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Abstract

To define students’ sense of security and parenting way, we explore the relationship between se-
curity and parenting students. Using the Parenting Style Scale and sense of security-insecurity ques-
tionnaire of 210 college students surveying, the results show that students’ sense of security is
negatively correlated with parenting style subscales of care factor and positively correlated with
its control factor, and the correlation reaches significant level. Parenting college students’ sense of
security in different ways analysis of variance showed that there were significant differences be-
tween democratic, authoritative, permissive, and authoritarian respectively. In short, there is a
correlation between security and students parenting style.
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KRBT KRFEEREB R FHARTRETIHERE, HET KREREBREXBEF T A Z AEIK
R BERAXGFRETAERPB)FERMDHRE (RERK - ARERFE) (S-1H%E), X2104
ERRFERN . SRER, KEEAREREXBHEFTASFTERTHRERTEAMER, SHEHEH
TERIEMX, BHXREEEEKTE, HARXRFEFTANREFEREBETHTEMN, GREFRE
RINHEGRBE, BUER, EHBZ BAEREER. B2, REMXBIGFTRNENTETERBER
HFHRER, REEREBEXREGFTAFEMRKR.
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1. 53|

BEAE LG AR B O R, AMTITEAS B33 0 W & IR R, RS 4 A 36 R AN 2 A B 9 B 45 TR
A2 R T VS BARA 2 B B G 43, K A O B (g B 1) R b 5 2 1 R A G
FIMPUR R 5ETE . R —REERAAE 17, 18 B & 23 %, IEAMETFETW, X2 N —4dnmasiy
BEIT A, O3 b A TE G B T SR B IE SE A AP B o DR BRAT T B R S R A O B A
B, WA ORI, RS N4 (7, 2010).

224 % (security) A& X BT B HH IR 0T B A 500 B 1) £ 6 XU R TR, DA B ANMARTE R Ab FEEE IR
AT AR, E BRI AT 5 B (e AT, Mo, 2003). (/] B 22 4t 2 NAEAE 2 2R Vg i
TR IA TR . AR OIFEPNE —ER, AP REMREER RS . Moolt, 15
1(2007)%+ 600 44 KZEAEBATINE, 45RERFRERA ., KEELTIIN SR 5 S0 KA e A ki)
R FEAT 25 FEM o (201 0) 78 R FH 5% B o3 55 T AT oM 3R DA B 2 AL R X 120 44 v R AR AT il 2
Jo, 1FHEER R RIF IR EERE R R A R T b AR AR 22 4 B DA KO AR 6 PR I TG . P WL 22 4 Ik
(7= AL B AN SR JE DL R S BEZ TR R &R e

CBEH IR T I (Parenting  Style) & SCBFIZFR M S BFRAT N X 7L I —F &, X
PAE AR E W, REEEE AT AL, R T 5T ARSI . 70 0h(2003) %5 A\ A 24
RRIRACBEAEL, L REORYT, 5 2 ARSI B8 (R S B D8 - KA M A BE R 77 SN 5 7 B Ak
R LAIE A 22 A R AKE o AR, SCBREMIE B IR nT DME 72 sl . S . AL PEAT IR EEE RN
R 20, o (2001 M = AN 0T, AN ACREEE A —8. AR T 5 BRI TH AR 46 1Y
X AE NSRRI AR K T, SCBRFR T Ao T AR R B R AT EZ SR, 7 LKA
F 1R e PE R .

