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T e PR AR, 20 it N, R SRR 2% R I T & A
TEX —id fE b, AMARRIE N G5 RS2 BIREE . [P
EARFENE A 6] 2 Gt 22 18] 32 EAR 0 5% e (5K SC
B, 2002), HIIG AT LRSS, TE RS AI R B 1A F]
AEEE R, ARAS BA Y L EATIIR HAT BRI I N 4 7T i
X T L S CH: i AR 1 R 5 R G R A5 B 0
AR AN TE B i1 LA R At 6 6 PR 2R A R AP B
YT, RITRENS AL HEAAS B < JL A Oy U LAY Rt
PR IR B HAE AL, 50 B Ay 12 40 B ik e )
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Pettit, 2000; J7 fhdh, JE5%4, 2005; Wentzel, 2003),
[] 15 2 BE i 3 fin L 22 1Y Z Ak 1) jE A A A )@, [+
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RN A P AEVF 238 B2 5T T A3 2] T IESE (Coplan,
Prakash, O’Neil, & Armer, 2004; Dodge et al., 2003;
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[Fi] A 5 246 S B b AR B T — D R BE 1 s ) 1 Bl A R
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FREAR X — 4ok YE, [R) AR 28 525 5 iR R
MG R, [l A g I ] G X H JRe BAT DR 4
o BT N ) — 5 R (MR LS, JH 52,
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WUAT A B0 TH R W (Formoso, Gonzales, & Aiken,
2000; Johnson, LaVoie, & Mahoney, 2000; Kuntsche
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[, G JE Hh A PR 2R % L B3 g PR R i i) o
WA — e BRI SR, SCBERS
FT LA A B~y LB R g h 1y 06 7 S B A —E
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2011); FEFRRM TR S, KA ESFILEN -
TR B v (R se, SRENES, TL7, 2009), MR
LRI h SR 3R B R AR B ST L EE 3 N Y AR A
FHARHE T RPAR YR, (R TR A W R i
A 87 PR 2R (A [) P4 68 ) X A A B ST L B 8 1 A T
Wz = 285k . I H, SRR G ] 5 HAd AR
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SR TNEAT RN S A 22 =98
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(BLAE AL S AT 23 A, I B Fh e 94
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FEY AT B SF LRI D, ok & IR A4k
WEEE AR
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PRI S A AT 83 <1 L300 FEIE 1 A PR P AL o AR I
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H AR BB <7 L) A B 4 . S R b B ~F
JLE SR SF LT g, T LLEE A 8 b b 4 7
PR 0 B S LB AT BRAEAE SRR E T . R HL,
AF W3 2 7 /0 AF L A A R AMb IR RRAT R A Ak
[P R S s B s A s, R T S AR R
B KB T R I 5 (Steinberg, 2007), Hivk, 7
W IE R 40 R LB R R e R &, A fEE
gy LTFEE . BFREA UMM G SR
ILER R R, SR B LERH AR &4
WA e P A ) R (B 5 T Al 40) 5 e 1k
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e, AR HEAR G5 M IR S P AR 3 DA i

KR BB R T, AR S AR 2G5 KT AR
(Steinberg, 2007; Zhang & Fuligni, 2006), MA K [A]
AT N2 2B R TA) A # 28 (Lerner & Steinberg,
2009); 2Pk L5 T 2 By i B Ak [A] f8E (Compas,
Davis, Forsythe, & Wagner, 1987), BV T %
5y B AME [A) 8 (Farrington, 2009)
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JLFEACHAMIAT TR IE AL, X LYo T =41,
AFENCEIMEILEE 76 4 (H5 4 38 &4, &t 38 £4), &
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H ARG B 53, MR T ILEEA R AR . TR
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(2l B 28 R AT T . BRI TE 2 PE R 21 24
Hrp kPR IE A AR, B, <dk2Er . <F
FEBER N L AN AE M NS o Xl i
I H bR A R S T BE R N AR AL, DAfE
TSP L P 43 8000 oA o X2z 2 1 36 iF
PR RSP RW, SRR RN mE 0.61~0.85 Z
], BERIPLAFE B b, Hi o/df=4.96, RMSEA=
0.07, NFI=0.98, TLI=0.96, CFI=0.98, IFI=0.98,
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X —25H . FEAWEFE T, T B RStk R
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AT E PP PRIIER | 253 R -5 AN E N R A B B
CLFE A b B 3 7 A B BEAY, 8 N0 H kb FE 4%
H, ifyin]— oAy B FNs st . 2300 H R
5N, O 1—EAnpb#] sedadl sk, il I
HE 53 VE AR IR R FR A, or B0k, 3R
HDAE IR . 2RO AN H T 240
GEZ (A, BRJGHE, T URB, XL, sk SCHT,
2012; BAFCKEE, 2008), HABLF 0GB RISUE .
FEABEGE Y, 1% N — 0 R 50 0.80,
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AR FIR . M2 AT, XA IR T S
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SR, BRI [ AR A (A, SR Rt I I R
HE, BN TR AT RS A SE
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W3 1. LLRSF2EBIS M A
a4 PRGN . KRG . BTREe. BRES
5520 S N [R) Rk AR FE AT 3%2 [T 241

