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The purpose of this study was to investigate the association between Suicidal ideation and
Neighborhood environment among some adolescents. The G city 4,509 people which is suitable for this
research at was aimed against the adolescents among the survey data collected. On the area neighborhood
environment recognizes was good 1,805 people, was not good was 2,704 people. Suicidal ideation was where
the neighborhood environment was bad 12.9%, good 8.8%. And in multiple logistic analysis, neighborhood
environment was bad more significantly likely to be Suicidal ideation (OR=1.40, 95% CI=1.14-1.71).
Therefore the residential zone environment needs to be monitored through the participation style local
resident program. And it is regarded to find the plan that it lowers the suicide idea through the material
and emotional converge support to the youth on the area where the residential zone environment is unable
to be good in the national dimension
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(Table 1) Differences of General characteristics according to Neighborhood environment
Neighborhood Good Neighborhood Bad
Characteristics 1,805 40.0 2,704 60.0 x° p—value
N % N %
Gender Male 819 454 1,19% 442 163.032 <001
Female 8% 4.6 1,509 5.8
Academic achievement Mid-High 1,198 66.4 1,704 63.0 5.307 022
Low 607 336 1,000 37.0
Economic status Mid-High 1,553 86.0 2,184 80.8 21.182 <001
Low 252 14.0 520 19.2
Drink alcohol Yes 215 119 381 14.1 4.480 035
No 1,590 8.1 2,323 8.9
Smoking Yes 106 59 170 6.3 0.323 612
No 1,699 A1 2,534 93.7
Disease Yes 747 414 1,213 449 5.317 022
No 1,058 536 1,491 55.1
Relation with parents Good 1,715 9%.0 2,506 92.7 9.882 002
Bad 0 50 198 7.3
Relation with friends Good 1,769 9.0 2,622 970 4577 036
Bad 36 2.0 & 30
Relation with teachers Good 1,750 97.0 2,592 9%.9 3639 064
Bad 55 30 112 41
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(Table 2) Differences of Characteristics of Suicidal according to Neighborhood environment

Neighborhood Good Neighborhood Bad
Characteristics 1,805 2,704

N % N %
Suicidal ideation Yes 159 88 350 129
No 1,646 91.2 2,354 237
Attempted suicide Yes 23 152 80 237
No 128 34.8 258 76.3
Suicide accident in neighbor Yes 115 6.6 221 84
No 1,631 934 2,404 91.6
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(Table 3) Association between Suicidal ideation and Neighborhood

Characteristics OR 95% ClI p—value

Academic achievement Mid-High 1 <001
Low 1.31 1.15-1.69

Economic status Mid-High 1 002
Low 142 1.13-1.79

Drink alcohol No 1 039
Yes 1.31 1.01-1.69

Disease No 1 <001
Yes 0.68 0.56-0.68

Relation with parents Good 1 <001
Bad 2.56 191-3.44

Relation with friends Good 1 <001
Bad 4.39 2.93-6.57

Neighborhood environment Good 1 <001
Bad 1.40 1.14-1.71

OR: odds ratio, CI: confidence interval
Adjusted for Smoking, Disease, Relation with teachers
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