
Health Reports 

Catalogue no. 82-003-X
ISSN 1209-1367
 

by Marc Luy and Yuka Minagawa

Gender gaps—Life expectancy and 
proportion of life in poor health

Release date: December 17, 2014



How to obtain more information
For information about this product or the wide range of services and data available from Statistics Canada, visit our website, 
www.statcan.gc.ca.

You can also contact us by

email at infostats@statcan.gc.ca,

telephone, from Monday to Friday, 8:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., at the following toll-free numbers:

• Statistical Information Service 1-800-263-1136
• National telecommunications device for the hearing impaired 1-800-363-7629
• Fax line 1-877-287-4369

Depository Services Program
• Inquiries line 1-800-635-7943
• Fax line 1-800-565-7757

To access this product
This product, Catalogue no. 82-003-X, is available free in electronic format. To obtain a single issue, visit our website, 
www.statcan.gc.ca, and browse by “Key resource” > “Publications.”

Standards of service to the public
Statistics Canada is committed to serving its clients in a prompt, reliable and courteous manner. To this end, Statistics Canada has 
developed standards of service that its employees observe. To obtain a copy of these service standards, please contact Statistics 
Canada toll-free at 1-800-263-1136. The service standards are also published on www.statcan.gc.ca under “About us” > “The agency” > 
“Providing services to Canadians.”

Published by authority of the Minister responsible for 
Statistics Canada

© Minister of Industry, 2014

All rights reserved. Use of this publication is governed by the 
Statistics Canada Open Licence Agreement (www.statcan.
gc.ca/reference/licence-eng.htm).

Cette publication est aussi disponible en français.

Standard symbols
The following symbols are used in Statistics Canada 
publications:

. not available for any reference period

.. not available for a specifi c reference period

... not applicable
0 true zero or a value rounded to zero
0s value rounded to 0 (zero) where there is a meaningful 

distinction between true zero and the value that was 
rounded

p preliminary
r revised
x suppressed to meet the confi dentiality requirements of the 

Statistics Act
E use with caution
F too unreliable to be published
* signifi cantly different from reference category (p < 0.05)

Note of appreciation
Canada owes the success of its statistical system to a 
long-standing partnership between Statistics Canada, the 
citizens of Canada, its businesses, governments and other 
institutions. Accurate and timely statistical information could not 
be produced without their continued co-operation and goodwill.



12 Health Reports, Vol. 25, no. 12, pp. 12-19, December 2014 • Statistics Canada, Catalogue no. 82-003-X
Gender gaps—Life expectancy and proportion of life in poor health • Research Article

Gender gaps — Life expectancy 
and proportion of life in poor health
by Marc Luy and Yuka Minagawa

In the 1920s, a pattern began to emerge in the health 
and mortality of men and women: as described by 

Lorber and Moore,1 “Women get sicker, but men die 
quicker.” Although men’s mortality rate exceeds that 
of women at all ages,2 women tend to report worse 
health.3 Even excluding reproductive conditions, a 
sizeable gender difference remains in the prevalence 
of acute conditions and short-term disability.4 Older 
women exhibit greater rates of decline in physical 
functioning, are less likely to recover from disability, 
and more frequently report pain.5,6 Some studies find 
that women use health care services7 and prescription 
and non-prescription drugs8 more often than men do. 
These observations have prompted a great deal of 
research, construing the phenomenon as the “gender 
and health paradox,”9 the “paradox of ‘weak but 
strong women’ and ‘tough but weak men,”’ 10 or the 
“male-female health-survival paradox.”11