*ﬁo /D%ﬁﬂ_\‘v

=
AR,

435 LA Tm)

BT SYERITEAC TR B RYSE

HAE B3, F(2,418)=3.95, p<0.05, 1*=0.02, i#—
TR, X TFACRAME L, £
#5530 R W R G KOF i 2 T 5 #(p<0.05), X T
MRS LEMAE RSP ILE, B L& 55
SE AR 35 22 5 (>0.05); [ A 4E 28 Y

2 1 ] LR

VIESEIOVATE

F(1,418)=14.66, p<0.001, 1’=0.03,

BEMFEE LAY W& Tt B a ik
IRV 3, F(1,418)=8.80, p<0.01, 1°=0.02, &
B RERGEA A RS T B &%, Behmr 3
BN, F(1,418)=15.87, p<0.001, n’=0.04,

Bt K 3 T

sl 22 B P ) S A0

E% F(1,418)=35.39, p<0.001, 1*=0.08, %%
bt 28 K S v T AR P S RO

¥, F(1,418)=3.88, p<0.05, n*=0.01, Zr{%HY 91
KV T B WG S R B 32
RO F4 A B 2 (ps>0.05); T AG 78 H 1 BA ST ) SR 5K
N BN 35 (ps>0.05); BRACTRA Z 46, HAbAS &
FPE R 5 58 S 2B ) 22 BAE Y AN 8. 35 (ps>0.05)

HE— 20X 2% A8 22 ) Je H 5 MR (R ) Z 1]

IR BT, S5 REB (R 2), FEHEL 5L
I 2l ab 4 5 IR = A7 A B35 TE A OG
[ FEEzg8 5L M 22 20 | IR (R A7 7E o 2
TASE, SILEMIGE Z R AN B, LT ¥%
G BEFRA . BERE S S LB IR Z W 17
FESE TR, I HE S S ILER Al a2
[ AETE B A, BTG . WE &N S5
PR 2 22 [ A7 0 2 SR G, B S & S RN
Z I 3 IR OG . oAb, FHEXFHRE . &
THRA GBS MEE R EEME, 5ILE
A R 22 ) 47 f 2 (RO G o A 7% 1 22 8] A4 A
PSOFNTE N

x1 TREBETFEINEHMNIEESZTE LM THRGREE)

RS [F AR 4 [EREEP2 RF¥G  BFEEG  URES Yty g P
4 (n=38)  —0.33(0.49)  0.07(0.92)  3.47(0.48)  3.63(0.54)  4.74(0.77) —0.31(0.35) —0.35(0.22) 2.15(0.68)

fi B (n=38) 0.25(1.21)  —0.26(0.90)  3.35(0.44)  3.42(0.50)  4.56(0.76)  0.11(1.12)  0.28(1.28) 2.33(0.59)
Ait(n=76)  —0.04(0.96) —0.09(0.92)  3.41(0.46)  3.52(0.53)  4.65(0.76) —0.10(0.85) —0.03(0.97) 2.24(0.64)

" 4 (n=51)  -0.22(0.73)  0.20(1.37)  3.46(0.57)  3.49(0.56)  4.64(0.72) —0.27(0.44) —0.43(0.24) 2.07(0.61)

;‘j B (n=82) 0.09(1.05)  0.06(0.88)  3.27(0.46)  3.30(0.46)  4.76(0.70)  0.16(1.04)  0.17(1.06) 2.22(0.67)
&iF(n=133) -0.03(0.95)  0.11(1.09)  3.34(0.51)  3.37(0.51)  4.71(0.71)  0.00(0.88) —0.06(0.89) 2.16(0.65)

e Z(=96)  -0.18(0.75)  0.16(1.15)  3.26(0.65)  3.53(0.56)  4.60(0.74) -0.15(0.68) —0.30(0.47)  2.14(0.60)

L B@=119) 0.09(1.07)  —0.05(0.84)  3.39(0.55)  3.41(0.54)  4.68(0.76)  0.15(1.13)  0.21(1.20) 2.21(0.60)

B 4ikn=215) —0.03(0.95)  0.04(0.99)  3.33(0.60)  3.46(0.55)  4.64(0.75)  0.01(0.96) —-0.02(0.98) 2.18(0.60)
4 (n=185)  —-0.22(0.70)  0.15(1.17)  3.36(0.60)  3.54(0.56)  4.64(0.74) —0.22(0.57) —0.34(0.38) 2.12(0.61)

Bk B (n=239) 0.11(1.08) —0.05(0.86)  3.34(0.51)  3.38(0.51)  4.69(0.74)  0.15(1.09)  0.21(1.16) 2.23(0.62)
A1t (n=424) —0.03(0.95)  0.04(1.01)  3.35(0.55)  3.45(0.54)  4.67(0.74) —0.01(0.92) —0.03(0.95) 2.18(0.62)

