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Contact Information - Community Health Module

Date of survey June 21, 3pm — July 12, 3pm

Survey method Online survey

Target population Hong Kong residents aged 12+

Representative Panel \olunteer Panel

Total sample size 888 8,959
Response rate 11.0% 10.7%
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: 21/6-12/7/2021 (Representative Panel N=884 \olunteer Panel N=8,934)
Last su rvey period: 31/5-21/6/2021 (Representative Panel N=1,092 \olunteer Panel N=8,930)
Second last su rvey period: 24-31/5/2021 (Representative Panel N=1,007 Volunteer Panel N=8,130)

Representative Panel Volunteer Panel
N=884 N=8,934
Opinion Question”™ ( ) ( )

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

_ _ Latest 25% 7% W* 18% 7%
Q1 How likely do you think

it is that you will contract

novel coronavirus Last 240 10% 18% 806
pneumonia over the next
one month? [Logarithmic

Scale]
Second Last 27% 12% 18% 8%

~ 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

Infected case(s) (Ytd) =dr= Representative Panel - Average Volunteer Panel - Average
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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: 21/6-12/7/2021 (Representative Panel N=885 Volunteer Panel N=8,952)
Last su rvey period: 31/5-21/6/2021 (Representative Panel N=1,097 Wolunteer Panel N=8,936)
Second last su rvey period: 24-31/5/2021 (Representative Panel N=1,009 Volunteer Panel N=8,138)

Representative Panel (N=885) Volunteer Panel (N=8,952)

Opinion Question™

2.3

Q2 How satisfied or  Latest ~ 31% 18% 50%W* 25 28% 12% 60% W *
dissatisfied are you
with the
9
FOUEANIHEITE Last 24% 20% 56% 2.3 27% 10% 63%

performance in
handling novel

coronavirus
Second

pneumonia? L ast 27% 18% 54% 2.4 27% 14% 58%

~ 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.

2.2

2.3

* 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
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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

13/7/2021
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Contact Information - Group Gathering Prohibition Index Benchmark Survey

I BRI RHHLE HKPOP P

945 H HH Survey date 18/6 15:00 — 23/6 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 6,158
[m] EEL 2R Response rate 6.6%
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

B4 HEH Latest survey date: 18-23/6/2021 (N=6,158)
_EZREA®E HHH Last survey date: 17-24/5/2021 (N=6,583)
_F EZREEE HHH Second last survey date: 16-21/4/2021 (N=6,330)

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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Group Gathering Prohibition Index — Commentary

AN E Z R MR LESR T ORERSRED ¢ T A RRT U REES
TR PR Y ERAE - MHECAERIRIB IE W A VaHVHIE - B0 A E R #iRey A
& - i BAEEE FIRAIREE A A FERYR - AR R ENTT REEMRRY > BOGE#SEEE#
BENTIRELERE - HRIMAKREELERM - BEREEENE S AN HAEES ERT] - [EHBORH]
AR T BER— R EFEE S - B U R RS AR e - EBRNBUSIRE - DL
IEREE R © |

Professor Meanne Chan, Associate professor (Research) of WoFoo Joseph Lee Consulting and
Counselling Psychology Research Centre in Lingnan University, observed, “Multiple misconceptions
about vaccination circulates in popular culture and society. Getting vaccinated because of fear of
contagion compared to a general inclination to return to normality are not only different social drivers,
but could also have different biological consequences. Studies in behavioral medicine about immunity
have demonstrated that stress could directly impact antibody production after a vaccine, greatly
reducing the effectiveness. While figures have indicated that the Hong Kong people are currently under
multiple sources of stress, policy makers can consider the social, economical, and political environment
during vaccination to optimize vaccine efficacy, in addition to the usual concern of vaccine uptake.”




In vitro IL-2 Responses to Fluzone Vaccine (Chronic stress vs Control)

ddays 90 deys O BONTNS
TIME AFTER VACCINATION
Bl cAREQIVERS CONTROLS

FiG. 3. In vitro IL-2 responses to Fluzone vaccine (mean = SEM)
prior to vaccination and 1, 3, and 6 months after vaccination for those
subjects who showed at least a 4-fold antibody increase. These data
represent a specific T-cell response to the vaccine for the 11.25-ng/ml
concentration of antigen.




Factors to Immune Response

Intrinsic host factors
Age
Sex
Genetics
Comorbidities

Perinatal host factors

Gestational age
Birth weight
Breastfeeding
Maternal antibodies
Maternal infections
during pregnancy
Other maternal factors

)

Extrinsic factors

Infections
Parasites
Antibiotics
Probiotics & prebiotics
Microbiota
Preexisting immunity

IS

Behavioral factors

Smoking
Alcohol consumption
Exercise
Acute psychological stress
Chronic psychological stress
Sleep

Nutritional factors

Body mass index
Nutritional status
Micronutrients
(vitamin A, D, E & Zn)
Enteropathy

Environmental factors

Rural vs urban
Geographic location
Season
Family size
Toxins

)

Vaccine factors

Vaccine type
Vaccine product
Vaccine strain
Adjuvants
Vaccine dose

Administration factors

Vaccination schedule
Vaccination site
Vaccination route
Needle size
Time of day
Coadministered vaccines
Coadministered drugs
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Contact Information

