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Abstract

The family plays a pivotal role in the socialization process of children, with parenting styles directly
influencing children’s problem behaviors. Family cohesion, a significant aspect of the family envi-
ronment, is one of the factors that affect children’s problem behaviors. Previous research has indi-
cated that a warm family atmosphere can effectively reduce children’s problem behaviors. This

XES|IF: Eili, FWEEQ2025). REHFFH R FKEREE LS N BITAKIRER. OAFFZIRE 15(4), 281-289.
DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.154208


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.154208
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.154208
https://www.hanspub.org/

FWi, FRE

study utilized a questionnaire survey method with 147 children aged 4~16 to investigate the rela-
tionships between parenting styles, family cohesion, and children’s problem behaviors. The find-
ings revealed that: (1) There is a significant positive correlation between authoritarian parenting
style and children’s problem behaviors, whereas the correlation between authoritative parenting
style and children’s problem behaviors is not significant. (2) Authoritative parenting style is signif-
icantly positively correlated with family cohesion, while authoritarian parenting style is signifi-
cantly negatively correlated with family cohesion. (3) There is a significant negative correlation be-
tween family cohesion and problem behaviors. (4) Family cohesion mediates the relationship be-
tween authoritarian parenting style and problem behaviors in boys.
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1. 5|1
1.1. RBEFAR

AL REH 7 J5 :(Parenting Style) /248 X BEX T IR & AT NFIEEREA A S, BABIEEN
Faseth, BENS MR T B ANILSL(Darling & Steinberg, 1993; 5K B, 1999). Prevatt (2003 )55 £ #3%
77 B B — e S G & @l REMIEIRSLE, BRI Z M 78 DN SRR ER T AL
Oy PSR R AR O, T L 1E A B KS F TE FRT L G A 238 7 i 7 1R TR ot A B T B i (Ol R S 2%
2000; 0N, fH42, 2005; VLR, 2014; FHERR, 2018).

1.2. REFEXREE

RIEFRE L RBREN L, ZHEBRS T2 0E RITHIERES), Biam AFRKE, 1ZiEH
SML T FRBER HARAR . HARS R FUERIS IR R R IR FIER LR, RERs el ) L= 1 )
AT ARG, WA SN KK EATE P REE . FRE. SR B E RT3
DA AR AR T A I B AT A AR . A £ (1996)8F T8 R I /MAAFAE I — S8 3 AT N 5 T TE K iE
HISRE A BENIEMAR R, WS KENRERZE, Flar-AE 2N REITN.
1.3. B 1TR

JLEE A AT N2 ) LB R e R rh i) — A WIS, B ERIUNI 58Pt 4. SR SR,
IR AN 2% Fob Sy AR AN S 7 T o AN IR AT O R B R AR SR EAB ARE TR 11T 0, RIS A
W AT MR EF(Y 4R, 2015). AT N E BB MEHBLN — 2R BAR I8, B4
FEARNES.

1.4. 5 RIE

TR, BT MRS SIS R R AE LB B AR P R, e R IR 2R B N L2
ORI . TR, FENRE BRI L R 5 R R A G N ST, TR A 5
PR BRI T B S BU LEAT N i G (A 45, 2014) 2R1, BUART SR> R GER T SCREHOR
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T FIE GRS LR R AT N2 TB [5G 2R e S A B0 8 AR L T e 2 ) 1R
PRIE, IR TE S BE Hoe 7 AU IE i SR PR 05 2 ) L3 1) e R T Dy, 6 B ) L 20 R R JRE L
il S K E O P B H AR AN S B R S

A FUHR AT BB T -

(1) #orJrA S JLE BT A Z BAFAER R IR AR

(2) #F%T5 SR FREEIF R LA 5325

(3) FEEPEE 2R B LR )L ) 1) AT A

(4) FEEIBER T FEAE L 1 R (1 or Oy A LEE 0 FBAT R 2 Tel R rh /PR, RN SRBE A B 0% 3 P AE
BUB 2857 7 ) L3 AT o 2 TRl T AR

2. AR
2.1. FAREIR

AT FEK AL RE T, 76 5004 B V8 s SN = 5 9 LT/ WP ER 170 44 4~16 % JLE K E
ERNARE . BERCILRIRNE 170 47, KEBEANEES 23 MG, AR E 147 40 2Rt
TN 86.5%). JLERISZFRFERM 4 23] 16 &, BHILESMH)LELFHAEY, B4E 503%, 45
49.7%.