FT2 FEMFEMNIELE. FTES. BEEIS SO IEIERN B Z 8 Y HE X
A ] 4R 2 [F] 9 LFHE BFoRE WELE & Yok 2l i

[ 4 24 1

[EREE 2] 031" 1

LFFEE -0.06 0.003 1

BEFRA -0.16™ 0.03 0.60"" 1

WRAE & -0.13™ 0.14™ 0.28"" 0.26™" 1

ik 0.70™" -0.09 -0.08 -0.14" -0.07 1

o8| ! 0.68"" -0.19™ -0.04 -0.09 -0.10" 0.63™" 1

Pk 0.16™ -0.20"™" -0.28™" -0.34™" —-0.49"" 0.07 0.09 1

A2 0.02 —-0.003 0.17" 0.19™ 0.40™" -0.03 0.02 -0.25™"

H: "p<0.05,"

p <0.01, ™" p<0.001,
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DA 4 Sy T A% £, 4350 DAL EE 3t
2ol 3 20 5 AIMURR Ry 235 SRS i, AR i ] (O 40
it | AF RN Y FERE L, SR ZZ &R 8
B, B—FRTRLTFHRE . BFRegMEGEE
IF) 2 46 5 45 2830 o () A0 22 ) 56 2R A RIS/ o TR
i, S TR A AR e LR () LA T Y SR RN DL R
IR AR A Y RN A A AE AN [ 2 A AR B B S L3
W T 25 S (R o — 2Bk B SO TR, AR R
SEA (R PAGR ) VE R I8 s A F I A A .
Tk 2w M, PG Aiken Al West (1991)F) £
W, XA PN AR B AT T A, A
AR BRI . 55—, s HE3
59 B, FIfEEY4 . BB SF2 L R — A
FEBYPEATAR 88 Ak, PR AC B ([ A 4 < BR
SEAON, PR AR < B N2 B, (R A < T AR
) BB, AR HL I [R]R A A < Y S < B
SESOMY o X T [l AR R v i 2 38 B, R
Aiken 1 West (1991) 48 Hi (1) i B &} 5 4 #7 1%
(simple slope analysis)F i iR £5 18 15 80N 9 A< 5T
=TS HIE R, WR BT 38 B, BEAR,
P& Formoso Z5(2000) Ay #HEIL, Wk —1miss HAEH
TR R = 30038 FAE 00 A T0000 VR AN 2.3, DA G
1) 58 . ITUAS -8 40 A e 2 1 [l A A6

XFF L IR, BT AT [l D AR 76 v ) 32 B
PIREZ, WS MAS TR, BTERS
T8 A A Y F 4 = A [ AR R rp B A A AT ) 52
HI, SR BN, FEEL A e, LR
PRI (B=0.13, p<0.01), L FEAKF#E, ILER
PRBGEAIR (S=—0.23, p<0.001); BT 3EH K H0E,
JL#E B PRI (S=—0.29, p<0.001); JLF&E Y358
5 & ok, L3 Y IO RIS (B=—0.45, p<
0.001); B~ 2 ) xF JL 3 P00k 1% T T A 3%
FEFE A GO PE BN 5, = AR )L IO ek
S IR R4 5118 0.07, 0.09 5 0.18,

257 e N H A2 AR FH S L2 s AN 2ol i
QTR L2 3. sk 3 B, ka4 BERs
I 2 0 ) b 0L EE i Ml Sl ik A, (HR Al
WF 2 AR sk L3 Ty 5 270l 38 20 i 1 3 0 A
BIRBE . WA MIETERBEARE, R

a4 | AT oRA HRCRAME I =058 B RE N B
T )L A Bl ek i 42, P AC SR A R[] A
e 500 | Al id 4 R VR FITERCR A L
AR P LR AR 22 5% o i — 2D By fa] Rl
SR, X TRCRAN LB, TEARA TR G 1
BUR, [ BE A 2 e % b 2 1 1) b S L = ) B
(simple slope=0.72, t=5.67, p<0.001) Fl 2=l 6 42
(simple slope=0.92, t=13.67, p<0.001), 7EFE T3¢
BHENT, A4 5 L B (simple slope=
0.003, t=0.001, p>0.05). ==l i% 22 (simple slope=
-0.49, t=—1.31, p>0.05)2Z [A R FFAFTECES; XF Tk
Bsr)LE, TRTEAFORA 2 m T R A
LT, TR AE 48 Y R 6% S 2 0E 1) F0 L E Y oty
(simple slope=0.67, t=10.92, p<0.001; simple slope=
0.56, t=9.12, p<0.001)F1=l k4 (simple slope=0.58,
t=9.39, p<0.001; simple slope=0.51, t=8.31, p<0.001),
{HZ N RRLRIGkE, TEm LT RENTEILT,
(] A4 41 2 X6 L 2 B R0 2l i 2 i T 4 A T
RACT 2R ARG, TEFERIPME RS, 2% ml AR A
XPILE B 52l i 2 i g B R 50l 0.46 5
0.45,

