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 How is subjective child well-being related to 

other indicators at a country level?

 Indicators: social, economic, political, religious. 

cultural.

 Problems: 

 Very few sources of indicators covering all our 15 

countries

 Very few countries –correlation is the statistical 

limit

 Correlation influenced by (annoying but 

interesting) outliers (South Korea)

 What do we know already?
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1. Search international sources for likely 
indicators. Over 100

 World Bank economic indicators

 UNDP WDIs

 UNICEF SOWC

2. Establish dependent variables. 

 Student Life Satisfaction scale (SLSS) (modified 
Huebner)

 Brief Multidimensional Student Life Satisfaction 
Scale (BMSLSS) (Seligman)

 Personal Well-Being Index –School Children 
(PWI-SC) (Cummmins and Lau)

 Overall Life Satisfaction (OLS) single item.

LifeSat_mean PWI_mean BMSLSS_mean SLSS_mean

LifeSat_mean

1 .852** .925** .922**

PWI_mean
1 .831** .874**

BMSLSS_mean

1 .953**

SLSS_mean

1
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 Started with “exploratory data analysis” –what correlates?

 Only one significant associations found with any of the 100 plus independent variables

 Inflation!

 Direction of correlation theoretically perverse
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 Child well-being related to:

 Adult life satisfaction

 GDP per capita

 Spending on schools

 Female employment

 Inequality

 Youth unemployment

 Child well-being related to

 Adult life satisfaction

 GDP per capita

 Spending on schools

 Female employment

 Inequality

 Youth unemployment
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 Macro explanations for subjective well-being 

are either bizarre or end up as chicken pox

 Maybe this is because N is too small

 S. Korea and Romania outliers on SLSS 

 Or the countries are too diverse.

 But I have run the analysis on 7 European 

countries.

 Correlations still bizarre (thanks partly to 

Romania)
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 Helliwell, Layard and Sachs explained 74% of 

the variation in life satisfaction (Cantril’s

ladder) using GDP per capita, social support, 

healthy life expectancy, freedom to make life 

choices, generosity and perceptions of 

corruption.

 Adult happiness not related to SLSS in our 

countries
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World Happiness Report 2015 (Helliwell et al.):

 A combination of six factors explain substantial 

cross-national variation in life satisfaction 

(74%), positive affect (49%) and negative 

affect (22%)

 Social support and freedom to make life 

choices (aggregate self-report data) make a 

significant contribution in all three models

 GDP per capita only contributes significantly to 

life evaluation



10

Independent variable Cantril

Ladder

Positive 

Affect

Negative 

Affect

Log GDP per capita .326** -.005 .011

Social support 2.385** .233** -.220**

Health life expectancy at birth .028** .001 .002*

Freedom to make life choices 1.054** .330** -.106*

Generosity .787** .169** -.001

Perceptions of corruption -.632* .031 .092**

Adjusted R2 74% 49% 22%

Source: Helliwell et al. (2015) World Happiness Report 2015
Standardised coefficients. ** = p-value < .01; * = p-value < .05

 Calculated mean country-level scores for 

potentially salient variables in the 12 years old 

data set

 Initially considered ‘choice’ as this seems 

theoretically and empirically important

 Also considered a range of other variables

 Did not consider domain satisfaction items as 

these may not be viewed as independent of 

overall life satisfaction

 Dependent variable: SLSS
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‘I have enough choice about how I spend my time’

Adjusted R2 = 79%

A selection of correlations illustrates that this is not simply 

a matter of country variations in positive bias

Correlation 

with SLSS

People are generally pretty friendly towards me .940**

I have enough choice about how I spend my time .889**

My parents/carers treat me fairly .735**

I feel safe at school .592*

I feel safe when I walk in the area I live in .544*

I have enough friends .448

My friends are usually nice to me .190

I like going to school .032

My teachers listen to me ….026
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‘People are generally pretty friendly towards me’

Adjusted R2 = 88%

‘I like going to school’

No association
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‘My parents/carers treat me fairly’

Adjusted R2 = 54%

‘I feel safe at school’

Adjusted R2 = 35%
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 Some interesting associations at a country level

 Quality of relationships and amount of choice both 

closely associated with SWB

 Safety and bullying may also be important issues

 However, best viewed as tentative and generating 

hypotheses for future research

 Small sample size and consideration of numerous 

possible explanatory variables = risk of overfitting

 Outliers may exert undue influence

 Need larger numbers and range of countries, 

conceptually-driven approach to overcome these 

weaknesses

 Needs more work

 Need to try to replicate the adult happiness 

explanatory factors

 But it appears that child SWB is not related to 

country level characteristics

 Related only to individual, family and school 

level characteristics 

 And not always strongly to those
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