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1 [R)EE

A FR GE WL £ O LA 2 R ) )L B A 2 1 2
FIRENE, ST AR T # A ZE R S R TERY
PR, R R G . 2R TR L S A IR A T
RGAR IR —E 2 A, AKX IR FEAEN],
BA AP A RA LR FES T ARG
SANEAEN, HAR o B FE I fef L&
() %% JEE(Cox & Paley, 1997, 2003), ZZJEIH T UFiH ¢
RWET, IWIHNRGZEE TR T RE ML H KR
B o WU OC 2R 10 JOT ek R W) 22 JEE AT 445 AR A A 0 L
x, WEEATERES LR ENEM(Cox & Paley,
2003; Erel & Burman, 1995),

ACEHISIASC R B RE 5 7, RARBLEAYF 2
TGN . REWFFERI, SCRHFIRSC R B |
L LA B R 2 R BULH 1 T | Bl 554
WA, fRE L SRR ) S N R R, DR [l i
5 | 2\ GV T AT 2 WO BOE IV [R) 8L(Davies &
Cummings, 1998; Erel & Kissil, 2003; Hetherington,
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Bridges, & Insabella, 1998; Jeong & Chun, 2010;
Lindsey, Caldera, & Tankersley, 2009; Shelton &
Harold, 2007). [z, FIERIE A USRI C 2 )£ b
% ILE B I 1+t 2 38 B 45 2 (Hetherington et al.,
1998; McCoy, Cummings, & Davies, 2009)., HIR7T
THEONT | oo S AIRBT 1 A S R OC R i L B k2
55 2838 0L 178 DRIE 2 o R, (HF 9 35 7 [ 2% B3 i
FEUS W0 5C R Gnn] £ F T L B At 231 2 38 107 1) [ 5t
AR I A R R — B B R A B LR R R R 2,
A B BRI TSR AIT 58 N Sy ACRE 8§ 408 5C R 23 3 i
JLERRANRVE | G L 2R R T KRR E— R
G114 ) PR ZR AR T L2 A 231 4508 D (Zimet &
Jacob, 2001), 315 RPN N IEIFIE 5 R i JL &
FEo A IS W I B R 22—, ACRRIS IR OC R 1Y B
sk R T Z MR EON G &, BRI EULE
[a] #% 47 & (Low & Stocker, 2005; Gerard,
Krishnakumar, & Buehler, 2006), X1, IFHXE RS
A A AR T AL 2096 R 5 R BT 10 2 0%
H . WIS C R B LB A A& 0, Horb /R
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LR AT BE & — > v o 4% B 2R B (Zimet &
Jacob, 2001). VG IR T REE 5 R T R MVEHIL
il X i — 20 B I AC RE A R OC R 5 L E AL S G 45 i
IS [N SE N s I VAS 8

XTSI OC R AE TR F O R HLE I A, Vi
H R % (spillover hypothesis) 1 b £ & &
(compensatory hypothesis)Zs H T A [F] B f# B o i
1% (Easterbrooks & Emde, 1988; Erel & Burman,
1995)TA Ay 0% 1A Joi 1 45 v A A0 B2 X6 J L R B o
Z NS EE | N ERIAT R, X)L A R BT
B, IMHE AR SR 1 Z 8] AR 2 AR AR G &R . B
AT B . PP SRUSIEOC R A ACRE, TS £ 1
TR P b FG 254k A7t o0 |, IR %
KFILETFE, 15 )LEX B A B B G
fE, Bl EFRAM KK, #ME{B % (Easterbrooks
& Emde, 1988; Erel & Burman, 1995)JiA A @5 4[>
REEFRRZMZE—FIAAHE . 78700 R for
JE IS IR C R v, RZEBUy Tk RGBSR %
LI A2 . B, ACRES MM CE TR R T
FRAME, ROTR T E 2000, SRk 5
FORFFRBMCR . Ak, P A TR i = At
HIG, et RkRETZ AT, ZFA
AR S W0 G R 1 — A BRA, BT L R4 0 S 4
KEWBESHIF RBERE TR R WA LSRR
SRARXT S 40 OC 2R 5 2 1 O R Z 1A A FH AL A
TR, HICor i MBS ZRAR YR W, U R B R
13 T 2505 SR, TSR AME R I TE AR
222 I JL(Erel & Burman, 1995; Zimet & Jacob,
2001), X U I v AR T G 3, 28 ) AN S OC &R
1Y SRR T 25 ) W 4% 1 R BLR V2 RN 4 Ak AT
R, 1RO R BEAL, AR SR A
Sl

Tt AR BN IS IHOC R BDE TR R, Kt
AR EE M % s . ARSI T
Fre R EA AR EZIE, HeZ R TR E G
o MR E R, AP RSO R ACRE, 7
e ryd i, WAL RM A —BUNETR1T
ARG IRy, B I PRSR 2 iR ARk
R W & B 15 B (Chang, Lansford, Schwartz, &
Farver, 2004; Erel & Burman, 1995; Stroud, Durbin,
Wilson, & Mendelsohn, 2011), —J7 1fi, I#SUHE R AY
Bk SEOR Ry 1k & T P55 [ 1A
WAL 73—, AT IS sl s rh i A BE—T7,
A A — I MTES MR 5 A C B 7

BEEAHR AT R, X AT BARIE B T X0 —TF
B E R, H 2 JL2E JC T iE M (Erel & Burman,
1995)¢ A UL, ACRR LIS IASC & op (77 Ji F i 5t
AR REgRd i, Mmoo R, A
M, bR TIRFRSEMAT R, CEERE TG4 R
ik X LE G I 2B T G et AT i
B R LEA S E R, Ha e AR T
FE 17 M (Denham & Burton, 2003; F22{R, Kt
2, e B, K, 2012), RS ST R
iSO BETE At 23 Ak i B b 3R B A 4 A OC AT
(Eisenberg, Cuberland, & Spinrad, 1998). ;A 1E
it AT T RE AR S N OC R SR T OC R
— AR BRI A B RIS A S R A ACEE, T
FE R DS R i 7 X RF L EE TG 2, TR BE
BT 2R B BN 25, M IF g . who IS
KR PACEE, T T LLE SRR Oy 0 X L EE
BT AR I 28, B LA B A8 A7 28 K ThT X 28 A\ (Wong,
McElwain, & Halberstadt, 2009), Hitt, 1545421k
T AR RGN R ANE SRR, FIE 04
R R RE 6 5 1 D AR I R BE NG 25 AT, T4y 4 1)
SIHOC R B2 5 Bk R IE 4 A BATE . RAF
FIEE LR FAR TR Z 4. BHETRR,
M55 5K 19 2 BE A 26 S0 L ) 25 S BU L B AN 2 AR,
PRI 51 3 ¢ & 195 #1155k (Davies & Woitach,
2008; Grych & Fincham, 2001).

