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Abstract

In this research, study 1 and 2 were conducted using the Multicultural Youth Panel (MAPS) data of the
Korea Youth Policy Institute. Study 1 analyzed how the factors of social support(family support, friend
support, teacher support, and local residents' support) of multicultural adolescents change with age. Next,
Study 2 classifies adolescents into social support latent classes based on four factors of social support and
analyzes the relationship between these groups and psychological adaptation. For the analysis, data from
Sth to 8th grade students were used among MAPS data. For the study 1, Latent Growth Model was
adopted and for study 2, the Latent Class Analysis was adopted for statistical analysis. The main results
are as follows: First, the initial scores of the four social support factors were significantly different among
individuals, and developmental trajectories were different according to social support factors. Second, as a
result of conducting Latent Class Analysis with four factors of social support, four groups (high social
support experience group ~ social support experience deficiency group) were produced. There were
significant differences in psychological adaptation(Korean cultural acceptance attitude, social withdrawal,
self-esteem, life satisfaction) among four groups. Based on the results, the implications and limitations of
the study were presented.

Key words : Multicultural adolescents, Social support, Latent growth modeling, Latent class analysis, MAPS

I.ME &

=
L
=

g

a3 ;87]_E_LH7]’ _LE_Z—HEOH}\-1 /\]X]—Q u]

“AEE AGAEE 7101@1} g7 o

O_>L', OFN'

oAl HhEE ol woli: v AR ¥ o s mAgHe] AAHw A AwHow
dilE Zdste 88 719=7F HArk 2000 ©a] A}E)7} hREabE 2 :15\_01 W 5lal= =k
dof SN AAAGAE FHCE 29 4o gouh wsBel s u gl A

+ Corresponding author : 010-3564-8398, ctaejin7@joongbu.ac.kr
s o ERE 0109E FHU%E oA A SJete] ol Fol7 A9,

L =

- 1765 -


https://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.13000/JFMSE.2019.12.31.6.1765&domain=http://english.ksfme.or.kr/&uri_scheme=http:&cm_version=v1.5

z B &

st 2019 5%7]2F 7 (The Korean Ministry of
Eduction, 2019)% XW 2018\ 7|$O0% =T
[ 137225902 Hd oy
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g o olE e AAl oA, HAA
=&, AU FEe FAZ uEe 4 Qlk o] &
oAl AFS #AASH A= oA 2 AR
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A 2ela A A A Aotk vsht
ol g4 F7F sARoRE AV AEE 2012
d PAele 25l 33,7401, FEHAol
9,627, 1L%stAo] 34090l ot 2019 &
A 2SS 103,881, 8ol 21,6937, 1L
o] 112347 0% AAHOoR oF 294 o]t
o] Z7}=l 9 th(The Korean Ministry of Eduction,
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T AHE AT = 7 S Aotk E37HE ol A ade TFEEAA, FTAA, W
o] 2 AFE fdAE dArFAE A 71 ARA, AGWAATLE vo] Frhe] uhel o2 A

- 1767 -



z B &

Waeh= zwa 2 5 o ol AN
5% H§S Ba wek obFHadl AHEHA
A 2qle] QAL glom WA % Q)
A7h EASTHE Zlo] wsl ATk, AL A
el we AREAA 5 Awe FRE 5
o1& Zloln, tobrh selgee] mek el YA
A A gakel Aolzh A By wH A%
% 5 olg Zoltk

°o% B ATE #EE4d4A A7

AT Thd g obsAade] RSt
wh ARSI AAA] 2QFRAA, ATAA, wAL
A, AqRA A2 o GA AsteH=71

A72-1. 37 okg-gad el ARS A A4
AAAE 2 ogA BRIA=TR dold o
2 AR A AR AR F- e Aozt YTk

A72-2. thEsPY Fade] ARsAAA
AR FFel weh e E Aol Afelrt
A=7

=

5>

M. o7 2
1. AFEY
AT A20] wep MR oE AR
RS gESPY obsHade A
22 @919 Wy EAL oa FAAA
T2 ARIAAA 47 QR1(7FEA
=]

, WARAA], A GRIAA)S et

1x oft it

N
)

to © 1o o

1%

[Fig. 11 The research modell.

