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Abstract

The current study investigated the similarity of social behavior between primary school children
and their friends. A total of 360 primary school children were administered measurement of social
behavior by peer nomination. The results of correlation analysis and regression analysis showed
that 1) Primary school children’s pro-social behaviors were significantly positive correlated with
their friends’ pro-social behaviors after controlled the variable of gender, but their aggressive be-
havior was not significantly correlated with their friends. 2) The subsequent results of regression
analysis respectively control the variable of gender and age also fully proves this point. The re-
sults indicated that the similarity of social behavior between primary school children and their
friends were moderated by the type of social behavior.
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1. 518

EJLE L T, A —Fa 8 R 15 2] BB ORI ey, R R SRR i A AT o] — X
JrxRF, IBEk A (Rubin, Bukowski, & Parker, 1998). A iH & LB M2 b FErh IEH EE K X .
WFFE R I ) LB AP AR R 00 R T S A T ) L3 (AL 208 B, A AT BOACHE o & 22 1 L 28 5 ] g th
SRS N PR HE L AR | JB 45 ¥4I 45 1n] /479 (Bukowski & Newcomb, 1984; Poulin & Chan, 2010; VVéronneau,
Vitaro, Brendgen, Dishion, & Tremblay, 2010). fE/NFREHR IR B AE, X THEFBIEIJLEMAE
T, TR B Bk HZAERH (Newcomb & Bagwell, 1995) .

TEA KRR RO, AR 2 — AN S E B TR 1E A2 o0 RIE ORI 4ERF (1) B A
JE I, ARABAIEAE 25l 22 O¢ ZR AL b S B FR A M R4 A, e 3t R0 A9 98 & (McPherson, Smith-Lovin,
& Cook, 2001). fAfi M Biad: “MIZEE T AH. ” PEBE: “DUSEE. AU ILRE IR,
IR H R 7 XSS AR A R R E . SUbEIR, B AN E R AR (A
TELET Z AR . B, AP TRIAEAF IS . FORFIAE 2B 258 N SURHIE BB A AR E(McPherson et
al., 2001). Hk, JLEMAR AT T BA M RRAT A 28 . tean,  JLE AR I A
UK SEAE 24T N B E4T A 4T A (Knecht, Snijders, Baerveldt, Steglich & Raub, 2010; Liu & Chen,
2003: Phoutul, A0t BRI & FRIE, 2011 J7IE L, 1997). [RIRAdATHEA A EE IR Bk
BIHLLL K 2k B mlt (Altermatt & Pomerantz, 2003; Hafen, Laursen, Burk, Kerr, & Stattin, 2011; Liu & Chen,
2003). fJa, JLEWHEAZHIL B AU FEE, 24505 B SAT AR R AR A E O & (Hafen
etal., 2011; Poulin & Chan, 2010),

LRGP IORIE TR I : 1) 48K 2 80 DA AR AR FE 8T /2 DA 13~18 5 /DA NI AL R
AR WE SN ) LB AR . AR /N LB 55 D EAE XN AR EAAE 25T
AN LR B 2 0 MANERFIE SRR AR, AN ACTE A& EARTE B v A 4E U N I TERHIE SR B e AT, A
NV A R LS (Berndt, 2004; 20K, Whis i & WROLAL, 2008). RIS ACTH 5% 2 R A 4 68 1 A
B 9RasE (Berndt, 2004) . BIUCAEANF AE RSB By, L 5 R FERIARLUE rT R 2 A A RIRE i 2) BLATR
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L TR BRI R &) L 5 A AT B A A8 R, I DASR VPG L3 5 A A 1 AH
itk AW BRI S A QR EAT AR . KA A BRIRE M5 TR S igh Bz )Lz F 0
PERISEMR, LA JLEE W] R 2 A AT 5 A A 2 TR) AR ARABL o DR Uh A a0 308 o KXo B Dy 2 L ) 7 2Rl 2 L
AT XA AE .

