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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the current situation of college students’ stereotype on children from
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single-parent families, and to explore whether there are differences in the stereotype of college
students from different groups on children from single-parent families. Methods: A survey of 201
college students was conducted using the questionnaire on self-stereotype and meta-stereotype of
children from single-parent families, the questionnaire on stereotype of others of children from
complete family. Results: (1) The self-stereotype and meta-stereotype of children from sin-
gle-parent families, and the stereotype on others of children from two-parent families were posi-
tive and tend to be neutral in general (M = 3.78, 3.87, 3.99); (2) The self-stereotype of children
from single-parent families showed significant differences in the types of primary caregivers (F =
4.067, p < 0.05), and the stereotype of others of children from intact families showed significant
differences in the monthly income of the family and the educational level of the parents (F = 3.098,
p < 0.05; F = 9.288, p < 0.01); (3) The score of group self-stereotype of children from single-parent
families was significantly lower than that of meta-stereotype (t = -2.990,p < 0.05), and there was a
significant positive correlation between them (r = 0.553, p < 0.01); (4) The self-stereotype and
meta-stereotype scores of children from single-parent families were significantly lower than that
of children from two-parent families (t = -2.01, p < 0.05; t = -5.38, p < 0.01). Conclusion: The ste-
reotype of single-parent family children still exists among contemporary college students, but the
general attitude tends to be neutral, and social discrimination is decreasing. The self-cognition
and social perception of the children of single-parent families are positive and optimistic, but they
are not consistent with that of the outside group. In order to eliminate prejudice, positive guid-
ance from the society and good family and school education should be adopted to enhance the
awareness and understanding of children from single-parent families.
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1. 5|8

HORREE, BEARMREE. BRERKFH, Fryr i FRM AN MR RN K ER . 7
WA AN Z E ST, S BWWSRZAE L, I SRS SR Rk, RoER iRy,
PG R &M@, B, FRFKEIEHSIERZFET 2R,

IR EAL G A S 5 Je At S BB R AT, MR R TR R EER T 4, JUHR R AR
TR HHENEEm, JFHERF L amssit. CBEWRRIL, MUEBERET L, PREERE T OB
AT 2R, WR, BER, 2006), OISR ZGTE, 2012), 565 H LS RO )@ H 2,
2006); AL, FEMERG. 222] RBRASAE T THSAAFAEBA(RERZE, 2009), HEAG i 2 IS s (2R 5
IRLL, TR, 2005). KHALLKR, ICBFTHR i 7E B S S A b AR R A, R BN EE
AT DN SR KB T o U 8, R I T Ts Atk Whks%s, SEOES A EEK. H
BEXNGHTIAR, AR Z 0 F0 8 TFURHE VP ARAEL inl R 17 %o B 038 SR BE T BRI T B T AR Gl . BRI, B
AR AR 3 S 22 DU ME 4 3t b HE T T 2, S B0 £ R AR B 5% 52 RE 1 Lo BEAAR 4% 352 H 28 IR (1 88
2018), I EH B AN MG 5 B S T ([R5, 8, 2013); 3k JSMF 70 T 5 A 560 UF B 55 2R E 11 67t
RN, B TREYS, SR ih s R SRR EE T 275 B PP, TS BR 538 SRR 1 2 AR 5 IR 32
TR, 2001), Foh, FETHREM, MEHRALA ARG B8 5 EE T Lo AT BF 50 ) SCHRAE 4% H 3
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CABT L], S OEREKCT I, K SR T WA S XCR K E T WAL RE 25, M=
— BB IR E T AL A AT IR, PRI R (TR, 2002); A E KDL, SREPIRERK
FERIT 22, i EE 0. BT, oL HAZWMHEEE IRIRCEITT, 2006); HEZ #(2006)i8 144> G0t
TERI, FIRPARAE QBT T AR MR, AERETT sl BT 0 T FE A

