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The Female Happiness Index and Dimensions in Shanghai
—Based on Report of Female Happiness Index in Jiangsu Zhejiang and Shanghai 2014

HAN Chunyu® YU Yu-hua” LIU Meng-ci”

(a.Institute of Social Development; b.Social Science Division East China Normal

University Shanghai 200241 China)

Abstract: The female happiness index in Shanghai is 3.54 according to the sample survey in Shanghai
2014 with SEM  which is slightly higher than the average. The paper assesses the basic conditions and the
characteristics of the female happiness index from the following five aspects as physical and psychological
health family relationships career development material conditions and social environment so as to encour—
age the government to promote the female happiness index overall.
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