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(IR R 2R OB, FFR 250014)  CLUAREEFAVRE, FFR 250011)

KA EEJAA T 608 A1 — 2w I AME, g 45 BB T D AR RS R e
ML TEHAL . REDIRE MR C R . B5REI: (1) HAER R R B 2R B, mh e
BREFERTHIHRA; (2) F A BB =AY Z A7 3 22 5 R aRBTm B R, HUORAL 25
B, APrit BRI, (3) HIENREER EAL AT 55 DA m s iRz i sg b A e, X—a
VR0 52 B 32 3] ) P Fe Al B 5, 52 BE T RE X 75 /4 0 18 SRR AR 52 2 A 981 8 T A 3800

TR, B KIEDIEE; R
B844.2

1 55

B 25 Jk (alienation) & P AXE DL IE 7 AL B 5 A A
ICR, NEeS I E Mt S PRI E | 2R
(R R AR A N7 A 5B, TR B 2 1 JC B g% . TG
ROCRE, PO EE I B 1 45 /R 56 (Mlichael, 2003).
TR R R B & G Y (Calabrese,
1990), #FA A FE G A CERR SR & A 4E,
TR T “FORE” . TP R TR
WEH " 5 B IRA IR, 4 Erikson AY.0>
AR, HAELE N AR ER AT
A AL R (5K SCHT, 1999), 7E b ad B Al A A 5
A FRATA 5B A AR S A A8 5
B, B A B 3 B A S B T AMARXT A
B AR AT OB SIRE, dr A FRE
IR ZURE A b 2 A 25 5 30 B FR A —PRIR L, f&
AN ) U B A £33 1 (Erikson, 1968). #F5T & FX,
R BB G R AT R L JRARAT O A R
J L, e L 8 U 7 /A TR A ) TR AN AR AR R A T
TH A . BRI, 5 TR 3 g, A
OB, AT AR SR BGR 4 5% B0k SR AT,

e H 1: 2009-07-07

BYCE DU TR | 2 B ) 48 A S AN it 5 1) 3 3
(Michael, 2003; Sikkink, 1999; Thomas & Schare,
2000).

FREFFIEE IR R RN R S, RARKE
Ji A Z5 2 AR R vh d B 1 43 BT BT (Bronfenbrenner,
1979), XA K A & B 1% RT3 0,
HW—EZBRZHRERKE, HEAFLEME,
REETMRDENZ, (BACRARRT DR
B AR 7N X 52 1S 5 22 4t (Steinberg, 1999). /0 4F i
Wit TR ACRERR ) b 1 S A8 A AT A 3 Ly
AN o BFSR R IR, WNARACRER AN ER A |« 2 o A
TERAE IRz iy, AMARSEARMEIN 7 52 0 3R 1H 1
1E B 15 )& JB% (Barrett, 2001). A RFRE K E 55 D 4F
B B IEOC R B R B, 75 /D4R B B Ik 7 AR S
BESHKEREAEBVNKR, CETAERIIR
(1 2% & B A% 53 B Hh i T /D AR TS S AR 5 B
JR Bl B R 5 (Bronfenbrenner, 1977). 5 2584
i R AR, HIGERE BN 01 ) SR Bk A N PR A 2%,
FEERE 0] GUAR UL | 58 | A BN RN T R A il
DL RCBEAR R E D) e S BAR AR IE, B0, & RAT,
2004). I ZHFEEEMNSE . FEEDRER UM (050 2Y)

* HE AR IR I H (07JAXLX002) . #H #ASCH SR =T S o7 2 F R #4751 H (08JJDXLX270). ILARE “KRBS5#H
B RINFEBER TR, LAY “+—H" b @R HEERCE RS HE OISR R7l . IWREHERS “+—H “H
K] 2008 4F i 8 S IR E(2008GZ028) | 1L ZR Il R 20 B 4 e 7 AR ZOI A A o 300 H % B
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25 oy 2 BOE DA 2 ) PUHE S A BE Y RS
(Sandhu & Tung, 2004). Ak, WFFEE LM, S5ACEE
SR BE BB W D AR TS B A IR AT Ol A2 )
W, X AT RE 2P 5 & AR 1Y R RS
(Benjamin, 2004),

