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F AR, DABUIh i 2« Boph — B PR <A T T
MR, TR B AE F L R E R F
FEHFER R (Yin et al., 2019) 7E A FEH, %
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] B 1) AVF Z2 A [R5 A B R, TR 2 1)
PSR A €, TR AT 7R — 2 A ) T A A
F Az 5B —E AV E](Noller, 2005), FH3E L,
20 [v) AT A B 2 B N TR) A — R I, AT =2 1) g
R £ (Raffaelli, 1997), YFE 5 E NN, [F]
Ji i SEASARBE IR T [ Jf 22 [ ) 2 %5 OC 2R 5 RIS 1Y
FHE L, T H AR & R HA R AT AR Y
Wi, SECAR AT 2 REAR A, A SRS AT
BEfF . RALSTTN . A RIS A 4 (Breitenstein
et al., 2018; Bekkhus et al., 2011; Bank et al., 2004;
S AE, 2020), FR A A BFGEE A AN A 10
Mo R R CRAA), FIMOCRZEA
FEOCR, (R MAE vh 58 A AR K Y 25 ) 2527 ) ¥ 3
F I % R X )y % & (Howe & Recchia,
2014; Recchia et al., 2015); 7& -5 6] i = A A& 1 vt
wi, LEAISRBIMBTACKSLY, )8
XoF 75 fR 2 W, O S R AR T i, X
A, JLEE R L% 2 48 AT A At S AE S
F, xxtJLEm R M SAEREEZE L
(Abuhatoum et al., 2018),

i) g b e XS LB D AR R R R R G B, H
FEl A [ L p R B IS SN2 e L R T, A
SCHIGE =AN R BHAT R TT . (1)/BFEFE R i 28,
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R h o 2 At )R P2 i i bk 77 5, B
ACEEGIART T P[] i b e, AR kAR AR IR 4 ) )
KA QMRS RET REMKLR, HRKE
T RGNS RN v S A TN 7 3 XX = AT T
WARRE, i BERE B IR ) R AC B X 5 g v [+]
J v S B DE, [ I LA SRR A F 5 S A —
(14 BHE HEA]

1 AR

11 FEHRMEE

HAE, PR E A 2 A R B =, 7E
P BF 52 TR L DG R A SC & o, ) op 2 2 [ e
KR =Y, LRI NEV | B FERTHE
LN B W BT AT S (Bt 4%, 2017; R
T, ATE R, 2017), {E R 58 1 e H B W
Lo EAMERFX T R RUBA G — R E,
AWFFEE NN [ S 45 el FT4E . Mok
X A 308 25 T K 17 (Buist et al., 2013), A
WFFEE XS R AT 1€ S, B E L —
A NI R 53— NRAT R B e, FEAT
. HAREUE ) BT R AN A 2R (Porta: &
Howe, 2017; Abuhatoum & Howe, 2013; Persram et
al., 2017). B, EFXFHX—B0R, AR SCHE R vh 5
(sibling conflict) & LR “TE— e BN K ET, B
A AR AE B AR A S 2 AEAT R . HAREL
TG 8l b Rk AN AR 2, HE R B b A
ORI/ 285 LA KA B8] 1 B A7 207
12 FERHRZER

AT e 5 8 R BB 2ok A A BE 1R K, [
R4 F s (verbal conflicts), B A i
5 (physical conflicts) fl .L» Bl JE £ (psychological
abuse). Hrh, FifimhRAEHWS | L BEE
8 BRI AR PE | TR WA o HE
FRAu G 20N o i . HEBY . o 805 S (Tippett &
Wolke, 2015; Tompsett et al., 2016; Bouchard et al.,
2018), M [F] i 5 4 45 T A4 5 1] (14 B R 3 4>
fARE &, IR 2E AT 43 R d 5 4 P 28 (constructive
conflicts) Al % I8 1 # %€ (destructive conflicts)
(Pickering & Sanders, 2017; Abuhatoum et al., 2018),
Horr, i Mo R 4 . gt o E
Bl, L4 i B R R B 25 O\ S b A B ) B, X
Sen] DUAR G b B LB VA B R T TR T v
RAFE R FREAL . BEhhIbr, DL A A