MEET2R A B VE TR, R4
BEFOE G SRCESNME L E ) =T A8 B IR Re 68 W 2%
ML R Yk flbiB 2 (R 3). H—2La
BB HTRW], X RCRSMNELE, FEAREEToR
B BF, R AE 28 BE % Wl 2 O 1] b S0 L B ) ot
(simple slope=0.81, t=4.59, p<0.001) 12l 16 42
(simple slope=0.97, t=5.52, p<0.001), 7E&TF T34
i, [RIfE4E4s 5 )L 2 Y di(simple slope=0.06, t=0.21,
p>0.05) . =ik 42 (simple slope=—0.14, t=—0.52,
p>0.05)Z M AHEAFTESCHR; X THER~F JL#, Tit
TR TR B R m b TR E AL T, TR fE4E 4
YIhiets W 2 1E 1a) w L 2 A Xt (simple slope=0.71,
t=11.74, p<0.001; simple slope=0.52, t=8.56, p<0.001)
F 20k 1 22 (simple slope=0.62, t=10.17, p<0.001;
simple slope=0.64, t=10.52, p<0.001), {H &M {5
FERIGORE, TEmbE TR a R T, At a4
XL e B B AE AR AR T2 S RN O, X
Sl it 42 1 T AR 5 AR BE R A 1Y 1 B0 A A
L FEESI SRS, ZEIABRT L E ST 52
i 28 RS 51 R 0.46 5 0.45,

I EEAE & B IR E IR, [ R4 5
0B A 1Y I A2 LI RR A% e 25 FU L Y 2l
e, (HR AR I sg B =304 B I AN GE
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XSGR A5 AR . AR SRR B S LB RO BRIE N . 2R TR G S S e 803

F3 B THH. FEE#ER. SETTERETERM/ILERT. FELRTNER

HRTE Uit AB) 20l i3 28 A(B)

AHL=E RFFRE HFEA W AE & RLFHEE BEFRE WEE &
P 0.20"°(0.37)  0.2077(0.37)  0.20"7(0.37) 0.29""(0.55) 0.2977°(0.55) 0.2977°(0.55)
R —0.05(-0.03)  —0.05(=0.03)  —0.05(=0.03)  —0.01(=0.01) —0.01(=0.01) —0.01(=0.01)
) 4 4 0.69™°(0.67)  0.6977°(0.67)  0.6977(0.67) 0.65""(0.65) 0.66"(0.66) 0.65""(0.65)
R AR —-0.03(=0.04)  —0.01(-0.02) 0.04(0.06) 0.006(0.01) 0.05(0.09) -0.02(=0.02)
SRS —0.02(-0.04)  —0.02(=0.04)  —0.02(-0.05)  —0.03(=0.07) —0.03(=0.06) —0.03(=0.06)
BEEA —0.04(—0.10)  —0.04(=0.10)  —0.04(-0.10)  0.002(0.006) 0.001(0.003) 0.002(0.006)
) P 4 4 < AL 3RS —0.03(=0.05)  —0.03(-0.06) — —0.07(=0.15) —0.07(=0.15) ~0.09°(—0.20)
[|] AR 4 xRS —-0.01(=0.02)  —0.005(=0.01) — 0.06(0.14) 0.05(0.14) 0.03(0.09)
WA AR < AR A —-0.01(=0.02)  —0.01(=0.04) — 0.03(0.10) 0.03(0.1) -0.04(-0.12)
PR AR < RGESM —-0.01(=0.05)  —0.001(0.01) — —0.01(=0.05) 0.01(0.06) —0.004(-0.01)
[) 1 < 8 7 AR —-0.01(=0.02)  —0.06(~0.09) — 0.08°(0.14) 0.127°(0.19) 0.08°(0.11)
[P R A AR MY 0.04(0.17) —0.01(0.05) — 0.01(0.05) 0.04(0.15) —
L AR RGEI MY ~0.127(=0.55)  —0.117(=0.52) — -0.26""(-1.22)  —0.22""(~1.06) —
AR(FHIEME G B AR?) 0.50 (0.46) 0.50(0.46) 0.49(0.45) 0.53(0.45) 0.53(0.45) 0.50(0.42)

TE: "p<0.05, " p<0.01, " p<0.001; IFMEHIHAT UMD : 0 =22, 1 =55; X B SFAHEAT B IS, TS8R : 2. BUGRSME
0= AEW~PILE, 1 = JCRIMEJLE; b ARSI : 0= AERSFILE, 1 = KRS, TR,

i O )L A B o 2 — 25 1 AT B R R A BT 2R A,
S B AR s JLEE (simple slope=0.74, t=13.61,
P<0.001) Fry [Fi] £ 4 Kok 7 Ml 5o 20 0 S0 g v 3 b
13 278 20 AR 1Y JL % (simple slope=0.60, t=15.27,
p<0.001). A}, FEiZAARIH, [R AL 550 A0
() 301 A2 B IR e A% g TN L (i 2f b ik 28, ik —
A fRT BARE R AT A, AC R A L EE (4 ) £ 1 446
20l 3 42 B9 T3 F7 (simple slope=0.53, t=7.65, p<
0.00 )& T-3F B <7 JL# (simple slope=0.68, t=13.90,
p<0.001). fHJE, T IRIfEAEL 54K py 30
A2 3 E H A [] D= A5 78 v 25O gk 2 T L 1 2
rata, VX — 28 BAE FI RO RN E . FE
Pl b AR s, (8] U AR R ek )L o Y R R N
0.45, Xf2l i 28 iRy 0.42,
3.3 FEHENSETFILEMOIEEN: ETES