TR

local

EETHArRT residents|

family friend

Social Support
Latent Class

[Fig. 2] The research model2.

2. A5

TP LdRATA thEs g Ad g
(MAPS: Multicultural Adolescents Panel Study) A}
5 g&ste 2463tk MAPS Hld AR=
HEs7HY ol P ade] ey F4s 59
42 W0t S5 vhdsh] flske] Hx 2011d e
el Ast <l thestdad 9 of
= 16257 1,635, &
ow FHHA 2 Aol

ols-AAad #Aw T 2xH2012d Z2559)~53F

=

ot
=l
EEN

ol

ML
IR

- 1768 -



CHESITHY OFS HAWo| ol wistol e AWBIRR|X] 2olo| Wt 24 U AKX AT R Mol HAH

-1 =X i)

HSnte| A

TooHE 129670 FHARS HE LAY
o2 st
3 FZ=T

7k AbE A A A

ARBIAAA = ZARAA, ATAA, DAAA,

S

ARIA A 47HA = ey, GEsgaded
Ao s ARES ARSI TEAA (TS
), ATAATED), WAAA (6T
Dubow and Ulman(1989)°] 7§23t A} A=)« &
7F5E7(Social Support Appraisal Scale: SSAS)E I
d- R 2kt Han(1996)2] AellA] st Aot
AR A= Kim(2010)°] ADD  Health(2009)E
wake] AE AFALe] Y A A% 6
3

= Sg 2y} erdsitiy =7

o% 2

=y Ne)
=g

1) ~ -

S ) I R
(Cronbach @)= 22k-52F #AHZo whal 7}
-94, 94, 95, 95, JFAA-96, 97, 97, 97, W
AFAA]-.96, .96, .96, .96, XTI A]=]-81, 81, .83,
83013t}

v A gAA AE

2 ATl thesby obs-dade A
AMA AeE M els TS SHE T S
3ol Uit =84 "HE, AeE 9%, AotES
7h, a9 mER) Hug Albgatglth olels A

S Y3 o] fol AL v Atk olFw
SR EHEE S5 oo E3E of9A F&

A BEEA R Aade] B3E S Tt

3

5
P g Sle $23% 29(Kim and Yang, 2012;

Yun, 2014) 0% A Uk HEsh ARS) A 91FS
7y ofs- AW Ee] ARXle] Qe IR
FEHA Fdhe @A Adsty 297, e
5o st ol 15 Aol Arh(Lee
and Song, 2011)= Aol 7]%3Fth AolEF
e A E ofg@A st YEA FH2 ARl
S T EAE =7E=AE FHrbeeE AE®

= [e]
(Rosenberg, 1979)7} v FE& ATolA A4
o=

+
Y

d7] Agoll A2 2l(Park, 2017) sk
Q7] wiolth ke WSR3 S 3
F el Faclo]] wiiel Ae-gAd AeE

%3t S8 E X Nho and Hong(2006)°]
o]F gt A2 FHpabs] AgAH EAE 9
& AMESE o] F BT HE AR F gl
st s/ FEE O ARESklon, AbsA
&S oA ] F1neF, AT, FES

=

THE T
5= A AO=E Lee et al,(2011)°] 73k
S %S AREERlth AetEFd £
Oh(1981)7} W23 Coopersmith®] AFol7ld 2 T o
A AlolEFI FEE 47 W@ s AFE-S)

