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J, consensus, MELS, a mixed effects location-scale
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I. M2

Ao REe XPOlE Avgetell ol AR o] HAIIES 7ij1E allvt
og= Aysl] HFEE HE Al et F7HAQl 7Rs3S AAlsklck Sampson,
Raudenbush@} Earls(1997) HAE ke TR AlslAtx4 3 SollA F=4]
or HHS FUsh= aQlemA] UFaE 7ide Arsk Hetas gt Hze] o
AE AATsiSit): Sampson F(1997)0f W, A de: vls-A2] ARelEAlel o
oF Ao LS TP S s 7Idie Eok A asAo] w2 AdYrE

A% 223 v I iAol ot ol 2 Aol o) WAES gk
kAol Bt AT el clekll ololRAT Hskagel 24
QoA oiza) of7lo] At MREEAE Aole] SAo] ofd Ajeje] S48 1
Ehti= o=, l"—“‘. o SAEAL FAE ook Fhfar o) BRgsith 12t

nE

_lm

AR o] YPEEY w25k ool AL whe- ol ol of
f2 BAPOR SR WAL 1) Sreld] ST ARKERA Q14 AmE A

wholol] wieh WEgES AEslol X|o] 4e] W $gels Zol3lcKSampson,
Raudenbush, & Earls, 1997; Wells et al., 2006; Zhang, Messner, & Liu, 2007;
Bruinsma et al., 2013; 24 X4- 0|44l 2010; 994, 2012; vkash A& A, 2013;
gk 20155 Sl <L 2020, el ol 2l felol, i) gl
AAR 7 Aele] AR AES oEY 4 e AWl diet s Alshe
% olk ol SHINEE A183 uo] MEHoR WAsH EAlol/|E SR S3)
AR MRS 2880 QoA ) AFe) Aaslort Bask Aok A8 S
%12 o] atElo] Qi WA 49, Ao} 4570) i F47H 7 Lehdet
3 shefekE 2] W oalko] I Uehdth Shche, 1 Aohe Aaao] e
A joleli wrjofe Harh 9lg olck

UEe Aol itk A W o]Fgde]l #t FAk= Browning, Dirlamy}
Boettner(2016)2} Brunton-Smith, Sturgis@} Leckie(2018) 59 ATtoflA thREZl v}
e ey = Aollals A1 W O]XW# 2] MF Sz 7ke] 2HAQ] HAS
A ogith Sl AR QA it Ao o) ol ol Al



Ao, A9l FeasAda | o) AR Wt A= WA ke wEk
A £ QoA S SHE TRl MAESA Q4 Fwrt M) Wage] of
HeE G vIAEA s, o]5e] Al Hidt Haede] sEAd e 2day
7] BRIsEIA Bk olgdl, 712e] & wae] FlE nelsh MELS md(a
mixed effects, location-scale model) A2 AAJ5}ed, 7Q] W x| =2 W7} #gH

e A TEaL ARkaasdel A ofudt FEE viRleA AuEAA S

Sampson 5(1997)2 HHE fFsk= Zloz ARl tpefRt ARl 124 2 ol
M= HEom WS FUsk:s aclo] wE Qv sk, HaeAd
(Collective Efficacy)] 71g& AXsigich. Aakiade Ao 749 7o) Al
(mutual trust)E HIELO & 3t F-2-9] o]2le: &) 7|Ys}arA} sl= 2Jx|(willingness to
intervene)E 2Ju|gtcSampson et al., 1997). slg-gA4Jo] HFe} AAE= oy
2o thea) 2k 749 Tol ALl gl A} Rkig XAl el ofut
i
A2k -3 Aol Aelstels A7k 2Rt AABleIME ARIEAY) BEHoR
olFoA ol s = U= A o O’ ARIEAIY] HgE

A AslgAlkn gddon, aEade 2 ul%ﬂx—a ApglgAinformal social

control)Q} Al5] 2-%]&(social cohesion and trust)o] ZglE w<5olalar sl olu)
o) WA S ASE e, W AAUEE SRS 5 S9de §
A Aol ARIskE WSk oz, B4 BAIE ek WSiclE S o] A

el AT ES Vilsleie B ouidc A8 SHEe Rt B A9
o] Agow, Aol ;ws:; 7he] Ak AN SOt L ol
HakEg o] B Aol W= B4k 4 9tk Sampson S(1997)2 A%
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AT 3 olefet TS SISk TS 199510] A7k X]99e] 3437)e] u}
2 TS YHOR WHEAE AR, HIHRAIEAA AR, Akl 5
2)o] Z|eje] Eel MRS oZSH 2919ke BRISALE olelolE Tide] gltol
YRR 2 AAUSS 20| Sek S LeR om(Oberwittler, 2007;

Odgers et al., 2009; Mazerolle, Wickes, & McBroom, 2010), Rsla-84v} HE|+
He}o] HAG) TS Fss AHITE Th: 913tk Sampson, 2009; Brunton
-Smith, Sutherland, & Jackson, 2014).

