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Abstract

Objective: The aim of this study was to construct a mediation model that included the moderating
role of personality traits to explore the effects and mechanisms of adolescent family functioning,
social support, and stress. Methods: A national cross-sectional survey was conducted from July to
September 2021. Valid data from 1064 adolescents aged 12~18 years were collected from the Chi-
nese Psychological and Behavior Survey Database. The theoretical model of family function, social
support, stress, and Big Five personality was constructed by correlation analysis, mediating effect
analysis, and moderating effect analysis. Results: Family function had a significant negative predic-
tive effect on stress, and social support played a mediating role between family function and stress.
Extraversion and openness positively moderated the relationship between family function and so-
cial support, while agreeableness, neuroticism, and conscientiousness negatively moderated the re-
lationship between family function and social support. Conclusion: Healthy family functioning can
reduce the stress level of adolescents and indirectly reduce stress by enhancing the positive effect
of social support. Among them, extroversion and openness personality traits have a particularly
significant moderating effect on the relationship between family functioning and social support.
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1. 5l

T R A R0 B R A FE A PR IR 3, 7 L 30 ) 00 B8 o (Y M 2R 2 488 i (Xu, 2005) 0 (Ca B fi
RIS (1 IR AG IR SR LK 24 A — I B4 (Boyes et al., 2023). 4RT, HHT KA BEAME & TE, F
FHIX T F AR R R K 5 A MR B B AR 2 T BB PE . A s (R4, A AT IR H B 2
FI A BB E P, R SCRBLH 5 AR R A TE SR . ISR A AR5 M (Triana et al., 2019). (M, 4%
H AN TN 5 DA B S BEDh R 42 SCRFFIE 2 (B AR B SC R, SRl DA O B g R 28 G L

PERAN NSEIAL A BB, FREEAE B O REAT S e e 45 28O0 B E [ 1E H (Downey &
Coyne, 1990; Grotevant, 1997). 15 KK EETHREMERIL 1] 43 AT RS — K2 KRG AT R AR E,
M E TR H— R FERe R A K e I R U8, = T3 #2 (Epstein et al., 1983; Olson,
2000). FKEEIREA & — RIMES, WHHEYIRTE R FKEEBRZ BREERA . B KEMN . Bk
TN HE SR E A (Epstein etal., 1983). S EE 1 BE AN 5K BE BRIt 2 8] 1) HL B A ont 75 /D AR O B A 2
DRATINR . MK EETHREA BB ARIRER, FKEREWS AL Z MR, HAL SR RGNE w2k
(Beavers & Hampson, 2000). TTiiAR#R FIVAIE «  BH A ) €50 BE AN 3L 5] (1 185 ISR R mT LUR D SRR L P AR 1Y)
THIRSCRE, ISR AFH R0 R Jy . BRIk, B3R —/MEBR R EED e & 1A 23 1 AF FH (HL).

F2 SCRFAT 8 SRS NN A 25 I 266 (10 At A 03 0 FELSR AR R DG IR RN By, 458 2 I PR 4 ot 35 B A =
M5 IS FR(Wang et al., 2024) . #14x SCREFE YR NI A 36 e 7 S 00-5 3R 2 160 4 5% 2 5 THI R 4536 SR8k
YER - 0 58 KAk 2 R4 B N SE A5 ] A 250 %o A 3 T 0 4 S BB AMAR . H MAMAR o & (Wang

il

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.1411783 202 PR


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.1411783
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

R, MIEDL AF

et al., 2024). FEIXJ7IHI, #hos SCHE SRR O3 K 7 i B BLLZ pi L (Sloss et al., 2024). FKEETHREMI R,
R RGBS SR, S IHSA VA E IR MR (Pan et al., 2021), XFHFHAN 2415FE
AN NFRAEZILFENRE S, B2 FEUA 1 SBERPRIER R Bk,

WA, — TSR, e R R EETh R AL R e 2 fal A AME T, K EELhRe il A 4 Sy
Xof o FERARE R 7 A S MR (Fan, 2022) S5 T 6 I8 I AR N6 SR S 41 238 B, RN ] A 5K BE Th e F 4t 2
ERLZ A e AR R R MR, TR M R A ER (Yang etal., 2022) . BRIk, FREEDhREANHL 22
YR ZAGFAEBE R RBIRR, o ERED RO AR B 2 MRS R ER .. ST e,
AT T MR, EE D FE RS SCRE R BEDIRE S ) Z A 9% Rl & A ER (H2).

