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Abstract

In recent years, with news incidents where mothers-in-law sued their daughter-in-law in court in
order to raise funds for their grandchildren, and their daughter-in-law was cut off, society has paid
more and more attention to the relationship between mother-in-law and daughter-in-law. Re-
search on the relationship between mother-in-law and daughter-in-law has diversified in content
and is showing an increasing trend in quantity. Through the review of literature related to moth-
er-in-law daughter-in-law relationship in the past 30 years, the development, trends, and context
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of mother-in-law daughter-in-law relationship research are reviewed from both domestic and in-
ternational perspectives. From a psychological perspective, the influencing factors, specific im-
pacts, and intervention methods of mother-in-law daughter-in-law relationship are reviewed, point-
ing out the existing problems in the literature and future research trends, providing reference for
better research on mother-in-law daughter-in-law relationship issues in the future.
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1. 5]

FEE LA A HIE T — R0 LAEEAR 1)Uy U LR (PN 2R 1 R S8 ) ix sk
HLALR AR B 1 B8 2 RN RIS T s 225, KEME I EIRAA, RS 35 ) LT ISR I E S5
55, BB Z AP R RGN AR AR, T LR T LIRS B R R A S BN K BET & AL
(A5 Jall 25 3t [ # A HRIE, 2023 SR RI T EORFE SR AT L, SUoR S T LR, LB BRA T IR B
I U s 350Kk 8 JIWRAE, B R — X4/ NRET

BRI N T AR, WS EAFAEAE SRR 2200, ML BR 22 1K) 7 B2 23 A 2 48 2 () 7
A7 T SR R 2 B AT TE A AR RN S T T R 5, T et IE A 0RO R 51 R P JE Y
HIPE, ZEUESCRAEHE IR R AR FIENANIE S 5, BHHEAREET R, B a2 S 5
BN CBYERE T, X R ZEEAE A TS T BOA UK TS AN “H TR T o BIRERSURE P,
SIANB R A ORE”, IRMERASCRIEAESKEE, Rl 07 JEIRIR, 2021 £ 8 A4y, R
AT RARNRF, ERFR - FNERTEX, BEERWE “ANRE” , NEWME AL IGEEL
ERNEER, ERAE\FERH R AROR T It I, B850 R S R 5 RE 5% 2 0 B 3 B — B0
PO A A SRR P T I R A0, S0 00 3R 75 RO B ) 4 % B A T R At SRR A 5 1 A PR R R
PRI Ak B S 08 0% R AL R AT S e rh HoAh O SR AN OG8RI, RN B R o, 2248
RKAHMESFERANKR, HAEENBUL .

2. ARER

U5 — ] 6 A 3 L B AR R B R 5% &R (Rittenour & Soliz, 2009). — MBI R, WEEE R 2 fBas
IS BN, RERW—T7EE “RB” KI1EH(Serewicz, 2008). [k, M6 K & i W S 1 RFAE A
e rHEREE BB, thAh, TR RAEEXT XU AR M e, BARR SR B 58 RIESERR AR
FEA, Frbh, GRSE 2 18)38 5 1R XEAH Ab(Serewicz & Hosmer, 2010). 1B EMHE S R 5 B R B IE L &
£ 50 255 i R ZIBR D G R B U8 50 R B A ) 1) 2K 2 5% ZR (Meerrill, 2007) o e J5 PRI AT g 2 5 A 2t
WMRNFERRZ PR FES5#H, (AP EET S OS5 2M ) LIEFT 2218 (Lee el al., 2003)F1ix %}
YA F ks B A B (Willson et al., 2003)AH EL T A A K o X M-S % 16 S R ZI B ED B, AT RE 24 LAE AN
YU AL, AT BB AT T R R AR, X G A B8 n] R AT R BRI S M 2 ) S R B AR 55 5% F (Fingerman et all.,
2012).
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SR, BARXEIRNR G R A S B OB B HR AR, NIRA MZ% & 1R E 3
FEEEXHIRSE B SRR, (HBEUOA ISR A AR AT 3 57 T RRAR E S &, BRI SRR K S Rrefrfe, A
SEAE PR AT f5e 5% HE R0 R R AR H A L

