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Abgract : Brploying a Mutiromia Logt noded , we erpiricaly examine how an individua makes the choice of medica trestment
anong sif-care, community hedth center , county hospitd , metropolitan hogpita and private hogitd , in urban and rurd China
repectivdly. We use the datafrom a randomized household survey combined with an area hedth reource file in 2005. The resuits
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