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Multiple comparisons.

95% confidence interval

Religiosity group Mean difference ~ Std. error  Sig. Lower bound  Upper bound
TukeyHSD  Non-religious  Moderately religious ~ -23.429% 7957 0011 -42.34 452
Highly religious -27.684% 8.366 0.004 -47.57 -7.80
Moderately religious Non-religious 23.429* 3957 0.011 452 4234
Highly religious -4.256 5.900 0.751 -18.28 9.77
Highly religious Non-religious 27.684% 8366 0.004 7.80 4757
Moderately religious 4256 5900 0751 977 18.28

*. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level.

Homogeneous subsets

Subset for alpha = 0.05

Religiosity group N 1 2
Non-religious 16 83
Moderately religious 56 106.43
Highly religious 38 110.68

Sig. 1 0.837
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Descriptive statistics

N Mean  Std. deviation Minimum Maximum
Death anxiety 110 104.49 29.268 32 160
Age 110 1.66 0.694 1 3
c

Kruskal-Wallis test .
Test statistics a,b

Ranks
Death anxiety
Age N Mean rank
Deathanxiety ~ 21to34 51 59.91 Kruskal-Wallis H 4.195
35t0 64 a5 55.26
df 2
65 and above 14 4021
Asymp. sig. 0.123

Total 110
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Cross-tabulation
Religiosity group
Non-religious ~ Moderately religious ~ Highly religious  Total
Age 21t034 Count 7 31 13 51
AN 43.80% 55.40% 34.20% 46.40%
religiosity group
Adjusted residual 02 19 19
35t064 Count 7 18 20 4s
el 4380% 3210% 52.60% 4090%
religiosity group
Adjusted residual 03 19 18
65and Count 2 7 s 1
above
JEvAthin 12.50% 12.50% 13.20% 12.70%
religiosity group
Adjusted residual 0 0.1 01
Total Count 16 56 38 110
% within 100% 100% 100% 100%
religiosity group
Chi-square tests
Asymptotic
Value df significance
(2-sided)
Pearson chi-square 4579, 4 0.333
Likelihood ratio 4.621 4 0.328
Linear-by-linear 0.810 1 0368
association
N of valid cases 110

a. 2 cells (22.2%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count

is 2.04.
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Cross-tabulation

Gender
Female Male Total
Religiosity group Non-religious Count 3 13 16
Expected count 79 81 16
%whin 18.80% 8130% 100%
religiosity group
Moderately religious Count 2 2 56
Expected count 275 285 56
pvathig 57.10% 42.90% 100%
religiosity group
Highly religious Count 19 19 38
Expected count 187 193 38
2 vithin 50% 50% 100%
religiosity group
Total Count 54 56 110
Expected count 54 56 110
% within 49.10% 50.90% 100%
religiosity group
Chi-square tests
Asymptotic
Value df significance
(2-sided)
Pearson chi-square 7.359 2 0025
Likelihood ratio 7.849 2 0020
Linear-by-linear e i P
association
N of valid cases 110

a. 0 cells (0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 7.85.
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Shapiro-Wilk

Age Statistic  df sig.
Death anxiety 21to34 0936 51 0.009
35to64 0963 45 0165

65 and above

0.964 14 0.794
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Shapiro-Wilk

Age Statistic  df Sig.
Religiosity group  21to34 0774 51 0000
35t064 0779 5 0000
65andabove  0.806 14 0006
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Shapiro-Wilk

Gender Statistic df Sig.

Religiosity group ~ Female ~ 0.733 54 0.000

Male  0.805 56 0.000
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95% confidence interval

Descriptives

N Mean Std. deviation Std. error Lower bound Upper bound Minimum Maximum
Nonrelgious 16 8 34270 8567 a7 10126 2 136
Moderately religious s6 10643 27821 ans 9898 11388 2 160
Highly religious 38 110.68 25.535 4142 102.29 119.08 60 160
Total 110 104.49 29.268 279 98.96 110.02 32 160
Tests of homogeneity of variances
Levene statistic dft df2 Sig.
Death anxiety Based on mean 1.949 2 107 0.147
Based on median 1.768 2 107 0176
Based onmedian 1.768 2 104.842 0176
and with adjusted df
Based on trimmed 1.945 2 107 0.148
mean
ANOVA
Death anxiety Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 9057.566 2 4528783 5747 0.004
Within groups 84313.925 107 787.981
Total 93371.491 109
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Shapiro-Wilk

Gender Statistic  df sig.

