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Abstract

This research takes Macao secondary school students as the research object, explores the current
situation of the teacher-student relationship among Macao secondary school students, and under-
stands their differences in the teacher-student relationship under different background variables.
As a research tool, we used snowball sampling method to collect data from 305 secondary school
students, and statistical analysis was performed by single-sample T-test, independent-sample T-test,
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and one-way ANOVA analysis of variance. The results show that: 1) The relationship between teach-
ers and Macao secondary school students is good; 2) There are significant differences in “emo-
tional communication” among Macao secondary school students with different father and mother
education levels; 3) There are significant differences in “closeness and trust” and “emotional com-
munication” with different fathers’ work. Finally, based on the research results, suggestions are
put forward for the reference of the Macao government, schools, etc.
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1. EIRERRY

7E 2012 4EB, HERITHRT AR, 154 52 0 2 B T A R 8 F U sr it ol BAA R
SEF R ER, R INAE R R IE A6 56 3 R ITAE QSRR R (S50 1, 2012), W] WRTT 22 2R 7 2012 4RI,
JiAE IR R AT REAT B K- SR, 7E 2018 4 [H br# A= pE&E 1 (The Program for International Student
Assessment, PISA)H1#5 i, [T 244 AR EK T OECD [ PR, o] o224 (1 32 40 B 1K
(Schleicher, 2018). PRIk, LT THUR T 2021 AEHEAT CHLTTRE AT BUX JE S 55638 A K IR RI(2021~2030) )
PR IR R @I AE R R, AR A ARG H 5 R TR, 2021), S34h, MRITEURTESE
28/2020 SATBUERN E A, 2N H B2 A VAR 45 RO AR O B0 . ERAR L T IR BN R
SGRITENSS SR, 2020), SoRERTTBUREEFRBEBERHES) 1, B 7 OQEMAER RN R, HGE e
HHE RREES . AT, A RS TBERIHES N, 2FEM45 K, WITHRTHITAE R R X a2 B2
ANFH SN ERR TR R R H BRI ? X TH RS, HAFNAEE. LR A
WHIL, TRUTRI T C R, KR SRR TR 2 A R R Z R, HAEENE .

2. MRFGF*
21. iIRI R

211 BEREH

FGH SR 1L, 20 TRl R 5. FERDL SORMERE. BPRAERE. X
FESEME . FEELTERIE. ORI TARRGL BRI TARRMM K E R TR, & B RERZ 4, 2k
mr% L.

Table 1. Summary table of background information groups

* 1 BERENEMNZHESR

R AR By 45
4 7] 1) B, 2) «
R D13 P ELIT; 2)14%; 3)15 %; 4)16 %; 5)17 %; 6) 18 ¥ E Ll I

1) ¥ih—%4%; 2) ¥Ih—E%s 3) Ih =% 4) mb 9 5) WP Y

o 6) Ptk =44
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FEEIRIL 1) 5REFFEME: 2) HACKEME: 3) SREERME: 4) REREFFEM, 5HAMERFE M
SR E TR 1) NEFBUAIR; 2) 2 3) %4 4) WiEEbl |
BERHERE 1) /NFEEBLIR; 2) HEEs 3) Hob 4) Wbl b
KEEL 1) MCEZKEE: 2) HEMA: 3) s MEE: 4) HACREESAMEALBE#TR: 5) HAhsk Kk
2 e 2% [ Iy 2 g
RN 1) SR LA 24, 5 SUBCE B SIRA A
SLSE T ARG 1) AT 2) TiUEAI; 3) THRIYLIRSCR
BEEM T ARG 1) AERIEATEGIR: 2) #ITAIREGRIR: 3) Kutlk
FKEELGFIRIL 1)tz 2) M 3) NI 4) viEsEAER ITE