MBI, RS2 AR SR AR A, VF AL e R 2 TS DL, BN BRI E 1 REAR AT
Wes AT HAFIEAY, FBOR H I8 FEE I TR A R A T e 2 B, EEA A ERIA,
SIGFEN, BEE AR R URAN, BORFREE T K M IEIZHE 2B 500 . HUEFREERE, J5He
X B X RE - A Z B BN AR FELIN TR P TGk B o ZUARCED SO0 AR T R — A e AR B A B [
SE WMIENRANE 2 (Fiske, 2004), BEARLEXT IEMEEE R, WMARLEXT AR B, & 0 RO AR AL 2 W
FSERNR, AR AR i ai R B AT E N T 2IBCED R B0 L 2R AR, TR S0tk
SEITI, WEANRZLUJLE. FOFE. Ltk BFEANERENE.

REEEAR RN SR SR AE T, ORI s, HL A B B 45 R ST (47 s,
FOOPRF R AR ) [ A B R T M S R e B bR . AUk, AW S fEl i i & O A
X SR SR E T R B ZIAR EN G, R OR AN R TR PR K2 A 0 B2 R e 1 SR I AR B R A R AR A
WS, WIEE R B A S AT SRR T PRE A, A R RS T AR AR
LA CORAERZIAEA, PO RRBRSIE T L2 R 295 %A S ORI ST ER (L ARHR -

2. ik
2.1. ARFR

AHFE LR AN AR B, R TR R EE T R 2R BN R AT A . AT A 201
1, [ 22 185 i (BIHE N 92.04%), HP & BAKRE T & 160 N, FIRFEET L 25 N, H&
W\ FGE 245 B 1 FoR.

Table 1. Statistical table of demographic information of subjects

= 1. MIRNERAOZES MRS IR

HOEIKFE(n = 25) SEHEF FL(n = 160) it
L 5.94% 27.57% 33.51%
51
S 7.57% 58.92% 66.49%
IR 9.19% 51.35% 60.54%
s s
i JE AT
bt 4.32% 35.14% 39.46%
P 3.24% 25.41% 28.65%
REEAE
e/ 10.27% 61.08% 71.35%
<1000 0.54% 4.32% 4.86%
<2000 2.7% 7.57% 10.27%
FhE AN
<3000 2.7% 16.76% 19.46%
>3000 7.57% 57.84% 65.41%
YR RLR 2.7% 4.33% 7.03%
SCATRE /R 1.62% 9.19% 10.81%
KK 9.19% 72.97% 82.16%
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22. IRTEEAZ

AT 56 IR S g ) AT B PR IR B R T I =8 70 . 1) FASRSE 1 RER H RZIR BN B 4 3,
D& SRS BE T 200 B OB BRI ZIREI R, 3% 25 MEIH; 2) BORFEE T KRR TTZIREN R G, I
BRIR G T O “ SERE R IE T LA BRI EE T AR IR EN R IZIBREN S, 3% 26 MLH 5 3) 58
BEFBET LR A ZIREN R 172, DN 58 BB RO BAOR S B 1 SRR IO ZIBR BN 1, 3K 22 /NBLH

H RGBSR A0 TN ABRAAE 152 5 MEE, R 7 it o F AR I
BoYERERTHE 4, W 2RI EN 5 S Z WIAAAE AR IR EN B . T H T {5
I3 BRI 5C T 1Z U 5T O 20 B B AR AR 4= PR SPSS25.0 #EATSE it 70 H7 o

3. &R
3.1. ZIWRENRAFAE 5347

3.1.1. BRFRETF LR EBRIRENRFHEDH

PSR G E AR BRI ED R ME D 92.44, bRUEZE 7.67, B4 3.78, AR THELLHE 4,
HIERT L, 247N R SRE T LORE A B BZIREN G TR LB B -

N BE— R RE FOR SR BE T SRR E IR EN G RARSRRAE, X ER BEAT A ¢ AR . T, EHHE
WIS PMERE LT HE 4, WP TZRAEAAAERRZIREN 5 R AR IR ZIMREN 5. AR
R BT 45 R0 2 2 Fros (I PR B 6 25 5 AE) o

