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Abstract

The family interpersonal structure schema belongs to the category of social relationship schema,
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that is, the family relationship assessment is the family interpersonal structure schema stored in
the mind of the individual through the actual social interaction among family members. This pa-
per focuses on the differences between Chinese and Western cultures in cosmology, self-view and
family view, and discusses the uniqueness of Chinese-style family interpersonal relationship
measurement. Based on a large number of family measurement methods, this paper proposes that
the measurement of Chinese families should pay attention to six indicators: integrity, stability, fa-
milial, high power, ring transitivity, and visibility. There seems to be no major new progress in
domestic research on family measurement methods, and measurement methods developed in
other countries, especially in the West, are still used. However, due to the particularity of Chi-
nese-style families, it is urgent to develop a measurement based on local culture. It is hoped that
this paper can provide ideas for the measurement methods of Chinese-style families in the future.
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1. 5l

FEER FZR G DER ATRRIG (W 4758 WHERSENAR. B8, M) & R oA E
ELgzur(Brouillard et al., 2018). MEEH LI HAFF 4G, FBE IS R A4 1) OB g e = A BRI, K2k
FAR A R IO 51912 Wt J T Tt A 25 222 (Breaux & Harvey, 2018).

FRERK RIERBE NI Z B R, 40 N BE A B R BEN PR R o il 38 8 50 R 0L 7 £
A AR XFEFHPIRR, NRZRFR: 58 FKERREK S EASAE . A AR R
HH TR J ) LR RO B DG R (S AT NI, 1988), BPREEMA Z B H AR REE R, GHRTELR. 5
TRAR. FRRR(EHAS, 2009). FKEMAZFAHLRRR, B RREETAMES. ME. B
S, FRAESKEE I3 (Dattilio, 2006). MR FHOC R KU H 214 5 0 5 H AR AR R %, than
WS R R G IR T IV REESE, ISR S %708 R AR B S E AR K AW B s m, i &N 4%
TRABAR BT L FERM LR R R RABXWRES TN NSRS R EE,
¥ HEBEMAN NS EA AR R K B e 8 e R LR R R i R T B, i
XA NI R JE 7= A AR B [ 5 B o

FEEIEIT /& 20 e F AR BRI — Rl O EIE T HOR, "B RiE A FEE IR B AN O HE A
17 N8 ) B E4E I (Nichols & Schwartz, 2007). 1E K EEIRYT B G AT FEEN &2 LB, v LS X e
D 8 R R BEIR T IR . TR BENE DA KRR T2 E, FEEIMNE 536 ORI E RN
56 DA SR E S R N R, A A N SR BE MR R AT IN R, S5 MERIE T SR E R AN BRAS R T
AT o ] 1 5 B ) 3 Ak T %o [ 1 3R R S R sV () e dm B B, AL AR BT & e R P SCARAEE B
KIIZES, DRI ] Py o 5 PR 2R 68T A [ ST Ak 9 3 6 BN P SR 0 2 77 ¥

2. REABRME
o 5% BE N BR 5% 2R HIATE S0 AR R T % B 7956 R I HF 5% « Bretherton A1 Munholland (1999)HE #E 4R A B 845 1,

ik
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ANl AR Ay BHATE 5 1 B2 2 TR ECE T N B TAERBLAY (Internal Working Model, f&iFR IWM),
2 AEMAR A T N BRAS AT B Rk e PR B rR s, IR AMARAESSAE Bl (O3 AT 9. (AT
TN, ER M) LEAN TR AR, MUTREEES FERBE W —chs), hEEEE
2 K BEYE F(Marvin & Stewart, 1990).

