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Abstract

The controversy over the only children has been the focus of society. Most native and abroad re-
search focused on personality and morality of the only children has not been consistent. The game
theoretical paradigm provides a new approach and perspective to study the difference of other-
regarding preferences in the only children and those who have siblings. The results showed that
only children’s resource allocations were more prosocial and egalitarian, while there is a smaller
fraction of spiteful types in single children than in non-single children; for altruistic total scores,
altruistic types and homo economics types, we did not find any significant difference between pu-
pils who were only children and pupils who have siblings. The findings suggest that single children
are not at any disadvantage compared to their peers who have siblings and they enjoy some ad-
vantages even in some aspects.
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1. [EEHRE

BN T LB R S ARG, M T ZBERC A 7 30 4, KREMAT L KECEANL
DUCBER S 1 HAEREZRER TR, PAAHE, FLBESLSMERSERR A —MET.
TEE AN, MAT LR APRCRSE NS — B FEENCOM . E A AR 2. F
Hrast ) LEOIR R AR 1 4E F R AL R A ? R A S FE R PR A B AR AR E SR, s OB
KIEKIMES, MAESIEMAER—REAHRE? R2 NN, HACRE, SCBHEATA R Z % TiXE “/hN
W7 CONAE”, WA SRR, FERCT AR GO ELLEIESERE . A S
e anth? 2013 F-HURERAE (B & ERIFFFLL 1979 4EH7(1975. 1978 4F)F1)5(1980. 1983 4F)
HAER 421 ZAb T N BRI, SR S5 R T IE AR 1 A BORRH M AT e . 45 R
AT LR S ASAERE AR HLE AR {E, M, HRE 5T, O FAT N, SR T
JRIG: 1306 38 55 4 4555 57 (Cameron et al., 2013) o 36T B2k S 5 X 3R H (A 7 L BUR IR T M SR SE .

Hsz HLAE 1898 4 Bohannon g & 2 7 28U A (Bohannon, 2012). 1E& AN BEX S A: 1 4 i i 5%
OB R SBMATNER, NEES 5 A EIH S5 R E . S5IPR, Downey 55 AXt 3
11,820 % )LEMIBERT AR, WA JLE ANBRZ AR )M B3Rz HIRe DB LL AR AR )L 2, HAEZ N
AMEAT NI, IX—HHZR DR NE L FES (Downey & Condron, 2004; Downey, Condron, & Yucel,
2013). LAHRE L A i i 78t A S A 7 20 B 0 B A (Stamatov & Jacek, 1986), JEAHAE 2 I SE
MSZ(GRIE L, 2001), BEINEGE, HANEEAE, [FAE AW S (Wang et al., 2000). Wang 55 A K B
A LEARSRAE LB DAL, G, A Z RS RIA. B E(Wang et al., 2007). JHAEF RO HE
BHLEH . LS E K WIFEFEAELE. 41 Doh 55 AN LAREE 6 441 ) L3 Al dt AT it 5t A I AR L Lk
AR A= LB B A2 [F) A X (Doh, 1999) 6

EHERZOFAFH TARKIL . AHFFRBUAE LR R AR ) LA O R 4Rt
SZXCGURRLEE . AL B )T A B 2 R (O 108, 20K, FIIE, 2010: Bobbitt & Downey,
2013; Falbo & Polit, 1986; S5, M54, 1983), HEFEREymMA LB B T AMA ) LE (0%,
Wizi, 2011; Yucel, 2014). BUEA MR R IUMA SAEMA LB AIEZE R, BB FR IS K A0 )6
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(1) H SR I LG 72 e 2 BT A /N o B T /DR BRI, BlAE ) LB AR RLAE R I H AL S R T R
B8 5K #h(Wang et al., 2007; Bobbitt & Downey, 2013).

