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and Happiness
V¥

Introduction: Although the use of the happiness economy
approach does not have much history, since policy mak-
ers generally make decisions in the direction of increasing
well-being and public satisfaction, it becomes important to
quantify the concept of mental well-being and examine the
factors affecting it in order to improve happiness in society.
Methods: The purpose of this research is to investigate
the effect of government size on people’s happiness in
two different regimes according to the level of human
development in 110 selected countries for the period of
2006 to 2017. For this purpose, threshold panel regres-
sion has been used. The information needed for this re-
search includes the happiness variable from the World
Happiness Information Bank, economic growth rate,
unemployment rate, inflation rate and government size
from the World Bank database and human development
index from the United Nations Development Program.
Findings: The model estimation results show that the
variables of government size, economic growth, infla-
tion and unemployment have a significant effect on hap-
piness. According to the threshold limit calculated for
the human development variable (0.577), the effect of
government size on happiness is different in two regimes.
Discussion: According to the findings of the research, increas-
ing the size of the government below the threshold of human
development leads to a decrease in the happiness of the peo-
ple of the society, but after crossing the threshold of human
development with the increase in the size of the government,
the happiness of the people increases, which shows the effi-
ciency of the government policies. Also, with the increase in
economic growth, happiness increases and with the increase
in inflation and unemployment, happiness decreases, and the
noteworthy point is that the negative effect of unemployment
is greater than the negative effect of inflation
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Extentded Abstract

Introduction: Since the early 1990s, research on happiness has been regarded as
particularly important in the fields of economics. Measuring people’s well-being
through objective indicators has a long history in economics. The most impor-
tant idea here is annual income. On the other hand, economists and politicians
have also criticized this approach. An alternative approach that has been proposed
to measure people’s well-being is the subjective approach. This approach evalu-
ates people’s well-being in terms of indicators of well-being and life satisfaction.
Therefore, in general, a part of economics that uses subjective indicators is known
as happiness economics. According to Veenhoven (2013), a Dutch sociologist,
happiness is the degree by which a person judges his life to be an ideal life. In
other words, how much a person likes his life is the criterion for grading people’s
happiness. Factors affecting mental well-being are divided into two categories:
macro and micro factors. Macro factors are the same for all people, such as in-
flation, national income, etc., but micro factors change from person to person,
such as the feeling of inequality, health, etc. In previous studies, the relationship
between macro variables such as annual income, inflation, unemployment and
income inequality, and happiness (psychological well-being) have been investi-
gated, but government size has been neglected. In the same way, the effect of vari-
ables in most research articles has been investigated in a linear way. On the other
hand, few researchers have analysed the nonlinear relationship between happiness
and variables. The noteworthy point here is the lack of attention to the effect of the
development of countries in the role of the government on happiness. The aim of
the current research is to investigate the role of the government on happiness in
different countries based on their development using the Astana panel regression.
In other words, investigating the role of countries’ development on how the size of
the government affects happiness is the main goal of this research.

Methods: This research, which focused on the role of human development, used
threshold panel regression to investigate the effect of government size on happi-
ness. If we determine the threshold ratio for the human development variable, we
can simultaneously analyse the effect of government size in different regimes.

In this research, happiness was considered a function of government size, eco-
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nomic growth, inflation, unemployment and human development. Therefore,
considering that the purpose of the current research is to investigate the role of
countries development based on the relationship between the size of governments
and happiness, the human development variable is considered as a threshold vari-
able. These variables can be shown according to the threshold regression model
presented by Hansen (1999).

In this equation,, Hap, is an indicator of happiness that has been extracted from
the World Bank database of happiness, and xit is a vector of explanatory variables
such as economic growth (GDPgit), unemployment (UNit), inflation (INFit). GSit
is also the size of the government, calculated from the ratio of total government
expenditures to GDP, all derived from the World Bank’s Global Development In-
dex (WDI). Furthermore, HDIit, which is taken out of United Nations develop-
ment plan, is a Human Development Index and plays the role of the threshold
variable and sample division. Countries were chosen based on the availability of
the necessary information and data; as a result, information data of 110 countries
during 2006 2017 were collected

Findings: At first, stability of the variables was examined using Levin-Len-Chu
unit root test. It became known that all the variables were stable at 5%. Next, it is
mandatory to analyse the amount of threshold and its meaning before analysing
the model totally. Zero hypothesis meaning that the model is linear is rejected ac-
cording to the result of the table and bootstrap value; so, the model has a threshold
and the single-threshold model is a suitable model on the data. Hence, threshold
value is 0.577 based on this test.

The result of the threshold test

Hypothesis test F value | Probability Cn:tc;l(l);alue Crltlcasl[;'alue at
(1] ()
No threshold H;
427.01 0.000 87.88 92.82
A threshold H,
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The assessment of the model is presented in the table below:

The result of the threshold model estimation

Variable Coefficient T value Probability
GS (HDI<0/577) -0.044 -5.51 0.000
GS (HDI>0/577) 0.022 4.48 0.000
GDPg 0.03 2.44 0.015
INF -0.036 -3.75 0.000
UN -0.06 -6.73 0.000
Constant 5.99 29.74 0.000

As shown in the table above, the coefficient of government size before and after
the threshold is different and significant. When government size increases by one
unit, happiness decreases by 0.044 units, when the human development ratio is be-
low the threshold value and all variables are held constant. On the contrary, when
the human development ratio is above the threshold level, happiness increases by
0.022 units per one unit increase in government size. Also, the results show the
positive and significant effect of economic growth and the negative and significant
effect of unemployment and inflation on happiness.

Discussion: The results of the analysis indicate that by expanding the size of the
government in values higher than the threshold of human development, happi-
ness increases, and vice versa, in values lower than the threshold of human de-
velopment, increasing the size of the government has a negative effect on happi-
ness. The reason is that the standard of living increases with the improvement of
countries’ development, education and health, economic growth, equal income,
social protection and insurance. Thus, the welfare and comfort of the people will
improve and consequently happiness will spread among them. We can promote
the mental security and well-being of people by having insurance, better health,
better social status and free education provided by the government in a developed
country. In other words, sadness and lack of psychological security can be seen
in developing countries that do not have the items introduced above. Education
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and health expenses are considered as disposable expenses of the government, but
they are actually major and long-term benefits of economic growth. In fact, the in-
crease in happiness in developed countries shows the effectiveness of government
policies through the development of the welfare state, improvements in areas such
as education, health and social services, income redistribution policies that can
increase living standards and strengthen happiness. In other words, the expansion
of governments in developed countries is in line with the welfare state.

On the contrary, in countries with a lower level of development with an excessive
expansion of the size of the government in the economy, the increase in the size
of the government may be due to the inefficiency of government spending, the
expansion of rent-seeking activities, the formation of congestion, and the expan-
sion of corruption. Wasting resources and disrupting the allocation of resources in
the market, expanding monopolies and intensifying competitive restrictions in the
markets have negative effects on economic growth, social welfare, employment,
income distribution and poverty and inequality, and as a result, it reduces the wel-
fare and happiness of the society. Also, the research results show that economic
growth has a positive and significant effect on happiness, but inflation and unem-
ployment have negative effects on it. An interesting point is that unemployment
has a more damaging effect on happiness than inflation.

Ethical Considerations

Authors’ contributions
All authors contributed in designing, running, and writing all parts of the research.

