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Abstract

To explore the relationship between family socio-economic status and future orientation of junior
middle school students and its mechanism—the intermediary effect of father’s parenting invest-
ment, 500 junior middle school students were investigated by using family socio-economic status
assessment, father’s parenting investment behavior questionnaire and adolescent future orienta-
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tion questionnaire. The results show that: 1) junior middle school students’ future orientation is
at the upper middle level; 2) There is no gender difference in the future orientation of junior mid-
dle school students, and the future orientation of junior middle school students is significantly
higher than that of the other two grades; 3) Family socio-economic status can significantly predict
father’s parenting investment and future orientation, and father’s parenting investment plays a
partial intermediary effect in the impact of family socio-economic status on future orientation.
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Figure 1. The mediating effect model of father’s upbringing investment on
family socioeconomic status and future orientation

1 RFBFBRANEREL M SRR EZ EH AN
REY

4. i
4.1. ¥IpAE R IR

TR, W AR AR SREUA AT S EAKF, S8, Bk, &EEAREQ01N)F AL R—3. o
FRIA R FEMER L ZE R ARE, Xl gelE TORAEME N E R E, 159594 LA FFERE
BEARSRIINLZ (R, A, 2020). BFFLH s y) = 25 AR AR I A 2 3 o T-0)— FIy) R AMELL,
X5 T RHAEN(013)ER—5, —HTHEERMFEERR R AR G I A2 O KR 5 T sk,
Sy T e A % B O LT R SR A R R 4, ISR R AT — B R AR ek R SR B R JE (5K IR
2020). PR, SRS AR AR SR B A B

42. REHSEFMA, RFEBERASTPERRN@DHIRFR

WEFCRIL, FREEAE 2 Gt o GRS 11 7 B AR EER BN AKIA, SR AT AT LU [ 351
ARSI, HACKRHGFHRNAE —F Z S h A

FBEX T D EREWE R DR . M, ELFHRITMEA KT LT, 250
AL VEAN A A FE ¥ B B M, o B AR T A 4R AL S VE [ 1 B AR (5K SR A%, 2006). FKEEAE
DT FBER A SAFIRGER — DN E M N R, FEt @it i m st @ AR E
KV ECE R, ATEVIBUE BN, FERFE MY, SRR TETEZHRESSEE, #T5104]
38, BNEZ AR 77 KEEA 2 G A7 B B 0 T DR ARRECH IR R AN KT, X
A BFAGR T 2R T AR T DR R R AL PR (] 45 R i 7 D AR ARORFCE MBI IR R S BAOK
AN (SIS FE . 2008). BURHOGRAET N KRN T 22, TS B ARBUAR, EAEBT T 557
HAx, TERESRAE T A7 %2, B RARRE RS, — B i T ss B ir. SORKI X,
WA RS H PR — DR Rk, FKEEA S A ] el SR BOR B 2] T AR R OR
B

5. &P
1) A7 A A SR ER b T R S KT

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.128344 2884 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.128344

2) WIRAEARRIEAAAFAENE R Z2 57 H] =274 (B AROR ) 22 v+ H A PN 4R 4
3) FIEEL AT AL IE A T AL SR EER BRI, FREEAE 2 22 5 A0S AR R I 7] (R 52 AT LA
I SRR EEBN R LI -

BB

HRZAESUR FER, BN, HEBCREMZIMKE S 50%. K, BRERINEZA], £
S EAEE M, TP IRNAE . Foa, BRI . ERTEME 2 4, R4 T BRI
BErG RIS 25, MLEABATHRCR WORIE G, DU E S5 B !

S50k
JIWEX, Bk, INAT, SH(2004). FEEIAE: BE. RPN R RIS TR SRR R, OB F U, 12(4)
544-553.

N, HARE, HEREQ011). FOFEARKE A FERIHG]. AHAFHER HFFIK, 37(6), 7-12.
M, AR (2020). HARAE LA RIFIASKEUA G & %0 BRIFN I A ER . XA 54R, 5(9), 110-115.

EE, SRR, X, 2(2012). HEAT h AR IR B T AN RAIIBHIONT. EHIIEA R 5
FI4HR, (6), 56-62.

BT, X%, 407, 55(2018). HHEITM LR HFRBNAT N RGBT R E BRI, P2 545,
26(4), 647-651.

D FEFTR, 45(6), 658-671.
TKIZF(2008). A FATFI NI FHE [FIEARIZEFIHRF. A0S, e AR IR 2.
TK0H, TKISES, LLRRFT, Jari-Erik Nurmi (2006). FH/DERIN AR R JE B bs Rk, ©#F, 29(2), 274-277.
a&ajfzfé(zozo). &L B I G5 2] F B RE IR T —— LA Bl — 7 9 4. Wi SA0R S, & A

Sewell, W. H., & Haller, A. O. (2002). The Education and Early Occupational Status Attainment Process: Replication and
Revision. American Sociological Review, 35, 1014-1027. https://doi.org/10.2307/2093379

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.128344 2885 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.128344
https://doi.org/10.2307/2093379

	家庭社会经济地位对未来取向的影响
	摘  要
	关键词
	The Influence of Family Socio-Economic Status on Future Orientation
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 研究方法
	2.1. 研究对象
	2.2. 研究工具
	2.2.1. 家庭社会经济地位
	2.2.2. 父亲教养投入行为问卷
	2.2.3. 未来取向问卷


	3. 研究结果
	3.1. 共同方法偏差检验
	3.2. 初中生未来取向现状分析
	3.3. 变量间回归分析和中介模型分析

	4. 讨论
	4.1. 初中生未来取向现状
	4.2. 家庭社会经济地位、父亲教育投入与初中生未来取向的关系

	5. 结论
	致  谢
	参考文献



