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(Coleman, 1988; Oswald, 1997; Steinberg, 2008)

Families exert meaningful influence on adolescent
academic achievement.

The Present Study

AlIms:

1. Evaluate the unique spillover process of
interparental warmth and interparental conflict on
adolescent academic achievement through two : :
parenting behaviors using Structural Equation D ISCUSSION
Models. * Parent-youth positive engagement mediated the association between interparental warmth and GPA across time while controlling for the presence of interparental conflict. On average, interparental

warmth within the couple subsystem in 6 grade was associated with increased levels of parent-youth positive engagement in 7™ grade, followed by increased GPAs in the spring of ninth grade.

Note. Path coefficients reflect standardized betas; solid lines reflect statistically significant paths (p<.05). Dotted lines are not statistically significant. Correlations and error terms were estimated, but are not displayed for ease of presentation.
Covariates 1in each model includes: parent education, household income, and biological parent status.

Hypotheses:
 Hostile parenting mediated the association between interparental conflict and GPA across time while controlling for the presence of interparental warmth. Interparental conflict in 6™ grade indirectly

a) Positive engagement will serve as a mediator influenced decreased academic achievement two year later.
between interparental warmth and adolescent

academic achievement (GPA) while accounting for
interparental conflict.

* Findings suggest that due to emotion transmission, emotional experiences in the couple subsystem can spillover, influencing how parents engaged with their adolescents. Figure 2 shows that the
emotion transmission of conflict from the couple subsystem to parenting behaviors negatively influenced adolescent academic achievement outside the family context.

* Emotion transmission between subsystems has the potential to increase or decrease adolescent access to social capital. Increasing access to social capital requires parents to be physically present and
b) Hostile parenting will serve as a mediator between engaged with their adolescent.

interparental conflict and adolescent academic
achievement (GPA) while accounting for
interparental warmth.

* Opverall, these findings suggest that family-based interventions can indirectly target adolescent academic success by increasing the quality of time shared between adolescents and their parents.
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