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Abstract
The intergenerational transmission of aggression indicates that conflicts between parents play a vital role in the young 
generation's aggressive behaviors. However, studies of the relationship between Interparental Conflict and Aggressive 
Behavior among children and youth remain inconsistent. The present study searched for studies published in the last 
30 years via fifteen databases and conducted a meta-analysis with 35 articles. The results proved a statistically significant 
and positive link between Interparental Conflict and the young generation's Aggressive Behavior. Additionally, we found 
that this relationship was moderated by the Interparental Conflict Scale, the Reporter of Interparental Conflict Scale, and 
the year of publication and survey. Firstly, the results showed that Interparental Conflict Scale did moderate this correlation 
(rCPS < rCTS < rCPIC). Secondly, the correlation between Interparental Conflict and Aggressive Behavior was statistically 
significant lower for parent-report than for child-report in Interparental Conflict Scale. Thirdly, it showed a increasing 
trend with the increase of years. The study highlights the critical role of parental relationships on children’s externalizing 
problems from theoretical and empirical perspectives. Future studies may focus on the children’s perception of interparental 
conflicts, family prevention/intervention strategies, and moderating/mediating mechanisms between Interparental Conflicts 
and children’s Aggressive Behaviors.

Keywords  Interparental conflict · Aggressive behavior · Meta-analysis

Introduction

Children and adolescent aggression is regarded as a 
serious and socially significant problem by modern society. 
According to a worldwide survey conducted in 71 countries 
in 2018, 23% of school-age children and adolescents 
reported being bullied by their peer friends at least a few 

times per month (OECD, 2019). When measuring disorders 
of conduct and oppositional provocation in young people, 
the rate of aggression as measured standard was pretty high 
in the past decades (Angold & Costello, 2000). Aggressive 
behaviors of young people generate substantial social and 
economic costs to our society (Fung, 2019). Simultaneously, 
the aggressors' and victims' quality of life would be greatly 
influenced, predicting mental and physical health problems 
later in life (Frick, 2012).

What triggers the developing children and adolescents 
to commit aggression? Theoretical and empirical studies 
suggest that living in a family environment with violence may 
be a potential risk to increase young people's likelihood of 
delinquency (Steketee et al., 2019). Parents' and caregivers’ 
direct violence to children has been proved to be a major 
factor that increases children’s aggression. Besides that, a 
growing body of research suggests conflicts between parents 
could facilitate the young generations to behave aggressively 
(Erath & Bierman, 2006). In other words, children and 
adolescents who grow up in hyper parental-conflict contexts 
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tend to be more emotionally damaged and exhibit more 
aggressive behaviors than others (Lindsey et al., 2009a, b). 
This phenomenon is consistently recognized by the idiomatic 
phrase "intergenerational transmission of aggression" (Hare 
et al., 2009). However, not all studies of interparental conflict 
among children and adolescent aggression have yielded 
consistent results (Breslend et al., 2016; Koçak et al., 2017). 
Existing meta-analyses related to this issue are primarily 
concerned with the relationship between what parents do with 
children (i.e., parenting styles) and children’s externalized/
internalized outcomes (Depner et al., 1992; Harold & Sellers, 
2018). To the authors’ knowledge, none of them focused on 
the pure relationship between interparental conflicts and their 
children’s aggressive behaviors. To test inconsistencies in 
research results and fill up the research gap, it is essential 
to conduct a comprehensive meta-analysis to gain more 
understanding of the impact of interparental conflicts on the 
young generation’s aggressive behaviors.

Interparental Conflict (IC)

Typically, we realize that due to the influence of the 
environment, personal character, social pressure, and other 
factors, all interpersonal relationships involve conflicts, 
not to mention the intimate marital relationship (Garrison 
& Curtis, 2019). Suppose a couple who are also parents 
perpetrate disputes with each other. In that case, an 
interesting and important question appears: do their children 
know they are in a conflicting relationship, and what do they 
know? When we talk about this question from the young 
generation's perspective, to discuss whether they are exposed 
to or influenced by their parents' or caregivers' intimate 
partner conflict, we are talking about Interparental Conflict 
(IC) (Peisch et al., 2016).

IC refers to a kind of intimate partner conflict involving 
all sorts of psychological, physical, and verbal conflict 
committed by fathers against their mothers or mother-
to-father conversely, due to conflicting opinions or other 
complicated reasons (McTavish et al., 2016). It is often 
defined by the frequency of conflict, the intensity of conflict, 
or whether the conflict is resolved or not (Cui & Fincham, 
2010). Buehler and colleagues (1998) differentiated IC as 
overt/covert according to the disparate types of aggressive 
strategies parents use. Overt IC refers to direct hostile 
language or behavior, including insult, belligerence, and 
beating. Covert IC is the indirect hostile conflict between 
parents, such as triangulating children, keeping silent, and 
withdrawing. The latter is similar to relational aggression, 
which is not easy to expose to children directly. Our present 
study will include both overt and covert IC.

Generally, there are two categories of scales to meas-
ure IC. The first type is the scales reported by the mother 
or father in a family. A simple and intuitional one is 

O'Leary- Porter (OPS), developed by Porter and O'Leary 
(1980), consisting of 10 items to ask parents about how often 
their children are exposed to their marital conflict. After 
that, the Conflict and Problem-Solving Scales (CPS) (Kerig, 
1996) and the Conflict Tactics Scale (CTS, CTS2) (Straus, 
1979; Straus et al., 1996) are widely promoted to record 
different types of behaviors to solve conflicts in an intimate 
relationship. In the CPS, the resolution, efficacy severity, 
and frequency of IC are measured. Also, the subscales of 
verbal/ physical aggression, child involvement, cooperation, 
avoidance, and stalemate are included. In the CTS, reason-
ing, hostility, conflict of interest, verbal aggression, and 
violence are assessed. The CTS2 is a modified format of 
CTS with better performance in validity and reliability. The 
new scale contains the measurement of psychological and 
physical aggression, negotiation, and also sexual coercion. 
The other type of measuring IC is to assess from the child's 
viewpoint. The most popular scale would be the Children's 
Perception of Interparental Conflict Scale (CPIC), developed 
by Grych et al. (1992), and was designed to measure what 
children know about the conflicts between their parents. 
Children or adolescents would report themselves on three 
sub-dimensions: conflict properties, threat, and self-blame. 
This scale has also been translated into other languages and 
revised for use (Zhao & Mo, 2006).

Aggressive Behavior (AB)

Aggressive Behavior (AB) refers to heterogeneous behavior 
and condition (Lovett & Sheffield, 2007). Crick and Grot-
peter (1995) defined AB from a broad perspective. They 
believed that AB is an individual's intentional physical and 
psychological retaliation against others, common among 
most species in nature. In a specific view, Anderson and 
Bushman (2002) focused AB on behavior that somebody 
perpetrates intently to cause internal or external injuries, and 
the victims would try to avoid harm.

Early studies focused on the perpetrators who behave 
AB or the victims only, and did not consider the categories 
of aggression much. However, research on aggression 
in the past three decades has classified AB into different 
categories in a sophisticated and precise way. Dodge and 
Coie (1987) distinguished aggression as reactive aggression 
and proactive aggression. Proactive aggression refers to 
coercive behavior to exhibit dominance and superiority or 
achieve selfish goals. Contrarily reactive aggression is an 
emotional response to feelings of Intimidation and harm. 
Besides, in a meta-analytic summary, Frick and colleagues 
(1993) conceptualized children and adolescents' behavior 
in two dimensions: overt/covert and destructive/non-
destructive. The typical AB is recognized as both overt 
and destructive, such as physical beating, assault, fights. 
Additionally, aggression is also found in the other three 
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forms, overt/non-destructive (e.g., stubbornness), covert/
destructive (e.g., being spiteful), and covert/non-destructive 
(e.g., stopping talking to family members). In the 1980s 
and 1990s, people also divided aggression into direct and 
indirect AB (Card et al., 2008). Indirect aggression was 
introduced by Feshbach (1969) and further developed and 
explained as relational aggression (e.g., social manipulation, 
malicious gossip) (Crick, 1995) or social aggression (Cairns 
et al., 1989). All kinds of preceding aggression are possible 
to be perpetrated by children and youth in daily life.

Among the included articles of our meta-analysis, the 
most common measure of aggression in children and adoles-
cents is the Buss-Warren aggression questionnaire (BWAQ) 
(Buss & Warren, 2000) and the aggression subscale of the 
Child Behavior Checklist (CBCL) (Achenbach, 1991). The 
former aggression questionnaire was initially developed 
in 1992 and then updated by Buss and Warren in 2000. In 
this scale, the young people’s aggression would be assessed 
on several sub-dimensions, such as hostility, anger, verbal 
aggression, physical aggression, and indirect aggression. 
The later scale, CBCL, aims to measure children's internal-
izing and externalizing problems. The aggression subscale 
is one of the dimensions of externalizing symptoms.

The relationship between IC and AB in children 
and youth

A great amount of research has demonstrated various 
aspects of adjustment could be influenced by IC in children 
and youth, such as internalizing problems (e.g., depressive 
symptoms), externalizing problems (e.g., AB), trauma 
symptoms (e.g., PTSD), etc. (Xiang et al., 2020). Thus, we 
can find great support for the direct relationship between the 
young's perception of IC and AB. The results proved that 
people who grew up in an environment with high frequent 
parental conflicts tend to be more aggressive than others 
(David & Murphy, 2007; Espelage et al., 2014; Lindsey 
et al., 2009a, b). For example, some studies on childhood 
experiences and AB in romantic relationships found that the 
more adolescents were exposed to parental conflict when 
they were children, the more AB they would behave when 
getting along with an intimate partner (Kinsfogel & Grych, 
2004; Ruel et al., 2020). In the same breath, IC is identified 
as a vital predictor of a child's overt AB no matter at home 
or school (Cummings et al., 2004). Specifically, covert IC is 
more relevant to children's relational aggression, and overt 
IC provokes more direct aggression in children (Li et al., 
2011).

