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Influential Factor of Life Satisfaction based on Types of Baby Boomer
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Abstract The purpose of this study was to identify the multidimensional factors that affect the satisfaction of
life by type of baby boomer generation. The subjects of this study were 1,895 households who were born from
1955 to 1963 among the respondents in the Korea welfare panel (the 10th year). The baby boomer generation
was classified into four types such as gender, income status, male and female as socioeconomic status. The
male type IV (B=.074, t=1.992, p<.05), health status (B=.233, t=7.268, p<.001), household income (B=.174,
t=4.476, p<.001), depression (B=-182, t=5.242, p<.001), self-esteem (B=.255, t=7.027, p<.001), trust (B=.064,
t=2.036, p<.05), etc. were found to have a significant effect on the life satisfaction of the male baby boomer
generation. The female type IV (B=.100, t=2.598, p<.05), health status (B=.239, t=6.790, p<.001) (P<.001),
depression (B=-181, t=5.142, p<.001), and selfesteem (B=.320, t=8.600, p<.001), etc. were found to have a
significant effect on the life satisfaction of the female baby boomer generation.

Key Words : Baby boomer generation, Life satisfaction, Self esteem, Depression, Health status, Trust

#2017 ol et ae] gkl T H(KWU17-030)el <} ate] A€l = &

Received 23 August 2017, Revised 25 September 2017 © The Society of Digital Policy & Management. All rights
Accepted 20 October 2017, Published 28 October 2017 reserved. This is an open-access article distributed under the
Corresponding Author: Hyoung-Ha Lee terms of the Creative Commons Attribution Non-Commercial
(Kwangju Women’s University) License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0), which
Email: hhlee62@kwu.ac.kr permits unrestricted non-commercial use, distribution, and

reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is
ISSN: 1738-1916 properly cited.

Journal of Digital Convergence | 19



EBEEE R B ER R L

1. /ﬂi

T

1.1 d5+¢] I8

FeluhRs AZelA el glo] we e uE st
7b AH I olem, 1966 el A 19630l ol Hjo]
H R A7} wde] Fol57] AlZkekE 201830 AL
BARE| =, welu R Al o] Hhf Al 1963 % o] =
W7lell Zdehs 202610l 2@ Abs] el Sol7kAl €
CH1LL SA7 2013 Azl ofahd, wlon] e A=
0124 7Eem AAl AA7EsAT 415829 F
165%%1 648.1%F g 2pA|skar A 50033, A

AH 1055, md A<l 1733w 0.2 438 At
ATALREL E3 Sl dolp S
7 Adek ARV, Az LRAGE TFEkn
oY RE AN HE FFate % of A /\ﬂtﬁa]——t— A
ot} ulolu|RuiAtj o]} FuE _cmﬂ, PIEE
g WE - AEAI A8 &
o} A u&H|7F & BES A8k i,
FALe) wFE| = A AR ‘rﬂ‘%ﬂ'/]
o} *}ﬂ%ﬁé Slal s]Asl = A= s 1 ‘2}5}[3]
ol Fe gl &= ARS] A o2 kAol gars)
%‘Oﬂ*i g2 AP PR 5 4
boag ) Ry Ahde] ofshaeh
Rk s glov4], AelF)
d712 A3sls 74 9lo] AFE A
| oFgtsl= A7IE A S5, 6l
1JWEH«I *£°H T8 Az HAA
A etk BE 50
171 HOME A)2)7)

A

nrq
g

L FIO

i a

ox
of\
(L
N
2

jatad
2
e
2
= 2 _>f’_,

SN
o
O

N, o
2,
Amoed Ok
N e £
o
)
fr‘j—hm
0 ¥ %
Quz
§
x“oii_‘_‘
lomQ

N
1®—Oﬁ
=Y

£ o\
H&
oY‘J‘,Tg
L o
o
N ot
18
o
[

p
oxe
r‘jr
rﬂ

Q‘L

N

=

Sl

il S <t A = A S )

°

o
£
=

[11] ol J%&EDZ] o3 %‘—ﬁgi ol ol A gk
Q) =]

Sl Q550 glol, GAA Hlolu) el Athe] th
A ake) 493 del WAk RARE A 919
AAR 2 GA PES, 5, o)y Ael vy
ol F29 Q77 A Fohus] YE Wolet. T,
Jolul vl A7k Tl Wete] oheb WA, o5
o] 2 Q= ThpAlT TAH ahe) Thep Y, 1]

