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Abstract

Objective: To explore the influence of family ritual on prosocial tendency and the mediating effect
of parent-child attachment among adolescents. Methods: 515 senior high school students were
recruited to complete the Family Ritual Questionnaire, the Parent-child Attachment Questionnaire
and Prosocial Tendencies Measure. Results: 1) Family ritual correlated with parent-child attach-
ment and prosocial tendency of adolescents positively; 2) Parent-child attachment partially me-
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diated the effect of family rituals on prosocial tendency of adolescents. Conclusion: Family ritual
can promote adolescents’ prosocial tendency through parent-child attachment.
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FRE AL E A — HA N EAL G SO R o AL, T /D EERTIT 3 5 R T S RE N K A 2
HOEM SR RFIER .. KREM AR T REVBIIREE ., FRESM . #3755 LG D FE otk
JREISEMORARIE, 254538, B8, U, i, 2018; dktE, BEk, BEMR, 2021). {HE, FEE
ACGRAE Ry —Ff B A SR SR 7R BO& %, IR — B A T 2. FKIEAGIE 2 K E
WALAS S, BHEEMN. S5 (Fiese, Tomcho, Douglas, Josephs, Poltrock, & Baker,
2002). Wolin 1 Bennett (1984)44 FKEE A MR E B . FKIEL G E FRERB =FRA . 5F AR
BT REAFE, FESGUEAE S R E SIS R EMMEEAE K, RICNFERAFKIIFIZKEE N
25404 (Denham, 2003). 25 &R 3UA B Bl gt & B BRSNS AR AR O D RE(In 2175, 2020), A
U R FRE A R 5 52 0 5 7/ ISR A 2 i ) DA K S 0% RAE LRI A mT BB AR

At — EACN S DA 2 E N I E R . R SR AL S A D AR I B R i B
TR e B DS T RIF I ABR R R( 7%, %08, 2015). FKEERAMKLEL dr & LB AESII T, KR
AR LRI AT 5 5 B 40 ) LA E & B A& . VB R BCR I — PRk 288, FREAGUh 28 3 5 K
(ERFR) A S A e IS A, A DRt 2 E A 3 5. W I RKE
PRI R EE, BRI B S+t 2 1T A AN (AT kA% 1 251X (Fiese, Tomcho, Douglas, Josephs,
Poltrock, & Baker, 2002; Crespo, Kielpikowski, Pryor, & Jose, 2011), H1MHAR AT BE B TR ISR 4L £ ] o
Bk, HEBEE, KEMRSEDERSELSHR 2 IER KR,

TEF R FREAGUE R, ARSI Z B AT = B I H ), 1K A AT AR 5 A0 4R TE B i
BRI SR PR R AMA SR E Z BRI S B IR R, #, 20k, T
B, 2021) FKEEATONEH DE SRR ER & LAt gt THle, HREAGRESEWR 7 —
AN R R R RIRE . (£S5 FEOGUERET, FHAFREEIEIRIE . I RS 2] 43 % FlkL
SERMABRAC A B RE, B E QR SRS R IE S, A S PSR AR 2SR, X PAR R A bR
RIS REE L 7 D AE 5 BRI FE ISR RS . Rk, FEENGUE N BN v REfR K 3E 5 4R
(ISR FIRAR . T e o B RS TR A LB AN AR R R AN SR i SR A 1 e s, WOR AR TR R Ab
BRI AL B RSO, BT T AT A £ B 45 I (Schneider, Atkinson, & Tardif, 2001). /5 B (K55 7R
RIS MR D FE S MECR, &8 7T KESMBRIEAEC U, 2019; MH, M7, F
i, Wik, 2020), (AT CARRR AR L0 A S EIFHEY . Ak, &R SR RIS B
T D EMNREII(E 4, #5752, 2018), A B FORRERUR B oE 2 in . Rk, A3 e,
FF BT F NS B S 2 [ R IE A ER .
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KR BEALHRE R T2, EEL 515 L A S InAR T, MIFR TR 10 473, 15314 %A 3 505 4.
Hep BEvE 200 4, it 296 4.