Conflicts of interest
The authors declared no conflict of interest

YA



oBBlE L oo oIl b,

The Relationship between Government Size and Happiness

dodio

3L psgin by p 3laBl GlerssS oanl plal o sladl Gle W s
S alo) b Ges s 4 e i el oS 3l e lbl 6 1 el sl
Sl gz oS L o 0L (olad o Sldllae (YN O gtlon 5 550 )) 355 00
e (SL5 5l Cals, 5 b p ool sls pate 5 OIS sLasl gla e (g3 5
63l 3550 53 Slaisw V440 was blsl 31 oSSV TSy 5 J) 3 108 e 5
el 035 155 1 Sles s Sl 5l slal glaaie s

Sl L LB 3 ol (5 oS3l el (5t abla slasl e Jlal o s sl
Sl el a5 Sl eslial ool sl A3, Leastla oal op S Sl oo
Sl cails slgus st 0Ll sby 6 Se3lul sl Lol sy ilate anw g o () 5
kS 3 g Sl bl 05 Seal b =0T S8 Seslu a— (solal ann i 5l G
Erosm (oS S orlin do B LS e s alltl 5 sl (S5 e
DS K IS s Sl o sl s Lalll a8 s, DAVe aas Bl
sl sl 4 s3be Sy s Gler S Sl e gLl Lo Ll sl e S
oM by LB e e S SG OUSLe sl e oS 5 il (alg
LYY (oed) Bls pad OLES 15 (83,8 (S50, ) S s (s JalEl u) s
Sl Sledd roan Liles S Uil [l 5,55 ol 31 O ezl 5 OUlssla3l
el 4B S o SRS leatla LT 0 Kl gl on

30l 5, elanl 5 93,5 6, bl 5 S esNl sl Sl 3 S
S5l culs,y 5 ells sleasls IB s 1 oy (6 Seilul Sy opl ol

1. Ribeiro and Santos
2. Knoll and Pitlik

va



AV c;[,owf? &) VV/MMA/v P oS 9 Cnn V"Lw ‘ r;{,w.';f/.a/ﬁ;‘ J.,.':.A_/A - L;o.,L’F/ dolilas

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 22, Winter 2023, No 87

o,y oad Slewatls 5l aS (galaBl Olusl 51 ase ( IS gbay ul sle caS o oLl
el ol bl 53U sl ol 4 (kS o oslinal

sbasl il glaslpl 51 0T 3 a8 ol ol obsol gl 93,500, sl slazl
Sl 5 a5 Wl gol Lo g OLlsslamsl 5 55 o o3lizel (oS 5 K5 &) wl0ls) s
ooy aSST (gloay o3 ol Lal siS Bzl sl 31 (o K1) stzedalive gleliusl 511,
S edi0ly Slowr 5 b 511 OF S (Sl s ST Dl 5 sls 2 1y
LS e Lims e plonil 313 T a4 2t OUIsslasl s lea LS e (6 Sl
(YY) "0 sgas i s (T00V (208 S 530 (63) du S o Ll il w0 &
SIS IS iS5 5 K 0TL &S ol Sl 5 4355 oS3l (gtda eliansl
SO Sl QKoo tdas o 13 slas 5 ge osllas S S5 S ol e |
sda S Lo 55 sl 3l ool gduam s sl SHe 31> i gs 1y 555 Lﬁx,)').)d;;)j_}
(!

Lilgs oo 5ols sl 8l aS ol el Ol (g5l slaBl we s A 4 g, Dlidss
@oladl iy 5 in Soslosm 4 e Wl sl pl 3L SsT8 s Sosese
Jolss & 55 (ol 25 1 Ll b 5 (53La (5503100 sl il s 0 55 0
LTVE T el s o 4 (55500 S O 2 i

OIS Jalse Lipd o ol 25 5 OVS ol g s 53 4y (23 ) 0 J3e Julse
3w 3l el Laliy e elys 5 ile i OLSS 5131 ples ol
Galas (YN 558) Ly Sl g, (Sl pL ele! Abe (iS00 s s

63l g5 Oy Sl ey 250 ol e 4 (gls Alias Jgs s e Ol &S 5405 35

1. Di Tella and MacCulloch
2. Veenhoven
3. Chamlou



oBBlE L oo oIl b,

The Relationship between Government Size and Happiness

Bloss (Y Il 5 ) 555 ped o318 I3l el O i (I3l ¢ ume lac &
Sl ) 5 Ol ed SSSS gl (SL5 Bl spe Ko e g e
S o S Sl s a5 688 S (T o se) Al S s
5 3 ML ol sbml 4 e &S ol (ol laslle (68 IS Al S wan s
S Sysbas o d oo anale 3l 5l aes (gilutiall s B L anal Cls.ﬂjs ol $¥sle s
(s e (sl s s stomn o b (oo sl 5L) (555 Cussdoms mn
G ) KT ey e 25 Sin 5 slgno 3wl Slsl3T St 511 sl 3l
EQEA KPP

5 slaml o3 s oS Ws S OLas bl (Y000) T s 5 S ales sl sl 3l = s
St 5 ) Sl Jad e Cod ool mshe 5 VL (o500 L VL lSHLS
o5 sl ps JwT)bﬁ.EidbLASB\ ONS (sl e oy BLS w a2s 0S8 Slalllas 53 (Y014
ol o3 Ll ol o ait sy (b o) alSald psgie b el 2120 5 (OIS
el 53 0311 el 03 0 4 5555 50 La pate Jle 5 zaS ansl

033 OLlslaml ax 55, 90 o)l 50 oS Conl JSlessge 31 slaBl js Clgs CJbss
S Aas e ol s 4l e Ll ) sl 2 R Sl laag e ol
e 5 ol ()13 0 558 aSl ol Bad LU L (s gas glaay pa anidS 5o
Glelo s 5 OIS GlelSalew o e Ledss 5 cl o3 Jo 5 5als 51 plos
CUSal 57 ol lal o35 ol el einils 55 b asla o IS sboay 5 (gLt
Sledl e sy x5 5 (S5 lin Ll 03 Sl b olearl oy a2
(VT Obilis) ol Ciliis gla, 538 55 s Slal

1. Yu and Wang
2. Kesebir and Diener
3. Ribeiro and Santos

AN



AV o/*[»owj &) _,'/MMA/v P oS 9 Cnn V"{Mr ¢ r;{,w.';f/.a/ﬁ;‘ J.,.':.A_/A - L;o.,L’F/ Loll2s

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 22, Winter 2023, No 87

5l 4 53 3 ge ot D g b ke Sl Slalllae ST s e
el g S5 Lilen S Lo ) oS5l 5 a ke o ot 8 bl (S0l Dlalas
o s w3y clid sy 50 3ld p Sas A8 3 by piS Shane g b sls S
Slensds oo ol Pl e ss oIl L8 )y p Bl Shass ol i
plil Bl (slalinl g S5 5,55 S5l eslind b o8 ol Siibanw s il oslize
L S oo 6,80 malr (Sihann s o Sl Saolew 2550
Bad e B3 G ) 3 a8 Sl glaliene o Sage ol e (3L ke Lo
p o o il o G Slalllas il 5 6l by a4 s p s i o
SoSams 5 sl 4 g 25 55 53 5 Sl el esls olant] G i) w

ol 0 4.:9-‘.5‘).1

B el

o (6l N el sl s il ool SO 35w ol (il il S Sl
Sliiod W) 355 0 (i e ol el ge 4 4] 035 fastae 5 pssde ]
o ld iy Cngllae Olpea (ald bl s (YT Bl 5 ) cl o a
o Clides cl sl alls ol s e Olpea (oolh ( wliilyy 5o 5 o
Ao e o3Il (gl eduled SO Olsea 1 eSS s e e LBl s
(YooY sl 5 6 8) L ,5 0

