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Abstract

Objective: To explore the relationship between parental psychological control and critical think-
ing, and the mediating effects of self-control and Internet use preference. Methods: A total of 1659
high school students were surveyed anonymously by Parental Psychological Control Questionnaire,
Self-control Scale, Critical Thinking Disposition Scale and Internet Use Preference Scale. Results:
Structural equation model analysis showed that the direct effect of parental psychological control
on critical thinking was significant, the mediating effect of self-control and Internet use between
parental psychological control and critical thinking was significant, and the chain mediating effect
of self-control and Internet use was also significant. Conclusion: Parental psychological control not
only directly predicts critical thinking, but also indirectly predicts critical thinking through the
mediating effect of self-control and Internet use preference, and the chain mediating effect of
self-control and Internet use, respectively.
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1. Hl

fieat B2 A B, BIFETTRAIE, RN DRI RE. atr. PR, HEWR, BLAGZH)
Wi LR e HE . MBS VA AnvER AR BRI (Fisher & Scriven, 1997). T4k, [ PN AME
KB AR B2 YR A B4 2 A KR EEHE Bz —. 2016 SR EHFHMARAMN
(P EZA R EZORT) SREASUREE . B, 2ot BRRATE. ST M SEBaH &S
KIZOZRFE(CEAG, 2018) o H it A BE R B RE # R FRIZ O N A, 2 TR0E R E R 575 1) 0.
I BAE N S BE PR R O BB — 3R, R AR B 1 R R PR E bR B — DU B bR (2
B, X, 2019). T B4ER) R R, REEN— ARRAHE KR, 1M H AR e, K
20 A TR TC A R R B P AR (R 52, SRT DG T 5 BE PR 0T b F 4 R 4 s o) () fF 2>

I B 56 ISR i TR 58 2 MR 141k Ak KB Ot i PR T R A Fg o R ) e A vh AR e AR 2 e R
BRFKEHRBE I ANE R A E N HEENE, BEHRFZ TN, AR EHRANE RN E, X
PR 72 - AR R R TR R e, 2 5o B #% T I 0IE PR (4 AK I, 2010). ACBRFHFE 7 XN R UF#5%
TTRAKA R TN, LIRS AN JE T A RACEBFRT . RN, SCBROIEEGIE R L
R BEH TR IT ) o —RITE (4 FHIE, 2019), b A A= itk 01 R ()T il 5 R e o () 46 B 2 F) A
FH (7K 50655 2014) 0 ACRECo R il 2 AL RE# I 5] K %+ X% (Schaefer, 1965), AT RIAOHFE,
H O AR BRI/ 7 5 b DA R i 2% 1 P O A8 E (Barber, 1996), T O BE4% | £ AR 7 (1 O
R R S A AIE B AE R R, FEZ0 50 A BE O BRAE I 3 AL SR O 5 ) 5 B O 3 s ], BT DM A
o O B4 1) BB 0% S 35 B0 1) UL ) 1k SR 4 (Ha), BRSO B4 1] 6 0% I 2 £ 1) UL ) 1 JE 4 (H b))

WIEESRGHIE, BT RERERR, ZAERCA B2 BIAMAR R . AN E 38
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RIS M B P AR A L E R, MR B R S RE I RGRE, SEIR R A
PEBZE RS S B 2 IR ES (RS K, 2017 R 55, ARYL, 2009). fbIMEEEE A IEFEIRIAAA EME
FZH TRERARX IR B4 ER, B R G bR AT 2%, 28 O AR R
b 2 A SR bl B B 2 N UL, T B ORI 3 Bl ) PR 85 R A 34T SR 25 (Paul, 1987,
Tangney, Baumeister, & Boone, 2004). 4k H 3 TR EF LM BRER B MK B &8tk 2
FIMAEE, Tohl SRR, TR oCEE A T A B4 SRR T, Rk B RN S IR AH T
BRI AR(CEA, 20195 Fa3e, 25 R0E, 2009). T4 B A B4ER KRR, BoRE AR AN
PR dEE RN, MREGE A EEZ R EIIRE ). B ERIE G R 2 A I — MR R R I (R UK, H
ey, #E#EH, 2018). Baumind A2 F K EEH R 7 M A& A AR B RIER G ). kT %
I R pE R 7 0T TR AR ZER B &RIEH R /). IR ORI E, ARG IBIIK, 86
FIPE ARG . AR R AR IR E T B B fl AR Rt ) 1 R 4k (H2a),
SR IO I I B PA I A4 e ) 1 FE 4E (H2b)