53iEESMIATIER

KT =R T RS BTFRASNRG
AR R R R SRR A X — R R
FEFAR L3 OB 4l ib 28 5 ey b A9/ AR,
BT LRRFFER SRR, SR ZEL MR
%, B—EHRTRXTHRA . BPRA s st
[ 2 44 5 4500 BHLIE W 46 B 22 0] 56 R B R 154 H
Horp, FEE B S MN =A EEAB R, IS
SRR H IR 2, DRI A A A [ AR e g
HASATMIACHIN, 250 Won, R, MG

A RERE B b T L EE A PR (B=—0.13, p<0.01;
[=-0.44, p<0.001), [FFE3EL98E% T m) i L2 1)
kB 42 (f=-0.15, p<0.01), WisEfEEXt L&l
AR AN 3, B S T AR A
W TEERIMERMAEL NG, 722 8X JLEIR
M52l i 28 R R 4101 0.20 5 0.03 [ 43
g | AR B 2 L e i N A Y
ZNTE

ARG [FAEEEY . BRI MO BAE
THURT )L B 45 23 o7 [m] A ) AR FH 25 2R L% 4. o
4 PR, R EEHEEGN AR SRR L 23 A IR 5 27l
W2l T OREG . BT ORG YRR W I L
IR B oR A RS k2 1 ) b F50 )L 2 Y
Yeike, (RJRXT L3 220l 3t 20 ) BO AR L AS 35 A2
F R A X T Al 2 B T AR PSS 1 2

MK 4 ATLEH, LFRES5EFREHEY
B E PR [l PR S MR Z [ DG &R o i — 2B 1Y
A B RBRAI TR, TG . BT R A X
g5 )L IR 2 8] 1Y OC AR R BLH 1 AR [a] i 3 15
ROw i, BARRIN : &L TR aaim bl 128
BRI, [RG5S IR ] ) SCHEAN ) 3
(simple slope=—0.05, t=-1.19, p>0.05; simple slope=
—0.08, t=—1.75, p>0.05); 7EARA TG BAK AL T35
GHENT, [FIfEEEgReaE 25 1 ) F i L 25 Y
PR (simple slope=—0.20, t=—5.01, p<0.001; simple
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2 45 &

g

x4 BFEI.

ElEA. KPP EEREZ BRI )LE O IRIE R (57 A T

HRT=E P A(B) 2l i3 28 A(B) Ui pB)
AL LFHRE BEFRA RFHRE BEFRA RFHRE BEFRA
51 0.117(0.14) 0.117(0.14) 0.29777°(0.55) 0.2977°(0.55) 0.20""(0.37) 0.20"°(0.37)
L -0.26"(-0.12)  -0.26""(-0.12)  —0.01(—0.01) -0.01(-0.01) -0.05(-0.03) -0.05(-0.03)
R -0.19"(=0.12)  -0.19""(-0.11)  -0.16"(=0.15)  —-0.16""(-0.15)  —0.07(-0.07) -0.07(-0.06)
WA -0.24™(=0.27)  -0.30""(=0.35)  —0.03(-0.05) ~0.04(-0.08) -0.07(-0.11) —0.11°(=0.18)
SLFEANH —0.03(=0.04) —0.05(-0.07) —0.03(-0.06)  —0.03(-0.07) —0.02(=0.04)  —0.03(-0.06)
XGRS 0.05(0.09) 0.05(0.08) 0.002(-0.01) —0.002(—0.005)  —0.04(—0.09)  —0.04(—0.09)
[ 4 42 2 < 8] 1 78 S 0.157(0.14) 0.09°(0.11) — — —
W AR <A SR A — — 0.02(0.07) — -0.02(=0.07) —
VA AR B < BUE AR — -0.157(=0.71) — -0.12°(-0.58)  —
AR(CHE il 22 b5 A9 0.18(0.11) 0.19(0.12) 0.12(0.04) 0.11(0.03) 0.06(0.02) 0.05(0.02)

AR?)

slope=—0.18, t=-4.26, p<0.001). 7E¥HIPH T,
PR A ] 01 A 80 o L 2 I8 A9 i B R 4 ) 011
0.12,

Ak, AT EA SRR ) 528 B35 )L
w2 SUch W TIAE B, R FES
XF L 2l 3t 20 5 oy i WO AR FHAE RGESM R 5
e P ILERHAR T E R DR AR T
T, VORI LR T AR, Hegl
4 20 1 I i I (simple slope=—0.34, t=—3.10, p<
0.01; simple slope=—0.39, t=—3.61, p<0.01), {H &k
HFILE AT REKF S HAA 22 | Yol 2 ()
ANAFETE B 2 K1 (simple slope=—0.01, t=—0.15, p>
0.05; simple slope=0.08, t=0.10, p>0.05), FE¥HI
A, AR L Aol ik 22 5 e iR R
5k 0.04 5 0.02,

4 e

T RCEIMNE L | ACESMILE SRR L
AR LG, ABFFRAE R OC R 5rh 4 R
TRFHA . BFREG 5UEGESTERILEARR
oL O R RE B VR AR . A B9 1 e BRSSO
SCEERCH T AN A~ LEE R R <55 & . B~FJL
FOE ) LE OGRS T T IE, MH N B
FEAR HE AR AT B A7 L 20 BE W  BE T IR T
FLIARo
41 [REMFIES . \.FEENSERNETILERCE

yE V2

B A B, Rl PEAE 4 Be A% 1S n L2 ) Kt
lbibad, fHLEARE T 2RI, X —450 5
E A Wi £ WF 55— 2 (Ladd & Burgess, 2001;
Kraatz-Keily et al., 2000; J7 &4dh, Ji5%4s, 2005;