Sgysba tonils gale Exle SHEl Olgea 1, (0AVE) ")zl Sldlas L

lemjfw-_{o‘yw;l‘jiiQlj;.oa_.,:\)lLg:L:)JJJ;OﬁLL;)le):d)éwz

1. Belasen and Hafer
2. Frey and Stutzer
3. Easterlin

AY



oBBlE L oo oIl b,

The Relationship between Government Size and Happiness

@la s 1y OSLSS 5 sdae gla,sSB J:JL? S ol gsls sl closl s
Sldllas (gl Jlasli slaosls 51 a8 ol Jlsslasil sl o sl LS o Jlos (633
53 el sdoze VLI lesli 5 (s3laal dy SAeMbl 31 (55 -l 03 5 0, (550l
oy 0350 s 5 (Sl il anlllas 528 S mlaw 53 05 5 elinad 1461140V o5
Sl 3l eslizal b o mal Lol ol ol delpn b aolie 55 YU del s b sl 3l oad
oo 1y Slesla Lo VU delys sls OLlas VAVe VA8 Ol b s delys i
S, 5S35 (95,5 slasls ey OLAS &S s el anlllae ol 53 o) ol Gua 555 S
3l Wiy il esle Sl 45,000 sladaly (oslize (glamil i, U 5 Cilie
L lSals S bl Ol o 1) oyl 5l a5 el e ol 3 Slesls 50w
S el Sk

le® Sl (o Sike il ol Kol A (R stz 0085 Jsb 3
o odalive Oloj Jsb 3 e 33l e stend abaly s keay ol sile o
L ols clfu 05 1y 555 O 3l 3l 5 el ol pSeLE oS ol e ) Ll
s alSsls 1 et Oldanels (g3laml iy 5l oo & ey a3 o 13 0105
ol 33 31 Jeol b as T pesdle (Sl S jlea oiS sl g5 anslr ol
el s plerl Sl ple 6 S 33 e ol @

(YNY) O 57 Sl 5 (Yoo o) 55 gnil 5 (g3 ale 3l Ollaslasl s bada
ol A larless el s S5 1 G el (AL alis (YY) F 5 Sle 5 0556
SRl blasl ol ;)\K‘j» Sl ols 5 65,8 ooy (69, e J.:.,L? ol s oS ol

] Ko S i oS 5 (ol hie i3l 5 labies (g5 Le]

1. Happiness Paradox 2. Esterlin Paradox
3. Sacks 4. Vennhoven and Hagerty

AY



AV c;[,owf? &) VV/MMA/v P oS 9 Cnn V"Lw ‘ r;{,w.';f/.a/ﬁ;‘ J.,.':.A_/A - L;o.,L’F/ dolilas

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 22, Winter 2023, No 87

il glaslg wsle Jelse cblanils (ols alS 53 a5 (goled o lales
(YN O 5 cate) b S5 55 1) (golasl folse oLl cpiamen 5 ol
}bj}ch.w‘)brﬁdjd{\)oi‘jw\euMtébujéﬁw\dﬂ‘}pww
oy 5 g Sl 4 by e Sladlas (Y0)A (gt 5 50 50 5) 515 355 OIS 53 oa
S Dlalllas ol il 03,5 Ay aies g ssbas Yorr ams Ll 51Ol e b
S o o ) DM e 3L 1 m e sleia 1S G

ol s i3 8 L s s aw Ol5 e Ses o3Il gl (YeV0) Tl sl
S e S ol 55 S 157054 SEISIN LT3 Legiiens 45 ol 5o
(sl 3 Sl il sdeme i 51 513 s sledlad Sl (ol Jols o3 4z
LS o Joorsd analr 4 Do 8 el SUL L p g g ol e g 5 (S
Cilizes laac 5l olasl 6,108 51 gl s wosllas o3Il 5 Ol sae (Y0 V0 (gl)
2 S B DU S ol oIl &S el nl Ly slisel 5l ) BB
(YO IK) sl elem] s

slasil sl el ol 555 S glendlad sl 55 50 5o ABlze d8s 55 ol cnlly
o 4t S e il Ll S S s e B S (SIS S
OKen 5 513) A5 o ol bl D153 Yzl (33 Ja i ga e SLAVIS
LS e Jas (ol ot ST S Ol g s a5 el OF 51 Sl (6555 0l (Y04
o b st 5 e ) el O e wile DLy ST & 3 a0l sen &S
YoV O 570 S0 50) b e il il Cgs o3l L S5 5l ol

el o ol 53 520l 5y GBI O, pde Ol 5,68 5 L (e a5 Slas pso

1. Ott
2. Tung
3. Bjernskov

AY



oBBlE L oo oIl b,

The Relationship between Government Size and Happiness

sdome Sl Jlea| Ol e ol Ol SSTus 4 gl L5ls dad Ol detlbo
S Ol g e o sllan o301 51 585 S as o3Il amiys il S w1 5
(Ve ) 35 0 e Ols s 3ld ulos! 2alS 4 oS 54 dalg 428
Sl e 1S 555 5 Olhatalin 4 S o IVl o sas CLS1 (5555 @155
e 4y e oS duns 13 sl o 1 s sl gl gl 5 4 K0 s
G055 ol pabe praily gl 2l s Sl i gl (LS
S 5l s 3 (6t Slee S (g S 55 o3Il aS A e DL e ses Ol
(VO 5 558l 5m) 255 S o gas o) o0le 35300 sy

L Ol g s 0 Ul uﬁw;);@uﬁbtﬁ\w;yt@w@w
s ool s G S sl b il 5 e Wess Ol nl Gk Sl S A
S 5lanlS) WK 56 ols s Siisel 5 e el 5s ol ale L
g 5 Sl (aisel Ale glaaas s V0 glaas s (Y)Y MLlag s s
AV Sl e liae 0 S 550 (S5 okl mhae Rl 4 e Wl e
Ul & g3 a8 WAL cpl e 4 Wl o s S0l laaysa 3L 5ol
G Bl e 5l s s SRl galuasl Wi, Wlg e a5 S e Jlesl |y (6 5ol
(VY (KB) 558 e 5588 5> (S5 mhae ol 31

GV Syl 5 (B5ss A (B0l pobe Gob Sl ess o3l il
i L1 Cilem 5 O Slaaan 5 sl el LSS sllasl 5 s
d 3l 5 ieS 3l a Lal 5 gl amel s el rhe G| e L5 e anelr
Wy gl Gl &b 5l cnd S S o3lnl il el olaml s s
e ST gl sl b S elngl (68 IKS gl slerdlad B S

1. Kasmaoui and Bourhaba

AD



AV c;[,owf? &) VV/MMA/v P oS 9 Cnn V"Lw ‘ r;{,w.';f/.a/ﬁ;‘ J.,.':.A_/A - L;o.,L’F/ dolilas

