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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to explore the relationship among parenting style, attribution style and
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subjective well-being of college students. This paper mainly adopts the questionnaire survey method,
and takes the Chinese version of the simplified parenting style questionnaire, the overall subjective
well-being scale, and the multi-dimensional multi attribution causal scale as research tools. 301
subjects are selected from colleges for testing. Results: (1) There are significant differences in the
parenting patterns of college students in terms of whether they are the only child or not, but not in
terms of gender and place of origin; college students’ internal control style has a significant differ-
ence in gender, but has no significant difference in whether they are the only child and the place of
origin; the attribution style and subjective well-being of college students’ external control have no
significant differences in gender, place of origin and whether they are the only child. (2) College
students’ parenting style, attribution style and subjective well-being are related to each other. (3)
Attribution style has no mediating effect on the rejection and overprotection of parental rearing
style and subjective well-being; attribution style plays a mediating role between parents’ emotional
warmth and subjective well-being. Conclusion: Attribution style plays a mediating role between
parents’ emotional warmth and subjective well-being.

Keywords
College Students, Parenting Style, Attribution Style, Subjective Well-Being

Copyright © 2025 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 518

BB TR P A e, ERE A S/NREFAE ST RT, E4 N AREEZNT
I, 2258, Bl At S H SRR R, AT A IE R H i sm 2. SeER, A1
ARG SR T ROk — P P MR AR TN BR, Ak 22 S 4 AN T S bt iz, SEMIR A2
JIHZRIE R, TR B BRI A P RS B FE RSO o KSR I S B A A R N A A SR R I S
BRI MR 2R A — R A B0 EEAR, IXANB Bl 2o M =L S AR AR . A s rh AR RN
KA, S AR A AR KA E TG M o MR B A AL 2 2R s O e ATt 38, K22
I T R H KRE S PR 5 277 e S Pkl — 77, KRR CERAE, AR s,
A H ORI R RE S, AT RS — s AH 55— J7 AR PRI, U IR O B R R R L
BB MAh, REARKRDRE P A, A8 Lt E NRME R AR KEEERR
HEZKEIAK, A5 3 7S R MR REAR(BLE 4, 2016). LIRS LRI NITIH, K
A e e R H R AT 8 B s DI oRTE

IR, RS ZE AR 0 BRAER B 17 AR T AR 2 B AT S0, A SR pit ST SR AR T X
AN L. TR ER AR R R LB T, B SEAR OGO EE R EZENRGMEE, R, RS,
2021) . EWLFEARBGRIENA S B O A TS R AR S S HLA B it 1) 2 WL 14 (Diener, 1984).
HEmR RARZ R, JFAER—BERAT DR (L 8E, RS, 20, 2017). ARBFFCLER RIS T HT
NBHFCRIRTHE T, € LR SR I — A AR SO E BT AU R o ASCHIBETE N 7 E B LR LA
Jim e FEEIHE SRR T A0 VAR RS A S S AR A BUR DL =38 Z R ELSG Ry 0 M VA R XU
FESCREREER T3 SR B SEAR IR 2 1A OFE o A SCE AT B AR R 1 BB 2, A2 SCREER U i
FHRELAE FRER L, 0F TR 2R o BRAGE e i AU (it PR AN SEBR L AR, RIS SCRER N 27 4k
FR07 AR LL—Lu45 7, DS RS2 A4 RS SRAT B vy (1 3 WL S AR SO B G (R 200, 585, 2= 10F, 2017)
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2. Xzt
2.1 XBEFAN

2.1.1. XBFFHANBS

SBFAEE T Ao —FAT N MIA . —MRIE LR, XM 2 R IAE R BRI AR, BRI EE
M — B (RN AT, 2018). AMARE H AR RSB BRI R BE, DRIk, AMATE I 2 A BT A ) 5% 2R
BEF AR B O KRR R 5 8B o AP N, SCBREZ S T2 RN i H 2t = AN
ATEAMER M. R HE RN R TIIE Al T ERUS NERIAEE 2 0, KER o [Al4T
HARBRHE—E, PSRG0T AR AT DL S DU (A 35 77 2 7R B #E 5 AS v] B AR IAE
o IR FHEERM AR, BEEZTIN T ME T EE, AMRRAE UG B #8045 #8507 DUE i 31 247
I SRR AT DL WBUSR AL, B T B A Z R AL DY F(Baiunrind, 1967).

2.1.2. XBFFHANE

(1) (RBERFH AV ) (EMBU): 1% 4 B3 S Perris &8 AT 1980 4F4w ], 607 VU AN B Al
PIANT10), JoA7 81 NSk H o AN 1) 5 3L A 455 DU A5 2RI S 1- 100 56 o 12 I 465 (9045 2 AN AU AR SE R«
faf s BE 3R 7 A n) B AL F% 46 388, B Arrindell 4w T 1999 4. sk i B & =ANGERE, EPIEZ.
TR PR A FE R . HAG A R4, FRAEWIE. H STIETT M 1 B 9% 22 55 N Zmifil I . P SRR 7 X
BRHFR A 3L 42 Nk H, FIFFRIEEAERE, I NSORFIBEER A T 1 5 . %5 BA RIFH
BE. AR ER o RECH 0.818 (#2255, 2010).

