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FEFTESERENXER: RESRMTHN

ey xR OKIEZA FEKE
GAHEIIE R F 0= R, A RIE 050024)

H E FLIHRONTREFZEELSFRRAGLL, BARERIN TR -8, AR 42 AFR(E 45 4
PRI AFRME AR RN RESTT AW ERET, REFHAEL TAAAHEZHA( =0.35,95% CI[0.30,
0.40]), —F Wtk BEZEFREMETL  AMRE LA RBAASNGAT, R WA ., S8, REF
FEMNEFLL, FRETERNAT., ZLRIBTREERRPARACHELZR®L, BATLLRERERR
Fib, AN ERBRAMEREFEEKRTORG AL,

XKBIR REFZE, REABR, RERN, FHK, Lo

SES  B849: 91

1 5|8 etal., 2006; Seryjova Juhové et al., 2023), i, ¥
S R e s A 1 T B HHFCREEEMADIFE P 0 8] 0.73 47 i
oy Ly = N BN,
N PN NS S (Erus et al., 2024; Galian & Ato, 2023; Manzi et al.,
B NS I A FK TEGE 5K o SEARIER S TR Y
H AHary ot al. 2025 Ry 20060 T TREEREE 5 2 G
(Zhang et al., 2025) , BAK A F-HLIK i (Bellini et al., ﬁﬁiﬂg WAL, mﬂf\ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ@m& H LR
2025) R AL FE £ (Avola et al., 2025)R5 b 10 B o WBGRDERAOI ROt W
X, TR R EAT T L SRTT, BT R T HAE R AR R I A28 2R A 22, A%
i;ﬁﬂ %%Eﬁ-,{t l{z‘ﬂ,}ig&(xln et al 2023)’ Emﬁ%*ﬁﬁ%%iﬁ%@%%ggi?ﬁ@E"J)é\ﬁg
UK R BN T E LA EN. Hik, % FHOCME SR KR, = A a8k ) 2 SR AL 4
TR Z IR A S e i X
FHREE AT, A EsRER R L REFEENRSSUE

KEFBE) | R B R A ) . S GRME SR T (JRPR IR BE B3R 1) J 4 R B W %
AL B IR 2 (s 40 R ki ZIDAH IS RGP A Rk L R A Ik Bk 2 e 2
T 53EAEEKM R (Brus et al., 2024; Lee et al., (Huang, 2024; Olson et al., 1982), & R EEH

2025; Lesinskiené et al., 2025; Tu et al., 2025), Bl R EE DR A AR rP AR I A 58 AN G TE 24 % (F
TR BE R T R E RS SRR KRR ILZ SEVLAN AHE, PRI, FRBE R RN S5 A
Ko SRR IS, AFFE RS RAIF A —2 FE T L JRSZ B 19 G EE 1 5L T 1 2 9% L Bl R
TEZH T, H R B E EMKE(Dost- . FERBE RN TEA: QFEHE
Gozkan, 2021; Erus et al., 2024; Rahal & Fosco, + #(Family Environment Scale, FES)H i R iE 3¢
2024), 1B WFIT K BLP & A 56 I A L 3 (Manzi WA, PR, b9 A~ H (Moos & Moos,
1981); (b)%ﬁ%ﬁf 536 MM R R

. . (Family Adaptability and Cohesion Evaluation II,
B AR 63 H (2407029, FACESINPHREREL MM, 5 16 &, &
WAE1EH: KA, E-mail: zhangyali531@hebtu.edu.cn YEJE (Olson et al., 1982); (c)ZXE 5 HE 5 1 I
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H 4 VU AR (Family Adaptability and Cohesion
Evaluation Scales IV, FACES-IV)H [} R JiE 26 5 [F
sy, b 10 M8 H, f4E 2 MEE(Olson, 2011).
H i, FACES-II ZEF 5 Hh B 2 (£ 1),
12 ERBEMNBIENE

FERR B AT A O A 1 BRSO A
A0 Y 3% AR P 374 (Diener et al., 2003; Huang,
2024), WE A TR R . BRI SRR A A7 Jak
KAV B IS T B (a)F WA
[A]45(Subjective Well-Being Scale, SWB), f1f5 2
AYE g, Horp A 5 6 78 (Satisfaction with Life
Sacle, SWLS), 3t 5 /MU H (Diener et al., 1985), 1F
] A1 47 1] 1 /B (Positive Affect and Negative Affect
Scale, PANAS), 3t 12 4~ H (Diener & Emmons,
1984); (b).0» H 32 4% &k [n] % (Psychological Well-
Being Scale, PWB), It 84 /8, f13% 6 ~4EJF (Ryff
& Keyes, 1995); (c) b 1K £ i Ji& i 2 (General
Well-Being Schedule, GWB), 3t 33 1, U 6 4~
4k i (Fazio, 1977); (d)F /0 4F 32 W =2 48 S 6
(Adolescent Subjective Well-Being Scale, ASWBS),
It 36 M, W& 6 AELGKR4TT F, 2004), HHT
SWB TERTFE i ol i (3 2).
13 REXEZTESEERBNXER

KT GRBE % P N2 AR B 06 R BT W
WAL —OUL RN Sl SR RE S S A AR A W
FIIEAE S . ARG RIS (Attachment  Theory),
AN F B (A BE PR ) 2 [R]85 0 % B