Abstract
Background
The literature suggests that women report worse 
health but live longer than men—a phenomenon 
known as the gender paradox in health and 
mortality. Although studies examining the 
paradox abound, relatively little is known about 
mechanisms underlying the gap. 
Data and methods
With data on healthy life expectancy from the 
Global Burden of Disease Study 2010, this article 
analyses the relationship between length of life 
and health among men and women in 45 more-
developed countries. The proportion of life spent 
in poor health is used as an indicator of health. 
This approach accounts for gender differences 
in longevity and illustrates the female health 
disadvantage pattern more clearly. 
Results
Life expectancy at birth and and the proportion 
of life in poor health are closely related for both 
genders. Furthermore, the larger the female 
excess in longevity, the larger the female excess 
in the proportion of life in poor health.
Interpretation
By focusing on the proportion of life in poor health, 
this analysis suggests that women’s longevity 
advantage translates into a health disadvantage 
relative to men. The results indicate that women 
suffer from poor health not in spite of living longer, 
but because they live longer. 
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Several hypotheses to explain the paradox 
have been proposed. Two of the most 
pervasive provide coherent explanations 
based on the association between health 
and mortality. According to the first, as 
a consequence of interactions among 
biological, social, psychological and 
behavioural factors,12 men and women 
suffer from different types of illnesses. 
Women report health problems more 
frequently, but these conditions tend to 
be less severe and lethal than those from 
which men tend to suffer.13-15 According 
to the second hypothesis, women, on 

average, live longer, a gap that translates 
into health inequalities between men and 
women. Previous work has found that 
women’s longer lives are accompanied 
by increases in morbidity, and has con-
cluded that women’s longevity advantage 
itself is an important contributor to their 
health disadvantage.16-18 

Based on the best available cross-
national data on health expectancy 
for 45 more-developed countries, the 
present study provides further support 
for the second hypothesis—namely, that 
women’s longevity advantage is a major 
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contributor to their health disadvantage. 
Most research on this topic has exam-
ined the absolute number of unhealthy 
years, but has neglected the fact that men 
and women have different life expectan-
cies. Because life expectancy (LE) is, 
on average, longer among females than 
among males, the gap in LE should lead 
to more years in poor health for women, 
even if men and women have identical 
distributions of health. The present study 
focuses on the proportion of life spent 
in poor health. This  relative perspective  
accounts for gender differences in length 
of life and offers a more comprehensive 
picture of the gender gap in health and 
mortality. 

Data and methods
This analysis is based on data from the 
Global Burden of Disease (GBD) study 
in 2010, a collaborative international 
effort to systematically describe the 
world’s distribution of diseases, injuries, 
and health risk factors.19 Using numerical 
weights ranging from 0 (perfect health) 
to 1 (death), the study quantifies the com-
parative magnitude of health loss due to 
291 diseases and injuries; 1,160 sequelae 
of these diseases and injuries; and 67 risk 
factors or clusters of risk factors across 
187 countries (the full list of diseases, 
risk factors, and sequelae is published 
elsewhere20). Data on the prevalence 
of each condition and risk factor come 
from a range of studies and sources, 
such as national health surveys and 
international databases. The GBD 2010 
reports results with disability-adjusted 
life years (DALYs), which is the sum of 
life years lost due to premature death and 
to time lived with disability.20 Disability 
is defined as short- or long-term health 
loss, other than death, such as chronic 
respiratory disease, diabetes, cardiovas-
cular diseases, and mental or behavioural 
disorders. Using DALYs, the GBD 
2010 estimates the number of years 
that a person at a given age can expect 
to live in good health—health-adjusted 
life expectancy (HALE), or healthy life 
expectancy (HLE).

The present study uses HLE data 
published in 2010.21 Because many 

reports on the gender paradox come from 
industrialized societies where chronic 
conditions are more prevalent, the sample 
is limited to the 45 countries classified 
by the United Nations as “more-devel-
oped”: 40 countries in Europe; 2 in North 
America (the United States and Canada); 
and Australia, New Zealand and Japan 
(Appendix Table A contains the com-
plete list of countries). 

This analysis has two parts. The first 
examines the relationship between health 
and length of life for women and men. 
Data about gender-specific LE at birth 
and HLE at birth are combined, and the 
proportion of life in poor health ((LE - 
HLE/LE) is calculated. The second part 
of the analysis investigates the extent 
to which women’s health disadvantage 
(gender differences in the proportion of 
life spent in poor health, females minus 
males) is related to their longevity advan-
tage (gender differences in LE at birth, 
females minus males). Using the relative 
amount of life years spent in poor health 
throughout the analyses accounts for the 
gender gap in longevity, and thus, more 
clearly demonstrates women’s health 
disadvantage relative to men.