Table 2. Analysis of self-stereotype characteristics of single-parent family children

2. BRERET LB RZIRENVRIFMES T

RHIE M SD t RHE M SD t
BT - ‘b JE sk 4.88 1.54 2.87%%% ETL) - HIKIR 2t 2.80 1.53 —3.93%xx
RPN - IR 5% E 3.44 1.45 —1.94% WKELZEH - T Til 3.00 1.38 —3.61%%*

il - A 2.92 1.19 —4 . 55%%* RETE R - WA 4.64 1.44 2.20%*
R - Bz e 3.32 1.38 —2.47%* WA A - B A 2.48 1.36 —5.60%%*
RESRHETN - FhSETLH 4.68 1.44 2.37** BN - BRAEF] 2.44 1.26 —6.19%**

fEEE )y - WP 4.64 1.78 1.80* BRI - R E 3.36 1.73 ~1.85%

e DU ERHEREATIC R, 05 3 P

Table 3. Self-stereotype characteristics of single-parent family children

3. BERETLEFERZIRENRIFE

EEs £y &y AL

TAMRFAE 000 AREST SR, BE12. BREZER. BIAONR. SEMA. Bk
R RE T LREAR E R ZIREN S -
TH AL B EHIRE. BREWN. LEEN

BT O, BSRSRE T OB B R AR EN R 12 TURRAE %, FEr il 8 MNMRIRRFIERT 4 7Y
PHFAE, S AR B A BB -

3.1.2. BEREFLEHETRIRENRIFED
BSESRE T LA T RIS MEN 100.52, FReEZE 11.13, 35508 3.87, (KT HRTE 4,

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.115144 1280 LB


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.115144

RULH|

HIE RO, 247N 2% SR T O A T 2R BN G KT UK AR .
N BE— I RE FOR R BE T SRR TCZI B BN R BRI, W Bt AT SRR ¢ K006 . AR AE 7 Hr 4
R 4 Pros (R B 5 Z L) -

Table 4. Analysis of meta-stereotype characteristics of single-parent family children

4. BRERET LA TZIREDREHED 7

RHE M SD t EAE M SD t
Aha] - 1A 4.84 1.95 2.15%* HheJ - hZ By 3.40 1.53 -1.97*
B TAT L - HEEI T 2.68 1.38 —4,80%** R SRAET - Fhs Ttk 4.56 1.26 2.22%
g N - har H E 4.68 1.70 2.00% ERTL - FHkIR 2.68 1.38 —4 80k
ZIE - T 3.48 1.42 —1.83% HE R - WhRE 4.60 1.63 1.84%5%
Y0y - AL 3.28 1.62 —2.20%* KRR bF - T35 3.36 178 -1.80%

B UL ERERHATICS, W13 5 Ps.

Table 5. Meta-stereotype characteristics of single-parent family children

5. BRRETLEETZIREDRIHE

ke Rty FHIE
B ARHALE ZIF . At AR ATUED. BRTTA. BT

FIRSET LORER ST AR ED B 2 .
TH AL SIEINE @ YN (R =V N S

BHUETT L, PSR F LR G ZIR N R 10 DURHIE 35, JF50 M aHE 6 DNRUAEIER 4 SR
RHIE, 2 A KT B B O AR o

3.1.3. TERET LR M AZMRENREHESH

6B G BE T LR N ZIBR BN 5 M 87.88, FRdEZE 10.91, &3904 3.99, Heiln#it (A 4,
HIE RO, 24 7R SERE S RE T LORE AT B SR S E T SRR I 2B D B0 T 85K BB P

N E— W HRE 56 8 S BE T SO B SR T R AR ZUBCED B (0 BAARRAE, O R AT SRR ¢ A
Bro BARRRAE HTE RIS 6 Fros(IUOR B B35 RHE) o

Table 6. Analysis of the characteristics of the stereotype of children from intact families to children from single-parent families