M BARPOE K e, 4% HH AR TGRS, AR E B, AT LOEE K
FE ERIEAR, AT LS MR TE BRI 7R AR, AR SR EZME R
G RARS, B 4aEh R b BARTT . e . 77500k, & O M DS AR S . X
R RN TR A AR TGS B, AN 2 I 434 K B F v f S T s, BT £ ) 356 FH
BRI PR AL & IR S5 (RS, BRty, 20155 B3, WIEA.0y, 2005). ACRECEREEHSRI/ME, BA 51
ity GmEN . BRI AR ZE SRR, LA RS SRR A ACH, RIS AR R 5 A
SRF AR, BAMERTES R A (TR, 2019; JHHkHL, 2015; X7, 2014; Rifkik, 281, 734
e, 2014). FEDLSARIE R, A G P e RS R I A 7 PR S 1), T ELER Y R AR A —
AN SEAAN R T Bt A0 BB A R (0055 2012) . FEIXANMREE 2SI B, RIS 5 fh N 22 A 5 W
28U T R R ADL A B, ARG B 58 A AN R () A% DL AR Bl A R B8NS, ANTRTRT B B A iy SR 1)
TR BEATIE M P AME (B 55, 2012). Rk, fE@PERERISE DA, BEE A s . X ELIE
15 F e dy RS S th A 5 2 AR ORI A i R RE 0, AR v S R e . BT L R R
Ve AL HAE 1 308 Tk F I D A e 47 P H A A FE s et v R AR (H3a),  RESE o BT 428 i) 368 3 B )
PR LF (1 A1 FH S M L) P S8 4 (H3Db) .

HERPA S A — R 2 TR USRI 2, B o REXT i AR A A e MES R
INAIRE s Z 4k R 77 IR 5 8 B 4ERR ) HEBRBE )« [ 13k B ) 55 7= A B B sz e (P2 2215, 2008)
RS SALRR IS B AR T IRORIE R, 78503 1A B ER, AR IR R E e
JIRAE TR G, A RFM A REBRIRE IR A, REBEAZOR HEE, I B RN E
B, RS R RATE B (R0, 2014). B B HIRE 77 8k0E 54 B AR 0 I B R P A FH SR n R
T 25 26 SR TR PR 38 ] DAGHABA TR 2 4 SR 8 . HEERRE 0. SRENRE IR IE MM . 454 BB T,
PR A5 RN EL IR IO o P 77 S 53 o B 4% o) 52 1 k) e JEL o 3o R b B A 4 b A RS (H4a)
e o R I 9 Al P AR L A BRE S o B S| g o k) P R o o 2 v B 5 P A 2800 (H4b)

2. ARF=E
2.1, ¥zt

K 7 A HHRETRAE ST A BT b 2 — 2 i = A R gk, JEahER 1900 44 = b AR 4252 1) 45 1
7, WlEAE RE 4 1659 13, A RRIE 87%. Hd B4 775 4, i 904 4.
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22. fiRIE

2.2.1. XEHDIBIEH0)E

K H Shek (2008) %l (1) “F /DA BLOLEREHII &R 5" o % &0 RO R A EEE O F S
FIHA TR, BN ERES 5 MR NATRUEE .. f F5iERE. AFYaE. BUEE. &4
i, L 20 NIH . WAERA 5 Ty, SEkE, BEACREG B HIACE RS, AT T AR O s
) 1) 2 1A A — Bk R A0 0.91,  BESEOyFEIR I in) 35 ¥ P 3 — Bt R ECH 0.90.

2.2.2. BRITHIEE

KA Unger 55 A (2016)&1T (1 181 iR H SChR B 3421 17 45 (Brief Self-Control Scale). 1% &R 4 4
FE BN EAR B wahdEd]. @RI, PG, L 13AE . BRRH 5 S, BaoERy
HFRAE AP . ARHIE 7T B FRAE I 25 0 3 — B & %0 0.80,
2.2.3. B HmiFio)E

K FH AR G AR A0 11 (2020) 4 ] (14 /N2 A ELERASE R - B3R - i B3R AL
Wi BEIRE. B, 16 ANTIH. &R 4 Sith, fERSYER FiE s
B AT O R o AT S R R DX A i B R 1 P S — B R A 0.81.
224, FEBEMEER

