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Objective: This study examined the influences of maternal and paternal psychological control and
children’s rejection sensitivity on relational aggression in elementary school students, and
investigated whether children’s rejection sensitivity mediated the relation of parental
psychological control and relational aggression.

Methods: The participants of this study were 596 fifth to sixth graders from seven elementary
schools located in Seoul, Incheon, and Gyeonggi province. To measure the research variables, the
Peer Conflict Scale (Marsee, Kimonis, & Frick, 2004), the Psychological Control Scale (Barber,
1996) and the Children’s Rejection Sensitivity Questionnaire (Downey, Lebolt, Rincén, & Freitas,
1998) were used. The data were analyzed by means of descriptive statistics and ¢-tests. Also,
structure equation model (SEM) were used to examine the mediating role of rejection sensitivity.
Results: The results of this study were as follows. First, the level of paternal psychological control
increased the level of children’s relational aggression whereas the level of maternal psychological
control had no significant effect on it. In addition, the level of rejection sensitivity had a
significant positive influence on the level of relational aggression. These tendencies were
observed on both boys and girls. Second, only for boys, rejection sensitivity in upper elementary
school students partially mediated the relation between paternal psychological control and
relational aggression. Also, for both boys and girls, rejection sensitivity completely mediated the
relation between maternal psychological control and relational aggression.

Conclusion: In conclusion, the higher the level of paternal psychological control, the higher the
level of children’s rejection sensitivity, and subsequently the higher the level of their relational
aggression
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Table 1
Descriptive Statistics for Measured Variables
Boys Girls
Variable Possible score range M (SD) M (SD) t

Relational aggression 20— 80 23.41 ( 4.10) 23.30 ( 3.84) .35
Parental psychological control 16— 64

Paternal psychological control 25.28 ( 6.83) 23.29 ( 6.45) 3.64***

Maternal psychological control 24.27 ( 7.81) 22.98 ( 6.99) 2.11*
Rejection sensitivity 12 — 432 66.52 (30.94) 72.14 (34.09) 2.11*

Note. N = 596.
*p < .05. % p < 001
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Table 2
t-Test Between Paternal Psychological Control and Maternal Psychological Control
Variable Possible score range M (5D) t

Paternal psychological control 16-64 24.37 (6.73) 2.61**
Maternal psychological control 23.68 (7.46)
Note. N = 596.
“p < 01
Table 3
Correlation Coefficients Among Variables

1 2 3 4
1. Relational aggression - 30%* 29 447
2. Paternal psychological control 30%* 54%* 33%*
3. Maternal psychological control 29%% .66** - 34%*
4. Rejection sensitivity 32K+ 297 34 -

Note. N = 596. upper of diagonal is boys’ correlation (1 = 322), lower is girls’ correlation (7 = 274).

“*p < 01.
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Table 4
Results of Confirmatory Factor Analysis on Rejection Sensitivity
Path of variables Gender B SE C.R. p
Rejection sensitivity Boys .87 1.96 36.56 ok
— Rejection anxiety Gitls 94 2.29 34.10 e
Rejection sensitivity Boys .90 1.81 35.90 o
— Rejection anger Girls 91 1.99 33.67 o
Rejection sensitivity Boys 92 1.78 35.55 e
— Rejection depression Girls 97 2.16 32.04 ok
Note. N = 596. boys n = 322; girls n = 274.
wp < 01
Table 5
Fit Index of Structural Equation Model for Boys
v af p vldf NFI TLI CFI RMSEA
2.75 6 .84 0.46 99 1.01 1.00 .00
ity Mnoer Dopression

Paternal
Psychological Control

Maternal

Relational

Psychological Control

Figure 1. Boys path estimate of observed variables.

*p < .05.***p < .001.

