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Abstract

Objective: In 2022, a major outbreak occurred in Shanghai, leading to a “shutdown” of the city and
lockdown of the community. During the lockdown, community cohesion was enhanced. This paper
mainly explores the impact of community satisfaction and neighborhood relationship on commu-
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nity cohesion during lockdown, and discusses the significance of such cohesion for community
construction. Method: Likert five-point scale was used to quantify the three dimensions, and re-
gression model was used to analyze the relationship between community satisfaction and com-
munity cohesion, between neighborhood relationship and community cohesion. Conclusions:
Community satisfaction is positively correlated with community cohesion. There was a significant
positive correlation between neighborhood relationship and community cohesion. The improve-
ment of community cohesion is of positive significance to community construction.
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Figure 1. Regression function fitting of community satisfaction and community cohesion
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Figure 2. The regression function fitting of neighborhood relationship and community cohesion
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