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A Study on the Life Satisfaction of Residents in Declining Areas by Subjective

Social Status
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Abstract

In 2021, the government attempted to improve the quality of life for residents in depopulated areas by designating 89 regions
across the country as declining areas. While previous literature emphasized the need to consider heterogeneity among
subgroups within declining areas, it mainly illuminated discrepancies based on objective and absolute status levels. This
study, however, focused on the “perception of subjective social status” of residents in declining areas and conducted empirical
analysis on their life satisfaction. The analysis revealed that the life satisfaction of residents in declining areas was higher
compared to residents in non-declining areas. Particularly, this study found that the higher the subjective socioeconomic
status and the subjective prospect of upward mobility, the greater the positive impact on life satisfaction among residents in
declining areas. The results of this study indicate the importance of considering “subjective social status” when examining
disparities among residents in declining areas. This implies that as local conditions change, the gap in life satisfaction among
residents could widen further. This study on life satisfaction according to the socioeconomic status of residents in declining
areas highlights the importance of policy support considering typification based on subjective social status.
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| il 97132l #ig} sigo] w2t oA o) 7H] R (R IEH
S, YAF S, ASH -, QA A7) o=
oIt & AelME AT 7S ALst, v 70

AHEEA, FHA A2D)e o Qs e £75H
ot ASEA 83 A7 EEA Y BF 2 E 0 2L

SHA AwE AR AA7IEe] weEk felvet 7770 E
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Table 1. Summary of categories for selecting declining areas

P& Hol= 2o IRIE, 243 H4 i Kol B4
o] B¢ EEL g3t EREHANL vlFEAL 26X 02 e
Wik v 2143 A% o el Holk BAlE £ 17,
Bl 15208 S8 EXeka Yt Sl EAle BF
77120 &3 QA BleEd EAlE RE e XA
T =AY &3] Q= XEE SRIH, ol9] YAH F4
W HH B 78 O Bol= BEAIE 570(6.5%), YAIH 4%
H8 HE(F3 D- 4% B2 Hol= EAl= 671(7.8%) = ER1E]
ot AFEH M= AEF F4 ddE Bole BARE A
£ Qe o 43 -y HES ol A
3 PE U7 T 22 ER3IAT, 019 532 #4004 Al
olatgint, ¥ 4,025 $EA 5 & A7 ASEA A 2
TR S AFTL 2 402 (59.68%), ATE7HAY AT
1,623%5(40,32%) 2 = E-Ht,

Population changing pattern

Category Long-term

Short-term Cities

Continuously

shrinking

cities
Shrinking

(12~'22)

Declining

(12~17) (17~22)

SMA

Seongnam-si, Anyang-si, Bucheon-si,
Gwangmyeong-si, Dongducheon-si,
Ansan-si, Gunpo-si, Pocheon-si

Declining Declining

Non-SMA

Gangneung-si, Donghae-si, Taehaek-si,
Samcheok-si, Chungju-si, Jecheon-si,
Gongju-si, Boryung-si, Nonsan-si,
Gunsan-si, Iksan-si, Jeongeup-si,
Namwon-si, Gimje-si, Mokpo-si,
Yeosu-si, Pohang-si, Gyeongju-si,
Andong-si, Yeongju-si, Sangju-si,
Mungyeong-si, Changwon-si,
Tongyeong-si, Sacheon-si, Miryang-si

Temporary
shrinking
cities

Declining

Growing, o SMA

Guri-si

Stable Declining ——

Gumi-si, Geoje-si

Declining

Declining  Growing, stable Non-SMA

Sokcho-si, Yeongcheon-si

Temporary
growing and
stable cities

Growing,
stable

SMA

Suwon-si

Growing,

Stble Declining

Non-SMA

Suncheon-si, Gwangyang-si,
Gimcheon-si, Jinju-si

Growing,
stable

Growing,

stable i

Declining

Gwacheon-si

Growing

Continuously
growing and
stable cities

Growing,
stable

SMA

Growing, Growing,

Uijeongbu-si, Pyeongtaek-si, Goyang-si,
Namyangju-si, Osan-si, Siheung-si,
Uiwang-si, Hanam-si, Yongin-si, Paju-si,
Icheon-si, Anseong-si, Gimpo-si,
Hwaseong-si, Gwangju-si, Yangju-si,
Yeoju-si

stable stable

Non-SMA

Chuncheon-si, Wonju-si, Cheongju-si,
Dangjin-si, Cheonan-si, Asan-si,
Seosan-si, Gyeryong-si, Jeonju-si,
Naju-si, Gyeongsan-si, Gimhae-si,
Yangsan-si, Jeju-si, Seogwipo-si

Note: Referring to the classification Kang (2020), the author revised the categorization.

