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[bookmark: _Toc201237550]Table A.  Structure Of Pooled Eight Waves of CLHLS Panel Samples 
	Sample  Name  
	Status 
	Survey year 
	
	
	

	1998 - 2018 panel 
	
	1998
	2000
	2002
	2005
	2008
	2011
	2014
	
	2018
	

	
	Surviving 
	9,093
	4,831
	2,643
	1,051
	358
	128
	47
	
	10
	

	
	Died (in between interview waves) 
	3,368
	1604
	1,308
	480
	177
	75
	
	23
	

	 
	Loss to follow-up 
	 
	894
	585
	284
	214
	53
	6
	
	14
	

	2000  Newly added sample 
	Surviving 
	
	6,368
	3,673
	1,577
	592
	235
	96
	
	20
	

	
	Died (in between interview waves) 
	
	1,739
	1,656
	694
	281
	126
	
	45
	

	 
	Loss to follow-up 
	 
	 
	956
	440
	291
	76
	13
	
	31
	

	2002 Newly added sample 
	Surviving 
	
	
	9,748
	5,545
	3,241
	2,151
	1,538
	
	760
	

	
	Died (in between interview waves) 
	
	
	2,911
	1,346
	725
	516
	
	416
	

	 
	Loss to follow-up 
	 
	 
	 
	1,292
	958
	365
	97
	
	363
	

	2005 Newly added sample 
	Surviving 
	
	
	
	7,459
	3,281
	1,678
	1,110
	
	540
	

	
	Died (in between interview waves) 
	
	
	
	2,706
	1,071
	468
	
	276
	

	 
	Loss to follow-up 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1,472
	532
	100
	
	294
	

	2008 Newly added sample 
	Surviving 
	
	
	
	
	9,479
	4,230
	2,453
	
	1,109
	

	
	Died (in between interview waves) 
	
	
	
	
	3,381
	1,402
	
	787
	

	 
	Loss to follow-up 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1,868
	375
	
	557
	

	2011 Newly added sample 
	Surviving 
	
	
	
	
	
	1,340
	821
	
	444
	

	
	Died (in between interview waves) 
	
	
	
	
	
	290
	
	290
	

	
	Loss to follow-up 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	229
	
	87
	

	2014 Newly added sample 
	Surviving 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1,125
	
	557
	

	
	Died (in between interview waves) 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	389
	

	
	Loss to follow-up 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	179
	

	2018 Newly added sample 
	Surviving
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	12,240
	


Number of surviving included in the pooled samples:  56,845(9,093 + 6,368 + 9,748+7,459+9,479+1,340+1,125+12,240)
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[bookmark: _Toc201237552]Table B. Discrete Event History Analysis of Attrition Status 
	
	Died
	Lost
	Attrition (Died or lost)

	Baseline age 
	1.126***
	1.064***
	1.100***

	
	[1.115,1.136]
	[1.053,1.075]
	[1.090,1.110]

	Cohort 
	 1.071
	0.960
	0.928

	
	[1.012,1.134]
	[0.904,1.020]
	[0.880,0.978]

	Cohort2
	0.996
	1.012***
	1.014***

	
	[0.992,0.999]
	[1.008,1.015]
	[1.011,1.017]

	Female
	0.676***
	0.966
	0.785***

	
	[0.655,0.697]
	[0.935,0.999]
	[0.762,0.808]

	Han 
	1.032
	2.280
	1.326

	
	[0.972,1.094]
	[2.117,2.456]
	[1.253,1.403]

	High Education 
	0.865***
	1.602***
	1.198***

	
	[0.822,0.909]
	[1.526,1.682]
	[1.145,1.254]

	Married
	0.739***
	0.863***
	0.790***

	
	[0.713,0.766]
	[0.831,0.896]
	[0.765,0.817]

	Born in a rural area 
	0.925***
	0.531***
	0.709***

	
	[0.887,0.964]
	[0.509,0.553]
	[0.683,0.737]

	Self-reported health at baseline
	

	Good
	1.164***
	0.982
	1.076

	
	[1.110,1.220]
	[0.935,1.032]
	[1.030,1.124]

	So-so
	1.482***
	1.246***
	1.371***

	
	[1.411,1.556]
	[1.185,1.311]
	[1.311,1.435]