Several theories are proposed to account for this associa-
tion between IC and aggression in children and youth. The 
social learning theory indicates that children may learn to 
perpetrate aggressively by observing how their parents react 
to each other (Bandura, 1977). From the cognitive context 

theory perspective, children living in a conflicting environ-
ment are prone to shape their cognition to regard aggression 
as an acceptable and effective strategy to solve problems 
(Grych & Fincham, 1990). The emotional security theory 
proves this argument through children’s emotional control 
and regulation when experiencing IC (Davies et al., 2013). 
In addition, some studies in the view of the spillover hypoth-
esis emphasize that IC would relate to children or adolescent 
aggression by generating poor parenting practices and par-
ent–child interaction (Buehler & Gerard, 2002; Erel et al., 
1995).

However, not all studies succeed in finding a statistically 
significant association between IC and AB among children 
and adolescents. Breslend and colleagues (2016) expressed 
that for both males and females and found that IC had impor-
tant implications on youth internalizing problems but not 
externalizing ones, such as AB. Similarly, a study did not 
find a positive link between IC and relational aggression 
among children and adolescents in time 1, but it did in time 
2, which showed instability of the connection (Breslend 
et al., 2016; Koçak et al., 2017). Thus, it is meaningful 
to conduct the present study to test the direct association 
between IC and AB.

Influencing factors of IC and AB

Based on the prior studies, we realized that the association 
between IC and AB was not stable. Thus, we suppose it may 
be influenced by some moderating factors (Formoso et al., 
2000). The potential moderators may be as follows:

Culture. Studies indicate that culture may be an essential 
factor that affects the association of IC and children's AB 
(Chen & French, 2008). The cultural context may affect 
AB's expression and socialization (Li et al., 2011). We 
find the link between IC and children's AB under differ-
ent cultural backgrounds showing different trends (Davies 
et al., 2012; Steketee et al., 2019; Zhang, 2020). However, 
other studies suggest the link between youth outcomes 
and parental conflict does not differ depending on ethnic 
culture (Stutzman et al., 2011). In a temporal meta-analy-
sis conducted in China, we also found that the aggression 
decrease did not differ across cultures in different regions 
(Lei et al., 2019). Due to most of the studies about aggres-
sion and IC being conducted in a specific location, lack-
ing the possibility of comparison, we would test whether 
the categories of cultural context influence the association 
between IC and AB in the present systematic analysis.
Scale. Measuring instruments may affect the reliability 
of meta-analysis findings. When analyzing the relation-
ship between IC and AB, it can be found that the scales 
used by researchers are different. The following tools are 
used primarily to measure IC: CPIC designed by Grych 
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et al. (1992), CTS prepared by Straus et al. (Straus, 1979; 
Straus et al., 1996), CPS compiled by Kerig (1996) and 
other self-made IC questionnaires. The following instru-
ments are used primarily to measure AB: BWAQ com-
piled by Buss and Warren (2000), CBCL prepared by 
Achenbach (1991), the relational aggression subscale 
(RAS) compiled by Crick (1996), and other self-made AB 
questionnaires. Different scales have different theoretical 
bases, dimension construction, and number of questions, 
which may affect the relationship between IC and AB 
to a certain extent. Therefore, we would like to test the 
moderating effect of scale on IC and AB.
Reporter. There is a debate on whether parents' report 
of intimate partner violence is consistent with what the 
children have experienced or reported in the home (Kins-
fogel & Grych, 2004; Lichter & McCloskey, 2004). Some 
studies suggested that in terms of the adolescents' devel-
opment, the IC reported by teenagers was more accurate 
than the parents reported themselves (Grych et al., 2004; 
Kitzmann, 2000). Koçak and colleagues (2017) did not 
find a statistically significant relationship between the 
IC and adolescents' AB when a mother reported the 
IC. Still, if her children reported it, the result was the 
opposite. However, another study suggested that when 
children self-measured their aggressiveness, the relation-
ship between aggression and IC still held across different 
informants (mothers and children) of the conflict scales 
(Shin et al., 2014). Meanwhile, we noticed that differ-
ent studies also measured aggression scales separately 
by children or parents. Mueller and colleagues (2015) 
showed that no matter the problematic behaviors reported 
by children or their mothers, they are positively related to 
the IC. On the contrary, Breslend and colleagues (2016) 
found the association would be statistically significant 
when the youth reported their externalizing symptoms 
rather than the parents did so. To figure out the inconsist-
ency, we would like to test whether the reporters would 
affect the link between IC and AB.
Age. Most empirical studies fix the research subjects at 
a certain age, such as pre-school children, elementary 
school students, or middle school students. Thus, different 
research results were proposed. Zhang (2020) indicated 
that compared with the youngest students, junior high 
school students are more sensitive to the frequency and 
intensity of the IC. Still, no statistically significant differ-
ence was found in AB between these two groups. Besides, 
compared with elementary or high school students, the 
aggressiveness of junior high school students changes 
more in time (Lei et al., 2019). Additionally, compared 
with school-aged children, pre-school children seem to 
be more exposed to IC (Fantuzzo et al., 1997). Thus, we 
would like to test whether the subjects' age would moder-
ate the association between IC and AB.

Gender. Card and colleagues (2008) conducted a meta-
analytic and found that gender showed differences in 
direct and indirect aggression during childhood and 
adolescence. Namely, boys were more directly aggres-
sive than girls, but they performed consistently in indi-
rect aggression. However, an empirical study showed 
that boys' aggression is more severe than girls' in both 
physical and indirect conditions (Angold & Costello, 
2000). Zhang (2020) proved boys are more sensitive to 
IC intensity compared to girls. Specifically, research 
indicated that boys and girls might show different 
aggression in romantic relationships according to the 
maternal or paternal interparental violence they are 
exposed to (Ruel et al., 2020). Wolfe and colleagues 
(1985) found that girls expressed less externalized 
aggressive behavior but more internalized response 
than boys when living in a violent home. Conversely, 
Crick (1995) suggested that the effect of IC on chil-
dren's AB would not be invariant across both boys and 
girls. Under such a debate, we suppose that IC may 
affect boys' aggressiveness more than girls and test it 
in the current study.
Year. According to a worldwide survey, the bullying 
rate among school-age students decreased from 42% 
in 2015 to 23% in 2018 (OECD, 2016, 2019). Simi-
larly, a meta-analysis based on China's context saw 
less student aggression as the years went from 2003 
to 2016 (Lei et al., 2019). We suppose the year (both 
year of survey and year of publication) would also be 
a moderating variable of the association between IC 
and AB among children and adolescents. Some previous 
studies have shown that the correlation would decrease 
gradually with the increase of year (Shin et al., 2014; 
Steketee et al., 2019; Xia et al., 2016). However, an 
opposite upward trend was found in other studies (Avci 
& GÜÇRay, 2013; Dehon & Weems, 2010; Koçak 
et al., 2017). Thus, in this study, we will explore how 
the association would be affected by increasing years.

Aims of the study

Referring to the absence and inconformity of preceding 
studies, we conduct the current systematic review and 
synthesizes nearly 30 years of research on this topic to 
(1) test the direct correlation between IC and children 
and youth' AB, (2) explore whether the relationship 
between them would be moderated by culture, scale, 
reporter, age, gender, year, and (3) provide some further 
research suggestion for this vital topic, and help targeted 
prevention and intervention work of reducing child and 
adolescent aggression.
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Methods

Literature search

We searched fifteen databases: PsychINFO, Web of Sci-
ence, ERIC, SCOPUS, ProQuest dissertations,  SAGE 
Online Journals, Elsevier SDOL, Taylor  & Francis, 
Springer, Google Scholar,  EBSCO, CNKI, Wanfang 
Data, Chongqing VIP Information Co., Ltd., Baidu scholar. 
for studies on the association between IC and children and 
youth's AB, published in the past thirty years, from Janu-
ary 1990 to October 2022. For the IC, we searched for 
the terms "interparental conflict" "interparental relation-
ship" "interparental violence" "marital violence" "mari-
tal conflict" "parental conflict" "family conflict" "parents 
argue" "parents fight" and a Boolean operator “OR” was 
used among them. For AB, we used the term "aggression" 
"aggressive behavior" "violence" "bullying" "aggressive 
action" "behavior disorder" "behavior problems" "aggres-
siveness" "conduct disorder" "anti-social behavior" "oppo-
sitional defiant disorder" "impulsiveness" "anger" "hos-
tility" "assault" "irritability" "negativism" "resentment" 
"physical Aggression" "verbal aggression" and a Boolean 
operator “OR” was used among them. These two catego-
ries of key words were linked by the Boolean operator 
“AND” on all the databases mentioned above.

The following criteria were used to screen the litera-
ture: (a) The subjects were children and adolescents who 
were not receiving medical treatment or had committed 
crimes; (b) Articles were written in English or Chinese; 
(c) Studies used both the IC scale and the AB scale, and 
at least reported the correlation coefficient between the 
dimensions or total score of one scale and another scale; 
(d) Studies clearly reported the Pearson's product-moment 
coefficients r, or T and F values which could be converted 
into r values; (e) Studies provided actual sample size; (f) 
When some periodicals used the same data set, we used 
the one published in an academic journal, but not a thesis. 
We reviewed and screened the searching records under the 
Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) guidelines (see Fig. 1). Finally, 
35 papers met the selection criteria and were included in 
the meta-analysis.

Coding variables

We did a feature coding to the collected literature, includ-
ing author information, year of publication and suvery, 
culture, age, sample size, correlation coefficients between 
IC and AB, IC and AB measurement tool, reporter of IC 
and AB measurement tool, and percentage of the female 
population (see Table 1). Effect values are generated in 

independent samples, each of which was encoded once: 
(a) the correlation between IC and AB was encoded; (b) 
independent samples were encoded once, or we only once 
encoded if multiple independent samples were reported in 
the same article at the same time. We combine multiple 
data in the cross-sectional studies. For longitudinal stud-
ies with multiple data at different time periods, only the 
data collected at the first time were used. (c) when cal-
culating the effect values for each category, there was no 
overlapping data we used in. In other words, each raw data 
appeared only once under every category to make sure the 
independence of the effect value calculation.

