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Abstract

Objective: To explore the relationship of middle school students’ family intimacy and adaptability
on sense of meaning in life, the mediating effect of psychological resilience and the moderating ef-
fect of perceived social support. Methods: 853 middle school students in Shandong Province were
investigated by the Family Intimacy and Adaptability Scale, the Psychological Resilience Scale, the
Perceived Social Support Scale and the Sense of Meaning in Life Scale. Results: Family intimacy and
adaptability positively predicted sense of meaning in life ( = 0.35, t = 6.03, p < 0.001) and psycho-
logical resilience (f$ = 0.35,t=14.03, p < 0.001); Psychological resilience positively predicted sense
of meaning in life (8 = 0.58, t = 8.12, p < 0.001); The interaction items of family intimacy and adapt-
ability and perceived social support had significant effects on the prediction of psychological resil-
ience (8 = 0.09, t = 6.44, p < 0.001). Conclusion: Family intimacy and adaptability can not only di-
rectly affect sense of meaning in life, but also indirectly affect psychological resilience. Perceived
social support has a moderating effect between family intimacy and adaptability and psychological
resilience.
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1. 5|8

HENHTIAC, SR A B i A s A B R S BN RO SR B AR T R 4 o N R T [ 4 4 e e
SRR RS SR B, g0 ERgRCEREM, K, 2012). fERAERBE T ER,
R 10 2 i R SORORS Do P AT A AR, B B D 0 5 0 B 1) R B B R AT U (G5
2021) WIS, S AR AR FEALCER b B AR Ak BRI D, XA AR B K b I g 2
RSB AL iSRG AR, 2023) [, BT AR 2 RS2 B0k B K EE SR, TR IR R %
AE R AT EAA g A AR A i 3 SRR I, 2023). B6Ah, WIS It 2 B R IR R R I K
B, B RS AWM T 45, 2021), 10 H AT 9G5SR S BN B 2R iy i SUR ISR 7T
K2R A B TR AR FEEL ML, e AN AR T A (U Lo BRI ) 25 48 s JL AR R LA, R, A
A2 TR HRH A iy i SO 2 M AL R AR e L, R Xt — D3R T ) rh A i i U B A 2
RIBLSE R o

PR A R OSUBGRAR AU T I R B A T B SCRIRRBE (Steger et al., 2006). A AR SCELAR & SHIAFAE
A BRI TI T s = SRR A ARG NAEA AR E 1, T SRE SR A8 A2 A A
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A E AT E BB SR (FRANSE, 2023). SR BE S % I BV D) 2 18 51 RE 2R 40 HP 5% JRE 1D 51 56 P P8 RN U T
15 VLR BE R 5L A AR S AN AZ R (Olson, 2000), & %F K BE I —Fh & & 052 « MR A28 R B W 4,
WM ARG, FEE. RS RAME B B 3 85 (Bronfenbrenner, 1986), 2xEMHE.OK R, FKEMSE
AN T AL B A IR, 2 R R AR R AR A ORI R R o SRR FU R, 5K RE 55 4% FE A I B 1 1E 17
O A= iy 2 SUBEAR, 2023),  [FIRE 09 25 SR AE DA sy BRAE 0T 50 0 RIS R 45 31 T SCRr( e 4, R
BH, 2023). tHBAE UL, SCRE S FEANIG B AR RR AT, AN A B OB R . 2% BRTIR, 2
B 1 5% o3 5 ARG IO A 1 o) T 2 o 7 SRR

UeAh, DIEEEITESN AR, MRS R IFHIAMT TR J5, 2Rk 3 3 R Can O BRI I R
JRCERKIEAE, 2020)0 OERFINE, HIUEeO MO IRE A, IR — AR S s 4
T}, BRI & R I HiE N AR VG B B8 (Garmezy, 1991). AHIRHT LRI, 5 FE SR % B A M
SR O EE R R, 2016). SCUEMFCARIL, SRESE % B R3E N R IRAT, MAR O
FRIME AP S A N AR R, TS, 2014) AAM—TE T 5 RN EDEMIT ALY, &
o DA R (0 5K JE 5 9% BRI R W] DL 5 4 FL O BRI KT (2 1 5%, 2015). SRR, A
WEFCRIN, R 5K B S 5 FEANE M FISE 7R R A B T OB R B (Lu et al,, 2017),

