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ABSTRACT ARTICLE HISTORY
The current study is an examination of contributions of parenting styles Received 12 July 2017
and qualities of parent—child relationship (PCR) to Turkish children’s  Accepted 6 August 2017
externalizing and internalizing behaviours, with a specific focus on the
moderating role of PCR (closeness and conflict) on parenting styles Turki - .

LT . L . g B urkish children;
(authoritarian and democratic/authoritative) when predicting children’s externalizing behaviour;
externalizing and internalizing behaviours. Participants were 94 children internalizing behaviour;
(56 boys) with the mean age of 7.05 years (SD=0.88) in a suburban parent—child relationship;
district in Turkey. Mothers reported on their parenting styles and parenting styles
relationships with their children as well as children’s externalizing and
internalizing behaviours. Results from regression analyses showed that
parent—child closeness significantly moderated the association between
authoritarian parenting and children’s externalizing behaviours. Parent—
child conflict significantly moderated the association between
authoritarian parenting and children’s internalizing behaviours. The
parent-child conflict was positively associated with children’s
externalizing behaviour and authoritarian parenting was positively
associated with internalizing behaviour. Limitations and future directions
of the current study are discussed.
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Introduction

A healthy childhood establishes a positive trajectory for adulthood. Across cultures, the purpose of
parents is to support healthy development of their children’s cognitive, emotional, and social com-
petence. Trajectories of developmental domains are related to family context pertaining to the
resources such as family socio-economic status, supporting child’s language skills, and cognitive
stimulation provided by parents (Bradley & Corwyn, 2002). In general, parenting styles and parent-
child relationships (PCRs) regarding sensitive and supportive approaches help children to have
better social and academic outcomes; whereas, negative parenting approaches inhibit children’s
positive developmental outcomes including social and academic competence (Holden, 2015; Sep-
tember, Rich, & Roman, 2015; Silver, Measelle, Armstrong, & Essex, 2005; Stattin & Kerr, 2000). Children
go under tremendous changes in their behaviours starting in early childhood and during early
elementary school years as they interact with structured environments. In this period, although chil-
dren start spending a decent amount of time outside home context, parents still are primary agents
who influence children’s behavioural outcomes.
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Children’s social adjustment consists of both positive and problematic behaviours in early child-
hood. Therefore, children’s behaviour problems relevant to early and late childhood can be categor-
ized as externalizing and internalizing behaviours. Externalizing behaviours refer to group of
behaviours (e.g. aggression, delinquency, hyperactivity, and conduct problems) that interrupt chil-
dren’s positive relationships with peers and adults within a social context (Campbell, Shaw, &
Gilliom, 2000; Olson, Ceballo, & Park, 2002). Externalizing behaviour is considered as a risk factor
for later behavioural problems such as adult crime and violence (Thompson et al., 2011; Zahn-
Waxler, Shirtcliff, & Marceau, 2008). On contrary, internalizing behaviours (e.g. emotional symptoms)
refer to behavioural problems that influence a child’s internal psychological state rather than directly
external social context (Liu, 2004). There is utility to separation of these two behaviour problems
because each has distinct characteristics and different effects on child development (Liu, 2004).
Therefore, the current study investigated these two constructs separately rather than a single
construct.

To capture behaviour problems from both external and internal state of children, we considered
conduct problems as externalizing and emotional symptoms as internalizing behaviour problems
(Goodman, 1997). This approach has been used by previous research to examine children’s behaviour
problems (e.g. Stone, Otten, Engels, Kuijpers, & Janssens, 2015). These two constructs appear to be
relevant in early childhood as these can impair children’s functioning in social contexts; in particular,
stability of these behaviour problems could inhibit children from effectively interacting with their
social environments, in turn, this may lead children to malfunction in their social and school adjust-
ment (Goodman, 2001; Mesman, Bongers, & Koot, 2001). Conduct problems as externalizing behav-
iour refer to a wide range of behaviours regarding aggressiveness, dishonesty, and disruptive
behaviours (Hipwell et al., 2008). On the other hand, emotional symptoms as internalizing behaviours
refer to group of behaviours including anger, anxiety, fear, and sadness (Klein, Otto, Fuchs, Reibiger, &
von Klitzing, 2015). Both externalizing and internalizing behaviour problems have negative effects on
children’s developmental outcomes (Thompson et al., 2011; Van Lier & Koot, 2010). For example, kin-
dergarten children’s conduct problems and emotional symptoms longitudinally were associated with
one another. In addition, these behaviours were related to low levels of social preference and higher
levels of parenting stress (Stone et al,, 2015).

Investigating precursors including parenting factors for children’s behaviour problems are impor-
tant to provide effective interventions to prevent maladaptive functioning of children later in their life
(Erol, Simsek, Oner, & Munir, 2005). This may be more salient for developing countries as there is a
need for development of mental health policies. Nevertheless, there are few studies examined path-
ways from parenting to children’s behaviour problems in Turkish context (e.g. Akcinar & Baydar, 2016;
Metin-Orta, Corpaci, Yagmurlu, & Aksan, 2013; Ulu & Fisiloglu, 2002). Therefore, the current study, as a
response to this need, attempted to examine how parenting styles and the qualities of PCR are
related to children’s externalizing (i.e. conduct problems) and internalizing behaviour problems
(i.e. emotional symptoms).

Theoretical perspective

The Bioecological Human Development Model (BEM; Bronfenbrenner & Morris, 1998) posits that child
development is based on bidirectional interactions of individual and the environment. Bronfenbren-
ner’'s theory ensures a useful framework for recognizing the different contextual influences on an
individual and how those influences formalize and help the child’s development (Holden, 2015). Con-
sidering emphasizing the effects of the environment and environmental characteristics on the func-
tioning of the family and its members, parents interact with their children as these interactions shape
child outcomes. Thus, parenting context has an impact on children’s developmental trajectories
including social and antisocial behaviour (Bradley & Corwyn, 2002; Driscoll & Pianta, 2011; Holden,
2015). From the perspective of the BEM, a meta-analytic review focusing on the associations
between parenting and children’s externalizing problems revealed that children of parents with
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more acceptance, approval, warmth, guidance, and synchrony displayed an absence of coercive
control and fewer externalizing behaviour problems (Rothbaum & Weisz, 1994). Different aspects
of the parenting styles and PCRs are associated with later behaviour problems of children. Next
section lays out the literature regarding the associations between parenting context and children’
behaviour problems.

