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Abstract. This research examines the well-being indicators of students
in Western Kazakhstan, focusing on four major cities: Aktobe, Aktau, Atyrau,
and Uralsk. The research employed a quantitative methodology with a cross-
sectional design, involving 1,377 students aged 16-21 from leading universities
in these cities. The study utilized a questionnaire based on The Global Youth
Wellbeing Index and youth development index calculation methodology
developed by Kazakhstan's Ministry of Information and Social Development.
The assessment covered six key domains: citizenship, economic opportunities,
education, health, information and communication technologies (ICT), and
security. The findings revealed an overall well-being index of 0.787 out of
1.00 across Western Kazakhstan as of August 2024, with variations among
cities: Atyrau (0.809), Aktobe (0.784), Uralsk (0.780), and Aktau (0.778). The
research demonstrated very high levels of well-being in education (0.84), ICT
(0.83), and health (0.82) domains across all cities. Notable regional differences
emerged, with Atyrau showing the highest scores in civic participation (0.79)
and economic opportunities (0.83), while Aktobe led in ICT usage (0.86). The
study provides valuable insights for policymakers and educational institutions
to enhance student well-being and development in Western Kazakhstan.

Keywords: youth well-being, positive youth development, youth well-being
diagnostics.
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Assessing student well-being indicators in the higher education context of Western Kazakhstan

Introduction

The Global Youth Wellbeing Index was established to evaluate how young people's environ-
ment contributes to their achievements across various life domains, including education,
health, economic opportunities, and civic engagement (International Youth Foundation
[IYF], 2017; Chaaban, 2016) [1-2]. This comprehensive tool also assesses youth security and
access to information and technology in contemporary society (Goldin, 2014) [3]. The Youth
Progress Index (YPI) represents a significant advancement in measuring young people's quality
of life across different countries and globally. It has emerged as an “evidence-based tool for
policymakers to make informed decisions in youth policy” (European Youth Forum [EYF], 2021,
p. 4) [4]. Recent studies emphasize the importance of such indices in developing targeted youth
policies and programs (Wood, 2023) [5].

The Global Youth Wellbeing Index evaluates youth well-being across 30 countries using
35 indicators (Rano, 2024) in seven key domains: gender equality, economic opportunity,
education, healthcare, labor protection, civic participation, and information and communication
technologies (ICT) (IYF, 2017). The index's methodology incorporates both quantitative
metrics and qualitative perception-based indicators to present a comprehensive picture of
youth well-being disparities 2023 (Eker, 2023). This multifaceted approach allows for a more
nuanced understanding of youth development challenges and opportunities (Ott, 2024). The
index not only provides an overview of youth circumstances but also identifies areas requiring
improvement and investment. Its strengths include consideration of contemporary global
trends such as climate change, digital transformation, and civic engagement patterns (EYF
2021; Ratra, 2022). Recent research highlights how these trends significantly impact youth
well-being and development opportunities (Tomyn, 2018) [6-10].

In the context of Kazakhstan, youth well-being assessment has become increasingly important
for educational policy and practice. Studies indicate that understanding youth well-being in
higher education contexts is crucial for developing effective support systems and educational
programs (Knissarina etal., 2024). The country's focus on youth development aligns with global
trends in prioritizing youth well-being as a key indicator of societal progress (Imanchiyev, 2023)
[11-12].

The present study aims to evaluate the well-being index of student youth in Western Kazakhstan,
measuring their civic participation, economic opportunities, educational access, health status,
ICT usage, and security levels within the region. This research adopts a comprehensive
approach to understanding youth well-being, reflecting recent theoretical developments in the
field. The diagnostic results will identify factors influencing youth well-being and determine
areas for improvement in creating a more supportive and developmental environment for
young people. This research is particularly significant given the unique regional characteristics
of Western Kazakhstan and its role in the country's educational landscape (Knissarina et al.,
2024; Baikulova, 2024) [11;13].

