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Abstract

Objective: To explore the relationship between parenting rearing pattern and peer acceptance, as
well as the mediating role of social behavior of the urban migrant juvenile. Methods: A sample of
352 urban mobility junior students was investigated by the short-form Egna Minnen av Barndoms
Uppfostran for Chinese, Class Play Questionnaire and Companions Nomination Questionnaire.
Results: There were significant differences between genders in parenting rearing pattern, social
behavior and peer acceptance. The emotional warmth of parents positively predicted the proso-
cial behaviors (8 = 0.09, 95% CI = [0.03, 0.14]; B = 0.07, 95% CI = [0.02, 0.13]), and indirectly in-
fluenced peer acceptance by the mediating role of prosocial behavior; the rejection of parents and
the overprotection of mother positively predicted the social withdrawal behaviors (B = 0.16, 95%
CI = [0.07, 0.26]; B = —0.14, 95% CI = [0.05, 0.24]; B = 0.16, 95% CI = [0.04, 0.29]), and negatively
predicted peer acceptance (f = -0.04, 95% CI = [-0.07, -0.02]; B = -0.04, 95% CI =[-0.07, -0.02]; B
=-0.04, 95% CI = [-0.07, -0.01]), and indirectly influenced peer acceptance by the mediating role
of the social withdrawal behaviors (f = -0.04, 95% CI = [-0.07, —0.01]). Conclusion: The urban
mobility juvenile could get more peer acceptance by prosocial behaviors with positive parenting
rearing pattern, which might be negatively influence by social withdrawal behaviors with negative
parenting rearing pattern.
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1. 5|8

KA 5B TR H R “ Kl &%, AT F MBI i 8 i > 4 I HOR KR RS
I RN T D Bt 5 T AR (B, BRI, ORISR, 2013). Bh T DA G Bk
St R AR T AL A R A R IR BN T 2D 5O A B S A AP A ([ 7 /D AR A 5 0 R
41, 2008), FEfFRERZEZWMRNTE DEMBIUT A 20, LFE, SEEEE, 2017).

A FR G R (ecological system theory) 2183 7 JLE M EH /D E R BV AESWH A, ESHTHE .
OEYRTT . Gl RESEREFWESRY . ARG R T OMEEF ANREMS, KE. ¥
FAL PR ST D AR ) SO R R E ZL A E, T /D AEAE R R R L O B R 1) AT DLad e
DEHRG RKENSE . EAREE N FRIEE B B 337 O BE PP A1 T Fl(Wozniak & Fischer, 1993; X7,
F 2 2009).

LRPERRH DT R EEN 2R, BRERRAHEE M ER St 8s 72, 25
SHELFHSUKENREENER, FEHEF DAL STAP IR Bt B, Bah. H8ERS
B A7 S5 AL 2 AT NRR AL, RS S N BR S A R R4 ), 2008). BIFFL R IAT it 3l 5 /0 4F i 25 Ik
A ABRAGSRAL 247 NI R A, I A BE S 5 im0k T oR Ak 2 SCRF AT DU ESE AL 24T (BB 81, 2277, 2012;
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JTAE, T, 2019). FfERREE DFEN AR ABRRR, AN RHSAT 2 m 5 A0 R IR
A, BT R AN A S AT O B TR L)L T DA AL AT ) R A g e A B RN . T
DR B CERKE R TRLLE, TBNRS RAESAERESR, it aid@Nae iR RS NSk
JR(VRIRER, 0%, 2Bz, 1995)0 X TRBNEDFRUL, [FAEIC RS R0 FH RIS R G o 221
R RO, kAR, e, 2013), REFHEEELN AT LRI 30 75 D> 48 1 SME 1) AT R (SR 0K
T, KL, FKH, 2020).

DA A IR T30 /D B S0 T X —BEAR B OB ) B O A B ey, Sz VRS RG A FEN K
JEBFET A AT RN E RGO R RS . AT LAY B B s & D AR N R, R R g R
T NG FEEREAA G R, DAL ST NEE RS R B, N RGTT AL S EE ST T ks .