Death anxiety ~ Male 0.968 54 0.149

Female 0.968 56 0.150
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Shapiro-Wilk

Religiosity group Statistic df Sig.
Death anxiety Non-religious 0.930 16 0.242
Moderately religious  0.967 56 0.134

Highly religious 0.976 38 0.566
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Intervention
techniques

Sessions

Sessions title

Teaching content

Session 1 Psychoeducation
Session 2 Psychoeducation
Session 3 Psychoeducation
Session 4 Psychoeducation
Session 5 Psychoeducation
Session 6 Psychoeducation

How to teach on WhatsApp as a social
‘media, defining the concept of
spirituality, and the meaning of life

Defining the concept of introversion,
self-awareness, and the importance of
spirituality in self-awareness

Sources of fear,stress, and coping with

them

Efficient safeguarding of valuable

heritage

Comprehending forgiveness and
resolving anger

Addressing a problem using a spiritual

perspective

Introduction of the teachers, definition of the content and application of
‘WhatsApp as a social media, presenting information about the reasons for
creating a group chat; definition of spiritual life the meaning of spirituality and
characteristies of spiritual people, the meaning of life and methods of giving

meaning to lfe.

‘Whatis introversion? What i self-awareness? Why is self-awareness important?
‘What are different types of self-awareness? What is spiitual self-awareness?
‘What are the effects of spiritual sel-awareness?

‘What are the sources of anxiety and stress, how to deal with anxiety and stress,
what is ansiety and stress, what are the methods to get peace of mind, and what

is the effect of trust in getting peace of

d? What are the cognitive tools of
trust,results and consequences of trust?
Whatis infinite? What does kindness mean? Definition of meditation.

“The definition of patience. How do individuals behave in the face of problems?

Beliefs undermining patience and methods to enhance it

How to resolve anger? What does forgiveness mean? Name the steps before and
after forgiveness.
Benefits and consequences of forgiveness

Assessment of clients’ familiarity with the concept of problem-solving and the
stages of problem-solving using a spiritual approach (What s the precise
definition ofa problem? How are the stages of problem-solving without

spiritual approach and with the help of a spiritual approach)
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Personal information

Control

Intervention

Test result

Gender

Age (year)

Marital status

Number of children

Economic status.

Employment

Education

Male
Female

Total

Less than 30
30-39

40-49

50-59

More than 60
Total

Mean +SD
Min-max
Single.
Married
Divorced
Widowed
Total

0

1

2

More than 3
Total

Weak
Medium
Good

Total
Employee
Self-Employment
Retired
Unemployed
Total

Less than a diploma
Diploma
College

Total

53
32
85

27

85

2

85
20
2
43
85

624
376
100
94
318
212
217
129

100

443551121

25-64

165
753
59
24
100
141
183
254
423
100
294

565

100
212
353
217
188
100
25
259
506

100

47
37

84

2

30

21

84

72

E

33

81

31

49

84

2

81

2

20

36
84

44.2£1065

25-64

56

a4

7.1
238
357
2
83

95
857
24

24

369
583

48

333
238
429

df=3
p=0929

1275df=3

p=0735
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Life satisfaction (5— Pre-test (totals) Post-test (totals)

35)%

Control Intervention Control Intervention
Strongly disagree (5-9) 32 9 12 1
Disagree (10-14) 31 2 a2 18
Slightly disagree (15-19) 19 21 16 3
Neither agree nor disagree (20) 0 2 7 7
Slightly agree (21-25) 3 20 il 2
Agree (26-30) 0 3 0 2
Strongly agree (31-35) 0 0 0 0
Total 85 85 8 84
Mean:+SD 13302411 1496548 1395431 18.9244.09
Min-max 62 75-30 7-24 9-27
Result of independent (=1887,p>005 £=13.118,p =0.001

ttest d=095

= Cohens d. * Mean score range oflife satisfaction.
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Life satisfaction (5-35)* Control Intervention

Pre-test Post-test Pre-test Post-test

Strongly disagree (5-9) 32 376 12 141 9 105 1 12
Disagree (10-14) 31 365 42 94 29 352 18 214
Slightly disagree (15-19) 19 24 16 188 21 27 3 393
Neither agree nor disagree (20) 0 0 7 82 2 26 7 83
Slightly agree (21-25) 3 35 8 94 EY 35 2 274
Agree (26-30) 0 0 0 0 3 35 2 24
Strongly agree (31-35) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 85 100 85 100 85 100 84 100
Mean:£SD. 13302411 13952431 14962548 18922409
Min-max 623 7-24 5-30 9-27
Resultof the paired 113,005 1854, p <0.001

ttest d=010 d=084

= Cohen's . * Mean score range o ife satsfaction.
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Group statistics

Gender N Mean  Std. deviation Std. error mean
Death anxiety Female 54 112.87 24117 3.282
Male 56 96.41 31.651 4.230

Independent samples test

Levene's Test for 95% confidence
Equality of ttest for equality of means interval of
Variances the difference
F Sig. t df Sig. (2tailed)  Mean difference  Std. error difference  Lower  Upper
Death anxiety  Eaualvariances 5587 0020 3.060 108 0003 16.460 5380 579  27.123
assumed
Equal variances not 3.075 102579 0.003 16.460 5353 5842 27.078

assumed
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Death Anxiety

Non-Religious Highly Religious

Religiosi
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Pattern Natural Animal Shaman Shaman