Ordinary least square (OLS) regression 
analyses are used to clarify relationships 
between health and mortality. First, the 
association between LE at birth (inde-
pendent variable) and the proportion of 
life spent in poor health (dependent vari-
able) is estimated for each gender. Then, 
the way in which gender differences in 
proportions of poor health (dependent 
variable) and in LE at birth (indepen-
dent variable) are related to each other 
is tested. Japan, Iceland and Montenegro 
were identified as influential observa-
tions that combine large residuals and 
higher levels of leverage. Because these 

data points can have a strong influence 
on the estimated slope, supplemental 
analyses were conducted that adjust for 
these observations in regression models. 
No differences emerged when the 
results with and without these countries 
were compared. Therefore, results are 
reported without adjusting for influential 
points. All analyses were performed with 
Stata12.0.22

Although biological “sex” plays a role 
in shaping the health of men and women, 
given that health differentials between 
men and women are largely influenced 
by socially constructed “gender,”12 the 
term “gender” is used throughout this 
article to address observed differences 
in men’s and women’s mortality and 
morbidity. 

Results 
In 2010, average LE at birth in the 45 
more-developed countries was 74.7 
years for men and 81.0 years for women, 
a difference of 6.3 years (Table 1). 
Women also spent more years in a good 
health—the gender difference in HLE 
was 4.7 years. Thus, compared with 
men, women  not only live more years 
overall, but also, more years in good 
health. However, when results are con-
verted into relative values, women spend 
a greater proportion of their lives in poor 
health. In 2010, men could expect to live 
13.3% of their lives in poor health, com-
pared with 14.3% for women. 

For both men and women, positive 
and strong relationships are evident 
between LE at birth and the proportion of 
life in poor health (Figures 1 and 2)—the 
longer the LE at birth, the higher the pro-
portion of life in poor health. Correlation 
statistics are 0.545 (p < 0.001) among 

Table 1
Mean life expectancy at birth, healthy life expectancy at birth, and proportion of life 
in poor health, by gender, 45 more-developed countries, 2010

Men Women
Difference 

(women - men)
Life expectancy at birth (years) 74.7 (4.60) 81.0 (2.94) 6.3

Healthy life expectancy at birth (years) 64.7 (3.68) 69.4 (2.35) 4.7
Proportion of life in poor health (%) 13.3 (0.94) 14.3 (0.87) 1.0

Note:  Standard errors are in parentheses. 
Sources: Global Burden of Disease 2010 Study. 
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men and 0.388 (p < 0.01) among women. 
Lines of fitted values clearly illustrate 
positive associations between these two 
indicators. 

OLS regression analyses, using the 
proportion of life in poor health as the 

proportion of life in poor health (%)

Figure 1
Male life expectancy at birth and proportion of life in poor health, 45 more-developed countries, 2010

correlation r = 0.545, p < 0.001
Note: Appendix Table A contains country abbreviations.
Source: Global Burden of Disease 2010 Study.
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Figure 2
Female life expectancy at birth and proportion of life in poor health, 45 more-developed countries, 2010

correlation r = 0.388, p < 0.01
Note: Appendix Table A contains country abbreviations.
Source: Global Burden of Disease 2010 Study.
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dependent variable and LE at birth as the 
independent variable (Table 2) further 
confirm significant relationships between 
them for both men and women. Among 
men, a one-year increase in LE at birth 
is associated with an increase in the pro-

portion of life in poor health by 0.11 
(p < 0.001). Among women, for every 
one-year increase in LE at birth, the pro-
portion of life in poor health rises by 0.12 
(p < 0.01). 

Furthermore, the wider the gender gap 
in LE at birth, the larger the gender gap 
in the proportion of life in poor health 
(Figure  3). The correlation between these 
two variables is 0.473 (p < 0.001). Thus, 
a greater disparity in longevity is accom-
panied by an increase in the relative 
female disadvantage in health. Results of 
OLS regression models substantiate the 
strong and positive relationship between 
the gender gap in longevity (independent 
variable) and the gender gap in the pro-
portion of life in poor health (dependent 
variable) (Table 2). For every one-year 
increase in the gender gap in LE at birth, 
women’s excess in the proportion of life 
in poor health rises by 0.07 (p < 0.001). 
Taken together, the female excess in 
poor health seems to be a function of the 
female advantage in LE. 

