


The relationship between parenting and adolescent peer relations: the role of coping

Abstract
The aim of this study is to analyse a model that postulates that parenting styles are related to coping that stimulate the development of different kinds of peer relationships, attachment, victimization and aggression in adolescence. 417 Spanish adolescents (Mage =14.70; SD = 0.68) have participated in a three-wave longitudinal study in Valencia, Spain. Structural equations modelling was employed to explore the proposed models. The results indicate that adolescents with an authoritative mother and father are more likely to develop attachment to peers and less likely to be victimized or aggressive towards peers, and coping acts as a moderator variable. This study contributes to highlight the importance of parenting styles and adolescent coping in the explanation of the development of different kinds of peer relationships.
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Resumen
El objetivo de este estudio es analizar un modelo que postula que los estilos de crianza están relacionados con el afrontamiento que estimula el desarrollo de apego, victimización y agresión en la adolescencia. 417 adolescentes españoles/as (Medad =14.70; DT = 0.68) han participado en un estudio longitudinal de tres tiempos en Valencia, España. Se emplearon ecuaciones estructurales para explorar los modelos propuestos. Los resultados indican que los/as adolescentes con madres y padres democráticos tienen más probabilidades de desarrollar apego a sus compañeros/as y menos de ser víctimas o agresivos/as, y el afrontamiento actúa como una variable moderadora. Este estudio contribuye a resaltar la importancia de los estilos de crianza y el afrontamiento en la explicación del desarrollo de diferentes tipos de relaciones entre pares.
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The present article analyses through a longitudinal study whether parenting styles authoritative, permissive, and neglectful are associated with the adolescent ways of coping with stress (productive and unproductive) and of these, in turn, with the type of relationships that the adolescent develops with their peers (attachment, victimization or aggression).There are several studies that stress the importance of parenting styles in relation to how adolescent cope with stress (Chang, Schwartz, Dodge, & McBride-Chang, 2003; Dusek & Danko, 1994; Gómez-Ortiz, Romera, & Ortega-Ruiz, 2016; Lamborn, Mounts, Steinberg, & Dornbusch, 1991; Pinquart, 2017; Wang, Chen, Chen, Cui, & Li, 2006; Zhou , Eisenberg, Wang, & Reiser, 2004) and of the effect of that on adolescent peer relationships (e.g. Ladd & Pettit, 2002; Author, Moreno, & Sacchi, 2011; Wang et al., 2015). However, there are few studies that look into the relationship between adolescent ways of coping with the type of relationships that these have with their peers, and even less of those that analyse the relationships between parenting styles, adolescent ways of coping and type of relationship with peers, taking into account the adolescent gender.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Based on previous research on parenting styles, adolescent ways of coping and peer relationships, the aim of this study is to analyse a model that postulates that authoritative, neglectful and permissive parenting styles are related to a particular way of coping that stimulate the development of different kinds of peer relationships. This study would contribute to the literature in the following: First, we provide an integrated model of the relationships between parenting styles, different ways of coping (productive and unproductive) and different kind of relationships adolescents-peers. Second, we analyse the moderator role of coping in the relationship between authoritative, neglectful and permissive parenting styles with kind of adolescent peer relationships. Such analyses will contribute to highlight the importance of parenting styles and adolescent coping in the explanation of the development of different kinds of peer relationships. Third, we analyse the specific role of low control parenting styles, permissive and neglectful, in the development of adaptive or maladaptive coping, and in the kind of adolescent peer relationships. This analysis will contribute to clarify the importance of parental low control both when accompanied by parental acceptance or by parental rejection. 
Authoritative, permissive and neglectful parenting styles, adolescent ways of coping and peer relationships 
Evidence exists that parenting styles influence the development and well-being of children and adolescents (Broderick & Blewitt, 2003; Fatima, Dawood, & Munir, 2020; Perez-Gramaje, Garcia, Reyes, Serra, & Garcia, 2019). 
According to Baumrind (1966) parenting styles are based on two important dimensions: the control that parents have over their children (parental demandingness) and the extent to which they respond to the needs of children (parental responsiveness). From the combination of both arise three parenting styles: authoritative (high demandingness and low responsiveness), permissive (low demandingness and high responsiveness), and authoritative (moderate demandingness and moderate responsiveness). Maccoby and Martin (1983) proposed a fourth style defined by lack of responsiveness and control, called uninvolved or neglectful parenting (Author, Lemos, & Vargas, 2013).
Several studies have been conducted to analyse the relationship between parenting styles and coping in children and adolescents. In general, authoritative parenting would be deemed to facilitate adaptive coping as the logical analysis of the situation, the cognitive restructuring (as the situation cannot be modified, it can be made more manageable) and the action taken on the problem. On the contrary, authoritative parents characterized by high demandingness in relative absence of responsiveness would give little support generating maladaptive coping in the children like cognitive evasion, search of alternative gratification (a way to avoid acting on the threat) and generalised inhibition or paralysis (Lamborn et al., 1991; Author, 2005; Wang et al., 2006). 