TR 4 . T SE R RIBRES, TT LA RORS B
TR it 5 26 H J1(Bowlby, 1969). 2 KE K 5 [ (1 3
WA B T AR i B AR S S RE, DA
PR, GE AR S0 R, SRR A
RALGIKF, S48 5 AR B (Qi et al., 2023), Ik
Ab, FEARHFE Z 5 (Basic psychological need
theory) i &, 4K A = B B A0 BELFE oK (SR BE
B A FEME . MRS R E T, A AR R
e et R 19 77 1] & J% (Deci & Ryan, 2000), 7E48 & 35
WK RE R T, A RE A8 2 2 TE 2 1Y B AR
FNSCAF o XI5 SRR B 25 AN (L BE il A2 JHC UH s Ja oK,
I RE A Bl A G S R T A A T Y A 2
(Lee et al., 2025), F34b, FEEK 7 5L AR A%
BRI AAR L, AR SR AT sz 2
B2 EhR, e A EHFEE(Qi et al., 2023),

AN, FEBERL T AR . HRE S B AR
A b NS A 9 g P A, 1 A A A U
P2 Tt 4/ (Chen et al., 2025)., R FIZA i i 55 3
e IR JEE S PR 2 BE 8 1 1) T8I0 5 A UK P
(Erus et al., 2024; La Rosa et al., 2024),

I3 — RO RN R BE R T S SRR Z TN
FETELRPEARDG, MR RE U BICR, RIEARE
R, GRBE R E G A A 0 A 2338 I RO
BN OC R, FEERE T S B e . Jres . Bk
BN G K, e v s M A 3R BE S R K
SEHRA R TR B #4338 W (Olson, 2011; Olson et
al., 1979; Planalp et al., 2022; Woods et al., 2023),

Rl FENREFRTENETR

] 45 44 Bk H—1EE AE Ay LR £y 14530520
FES Moos 1981 9 AL 2 B (1~2)
FACES-II Olson 1982 16 PAYEE 5 T4 (1~5)
FACES-TV Olson 2011 10 SRR | A I S 5 St (1~5)
x2 FEMEFERBRNEIA
MBS E-EE AEG BHK 4 Jig oy
_ 1984 5 ARl D=9i8 7 I (1~7)
SWB Diener 1o6s 12 mUmmIEHATE 5 JiH4H(15)
FFRAN . BUOCR | ARG HARE, BRI . phr N
6 M4 (1~6
PWB Ryff 1995 84 A A UK 41 (1~6)
g R R0 o RS T AR TR B R N DGR . DLAR A \
i i N
GWB Fazio 197733 it XA R . B 6 wiT41(1~6)
ASWBS [ S25is 2004 36 KiH. FEE. FK. A, ., AREEE 5 HIFr(1~5)




%12 4

JBUAE G A FBEREE SRR CR . RELARTITT B 2107

P P HEDN, 3ok e sl 0 A9 50 B 3 2% 0 S AR BRI
PGS O i Y G B R B s T R E L
A TE W R X B ™ A R e, AR T A A TR A
JoE 3 S By o R E DA e ), 2 AR IR A
FkEEAT A, MBI, RERSE4E /& (Planalp et
al., 2022; Xiang et al., 2022), TR K IEEFEE S
SEORBE N L 2 ) 2 A 0 R B, A
A T I PRI s 3 LA 345 0 B ) 5 B R TR . 3
ol IR B R =2 SR 9 B s of A AR 3
TG, #EFRE OB R T, KA B (Planalp
et al., 2022; Woods et al., 2023), HAIEE R RE
FEE, AR MRS AL TR, WaR H A
AT RE T S A FINRRE, R TS AR (QL et
al., 2023; Mk, SKAUL, 2021), HAREX — WL

T G 8 S 5 JEE R 2 AR SRR ) ST PP A 1) B P S,

B — LU R B, GRE S5 2 A S AR R 2 8] i 2
P A 2 1 N B 3 (Manzi et al., 2006; Seryjova
Juhova et al., 2023), Zi L, ZH—Fh UL A K
PSRN B ACO PERE TS S FF, JF H 2500
FAERE WL BN R 1. REERE
JE 5 SRR B AR IEAOG
14 REFRZESERRXZNATES

VIR T R BE R B L5 S I KR AT
AR RSS2SR, T BE 5 JEU R BIF S v B i 44 Sl
FAERE | AN ] B0 o T DL SO AR AR AIE 25
AEBIRER . BITAHT TR 37 Wl R A (1
BRI SRR B TR BRSO LK
I AN ST AR AE CBUREAF (73 AR 32 S RO X
JEE % P 5 S AR JRRT RE AT B ] 240

PR A2 A EIIRIAH AN R e AL 2 1k
iR 2R AN [A] A9 £ €5 18] 22 (Diekman & Eagly,
2000), EG, WL, BEEEPHEEN
BAEEE A010S0) IR VA E S L A A Y
7358 4% 5 G2 BE JC 51 18] YOG ZRAH XS FA R, PRI 2K 2
R B 5 SR AR 1Y G B3 55 (Diekman & Eagly,
2000). 734b, [RIBEZAA L, L ER T KR
RO /N o #5478 00 7K F W 5 (Balada et al.,
2024) . KA L 42 X015 2 A0 ) S I B, X SR
KA A BB, TR SR E R X 2 A
RIS R, B, HET ARAEMIIS, LN
F A & s sk O R M (b LI £ (),
SEISUREES P30 B A SR A VNS B (apeas
PR FAER SR (A ARES)) (Markus

& Kitayama, 1991; Zentner et al., 2023), Kk, K
JEE G 7% [F1) ) 575 65 o A [ e 300 1 1 S A Ja A 5
(A AT AR 2290 o &7 b, AT IR 22 KE
SRR AR R O R AR, e oG
RO = T M,