Element Totems Dance Music
EDI 1
Pattern 0272* 1
Masks 0.249% —0.154 1
Natural Element 0.041 —0.150 0.082 1
Animal Totems 0.252% —0.072 —0.042 0.147 1
Shaman Dance 0.056 0.164 0.087 0.063 0.145 1
‘Shaman Music 0.259% 0.070 0.108 0.114 0.028 1

#p<0.05, **p<0.01.
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Independent Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
\ZUELIEE

Coefficients 95% CI Coefficients 95% ClI Coefficients 95% C
Pattern 0330%* (2.746) 0.095~0.566 0174 (1.174) ~1.016~2.441 0.308% (2.527) —0.232~0.139
Masks 0.207* (2.214) 0.024~0.390 —0.053 (~0.464) —0.116~0.464 ~0.046 (<0.491) 0.027~0.456
Natural Elements 0.151 (1.399) —0.061~0.364 —0.020 (=0.148) —0.279~0.172 0.242% (2.205) —0.237~0.170
Animal Totems. —0.035 (~0.340) ~0236~0.166 0.202 (1.602) —0.281~0.242 —0.033 (<0318) —0.110~0.363
Shamanic Dance 0.074 (0.620) ~0.160~0.308 0315% (2.146) —0.045~0.450 0126 (1.046) 0.100~0.477
Shamanic Music —0.184 (~1.933) ~0.370~0.003 0.339%* (2.895) 0.027~0.604 0.288%% (2993) —~0.232~0.139

Model 1 =Oceanic Boundlessness (OSE); Model 2= Dread of Ego Dissolution (AIA); Model 3= Visionary Restructuralization (VUS); #p<0.05; **p<0.01.
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“Traditional
PSI
Witchcraft
Supersttion

Spiritualism

Extraordinary
Precognition

Purified Clusters

Cluster 1: New Age Philosophy

Cluster 2: Traditional Paranormal Beliefs

Mean
333
3.057
2863
309
3197
2916

2.980

26185

26570

Std. Deviation
0509
0637
0.662
0594
0.652
0680

0.685

0.759

1085

Min
2000
1750
1500
1333
1750
1333

1,500

2432

2481

4500

4750

4.000

4333

4500

4333

4500

27.97

2002
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Category

Observed Prop.

Test Prop.

Exact Sig
(2-tailed)

OSE

AIA

vUs

EDI

*p<0.05, Category

Groupl
Group2
Total
Group!
Group2
Total
Groupl
Group2
Total
Group!
Group2
Total

“High” Category 1

2

33

75

47

2

75

47

2

75

62

75

0.56

044

100

0.63

037

1.00

063

037

100

017

083

050

050

050

0356

0.037%

0.037%

0.000%%
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Measure Standard deviation

Before Before After

Pattern 265 286 076 082
Masks 235 301 079 105
Natural Elements 197 227 072 091
Animal Totems 252 308 084 0.96
Shamanic Dance 249 342 072 082
Shamanic Music 251 313 036 102
APZ:altered states questionnaire

Oceanic Boundlessness (OSE) 220 364 07 088
Dread of Ego Dissolution (AIA) 359 377 141 L

Visionary Restructuralization (VUS) 311 395 0.95 093
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EDI OSE AlA

EDI |

o ~0011 |

Al —0044 0.192 1
vus 0.255% 0.241%

0.421%% 1
*p<0.05, **p<0.01.
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Aspects

Disorders

Kind of
research

Source

Physical

Psychological

Social

Sleep disorders

Constant fatigue,
nervousness
Changes in
attention span, body
weight (increase or
decrease)

Disability

Eczema

Digestive disorders,
high blood pressure

Avoidance,
intrusion,

hypersensitivity

Suicidal ideation

Post-traumatic

stress disorder

Distress, tension,

fear.

Self-doubt, shame
and humiliation
leading to increased
self-isolation from
the natural social
relations network,

depressi

Social isolation,
stigmatizing,
voluntary
unemployment,
social
maladjustment
Adversely affects

family relationships

Qualitative
research and
systematic review
Quantitative
research
Overview of

research

Overview of

research

Case study

Overview of
research
Meta-analysis of
PTSD symptoms
after mobbing

experience

Case study and

Overview of

research and

meta-analys

Quantitative
research
Case study and

quanti

research

Case study

Empirical

research

Vartia (2001)
and Niclsen

etal. (2020)

Vartia (2001)

Davenport
etal. (1999)

Hogh etal.
(2019)

Duffy and
Sperry (2007)
Davenport
etal. (1999)
Nielsen et al
2015)

Duffy and
Sperry (2007)
and Vartia
(2001)
Leymann
(1996); Niclsen
etal. (2015)

Vartia (2001)

Duffy and
Sperry (2007)
and Vartia
(2001)

Leymann

(1990)

Machado et al,
(2021)
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Forms of

assistance

Nature of
assistance

Source

Social support

Psychological counselling/

treatment

Legal

Intervention in the
mabbing process (stopping
the persecution, public
intercession, etc.) and
various forms of emotional
support (listening, sharing
experiences,
encouragement, etc.).
Psychological counselling
(also for family members)
and/or inpatient assistance.
Referral to primary care if
somatic symptoms are

noticed.