Even though most of the mentioned research has analysed the relation between authoritative and authoritarian parenting styles and coping, only a few have delved into the permissive or indulgent and neglectful styles and in particular the differences between them at their influence on the adolescent coping style and their relationship with their peers.  Indeed, indulgent parents have children with strong self-confidence but at the same time they report more substance abuse and school misbehaviour, and are less engaged in school (Lamborn et al.,1991). On the other hand, Lamborn et al. (1991) state the need to distinguish between permissive and neglectful parents as established by Maccoby and Martin (1983). As for Steinberg, Blatt‐Eisengart, and Cauffman (2006) and Mesurado and Author (2011), they state that the adolescents who describe their parents as negligent are less mature, less competent and more troubled than those who describe their parents as authoritative, while those who come from authoritarian homes work consistently better than those who come from indulgent homes. This pattern, they say, stays the same through ethnicity and gender. Due to the scarcity of research that study the permissive and negligent styles on coping and its consequences on the relationships of adolescents with their peers our aim is to analyse these two styles in particular. 
Parenting styles have also been related to adolescent peer relationships. (Ladd & Pettit, 2002; Author, 2011). It has been found that authoritative parenting was in general positively related to aggression and negatively so to peer acceptance and social skills, while authoritative parenting was positively related to social adjustment. On the other hand, poor quality parenting like hardness, low warmth and inadequate control, increase the probability of having little cooperative and antisocial children (Zhan-Waxler, Shirtcliff, & Marcearu, 2008). At the same time parenting styles of fathers and mothers would predict social adjustment differently. While maternal warmth was associated with emotional adjustment, that of the father was related to social and school achievement. In addition, only the father's indulgence predicted children's social adjustment difficulties (Chen, Liu, & Li, 2000). For this reason, we will separately study the relation between the style of the father and the style of the mother and the relationships established with peers.
Because different studies identify different styles of peer relationships, such as attachment, victimization, and aggression (e.g. Wang et al., 2015), we will analyse the relationship between parenting styles and these different kinds of peer relationships.
Bullying is one of the forms of aggression toward the peers. While direct bullying implies physical and verbal aggression, indirect bullying refers to relational aggression (Shetgiri, 2013), which is defined as behaviours directed at hurting others through the manipulation of relationships, social status, and feelings of belonging or acceptance (Crick & Grotpeter, 1995). In the case of victimization, there is also a subtype of it, relational victimization, which is characterized by being the object of peers’ relational aggression, aimed at hurting others by intentionally damaging them or by manipulating relationships or by threatening with destroying those relationships (Crick et al., 2001). Some of the victimized children are oppositional and aggressive (Xu, Farver, Schwartz, & Chang, 2003) and often victimised because their aggressive behaviour annoys their peers.  Different studies maintain that relational and physical aggression predict peer rejection (e.g., Crick et al., 2006; Schwartz, Unger, Zamboanga, & Szapocznik, 2010; Tseng, Banny, Kawabata, Crick, & Gau, 2013) and that peer rejection is associated with relational and physical victimization (e.g., Crick et al., 1999). Finally, Underwood, Beron, and Rosen (2009) indicated that relational aggressive behaviours tend to increase during the early to middle years of high school. 
A protective factor that appeared reducing victimization and relational aggression was parental monitoring (Leadbeater, Banister, Ellis, & Yeung, 2008). It was more likely that the victims and those who both bully and are victims (bully/victims) were exposed to negative parenting behaviour that included abuse and neglect and maladaptive parenting (de Ossorno, Babarro, Georgieva, & Toldos, 2017). The factors that appeared to be protective against peer victimization were positive parenting behaviour including good communication of parents with the child, warm and affectionate relationship, parental involvement and support, and parental supervision (Lereya, Samara, &Wolke, 2013). Also, the boys and girls who less involved in bullying are those who maintain a high perception of parental support, acceptance, or dedication (Baldry & Farrington, 2005; Ok & Aslan, 2010), while the adolescents more likely to display aggressive behaviours are those that perceive little support or describe their parents as authoritarian and punitive (Baldry & Farrington, 2000; Kawabata, Alink, Tsen, Van Ijzendoorn, & Crick, 2011). In a similar way, a close relationship has been found between the quality of communication between father and child and the problems of victimization and violent school conduct, revealing that those adolescents that perceive negative communication with their father have a greater chance of involvement in school violence (Estévez, Murgui, Moreno, & Musitu, 2007; Estévez, Musitu, & Herrero, 2005).
Despite the existing evidence of the relationship between parenting styles and the kind of adolescent relationships with their peers, we thought important to analyse the moderator role of the kind of coping developed by the adolescents, as we hypothesize that the way the adolescent reacts to the threat would condition the response of the peers and therefore how they relate to each other.
Steaming from these theoretical and empirical precedents the aim of the present study is to analyse the relationship between the authoritative, permissive and negligent parenting styles of the father and the mother separately and the adolescent ways of coping with the threat (adaptive and maladaptive coping) and these in turn to the kind of relationship with their peers (attachment, victimization or aggression) in three waves which range from early-mid adolescence to late adolescence and by gender.