6. STRRET LM ALIRENRFFES

FHIE M SD t RHE M SD t
His - A& 432 1.67 2.41%* SN - IR 5L ] 3.68 1.17 23,440k
A1 - P 4.43 156 3.45%% RESAETE - kb 439 1.35 3.70%%
HMECAHESE - —H TR 342 1.60  -4.61%** FEREE Ny - PR 4.59 1.50 4.95%%*
R - L 3.38 1.60  -4.95%** JILHE AL - 5B 4.94 1.50 7.93%%%
HRSRTEWT - NI R 423 1.52 1.88* FrZ UUE - 2300 % 3.61 1.44 -3.4] %k
W - SiE R 3.44 150 -4.73%** BEMA - HbA 3.51 1.59 -3.88%**
BAUFVE - B JFE sk 4.65 1.53 5.37%k* AE - FRAE 455 1.50 4,64%**
275~ Wit 3.36 1.56  -5.24%%* BINAS - BRVER 3.53 1.62 -3 71wk
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Table 7. The stereotype characteristics of children from intact families to children from single-parent families

= 7. TRRET LR AZIREDRAFE

% Bt R GE
s e A A T AFAE ZIFE . B, — B TR B DUME. SRR, AN, Bh AR, BiEMA
fl ANZUBRED R 145 WARE . . PRREEN . ARG WOURESEL. BRIV, MR, AEE I

HIE AT, SR SE T LRERA AN ZIR EN G b 16 WURFAE L2, IR0 B2 8 MRARAFLEA 8 AN
BRFAE, ST R AR B .

3.2. AOGHEERSH

3.2.1. BRREFLHEBRZIREDFZAOZIHEERTH

MAPER S H R, REMETF L. FKEAWAN. B PoER . EESFRE . HoEn
A 45 )\ N H G i 22 AR AR SR K T LR B AR N R SAAE R E # . 4R EIR, H5ER
JiE BRI 1 FR 2B BN A AE 2 B 54 (F = 4.067, Sig=0.031)X —4F & F Z R B E, £5)5HE,
PR AIAL, AHECBBESEIRTR, AR ILTRIN SRR E T L H IR LR N R 37 .

Table 8. Differences in self-stereotypes of children from single-parent families on primary caregivers (m + s)

=8 BREFRETELHFBRZIMEIKETERFE LNESR(m+s)

RHFm=11) B =12) t
HSERBE T AR B RZIR BN SR 96.64 + 7.447 88.5+6.516 0.009%%#*

3.2.2. BRRETLRHETINMREKAOGITZEER SR

MPESR . H AR, R T 2. FEE AN REECRRE  BoR R, RERTRE . BRI
8] )\ A Gt 22 AR AR R SRE T LA T 2R EN R AR 257 . SiR IR, HORRE
T AR TTRIBREN AL A B E IR = 5

3.23. TEREFLHFMEAZRENRAOSHEERTH

MPER H AR REIAE T2 FKEAHWAN. R E SR A N DG 8 foR PR 1 56 5
FRET LR BR R BE T LR I ZIN BN G AP S 2 R

SRR, SEEERET LRI N ZIBR EDRIEMER] . H R AR, R EMAE T L =ANG R
TREZER, MAEREHBNF =3.098, Sig=0.029). R CAFERE(F = 9.288, Sig = 0.000)# Gt if2448
BIEGEREESR. SFGHEATA, FEHIALE 1000~2000 17655 KT (AN ZI8 BN R 15 5 22
2 T R EEHUNAE 2000 LA ERSEBE K RET L0, G158 9 Fiass A, SCRESCHN SCE K 58 B 5K it
TFRABNZINREN G A3 B3 m T HAL S B R E 74, 3k 10 fis.