Discussion 

Although higher morbidity is associated 
with higher mortality,23-25 the relationship 
does not hold up when gender differences 
are examined. Women report poorer 
health, but live longer than men. 

The literature contains several expla-
nations for this paradox, among them, 
that women are more sensitive to bodily 
discomforts,26 are more willing to report 
health problems,27,28 and are more likely 
to engage in preventive health behav-
iour.29 Results, however, have not 
been conclusive. Some studies find no 
gender differences in levels of pain and 
in reporting behaviour,30,31 while others 
show that men are more likely than 
women to complain about their health.32 

Analysis by Oksuzyan et al.11 reveals  
that among people who are hospital-
ized, women are more likely than men to 
participate in surveys, but selection bias 
cannot fully explain gender differentials 
in health and mortality. Furthermore,  
evidence about gender differences in 
the use of health care services can be 
contradictory.33
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differences in proportion of life in poor health (%)

Figure 3
Female-Male differences in life expectancy at birth and proportion of life in poor health, 
45 more-developed countries, 2010

correlation r = 0.473, p < 0.001
Note: Appendix Table A contains country abbreviations.
Source: Global Burden of Disease 2010 Study.
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Among the most consistent findings 
are differences in the types and severity 
of conditions experienced by men versus 
women.14 Women generally suffer from 
more conditions than men do, but female 
ailments tend to be less lethal. By con-
trast, men suffer from conditions that 
lead to earlier death.3,26,34 As well, the 
prevalence and consequences of the 
diseases differ. Conditions such as aller-
gies, headaches or arthritis—illnesses 
that are more common among women—
have high prevalence but low mortality; 
others—namely, heart disease and the 
most severe forms of cancer, all being 
more frequent in men—have relatively 
low prevalence but high mortality.16 

These observations raise the possibility 
that the gender paradox is primarily due 
to differences in the types of conditions 
experienced by men and women.  

In addition, women’s longer average 
LE itself is likely to influence male-
female differences in health status. Prior 
research demonstrated that the longer 
lives of women are the reason they spend 
more years with morbidity.11,16 Studies 
to date, however, tended to analyze the 
absolute number of years in poor health. 
A more accurate understanding can be 
gained through proportional analysis—
years in poor health in relation to the 
overall length of life.  

The current study examined gender 
differences in the proportion of life 
in poor health, and hypothesized that 
women’s living longer is a major con-
tributor to their health disadvantage 
relative to men. Based on data for the 
45 countries classified by the United 
Nations as “more-developed,” longer 
LE at birth is strongly associated with 
greater proportions of life in poor health 
for both genders. Furthermore, the larger 
the female excess in longevity, the larger 
the female excess in the proportion of 
life in poor health. Proportional analysis, 
therefore, supports the hypothesis that 
women’s longevity advantage is directly 
related to their health disadvantage. In 
other words, women have poorer health 
not in spite of living longer, but because 
they live longer.

This reasoning relates the gender 
paradox to the general relationship 
between morbidity (health status) and 
mortality (length of life). As outlined in 
the epidemiologic transition theory,35 a 
shift in the prevalence of diseases over 
time (from fatal to less serious condi-
tions) led to improvements in longevity 
around the globe. A rise in less-severe 
yet long-lasting health problems—
chronic diseases—can result in more, but 
comparatively less healthy years of life 
as described in the “expansion of mor-
bidity” hypothesis.36 That is, increasing 
LE is caused by a reduction in the fatality 
rate of chronic diseases rather than by 
a decline in the prevalence of these 
diseases.37 

Contrariwise, Fries38 proposed the 
“compression of morbidity” hypothesis. 
According to this hypothesis, while the 
average maximum lifespan remains fixed 
at around 85 years, the onset of chronic 
diseases will be postponed, and mor-
bidity will be compressed into a shorter 
period at the end of life. 

