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<Abstract>

This study examined that the effects of fathers-in-law’s and mothers-in law’s acceptance-rejection on husbands” and wives’
psychological well-being using APIM. Participants were 265 couples living Seoul-KyungKi-do and JeJu Island, and their mean
age was 39.16 (husbands, SD=7.39) and 36.45 (wives, SD=7.36), respectively. The results of APIM showed that, in father-in
law model, actor effects of husbands (the influence of fathers in law acceptance-rejection for husbands on husbands’ psychological
well-being) were more significant than actor effects of wives (the influence of fathers-in-law’s acceptance-rejection for wives
on wives’ psychological well-being), while partner effects of wives (the influence of fathers in law acceptance-rejection for wives
on husbands’ psychological well-being) more significant than partner effects of husbands (the influence of fathers” in law’s
acceptance-rejection for husbands on wives” psychological well-being). In mother-in law model, there were no significant differences
both between actor effects of wives and actor effects of husbands, and between partner effects of wives and partner effects
of husbands.

A T80 (Key Words) : AlH/7R19] 8- Hf%(fathers in law’s acceptance-rejection), A%/ 9] T-&-7 F-(mothers in law’s accep-
tance-rejection), 424 54 (psychological well-being), A7]-’3t| L IR (APIM)
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Black, 2006). 1&{u}, 2&o] Q13 A9 Aghs dol 3
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Figure 1. The Influences of Fathers and Mothers in Law’s Acceptance-Rejection on Husbands’ and
Wives” Psychological Well-being : APIM
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<Table 1>& %3 4|5 %} : 3,
- & ek # APNE b} C=0 02 FPEAT, @
ne C=1 2 2gul WA C0 9 EAE
2. A#E She F2 Boj + BLXAL +132]XP1 rﬂC=ooﬂH—a—Hc1
CeTT o B71HQ H3E Zﬂo}: PR BICH + BHXAGCH
i + PG 0Ick o] o1 o] ArEe] BATIeE fo
H A 01—/\ = FE 7 AFTIE A O AAlE o
ATIM 0] 71 78 TS e e el s ol 183 7 A 2719] Aelal 4
th. <Table 2> 4| K= nkop 22o], Al 587} H, oy w3 2 AE =719 Jolrk Az feld Rolck
ohiS) 421 $AS Adsa 2 9791 APMAN 23 giel, C=1 9] AGEo] BAH0R frolalA ko,
At g3= zhzk 593 740]1:}
g HEE 7 FH Ao B o7 3+ 74 oz :Q_;']_?J 3} ol o] A7) aze} Ao
TE | 72 Aoz fol3l Yo £40% Boj o B3GH & 217} Aol X
S ATHEF p<.01). <], %} ARZRH F8ETE, & A% AR Y9I, PE AU, re ool w3 %i—éi%
At ohffo A3 BErs BF Fopsth N F&EMEEY b 7 ANEES AR 7
).
Table 1. Descriptive Statistics
Min.-Max. Mean SD
Fathers in Law Acceptance-Rejection (Husbands) 14 3.19 0.44
Fathers in Law Acceptance-Rejection (Wives) 14 2.83 0.31
Mothers in Law Acceptance-Rejection (Husbands) 14 3.23 040
Mothers in Law Acceptance-Rejection (Wives) 14 3.03 047
Husbands’ Psychological Well-being 1-5 3.69 0.68
Wives” Psychological Well-being 1-5 3.63 0.64
Table 2. Correlations
1. Fathers in Law 2. Fathers in Law 3. Mothers in Law 4. Mothers in Law 5. Husbands’ 6. Wives’
Acceptance-Rejection Acceptance-Rejection Acceptance-Rejection Acceptance-Rejection  Psychological Psychological
(Husbands) (Wives) (Husbands) (Wives) Well-being Well-being
1 1
2 179 1
3 796 174* 1
4 A76™ 049 A486™ 1
5 267 -057 257 276 1
6 261+ -115 269" 375 525%* 1
p < 01
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Yij = Boj + BIXALj + B2jXPij + B3jCij + B4XAiiCij
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2% B9

