OHEAR 2019, Vol. 51, No. 7, 816-828
Acta Psychologica Sinica

DOI: 10.3724/SP.J.1041.2019.00816

BERTFITASEHRE TN, BFK

71N

p{ARY

MARREZBMUER

Ak !

(" UM A2 0 B AATE,

LEE&E' EWH'

JOE S0 0 BRAL 50T M S0 A, B [ GRS B Y L (AL ST ),

x| w2

Jbat, 100875) C AL HH F B A H F 24 Be, Jbat 100120)

B B ETHRERGHE SURELSIE T — M RRSF T T ol i R 2R B R B AT A MR RN AL,
[R5 58 T X — BTSRRI B 225 . RAIIRISIEXS 597 DMLOFKEER BER AT AR T IR A, 4525
KB (DR, BERIFTIAT A B R B B A T RN BA IE 1 B, BEREER BN B R A
TR BENAE (RN AR BT BT TAT R R R R B AR TN AN 3, B B7 1) 0
VER, TEHEZSOMAR YA AT, (NIRRT BORT, BEETFT AT R IRl NS A — A~ i BEA ST, HLIAIEAL
BER/NTCZE S, BT 0 (0 T RO AR A AR IRy, HLPUR B BV P ooif e, 3010 TE 16
PR, R0 S BN o Z5RAN TSR T REEST T 14T IV TR IS, I ELSiiA 135 AR B Bere

HApE, SMREZELHREE —EMERE .
K5I
SHEES B4

1 55

“BEI . L EN X LGRS TR
TN BRI IR 5 MOBL I T E %8 — 534 N7,
(] B3, T8 25 BE SR TE R BE 57 5543 L AR Sl F 5K
i R 4 TH A A T A S T K B A FA S (8T
T, BRI, Xg, FRIEF, Ml 2012), 7EiX—
D PALGE VL KAt A8 iR g R, Bik2d 90 AREAR
K, 5 BERAEACREE SR h M AL B BE R SE T 14T
(maternal gatekeeping behavior)fiff 57 12 i 248 (41 8%
2, hHidE, X, 2016). &1, HESF 1T AUEE
BEEZ 0. BRI HI R 450 FE S 58K 59590
M H T 1% 106 3 b % 8947 4 (Allen & Hawkins,
1999), RIHEZER[T47 M (maternal closing behavior);
Bl AF 98 35 B B SR ST T 14T S 90 B A B P [R] 8 97
(parent coparenting) I HESE T 475 48, BERIF[]
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BERIFTIAT 0 RERRTIAT O, BEPREORBEA, R, AN

17 M (maternal opening behavior), BJ-H}EX;F4L 3%
BRGNS . SRR SE DT T AT R, BT
U5 32 BIWFFE 3 135 3 5& 73 (Puhlman & Pasley, 2013;
Fagan & Cherson, 2017),
MEEZRSTET AT AR S RS2 G, A G HAEH]
ROR I — R X — S I i o o, BE2RSF
PO, BIRESESY T AT S5 AR H IR HRA R LR
WESE, BRI R R (AR AT 5%, 2016), Adamsons
(2010) 1 F B AR B 485 1, BERAVE R AR
“ECRT A 02X AR AT R HEA T S, R RER
SR BRI FKIEAL Sy, T BE SRS 14T R (B
S REAC SR BRI B 52 W U R B SEUEAE
TR, BRI TR AEH SRR A B ARG
1"|5FH(Barry, Smith, Deutsch, & Perry-Jenkins, 2011),
BESEFF I AT IR A SR H R 3 A B A R 4E H (Zvara,
Schoppe-Sullivan, & Dush, 2013), 2R, MZJE R
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SR b &, 4T &R G Z A A B 5 e (Minuchin,
1974, 1985), BEFESFI AT AR R ACEE PRI 2R+ 2
S TIRERR T X T F RGP RE ™= A= 5 i Z 4h,
WERHET T RGN Y RE =, (R Xk —
[P SRR 5 i Ab e 25 B B, i T i — 25 i A b
FEEE ., EERNIE, BESFIT N 5AEH
Fe e A E R IIBF IR AR R 5 BE R G5 308 28 AR
FIIAIE, H 2 5 BE R 48PS A9 %6 IR DR 9T 4
SN Rl B 52 62 B 55UV (Erel & Burma, 1995; FRISFS,
B, X, 2014), WXAE XL ETF, BEEE
5 A SR X 4T B3R ) AT B S A )15 4
FAT R %E B B 015 45 FAT R 14 52 W EE X A2 5% 1 1
S5 FNAT A B SR T A DL, TR S B SRR 9 H O
A RIEE, MBESESE AT I 5 A &,
B REESF 14T M B R 58 T BE 1 5% i) b 2
XHRESESE T AT AR ORI TS it . PR, AR BF
FEM BB H P RE VR A BT RS
Uifenysgm, DAHAERE RSP T AT Mg h it — 20
B IE K B2 R G0 HLE 0 s R O T P SR B SR SE T 14T
KR RCR ST
1.1 BETFINITASEFRHFEANMB KT

BIK &R

wn F TR, BERSFT AT R SRR B SR I s
WIE S, RIBESEER XA SEBFRAT N A i A R sk
TCRARAY N, PR AL SR BRI S 17
55 UL (Adamsons, 2010), HF -4 £ 23578 5% i) m R il 42
FHFBAWMFRE, LA SRR R ZENE
A W 73X AR BIF 50K B B B — A IRl ., AR,
SBEHFRAT R RELF BT o0 F RGN —FP

DVREASIE, BAHY RAE ST T VR BRI IR,

PRUTHX R 7 R 48 b 0y Ho A D 58 4 11 79 5% i 408
Toar B, SEbr b, BRSSPI AT R S XFTFREGE D
() A ARRAE (AN A2 - 26 £ BT 3 ) 1Y OC R AE L JLAR B
W2 S BF T i) T AL (Stevenson et al., 2014), K1,
BESESFT AT AN F RE P BRECEAFRAZ
S B ILABAREAE A 52 e [ RE AR AR OQIE o BER BRI
AT R FAEREE, 2—F A LR R oo hE
gl MREFHARER T 2 B 28 R 22 8] 0 17 I8k
EREEZAN, — R IR EE TR E K
B¥, J&—FP AR AR H ) (Cassidy, 2008 ).

