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Abstract
Parental self-efficacy (PSE) is an essential predictor of parenting practices and child development. The 
content-specificity of PSE is not well understood: Previous studies are based on either measure of general 
parental self-efficacy or task-specific parental self-efficacy but not measures of both constructs. Thus, we 
do not know how both constructs are related. With data from the “AQuaFam” study, we compared four-
factor models to investigate the structure of PSE. It was a priority whether (1) task-specific and general 
PSE could be assessed separately or (2) be mapped in a hierarchical model with task-specific PSE factors 
and a superordinate factor of general PSE. A Chi-square test shows no significant model improvement, 
which indicates general and task-specific PSE being separate dimensions. US studies suggest that low-income 
parents, migrants, or parents with a lower educational status experience lower PSE. To adequately support 
these parents, we need to know whether differences according to families’ background characteristics occur 
in task-specific and general PSE beliefs. We tested general PSE and PSE in four parenting tasks for differences 
according to families’ background characteristics. Parents with a university degree they were self-efficacious 
in communicating responsible media use than parents without a university degree. Parents with a non-
German family language they were self-efficacious in communicating a responsible media use, caring for a 
sick child, and in their general PSE compared to parents with German as a family language. The results of the 
group differences are discussed in the context of how to support different parent groups.

Keywords
early education, families, parent beliefs, parental self-efficacy, perceptions/beliefs

Corresponding author:
Juliane Gessulat, Department of Education and Psychology, Freie Universität Berlin, Habelschwerdter Allee 45, Berlin 
14195, Germany. 
Email: juliane.gessulat@fu-berlin.de

1164133 ECR0010.1177/1476718X231164133Journal of Early Childhood ResearchGessulat et al.
research-article2023

Article

https://uk.sagepub.com/en-gb/journals-permissions
https://journals.sagepub.com/home/ecr
mailto:juliane.gessulat@fu-berlin.de


Gessulat et al. 225

Parental self-efficacy is an essential predictor of parenting practices and child development 
(Albanese et al., 2019; Ardelt and Eccles, 2001; Bubic et al., 2021; Jones and Prinz, 2005; 
Wittkowski et al., 2017). Specifically, parents with higher parental self-efficacy engage more fre-
quently in home learning activities and show more appreciation and warmth in parent-child inter-
actions (Bojczyk et al., 2018; Glatz and Trifan, 2019; Jones and Prinz, 2005). However, the 
construct of parental self-efficacy and, in particular, its content-specificity is not well understood: 
Parental self-efficacy can either refer to parents’ general perception of how well they judge them-
selves in their role as parents (Gärtner et al., 2018), or it can refer to a specific parental task such 
as supporting healthy dietary and physical activity behaviors (Bohman et al., 2016). Previous stud-
ies are mostly based on either measure of general parental self-efficacy or task-specific parental 
self-efficacy but not measures of both constructs. These studies do not attempt to put the two con-
structs into relation to each other. Thus, we do not know how both constructs are related. Answering 
this question is essential for the construct validity of parental-self-efficacy. The comprehension of 
parental self-efficacy is not only important for research but also relevant for educational practice. 
Therefore, this information might also be relevant for family support programs, which often aim at 
improving parental self-efficacy (Freiberg et al., 2014; Mouton et al., 2018; Sanders, 1999; Sanders 
and Woolley, 2005). Low parental self-efficacy can be found among parents with a low educational 
level, low income, or a family language different from the national language (Ardelt and Eccles, 
2001; Elder et al., 1995; Peacock-Chambers et al., 2017), which is also why many programs focus 
on these parents (Ardelt and Eccles, 2001; Wittkowski et al., 2016). To adequately support these 
parents, we need to know whether differences according to families’ background characteristics 
also occur in task-specific parental self-efficacy beliefs and—if so—in which of these parenting 
tasks background characteristics matter the most. Therefore, this article addresses these research 
gaps and focuses on two questions: (1) How can the structure of parental self-efficacy be mapped? 
(2) Do parents differ in their general and task-specific self-efficacy according to specific back-
ground characteristics of families?

We did secondary analyses using data from the study “AQuaFam” that followed the family sup-
port program “Chancenreich.” Thus, the given study design of “AQuaFam” limits the selection of 
the task-specific parental self-efficacy measures.

Literature review

Parental self-efficacy

Parental self-efficacy describes the parental belief of one’s efficaciousness to influence their child 
and its environment in such a way that it promotes child development (Ardelt and Eccles, 2001). 
The construct is based on Bandura’s (1977) understanding of self-efficacy, which describes it as the 
confidence in one’s ability to execute certain behaviors successfully. According to social cognitive 
learning theory, self-efficacy is decisive for human motivation and action (Bandura, 1994). With a 
high amount of self-efficacy, people tend to see difficult situations as challenges and show more 
stamina and less negative emotional arousal in the face of stress (Jerusalem and Mittag, 1995). 
Empirical findings also show positive relations of parental self-efficacy with parenting competence, 
children’s adaptation, and negative relationships with children’s problem behavior (Albanese et al., 
2019; Bandura, 1997; Jones and Prinz, 2005; Stiévenart and Martinez Perez, 2021).

Parental self-efficacy is often referred to as parental self-regulation, parental competence, 
parental self-concept, self-confidence or self-esteem, or concepts are used synonymously (Coleman 
and Karraker, 1998; De Montigny and Lacharite, 2005; Hamilton et al., 2015; Hess et al., 2004; 
Wittkowski et al., 2017). However, a conceptual analysis of the literature from 1980 to 2000 
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showed that these concepts describe different constructs and have different precursors and effects 
(De Montigny and Lacharite, 2005). For example, parental competence is a precursor of parental 
self-efficacy (Coleman and Karraker, 2000; De Montigny and Lacharite, 2005). Self-confidence is 
compared to self-efficacy more stable over time and situation-independent (Glidewell and Livert, 
1992). Self-efficacy is further distinguished from the more general construct of self-concept, which 
is more past-oriented and stable over time (Bong and Skaalvik, 2003).