S BEEILEME EER K, HE
FEE AN AT R >, 5 R KPS
0 TG S TR, DRI R o R S A T Y
S0 T W55, 5 A R R 5 A ol Bk A D
P2 21 45 A S AR ARG (1 FE R UR, RN R RE 5%
5 I 5 S A ) S IR T B 2 B A I 3 o
U855 (Erus et al., 2024; Yu et al., 2025), 4k, Bl
RIS PR, AR B ST TR AR R, X R EE R
O BB TR W/, 3t T BE S 5 R JeE R
JE 5 3£ R AY 5 A& i (Chiang et al., 2024; Feng &
Tan, 2023), ZiL, ABFGEHEHRE 3. REFRE
J 55 S AR IR Y 06 R AZ ARG Y, SRICHR I il AT
s B 188K 32 TR

AR I £ LA g 4 SCARIE N BRI FE
AR O HE AT R 22 T A Sk R 8 1 A
(Oishi & Graham, 2010), 55, Mk 3 L bR 1
AR B A ST M, JESRASRRY A TR B A IR E
FE o ZSC T AR I S A BCE 2R T A RS
FNAS AR, R T 2R 2 53 25 15 5 A S AR G B 5
55 (Nezlek & Humphrey, 2023), M, &3 XL
s AN 5 AN Z B EARME . S A DL
TRV Can 505 ) 1) L5515 B 12 SCA T 18 A 1A B fi
Ii] K5 5 AN 1 R S FE A A0 R TR (Lu et all,
2024), PG BE A G 18] A B SRR RE S i 25 4 T
AR VA R R S R R, AT 5 5 5 AR R
HEELE (Zhou et al., 2023), HLAh, EAMATE X ik
Hr, GRBE B ) R TR AR 3 T AT 1) 30 SR RO B
B AR SOk, ZRBE AR B ] SR
£ H i, S W I A (Yaqoob et al.,
2023), FEMAE TN AT Lk, EikE S0k
R B SR B S SR AR ST SR . 25 1, ARHF
FEHRIERE 4 FEEEHE S EREMNERZA
R SCCARFR B, BLHEE R Sk 32 S Scfk
TR R, JCHRTR B2 S .

A AL SRR RGN Py A
55 2 T A R 5 v - A0 B BRE ARG R R (T
B R4, 2018). b 25 307 A RERAR T b A 1 3 ik
NG ANZ B @B R A T R A 21,
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T FARKS BE T5 400 B IR 1) BR324 B e A K
BE W TIAABTEAR, T B4R 552 1 5 )
[ e o T8 38 AL HL A 2 4% (Deng et al., 2025), K 7E
WAL h, REERE 5 EX AN 2R R 2
KREE, AU, PiTF ey T 850t a6
FATMDI AL, AR 1E A R 2 1 55 fh itk —
BT REEWE AT E R, 2024), AN, B
FEAt g R, A RAE A Bt 23 A 1 v i i
PR 5 AT S P G T, 2 TR SR B 5 BE Y1 U
TR S TR R, B ik 5
K BE 1 D ) ) O % TR G R B O %% Y1) (Jessen-
Winge et al., 2025; Khosravi & Namani, 2022),
U, ARBFITHE B 5 2 BUREAR 03 1T LA T FEE 3%
BRI OCER, L OCHR R B R BURE A ) 1
pNIE il

M E TR AT A S5 A E S
YR 2R, MFEFREEM T, FACES-II Al
FACES-IV DI FRARBER A R, & 8 H 5= 4
%, TAEGRRE BLL R] A A A Sk FR B RIS I A
2 (Olson, 2011; Olson et al., 1982), ifij FES &
BEBD, FERET RN FEERFS
B 9% A B B (Moos & Moos, 1981), Kt FACES-II
Al FACES-IV A H8 T RE ™ 2 FRBE A 52 9 A PR 3
P, AR E BT 5 A AR SE RS % )
i (Rahal & Fosco, 2024), [A1fi, FACES-II FI
FACES-IV 5 24881 5¢ 2 W] AETE 28 o gl = AR i
&, SWB WA, It 17 8, WA TR
FEURKL R AR 155 %, ) Ay A A Sk A 35 1 155 JER RN
U\%ﬂ{ZIKBﬁ(Diener & Emmons, 1984; Diener et al.,
1985), PWB % T HL.4: 5 F/l H 4 it £ T SWB,
B T S LA, s AR . A
NHA S, T A IR AE A [7] SR8k ) 3 AR = A

VR (Fazio, 1977; Ryff & Keyes, 1995; k%5 45,

2004) , iX SEHR AT GE 2352 MUV (B I K/ 25 b, A
TR IRIER 6 HKIEREE SEMBMXRZ
FUEF DR T HA Y, BAfH FES MY
MRRET FHETH, AU EE 7. ¥
o 5 5 S A R ) 6 R A S A R i T EL 1 9
A7, ELHEFH SWB il A AR e 5 T H e T. A,

B BRI R M R REREES
SRR BB SR, O I B R R S 1 ] 1Y
TR RN o ZRE B B B) A0 5 25 L B 45 A MR Sk Y
AR 5% I 18 A 2> BE 25 1 TE) A 3k B T 2 T e D

(Bian et al., 2024), M4, FEE K 51 (Y55 % B )
G QB RNy A N e Al =X L Y e N
5 38 5 LU RE I b O (A . R, AR
W R 8. BFSTIR T RENS AT RE SR %
LRI A OCIE,  [RIRE W E A E, Ghin) i
T R BE R 2 SR R R