W SRR R, B AU SR R TR 1R SCH IR 2, (HJR RHB R ML 42255
MAEAT RIS A F 23 ML GIE M B T B R B R R A2 TN K E S
ANEE SR INERS i PR TIP3 NS £ e e s 9 NS L SR TR IDNEIE SIS QIR 35 S
I M AL S AR FO B OC R I SCRRBAE H 2838 22, I HLIUAT B 70 AR i 5 0 B 005G R IR 2R A,
BEURP JE 7 A B SR A e e o R R AR S S T 9, /D X A T HUA 7 o0 5 ) LB SR R R T
TR o AR SCRITN N SCHR AT 78 75 3% 32 B 03 D9 e VERIE FCIE AN 8 St 7T ik . 78 B 70 Wit 2 B IR A 1)
Bk, WL, IR IE R BRI R SV iR . TR R B, REHWF S Rk
B LAE AT T O MR, B oK S BT T 0 AR, AP AT RN R E R A,
PERIETE IR BE A 75 T n ot o

HAr, PEADSHANOWEL N 21.5% (14 12), Fit, AoZdEmhh 1 E AR,
PSRBT R s . EBUACIL R Ve, SRR A V7 T A A M ST e () — I B 2, SRR S Rk AR AT
W RN NE R R K FKERE . BERAMAEOR T2 WA F MR, MABREZ A HR
JE G A, RDUVH TISAAAT 78RR, 2 b, MR ARE “FaRNn” .
BEIERRA BRI, AT B0 R LT S KA KA 5 i, BEIEC RAL A, X 52
RFEMISWAB R, WL AT GEZ PR SC R AT, SECERMIFE . £+ EEER R PR E LIS
TUBINGERSE A IS AR E R EE N EERZ —, WERAFE R LA RRN, AU EEER R
AFHAGHHERE, RS EME . JFH, BERXRSFIERERR, £ EIESE T,
27 AN O O SUIR S BE P I — B, i ) 220 i A R i 14 28 2, JT L A& 2292, Cong AT Silverstein (2008)
7 1 B R AN B AR AE PR A LR B A B R S, B AE LTI B R 8 n. Brasher
(2018)FIF T 2002 4 A [F R BE D A A AR KA B8, ARV SRR L2 B SCRFI A T2, &
Ve AR R R . WA SR, EWMIZEANFRS M, JUEERES TH IR 2 1NMME, fEXES
FEOTI, JLAS SR I TE 2 (0 SCRF AR 2 A R S A RE IR B /D, AT DU H AR BB N F) 3= A J LA AT g 2 EE
S EE, 0 NSRRI SRR

B NARRIARE, B (MR A A T — A8, MRS SRR, I [ N SRR K R BT T
BUR, RATRERIIMERL G i, SREVELEF EHIOCHE, DLAFTRE BRI G R, (R EIEC A, A
TESCARF B R SRR R ORI, XPEMESC RIS, ORI TT R W I R BB REAT WAL, it —
LTSRS %

3. ESMARIIRE & RiEH

TEVFZ P77 3, SN ANE S, WGBSR AN B B BERE, 1R E 5 FRREMEN TR
J7 AT BN B I E E(Zimmer & Kwong, 2003). {EETE W5, S5 ) LIE 2 (8 i R g e
B NN A A TE QA 55 5% 2 rP e AL B ) (Serewicz, 2013).

VP2 280 TR A AN TIRAMIBIFL, Bryant et al. (2001) kM KREHEIER X R ES
WSS AR 2 [BAFAE IEAI DGR R, B — 2D WU S h S D0 WS 0 0 7 AR SR TR s AT B A, RIS R
(R T e 23 76 36 8 08 2 1] 7 AR SR TR B, I PT RE T US 408 o 7= AR A T s, iR R R e R A A
{10 5 2 XU 0 et X 75 6 A, IR A SRR KRR BT 55 . TEAS RIS BAXE T 7 77 R FZEREA AT
WA ORI, K 2 B AR A S AR Hp () — e S ] R A A T 5 MR 2 R AH A PR R HE (Merrill, 2007), BB
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RBLUAZE TR )2 55 AR A Ok 2R RS ) LR R A 000 o e R A S R S IR KRR L R i R PR R BLAE
K] AT 7 FP MR AR O 2R B TR 3R AT LU J LA T T

3.1. EENFTHAARE

BARUEGE 7 [ AR MEAR AL, X AT L N B U AN, A A REIR B — R A HPIRES, 1B Prentice
(2009)f Hi, H—XfRASEASNT, ZELEXUT #EE # AL RIFHIR R .