Wt UL, R AREETARA A A E Y
AR TR R IIEE, MR THERESE]
AT 2 W BE S SR B A RN RE 7 ) T I A FH i
By 3RATT T A TR R SE S T IAT AR F R G

AR AR -

FNE F2 G0 PR W FE R BR AR R SR <7 14T 5 Bk
FHFRA . TR Z A5 R P24 T B AE
28, IR, KERGEAMEENN T RS
K SEELY)BE(Minuchin, 1974, 1985), HoHEESF ]
1T AR T RGN IIRE, L T FEE RGN
=, RRENPAT T RE, BORHSFRARMELT
AT 20 F R II6E, M TR 2SR T
ARG, IR BN HKIE T RS [FH,
FE T % P 10 fh A0 R R A 8 T — 2 b 42
T EATZ A AT BESC R (RIS IR AE, 2014) Y ik
vigg i, TR T RGPS L AT STED
—FRGEHRAE, Fn, AEREBFRBFFETR
GEARA DR A BE SR TR AT S 2l iR B B R
girh, IR N X EESEBFR BN B AR AW IE W)
FOAEH]; AR b, R P E 2R T R IH DI BE
A BE 2 5C TIAT S 23 A ) 000 B 2 2R A R BE T
A, MAMERBEIAN A, F—T REIIRER A L B
PFESTE ) — T ARG U AIE R K N
X — X, BRTE RIS RGP s . R
AR ES 5 B E RS Th L TR, AT
REFR R X H BH M A FNEE, s
HH H B H SR AT & 5 HARAKE, £
R BE2R DG T TAT Ry R BE SR 57 5 AR B FAR AR Y
WEmBAER . W, WS S, BEEECT T
R X B 2R TR FIBE AR 2 BE AT RE 2 IE 7] 5% i)
WAl BRIl . st Ay, HA D BULISEIE
WESERD T REESF T IAT A SR T REDRER K
o Hrp—IDIREFOC R i 45 R AR i 9 &
B, RESEIFITRISET AT Ao H Y 8 I 2 T A
(Tu, 2015); 3 —IAMFSE R I, B3 R11AT RXF B
SRR BE R IR B EA T ] 3004 (Holmes,
Dunn, Harper, Dyer, & Day, 2013), Z L4 H X
PN —Z B 4516, i AT BB 2 P I 52 (A BF 5 X 4
ANE, AEE TR AP K EE, J5E
MR AAE R EE, XWPRIRATEEESF T
F G RESEHSFRN | BEFRARZ R 1 5C R VT R A AE
RIBMEBM 2R, B2, BRI ESHEMSE I A1
) —F AR, (O — R b 3R T i Ry
WL o BT I, ASHFSR AR BT AT R X B2 2
FEPE AR R EAT IE ) OAE ;. BESE G 14T
SRERE 2R R AR FAR AN B 1 ) B4R

M2, B ¥ RGEARFHEE S e Z 0], BBk
FHFBRAN G AR Z AT BRI R WE?
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WARES AR, — ML T, BRI R
FeH, WARREE DR PR B O T
RGBS BN, IR T RE S SRR A
LA RK R (de Wolff & van 1Jzendoorn, 1997; MK
N, 2014), ISR T BEEHIRAT IR
T U A S IR o (H I, X SURiF5E 5 551 2 B
FHFAT T, BIRE SRR Iy SO T R R
AYSEm, B AR RBFAT Mg, Wl R
TN T BRI BE AR E A R BRI 7 20
BEm), FEREME NI ERSRE, R
BN — B T AR 85 K P (Han & Jun,
2013). [FIE, AR FE TS, R n & SR IR
B BEA K & 1Y B A FIDRS 71 (Milkie, Nomaguchi,
& Denny, 2015). T LA, BEEZFRB AT GE [ AR B
THRASTE LA & R ) S8 . SRR SRt g s, AChE
A AR JE X 2R T BB R AR
JH(Brown, Mangelsdorf, & Neff, 2012), K ifij, A<HF
FARBEBESEZFR N E 0] I BE AR 25 F iR,
ARG T — DR TRERSFI T . BRI
AFEEFRAR = R R AL (& 1 B
IR, — T, BEESFIIAT OB RH IR A R
TR B PAER]; 55—, BERSFIAT
A3 B SR SRR RS AR [R5 )

BRI R
< BERRIATH
BT BERSPTIAT Mg B R HR B | B AR ]
FRN R

1.2 FLERRMEMES

PLAEAT GRS 5F T AT AR FHBCR T 2 3R
T 224 LA FE (Fagan & Cherson, 2015; Brown et
al., 2012), i B R T DUTEDF 5T 45 51 1Y S AL
o HORBIRHE Y, TR MAR AN R G R
A — AN E YT, SR RO AR AR S5 22 40 L
WA RRIE ] RN TR, — T, AR AR
(BCRE )AL SRS ST, 85 ¥ R HARAR R 5, Wi
WX AR, JUHGE BRI, AT s, B
A RAE I OIS QB Y AR 23 3 i [ I

(Brown & Larson, 2009); 15—, fEbEEH/D4FE
R SRR AR RE ) i A e, A ATRHRZAROC &R
TR 2 R 365 1) PN 8 SR AE A5 21 T Dkl & i (Alllen,
McElhaney, Kuperminc, & Jodl, 2004; Allen, 2008),
PRI BE 7 RAET DA R A T 3RS (van der
Giessen, Branje, Frijns, & Meeus, 2013), 5 [F]AT,
AC BRI TE R M [ O A EFRAT A AT HORT A
TV, (LB, AREE, 2016), M T 24)
JUAB R A 3% BRI e, ACBEAE T AR HE 22 3
5 B AR R & i B8 B A AN i BRI (TLUB &, Bk
B, Xy, BEE, 2014); Mok, FEESFIIAT A
JIT AL (4 A2 B P [R] B3 1 R G AR D AR WL TE & A
MR, 3K — B B AC R ST Y TN AN 4 S 1Y
A BFR G R, M HBFRAT BB —BON A RO
X /D 47 ok 19 Pk i (McHale & Rotman, 2007;
Riina & McHale, 2014), #4iGil, & /DFEH R
TRA | BEREFRRARMBLRSY T T AR A T 2240
U T w7, P, fEF DR EE IR
BB SRAY 11T A3l 5 B 2R O 45 A T B 7R 7R
F18) [v1) 42 280 AR AL B AT o AN (R S