	Bad
	2.213***
	1.473***
	1.863***

	
	[2.084,2.349]
	[1.383,1.570]
	[1.762,1.970]

	Very bad
	3.706***
	2.304***
	3.029***

	
	[3.151,4.358]
	[1.929,2.753]
	[2.598,3.531]

	Person-wave 
	192,985
	
	


Note: The model also controlled for the year of the first entry into the study and the residential province at the baseline survey. The table presents the relative risk ratios; 95% confidence intervals in brackets*** p < 0.001
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	1898-
1904
	1905-
1909
	1910-
1914
	1915-
1919
	1920-
1924
	1925-
1929
	1930-
1934
	1935-
1939
	1940-
1944
	1945-
1949

	Time-invariant variables 

	Baseline 
Age 
	96.04
(1.91)
	91.97
(2.57)
	88.48
(3.76)
	84.71
(4.35)
	83.27
(5.34)
	78.78
(6.07)
	72.83
(5.87)
	69.16
(5.48)
	68.95
(4.54)
	68.80
(2.54)

	High education 
	158 (7.8%)
	277 
(7.3%)
	502
 (9.4%)
	658 (10.4%)
	449 (10.4%)
	502 (11.8%)
	508 (14.2%)
	736 (21.4%)
	694 (29.2%)
	878 (35.6%)

	Female 
	1222 (60.0%)
	2101 (55.2%)
	2859 (53.3%)
	3202 (50.4%)
	2161 (50.1%)
	2100 (49.3%)
	1788 (50.1%)
	1698 (49.4%)
	1125 (47.4%)
	1219 (49.4%)

	Han 
	1893 (93.0%)
	3590 (94.3%)
	5049 (94.1%)
	5981 (94.2%)
	4098 (94.9%)
	4022 (94.4%)
	3369 (94.4%)
	3271 (95.1%)
	2231 (94.0%)
	2302 (93.2%)

	Survived 
	0 (0%)
	0
 (0%)
	14 
(0.3%)
	235 
(3.7%)
	1102 (25.5%)
	1794 (42.1%)
	1671 (46.8%)
	1949 (56.7%)
	1776 (74.8%)
	2440 (98.8%)

	Died 
	1658 (81.4%)
	2849 (74.8%)
	3796 (70.7%)
	4195 (66.1%)
	2069 (47.9%)
	1365 (32.0%)
	871 (24.4%)
	524 (15.2%)
	147 (6.2%)
	4 (0.2%)

	Loss to follow-up 
	378 (18.6%)
	960 (25.2%)
	1556 (29.0%)
	1917 (30.2%)
	1145 (26.5%)
	1103 (25.9%)
	1027 (28.8%)
	967 (28.1%)
	450 (19.0%)
	25 (1.0%)

	Time-varying variables 

	Happy 
	3.21 (1.13)
	3.20 
(1.20)
	3.16
 (1.24)
	3.20 
(1.26)
	3.16
 (1.31)
	3.21 
(1.32)
	3.30 (1.33)
	3.34 (1.32)
	3.36 (1.28)
	3.40 (1.30)

	Useful 
	3.03 (1.08)
	3.14 
(1.12)
	3.15 
(1.14)
	3.19 
(1.15)
	3.16
 (1.16)
	3.24 
(1.15)
	3.35 (1.17)
	3.43 (1.14)
	3.50 (1.11)
	3.64 (1.03)

	Composite scale 
	-0.132 (0.906)
	-0.0808 (0.944)
	-0.0933 (0.980)
	-0.0527 (0.990)
	-0.0903 (1.02)
	-0.0171 (1.02)
	0.0795 (1.03)
	0.142 (1.02)
	0.192 (0.970)
	0.283 (0.955)

	Married 
	232 (8.3%)
	841 (14.0%)
	1725 (18.5%)
	3173 (25.9%)
	2463 (31.2%)
	3509 (41.3%)
	4292 (54.2%)
	4940 (63.9%)
	2992 (71.6%)
	1931 (78.2%)

	Alone 
	414 (14.9%)
	1138 (18.9%)
	1913 (20.6%)
	2691 (22.0%)
	1685 (21.4%)
	1837 (21.6%)
	1534 (19.4%)
	1276 (16.5%)
	612 (14.6%)
	291 (11.8%)