S DA/INEE ) LB AR FERT G o I “ BRSO i) 25 (L P o) SRl 2 ) L8 5 A P R SR A 2 AN Bt X R
Tt o AT . CHRGOR” 10 T I LEAL AT NS TE, SR B ARG RS B
HiNEB5) 51247 8 BA BEMM M (Bower, 1960; Masten, Morison, & Pellegrini, 1985; Rolf, 1972,
1976), 1 Cowen 5 N K ILTE & Fhg 4 MWt 7, RABEGORRENEAE 3 G0 LE APl Tl s 5 14
AT BT ARG . BITVFE . bt &0l & 57 (Cowen, Pederson, Babigian, 1sso, & Trost, 1973;
Masten et al., 1985). FEZ M inl &K H R RS2 44 100720, DLBHACY AL S, iRk b 1R — 44 B 5L 4%
— SERRERk % (B HE 4% ) — 5 BRI X — FR v (1  BR o 5N B BT A5 31 (1 42 4% VBt T DA % A A
TEIXSEhRAE LTS5y AR B RS, [FIEEE 4 DL L3 BT re B A4 v A A B2 IR PPAN D il skl 7
SER AR EIVERI S o ffE SR ISR F AR G 2 A AN [ENVA 23 B 55 07 125K 5 42 /N LB 5 KPR A S A 2
A IE P AL 247 E AR

2. ik
2.1 #iR

NG T AT T PR BT /N2 IR Y 3~6 AR5 P ANEE . LRI 390 13 iml 3, 1 Bk oA 28 AR Ik 10 4 AH [F] 1)
3, fJEfe R A4 380 4y, IR N 97.4%. Hf 54 206 4(X =10% 6 M H, s=1.2, F
WiuE: 8 ¥ 54MNHA~13% 441 H), E1744(X =108 5410 H, s=1.2, FEiEHE: 8% 24 A~12
%64 H) A 22.2%0 R 5K 19. 2% KK BEE 2 T RFHH . 6.3% MK SRR H KT R A0,
HARWR B2 T HE
2.2. MERFZE
22.1. JLEHLITANNE

KA CHEGOR” 1) R B A AT . SEIGR A BRG] 7 A5 2 48 i AN R R K
W, EEhEJLECEEMN & W, 1992). n)3&2 LLRAER 4 1007 ORIl & ) LE AL 21708,
BRI — NI E R E AR RS X —IH AN . BATH DR 1 4
7, wEikth 3 A BEEILAR A ERESN T EIrAR RN RIE ARG A R
LECHAThRUEAAE RO Z I H B0 SRIREHC T “XREIIaE " SRR AT AW, &)
AP RE AT AW, ZEITHRINHADN4EE . BMEESH 6 NH. SEitE—45 LirF
T 4357 AV E R SR A 247 WIS AT NI FR o« SRAL 24T AL AT AN EE B o REy
B4 0.94 F10.91, HAlF 1 R 3 447 R B R A AT 5 M3 (4 = 139.2; df = 47; 4*/df = 2.96; RMSEA =
0.074; TLI(NNFI) = 0.968; CFI = 0.977).

222. REHRATHINE

SR Pl B e SR R AR 4 05 30, Ak lolaR R A VR ME R B I IF A, HLBCH A B R 1
HA A — AN R 22 EAH SR A4 R 9 & E S AR AR, X 44 A2 A B SRR B AP . PR GR
439 MR (s =26), mEIA 16 MAHE, FINA 20 Ml AL 0.

R AT AR LEA 2 AT NI R D25 R B 24705 0, ARG DIl AR 2R
M 2AT R AN BRI A RA AT R bR, FIRER T A 1 AR BGE AT v dadR . BN
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A 20 MEARILF KON 0, T LIZ AR i I Ak AT NIRRT SRR AR . W R SR AT NI GE T
i, A3 2aR 0 360 4 .

2.3. MEMFER

BRIP4 BRI, ARG A0 AL AT S IVE R B I . SR P At I R T 3G
YRR HATINE . SCREECR KT B SRR S 3R A

3. GREHH

N T FEE)LEMNAAEA AT EROHEL, THE 7 AT R S S A2 B SRS bk
BRI, “07 Forb, “17 Forig. BIAEW KA AR REOH AR A R SIS T

31 BXEZEHEX

T, MORHTI A SRR /N LB SR AT NS AR ISR AL 2 AT R A AE 2 2 TR TEAH DG (R
WA 1, FRE). HIR, Z5RERUNELEREA ST NS LB MR R B, Bl M et
AT N ER T B A FRJLER KSR SAT 8 S ) LE R B B G, BRI AR AR
HEThES T B4 BT/ LE LKL REREEAE ST RS JLE R, ) LE S KRR
ST R Z IR DR AT BESZ 2 L LRI REm o Rk B TR S AE s f] ) LE A AR R s FILE S K
FEIISRAL 24T A Z T AR DG R 8, 45 S A B 25 2 1] (14 4R AH DG AR 9K 2 % (r(357) = 0.20; p < 0.001)