MIAEMF SRR, BT K 2 H &2
) BRASR AR B US H G RN SR T R R 1Y HAZ R 4t
ox2p 2 RN L EE 25 DAACREFE 8% 48 v i 28 1147
A RBERE, I RRTT A A SR TR B A
ZAhRy A, NI 51 A 2 F op o8 B ] A o 5
(Easterbrooks & Emde, 1988). i, Frosch % H:[A]
£ (Frosch, Mangelsdorf, & McHale, 2000)A4%fF 57 A&
W, JLE 6 > H W ACBETE ZREE e Ak A RO A7 4y i
%, “ARJREFRAC R R AL, misC R
B B 05 40 22 A BB 408 TN — 4 Ji5 8 4 I A AR AR G
%o Shek (1998, 2000)7E H [ 7 {47 BT 581 K
BT RRIMEER, RS RENSHCR, MY
YR e BT B SR O R ARG, TN HLA B T PR AR fS
R EF KR,

AT AR B AF 5 U] B0 G T S R OC R AR TR
TRAMTAHLE, SCEFREITHBAE AT A
WEFEE E AR A8 5, AR, AR
SRS A WS WA EOG R B sy, HOR SR R v
AT AT A ™ 8, X RO R e R 3
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JUEE H B 2 /Y N Ba R) 47 4 (Low & Stocker,
2005), Chang % A (Chang et al., 2004)7E /b [ SC LY
ST R E R B, ACRE ARSI T AR, A
Gy X JLE R A DT 3R E 7, s S EULE
WM BN RIS, AN, AR E X
5~11 % JLERBFSE B, Joie &1 RV 0 5¢ &
AT O F b, DT AR SRA T R T g
HRAE LS A vl ¢ 55 L EE [R) AT Sy Z 1) E 2 A 4E
(Gerard et al., 2006). 4548 < & AHAER W K 28— 7
PEFRAT A, T ELIE 23 52 e e 22 3L W] i P 5 17 H
(co-parenting behavior); US4 5T i 8 = B SCBE, XF
JUERUR . PG, T IR R N ACRE, UYL
R Z RO R, W L% L HE 2 (Stroud
et al., 2011). AT UL, ACBEHEFRAT A2 5 W0 OC R 5%
M 3~ 56 R Y — 2% B 258 g

SR, AHXS TACRE 2 8] 5 Hoh —J7 i )5 o8 J&
AIFEFRAT oK, AN RS 5C 2 rp s T L SR A 198
R R TSETH AR 250 S8 T R ROk H o B
Fe, WAPES SR . PO TH AR TG 25 1 2 08 2 i UK g
% 45 UL 0k, 4 B 3L B R R 2 A )k
(Cummings, Schermerhorn, Davies, Goeke-Morey, &
Cummings, 2006; Davies & Cummings, 1994). Fr LA,
ACHE I 1 45 220K AT RE LI WS A0 OC 2R <M B 2
KRBT, NIGEFFEORE, AV EIT
U6 51 B SRR 28 3 R AR S IR OC & o it 5 A RS
[F] P 3247 A 22 (8] 2 i 9 55 VE T, BDAC B AR AR 1Y
15 45 23k 0] DLFRTH A RS 0 5C & 0 L WP 917 0
P A B SR T, T AC R A 2 Ak iy I Y AR
FHIASBA 2 (Kolak & Volling, 2007), 1B EEFER
JiE A 25 AR TE IS A OC AR R TR R Z ] BT i
PR PR AT 3 0 A R AL, I, 75 28 5T
KRS

Zi bR, A C AR OGBS A SEUE ISR 1
FEAC RS AR ¢ 2008 26 1 SC R A AL, B BLA AT
FEAEWF AL A e, ARSI OC R 255 % &t
JLE e W Be i e 4% LA B SCAR ARp R Ve 1 25 S8 55
AT 2 IR A ARV A0 . B %, A AR
D MG E N 25 23 Al BB AR 2525 SRS A OC F A
TRRTRAMAE . IS AR 16 o<ty T REAS
RS S BEAAT R, HETE % R PR A 2
WS AR A= T5 0 — T8 53, 14 0 3Rk B E M TT RE L I
O AR 3 TR R B T, K, A TS 2
UE T ACREIS A SC R b i i 58 | OS5 T B 7 TG X
ET R AR (Davies & Cummings, 1994; Zimet

& Jacob, 2001), T XS UH G Z o A B SR L I IER
PSRN T AR 25 T RO I EH AL . 15 AU IR ¢
F A B ) — A T AR — T8, ST el 5
FORS, HL 2 [ R A S IR R T R PR, 25
B 7% AR IR OC R 1Y 35 ORI 5 R 1 0 R Z ] AR
FABLH, BERERS Szt Y T WS U A= 1 e L B A 1
SR SETHIER . N, AR 20 T IS
KRR L KGR, JoHIE B
W & W 4F T 4 (Gerard et al, 2006; Riggio &
Valenzuela, 2011; Shelton & Harold, 2007; Vandervalk,
Spruijt, De Goede, Meeus, & Maas, 2004), T X}4F4)
JLEE TR o BARAEAC L BE 1Y A RE 28 I 0 K )
() B, 35 R S B0 8 Y n] e VRSO, (BAE4h L
A BEIE 28 0 36 S IR A s G R, S 0 OC 2R 1 36 0l
SR SR O R BN, PRI AC BRI I OC 5
XTAE &) LB L 23 1 26 A e 1 52 e L 0 45 T 2 0
Ko MAb, ACEERYIRINC R i 5 HAE TR T
KFIe 2 FULE RPN RN R, Xt 2 A iF
UK —A ), — R, LofZxd A B iy i
G R TEAINEURR, 55 % BUR A X BRAK . S,
WA KT ARSI OC R 5 L # Ak 2 1 26 & i iF
FEYE R ZBOENLAEVG Ty A Serh, i E Sk
T 5 T R B9 98 JE §8 T £L(Chang et al., 2004;
Shek, 1998, 2000). 7EUFIHCHR 5 ILE LRI
IR B, R SRR B R2ZE R . PUrthasik
HNRFWFWCR G R T KRR FEE, WhE 2
s A Ry S NACRELL SR, RZERR BN TR T
FZ&(Lu & Lin, 1998; Rothbaum, Morelli, Pott, &
Liu-Constant, 2000; Hsu, 1985). [H1t, ¢ FEFRjE
AR IR G R AE T 2R 7 R R 7 AT REAS [
TP e, IRIAOC R S L E A 45 kSR BRiS
S HA SR, TNER ok A AR Uik
) b E AR 2 B F IR S, 3 Ah, HETEIN B =
KRB BR TSR 48 78 AC RIS IR R R 5 2R T R &R
PLRILE oG 4 R e Z R B S R E TG &R .
YT, ARIFSYEE T H B Rk, RT3 4R
B R T (LA SR — 4F 19 A B 15 00 J5T 1 Sy $30 0 7% i
SRR T IR R AL R, 5 AR AR 2
KB AAe s, = FREFRR AR E &),
USRS R OC R i | 125 RIK SR TR R ZM]
SISERCR . TAUERBE . 7EdEH] 7 Rk 128
FEVEIE, SRR A B i oyl ok AR S 45 R0k, 1Y
IR Z A SR, D v ok, (R 2 i 5
TG 253k, Wb 2k 7 Z [ R B T, BN o
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P ACERHIRAASC R Bl AR 285 3208, MR TR
R By 2 LS R A R AR . 5 AESE T
Ui AR B IFTEAR L, AT SEERIE SO0 A I e 4% |
RGBT, BMAE LS A LA SRR R R FEAE
FRE TP G R KR T L R S A OC RS K TG
AR —Phi thigAS . AN, ARBFIERA T B I E]
AIB BRI, AR TR Il B BRI, R4S
A B