Research on parental self-efficacy for parents of preschool children is mainly conducted in 
English-speaking countries (Coleman and Karraker, 1998), both for the development of measures 
and research on the relation to families’ background characteristics (Albanese et al., 2019; Ardelt 
and Eccles, 2001; De Montigny and Lacharite, 2005; Elder et al., 1995; Holloway et al., 2019; 
Jones and Prinz, 2005; Peacock-Chambers et al., 2017; Sanders, 1999; Sanders and Woolley, 2005; 
Wittkowski et al., 2017). In German-speaking countries, there have been few empirical studies 
specifically on parental self-efficacy. Examples for these few are the works of Kliem et al. (2014) 
and Gärtner et al. (2018). However, educational goals—and beliefs—differ from country to coun-
try and from culture to culture (Chao and Kanatsu, 2008; Gerhards and Hölscher, 2003; Herwartz-
Emden, 2003). According to the eco-social model of development (Keller and Kärtner, 2013), 
parental perceptions of adequate child development, parenting behavior, and socialization goals 
vary according to cultural mindset, which depends on the eco-social context. For example, 
European American parents exhibited less behavioral control behavior than other groups, such as 
Latinos (Chao and Kanatsu, 2008). Within Germany, too, culture-specific differences in parenting 
beliefs are found, for example, for families with a Turkish immigration background and those 
without an immigration background (Döge, 2015). Since this study assesses family language, the 
aforementioned differences cannot be transferred but might hint to differences according to family 
language and families’ cultural background. Additionally, demands on children’s upbringing and 
education have increased, and parents face high expectations (Merkle and Wippermann, 2008). 
Due to the important role of parental self-efficacy with educational behavior and goals, which are 
context-dependent, further research on parental self-efficacy is also needed in Germany.

The structure of parental self-efficacy

Due to various theoretical approaches, some of which are inconsistent, the structure of parental self-
efficacy has not been finally clarified (Coleman and Karraker, 2000; Jones and Prinz, 2005). Parental 
self-efficacy is seen here as self-efficacy in the domain of parenting. Theoretically, two specificity 
levels can be distinguished: (1) general parental self-efficacy and (2) task-specific parental self-effi-
cacy. There are different approaches to the measurement of general parental self-efficacy and task-
specific parent self-efficacy. General parental self-efficacy is assessed either through measuring 
parent’s global assessment of their efficacy expectations to parent children (e.g. “What I do has little 
influence on the behavior of my child,” Campis et al., 1986), whereby this can also be referred to as 
domain-general parental self-efficacy. Another approach to assessing general parental self-efficacy 
stems from the summary of task-specific measurements resulting in a multidimensional index (see 
Bandura et al., 1996). This is also referred to as domain-specific parental self-efficacy. Task-specific 
parental self-efficacy can be assessed either by using individual questions to a specific parenting task 
(e.g. “I feel comfortable with my ability to respond well when an emergency occurs in which my 
child’s physical well-being is at risk,” Coleman and Karraker, 2003) or through a set of questions on 
a parenting task, for example in caring for a sick child. The advantage of using task-specific items 
over generally formulated items is a higher informative value (Bandura, 1989), predictive validity 
(Črnčec et al., 2008; Wittkowski et al., 2017), and higher sensitivity to specific parental tasks and the 
children’s age (Marsh et al., 2002). Even when comparing domain-general with domain-specific 
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parental self-efficacy, Coleman and Karraker (2003) found that only the domain-specific scale was 
related to several child behavior outcomes, such as affection for the mother. Furthermore, the results 
indicated that the domains of the domain-specific scale are empirically distinguishable. Concerning 
task-specific parental self-efficacy, there are also findings which indicate that efficacy beliefs in dif-
ferent parenting tasks are empirically distinguishable (e.g. Ardelt and Eccles, 2001; Bohman et al., 
2013, 2014; Črnčec et al., 2008; Dennis and Faux, 1999). If parents are to be strengthened in their 
self-efficacy in specific parenting tasks, then these tasks should also be theoretically distinguishable 
from each other and general parental self-efficacy. It can be concluded that a distinction between 
parental self-efficacy on a general or task-specific level is essential for construct validity. So far, no 
study has tested (a) if the construct of general parental self-efficacy is empirically distinguishable 
from task-specific parental self-efficacy and (b) how the constructs of general and task-specific 
parental self-efficacy are related.

The present article intends to address this by comparing four different models: we examine (a) 
whether general and task-specific parental self-efficacy are distinguishable, (b) whether the factors 
of task-specific parental self-efficacy are empirically distinguishable, and (c) the relationship 
between general and task-specific parental self-efficacy. We also applied (d) a nested factor model 
for the latter: we assume that task-specific parental self-efficacy factors are nested within a higher-
order factor of general parental self-efficacy. Thus, the higher-order factor covers both general and 
task-specific parental self-efficacy. This would allow conclusions drawn from general parental 
self-efficacy to task-specific parental self-efficacy since general parental self-efficacy would also 
represent task-specific parental self-efficacy.

Differences in parental self-efficacy according to family characteristics

Parental self-efficacy is one crucial aspect that several family support programs focus on (Freiberg 
et al., 2014; Mouton et al., 2018; Sanders, 1999; Sanders and Woolley, 2005). To strengthen paren-
tal self-efficacy, parenting support programs developed various concepts. To adapt these programs 
to families’ different needs, it is necessary to generate more knowledge about which family char-
acteristics are related to parental self-efficacy to respond better to parents. Previous evidence sug-
gests that parents’ educational level, parents’ income, family language, and the child’s gender are 
linked to parental self-efficacy. We will discuss this in more detail in the following.

Education. Coleman and Karraker (2000) reported that mothers with a higher education level feel 
more self-efficacious in raising their children than mothers with a lower educational level. More 
specifically, parents with at least a high school degree felt significantly more efficacious in parent-
ing their child than parents without a high school degree (Peacock-Chambers et al., 2017).