Component of assistance,
manifestingitself by
information, counselling
and representation in

court.

Farley etal. (2023)
and Rossiter and
Sochos (2018)

Duffy and Sperry
(2007), Ferris (2009),
Hillard (2009), Looi
etal. 2023), and
Pellegrini etal.
(2018)

Hillard (2009) and
“Tatar and Yiiksel
(2019)
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+yorele + yihprse x rel, +yauemp; x rel,
+yaueql xrel, +7'x +5;

(1)





OPS/images/fpsyg-14-1288354/fpsyg-14-1288354-t003.jpg
Perspective Methods Key features Source

Individual Aprayer Colloguial and meditative styles of prayer help to freely experience unprocessed | Jucckstock (2018)
and difficult emotions without feling abandoned by God. This allows to
effectively cope with grief experiences, leads to gratitude and hopeful
disposition, enhances the emotional regulation ability, and provides more
opportunities to meaningfully establish supportive and caring relationships.
“The Holy Bible ‘The cross becomes the Gospel of traumatised people only if they see the divine | Hunsinger (2011)

love there, which is willing to bear what mortal, fallen people cannot endure.

Forgiveness Forgiveness can be an effective response to disaster-related injustices, which Worthington et al. (2016)
promotes resilience.
Reconciliation “The believers confession shapes the narrative about trauma, encompassing O'Donnell (2018)
perception of the trauma and empowerment to alter memory: The idea is not to
forget but to direct memory to a proper perspective that willallow the penitent
to move forward.
Communal Community support Family, friends, neighbours and the community at large can be an extremely  Entwistle t al. (2015)

important support in times of suffering and help bear cach other’s burdens.

Rituals ‘The method of the pastoral community' care constitutes rituals, psalms and Hunsinger (2011)
songs, worship and the mystery of the Lords Supper.
Intercession ‘The prayer is a common approach, modelled throughout the Holy Seripture,as  Entwistle et al. (2015)

a means of intercession, expressing compassion and accepting grace.

Homily Homilies that are based on the whole experience of Jesus, by identifying oneself | Sanken (2017)
with His resurrection, open up the possibility of hope for those who are
experiencing traumas.

Humble listening ‘Those who provide spiritual and emotional care should listen without judging ~ Entwistle et al. (2015)
the stories and emotions of those who have experienced them. In doing so,

humility is important.
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Directions for
help

Social support

Psychological

counselling/treatment

Legal

Christian spiritual assistance

Auxiliary
function

Recognition of specific
religious spiritual needs
that can be met by the
religious community in
secular aid

organizations.

Recognition of religious
spiritual needs in
psychological
counselling/treatment.
Collaboration with a
clergyman or spiritual

counsellor.

Support during and

after the process.

Direct function

Community support for
the victim of mobbing
and his / her family
members (rituals,
intercessory prayer,
listening, homily, etc.)
integrating it into the

community’s religious

and social life.

Counselling using
religious resources
(prayer, the Holy Bible,
etc.).

Religious meaning-
making of mobbing
experience.

Guidance towards
forgiveness and
reconciliation.

Referral to health care
professionals.

Referral to a legal

assistance specialist.
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Race/Ethnicity N

White 296
Latina/o 60
African American or Black 46
Mixed Race 19
Asian 10
American Indian or Alaska Native 2
Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander 1
Middle Eastern 1
Preferred not to say 4
Religion N
Christian (Protestant, Catholic, etc.) 353
Jewish 19
Jewish and Catholic 2
Muslim 2
Muslim and Christian 1
Budd 2
‘Traditional/Native African Spirituality 1
Hindu 1
Hindu and Christian 1

Latter Day Saint 1

Did not identify with any specific religion 56





OPS/images/fpsyg-15-1292537/fpsyg-15-1292537-t002.jpg
Latent variable Observed Estimate

variable/Factor
Divine forgiveness Seeking DF 0.72%%
seeking “Transgression SDF 0.61%%*
Depression 084x%%
Psychological distress Anxiety 0.80%%*
Stress 08155
Well-Being 0.76%%

Positive well-being
Flourishing 0.56%%%

w4 <0.001. Estimates are standardized. Secking DF. standardized measure of seeking
divine forgiveness. Transgression SDF, personl transgression-based secking divine
forgiveness.
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2

1. Trait Self-Control 014
2. Seeking DF

3. Transgression SDF

4. Depression

5. Anxiety

6. Stress.

7. Well-being

8. Flourishing

9. Religiosity

#%p<0.001, **p<0.01, *p<0.05. Seeking DF, standardi

3 4 5] 3 7
0.05 —0.42%%% —0.32%¢ —0.34%%+ 0.25%%*
0.43%%% —0.19%%* ~0.06 -007 0.22%%%

-005 0.09% 003 0.19%%
063+ 0.66%+* —0.53%%

071%%% —0.35%%

—0.37%%%

ed measure of seeking divine forgiveness. Transgression SDF, personal transgression-based seeking divine forgiveness.