Method
Participants
Participants are 500 Spanish adolescents who participated in a three-wave longitudinal study in Valencia, Spain. They were randomly chosen from 11 public and private schools in the Valencia metropolitan area. Finally, 417 adolescents fully completed all three surveys. The final sample consisted of 192 boys and 225 girls. In the first wave, adolescents were either in the third year of secondary school (81 boys and 85 girls) or the fourth year of secondary school (111 boys and 140 girls). The mean age in the first wave was 14.70 (SD = 0.68; range = 13–16 years). 
Most adolescents came from two-parent households where parents were married (83.7% married; 13.2% divorced). In terms of educational attainment, 21.8% of mothers had less than a secondary school diploma, 42.2% had a secondary school diploma or equivalent and 30.7% had some university education. Similarly, 24% of fathers had less than a high school diploma, 41% had a high school diploma or equivalent and 28.7% had some university education. Most students self-identified themselves as being from Spain (86.6%). Small percentages of the remaining students self-identified themselves as being from Latin America (e.g., 3.4% from Ecuador, 2% from Colombia and 1.1% from Bolivia) and Eastern European countries (e.g., 1.7% from Romania).
Procedure
We obtained parental consent and the approval from the School Council. Participation by students was voluntary; students were free to decline to participate. The survey was applied collectively in the classroom by trained researchers with a 50 minutes maximum duration. The annual assessments took place in three successive years during the first trimester of the school year. The study followed all ethical guidelines, respecting respondents’ anonymity for both data collection and data analysis. This research had a favourable response from the University Ethics Committee.
Measures
Consistent with prior approaches to operationalizing responsive and demanding parenting dimensions (Simons & Conger, 2007), adolescents’ third grade reports of parenting were previously used to identify parenting styles based on the dimensions of parental responsiveness (i.e., high acceptance and low harshness) and demandingness (i.e., high consistent discipline, and monitoring).
To define authoritative style we used adolescents’ reports of mothers’ and fathers’ acceptance and moderated monitoring, to define permissive style we used adolescents’ reports of mothers’ and fathers’ acceptance and low control or extreme autonomy, and to define negligent style low acceptance and low control or extreme autonomy. Acceptance, moderated monitoring and extreme autonomy were assessed using the Child Report of Parental Behaviour Inventory (CRPBI; Schaefer, 1965; Author, Cortés, Author, Nácher, & Tur, 2006). This instrument evaluates the child’s perceptions of the relationships with the child’s mother and father. Example items are, ‘He (she) smiles at me many times’, ‘He (she) often praises me’ and ‘He (she) is always trying to change me’. Participants indicated their agreement with each statement using a three-point scale (completely agree, sometimes, completely disagree). Students responded once thinking of their father and once thinking of their mother. For this study, we selected two factors from the instrument. The first factor was support, communication and moderated monitoring, which describes relationships based on feelings of emotional support from the father and mother, the sending of messages of affect and support, encouragement of autonomy based on discipline, and good communication between parents and children. The second factor was extreme autonomy, which describes relationships based on extreme laisser-faire, complete freedom without rules or limits. The scales had acceptable indices of reliability for all three evaluations (W1, W2 and W3, respectively – support, communication and moderate control mother: alpha = .88; .90; .91 and father alpha = .89; .90; .92; extreme autonomy mother alpha = .80; .76; .79 and father alpha = .78; .80; .78).
