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E]Eﬁliﬂ?ﬁﬁEQE%HﬁfLéEEﬁiAk&Eﬁ%§naﬂ:%tlximikﬁﬁﬁfjb( EE%, 2005).
T T ILE AT R YD ER A SR SAT IR R, (B0 P AR R
L RARD o AT 47 10 e mP I BORE AR A B L B L 50, b AT T A o R A
S 2 7P A — BEAN[R] o IR 200F IR AT BIF I AR T 9 A
ST U AT RO A1 2 068 B S5 (] b 2 AR 2R A 2 AT D0 BT B35 I AU (7852, 2014); Mk
() — 28 NAR A I M B 2R AL AT VIR BN &PA T, 2010). FRBAT 92 32 B AR5 B AU RE M,
B E AR TR L. KLAERRA AT N S SR BRI R 2, SRt 24T 8 54 KSR
2 BAT 535 AR SR R AR (M S 2014). FENGET T BoRAL AT M — S5 BURM ARS R st Fe b, R
BOA B A HBGR A AT 9 BRI R AT, 2011). DMEMIBT FUR B SR AL AT A 5 AR A7 AE — € 1Y
FHRIGFR, — L NAR AR BT A 4R RE AT DO At N 2R AR 22 4T D 5 v A8 TR0

gR P, AT WK SRAL AT AR R L R A IR AR (XL, 2014) . R AEAF AT 47
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A, B FE AT DO B B 4 AT S ISR R IR A SR S R R, IR R AR A
AR A BT LU BRI By o R, ASHITFU R 22 H AR AR b AR I SR AL 24T o 8 ) R AE AR
R PR S AR DA S W 3 2Z TRV DR, DA P FSRAL 75 e b S 2 AT ™ A 5

2. W
2.1. WARERE

1) HFETERZE T RIS EE LB AL G L m, &
REAFAE R E IEA G RO SRR AT ) Kbk Ry, NSRS ik B
R AN B 25

2) WP ERMABE S, B3RP DO LT b P O SER e R
SRR S AT KRR T A P O A
22. IRFAZE
2.2.1. Hzxts

ARV E R A BENFE R v, s — A s BEALIMEL 320 LR, RIUR B IEE,
K320 13, B 307 43, HiArAg #al 5 300 4, T
222. fIRI AR

AU FC IR NI T N 252 e v A AL
ERMFERK AR FREE,

A2 AT 0L v W NG 5 Rt EBRERCIEL, 2014), AR
A8 FH 1% 1) 45 2 20 = L N TAT AN : RN BarE. AP, B, 7
bt BE4A . A f ) 45 § FERUET, FE0 T TEEMBE IR, 2888175
17 SR R I 85, H BRI a REKIN: 0.75, 0.83, 0.63, 0.73, 0.64, 0.63,

Table 1. i of §emographic variables of high school students (N = 300)
=1 5% (N =300)

AN# "okt
B 100 33.3%
B 100 33.3%
B= 100 33.3%
L1l 156 52.0%
5
e 144 48.0%
T 167 55.7%
P
KA 133 44.3%
B 192 64.0%
ME T4
7 108 36.0%
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AWK “RKI” A& EF(Big Five Inventory, &k BFI)HIZEEE 40345 Costa 1 McCrae T
1992 g, HICRE T ERERG LR TR BRI . BRI AN ERAR, ZERGYER
W —EEE AT 0.75 £ 0.89 Z [A(FMIE& T K—, 2014), HAMEME. BAME. TR, L. T
PESE AN BN — SIS EE 2> )8 0.7378. 0.7235. 0.7943. 0.7953. 0.6653 (%:4i7KI, Lin Chongde, ¥
=, Ding Li, &2 A2, 2008), Z5HUFH K AN EREA LB tE(ErE &, 2010).