T [ AT IE AR T4 2 28 B SO TR 2048 B 1 e
R, ARG R M EL 2 B3R 2L b ity BARSET)
RIS RE L5 TR M 282 R
FEH A TAER 1, 2012), BRIHAUE R B Efa
FE AR, R B L O PR K
I, HFTSCTERSIC R 5 R TR A MR AL B A
B A IS B RE S

2 W

2.1 #ik

K FH B B AR 1 7k A T 6 BT &) )L el ik
BT 541 Z/NBELEANE v gk, SNEsKACRER
U, 474 BILEM +» = 5092 H, SD = 421 H)
KIACHE . FPEINFEES g, Hh B4 264
2, W% 210 %o FEENYHIAAT T 500 ~ 50000
JCZIAI(M, = 2000 JT), FEEZHBRERL L LS
45%, Hi 15 NoRIREZHERE, JORZHERE
JERGLL LN 49%, Hi 23 ARG ZHHEBRE,
M T A T Y S 58 B R BE IS IHOC &R, PRI TE
XPIENSCEY 474 Oy ) 45 AT Ge it o Arist, SR 1 8
S ISR ALy T | ORI S A WRR B0 2 g 1) K
LG 3 MBS REE, 1 IS IH I 2L 7 Ja R g,
16 DRI IFWPRB I K EE), e mY A
454 24,

BT RS . 22 55 I DR A 3 o0 e e Lo
HRIL R o R 2R B Ak 2 2 0 B el E 2 — AR
RSB IS IR T LY ¢ KB As SRR . 55 AR
I 5 Ak 22 2 0 1) B A B — 4F ACRE IS I
H EMZERAREE ((usy) = —0.75, p>0.05); =
it AR I 5 Ak S22 0 8 B TR B — AF AC BRI I T
R 2R B3 (usy) = 0.56, p>0.05), 55 —4F
i A B I 5 AR 2 20 8 BT AR AR A SR AR
T4 2RB (175 = 1.85, p>0.05). THRIED KB (1675 =
0.04, p>0.05), LS B} ERRMAG 25 3R 15 (a7 = 1.68,
p>0.05). THWIELERIE(1g7s) = —0.09, p>0.05) |1
A 25, VAIAAHE 58 B REAR i S S REAIL Y,

ANt I 98 445 R 100 22
22 MIRIA

KEFEN 2R, RMKIEGE N 3R (The dyadic
adjustment scale, DAS) (Spanier, 1976)iM %A
MBI BT i, FEEI A T RS — B 5
A REZF P MG — B BALE, ), BER
(REBEREAD? ") RSP AA it
FFH. LBCREF R FDIREAD? )
P LR ILE 32 MEE, 4K E
KM Likert 2 6 fiC5;, AWK TRIBH LR
A H SR T R IE ik G, — sk ZE
WS IR AT R B RO E SR T 7 ARy I ARTE
DL R Z H0 i T 5T rp 275K T 3 B 70 e Al o R 2
Z ] A R o A, 0 g s SR S 2 ) ) B A
0 #  (Berns, Jacobson, & Gottman, 1999; Shek,
1998, 2000). K, AT LLE 73V R A0 B 15 A
JiiE 38 FR - Chang %6 A (Chang et al., 2004)F1 Shek
(Shek, 1998, 2000)fs JH i 1t FRAE H [ e il A A4 v
17 By — R FIWIE 5T 38 3 W 9 238 N7 4 3R BAT B4 1Y
ARUE . I, ASWEFE 0T P XTI A A O AKRE R AT
K, TEAEGEH, SCRMFIEEE /B E T 4 A
B B IS I T i, A0SR R4 AR 2B M 45 1) Cronbach
a FEST R 0.90 F10.80, EHHIZIN & HA RATH
R,

TS IR G R S B RZERUTT, IR B R ]
AEART— 5 $i 45 B 85 WRDIR LT T BEAFAE D 22, BT LA
WEFER A T RZEXTT 70 5l 45 5977 30 ACERE 7314
IS TR A SC R B 0.53 (p<0.001), Uil
ACEE 3 531 1o B FR) 0 4R O 2R o — B R R R
PR 75 i 2 1 B 153 A v A E 23 31 4 1 1 0 4
KA B kT 781

