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Abstract

This study tested the effect of parent-child conflicts on adolescent’s psychological
adjustment from the perspectives of the process of conflicts, and how children’s filial piety
moderated that process then caused different effects. The sample of this study included 981
college students, senior high school students, and junior high school students in Greater Taipei
and Xin-Zhu. The results found: (1) parent-child conflicts have a negative impact on children’s
psychological adjustment. (2) Appraisal of perceived threat and self-blame during conflicts
mediates the negative relationship between parent-child conflict and adolescents’ adjustment. (3)
Adolescents’ appraisal of perceived threat has significant effects on internalizing problems. (4)
Although adolescents’ perceived threat during conflicts still influenced on externalizing problems,
appraisal of self-blame also inhibited externalizing problems. (5) The moderated effects of filial
piety on children’s psychological adjustment during conflicts were not as significant as expected.
(6) However, reciprocal filial piety did mediate the relationship between parent-child conflicts
and child’s adjustment, by inhibiting conflicts from transforming into internalizing/externalizing
problems. (7) In addition, surprisingly, authoritarian filial piety had mediated effects on
transforming conflicts into externalizing problems, but no mediating effects on internalizing

problems.

Keywords : Dual filial piety, Reciprocal filial piety, Authoritarian filial Piety, Parent-Child
conflict, Psychological Adjustment
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