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Abstract

How to train children is a hot topic that all parents pay attention to. Every family can't avoid wor-
rying about their children's education problems. They will send their children to various cram
schools and want their children to win at the starting line of life, but they don't know that the
original family is the best enlightenment teacher for their children. Aiming at this situation, this
paper takes the college students of Hohhot as an example, uses simple random sampling method
to investigate and study the related situation of parenting style of college students, and under-
stands the factors affecting the personality development of college students. Parents provide some
basis for the question of how their children are raised. Through the software such as Excel,
SPSS23.0 and STATA15.1, the paper made a contingency table and chi-square test and logistic or-
der regression analysis on the parenting style of college students. The parental rearing style, pa-
rental culture level and the time their parents spent with their children when they were children
were studied.
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1. EETE

FEERE KA, R T B IIRE I . FEAE 2 P 5 T A 1) 5 B 2 A A 55 ol A BB 474 1 1
I 51 FHATZBB A2 A AR FE L T LA L HE A E & HE AT N7 A 2 1] (2]
AR NN TR 5, Gl Ko A LA SR A 8 R R AN SRR 97 1 aORIR R 22 A AR R IR S
LRI AR AR

ASSCR a7 S B LR P 7 A0 Rl il 2 A O 3, 3ERTBOR & 9 627 43, Wielel 627 4y,
BRICAA A5, RIS 2R 602 47 o LA 2 AT I 1) 25 ) PR iR 25, DR LR P 3 i 2 B 1 5 9A[3] o
FLAATI H bR VG 2 WM B 5 AR SORS 1) 26 RS i) BT 2 A 4 5 LR AR SR Bl i A TH SR
Zid FEil L Excel A1 SPSS23.0 HC >RSI . Hodh s N Jim or 78 2 oMl R A Wi o A P 7R R L S RO B R
B LA B, BRI AL, I R AE SPSS 23.0 B SEEL. RN A BRI B AT T
FHORALELZ J&, ASCHESG 1 MRS HIE LS RS - B EEA M Gt B v M o RECREATHIE4] [5]
[6]; 273 A 2 Bz R 2 70 A B 5 2R A S5 U [ 7] (8] -

2. FEHLR
FIH SPSS WAFH T % v R e A A5 I H (0 5 B R o R3L[9] [10] [11] (F 1)e

Table 1. Reliability analysis table
=1L EESR

21 SERIE o R T R EEVAY
FBE SCATKF R T Lo A 5 M 0.655 2 Gk
SR RETE Y3 T7 TR T 2k A TS 0.763 2 By
SR PR B3 TR 5 2R (1) 375 26 FEE - L M P B ) 0.752 2 Bt

R, &EEBEERE o REKT 0.65, BEILAS A ELERT 5T 5 RE B 77 30 T2 1)
SR B — i {5 R
FIFH SPSS #AEFE T %) KMO (Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin) 2 %[ 12] (% 2).
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Table 2. KMO and Bartlett test
= 2. KMO BSR40 18

KMO Bt U &2 % 0.734
ERRTT 732.134
ELRERIREER T P A 56 H HE 66
B 0.000

BATH ERATLIA T, % KMO (Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin) 2304 0.734, P {84 0.000, F/RiZ &K
SERMIVETHET, R B E TR A AR . TEXT R R BRI AT A G B R, RATE R A
TrE R ARG EARR, S AR A SR TR A DRIR B o i 2 i 6 B AT LB I Sl i 3]
()R A A E I 7E SR R A ARG, XA X SIS REEFE 7 N T MRS R A R A () B
Ko LN [E] AN 0] K 2 AN AN F) 7 THEAT X EE 2 A, FRATTAT BLSE IR AN\ R A B3R 77 N5 1 22 1)

KRR ZAMNEE R, R () B S«
KT BRZHE RO EARF I
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Figure 1. Basic information on the level of parental culture
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Figure 2. Basic situation of parenting style
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B2 FoR, WPRTERS T R SR ISR R R 2 B R T R ER R s IR U E Y
AT R 7T LK e ) BRI J g L (57 T e R ok, R HORRERA T S B # A 77 20, R
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Figure 3. Basic situation of the length of time for parents to
accompany their children
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Figure 4. Basic information on the frequency of communica-
tion between parents and children