8
0,28+
017w
0.07

042
—027%5%
021

04155

0.12¢
0,567+
04755
~0.09
~0.04
~0.03
0.23%%¢

007
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Trait
Self-Control

l6%s

Depression | |  Anxiety Stress

Secking | [Transgress-
DF ion SDF
0 Yo

Divine Forgiveness

~??...

Seeking

1865

1 ::“r"

Psychological
Distress

214+

‘Well-Being

Flourishing

1128

Goxxs

Psychological
Well-Being
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Seek DF

Reported DF

Authoritarian

image

Benevolent

image

Anxious

attachment

Avoidant

attachment

Closeness

Impression

manage

10 Reported DF
(12)

11 Likelihood DF
(T2)

Mean

Standard

deviation

For r>0.10,p <.

30855

14870

or r>0.18, p <0.001

2 5 4
050 ~0.10 058
~0.08 040
-023
1668 2412 4184
350 1209 844

~021

-0.19

014

~0.19

9.93

424

~071

~051

017

0.40

16.16
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It

1. You have a paper due at the end of the week when you run into someone who you occasionally see in the class. This person has already completed

the paper for the class, and you tell them that you feel under a lot of time pressure and ask them to lend you their paper for some ideas. They agree,

and feeling under great duress you find yourself simply retyping the paper and handing it in. The professor recognizes the paper, calls both of you to
her office, scolds the person who gave you the paper, and says they are lucky she does not put both of you on academic probation. Imagine yourselfin
sucha situation and mark how likely you are to seek God's forgiveness for what you did?

2. You offer to drop offa job application for a friend at the post office by the deadline for submission. A week later, your friend gets a letter from the
potential employer saying that his/her application could not be considered because it was postmarked afier the deadline, and they had a very strict
policy about this. You remember that on the way to the post office you had met an old friend, went to lunch, and lost track of time. When

you remembered the package, it was close to closing time at the post office and you would have to have rushed frantically to get there; you had then
decided that deadlines usually arer't that strictly enforced so you wated until the next morning to deliver the package. Imagine yourselfin such a

situation and indicate how likely you are to seck Gods forgiveness for not delivering the application on time?

3. You just started a new job and it turns out that a classmate from high school works there, too. Even though the classmate wasn't part of your crowd,
theres at leasta face you recognize. You two hit it off right away and talk about old times. A few weeks lter, you are having lunch in the cafeteria with
several of your coworkers and tell them about something your old classmate did back in schools they laugh at the story and one co-worker even
makes a snide and hostile comment about your old classmate. The next day your old classmate tells you that she was nearby and overheard the

conversation with the co-workers and that what you told them is something that she is deeply ashamed of and did not want anyone to know about.

Imagine yourselfin such a situation and mark how likely you are to ask seck God's forgiveness for telling others your old classmate’s secret?

4. An acquaintance tells you about a job that he or she really hopes to be hired for. Without telling them, you then apply for the job and end up
getting it A couple of days later, the acquaintance tells you that they did not get the job and now will not be able to pay their rent. Imagine yourself in

sucha situation and mark how likely you are to seek God's forgiveness for what you did?

5. You accompany your family to a New Year' party. The atmosphere at the party is warm and friendly. You have a di

nk and are soon chatting with a

‘group. You end up humiliat

g family member by sharing a story about them that they did want anyone outside the family to know. The group
laughs at the story; the family member turns red with embarrassment and then leaves the party. Imagine yourselfin such a situation and mark how

likely you are to seck Gods forgiveness for hurting the family member?
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096

084

087
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(1) (2)

Housing price pressure —0.160%%* —0.076%
(0.000) (0.060)
Unemployment anxiety ~0.076%** —0.053%++
(0.000) (0.000)
Perceived inequality —0.184%%* =g
(0.000) (0.000)
Buddhist culture 0.036%* 0.043%%
(0.038) (0.025)
Housing price pressure x Buddhist 01248 0070+
culuire ©000) ©0016)
Unemployment anxiety  Buddhist 00174 0015
it ©0.032) ©0.060)
Perceived inequality x Buddhist 0000 ~0002
il (0942) ©079%)
Housing price —0.148%%% 0020
(0.006) (0.742)
Housing pricex Buddhist culture ~0.051 ~0.125
(0.510) (0.153)
Unemployment rate —0.100%5* —0.100%%#
(0.001) (0.001)
Unemployment rate x Buddhist 006175 00557
culture (0.000) (0.000)
Gini index —0.140%* 0.035
©000) (0.420)
Gini index x Buddhist culture ~0007 ~0012
(0546) (0288)
Other new controls No Yes
Year FE Yes Yes
Observations 18,034 17,340

