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Contact Information - Community Health Module

Date of survey May 31, 3pm — June 21, 3pm

Survey method Online survey

Target population Hong Kong residents aged 12+

Representative Panel \olunteer Panel

Total sample size 1,097 8,948
Response rate 12.3% 10.6%
sampling error Sampling error of percentages at Sampling error of percentages at
PIng +/-3% at 95% confidence level +/-1% at 95% confidence level

The figures are rim-weighted according to 1) gender-age distribution of Hong Kong
Weighting method population and by District Councils population figures from Census and Statistics
Department; 2) Voting results of District Councils Election from Registration and Electoral
Office; 3) rating distribution of Chief Executive from regular tracking surveys.



Survey Result - Community Health Module

Latest survey period: 31/5-21/6/2021 (Representative Panel N=1,092 Volunteer Panel N=8,930)
Last su rvey period: 24-31/5/2021 (Representative Panel N=1,007 \olunteer Panel N=8,130)
Second last su rvey period: 10-24/5/2021 (Representative Panel N=1,063 Volunteer Panel N=8,494)

Representative Panel Volunteer Panel
Opinion Question” (N=1,092) (N=8,930)

Don't know / Average Don't know / Average
hard to say g hard to say g

_ _ Latest 24% 10% W * 18% 8%
Q1 How likely do you think

it is that you will contract

novel coronavirus Last 2704 120 18% 806
pneumonia over the next
one month? [Logarithmic

Scale]
Second Last 24% 10% 22% 10%

~ Answer options included: 0-10 rating scale, others and don’t know / hard to say. Answer options changed from linear scale to logarithmic scale since Oct 2020.  * Significant change



Survey Result - Community Health Module

Assessment of the public's expected chance of COVID-19 infection

Volunteer Panel - Average

=fr== Representative Panel - Average
Volunteer Panel - Don't know / hard to say

Infected case(s) (Ytd)
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~ Answer options included: 0-10 rating scale, others and don’t know / hard to say. Answer options changed from linear scale to logarithmic scale since Oct 2020.  * Significant change



Survey Result - Community Health Module

Latest survey period: 31/5-21/6/2021 (Representative Panel N=1,097 Volunteer Panel N=8,936)
Last su rvey period: 24-31/5/2021 (Representative Panel N=1,009 \olunteer Panel N=8,138)
Second last su rvey period: 10-24/5/2021 (Representative Panel N=1,067 \olunteer Panel N=8,506)

Representative Panel (N=1,097) Volunteer Panel (N=8,936)

Opinion Question™

2.2V *

Q2 How satisfied or  Latest 24% 20% 56% 2.3 27% 10%V*  63%
dissatisfied are you
with the
b
government’s Last 27% 18% 54% 2.4 27% 14% 58%

performance in
handling novel

coronavirus
Second

pneumonia? Last 23% 19% 58% 2.2 24% 13% 63%

~ Answer options included: very much satisfied, somewhat satisfied, half-half, somewhat dissatisfied, very much dissatisfied and don’t know / hard to say
+ The mean value is calculated by quantifying all individual responses into 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 marks according to their degree of positive level, where 1 is the lowest
and 5 the highest, and then calculate the sample mean.

2.3

2.2

* Significant change



Survey Result - Community Health Module

Appraisal of HK Government’s performance in handling novel coronavirus pneumonia

Infected case(s) (Ytd) === Representative Panel - Satisfied Volunteer Panel - Satisfied
== Representative Panel - Dissatisfied Volunteer Panel - Dissatisfied
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~ Answer options included: very much satisfied, somewhat satisfied, half-half, somewhat dissatisfied, very much dissatisfied and don’t know / hard to say * Significant change
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Group Gathering Prohibition Index
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Contact Information - Group Gathering Prohibition Index Benchmark Survey

I BRI RHHLE HKPOP P

945 H HH Survey date 17/5 15:00 — 24/5 15:00
445 774 Survey method PAEE SRR AR B > W4 58 REFE A Online survey
ah ¥t 52 Target population + kL _EAYE T R Hong Kong residents aged 12+
AR IR N Total sample size 6,583
[E]fELE% Response rate 7.0%
P Sampling error IBWE(EAKF » EATLRAEH-1%

Sampling error of percentages at +/-1% at 95% confidence level

T I81) BURFSRE TR IR B R N O S Rl o fids T8y ~ SEHEe ADEF
2) BeR B e (VSRS BB GE IR © 3) EAH & PRV Bl BT > LA
" RBLENINEEL ) (FHIEHE
HIRE 77,24 Weighting method The figures are rim-weighted according to 1) gender-age distribution of Hong Kong
population and by District Councils population figures from Census and Statistics
Department; 2) Voting results of District Councils Election from Registration and
Electoral Office; 3) rating distribution of Chief Executive from regular tracking surveys.