E 4. REB5FLDBRRMERFIRL

K 4 B, WPERIEERS KA 2R S SO RER M@ AR v, B R AR AE “ B LRA A X
N IR RR LA S REREA 28 e T DL RS 7 LA S -

KA 5 FA B8 I e R AR

K5 Pl AR BOWIE RS 5 L ACREVA) 368 R A 10 5 0 2 I DA 0 ) 1% 7 DA S S RE X
H ORI BDA R A OB 7 L L

TRHI B RTR I TE R AR L

DOI: 10.12677/sa.2020.93035 325 gt 58N H


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2020.93035

B 5F

100

60

AR E i
20 — —
0 —

ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ%%ggggﬂ¢%ﬁﬁﬂwﬁ i
wa e[S B | tH |
(m77411 86 64 49 33 9 61

Figure 5. The basic reasons why college students communi-
cate with their parents
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Figure 6. Basic information on the topic of communication
between college students and parents
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Figure 7. Basic situation of college students dealing with their
parents’ conflicts

7. RFELES KSR ERELRL
K7 BR, WERERE T AR AR 5 AR R AT JE PR IN 28 R 2B A AR £ 1 S5 IR

Ja A, ORGSR, 5ACREA . BARTIEACRE, Hofth. UEMILE R 2 H0E A Ry iR tE 1Y)
Kb 75 FORAF P55 SRR 7P i e 5% ) AL
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Table 3. Descriptive statistics of parental culture level and accompanying children

3. RETUWKFSREET R KRG

x/y R ] B/R GH N
INERELR 25 51 12 88
¥ 44 131 54 229
mhE 29 96 55 180
AR 11 64 30 105
Mt 109 342 151 602

Table 4. Analysis of the linguistic table of parental literacy level and the length of accompanying children

4. RETUWKFSREET ZEKOTIRRS T
RIS I KA RN B ST R

Pearson chi2(6) = 17.2742 Pr=0.008
Likelihood-ratio chi2(6) = 17.8906 Pr=10.007
Cramer’s V = 0.1198
gamma = 0.2037 ASE =0.052
Kendall’s tau-b = 0.1315 ASE =0.034

%3 5% 4 MPIBERS TSR ER, RITRIEN P E/NT 0.05, ULABATAT LATE 5% & MK F
ARLE R AR KA AE S BESCAKST I IR S LI B AT L IR ML ). AT LR, fE— N KEE,
SCBRE AR5 LI B35 R - Lo R AR 26 2 A EL ORI o

ZIH BT AR BN P AR, A AR R A R ORI R/ NI LUy Seit A Kendall 7,
Giit Bk AR . A N IR G EA Kendall 7, 401 1SS IB R B4R 5535 N IE %, Bl gamma = 0.2037,
Kendall’s 7, = 0.1315, B BT K5 JLI RS HF - oI AR 38 I 1IEAH G

Table 5. Descriptive statistics of parental culture level and communication frequency

F+ 5. REXMWKF SRR G T

X\Y JUFAZER B JLJE A 28 i K JLRA 3R TR A 2 Ny
INZE T LR 13 22 46 7 88

¥ 18 39 145 27 229
Erh e 10 35 98 37 180
AE K E 11 17 49 28 105

Nt 52 113 338 99 602

Table 6. Analysis of the results of the contingency table of parents' cultural level and communication frequency