DAL 50 5% e N B ()00 8 912 SR T S e N I BB T AR BEF IR R o B AP X 5 BE 5K 58 1A I 2 T A
TAEFE Z T, HhatE. Hhe LR KEE WS IRT AU 18 HSUAR k. HEF L. Ui
WIS AL G AR AT SEE RS, R AR BE R R AL 58047 1T 2 AR B A FT (),
WERE77, 2021). WEEJ7EFER] DL A RIA I BRI S B E R B R EAR 5 1) SR PP ROAR

2.1. BRnEER

Moos 25 \-T 1981 “E4wil T “ FKEEM =LK " (Family Environment Scale, f#j#x FES), i 90 & &k
BT ER L) 30 B sE i, 1% RN H VPR R SN 10 /N0 SR 4 BV 10 NASIR FRBE 4L 2 FIFR BEAFAE
TEARZ VAT E 5K FES Tl 72 N T RER AN [F) 282 1T S RE VR SEA LIRAS T I B IR L e 3= 220 &
Fabrst: 1) 2% (Cohesion); 2) 175/ # 1A (Expressiveness); 3) )& 1 (Conflict); 4) #5714 (Independence);
5) Jk I % (Achievement Orientation) ; 6) %1 8 14 (Intellectual-Cultural Orientation) ; 7) %% 4 %
(Active-Recreational Orientation); 8) i 5% # W (Moral-Religious Emphasis); 9) #1Z{1%(Organization); 10)
Pl (Control). 5 BEFRIH B3R A SCAR(FES-CV) i 97 37 %5 AT 1991 4E481T .

Olson “5 A\ (1979)# i 1 “IFAMUAEC” FhoE sttt 1 “ FRpESR B BEAE R PE R 55 — i (Family
Adaptability and Cohesion Evaluation Scale II, f&#% FACES II-CV). Z&E®NEIFEECFENNTEE,
EEVEN BT RBETIRE: 1) K (Cohesion) Bl 5% B i 7 2 1] (15 KB R+ 2) 387 7% (Adaptability) B
TR BE A 58 5 2 S A 855 0 SR BEAN () FE B B HH B PR [ R T AH S LR ) e T, 35 30 ANILH, ANBIE A T
N N Wb, B, G, B, KA 25 R 5. 50KESE %5 B FINE R B 26 b SR H 25T
B4 N T 1991 4EAEAT, 55 —IRAB T OB F 32 70 S s X R AR VAT BRAR S RE IR PR AN 235 3L 60 NITH

Epstein 25 A (1983)f&#E McMaster )2 i I GE#R =(McMaster Model of Family Functioning, MMFF) %
#17 F FE TN RELE E (Family Assessment Device, f&iFK FAD). FAD #&#] % 240 146 H, 5 BT 5% 53
AN H, B =BT E XSG T 74 % H 35604 H W& T BRI K ED)BE: 1) 108 f# 1 (Problem
Solving); 2) y&iE(Communication); 3) fift(Roles); 4) 1&E < M (Affective Responsiveness); 5) 1%/
A (Affective Involvement); 6) 17 44z (Behavior Control); 7) &L[#)Z)&E(General Functioning). #:4~%% H
FHUANEZE: EFRFEE. AR, ARE. SRR BREEE NERE 12 S ERRER T, 175
15 £ 20 738 N T k.

Grych 25 N\ (1992) 4wt 7 ¢ JLEXT AL BEpp 2B AR ) (Children’s Perceptions of Interparental Conflict
scale, CPIC), ZERPEIE=MRRKDPERMATTHERL, L) ABHAE 7T ZM=MKRI1T N,
&7 LEAE AL BE S A] 3 46 N B8 AR IR E

AHECESL,  FRIE 9T 5 BE 5% AR I VPAL AT & B e e P e, S — DN e B R FH R & 56
TEMRRMEE—— (CXBEFWPIN SR T = MR RIBIERR) , ZHKITSE . U042 (1999)45 & 1 A/
WA R gm ], N “BIEE. EBRBEEREIRL” SRR . SERITESET=MAXRRNEGRZH
BT E AN I AR

55T (2003) A ALK BE ¥R 9T 7R H I AR OB SR SR T R SRR M dm bl ) (CMARRMED
Z A B KR G RZR B0 4 HH R = A 0 R 1) — S BRI PR R I, AR5 BB g il 67 1AL H o Hrp3k sy
AR, R ANEERIAR T RFEWLRA RE, W LR N G R SRR R AR R I
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AR T T OB NSRS BRI IR, AR, TUEESE 5 AR T R E
S T 2 A 2