IR )R B AR (Rutter, 1979)IA, O ERFIME G- IR 7 0] DLEE @AM B eI, 15 LA
Y] RS 0, FEHEMARSE 200 2 1) (A FRME . H AT K E RO FENE S, (ORI MACE = A SR,
MATTREAS B8 22 8% g R s AR PRI 3, RE = i@ A ES, XA K, 25 5 K2 2 St )=
R, BEMARLS B0 A i B (R4S, 2023). — TR T2 RF HIV SEMa R JLE BT TR, OF
PIVEAN A iy SUBE 3 IEAE DG, I FLQ BRI T U058 AR Ay 3 OB AR IR E T, AT e AN )
OIEFE(Duetal., 2017). F34b, TE—T LA S A B FOR SR TR, OISR AMA, BRSIR LT
HE N, R SRR A, A BRI A R SURCEEIE, 2022). T2, #RHMEBE 2. KEEREE
ALERE OISR = 2 3 IR ARG, I HoO BRIV AR SR RE 55 2 G MR A A i
Sz A ER

SUE L 22 SRR AR AMA T H OS2 IR & Pk 22 SCHF 98 B2 (1 W PF A (Dahlem etal., 1991). M4 & 7)
SRPMEERYET AN, RN B 1AL 2SR, BB AR RN SR R FE A A R E B AE, Ik okt
B FLUTH 200 (Cohen & Wills, 1985), SUL[RIRT, A0E 42 ST RF 8 AN RO 7 v SR R B R R, AN
T ik O BRI () & (Zhang et al., 2018). DAMERIBF AL LRI, #2380 F2 OBPIER R H R —,
L BRI )T AN R g i R bt 2 B2 R /R A (A 845, 2020), AR UG, 4 AN B 1) 4 22 SCHF
2, AT A A REIRAS M ACE I QBRI . mARYE A S ER R, 2005) MM AL, FEE R LA K
S ST NIRGE SRR IREE, FE B ATARRE B O HAE A G, NSRRGSR S, K
FOMPIME. L, R 3. AUTEAL 2 SCRRLE 5 RE 5 5% G S G B 2 [A1 2 R 5 VR

LEIE

TSR —

X BE 2R T & A A i i SO

Figure 1. Hypothetical model
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ZiEPTE, BT AT AR T 5, R EAR M UG R, WL ER IR A,
% % B 2R B LA RS 7 iy BSOS, IF BT AR SR R . T, BATRBER
E 3% 2 AN IE N0 2 iy B SO S R BR AR A P 2%, AUIRAR & SRR 1 R AT B g 42, TR
AT R BRI 1), DL A AR i 8 SR 5w AT TR A B R 4R =

2. ARAZE
2.1. ARFR

KECEBFHIFER 77, FEILZRE D MmN i 2 AT e, LR 900 & 104, A RkR
% 853 11y, WINARCEN 94.8%. HA A 451 N(52.9%), &4 402 N(47.1%); ¥]— 416 N\, #1270
A, HI=167 N

22. fiRIE

22.1. REFZEMENEER

SKH HH Olson %54, 2% L IG5 (199 1)HEAT Hh SCRRAB T 1 53 i 55 5 55 R0 W 1 & (FACESII-CV),
FEoEm v RN ERE, JE 30 AN H, SRS AU, ARV IR 14y, ‘R 2 4, BRI
W35y, “AEVAL45y, CBRT LS . SEEMYEEN A EEE, ARSI 2 8] 1 IR R
BE S G B, R R FE S S5 I R R R, U SRR Th BE RN IE B
MR IEE I . A0 7 &3 Cronbach’s o REUN 0.93, F4ERLfK) Cronbach’s o ¥ 7 0: SEZEM: 0.88,
TERIPE 0.87, RHZEREE R,

222. EHBENBER

KR E%E Steger i, FRESH T 325820133 T A HALBT 14 diy i b e BT B8 (C-
MLQ), —3t 10 N H, WA, 70 IA B SURMFRE UK, SRS S M H, RA
7 ES, CBEATET LS, “BAEFET LT 0. WAYEE R, Fon A dr B SUR KT
o AW HIZERM Cronbach’s o RECH 0.82, F4EEEREL o 7059 0.78 F1 0.82, TiHAA = UK E
TAS IR o

2.2.3. IMIEHIMER

KA DE O ERERARS), AN REIRAYEE . ZERILE 27 EEH, @5
AHAETE QOS] R 5 mitar, “17 RE “Z“EAFE” , “57 KL “BEFE” . Ao,
F U O HE) M KPR . ASHIF 7T %8 3E Cronbach’s o RECH 0.86, 15%U% K 4F.

