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This is a reply to GKJL2’s response to the Blanchflower and Graham (2021a) – henceforth BG -
response to Galambos et al (2021a)'s original paper on this topic (GKJL1).  As such, this paper is 
a point-by-point response to GKJL2 (2021).  This review aims to highlight errors in most of the 
points raised, as well as a very large difference in views on what is appropriate statistical analysis 
and inference.  There is absolutely nothing here to challenge BG's argument that the evidence for 
a U-shape is 'overwhelming'.1   
  
I do not find anything that is new here (GKJL2) that would warrant publication, not least as most 
if not all of the points are simply incorrect methodologically.  This is not an attempt to move beyond 
the U-shape it is simply a repetition of the authors' refuted claims that the evidence of a U-shape 
is not robust, fragile and tiny.  Nothing could be further from the truth.   
 
The GKJL2 paper is in fact nothing more than a restatement of the highly questionable arguments 
from the original Galambos (GKJL1) article that was the focus of the BG (2021) response.  It 
provides no additional evidence and does not even discuss the empirical evidence BG presented.  
The only reason to publish it, in my view, is to continue the debate in the PPS issue.  But for that 
to make sense, the additional critiques of the article contained here in this review should also be 
included.   
  
In GKJL1, the authors concluded that “the U shape is not as generalizable or robust as often 
portrayed,” based on their examination of 21 studies.  BG showed that such a statement is in error.  
The evidence is indeed generalizable and robust including in the vast majority of papers GKJL1 
reviewed.  BG showed that GKJL1 wrongly classified many of those papers as not showing U-
shapes when in fact they did.   
 
There continue to be many questionable claims, for example the statement in GKJL2 that “cross-
sectional studies confound age with cohort differences and are not appropriate for drawing 
conclusions about within-person change because they only assess between-person (age) 
differences” is incorrect.  Many studies include cohort effects with little impact on the results (e.g. 
Blanchflower, 2021).  Equally important, many studies using longitudinal data, properly done, 
essentially find the same.   
 
To study the issue longitudinally requires following individuals over their life course.  There are 
in fact three pre-eminent birth cohorts in the world that do this from the UK – they are the Douglas 

 
1  It has come to our attention that the Galambos et al (2021) paper was accepted based on the recommendation of 
two referees who it turns out were not sent and hence did not read the Blanchflower and Graham (2021) critique.  It 
is normally inappropriate to report on the reviewing process but in this case, what happened is so egregious it justifies 
full transparency.  Here is the direct statement from one of the reviewers.   "It would have been nice to see the B & G 
paper, so as to better evaluate the Galambos et al. response. That said, I have a pretty good idea of what B & G said 
in their article. I agree with everything Galambos et al. say in their very thoughtful piece. All of their points are valid 
ones….  More power to Galambos et al. for taking them on"  
  
It is unusual to say the least for referees to guess what is in a paper.  That means both referees were unaware of the 
misclassifications and the additional 359 papers that found U-shapes identified in B&G missed by GKJL1.  Having a 
"pretty good idea" is not good enough.  We asked for a right of reply to this paper, but this was declined by the editor. 
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cohort of 1946, the National Child Development Study (NCDS) 1958 and the British Cohort Study 
of 1970.  Other studies such as the BHPS or the GSOEP do not follow individuals for so long and 
do not have childhood characteristics.  In a new 2021 paper in Psychological Medicine that 
examines all three of these cohorts the authors conclude "across three post-war British birth 
cohorts midlife appears to be a particularly vulnerable phase for experiencing psychological 
distress." (Gondek et al 2021).  The same result as found in cross-section data.   
 
It is also relevant that happiness is impacted by macro-economic variables (Blanchflower et al 
2014) which can be controlled for with pooled cross section time series – via the inclusion of 
country/state and year fixed effects as used in BG (2021) or unemployment or inflation rates.  Of 
importance also, ignored by GKJL2 is the evidence that deaths of despair – from suicide, opioid 
and alcohol poisoning peak in midlife, as documented by Case and Deaton (2020) for the US.  
There is recent evidence that, cocaine deaths in the US peak in midlife as do deaths from drug 
poisoning in the UK (Blanchflower and Graham, 2021b).  GKJL do not seem to understand that 
the mortality data showing peaks in midlife helps confirm the morbidity data.   
 
Between December 9th and 21st the Household Pulse Survey conducted by the US Census Bureau 
reported that there was an inverted U-shape in age in the taking of anti-depressants that maximized 
in the age range 50-59 and then declined.  Respondents were asked if over the last 4 weeks they 
had taken 'prescription medication to help with any emotions or with your concentration, behavior 
or mental health?'  
 
Age 18 - 29 24.8% 
Age 30 - 39 28.3 
Age 40 - 49 28.6 
Age 50 - 59 30.8 
Age 60 - 69 28.9 
Age 70 - 79 24.4 
 
This also seems like a useful validation of the hump-shape in unhappiness that peaks in midlife.  
It is consistent with the findings of Blanchflower and Oswald (2016) who also found an inverted 
U-shape in the use of anti-depressants across 27 European countries. 
  
To more specific points. 
  
1. GKJL cite Morgan and O’Connor (2017), who they say “reported an M shape in Eurobarometer 
life satisfaction data." Recently, they argued “...the U-shaped relation is, in fact, not everywhere” 
(Morgan & O’Connor, 2020, p. 201).”  But they failed to cite the published response by 
Blanchflower (2020) in the same issue showing the M-shape only emerged because the authors 
inappropriately dropped happy students from the analysis.  Once the students – an important life-
cycle cohort – were added back into their same data and the same regressions were re-run and a U 
shape rather than an M shape emerged again.  Wrong again. 
  
2. The GKJL2 authors draw three graphs Figures 1a to 1c – that are not Cantril Ladder as they 
wrongly claim - showing that if the scale on the axes is made bigger, the obvious statistically 
significant and large U-shape becomes more like a straight line as the scale is increased.  This does 
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not make sense and seems designed solely to mask a result they disagree with.  What matters is 
statistical significance and size.  BG show that the size of the decline in wellbeing from youth to 
midlife is and GKJL2 show in Figure 1a is around 1.1 life satisfaction points and highly statistically 
significant.  That is from 8.4 at age sixteen to 7.3 at age fifty.  No amount of tinkering around 
changing the scale on a graph to hide the U-shape it makes that go away.  The change is statistically 
significant and comparable or larger than major life events such as becoming unemployed or 
having cancer.  
 
The only event that has resulted in a drop in well-being of the same magnitude is the drop in 
wellbeing during the COVID pandemic.  The Office of National Statistics in the UK who conduct 
the surveys used in Figures 1a-1c have conducted a further series of COVID surveys during the 
pandemic to look at the change in life satisfaction.   The mean life satisfaction score from 2015-
2019 in prior data was around 7.7 and in the survey of 13-17th January was 6.4, a drop of 1.3 life 
satisfaction points.2  So a drop of 1.1 points seems large.  The GKJL2 authors have not identified 
a single life event that is anywhere comparable in magnitude to such enormous changes.   
  
3.  “We referenced previous studies on life satisfaction and happiness and reviewed a sample of 
29 relevant empirical studies published in peer-reviewed journals between 2013 and 2019. It was 
not the goal of our paper to do an exhaustive literature review or meta-analysis, and to tally up 
the total number of studies that found, or did not find, the U shape. Instead, we wanted to show 
support for the view that not all researchers find the U shape, and when they do, they often also 
illustrate variability in age related patterns of happiness. We concluded that the U shape is not as 
generalizable or robust as often portrayed.”   
 
And later  
  
“Without a narrative, systematic, or meta-analytic review published in a peer-reviewed journal, 
however, it is not possible to judge their claim that all studies they located are supportive of their 
stance on the U shape.”  
  
This makes no sense.  The authors in their original article did not say they were examining a highly 
selective tiny percentage of the papers published in peer reviewed journals on the U-shape.  They 
said: 
 
"To inform our discussion, we conducted a literature search of relevant articles published from 
January 2013 to June 2019. The search was restricted to 2013 and later because of an earlier 
literature review that cited articles on the U shape published through 2012 (Ulloa et al., 2013). 
The Web of Science Core Collection and MEDLINE were searched with these terms: (well-being 
OR life satisfaction OR happiness) AND age AND u-shape."   
 
It turns out that these search criteria were entirely inadequate given that they missed many more 
studies that did find U-shapes.  Presumably if those studies had been found the authors would not 
have claimed there was a "purported" U-shape (GJKL1, p1).   They presented no data or new 

 
2https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/healthandsocialcare/healthandwellbeing/datasets/coronavi
rusandthesocialimpactsongreatbritaindata   
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analysis but simply used their survey of 21 studies to make largely false claims about the validity 
of the claim that there was a U-shape.  Nor did they conduct a meta-analysis.  BG did not claim 
that all happiness and unhappiness papers found U-shapes and did not say these were the only 
papers and that every paper on the issue found a U-shape.  They agreed there were a few cited by 
GKJL1's Table 1 that did not find the U and there are obviously a few others.   
 
GKJL1 set the main criteria for inclusion to be that the article was published in a peer review 
journal in English between 2013 and 2019 and spanned the teens or 20s into the 60s.  Yet BG also 
cited a large number of papers that did find a U-shape that fit the original GKJL1 criteria with the 
list of papers being updated over time that the authors missed.  This list is being continuously 
updated and the most recent version is attached as an appendix to this review.3   
 
It is relevant that in addition to the 21 studies examined by GKJL1, BG have now found 359 
additional papers not surveyed by Galambos et al in either of their papers that all found U-shapes 
in age in well-being.  This, astonishingly, includes another 165 published in peer reviewed journals 
in English between 2013 and 2019 that also found U-shapes that fit the criteria set GKJL1 in their 
original paper that they missed.4   
 
In addition, BG have now identified a further 73 papers published in peer-reviewed journals, or 
were forthcoming, in English in 2020, 2021, plus 28 book chapters and working papers.  BG also 
found there were 93 papers published in peer reviewed journals prior to 2013 missed by the 
Galambos team.  GKJL1 and GKJL2 have found significant U-shapes and GKJL2 has not disputed 
any of the additional 338 paper's findings of U-shapes.  It isn't as if GKJL1 missed one or two 
papers; they found 21 papers that they mostly misclassified, all of which found U-shapes and 
missed eight times as many which found U-shapes; hence they presented a totally distorted and 
biased picture of the literature.  Their comments on the lack of evidence for a U-shape should be 
ignored in their entirety. 
 
Despite having plenty of opportunity to do so GKJL2 continue to defend all of the conclusions 
drawn in the first paper without apparently examining any of the additional studies BG have 
identified, including the 164 that exactly fit the author's own criteria for inclusion being published 
in peer-reviewed journals in English from 2013-2019.  GKJL2 did not challenge the claim that the 
papers reported in the appendix all found U-shapes or that they fit their own criteria for selection. 
 
The fact that so many papers were ignored brings into question GKJL1’s claim they continue to 
make that the finding of a U-shape is not stable or if its then it is trivial.  BG (2020) are entitled to 
criticize the appropriateness of the search criteria used to identify studies that did or did not find 
U-shapes.  The exclusion for example of 61 papers identified as published alone in the peer 
reviewed journal Social Indicators Research, for example seems a major weakness worth noting 
(Blanchflower and Graham, 2021c).  I also identified 65 peer reviewed papers in the Journal of 
Happiness Studies that somehow the Galambos team missed in their search. This reduces the 
credibility of any claim that findings of a U-shape are "not robust" (GKJL1, p1), when they clearly 

 
3 The list of studies finding U-shapes is continuously updated here 
https://sites.dartmouth.edu/blanchflower/files/2021/01/jan-7-2021papers-finding-U-shapes.xlsx 
4 There are a small number of other papers that argue there is no U-shape that are not surveyed here, but GKJL1 or 
GKJL2 do not identify any of them.  I simply report papers that do find them. 
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are robust across many hundreds of published studies.  Even in the 21 studies picked by GKJL1, 
as BG show, the vast majority show U-shapes. 
 
The papers published between 2013 and 2019 that GKJL missed were also published in journals 
across a range of disciplines and fields including; Cities; Population Ageing; Economics and 
Sociology; Journal of the Transportation Research Board; Epidemiology and Health; Journal of 
Social Policy; Quality of Life Research; the Journal of Comparative Economics; Journal of 
Finance and Economics; Review of Economics of the Household; The Manchester School; 
International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health; Journal of Education and 
Health Promotion; Psychiatry Research; Addictive Behaviors; Journal of Environmental Planning 
and Management; Journal of Economic Psychology; Journal of Social Sciences; Review of 
Religious Research; The Journal of Socio-Economics: Psychology and Health; Journal of Family 
and Economic Issues; British Journal of Sociology; The Economics of Peace and Security and the 
Journal of Leisure Research.   
 
The 71 new papers in refereed journals in English that have been published in 2020 or 2021 or are 
forthcoming are in a whole range of journals including JEBO and AJPH among others., as can be 
seen in the appendix.  So, this is not a dead issue and referees in a whole range of journals and 
fields have accepted these findings.   
 
4) GKJL2 do not question the finding that there were many more papers that found U-shapes but 
simply claimed "our goal was not to conduct an exhaustive literature review".  A review of the 
literature presumably should be a reasonable summary of the research findings: it is clear GKJL1 
was not as it left out many studies that challenged their conclusions.  That meant they mis-
represented the findings of the extensive literature.   
 