	Live in rural
	1533 (55.1%)
	2996 (49.8%)
	4731 (50.8%)
	5717 (46.7%)
	3734 (47.3%)
	3976 (46.8%)
	3542 (44.7%)
	3341 (43.2%)
	1506 (36.0%)
	59 
(2.4%)

	Self-reported health 

	Very bad 
	19 
(0.7%)
	64
 (1.1%)
	117 
(1.3%)
	139
 (1.1%)
	115 (1.5%)
	127 (1.5%)
	98
 (1.2%)
	94
 (1.2%)
	42
 (1.0%)
	24
 (1.0%)

	Bad
	252 (9.1%)
	700 (11.6%)
	1146 (12.3%)
	1622 (13.2%)
	1207 (15.3%)
	1320 (15.5%)
	1168 (14.8%)
	1085 (14.0%)
	530 (12.7%)
	283 (11.5%)

	So-so
	983 (35.3%)
	2084 (34.6%)
	3113 (33.4%)
	4052 (33.1%)
	2831 (35.9%)
	3086 (36.3%)
	2856 (36.1%)
	2792 (36.1%)
	1558 (37.3%)
	945 (38.3%)

	Good 
	1213 (43.6%)
	2456 (40.8%)
	3740 (40.2%)
	4874 (39.8%)
	2942 (37.3%)
	3039 (35.8%)
	2844 (35.9%)
	2775 (35.9%)
	1543 (36.9%)
	854 (34.6%)

	Very good 
	316 (11.4%)
	713 (11.8%)
	1192 (12.8%)
	1555 (12.7%)
	793 (10.1%)
	918 (10.8%)
	950 (12.0%)
	979 (12.7%)
	506 (12.1%)
	363 (14.7%)


Note： One-way ANOVA tests are performed to compare group differences. 
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	Test 
	Test statistics 
(F value for one-way ANOVA, for test )
	Pr(>F) 

	Baseline Age 
	One–way ANOVA 
	9692
	<0.001

	High education 
	test 
	2021.378
	<0.001

	Female 
	test 
	126.49
	<0.001

	Han 
	test 
	20.07
	<0.017

	Survival status 
	test 
	18792.14 
	<0.001

	Happy 
	One–way ANOVA 
	25.14
	<0.001

	Useful 
	One–way ANOVA 
	120.3
	<0.001

	Composite scale 
	One–way ANOVA 
	93.68
	<0.001

	Married 
	test 
	11840.56 
	<0.001

	Alone 
	test 
	348.76 
	<0.001

	Live in rural
	test 
	2351.191
	<0.001

	Self-reported health 
	test 
	359.7589 
	<0.001





[bookmark: _Toc201237555]Table D. Growth Curve Model for Self-Perceptions Of Aging (Multiple Imputations For Missing Values)
	Fix Effects 
	

	For intercept 
	

	Overall intercept: 
	-0.067
(0.243)

	Cohort: 
	-0.182***
(0.053)

	Cohort2: 
	0.012 ***
(0.003)

	High education:  

	0.815***
(0.101)

	Cohort ×High education:
	-0.070 ***
(0.012)

	For linear growth rate — Age
	

	Overall intercept: 
	-0.050 ***
(0.012)

	Cohort: 
	0.005 ***
(0.001)

	High education: 
	-0.018 ***
(0.004)

	Cohort ×High education:
	0.001 
(0.001)

	For quadratic growth rate — Age2
	

	Overall intercept:
	0.001***
(0.000)

	Time-invariant controls
	Yes

	Time-varying controls
	Yes

	Random Effects
	

	σ2
	0.88

	τ00
	0.26

	τ11
	0.00

	ICC
	0.23

	BIC
	185966.56



Note: The data imputation process was performed using the mice package in R. Five imputed datasets were generated over 50 iterations with a seed of 500 for reproducibility. The results were pooled from the five imputed datasets. * p<0.05   ** p<0.01   *** p<0.001
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	(1)
Baseline 
	(2)
+time-invariant controls
	(3)
+time-varying controls
	(3)
Cohort-by-SES interactions 

	Fix Effects 
	
	
	
	

	For intercept 
	
	
	
	

	Overall intercept: 
	7.201 ***
(0.273)
	6.831 ***
(0.328)
	4.986 ***
(0.321)
	4.603 ***
(0.345)