J5 32 A phe ) JE, 300RE 2 JL AT Sk 1 R 1) 0 THT 52
M (Pickering & Sanders, 2017; Abuhatoum et al.,
2018),

2 XEFHEBHARATN

XFTVFZACRER UL, el 45 24 [w) M 2 8] 4 o
RMIBCEAEAT N, & — AR TR, JFH
ACBE X [7) Jf i 9 19 S5 7 2% 5 Wil () B =2 1) L 5 14 Joi
H (Bouchard et al., 2018), HiEIIA A SCRk, A3
e L =R ACRE XS [ i 5% 1 T 17 X (intervention
styles), RIVEZ T HhC SR | F55 ) SR W FIAS T TSR
(Perozynski & Kramer, 1999; Kramer et al., 1999;
Bouchard et al., 2018),

21 BEFHORME

% .0 K W& (child-centered strategies) S 18
SRR B LA A T, RIAMAA B ALY,
i RN NHINGE (| SZ N 1 3wy (32 P TIAN
M H B 28 (Perozynski & Kramer, 1999; Ross &
Lazinski, 2014), 7E#Z T Hu0RIET, J###(mediation)
ORI T R L oh R ) T Kz —, VA S
A, B RmE 1 FR .

it 2 AC BRI i [ B b 5= (U BIFSE R R, SCBEIY
A iff BE Al L B T e e P [ B 1) 7 3, S AT
e FH S RV 0 P S AR D SR, LSV W
WL AT A T R R R L R
IBAT R . JEHK, IF42 R P %8 (Siddiqui &
Ross, 2004; Smith & Ross, 2007; Recchia & Howe,
2009), 7F Smith I Ross (2007)AYHF5E r, H o fi
TG BE, VA 25 52 (BB P8 fige %o [) Jfd nfr 5
HEAT 980 r B % 1 fel S H B 1 v 5 i o
Mg, JFa w5 [E MAH ELYA G, A iy X
e hgs . Ross Fl Lazinski (2014)F4HF5E 15 5|
TRLEEE R 53 Hh, Tucker Al Kazura (2013)7E8F
FEP BRI, 7o RN S B F I OC R A
Ko MR, ACBEIE 4% T vl S w25 1 13 [H]
ML whge, Ay LA %A1 2% 2 1 AC T i R T, T
oo B b A e i o, DTG D20 [ i 5 Y
PR KA HFz, THORA—E A2 wh g k4
P47, THRWEE TP, 7 Kramer
(2010) My ZR iR h g 2 T2k W ff oG &, 8 20 [A] ML
PSR I LRI RE ) (AN3R 2 JIT7R) o AC B R R AR % T
R T B TR X e g g, DA R o 1 A
AT 32 1) i 358 AR [] 5 22 A9 H Y o
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B VAR AR AR P L B S I, A B R, SRR IE, A RE L Sy L R B IR R
W= VAR (R BE AR B AR T AE wp R AU Z A B

LB I it NS5 il o R AR XU B Y T RE RN Dy 58, O D P s 80Uy I B 12 52 A0 S BN AR %

3 [ Smith & Ross, 2007; Ross & Lazinski, 2014,
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et SRRk LR DGEE . TEARAUREE . W E — L3 S AT [ AN [ S R AT B 1 B
INDIFEY— BRI ER B . SR, BRI B1E. B RIE. ASESEHL,
JOCH T) X A0 A 0 B PR R AR, USRI 2R, [ s 66 ) 5 S DA R0 5 [ L 1) ) 25

oM RO Eduifl; FR TP E F M AMRRLE . R HARAIY

TELE Y
(kU]