Coping Scale for Adolescents (Frydenberg, & Lewis, 1991; Pereña & Seisdedos, 1997). It evaluates how the 12 to 18-year-old adolescent faces his/her problems in general. In particular, 18 different coping strategies which can be classified in three basic coping styles: 1) Directed to solving the problem. It comprises a series of strategies directed to modifying the problematic situation to make it less stressful, such as looking for relaxing activities, physical distraction, making and effort and being successful, focusing on the positive and concentrating on solving the problem (alfa =.76). 2) Coping focused on the relationship with others. It comprises strategies such as looking for spiritual support, investing in close friends, looking for professional help, looking for social support, looking for social action and belonging (alfa =.85) and 3) Unproductive coping.  It gathers strategies related to self-blame, getting one’s hopes up, ignoring the problem, lack of coping, worrying, keeping it to oneself and reducing of tension (alfa =.81).
Peer Attachment (from the Inventory of Parent and Peer Attachment by Armsden & Greenberg, 1987). This instrument evaluates behavioural and affective/cognitive dimensions related to peer attachment. Example items are, ‘My friends respect my feelings’, ‘I tell my friends about my problems and issues’, ‘If my friends know that something is worrying me, they ask me about it’. Cronbach’s alpha for this instrument was .75 at W1, .83 at W2 and .84 at W3.
Victimization (from the Kit at School, Buhs, McGinley, & Toland, 2010). In this study, 6 items have been used to collect the three victimization factors described in the Buhs et al. (2010) scale that refer to relational victimization: refers to behaviours that seek to harm through "intentional manipulation and damage to the relationship between peers", manifests: includes physical (e.g., beating) and verbal (e.g. insults) behaviours aimed at directly damaging others; and social exclusion. Students have to answer in a Likert scale of 5 alternatives (1 = "almost never", 3 = sometimes and 5 = "almost always"). Examples of items are: How often do peers in your school: "make fun of you or insult you (manifest)”; say bad things about you to other kids at school?" (Relational), "not invite you to a party or social gathering? (Social exclusion)." Cronbach’s alpha for this study was .70 at W1, .78 at W2 and .81 at W3.
Physical and Verbal Aggression Scale (Caprara & Pastorelli, 1993; Del Barrio, Moreno, &López, 2001). This instrument uses 20 items to evaluate behaviours that harm others physically or verbally. Respondents indicate the frequency with which the behaviour in each statement occurs (often, sometimes, never). Example items are, ‘I hit, kick and punch’ and ‘I threaten others’. Cronbach’s alpha for this study was .81 at W1, .82 at W2 and .83 at W3).
Statistical procedure
First, SPSS 22 was used to calculate means and standard deviations. Correlation analysis was carried out to test the relationships among variables. Finally, structural equations modelling (SEM) in AMOS 17.0 (SPSS Inc., 2007, Arbuckle, 2008) was employed to explore the proposed models. The following goodness-of-fit indices were used: chi-square, chi-square divided by degrees of freedom (2/d.f.), goodness-of-fit index (GFI), and Bentler comparative fit index (CFI). Root mean residual (RMR) and root mean square error of approximation (RMSEA) were used to measure error. 
Descriptive statistics and correlations
Descriptive statistics and correlations among parenting styles, coping and peer relationships, variables corresponding to W1, W2, and W3 are presented in Table 1
Table 1 
Descriptive and correlations
	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11

