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Fejuete] 2EAl F Ad g vlee 25.
A oA 1A 2 =2 A o &3l 53], AR
At HIFel o 191 AddAs At BE B RIEY 7FgEo] ol A,
Asl, 24, =8 5o AEA ARerRE HSshr] gk AR QHRe] AP‘X]
ol Fol Stk wiebd, FAzF 22, A% gtz Qg HEEE AT, =F F
Hlo} 2] 3ol iAoz Hoksh WA AddAte] A b Sdfio] g
ok, 2019). AA R A EH 318
2l Al debaL, ol =EARE
oo AuF A0 Holw 7he ﬁaﬂro ol W, A GAY] =F A

5% (20161d) 2 OECD 3= 39|
AR YoM = AAY 2 7153 A}

st HlEE AR da 224 E T }‘»}EH , 2018). BAIA *3 2A)7E
ZAF A3 (2014) & @ﬁ%ﬂcﬂ T T 22 (F 68417 zJJr).oq H]-go] A-8-FAA}
6.5%¢l) Bl &ho] Y= AAAA} 14. 9% & vi$ =& F39S 4 4tk

AL 22IF A% $A 9dE rlHvks 22 White and Beswick (2003),
Caruso (2004), Virtanen et al. (2012) 59 ATtolA] Q’?l% v} Qlt} ololy <
(2019) o] AFANNE AGGALe] 2R D HolErE EAR o7 fou|g ¢+
ToA dEIEA vla] FHA 114 A 2 A% 2A4 %‘EOH FAAR dgs
nxe Aoz Yehyth &, AGUAeE ALE, XOH 2R g gt 2rxd
o W& 174 el daIEA ] Hlgte] A

Mol AL =BAg oot i BRI %}8501 ATk a3k (2006-

1) 200599 AF9AAF v]&-2 33.5%0] Date] AFdAt F2 B v 5uvt e JojA £ =
HuAE 71881, 1 ol 22 S8 dFoE s AR v&e A&H
ol ZhFAol7le i, I AR BHWl 4709 ¥ WM 58 ARshe 522 B 4
At (A7, BALEATFZAD.
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ofsl2A, AA HEe 24.4%7} ol & HA o|F=E #%Th(Lee and Lee, 2013). E
g AdEF= HAAZIE =574 (Sung and Ahn, 2006) ¥7] 2] @i@‘jr
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AE T2 —‘—ET" o2 st B - Y& o] &3t dl YRk IHlof vlg| & o] &
Agthe 7Fsde gt

| == eA 7\}0 JAle] o] golgof tgt AFRs, WA o73H] A& FAVS A
91e] ¥stel] st A7-gE A% (2004) o AF7F Ak FAME A|9lol whE o ®
H &S AdE Az, d82o] F82d vlg) 9|84 A|F&o] ¥ oz e}
ko A gAket 82 Atololle Fo gk Aol 7F TAEHA] ety 22y o] A
TFAAE omel g Fas YIS vAe ZEAIZIOIY AFAIRE R T2 5
Al WAp7h A ol 1 FEFE A o]FY] AAE & F gle A A
ok g o] osolge o] EHTE oPIE F AAE AT uInt
(2018) o AFelA= 7HQ] og5H] A= B oge|& T
82l B4 A3, dAte] g Aol7t EAlske A= Usyith 18y o] A
© At o 422 AFEE (sub-sample) &2 FiL 72} 15 WA e ge]-8o]

JFaE A% AvEA, dFZ2Ae AR} 1F 5ol

£ s ¥ g gllen, w3k AL GAY AR E Ve R st Sl
1'd W dApg]o] o]go] AN Al A 2 SAKE A917F ol 5ol el n
= Bt EAE s 7

o|go] g9 73H] &= "/HE-: ATF=EE H2 9 o50l§ WIS thE Lucifora
and Vigani (2017) &] 37
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ol A1) B S 58] Wab) 209 44 Gles] 2l Ae)
AgUSE 6 27 ek, 80l §-S 943 A2 et 7| gu)ge] BRE 43
Moz BolFolk Jeh} 22 A% D 1 9 BN BN EAS B,