Merrill (2007)7EX} 53 A JLAEAT 14 /NFHOCEEBEMIAT T i R B, B2 5 ) LEEATE, I Bl A T3y
XS R IR LB B AR . Fingerman et al. (2012)7E ENEE 22 IWE FC R RE R B, — LS uL by ) 48 5 V6 2
FRMATZ M FERE IR R (A —TURIE, —2)LEXT AT AN, 2R AT A EER
RS2 B STEJE A KEEARF A8 . P L NI E R IX BUOR R X 7 B AT a4 8%, REWIIAC
MERAECHRES. WOT0NI0 T I ACE . SRR, A5 FIXMEER. TULE AR
FITAE R N R R 5 2% 1) 70 TR AR ED R A

3.2. AEOFIEW

WSE R R IR R = o AdE B M, EE=MR RS, HRFEITEIRBIMA LR S e EEE, N
M A e A R A, ETTE FE S GE 56 RO A AN U0 T A . Fischer (1991)R 3L, 7E 30%[1I 15 1L
N, BEEE - THAR S VSRR T, AR ISR TFIE, LSS B SRR
BRRIIN T 67%. XFMESLIHIL, BEE S AP FI AR REL SR IINGE, YL A R AR 15
TR, WXt E S MOEE T AR E AL, X ROk AR S LT R T AN R, B
%2 KRR BB LIEZA N T b, Turner 25 A (2006) 78 % 19 fi7 B2 (¥ K b [ RE R B 1 31X Fh 56 R i)
FIEOE, 2 AIXBERARER @IS, FAESILTRIXERES, 010 A OEREE L, RE
ik, BEE XA T T RN, VP2 RO RIT M IR TR . RS B2 A5 B SRR SC
RAPAITEGR, 15BN R N

W25 4 1) ) LAET 17 SC R SR BE R R Ak T A 4 A B R B B T F, i C At R e th 2R T
BT K. BaFAEEE CPM W, J& T SEE A 3 B IR OB 76— AN N 75 4 35 A BT A A 5 L [R5 1 A
MNEE o BUNTER A B G 0 VPRI E TR IE R, HERE TR NG B Rk
S5, W e Al S A %A ) SR RE A BB (Petronio, 2002) . B RS S B ] ) LR AR OC TZ R BE )
FE, ) URIERZ A ORX AN RN 5, ARG B O8] 7 8 W85 I HE R S .

3.3. LRHPMHER

RAETETTRZHNBENN NS, ABRFFEE TR BUASE R R MAE A IR R B, IR
SCRAE SRR R b4 W35 M B 0856 2 . Turner Sz LA 91(2006) i i, S5 005 536 1 BRERE B 120 2
JEHR 73 B B R KA . BRI B LT A A — AR PROR ik i 2e s, 6B SXRE = i1 R R A BRI
BRI . SRR B R % R BILRT BN GE LA LAS Z 18] 45 4R (Bryant et al., 2001). XAHA
AR VRS =MERZ M LR KR. B, B ZRRSRE R RATRER ) LIER BE S, MR
5 S B SR, TR 1A AR B R R UL B TR

FESRFE SEATE T, SURME SR P A7 th 2 B2 R B0 &R, RS T E 45 e el. =
BURPh RPN, TP AR FRLRIISCRE, LRIEAS =TT MFEN AL, £ 5EERAN, /N
— b R AR PR P R T 7 X (Shih & Pyke, 2010). B, SeRiiImFeRme, MFEFEIRBLRN
B OB S SRR, ot B O T AN 5K A A S 2 BE i (Rittenour, 2006)
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ME SR R BT FEIIRARTE 0 B0 5 22 b S5 T I 9F FE AR PR ATy, 2 BRI XU T3
W, A il SR I SUR BT AR IS DT R A 21 S BB ARG R P JE R AL, JF AR AH GRSk 4k
Y N8 5C 2 ) A b FLAM AR S8 R R, IR B I G FRATTIE 222 S A 35

