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Abstract

The purposes of this study were to concretely reveal the effect of the parents’ child—rearing attitude perceived by
adolescents and the school life adaptation on the problem behavior, and to verify the moderating effect of the
ego—resilience on the relationship between the parents’ child—rearing attitude and the school life adaptation and the
adolescent, problem behavior, This study analyzed a total of 2,107 students in the first year of high school, which was
the 4th year data(2013) of Korea Children Youth Panel Survey(KCYPS) 2010. The reliability, descriptive statistics,
t—test, and hierarchical regression analysis were conducted using SPSS WIN 22.0. The results were as follows, First,
the effect of the parents’ child—rearing attitude(supervision, affection, reasonable explanation, excessive interference,
excessive expectation, and inconsistency), school life adaptation(relationship with teacher, relationship with friend,
school regulation, and learning activity), and ego—resilience on the adolescent problem behavior was analyzed. As a
result, the relationship with friend(—) had the highest influence on the adolescent problem behavior, followed by
learning activity(—), inconsistency(+), ego—resilience(—), excessive interference(+), and supervision(—). However, the
remaining sub—variables did not have any significant influence on the adolescent problem behavior, Second, the
moderating effect of the ego—resilience on the relationship among the parents’ child—rearing attitude, adaptation to

school life, and adolescent problem behavior, The ego—resilience was found to moderate the effects of
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parents’ positive child—rearing attitude, interpersonal relationships, and school adaptation on the adolescent problem

behavior, However, the moderating effect was not significant for the effect of negative child—rearing attitude on the

adolescent problem behavior, Therefore, various ego—resilience enhancement programs need to be developed and

researched as a part of the safety education through the home economics class,
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Table 3. Influence of variables on problem behavior
(N=2,107)
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
B B B B B B
Control variables

Gender (Boy) -.128 - 169%** -130 - 171%* -122 - 162%%*

Academic attainment of father (College and over) .013 .017 .009 .012 .009 .012

Academic attainment of mother (College and over) -.009 -.012 .010 .013 .012 015
Household income (Lower level) .083 L082%** .067 .066** .069 .068%**

Household income (Higher level) .012 .014 .029 .035 .031 .037

Independent variables
Parents’ child-rearing attitude

Supervision -.091 - 135%%* -.037 -.055% -.037 -.055%

Positive Affection -.088 - 126%%* -.046 -.066* -.038 -.055

Reasonable explanation -.041 -.063* -.017 -.027 -.015 -.023

Excessive interference .097 154%%% .057 L091%** .062 .098*

Negative Excessive expectation .000 .000 .023 .034 .022 .032
Inconsistency .069 AL1F** .060 097*** .063 102%**

School life adaptation

Interpersonal Relationship with teacher - - -.003 -.004 .004 .007
relationships Relationship with friend - - -230 -230% -204 - 204wk

School School regulation - - .035 .045 .035 .045
adaptation Learning activity - - -170 218k -169 217wk
Ego-resilience - - - - -.076 -078**

Constant 2.210%** 2.988*** 3.046%**
R 176 27 281
F 33.678%** 44.165%** 42.291%**

<05, **p<,01, #*¥p< 001
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Table 4, The moderating effect of ego—resilience

(N=2,107)
Main effect Moderating effect
Variables
B B B B
Positive parents’ child-rearing attitude (A) -223 - 270%** =217 - 2063%**
Ego-resilience (B) -.155 - 160%*** -.149 - 153k
Moderating effect of AxB - - -203 - 123%%*
ego—resﬂle:nce.for po.smve Constant 1,889 1.905%**
parents’ child-rearing
attitude R 149 164
F 43.920%** 43.038%**
F change - 31.521%%*
Negative parents’ child-rearing attitude (C) .199 265%** 206 273%**
Ego-resilience (B) -.248 =255k -.248 - 255%k*
Moderating effect of CxB - _ _057 -036
ego-resilience -for negatlve Constant 1000+ L003%+*
parents’ child-rearing
attitude R 152 153
F 44.922%%* 39.655%**
F change - 2.513
Interpersonal relationships(D) -.265 -.289%** -250 - 272%*
Ege-resilience(B) -113 - 116%** -.102 - 105%**
Moderating effect of DxB ) . -229 - 128%
ego-resilience for Constant 1.888%** 1.908***
interpersonal relationships R 150 166
F 43.9]7%%* 43.260%***
F change - 33.003%**
School adaptation (E) -.266 - 201%** -247 = 271%%*
Ego-resilience (B) -.158 - 163%** -.154 - 159%**
Moderating effect of ExB N N -213 - 117
ego-resilience for school Constant 1.896%** 1.905%**
adaptation RZ 161 174
F 47.524%** 45.679%**
F change - 27.663%**
< 001
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Figure 1. Moderating effect of ego—resilience on the influence of positive parents’

child—-rearing attitude on problem behavior
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