REIRERIEEE. KRMNEEHKRKENE
(Self-Expressiveness in the Family Questionnaire)
(Halberstadt, Parke, Cassidy, Stifter, & Fox, 1995)
RT3 | I A A BEAE ZEE h I 250k o I 7 AR
PG 2 Fe 3k (“H I KA B €9 FH. )R
THLERIBCEARLEB| BAEDIETEA, D)W 4E
J&, RH Likert 30 9 sicsr, HJLERACEES 54k
o RN (2012)7E h E BB b i)
PEAT TEIT, HERRWME RS, . AWFFEE
TRFRFENEIT A, HAC SR ) FR) 5% 0] 4
R A 265 2R3N FIE TG 45 3215 1Y Cronbach o #
sk 093, 0.86, 093, 0.84, Al I, %R
TEARWT S A RAFIMEE
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EFEREBR., K Pianta (1992)% ) 3E T
% £ 1 ¢ (Child-Parent Relationship Scale)f il &
FFRR, RERSREHCEPZ TN X
ZFHFREMBRERE. "), WRECETAEZLIE
M2 Eh—AAARTARMBELE. ) SHHBTE
“FE T TR K. H=1T4EE, R Likert & 5
sagsr, G 26 NIUH, LSRR HELT
Al KBRS NGKREE, BRE B, KEETF, 2008)7F
rh ] g A T i R S R AT T BT A,
25 L 3 WY o AR 1 48 B 15 FE AR A S, SR R
M AR RO 8 o AR T kIR S
P RAS, R AT 5 % M FN op 58 M P A 4B, K
T fFE RN & S RE . AR S B R
G RS . P 4EBE ) Cronbach «
A A 0.80. 0.88, 0.79. 0.85, Ui %I
B WA BB
23 WMRERF

S —, 9T 3 e U 7R ) 10 4 SRR
BEMLIEEL T 6 Frah LI, 3 i ) 54K & UG R &
B, #ERES Mg S 5, XFRMENA
55 1D H2ERF R AR AT T A ERE I, 55 =, 14
JEM . 4 5F 2010 4F 4 A, 2011 4F 4 7, 2012 4F 4

H A T ACHREIR 4R 5 1 PN 5% T 6 R B 8E, ACRETE
L5 R B AOCAE B T IS AR o AR 7 I
AR, ERMEE AT EON R R K B T
B, R EHE EERI, EoREKAAE—
DEWINIAS SE R, IG5 B 5528 F PR
ik, ERGE— Y m S il i LB A A
2 58 UG AR S ARAT — 17K 2 AR s i
24 HIBRSBESITHH

K SPSS 16.0 for Windows 4i it #1347 T
BAEFE A SHIE,  M-plus 7.0 8P #EAT BRAR 23
Bro FBAH THOC T . BARSITEST k.

3 IS4 R
BT BARFIT RABESTER

FAR RGOSR AR 1. R 1 EERE
B, T1 SRS IROC R i 2 il 5 T1 A1 2R3 1
T1 B 7R B R EASE, 5 T1 AT et |
T1 BEF oSk 38 ARG . T1 SCREUS A5G 2 i
o3RI T2 A00% BRI BUNAR 25 30 W 2E IEAHSE, i
5 T2 40K . BERIEMIR 4 RA B & ARG, T1 &L
RS RIS 5 5 T3 F R, BEFoR%

]
PR IEARDC, A, T2 SRR RE S T3

3.1

Tl BTEMNHERAFITREXDTE

B M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
T1 K%

N 145.62 2048 1
WX R
T1 R ¥ .
. LFF 412 051 0.16 1
M
T1 Bk¥3% .
. BTR 430 043 025 0.23 1
T1 R F1
%)L¥FF 2.43 0.64 —0.19"" -0.07 —0.19 1
21k
T1 BEFy .
. K7 ol 2.17 056 -0.18""" -0.04 -0.25 0.33 1
T2 W3EM . " .

. 5.48 123 0.15 022" 0.09 -0.14" -0.12" 1
&SI
T2 AL3ETH . .

. 3.38 1.06 -0.15" -0.04 -0.07 0.20 0.01 0.16 1
Wik
T2 B35 . .

. 5.72 1.13  0.19 0.07 0267 -0.16™ -0.08 0.43"" -0.02 1
&SI
T2 BTN .

. 3.44 099 -023"" -0.02 -0.11 0.11 0.24"™" ~0.05 0.36"™" -0.01 1
Wik
%£%$ 407 048 0.11 037" 0.23™ -0.14™ -0.09 0.21"" -0.16 0.15" -0.11 1
T3 X F1 .
%V;L¥FF 246 071 -0.08 -0.04 043 0.42 0.23" -0.10 0.23" -0.17 0.08 —0.18 1
R
%*r;%$ 421 049 0.17 0.17"" 0.43™ -0.16™ -0.19"" 0.11" -0.09 030" -0.14 038" —0.14™ 1
T3 B . B
et 2.17  0.64 -0.01 -0.07 -0.12 0.24 0.42"" —0.07 0.08  —0.11 029" —0.04 0417 -029™" 1

TR — A B RUE, T2 20550 AR D& 80, T3 R

5 = AR A B T p<0.05, T p<0.01, 7" p<0.001, F[F]
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AR E IR, S T3 CF btk
A, T2 SCRTHM G2 RIE S T3 L FREEDR
FME, M5 T3 Tk B EIEMHK, T2
FRMEEREYE T3 R g g,
5 T3 BEFohae I i 25 0 M DG . T2 RESRTH G 25
Tk T3 B Fopmtt W UG, 15 T3 fFF b
MR f 3 A 2

HIARSC AT A A5 SR T, S — AR SCRE IS A G &
it . B TARRY SRR {M&F%‘%’zﬁuﬁﬁg

AT R Z BIIATER A AR KR, X
RETIUR 3 WU Z MAFEE h A KR *Mﬂ,%—
AEAC BRI IR OC R T . B AR R RE SRR . TSR
G5 RIBFEE ZAE MR o B AR AE A B A OC
KFZR, UL DUZ Il BRAAAEE Th A R R

ARHIFGE SRS T 3 41 14 ACBJ 0 40 5 o IS T
KRB, (0 R TS PAR Y SCEREIE 4 A 5,
S ECERAR A A it R rh e AR R A 3 AR P AR

EE. I, &mkﬂmiﬁﬁ%#¢ S 2 JA] )
FEXIRRE M . MDA S5 SR, 58 — AR ACBEIS
B 5 AR B AR SRR AR I B Emm%%ﬁ
43514 0.49 (p<0.001), 0.39 (p<0.001), 45 —4E 545
AR A BRI A G R T A A O R ECH 0.52
(p<0.001). 55 AEAC R IE 46 15 55 —AE AR
TR 5 2k IS A 0.35 (p<0.001), 55 4L
SRR NE 2 338 55 —AF ARG 45 R A A
KA 0.42 (p<0.001). 28 " AFEREERR G 4RI 55
AR R E RN 45 R I WA OC S 0.54 (p<0.001),
BRI RS 4 R E T AR R RIS 4
FIEMAH R 0.50 (p<0.001), 5 —4EAL TR HME S
WAL S AR T REE MR A 0.38
(»<0.001), 0.37 (p<0.001), 2f "AERX FHEHEMW S
SARAL TR B R A SN 0.46 (p<0.001) 5 —4FEAL
TP S5 AR B AR AT M S PRI A DG 3 )
4 0.47 (p<0.001), 0.42 (p<0.001), 5 4L Fh%
P55 =T RN 0.45 (p<0.001). 55
—AE BT OR B MR S AR S AR R TF R B R A
54 0.48 (p<0.001), 0.43 (p<0.001), &5 —4FHE
TREMSE SFTREEMWHIXA 046
(p<0.001), 5F—AFEEF ph 58tk 55 A | 5 ARk
T ol 2 PE B A 2 4 B 052 (p<0.001), 0.42
(p<0.001), 55 —AEBETph Sk 555 = AR BEF ph 5Pk
A A 0.47 (p<0.001),