Finally, Manton outlined the idea of 
a balanced relationship between health 
and longevity which is referred to as the 
“dynamic equilibrium hypothesis.”39

Although there is no support for a 
fixed human lifespan,40 some research 
supports the compression of morbidity 
thesis. Most of these studies focus on the 
prevalence of disability; it remains to be 

Table 2
Estimates of ordinary least squares regression models for 45 more-developed 
countries, 2010

Model Men Women
(1) Life expectancy (LE) at birth .11*** .12**
(2) Gender differences in LE at birth          .07***

**p < 0.01
***p < 0.001
Note: Model (1) estimates relationship between LE at birth (independent variable) and proportion of life in poor health (independent 

variable). Model (2) estimates relationship between gender differences in LE (women minus men, independent variable) and 
gender differences in proportion of life in poor health (women minus men, dependent variable). 

Source: Global Burden of Disease 2010 Study. 
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What is already 
known on this 
subject?

 ■ The literature shows that women 
report worse health but live longer 
than men. 

 ■ A large number of studies have 
examined this paradox, but relatively 
little is known about the mechanisms 
underlying it.

 ■ One line of research suggests that 
women’s longer life expectancy 
itself translates into their health 
disadvantage compared with men.

 ■ Most research has focused on the 
absolute number of unhealthy years, 
thereby neglecting the fact that 
men and women have different life 
expectancies.

What does this study 
add?

 ■ This analysis examined gender 
differences in the proportion of 
life spent in poor health, and 
hypothesized that women’s longevity 
is a major contributor to their health 
disadvantage relative to men. 

 ■ Based on data for the 45 countries 
classified as “more-developed,” 
longer life expectancy at birth is 
strongly associated with greater 
proportions of life in poor health for 
both genders. 

 ■ The larger the female excess in 
longevity, the larger the female 
excess in the proportion of life in poor 
health.

 ■ Proportional analysis supports the 
hypothesis that women’s longevity 
advantage contributes significantly to 
their health disadvantage.

determined if the same conclusion would 
be drawn when other types of conditions 
are considered.41 Crimmins and Saito,42 
for example, reported that between 1984 
and 1994, the prevalence of disease and 
comorbidity among older women in the 
United States increased, even though 
disability decreased. Also, some studies 
have found reductions in disability 
accompanied by simultaneous increases 
in chronic disease and functional impair-
ments.43 Thus, studies of disability seem 
to support the compression of morbidity 
hypothesis because of recent improve-
ments in the indicator, whereas those 
focusing on chronic conditions or mea-
sures of comorbidity find evidence for 
the expansion of morbidity hypothesis. 

At a first glance, the present study 
appears to support the expansion of 
morbidity hypothesis. For two reasons, 
however, the findings do not imply that 
the expansion of morbidity is a universal 
phenomenon. First, the expansion versus 
compression discussion emerges from 
a longitudinal perspective examining 
whether increases in length of life are 
accompanied by better or worse health. 
By contrast, the present study employs a 
cross-sectional study design and tests the 
extent to which gender differences in LE 
at birth were related to gender differences 
in the proportion of life in poor health in 
2010. Second, the health measures used 
in the GBD study include a wide array of 
chronic conditions, which might be why 
the results of this analysis seem to be 
in line with the expansion of morbidity 
thesis. However, other health measures 
might yield different results. The choice 
of health measure has an important 
bearing on the gender paradox as well, 
because gender differences in health vary 
by how health is measured.9,16,44 

Limitations
The current study has several strengths:  
the interpretation of health expectancy 
measures in relative terms, a focus on 
multiple dimensions of health, and the 
extensive number of countries included 
in the analysis. However, the findings 
should be interpreted with caution. 

The first limitation concerns the reli-
ability of health measures. The GBD 
study quantifies the burden of specific 
health conditions and risk factors, but 
the underlying methodological strategy, 
namely, numerical weights assigned to 
each condition, has been questioned.45 
Further, computations of the prevalence 
rates of health conditions are based 
on more than 100,000 data sources, 
including hospital discharge data, disease 
registries, and household surveys; the 
quality and validity of data differ by 
country. Moreover, cross-national com-
parisons of health are challenging, 
because results are often influenced by 
cultural variations in the interpretation 
of questions and response categories, 
and/or different health standards across 
countries.46 

The second caveat concerns age. 
Health expectancy indicators in the 
GBD study are measured only at birth, 
making it impossible to examine how 
the relationship between morbidity and 
mortality changes with age. Most studies 
estimate health expectancy at advanced 
ages. Differences in age range make it 
difficult to directly compare the results of 
this analysis with those of other studies. 
Further research based on more differ-
entiated age-specific health expectancy 
measures would clarify dynamic pro-
cesses associated with aging.