MR L AR AE LB A A AR ZE R A PN BAR T DO AT i RE o (R B B U A (siblings-
as-resources perceptive) i\ A A i 5. 5 AH R A7 7 B2 A R T N PR a2 13 58 71 BT - 5 (R AR s 52100 N B EL Bl 48
JLER B HRG 7 AT, XM NAAESRE AN B HE 27— 20N H MR R
(Mackinnon, 1997; Mccoy & Stoneman, 1994). Piaget 48t ) LB 4L AT NI R B &l it S5 58 BE A N (B2
35 17 ) 22 18] )N B EL R SE TR, kb 5 [ J ) L gl b A= )L 2 B A i i ) 3 22 R K] (Piiaget, 1997)

ZEIR R R 13 (resource dilution hypothesis) Ui HY T A8 [ AR RS (Yucel, 2014; Blake, 1981). ACRE#) 55
JR(STE] S KE . SR A BRI, AN LR 1S 30 BE U 0 A2 B ) o 2505 X 38 I i/ o (9] B 380 2 ) )L,
HABCR R Z VLR, W5 TR CRE L, SRR E. 5CRRIMKREXRRZAGETILE
PRIFZAERK, PAE-FIE LS GAKRE. BSANMENERBR . XSRS T, TEs—
Pl T AR RN BR I R IR (Bowlby, 2008) . {H 55 [R] i [8] i) 32 4 EIAR 25 J A Fe Ak 728 9% 28 32 30 s (7] P
2RI E A G BUR) . SHERB R S A5 2] TR 2B SR SR . A B 7 R BRI i 2 22 10 L
B S IR RN RE 70 77 THI #2548 B/ 1) )L 3 (Blake, 1981; Downey, 1995). %} 3% [ 9150 4 8 4
G ) LB 1R A B 1) R b I BB () I R AN R, H [F iR 4 N, BHEHE BB
ZIANL, FECF LI 2 AT A ] (SE AR B 2R BRI UK (Yucel, 2014) . 3X 356 B [F] i /2
TGN T AN B

WAt I F (other-regarding preferences) e ) L 2 /0o B 2% (1) — > B 220 7T 4538 (Fehr, Glatzle-Rutzler, & Sut-
ter, 2013). A ¥t 1 ANAEN B i 52 b 30 R0 7 S VR RIS Hoehid e & VR R I N HEAT AR AE T, A
MIANBERBEENANRERDAMNIBEE . RIS X S 1F R R AR B R A REEH . X
SN HL 2 2l A F T AL AR BB T 2 3 4 Mk 2> (Fehr, Glatzle-Ritzler, & Sutter, 2013; Ernst,
Helen, & Bettina, 2008). &7 kT~ JL B At Al 4 A 78 A B A 7 OB E AR 7 23R I BE 2 1 70 AT .
{HFEE R IG K, MR FEHEM AR LB 2 (B 22 7 28 8T 46 /N (Ernst, Helen, & Bettina, 2008).,

AN B L EE 5 A IR T % JRE PR SRR 3 (Fehr, Glatzle-Rutzler, & Sutter, 2013), 42 )L [FIFEA0 4 i
AR, A AEIXAH BOMAE FI SRS A: )L 26 20t S U o T AR AE 22 5 7 f5 %8 Cameron 55 A ) 5256
U, FATHRA 7 2R S50 T B DU JuX — i . 2R S0 DL ae i 58 T [ 5k
ITRAFEFRIN R, eA B BRI ), B S s A S R . BAT MRS AR A ) L Lo ph A=
JUE TR, BEANVEERE AN, HEIES S, RN AE D

2. ARF=E
2.1. ARIIHR

MIEZRERE A 2 Byl ii /N A0 2 fir 2 RN ek B 701 44524000, SRR AR A e B A e 15
AR 648 4. J3325 N, %343 N, PR 9.06 % . Bl HIEELAII 2 70 A W< 1o

22. ARIA

ARBFICR P Fehr 25 \IEEth et Ok 0120 el 2040 52 B Ml 0B 2 T B (B,
Helen, & Bettina, 2008), JFRIIN T MR, WA RO kL B Baver etal., 2014). SFFEFEh
RESEAE AP I, SR AR RIS, R 1 AR L R A E RO
X4 B ) -

(=)
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Table 1. Rural-urban distribution of only-child and non-only -child in every grade

1 MEFMIEMEILENE S RERSTH

e 4i) AT
A ek M [
—FEY 36 21 39 39
R 49 7 42 23
=AY 53 8 32 29
U1 48 13 34 42
TR 45 10 37 41

SRAL SR, EORPEAAEL,L) (WABEFEX MR TR AR 17, AINEYCE 1 70)M1(1,0) (W0 Rik
FIXAIEIN REHER L5y, RN ECE 0 20)Wifh 7 Bl T S8 A BT GRATF MU e Ff o X — MR i fil
FLRSRAE AT NI, RIS B AN TR s BORbAT Sy A, (A5t
FQD)HEFGE T LA AFE B 8 A AT JBRAE  fillas ok ik, s —R B R KIAT (A
NG E AL B PR E R B LIE S —F, AE TR FEAEER 1 73).

