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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to investigate the actor effect and partner effect through APIM analysis
of the effects of couples self-differentiation and negative interaction on marital satisfaction so as to propose
empirical data to prevent their relationships from worsening. The outcome of processing the survey results
of 374 couples of survey results through APIM analysis were as follows: First, negative interaction had
partly mediation effect on the couples’ marital satisfaction in relation to self-differentiation. The
self-differentiation of the husband indirectly affects his and his wife’s marital satisfaction and directly
affects through negative interaction. But the self-differentiation of the wife affects only indirectly her own
marital satisfaction through negative interaction. Secondly, examination of actor effect and partner effect
showed that each spouse’s actor-actor effect was only indirectly significant, and partner effect was that
each spouse’s self-differentiation doesn’t have an effect on their marital satisfaction. In other words, each
spouse’s self-differentiation of husband and wife was passed on through negative interaction to affect the
marital satisfaction. These results carry important implications for marriage counseling.
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<Tabel 1> General characteristics of subjects (N=748)
Division Category Husband(%) Wite(%)
Average age 45.62(7.51) 43.08(7.38)
Below middle school 6 (1.6%) 4 (1.1%)
High school graduate 68 (18.2%) 91 (24.3%)
College graduate 50 (13.4%) 59 (15.8%)
Education
University graduate 177 (47.3%) 143 (38.2%)
Master degree 54 (14.4%) 68 (18.2%)
Doctoral degree 19 (5.1%) 9 (2.4%)
Nuclear family 342 (91.4%)
Family type Large family 25 (6.7%)
Etc 7 (1.9%)
Double-income family 244 (65.2%)
Whether double income Single income family 125 (33.4%)
No income family 5 (1.3%)
None 27 (7.2%)
1 person 73 (19.5%)
Number of children 2 people 247 (66.0%)
3 people 26 (7.0%)
5 people 1 (:3%)
Less than 5 years 59 (15.8%)
6-10 years 43 (11.5%)
11-15 years 58 (15.5%)
Marriage period 16-20 years 89 (23.8%)
21-25 years 73 (19.5%)
26-30 years 40 (10.7%)
More than 31 years 12 (3.2%)

Note. The mean (standard deviation) for age
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<Tabel 2> General characteristics of subjects (N=748)
Husband Wife

Mean SD Skewness  Kurtosis Mean SD Skewness  Kurtosis
Cognition vs Emotion 2.98 45 .01 -13 3.01 44 -.19 -42
Ego integration 2.74 34 32 1.44 2.63 36 -.15 .58
Family projection 3.20 .55 -.53 42 3.36 A48 -38 -37
Emotional break 2.93 .55 -.19 .04 2.94 .54 -13 -45
Family degeneration 2.98 .50 -33 41 2.93 52 -.18 .39
Self-differentiation 2.97 32 -.04 18 2.97 32 -.11 -.11
Criticism 221 81 52 28 2.33 .82 51 -07
Contempt 1.67 .67 1.06 1.01 1.78 .79 1.06 .64
Defense 1.90 .67 43 -48 1.94 .70 .67 .00
Apathy 2.37 92 34 -17 2.23 .88 A48 -29
Negative interaction 2.02 .63 40 -.01 2.06 .67 .63 -.09
Affection 3.82 75 -44 .00 3.60 .80 -38 -.07
Respect 3.94 .68 -47 18 3.74 72 -46 25
Trust 3.84 .64 -45 .09 3.71 71 -.62 42
Time together 3.59 .67 -20 -.06 3.45 .70 -38 .05
Sex 3.33 92 -21 -.10 3.33 .95 -48 13
Marital satisfaction 3.74 .61 -37 09 3.59 .66 -51 30

AR frest Qos yept ¥
TR og /ﬂsﬂg}o:h;}

ea (4)=21.384, p<00l). HE
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[Fig. 3]. The Results of Final Model
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g ool Yo sl Apgaay ohy = AR, ohfle] AT|-AprE B a kel
ANesh - dE AEHsE)s gARow §  H AVIES o ol AH wEAE > oh
BERARIT =, AzvEn)= BT 49854 7B=614,
95% CI=.369, 1.030), o}e] ot o
3. Z2IM50 oM HE AR A7) > JH A 4sa
& — o] AENFE)= FoeA] B2 How
HE o] BE 23] o] x W ey _ —
Agwgal TEAGA T CEER ey, w, ohlle) A7lest S0l W
= 5 > ) ° 5
¢ Al e TSRS EHE CIES R Laa peass AR oplel Asusmd:
oA A= A R]E B = ZRE|R
VY ATE AMEAT o, FEAEN W gao wxy gr oz desn
LS AT 959 7H959 o] E3ty]x] ok _ _
& A 9% TAOS% Chol 09 A Wy o) e g aniEe Awng
o EAA O o015 A oa wrlsl Br
B SANSE AR e WS VH g w gwe) gepgasiehis daow 7
JoKShrout & Bolger, 2002). 1 ZA¥}= <Table L oygpazhe puEn HEsSe ohy
3>ef AAISHA T R e g — AMHEE
ddEd(FHAA bl ® Tk Ao a v}
<Tabel 3> Results of bootstrapping to assess significance of indirect effects
0,
Effect B SE NS -
lower upper
Husbands’ actor Actor-actor IE 505 142 261, .822
effect Partner-partner 1E -.002 .015 -.047, .020
Actor effect
Wives’ actor Actor-actor IE .614 .169 .369, 1.030
effect Partner-partner IE .003 .024 -.035, .076
Husbands’ Actor-partner IE -.016 .089 -.184, .182
partner effect Partner-actor IE .065 .080 -.084, 242
Partner effect
Wives’ partner Actor-partner IE .025 141 -.260, .309
effect Partner-actor IE .082 .070 -.044, 227

Note. 1E = indirect effect; bootstrapping included

1,000 samples. Significant

values are indicated in bold font.
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