Parenting styles, parent-child relationships, and children’s behaviour problems

Parenting styles influence both parental practices and goals, and in return have a role in socializations
of children (Chan, Bowes, & Wyver, 2009; Latouf, 2008). Parenting styles within a culture are frequently
adapted from previous generations and cultural norms (Brown & lyengar, 2008; Latouf, 2008). More-
over, parenting style reflects the extent to which a parent has a warm and supportive relationship
with the child (e.g. parental warmth) and provides adequate supervision as well as limits the child
(e.g. parental control) (Sanders, Gooley, & Nicholson, 2000). Overall, parenting style is a conceptual
classification of parents’ practices towards their children by using behavioural approaches which
are parental responsiveness (warmth and supportiveness) and demandingness (behavioural
control) (Monaghan, Horn, Alvarez, Cogen, & Streisand, 2012).

Baumrind’s (1967) classification of parenting styles is permissive, authoritarian, and authoritative
(i.e. democratic). Permissive parenting style refers to parenting practices who have little interest to
their children in terms of communication and parents are particularly responsive to children’s
emotional needs. Parents in this group do not force their rules and demands on their children and
they demonstrate little control over children’s behaviours (Alegre, 2011; Kotaman, 2016). Authoritar-
ian parenting refers to parents’ strict control for their children, commanding their rules, and making
direct demands to their children regardless of children’s autonomy. Authoritative or democratic par-
enting refers to positive practices such as positive parent-child interactions, caring for children’s
ideas, and letting children freely express their feelings with the purpose of the developing psycho-
logical and social well-being of children. Parents in this group provide a democratic home environ-
ment which includes consistent and flexible limits along with high levels of warmth and nurturance.
In addition, democratic parents respect their children’s individual differences and personality (Alegre,
2011; Baumrind, 1967; Kotaman, 2016; Monaghan et al., 2012).

A large body of research has investigated how parenting practices are related to children’s behav-
iour problems across cultures (Chen, Zhou, Eisenberg, Valiente, & Wang, 2011; Estévez, Ozerinjauregi,
Jauregui, & Orbegozo, 2016; Monaghan et al., 2012). Chen et al. (2011) investigated the longitudinal
association between Chinese parents’ parenting styles and their elementary school children’s behav-
iour problems. The researchers found that authoritative parenting negatively and authoritarian par-
enting positively predicted child externalizing problems. Another study revealed that authoritative
parenting practices contributed to preadolescents’ (8-11 ages) behavioural adherence (Monaghan
et al,, 2012). Overall, practicing authoritarian parenting has a negative influence on children’s positive
behavioural outcomes and contributes to children’s internalizing and externalizing behaviour pro-
blems. On the contrary, authoritative parenting practices support children’s positive behavioural out-
comes and impede or reduce the development of internalizing and externalizing behaviours (Estévez
et al,, 2016; Metin-Orta et al., 2013). Parenting styles may emerge differently and affect child out-
comes across cultures depending on cultural norms and expectations (Kagitcibasi, 2007; Sen,
Yavuz-Muren, & Yagmurlu, 2014; Super & Harkness, 1986). Considering this, there is a need for sys-
tematic investigation of the contributions of parenting styles to children’s externalizing and interna-
lizing behaviours in Turkish culture, which yet to be investigated. Therefore, we attempted to address
this need by examining the contributions of Turkish parents’ parenting styles to their children’s exter-
nalizing and internalizing behaviours.

In addition to parenting styles, the qualities of PCRs also contribute the behaviour problems of
children (Berg-Nielsen, Vikan, & Dahl, 2002; Goldberg & Carlson, 2014). The nature of PCRs is
complex and multidimensional (Russell, Mize, & Bissaker, 2004). In general, the quality of PCR consists
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of closeness and conflict between parent and the child. Close relationship refers to mutual respect,
sensitivity, and affection; where conflictual relationship refers to struggle to get along and the
parent’s display of angry feelings or frustration toward the child (Driscoll & Pianta, 2011; Stattin &
Kerr, 2000). From the attachment theory perspective (Bowlby, 1982), providing sensitive context
where parent and child mutually contribute to the relationship is related to positive child outcomes
including social competence, academic success, and lack of behaviour problems (National Institute of
Child Health and Human Development [NICHD] Early Child Care Research Network, 2003; Wood,
2007). For example, a secure-based relationship (i.e. closeness) found to be related to children’s
higher levels of adaptive and social behaviours (David & DiGiuseppe, 2016; Troutman, 2015). On
the other hand, conflictual relationship between parent and child has a negative impact on children’s
behavioural outcomes (Hastings & Rubin, 1999). For example, parent-child conflict consisted of harsh
punishment and verbal aggression towards child was associated with higher levels of antisocial
behaviour of elementary school-aged children (Wasserman, Miller, Pinner, & Jaramillo, 1996).

Considering parenting as a multidimensional context (Darling & Steinberg, 1993), parenting styles
and PCRs work together as they shape child behaviour problems. PCRs within the context of parent-
ing styles have not been empirically investigated with Turkish children. However, research form
Western literature (Kuczynski, 2003; Rubin & Chung, 2006) speculates that different aspects of parent-
ing interconnectedly operate to provide functional environment so that children can have positive
developmental outcomes. For example, authoritative mothers who held individualistic-emotional
competence goals adapted different parental practices (a coaching or an emotion-encouraging
approach); whereas authoritarian mothers endorsed relational and emotional competence as a par-
ental goal, and they reacted to children’s expression of emotions in a dismissing way (Lee, Li, & Tham-
mawijaya, 2013). Another study found a positive association between parenting style and child social
competence for authoritative parents; this association was negative for authoritarian and permissive
parents (Xu, 2007). Understanding the interactive nature of parenting styles and PCRs may help
researchers to develop intervention programmes to reduce the number of behaviour problems in
school-aged children by guiding and supporting positive parenting practices (Barlow & Stewart-
Brown, 2000; Bradley & Corwyn, 2002).

Culture and parenting

Child-rearing beliefs and practices differ across cultures depending upon parent’s values integrated
with cultural context (Rubin & Chung, 2006). Considering culturally oriented characteristics of parent-
ing behaviours, same parenting behaviours may have different meaning and responses in different
cultures. Kagitcibasi (2007) and Baydar, Akcinar, and Imer (2012) argued that as Turkish cultural
context and family structures are different from Western culture so that same parenting behaviours
in Turkish and the U.S do not receive same meaning from parents and children in these cultures.
Taken cultural differences into account, causal findings in the U.S parents may not work in Turkish
family context. For example, Turkish parents show controlling and warmth behaviours in the same
time which gets positive reaction from their children, whereas this approach gets a negative reaction
from children in the U.S. (Kagitcibasi, 1996). Although the current study was not a cross-cultural inves-
tigation, considering the importance of cultural context, we attempted to examine how parenting
styles and PCRs work individually and together as they predict children’s externalizing and internaliz-
ing behaviours during early elementary school years.