ORRIE: WHTTE B AT

212 IMEXRER

KRR T [HAEXRRELR] , 2% THNZQ02D)KER, &AW P ITA % R 2,
SR TS o TEERWN] o [SREEE] M TSR] o [53318% ] RiIgHA 23|
L e S, @FREEEE 7 8, [AERR ] R482E4E FrRaz 222 M B w0 H AR B ok
T, @WRGEEA 6 8, [EIEME] —REHESZMZEEIEENER, 2FR5E8EEE 5 M,
M5 ASTR ) Bfe b 52z mEE R ERMES), 2REEEE 7 8. BERXHNUARER
5, M TIEEARRRZ] « [AER] « THEE] 2 T[dEEERz] . 2508 1. 2 9. 3. 44
ZUiE BInasisE, R MR /B BRinaSisfk, BRRHIMAESCRMZE., BERIUAL R
T T H TR, &S M4 2 M BB T 0.635~0.857 (p < 0.01); 4> E A BT R &4 ik o,
VU 2 T 2 A S B4 ) 65.159%. 69.859%. 73.202%. 69.799%, % i [K 2t fif 447 0.743 5§,
DL RER—BUER L Eor, PUANEEZ Cronbach’s Alpha ZEUE 47124 0.909. 0.912. 0.904 F1 0.927,
#4872 Cronbach’s Alpha Z2%{E N 0.972. Hk, =R AGRIFERE.
2.2. Bl

AR Z RIS GBI 224, SerAbATIR R BT i3, R R T BRAlAE 2 (snowball sampling)
FITE AAE R ]+ [H) A A TR, JRIAS 305 A 20 %
2.3. IRAEIE

AR AT I IR 58 B A5 R, BFFBBCE A 1) W2t ARl e R385 B e 4 70 3
AHBEZER: 2) AR TREAERNTAERRE BEER.
24, BFRSIAE

AWK B —FEAR T K258 (0One Sample T-Test) kA S i 7 1, DL T fRIMA G R 0L TRRH
ST A T K255 (Independent Sample T-Test)FlER K748 5 45 43 H1 1% (One-Way ANOVA) A 36 F 7L 18 % 2,
DL T RASIE) RS S T 2 AR AR 5 R 2 2= RE T .

EERE SR 1, WFFRCRA R —FEAR T A6 . & SCHE S E E (Test Variables), AW &R A—14
AR ER, By 25, MEEZBHECN 25 8, EidxfmE812 PAS80N 625, e
fHN 625; 4yZmF, [T M MERLR ] BB RN 7 8, FEHA D Em 2 AL Eoh
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175, KiEfE R 17.5; [AiERW] ZBEECN 6 8, FA0%08 16, KE[EN 15 [SREET] 28
H#CRh 5 /8, by $0h 12,5, K g {8 12,5, ST i — A T ARIRHT, B2 G EHLER DT 5% (p < 0.05)
i, ORI TR A R RSB EMAE R R A BEEEES, K2, HAELBEEIER
T 5% (p > 0.05)iF, S R T RA LR R PRGNSR R P Bk E B EER.

BSOS 2, 4515 ORI AR AL, 35 I BROSTREA T K336, 24 8 AR BEHL R DT 5% (p < 0.05)
B, WIBATES S B REZES . MR, SELBENEKRT 5% (p > 0.05)F, WIFHATIESH LaiEs
BEER. BERVRIZ AN =HSCL L, R BRSO, AT AR 5 R A
2 I PANME L, 23 B R AR B ZE T 5% (p < 0.05)H1 R TN ZE KT 5% (p > 0.05). 1% —: 7E
A S E AR T T, K TR LT 5% (p < 0.05)I, Zitidk FH P ¥ {8 25 A 4% s v [ Welch v | .
S TWelch | FOBTE /AR FAHIE SR E K F(p < 0.05), AREZSLA b/ maE 3 E ARG BE
5, XEHERM [Games-Howell ] HHTHERE, WH [Welch iE] ML /340 FAEARG R REK
F(p > 0.05)i, MIFRERENF FatisT B ER, AREETHEME. Bl 28580
e, MR ENLFERT 5% (p > 0.05)0), AU [ZREHHr] o W [ZERESH] i FEE
FIRFEKF(p < 0.05), RELHAPRADHEWHLS I FRAREER, XN FHERH [LSD] #1T7HE
JEkE, WmE [AEFEOHT] i FEREREKT( > 0.05), W SERAES K EEREES,
AT BT FIGRE -