SCBRBEETT AR KR EEAE A, JCHAE NGB AR . 12 A AR OB R B 3 —
BE, RMMEFERIMREENT Y. ARBTG5 EHIR T AR R, HESN A& H EH X
THE IR R T M, WIEAT T AHSCHIBT . Bowlby (1991) R R E KR EN % TS
KUEA BEEJGEMERMER, PP RE IR I T TE A SO S A HR B Ay — A e Ak, DLIGK
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P&, B T B R [ BXRE— AN 22 418 . German Posada, Amanda Jacobs #11 Melissa IC Richmond et
al. (1999) /B 75 SZRF T Bowlby Al Ainsworth (1991)Fifise, BRI HAFR B X e R E B EEH . ]
FIRFF TS5 R, B T S A P B Ak, BBt R 22 42 I 2 TR I BREE AE A T AN R SO A & sep . BB
TR RN B ) L2 AR R I e P B, S FE RIE IR AR & 1 o 120 S MAR R FA BRI, QB
R RGN SR A EE RV R, HHIXANBR AW RYER), HEa 22 U isem. M
HAE(2004) AR KA AR L fe i, T RUAEAETR AR R R 2 K, SRR G
GEVF 2GR, WX MR Z Rk 3 T IEARE N R E S, BB T MEFR )T
o RHERY, Z2RINERRAA RIBFET A2 FECOMEISZ N, I Z g R, A58,
AERE T R REARME N WP AR R, A2 2 S ARTE — & AR R 2

AHIE FUAE [ A i A 7S DA R [ A AR S 7T 2k b, b7 [ 96 TR 2 AR X B 7 5 oS e 4k
WA 540K, R BIEIRAEE AM T R AT 7. R, MFTEREERE B A, MR%EAN
RARIRBATIEAL, FITF RS ACREEFE T AR FL, O R R E A4 1 55 — AR AL A

2. MR *
2.1. HRMR

DAL PG48 FEAEROR 22 AR R, RISy ERENLAAE, BENLIIIUOR — B R=% % 70 A, Rl &3k
i 210 1. RIYAERR K FAFEL B T IRFEEE A0 T 0 > SEoJ #i R, BORERE . SRRk 210 17 1745,
W IEl 198 4, W [F1 26 94.29%, 043 [l 18 | 24 %, SRS TE 20.96 12 1.31 % Hd 5 4= 88 A (44.4%),
742 110 A (55.6%); K—4FE4K 64 N(32.3%), K44 67 N(33.8%), K—=42 67 \(33.8%)-

22. fiRIE

2.2.1. B FFEHRE)E (Parental Bonding Instrument, PBI)

EATJ5 (9 F SRR PBI A AE BRI (PBI-M) ISR (PBI-F) £ 23 MR H, SRR PERI R TS i =4[
T(RE- S A E. ), RS 0.745~0.858, 43215 %N 0.661~0.844, F (A 0.746~0.941,
BAEBIHIE BUEWMAH, HHREE, 2009).

KT REFR B F7 N R AL VEREAT VDI TE, A PR — S5 A5 PR P 25 255 B She I 5 R Fr ]
SEVERNA RO o X (RS MEAS B a REUTT R, NI B BT BR, M-PBI P — BUMEAS Eh 0.714,
F-PBI MIN#E—EME(EERN 0.673, RUIER IR AT S BT @ R A 5005 SR ik,
THE tH M-PBI Al F-PBI AN B R 1 = AN 7 2 (8 AR AR 7 2 AR R 3, BAABUFRRSE . B2 LBk
B RN EREARG GRS, &EHTHRE R4,

22.2. BHRH (RER - TREREE) (S-1 B%)

TARK - ANEAERES-)HTE R 24K BENST 1942 SRSl 20 vz e, 7
RIS A =3, R iR OB R R S e . RN B EE A e, BRSE, &
ANYEFEELHE 256 NIUH, 3L 75 ANIH, K210 8k, BRRA =400, B 9R7 . “R/7 L A
HRE” . B ERSEERIMIE 090 UL L. FLEEFSIEH#T —HHieEF s, A—H—Hhd
19, RPrA @ H AR R 1570 LR G E A A AEA SR S I A I, OR B

23. MIRF*

2.3.1. HEMFERF
A I E RN AR A, gl FE)E, AT, e .
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2.3.2. GEvtHHR
ST SPSSL7.0 GeiFH Hxt SR HEAT AREE . BT v BRS¢ R MR T 24007 A
BiE. RBOKAENL 0.05, WIEASHRBI, i P (LSRRI

3. &R
3.1 RBFFAHFANEFR - BERER

K PBI SR BESRARAS AR LE L AT IO t A, SR B R 1), BERR%E . ffl S A X
BARREE TR X BRI AERLE.