K FH 52 52 28R (5 B (2004) 83T I LI JEL4E 45 7] 5 (CTDI-CV) . AW SR A T HeH U A4,
SARNTRES . RGALEAR. SRENAK. FFBUEAE, JL 40 ANIH . BRKM 6 ST, 50 R it
JAP P B AR o ASHIF 7 ) R A ) R P P — B RECH 0.84.
3. ARER
3.1. EEAZERESH

TEMATHE A3 2 /7, £/ Harman B[R A 5072000 AR 78 0] 45 B BT A R IEAT 1 36 W) 7 2w 22
K56 . SR BN, FHEARAT 1B F3A 21 4, B0 R ERIRERE N 12.77%, /N T 40%
(I FARAE o IX Uk B A FEAAFEAE S [R] J5 75 22 1)
3.2. R gEMEX S

AR B IR MG AR S AT e 1 Fios .

B 3 AN 7 N E AL
Bl R A AE S L G JiE

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis of each variable

* 1 STEMER MG FEX SN

M SD 1 2 3 4 5
1) AR LEE 2.22 0.92 1
2) BESECERRE ] 2.22 0.90 0.85" 1
3) H k=l 2.74 0.48 -0.23" -0.26" 1
4) B A e i 2.60 0.44 0.117 0.10” 0.06" 1
5) A R 4 A1) 4.13 0.48 -0.15" -0.19" 0.34" 0.19” 1

JE: p<005, “p<001, p<0.001, LLFH.
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3.3 #HAPNRELE

K F Mplus7.0 Xt B Bl BB B iF 72 A0S Oo B AR ) BRSOV % i) 5 ik ) o R e ) 2 T
IR AYE R TR S, AR AR E e N &, (SEhAN I EIE bRk SR AT, 45 R W
Bl 1. 2 Fis.

AR ORI, RMSEA =0.07, CFI1=0.92, TLI=0.90, SRMR =0.06, HRM&REF. L3
R ) S 3 AP A TN 3R (r = —0.23, t = —9.54, p < 0.01); [ P45 1] 55 355 1 [ FU04H 0 ke JB 4 At v
=0.34,t=14.51, p < 0.01), HIFKIEHEACE QI SHAAIE B2 MR R, RiX 2a 15215 I0E.
WAL, A2 O BRI [ PR A% | 35 2 N E I X 4 7 (r = 0.13, £ = 5.32, p < 0.01; r=0.09, t = 3.42, p <
0.01), H. B¢ M faf P s 407 5 3 AUk 40 1k FEL 4 (r = 0.19, = 8.01, p < 0.01), JT DL H BRI 15 FH AR - 76 A S 0o B
A YR A R R A E R, BB FRAE . TIPS O f7 75 A58 O B2 | RO AtE P R 4 2 )
AP ER . ik 3a, 4afFEI5IE.

EREd RN
fi it

H P gzl

HEHPE IS 2
)

Figure 1. Diagram of father’s psychological control chain mediation model

Bl 1 RF 0Bl R EE

BESE ORI, RMSEA =0.07, CF1=0.91, TLI=0.90, SRMR =0.06, HiR& RIF. BEE
A TR o) A7 1 TR P PRz A ] (r = —0.26, t = —10.83, p < 0.01), [ Pz i Sl 3 T b 30tk FE 446 171 (r = 0.34,
t=14.51,p<0.01), H RIS BRI E] S A E B YW 2 B A&, ik 2b B3 3I5E. 1k
Hb, BESROIRESH]L E IR 2 2 P BI04 Al (r = 0.10, t = 3.90, p < 0.01; r = 0.09, t =3.42, p <
0.01), HIBCI{d F i ff S 35 UM Stk 1k R 4k A v (r = 0.19, t = 8.01, p < 0.01), Jifr LA I 9 5 FH s 4 /5 Bk 552
O BRI R P AR AT ) () A3 AR A PE R, ELE AR F I DA FH A 4 7 3 o B 4% o) R ) 4 SR
Yefain) 2 s AMER . ik 3b, 4b 3 FI5IE.