	Cohort: 
	-0.832***
(0.057)
	-0.768 ***
(0.073)
	-0.608 ***
(0.070)
	-0.536 ***
(0.074)

	Cohort2: 
	0.045 ***
(0.003)
	0.043 ***
(0.004)
	0.035 ***
(0.004)
	0.032 ***
(0.004)

	High education:  

	0.193 ***
(0.016)
	0.140 ***
(0.015)
	0.854 ***
(0.131)

	Cohort ×High education:
	-0.079 ***
(0.015)

	For linear growth rate — Age

	Overall intercept: 
	-0.181***
(0.014)
	-0.172 ***
(0.016)
	-0.134 ***
(0.015)
	-0.110 ***
(0.016)

	Cohort: 
	0.018 ***
(0.001)
	0.017 ***
(0.002)
	0.014 ***
(0.002)
	0.012 ***
(0.002)

	High education:

	-0.019 ***
(0.005)

	Cohort ×High education:
	0.001 
(0.001)

	For quadratic growth rate — Age2

	Overall intercept:
	0.002 ***
(0.000)
	0.002 ***
(0.000)
	0.002 ***
(0.000)
	0.001 ***
(0.000)

	Time-invariant controls
	No 
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Time-varying controls
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes

	Random Effects

	σ2
	1.46
	1.46
	1.42
	1.41

	τ00
	0.16 
	0.14 
	0.08 
	0.07 

	τ11
	0.00 
	0.00 
	0.00 
	0.00 

	BIC
	234588.0
	234071.2
	229284.8
	228894.3

	Marginal R2 
	0.008 
	0.020 
	0.089 
	0.088 


Note: Time-invariant control include respondents’ sex and ethnicity. Time-varying control include marital status (married or not), living arrangements (living alone or not), place of residence (rural or not), and self-reported health. Model 2 – Model 4 also controls for attrition type and the year (in category) when the respondents were first interviewed. *** p<0.001
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	(1)
Baseline 
	(2)
+time-invariant 
controls
	(3)
+time-varying 
controls
	(3)
Cohort-by-SES 
interactions 

	Fix Effects 
	
	
	
	

	For intercept 
	
	
	
	

	Overall intercept: 
	4.804 ***
(0.243)
	3.467 ***
(0.290)
	3.532 ***
(0.290)
	4.175 ***
(0.306)

	Cohort: 
	-0.300 ***
(0.050)
	0.081 
(0.065)
	0.086 
(0.064)
	-0.065 
(0.067)

	Cohort2: 
	0.019 ***
(0.003)
	-0.006 
(0.004)
	-0.007 
(0.004)
	0.001 
(0.004)

	High education:  
	
	0.279 ***
(0.014)
	0.244 ***
(0.014)
	0.626 ***
(0.123)

	Cohort ×High education:
	-0.041 **
(0.014)

	For linear growth rate — Age

	Overall intercept: 
	-0.087 ***
(0.012)
	-0.013 
(0.014)
	-0.009 
(0.014)
	-0.031 *
(0.014)

	Cohort: 
	0.007 ***
(0.001)
	-0.002 
(0.001)
	-0.002 
(0.001)
	0.000 
(0.002)

	High education:

	
	
	
	-0.014 **
(0.005)

	Cohort ×High education:
	0.001 *
(0.001)

	For quadratic growth rate — Age2

	Overall intercept:
	0.001 ***
(0.000)
	0.000 
(0.000)
	0.000 
(0.000)
	0.000 *
(0.000)

	Time-invariant controls
	No 
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Time-varying controls
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes

	Random Effects

	σ2
	1.12
	1.12
	1.12
	1.12

	τ00
	0.17 
	0.15 
	0.14 
	0.14 

	τ11
	0.00 
	0.00 
	0.00 
	0.00 

	BIC
	218251.5
	217239.0
	216866.1
	216796.0

	Marginal R2
	0.020 
	0.039 
	0.046 
	0.044 



Note: Time-invariant control include respondents’ sex and ethnicity. Time-varying control includes marital status (married or not), living arrangements (living alone or not), place of residence (rural or not), and self-reported health. Model 2 – Model 4 also controls for attrition type and the year (in category) when the respondents were first interviewed. * p<0.05   ** p<0.01   *** p<0.001
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	Self-perceptions of aging score 
(standardized)
	Feeling happy with age
	Feeling useful with age

