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Abstract

This paper explores the how social capital effect subjective well-being of Thai people and compares
how Thai people across generations value social capital by means of the Life Satisfaction Approach.
Using the Survey of Quality of Life in Accordance with Sufficiency Economy 2018 conducted by
the National Statistical Office of Thailand, it is found that close family and community relationship,
generosity, social solidarity, and social trust generate positive impacts to overall life satisfaction.
Comparing the different elements of social capital, Thai people put greater value on family
closeness. The shadow prices of the feeling of being in a warm (loving) family is worth up to
approximately 0.91 — 0.97 times the monthly per capita income. The value of social capital also
varies across generations. Those in Generation Y are in the early stages of working and forming
a new family as so tend to value social trust more strongly than Baby Boomers and Generation X.
This shows that public policy goals that aim to maximize people’s happiness should consider

family relations a high priority.

Keywords: Life satisfaction, Social Capital, Subjective well-being,
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1. UMW (Introduction)

TBNUANNFVaIauinalu World Happiness Report 2020 (Helliwell et al., 2020) ua@dlWiAn
Teulnadanuguanag ﬁfmﬁmiﬁﬂmmaﬁﬁmmqﬂu World Happiness Report 1ud w.q. 2555
Wuaunn I w.a. 2562 Lﬂuﬂﬁﬂuvlmﬁmmqwﬁﬁqﬂ wa &A@ L% World Happiness Report
lauaasliiauin ﬂuvlmmﬁmmqma@mammmﬁm wANANTITU ST UM TN U LATEHTAALEY
Fiauvadtlizing 2 3 vasununauAIsgRauszdIaNaiuf 12 i’]ﬂmudﬂé'dﬂwvlmmagﬁfu
ez “anwegiduiugy” saruludsnnnofumn liuadu @dnnusnmwawninemsgha
WRTRIANWAITG, 2562) siaulne “‘atiiuidugy” RuAn Lwiﬂuvl,mﬂé'uﬁmmqma@aavlﬁ
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IﬂzlLa‘ww:ﬂi:LﬁuﬁLﬁﬂa“ﬁaoﬂ"unﬁagjiauﬁ'uslué("aﬂMfuﬂ'ﬂ&iﬁawaﬁa:ﬁﬂﬁﬁ@d’umua
Mmmﬁmﬁ%f@mmqmauﬂuluﬁ'aﬂuvlﬂmm:ﬁ'@mmmvlﬂﬁuéhﬂwﬁu 5 se Deluudazdanm
dafianuuandranunitiaanuduey esdisznauesanIiii JWUETIN WATUITINATIL
NIFIAN MIneudumd “azly wie “Gvla” Tamawz “Aadudiay famddnde
anuguludinvasanlng wiavnlwiAaanuRonelaludsadeidu andunstoaiuau
IWmsia “mragiduiugy” wadé}‘aﬂuvlmﬂﬁmwmauﬂqwmfu waztravinlmiRwIuloune
mﬁﬁmzﬁﬁwa@iammqmma\muvl,mmnﬁuluﬁmlﬂ

Clark et al. (2008) 'ldazaulwifuinanuiinalaluifavesdszmaufanuddyanibs
wzluadineniwiundi 40 Firwen anwrenalaludios asauluanmwglsdiduasdilsznay
wikfitmeBneinianasdldsumadenaindumnsnasomiala dwsuaulnomaniesdanug
11 “DaauFany” @Tmslmj'amﬁﬂﬁmmﬁawalﬂu%ﬁmﬁ"fmzmmmazﬁauvlﬂgimiﬁmu@
wlansdudauiianuddnlitesldnidmerughe