32. RBFFAAEXFERERELRIEXLIH

M2 &, RENTHZERENMK, EHlH 75 ZEREIEMK, HMGESREZA. 1%
LS EU A TR RE A LR BT BRI, WEERF BT DA o Z R T S H T 2
TARSG, Sl EER 7RIS, HEGERIREACT . XRY, REN A, 2671570
L, KRG, KAREE.

33 FRARBEFHFAXBPAFERERERILR

3.3.1. RBHFHALXBRRIS

T PBI R G54 vl oK A BEFR 1 O 24 DO R e 56 2 i P ], AR SC R A F ), v o6 AR B
18 5% 52 i 2 ) (B T 22 4% ) BR B R, BT 2R, B SE R i Y o AS VR 0K PBI = [H 3R 45 # o
SCHRHEAT I, 4y AIAR O T, I, s E BRI E. D ARE R R T R
BRI LA, AR E S, IR o R K 5 IR — A b 2 bR, A2
B 7 N A 2R A e B m ], ARSSRARIRH], M BAREEh, RIS mim bl (SR 2
HEIAUE AL, BUTR, REBALHIE . RERRRHFE TG B KTFET 27 MEkE, /b
T 19 IR HHIE A K TET 7 hmizhl, N 25F 3 A SCEM A BEEFE )7 ) 4
BHRTET 24 HEKE, MFET 16 MLKE: BHIBS K TET 7 AEEd, MFETF 3 MK
il

AR LA iobRvte, Wi Iml (1 198 443 il AT 127 4 15035 (104593 m] LRI B4 B R 7 2 DU R 2 v
AR —Fh. HpRFEM 36 4y, LHI% 32 4y, WUER 22 4y, BURT 37 4.

332 FRIRBHFARARBENAFERERERER

A TSR S HARAE PBI _EMIG#AT 3, MR ER, BHIR, BUERABURMIIE. 2 X
AR B TR IT IR AR 2 A kAT T 200 B SRR 3), RBFHGR T ONR A, L aY,
BUERRBUS R (R 22 A R AR B e B 25, b Wl T F R R I R M5 5 F Y,
BT R FIBUBR B A7 AE 3 2% 5(p < 0.0001), HAKRHUZMERARE.

34. XBERAFAEXRFEREREL RN EIZH

N T B BRSBTS R AR 2 R ) R R, ATl 2 B E A &, DLSACRE
For 07 A AR A B AT B . a5 R I 4.

AR AL, SR AT AT ARRRE 2.9% A8 5, PRI 5 RT DAMRERE 2.19% 038 5%, P JE T fRe
5.0% 0225, P ERALN B 25 . KR T WSCREI -SRI R il %, fdilib, AR T

T LRI .
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Table 1. Parenting style factor of comparison between parents
1 RBYEFAEFR - BERER

t df Sig. (X{)
SRR FERN T - BERRE N T ~5.154 97 0.000™"
SRR F - Bl E —4.585 97 0.000™"
RSN T - BER BRI T ~5.479 97 0.000™"

p<0.05; “p<0.01; ""p<0.001

Table 2. Correlation analysis of college students’ parenting style and sense of security

=2 REFFHARNERFEREBRLRIEXDH

KFZ KT IR T AT
GARREG N4 -0.183" 0.156" -0.097

“p<0.05; “p<0.01; ""p<0.001

Table 3. Variance analysis among different types of students parenting style of security

73 FAREIRBHFARLBENAFERERNHGEN

175 A df By F R
A[A] 3917.380 3 1305.793 13.056 0.000™
ciElg| 12302.022 123 100.016
B 16219.402 126

“p<0.05; “p<0.01; “p<0.001

Table 4. Regression analysis parenting style on college students’ sense of security
4 REFFHFARNKFE RS REZMAETFH

A A HENTj A= R 77 W R Ty F

AR KEHF 0.033 0.029 6.755"

LA I T 0.025 0.021 4912
“p<0.05; “p<0.01; “p<0.001

4. Wig

AR TR FIEKELE 20 5 7547, SR A VRV A T 42 A BF 32 7 A0 SR BEAT IO t Ry,
R, REHEHTALERDE, BEXE, BHRSE RS TR, RMERIMESEN ST
CPEAN, LERT WHRTHRE L. BREEEGIR TR, RGN R S
BN, TREIERIXFhS SRR M2 RSB T A - BRAZEH REJAAAEREN, 8, 2009).

