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EVALUATION

Please summarize the main findings of the study.

This paper analyzes hte NRPS policy impact on depression and induced medical cost in regard of China's rural
elderly. According to the CFPS (2012,2016) , authors utilize Grossman's framework to idenfiy the three
pathways that policy impacts the mental health. authors use the logit,OLS,2SLS model to reveal the impact, and
adopt the quantile regresssion and RDD to do a robustness check. The main findings are: (1) NRPS decrease
the depressive symptoms of elderly by 5.2% in rural China, decrese the induced medical cost by 4.5%. After the
robustness check, results show that NRPS may improve the life quality of elderly in rural China through
lowering down their mental health problems and induced medaical cost.

Please highlight the limitations and strengths.

The major limiations of this paper may be the dataset that authors used. According to CFPS, we know that it
contains 2010,2011,2012,2014,2016,2018 dataset, 2010 is the baseline, 2011 is the sample maintainence
survey, 2012-2018 are longitudinal survey. Authors only utilize the survey data of 2012 and 2016 may cause
potential bias. besides that in regard of the theoretical foundation, a more sound theory framework is needed.
For the empirical analysis part, autrhors use adequate statistical methods, and conduct the robustness check,
which approve that empirical results are stablized.

Please provide your detailed review report to the authors. The editors prefer to receive your
review structured in major and minor comments. Please consider in your review the methods
(statistical methods valid and correctly applied (e.g. sample size, choice of test), is the study replicable
based on the method description?), results, data interpretation and references. If there are any
objective errors, or if the conclusions are not supported, you should detail your concerns.

Main concerns:
(1) data issue.
A more detailed explanation regarding to the data is needed.
May be a more complete dataset is desired.
Need to check the empirical result after adding more data.

(2) theory framework
A more sound theoretical foundation is necessary. For now, we can clearify the issue and what we try to do,
but not the internal logic. Authors may need to find economic, sociological, and psychological theory or
theories to support this study. We would like to see a clear theory developement path of this paper.

(3) research gap and contribution
What's the main gap? What's the main contribution of this paper? Please provide a more detailed information.
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