The current study

A decent number of research examining parenting styles and PCR related to children’s externalizing
and internalizing behaviours has conducted with children from Western context (e.g. Berg-Nielsen
et al., 2002; Kuczynski, 2003; Rubin & Chung, 2006); however, what is less known is that whether par-
enting styles and PCRs individually and together are related to children’s externalizing and
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internalizing behaviours in non-Western context. Therefore, the purpose of the current study was to
examine the contributions of parenting styles and PCRs to externalizing (i.e. conduct problems) and
internalizing (i.e. emotional symptoms) behaviours of Turkish children. In particular, we focused on
the moderating role of PCR between the parenting styles and children’s externalizing and internaliz-
ing behaviours.

We addressed the following research questions and hypotheses.

1-To what extent is PCR quality related to children’s externalizing and internalizing problems? We
hypothesized that close PCRs would be negatively (Hypothesis 1A) and conflictual PCRs would be
positively related to externalizing and internalizing behaviours (Hypothesis 1B).

2-To what extent is the parenting styles (authoritarian and democratic parenting) related to children’s
externalizing and internalizing behaviours? We hypothesized that democratic/authoritative parent-
ing would be negatively (Hypothesis 2A) and authoritarian parenting would be positively related to
children’s externalizing and internalizing behaviours (Hypothesis 2B).

3-To what extent does the quality of PCRs moderate the association between parenting styles and
children’s externalizing and internalizing behaviours? We hypothesized that a positive PCR (i.e.
close) would ameliorate the association between an authoritarian parenting and children’s externa-
lizing and internalizing problems. That is, PCR high in closeness and low in conflict would buffer the
detrimental effects of authoritarian parenting on children’s externalizing and internalizing beha-
viours. In addition, positive PCR would buffer effects of relationship between democratic parenting
and children’s externalizing and internalizing behaviours (Hypothesis 3A). Finally, we hypothesized
that negative PCR (high in conflict and low in closeness) would increase the negative effects of
authoritarian parenting (high in conflict and low in closeness) on children’s externalizing and inter-
nalizing problems (Hypothesis 3B).

Methods
Participants

A total of 94 (38 girls) children and their parents were recruited for the current study. Children were
from early elementary school grades with the average age of 7.05 (SD =0.88). According to the
Turkish Statistical Institute (2015), the sample was composed of predominately low-income families,
with 38.6% of parents reporting $1000/month (Turkish Lira =approximately $375/month), 50%
reporting between 11000-11500/month, and 11.7% reporting $2500/month and higher. 62% of
the parents completed elementary school, 26.6% of parents completed middle/high school, 3.2%
of parents completed college, and 1.1% earned their Master’s degree. This sample was representative
sample of the context where data were collected. See Table 1 for complete demographic information.

Measures

Demographic information
Parents of children completed a demographic information form to obtain information about child’s
gender and age, as well as parents’ age, level of education, and family income (see Table 1).

Externalizing and internalizing problems

The Turkish version of the Strengths and Difficulties Questionnaire (SDQ; Goodman, 2001; Glivenir
et al.,, 2008) was used to assess externalizing and internalizing problems. The SDQ has been used
and shown high reliability and validity across cultures (Glvenir et al., 2008; Stone et al,, 2015).
Based on previous research (Stone et al, 2015), emotional symptoms (e.g. many worries, often
seems worried) were used to assess children’s internalizing problems. The conduct problems sub-
scale was used to assess children’s externalizing problems (e.g. often lies or cheats). Each subscale
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Table 1. Participant’s demographic information.

Child characteristics n (%) Missing M SD Range
Gender

Boy 56 (59.6)

Girl 38 (40.4)

Age (years) 94 7.05 0.85 5-9
Family characteristics

Parent age 94 3347 4.88 25-49
Parent education

Elementary 62 (66)
Secondary/high school 25 (26.6)
College 3(3.2)
Master’s degree 1(1.1)

Parent gender

Male 26 (27.7)

Female 68 (72.3)
Parent income (b)

1000 36 (38.3)

1000-1500 47 (50)

2500 and higher 11 (11.7)

was completed by parents and includes five items on a three-point scale ranging from 0 (not true) to
2 (certainly true). Sum of the items was used to create composite scores. Given distributions of the
subscales were skewed, we used composite reliability rather than Cronbach’s alpha for accurate
reliability (i.e. Joreskog rho) (Joreskog, 1971). Reliability was 0.58 for conduct problems and 0.58
for emotional symptoms.

Parent-child relationship

The Child-Parent Relationship Scale (CPRS; Pianta, 1992) was completed by parents in the study.
The Turkish version of the CPRS was validated by Akgiin and Yesilyaprak (2010). The CPRS is
composed of three subscales: Closeness, Conflict, and Dependency. We used the Closeness (10
items; e.g. ‘Your children value his/her relationship with you’) and Conflict (14 items;'Dealing with
your child drains your energy’) subscales for the current study. The CPRS is a five-point Likert
scale (1 ='Definitely does not apply’ and 5 =‘Definitely applies’). Average score for each subscale
was used, higher scores indicating higher levels of that construct. For the current study, the internal
consistency (Cronbach’s Alpha) of parent-child closeness was a =0.93 and parent—child conflict was
a=0.83.

Parenting styles

We used the Parenting Attitude Scale (PAS; Karabulut Demir & Sendil, 2008) to measure parenting
attitudes towards their children. The PAS is based on Baumrind’s (1967) parenting styles. Parents
reported on two dimensions of the PAS in the current study; Authoritarian and Democratic Parenting.
Authoritarian parenting refers to harsh and discipline-based approach to children (11 items; example
item ‘I yell at my child when he/she does something wrong'. Democratic parenting refers to sensitive
and open-minded approach to children (17 items; example item ‘I let my child to express his/her feel-
ings freely’). The PAS is a five-point Likert scale where 1 =Never and 5 =always. Average score for
each subscale was used, higher scores indicating higher levels of that construct. Consistent with
the original study, for the current study, the internal consistency of authoritarian parenting was a
=0.72 and democratic parenting was a=0.78.

After receiving permission from directorate of national education, parents were contacted
through teachers, and each parent was asked to sign a consent form for his or her child. Consented
parents were given the questionnaires for and parents returned these forms to teachers or school
principals who returned them to the researchers.
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Analytical approach

Descriptive statistics including skewness and kurtosis were tested to examine normality assumptions
of the distribution for each variable (criteria for skewness is £2 and for kurtosis is £7; Curran, West, &
Finch, 1996). None of the variables were out of acceptable range for non-normality; therefore, no
transformation was applied. See Table 2 for details.

Children’s relationships with parents (closeness and conflict) and parenting styles as independent
variables were standardized (i.e. transforming to z scores) to create interaction terms for moderation
models (Aiken & West, 1991). To examine the significant interaction between PCR and parenting
styles, simple slopes analyses were conducted at three levels of PCR: high (1 SD above the mean),
mean level, and low (1 SD below the mean) (Aiken & West, 1991). Children’s externalizing and inter-
nalizing problems have been found to be associated with their gender and age and these associ-
ations appear to be similar across cultures (Corapci, Aksan, Arslan-Yalcin, & Yagmurlu, 2010;
Munroe, Hulefeld, Rodgers, Tomeo, & Yamazaki, 2000; van Lier, Vitaro, Wanner, Vuijk, & Crijnen,
2005). Therefore, we controlled for children’s age and gender in the analyses.