Rt 24T AL, N LB I BGEAT A S KA B AT N IAAEAE 3 EA DG . RIS L K
PRI BCHRAT NS LB WA B A G TERE D LE M AR B SR T, LES KRBT N
8] A AR 15 A 42 2 (r(357) = 0.09; p = 0.102)

3.2. FREXHFHAATANILEFREATARNETER

N T BN LB SRR SRAL AT N LR R R E R, ORI SRAL AT R
TAR R, L ASRAL AT N E N AR, CLAERAE NI A S, 34T 2 A M. BAREERLTR -
B EZ MR 5 R O e RAER AT AR SR A AT s =R E O A TN AL B S A
R RO FERAE AT, W 2 R, SRR HTIEE R B AR TR R e, AR
AL AT FIUIRBEAT LTI /N2 ) LE I SRAL AT e RIS ACRESRAL AT 9 5 A8 ELIUB N AN 2. %
VLR RAL AT U L AL 2 AT A TR P AE /DN 2 B BOAMFAE SR IR 22 7
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ULFIE 79 B2 /N2 L 15 PR B A AT AR B AR 25 . DU BRI B AT A
TENTRMAS R, LR RBEAT E RS i, DUERIE A A &, HEAT 4RI . Bk
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B2 ER x IR A, W05 3 FiR, SHZNTINGE R, fEfh 7SR, KW
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Table 1. The correlations of main variables

1 BERLEEMEX

B3 & 1 2 3 4 5
1 M5
2 i -0.08 -
3t 0.19™ 0.01 -
4 Yk -0.34™ 0.03 -0.08 -
5 R pEES 0.22™" <0.01 0.24™ -0.09 -
6 R P M -0.55™ 0.02 -0.05 0.26™ -0.19™

TR 0,001 KTFEE

Table 2. The moderator effect of age on peer’s prosocial behavior and children’s prosocial behavior (Hierarchical Regres-

sion analysis)

2. FRERFFHARANTANILEFH LT HIBRTER S ERYAS )

W T AS B B t p AR? AF
a7 P51 0.196 3.789 0.000 0.039 14.353™
W TEH 0.153 2.924 0.004 0.041 7.8307

FRe 0.012 0.242 0.809
KA 0.205 3.943 0.000
H= 5 0.147 2.808 0.005 0.005 1.855
GR 0.015 0.291 0.771
AL 0.206 3.967 0.000
KSR x 4R -0.069 -1.362 0.174

ok

VE: TR 0.001 KT R E

Table 3. The moderator effect of age on peer’s aggressive behavior and children’s aggressive behavior (Hierarchical Regression

analysis)

73 FRERFREMITANLEREHTABETER G ERYIS )

IR oA B t p AR2? AF
i P51 -0.352 -7.108 0.000 0.124 50.519™"
iy 5 -0.297 -4.975 0.000 0.007 1.336

RS 0.012 0.233 0.816
KA 0.098 1.644 0.101
B P -0.295 —4.944 0.000 0.000 0.144
FRe 0.011 0.229 0.819
FALBLL 0.099 1.658 0.098
KAV xRS -0.019 -0.379 0.705