NS EERI TAEZRGMAYE. GREME. Btk AT BIE) BN “ KTAR” , PLsRiEx—
NS B R BEANYEFE )2 M (Guo, 2024). 5 /04 1 H 738 5 52 BE Th e 6 4k 23 SCREI S I AN 2 — AN [
ERIILG, ErREZ BIHAME R MR SCEREER IS R, B AR PR — AN E M
AR Er(Liuetal., 2023). AFAEAVEM B EBEA KT 77, BA AT EE(Yuetal, 2021), B3R, EPQ
DA T A 2 SR AL S5 R EED Rk RN . R DL FEAP 25 1R ALE N 5 R B % 0 1K A7
PRI, fHLE P AN R N TE R o IR E 26 A A 1 AT e 2 5 B B A8 b b R AN skl 3 i
SIS N OB R RN 5K JE ) B AR L o A, RIRCME T B 22 %A N RLX B A B AR I AR 75 PR 5 1) R
FEAR R . I EIIR A BE K RSO AR 0 NI REER SR AN SRAT R 4 22 S HRF I AR 774085 (Meiran et al.,
2011). WRFLRBH, ACHHE IR = H B Eih 2 SCRERT R I B O FEAR DG A (8 25 (Huang, 2006). A
R PR 2R AR 2 AN IR B 41 2 SRR o — MW, PEAR A A I N B AT e 3-SRk 35 Bh AN R4S SCRF(Liu
& Huang, 2010). 7EMLEEAN b, 58 =/MEBR AMERE I RE 8 8 5 K E T RBTE S D AE AL SCREANE 7 Z IR 1)
YEH(H3).

W H DEFEEINRE . AL TR R J) B2 00 B A TENLE,  BRAS (2 4k 2 00 75 /0 450 B (g B 1 0%
HEAAR, HNE D E LRI R BE D) Re AR 8 AL 2 SRR FU Rt . B EIFIR R E DI
KEETNRe 22 A 22308, (R ARSI TR R A T . AR A EET DERAR, HEREY)
RE5 2 MM E R A TR R, BEAEDFE RG] SMAFIREERS %,

R, A S R — A ARG R AR, DR/ A £ RE N A 2 SRR R S e B LA F LA o
W R (1) HOFERIKED RN R A BE WA (2) e fFRF D EREYRS )
ZIRAMIFA: (3) NRSEE BUE L 5% RE Th AE Ak 2 SR 7 iR 5 78 B W AMA = AR i

2. MERE5HE
2.1. IR

XTI A RLE 2021 42 7 H 10 H#E 9 H 15 HIAEEATH, R T 2B, asmhEm 23
ANMER 5 ANEIR XIS R IYANEEX . shAh, R T RENEGEE TTE, RN E AR X IES
SHGATBUX P BENLA 2~6 AT, FEit 120 M. RS 2021 LR A DEES R, XX
120 AT BCR T ECATh A (RO AU PR 28 MRS . SRR FIIR 2 0 Aii), AR EREEARTEAR KRR B b e it
TANERFHE. LUR AR RIHAFRTE: (1) Fid =12 % (2) PHENRILAEEEE: (3) HHEEME
FEREFEZRBE <14H): (4) BESIARTIEERIMERET: (6) et sEmAE T
FERAELR N 4 (6) BRI A — T & o FERRARAE S (1) RIS ER R ERIA: 2) &
HHABIATH RN (3) LS. AFELRI T 11,709 #4rla) 4, WdE 1 11031 3, A2
[l 94.20%. WEALX RBE N 12 & 18 ZIE /DA, LH 1046 MEARN 1T, Hp 5% 435 &
(41.60%), Zcf% 611 44(58.40%). %M 7T i B R F R AAR B B B B (VRS . INUKY-2021-018).
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22. fiRIR

2.2.1. BMRZRERRESR(Family Health Scale-Short Form, FHS-SF)

A7 R SR A e B 3R (FHS-SF) & —Fh F T PUs PP Al S E ThRE R T = o BB 48 FRE 4L 2 A g R 72
FREARRREATETT A FRBE MR B UR A S K EESMAL 2 S RF S 0. FHS-SF &R A7 10 MR, 2053
18 It 2 BR3P [ SRR R VP Al B K B R BR L . Crandall JF& T FHS-SF,  JF1E S RE T Re bt
FEHER T H M (Crandall etal., 2020). [ 1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 7 M1 8 ZIE[AYES, 1kl 6. 9 110 f
WA R A I ZER KA 6 SR, N CIEEARE” B “dEEFEET , SVEEM 13 5, &
SRk, RONFBEE RGO . TEARBETIH, ZE RN RECH 0.63.

