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Figure 1. Research Model
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Figure 2. Confirmatory Factor Analysis Model
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Table 1. AVE, C.R & Correlation of Latent Variables

1 2 3 4 AVE CR.
1. Neglect 1 729 889
2. Self Resilience - 422" 1 823 933
3. Alienation 331 7 - 294 7 1 750 857
4. Dependency 240 - 289 " 308 " 1 746 846

" p<.001
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Figure 3. Path Model
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arlo] viZiHag Agsks AS SRlsttt ®et W, R ane] 4%, gl 4440792 4
2 Qo) JAuo) Aokl o] ofs) 2ode] = Il AR o(1530] AR, Aobet
G, 2R ThA] AFEE 920 I IR YA ATEE E(-.0429] BRIt SAKCE
L AQ BISNGT 1 Ak e BoTable . ROIE A0® skt Samle) Sulold An

Hado] AMIEE o] G WXL 24 s BATeIN A9(3309) AR, WAAHIA 2
of 44775 Aol AR oS AHst  uhEE oE(2609] AR, AokeeAoln Ante
7] 911 Boorstrapping WS AL, B 2 ORE(2319) ARt EAHCE RolFt Aow A
3= thea} AekTable 3) oIt %, WUARE A0k AvHEE oo A4
Table 2. Path Estimate of Observed Model

Path of Latent Variable B B S.E t
Resilience -377 -.422 .029 -13.207"
Experience of Alienation 312 252 044 7.106"
Neglect -
Dependency 074 .086 .029 2.597
Self Alienation -.260 -.188 047 -5.476"
Resilience N Dependency -.179 -.187 .035 -5.054"

Alienation —- Dependency 156 225 .026 6.022"
"p¢.01, T pC.001
Table 3. Direct, Indirect, and Total Effects of Model

Path of Latent Variable Direct effects Indirect effects Total effects
Alienation 2527 079" 3317
Neglect - - - "
Dependency .086 153 .240
Resilience - Dependency -.187" -.042" -229"
"pC01
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Abstract

Pathways From the Experiences of Neglect to Adolescent Smart
Phone Dependency: The Mediating Effects of Self Resilience

and Alienation

Park, So Youn’, M. S., C. W., Yoo, Mee Sook , Ph.D, C. W.
Dept. of Child Welfare Studies, The Graduate School, Sookmyung Women's University
"Dept. of Child Welfare Studies, Sookmyung Women's University

Objective: The purpose of this study was to examine the effect of the experiences of neglect
on adolescent smart phone dependency, exploring the pathways through self-resilience and
alienation.

Methods: This study utilized the 7th wave data from the Korean Child Youth Panel
Survey(KCYPS), and the sample included 1,805 participants with no missing data. The data
was analyzed using SPSS 23.0 and AMOS 23.0 programs.

Results: First, the experiences of neglect directly affected adolescent smart phone dependency.
Second, the experiences of neglect indirectly affect smart phone dependency partially mediated
by self resilience and alienation.

Conclusions: The ways to prevent adolescent smart phone dependency were discussed.

Key Words: Alienation, KCYPS, Neglect, Self resilience, Smart phone dependency
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