Wentzel, 2003), #F— 3R, R4t 2R AL
Ty AR B SE )L O PR N () B AR 1 A R A
., IE Gooren 25 A (201 DTN iy, L= B[R £E
SR RN TR T ol = = & e s a6 3 O RS R
WANHIRON B 5%, X S BHAS L 3E 1 B o) A& e, fifi
A AT RER I I AL IRI R | AMb [R]85 0 P
[, R4 AR, AR R, R 6
SRR AR L ) kit 20 SRR Xk — 20 SRE T
PLAE B 5T B9 245 18 (Dodge et al., 2003; J& 5% 445,
2006), FEN [FIFE R 9% B AR A B L 1 220l it
S R R 2R . SR, AWFRIER E I, 5
(] A 4 ) T TS TR), - [R]42 90 A fig B 4% Tt
ML, XfE—EFE LUl FEEnS
[F) P 4 66 2 L 3 R A OC 3R 0 S AN ) T (Ze RO
&, 2011), FEJLEC S N 12 2 v B A AN R AR
Mo #52, XFRPE 425 ) L3 W iy ] 19T
W, [FFEE A I AN RREE 45 T 58 &AM, 55
BERRUT A AR PR 2R X 3% T AR5 i 1 HE P sl kb 2
ER . BEAh, TEARMISE T, FfEE4E . At S
JLEE o PR B 22 8] 9 DG B B A A 32 B BE ~1 2 51
AT, BTG AR B S Ll 2 R B sy L,
(R PEFE A | TR P2 20 Xof G A% 2000 B3t O (1) A ) 4
PN A R AR
42 FETFFEFRIPIER

AR T RN B AT LEE R SR 55 W
(e W R R (ZEPRE, 2002), ARAFFTR I, & F3%
G BT R G TERRARART B <7 )L 2 A 0o JLIE 3 (1)
D7 B EERER, AR AL
PR, T HLRE A% 45 [ R4 46 5 L B SME R 2
(A OCHE . (HE, SR PR BTEFfEIE4 . Al
5ILE.CHLEE N Z [ B R R TR R



739 XSGR A5 AR . AR SRR B S LB RO BRIE N . 2R TR G S S e 805

AIPE IR

AR, LFRG . B REKFrm
REfS H AR LE A IR, X 7E B ~F LE 59
SPILEREAR AR AN, fE B SR PR A IR E
h, ACRES L 2 [a] Y v I R A IR L R AE
R AZ ) T ACHRENT A O . SRR SR (Kliewer
et al., 2006), £ JLZE 1 S ]k R MERT, SChES L
[ RE A HEA TR R VA o X i o2 25 1) 17 R 445
REAS AT ORI L 2 ) ICMURE,  BRAdEACBE A Ah AT
TATE SRt . WS, AAF5Ed & B0,
AR A X L EE Al it 4 5 By i T AR A XL
AN HAR RSP LB AT A R, R AT
AR IERRGESM L W Sl b i et 3
& 5AE B S JLE Wk i 22 Al Z AR A TR
K, TERMHGETRRT R, LEESSGEX
AC B 1Y 52 il A 0] 5 N A A% B8 B9 Ak 23 BN 5 40
W, EXTE—ERE L TIILER T EARNLGES
0l ik 20 2 v (Steinberg, 2007), MASHFST it 45 5k
A, B ANE AT TP R T RIFACF IR R
— 5

TN, LT HRE BT RE X R4 5 U
B L Z M SRR T W A EH,
I HL X Al 5 4 A BCE S L FndE B ~p L&
FEHATAETE 2 570 TEXUCESME LERAA S, 0+
FEA NPT A KRR, PE 25T PTIESE
[ A2 5 L E Yy | 2l b 20 22 0] e B2 OCHR AR 1
AR, BRIEL TR A B R A KRBT,
[F) A 4 466 5 T 28 A ) A8 2 ) ) v B2 A DGR SR
16, TEAE RSP LERH AT, X FRAEEEFRE
TRV AR I, Rl PR 4 5 P 2 A M In) R [R] 1Y) S I
MR 585 TR A K P BRI O o AR O R 5 5
BRI X TR RO AR BRI 73 (Luthar et al.,
2000), ¥ RE AT R G ERARSCRSM L E
MYt Sk e BRI TR AR E T
(protective-stabilizing), B 7E 1% &7 P &K £ 57 5 7K
FRESLT, BRI fGR H 25 e, MAKR SOk %y
FoE &, X TaEESF JLEWZRILE T ORI 0 S
% (protective-reactive), R 7E & fa [ () 454, &
PR R EAR BRI AR HE AR I A R, EZ AR Yy
Z DT AN E R 45 . X IR, BRA
BEAMAT TATE B ih, (HEBCESM L 5TESMC
B 2Z 0] 1 7KV B8 1 TG 485 o) [w] P 4 408 36 7o £ 65 A
RIIBTHCRE TAEE P LE 56X FRBTE
FEARRE AP L 220l it 2 5 Yoy bl B iR