Table 9. Differences in stereotypes of children from intact families on the family monthly income

®9. EERETZREAMMAZIRNRAERERBAN LHER

2000~3000 (n = 31) 3000 L E(n=107)
(M =86.91 = 8.95) (M =86.65 + 9.95)
1000~2000 (n = 14) = 0.022% t=0.012*

(M = 96.64 + 13.40)
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Table 10. Differences in stereotypes of children from intact families on the education level of parents

F10. EEFRETLHEMAZIREIDRERGIUIEE LHNESR

HH KLU R (n=8) FR s =15) K2 LA E(n=135)
(M = 83.75 + 5.65) (M =87.53 + 8.8.0) (M =87.45+9.81)
XHEMn=2) t = 0.000%** t = 0.000%** t=0.000%**

(M = 135.5 £ 4.95)

3.3. ZIARENRBX D HT

3.3.1. BERREF LR EBRWRENR SHTZIREDRAEX o4
X SR AR BE T 2RI B AR R S T 2R BN P AT AR SR 0T, SRR, HORFE T2
R H LN R H T2 EN R (A A7 AE 225 IEA R K R (r = 0.553, p = 0.004).

3.3.2. BRREFILHFSTERET LHEZIREIRMEX T

I3 M BSEGR BE T LR B AR N R BE K E T LR TC R B R 5 56 B 5K e 1 B A4 it A %)
BREDE, FEATHONE M. G5 RBIR, HOEFKEE T LA B R ZIMEN R 5 56 B 5K e 1 A4 (1 A A ZIIAR
R, TREHILKLR(E=-0.141,p=0.502); HRFEEFLHAATCZIEN R 568 5K gEF LA A
ZIMENR, TolFH M KK FR (r=-0.003, p=0.989).

3.4. ZWRENRER ST

3.4.1. BRREFLHFBRIREDREHTIIREIRMER 7

ECRREA ¢ A, TSR RKE T LA B RER N RS HOTZIR BN R 2 M R BAFEE R . &
BEIR, FSESRE T LR H AN S (M = 92.44, SD = 7.67, m = 3.78) 5 H o ZIH E 52 (M = 100.52, SD
=11.13, m = 38N EREE( = —2.990, p = 0.004). FIEFE T LA EHRZIRENR 8150 BE LT Hoo
ZIMEN G

3.4.2. BRREFLHEBRIRNRESTERET LEHEMAZIRIIRERSH

MR ¢ RS, SR SR RE T LR 1) B FRZIAR ED 55 58 B SR E T A B I N ZR i B SRk
ITESINT. ERER, FRFEF RN B RZEDR(SD = 7.67, m = 3.78)5 588K & F LA
f NZIHED(SD = 10.91, m = 3.99) W # /77E i 35 22 F(t = —2.01, p = 0.046) . HLIEFKJE T LR 5 AR
BN o B EAR T 58 BB T LA N ZIBRED 5 o

3.43. BRREFELHAFTIRNRETEREFZHEMAZMREIRER S

T MSTREA ¢ RS, X SR ST B 1 O ZIAR B0 R SR SR E T A 1 N 2R B Rk AT
ZEROHT, GEREIR, IR LA TCRIBR N R (SD = 11.13, m = 3.87) 5 588 K RE 1 LR AN
ZIBENS(SD = 10.91, m = 3.99) W H EE L ZE F(t=-5.38,p=0.001). HEFKEE T LREATTZINEN R 2
B1or BEART 58 BE R B F LA N ZIMR B 52 o

4. g
4.1. ZIWRENRAFAE 5347

AR SE, 2017), AMKRTEZIMREN S 77 T 7] T8 BRI B FRZIREN S, T8 0 A N Za b B %
LKA I CZIAR EN G s SULRIRY, [E4MF FT(Vorauer, Main, & O’Connell, 1998)tiAK, & EEAARA] I
RT3, WEOIRAE, WITHMREN R 2 BEHAFIE. HAMALEREN, TREREFRETFLHEER
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ZIREN R R TT I N B, B2 SE BB T LA M N ZIRR EN G, 35 BB IE,  IF A 2 fAKF i
Ttk XSSP IA R, B E RIS T LR S e R E T IR Z 1R I F AN A KI5 4 sl
RKZ, HULRS T AR (i 52 AU SRR I 8850 e — e RE P B, EREAE 2T Kl
KFE, ERERBABIRT, AR, Ao i RPN B S IR, HOR ZRE T L REA
BB FBBEEC, H B I FEA B I IZH 2T