Family language. In a study by Peacock-Chambers et al. (2017), English-speaking and US-born 
parents reported significantly higher self-efficacy than immigrants or Spanish-speaking parents in 
the US. In a study by Keels (2009), the parents’ primary language served as an indicator of fami-
lies’ acculturation. Additionally, parents’ primary language served to generate the variable of fami-
lies’ ethnic group category in this study. This points to a potential relationship between a family’s 
language use and the family’s ethnic background. Bandura (1989a) social cognitive theory and 
several studies (Boruszak-Kiziukiewicz and Kmita, 2020; Glatz and Trifan, 2019; Kiang et al., 
2017; Mendez et al., 2013) suggest that the (cultural) context influences parents’ attitudes, self-
efficacy, and parenting practices. A family’s language spoken at home or their ethnic background 
point to some part of their cultural heritage and influence the context they live in.
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Income. In a study by Coleman and Karraker (2000), mothers with higher incomes reported 
higher parental self-efficacy than mothers with lower incomes. In a Japanese-Korean compara-
tive study, Korean mothers’ and not Japanese mothers’ parental self-efficacy was significantly 
positively associated with household income (Holloway et al., 2016). Elder et al. (1995) found that 
economic burdens lead to perceived economic pressure, resulting in emotional stress and depres-
sive feelings. This contributed to decreased parental self-efficacy and less beneficial parenting 
strategies (Elder et al., 1995).

Children’s gender: Studies from the US show various findings concerning the relationship 
between children’s gender and parental self-efficacy. Coleman and Karraker (2000) found no sta-
tistically significant relationship between children’s gender and parental self-efficacy. In contrast, 
Wilson et al. (2014) found that children’s gender is marginally associated with parental self-effi-
cacy, suggesting that parents of girls have slightly higher self-efficacy than parents of boys.

In summary, the results show that parental self-efficacy differs according to families’ character-
istics. Concerning the relationships between parental self-efficacy and parenting practices described 
at the beginning of this paper, it becomes clear that strengthening parental self-efficacy, for exam-
ple, through family support programs, can mitigate direct effects of unfavorable family character-
istics, such as low socioeconomic status, on parenting practices (Coleman and Karraker, 1998; 
Wittkowski et al., 2016). However, most of these studies were conducted in English-speaking 
countries (cf. Ardelt and Eccles, 2001; Elder et al., 1995; Peacock-Chambers et al., 2017). Families 
and their environment’s characteristics often differ from those of parents in Germany regarding 
income, family language and cultural background, and health care system. There is a lack of 
research on the relationships between family characteristics and parental self-efficacy for families 
in the German context. Therefore it is vital to assess parental self-efficacy on a country-or culture-
specific basis. Also, these groups differ, for example, in their parenting style (Döge, 2015).

As presented above, families’ characteristics play a significant role in their parental self-effi-
cacy and for the design of family support programs. For the further development of local family 
support programs, evidence from Germany regarding parental self-efficacy differences according 
to the families’ characteristics is required.

Method

Study design and sampling

This study draws on data from the study “AQuaFam” (Anders et al., 2017). “AQuaFam” followed 
families who participated in the family support program “Chancenreich” and compared attending 
families to families who did not participate in the support program. The program was established 
by the Carina Foundation and the city of Herford. Chancenreich is an still ongoing, regional pro-
gram implemented in the German town Herford. Any family with a newborn child in Herford can 
participate in this program for free. The program aims to generally promote parenting skills and 
child development and offers, for example, parenting and parent-child courses. In the present 
study, we draw on the entire sample of families regardless of whether they attended the support 
program. We include group affiliation (whether families participated in the support program or not) 
as a control variable in the analyses to control group differences. The data collection for the study 
AQuaFam took place during the program from November 2013 to May 2014. The families’ data 
were collected by trained research assistants using a standardized family interview and a parent 
questionnaire. Participation was on a voluntary basis. Firstly, participating parents were informed 
about the content and procedure of the study via letter. The letter included the contact details of the 



Gessulat et al. 229

study team (telephone number and e-mail address) where participants could obtain general infor-
mation about the study. As the next step, trained research assistants called the parents to make an 
appointment for the home visit. A standardized guide was used for this call. Since most parents 
were female, the parents were asked if a male research assistant could also conduct the home visit. 
At the beginning of the home visit, the parents were presented with a privacy statement. The par-
ents were informed about the confidentiality and anonymity of their data. Subsequently, they could 
sign the consent form for participation. With their signature, the survey started. The standardized 
family interview and family questionnaire were only available in German. All families were able 
to speak German at least on a low level. This was ascertained when the families were called to 
make an appointment for a visit by the trained research assistants. If a parent did not understand a 
question, it was repeated slowly and with emphasis. In some exceptions, the research assistants 
were allowed to repeat the question in their own words. Families were recruited through the 
Chancenreich program or leaflets in childcare facilities, family education centers, pediatricians, 
and newsletters. Families who did not participate in the program were recruited in a neighboring 
town through postings in day-care centers, family education centers, pediatricians offices, and 
newsletters. This group was recruited in another city because almost all families in Herford partici-
pated in the Chancenreich program. The sample consisted of 249 families. Only parents data was 
used who have signed an informed consent form.

Instruments

For the present study, four scales were applied to measure task-specific parental self-efficacy. 
Additionally, one scale measured general parental self-efficacy.

General parental self-efficacy. The items are based on the instruments “Parenting Sense of Compe-
tence Scale” (PSOC) by Gibaud-Wallston and Wandersman (1978) (cited in Johnston and Mash, 
1989) and the “Self-Efficacy for Parenting Tasks Index-Toddler Scale” (SEPTI-TS) by Coleman 
and Karraker (2003). A sample item is: “I feel competent in dealing with conflicts with my child.” 
The scale consists of four items (Cronbach’s α = 0.74). The item’s response possibilities ranged 
from 0 (“does not apply at all”) to 5 (“applies completely”).

Task-specific parental self-efficacy
Parental self-efficacy in caring for a sick child. The items are self-developed. An item example for 

this scale is “I am confident that I know when my child is sick and should stay at home.” The scale 
consists of three items (Cronbach’s α = 0.57). The item’s response possibilities ranged from 0 (“not 
true at all”) to 5 (“completely true”).