	1.Authoritative
MotherW1
	---
	.65**
	.07
	-.03
	-.29***
	-.25***
	.25***
	.06
	.24***
	-.05
	-.14**

	2.Authoritative
Father W1
	
	---
	-.04
	.03
	-.27**
	-.39**
	.21**
	-.12*
	.22***
	-.14**
	-.19***

	3.Permissive
Mother W1
	
	
	---
	.60***
	-.02
	.23***
	.13**
	.07
	.06
	-.01
	.02

	4.Permissive
Father W1
	
	
	
	---
	.02
	.33***
	.09
	.05
	.00
	.05
	.12

	5.Neglectful
Mother W1
	
	
	
	
	---
	.65***
	-.15**
	.03
	-.19***
	.04
	.12*

	6.Neglectful
F. W1              
	
	
	
	
	
	---
	-.06
	.09
	-.16***
	.11*
	.22***

	7.Productive 
Coping W2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	---
	.11*
	.19***
	-.00
	-.09

	8.Unproductive
Coping W2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	---
	-.22***
	.18***
	.16***

	9. Peer Attachment W3
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	---
	-.16**
	-.22***

	10. Peer Victimization W3
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	---
	-.30***

	11. Peer Aggressiveness. W3
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	---

	M (SD)
	2.22 (.39)
	2.10 (.41)
	1.60 (.34)
	1.61 (.37)
	1.42
(.37)
	1.47 (.36)
	3.30 (.41)
	2.45
(.43)
	3.74 (.58)
	1.87
(.36)
	1.29
(.25)


Note: W1 = Wave 1; W2 = Wave 2 and W3 = Wave 3; 
* p < .05; ** p < .01

Structural Equation Model
Models were run separately for mother´s parenting style and father´s parenting style and for adolescent peer attachment, victimization, and aggressiveness (See Table 2 and Table 3). The models included direct relations among parenting styles W1, kind of coping W2, and kind of peer relationships W3. Direct paths from parenting styles W1 and kind of peer relationships W3 were also included. 
In all models, the error variance of exogenous parenting styles were allowed to correlate.
Main Model Findings
The different models fit the data well (see Table 2).
Table 2 
Fit indexes corresponding to the models 
	Models 
	χ2
	p
	df
	χ2  /df
	GFI
	CFI
	RMR
	RMSEA