Aggression
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o} ote] g A o] Aela BA ote]
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opz]uto 2 o 7| F ko] §-014S AZ5}7] 23t bootstrapping
AN Table 83} 2T}, A2 TL7F 95%2 7|20 2 7FH Ayl
ST 23 95%9] A= 71E Hef7E 7] Al FA1
©.03-.16 (p < .01), O] H$ 04— .18 (p < .ODE 0 &
obA] ghgtom g Kol Ael A SA|7F vA A F Ao vl
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Table 6
Path Estimates of Observed Variables for Boys
Path of observed variables B B SE C.R. p

Paternal psychological control .08 .13 .04 2.23 *
— Relational aggression

Maternal psychological control .05 .10 .03 1.59 11
— Relational aggression

Paternal psychological control 91 .20 .28 3.27 *
— Rejection sensitivity

Maternal psychological control 93 23 24 3.81 o
— Rejection sensitivity

Rejection sensitivity .05 .37 .01 6.88 ok

— Relational aggression

Note. N = 322.
*p < .05. %*p < .001.

Table 7
Direct, Indirect, and Total Effects Predicting Boys’ Relational Aggression From Parental Psychological Control and Through Rejection Sensitivity
Path of observed variables Direct effects Indirect effects Total effects
Paternal psychological control .13* 07 21
— Relational aggression
Maternal psychological control .10 .09 .18*
— Relational aggression
Paternal psychological control .20% .20%
— Rejection sensitivity
Maternal psychological control 23 237
— Rejection sensitivity
Rejection sensitivity 37 37

— Relational aggression

*p < .05.%p < .01.**p < .001.
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ot} A7 =3

r{n:

Al ARG O] A ERIet A3t Table 9o AAIGE vf
oF ZHo] ¥X(6) = 8.24 (p = .22), Xldf = 1.37= B 2] A= 4=
Fo] A% A 02 YERT:. o] 2jof] thE A A5 4

NFI9} TLIL, CFI7} B5 908 d+&= 50|32, RMSEAE=
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KJCS

=P

olote] AR AL A= Figure 22} Table 103} ZFo] vye}yt
. FAR 22wl oh el HelH FAE BA 2
Aol JgFS uH OB = .17, p < .05) olw ] o] A2 A &
A= GFS v1714) gsket. el AR ofole]

AA 2ol Fo)5 S v 2= Ao 2 YERGTP = .23, p

< .001). o]= ofolrt op x| o] 2|2 FAE =A A4e

Table 8
Mediating Effects by Bootstrapping for Boys
95% confidence interval p

Path of observed variables Lower Upper value
Paternal psychological control —  Relational aggression .03 .16 .006
Maternal psychological control ~—  Relational aggression .04 .18 .002
Table 9
Fit Index of Structural Equation Model for Girls

1 df p vldf NFI TLI CFI RMSEA
8.24 6 22 1.37 99 1.00 1.00 .04

299

Rejection
Anxiety

Rejection

Rejection
Anger Depression

Paternal Psychological
Control

Maternal Psychological

Relational

Control

Figure 2. Girls path estimate of observed variables.

*p < .05.%p < .01.**p < .001.

Table 10
Path Estimates of Observed Variables for Girls

Aggression

Path of observed variables B B SE C.R. p
Paternal psychological control ~ — Relational aggression .10 17 .04 2.27 *
Maternal psychological control ~— Relational aggression .06 .10 .04 1.36 .18
Paternal psychological control ~ —  Rejection sensitivity .62 12 40 1.57 12
Maternal psychological control ~ —  Rejection sensitivity 1.30 27 .37 3.57 o
Rejection sensitivity — Relational aggression .03 23 .01 3.90 ok
Note. N = 274.

*p < .05.**p < .001.
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Table 11
Direct, Indirect, and Total Effects Predicting Girls’ Relational Aggression From Maternal Psychological Control and Through Rejection Sensitivity
Path of observed variables Direct effects Indirect effects Total effects
Maternal psychological control .10 .06** .16
— Relational aggression
Maternal psychological control 27 27
— Rejection sensitivity
Rejection sensitivity 23K 23xx
— Relational aggression
p < .01.**p < .001.
Table 12
Mediating Effects by Bootstrapping for Girls
95% confidence interval p
Path of observed variables Lower Upper value
Maternal psychological control .02 13 .005

— Relational aggression
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