= A7t Folrs &-9-4(2012)9f Atolln Htassdo] A HAe]e] HEvjs) 74
ol FA(e=2 Foufet Feks nizltkes A yelt: sHARE o] 2jof =jofA
 AEeAdY HE wale] BAE Al AaF WA edsken, Fkaedyt W

oo o] 3k ohrh thR ROl AL o 4], 2010; oAl a0

f

ey o dyeole Adaerdel S48 wld =Ao) Fluer: Hdas

Tt =
5 2 393t G Ao 16 S0l ISt Wee] 27 W 24 UelE A
S0 Agstolol Gckin B Flo] st et BAROR e Uslod 7
APAE0] BHBRL Gl T QA ZsbIe v ofgla WERE o] it of
Bt olfiE The] AelA Al Soli] ZE AAEERA 24 BEO) g X
o elol ufe Bakgre AkEsle] A9 4] WpE Bk Sampson et al,

1997; Wells et al., 2006; Zhang, Messner, & Liu, 2007; Bruinsma et al., 2013;
HPA - o) 4], 20105 94, 2012; HRak- A, 20135 oz 2015; Qb7 e okt
2, 2021). Bg0] o] A9, B4 WAEA WAL Sold wle] census
tract ©9] F5}= gie] Al Al wiele) g A o] el A el
o] Feae AE Sk Aol AP SARIT ofofl weh i =i dllA



= Q] eollM e Fdae ¥ HeE Hdasd WeR B8] SOl
Al 2] 2012; z‘ﬂ-g@, 2015; £&c-2kd4d, 2019; 9hA19] @), 2022). I3y A&st
e} o, gaade 7] 54do] ofd A|9e] SAe Qfulsial Sl idezA
Ao e %#E’H 8= 2lo] Ashal & = sk

e olld S U Bats A o Her 288k 2 4340}01
MAEE] Hatghol 1 99 45 "Bd 5= =7l tieiM= 22 AlVishe
olrk ol FAHOR WHEACl Zuint o2 Zwolx Al 4 gJck WA HJ‘%Q%
2ol oA, Mol 2RSS A T HES W o] U thEsheA] S5
o1t BAAQ 7% Wie] ek UNAOE TF molA olefit o] ofFolAn,
g3zl AF we2s Jd Y A= 247, »°?, 1CC(Intraclass correlation
coefficient)7} o]o]| sttt SIA|ql o|Fst AlPES 71EA o2 A 7+ BARS E35)
WY 0] T} SAMCR BERAIE wlefohe 7Iee ArEl 71 dizell
Aok W o] P TS A sierhs A ok

Ol—t— oli27] ZlolAo] SRR olozick Agt v) EAlo] TS HAIA] gh=rhe

0] A5k U] oA A 5 glis 1Rje] QJoP o Erks A< ojujgic

. DRSNS ol D BAD SR gDl o o

ARk FEERA S SR el oAl ek ] o FAl Hrk o Ak
F25P] chRolAol & vt ek o, ol g AeAIE] T 509 dhge.
2 71 0] PHERA] ha QA1 Aol ol Sk FhgalA. A
Y7} 509 3 2550] ‘g’ SO SHSHL Lhulx] 2590] Wk fpoR st
ek 3 o), 7 oo WAERY PES A PSS FoR kA Fw(1)
o] gio] LkeA| B Aolck. et olef o] A|ojaz] T4 7 QlA] Kot Fsh
Uehhs Aol sl WeEgAle] FE ARl njRas qejor B 4 9lexo
ool oS A 4= ik ThA] W, o]e) e Kok Tl xo] T 7k Alje}
AlBlA SR Ho| =o(Z8 AT S~F0)) xHog B 4~ 9l Aotk ZAoloh

NS Q4] thet A} TLHUS 719] o]y FA Browning 5(2016)2]
Al ThofAl v} ik Browning 5(2016)2 efelA| ol5glo] 15l x|ofel ]
e Aok 49 3 YAl k(agreement) o] v AAS L=, U

2
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&7 A7k W2 eollMe BhEA olFle] AEE AddeE e 2 A
WaFPARE Hokaey At 54 Ao mEet olF2e T AT A
A3}2 =2k Brunton-Smith 5(2018)9] Ao x|9] 4:20] HFHa84
(hRlgk=2l a7t A ek 1te) UA|w(consensus)2f 5218510, 7]
olMe] Wz Felg, WRl Hlw, %2 wa Aol njx e shlsiert
AoAE FREEAe] e AUrs FakEay Qo] i Ao THUS
ool | 7] Sl ulal= HH() FPol FRR: Ane ol
QA 2 KIS AT o] Seoel W 210 WA Arigom A
x| olglon), TR Jdo) 2-E Frk= glo) 2ozt Ak

Tt Sl ofds] BaiRRet Banele] BAlR, Hgae 1?41 3
o 2yl APl B AL BUSH SR Rk ek ok, HAEs
Qo] TEt Ao} THYUS 7he] Bl FHE E AT giglck o] rqe} 2ot
o obgel shel HYATEY g vigo R YRt Aofe] Waishae)
TS WAERAY) BN FHOR vl dick
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3. g7 =¥

* CE: flgte=M(Collective Efficacy)

Aqe
as
o1z

WEpF
H2l == IIrAasS " CE
1217+ %2
sHl 2EA el
W=
= CE ==
o] A= =
Xy =& 1917112 c=<

D 2 Apdd AEeAe FAde RS QAo ol Ao THAE ¢ FA AEE
oumgitt. &) A ATA  “agreement’(Browning et al., 2016), “consensus”, i
“homogeneity” (Brunton- Smith et al., 2018) 522 AM-E& A& Fsle] 1 u|E AAHoz
vehd 4 Qe 8ol FEAd ozt FHsIR Sk
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CE 534
pfe:]
CE s
SES