2 FHE

21 XEHRESHIE

A #f 95 %6 PROSPERO i 17 T i ¥ it
(CRD42024616433), Jf#1H PRISMA2020 75 B i
AT T SCHRAS 2R 5 i 6 (Page et al., 2021), BB, 7E
Hh SCRCHE T2 b (v R R 300 80 R R T S
B ), W S BER] “E R BE B R BER 1
B SR E DI RE B R RE PRI M <SR AR R i L
RO R B v a1 G S OGBS . Hvk, AR
SCHHE E T (Web of Science #%.0> % . ProQuest
Dissertations and Theses, Medline, EBSCO-ERIC,
Elsevier SD. PsycINFO. PsycArticles) & 3 1]
“family cohesion”. “family environment”, “family
function”, “family intimacy”5 “happiness”. “well
being” 73 A0 G, Ao F A 2 oA 5 o 2 OB IR 1Y
SCHR  SCRRRG 2L H 08 2024 4F 12 A 21 H, 3t
AN A 2548 5 3CHR

i EndNote 21 5 A SCHRI42 B AN T by off At
7 3CHR T A () AU ALRIEFE, HEBR BT
(YU — M NFE, HERR AR IR Bl (n B8 <1 )L 355,
(o) BN AR A B A i) — R (AR
T GREE R T RN SEAR A A O R E(r), EURER:
AR FAE Lt PSR ()X T E T H A
IEAT B A 41 (DB R AR IR AE 24 % LAY
(AR B AR ) o X T FH 25 P SR AT AR 0 1 F 34
SCHY ST B8 3T T8 2k 4 BCECHE #9 Sk, 4
RATERAER, )5 58 THAE & BRI R 3R 15 42 5
T LAHERR . SCHERI R A2 DL 1,
22 XHHEBES5REEFEN

IR ARG DL R AT b . AR E R
ARGy . BRI . HEOC R B, Aol
BRELH] ., R . DR . RE R AR
SRR I 1 TR DR SRR B (LR 1 IR 2)0 X T
MR REIIFA, ERREHCRE, HiRE T

2
Fot, oy Fl B fiE, s M AR = /tth;
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S

T BB AR AR SR

(FF3cn = 938 H3Cn = 1610)

!

U7

B R A A AT

Y

HEBRE S SCHR (m = 808)

TERISCHR (n = 1740)

Y

TR A ST

\ 4

P AR A S R
3CHk (n = 1565):
5FEIK (n=1019)
RGO (n = 493)
B ALE (n = 53)

BISCHR (n = 175)

}

BRI AT SR
(n=42):
(HF3Cn =24 Je3n=18)

F X
r= ;r=
F +df, 7P+N

A1

;r=p+0.05(B = 0);

r=B@E<0) (B € (-0.5,0.5)], JelHiirhr
{EFHEAT 9% (Card, 2012), BLAb, 5 J5UR SCHRIX
e T FRE G SR AR A A TR )Y B2 R

S S SR I

er y,

W MO R r, =

\/n+ n(n—1Df,y \/m+ m(m-1;,,

(Hunter &

Schmidt, 1990) & AH 5 R Bt A7 4t . AR R
] BTN 2 I8 A OE GRIEA] 45, 2022), {5
1) I 3 5 3 A0 1 M -5 2 A SRR Uit 10 2 9 )
(ARG o 2t bt ph 02 D20 2 B S 58 A, 4 — 3L

A\

)2 A SCHERR ) SCHR
(n=133):
TETREX(n=4)
TCRESRBUS N fE(n = 12)
TR (n = 116)
METHEMRRER=1)

SCHR B 2 U

Meh 98%. Zifi A B, 2 A AR SCEk T
PISHATH IE . SCHRZA A B TR A5 2 AT I R
(https://osf.i0/96xjg/?view_only=8e09ab34ceb1482
9ae47430a88b827¢4),

% H The Joanna Briggs Institute Critical

Appraisal Checklist for Analytical Cross-sectional
Studies X i 4 W 5% i#f 47 5T # iF 41 (Stern et al.,
2020). EEE 8 NAEH, HAGKH I I Y
GRS CRNIE R ECANTE Y Hor A < Yes”
1 53, HoRI B A ;. BRI AT 8
A3 A 0~8 3 o ARAE L5 XI5 e A T 400
1353<50% MR i, 50~80% o %5 i ik, >80% K
1 5 B (Bian et al., 2024) (3 3).

R3 MADTHERHRHELRER

W Weel i IRE g VU e gk WRTR

P& /G Bt W ggemms B
Erus et al., 2024 2023  +HH 46 0.41 308 0.14 KR4 Hm om0 Hid HoAlh
2=, 2024 2022 @A 43 0.42 960 0.49 g Rl B FACES-IT PWB
ZEKIR 45, 2024 2022 HE 43 0.54 250 0.53 KRZF4E BB FACES-II HoAb
FAZHE 4, 2023 2021 43 0.55 3965 0.48 A KT 7 FACES-II HAth

W2 ¥, 2023 2021 HH 43 073 623 0.51 ‘hefr BEWT & FACES-II ASWBS
Galian & Ato, 2023 2021 PHEESF 67 023 347 022 K%L BiMF &  FACES-IV  PWB
Raposo & Francisco, 2022 2021 WA 59 034 723 040 ‘hk B w0 Hib HoAtb
Qi et al., 2023 2021 43 025 612 037 K#¥4E BB & FACES-IV  HAb
Qi et al., 2022 2020 HE 43 0.61 332 045 KA KW ® FACES-IV. PWB
Chan, 2022 2020 HE 43 020 109 059 /hA Bl w0 HAb HA
Finkelstein & Grebelsky- 2020 [ 1% 56 038 230 036 thaxA: KW g5 HAl HAb