Parental self-efficacy for a healthy diet and exercise. The “Parental Self-Efficacy for Promoting 
Healthy Physical Activity and Dietary Behaviors in Children Scale” by Bohman et al. (2013), 
which measures parents’ self-efficacy in establishing healthy physical activity and dietary habits 
for children, was adapted for the study. Specifically, we translated the items into German, two 
items were added that are very similar in content, and one item was slightly changed. The new 
scale consists of 10 items. An example item is: “I am sure that I can support my child to play 
physically active.” In line with Bohman et al. (2013), we differentiated two subscales, the first 
focusing on a healthy diet (four items, Cronbach’s α = 0.67) and the second on exercising (three 
items, Cronbach’s α = 0.74). The item’s response options ranged from 0 (“not applicable at all”) to 
5 (“completely applicable”).
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Parental self-efficacy for responsible use of media. This scale was developed for the AQuaFam 
Study. An item example is “I am confident that I can resist the requests of my child if he/she wants 
to watch television or play computer games.” The scale consists of two items (Cronbach’s α = 0.56) 
The item’s response options ranged from 0 (“not true at all”) to 5 (“completely true”).

Families’ background characteristics. In a standardized family interview and a parent questionnaire, 
the socioeconomic characteristics of the families were assessed. The following data were relevant 
for this article: gender and age of the child, gender and age of the parent, the family language spo-
ken at home, the participants’ university degree, and whether families lived in poverty at the point 
of the assessment. The participants’ university degree was created based on the person’s educa-
tional qualification who answered the questionnaires. 88% of the participants who answered the 
questionnaires were mothers, 5.2% were fathers, and in 2.8% of the cases, both parents answered 
the questionnaires. In the latter case, missings were assigned for the educational qualification and 
parents’ age and gender because we could not assign them afterward. The family language back-
ground was assessed to determine whether the family language was German or not (0 = German, 
1 = another language than German). The variable for assessing poverty (0 = not poor, 1 = poor) was 
derived from family income. The poverty line is given a basic value of 1033 euros per month for a 
one-person household in 2015 (Statistisches Bundesamt, 2019).

Analyses

The structure of parental self-efficacy. To investigate the structure of parental self-efficacy, we com-
pared four different models using confirmatory factor analyses:

(a) a one-factor model on which all task-specific and general items map on a parental self-effi-
cacy factor (see Figure 1);

(b) a two-factor model in which the items of general parental self-efficacy represent a factor and 
all items of the four tasks represent a common factor (see Figure 2);

(c) a second-order factor model in which the g-factor is derived from the four task-specific fac-
tors of parental self-efficacy (see Figure 3);

(d) a hierarchical model: a factor is represented by all items of task-specific and general parental 
self-efficacy, where the task-specific items, in turn, represent further four factors (see Figure 4).

The figures show factors as circles and manifest variables as rectangles.
For comparing the model fit, the χ2-test, the RMSEA (Root mean square error of approxima-

tion, Brown and Cudeck, 1993), and the CFI (Comparative fit index; Bentler, 1990) were applied. 
CFI values close to 0.95 or higher, RMSEA values close to 0.06 or lower, and SRMR values close 
to 0.08 or lower are indicators for a good model fit (Hu and Bentler, 1999). We used the MLR 
estimator because it is robust to a violation of the normality assumption (Christ and Schlüter, 
2012). All regression analyses and confirmatory factor analyses were performed with Mplus 
(Version 7.4, Muthén, L. K., & Muthén, B. O., 1998–2015). SPSS was used for descriptive analy-
ses (Version 25.0, IBM SPSS Statistics for Windows, 2017).

Differences in parental self-efficacy according to family characteristics. According to the family charac-
teristics, parental self-efficacy differences were analyzed for general parental self-efficacy measures 
and the four measures of task-specific parental self-efficacy. Multiple regression analyses were used 
to investigate group differences between families (1) who live below or above the poverty line, (2) 
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Figure 1. Model a of the structure of parental self-efficacy.
 PSE: parental self-efficacy; gPSE: PSE second order factor.

whose child is a girl or a boy, (3) who do not speak German or speak German at home, or (4) whose 
parent that answered the questionnaire had a university degree. The three other background charac-
teristics and the families’ group affiliation (Family support program participation: 0 = no, 1 = yes) 
were included as control variables in the separate regressions. Besides, children’s age and gender 
and parent’s age and gender were included as control variables in all regressions.

Results

Descriptive results

Table 1 shows the child’s and family’s characteristics of this sample. Table 2 provides an overview 
of descriptive statistics on the parental self-efficacy measures. On average, parents felt very self-
efficacious in all tasks. Only in handling responsible media use, the parents felt less self-effica-
cious. Table 2 also depicts the correlations of the measures of parental self-efficacy. All correlations 
were positive and significant.

The structure of parental self-efficacy

Table 3 shows the fit indices of the four models compared using confirmatory factor analyses. The 
first two models do not fit the data well: the CFI values are far lower than the limit of 0.95, and the 
values for the RMSEA are higher than 0.06. The second-order factor model (model c) and the 
hierarchical model (d) seem to fit the data well. A model comparison using the Chi-square test 
shows no significant improvement of the models c to d (∆χ2 = 17.057, p = 0.197). Model c is favored 
because it is in line with the theoretical assumption that general and task-related parental self-
efficacy are two separate dimensions.
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Figure 2. Model b of the structure of parental self-efficacy.
PSE: parental self-efficacy; gPSE: PSE second order factor; G-PSE: measuring general PSE.
Displayed paths are standardized and depict significant coefficients (p < 0.05).

Figure 3. Model c of the structure of parental self-efficacy.
PSE: parental self-efficacy; ISE: PSE dealing with child’s sickness; DSE: PSE nutrition; ESE: PSE exercising; MSE: PSE in 
dealing with media use; gPSE: second order factor measuring PSE; G-PSE: measuring general PSE.
Displayed paths are standardized and depict significant coefficients (p < 0.05).
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Figure 4. Model d of the structure of parental self-efficacy.
PSE: parental self-efficacy; ISE: PSE dealing with child’s sickness; DSE: PSE nutrition; ESE: PSE exercising; MSE: PSE deal-
ing with media use; gPSE: second order factor for measuring PSE.
Displayed paths are standardized. Solid lines represent significant coefficients (p < 0.05), dashed lines represent non-
significant coefficients.