TAPE A9 & old] 7]91gt 7]8u]g Aol ThEA] 2 Slth

Hundley (2000) & ¥¥ta o2 ojAo] AFdAS Heldt A e F2 1
Q J
o

elohe sk 2ol Zhlatel MaAKeE S meldte] AT §54, A9

e

2) oldd - A (2012) 9 AFNAME AGGAE oz & ZAlA] wXRE o]frol uls]
TS B F AR QY ol AP E FI8le] AN A, 1 AT Al $15(63.0%),
TS Bt F AFE 5 (18.7%), AAA A (7.9%), 7 573 (.8%), 7IthE]7] 84+
(3.5%), WEEH0.6%), 7IEH0.5%) T2 ¥&S JeERAAth IRA7 e FzAtete]
A e sl TS B & Al gl S ould FARRE AZE glg o] Blge) it
3to] UERfIRITh
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Aol A7 Ex 4FL A9 FsAe] Frha AFednh olgd deld 5
& FAPE AAE 7R A9YAE BAE 9ol gL ] A 2 Yol
A Aol7k EA 4 glem, old tidk m2lst A Bad Aozt Azwn,

o gol gl oM FAPE A9 W Hol7t EASHEA, Teln H 2k o]

7holthd 3 9% R AT Z1E9 Sule] Aol Relns] of@th ol
BHOIA, B ATE 7129 A8 APk AusE, PAH 249 e

&WH TAPE A9l whe} o go]g-o] Afol7t B EAs=AE Bela, o5l
2HEH A 589 A7)0 wet o] Ao} DA E A EH. A, F
g A9 3F e F0l& Aol 7} FrefaiAl vEbdT, FAME A 9lellA BIEE oW
540l 98 1—394 Zpol & 7 L EAE wA G 1 FollA & ARt gk 713
£ Hato] Aujich AA, deI=2AeE GG} 1 ARt gk
iMPJ EAE 9 Aae] staal, 71gH8e] il faart
T2 A & F o] Aol& FH etk agjn }XU# 2 =
Folge] zto|7t AE meEt vz Uil olfE A
Hl-9-2ke] FAME A 97} o Folgo] wWE 7)En]| gl mAE JEFS
T =S Ut 22 7R o] FolA k. AN = Aol AHeE 2
\:rg

247 9w ol U@ 2ua S 1x $ARS AN ATRIAE
wse] el 8 B PES BEm glom, ANFNE fod QFe 24 )
£ U3 208 AN Ao AV L £ A7) 8 R AR, 3
B4 golo] ojs) t=elgit

B Ao F2 AFES e ABE ko] 899 (Korea Health Panel) AFS
olt}y, d=olgude IR THY SRS A o] ARAGS T4
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gol id FFOR AN FA 2ARZ, AT 7,000 of /7L SFF R
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Sl vE & dtpar Hot o5 mfstaat sisith. KLIPSH| Fdsh EAlsh=
= 59 2] AW, AF, ARIA TR, A
ARZ ARt FEFt AlEe %ZH Vel s FHsTh weuld A5 &
Ak AFF7F 75 0 e 12 7/He UFEA o8 T5WSE £ A98E
23 (linear probability model) & ©]&3l9on, F3H 23S o gald it
Al A BLsA Agsle] FFFIEE WSS AT F0lE w5l 14
ZF(20110Q) ol A 172F(20140) AFRE E o] Algalgion], AMSH ASA =
AdFZEA e afFstE 21,6004 oAtk

ry
fru
Jm
o,
o
=
£
Ir
it
.
rE
r
o
ng
FU

3) KLIPSe| Z} &%

e A8S A48 A4S, daoadyd As Ao A, AE A 7
B, AFA o] RE 2FS AR Bl Aozt EAE], d AEES £
(pooling) 3te] AH-g-3t



128 #EHEHIE A 68 3 A4 &

2. =M

A JFREARZ S0 WOR Asle] 1h BHL 9 5 Y 7}
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SAE WA 34 290 BT T4 A (AS 2 G2 § o

4%, 22 A0 5ol GAH B ol *
A A9 F BEANE B e il glome a5 ssu gow
E

= 7§71 whEel] A oA Alefsiith =3, WAE Ao 4
2 A T8 24%1 IBHPL AAR SR thE 654 o, ezt dle AL ¢
Sz B A7l aela Ak Az ol Auage] Ak PAtet vl mste]
A7 54 9 AAZE el dojxe] Aot E v, 99, FAH FEe
AGdPA}F (0158, 2018; BAE - ZFR, 2000) g Aol A A 2= e