(2) (BRI (Parental Bonding Instrument, PBI): 1% [ 35 f 8 K )37 2% 3% Parker 2 AT
1979 4wl . [MEIA 25 AN K H, SRR BEE R AN o) 4 LSOOG HRANT BE R AN E R . 208 5%
NS E ST BT, TR T BaEH T LB AL 46 NMEH MRS, #% AT 2010 4t 5 W 20T
T, EESHERE, WEEGSIFE @M R, R, 2014).

2.1.3. XBHFHRAHARIK

B AR5 FHEOUE R E, LRBE KRR G, AT B SO ERG A3 K0
T B8 B2 BB T 2 IUE KA AT b, 5L AR SR B (Mt R AT 3N . b & ST SR iR
BIFREREE . FREHFE 7 N R R BT A = 2R 2o B IER, RN R 22 SRR
AP . S ANALE DL R 5 N S 3728 B O 2R 86 AR TG 1 5 7 THD T 72 AR AN P AR MR o 78 KR R TR 11
REFRA, AR BT AL RS L B i 42 52 1 37 7 S S A AR K — AR A AR B KIS . AR A SR
R R A SRR NN SRR 5 2R 1 5 #8232 B A BE 7 7 s RG] o

Hf I (2012) 7E A 5T i B AR S AN AT R B 5, BRACRFHFR 7 K oh, BN T B BRI E
MEAREIEN AL E. AR ER, BESEWEEERNEEZ MAEGEENHECER. HHA
BEAfDMER— AR, BPAQRE IRy 2 Ik B R R 42 N B O I A A 1) 3 00 3 A K (R i
2012). 45755k (2019) W) e Bk F 7006 B 8 Ar F R R AR X —BEAR, ST T R ERAR RO Ve ok B IR IR, 45
R AAT HRNY PR VE L DA EDERE DA SO ARS8 P00 & (2 75 Bk, 2019). BHAL405E A
(2019 K #F7 r R GG R J1ix — R EAMA G, MAEDIEERER, ERFERGEY, KEHFR A0
TG RE A TR F (P14 %%, 2019). RIS, JG77(2021) RIREE S AR AR N F BRI AR &,
TR TE R AR, #3507 O ABRMEAERIRE M, DLRTEMASEGIEIE — B85, =& KR
(faM¥s, K4, 2021).

EHFET RIS, SRR 4 T 7 2 G BRI, AT IR AuIE Ui PR DL R B R A
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e, MAMRIFESREST . O RUFIRE R R IAE S LUK B BARRIRE IS5 = . S5 2R, 2
AMATE AT AR T 2 B B BRI A . BT S, A TS E AR IRsE
Mifsg, JF AU SMNELRIFIRR, 22/ AER 5.

2.2. EMEFR

2.2.1. EMERBBE

T AR R E IR P . ATFE HE AR S P AW E O AT R ATk, 3R
B R AR ARV o XA A5 AATHI S BORIA I 9% (Tomas et al., 2020), IER&XEFN FE T A
BT SR 28 R0 . BRI, — /N ASEAR S R A KT B ARG AT PN B = AR i 2
KRB EIXAESN |, — AN AT AR T A O EEG, Xt SRR R W S48
A HE 4, BIaERSSAREE, WA NSRRI ROEER R, FR, B sg B E L m A
I T E AR R 0, ZRTE, MOPHE, 2019).

2.2.2. EMERBINE

] P b7 AR 78 0 o) L A T R R L B IR R R D R B R SE A K R DN T O S AR UK

(1) AVEW S ERER(SWLS): Zin&EgmE|T 1985 4, 4wif|#& N Pavot Fl Diener. iZmF—IHLAHE 5
MNER, T RRA ARSI . B0 mE EIE R (B, 2012).

(2) e fRFEMEARRE R (GWB): kAR ER B Fazio (1977)#H, RisERLG 334 H. RE
S BT 1996 X ZE RIS N SR, RAZERMET 18 2 B A gk i, SirmERe
ENNYERE(ERE L, 2010).

2.2.3. EMERBAATINK

TEAL SR TR R IB AR, AR BT I 1 B E I 0, DR b &6 1Ak 2 W 2 A Uk
Y BRI 2 1 DR 28 PR F 90 RO — AN S ) . FEFRE O PRI 78 HP AR 22 22 T T R R AR AN R R B
K, Ik EWEEAR K S AR RO g A e, BT T IR VR R .

