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Abstract

Objective: To explore the effect of parenting style and body appreciation on metal health in middle
school students. Methods: The sample included 963 students of middle schools in Dongguan area
of Guangdong Province. The questionnaire included general demographic data, Kessler 10 Scale,
Parenting Style Questionnaire and The Cantonese version of the BAS-2 Scale. Results: 1) Autocratic
and neglected upbringing had significant positive predictive effect on Kessler 10 score (f§ = 0.098,
B =0.272, p < 0.05), democratic upbringing had a significant negative effect on Kessler 10 score (f8
=-0.214, p < 0.001); 2) Body appreciation partially mediated the relationship between autocratic
and neglected education and mental health of middle school students. Conclusion: Parenting style,
body appreciation are closely related to mental health, autocratic and neglected upbringing can
directly affect mental health, and body appreciation plays an intermediary role.
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1. 5]

WA IR AL T 5O R IR B, OB I AR B AT AR, 77.9%0 = AR AR AR O R
et B A PR ARANE AN B ) R (5K B, TR B, 2001). [E P AN A 22 5t 2% B 5% R 28055 7 22 i 2 A
OHEREER R —. KB A FE R IR RHEL IR T & 1 H 35 3 7 BT R I H SR i) — ot 15
T IE E AT AR SR T i (38 248, 2007), B —Bo iR i U AR B LA B
RN ZAR DU AL (Steinberg et al., 2010). SCEFHIAS R 2057 77 20 5 /D 4F [0 BRAG FEATAE 2. 2 BT 2
WA (EFAth, FT 25, 1998), FHCOIRE R R R IR AT BEE RIS N (0505 . 1998), N AR O R
B9 PREORE W R A TR AT O BB RE(FNTE, B4, 2005),

B R REAR PR AMAN B O SRR S L, e a3, SEA KK, Fr
KT GRThRE, ELBZEATAR SAE R, MRy S & (Avalos et al., 2005). H#FFLRM, BRI
F2 97 IE 1% T RN B A4 25 B 1) 28 750 Rl 5 (Raquie-Bogdan et al., 2016). KK i B AR ik 5 22 S FAMA
X CLHTE SN AT 5 SR SRR (e, 2013), fEAMAR RO EE BT RRG, PR A B
ARG EERE . SR (Fardouly et al., 2015).  HR A7 A1 AT DASE L 1 o) 48 5 20 g =00 o B4 9 (1) 4
B, A R B SKEE BT AT B i i PR B A ik B4 7K T 1T B AE O BRAgE R /K-

BRI R T SO AR, BRSHESE E R 58 A A BLE I S R 2 b TR, WA
A B AR R B S A WIS RS B (2675, 17525, 2020). AMERAESIE JI(SHUESS, 2020). 5E3E
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(P 2017). BARERES (R B4R, 2019)F8 Z AR AR, TR X i 2 AT el I B mt 7T . vt — bR
TR DB R R 2R, N B AT R e e AR AE S, A TR R P AR R E R T 50 BRIk
FOAGHEEAGETINE, ME DR RKEATR T NS A O BRI R, BRI
FEHRARB B ER .

2. NRERE
2.1. WRR

KA, 5] R RSEM XL 963 LA ERWIH AT ER AR, AT FHLaR 4
HE A, HRH963 M ialds, FECH NS 621 1, AMMEN 64.5%, HAPRFRNT 12~17 2
], 54322 N, ZcE 299 A W 139 A, ME/EIE 246 N, AT 236 A METFA 82 A, AR
T4 539 N; BASESKEE 37 N, AREANESEE 584 N.

22. fARIR

221 —fRFIMIEE
BHE, WENANDZTOR: Pl i, FER T, 2O NME T, BEANRERFE. A
PR RIRBL . FIEELFROL 22 ST REURDL(FT =% 1)

222 RBFEFHAER

K B 282w A BB T NER, ZERIL 40 MK H, B4 NEER, 708 TR R
T, REMABEETA ER AT MBI AR (R 2L, 2005). %ER KA 1~5 Hits,
TR RAEPUANGEE F 955 2 AR N, w2 B AR A e, MR A FLAX REA s 7 2l AT ) T 1% 4
. AW, iZEFER Cronbach’s a ZECN 0.74 (i3 2).