FUE AT UL, ACRERSIASC R T i L A F R R AEE
T RARVUBARIGH RIS . HORE4RIRE = 4F

B AE (] B A OC R B R, B B r A AR
FEME S
32 RBEEFREMBNERSH

AT IR IHOC R i | 1525 3Rk 5E TR R

BEGr SR, BT DA Skt 5 mT B 7E A 2 8] 7 3k i
%@@ PEAT AR A3 B 2Z 00, A1 43 51 %
Harman H.HZ K505 50850 — A W70 7 kit 17
T I [E] Iy A 22 I 46 56 (Podsakoff, MacKenzie, Lee,
& Podsakoff, 2003; J&#, 375, 2004), Harman
ARG I 25 R R, SR ISR C R . UK
175 4 2238 T BE T oR 2 M E Y B R AR AL 4
BNy =10114.06, df = 2015, RMSEA = 0.16, NFI
=0.33, NNFI = 0.35,CFI = 0.37, GFI = 0.38; B} %4}
HIISIRSC R | TSI 4 28 L R o s R H
IR TG 8 BN . o = 9141.43, df = 1769,
RMSEA = 0.13, NFI = 0.32, NNFI = 0.34, CFI = 0.36,
GFI = 0.46, [F1F, A2 B AR N H 5 R R A5
B EIE W R ¥ = 10755.55, df = 2015,
RMSEA = 0.16, NFI = 0.28, NNFI = 0.30, CFI = 0.32,
GFI = 0.37; * = 9955.08, df = 1769, RMSEA = 0.15,
NFI = 0.28, NNFI = 0.30, CFI = 0.32, GFI = 0.42, [l
B 25 AU FR bR 830 25, R ACRESr Rt
F14) T 00 AL e 5 A g ) A H TG VR S — A A
T IOk, B AT R RS Rk
B, FEdE ] T BRI SR 56 R 5 U G 25 % 5k
BH RS — R IER N TG, BRSNS RS
TR 1 26 323K 1 R AH ¢ REAEH B35 (- = —0.65,
p<0.001), [FIHH, BEEHRE MU0 R STHRIE %
FIRHY A R B (r = 0.33, p<0.001), BURIG L&
EE T IEEM (= -0.65, p<0.001) ., BT bz (r
= 0.83, p<0.001)Hy kA OC R, THM LRIk 5Bk
TR = 0.82, p<0.001) . BEF 15 (- = —0.90,
p<0.001)[F)fmAHC R IR R BE . SCEIRE I
0 R SR 45 Rk (r = 0.12, p<0.05)  IH s %
Fik(r = —0.14, p<0.05)IMAH R EL, BURIGL R
KR TFHEBEMEE = 027, p<0.001). WRME@E =
—0.16, p<0.0 Y fRAHSC R EL, THRIELERIE ST
FEHMEG@ = 0.72, p<0.001). MEMGF = -0.89,
p<0.001) 1) fi AHOC R A AR H W3 . WL, WApIL
[F) 77 2% A 25 1) Gz 3 45 SR #4156 B A2 B 4 i) i 4 1)
WK R | FEETE %RV BOE T KRR Z AR
TR Y [y R R 2

BHATHRAE R A, T ST AR e A5 AR
R B AR DG, Lk, TR AR R A AR
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FEME, ARG EERARE A EAR,
FEFEH T A AR R, TR AR X 4 SR AR Y 32 A%
of 9/ BT R LA B, TR, BRARTE, X4 R,
2004).

A AT IS R AT (LR 1), 5 —4E
1) AC B B R G 2R I a5 55 — AR A 1) A SR
ZIHEA BENHEER, JI5h, 5 AL
SRR . TR 4 338 43 ) 45 50— AF I A 19 AC B
WA, DA SRR AR A ) AL o PR 3t 2 A
Ko L, TATARSCEMBM . MBI kT
REFE AL BRI A5G R i it 5 AL TR B Z i %5
AEH, RS — A 1 SRR IR it 5 45 T w28 M AH
KR, HILTCT T ORISR ZHZ
[i] F A4 43407

FATLL T1ACREUS IR 5 22 0 1 T AR i, DA
T1 FRmMAE piEd A&, 3Ll T2 SR
e, WEMAERGE, VU T2 BB . N
S, DL T3 AT oRm Mo A R T B
W& 1), ZERNBEEM S R IE T e & Xt
P REME A R, LR AL R T2 BRI
15 2 BB WAE A A i, SXAERR T LB AT T
SERPERYSE IR, AT AR AR s i As i, ok
BALENG G 2k S R AR

FHESAR AT 7 X B 1 AP YRR BEA T T 36 IE
WE PR, ZEEH T TIPSR, T1 RS
WA R TR T3 AT 35286 P Y B T0AE A
T2 AR FRIRAE T1 ACHHIR I = 5 T3 X+
REMEZ RS A EF N T1 ARSI 6 &R
Jrit ) T2 SRR TH ARG 25 R IR M AR R, P

| T3 R FRHEMBAERBEIEE). BRI TI
ACEEUS IR G 2R i 3 T2 BESERIN . T 4 Rk
AR R AR 3, 0 T2 FERRW . WHRIE L%k
| T3 LT RAMM IS RECN & P, X
T2 BESERURIELE . TS 25 3B 3T T A Ay
YE M (specific indirect) i E PRI, 4R EY] T2
BEERB . HRIE R E P A ERARERB =
0.003, £=0.31, p>0.05; f=0.018, t = 1.33, p>0.05).
IEAR, T1ACHHS A R BT S T1 AF R &2 0]
b IEAR G

Mz, BT RYSERUE, fEEEH T T AT R
PEJG, BMETE% R T T2 BER M 4 RA Xt T3 L F 3%
LR BIRTIR R, T2 SRR . I IE 4R35
FET1ACEHIS IR G R i 5 T3 A TR M 2 454K
HH e NME.

