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Abstract

Objective: This paper discusses the relationship among parental rearing patterns, moral identity
and prosocial behavior of college students, and the mediating effect of moral identity. Methods: A
total of 280 college students in Hengyang Normal University were investigated with the question-
naire of parenting style, moral identity and prosocial tendency. Results: 1) Parental rearing pat-
terns, moral identity and prosocial behavior of college students are significantly related, and pa-
rental rearing patterns can predict prosocial behavior and moral identity in different degrees. 2)
Moral identity plays an intermediary role between parental rearing patterns and prosocial beha-
vior of college students, while moral identity plays a complete intermediary role between father’s
severe punishment and prosocial behavior, and plays a partial intermediary role between moth-
er’'s emotional warmth and prosocial behavior. Conclusion: College students’ moral identity is re-
lated to parental rearing patterns and prosocial behaviors, and moral identity plays an interme-
diary role between parental rearing patterns and prosocial behaviors.
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Table 1. Correlation analysis between parenting style and moral identity of college students
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Table 2. Correlation analysis between parenting style and prosocial behavior of college students
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Table 3. Correlation analysis between moral identity and prosocial behavior of college students
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Table 4. Regression analysis of parents’ parenting styles on prosocial behavior and moral identity
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Table 5. Regression analysis of moral identity to prosocial behavior
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Table 6. The mediating role of moral identity in father’s severe punishment, mother’s emotional warmth and understanding
and prosocial behavior
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