223 BEREER

KH Avalos % NF 2005 44wl & s 50K Ng S8 NBIT (bR b B RRAS 1) £ s i o
(Swami & Ng, 2015). ZmEFIL 10 NMIH, KA 5 it ZEEH TG MER B QSRR E K,
BRSBEE, KBRS S . AT, 1ZERN Cronbach’s a RECH 0.89(F 3% 3).

224, BELEBRRER

K Kessler £1 Mroczek Frémii Kesslerl0 (K10)&E#%, ZE&£IL 10 McH, sttt = — DA
FE R 7K B O BRI HEAT WM (Kessler & Mroczek, 1992). &% R 1~5 iTF5y, M4 & s
SRR FRHE K10 S 7 (ER A OB HER L A DA 52 10~19 F3(1 2%, Ao 1Y) fes b 14
1K), 20~24 732 %%, HLFREEMGRIERIR), 25~29 703 4, ML BRGRMEEE), 30~50 7 (4
G, BOBRBMGRIES). AT, % &R Cronbach’s a RECH 0.92 (M5 4).
2.3. gitiAE

H1 spss19.0 X E AT T, BARRBRIEG T, thek. JrZES . SR SR,
ARG, VK BE N p < 0.05.

3. &R
3.1 £EGFZERERE
SKF Herman BRI R JTERL . E=EL 60 M HANE T, 4B EH, SILREIE 12
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A ERGY, B RS R AR AR R 21.95%, 1K T 40% P AR o DR S ACHIE FEANAFAE I 7] 77 92 i 22 1) Al
32. WEHFAN FEMHE. DEEROEEESETT O

ARAEEREGH, EFREBFRTNERF, THIE. RER. BRI S 215557 3 8(25.11
+7.05)r. (39.03 £ 6.41)7>. (26.2 + 4.60)7rF1(19.56 + 6.28)7); HAKJk H B3R MI755 }(36.46 + 8.34)7) .
i) &y O3 BOR LR R 11555 8(22.05 + 8.18) 4y . LK) K10 19497 = T 5 A (t = —2.37, p < 0.05);  FRIEZK
FEIR 244 K10 1845 i T AR SR FEEI A4 (t = 3.94, p < 0.05); ABREZIRIL. FEELTORM . 2> ik
R OB e b2 3 B35 (F = 26.92, F = 3.61, F = 5.33, p < 0.05) . 5% &2 JE A1 i R 75 001 A 1 Lo 78 O B i
R b 2ERARZEF =033, t=-0.54, p>0.05). MHTESAERE L1 2ERARE({ = 1.436; p>0.05).

33. REHFAN, FERE. (DEBRERNOEXTH

SIS TR MBI B VR, SRER., §HE MBI E T T7 A REIEMHK: K10
B 5REMEGF T XEZ MG, 5LHRETRT MBI AR T A B2 ARG, g L HOR
JiRAHRAEE . GRS K10 350 53 fUoe. Bk 1,

Table 1. Correlation analysis of parenting style, physical appreciation and mental health

# 1 KEHFAN SERE. CEBEOEXSN

B TRE LB g
LAY -0.146™" 0.381™"
RER 0.415™ —-0.456™"
HEA 0.092" 0.077
A 0.228™ -0.234™

p<0.05 “p<0.01, “p<0.001(FI[E).

3.4. REHFFHFAELDEBRRMEYVTS 4T

DL K10 #3450 NRAR &, Hi 8, REANS ZMA = Fhas iy \E N B AR R IHT 2 AV RNE 5
SRR, EEH T NOFERG, THIBBEE T M2 R 77 A0 K10 1370 B3 1E 1 w4 H
(B=0.098, p =0.272, p < 0.05), KT EF )70 K10 55043 52 fa FAE FH (B = —0.214, p < 0.001).
KU, FER A REFR T AN K A A O B AR R KPR, AR I R IR T A A R T R
FRA ] A O B KPR . B LR 2.