Lichtman, 2022
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Wt WO REHLIR §l‘§§ i ﬁ; M e o iéf - Uiil'a”ﬁ‘
BESEEERE AR
Xiang et al., 2022 2020  HH 43 0.38 2784 043 A MEBE & FES SWB
Dost-Gozkan, 2021 2019  +HH: 46 0.56 1097 0.38 A KEWF ¥ FES HAts
Shah et al., 2021 2019 EH 60  0.36 481 0.51 g filT & FES FoAth
Seryjova Juhovd et al., 2019 $ERE 70 0.12 2836 0.43 TEEA BEME om0 HAl HoAh
2023 2010  $EwE 70 0.10 893 0.47 TEEA BEME A HAl HoAl
1995 5w 70 0.09 833 0.53 g BEME A HAh HoAlh
Mg ie, 2020 2018 HiH 43 031 1048 0.51 s BEWBE & FACES-II Fdth
X136, 2020 2018 HH 43 040 874 0.51 K% MWT B FACES-II HoAlh
B, 2020 2018 HiH 43 0.28 1518 0.62 =4 BT & FES GWB
YAk 4, 2020 2018 HiH 43 046 630 021 K% MBT f FACES-II FeAth
Fosco et al., 2020 2018 [ 60 029 151 0.38 =i BEWE B FES HAth
Fosco et al., 2012 1998  E[H 60  0.27 792 0.51 A Hham /o Hilh Fodth
M, 2019 2017 HH 43 047 978 0.50 g BT & FACES-II FeAth
i, 2019 2017 HH 43 048 335 046 gk BEBE 0 FACES-II PWB
AR, 2019 2017 43 048 103 046 24 BEBE 0 FACES-II ASWBS
AR, Hit, 2018 2016  HH 43 0.27 320 048 K% il & FACES-II GWB
sesbm 2017 2015 i 43 045 576 0.59 A BT = FACES-II PWB
Brajsa-Zganec et al., 2017 2015 WA HE 42 031 411 020 K¥Ad #kr & b FAth
Rahal & Fosco, 2024 2015 EH 60  0.53 150 039 g filT & FES PWB
NE, 2016 2014 thiH 43 0.32 437 037 K4 BT & FACES-II SWB
T, 2016 2014 HiH 43 0.16 456 033 K% MEBT &  FACES-II SWB
XU, VR, 2015 2013 HiH 43 0.27 574 042 K#*4E MEWT B FACES-II ASWBS
Turner, 2015 2013wk 23 0.13 187 0.47 hEEdg REWE b Hih HAts
ZEAE 42014 2012 HE 43 0.50 100 0.50 K=/ il ' FACES-II GWB
Boer & Abubakar, 2014 2012 HBWEH Jo 0 0.15 760 038 KA fEWT om0 Hiih FeAth
Hamama & Arazi, 2012 2010  LUIfa%) 56 026 111 051 /ph2EA: Bl @& Hflh HoAlh
Krieger, 2011 2009  H 60  0.52 234 0 KA BEWE 1 FACES-IV Hiflh
I 42010 2008 HHE 43 035950 049 A MEBE B FES PWB
Crespo et al., 2011 2006  HPE% 69 035 713 0.51 w2EA:r Yl @ FACES-II PWB
¥4, 2006 2004  HH 43 0.35 223 048 A BT ' FES HoAh
Manzi et al., 2006 2002 ERAM 53 0.05 119 0.48 =g B & Hib FHof
2002 i 76 0.02 104 034 mEEdg BEME B HAl HoAh
R/NIF, TR, 2004 2002 HH 43 0.19 267 049 K% #ilki ' FACES-II GWB
Rutledge et al., 1994 1992 %M 60 030 196 0.52 K4 BEWF #&  FES GWB

e MR E SCHRBLIL https://www.hofstede-insights.com/Country comparison tool; 4 SCHk A4 BURE ARy Bt , i FH & 4513 U
2 FRBUREAEGy; i TR A H A m i #e F 3 IR T A
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23 EARREEHSKE

KRN T KRR, —EBRE
FEE T R R MmE . WA, ARG R H
p-curve Ji 3 B F1 Egger’s [0 B A6 36 45 H 2 75 3%
RFEMMZERL o T p-curve M5, WHRERNH
LA WA, WU AT B8 AN A7 TE & K I 22
(Simonsohn et al., 2014), X FiwFEm 5, WHE
L 2 31— BN 1 SF IR AR, 2R W1 AT BEAS A7
1E R Ff# (Light & Pillemer, 1984); X}F Egger’s
FHLT S, AR RIH NS RN B,
AR K el 2 (Egger et al., 1997),
24 HEALE

WG R A REL r AENRONE . K
1 Comprehensive Meta-Analysis Version 3.3 AT
B0 0 R OV A R AT A S BUREAE
By FEERE S AR A T HAE R R T e
S 28 J4E 2 5 BE T2 A BT G AR, HICR B BILAK
N REHY Sy A ROl o AW S o A3 S S AR A AR AR
(R4 hepd) . RIERBEEN T A
(FACES-1I. FACES-1V. FES). = fRE&l & T’
(ASWBS., GWB. PWB. SWB)FIHF5T % i1 (HE K |
IhIa]), R A 2H A0 A I 5 R0 o JE L
AR T AL E R (55 M LU A BURE AR R AR F2 X
FREL, X R B I U A BT R IR RN . A,
Ry B DR ] AR S R R4 A28 (5 2 A AR R,
20 4317 i 5 HR BE A T 55 (Bian et al., 2024), &4~
W AN AR T 3 1

3 #R]

31 XEMNEREITFEM

ARWFTEILMA 42 FSCHR (S 45 DROVAE,
31427 £ ), HiafEaie s 14 5, s
3C28 F; WK 1S ANER 24 RO, 17 RN
3C, 1 REONPEBESF G A RIS 5 B N 1994~2024
A BAWTSONVAE 42 A, GARBUVAE 3 A mAE
ROV 33 4>, AR AUN(E 12 4
32 RFRREERRE

kB s () 2), BOv {4 T EEE B B
Y51 0345 T B0 P Egger 2t [B1H 1y 45
A E G N-1.09, 95% CI [-4.63, 2.44], p =
0.54).p-curve &t (& 3)En, &R BESL
{75 (Binomial test: p < 0.001, Continuous test: Z =
—-37.99, p<0.001), JFH 44 4~ p{EHTA 43 > pfE