The well-being of university students has become a central focus in academic research, with
numerous studies examining various dimensions of this important construct. Baik, Larcombe,
and Brooker (2019) conducted a comprehensive study examining Australian university students’
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well-being, finding significant concerns about mental health among the student population.
Their research, published in Higher Education Research & Development, emphasized the need
for institutional support systems that address both academic and non-academic stressors
affecting students [14].

Diener and Seligman (2004), in their influential work “Beyond Money: Toward an Economy of
Well-Being” published in Psychological Science in the Public Interest, established a framework
for understanding subjective well-being that has been widely applied to student populations.
Their research demonstrates that social relationships and engagement are stronger predictors
of well-being than economic factors alone [15].

The World Health Organization (2020) released guidelines on promoting mental health
and well-being among university students, highlighting a global approach to student wellness
[16]. This report emphasizes preventative measures and early intervention strategies that
universities can implement to support student flourishing. Keyes, Eisenberg, Perry, Dube,
Kroenke, and Dhingra (2012) examined the relationship between mental health and academic
performance in their study published in the Journal of American College Health. Their research
revealed that students with positive mental health indicators demonstrated better academic
outcomes and higher retention rates [17-18].

Huppert and So (2013), in their research published in Social Indicators Research, developed
a multidimensional model of flourishing that has been particularly valuable for understanding
student well-being. Their approach integrates both hedonic (pleasure-oriented) and eudaimonic
(meaning-oriented) aspects of well-being [19].

Stallman (2010) conducted groundbreaking research on psychological distress among
Australian university students, published in Studies in Higher Education. This work revealed
significantly higher rates of psychological distress in university students compared to the
general population, sparking increased attention to student mental health globally [20].

Ryff and Keyes (1995) developed the six-factor model of psychological well-being that
continues to influence research on student well-being. Their dimensions of autonomy,
environmental mastery, personal growth, positive relations, purpose in life, and self-acceptance
provide a comprehensive framework for understanding student flourishing beyond simple
happiness measures [21].

The OECD (2021) “Education ata Glance” reportincludes specificindicators related to student
well-being across member countries, providing valuable comparative data and highlighting the
importance of institutional and policy factors in supporting student wellness [22].

MclInnis (2004) examined the transition to university and its impact on student well-being
in research published in Studies in Higher Education. This work emphasizes the critical nature
of the first-year experience and the importance of orientation programs that support student
adjustment [23].

Steptoe, Deaton, and Stone (2015), in their research published in The Lancet, explored
the relationship between economic circumstances and subjective well-being, with specific
applications to student populations facing financial stress. Their work demonstrates that
financial hardship significantly impacts psychological well-being among students [24].

Current research on student well-being increasingly adopts holistic approaches that consider
academic, psychological, social, and physical dimensions of wellness. This multidimensional
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perspective recognizes that student flourishing depends on a complex interplay of personal,
institutional, and societal factors.

Research question: What is the current level of well-being among university students in
Western Kazakhstan higher education institutions, and what regional differences exist in well-
being indicators across key domains (civic participation, economic opportunities, education,
health, information and communication technologies, and security) in the four main cities of
the region: Aktobe, Aktau, Atyrau, and Uralsk?

Methodology

Within the framework of this research, a positivist paradigm was employed, enabling a
quantitative assessment of student well-being in four major cities of Western Kazakhstan
(Aktobe, Aktau, Atyrau, Uralsk). The research was based on a quantitative cross-sectional
design, which provided a current snapshot of facts, opinions, and behavioral patterns at the
time of data collection.

The research sample consisted of 1,377 students from leading higher education institutions in
Western Kazakhstan: West Kazakhstan Marat Ospanov Medical University (340 people, Aktobe),
West Kazakhstan Makhambet Utemisov University (375 people, Uralsk), Sh. Yessenov Caspian
University of Technology and Engineering (327 people, Aktau), and Kh. Dosmukhamedov
Atyrau University (335 people, Atyrau). The age range of participants was from 16 to 21 years.

