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Research Question

What are the systematic differences in
access to and use of social media among
young adolescents in Luxembourg?

Data & Method

* Youth Survey Luxembourg 2024
Probabilistic stratified random sample
CAWI

Age range: 16-29 years

N = 2,091

Latent Class Analysis with covariates

Results

Latent Class
Analysis

Best solution: 3 Classes

AIC: 115460.5
BIC: 117058.2

Theoretical Framework: Digital Divide

Focus of the study: 1st and 2" level

: First level Second level : [ Third level :
I

I | | |

| Access Gap Use Gap | » | Utility Gap |

I | l |
I

| _ - ' |

| | Skill Gap | : Offline Outcomes |

| Digitalisation Process —— ' : and Benefits |

: —] MotivationGap||]  ~=—=—==== ===

I I

[ — Emotional Gap | |

| — [ Reproduction of

Quality of Access | :
[ Inequality

Second level

Use Gap

Second level digital divide

Se
75 -
B
X I I .

Class 1

Predicted

=mgh 050 class
nEnEs
. ! ship
First level 0.209
Access Gap
ED.?E-
Characteristics N = 2,091 &
Smartphone 3
s e =_n ERERS sl
Yes 2,081 (99.5%) %m_-_ 1§ I
Laptop v Class 3
No 201 (9.6%) 0751
Predicted
0]
Yes 1,890 (90.4%) class
PC member-
o 1,035 52%) S [
: . - 0.479
Yes 996 (48%) D S S e T T S e A Y S S
O 5 & R s 0 N \ & F &
Internet at home §%¢$} ﬁ@_\‘ ) .ﬁ“é} ﬁ}%@ﬁ‘ . ::Pb't‘- &&5_@#@ xb%ﬁ@ &&% tﬁ_ﬁ;‘_ . & x;_,,-ﬁ‘a & @fﬁg& @é“*ﬁz'd: &:}éﬁgﬁ: 3 . & < .
‘-“' & & & & % r § © & & & @f
No 49 (2.3%) ra ¢ & ﬁ‘é & ﬁﬁ &
' ﬁwf-@ < &
Yes 2,042 (97.7%) “ _
No private internet connection Covariates o
gender effect plot agegroup effect plot migration_second effect plot ses effect plot
N O 2, 084 (99 . 70/0) class lass L .class L L o_class L
Yes 7 (0.3%)
_ 0.40 _ 0.40 _ 040 o _ 0.40 .
» No access gap could be 2 | - P - : | -
] g 035 1 g 035+ g 035+ £ 035 1
found with the help of LCA ‘ 5 g
0.30 0.30 0.30 0.30
» Different LCA models were
v mal female o 16-20 2105 26.00 e ‘_\,.fels v SESIhigh SES axlferage SES low

performed

Conclusion

Class 1: "Digitally Engaged”

« Highest use of social media

« Internet is seen as very helpful
 Highest digital skills

 Social & political life takes place online

References

agegroup

Class 2: “Selective Digital Users”

e Less use of social media

« Internet is seen as less helpful for social
Interaction

« Medium digital skills
 Social & political life takes less place online

migration_secaond

Class 3: “"Constrained Digital Adopters”
* Qverall similar characteristics as class 2

« Lowest digital skills

« Defining covariates: low/average SES, older
youth, 1st/2nd generation migrants
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