7P 1) RS ] FRESY Al Feg g v
7h 12) AL Hele] WRERAY Aol foluat G vl ok
7M 13) BESES 1] FHERY AAP] Flle S vl Solek
71 14) 71FR5S A1) FAFERY ] ROie GFL n)d 7
7P 15) 1QUFF offi Jfole] HEEH el vt
71 16) B TN QIS Jfole] FBERA A4l o]

)

r

7H 2-1) Ajoje] BESEE Alojo] AABRAE] T folnle Fake A ol

7H 2.2) Ao ATAEE Aloje] WPESHE] TR felle G n)d o]t

714 2.3) A|4] 1478 Aele] FRHERAS] BRI Srlat ek w2l Zolch

74 2-4) Hoje] Fl] TN AL 1ojo] WREEA] FANel forlat dake md
Aol

7Hd 3-1) JEEA Ao] w2 A9YS, W vl dad Aotk

7Hd 3-2) A9 A0l =2 l s, W vgkeo] A Zlolk

7Hd 3-3) AAEEAY] FAE0] w2 AdeE, FEeA 4ol B vsheol A
= el TV Aotk

Qitt ol FeaEAY HelE Alsid-HMarkowitz et al., 2001; Gibson et al.,
2002; Twigg et al.,, 2010; Gainey et al.,, 2011; Mennis et al., 2013; o]A&] 2],
2012)0) ZATEL o, 9l 4 WaEE A, A, W8GR, 7HAS, 191}
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7 o, Ul FEA Ae EAFAL A FE HRe WSTE TS, 1

7 Y AN Ak EARCE MELS 245 nigfo 2 Waeas SAIR AJH
_]

URE G dokERltk FAIERL 24 el dishiAs oFl 9 WelM $a3

ol o] wigeeh ZIet 42e] wigh A2k ARMERA QA AEE FHA
of mxl= e RIS olo] 1xFo= MELS Xg(a mixed effects,
location-scale model) 22 EA-8- Ax|5l%ck MELS X232 Hedeker, Mermelstein
T} Demirtas(2008)7} #|okst &3tav} the & o7, o] A3 (random coefficient)
o] Erhk o] Fatell tigh FE AlEsiSithe ol 71E S vs 2] &
H Fefo] moleial = 4= ek el Hedeker -5(2008)0] Akt wEe- AAE A}
=of tit oS mP o=, ARtel| wet HhE S JijES] g 7l ek w4
slsto] EAGH= FEIRICE SHANE o] ARYAT-ES 5ol MELS majo] gt 4]
o AL 7Pssitk= Ao] =E]QtiBrunton-Smith et al, 2018; Jackson et al.,

2021; Leckie et al., 2014).
Y, =X B+ v +¢€,

Eij -~ N(O’Of)



MELS 9| 7|2 w&ge: 7120] &5 s 2@ AR S5 Y= 711G
Aol et 2442 g3e WA, X8+ Y,
o] %} t}x wyTe| Ao e MELS &t cw% 21t 71 7Jo|(Between-Group) ]
4k} ek ) Ao)(Within-Group) o] Fao] shgshe RES 271 47 go] B
2 3 AJZicks oloh gk 7k Aol ofulshs vk Zlek 7h0] o AS Uehiis
Hglo] Aot AolRirle ojajghct
=  BAlo] 0 o 23 7S ke, 3
2 0 3 Hojx|nf ZAF EJt AR 0= 7IE v POl oufshe U] &
(random effect)Q} FUsPH, MELS R &ojxl= o]5}of tho{& random scale effect
o} LBV Y3l random location effecte}al A9J=]Sich

e 7120) ER} T maol] A oRs Herrone] sgshs o, A
Ul SRl Aot o EARIZIE Sfufditk ek gF 2folo) Wit v A=, Fid
U AHRlSe] BAAASE Hhe 0 of sk HAR o, o XSS Hae
0 o] obd Zke 7Kl Fab stk Ack

MELS mgoljis e 7k o] v,0h gk ] Hjo] ¢;;0] 2 Exlo] vfsio] =1
A BRE AN, 21 AW BEE el RS B g YD) Fow w9
W] ¢gtolcHedeker et al., 2008). Rt 71 2jo]e} Xt ] =jolof tfjgt ZF B3
theat 2k
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O‘f[_ =exp(u';a)

Gz}j = eXp(w'l»]»‘[ + CUZ‘)

AR 2k Aole] Hak o 3 ek W) Aole] HAF of = 212} w9k w7} Wkl
we} b WeRlch o oo ik BRIASEA, a7k felulsh Ok 2 A4S, o,
7} Z7kel wfet ek 7 Hole] B4t o, ER F7IBHL RelnlahA 0wk 2k 7

i
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= roll oo gck gk, sk o) Ajo] A of ol 271Hel o] E o,
7} E9Eck 0= Gi o] 2x12 Ve o) random scale effect2 F2l=it}.
olefat el ufek MELS maolaf 1] £AL ol 215k 7F 241] Ao vl
£ UeEhi= F Al ICC(intraclass correlation coefficient)= o}efje] AxkAlC
& =3k o]z ICC A TR 9 w;;ol wet Hslkhth= 2& o 4= otk

exp(u';a)
ICC =

1
exp(u’'a) + exp(w';;r + EGZ)