The research instrument used was a questionnaire developed based on The Global Youth
Wellbeing Index and the youth development index calculation methodology proposed by the
Ministry of Informationand Social Development of the Republic of Kazakhstan. The questionnaire
included assessment of six key domains: citizenship, economic opportunities, education, health,
information and communication technologies, and safety and security.

Dataprocessing was carried outin stages: initial collection,accumulation, and systematization
of information was conducted using MS Excel 2016, statistical analysis was performed using
SPSS Statistics version 26 (IBM Corp., USA), and data visualization was implemented through
R 4.3.2.

The obtained quantitative data demonstrated statistical representativeness and revealed
significant trends during quantitative analysis. To ensure comparability of indicators with
different denominators across domains and their integration into a single assessment, a
normalization or “grouping” process was conducted. Within this process, all indicators
(question-answers) were scaled in a range from 0 to 1, where the maximum value was assessed
as one and the minimum as zero. After normalizing all respondents’ answers, the mean value
(M) was determined for domains according to the established formula (figure 1).
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Formula:
Maz, — Indicator
1,Idi(‘(ltOI‘lllil'V!l(l’ - P r
P Maz, ~ Min,
Translation of Explanation:
o Indicator"™ ™" — normalized value of indicator p;

)'
o n,di('a!m',, — initial value of indicator p (where a higher value corresponds to a worse

result);
+ Maz, — maximum value of indicator p;

¢ Min,, — minimum value of indicator p.

Figure 1. Formula for Mean Value (M) by Domains

The determination of domain weight coefficients was carried out in accordance with the
instructions from the Guide on Youth Well-being and Development Index, developed by the
Interstate Statistical Committee of the Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS Statistical
Committee) in 2021. When determining the weight of each domain, their significance was taken
into account, with the key indicator being the positive response (“Yes”) from respondents to the
corresponding questionnaire items.

Discussion and Results

In accordance with the methodological requirement that the total weight of all domains
should equal 1 (or 100%), the following weight coefficients were established for students in
Western Kazakhstan: education and health received the highest weights - 0.1964 (19.64%)
each, followed by information and communication technologies - 0.1894 (18.94%), economic
opportunities - 0.1701 (17.01%), security - 0.1157 (11.57%), and civic participation - 0.1 (10%).
The distribution of weight coefficients enabled a comprehensive assessment of student youth
well-being, taking into account the significance of each component (Tables 1-4).

Table 1
Distribution of Weight Coefficients
City / Education Health Economic Safety Civic ICT
Domain opportunities engagement
Western 0,1964 0,1964 0,1701 0,1157 0,1 (10%) 0,1894
Kazakhstan (19,64%) | (19,64%) (17,01%) (11,57%) (18,94%)
Atyrau 0,1842 0,1845 0,1756 0,1303 0,1599 0,1655
(18,42%) | (18,45%) (17,56%) (13,03%) (15,99%) (16,55%)
Aktau 0,1931 0,1904 0,1728 0,1303 0,1386 0,1884
(19,31%) | (19,04%) (17,28%) (13,03%) (13,86%) (18,84%)
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Uralsk 0,2067 0,1611 0,1130 0,1197 0,1971
(20,25%) | (20,67%) | (16,11%) (11,30%) | (11,97%) | (19,71%)

Aktobe 0,2043 0,1712 0,1011 0,1085 0,2084
(18,42%) | (20,43%) | (17,12%) (10,11%) | (10,85%) | (20,84%)

The methodology for determining weight coefficients in the composite index is characterized
by a variety of approaches - from strictly statistical to normatively justified, with no universal
method existing. The statistical approach uses variance analysis to establish indicator priorities,
however, this method does not consider the importance of indicators as a normative concept. In
the Global Youth Well-being Index, weight coefficients are determined based on a comprehensive
approach that includes analysis of empirical data on youth development, expert assessments
using the analytic hierarchy process, evaluation of technical validity and data reliability, as well
as normative judgments from specialists in the field.

