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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to investigate the structural relationships between of school-aged
children’s self-regulation competence, self-determination, self-efficacy, and mother’s acceptive parenting.
The subjects for this study were 544 Children in 5th and 6th grade randomly selected from three
elementary schools located in Ulsan-city. The collected data were analyzed with AMOS 19.0. The results
showed that 1) children’s self-determination and self-efficacy were found to affect children’s
self-regulation competence directly. 2) children’s self-efficacy were found to have indirect effect on
children’s self-regulation competence mediated by children’s self-determination. 3) mother’s acceptive
parenting were found to have indirect effect on children’s self-regulation competence mediated by

children’s self-efficacy or children’s self-determination.
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<Table 1> Cross—correlation matrix and descriptive statistics for measured variables

Variable 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

Acceptive Affection  1.00
parenting Hostility 32 1.00

Academic 45 27 1.00

efifcliy Social 48 29 .63 1.00
Emotional .51 35 .65 .71 1.00
Do 46 10 54 50 .57 1.00
Self- Feel 51 16 61 54 64 .65 1.00
determination School 32 10 42 48 43 48 41 1.00
Home 47 26 50 47 55 56 .62 .46 1.00
Monitoring 44 .19 57 43 56 57 55 27 47 100
Self. Activaing 44 20 61 50 59 65 .68 34 49 68 1.00
regulation Adapting 44 26 56 47 57 54 56 32 42 60 .63 1.00
Persevering 46 30 50 42 51 51 54 29 44 67 .68 .65 100
Inhibitng 37 21 38 31 45 28 37 .16 29 54 49 56 45 100
Case 544 544 544 544 544 544 544 544 544 544 544 544 544 544
Mean 58.02 47.73 27.37 28.83 28.65 20.32 19.97 18.17 20.95 49.50 32.03 29.44 36.28 69.14
Standard deviation 830 534 562 554 509 433 496 479 568 7.1 595 429 7.02 1176
Skewness -21 -136 05 -18 -30 -24 -12 -25 -58 36 05 -14 .08 -13
Kurtosis .56 277 -39 -28 23 20 -17 21 .02 -28 00 95 .01 -06

1=Affection, 2=Hostility, 3=Academic, 4=Social, 5=Emotional, 6=Do, 7=Feel, 8=School, 9=Home, 10=Monitoring,
11=Activating, 12=Adapting, 13=Persevering, 14= Inhibiting
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B on, AR EY MY A F=5 o GstA FdE= AR et
H Aoz Yeiyy] dio] Hos$=FA W weba ZR14 8 Q1M (confirmatory factor
WS At Rdo] BTl BEAE F analysis)S B3 SARIDES REXE A3
gkt A3} Figure 33 2t}

<Table 2> Model fit indices for measurement model

RMSEA(.07)
Model NPAR DF CMIN NC TLI CFI SRMR
Lo90 Hi%0
Measurement 34 71 377.25 5.31 91 93 .05 .07 .09
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<Figure 3> Confirmatory factor analysis model for 14 variables
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<Table 3> Maximum likelihood parameter estimates for SR model of Self-regulation

Parameter Unstandardized S.E CR Standardized
Self-determination —  Self-regulation 91 .18 517+ 53
Self-efficacy —  Self-regulation .39 17 2.35+ 24
Aacceptive parenting —  Self-regulation .14 .09 1.51 13
Self-efficacy —  Self-determination .67 .08 8.19+ 72
acceptive parenting —  Self-determination 12 .06 2.07+ 19
acceptive parenting —  Self-efficacy 53 .07 7.82+ 17
*p < .05
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Figure 5, Table 6, Table 72 53 Uehd H% e WANE o ArIzETE A
A7Edel the HAS2F= v 2ok A, FHB = 40, p< 05)= VIR AR YEE

<Table 5> Model fit indices for structural regression model

RMSEA(.07)
Model NPAR daf CMIN NC TLI CFI SRMR
Lo9%0 Hi%0
Modified 33 72 379.84 527 91 .93 05 07 09
Original 34 71 377.25 5.31 91 93 .05 .07 .09
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Self-deter
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parenting

Self-
efficacy

.79

Emotional

Social
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<Figure 5> Estimate of standardized parameter for the structural equation model

<Table 6> Effects decomposition for a SR model of self-regulation

Self-
regulation

Inhibiting

Monitoring

® @ &

Activating

Adapting

b ®

Parameter

Standardized

Total effects

Direct effects

Indirect effects

Self-determination ~—  Self-regulation S57x 57+
Self-efficacy —  Selff-regulation T1x 3l 40+
Acceptive parenting —  Self-regulation .66+ .66*

Selff-efficacy =~ —  Self-determination T1x J1x
Acceptive parenting —  Self-determination 75+ 21 54+

Acceptive parenting —  Self-efficacy 17+ 7

*p < .05.
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<Table 7> Evaluation of indirect effects for a SR model of Self-regulation
Parameter Standardized
A SE D
Self-efficacy —  Self-determination —  Self-regulation 2.08+ .06 .03
Acceptive parenting —  Self-determination —  Self-regulation 4.63* 14 .00
Acceptive parenting —  Self-efficacy —  Self-regulation 2.99+ .08 .00
Acceptive parenting —  Self-efficacy —  Self-determination 5.62+ .06 .00
*p < .05.
ot AlA, ojrfye] £83 F5PTS oks TEAE AT AT 27| FEIARD
ANERYH AN ESE T oks AVIE Wig AFe] JFHAT 27 FEIAR
syl AR FHB = .66, p < 05)= V] ek A2, BE FHE Age Vel F2
A ASE Uehdth viAReg ofge] A7 s BEHE AeE YEgou, ZeAY] 7
A58l GFE MAE BHEUJEY AR ¢ oMy #8874 FFPTo] obsY Ar|x
= obEe] AZIESHB = 71, p < .05), °fF] Aol A4z A4 a3t gle A
Hel 84 dF3(B8= .66, p < .05), ok o2 Ueht, o] AZE AHAlgt] Ho 1E
A7NVARBR(L = 57, p< 059 £o2 Yepdth RdE AFRES FAHHL £ 2RdS 2
7] Qe vlustgle o ¥ F2 RdE g
7Heol & A9l HF drrdE AU
Vo] 9 A= A% A7mde Y@ AFEREe FHoE
oot v 2k AA, obF o] A71AA
 47e 9797 ok Arizdege & 3 Ar|asie] ok A|xdsEd A
dufleg opzo] 27| ZARAH 1}71E—7‘ A FEFE VA= Aog FIFY. o] ofF
aga oy £84 FEdEe st o A71AAA Y AV Esie SRR
°olg o] QF= BEAS ‘?—-_‘O}ELX} Stk A obse A2ETYHE TN F USS
ol 3 #dolEd AdFATe 1ES E omgit}. ofse] #7124 o] oFFe] AV
Z s e A 2 ARV AR 7 Al AHAQ dFE FE SR eid
z37Rds 448 &, ALY 7D B A7 g Ar1ARA ] ARG
of e 297 HASHAR o] A7 B4l goll AP J&FL viFv Raug AT
ootk Sgrde g AFAH, SR (Lee, 2008; Lee, 2007; Choi, 2002)7} frAkgH =
dof R E FE A7) Z1Ed F3eA F =elA siAE Aok AV REe g g
e Jog yehton, R i #2o4 2 a7l ofeli EAE= Ao] ot 54 4
HASANE e BFEAS0] 71 FREe FFe FHgle] Aol BedS A4S o A
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