	Fix Effects 
	
	
	

	For intercept 
	
	
	

	Overall intercept: 
	0.656 ***
(0.056)
	3.924 ***
(0.073)
	3.815 ***
(0.065)

	Birth year: 
	-0.033 ***
(0.005)
	-0.065 ***
(0.006)
	0.004 
(0.005)

	Birth year2: 
	0.001 ***
(0.000)
	0.001 ***
(0.000)
	-0.000 
(0.000)

	High education:
	0.459 ***
(0.046)
	0.521 ***
(0.059)
	0.363 ***
(0.053)

	Birth year × High education:
	-0.012 ***
(0.002)
	-0.018 ***
(0.003)
	-0.005 
(0.003)

	For linear growth rate — Age

	Overall intercept: 
	-0.048 ***
(0.006)
	-0.073 ***
(0.008)
	-0.017 
(0.007)

	Birth year: 
	0.001 ***
(0.000)
	0.003 ***
(0.000)
	-0.000 
(0.000)

	High education:
	-0.013 ***
(0.002)
	-0.018 ***
(0.003)
	-0.006 
(0.003)

	Birth year ×High education:
	0.000 
(0.000)
	0.000 
(0.000)
	0.000 
(0.000)

	For quadratic growth rate — Age2

	Overall intercept:
	0.001 ***
(0.000)
	0.002 ***
(0.000)
	0.000 
(0.000)

	Time-invariant controls
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Time-varying controls
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Random Effects

	σ2
	0.83
	1.46
	1.12

	τ00
	0.13
	0.14
	0.14

	τ11
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00

	BIC
	197114.2
	233914.6
	216924.9

	Marginal R2 
	0.046
	0.021
	0.045


Note:
1. Cohort is measured as a continuous variable indicating the respondents’ birth year, centered at mean birth cohort 1923 so that earlier born cohorts as the point of reference. 
2. Time-invariant control includes respondents’ sex and ethnicity. Time-varying control includes marital status (married or not), living arrangements (living alone or not), place of residence (rural or not), and self-reported health. The model also controls for attrition type and the year (in category) when the respondents were first interviewed. *** p<0.001
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	Self-perceptions of aging score 
(standardized)
	Feeling happy with age
	Feeling useful with age

	Fix Effects 
	
	
	

	For intercept 
	
	
	

	Overall intercept: 
	2.440 ***
(0.268)
	6.755 ***
(0.351)
	4.195 ***
(0.305)

	Cohort: 
	-0.454 ***
(0.058)
	-0.748 ***
(0.076)
	-0.070 
(0.067)

	Cohort2: 
	0.024 ***
(0.003)
	0.041 ***
(0.004)
	0.002 
(0.004)

	Professional job:
	0.677 ***
(0.120)
	0.891 ***
(0.153)
	0.401 
(0.137)

	Cohort ×Professional job:
	-0.043 **
(0.015)
	-0.074 ***
(0.019)
	-0.007 
(0.017)

	For linear growth rate — Age

	Overall intercept: 
	-0.100 ***
(0.013)
	-0.152 ***
(0.016)
	-0.030 
(0.014)

	Cohort: 
	0.009 ***
(0.001)
	0.015 ***
(0.002)
	0.000 
(0.001)

	Professional job:
	-0.014 **
(0.005)
	-0.021 ***
(0.006)
	-0.006 
(0.005)

	Cohort × Professional job:
	0.001 
(0.001)
	0.001 
(0.001)
	0.000 
(0.001)

	For quadratic growth rate — Age2

	Overall intercept:
	0.001 ***
(0.000)
	0.002 ***
(0.000)
	0.000 
(0.000)

	Time-invariant controls
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Time-varying controls
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Random Effects

	σ2
	0.83
	1.46
	1.12

	τ00
	0.12 
	0.12 
	0.14 

	τ11
	0.00 
	0.00 
	0.00 

	BIC
	196776.2
	233371.3
	216771.2

	Marginal R2 
	0.046 
	0.024 
	0.045 


Note: Time-invariant control includes respondents’ sex and ethnicity. Time-varying control includes marital status (married or not), living arrangements (living alone or not), place of residence (rural or not), and self-reported health. The model also controls for attrition type and the year (in category) when the respondents were first interviewed. *** p<0.001
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	Model1 
	Model2 

