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Abstract

Objective: To study the relationship between family socioeconomic status and academic performance.
Methods: A total of 1055 junior high school students from middle schools in Zhejiang Province and
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Hebei Province were conveniently sampled. The subjects were surveyed using the Family Socioec-
onomic Status Questionnaire and the Academic Self-Efficacy Scale. Data analysis was conducted us-
ing SPSS26.0 and the plugin macro PROCESS3.2 to test the mediating role of academic self-efficacy
between family socioeconomic status and academic performance. Results: There were significant
correlations among family socioeconomic status, academic self-efficacy, and academic performance
(p < 0.05). Family socioeconomic status and academic self-efficacy could significantly predict the
academic performance of middle school students respectively, and the mediating role of academic
self-efficacy between family socioeconomic status and academic performance was significant.
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1. 5|

PEBEE AL AP RIRE, W LRI, FKEE S FKEEZ RIFELT KT SCHBHIRIA LR ZERE
B K. FIRTEERHE A TFIYT, 2R SGREEAE A PR EZEREL — XA IR
B G AL 2 T ALK 22 T 2 7 Ao 78 25 S R IESR AL BUB W2 L AFAEZ 0, 3k 5212 i) b 5
FEEAL RPN & — DR A ZYEREIMES:, RS — N S P i A B Ae 08 SR 22 SR (M & 5%
PR SRR M2 D BTt T S HE G, ©r DU — AR EERE e N T iR I E RIEMFEE . K
JE 2 48 AT i 5 e AN A B K R (%) B 22 [R 3% (Tucker-Drob & Harden, 2012) . 45 HARAIF 78 3 B 5K R 4t
REVEHAL I 2 BT LR SR AR, FEE +L 2 2 0F b A 3 i 5 e JFCAth PR 35497 dn O B 2R AN
T[] 422 5% 1 220V B 3 (Chen et al., 2018) o 38 I #8578 K g 41 2 2 50 A7 5 22l i S5t 2 T) 1) SRR A %o 42
HHEATFEAEER L. WL, KRR I7 R AR EE LT A B SsEm,  53—J7
PRI BRI AE SR AL 2 G Br AT b e ST m o (4 B R FE R, DO 30E ek iR e
SCHEo

11 REMSEHFHAxF il mEsrRm

FEEOHZEZRURE T RAE) (FUREIRE) &5 R B K ERNED 2 R F AR5 R a0 4E
SO, AR AR, AEANTE S AR SRR DR 2R G L A5 SR BE A TS 0 AH 9K 1) R 3% A AT AR AN [R] 74
) 5 R S5t 15% 75 A5 (1) 22 57 o X — S5 SR 51 1 4k 2 8% S0 562 J2 1 (R R 19 )32 %3 (Fransoo, Ward, Wilson,
& Brownell, 2005; Park, Byun, & Kim, 2011). It f5RR 2 M251015 3] 7 A I S HIESE, BT R I BE AT
AL AT U RTI 7 2 i) Sl s, BEAE T AR R G K K g 4k S B BE R A T L R I R
FENME R B W8 55 (Lawson & Farah, 2017). R [ i 5 BE 5 i A0 5 RE T 2o e 5l s R a4 Tk
ER S 22 15 LI 7 22 (FF0U0L, - 2024) .

12. B RBEERA P {ER

FRBER: S 22T M0 AN R FRE B 52 R A I R AN LA O T B ek S BE A S R TR LS 0] A S TR R 5
Wiy T 71 5 AR FE o AR S 22 i ) SR B AR AL T Wi 5 R B AEE TR 70, AR M 5K e rh e O #2158
BEHPAGTCIRE. KA S, B, B89 4% 51 B RAEE &K (Bandura, 1978). MRAEAEINmMEL R, 3
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125 D 2 (R RE A 2 5 M o )35 0 A A 30 1 25 19 R 2 i ) 34 T B2 M MK AT 9 %2 B (Pajares & MAil-
ler, 1994)., i 14 3R A R AN [ O 75 B 0 52 B — 2 AT 45 FVTA o 10 6 8 4 25 STAT 45 1,
ARSI AR 2RI (0 77 30 2 A B, T ARG A A e N P B T R SR EBGE AR 0 7 28, 5 W e S8t
FR A5 SECE S RGN TR L, Sk, 655, mlsiR, 2013). B, BATTE RS E IR
B TT AL 5% BE ok 2 20 B H iy 5 25l e 6 22 Dl R B v A1 R
2. ARA*%
21, #igt

AHFFEBFTTAAN « 070 L 0 T 2 50 40 2 B WLEBURE () 7 SR AT I 2 . LR 3% 1055 10y, £
SO 2 T ek 3 I 4 998 AT Ak, A AR 95%. A5 AR5 ALEE B E 519 A (52.0%), %

A 479 N(47.9%); JAET 4 341 AN(34.1%), AEBhA:+Zc 657 A\ (65.8%). F#fE 12 £ 4 16 H A, V-
HJ4ERY 13 % (SD = 0.755)