It seems rather unusual not to at least consider the evidence, or adapt your views somewhat, when 
it is pointed out to you that there are over two hundred peer reviewed papers that you missed in 
your literature review, some using cross-section and some using longitudinal all of which are 
unsupportive of your claims.  GKJL2 could have used this as an opportunity to identify a list of 
other papers that did not find a U-shape but failed to do so.  The obvious conclusion to be drawn 
is that their claims were not based on a careful reading of the literature and hence, wrong.   
 
5) GKJL2 continue claiming that "cross-sectional support for the U shape is mixed."  The 
empirical evidence shows that to be essentially untrue although it is true that there a few studies 
that are not supportive, but they are a tiny minority.  The paper by Laaksonen they cite as evidence 
for this says: "we find some support for the U-shape curve over 30 countries".  Hardly strong 
evidence against a U-shape. 
 
6) GKJL2 suggest that 'longitudinal support for the U shape is mixed.'  Gondek et al (2021) put 
this claim to rest and is consistent with the claims of Cheng et al.   It seems hard to argue that the 
author's claims about the Cheng paper were correct when BG cited a co-author of the paper 
Powdthavee who made clear he disagreed and confirmed GKJL2's comments misrepresented what 
they did in their paper.   
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7) GKJL2 refer to a paper using the US Health and Retirement Study by Hudomiet et al. (2020) 
and use it to argue that cross-sectional findings can bias the age profile in old age upward due to 
differential mortality and nonresponse: "Individuals with higher life satisfaction and in better 
health tend to live longer and to remain in the survey, causing average values to increase” and 
they “conclude that the optimistic view about increasing life satisfaction at older ages based on 
cross-sectional data is not warranted”.     
 
The Hudomiet paper is important as it shows that happy people live longer and after the age of 65 
or so there needs to be a correction for mortality.  This is because of the death of partners and ill 
health in the last three years of life.  Once that is done, then life satisfaction falls.  Conveniently 
GKJL2 do not say that the authors find that ‘the patterns are consistent with the literature in that 
life satisfaction monotonically increases after age 51.”  The U-shape is about a decline from youth 
to middle age and then a subsequent rise through to the 60s.  In most papers on the U-shape 
including Blanchflower (2021) uses a cutoff at age 70 is used precisely to account for differential 
life expectancy and differing retirement rules across country.  Once again GKJL mis-represent the 
findings of a paper. 
  
8) In the context of the Hudomiet paper that looks at the old GKJL suggest that “support for the U 
shape requires that both younger and older adults have higher levels of happiness than those in 
midlife.”  Of course, it does not; the U-shape relates to changes from youth to midlife to around 
age 70.  Hudomiet et al question what happens after retirement. Changes after retirement age are 
mostly excluded from these studies due to deaths of partners and closeness to death.  Across 
countries what happens in older age varies due to differences in life expectancy and pension and 
other support arrangements, which are typically much weaker in poor countries.  For this reason, 
Blanchflower (2021) explicitly examined samples age under seventy in 145 countries including 
less developed countries.   
 
When older age groups over retirement age are included, then there is some evidence of subsequent 
turns in the data picked up by a polynomial of order three to pick up a second turndown in the data.  
Again, this is why the samples are normally restricted to under age seventy.  The nature of the 
turns will likely vary by country and Hudomiet et al only look at the US, but there are many other 
panel retirement surveys, and we are likely to see other researchers exploring this mortality 
selection issue across countries.  Mortality selection after age 70 is not that relevant to the midlife 
U-shape especially as GKJL1 specified that the age range for studies to be reviewed should be up 
the 60s. 
  
9) In relation to Kessler et al., (2010) GKJL suggest that “yet a close look at the results reveals 
that for many dimensions the oldest age group (65 years and older) showed considerably lower 
prevalence of problems than all the younger age groups”.  But as noted above, what happens to 
the oldest age groups approaching the final years of life, is likely impacted by mortality bias which 
says nothing about the U-shape that exists between the ages of sixteen and seventy. 
 
10) “BG provide no response as to the importance of considering diversity in patterns”.  
Statements like ‘unemployment fell this month’ doesn’t mean that it fell for everyone.  And yet 
we still use unemployment as an important measure of social welfare.  Standard metrics and 
measures accept that there are outliers, but there are not enough of them to change the overall 
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patterns they address.  In any case, diversity of patterns is not what the BG response is about and 
obviously not everyone has a midlife crisis; it is about the overall patterns across populations.   
 
11).  "BG are silent on the meaning of the longitudinal evidence we presented and do not comment 
on the implications of studies demonstrating significant heterogeneity in trajectories of change in 
different indicators of well-being across life."  The evidence of a statistically significant U-shape 
does not preclude the possibility that some people do not experience a midlife crisis.  That is how 
statistics works.  As GKJL2 say "some people are stable, some increase, and some show a decrease 
in midlife" (p.14).  The evidence though is supportive that a decrease in midlife is the preponderant 
trajectory.    
 
12) Additionally, the authors claim that ‘selective attrition in longitudinal research is something 
that can be identified, characterized, and addressed.’ That is simply not the case.  It is well-
established that sample attriters are less happy than remaining respondents.  There is also a problem 
of measurement error in longitudinal studies that we have known for many years biases estimates 
to zero (Freeman, 1984).  In addition, there is a paucity of longitudinal data.  These studies are 
costly, and we have few that follow people through their lifespans – the only major birth cohorts, 
as noted above are for the UK.  Indeed, there are none in developing countries.  Given this data 
limitation, and that the findings on this question are essentially the same as those in the cross-
sections, we do not believe we can hinge the answer on longitudinal data alone.  
 
13) "The most important question concerns diversity in happiness and its sources".  I disagree; the 
most important issue being discussed is whether a U-shape in happiness exists and it appears to.  
The fact that some people don't experience such a crisis is inevitable, given the nature of the 
statistical analysis but it turns out to not matter econometrically.  On average the U-shape exists.  
GKJL1 's main point is that the U-shape is "purported".  It is hard to see why diversity of happiness 
is the most important issue in a reply to BG given they nowhere discuss it.    
  
14) GKJL2 also made a number of bizarre claims.  
  
a) “The pool of respondents at different ages for cross-sectional studies is inherently biased as, 
for example, those at older ages who have died are no longer available for inclusion in the study.”  
  
Nationally representative cross-section studies of people who are alive are not intended to be 
representative of dead people.  Inevitably the unemployment rate calculated by the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics from a representative sample of the workforce in the US in January 2020 by 
construction does not include the labor force activity of the dead.  The Census Bureau does 
however provide detailed data of who died as well as their characteristics.  Hard to know how to 
respond. 
  
b) “Mean levels alone, however, do not provide important information about variability in 
happiness at any given age.”  Actually, they are a pretty good measure, although there is inevitably 
variation around that mean.  Bigger sample sizes generate more precise estimates.   The authors 
do not seem to not understand that estimates have standard errors.  If wage growth rises by 3% 
over the last year some people had 10% while others had 10% declines and everything in between, 
that is how arithmetic means work.  Big samples give more precise estimates.  Plus there is lots of 
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evidence on the variability of estimates which show U-shapes exist by gender, race, across states 
and regions, by education group, by marital and labor force status and country and other 
characteristics (Blanchflower and Oswald, 2008).  
  
c) “(U)sing such mean level differences to portray midlife as a low point could be seen as 
irresponsible”.  This is nonsense.  The average number of children a couple has is 2.1, some have 
none some have ten.  The mean is simply a descriptive statistic.  The fact that some in the media 
“promote misrepresentations about a normative midlife crisis such as portrayed in the media” is 
irrelevant.  It is irresponsible to report means, really?  Each month the BLS reports the Economic 
Situation Report on the labor market and it is the most watched publication in the world and moves 
markets.  The unemployment rate is a survey mean.  Is publishing that 'irresponsible'?  No. 
  
d) The authors suggest that BG claim things about everyone which makes no sense ”… if ALL 
potential confounds that could account for cohort differences are controlled, then the age 
differences in a cross-sectional analysis would reveal aging effects. Notwithstanding the 
remarkable assumptions underlying this argument (e.g., that ALL potential confounds have, in 
fact, been identified”. No such claims were made and no social scientist would ever make such a 
ridiculous claim about all possible confounds.  BG simply control for the confounds that are 
standard in the extensive literature.  They have documented extensively the lack of sensitivity of 
the estimates to changes in estimation procedures and controls.  Social science if it is about 
anything is about probabilities.  As an example, a ball is taken from a bag ten trillion times and in 
every case it is black and it is then replaced and the drawing is repeated.  Can we conclude with 
certainty that ALL balls are black?  Of course not. 
  
e) The authors suggest that they are doubtful “whether cross-sectional studies, even those asking 
the same questions of different samples year after year (e.g., General Social Survey data), can say 
anything about aging at all.”  This seems extreme.  Interestingly Blanchflower and Oswald (2004) 
that does exactly this, and has a lot to say about aging, using the GSS to look at well-being over 
time, is the most cited paper in happiness economics, with 3943 Google cites.    
  
f) “If an effect size is so small as to require samples in the many thousands to attain statistical 
significance, how meaningful are the age differences?”  An effect size may be large, but a sample 
may be too small to detect statistical significance.  An effect may be small and that may also 
require a large sample to attains statistical significance. 
 
g) The authors go on to suggest “Many highly influential studies in psychology and sociology, and 
no doubt, in economics, have presented statistically significant findings with samples containing 
fewer than 1000 participants.” I know of none in economics in the last two decades and the authors 
cite none.   
  
h) “Many factors (e.g., illness, poverty, immigration, peacetime versus wartime) are sources of 
diversity in happiness trajectories. They are not to be explained away or controlled, but to be 
welcomed as potential predictors so that we can better understand interindividual differences in 
intraindividual change in happiness.” Statistical analysis tests for significance; without that it is 
impossible to generalize about particular findings.  They either help to explain movements in the 
dependent variable. so the coefficient is different from zero or they don't and the coefficient isn't 
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different.  It is unclear what ‘welcoming’ has to do with much of anything; it certainly doesn't 
appear in any econometrics textbook.   
  
i) “Present bias is indeed a limitation of retrospective studies, but one must acknowledge that all 
self-report measures raise similar concerns.”  Actually, that seems unlikely and I certainly don't 
acknowledge it.  All self-report measures do not raise 'similar concerns'.  'Are you in pain now?' is 
one example.  If a respondent is asked about how they felt yesterday it seems they are likely to 
more accurately recall that than how they felt fifty-seven years ago when they lived in Japan.  Plus, 
it is possible to place the current response in context, for example, what the unemployment rate 
was that month in Tennessee where they live now, say, as a means to check for potential bias.   
 
j) 'Longitudinal research on other well-being indicators challenges the U shape.'  The evidence 
presented in this section is almost entirely orthogonal to the argument about whether there are U-
shapes.  It is bizarre to claim that evidence of stress among some young Canadians (p12) or suicidal 
thoughts among ages 18-25 in the US has much anything to say at all about the U-shape.  People 
experience stress through the lifespan but Graham and Pozuelo (2017) provide clear evidence of a 
hump-shape in stress across many countries.    
 
k) GKJL2 claim that BG say that happiness “invariably" follows a U-shape (p5).  No such claims 
were made, and the word invariably is not something that a social scientist would ever use.  BG 
simply showed on average a U-shape exists in the data and the evidence for this is widespread 
across countries and time.  There will be exceptions though but on average U-shapes are found in 
the data.  Saying that, on average something is true, doesn't mean there are no exceptions, as 
documented in potentially unrepresentative anecdotes.   
 
l) "(A)ging is a within-person phenomenon only observable with repeated assessments of the same 
people."  Really?  It seems extreme to argue that longitudinal data is the ONLY way to look at 
aging; it is one way.  The US Census Bureau are running weekly cross-section surveys to look at 
the impact of the pandemic – measured by anxiety, depression and ability to cope across age 
groups.   
 
Moreover, GKJL2 made the following claim on page 12 in relation to young people, citing 
approvingly two recent papers that didn't in fact use longitudinal data. 
 
"Understanding the state of well-being among young people is critical, given serious levels of 
depression, anxiety, and stress in Canadians under age 25 (Nwachukwu et al., 2020) and recent 
increases in mood disorders and suicidal outcomes among 18-25-year-olds in the United States 
(Twenge et al., 2019)." 
 
Of note is that Nwachukwu et al., (2020) use cross-section data from a survey of 8267 Albertans 
in March 2020.  On page 2 of their paper, they note that "this was a cross-sectional survey 
exploring the mean differences of perceived stress, anxiety, and depression symptom scores among 
subscribers of various age categories…"  
 
Twenge et al (2019) used cross-section time series from the National Survey on Drug Use and 
Health (N=611,880) for the years 2005-2017, a large nationally representative sample of 
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Americans age 12 and older.  This is the same type of data used by BG.  The authors examine 
severe psychological distress over time by age groups in the cross-section time series. 
 
Longitudinal data seems to not be the only way to look at aging when it suits. 
 
m) "BG and their colleagues have replicated their analyses and findings on the U shape over and 
over again."  Replicating results and checking out their stability across time, country and 
characteristics, including controls and excluding them, as well as focusing on the size of estimates 
and whether they are large or not seems the right way for science to proceed.   
 
