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Predictors of Positive Changes in Children with Divorced Parents:
Focused on Moderating Effects of Family Incomes

Hyo-Sik Choi
Department of Education, Chuncheon National University of Education
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Abstract The purpose of this study was to explore predictors of positive changes in children with divorced parents
and to demonstrate the structural path among the perceived experience of social discrimination, parenting difficulties,
parent-child communication, and internet use of children that related to positive changes based on family incomes.
The subjects for this study were 1,114 single parents from divorced families sourced from a study on the status of
single-parent families in 2015. The results of this study by using the structural equation model of the moderating
effect verification with family incomes and multi group analysis are as follows. First, single-parent's perceived
experience of social discrimination turned had a significant positive effect on parenting difficulties( =.354) and
children's internet use ( =.234). Single-parent's perceived parenting difficulties also had a significant positive effect
on children's internet use ( =.440) but a significant negative effect on both parent-child communication( =.192) and
positive changes of children( =.218). Interestingly, internet use of children demonstrated a significant negative effect
on their positive changes. Second, parent-child communication, parenting difficulties, and children's internet use had
a negative mediating effect with the relationship where single-parent's perceived experience of social discrimination
had an effect on positive changes of children( =.167). Second, between the family groups based on family incomes,
there was no statistically significant difference in the structural relationship. Based on these results, this study
presented a practical proposal to help single parents not experience social discrimination and to help decrease the
internet use of children to improve positive changes.

Keywords : Perceived experience of social discrimination, Parenting difficulties, Parent-child communication,
Problematic internet use, Positive changes
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Table 1. General characteristics of participants (N=1,114)

Variables Category n %
male 429 38.5
Parents’ sex
female 685 61.5
male 590 53.0
Childs’ sex
female 524 47.0
<30 93 8.3
Parents’ Age <40 220 76
(yr)
>50 201 18.0
<5 203 18.2
Years for being 6-10 432 38.8
single-parent
(yr) 10> 461 41.4
unknown 18 1.6
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RMSEA=.051(90% 412]7-7}=.045~.057), SRMR=.038
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[Table 3] ol AA=H] A= AAH, 8AFs, BE AW AT AFakS vlag A3 JaAS Al
F4k3=Z(Average Variance Extracted, AVE)©] 50014,  #tHU AVEZo] & Aoz el ddeld s &
31
H

2 218 %= (Composite Reliability, CR)7} .70°]%d2.2  H3}3TH36-39].
el ASEdES Stuatslth 212l AVEGt &

Table 2. Correlation, mean, standard deviation, skewness, and kurtosis of variables (N=1,114)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
1 1
2 82%* 1
3 ITEE S T4R* 1
4 -.05 -.05 -073* 1
5 Q7R 16** 1T7RE - ]5%* 1
6 20k 9%k 3Ok _ Rk 6k 1
7 24k 3wk DSk _ kR SRk 8% 1
8 32%%F 0 33kE - 36%F - 16%F 31RE 0 44%F 0 43%* 1
9 SR ZRE 34%% 7R DRFE L 41%F 0 42%k ROH* 1
10 33%F 0 34%% 0 3e¥* - 18%F  31FE 46%F 45%k RTFF R5** 1
11 S 10%F S 13%EF - [4%x ([8%* L D4%x L QRFE _DSEEk _DSkx L QDFk Q¥+ 1
12 S 10%F S 15%E [T7FF 0 20%* - 15¥* 25k _DRR L D7R¥ Q6% 3R 44%* 1
13 S 12%F _13%EF 0 J6** 12%* - 16** - 21%F - 20%F  -20%* - 20%F  -22%*% 3%k S]** 1
14 S 16%% - 16%* _17%F  I3%F |4k L OFx 7K _[QEE 0% _D0%F  34%x 47k 5TEx |
15 - 16%% - 18%% 2%k DIk QR L D4RE Q4% _QQEE Q¥ _DQRE DRk 5DEE S4wx g5wk |
16 - 11%F L 16%%  _17%F D]k Q0% LDTHE _D4E _DGRE L DS¥E 0%k ASEE SRk ST G4k gk ]
M 1.75 1.75 1.73 3.17 2.85 2.37 2.27 2.07 1.94 2.06 2.88 3.14 2.99 3.08 3.01 3.02
SD .80 .78 .80 1.07 .61 .60 .67 .90 .88 91 .59 .65 .59 .56 .59 .57
Sk .79 71 .80 21 -.47 .04 .10 .62 .67 .63 -.19 33 44 .69 .36 .38
Ku -.10 -.30 -.19 -.98 .02 .04 -.30 -.39 -47 -.39 1.82 1.55 2.97 3.16 2.10 3.22

* ek
p<05, ** p<01
1: Experience of social discrimination(1), 2: Experience of social discrimination(2), 3: Experience of social discrimination(3), 4: Parent-child communication, 5: Parenting difficulties(1).

6: Parenting difficulties(2), 7: Parenting difficulties(3), 8: Problematic internet use(1), 9: Problematic internet use(2), 10: Problematic internet use(3), 11: Positive changes of children(1)
12: Positive changes of children(2), 13: Positive changes of children(3), 14: Positive changes of children(4), 15: Positive changes of children(5), 16: Positive changes of children(6)

Table 3. Results of measurement model testing (N=1,114)
Latent variable Measurement variable b S.E. C.R. I} AVE CR
Experience of social discrimination(1) 1.00 92

Perceived experience of
social discrimination of Experience of social discrimination(2) 95 .02 42.57%%* .89 .85 94
single-parent

Experience of social discrimination3) 91 .02 38.04%*x .84
Parenting difficulties(1) 1.00 .67
Parenting difficulties Parenting difficulties(2) 1.28 .06 22.39%*x .88 .80 92
Parenting difficulties(3) 1.28 .06 21.62%%* 78
Problematic internet use(1) 1.00 95
Problematic internet use Problematic internet use(2) .96 .02 59.92%** 93 .89 96
Problematic internet use(3) 98 .02 58.14%%** 92
Positive changes of children(1) 1.00 51
Positive changes of children(2) 1.39 .09 15.22%%% .64
Positive changes of children(3) 1.33 .09 15.66%** .67
Positive changes of children .76 .95
Positive changes of children(4) 1.40 .09 16.52%%* 75
Positive changes of children(5) 1.71 .10 17.59%%% .86
Positive changes of children(6) 1.67 .09 17.70%%* .88

* p<.05, ** p<01
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H| 24 B-2E W (non-parametric bootstrapping)
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Table 4. Direct, indirect and total effects

. Indirect effect
Total  Direct

effect  effect
) ») (b, B)

Bias-corrected

95% CI
discﬂf;?z;‘:;ij;;liﬁve 068 g 068 -201~
(-167) (167y%++  _134

changes of children

*EE p< 001
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5 S 2
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