4. BERARARE L RIESH

[l P 2 0 T SR R AT 1 25 MW IE, 1 S T [ RR IR SCAG T S5 RS SRR AR B R
BEATHRIC . SRRSO, WRZR IR R i AE T L IS R R Ao, (A se o B Al S, o+
[ R4 B US I S A T BE S 5 2 BISR C R IR . SRR AE T AL 2y, R AR I AL,
RO BEIE SR A MBS A BB . 2470 SOBRIR I B s E BRI BOA R SCREIAN B, TTRES
2 FI PP (Yeh & Bedford, 2003). Jid [ P A3 ARG T B EOQ R B U B AR —#¢, [l 4h
T B RIS AT G RIS, [ A 32 2 S b I RFRR SO TS SR 18 48 50 2R 1A B B DL R AR
Z IR IR AR A o

G2 R 24 1) A 2 4 o R A 810 Ry o b A7 A 37 AV 0 S A o B R0 ) 1) 2 B, (H [ LS AR
AT 2 A 5 SRR A3 e LA i, X AT e B DA T AL ACREBUA B 22 A] G AR il LAY
RAEAIGIN, TSN IS 52 I US AASEAR , AR 9 s S — A AT e ) 1)

4.1. StREPHER

5 EAMIT U FE R, SURAEEIE 2 (A R ESEN, Wuetal. (2010)BT 7R M, 582K R
X U W6 T P AT 2 WS 8 S T O, EL A R i T DA o o A SR AR ) SR AR 1 e . 2
TN Z UG wt A AT — 3 B o P g0 e I L) SRS OR ARt o RN, 221 (R A R0 T A 2 323X Al
PRIRIITAM o SCHFIIPEAR IR F2 2 N R AV US WA A S AR i [ 3R, B DASUR ISR AT REAE BB X &
P 7 22 O A 3 R S B 1 o R PR R T R ) B AR

MU PR, SURMUR B EZE T ME S B CREREIEAT SR, #s5hEAEgFE
ASCAANE A LE57 JG , EAn SR SC IR R SEmE I, ph RAG A B ok, G840 B SRR A0 SR AAN I
Bo B, SURAAUT HENE T oo BESRANZE 710 G0, BEEZE 7 REBSURH S sb 72 B O A s
B, thREEY Z008 2 R AT -

4.2. IEFFEXHER

TERAR T SOOI RAL 2 LN 5K, 5 S T A v 5 — /538 (1) ] /1 (Dattta el at., 2003). FEVF
ZWIMER, CUSELRE T KESMFES, PR ES LRASSRHMEE— R BT FFFEA
RORIL, MR SRR AR PR RET, A2 RBURMAESIIAT R, SRECGXFAT A 0] e A 5 o s
PRI SO A%, R EF SRR MATTI K 77, AT mT e 38 n 5 SU R R A R P REME, FRAIK
WATT USRI R R . FETE M A R EE AP B B 5, “ HIEAOCEMZE T, T HLZEE I LA , BTb
MULIR 2 (AR AE PRI, LGS AT R TE P MR R, IR EIR ), VRSB RE ORI,
X R LT B8-S OS8O A LU R B Ok

FEFERZPEZLRM S, BUWNEERH N2 — £ REKE MG (Pimentel, 2000). 7EH E 4L
2, MRS E S5 KR ERFLE G, G55, WIs0S R AFERREEVIRS S,
AN E G SCRE T RIFMRE R, BEELRMAFRE, LHRHEEFTRIFIKR,