Table 2
Comparison of Domain Values Based on Respondents' Age
Domain Age category
16-18 years old (0) 18-21 years old (1)
M+SD 95% 11 M+SD 95% 11
Civic engagement 0,71+0,28 0,68-0,73 0,64+0,29 0,62-0,67
Economic 0,82+0,21 0,80-0,83 0,77+0,23 0,75-0,78
opportunities
Education 0,86+0,20 0,84-0,87 0,83+0,20 0,81-0,84
Health 0,84+0,21 0,82-0,86 0,80+0,23 0,78-0,82
ICT 0,84+0,19 0,82-0,85 0,82+0,20 0,81-0,84
Safety 0,67+0,22 0,65-0,69 0,62+0,23 0,61-0,64
Note:
M - mean value
SD - standard deviation
CI - confidence interval for the mean (lower/upper bounds)
Table 3
Comparison of domain values depending on the gender of respondents
Domain Gender
Female (0) Male (1)
M+SD 95% AU M+SD 95% AU
Civic engagement 0,69+0,28 0,66+0,70 0,66+0,30 0,63-0,69
Economic 0,80+0,21 0,79+0,82 0,76+0,25 0,73-0,78
opportunities
Education 0,86+0,19 0,85+0,87 0,82+0,23 0,75-0,84
Gumilyov Journal of Pedagogy 2025, N21 (150) 63
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Health 0,83+0,21 0,82+0,85 0,82+0,26 0,78-0,83

ICT 0,85+0,18 0,84+0,86 0,80+0,22 0,78-0,82

Safety 0,66+0,22 0,65+0,67 0,62+0,25 0,60-0,65
Note:

M - mean value
SD - standard deviation
CI - confidence interval for the mean (lower/upper bounds)

Comparative analysis of domain values across the four studied cities of Western Kazakhstan
(Table 3) revealed significant regional differentiation in indicators. In the “civic participation”
domain, the maximum indicator was recorded in Atyrau (0.79), while the minimum was in
Aktobe (0.60). In the sphere of economic opportunities, Atyrau also leads with an index of 0.83,
while the lowest value was noted in Uralsk (0.77).

Analysis of the educational domain shows equal maximum indicators (0.85) in three cities
- Aktobe, Uralsk, and Atyrau, while Aktau recorded a slightly lower value (0.83). In the health
domain, the highest indicators (0.83) were shared by Uralsk and Atyrau, with the minimum
value noted in Aktau (0.81).

In the sphere of information and communication technologies, Aktobe holds the leading
position (0.86), while the lowest indicator was recorded in Atyrau (0.81). The security domain
is characterized by the highest value in Atyrau (0.72) and the lowest in Aktobe (0.61).

Table 4
Comparison of Domain Values Based on Respondents' Age
JomeH Universities
0 (Aktobe) 1 (Uralsk) 2 (Aktau) 3 (Atyrau)

MzSD | 95% JIM | M+SD | 95% JI1 MzSD 95% JIn MzSD 95% /JI1

Civic 0,60+0,28 | 0,57-0,63 | 0,62+0,29 | 0,59-0,65 | 0,71+0,27 | 0,68-0,74 |0,79+0,26 | 0,76-0,81
engage-
ment

Economic | 0,78+0,21 | 0,76-0,80 | 0,77+0,21 | 0,75-0,79 | 0,78+0,25 |0,75-0,81 | 0,83+0,23 | 0,80-0,85
oppor-
tunities

Education | 0,85+0,19 | 0,83-0,87 | 0,85+0,19 | 0,83-0,87 | 0,83+0,24 | 0,80-0,86 |0,85+0,21 | 0,83-0,88

Health 0,82+0,21 | 0,80-0,85 | 0,83+0,22 | 0,81-0,86 | 0,81+0,24 |0,78-0,83 |0,83+0,24 | 0,81-0,86