3. ARGR
3.1. MASHT

MITAE R R ER IR AR TREMFEIT SR TR [BRITECR] PP 5 08 69.30 47, t{HN
9.252, p<0.001, GitiAFRE, &T [BARMAECR] RAEN 625 4y, SRl T2 E B2 EIT)
[HARITA DGR | TR, BT 22 R B BT AR R R, WA ERI G, [958
S| 5458 2052 4y, t1E N 14.955, p <0.001, Fiilk#EZE, =T [%34ES ] PAoHK 175
gy, RoRERI TR FEAERZ BN TR ] TR, BRI SA RS2 2800 [#30485] Bt
(ARG SR | B9 9 17.10 43, 189 10,022, p<0.001, Siitis® 83, &1 [HEEER] Py
i 15 4y, BRI AR BOZ BN [ AR ] A TSRS, BRI T 22 R B2 B AR TS PR )
B, [3RIEEFE] 7558 1353 4, t1H 8 5.636, p < 0.001, mT [SREEF] A% 12,5
gy, oI FEAERZ BN [ORIEEAE] TR, BIR R4 R 2 200 [oRIEEAE ] Bl
M5 EAZ R | P93 8 18.15 43, tE N 2.556, p<0.001, ZiilkFIE2, & [HEASH ] PAro
B 175 4, o[RS ARSZ BN TS EACH ] A TR KT, R T R 22A sz B0 [ 15 RAC I
BT

gk LT, T AR AR R B[RRI AR DG R | RO TEr R, BRI R AR B B [
ST TR o [SREEE] A TEBASH ] R Edr . MHEHR % 2.

Table 2. Analysis of the current situation of teacher-student relationship among secondary school students in Macao

F2 RIPFEIMEXRRZIRIR

AR TG JE T FEAR%L ARk 43 PR 2 A tA

RS 305 20.52 17.5 3.524 7 14.955™"
ERCESIN 305 17.10 15 3.657 6 10.022"
FRILAEE 305 13.53 125 3.185 5 5.636""
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5 IRAT 305 18.15 17.5 4.447 7 2.556™"
BRI SR 305 69.30 62.5 12.827 25 9.252"™"

T Tp<0.001; BURRKIR: BFUH AT,

32. FRIBERBIFEEIFERRZERDH

ASFR XA SR T G50 5 LK 528 S 7 BT idoRISIE R FUR % 2. 7EGETE BRI 72 11 M R
o BEE TEERND L TR o TR . TR« TS« T@FRIE] « [RERIT
PEIRDL) « TRIELTERDL ] 5 )\ 5, EMRITHR 240 TRARITA AR | RE DA A [225088% ]
MEFRW)  DRIEEE] o TSR] BB REER. 0 [SCRNBEERE] « [RERINH
BREE] M [SORI TR =105, AR AR [BAMAESCR ] SR 5 3]44
T THEERW] © DPREGE] - [HEESR] T, BlBlE> — AR EA R 8 =R, BB
2 HR o RO, BUR AT SRR TR 2 AR A R RN E A, 288

321 [RFEHBEEE | ERITPEEMEXRNERSW

MWFE 35, T4 o TAERN]  [RIEEE] « [EARINACR] 1 F{E 270 0.951,
1.055. 1.941, 2.119, p > 0.05, ZiitKRIAREKF, BIANFEALEBE FEE IR 2B TE M AE SR H 1
(22038 o [AWERME] o [SREEE] « [BARINARR] BREAEEER. i, [MEBE
) B FAEN3.016, p <005, SiiARIEEKTY, AR ELE R BT 2t A A 5 &P )
MEEZR] FREER. &1t LSD F/a BRI, SORHBEREN TWiaibl ] 224 AR #
BREERN [NFEBLLN ] B 5Am 2.248 45, SORHEREN Tl B B2 AR E R
FERy TRz ] 2t s 2.213 43, SOCRBE A THLaibl B ] A AR B E RN [ 54
IR A 2.166 4, XN SORH AR R IS, AR B0 TS EACH ] BT Re EL A
= o