Quality assessment of included studies

Literature quality assessment was performed using the 
Joanna Briggs Institute (JBI) Critical Appraisal Tool (Moola 
et al., 2017). The checklist consists of eight items, each 
with four options. The questions such as “Were the study 
subjects and the setting described in Detail?” “Was appro-
priate statistical analysis used?” were asked of the studies. 
The "Yes" option scores 2 points, "Unclear" scores 1 point, 

Fig. 1   The PRISMA flow chart used to identify studies for detailed 
analysis of IC and AB
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"No" or "Not applicable" scores 0 points. The lowest score 
is 0 points, and the highest score is 16 points. The literature 
quality assessment process was completed independently by 
two researchers. In case of disagreement, a consensus was 
reached through discussion. As a result, all the 35 included 
studies scored more than 11 points. 24 of the 35 studies were 
higher than 14 points, indicating high quality. This quality 
assessment was not used to exclude any studies but to con-
tribute to the evaluation and discussion.

Effect size calculation

The meta-analysis method of correlation coefficient was 
used in this study (Borenstein et al., 2005). It signifies that 
we use Pearson product-moment correlation coefficient r as 
the calculated data of the effect value. Calculated the weight 
based on the sample size and calculated the 95% confidence 
interval, got the result of the r value transformed by Fisher 
Z. The specific formula is as follows: Z = 0.5*ln[(1 + r)/
(1-r)], the variance of Z is VZ = 1/n-3, standard error of Z 
is SEz = sqrt(1/n-3).

Data processing and analysis

We used the meta-analysis software CMA 3.0 to analyze the 
data. Homogeneity testing was required to test whether each 
finding could represent a sample estimate of the total effec-
tiveness. First of all, the homogeneity test provided the basis 
for using the fixed effect model or random effect model. The 
fixed effect model was chosen if the test results show that the 
effect values were homogeneous. If heterogeneity was high, 
a random effect model was required. Secondly, the homoge-
neity test also provided the basis for analyzing the regulatory 
effects, and the more statistically significant heterogeneity 
indicated the existence of the moderating effects (Lipsey & 
Wilson, 2001).

Results

Effect size and the homogeneity test

In this study's meta-analysis, there were 35 documents 
reflecting the relationship between IC and AB, including 35 
sample sizes involving 18,321 subjects. At the same time, 

the homogeneity test related to IC and AB in 35 independ-
ent samples, with Q stats of 582.189, p < 0.001, I2 = 94.160, 
indicating that included literature was heterogeneous. Using 
random models to analyze the correlation between IC and 
AB, we found that the correlation between them was statisti-
cally significant, with a correlation coefficient of 0.240, 95% 
CI (0.181, 0.297). The Z-value relationship between IC and 
AB was 7.771, p < 0.001, which indicated that the correla-
tion between IC and AB was steady (see Table 2).

Moderator analysis

As mentioned above, random effect models should also be 
used in intermediary effect analysis. Meta-ANOVA analysis 
is suitable for analyzing the moderating effects of classified 
variables, such as the reporter of measurement tools, the 
subject groups, and regional differences. Meta-regression 
analysis, by contrast, is suitable for analyzing the moderating 
effects of continuous variables (the proportion of females 
and the year).

Meta‑ANOVA analysis

Analyzing the moderating effects of the relationship between 
IC and AB, Meta-ANOVA analysis was used to analyze the 
regulatory effects of classification variables (see Table 3). 
Firstly, in the case of age, the homogeneity test results 
(Q = 2.805, df = 4, P > 0.05) showed that age had no mod-
erating effect on this correlation. Secondly, the results of 
homogeneity test (Q = 4.021, df = 3, P > 0.05) showed that 
culture did not influence this correlation. Thirdly, the results 
of homogeneity test (Q = 7.135, df = 2, P < . 05) showed that 
the reporter of IC scale had a moderating effect on this cor-
relation. The correlation coefficients between IC and AB of 
Parent-report and Child-report subjects were respectively 
0.166 (95% CI = [0.101, 0.230]) and 0.265 (95% CI = [0.194, 
0.333]), namely rParent-report < rChild-report. Fourthly, the homo-
geneity test results (Q = 2.771, df = 2, P > 0.05) showed that 
the reporter of AB scale had no moderating effect on this 
correlation. Fifth, the homogeneity test results (Q = 15.764, 
df = 3, P < . 01) showed that IC scale regulated this corre-
lation. The correlation coefficients between IC and AB of 
CPIC and CTS and CPS subjects were respectively 0.269 
(95% CI = [0.187, 0.347]) and 0.236 (95% CI = [0.172, 
0.297]) and 0.066 (95% CI = [-0.011, 0.143]), namely 

Table 2   Random model of correlations between IC and AB

*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, the same as follows.

Aggression k N Mean r 95% CI for r Homogeneity test Tau-squared Test of null

LL UL Q(r) p I2 Tau2 SE Tau Z-value

Overall 35 18,321 0.240 0.181 0.297 582.189 0.000 94.160 0.032 0.010 0.178 7.771***
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Table 3   Meta-regression 
analyses of age, culture, scale, 
and reporter

QBetween k Mean r SE I2 Tau 95% CI for r QWithin

LL UL

Age 2.805
  Pre-school 4 0.196 0.004 0.000 0.000 0.130 0.261 2.858
    Primary school 8 0.191 0.008 76.931 0.102 0.111 0.270 30.343***
  Middle school 17 0.256 0.018 96.674 0.204 0.161 0.346 480.993***
  University 5 0.285 0.022 90.030 0.163 0.141 0.418 10.119***
  Mixed 1 0.185 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.110 0.258 0.000

Culture 4.021
  Asia 23 0.260 0.015 96.083 0.203 0.179 0.337 561.599***
  America 8 0.210 0.002 0.000 0.000 0.175 0.244 6.645
  Europe 2 0.164 0.005 0.000 0.000 0.091 0.236 0.009
  Others 2 0.250 0.005 0.000 0.000 0.173 0.323 0.139

Reporter of IC scale 7.135*
  Parent-report 8 0.166 0.005 47.893 0.064 0.101 0.230 13.434
  Child-report 25 0.265 0.012 95.379 0.184 0.194 0.333 519.329***
  Parent and Child-report 2 0.120 0.007 35.731 0.042 0.027 0.210 1.556

Reporter of AB scale 2.771
  Parent-report 5 0.186 0.003 0.000 0.000 0.134 0.237 3.092
  Child-report 28 0.250 0.012 95.254 0.187 0.182 0.316 568.892***
  Mixed 2 0.170 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.073 0.263 0.071

IC scale 15.764**
  CPIC 22 0.269 0.015 95.910 0.201 0.187 0.347 513.400***
  CTS 4 0.236 0.005 0.000 0.000 0.172 0.297 1.264
  CPS 2 0.066 0.006 16.808 0.026 -0.011 0.143 1.202
  Others 7 0.187 0.003 50.989 0.050 0.133 0.239 12.242

AB scale 6.186
  BWAQ 15 0.294 0.024 96.978 0.230 0.182 0.399 463.265***
  CBCL 4 0.177 0.005 0.000 0.000 0.112 0.239 2.562
  RAS 2 0.120 0.007 35.731 0.042 0.027 0.210 1.556
  Others 14 0.207 0.005 81.519 0.095 0.152 0.261 70.343***

Table 4   Meta-regression 
analyses of gender and year

Variable Parameter Estimate SE z-value 95% CI for b

LL UL

Female (%) β0 -0.2157 0.2931 -0.74 -0.7903 0.3588
β1 0.3542 0.1518 2.33 0.0566 0.6518
Q Model(1, k = 35) = 0.54, P > 0.05

published year β0 0.0178 0.0078 2.29 0.0026 0.0330
β1 -35.6714 15.6706 -2.28 -66.3852 -4.9576
Q Model(1, k = 35) = 5.25, p < 0.05

Collective year β0 0.0133 0.0055 2.43 0.0025 0.0240
β1 -26.4887 11.0204 -2.40 -48.0882 -4.8891
Q Model(1, k = 35) = 5.88, p < 0.05
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rCPS < rCTS < rCPIC. Finally, the homogeneity test results 
(Q = 6.186, df = 3, P > 0.05) showed that the AB scale had 
no moderating effect on this correlation.

Meta‑regression analysis

To examine whether continuous variables (gender and year) 
moderated the effect sizes between IC and AB, the r effect 
size was meta-regressed onto the percentage of female par-
ticipants and year in each sample. In Table 4, the result of 
meta-regression (QModel [1, k = 35] = 0.54, P > 0.05) showed 
that there was no gender difference. The results of meta-
regression (QModel [1, k = 35] = 5.25, p < 0.05) showed that 
there was a difference in the publication year. The results 

of meta-regression (QModel [1, k = 35] = 5.88, p < 0.05) showed 
that there was a difference in the survey year.The relation-
ship between IC and AB increases with the increase of the 
year.

Publication bias

We draw a funnel plot to examine whether the results were 
biased due to the effect sizes from various sources (Fig. 2). 
The result showed that the 35 effects were symmetrically 
distributed on both sides with the average in terms of size. 
In addition, to detect publication bias, we drew a forest plot 
(Fig. 3) showing that the studies did not exhibit publication 
bias. And then, an Egger's regression analysis was conducted 

Fig. 2   Funnel plot of the 35 
studies included in the meta-
analysis

Fig. 3   Forest plot of the 35 
studies included in the meta-
analysis
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on IC and AB, no publication bias appeared (t(33) = 0.498, 
p > 0.05). To further test for publication bias, this study cal-
culated that the Z = 31.647(p < 0.001) of Classic Fail-safe 
N, The inclusion of 9091 missed studies made the analysis 
result not statistically significant (Rosenthal, 1979). There-
fore, this study was not prone to publication bias, and the 
relationship between IC and AB was stable.