I find both GKJL1 and GKJL2's arguments totally underwhelming and mostly bizarre.  The job of 
social scientists is to examine the evidence and not to ignore or distort it.    GKJL1 and GKJL2 are 
basically advocacy not science.  The evidence of a midlife low in well-being is overwhelming and 
one of the most well-documented patterns in social science data. 



References 
Blanchflower, D.G. (2021). Is happiness U-shaped everywhere? Age and subjective well-being in 
145 countries. Journal of Population Economics, 34, pp. 575–624.   
 
Blanchflower, D.G. (2020). Experienced life cycle satisfaction in Europe: a comment. Review of 
Behavioral Economics, 7(2), pp 197-200. 
 
Blanchflower, D.G., Bell D.N.F, Montagnoli A., and Moro, M. (2014). The happiness tradeoff 
between unemployment and inflation. Journal of Money Credit and Banking, Supplement to vol 
46(2), pp. 117-141. 
 
Blanchflower, D.G. and Graham, C.L. (2021a). The U-shape of happiness: a response, 
Perspectives on Psychological Science, forthcoming 
 
Blanchflower, D.G. and Graham, C.L. (2021b). Happiness and aging in the United States. 
forthcoming in Handbook of the Economics of Ageing, edited by David Bloom, Alfonso Sousa-
Poza and Uwe Sunde, Routledge, was NBER Working Paper #28143. 
 
Blanchflower, D.G. and Graham, C.L. (2021c). The mid-life dip in well-being, working paper. 
 
Blanchflower D.G. & Oswald A.J. (2016). Antidepressants and age: a new form of evidence for 
U-shaped well-being through life. Journal of Economic Behavior & Organization, 127,pp. 46–58. 
 
Blanchflower D.G. and Oswald A.J. (2004). Well-being over time in Britain and the United States.  
Journal of Public Economics, 88, Issues 7-8, pp.1359-1386. 
 
Blanchflower D.G. and Oswald A.J. (2008), Is well-being U-shaped over the life cycle?' Social 
Science & Medicine, 66, pp. 1733-1749. 
 
Case, A. and Deaton, A. (2020). Deaths of Despair and the Future of Capitalism, Princeton 
University Press. 
 
Cheng, T. C., Powdthavee, N., & Oswald, A. J. (2015).  Longitudinal evidence for a midlife nadir 
in human well-being: Results from four data sets.  The Economic Journal, 127(599), pp. 126-142.  
 
Freeman, R.  (1984). Longitudinal analyses of the effects of trade unions. Journal of Labor 
Economics, 2(1), pp. 1-26. 
 
Galambos, N.L., Krahn, H.J., Johnson, M.D., & Lachman, M.E. (2020). The U Shape of happiness 
across the life course: expanding the discussion. Perspectives on Psychological Science, 15(4), 
898-912. 
 
Galambos, N.L., Krahn, H.J., Johnson, M.D., & Lachman, M.E. (2021). Another attempt to move 
beyond the cross-sectional U-shape of happiness: a reply. Perspectives on Psychological Science, 
forthcoming 
 



 13 

Galambos, N.L., Krahn, H.J., Johnson, M.D., & Lachman, M.E. (2020). The U Shape of happiness 
 
Graham, C., & Pozuelo, J. R. (2017). Happiness, stress, and age: How the U curve varies across 
people and places. Journal of Population Economics, 30(1), pp. 225–264.   
 
Gondek, D., Bann D., Patalay, P., Goodman A., McElroy E., Richards M., Ploubidis, G.B. (2021). 
Psychological distress from early adulthood to early old age: evidence from the 1946, 1958 and 
1970 British birth cohorts. Psychological Medicine, pp. 1–10.  doi:10.1017/s003329172000327x  
  
Nwachukwu, I., Nkire, N., Shalaby, R., Hrabok, M., Vuong, W., Gusnowski, A., et al. (2020). 
COVID-19 Pandemic: Age-related differences in measures of stress, anxiety and depression in 
Canada.  International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, 17(17), 6366. 
 
Twenge, J. M., Cooper, A. B., Joiner, T. E., Duffy, M. E., & Binau, S. G. (2019). Age, period, and 
cohort trends in mood disorder indicators and suicide-related outcomes in a national representative 
dataset, 2005-2017. Journal of Abnormal Psychology, 128(3), pp. 185-199. 



Appendix 380 papers finding U-shapes in age in well-being 
380 Papers finding significant wellbeing U-shapes in in age 
21 Papers from Galambos #1 finding U-shapes 
1 Baetschmann, G. (2013). Heterogeneity in the relationship between happiness and age: Evidence from 
the German Socio-Economic Panel. German Economic Review, 15, 393–410. doi:10.1111/geer.12015   
2 Bauer, J. M., Levin, V., Boudet, A. M. M., Nie, P., & Sousa-Poza, A. (2017). Subjective well-being 
across the lifespan in Europe and Central Asia.  Journal of Population Ageing, 10, 125–158. 
doi:10.1007/s12062-016-9148-0 
3 Beja, E. L., Jr. (2018). The U-shaped relationship between happiness and age: Evidence using World 
Values Survey data. Quality & Quantity, 52, 1817–1829. doi:10.1007/s11135-017-0570-z 
4 Blanchflower, D. G., & Oswald, A. J. (2019). Unhappiness and pain in modern America: A review 
essay, and further evidence, on Carol Graham’s happiness for all? Journal of Economic Literature, 57, 385–
402. doi:10.1257/jel.20171492   
5 Cheng, T. C., Powdthavee, N., & Oswald, A. J. (2015).  Longitudinal evidence for a midlife nadir in 
human wellbeing: results from four data sets. The Economic Journal, 127, 126–142. 
doi:10.1111/ecoj.12256   
6 Dolan, P., Kudrna, L., & Stone, A. (2017). The measure matters:  An investigation of evaluative and 
experience-based measures of wellbeing in time use data. Social Indicators Research, 134, 57–73. 
doi:10.1007/s11205-016-1429-8   
7 Ferrante, F. (2017). Great expectations: The unintended consequences of educational choices. Social 
Indicators Research, 131, 745–767. doi:10.1007/s11205-016-1268-7   
8 Graham, C., & Pozuelo, J. R. (2017). Happiness, stress, and age: How the U curve varies across people 
and places.  Journal of Population Economics, 30, 225–264. doi:10.1007/s00148-016-0611-2 
9 Grover, S., & Helliwell, J. F. (2019). How’s life at home? New evidence on marriage and the set point 
for happiness.  Journal of Happiness Studies, 20, 373–390. doi:10.1007/s10902-017-9941-3   
10 Hellevik, O. (2017). The U-shaped age-happiness relationship:  Real or methodological artifact? 
Quality & Quantity, 51, 177–197. doi:10.1007/s11135-015-0300-3   
11 Kolosnitsyna, M., Khorkina, N., & Dorzhiev, H. (2017).  Determinants of life satisfaction in older 
Russians. Ageing International, 42, 354–373. doi:10.1007/s12126-017-9297-3   
12 Laaksonen, S. (2018). A research note: Happiness by age is more complex than U-shaped. Journal of 
Happiness Studies, 19, 471–482. doi:10.1007/s10902-016-9830-1   
13 Li, N. (2016). Multidimensionality of longitudinal data:  Unlocking the age-happiness puzzle. Social 
Indicators Research, 128, 305–320. doi:10.1007/s11205-015-1032-4   
14 Lin, Y. M. (2016). BMI, perceived health status and happiness:  The direct vs. indirect effect of 
obesity. International Journal of Ecological Economics and Statistics, 37(3).  
http://ceser.in/ceserp/index.php/ijees/article/view/4532    
15 Morgan, J., Robinson, O., & Thompson, T. (2015). Happiness and age in European adults: The 
moderating role of gross domestic product per capita. Psychology and Aging, 30, 544–551. 
doi:10.1037/pag0000034   
16 Mujcic, R., & Oswald, A. J. (2018). Is envy harmful to a society’s psychological health and wellbeing? 
A longitudinal study of 18,000 adults. Social Science & Medicine, 198, 103–111. 
doi:10.1016/j.socscimed.2017.12.030    
17 Piper, A. T. (2015). Sliding down the U-shape? A dynamic panel investigation of the age-well-being 
relationship, focusing on young adults. Social Science & Medicine, 143, 54–61. 
doi:10.1016/j.socscimed.2015.08.042   
18 Ruseski, J. E., Humphreys, B. R., Hallman, K., Wicker, P., & Breuer, C. (2014). Sport participation 
and subjective wellbeing: Instrumental variable results from German survey data. Journal of Physical 
Activity and Health, 11, 396–403.  doi:10.1123/jpah.2012-0001   
19 Schwandt, H. (2016). Unmet aspirations as an explanation for the age U-shape in wellbeing. Journal 
of Economic Behavior & Organization, 122, 75–87. doi:10.1016/j.jebo.2015.11.011   



 15 

20 Shankar, A., Rafnsson, S. B., & Steptoe, A. (2015). Longitudinal associations between social 
connections and subjective wellbeing in the English Longitudinal Study of Ageing.  Psychology & Health, 
30, 686–698. doi:10.1080/08870446.2014.979823   
21 Wunder, C., Wiencierz, A., Schwarze, J., & Küchenhoff, H.  (2013). Well-being over the life span: 
Semiparametric evidence from British and German longitudinal data.  The Review of Economics and 
Statistics, 95, 154–167.  doi:10.1162/REST_a_00222  b)  164 papers published 2013-2019 in peer reviewed 
journals in English that find well-being U-shapes 
  
165 Peer reviewed papers missed by Galambos #1 published in peer reviewed journals in English 2013-19 
1 Ahmed Lahsen, A., Piper, A.T. Property rights and intellectual property protection, GDP growth and 
individual well-being in Latin America. Lat Am Econ Rev 28, 12 (2019).  
2 Akay, A., A. Constant,·C. Giulietti and·Guzi, M. (2017), 'Ethnic diversity and well-being,' Journal of 
Population Economics: 30: 265-306. DOI:10.1007/s00148-016-0618-8. 
3 Ala-Mantila, S., Heinonen, J., Junnila, S., & Saarsalmi, P. (2018). Spatial nature of urban well-
being. Regional Studies,52(7), 959–973. 
4 Ambrey, C.L., Fleming, C.M. Life Satisfaction in Australia: Evidence from Ten Years of the HILDA 
Survey. Soc Indic Res 115, 691–714 (2014). 
5 Angelini, V. Casi·Luca, L. and Corazzini, L. (2015), Life satisfaction of immigrants: does cultural 
assimilation matter, Journal of Population Economics, 18, 817-844. 
6 Arrosa, M.L., Gandelman, N. Happiness Decomposition: Female Optimism. J Happiness 
Stud17, 731–756 (2016). 
7 Artés, J., Salinas-Jiménez, M.M. & Salinas-Jiménez, J. Small Fish in a Big Pond or Big Fish in a Small 
Pond? The Effects of Educational Mismatch on Subjective Wellbeing. Soc Indic Res 119, 771–789 (2014).. 
8 Asadullah, M. N., Xiao, S., & Yeoh, E. (2018). Subjective well-being in China, 2005–2010: The role 
of relative income, gender, and location. China Economic Review,48,83–101. 
9 Ateca-Amestoy, V., Aguilar, A.C. & Moro-Egido, A.I. Social Interactions and Life Satisfaction: 
Evidence from Latin America. J Happiness Stud 15, 527–554 (2014). 
10 Baetschmann, G. (2013), 'Heterogeneity in the relationship between happiness and age: Evidence from 
the German Socio-Economic Panel. German Economic Review, 15(3), 393–410. 
11 Bai, C., Y.Gong and C. Feng (2019) Social trust, pattern of difference, and subjective well-being, 
SAGE Open Volume: 9 issue: 3, First Published July 23, 2019 Research Article  
https://doi.org/10.1177/2158244019865765. 
12 Bartolini, S., Bilancini, E., Sarracino, F. (2013), 'Predicting the trend of well-being in Germany: how 
much do comparisons, adaptation and sociability matter?' Social Indicators Research, 114:169-191.  
13 Başlevent, C., Kirmanoğlu, H. The Impact of Deviations from Desired Hours of Work on the Life 
Satisfaction of Employees. Soc Indic Res 118, 33–43 (2014). 
14 Başlevent, C., Kirmanoğlu, H. Gender Inequality in Europe and the Life Satisfaction of Working and 
Non-working Women. J Happiness Stud 18, 107–124 (2017). 
15 Bauer, J.M., Levin, V., Munoz Boudet, A.M. et al. Subjective Well-being Across the Lifespan in 
Europe and Central Asia. Population Ageing 10, 125–158 (2017). 
16 Bell, D.N. F and Blanchflower, D.G. (2019). The well-being of the overemployed and the 
underemployed and the rise in depression in the UK, Journal of Economic Behavior and Organization, 161: 
180-196. 
17 Bhuiyan, M.F. Life Satisfaction and Economic Position Relative to Neighbors: Perceptions Versus 
Reality. J Happiness Stud 19, 1935–1964 (2018). 
18 Bhuiyan M.F. & R.S. Szulgab (2017). Extreme bounds of subjective well-being: economic 
development and micro determinants of life satisfaction. Applied Economics, 49(14):1351-1378. 
19 Binder, M., Coad, A. How Satisfied are the Self-Employed? A Life Domain View. J Happiness 
Stud 17, 1409–1433 (2016). 