F 6. REXMWKFERZRINEPFIEKRSITER
TSR0 B A S T

Pearson chi2(6) = 28.4914 Pr=10.001
Likelihood-ratio chi2(6) = 28.0100 Pr=10.001
Cramer’s V = 0.1256
gamma = 0.1803 ASE =0.054
Kendall’s tau-b = 0.1213 ASE =0.037
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5 5& 6 AR S R TR, RTRER P EHN 0.001, /~T 0.05, 45 ERE, BIE—1K
&L, SRRSO KPR T 22 5 LA B AR 2 A HLOGHRI . X R 1 BR p it & Kendall 7, 4uit
BB R BT E N IES, Bl gamma = 0.1803, Kendall’s tau-b = 0.1213, X i B X B} SCAL KT AIF 2
5 AR AR AT AE 3 I IE ARG

Table7. Descriptive statistics on the level of parental culture and whether parents fulfill their commitments

= 7. REXWKTFERGERBITRENRESIT

X\Y JUF AT PSRN 4y PN B U El POE 53] 2N
NER LR 7 11 57 13 88

I 7 30 156 36 229
w e 0 13 136 31 180
AR 1 8 72 24 105

N 15 62 421 104 602

Table 8. Analysis of the literacy level of parental literacy level and whether parents fulfill their commitments

= 8. REYXWKFERGEBEITHRBENTIHKRINER

RIS I AR SN R A

Pearson chi2(6) = 24.6798 Pr=10.003
Likelihood-ratio chi2(6) = 25.4931 Pr=10.002
Cramer’s V = 0.1169
gamma = 0.2006 ASE =0.062
Kendall’s tau-b = 0.1168 ASE =0.037

%7 5% 8 fiw, RN PN 0.003, /NT 0.05, HELEEEE, BIfE—AFREER, RSO
K5 AR A JEAT AR AN B OCBEN . RN E P EIR y Gt B Kendall 7, Gt & (055 BE R ECHE 2 5 N
1E#, B gamma = 0.2006, Kendall’s tau-b = 0.1168, X i8IS BESCA/K T 5 H & B BAT AR EAFE & 1)
1EMR.

F A BIREE 73 M7 77 100 R 2 A SRR R 75 25 FE R R 3 (R B AT T AROGRIT A, /5L 1R 2R
BEHFR T G U SCBERS AR T e Ko SXBFAZ A . SCBEXS T e I THRAR . T e a7 JE Ty
A REFR A EATAWIX 5 AN HIK AR Ty B SL AT 56 FAR RN 2 e it &

Table 9. Descriptive statistics of parenting style and companion duration

9. REBHF AR SRBHR KRG T

X\Y GH /R eainnli| 2Ny
S| 8 33 33 74
REH 90 145 22 257
AR 15 81 37 133
A 3 16 7 26
LB 35 67 10 112

N 151 342 109 602
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Table 10. Analysis of the results of the contingency table of parenting style and companion duration

= 10. REFFHRSEHRKNTIKRITER
RIS I KA RN B ST R

Pearson chi2(6) = 873205 Pr=10.000
Likelihood-ratio chi2(6) = 85.8395 Pr=10.000
Cramer’s V = 0.2693
gamma = -0.0598 ASE =0.056
Kendall’s tau-b = —0.0394 ASE =0.037

e 9 5410 fos, RITRLH P <0.05, fH4 RS BIE—FRER, KEHHEER TS LN
SR TE PO PRI

Table 11. Descriptive statistics on parenting style and frequency of communication

F 1. KEFFHASZRNROHL R

X\Y FERHA W b LR A AL k& J LA AE AL JUTAAER N7
L 7 41 15 11 74
REH 52 154 42 9 257
AR 8 62 38 25 133
Y 6 11 6 3 26
TIERY 26 70 12 4 112

ZN7h 99 338 113 52 602

Table 12. Analysis of the results of the contingency table of parenting styles and communication frequency

= 12. REFFHRASRRNEHFIHRSTER
RIS FAR R R S i

Pearson chi2(6) = 64.0302 Pr=10.000
Likelihood-ratio chi2(6) = 65.2519 Pr=0.000
Cramer’s V = 0.1883
gamma = —0.0251 ASE =0.052
Kendall’s tau-b = —-0.0170 ASE =0.035

