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ABSTRACT

This study examined the role of after-school caregiver absence in the relationship between school
adjustment and mobile phone dependency during early adolescence. Sixth grade students(N=1,863)
from the nationally representative Korea Child and Youth Panel Study were analyzed using moderated
multiple regression models. The results showed that higher school adjustment may be effective in
reducing youth mobile phone dependency. There was also a significant interaction effect between school
adjustment and high caregiver absence, indicating that the protective role of school adjustment concerning
mobile phone dependency may be less effective among youth of highest risk. Policy implications of the

results are also discussed.
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<ATEA 2> WAE BEARAS Fadd UL /Foz FRvPIEYos A1 &
Folsh oerite] B o 4, F1E dEste FES A 20167t
w9 §7}7 A TAZE W, FA 2Abeke WlEued R
<ATEA 3> F2de] SwAeH Folds o] Amd ARA g EAS A B AT s
EXZe] HA A B Bt 249099 32pd%(2012) HlolEQl 2538w 6
wale] 28 EIE olhgrh SN 2378  A2AE Agen HF
186378 EHsgov o|5e AT 54
I} FoWFe 7] FAAE Table 13+ 20 A
I A7 Asisc
1. 7Ched 2. T
FIH2IGAATAY @TolE - Had 1) uxs
3d ZA} 2010’ (Korean Children and Youth Panel A AR AA DA 28 w2
Survey: KCYPS)S AFEaISIT) o] 2AH= 2010 Wolg ALallnh Smdee “SudAS u
(Table 1) Descriptive summary of demographic characteristics
6"(N = 1,863)
Variable Category Frequency(%)
Male 920(49.4)
Gender
Female 943(50.6)
2 parents 1619(86.9)
. 1 parent 89( 4.8)
Family type
Grandparent(s) + 2 parents 118( 6.3)
Grandparent(s) + 1 parent 37( 2.0)
Less than 2,000 126( 6.8)
2,000 ~4,000 589(31.6)
~ Annual family 4,000~6,000 681(36.6)
income(unit: 10,000
Korean won) 6,000 ~8,000 281(15.1)
8,000 ~10,000 109( 5.9)
More than 10,000 77( 4.1)
Middle school or less 32( 1.7)
High school 664(35.6)
Parental education 1 to 3 year college 239(12.8)
4 year college 814(43.7)
Graduate school 114( 6.1)
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(Table 2) Descriptive summary of main variables

Variable (N = 1,863)
Frequency(100%)

High 1,281(68.8)

After-school caregiver absence Medium 324(17.4)

Low 248(13.8)

M(SD)

Mobile phone dependancy 2.05(0.70)

School adjustment 3.01(0.43)
el g fzﬂ}” 9 S52F, “gta =de Aot AE B F 7R RS B 285t
W AAY 2] AHS @S9 dartz, 7] fste] HaARA ek AzEE e st
“-ofnt O}O]—é—ﬂr otk 59 WA,  JES A AR LHS F dnjzdste] EA49
“Udolle A7 AEAN B ddde ol F+  ARSIITHESARA 4 - 5 - 8h. APdT
How FA 5o wAHAE w4 5E ol A &= ZP71H FEo] w2 HHE(0~3417h,
2 a7§e shejeler FdEe] stk 2t 23 S ARG ~9AIRD, w2 A OARE o)
244 JAEY Az A a29x grp | o A z _Oi U7 (Lord & Mahoney,
Mo AFE vl 28Tk 48744, W47t 22 2007) 7 BRoARA 59t dd HaaA]

#2 FpAeg Asty guks AL Jujditt. A7 71% 2 slo] A|uE 2o ve 7
B Aol A g wAg-o] WA X = (Cronbach’s A HF), 27 AHAA A A7 H5), =L
alpha) 7672 UERT JIAEH A B5) 02 e HFE H2
(Lee, 2012) AHESIATE 2 AFE o]23 2

2) 2l HSXIERY Ao A W oA} 20 B Ao} g B
Wate BeARa) Wl g2E kol - A A7kl Wek ERS Table 33} 7o) Hatalal
HAdvd 24} 20100004 BaAs) 9 gE oh Eek 29 BaaRA et A glrhe
TR BuFE o] & glo] el &4 9 SHE 0AREe 2 It WIkE B
U 2 Al A7eet e 457 45D A Sl bE ERe 247 Yol ued 2
o ot BUAALF) S et F B AR oh BaARa b (e elE Baxia
oy} AY7P(AIzh ete Ao SHI =S Zzo] }H 2o WToz el 39 o4}
A AT o] F BIL UFIORA B 0B 3 347 013 Afeleh W, wE
SARA d5E A gk, (1~2d AE,  ARA P AU IHE BIARA 30|
342 A=, AL LR, HEARA AZF A R Auos HaAig gl A gl
& QAIZE Rk, 1 ~2A17F BT 3~4X]7F A AL, 23 BEA U 39 o4on
=, aARE oo R ST & A= =20 dd BEARA A7to] Bl 14|71
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(Table 3) Categorization of after-school caregiver absence groups by days and hours (6 grade)