Funnel plot of standard error by fisher's Z

0r
o
.. 0.05F
9]
5
o L
-5 0.10
g
© 015
0.20 1 1 1 + 1 1 ]
-20 -15 -1.0 -05 0 05 10 15 20
Fisher's Z
M2 A
100 - 98% Obscwed p-curve
Power estimate: 99%, CI (99%, 99%)
——————— Null of no effect
Tests for right-skewness: Prull < 0.0001, PHalt < 0.0001 .
75+ -~~~ Null of 33% power

Tests for flatness: PFul > 0.9999,
Phalf> 0.9999, PBinomial > 0.9999

50

Percentage of test results/%

0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05
p-value

Note: The observed p-curve includes 44 statistically significant
(p <0.05) results, of which 43 are p < 0.025.

There was one additional result entered but excluded from
p-curve because it was p > 0.05.

K3 p-curve ik

KT 0.025, 45 53 W 5 55 2 15 5 4 B 2 [ 1Y)
K RAFAEH LR . LLE S5 R AT ST
7E A 8 1 % TR AT o
33 XA

SHT s RFW(E 4), RIEFEEESEMBRN
AHIEHRBE R 0.35 (95% CI[0.30, 0.40]), #Bit T 0.3,
& W 5 2 5 B 5 o8 AR B 7E = AH OC (Funder &
Ozer, 2019) BURME 347 £ B, HERRAE R — DA
Ja HSOR B v (EAE 0.34~0.39 Z[H) 330, 45 E, oo
SATE R EA R EmRENE. AN, RS
B Mk (TIBAE, 2021) % 5 5E 26 55 JF 5 S 4R K
REFEME R RIT TR, 458 KA R R
2 JBE S 19 o 20 L A T 485 SRR 2 2 (b = 0.07,
95% CI [-0.04, 0.18]), FRRULHARFERE T 5%
IR G R R AR I 2o M X RTHE IR R
34 PFFHMELE

SRS R E, Q 60 1154.46 (p < 0.001),
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Study name Statistics for each study Correlation and 95% CI
Lower Upper
Correlation limit  limit Z-Value p-Value
Manzi2 0020 -0.173 0212 0201 0.841
Manzil 0.050 -0.131 0228 0.539  0.590 ::
Juhoval 0.09 0022 0157 2.600 0.009
Juhova2  0.100 0.035 0165 2.993  0.003 -
Juhova3  0.120 0.084 0.156 6418  0.000 -
Turner 0.130 -0.014 0268 1773 0.076 =
Boer 0.150 0.080 0219 4.158  0.000 ——
IS 0.160 0.069 0248 3.435 0.001 -
PN 0.190 0.072 0303 3.125 0.002 —i-
Chan 0200 0012 0374 2.087 0.037 —i—
Galia?n 0230 0.128 0327 4344  0.000 ——
: 0250 0.174 0323 6303  0.000 -
2 0260 0077 0426 2765  0.006 -
S 0270 0.192 0344 6616 0.000 —.—_._
g 0270 0.165 0369 4929  0.000
Foscol 0270 0204 0333 7777  0.000 +_._
P 0280 0233 0326 11.197 0.000 -4
Fosnod 0290 0.137 0430 3.632  0.000
Ruflodge 0300 0.167 0422 4300  0.000 ——
Py 0310 0254 0364 10362 0.000 +_._
g 0320 0233 0402 6909  0.000
Raposo 0340 0274 0403 9.501  0.000 '.'_._
pri e 0350 0293 0405 11.246 0.000 -
i 0350 0293 0405 11246 0.000 -
? 0350 0284 0413 9738  0.000
Crespo 0360 0273 0441 7.613  0.000 -
Brajsa 0360 0280 0435 8240  0.000 .
Shah 380 0264 0485 6.028 0.000 -
f(‘;kneglsw‘“ 0380 0348 0411 21.097  0.000 T
0400 0343 0454 12503  0.000
X 0410 0313 0499 7.608  0.000 -
gifﬁ " 0420 0366 0471 13.850 0.000 ‘:_'
0450 0382 0513 11.602 0.000
igg 0460 0396 0519 12453  0.000 -
G 0.480 0393 0558 9.529  0.000
B 0480 0316 0616 5230  0.000
PR 0.500 0.337 0.634 5410 0.000
ZE AR 0.520 0.420 0.608 8760  0.000
K:ﬁer 0530 0404 0636 7.155  0.000
Raha 0540 0446 0622 9495  0.000
e 0550 0528 0571 38924  0.000
B 0560 0518 0599 20931  0.000
Dost 0580 0537 0620 20.685 0.000
AR 0610 0538 0673 12.859 0.000
Qil 0.730 0.691 0765 23.125  0.000
BEH 0354 0301 0.404 12343  0.000
-1.00 —0.50 0.00 0.50 1.00
Favours A Favours B
Meta analysis

4 FRARIE

12{5°4 96.19%, #id T 75% (Huedo-Medina et al.,
2006), F&HA AT AT IR ATRHON 43T o JE T RS0N K 5
SESRRI . ()3 R B T B AR B

ASWBS JIr il 4 5 {8 f5c =, GWB I 2500 {B 5 1K o
YIS PP AVE AR B3 o (o) FR M2 3R % It T
B EAARRE . (PSR SRR
2. (e)BUEFAR IR 7E 8.2 (b = 0.01, 95%
CI [0.004, 0.019]), RS {B Fifi BORE 4T {57 34 S 1 34

Mo (/R 3= SCRE BRI 1 2 (b = —0.01,
95% CI [-0.011, —0.0021)., R4 R {4 B4 3 L85k
B 38 it s o () PES AT E R B3 (b =
~0.06, 95% CI [~0.56, 0.43]) (3£ 4).