W 11 54212 s, T RIRE PN 0.001, HHITRATAT LAZE 1%0) 5 2 ok P 1404 5 R
KA LR T AT 4 5 RSSO 1y TR, 5 ANFEER, REHOHTE
75 AT L 5 SRR M R T ST

Table 13. Descriptive statistics on parenting style and degree of interference decision

13, REFF ARG FHREREORARG T

X\Y BEENE HoEEEE TR e — V15 B E N7
LAY 23 33 16 2 74
REM 149 100 5 3 257
JRATAY 81 38 12 2 133
AL Cpit 14 7 5 0 26
ikt 60 48 3 1 112

/Mt 327 226 41 8 602
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Table 14. Analysis of the results of the parental parenting style and the degree of interference decision

= 14, XEFFHFRASTIREEENTIKRIINER
R AL ST PR LRI ke Ay

Pearson chi2(6) = 58.7031 Pr=10.000
Likelihood-ratio chi2(6) = 53.9263 Pr=10.000
Cramer’s V = 0.1803
gamma = -0.1345 ASE =0.057
Kendall’s tau-b = -0.0871 ASE =0.037

R 13 5ER 14 foR, R P /AT 0,001, BIIRATATAZE 1% 825 HK-F B4 R R -
RSB HIRT7 AMISCRER 7 2o k8 IO T IRAE LRSI . AL, DR, KBHE T
L5 FRI AR 1 Lottt (T IAE A A LRI

Table 15. Descriptive statistics of parenting styles and ways of dealing with contradictions

=15 XEFFHASLEFEHL MRS

X\Y BRI R #l [ra] 36 LWAEHEE HAth Nt
LAl Y 12 18 15 25 4 74
RFH 20 31 49 139 18 257
AT A 24 18 32 49 10 133
T i55 Y 5 3 5 12 1 26
IR AR 6 8 2 66 9 112

N7 67 78 103 291 42 602

Table 16. Analysis of the results of the contingency table of parenting styles and ways of dealing with contradictions

F16. REFFHASAEFBEHRTIEKRITER
RIS FAR R RS i

Pearson chi2(6) = 38.6621 Pr=10.001
Likelihood-ratio chi2(6) = 37.9455 Pr=0.002
Cramer’s V = 0.1267
gamma = 0.0876 ASE =0.048
Kendall’s tau-b = 0.0625 ASE =0.034

15 54 16 PRIFIBER A HTEIREN], RITRKM P Y 0.001, /T 0.05, ELEFARBRI B
BT 75 25 70 7 i G SN T SR A LRI o

Table 17. Parental parenting style and description of compliance with commitments

17, REFF ARG EETRIGHRARG T

X\Y Tt E g E — RS mE BB JUT- B N
i By 6 48 15 5 74
RFA 47 194 14 2 257
AL AL 16 83 27 7 133
T i55 Y 6 20 0 0 26
T T 7Y 29 76 6 1 112

N 104 421 62 15 602
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Table 18. Analysis of the results of the contingency table of parental parenting style and compliance analysis

18, REFF ARG EBETFRIEHTIBRRITER
RIS FAR R RS i

Pearson chi2(6) = 59.5216 Pr=10.000
Likelihood-ratio chi2(6) = 59.4051 Pr=0.000
Cramer’s V = 0.1815
gamma = —0.1468 ASE =0.061
Kendall’s tau-b = —0.0876 ASE =0.037

F 17 53R 18 PR, R P /AT 0.001, BBIIRATATAZE 1% 825 HK-F B4 R R -
REE R T NS Sy AR T 2 ML AT, £ AFER, KNP EHER
S A A AR BRI o

A A BINBRER 20 A 7 30 K 24 LI SCRERE A 7 2 I 5 SCREAR 22 A VA TE AR ) 3k Gt v B 2 AT
THHSRBITT, ST T KA LN SCRERE A 7 20 5 SCREAIR 2 AR A Sl AR 2 [ F) R 5 i ST VA 56 KA
RIENME ST .