NUNNFIAN” FANURNN ﬂﬁ:ﬂ'ﬂgmmﬁomwﬂ’?’mhﬁu nsfiUfsunwnslusian uazusviagn
NIFINY (Rodriguez-Pose & von Berlepsch, 2013; Growiec & Growiec, 2013) 12UV NuN
§IAUANUANRANE8I Donati (2011) uaz Helliwell and Putnam (2004) fanumanafinthedu
lasasauaguiiinduasauaiadhlidhe laswarimunidiauaaninialann anuduuds
yasanuaNNREluATaLA? tNaw WA T muﬁfﬁ'ﬂﬁﬁﬂmmmL“’fiiaﬂmmamumaé'aﬂu
@1amwaﬂﬂummdamaﬂﬂmum (Powdthavee, 2008; Chandoevwit & Thampanlshvong,
2015; Helliwell & Putnam, 2004; Helliwell, Huang, & Wang, 2016)1‘1ﬂ°llaﬁiﬂﬂﬂmtlﬂu’n m’mn
'lumiﬂgauwuﬁmaammmnmu wazanyinslaluasay ssnarinliaudanuiawalaly
FHaRuin Snﬂzawamiﬁﬂm&hqmm Helliwell et al. (2020) fistaTziuuLsaosanuianels
’Lu"ﬁ%mﬂ“ﬁaga 156 Uszinarialan wuin "qumaé’aﬂmlmﬁ’mmsaﬁuaguﬁumaﬁmu e
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) = qldl a v ' U dl =4
nItiemiedan mansnafusanugrrasaululzinalddniimeld oengamaads winw
Tunsaadula waznsUaanaassUTn

Nuwiwlueda (Theurer & Wister, 2010; Suriyanrattakorn, 2019; Kim et al., 2020) inazidan
AULIINGNDTEY LT ﬂa;wgij”gamq Lﬁa?mm:ﬁ'jmumaﬁmuﬁwa@iamwﬁawahhﬁ?wm
HEdaTywIa Ll 1%‘11m:ﬁdﬂu%ﬁﬂﬁﬂu’)%%ﬁdﬁﬂui“ﬁ/ﬂﬂElqLﬂu@”’lLLﬂi%ﬁdﬁﬁNﬂ@iﬂﬂjﬂwﬁGWﬂh
ludia (Rodriguez-Pose & von Berlepsch, 2013; Chandoevwit & Thampanishvong, 2015) LLae
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FERINNaNeNY mﬂ'avl,&iwu'j'lﬁmuﬁﬁ'yﬁLLﬂanﬁjmuLﬂuju \T4 31 Baby Boomer \ia724
W.el. 2489 — W.e. 2507 (a1y 56-74 1 lui w.e. 2563) ju Gen X \fiaz29 W.A. 2508 —
W.e. 2522 (21y 40-55 T ludl w.a. 2563) uaziu Gen Y 1A% W.A. 2523 — W.¢. 2540
(21y 24-39 T lull w.a. 2563) msﬁﬂmﬁﬁdLﬂumumﬂﬁﬁnmdmumaé’aﬂuﬁwmﬂ'a
anuisnalaluFiavasauudaziuuandrinuadngls
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fusilidnailuaana (Non-market value) Tag33 Life Satisfaction Approach (LSA) LilasnuIme
W13107197 (Shadow Price) 1a9sauisnsdsey Getrstsuaninaulnglumwsu uszaulng
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2. 2137mn3301311AN (Literature Review)
= ~ raa ) @ A o
2.4 anafsnalaludia uazanuadfdiguizeanias
o A a A v aw o A [y & R =2 Aa [
mylaanvedafigudidaisuidunyiafisinuatsunt auidn anuiawelalufie laoly
udazyanadziiudiodiies lusmsfianwuegdiiguidinaz3idy (Objective Well-being) ainiii
Uriduduneldidundan OECO (2013) ldlWanununs anwetddguifiaaids (Subjective
A Aa & A Aa >~ & o [y
Well-being) nanpfis anwdalanid dadumalsaduiialasdaannsduanaiinnisuan
WazN19aY HuUszaumsolwasnIdindiavadudazan ﬂ’]ﬁ'@ﬂmuagﬁﬁq“uv‘ﬁd&@ﬁ&ﬂ
uTLenIazAeandn 3 au fa aunsdszidudia (Life evaluation) dauansuat (Affect)
LLa:@TmmiﬁquhLLamJ'mmUh%"?@] (Eudaimonia) (OECO, 2013) nan3 1e31 eunsdszidn
#a (Life evaluation) fian13liudazyanatifiuiinvasawasluniweu niaduunanuite
i midszluanuiiswelaludialuniwny wiamadszifiuanunawalafidde gunn
FOULNNTLIW 1Tuen