T B 1) 22 ARG 4y AR B3R 0 s % R I A BEAT AR 407, R I IR T 52 4 I 2 1
M, Pebl 7G5 A R IEAE, BHGER RS, ME L2 RERA R, L% REA TR
DT 1E T AR B AT [ U407, TS0, % DR TV LARRRE 2.9% 0748 5, 12sibi) BB - 7T DAARRE 2.1% 0078 57
TR 5 R [ VA1 3 o X R T A BRI TR AR I B R, PR, R T T i A
oo 57T (015 JERIEE R 2 SO BRI 7% T HO BT BR (X (E, 2011), IXIESR AL EE S 0 F% T 0 7% T 1 75 B A
BAFRR . RERKRE, HQBME TR, 288, ATRENEE. RKEHERENE T
PR AR, AN IR A S (A B R BRI i, DO RS E N, R,
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RANFIR 2 AL B R — ML B RE R, AR A SIS DR TR A — V), A RBEE (T E,
2002). [AIFEER TR SR, SEVF T R FEASLIE, R4 i R I 5 DR AR BE AR . #5772 B el 22 TR R e
B3, MOV R, BEME 1 BRI THE, RN B SR E G, WARFIRA A 2 F R AE
P, BMEE N 7 A CREVERL e BB T R RN INEE .

[z, 2 B TR R m BB X B ) 1% 1 A R 2 B AR FE AR T B ), SCBERALEZ T
HINASARCR], AR M EAUEAR . RS A B SCRER) LB AT TARK SO, (HBNE S|, 52
SRR, A SRR B A IHRACRIVE JE WA, WAREE B Q&R EH X5 R, AES 6
W £ BB, T BT 2R £ 75 A 21 B R RDRE B RO RN S % 7 R SRR ZEER DL T A REHLAR
H7 A EAERE, MEZ T AR, P AERERMERENRERE. X TEZ7 HCRMIFERE, A
BFiLZ T O, WNTARTZ TR, SEXEZ TR RS, 3T 27 REHR N — kit
BEAT P 7 AT o X RS S P15 227 BARARVE RN 45, AR T 22 IR SIS % . R (290, 751,
2009) 4 MA R 2 AR EON B R ZAF 0, B RN AT E R, XA R s 2
T2, — BIXMRIGATOL, AN s 2ol g i, I AR BE 2 AR R AR, O Tk — A
B LA S E ST A TE RIS R, TERCEIEEIR.

AW IR 7R LB RLZ (7] 5 L RIE LT (5, A PRSI ER, 57 WS AERR TR AR,
ZREART TR BIRE GBS . R, F— K Z RIS T LI AR B, K
ok AR R 7 2200 7 R, B BEREVE BRI E . SORTETR B 7 LI RE B 2 RIE X 1
LWRE S E T, DRl T, MBI RS ES TR T . B8, A
FAT AL RAERAEM AR Z N, HANZ 2RI RS/ B SRR Y O e 1 A
WA AR 0, AR SE R U & e O SCREER T AR AR, IR, MR 2 s
P AT ARIE T, XAELLE R SE, AR S, RN b TRAREAKR, 1 H A REHEERX [
BRI HER LRI PREE, DR HE 45 R U A A — 2.

FE5 AR T %A S RO T W e, BOIKFEAE &, WA R 6 B N EEAT 22 2 B0
fiti, JEXTHACRFHEGR T AT BT, IRWE T2 iR A, R, BUN AR I AEANF
FU BN N L 2RISR

5. &g

AW FCTE L KA 2 ARG SRR T AR 7T, 345 T

1) KA RGNS BRI ZR 727K, SEHIE 72 IEHK,

2) WANFIZE AR TT A R 22 A 22 ARG AT T 22 0 AT, A5 R B R IR Rl 5 i 2, AU,
BUERLZ A R 25, REMEER TR HF T &7 IR R4 1% 4.

3) XL BT, GEREY T LN R RS RZM T, Ehiid, AT 7L 2Kk
o REAE LRGSR A R R R .
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