Journal of Korea Planning Association Vol.59, No.5 (2024)  1()9



HX[H- ozl

2, Hpo| 1 U 7|=EAY

2 AT T AS QS FHOE, AFHEAY AF
1o} 4] w5t bt AFEA S ¥staA} sl olE 13l
’ﬂ%‘%ﬁ"ﬂ*ﬂb W USRS S5, T B4 B, 7L
| A B4 B E SR A%sigt 2 4
79| 4 m:*—'I"ﬂH Z83 el 7|2 AFE E o 2.
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83, FeF A =AM = 4 e EA A

TEA |

9 -E'_J"Q' AFshaL ek, 2 AtelMs Hos A9 4ho] ¢
S22 Zoehe 3T B 7|d'E B2 el Hg =23
RhEZke] 8438 723t Diener et al.(1999)2] -5 Ztarst
o, '5d F o dsl= ANHAQl 40 vER B THESE
28313t

g ZAAE 5 AREAQL 4] w3l disf -d
AxE 59 F, HkEQ )“"’ﬂ tjal duput gEESE A o2 o iat
AYUzbel= B2 EaL 9L, g2 O 443 e Zlo)
o}, @ W5 Zlojth, @ EFolr, @ A3 WEHA] 3FS 2o

“H‘# A el 953, 59 ¥ AAshe A A iEE T o, © USR] &2 Aot 57 A E A= (Likert scale)2
Table 2. Variables and basic statistics
Variables Freq. (pct.) Average
Dependent . ; " Expected life satisfaction after 5 years _
variable Life satisfaction (Not satisfied at all (1)~Completely satisfied (5) 250
Female (0) 1566(38.91) =
Gender
Male (1) 2449(61.09) -
Age - 50.10
Age squared = 2721.23
Individual _
characteristics  arital status No spouse (0) 1217(30.24)
Spouse (1) 2808(69.76) =
Poor (poor, very poor) (ref.) (1) 249(6.19) =
Subjective health : _
SvaiListion Neither good nor bad (2) 1633(40.57)
Good (good, very good) (3) 2143(53.24) -
No. of family = 3.00
Duakiiceme Single income (0) 2188(54.36) =
household Dual income (1) 1837(45.64) -
) Non-apartment (0) 1601(39.78) =
Type of residence
Apartment (1) 2424(60.22) 5
1: Etc. (ref) 116(2.88) =
2: Renter (Wol-se 606(15.06 -
Hr?useholgj ; Occupancy ( ) ( )
characteristics 3: Renter (Jeon-se) 575(14.29) -
4: Homeowner 2728(67.78) =
Household income (million won) = 32.08
Household real estate assets (log) = 9.33
Poor (poor, very poor) (ref.) (1) 975(24.22) -
Subjective economic ; =
GtatuS avaltiation Neither good nor bad (2) 2453(60.94)
Good (good, very good) (3) 597(14.83) -
Objective Sum of the quartile values for income, _ 8.07
socioeconomic status  education level, job (ranging from 3 to 12 points) :
Status Subjective ’ e , _
characteristics socioeconomic status Lower-bottom (1)~Upper highest (6) 283
Subjective prospect : e
o u{award r?'nobil?ity Completely negative (1)~Completely positive (5) - 1.12
. Continuously growing area (0) 2402(59.68) =
Residence - —
Continuously declining area (1) 1623(40.32) =
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OIZIA K|S 74Z=010] Ato| BEEZI0| 3t o

THaEe] ok, AFEANA= B4 Y] HolE fdl =2 Hert
T Aol disl =2 WSS 7R Aoz dME 4 A=EF
%519 (reverse coding)3}%ict.