Helliwell and Putman (2004) Tiamzvianuuandaszniinsdazifiuenuguuazanuianela
lud%a waanmisdanwuaasl¥iinin ’ﬁagammqmﬁﬂsnﬁuﬁammada:ﬁauamumirﬁ
Tuszozan LLﬁ:"fuagjﬁumsmﬁ o Frotin 9 lusaefienuionelaludiadumsdsa i
luszuzpnuazfienauaiiosninndt Peiro (2006) dnsdaya the World Values Survey
luza9d a.a. 1995 A a6 1996 woianugylildduagiudutsmaasugha Ssdaniy
anuRanelaludianidudsmaarsgfadinaniznuathsftudany

2.2 NWNIFIAN
OECD (2001) 8fu18 “NuN19§Inw” ﬁﬂiaUﬂqu 4 {6 fa 1) mmé’uw‘”uﬁsmjnqﬂﬂa
(Personal Relationships) 2) MI&HUARWNFIAN (Social Support) 3) MIAFIKTINVBINALLT DS
(Civic Engagement) i1 mithinuaiamadasluzu uaz 4) analinea usmiagiu uazd
lun9§9AY Donati (2011) Uaz Helliwell & Putnam (2004) #83NIAN19NUNIFIANEINNTD
Saldanenuguudsasnnudunutluasauas? iautm WS T

Stiglitz et al. (2009) l¥Fadiinadn mytanunediaudniiuludsziauanudunusznigan
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anulindalusiau (Social Trust) fiaifuasdilsznaumdnuasnunafiay (Social Capital)
= Yo, @ o A o o [ o o v o
Fududadvimaglunssivanueddfisn nmsiaanulinedaludsan ensdadistadinim
myvhnsziuiumig Miendn The Wallet-Dropping Question lasmnudnnaii “winqmi

A P o A A o oA A o ' a o
nszithidume dlemsunndesiisslanazlanszidiiuduw nmsseuauadnandanubanles
1338 TInaaeINiIarinlas The Reader's Digest (389 ulufiaua1s The Economist
A a A a I3 @ [ & ' [ Yo A
\wauliguiou a.a. 1996) thaTianzianulinalaludsauiu 9 dudanmsldiunazidiiv
WIBNLIUAK (Knack, 2001; Tolsma & Meer, 2017)

2.3 NWNIFIAN anafanalaludia uaznsuszsiainsaiia
muﬁﬂmﬁmumﬁmﬂ%aﬂmnumaé‘muLﬁa"‘sLﬂiﬂzﬁwans:wmﬁamwﬁowalalu%”?@]
BNA8EN9LTU Helliwell and Putnam (2004) 1531u5aya The World Values Survey (WVS) uaz
European Values Survey (EVS) WU ﬂumaaaﬂuiuﬂiwmumummauwuﬂumauma
AMUFURUEIZAINIL RO muummmaﬂmmﬂmmmmmmamaﬂ (Kamp Dush &
Amato, 2005; Siedlecki et al. ,2014; Powdthavee, 2008, Chandoevwit & Thampanishvong,
2015) ludsziauduanalinsdaludiaou Clark et al. (2008) wui dszmauaziianuga
wepadludauiaunlugienlidosdanulinslaru seuidnsned Sanwldswenia uas
isgunafiauiman Tuguddnastuagunadiny e‘f%oumluu’%wmﬁhmmﬁalugmmmm 9
"l,;i’jw:l,ﬂumd'i'@]q Wn38N198170 Dk Siedlecki et al. (2014) WU “NNTIA FINANTENUAIBLIN
@iaﬂ'nwﬁawahlu%’iwaaqmmfu 9 §aAAREINU Thomas (2010) ﬁl*’ﬁ*‘ﬁagamﬂ The Social
Networks In Adult Life (SNAL) Survey WU731 NMIMARINANTENUAIULINBENIL AL LATa
daanuagddguvasigiony lummzﬁmﬂﬁ%’umsaﬁuagumaﬁ'\munﬁuﬁmmamnm‘m:
luﬂirﬁﬁﬁ’lﬁﬁu@jama wiaitoaLrinin