Coeffcients represent average marginal effects. Values in parentheses are p-values;
value <0.1, **p-value <0.05, ***p-value <0.01.
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Confucian culture

Taoist culture

Housing price pressure

Unemployment anxiety

Perceived inequality

Buddhist culture

HP pressurex Buddhist culture

Unemploymentx Buddbhist culture

Inequality x Buddhist culture:

Other controls

Year FE

Observations

(2)

~0054
(=0.649)
—09425%%
(=6.175)
~0376%+*
(-7595)
o862+
(-21.319)
0.136
(1171)
06405
(5.165)
0.006+%%
(2:664)
~0003

(-0.094)

(2)
0002
(-1.229)
~0001
(<0.009)
~0988%+*
(-6.239)
~0381%+*
(-7.587)
—0.852%4%
(~20726)
0072
(0.595)
0.635%5%
(5.060)
0101455
@773)
~0.003

(-0.093)

Coefficients represent average marginal effcts. Values in parentheses are p-values; “p-

value <0.1, **p-value <0.05, ***p-value <0.01.
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Housing price pressure

Unemployment anxiety

Perceived inequality

Ln(number of National Key Buddhist

Temples)

HP pressurex Ln(number of National Key
Budd

Temples)

Unemploymentx Ln(number of National Key
Buddhist Temples)

Inequalityx Ln(number of National Key
Buddbist Temples)

Other controls

Year FE

Observations

Coeffcients represent average marginal effects Values in parentheses are p-values;

value <0.1, **p-value <0.0:

; #+p-value <0.01.

(1)

Happiness

~0.240%+%
(-6.087)
~0.079%+%
(=6.734)
~0.201%5%
(-21.662)
002345
(3.433)
0.285%+%
(5.074)
004144
(3.447)
0.026*
(1.781)
Yes
Yes

19,072
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Happiness Happiness
Housing price pressure ~0.127%%% Housing price pressure ~0.199%5%
(~4302) (=6.176)
Unemployment anxiety ~0074%%% Unemployment anxiety ~0.080+%%
(-7.321) (=7.640)
Perceived inequality ~0.186%% Perceived inequality ~0.183%%%
(-23.621) (~22.338)
0016% Buddhist culture 001355
812) (3.686)
HP pressure x Buddhist faith 0,082+ HP pressurex Buddhist culture 0.1354%
(2.349) (5.150)
Unemploymentx Buddhist faith 0033* Unemploymentx Buddhist culture 002145+
(1.769) (2672)
Inequality x Buddhist faith 0056 Inequality x Buddhist culture ~0.001
(1272) (~0.089)
~0.004
(-0381)
Other controls Yes Yes
Year FE Yes Yes
Observations 19072 19,072

Coeffcients represent average marginal effects. Values in parentheses are p-valu

s *p-value <0.1, **p-value < 0.0, ***p-value <0.01
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Dependent Subjective happiness

variable
Metho Logit
(2)
Housing price pressure  —0.141¥%% | —0.120%%% | —0.199%%F | —Q.178%+*
©000) (0000 (0000) | (0.000)
Unemploymentansiety  ~0.100°%%  —0.068%%*  ~0.080%*%  —0.097%+

(0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
Perceived inequality —0215%% | ~0.183%H | ~0.183%*F | ~0.180%+%

(0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
Buddhist culture 0013455 0011+

(0.000) (0.041)

HP pressure x Buddhist 0.135%%  0.085**
culture ©000) | (0.021)
Unemploymentx Buddhist 0021955 | 0,045
culture (0.007) (0.000)
Inequality x Buddhist ~0.001 ~0.007
culture 0926 (0515)
Gender —002055F | —0020FH | —0.019%%
(0.004) (0003 (0.007)
Age —0009%F | ~0009% | ~0.009%*

(0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
Age square 0.000%%%  0.000%%% | 0.000%*

(0.000) (0.000) (0.000)

Married 0.064%  0063*%% | 0.062%%*
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
Ethnicity 0.022% 0.017 0.021

(0.095) (0.206) (0.120)
Party member 0091755 0089%%% | 0087+
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
Health 0154555 153555 | Q15455
(0.000)  (0.000)  (0.000)
Working hours 0.000 0.000 0,000
(05000 (0357)  (0.323)
Education 0005%+% | 0.006+%% | 0.005%**

(0.009) (0.004) (0.005)

Family size —001IF% | QLI | —0011%%%
(0.000)  (0.000)  (0.000)
Own house 0062%%% | 0.053**% | 0,055***

(0.000) (0.000) (0.000)