 16 

20 Birdal, M., Acun, S. and Onuk, P. (2018). What makes us happy? Socioeconomic determinants of 
subjective well-being in Turkey, The International Journal of Interdisciplinary Social and Community 
Studies, 13(4). 
21 Blanchflower, D.G. and Oswald, A.J. (2016). Antidepressants and age: a new form of evidence for U-
shaped well-being through life. Journal of Economic Behavior and Organization, 127, 46-58.  
22 Blanchflower, D.G., Oswald, A.J., and Stewart-Brown, S. (2013). Is psychological wellbeing linked 
to the consumption of fruit and vegetables? Social Indicators Research, 114(3), 785-801. 
doi:10.1007/s11205-012-0173-y. 
23 Bonikowska, A., Helliwell, J., Hou, F. & Schellenberg, G. (2014), An assessment of life satisfaction 
responses on recent Statistics Canada Surveys. Social Indicators Research, 118: 617-643. doi 
10.1007/s11205-013-0437-1. 
24 Boyce, C.J., Delaney, L. & Wood, A.M. (2018), The Great Recession and subjective wellbeing: How 
did the life satisfaction of people living in the United Kingdom change following the financial crisis? Plos 
One, Aug 29th. 
25 Brenig, M., Proeger, T. Putting a Price Tag on Security: Subjective Well-Being and Willingness-to-
Pay for Crime Reduction in Europe. J Happiness Stud 19, 145–166 (2018). . 
26 Brockmann, H., Koch, AM., Diederich, A. et al. Why Managerial Women are Less Happy Than 
Managerial Men. J Happiness Stud 19, 755–779 (2018). 
27 Buddelmeyer, H., & Powdthavee, N. (2016). Can having internal locus of control insure against 
negative shocks? Psychological evidence from panel data. Journal of economic behavior & organization, 
122, 88-109. 
28 Caner, A. (2014). Happiness, comparison effects, and expectations in Turkey. Journal of Happiness 
Studies. doi:10.1007/s10902-014-9562-z. 
29 Cannas, M., Sergi, B. S., Sironi, E., & Mentel, U. (2019). Job satisfaction and subjective well-being 
in Europe. Economics and Sociology, 12(4), 183-196. doi:10.14254/2071-789X.2019/12-4/11. 
30 Chang, W. (2013). Climbing up the social ladders: identity, relative income, and subjective well-being. 
Social Indicators Research, 113: 513-535. doi 10.1007/s11205-012-0108-7. 
31 Chapman, B., Guven, C. Revisiting the Relationship Between Marriage and Wellbeing: Does Marriage 
Quality Matter? J Happiness Stud 17, 533–551 (2016).. 
32 Charles, A., Wu, D. &·Wu, Z. (2019). Economic shocks on subjective wellbeing: reassessing the 
determinants of life satisfaction after the 2008 financial crisis. Journal of Happiness Studies, 20: 1041-1055.  
33 Cheng, Z. The Effects of Employee Involvement and Participation on Subjective Wellbeing: Evidence 
from Urban China. Soc Indic Res 118, 457–483 (2014). . 
34 Choi, J., Coughlin and D'Ambrosio (2013) Travel time and subjective well-being, Transportation 
Research Record: Journal of the Transportation Research Board, 2357(1), 100-108 
https://doi.org/10.3141/2357-12. 
35 Churchill, S.A. & Mishra, V. (2017). Trust, social networks and subjective wellbeing in China. Social 
Indicators Research, 132: 313-339. 
36 Clark, A.E. and C. D’Ambrosio (2019) One size fits all? well-being, measurement and growth, Annals 
of the Fondazione Luigi Einaudi, Volume LIII, pp. 101-114. 
37 Crum, M. and Y. Chen (2015) Self-employment and subjective well-being: a multi-country analysis, 
International Journal of Entrepreneurship Volume 19, pp. 15-28. 
38 Cuñado, J. & de Gracia, F.P. (2013). Environment and happiness: new evidence for Spain. Social 
Indicators Research, 112: 549-567. 
39 Darbonne, A., Uchino, B.N. & Ong, A.D. What Mediates Links Between Age and Well-being? A Test 
of Social Support and Interpersonal Conflict as Potential Interpersonal Pathways. J Happiness 
Stud 14, 951–963 (2013). 
40 Daroudi, R., Rashidian, A. Zeraati, H. Oliyaeemanesh, A. and Sari, A.A. (2016). Life and health 
satisfaction in the adult population of Iran, Epidemiology and Health, 38. 
41 Davis, L. and Wu, S. (2014). Social comparisons and life satisfaction across racial and ethnic groups: 
the effects of status, information and solidarity. Social Indicators Research, 117: 849-869. 



 17 

42 Deeming, C. (2013), Addressing the social determinants of subjective wellbeing: the latest challenge 
for social policy, Journal of Social Policy, 42(3), 541-555. 
43 del Saz-Salazar, S., Navarrete-Tudela, A., Alcalá-Mellado, J.R. et al. On the Use of Life Satisfaction 
Data for Valuing Cultural Goods: A First Attempt and a Comparison with the Contingent Valuation 
Method. J Happiness  
44 Devine, J., Hinks, T. & Naveed, A. Happiness in Bangladesh: The Role of Religion and 
Connectedness. J Happiness Stud 20, 351–371 (2019).  
45 Dickerson, A., A.R. Hole and L.A. Munford (2014).  The relationship between well-being and 
commuting revisited: Does the choice of methodology matter? Regional Science and Urban Economics, 
49, November, pp. 321-329 
46 Diego-Rosell, P., Tortora, R. & Bird, J. International Determinants of Subjective Well-Being: Living 
in a Subjectively Material World. J Happiness Stud 19, 123–143 (2018). 
47 Dluhosch, B., Horgos, D. & Zimmermann, K.W. Social Choice and Social Unemployment-Income 
Cleavages: New Insights from Happiness Research. J Happiness Stud 15, 1513–1537 (2014). 
48 Eichhorn, J. Unemployment Needs Context: How Societal Differences between Countries Moderate 
the Loss in Life-Satisfaction for the Unemployed. J Happiness Stud 14, 1657–1680 (2013). 
49 Eren, K.A. & Aşıcı , A.A. (2017). The determinants of happiness in Turkey: evidence from city-level 
data, Journal of Happiness Studies, 18, 647-669. 
50 Fang, Z. (2017). Panel quantile regressions and the subjective well-being in Urban China: evidence 
from RUMiC data. Social Indicators Research 132: 11-24. 
51 Fat, L.N., S. Scholes, S. Boniface, J. Mindell and S. Stewart-Brown (2017). Evaluating and 
establishing national norms for mental wellbeing using the short Warwick–Edinburgh Mental Well-being 
Scale (SWEMWBS): findings from the Health Survey for England, Qual Life Res, 26:1129–1144.  DOI 
10.1007/s11136-016-1454-8. 
52 Gandelman, N., Piani, G. Quality of Life Satisfaction among Workers and Non-Workers in 
Uruguay. Soc Indic Res 111, 97–115 (2013). 
53 Gao, S. Meng, X. & Zhang, L. (2014). Fiscal decentralization and life satisfaction: evidence from 
urban China. Social Indicators Research, 119:1177-1194. 
54 Garrido, S., Méndez, I. & Abellán, JM. Analysing the Simultaneous Relationship Between Life 
Satisfaction and Health-Related Quality of Life. J Happiness Stud 14, 1813–1838 (2013). 
55 Gokdemir, O., Tahsin, E. Factors that Influence the Life Satisfaction of Women Living in the Northern 
Cyprus. Soc Indic Res 115, 1071–1085 (2014). 
56 Gonza, G., Burger, A. Subjective Well-Being During the 2008 Economic Crisis: Identification of 
Mediating and Moderating Factors. J Happiness Stud 18, 1763–1797 (2017). 
57 Graham, C. Zhou, C. & Zhang, J. (2017). Happiness and health in China: the paradox of progress. 
World Development, 96: 231-244. doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2017.03.009. 
58 Growiec, K., Growiec, J. Trusting Only Whom You Know, Knowing Only Whom You Trust: The 
Joint Impact of Social Capital and Trust on Happiness in CEE Countries. J Happiness Stud 15, 1015–1040 
(2014). 
59 Gudmundsdottir, D.G. (2013). The impact of economic crisis on happiness, Social Indicators 
Research, 110: 1083-1101. 
60 Guriev, S. and N. Melnikovd (2018) Happiness convergence in transition countries, Journal of 
Comparative Economics 46(3), pp. 683-707. 
61 Ha, S.E. and Jang, S.J. (2015) National identity, national pride, and happiness: the case of South Korea, 
Social Indicators Research, 121: 471–482. 
62 Ha, S. and Kim, S. (2013), Personality and subjective well-being: evidence from South Korea, Social 
Indicators Research, 111: 3341-359. 
63 Habibov, N., Afandi, E. Pre- and Post-crisis Life-Satisfaction and Social Trust in Transitional 
Countries: An Initial Assessment. Soc Indic Res 121, 503–524 (2015). 



 18 

64 Hagstrom, P. and Wu, S. (2016). Are pregnant women happier? Racial and ethnic differences in the 
relationship between pregnancy and life satisfaction in the US, Review of Economics of the Household, 14: 
507–527. 
65 Harada, H. and E. Sumi (2018) The happiness and relative income hypothesis in contemporary Japan: 
a study of lifestyle and values, The Senshu Social Well-being Review 2018, No. 5, 63-74. 
66 Helliwell, J.F. and H. Huang (2013), Comparing the happiness effects of real and on-line friends, 
PlosOne, published: September 3, 201 https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0072754 . 
67 Helliwell, J.F., & Wang, S. (2014). Weekends and subjective well-being. Social Indicators Research, 
116(2): 389-407. doi:10.1007/s11205-013-0306-y. 
68 Hou, F. (2014) Keep up with the Joneses or keep on as their neighbours: life satisfaction and income 
in Canadian urban neighbourhoods, Journal of Happiness Economics, 15: 1085-1107. 
69 Hsieh, C.R., Liu, S. and Qin, X. (2019). The hidden costs of mental depression: implications on social 
trust and life satisfaction, The Manchester School, 87(2): 259-296.  
70 Hsu, H.-C. Age Differences in Work Stress, Exhaustion, Well-Being, and Related Factors from an 
Ecological Perspective. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2019, 16, 50. 
71 Huang, J. (2019). Income inequality, distributive justice beliefs, and happiness in China: evidence 
from a nationwide survey. Social Indicators Research, 142: 83-105. 
72 Kapteyn, A. Lee, J. Tassot, C. Vonkova, H. & Zamarro, G. (2015). Dimensions of subjective 
wellbeing. Social Indicators Research 123: 625-660. 
73 Karyani, A. K., Matin, B. K., Gebru, A. A., Dizaj, J. Y., & Rezaei, S. (2019). Life and health 
satisfaction and their association toward health-related quality of life, body mass index and chronic diseases 
in Iran. Journal of education and health promotion, 8, 71.  
74 Kirmanoğlu, H., Başlevent, C. Life Satisfaction of Ethnic Minority Members: An Examination of 
Interactions with Immigration, Discrimination, and Citizenship. Soc Indic Res 116, 173–184 (2014). 
75 Krause-Pilatus, A. (2013). Don't worry, be happy? Happiness and reemployment. Journal of Economic 
Behavior & Organization, 96:1-20. 
76 Kuroki, M. Crime Victimization and Subjective Well-Being: Evidence from Happiness Data. J 
Happiness Stud 14, 783–794 (2013). 
77 Lam, K.J. & Liu, P. (2014). Socio-economic inequalities in happiness in China and U.S. Social 
Indicators Research, 116(2), 509-533. doi:10.1007/s11205-013-0283-1. 
78 Latif, E. (2016). Happiness and comparison income: evidence from Canada, Social Indicators 
Research, 128: 161–177. 
79 Le Bon, O. & Le Bon, S. (2014). Age distribution curve in psychiatric admissions inversely correlates 
with life satisfaction. Psychiatry Research, 219(1), 232-234.   
80 Lei, X., Shen, Y., Smith, J.P. et al. Life satisfaction in China and consumption and income 
inequalities. Rev Econ Household 16, 75–95 (2018). 
81 Li, L., Shi, L. Economic growth and subjective well-being: analyzing the formative mechanism of 
Easterlin Paradox. J. Chin. Sociol. 6, 1 (2019). 
82 Liao, P. (2014). More happy or less unhappy? Comparison of the balanced and unbalanced designs 
for the response scale of general happiness. Journal of Happiness Studies, 15: 1407-1423. 
doi:10.1007/s10902-013-9484-1. 
83 Liao, Ps., Shaw, D. & Lin, Ym. Environmental Quality and Life Satisfaction: Subjective Versus 
Objective Measures of Air Quality. Soc Indic Res 124, 599–616 (2015). 
84 Lingli, X., F.Min and W. Liang (2018) A Dynamic Analysis on the Impact of Main Life Domains 
Satisfaction on Happiness, Journal of Finance and Economics Vol. 44, Issue 12, pp. 57 – 69. 
85 Linley, P.A., Dovey, H., Beaumont, S. et al. Examining the Intensity and Frequency of Experience of 
Discrete Positive Emotions. J Happiness Stud 17, 875–892 (2016). 
86 Macchia, L. and Plagnol, A. C. (2019a). Life satisfaction and confidence in national institutions: 
evidence from South America. Applied Research in Quality of Life, 14: 721-736. 
87 Manning, M., Fleming, C.M. and Ambrey, C.L. (2016) Life satisfaction and individual willingness to 
pay for crime reduction, Regional Studies, 50(12): 2024-2039.  