Wy SR ZORPARAE LD MQ)PIF LT R AT FE . WH(L2)RERISEE B EIAEH W
A2 A FrgUcas, IR 2 AR CRIA L, PG £(1,1) AR My P S 8 (1, 2) AR A A ok
Ho

LREIHTLL EPIREZE, T A A PO A (e T AR ) AR Wk (AN kX T e s e
Sl ai oK) 3 A . BERA AT AN SAE R G #IERE(L,1) . AL AN SAESRAE 1R ik
QD). MAEGYEFEPERQ,2). BPASERE SRR ESE(L,0), MAKYEITHERE(L1).

TP T BORBAE(L )M, 0) PR BT S P HEAT IR R . SHTPIMEZRA IR, Ol (1,1)
R A PP R EAT AR, AR T — R SR T POE . AR IZ IR o, AR RRE i #(2,0).

BREZE: ZORYPAKAE QD) MQ23) PRl BT P REATIE SR . EIZIIET, ATEERIEH(2,3) X
TR AR R, (AN R FEE R U 2 FEAM CHIA LT, BP0 e 2k AT A . B
PR ) FACR SRR A BT, AT BE WA S5 2 Iy B (7 e RN as A2 AN LR X T
kst E ).

SRAL SRR LB I3 (1, 2) X A A s FE I B COER AT AR, (BAE 7 SR ) L3 6 #(1,1) W 75
FATHACA, BT LU RT3 PR R 23 30 SR AR (R 2R A 2 R AT AN (2R AR 2 TSR (Baver et
al., 2014). [FIFEAERRYREZES, HRERH IR FRIR N ETH DR A A8, TSR e, g
BIRFR(LL)IXFP (A Y iR, B Otz mk.

ARYEHARAE DY AR P e 50T DOR BRI 0 A . 01 BRI =Rh A, 4 —Fh SR ST LUk
RPN (WA 2)o T EAR I A, FATXT 52T AR bR 7R . Bauer S5 AEPYAMEZE
R AlERE(LL) (L1)s (2,0). @3)MHARKI D NI AR, BEAIVONED GRS E R A
—ANEF(LL), BINOZJR T I AT R AR A AR DO SR R e R A T A Bl KIS R
PRI R, Rl n] AR A B AR SGIERCR A i NAUAE 70 IR i $6(2,0), HAEGE Y
FEPIEFE(2,3), PUAINILIER: H QRIS oK RIERCR AR S IR £ (1,1), FEMRY TR ik
FQHAALE M EF(2,3), KA R, RN SGERCR R AME . AN EATIE
MRYE AR — MEZRE R R IE BT FAME 7 o SR AR AL IR IR (L1151 70, 2EFE(1,0) 045 0
oy, AR ERZERES(LDE 10, EFQ)A 07, AP RISEPIERQ,)E 07, EFA)E 170,
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Table 2. Definition of other-regarding preference types
i 2. W IRF A BRIR] SR

marm SRS oty Ghweo Prip
R 1) 12) wy @3
Sl D) ) 20) 23
BAT (L1) 1) W @
EEVNST (1,2) 1) / /
i (10) @) 20) @y
T (10) @y 20) 23)

BB PIEFQ,DE 0 70, EHFERIM 1 7. POlERENMEZER AN, RIS gt iR fb

ISP
2.3. WEIERF

TR B A4 5] SR S AT AN R o S PR SR RN I ) e T R AR, A R ]
VO R, RN L e e B AR R BT AR S8 . RGBT —KIE B R A, I 2B AME IR
PRI, AR Pz . RN R AR AR AL — 44 ) LB AN — B B A (R VRt (9
PR R B AP REA R, AR RMALR Y, Sk ERR R — MR R, AHIEA
FAE)RERCREAT I SE, RSB R FA, AN A Rz . Bl m gl o ik £ )5 fat AT
TSR ARPARS I AMEIR BT RN . SCRd AR R E AT, T H A 5, PR
DX o> Al B AT AT ARSI SR PR AT . SERRHE R A SPSS17.0 BRAFREAT 1047 -