A post hoc power analysis using a hierarchical multiple regression was employed to examine
whether there was enough power to detect effects (Cohen, 1988; Soper, 2017). The power analyses
revealed that at a = 0.05 and given a medium effect size (0.17), statistical power of 0.83 was gathered
with n=94.

Results
Preliminary statistics

Descriptive statistics for all study variables and intercorrelations among them are presented in Table
2. As we hypothesized, children’s conflictual relationship with parents (r (93) =0.39, p <.001) and
authorization parenting (r (93) = 0.29, p < .01) were positively associated with children’s externalizing
behaviour. In addition, authoritarian parenting also was positively associated with children’s interna-
lizing behaviours (r (93) =.27, p <.01).

Main effects models

We warranted the main effects of parenting styles and PCRs for children’s externalizing (i.e. conduct
problems) and internalizing (i.e. emotional symptoms) behaviours to examine whether these effects
are present in Turkish sample. Parenting styles and PCRs were regressed on externalizing and inter-
nalizing symptoms. Parent—child conflict was positively associated with children’s externalizing

Table 2. Bivariate correlations and descriptive statistics for study variables.

Variables 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1. Externalizing Problems -

2. Internalizing Problems 0.26** -

3. Parent—child Closeness —-0.01 -0.15 -

4. Parent—child conflict 0.39** 0.15 —-0.01 -

5. Authoritarian parenting 0.29%* 0.27** —0.01 0.36** -

6. Democratic parenting —-0.09 0.01 0.12 —0.18 —0.25* -

7. Child age —-0.01 0.03 —-0.07 0.06 0.12 —0.04 -

8. Child gender —0.14 0.19 0.02 —0.05 —0.05 0.07 0.05 -
Mean 1.51 2.14 3.75 2.30 2.07 4.25 7.05
SD 1.67 1.94 1.17 0.70 0.60 0.48 0.85
Range 0-6 0-8 1-5 1-5 1-4.27 2.59-5 5-9
Skewness 1.03 0.94 -1.13 1.45 0.79 —0.92 —0.10
Kurtosis 0.25 0.35 —0.07 3.51 1.30 1.22 —0.53

Note: Gender (1 = Male 2 = Female).
*p < .05, two-tailed.
**p < .01, two-tailed..
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behaviours (8 =0.54, p <.01), such that for every one unit increase in parent-child conflict, externaliz-
ing behaviours increased by 0.54. In addition, authoritarian parenting was positively associated with
internalizing behaviours (8 =0.54, p <.01), such that for every one unit increase in authoritarian par-
enting, internalizing behaviours increased by 0.54. These findings were partially supported our
hypotheses 1B and 2B.

Interaction models

To examine our third research question, the interaction terms (e.g. parent—child conflict x democratic
parenting) were added to the baseline model to test PCRs" moderating effect between parenting
styles and children’s externalizing and internalizing behaviours. Table 3 presents the final model par-
ameters for the main effects models and the moderation models for externalizing and internalizing
behaviours as outcomes. For externalizing behaviours, parent-child closeness significantly moder-
ated the association between authoritarian parenting and children’s externalizing behaviours (8=
—0.38, t=-2.17, p=.03). Simple slopes analysis showed that the slope for authoritarian parenting
on externalizing behaviours when parent-child closeness was at mean or high level was not signifi-
cantly different from zero (t=1.71, p=.09 and t=-0.37, p=.70, respectively). However, when
parent—child closeness was low, the slope for authoritarian parenting on externalizing behaviours
was significantly different from zero (t = 2.84, p <.01). Thus, when parent-child closeness was low,
higher levels of authoritarian parenting was related to higher levels and lower levels of authoritarian
parenting was related to lower levels of externalizing behaviours. See Figure 1 for interaction plot.
Parent—child closeness did not significantly moderate the association between democratic parenting
and externalizing behaviours (8=-0.08, t=-0.53, p=.59) or parent—child conflict did not signifi-
cantly moderate the association between democratic parenting and externalizing behaviours (8=
—0.13, t=-0.53, p=.59). See Table 3 for details.

Table 3. Final model parameters for main effects and moderation models for conduct problems and emotional symptoms by
parenting styles and parent-child relationship.

Externalizing behaviours Internalizing behaviours
Main effects only Interaction Main effects only Interaction
Estimate (SE)  t-stats Estimate (SE) t-stats Estimate (SE) t-stats Estimate (SE) t-stats
Intercept 1.26 (0.23)** 530 1.21 (0.24)** 493 261 (0.29)** 9.02  2.71(0.28)** 9.39
Gender (female) 0.35 (0.31) 1.13 0.32 (0.30) 120 -0.82(037)* -2.19 —1.01 (0.36) —2.78
Child age -0.11 (0.15)  -0.70  -0.19 (0.15)  —1.26  —0.06 (0.18) -0.37 —0.11 (0.18) —0.63
Parenting styles
Authoritarian 0.29 (0.16) 1.78 0.29 (0.17) 171  0.54 (0.20)** 269 040 (0.20)* 2.02
Democratic 0.03 (0.16) 0.22 0.04 (0.16) 0.26 0.20 (0.190) 1.05 0.19 (0.19) 1.01
Parent-child relationship
PCR-closeness —0.01(0.15)  -0.13  —-0.06 (0.15)  —042  —0.33 (0.18) -1.77  —-049 (0.18)**  —2.68
PCR-conflict 0.54 (0.16)** 330 0.63(0.17)** 374 0.16 (0.20) 0.81 0.06 (0.19) 0.34
Interaction
PCR-close * -038(0.17)* =217 —0.39 (0.21) —1.88
authoritarian
parenting
PCR-close * —0.08 (0.15)  —0.53 —-0.17 (0.17) —-1.00
democratic
parenting
PCR-conflict * 0.04 (0.11) 0.42 0.34 (0.13)* 2.62
authoritarian
parenting
PCR-conflict * -0.13 (0.25)  —0.53 0.54 (0.29) 1.83
democratic
parenting
Notes: PCR = parent—child relationship; parentheses are standard error.
*p < .05.

*p < 01.
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Figure 1. Parent—child closeness and authoritarian parenting predicting externalizing behaviours.