B EERN S, FOEEE -k,
DMEA RACBHFAE BRI 5 K B, B D 4ER
L R B A R ROR (SR A, 5K SR,
WROGHE, 2014), X 4&7R FRATT 134 1% ] 45 800 AR AL AT
RE PR3 /DA 19 K R B BN [RI T 5, 3 2 A I8 4ULAR
PRz — H AR B B R R —
A ] (Steinberg, 2001), /4 R AR TF 4R
IR REAR RS A B AR AT B2, 3 )5 B I 5 42 AL
BEAR AT N7 B 2 O HAB A AR R AR &, Pk
B AR ASAE B A D AR — A sh BB e it 7,
H A JE I BB AR OC R R B 23 85 T A AR R
Hiii(Allen, 2008) SR 1M1, 77 4R WL AE 2R X K BE
Pl K SRR 55 v (4 B 2 (Shek & Law, 2014), o
FLHEXT SR BFAT N BRI . DT, BESRST
VAT AR DA R 5 BE A% 1 B 4l 1 3
RIR): 25 X 52 2 F1 AL SR 45 il K P i 3G = 5 D 4F B
F R Z A B 3 B R % T ] fE R AT 2 H
MIFEIA . SCUERFSE i R B, FEF DAERI, BEEOC
I AT R0 B 2R B FIRE 25 1 5 5 A B () T
{EH (Holmes et al., 2013), {HREHAMIT Wo~, B1¥FE
FETTAT R A SCTIAT A X B 7 R G DI R X Fh 52
Wi 75 75 /DA HP 3T AR AEAE (Tu, 2015). X HRRTRAT,
Bt T AR ISR B PR R, BESESET)
150X BT 5 RGE DI RE A2 Wl B W o AL, AR
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o, BERTFI AT MRS AT IR SR IR 1%
AFBEFARZR A AR, DA R B R BRI A T B
TRARR TR, WTReAfE R R B 22 = . AR
T, HER B BOlREE S, SRR AN

FETLL LA, AW LA DA RO 2R S i
FENGE, WEESETET AT AR SE 56T 147 S AN J7 1T
R BE RS R, IFAEREE RGP i 0
DL AR ZSFAE () e fh E AR T — N REESET AT R
3 Ao B 2 AR A WA B 7 1 (] 42 A5 A
[, 25 83 DA & SR M iR 22 ek, Lt —2
PRI IX — (AR R TE T D AR R | A 31 S 9
EAREGB TN ES . X RERESET AT
PIVE USRS R3] T RFF RS, BT H
IAEANTR & SR B B 22 (R s 22 5, WA B FIESR
ok — 2T AR RE 2R SY U TAT A A 52 e S5 3 RS ) 7y
B, TR R BEHE SRR A T S BRI A B
PR T L
2 ik
21 WRME

ARG 746 MK EES S5, LR
597 XF & A RRE R BV BBE, A R i R
80.03%. H/FEREIHER R 13.56 + 2.54 %, 1E
AHEFE OB I Ay B S AR Y B, AR R
(10~12 %/)3t 283 ACFIJ4FERE R 11.20 £ 0.43; F 4
137 N, ZH: 146 N), FEHWI(13~15 )k 165
NCEYWHWR R 1424 + 048; B4 73 A, L4 92
N), BOFEFEM(16~18 £)IL 149 NCEHAERE N
17.28+0.57; H4 61 N, LA 88 N); H4E 271 A
(5 45.40%), 326 A(i 54.60%); B4 332
A( 55.60%), AEPhAE T2 265 N(i 44.40%); 5
AR PR H K BEAE T Ab 48 T S H B AR SR Y
#t 2> 24 5% #i v (Subjective  Social-economic Status,
SSS)HISEI 4343k 6.21 + 1.52 F1 6.84 + 1.64 (4=
FER 10), BESERF 4RI R 40.62 £ 4.16 & L TEA
WroeH, WE AR . PR RAE AT
FWAE 2 2 T Mo AR R Fs i AR 1t
22 WRIA
221 BESFITA

% H #4517 1Y Puhlman F1 Pasley (2017)% i
A BESESE T IAT R R4 (AR 7T, 2016) 47 & , 1% ]
G RS, APE LANIH, o 8 REEIFTIAT
KRIRESE T IAT PSR, SR B 504F 0~6 S50 T
91, 0 FRIA”, 6 FoR“AER £, H, BRI

A7 R W B SRR RN AL SR SR AR AT Sy, T
H R WXt LR BFAT R FRBET, 45 4 4>
WUH, 13508 R R BRI T, RESERT]
A7 R0 B A RN W2 40 AC SR SR I AT R, T
H R ez il L Rk 5 AL A i), defds 7
AUH, 5 s KRBT T o s . FEARTE
g, BERIFIIAT R AIEER T T4 4 Cronbach’s
o FREIMN 0.77 F10.83,
222 BERHESFHEA

AWFFE BTSN (2015) 4 il B Z R A
[ 45 %) B 5% B B TR ATKF R T o . A PR
WY, AC 3% FIRE 2R #7 # A 2 A M R (1 25 #4) (Fagan,
Day, Lamb, & Cabrera, 2014), Jf H.iZ[n] £ [7] A @& A
TAOR BRI B, X, 4PBsar, 7%,
2018), ZIAI I H R S — AFRER @, Fa
BT IRETRAT ), TEASHESE i B0 H PEH
S S ST E 6375 s B2 K O D& 3
MYERE, It 56 NIH . SRIATE R 0~4 £33, 0
FIRCAA, 4 FoR“BAE”. TEARMI S, BEH D)
M Al PERI TR ME = 4EBE B Cronbach’s o 3248
£ 0.82 1 0.92 Z i,
223 HFEKRD

