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Effects of adolescents' parental intimacy, parental supervision, peer
pressure, and TV alcohol advertising on drinking
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Abstract This study attempted to verify the structural model of the influence of parental intimacy,
parental supervision, peer pressure, and TV alcohol advertising on drinking behavior for adolescents.
It was conducted through a self—written questionnaire from May 1 to 28, 2019, targeting 602 students
in grades 1 to 3 of 8 middle schools in G city. Results First, The direct effect on drinking behavior was
in the order of peer pressure and TV alcohol advertisement, and they explained the degree of drinking
behavior by 14.4%. second, Parental intimacy has an indirect effect on peer pressure and drinking
behavior through TV alcohol advertising. Parental supervision has an indirect effect on drinking alcohol
through TV alcohol advertisements. In multiple groups, there is a difference between the groups in the
parental supervision and peer pressure, and the parental supervision and the channel coefficient of TV
alcohol advertisement. In order to reduce drinking behavior, a realistic light that can cope with peer

pressure is needed.
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Table 1. Descriptive Statistics of Variables
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Variables (Me/i?jnSD) Skewness  Kurtosis tolerance VIF Estimate SE CR AVE
Parental intimacy
Parental intimacy 1 4.11+0.90 —0.88 0.55 0.41 2.46 0.83 0.28 0.85 0.66
Parental intimacy 2 3.98%0.95 -0.71 0.18 0.38 2.64 0.87 0.22
Parental intimacy 3 3.45%0.92 -0.19 —0.23 0.58 1.73 0.65 0.48
Parental supervision
Parental supervisionl 3.66%1.03 —0.58 —0.21 0.45 2.23 0.78 0.41 0.85 0.65
Parental supervision 2 3.68+0.98 —0.46 —-0.14 0.36 2.77 0.89 0.20
Parental supervision 3 3.60%+1.03 —0.41 -0.33 0.50 2.00 0.75 0.47
Peer pressure
Peer pressure 1 1.58+0.92 1.67 2.35 0.34 2.93 0.83 0.26 0.93 0.73
Peer pressure 2 1.55+0.86 1.72 2.93 0.26 3.86 0.89 0.16
Peer pressure 3 1.72+1.02 1.26 0.61 0.52 1.93 0.70 0.52
Peer pressure 4 1.48+0.80 1.91 3.78 0.20 5.10 0.94 0.08
Peer pressure 5 1.55+0.87 1.66 2.47 0.38 2.61 0.79 0.28
TV alcohol advertisement
TV alcohol advertisement 1 2.27%1.07 0.52 —0.31 0.53 1.91 0.71 0.56 0.85 0.66
TV alcohol advertisement 2 2.01+1.03 0.79 0.06 0.33 3.00 0.93 0.14
TV alcohol advertisement 3 1.77%£0.96 1.11 0.67 0.41 2.43 0.79 0.34
Drinking
Drinking frequency 1.31£0.77 3.00 9.27 0.52 1.93 0.72 0.31 0.77 0.63
Alcohol consumption 1.37+0.86 2.71 7.12 0.49 2.03 0.78 0.36
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Table 2. Correlation Matrix Table

TV alcohol

Parental intimacy Parental supervision Peer pressure advertisement Drinking
Parental intimacy 0.66
Parental supervision ( (zggl) 0.65
Peer pressure (2(.)(')(1)?) (780122) 0.73
TV alcohol advertisement (7 25(2;; &)0721) ( 2331) 0.66
Drinking Coos) Coon) ( oop (oon 063

% The diagonal matrix for each factor is the variance extraction index
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A3 ATb 7S 259.60(df=94, p<.001), CMIN/DF(x Ao 958 A== Yegth RMSEAT 0.050]38)
2/df)=2.76 GFI=0.95, AGFI=0.93, RMR=0.04,  o]® ¢-5=3F 2|g}zo]x 0.080]3lo|H 453 A=
NFI=0.96, TLI=0.96, CFI=0.97, RMSEA=0.052 %% et 5= 9=t 2 o] 4= RMSEA=0.07=2 %
o mgle] AFHALE 805 BEHASFE BF 5% AFEE e (Table 3 3Ha1).
0.5 o]FolaL, BE QflolA ZdAE] =(CR, 0.70]7)
BEA=ZX52(AVE, 0.5014H) 71 AAIA] o] S Ho Table 3. Hypothetical Mode of Fitness

