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Abstract The purpose of this study is to verify the causal relationship between social withdrawal and peer alienation
among Korean children. The survey study participants were 2,110 children in 2nd, 3rd, 4th, and 5th grades. The 5-year
longitudinal data (Korean Child and Youth Panel Survey; KCYPS) of 1st grade elementary school student cohort was
used. Latent Growth Modeling was applied to analyze the causality over time of social withdrawal and peer isolation.
The results revealed that the trajectories of children's social withdrawal decreased over time. Children's social
withdrawal showed significant individual differences in terms of initial value and rates of change. The initial value
and slope of children's social withdrawal had an effect on the peer alienation in the 3rd grade; however, there was
no significant effect on the peer alienation in the 5th grade.
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Table 1. participants characteristics

gender
year -
boys girls total
2nd year 1,159(51.6%0 1,089(48.4%) 2,248
3rd year 1,134(51.5%0 1,066(48.5%0 2,200
4th year 1,093(51.6%0 1,026(48.4%0 2,119
5th year 1,084(51.4%0 1,026(48.6%0 2,110
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Table 2. Means and SDs for social withdrawal and
peer alienation in three times

variable min max M(SD)
. 2nd year 1.00 4.00 2.13(.66)
social 3rd year 100 | 400 | 2.08(65)

withdrawal 4 ’ ’ b
4th year 1.00 4.00 1.93(.72)
L 3rd year 1.00 4.00 1.79(.77)

peer alienation

Sth year 1.00 4.00 1.91(.67)
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Social
withdrawal
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Fig. 1. no growth model

[ w1 ] [sw ] [swa] [sw ][ w2 ]

Withdrawal
intercept

Withdrawal
slope

Fig. 2. unconditional linear model

|sw1||sw1| |sw1||sw2| |sw1||sw2|

alienation

alienation

Fig. 3. conditional linear model(hypothesized latent growth
model)
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Table 3. fit-index of models

model X p df TLI CFl RMSEA
no 31992 .00 8 .96 .96 12
change model
unconditional  92.88 .00 10 .98 .99 06
linear model
hypothesized 9858 .00 18 .98 .99 04
model

Table 4. The change of social withdrawal in unconditional
linear model

Mean SE Variance SE

intercept 1.947" 02 147 02

slope 08" 01 127 02
< 001,
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Table 5. Parameter estimates of hypothesized latent
growth model
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|sw1||sw1| |sw1||sw2| |sw1||sw2|

alienation

alienation

Fig. 4. standardized coefficient of hypothesized latent
growth model
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