22. fiTH

2.2.1. XBHFHRIEHEPSDQ)

KM H1 Robinson et al. (1995)% 5 IS BFER 7 s0S 4R 1A BRI BB #0777 e B 31
B, BFEBUBREEE. BHIBEE. WBELGR =Y . A RGBSR LRI BEEHAYERE, 326 4
R o I NANIZFRE” B “ IR IXFE” #ET 5 firh53 o AW 9E P AU Y 24057 77 ) Cronbach o 2% 0.92,
Ll B #5777 20 Cronbach o R#0°H 0.88, & T 4E[E (1) Cronbach o RELT 0.69~0.86 (W3 1), #fiEid
10.6 TR, RIS P ER AT B R T SR

Table 1. Internal consistency of the dimensions of the Parenting Styles and Dimensions Questionnaire (PSDQ)

= 1. X FHAEEPSDQ)E L E A —HIME

K YE AR A7 R Cronbach o
TRRE/ e Z YL (7) 1,2,5,6,8,10,11 0.86
HEZR/ TGN (4) 3,12, 14,24 0.71
REZHYLE®4) 16, 18, 19, 20 0.83

BBRBHFRTT(15) 1,2,3,5,6,8,10,11,12, 14, 16, 18, 19, 20, 24 0.92
Y SR R 4E 5 (5) 15,21, 22, 23,25 0.81
B IEEOTYEE(3) 9,17,26 0.73

AR HEH/AE T 4R (3) 4,7,13 0.69

B BFEF TR 4,7,9,13,15,17,21,22, 23, 25,26 0.88

2.2.2. REIFEE)E(FES)
AN TR FPE IR IR 5 3R (FES-CV) 5 55 i 43 8 3R R 8 FPE A58 25 25 B (TR 0955, 1999). FKEEIR
B ERFES-CV)H 90 NMREAEMZEHRE, “&” ith1, “B7 N2 0. XN EECERE.
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THIRRIE TJEE MSLE. RIPE FOiRPE. BURTE. EMSEEON. A ), SRS
i, RERERGMS . B ERM Cronbach a RECH 0.71, /KGR ECN 0.74, EIEE REHN 0.53.
AT HCRH T REER B ER T HSEH L ER, %9 EE M Cronbach o RECKN 0.71 (L7 2), #dT
0.6 M52 /KT, RUIIZAS BB EA B 1T 5k

Table 2. Correlation analysis of parenting styles, family cohesion, and children’s problem behaviors

® 2. REFHFAN REMMEFEEN)L BB THHEX S0

NERLW A B T Cronbach o
SREE(T) 8,29,43, 1, 15, 22, 36, 50, 57 0.71

e 8. 29, 43 BRI

2.2.3. [EFfTA(CBCL)

AT 5T F L ) {47 9 ) B 2% (Achenbach’s child behavior check list, CBCL)A BEHR 25 iR il & |, #
AT e ZERILA 113 N8I, B IEH — A0 800, 1802 70RO, 48 113 Kk
sk, FONEA S, 135 m RN LB R I AT A, 1% R AR Cronbach o RECH 0.97.

2.3. HiiEariE

AHF 52K F Microsoft Excel #4788 N, KA SPSS22.0 HA45F BHm B AT SR AS ¢ K056, 7 4>
By AR [BUE BTS00, A8 Mplus7.4 347 7828 & (8] U5 20 B Al AR B b A R 8 6 56 (Shrout
& Bolger, 2002; HEBE, HELE, 2014).

AU AR BRI R B LEFK KB, TR ILE I EMmZ (i, arsk, 2004),
PR — R PR ISVE R L R 7 e Z AT RIS . R E R S oL FAEEREL T 56 AN ERy, B E
BT R T TT AR R 15.42%, /N T 40% I FHE, BRI AHI FEASAEAE B R 3R R D7 7 22 1)