[lRE, FRATXTE 2 o IR T T B AR 00T o
WME 2 Fros, T2 BERMBURIE2RIAAE T1 SRS
WXRRFTEYS T3 B oRE k2 M EA 221
AN T1 ACEHISHR = 3 T2 RER RN IE 4 %k,
B T3 BEF AR 2R AR R A B3 AR T
ACRFUS NG 2R R B T2 BRI, 45 2 1k 10 i 42
R, (BN T2 RESETHMAS 25 Rk 5 T3 B:+2F
EER RS RBORN W . IR, BRI T1 ACHHHS
WX R BT RS T2 SCEBR . TG 45 38 1 B2
REDE, B2 T2 SR . TGS RIS T3
BEF 2R B R BE AR REON 3, DRI FRATIN X = 4%
FEAE ST AT T B AR T p R e, A5 SRR
T2 BRI 45 1K (8 = 0.017, 1 = 1.42, p>0.05) |
T2 AL SRR I 45 321k (B = -0.002, ¢ = -0.32, p>0.05)

TUAC BRI G A i

T2 R ik T Tt
- _ 0,06 033"
T2EE R B ik .
\{ R*=10.16
S E— RO T

T2A0 B ik

T2A R M 4 ik

Bl 1 AR 2 3R e AR IS 0 T 1 5 40 T 25 25 M =2 [B] 1 rh A A 8
> =21.46, df =7, RMSEA = 0.03, CFI = 0.95, SRMR = 0.04
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k.

T1AC BRI G 7 T4

= L 45 %
025" l
THEE
T2E: R4k ’
- 037"
T28 M ek #aik 0.21
o b R=021
~0.08. )
0.01 ’ E——
-0.02
2B g RS T 7
-0.02

T25CREiH B i et 2k

Bl 2 ACBENE 25 IR TE SRRSO 5t et 51k 25 85 M R Hh A AR
¥} =25.65, df =7, RMSEA = 0.04, CFI = 0.94, SRMR = 0.05

DA T2 SCRETEMIRZE 2RIk (B = 0.003, + = 0.45,
p>0.05) A AE I ARAETE . AL, T1 ACREUS A OC
RIS T1 AR %M 03 IEAE G,

BRI AT S SRR, 7EFEH T T1 7R
PG, RIELE% 8T T2 ACEM 43 A%F T3 B 1%
FEEMMHTHE T, T1 ARSI C R X T3 £1F
SREVEM RS SE Al it T2 MBI Rk ok
SEHL

7 BN AL BRI AR OC £ 5T % HOR O R I SY
Wi ] AT AE 5 R 22 55, BT A F R AL 4 2B s
P BB R 2 2 2 M s i ] REAS [R) o FRATT32F
T TILEMN M Z A I, B, MRIEE 1 e
R, G AT 2 AR, IR BE I AR
L GRERIEAT F AT (RD SR ERE D), HOR, B
T 15 45 R 0 L 1B Hp ) [ AR AR RCTE S (R A
GAMA ZHUF BETA FEHSE), SRJE ARG
o foJa, PR SRR S5 I ERIRL Y o A5 fk, R
Ay?, WIR Ay 35, R 53 R L A A 2
255, VLW ACBES U 5 5 38 o) UG 265 3 3A %) 5 £ f
WHSE TR MR MR, i Ay R,
Ui B X A e X T3 %M e 0 o R B R TC 25 R

Z A B AT 4 S R W, AR T SR R AR AR,
PR A A 242 4 14 RN AC 2 23 2 1 T A AR R 1Y) B A2 AR
BUEZEIE, Ay’ = 58.43-43.87 = 14.56, Adf = 24-14 =
10, p>0.05, X5 ULI, WS C R o AR
2 3% TR0 AL T 25 B R AL 2 0% B PR IS i A
2R AR T HEERIRY, R R TOR S R IR
ORISR RBUE S, Ay = 49.18-37.03 =
12.15, Adf = 24-14 = 10, p>0.05, iHANSHH X £ 30

o B SRR 4 R X H AR TR AR 2 R A Y
ERMBA REESR .

4 THE

41 REBIRXASFEFXRAR

AHIFFE B S5 SR BB, QR 28 1y A v T o 1 4O
KFR, WILE 5 REZ T2 5 AR R R % R K
&, (HACBEAS IR 5 2 5t it 1) (IR 5 5 T =2 [R) Y v 58
TR A W W A G OC R . [BIH 23 By A9 45 SR 3R W]
(R RAEGE TR I AR, AW ST ) & 52
BTSN R R RIE SR TFRE=EZ
(B A FR A BILTR, R DG 23 BT 1 45 SRt T DL B B e S
WHEAT R AAERI 34T, S —4F I A Y SCREBR AR 5C
F TR AENS 3 1E m b BN AL TR B MRS = 0.11, ¢
= 2.11, p<0.05)FIt;:F %M@ = 0.16, t = 3.15,
p<0.01), T XF AL T 2 1 AN BE 7 i 58 P 1 T ) 25
AN o TXUE A 2E T B 1 AR S 00R I X 2 T
SR AL ¥ 26 Z ORI BE ¢ & 1Y) 21 % 12 B A W) I 7
MAFER .

HEABRFSE R B, 3 28y BT 22 0 i v 28 A
FIEMACH:, Rk SETFEL RIFETRR
R ARSEZ . W1, Owen F1 Cox (1997)i i 18 BEHIFFT
KIR, TEZT AR Z B 48 D7 K B[] S5 4R i 2 14 A2
B, RME S H—% Z M ZF T BRI R
WAV EE T ILE 6 > H B, BRI A 15 h
MHE BT RS UG R AR CR, SR AN
ACEEAERS IR AE TG T O T o, AR DR 5
1% T IR AN 2 4 PR AR BE HUAIK (Frosch et al., 2000), 1]
W, TCWSEAE I NACHRE Z AT IS IR vh 28, 02 A
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ACBE 2 S5 IS RO, #0525 5 0 3] 3% - 22 ] B AR
KFER . WAHFBBHE LB, X T8 508k,
S A T B R R 2R, HTE S PRy EL il b
R EZ BTSN, R Z s N
74 (Richard, Forehand, Atkeson, & Lopez, 1982),
Shek (1998)HYMF 5T A B, WS 4R I3 e 05 1) A B,
SIEE ST SRR T KR, TEHR T
T X £ 1 A4 i B SR AR XS /b o X S RLUBIAIT 5
KM, TR AR OC R REAS T OR AP R T 0
A, R o A S A0 D X6 215G R AR