Qo A9 WEEEE Kim(2010)2] Aol A}
£ 370 &l AeA -1 Wl de] 3

stohal AzsithS ARSsEith A X9 AF e
274~57F kgl whet sharitslel] tish 84
$-74, 75, .78, 76, AFS]A $15-89, .90, 91,
90, Ao}EF7E-79, 81, 82, 81, 49 WEE
-.86, .85, .86, .86°]31t}.

o Ji

4. RAI=22N

AT, 20 WE AR e oa Erh
A8 A FEH ] wet 47HA A (254
d~Fshad)ol Ao AtEAAA] s
o7 sfof, WA 3744 WHIERYP(FHE), A3
g, 228k Wbl wet AYdEE 't
, ARE RstE ] wep FAwelel 27
(initial status)@} W }E&(slope)= AFE3FSATE %

B

- 1769 -



z B &

A, wskge] Fk Ao fofu el ot
g e dds st d72E AsAe
HA AR A date] me A £
2~57h 2 wAste]l A3mrt g e 91‘317}
T AT #E Aok olF A 3

& Fojsplon, EaE dAwt ”EWAW
A vehds wsel glojM el Aol A5
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m. o34t Zat

1. o711 ChEeptd 4ol Lo] S71o
ME At2|HX|X|o| A X

g obs- Ao do] Sl uwlhet
AR A X 2] @ole] ofEl Wt QIEAE dotR
7] fete] FAARdE FAUHeR wd
Ag WAt o]o] 9bA] <Table 1 &
AR AAA gQle] W FAZ A
H7] fste] Bd RFAAE dEhd slelth
[Fig. 3]& A81474 2Qe] F7el
7R 0w HolFy.
<Table 1> Mean and standard deviation of social

support factors by school age in
multicultural adolescents

School age
Sth grade 6th grade 7th grade 8th grade
M SD M SD M SD M SD

Family 3.97 .74 4.04 .69 4.00 .69 4.00 .68

Friend 3.90 .84 4.01 .83 4.11 .79 4.13 .74
Teacher 3.65 .89 3.78 .87 3.76 85 3.77 84

Residents 3.74 .68 3.76 .67 3.68 .71 3.62 .71

<Table 1>3} [Fig. 3] R4, 47} AR A A X
28 yolErdhel wet Mz gE #steAE

Btk 71EAA 2 WAAA] 2912 ZF 594

256 A= 27kE Bt vlAs solx)
AG & ug AuE o FY W A7AA
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Ao UEod, AuAAE 25504
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3.00
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[Fig. 3] Plot for social support scores.
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<Table 2> Comparison of model fit of development

trajectories
Support Model  y*@dfy CFI TLI RMSEA
no change 70.09***(8) .947 960 .077
Family linear  16.96***(5) .990 .988 .043
quadratic 5.88%(1) .996 .975 .061
no change 177.78*%**(8) .871 .903 .128
Friend linear  24.29***(5) 985 .982 .055
quadratic ~ 1.81 (1) .999 996 .025
no change 77.83***(8) .908 .931 .082
Teacher  linear  22.91***(5) 976 972 .053
quadratic  4.43* (1) .995 973 .051
no change 125.11*%%*(8) .919 .939 .106
reI;i‘:feﬂts linear ~ 28.38%%*(5) 984 .980 .060
quadratic  6.04* (1) .996 979 .062

*p<.05 ***p<.001

<Table 3>3 7t} %7|x% 71e7|=

g] tll—t:l— JHEJO 7]-;(1— X]— L]—E}- _”: o
A% (Yeo and Park, 2012)2 <&A ;. WA
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=, 39 wWge] wet ARAA A F3 el
REEgL nlgoa 207t YA S dr A
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<Table 3> Initial score and rate of change by social support factors

Initial score

Slope(rate of change)