fildn, G (2016) & MK AT 7 X SR AT R AR X — e, T8 H A4 TF 90 I g ke A s
FRIRBLSIORGL,  DAR S G5 RS PR 36 45 W0 38 S A 1) R W AR o BT R A TR I, R 2R
S DR RN R 2 AR I T W SE A R AR B R (IS SE T 25, 2016). 5 %% (2014) [RIREHS H QLB St REf T K
SRR, BRI AN RS AT IR — PR 3% 32 0 AR B 1 R PR I R 2 2 TR PR 9 E 5K R (B 5, 2014) « EAF,
T2 /INT (201.2) )36 14 1 J2 0 B e 2 B AR R 2B A R B I A %, AR T R AR A, R/ ik
I e BR v T e A PR S A 3 A B I L AT, AR T R 3R 2 b v B v e AR ) 2 A ) 3 0 = A
AEROMR . WS R R R R i A AR U SE AR R DR R LR S RE IR U DA AL S SR AR T T
(FE/NeT, 2012). FB5E(2021) MG Hhoks 5 W0 SEAR MR X B T 3 A 5, BT BUAR AR &7
SN, DORFAEMEN R TN R, BT T EWFEARBE A S FE O 5L, 2021). VFIEAE A (2021) )ik
PRI SO R AT YR A, N T #E707 SORT AR 56 RIAR &, HEAT T VAN o BT (Vres , 9K ET, 2021).

2.3. FTEAMXIE

2.3.1. JAERAREYBR

VAR AR 2 1A AR A A E — BEAS 0 I8 T X0 S i 1t DA R O e o 8 175 00 R 7T B oY
N AU TR S 3 U BT R VA ERL 5 2 SRR 2 A VAT DR XU R AT T8 4 B R A 1) — R s A e 18
H7730 RATTEA RSBk, I BAE MR AU R BN R Bot e . 1T A
WS IAEAE, MEZ A AT N7 RS AFAEZE R . AR SR F) —F 4 A R A E ARG, R
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DKL XUk 2 A AR AR B K AT R R - 35 44 B0 VA R AR IR A A RIS . g =4EIH R G . Bl
TRAEITIG) e BB 7 RIFLRI 0 = 4E e (i AT, 2018) 0 I JRURE PR BILAE N T 1 2 30 5k I
W, A R E BRI FARR, 3% O AR SOR MR XA A A B SR R o P8 051 BRI Y N AE T
X PRSI R DA SE St ] B SRR, 2 IR SR A RS T B S A A R AR A A
9 NAE TR i) RS 58 2 (10K 51 ke 45 SR A J X VA - M i 85

2.3.2. VAR RAGHYNE

(1) HEFTAFAEASQ): A 12 My, Wi EEFAMAEEFES 6 A EMEEfS
FERR U R 7 SOAH G, T v SR SV R 0 E R 5 3O G VBRI RURS PR 23 BB A T A P . AR AR 4 FE DA
FVAR S = AN bn . A ELE S B TH R 7 OB G R A 4E AT 5y 2 %2 . RIA RG> SRR IA R 2
IEAEG. A P — BB, (SRR s (R AT, 2018).

(2) 24 ——ZARK R ERMMCS): MMCS Z4E1 - ZIHHK R ERZ 1979 Sl 1, A
b 5 AN B R RN . MMCS $&Hh 7 IRl Re AR, B J& T A rEmae i mes 7y, J8 T4k
BRI RS R, AERSILE 48 M KH, 24 MERERUR, 24 MHRANBRRR. BNH5 NE
TR ARG M & H o T 7 SONIMB IR IR NS5y, 8osm, AMErEsmE (S AL, R
e, TiHx%H, 2022).

2.3.3. VAR MAERIFARINR

T T JRUASS PR AS [) 2 R M A A 6T (] — A R AN R VP A R T 7 AR AN TR R A AR B0 e 0 T R I ) 1 55
HATWERIA, T RIS S A AMRIA R, KR PAE, MERBIAN B S RIEE AR  EE, 724
RPETCE . DR S TR BOE A AP XS, AN [R] 1% Bk v s AOAS [F) R U BRL, oo R 2 A R it e L
Ko [FIF, SEma AR RS TR R 3R AR 2, FF HLUE R RS X AR A5 7 30, 17 28 R 06 A5t 2 7= AR B 1Y)
SO o PRI U BRI XA PR AT 9t — AN EEOR R

WRE A WRFTE R, X605 RR B 705 ORI 748 Bt G AR K2 . il X 0% (2020) 3 Z0R At
FOF GEALT m R AEREAR,  BRIE B XURS DAL, X (R B 5 A0 A0 2 0 AR A A A A &, R
ST = FH PR A = F Z BRI R R R AT 51084 R, mrb AR BRI A PR XUk 5 e 32 00
SRR A B R LR A SO OGO RO IE, 2020 BEAh, RS BH B U0 3 ke 1% DL D SRR N
HOM AR EZENSR, KOS R0 R FERE N OO R R AR S . SR I B XS R R
AR B AIOC R AT TR S (T, B EH DT, 2019). A5 AR(2012)FH1 R (2021) 5 AR H
O TN REBEET RFAX— B . RIS, ZERR0EEE 3 BRI A A 5 0 SE AR BRI P R pk 2
RIS . 25 RN, FERFAETA, 3 BAEAE AN 10 U5 DRI XA A P B3 U DR XA I A (4= A%, 2012)6
T R D) 1) 3 1 b e Bk A (B0 5 /0 BR AR R AN NI T N 2, 2 AT 58 =38 22 1) PR R B 52 i R LA FH (i
B, AR, SKRNAS, 2021).