fEH, %R CESN L 5 HACREEZS (7] LAY
FEEG M, FATIAK, BOEAM L 550 Z W] 5%
B I JR RT R EAT R R R R PR, BRI T IE Y
OETEA NI I BN o 3R R S N, — T
HrhE IR A X R IE A EMIZ AL W
TACHRARIAANTE B 301, A6 25 Z AT 1) 17 I 45
M SCHF T, BRI B0 ECAE RO R, T
AR AR T ILE AR R R . 51— 7 H T e R
ToRA T RSB T T MG 24 5, WEoE
FWH(Vieno et al., 2009), 4Lk JLEE 2 0] S5 A0 1
IR ZE S0 LB o R X AR R AT A R R #R, B
2 B i R AT LB AE S A« IR ] e HE A2 2
SEJT IGO0, I R O AR e, DA SR Ak
ik DAL [) P 4 0 55 A I DX 2R 9 R 9 )L 28 19 o0 PR IS
o ) R

TE 75 8¢ 2% 1 25 4 0[] B 5 248 31 B 52 il 1) % 15
YERZA8, AR DT TR FARG . Rt
S S o I QTS ST A S S (VR El = W N 1
K, LT RE BT RGN RERS T R AR 5
JLEIMRZ MR, RN TEEHLTFREARH
F R ORGACERIE LT, [RItEE 5 L2 Jonh ek
ZIAANFRAEAE OCHE, BV A AR AN F R B HE R AT
JLEE MR E B R PER], (EEAEARAC 725 5 3k
BEFoRGACEIE LT, [RIFEEEGNHI RS Wl 2 1 )
T L B PO, B TP YE .. B8 M
ANZB X TS K EE R G T IR R BAE
FZNA) )L B0 BEGE N B SEUEIF 5, AR AR T WA
LHAEARER . — i am X, B —Fh RGO
KR AT o) — Ra P R R R /EH . filn,
SMFEE N (2012) YW IR, e AR S HR 1Y 25
T, KO SRR AR IR R TR ] 2 T
AR SRR I . —RAMERK, —Fh RER IR
1R AT EARES, 75— KGR R 2 T A
X 3T N A TE AR S A . AN, 7E Rubin 28 A (2004)f
WFEH, 38 I A VeI o 1T D% v AR 2% S £
FZNAR B R T R o P AT DL, ARG A ]
PEREN 50k TR A e L EE POMUER b B4 P AR 25t
i b 3R T LIAERIFSE 0 R BRI AMERL S, 15 2,
[F) £ 12 44 e 4 AR AL F 28 & 5 REF 25 & XL
BB AY A B2, B S 7RG8R TR G
KPR R B, XAE AN AT, JFH, TEABE
e, [ ARG L EE ARSI R MEAE A A b 7
SFILESIER P ILE P RIS T AR . X R,
TCie RN B P LTS AR B ~r L3, B RRAIGIL
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EE ¢

45 &

PR, 222 ] 1 B 2 R A 2 b AT DY
SR, TERTFRBACFRALE LT, RAFA [RIAE
K R 2 8 FL IR Yy S R R
43 MEREEESHIER

BT R B, W AE R RE S 2 B ) O )L 2
PRI, I A L A Y 0 05 A B, HE
PR AT A, X 5 0 A BT P E Ak
AR & 0 IUENTF 5 45 R — 2 (Shek et al., 2003;
Shek, 2005), SCALH A 5545 AN BE B 52 M > 1R
XFANFI R S5 04 55 AN, i EL RS 52 i A4 1 Rz
X % Y RN %14 A (Shek et al., 2003), % T-S:EH4
PR R B 17 B s (. B E — D ATER),
FEA AR 3 358 15 A& 19 A R T AT B AN 1) A Ak B 40
Fae NRJEMILS:, KIBRE S MEZ 55, JF
HR S K AR 7 RS (g an . A
HC—MNAERMIL SR S G RN R
1M, W5 A I AN e B T L W 2 s 5 24l id
4, X5OAH R TRRILENIT RS R4 A
(Shek et al., 2003; Shek, 2005), X, X TAHF
FEP AR LA, B SO R R AR
X TR L EE B DIOMUB AT BE B AT 3K

SR, ILEAL T RIAEE 4 —fa e i sz
i, JLEE TR A AR B A5 S VR A 2 T AR
fbo FEABRZE T, WA SRR R4 5L
NGB Z MR, RIN: LRTERGE R
GBI R T IR TR SRS ST, R
FEL AR REAS 11 1) T L EE 22l i 40, (H R 7R R
WEEE ST, [ 4 X 2Fl 58 20 () F g 5
o |EZ, ERMEL ST, B
AR T ILEE b 4 3 fa B 2 . 1 an
— BB 5T T4 9 (Shek, 2005), 4 WiRP (5 & AR
ThaEit, AMARPTREA PG ST e S BUN MR T
KIR, MAFHEA R, flan, XF—2Fah
[ AR B B 4 B BRRGE BE A A ny LR U, AR
EE A AN G & S ST I NI NG W W K1
ITPFET M5 45 SR, TERIFRIEZ4 T 5T, Ay
XAME ST e Bk R AR . R, TR
BRI R AR &S F AT R A S & =z ml o
5o XM, AMRRBRGEBEE S M T —Fh
J1, MiAEARIER . 48R, HTARMRE HAT
BURAE G IS PR 5 50T B0 v [ SOk A R b 45
fFEAEMBIAESE, BRI OC T {5 & S el &R 1Y)
2 HAE B T &ad it — 25 Uk s A ae 1S
N HERR IS5 16 .