o

ICC go] Zcke A1 e W) Zole] B4k exp (w7 + %))e] ke 2

vepiE=, ICC o] 255 At W 7iAlEe] SaAUS ofnfdict wehy 2 at
il Heae Ujo) AL 1CC Aol et SAsiaic
MELS mge 71zo] the maolq sofat 4 qlolel ek Ul 2jol, = ek o
oZl ol gt 37 A el HFol 7hssiths Aol itk 4714 STATA
£ E3j] MELS EA412 AAe AL, B4 A} 14| (stage 1)5E] 3gkA|(stage 3)=
T o] AR 18] E40llM= 7158] 74 A= K&(the mean function)of] 3
o 7+ BAbo]| tfgt 3R & (the between-group variance function)S 715 HEfo]
o 260 16k mago] Zsk U] F4le] oigh 7 E(the within-group variance
function)& 37}3t otk kA= MELSS] HE myowm 2chd wao

random-location effect@} random-scale effect 7+o] Alozk85}u} Xck

”;‘
©

W 24k
ERJ= random-scale effect 38 71351 mgolc}. AN AITARRIH= Aot 71 B
of Z7)ok ik o) Hate] 517 Zlo] A1 ARREAS Ui, el gk 7k 4
o] ATRAL, S()2] B 74 A9l o) ATt e ot
(random-scale effect 3Hojr= sl B4 At | F2uxe] 77 EARCR
ROMIRAE kb GO, pgro] 0.05Hek 242 B9 [ek f ool FAHCR
Solulsiehs Ae ojujaik

ri
o,
oy

_OI__
]_




& Aolis 132 0= MELS HES F3f Hamerd Aol tigt 7iel 2t Alo]
o} 7] 1 ZJolo] e M= R915S AlwRglr). Mean functionoi= 7jql 422
9] H4~E, between-group variance function¥} within-group variance functionojj=
A 570 MRS kL 3 MRS FARE Al 10C ghe AkEsiol g
a8Ae A s AdsiEtlk 1AF 24 (Model 1 ~ Model 3)& F3lf A4
ICC Zja} =24 W= 23 BEAj(Model 4 ~ Model 6)21 6167112] x|&o] HAlS-S
o2 7t 3lFEA 0 -8t 22; Ao M= A9 pFteo] Hdasrd 4

ol s FFe TS 2HaNE THoR HuHSi:

FARYAPTABATLON AT 20144 AIAHTISRAN 2 2] 2015)¢)
AEe 22 22 BEIIE 20141 AR 20159 5Y, 2A} i
AE 20142 Slof Ad=0) WHAA| o 7Rt RIS dVde= A=)
th & 14,97672] 7} 6,66071-9] AR Edom FEEQlom, AR
HpaLe mazAlel 47719 RS B ofoizick

AR EEARS S e 6 0 AE elsl] Sl Ak 238 5]
= slo] AAPBIAL Qlek - AlE 7o TR AR Aol A Alsst
L AmEzesase] 74 241 AR 20189 24 2zolk shAje TR 2
QA 20144 RS B AR B3 olf, 20161 o]F9] ARoAR 2AL
SHAR AFAA AEIE s 23] A 7] wiEeld: Adaesde AY
42 HEE ARES] QleliAs ul=te] census tracto]u} J=te] MSOA(Middle Layer
Super Output Area)@} Zro] AlZ A& HE7}F HRsPARE =je] AkzojlA= ol
Foh=s A1 T ArE SHEshs Alo] - otk wEbd FA Aol 71 Al
i A AR st & W THE Al D= Akt 20164 o]9-9]
SRR AR TEefe] FHENE AlEsial Q7] wizoll & W, & E9ie] FEIT
3EQPEo] Sle 20149 RS #4 A=z Atk

2F Aok AR BSgkE ARt 14.973749] Alol2r} sz et A
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14,97319] 717912 6,95979] 7ie JEEl, ok 616712) S, W, 5 Tele) 2|o]
ow PAsE] k. SUET WE AT 4= oF 17k 4ol ok

(E 1) ZAKIS Q9

Xt 7 FARIA FPIE 4 SUS Dol BR AP 4
s (73270 Y 5079 1136
& (10?2%) 80 2
c (1;%% 1,080 1038
k] " 00.0% | 6959 1130

3. B0 ZMEE 2 H%)

A99] WaEshaL Aol $EeIMe] WAl BAS & W B W9l sl
Ao 2APIE 4 o] S E A TS 148 AEste] TSt WAl 3
BoEL 1) SO xw S5} 4%, 2) B EEUAL HORI(E: 1

4 48 5 £ el el sstesich ol sl Al %%1}94 e A
3 U AR WA S AR stk

LA QAL Sampson (1997)0] AAIaE HIFAH ABIEAL} Al SHE
ZAoke Hme) Wg-e Hasioel, 20144 AW sjzom Se) Fu| Alksel o
L7 e Boluit S Btk AR 2 %3 AR Holgiek, Ful
QofLh= 2ol sl A ol Y, ofele o] gloml M= 2 mgiek, “Fu
2% WAt mololl AFH0 Fofick, “Fu ook WAl olo|SelA) RS
sk =o1E 2 Qlek, “HARo] WPANStR el A3 2 LY, RS

ol 422 slok Shciw o] Tl Holdk 2 LUK, o) 7k £ Likert 53

al
o)