4 itig

41 FEFRFESEERBNXE
e ST E 2 PP SR TVRIPS
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S oA 95% {5 [X.[1]
i A P! UG 5 2
Q df p it R LR

SRR B B 0.02 1 0.90 KA 17 0.35 0.29 0.42 9.56
ek 26 0.36 0.29 0.43 9.03

GRS I TR 3.38 2 0.19  FACES-II 18 0.43 0.35 0.49 10.33
FACES-IV 4 0.42 0.21 0.59 3.72

FES 8 0.35 0.31 0.39 15.25

SRR i TR 9.11 3 0.03  ASWBS 3 0.52 0.10 0.78 2.39
GWB 5 0.29 0.22 0.36 7.73

PWB 8 0.43 0.36 0.50 10.45

SWB 3 0.29 0.16 0.42 4.16

BT 0.13 1 0.72  FHIKr 42 0.35 0.30 0.41 11.62
END! 3 0.34 0.26 0.41 8.03

ZMATTHIW, BHRERAGFAEBRRKESR
(Chan, 2022; Erus et al., 2024; Finkelstein &
Grebelsky-Lichtman, 2022), 451% 408 1 % ABFFE
Wk TR . AT A BT 40 B 19 7 1 8 YO 1
R AE G MR AR AT T AT, SRR
FACAEEAHG . B R R T EALHTFERIL
FR AR EE IS 1 W 5 (Bowlby, 1969; Deci & Ryan,
2000), R FZIFFIRBIEI(Olson et al., 1979)HI W i,
R G BE R SR AR AR S M AR G, R T
ik 1, BIGRBE R 5 MR BIEA G, X2
PRl Sy 53 85 8 3¢ 1o 1Y) R B BB 8 A IR 2 AR 1 1
SR R, DA R O B SR, PR
RIE(Qi et al., 2023), BLAM, FEE AL 5L 22 16 A9 1 5
T H. B (AN R 5k 2 [R] e 3 R [n] BUAR: e ) i g 34
SRS B R 25 AR50, DA £2 FF 32 AR (K oriin
etal., 2025). B, % RS 1Y R BE L REE R 1
PRERAEA R #h 23 S Re M 2%, 5 Bl A PR L X A1
FE S Mk, dE— 20 2 T 32 4% /X (Zhang et al.,
2024),

VIR TC A BT K BRACBEFE 1 (r = —0.40) . FHLAR
Wa(r =—-0.33), BEERSREH(T =—-0.32), WEHE
J1(r =-0.23), & =-0.20). WHREFT
K(r =-0.17), MFEEA(r = -0.15)3 53 k5
13 A& (Civitillo et al., 2024; Ding et al., 2022;
Huang et al., 2024; Rusu et al., 2025; Sanchez-Zafra
et al., 2024; Yang et al., 2019; Yeo et al., 2024), T
FREFME(r = 0.50). #2338 (r = 0.40). & REIH

JRIE&(r = 0.38), BURIHEFR I (r = 0.32), A
Fis(r = 0.28)M] 5 32 #5782 B 35 1E 05 (Huang et
al., 2024; Li et al., 2025; Yal¢in, 2015; Yuen & Wu,
2024; HULT AE,2021). AR IR REHE
HEMERMAHER 035, (UMEFRERZFHL
B G EEvE, U 58 5 IR 28 (Can R 0k
BRI AR ER RS TR E
(A7 5%y . A i) s E AT R (FALUR) -
X 2 R A R BEAE R A A A R R I A% 0 B
AN A B (1 JEORN 28 % SRR AR BE i O
SRR, I I P O BT M A B A AR AR N X A
FhPEER I BE J1(Li et al., 2025), M % fR R 2
PEHEAEH
42 FTHB SR

B AE R F, 1 5 A AR i () 98 1 /R T 3
AR, ROESTEBRE 2 Ak 3. sirEaims .
Wt 5 A KT 09 & R FIORS ol SO e s ik 20,
T2 S R AN G (Leter et al., 2024) . 53X (751
MRS, FEEEL, a8
IEEASENSITTE 3 2 PR g 3114
WA F B OEET 55, 2024), 1LAF, BARLPER
EWMRBER G Z FEERZN W, A EEE
G RE, SSWBIAM AT 20 A SO, G
TR 2% FE IR T A9 520 (Bian et al., 2024; JHI#
P OAE, 2024), BRICGRRE R W S B MR L AR
BRI SCHRAR L F e, MM R HE 1, Bk
L PEAE 2 i A v R B R A L PR A K F 25 57
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PE, PR [ 1 0 P A A R 2 R TR BE R R &R
NG BE AR TG R %47 A kR Z5 Bl (Gang et
al., 2025; Hyde, 2005), X Fif T K 577 M
AR, 75 58 JE 53 2 3 X 95 PR RN 4 1k 1) S A
R AR R . SRR S, KRS AT
A P IR S 50 B SRR, R RIAE Y B e A S
TR (2 4 P B AR IR IS PR . TCie T IR
2RSS AN FEME R T 2EA:, R TR
I T R b PR S A s s Y K
A, FEE RGN G R ) Re 34 gl o 2k W] A 4R
FHBEAR (N G2 A 2l £E R 158 [ TR (A TR]) SE 3R
SEAR I PE T (Gaspar et al., 2022; Xiang et al.,
2022), Hik, WAEBRGEHERMARE, KiE
R 9 BN UR AR HE 2 AR IR SR N o2 AR e
[A 2% (Bronfenbrenner, 1979), BV 5 g2 i A0 B i
N ERE A B 2E B 2R R R B R
FEME, ANEANT F I 0] A 08 8 i 7 AR
2 5% (Xiang et al., 2022),