2.2.2. B4 #FHE R (Perceived Social Support Scale, PSSS)

JRAIE 22 SRR R (PSSS) A& — Fi A TP M2 B AL 2 SRR R TR, Eis TR E KK
R AN A SRR A 2 3R % m R 12 M EARK, S5E I RRNMONEZ KFEE L RE A
RV AATTH At & 3 FEKF . Blumenthal 28 AJF R FEEGIUE T PSSS 7E 1 2 SCREWIF 78 A 1 4 A
(Blumenthal etal., 1987). &FRKH 7 mZrfritsr, EEMN “EEARR” 2] “FHEFRR” , SN 1 3
7o EriliE, RPWAMRIERSZ B A2 E . AT, ZEERRN RN 0.95.

2.2.3. EHB4E3R(Self-Compiled Stress Scale, SCSS)

£ 77 8 9 B3R (SCSS) R AH 7t H 2 1) i 55 5 0 vPAl TR, SEENAN NAEL EFE i AIFESE N, &
I AR B 7 Re DA BRI ). K IA(— 5 ) AR IR 7 1. SCSS 3 AN cskin] @ik, 5%
5 T I B A AT A 1) 0 ) — BSOS ARAT TR s SR AR ZR R SR EE . %2R 6 431l
M CRBESFEMLE 77”2 “ R KNI, M1 A 64y, EREIEEDY 3 )18 7, SEEER
W2 AR AN B R KPRy, RO R I RE 18R gS . FEARBEFH, BRI RECN 0.74,

2.2.4. +IAT AH(10-1tem Big Five Inventory, BFI-10)

IR AR (BFI-10) 2 K F AR 1 Wb A, s TP, Raehe. bt 5 AR
FRE T TLANERE . BFI-10 A5 10 /), 5203 i8I B de & 0& 1 Bl 2k R W O AR5 . Richard
Carciofo £ [E X LA SR 1 BFI-10 B 2 (Carciofoetal , 2016). BRHHIZ 1. 6 Tt fuob
FPE: 5820 7 WA TIPS ENIE: 28 3. 8 WUVFAGR 9 28 4. 9 BUNTHAL P& BT; /5228 5. 10 T
PHEFFSE. R b s wrhsr, VAT LEARFEAFRE)S] 5 G FE) M5 H R B T AN R
R FEERERE . B R mE R E R . AR, @RS RECN 0.69.

23. G EAE

HHE M H] SPSS 26.0 FAFREAT AL B (Pallant, 2020), AT I A7 ik fi 22 AL 6 Al Bz ZR I AH R 70 Hr o 1
FH Hayes i £ [f] SPSS 7% (Igartua & Hayes, 2021), % ZE % 1EM bootstrap J/77%(PROCESS Model 7), &
MEKEEDIRE . A SCRAE IR ER, AR RIEYER .. &5, 1/ R Studio (Racine, 2012)#)
# Johnson-Neyman [&], LA B AN [A] AR 45 J52 FRO 3 79 2802 ) S22 25 [X ] (Johnson & Fay, 1950). Bootstrap
SHIFEKECH 5000, 36 KF i E o = 0.05 (XU).
3. &R
3.1 HEGEREKRE

K] Harman SRR AGKHE, X0+ e SORE. AMSRE RN ZKBRE DO RE I PITA T H AT IR R YRR R
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Bro GiRKW], 8 MARMFHERPUE T 1. RAKIB T 57721 35.22%, ikt 40%HIE S RIE. X
VLA U P AN AR ™ E 1 3 R 7 i 22 A

3.2. RS F RBRESH

BASEMTBIE . PR ARV LA 1o ARSI RI, KIS K BETIRE . e SCRF AR RS
WAL GMEE . BAPE RTTiE M. TFE) ) 2 BLE 2 U5 (p < 0.01), FEDIRE. H23C
FEAARG B0 TS 5 PR 2 [h] 2 85 3 IEAH 9% (p < 0.01)