PREFERN
Group Gathering Prohibition Index

BpreR 2 HHH Latest survey date: 17-24/5/2021 (N=6,583)
_EZxFH4E HEH Last survey date: 16-21/4/2021 (N=6,330)
_F_EZgE4& HHF Second last survey date: 22-29/3/2021 (N=6,806)

IRE BB BEREGRE2EAESE "RES, ? Do you think the regulation prohibiting gatherings of more than a specific number of people
» EERAESS T RS in public places should be completely lifted unconditionally in Hong Kong?

»  RFEY O FEHPEENE = Yes, the ban should be lifted unconditionally

. REDE REER =  No, it should depend on the epidemic situation

=  Don’t know / hard to say

2 N 2E 27 4 15T Mz [ HX A 2
[}Ejﬁj&f Lé%t‘ﬁ/\#@g#ﬁﬁj s E[E"AT‘ Y /_\%l Crames  srpap ) o  LFOrrespondents NOT answering “Yes, the ban should be lifted unconditionally”]
WE’“‘%‘% SR iﬁﬁﬁ?{*%&ﬁgmy ) }E e RS Em: N How many newly confirmed cases each day should there be before it would be appropriate
R RE RN EREIE RSV » A HER TIRES ) 5TR4A? to prohibit gatherings of more than 2 people?
TR R ERISHE2 EEREE SV T EEeR TIRES ) 5TIR8A? How many newly confirmed cases each day should there be before it would be appropriate
R R RIS TEC(EE B2 /) » A G TIRES 5 816N 2 to prohibit gatherings of more than 4 people?

IR R A FE L/ D RI% » [RESTEZ S HEEY ? How many newly confirmed cases each day should there be before it would be appropriate
to prohibit gatherings of more than 8 people?
FEN LT HAIY IR By [([EZES & R AR 4EE...... How many newly confirmed cases each day should there be before it would be appropriate

to prohibit gatherings of more than 16 people?
After how many days of zero infection do you think the group gathering ban should be
lifted altogether?

Please list combinations of [number of cases & number of people allowed in gatherings]
that you think is appropriate in the field below:
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Survey Result — Group Gathering Prohibition Acceptance Level

(R 22327 F2 % Group Gathering Prohibition Acceptance Level
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Date of PEGRI (figures in bracket = size of group gathering allowed that day)
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Group Gathering Prohibition Index — Commentary

EAHAETOMIRIERERERREY | " BUNIF RS EMBRE RN - SR BUEZMT -

R RAEEBNEAK - RRRRMVKER - REMRAERF UEERNE > ARRETE

KBt ~ REMERICKDHE - SLH @ HIEKFAOKHIRFRAEmA - BEIFEEAR - HE

%%%Eggiamﬁiﬂzﬁ’%{ﬂi Hwb HEURFEHA R ENR R RS - SRR
EHYAED

Vice Chairman of The Hong Kong Chamber of Education Centres Yam Wai Ho observed, “The
government finally announced yesterday that it would relax its anti-epidemic measures, which it
should have been done a long time ago. However, the industry generally does not have much
response, as the relaxation is so little. Restaurants still have to maintain four complicated
classifications, only the most demanding Categories C and D are relaxed, but they are too difficult
to achieve anyway. Moreover, the restrictions on bars and karaoke are still very tight, the new
measures can help very little. As a matter of fact, there was zero local confirmed case in the
community for many days, | think the epidemic prevention arrangements can definitely be
relaxed a lot more, so that the people can live a more normal life.”
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Contact Information

Date of survey: 7-10/6/2021

Survey method: Random telephone survey conducted by real interviewers
Target population: Cantonese-speaking Hong Kong residents aged 18 or above
Sample size: 1,008 (including 507 landline and 501 mobile samples)

Effective response rate: 55.1%

Sampling error: Sampling error of percentages not more than +/-4% and that of ratings not more
than +/-2.9 at 95% conf. level

Weighting method: Rim-weighted according to figures provided by the Census and Statistics
Department. The gender-age distribution of the Hong Kong population came from “Mid-year
population for 20207, while the educational attainment (highest level attended) distribution and
economic activity status distribution came from “Women and Men in Hong Kong - Key

Statistics (2020 Edition)”.