Differences in parental self-efficacy according to family characteristics

Parents with a non-German family language experienced a lower general parental self-efficacy 
(β = −0.19, SE = 0.07, p = 0.008) and also perceived themselves to be less self-efficacious in caring 
for a sick child (β = −0.17, SE = 0.07, p = 0.011). Participants with a university degree felt more 
efficacious in communicating a responsible media use (β = 0.15, SE = 0.06, p = 0.007) but less effi-
cacious in caring for a sick child (β = −0.14, SE = 0.07, p = 0.040) than participants without a uni-
versity degree. Parents with a family language other than German perceived themselves as less 
self-efficacious in communicating responsible media use (β = −0.29, SE = 0.07, p = 0.000). We 
found no differences according to the children’s sex or according to poverty.
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Table 1. Descriptives of families’ background characteristics.

N %/M (SD)

Characteristics of the child
 Age in month 239 40.77 (6.72)
 Female 242 45.9
Characteristics of the family
 Family languagea 241 29.5
 Net equivalent income 153 1513.76 (532.70)
 University degree parentb 230 40.9
 Povertyc 237 21.1

a0 = German, 1 = not German.
b0 = not graduated, 1 = graduated.
cIncome under <€1033.

Table 2. Descriptives and intercorrelations of parental self-efficacy measures.

Measures M (SD) 1 2 3 4 5

1. PSE General 3.14 (0.60) — 0.28** 0.35** 0.28** 0.40**
2. PSE Dealing with child’s sickness 4.03 (0.66) — 0.34** 0.35** 0.24**
3. PSE Nutrition 4.14 (0.65) — 0.45** 0.27**
4. PSE Exercising 4.30 (0.59) — 0.29**
5. PSE Dealing with media use 3.89 (0.88) —

PSE: parental self-efficacy.
**p < 0.01.

Table 3. Fit indices of confirmatory factor analyses for models a–d.

Fit-Indices Model a Model b Model c Model d

χ2 387.500 251.375 123.993 106.942
CFI 0.658 0.821 0.970 0.975
RMSEA 0.107 0.077 0.032 0.032
SRMR 0.085 0.070 0.052 0.044

N = 240.

Discussion

We pursued two objectives in this study: (1) we examined the structure of parental self-efficacy, (2) we 
tested for differences in parental self-efficacy depending on families’ background characteristics.

The structure of parental self-efficacy

We found that task-specific and general parental self-efficacy can be empirically distinguished. 
Additionally, we found that different parental self-efficacy tasks can be empirically distinguished 
from each other since the model fit improves between models b and c which is in line with previous 
findings (e.g. Ardelt and Eccles, 2001; Bohman et al., 2014; Črnčec et al., 2008). Furthermore, this 
study compared two models that relate general and task-specific parental self-efficacy in different 
ways: model c puts general parental self-efficacy on the same level as the g-factor of four tasks of 
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parental self-efficacy. Model d places a factor at the head of the model, represented by general and 
task-specific parental self-efficacy items. We found no significant improvement from model c to 
model d which corresponds to previous approaches (e.g. Coleman and Karraker, 2000; Wittkowski 
et al., 2017). This is the first study to examine this empirically and to show the different dimen-
sions. These results indicate that parental self-efficacy should continue to be assessed at a task-
specific and a general level.

Differences in parental self-efficacy according to family characteristics

Results suggest that parents differ in their parental self-efficacy only according to their university 
degree and the family’s language. Since a family language different from the national language is 
often seen as a difficulty rather than a resource, this could contribute to a decreased parental self-
efficacy (Cornelli et al., 2013; Jambunathan et al., 2000). Furthermore, the variety of educational 
beliefs and goals could be an explanation. The experience of having different educational styles 
and beliefs (Döge, 2015) and the expectations of oneself and the German majority population 
could lead to or be associated with lower parental self-efficacy. Further, parents with a university 
degree felt more efficacious in communicating a responsible media use than parents without a 
university degree. This could indicate that parents with a higher level of education have a different 
or stronger educational aspiration and feel they can enforce it. Previous research suggests differ-
ences for home media use by parental educational background (Levine et al., 2019). For example, 
toddlers were more likely to use mobile media alone, if their parent had comparatively lower level 
of education. Interestingly, parents with a higher level of education have lower self-efficacy to take 
care of a sick child, which suggests insecurity and possibly also high demands on their parenting 
skills and less hands-on experience in their family context. At least, women with a university 
degree are much more likely to have no children than women without a university degree 
(Statistisches Bundesamt, 2018). Also, women with a university degree have fewer children than 
women without a university degree (Bundesministerium für Familie, Senioren, F. und J, 2020). For 
supporting these parents, insight into how much hands-on experience they have in caring for a sick 
child and whether the extended family is available as support would be helpful.

Parents living in poverty did not differ significantly in parental self-efficacy from parents who do 
not live in poverty. This contradicts previous assumptions that material deprivation is negatively 
related to parental self-efficacy (Coleman and Karraker, 2000; Elder et al., 1995). First, we suspected 
multicollinearity and therefore tested the link between family language and poverty. Since the cor-
relation was rather low (r(234) = 0.33, p = .000) we rejected this assumption. Elder et al. (1995) 
showed that emotional stress and depressive feelings are mediators between poverty and parental 
self-efficacy. Many families in the sample come from a rather rural area, in which, for example, social 
support from one’s family is more readily available. This might reduce the feeling of stress, which in 
turn reduces effects on parental self-efficacy. Comparing the circumstances of the families of our 
sample with families who live in poverty in other countries with different social systems may be dif-
ficult, as the support options and living conditions are too diverse for comparison.

We found no differences in parental self-efficacy according to the gender of the child. Here, too, 
the family’s living circumstances could play a role since it can be more difficult under certain cir-
cumstances to raise a girl or a boy. A previous study by Ardelt and Eccles (2001) showed that 
parental self-efficacy was positively associated with supportive parenting strategies that mothers 
used significantly more often for their sons than their daughters. These mothers were living in poor 
and criminal inner-city districts of a big American city marked by violence, drugs, and gangs. 
These circumstances probably made it particularly necessary for them to have high self-efficacy 
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and support their sons while keeping them away from dangerous factors in their neighborhood, 
such as violence or drug use. The families in our sample do not live under these very severe condi-
tions, so they do not have to be self-efficacious specifically toward their sons.