In conclusion, the results of the data analysis showed a 
positive and stable relationship between IC and AB. At the 
same time, this relationship was moderated by the IC scale, 
the reporter of IC scale, and the year (both survey year and 
publication year). The relationships are depicted in Fig. 4.

Discussion

The relationship between IC and AB

In line with the previous studies, the current meta-analy-
sis suggested a statistically significant positive correlation 
between IC and AB in children and youth. That is to say, liv-
ing in an environment of parental conflict, children are prone 
to perpetrate more aggressive behaviors in their relationships 
(e.g., peer relationships, intimate relationships, and family 
relationships). This result is aligned to a concept "intergener-
ational transmission of aggression", indicating a strong link 
between interparental behavior and their offspring’s behav-
ior (Hare et al., 2009). Also, our finding supports the view 
that if the IC, as an adverse life event, was poorly resolved, 
children in the family would express enormous social adjust-
ment and regulation problems, including AB (Feldman et al., 
2010; Schiffet et al., 2014).

As the included articles in our meta-analysis show, con-
flicts between parents may vary from different dimensions, 
such as frequency, intensity, resolution, or overt and covert 
way (Koçak et al., 2017). In a family, whether the conflict 
between parents is verbal, psychological, or physical, and 

whether their children encounter the conflict or not, the 
interparental conflict is forceful and harmful to children and 
adolescents. It is possible to increase the child's aggressive 
behavior (Jourileset et al., 1998). Two mechanisms shed light 
to explain this phenomenon: a direct path and an indirect way.

The direct effects

Living in partner-conflictual homes, children and adoles-
cents have a high probability of directly witnessing physical 
or verbal violence between their parents. Exposure to inter-
parental violence, children and youth's cognitive, emotional, 
and behavioral problems would be influenced accordingly 
(Visser et al., 2015). The social learning theory, cognitive 
context theory, and emotional security theory provide some 
arguments to explain the direct effects of interparental con-
flict on their children.

First, from the perspective of social learning theory, chil-
dren develop the ability to socialize in general, especially in 
managing conflicts, by observing or participating in the com-
munication between their parents (Bandura, 1977). Thus, in a 
conflictual family, children would observe, learn, and imitate 
their caregivers' AB towards challenging problems and then 
exacerbate their own similar behaviors (Bandura, 1977).

Second, the cognitive context theory argues that children 
shape their cognitive construction under parental violence's 
affection. They may value aggression more positively and 
gradually believe that perpetrating aggressive behavior 
would help address confusing problems (Graham-Bermann 
et al., 2007; Grych & Fincham, 1990). On the other hand, 
Grych and Fincham (1990) indicated that children might 
feel incompetent or powerless when facing their parents’ 
conflict, causing a more sensitive and vigilant cognition to 
threat-related cues in daily life. In the social information 
processing model, Crick and Dodge (1996) analyzed that the 
positive evaluation of aggression may encourage individulas 
to perpetrate AB instrumentally. Meanwhile, the hostile and 
deficient encoding of social cues would be high-risk factors 
that provoke peoples’ reactive aggression. As a result, chil-
dren and adolescents involved in the IC may behave more 
aggressively than other kids.

Third, the emotional security theory suggests some ideas 
from the emotional perspective of children. Based on this 
theory, children develop their emotional security from a 
family's integrity (Davies et al., 2006). Once exposed to 
the IC, their trust and security would get the high risk of 
being broken. They would be less competent in controlling 
or adjusting emotions (Davies et al., 2013; Katz et al., 2007). 
The under-development emotion competence may lead to 
revengeful, resentful, defensive responses to a perceived 
threat, which promotes children and youth’s AB (Dodge & 
Coie, 1987).

Fig. 4   The positive relationship between IC and Children’s AB, 
which is moderated by the IC scale, the reporter of IC scale, and the 
year
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The indirect effects

We notice the indirect effects on two aspects. First, although 
children have not seen or heard what happened between their 
parents, the IC can also affect them. Second, no matter if children 
are exposed to their parents’ conflict or not, the IC would 
covertly influence children. A spillover hypothesis endorses that 
the important factors that mediate the indirect effect may be 
ineffective parenting behavior and poor parent–child relationship 
parenting (Buehler & Gerard, 2002; Erel et al., 1995).

Parents are likely to be hurt and traumatized in a conflicting 
marital relationship and generate a wide range of cognitive, 
emotional, and behavioral problems. During what, their 
parenting availability would deteriorate, and the parent–child 
interaction would be harmed accordingly (Visser et al., 2015). 
For example, parents in conflict or violent families may fail to 
communicate openly, warmly, and non-defensively with their 
children. They are prone to ignore their children's motives, 
needs, and behavior (Koren-Karie et al., 2008) and interact 
with them unsafely (Margolin et al., 2004). Meanwhile, a 
conflictual interparental relationship may cause different 
parenting practices for their children because they will 
change their own behaviors depending on their partners' 
presence (Erel & Burman, 1995). These groups of parents 
are characterized by negative parenting, who show more harsh 
discipline and aggressive manners towards their children in a 
parent–child relationship, and finally affects their behaviors 
(Appel & Holden, 1998; Osofsky, 2003).

Moderating effects

Moderator of scale

The results of the study showed that the IC measurement 
moderated the relationship between IC and AB. Specifi-
cally, the CPIC scale had the largest moderating effect on 
the relationship between IC and AB, followed by CTS and 
then CPS. The following reasons may explain it: First of 
all, this phenomenon may be related to the different report-
ers of measurements. Usually, the CPIC was reported by 
children, while parents reported the CTS and CPS. Stud-
ies have shown that child-report of IC scored higher than 
parent-report (Lemola et al., 2012; Li et al., 2011). In the 
current study, we also verified the moderating role of report-
ers. Thus, this may be a potential reason that make the IC 
measurement as a moderator. Secondly, it may be explained 
by the accuracy of measurements in predicting children’s 
AB. The CPIC scale mainly focuses the mental health of 
children, thus, it may be more accurate to predict children’s 
AB, and then adjust the relationship between IC and AB 
(Fincham, 1998; Katz & Low, 2004; Kitzmann & Cohen, 
2003). Thirdly, this may be explained by the sample size. In 
this study, the sample sizes of CTS and CPS were smaller 

than CPIC, which may affect the accuracy of the assessment, 
thereby affecting the relationship between IC and AB.

Moderator of reporter

The results showed that the IC reporter moderated the rela-
tionship between IC and AB. Specifically, children reported 
IC results moderated the relationship between IC and AB 
more strongly than those reported by parents. This result 
may be related to the cognitive level of varied subjects. For 
IC, children and parents’ perception is inconsistent. Children 
who perceive IC strongly can more accurately point out their 
AB (Chi & Xin, 2003). Additionally, this may be related 
to different subjects' reporting scope. Children usually can 
only perceive overt conflicts, while IC reported by parents 
contains overt conflicts and covert conflicts (Rutter et al., 
1975; Zhao, 2005). As a result, the relationship between IC 
and AB would be affected.

Moderator of year

The results show that both the publication year and the sur-
vey year moderated the relationship between IC and AB. 
Specifically, the relationship between IC and AB increases 
with the increase of year. This may be explained by the fact 
that couples experienced and reported more conflicts than 
before (Tasew & Getahun, 2021) and children’s aggression 
increases yearly (Fung et al., 2018). That would be an essen-
tial reason to generate an impact on the relationship between 
IC and AB.

Moderators of other latent variables

We supposed that age, gender, and cultural context source 
might also affect the influence of interparental conflict on 
aggressive behaviors being exhibited and socialized. How-
ever, a non-statistically significant effect of these factors was 
found. The association does not vary depending on these 
three factors. These results are consistent with some prior 
findings (Mueller et al., 2015; Shin et al., 2014; Stutzman 
et al., 2011; Zhang, 2020). One possible explanation may 
be what we tested was the general score of IC and AB, but 
not the specific types. Knowing the definition of IC and AB, 
they can be categorized as various sub-dimensions. IC con-
tains father-to-mother and mother-to-father conflicts, overt 
and covert conflicts, etc. Similarly, AB contains physical 
aggression, verbal aggression, relational aggression, sexual 
aggression, online aggression, dating aggression, reactive 
aggression, proactive aggression, and so on. Age, gender, 
and culture get a great possibility to relate to the sub-dimen-
sions of IC and AB. For example, gender may influence the 
AB because boys are prone to be closer to hyperactive/
impulsive aggression than girls (Connor et al., 2003).
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Some moderating variables mentioned in the articles but 
not tested in our meta-analysis still deserve attention. Xia 
et al. (2016) pointed out that aggressive belief mediated 
the association between IC and AB. Besides, studies also 
showed that maternal psychological control (Koçak et al., 
2017), parental disinhibited social engagement disorder, 
parental psychopathology, and parenting stress (Overbeek 
et al., 2014), poverty and marital status (Yoo & Huang, 
2012), mothers' maltreatment (Doh et  al., 2012) would 
account for the correlation between interparental conflict 
and aggressive behavior among children or youth. What’s 
more, many studies have provided sufficient evidence for 
the genetic underpinnings of people’s AB (Veroude et al., 
2016). The above variables have a high potential in mod-
erating parental conflict's impact on children's aggression.

Limitations and implications for further 
research

Although our meta-analysis reveals a meaningful phenomenon, 
some limitations need to be recognized in this review. First, 
due to the authors’ limited knowledge of languages, only 
articles published in English and Chinese were identified in 
this study. Thus, there may be some crucial studies and data, 
such as the master's theses and doctoral theses in non-English 
or non-Chinese countries, were missed in our search process. 
Second, we did not include qualitative research, causing the 
review to lack vital viewpoints of the qualitative conclusions 
of the association between interparental and aggression among 
children and adolescents. Third, only the moderating effects 
of culture, age, gender, reporter identities, and publication/
survey year were tested in this study. Some latent moderating 
variables, such as aggressive beliefs, parenting styles, and 
genetic factors, still need to be recognized and tested.