(Table 1)& W3 AAl] @ 7128AFo 2N, 185 AIdA, A2
2] 7t BEE HolFh o)A néFE THEE n8sta e ALG9A
S gty gt A% A AddA AT 49. 8= I B9k 18F, dEEE
Ape] o' vEhkon, HIEZbE g gl v a5 589, A daE

AES AT RS W BT dHEA AddA 259 a50] /P e v,

180 a5o] MY B vEwth e, AddA 250 wsgEe] B 1E
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SEAE AN E S dFZEAY] S ool 4041 A 50A17F Abe] €]
oHE ot H Hlall, AR F 6043t o2 2k e Hleol 40.8%
2 e =gtom 18FE 36% = Jeh}, AddAte] AAzE Za) waldl aat

o BEIT. olshe A 1047 P 2RI Yk Vg E
ol 18.9% 2 71 Fokh AQUAL] 2RAU B} S 2 AL F 5 9
QAT BAH ABAITE ZAFE ol g3lel T WA WES A 19 FF A
2ol A9 AL 2 Ak A1 Bkt FA B L5 vee

Ak Vg Rgkm, F 13 ol 3% ool £ Bk vl YAl
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(Table 1) Descriptive Statistics

Korea Health Panel 20 ~ 64 yrs.  (n=9, 434)

Self-  Wage-and
Employer employed -Salary
Worker  Worker

# of obs. (n) 918 1,946 6,570
Areas of  Seoul 14.1 14.5 16.3
Residence  Kyung-gi 24.9 20.6 25.8

Metropolitan City 35.0 32.1 29.1

Others 26.0 32.8 28.8

Household  Single Generation Family 7.7 16.2 10.2
Composition 2 Generation Family 84.0 76.2 82.5
More than 3 Generations 8.3 7.6 7.4

Household Poverty Rate 1.1 5.2 1.1
Household 1 (lowest) 1.6 6.8 1.7
Income 2 13.2 22.7 12. 4
Quintile 3 20.0 23.1 18.6
4 27.9 25.0 28.3

5 (highest) 37.3 22.4 39.1

Age 39 yrs. or less 18.4 12.2 37.7
40-49 45.9 36. 1 39.0

50-59 30.5 36. 2 20.0

more than 60 yrs. 5.2 15.5 3.2

Married Yes 93.2 88.8 78. 4
No 6.8 11.2 21.6

Gender Male 82.8 67.8 68. 8
Female 17.2 32.2 31.2

Education ~ Middle School or Less 6.3 21.7 5.1
High School Graduate 35.9 47.8 31.5

more than College 57.7 30.5 63.3

Individual <1, 800 7 4 29.2 11.5
Income 1, 800~2, 800 16.7 32.7 25.0
(in 10,000 won) 2, 800~4, 200 30.6 23.1 29.3
’ >4, 200 45.3 14.9 34.2
Occupation ~ Manager 14.5 2.0 9.9
Professional 20. 3 15.7 29.7

Business Management and Clerical support 2.9 1.3 19.4

Sales and Services 34.2 42.8 10. 4

Plant and Machine operator, Engineer 26.3 34.3 23.2

Elementary occupation 1.9 3.9 7.0

Etc. . . 0.4
Industry Manufacturing 32.6
Construction, Retail, Accomodation, Food 1.8 1.7 14.6

[N}
—
—
wn
.

Services

Electricity, Transportaion, Finance 7.5 19.7 12.7
Real Estate, Business Services 9.2 6.0 7.6
N, . .