Table 2. Regression analysis of parenting style, physical appreciation and mental health

® 2 KEHFAN FERE. CEBERHOEESR

o . LR gt =
Y B trifEiR % Frife 250 t Sig.
Kz VIF
24.469 3.366 7.270 0.000
7 1.411 0.562 0.086 2511 0.012 0.925 1.081
IR —2.969 1.164 -0.086 -2.552 0.011 0.962 1.040
IN G 1.573 0.643 0.086 2.447 0.015 0.892 1121
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Continued

INUR T 8.430 1.882 0.153 4.478 0.000 0.935 1.070

FIEL VTP % -0.161 0.839 -0.007 -0.192 0.848 0.773 1.294
FIEL TR 0.469 1.716 0.010 0.273 0.785 0.758 1.318
HG— 0.106 0.643 0.006 0.164 0.869 0.734 1.362
TR 0.089 0.962 0.004 0.093 0.926 0.711 1.407

R ks 0.113 0.050 0.098 2.261 0.024 0.586 1.706
RERES -0.273 0.053 -0.214 -5.163 0.000 0.638 1.567
RBANEL Ry 0.354 0.059 0.272 5.996 0.000 0.532 1.881

FAE: LS.

35 BREEREHFTAASVERRZENERS R

MR AR B A ST 5 2R, 5 IR B A T BRAE K e 7 5 O E g fR R B R A ER . L
B, REMGZMM=MEET RO B NEZE, KI0 B0 R, SRR AT EE, 25t
ITERAR M« MR PR, LHIREFRIT A BB AT 0 K10 4550 1 E RN .25 (B = 0.38, = 0.48, p
<0.001), FAA R RREMNIG, L Hl B BEE 7720 B #5777 o6k K10 1584 1) 32 2408 2. 3% (B = 0.36,
B=0.45,p<0.001); RIMFHFEH AN K10 157 1 E R0V 2 3 (B = 0.46, p < 0.001), /A8 5 G AR 5
N, REMEFE T KL0 1595 1) F 300 53 (B = 0.43, p < 0.001), {HE KR E X K10 59 R EEP =
0.05, p > 0.05). [l Itk S s fil B £ L il B R A AL 1) R B 7 U7 5 O B R IRV VA B o i IR
X R BB HFE T SAAFELE AN RIS . 45 SR 10 B o) RN 2 A0 28 1) SR R 77 AN AT DL 2 5 M L i
B, BT LIS B A i Tt O BRARE B P A o, BLAAR DL 3

Table 3. Path analysis of body appreciation between parenting style and mental health

3. BHMREARERF ARG VERERZERBEEIN

a b c
FEA 1 A 2 AL 1 A 2 A 1 AL 2
L2 0.38™" 0.36™" \ \ \ \
KRR \ \ —-0.46™ -0.43™ \ \
A \ \ \ \ 0.48™ 0.45™
Bk \ -0.18"™ \ -0.05 \ -0.13™

a: LR HFRTT A HEE BRI R AR T b REZHGRIT MO B REAIEAR 0T ¢ BB TR TT SN0 BARE RRE PR B A2 50 T

M LA RLE LR R 77 U OB R AR AL 6 42 R 0.381 (p < 0.001), X3 B il BY
#5777 0 K10 7373 FoAT B3 1B 1R 520 s AR cE 5 K10 4373 (bR #EAL R 45 2 %509—0.182 (p < 0.001),
T S ARFREOT K10 1590 B B S im0 28095 75 3dad B 4 ik B 10350 43 v A VB KO 3 i
FRFAE R, X — AR AN A 0.065 (0.355 x 0.182). 2L #H % )7 5 O PR (e FE bR UEAL 4% 2
59 0.478 (p < 0.001), XK ZMAHFE )7 5t K10 55> B B N IE A, Bk ks 50 BT
FREAL A2 R BCH-0.132 (p < 0.001), R RREN K10 4350 BA & fmsgmy; L Hl R #R77K
T I B AR R B A R AR FGE O BRAE B AR MR, X — BR AR (1 RI %08 0.059 (0.448 x 0.132).
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Figure 1. Path coefficient diagram