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 22, Winter 2023, No 87

u)‘jQ)JQ{B)QiJJWJ%MJ)JL@‘&Jiaagc)bk{)bdtwuﬂfa.ﬁﬁobjﬁﬁ)
wils U 5 a5 del o o ol elaarl ol (gl A, e 5150
SOEAR Lal)@)@lj)mb.

e 50 e oS Sl (ol Jon 5 (538 3 63100 5 kS ot 3
S Y VY T CalSsl YWY 05 YOV Lla g 5 s 8lenlS) 5,8 o 13
allas G S Jln (YooY ENS S s (g VN0 Sl YA Tl
03RS YO L3 s VL slagpa oS sl 0L (T Sy 5 5 bes L
oo badlas s 53 (YY) 7 el 3,108 o i LU LT (ol 5 oLl
a5 sl zobe oS sls 0L S e a1 (oold Sn sledss LT oSl
das o 2alS bl laysis s 1y Sl culs, 5 sle g s LB 5 sba
S aelss s b Sl e 58 (YY) OLGs 5 GBSl
Sl sp e esSae t IS0 w4 alaly G sgms 4 (V)0 Y el 55 aST S
Lsls Ol (VN ) *0lS 5 s n Gs G b 5l S eslal cad el 5 Sls e ges
“r\, Wl 50 Oladllas 2 5 elyls o o adaly old 5 Ly e ges slaas e &S
Ailes S5 3l 3ls 5 S ss o (slaladle [ (bl alaily ea (Y209)
SH3 5 ls,s 5 @ols s e ges gl A6 s 53 (TYQ) " 56
il 2l L a8 Cabcws 4t ol 4 VAVA=Y 00 Sl o3l s IS el (sledll Ol s e

sl 53 v_iLi_{J»TQlJJJJ@..L ©3La  posas Y (65, AU sled sy o ges C)b’u):

1. Jackson 2. Radcliff 3. Blanchflower and Oswald
4. Ott 5. Di Tella and MacCulloch 6. Minas

7. Hessami 8. Perovic and Golem 9. Ram

10. Flavin

A



oBBlE L oo oIl b,

The Relationship between Government Size and Happiness

k;».w\bbja:.; ‘_SA‘}-A.Qduygé_})6f)buuﬁj~vwd;fdjbcjl>uu“.bb‘j

ehis i 3 e S o 2y (TAV) OB el a2l 3L 51 (5l o 30
Py @Lﬁ s VA=Y VT Gl Aol js g ) sIS VAT s eald s
JUast US55 108 o 5l (ool Sesli S s Lais dps glaay 3o S sls OLES
Ol g 03100 el S 3,108 50 (o3l Ll o o see laa s 5T 3 b 51 aS
@3l b Ledon LU s a0 a8 landlas 5o Y)Y e o sl Sl g 4y 55
6@‘)}&)3@6@‘{@3@&&‘4{&)ﬁ@Mﬁ):&;}\bﬁt‘)rﬁs\v' 33
kS ol ol sy Slesld 5 Clgs o3Il e e alaly ASL YL Gl g 8 S
Job Sl SSU b s o pSo3lbl Gleat s s lawgie 8 5l 3 L o
Shsss o ol o) de el LS 5 alld s (s s S0l s>
aaly cpl g g 3l sy Slesla 5 Cgs o5l e ke ey A3l oS 28 kS
5 ely Cdm Olpe b lasdlae 53 YoV "l 5 s SULS Sl ke Klg e
Sl aS Sl s S ol (e sas Sl lgmdl e gl S5 5l s,
e Oy ,d (S5 51 cols, bl glgmdl e 5o I Clss e ges ool
S5l cals) s oIl S s 2 L (YY) 0L 5 G S g0 !
b e AalS s ol RIEIL (S5 5l culs, & Lals OLES A5 VE Ol o
o ol J 3 68 plas 58 s ot dedss LI RIBIL e Sl s
Al SRS ol S S LT s A
aallian 53 el ot ool (Y914) OLISen 5 g5 Ja 5 o8 15l aalllae S o
el wdliana s 5 anagdns glaysiS 5o old s s ool e e Ol

05 g ol caslianc 5 g anw S5 (gla ) 508 wrws gy ja ys oS ol ol 5l S

1. Kotakorpi and Laamanen

AY



/”/c/-[,owj"f' ! _,'/M.‘w/v (P 9 Cen Jl sf/,o,y-/c&/‘fl,{/a‘/,__f& dolil2s

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 22, Winter 2023, No 87

SHp s Curnsy s bl cl wsll 6>L2J.3L5J\>u:;uﬂjpb S S Sdgs Cums s
2 &3 e 6B 5 S sl 58 s als Ly e 5 s o5l
Aelys il ST edms0lis Jrassy bl rimad ol axdls abliann g gla, 528
el e sl 35S s 3l e s S i RS 5 oola il
Llazs Sl 3 w3550 axsdS Ollas 55 a8 (ol S5 golal felye S sba

Aledls S3 Aot Sy soas ) osled Jad= s

@l Fhe galaddl Jalge o st 55 e iy Y Jgur

o oldlas
$3ls p e sslaml fulys Jl Gl
elys (5l L T4 LS 5 Osmdgx
O S Se 5 s ciS YA EE
P Yoy S
Lg.ub:djlﬁu YoV “J"l)
Gl s (50000 Yoy Kl 5
sslasl gsl3l Yoy O S
NP Yavo oL 5Kl
bl osl3T 5 lasly AR P eliS 5 ST
sl s (i (AU o5 (S | TN OLSer 5 55D
Gl 6 1t AR Nl
sslasl gslsl Yoy JETYPRY
1. Josefsson and Koria 2. Woo 3. Reis
4. Wang 5. Spruk and Kes"eljevic 6. Alois




The Relationship between Government Size and Happiness

w\,'vb Sladlas
6o p S gsladdl J.ab& Jl R
;L;“J)QG)BM“JJWAA (oM L‘U‘J«N .MI).) AAR d\)&o.h_;w
slasl ol
w)&ﬂgdjsﬁ Y VA &J@}JAJU
cﬁ.&a lalazel gd)) S ‘JL;..: C,.;.:...b} AR NS )}Q
cr)j 4% e ‘A.;:\fb. L;Lﬁ.bﬁ
Shalys 6 010 (6,
c()j (e mi‘j.w k;l:'-b u.a)l;—b.x:.\}i Yo oLles
s slaay pa ( Sldl anu i
poF 5 S YeVo SRF 5 Gy
ol xS %5.,\..:1);6]{\]3[5 (b AEAF 03 ya 3

&:njj) AJL\J‘ Lg)lﬁjﬂ 4""."."))5 45 C,.».»J\ U'l‘ AMJQL@J Cy}ﬁ ‘}JLJLE.A % BB

C»...u\ou\.\id&ﬁ-bﬁC}ﬁyw\@bjbu&)}.ﬂ@f)uQL’JU:J)JASJJ&;JALSbuﬂ

o5 s el s ol ) G 5wl (SBlane s o 4 T ) el s Ll
b Sl 3 Cdid 540 S gs o3Il e w a5 50 ot Oladlae js B b 5l lazsl

Goiosd Sl ol 4t gy se ol 4 (Y1) OLISs 5 5 andlae Les 5 o
dr g o (5 Sl d= Jwd a5l S ol pl o3 S addllas L Lol