 19 

88 Markussen, T., Fibæk, M., Tarp, F. and Tuan, N.D.A. (2018) The happy farmer: self-employment and 
subjective well-being in rural Vietnam, Journal of Happiness Studies, 19, 1613–1636. 
89 Massina, S. and Koppa, P. (2014), ‘Is life satisfaction hump-shaped with alcohol consumption? 
Evidence from Russian panel data, Addictive Behaviors, 39(4), 803-810. 
90 Mertens, A., Beblo, M. Self-Reported Satisfaction and the Economic Crisis of 2007–2010: Or How 
People in the UK and Germany Perceive a Severe Cyclical Downturn. Soc Indic Res 125, 537–565 (2016). 
91 Mishra, V., Nielsen, I. & Smyth, R. How Does Relative Income and Variations in Short-Run 
Wellbeing Affect Wellbeing in the Long Run? Empirical Evidence From China’s Korean Minority. Soc 
Indic Res 115, 67–91 (2014). 
92 Morgan, R. and Wang, F. (2019). Wellbeing in transition; life satisfaction in urban China from 2002-
2012, Journal of Happiness Studies, 20(8): 2609-2629. 
93 Morrison, P.S., A.M. Snider, (2013) The generation gap: age and well-being in New Zealand, New 
Zealand Population Review  
94 Moschion, J., & Powdthavee, N. (2018). The welfare implications of addictive substances: A 
longitudinal study of life satisfaction of drug users. Journal of Economic Behavior & Organization, 146, 
206-221. 
95 Mouratidis, K. (2019). Compact city, urban sprawl, and subjective well-being. Cities, 92, September: 
261-272. 
96 Mujcic, R. & Oswald, A.J. (2018). Is envy harmful to a society's psychological health and wellbeing? 
A longitudinal study of 18,000 adults, Social Science & Medicine, 198: 103-111. 
97 Navarro, M., Salverda, W. Earner Position and Job and Life Satisfaction: Do Contributions to the 
Household Income have the Same Effect by Gender and Occupations?. J Happiness Stud 20, 2227–2250 
(2019). 
98 Neira, I., Bruna, F., Portela, M. et al. Individual Well-Being, Geographical Heterogeneity and Social 
Capital. J Happiness Stud 19, 1067–1090 (2018). 
99 Ngoo, Y.T., Tey, N.P. & Ta, E.C. (2015). Determinants of life satisfaction in Asia. Social Indicators 
Research, 124: 141-156. doi 10.1007/s11205-014-0772-x. 
100 Neira, I., Bruna, F., Portela, M. et al. Individual Well-Being, Geographical Heterogeneity and Social 
Capital. J Happiness Stud 19, 1067–1090 (2018). 
101 Neira, I., Lacalle-Calderon, M., Portela, M., & Perez-Trujillo, M. (2018). Social capital dimensions 
and subjective well-being: A quantile approach. Journal of Happiness Studies,20, 2551–2579. 
102 Nowok, B., van Ham, M., Findlay, A.M., Gayle, V. (2013). Does migration make you happy? A 
longitudinal study of internal migration and subjective well-being. Environment and Planning, 45: 986 - 
1002. doi:10.1068/a45287. 
103 Obućina, O. (2013). The patterns of satisfaction among immigrants in Germany. Social Indicators 
Research, 113: 1105-1127. 
104 Okulicz-kozaryn, A., & Mazelis, J. M. (2017). More unequal in income, more unequal in 
wellbeing. Social Indicators Research, 132(3), 953-975.  
105 Olgiati, A., Calvo, R. & Berkman, L. Are Migrants Going Up a Blind Alley? Economic Migration and 
Life Satisfaction around the World: Cross-National Evidence from Europe, North America and 
Australia. Soc Indic Res 114, 383–404 (2013). 
106 Osberghaus, D. and J. Kühling (2016) Direct and indirect effects of weather experiences on life 
satisfaction – which role for climate change expectations? Journal of Environmental Planning and 
Management, 59(12), pp. 2198-2230.   
107 Oshio, T. Which is More Relevant for Perceived Happiness, Individual-Level or Area-Level Social 
Capital? A Multilevel Mediation Analysis. J Happiness Stud 18, 765–783 (2017). 
108 Pagán-Rodríguez, R. Disability, Training and Job Satisfaction. Soc Indic Res 122, 865–885 (2015). 
109 Paparusso, A. (2018). Studying immigrant integration through self-reported life satisfaction in the 
country of residence. Applied Research Quality Life. 
110 Perales, F. The Costs of Being “Different”: Sexual Identity and Subjective Wellbeing over the Life 
Course. Soc Indic Res 127, 827–849 (2016). 



 20 

111 Pereira, M.C., Coelho, F. Untangling the Relationship Between Income and Subjective Well-Being: 
The Role of Perceived Income Adequacy and Borrowing Constraints. J Happiness Stud 14, 985–1005 
(2013). 
112 Piper, A. (2016). Sleep duration and life satisfaction. International Review of Economics, 63: 305-
325. DOI 10.1007/s12232-016-0256-1. 
113 Piper, A.T. Europe’s Capital Cities and the Happiness Penalty: An Investigation Using the European 
Social Survey. Soc Indic Res 123, 103–126 (2015). 
114 Piper, A. “Sliding down the U-shape? A dynamic panel investigation of the age-well-being 
relationship, focusing on young adults” (2015), Social Science & Medicine, 143, pp. 54-61. 
115 Powdthavee, N., Burkhauser, R. V., & De Neve, J. E. (2017). Top incomes and human well-being: 
Evidence from the Gallup World Poll. Journal of Economic Psychology, 62, 246-25. 
116 Rahayu, T.P. & Harmadi, S.H.B. (2016). The effect of income, health, education, and social capital 
on happiness in Indonesia. Asian Social Science; 12(7), 75-87. 
117 Rahayu, T.P. (2016). The determinants of happiness in Indonesia. Mediterranean Journal of Social 
Sciences, 7(2), March, 393-404. 
118 Reeskens, T., Vandecasteele, L. Economic Hardship and Well-Being: Examining the Relative Role of 
Individual Resources and Welfare State Effort in Resilience Against Economic Hardship. J Happiness 
Stud 18, 41–62 (2017). 
119 Rodríguez-Pose, A., von Berlepsch, V. Social Capital and Individual Happiness in Europe. J 
Happiness Stud15, 357–386 (2014). 
120 Rözer, J. & Kraaykamp (2013). Income inequality and subjective well-being: a cross national study 
on the conditional effects of individual and national characteristics. Social Indicators Research, 113, 1009-
1023. 
121 Salinas-Jiménez, M.M., Artés, J. & Salinas-Jiménez, J. How Do Educational Attainment and 
Occupational and Wage-Earner Statuses Affect Life Satisfaction? A Gender Perspective Study. J Happiness 
Stud 14, 367–388 (2013). 
122 Samuel, R. and Hadjar, A. (2016). How welfare-state regimes shape subjective well-being across 
Europe. Social Indicators Research, 129: 565-587. 
123 Sander, W. (2017). Religion, religiosity, and happiness, Review of Religious Research, 59: 251–262. 
124 Sarracino, F. (2013) Determinants of subjective well-being in high and low income countries: Do 
happiness equations differ across countries, The Journal of Socio-Economics, 42: 51-66. 
125 Sarracino, F. (2014). Richer in money, poorer in relationships and unhappy? Time series comparisons 
of social capital and well-being in Luxembourg. Social Indicators Research, 115: 561-622. 
126 Sato, M., J.S. Jordan, D.C. Funk & M.L. Sachs (2018) Running involvement and life satisfaction: The 
role of personality, Journal of Leisure Research, Volume 49, Issue 1 pp.28-45. 
127 Sekulova, F., & van den Bergh, J.C.J.M. (2016). Floods and happiness: empirical evidence from 
Bulgaria. Ecological Economics, 126, 51-57. doi:10.1016/j.ecolecon.2016.02.014. 
128 Shams, K. (2016). Developments in the measurement of subjective well-being and poverty: an 
economic perspective. Journal of Happiness Studies, 17, 2213-2236. 
129 Shams, K., & Kadow, A. (2018). Happiness across the life span: Evidence from urban Pakistan. FWU 
Journal of Social Sciences, 12(1), 17-30. 
130 Shankar, A., Rafnsson S.B. & Steptoe, A. (2015). Longitudinal associations between social 
connections and subjective wellbeing in the English Longitudinal Study of Ageing. Psychology & Health, 
30(6): 686-698. doi.org/10.1080/08870446.2014.979823. 
131 Sherman, A., Shavit, T. The Thrill of Creative Effort at Work: An Empirical Study on Work, Creative 
Effort and Well-Being. J Happiness Stud 19, 2049–2069 (2018). 
132 Shishido, K. & Sasak, T. (2019). Happiness in Japan: A hierarchical age-period-cohort analysis based 
on JGSS cumulative data 2000-2015. Quality of Life in Japan: 15-45. 
133 Sironi, E. (2019) Job satisfaction as a determinant of employees' optimal wellbeing in an instrumental 
variable approach. Quality & Quantity (2019) 53:1721-1742. 



 21 

134 Smith, J.P. Lei, X., Shen, Y.and Zhou, G. (2018). Fertility, gender preference, the Birth Planning 
Policy and life satisfaction in China, Journal of Population Research, 35: 23–40.  
135 Sohn, K. (2016). The role of spousal income in the wife's happiness. Social Indicators Research, 126, 
1007-1024. 
136 Sohn, K. Height and Happiness in a Developing Country. J Happiness Stud 17, 1–23 (2016).  
137 Song, Y., A. Zhou, M. Zhang and H.Wang (2019) Assessing the effects of haze pollution on subjective 
well-being based on Chinese General Social Survey, Journal of Cleaner Production, 235, pp. 574-582, 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.07.021. 
138 Steele, L.G., Lynch, S.M. The Pursuit of Happiness in China: Individualism, Collectivism, and 
Subjective Well-Being During China’s Economic and Social Transformation. Soc Indic Res 114, 441–451 
(2013). 
139 Stone, A.A., Schneider, J. and Broderick, J.E. (2017). Psychological stress declines rapidly from age 
50 in the United States: Yet another well-being paradox, Journal of Psychosomatic Research, 103: 22-28. 
140 Sujarwoto, S., Tampubolon, G. and Pierewan, A.C. (2018), Individual and contextual factors of 
happiness and life satisfaction in a low middle-income country, Applied Research in Quality of Life, 13, 
927–945. doi.org/10.1007/s11482-017-9567-y. 
141 Sujarwoto, S. (2019). Does happiness pay? A longitudinal Family Life Survey, Applied Research in 
Quality of Life. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11482-019-09798-x. 
142 Sulemana, I. An Empirical Investigation of the Relationship Between Social Capital and Subjective 
Well-Being in Ghana. J Happiness Stud 16, 1299–1321 (2015). 
143 Sulemana, I., Doabil, L. & Anarfo, E.B. (2019). International remittances and subjective wellbeing in 
Sub-Saharan Africa: a micro-level study. Journal of Family and Economic Issues, 40: 524-539. 
144 Tao, HL. Marriage and Happiness: Evidence from Taiwan. J Happiness Stud 20, 1843–1861 (2019). 
145 Tani, M. (2017). Hukou changes and subjective well-being in China. Social Indicators Research, 132: 
47-61. 
146 Tiefenbach, T. & Kohlbacher, F. (2015). Happiness in Japan in times of upheaval: empirical evidence 
from the National Survey on Lifestyle Preferences. Journal of Happiness Studies, 16, 333-316. doi 
10.1007/s10902-014-9512-9. 
147 Trung, N.N., Cheong, K. Pham, K.C., Nghi, P.T. and Kim, W.J. (2013). Relationship between 
socioeconomic values and wellbeing: an overview research in Asia, Social Indicators Research, 111: 451-
472. DOI 10.1007/s11205-012-0014-z. 
148 Tsurumi, T., Managi, S. Monetary Valuations of Life Conditions in a Consistent Framework: The Life 
Satisfaction Approach. J Happiness Stud 18, 1275–1303 (2017). 
149 Tumen, S. & Zeydanli, T. (2014). Day-of-the-week effects in subjective well-being: does selectivity 
matter? Social Indicators Research, 119: 139-162. 
150 Van Ootegem, L., Verhofstadt, E. Perceived Capabilities as an Aggregated Indicator for Well-
Being. Applied Research Quality Life 10, 615–629 (2015). 
151 Vang, Z.M., Hou, F. & Elder, K. Perceived Religious Discrimination, Religiosity, and Life 
Satisfaction. J Happiness Stud 20, 1913–1932 (2019).  
152 Venetoklis, T. Do interactions cancel associations of subjective well-being with individual-level 
socioeconomic characteristics? An exploratory analysis using the European Social Survey. Qual Quant 53, 
3033–3061 (2019). https://doi.org/10.1007/s11135-019-00919-0. 
153 Wang, M., Wong, M.C.S. Happiness and Leisure Across Countries: Evidence from International 
Survey Data. J Happiness Stud 15, 85–118 (2014). 
154 Western, M. and Tomaszewski, W. (2016), Subjective wellbeing, objective wellbeing and inequality 
in Australia, Plos One, October, doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0163345. 
155 Wheatley, D. and Bickerton, C. (2017), Subjective well-being and engagement in arts, culture and 
sport, Journal of Cultural Economics, 1:23–45. DOI 10.1007/s10824-016-9270-0. 
156 Wheatley, D. and S.L. Buglass (2019) Social network engagement and subjective well‐being: a life‐
course perspective British Journal of Sociology, 70(5), pp.1971-1995. 