AT VEME, MEABR R —EEAR
I SRR ST 2, FH/DAFER R RO R A
PR S P RV IR A JR 1 S e A P Sl S O, T R T
T (Y[R G FR 1 28 1 I il B e Jre () s i 4 .
TR R R A G = 15 g JB BT 2 (Bronfenbrenner,
1977), 1 245 3 & B — 4> 5 2R U5 A AR
{&(Furman & Robbins, 1985), Kk, FH /DM
B R R Z A BB VIR . AR A,
R (4[] £ 56 & AT DL R 5 /0 A B A% B0 B SRR
FUE BORIR, B B i i A4 n] LUE o 78 R A rh 5
SKORTRIUELRE « RATIA J8 SRS R G2 itk N 0 Y S5 SR A £
J(Eric, Martin & Michel, 2003), %7 L3940
A AETE G B IEOKF- B B AT (R A A Y
AE(TRR I, 2007)

AR R, % BN K kR E R R
(Bronfenbrenner, 1979)F1%k & {5518 (Lerner, 2002)
R IERGARTIFEN, KU IR — ]
RSB IA FBE | R0 2R 5 R SRS Fort A
R EEAE, i LBk R 2 G T Kk R s
RGNERZ M, RIS [R] A e 5 2 1] i A B A T ik
RN R JRIFEA . S S ST 7, R
22 MBI 5% 8 4 7 2o 2 B R B A il 2 K g [
REM BT TEIE, B 1m ¥ K — 1 RGe ik
11HF5E(Ross & Buriel, 2006)., W55 & B, FKEEit4s
225 M AT AE AR K TR 1 B A 5% G i L 42 5
BRGSO, Wil S AR SR T
h A K56 T L Bl 0 A MR B & e R AR T (Neblett &
Cortina, 2006). =412 255 ML K gE 1) A B8 il 1
L Z AT AT ANAE T PR 2 0 AR S
£} (Shonkoff & Phillips, 2000; X %55, 5K PR Ak,
2005). ZEBEA 23 22T MV B v ) AR 5L B 1
BB, R 2094k 2 A 18 A ST A6 A ]
(Leventhal & Brooks-Gunn, 2000), X} T4 25
PEARMI BRI, AR TAE . FREmM &t &
1R R 23 7 B 2 3 hn ACRE SR PR 531 RN 4 4 4
BFRAT R, ML R, METEM 2K
(Baumrind, 1994). HA “# M B3 B 5 D4R A 1Y
GRE SR 208 R B (Cole, 1991). KAAL
T REE G5 Bk = SRR G 1) 75 D4R

Ko B AR . g BURSIHRIEY, R
A2 TR ST BRI B O A S 458K,
IX 2 DRI O ol AT D I 5 B B BT B A 22 T O R R K
(McCoy, Firck, Loney & Ellis, 1999; XI|#55, 5K P
MK, 2005). FIUL, TERBERGE T, FKEES LA 2
SR DA BRI TE N R Z —, Eilat AL
RERZFE T3 2R O R RIS BE L e 555 e 7 /0 4
MR . T OA KT /DAoL B BGE e KR it
FERZ HORUE R IE R G 3 — 5 T 0y PR R 50 A8
i 1Y AE I (Sikkink, 1999; %%, B, & RAT,
2004; Sandhu & Tung, 2004; Benjamin, 2004;
Furman & Robbins, 1985), 1M /0456 % [E AR A
R m N AR R IR, AR LA 5 58 5 At
23 25 % ML A RN R E 1) i X6 T /D A B 5 R ) 5 ) R
HAE 7 sl .
KEERMFEEE AR R R BN B, — 7
2 B S AR KR, TR AR AE A BAR A
KA o AN 2% 18 R g B[R] R4 X 5 D AR R R 52
W] T 226 T 35 =2 () A A8 EAR L, R Cik HE R s
I D4 e 1) HE L 5 X (Kerr, Stattin, Biesecker
& Ferrer-Wreder, 2003), Kk, MERE RS
BE PRV R A1) A R e X0 i A AE & R 28 BAE
12 AR A B T8 s 3 52 e D AR 0 B R R A L
il AL, X TREAZEA R KT DA
&, AR S FE R A e 0 S A FLO BRR ), S 0
% 1% fig J1 fn 4t 22 3 f# J) (Donton & Zarbatany,
1996). >k A A R 5 ILEIGETT s L 30,
TR A [a) B OC 22 AT LAIR Y BREE A5 B8 I R AL E
AR (B2 = ) Z MR R, TLHAE T EE
TR S E LS S 5T, B FAEC R A
A H k5B R 9 A/E A (Tania, David, Zhang,
Yoolim, JoAnn & Xu, 2007). f1t, FAIHEE, R
1 [a] B 5C F AT DA SR 2 DI e AN RO 2D 4F i 2
JRBIE IR, (AR R AN R A AT T A AT Y e i 5
%, BRTR) PR 0 Rz Yy fie 5 04 i B Rz 0] )
KREEFTAE . AT X — R #7500k
A5 Z, AR ELEHNE SRR E S
GriAL . FKEEDNRE . R PRGN A b 2 B 52
ey, DA K3 S 52 e R 3R 22 [A] A A8 BAE AL . AR 98
X E A BFIE B BB RN S A, FRATTIERE, FKEE DD RE AN
[F) P 22 0 75 X T A0 AT 5 125 J8% A9 5% i) v A7 A8 28 B AK
N, ZREE DI REFE ZKBE AT 23 22 B B 7 AN 20 A i 5 Jak
ZIEGEPAEH, X — AR 32 B R 9K
AR, FREE D REXRT 7 A0 A 2 S 1Y 5% ) 7] RS A
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FREF b