5 ok Soibana g Sl A= G b 55 55 Sl o3Il (I8 5 asls Sl

ol ot 4 1y amals sby (galandl Ay Llll aS sls OLES ey 28 4 o 4504"[;_;,1)'\
L;:LM,.:‘_}JQL@J;-‘ Q.:;},Uﬂ.a cdbLﬂS:é\ 6%@;:@)3&045&@‘ W}J r‘}g.u LJ)UJ

‘J&M‘@‘j}wﬁﬁswté%‘uﬂ‘f‘;&mﬁSQ;J&‘JFJAJAL&JSJ\)

A



AV c;[,owf? &) VV/MMA/v P oS 9 Cnn V"Lw ‘ r;{,w.';f/.a/ﬁ;‘ J.,.':.A_/A - L;o.,L’F/ dolilas

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 22, Winter 2023, No 87

2ode e Su5 4 alaes a3¥ sl o8 (LS el al e delys b LS 015 s
ote e Olo3le) el sl slgnd b basliazad las 5 (2550 YL alps ozl
Sl dglsl pl aS)sbay Sl g0 lepbil 51 ol 3 Gludl ann s (Y014
Ll ama i @lg)3 LS el B e 2 )3 Ul il 58l 51 0 poodd gl 1y (6 i
Jwgs)udp@u\>)>&ij|6¢ml@ul6@kz;@\L;i,la;\ﬁfwj:
oo Oleslos n 55 aal ) T o s s o IS5 1 6T S5 a8 oladol b s
(Yovoduse

S 3 rssie LU o s YOI Jl s Sler ol 2,158 5s Tdls Ol
AV slie JS ey &8 A o lae S5 51 ol 5 Sl arn g el o
Solo) sl o mamen Cl ol VL S5 5l el b Gl ann g et ls
33T S as VL ad culsy alesm 3l e Sl anm 55 g slone L 5 (S5 5
S ola e O Bloss 203 3z s Gladipy (oS GalL s Sl s aiy
(Flei] Cola el ys g 5505 LU S5 5l colo, U Sler ool 258 b
sl (Kas =5l 5 gl ( S5 bl 5o 3T W g 5 53 e S5 4 Al
A )tz Ll anee s

LS o s 1y Sudken 5 5l B aa b Gl anw s jasli obe pimes
oS5 parle K ol anw g el S Lol (Y)Y OLer 5Tl op S)
5 il asslasl bl n Slail sy 0l 5 ol bl OF 53 45 ol

1. United Nations Development Program
2. Jon Hall
3. Govindaraju



oBBlE L oo oIl b,

The Relationship between Government Size and Happiness

d)bw\f@‘(“'\\‘ ;‘JL@.?'&L)@‘ eﬁwﬁk‘)bwudf.)u) LS\J-’CL‘*“‘*-’
b el pl il e Slads 5 WY pl el acass 550 sl oo ol b
sl lslas Kl o Jla om0 &S Sl ane g Gis 1 s L5 sbes

el Js 55 d3ls S el 1y (e 35158 (ool (s bme) S5 5V

13
g o B8 B 3 b eols s Il G ) s shen axllles ol o
et (6l Bl e e b sl ol eslizal Sll ds S $5 Jie 5l Sl
Lociloie sleass 5o 1 ol s o3Il (8 Sl Olesen 0155 o Sl an
Slaaze Boae o il i cpl s sl 3 s s g o sline L;;ﬁl.iw‘).? C‘}E—w
st 6313 5 Bl Slal O g S5 iy e sy aosls (555158 Sy 5 Gk

.gL.w‘eM‘G‘)‘d:}}JJJA(JJ&G.MMJJQL@)J_}&:«N‘

Skl

Ly s ol 5l b 1) eBsls asdllas ol s Lemcjlm Cllas 4 a5 L
adlls ol ool Gua STl 5wl S K5 55 Sledl anm s 5 (G oo 5ol
e el 28315 5 L g3 o310 e DLl s L3S Silann Tl S e
I B 3 1) s paze ol 015 o elasiS i 55 (slasbiad e Ol oy [y Glsl a5
Dl 0L ((1449) sl Skl O sam S5

Melabe + gu, HIM =y
Haps ;'--«..-{

eliha + ca, HIN =

1. World Bank

a)



AV c;[,owf? &) VV/MMA/v P oS 9 Cnn V"Lw ‘ r;{,w.';f/.a/ﬁ;‘ J.,.':.A_/A - L;o.,L’F/ dolilas

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 22, Winter 2023, No 87

Sl Sledlbl Kb gles IS 5l &8 cl L85l axls Hap, YU bl s
glaasl 5l SL S Sl Gler Sl L el ol 2l sl | lSsL
Tools slasl Slidss odSiagy sl 331 Sy sad S 5y p Slidss
Saasliion 31 eslital b 353 o Culds U5y kv s a5 Tads e sanl )l o850
ssbas 1y eols laesls Wlods eslinl ladllas I (6ol 53 S lajlae 5 05 208
S o S 5 gsla S S IV (sl L

&8s # 5 (GDP) (g3lasl ad; & 5 ol &S Cosl e 5 gla iz Jls 2 X
Tl S 51 &S el g o3I GBS, e (sl (INF) 55 &5 5 (UN)
ot slansls a5 same Sl (Ko o8 355 o tlons s il A5 6 s S
ol Ll axn 5 2L HDL Ll 0 7| sl Sl SGL (WDD) lgr a5
e Olesle anw s sl 51 5 A5 o Jas &gl S e 5 Slinl e Ol oy oS
34y dslee 20 5 1N ol o b I HDI glin] ane . conl ol @}T@yw
21y AL (GS) s o3l 3 Olpe b S o 530 1) Lo 5 S o ol o5
Tl Sl S S LSS Sl s s (e ls a4 diy Sslite 48 garms 5 5
S S ALY Sl

Rl sl 035 T sl 3Lns s DLeDbl 03 e s 3 Ly g8 bl SDe
ol L;,ﬂ@}.mv—ru'\ Wl Sl o3l gl p SV e w0 by e Sledbl bl

RS

1. World Database of Happiness

2. Happiness Economics Research Organization
3. Erasmus University Rotterdam

4. UNDP

ay



oBBlE L oo oIl b,

The Relationship between Government Size and Happiness

S B O g 55

LS o o 55 1 W pite o oy 3 e S b obtle oS wliad Jus
Sl G I s glalnd glgdis e STl sl &1 (1444) ' pils Lo 5 oS
(Y10 T Klg) ol 035 3 50ome L (baosls Sl oslizal b gl 5,8 Js dites J sane
S o) e Ol e 1y Sl 51 glalin] B g S5 die s
08890 ila) 38 sutipatns slabial aze ol 4 sddodalive jaze

sdalive B e S e 5 L La sy 528 Olas o s sl B O g S5 ke G 5o
O S5 el 53 Kb oo ol OLST (SLettS L aleas S @ il e ol
lalia] ine ST0L3 ,a 53 a8 558 0 iy pad i (s Sl o JUiS) p 5150
LSl Sl Lk @ p g se ome e Sl a8 Sasiie 5508 S (gl s bdedalis
o3liialsypo o by a8 550 o iy a5 ol (50) e b (9l 5 S o3Il adayl
S @l s el Ssline ol sl )b 5l 585wl e 8 Sl s
Wil am ol G b s 3 Vams S col Slial d= K Jilu g5l glalin] Jus
S o n) ol ol sline wnly e p it Suite (6 1S Sl 6 o
Al o b el 65 6,8 IS s s Sl sl S Sl nl e ledss @
ol st Ly s 03 et b e il e 5 6 S @ 5L 5 il