& kol o5 ] Hel ol JFE v
Aol g A4 Q703 A= gl oldd 4
4 ATE g 532 Mol AtkE T3] 5
Y AAFAS BA- APl AED GER A

U dlE Slusk A, wolul el A Thel sel B

OJ-% R e 9gE @A sk
F7ke] BAR Bl Mul2rt AGeks wht a1
%—?E—O], 27k A Aol AR FLF BE Fol
shb Swe) ohazt 27, 4ol W Sl 8
itk 4] MBolek= g £ Aol BA
2 egH A o]delofof ghrl= Campbell et al.(1976)2]
A7RE SYHG ATA T B9 TS G
4, FRH9 PR 5ol golsh Ak v s
7% av, ael A A delAdoR Z457)
o AUl e
14l o8 @

o
©
™
oy
o 4

N
N,
=
=
=) OIn
Ei

Lo
-
4

£
oo
2 o
w % oo
c ol
AP
o ok N
flo =5
N L)
- ol
> -
o 2
N
o oL
1 i': ot
o . =
% o O
ofje ~
H oy T
Low o
o

N
)
pu
>
S|
o
ofy
rh
Y
—lN il
2
N
g
o
re
-

.o
ﬂﬁu}i@l
:E‘o}lﬁ
F’é‘rﬂ
2 2

R

@5 w5

o & v e o i ®

r_{

N

N
g N

oz 1o
=)
I
o
S
2
o
ro
o
2

-
=
-

rJ
2

N
-

f
=3
T
do
-1
g "
oX,
=
=
ot —‘EN 9

>
tok
2

By o

Lo fu

T )
=

N
AN

:;1,
=
~
AP

_Y:l‘
=
Ny
X

o o
o

2 B

N

>t N 1
o
g
ox,
o
_0|L
1
0
au
—
)

N
Ol

o,
™

[E= P i)
= N o

JR o of

o,

p
Ny o>
Ly
o,

)
o
at

fe

L e g f

r&—lﬂ

il
P
R .
e &
o> ok
g
2 E
N,
o &
5 &
E
=
>
=
X
>
2
lo,

on & orlr gx
2 o
) lo
o
olo ol
o 1o
)
5 el
S
> oo
)
=
> N
- -
oty
o

20 lJournal of Digital Convergence 2017 Oct; 15(10): 19-29



Influential Factor of Life Satisfaction based on Types of Baby Boomer Generation

e 7S emgie2l, 22

arol wkoll S MA = aflel ek 71Ee) AT
= Aejshd, AW, Ati(or] Ao} o] d, o] A
o) 7k ko] 5o 17k agle] gk} wiEel S
mHTE 915, 23, 24, 25, 26], 77 8le) G o
o AH26, 27], 25128], BAA w2, dofA v
o] gkl Wi A6, 29, §-2, A= 54 A
A aRle] gkl Wk A7, 16], AR A A A, AFS] R
o, AFBIARE, AFSIES 5o AFR A 2.Q19] el et
A

]
=8
=
oiﬂ
e
%0,
jL

oo ¥ @Al i AN wlo]u] e AT]e)
Aol wEo] g WAL 80w AN H A, B
FE, A3Y 59 ATHY 89, AAY 2910 &
549, AAS, Aed 8902 839 %

1.2 Ao 54

2 s wlow R Al ek vjars 3
ol A7 Aljehs EAmEES oWzt A, Aol
25A9, @A A 54 5o Aoldl F
of Alzfstoirk. ofefgh wloweiArhe] vl el
R %L%ixmwxﬂmi}»m A

(3215 ol-g3to] wlolnFuAe] ghe] uEe] JaFS
PIAE SR 2908 wAske], o IHHDMMH are
R e AR A AR gelg Algshe Ae
Ao 3t

Ao AR ATEAE v 2

A, ol Feixthe] A, Aol 254191, dA
7M1 el dare] 54 me f W B ojudr)?

A, wolrlFriAltie] A3, fAje] 254191, A
7o) dAbE] 540 e frEd ek 2]l A
A ), AeH 89l AEA 2]l ahe] wEe] Aol

ojul &7}?

AR, wolnEw At o] A A FHAS, dA
79 AAlg] EAJo| w2 S ol sk 9ol A
Z—] 007/\13]79 oo] /\],ﬂ;ﬂ oo ,44 Ez}sﬂl—;ﬂl Jq_?_‘;éo]

4ol Wkl njX)= ke ofu3r}?