 22 

157 Wu, H.F., Tam, T. Economic Development and Socioeconomic Inequality of Well-Being: A Cross-
Sectional Time-Series Analysis of Urban China, 2003–2011. Soc Indic Res124, 401–425 (2015). 
158 Vang, Z.M., Hou, F. & Elder, K. Perceived Religious Discrimination, Religiosity, and Life 
Satisfaction. J Happiness Stud 20, 1913–1932 (2019). 
159 Venetoklis, T. (2019). Do interactions cancel associations of subjective well-being with individual-
level socioeconomic characteristics? An exploratory analysis using the European Social Survey. Quality & 
Quantity, 53: 3033-3061. 
160 Xing, Z., Huang, L. The Relationship Between Age and Subjective Well-Being: Evidence from Five 
Capital Cities in Mainland China. Soc Indic Res 117, 743–756 (2014). 
161 Yamamura, E., Tsutsui, Y., Yamane, C. et al. Trust and Happiness: Comparative Study Before and 
After the Great East Japan Earthquake. Soc Indic Res 123, 919–935 (2015). 
162 Yildirim, J. Kose, T. and Tanrivere, G. (2019), The effects of terrorism on happiness: Evidence from 
Turkey, The Economics of Peace and Security, 14(2): 5-20. 
163 Zhou, D., Peng, L. The Relationship Between the Gender Gap in Subjective Well-Being and Leisure 
Activities in China. J Happiness Stud 19, 2139–2166 (2018). 
164 Xu, W., H. Sun, B. Zhu, W. Bai, X.Yu, R. Duan, C.Kou  and W. Li  (2019) Analysis of Factors 
Affecting the High Subjective Well-Being of Chinese Residents Based on the 2014 China Family Panel 
Study, Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2019, 16(14), 2566. 
165 Zhou, S., Yu, X. Regional Heterogeneity of Life Satisfaction in Urban China: Evidence from 
Hierarchical Ordered Logit Analysis. Soc Indic Res 132, 25–45 (2017). 
  
73 Peer reviewed papers published since 2019 in English fitting Galambos #1 criteria 
1 Abokyi, E., Strijker, D., Asiedu, K.F. et al. Buffer Stock Operations and Well-Being: The Case of 
Smallholder Farmers in Ghana. J Happiness Stud (2021) 
2 Ahn, Y.-J. Do Informal Social Ties and Local Festival Participation Relate to Subjective Well-
Being? Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2021, 18, 16. 
3 Akaeda, N. (2020) Contextual Social Trust and Well‑Being Inequality: From the Perspectives of 
Education and Income Journal of Happiness Studies (2020) 21:2957–2979.  
4 Albiol-Sánchez, J., Diaz-Serrano, L. & Teruel, M. The Transition to Self-Employment and Perceived 
Skill-Mismatches: Panel Data Evidence from Eleven EU Countries. Soc Indic Res (2020). 
5 Amini, C., Douarin, E. Corruption and Life Satisfaction in Transition: Is Corruption a Social Norm in 
Eastern Europe? Soc Indic Res 151, 723–766 (2020). 
6 Arrondo, R., Cárcaba, A. & González, E. Drivers of Subjective Well-being in Spain: Are There Gender 
Differences? Applied Research Quality Life (2020).  
7 Bell, D. and D.G. Blanchflower, 'The U-shape of happiness in Scotland', Scottish Journal of Political 
economy, forthcoming 
8 Bittmann, F. Beyond the U-Shape: Mapping the Functional Form Between Age and Life Satisfaction 
for 81 Countries Utilizing a Cluster Procedure. J Happiness Stud (2020) 
9 Blanchflower, D.G. (2021) ' Is happiness U-shaped? Age and subjective wellbeing in 145 countries. 
Journal of Population Economics, 34(2), pp. 575-624. 
10 Blanchflower, D.G. (2020a). Unhappiness and age. Journal of Economic Behavior and Organization, 
176, 461-488.  
11 Blanchflower, D.G. (2020b). Experienced life cycle satisfaction in Europe: a comment. Review of 
Behavioral Economics, 7(2), 197-200. doi:10.1561/105.000001120 
12 Blanchflower, D.G. and A.E. Clark (2021), 'Children, unhappiness and family finances. Journal of 
Population Economics, 34(2), pp. 625-653. 
13 Blanchflower, D.G. & Graham, C. (2021c), 'The U-shape of happiness: a response,' Perspectives on 
Psychological Science, forthcoming 
14 Blanchflower, D.G. and Oswald, A.J. (2020).  Trends in Extreme Distress in the United States, 1993–
2019, AJPH, 110, pp. 1538-1544. 



 23 

15 Boncompte, J.G., Paredes, R.D. Human Capital Endowments and Gender Differences in Subjective 
Well-Being in Chile. J Happiness Stud 21, 241–269 (2020). 
16 Case, A., A. Deaton and A. Stone (2020), 'Decoding the mystery of American pain reveals a warning 
for the future,' PNAS October 6, 2020 117 (40), pp. 24785-24789. 
17 Castellacci, F., & Schwabe, H. (2020). Internet, unmet aspirations and the U-shape of life. Plos One, 
June 5th. 
18 Chesters, J., Simona, J. & Suter, C. Cross-National Comparison of Age and Period Effects on Levels 
of Subjective Well-Being in Australia and Switzerland During Volatile Economic Times (2001–2016). Soc 
Indic Res, 154: 361-391  (2021). 
19 Daroudi R, Rashidian A, Zeraati H, Oliyaeemanesh A, Akbari Sari A. Life and health satisfaction in 
the adult population of Iran. Epidemiol Health. 2016; 38: e2016047. 
20 Davis, L., Wu, S. The Taste for Status in International Comparison. J Happiness Stud 21, 2237–2256 
(2020). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10902-019-00179-7 
21 Debono, N. (2020) The determinants of well-being during a time of economic growth: the case of 
selected European Union member states, Mediterranean Journal of Social Sciences, Vol 11 No 4.  
https://doi.org/10.36941/mjss-2020-0040 
22 Ding, J., Salinas-Jiménez, J. & Salinas-Jiménez, M. The Impact of Income Inequality on Subjective 
Well-Being: The Case of China. J Happiness Stud (2020). 
23 Downward, P., Dawson, P. Is it Pleasure or Health from Leisure that We Benefit from Most? An 
Analysis of Well-Being Alternatives and Implications for Policy. Soc Indic Res126, 443–465 (2016). 
24 Eichstaedt, J. C., Yaden, D. B., Ribeiro, F., Adler, A., & Kern, M. L. (2020). Lifestyle and wellbeing: 
Exploring behavioral and demographic covariates in a large US sample. International Journal of Wellbeing, 
10(4), 87-112.  
25 Gash, V. and A. Piagnol (2020) The Partner Pay Gap – Associations between Spouses’ Relative 
Earnings and Life Satisfaction among Couples in the UK, Work Employment and Society,  
26 Glatz, C. and Ede, A. (2020). Patterns of trust and subjective well‑being across Europe: new insights 
from repeated cross‑sectional analyses based on the European Social Survey 2002–2016, Social Indicators 
Research,148:417–439. 
27 Gondek D, Bann D, Patalay P, Goodman A, McElroy E, Richards M, Ploubidis GB (2020). 
Psychological distress from early adulthood to early old age: evidence from the 1946, 1958 and 1970 British 
birth cohorts. Psychological Medicine 1–10.  
28 Graham and S. Pinto (2020), 'The geography of desperation in America: the role of labor force 
participation, mobility, and place,' Social Science and Medicine,  270, February, 113612 
29 Griffith, G.J., K. Jones (2020), When does geography matter most? Age-specific geographical effects 
in the patterning of, and relationship between, mental wellbeing and mental illness, Health & Place, 
64,102401 
30 Hand, C. (2020). Spatial influences on domains of life satisfaction in the UK. Regional Studies, 
Volume 54, 2020 - Issue 6: 802-813. 
31 Henriques, C.O., Lopez-Agudo, L.A., Marcenaro-Gutierrez, O.D. et al. Reaching Compromises in 
Workers’ Life Satisfaction: A Multiobjective Interval Programming Approach. J Happiness Stud (2020). 
32 Hinks, T. (2020). Fear of robots and life satisfaction, International Journal of Social Robotics, accepted 
26 February 2020. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12369-020-00640-1 
33 Hou, F. Keep Up with the Joneses or Keep on as Their Neighbours: Life Satisfaction and Income in 
Canadian Urban Neighbourhoods. J Happiness Stud 15, 1085–1107 (2014). 
34 Hu, M. Y. Yang and X. Yu (2020) Living better and feeling happier: An investigation into the 
association between housing quality and happiness, Growth and Change, 51(3), 1224-1238. 
35 Jensen, R.A.A, Thomsen, D.K., O'Connor, M., and Mehlsen, M.Y. (2020). Age differences in life 
stories and neuroticism mediate age differences in subjective well‐being, Population Ageing; y, 34(3): 3-
15.  
36 Johnes, G. (2020), Valuing the impact on wellbeing of urban amenities in Beijing, Journal of Chinese 
Economic and Business Studies, online 10th September 2020. 



 24 

37 Jongsma, HE, VG Moulton, GB Ploubidis, E. Gilbert, M. Richards and P. Patalay, Psychological 
distress across adulthood: test-equating in three British birth cohorts, MedRXiv, 
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.24.20138958    
38 Kageyama, J., Sato, K. Explaining the U-shaped life satisfaction: dissatisfaction as a driver of 
behavior. J Bioecon (2021). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10818-020-09306-4 
39 Kennedy, J. Subjective Wellbeing and the Discount Rate. J Happiness Stud 21, 635–658 (2020).  
40 Knight, J., M. Bianjing and R. Gunatilika (2021). The Puzzle of Falling Happiness Despite Rising 
Income in Rural China: Eleven Hypotheses, Economic Development and Cultural Change 
41 Kuan, M., Wang, J. Liou, Y. & Peng, L. (2020). Exploring the association between life perceptions 
and emotional profiles in Taiwan: empirical evidence from the National Well-Being Indicators Survey. 
International Journal of Environmental Research & Public Health, 17(12), 4209; 
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17124209 
42 Lee S.Y., R. Kim, J. Rodgers and S.V. Subramanian (2020), 'Associations between subjective 
wellbeing and macroeconomic indicators: an assessment of heterogeneity across 60 countries,' Wellbeing, 
Space and Society, first online 24th November 2020.  
43 Lee, S.Y., Ohtake, F. How Conscious Are You of Others? Further Evidence on Relative Income and 
Happiness. J Happiness Stud (2021).  
44 Lubian, D. (2020). Are virtuous people happier? Evidence from Italy. Economics and Sociology, 
13(1), 146-164.  
45 Lu, H., Tong, P. & Zhu, R. Longitudinal Evidence on Social Trust and Happiness in China: Causal 
Effects and Mechanisms. J Happiness Stud 21, 1841–1858 (2020). 
46 Luo, J. A Pecuniary Explanation for the Heterogeneous Effects of Unemployment on Happiness. J 
Happiness Stud 21, 2603–2628 (2020). 
47 Lysberg, F., T.B. Bertelsen, C. Lysberg, M.Høie, G.A. Espnes, S.T. Innstrand (2021). Change and 
stability: Within-person life satisfaction over a 20-year period using data from the HUNT survey, 
Scandinavian Journal of Public Health, first published online September 20, 2020  
https://doi.org/10.1177/1403494820957439  
48 Ma, Y. and Di. Chen (2020), 'Openness, rural-urban inequality, and happiness in China,' Economic 
Systems, 44(4), 100834. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecosys.2020.100834 
49 Mavruk, C., Kıral, E. & Kıral, G. Spatial Effects Over Time-Framed Happiness. J Happiness 
Stud (2020) 
50 Morgan, R. & O’Connor, K.J. (2020). Does the U-shape pattern in life cycle satisfaction obscure 
reality? A Response to Blanchflower. Review of Behavioral Economics, 7: 201–206.  
51 Ngoo, Y.T., Tan, E.C., and Tey, N.P. (2020). Determinants of life satisfaction in Asia: a quantile 
regression approach, Journal of Happiness Studies, published online April.   
52 Olivos, F., Olivos-Jara, P. & Browne, M. Asymmetric Social Comparison and Life Satisfaction in 
Social Networks. J Happiness Stud (2020). 
53 Orben, A., R.E. Lucas, Fuhrmann, D. and Kievit, R.A. (2020). Trajectories of adolescent life 
satisfaction. PsyArXiv. August 20. doi:10.31234/osf.io/y8ruw. 
54 Pancheva, M.G., Ryff, C.D. & Lucchini, M. An Integrated Look at Well-Being: Topological 
Clustering of Combinations and Correlates of Hedonia and Eudaimonia. J Happiness Stud(2020). 
55 Park, J., Joshanloo, M., and Scheifinger, H. (2020). Predictors of life satisfaction in Australia: A study 
drawing upon annual data from the Gallup World Poll. Australian Psychologist: 55(4), August, 375-388. 
56 Piper, A. (2021). Temps dip deeper: temporary employment and the midlife nadir in human well-
being,The Journal of the Economics of Aging, 19, June, 100323 
57 Pontarollo, N., Orellana, M. & Segovia, J. The Determinants of Subjective Well-Being in a 
Developing Country: The Ecuadorian Case. J Happiness Stud 21, 3007–3035 (2020).  
58 Posel, D., Bruce-Brand, J. ‘Only a Housewife?’ Subjective Well-Being and Homemaking in South 
Africa. J Happiness Stud (2020). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10902-020-00232-w  
59 Prior, L., K. Jones and Manley, D. (2020). Ageing and cohort trajectories in mental ill health; an 
exploration using multi-level models, Plos One, July 9th. 