ML 5 B RAFIE R E, Ak 32 A8 BRI HL
FEARAR TR R0 24 B 2, SR T RiR 4 iRk
5. BARWIE, &3 SO B, w9 AH G
RS . SR E AR L, TR EE U0tk
L, MR A B — A B ER L SRR
I, MRIE H IR, H T SRR T AR R
BN ERY T . AR SEEL), TR S s AR AR Y
A1 (Nezlek & Humphrey, 2023), BAh, SEF)IH
LEPR TR T AR BE . D HEE I E SRR
W, T AR 52 Bl T 9 17 8% 43 #H.(Poulin et al.,
2025), MG EERE B SRR TR 3
AR S, ARG, PR MM C RO
TEECF AR R S By, 5 A8 i A 2 A ] 22
MR A T %) 170 . 3l (Kroencke et al., 2023), ZEEE 5
BB E DR R RS . S I GRS
FBE RN .8l 57 B 25 BRI (Zudiiga et al., 2024),
T 55 T G RE SR S R AR el A
Fodb b, OGE . BRI (VR) SR ARELA H
HAETE, WO ERRIAN R E BRI EE SRR,
R T G HE R 5 AR B G Bk (Nguyen et al.,
2022).

MM B AFFAERE, AWT5E & PG RE 5% %
T HRMATERA R, S0 E TR
TERRE, KRB 6, KIFT R 7. MK
BEF R RN TR, RARCE A T A

FACES-II. FACES-IV Fl FES 78 H %5 fn 4t i
Wit BArfE 2SS, (AR T R R % 0
BLF (AN R HE J I F) 9 SRR ), LT 908 4 480
A2 (Moos & Moos, 1981; Olson et al., 1982),
BRI T RIS, 1/ ASWBS 1549
SN AE SR, (I SWB A5 AR N (B B AR . X Al
REJE TR H B0m A 4 R Y 22 5 T
ASWBS 1R B AN E 2, [HI = 47 80
U, BT I MANSN, BTl R
Be% ) . SWB W B i/b, B R,
AR TG 0 A: iE W AR B, R e 1 5K e
TREE S AR OC R, M OCHIN(Diener et al.,
1985; Fazio, 1977).

BB IE I, AR LB, B m AL
W R BRI RIE R S ERBEM X R
B Z G\ 0F 5T 50N (B I = TR, RS
FeRik 8. &S5 AWM 5 45 A7 22 7 (Bian
et al., 2024), {H 59 & g #4 238 1Y W 2 AH — 3
(Fredrickson, 2001), 158 5% 5% %% i % 5 4 B L
B AR . TR T, ST R E R
B BB BB (IR EETE B R TR L)
RERFELY AR O BB UR (AN SR . B0, I
PRI (9 4t 23 SR P 2%, DATTT 4 B Xof <2 A Jak ) 4
ey, BmoA 2 B e R E RN R
(Fredrickson, 2001),
43 MREXSHER

AHRAREENE L. HE, AREYLE
T HRTEAO T EEE | RS R
RUZ )R 4ie, & G HE SR % B 5 S Am kit e JE
IEAG, RURERRE RN ETERE,
L LS AR TR AR T 3 AR RN T 5 R 1 % (] 1) 17 JR
L, 5 VR BEVAE, A B IR S SR R R
R, e S ESUEMFR IR, KR EME
R 25 L S RE R IR, B,
TE I 2 S AR JER IR 0 3 EE R R A TE Y T, DAMER
R SRR KR, Ba, FREHI
FEARA 5 AR 3 AR B AR 5 ) 52 i SR 4 i 5 5
TRRERIR R o X R F L ARIRT K F AR T
Ko 5% JE S5 K6 1) 5 W) B SCAAN R VE o o0 B4
B TR & FNBOR 68 45 A iR S Sk &,
W R FRE R, A5 B FR B i 5 ST R
R TR OO T 1 R A N N VAR GO 3 29 SRS
PR HRIEXFFRGE, T2
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SR, AT WATAE—LE /R B 5, AHTSE
PR T REER TS — BRI R R . R
KAl HE— A0 oY, FSE G R U AR R (At
SRR BTSRRI O B SRR AR Y G
HR, ARBETALII T T FE 25 L 5 S AR Y 5%
R, RBHEOHALE (ISR OIS
M o KRl Gt — 0. Fa, AT
ARG BE TR R T A F S R e, (L
KTE T ZBE RS AR TR, AR mT
i N AT S

5 #it

A FE R G E 3 5 P 5 S AR B A e AH G,
FME LA R, AR SE AR A S0 BRa8  EAh, AR
Oy, SRR 32 SR BIBOR IR H IX, R SE %
5 5 AR GRS . S35 4h, AR TR
REME W KRB S 2mBEM LR, M
ASWBS & A e i . fem, REREES
TR RAZ MR L AR . FREE R I i
T HFBFFE BT IE T
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The relationship between family cohesion and well-being:
A systematic review and meta-analysis

GU Yipeng, LIU Jinyuan, ZHANG Yali, LI Weihe
(Department of Psychology, Hebei Normal University, Shijiazhuang 050024, China)

Abstract: Numerous studies have examined the relationship between family cohesion and well-being, yet
findings remain inconsistent. This study conducted a meta-analysis using a random-effects model on 42
studies (comprising 45 independent samples). The results revealed a strong correlation between family
cohesion and well-being (r = 0.35, 95% CI [0.30, 0.40]). The strength of this association was moderated by
measurement tools for family cohesion, individualism index, and sampling year, but not by age, gender,
measurement tools for well-being, as well as study design type. These findings partially clarify the debates
among attachment theory, basic psychological need theory, and the circumplex model, suggesting that
well-being increases with higher levels of family cohesion.
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