EETRER . ).
JE 3 7 R F U

HETTE 26 T B AR ST A 175 0 T U R P2 15 2
G — L [ AN BRI AT I (AN IR TR A HATIE S . A S E S A SRR S ]

TERFOLARBIBALBE T, %710 RE X R I 947 S B IR B B I T A2 ok

A A IEF BRI o SCRE I LN BV T R, R AT R i S AT 2 T

S E R I P 5203

o AT LA DRt 2 ) R, (EL L 5 S W b 27 T 5 By i o QR R i SR LSRN 1

i AR A (T, PR DRI, AN L A o) BT

PR SRR 22 R 1T

PPR A B 22 IR R B SE WAL, I REACRE Y47 S LA e L B A R T 2

I Kramer (2010),

22 EHIKEE

12 i) R W% (control strategies) e 35 3¢ £ fff P[]
L v SR AN JE R T BRI A B L ke, TR
AR UM O A AR AT D R R
W1 5€ (Perozynski & Kramer, 1999), #%iT, Relva,
Alarcio, Fernandes, Carvalho I Fauchier (2019)X}
320 247 % 4 T AR BEAT I — U ST R B, eIl
BAORIR R R, s AT B L T
A A b g, Ao 5 35 ) A 1) 5™ o 1) B8t v %
170 [FEE, Chen (2019)% 542 4 i [E 5 A 4EHEAT
B 5% F1 Bouchard 25 A (2018)%} 302 44 ¥ iE—In&
KABA: AT R PF AT B TR LR Xk
SLUEWFFEIC— A UEW], 5 i A AR 5 A AR B
4 ) i 5 rp AN — Sl R T EUOT A, X R
B2 VAR AIEA” X AT RE S F H MR RA L, F
AR BRI, SR S 558
Vi, TRLAE N S Al S AR FDUL A, IF HLAb
A RE ) A C i R R B vh 28, BVFACRER U
TR G A

IB2XF FAELLER? FH RS2 —N G
&R TRy AR R, L LE S, L
BER RO, AN B ik ok ) e b 52 O 42 2F R 4719
[FIMEOC R, R4 S E8UG 26 5™ Y [5] J o #n
%€ (Kendrick & Dunn, 1983; Kramer et al., 1999;
Perlman et al., 2007). iX AJ & 44 LA RERS
AAL B 0 48 1] SR W mr 2 045 R0 o 53 fif e SR Wt
JE 2 S R A v g, AR SR AN S0 e i e
Ht, CHTHEZEZLM, MR RELUA,

23 TR

ST 15 55 W (nonintervention strategies) 235
BERT IR ML) g b 52, s iR 01 H Ok
#15€ (Bouchard et al., 2018), HR#E Adler [~ 40>
PR Nod ) el TN R U BRI A B  3  E S R Ra i
Y73 2 I 56 %% (Tucker & Kazura, 2013; Recchia &
Witwit, 2017) K, 23X — 0 s A ATF 52 35 RN 552
B PRAB AR BUAN T TR W, X FEACREIIAT R
A SYE R MR 2 — 1% T(Tucker & Kazura,
2013), AT 3 G 1 ] L [0] A1 4 2 A B K 2 AR RS
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MmuLRM s, WAFREFENR, AT R
REfmE & THUAE R R AL, By 1B A se ) L
FRFAfEDE [ 2 )P %€ (Perozynski & Kramer, 1999),
KPR AEA, A FRIIK, FOECHR
R TE WAt 2 B BE, I RE 8 AR 4 Hi g v [ e [ 1Y
WaE, M2 Z T W n] ge & R I ¢ & i
[ (Tucker & Finkelhor, 2015),