Table 19. Descriptive duration and communication frequency description statistics

= 19. FEfAEKSRBIRERR ARG

X\Y JUFAZE b J LR A A2 ks JLR A AE i BRI AL N7
VIR (] 32 31 40 6 109
IR 17 69 221 35 342
B 3 13 77 58 151
Nt 52 113 338 99 602

Table 20. Analysis of the contingency table of companion duration and communication frequency

= 20. FEERHKSABIMERN TR DTSR
RITISEAEAT IS FAR RN 2 e -

Pearson chi2(6) = 154.0169 Pr=10.000
Likelihood-ratio chi2(6) = 131.4971 Pr=0.000
Cramer’s V= 0.3577
gamma = 0.5956 ASE = 0.047
Kendall’s tau-b = 0.3832 ASE =0.034

Wi 19 53 20 Fion, RATAEN P AE/NT 0.001, BEBHERATAT LLTE 1% 01 5 3 /K~ R 26 R 1«
JLE AL BERS A7 2o K 5 A BRI 2V B AT R X P 7 TR ML . ATRAEH, fE—NFKER, JLBACE
B A Lo K 5 A BERN - AC A 22 [ & AH LGB

ZIH BT AR BN P AR, TR R R A R ORI KNI LUy Giit AT Kendall 7,
GuitERAIA . XFNER P RR TR G R ZAMIKRERE, A RS RENIE, i gamma =
0.5956, Kendall’s tau-b = 0.3832, 5t H]JLIS SCBERS A1 I K 5 S BRI 22 R4 S AR 2 TR A7 A .
I IEARE .
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BT STATA 15.1 BAF[14], XARESCAK T 5 LN SCBRERE A 7 20y LI SCRERE A7 I AT
TS SRR E AR X DA T AT 1A Fr 45 ) 2R EEEL logistics [BIH 3 4. /0l fE 40T .

Table 21. Logistics description statistics of parental education level and companion duration

=21, RETUIZE SFEHFHCH logistics R4t

SCBRESCALARRE X
JUF A BEREAE NETNT #rh rEh ENEY N it
WK Y X=0 X=1 X=2 X=3
1= I 7] 25 44 29 11 109
2= f#/R 51 131 96 64 342
3= &% 12 54 55 30 151
Gt 88 229 180 105 602

BB 21 R SCRESCURRE 5 LI SCBER T I K A Ge it Rl DUR B AR &
A: BRSPS AR R B: ) LI SSBERS £EF 2o K R0 R AT o

Table 22. Logistics description statistics of companion duration and communication frequency

= 22. FEEEETKSIAENERR logistics XSt

SLBERE A
B Y RER A SR k& LR A 3R B JLJE A 28 i JUPAZER it
X=0 X=1 X=2 X=3
1= &% 58 77 13 3 151
2= fii/R 35 221 69 17 342
3= J&mfa] 6 40 31 32 109
Gt 99 338 113 52 602

1 22 FE U SCBE T 2B AR K R 7 5 S BHAE AR MR gt i, R DARE RIS HARE A:
JURFSCBFREAE 7 I K 5 R B 2205 SRR A AR (R0 W AA o

3. &g

{4 I PR AR A A 2 2 SONNB AL 20 B SRR AR T EOR, SN IR AR T R =R,
ERREE PR ARFER RN, AR A, ORGSR TE an T ia F IR R )
SCREEER T AORIE IR B M 2B B NS IR AR SRS, 0 (i HE 5 SR 1AM 1) R R AR AR 2t 55 K o 4
FHIER

TR, ARSI LR AT

1) REEASEE KT MRS =ANT7 AR R B, R=AT5m o mlE: U SRR 1
LI TREBES BN SRIAR . B2 AT X T L A&

2) RPAERHER TG U B T K 57 QR X7 L de it TR . 7
Kb P55 SCRE P T o 5R 147 2GR D005 T A A S 3 A DR

3) KA LI SCREIE PRI KRS RE S 7 L0 VB AR T 1 75 THIAF A X2 2 IR AR G 5

4) BEE RSO BB e, LI SCBRIE 7 LR B bl 2 32 a5
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