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis table of variables

F 1 BLEEAMRITFIEX SR

A 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 K7 1
2 REEIRE —0.29** 1
KR S —0.24** 0.63** 1
4 SMEE —0.14** 0.24** 0.26** 1
5 J A —0.15** 0.38** 0.29** 0.12%* 1
6 Roitt —0.10** 0.15%* 0.19%* 0.11** 0.22%* 1
7 WA R —0.24** 0.24%* 0.23** 0.25%* 0.18** 0.19**
8 et —0.11** 0.25** 0.19%* 0.26** 0.16** 0.14**
M 8.92 38.52 61.02 6.54 7.02 6.15
SD 3.66 6.65 13.65 1.83 1.48 1.56

FE: **p<0.01.

3.3. HEXFNPMER T

TEFEH] T MR AER SRR R, AT T #E 4 SCHRFTE S EETh A8 A K 7 2 8] F 7 5 A 2808
GERI A 2 R 30 RN TS R R (1) ZKEEDAg 2 5 TG & /(8 = —0.288, p < 0.001); (2)
FRELAE 35 1E [ T AL 2 335 (8 = 0.633, p < 0.001); (3) Hh4x 374 &3 25 47 ) Fl i /7(8 = —0.103, p <
0.01); (4) Bootstrap 5 [\ 95% & {5 [X 8] N[-0.068, —0.006], N4 0, FLHE4% 5 B 15 [X 7] N[—0.164, —0.081],
WAESE 0, Fik, e CREFRBEDREAE TR R R A A E

Table 2. Regression analysis table of family functioning, stress and social support
2. KEINEE, EAhSHLIFERNEES R

R s THU A% B B se t R2 F
K7 KEEIRE -0.288 0.016 —9.698*** 0.083 47.219%**
e Fr KEERE 0.633 0.049 26.330%** 0.400 348.161***
FEEIhRE -0.223 0.021 —5.832%**
K7 0.089 34.102%**
o Hr -0.103 0.010 —2.701**

¥E: **p<0.01, ***p<0.001.

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.1411783 205 a3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.1411783

=

R, MIEDL 25

Table 3. Table of the mediating effect of social support on the relationship between family functioning and stress

3. HRXFFMRENESENX RN P NYRR

Effect BootSE BootLLCI BootULCI
AR -0.036 0.016 -0.068 —0.006
BN -0.123 0.021 -0.164 -0.081
SRR -0.159 0.016 -0.191 -0.126

3.4. ABHGETIRRL S04

RSB R AR, GRS N KA NKERE,  DAPP Al A A NS AR 00 FREE D) BE . #h SCRERITE )
B SR I RE0 o MR I AR L ()T b AR PR R e (DB, AR, 2014), 24 [ A2
PAR ZAN AR, A R AR RE R O (1) REThREXN RISV 3% (2) KEEThREXT+E4
XHRFMERNRE, DR KEEDNRE 58P NSRRI B A TR 35 s () AL SCHERT R IR B3 . 1
WG HTAR DR/ AT B 45 R PT BRI, BT F AR B AR REE/NT 0.8, TR BHAE T 2 AN AE 2 BRI 2R
A ) 7] R

W 4 P, ZRBEEDIRERS 571 (8 =—0.159, p < 0.001) At 23 35 B FE M & 15 2 (8 = 1.245, p < 0.001),
FE 2 SRR A R 1 525 TN R T (8 = —0.024, p < 0.05) . AMEIE AN UM BE W6 4L 1 5% B2 Zh g (4 (B = 0.009,
£=0.014), B AV SR HFRR L5 2> H) 55 X BE D) RE R 5200 (B = —0.054, S = —0.024, f=—0.034). JAT,
K TR 5 B2 T B (058 TR A i 31 2 7K F(p > 0.05), ANiph I35 th A BRI 444 2. # i, AA& 0
YT A BERE M R BE DN - L SCRRERAR, AN A2 DUIB Ik X k2 SRR AR U 1 328 1 B i A v A B

Table 4. Regression analysis table of the big five personality traits moderating effects
4. KA ABBAHHEHEYT SR