319373 Life Satisfaction Approach (LSA) ﬂsuﬁmﬂmLmﬁuﬁﬂﬁleiﬁswmluﬂavlﬂ@m@
d’ml%fg'L‘ﬂumi‘ﬂizLﬁu@ﬁLLﬂiﬂ’N@TﬂuédLL’J(ﬂﬁau (Levinson, 2009; Luechinger, 2009; Ambrey,
Fleming, & Chan, 2014) mu‘?ﬁ'ﬁﬁlﬁ“'jﬁﬁaﬂﬁmﬂmﬁmﬁLLiJiYm@T'mnuma Funudlfautedna
HNA8L19LTW Powdthavee (2008) ’Leﬁﬂﬁaga British Household Panel Survey $a7itilu Pooled
Data ua2 Panel Data Wuin mstinszaumsfsiusiumagany (Social Involvement) ﬁyjam
Winny 85,000 Yauadaaudad nsdnsveilssinelng Chandoevwit and Thampanishvong
(2015) wudranaflunsdfaunuinadiaudinaniiuandaszauanuiinelaludia
fuyans nMslEnmunlunstsziuen wudh enuilumsyjauiusiuieuiulasmyane
wuuAnrindnandszunm 0.5 wivesne lddenidaidan
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3. TayauazI5n3@nu1 (Research Methodology)

3.1 7ayA
msﬁﬂmﬁifﬁagamiﬁﬁwqmmw%’imaaﬂs:’ﬁwuaLi'mi"aﬁummﬁ’mﬂmgﬁawmﬁm
Tud w.a. 2561 savnsdralasdinausbaurend suudragrerialssndlng 69,603
et anuRInalaludia JanszauazuuumIdssiluanuninelaludialusie 1 1dan
AHUAN AzLUWSUAILE 0-10 (0 AB ﬁawalaﬁaﬂﬁq@ uaz 10 Ao 'ﬁdwahmﬂﬁq@)

AU TNUNIFIAN Wil sziauauddianuses OECD (2001) fia ANNFNRUEIZNRI
UAAR MITULFBUNNIFIAN NMITEIHIINTBINALTDS LAUITTNAFTIUNIFIAN (LFAIAIAITNS
7 1) eanudunuinivyaaa Jannadmduanuduiusluasesauazdion lasnu
dnwi vhudediaseuaiivesiuianuevguluzavla uazaulurnsuiinviuiunia
IndBanu mIsiuayundauuaznddiuiiuvesnaiias Jaandniugasdinia
A Y s A el A ° ' ' A a ' [
fa 1) naldanutomiedawdadlama muandinindt g 1 @eudisuan viwuly
s A o A A @ a a Ao a
anutimniegduliadlanauindaniiinle) waz 2) Aanssunisasuanfdafiluguou
A a A =2 ' A o o v a a
(miasuan faidulszwdinofiuaasfisnitiomteni axvauanuadadluguruiidu
LlNaNBIYaISIANLTINBAIVIUTEINGA INY) §IRUIINAIUNIFIANTINITIATZALIRIR
anulinelalusgian Avinisiasiudatun1svinnszidSunie (The Wallet-Dropping

Question)

ﬂﬂia%uwyﬁagalmsaﬁQWiimuw WU n&jm”aazhﬁaﬂaz 63 ﬂsuﬁu'jmuﬁmmqmlmzﬁ’u
7-8 uazSawas 6 Nsziuinawssdnnuianalaluiianisauazuun 1-5 mmmamjm"‘aama
mug’m:ﬁé’@dm@”@ﬁ fa 3% Baby Boomer 3888z 39.7 31 Gen X 3888z 35.4 Uaz 31 Gen Y
$owaz 12.7 il 1 ugassnadsenuiswalaludia IUUNAUAN WU VBINUNNIFINY WU
ninTasas 23 ﬂizLﬁu'j’msau'ﬂ%'wammaaﬁmwauejumﬂﬁq@ Fofldnadpanurswelalu
FAainnu 8.21 mnﬂd'ma;uﬁmau*jﬂmam%ﬁvl,sjﬁﬂ'smauEjuﬁﬁmmﬁﬂwhﬁu 5.81 NANAIBENS
Jauaz 54.3 lWanudAauAnin ’gwwuamumaﬁmwlﬂé’%@ﬁuwaaumiﬁamrﬁasaz 78
mauimu’l‘ﬁmwﬁaﬂmﬁa@fﬁmﬁaﬁiama waslifstonas 12 winiudidulaineslenszih
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A13191 1: axisnalaludia UAZNUNIFIAN