Iub}m, Education, Health Care, Social 9.3 8.0 276
Assistance

Entertainment, Home, International Services 11.1 16. 2 4.9
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(Table 1) Descriptive Statistics (continued)

Self-  Wage-and

Employer employed  -Salary

Healthy 1 ¢ good, very good 48.6 46.6 53.2
(subjective) 0 : fair, bad, very bad 51.4 53.4 46. 8

Having high blood pressure  Yes 12.6 16.9 9.2
Having diabetes Yes 3.2 7.5 3.2
Having arthritis Yes 5.0 5.5 2.9
Smoking Yes 39.8 30.3 31.6

Drinking Yes 85.2 79.1 85.8

Exercise Yes 58.9 53.6 57.7

Working hours/week <40 hrs. 7.5 18.9 2.6
40 - 50 hrs. 33.0 24.2 61.8

50 - 60 hrs. 23.4 16.1 20. 1

>60 hrs. 36. 1 40. 8 15.6

Daily free time <1.3 hrs. 12.8 0.6 15.1
(Estimated) ” 1.3 - 2.0 hrs. 48.5 25.6 50. 4

2.0 - 2.7 hrs. 26.9 41.3 29.9

>2.7 hrs. 11.9 32.4 4.6

Prob. of having paid-leave <0.15 100.0 100.0 3.5
(Estimated) 2 0.15 - 0.3 0.0 0.0 19.1

0.3 -0.5 0.0 0.0 23.4

0.5-0.7 0.0 0.0 20.8

>0.7 0.0 0.0 33.3

Age mean 46.6 49.8 42.4

(s.d) (7.6) (8.5) 9.1)

# of Chronic diseases mean 1.0 1.2 0.8
(s.d) (1.4) (1.5) (1.2

Hourly Income mean 1.76 1.19 1.62

(in 10,000 won) (s.d) (1.40) (1.30)  (1.02)
Individual Income mean 43.9 26.6 37.8

(in million won) (s.d) (25.7) (17.0) (20.3)
Household Income” (equiv.)  mean 33.5 26.1 32.5
(in million won) (s.d) (22.2) (13.8) (16.6)
Daily free time mean 2.0 2.6 1.8
(Estimated) " (s.d) (0.65  (0.80)  (0.51)

Prob. of having paid-leave mean 0 0 0. 56
(Estimated) (s.d) 0) o .27

# of Outpatient visits mean 7.21 8. 80 6. 80
(s.d) (8.99) (10. 47) (8.81)

# of Inpatient visits mean 0.10 0.08 0.07
(s.d) (0.39) (0. 34) (0. 30)

# of Health checkup visits mean 0.21 0. 26 0.29
(s.d) (0.51) (0.58) (0.56)

Had any health checkup visits? mean 0.17 0.20 0.25
s.d) (0.38) (0.40)  (0.43)

Data: Korea Health Panel 2011-2014, 20-64 years olds
Note: 1) Daily free time (estimated) is the average of available free time during hospital
operating hours (5 weekdays + Saturday).
2) Household income (equiv.) = Total Household Income / sqrt (# of family members).
3) For probabilities of having paid-leave, 0 is given for all self-employed workers.

4) =) asdor = Hold W

= 9ToE e R AL ARE FHska 7] w2l 719
AR, =7F AR 22 B8 430 B wel wel dgol FHEA ot A SEelA
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(Table 2) Effects of Job Status on Number of Outpatient Visits (All, Male, Female)

(1) Al (2) Male (3) Female
Dependent Variable: dard
# of Outpatient Visits CoefflcusntSta:r;rr Coeff.  s.e. Coeff.  s.e.
Constant 5.681(2.934) * 1.708 (3. 633) 1.726 (3. 628)
Household Poverty 1.294 (0. 744) * 2.085(0.943) **  -0.584(1.217)

Individual Income

o) kk wkk = *
(in million won) 0. 013 (0. 006) 0. 018 (0. 007) 0. 025 (0. 014)

Male -3.062 (0. 263) ***

Married 2.791(0.315) ***  3.384(0.424) ***  1.809(0.48) ***
Age -0.313(0. 104) ***  -0.312(0. 142) ** 0.016(0.173)
Age squared 0.005(0.001) *** 0.005(0.002) ***  0.001 (0. 002)
Healthy -1.573(0.2)  *** 0 -1.662(0. 241) *** -1, 241(0. 356) ***
Number of Chronic diseases 3.851(0.087) ***  4.027(0.107) ***  3.485(0. 148) ***
Education Middle school graduate 1.183(0. 482) ** 0.637(0.591) 2.840(0. 876) ***
(ref: College) High school graduate -0. 120(0. 258) -0. 208 (0. 304) 0. 328 (0. 498)

Job status employer -0. 326 (0. 365) -0.576 (0. 408) 0.351(0. 859)
Sfjr}““‘*f:k:rtd) self-employed 0. 383 (0. 309) -0.736(0.376)*  0.210(0.562)
Mean of Dependent Variable (s.d.) 6. 866 (8. 849) 6.380(8.551) 8.009 (9. 414)

# of Observations (n) 9,434 6,599 2,835

Note: Variables including Year, Area of Residence, Household Composition, Industry,
Occupation are additionally controlled, *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<Q0. 1.