JE71 LIRSS £
A
B t B t B t
FREIRE -0.159 —9.698*** 1.245 6.408*** -0.118 —5,578***
F S H -0.024 -2.364*
AM 0.810 0.438*** -0.141 2.302*
FEEDRe *x HMEE 0.009 0.314
F 47.219%** 182.197*** 27.007***
R2 0.083 0.412 0.094
FREIRE -0.159 —0.698*** 1.245 6.408*** -0.118 —5,578***
F S H -0.024 -2.364*
"N 0.566 1.917* -0.120 -1.520
FREDIRE x BN -0.054 -1.568
F 47.219%** 176.695*** 26.187***
R2 0.083 0.404 0.091
FREIRE -0.159 —9.698%*** 1.245 6.408*** -0.118 —5,578***
F S H -0.024 -2.364*
R 0.869 1.443%** -0.116 -1.640
FREDIRe *x Rtk -0.024 -0.785
F 47.219%** 180.461*** 26.291***
R2 0.083 0.409 0.092
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FRET)Re -0.159 —0.698*** 1.253 7.531%** -0.106 —5.065%**

e CRE -0.022 —2.168*

P2y 0.756 1.679%** -0.414 —5.709%**
FKEEIhRE *x #HEJR -0.034 -1.131

F 47.219%** 178.512%** 34501 ***

R2 0.083 0.407 0.117
FREDIRE -0.159 —9.698%*** 1.277 5.239*** -0.119 —5,567***
o RE -0.027 —2.638**
FEIE 0.337 -0.166 -0.086 ~1.205

FEEDIRe x JFIs: 0.014 0.458
F 47.219%** 174.925%** 25,951 ***
R2 0.083 0.402 0.091

FE: *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001.

W 5, KR IR AHZ IR =PRI AT R B, TR iR, RIS SKBED fE - Hha SCRF
VA RN BAS XA A AE 0, RS E R . XS, SMITERIT e T/ =K (M + 1SD),
A NME R STEAIFRZE FLAL TRARACT I (M — 1SD), AR O 15 1 F S 2

Table 5. Table of the moderating effect of the Big Five personality on family functioning and social support

5 KEARBIMRENRE - 2 TIFHIFTRL R

A Effect BootSE BootLLCl BootULCI
M- 1SD 1.229 0.071 1.089 1.369
AMFE M 1.245 0.050 1.146 1.344
M + 1SD 1.260 0.070 1.123 1.398
M — 1SD 1.335 0.073 1.192 1.479
HAME M 1.256 0.053 1.152 1.360
M + 1SD 1.177 0.073 1.032 1.321
M — 1SD 1.307 0.069 1.170 1.443
R M 1.269 0.050 1.172 1.367
M + 1SD 1.232 0.068 1.099 1.365
M — 1SD 1.306 0.066 1.176 1.437
FHEE I M 1.253 0.051 1.154 1.353
M + 1SD 1.200 0.072 1.060 1.341
M — 1SD 1.255 0.072 1.113 1.397
TEICE M 1.277 0.051 1.177 1.377
M + 1SD 1.299 0.068 1.166 1.433

XS RTINS BRI 9 RN e — 2D BEAT ] AR ARG, i 1 R, AMBERUOT iR, R Rg

e, Sz, BEAPES RTTIEAEE o i e =
REFIRI R R 2. RIMAR T T RKEINRE. A SCREANE I AR 1R DL 1A 2.,

S5 BETNRE . £E NRHEIE2.00, 10.00]4, ZKEED)
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—— Range of observed data

ns

p<005

HMEE

BAE : AR

REME FrHE

Figure 1. Simple slope plot under the regulation of Big Five personality to family functioning

1. KA AT BETNRERY TS T BY 8 SR L R E
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a2

KBAE

REWRE > Eh

Figure 2. The mediating model of family functioning, social support and stress under the regulation of the Big
Five personality

B 2. KEARBEHTRENGE. X HEAINF T ERE
4. g

ET A N EAS IR SRR, AW AU S AR AR E RS SN, ORI AT,
FESL T FBEDRE S A2 SCRRANES ) Z (B RHR R AT AR . BRI, A SCRERBEDIRER L 12
FEE e INKIAKE S, AhmtE. BATE. ST FRAFURITFBME X SR RE h REMIH 2 SCFF 2 A