Our study provides some insights for future research. 
First, the reporter's moderating role draws attention to the 
difference between children’s perception of their parents’ 
conflicts and couple’s own evaluation of their conflicts. The 
covert conflict or relational conflict in a family need to be 
attached importance in the future theoretical and practical 
study. Second, our results highlighted the necessity of fam-
ily therapy for the prevention and intervention programs to 
decrease children's aggressive behavior. Family prevention 
and intervention strategies aim at reducing children and ado-
lescents' aggression by adjusting parental relationships and 
parenting styles are advocating. Third, researchers would 
also be paying attention to exploring the moderating and 
mediating mechanisms between IC and AB, helping us learn 
how parents affect their children's adjustment and develop-
mental trajectories. In a word, more therapeutic preventions 
and interventions related to parents to reduce child and ado-
lescent aggression could be designed and applied.

Conclusion

The current study has tested previous studies' contradictions and 
gained more attention to the parental conflict's deleterious effects 
on children's behavior. Additionally, we find that this relationship 
is affected by interparental conflict scale, the reporter of 
interparental conflict scale and year. By conducting the meta-
analysis and interpreting with various theories (e.g., the social 
learning theory, the cognitive context theory, and the emotional 
security theory), our findings highlight the important role of 
parental relationships on children’s externalizing problems from 
theoretical and empirical perspectives. Future academic studies 
are encouraged to focus on the issues of children’s perception of 
interparental conflicts, family prevention/intervention strategies, 
and moderating/mediating mechanisms between interparental 
conflict and children’s aggressive behavior.

CRediT authorship contribution statement  Shunyu Li: Conceptualization, 
Methodology, Software, Writing—Review & Editing. Xiaonan Ma: Data 
Curation, Writing—Original Draft, Writing—Review & Editing. Yuxuan 
Zhang: Conceptualization, Data Curation, Writing—Original Draft, 
Writing—Review & Editing.

Funding  This research was sponsored by the Project of Social Science 
Foundation of Xinjiang Uygur Autonomous Region(22CMZ018), 
the Project of Center for Teacher Education Research in 
Xinjiang(ZK202232B), and the Project of Doctoral Research Startup 
Fund at Xinjiang Normal University (XJNUBS201908).

Data Availability  All data analyzed during this study can be found in the 
articles that were included in the meta-analysis in this published article.

Declarations 

Ethical approval and Informed consent  Ethical approval and informed 
consent are not applicable for the meta-analysis.

Competing interest  The authors declare that they have no known 
competing financial interests or personal relationships that could have 
appeared to influence the work reported in this paper.

References

*Indicates studies used in the meta‑analysis

Achenbach, T. M. (1991). Manual for the child behavior checklist/4-18 
and 1991 profile. Dept. of Psychiatry, University of Vermont.

Anderson, C. A., & Bushman, B. J. (2002). Human Aggression. Annual 
Review of Psychology, 53(1), 27–51. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1146/​
annur​ev.​psych.​53.​100901.​135231

Angold, A., & Costello, E. J. (2000). The epidemiology of disorders of 
conduct: nosological issues and comorbidity. In (pp. 126–168): 
Cambridge University Press.

Appel, A. E., & Holden, G. W. (1998). The Co-Occurrence of Spouse and 
Physical Child Abuse: A Review and Appraisal. Journal of Family 
Psychology, 12(4), 578–599. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​0893-​3200.​
12.4.​578

https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.53.100901.135231
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.53.100901.135231
https://doi.org/10.1037/0893-3200.12.4.578
https://doi.org/10.1037/0893-3200.12.4.578


32020	 Current Psychology (2023) 42:32008–32023

1 3

*Avci, R., & GÜÇRay, S. l. S. (2013). The Relationships among Inter-
parental Conflict, Peer, Media Effects and the Violence Behav-
iour of Adolescents: The Mediator Role of Attitudes towards 
Violence. Educational Sciences: Theory & Practice, 13(4), 
2005. https://​doi.​org/​10.​12738/​estp.​2013.4.​1950.

*Alves, M. P., Cunha, A. I., Carvalho, P., & Loureiro, M. J. (2019). Per-
ceived interparental conflict and depressive symptomatology in 
emerging adults: the mediating role of aggressive attitudes. Jour-
nal of Aggression, Maltreatment & Trauma, 29(1), 73-91. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1080/​10926​771.​2019.​15724​00.

*Avci, R., Adiguzel, A., Zeybek, S. U., & Çolakkadıoğlu, O. (2021). 
The role of post-divorce parental conflict in predicting aggres-
sion, anger, and symptoms of anxiety and depression among 
university students. Journal of Divorce & Remarriage, 62(3), 
199-215. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​10502​556.​2021.​18718​30.

Bandura, A. (1977). Social learning theory. Prentice Hall.
Borenstein, M., Hedges, L., Higgins, J., & Rothstein, H. (2005). 

Comprehensive meta-analysis version 2. Comprehensive meta 
analyses software. Accessed 20 April 2022

Breslend, N. L., Parent, J., Forehand, R., Compas, B. E., Thigpen, J. 
C., & Hardcastle, E. (2016a). Parental Depressive Symptoms 
and Youth Internalizing and Externalizing Problems: The 
Moderating Role of Interparental Conflict. Journal of 
Family Violence, 31(7), 823–831. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s10896-​016-​9817-z

Buehler, C., Krishnakumar, A., Stone, G., Anthony, C., Pemberton, S., 
Gerard, J., & Barber, B. K. (1998). Interparental Conflict Styles 
and Youth Problem Behaviors: A Two-Sample Replication Study. 
Journal of Marriage and Family, 60(1), 119–132. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​2307/​353446

Buehler, C., & Gerard, J. M. (2002). Marital conflict, ineffective par-
enting, and children’s and adolescents’ maladjustment. Journal 
of Marriage and Family, 64(1), 78–92. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​
1741-​3737.​2002.​00078.x

Buss, A. H., & Warren, W. L. (2000). Aggression questionnaire:(AQ). 
Western Psychological Services.

Cairns, R. B., Cairns, B. D., Neckerman, H. J., Ferguson, L. L., & 
Gariépy, J.-L. (1989). Growth and Aggression: 1. Childhood to 
Early Adolescence. Developmental Psychology, 25(2), 320–330. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​0012-​1649.​25.2.​320

Card, N. A., Stucky, B. D., Sawalani, G. M., & Little, T. D. (2008). 
Direct and Indirect Aggression During Childhood and Adoles-
cence: A Meta-Analytic Review of Gender Differences, Intercor-
relations, and Relations to Maladjustment. Child Development, 
79(5), 1185–1229. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1467-​8624.​2008.​
01184.x

Chen, X., & French, D. C. (2008). Children’s Social Competence in 
Cultural Context. Annual Review of Psychology, 59(1), 591–616. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1146/​annur​ev.​psych.​59.​103006.​093606

*Chen, T., Zhang, Y., & Ma, Z. Q. (2020). The Effect of Inter-parental 
Conflict on Aggression of Junior Middle School Student: The 
Chain Mediating Role of Regulatory Emotional Self-Efficacy and 
Emotional Insecurity [In Chinese]. Chinese Journal of Clinical 
Psychology, 28(5),1037-1041.https://​doi.​org/​10.​16128/j.​cnki.​
1005-​3611.​2020.​05.​037.

Connor, D. F., Steingard, R. J., Anderson, J. J., & Melloni, R. H. 
(2003). Gender differences in reactive and proactive aggression. 
Child Psychiatry and Human Development, 33(4), 279–294.

Crick, N. R. (1995). Relational aggression: The role of intent attribu-
tions, feelings of distress, and provocation type. Development 
and Psychopathology, 7(2), 313–322. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1017/​
S0954​57940​00065​20

Crick, N. R. (1996). The role of overt aggression, relational aggres-
sion, and prosocial behavior in the prediction of children’s future 
social adjustment. Child Development, 67(5), 2317–2327. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1467-​8624.​1996.​tb018​59.x

Crick, N. R., & Dodge, K. A. (1996). Social information-processing 
mechanisms in reactive and proactive aggression. Child Devel-
opment, 67(3), 993–1002. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1467-​8624.​
1996.​tb017​78.x

Crick, N. R., & Grotpeter, J. K. (1995). Relational aggression, gender, 
and social-psychological adjustment. Child Development, 66(3), 
710–722. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1467-​8624.​1995.​tb009​00.x

Cui, M., & Fincham, F. D. (2010). The differential effects of parental 
divorce and marital conflict on young adult romantic relation-
ships. Personal Relationships, 17(3), 331–343. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1111/j.​1475-​6811.​2010.​01279.x

Cummings, E. M., Goeke-Morey, M. C., & Papp, L. M. (2004). Every-
day Marital Conflict and Child Aggression. Journal of Abnormal 
Child Psychology, 32(2), 191–202. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1023/B:​
JACP.​00000​19770.​13216.​be

David, K. M., & Murphy, B. C. (2007). Interparental Conflict and Pre-
schoolers’ Peer Relations: The Moderating Roles of Tempera-
ment and Gender. Social Development, 16(1), 1–23. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1111/j.​1467-​9507.​2007.​00369.x

*Davies, P. T., Cicchetti, D., & Martin, M. J. (2012). Toward greater 
specificity in identifying associations among interparental 
aggression, child emotional reactivity to conflict, and child prob-
lems. Child Development, 83(5), 1789-1804.https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1111/j.​1467-​8624.​2012.​01804.x.

Davies, P. T., Manning, L. G., & Cicchetti, D. (2013). Tracing the cas-
cade of children’s insecurity in the interparental relationship: The 
role of stage-salient tasks. Child Development, 84(1), 297–312. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1467-​8624.​2012.​01844.x

Davies, P. T., Winter, M. A., & Cicchetti, D. (2006). The implica-
tions of emotional security theory for understanding and treating 
childhood psychopathology. Development and Psychopathology, 
18(3), 707–735. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1017/​S0954​57940​60603​54

*Dehon, C., & Weems, C. F. (2010). Emotional development in the 
context of conflict: The indirect effects of interparental violence 
on children. Journal of Child and Family Studies, 19(3), 287-
297.https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10826-​009-​9296-4.