Table 3. Differences in teacher-student relationship among secondary school students with different fathers’ education levels

3. FRIXFHERENFFEEINEXRNER

AR T JZ TH REMHERRE NH % i F 14 HG e

1. /NEELLT 25 20.44 3.513
2. Hh2g 145 20.32 3.520

RS 0.951
3. ¥+ 93 20.46 3.562
4, bl k 42 21.36 3.470
1. /NEEULIR 25 16.60 3.354
o 2. Hi 145 16.83 3.931

LT RN X 1.055
3. %+ 93 17.34 3.406
4, fiteibl 42 17.79 3.353
1. /N 25 13.08 2.971
2. Wi 145 13.30 3.275

RIEEE 1.941
3. ¥+ 93 13.54 2.973
4, il b 42 14.57 3.336
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1. /NEELLTR 25 17.80 3.979
N 2. theg 145 17.83 4.623 . 4>1
A I N 3.016 4>2
3. ¥k 93 17.88 4.278 43
4, il b 42 20.05 4.114
1. /NEBEUR 25 67.92 10.801
. 2. Hi 145 68.28 13.531
BRI G R . 2.119
3. &k 93 69.23 12.293
4, il L 42 73.76 12.012

e "p<0.05; BERAG: BRACH AT,

322 BEMBEEE | ERITPEEMEXRNERSH

MW 4350, T4 o TAERN] « [RIEEE] o [EAINACR] 1 FE 2700 1.010,
0.394. 1.692. 1.641, p>0.05, SuitRIAREKF, BIAFEBERBEFEE IR 2 TEINAE SR
(22038 o [AWERME] o [SREEE] « [ARINARR] BREAEEER. SR, [MEEL
W) M FAEN 2,958, p <0.05, SiiiARIEEKTY, BIAFEREEZE R A T 2t A 70 A 5 R P )
MEEZR] FREZER. &1 LSD F/a b BRI, B ERE N TWaibl ] A4 b REE
BREER T R4 m 2172 47, BEREEREER ThLE L B i R B E R [ %
) MeEEE 1.938 4, X EORBERHE L LR E A, TR 2 [ S ] T e
e

Table 4. Differences in teacher-student relationship among secondary school students with different mothers’ education le-

vels
T4 FAEFEHERENDFEENEXRNER
AR T2 TH REEMAERRE N % i F1E HG i
A= 25 20.32 3.694
2. iz 133 20.33 3.386
EREEE : 1010
3. %+ 103 20.45 3.675
4, fit-ekbl 44 21.36 3.478
1. /NEEPLR 25 16.96 4.168
2. izt 133 16.86 3.655
G R . 0.394
3. %+ 103 17.32 3.465
4. fitmLl b 44 17.36 3.871
1. NEBCUR 25 13.32 3.881
. 2. iz 133 13.28 2.976
SRILAEAE . 1.692
3. %+ 103 13.49 3.235
4, Witekbl kB 44 14.50 3.181
1. /NEECLR 25 18.76 4.648
) 2. izt 133 17.67 4514 .
WS ‘ 2.958 4>2
3. %+ 103 17.90 4.200 4>3
4, Witspl k 44 19.84 4.398
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1. /NEEELLR 25 69.36 14.297
) 2. H2E 133 68.14 12.462
BRI AR . 1.641
3. %+t 103 69.16 12.702
4, witagll 44 73.07 13.073

Vi Tp<005; BERBRIE: BRI EAT R,

323, [RFENIERR ] ERITHEEREXRNER S

M550, [2E2048F ] o THEESW]) o TEEsSH] 1 FE5 705 1.565, 1.697. 1.852, p>
0.05, ZuitARik K, BIARASE TARRGUAERI TR 22 AE R R [ 3048% ]« [HEEX
I TEBACH] BRKAREZES. N, [SRIEEE] B F{ERN 3.187, p < 0.05, SilAHEE
K, BIASFIAC SR TARRGLAER T TR 2 AR AT AR G R R i [SRIEEAE] AREESR . 41t Games-Howell
TG BRI, SR TAERGA [HRRYEAT] (324 Ak TAERGUN [ RRIEHIRER L ] 1)
Wi 1.995 43, X EOR MAE TARRGUN AR 22k, AT B [SRIEEAT] ATRe AR
TAERGAHERBA B 22 A2 47