224, MEHLSTRHER

ARG AL 2 S FF R R (PSSS) 2 2252 4:(200 1) I T Zimet 4l (1) (AUEAS X HEE) #TBITH, Z
WRILH =AY FEERE WA ML EZ M ANCGEI. SRR F25)3FE, BAgEEAE 4
H, L 124M0H. &RKH 7 85, “EEATE” D14, “EEFE” 2745, RS mls,
B IRIUNEA SRR . AT % 33K 1 Cronbach’s o RECH 0.94, A RIFIERUE.

2.3. BIRabiE

BARWE)S, A SPSS 20.0 % F LA PROCESS 4.2 F&F TS 1T 404, A5 IL R 77 0w 25
RS IR I T A ARG I6 AN AT T 5 0 AR A R G 56
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3. &R
3.1. ERFZEREKE

HRHE Harman RS, W0FFCECR AT I FUE M ZER R (AT, JEar5e, 2004), dEHEHI A
T H BEAT R T R B, RRIEARR T 1 IR A 13 A, i HER — AN E 5 2 S EEAE T 26.39% (%
T 40%IMIbRHE), FT DAL R T VA R ZE AN 5

3.2. ZRAERETRMEX S

FBERFTLANENNE . DEEIME . GBS SO R S A G B SURMA R RN | s, TUAAEEN
PIZ B3N 35 A, HAERANUEAL & SORF Z AR B35 IR ARG . BRI, FEASHIT IE Th 4R At ods
A B HEAT T

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis and results (n = 853)

Fz 1. WA S5HEXDHER 0N = 853)

65 M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6
531 1.47 0.50 1
ER 1.71 0.77 —0.02 1
IR S B FE AT B A 3.33 0.74 -0.06 0.01 1
o ER ) 3.35 0.60 -0.02 0.03 0.65™ 1
B SR 5.01 1.37 0.02 0.08" 0.62" 0.62" 1
Az i i UG 4.84 1.10 0.01 -0.01 0.44™" 0.47" 0.57" 1

FE: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, "p<0.001, R,

3.3. AN

K PROCESS4.2 27 HL I A 4 JAT OFEPI AT A OGS, KR A sl AR A FE 2 5 K
U, SREE 2 5 P RO o7 1 3 3 1 1) PO A o 7 SURR(B = 0.22, ¢ = 14.34, p < 0.001), % 1 152I584F; 7E5]
AT OEEIMIX — R AR 2 5, FRRESR R A RLPE ARAR S 3 1F 1) T A= oy =5 U = 0.35, 1= 6.03, p
<0.001)0 RE T AT NP I 25 1E [m) T BRI (B = 0.53, ¢ = 24.96, p < 0.001), C¥H7)ME R 3 1E A
TR A= A 2 RSB = 0.58, £ =8.12, p < 0.001) X 15t WO BRI 18 5 JE 535 585 i A 7 b A A o 7 SR T
B ER, Bk 2 B 2500E, VEILE 2.

Table 2. The mediating effect of psychological resilience

= 2. DIEFMER R T AR T

SR s ToAS & R R? F B t
LR —0.01 —0.31
A UK ORI 0.44 0.20 103.00"*
TRRE T P R N 0.22 14.34

F 0.02 0.88
LEIE IR 0.65 0.42 312.58™
e e VA 0.53 24.96

F —0.02 —0.56
iy S LR 0.50 0.25 95.86"** 0.58 8.12**
GRE SR RN N 0.35 6.03
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[F]BF K Bootstrap frer, 25 S BH, SR E 5 B ANIE WM 0 AR i 75 SRR IR 500 1R 7 S B AR TE 95% &
BIX A FEAEE 0, BRI R . H 5% R S B RS B 5 Ay SRR R B RN o Ly
0.35/0.66 = 53.03%, BRI AF 5K o 56 2 o5 NG W 5 AR i 7 S 8] 1) A 3808 7 B 0.31/0.66 =
46.97%, TEWZ% 3,