i TR 0.001 KT R

BE TNF)LE S KA AT ERE . SRR BUE R TR R 2 )5, N LIS R
AT N EAAAERZ R EANSS, MAESEAT N EMRARZ . @ R EVTIE 1R 24T R
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BRI )LE B ORISR AT, I HRIL T N LE S KRR AL 2T 0 BRI A R 2 R .
[F) Bof 225 SR 2% BH AP SO AT N TC iR T /N 5 LB I B AT . XS g SRS/ LB S AR A AT
N ERIAAE 3241 24Ty RIS, FESRAL AT A EAFAEARME, AR B 47 0 EARRAEAN ] 2 .
A LAT AL SR /N ) LB S AR AT N B AR 2 B S AR (IS B 2 IH55) %+
AR AT AN B T2 H P BB — AN o SRRSO 54 AT AL RIS EEAEAT, TSI
TAT T AR IS BERIVTAR o AFF 70 AN R ) LB 5 A A 2 T R AR 2 48 R 3% % (self-selection) #l1
[ £ 44 2> fk (peer socialization)iX i MR AT BRI (Ellis & Zarbatany, 2007; Kandel, 1978). HFiEFSEHIZ
JLEERS B A ILERE SR BE), HF A AGH. R IR R E R RS,
R EHE), HAHFEW, BEE N AR AA, AR B AT 5 AR5 S AR AL T 7E B FRik %
AR e A I R, SCBERNSE T R A0 E A T T 2onf J LB 5 A PR AE AL 24T v B IR 7= AR 5
o, SCRERIZE M B I Wr 2 5 J LB ACE Y 1 3R 1% 4% . Paterson AT Sanson IBFFLE ], SCB)
(#5777 2CRT LTI ) L 26 78 AR I AL 22581 507, i gt B3 A BRI AR AR G Al B T L )L 3 5 )
PERIARMRAZ A (Paterson & Sanson, 1999). [RIBNfE2EREE 5N, IAES AR —MEEMI SR, XN T
JLE L LA 5 R R AR AL (4138 77 AR B 7 B EAE A . B XM e, BUME SR ST st g [
JUE R [RAEAT ST I A S AT AR 2O S 05, 0T I 3 T Ao 75 2 [ (e 2 4% 7 B0 [ 22 9 (Hamre &
Pianta, 2007; Luckner & Pianta, 2011). X BRFIZ N2 K )| Bk A SR AL AT AR I N, A ZE
EFRA YT RN 15 )L EIEEE S B A NIRRT, 2 DL J7 FE SR+ 247 9 B AR AL
bRE, WA DEBGEAT A B RIARE bRtk o JCIR,  SCRERISE T A5 4 Bt 2 52 e ) L 26 1 [ £ 44
2o SCBEFIZUTNS S AL 24T NHEAE BRI BEFNDEAT, DR ARA 122 5] SR Bl J L 28 234545 A 2% 5] R A
MISRAL AT o T SCREAN UM BUi AT RIS BE RO VPAN UL VAR 1), At AT T2 BEL LRI 2 IE ) L3 0 APk Bt
AT NIRRT 2] o R AL BERI S TR AN [F] 4k 22 A7 9 (R A0 8 40 Wi e e xof )L 2 1 FRE B30 ) A Ak 23 A X 7
AR REE, AR LM AL SR AL AT O EAFAE R B ARARL, T AE BGEAT Dy B AR AN B .

4.2. KWHINMESHERE

RAEFAPE R ¥ (Homophily Hypothesis)$g i, @it B FIEFEA RIS AN SR, JLES AT
IS AT AN T HEBL(Ellis & Zarbatany, 2007: Kandel, 1978). i S5 ft) &5 Bk FEABAM: B i At 1 3k —
WM TR . TR RIS LE S KAEEAL AT 8 B RAR B 2 AL AT N . fEAER AT
AN E AL AR R T, N LE A AT A EA IR B 5 At TARAL, T2 3t aATh
KA EEW . JLES KA RS, A T FAH 2 S AR BB BRI AL AT, TR
> Fe B S R B AP B AT R, BT CIRRER, BRERLE” PSR, X4 R Wi
INSCBERIZENT, AR/ B FARO %7 T 58 A RAT A B AR S A i b B A AL AN RAT . 1
JOL 1% B N R B T AR A 2 AT T A W AR (I, 515 R Rl P T 2R R ) R AL R
AT, BHIERIA IE £ 70 A AN RAT A RIS R 2% 5T

DMERF TR 13~18 & H D RAEAMUAES R AT R b, TR AT (i . i R0) B A2 7E B
RIAHEAPE(Knecht et al., 2010; J7IE L, 1997). XFLESEIRMEEIR, W LAE )L 5 R HEAE v AT 9 B AR
WPERLTAFEF S LI ZES . 2L, AT AR, M2 T EEY, AT A
R RALR . A a7 i Bt — D 2 ) AT AR B S A a5, IR AT 8 22 R R iR R

HE&mHE
AXHITLE BRBIFESER, WHS%S: LQ12C09001.
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