Survey Topic




Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity

Independent ratings - Strength rating

Hongkongers
Asians 7.8
Global citizens 7.0
Members of the Chinese race 6.4
Chinese 5.9
Citizens of the PRC 5.2

7.7
6.8
6.5
6.0
5.3

V05 * Record low since Jun. 2017
V0.1 Record low since Jun. 2019
V0.2 Record low since Jun. 2018

Record since Dec. 2019
Record since Dec. 2018

Compared with half a year ago, the strength rating of “Hongkongers™ has significantly
dropped, while other figures have not registered significant changes.

* Significant change



Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity




Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity




Survey Topic




Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity

Independent ratings - Importance rating

Hongkongers
Asians 6.6
Global citizens 6.5
Members of the Chinese race 6.0
Chinese 5.4
Citizens of the PRC 5.0

6.6
6.5
6.0
5.6
5.1

V0.1
V0.1
V0.1

Record low since Jun. 2017
Record low since Jun. 2016

Record low since Jun. 2018

Record since Dec. 2019
Record since Dec. 2018

The importance rating of “Asians” has registered record low since June

2016.



Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity




Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity




Survey Topic




Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity

Independent ratings - Identity Index

Hongkongers 79.5 76.3 V33* Record low since Jun. 2017

Asians 70.1 69.1 V10 Record low since Jun. 2016

Global citizens 66.5 64.8 V17 Record low since Jun. 2018
Members of the Chinese race 60.7 61.0 Record since Dec. 2018
Chinese 54.9 56.0 Record since Dec. 2019

Citizens of the PRC 49.3 50.5 Record since Dec. 2018

Taking the geometric mean of the strength and importance ratings of each respondent
and then multiply it by 10, we have an “identity index” between 0 and 100, with 0O
meaning no feeling and 100 meaning extremely strong feeling.

* Significant change



Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity




Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity




Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity

Independent ratings and Identity Index

Results of independent rating questions that do not involve choosing one
among identities show that whether in terms of strength rating, importance
rating or 1dentity index, the identity of “Hongkongers” continues to rank

first, followed by “Asians”, “global citizens”, “members of the Chinese
race”, “Chinese” and “citizens of the PRC”.

Compared with half a year ago, the strength rating and identity index of
“Hongkongers” have significantly dropped, while other figures have not
registered significant changes.

Meanwhile, the importance rating and 1dentity index of “Asians™ have
both registered record lows since June 2016.



Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity

Hongkonger

Asians

Global citizens

Members of Chinese race

Chinese

Members of the PRC

Strength rating
Importance rating
Identity index
Strength rating
Importance rating
Identity index
Strength rating
Importance rating
Identity index
Strength rating
Importance rating
Identity index
Strength rating
Importance rating
Identity index
Strength rating
Importance rating

Identity index

7.9
79.5
7.8
6.6
70.1
7.0
6.5
66.5
6.4
6.0
60.7
5.9
5.4
54.9
5.2
5.0
49.3

7.8
76.3
7.7
6.6
69.1
6.8
6.5
64.8
6.5
6.0
61.0
6.0
5.6
56.0
5.3
5.1
50.5

V0.5*

V0.1*

V33*
V0.1
V0.1
V1.0
V0.2
V0.1
V1.7

Record low since Jun.

Record low since Jun.

Record low since Jun.

Record low since Jun.

Record low since Jun.

Record low since Jun.

Record low since Jun.

Record low since Jun.

Record low since Jun.

Record
Record
Record
Record
Record
Record

Record

since Dec.
since Dec.
since Dec.
since Dec.
since Dec.
since Dec.

since Dec.