AT FEAH R A, AR T
T W AN ) T AT A 5 o 2 > 38 i 1 3 Y B
5, Ik T AR h s P R R ] v 54 PSR g
AIHL £ (Tucker & Kazura, 2013), #1724 [A] it vh 28
PR EER, ZF18=Z A3 0 v o fif o o7 )
AeSdE b2 . X5 Tucker #l Kazura (2013)
BB R R A, X ENATHSE L
SN OR e S SO PR N A 2 s B A 21 DR L A &5
T AR vP R B HL . AR AR DL %A
HIINHUR R RE 1 S AH G B 3R LR 6 5 IR 15 N i
T FZ R PRE,

A R =M T O AT, A SCEE I
A AWV =AY 2 AR S I, 58—, ALHE
SR 5 N1 T T ML) g i g 7 XA ) R Y B 4 R
WIRA Y, SCRE R 2N [l i i s AT T30, (HETE
BRI o2 T8 LR, 55—, SRR %
0o T T [ B ) g e 7 AL BRI R R il T
L SR, AN TR R S, TR TR TR
W&o B =, ACHE T TR M IR A e o N A e AT
27 HAE, TR EARE LR IE AL, RiEHE
DL =R ms L TR A v 52, 00N A2 o A
B LR o N, % R ) AR R ™ B Y B A
PG, SRR R LS8 F 45 i) 3w A o 5305 ¥
Tk, SRJE B PLS X LR b E AT R AR .
W, FRER, Ao E2AEIJLERD], S5 laER
B, M LG A 1 B G R R R TR B, 4R
7% ] 5 R ST 8 e 0 A ) v ) L T A A 2 R A TR
Z W) 2 F1 547 4 (Finzi-Dottan & Cohen, 2010;
Stocker et al., 1997; Tucker et al., 2013; 5Kk7E8
85, 2019) 0 PRI, ACRE T X AF i 18] i AR 1T 57 )
AFE R FE 2 oG, Z2gle. BaX Ll L=
A [ 80 T 28, AR I 12 R n B 1 AT 25 A B %
TR ZEAT S, MR AR R R OG5 o

3 FEMAREREFRENKLR

4 R E R 4 #i8 (family systems theory),

KRB . —WRE, HEXNREET,
AT LIRSy = FP e T ) R BE G R BT Z Si(subsystems),
HIAC BEUE UM 5 2R (marital relationships). 3E TR FH
(parent-child relationships) 1 [A] ffd 3¢ % (sibling
relationships) (Cox & Paley, 1997; Cox & Paley,
2003; Cox, 2010; Whiteman et al., 2011), 1 [ JItg ot
WAL T ARG, RS HHENTFRE™
A X AR IR RE A I R, TR AR S0 DA AT BRI 4R 5%
R.BETFRR. AEXRX=DFREN K, 7
BT XoF [e] A v 5 9 B i
31 RBIEEXRESERMR

EARRRBRE I, FETWYF 2 n) RS A B
PRS00 OC R UIAH DG, ACRE: ) A B 30 5C R TSt
B E TRAFENFIE . SCR:E AT 5C R A
Nk, ZW B E AR R ppge, b2 52 2| I
B M T &5 (Eriksen & Jensen, 2009), ACHE[H] ) A
Prop 4G — R h, NFBEA 3T H
.0 FE R B (R T 5 (Tturralde et al., 2013), AR#EH
BE 22 G BEE 1 s AL A8 (spillover perspective),
—DREET RGP I B AT N T L e 2 5 —
MFRG, WMz R R R,
R C R, WS & R HEE(Yu & Gamble,
2008; Hakvoort et al., 2010; Ruff et al., 2018), X 5
V& LR 515 B A 45 A — 3. #lan, 4
Poortman F Voorpostel (2009)— i 3 T4 £} &5 5+
B SRR 9 & B, ACBETa] i vh o8 & BB 5 3 IR i
BIRg €, [AlAE, Stocker A1 Youngblade (1999)7E
TG Hh -, 2 90 A B () B 40 vl 2 5 [ e =z ) 1 30k iz
BT . PR AT NS 2 WM, (HE, W
F/NERRAZBIRRIMESE . E5S G
WHXRRT, [FIMEA W] REAH B 324 55 B, i [F] i
RS NE R, [F H v sk /> (Hakvoort et al.,
2010; Davies et al., 2019), iX 1] LI FKJiE R FHLIS
) # M0 8 (compensatory perspective) 2 BEAF .
AR —HME A, — D5 F R 5T G R
170 AT LAAMEE D5 — A G BEF R G P A 1 AT
(Yu & Gamble, 2008; Hakvoort et al., 2010; Ruff et
al., 2018), Rk, A EFAIRIASE R AN FLERS, [F]
MISCHR ARG KB, IZINR, SCBRIE IR 5C & i IR
MIXRF REZMAATEEAMI LR

