EEdl

FiBEMEE7 (1) 33-37

V=Y x ) - XX EZVIFRAND VT L V554 0t Y v e
Loz 31517 R

X—T—RF:V=29b- v ESIL, TILFLNIVRA, XIRHE, BRIR, £iEF

AY$HER

Applicability of a Multilevel Analysis to Social Capital Research
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Abstract

The number of evidences that indicate the strong relationship between the social capital
and good health has been increasing. However in order to make clear the contextual effect
of social capital on General Health perception, an ecological analysis has some limitations.
While multilevel analysis provides a theoretical and technical framework that can help
reconceptualize much of social capital research. We begin by outlining the conceptual
motivation behind multilevel analysis, then introduce the idea of multilevel models and discuss

the implication for social capital research.
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