Table 3. Bootstrap test of the mediating role of psychological resilience

< 3. (LIEFIMERIR T {ER A Bootstrap #016

BNAE PR 95% CI LR 95% CI TR

JBRN 0.66 0.05 0.57 0.75
TR E T P& N — A A i SRS 0.35 0.06 0.24 0.46
5 S5 A A — Oy IR — A iy i U 0.31 0.04 0.23 0.39

3.4. ARTHRABEE

Table 4. Moderated mediating effect test
F 4. BRETHPTUEELE

. iR 1O EIME Tie 2 i UK
/\E
B SE t 95% CI B SE t 95% CI
R -0.01 002 —031 [0.76,—-0.04] —0.02 0.04 —0.11 [—0.11,0.06]
IR S B PRI N 035  0.02 14.03™  [030,040] 035 0.07 6.03"  [0.24,0.46]
OFEFIME 0.58 0.07 812"  [0.44,0.72]
BT 2 SCFF 0.17  0.01 1230™"  [0.14,0.20]
KSR ERERE
; 0.09 001 6.44 0.06,0.12
AL T 1006,0.12]
R 0.52 0.25
F 232.81" 95.86™"
#o |
=4t
B3 | ‘--/‘!
2
2 L
. - * — B S
BATIG A4 AR
& & —— OB SR
o 8
& NG
R AR
45;‘/” gj\}f‘}‘
*e *
¢ &

Figure 2. The moderating effect of perceived social support between fam-
ily functioning and sense of meaning in life

B 2. SEMSIFEREFRBEMEN TS CIEFMEEETIER

N T R B AL 2 SCRFLE G RE 5 2 BE AN R 1 5 0o BRI I 2 (B K &R, K H PROCESS #A 7 Sk
AT AN, BRI, @ 2 MR ARWE 4 PR FESRE BRGNS
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ATUTE A 2 SRR A A8 B0 3 T [ TR0 o BRI M, R A 15 0 A 2 SCRFAE S RE S5 9 FE RGBT O BE )
PERITRI AR VE T . RSB 0.09, BEAFIXIA25[0.06,0.12], BEXEAME 0, VLA TR H A
LNATE N

[, A AL 2 SRR VR R ST, AT TR R AT 147 B R AR 36 K 25 AN R U A 25 3
FEACE T (UE A —/MRAEZE M £ 1SD) SR BE 5% 5 B A S0 O BRI () FOE - LA 2.

ML 2 BT, ST ARG AL 2 SRR I R UL, SR BE S 2 A 1 Sl 2 1 1) 000 L O BRI (B = 0.47,
SE=0.03,p<0.001); X TG 22 SCREI AR, 52 BESE 25 B A SR AR AR S5 35 T ) T JHG O B )1
(B=0.23,SE=0.03,p<0.001), RZFERIGIEME. 25 LR, DL EWE s BRI R SR TR i 3.

4. g
41. REFBEMENMESEGRE

AT TR TR, FEEEE FERE N O BRI AN AE iy 5 U (A R 2 IR e . SR
B P RDIE R R A U (AR B T 58 /KT o B0 A A= o 3 SURK, 31X 5 DU IR 7 45 SR AR 1R (7K
W, 2023)0 IXFREH, SKRESEEE FEANIE N R R B I AR 2 AR50 30 BE 22 () A i OO, T TR AR
5O R R UL, T R R EM R MCCRR(E 1, 2023). tb4h, A A\ ER@ 5 R A FIER
BREVBCR, £ FRE ESFERE MRS W — N NBAI kL2 6 5 2 75 5K RE R
KR P AR EENEERRZ —, RMNEIMZTENEEAE, MNANWREAEREN. Bf
B 1 5% A 53 5 o5 R0 S PR A TE SR i v 5 A s 53 SE B DI RS AN EL S, AT T o] DA SR B A5 3
2R FEBNGRTE, (R A S R IR U R N e AR, IR B T AATT B G b R AR i R R
(Lambert et al., 2013). ZKBEEE TR FIE R EEFIE R R —ANYERE, O R RHKEREE A
BOUBRP— MR TR R (LR LA, 2021), FKEESRE BN FRBE A R B B R IR %, fEREH
REZ A5 2 R 08 ) SCREAR MR, A MK K DB, L BE D ERIR R B O, S04
MRS 2, TRAEA, 2020). HHILAT L, MNGKJEE 56 %5 P AN I S ) A FE MR, H9 0 5K Bt ol 7 PR 53 %5
ARSIt @ S R A, BIERENKENES, MHEmy AN A a s URER
— E B