Limitations

We must first mention that this sample is not representative, which limits the generalization of the 
results. Since the interview and questionnaire were only available in German, only families with a 
basic level of German were interviewed. Accordingly, these families were at least bilingual. This 
approach might have excluded monolingual families with a non-German family language. This 
might underestimate the consequences the family language has on measures of central tendencies. 
However, we controlled for family language in the analyses, which is why a difference should not 
affect them. Furthermore, we cannot dismiss the possibility that some of the parents did not fully 
understand the questions in the interview or questionnaire and that the trained research assistants 
had to act as interpreters. In future studies, both multilingual assistants who conduct the interviews, 
and questionnaires in the participants’ native language should alleviate difficulties in understand-
ing the questions.

Future studies should adjust the instruments more closely to the child’s age concerning the 
measure of task-specific parental self-efficacy. Specifically, the items used in the present study 
were task-related. However, their wording could be more specific; for example, instead of “I am 
confident that I know when my child is sick and should stay at home,” then it says, “I am confident 
that I know what to do when my baby has a high fever.” Coleman and Karraker (1998) pointed out 
that measures should contain questions on parental tasks that correspond to the children’s age at a 
more specific level. Since (parental) self-efficacy in Bandura’s sense is task-related and parental 
tasks change with the child’s age (Coleman and Karraker, 2003), it is evident that the assessment 
of task-specific parental self-efficacy also changes with the course of child development. Having 
more age-specific measures could improve the predictive power of the measurement. Additionally, 
the internal consistency of some measures of task-specific parental self-efficacy was rather low 
probably because of the limited number of items.

Implications

The present study provides important insights into the structure of parental self-efficacy. From our 
findings, we can conclude that general and task-specific parental self-efficacy reflect two different 
self-efficacy dimensions. The empirical confirmation of the distinction between these two dimen-
sions is an essential step for construct validity. This could provide an impulse to consciously decide 
on a dimension in future studies, depending on the relationships one wants to investigate. For exam-
ple, child development results in a change of parental tasks. Consequently, it is interesting to examine 
the relationships between task-specific PSE (e.g. doing potty training with children) and children’s 
development in those specific tasks. However, when choosing and formulating the items, attention 
should be paid to whether they are culturally specific and how the parents’ response behavior could 
vary accordingly. For example, potty training is still handled differently in Germany and the US.

The results further showed that parents who do not speak German as their family language or 
have a lower educational level need support concerning their self-efficacy in specific parenting 
tasks. This could be improved through family support programs. For example, Mouton et al. (2018) 
reported that mothers who received positive feedback for strengthening their self-efficacy showed 
more positive parenting behavior in parent-child interactions than mothers who did not. This indi-
cates that family support programs can influence parental self-efficacy.



Gessulat et al. 237

Acknowledgements

This research was made possible by the Carina Stiftung. Furthermore, we want to thank all the participating 
families and the staff of the Chancenreich program.

Funding

The author(s) disclosed receipt of the following financial support for the research, authorship, and/or publica-
tion of this article: This research was funded by the Carina Stiftung.

ORCID iD

Juliane Gessulat  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4128-0550

References

Albanese AM, Russo GR and Geller PA (2019) The role of parental self-efficacy in parent and child well-
being: A systematic review of associated outcomes. Child Care Health and Development 45: 333–363.

Anders Y, Schünke J, Ulferts H, et al. (2017) AQuaFam II: Ansätze zur Erhöhung der Anregungsqualität in 
Familien. Eine Untersuchung nach zwei Jahren. Abschlussbericht. Berlin.

Ardelt M and Eccles JS (2001) Effects of mothers’ parental efficacy beliefs and promotive parenting strate-
gies on inner-city youth. Journal of Family Issues 22(8): 944–972.

Bandura A (1977) Self-efficacy: Toward a unifying theory of behavioral change. Psychological Review 84(2): 
191–215.

Bandura A (1989a) Human agency in social cognitive theory. American Psychologist 44(9): 1175–1184.
Bandura A (1989b) Regulation of cognitive processes through perceived self-efficacy. Developmental 

Psychology 25(5): 729–735.
Bandura A (1994) Self-efficacy. In: Ramachaudran VS (ed.) Encyclopedia of Human Behavior, vol. 4. New 

York, NY: Academic Press, pp.71–81.
Bandura A (1997) Self-Efficacy: The Exercise of Control. New York, NY: W. H. Freeman and Company.
Bandura A, Barbaranelli C, Caprara GV, et al. (1996) Multifaceted impact of self-efficacy beliefs on aca-

demic functioning. Child Development 67(3): 1206–1222.
Bentler PM (1990) Fit indexes, Lagrange multipliers, constraint changes and incomplete data in structural 

models. Multivariate Behavioral Research 25(2): 163–172.
Bohman B, Ghaderi A and Rasmussen F (2013) Psychometric properties of a new measure of parental self-

efficacy for promoting healthy physical activity and dietary behaviors in children. European Journal of 
Psychological Assessment 29(4): 291–298.

Bohman B, Nyberg G, Sundblom E, et al. (2014) Validity and reliability of a parental self-efficacy instrument 
in the healthy school start prevention trial of childhood obesity. Health Education & Behavior 41(4): 
392–396.

Bohman B, Rasmussen F and Ghaderi A (2016) Development and psychometric evaluation of a context-based 
parental self-efficacy instrument for healthy dietary and physical activity behaviors in preschool chil-
dren. International Journal of Behavioral Nutrition and Physical Activity 13(1): 110.

Bojczyk KE, Haverback HR and Pae HK (2018) Investigating maternal self-efficacy and home learning 
environment of families enrolled in Head Start. Early Childhood Education Journal 46(2): 169–178.

Bong M and Skaalvik EM (2003) Academic self-concept and self-efficacy: How different are they really? 
Educational Psychology Review 15(1): 1–40.

Boruszak-Kiziukiewicz J and Kmita G (2020) Parenting self-efficacy in immigrant Families—A systematic 
review. Frontiers in Psychology 11: 985.