3. 4R
3.1 BMEFED P4 SIEMEILENABSHER

BARTE 4 MEZEPERBEA RN ABET 2 SIS 1. WP CAE B A AR AR L3 i 22
o EfbetligEh, AR LB A JLEE T 2 MR R (L,1)IX A AR, Rl 71.1%F1 64.8%.
FERRI TR rpoph A AR AR ) LB Ik (1, 1) 1 L A5l 23 ) 22 67.7%H11 66.1%. fE7r AR R e, A L
EHE(L,1) B LU 23 ) /2 40.0%71 32.8%, ARAA=IN 73 772 33.9%AM1 31.3%. K75 fude A SR A )L
FOEPE(L1)E I ANBE 4 MEZE 22 R B3 (R A0 1 p (B7E ] 1 2R TB 1 L) .

M 1 AT 4 AMEZEE AR A LB (LD ASE YA R . (HXRAS 2R AT A2
TG RAR BT LE R S 1 HERR TE AR B 1 S M T PR 0 AR - RS R B S Rg e, FRAT RS B i 1 )
TR WD FEA AP (AR R . AR EFERE, AN WA SES)S W B IR AL &, AT
—4y logistic [V 43H7, 255 W3¢ 30 AR AT AR HITE AL B Ji RO SR AL g5 b AR 1) 2 2808 35 (B =
-0.41, p < 0.05), Mk )LEEEAR A )L T 2 MR R (L)X PRt 0Bl . A =/ ME g e 5
A ) LB R (1, 1) I N B2 e #8 AN 2. 3 (ps > 0.05)

BRI 2 < MRS HAER B2 . AR A f AR ) LEE 7R DY/ MEEZR i 5(1,1) A 2K
B A ZEAR R TR AE ) L AR SR A S IR o S g AR e A A ) LB 2 ik (L,1), ZRE
FHORM SRR y2(1) = 7.12, p<0.05; 4> E1HZRM 42(1) = 6.73, p <0.05). tHgte vidmiiAE JLE e
AR LEE R, WEEA S ELE 2).
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Figure 1. The relative frequency of egalitarian choices across games
1. FOANHER I A FNdE S )L BRI (L) SR A BB S L
Table 3. Logistic regressions with egalitarian choice as dependent variable
32 3. UIATEIFAETER Logistic ElYA7 47
B ALt E W S pag ST TR
Wz -0.00 -0.05 0.43* 0.25
2R
—HELR -0.57" 0.61" 2117 0.33
TR -0.82" 0.73" -1.12" 0.15
=R -0.31 0.88™ —-1.24™ 0.62"
VY42 -0.15 0.31 -0.28 -0.01
P 0.20 0.32° 0.04 0.13
SES -0.02 0.02 0.04 -0.01
JhAE -0.41" -0.09 -0.10 -0.04
AL
—HELR 0.28 -0.69 -0.26 -0.71
AR 0.29 111 0.33 0.02
=R -0.09 0.18 0.12 -0.01
VU 4F- 2% 0.92 -0.04 0.47 -0.29
A= 531) -0.08 -0.01 -0.41 -0.43
A4k & -1.39" -0.19 -1.67" -0.25
HAE*SES 0.12 0.05 0.09 0.08
E: TRE 001 KTEE, RE0.05KTEE, RELELKTEE.
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Figure 2. The relative frequency of egalitarian choices across games and only-child in urban
and rural

2. W IRERIEME ) L ESIRP AFIEENABB DL

M3 R LUE A x SR g x MR AR x SES AZ HAR AR E . B IRER
Rk, MRS RL, FiEt @ T R AR, A SRR LB AR T TR o iR A T ik
TG N H o3 A A — EH

3.2. {TAXRBNERI

MRAEALE IR P, WA A Y L PRI R = g7 92, Horp AT 92 7Y
NMATELgyuns. g9 ANER. (K 3 R TAREAERMAE L EAT R A, BRI DL A AT
R R II N B, FTLALE Logistic [B]A A 5 55 P9 AN LAY 5 FF 047