2. WRE57HE
2.1. MREMR

103 1 3 — 2R 3l T BE AT LR BN = BRI sl & D S 1 RS, TEW)— BIW) = RS LA —
ANPEBAT FEREN G, U [El G 200 3 352 17, R FEYER N 14.67+£0.66 5, HA B4 192 A, 4
160 N, JAEFL 95 N, dEMAEF L 257 Ao

22. ARTEHE

1) #7308 BF# 7% 7 U A 4+ SChi(the Short-form Egna Minnen av Barndoms Uppfostran for Chinese,
s-EMBU-C) (#4242, S, J 0555, 2010) 0 04 15 ERIERE S5 AR =37, it 21 AIiH,
VY sic sy, SACRERA Ao EARBFLH, 1ZER & KRN — 80 R ECT8 0.83.

2) HEZ AR A4 (Class Play Questionnaire) (G, FRAER, 1992)4 Nt &47 8. 1BSiiT N W
AT N 3 AT, i 18 ATH, BRI, R TED “RFE7 AL, T
SR =AE T ErA B E A BSMEE ), D7, R, 2015). EARBFLF, =ANYERE A
—HE R B 0.84. 0.86 F10.83,

3) [A 44 1745 (Companions Nomination Questionnaire) (5/H, 4=1F 2, 2517, 1994)KH [H £k
RRAMWITE, WERLRACT “BER” M “RAER” 13 MY, LRGN “RER” M

CERAENR BIRR AR, B CRERT AR EUE R CRA BT KRR BB (IR, RERTT,
IR, 2015).

2.3. BB

KH SPSS22.0.0 X &AF B AT R G vH A A Al 22 kA e, FFar i &R R RIAH R R, KH
Hayes %45 f] PROCESS 75 (1A 4)xi 2247 Ay % 4k FEAE S BEH R 77 SR LB 5 R AR OC R K A 3L
M AT RS, PROCESS % H H i 2242 IE 1) bootstrap 7772, U BAS XA A 0, TIZE B TR 5N
#, Rz, WRBEXETEH 0, WAL A 2.3 (Preacher & Hayes, 2008).

3. &R
3.1. XFEFERERE

SR B B VR B ol T e S EU R 5 A R 22 RO, AR R 2 S USR] Harman HLRIE
RIES L AT R Z AT AR I, T RER ], RN T 1 MBI 3EE 4 4, Hss— BT
FEAS S BN 29.83%, /INT 0% FARAECH 1, Jearse, 2004), WHIIEEDT i m 2 A .
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3.2. REHFHN, HTASRAEREADFEE FNERLER

RAMSLAEA ¢ KU AIN T 2, A SN — 2R M FEEERTT A 2T 8 5 R it
TR, ARIE 1. ZAERZISCRIE RS T B4, SORRES . R SREERIES
T HAE WAERFRASAT NEZE ST A, BETEEIRT N4 MESIEME T LES2E B2
AAEE.

Table 1. Differences comparison in demographic variables of parenting rearing pattern, social behavior and peer acceptance

®1. REHFAN, ARTHESRHRNEAOFLTE ENERILE

S 7 t MAE 2 s t

S i 15.93 +3.64 16.79 + 4.19 -1.979 16.07 + 4.07 16.40 + 3.86 -0.656
RAE L 1037 +3.17 9.51+291 2.519° 9.44+3.29 10.17 +3.00 -1.867
A3 {4 12.15+3.63 11.22+3.64 2307 11.13+3.55 14.44 +£3.69 -1.737
RENE IR 18.12+3.91 18.88 +3.84 -1.755 18.50 + 4.41 18.45+3.71 0.099
BHE 10.20 + 3.37 9.52+2.88 1.950 9.68 +3.43 9.97 +3.09 -0.727
B 13.11+£3.43 12.53 +3.47 1512 12.57 +3.92 12.90 +3.28 -0.325
Yt A 0+1.21 0+0.56 2.445° 0+1.16 0+0.97 0.670
BHIITA 0+0.79 0+0.51 0.033 0+0.26 0+0.76 -0.819
AT N 0+0.04 0+0.54 -5.341" 0+0.40 0+0.49 -1.031
[ f Bz 0+0.39 0+0.74 -1.718 0+0.37 0+0.61 -0.286

H: RR p<005, TEKEp<001, TR p<0.001, FH.

