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Abstract This study examined the trajectories of the marital satisfaction of parents to classify its latent
classes and how marital satisfaction influences the behavioral problems of their children between the
identified latent classes. The 1st to 8th and 10th data from the Korea Child-Adolescent Panel Survey
were analyzed using the latent class growth analysis and BCH method. First, based on the mother's
trajectory of marital satisfaction, five latent classes were identified: 'low constant’, 'intermediate constant’,
'temporary increment-constantly decrement’, 'high constant, and 'highest constant’. At the same time,
based on the father's trajectory of marital satisfaction, four latent classes were identified: 'increment’,
'intermediate-slightly decrement’, 'high-slightly decrement’, and 'highest constant'. Second, mothers with
low marital satisfaction had more children with behavioral problems, and their influence had more
problems with internalized behavioral problems. These problems progressed to externalized behavioral
problems as they grew. Both internalized and externalized behavioral problems were also found between
the identified latent classes of the father's marital satisfaction. Children of fathers with low marital
satisfaction showed more behavioral problems. These findings suggest that the marital satisfaction of
parents is an important variable that can influence the behavioral problems of their children.
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Table 1. General characteristics of participants

Variables Category N %
19 1 .1
R 20-29 494 31.0
Df;;h(eyrs 30-39 1029 646
40-49 26 1.6
No response 44 2.8
Elementary school graduated 2 1
Middle school graduated 6 4
High school graduated 451 28.3
Mothers’ Community college
education graduated 471 295
University graduated 532 33.4
Graduate school graduated 79 5.0
No response 53 33
19 1 1
20-29 198 12.8
Fathers’ 30-39 1,165 752
age (yr) 40-49 98 6.3
50-51 2 1
No response 86 5.5
Elementary school graduated 2 1
Middle school graduated 18 1.2
High school graduated 396 25.5
Fathers’ Community college
education graduated 338 218
University graduated 563 36.3
Graduate school graduated 146 9.4
No response 87 5.6
60 59 3.7
61 266 16.7
o 62 400 25.1
ngjs 63 461 289
(months) 64 257 16.1
65 100 6.3
66 31 1.9
No response 20 13
Child’s Male 819 51.4
gender Female 775 48.6
3.2 ABUSE vish U
A 24 % 54 Fe) ojojuist opu A7} Az
AU 229 Mg AAL W] I8 TS,
AR B, AR !
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@ g5)e st
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Table 2. Information for model selection
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2.540(p<.001), APHSE -.046(py.05), oS
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Model X’ df CFI TLI RMSEA(90% C.1.) SRMR Mean
Intercept Linear Quadratic
No growth — 229.312** 13 914 934 .102(.091-.114) 059 3.796***
Mother Linear 71.429%+* 10 975 975 .062(.049-.076) 031 3,883 -.044%
Quadratic 19.495** 6 .995 991 .038(.020-.057) .009 3.841% 042 =021
Father No growth ~ 436.587** 13 .691 762 .145(.133-.157) 181 4147
Linear 70.780%*** 10 956 956 .063(.049-.077) 051 4,327 -.083™**

* p{05, *™* p<01, ** p<.001
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Table 3. Fit indices for unconditional latent class growth analysis models

LMR

Class proportions

Model AIC BIC SABIC  Entropy LRT(p) BLRT(p) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
2 1529487 1535936 1532123 827 0000 0000 731 269
5 14880.88 1496687 1491604 733 0000 0000 58.1 228 19.1
Voth 4 1465665 1476413 1470059 785 0001 0000 221 152 594 33
Oer T 1448015 14618.13 1454188 814 0025 0000 582 146 22 212 39
6 1443264 14583.12 1449417 834 0057 0000 213 142 14 28 582 21
7 1433860 1451057 1440891 833 2398 0000 23 102 469 33 128 113 132
2 1349170 13545.16 1351339 687  .0000 0000 3L4 G686
Futhe 3 1319150 1326099 1321970 710 0021 0000 246 619 134
T T4 1309615 1318168 1313085 760 0414 0000 243 605 135 17
5 1303451 1313609 1307573 748 3081 0000 18 41 581 140 22.1
N 2 F 47191 o] Y HIhr I 9] 8o
Ae 1P off 7P BrgRt Aoz ARIEG o, | s
3 ASHEL 84 oo vepith R WA gEe - <
——C 1
A3k 2.536(p<.001), AFHSE 432(p<.001), HA| 30 —a—ciams2

10 Pu

1.7%9) 26%0] ZgHGon], 453 Ao
Slgict. T WA WS 2 3.732(p<001), HFH3}
£ ~161(p001), AA] 13.5%2] 209%0] TgHHgL
o, B SE-AE 4y Yo Pt A v

Ak 2703F 4.334(p<.001), AFHSFE -.105(p<.001),
AA|2] 60.5%21 93840 mJtE|Qom A FR-AZ
Ay JdFo=s syt Y WA AT A%
4.749(p<.001), AFHSE -.032(p<.05), HA

24.3%91 37790) EYHYOR, AYSE R4F A
oz st

150

% Class 1: low constant, Class 2: intermediate constant, Class
3. temporary increment-constantly decrement, Class 4: high
constant, Class 5: highest constant

Fig. 1. Profile plot of 5-class models (Mother)

Table 4. Parameter estimates for latent classes

Bon o oB

.

