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YEMA RN T R L, W E R
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I B RO S HAE . ST i O 4 44
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™ 5 7R 8 N LA R R, Bilan
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T, JLFEAT AT AR AR E S R
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K HAH T 25 5 B LEE,  FRHE 2 A< L 3 X
U . TSR E 7 R S BURR, REH T
25 AT 3SR FNEAR I [ A A, I FLFE 240 RE
JIRAE JC R [ AR F AL 2% (Stright, Gallagher, &
Kelley, 2008), %5 H 3¢ 1 22 51l 5y AR 7Y (Stright
etal., 2008) X UL FETH IR TR E 5T, A
BIS T L E A SR e R AR R L RIEE
22, PR R 3% E 7 2T RE T 14 L ) A X
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25 591 5y A R R AL L 38 4 23 IO 1 8 e
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B T A5 3 T ISIERF ST A SRR . L3 B IR
14 SRR AE 76 38 B R 1 35 O K, a2l
L[] 25 /b, Ak 2l N B ) A5 B R, I 5 %
SUTE B B SR 7 U, BB U R
Eas DIl o =S reg A [ E B A 2 (i = S A

AR SRR E A LB 238 B Y
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TSR E AL E A
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B EER . X ZELEERANER, B4
BT RATR AR B S R AR AE L E s fb
AR ER . WY SIENF 4 R E,
ek 2 MBI 5 45 2R S Hr 2200 By SRS Y, AH L s f
T FCAE RN R BT R AL, 22 5 ) i s AU ] LA
i R = gy RSB R 0 ) L 2 7 T N RRURME 3 A AR
FEATRHFMT R ZERE N AR, szl
W&, thaBedy . B AR S R A AR
%% (Roisman et al., 2012),
MWL, XA E B A AILES R
B3 A ) T BRI ], — Rl RS AUE ), —Fh
e B o A0, R R I ORI A A A B
Maccoby 1 Martin 057 5 J7 40 AR . %
7 T (Maccoby & Martin, 1983), HRIETE
2 SN AN AR L ZE SRR o S RS . 45 5
T4/ [Fi 25 %) (Thomas & Chess, 1977), M4 X
&, BRI E o o 3 1A
JET | FE 4545 (Schaefer, 1959), M w477 1 Al H
FATIEPIA Ty TR LB ST Al v | s R
Shmitk  THARE 2 B 00 ¥ 4k FE 4 (Rothbart &
Bates, 2006). H He 37 7 7 2CR 05 A 2 B T
&, K aRE L AR S ARG, TR RS
BHXGREEGEEZ RN EAERM, #E—5 9
T Aot & R RS R E AR MR 2 L g5
BHREN 0 NARFESE, gz i, RS R
W5 G A . BATEFERS, F5 %38 HAE R
ARME 53 HE B A WA B 432 B OGS AR, AR X
R 38 BAE R 5 42 Re e X oy LB AL 2 At
B AFMAFEER, BRYAX TSR
BERE 7 200 JLEE A 2338 1 22 B AE F i R LS
TARKHEJE, RIN T — Lo B0 57 F 4k B < 4
JEZ M 38 BEAEFDLE, BRfAERE SRR,
55—, B B ) 4 O RO B A T 5
P RTE AR R R R R T 1T, S B 10 B
B, AR EMXRE “GBO[RSHRFEET
KNI EAEH, 8 <5 1S k2R 0 e 55
SR B T ) BRSO, AR TR
VIS BT 58 AT 0 1] 1 A 114 4k 2 3 1o XUy
A TR BB S X B#E
HAERMPLE . B, A5 RATF ST R I I DG
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Theinteraction between temperament and parenting on children’s
social adjustment: Major theories and evidence

XIA Min; LIANG Zongbao; ZHANG Guangzhen; DENG Huihua
(Key Laboratory of Child Development and Learning Science of Ministry of Education /Institute of
Child Development and Education, Southeast University, Nanjing 210096, China)

Abstract: Goodness of fit model, diathesis-stress model and differential susceptibility model explain the
interaction of temperament-parenting on children’s social adjustment from different perspectives. Goodness
of fit model emphasizes that well-matched of temperament traits and parenting practices could promote
children’s social adjustment, while ill-matched parenting leads to adjustment problems. Diathesis-stress
model emphasizes that children with risk temperature traits are more prone to negative parenting, while
resilient children do not develop maladjustment problems as a result of negative parenting. Differential
susceptibility model suggests that children perform better under the condition of positive parenting and
perform worse under negative parenting. Based on three major theories and empirical findings, this article
analyzes and summarizes latest empirical results, and further elaborates on the risk factors and protective
factors in children’s socialization. Future research should focus on the interaction between temperament and
positive parenting, the differentiation of parental roles, and the dynamic interaction between temperament
and parenting.

Key words: child temperament; parenting; social adjustment; interaction; theoretical model