IR ]
Tt

o 18
fiir

Flgure 2. Diagram of mother’s psychological control chain mediation model
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it — PR IR A RS Y, SR AW ZE RS 1E T 4347 Bootstrap (FE A HUFE 5000 (R)EEATRIES, 40k
2 FioR, SRR G R RN . BN . B AR IR (A1 5N 1) ¥ 35 (95% B A5 X (B AL FE 0): A
NN 0.398; BN -0.259, BN 65.07%; [AIFER0N H11-0.139, BN 34.92%, L
SRR I IR N B A2 S0 BR A 1] — 15 A ) — P e SR A 1 7 A P (] B2 R4 (—-0.240) s T8I A2
255 0 T 45 ) — TEL B O A P (i 4 — b ) 1 SE 45170 (0.1 29) s 3 ik AQ St ik JEL o — 15 Foq% ) — L IBK R
e — et e JEL A 7 A R A4 350 (—-0.028)

Table 2. The significance test of the mediation effect of father’s psychological control model and the mediation effect value

2. MRFOEBIEFRA AN YN EE R RPN E

PEAT R RLAE e ST 950 15 [X [H]
A2 0 B 1) — B BAR A — St B LA ) -0.240 60.30% -0.312~-0.174
AR 5% o PR 1) — TELIBC I A FH v e — ) P8 8 4 A ) 0.129 32.41% 0.083~0.191
VB 2K 8 -0.139 34.92% —0.225~-0.054
FLERN -0.259 65.07% -0.167~—0.050

e 3 Fivn, BEROIISHIRIAY MR8 B RN . & BR AR [ A1 248 35 4 35 (95% L5 [X (A A B
F5 0): NN 0.510; BN —0.338, RN 66.27%; 842350 3it—-0.172, 5 s 8 ) 33.73%,
ELFE = 2R AT I (B8N i BRSOy B ] — 15 A 1) — 1 ) EL A ) 7= £ (1 )4 2888 (—0.264) ;3
I R 256 P 1) — FLIPR 0 A5 P e — bk S 8L AT 0 £ 1B 12 R NE(0.125) s Tt RES 0o B ) — 18 B A2l
— T FB IO {58 P i e — b e JEL A 1 £ 1022 %508 (~0.033)

Table 3. The significance test of the mediation effect of mother’s psychological control model and the mediation effect value

3. MR OEBEFRA RN YN EE RN RPN E

PEAT RSB e S 9500 15 [X [H]

BESR O % 1) — B A2 — St B L AT ) -0.264 51.76% —0.345~-0.195
RESE o B ] — LI I ) f F— 0 o S et 0.125 24.50% 0.076~-0.187
I3 -0.172 33.73% —0.266~—0.084

HE -0.338 66.27% —0.485~-0.202

4, e
4.1. XBLEBIERSHEAIMBHERNXR

AW TER ISR 5 BER O B PR 12 8 0 25 S m e i A AR A PR R 4, RIS BB O B PR e, 22
(T PR RE AR o 3K — 25 2R 5 DMEW T 45 RAH — B0 DA T FUR W SCRE IR J7 s 1 L i Bt
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Horp L R R Jr AR E A TN L GG . AP EST R T, KRB HIR ARG AR N
M2 TR VAR, HERO0HEE MG, 2011). R & AR 2 OB R 2 A
Zer ARERM B LR WA, AIsEm 2400 B BRBHREE ST T % 7 1 ok SR 5 AR K 5
SBHBRE , §94b T2 T RE T ST OB AERE 7, Mt S MR BUFEA PR B LE ) A (1 11 2019)- A5
FERE TR P AR E B AE R AR T, NOZED SRR L BRI, BRI B MR ), S
AEFRPHIEAFTDNEER I, et A OB R R .

4.2. BREFBNHNMER

TEAHIF T E A% A IE B 2 A BECo BRFR I AL PR SR 4 2 () b A AR B, 7EACRE O R il s 1)
TEOUR, WA BRI RE R, A A Bt &z, LAY Bt R Eg . AR
I F R, SRR T AR R TR B R AR I E EORIE . RN — MR R#EERTTA, ALB)
O HIAR T )L B RIEH R HEE TR VP2 AA R R YR — f(: SCBRC B AT 47 ) T30 75 2>
SR A RIEHIGE T, 40 Dan Li FIWF RIS RR OISR S, AR B RIS R8T RAE, PTRER R A
SEACRERZ W IE] . R RIF ) LE A BT AR, 1B AT ONIINLE, MOm PRSI T B BRI SR R
(AL S, 2018). A WFFTE LA ERE DN TN R, 45 R ACBEO B ] 23 FHAS 7 A0 48 5 J A il 5e
FIRIFER, AT B 0 i g X 4% A5 FH (L et al., 2013) . ZEARCo 42 1) SR BE A /N 1% RE B A i ) B 3R 4%
HEE S, AATTRE B = da ) A a) A by 7R A, AT B R LA ) S 4