ICT 0,86+0,18 | 0,84-0,88 | 0,84+0,19 | 0,83-0,86 | 0,83+0,21 |0,81-0,85 |0,81+0,22 | 0,79-0,83

Safety 0,61£0,20 | 0,59-0,63 | 0,63+0,22 | 0,61-0,66 | 0,63+0,25 |0,61-0,66 |0,72+0,23 |0,69-0,74
Note:

M - mean value
SD - standard deviation
CI - confidence interval for the mean (lower/upper bounds)
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The domain weight coefficients in the Global Youth Well-being Index reflect their comparative
significance in forming overall well-being. The calculation of the integral index based on
established weights allows for identification of priority areas requiring targeted intervention
to improve youth well-being levels. In the research methodology, a value of “1” corresponds to
100% well-being indicator, while the overall personal well-being scale is differentiated into five
levels: low (0-0.494), medium (>0.494-0.607), high (>0.607-0.671), rather high (>0.671-0.810),
and very high (>0.811-1).

According to the research results, the integral well-being index of students in Western
Kazakhstan as of August 2024 was 0.787 out of 1.00 (Figure 2), corresponding to a rather high
level. Regional analysis demonstrates the following index values: Atyrau - 0.809432 (highest
indicator in the region), Aktobe - 0.783888, Uralsk - 0.780252, and Aktau - 0.778311, which
indicates significant territorial differentiation in student youth well-being indicators.

University Well-being Index

Universities

. NPJC «Kh.Dosmukhamedov Atyrau Universitys

. NPJC «Makhambet Utemisov West Kazakhstan Universitys

. NPJC «Marat Ospanov West Kazakhstan Medical Universitys

. NPJC «Sh. Yessenov Caspian University of Technology and Engineering»

Figure 2. Index of well-being of students in Western Kazakhstan

The graphical data visualization presents a comprehensive assessment of youth's subjective
perception of well-being in the studied cities. Quantitative indicators are distributed in the
range from 0 to 1, with values ranked from maximum to minimum. For visual differentiation of
well-being levels, a graduated color indication is used, where yellow corresponds to high well-
being levels, orange to medium levels, and red to low levels of youth well-being. Thus, Figure
3 shows that young people have very high levels of well-being in three domains: “education”
- 0.84; “ICT” - 0.83; “health” - 0.82, while results in other domains also indicate a sufficient
level of youth well-being (Figure 3).
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Fairly High Value
Economic Opportunities 0.79 . Very High Value
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Figure 3.The average value for normalization of all received data

In the city of Aktau, the well-being index remains at a very high value for the domains “Edu-
cation” - 0.83; “ICT” - 0.83 than other domains (Figure 4).

NPJC «Sh. Yessenov Caspian University of Technology and Engineering»

Education

Health 0.806 Value level
c
'g Value Level
o Fairly High Value
[a]
Economic Opportunities 0.783 . Very High Value

Civic Participation 0.712

Safety 0.636

Figure 4. The average value for normalization of the received data for Aktau

In the city of Uralsk, the well-being index remains at a very high value for the domains
“Education” - 0.849; “ICT” - 0.844; “Health” - 0.834, in comparison to other domains (Figure 5).
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NPJC «Makhambet Utemisov West Kazakhstan University»

Education

ICT
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Fairly High Value
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Figure 5. Mean Value of Normalized Data for Uralsk

For the city of Aktobe, the well-being index maintains very high values in the domains of
“ICT” - 0.857; “Education” - 0.855; “Health” - 0.823, compared to other domains (Figure 6).

NPJC «Marat Ospanov West Kazakhstan Medical University»

ICT

Education

it Value level
ea
o . Average Value
o
g Value Level
[a) Fairly High Value
Economic Opportunities 0.783 - Very High Value
Safety 0612
e _0.596
& el
R & & & &
Mean

Figure 6. Mean Value of Normalized Data for Aktobe

For the city of Atyrau, the well-being index maintains very high values in the domains of
“Education” - 0.855; “Health” - 0.832; “Economic opportunities” - 0.829, compared to other
domains (Figure 7).
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Figure 7. Mean Value of Normalized Data for Atyrau