Vol X1 ST<n, TSt) O3lme oS 5 slaesls die &G Sl Ll Laesls Jie ol s
e 5 Yy Ay iie ol Oloy SSLLed t il 5 aolis s OLES T ey bl oS il {<T
gl Bl Jue (g5lla o3 ol s SC X, 4 s Liiea IS g, (gleilend

s s (\QQQc Lé) Sl ) LY
Y, =B x, 1, <)+ B, (g, > 1) e, o ST

1. Hansen
2. Wang

ay



AV o ylai N E0 ) Oliacejpod 5 Coo S i olai/ o6, ingi— cole dolilad

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 22, Winter 2023, No 87

L e cpl ol Sl Jlde y 5 Sl aze gy (patls o6 10)edaly pl 5
125 w3k 25 St Ol

- _Ell + Bixad e gasy
' pi a4 Ba ey

eSS 3 25 oo X s S

xa )= @My | B (B )

Yo T TR X Mt e,

£ A3l () Sl i 5l zin b 2eS (q) wlal iz Sopl ulal 5 Sldalie
gasnin 2B 5 1B Ogew S5 Slerd Sl oy Leau s cpl g o el 235 5
e L3l S Oy Jsb 3 X pole 8 Gl OF p i lalis 5 e
ozt ez 350 55 ol Ly ks Oleg Jsb 53 5 gl e &S ol 0l 5 3
el 20 J@g)\jjju&,égﬁpdu;@j;6|)\;}ywsw|auy;)geit
(1444 i)

¥



iU 4/,

R /
> /)

bl b e a

The Relationship between Government Size and Happiness

L adl

S laesls &S olwiTsl 55 5d s o b wize il b G S5 e e 5l L3
25 oS 3 pb e el | gmm o dm o ) Ay ks O3l ) s S 5 (slaesls ¢ s
Joe 5,550 0 Ol o 1 it L] 70 o 3 L ine oled oS ol il 51 (S 0
(VWY BIL) 3l plil O3S 0o S5 ol 55 (6088 0sy |

Al adyy 0a51 Y- Jsix

003l s P Gz 5 S eond 005D Jlozo! o i
Ll N Hap
Ll Vs GS
Ll s GDPg
Ll Vees INF
Gl e UN
Gle e Constant

ool sd g OF (ol gme 5 kel i LU Jie 5550 5 LS alsl o

s oabad ane Cilome slie sl 4 (0849) (pdla 5, 51 o & leilia] 4
bl aze 3l 0l5e O Sossjbews sl o s 4y Lallast s pime ¢ gazme 03 S 3l
Sl A i 03,50 3031 5 ol gy ] (Eallas s Ol S (i oS
oslital Ly eyl (sols pme .ﬁ)'bﬁ‘_;a Jde .})}TJ.:QQTO.}}J.)L)W PPV bl
e o (25 0531 nl 03 2,8 o )13 sasl s Himn=n, 553 6 5 F 0050 5

1. Levin. Lin. Chu

0



J

AV c/-[»owf" &) _,'/MMA} P oS 9 Cnn V//.w ;J&/,e;;f/c/ﬁ;‘ fi.,a_/a/‘% - L}/«L’F Lol 2d

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 22, Winter 2023, No 87

Sl (g,ls an 03051 s ¥ J >

JJ ‘;‘)’u' J‘JLO Jé t}'ﬂﬁ J‘J&A . F Ve . T
1.0 ch.u /AR ch.n ) = chw w2 p g
H0 PHC S99 fJ&
qY/AY AV/AA e EYV/ 5
H1 sl &'.’. S99

D5 bt sny o (o ol D il ke a5 L5 Jsdr S 5 L
Jie 35 50 laasls all 5 ol wliad SO ghyls Jdo 10 5 35 s a8 p b Jke
ol domslows SOV O5a3l opl olidl 5 5 ki e .ol pulis dibo glaslen] S

s e QU,J\)AJJTJ{OJIQJJJQ-AS;)J&ﬁ}'\;ﬂ J.u;)jﬁ@ub\);.cm,l

‘_;‘dl;'.ni J.'»L‘_ Jdw ’JJT}.’ @Lﬁ - J}J?

(P) Jlaz! fia t b -
e _o/0) s GS (HDI<0/577)
ees §/5A Yy GS (HDI>0/577)
o/rNo /8t v GDPg
R —Y/Vo YRS INF
e VY /1 UN
e Ya,V8 /44 Constant

Sl 5l a5 18 s o3l co s das e 0L VL Jss E S Hsbols
ﬁuoup‘wmmh};lﬂs&uwj;c@sguj.wb\;@,‘”%u&
J_}Jda /et e)l.h“u Lg)LJ: u,lﬂ.&ls 2 g0 C,JJ.) e)".b'\ BEl U’:".'.\fe‘ .l}\_} & MJ:.&:»

5> Shall Al sl wlad s 1 VL Ll an g w65 e ST Jl=

1. Bootstrap

v



oBBlE L oo oIl b,

The Relationship between Government Size and Happiness

S8l Ol galy ol ol Sl a0 o /0 YY o3l (ool il il o e 53 63100
Lby by B30l 3 5 Ly pS annn 5 e (1B L S LTl S 5 S Lo
cha el Slaaey 5 plal Glenlem (gelys Glags ol 2 2alS (53l
3131 gl amiys 5ol L o ge el ol 10 Sl o 2153l S5 (slas ISl
3 g o axal 5o

AVl e mdlde bl il cany LB Sl else sy aliane 5508 S s
Cls s B b 5l aS eSS L O cblass i Sl el o slez]
a0 AV OT e oa Glsy Sl 5558 0 0350 i bl (So gl Celsud
o9l s o costee byl b pl a4 Odw 5 s 4 ame S5 (glay ST s aS s
U3 Ll s oS STl 03 e Ol 53 Slgs Sl 5 LS e Iy 2y 350
Glealy 5l (S ool o caiS Gl 1 ol Glsl axw 5 4 55 0815 5 oLl
e Slaaiza oey > mile 5 Bisel slaa e ol sl S0 SRl
9 odas Cél;.a S Ll Sl ale w3 SISl o S~ 3 45 Wlas S 515 Led s
Ll g e Sl a5 Leas oS Glodas 28 Ll gslaBl anw s gl Sdells
s Sl dag okl Lasli aw Gow oS Sl b G b Sl S
s Ll e A 5 a5 Cuillg 5 Bl el 53 sy 3 o saste
O el U5 28 (ol 5 Jasie dals b sla 23 45 g o g 8V
357 o Ck" e b sl by gl SediS ead Sgs 8 Hls
Gaes 10 s 13 Sbess | Lasle opl Kl e Slads 5 YIS ol el aie s
@3la slaslas) (S5 SVL bl lasbas Kl o o ond 0 oS Sl axe s
el Jis 55 dae3ls S el 1y (e 158

51T lgmaln ol IS sdiaslis ailanc 5 sla, 428 55 (gald il 58l Slass

v



AV c;[,owf? &) VV/MMA/v P oS 9 Cnn V"Lw ‘ r;{,w.';f/.a/ﬁ;‘ J.,.':.A_/A - L;o.,L’F/ dolilas