Depner, C. E., Leino, E. V., & Chun, A. (1992). Interparental conflict 
and child adjustment. Family Court Review, 30(3), 323–341. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​174-​1617.​1992.​tb002​61.x

Dodge, K. A., & Coie, J. D. (1987). Social-Information-Processing 
Factors in Reactive and Proactive Aggression in Children’s Peer 
Groups. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 53(6), 
1146–1158. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​0022-​3514.​53.6.​1146

*Doh, H.-S., Shin, N., Kim, M.-J., Hong, J. S., Choi, M.-K., & Kim, 
S. (2012). Influence of marital conflict on young children's 
aggressive behavior in South Korea: The mediating role of child 
maltreatment. Children and youth services review, 34(9), 1742-
1748.https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​child​youth.​2012.​05.​008.

Erath, S. A., & Bierman, K. L. (2006). Aggressive Marital Conflict, 
Maternal Harsh Punishment, and Child Aggressive-Disruptive 
Behavior: Evidence for Direct and Mediated Relations. Journal 
of Family Psychology, 20(2), 217–226. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​
0893-​3200.​20.2.​217

Erel, O., & Burman, B. (1995). Interrelatedness of marital relations 
and parent-child relations: A meta-analytic review. Psychological 
Bulletin, 118(1), 108. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​0033-​2909.​118.1.​108

Espelage, D. L., Low, S., Rao, M. A., Hong, J. S., & Little, T. D. 
(2014). Family Violence, Bullying, Fighting, and Substance Use 
Among Adolescents: A Longitudinal Mediational Model. Jour-
nal of Research on Adolescence, 24(2), 337–349. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1111/​jora.​12060

Fantuzzo, J., Boruch, R., Beriama, A., Atkins, M., & Marcus, S. 
(1997). Domestic Violence and Children: Prevalence and Risk 
in Five Major U.S. Cities. Journal of the American Academy of 
child & Adolescent psychiatry, 36(1), 116–122. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1097/​00004​583-​19970​1000-​00025.

https://doi.org/10.12738/estp.2013.4.1950
https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2019.1572400
https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2019.1572400
https://doi.org/10.1080/10502556.2021.1871830
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-016-9817-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-016-9817-z
https://doi.org/10.2307/353446
https://doi.org/10.2307/353446
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1741-3737.2002.00078.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1741-3737.2002.00078.x
https://doi.org/10.1037/0012-1649.25.2.320
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.2008.01184.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.2008.01184.x
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.59.103006.093606
https://doi.org/10.16128/j.cnki.1005-3611.2020.05.037
https://doi.org/10.16128/j.cnki.1005-3611.2020.05.037
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0954579400006520
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0954579400006520
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.1996.tb01859.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.1996.tb01859.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.1996.tb01778.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.1996.tb01778.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.1995.tb00900.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-6811.2010.01279.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-6811.2010.01279.x
https://doi.org/10.1023/B:JACP.0000019770.13216.be
https://doi.org/10.1023/B:JACP.0000019770.13216.be
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9507.2007.00369.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9507.2007.00369.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.2012.01804.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.2012.01804.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.2012.01844.x
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0954579406060354
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10826-009-9296-4
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.174-1617.1992.tb00261.x
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.53.6.1146
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2012.05.008
https://doi.org/10.1037/0893-3200.20.2.217
https://doi.org/10.1037/0893-3200.20.2.217
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.118.1.108
https://doi.org/10.1111/jora.12060
https://doi.org/10.1111/jora.12060
https://doi.org/10.1097/00004583-199701000-00025
https://doi.org/10.1097/00004583-199701000-00025


32021Current Psychology (2023) 42:32008–32023	

1 3

Feldman, R., Masalha, S., & Derdikman-Eiron, R. (2010). Conflict 
Resolution in the Parent-Child, Marital, and Peer Contexts and 
Children’s Aggression in the Peer Group: A Process-Oriented 
Cultural Perspective. Developmental Psychology, 46(2), 310–
325. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​a0018​286

Feshbach, N. D. (1969). Sex Differences in Children’s Modes of 
Aggressive Responses Toward Outsiders. Merrill-Palmer Quar-
terly of Behavior and Development, 15(3), 249–258. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​2307/​23082​522

Formoso, D., Gonzales, N. A., & Aiken, L. S. (2000). Family Conflict 
and Children’s Internalizing and Externalizing Behavior: Protec-
tive Factors. American Journal of Community Psychology, 28(2), 
175–199. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1023/A:​10051​35217​449

Frick, P. J. (2012). Developmental Pathways to Conduct Disorder: 
Implications for Future Directions in Research, Assessment, and 
Treatment. Journal of Clinical Child & Adolescent Psychology, 
41(3), 378–389. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​15374​416.​2012.​664815

Frick, P. J., Lahey, B. B., Loeber, R., Tannenbaum, L., Van Horn, Y., 
Christ, M. A. G., . . . Hanson, K. (1993). Oppositional defiant 
disorder and conduct disorder: A meta-analytic review of factor 
analyses and cross-validation in a clinic sample. Clinical Psy-
chology Review, 13(4), 319-340.https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0272-​
7358(93)​90016-F.

Fung, A. L. C. (2019). Adolescent Reactive and Proactive Aggression, 
and Bullying in Hong Kong: Prevalence, Psychosocial Corre-
lates, and Prevention. Journal of Adolescent Health, 64(6), S65–
S72. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jadoh​ealth.​2018.​09.​018

Fung, A. L. C., Li, X., Ramírez, M. J., Lam, B. Y. H., Millana, L., & 
Fares-Otero, N. E. (2018). A cross-regional study of the reactive 
and proactive aggression of youth in Spain, Uruguay, mainland 
China, and Hong Kong. Social Development, 27(4), 748–760.

*Feng, C.Y. (2020).The relationship between secondary vocational 
students 'perception of parents' marriage conflict and aggres-
sive behavior: Moderating role of gender role identification [In 
Chinese]. (Master’s thesis, Hunan University of Science and 
Technology,Xiangtan, China). Available from China Master’s 
Theses Full-text Database.

Garrison, M. E. B., & Curtis, S. V. (2019). Marital Conflict, Intimate 
Partner Violence, and Family Preservation. In (pp. 227–245). 
Springer International Publishing.

Graham-Bermann, S. A., Lynch, S., Banyard, V., DeVoe, E. R., & 
Halabu, H. (2007). Communitybased intervention for children 
exposed to intimate partner violence: An efficacy trial. Journal 
of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 75(2), 199–209. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1037/​0022-​006x.​75.2.​199

Grych, J. H., & Fincham, F. D. (1990). Marital Conflict and Children’s 
Adjustment: A Cognitive-Contextual Framework. Psychological 
Bulletin, 108(2), 267–290. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​0033-​2909.​
108.2.​267

Grych, J. H., Raynor, S. R., & Fosco, G. M. (2004). Family processes 
that shape the impact of interparental conflict on adolescents. 
Development and Psychopathology, 16(3), 649–665. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1017/​S0954​57940​40047​17

Grych, J. H., Seid, M., & Fincham, F. D. (1992). Assessing marital 
conflict from the child’s perspective: The children’s perception 
of interparental conflict scale. Child Development, 63(3), 558. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​2307/​11313​46

*Guo, Z. M., & Yang, J. (2018). The Effects of Interparental Conflicts 
on Adolescent Athletes' Aggressive Behavior: The Mediating and 
Moderating Effect of Sport Moral Disengagement [In Chinese]. 
Journal of Chengdu Sport University, 44(6),97-103.https://​doi.​
org/​10.​15942/j.​jcsu.​2018.​06.​015.

Hare, A. L., Miga, E. M., & Allen, J. P. (2009). Intergenerational trans-
mission of aggression in romantic relationships: The moderating 
role of attachment security. Journal of Family Psychology, 23(6), 
808. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​a0016​740

Harold, G. T., & Sellers, R. (2018). Annual Research Review: Interpa-
rental conflict and youth psychopathology: An evidence review 
and practice focused update. Journal of Child Psychology and 
Psychiatry, 59(4), 374–402. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​jcpp.​12893

*Hu, X. Y. (2020).The relationship between parents' perception of 
conflict and aggressive behavior in junior middle school stu-
dents: the mediating role of emotion management[In Chinese]. 
(Master’s thesis, Shaanxi Normal University, Xi'an, China). 
Available from China Master’s Theses Full-text Database.

Jouriles, E. N., McDonald, R., Norwood, W. D., Ware, H. S., Spiller, 
L. C., & Swank, P. R. (1998). Knives, Guns, and Interparent 
Violence: Relations with Child Behavior Problems. Journal of 
Family Psychology, 12(2), 178–194. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​
0893-​3200.​12.2.​178

*Jiang, N.(2021).Longitudinal Study on the Relationship between 
Parental Conflict and Aggressive Behavior during Middle 
and Late Childhood: the Mediating Role of Social Anxiety [In 
Chinese]. (Master’s thesis, Shandong Normal University, Jinan, 
China). Available from China Master’s Theses Full-text Database.

Katz, L. F., & Low, S. M. (2004). Marital violence, co-parenting, 
and family-level processes in relation to children’s adjustment. 
Journal of Family Psychology, 18(2), 372. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1037/​0893-​3200.​18.2.​372

Katz, L. F., Hessler, D. M., & Annest, A. (2007). Domestic violence, 
emotional competence, and child adjustment. Social Development, 
16(3), 513–538. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1467-​9507.​2007.​00401.x

Kerig, P. K. (1996). Assessing the Links Between Interparental Con-
flict and Child Adjustment: The Conflicts and Problem-Solving 
Scales. Journal of Family Psychology, 10(4), 454–473. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1037/​0893-​3200.​10.4.​454

Kinsfogel, K. M., & Grych, J. H. (2004). Interparental Conflict and 
Adolescent Dating Relationships: Integrating Cognitive, Emo-
tional, and Peer Influences. Journal of Family Psychology, 18(3), 
505–515. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​0893-​3200.​18.3.​505

Kitzmann, K. M. (2000). Effects of marital conflict on subsequent 
triadic family interactions and parenting. Developmental Psy-
chology, 36(1), 3–13. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037//​0012-​1649.​36.1.3

*Koçak, A., Mouratidis, A., Sayıl, M., Kındap-Tepe, Y., & Uçanok, 
Z. (2017). Interparental Conflict and Adolescents' Relational 
Aggression and Loneliness: The Mediating Role of Maternal 
Psychological Control. Journal of Child and Family Studies, 
26(12), 3546-3558. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10826-​017-​0854-x.