s 49 1SS OE o2 ARAT-S 3L, A
A B4, 7 B4, AS §4H2= TEH. UA A9l 84
o] A%, A, A%, ARAE, A, o AH F
o FAsIgh FEAR A7AE M Al 7Y B E
= 2%, ¢ F2E AR 7 BA Has 7
o] o AFRY, 8 ARIJH, 7HLSE, B,
FHAR ZAE R A, 7SS A
< ] 98l A2 g Qo14)E Mt 7AS F
S A golglet, Ad T 9 F 2L VY &
o 2EE ¥ H(=7HSL5/FE 719Y 2= AsIY
o FeARRE Hias ARFE, A5 9 feihe 2R o
g & 2%klog) o2 WAL, FHAQ] AAAE M= Al
7HA 9] W g, BE, AR IR e

£ AN FEsh= AT 54 MR AuE AREAE
A $l(objective socioeconomic status), FH2] ALE A A Z|
9 4 (sub]'ective socioeconomic status), T2 ASAS
214 (subjective prospect of upward mobility)'©] EFHeT},
A ALBIEAE 299 A, o] AR DTN &5, 4
o, T8 59 Al 714 290E 2ste] 2FF o2 Holst
I o472, 20085 73] ], 2018). ]of 7|9k 2 Aol
A= &5, A4, wiE RS Aoalsta] 2AHF ALEAA
2 AE Aostgt, Hoh FAHoR, £5L Jle) S84
52 42911808 ¥ m]T, 180%F A od~250%F ¥ m|vk, 2505
€ ol g~3701 ¥ vk, 3709 ¥ o E RS 2F9] 7
S TR QETA A e A EA A 2919 AF ERE
Hae, 42(Ee7)57Ie/ 74, Auligd /5o, AR
3|, AR Z))Z LRI AEFES 42 (A 8/ 58l
25(2F), $6/151F), 294 iz, 434 hs/AAHrAT
2 ST olE B8 45, A%, 282 41 el o
3 A4E FoISAL, 3~ 127802 Fls| Ao &85t

T AR AAAE A9 QA4S T2 HEXALE 59 AAlo]
ol ATl Sk A=A tfF A gHor &
A g udRAA = F0E AR AR 29 /142
3te] AA AR BAIA A5, HY, 2, ik S-S )=
oltel &dttia BZsdUz?2ke AR, ‘© 4, @ 48t
® 4, @ 33t ® M, @ 3I3F F sl Hohs AR
S=|1 U}, ¥Ho), ‘A A 7HsE AAIE AA A
38 RS AR, Ase] A+ Aoke S v
e A2 UA U EFHdRAllME FHA S
A2Jef die] ‘g2 -2 ARRlofjA] = AA1s] Rtk A
o] Ak FAA A917F Fokd 4= L& Aol BZs YUY

o F¥oE AFsiH, SH2 'O vi¢ 2¥d, @ iz a¥
o, @92 I3 g, @ A8 294 ¢t © F BEn
o, F7HA1 9] =0 AlF A4 das d4 e HalE 93] o=
FotHom, w2 aAdS AL A2 A 912t =34 A
/&% Aol dish S8 A SHE 2rizith

3. EMYY A =Xt

AFEANE AT 232 % (Ordered Logit Model) & &
Soisich, AZRHOIA FHUAE Sd F e 2
A & wER e R, 1~5% Alold] BAE A= ¢ ghe 7HA
Lo, S Aot U4 A9l FL A 19 o]
S 78 4= gltk, o £AY 2ARFS B8 =HH, y=0,
y=171¢| oot y = 13y =2¢) Aol g A 712 5Bk
OLS A3 N=H | 7HgE& 318i3HA] Yote Hrk= A3o] 8l
o} & Aol E83t £AF 2ARF Y A2 4] (1)1} 2t

F
y = k;ﬁk)(k = (1)

olo] FAlofA] Y ARR 243 4 ¢t ARHS(atent
variable) & 9U)3}1, o= 54, e QAL Tt} oS
o] 8] QA g 274] st AR S0, SuA
e cjele] Nk sk, y'ek yake] WA ol Agohe
71&0| Bz pE T FHE,

Dify*éi-*p
1 = o =ik

y=12 if p, < y* <y, ify, <0 @
Nif py < y*

B d79 AR 34 7 7H] gAR FEE WA A
HA DA ahe] Rl 9%E viAlE 8] gkt AF
4% Ysloth 53] A ARFAF A9 FHeE, <
TS Aot 4] W 4o Aol die 28 a3
T2 8l AR ASe} A ARAIE 29 A
A d¥ES B Aok oeoE, F A DAA
€ AFHEA Y AF7t 4] v vl $FR e T
AS Q14Ye] we} Zo|7t A=AlE AT EIAL 81t 53]
THLA Y AT FHA ARRHAA A, FHA AT
A4)'e] F22-83}E sk, FuH Al 4] AFHEA
& At 4ol W 7o) e 2Hsk=AE AFskE of
et 33287 Mg ts3- A% (multicollinearity) A4S
12f5to], BtE 3 mean-centering) S 53 A48
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V. &5E4