¥ Ji Armsden F1l Greenberg (1987)Z il i A 5
[R)PEAK 7R 7] % (Inventory of Parent and Peer Attachment,
IPPA) ' B BEFAR AR 43 [ 5 A T 0 o i (A R 7
MRS, dE 25 MIH, SR E . 18 RS
BN, BLERE 1~5 T, 1 FRORCAEE ST
a7, 5 R AEEAET. AR, BRI
4EFZHY Cronbach’s o Z%UAE 0.78 1 0.91 Z [,
2.3 fARER

AW G 53 3 AR RN D AR I RE SRR
ARV I [l 4, T A4 R4 S B AR AR R4S, B
2 ) A5 AL 5 BE R SF 1147 R ) 46 RO BE SR 255 5 A )
Go PIBHRH AT, BEDEMEDEREE
o AL SE . FEREIN L AR, A ORI B B
R, DUSREARBUIBATR BSCAR T, PR G ek
MME %S, FEHLNE LAESE—MHS . EIR
TR ERL, H—2, W2 BRI &
REFE, ARG P R AR R G B,
TEBUB TG 3 T YA NG, fEr AR e UE,
MRl EG 520, AR IS B, 7R
2 ) WB T BESE AT SE R S R A, FERKIAE
56 G R 2F AR IRl A, 00 R R A U8 | )
o RN ZRE.C 3R 2R W78 AR [ i) 18] 45 64T
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K, SR Rl U O 2 A A i 2K L A9 st v A 225
B EAREENRE, BRI R E TR A
AR TRAAIKE B LR IIRT 10%, SR
B EM BB A o 7E SPSS 21.0 HXH & 47
AR, R Mplus 7.11 JE4 74540 7 FEA RIS 46
24 HEFZFRBEEZHSHE

AT A g e 22, AT o e RS R
Ml DT ARG, R T — 7 el rd sy
WG A 22, ] Bsf >R BB 44 PFA R 433 H J 1] 48 7
TR W 8, JesraE, 2004), Harman H
KRR B, —3Hr i 16 MFIER KT 1
R THE B 1) N IR, B R IR 7 22 i R 20
22.57%, FWAARDFFEAAFAE™ 5 A7) 77 7 22 o

3 WA R

3.1 iR ERIT REX S
AL AR A A P 1P B8 RS S JE R
HARSC R LR 1o RVEGIH AR R B, BRbER

KT REN, SAPRTES R EA P EY S T
HH . T EAIra R BN, T IRERNEDFEE
JEBY B 22 5 W3, F(2, 594) = 12.56, p < 0.001, n,° =
0.06; T /D AFERUIH B REFRANS 47 i 2 & TH D4R
HRL S B, N AR TR Y B AR AR A3 AR
FTHDEGW . A, RSEHERR AN LRI B
25 W3, F(2,594) =3.24, p<0.001,1,°=0.04; &
A R BE SR ORI AOKOE B3 R T AR
WIRUE B, T DA TR IR R SR SRR AOK T
IRTFHDEE . BRI (R, 594) =2.52, p
= 0.08)FI BRI 14T M (F(2, 594) = 1.86, p = 0.17)
7 D AE RSB B 22 e AN ik 3 o

ARG HT AR, FEREAT, BERITT AT 56k
FH TN FBE TR W B, BERTT R
SRR AREE AR 2 A G . 7T D4E
HIpo, BE2RIFT T SRR BFRR A E IE
PG, BESERTIAT N S REEHGFR AR N 3
BERTIFITROCT 17 5 B TR AR A A DG A 3

F1 BRTFINTA. BEEFRBARBFRDRHEXFHER R IT

215 o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 M=SD  #H37I
SRR LARR — -0.07 0.04  —0.08 0.02 0.02 0.01 -0.07 0.03 11.20+0.43 FHj
2.4 51 0.04 — 0.12" 0.18"  0.14" —0.06  -0.04 0.01 0.01 —
3 0.12" 0.12" — -0.19" —0.18" 0.00 —0.02 -0.11" —0.17" —
4.8SS AT -0.257" 0.06 -0.12" S 0.47 0.15°  —0.07 0.13°  0.08 6.59 £ 1.55
5.8SS_fEfE —0.177  —0.04 -0.12" 0477 — 0.08  —0.01 0.11" 009  7.01+1.73
6. MGOB -0.08 -0.04 -0.03 0.12"  0.05 — -0.28""  0.49""  0.06 3.70 £ 1.11
7. MGCB 0.07 -0.01 0.03  -0.14"" -0.04 -0.28"" — -0.03  —0.09 1.06 £ 0.79
8. MI -0.20"™" 0.01 -0.16""  0.157™"  0.07" 0.48™" —0.15"" — 0.19" 2.87+0.51
9. MA -0.15"" 0.07"  —0.10" 0.18™ 0.10" 0.13™ -0.15"" 029" — 4.09 +0.59
M 13.56 — — 6.21 6.84 3.62 1.12 2.77 3.94 —
D 2.54 — — 1.53 1.65 1.11 0.84 0.52 0.62 —
il AR — -0.19" 0.17 0.04 -0.01 -0.05 0.03 -0.05 0.01 17.28£0.57 )5
2.5 -0.08 — 012  -0.01 -0.10 0.001 —0.05 0.03  —0.02 —
3 0.12 0.11 — -0.08 —0.09 —0.06 0.07  —0.18" —0.11 —
4.88S AT —0.02 -0.03 0.08 — 047" 020" -030"" 0.16" 0.14 5.67 = 1.41
5.SSS 4% —0.01 -0.29""  0.02 038" — 0.07  —0.157 0.08 0.04 6.41 +1.48
6. MGOB 0.19" -0.03 -0.01  —0.06 —0.10 — -0.25" 043" 034" 345+1.14
7. MGCB -0.17" 0.06 0.05  —0.09 0.01  -0.30"" — -0.28" —0.36"" 1.22+0.86
8. MI 0.01 0.06 -0.19" 0.00  —0.14f 0.49™" -0.18" — 0.45™" 2.61+0.57
9. MA -0.02 -0.28""  0.06 026" 0.07 0.03  -0.06 0.24" — 3.89 £ 0.56
M 14.24 — — 6.04 6.76 3.62 1.12 2.74 3.74 —
D 0.48 — — 1.41 1.56 1.07 0.91 0.46 0.66 —