Koren-Karie, N., Oppenheim, D., & Getzler-Yosef, R. (2008). Shap-
ing children’s internal working models through mother-child 
dialogues: The importance of resolving past maternal trauma. 
Attachment & Human Development, 10(4), 465–483. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1080/​14616​73080​24614​82

*Luo, Y. (2008). A Demonstration Study of The Parental Conflict and 
Children’s Aggressive Behavior [In Chinese]. (Master’s thesis, 
Northwest Normal University, Lanzhou, China). Available from 
China Master’s Theses Full-text Database.

*Lei, H., & Wen, Z. (2021). Mediating effect of the perception of 
interparental conflict between family environment and adolescent 
aggressive behavior [In Chinese]. China Journal of Health 
Psychology, 29(07),1096-1100. https://​doi.​org/​10.​13342/j.​cnki.​
cjhp.​2021.​07.​029.

*Liu, S., & Du, M. S. (2021). Inter-parental conflict and aggression 
among college students: Emotional insecurity as a mediator and 
the AVPR1B gene as a moderator [In Chinese]. China Journal of 
Health Psychology, 29(06), 945-950. https://​doi.​org/​10.​13342/j.​
cnki.​cjhp.​2021.​06.​032.

Lei, H., Chiu, M. M., Cui, Y., Li, S., & Lu, M. (2019). Changes in 
aggression among mainland Chinese elementary, junior high, 
and senior high school students across years: A cross-temporal 
meta-analysis. Aggression and Violent Behavior, 48, 190–196. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​avb.​2019.​08.​014

https://doi.org/10.1037/a0018286
https://doi.org/10.2307/23082522
https://doi.org/10.2307/23082522
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1005135217449
https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2012.664815
https://doi.org/10.1016/0272-7358(93)90016-F
https://doi.org/10.1016/0272-7358(93)90016-F
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2018.09.018
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-006x.75.2.199
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-006x.75.2.199
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.108.2.267
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.108.2.267
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0954579404004717
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0954579404004717
https://doi.org/10.2307/1131346
https://doi.org/10.15942/j.jcsu.2018.06.015
https://doi.org/10.15942/j.jcsu.2018.06.015
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0016740
https://doi.org/10.1111/jcpp.12893
https://doi.org/10.1037/0893-3200.12.2.178
https://doi.org/10.1037/0893-3200.12.2.178
https://doi.org/10.1037/0893-3200.18.2.372
https://doi.org/10.1037/0893-3200.18.2.372
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9507.2007.00401.x
https://doi.org/10.1037/0893-3200.10.4.454
https://doi.org/10.1037/0893-3200.10.4.454
https://doi.org/10.1037/0893-3200.18.3.505
https://doi.org/10.1037//0012-1649.36.1.3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10826-017-0854-x
https://doi.org/10.1080/14616730802461482
https://doi.org/10.1080/14616730802461482
https://doi.org/10.13342/j.cnki.cjhp.2021.07.029
https://doi.org/10.13342/j.cnki.cjhp.2021.07.029
https://doi.org/10.13342/j.cnki.cjhp.2021.06.032
https://doi.org/10.13342/j.cnki.cjhp.2021.06.032
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2019.08.014


32022	 Current Psychology (2023) 42:32008–32023

1 3

*Lemola, S., Schwarz, B., & Siffert, A. (2012). Interparental conflict 
and early adolescents' aggression: Is irregular sleep a vulner-
ability factor? Journal of adolescence, 35(1), 97-105. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1016/j.​adole​scence.​2011.​06.​001.

*Li, Y., Putallaz, M., & Su, Y. (2011). Interparental Conflict Styles and 
Parenting Behaviors: Associations With Overt and Relational 
Aggression Among Chinese Children. Merrill-Palmer Quarterly, 
57(4), 402-428.https://​doi.​org/​10.​1353/​mpq.​2011.​0017.

Lichter, E. L., & McCloskey, L. A. (2004). The Effects of Child-
hood Exposure to Marital Violence on Adolescent Gender-Role 
Beliefs and Dating Violence. Pwq, 28(4), 344–357. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1111/j.​1471-​6402.​2004.​00151.x.

Lindsey, E. W., Caldera, Y. M., & Tankersley, L. (2009a). Marital Con-
flict and the Quality of Young Children’s Peer Play Behavior: 
The Mediating and Moderating Role of Parent-Child Emotional 
Reciprocity and Attachment Security. Journal of Family Psychol-
ogy, 23(2), 130–145. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​a0014​972

Lindsey, E. W., Chambers, J. C., Frabutt, J. M., & Mackinnon-Lewis, 
C. (2009b). Marital conflict and adolescents’ peer aggression: 
The mediating and moderating role of mother-child emotional 
reciprocity. Family Relations, 58(5), 593–606. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1111/j.​1741-​3729.​2009.​00577.x

Lipsey, M. W., & Wilson, D. B. (2001). Practical meta-analysis. Sage 
Publications.

Lovett, B. J., & Sheffield, R. A. (2007). Affective empathy deficits in 
aggressive children and adolescents: A critical review. Clinical 
Psychology Review, 27(1), 1–13. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​cpr.​
2006.​03.​003

Margolin, G., Gordis, E. B., & Oliver, P. H. (2004). Links between 
marital and parent–child interactions: Moderating role of hus-
band-to-wife aggression. Development and Psychopathology, 
16(3), 753–771. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1017/​s0954​57940​40047​66

McTavish, J. R., MacGregor, J. C. D., Wathen, C. N., & MacMillan, H. 
L. (2016). Children’s exposure to intimate partner violence: An 
overview. International Review of Psychiatry, 28(5), 504–518. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​09540​261.​2016.​12050​01

*Mueller, V., Jouriles, E. N., McDonald, R., & Rosenfield, D. (2015). 
Children's appraisals and involvement in interparental conflict: 
Do they contribute independently to child adjustment? Journal 
of Abnormal Child Psychology, 43(6), 1041-1054. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1007/​s10802-​014-​9953-y.

Moola S, Munn Z, Tufanaru C, Aromataris E, Sears K, Sfetcu R, Currie 
M, Qureshi R, Mattis P, Lisy K, Mu P-F. (2017). Chapter 7: 
Systematic reviews of etiology and risk. Joanna Briggs Institute 
Reviewer's Manual. The Joanna Briggs Institute, 5. Accessed 20 
April 2022

*Moretti, M. M., Bartolo, T., Craig, S., Slaney, K., & Odgers, C. 
(2014). Gender and the transmission of risk: A prospective study 
of adolescent girls exposed to maternal versus paternal inter-
parental violence. Journal of Research on Adolescence, 24(1), 
80-92.https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​jora.​12065.

*Miao, L.Q., Zhang, Q. F.,Ding, H., Zhang, Y. T., & He, L. C. (2021).
Impact of inter-parental conflict on aggressiveness and interper-
sonal relationship among college students : The mediating role 
of cognitive evaluation [In Chinese]. China Journal of Health 
Psychology, 29(03), 417-422. https://​doi.​org/​10.​13342/j.​cnki.​
cjhp.​2021.​03.​020.

Narayan, A. J., Englund, M. M., Carlson, E. A., & Egeland, B. (2014). 
Adolescent conflict as a developmental process in the prospective 
pathway from exposure to interparental violence to dating vio-
lence. Journal of Abnormal Child Psychology, 42(2), 239–250. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10802-​013-​9782-4

*Olatunji, O. A., & Idemudia, E. S. (2021). The multidimensionality 
of inter-parental conflict on aggression and mental health among 
adolescents[In Chinese]. Heliyon, 7(5), e07124. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1016/j.​heliy​on.​2021.​e07124.

OECD. (2016). PISA 2015 Results (Volume III): Students’ well-being. 
OECD Publishing. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1787/​97892​64273​856-​en

OECD. (2019). PISA 2018 Results (Volume III): What School Life 
Means for Students’ Lives. OECD Publishing. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1787/​acd78​851-​en

Osofsky, J. D. (2003). Prevalence of children’s exposure to domes-
tic violence and child maltreatment: Implications for preven-
tion and intervention. Clinical Child and Family Psychology 
Review, 6(3), 161–170. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1023/a:​10249​58332​
093

Overbeek, M. M., de Schipper, J. C., Lamers-Winkelman, F., & 
Schuengel, C. (2014). Risk Factors as Moderators of Recov-
ery During and After Interventions for Children Exposed to 
Interparental Violence. American Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 
84(3), 295–306. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​ort00​00007

*Pendry, P., Carr, A. M., Papp, L. M., & Antles, J. (2013). Child 
presence during psychologically aggressive interparental con-
flict: Implications for internalizing and externalizing behavior. 
Family Relations, 62(5), 755-767. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​fare.​
12033.

