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<Abstract>

Objectives : This study aimed to investigate factors affecting multicultural acceptability of adolescents
at individual and environmental levels. Methods : Participants were 2,032 first-year high school students
who participated in the 4th-year Korean Children and Youth Panel Survey in 2013. Data were analyzed
using descriptive statistics, t-test, one-way ANOVA, Pearson’s correlation, and multilevel analysis.
Results : Individual factors affecting multicultural acceptability of adolescents were health status,
ego-resilience, and experience of visiting foreign countries. Learning activity, school regulation,
relationship with teachers, and community spirit were significant factors at environmental level
Conclusions : Findings suggest that it is necessary to consider health status, improve positive resilience,
activate a multicultural experience program, establish friendly relations with teachers, adhere to social

norms, and strengthen community spirit for multicultural acceptability.
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<Table 1> Characteristics and Differences of Multicultural Acceptability according to Individual-Level Factors (N =

2,032)

Variable n (%) M + SD torF p Scheffe’s

Gender
Boy 1,030(50.7) 156.09 + 2.82 -1.54 124 -
Girl 1,002(49.3) 156.28 + 2.81

Health state
Very good 626(30.8) 16.34 £ 2.95 2.18 .089 -
Good 1,266(62.3) 16.07 £ 2.75
Bad 132(6.5) 156.46 + 2.80
Very bad 0.4) 16.38 £ 2.97

Ego-resilience
Very higha 654(32.2) 16.09 + 2.95 41.45 <.001 @
Highb 459(22.6) 1612 + 2.54
Lowc 452(22.2) 14.76 £ 2.63
Very lowd 467(23.0) 14.38 £ 2.71

Residence

<l dtszEd‘“m and 1,732(85.2) 15.22 + 2.80 -1.61 107 -
Rural area 300(14.8) 14.94 £ 2.91

Foreign country visit
Yes 214(10.5) 15.88 + 2.80 3.87 <.001 -
No 1,818(89.5) 156.10 + 2.81

Total 2,032(100.0) 16.18 £ 2.82
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<Table 2> Characteristics of Environmental-Level Factors and Multicultural Acceptability (N = 2,032)

Variable Min Max M+ SD Skewness Kurtosis
Multicultural acceptability 5 20 15.18 + 2.82 0.16 -0.28
Family factors
Affection 4 16 11.95 £ 2.20 -0.28 0.50
Neglect 4 16 12.26 + 1.99 0.04 0.41
Abuse 4 16 13.32 + 2.45 -1 1.20
School factors
Leamning activity 5 20 13.86 £ 2.47 -0.20 0.80
School regulations 5 20 14.68 £ 2.45 -0.05 0.84
Peer relationship 8 20 15.56 + 1.90 0.19 0.18
Teacher relationship 5 20 14.39 + 2.91 -0.01 0.1
Community factors
Community recognition 6 24 16.53 £ 2.96 0.13 0.53
Community spirit 4 16 11.91 + 2.04 -0.02 0.76
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<Table 3> Correlation of Environmental-Level Factors and Multicultural Acceptability (N = 2,032)

Learning  School

Multi

Peer Teacher ~ Community Community

Variable Affection Neglect  Abuse activit regulations relationship relationship recognition spirit cultural
Y 9 P P J P acceptability
Affection 1
Neglect S7xxx 1
Abuse 33rkx 2k 1
Leaming — gpiis Bdwer  20ews 1
activity
School T A e
regulations
Peer 3wk 37wk DBxxx  A5xkx 43wk 1
relationship  * ’ ' ' :
Teacher Flaxx 30wk 06%  4Qxx  38xxx Qe 1
relationship  * ’ ’ ' : '
Community o)t opans 06+ 23xxx  1Qxxx  OBkkx  3]xxx 1
recognition
Cc_)ntqmunity D3ukx DBkxx  (Qxxx  35xkk 3Gkt ADxxx  35kkk  OTkex 1
Spiri
Multi
cultural Bk AGwnx 08kxx  A8kxk  2Bkxk 2T xx% WZER ABkxx Awxn 1
acceptability

* p < .05, *x p < .01, **x*x p < 001
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<Table 4> Multilevel Analysis of Multicultural Acceptability (N = 2,032)

Fixed effects variable Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate
(intercept) 15,17 %% 9.50%# 5. 46%** 5,03 **
Individual factors
. Gender 31 -.02
:’e‘s(‘evl‘d“a" Health state - 25 -2
factors Ego.—reswllence REEE Q7 x%x
(Level 1) Residence -18 =17
Eoreign country T0wxs SEwrs
visit ) )
Family factors
Affection .01 -.02
Neglect .05 .05
Abuse .01 .04
School factors
Environmental Leaming activity —.08x* —.07**
—level School regulations N Ndnsx
E(’ECtOfS Peer relationship 0% .05
evel 2) Teacher e 05+
relationship
Community factors
Community -0t -0t
recognition
Community spirit 5% %% A2xxx
Random effects variable Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate
Level 1 o012 7.64%x% 6.96%** 6.16%%x 6.02%%%
Level 2 oe2 .30%* 2B%* Q2% 23%%
ICC: Intra—class Correlation Coefficient .04 .04 .03 .04

* p < .05, *x p < .01, *»* p < .001
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