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Abstract This study examined the developmental trajectory of the self-esteem of adults with disabilities
and its predictors. The study also looked at how the developmental trajectories of adults with disabilities
relate to disability acceptance and life satisfaction. The study used the 2nd wave of PSED (Panel Survey
of Employment for the Disabled) conducted by the Korea Employment Agency for the Disabled from
2016 (1st) to 2019 (4th), and the data were analyzed using growth mixture modeling. The results were
as follows. First, the developmental trajectory of the self-esteem of adults with disabilities had increased
over four years, and their self-esteem was distinguished by three distinct latent classes. Second, the
demographics, socioeconomics, and social-relational factors such as gender, level of disabilities,
education, economic activeness, existence of spouses, discrimination experience, and participation in
social activities were significant determinants of the latent classes. Third, disability acceptance and life
satisfaction of adults with disabilities were distinguished significantly depending on the latent groups.
Specifically, adults with disabilities who accept their disabilities quicker reported high life satisfaction.
These results showed that the developmental trajectory of the self-esteem of adults with disabilities was
closely related to their disability acceptance and life satisfaction.
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Table 1. Demographic characteristics of the

participants
Variables Category N %
Male 2,293 652
Gender
Female 1,224 34.8
25~29 239 6.8
30~39 965 27.4
Age 40~49 1,124 32.0
50~59 777 22.1
60~64 412 11.7
Severity of Significant 1,002 285
disability Mild 2,515 715
Multiple Yes 120 3.4
disabilities No 3397 96.6
> Middle school graduate 942 26.8
Education High school graduate 1,644  46.7
< University graduate 931 26.5
Employed 1,874 533
Employment
Unemployed 1,643  46.7
Existence of No 1734 493
spouses Yes 1,783 50.7
‘ Yes 1,035 294
EXl;tence of No 1355 385
elper
No response 1,127 32.0
3.2 XOtESY ot Yt
491 Aolele] Aokeszt wist RS Felsty] 9ish

Table 2. Information for model selection

Table 29} Zo] FHslny, AFHsing, ojx=AilH
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2016 2017 2018 2019
% Class 1: mid-level increased group, Class 2: high-level

unchanged group, Class 3: low-level increased group

Fig. 1. Profile plot of 3-class models

Mean Variance
Model N dF CRTLL TMSEA e =
(90% C.1.) I L Q I L Q
No growth 116.741** 8 974 .980 062 084 2.783%* 094+
' ' ' (.052-.072) ' ' '
o " .058 ook ot ot ot
Linear 64.368 5 986 .983 (046-.071) .049 2.761 .014 .105 .003
At 6470 039 etk sesfesle - slesteste sfestesle
Quadratic * 1 .999 .992 (015-.071) .008 2.747 .054 .013 .096 .015 .002
* p.05, * pl01, ** p<.001, I. Intercept, L: Linear, Q: Quadratic
Table 3. Tests of unconditional models with 2-5 classes
Class proportions
Model AIC BIC SABIC Entropy LMR LRT(p) BLRT(p) 1 5 3 4 p
2 12364.980 12420.468 12391.871 .646 .0000 .0000 48.2 51.8
3 11215.551 11289.535 11251.406 777 .0000 .0000 68.8 19.6 11.6
4 10804.448 10896.929 10849.266 724 .0000 .0000 37.0 4.8 47.9 10.3
5 10698.654 10809.631 10752.436 723 .0028 .0000 1.0 38.7 44.0 8.6 7.6
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Table 5. Three-step results for antecedents of classes

Table 4. Parameter estimates for latent classes

Latent Estimate(S.E.)
classes Intercept Linear
1 2.723%* 015%™
(.023) (.003)
2 3.220%* .006
(.026) (.007)
3 2.201%* 021"
(.047) (.008)

* p(05, ** p(O1, ** p(.001

A IAS 1G4E T GRE BAHes

2w, ool Bk 4o] w24, HKol,
WA L, S AP 488, A
ol At Be4E HAAS 1ok SAAE 208
Sz ook Aol 43 gol k. 191 55
ool 1, 81| So] We4E, wFAjoln, w9t
7h g, QAT B Fe] Wess, ABEE Hol

Reference group: Class 1(mid-level increased group)

Class 2 Class 3

Variable
Estimate S.E. Estimate S.E.
Gender(male: 0) .405* .206 =271 .185
Age -.013 .011 -.014 .01
Severity of disability(significant: 0) .168 254 -.461* 197
Multiple disabilities(yes: 0) -.325 701 164 .338
Education .428* .168 -716™* 165
Socioeconomic status 181 163 =272 .183
Economic activeness(employed: 0) - 8447 251 1.805%* 334
Beneficiaries of the national basic livelihood scheme(yes: 0) .65 424 -.338 222
Existence of spouses(no: 0) .584* 227 =777 226
Discrimination experience =707 14 393 115
Participation in social activities 5927 .169 - 843 131
Existence of helper(yes: 0) -.295 .193 -.335 .198

Reference group: Class 2(high-level unchanged group)
Class 1 Class 3

Variable
Estimate S.E. Estimate S.E.
Gender(male: 0) -.405* .206 -.676* .266
Age .013 .011 -.001 .014
Severity of disability(significant: 0) -.168 254 -.629* 308
Multiple disabilities(yes: 0) 325 701 489 742
Education -.428* .168 -1.144%* 227
Socioeconomic status -.181 .163 -.453 236
Economic activeness(employed: 0) 844 251 2.65%* .398
Beneficiaries of the national basic livelihood scheme(yes: 0) -.65 424 -.988* .46
Existence of spouses(no: 0) -.584* .227 -1.362% .308
Discrimination experience 707 14 1.099** 176
Participation in social activities =592 .169 -1.435%* 205
Existence of helper(yes: 0) 295 193 -.04 267

* pC.05, * p{.01, *** p<.001
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Table 6. Results of multiple group analysis
Estimate
Parameter
Class 1 Class 2 Class 3
Intercept 3.066%** 3.535%* 2.498%*
Linear -.005 -.036™** 1033
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Table 7. Comparisons across the three-class profiles
on life satisfaction

2

Variables et M sp  (Sisnificant
classes pairwise
comparisons)
Class 1 3.410 .015
Life 440.522%+*
satisfaction Class 2 3.734 024 (3142
Class 3 2.671  .046

% Class 1: mid-level increased group, Class 2: high-level
unchanged group, Class 3: low-level increased group
* pL05, ** pC01, *** p<.001
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