(Table 3) Effects of Job Status on Number of Outpatient Visits
(Male, having/not having severe/chronic diseases)

. . 6) No
4) Hav Severe 5) No Severe .
e VS N0 S e
# of Outpatient Visits T ' o ’ Disease, Male
Coeft. S. e. Coeft. s. e. Coeff.  s.e.
Constant 11.212(33. 486) 4.652(3.749) 0. 636 (4. 493)
Job status employer 5.291(2.217) **  -0.700(0.415) *  -1.006(0.539) *
(ref: wage and .. o P oo
salary workers. ) self-employed 3.010(2. 347) 0.738(0. 383) 0.807(0.5)
lziczn) of Dependent Variable 13,742 (11, 231) 6. 117 (8. 321) 3,068 (5. 386)
# of Observations (n) 247 6,352 3,419

Note: Male sample only. Variables including year, area of residence, household composition,
industry, occupation, household poverty, individual income, married, age, age squared,
healthy, education are additionally controlled, *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1.
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(Table 4) Effects of Job Status on Number of Inpatient Visits, Health Checkup Visits,
whether had any Health Checkup Visits (Male, No severe/chronic diseases)

Dependent variables: (8)# of Health (9) Had any Health

(1) # of Inpatient

# of Inpatient visits Checkups Checkup (Logit)

# of Health Checkup visits

Had any Health Checkup  Coefl.  s.e. Coeff.  s.e. Coefl.  s.e.
Constant -6.545 (2. 968) ** -5.014 (1. 251) ***  -4.220(1.174) ***
Job status employer 0.022(0. 333) -0.413 (0. 146) ***  -0.142(0.104)
(ref: wage and . ) ) axx .
salary workers, ) self-employed 0.239(0. 323) 0.533(0. 142) 0. 258(0.102)
Mean of Dependent (s.d.) 0. 048 (0. 246) 0.216(0. 477) 0.190(0. 436)
# of Observations (n) 3,419 3,419 3,419

Note: Male sample only. Variables including year, area of residence, household composition,
industry, occupation, household poverty, individual income, married, age, age squared,
healthy, education are additionally controlled, *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1.
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(Table b) Effects of Job Status on Health Checkup Visit: after controlling for
Working Hours, Free Time, Health Behaviors

Had any Health (9-1) (10) (11) (12)
Checkup (Logit) Coeff. s.e. Coeff. s.e. Coeff. s.e. Coeff. s.e.
Constant -3.549(1.201) *** -3.037(1.223) ** -4.065(1.228) *** -3.816(1.222) ***
Working hours -0. 009 (0. 004) **
Daily free time 0.2580.122 **
Smoking -0.220(0. 091) **
Drinking -0.021 (0. 170)
Exercise 0. 382 (0. 096) ***
Self-employed -0.565 (0. 152) *** -0.554 (0. 152) *** -0.692(0.165) *** -0.585(0. 153) ***
gfs:ngém (s.d) 0.194 (0. 440) 0.194 (0. 440) 0.194 (0. 440) 0.194 (0. 440)
# of

Observations (n) 3,047 3,047 3,047 3,047

Note: Male, no severe/chronic diseases, no employer only. Variables including year, area of

residence, household composition, industry, occupation, household poverty, individual

income, married, age, age squared, healthy, education are additionally controlled, ***

p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1.
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(Table 6) Effects of Job Status on Health Checkup Visit:
Job Status XIncome interaction effect

Income Variable: Annual Income Income Variable: Hourly Income

é{;‘jdjﬁg ?Lia;g (13) (14) (132) (14a)