Mean SE  Variance S.E Mean S.E  Variance S.E Covariance
Family's support 4.00%**  0.02  0.26%¥**  0.02 0.00 0.01 0.03*** 0.00 -0.03%**
Friend's support 3.92%*% 0.02  0.40*** 0.03 0.08*** (.01 0.03*** 0.00 -0.05%**
Teacher's support 3.69%*% 0.02  0.39%** 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.04*** 0.00 -0.07%**
Residents' support 3.77¥¥% 0 0.02  0.24%%*  0.02 -0.04***  0.01 0.02 0.00 -0.01

£p<.05 *+%p<.001
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<Table 4> The model fit test

Number of classes

2-class  3-class  4-class  5S-class

AIC 44356.18 43400.93 42164.41 41503.06

IC BIC 44441.37 43518.89 42315.14 41686.55

saBIC 44400.06 43461.70 42242.05 41597.58
LMR 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

LRT
BLRT 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1 53.51 28.10 34.71 2.53
2 46.49 49.52 39.72 23.00
class
% 3 22.38 23.06 39.36
4 2.52 7.12
5 27.98
Entropy 0.674 0.709 0.933 0.903
Note: IC=Information Criteria; AIC=Akake’ Information
Criterion;  BIC=Bayesian  Information  Ceriterion;

saBiC=the adjusted BIC; LRT: Likelihood ratio test;
LMR=Lo-Mendell-Rubin  likihood ratio, BLRT:
Bootstrap Likelihood Ratio Test
WA <Table 4> FHANTS] +F 2, 3,4, 5
N2 FAANEA ARE AFE FAH Do)
th6712) 7-¢-, LRTOIA p>05% LER).
<Table 4>5 HW, JEFEAAFIOTS 17
g A IcHke] 7 B 243" ERETHE S
A9 BRI AP 2, 30 BREE AUE
7o e Heds =R ghe] 4, 534
el vlsl " vtop 13w Alelshlt. At
How 4t sHY BR FeldE A=z
el w9, aEa pEAS e dls

ol 4
49 BH7 wrh Agsna osn. i
% BRA AvkE A4 ATt F 252%

Lo nEE NS 5400 A9t 4
AN FARE I APLE 5 9
Haulgel ojsl AW 7S gk

rrom

5

og] APAES UIAZ Ha 1% oY A
(eg. Hill et al., 2000; Kwon, 2014)5 A|ts}1L
©m, Jung and Wickrama(2008)= 7% 7+2] H]
= SEA Ha S%E ARESE vb Qlrk B AT
M thEs by obe-F Al ARSI A AA 719
Akl tiste] 7hss AAS] AHE A 1% 7]

é@ig*\o

& Fgeto] AFAoE 4l BF A9S F
< Attt

<Table 5>v= 43& F79] A& dolr7] $at
of 7} AT &ty wgR xio] AA
2 Al £33 59 Fdghs AAE Ao
ok thzb el sidelis ftol s dedol =
o}l &4 stch(Pastor et al, 2007). A2¥E X 4
A FARE BT 95% o142 =2 Ht FEH

& wol ¥RY FHHe ol

<Table 5> Classification probabilities for the latent
class membership

Classification probabilities

1-class 2-class 3-class  4-class
1-class 0.956 0.006 0.038 0.000
2-class 0.041 0.959 0.000 0.000
3-class 0.023 0.000 0.953 0.023
4-class 0.000 0.000 0.027 0.973

<Table 6> A&l 47)
AE A A A A E(L

T3 A= 4717

™, [Fig. 4= °|= JE}PE vEbd Foltt
A5 9 J2Y2E BEUE JudE 533} o]
= AR, 7 Jd ¥AE Folstd oa
Fa=

<Table 6> The mean estimation of four social
support indicators by latent classes

Class % Indicators
Family Friend Teacher Residents
1 34.7 4.39 4.89 432 4.00
2 39.7 3.92 3.99 3.66 3.62
3 23.1 3.63 3.06 3.12 3.44
4 2.5 3.38 1.79 2.76 3.20
total 4.00 4.04 3.74 3.70
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[Fig. 4] Plot for 4 classes by 4 indicators'
mean score.
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<Table 7>2 U3/ AW Ax(E)
7 &b ARSI AAA] £3 e hell AR A
7b AEAE Hotry] 9], AR(EH) x 4%
g Akel] et wakRAS AAS Aol