1. afe] 25 0lxl= B 22 24

AZEANHE £AY 2AEGL Bealo], ATHARY
A5o] Th2 afe] hEzio) g BAS Sasislct, o) 2

oAl ‘AFTAA YT} AEA AS]| AR A'e) Asaee)
H4E FAo 2 4ho) gLt njX = JF¢asle A5l 8
qct, AZENL A a8eke T35 ok (Model 1-1)3
AEAG8HS I3 (Model 1-2) 2 F-E3190cH 4 dak=
(3t 33} 2},

(&3¢ F2 ENZFANE AHEH, HA Q1 54 ¥ A

Table 3. Analysis of factors affecting the life satisfaction of residents in declining areas

<Model 1-1> <Model 1-2>
Variables
Coef. Oddsratio Std.E Coef. Oddsratio Std.E
Intercept 5 8741 = 0.539 -8.743"* = 0.539
Intercept 4 278717 - 0.505 2773 - 0.506
Intercept 3 1.134** & 0.503 1.140™ - 0.503
Intercept 2 5077 = 0.701 5.083** = 0.702
Gender -0.145* 0.865 0.085 -0.144* 0.866 0.085
Age -0.057* 0.945 0.017 -0.058** 0.944 0.017
. Age squared 0.000* 1.000 0.000 0.000* 1.000 0.000
Individual ;
characteristics Marital status 0.557* 1.745 0.107 0.559"** 1.749 0.107
Subjective health ~ Neither good 0.754** 2125 0.156 0.748"* 2113 0.156
evaluation nor bad
(ref: Poor) Good 1797 6029 0160 1789 5982 0.160
No. of family -0.164™* 0.849 0.037 -0.165™* 0.848 0.037
Dual-income household 0.237+* 1.269 0.086 0.239*** 1.270 0.086
Type of residence 0.328** 1.388 0.080 Dzt 1.386 0.080
Jeon-se -0.451 0.637 0.277 -0.455* 0.634 0277
Qceupsncy Wol -0.507 0.603 0.322 0511 0.600 0.322
(ref: etc) i : ) : - : ;
H hold
s oo Homeowner ~ -0455 0635 0325  -0456 0634 0325
Household income 0.0727 1.012 0.002 0.0127* 1.012 0.002
Household real estate assets (log) 0.042 1.043 0.029 0.042 1.043 0.029
Subjective Neither good Sk e
CCOOTEAERE  FarBad 0.372 1.451 0.088 0.370 1.447 0.088
evaluation
(refj Poor) Good 0.987+* 2.683 0.151 0.982"* 2670 0.151
Objective socioeconomic status 0.034 1.034 0.028 0.036 1.037 0.028
Status Subjective socioeconomic status 0.537™* 1.711 0.056 0.536™* 1.710 0.056
characteristics P— o g
N prOSpECL AEUEWER 0360 1433 0036  0360™ 1434 0.036
mobility
Continuously declining area 0.482* 1.619 0.077 0.488™* 1.630 0.077

Continuously declining area
*Objective socioeconomic status

= = 0.053 1.0565 0.044

AIC (Intercept and covariates) 5520.305 5520.829
SC (Intercept and covariates) 5671.512 5678.336
-2 Log L (Intercept and covariates) 5472.305 5470.829
Obs. 4,025

*n<0.10, #p<0.05, **p<0.01
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A, 99, agAlE, T4, FHER A7 54
A FoAS Hola Qi At AFAE WY B, 4
Sho] 5ol S99 V¥, HH)Y FHS F= A= 2RIy
=, ols d%o] IS WEgo] WolAtrL, 44 «
Fe AuhA o] T53e] okl AR AT 4= Qich B
37122 A5, FRAQ 27l g3 Az Q1A%
T5 49 9] & AR EAEI, 7 B4 W
7Y &, o] o, AFRE, 7IAE, FRAY FAA
A7t TAACE fo3t o Yt 71 71 H2
£, ghdo] 71 3¢, oIE| AFdhs AL, 71AS0 &
S5E ¥ 49 ELE 7 LR BAREY, E3 7
AA ol disl off7t floka Azkshs 739 Bl3) o qlck
I Q1AJeh= 9ol 4he] wiEzto] A el