A3 eSS FHESS & 5 ATH(Table

1 %1) (;; DF C%;N/ GFI AGFI RMR NFI TLI CFI RMSEA
criteria =3 =90 =90 =.08 =.90 =90 =.90 <.08
3.3.9 %%ﬁ]_/r_g %’\‘_—%%XVF (33%)(?1% 95 4.15 0.93 090 0.04 0.93 0.93 095 0.07
7} 8819] v AR 9l ghol tiAAle] ke
SAFR B Hol 291 3F PHEFY S SRt 3.4.2 7VEA By x| F4
w3 S S FAoT ARWAS A, Bzl WS 7k Barx] 34 2 EAE oo s
U= r=-011(p=006), F-EAE r=—0.13(p=001)2. & nae] Av=s HA=3 Ax= theat 2orh
= A e vekllan, Eask r=0.33(p<0.0D), A, ETdeleh mAgE Alele] ARA=
TVEAL r=018(p<0.01)= A4 A el ¥ 0.34(p<001D) 2 Froek Aoz vehstar, SF89 9
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Table 4. Modified Mode of Standardized Regression Weights
Pathway hypothesis Estimaties SE CR(t) P SMC Result
Drinking — Peer pressure 0.34 0.05 5.98 <.001 0.14 Accept
— TV alcohol advertisement 0.10 0.04 2.08 .038 Accept
<« Parental intimacy 0.08 0.07 0.85 .398 Reject
«— Parental supervision -0.17 0.07 —1.85 .065 Reject
Peer pressure — Parental intimacy -0.27 0.08 -3.32 <.001 0.05 Accept
— Parental supervision 0.07 0.07 0.90 .367 Reject
TV alcohol advertisement < Parental intimacy —0.24 0.08 —2.86 .004 0.02 Accept
— Parental supervision 0.19 0.08 2.24 .025 Accept
) D) —> Accept
62y 88y a9y 79V 69V ----> Reject
. ‘ v7 H V8 H V9 H vio H V11 ‘
i S s 7
' a9 93 7
/3| 86 Parental
- va intimacy @
68
e3> y3®k = V15 @
\J7_60
4 V16 €16
@ |
V5 . TV alcohol T
@ advertisement D2
.56
e6 V6 69 T \77
z/ A
viz || V13 ‘ V14 ‘
A

V1: Parental intimacy 1, V2: Parental intimacy 2, V3: Parental intimacy 3, V4:Parental supervisionl, V5:Parental supervision2, V6: Parental
supervision3, V7: Peer pressure 1, V8:Peer pressure 2, V9: Peer pressure 3, V10:Peer pressure 4, V11:Peer pressure 5, V12: TV alcohol
advertisement 1, V13: TV alcohol advertisement 2, V14:TV alcohol advertisement 3, V15: Drinking frequency, V16: Alcohol consumption

Fig 1. Path diagram for Modified Mode

Atole] ARZAGE 0.08(p=.398)= F-2J314] 942 Ao

= e, S R0 olo] ARAR -
0.17(p=.065) 2 §-2]31A] e%% o7 UEht) S7as)

ol vijgh EeolE, TV, vl Ruglse) dne

ol v A (SMC: Squared Multiple Correlation)-<
14.4%0°] At}
A4, EYgEy FRAUs T

AREREER
= Vehek, wehe

o

—0.27(p<.001) = frelgt 7o

Brzt=alole] ARZAGFE 0.07(p=.367)% F2]3}A]
o‘%_% _10& ]/}_F/‘l_l/yo‘l] EEHOLEIIO]] EH?_]_‘ E*E%_]_?—:]-_E,
BrzbEe] Aol gEAwRAES 4.9%0]2.

A, TVEFaet FRIA™E Alo]o] A2 A G -
0.24(p=.004) 2 FoJg A= el TV=H3aLet
By zimatolo] ARAGTFE 0.19(p=.025)% 23+ A
o7 Yehton TVEgarel ek Frids ey
5o] el v ddAtsS 2.3%°] At
EHo® SFalel e, Saggiet
.

N

%
E

e FRAUE, TVEFast FRIIUE TVE
RS PGS Holol GEATE L 2D AT
A= o =

HAE Aow vegkor), SFaglel B

ﬂ

9o} Fmghe wejetey) Rrzts Alo] o] %‘iﬁl%
FroJetA] e Ao YeltH(Table 4, Fig 1 ).



370 yAEgETAT A18H Al12%

Table 5. Direct Effect, Indirect Effect, and Total Effect in Path Model

Pathway hypothesis

Total effect
coefficient(p)

Indirect effect
coefficient(p)

Direct effect
coefficient(p)

Drinking — Peer pressure 0.34(.015) 0.34(.015)
— TV alcohol advertisement 0.10(.104) 0.10(.104)
«— Parental intimacy 0.08(.334) -0.12(.011) —0.04(.727)
— Parental supervision —0.18(.018) 0.04(.256) —0.13(.180)
Peer pressure — Parental intimacy —0.27(.014) —0.27(.014)
— Parental supervision 0.07(.447) 0.07(.447)
TV alcohol advertisement — Parental intimacy —0.24(.027) —0.24(.027)
— Parental supervision 0.19(.074) 0.19(.074)
Table 6. Measurement equality comparison
Model x2(p) DF GFI CFI TLI RMSEA Aye/df Sig
Model 1 5
oce . p18.67 190 0.91 0.94 0.93 0.05
Non—Restrict (<.001) 13.1/11 Not
Model 2 531.78 ’ significant
X 201 0.91 0.94 0.93 0.05
A Restrict (<.001)

# N\ Factor loading

3.4.3 Adan tday, Fadn A5

VAR Esﬂoﬂ 3 - gy 2 ad) a9 =
obgh Ay}, SFeg9lel g Adade ol
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/\1J_ 574]7(4 o7 4 }oﬂ E]— =
0.08((p=334)2 o)} FYor} TVEHILE E3)
Sl S vAE I avhs 0.12(p=01D)=
o3k Ao ® Yebstth.(Table 5 L),

85 HEUE Fang 2y
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froja 28602 FrofakA] e
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Table 7. Comparison of Measurement Identities Between Free and Constrained Models

schoolboy(n=387) schoolgirl (n=215) Sig
Pathway hypothesis
Estimaties CR(t) Result Estimaties CR(t) Result CR
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