Coeff.  s.e. Coeff.  s.e. Coeff.  s.e. Coeff.  s.e.
Constant -3.684(1.386) *** -3.826(1.386) *** -3.809(1.388) *** -3.954(1.390) ***
Working hours ~ -0. 007 (0. 006) -0. 006 (0. 006) -0. 003 (0. 006) -0. 002 (0. 006)
Daily free time 0.118(0.182) 0.1515(0. 182) -0.133(0.178) -0. 081 (0. 180)
Smoking -0.220(0.091) **  -0.221(0.091) ** -0.240(0.091) *** -0.237(0.091) ***
Drinking -0.026(0. 171) -0.036(0. 171) 0.030(0. 171) 0. 021 (0. 170)
Exercise 0.386(0.096) *** 0.381(0.096) *** 0.405(0.096) *** 0.400(0.096) ***
Self-employed -0.633(0. 180) *** -0.108(0. 298) -0.583(0.178) *** -0.346(0.218)
Income

. e 0.0167(0.003) *** 0.019(0.003) *** 0.197(0.049) *** 0.253(0.057) ***
(in million won)

Self-employed X
Income

-0.015(0.007) ** -0.163(0.088) *

Mean of

0. 194 (0. 440) 0. 194 (0. 440) 0. 194 (0. 440) 0. 194 (0. 440)
Dependent (s.d.)

# of Observations

() 3,047 3,047 3,047 3,047

Note: Male, no severe/chronic diseases, no employer only. Variables including year, area of
residence, household composition, industry, occupation, household poverty, married,
age, age squared, healthy, education are additionally controlled, *** p<0.01, ** p<0. 05,
* p<0. 1.
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=, A Felal ehta AdAst dgemael 9d el gl Aol
aEe] Z)gHgozA &() 9] Far} AFIRA Hla) AYA P
27 gl wel e At ol @ & 9L Holul, AIPAe] 7
tg o

9 olgo] 22| 5 dF2EA vla 44 ¥ BAYS AFHow

do & qr

BolF: Avela 48E 5 ok

aEo] 7Kgl wet 7131 o] felahl F7ksHs e A5 B9 throl
AT AT NE QVE A LRl ((Table 7). 8] 8L Q) A5 138910
A 4919l ) A9 a5 whre] BN Atol], A5
229loE daamAsh A9gAt % a% 7 980§ At
O A5 27 Ee 3, 4 woﬂxa% FaEdsh 49YA Aole] ozl g A
W etk e AE 98+ 9o

(Table 7) Difference in the Effects of Job Status on Health Checkup Visit:
by Individual Income Level

(14-1) Low (14-2) Low-Mid (14-3) Mid-High (14-4) High

Had any Health Income Income income Income
Checkup (Logit) (Ist Quartile) (2nd Quartile) (3rd Quartile) (4th Quartile)
Coeff.  s.e. Coeff. s.e. Coeff. s.e. Coeff. s.e.
Self-employed 1.665 (1. 295) -0. 451 (0. 381) -0.727(0.349) ** 0. 978 (0. 347) ***
Mean of 0. 155 (0. 392) 0.107(0.349)  0.180(0.437) 0. 281 (0. 487)
Dependent (s.d.)
# of 156 781 1,008 1,102

Observations (n)

Note: 1) Male, no severe/chronic diseases, no employer only. All other control variables are
the same as in Model (13). *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.]1.
2) Individual Income categories are low (<1,800), low-mid (1,800-2,800), mid-high

(2,800-4, 200) and high (=4, 200).
3. 2xizlol =
el = Bole] o] o

Faadd e Adgael A
78] gozA el 2tgol 02 AGYANAE Jehd e elmlshe 2e opich
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dETz2Ae] 45 A 8ol& Al frafivt o8 & F3l 259 713H| 829
e B Thedol AdFAETE BEA R o, dEIEAY] B¢
A= dApe]e] A (FeFA) o et o] 50 713§ a3t WAt EAE
T vk FLE dETEAR} AR FER7E 52 Aol TFe ] of ol wh
gk 713m) o] FA| e A 283 dve A sty ffstel, et
A AFE 718 &e] deldsr AFgeldlaL, 718 8-S SAIgl vl F
= Atelel omolE AR Al G eAE A ESIT. =l auld ARl

| gk FroF EAeHA] 71, d==Fad A& (KLIPS) & At
Bt o, TR PR BE f F7F A e
TEAF Wl M= Aol
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23 (linear probability model) 2.2 3% 3}