[\
[
e M
ol
T

e ™
i
e U
il
)

[e]

oM,
>
fo
2

He B8 A5 o] v IAE
t o] F-w A thel] gk AxA-AAA tiehs

17] $18 a4 qdole,

=
9
RS
-
=)
B3
=
o
Ho
ofl
i
I
ox,
_ﬂ
rO

2 2L
%
L)

)

4 Ao

ok o 1x ro
o ol
R
é o

0

2

[¢]

2.2 Ao 2 K3t

H A= gt x| o) d(Korean Welfare Panal Study)
dolH & 283 22 A5 4ot} 2006 13+ AEE
TP EIY 70727 2 8] 2015 103F Al A
= 718878 mEke], 691471 ARSI
2 A7 A S EARI10AdE) SEAE
5 1955975 19630l sjold wlon]FuAlt) 7p5
1,395 o|ti(<Table 1> #%).

<Table 1> Research Subjects

Birth Year Frequency Percent Valid Percent
1955 201 10.6 106
1956 209 11.0 11.0
1957 194 10.2 10.2
1958 199 105 105
1959 204 10.8 10.8
1960 248 13.1 131
1961 216 114 114
1962 219 116 116
1963 205 10.8 10.8
Total 1895 100.0 100.0
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<Table 3> Type of Baby Boomer Generation Man

Type N % Cumulative %
Man I 26 14 35
ManII 43 2.3 58
Manlll 161 85 219
ManIV 506 26.7 68.8
Total 736 388 100.0

<Table 4> Type of Baby Boomer Generation Women

Type N % Cumulative %
Women I 64 34 10.1
‘Women I 19 1.0 3.0
WomenIIl 336 177 529
WomenIV 216 114 340

Total 635 335 100.0

<Table 5> Type of the Demographic Characteristics

Total Man(%) Women(%)
(%) Type|Type| Type| Type| Type| Type| Type| Type
’ I|on|m|vV |1 |0 |m| W

Eduea| 17184 [ 21163155 63 406368 [ 0] 139
ti“““‘ 2-218 | 269 | 56 | 21.7 | 146 | 250 | 21.1 | 268 | 236
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4=175 | 154 116|143 308 | 94 | 53 | 7.1 | 153
N 1895 26 | 43 | 161 | 506 | 64 | 19 | 336 | 216
a=1.0 - - - 102] - | 53] - 05
Health| b=134 | 115|140 | 81 | 34 [219(263| 92 | 79
Condit| ¢=249 |23.1]349|205|194 |375]|31.6|268 | 227

ion | d=b35 | 654|442 | 62.7|654 | 375|368 |57.7 | 59.3
e=7.3 - | 70 | 87 | 117 31| - | 63| 97

N 1895 26 | 43 | 161 | 506 | 64 | 19 | 336 | 216
1=elementary school graduation and less, 2=middle school
graduation, 3=high school graduation, 4=college graduation and
more, a=very unhealthy, b=unhealthy, c= healthy, d=healthy, e=very
healthy
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<Table 6> Type of the Economic Characteristics

Man(%) Women(%)
Type| Type| Type | Type| Type| Type| Type| Type
I il m| v I il m v
1=217 | 808 8.7 ] 75 | 14 [ 8.1 ]85 84 | 51
[Househ| 2=16.8 | 19.2 | 163 | 23.0 | 128 | 109 | 105 | 234 | 140
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(%)

old- | 3162 | - - 2713|136 - - | 237 196
income| 4=120 | - - | 155|144 | - - 132 164
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N 1874 26 | 43 [ 161 | 494 | 64 | 19 | 333 | 214
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1=less than 24 million won, 2=less than 36 million won, 3=less than
48 million won, 4=less than 60 million won, 5=more than 60 million
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<Table 7> Type of the Psychological Characteristics

Total Man(%) Women(%)

06) Type| Type | Type| Type| Type| Type| Type| Type
I | O |m| N | I o|mi|

1=724 | 6741690 | 761 | 80.0| 603|679 | 732 | 724
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<Table 9> Difference in satisfaction of life of man

NV 13302 | 230 | 400 | 1550 | 4817 | 639 | 190 | 3338 | 2138 type

Self a=17 | 72 | 69|29 | 18 | 43 | 94 | 23 | 17
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N | 11979 [ 207 | 360 | 1395] 4338 576 | 171 | 3006] 1926 Manll | 40 | 30964 | 48352 1<,