K1 FEHSETHAA . ZENRE. NS
AT B IO R R Y

2 MR

21 WMRMK

SR FEV B b A 1 3 T AR 48 . T 3 24
— 375 = 608 & AR AR . Hrh bk
334 N(HA 164 AN, L 170 N), “FHAER
13.97+1.05 %; wrpik 274 N(B 4 153 A, &4
121 N), “FHAER 16.82+0.68 %, Fr e B ik 5 e
HIWATE“1000 JCLLF7EH N 10.2%, “1000~2000
JCTH N 22.4%, “2000~3000 JT”FH K 23.8%,
“3000~4000 JL”H N 15.5%, <4000 JCLL E7E N
28.1%; SCBREZ BB KA N FBUNE LU K
B R 2.8%F1 3.5%, “WIH K- 435 R 18.6%
Fl 23.5%, “wmrh b &2 KEH 508 32.6% F
38.8%, “KREMK. HK)YKFEH 73510 18.9%F!
16.8%, “KFAARIKFE-H 358 21.1%FH1 14.8%,
IR A (AR B ) K 5 3R 6.0% 1 2.6%
AR S A R BT B ol A 513 43 3 49.2%
H1 44.1%, “PEH 730K 45.7%F1 41.4%, “FLll 5%
PEANENGY” FH I 5.1%F 14.5%.
22 WMRIA
221 BLERBERER RHNMAREANHHIWN
HAEE AR R R R WA, KR, B E,
2002). izt REFEH S EE APREL 2 AT
BBk, Ls2A4mE, Hdt 64
H o, 2 2 s St . Mifd. 3¢
k. HARERE SR Z R Z 0] 7= A i i B Rk, A G
24T H, AN TR RS 2 A ICER R 1R A
Progi e B dE SN CEN . k. . 5. 4
IS N TR P 26 ) 7017 B2 IR b7 AR i i 25 0%, A4
15AIH, i “FREE A I — N7 5 B H S
AR RS IATE I A SR L LR Y A 0] 22

(B 7= A= B B B IR, BLFE 7 NIH, W CRaeefs A O
R HAR Z ARG i B . iR 7 sl
g5, N CEEARTFET B BT 4G T 1~7
STIVERE, 157, B R . AT RS
BB IR . PR 25 S PR i 8 Bk — A~ o i R 0
A P — e R 51 0.82, 0.80 F1 0.86, L[]
B0 H 1R — 2 2 5CR 0.93.

222 REDgIEER KEDEFERERU
McMaster 1) 5% & Uy i A5 =X B 18 hy At (VFF 7] AR,
1999). Zi RALE R BfFT . WE . fAe . fH K
R G B AT HEE RIS A r 53R, 3 60 I
Ho gy Rass 6 NI H, n “FRATH R
PEFAT MR PeE 47307 5 s R AR 9
AWH, Y5 G NN, A KN TE At
R ; feamRasE 10 N HE, @34
HERBE VAR E T4 A RIS 5 R
Moy RAASE 6 ANWH, i AT B TR
HHCHEIE” ; BN A RFRERE 7 AUE,
Gn e an AR GE B FRE, HA N Zsad e O AT
R RAATE O ANWH, MR AET R
BHEY RSN, FRATF TR, mFRRH 4 fidsr,
MR RRBRIRE” B 2B AT 1~4
IBYTERE o 1 AR, 4 A ARFARME TR, A3 B0k
RN R EE D RE AR . TEARM T, & mR
PR — 2 R BCE 0.56~0.75 ZJa], )43 H
() PR — B rE R R 0.92.