24. XBFFAN FEAKNES EVERBAEXATIRK

O I S T = F P 2 M 1 R R A v 50T, T 02 (2017) 5 N £ ZE LUK 2425 i ikt
%R, T TR IR RS EM AR Z M KR, S5 R B R Z MBI R(E S, 5, 0,
2017)0 == 5 JRAIE /N 22 (2018) PR A Ao X GBS AE T AR, VEAH /AT 17 U DR XU A0 3 00 S A ek ] () 4R
FMUEICE 5, /025, 2018). 275 2R (2019) [RIFEIEFRA AN 7 KA AR A A8 &, Rl DA BEBFR 7 =X
TERWTF AR R, AT T ot 50he (375 2k, 2019). R BFHFETT SR AT (2018)FEHAF 7, IR PEK BT 7L
RETEPUE, BMREAF T A ERFEARBRMNE AL R, FEHNETRT =F KR,
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WHFEEE R, A A AR U DR KUK o 2 W S AR RIS M AN TR 451 SRR ) T R IR 2 i v AR 9 2 R S 4
&, RZIFIRAFIFT, 2018).

3. fAREIT
3.1. HRRI’

RHFCRIBT SR N (1) RFAESCREEIRTT 30 H PR XU 5 W s AR ) A U5 DL 75 4
ETLITHA REER. (2) RAEREHEERT A HEXRE S TSR = A28 2 A7 R E A K
(3) KA RRH TR 7 A AT LI 5 0 U1 DR XU 8] 42 52 i 10 =2 AR K
32. ARMR

W BRI, BERLE DO AR 3T U e, S BRJE R e SRR A 200 46 301 fr . A% 1o

Table 1. The basic information of all college student participants

=1 MAXRFERRHERFERL

At A5 n 43 (%)
, 5 135 45
M) gy 166 55
K— 62 21
2R - 78 26
K= 71 24
Ky 86 29
A1 = 96 32
5 205 68
; AT 136 45
HiR IR 165 55

33 WfIRxIE

331 (PXHERARXBEHERSREE) (s-EMBU-C)
24 % S Perris 55 AT 1980 “EZfh, ELE DI TI5, 3t 81 MR H. MR
7777 2 6 OB TT WG SR A BER IS 708, 5 IR R SR 48 A FE AR = AN, 36 42 MR H .

332 BRAEMEEHRERGWB)
SR SEAE KRR Fazio (1977)#2H, JE4ARRILE 33 44 H . PSR ZER AT 18 2% H Xk
BEATHED, BT IR R A S AN .

3.3.3. ZHE - ZIAERREBR(MMCS)

MMCS £ 4% - ZIHFE FERER I 1979 Fgif 0, WmAL RS NprXZPI N> . MMCS
FEAFEVE RSN PR R 3, AR D XOCBAER A28 AR B 48 MR H, 24 MR
ARk, 24 MERABRR R B IS XATE IR PR H o

3.4. HAIRAE

(1) SCHRIM M SCRRWT FCid 2 R AW 70 FH K — R ik, 2Rl e Ao i oA AU SCRR BB, LA
Xf H ORI ST AN RS . A SCOR BN R 2 A SRR 77 2 VA TRXURS A = 0 2 A SR O AR
KICHR, S5 LMERIWT TS5 RAET NI S 2206, BB FE A SO /& E RO SR BB M SR I i ok, &%
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BZ I H FIREFAESE.

(2) MBEEVE: EEIF AN BN ER, KA GRS, B nSEEREL, S5t
T3k, Wi AR S R AT Ik . A EEIE M T R SR S B BE I A B (s-EMBU-C) 245 -
Z AF F R ER(MMCS). ek 320 248 K 5 R (GWB)FE N 7t T A AT IR & R 447 .

(3) Guit /i XF B EAR VEAN AT, AT AL 5T, N BT BRI 5T 1) ) 42 AL 57 AT ) T 10 25080 ke

3.5. 4iitAbE

K H] SPSS HEATH AR ALHE, BEATHEIAMEG T, T E AT MOLREARRL . BRI A A .
4. MRER
41 REERBHEFAN. FRARNEMNEN EEBRAEARERL

W 2, REFPAEEHFRTT NAESYEE BR3P i 2K e 15 RGRIE . ORI FE4E.