 25 

60 Ranjbar, S., Sperlich, S. A Note on Empirical Studies of Life-Satisfaction: Unhappy with 
Semiparametrics?. J Happiness Stud 21, 2193–2212 (2020).   
61 Sarracino, F., Piekałkiewicz, M. The Role of Income and Social Capital for Europeans’ Well-Being 
During the 2008 Economic Crisis. J Happiness Stud (2020). 
62 Simona-Moussa, J. The Subjective Well-Being of Those Vulnerable to Poverty in Switzerland. J 
Happiness Stud 21, 1561–1580 (2020). 
63 Song, Y., Zhou, A. & Zhang, M. Exploring the effect of subjective air pollution on happiness in 
China. Environ Sci Pollut Res 27, 43299–43311 (2020). 
64 Stone, A.A., J.E. Broderick, D. Wang and Schneider, S. (2020), 'Age patterns in subjective well-being 
are partially accounted for by psychological and social factors associated with aging,' PlosOne. 
65 Takao, T., N. Sumi, Y. Yamanaka, S. Fujimoto and T. Kamada, 2021 BioPsychoMedicine, 15:8, 
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13030-021-00210-5  
66 Tsai, MC. Kin, Friend and Community Social Capital: Effects on Well-Being and Prospective Life 
Conditions in Japan, South Korea and Taiwan. Soc Indic Res (2021).  
67 Ucal, M., Günay, S. Household Happiness and Fuel Poverty: a Cross-Sectional Analysis on 
Turkey. Applied Research Quality Life (2021). https://doi.org/10.1007/s11482-020-09894-3 
68 van Ours, J. What a drag it is getting old? Mental health and loneliness beyond age 50, Applied 
Economics, (2021) 
69 Welsch, H., Bierman, P. & Kühling, J. Immigration Attitudes and Subjective Well-Being: A Matter 
of Identity?. J Happiness Stud 22, 1563–1581 (2021) 
70 Woolf, S. (2020), COVID-19 as the Leading Cause of Death in the United States, JAMA. Published 
online December 17, 2020. doi:10.1001/jama.2020.24865 
71 Xu, W. H. Sun, B. Zhu, X. Yu, Y. Niu, C. Kou and W. Lia (2021) The prevalence of depressive 
symptoms and its determinants among adults in mainland China: Results from a national household survey, 
Journal of Affective Disorders, Volume 281, 15 February, pp. 220-227 
72 Želinský, T., O. Hudec, A. Mojsejová and S. Hricová (2021) The effects of population density on 
subjective well-being: A case-study of Slovakia, Socio-Economic Planning Sciences, Available online 21 
March 2021, 101061 
73 Zhang, Z. & Wang, X. (2020). Ambition or jealousy? It depends on whom you are compared with, 
Journal of Happiness Studies, published online 25 May 2020. 
  
28 Papers published as chapters, books or working papers since 2019 
1 Bartram, D. Cross-Sectional Model-Building for Research on Subjective Well-Being: Gaining Clarity 
on Control Variables. Soc Indic Res (2021). https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-020-02586-3 
2 Biyase, M., B. Fisher and M. Pretorius (2020), 'Remittances and subjective well-being: A static and 
dynamic panel approach to single-item and multi-item measures of happiness,' University of Johannesberg, 
EDWRG Working Paper Number 04-2020 
3 Blanchflower, D.G. & Bryson, A. (2020a), Unemployment disrupts sleep. NBER WP#28206 
4 Blanchflower, D.G. & Bryson, A. (2020b), ‘Now unions increase job satisfaction and well-being,‘ 
NBER Working Paper #27720 
5 Blanchflower, DG & Fair, D. a (2021), 'Native Americans and the rise of despair in the USA,' working 
paper.  
6 Blanchflower, D.G. & Graham, C. (2020a) The mid-life dip in well-being: economists (who find it) 
versus psychologists (who don't)! NBER Working Paper No. w26888. 
7 Blanchflower, D.G. & Graham, C. (2020b) ‘Subjective Well-Being Around the World: Trends and 
Predictors Across the Life Span: a Response, working paper. 
8 Blanchflower, D.G. & Graham, C. (2021), 'Happiness and ageing,' in Handbook of the Economics of 
Ageing, edited by David Bloom, Alfonso Sousa-Poza and Uwe Sunde, Routledge, forthcoming. 
9 Blanchflower, D.G. and Oswald, A.J. (2019). Is there a midlife psychological low? Two approaches 
(with and without controls) in six modern data sets on 1.3 million citizens? In M. Rojas (Ed.), The 



 26 

Economics of Happiness: How the Easterlin Paradox Transformed our Understanding of Well-being and 
Progress. New York: Springer. 
10 Brown, S., Kontonikas, A., Montagnoli, A. et al. (+2 more authors) (2019) Life satisfaction and 
austerity: expectations and the macroeconomy. Working Paper. Sheffield Economic Research Paper Series, 
2019011 (2019011). Department of Economics, University of Sheffield  
11 Clark, A.E., (2019) Born to be mild? Cohort effects don’t (fully) explain why well-being is U-shaped 
in Age. In: Rojas M (ed) The Economics of Happiness. How the Easterlin Paradox Transformed Our 
Understanding of Well-Being and Progress, 2019, Springer, pp 387–408. 
12 Clark, A.E., H. d'Albis and A. Greulich (2020), The age U-shape in Europe: the protective role of 
partnership,' Paris School of Economics, WORKING PAPER # 2020 – 34 
13 Clark, A.E., Luis Diaz-Serrano The Long-run Effects of Housing on Well-Being, Working paper 
2021-32, Paris School of Economics. 
14 de Pedraza, P., Guzi, M. and Tijdens, K. (2020), 'Life dissatisfaction and anxiety in COVID-19 
pandemic,' GLO Discussion Paper, No. 544, May. 
15 Graham, C. Happiness for all. Unequal hopes and lives in pursuit of the American Dream, Princeton 
University Press 2019 
16 Giuntella, O., S. McManus, R. Mujcic, A.J. Oswald (2019) Why is there so much midlife distress in 
affluent nations? Working Paper April 
17 Helliwell, J., Huang, H., Norton, M., and Wang, S. (2019). Happiness at different ages: the social 
context matters. In M. Rojas (Ed.), The Economics of Happiness: How the Easterlin Paradox Transformed 
our Understanding of Well-being and Progress. New York: Springer. 
18 Kiseleva, L. (2020), 'Leading dominants of the subjective well-being: a case study of the Tyumen 
region, 6th International Conference on Social, economic, and academic leadership, Atlantis Press. 
https://doi.org/10.2991/assehr.k.200526.003 
19 Kostyshak, S. (2017) Non-parametric testing of U-shaped relationships, July 20, Kostyshak, Scott, 
Non-Parametric Testing of U-Shaped Relationships (July 20, 2017).  
20 Macchia, L. and Plagnol, A.C. (2019b). The subjective well-being political paradox: evidence from 
Latin America. In M. Rojas (Ed.), The Economics of Happiness: How the Easterlin Paradox Transformed 
our Understanding of Well-being and Progress. New York: Springer. 
21 Mirjana, G. (2019), 'Subjective well-being in a transition economy evidence from Macedonia,' 
University of Roehampton, PhD thesis. 
22 Nguyen, CV (2021), Does the COVID-19 pandemic cause people to be unhappy? Evidence from a 
six-country survey,' GLO DP #768, Essen. 
23 Pontarollo, N., Orellana, M. & Segovia, J. The Determinants of Subjective Well-Being in a 
Developing Country: The Ecuadorian Case. J Happiness Stud 21, 3007–3035 
24 Toshkov, D. (2021), ‘The relationship between age and happiness varies by income, Institute of Publi 
c Administration, Leiden University, the Netherlands. 
25 Vienne, V. (2019), Life satisfaction and air pollutopn in Latin America, working paper University of 
Manchester 
26 Wang, R. (2020), 'What makes residents of Canada happy? Determinants of life satisfaction in 
Canada,' University of Ottawa, MSc thesis http://hdl.handle.net/10393/40628  
27 Wayte, S. (2020) Addressing the midlife happiness 'dip': an evidence-informed mindfulness-based 
approach to support and promote women's well-being', Lesley University, thesis 
28 Yang, Y.  (2020), 'The economics of psychological well-being: evidence from the United States using 
machine learning method,' University of California Riverside. 
  
93 Papers published pre 2013 in peer reviewed journals 
1 Andrén, D. and P. Martinsson (2006) What Contributes to Life Satisfaction in Transitional Romania? 
Review of Development Economics, 10(1), pp. 59-70. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9361.2005.00300 
2 Appleton, S., & Song, L. (2008). Life satisfaction in urban China: Components and 
determinants. World Development, 36, 2325–2340. 



 27 

3 Baird, B. M., Lucas, R. E., & Donnellan, M. B. (2010). Life satisfaction across the life span: Findings 
from two nationally representative panel studies. Social Indicators Research, 99, 183–203. 
4 Ball, R., & Chernova, K. (2008). Absolute income, relative income and happiness. Social Indicators 
Research, 88(3), 497–529. 
5 Bartram, D. (2013). Happiness and ‘economic migration’: A comparison of Eastern European 
migrants and stayers. Migration Studies,1(2), 156–175. 
6 Becchetti, L., Giachin Ricca, E. & Pelloni, A. The Relationship Between Social Leisure and Life 
Satisfaction: Causality and Policy Implications. Soc Indic Res 108, 453–490 (2012). 
7 Bell, D., & Blanchflower, D. G. (2007). The Scots may be brave but they are neither healthy nor 
happy. Scottish Journal of Political Economy, 54, 166-194. 
8 Birdi, K. P. Warr and A.J. Oswald (1995) Age differences in three components of employee well‐
being, Applied Psychology, 44(4) pp. 345-373 https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1464-0597.1995.tb01085.x  
9 Bjørnskov, C., Dreher, A. & Fischer, J.A.V. Cross-country determinants of life satisfaction: exploring 
different determinants across groups in society. Soc Choice Welfare 30, 119–173 (2008) 
10 Blanchflower, D. G. (2001). Unemployment, well-being and wage curves in Eastern and Central 
Europe. Journal of Japanese and International Economies, 15, 364-402. 
11 Blanchflower, D. G. (20-9) 'International evidence on well-being', in National Time Accounting and 
Subjective Well-Being, NBER and University of Chicago Press, edited by Alan Krueger. 
12 Blanchflower, D., & Oswald, A. (2004) Well-being over time in Britain and the United States', Journal 
of Public Economics, Volume 88, Issues 7-8, July, pp. 1359-1386. 
13 Blanchflower, D., & Oswald, A. (2004), 'Money, sex and happiness', Scandinavian Journal of 
Economics, 106(3), pp 393-415. 
14 Blanchflower, D., & Oswald, A. (2008) Is well-being U-shaped over the life cycle? Social Science & 
Medicine: 66(8), pp. 1733-1741 
15 Blanchflower, D., & Oswald, A. (2008) Hypertension and happiness across natiopns, Journal of Health 
Economics, 27(2), pp. 218-233 
16 Blanchflower, D., & Oswald, A. (2009) The U-shape without controls: a response to Glenn. Social 
Science & Medicine: 69, 486–488. 
17 Blanchflower, D., & Oswald, A. (2011) , 'International happiness: a new view on the measure of 
performance', The Academy of Management Perspectives, February 2011, pp. 6 - 22. 
18 Bleischmann G (2014) Heterogeneity in the relationship between happiness and age: evidence from 
the German Socio-Economic Panel. German Economic Review, 15(3): 393-410.  
19 Brockmann, H. Why are Middle-Aged People so Depressed? Evidence from West Germany. Soc Indic 
Res 97, 23–42 (2010). 
20 Caporale, G. M., Georgellis, Y., Tsitsianis, N., & Ping, Y. Y. (2009). Income and happiness across 
Europe: Do reference values matter? Journal of Economic Psychology, 30, 42–51. 
21 Carstensen, L. L., Turan, B., Scheibe, S., Ram, N., Ersner-Hershfield, H., Samanez-Larkin, G. R., et 
al. (2011). Emotional experience improves with age: Evidence based on over 10 years of experience 
sampling. Psychology and Aging, 26(1), 21–33. 
22 Clark, A. E. (2003). Unemployment as a social norm: Psychological evidence from panel data. Journal 
of Labor Economics, 21(2), 323–351. 
23 Clark, A.E. and F. Etilé (2011) Happy house: Spousal weight and individual well-being, Journal of 
Health Economics Volume 30, Issue 5, September, pp. 1124-1136 
24 Clark, A., & Oswald, A. (1994). Unhappiness and unemployment. Economic Journal: 648–659. 
25 Clark, A. E., Oswald, A., & Warr, P. (1996). Is job satisfaction U-shaped in age? Journal of 
Occupational and Organizational Psychology, 69, 57e-1. 
26 Claudia, S. (2009). Direct evidence on income comparisons and their welfare effects. Journal of 
Economic Behavior & Organization, 72(2009), 408–424. 
27 Cullis, J., Hudson, J. & Jones, P. A Different Rationale for Redistribution: Pursuit of Happiness in the 
European Union. J Happiness Stud 12, 323–341 (2011).  