For internalizing behaviours, parent-child conflict significantly moderated the association
between authoritarian parenting and children’s internalizing behaviours (8=0.34, t=2.62, p=.01).
Simple slopes analysis showed that the slope for authoritarian parenting on internalizing behaviours
when parent-child conflict was at mean or high level was significantly different from zero (t=2.02, p
=.04 and t =3.64, p < .001, respectively). However, when parent—child conflict was low, the slope for
authoritarian parenting on internalizing behaviours was not significantly different from zero (t =0.21,
p =.83). Thus, when parent-child conflict was mean or high levels, higher levels of authoritarian par-
enting was related to higher levels and lower levels of authoritarian parenting was related to lower
levels of internalizing behaviours. See Figure 2 for interaction plot. Parent-child closeness did not sig-
nificantly moderate the association between democratic parenting and internalizing behaviours
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Figure 2. Parent-child conflict and authoritarian parenting predicting internalizing behaviours.
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(B=-0.17,t=-1.00, p=.31) or parent—child conflict did not significantly moderate the association
between democratic parenting and internalizing behaviours (8=0.54, t =1.83, p=.07). See Table 3
for details.

Discussion

In the current study, we examined the individual and interactive contributions of PCRs and parenting
styles to Turkish children’s externalizing (i.e. conduct) and internalizing (i.e. emotions symptoms)
behaviours. Three main findings emerged. First, parent—child closeness significantly moderated the
association between authoritarian parenting and children’s externalizing behaviours. Second,
parent—child conflict significantly moderated the association between authoritarian parenting and
children’s internalizing behaviours. Third, parent—child conflict was positively associated with chil-
dren’s externalizing behaviour and authoritarian parenting was also positively associated with inter-
nalizing behaviour.

First, combination of low levels of parent-child closeness and high levels of authoritarian parent-
ing appeared to be detrimental for children’s externalizing behaviour. Such that children in this
context demonstrated higher levels of externalizing behaviours. In contrast, low level of authoritarian
parenting was associated with lower levels of externalizing behaviour in the context of low parent—
child closeness. It appears that parents who practice higher levels of authoritarian parenting utilize
low levels of close relationship with their children as this reflects hierarchical order (e.g. top down
from parent to child) and controlling nature of authoritarian parenting style (Berns, 2016). This also
may be due to authoritarian parents’ restriction of child’s behaviours by displaying low close relation-
ships with their children. In turn, when children experience lack of close relationships with their
parents and harsh discipline and controlling approach, they may get frustrated and demonstrate
externalizing behaviours. This is commensurate with previous research (Patterson, Reid, & Dishion,
1992; Webster-Stratton, 1998) showing that aversive relationships between parents and children in
the context of harsh parenting led children to develop negative behaviours such as aggressive
and conflictual relationships with others.

Second finding worth discussing is that in the context of average to higher levels of parent-child
conflict, higher levels of authoritarian parenting were related to higher levels and lower levels of
authoritarian parenting was related to lower levels of internalizing behaviour (i.e. emotional symp-
toms). This finding can be explained from a theoretical perspective (Darling & Steinberg, 1993)
and previous studies (Grusec, Goodnow, & Kuczynski, 2000) pointed out that aversive PCRs and par-
enting practices may impede children’s expression of emotions so that they withdraw themselves
from expressing their emotions and display internalizing behaviour problems. In addition, Eisenberg,
Cumberland, and Spinrad (1998) pointed out that parents’ support and guidance (socialization of
emotions) of children’s positive and negative emotions can help children to regulate their emotional
outcomes. Parents who are practicing authoritarian style tend to use harsh parenting (e.g. minimiz-
ation of emotions and punishment) and this style leads conflictual relationships with their children.
From this perspective, the combination of higher authoritarian parenting that is elevated by conflic-
tual PCRs lead children to develop difficulties in regulating their emotional arousal (e.g. fear, distress,
and anxiety) (Fabes, Leonard, Kupanoff, & Martin, 2001; Gottman, Katz, & Hooven, 1996; Shipman
et al,, 2007). For example, in one study (Havighurst, 2003), researchers found that children whose
parents used harsh and critical approach to children’s emotion showed difficulties in regulating nega-
tive emotions and poorer emotional knowledge (e.g. understanding others’ emotional status).

Lastly, another finding from the current study was that parent-child conflict was positively associ-
ated with children’s externalizing behaviour and authoritarian parenting was also positively associ-
ated with internalizing behaviour. This is congruent with previous research (Chang et al., 2003;
Eisenberg, Fabes, & Murphy, 1996; Pianta & Harbers, 1996) showing that authoritarian and unrespon-
sive parenting were positively associated with children’s both emotional dysregulation (e.g. interna-
lizing behaviour) and school adjustment problems such as negative behavioural interactions with
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peers and teachers. In addition, Yagmurlu and Altan (2010) found that responsive parenting was posi-
tively associated with Turkish preschool children’s emotion regulation and negatively associated with
children’s reactivity.

To conclude, consistent with previous literature (both Western and non-Western), results from the
current study revealed that authoritarian and lack of sensitive parenting (i.e. low closeness and high
conflict between parent and child) have negative effects on children’s externalizing and internalizing
behaviours during early elementary school years.

Implications of the current study

Findings from the current study along with the previous studies (Chang et al., 2003; Eisenberg et al.,
1996; Pianta & Harbers, 1996; Yagmurlu & Altan, 2010) suggest that parenting behaviours can reduce
or eliminate children’s behaviour problems, including externalizing and internalizing behaviours
(McKee, Colletti, Rakow, Jones, & Forehand, 2008; Webster Stratton & Hammond, 1997). Therefore,
programmes such as the Triple P-Positive Parenting Programme (Sanders & Woolley, 2005) which
focuses on improving positive parenting (e.g. being sensitive to child’s needs and practicing author-
itative parenting) has been helpful for parents to improve their positive interactions with their chil-
dren and in turn, this approach is reflected in children’s behaviours. Therefore, such intervention
programmes could be used to improve Turkish parents’ positive parting, especially authoritarian
parents, to have better behavioural outcomes for children.

Limitations and future directions

There are three main limitations in the current study worth mentioning. First, we used cross-sectional
approach with small sample size that may have limited our statistical power to detect some effects in
the study. Future studies should utilize larger sample size and longitudinal research design to test
more complex models to detect effects. Second, parents reported on their own parenting and chil-
dren’s behaviour problems; therefore, the shared variance between parenting and children’s behav-
iour problems may have accounted for some of the effects of associations that merged in this study.
Future studies can use multi-informant of children’s behaviour problems to account for contextual
nature (i.e. home vs. school environment) of children’s behaviour problems as well as perceptions
of different informants of the researched behaviour (Renk & Phares, 2004). Finally, data in the
current study were drawn from low socio-economic families in suburbs of Istanbul. Therefore, it
may not be possible to generalize these results to the high socio-economic families across Turkey.
The future research may recruit people from high socio-economic families to examine whether
these results are present in that sample or not.

Disclosure statement

No potential conflict of interest was reported by the authors.

Notes on contributor

Siileyman Yildiz is a graduate student in the department of Educational Sciences at Yildiz Techinical University and an
elementary school teacher in Istanbul.