S 2 A4 FEIR= AFAARA Y AF M= 49 T
o] FHY F9F2 nA= AR HAEHH. o= ¢t
Hadhs A GolA ARl 4o THERto] £35S Hgh o
A A] Aol Falstctil & 4= 9lt}, Barreira et al.(2017)
< URtE o 2 AT Ao ARk TR SR ¥E At
I ojBlA|RE, Y1 420 ZhATE HhEA] AFRY] wEG 5
FAR oloj)A] kS FABIALLY ol9o= AT, A&
9] 3733 ZW(Verheij et al., 2008), 2R3 Ao &2
EH5 = (Piper, 2015) & AHA WA EA|5} =F0] ¥
AFF7HA Aol 2] AFR] 41 Zo] B W 4= 3USE A
3 QS HIFo] E W, AFHFLEAY AFNE 4] wEFo|
=24 U0

Model 1-294= i B4 ¥, 7H B4 ¥ae
Model 1-1)2] Zje} =315 2fo|7} GG, 2HWUSFA AT
A AR A A 974 Eel frofdt S vlAA] g
Ao E BRI, ol AWA AR HAH 27t w2 AFY
< 3%7 & AFRI Toll= AFRARA G AF9 419 S5
7o} Aga/del Aol 7} gle-S olm|gict,

w2 Aol AFEA A E83 EAYAY] Fe A
o, JAFF7HG AFT 7H] A 5ol A9 ALBIAA A ]
97t et o 2 gAlsE Eolgke oA, d7ELAY AR
ool A AR FAA 2919 2EaN A% 27t FAA

o2 §ojstA ¢S R3Sk 4 gk

2. ITZARI FHFRIO| FHH AS A0 WE 4]
TR

olojA = BAMlAE FHE AF U4S FHoE, A7ds
A 752} ake] w53k ko] uAde] 2HanE ASSaH:
A ETE of 9] <& 9o Et

Model 2-1)2 "UFHEA G AT} T2 ALR)7A 2] A]

9] 4ol 2AAIE, (Model 2-2) A& A74AA Y AF
o 'FHH AF A QAY 2FadE AnESIt WA, £
B2FolA Yeihs $AR] 9ol A 74 Anet & &
o7} fli= ALz ERIFITE 7 §A4 Mr=7I1EY B, F
AR AAEE 3802 AAF Feo &Y BE57o| =
= o2 At

7 B4 He] Aol 7Y a7 A 2SS, so) 7t
7Y AS, w7t AL, o E AFAY AL, THAS
o] W25, ZAA el dis) s AR A= AR, =
2 4] YRS 7HA] = Ao R ERIE I,

o2 B dtoi FE3e FHE AF A 248
I AF AHEAHEH, Model 2-1) 04 = 3 AEIEA
A 2|9 49 A7} K+ FIHE A, A
BIE 7= Aoz EA RS, o= UmA| thE AW
Fol 4T o, AFAEAY AF — o vEH 19| 33
ZQl o] FHAR AFZAA 2948 #A Qs Adl
AA A o2 o Aok AE ou|ditt, £3F (Model 2-2)°1
A T ASAs Q40 ZetxEaate] Ao 3= A
2 RIEQ, o= FHE AF Q4] 2 $HAEC B2
SHAE Hlsf QA7 AR AFL} 4] v 7He] S A A
A FFo] AdFeE A3 4 ASS iRt & UL
G AF — 49| TSR 719 FRHHQ B3] FUH AFEF
AA 1Ao] w&5 ¢ A YEhd = Utk Aol ol
g A AT AFERA Y AFHlo| Al ASE %A ¢
A3l=A]71 40 Egte] Fa%t 8102 283t 4= QS-S A
AFglt}, Veenhoven(2002)2 B39 HRE A7]|3 o2 HIE
7%, A A ;o H|3] ‘FHAQ AR AREL ATAQ F
R B A A =

AFANE T B, AFALA Y AFet 4] w3t 7F
9] AEAS A AEAEAA A4, F2/E AsAs ¢4 F
o A AlF Ao wheh Db 4= 9= A o2 YAt o]
£ AFHALA AN E AF1L] F9A A|F- 4o we) 49
o] Zpo|7t EAE 4= AL, A{A 27W vl Ee] FHEY
o2 A5k AF A E3 Fasl aeE et 8IS
ArFgET), B3] Q7L A& 08 Zadke A QoM ‘T