Category No hours Lfl:sshgﬁiln 1-2 hours 3-4 hours 4 11:)11;:: of Total
Hardly any 1,007(100.0) - - - - 1,007(54.1)
About 1-2 days - 39(38.6) 173(39.9) 51(21.9) 12(13.6) 275(14.8)
About 3-4 days - 16(15.8) 103(23.7) 50(21.5) 9(10.2) 178(9.6)
Almost every day - 46(45.5) 158(36.4) 132(56.7) 67(76.1) 403(21.6)
Total 1,007(100.0)  101(100.0) 434(100.0) 223(100.0) 88(100.0) 1,863(100.0)

[] Caregiver absence ‘Low’, [ ] Caregiver absence ‘Medium’, [] Caregiver absence ‘High’

T A= Fe Aotk UmA 2Fe HE Qo] WAF HIARA] 2EanE AuEy)
A Jetelth WA BRARA A 918kl Aikendt West(1991)7} Aok 24 A F
A 248(68.8%)8, ‘T AT 324(17.4%) O3 2 AAsTE 2H 89S siAsta,
i, 3P Here 1,281(68.8%) 0tk dlZHet 2AWg ke vl BAE 9
af 5 A-ggo] EE T, ALHEI
3) FOiTet olEE gt A-gHARlel| a4 SHMean centering) & T
‘Graroly - Al 2AF 20100004 E7 Patglch WAE BoARAs WEY e
g FoiHst e eE AgSiTh Foixst o HFAse FdskA gk & A7 BE
Eee T oo B¥FoR ojFoxen “Fuf B4 SPSS 21.0% o] &3tk
At 7 WA gow Bekeie, “Fo
Azt glod ugE A e Ao Ep &
I 22 YEER E Ak 4 232 44 I, AzEA
IAEY AR, o 2tk 14 TE
A A gk 4, At BEFE 1. HAHO| stmXen} dils HSKIERY,
FUAs 2Lt B AL Yeth B A7 J2|10 FLiMS} =T ZH0| ZHA|
A Foist o]E=9] WA 2] % (Cronbach’s
alpha)© 8902 LFERRLTE Jade) etwaSut BEAtA ol ue Foj
Az} oEEE YolHy] 97 BAWLIS 1
3. K= S 21 /1% $AE A8 1 4% 1
SARA A JEE swA-go] A #AG
HA, AFHQEe] #HGE Fotry] g o] Fojdsl oEwst FH 05Kk =UTh 1
71eBA g ABEAL AAsgh theeg B fu ks HaaEA) 27 ep YA
A MAoEM P, 7T, HAES FR A2dE9 guAgo] Hold4E FrjAs) o
o] 3 ket Stwd-ga Fuldg) oFo]  ERr} FoEt @A e THFigure 1).
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(Figure 1) Mobile phone dependancy by after-school caregiver absence and school adjustment

for 61 grade (N = 1,863)

(Table 4) Correlations of main variables

(N =1,863)

School adjustment
After-school caregiver absence

Mobile phone dependancy

.036 -

p* < .05 p** < 01. p™** < .001.

A& AAe A3, stu

A, Fulds) oEzret BAHoR fofatdd
o &, duAe £l 22 ALdES FUl
Agh o ETL® Ykon(r = .16, p < .01), W3
T HEARA A Skthr = .07, p < .01).
a8y B33 2o Foids o

o= fFol gk A 7F YehA] &stth A=
Table 4°| #| A3t

2. 8219 StuNSH RIHNS OfE7H
ZANAN Hite HSRIEe] TSI}

oz gwzey FAs &L=t
¢ %

Ao WAF BEARAY

ofr 7] 9sle] Aiken®t West(1991)7} #|<kgh

244 T3] AEA s Al A WA &
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Of

B> _112i
>
F
s

I —LE ol L
o
N
]:op
k%
r
™



Zto| ZHAolA YitE ESALE

A7 Sl 29A B4 23 H3F Hea A UERTe = 027, p < 05). Fade] dtu
B 530l 39 AUANY 2EARE & A% FUAG JRZEDe WAL YBF B
JelA @k %, daAsH FoAs O9F  BARATE S FEB 4 AW 2 o
57t W O BN SEe] e 2 dEhd Ao® B & ol wakd dag
59 Ae E Aol QAeh TeY REARA ARkl B4 L a8 F A
REARAL AP Jue] 2AxHE fls WeE PadEe] GuAs fE] B2
(Table 5) Hierarchical regression analysis predicting mobile phone dependancy for 6"
(N = 1,863)
Predictor variable Criterion variable
Mobile phone dependancy
Step 1 b se ¥ t
Constant 2.764 0.15 - 18.98"**
School adjustment 0.26 0.04 -0.16 -6.85***
Vat/i[:lirlles Caregiver absence ‘Medium™ 0.04 0.04 0.02 0.86
Caregiver absence ‘High™ 0.05 0.05 0.03 1.12
Gender” 0.19 0.03 0.14 6.02"**
Control Family structure® -0.08 0.05 -0.04 -1.73
variables Annual family income 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.55
Education of the parent -0.05 0.02 -0.07 -3.01%"
R? = 0.05, Adjusted R> = 0.05, F = 14.27***
Step 2
Constant 2.90 0.17 17.34%**
School adjustment -0.30 0.05 0.18 -6.59%**
vaI:/iI:li;lles Caregiver absence ‘Medium* 0.03 0.04 0.02 0.80
Caregiver absence ‘High™ 0.06 0.05 0.03 1.31
Interaction  School adjustment * Medium 0.01 0.10 0.00 0.11
variables School adjustment * High 0.27 0.11 0.06 2.56*
Gender” 0.19 0.03 0.14 5.94%**
Control Family structure® -0.80 0.05 -0.04 -1.68
variables Annual family income 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.49
Education of the parent -0.05 0.02 -0.08 -2.99**