Based on the comparative analysis of empirical data, significant territorial differentiation
has been revealed in the distribution of weight coefficients across wellbeing domains among
students in urban centers of Western Kazakhstan. The research has established that the
domain structure of wellbeing is characterized by substantial heterogeneity across territories.
Specifically, the educational domain shows maximum concentration in Uralsk (20.25%), which
may be determined by developed educational infrastructure and effective implementation of
educational programs. Meanwhile, the minimum value of this indicator was recorded in Atyrau
(18.42%), indicating potential disparities in the educational support system. Analysis of the
“Health” domainrevealed itsdominance in Uralskand Aktobe (20.67% and 20.43% respectively),
demonstrating high efficiency of regional healthcare systems and the prevalence of health-
preserving practices in these locations. Contrasting indicators are observed in Aktau (19.04%),
which may be attributed to the specifics of territorial organization of medical services. In the
structure of the economic domain, Atyrau holds the leading position (17.56%), correlating with
the region's high level of economic potential. The minimum values recorded in Uralsk (16.11%)
can be interpreted as an indicator of relatively low economic activity and limited resource base.
The security domain demonstrates a bimodal distribution with maximum values in Atyrau
and Aktau (13.03%), which may be determined by the specific socio-demographic structure of
these urban centers. The minimum indicator in Aktobe (10.11%) suggests potential deficits in
the public security system. In the sphere of civic participation, there is significant dispersion of
indicators: from the maximum value in Atyrau (15.99%) to the minimum in Uralsk (11.97%) and
Aktobe (10.85%), reflecting substantial differences in the development level of civic institutions
and social activity of the population. The Information and Communication Technology domain
is characterized by pronounced asymmetry with predominance in Aktobe (20.84%) and
minimization in Atyrau (16.55%), which may be due to differentiation in the level of digital
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infrastructure and accessibility of information technologies. The research results confirm
the presence of pronounced territorial heterogeneity in the structure of wellbeing domains,
necessitating the implementation of a differentiated approach to developing and implementing
youth wellbeing enhancement programs, taking into account regional specifics.

Conclusion

A comprehensive analysis of student well-being across major urban centers in Western
Kazakhstan reveals a complex interplay of regional factors influencing youth development. The
findings demonstrate that while overall well-being levels are relatively high (0.787 out of 1.00),
there are notable regional variations that warrant attention from policymakers and educational
institutions. The observed differences in domain weights across cities - particularly in civic
engagement (ranging from 10.85% in Aktobe to 15.99% in Atyrau) and ICT utilization (from
16.55% in Atyrau to 20.84% in Aktobe) - suggest that local socioeconomic conditions signi-
ficantly influence student well-being outcomes. These findings have important implications
for higher education policy in Kazakhstan. First, they indicate the need for regionally tailored
approaches to student support services, rather than one-size-fits-all solutions. Second, the
strong performance in education (0.84), ICT (0.83), and health (0.82) domains across all cities
suggests that recent investments in these areas have been effective, providing a foundation for
further development. However, the lower scores in civic participation and security domains
highlight areas requiring additional attention and resource allocation.

The territorial heterogeneity in well-being indicators suggests that future policy initiatives
should focus on reducing regional disparities while building upon existing strengths in each
city, including creating inter-university networks for resource sharing and establishing regional
centers of excellence thatleverage each city's unique advantages. Future research should explore
the longitudinal dynamics of student well-being and investigate specific factors contributing
to regional variations. Comparative studies with other regions of Kazakhstan could provide
valuable insights for national educational policy development and implementation.
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A. Coi3apik6aeBal, M. Kuucapuna?, I On1aH6eKkKbI3bl®, A. BalikyioBa*
LKazaxckull HAYUOHAILHbILI HceHCKull nedazozuyeckuli yHusepcumem, Aamamol, KazaxcmaH
23anadHo-KaszaxcmaHckutl MeduyuHckuli ynusepcumem um. M. OcnaHosa, Akmobe, Kazaxcman
3TocydapcmeeHHoe npednpusmue «/Jemckutl cad «Kapavizaw» MeduyuHckozo yenmpa Ynpas.ieHust
desnamu [Ipesudenma Pecnybauku Kazaxcman, Acmana, Kazaxcmax