<Table 7> Crosstab analysis by age x social
support type groups
1 2 3 4 A A
w0 17 357 sl 1296
28.6) (399 (275 (39)  (100.0)
gade 06 (25.0) (299) (395  (25.0)
B4 48 34 35 12%
(35.0) (373) (2500 (27)  (100.0)
gade ooy @34y (@71) @11  (25.0)
05 498 265 28 129
(39.0)  (384) (204) (22)  (100.0)
gade ool (42) (22) (17 (250)
40 63 48 15 129
(363) @34 (19.0) (12)  (100.0)
gade 61y (273)  (208) (116)  (25.0)
1800 2061 1194 129 5184
total  (347) (39.8) (23.0) (2.5  (100.0)
(100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)
= 75410k

Note: 1=High social support experience group, 2=Average
social support experience group, 3=Low social support
experience group, 4=Social support deficiency group

w52 001

<Table 7>°l4 & & Slx°] &
oo wl ARSI HAA] FF Hokel=
zFol7b QA THp<.001). WA o} H Aol o

Hadel

Felviat

pal
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7l AnE A, by Fadol
=2 AA A A
%3k HlEo] 28.8%= YENY %256(35.0%),
Z81(39.0%), 32(36.3%) dolel  H|Eto]
6.2~10.2% &= SSkTh wbd WE A2 Ay A
ol &3k v S-S 27.5%F 256(25.0%), =8t
1(20.4%), 5812(19.1%) ol vlate] 2.5%~8.4%
AT wokth APAde] &K wE Ed
1227% Y= =9tk A A2 §38 s
o8 AFHGE vt Ay 9A f
=l A A JEE 100%7E B2 ), 25
W yo] wo] g5l 20.6%5 AAE] 2
W SHS9] 252%, 319 28.1%, F82W
26.1% Rt} w2 vl&S AA ST W XA
A8 ARE 100%=2 2oks wolr 2554 st
AEL 39.5%5 AA8H] 25619 27.1%, 58
199 21.7%, 8299 11L6%HET H2 Hl&S
248k @], Holrt S7tE s w8 A
| Ay Axkel] xdE sheido] EoH, W
12 A3 Hokel 234 7hs/do]l WAl yERR:

=2 B
ol
wn
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1o,
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¢
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N
£ o
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3. o722 ABEXX R FEH 7+ A
2| - HME RS0 Mol Bl HB

- 1o

oo

F220] W THEEAbY ok gavel
AAAD fgel weh 4N
A, A 95, AokEF, e

A
s
A

E[_]_'

AR Aol QA B BEH)

1o
=
rlr
r
1o
2

AEHE ANE Ao

kA A-13} mR A=

ARE Fo7

<Table 8> One-way ANOVA of psychological adaptation variables among social support groups

| AAE] Ao R7|Z s

=
=1

2 2

4

Acceptance of

Social withdrawal

Self-esteem

Life satisfaction

Latent Class types N Korean culture

M SD M SD M SD M SD
1. High group 1800  3.49 0.43 2.00 0.78 3.53 0.45 3.60 0.51
2. Average group 2061  3.22 0.41 2.30 0.65 3.13 0.44 3.15 0.49
3. Low group 1194  3.08 0.44 2.54 0.64 2.85 0.47 2.90 0.56
4. deficiency group 129  2.87 0.62 2.69 0.72 2.58 0.62 245 0.83

F 277.94%%* 162.80%** 641.37%%* 558.56%**

Scheffe (@=.05) 1>2>3>4 1<2<3<4 1>2>3>4 1>2>3>4

Note: 1=High social support experience group 2=Average social support experience group,

3=Low social support experience group

wxEp< 001
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