QTkely



BAMSRE A, 03, MEGE, A 191 7FE ol By FA Q4 52

o WS T, oS 0 0R i) ARe] A9, SHael A
28 ot Aoz FAsle] 10Ty, 204, 30T, ‘40T, ‘50T, ‘60T, ‘70T oA
o= BRI IR WEE AR B84 4S9, SHRe) FEsI] o) o
MISHS(FS1R) E “Thell oW AR A A% WS ARSI, 7ihsel
Shehli= 20141 o o -8 P Aﬂ% A A LB A5G ZAslel

XH HIEH ?“é% =olEE £ ﬂﬂo}oﬁ 1Ql 7HL°J —°r T, opd - 0°e

2 i‘%ﬁ‘}ﬁt‘r U A A Afolle 2014 TS VIEeR 92 B 79
ol il =71 e =olies 3 Bgslo] ‘o 2877} ot gAY H=A
AL APAREGICY, “Fol Wi 2t v ZhEe] Bty o] 2ok &3] A
gHgoll ik 37 23 V1 AAME A7 e AlRE] BokT, (AR T
el ’%}—"rt— *F‘é.*é% X}T = 7 A ol =k ARl A &g Hiet 37)

['UO

%’M wg% 3 H 0] %s; ASIAIL 1 % e QA mes
2 7R, 191 71 ofR, ) FA QA & w5 aelel] mel gt 9 W
Zhe AEsl] Aol s v ARl

H3HE-840] A4S MELS m3(Model 1:E] Model 3) HAzula w25 ¥
o 7k Exkh e ) BAke] Zhe B3t ICC AMEAlS Eoﬁ E%EH&EE} = s
= 2x)E] Sl (Model 45 Model 6)o4 KaHaEA 214lo] x|ofo] Wazfs)

off WAL e 2eks 2N Fsr
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<3 2> BAo] R0l w5 KA BAENE 2 e olch FHel 4
off= 2sgte] 1, Zgligte] 5, o] 3.01(SD=0.78)
of ol Hito] 3.06(SD=0.58) 0 F7F 4ol S Ao Lt
ST BANSES AR, Jio] S50) wisse] 4%, AA] 149738 F 47%7)
AOIGITL, o] B-e 434(SD=1.79) thef 40t) 4522) A0R Lhebgih w8
Fo B 413(SD=143)02 Hgolelo] wEsk ofololi, JlLAEe] 4 B
3.81(SD=1.85)5 2t 2008k ollx] 3008k ¢ olAlelS: SJelat 4= Skt 191 77
ofiio] 79, AA % 10%7} 1] 7150 Shgsisic. Ful F24 Q8lel chal
Fol 233(SD=0.69) 0.2, this whe 450 Lk Aof Szolx] Almnel, &
Zza) 7 EAE] Ao ZizE Wo] 4.01(SD=0.91), 3.61(SD=1.24)0]¢l1, z|oid 1
Q1 71 HIES T 12%, U] 54 Q1AL i 224(SD=051) Lhebgirh 17
T MELS =9 £48 s ANE Hease] $a40) A9l 2gio] 011,
2{5igto] 0.86, Ho] 043(SD=0.14)01911L, gho] old4s g5d Qo] dhet
Ao} W o] ke 2 otk
S Ao} 420] WA A9, 7H 4= o] wase) 2 47 B %l
A0 Uehdrh. ole] s BErAS Aek Ak 2] Ao % TR} HaseE
o] 0% Upeketin x| Afulshge] thet Aol Selx) gk 2). WA
S W42 Alojo] Waa] of0 = 3] g, 1= 73] ) WSk ufe]
A % 42%7) ) se) AR Qs ke B1E 4 qliek olel e} )
£ W4 USRS ANIslo] Aok ot Bkl 2 Bl 4|

I d
olo) Wama) ofie Fauew o 2AAE SFRAS ANEI sl

rjgj
>
1o
i)
2]
me
oL
r ]
1
1o
oM,
o

i)

:



Rlegdnt Hal HElesye| SAEE SAeE « 187
(# 2) H4E0| 7|88 242
IRl & = (n=14,973)

Z|%2t Z[cHzk o HEU}
Eesy o4 1,00 5.00 301 078
A=) 0.00 1,00 047 0.50
o 1.00 7.00 434 179
k= 1.00 7.00 413 143
I RAE(RE) 1.00 9.00 381 185
121747 o 0.00 1,00 0.10 0.30
4l FEAM ol 1,00 5.00 223 069

XS = Hs (n=616)

Z|224 Z[cHzt g HEZEWX}
Hz|mlsi= 0.00 0.60 005 008
Bz sl K| 2d0ds 0.00 1.00 042 049
teesd 324 0.1 0.86 043 0.14
TEE M o4 170 464 3.06 058
uerE 123 596 401 0.91
I RAERIE) 1.00 6.83 361 124
10172 0.00 1.00 012 0.16
SUl FEAM 21 1.00 397 224 051

300

200

e
H
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¢

O,
>

(o
> J

ARl % W] ARAR AR A3, BE WeSo) Aole] MYEEH

3} et ATRAVE Qs R Uehdeh TAHOR oUARE, do] v

= )3 19110 S eS WTREA QAL A Uehdeh Telw mad
_]

PRAE, B FAA QAL lele] MR QA S()2] ARAE T 2

]

¢

Ae] 57 WEE| 9 WA of el fefule AV} Sk Wk 3
TERAS] FUY UEEY Q4 WESE S YA QA R0 vekiek