[HARITA SRR ] 1 F R 3.102, p < 0.05, SiHEFIREKF, RIARFEASE TARRGUIKHE TR
AT [BRFAEXRR] HFREES. 230 LSD Fa bR, SCETIERNA [ ARIEAETR ] g
HOACSR TAERG [ FRACTEARIRECR A | IR SR 6.309 4y, SR TARRMA [FREPEAER] 1
A AR TARRGUN [ TREEHIRBCR Y ) 224w 5.870 73, X IR A305E TARRIUBRER E 1
e, ABATIHE [REARIMAE DGR ] LAt T R bk

Table 5. Differences in teacher-student relationship among secondary school students with different fathers” working condi-

1on
tioss. PEEHNITERANPZEEREXRNESR
BRTA] SLSEI TAERGL N Rk brifE 22 F & HFHE
1. ARYEAIR 180 20.76 3.706
¥l 2. FHERIERIR 96 20.34 2.934 1.565
3. HRLHIRECR 29 19.59 4,058
1. NEPEATR 180 17.37 3.595
GRETSN 2. TERIEAIH 96 17.03 3.230 1.697
3. TRAC PR AL 29 15.66 4,952
1. R PEAER 180 13.64 3.199
SRILAEE 2. FHRIPEAT 96 13.82 2.745 3.187* 2>3
3. TEEC PR 29 11.83 3.974
1. ARYEAHER 180 18.26 4.481
15 IRATIR 2. FHERIERIR 96 18.40 4.048 1.852
3. HRHEHIRECR 29 16.66 5.300
1 A PEAR 180 70.03 13.127
BRI 5 2 2. WA 9% 69.59 10.668 3.102" 223
3. HRIEHIRBAR M 29 63.72 16.204

E: "p<0.05; FRIMIE: HIREEITEA.
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4. ZAITR
4.1 R

REFFORIL, ITHRSEER [%28F] o [AERN] o [SREEE] « [BESCR] 8k
JAERR ] BP9 B B2 R T A g, W ]Fh 2 A AR T AR G 3R R FL A v B AL T L PR R85
BT RR, G W AT R R AT HUF R B (RS, 2021), PRANITST 45 SR EBONAEAL, HIE
BRI R T R 2 A BT T A G R EAE TR IR B o TR AR A — S DL AR VR N N R
PR, WA G R MR TR KT, H [l ] Mg aaasziut+A, &
DL N, (RA G RO AE R R B M= AR E 2 U+ N, SRR TR A Bl A ¢ Rk
BUF KRG, 2012). FiAb, 2021 AEMRTTECE E SRR R RHER T GRITRE AT EIX JEs S5 20E
HKHIRIRI(2021-2030)) , 4R BURIR B ITER 2R (2 AR K, A 22 5 2 AR v AP AE DG R
(TR MR R SR), 2021) . TEARA BAFMITA SRR, 0 R TBUR# B MBOR IR, 1%
Jifi 5 2 AR R T A G 2R PT R R Lk S BB e (PR

KT, SCREE PN LB, BTN AE R R TSR] RS m TACREE
FEEEN/NFER LA R . R L, SR TSGR BB B i e DL E S AR A G R/ ) T
AR ] AR E R /N AR 2R 2R AR R . AR FIR R I, BESREEFEE N [
TE P ] AR SR R TR S| ERE R TRERHERE N [vheg] A 24| s,
BoR T RERHE AR AL, b RIS R R [EEAC ] LR E RN [ ]
ATt ] Ay, AR R, ORI S T LT SR R, AQSERIAE ST i 1) 2
AR AE R R B WAL SE RIS AR 0 22 2R B (PRI T, 2017) TR ML T S BE R A O, MR
R ERE AR A A SR R . HAN, RS RGHR FIRH, KRR TR IIMA S,
T o2 Z SR BEE e (b 2 1, 2021), BMLESSSE BB RS T L A S RIE LT,
REEI S P2 v] Beth 2 52 1 L A G R