Peisch, V., Parent, J., Forehand, R., Golub, A., Reid, M., & Price, 
M. (2016). Intimate Partner Violence in Cohabiting Families: 
Reports by Multiple Informants and Associations with Adoles-
cent Outcomes. Journal of Family Violence, 31(6), 747–757. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10896-​016-​9808-0

Porter, B., & O’Leary, K. D. (1980). Marital discord and childhood 
behavior problems. Journal of Abnormal Child Psychology, 
8(3), 287–295. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF009​16376

Ruel, C., Lavoie, F., Hébert, M., & Blais, M. (2020). Gender’s Role 
in Exposure to Interparental Violence, Acceptance of Violence, 
Self-Efficacy, and Physical Teen Dating Violence Among Que-
bec Adolescents. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 35(15–
16), 3079–3101. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​08862​60517​707311

Schiff, M., Plotnikova, M., Dingle, K., Williams, G. M., Najman, J., 
& Clavarino, A. (2014). Does adolescent’s exposure to parental 
intimate partner conflict and violence predict psychological 
distress and substance use in young adulthood? A longitudinal 
study. Child Abuse & Neglect, 38(12), 1945–1954. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1016/j.​chiabu.​2014.​07.​001

*Shin, J.-H., Hong, J. S., Yoon, J., & Espelage, D. L. (2014). Interpa-
rental Conflict, Parenting Behavior, and Children's Friendship 
Quality as Correlates of Peer Aggression and Peer Victimi-
zation Among Aggressor/Victim Subgroups in South Korea. 
Journal of interpersonal violence, 29(10), 1933-1952. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1177/​08862​60513​511695.

Steketee, M., Aussems, C., & Marshall, I. H. (2019). Exploring the 
Impact of Child Maltreatment and Interparental Violence on Vio-
lent Delinquency in an International Sample. Journal of inter-
personal violence, 886260518823291. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​
08862​60518​823291.

Straus, M. A. (1979). Measuring intrafamily conflict and violence: The 
conflict tactics (CT) scales. Journal of Marriage and the Family, 
41(1), 75–88. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2307/​351733

Straus, M. A., Hamby, S. L., Boney-McCoy, S. U. E., & Sugarman, D. 
B. (1996). The Revised Conflict Tactics Scales (CTS2): Develop-
ment and Preliminary Psychometric Data. Journal of Family Issues, 
17(3), 283–316. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​01925​13960​17003​001

*Stutzman, S. V., Bean, R. A., Miller, R. B., Day, R. D., Feinauer, L. L., 
Porter, C. L., & Moore, A. (2011). Marital conflict and adolescent 
outcomes: A cross-ethnic group comparison of Latino and European 
American youth. Children and youth services review, 33(5), 663-
668. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​child​youth.​2010.​11.​009.

Tasew, A. S., & Getahun, K. K. (2021). Marital conflict among cou-
ples: The case of Durbete town, Amhara Region, Ethiopia. 
Cogent Psychology, 8(1), 1903127. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​
23311​908.​2021.​19031​27

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.adolescence.2011.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.adolescence.2011.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1353/mpq.2011.0017
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-6402.2004.00151.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-6402.2004.00151.x
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0014972
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1741-3729.2009.00577.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1741-3729.2009.00577.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2006.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2006.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0954579404004766
https://doi.org/10.1080/09540261.2016.1205001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10802-014-9953-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10802-014-9953-y
https://doi.org/10.1111/jora.12065
https://doi.org/10.13342/j.cnki.cjhp.2021.03.020
https://doi.org/10.13342/j.cnki.cjhp.2021.03.020
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10802-013-9782-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2021.e07124
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2021.e07124
https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264273856-en
https://doi.org/10.1787/acd78851-en
https://doi.org/10.1787/acd78851-en
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1024958332093
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1024958332093
https://doi.org/10.1037/ort0000007
https://doi.org/10.1111/fare.12033
https://doi.org/10.1111/fare.12033
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-016-9808-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00916376
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260517707311
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chiabu.2014.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chiabu.2014.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260513511695
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260513511695
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260518823291
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260518823291
https://doi.org/10.2307/351733
https://doi.org/10.1177/019251396017003001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2010.11.009
https://doi.org/10.1080/23311908.2021.1903127
https://doi.org/10.1080/23311908.2021.1903127


32023Current Psychology (2023) 42:32008–32023	

1 3

Veroude, K., Zhang-James, Y., Fernàndez-Castillo, N., Bakker, M. J., 
Cormand, B., & Faraone, S. V. (2016). Genetics of aggressive 
behavior: An overview. American Journal of Medical Genetics 
Part B: Neuropsychiatric Genetics, 171(1), 3–43. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1002/​ajmg.b.​32364

Visser, M. M., Telman, M. D., de Schipper, J. C., Lamers-Winkelman, 
F., Schuengel, C., & Finkenauer, C. (2015). The effects of paren-
tal components in a trauma-focused cognitive behavioral based 
therapy for children exposed to interparental violence: Study pro-
tocol for a randomized controlled trial. BMC Psychiatry, 15(1), 
131–131. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​s12888-​015-​0533-7

*Wee, H. J., & Park, J. H. (2015). Effect of Interparental Conflict on 
Overt Aggression in Upper Elementary School Students: The 
Mediating Role of Parent-Child Conflict. Family and Environ-
ment Research, 53(6), 629-640. https://​doi.​org/​10.​6115/​fer.​2015.​
050.

*Wang, Y. X. (2017). The Influence of Interparental Conflict and 
Temperament to Junior High School Students' Aggressive 
Behavior [In Chinese]. (Master’s thesis, Shanxi University, Tai-
yuan, China). Available from China Master’s Theses Full-text 
Database.

Wolfe, D. A., Jaffe, P., Wilson, S. K., & Zak, L. (1985). Children of 
battered women: The relation of child behavior to family vio-
lence and maternal stress. Journal of Consulting and Clinical 
Psychology, 53(5), 657–665. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​0022-​006X.​
53.5.​657

*Xia, T. S., Liu, J., Gu, H. L., & Dong, S. L. (2016). The Effects 
of Interparental Conflicts on Adolescents'Aggressive Behavior: 
A Moderated Mediation Model [In Chinese]. Psychological 
Development and Education, 32(4),503-512. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
16187/j.​cnki.​issn1​001-​4918.​2016.​04.​15.

Xiang, X. P., Wang, J., Wu, C. Y., & Chen, Y. T. (2020). Interparen-
tal Violence and Early Adolescents' Adjustment Problems in 
China: Testing a Moderated Mediation Model of Parental Warmth 
and Emotional Insecurity. Journal of interpersonal violence, 
886260520959636-886260520959636. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​
08862​60520​959636.

*Yang, J. P., & Wang, X. C. (2011). Interparental conflict and aggres-
sive behavior: The mediating effect of the moral disengagement 
[In Chinese]. Psychological Development & Education, 27(5), 
498-505. https://​doi.​org/​10.​16187/j.​cnki.​issn1​001-​4918.​2011.​
05.​001.

Ye, S. M. (2018). The effect of interparental conflict and peer vic-
timization on adolescent aggression: The moderating effect of 
COMT gene [In Chinese]. (Master’s thesis, Guangzhou Univer-
sity, Guangzhou, China). Available from China Master’s Theses 
Full-text Database.

Yoo, J. A., & Huang, C.-C. (2012). The effects of domestic violence on 
children’s behavior problems: Assessing the moderating roles of 
poverty and marital status. Children and Youth Services Review, 
34(12), 2464–2473. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​child​youth.​2012.​
09.​014

*Zhang, Z. N. (2020). The Impact of Parental Conflict on Aggressive 
Behaviors of Children and Adolescents under Different Fam-
ily Structures [In Chinese]. (Master’s thesis, Shanxi University, 
Taiyuan, China). Available from China Master’s Theses Full-text 
Database.

*Zhou, N., Cao, H., & Leerkes, E. M. (2017). Interparental conflict 
and infants’ behavior problems: The mediating role of maternal 
sensitivity. Journal of Family Psychology, 31(4), 464. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1037/​fam00​00288.

*Zhang, Y. X. (2018). The influence of parents' conflict on bullying in 
junior high school: the mediating effect of teacher-student rela-
tionship [In Chinese]. (Master’s thesis, Shenyang Normal Uni-
versity, Shenyang, China). Available from China Master’s Theses 
Full-text Database.

Zhao, M., & Mo, J. Z. (2006). The Structure of Junior High School 
Students’ Perception of Interparental Conflict. Psychological 
Science [In Chinese], 29(2), 454–456. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3969/j.​
issn.​1671-​6981.​2006.​02.​054

*Zheng, Q. (2013). The Relationship among Awareness of Parental 
Conflict and Aggressive Behavior of Adolescents: The Mediat-
ing Role of Self-differentiation [In Chinese]. (Master’s thesis, 
Anhui Normal University, Wuhu, China). Available from China 
Master’s Theses Full-text Database.

Publisher's Note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

Springer Nature or its licensor (e.g. a society or other partner) holds 
exclusive rights to this article under a publishing agreement with the 
author(s) or other rightsholder(s); author self-archiving of the accepted 
manuscript version of this article is solely governed by the terms of 
such publishing agreement and applicable law.

https://doi.org/10.1002/ajmg.b.32364
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajmg.b.32364
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12888-015-0533-7
https://doi.org/10.6115/fer.2015.050
https://doi.org/10.6115/fer.2015.050
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.53.5.657
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.53.5.657
https://doi.org/10.16187/j.cnki.issn1001-4918.2016.04.15
https://doi.org/10.16187/j.cnki.issn1001-4918.2016.04.15
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260520959636
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260520959636
https://doi.org/10.16187/j.cnki.issn1001-4918.2011.05.001
https://doi.org/10.16187/j.cnki.issn1001-4918.2011.05.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2012.09.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2012.09.014
https://doi.org/10.1037/fam0000288
https://doi.org/10.1037/fam0000288
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1671-6981.2006.02.054
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1671-6981.2006.02.054

	Intergenerational transmission of aggression: A meta-analysis of relationship between interparental conflict and aggressive behavior of children and youth
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Interparental Conflict (IC)
	Aggressive Behavior (AB)
	The relationship between IC and AB in children and youth
	Influencing factors of IC and AB

	Aims of the study
	Methods
	Literature search
	Coding variables
	Quality assessment of included studies
	Effect size calculation
	Data processing and analysis

	Results
	Effect size and the homogeneity test
	Moderator analysis
	Meta-ANOVA analysis
	Meta-regression analysis

	Publication bias

	Discussion
	The relationship between IC and AB
	The direct effects
	The indirect effects

	Moderating effects
	Moderator of scale
	Moderator of reporter
	Moderator of year
	Moderators of other latent variables


	Limitations and implications for further research
	Conclusion
	References