3.2.1. FEY

FEE 3 dr, AR LB AR AR ) L 8 TR AL AN Bt 23.4%F0 24.8%, Z=Rmil/h, (HA)LEE T
SR A B A T AR A ) LR (40 ) 14.0%, 12.4%), J& T 55 At i E B T AR SR A: JL#(9.4%, 12.4%).
Logistic [31 V773 #7 & B A () Bl 32 R AN 5635 (B = 0.08, p > 0.05). 5 i J0 S48 B Jo M A= f 32 28087 )
AEFHB =011, p>0.05), 1% 4FR. M4 ien] LA HMA x FE90, g x MRl A x 3R
2. A x SES W =IIR HAEHMAEE . WHARESR, HHl. Me . FREtagsrbiiinfr, e
LAk ) L3 JE TR 3L ol 22 S 3 3% (p > 0.05).

3.22. AR

V3 R, AR )L R T AT B (E 5 PRSP BRI AL B AN B4 1) 2 7.2%71 36.6%) #6 i Tk
MR L # (4.1%F1 29.6%) . Logistic [ 94381 32 B, J& 14 A i S 4l 1) 32 SN i 2x i 2, B = —0.29,p = 0.09.
MR BATIE S G, AR EA AR RE (B = -0.42, p<0.05), Wi 4. #HlITRALRFER
FAEGRAGHAT Logistic [BIH AT AR, — G ARG A JLEE LLAR AR LE B T RE R T A FBY(—4F
i B=-0.79, p<0.05, T B=-099, p<0.05), HAER N AFEERXMZER., Mk EFHEHA L
AR JLE AT AR T AL

()
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Figure 3. Behavioral types across only-child and non-only-child
3. JREAMIESAE ) LEITALBM S
Table 4. Logistic regressions with other-regarding preference type as dependent variable
= 4. UTALR HETER Logistic BT
A h F 7 AFE Idyi 7 Gl N
W2 0.03 -0.02 -0.13 -0.38
FH
—E -0.94™ 0.27 0.54" 1.34
ARG -0.94" 0.02 0.80" 0.85
=R -1.18"™ 0.64" 0.15 0.56
VU 4F- 2% -0.17 0.12 0.11 0.31
P51 -0.24 0.40" -0.22 -0.15
SES 0.01 —0.02 0.06* —0.06
JhAE 0.11 -0.42" 0.57" -0.01
A * 444
—EY 0.03 -0.07 -0.85 0.25
ZAER —20.49 1.43" -1.14 -0.32
=AY -1.00 0.28 -0.59 -0.04
V0 4F- 2% -0.16 0.69 -0.75 -0.34
GG 7] 0.13 -0.19 0.49 0.58
A 2 -0.11 -1.12" 1.04* 1.22
FhAE*SES 0.01 0.12 -0.08 -0.08

E: TIRE 0,01 KFRE, RE 005 KT EE, REE0LKTFREE.
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3.2.3. HpE

P 3 Eon A L ki 7 ) A KL 18.8%, il gr AR JLEE S EIT 20.7%, 25 B
[, Logistic BG4 7 ERMN 3, B=0.40, p<0.05. 1% 4 fiw, XFIERAREHATHSE A
TERMNFRERE, A LE E e ) L3 o AT AR T gk A

3.2.4. EF ABIFNKEREE
AT TR B R e R 2 T B B WAas i I A e A IS 2 B K T K L 20 A i N BN SGTE 3R_ B . T
W 0 55 AN 2 A o FE R A 2 5 DG ROR B TE & L R DB XA, DR A AN T B o AT ST R B
M 4 ERTCUEH, A LE ISR EmA JLE, B TA5 AR ASE 2 T o8R8, it
BN LSO B as 1) SRy i T R s, EOMUAE RE S A LB I kR AT JEAAE ) L3E Lo A )L
WAl feE T AU AR, HILES 502 42.9%F1 38.8%, HZERIFAEE, B=0.17, p>0.05. &H LR
25 1 Logistic [A] )53 B 45 BATIRA L (5 4).