- 1) 2) 3 4 5 6) 7)
1) HE=EY oy
2) YE(1=Ey) -.049
3 oiE 357 - 048
4) WesE =319 163™  -587"
5) 7 PEAS(HLD) -206™* 086 -404* 509"
6) 121747 ofe 0877 -099™ 188"  -215" - 358
7) 4 FEAM o4 -034™  -015 101 042**  -015 011
Mean 3013 0471  433% 4128 3814 0104 2234
(SD) (0778) (0499 (1.787) (1428) (1854) (0305  (0.690)
X|H £&F H (n=616)
= ) 2) 3 4) 5 6) 7)
1) Bz maix|Ho
2 Mate2d SEY -207
3) TeeEM ol4 -097F 449
4) ussE 1837 -882™  -614
5) 7HAS(HET) 049 -166™ -394 741
6) 1217178 -064 307 099"  -330" -535"
7) 24| FAM 2l4 1647 - 4447+ - 088 071 -.002 071
Mean 0424 0431 3058 4013 3610 0130 2237
(SD) (0495)  (0.144) (0583) (0910) (1287) (0.157)  (0.505)

*p <.05, ***p<.001



=0
S > HHY o i o2 o0 = s HHY b 3T
Aofels= AFEEAe) FA0] ke AL o 4= 9l
3. MELS 28 2XMZAuModel 1~ Model 3)
Aata-gA oAyt SR o thell MELS 848 A5k, 1 Zil= <3 4>}

At} Model 12 7iR1e] Hgtaer] Q14 A1
2= 89le A Zlojnk Zi%le] Aekassy ale] ¥ viRks 8fle=E Tt
TS FH| FEA QA AR MgEo] B FARICE fomgt JRke nAk=
Aoz et o/ ddaE(b=-0.05, p<.001), AFo] &275(b=0.10, p<.001), 3L
SFo] W2LE(h=-0.01, p<.01), :LFJT_ 1] 7157} opd4E(b=-0.10, p<.001) ¥
dasd Aol A yehdt:

Adaed 4ol disk A9 7+ 4F & A9 7 ARl jeide wseE
(b=-0.73, p<.001)31} =] F2A] Q1Al(5=-0.62, p<.001)o] LrE=2 2|11 7 AE
(b=0.40, p<.001)3} 1QI7}4-&(b=1.63, p<.001)0] =& XHULE x| 7} H3la-g
7 A Aro] HApL ARk Aoz sie 4= ok tpA] el st |
A QIAo] Al TS 1R REo] W AdaeE A 4ol digt
Ao o Hatghse] 4 Helvar spe 4= Sl

et B2 Bil= 2F HF] Model 3oMk FUsHA| Uehydth A9 Wi 2412
27), & AdEEA 4ol Uit A9 S0l G viHlE 8/leRE IRE
7S, sHl FRA Aol I aa(b=0.14, p<.001)0] F25, 1Al
=) FAA QAl(5=-0.13, p<.001)3} 7]GLAE(h=-0.12, p<.001)0] L& 2|dY4E
AskaeA  olkle] gt XL A UeERdth random-location effectQ}
random-scale effect®] Ao 280 st 7%}%,_, AekaeA] QX 2| ) o249l
Aerl S99 ATAE B, skagAl olXlo] e z|geiz 2|99

¢
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24 el ke Aoz UePdtis=-0.09, p<.001). x| Y o]AAe] HAit
(random-scale SD)o] dfsile AeMz BA4] Awsl BAHoE felulsh
e Ao Ueri(p<.00D).

(B 4y TetsaA olMnt SaIMo| st MELS 23 2A1Z1HModel 1~Model 3)"

s Model 1 Model 3
b SE. [9%ClL] b SE. [9%ClL]

Mean (7ol 45 &%)

(A=) 262 004 253 270 264 004 256 278

M=) -0.05 ** 001 -007 -003| -0,05* 001 -007 -003

oI 0,10 = 000 009 010| 0.09 = 000 008 009

mE=ars -0.01 = 000 -002 000| -001* 000 -002 000

TS (") 0.00 000 000 001| 0.00 000 000 001

121714+ ofg -0.10 ** 002 -013 -007| -0.10 002 -013 -007

4l FEAM 214 0.00 001 -002 002| 0.00 001 -002 002
Between (X2 & i)

(A=) 127 037 05 199| 116 036 045 186

nersE 075 ** 011 09 -054| -0.73 011 -094 052

IS 0.40 = 008 024 055| 040 008 025 055

120142 1568 ** 048 064 252 163 047 070 256

U F2AM oAl -064 ** 011 -08 -043| -062 010 -082 -041
Within (X9} & B)

(A=) -1.20 = 001 -1283 -118| 117 ™ 018 -152 -081

mE=ars 0.14 = 005 004 028

I HAE(EED) 012 = 003 -018 -005

101+ 023 021 -065 019

4l FEAM 214 013 * 005 -023 -0083
Association

location x sacle effect -0.09 ** 003 -015 -003
Random Scale Effect

random-scale SD 0,55 ** 002 051 0.60

Log Likelihood -13122.949 -12561 247
X
(Model 1 vs Model 3) 1123.4057

1) Model 22| 2MA= [£5 1] &X
#p <05, #*p< 01, ¥*¥p < 001



4. 2X|AEl 312N ZHModel 4~Model 6)