T REVZET I N F A 8945 2 BEAR G R BB MEGE A5 2R, A 07 A DAL B 45 72 AR SC R BRI R GE 1T 4528 SSS 18 &
WAt 22 Z B AL, MGOB $8R15EIT 14T 9, MGCB $88:36 11474, MIERERBFRHA, MA F8 R AR, MM S IRE N B L, M

A 12 IR AR T
1<0.10, "< 0.05, " <0.01, ™ <0.001, F[,
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e DA AR, BRI AT SRR R R
ABZFEIEAR, BEEXRTTH SRR RA R E
FAHKE; BEETFITRIET 1T M SR AR A AR
Fo EH DR, BOETFT T N SRS
TR AR B IEAE, BRI TN S5
FEHFFBN LTS 35 TR O . fE AR R =
NEDERHE T, BERHSRRA S PR 2R
FIEAM K.
32 BESFINMTAZWEEZHFRANEFIK

TSR (8] $Z R N AR B

HRIGAWEIE R B, RHEESET AT SR
TR BEFARAR OC R AT L5405 R RS 6
PRI B 2% 2075 8 A FIVRE T AR AR R A i R 1 0 H 308
Z, N T RACER, ARSI E T4 R 0 53 K A~
RGN AR B e AR . SR A B, A
SRR B (%/df = 2.83, RMSEA = 0.06, RMSEA
90% CI = 0.04~0.07, CFI = 0.97, TLI = 0.96, SRMR =
0.02), £ T2 ff 4 XH{E7E 0.70 £ 0.95 Z 7], H.
PRk T B Z MK FE(p < 0.001), BRI M7 S
REEHSR A B IEM S, SRR AH R B
E; BERIMT N S H R AR A A AN B3,
H5EFREA BE AR SRR RAS
REF RSB W B O R AN 2 rR). 45
R, BERBERRATEREETF AT 5B FARARG
AR ROV 3, FERESE T SRR

R>=0.30

¥
BRPIREA

BRI TR

LEES IRy

WFRIT TR

1555 QETES ) S
c. HAEFRY
& 2

K Z P R A BN AN L R A T AT U
Q014 EEL, R F I 22 4% 1E 9 A 43057 Bootstrap 7
FHEL 1000 > Bootstrap FEAS #t— 6 567 2 2 77 4
NIRRT 3, S5 R R, B RRA
FERESETF AT R 5 BEF AR AR 56 & v iy b A 28007 1Y
95% & {5 X [[] 4[0.03, 0.10], EAF XA 0, %
B AN B, RARONAE R 0.12, J& TR
INIVRONARL; BESEBOER B ATERE R 1T S5 HREF
MRA S R T R A BN Y 95% A DX 1] 1 [-0.02,
0.01], EA5 XA 0, RPN A B
3.3 BETFINTAXZMEFZHFHR/ANE FIK

TR EEMNIEER: ARMBRES

G, XA KRB B REA S B A TR A RS
5 DU A2 S 75 T DA T 22 41 45 44 7 R AR AU AG 96 (1
T, E/ME, E5k, 2011) S5, FHOER
B PR S A R B B ] B AR UL R A
Nk 2 Fim). Hak, 7EBR A = 2ol i) a4 A
T A B A S T, 2B B ESET)
70 BB AT, TFARAR =35 Z [l (R 2544 [
RRBOHE@EER 1), 58K, BALS B 0 il
B2 FIR, FERRE = 4RI R AR 15 R 28 A
FEEEASE MG OL T, A RS THREESE AT . B
SN . BRI Z A 250 (AR R B (R 2),
SEIR R, B SRR ALA BT SR 2 A L, A
A1 A AR . AyY/Adf =11.20, ARMSEA =

R>=0.28

BEEFF TR
0.
BEERTIATR
b. HER
R*=0.28

BRESREA

BRIFI AT R
-0.19;

BRR 1R

d. HAEEH
BESRSFIIAT 0 . BESRBOR A SR TR AR SC R AT
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0.03, ACFI = —0.06, ATLI = —0.07, ASRMR = 0.06,
SEREW, B EHAERY . PR =k
JEBTBAERERAT T I RO L B AR
Z IR A e B AR R B AP 22 5

*2 BLVERH. PHAMEHEEGEERLSER

KIEWTEBE  yY/df RMSEA RMSEA  pr 11 SRMR
HOERY  1.84 0.05

90% CI
FHAERY 105 0.02

0.03~0.08 0.97 0.95 0.02
0.00~0.06 1.00 1.00 0.03

HOMEREWN 162 0.06

R Tl A 4

0.03~0.09 0.97 0.95 0.03
(AL 1)

F A
R 2) 156 0.05

2.54 0.09 0.08~0.10 0.91 0.89 0.10

0.04~0.07 0.97 0.96 0.04

MR 2 PSSR ILE 2, BB A AR 95%
Bootstrap B 15 X [0 B AEH KNI 3. SHER
I A R A b R B, /D AE I BRI 14T R
SHRSEHFRAZM M IEA XX RERTEHDE
Ja(c. r. = 2.22, p=0.03, Cohen's d = 0.72), M7
MAERWI SR (c.r. = 0.76, p> 0.05). T/ 4E Y
HJEMie. r. = 1.21, p > 0.05)fE X —Z5 4 %1 By
ZRANE, HOERMM BRI 5 ERH
FRANZ R BEAIEMCKR, M D4EEHEA 7R
FRCR, WA R ZER R E(C
=4.69, p<0.001, Cohen's d = 0.91), iX—B&EIRTET
AR RO TP A COC R B BRESRHRA
5B FARANTE = A P ) I A e S R B,
HEDFERBIBMEKRR/ N THLFEFBC r. =
—2.82, p = 0.02, Cohen's d = —0.81), #H/4ERI S
(e r. = -1.51, p>0.05), HEPYS5FEHR
ERARBEE r.=-1.15 p>0.05), BEIF TR
5B RN Z (B B AH DG OC R TE = gl T AR ik
F BSERTT R SRR Z R A RAET
AR RIS AR g P R B, Rl A
Ja e B B A E R

WAk, AWFFEHE— 2L 0BT T 3K — [R]85 7Y
EFE S EWAGHL T RN 2R, 2R L,
IR ) 74 2 g 1 ) B A 2R BORR A AR 3 1400 5 4

b5 A HAG TP 4L B F i AR R B AR 4 1 41
BIEPR A B E 2 S (AYY/AdF = 1.33, ARMSEA =
0.02, ACFI = 0.00, ATLI = 0.00, ASRMR = 0.01), 1]
B — AUV A R B 2R