	Fixed effects 
	
	

	For intercept 
	
	

	Overall intercept
	2.838 ***
(0.308)
	-0.036 
(0.247)

	Cohort
	-0.504 ***
(0.061)
	-0.181 ***
(0.053)

	Cohort2
	0.024 ***
(0.003)
	0.011 ***
(0.003)

	High education
	0.735 ***
(0.110)
	0.782 ***
(0.195)

	Female 
	-0.243 **
(0.076)
	-0.059 ***
(0.008)

	Han 
	-0.262 
(0.153)
	0.069 ***
(0.015)

	Cohort ×High education
	-0.056 ***
(0.013)
	-0.064 **
(0.022)

	Cohort ×Female 
	0.018 
(0.009)
	

	Cohort × Han
	0.038 *
(0.019)
	

	For linear growth rate — Age

	Overall intercept
	-0.107 ***
(0.014)
	-0.055 ***
(0.013)

	Cohort
	0.008 ***
(0.001)
	0.005 ***
(0.001)

	High education
	-0.016 ***
(0.004)
	-0.019 
(0.018)

	Female 
	0.004 
(0.003)
	

	Han 
	0.004 
(0.005)
	

	Cohort ×High education
	0.001 
(0.001)
	0.001 
(0.002)

	Cohort ×Female 
	-0.000 
(0.000)
	

	Cohort × Han
	0.001 
(0.001)
	

	For quadratic growth rate — Age2

	Overall intercept
	0.001 ***
(0.000)
	0.001 ***
(0.000)

	Cohort
	
	-0.000 
(0.000)

	High education
	
	0.000 
(0.000)

	Cohort ×High education
	
	0.000 
(0.000)

	Time-invariant controls
	Yes
	Yes

	Time-varying controls
	Yes
	Yes

	Random Effects

	σ2
	0.83
	0.77

	τ00
	0.12 
	0.07 

	τ11
	0.00 
	0.00 

	Marginal R2 
	0.046 
	0.164 



Note: Model 1 accounts for female and ethnicity differences in mean levels and rate of growth; Model 2 accounts for cohort and SES differences in cubic growth rate. Time-invariant control includes respondents’ sex and ethnicity. Time-varying control includes marital status (married or not), living arrangements (living alone or not), place of residence (rural or not), and self-reported health. The model also controls for attrition type and the year (in category) when the respondents were first interviewed. *** p<0.001

[bookmark: _Toc201237561]Table I. Growth Curve on Self-Perceptions of Aging, accounting for Detailed Attrition Patterns 
	Fix Effects 
	
	Attrition pattern 
(Continued table) 

	For intercept 
	
	
	For intercept
	For linear growth rate

	Overall intercept: 
	-0.187 
(0.258)
	Pattern 2 

	0.209 
(0.168)
	-0.004 
(0.007)

	Cohort: 
	-0.198 ***
(0.053)
	Pattern 3
	0.006 
(0.121)
	0.006 
(0.005)

	Cohort2: 
	0.011 ***
(0.003)
	Pattern 4
	0.300 *
(0.139)
	-0.006 
(0.006)

	High education:  
	0.767 ***
(0.100)
	Pattern 5
	0.119 
(0.107)
	0.004 
(0.004)

	Cohort ×High education:
	-0.065 ***
(0.012)
	Pattern 6
	0.185 
(0.110)
	0.002 
(0.004)

	For linear growth rate — Age
	Pattern 7
	0.142 
(0.107)
	0.003 
(0.004)

	 Overall intercept: 
	-0.044 ***
(0.013)
	Pattern 8
	0.326 **
(0.107)
	-0.002 
(0.004)

	Cohort: 
	0.003 *
(0.001)
	Pattern 9
	0.513 
(0.476)
	-0.005 
(0.030)

	High education:
	-0.017 ***
(0.004)
	Pattern 10
	0.189 
(0.107)
	-0.004 
(0.004)

	Cohort ×High education:
	0.001 *
(0.001)
	Pattern 11
	0.140 
(0.109)
	-0.006 
(0.004)

	For quadratic growth rate — Age2
	Pattern 12
	0.306 *
(0.131)
	0.011 
(0.006)

	Overall intercept:
	0.000 *
(0.000)
	Pattern 13
	0.167 
(0.108)
	0.003 
(0.004)

