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Abstract

This study examined the mediating effect of intimate partner violence (IPV) between alcohol use and relational
satisfaction by the Actor Partner Interdependence Model (APIM). For this study, data were drawn from the 13"
-wave Korea Welfare Panel data and a total of 2,263 married couples were included in the analysis. SPSS 25.0 and
AMOS 24 were used to analyze data and the Actor Partner Interdependence Mediation Model (APIMeM) examined
the mediating effect. The results of this study are summarized as follows. First, the actor effect and the partner
effect on the relationship of alcohol use and partner violence were all verified to be positive effects. Second, the
actor effect and the partner effect on the relationship of partner violence and relational satisfaction were all verified
to be negative effects. Third, comparison of the actor effect and partner effect between the husband and wife
showed that the partner effect in which alcohol use to partner violence was greater in the husband than in the wife.
In addition, both the actor and partner effect of violent reducing their relational satisfaction were greater in wives
than in husbands. The findings of this study suggest that IPV has a mediating role between couples' alcohol use and
the relational satisfaction and husband's violent behavior has more negative effect on the quality of the relationship

than the wife's violent behavior.
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Figure 1. APIM model of drinking, intimate partner violence, and relationship satisfaction.
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H o]5L= IBM SPSS ver, 25.0 (IBM, Armonk, NY, USA)

Index), CFI (Comparative Fit Index), RMSEA (Root Mean
Square Error of Approximation)S AH&5F1tHHong, 2000).
TLIZ} CFI] 749~ .90 4F o] ], RMSEA®] 49+ .10 4k
olsld W& =& A3t & §f413H(Hu & Bentler, 1999)

ALof A= A=A 7} 9l oBE AMOSO|A] A|5-5F= FIML (Full
Information Maximum Likelihood)& ©]-&3}itt, w7 &}

Folid B5E& 8= Bootstraping¥ S ARgske] 500070

= ARESto] 71 ARA Y HE, oftje] =awQlEe] tiet  of RS AASte] whEolRl #aE0) 95% 4lElsE el 05 =9t
paired—t test, ARHELAS AAlsAT:, B 9le] Al om orow golgt Ao sAslglTy. A7l aute} Ay
Table 1. Demographic Information
Husband Wife
N % N %
Education uneducated 65 29 12 49
elementary school 388 17.1 574 25.4
middle school 335 14.8 346 15.3
high school 809 35.7 781 345
college 175 7.7 168 74
university 402 17.8 255 1.3
master's degree 79 35 26 1.1
doctoral degree 10 0.4 1 0.0
total 2,263 100.0 2,263 100.0
Alcohol use normal 2,173 96.0 2,252 99.5
problematic 90 4.0 1 0.5
Religion exists 1,008 445 1,243 549
none 1,255 55.5 1,021 45.1
total 2,263 100.0 2,263 100.0
State of health very healthy 194 8.6 166 73
healthy 1,174 512 1,143 50.5
average 529 234 540 239
not healthy 345 15.2 401 17.7
very poor health 21 09 13 0.6
total 2,263 100.0 2,263 100.0
Age M=59.7 (SD=16.02) M=55.6 (SD=17.04)
Household income M=5126.21 (SD=6366.28)
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Table 3. Correlation Analysis

Table 2. Mean Difference between Major Variables in Husband and Wife (paired-t test)

M SD t (df=2,262)
AUDIT husband 4.50 4,08 2312
wife 093 2.70
Relational satisfaction  husband 543 1.23 1093"
wife 521 1.26
Victim of violence husband 3.26 75 377
wife 331 .84

Np<.01.

o E2ujsieh= A2 =20, p< .01 WAL}, 5 e
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df=2, TLI=.976, CFI=,998, RMSEA= 0272 o] A3lehS:
o 4 9iet

e Svh AL Ee sk Fate] Ykl WEE

1 2 3 4 5 6
1. AUDIT_husband 1
2. AUDIT_wife 24" 1
3. Relational satisfaction_husband 01 -03 1
4. Relational satisfaction_wife i -02 62 1
5. Victim of violence_husband 14" 07 -4" -34" 1
6. Victim of violence_wife 20" 10" -7 -37" 72" 1
‘p<.05. p<01.
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Table 4. Path Coefficient of APIM Model
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B B S.E t

AUDIT_husband - Victim of violence_wife 04 A7 01 713"
AUDIT_wife - Victim of violence_husband .02 .08 01 260"
AUDIT_husband - Victim of violence_husband 02 N .00 502"
AUDIT_wife - Victim of violence_wife 02 07 01 213"
Victim of violence_husband - Relational satisfaction_husband -20 -1 .05 432"
Victim of violence_wife - Relational satisfaction_wife -46 -30 04 -11.83"
Victim of violence_husband - Relational satisfaction_wife -17 -.10 04 -3.89"
Victim of violence_wife - Relational satisfaction_husband -29 -17 .05 -641"
AUDIT_wife - Relational satisfaction_husband -01 -.02 01 -96

AUDIT_husband - Relational satisfaction_wife -.02 -.05 01 315"
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Figure 2. Path coefficients of APIM model.
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Table 5. Indirect Effect of IPV Significance Verification Using Bootstrapping

Indirect effect 95% Cl
AUDIT_wife — Relational satisfaction_wife -.02 -03 -.02
AUDIT_wife = Relational satisfaction_husband -.02 -.02 -01
AUDIT_husband — Relational satisfaction_wife -.06 -.08 -.05
AUDIT_husband — Relational satisfaction_husband -04 -05 -03
Note. IPV-Intimate Partner Violence.
Table 6. Verification of Difference between Husband and Wife on Partner and Actor Effect
Husband Wife t
Actor effect AUDIT — Victim of violence Rl 07 -1.41
Partner effect AUDIT — Victim of violence A7 08 =307
Actor effect Victim of violence — Relational satisfaction -1 -.30 -5.64"
Partner effect Victim of violence — Relational satisfaction -.10 =17 -281"
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