AafnIy
%  wmellufia SD. P dwaudnagn

ﬂ’J’]&laUa‘;%KL%ﬂiaUﬂ{’J

liaugu 0.3% 581 257  0.000 175

augwanay 5.0% 6.46 1.47 3,458

GHLIETLY 71.4% 761 1.22 49,706

auajumﬂﬁ'qm 23.2% 821 1.19 16,158
anuFNHUSlugITY

aRnARIN 1.3% 7.42 146  0.000 895

WA 7.0% 749 1.35 4,846

AaAunana g 35.6% 7.63 1.30 24,755

‘lﬂﬁ%@ﬂ”uwaaums ﬁdll’]ﬂ 54.3% 777 1.26 37,812
Iﬁm’m“ﬁ'sm%ﬁaﬁé‘mﬁaﬁiama

lsitan 0.8% 6.58 1.77  0.000 539

WY A9 21.1% 725 1.35 14,711

Yauass 70.1% 7.78 1.23 48,778

1nilszdn 7.8% 823 1.28 5,449
NANTINRIUN

1aid 42.5% 7.64 136  0.000 29,589

Y 52.8% 775 1.23 36,726
fvhnsndiumefainezladdunse la

lai'leAunsalaiusle 87.9% 767 130  0.000 61,188

ladn 12.1% 7.85 1.23 8,415
TBYULIANIU

Baby Boomer 39.7% 768 1.31 0.0002 27,656

Gen X 35.4% 7.73 1.28 24,625

GenY 12.7% 7.70 1.23 8,853

n: Aiamziandays midmsganwdieveslmrwedwdiduanunaniaisgianaiiios Tul w.e. 2561 3arhms
fynlagiunamadiaunend

AUIBLAG: T URAINANIINARAOU One-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) Fnsuaauds mwaua;ufl,umaua%ﬁ
AMNFUNLTIUTNTY UaT2901y FanAansiuaiuan uazanuduladiazlanszidIudu nasaueas independent-
samples t-test
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3.2 35nsd@nmn
aa = @ o ¥ e € 1 oA @
F5msd@nmltuuudiass Reduced Form vainsnTuassadszlomiiulfisdny Powdthavee
(2008) Chandoevwit and Thampanishvong (2016) L8z Fujiwara and Campbell (2011) lag
sundldanunawalaludla (w) unsidu u) vesansmzsduyana (s) Mold (y) 1inaad
MNgIUnUNIEIau (X) Nlsznaueis mmauq’u’[umam%’a mwé’uw"’uﬂu"gmu AEIAPREY
nsssusn uazanalinadanuludsan duwnaed s fe ansuzduyaaauazaiiion
finaNnzaINadanNuNINe R lUTIa aNAI8ENITY LNA 918 FRUNIWNIRVUITURSFUNIN
ms'ma'mmadqﬂﬂalumauﬂ%ﬁ L ndn

o =< Aa a a
wuusaasanuiawelaludia Wouldluaunsn (1)