4.2. DEFER P AMER

AW FE BRI A BE A, E— SR 1 R 58 8 LA N 0 A iy B SRR e L Ay
RS AT R, FRRE 2R BEANIE VR B 1 o] DAL R 2 o i SCRK, 38 AT BLIE I O BEBIE 3 A= i 5
B, WA, R 0 SR SR R AE A T ML BRIV R AR, BETIRE R T AR SRR K
X 5 DR SEIERE A R GRITEL IS, 2014 EyEE, 2022). OBEEIVEME S —Fh AR 5EE,
A DAAT R B e A (0 A i OURR,  [RI 2 52 B SR 2 B AIE N PR RO . — 5T, AR Oy B 1k
ENA B ANA IR L, 5 B R R E VI USRI BB ATy — RSN AR, (M
RAG IR, 2023), I LI OEBUA, R R AP IL OB S S (AT,
2023). 77, B EKP O B AN AR R G045 1 A T A N A A SR B S AT A, A
T RT R R AR AR 28 R 3 B E CONR SRR, Lo BRI A 3 v 6 DR T DG 8 e 4 1
FFRETIHE = B S PTIE T, et A Ay B SO MR T (5, LR, 2023). BRI, AR TR
BEATHUE )T IRORLCEAR S, S OB, KA B T AR SRR

4.3. EHSIFHETER
WEFCR I, U A 22 SCHF AR SCRE S 3 PR 7 A O BRIk 2 ()RR T R, AEAN IR B B A 2252
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FRACE T, RESR T FEAE S O B IS AR EE AN o AR T B AL 2 SCRR AR AR B,
QAL 23 SCRF 0N SXRE 2% 85 AN N O BRI A SE M AL S o P RER AR RS, UG AL & SCRZKCPIR,
RT3 —J7 BRI AMAR B AR B AL 2 SCRFBCD T 3R BE S I R LS RA SRR R BRI, R R
AE BV RAEA RN, 2 A Ty 0 AP A R o 10 i U AL S SR MRS S e 2,
FRBE S PEANE SRR IEAN R, AT R A AR AL 2 SR G B 9RD X AR B 7 AR IR AN R i 22
B, AR OB S LU R . XA A A SO BB O, A MATRAT A 2 SR
Bz, HOBEPEKFEBEmCEGYS, 2023). SHER, SEHSSRAKCFE RN, B SRR EIR
JEE 1028 3 PSR P, % B 28 o ST N B 5 DR T, 1 S RO B g 2 IR (Lei & Kantor,
2022), BT W 2 ARR G 98 . FTEAE S SCREACTHRIIN, SBE SRR & B BT A & SR
PUERLN, ZRRE IR FEANIE VR SR T O B BOR MBI A 1. 5 b, BR T AE SR Hh SO REEEEE AL
N SRME R OF K EIR G, AR 558 77 TR ROZ AR, R m) b A A i S SO AL I s
(P T B AR O SRR A R

5. FRERE

AT TE T E AR T 5K E 2R PR IE LR S 2 i SO, FFERTT 1O BRI A rh A A4
T SCRF AR TTE I, (R0 T2 A7 A HoAth (R 2 A i i SURB A RIER 3K AT DAAE 4 Jm IE I
s N AR B A IR R SRS, AHT SR MR E R T7 %, AT REAAAE — 2 I A,
AT LIRS Ho At 223 (O et — D50 HET I AR &

B oW
JEUHL R TVE K 2208 B2 2 B A W AR SRR U SR (A 5 B, g B !
E&mE

2024 FEIL T A2 RHEEMRIEE ST H — 5 H (L24BSH009) .

&E ik
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AW £2(2021). AEVEE Y AE A G B OURIE . N ZOPEEFEHE, (5), 19-22.
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