223 [FEM#REZ HOAWFRME -, AR
FHTRMEE 25 15k 7 1 75 /047 1 [A) £ 482 90 7K 7 (5K SC
i, 1999; Coie & Dodge, 1983; David, 2006)., 3k
BOAS B CAEYE R e B L[] 2 | S b i) =
A7 A (FRBR R 48 ) iR AN B4R 1 — A6z [R] 27 (T Al 42
Yo B BRSBTS 8RR £ 24 I A £ 44 Y 5L
VIBE hy s A TAR AL, P 2 25 At mds oy
B, DAt Sl RoR & W RGN KF
224 REHMSZFHA FEtt ST
WA NHEOFERIEWA | DR RESE 128
B KRR S FI R bR o AR5 BT i A 9 S IR
AJe R BEH WA (VLT B EERA), 45 “1000
JLLLR L “1000~2000 G, “2000~3000 JG7 .
“3000~4000 JG” 1 “4000 JCLA |7 HAKFE; R
BEZ BB KPASE NFEBUNELRT D R (F
W ARE)” . “EEch R (SRR R
LEBRR . R REEARRE . WA (A5,
)" N2 ARBOLESE “RR”. “T A7, “&
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SN U W 20 5 NN RN | S o /A
LN = 4 TR B 1 RN 10| = /N B~ 7 N
CENTCARAVE A ET AR R Rl
BCCABTTAEET M OCHAR” ) ARIEELL ML
FARVERR I A =2 “RESFR&IA
GRS Rk Bl AR (Fuligni &
Zhang, 2004), ZHA 5T, ATES 10T,
TG IEWCN | ACHREAZ 0 TR B RSB A 15
53 Ak R bR ME 43 UE AT 43 BT (Bradley & Corwyn,
2002).
23 HEESH

KJH SPSS 13.0 #K AL F1 AMOS 7.0 X £ d ik
(R

3 LR E50r

3.1 HTHiItHH

XA v L T A AU BT DA ) B
TR RAR ST E I, TR B = N4 L, 7
R TR AR R AR B B R i, R OE A S
=Y RNUNTR=YE 3 4 (U DS

VMRS B M A AR R, Ahasmi s, ABR
B B AR AR b B O AR i, R AT 2x 2 BIU 2
ST (MANOVA), 244 Rl s A AR B S &
HAEN B EIRRERAEEZE S . SRR, T
By &N B 3 [Wilks” 24=0.96, F(1, 604)=8.99,
n°=0.04, p<0.001]. HLPHAE i)y 2253 HT (ANOVA)Lh
REoR, AR E R, 604)=24.73,
p<0.001]. APBREiEIEE[F(1, 604)=20.81, p<0.001]7
I B F(1, 604)=16.34, p<0.0011¥ B E&HT
WA o PRI RN . PR S AR BERsC AR Y
A [Wilks” 4=0.99, F(1, 604)=1.75, n* =0.01;
Wilks’ 4=0.99, F(3, 604)=1.04, n* =0.01, ps>0.05].

R T7 25 s R R, F 52k
B = A4 B 2 0] 22 5 W 3 [Wilks® A=0.58, F(2,
604)=219.80, p<0.001], 4% Bl e i, HRK 2
AR =Y NN NN Y 3 5

YR BEAL S AT . REEDIRE . [FIfEEEgh A
H /AR B = HEBEHEAT Pearson AHOC/MHT K&

M, KSR T AP RBEWA . SOEZHEH K
-5 9 /DAE N PR B (A7 A 2 TR O, RESR
WOl 5 75 D AF 4 23 i B8 IR B 25 J8k 2 [R) A7 78
WERMK, HEZHEKTFSTOFE S E
T N PR JEORT P i B JR [ 3 A A 2 DA
Ky FBEVIREAS AL 5T D AF B B B4 i FE 22 [R) 7
PR E MG, REst S L3 Bl . A
FRZHUBNKTY . BEZHE KT SRIEDIRESYERE
FEANRIRREE b AAAE 2 A G, BB 5 A e
FrohEE ] AL SRR 5 783 22 (] A7 7F 83 T A ¢
[R5 N B igt 25 I8k 22 (AL A7 A il 2 A oG, TS
FBEAT 23 28 U b 57 R 52 BE T B 11 L At 4 3 22 ] G
i FE A (LR 2),

