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Objective: The purpose of this study was to assess actor and partner effects of mothers’ and
fathers’ parenting stress and family cohesion and flexibility on warm parenting behavior.
Methods: The sample consisted of 1,471 couples from the Panel Study of Korean Children. The
sample was drawn from the sixth wave of data collection, including mothers and fathers of
children aged 60-66 months. Data were analyzed via actor-partner interdependence models.
Results: The findings illustrated that the actor effect of parenting stress on warm parenting behavior
was significant in mothers and fathers, but there was no partner effect. They also revealed that actor
and partner effects were significant in relation to mothers’ and father’s parenting stress and family
cohesion and flexibility. Moreover, there was an actor effect of family cohesion on warm parenting
behavior for mothers and fathers, but its partner effect was significant only in mothers. Finally, the
mediating effects of family cohesion and flexibility between parenting stress and warm parenting
behavior was verified.

Conclusion: The results highlight not only the need for dyadic data analysis for mothers and fathers
but also the need to consider in depth the fathers’ role in parenting. Additional implications are
discussed.

Keywords: parenting stress, family cohesion and flexibility, warm parenting behavior, actor effects,
partner effects
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Table 1
Descriptive Statistics and Correlation Coefficients Among Variables

1 2 3 4 5 6
1 J—
2 431 —
3 - 440+ -.208%%* —
4 -.259%** - 4507 3214 —
5 - 4107 -.295%** 418%** .388** —
6 =277 - 446%* 270%* .530%* .586*** —
M 2.645 2.439 3.683 3.615 3.785 3.874
SD 0.617 0.602 0.537 0.626 0.536 0.505
Skewness 0.037 0.020 -0.091 -0.210 -0.646 -0.488
Kurtosis 0.102 -0.071 0.217 0.439 1.857 1.829

Note. N = 1,471 couples. 1 = mothers’ parenting stress; 2 = fathers’ parenting stress; 3 = mothers’ warm parenting behavior; 4 = fathers’

warm parenting behavior; 5 = mothers” family cohesion and flexibility; 6 = fathers’ family cohesion and flexibility.

“*p < 001,
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bt olry 9] 715 %mgﬂ}
xl/d_L]. 001/\4_‘,].%]

FAEH 2 LAH FEYF nAE
A7) p ok A A A

S EEEERE S SN P R
Ag 5 FeAEATL LA FEAFo] wlAE A7) w3
o A aaE AZsteith BEo] A ¥ = 334.791
(df =55, p <.001), CFI = .964, TLI = .949, RMSEA = .054= &
gol B4 ARE 2 W5 MY F1Y WESEE -
-120, p < 01T} Y Bt 7HEAER = -.121, p < .001)E o
U o] Qg 2ol ofat Rk v F o, B megs
ZP =-121,p < .0DT} A Hat 7IEAEPR = -.102, p < .01
o] ] o] f A Ed| 2ol = §of5t GRS m Hrk
FHAEH AL 2HH FRBE
R EE I L
(Figure 1). FS2Ed| 20 Ap7| Gyel A ante] 2715
Aoz wmsty] 918) % 499) SOk maS LAy
2 Agshich 2 WAR AAE Ak mYa - b F G
GAEH AT} LA FEA ] vlA L ofmlue} ol x|
A7 &} 8|7} 7ssk, = A= A ek AloF (e = d)
o FRAEH AT LA 8T u]H L ofmj]e} of
W] Apeaake] vzt Zbs stk A WA 4 A
oF M- d)S F3) olvU o] 24 ko] vlx) o

S| 20 A7 ATk} YRS vl 5 Glow, o

T
2
°

A= AT AoF B (b = 9= oA 9] A F53
Eof n] 2= kA EF A0 2p7] autel Altjuba ate] B w

Hongand Yi 42

Parenting Parenting Parenting Warm Warm
Stress 1 Stress 2 Stress 3 Parenting1 Parenting 2
Mothers’ a -549 Mothers’ .
Parenting Stress Warm Pargntmg
, Behavior
-043 7028
c d
Fathers’ Fathers’
Parenting Stress Warm Pargntlng
b -518* Behavior
Parenting Parenting Parenting Warm Warm
Stress 1 Stress 2 Stress 3 Parenting1 Parenting 2

Figure 1. Actor and partner effects of mothers’ and fathers’
parenting stress on warm parenting behavior (standardized
regression coefficients).