Absolute income 0.075 0.058 0.061
0149) (0256 (0231
Absolute income square —0004  -0003 | -0.003

(0.193) (0.350) 0:319)
Relative income 0.000%%%  0.000%%% | 0.000%**

(0.000) (0.000) (0.000)

Food expenditure —0.073%%% | ~0068%F | ~0,070%%
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
Number of children 0.002 0.001 0.001

(0.667) (0.852) (0814)

GDP growth —0.030%F | —0171%%% | —0,193%%*
(0.027) (0.004) (0.002)
cpr 0.012 0023455 00204+

(0.112) (0.002) (0010)

“Tertiary output 0.003%#* 0.003##% 0.003%%*
proportion (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
City population —0.012%* | -0012%% | —0.013**

(0.041) (0.039) (0.028)

Observations 19,072 19072 19,072 18,569
Year FE Yes Yes Yes Yes
First stage estimation of IV regression
Variable Buddbist culture
Frequency of floods and droughts 0.855%*

(0.000)

Coeffcients represent average marginal effects. Values in parentheses are p-values; *p-value <0.1, **p-value <0.05m, ***p-value<0.01. The Anderson canon. Corr. LM statistic for under
dentification test is 436.333, and the Crage-Donald Wald F statisic for weak identification test is 89.351.
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(1) ) (€)]

Job Expected social Health
satisfaction strata

(4)

Sense of trust

(5)

Comparison
psychology

Panel A: Channels that anxiety factors influence happiness

Housing price pressure ~0.186%5% ~0.100 —0138
(0.000) (0.445) ©0717)
Unemployment anxiety ~0012 ~0367%+% ~0522%%%
(0.303) (0.000) (0.000)
Perceived inequality —0.153%4% ~0.690%+% —0.571%%%
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
Buddhist culture 0031 ~0.003 —0.079
(0.000) (0.855) (0.118)
HP pressure x Buddhist culture 012805 0.198* 0.580%*
(0.000) (0.054) (0.001)
Unemploymentx Buddhist culture ~0.002 0.055% 0,080+
(0.772) (0.078) (0.000)
Inequality x Buddhist culture 0,000 0,044 0.049*
(0.970) (0.080) (0.054)

Panel B: Buddhist culture moderate the channels

Job satisfaction 021154
(0.000)
Expected social strata 0.044%5%
(0.000)
Health 015355
(0.000)
Sense of trust
Comparison psychology
Housing price pressure ~0.160%+* —0.194%5% ~0.199%=*
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
Unemployment anxiety ~0.079%+% 0064+ 0080+
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
Perceived inequality —0.149%4% —0.153%4% —0.183%%*
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
Buddhist culture 0,005 00134 00134
(0.130) (0.000) (0.000)
HP pressurexBuddhist culture 010745 0.126%5% 0.135%%
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
Unemployment x Buddhist culture 00204+ 00187 0.021%%
(0.008) ©0019) (0.008)
Inequality x Buddhist culture ~0.000 ~0.002 ~0.001
(0994) (0.710) 0.929)
Other controls Yes
Year FE Yes
Observations 18,682 19,072 19072

Coeffcients represent average margi

I effects. Values in parentheses are p-values; *p-value <0.1, **p-value <0.05, ***p-value <0.01

~0.078%5
(0.002)
~0061%%
(0.000)
00945+
0.000)
~0.004
(0.227)
00445
(0.033)
0.000
(0959)
0,000
0938)

00855+

(0.000)

_o.1915%
(0.000)
~0.074%+
0.000)
—0.174%%%
(0.000)
0,013
(0.000)
0.130°%
(0.000)
00214
0.011)
~0001

(0.922)

19,072

—0.190%%
(0.000)
~0.157%%%
(0.000)
—0.262¢%%
(0.000)
~0.001
(0.874)
0095
(0.012)
0.023*
0.071)
0.014

(0.140)

0.100%+%
(0.000)
—0.184%5%
(0.000)
~0.069%+%
(0.000)
—0.171%4%
(0.000)
001344
(0.000)
0124055
(0.000)
00195
0.020)
~0.002

(0.758)

19,072
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Housing price pressure —0.183%4%
(0.001)
Unemployment anxiety —0.117%5%
(0.000)
Perceived inequality ~0.165%%%
(0.000)
Buddhist culture ~0012*
(0.078)
HP pressure x Buddhist 0017
culture (©740)
Unemploymentx Buddhist 0.006
culture 0652)
Inequality x Buddhist culture 0015
(0.186)
Observations 10,186
Other controls Yes
Year FE Yes

02174
(0.000)
~0.047%5%
(0.001)
~0.192¢%%
(0.000)
0.017%%%
(0.000)
0.164%
(0.000)
0020%%
(0.035)
~0.004
0579)
8,886
Yes

Yes

02502
(0.000)
~0.103%
(0.000)
~0.157#%%
(0.000)
0.008
(0277)
0,157+
(0.001)
0.028*
(0.099)
~0.005
(0.665)
5679
Yes

Yes

(4)

Middle-
age

—0.16345%
(0.001)
00885
(0.000)
~0.183+%F
(0.000)
00117
(0.037)
0,106+
(0.007)
0,026+
(©0.017)
0.003
(0.709)
7972
Yes

Yes

(5)
Elderly

—0.194%%%
(0.003)
~0.045%%
(0.026)
~0.217%%%
(0.000)
0.019%%*
(0.002)
0164
(0.002)
0.003
(0.840)
~0.000
(0976)
5421

Yes.