2.2. MR

2.2.1. REMNKEE

KA Fiese Al Kline (1993)%wtill, 5 BIESF (2020) T I K BEACR R SR . BT JE 1 i) &5 645 49
R, MESS 7 F AR RGN E NG EERIL,. A5 )M 7 FRHE(n S 550%. 15
BRI RAEPESE). SKH Likert 5 Sit4r, 1 RETEEATTE, 5 RRTEEFTE, BB RE MK
AR S S5 S . AR A iZ i &/ Cronbach’s o R%AN 0.96.

2.2.2. FFRBiEIE
RRZEE. sk D, 2T F R, A SCR] (2000) 4 il 5 TR 45 . 36 13 18I0
FORTEAE. BTEANSETHS 3 MEE, KA 5 S, 1RREEAFKE, 5 BEefe,
IR SR TR AN M 2 e MR . FEASHIE 78 % iRl 1) Cronbach’s o %A 0.93.

223, FiHLHRER

K Carlo Al Randall (2002)Zw#, jEnk. YtEE75. EE. 252007 BiT Kk SMinER. 3L 26
I, KM Likert5 fiitsy, 1 REREARTTE, 5 RREEME, Bl R EESHmNE. 7
AW FEHiZE R K Cronbach o REH 0.91.

’
4
%

2.3. A%
K H SPSS 25.0 1 PROCESS #dift:(Hayes, 2018)i4T 45 73 #7
3. R

31. £EGERERR

K H) Harman B A 30 A BEAT IE R 7 i ZE K6 06 o % T SRR RS H BEAT IR 70 i, LAY 18 M
MERR KT LT, BN TRERR 24.77%, /N T 40%[ I Fbrik, R BIADE T R A A e ™
IR 2 22
3.2. RGN X S

IR LG AT MR R T AR AR 1. e 1A, FE G SR TR, SRAR i 24 2
WEIEMR, RIS RSB R IR X,

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlations of the main study variables

F 1 RN D IFENEXSTER

A M SD 5 KR AR
1) H5I 1.59 0.49 1
2) FKEEM 3.30 0.67 0.14™ 1
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3) ETFHRE 3.55 0.80 0.10" 0.61" 1
NI | 3.48 0.55 0.03 0.34™ 0.30”

H: T, p<0.05 7, p<001. A B =1, & =2

3.3. PNV 4T

K H Baron il Kenny (1986) 1 751550 MT T 28 PR ARTE K BEAX 5 S5t 2t 2 (8] (1 AR F (35 2).
WFICR I, FEEAN I3 IF M PO 4R 2R (B = 0.339, p < 0.001)Fl1E FK (B = 0.613, p < 0.001). K%
TN RS, 6T 23 T A U SR AL 2 7] (B = 0.143, p < 0.01), 17 ZK BE A RS S kL 2 fil
Iea) PR T 852 1 0.339 N Ry 0.251 (p < 0.001), IXFRWISE FIRARE G A A 5 Sk 2 i 1va) 2 B) R %56 ¥
R .

Table 2. Testing the mediation effect of parent-child attachment

® 2. FEFRBH RN

AT TR B |
A B
B t B t B t
P51 -0.019 -0.441 0.009 0.263 -0.020 0.635
FEEAX 0.339 7.977" 0.613 17.201™ 0.251 4.716™
RN 0.143 2.700"
R? 0.113 0.377 0.126
F 32.000™" 151.795™" 24.030™"

¥ T, p<0.05; ", p<0.01; ", p<0.001.

K Fl PROCESS i i 45 5000 4~ Bootstrap FEA i1+ A RN (1) 95% B A X I], X % Tk AR )
A BONEAT AT . SRR 1), AU S RN &4 0.339 (95% CI [0.209, 0.345]); Hr, E#%
BN A 0.251 (95% CI [0.120, 0.291]), [AIEERLM 9 0.088 (95% CI [0.020, 0.155]), (5 &AM 25.96% .

FTFRE
g
0.613" 0.143"
FREA FHEHE
0.251°* (0.339**")

TE: 7 p<001; 7, p<0.001. HiE EHFARKEAREL FS AT A S HIEIA R

Figure 1. The mediating role of parent-child attachment
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mF 255G, IR RS . HIk, BRI TSR P IRSE R S A Sl 2
R APER, ATREEARAE S A R AL . FENGREAEG M. BN RAENE =07 H FIRHE,
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