AR UE IR ¢ R A AT IR AR % TR H
Fo X TR, HFHEMNAETF R — R
ARG, TR EEEGEIFDRREE
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o WHEERY, SRR R 3R & (B ACRERUT iR
B A AE M 5 55 — 2R AL )5 R M b S RE G, R
RIP3 R 37 B (RIACBERUT5 e AR PP b 5 ) — 2 A
Ab) 5 W vh 9€ TEH 5% (Chen, 2019), L, fEHE
HA iy B rh, SRR Z 18] A B S, LA
Pk R AF AR OC R, /b [ o 5

[7) J0 w5 s W] L2 S ok R 52 Wi A R Y B R 56
Fo BN, JUE K JEEA w X b 2 RHE
MF M EZ), AR REs g bk A 5T, 58—
LEH) 554 AT F L A FRALBR IR I 2 50K A2 (Yo
& Gamble, 2008; Feinberg et al., 2012), XL
AT 15 28 8RR SZ, A PT BE 23 1 ACBR (Y IS 4R G 3R T
R,

32 RFXREEMMR

bR T ACBE RIS IR OC R AL, AR 5 Z H Y
KER, HZETRR, X TR ROARKHE
Wi o ASCHIE T RR I NP, H—FR N TR
F, BIACHE 5 A% 1O RO F R A7 508 %
& B ENN T, WA SN TR
RAES.

HETTERE Sb, 527 5C R A M OC R Z A Y ¢
RO AR TR . 2P 58 SRR
R RS RUFIY R OC R A K (Pike et al., 2005;
Hoffman et al., 2005), TIVHH AT X R SR M
Z [a] ) o R A 5&(Hoffman et al., 2005; Eriksen
& Jensen, 2006; Hakvoort et al., 2010; Tompsett et
al., 2016). {2, tWAMFRAR THNLEE, 75
LR SN T REMEL LT, WAET
Z 8] Y [7 O 28 s i 72 75 BE I %% 5 IR I (Yu. &
Gamble, 2008; Noller, 2005). iX th, 1] LA M FK BE R 58
PSR RME AL A R B, RO R MR M OC R
TRGEZAFETLAMY R, MR T RKRREAME
I, [A) O RABRER, RZIMA(Yu & Gamble,
2008; Hakvoort et al., 2010; Ruff et al., 2018),

SR R UIECT AR, EARE
WoR, E=02 R =02 ZMRED, KR
D AE— AU % — > B2 > 4% T (Shebloski et
al., 2005; Volling & Elins, 1998), 4K, 4% 11
BN AL BE X G BE T A AT o] —A [ B 22 30 4 O 2
i, R R a MRS, S 8OR %R FRAL,
W] (Suitor et al., 2008; Suitor et al., 2009;
Shanahan et al., 2008; Dawson et al., 2015; Phillips
& Schrodt, 2015), {HJ&, T %Rk I 2 0 2

SRS 1R 71 2 TR DR AL B 7 A 22 e S i AS
R FEAE AU, XA R B, T
AR oAb 4 F B T 22 B, Al 0) ) e i) ke
2> (McGuire & Shanahan, 2010), A%, X
TR 15 o W] RE R T AR 1Y, LA Yk S F VL R EUR
ZWAD s A AR 28, CRX X H S
&AM A (McHale, Updegraff, Jackson-Newsom, et
al., 2000),

