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Abstract This study examined the latent groups regarding the changes and difficulties after becoming
a single parent and analyzed the differences in the backgrounds and depressive levels according to each
group. The data of 2,500 single parents from the 2018 Single Parent Family Survey were analyzed by
Latent Profile Analysis (LPA). LPA indicated four-profile groups: 1) parenting stability group, 2) normal
group, 3) economic stability group, and 4) potential-risk group. Its determinants included gender and
economic status, including government funding type and employment status rather than academic status.
Specifically, female single parents with an unemployed or low-income support household were more
likely to be linked to the potential-risk group. In addition, the potential-risk group showed a higher
depressive level than the parenting stability group, normal group, and economic stability group. The
significance of this study is that distinguished intervention based on the characteristics of each group

can promote the effectiveness of single-parent family support policy.
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Table 1. General characteristics of participants

(N=2,500)

Variables Category N %
Male 872 34.9
Gender Female 1628 651
Middle School 182 7.3
Bducati High School 1,491 59.6
ucation College 427 17.1
University 400 16.0

Low-income support
Government household 1,166 46.6
funding type Ordinary-income

household 1,334 53.4
Emol . Unemployed 545 21.8
mpioymen! Employed 1,955 78.2
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Table 2. Tests of model fit

2 class 3 class 4 class
AIC 54286.615 53284.560 52850.317
BIC 54432.216 53482.578 53100.751
SABIC 54352.784 53374.551 52964.129
Entropy 724 .786 .833
LMR LRT(p) .0000 .0000 .0001
BLRT(p) .0000 .0000 .0000
class 1(%) 38.1 11.2 11.2
class 2(%) 61.9 55.0 53.0
class 3(%) 33.8 2.8
class 4(%) 32.9
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Table 3. Three-step results for antecedents of classes

Reference group: Class 1(parenting stability group)

Class 2 Class 3 Class 4
Variable
Estimate S.E. Estimate S.E. Estimate S.E.
Gender(0: male) .382* 151 =2.274%* 544 897w 160
Education -.032 .087 -.288 161 -.110 .093
Government funding type(0: low-income -258 179 397 359 ~.98G 185
support household)
Employment(0: unemployed) 515* 218 .703 464 -.048 215
Reference group: Class 2(normal group)
Class 1 Class 3 Class 4
Variable
Estimate S.E. Estimate S.E. Estimate S.E.
Gender(0: male) -.382* 151 -2.656** 533 514 123
Education .032 .087 -.255 .148 -.078 .071
Government funding type(0: low-income 258 179 140 333 — 72w 125
support household)
Employment(0: unemployed) -.515* .218 .187 442 -.563** 148
Reference group: Class 3(economic stability group)
Class 1 Class 2 Class 4
Variable
Estimate S.E. Estimate S.E. Estimate S.E.
Gender(0: male) 2.274%* 544 2.656*** 533 3.170%** 532
Education .288 .161 .255 .148 177 154
Government funding type(0: low-income 397 359 140 333 -589 336
support household)
Employment(0: unemployed) -.703 464 -.187 442 -.751 441

* p<05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001
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Table 4. Comparisons (With the BCH Procedure)
across the four-class profiles on depression

%(Significan
Variables (Elaatsesr:s N M S.E. Xt <pagirwise
comparisons)
Class 1 280 1.462 .036
Depression 8 213261421014 225053
Cass3 71 1205 051 (3pqq
Class 4 823 1.874 .028

% Class 1: parenting stability group, Class 2: normal group Class
3: economic stability group, Class 4: potential-risk group
* p.05, ** pd01, *** p<.001
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