fIOC R T, (HARERE— DRI MR ). XSS RAE 7R 175 DR D B k22 SCREAE I
AT, R T AR 2 A5 1

4.1 RENESENZEHXER

FATTHIF FL G5 AR SE T FEEDNRe 5 R S (HY) Z MAFE A G OR R, X 5T AW —#(Shao et al.,
2020; Xu & Wei, 2013) . 42 SCRFAE g —Fh A BT U, 308 Jok 398 55 o B0 M 0 LG AL AR SR 9832 1 7 9 B
TE I FIAFIFZm (Yang & Wang, 2009), M TIRE 7= AR 115 25 7k 38 (Aktekin et al., 2001) o 4/MATE T J715 5
WG IR AR R 08 I 1 KBRS SRR, 1B FEMR 2 5 IR, X AT AR S EUA T — P B AL A B (L et al.,
2023; Zhang et al., 2021). A R I#E 2 SR B TI804% FE RS FIFMARRE AR, i ie it 175 B 1 1 FH sl A~
P 28 AE 3 (Howlader et al., 2024) . PR, SR Z 4k SCREAEAEAEAMATE 5 A ANAEACIR 4, T F 80k 2
XRERGME L HIES, HIACGHE NGO, B A AR A S R R Si(Biggs etal., 2012) .
ELEFRMSI I FE Y, e B R TR R R R, MARKE RS S8, BT
REAN R, [FIfE R AT REAFRE (Brown, 1990). FEIXNIBERT B, B2 9 KA 2 S2 FE M4 2 S 8UE 17
SV L B 5 IS AT oAt B i ) A 88 B (Fan, 2022; Rodman et al., 2021). JHe4h, o038 {d B u) 751 B
A T B I B B AR AR . — I A TR, I SRR L2 SCRE 28 I 75 /D 4 22 PR AR R
FIERAN B Sk R AR 2R, A8 OB 0] ] 3 I BARS 2] 1 RS AN TS5 (Scardera et al., 2020) . BEf% 52 52 B
RSN AW N KB SRR A AF, ) T SR I HA B8 v 1 32 W SE A 8RN A& B2 B 77 (Tomas et al., 2020).
FEEDNReANE I Z B IR RAR W, I AL 2 SCRF (0T T4 it il et i T KPR A R dad e
FRHE R KA 2SR R G, DN IR, B AT TR AR SR ) R

4.2. #HEZTFHFWPMTIER

WATRF R, FKEEDREAEAL 2 SCRERUE T (H2) Z 18150 7 Hi A o FREETH REIE I #1433 Rk P I B2
SN NS 1Ko FERBESSHI, SRE B I AR CufE N R E DI RE K T4 % (Epstein et al., 1983), 54
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RIS RN BRIR ISR B 5. — TUE X o (R AR T AR SR BIT FE AL, A RO S g 7 T o A
2 SCRF AN B SRR i R I, TS B A SE AT ROt i B IS Ak (An et al., 2024). BL4h, 5
— SGURST 9 VR A 2800 R V) S T DA R K B R ), 2 S SR RS A B IR 1t (Zhang et all,
2024). FEEDIREAPUE M AMARITE RS EVE, Il SR R G2 At & RS AN 81847 9 (Andrade et al,
2023) . X W S BE I SRR S5 K RENS B AN NI e 77 AU (Fengbo et al., 2024) . PRIt i
A2 B ZG)T R AR5 > R A A N HARAL 2 0C E 2L, i X ¢ Ao B A RN K A2k
MR BEDI R B R EE, AR 35 S BE SCHF 25 1 (Keeton et al., 2013). TN 75 /D4 A A THIIG 46 1) L, 347
AT AR BE DI BEAN T AN AR & SCRFIIPL 2, IF DN R B A 25

4.3. AMgESETER

NSRS RN R BE D REE AR B OFRRAS T A Z DI DG . AHIF 70 3 3 AR e 77 e PR A1 38 34
i BEBIRMAA, FERW TR TTER, DS RA R AR R AAE R BEDRE - L KR
WAIEF(H3). BAREE, ZKEEDhReFIAMITE . FF I 058 T 5 5K BE Ty Rl S 00] 4 2 SCRe IR AR FH A2 [+
). SR, AMSRRAN BE A ROH Y K DI RE AL 2 SR AR, M LAdE— 2D i [k 37K