Table 2. The basic situation of the parental rearing patterns of college student participants (N = 301)

=2 REEWANRXGHFHRBEXRFRL(N = 301)

A Min Max M SD

R BEHE 2.00 7.17 3.39 1.28
SRR IR PR 2.57 8.00 5.65 1.18
A B3 B A 2.25 8.00 4.45 1.03
kR 1.17 5.00 351 0.50
hhgE 1.00 5.00 3.45 0.60

B UIE R 2.00 6.67 4.26 0.78

EREEREN, R BHIRTT R E S R, SCRHBE LM B ORI 28 L T 5945 20 R AR
5 B IR RRAE BE (1 975 70 By . RIFESR TR T R NI RE T, K2 B SR 2328 7 2% 7 i I 1
AL, T AR i85 92 B — R AR R . KA R KU B AR DL R PR, SO N R RIS
e T AN, BIOR 2 A B 20 4 SR T A 2 P DR R IR o DR A 0 S A A 20 R B KB 6.67, e /IMEL 2.00,
FIMH 4.26 £0.78, KA B T SEARIERAL T A8 K

42, REERBHEFAN HEARBNEREBREAOSHTEEE LERESH

421 FRMAHNPAFERARBEF AN, FEREMERE=RBOER I

XA TR G0l AR R 2 AR A AR AT M R AS ¢ ARG, 25 R aNE 3 . FECBRHER 7 Ml A g i,
ANFEE A BSR4 . A5 IR I DA SO B R AP R FE S AN 2 . R IR R XU ) T 4 R, A A
R AE AN [R 1 1) (R0 1k 22 e AN S 2 AL AE P (t = 2. 10) PR VA 81 IR r AN [ 1) R B A 2 22 5o
FE BRI 7 Hras R, ANFE A IO R B2 25 7
Table 3. Differences among college student subjects of different genders in parental rearing styles, attribution styles, and

subjective well-being

%= 3 NEMHMAFERARTHF AN, AENBNEN=RROES

H (N =135) % (N = 166) H (N =135) % (N = 166) .
M SD M SD
s 3.45 1.37 3.35 1.22 0.66
13 BORLBR 5.69 1.16 5.61 1.20 0.59
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HEELH
o R 4.45 1.04 4.44 1.02 0.05
AR 3.58 0.47 3.46 0.51 2.11*
A 3.41 0.57 3.29 0.61 1.72
T A S 4.26 0.75 4.26 0.79 -0.01

VE: fE 0.05 ZUi(XUE), AHRYER: T 0.01 ZUN(XUE), AHRMERE; TTLE 0.001 ZUN(WURE), MHRMERE. TH.

422 REMEFZXBEFAN, AEREMENEBBRNER S

SRR T A T A RE R A VAR UM AN 5 W S R A 22 S AT b L 4, ARE SRR
FEH AR, KPR T IE T L a4 (t = 2.26) FHEGRIR(t = L)L E R (t=2.72)=
ANERE EIABONRE N R A, R A XU A AR R B R

Table 4. Differences between only child and non-only child in parental rearing styles, attribution styles, and subjective well-

being
%4 BEMETLREBHFAN, FENEFENZEERNES
J&(96) 75(205) ;
M SD M SD
g 3.66 1.49 3.27 1.16 2.26"
5 BGR BR 5.84 1.14 5.56 1.19 1.93
LR 4.68 1.03 4.34 1.01 2.72*
R 3.56 0.55 3.50 0.48 0.99
VAR 341 0.61 3.32 0.59 1.29
U EAR I 423 0.73 4.28 0.80 -0.48

4.2.3. FEEFEHPOAFERRARXEBRF AR, BEREMEREBRNERDH
AP R A E ORI SRR T7 20 A AR R W s AR iR A B 2 5. K 5.

Table 5. Differences among college student participants from different places of origin in parental rearing styles, attribution
styles, and subjective well-being
F 5 TEEFRMIAZEHXREBH RSN, AR EMERN=ERNES

#&(96) 75(205) ;
M SD M SD

g 3.38 1.34 1.34 1.24 -0.17

5 BGR R 5.77 1.20 1.20 1.17 1.59
It AR 453 1.03 1.03 1.00 1.30
A 3.54 0.48 0.48 0.52 0.85
Az 3.38 0.59 0.59 0.60 0.76
EEV =X Y 427 0.77 0.77 0.79 0.10

4.3 REERXBHFAN. JFEREMEY SER/EEXTHT
XEREAAEACREEGRTT A VAR KUK AN L SR AT A R b, R BRI ZE M OG . WK 6.

Table 6. Correlational analysis of college students’ parental rearing styles, attributional styles and subjective wellbeing
F 6. KEERXBHEFAN, PRSI ERRIERTH

B 1 IR IR o R VAR XA 3 AR J%
e 1
135 B -0.323" 1
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b R AR 0.691* -0.257* 1
V1 AL RS 0.199™ -0.151* 0.196™ 1
A S -0.515™ 0.479™ -0.158" -0.171* 1

GEREIR, RBHFRT NAIE LY RE . SRR PRAEE . o (R 4 5 VA DR KUK DA R T 300 5 A TS
AAEH B E R, Hrp QR 4E 5 W SEAE R R BRI SER R (r = —0.323), 5 AR KUK S IE A
KKA(r = 0.199); QRFE BURBEYEE 5 3 W AR K EILIEM LR (r = 0.479), 5 IHK Kk 2GS
FKA(r = —0.151); BRI FE R 4E T 5 W SE R IR RIS 596 R (r = —0.158), 5 JHIR KUK S IR IE A O
KF(r=0.196). VK RAE S EM AL R(r=-0.171).