2.2.3. BiiBa-H
A5tz F SPSS19 for Windows A X Bt B AT A0, B0 RN 7 A7 REAS t A L[R2 22 07
HT(ANOVA) LA K B V53 BT 55 T5 1%

3. RS54
3.1. ShEFHSITAMES AMSIFREEKEE RS T (R 2)

HE 2 Bonal g, mrp AR S AT bR AR 5l 74.78, v JEEEIER =N
XS AL AT A IR B AN YRR S A, R A AR B A X AN P AT M=
AN 2 ) 22 BE A /0N 5 ) BSR4 A T 7 A 4 B 1) T 3900 R Tﬁ1ﬂ NP R ()15 73 B AR
SHAFA S R, R AR S R A R B

B 3 R, XK AN ) 2B R AT Rl o3 B wh o] sy o AR AR VP ST 35 432 190.30.
MK T N T TR &N LERE R T, w38 78 SR 14 4 B2 15 ﬁﬁﬁ@%ﬁ%ﬁ,EEAﬁ AT
CIXPRAYERE E RIS 5> 5 M B 4 i, ALz i

Table 2. General situation of pro-social behavior ten igh school students
= 2. BPEFRMEITAMEER
N L ON] ¥IE brifE 22
N 300. 11 6.65 1.478
Bk 0 14 10.66 1.954
AT 0 19 12.36 2.562
6 20 12.85 2.542
8 22 15.70 2.845
9 28 16.56 3.345
47 107 74.78 10.156
eneral situation of personality traits of high school students
W/ ME S ON: ¥IE bRz
1 EE 5 300 16 57 34.88 6.232
FHIE 300 25 73 37.67 4.258
T 300 25 83 38.99 6.672
AMER 300 24 74 40.21 5.665
HAME 300 22 52 38.55 4.465
KENER A EE 300 162 239 190.30 13.761
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321 BREFHSITHHRNEANERKE

M 4 BBEE T, BB, e, R, EAMEIUAYEE EIRRA R EEER.
SRTAE ATTPE . FABAE AL AR SR it AT il EAFE R E S £ B ek U E B, 5
PORAERREE A4 VR — MR/ T Lol 2 oh, HAt AN ERE R T 2ok, A1 A AT
it i J i 95 k49 0 W S B v

322 BHEERHSTRARNEORTER

Mz 5 WLATR, 7S KT, SRR AT TE AN L
SRR L, SRS DR R A T, A g 4T A3 e T
FR P TR, (L RAEROME . B 44 PE AP L B 1
BT IR LR

3.2.3. BHERTAMEFLRUHRTRIAREERR

MG 6 ATLMS Y, REMA T 2 AR BV —4E 2 EAPAE B AR, ERRIE TR — 4k
FEA AR BEAR SRAL AT o) E A AE BB ZE S NI EARE Eokar i, ARMA 7 AE R b . 1
LEVERN A TP = AL LLRCRAT AT a7 B
BEWE=AEE BT AR A T &,

33 BPEFHSITAEMES ARERE

Table 4. Gender differences in pro-s@@ial behawior tendsricies of high school students
=4 BREFERITHE

brifE 2 T8 P 1
2.141 1.768 0.080
1%
2.630
1.490 0.711 0.480
'3
1.621
L 16.45 2.539 3.380™" 0.001
% 14.89 2.789
" 5 16.94 3.235 1.739 0.084
% 16.15 3.220
5 12.81 2.470 2.659" 0.007
NTFHE
% 11.87 2.359
5 10.40 1.817 -1.228 0.221
Py=lis
% 10.94 1.920
o 5 76.21 9.070 2.438" 0.018
AL ST N
% 73.23 10.464

vE: "B P<0.05, THIP<0.01, "EI P <0.001 (FA).
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Table 5. The type of registered permanent residence differences in pro-social behavior tendencies of high school students’