Date of survey: 30/6-8/7/2021

Survey method: Random telephone survey conducted by real interviewers
Target population: Cantonese-speaking Hong Kong residents aged 18 or above
Sample size: 1,003 (including 503 landline and 500 mobile samples)

Effective response rate: 46.4%

Sampling error: Sampling error of percentages not more than +/-4%, that of net values not more
than +/-7% and that of ratings not more than +/-3.1 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 - Popularity of Chief Executive

Popularity of Chief Executive

Rating 29.8 34.0 Record high since Jun. 2019

- \ote of confidence 17% 20% Record high since Apr. 2021

Carrie Lam VOte. o /0% 67% V3% Record low since Feb. 2021
no confidence

Net approval rate -53% -47% Record high since Feb. 2021

Our latest survey shows that the popularity rating of CE Carrie Lam is 34.0 marks, registering a
significant increase of 4.2 marks compared to half a month ago, as well as a record high since early June
2019, with 37% of respondents giving her 0 mark. Her approval rate is 20%, disapproval rate 67%,
giving a net popularity of negative 47 percentage points. These popularity figures have not changed
much from half a month ago. T



Survey Topic




Survey Result - Popularity of Secretaries of departments

Secretaries of Departments

Chief Secretary for Rating 38.0 1% record since taking office
Administration
John Lee Net approval rate -- -5% -- 1% record since taking office
Financial Rating 35.4 43.5 * Record high since Feb. 2018
Secretary
Paul Chan Net approval rate -18% 1% * Record high since Feb. 2017
Secretary for Rating 24.2 28.1 * Record high since Jun. 2019
Justice
Teresa Cheng  Net approval rate -47% -37% * Record high since Apr. 2019
The support rating of FS Paul Chan has significantly increased by 8.0 points from a month ago, his net popularity
has also significantly increased by 19 percentage points, registering a record since February 2017. As for SJ
Teresa Cheng, her support rating and net popularity have significantly increased, registering a record since

June and April 2019 respectively. * Significant change



Survey Result - Popularity of Chief Executive
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Survey Result - Popularity of CE and Secretaries of Departments

BB MEERAT - SREER (EXRETR)
Ratings of Chief Executive and Secretaries of Departments - Combined (per poll)
R = B

Secretary for Justice Teresa Cheng

(212017 — 7/2021)
e A I Bt el RS e 1B ] F R BTN
Chief Executive Carrie Lam Chief Secretary for Administration John Lee Financial Secretary Paul Chan
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Survey Result - Popularity of CE and Secretaries of Departments

FrE & ARFRFME - e BT EXETR)
Net approval rates of CE and Secretaries of Departments - Combined (per poll) (2/2017 — 7/2021)
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Survey Result - Popularity of Directors of Bureaux

Directors of Bureaux - Net approval rate

Secretary for Development Michael Wong
Secretary for the Environment Wong Kam-sing

Secretary for Innovation and Technology Alfred Sit

Secretary for Financial Services and the Treasury
Christopher Hui
Secretary for Commerce and Economic Development
Edward Yau

Secretary for Labour and Welfare Law Chi-kwong
Secretary for Security Chris Tang

Secretary for the Civil Service Patrick Nip

Secretary for Constitutional and Mainland Affairs
Erick Tsang

Secretary for Transport and Housing Frank Chan
Secretary for Home Affairs Caspar Tsui
Secretary for Food and Health Sophia Chan
Secretary for Education Kevin Yeung

-1%
2%
-5%

-6%

-9%
-12%
-15%
-22%
-11%

-9%
-21%
-44%

8%
7%
6%

5%

3%
3%
2%
1%
2%
4%
4%
-8%
-29%

Record since Jun. 2019
Record since Sept. 2019
All-time record since May 2020

All-time record since May 2020

Record since Sept. 2019

Record since Aug. 2019
1% record since taking office
All-time record since May 2020

All-time record since May 2020

Record since Jul. 2018
Record since May 2020
Record since Nov. 2020
Record since Aug. 2019

* Significant change



Survey Result - Popularity of Directors of Bureaux

Directors of Bureaux

As for the Directors of Bureaux, 8 out of 13 have got positive net approval rates, ranked from high to
low are Secretary for Development Michael Wong, Secretary for the Environment WWong Kam-sing,
Secretary for Innovation and Technology Alfred Sit, Secretary for Financial Services and the Treasury
Christopher Hui, Secretary for Commerce and Economic Development Edward Yau, Secretary for
Labour and Welfare Law Chi-kwong, Secretary for Security Chris Tang and Secretary for the Civil
Service Patrick Nip.

The 9th to 13th positions who have got negative net approval rates go to Secretary for
Constitutional and Mainland Affairs Erick Tsang, Secretary for Transport and Housing Frank Chan,
Secretary for Home Affairs Caspar Tsul, Secretary for Food and Health Sophia Chan and Secretary for
Education Kevin Yeung.

Compared to two months ago, the net approval rates of all Directors have gone up. Only those of
Wong Kam-sing, Frank Chan and Caspar Tsui have not changed beyond sampling errors.

That of Frank Chan has registered a record since July 2018, that of Michael Wong has registered a
record since early June 2019, while those of Alfred Sit, Christopher Hui, Patrick Nip and Erick
Tsang have registered record since they were appointed in May 2020.



Survey Result - Popularity of Directors of Bureaux
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