R? = 0.06, Adjusted R> = 0.05, F = 11.87***

p* < .05 p** < 01. p*** < .001.

Note. a Caregiver absence 'Low’ is the reference group

Dummy variable: b Gender (Male = 1, Female

0), ¢ Family structure (2 parents =

1, 1 parent= 0)
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Aiken¥} West(1991)=
o zANLe ABAE B3] eSO,
B8 28 oln oA, 3
A 24737 YR AAg A

SISk 97 2UAESL P

g ol meb ¥y

- 5 - shE R StuA-gol
To WXE &7t oAudA] &
2 gz s o Fohase o

(Table 6) Effect of school adjustment on
caregiver absence on each group

Ae Zod g des AN s F7FE A
319tk Table 69 A|A18 A2 Haat Ha)
3P (b = -0.31, p < .001) ¢} “F°(b = 028, p <
01 FeolA gugo] FUHs fEs
Fed folsill JEeud Baap FA
P AdelMe BAHCR stk @t
o] A7} Table 594 8wz S-3} B35} A
odztel A A g E geld Hiolth

, g By ke HiA FAr)
el A frelatAl EbsEA R

=

SAL 304 4

BEA RAVL Ee A% QRN E Fads
9] o

AR

ox,

the mobile phone dependency by after-school

b se yé3 t
High -0.02 0.11 -0.01 -0.22
Caregiver absence ~ Medium -0.28 0.10 -0.16 -2.90**
Low -0.31 0.05 -0.19 -6.80"**

p* < .05 p** < 01. p*** < .001.

Mobile Phone Dependency

low med

high

School Adjustment

(Figure 2) Interaction between school adjustment and after-school caregiver absence of
mobile phone dependancy for 6% grade (N = 1,863)
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A op et Bt ARSI A Al (Lee & Cho,
2011; Lord & Mahoney, 2007, Mertens, Flowers,
& Mulhall, 2003) 5& A3l aflojzta &

Atk SHARE B AFelM e BaARA
ZO] gade] Foidst ofEwdl AxHoR
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FIF= AR Fe Ao Yeyth & A7
B ATFe} t2A) EsAFA e} Foid
g} oJEE ol foetA] & At et
oI% AaMEel FHANE AbdE 37

a3 = Zavt it dF E9, Foid
o A% 9 o] Hhest e HAS
9w agetE A Fas oed
| 522 o]oJx{(Hwang & Park, 2011), A

o M

HEAe] A3 7= 2 Ex] dgo] B

o
=
B
7}
}\c]_
ol
aQle® oA 4 gl w
=
-
Al
B
&
3

A=)

LI Y
o B3} BAAA A% 5 AR F
EE SALES BHo2 FA

=

sz, e o2med U P
R ke feled 2t 3
TAEEIE F9F 2UE nYrh Ao
AmAsa Fds ol2dsl PAE ne
ARAZ} S [t A9l He 2] Ao
7 e FAReR Jadel daHgo
FOl8 elzme] WA ZAh REARA

—_ =

7} g e Aol A b 37 Jega, =
< A 7P AA detsket olH e A3
7F vehd Zlel] tiste] thEa) o] Azts &
+ 3

AN, 271H A7 e FRERE 2e47
=HAE F78] VJro}b A7)olmg, W
T A FEo EAA AT AlRte] slelx
iéih%OI ARt TP e FEAL FAE @

2 P Foas] AU

< 7 STk 3y oy A7)EAl

o
I
_C>|L
=

of et el E=r} Fobd Sl 5, ALdE
o] ol B5 A} glo] Bl Alzke] AU
A A7, 8

%2,
=
et
o
_{
>,
~
—n
o
a0
b
v
i
3
iv
o
L
i)
kI

.l'lo}oﬂ E}(Mertens Flowers, & Mulhall, 2003).
=7, Lee9} Kim(2008)2] Aol A= Wat$
B EARA olE0] 49T ol u3 o
o Y Ay g3t of 2ty wAlE-S
o7 o7l A=t Ytk Husych & 4
FAME BHE BoAFA} SuA g3t

244

An 98 nolzn, € o

Hoa A7y =2 4o

o oo o
il
o
o

of Kl
A
Q,
[o
ii‘”:
\11
1o
I=J
Ky
=X
_1
Y
)
offt

b 94l o 99
(Aizer, 2004; Shumow, Smith, & Smith, 2009).
WIS WEARA ARte] FEF s
A9 & EAZF A= Ae 2] Al
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