AHFFERIL, S TARRGON [ARPEAT ] M [ TP IR ) e [BRfAERR] LRE
mTAE TAERGUCA [ RFRRIEINECR ] 224, BACE T/ERGUN [ RRITET] W2EELEITAE
KRAFH [SREGE] FREFETOCRTARRN Y [ THVEIRIRECRFO | 54, Fik, BFREsT
SR TARRGLR AR E I R4, BB SZ 10— S8 AE D¢ R AT e e, R R TR UEMIR . A fese TR,
RFOV AR, K 2 —IfE R Rt 2. AR RR, TR T/ESEER IR S IEA
TR PE TAEH My, TR L R s AT e i ma HoE 10 R (U0, 2016), IMARFAER, BT RARSIN
AR RE BFIEMIS(H 54, 2008), KL TAERN AT fE 2R F A T4 & R & .

4.2. H5TBRH

4.2.1. HrE

AW, AR T ERTT Sl 305 AMFEAS, IXATRES I MIE B, DIk, AHE T2 B T sl
RRALTT DAHER B 4 22 A AT AU 25 2R
4.2.2. MIRFGE

AHETER AL ORI, RIAESETH48 R IR AR AE M, AT ARSI EHE I e . A
Uk, ARORT R ZHEAT A R BERT 5T .

4.3, Bl
AWFFER TSR RE RIFHKTY; KEMEEREZWRLBAL, FAETMAERRTR [
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AR AR SORI TARRBL AN RAG m) 2 A BRI EOR Bk, 2RI SC R TR AR AT
Wbz, BLEJCHUH, LR AR SR B ARG A AR AL TR AR S RN SR R . B,
FEH LTI EURN . 2 ES%, NWERIT:

43.1. BFF
BURF S AZ B R S AR AR 56 Rt 24 R I B, o m] USRS AR R A TS, T i
Jifi 52 A g AR Ok R BB R ) R, BRI AL, SRR T4 R .

4.3.2. B8

LN AZ 35 22 A ST RAF IR 6 R e i FLARAR 28 2 AR HRPIR I o 2T LB [ 22 23 452
MR « DREEAR] M TSRS S S AR R, PIfE R E 4 P& A4 (]
B EUR R 2 5 R, EEROARITI 2, & gy T SRS AR SR A ]
AR, S ORE NN AR, 8P IR R, B A R AR o 3t U5 5%

SE K
WIVHE K F R (2021). 7 THFITIX FF 5428 & KA#£(2021-2030).
https://portal.dsedi.qov.mo/webdse|space/addon/upload/Upload viewfile page.jsp?id=79864

WITENSS /(2020 42 7 H 27 H). 52812020 S 77 B/ 5 M A # IE B 24 1P #)/E.
https://bo.io.gov.mo/bo/i/2020/30/regadm28_cn.asp

BRUGNE(2012). /T B EHFA LIRS, AR S, dbaG dERRE R

B (2012). W[ TR/ NSRRI AE HLENBIE .« —E Fy ) #1 72, (12), 192-198.

HETE(2008). [H P EFERFEFR T KR WERRGFEAZYP 7. g, G4b SR

HICTF(2016). I TS5 TEZ RS WL, G 5% AR,

WIRE:(2021). B H I [H T ZERGITEKRF . FEAIRAGERFREZ PRI, LR, a9 Rilg K.

WMBE (2017). A = B[P = FRFZE AR, ITERRRFZAIW LT . LA, B2 iR

M IN(2021). LI R G PE L IR 7 TR T R S5 B 2 A I 55 2] T e T 7 e 45 R 2 578, WL %
o, &b ALRHERE.

Schleicher, A. (2018). Pisa 2018: Insights and Interpretations.
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