Yes

Coeffcients represent average marginal effects. Values in parentheses are p-values; *p-value <0.1, **p-value <0.05, ***p-value <0.01.

(6)

Many
friends

02005
(0.000)
~0078%5*
(0.000)
~0.198%+%
(0.000)
0,009
(0.136)
0.100%*
(0.020)
0.009
(0.480)
0012
(0.248)
7117
Yes

Yes

@)

Few
friends

—0.182¢%%
(0.001)
~0.063%%*
(0.000)
~0.175%%%
(0.000)
0016+
(0.006)
012265
(0.005)
0.024%%
(0.049)
~0.002
(0.798)
6,939
Yes

Yes

(8)

With
medical
insurance

~0.087
(0.106)
—0117%8%
(0.000)
~0.172%%%
(0.000)
0.003
(0783)
0086
(0.126)
0011
(0.486)
0.006
(0:621)
6,269
Yes

Yes

(9)

Without
medical
insurance

—0242%%%
(0.000)
~0.056++*
(0.000)
~0.190%+%
(0.000)
0014455
(0.000)
0.150%+%
(0.000)
0.018%
(0.042)
~0.002
(0.820)
12,803
Yes

Yes

(10)

Good
Health

—0.174%%%
(0.000)
—0.081%#
(0.000)
~0.168%*
(0.000)
0.006
(0.221)
01220
(0.000)
0013
(0.230)
0.005
(0.584)
11,914
Yes

Yes

(11)

Sub-
health

—0.262% %+
(0.000)
~0.078%*
(0.000)
~0.210%++
(0.000)
00217+
(0.000)
0171
(0.000)
0026+
(0.020)
~0.003
(0.702)
7,158
Yes

Yes
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Housing price pressure

Unemployment anxiety

Perceived inequality

Buddhist culture

HP pressurex Buddhist

culture

Unemploymentx Buddhist

culture

Inequality x Buddhist
culture

Other controls

Year FE

Observations

(1)

Replace

dependent
variable

—0.098%5
(0.002)
~0061%+
(0.000)
~0.146%+
(0.000)
0014%5
(0.000)
0.083%5
(0.001)
0015+
(0.046)
~0.009
0.116)
Yes
Yes

19,072

(2)

Replace
independent
variable

~0515%5%
(0.000)
—0.11#E
(0.000)
~0.181%+%
(0.000)
0.019%+
(0.000)
0204555
(0.000)
0,022
(0.020)
~0001
(0.881)
Yes
Yes

19072

(€)]

Use IV
for
housing
prices

009855
(0.000)
~0.176%%
(0.000)
~0.497%%%
(0.000)
0.016%%
(0.002)
05045
(0.000)
0.047%%%
(0.000)
-0010
(0.322)
Yes
Yes

18,186

(4)

Ordered
Logit

—0822%5%
0.000)
~0369%%
(0.000)
—0967+%+
(0.000)
0.052¢%%
0.000)
0,507+
(0.000)
0.085%+%
(0.008)
~0.004
(0.874)
Yes
Yes

19,072

(5)

Cluster
on city

—0.199%5%
(0.008)
~0.080%+%
(0.000)
—0.183%4%
(0.000)
0013
(0:243)
0.135%
(0.058)
0021+
(0.019)
~0.001
(0.929)
Yes
Yes

19,072

(6)

Cluster
on
county

~0.199%5%
(0.005)
~0080%+
(0.000)
018355
(0.000)
0013
(0.196)
0.135°%
(0.042)
0021+
(0.014)
~0001
(0922)
Yes
Yes

19072

)

Irreligious
subsample

—0215%5
(0.000)
~0.087+%
(0.000)
~0.186%+
(0.000)
0013%5
(0.001)
0.158%5
(0.000)
0023+
(0.004)
0.001
(0.843)
Yes
Yes

17,255

(8)

First-
difference
estimator

—0.331%
(0.010)
~0.034%5
(0.006)
01845+
(0.000)
~0.009
(0.530)
01874
0.017)
0016+
(0.046)
~0.004
0.693)
Yes
Yes

4,201

Coeffcients in the table, except for those in column (4) which are directly obtained through maximum likelihood, represent average marginal effects. Values in parentheses are p-values; *p-
value <0.1, **p-value <0.05, ***p-value <0.01.
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