 28 

28 Cuñado, J., de Gracia, F.P. Does Education Affect Happiness? Evidence for Spain. Soc Indic 
Res 108, 185–196 (2012).  
29 Davies, S., Hinks, T. Crime and Happiness Amongst Heads of Households in Malawi. J Happiness 
Stud11, 457–476 (2010). 
30 Di Tella, R., MacCulloch, R. J., & Oswald, A. J. (2001). Preferences over inflation and unemployment: 
evidence from surveys of happiness. American Economic Review, 91, 335-341. 
31 Di Tella, R., MacCulloch, R. J., & Oswald, A. J. (2003). The macro- economics of happiness. Review 
of Economics and Statistics, 85, 809-827. 
32 Ferrer-i-Carbonell, A., & Gowdy, J. M. (2007). Environmental awareness and happiness. Ecological 
Economics, 60(3), 509–516. 
33 Ferrer-i-Carbonell, A., and P. Frijters (2004): “How important is methodology for the estimates of the 
determinants of happiness?,” The Economic Journal, 114, 641.  
34 Fischer, J.A.V. (2009) 'Happiness and age cycles – return to start...? On the functional relationship 
between subjective well-being and age,' OECD Social, Employment and Migration Working Papers no. 99 
35 Frey, B. S., & Stutzer, A. (2002). Happiness and economics. Princeton: Princeton University Press. 
36 Fortin, N. J.F. Helliwell and S. Wang (2015), How does subjective well-being vary around the world 
by gender and age? World Happiness Report, 2015   
37 Frijters, P., Haisken-DeNew, J. P., & Shields, M. A. (2004). Money does matter! Evidence from 
increasing real income and life satisfaction in East Germany following reunification. American Economic 
Review, 94, 730-740. 
38 Frijters, P., Haisken-DeNew, J. P., & Shields, M. A. (2005). The causal effect of income on health: 
evidence from German reuni- fication. Journal of Health Economics, 24, 997-1017. 
39 Fukuda, K. (2013). “A Happiness Study Using Age-Period-Cohort Framework.  Journal of Happiness 
Studies 14 (1): 135–53. 
40 Georgellis, Y., Tsitsianis, N. & Yin, Y.P. Personal Values as Mitigating Factors in the Link Between 
Income and Life Satisfaction: Evidence from the European Social Survey. Soc Indic Res 91, 329–344 
(2009).  
41 Gerlach, K., & Stephan, G. (1996). A paper on unhappiness and un- employment in Germany. 
Economics Letters, 52, 325-330. 
42 Gimenez-Nadal, J.I., Sevilla-Sanz, A. The Time-Crunch Paradox. Soc Indic Res 102, 181–196 
(2011).  
43 Graham, C. (2005). Insights on development from the economics of happiness. World Bank Research 
Observer, 20, 201-231. 
44 Gerdtham, U-G. and Johannesson, M. (2001) The relationship between happiness, health, and socio-
economic factors: result based on Swedish microdata. Journal of Socio-Economics, 30(6), 553-557. 
45 Hayo, B., & Seifert, W. (2003). Subjective economic well-being in Eastern Europe. Journal of 
Economic Psychology, 24, 329-348  
46 J.F. Helliwell, Christopher P. Barrington-Leigh, Anthony Harris and Haifang Huang International 
Evidence on the Social Context of Well-Being In Ed Diener, John F. Helliwell and Daniel Kahneman, eds. 
International Differences in Well-Being, Oxford University Press, 2010. 
47 Helliwell, J.F.; Putnam, R.D. (2004) The Social Context of Well-Being. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. 
B. Biol. Sci, 359, 1435–1446. 
48 John F. Helliwell and Shun Wang (2010), Trust and Well-Being, International Journal of Wellbeing, 
Vol. 1, No. 1, pp. 42-78. 
49 Hooghe, M., Vanhoutte, B. Subjective Well-Being and Social Capital in Belgian Communities. The 
Impact of Community Characteristics on Subjective Well-Being Indicators in Belgium. Soc Indic 
Res 100, 17–36 (2011).  
50 Humpert, Stephan (2010): A Note on Happiness in Eastern Europe.  European Research Studies, Vol. 
XIII, No. 3 (2010): pp. 133-144. 
51 Kuroki, M. (2011). Does social trust increase individual happiness in Japan? Japanese Economic 
Review, 62(4), 444–459. 



 29 

52 Lacruz, M.E., Emeny, R.T., Baumert, J. et al. Prospective association between self-reported life 
satisfaction and mortality: Results from the MONICA/KORA Augsburg S3 survey cohort study. BMC 
Public Health 11, 579 (2011). https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-11-579 
53 Lang, I.A., Llewellyn, D.J., Hubbard, R.E., Langa, K.M., & Melzer, D. (2011). Income and the midlife 
peak in common mental disorder prevalence. Psychological Medicine: 1365–1372. 
54 Lelkes, O. (2006). Knowing what is good for you: Empirical analysis of personal preferences and the 
“ objective good.” The Journal of Socio-Economics, 35(2), 285–307. 
55 McAdams, K.K., Lucas, R.E., Donnellan, M.B. (2012). The role of domain satisfaction in explaining 
the paradoxical association between life satisfaction and age. Social Indicators Research: 295–303. 
56 Morgan, J. and O. Robinson (2013) Intrinsic aspirations and personal meanining across adulthood: 
conceptual interrlations and age/sex differences', Developmental Psychology, 19(5), pp. 999-1010 
57 Movshuk, O. (2011) Why is Life Satisfaction U-shaped in Age? Journal of Behavioral Economics and 
Finance, Vol 4, pp. 133─138 
58 Mroczek, D. K., & Christian, M. (1998). The effects of age on positive and negative affect: A 
developmental perspective on happiness. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 75(5), 1333–1349. 
59 Oshio, T., Kobayashi, M. Area-Level Income Inequality and Individual Happiness: Evidence from 
Japan.J Happiness Stud 12, 633–649 (2011). 
60 Oswald, A. J. (1997). Happiness and economic performance. The Economic Journal, 107, 1815–1831.  
61 Oswald, A. J., & Powdthavee, N. (2005). Does happiness adapt? A longitudinal study of disability 
with implications for economists and judges.  Journal of Public Economics 92(5-6), June, pp. 1061-1077 
62 Oswald, A. J., & Powdthavee, N. (2007). Obesity, unhappiness and the challenge of affluence: theory 
and evidence. Economic Journal, 117(521), 441-454. 
63 Oswald, A.J. and S. Wu (2011), Well-being Across America", Review of Economics and Statistics, 
2011, 93, 1118-1134 
64 Peiró, A. (2006), Happiness, satisfaction and socio-economic conditions: Some international evidence, 
The Journal of Socio-Economics, 35(2), pp. 348-365, 
65 Pittau, M.G., Zelli, R. & Gelman, A. Economic Disparities and Life Satisfaction in European 
Regions. Soc Indic Res 96, 339–361 (2010). 
66 Powdthavee, N. (2005). Unhappiness and crime: evidence from South Africa. Economica, 72, 531-
547. 
67 Propper, C., Jones, K., Bolster, A., Burgess, S., Johnston, R., & Sarker, R. (2005). Local 
neighbourhood and mental health: evidence from the UK. Social Science & Medicine, 61, 2065-2083. 
68 Realo, A., & Dobewall, H. Does life satisfaction change with age? A comparison of Estonia, Finland, 
Latvia, and Sweden. Journal of Research in Personality (2011), doi:10.1016/j.jrp.2011.03.004 
69 Safi, M. (2010). Immigrants’ life satisfaction in Europe: Between assimilation and 
discrimination. European Sociological Review,26(2), 159–176. 
70 Salinas-Jiménez, M.M., Artés, J. & Salinas-Jiménez, J. Education as a Positional Good: A Life 
Satisfaction Approach. Soc Indic Res 103, 409–426 (2011). 
71 Seifert, W., (2003). Subjective economic well-being in Eastern Europe. Journal of Economic 
Psychology 24 (3), 329–34 
72 Senik, C. (2004). When information dominates comparison - learning from Russian subjective panel 
data. Journal of Public Economics, 88, 2099-2123. 
73 Shields, M. A., & Wheatley Price, S. (2005). Exploring the economic and social determinants of 
psychological well-being and per- ceived social support in England. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society 
(Series A), 168, 513-537. 
74 Singleton, N., Bumpstead, R., O'Brien, M., Lee, A., & Meltzer, H. (2001). Psychiatric morbidity 
among adults living in private households, 2000. London: The Stationery Office. 
75 Smyth, R., Nielsen, I. & Zhai, Q. Personal Well-being in Urban China. Soc Indic Res 95, 231 (2010).  
76 Sohn, K. (2013) Sources of happiness in Indonesia, The Singapore Economic Review Vol. 58, No. 02, 
1350014   
77 Sook-Hee, C. (2008) Are Koreans Satisfied with Life? SERI Quarterly; Vol. 1(1), pp. 100-103. 



 30 

78 Stone, A.A.  J.E. Schwartz, J. E. Broderick, and A. Deaton (2010), 'A snapshot of the age distribution 
of psychological well-being in the United States,' PNAS, June 1, 107 (22) 9985-9990; 
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1003744107 
79 Subramanian, S.V., Kim, D., Kawachi, I.: Covariation in the socioeconomic determinants of self-rated 
health and happiness: a multivariate multilevel analysis of individuals and communities in the USA. J. 
Epidemiol. Community Health 59(8), 664–669 (2005) 
80 Sun, F., Xiao, J.J. Perceived Social Policy Fairness and Subjective Wellbeing: Evidence from 
China. Soc Indic Res 107, 171–186 (2012). 
81 Theodossiou, I. (1998). The effects of low-pay and unemployment on psychological well-being: a 
logistic regression approach. Journal of Health Economics, 17, 85-104. 
82 Tiefenbach, T., Kohlbacher, F. (2014) Subjective Well-being Across Gender and Age in Japan: An 
Econometric Analysis. In: Eckermann E. (eds) Gender, Lifespan and Quality of Life. Social Indicators 
Research Series, vol 53. Springer, Dordrecht. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-7829-0_12 
83 Tsou, M., & Liu, J. (2001). Happiness and domain satisfaction in Taiwan. Journal of Happiness 
Studies, 2, 269–288. 
84 Uglanova E. (2014) Gender Dimensions of Subjective Well-being in Russia. In: Eckermann E. (eds) 
Gender, Lifespan and Quality of Life. Social Indicators Research Series, vol 53. Springer, Dordrecht. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-7829-0_9 
85 Uppal, S. (2006). Impact of the timing and severity of disability on the subjective well-being of 
individuals with disabilities. Social Science & Medicine, 63, 525-539. 
86 Van Landeghem, B. (2012). A test for convexity of human well-being over the lifecycle: longitudinal 
evidence from a 20-year panel. Journal of Economic Behavior and Organization: 571–585. 
87 Van Landeghem, B. and J. Schmollers  (2009). The Course of Subjective Well-Being over the Life 
Cycle Journal of Applied Social Science Studies   Vol. 129, Iss. 2,  (Apr 2009): 261-267.  
DOI:10.3790/schm.129.2.261 
88 Van Laningham, J.  D. R. Johnson and P. Amato (2001) , Marital Happiness, Marital Duration, and 
the U-Shaped Curve: Evidence from a Five-Wave Panel Study, Social Forces, Volume 79, Issue 4, June, 
pp.1313–1341, https://doi.org/10.1353/sof.2001.0055 
89 Van Praag, B., & Ferrer-i-Carbonell, A. (2004). Happiness quantified: A satisfaction calculus 
approach. Oxford: Oxford University Press. 
90 Wang, P., VanderWeele, T.J. Empirical Research on Factors Related to the Subjective Well-Being of 
Chinese Urban Residents. Soc Indic Res 101, 447–459 (2011). 
91 Wunder, C., A.Wiencierz, J.Schwarze and H. Küchenhoff (2013), 'Well-being over the life span: 
semiparametric evidence from British and German Longitudinal Data, Review of Economics and Statistics, 
95(1), pp.154-167 
92 Yang, Y. (2008). Social inequalities in happiness in the United States, 1972 to 2004: An age-period-
cohort analysis. American Sociological Review, 73(2), 204–226. 
93 Zacher, H., Jimmieson, N. L., & Bordia, P. (2014). Time pressure and coworker support mediate the 
curvilinear relationship between age and occupational well-being. Journal of Occupational Health 
Psychology, 19(4), 462–475. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0036995 