32 RENGEMHRNIERKRE

K G5 T AR Sy i AR e Z Al G &R, Horp
KA S U A S SNV AR i, JRAR R T [ AR
a, FEEWA . SRR . BERBL . AORZHE
IRV FIERE 2% 32 208 /KT FLXOLIN A% o5 g 2 J8 ok Y
AV AR L, JRBR P AR i, AR, AR
G 15 JERORT A 5 10 5 S kg OO I A o AR i v AR,
for e ()RR QL BB, TR, EARZE, XLz, 2004;
Preacher, Curran & Bauer, 2006), JCH: 5 R EEH] 2>
2% M 5 X B S SRR ) BRIV, SRR R A TR A
At JE AR (R UL 9 0 B 45 B AR R B R
S5 A6 D7 FRABE AU B RN 4 M 445 SR 1 45 LB 48 A
94 xA(14)= 24.884; RMSEA=0.036; GFI=0.990,
CFI1=0.995, TLI=0.990 . 5 & #£3 28 5 M A7 Xof i 12 /&
) H2 VR % 12 R B 3 (y=—0.14, SE=0.077,
p<0.01), LAY HEH 73 19 4 S50 AT 7E 0.50~0.89
Z 1] (ps<0.001).

TE R BEAT 23 2 U ML 5 75 /0 4 i 5 SRR = R
AZFBEIRER A, | 2 iR 45 BRI T4 1R
FRAT9IH: v*(67)= 247.681; RMSEA=0.067; GFI=
0.946, TLI=0.935, CFI=0.952, ZKJEtt & & 5N 5
FEEYIRE(y= —0.18, SE=0.020, p<0.001). FEEVIHE
5 B (B=0.65, SE=0.211, p<0.001)Z [f] {4 i 42 %
B, BmAhA ARG, FEMHSETHAL
5 B R (8] 1Y) B A F B ROk 1Y B (y=—-0.14,

x1 BLUOFHE R THEFIREZE (M£SD)

2 2 % N Prisi 5 1% TR B SRR
AR B 5 4 5 4 7 4
v 3.46+0.98 3.57+0.95 3.06+0.78 3.09+0.77 3.78+1.47 3.66+1.34
o 3.81+0.87 3.97+0.84 3.27+0.72 3.44+0.75 4.09+1.32 4.2441.20




12 18] TRIRE 5 FEEREXT T D AE B RS

AR A PR A A A RO 1169

F2 FTETEZEMEXRH

- e NN b7 [A] s 1% /% 1 Ik 1TH
e " e e . g it o~
i 25 Ik B 75 Ik B 75 Sk fife ke JZINE N =il
[F]) 3 it 0.26" 0.317 0.197
VA3 0.48" 0.48" 0.36" 0.58"
ffi 0.53" 0.51" 0.41" 0.36™ 0.54"™
T IR L 0.41" 0.48" 0.29" 0.37" 0.65™ 0.46"
T A 0.53" 0.54" 0.38" 0.29" 0.57" 0.61" 0.52"
AT M 0.22" 0.24" 0.19" 0.27" 0.30" 0.427 0.23™ 0.297
[RI L4 -0.07 —-0.13" 0.01 0.00 0.03 0.06 0.01 0.02 0.04
FEEMA -0.05 -0.09" -0.04 -0.07 —0.04 -0.14" -0.06 -0.03 -0.11"
AR 0.01 0.07 -0.04 0.01 —-0.08" -0.04 -0.05 -0.04 -0.02
SRR -0.11" -0.12" 0.05 —-0.08" —-0.12" -0.16" -0.10" -0.07" -0.08"
LEZHBKE  -0.07 -0.10" -0.06 -0.11"" -0.11"" -0.17" -0.14" -0.10" -0.11""
BEEZHEKE 015" -0.12" -0.08" —-0.10" -0.13" -0.20" -0.17" -0.15" -0.16"
1 "p<0.001; “p<0.01; "p<0.05, FIi,
(] R fig ke {43 o 5 R 1 iR Ar A 13 R
FhEWA
- At iE
A RSN
B NI
SO PRI ]
HoEHH

Kl 2 FEEIREAE R BEA 2 25 M7 15 75 D AF i 8 R A1 rp A A A 2

SE=0.077, p<0.01)ZEf5 A & 2 (y=—0.03, SE=0.060,
p>0.05).