1=extremely rare, 2=sometimes, 3=often, 4=Most, a=not generally, Manll 156 34103 51154 30,071 s 1<,

b-usually, c=generally, d-always ManlV | 482 | 36227 | 46311 o<W,

Multiple responses result m<v

Total 701 3.5233 51214

<Table 8> Type of the Social Characteristics

Total Man(%) ‘Women(%)
©) Type|Type| Type| Type| Type| Type| Type| Type
I o|mj|wv I il m \Y
1=478 | 42.1 | 514 | 544|386 | 567|333 |486 | 485
2=52.2 | 579 | 486 | 456 | 61.4 | 433 | 66.7 | 51.4 | 51.5
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k< 001

wol | At R ahe) vl gigt o)
B2AT} Gojug X}O] =19.312, p<.001)7} YrEbstth
(<Table 10>3+2). =, woH]F-wAlt) o133 2]
TEr= oqxﬂv°€ﬂ>o§ﬂm 63>01/HH 63>oqx41
8 o2 Vet ok 01%411 Gt A 179,
AGMFEF P IF3F Atelell= frefwl gk o7} 1}
B ek gtk

<Table 10> Difference in satisfaction of life of women

type
Type N M M.D. F Scheffe
‘Women I 64 3.0826 53622
WomenIl | 19 | 3.180 | .56955 1<3,
Womenlll | 334 | 3.4367 A7811 19.312ss3 ;Ei
WomenlV | 214 | 35728 A45T7 3<4
Total 631 | 34394 | 49691

N 1749 19 | 37 | 147 | 472 | 60 | 18 | 321 | 206
1=16 - - - |06 ]16|53|15] 09
Mutual| 2=11.9 | 130 | 175|103 | 7.1 | 172|158 | 87 | 11.2
Recipro 3=20.9 | 39.1 | 250 | 16,7 | 180 | 28.1 | 21.1 | 20.7 | 19.2

city | 4=59.7 | 34.8 | 575 | 66.7 | 66.8 | 469 | 474 | 64.7 | 636
559 |130| - | 64| 75|63 |105| 45 | 51

N 1821 23 | 40 | 156 | 482 | 64 | 19 | 334 | 214

1=very careful, 2=mostly trusty, a=not generally, b=usually,
c=generally, d=always
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El(r=513, p<0l), 7FtAa5(r=435 p<ol), =
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6 [28"-137"-1%5" -39 32 1
7 |3127 2307 20?“ A3 3 =07 1
8 095" 028 1457 18 1B -I5T 1927 1
9 |103" 074 102" 1M I - 2737 1920 1
10 |.341" 288" 195" 513" 45 -AP° 583" 190" 226" 1
#xp< 01

1=type of man, 2=type of women, 3=education level, 4=health
condition, 5=household income, 6=depression, 7=self-esteem, 8=trust,
9=mutual reciprocity, 10=life satisfaction
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p<001), 7HHA5(B=174, t=4.476, p<00l), S-&(B5--182,
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<Table 12> Man type regression analysis
B Std. Err B t Sig.
(Constant) 1.625 213 7633 .000
1 051 026 074 1.992 047
2 -.005 018 -.009 -.298 766
3 169 023 233 7.268 .000
4 .061 014 174 4.476 .000
5 -.312 059 -.182 -5.242 .000
6 332 047 255 7.027 .000
7 065 032 064 2.036 042
8 026 021 .038 1.219 223
F=58.757 x#x
R2=419
< 001

1=typelV of man, 2=education level, 3=health condition, 4=household
income, 5=depression, 6=self-esteem, 7=trust, 8&mutual reciprocity

<Table 13> Women type regression analysis

B Std. Err B t Sig.

(Constant) 1.534 205 7475 .000
1 056 022 100 2.598 010

2 011 018 021 607 544

3 149 022 239 6.790 .000

4 018 013 057 1.39%6 163

5 -.256 .050 -181 -5.142 .000

6 A47 052 320 8.600 .000

7 032 033 033 .969 333

8 -.004 020 -.007 -212 332

F=44.142%
R2=.376
s 001

1=typelV of man, 2=education level, 3=health condition, 4=household
income, 5=depression, 6=self-esteem, 7=trust, 8=mutual reciprocity
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