B 1 BERNE
4. WHig

AR, MAAOKT b, ABF 50t i s A O B BRSO AR AR . B Ry
AT K 0T R A G DI BEACEBAR, SR AR FARRR(A S0, K3, 2013; ¥, REH, 2005).
RERETRFEMA, FERETAERMEEIZIT, BAFHRESS T A BN T 0 B FE 2L 52
HF . WAt BSRSREE . NBRCREIE . FEEL PRI ST G2 A, TR
ACFHAR, X555 AR — BRI, 2020). ICATAE 2 B Ay Ab T35 28 0 2 AR AR T 9 R 2 ) 4 ek
1 10 A 0 T O A T B B RS (R 1558, 2012), PSR R RE RN 2 SR LL B 9 A R BE R BRI 5 22
25 B RAME BB 1 5 (R, 2020) . 2 3 A0 A BRI 2 2 i e 2 B R 7 AR B (2 175
2013), FRERTE I 45 K (O PRI B R 410 A IO R T i 5 38009 e A 7 A IR AR B e (M
2020). WFFHEM, QEHEMOEE TR, WG OET . SRR S T AR 2
FEOMIE, W SEE R, 255, 2005), ABFRERE 2 8, LR R hE
[ BT B AT B AR = R N A, X B TE R b I B B E 7R, R A
(ER 5H 5, TR A EA T H AN, ARG IRIEERE, S REXT T W AUR A5 FE 1 S 25 5 2 f
S S PN P AR R, AT A Al TE TR R 1 O B Ak

ATFFCBRIN, B 76 LR 200 [ 235 7 2 5 0 o A0 B B 2 1AL R 3 4 PR . —
JiTH, A 2 RS E B R . 5 — 7T, BRI 2 i i el
R R I B R PR B . X — 45 SR R R AT B E T R e i R R 0B T Z HE,
Pt RN SR AR T I MR A A IR /INAR [ 20 R BT (1 L340 25 1, 2006), o T 19 B 0. LT
Jeik, ToRIEMAR [ IR LLIE TR I A BE B A5 1 OO0 S R AR A5, AT S50 BT S0 5 1
T, 0 BRAEE HE KT T s 7 2R (933507 30 R AR R H5 T BN 18020 3 FLFE 75 c A B (5 2 2, i,
2015), T T E T RIS O (B, 2020), 7% T3t 5 ohont T3 i il A ik 2 f 9 28 th 38 59
TR, TS B0 AR JE O AT (O RGN . 1T 50 B 2% T 10 5 b 48 T (O USRS AN A1 G 4 2
AT DL A TR R 1 T ) 5 447 %2 (Wood-Barcalow et al., 2010), Sk 27K T (3R TH-t RSP0 5 74 25 1k
WROK . XHRRE, MBI E b A O K PR R i 2K e X — RERE R, HRNE
SUS R AR HEAT TEM BT I B, B TE N — MRS R KN, S5k
HEWZT SR S GINRLE TRNRIET REY, AT s & & 0 SR, R TE T 0m
i I R -

5. &

ATt T I 1) 2 P R T KRR T SO B AR RCE KR v A R BR AR RR KT R B2
I B AR B AE L ) R BAL Y ) 2057 07 A S 00 AR B AR R 2 R AR 7 R AR T SRR AR 244
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S5 FH DEMISLIERR G, A2 R — 5 200 S AP AR I e, RER I
MH P RIFHIBALE Lo

SE K
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FETT, SREHT(2005). Ha A R pE IR R R G HO BRI R R, RO P34, (2), 180-182.
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