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Table 1. Characterigtics of the participants (N=828), Mifune, Japan, 2013-16 2

Characteristics

Baseline (2013)

Follow-up (2016)

n % Mean (SD) n % Mean (SD)
Men 361 436
Age
65-69 230 27.8
70-74 259 313
75-79 173 209
80-84 112 135
>85 54 65
Education®
Low (<9 years) 347 419
Middle (10-12 years) 341 412
High (=13 years) 139 16.8
Low household income 527 63.7
Living alone 97 117
No illness 119 143
Depressive symptoms (GDS)
Not depressed (>5 points) 667 80.5
Moderately depressed (5-10 points) 134 16.2
Depressed (<10 points) 27 32
Social cohesion 11.84 (1.98) 11.90 (2.09)
Trust 3.89 (0.76) 3.93 (0.77)
Mutual help 3.73 (0.82) 3.79 (0.85)
Community attachment 4.21 (0.82) 4.17 (0.86)
Informal socializing & social participation 13.79 (5.10) 13.80 (4.92)
Frequency meeting with friends 4.17 (1.59) 4.03 (1.57)
Number of friends 3.88 (1.25) 3.78 (1.29)
Sports groups 2.90 (2.07) 3.08 (2.15)
Hobby groups 2.84 (1.99) 291 (2.02)
Having housing damage 368 445
Moved due to the earthquake 156 18.8
MDE 63 7.6
PTSD 138 16.7

Abbreviations: SD, standard deviation; GDS, Geriatric Depression Scale; MDE, major depressive episode;

PTSD, posttraumatic stress disorder.
amputed data is used.

b Since estimation sample varies across imputations, the total of subgroupsis not equal to 828.
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Table 2. Associations of social capital with therisks of mental disorders, Mifune, Japan,

2013-16
Major Depressive Episode
Variable Model 149 Model 2¢
RR SE 95% ClI PVaue RR SE 95% CI P Vdue

Social cohesion

Individual-level 2 0.86 0.11 0.68,1.09 021 079 011 060,104 0.09

Alndividual-level ? 122 015 0.96,1.55 0.10

Community-level 2 092 0.18 0.63,1.35 068 059 014 037,09 0.03

ACommunity-level ® 188 046 1.17,3.03 0.01
Informal socializing &
social participation

Individual-level 2 087 011 069 111 026 080 0.12 0.60,1.06 0.12

Alndividual-level ? 114 017 0.85,152 0.38

Community-level 111 022 0.75, 164 0.59 158 041 0.94,263 0.08

ACommunity-level ® 055 021 0.26,1.17 0.12
Men 078 019 047,127 031 080 020 049,132 0.39
Age®

70-74 367 136 178,760 <0001 385 140 188,786 <0.001

75-79 402 145 198,817 <0.001 4.63 169 227,946  <0.001

80-84 252 116 1.02 6.23 0.046 292 130 1.22,6.99 0.02

85- 243 157 0.68,8.65 017 267 177 0.73,9.79 0.14
Education®

Low 090 034 043,188 0.78 1.04 039 049219 0.92

Middle 071 028 033,154 038 080 032 036,176 0.57
Low household income 179 066 0.87,3.68 0.11 175 063 0.86,354 0.12
Living alone 147 049 0.77,2.82 0.25 172 059 0.88,3.36 0.11
Noillness 066 0.36 0.23,1.90 044 066 035 023185 0.43
Depressive symptoms®

Moderately depressed 244 081 1.27,4.67 0.007 231 079 118,451 0.01

Depressed 724 269 350,1500 <0001 6.68 269 3.04,1470 <0.001
Housing damage 217 060 1.26,3.73 0.005 206 062 114,373 0.02
Moving 201 056 1.17,3.46 0.01 195 058 1.09, 351 0.03
Population density 1.00 000 1.00,1.00 0.36 1.00 000 1.00,1.00 0.78
Constant 000 0.00 0.00,0.02 <0001 001 0.01 0.00,017 0.002
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Posttraumatic Stress Disorder

Variable Model 17 Model 29
RR SE 95% ClI PVdue RR SE 95% ClI P Value

Social cohesion

Individual-level 2 1.02 008 0.86,1.20 086 099 0.09 083119 0.95

Alndividual-level ® 1.06 009 0.89 125 0.52

Community-level 2 098 010 0.79,121 0.84 0.85 012 0.64,1.13 0.26

ACommunity-level P 122 017 093,161 0.16
Informal socializing &
social participation

Individual-level 0.89 0.07 0.77,1.04 015 089 009 0.74,1.08 0.26

Alndividual-level ® 100 010 082,121 0.96

Community-level 2 106 013 0.83,135 0.64 114 019 0.82, 160 0.43

ACommunity-level P 0.88 0.22 054,142 0.60
Men 065 011 0.47,0.90 0009 065 011 0.47,0.90 0.01
Age®

70-74 104 022 0.69, 157 0.85 104 022 0.69, 1.57 0.85

75-79 130 029 0.84,200 0.23 134 030 0.87,207 0.18

80-84 113 030 0.68,1.89 064 117 031 069, 196 0.56

85- 081 031 038,172 059 083 032 039179 0.64
Education®

Low 111 029 0.67,184 0.68 116 030 0.70,1.93 0.56

Middle 092 024 055,153 075 093 025 056,156 0.79
Low household income 1.79 041 1.14,2.80 0.01 1.81 041 1.16,2.83 0.01
Living alone 116 026 0.74,1.82 0.52 119 028 0.76,1.87 0.45
Noillness 043 016 0.21,0.88 0.02 043 015 021,087 0.02
Depressive symptoms¢