33 MAESIEME L EEFBES LHESR

X4 MEZERREERRC ST E AR Sy . DURI R R E, DUE. M. 32 . SESCR
—E)yAfEflAE, UHMAEGE B NATERITERZTREIAS T, SR NE 5. % 5 BR, FH
XFRME A ARG TAE T o FEHIAEG . M. 32 MFRESPHIRGLIGR I f5, & A%t ) L3 1R
Al Sy BRI FAS 2.3, o2 B A (M = 2.00) FHaEph Az L (M = 2.00)ZERMb A 2> F 2R AR R E.
4. 7ig

AR/ NF 1~5 SEL R AE IR AE LB AR MR SR AR BEEAR AT R, &
Flfte s B EREAEE, BETRMMERZ5 AR E 22 S WA R . fERd St gedoiE JLE
PLaE A LEE 3 2 i b ot 540 i,  BLLkaRMUAE LB TR R T A PR, XA — SR HAER
KA IS, AR JLEE T M b e i v T oA ) LEE . X R I AR )L b R B AT 9 9T
A AR A L 2, B A I AR A: )L . iX 5 Cameron %5 A T 7045 5 ) |F-#H /2 (Cameron et
al., 2013).

1.00
0.90
0.80
0.70
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Figure 4. The relative frequency of homo economics types and efficiency-seeking
types across only-child and non-only-child
4. JREIESAE ) LE LT ABA ST RER R SR 2t
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Table 5. Linear regression of altruistic total scores

5. Flft 2RI

B R? AR? F B B t
B—= R 0.03 0.01 0.21"
PE5 . 0.20 0.24 6.21
0.06 0.05 9.84
Wz -0.04 -0.02 -0.40
SES 0.01 0.02 0.33
B A 0.06 0.05 7.94” -0.07 -0.03 -0.64

e TRE 001 KTFEE, fRFE 0.05 KFEE, REE0LAKTEE,

Cameron % AN Z5 18 B KT —AE 5 K I (Cameron et al., 2013). IXAMIF T K FAE TR 24 AT
b, XA T BRI G ER T, X TR R AT T AR AR . BT SR S N AT AR ) L
FIZIBR EN G — 30 .15 Lee BT 755 Cameron 28 N 451841 /£ (Cameron et al., 2013; Lee, 2011).Lee X} 16,000
% 1971~1995 FHAERKHERMIFE KN, KEFLHES FLZHE R E 2D E AL (Lee,
2011)0 MATFLIESERKE . ZHEFER PRt N7 T A7 2. Ktk Cameron 25 A
I 5 AR T Be G HUISCRI AR R BR P . Cameron 55 N BB FTET A% AR 2 1979 EAT /S A, 245 TR 36
AL RN, FEARBA 4 (Cameron et al., 2013). i H. 30 24k EZ T 7 B KRS 45,
SR AT AT E M S ZOE WS R A TIRAR SR (552, Tk, 2012) ATt
B ) R O R KA 2 RO B IR BRI LA T AR o SR AN 0T #8 EAEL B OB RE RN N BRA A e JT IR RE 77
ZHULE 3 B AL, ARASMHES R T XEE] LR AMIA T2 “FIMEhE” ok
() 7] # . Shao 55 NAE—/N S AR B TRE A TR OB ST 3 SCRF 1 RiRHE iR (Shao et al., 2013). AibATTXF 1468
YA 16~20 % HK—HA42 (1995 A7 A tHAR) IR ST R B, AR F AR R R . R IR I
SO FF L B E RS TR MAE P2, HAR RS 4ERE EER £ 5.