F M LR 5 2R R A A SR = A0 00 Lo (L el T oh R SCA R R,
S RSB, UM~ B - T 5 M AT R 2 VP DR AR 0 0/ A o ) B4
T SO BT T VAR -
2.2. REZIF

Gerber Fll Kaswan (1971)% F 5% 2 b 8 i & +2 A (Family Doll Placement Technique) A 7t 5 it B X
TEIX T A, SR BEDUAR 5 B AT 55 Hh Do AR it 2 R ARl 2 B 8 4l FH AV R R Hh A7 A5 1) 2 B I R (M FE R

Duhl, Kantor #1 Duhl (1973)JF & H T 5 BE Rt ¥ AR (Family Sculpture), & —Fh 5 B2 1697 i FH Sk ik
FRFBEBNZS IR KGRI A . fEXFE T4, BSOS T B Sei s im b, A & ki
TN A I I 50 e 8 N B ok 3R I BRSNS

Bell (1986) MoK i it ¥ H AR I - Al B IR H 1 ZR BEAUAESE (the Family Paper Sculpture, fii#R FPS), FPS
T HRE MG RS R, EEEASEM X —HWER . SRS —FE, FPS i
FHCEIL S Py 8 B P F M AN TR F A 7T

Gehring Al Wyler (1986)% ] 5 k& £ 4¢ il 56 (Family-System-Test, fijfx FAST) CEBMEREXL R, H
TE A SR BE R 2 (R PR B R S 2 A B, Rl 238 5 B R T N e i SR O Rl AT e Bl &

FIT (Family Image Test)F SC A FRA “ FKEEEN RIS , & i H AR 50 K241 f 1 52 3 (Kameguchi K.)
S AE 1988 A K A SR E O BRI 5457 AR AN 1988 4 S #hAT T R RME LT Rk, A Fe A BLLE 7 2
5 B DN 58 B A 30 I A SR RE B 5 T LR SR R B R IR TR 5 BSOS i I 1 1 R RV A (9 A5 T
2006).

{5 A FEAIE B SC7 3R IA S8 7719500 55 8 5% AR A B LA T 6 T bt B A R W S
A AFAE AL 22 VR RS DA R T 3R A M5 BB D S Ehont s OBIPEROR B B R E 5 My n o
A ABMAFTERERT K. BRI . SR 25 R B s s (th = 1555, 2020). SEEZEME, L
SR D R D S A 2 R R R 2 0] SR BE B 3 2 11 R R IR AR G5 H DG AN 2, 28 i
Z. HARSELL i ERgmbar LUE H, EAMORRGINE NI ES S Sgm, R & 7155
ANRERS SCAIEAT I EE:

3. FEAMUEER

MATEREE SIS, OB SR RIGH ST 5 WA IR AA R, WA ELES]
EILE BSOS R . — S0 B 4 7 0S5 45 Ry 1 &R (CampbelI-Phillips et al., 2020). iXZEARANE T B % 1)
YW, BRGNS HHE, ERAFEgmniae, 52 ABUE AR (Baldwin, 1992).

31 PEXUPFHUNER

U757 SCAC A A B N B SRR e AR ST S AT AR Ry “oeER” A R A FOT
g, BRARIER “EAR” 5 BT BRI DT 5 LR SN, HEMANSBRER T
XL F O, SENEE AR HRMEGE, WEA BRI, HOARIE 2 RIUVENES N, SIEA
A, tPESACNESE (F2) “—Bl—HZEE” BWETTE, AR, G RERR, 2%
R E I I 7 “TEA—, AT, A=, =AY, BWRIER, U8R L EihE R
EER « TATHIZE) Rz <, Ai—, 8B, KRR, FIATAT. 7 BESFRAG IE
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& ZICKAF R E N, 2 IEE AN AR SOE, mE R AL AR, HO T 2 RO e e b i
I IRPEGERGEX) 7, 20135 /)&, 2001).