	1
	7.80
	.020
	2
	3.90
	.99
	.94
	.01
	.08

	2
	8.91
	.012
	2
	4.46
	.99
	.91
	.01
	.09

	3
	7.80
	.020
	2
	3.90
	.99
	.89
	.01
	.08

	4
	8.91
	.012
	2
	4.46
	.99
	.87
	.01
	.09

	5
	7.80
	.020
	2
	3.90
	.99
	.90
	.01
	.08

	6
	8.91
	.012
	2
	4.46
	.99
	.89
	.01
	.09

	7
	6.89
	.032
	2
	3.44
	.99
	.96
	.01
	.07

	8
	10.55
	.005
	2
	5.27
	.99
	.94
	.01
	.10

	9
	6.89
	.032
	2
	3.44
	.99
	.94
	.01
	.08

	10
	10.55
	.005
	2
	5.28
	.99
	.93
	.01
	.10

	11
	6.89
	.032
	2
	3.44
	.99
	.95
	.01
	.08

	12
	10.55
	.005
	2
	5.28
	.99
	.93
	.01
	.10


Note: Model 1 Authoritative and permissive mother W1 – ways of coping W2- peer attachment W3 ; Model 2 Authoritative and permissive father W1 – ways of coping W2- peer attachment W3; Model 3 Authoritative and permissive motherW1 – ways of coping W2- victimization W3; Model 4 Authoritative and permissive father W1– ways of coping W2- victimization W3; Model 5 Authoritative and permissive motherW1 – ways of coping W2- aggressiveness W3; Model 6 Authoritative and permissive father W1 – ways of coping W2- aggressiveness W3; Model 7 Authoritative and negligent mother W1 – ways of coping W2- peer attachment W3 ; Model 8 Authoritative and negligent fatherW1 – ways of coping W2- peer attachment W3; Model 9 Authoritative and negligent motherW1 – ways of coping W2- victimization W3; Model 10  Authoritative and negligent father W1– ways of coping W2- victimization W3 ; Model 11 Authoritative and negligent mother W1 – ways of coping W2- aggressiveness W3; Model 12 Authoritative and negligent father W1 – ways of coping W2- aggressiveness W3;



Table 3 
Paths corresponding to the models 
	
	Productive coping W2
	Unproductive coping
W2
	Peer attachment W3

	Authoritative Mother W1
	.25***
	-.06
	.19***

	Permissive Mother  W1
	             .11**
	
	                  .04

	Productive Coping W2
	
	
	.16***

	Unproductive Coping W2
	
	
	-.23***

	Authoritative Father W1
	.21***
	   -.12**
	.16***

	Permissive Father  W1
	             .09
	
	                  .00

	Productive Coping W2
	
	
	 .18***

	Unproductive Coping W2
	
	
	-.22***

	
	
	
	Victimization W3

	Authoritative Mother W1
	             .25***
	-.06
	                 -.04

	Permissive Mother  W1
	.11**
	
	                 -.02

	Productive Coping W2
	
	
	                 -.01

	Unproductive Coping W2
	
	
	.18***

	Authoritative Father W1
	.21***
	-.12**
	-.12**

	Permissive Father  W1
	            .09
	
	                   .04

	Productive Coping W2
	
	
	                   .00

	Unproductive Coping W2
	
	
	  .17***

	
	
	
	Aggressiveness W3

	Authoritative Mother W1
	.25***
	                -.06
	                 -.12**

	Permissive Mother  W1
	            .11**
	
	                  .03

	Productive Coping W2
	
	
	                 -.08

	Unproductive Coping W2
	
	
	.16***

	Authoritative Father W1
	.21***
	-.12**
	-.16***

	Permissive Father  W1
	             .09
	
	.12**

	Productive Coping W2
	
	
	                 -.08

	Unproductive Coping W2
	
	
	.14**

	
	
	
	Peer attachment W3

	Authoritative Mother W1
	.23***
	-.06
	   .16***

	Neglecting Mother  W1
	            -.08
	
	 -.11**

	Productive Coping W2
	
	
	   .16***

	Unproductive Coping W2
	
	
	  -.22***

	Authoritative Father W1
	.23***
	-.12**
	   .13**

	Neglecting Father  W1
	             .03
	
	                   -.07

	Productive Coping W2
	
	
	    .18***

	Unproductive Coping W2
	
	
	   -.21***

	
	
	
	Victimization W3

	Authoritative Mother W1
	.23***
	-.06
	-.03

	Neglecting Mother  W1
	            -.08
	
	  .02

	Productive Coping W2
	
	
	                   -.01

	Unproductive Coping W2
	
	
	     .18***

	Authoritative Father W1
	.23***
	   -.12***
	-.10

	Neglecting Father  W1
	            -.08
	
	  .06

	Productive Coping W2
	
	
	  .00

	Unproductive Coping W2
	
	
	      .17***

	
	
	
	Aggressivenes W3

	Authoritative Mother W1
	.23***
	-.06
	-.09

	Neglecting Mother  W1
	            -.08
	
	 .08

	Productive Coping W2
	
	
	-.07

	Unproductive Coping W2
	
	
	     .16***

	Authoritative Father W1
	.23***
	   -.12**
	-.10

	Neglecting Father  W1
	             .03
	
	      .16***

	Productive Coping W2
	
	
	 -.07

	Unproductive Coping W2
	
	
	    .14**


Note: W1 = Wave 1; W2 = Wave 2 and W3 = Wave 3; 
* p < .05; ** p < .01; *** p < .001