[Fi) i i Al T BB XS 2B TR R BIrs i . 3l
Kim %8 A(2006) &3, [FIMIFE® SHEMEZA
x, TR oh 5E 540 F v s FiB: 7 op 58 A k.
AW RN, (R G Wb FAS R 23 1 A B
B S ARG, 3 TT RE S B8 3R T 6 2R I B
25U B BRI TE DL AR P A (Yu &
Gamble, 2008 ), Xt ] BEBEIR S BE R A A B
BILL K, Wi B A B 1 5 . R
77 B i 5 (Feinberg et al., 2012),

33 EMXRERMmpR

AR BIFFE A () v 52 S 1 9 A 1 ()
KARGRRE, arE R, 2017), {HIE RO FEE
TR A I 1E o B an, FRATT T DA R e vp 58 5 1 2
— P RER R B B, XCFMRRER Y S (AR [ AR
HY XS B R S, WO R B RS kR
5. FIEFMN TS S , R 5T L
TS B, SRR AL,
VL B B P i A5 4, X BB T DU i R R4 Y
MG R o

AN, FMESCR SR RIEH —FEREZE
WK R, BIAHE 0 R R, FIMROCR fiE
A, TR L) A e o R 0 O S R e 4y, BRI
Bz Aw TR R Eoerh s, Mk, REER
T A AT, ) M ) RS R — e s 1) A R
whaE, HInGiEXT . B R %A (Relva, Alarcio,
Fernandes, & Graham-Bermann, 2019), [F]#£, Rinaldi
il Howe (1998)7E FLAF AN /S AFE G L 34 427
AEREAR TS, RILRBE B [FIOC R 5ok &
110 B H AR RN A DG, ik, R4
4 ] L DG 2R AT LA B A7 0 [ L v 5 s i M e e,
AT et AV 1) L o 28 PR & ZE W ] R o A i
T [ A o 28 TR 1R M A e 1 X AN R R, TRD RO
TR T X% M B, A S AEXT DT AL R R
frn @, o EMASACH2ES, XL
AR S i, I [ L DG R A FRU i
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4 —ANESHRERHREIERIZER

FERGH IR, KERE DA FHEEN
W, ARG, XANRE TN REEAH B
7. MHERF(Cox & Paley, 1997; Cox & Paley,
2003; Cox, 2010; Whiteman et al., 2011; X7,
fTE R, 2017), B, AU —H28 BT RS
XoF [ JeL e 2 ) 5 ) 2 K 2 Y I, TR DA Bt —
BRI IR G A B RriX Le5g i, #Om, A SGES
B A PR T ) w28 i A 56 SOk, A R iR
hgE . AETWEM RN T U RFET RS
ZE — AN ES AR R 1 FTR),
DItk — 2B IR AR =38 Z B R o

« AT Bk
A

A
ETAR
N
- ZRI

P G T FR G0N [ i i 5% B 52 ) B A2
T SRS, LN B AR

ZREA R 2 T R e . ACRET T R A
MR T AURKET REX = HZREPLR,
WmE 1 s, CEIEHCR . EFRR. FMEE
ZR LA % TR) L e 2 0 2 22 0 A B RS R, R UL,
FUET Z 5o XTI i v 92 (%) 52 W 5 A7 AE 22 SR I AR,
AL LAAC B0 A O 2R 38 [7) H e 58 3K 4% B A2 Sl 461
TP 0T B 5E, SCRESRINIC & T DL E 42 % [F] i v
7= (Kim et al., 2006; Poortman & Voorpostel,
2009; McGuire & Shanahan, 2010), .k, CEHE
IR 56 Z2 A0 AT L3 28 5% 1) 53— 5C 28 Of (] 422 52 i) [+) i
hoE, MR A AR, SRR E] R R IR G R AT
DI KRB MR FRAR, MEBNET XA
VL He ok R vp 2 s 2, mT DA Rl R4 F R
1) ) Bt 56 28 T e 2 [R) B wp 58 19 % 2E (Brodly et all.,
1996; Cox & Paley, 1997; Hakvoort et al., 2010; Ruff
etal., 2018). fJa, SCREUSIASC R b n] DL it 52 R
[F] L 5 2 Sk (1) 42 52 oo [ R o 5 o AR ¥ 0 W A
ACEE ) R 4 1) 85 4 0% 2R B A% ol Sk B 1) [0 26 R
(Kim et al., 2006; Ruff et al., 2018; Bt 4%, 2016),