ORCID

Ibrahim H. Acar () http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4007-5691
Stikran Ugus (2 http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7992-9802


http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4007-5691
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7992-9802

EARLY CHILD DEVELOPMENT AND CARE . 1083

References

Aiken, L. S, & West, S. G. (1991). Multiple regression: Testing and interpreting interactions. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Akcinar, B., & Baydar, N. (2016). Development of externalizing behaviors in the context of family and non-family relation-
ships. Journal of Child and Family Studies, 25(6), 1848-1859. doi:10.1007/510826-016-0375-z

Akgiin, E., & Yesilyaprak, B. (2010). Cocuk Anababa ligki Olcegi Tiirkce Formunun Gegerlik ve Giivenirlik Calismasi. Balikesir
Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii Dergisi, 13(24), 44-53.

Alegre, A. (2011). Parenting styles and children’s emotional intelligence: What do we know? The Family Journal, 19, 56-62.

Barlow, J.,, & Stewart-Brown, S. (2000). Behavior problems and group-based parent education programs. Journal of
Developmental and Behavioral Pediatrics, 21(5), 356-370.

Baumrind, D. (1967). Child care practices anteceding three patterns of preschool behavior. Genetic Psychology
Monographs, 75(1), 43-88.

Baydar, N., Akcinar, B., & Imer, N. (2012). Cevre, sosyoekonomik baglam ve ana babalik [Environment, socioeconomic
context, and parenting]. In M. Sayil, & B. Yagmurlu (Eds.), Ana babalik: Kuram ve arastirma (pp. 7-15). Istanbul: Koc
University.

Berg-Nielsen, T. S, Vikan, A., & Dahl, A. A. (2002). Parenting related to child and parental psychopathology: A descriptive
review of the literature. Clinical Child Psychology and Psychiatry, 7, 529-552. doi:10.1177/1359104502007004006

Berns, R. M. (2016). Child, family, school, community: Socialization and support. Boston, MA: Cengage Learning.

Bowlby, J. (1982). Attachment and loss. Vol. 1: Attachment (2nd ed.). New York, NY: Basic Books.

Bradley, R. H., & Corwyn, R. F. (2002). Socio-economic status and child development. Annual Review of Psychology, 53,
371-399.

Bronfenbrenner, U., & Morris, P. A. (1998). The ecology of developmental processes. In R. M. Lerner (Ed.), Handbook of child
psychology (5th ed., Vol. 1, pp. 993-1028). New York, NY: Wiley.

Brown, L., & lyengar, S. (2008). Parenting styles: The impact on student achievement. Marriage & Family Review, 43(1-2),
14-38. doi:10.1080/01494920802010140

Campbell, S. B, Shaw, D. S., & Gilliom, M. (2000). Early externalizing behavior problems: Toddlers and preschoolers at risk
for later maladjustment. Development and Psychopathology, 12, 467-488.

Chan, S. M., Bowes, J., & Wyver, S. (2009). Parenting style as a context for emotion socialization. Early Education &
Development, 20(4), 631-656. doi:10.1080/10409280802541973

Chang, L., Schwartz, D., Dodge, K. A., & Mcbridge, C. (2003). Harch parenting in relation to child emotion regulation and
aggression. Journal of Family Psychology, 17, 598-606.

Chen, S. H., Zhou, Q,, Eisenberg, N., Valiente, C., & Wang, Y. (2011). Parental expressivity and parenting styles in Chinese
families: Prospective and unique relations to children’s psychological adjustment. Parenting, 11(4), 288-307. doi:10.
1080/15295192.2011.613725

Cohen, J. (1988). Statistical power analysis for the behavioral sciences (2nd ed.). Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence Earlbaum
Associates.

Corapdi, F., Aksan, N., Arslan-Yalcin, B., & Yagmurlu, D. (2010). Emotional, behavioral and social adjustment screening at
school entry: Social competence and behavior evaluation-30 scale. Cocuk ve Genglik Ruh Sagli g i Dergisi, 17(2), 63-74.

Curran, P. J,, West, S. G., & Finch, J. F. (1996). The robustness of test statistics to nonnormality and specification error in
confirmatory factor analysis. Psychological Methods, 1(1), 16-29.

Darling, N., & Steinberg, L. (1993). Parenting style as context: An integrative model. Psychological Bulletin, 113, 487-496.

David, O. A, & DiGiuseppe, R. (2016). The rational positive parenting program. Basel, Switzerland: Springer International.
doi:10.1007/978-3-319-22339-1

Driscoll, K., & Pianta, R. C. (2011). Mothers’ and fathers’ perceptions of conflict and closeness in parent-child relationships
during early childhood. Journal of Early Childhood and Infant Psychology, 7, 1-24.

Eisenberg, N., Cumberland, A., & Spinrad, T. L. (1998). Parental socialization of emotion. Psychological Inquiry, 9, 241-273.

Eisenberg, N., Fabes, R. A., & Murphy, B. C. (1996). Parents’ reactions to children’s negative emotions: Relations to chil-
dren’s social competence and comforting behaviors. Child Development, 67, 2227-2247.

Erol, N., Simsek, Z., Oner, O., & Munir, K. (2005). Behavioral and emotional problems among Turkish children at ages 2 to 3
years. Journal of the American Academy of Child and Adolescent Psychiatry, 44(1), 80-87. doi:10.1097/01.chi.
0000145234.18056.82

Estévez, A., Ozerinjauregi, N., Jauregui, P., & Orbegozo, U. (2016). Mediating role of parenting styles between emotional
abuse and neglect, and the occurrence of EMSs among sexual abuse victims. Journal of Child Custody, 13(1), 52-71.
doi:10.1080/15379418.2016.1133256

Fabes, R. A, Leonard, S. A., Kupanoff, K., & Martin, C. L. (2001). Parental coping with children’s negative emotions: Relations
with children’s emotional and social responding. Child Development, 72, 907-920.

Goldberg, J. S., & Carlson, M. J. (2014). Parents’ relationship quality and children’s behavior in stable married and cohabit-
ing families. Journal of Marriage and Family, 76(4), 762-777. doi:10.1111/jomf.12120

Goodman, R. (1997). The strengths and difficulties questionnaire: A research note. Journal of Child Psychology and
Psychiatry, 38(5), 581-586.


https://doi.org/10.1007/s10826-016-0375-z
https://doi.org/10.1177/1359104502007004006
https://doi.org/10.1080/01494920802010140
https://doi.org/10.1080/10409280802541973
https://doi.org/10.1080/15295192.2011.613725
https://doi.org/10.1080/15295192.2011.613725
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-22339-1
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.chi.0000145234.18056.82
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.chi.0000145234.18056.82
https://doi.org/10.1080/15379418.2016.1133256
https://doi.org/10.1111/jomf.12120

1084 I. H. ACAR ET AL.

Goodman, R. (2001). Psychometric properties of the Strengths and Difficulties Questionnaire (SDQ). Journal of the
American Academy of Child and Adolescent Psychiatry, 40, 1337-1345.