4.3 ARRESE
T EFAELRFEZER O, BT UL 7R E S EANIA R, Fernandez (1997)7E—Hiix}
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15 44 ZJEFF A EE R R BEAT B E PR ST 0 D, ST SRR IE R 1 R ANIA], VT RE BTl H
Lo AU 55 NBAT — NI 2o N o T SE I8 22 (0 22 08 0 RS R I 2K BE TR R 21tk
WNFE T L, 2021 4F 8 AMRE A X THANIIRE, B5%hs 1 ROV E%E — RN BE X A HES
PR B, AR A AR R E T R SEER BN RE RS S A R U IR, B
Xof BT 2 AR A ) 25 B2 PT E 2x BE ) LAR RN R oK RE I e, 5 e b A TP TR A% 1A e 5 PR S (B Sy
“HIEM” FBEE R A A TAE M 2R — NP BB R R E YR, ELan, X SR R AR IR AR
(Mikucki-Enyart & Caughlin, 2015).

4.4, BERSERBE

X RERE R IAR UL, (RFFREE R R B AU A RIS . B L PGk SRTE K E R G IR R
A N A% A i (Mikucki-Enyart, 2011), 3X AL e PERIA R G RIENAES TR B E 5 B O LT Bl
JLIIRFR, WS PNE R4 A A BL3), DL B A AR08 1 1 K I s {7 48 R i (Santos & Levitt, 2007). %1+ JL
BESfe, X A AT AE 4 R i 5 18 £ 56 & (Serewicz, 2008) LA e K 3 AT B $ AL A 721 W BRT 28 5% = 5
X A] et B CLRT REHR T B2 A 4 1) K Rl (Allendorf, 2015).

Cong & Silverstein (2008)#f 73K HITE JLUEMIFEBI T, HACRERE H 2 084%, AR 7E LTI B~ 2
., YRR LIS IR, XFPO RECNER . MFBEAJLER, JLER A A ES KRR RO
fEREREIA . WA SR, EFMEFEANRSITM, JUEEHZS THRZHAME, EXEF AR
i, JLEHRG SR 2 1 ME, (HEEEL Sk, BRI E R A LS, X e d
Bt N (Hl TR E IR EK, FRANSH CMEATER, HEAIE—2ENH
B, benHieEE T K.

4.5. BIBXRTT

BEAE B0 13 S DA S e PR 3R i, BRARMELEDD JE IR AFAE, B SBE A R AR AL, JEN 21 4]
WL, SEMER R EEHAL H 23878, MiiEa I e i 23 L FHIRZES (FEIG, 2022). BU/ER:2 0 S E
WA R BRI, NEZEENAR, [ W& E R (2017) A RBUHERM LS, 7EBIT
FHAFLRRS CAREM” , W “FEmMA , AT IAEERORERE RS HHXAE T
BERAE AR Pl 452 7 B 2P, U R TR AR B ECR ML /DT AE, TEUSIRET T
MRS, SN TIRAEIL TGS, BHNERN A AT, S aii “irigug” , LEFE %%
G EAT R E A %, BERFETKETHE LN — IR IR, E K RATMAE AR F, R
DRTBAER R MR, BB RN EERR, FELAE, HEEMROCAENL, 2i5(2021)
TEFLAIIT & R DT W US WA 45 58 BE AL T E B BT AR GRS AR, ) LAE 1 SR T R 2 o M = A 07 1
Wifs, RENSBEMRAEFRERE, ZE@SHRE —ASHRE.

MERE H ATt Rk K E, RRES 7 ERR O R SRR, BT E S KR ERE
(Zhang, 2004)FIZ£E 4L G5 (Whyte, 2004)38 I 1 BAF 2 WS U AR 1 55 L ACBE 8 S A8 3 2 T8) R AR EL AR
KT BEEIC RN LUE 0 A v RO U W0 SE AR (V52 i th AR HEAT T IR AR AL, B WAt R B /R T H Al
IEFESEtf . Fingerman (2000) 4t — ki, #HEFRIHA S &) LIS Rk, HKOE LT LiEf)LEE.
XIURIS 5 —IUkE%E 150 AR 45 5 — 8, fER I, RN EWA L)L RS
TH WA LR R R R H S ARRE W R ) LR B mE A LB ISR, XM EHE 3 A
ROB T . HAnC R AR EEX R ARG EMER, IPRERNGIN, URELSEPEY =L
BRI& BT I, X4 Ja FRATTIR B 9T 7 1] .
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