4.4, REERXBHEFAN. JFEREMEY /B RIS

441 RFEERXEHESE, VFEKMEIEREERAEYS
WG A AR TG R BEAT B0 My, DLACRHEAYEREAE A AR, HRXSAE b A&, B
T AR A AR &, AT RAD T, SRR 7 PR

Table 7. Regression analysis of parental rejection and attribution style on subjective wellbeing

F 7. REHES, VFARNEX ENFERIEVFSHT

R A 5 TR A & R AR? F{H Beta t{E
EEVIE=X Y 4 0.515 0.266 108.149"* -0.515 -10.399"**
VAR RS B 0.199 0.040 12.336™" 0.199 3.454™
EEVIE=X Y B 0.520 0.266 55.229"* -0.501 -9.929™*

VAR KU -0.071 -1.401

AR U S0 A S A R A RS AT SRR AR (LA B, AR, 2014), SCRFHE 48 4 FE ) S WL 4R K (Beta =
—0.515, t = —-10.399, p < 0.001) B A &35 (1) 5 ] T AR, BPACBEHE 46 24 B 3 W0 Sk B U 3R 8 ¢ e
A BHAE 4 4 £ ok VA K] XA (Beta = 0.199, t = 3.454, p < 0.001) B A5 I 25 (0 1E (A FRUAF FH, - BV BREHA 46 24 i %ot
VA ERL AR (R0 U 2R 8 @ 3 s N U T XS P s i 4% 4 52 BRE 268 (1 52 00 Ji5 v /78 2 U B8 JRURS R =8 W =2
TR 0] ) 2 %0 b R IR 3% (Beta = —0.071, t = —1.401, p > 0.05). 45 7R, ACRELA S W 3 48 BRI K]
ARG [ BN B 2, A RRAS I R AN AR B 2. Ol i, SQBHFR 4o 4k 55 1 Rl B B2 S i 5 W 2 A Uk
FVARR AR, AE I Ty 8 aek 53 0 = D] RS T ) 422 4t 52 1 ) XU

4.4.2. KEERXBERERR. VAERXEIEWE=EERES

M HE O A A A, USRS IR BR e FEAE N B A8 &, DU RS A28 e, I DA W sE A
ENRAR &, BHATRIE T, 3k — D AR SRS B E . RS 5 =W AR R R R, s R
W 8 pron:

Table 8. Regression analysis of parental emotional warmth and attribution style on subjective wellbeing
8. REFROERER. VAR NG EX =&Y @I 534

[R5 T AL R AR? F Beta t{A
FU AR 155 IR IR 0.479 0.229 88.816™" 0.479 9.424™
VA AL RS 5 IR I 0.151 0.023 7.000"* -0.151 ~2.646™"
FU AR 155 IR IR 0.489 0.234 46.762" 0.463 9.063""
VAR Kb -0.100 -1.964"
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MR R SR nT A, SCBEAR BR R 4E B0 32 SE AR K (Beta = 0.479, t = 9.424, p < 0.001) B A IE 7] il
MVERT,  RIAZ R I B 4 1 32 AR B (el UH R 8 ¢ W3 o SQBRHA% R IEL R X VA [R] XUk (Beta = —0.151, t
= —2.646, p <0.001) BA G al TR FH ,  RIALBRIR IR R 4 P 0] VA R XA B IR A R 8 a 35 I NI
JRKES 14 5 T - 42 1) S B TR IR I P05 10 i v A e VA DR R o = W S 4 RS T [ U % b 235 (Beta =
—0.100, t=—1.964, p<0.5), RIUHEE KMEAE b A58 5% 3= W2 A B A B35 1 S TR F o ACBRFI K
TELE T UL SE AR RS G (1] 9 £ %K o” 235 (Beta = 0.463, t = 9.063, p < 0.001), R4 REH RGBT RN 1 W =248
B B IERKFHMER. mTRIHR%a, b, c. CHWILEE, Mtk ab fc, PELFRS. R
U R Bl A A P R A RS SRR TR, S DR XU 7 S R 17 TR I R R A R RS 3 0 R A
WA Y, TEAX BRIy AN F W SEAR R R v, A — 40 2 a5 e U R XA 1 ] 422 5 ) 3 W =2 A4
A, AE IR 1 ATE] 2 s

0.479%%
A BEA R R ERUEX Y

Figure 1. Total effect model diagram of parental emotional warmth on subjective wellbeing
B 1. REERRERN TN EREM DM REE

VAT A

-0.151%** -0.100%

SCBEE ERRITR FU A
0.463%+

Figure 2. Model diagram of the mediating role of parental emotional warmth on subjective wellbeing
E 2. REBERRENEWERBRAFMERREE