MELS £419] Model 3 £42112 £ ofe} =50 A Aol 2] ICC 7t
© wESIIL of2 WFEEA S wew eIt WS st 71457
24 Az Ao Waige] Aol SRER] elgtons, xefo] W s ojrio
digt 22128 SRS AAJSITE Model 455 Model 62 2|9 0] ZeHig
A Qlalo] A} ABRrgalol W s Xof ofiio] nlal Rke Al ol
Model 42] 72, HaHEEA Q1Al0] B x|Jolse WHmlale] 71540] 29% 7
sl Ao Uehdriexpb)=0.71, p<.05). x5t ol2fst gk 11EE84 Model
SolA B4 W%E =90eiR) AleHaL AEEEA Al et B4e] e x|l
22 wHujse] 7RsAo] 95% 7Hasitis AT} Uekdtiexp(b)=0.05, p<.001).
Model 604 KIEEE4 Q14T E240] ABAETS SRS tols, o] Abvat
2wl BAoR Golns] s A0 UERdR|THexp(b)=0.62, p>.05), 15t
T84 Aol oiEt BAHE olds HAOom ol Aom Uepi
(exp(b)=0.05, p<.001). [18] 3] Model 69] EAZAE == el Aot} #
SHEEA QAT B4 7o) s AeETIE SAKeR Solulsx] ghe Ao e
ARE e A, [EEeA QA et SEA0] 8 X|ejolas e
7hs4do] WOk oF 4 itk EH FAA0] £ X|AMHSD)O] A, HFHEEA
Q0] 24 WaTlE] F154o] WolK= AL Blsiglch et SA4e] 57t
(M) 5:22] AelolAf= 1 w7} mjulaiA) et 4ol we AS(M-SD)eA

| obss WHuls] 7154 Eat olls mae melrk

S B ATIE oM ARl BT} MELS Bjo] 27153} S5l
R ATESA QI AR S0l AR 209 AP} 9l Aow
UEpde). ok Aataed Qldo] we xejolas Aataas e dist Aol 74
95 7+ Qale) WA} Ak AL ojulali, oS ghe] Bito] WREEA WA
SEEA] S 4 QLS AN 123 ofefgt B o= Qs ZALE S

Q1410] X|J] 3] ofie] BAXOR Fellet g A oh
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(H 5) K9] Hxjm[s od2of Chst ZX|AE! 3| HEA ZIModel 4~Model 6)

i Model 4 Model 5 Model 6
=T
explb) SE Coef. | explb) SE Coef. | explo) SE Coef.
(&) 073 008 -081 072" 008 -033|073* 009 -031
Tete=24 o4 071~ 014 -034 | 097 016 -003 | 1.00 017 0.00
gleey 24 005* 068 -307 | 005 069 -3.00
elesy oAl
:IEEL;OS =514 0.62 102 -048
-2 Log Likelihood 833,702 812,048 811,822
X? (Chi-square) 5.855" 27 509 27 735
Cox and Snell 7? 009 044 044
*p < .05, *p < 01, **p < 001
[a2 3] Model 6 EAZ0} J2f=
o
CE 82
x| XS seee WEMSD)
e | TTT T T ———- — — s2m)
0.4 E&(M+SD)
) \
2 3 4
E B E8H(CE) 214
5. XY F3¥ ANOVA 2AMzn;
22 S Aset (19 310] Aag F3lelol wu, Aeje] W] ol
= AREEA Aol gk A W FEAo] Sa%t aQlow 8IS o 4= Qltk
olo]l thgt F7HEA R Hotaa Q149 Hwet s/ Aol ulet X [



peo] Hijafs) Aeje] ueS nlmshs ANOVA BAR AN, Ao f3e
o) 7B eIk 9 12 RS Q1419] Bt womA Fako] v ool

T4 2 WEEe Qe Purk oma Bao] w2 Aol 59 3L A

X d
AL 0] Hrt BN TPl B A, 57 4 F o S oIk

7P olbEel ez Holt £ 4ol SFSH= AR A F 157 Aolm, o]
gao] Wala) Aole] Hlge 2903%= u] o] £3 F 7 WA ehck vk
TS QA FA0] BE e 4 1o sjdeks Mleje] B9, W) A

o] H1go] 49.8% ] o] 97 2 71 A Uehdth 99 29} 93 3S ujusjE
), Hujs] 2|ge] ulgo] Zi7h 40.4%, 47.3%= FRAo] W 98 30| Fgsl=

xlojo] wajs) xjofe] ulgo] o Ektk $Iok e Aol FARCR gollsig,
TAHoRE §3 13§ 4, Tel3 99 33 99 49) Holh BAHOR §o
ojst Aos LERITHF=5.98, p<.001). ANOVA EXNZ7IE Hyeoa AkHH}

2w, gEEoR FREEAS) FUHl W Aol B Adurt WA
o] ulgo] A Rt 2 o % gk

(H 6) ANOVA EAZnt

A 78 2F(n=616)
71 2 e 3 7 4
(n=235) (n=114) (n=110) (n=157)
Zee sy oAl - - + +
Helesd s34 - + - +
HE|DlshRI vl 0.498 0.404 0473 0.293
AIEZHE(Tukey)
contrast estimate conflow  conf.high F
52 - R -0.094 -0.238 0,049
3 - fa1 -0.025 0171 0120
i TSR §]S Torio:4 - %joﬁ 0205 = -0.335 -0.075 5 05
253 - |52 0,069 -0.099 0237
254 - 252 0111 -0.265 0.044
254 - 253 -0.180 * -0.336 -0.023