OueHKa okKa3saTeJsiei 6/1aronoJiy4Yus CTyJeHTOB B KOHTEKCTe BbICIIEero 06pa3oBaHusA
3anmaaHoro Ka3zaxcraHa

AHHOTanusa. B JaHHOM HcC/le[JOBaHUK PAacCMAaTPUBAKOTCH MOKAa3aTes U 6JaromnoJiydus CTyJeHTOB
3amagHoro KazaxcraHa ¢ pokycoM Ha 4eThIpe KPYMHBIX ropojaa: AKTo6e, AkTay, ATbIpay U YpasIbCK.
B wucciefoBaHUM HCNOJIb30Balach KOJMYECTBEHHAs METOMOJIOTUSL C TOINEepedyHbIM JU3aiiHOM,
oxBaThiBaw1asa 1377 cTygeHTOB B Bo3pacTe 16-21 roj vM3 BeAyLIMX YHUBEPCUTETOB 3TUX TOPOJOB.
B uccienoBaHWM HCMOJIb30Bajiach aHKeTa, OCHOBaHHas Ha [U106asbHOM HHJEKce 6J1aromnoJydust
MOJIOZIE’KU U METO/I0JIOTUU pacyeTa UHJAEKCA Pa3BUTUS MOJIOZEXKHU, pa3paboTaHHOU MUHUCTEPCTBOM
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A. Syzdykbayeva, M. Knissarina, G. Onlanbekkyzy, A. Baikulova

vHbopMalUU U 006IecTBeHHOro pa3BuTHs KaszaxcraHa. OlleHKa OXBaTbIBajia IIECTh KJIHYEBBIX
obJsilacTell: TPaKAAHCTBEHHOCTb, 3KOHOMHYECKHE BO3MOXHOCTH, 00pa3oBaHUE, 3J0POBbeE,
MHGOPMAIMOHHO-KOMMYHUKaMoHHble TexHoJsioruu (MKT) u 6e3onmacHocTb. Pe3yabTaThl mokasanu
061Mi nHAeKc 6saronosyyus 0,787 us 1,00 no 3anagHomy KazaxcTtaHy 1o cocTosiHUIo Ha aBryct 2024
rojia c BapuayusaMu no ropogam: Ateipay (0,809), Akrobe (0,784), Ypanbck (0,780) u Axray (0,778).
HUccnenoBaHue NpoJeMOHCTPUPOBAIO OYEHb BBICOKUH yPOBEHD 0J1aronoJiy4us B chepax 06pa3oBaHUsA
(0,84), UKT (0,83) u 3g0poBbsa (0,82) Bo Bcex ropojaax. BrIIBUIHMCH 3aMeTHble pPervuoHaIbHbIE
pas3nuyus: ATblpay MOKasajl caMble BbICOKHE IOKasaTeJd N0 rpaxaaHckoMy ydactuio (0,79) u
3KOHOMHYECKUM Bo3MOxKHOCTAM (0,83), B To BpeMs Kak AKkTo6e JMJUpPOBa B Mcnosb3oBaHuu UKT
(0,86). UccnenoBaHue npefoCTaB/seT LeHHYI0 MHGOpPMALUIO AJis MOJUTUKOB U 06pa3oBaTebHBIX
yUpexAeHUH 10 yAyqlleHHUI0 6/1aronoy4yus U pa3BUTHS CTYLeHTOB B 3anaZHoM KasaxcraHe.

KioueBble c10Ba: 6/1aronoJjiyyde MoOJOAEXH, TO3UTUBHOE Pa3BUTHE MOJIOJAEXKH, JUAaTHOCTHUKA
6/1aronoJIydus MOJIOAEXKH.