443, REERXFFIERP. VFERETENERBRAOED 5 H

PAVADE A A &, DL Oy R AR &, AR AH OG0 b B 45 SR EAT |1 20 A, gk — 28 208
DAL AU R B2 AR DG R, S5 R W56 9 B e SCBREI FE RS 2 M SE 4 8 (Beta = —0.518, t = —10.473, p
<0.001)E A 2 K G TNAE A, B SQREI B R4 2 B 32 00 S A B [T R 40 ¢ B35 . SR B AR5t
U R JRUA% (Beta = 0.196, t = 3.454, p < 0.001) A &35 (1) IE [/ T VE A, B AQ BRI B A4 4 %ot 1 DR XU 114
A RE a W 0N I R RURS PR 52 M 542 o S Bk ORAP AR 55 M 5 o o2 8 VA DR XU o 3 W =2 A R )
]9 2% b R 2% (Beta = —0.072, t = —1.425, p > 0.05). M LA (1 i A RN AS B RE vl 0, QB
Tob LR AT 3 0 S A TR R AR T L N S 3, VAR XU () PR A BN S 3 o A U, SRR
PR AT DL B HE 52 M 32 0 S A SRR U R XU, AL SCBEIS B ORFP T v a5 e U R XU 177 552 1) = W0 S A U

Table 9. Regression analysis of parental over-protection and attribution style on subjective wellbeing

0. REIERIP. FEREN EN =RRNE TN

[ 2% T A% R AR? F Beta tfd
F2 W S A Ik b R R 0.518 0.268 109.694™* -0.518 -10.473"*
VAR Kb b B AR 0.196 0.038 11.933 0.196 3.454™
AR LR 0.523 0.268 56.052"* —0.504 —10.009™**
VAR AU -0.072 ~1.425
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5. Sth5itie
51 KEERBEFAN, ARNEMERERBROBERILSH

WRHEEAE T 8 R PR, R BFEGR T A P 3945 7 N BRI . BERIEIRGERE . SORTE
IR BRI BRI SR RS SRR RERIEAL. RIOSAE T2 B B T NE 21
St R BE A B R Y, I HBERS WAUEE 2 T 7 L UMFIR LI EGE: B A 5527 id AR
¥, AR S R B s AR SO BB A LE L I BR 0 s, SORIR R4 L RERIR A 4E A
D E. EHEEFRT, ATREMFRERGESE L, 2 KR R BRI BR E %7 R, R
By E . JEH, TERNESR, IS ESAHERKTE, M. Bk, AT
XFARRUL, BERAESZT I TR T E ORI R % . WA 0R 2 2 DA R
EEOXEZ T, BaWLE O MBS R, IO BRI Ry e b, BERSy
BRNG B, MAETEYERE AR BAR KIS 708 5

AR X U AT XA (0 R S M s, RSPV O T3 T, Ve R (5 B 2 R I 858, s AE A
AR ERR o # i TANAR WA APRSRR L, RIS, SO IR RSN E A7 A
R, AR R s TANAK, (ERAAERMEE S, Yalfeshan A s Em A IEE. 1
v ph b, REEAAEHEAT A RN BEATA T TARRE A EES AT H AR, AR SRR R, MR, K
PEREACRER R 22 1 T 2 SR A B RSS2, TR B B b R T 55 ) A RE AR I S, T
REI M E N . TENPRRR T, —BORIIK PR R AT W BEASNE OIE R AT K24 T IR
AT = SR E N, JOF HORSEE BOR — el 1, o NERR B, R N AL S
EXE S AR TERIR 2, AR AT T IR D, AN A A . Bk, d T AR, fE
RGN BRI ZR T, ANMATHT BESE AR TR PRS2 AR R R MGEEAT SR I R o

i, EMFEARROEEESIR TR, 25 IREREOE SRR AT 5008 4.26, IR
FIKFo 21 AL RRZE A AR T B X 0E . B SO 5 T S8 0 #R A SR T IN AX. ASR T A
LG ERoL, RIERZEE E A TR R, JF HORSA R B AR AL T8 el 5 4 2 e P 2
W, R IRI BOR S AR R IR R B AR 2 SO AR AR ARG I 7, DRI OR A A 3 A 1) 2 0 S A
B ARAL AR e R KT

52. REERXBHFARN. TERARBMEINERBREAOGTFEE EERMITIS

AU 2 5 o A A RO B, FEVER E, BR T P A R R KU A, SCRFERTT AL A B XU
MERFERBERYALZE . EGSBIERERE, CEHFENE K MINZEFEKFELRE, T
T 22 S BTl R I 22 5 ARSI A /s o T SRR S BRE TS T, 3 25 i) 80 B S A i T A O 5 £ 12
SR, JF B B b R 2 1 5UE s LR TT IS T B A, A E Rl K
UEERXHEAE RS LT, BAEMLAELESREHIRTT A g 5 IR B A L B R 37 48 5 AP AR 22
Fto BRWMASHFESI AR AR, FAER U RS, ABRERBE. o, BEE SR
B BAENATEOR D R BB A EWE . FS FRRERE T adiEt, —Rak
FAH IR B 0 7 2 AN S DRI 530 T 6 175 JEAlR R B3 DRy &8 D73 T 22 Jl 0 e (ERIRF F . 2012) 0 KA 2R KIE A
RSN AR EAAAEVE R 2257, A Tk, FEAME EAAF AR 2250 . X ) 55 2 S i 4 S 1
R E T SRR o X AT RERE RO, 55 AR M S A i M R SR A A R I B o A, K2R
T EAR AN ) b2 e AN B3 . X AT RE RS T R 22 R B W i, ARkt T AR A
REBE AN ML AT UK FERE SR CHM T RZERGT S, DA RE ST
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ANLCPER] BE 2 BN E 08 A 7, TR NN T 35 ST M 05 (R RSP 2R IR AR 1 RS A B 2 I
FRAL A T BRI F, SO AN EICFEE R TT, B R SA AEAE W S AR L v 2=
AR