To examine gender differences in the hypothesized models, we carried out multigroup analyses. Chi-square difference test allowed us to analyse significant change in the chi-square statistic for a model that constrained the paths to be equal across genders.
In testing adolescent gender differences, the unconstrained model and the constrained model were similar in most models, except in model 3 and model 9 (see Table 4)
Table 4
χ2 Differences in all models according to gender
	Models 
	Δ χ2
	df
	p

	1
	13.86
	8
	.10

	2
	12.00
	8
	.11

	3
	18.84
	8
	.02

	4
	13.99
	8
	.10

	5
	9.08
	8
	.18

	6
	7.32
	8
	.20

	7
	12.92
	8
	.10

	8
	13.17
	8
	.10

	9
	17.07
	8
	.05

	10
	12.20
	8
	.12

	11
	10.63
	8
	.16

	12
	5.65
	8
	.22


Note: Significant differences in bold
Following the initial multigroup analysis, we examined the critical ratios for differences between parameters between groups, with a z-score ≥ 1.96 considered significantly different.  In examining pairwise comparisons, in model 3 (Authoritative and permissive motherW1 – ways of coping W2- victimization W3) the path unproductive coping- victimization resulted significant for boys (β = .32) and non-significant for girls (β =.07), z = 2.95, p = .002. Also, in model 9 (Authoritative and negligent motherW1 – ways of coping W2- victimization W3) the path unproductive coping- victimization resulted significant for boys (β =.30) and non-significant for girls (β =.10), z = 2.95, p =.002.
Discussion
There are few studies about the specific relationship between parenting styles characterised by low control (whether together with acceptance or permissive style or with low acceptance or negligent style) and the different ways adolescents face threats and with the relationships developed with peers. This is the reason why we were interested in delving into these relationships. On the other hand, even though there is evidence of an existing relationship between the parenting styles and the relationship that adolescents establish with their peers, we have hypothesised that the coping style of adolescents would be a moderator variable (Baron & Kenny,1986) between parenting styles and relationship with peers.
To analyse how all these variables interacted with each other, we built a theoretical model. In early adolescence, the support given by the family has the upmost importance and it relates to a particular way, productive or unproductive, to solve problems. The way in which adolescents face threats will also, later on, have an effect in their relationships with peers which are the ones the adolescents value most and have more influence on them (e.g. Jenkins, Goodnes, & Buhrmester, 2002). This is why we have carried out a longitudinal study in three waves which range from mid adolescence to late adolescence, to observe how these variables interact in the different waves. We have also hypothesised that there would be differences between male and female adolescents.
The results show that, authoritative parenting style is positively related to productive coping, characterised by being oriented to problem solving using the strategies of analysis, seeking of affective and instrumental support and direct action on the problem. At the same time the authoritative parenting style is negatively related to unproductive coping, characterised by evasion or paralysis, which do not achieve the reduction of the threat because they do not resolve the problem. In all cases, the authoritative style, in particular of the father, prevent unproductive coping, which in turn fosters victimisation and aggression as the ways the adolescents relate to their peers. On the other hand, the authoritative parenting style is directly related to a secure attachment bond of the adolescent to his/her peers and indirectly through productive coping. Finally, acceptance by the parents which together with lack of control characterises permissiveness protects the adolescent from victimisation, while the authoritative style of both parents protects the adolescent from both victimisation and aggression. With regards to permissiveness, unlike with parents’ negligence, it relates to productive coping, which also relates to a relationship of attachment to peers. On the contrary, the mother’s negligence relates in a negative way to the attachment bond of the adolescent to his/her peers. Lastly, both permissiveness and negligence foster aggressiveness of the adolescent towards his/her peers.