AN S5 B U — PN R EE R, B A BRI 44 (De Soto, 1960). BIZ5 2 41 “A (I B” H. “B
THE C” B, AR 2 AR R, O SRR SRRIT “A—-B—oC” Al “A-C” LR MR 21
i, 3 “A SR C” B4 MRS IR — M s g i, RIS AMAT A “AXARCB” H “B XL C”
W, FRPESERIASH “C SZRE A7 4B (Janicik & Larrick, 2005), 459 B 5 & S AE R .

ZEERTIR, P AEEAE R TR, FEIXFR TR R BN AR I i A AR S A AN [ (1) ik
AR, BRI TE SR BE I 7 V2 I 1% 5 e B R 5 2 M ax v o i A 4 7 T XL

32. PEMXUPERANESR

—MNANHERZEE AR, aANE ‘&7 5 “96R” o MRS R G, AMEIEE
KRIEHEROMES, R E RS T, B JEH E 2 H/EH (Sullivan, 1953), 55 BFHRA T
MR 225, AMAN T B BRZ S EE— G A DR B 3 FAR S RE A 1 X 43 7T R A AR
i o R AT R A B2 (U4 21, 2000).

Ab T 2R P SCAG R PR RR 53 2 18] H I FE — A BH R X2 RAR A N R, I E T A RES
KAEFE B SO —A B EFMEFIA N, BB BN A AT 40 IR A BN — /> 30 K ) 4k 22 ) 2%
(Gardner et al., 1999). X X 547 A BA B F A H 0 F BUtE 2 H0 1) B 3 (Schweder & Bourne, 1984),
AN FE SCREEAR T X (Triandis et al., 1990), LA FIAE B AKAE(Markus & Kitayama, 1991). Markus 5[X
g3 TP RUR 5 A LA SR R R R RS . s R | FR A ) (independent self-construal), &
HEGMEEE, BRI E E, SRR ERRIEZ I NRR. e mEr: KEHA
F gt (interdependent self-construal), 7 HE H O H5M AR, BEFBRIFAGRKR, HAKREREZLL
NBRZE AR 5.

PG5 AMA E SCSCA R —Ff “ARAIEEES ” (low power distance) S04k, 443 A saiR N 5 A F4 1k,
SRR RE— N NAE RS R X RT3 —Fp “mRUTEE” (high power distance) 13X, #4x
RN T NS ANFERC) ERIAEAE,  FORHAAAL SR 1 —8 4, ARG ANBR R RIONME, ZRA
5N Z IR FFAH B BR 5 U0+, 2011).

T BRM BRI ERZE R, ERXFFSC R B AME 2 R AR B B A B
REFREZ R R AW HBRARRIEE, BT RN HR IS T MR L % 7

33. HEXUPRENANESR

TEVE 7 S0, IWEATHT % B R EE R RIEJF N MER L R, BRI Y « B 5K e o
5L S AR R O, P 3 R VR S L W 2 1 FOR RIS AAOC R, TR BB/ “RKEE” AE
NI AT TR T R S, BAE BIHE amEh A 1 R4 2B 2 X R = A Zd s, K
JE T FUAR (P, 2015); A B SCAG IR SZ A7 S AR, FRBE AR, FREEX A HCHAEN N FEE .
Hia =%, GHEAEFRHKHAL, EFEREg S, WRNNERE 5 FKERRR, FKE 2
XM AL, AN ARG T 5 BER 28 (1M 5 B A 2 A K IR 2 S AE), 1 HARAE & A — Wk
#, 2008).

YR PSR T KM Z S, AP ESC I RAR “Z27 SHhEANFERE. Y&
—HEMMHFAIZE T, RE “ZF7 HTSORE R, AT RN X —MERE, LA T
FE “HRANMZER, M0 EEEE” s, UmERmR L. 350 s = T4 1 Z0 I FE A
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BB TSI 7 OB, SRS T AT L i T 2
4. PEARESHNEERRR

5= ARy B R T B RN B S BE M =5 T TR PG ST REAT XL, B3R T P ST AN AL 2 Ak
T ESCACAEAE PRGSO R 287 SCHARRRIRYE, D B SR 5 P07 H R N R 7 2
A b E SRR E, EH M T N R