42. AOGHEERDH

PORFBE T LA B RZIMR D RAE B R AR R R E 2R, HMWEERILIR, ORI
THIERSR R EE T2 RZIRED G A . X AT RE S KEEHORTT MG SAEBTFERBICGHSE, 2020),
775 AP I SCOR T IR IR 28 P 0 35 R 1 i) B R . HEL RS, FAOR SXRE SOORAENS T P97
IR AR AE EALSR A RO 1 T I AR R, Dy s SN R SRR A%, AT S B 2 B R SR
FAK, BRI

TR E T LRI N ZIB D RAE S E RN . KB IR B EAPERE Z R . — RIS,
SR ARG, FOARN 2 oote, ARt ae s g AN R, WL R RN, A
IEE g, XEEHOR AR DA T L BH B R, ATt 2. M ARSEE . Fit,
HBE AN S SRR B e, 58 B SR T L 1A b N A5 B G 1 S e B A

RS E T WA TCZIR BV RAE S N D et A EIE R E 25 . X thVFR DN, Kp bRk
SR B, BYETT SCE B B PO e A, BRI TR BN R 52N 1 AR B AN A R
SOMARLN, T 25 3 B SRR Z A G .

4.3. ZIWRENR X534

R ET A ARIMREN G 5 GRS 2 AR E EHKKR, X, PERETL
TEF R ICZIMR BN G A FE T B R F#ES 20 Bbah, BRREF LR RZIR NS 5 e 2R NS
Y5 RRFREF LR AZIREI R TR EMH IR R, X5 RKFAEMRTE ML FNExR, F
B 0 AE — e R B L e e b K ) A AN — B30
4.4. ZIWENRER ST

HERGE T R BRI EN 250 B3R T HoZIREN S, EWESSEEZRTEEBREFL
PR AN ZIMREN G XTI, PASEREE T W BHARM A T 454 B A HAL A B Bk, HERAmALES
RN RR I, A5 ARG AN A — 3, TR E F LW R R E F LR Z RN T &,
AT R B OR  H SR R E T AR R SRR S T #

5. &ig

AR KA AN B R E F LR I ZIR BN R AKSAAATE, HRRSEET A, S B IEFE I,
PASE IR B T BEAR O B BN N Rk S BN AR R, (H S AMNEEARI A — 8. M SRS &,
FHEERIFHRRE. FREEF, WX AR R E T AR E S T UL — D 506 W
6. BEEW

BARBEE NS KRBT, PASERE T WA B BN FBR B BN BRI, AN oA I
SR 5 T, AE AT 2R BN SR RV AR R M AR A R A [ HL LR A T ) T BRSPSk, H
11575 25 5 T L[R5 7 LAt — 20 MO8 S e R E T B AR R K A 5 .
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— BRI RS T E SR, BT AR GRS S SRR ST, HESA A SO R R, A
M BA SRR R AR T, AR PORKE TR, @R W4, AT, TS
RAEFT BRI RBAE  FK, IS8 OR S O B AR 2, T 00 B ) iR 55 IR TR A X T e
MR EBES, et BOR K BE T LA SE R E T 2 I A2 1

T FEMNFRHE AREHAET, FKNCRIE ™ ERNHFE T, BT o EwEE. I
RS, ¥iFREfE, ol SHEEMA . ML EE, BRI, EERAET, R RARSCRFEIR4
QRIS WEHIRFREE T LT S Pniiht, S BRI T OIS 1.

= MANEM. HORFEE T E LA RO R, RREHAR, BRI RZ L, R
TIRTLEAE: BIRSINRANES), B REFPARRRR, P GHEMAREESE. [N, SRBEE
T NE R VAL, SN SR SEE TER AR, IR A AT VA

Sk

MR S2(2017). E53kE 1124 02 TR -5 FEBR TR AT T LT WA S, M [ R IR,

R, IR, HEA2006). HFEFREILEANMERERET T, FEHCEFZFE 16(3), 476-478.
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