Finally, the present findings only 
suggest associations between mor-
bidity and mortality. Strong positive 
relationships between LE at birth and 
the proportion of life in poor health 
emerged across 45 countries, but the 
extent to which morbidity and mortality 
contribute to gender differences in HLE 
remains unknown. Answering this ques-
tion requires research that decomposes 
the differences in health expectancy into 
the effects of mortality and health con-
ditions, as shown by Van Oyen et al.17 
Future research might examine how 
morbidity and mortality translate into 
varying experiences of health among 
men and women. 



17Statistics Canada, Catalogue no. 82-003-X • Health Reports, Vol. 25, no. 12, pp. 12-19, December 2014
Gender gaps—Life expectancy and proportion of life in poor health • Research Article

References 
1.  Lorber J, Moore LJ. Gender and the Social 

Construction of Illness. Second Edition. 
Plymouth, United Kingdom: AltaMira Press, 
2002.

2.  United Nations, Department of Economic 
and Social Affairs, Population Division, 
Population Estimates and Projections Section. 
World Population Prospects: The 2012 
Revision, DVD edition. New York: United 
Nations, 2013.

3.  Case A, Paxson C. Sex differences in 
morbidity and mortality. Demography 2005; 
42(2): 189-214.

4.  Green CA, Pope CR. Gender, psychosocial 
factors and the use of medical services: a 
longitudinal analysis. Social Science and 
Medicine 1999; 48: 1363-72.

5.  Leveille SG, Zhang Y, McMullen W, et al. 
Sex differences in musculoskeletal pain in 
older adults. Pain 2005; 116: 332-8.

6.  Leveille SG, Penninx BWJH, Melzer D, 
et al. Sex differences in the prevalence of 
mobility disability in old age: the dynamics 
of incidence, recovery, and mortality. Journals 
of Gerontology: Psychological Sciences and 
Social Sciences 2000; 55B: S41-S50.

7.  Redondo-Sendino Á, Guallar-Castillón P, 
Banegas JR, Rodríguez-Artalejo F. Gender 
differences in the utilization of health-care 
services among the older adult population of 
Spain. BMC Public Health 2006; 6: 155.

8.  Roe CM, McNamara AM, Motheral BR. 
Gender and age-related prescription drug use 
patterns. Annals of Pharmacotherapy 2002; 
36: 30-9.

9.  Rieker PP, Bird CE. Rethinking gender 
differences in health: why we need to integrate 
social and biological perspectives. Journals 
of Gerontology: Psychological Sciences and 
Social Sciences 2005; 60B: 40-7.

10.  del Mar García-Calvente M, Hidalgo-Ruzzante 
N, del Río-Lozano M, et al. Exhausted women, 
tough men: a qualitative study on gender 
differences in health, vulnerability and coping 
with illness in Spain. Sociology of Health & 
Illness 2012; 34: 911-26.

11.  Oksuzyan A, Petersen I, Stovring H, et al.  
The male-female health-survival paradox: a 
survey and register study of the impact of 
sex-specific selection and information bias. 
Annals of Epidemiology 2009; 19: 504-11.

12.  Nathanson CA. Sex differences in mortality. 
Annual Review of Sociology 1984; 10: 
191-213.

13.  Verbrugge LM. Gender and health: an update 
on hypotheses and evidence. Journal of Health 
and Social Behavior 1985; 26: 156-82.

14.  Verbrugge LM, Wingard DL. Sex differentials 
in health and mortality. Women and Health 
1987; 12: 103-45.

15.  Grundy E. Gender and healthy aging. In: 
Zeng Y, Crimmins EM, Carrière Y, Robine 
J-M, editors. Longer Life and Healthy Aging. 
Dordrecht: Springer, 2006: 173-99. 