w; = f(uls;, v, x)) + e (1

Lﬁaomﬂ*ﬁagamwﬁdwalalu%% (W) fansuzddis Javiinisdandudiaavlunisia
anufawelaludiadu 6 ngu lao 1 da ﬂﬁjuﬁ'waiﬂuﬁ%ﬁam uaz 6 Aa nguwalalufia
mﬂﬁq@ wwursasnnaianalaludiefvsmdundutooniostuunniisnuaudsmeld
lasnaudsmeldanadsnsazndudautsniolu (Endogenous variable) Farialiifiatiym
Endogeneity fia n1sieaulsildlun1sesune (Explanatory variable) §aa1uguwus
AudiAuasIA@Eew (Error term) Basuuuitassanuiinalaluisa Lﬁ:aﬁ'@miﬁuﬂvtym
Endogeneity dﬁuﬁﬂwﬂﬂ%ﬁﬁaﬂl‘ﬁ% Instrumental variable estimators @28UULIN&DY
Generalized Method of Moments (GMM) lasfiwuald daudineld gniwualas
wanUNATas (urban) Ma (reg) S1wanmarhAanssuRueldanese (activity) woinssw
m3lgane (spend) uazmilidszauinamaniissssundlutig 5 Dfrman (shock)'

lumsdszanamaanusuwiivadaandsans 9 nuanaianalaludia nsuufinnusunus

Reduced Form Equation @”ﬂ‘li
w; = +;5; + Bolny; + f3x; + ¢ ()

Iny; = my + myurban; + myreg; + myactivity; + (3)
m,spend;+msshock; + p;

" lwansUnasas (urban) fwuals 1= Auilwaamnauis

Fwumarfanssuiane ldaamedns (activity) 15w aﬂmﬂ"ﬁ"ﬁuﬁwjmﬁan myrdsvasluiiadszdriuldios idudu
WOANITUMTIEIN (spend) Mnuald 1 = m3dwgdnssumslsing AunRTannentainfingedanustiduuasd
dyelomt
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Wotmualddaudsau 9 Sdrasi anuanlaisliiensildnndanniisgariiezainig
NAUNWNWIZAINIRUAT 2 THa (Marginal Rate of Substitution : MRS) seniine lauazauds
fAaulafinm (Explanatory variables) sndagnaitu mudsiiauladszifuyadmann fa e
Tnslaluden sansadwaldnn mushdudszing B, wsdan B, (naunIi 3) B
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Fwnndsaudenulindanulusion awazduddnodurinles

ilesnnanusuintsznitsenuianelaludiaussneldlilsanusuiniifoaduass luii
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Compensating Surplus (CS) ﬁﬂﬁgmﬂumsﬁwmmeﬁﬁ Fmuald Y de nelevasninson
asdsldansasaninglagsiy I@]m’mvlﬁﬂ*?'sL%amaﬁ'mimﬁaumaumjmd”;am\iwhﬁ'u 20,317
1N %38 6,429.43 UINGdaALGaLAaN)

NTBAUAAFINANTZNUE SN
Moneta?‘y value = 3_} —_ e[ln N —-(B3/B2)] (4)

NIMRUANNAINANTENULTIAL:

Monetary value = el Fs/B2)+In(M] _ i (5)
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4. Wan13AN® (Results)
@ = Aa ° a A o & A 2
Tayannuisnalalufinvasaulnegnihindienedlasiiiogdizasdiie 1) Ansuanszny
PaINUNIFIAILALILLITINIEIANAY dinadannuRinalalufinvesanlng uaz 2) Tiamzd
, o o 4, .
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uanenInuatngls

a13197 2 UFAIHAM IR UL nasnnuRswelaludia @835 Ordered Probit Regression
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H a I’ [J a L) a
@13911 2: kamsIaNzRuuTIaasanafisnalalniia: n1sdisqmamdlinzas
Uszrznat g BnaunanLAIBININDLNEY