A. Coi3abiK6aeBal, Knucapuna?, I. OHj1aHGeKKpBI3bI?, A. BalikysioBa*
L Kazax yammulK Kbi3dap nedazozuka/bik yHugepcumemi, Aamameol, Kazakcmat
2M. Ocnanoe amviHdaFul Bambic Kazakcman meduyuHa yHugepcumemi, Akmebe, Kazakcmat
3Kaszakcman Pecny6aukacst [Ipeaudenmi Ic 6ackapmacel MeduyuHa1blK 0pmasibiFbiHbIH
«Kapaviraw 6as1a6akwacs»y memaekemmik KacinopHul, Acmama, Kazakcmau

BaTbic KazaKcTaHHBIH, )KOFapbI 6i/1iM 6epy KOHTEKCTiHAEri CTYAeHTTEP/iH,
9JI-ayKaT KepceTKilTepiH 6araaay

Anpgarna. byn 3eprtey batbic KazakcTaHHbIH TOPT ipi Kasacel: AKTebe, AKTay, ATbipay >kaHe Opas
KaJlaJapblHJaFbl CTYAEHTTEPAIH aJ-ayKaT KepCeTKIITepiH 3epTTeii. 3epTTeye OChbl KajlanaapAblH
»KeTeKlli yHUBepcuTeTTepiHeH 16-21 >xac apanbiFblHAaFbl 1377 CTYIEHTTI KaMTBIFAaH KeJIJE€HEH,
JU3aiiHbl 6ap caHABIK 9fjicHaMa KoJilaHblaAbl. 3epTTeyae KahaHabIK xkacTap aJ1-ayKaThbl UHAEKCI XKaHe
KasakcTaHHbIH AKNapaT ;koHe KOFaM/IbIK JaMy MUHUCTPJIITI 93ipJiereH :KacTap AaMy UHJAEKCIH ecenTey
dJlicTeMeciHe HeTi3/e/reH cayajHaMa NaijanaHbliabl. baFanay aaTel HeTi3ri casiaFa Ha3ap ayJapAbl:
azaMaTThIK, IKOHOMUKaJbIK MYMKIHJiKTep, 6ij1iM 6epy, eHcay/bIK, aKIapaTThlK-KOMMYHHUKALUSIBIK,
TexHosorusiaap (AKT) »xeHe kayincisaik. HaTtuxenep 2024 KbLiAblH TaMbl3 allbIHAAFbl Karjai
6oiipiHIIa BaTeic KazakcTaH 60ibIHIIA KaIbl a-ayKaT uHAekci 1,00-aeH 0,787 KypaFaHbIH KepceTTi,
Kajajnap OoilblHIIA aibipMamibLibiKTap: ATbeipay (0,809), Akre6e (0,784), Opan (0,780) >xaHe
Axkray (0,778). 3epTTey 6apJiblK Kaaanapga 6iaim 6epy (0,84), AKT (0,83) xoHe geHcaysbk, (0,82)
cajlajiapblHAa 9JI-ayKATTbIH 6Te »KOFaphl JeHreiin kepceTTi. Eneysi aliMaKThIK aliblpMallblIbIKTAP
aHbIKTa/Nbl: ATbIpay a3aMaTThIK KaThicy (0,79) xxoHe 3SKOHOMUKaJbIK MYMKiHAikTep (0,83) 6oiibiHILIA
eH XOoFapbl KepceTkilTepAi kepcetce, AKTe6e AKT maiijanany 6oibiHIIa ke 6acta/ibl (0,86). 3epTTey
casicaTKepJiep MeH 6i1iM 6epy MekeMesiepiHe baTbic KazakcTaH1aFbl CTYAEHTTEP/IiH 9/1-ayKaTbl MEH
JlaMybIH >KaKCcapTy YILUiH KyH/bl aKnapatT 6epei.

Ty#iHAi ce3aep: *acTapAblH dJ-ayKAThl, )KacTapAblH OH JaMybl, )KacTapAblH 9J-ayKAaTbIH Auar-
HOCTHKaJay.
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