22. fiRIR

221 REHSEFHVER

AW TR FH D 4 55 A A 1R 5 A B BR X R) R PP Al 5 AR R R BE AL 2 R DR AL (R 4E [, RIbedk, AR
SEHL, AEACHE, 2013)0 XA S AN SCBER 2 S L FREEH A o) RSN RS BEEETr
438 5 A% BB 82 E MR BEAL S PF AL . 1245 (1 58 B ELRF o RECN 0.816.
222 B BHMERER

R 3 AT N B BRI 2L RE ) B 3R R R AN E B (2 2, 2004). EREE 22 Mk
H, KH Likert fL& HMRITr, ZiAEEZER LS &R E 2R E B B an ol 5 &b
K. MR Cronbach o ZE N 0.937.
2.2.3. Tk sk

DA 2 A S R B S E SR br, K 345 M B iR S A bt 0 B AT Ge it 4 it

2.3. GiitA&E

KH SPSS26.0 #AT Gt SRR . FER A Pearson AR 25 AH I AN 4> F 2R 2 8] i — Bt AT
K5 7E SPSS i H Process J 14 FI H Bootstrap 247 A W 15 R MRS IS (R A E, TR, EANZE, A
407, 2004).
3. BRO
3.1. HEIFERERE

BT AR ORI B (1) 25 A8 FE 38 iR B, Dol S L R D A 22 0 45 SR sZ A, SR Harman SR R Fiit
P, DA — R 77 ZE MR RE 38 |5 e 7 ZE R 2R 11 B 49 LA D i (i 38 (Podsakoff, MacKenzie, Lee, & Pod-
sakoff, 2003). ZEREIRN, FH—R TG ZEMBEZF 25.475%, KHIL 40%HIG FbriE, P ARLEESLH DS
HmzE, B Ak — 5.
3.2. MRS EERS

3.2.1. MIPERBZHFKFIRSH
H2% 1Al ) i AR SRR BB K — R, A 52.6%(1 55 A 51.8% 1 BEE 7 P& i A AR, R 2% A

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.153160 329 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.153160

i}

A E S 47.5%, BESE L 48.1%.

Table 1. Distribution of educational level of parents of junior high school students (N = 998)

F 1 MHPERXBZFHEKEIRSM(N = 998)

REFZHEH KT N %
NERLT 16 1.6
HI 257 25.8
RIRZHE KT EhEih % 251 25.2
R 407 40.8
WA R L b 67 6.7
NER LT 24 2.4
HI 246 24.6
BERZHEH K E T E L 248 24.8
K 418 41.9
WA R L b 62 6.2

322, MIPEREFEBENRIF

Table 2. Distribution of household book collection status (N = 998)
F 2. REBBEIK (N = 998)

o 15 B N %
0~10 A& 47 4.7
11~25 A& 175 17.5
26~100 4 220 22.0
101~200 A4 201 20.1
200 ALL | 355 35.6

HEREP R ER R ARG RARA . FRER S5 W] DR 3 S5 B 572 1A SC AR 55 B A 2
R H7 2 ATUE H, AR 22. 2% 5K BEH 26 AL RS, 14 100 A< LL R 5K BE
4 55.7%, Ut BN S5 RE H R A R T2 AT DA
3.2.3. FIHREREMEKFIR

Table 3. Distribution of household wealth levels (N = 998)
3. KEMEKFEIRSFE(N = 998)

N %

BH 226 22.6

—8 373 37.4

F i 5 194 19.4
=% 103 10.3

=H6&ULE 102 10.2
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BH 99 9.9

—8 572 57.3

HLAEAL Ma 184 18.4
=& 99 9.9

=B &MU E 44 4.4

BH 208 20.8

— 5% 500 50.1

L7 P 239 23.9
= 38 3.8

AR LAL 13 1.3

FEEW & AT S T A . AU R BCE =M bR. B3k 3 TR, RS A U

HE b 22.6% MK EERA BN, 1 374%MFKER — & BN AFXEWNABMIEE R

H 9.9%M % kE

B RALHL, MR U S h B2 A5 3 J . AR REVR A 5 20.8% I K BEBA T4, 50.1%

FHEH . BB 177 A R B AT DL kP 5

Bl B RAG LIRS T SARE R R W], AR Al RS S R IErt 2 afrin, Al

HHABE R B B, 5k 4 s,

Table 4. Mean, standard deviation, and correlation coefficient matrix of SES, academic self-efficacy, and academic perfor-

mance
= 4.SES. FWBEMEERSFWMSHIIIE. FEERIEXRKIER
A M SD 1 2 3
1 SES 11.19 4.93 —
2 AR RR K 73.74 12.81 0.36™ —
3 Fl kst 38.73 8.74 0.74™ 0.41™ —
VE: *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001; F[E.
3.3. PNBNSHT
Table 5. Mediating effect of academic self-efficacy between family SES and academic performance
#= 5 FA BHRMEERAERE SES 52 RSz BRI PN R4 R
Effect SE t p LLCI ULCI
SRR 0.73 0.02 33.65 0 0.6921 0.7779
LR 0.66 0.02 29.39 0 0.6236 0.7129
ETEE25 40 0.06 0.01 / / 0.046 0.0905
Table 6. Mediating model test of academic self-efficacy between family SES and academic achievement
# 6. FA BHMAERAERE SES 52 RSk B P NIRRT
EEpyEs RS RS RONLAE b 5 2
SRR Tt A R R? F t p
Sl AL RE K SES 0.29 0.15 46.85 12.32 0.00
£l St SES 0.76 0.58 282.76 29.39 0.00
Sl H A AL 8.05 0.00
DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.153160 331 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.153160