16.  Crimmins EM, Kim JK, Hagedorn A. Life 
with and without disease: women experience 
more of both. Journal of Women and Aging 
2002; 14: 47-59.

17.  Van Oyen H, Nusselder W, Jagger C, et al. 
Gender differences in healthy life years within 
the EU: an exploration of the “health-survival” 
paradox. International Journal of Public 
Health 2013; 58: 143-55.

18.  Crimmins EM, Hayward MD, Saito Y. 
Differentials in active life expectancy in the 
older population of the United States. Journals 
of Gerontology: Psychological Sciences and 
Social Sciences 1996; 51B(3): S111-S20.

19.  Murray CJL, Ezzati M, Flaxman AD, et al. 
GBD 2010: a multi-investigator collaboration 
for global comparative descriptive 
epidemiology. The Lancet 2012; 380: 2055-8.

20.  Murray CJL, Ezzati M, Flaxman AD, et 
al. Disability-adjusted life years (DALYs) 
for 291 diseases and injuries in 21 regions, 
1990–2010: a systematic analysis for the 
Global Burden of Disease Study 2010. The 
Lancet 2012; 380: 2197-23.

21.  Salomon JA, Wang H, Freeman MK, et al. 
Healthy life expectancy for 187 countries, 
1990-2010: a systematic analysis for the 
Global Burden Disease Study 2010. The 
Lancet 2012; 380: 2144-62.

22.  StataCorp. Stata Statistical Software: 
Release 12. College Station, Texas: StataCorp 
LP, 2011.

23.  Deeg DJH, Hofmann A, van Zonneveld RJ. 
The association between change in cognitive 
function and longevity in Dutch elderly. 
American Journal of Epidemiology 1990; 
132(5): 23-30.

24.  Head J, Ferrie JE, Alexanderson K, et al. 
Diagnosis-specific sickness absence as 
predictor of mortality: the Whitehall II 
prospective cohort study. British Medical 
Journal 2008; 337: a1469.

25.  Idler EL, Benyamini Y. Self-rated health 
and mortality: a review of twenty-seven 
community studies. Journal of Health and 
Social Behavior 1997; 38(1): 21-37.

26.  Spiers N, Jagger C, Clarke M, Arthur A. Are 
gender differences in the relationship between 
self-rated health and mortality enduring? 
Results from three birth cohorts in Melton 
Mowbray, United Kingdom. Gerontologist 
2003; 43: 406-11.

27.  Verbrugge LM. The twain meet: empirical 
explanations of sex differences in health 
and mortality. Journal of Health and Social 
Behavior 1989; 30: 282-304.

28.  Idler EL. Discussion: gender differences 
in self-rated health, in mortality, and in the 
relationship between the two. Gerontologist 
2003; 43: 372-5.

Conclusion
Gender differences in health and 
mortality have been the subject of con-
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but the mechanisms underlying this 
phenomenon have not been firmly estab-
lished. The most consistent finding is that 
women and men differ in the kinds and 
severity of diseases. These differences 
likely explain a large part of the gender 
gap in health. Results of the analysis of 
the GBD estimates suggest that women’s 

living longer is also a significant con-
tributor to their poorer heath relative to 
men. Through proportional analyses, this 
study finds that longer lives are accom-
panied by increases in the proportion of 
life spent in poor health, and concludes 
that women suffer from worse health 
than men do not in spite of living longer, 
but because they live longer. Gender 
differences in health and mortality are 
complex, but a relative analysis of health 
expectancy makes the gender-health 
paradox far less paradoxical.■
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Appendix
Table A
Life expectancy (LE) at birth, healthy life expectancy (HLE) at birth, and proportion of life in poor health, by gender, 45 more-
developed countries, 2010

Men Women Difference in 
% of LE in poor  
health (7)-(4)

Country name 
(country code)

LE 
(years) 

HLE 
(years) 

% of LE in
poor health

LE 
(years) 

HLE
(years)