Moderately depressed 171 036 113,257 0.01 169 036 112 257 0.01

Depressed 288 0.75 1.72,4.80 <0.001 281 0.75 1.66,4.75 <0.001
Housing damage 150 027 106,212 0.02 146 026 1.02,2.07 0.04
Moving 138 028 0.93, 205 0.11 138 029 091,207 0.13
Population density 1.00 000 1.00,1.00 072 100 0.00 1.00,1.00 0.93
Constant 0.07 0.04 002,020 <0001 008 0.07 0.020.39 0.002

Abbreviations: RR, relative risk; SE, standard error; Cl, confidence interval; VIF, variance inflation factor;
AIC, Akaike information criterion.
athe baseline score of social capital measured in 2013.
badifference in the score of social capital measured in 2013 and 2016 (the score of 2013 minus that of 2016).
¢ Reference categories are '65-69' for age, 'high' for education, and 'not depressed' for depressive symptoms.

dVIF 1.20,AIC 418.2¢VIF 1.24,AIC 414.9fVIF 1.08, AIC 756.8 9VIF 1.09, AIC 762.2
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Table 3. Associations of social capital with therisks of mental disorders by gender, Mifune, Japan, 2013-
16

Major Depressive Episode
Men (n=361) Women (n=467)
RR SE 95% ClI PVaue RR SE 95%Cl  PVaue

Variable

Social cohesion
Individual-level 2 065 015 0.41,1.03 0.07 086 017 059,126 044
Alndividual-level ? 140 025 0.98,1.99 006 122 023 084,177 0.30
Community-level 2 084 032 039,179 065 044 013 0.24,0.78 0.006
ACommunity-level®  1.63 059 0.80,3.31 018 244 076 133,447 0.004

Informal socializing &

social participation
Individual-level 2 098 023 0.63,155 094 076 014 053,109 014
Alndividual-level ? 088 020 057,137 058 135 026 093,197 012
Community-level 075 035 030,187 054 236 061 143,391 0.001
ACommunity-level®  1.06 054 0.39,2.88 091 035 014 016,079 0.01

Age®

70-74 6.71 448 181,2485 0.004 337 143 147,774 0.004

75-79 18.18 1052 5.85,56.53 <0.001 219 116 0.77,621 0.14

80-84 548 488 0963136 006 239 130 082,695 011

85- 21.87 20.10 361,13251 0.001 134 127 0.21,857 0.76
Education®

Low 126 069 043,369 067 145 097 0.39,537 058

Middle 079 061 0.17,3.56 075 121 085 031,480 0.79
Low household income 145 078 0.51,4.16 049 253 121 099,646 0.05
Living alone 360 235 1001293 0049 173 0.80 0.70,427 0.23
Noillness 156 135 0.28,857 061 047 034 011,193 0.29
Depressive symptoms¢

Moderately depressed 3.88 217 1.30,1159 002 189 081 081,440 014

Depressed 1274 897 3.20,50.68 <0.001 571 299 2051592 0.001
Housing damage 212 087 095,472 007 232 105 096,563 0.06
Moving 161 088 0.56,4.68 038 203 078 0.96,430 0.06
Population density 1.00 0.00 1.00,1.00 098 100 0.00 1.00,1.00 045
Constant 000 000 000,006 0001 001 0.02 0.00047 0.02
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Posttraumatic Stress Disorder
Men (n=361) Women (n=467)
RR SE 95% ClI PVaue RR SE 95% ClI P Vaue

Variable

Social cohesion
Individual-level & 0.89 013 0.66,1.20 044 103 013 081,131 0.78
Alndividual-level ® 111 016 084,147 044 106 0.2 0.85,1.33 0.59
Community-level @ 0.68 0.18 040,114 014 093 0.16 0.67,1.31 0.69
ACommunity-level P 157 037 098,251 006 107 018 0.76,1.50 0.70

Informal socializing &

social participation
Individual-level 2 102 015 0.77,1.35 090 088 0.12 0.68,1.14 0.34
Alndividual-level ® 092 014 068,125 060 100 0.13 0.78,1.29 0.98
Community-level 2 105 036 053,206 089 116 023 0.79,1.71 0.44
ACommunity-level P 107 049 044,264 0.88 087 024 051,151 0.63

Age®

70-74 116 050 0.50,2.68 0.74 099 0.24 0.61,1.60 0.96

75-79 241 094 112,519 0.03 096 0.28 054,171 0.89

80-84 172 084 0.67,4.46 026 096 0.31 0.51,1.82 0.90

85- 140 116 0.28,7.07 068 070 0.31 0.29,1.68 0.43
Education®

Low 1.05 036 054,204 090 147 0.60 0.66,326 0.35

Middle 0.83 033 0.38,182 065 117 047 053,257 0.70
Low household income 263 117 1.09,6.32 0.03 154 043 0.89, 2.66 0.12
Living alone 143 076 051,404 050 123 035 0.71,2.13 0.46
Noillness 041 0.29 0.10,1.62 020 044 0219 0.191.01 0.05
Depressive symptoms¢

Moderately depressed 2.20 0.74  1.13,4.28 0.02 149 042 0.86,259 0.16

Depressed 369 169 151,905 0.004 263 089 136,511 0.004
Housing damage 150 040 090,252 012 146 035 0.91,235 0.11
Moving 127 044 0.65,250 049 139 0.36 0.83,232 0.21
Population density 1.00 000 1.00,1.00 060 1.00 0.00 1.00,1.00 0.81
Constant 001 0.02 0.00024 0.004 010 010 0.02,067 0.02

Abbreviations: RR, relative risk; SE, standard error; Cl, confidence interval.

athe baseline score of social capital measured in 2013.

badifference in the score of social capital measured in 2013 and 2016 (the score of 2013 minus that of 2016).
¢ Reference categories are '65-69' for age, 'high' for education, and 'not depressed' for depressive symptoms.
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