2017
2017
2017
2019
2016
2016
2018
2018
2018

2018
2019
2019
2019
2018
2018
2018

*

Significant
change



Survey Topic

Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity [Overall sample results]

The dichotomy of “Hongkonger” versus “Chinese” 1dentity
(1997-2021)



Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity

The dichotomy of “Hongkonger” versus “Chinese” identity

Identified as “Hongkongers” 44% 44%

Identified as “Chinese” 15% 13% V2% Record low since Jun. 2020
Identified as “Hong Kong Chinese” 14% 13% V1% Record low since Jun. 2020
Identified as “Chinese Hongkonger” 25% 28% Record since Dec. 2017

Identified as “Hongkongers” in broad sense# 69% 2% Record since Jun. 2020
Identified as “Chinese” in broad sense# 29% 26% V3% Record low since Jun. 2020

Identified with a mixed identity of

0 0 .
“Hongkongers” and “Chinese”(@ 38% 42% Record since Dec. 2018

Whether in their narrow and broad senses, the proportions of people identifying themselves as
“Hongkongers” outnumber those of “Chinese”.

# “Hongkongers” in broad sense, namely answer “Hongkongers” or “Chinese Hongkongers”; “Chinese” in broad sense, namely answer “Chinese” or “Hong Kong Chinese”.
@ The mixed identity of “Hongkongers” and “Chinese “, namely answer “Hong Kong Chinese” or “Chinese Hongkongers”.

ccccc



Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity




Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity
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Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity

"EJEAN ) BORERER Y (FEERIZFRER)
Strength of “Hong Kong citizen” identity (Half-yearly average, by age group)
(8/1997 — 6/2021)

18-29 30-49 50+
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8.0 |81 8.3
8-0 7'9
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5.0

se[ElEL Strength Rating

4.0
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Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity




H47EE Percentage

Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity

S AERE - BRER T EBA L, (CREE R
Ethnic Identity — Identified as “HongKongers” (Half-yearly average, by age group)
(8/1997 — 6/2021)

100%

90%

18 - 29 Identified as

80%
“Hongkongers”

70%
68% 30 - 49 Identified as

60% “Hongkongers”
50% ifi
0 47% §O+ Identified ,z:ls
45% Hongkongers
40% 44%
36:)% 34% Overall Identified as
30 /035% “Hongkongers”
20%
22%
10%
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H47EE Percentage

Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity

SRR - B T RN L (PG IR
Ethnic Identity — Identified as “Chinese” (Half-yearly average, by age group)
(8/1997 - 6/2021)

50%

45%

18 - 29 Identified as

40% .
“Chinese”

35%
30 - 49 Identified as

30% “Chinese”
25% 50+ Identified as “Chinese”
21%
20%
)
18% 103% 17% Overall Identified as
15% 16% 13% “Chinese”

10% 13%

2%
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7 H 1 Month of Survey
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s2[E] |k Strength Rating

Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity

"EERANL ~ THEA L BOwERERS (FEE)
Strength of “Hongkongers” & “Chinese” identity (Half-yearly average)
(8/1997 — 6/2021)

5252 Difference Z# N\ Hongkongers F1E A Chinese
10.0 9.0
9.0 8.0
8.0 7.8
8.0 73 7.0
7.0 6.0
6.0
6.0 5.0
5.0 4.0
4.0 3.0
3.0 2.0
1.0 I I I I AEm iR _mwm - —=Hm =mlm a "= [ I [ I I 0.0
0.0 -1.0
fl oS o Q \ ) %) X 5 § i S 9 Q0 \ % 6 X 5 6 9 3 9 N
9 9P 90 NSRRI\ N\ W [NNAISRRI\NERSI\\ W VNSRRI NP\ ST \) S\ S T \) I\ S\ T \) S\ | T\ SR\ N\ 9
A A I T 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0l 0 o 0 o 0o 0 0

¥4 A1 Month of Survey



Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity

S EIH58% Identity Index

"EEANL - THEA L BomEER (EFEE)
Identity Indices of “Hongkongers” & “Chinese” (Half-yearly average)

(8/2008 — 6/2021)

mm 7 B Difference g A Chinese Z# A Hongkongers

100 90
90 80
go 761 76.3 59
7603 60
60 56.0 50
50 40
40 30
30 20
: pebbabnnanbHEEHEE -
o 1allNNN 0
0 -10
1,\1000% 1,\2\1@9 1,\100\0 1,\2\°~°\\ 1,\100\0’ 1,\2\°~°\3 1_\1@% 1,\2\°~°\5 1,\100\6 1,\2\7’0\1 1,\100\% 1,\2\”9\9 1,\10020

#5#& A1 Month of Survey



Survey Result - Hong Kong People’s Ethnic Identity