Cameron % N\ A= 74 ) 1a) B BR] - [ B R 25 (Cameron et al., 2013). oSz [A] B A4 A 30 AR 8 2
BT Neil 55 A% 4237 44 10~15 % Je [ 22 A 1)1 2R W] 46% R aldh 15 1 BRI IR S (L4 S ik A 5
ER, WRECE B BT 4 3 (Neil & Dieter, 2015). [AIfIE R0 FAESC RARRIEHIIER, ZMREKR
b )L e DL 2 VA T A o AR B R OC R 4T, RIS E = B H] ) A BRiE @ RE /). Shalash 55 A
FUAR T D A R SR B 06 R U 2 5 R LA VA OG, AT ILAE [ i 0% 2 v ik
T BB IR AMAAE LS MBS OC 2 Hh 2K [R) A 1Y) SR (Shalash & Parker, 2013) . Buist % AN 7C 40T K
IO P 1) P Bk 2 5 35O 22 I M (22 RE AR R A A il AT 9 (IR B B ANk, o LB E AR
AR (Buist, Dekovi¢, & Prinzie, 2013).  [A f 8] {4 B0ds 55 & R AT (B S AR AT 9 A i2:47 o) A A=
SRR, BEH R IERE R TR TR REL RN G, [ RAI98 aT LG SME AN 4k i) AT
S, [ BRI U T DA A2 i 3 A g B 4% (Solmeyer, Mchale, & Crouter, 2014; Ji-Yeon et al., 2007). &
W IT R B B 72 S 1R B 0GR 0 T F506F TRy 7 A4 1) 1] AT A 2 A 55 B (Feinberg et al., 2013). Buist 58 A
1E 1670 i =2 R BLT 3 KFIMOC &R AR (RIERBR MRS, & 26.5%, H L #ZE2). R
IR PR, 18.6%). HEBEAIM(FIRIE MR, 5 29.1%), HAAAG R, FEK R RELL
HABPIINTESRE DRI 2680 B3 A, AR T2 AL, R . HIR IR 5 0
W i SR IR AS 5 5 4k [ o ) P 155 e I T /R kb (Buist & Vermande, 2014) . Yucel A [R5 £ i 5 & HL 17 i
BE T A & Y (Yucel & Downey, 2014: Yucel, 2014). X2 Z ¥ EH LR,

AN E K AT Fom i, BIEAEE. AR, 0 ZES. XMim LHEE T —Lf
TSR, AHEAR EBIEHA L (Yucel, 2014). HHARZHEVNMAET LAAOHE EERE, 0
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1) EhnAhSr, B ORI, YA A CRREL 2) SRREZMO0E, e TRZEEHAL
B A, 3) ke T A9 3 SRS BESCZ M tH LI (R B ) 4 2, ST 22 K, DRI 1 AR 40 =
4) 5RXEHEBEZHY), Fo T NSRS, XPEIIRE SRR . Yucel &£ B4
FRAENAIT . [ 8L OBEREEHIE LT TS R T 2 A R 2 5 T ) A i 4 e,
e A JLEELE LA B U5 TH M 22 T A J L2 (Yucel, 2014).,

AU EFEE, WA LEABAIREAT AIREAR AR AR ) L#E 2, B R Sy B T AR A L
) S 25 S 58 4] AR BIA B AR . DG IRATTIA A, Cameron &5 A 1)k L5 i A2 — i 1 25 10
FBIAS YA 7S 1 A A I ACRS A A R B (Cameron et al., 2013). FEEMBESE /NS BRI —A
WAREER, HArRE AR OS5 RIEEF AT BT (H 54011 )5, 2014). (HFREIA DA R TR E 1)
—UUEARS ., HEMAE T L HIM SR & EILER S, BB A T ol 0, B0 RS AR I
BEXSPE 2R Fe it A 2 SN A0

5. it 5R=

FEARBT AR PR SR 2 RgE ., BRIIRT, AR ) L R 7 BAT A A7 B 22
5, HETRMMARZ 5 ARG 2 AR E . et g d oA )L bR A ) L 58 2 i o
SRAL NS, HILARMAE LB E AR T AP, X —sE—. I MERRISEMYIE, maEmk
AU & Ty R bR A A LB . IR LR At i S AR EAR TR A L . Wb
U RFAL AT M EZTE X DAERT AR MR 2 BRI LEE AR ANPRR AR R, OGN ATy
AR S o X UE A LR (R o B B A, DM SR TR L 28 (i L2 e TE B

B “FMREE” 1R BB AR B MMAET LS, REIZENEAFEERNE, ik
MG S B NRIR RS, BEBE IO NEAR . WA EREAT, RITMRKMEINELR 1
PRI I A5 -

E&WmE

H AR 2 RPAEE G E AR OELE A ALEITE T (W H %5 15BSH083); #H MASCHEAL
MR IUH A AT KR ST B IEAT 77 (5UH %65 - 13YJAL190006); 1R E AKINFI 517
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