	Time-invariant controls
	 Yes
	Pattern 14
	0.259 *
(0.113)
	0.002 
(0.005)

	Time-varying controls
	Yes
	Pattern 15
	0.257 *
(0.108)
	0.002 
(0.004)

	
	
	Pattern 16
	0.205 
(0.110)
	0.003 
(0.004)

	
	
	Pattern 17
	0.186 
(0.109)
	0.008 
(0.004)

	Random Effects
	
	
	
	

	σ2
	0.77
	
	
	

	τ00 ID
	0.07
	
	
	

	τ00 pattern
	0.00
	
	
	

	τ11 
	0.00
	
	
	

	Marginal R2 
	0.167 
	
	
	


Note: Time-varying control includes marital status (married or not), living arrangements (living alone or not), place of residence (rural or not), and self-reported health. The model also controls for attrition type and the year (in category) when the respondents were first interviewed. + p < 0.1, * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001


[bookmark: _Toc201237562]Table J. Multilevel Growth Curve model on self-perceptions of aging only for the most recent five cohorts 
	Fixed effects 
	Estimates

	For intercept 
	0.014 
(0.439)

	Cohort
	-0.237 *
(0.094)

	Cohort2
	0.014 **
(0.005)

	High education
	0.703 ***
(0.147)

	Cohort ×High education
	-0.054 **
(0.018)

	For linear growth rate — Age
	

	Overall intercept
	-0.070 ***
(0.017)

	Cohort
	0.007 ***
(0.002)

	High education
	-0.008 
(0.009)

	Cohort ×High education
	-0.000 
(0.001)

	For quadratic growth rate — Age2
	

	Overall intercept
	0.001 ***
(0.000)

	Time-invariant controls
	Yes

	Time-varying controls
	Yes

	Random Effects

	σ2
	0.80

	τ00 
	0.08

	τ11 
	0.00

	Marginal R2 
	0.166 


Note: The model only the most five recent cohorts in the sample:  1925-1929,1930-1934,1940-1944, and 1945-1949. Time-varying control includes marital status (married or not), living arrangements (living alone or not), place of residence (rural or not), and self-reported health. The model also controls for attrition type and the year (in category) when the respondents were first interviewed. + p < 0.1, * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001



[bookmark: _Toc201237563]Table K. Individual-level Fixed Effects 
	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)

	
	Self-perceptions of aging 
(Standardized)
	Feeling happy with age
	Feeling useful with age

	Age
	-0.010***
	-0.004*
	-0.014***

	
	(0.002)
	(0.002)
	(0.002)

	
	
	
	

	Age2
	-0.000
	-0.000*
	0.000

	
	(0.000)
	(0.000)
	(0.000)

	
	
	
	

	Married 
	0.066**
	0.076**
	0.052*

	
	(0.021)
	(0.029)
	(0.025)

	
	
	
	

	Alone or in the institution
	-0.040*
	-0.009
	-0.068**

	
	(0.019)
	(0.026)
	(0.022)

	
	
	
	

	Live in rural
	-0.072***
	-0.087***
	-0.052**

	
	(0.014)
	(0.020)
	(0.017)

	
	
	
	

	Self-reported health (Ref: very bad)

	
	
	
	

	Bad
	0.458***
	0.482***
	0.403***

	
	(0.048)
	(0.064)
	(0.056)

	
	
	
	

	So-so
	0.792***
	0.741***
	0.790***

	
	(0.047)
	(0.063)
	(0.055)

	
	
	
	

	Good
	1.050***
	0.983***
	1.048***

	
	(0.047)
	(0.064)
	(0.055)

	
	
	
	

	Very good
	1.348***
	1.316***
	1.292***

	
	(0.049)
	(0.066)
	(0.057)

	
	
	
	

	Constant
	-0.869***
	2.431***
	2.381***

	
	(0.048)
	(0.065)
	(0.056)

	Observations
	46636
	46636
	46636


Note: Individuals observed only once were removed from the sample. Only time-varying covariates are included.  Standard errors in parentheses. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001


Number of  individuals in the pooled samples:  
56,845 



Have no-missing information on key predictors  : 
33,831
Number of person -waves: 69,017



Aged 65 - 99 at the baseline survey with no missing dependent variables: 
39,581