Brown MW and Cudeck R (1993) Alternative ways of assessing model fit. In: Bollen KA and Long JS (eds) 
Testing Structural Equation Models. Newbury Park, CA: SAGE, pp.136–262.

Bubic A, Tosic A and Misetic I (2021) The role of parental self-efficacy in explaining children’s academic 
outcomes. Center for Educational Policy Studies Journal 11(4): 189–212.

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4128-0550


238 Journal of Early Childhood Research 21(2)

Bundesministerium für Familie, Senioren, F. und J (2020) Familie heute. Daten. Fakten. Trends Familienreport 
2020.

Campis LK, Lyman RD and Prentice-Dunn S (1986) The parental locus of control scale: Development and 
validation. Journal of Clinical Child Psychology 15(3): 260–267.

Chao R and Kanatsu A (2008) Beyond Socioeconomics: Explaining ethnic group differences in parenting 
through cultural and immigration processes. Applied Developmental Science 12(4): 181–187.

Christ O and Schlüter E (2012) Mplus – Explorative Faktorenanalyse, Konfirmatorische Faktorenanalyse, 
Strukturgleichungsmodelle. In: Christ O and Schlüter E (eds) Strukturgleichungsmodelle mit Mplus Eine 
praktische Einführung. München: Oldenbourg Wissenschaftsverlag, pp.31–57.

Coleman PK and Karraker KH (1998) Self-efficacy and parenting quality: Findings and future applications. 
Developmental Review 18: 47–85.

Coleman PK and Karraker KH (2000) Parenting self-efficacy among mothers of school-age children: 
Conceptualization, measurement, and correlates. Family Relations 49(1): 13–24.

Coleman PK and Karraker KH (2003) Maternal self-efficacy beliefs, competence in parenting, and toddlers’ 
behavior and developmental status. Infant Mental Health Journal 24(2): 126–148.

Cornelli BV, Schulz P and Tracy R (2013) Sprachentwicklungsdiagnostik bei Mehrsprachigkeit,Eine 
Herausforderung für die pädiatrische Praxis. Monatsschrift Fur Kinderheilkunde 161(10): 911–917.

Črnčec R, Barnett B and Matthey S (2008) Development of an instrument to assess perceived self-efficacy in 
the parents of Infants. Research in Nursing & Health 31(5): 442–453.

De Montigny F and Lacharite C (2005) Perceived parental efficacy: Concept analysis. Journal of Advanced 
Nursing 49(4): 387–396.

Dennis C-L and Faux S (1999) Development and psychometric testing of the breastfeeding self-efficacy 
scale. Research in Nursing & Health 22(5): 399–409.

Döge P (2015) Sozialisationsziele von Müttern und Vätern mit türkischem, russischem und ohne 
Migrationshintergrund. In: Otyakmaz B and Karakaşoğlu Y (eds) Frühe Kindheit in der 
Migrationsgesellschaft. Wiesbaden: Springer, pp.49–66.

Elder GH, Eccles JS, Ardelt M, et al. (1995) Inner-city parents under economic pressure: Perspectives on the 
strategies of parenting. Journal of Marriage and Family 57(3): 771–784.

Freiberg K, Homel R and Branch S (2014) The parent empowerment and efficacy measure (PEEM): A tool 
for strengthening the accountability and effectiveness of family support services. Australian Social Work 
67(3): 405–418.

Gärtner KA, Vetter VC, Schäferling M, et al. (2018) Inhibitory control in toddlerhood – The role of parental 
co-regulation and self-efficacy beliefs. Metacognition and Learning 13: 241–264.

Gerhards J and Hölscher M (2003) Kulturelle Unterschiede zwischen Mitglieds- und Beitrittsländern der EU 
[Cultural differences between present and future member countries of the European Union]. Zeitschrift 
Fur Soziologie 32(3): 206–225.

Glatz T and Trifan TA (2019) Examination of parental self-efficacy and their beliefs about the outcomes of 
their parenting practices. Journal of Family Issues 40(10): 1321–1345.

Glidewell JC and Livert DE (1992) Confidence in the practice of clinical psychology. Professional Psychology 
Research and Practice 23(5): 362–368.

Hamilton VE, Matthews JM and Crawford SB (2015) Development and preliminary validation of a parenting 
self-regulation scale: “Me as a Parent.” Journal of Child and Family Studies 24: 2853–2864.

Herwartz-Emden L (2003) Konzepte von Mutterschaft und Weiblichkeit. In: Herwartz-Emden L (ed.) 
Einwandererfamilien, 2nd edn. Göttingen: V&R unipress, pp.85–98.

Hess CR, Teti DM and Hussey-Gardner B (2004) Self-efficacy and parenting of high-risk infants: The mod-
erating role of parent knowledge of infant development. Journal of Applied Developmental Psychology 
25: 423–437.

Holloway SD, Campbell EJ, Nagase A, et al. (2016) Parenting self-efficacy and parental involvement: 
Mediators or moderators between socioeconomic status and children’s academic competence in Japan 
and Korea? Research in Human Development 13(3): 258–272.

Holloway SD, Suzuki S, Kim S, et al. (2019) Development and cross-national validation of a revised version 
of the Berkeley parenting self-efficacy scale. Early Childhood Research Quarterly 47: 309–320.



Gessulat et al. 239

Hu L and Bentler PM (1999) Cutoff criteria for fit indexes in covariance structure analysis: Conventional 
criteria versus new alternatives. Structural Equation Modeling: A Multidisciplinary Journal 6(1): 1–55.

Jambunathan S, Burts DC and Pierce S (2000) Comparisons of parenting attitudes among five ethnic groups 
in the United States. Journal of Comparative Family Studies 31(4): 395–406.

Jerusalem M and Mittag W (1995) Self-efficacy in stressful life transitions. In: Bandura A (ed.) Self-efficacy 
in changing societies. New York, NY: Cambridge University Press, pp.177–201.

Johnston C and Mash EJ (1989) A measure of parenting satisfaction and efficacy. Journal of Clinical Child 
Psychology 18(2): 167–175.