33. REBFAASHEITA. REEANEXIH

KH Pearson BIZEM SRR ACEEHGR 7 s 4RI L A AT NS HEIE 5 R PRI A R G R, SR LR
2. AT N EACRIELE . SORS ERY . RERIEAL . R BRI R MG, 5 RN R A 2
Fi BHAT NGO BERIEA . BRI R B MR, SRMERMEZF NG, R TN
SRR AR RGRRR . [FIPERONR 3 IR, R RN S SRR 1B G IR 2 35 IEAH R, SRR
SaESSUNESVSANE iV P

Table 2. Correlation coefficient of parenting rearing pattern, social behavior and peer acceptance

2. KEHFARASHRITH. FHEANBEXRYK

Kbt N BTN AT N [ P40

SN R IR 0.02 -0.03 0.19” 0.13"

RAE L 0.17" 0.19" -0.10 -0.21"
Ak R AR 0.12" 0.10 -0.04 —0.14
{7 SRR IR -0.04 -0.07 0.16™ 0.11"

BHEZ 0.19™ 0.16™ -0.10 -0.20"
B R e 0.19” 0.14 0.02 -0.15"

[ fE 42 -0.08 -0.18" 0.45" -
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3.4. HTAEXBHEFARSEHERNE0PNTBRELE

RN G T . 730 AR NS /D AE AR IS B IE 5 BRI IR E A B AR, RIEEGE N
Ak, SEASATIVE TR BT O, GRILE 3. Tshi DA SE T BGR IR 5 B S IR RE W] LAy
SIIE A TS24 (B = 0.09, 95% CI = [0.03, 0.14]; B = 0.07, 95% CI = [0.02, 0.13]), BRI B BE i =)
PR B B G222 3 SRS AT ] LLUE R B R 45(B = 0.09, 95% CI = [0.03, 0.14]), K]
TR AT AR SN T D ARG IR R 5 RN . RESERS BARRR 5 Rt Regh 2 (R 2 52 & A VEH

Table 3. Mediator effect of prosocial behavior between emotional warmth of parents and peer acceptance

3. FHRITHERX BB S FEHEME R P N AR

FAATA [P AN
B SE t Bootstrap 95% CI B SE t Bootstrap 95% CI
RIERGRE  0.09 0.03 3.09" [0.03,0.14] 0.01 0.01 1.19 [-0.01, 0.03]
T AT 0.15 0.02 8.78"" [0.11,0.18]
51 344 0.68 5.08" [2.11,4.77] -0.17 022 0.78 [-0.60, 0.26]
R? 0.03 0.21
F 9.55™ 42.25™
BRHERERE 007 0.03 263" [0.02,0.13] 0.01 0.01 0.95 [-0.01, 0.03]
AT A 0.15 0.02 8.88"" [0.12, 0.18]
51 349  0.68 515" [2.16,4.83] -0.17 022 -0.75 [0.60, 0.27]
R? 0.02 0.21
F 6.90" 41.92™

Table 4. Mediator effect of withdrawal behavior among rejection of parents, overprotection of mother and peer acceptance

4. BETAERSESR, §RIERIPSEHZENEHNH AT HUNRE

BTN [l P40
§ SE t Bootstrap 95% CI B SE t Bootstrap 95% C1
&R 0.16 0.05 3.447 [0.07, 0.26] —0.04 0.01 -3.30" [-0.07, —0.02]
BEEITH —0.04 0.01 -2.67" [-0.07, —0.01]
5 040  0.89 0.45 [-1.36,2.16] 0.30 0.23 131 [-0.15,0.76]
R2 0.04 0.06
F 11.84" 11.06™
BEAR A 0.14 0.05 293" [0.05, 0.24] —0.04 0.01 -3.30" [-0.07, —0.02]
BEEITH —0.04 0.01 -2.67" [-0.07, —0.01]
5 028  0.89 0.28 [-1.51,2.01] 0.32 0.23 1.41 [-0.13,0.78]
R? 0.03 0.06
F 8.57" 11.06™
BEEEGGT 0.16 0.06 256" [0.04, 0.29] —0.04 0.02 -2.53" [-0.07,-0.01]
BEEITH —0.04 0.01 -2.67" [-0.07, —0.01]
5 0.16  0.90 0.18 [-1.60, 1.92] 0.36 0.23 1.56 [-0.09, 0.82]
R? 0.02 0.05
F 6.53" 7.99"
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DA A HIACRIE 4 . BERiE 48 S BoR i BRI E A B AR &, FfEEgIE N R, 1BAIT N
VERNFAN AR EAT 00T, G5 RNE 40 SORIE4 S RESRAE 2 . BESEIE FE ORGP AT LA 23 o) 1 ) S0 IR 4547 (B
=0.16, 95% CI =[0.07, 0.26]; p=-0.14, 95% CI =[0.05, 0.24]; = 0.16, 95% CI = [0.04, 0.29]), XEIELY
RESEFA L L RESE B ARG a] LA 551 67 ) 500 [l A 42490 (B = —0.04, 95% CT = [-0.07, —0.02]; p = —0.04, 95% CI
=[-0.07, —0.02]; B = —0.04, 95% CI = [-0.07, —0.01]), iB4H1T A AT LA [m) T Rl AE 4240 (B = —0.04, 95% CI =
[-0.07, —0.01]), IBZAE4TNTER SN DEMSCRIEL S FIfEEg . BRI 4 S Rty . BRI S
[ PB4l 2 (R 35 R B3R o s AR
4. i1ig