Ay Ordered Probit IV-GMM

Y‘!%“/]'Ni%ldﬂll ANULARBNAT LAz FILIAGEN

ATELATIBLEUNN 0.604*** 0.639*
(0.021) (0.023)
ﬂiﬂﬂﬂ%'aauajumrwﬁq@ 0.934** 0.966***
(0.023) (0.026)
gurulnagalunand 0.118*** 0.131***
(0.018) (0.020)
gurulndfanunaaunls faann 0.210%** 0.242%**
(0.018) (0.021)
Iﬁmmmﬂmﬁaqguﬂaﬂﬂ% 0.208*** 0.215%*
(0.011) (0.012)
lﬁmnmwmﬁa;ﬁmﬂuﬂi:ﬁﬂ 0.335*** 0.342**
(0.019) (0.021)
fifanssuasun 0.073*** 0.082***
(0.009) (0.010)
dnlatldnsndiudu 0.085*** 0.094**
(0.013) (0.013)
anumaanimenglalisnn 0.086*** 0.088***
(0.011) (0.011)
aaltlnamiaginanadn 0.027*** 0.032***
(0.005) (0.006)
wonvezidudyzdn 0.138*** 0.135***
(0.009) (0.010)
dszaumsaiauauaasnTIson
laitlszau m@mﬁtﬁﬁ'ﬂﬁimmﬁ 0.021 -
(0.023) ;
laitlszau m@;mmi‘nmmawﬁmn@iﬂ 0.062*** 0.051***
(0.013) (0.013)
livszaumgmisaimafudizvasyanalu 0.212%** 0.213***
AT
(0.018) (0.020)
liidszauingmisniyanaluainifauanau 0.32** 0.338***

(0.024) (0.026)
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s Ordered Probit IV-GMM
LATRFNAUATRIAN
neldaiiSen 0.170%** 0.268**
(0.006) (0.025)
J3uasw 0.247** 0.225%**
(0.010) (0.015)
Laifiwil 0.123% 0.154%
(0.009) (0.011)
UsznauondwinuaIng 0.07** 0.075***
(0.011) (0.012)
qUIE 0.043** 0.009
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gy -0.022 -0.034
(0.020) (0.022)
weFg -0.115** -0.127*+
(0.029) (0.032)
ugnAuag -0.100%** -0.109***
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ANBUEIULAAILAZIUNN
gunWthuna 0.261** 0.274*
(0.020) (0.024)
FUNING 0.432%** 0.45**
(0.020) (0.024)
FUNIWANIN 0.627*** 0.647**
(0.024) (0.027)
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(0.019) (0.020)
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(0.019) (0.020)
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(0.014) (0.014)
sausugmldluszauaniige 0.184** 0.178*
(0.026) (0.027)
auguarsnatlann 0.053*** 0.057**
(0.017) (0.018)
muquansuatldnnilge 0.103* 0.102*

(0.028) (0.029)
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s Ordered Probit IV-GMM
dulafwdymgnisaioussldlussduunn 0.16*** 0.164**
(0.016) (0.017)
dulafezwdymgnisaioussldlussduun 0.217** 0.223**
figa
(0.027) (0.028)
AWM INHURS a%Y -0.118** -0.138***
(0.034) (0.037)
LAY -0.001 -0.006
(0.011) (0.011)
a1 -0.003* -0.006***
(0.002) (0.002)
819’/ 100 0.008*** 0.01%*
(0.002) (0.002)
Uszaufine 0.05*** 0.051***
(0.011) (0.013)
DUNANBIAD UG 0.112** 0.099***
(0.018) (0.020)
Uspudnwaaulan 0.181** 0.155**
(0.017) (0.021)
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USyanes 0.239*** 0.168***
(0.020) (0.030)
goninSyaned 0.358"** 0.244%**
(0.039) (0.048)
fnn9fi - 1,612+
; (0.213)
Swmungudindng 61,302 60,493
Pseudo R-squared/ R-square 0.0711 0.198

aad aa aad

RUNLIAG © ** SLAUREAYNWEAAN 1% = szaUiAYnIahan 5% * szaudsddynmaadan 10%
flu918 uaesdn Standard error

naud1984 (Reference Group) fla ataua ldauguiivaudwantion guruviafunn "Lxﬂﬁ"mwuﬁwmﬁaﬁﬁmﬁaﬁiama
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naldd aulneiu Baby Boomer 0TI WA, 2489 — WA, 2507 (a1y 56-74 11 ludl
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niu Gen X WAz Gen Y NiuAuin Baby Boomer ’Lﬁyamﬁ'ummé“uw”uﬂwgmu@:hmh
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5. a‘gﬂuazﬁmaumm: (Conclusion and Recommendations)
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