W at 2 2T M 5 i B R B AR R B R 0,
%%mﬂ¢xm&ﬂ%4no%%ﬁmﬂ¢xmﬂ:
247.681, Ay*(1)=0.436(p>0.05), PRI o 2525,
F W 5% BE U BETE R REAL 22 G5 Mo 5 5 D AR I B
B A BA 58 ARV
3.3 REMEEMEYIBAT G

A KT ER AR, HA
P AR S A AR RN DR AR 2 R] A AE DGR AN =
(Marsh, Wen & Hau, 2004), 2 2 FCHr4h R 5
7, [P AER 5 N BRG 28I R A7 i 25 7 A

KHh, HSREAMSETEHA . FKIEDREA T2
(BRGNS I 3, DRI, A% 6 901 R0 0, A 6 1) 2%
o AHFFR Y AR R SEE D) RE A UL A% A
)T 7 E%:{Eljjﬁb, P AR R O [F ARG, B
AR AT S B Rk . PR B BRI A B i S Jak
AN A F A b P v A R e R g AR
AR BB JE (Marsh, et al., 2007), %% [A] £
$5 94 FN 2 52 T g 19 28 B30 % 2 AR i 25 I8 ) i
ME W2, LIRS [R) R g0 00 8 55 VR R 75 i
Fo SRS BLATERR A (86)=
301.357;, RMSEA=0.064; GFI=0.942, TLI=0.930,
CFI=0.950 [F] 42 4% Rl 52 i D) g (1) 28 H. 3506 i
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B A% R B 3 (y=—0.06, SE=0.061, p<0.05),
Ui B[R] £ 2 9 7 52 BE T B8 % 7 /D A B 5 JR% 11 i
WA FT A A7 9815 800 o

i 3 A Bk S5 AG 56 Sk 43 AT ] £ 422 4 114 18 5 1
o DOSFE0ms— AR 225 8 1 2 i 41, F
BRI —A bR 22 R KA, R0 — A
PR 22 MARIE DK T4 . 1 3 B 17 SRR A 00 5
FeW, () PR A KT TT L35 R 4 57 62 T B R B
TRZ SR, B R K A R AR 90 T DR A K B
LIV REAS it B T /047 1 1o i 15 8

4.00
S fILhEg A
a5 i HEAN KT
350
A
3.00

e KRk i

P33 () P 9 1 S 2 S RE Xt s SR il 4 I o £
L REES A

DL ESSR R, REEDIRETE R BE AT 4 LU oy
Flg BB M B S8 e rh A ERL, iR AR 0 5K
BET e T A B B Rk B 1 56 R B AT PR VR A,
X R EEFEA S LT . KEEDRE . AR
Y5 HF DR BRI R T, REDIRE] e A
WA R X, FRATEE TR AL A 0

e T N U RS (Y S (< s | I B
v*(160)=346.655; RMSEA=0.044; GFI=0.949, TLI=
0.956, CF1=0.966, A G RAIT. FuErt 40t
I 5 B 25 I 2 ] AR R BUR 3 (y=—-0.04, SE=
0.059, p>0.05), [FIfE4E9N 5 K BETh e Z [ i) 12 &
KON 8.2 (y=—0.01, SE=0.007, p>0.05), FKFEitL%
Ur L7 5 5 BE ) BE Z ] (y=—0.15, SE=0.023,
p<0.001) . K EE L fE 5 5 B & ] (B=0.57, SE=0.160,
p<0.001) A [F] £z 94 5 i 25 J&k 2 [] (y=—-0.10, SE=
0.019, p<0.01)#%f2 REI W3, RN AR E D)
FE 138 LI585 a2 () 19 B 442 22 B30I 2 (y=—0..06,
SE=0.054, p<0.05), AR5 1Y 45 S5 7
0.40~0.92 Z [8](ps<0.001), X —&5REUE T KEE)
BT A AF B 25 BRI 52 e 2 I A A 00