% of LE in
poor health

          (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

Albania (ALB) 72.0 62.5 13.19 78.1 67.0 14.21 1.02

Andorra (AND) 79.8 68.3 14.41 85.2 72.2 15.26 0.85

Australia (AUS) 79.2 68.4 13.64 83.8 71.8 14.32 0.68

Austria (AUT) 77.7 67.0 13.77 83.3 71.2 14.53 0.75

Belarus (BLR) 64.1 56.4 12.01 76.0 65.6 13.68 1.67

Belgium (BEL) 76.7 66.5 13.30 82.3 70.6 14.22 0.92

Bosnia and  
Herzegovina (BIH) 74.1 64.4 13.09 78.8 68.1 13.58 0.49

Bulgaria (BGR) 70.1 61.5 12.27 77.0 66.8 13.25 0.98

Canada (CAN) 78.5 68.3 12.99 82.7 70.9 14.27 1.27

Croatia (HRV) 73.4 63.6 13.35 79.9 68.3 14.52 1.17

Czech Republic (CZE) 74.3 64.8 12.79 80.7 69.6 13.75 0.97

Denmark (DNK) 76.8 66.3 13.67 81.0 69.5 14.20 0.53

Estonia (EST) 70.6 61.7 12.61 80.6 69.3 14.02 1.41

Finland (FIN) 76.8 65.0 15.36 83.3 69.6 16.45 1.08

France (FRA) 77.5 67.0 13.55 84.3 71.9 14.71 1.16

Germany (DEU) 77.5 67.1 13.42 82.8 70.9 14.37 0.95

Greece (GRC) 77.1 67.0 13.10 82.1 70.4 14.25 1.15

Hungary (HUN) 70.4 61.1 13.21 78.4 67.3 14.16 0.95

Iceland (ISL) 80.0 66.9 16.38 84.4 69.9 17.18 0.81

Ireland (IRL) 77.6 67.2 13.40 82.2 70.5 14.23 0.83

Italy (ITA) 78.9 68.3 13.43 83.9 71.9 14.30 0.87

Japan (JPN) 79.3 70.6 10.97 85.9 75.5 12.11 1.14

Latvia (LVA) 68.9 60.0 12.92 78.5 67.2 14.39 1.48

Lithuania (LTU) 68.7 60.0 12.66 79.3 68.4 13.75 1.08

Luxembourg (LUX) 78.0 66.9 14.23 82.2 69.9 14.96 0.73

Macedonia (MKD) 72.8 63.2 13.19 77.2 66.4 13.99 0.80

Malta (MLT) 77.1 66.7 13.49 83.0 70.6 14.94 1.45

Moldova (MDA) 65.5 57.5 12.21 74.6 64.6 13.40 1.19

Montenegro (MNE) 73.0 63.3 13.29 78.2 66.1 15.47 2.19

Netherlands (NLD) 78.5 67.9 13.50 82.6 70.2 15.01 1.51

New Zealand (NZL) 78.6 67.7 13.87 82.7 70.7 14.51 0.64

Norway (NOR) 78.5 66.3 15.54 83.1 69.7 16.13 0.58

Poland (POL) 72.1 62.8 12.90 80.5 69.3 13.91 1.01

Portugal (PRT) 76.3 66.4 12.98 82.3 70.7 14.09 1.12

Romania (ROU) 70.1 61.4 12.41 77.6 67.3 13.27 0.86

Russia (RUS) 63.1 55.4 12.20 74.7 64.5 13.65 1.45

Serbia (SRB) 74.0 64.0 13.51 79.5 68.0 14.47 0.95

Slovakia (SVK) 71.6 62.4 12.85 79.1 68.3 13.65 0.80

Slovenia (SVN) 75.9 65.7 13.44 82.5 70.7 14.30 0.86

Spain (ESP) 78.4 68.8 12.24 84.2 73.0 13.30 1.06

Sweden (SWE) 79.2 68.0 14.14 83.5 71.2 14.73 0.59

Switzerland (CHE) 79.7 69.1 13.30 84.5 72.4 14.32 1.02

United Kingdom (GBR) 77.8 67.1 13.75 81.9 70.1 14.41 0.65

Ukraine (UKR) 64.5 56.6 12.25 74.9 64.9 13.35 1.10

United States (USA) 75.9 66.2 12.78 80.5 69.5 13.66 0.88

Source: Global Burden of Disease 2010 Study. 