5 UA'9] 7Btz At B 24 AFs7] iz, Y
o wislof wet =HA Al QAo W2 AFTEY 49 B
# F27} oS ZA ol 5= U Aol o7t FHofA 2l
TG AFUY AS EAUE A IEFESHEE A
= FEA A A UE FF3E L3 JAF 29
e 293tk 9l E 297} Qi
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Table 4. Analysis of life satisfaction according to subjective social status in declining areas

<Model 2-1> <Model 2-2>
Variables
Coef. Oddsratio Std.E Coef. Oddsratio Std.E
Intercept 5 -8.783 - 0.541 -8.780% - 0.540
Intercept 4 2778 = 0.506 -2.789"* ~ 0.506
Intercept 3 1.134** = 0.503 1.127* - 0.503
Intercept 2 5.079** = 0.702 5.073%* N 0.702
Gender -0.143* 0.867 0.085 -0.143* 0.867 0.085
Age -0.056™* 0.945 0.017 -0.066™* 0.945 0.017
— Age squared 0.000* 1.000 0.000 0.000* 1.000 0.000
namniaua
characteristics Marital status 0548*“ 1.730 0.107 0553\\1’* 1.739 0.107
Subjectivehealth ~ Neithergood g 735m 9074 0156 0747 2710 0156
evaluation nor bad
(ref: Poor) Good 1775* 5903 0.161 1787** 5969 0.160
No. of family -0.166™* 0.847 0.037 -0.166™* 0.847 0.037
Dual-income household 0.240" 1.272 0.086 0.239"* 1.270 0.086
Type of residence 0.329*** 1.390 0.080 0.327™ 1.387 0.080
Jeon-se -0.454 0.635 0.277 -0.480* 0.619 0.277
ggfgff’)‘cy Wol-se -0.492 0611 0322  -0540* 0583 0322
Eﬁ:rsai':gr'gti - Homeowner -0.442 0.643 0325 -0.493 0611 0326
Household income 0.012* 1.012 0.002 0.0127* 1.012 0.002
Household real estate assets (log) 0.039 1.040 0.029 0.044 1.045 0.029
Subjective Neither good ik
SEeRPTC S horkad 0.352 1.422 0.089 0.367* 1.443 0.088
evaluation
(ref: Poor) Good 0952** 2591 0152  0981™ 2666 0.151
Objective socioeconomic status 0.033 1.034 0.028 0.034 1.034 0.028
Status Subjective socioeconomic status 0.553"* 1.738 0.056 0.536"™* 1.708 0.056
characteristics Subiecti tof q
Ve praBReC Lo PaD 0350 1432 0036 0368 1444 0.036
mobility
Continuously declining area 0.505"* 1.658 0.078 0.492** 1.635 0.077

Continuously declining area

*k -— - -
*Subjective socioeconomic status Dzdl LA BOSE

Continuously declining area

= o = ok
*Subjective prospect of upward mobility 0.169 1.164 0.068

AIC (Intercept and covariates) 5517.083 5516.199
SC (Intercept and covariates) 5674.590 5673.706
-2 Log L (Intercept and covariates) 5467.083 5466.199
Obs. 4,025

*0<0.10, *#*p<0.05, **p<0.01

V. Qo Zi= o}, HAIg 7| ol ArjA - AR Bl T2 s
7ko] zfolout 2o ghkolA 9ol ATHAX| oA E A

QAFRAS AT 4] ubEgio] et 84 olol 5 A Fulo] QAR A Aol Aol vzl Fake E 4 9l
240] AN Gl AR, Bl ATFAAY UolHS] & TR Zeo] QIlct, olef & AT T AF A4
A%R) 2 ASHAE B 728 A7 T AAET 9 S FUOE ATIANY AT S| wEgiel] Bt gy
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OITIZEA K|S 7{Z=0I0| Ato| DHEZio| Bt HT

A& S8t

T8 24 ks o 2o 1A, AFERA Yo AFE
3, Ao o] B2 208 SRIFHUT. EL AHE A
AANE 92 AR A AF ) 2FEI} HFET, A
ARRAI A A it AFBAA S AFe] JB2HE Bt v
WA ghe 202 SAENU ole AHE ARAIA 29l
et RIFASRA Y AF — 4 T2 g0l 2bol7t ol
2 Ut of#3k olfolle & IS AR TS
A AFS7HA Y AT ABEQ ALREA A A9t #
ARGt ES B7) fhEo R weEr