4 e

AR FTAE R BE R GBI U ARSI 0 4E 5
TEE T REESET T R S RCEE SRR | BRI
ZIRIMR R MR, BRI AT i s B R 2L
FERA B R AAE 5 B AR A A TE M A GO R,
[F) B 7 A0 AR B B RESETF T 1AT R X RESE B SR
AYSZIE R T/ DA, X4 R S F T RERS
PR A% AR, [ B0 o ERUE T BRI 14T R
X Bk 2R B8 5% Wi B B T /0 AR AR I A 38 4
WU S R . Ji b, BEEIRT AT N HREE SR
AL BRI OC R B W s AR R B B2
S, TR AERW], BEESCT AT i i X B R SR
N B TE ) 000 A 5 B 4R 288 e AR T T A OGO
R, R T RERG S AMEBRUL WA TR
AEJE I, BESE ST AT Ml o R SR TR A B B 1]
TOMAE R 58 FARA R AR AR, HHRF TR
JE R G PR R U o R, 33X —25 R A U
Wl T RESE R T IAT R ABEFF RGBSR EAR
[F A+ D AE R BEBA B 22 5o
41 BETFIVTHEEBFEFHRANXARE

BLEEARMBESRS

BRI, BRI AT N SRR BRI Z
HATEMAICK R . X —45 R UL BRI 0AE
Ry ACEE PR [R] 55 08—~ 41 BB 43 %k 28 2 T fig i) &
FEEA EERSE W, WSCR TR EE RGNS 1Y i
RUL(RFSFL5E, 2014), YEESE . A5 B RN 33542
FZ H5RNHFEE D LR, TER S SOCREFRRAK
A4 [F] Bk (Makusha & Richter, 2016), WE T H
S FEHRA . AR R RUE BRI AT A B T
— P AT R R ], TR BS RAE 2 S B R 297 5%
RIWFNE, WFRIREEELEZSEE 3 HAT 8 1
% (Stevenson et al., 2014), MIfixF B B I E I

F3 BRNBENIS%ERXE. HEERSEITRIEN

K BRI AT R BRH IR A BRI BESRRT AT N B R EFRRA B TR

W B B (SE) 95%CI LIRS K H B (SE) 95%CI R K686 F1
XN 0.07 (0.02) 0.03, 0.10] 0.12 1.00 0.00 (0.01)  [-0.02,0.01] -0.01 0.06

L1 0.05 (0.03) 0.00, 0.10] 0.09 0.68 0.01 (0.01) [0.00, 0.05] 0.02 0.37

rh it 0.08 (0.03) 0.02, 0.16] 0.14 0.92 0.01 (0.02)  [-0.03, 0.04] 0.01 0.07

Ji 31 0.07 (0.03) 0.03,0.12] 0.16 1.00 -0.05(0.03)  [-0.11,-0.01] -0.08 0.64
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ABERVEN . ZRAE LI, BRI AT 0Bk
FHFWAMNIE [ BE TS AE R R K &
AR /DN, X S ARV R — 3, BT
AR BV R, MMRTET ARSI S E R AL
BB AR A DUEBTE T B (van der Giessen et al.,
2013), PHFEZFR T REMEET T REM I REWTE
551k(de Goede, Branje, & Meeus, 2009), [Hii+H:3ETF
IIAT R S EEB SR A K R E DA KR
BT o

A NI, BIRAKCE b, BRI RS
BEREFR A Z A YA O R A 3 Qnai SCIriA,
BESEST TIAT AR FHACR 096 9888 T B 525G T 14T
M (Allen & Hawkins, 1999), HXFREED)6E & 4 191E

JHEAF R T AR Z W58 1) 32 FF(Saini, Drozd, & Olesen,

2017). [RIEE, MERE L, BET 1A AR
BB AL AT e ELAT 17 1) SO AR A (e B AR, B
AT REEA I AR ] R o X — SRR TR
TP B 5& 2R 7 1) W] eI AN AR R BI AR, 2 ] s
FETE, BIRERSCT AT M BA I GER . IE2H A
XA —1E— 7 B R AR R AETE, AFEGETT A
TPz, N IHRAL T BEESCT AT SRR # R
BAZ R R . XWARRBATTREAZE =
A e o B T RN, T — P HAE
FHALH GRS BE, M08, 2014), (HAEERR, A
AR K IEEZE G TIAT R SRR BRI A Z A Y
HRRR, IEAREULHI I E KR, AR
TAH, AREHSRAT R BTG B ek H AR R P
(Wang & Cai, 2017), WirERE L5711 14T A BEERA
PERIBFFE T, BF9EE K LRSS SR BRI R TR
J5 T BA AR R (AR BAT 45, 2016). Rl H Z,
BESE G TIAT M AT 68 HOXHBE 5 8035 5 A1) Bt 26 5 T
FEA LA, WA NS ATT I B 5 T SRR
A B EEAAIKSE, AR LB E LR LAk, AR
WFFE it — 25 2 5 1 T A0 48 R R By BE I 22 5t S
THRESESFIIAT R I B Rk P 0 O

ARG R, BEERIT SR BRRAZ
) O AH DG OC R I 7 DA R TR B Be AN [R) I A [m], 7
AR HAIEMAAHXCR . PR R
. EMEA AR, HI, 7ET D4R,
FESESRTIAT N SR BRI AN E R 3R T 4

RS, o —FhLS AR, BRI T bR
AT AR RE A A P RO B AL RS 5 R,
DI Y HtZ + E 2 H SR H WA A (Allen & Hawkins,