AR FE T8 51 o2 27 1T I B S RE 85 4 O
REFRTRRMMPKR, BURELGR G ARERK
JLE BT AE R —3, it STk oA, FRATAME &
B, X TR R 5 R T O R Z ) AR AE RIS
EiDNE 24 €15 oy 1L E/RVAND) e B X hwea o < I [P O
FEAR A B R RUF IR R 45 26 7 5K &R Z 1) By o )4
FHAL o JEAEk, Bl BRI 0 T 5 558 5 e i 5
e, ST E RIS O RAE I T05 156
R h AL, K2 BTSSRI RIS R 5¢
LHESXFREREANISEENTREF LR
(Chang et al., 2004; Low & Stocker, 2005; Stroud et
al., 2011), X8 A LI 9 F J DAY IS 00 OC R 4%
YERITF 2T R RIS T REIF A ZE 2R, AT
ARG, 3 Z Ak 2 B AR DG OC F I 5¢
RATRESSTH G o P, ASHIFSE P AR G Bl ] 05 43 B Y
25 S BAR R WAL BRI ¢ R o fe 5 A T8 hE 756
RIWEEMAG, B FH N EEEN LR EREE
FEAE, BT Z R RO RS o ISR AN A A 22
o, BRI A S OC R AR B3, IR AUl X
PP EHEOC R AT RE A A PFRY, MFE IR
42 REIBHEFRIEMPNIER

MBS BT SRR, I RTEL TR Rk
RBE TR AR, AR — AR A AL TR Mk
BEFoRBE, LIS AR AR 45 KB b8
I, RS W RO AR OC AR B SR R PR [
HARBAW AR E T, XULHIACRBN . TH)
5 45 3R 35 FVRE 35 1 BRI 2 e B e RS A O 3%
it 5 TR e Z R A e bR . Bk
T, FRFEXUy e [F) R0 B 0 U AR B R, B A
TR R AU OC 2R vh Y BESR ) s, A BRAS A
[) L) — BORE BE B, M LS TR I R 2
K5 %ok B 0 OG: 28 1) R P B A R, USSR AE i v
I ZE NS Th R Y B I 25 B 2, T A1 24 B
b, AR AR AL F O R IR M. RIVEAE

il TR TR E N, B T R R
KX TR BRI G, SCR S 45 3R i858k
FERFIRN L R 5L TR Z RS T2
PEF, 33 U W RS 5 4 3% 38 X6 A2 53 %% Pk 14 52 il
NI

A, ROHEAE4R 6T R0 0B oR %k, A
Z R T AR SR B BT RS AR 2
Gh, BESER G 25 2B 1E RS C R 5%
A Z MR E A AE . B RZEUT TR 2= R W)
WERAZ B A WS A T By, BESRTESE AR R EAE
T SRR 2RI 4, HE MR o5 = A0
TZ IR SRENE . AR R, CHEER
I IE 4 RIBRIFHCRE MR R RN L —E
BLRAR, RIS R XA TR B AR TR
B B e R R A A [

MM K E R G ISR E, BNARGHET
R Z IR R A E R, WIFAEGE
b 5% A FE AT R axX — B AR T AH BRI (Cox &
Paley, 1997, 2003). ZFKEETE 4t mT AE 02 1%
AT RGBS ET T RGN —FEHEIRR, HNTE
YA BIGIES SR, SR Z S 5P R
W LRI R (Davies & Woitach, 2008), M
O 1 45 & 2 S i hRBORE, ARSI ¢
RINESK, HhaTIRACHMEMES, THERL
SETHINCTE 26 1 32 88 L TE B 1% 26 AN e 2k, Hak A
SEMARETRR, #MFEILEENAR, —
S S A 5 o A [R) 0 1 S 4 T AR RS R A
i, Wong M H:[F] 5% (Wong et al., 2009) % B AL 5%
FRESEXT LT T AR 1R 26 PR A i e g s bk,
T XoF ) L8 T AR 2 B 9 IR SRk B i b, ACRE B
PG IR A b S TP JE R 2, HAE S T
TELE B Z o UL DT A IS 0 OC 3R B PR
BT ) ZRIR, MITHRE 25 025 A E G 1
SR RBENE 5 U, 1S 3O LR 15 2 A IRk
BEAR, HEJR 5 5B 7 45 08 % 1) 5C R (Davies &
Cummings, 1994), 3¢ RE7E QS 4R A= 16 H 0 B ek AT
RE LB RIE TR AT, INMEHE T XA EK,
R RSB G DTS IR sk Z 5, BEE RIS R AE
H5E%F M HE 2R P S A B KU (Almeida,
Wethington, & Chandler, 1999), K, WSHH%Z& 1)
U IR 25 H 5 ) B AR R BE WA 254t AT
H, BE SRS N OC R v i B R U AR E TR
A R, T RS KA1 28 4 S IR R T
ZI KR
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45 &

AN, Iy — SRl Hz i B 57 45 AL 16 W ] BE A7 AR
BN X — %, AR IR R B 4
3K 7E S W0 05 B 5 ) L A o L O 2 TR 1) O
KRZIEEERANVER, RIEE R 0 05 080 =
JERAR, HIEM SRRk, W 7 2L
o GH K 18] O B0 R I SE GO0 R BEEN . iAW
FER I, BEEIE G 25 1 ik 5 L3 B 508 B
ZE R B EMIK, M ERRNIELERES
YIS 1 O 56 G Ik OC R L i 35 A OC (Stocker,
Ahmed, & Stall, 1997). H LA H1, WU F R G XT
LA IH IR T 2R S8 B R e PR A 2 — AT BE S S BRI AR
it AT . ST AR R I T A REE 45 3Rk
W WS OC R SRR AL RIS AT R A S ma A
TR 1) A BEAR 45 235 1T LA — 8 R L dl s Bk
1 R OC 0k 3 R 532 B AT AT R 1 I AR T (Kolak
& Volling, 2007), #lElt, CEERE LS 0iTh
WATREMZ SN RIE TR FRRAMN —FEHE
I B .