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 22, Winter 2023, No 87

(Flerl Sladst 5 il (o5 sel dile plaaine s 3 5up by Sdss B xS 5 b
5 S5 sl e 14 e il e 4 el Sl s 253k slelw
Slily 3 albanw i gla, 528 55 Ledss 3 xS Sole 405l analr 3 (oold ool
sl oy S s

ot S L Sonl (SBlan s man b lay 525 50 48 ol Jl s
g3 s GG 3 b )l S s o301 sl 5ol eslamsl s S gs 051k
Gl;,a SW glsl slud 5 28 al=ajl S LS;:§J§~2 (ol slgdls s nlS
Lol 53 ol s pioms LAE5 5 Jlassl 2 28 Gl 5o mle e U35 08 2
wils b 5 i 5 el s i il el ol (ool At i 1
Sy amalr (3ld 5ol JalS o ge a5 AL

5 Sade S hls ol wdy F5 aS el ul eliSOLy s S ramen
sl ol o5l 31 el s OF amiys 5 (onlaml w2l 3l bl WlS5ls 5 (ls sme
5po5 2phe el 55 ool S il 5 b e e (S5 5N ls)
L Dol SRS Gkl el sl ool e 6 G 8 e
Ans o RalS [y oy o 1 5 o Sledst 5 VS i G jae 25 g 3 0
S 5 Lol el Kls e 58 el @ ol Olaabsl e sl JUS 51 iz
D L85l

e 0SS 5 S RIS e 55 (K 4 iz O 5 LT
oS Ja o Jad O sl 3l &S sl a4 By @ andl el O glos 5 (gslab
|3 kS oo dyp dda 5K 5 3 ;x;ws&g;w\@&;‘m@}u%u

L_})O{U‘_}M@#JJ‘)3‘)?"L;“’w?"d}l‘_jbg-jl?,')&ﬁJ}Obw‘j)°g%ﬁj‘

1. Argyle and Lue

aA



oBBlE L oo oIl b,

The Relationship between Government Size and Happiness

l{l.t.w\)v.a4.?%.:3O,l\.CM»\P_,Sywdsuﬁéﬁwﬂél)bd)&ﬁﬁwl
LSJQ.N‘))}-&Y'\-\c)jg.‘.)fY"V)_}‘))ue:L;WfY'\i¢O\)&A})_}ML§>&5)WKC)MU&A

o

A (834 el (5 Sl (gl SIS g llaslaml i (gl SIS s
Chglane 3 3 Cowd 53 3 s i IS L Gaae (s (s S G 1 3 a8
rlin oSSl (gole oy ali b aglio 3 (g3L3 pU a4y oo sgdo 0js 0l s L3S o0
KORRR Tu\ﬁ) ol o3 Sl OLlssladl o A, sleds s

ol s oIl S s Sl anw s A8 ey Sla b ol anlllas
Glasbiad dm O S5 oy 5,8 L YIV=Y 00 ey a3l s Oler ste sla 58
S#ES Wl el L;)}Tcg 3 e el 43 S5 sl sy se L glaesls s
Joe el Jais 5 5m Jlo3 63L 53 Gados (Sl puite (slaosls 03 23 s s LT ol Do oS
W23 8 513 05e50 5550 (V484) (pila 3s) el 5 slaslend L O 35 6l ot
550 53 a5 031l a5 ol OV Ll dne 5 ke (gl 051 wlind A
o3I i e Ll ames 5 il 31 L3 G s ls ool S slime ol 3wl a1 51 5l
I3 03l il plaS o3l ledss 5 28 b s ol e Lay 528 S5l gs
el e 1 5 (gl ald 2 28 g g 5 glendlad ol 480 gl slial ;s
o3l il b L) a5 Slaaal 51508 51 e Lol 355 o 3131 (ol 2alS 4 e
SISV RPRCIIN U PP LI WP VI P LP P S G SRR SV e P - CA P

JJL;:.J«“Q‘;(6‘)‘3}’}”.’4&#)5&1&»/LLSLA)}»S‘)JOL‘B)&LJJJWMkiasfﬁ*sw‘

aq



ANV c;[»owj &) _,'/MMA/v P oS 9 Cnn V"Lw ¢ r;{,w.';f/.a/ﬁ;‘ J.,.':.A_/A - L;o.,L’F/ Loll2s

Social Welfare Quarterly, Vol 22, Winter 2023, No 87

55 (Sl 3 alianc 5 sla) 38 53 Leds S lea ol amalo 53 a3 ols
G rpr 53 030 Ll annn 53 ol 3 ol ply el 528 amalr (ol 5 ols,
.¢Mu%»druaafa,¢4p_@w,Cyuéyjsj
o088 RIPAIL S s ool 2 L s s e Sl ar s L ies
aumkﬂﬂbdgeus&wuj&kfﬁwy@uﬂgj@agéﬁg
OIS b 55 0l3l s o 1Al 1 (6315 055 31 i (50 45 s o OLES iy

s ) 4 VL O35 Sl 35 sl IS G s
SV SltasShe

O s § oS L

Klazils oS Hlie s 4 55 OB ks 5 4en

S gl
el ok 3l s Sl b sl gt S el Jb Culem alia el SLESH 51

Bl 2,
20 L e OB s 5 31 el e ST Lo b s (!

J’;A‘g}; M| d."‘" B] S

Sl 0l Culey Jags GO L Ll e 8 g aas dlie ol 53



References Jle GL’..«

- Alois, P. (2014). Income inequality and happiness: is there a relation-
ship? No. 614, LIS Working Paper Series.

- Baltaji, B. (2017). Econometric analysis of panel data, (translated by
Mohammad Nasr Isfahani and Ehsan Rasoulinejad), Tehran, Noor Elm
Publishing (In Persian)

- Belasen, A. R., & Hafer, R. W. (2013). Do changes in economic free-
dom affect well-being. Journal of Regional Analysis & Policy, 43(1), 56-
64.

- Bjornskov, C., Dreher, A., & Fischer, J. A. (2007). The bigger the bet-
ter? Evidence of the effect of government size on life satisfaction around
the world. Public Choice, 130(3-4), 267-292.

- Blanchflower, D. G. (2007). Is unemployment more costly than infla-
tion? (No. w13505). National Bureau of Economic Research.

- Blanchflower, D. G., & Oswald, A. J. (2008). Is well-being U-shaped|
over the life cycle?. Social science & medi-cine, 66(8), 1733-1749.

- Blanchflower, D. G., Bell, D. N., Montagnoli, A., & Moro, M. (2014).
The happiness trade-off between unemployment and inflation. Journal of]
Money, Credit and Banking, 46(S2), 117-141.

- Chamlou, N. (2014). The Economics of Happiness and Anger in North
Africa. UNU-WIDER, Working Paper 2014/060

- Dehmardeh, L. (2014). Examining the effect of poverty, income inequal-
ity and human development index on happiness in selected countries, Mas-
ter’s thesis, Al-Zahra University (In Persian)

- Di Tella, R., & MacCulloch, R.J. (2007). Happiness, Contentment and
Other Emotions for Central Banks, NBER Working Paper, No. 13622, Na-
tional Bureau of Economic Research

- Fakur, M. (2016), Investigating the effect of income inequality on mental
well-being in developing countries, Master’s the-sis, Ferdowsi University
(In Persian)

- Flavin, P. (2019). State government public goods spending and citi-
zens’ quality of life. Social science research, 78, 28-40.