As was expected and in agreement with the literature (Leadbeater et al., 2008; Lereya et al., 2013) adolescents with an authoritative mother and father are more likely to develop attachment to peers and less likely to be victimized or aggressive towards peers. This is due to the expression of warmth, caring and worry to cover the needs of their children, while maintaining a moderate control accepted by the children as an expression of caring (Author, 2007), which generates a positive attachment model that would come into being in the different social relationships in particular those with their peers. At the same time our results, in agreement with those of the other authors, indicate that this kind of parental attachment protects the adolescent from developing bad relationships with peers like aggression or victimisation (Leadbeater et al., 2008). In the case of the permissive style, we have found that it relates positively and significantly with aggression to peers, while negligence not only relates to aggression but also negatively to peer attachment. Given that the permissive style is characterised by lack of control which, even joined by caring, can be perceived as carelessness to answer the needs of the child, it would generate an insecure attachment which would be expressed as poor inner control and a more impulsive behaviour. Parents who tend to have children with a higher orientation of inner control are those who offer a stimulant family environment, who respond consistently and forcefully to their children’s behaviour, as well as those who promote independence and self-reliance, use more inductive disciplinary techniques and relate emotionally in a comforting manner. On the contrary, parents’ permissiveness are linked to adolescent intrusive interactions, aggressive in many cases.  It is possible that, since due to believes and cultural practices, more protection and response to the needs of the child is expected of the mother than of the father, and that the negligence of the mother has more consequences for the functioning of the adolescent than the negligence of the father.  
With regards to coping, it has demonstrated to be, as we hypothesised, a moderator variable, as the authoritative parenting style relates to productive coping which in turn relates in a direct and significant way to an attachment relationship to peers by the adolescent, and inversely to relationships of victimisation and aggression. At the same time, the authoritative style relates negatively to unproductive coping, which in turn relates in a negative way to adolescent peer attachment and in a positive way to victimisation and aggression
Finally, when the influence of gender has been analysed, it has been found that significant differences between males and females are shown only in the models that include the relationship style of victimisation, finding that in both model 3 Authoritative and permissive motherW1 – ways of coping W2- victimization W3, and model 9 Authoritative and negligent motherW1 – ways of coping W2- victimization W3, the only path with a significantly different result was unproductive coping-victimization, where the males reached significantly higher values than the females. These results would indicate that only in the case of the males the unproductive coping leads to victimisation as this would arise from a lack of care and affection on the part of the mother.
In summary, the authoritative parenting style relates to a positive coping with threats on the part of the adolescent, which in turn relates to a relationship of attachment to peers and which prevents victimisation and aggression. Negligence as parenting style is more detrimental than permissiveness, as it relates negatively to attachment relationships of the adolescent with his/her parents and it does not contribute to productive coping where permissiveness does. Nevertheless, both parenting styles characterised by lack of control increase aggressiveness in adolescents. Coping acts as a moderator variable fostering, when it is productive, relationships of attachment to peers and, when it is unproductive, victimisation and aggression. Finally, gender is only significant in the cases of victimisation and permissive or negligent parenting style of the mother, with regards to the relationship to unproductive coping which leads to victimisation only in the males.
Strengths, limitations and future lines of work
This article presents a model that integrates the different kinds of attachment with the significant others, fathers and mothers, and the moderator action of coping with a threat, from early-mid adolescence to late adolescence in males and females. We have also analysed the way in which authoritative, permissive and negligent parenting styles from both parents, separately, act on the development of productive or unproductive coping on the part of the adolescent and on the relationship of attachment to peers or on the contrary their aggression and victimisation. We have studied in particular the negligent and permissive styles which, especially in the case of negligence, have demonstrated to have very negative consequences on the development of adolescent relationships with peers, having a predictor role of aggression and victimisation of the adolescent. We have also verified the hypothesised moderator role of coping between parenting styles and the quality of the adolescent attachment to peers.
A limitation of the present study is that it analyses mainly the end of early adolescence, mid adolescence and the beginning of late adolescence. Consequently it would be necessary in future research to analyse the relationships studied here in a period ranging from preadolescence to the end of late adolescence. On the other hand, the present research was carried out in a specific culture. Collecting data from more diverse samples including different cultural contexts should be considered in the future.
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