Gottman, J. M,, Katz, L. F.,, & Hooven, C. (1996). Parental meta-emotion philosophy and the emotional life of families:
Theoretical models and preliminary data. Journal of Family Psychology, 10(3), 243-268.

Gruseg, J. E,, Goodnow, J. J.,, & Kuczynski, L. (2000). New directions in analyses of parenting contributions to children’s
acquisition of values. Child Development, 71, 205-211.

Guvenir, T, Ozbek, A, Baykara, B., Arkar, H., Sentiirk, B, & Inceka, s. S. (2008). Giicler Ve Giicliikler Anketi'nin (GGA) Tiirkce
Uyarlamasinin Psikometrik Ozellikleri. Cocuk ve Genclik Ruh Sagligi Dergisi, 15, 65-74.

Hastings, P. D., & Rubin, K. H. (1999). Predicting mothers’ beliefs about preschool-aged children’s social behavior:
Evidence for maternal attitudes moderating child effects. Child Development, 70, 722-741.

Havighurst, S. S. (2003). Shaping emotional competence in preschoolers with behavior problems (Unpublished doctoral dis-
sertation). University of Melbourne, Victoria.

Hipwell, A. E., Keenan, K., Kasza, K., Loeber, R., Stouthamer-Loeber, M., & Bean, T. (2008). Reciprocal influences between
girls’ conduct problems and depression, and parental punishment and warmth: A six year prospective analysis. Journal
of Abnormal Child Psychology, 36, 663-677.

Holden, G. W. (2015). Parenting: A dynamic perspective. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Joreskog, K. G. (1971). Statistical analysis of sets of congeneric tests. Psychometrika, 36, 109-133.

Kagitcibasi, C. (1996). The autonomous-relational self. European Psychologist, 1, 180-186.

Kagitcibasi, C. (2007). Family, self, and human development across cultures: Theory and applications. Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence
Erlbaum.

Karabulut Demir, E., & Sendil, G. (2008). Ebeveyn tutum 6lcegi (ETO). Tiirk Psikoloji Yazilari, 11(21), 15-25.

Klein, A. M,, Otto, Y., Fuchs, S., Reibiger, |., & von Klitzing, K. (2015). A prospective study of behavioral and emotional symp-
toms in preschoolers. European Child & Adolescent Psychiatry, 24(3), 291-299. doi:10.1007/s00787-014-0575-2

Kotaman, H. (2016). Turkish prospective early childhood teachers’ emotional intelligence level and its relationship to their
parents’ parenting styles. Teacher Development, 20(1), 106-122. doi:10.1080/13664530.2015.1101391

Kuczynski, L. (2003). Beyond bidirectionality: Bilateral conceptual frameworks for understanding dynamics in parent-child
relations. In L. Kuczynski (Ed.), Handbook of dynamics in parent-child relations (pp. 3-24). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Latouf, S. (2008). Parenting styles affecting the behaviour of five-year olds. Uma Etica Para Quantos? XXXIIi(2), 81-87.
doi:10.1007/513398-014-0173-7.2

Lee, S-J, Li, L, & Thammawijaya, P. (2013). Parenting styles and emotional intelligence of HIV-affected children in
Thailand. AIDS Care, 25(12), 1536-1543. doi:10.1080/09540121.2013.793264

Liu, J. (2004). Childhood externalizing behavior: Theory and implications. Journal of Child and Adolescent Psychiatric
Nursing, 17, 93-103. doi:10.1111/j.1744-6171.2004.tb00003.x

McKee, L., Colletti, C,, Rakow, A., Jones, D. J., & Forehand, R. (2008). Parenting and child externalizing behaviors: Are the
associations specific or diffuse? Aggression and Violent Behavior, 13, 201-215.

Mesman, J,, Bongers, |, & Koot, H. M. (2001). Preschool developmental pathways to preadolescent internalizing and exter-
nalizing problems. Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry, 42, 679-689. doi:10.1111/1469-7610.00763

Metin-Orta, I, Corpaci, F., Yagmurlu, B., & Aksan, N. (2013). The mediational role of effortful control and emotional dysre-
gulation in the link between maternal responsiveness and Turkish preschoolers’ social competency and externalizing
symptoms. Infant and Child Development, 22, 459-479. doi:10.1002/icd.1806

Monaghan, M., Horn, . B., Alvarez, V., Cogen, F. R, & Streisand, R. (2012). Authoritative parenting, parenting stress, and
self-care in pre-adolescents with type 1 diabetes. Journal of Clinical Psychology in Medical Settings, 19(3), 255-261.
doi:10.1007/510880-011-9284-x

Munroe, R. L., Hulefeld, R., Rodgers, J. M., Tomeo, D. L., & Yamazaki, S. K. (2000). Aggression among children in four cul-
tures. Cross-Cultural Research, 34(3), 306.

NICHD Early Child Care Research Network. (2003). Early child care and mother-child interaction from 36 months through
first grade. Infant Behavior and Development, 26(3), 345-370.

Olson, S. L., Ceballo, R, & Park, C. (2002). Early problem behavior among children from low-income, mother-headed
families: A multiple risk perspective. Journal of Clinical Child & Adolescent Psychology, 31(4), 419-430.

Patterson, G. R, Reid, J. B., & Dishion, T. J. (1992). Antisocial boys. Eugene, OR: Castalia.

Pianta, R. C. (1992). Child-parent relationship scale (Unpublished measure), University of Virginia.

Pianta, R. C., & Harbers, K. L. (1996). Observing mother and child behavior in a problem-solving situation at school entry:
Relations with academic achievement. Journal of School Psychology, 34, 307-322.

Renk, K., & Phares, V. (2004). Cross-informant ratings of social competence in children and adolescents. Clinical Psychology
Review, 24, 239-254.

Rothbaum, F., & Weisz, J. R. (1994). Parental caregiving and child externalizing behavior in nonclinical samples: A meta-
analysis. Psychological Bulletin, 116(1), 55-74.

Rubin, K. H., & Chung, O. B. (Eds.). (2006). Parenting beliefs, behaviors, and parent-child relations. New York, NY: Psychology
Press.