- Frey, B., & Stutzer, A. (2002). What Can Economists Learn from Hap-
piness Research?. Journal of Economic Literature. 40(2), 402-435.

- Frey, B.S., & Stutzer, A. (2000). Happiness, Economy and Institutions.
Economic Journal. 110 (446): 918-938.

Ve



References e cl.;a

- Govindaraju, V..,C & Rao, R. & Anwar, S. (2011). Economic growth
and government spending in Malaysia: a re-examination of Wagner and
Keynesian views. Economic Change and Restructuring, 44(3), 203-219.

- Graham, C. (2011). The Pursuit of Happiness an Economy of Well-
Being. Washington

- Hall, J. (2013). From capabilities to contentment: Testing the links be-
tween human development and life satisfac-tion. World happiness report,
2013, 138-153.

- Hansen, B. E. (1999). Threshold effects in non-dynamic panels: Esti-
mation, testing, and inference. Journal of economet-rics, 93(2), 345-368.

- Hessami, Z. (2010). The size and composition of government spend-
ing in Europe and its impact on well-being. Kyklos, 63(3), 346-382.

- Jackson, J. (2017). Free to be happy: Economic freedom and happi-
ness in US states. Journal of Happiness Studies, 18(4), 1207-1229.

- Josefsson, A., & Koria, S. (2019). Income Distribution and Happiness
in Europe-Are Scandinavians more Sensitive to Ine-quality?. Student es-
say. School of business., University of Gothenburg

- Kasmaoui, K., & Bourhaba, O. (2017). Happiness and Public Expen-
diture: Evidence from a panel analysis.

- Kesebir, P., & Diener, E. (2009). In pursuit of happiness: Empirical
answers to philosophical questions. In The science of well-being (pp. 59-
74). Springer, Dordrecht.

- Khorsandi, M., & Azizi, Z. (2015). Estimating the Threshold Effect of
Unemployment on Happiness. Iranian Economic Development Analyses,
3(2), 59-79. doi: 10.22051/edp.2016.2525 (In Persian)

- Knoll, B., & Pitlik, H. (2016). Who benefits from big government? A
life satisfaction approach. Empirica, 43(3), 533-557.

- Kotakorpi, K., & Laamanen, J. P. (2010). Welfare state and life satis-
faction: Evidence from public health care. Economica, 77(307), 565-583.

- Minas, T. A. S. (2013). Do large governments decrease happiness?:
evidence from European Countries (Doctoral disserta-tion)., Da Beira In-
terior University of Portugal.

- Monsef, A., Moalemi, M., Biyabani, J., Nejati, M., & Taherizadeh, J.
(2019). Investigating Economic Factors Affecting Happiness in Selected
Countries: Panel Threshold Regression Approach. Economic Growth and
Development Research, 9(36), 15-34. (In Persian)

V¥



References Jle @L'..a

- Nademi, Y., & Jalili Kamjoo, S. (2018). Evaluating the Effect of Ab-
solute and Relative Poverty on Happiness Inequality in Iran. Economical
Modeling, 12(41), 1-26. (In Persian)

- Ott, J. (2015). Impact of size and quality of governments on hap-
piness: Financial insecurity as a key-problem in market-democracies.
Journal of Happiness Studies, 16(6), 1639-1647.

- Ott, J. C. (2011). Government and happiness in 130 nations: Good
governance fosters higher level and more equality of happiness. Social
indicators research, 102(1), 3-22.

- Perovic, L. M., & Golem, S. (2010). Investigating macroeconomic
determinants of happiness in transition countries: How important is gov-
ernment expenditure?. Eastern European Economics, 48(4), 59-75.

- Radcliff, B. (2013). The political economy of human happiness: how
voters’ choices determine the quality of life: Cam-bridge University Press

- Ram, R. (2009). Government spending and happiness of the popu-
lation: additional evidence from large cross-country samples. Public
Choice, 138(3-4), 483-490.

- Reis, J. (2017). What is The Effect of Income Inequality on Happiness?
A Cross Section of the Period between 1981 and 2014 from 43 Coun-
tries around the World. Bachelor Thesis, Erasmus University Rotterdam,
School of Economics. 1-30

- Ribeiro, C., & Santos, A. D. (2019). The Economics of Happiness: an
Approach to Portuguese Economy. Economics & Sociology, 12(4), 197-
332.

- Sacks, D. W., Stevenson, B., & Wolfers, J. (2012). The new stylized
facts about income and subjective well-being. Emotion, 12(6), 1181.

- Sefatian, F. (2016). Comparing the effects of government spending on
happiness in two groups of developing and devel-oped countries, Master’s
thesis, Semnan University (In Persian)

- Spruk, R., & Kes“eljevic’, A. (2016). “Institutional Origins of Subjec-
tive Well- Being Estimating the Effects of Economic Freedom on Na-
tional Happiness”. Journal of Happiness Studies, 17, 659—712.

- Teymoori, E. (2021). A historical review of development paradigms.
published on the website of the intellectual campaign of development
Institute (In Persian)

i



References e cl.;a

- The intellectual campaign of development (2020) Iran’s national devel-
opment index report (special for policymakers), published on the website of]
the intellectual campaign of development Institute (In Persian)

- Tung, D. K. (2017). Government expenditure and happiness: direct and
indirect effects. Institute of Social Studies, Nether-lands

- United Nations (2019). Human development report. 2019: beyond in-
come, beyond averages, beyond today: inequalities in human develop-
ment in the 21st century. Washingto DC: United Nations.

- United Nations Development Program (UNDP). (2015). “Human De-
velopment Report”.

- Veenhoven, R. (1984). Conditions of happiness: (Factoren van invloed
op het geluk) (Doctoral dissertation).

- Veenhoven, R. (2013). Conditions of happiness. Springer Science &
Business Media.

- Veenhoven, R., & Hagerty, M.R. (2003). Wealth and Happiness Revis-
ited Growing National Income does Go with Greater Happiness, Social
Indicators Research, (64): 1-27.

- Wang, H., Cheng, Z., & Smyth, R. (2015). “Does Consuming More
Make You Happier? Evidence from Chinese Panel Da-ta”. BOFIT Discus-
sion Papers, 21(15), 1-25.

- Woo, C. (2018). Good Governance and Happiness: Does Technical
Quality of Governance Lead to Happiness Universally in both Rich and
Poor Countries?. Journal of International and Area Studies, 25(1), 37-56.

- World Bank. (2012). World Development Indicators. http://www.world-
bank.org

- World Happiness Report (2013). New York: UN Sustainable Develop-
ment Solutions Network. http://unsdsn.org/resources/publications/world-
happiness-report-2013/

- Worlddatabaseofhappiness.cur.nl/

-Yu, Z., & Wang, F. (2017). Income inequality and happiness: An in-
verted U-shaped curve. Frontiers in psychology, 8, 2052

- Zare, E., Ebrahimi, M., Aminifard, A., & Zare, H. (2019). The Study of]
Nonlinear Effects of Government Size on Happi-ness in Developing and
Developed Countries by the Threshold Approach. Refahj, 19(73), 9-38.

(In Persian)

V¥