4.1. Bt

wn ESCRTIR, S TN AR EERA AN . LT 7 U P R AR S MAR A5, 7R
o LU BE 2 g A AR RV IR B, A SRIAFAE AT AT J7 22 A H AR, H AT A S
WA T —&h “ SO0t SR H AR B S Ak A GURN, o sE o N H A ABUG 3
AR T 2 K8 A STABE (/1 2003) o T A A48 B K8 20 00 50 00 AN A FED o 2 R A 00 A B R 5% 3%
A NFREX A BRI K

BT BN B K B2 5 5 VR B R R AR — AR, X AR S A (P At s =

4.2. BEM

N B3 0k AT SR B W 7 v A B b, W] DAt DA R B 2 R BE A DR RN BB AR
B ANELA R FE e KENbREig B AR E T2k REIAEN, B EX
FRITE AL G E B 7 (RIS At 22 BBy, 78 Sk i b i 47 1 2K i N B 45 74 €1 X (Olson, 2000). 7EBILSE
AET, KEERRRKE R A S EE), S0 G AR R UL RS Ik R R AE TR,
TE AR A2 e B E A s, I DU OB AR SR, X2 — PRI S AR 1o Al B PR X BE N
PRt =

ST EE AR R (R0 58 7 v RE A SR A AR b o R ] ) S e N B ) B 2. S5 MR T N B g e, (|
W B HENEE,  H AT R T VA RHE R X BB N BT I AL, AR Y S RS A A U R KR T R R
77 18] o
4.3. ik

515, EARERORER T - 8 - FRI=0dsh, WrdasEEms | of gk Rm
FIEROL, WAL Gt 23 (0 S il B B IAC AL 23 0 4 31 18] 7 2 IO 43X — R U AL SR #8327 S5 B 0
BN AR AN RT Bl () — 40 [ Y BRARER TR B L TR AS D L, R b o ] S e T 7 vk BT B 1% 55
FAC BRI RENA, V8 7 SR B I B U7 v vh I R4 B0 IX B 4
4.4, SN

BT S B PE 77 MR 3 SO “ARBUDERER” , ZRJ7 U “mBiEs” « “miUIEEs” W
FEHFR—EEHN “BE. BE. QX 717« “BAEHN, LATH, KAER SEEE
EAE, N EERBNERZ S ZKEENTTITIE . 100877 AR I EEAE 28 N NATTFEE,  BUb B
VAR L2
4.5. IEIBM

RIS 411 FAST I EISr R E R S0, BHERALRIENERIEN. f£rhEEgeh
PRI R—ERE, Wil “AFEA=, KRR, mtAr R AT T E AR EE . S g
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(77 AEPETT RERAL TR s, ARAE AR [ AR SR A — R b 77 R AT s B, v
o bt AT (KT o

ik, B E AR EN AL IEB TR, IR R A I & 5K E o BT 2 AR A
BRI — [

4.6. AT

A ULE t H AT RS BE D & 75 VA AE — e R R, DR 10 75 2 7 B A 6 S 2RISR T i s R
MPFBARBIPE R, B Pt EIRAE . W2 DU H RS St R VE RN, R RERG 3t S AL 3
s BlinkEsE RIS, R DR AR RE S BOR SEBNLAS L, R S HL At 3 i nT
Ga: Ve 22y AN PSS
5. B&

ASCEIGE T E ML S BE A h PG SO 22 e AT AR T, IR T o QSRR N B ok A Y
BLIE S N e PV I TR WU S £ &7 N R SIEE Y AP ES d 27 (AP R SRS & N7 s 7oy (PR = B SV it s 2
SRS BAER, TP E R AR A N FEM BT VAR RN G, T E R E
BE AR BASON T AT NI SBE SR RN 2 M0 30 AT 1 RIS 0, RS T o 3CfeketE
T A E R 2R LT, AR Z AT IR SR AR VIR &7 = S8R TE bR, IEAK
A AR SRR B —FPBr 0053, RE s AR DI E A, 858307 EEAGgREINER, S
A5 PN T R bk it 0 SR A ot D00 B [ N PR R B NPy, Bt ) LEE 5 D AR I A LR Ak, e it A
IR B AR, O B BEEE Sk Rt 2D SR AL e
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