ENYIEMESE SURLINP S 33 (E Y iy libul
ARG 45 BN SR TR B VR I TE B & R % rh
FEAFEAE2E 5 o XU W R ZEUE A G 28 o o 38 o A 0%
8 25 F IR X AT FIAL L 2R B R AR, D S o B
SR 4 IR X RE A RE L SR B YR AR R AN AEAE

S, XS5 BN —E — AR
AL N ACBEZ 0] 1) 56 R B RURR,  ACHRE A IS IR O
RS PR I T 2 038 0 R, 1T 55 4%
OB AE T AR, DRI A BI040 G 3R il 24 1 S 3 1y i
N ) #5EAH X5} %5 /L (Hetherington, Bridges, & Insabella,
1998) MM A BIF 7 Wl e BRAC B WS 40 ¢ R %26 T 6 R
A2 M AN 25 R LB P 1 (R AN R) T AN ] o 3 ] g 5 40T
FEXT G AR B L S AC BRI IR OC FR AR B A 6, A
G CTE MRS ATLTE, B Lo A A0 BE G 2 1 Uk
PR RETE A 1T B B iy L2 i B A R BLH Ok o BLAF,
AT IR IEH IR ZEUSIHOC R, ik 5 1)
ISIRSC R (B S . A1 JESE), IR H IS IO R AR =
g P ES Ve YN i S N ORULE DL & |
(A R A HE B
43 AMARMREHEWET

KEER—THAILRG, & T REGZ A WA EAE
SRR EDRE. Hik, XEENTF RS
HCEFF R WH EAEFIDLE EA 25 L A
FINEE R B REA], TEREHF SR, ZURSE
P BRI LE R R R, R e— R4
ARG, HAUEM—AF RGP, #5235 e 2]

A FEEMDIEE . FTURMTAREIEILEN A B S5
BERYUSIAOC RENVZORE, WS ZR S0 I ) (4, 25
AN BN ET RGE . 155 MW WA A 16 M G 2 ) Bk A
SRR wh o RN ) B, ARAE A ACHRER I, 2N k22
Z I 77 G AN b 28 ) Ab A 7E S I R eI, TS
TR WS 0 R ()15 2 DS W T B0 T R G aUE A
FEEWIEB, 75 025 (i 4% - 5 B ok 18 25 TR ANk,
1 5 W B HAh T R G AR R EE R T RE, XL
18 B N 2 Je 7 A AR B

T SRR b 1 o JE AR A e RS2 22 ),
AN SR B H A R G R I T B R R E
SR TR I I, FRBE N RS T R G2 A
S R o R E B AR R S, B — TR
G I BRI RS B HAL T R S8, BR T g s
et (1o 2Z Ak, TR E RS T, IS E R
FICETRAR, CREBR T SIS I & H R TH YA
FHHFREAT I Z A, AT GEF LS IR A9 A i
PUE gk 0 7 OB e 2B Fac b, B, 1R
ACBE, B IO R T A SS B, R S AR
T, R A AR SR Y P I R ), K
A R R R AN o, YR B ) b G L
H P S T T I, SE TR T, b
TAREBERENMAEO, WEERS . R4
ARSI R MR TR R MG
44 MMRERERE

JUE AR 5T e BRAC B () 1% 25 32 38 0 R FE SN
KRR T RETRAM Y —EE R, BRZ I
s it —2b otk . 108, AR FEOCH T =AY
BERCRHIBIN G R . W Rk E R T2 MR &
Fo BARESIAC R LA KRS R Pl 5 &
FAEH, AMXARVE, 7B, RIEFALTN
AR A B R, WS 5 38 B A s ]
] B AR 2 o A ACEEZ R, A4 T 3RS A 45 Sk o
AUt S Hk, AROFFEEN A2 R T
ACHE ) Bt e, A e U L 5 Al ) = 00 22
[, X T B LA BT i — 2 e, R £
Fofri 5 55 R0 2SR YR LAAH T2 ERIE, WA 2 0. Itk
A, ARWFFEAUL U TR 25 323k, WA L%
TETE Z A RHG 264 S A0AT R, X BAEA IS T
JEpHE—Reb . fE, BTARNE RIE TR
AEACRE RGN 4 e Tk B, TR, TEiRA FAE X
R B A = AN AR R 22 M Bh BRI SR R, A
FE A s il A e 22 ) P AR M . X BER B AR A R
75 H el
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Abstract

Family is viewed as a hierarchically organized system, which is comprised of marital, parental and sibling

subsystems. The interaction of family subsystems is important for understanding children’s social development.

Although numerous studies have indicated that marital and child-parent relationship are interrelated, it is unclear

how marital relationship influences child-parent relationship. Researchers have argued that marital relationship
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impacts child-parent relationship through parenting behavior. Parents who experience harmonious marriage tend
to exhibit sensitive parenting, and develop warm parent-child relationship, while parents who experience
conflictive marital relationship may exhibit harsh parenting, and develop low quality parent-child relationship.
In addition, parental emotional socialization behavior may serve as a mediator of links between marital
relationship and child-parent relationship; marital conflict or ambivalence is associated with parents’ negative
expressiveness, and a supportive marital relationship is associated with parents’ positive expressiveness. Positive
or negative parental expressiveness in turn may affect parent-child relationships.

The current longitudinal study explored the mediating effects of parental emotional expressiveness in
family on relations between marital relationship and parent-child relationship during three preschool years. We
hypothesized that parents with a good quality marital relationship would display more positive emotional
expressiveness and inhibit negative emotional expressiveness in the family, which result in good relationships
with their children. Four hundred and fifty four preschoolers (254 boys and 200 girls, M,z = 50.92 months, SD =
4.21 at the first stage) and their parents participated in this study. Fathers and mothers reported their marital
quality and emotional expressiveness, and rated their relationships with their child.

The path analysis revealed that paternal positive and negative emotional expressiveness and maternal
positive emotional expressiveness in the second year completely mediated the relation between marital quality in
the first year and child-parent intimacy in the third year when intimate child-father relationship or intimate
child-mother relationship were controlled in the first year. Specifically, father who experienced higher marital
quality in the first year tended to express more positive emotions and less negative emotions in family in the
second year, and had more intimate child-father relationship in the third year when intimate child-father
relationship in the first year was controlled. However, maternal negative emotional expressiveness in the first
year did not mediate the relation between marital quality in the second year and intimate child-father
relationship in the third year. Moreover, mother who experienced higher marital quality in the first year tended
to express more positive emotions in family in the second year, and had more intimacy child-mother relationship
in the third year when intimate child-mother relationship in the first year was controlled, and paternal negative
emotional expressiveness in the first year did not mediate the relation between marital quality in the second year
and intimate child-mother relationship in the third year. We discussed the results from the family system and

parental emotional socialization perspectives, and provided suggestions for family education.

Key words marital quality; child-parent relationship; parental emotional expressiveness; family system;
mediating effect