5 EPEFRHRATANEEN A OXBER

P ¥IfE bRtz T P{H
W 12.92 2.475 0.329 0.743
THeE
ek 12.76 2.440
il 6.34 1.554 -1.879 0.062
YN
AT 7.04 1.559
W 15.90 2.724 0.722 1
Flfth
Ak 15.44 2.781
i) 16.20 3.091 -1.446 149
AT
bedi) 17.01 3.307
il 12.56 2.652 0.372
AT
Ak 12.10 2
i) 10.72 0 383 0.957
fy=tia
ek 10.58 1.908
il 74.01 10.224 0.341 0.804
AL AT I ER
AT 7
Table 6. The family differences in pro-social behaviofy gh school students
6. BPFEFHRITAMERREER
PR 2 T1E P
2.364 2.108" 0.036
2.479
1.640 -0.740 0.462
1512
2.553 1.323 0.188
2.901
3.125 -0.607 0.545
3.333
2 12.42 2.627 0.826 0.411
AT
7 12.25 2.293
2 10.40 1.881 -0.937 0.351
Bk
7 11.12 1.877
=8 75.01 9.993 0.586 0.558
AL AT A R
% 74.37 10.087
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Table 7. Correlation analysis between pro-social behavior tendencies and personality traits of high school students

R BPEFHRANTARRS A RBX SR

U5 AMai 2 FFctE A T
PN Person H 1k -0.018 0.172" 0.008 0.015 0.222"™
19t B P GUU) 0.795 0.013 0.904 0.826 0.001
Person A 2% -0.113 0.176" 0.034 0.053 0.176"
1/ 26 1
525 1t (XUA) 0.104 0.011 0.625 0.451 0.011
Person 1k 0.008 0.105 -0.062 149"
YN
2 (L) 0.914 0.131 30
Person A%< 0.028 0.112 1063
)i
U 0.693 0.108 0.364
Person Ak 0.022 0.096 0.176*
Ean
ERevC)) 0.748 0.170 0.011
Person 1k 0.011 0.099 0.112
NI
T2 L) 0.870 0.188 0.109
Person 1k ~0.050 0.0 0.179™ 0.291"
Ak
e ACV)) 0.473 0. 0.010 0.000

BB LT o 5 6 4 4 7 7 525 1) T
ammMﬂu;%m@ﬂﬁAﬁs%%ﬁ%ﬁ}ﬁy
T N S P )

4. 71ig
4.1. BPREFEHSS

.
IR AE L PE A T SR SL R 2RI N A R, AR S A 2 AT A A T LR R e AR
TN 107 43, A 263 A8 K FEEET 60 43 (B3R5 ul 23~115),

RIS RN, EERZERMFIAE, BANE, WAL, XHEE 5 AR 21T,
B, WERALCZHR, EEKIMESERAE, e KRR, ABE T 8 A sa s e o
HEARMPR ., Fln SR E AR, G T RS RIS, SEEER IS P AR SR
SRAL AT N
B=, MEFRELFACTRSE S, FIEBH R BAESR, R EZ S RIS RS2 8T KT
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o b AR — SRR AR AN T A REABURT KU AR A0 o 3K B A 50
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I (AR 22 S B /b o AHR T P R s AR s ok
WER 1y, i AT P 10 ) vy v A B R 5 A oA AT B
T P R AR SR L R BT DA TR AR 2 X A
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B FEBEAT s BB 2 RN ) 0 LD, ARSI ST R AE 2 A e RIABE 47 5, HIBSZ AR
ERIATT L 27 R, — BB R HZR BN B S5 A, — & E B kAt =
I oatE . M ARSAE T A RO TE S BE PP AR AR B S S A0k, SCBER T L M A A LT =
AFASE L, PEAK TR B A BAT S I P AR E T Lo BB AT il 22, DL S BRI 7 LRt &
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BRI SR O SR VEAE AP AE B Z IR R SUROAIRME 2L M IEMOCR R £ P < 0.01
FIACT L, AMBUMAN BN 558 SRR AT AR R IR R K & £ P <0.001 FK T B, 534E
O SRR SAT A BRI RE K IR RR R, SRR SR A B E I IEM R R . BRI
ERIRIRR RS, FIRBIHRYEE L MIAFEAEAH R R R o AE TSR TR T, AMBTR T DU SR AR 24T
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KRBT P ST LAk AN BN 28 PR AR S R SRAL AT N B B TR OR, 10 AR b ) A
YEPEX AL AT NEA —ETRE . BARK TR 5t b Fefth 1O 4 5 B AR BF I TN (HR KT
N —Be YR 55 AT AR B AR R IC 2R, W] DO SR AT ik 2 B L SRt gl
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