4.4 RFEFILERYCIEIE N (0] 3

EARMGE T, BORSMEILE . ACEIMILES
e8P ILE AT | olkit 22 590K IR
WEES, XU PR AR AN T T IR BA il
T VT 22 B A B2 B T AL A R <)
UL YT 20 42K 56 TR M B ~F JLE T,
V25 E RN B L E 2 &2 L& X —
(AR b AEAETE 24 MR ASBIF S i & B A [ £ 2
Y | SETORG UG B AR A TE R AR L B0 B3 1 (7]
R B PR AP 28 DA B (] P 2 % 16 hn )L 20 B IS
o7 0] ) i B e, FRATTIA Ay, AT FR LA A B AP
FI T SBILE A BTN A0 R A 2 e
T, RS LE R B0 B R[] e H AR
FE ey, TSR] REHGR TN T AL B R A . REE AR I
I (proximal environment) &G AR, SEFR
TEBCA R 52 30 A58 7 1 7™ A% S0 498 0 3 41 (R A P
SELE) AU B RIS 00T, AATTAE AT ME DL T A2
BRSPS 5 LB 3L 0 [R) R[] i R G 2R
45 REMRBREERWNETILENHETM

BARAM AR FE R R T Sh iR T
A 5 ARG S AERRAR L 0 JE )R] R
FIRER, R AHEST I 2518 1 75 22K B ER T
FEBCH R — DR ORI R T 2 AR HL R AR
PRSP LB IS Y AR . IF H, AR5
REA PR O SRR AN I B <y L, A0
FERIR, BESESMBAT T T B S JLE.O 3K R 1 15
FEMETE TOOCESME L MALESMH L (Wen &
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Peer Rejection, Peer Acceptance and Psychological Adjustment of Left-Behind Children:
The Roles of Parental Cohesion and Children’s Cultural Beliefs about Adversity
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( Institute of Developmental Psychology, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China)

Abstract

The widening gap in societal and economic development between urban and rural communities and the
relaxation of migration restrictions in China since the 1980s have led large numbers of rural laborers to leave
their countryside homes in search of better job opportunities in urban areas. As a result of this wave of migration,
millions of children were left behind by their migrant parent in rural communities, in the care of the nonmigrant
parent, the children’s grandparents or other relatives, even some are left to care for themselves. Long-term and
long-distance family separation and lack of face-to-face communications characterize the interactions between
migrant parent(s) and their left-behind offspring, and this relative absence of parental affection puts left-behind
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children at a disadvantage compared with children from nonmigrant families. Although left-behind children
were reported to have a higher probability of risk for maladjustment than their peers from nonmigrant families,
literatures suggest that there are considerable variations in the adaptations of left-behind children; while some
children are at a high risk for delays in adaptive functioning, some do not experience adaptive problems, and still
some even show positive development. A key issue with important preventive and theoretical implications in the
study of left-behind children involves the identification of potentially protective processes that support positive
adaptation in children from migrant families. The present study was designed to examine the moderate effects of
parental cohesion and children’s cultural beliefs about adversity on the relationship between peer
rejection/acceptance and adaptive functioning by comparing left-behind children with children from nonmigrant
families.

A total of 424 rural children were recruited from a rural area in Henan province of China, including 76
children from two-parent-migrant families, 133 children from father-migrant families, and 215 children from
nonmigrant families. Peer rejection and acceptance, children’s aggression and school disengagement were
measured by peer rating. The participants also completed self-report measures of parental cohesion, Chinese
cultural beliefs about adversity and loneliness. The results showed that peer rejection was positively associated
with children’s aggression, loneliness and school disengagement, while peer acceptance was negatively
associated with children’s loneliness and school disengagement. Father-child cohesion, mother-child cohesion
and positive beliefs about adversity predicted lower levels of children’s loneliness. Moreover, father-child
cohesion and mother-child cohesion respectively moderated the relationship between peer acceptance and
children’s loneliness. Specifically, at lower levels of parental cohesion, peer acceptance was negatively
associated with children’s loneliness, but such association was not significant at higher levels of parental
cohesion. Additionally, the moderation effect of parental cohesion on the relationships between peer rejection
and children’s aggression and between peer rejection and school disengagement varied according to the status of
parental migration (two-parent migrant families and nonmigrant families). Compared with children from
nonmigrant families, higher levels of father-child cohesion and mother-child cohesion better attenuated the
relationship between peer rejection and the external problems among children from two-parent migrant families.

These findings did not support the hypothesis that migrant parent serves as the by-stander in left-behind
children’s development, and highlight the importance of parental cohesion and peer acceptance for the positive
adaptations of left-behind children. The implications of these findings for interventions directed at left-behind
children were also discussed.

Key words Left-behind children; peer; parental cohesion; Chinese cultural beliefs about adversity; psychological
adjustment