1999), MIXAEE L BT, BEEXTT 53¢
BB ABEA ALK R, A5 HEHFRAR
AIEMAEKR, BRI, M2k fhin L7
HAFER I, MAEE AR S R AR RO PR
We? FEABEZE T, AR R 0B
11.20 % (SD=0.43), tHXY T/ 5. 6 FHMFA,
X — B B A TR ZE B B, TR SR AR
L (H SRR, 2014), BRI SRR 055 1 sl 4 A 5k
BIAT AN, WAL F 5 % AR AL B B () F i
T2, [R) A IZ 3 A8 56 % 4% F B SR SR ATy, A5
A3 B 2378 A K - B AK (Kulik & Sadeh, 2015),
(B T F T E RN R, BERENET
(1) FZE IR AR BA B A B EEFRERA, X
I 24 HR Ko, P REE G 14T SRR
FRBANPRAFAEIE MM E R, XAE—EFEE LA
T REE E R S PERIVE T . MiAEE AR R I,
P 5B s . SRR TR, CREER T
XTEERBRAR, 75 ZEEH B MM 2SR A fA(Riina &
McHale, 2014), {22 H F 2 H IR & 1M (0,
ST LA ORGP UV F AR HEAN IR, DI A5-R):55
TEV R 2035 7 R G0 P T 1% 25 Fn AT ol A% e 3|
THRTFF ARG EETHshH, R HH TR
ARG B . 248K, SLARSTIE X i B 04 7
PPk, — 7, TR A LR L B
HEERE R KT IAT N 5 R SR HOR B B 3R IE (7]
MR RS RIFEAE, 0 —JriH, BBtk E
SEESIE, AR EXT [ B B3R M (E A [ B B A
PH X R IIER .
42 BETFINMTAEEBFHREHXRARESTD

FERMBRESR

T SEAEEAN T DFEW, RSB R R
BB, BEETFT AT SR PR Z I A K R Y
AN, AR 2338 B 2R R AR L A ] 5
M, XS HE T ARG IR, BIEESE T R G RHIE
UIfeZ M AFAE T G R, [FIE S T REEHSR
TATET DA IR EAE T WL A5 (Milkie et al.,
2015), HONHEHSE, X—Z5 R ULEEETF 14T R
AL X A BE P EFRAT IR, BRI
SR IR B 55 ) r= A2 & 4 (Holmes et al., 2013; Tu,
2015), 23X K R AF B IE——RE AR A B A T
WIFER, fE—a R Babse T DA AR AR 1Y
W R BR TS TR . Fob, FEREH
BRI, FRBER R A S TR Z (0]
() IE [ AH 2C 56 RAE T AR SR R T8 4R R, X
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Wit — DM ] TR HR R R BE R
/AR HERA AR FH (Milkie et al., 2015), {HAHE =
S, BORBERHFRN SRR A E R TE
HOFEFEIE R, HEXIFARRUI R E SR RA
TEBE R I T 14T R 5 B MR 56 & rh (9 Hh A 2800 T
K, BT DR IA LRI AT X B R R
AR TNAE SR TH AR . T2, Aot
— R T R RER A AN AE A KR
B2 5, 2558 R X — A SO AE = Y
ZRARE I LLUEEH SRR R A 3%
N E T AR ) A K& R By B B[R] 45 22 B A
M, REHEARMERBEARR, 5 ER, i
FZAE W BEAR BRI T IAT A X B R BRI A
IS, TAEH DR, SRR R BRI AR T
LGN EAT

BESR R TIAT N 5 B ARSI & RAEA W58
HARRE . AT DEN B, BT T 58
FHRARZ W B EHER R A DG R, (HEERH TR
AR A 3 SR, 7EF AER, B
SEORTTAT Ayl ik BF 55 SR A Y TE 1a] AH 5E 5S¢ F M
M5 8RR A TE M AR KR, EFHDE ],
BESERT T R 58 MAR Z 1] 4 B AH DG OC R LA
KB ZEB TN PRI B, TR DEE
W, BESE T AT 0 3G i B R R B B 17 1) A G
KRG R . M AaBEEX
AT R AET DA R R 5 0B AR B A AN (W]
PEBT A GO R 7 BESEOCT AT A AE T D4R FLBI X
T RE AR A TE 1] 5% W SC B8 AE T8k 25 58 1 14T X
THREEH SR A M IE W B0 AR, AnETSCrig, X
PRI T % 175 2 DL SR R Sk PR . i
TEF VR, BES DE A EENERE, Wi7E
FRETHA THRRNAT N A EHEAYE A EHECR
e, JriESL, 2006), PRG0S AR SEAE 5 AR R B 8)
AR EE . R T, TR AT
AEAEAT R RN B SRR R S, AT
RESRHSEATA m SNAVE A . ik, XFFHEE
FRE M AE A A EWAE R ER, AR
WML, Bk, BEEEFRIRATERETT
A7 R 5 BN 56 & TP A A SO TR AR
RN Brh B EA A IO NN E, U RE
FRHFBRATEH AR AT BRR HARE . H
S, BERHFRHR AT R G AT 5 8RR Y
HR AN D AR RS S A RN A /DS, LR
FRHFF BN B 2R KT 1AT Ry 5 B MO 1Y At A

FHAHRFE /N

ZEA LA LT, A WSS A B FIRATT T
BEZESE T AT A E IRCR BA R & L. B9,
AR TRER G IAT R, BERTFT AT 5 R R TR
A FBEF R ANTE 34~ A AR W 34 B FoE FldF A
MORFR, FEEX TREETF AT R SRR R O
RIME, £FDER =B B A W 558 R 1 ¢
Fo X L T BRI AT A AR
WEAEH], WSCRE THERERSF AT 0 R LA AE S v
WAREEFF 147 AW S (Fagan & Cherson, 2017),
HR, HBPENH B2 R 2RI G TN
HEERHFWRAMEBE IR R, KOy REREC
AT M 5B B BB A FEREFAR AR ) 2 RAE = A
BUENBEAREARNESR, BARMES, X
T /AR R D0 LB A R X, T
— R IR TR IR 2 BE 2R S5 Bk B A S 0 {0
B VA B S MR B #A BE UL T RERSET 14T
X F ARG e LS, (HA AR RIE
i — D TRAIR DT R 5T o
43 MREXEHRRERE