Boj = T00 + e
B1 = 110
B2j = 120
B3 = 130
B4j = 140
B5 = 150

HLM &4 A3}+= <Table 3> 3 <Table 4> &3] & 4

ATk

Table 3. The Results of APIM (Fathers in law)

<Table 3>2] AH}ES T3 HW, 3|, AlF7} ohfjol )
3 FE&EHAGFE ol o] AE|F BAE wrobxl ¥ (B=-45,
p<01), 4, A157F ohjell tial 84 U5-S Fe] A
2 BA= ZolxthB=42, p<.001). AA, ofljol tigh
Al 8-ART} ol o] AE]d EXof| miX= FEHehH
A71E 2ol vlal] R tigk ) AR FHe 4l
A B2)o v|A= F3(FH] A71aF) o] fofsAl & vk
(B=89, p<.001), WA, obfjol] thgk Al 8- ARt FH9
AYH Ao vX|= GaHohf e ol &bl vis) g
o thgh g F8-AK7} ohfj o] Al A EA o] v|x= 3k
Ao dul a3 FoJshA AUt B=-74, p<.001). 5,
AHe] A7) &7} opfj o] A7 EaTET fof3HA] T Z1om
Az} ol o] 2}7] &3} 7+ B, FH o] Artanrt oy
Aot asEn fosA o ATk (FHT oh ] g
a7+ Hla).

Og@nLﬁ_

%

Estimates SE
The Effects of C=0(Wives)
Intercept 3.55%** 0.40
Fathers in Law’ Acceptance-Rejection->Wives” Psychological Well-being (Wives” Actor Effects) -45%* 0.13
Fathers in Law’ Acceptance-Rejection->Husbands’ Psychological Well-being (Wives” Partner Effects) A2 0.09
The Additional Effects of C=1(Husbands)
Intercept -36 0.44
Husbands’ Additional Actor Effects 89xH 0.09
Husbands’ Additional Partner Effects - 74% 017

p < .01, **p < .001

Fathers In Law's

ol Husbands'

Acceptance-Rejection
(Husbands)

Fathers In Law's
Acceptance-Rejection

Psychological
Well-being

“3o

Wives'
Psychological

(Wives)

Well-being

Note. Omit correlation between independent variables and between residuals

of dependant variables from this figure for clearness

Figure 2. Pure Estimates :

-6 -

Husbands” and Wives” Actor and Partner Effects



Table 4. The Results of APIM (Mothers in law)

Estimates SE
The Effects of C=0(Wives)
Intercept 1.96** 0.32
Mothers in Law’ Acceptance-Rejection->Wives” Psychological Well-being (Wives Actor Effects) A7 0.09
Mothers in Law’ Acceptance-Rejection->Husbands” Psychological Well-being (Wives™ Partner Effects) .08 0.11
The Additional Effects of C=1(Husbands)
Intercept 22 0.35
Husbands’ Additional Actor Effects -27 0.16
Husbands’ Additional Partner Effects 21 0.16

s <001

.20 .
Mothers In Law's — HUSband§

Acceptance-Rejection Psychological
(Husbands) Well-being

®

Mothers In Law's Wives"

Acceptance-Rejection A7 Psychological
(Wives) > Well-being

Note. Omit correlation between independent variables and between residuals of
dependant variables from this figure for clearness
Figure 3. Pure Estimates : Husbands’ and Wives’ Actor and Partner Effects
<Table 3> & Edlg, @ A4S F4ehd o=t olli= froldt 9= PIAIA] S3IATHB=08, ns). AA, o]
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44 7} Aok % H o AR 8- AT ol o] Al &5
Aol A= Gl et =5 A28 Ao 53 = 0}
o] e §ﬂr Aol G| Gl a3 $714 A
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Zrekgk g o X JdH I ohl Z4zte) A7) avte} A
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Aol WS Bl R0l ey 3t 9 fels
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M3 G o) T AR 8-ARE ohfe] 424 B
A MlAE GFe FAHOE FARAHB=2L, ns). 5,
A A&t} ohfe] A7 &, PR FgEzts)
ohulel uETe] 27l 247 FUsheth

SR A7 (PR FR FE-ARI A Held B
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