HNHT AR AL A T LT A AN o AT LA BRI T A = AN LA B 2R
A 2 e 52 B SRR IR B A BE AR Y, RIS AR T L A R RE R B BHEL . (HE R
AT AR VAP RS AN B WS AR R PR B R M T T RS R, KA HRA —
KIRTREZ TGP AT LI SCREIRT SO MR 56, NIRE S T s Ed igd, i id
TS L, WO ANRES T 7 R A IR, TR ORI R i TR, X thig
JRAAE T 2 SRR AR S 2 S B SRR FE AR . Bk, A SESCREI AR AR B M T
FREATS BINA o X —J7 2 T AR S AR SRR G i B 2T AR, AT 8 32 2 R 4P 3L
BHREAREFNATFEE), KEREACANELNHEA CNZ TR MNNMEZRIFNEE: 75—
T, BEAE BAS LG MBHE AR, MRS ORISR T, 9 T 8 T T S il A
2, EH TN B O T LA E RN ER (R, AR 2021). T T LIRS, 1
TR EREIFER, B TREBEZ TR, P2k W R i, 2 T4 T T
T IR IR (1 BB, XA T 2 R EAE R % T NIRRT R 5 32 RIS BHE L . 1 72 S BHF I
IRBRAESE b, AT m TARMAE 7. XM TEMA T LK EET, FKEERK A T R 13
BB —ANETINS L MEZRRES, XEBIRREAMZHBEI 2T 05 L. X himmi
B, FEARSE T R BET, IRZ CBFR ANRENS T as TR — (4% 1 R SE AR Z (Fh A%, 2020). Xt
FEAS AL 7 AR T AR AE 7 B 2 3 32 BRI S IBGRR - K KAHFE & TR D RIFNH
B AT DEERN . BURM BRI RS EE 2 B TA A, XIS T K %
TR TR RS Z 3k R TRANEE T A ZrETEE, o T& 7oA
AIFEHIAEA 2 S 8UZ oD Mor B E I AEER ST AL, BRI K IE BRI A X e A
LR . HFEAMAELE SR R R EATRTR A QR & 88 TR A R B0 30 R ARy
FES G T RERNE R 2R RE, AReid T A s TiHoe . KN IZAHZTEE
MRE R EE S, MEZT, SE% T ENFKERFN AT S T TRNERRES, DR
ERC R0 %A AL RPN Y

FEARUEIBTT T, R2 AR SO REEER 7 s S AN L IR DR KUk A LSRR I 2 e AN . AR AER
BHER AL, SRR T SR 1 RR IR AN R = AN AR A T 2 R AR5 . BARK
MBI AT RS2 B A L AT RE S MDA — 4%, (H28 DR SR B CATRELS: T H TN 7 2 LU AR
MR REMFFAAFAEZER, HEERE L, AR B &1 R RER — 1. JCHEE
& BARRITT I, BUAE RSB IBOR B 1R 3 52 208 6 MA B A B, PRI AR Y5 5 T S B R Ty
AMERARE . HEXSAELRERIT IR AAERE N ER . KRR T ARLEBI R, #
Qa7 A AR P FE RT3 DaB 2B 0P FY), BT 2REMZE T 3 O 3TE,
HUF R H QA SRS L SRS B SRR Rl TR ALV Uity T & N PR ATy
7, T B I SR B R 1 85, A IR IR 15775, e THMT S ENER, AU EE b,
WASH . A, REANENERBEEPTHERMARE . AR, EUERRS 25
HOPIHFAZERIEE I IEAR KR EMERERIE M T B ORI W B 125
KPR REBCA B I A KT (R AR B R I 70 T A S AT B SR S RN KK T th AR
AL AR AR 224, HAE A0 TAE AR 7 3, XA R BASARTT H AR
I EITEIN AR R ZE S

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.152085 279 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.152085

b

!

53. KEERBHFAN, JFEREMERERBXRITL

ARBR SIS S BT REN ST R0, K22 SRR Ty S AR I DR KU A 00
PLIMK RS . B KRR S AR RIS SRR, 5IE P AU 2005
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PIRHLRIGIE R, RZREEES, ST R ER T A . IFF KA S RS BER Y 5 00
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FAFHEERIA £, UERIOYLA AR NI, R RAE N AT A TR R 5 Al A S S 8,
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