I 41 %
4 e
41 BLERBEBREABEHNES

AR, AN [FAEI B 7 /AR i 2 A 7E
EES, AN EREES TR E, X558
AW A RARF (B 4, Kk, EAKE, 2002; 5K
S, B7R, 2003; TRKRE, 2007), XA SCE
AR R LI, 18 B A I DA A oy 7 e
i B /¥ (Sandhu & Tung, 2004), X —4F %R T3
e = F A R R AR IS B2 R S T D AR
B I & RS . WYE Erikson HIFEIE, FH/AM4ER
I R R () SS9, X — A~ A0 3
Fos R R F AT 552 o AR — 1, B 1k R —
PEIR L o [F]—PEIR SLAE B AR T H 0 S8R5 25 )2k
IR, F—MEIRELA MRS = A 06 e S
P PR IR, AR 56 B TE 2 Y B2 8K (Erikson,
1968). #EAHFEW G, A PR SR H 114
yi RN R AT e = AR SR EE DO i Y i R =X A R
FRHESL, T AR S rh AR BT Ak B 3K
FEFE, FILH XA B0 P8 S e, i i )
H IR UM TR ER 5% 42 0 A BE B 48
TR ST (5K SCHT, 2002) 0 44K { E A
% 1) 8 07 >k b % AR 3 H g i HOR AR AR L A g
Fp A M AR SR 55, AT R Ss dk A— N
AP I, X — I, TR s T X 3 3R
— PR G, AIES R AE TR A R i, S5
ST R AR B S

T3k, e B BT AR Y B SRR X A T e
ST el B A R AR E R EE R ST,
e AR T Y 220l R ) i 2 K T A . BEE A
RS RS Z B TE g DL CE R . g D4R
AN Sl i S i A TG B R R T AR R KR )
KIFREHRE, FF4HK, 2000). S5HRIH B BRI A
W, m BB E A AETE S 2 B[R] FORS )
MR 2, B/ BT FDRS ) 2t £ S0 B B,
N EEHLSE D, 5B G s, FRATA
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Abstract

Alienation is a negative emotional state, reflecting individual impotence in dealing with others and
establishing an effective bond with social groups, such as among family, classmates and peers. While modest
alienation is good for psycho-social development, high levels of alienation may negatively impact development.
Adolescence is a period of heightened risk for high levels of alienation.

Research on the relationship between the family environment and peer relations revealed that higher
conflicts among numbers of family as well as weak or unhealthy family functioning could lead to adolescents
feeling alienated from their parents and resisting inclusion in their family. Those who scored high on the
alienation scale usually lived in a troubled family, where family members experienced a lack of close
relationships and self-control, and were unable to adapt to social experiences properly. However, peer groups are
another necessary micro-system that play an important role in adolescents psychological social development.
Good peer relations can provide adolescents with valuable information and feelings of support; and positive peer
acceptance can help alienated adolescents alleviate the sense of stress and anxiety. But neither family
environment nor peer acceptance can affect adolescents’ alienation on its own. Research is needed to examine
the interaction between the effects of the family environment and peer acceptance.

The majority of research on adolescent alienation has been conducted in Western cultures, and information
on how contemporary Chinese adolescents experience alienation is still limited. In the past two decades, China
has experienced profound transformations; rapid social and economic development has changed the family
structure through socioeconomic status and general family functioning. It is thus necessary to explore the
alienation characteristics of Chinese adolescents from a systemic perspective, and to find the interaction
mechanisms of family functioning and peer acceptance.

The present study investigated the effect of family socioeconomic status, family functioning, and peer
acceptance on adolescents’ feelings of alienation in contemporary China. The Adolescent Alienation Scale,
Family Function Scale, Family SES measure and Peer Nomination survey were administered to 608 adolescents
(317 boys and 291 girls) attending junior and senior high school in Jinan City, Shandong Province, using
Structural Equation Model Analysis. Results were as follows: (1) There was a significant difference between
school-age stages; senior high school students reported higher alienation than students from junior high school.
(2) A significant difference was found among three dimensions of adolescents’ alienation; environmental
alienation was highest, followed by social alienation, and interpersonal alienation being the lowest. (3) Family
functioning could fully mediate the relationship between family socioeconomic status and adolescent alienation.
That is, parents’ education level, their professions, and the family’s income could affect adolescents’ alienation
through influencing family functioning. However, the mediating effect of family functioning was moderated by
peer acceptance. High peer acceptance could actually protect adolescents who were in a family with poor
functioning from high alienation. In fact, family functioning, as a moderated mediator, had an effect on
adolescents’ alienation. These results imply that we could assist adolescents with high alienation by improving
their family socioeconomic status, improving their family functioning, and helping them build positive peer

relations.

Key words adolescent; alienation; family functioning; peer acceptance