AT 9520 ] L ) % 5 1 38, X i AR AR 235 )
PRI AR B THESE . Ak, B Y R OC R i
AT LU R RAF AR F O &R, MMl B4 A5+
KR KW [E M h 2

KRG, WA 1R, CEHFIHECR BT XR
DA% [R) L 9 2R AR AT L2 2 g A2 A T 3 ) i o 28
14977 2R [0 42 b 52 o W) B v 5 o 9 4n, AEAC RS
R FR Y, ACBREAHSIHOC R R4, 18 2 7] 2 58 i
VAW V3l O S ke, FERX AN AR, AR
e 2= 258 A He T, [ b e A8 B 4 M S A T 4%
O REmG, AT A ) B Sy sE £ 1, M
WD FE A SE . TERIMOC R T, R RIRFFR
I, LI R, PSS RARESH
C 1Y [ 9 A6 B A2 i (Relva, Alarcdo, Fernandes, &
Graham-Bermann, 2019; Recchia & Howe, 2009),
FEXFPE BT, ACHE AT LT 4 0 4% 0 ok
W, T2 Bk HAZF BTy, M b %€ L
B B 7 ORI e, 980 T i 9 PR AR
ARETE. TER T KFRM, B 5 RNZTHRE
RAFAIER, YFM 5 kAR, CEMEFd
VAT R o P Y 2 e i o

A AR RS A i 18 1 2 (7] L i 28 5 RS R BE R
SR IRKR, IR RXRTLUUES N =
ZHR. ZE. ZER, “ZHRERZRFE
REF A Z BN 2B R, AR 3%
F o — R MR . Flan, £, SRS
WHOCFR | 2R FR AR M OC 32 R B AAAE Y, TR
2 [ L o €A a0 8K R ) 32 B X = AT R G R
Wi 22 B AR SR i A PR 20T [m] it o 5 14 5 il J2:
Z AR, I Hx L iR 0 5 FE R 1Y 52 A ¢
PEAHEAE S, hn, ACREUS AR 5C 22 F 2% 1 56 R #B
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Sibling conflict and itsresolution: The effects of family subsystem

QU Guoliang, CAO Xiaojun
(School of Education, China West Normal University, Nanchong 637002, China)

Abstract: Sibling conflict is defined as the incompatibility expressed by two or more people with the same
biological parents in their behaviors, goals or activities in a intact family, which is usually characterized by
quarrels and hostility, as well as aggression against each other. The styles of parents’ intervention in sibling
conflict usually can be divided into child-centered strategies, control strategies, and nonintervention
strategies. Family system theory points out that the family is viewed as a hierarchically organized system,
comprised of reciprocally influential subsystems (e.g. marital relationships, parent-child relationships,
sibling relationships). Based on this theory, the effects of family subsystem on sibling conflict is discussed,
and meanwhile, in order to analyze the mechanism of sibling conflict from the multi-path perspective, the
theoretical hypothesis model of sibling conflict is constructed. Future studies need to distinguish or integrate
between sibling conflict and its related concepts, focus on what factors will affect the styles parents
intervene in sibling conflict, and treat sibling conflict from the perspective of development.

Key words: sibling conflict, sibling relationship, intervention style, family subsystem, influence pathway



