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<E 4> FIHT 2ol Xols B2 At |
rameter | AT | AR | @AT | 9% AA
arameet Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate |Std. Error |Pr > ChiSq
Intercept 13220 * 103259 0.3708 16622 ** | 09670 ** | 0.3648 0.0080
HOUSEHOLD | 02195 ** | 0.0466 0.1277 0.0025 00829 *= 0.0378 0.0283
AGE 0.0033 0.0268 *+ | 0.0101 0.0132 00132 = | 0.0047 0.0053
SCHOLAR  (-0.1659 0.0166 0.2330 0.0788 01321 0.0806 0.1013
INCOME 0.0037 0.0703 01879 ** 100184 00561 * 0.0329 0.0885
WORK 40.0920 0.1691 .2636 4.2316 02238 0.0938 0.0170
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Scale 1.3377 1.6902 22161 2.0083 1.9653 0
Criterion DF Value | Value/DF
Deviance 428 1441.4948 3.368
Scaled Deviance 428 373.2133 0.8720
Pearson Chi-Square 428 1653.1024 3.8624
Scaled Pearson 2 428 428.0000 1.0000
Log Likelihood 876.6011
** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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Prramerr | LT | AratE | @A | awe A
Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate |Std. Error \Pr > ChiSq
Intercept 21649 = | .9954 18621 * | 23433 || 22288 * | (.3651 <.0001
HOUSEHOLD || 0.2285 ** | -0.0349 0.2592 * 100033 00700 * 0.0378 0.0640
AGE 0.0049 0.0189 * | 0.0148 0.0110 00141 = | 0.0047 0.0027
SCHOLAR |-04309 *= | (.1626 01308 0.1084 02474 = | 0.0804 0.0021
INCOME 0.0262 0.0366 0.1156 0.0095 0.0245 0.0331 04593
WORK 0.0070 0.1965 0.2706 0.0136 0.0937 0.0911 0.3036
FAMILY 0.1833 0.2197 0.3111 03409 * || 02710 ** | 0.0784 0.0005
RENT 01114 0.2149 0.2211 0.2489 0.1505 0.1096 0.1695
APT 00772 0.1060 0.1463 03946 | 02477 =+ | 0.0785 0.0016
H-COST 0.0287 0.0235 01204 0.1061 01107 | 0.0337 0.0010
HOUSE .2884 =+ | 0.0578 4.0463 0.0606 £0.0053 0.0498 09153
SCHOOL 0.0511 0.0136 0.0382 01389 01414 | 0.0477 0.0030
ENVIRON 0.0599 01115 0.0598 0.0156 0.0247 0.0442 0.5765
NEIGHBOR | 0.0505 0.0009 0.0683 0.0066 0.0153 0.0198 0.4407
CRIME 0.0543 0.0324 0.0995 0.11% 0.0473 0.0468 03118
P-SERVICE | 0.0021 0.0462 01175 * | -0.0242 0.0012 0.0187 0.9499
Scale 1.8177 23894 2.9395 2.7545 26061 0
Criterion DF Value | Value/DF
Deviance 428 2656.0103 6.2056
Scaled Deviance 428 391.0709 0.9137
Pearson Chi-Square 428 2906.8190 6.7916
Scaled Pearson 2 428 428.0000 1.0000
Log Likelihood 1338.7832

w p<0.01, * p<0.05, * p<0.1
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Abstract

Determinants of the Residents’ Settlements Employing Poisson Regression

Yeol Chot - Ha-Kyoung Yim

% Keywords : Residents’ Settlements, Length of Residence, Poisson Regression

The aim of this paper is to explore the determinants of residents’ settlements which
are, at large, ignored rather than their research themes and concerns concentrate on
the residential mobility by many researchers and planners.

Poisson regression which has mostly used as method by count characteristics of data
is employed for the excavation of correlations between objective length of residents’
settlements and household characteristics, housing characteristics, neighborhoods
characteristics on the basis of the community of Busan metropolitan city.

The major findings are as follows; the variables to denote household in comparison
with any other variables play a dominant role in the residents’ settlements. Specially
the older householders, lower income class and a single detached house’s owners were
likely to stay longer time at same place. Moreover residents who shared intimacy with
neighborhoods and had their family within same community showed propensity to
reside longer in their community. And it has shown that the determinants of the length
of residence are a little different in accordance with the region’s characteristics. The
intimacy with their neighborhoods in Haeundae-Gu and Saha-Gu, the convenience on
public service in Yeonje-Gu, and the solidarity with their family in Yongdo-Gu are
more significant factors in the residents’ settlements.
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