AR I, S BESEAE B IR 5 A BN A7 AE IEAH 5%, SCRHB 48 I B AR 4 5 [F) A1 BE g AT AE Sk G
X — 45 B SRS B A AR FF (Svendsen, Griffin, & Forkey, 2020), fK AR ES FIW AN S 2 /D FE &
SO FR SR SRR, RS BRI Y R AR O R ORI K, R DR IR RN 514
R I EAEEE, HOFEE R TEE U ARG 0 R R OB, DR R 22 A AR AR
& H G B HAh N FRoc RIVE B . Kk, 1 BURPE A REE I DL Sub s 75 D FE M S5, B
B F 75 AR ke e 1 O BDIRES 6 R AR A A R R IR A K 5 5, DRI AE (R R h L 7K Sl A L
B MXTHDERBEEL . SRS TPl 2 5B NRER, SRR T D ERIES,
BRI ERHDEROETR, TINEDEROHEZ, 1B DERSHE GO, EKY
FTER, HFT00E S R BOE S5 A AR 1 R st 2 m AME S E R A & b, R B AT N BUR 46T
N, NI SEFE AR EA S, FERRAR

TR E AR R AR TR L SR IAT R, SRAWE XX A F A, I E %R R R H Ol
HIALE . 4EDERIHEEZ AR TSRS, FlanZik. e, Wi, L& 2%,
ALFEERZ RIS SR, SibEE SO R T 5 HZA, FS AR EACERR . s>
ERD B Z AT, U RO SRR EAA 22 R IO 25 5IBHAT N, FECRSRIU
A R R A 4, Joi N AR ST AR T SR B . ASHIF T T AL 53 17 [ UL B 38 ok S 4L 247 (]
FAE SR [ PR, ACBESRAE 4 5 BRI BE AR (W By X nT DA B 2 SR i s [ A4, n] Dhdd
IRAFAT J9Ta B F T R me (Rl R Eel, X SAHSCHE AL SE IR — (Wit RIL TUERTEAE, 2015). SRALSAT A
HAFIEE KT B AR R R R R R E AT AR, REDFENKEE E Mt 1=
BHLH], XS H I A A — 3 CE F 5k, PV, XN ICEE, 2003). $E4S 5 BRI A BEHFR 7 U8
BEDENARBEIREEZ, SZHS2ME, B RS SR, RIMHBAEIT N, FEXRK
JRIRIILIM 23, ZEHBhE D AE BB RAS,  RIFmiARE 1S F8 58 & /2 H B K B K % (Rubin, Woj-
slawowicz, Rose-Krasnor et al., 2006). BT N 5 REER 4 51 FE AR AR IEAH SRR R, UL BITH IR I 2L
F# I R FHE DFERINBIGEAT N, ARYGEAT NS AN, RN, Bk
AT AN BB REA [F A, 0 FU 3R W B 22 (R O AT I 2 A R 0] B8 A2 () A B K T B8 v PR 2 A (4T 8
2006).

5. &g

W IR BN T A PR BE AL RESR B PE A IR T 2], BB AP RIS AR E M, XL D RS N
FEAEIR T AR TS 525 210, T BACRESRA T R B 15 BOR IR 5 3CRE, TEMEME R MEZ N, TERCE
AT R, A BT AR TR B AR (AL SRS . 0 DRI A, T 18 T B R R
X, WA RELLT D ETE OB 4T A n, AR TH /D FEE S RIFIFEECR, SERNSMEREEZ M.
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B RS, EDREET T3 8O BRI AR, A0 K KIS RIE LR T B H, W RHERTT
O T AL BUR R BT ig B W A AR, R B TR IR Bl S D IR B, (et AT
OHEERERRE, MR T A R R NSRAE 2 AT R, BERIB AR B AT NP S BUNR S AR RE .
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