(Table 8) Effects of Job Status on Health Checkup Visit: by Probability of Paid-Leave

(15) (15-1) Prob. of (15-2) Prob. of (15-3) Probh. of
Had any Health all Paid Leave<0.4 Paid Leave<0.2 Paid Leave<0.15
Checkup (Logit)
Coeff. s.e. Coeff. s.e. Coeff. s.e. Coeff. s.e.
Self-employed 0.320(0.203)  -0.706(0.221) *** -0.577(0.315)* -0.221(0. 460)
Prob. of Paid Leave 0.790 (0. 229) ***
Mean of 0.194(0.440)  0.137(0.379) 0.121(0.359  0.122(0.351)
Dependent (s.d.)
# of 3,047 1,324 823 701

Observations (n)

Note: Male, no severe/chronic diseases, no employer only. All other control variables are the
same as in Model (13). *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0. 1.

(Table 8) o] 29 (15) = flolA Z2AIZE, A3, AdYE 5o ¥FE =
T SARE BEelM AHESE 2@ (13) o, FHE frafrtEE HeE 3

5 dETEAY fEF/IE WM 713v e diedeRA AReta slov Akl A4,
At o, 9 TR S gmeldel dg= v Maese o8k FEF Mol
w2, F& A AF FEF7tEC] 253 $A9 ARl 8E U Bel ske 542
7RI 0 g ke wei7h SR U frER R EC] dAH e R Re(<0.4) U
o st EAF Ry 1 edel 9l dvbet Al ekt

=
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wgolth, FFFL TFsAel ¥24% AL 1T g WRo| o] frela)
=159 cq, o] 42 EAE To|= Adgate} 2R} Abol] o]go| &
Az} o oA %94-3}74] oe Ao etk &, frER e S 713H 89
welnses, gaeade] dae e e slaue By Yo 9E By
B3 UH = a2 g = H§E 1 o] go]& A=} /\}a};qu} W HOﬂ/\i 1 el

ok, AgdAe] A fFEFE EA 7Fed s B 028 Fofsisly] v,
0ol 14tele] gt 7Hle daT@2Abet vlashe o slof =4 2l 2% (model
specification) o] 2]&sto] Uehd A3} 7hs7de] Stk webr o] Aaprh AA =
B E ERleh] flate] Blad B4Rl Jee o] EAs) Harh(m
F15-1, 15-2, 15-3). dao2A J& FAM= frafrtel SA 7ol w2

A (12u)ge] 27170 vt da22Aeh A9 49, faf7HEE <0.15) o2
R RS daI2Ah AddRte] om5old Ak Avl= A Fols
B ARG YA oA Wl Rl AR S gRlsklaL, o2 FAME A
]

A 713 8-9] Zfo|7} F I 1He] o508 AAE 7HA e uke 7& = TAl
] PR

teomt 9 AU o] 2 A9le] nhE Sle o] g3 Aol g A
S el A A 280 I e el 88 ohe Ao
Uehbe ol watel, el Agelt 1 Atelzh folsh eked Aol tistel
ARl B @k W, o] R4S AaiAE AF FlA g Rt Az vl

Aee 52 sy, 2 9l A e dE2EE 29 ol 14
stal e A= Azl B4 izt 71 479 1 =2 Zastdeol
ofstofof gt oA AFHAR oA F AIE AT A& A 0] R] ek A EH S &

¥ (bimodal distribution) 7} Ve, o] BG4S o|g¥l4E T 48 3191,
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tg
o 50| §L S8l Eleke 22 Al7lo] ISl gow 48] SAaiilE 22A
: 2 ololAo} gtk AT RAY volEl 2 ]
B8R &Eo] Qi W AYUAY A%, AL B WA (89) F 33% o]
frgolul, WA 67% & B2 BAGRA 2R w2 olye] 250] ¢}
£ AGGAL B FolE AL S B WS Bl 90%7F 79 A9
Aolv], UelA] 10% 3 =N F7 /1% SR 275k Ao Uehddh Z, ¥
$7h BE A9 BN AS @] F 2549 98 da Fle 250 9]
o stetE BAAQ) 8L B gtk A2
4 AGAAe] A WA TA 4GS SHe Mgl Ea Teie W o)
$A7} 7 254240 2E dua wel PR B2E AT tg ) e