G502, AFE2AY AFe} Fu1E ARIBA A A4, F
A ASSs dA'Y 4o =l it =2 avt f4oM =
HEAE W7t TAZCE fof Ao WY ok 5
2 Al A4 weh ARG AF — ] 1S
FEol A7} AT AL B3| 7 71A| 9] J5Eg e
€ 49 1] FHHe FFS F= A= FUHMUEH, o
T T AR A 91eh 2] AR AA A A9 Q14)e] &
< SHAEC] ¥ SHAE i3 AFHEA Y Aot 49
TR 7o) S A QA 9¥ol AF e Zekd = Y& v
it ol AT AT ATFHAEAG AF0| A2 A5
ogA Akl et &e] wiSe] ek 4 S o
&t

£ dolA A5E F8E AlS A4l w2t d7aaAS A
F7+ 49 WA vjAle 9%l gEH 4 ke AR, T
TR AAsk= AT U4 o] ATAAEA] AFT &
Z3 Alao] F88HA nHE 87t YIS AARIT 53] A
S22 TgA AE A AGoME FUE0] &5, 159
713 & AW 2AqMe AHH R doet A7 FAUE
7Fs/go] Ak, shA|ut elelate] vlaw oy, EAFTY Aoz
3f ARIAISof iRt T2 Q] Q1A ol A= Zhe] ARt |
AZEEAE = AL, A HellA A4 Alsg oA AAlst
Ao w2t Aol A, 4o whEto] E 4 k. o’ &
oA TR AR oA = AaE 27 FAS F3) A
FR19) &e] AZ ATl g4 ot A Y ARl &
A Q4] M o|AAQS sty ‘FuE AT +ES
EOohs AAE kgl A Aot

£ g A7 FAIEQ Aol ol FeiAA] gt
A AT S SHLR, AFHAEAY A5 o] w3t 7
o] el Zol7k verd 4= 93-S BRthe |l 2ot Ut
& Gl ARG AT & fEg] 242 %
TR, AFEeA Y AFS7HRAIY AT e FuE
AS A4 o), EAXG T A FuE AF U4
o] 5& eHY, B T =7t 7k AR 7|
Hoh, B3 2 dFolA 283 A5e EAAGE feR =

AFIGIARE, ol the] Q7RI odo] s 527
o= 37l meS WA} glg Aolck, ole] el 374 ¥
& A7 7]k gl

1. FA 72 HE giAo| tHEER| HE2= MAE 220129 HPE &
2= QICh MAS 2|(2012)= 27t XS} 019|410 22 JH4E/0]
Qlof F2 Jielo| BIEE'E £0|= 4 XEa) ftte B XIHs, X
o FSH SE0IM FHRLUE! &l community welHoeing) € =511, 0|
of tat E8Xez HalE LRI} USS RS HE ULt HiK B0
(2020)2 XIZVHK| XIS H&0| X|ejel QIREE 7t IS8 X ¢
O RS X551, X9 2l729 o|EMde=z Halo| st HSahA| HY
Belx| 25H=s 27 LM4EID ASS FAEINIC

T2 UEH AE2 AE, 2, US4FE 59| el X|HE S8l &g

X0t ZE AS QIAS T2 MEZAE Sl 'AHA0| o= AHlS0f &

St MZIsh=X0f et SEE2 Sl WeEICHOIHA - 0183, 2017).

Barreira et al(2017)2 HETARt ZATAQ] BEEZE 4201 X107} 9

L, & TAl| OHEZIE MYSl= 440 CIEE FAE Lert RISS

Z|Haioict olE S0 A¥TAlE MiXoz URR|7t LD, SZAA

U elmapyh = 2K QURSE AS, 1S X S0 2HA0| Joie &

Mate g, SATAlE S22 U2 59 Fst 7|37t MSEXIg ot

QI A7t OFFY, 22 A2e & OFEE0l 3170| HMESEtT A

5t Hf Ck 0[218 SHOIA £ Sre| Q2K 73} 4fo| Ot

Z7} 70| BA Zujol= siAol Fo7t Hdt Zio= TEtErt

3
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