150

% Class 1. increment, Class 2: intermediate-slightly decrement,
Class 3: high-slightly decrement, Class 4: highest constant
Fig. 2. Profile plot of 4-class models (Father)
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A 24 F 59 599 ojuy 9 opH x| HAegh
= st #Ad
P 5A, 1 6A, x1, 23 A7) =0l 2lo)7F A=
A BCH WH(BCH method)S 53f &HI51c}.
A, oy 9] FAAZe] o=t WS EAR
Zfo)7} QJEA AmHEgton, 6XFAE(20131E, T 541,
TRAAEZ(20144, T 6A), 82FAE(20154, Z1)oA 2¢
o7t Y= AR Uehgth FAHCORE 62HA%(2013
4, 7 5ANoAE 1, 2-9o] 5yTET, 7AHA%(2014
W, 2k GA)AIME 1, 2, 3, 48] 53, 23do] 47
grth 8FAE(20154, 1AL 17To] 4, 58,

Latent Estimate(S.E.) Latent Estimate(S.E.)
classes Intercept Linear Quadratic classes Intercept Linear
1 2.540"*(0.151) -.046(.101) -.015(.027) 1 2.536**(.206) .432"(.089)
2 3.252***(.065) -.052(.046) .007(.010) 2 3.732**(.119) -.161"*(.033)
Mother 3 3.707***(.152) 739*%(.214) -.307**(.056) Father 3 4.334**(.035) -.105**(.008)
4 3.966**(.041) .035(.021) -.016™(.005) 4 4.749*+(.021) -.032*(.015)
5 4.563**(.041) .099**(.035) -.034**(.007)

* p<.05, ** pd01, ** p<.001
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Table 5. Equality tests of means across classes using the BCH procedure

Overall test Overall test
Latent Classes Variables N M S.E. X2(Si%§nif'icant Variables N M S.E. Xz(Sig.;nif'icant
pairwise pairwise
comparisons) comparisons)
Classl 62 49.69 1.35 62 49.01 1.57
Class2  Internalizing _ 338 49.05 0.63 10.376* Externalizing _ 338 49.05 0.61 33,952
Mother  Class3 problems 35 49.41 2.14 (5‘<1 2 problems 35 49.66 2.15 (5¢1,2,3,4:
Class4 2013 927 48.07 0.37 ’ 2013 927 46.61 0.36 442)
Class5 232 46.32 0.77 232 44.15 0.74
Classl 62 49.52 1.45 62 49.33 1.50 s
Class2  Internalizing _ 338 4841 0.63 21.765% Externalizing 338 48.12  0.65 (23'18(2)53 4
Mother  Class3 problems 35 49.09 1.82 (5¢1,2,3,4; problems 35 48.40 1.82 4<’2 ’1)’ ’
Class4 2014 927 4676 0.38 4Q2) 2014 927 4515 036 '
Class5 232 44.71 0.74 232 42.75 0.67
Classl 62 53.13 1.41 62 54.79 1.41
Class2  Internalizing _ 338  50.51 0.57 13.373* Externalizing _ 338 5292 0.60 36.984***
Mother Class3 problems 35 49.85 1.68 (4,5¢1; problems 35 52.79 1.68 (541,2,3,4;
Class4 2015 927 4933 034 5Q2) 2015 927 5044 0.34 41,2)
Class5 232 48.58 0.66 232 48.91 0.61
Classl 62 50.57 1.47 62 51.62 1.89
Class2  Internalizing _ 338 4937  0.59 Externalizing _ 338 50.68  0.62 21.183%**
Mother Class3 problems 35 49.61 1.58 4312 problems 35 52.66 1.79 (5¢1,2,3;
Class4 2017 927 48.36 0.38 2017 927 48.73 0.37 442,3)
Class5 232 48.64 0.77 232 4740 073
Class] - 26 4656 218 26 4634 179
Father Class2 Ing‘f;rgiﬁ:g 209 5015 087 8.236* Eng;‘g‘f‘i‘;‘;g 209 4944 087 14.240"
Class3 2013 938 48.12 0.39 (3,442) 2013 938 46.97 0.38 (3,442)
Class4 377 47.27 0.56 377 45.64 0.55
Class] - 26 4916 213 26 4153 217
bather _Class2 In;f;ﬁiﬁ:g 200 4937 089 16.235™ Enggg‘f‘iﬁsng 200 4886 086 28737
Class3 2014 938  47.07 038 (443<2) 2014 938 4580 037 4342
Class4 377 45.49 0.57 377 43.68 0.56
Class1 2 5049 222 26 5275 277 .
oty _Class2 I“;fgﬁ:;‘?g 200 5071078 4923 E";:&aiz‘s“g 200 5323 082 1(335465)
Class3 2015 938 4973 035 (4 2015 938 50.85  0.35 '
Class4 377 48.82 0.51 377 49.88 0.50
Classl o 26 4637 236 . 26 4788 235
Father __Class2 I“;g‘giﬁ?g 209 5090  0.90 7.170 Eng:fg‘f:m“;g 209 5144 094 8.099*
Class3 2017 938 48.27 0.38 (3<2) 2017 938 49.02 0.38 (3,442)
Class4 377 48.83 0.61 377 48.35 0.59

% Mother: Class 1: low constant, Class 2: intermediate constant, Class 3: temporary increment-constantly decrement, Class 4: high

constant, Class 5: highest constant

% Father: Class 1: increment, Class 2: intermediate-slightly decrement, Class 3: high-slightly decrement, Class 4: highest constant

* <05, * pl0l, ** pd.001
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