ol [ AL

[a{y

0.070™

0.946™

SES = 35%
0.668"**

Figure 1. Mediating effect pathway diagram
E 1. PN EE

K H SPSS 72 /7 PROCESS3.2 [ 81 4, 754 il 14 55l A2 75 M AR 7 e B I N A 38 25 F R RE K
FEZJE SES 5N G AR A AER o 4R EW], FKEEH & B AL a] BLIE A 5000 b 54 (t = 33.65
p<0.001), b E FRALAEBAR TIN5 S RE A 2 48 5 HAL X 22 b s 4 i 00 6 FH sk 5 (t = 29.39, p < 0.001),
FBEAE 2 2 LA AT LA IE 1) 0 22l 1 BB RE I (t = 12.32, p < 0.001), 2l [ TR AL A I AT LA IE [ F500 2l
Gt = 8.05, p < 0.001). FKEEAL ST HUALIE L 24k H FR AL RG] sz 2k i 4, (A1 M 0.06,
Sof 1R %R Tk 8.21%, F: Bootstrap 95% CI (0.046, 0.905), X [A] P AELE 0, BN ARG B
HREGITEE L, K5, %6 Fiar. PABNEEWE 1R,

4, &5ig

FREAL S B U HAL 5 20l B ARSI AN 2L R G2 (R B8 B35 TE A O . REEAE S Br At gl b AR
VR GTEA TAE, SRBEERE 2 20 3 1 AL e % 5535 T AN A i 20l B 3R AR IR, 5lk B FRALRR IR RE Y
BT A R ST ok A RS KA S A5 AL 5 5 G 2 M R R A N B3 . R
FE 4 20 B LT R 2l R SR AR S SN S35 ¢ = 0.73 (SE = 0.02, p < 0.01), B3RS T A 2% 8743 31 o B 808
] 90.41%7#1 9.59%

5. i
5.1. B HRMEEREREFSLFMASFEINREZ BER HN1ER

AU FER T BEA 2 2 G ALBR 1 200 2 2V BRG AE BRSNS, a2 AR ) 2alk B AL
BESRHE I L0~ A R Al PR BT [RII “ll B BRAABE IR 5 AL B AL IE A R OR R o X PR B T IR
FIEM LU TR IE, FEEREW N T R RAR BRI B R IR A BRI, AT LU B R 2 AR ) 2
Ak B AR R TR A RS BE AL BTN 22 A AL BRGT R ARSI . SRR AL 2 B AL m IR E
FIERENE N T IR RIN 2 D, WAL E BRI, ] THEGRIAN I, MR B E
LU, R A S BT L S A SR A ) LSO EIR (MR, X, 2018). AR BT
BRI, B E N B BRI 52 2R & IR AN, AR I BE 642 Ak I8 F A S A e BRI
e T DA F BOR A EOR AR LI SR %, BETT S Y 97T A 48 B BRI (il R A, 2
JRUEE, 2017)0 A9 Fh AR BEIR D [ B BE AT LIS 22 2R ) 2l iR SR AR Wi . AR D 4 R e
BRI N B AR = M MALE TR ARSI, 23 B CIRE AR I — R 25 5 (Schmid et al.,
2011), FrCALESARS AT PR 22 SRS, 22l B BARE R I MA I F A S B ST, SBRANKZ K
VAN e | 3

5.2. MBEHBT
A TR IR S E AL S 22 B AL 200 2 A SV SR TH ™ 2 — e RS, sl B AR &
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xR A SENL RRGUR e AE — S IR EAE o IR SRBE R AT TR RAE A AL A HUM AR 2 A A 2k B 3R
ARG IR B thop Al A BROSREIRA Z M igde: 5 —, R T IR A RAERIE, @B
BOE HAR 5 Z IR S it P AR R IR 5, B G B AR IR Sl B S R
SIS LS M AR R RAESRAF IR R . 3=, KR . 8 K EERKIHE SR EA 5] SR K
FIEZT I R M ARBOTE S, FIN S KA “ 2 RER” A8 “IRER AL EEE
Wit SH=, FRIT. EERESCE G, RN B e, 8RB 1y
FAINHL SERFS R TI]RGO E A T QU S R 2 I (B Un N SETE A B B S S8 38
HRE).

5.3. HEIARFEELUTRE

55—, AT TOME DL BRI . 25—, SRATBERRIERr A, B, =, R
W75, FEARBUN, BaREBAR. ARRMBT IR LU XS BTy s ook, BAIGAIE 2 BTRIE FE 4518 .
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