of du2rAe] aAI A BE olf7t fle (e 238 A7t A9l AH&Ae] ¢

o} el el © §olge & 9E) ARl Wlgo] Wol, 1 A Aubpeld &
NeGE PF2EAS 4G Aole] B0l E Aol felsA Bk Ao
% % 9tk Hundley (2000 9] AFAME Aoz ofgo] A4YAE A
A% FOYE T2 nelshs Bk gl Aasle] Jas s S nelste] AR
54, 298014, ARo] Al B 9L AYF P54o] Bk 4L AR
s glel, o14e] A% 253 /18 ge] WAL el TR BE F drke
AE AT,

2 Sl Bl R At B A dehd At dEeead wel v
s A el 45 Al BEAQ GBS @ sl 2] W, HAL
WEdthn S9e W SRAe S0l AP 25 G2 ololAA] ¥
% QIeke M 7130089 Ago] B Aolvl, ol e met theA g
& Aoz zdd

AGAqAre] A5 w2 27 Adde 2w H el digh 71snl g g

AN EIPE 9SS WAS] Aalel okl WAt g 2Ed

d 927 esle] ARl (Table 99 23 (16-1) Ao Felets
Zyro] gl 1A Adels vE2dA] o4 AdGAE o4 da2 24 ] vt <
Fol85 © sta e @] FoJeHl vehskom, AN A XAE nsad
£ 371 (16-2) BolA F 259 atole A B AEolA ERigh upe} 2
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o] AQYAe] B§ 250l /lFu G2 6 A A5 U] WEA Ao B
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(Table 9) Effect of Job Status on Health Checkup Visit: Having a wage-and salary

worker spouse

Female Male
Had any Health B - — -
Checkup (Logit (16-1) (16-2) (16-3) (16-4)
Coeff. s.e. Coeff. s.e. Coeff. s.e. Coeff. s.e.

Self-employed -0.882(0.404) **  1.187(0.893)  -1.047(0.411) ** 0.471(0.726)
Income 0.001(0.008)  0.022(0.011) **  0.012(0.006) *  0.024(0.008) ***
(in million won)
Seli-employed X -0.101 (0. 046) ** -0.032(0.013) **
Income
Mean of 0.249(0.473)  0.249(0. 473) 0.246(0.475) 0. 246 /(0. 475)
Dependent (s.d.)
# of

Observations (n) 373 373 428 428

Note: For samples with wage-and-salary working spouses only. No severe/chronic diseases, No
employer. Variables including year, area of residence, household composition, industry,
occupation, household poverty, married, age, age squared, healthy, education, weekly
working hours, daily free time are additionally controlled, *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p
<0.1.

W, EANE Ve W AGAAE MSAR R A 4 ERE
sk AGYAE vaG AT, folAE Qo Wit oy B ALt
A e A o Mgt P (1) 9 ik e AoR BE2H. 3,
AL P SH MSAE AL B PR B2t 7|86 §E 2]
A % 509 RelE AAE AaAsIM, edle AGAApE dF2EA v
o IR0l 8 o olab she WFe] EIph HelAE AW EATEL T
@ Wl #e & ik

= =
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spvte, 1d ARE £ (pooling) Ste] AT 1 o)20] g0 G vl
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The Difference in Health Care Utilization between
Self-Employed and Wage-and-Salary Workers:

Focusing on the Opportunity Cost of Time*

Suzie Ahn**

Abstract

This study shows that the difference in opportunity costs between
self-employed and permanent wage-and-salary workers is one of the main
factors contributing to socioeconomic inequalities in health care utilization. The
positive income effect on health care utilization is shown to be significantly
smaller for self-employed than for wage-and-salary workers. Since working
hours are directly related to the income for self-employed workers, it is more
costly for them to use health care services at the expense of working hours
than for wage-and-salary workers. For similar reasons, even among
wage-and-salary workers, those who lack access to paid leave tend to reduce
their health care utilization as self-employed workers do. Furthermore, I
investigate the changes in patterns of health care utilization for self-employed
workers whose spouses are also self-employed so that the loss of working
hours can be somewhat mitigated, and find that there are no significant
differences in the wuse of health care services between those and
wage-and-salary workers.
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