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Family Support: High
Peer Support: Moderate

Peer Support: High analyses.
Subjective Social Status: Own Life * Loneliness is central to quality of life.
Subjective Social Status: Family - /
2 0 2 4 2 0 2 4
L Coefficient Estimate (HC3 Robust SE) Y

References

Barjakovd, M., Garnero, A,, & d'Hombres, B. (2023). Risk factors for loneliness: A literature review. Social Science & Medicine, 334, 116163. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2023.116163; Cacioppo, J. T., & Patrick, W. (2008). Loneliness: Human Nature and the Need for Social Connection. W. W. Norton & Company.; Cornwell, E. Y., & Waite,
L. J. (2009). Social Disconnectedness, Perceived Isolation, and Health among Older Adults. Journal of Health and Social Behavior, 50(1), 31-48. https://doi.org/10.1177/002214650905000103; Fakoya, O. A., McCorry, N. K., & Donnelly, M. (2020). Loneliness and social isolation interventions for older adults: a scoping review of reviews. BMC
public health, 20(1),129.; Huisman, M., & van Tilburg, T. (2021). Social exclusion and social isolation in later life (pp. 99-114). https://doi.org/10.1016/b978-0-12-815970-5.00007-3; Kackmeister, H., Meyers, C., Residori, C., & Samuel, R. (2025). Daten- und Methodentberblick zum Jugendbericht 2025.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.82329/2025 jugendbericht.lu-m; Peplau, L. A, & Perlman, D. (Eds). (1982). Loneliness: A Sourcebook of Current Theory, Research and Therapy. Wiley-Interscience Publication.

Centre for Childhood and Youth Research (CCY) unli.lu

UNIVERSITE DU More information: jugend-in-luxemburg.lu
LUXEMBOURG




	Folie 1