***p <.001.

A, FHLEH LT FEYF v = oy e}
ofH| 2| 9] A7| Ak FAHORE Fofet Apol7t gl &
A, FEGAEH AT} ixgx FEAFA vIA= oAy et of

o %] o] APl of 4] §ofat 2ol 7} glgleh A, of el
o1 24 FRUEA lAE FA s A7 D

=1 0o

7P

H| 2] FEAEH AL A7 BIHB = -518)2F AT aHp
- -043)7 ol = BEA 02 &3t 20|/} 9t =, o]

o] FEAEL LT 25T ol A4 2 H FEYF

A3

7h Rl AT AT ] Mol Sl mYel BA  HAHOE ook QR vl vk, oful|o] R AET AL
A= Table 29} 2 ob|x|o] £ QR Fol Folulg Aare v A1) oo of
Table 2
Differences Between Base and Constrained Models

Model x2 df TLI CFI RMSEA %2 difference test
Base model 334,791 55 .949 964 .054
Actor effect constrained (a = b) 336.506 56 949 964 .053 x*(1) = 1.715
Partner effect constrained (c = d) 336.688 56 .949 964 .053 x(1) = 1.897
Constrained for mothers’ 411.041 56 936 954 .060 X2(1) = 76.250***

warm parenting behavior (a = d)

Constrained for fathers’ 398.206 56 938 956 .058 %2(1) = 63.415%**

warm parenting behavior (b = ¢)

b <001,
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Figure 2. Actor and partner effects of mothers’ and fathers’
parenting stress on family cohesion and flexibility (standardized
regression coeflicients).

*p<.05.**p<.001.
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Table 3
Differences Between Base and Constrained Models
Model X df TLI CFI RMSEA %* difference test

Base model 334.791 55 949 964 .054
Actor effect constrained (a = b) 336.506 56 949 964 .053 X(1) = 1.715
Partner effect constrained (c = d) 336.688 56 949 964 .053 %*(1) = 1.897
Constrained for mothers 411.041 56 936 954 060 %2(1) = 76.250%**

warm parenting behavior (a = d)
Consuained for fathers 398.206 56 938 956 058 (1) = 63.415%

warm parenting behavior (b = ¢)

“*p < 001,
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Figure 3. Actor and partner effects of mothers’ and fathers’
family cohesion and flexibility on warm parenting behavior

(standardized regression coefficients).
*p<.05. % p<.001.
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Table 4
Differences Between Base and Constrained Models
Model X df TLI CFI RMSEA %* difference test
Base model 334.791 55 949 964 .054
Actor effect constrained (a = b) 336.506 56 949 964 .053 ¥(1) = 1.715
Partner effect constrained (c = d) 336.688 56 949 964 .053 ¥*(1) = 1.897
Constrained for mothers 411.041 56 936 954 060 Y1) = 76.250%+
warm parenting behavior (a = d)
Constrained for fathers” 398.206 56 938 956 058 73(1) = 63.415%
warm parenting behavior (b = ¢)
**p <.001.
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Figure 5. Final model of actor and partner effects of mothers’
and fathers” parenting stress and family cohesion and flexibility
on warm parenting behavior (standardized regression
coeflicients).

*p <.05.%*p <.001.
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Table 5
Direct, Indirect, and Total Effects Among Variables
Sobel Test
Path B () ()
Direct Actor M Parenting stress (M) — Warm parenting behavior (M) -.368 (-.419)*** —
effect effect
F  Parenting stress (F) — Warm parenting behavior (F) -.345 (-.313)*** —
Indirect  Actor M Parenting stress (M) — Family cohesion and flexibility (M) -.105 (-.120)*** -6.276
effect effect — Warm parenting behavior (M)
F  Parenting stress (F) — Family cohesion and flexibility (F) =211 (-.191)** -8.090
— Warm parenting behavior (F)
Partner M Parenting stress (F) — Family cohesion and flexibility (M) -.040 (-.043)*** -2.147
effect — Warm parenting behavior (M)
F  Parenting stress (M) — Family cohesion and flexibility (M) -.036 (-.036)* -2.147
— Warm parenting behavior (F)
Parenting stress (M) — Family cohesion and flexibility (F) -.029 (-.028)* -2.375
— Warm parenting behavior (F)
Parenting stress (F) — Family cohesion and flexibility (M) -.014 (-.013)* -1.988
— Warm parenting behavior (F)
Total effect M  DParenting stress (M) — Warm parenting behavior (M) -.471 (-.537)*** —
Parenting stress (F) — Warm parenting behavior (M) .035 ( .036)*** —
F  DParenting stress (F) — Warm parenting behavior (F) -.563 (-.508)*** —
Parenting stress (M) — Warm parenting behavior (F) -.507 (-.056)*** —
Note. M = mother; F = father.
*p<.05.%*p<.001.
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