JE BA S E NYER AT BBV CNAE T A K SR h B Gy S, AR AT SCRR AN AE RS e K & rh
A B & (Branje et al., 2005). X A[fg&BAMEILESC R, WSXERSETRR, BEAMETRIFALZES
RENBIMSCRF R OC, TR 2 200aiE 7 0, I e A (0 55 HA R 2R g e . AR BE AN JE 25 1
/DA ) BN AN — 8 2 B AT B 0 B 1) SR BE D B AN A 2 SR AR A FRAIAS 8 (1) o H T ATT A A1 0 o
EHRANEA Ty, BA SR A ANERE D EIEE 2RO FEAGE 2 R ISCRHR I, A2 #H
(Crowe et al., 2018; Pow et al., 2017). = FE #2851 5 I FE bR P 72 A R0 SR BT B0 s 87 B Im) 5 % (Suls &
Martin, 2005; Wang & Zhao, 2012), ‘S AEFERE T, KEGBRE, UKAFKEAWHE, XK
JE T REREAS 4R PR (Indumathy, 2018; Yan etal., 2014), ZEMIA A& SCRFIER RIBRIG . T STAE0oRI A A
BIFATRE R, S FKEEINRE R4 2 S FF I 7 SR BHIK(Chen et al., 2024; Hao et al., 2024), H A 7E BIHf 1T
55 B 5E S AT A P AR B R g B 4T N (Bogg & Vo, 2014). BFFEIEMT, B R4S 5 4 i 1) 5 R Th g
B IEAHK(Chenetal., 2024). Ak H)F 5 5 B AE FRAR A Zh P9 300 B B DL - SR AT SRR, 3X A DA
DUAR AR 155 28 F v | FRAR ARG, AT 3R A5 B 4 (1) Lo B | B 7K ~F-(Bucher et al., 2019; Hao et al., 2024). {H&
WA IR, S B T EER R 0 S LB R 2% 1F(Bogg & Vo, 2014). FFTRUE & D 4E T BEXT K
FEIREE (PR AN PRk R AR (S B, X AT ReE B TR R B K B2 D RE(An et al., 2024).

NASAHF B RE A RO 1T R EEDIRE S5 412 SRR AR OC 2R, AHH R 7K () B A R o AMi:
AN BC: 55 NSRRI I A 2 S SR R, OG5 T AMR RIS 2R, (F AR B2 TR A4
J£ 717K (Pauly etal., 2021; Watkins etal., 2022) . /&2 BT 10) T 58 m T 25 A Re e A )R, (BAER B2
Dife 542 SRR T O R, IXPRR IO AR5 ) B IIAE I 4 ORI R s ) 1) B4 5T b (Pauly et al.,
2021)0 KT NGNS Z AR S A% R R it 22 50 20 B vy, AR B i PO T 2 AT 4R AR 7T

5. FPRMMARRE

AT FRNIRDS T HDERKEDIRE . A2 SRR S Z AR EAE R, RAS NS R AR 15 3L
No AHZH FOILAFAE— L R BR 1 . K3 Bandura 42 A BRI AR (Bandura, 2001), A 7 s b X6 /b
AT R EFIEE, A RIHEFE ] DR EMERHE IR N = LA ER T, BOFA RIT RN
o BEAh, HTABFMA 742 EERABEBmES5E, st miReg, FIREERERE. e
SCHRFRI S ) 2 (RS BRI R SR DG R o AR BB FEmT DU I B nBE U, O3 B B IR B R 5 I AR e
. ATARPE R & (Furnham & Cheng, 2015).
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6. &

FATHIRT T B T 5B T e (e i 2 SRR A 4R IS 07K, BURCOR T NS RHE AN R i )
BEFRIIR T RN o 45 SRR W], SRBE T RE M BRAT B T B 07K, I RE I A 2 SO 1) 322 11 95 s 1 IR
M2 SCRFER Ay i A T REE DI REAN R ) Z IR 0 2R o BeAh, FRATTA AL SMBUE R T B NS AR BT 19
FRETREXS +h 22 SCRFI AE [P0 A FH ARG 5 BN L PR JTURIR D U £ 11 59 2K BE DI REFIAL 22 SCRFI R &R
R RBURI T RS DA OB R R 5 B DL SR T PR (L HE T DA A R 5 T R AR AN (B L R
WRBEDIRER B FRBIL I PERC AT BT, AT AT DU 575 D A A A 2 SCRF I 2%, SR RET TUALAT A 00 BB A
RV, D /4RI NG A FR AR A R B A B 5 W8 SR R il

EEWH
2023 FE)T AR AR B S B BRI AT AR A AR 4 T H (G24131019) .
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