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Abstract

Objective: To study the relationship among prosocial behavior, conscience, and parenting styles
and to illustrate what Kkind of role conscience played in the relationship of pro-social behavior and
parenting styles. Methods: In this study, PTM, ACQ and PBI were used for questionnaire survey.
Results: (1) The relationships between each pair of parental emotional warmth, parental overpro-
tection, pro social behavior as well as conscience were significantly positive; (2) mother’s emo-
tional warmth and mother’s overprotection can positively predict prosocial behavior; (3) mother’s
emotional warmth, father’s emotional warmth and father’s overprotection can positively predict
conscience; (4) filial piety, gratitude, honesty, responsibility and compassion can positively predict
prosocial behavior; (5) conscience plays a partial mediating role in the relationship of parenting
styles and pro-social behavior. Conclusion: Parenting styles not only directly affect prosocial be-
havior among adolescents, but also influence prosocial behavior through some mediating effects
of conscience.
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Table 1. Correlation analysis of parenting styles, prosocial behavior and conscience
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NG R, RO \ANEEEA B AR R AT 2 I b R AT, SERRIL: LG, BEL. 5T
FECy WAF O, BURELC (e = 4.860, 4.101, 4.550, 3.760, 3.775; p < 0.001)BE IE [A1 TR SEH 24T N .

3.3. RIVERFFRIBEEWFLSIT PP MRNEE

f§iH Preacher il Hayers (2008)FF & [1] bootstrap #2547 H A UL (Al 5000 %), FFAE 2 il 14 51 A 2%
PSR IR A SHATAT IS o R AR IR IR 5 T D R4 AT NI RN B S R R, RO
TEAL SR R R X S 4t 24T R s R T 8 AR, BRI 1.

EJE‘\

0.753%** 0.308***

0.230%* U
AR I 12 —> RS TA

Figure 1. Mediating effect of conscience on paternal emotional
warmth and prosocial behavior
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Figure 2. Mediating effect of conscience on maternal emotional
warmth and prosocial behavior
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Figure 3. Mediating effect of conscience on paternal overpro-
tection and prosocial behavior
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Figure 4. Mediating effect of conscience on maternal overpro-
tection and prosocial behavior
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