4.3. HEAMERARFHHMTIER

AHFFE, LIRS i 4 75 SRR Co B ) 5 A P AE 4 2 18] A AR T RRSE . BIF TE A IS B B
P, A N ELE S AT ek, LM AR . X 5 DA RAEA . R, s
AR AR EE R BB, ACRERHIAT OB ], Sk 2 5 AR T SR RS, (i ARAT]
SR IE ARG S . R TR R R R AR, AR B ) S B R T A RO A SR I
EAIEM T CRE S, ST, LR, 2014). FEMZEH AR, NI Z AR, SARHFEH], AEdLlif
PMARBREEFRE S SR E 555, 2018). BT A28t F iy 1 AL ATT St 52 B0 P2 1l ) JE XS 5
HTE T ABATHIALET, KSR AT RO B R RE T (WRF . 20195 REL, 2019). X FEAARAEAINE B YERE T
Mg FR, IR EOFE FIAN AT AL, (E H i 2 5] o A A ] Tt £ P EL R

4.4, RPNV

ik, W RAEE AR T SO D EIER] - B BAEH] - BRI - SRR 5
AP, SRRV 34.92%,  “BESRAOBRARMH] - B JAEH] - TR i - AR gE” ok
AL, A A RN R 33.73%. HE 7R T QR FHA% ] Xot 4tk ek S A ) i 0 18 B 9 B AR L
R A5 FH A 27 P A SR AR R RS 1

45 MRBTRERR

ABE TN T — 2 E AP AR, BT 8 A A LI A AR SRR O B ] S D SRR RS
UERZMA (A (R AL . BT TR R X D E OB R A St — 2R IV AR S A
SR RE IR EERE /7, At HIE S AR KA RS AE 2 VA B 7 IS BRI L B 7R 24t
FINE B AEfE o0 B 5 v 3 B A A I8 77 DL A A B B KO R R AT 3 B R B R X720
FMANEBLER R TR, FEAEUAEREIFAS /). B, BIIEHRAEN DN, (FAE
ARV BRI R R 2, BESIEIZRTT SA B IO . AP AL T B RE IR KR
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I3, IR IR BRI RS R B I, A B KT B BRI RE ) 22 A R B2 B SRR XA AT
fRLER ], AR B SRR B L. K, BIERMIEORIRIE A, 15 22 A4 60 A LR A A
N, SRS BRG] S A IR IR, v R o) b D ) B K B k75 3, TR 4 ELIR 9 £
Jr B A AU 2 - B RNR, JH A RS, A3 30O P 445 B BT, SR R Ul 2 5 15
BEE, AT EENANRRN AR, &5, FELFAERFRKNEZIAS, X4
BRI R RAEATEREZEN . AP ERIFERAAERF . IRMBUSIIE ST, SRR S fE 2 AT il
WLABUBRIITE R, XAR T 224 B R RSB RE D AR, i) 12248 B i RaB ek s, Bk
BEAS 1 #HEAIVE AR AR . AT MAT I R R, R E T, AR E T WA BRI B
OB, et B AT R R

AWFTCHVRRANAE ZAEAE T 58, WHTFEASRIR T ST I — P, WHE S R g g2 1
RSN DA E AR, AR P RAIE . ARRBIT TR e HUE 2 X ) A A AR AT IR UE . HK,
AT FUAE — SR E 7T, RS 8 R R R SR SRR I BEAT B, AROR AT 2% R P A 0 F TE R UE AT T 465
R

4.6. HFRGEIL

SCRECy R A R T LA EL BTN At Pk R84, 3R] a3 3o 5 e ) AR ELIEK 0 A P i e F) A 1
LA K B BAR ) - ELIR A P A i e A PR )3 Tt s 4 R 4

SE ik

WR¥%(2019). H 7 m AL E FHIHA B LTI 557 7T, TSRS, Hrd: Wk

TRIRAR(2008). B4 LI ET AT 5.8 7258 RFXN Al e a2y, TLAne e, st Heiiiye K&
TR, XIHE11(2010). Fh/IN A EE XA A D 4F 10) S5 ) Sl 7 LT 1 0 PR % 5, 18(5), 625-6217.
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