Jones TL and Prinz RJ (2005) Potential roles of parental self-efficacy in parent and child adjustment: A 
review. Clinical Psychology Review 25: 341–363.

Keels M (2009) Ethnic group differences in early head start parents’ parenting beliefs and practices and links 
to children’s early cognitive development. Early Childhood Research Quarterly 24: 381–397.

Keller H and Kärtner J (2013) Development – The cultural solution of universal developmental tasks. In: 
Gelfand ML, Chiu C-Y and Hong YY (eds) Advances in Culture and Psychology, vol. 3. Oxford: Oxford 
University Press, pp.63–116.

Kiang L, Glatz T and Buchanan CM (2017) Acculturation conflict, cultural parenting self-efficacy, and per-
ceived parenting competence in Asian American and Latino/a families. Family Process 56(4): 943–961.

Kliem S, Kessemeier Y, Heinrichs N, et al. (2014) Der Fragebogen zur Selbstwirksamkeit in der Erziehung 
(FSW). Diagnostica 60(1): 35–45.

Levine LE, Waite BM, Bowman LL, et al. (2019) Mobile media use by infants and toddlers. Computers in 
Human Behavior 94: 92–99.

Marsh HW, Ellis LA and Craven RG (2002) How do preschool children feel about themselves? Unraveling 
measurement and multidimensional self-concept structure. Developmental Psychology 38(3): 376–393.

Mendez JL, Westerberg D and Thibeault MA (2013) Examining the role of self efficacy and communication 
as related to dimensions of Latino parent involvement in Head Start. National Head Start Association 
Dialog: A Research-to-Practice Journal for the Early Childhood Field 16(1): 65–80.

Merkle T and Wippermann C (2008) Eltern Unter Druck. Selbstverständnisse, Befindlichkeiten und 
Bedürfnisse von Eltern in Verschiedenen Lebenswelten. (eds M Borchard and C Henry-Huthmacher). 
Stuttgart: Lucius & Lucius Verlagsgesellschaft.

Mouton B, Loop L, Stiévenart M, et al. (2018) Confident parents for easier children: A parental self-efficacy 
program to improve young children’s behavior. Education Sciences 8(3): 134.

Peacock-Chambers E, Martin JT, Necastro KA, et al. (2017) The influence of parental self-efficacy and 
perceived control on the home learning environment of young children. Academic Pediatrics 17(2): 
176–183.

Sanders MR (1999) Triple P-Positive Parenting Program: Towards an empirically validated multilevel par-
enting and family support strategy for the prevention of behavior and emotional problems in children. 
Clinical Child and Family Psychology Review 2(2): 71–90.

Sanders MR and Woolley ML (2005) The relationship between maternal self-efficacy and parenting prac-
tices: Implications for parent training. Child Care Health and Development 31(1): 65–73.

Statistisches Bundesamt (2018) Kinderlosen-quote nach höchstem beruf-lichen Bildungs-abschluss. Available 
at: https://www.destatis.de/DE/Themen/Gesellschaft-Umwelt/Bevoelkerung/Geburten/Tabellen/end-
gueltige-kinderlosenquote-bildung.html;jsessionid=89FABC345ABA4808CBD4C0A93C961C86.
live722 (accessed 23 February 2022).

Statistisches Bundesamt (2019) Armutsschwelle und Armutsgefährdung (monetäre Armut) in Deutschland 
- Lebensbedingungen, Armutsgefährdung - Gesellschaft & Staat. Available at: https://www.destatis.
de/DE/Themen/Gesellschaft-Umwelt/Einkommen-Konsum-Lebensbedingungen/Lebensbedingungen-
Armutsgefaehrdung/Tabellen/armutsschwelle-gefaehrdung-silc.html (accessed 5 February 2019).

Stiévenart M and Martinez Perez T (2021) How can parental self-efficacy support children’s early lan-
guage development? Review of preliminary research and future perspectives. European Journal of 
Developmental Psychology 18: 199–213.

https://www.destatis.de/DE/Themen/Gesellschaft-Umwelt/Bevoelkerung/Geburten/Tabellen/endgueltige-kinderlosenquote-bildung.html;jsessionid=89FABC345ABA4808CBD4C0A93C961C86.live722
https://www.destatis.de/DE/Themen/Gesellschaft-Umwelt/Bevoelkerung/Geburten/Tabellen/endgueltige-kinderlosenquote-bildung.html;jsessionid=89FABC345ABA4808CBD4C0A93C961C86.live722
https://www.destatis.de/DE/Themen/Gesellschaft-Umwelt/Bevoelkerung/Geburten/Tabellen/endgueltige-kinderlosenquote-bildung.html;jsessionid=89FABC345ABA4808CBD4C0A93C961C86.live722
https://www.destatis.de/DE/Themen/Gesellschaft-Umwelt/Einkommen-Konsum-Lebensbedingungen/Lebensbedingungen-Armutsgefaehrdung/Tabellen/armutsschwelle-gefaehrdung-silc.html
https://www.destatis.de/DE/Themen/Gesellschaft-Umwelt/Einkommen-Konsum-Lebensbedingungen/Lebensbedingungen-Armutsgefaehrdung/Tabellen/armutsschwelle-gefaehrdung-silc.html
https://www.destatis.de/DE/Themen/Gesellschaft-Umwelt/Einkommen-Konsum-Lebensbedingungen/Lebensbedingungen-Armutsgefaehrdung/Tabellen/armutsschwelle-gefaehrdung-silc.html


240 Journal of Early Childhood Research 21(2)

Wilson SR, Gettings PE, Guntzviller LM, et al. (2014) Parental self-efficacy and sensitivity during play-
time interactions with young children: Unpacking the Curvilinear Association. Journal of Applied 
Communication Research 42(4): 409–431.

Wittkowski A, Dowling H and Smith DM (2016) Does engaging in a group-based intervention increase 
parental self-efficacy in parents of preschool children? A systematic review of the current literature. 
Journal of Child and Family Studies 25: 3173–3191.

Wittkowski A, Garrett C, Calam R, et al. (2017) Self-report measures of parental self-efficacy: A systematic 
review of the current literature. Journal of Child and Family Studies 26(11): 2960–2978.