*p < .05, ***p < .001
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=
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2 dtollas TEet AEEA Aol IR AdEed Aol digt A1y
FARESl FY % ALl T S8 T obel 4% 4 A
=x] Al EQIt) A MELS(a mixed effects, location-
scale model) S g2t 17 BAGAE Aol 42 U 2| 52 waSo] 2zt

o

1
14 Aot AekaAo] B vAs R SIS Ao} 4

o= T uw

Z oy b
o
>.
d
[
AC)
k1
£

rl

u_&m
e
ro
1~
)
N
J]
>

%Lﬂ —E.’%é_‘/\i o] =2 A Gollr= A Uie] S2/9x} A
o] Batghe] S0l B A etk oAl el A1 ek Ao
A ARSIl sl AAE oAe Helths Zlolck ofefdt Avkes B4 FEA]
7F A99] AdEed A=E Tdske Holl Y8 viRle diiall Axils SRt
ok 53] g4I ARjA] FEME A H2Ee A MddEe SHle] ARl S
A2 ARIEAl =S W A 7ol = Zloltt
T S T TSRO A 1 0] Wal 7S] 52 AlYollMe

Q18jo] et 0] 7 Vet X

|t
)
o)
of

6] Z_ HEHEE o U= [CRUA
Holkds & Aot Sl A& yehidth YA Weldes Hdassd ¢4 A=
tisl L) oA HolR|ek, 1 QIAO] ATt ofwdiRl= A|dukt HAPF Atk A
ot} o) WK I TS o]of] X199 FRtaeA Q149 Ao dRke miA|

MELS 7 B47715 uigtom AX|g 22|48 57547 ANOVA 24 Zu
= TRet 2k 3, WEEEA Alo] Mele] Wasla) ojel mlX (A Fa
o 54 s RSk A BE WS S8 3% melois U
_]

43 Qo] Tt Fo] L AolelsE Alele] Waula) F15Ad0] 95% Tasis A



o= etk

A, Ao WEusl offlof thet YA A A=t FE4d o) 2Ha=
AR LR FoulshA] ek AleR UERlt: F Hel] 2Eaupt SAF R fofu
SHA| @Al U= o2 S MELS Kgo] 2Advi(Model 3)ef At 2|of 429
= 7 Sk AdEe A HEeAe] sl A= 29 AT S
Aoz yepgton®z, gkaeAd Qo] WA vEhd Ao F2/d0] W] whedl
Yeaed vMeRd fEskA etke 7hsdel ik =9 ()9 deRe
Browning -5(2016)2] ¢4+ Aol AR AX|sk= Aol

A, RAILE 27124 Adfel o duE 2das) Telzel ANOVA 24 2y}
iz T2/l =& AYellM e I Aot wers A9 HEuls) 7hs
do] Wolle BjId &= QlRletk of= UF|EEAo] A9 HiFE HaARIth= A%
ATLo] AES A SHES= Ailo]cSampson et. al., 1997, Oberwittler, 2007;
Odgers et al., 2009; Mozerolle, Wickes, & McBroom, 2010).

2 A9 71 T AtollM tRRoiR|R] ke ke Ql4ol tiRt S84
I A o] {EF TR TAIE Ao EM, XY o) HE o el Az
AR AMBIRTRE ol 2ot itk 4 A4S fIRE ARl d5te] 2]
oigh grelz thaat ol ANskE 4= ek WAL e QA et sEAde

Jofl sl F7H ez duE dart vk 53], S840l W2 AH2 ¥ 7s/del
A R R, =240 of X9 HYUEe] AdEe ol I
flo] 73191, o] A|He] HkaaAd QA S-S FAlol Al 4 = WSk
TS & WaTt QS Aolek Ek F4 AT KTk 2R w91o] 2 T
7} ool o] igFAlE Aolth & qlpolais ol o] ZHsd Hastel
91l & -5 UOIR A0S PESIGAN, ojnrk ARE UelR Ao TEslol
APERS 2990 B Bask ok oo, W Aol Ei 2
sla Alell7} A ook HE ERe] WS wEsle] xjole] Wans oie Sl
2 Al Rglths G2} Ql3lck Sampson 5(1997)0] AXIFE HFHEEAE H|ejo] =
25 Ak ol 8 et 7igoln®, 54 AqtollM= #Fe] TS Fast
e AAEke 2= o] e At 2 Stk

<

Mo

L
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o
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Crime and Consensus of Collective Efficacy

Lee, GyeongA*

The current study has focused on the concept of consensus of collective
efficacy(CE) and figuring out how it impacts on crime level in neighborhood. As
a means of measuring consensus of CE, MELS model(a mixed effects, location-scale
model), which is used for examining heterogeneity within neighborhood, has been
conducted for primary analysis. A logistic regression analysis was then conducted
as a secondary analysis, in order to find out the effects of CE and consensus of
CE on crime. The results reveal that low education level and high level of disorder
and income increases the consensus of CE. Also, In neighborhoods with high levels
of education and disorder, and low levels of income and single-person households,
there is homogeneity in the average levels of CE among the neighborhoods0. Lastly,
the negative effect of CE on crime has been controlled by a variable of consensus
of CE. In the final model including all variables, consensus of CE has 95% declined
the probability of victimization of neighborhood. These imply the importance of
consensus of CE for explaining connection between CE and crime, and also further
study for figuring out the relation between CE and consensus of CE would be

needed.

% Key words: collective efficacy, consensus of collective efficay, MELS, a mixed

effects location-scale model
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