ARG — 7T % 5T BRI AT A X T BEF
FRETBEIIEI, J& X RESESF AT A FRCR b
FERYANTE, LIRS BE R GE B 1 R U AE B R
SEIIAT AR AR e, R T RE2ESFT]
1T RAXT TR BE D Re ) B 2, [RIE, B REESF ]
1T R EIRCRAEGE, BRI RS 3 T )
THIRR MRS, 5 — i, Wt THDFELRE
By 22 5, dE— LAk 7 REESET AT 7 A A A
ORISR, JRXTEEESF I W SRR R M () 2K
PEOFSE, X BEESE TN 5 TR DL R AR SR
WA KRN RWEA —EWRREN 1Ak, &
R TREAT L EEAEEWIERE L, R
RESEAE BSR4 1 1 1 78 rh R a9 2D o A K 1) B
EACTEAIE ST, RIE 5 AR R TR T AR
TR, BT, BEEXTACEE SRR R LA SCH:
H 5 X% B BB L 45 G T D AR & TR B B R
Tk, TEF/DAER], B2 32 2R SR AT B A0 0K 58
WHFAL 55, TR = SORH TR AR R 4w [ &
MBS TKT o HZ, AR MBS M B
2E0F, BESREAL AT DX AL SR SR T R B 1 7 =,
R R B 2R G T 1A T MR A AF R A R 3 .
MAET AR, BRI 0% A 5% iy W2 AR Az il
PLB 1R 247 X H B BB S BRI
127N
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Ait, AT BAFTE—LE /R, H—, AR5
BIRFBE T/ OFRIEGBUN 22 5%, HRETCILMER
FEOX BEIE S 1 R SRR A AR, R B ARG
P8 T REESFTIAT AN TR E D RER 202, (B2
0 TG HEBR B 25 B B B 2857 1147 18 3
YRR, TIAS 58 R A0 R T 8 3 TG 1k v 7% 42 X
), AR ST T R BUB BB A I 5Kk 5K
X BEAR L 55 T, ARBETE BARXR AAE SRR
PEAT T HCRFAR B, ER AR AR SR B A I LR
e H FA %, MELLRE G E R 22, SR ST ST
A LASR MR R 08 D7 v ok i B 2 L4 THT Y
G R, AR REIRFE T REEST T IAT X,
SRR B TIAE R, ARSI R — 2 5 5 H AR
FAPLH, A BRI TAT R B E BRI A R
AL C AR ORI, S0, AT 507 D4R
KB BLI 22 57 AR — E R E BRI T BE2EAF T
Fr e RCR BT BE R R, (B2 IF R X R E HOR
PEAFNEETARA B BRI T oY, R SE0T 58T
AR — 25 AR B S8 51 1147 D9 X5 AN () D T A B 535 2
TR [ AR 59 B TR AR RE00 5F T, AT
FE B e BRI AT T X G2 10 KRR R RAF s K
JiE, T iX 26 58 o Hh ) B 2R AE 5 A0 R B Bh N B4 5y
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Abstract

Maternal gatekeeping behavior is defined as a collection of behaviors that facilitate or inhibit the
collaborative effort of fathers in the family and child-care work, which is an integral part of the coparenting
relationship that is essential to family life. Gatekeeping behavior can be further classified into maternal opening
behaviors and closing behaviors. The former facilitates, and the latter inhibits father involvement in parenting
activities. Research on maternal gatekeeping behavior has mainly focused on its predictive effects on father
involvement in the father-child subsystem. Limited research has also been conducted on predictive effects of
maternal gatekeeping behaviors on the function of other family subsystems such as mother-adolescent
subsystem.

Based on the spillover hypothesis of family system theory, this study explored how maternal opening and
closing behavior predicted mother involvement and mother-adolescent attachment that respectively represents
top-down and bottom-up mother-adolescent interactions. Moreover, the attachment theory assumes that
parenting by the mother is the basis of attachment formation and development. As a result, mother involvement
might have a positive predictive role on mother-adolescent attachment. Therefore, an indirect effect model of
maternal gatekeeping behavior on mother involvement and mother-adolescent attachment is proposed.
Specifically, it is suggested that mother involvement might mediate the relationship between maternal
gatekeeping behavior and mother-adolescent attachment. Furthermore, the associations among these three
factors might differ during different stages of adolescence, such as early, middle, and late adolescence.

Families (N = 598) that included mothers and their adolescent children participated in this study. Mothers
reported their gatekeeping behaviors using the Maternal Gatekeeping Scale and involvement using the Inventory
of Parental Involvement. Adolescents evaluated their attachment to their mothers using the mother attachment
sub-scale of the Inventory of Parent and Peer Attachment. Data were analyzed using correlational analysis and
structural equation modeling in SPSS 21.0 and Mplus 7.11.

Results generally indicated that maternal opening behavior positively predicted mother involvement and
mother-adolescent attachment. In particular, the effect of maternal opening behavior on mother-adolescent
attachment was mediated by mother involvement, indicative of the indirect effect of maternal gatekeeping
behavior on mother-adolescent attachment. However, maternal closing behavior negatively predicted
mother-adolescent attachment but not mother involvement. Moreover, there was no indirect effect between
maternal closing behavior and mother-adolescent attachment. Furthermore, an analysis of group comparisons
revealed that the indirect effects model of maternal gate opening was significant in all three developmental
stages, and the magnitude of the indirect effect was not significantly different between the three stages. Also,
there were group differences in relationships among maternal closing behavior, mother involvement and
mother-adolescent attachment in the three stages of adolescence. Specifically, in early adolescence, maternal
closing behavior had a positive effect on mother involvement and mother-adolescent attachment with mother
involvement mediating the relationship between maternal closing behavior and mother-adolescent attachment.
On the contrary, in late adolescence, maternal closing behavior had an adverse effect on mother involvement and
mother-adolescent attachment with mother involvement mediating the relationship between maternal closing
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behavior and mother-adolescent attachment. In middle adolescence, there were no significant predictive effects
of maternal closing behavior on mother involvement or mother-adolescent attachment.

This study on the whole indicated that maternal gatekeeping behavior, which is an essential aspect of
coparenting, was closely related to the quality of the relationship between mothers and adolescents. Furthermore,
the study suggested that developmental stages of adolescence must be considered when exploring the roles of
maternal gatekeeping behavior in different family system domains. This new evidences from this study indicate
practical family education programs should promote maternal opening behaviors such as facilitating fathers’
participation in child-rearing and decrease maternal closing behavior such as criticism and control for fathers’
participation.

Key words maternal opening behavior; maternal closing behavior; mother involvement; mother-adolescent
attachment; indirect effect model