Russell, A, Mize, J., & Bissaker, K. (2004). Parent-child relationships. In P. K. Smith & C. H. Hart (Eds.), Blackwell handbook of
childhood social development (pp. 204-222). Malden, MA: Blackwell.


https://doi.org/10.1007/s00787-014-0575-2
https://doi.org/10.1080/13664530.2015.1101391
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13398-014-0173-7.2
https://doi.org/10.1080/09540121.2013.793264
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-6171.2004.tb00003.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/1469-7610.00763
https://doi.org/10.1002/icd.1806
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10880-011-9284-x

EARLY CHILD DEVELOPMENT AND CARE . 1085

Sanders, M. R., Gooley, S., & Nicholson, J. (2000). Early intervention in conduct problems in children. In R. Kosky,
A. O'Hanlon, G. Martin, & C. Davis (Eds.), Clinical approaches to early intervention in child and adolescent mental
health (Vol. 3, pp. 7-27). Adelaide: The Australian Early Intervention Network for Mental Health in Young People.

Sanders, M. R., & Woolley, M. L. (2005). The relationship between global, domain, and task-specific self-efficacy and par-
enting practices: Implications for parent training. Child: Care, Health and Development, 31(1), 65-73.

Sen, H., Yavuz-Muren, H. M., & Yagmurlu, B. (2014). Parenting: The Turkish context. In H. Selin (Ed.), Parenting across cul-
tures: Childrearing, motherhood and fatherhood in non-Western cultures (pp. 175-192). New York, NY: Springer.

September, S. J,, Rich, E. G, & Roman, N. V. (2015). The role of parenting styles and socio-economic status in parents’
knowledge of child development. Early Child Development and Care, 186(7), 1060-1078. doi:10.1080/03004430.
2015.1076399.

Shipman, K. L., Schneider, R,, Fitzgerald, M. M., Sims, C., Swisher, L., & Edwards, A. (2007). Maternal emotion socialization in
maltreating and non-maltreating families: Implications for children’s emotion regulation. Social Development, 16(2),
268-285.

Silver, R. B., Measelle, J. R, Armstrong, J. M., & Essex, M. J. (2005). Trajectories of classroom externalizing behavior:
Contributions of child characteristics, family characteristics, and the teacher—child relationship during the school tran-
sition. Journal of School Psychology, 43(1), 39-60. doi:10.1016/j.jsp.2004.11.003

Soper, D. S. (2017). Post-hoc statistical power calculator for hierarchical multiple regression [software]. Retrieved from http://
www.danielsoper.com/statcalc

Stattin, H., & Kerr, M. (2000). Parental monitoring: A reinterpretation. Child Development, 71, 1072-1085.

Stone, L., Otten, R, Engels, R, Kuijpers, R., & Janssens, J. (2015). Relations between internalizing and externalizing pro-
blems in early childhood. Child & Youth Care Forum, 44(5), 635-653. doi:10.1007/s10566-014-9296-4

Super, C. M., & Harkness, S. (1986). The Developmental Niche: A Conceptualization at the Interface of Child and Culture.
International Journal of Behavioral Development, 9, 545-569.

Thompson, R, Jiyoung Kim, T., Litrownik, A. J., Briggs, E. C., Hussey, J. M., English, D. J., & Dubowitz, H. (2011). Early ado-
lescent risk behavior outcomes of childhood externalizing behavioral trajectories. The Journal of Early Adolescence, 31
(2), 234-257. doi:10.1177/0272431609361203

Troutman, B. (2015). Integrating behaviorism and attachment theory in parent coaching. Basel, Switzerland: Springer
International.

Turkish Statistical Institute. (2015). Income distribution and living conditions statistics. Retrieved from http://www.turkstat.
gov.tr/PreTablo.do?alt_id=1011

Uluy, Pi, & Fisiloglu, H. (2002). The relationship between Turkish children’s perceptions of marital conflict and their inter-
nalizing and externalizing problems. International Journal of Psychology, 37(6), 369-378. doi:10.1080/
00207590244000188

van Lier, P. A. C, Vitaro, F., Wanner, B., Vuijk, P., & Crijnen, A. A. M. (2005). Gender differences in developmental links
among antisocial behaviour, friends’ antisocial behaviour, and peer rejection in childhood: Results from two cultures.
Child Development, 76, 841-855. doi:10.1111/j.1467-8624.2005.00881.x

Van Lier, P, & Koot, H. M. (2010). Developmental cascades of peer relations and symptoms of externalizing and
internalizing problems from kindergarten to fourth-grade elementary school. Development and Psychopathology,
22, 569-582.

Wasserman, G. A,, Miller, L., Pinner, E., & Jaramillo, B. S. (1996). Parenting predictors of early conduct problems in urban,
high-risk boys. Journal of the American Academy of Child and Adolescent Psychiatry, 35, 1227-1236.

Webster Stratton, C.,, & Hammond, M. A. (1997). Treating children with early-onset antisocial behaviour: A comparison of
child and parent training interventions. Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 65(1), 93-109.

Webster-Stratton, C. (1998). Preventing conduct problems in head start children: Strengthening parent competencies.
Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 66(5), 715-730.

Wood, J. J. (2007). Academic competence in preschool: Exploring the role of close relationships and anxiety. Early
Education and Development, 18, 223-242.

Xu, C. (2007). Direct and indirect effects of parenting style with child temperament, parent-child relationship, and family func-
tioning on child social competence in the Chinese culture: Testing the latent models (Unpublished doctoral dissertation).
University of North Texas.

Yagmurly, B., & Altan, O. (2010). Maternal socialization and child temperament as predictors of emotion regulation in
Turkish preschoolers. Infant and Child Development, 19, 275-296. doi:10.1002/icd.646

Zahn-Waxler, C,, Shirtcliff, E. A., & Marceau, K. (2008). Disorders of childhood and adolescence: Gender and psychopathol-
ogy. Annual Review of Clinical Psychology, 4, 275-303. doi:10.1146/annurev.clinpsy.3.022806.091358


https://doi.org/10.1080/03004430.2015.1076399
https://doi.org/10.1080/03004430.2015.1076399
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsp.2004.11.003
http://www.danielsoper.com/statcalc
http://www.danielsoper.com/statcalc
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10566-014-9296-4
https://doi.org/10.1177/0272431609361203
http://www.turkstat.gov.tr/PreTablo.do?alt_id=1011
http://www.turkstat.gov.tr/PreTablo.do?alt_id=1011
https://doi.org/10.1080/00207590244000188
https://doi.org/10.1080/00207590244000188
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.2005.00881.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/icd.646
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.clinpsy.3.022806.091358

	Abstract
	Introduction
	Theoretical perspective
	Parenting styles, parent–child relationships, and children’s behaviour problems
	Culture and parenting
	The current study
	Methods
	Participants
	Measures
	Demographic information
	Externalizing and internalizing problems
	Parent–child relationship
	Parenting styles

	Analytical approach

	Results
	Preliminary statistics
	Main effects models
	Interaction models

	Discussion
	Implications of the current study
	Limitations and future directions

	Disclosure statement
	Notes on contributor
	ORCID
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile ()
  /CalRGBProfile (Adobe RGB \0501998\051)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings false
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.90
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.90
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 300
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [595.245 841.846]
>> setpagedevice