Hfgi
N o

3. RS 5H
30. AOFEE. RKBHEFHAN. REKE, BETHNHEES T

3.1.1. AOFTERHARST
T3 ONJLEMER . JLEER . QB FKEEEN SCEN _E1S 0 BRI S 4

Table 3. Descriptive statistics of demographic variables
F 3. AOFLEERGT

Ay N % M SD Range Skew (fif¥) Kurtosis (14 &)
JLE NS 147 1.50 0.25 1~2 0.014 -2.028
E 74 50.34
'8 73 49.66
JLEERE 10.67 13.591 4~16 -0.521 —1.044
4~7 % 37 25.2
8~12 % 70 47.6
13~16 % 61 415
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RIEF] 1.80 0.73 1~3 0.406 -1.506
N BUT 71 48.3
I 35 23.8
R 41 27.9
EES IS N 2.17 1.184 1~6 0.994 0.594
3TIUF 52 35.4
373~12 75 75 51.0
12 AUk 20 13.6

3.1.2. REBAHAG

HIe 4 mlR, L BRI A TR Hor i &, b BUBR AR5 T8
TR IT S HRE IR M . FUEMBORE E R IEMAS, i IR0 A 1 i T 9 2 7k 25

BRI IE A A
Table 4. Descriptive statistics of research variables
= 4. ARTEMNIHARGT
B M SD Range o1 Ui
) LB HGRTT 21.99 7.471 11~52 1.292 2.027
HFE T ) )
BUB T #3777 A 44.67 9.354 15~63 -0.451 -0.041
FKEREL R EE 7.63 1.764 2~9 -1.613 2218
A #RAT N 3531 29.072 1~153 1.507 2.441

3.2. RBFFHN REMEFEEN)LERRITANEXSH
AR FIEMERE L JLE P BT AN 2 B AT ARG, BRI 5.

Table 5. Correlation analysis of parenting styles, family cohesion, and children’s problem behaviors

F? 5 REFFHN REMEFEEM)LEBRTHREX S

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
BB #5777 5 -
LI H TR TT -0.295™ -
FKEEI B L 0371 —0.403" —

i AT A -0.128 0265  —0.297" -

JLENER -0.001 -0.174 0.024 —0.054 -

R B -0.364"  —0.018 -0.105 0.202° 0.000 -

SLFEET 0.423" 0.001 0.096 -0.271"  —0.082  —0.394* -

K EEMIEEA] SCECON 0.245™ -0.029 0.122 -0.125  —0.086 -0.391**  0.408" -

E: 7 OMSMERE 0.01 LA BE(WUR). Y. AHSRMETE 0.05 25 B UR).

RSP EER BN, KRB IR 77 505 FIEA R E(r=0.27, p<0.0) BF IEMR; R
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il B 37 7 NG K EEWISE S (r = —0.40, p < 0.01) 3 i AHSE, 5I)LEMEIT NG =027, p<0.01)EFIE
MR JLENBIT NS REAREREEE( =-0.30, p < 0.0)EE MK, JLEMENSEHHATE TR (r
=-0.17,p<0.05)RFE fAHK; JLEFRGRBAEFE T (r=-036,p<0.0)BFEFAAMEK, 5)JLHEWHEIT
H(r=0.20,p <0.05)%.3 IEAHK: A SPEM AT T (r=0.42,p<0.01)BF LMK, 5)LHE @
1T M =-027,p <0.0)RFEFAHR; FEEBRN SRR T7 (=025, p <0.01) 2 2 E EAH K.

TR A #7 7 N G LB ST A RE, JLEMNETHIBGE A X L AEREER, K
WAL JLEFERE. RFEET . KEWAWRRT, 2IF#T B &%, L i 2
F 7. FEEREER E AL 0 AT A RAR DG AT, &5 R ILE 6.

Table 6. Partial correlation analysis of authoritarian parenting style, family cohesion, and children’s problem behaviors in boys
and girls

F6. B AEHNXBEHHFAR. REFRFEEN)LEBRITAREX IR

1 2 3

L BB T - -0.358" 0.165

FEEI B —0.443" - -0.276"
i /AT 0.425™" —0.42" -

E: RIGET AR ZOWMAR R, A MR LM AR R L

BEBWA M a5 R BoR, BB BRI S FKEE B 5E % B (r=—0.44, p < 0.001) 2 3 A K
BRI 1) AT NS E T R (r=0.43, p<0.001) B E IEAS, SRERESEEL(r=-0.42,p<0.001)
WEFAK . L ImA ST a5 R R, BRI T NS KEM B RE L (=036, p < 0.01)R3%
TR L f I ) AT N 5 SR BE R SR 3 B (r = —0.28, p < 0.05) 2 k%, HE5EHIMETR TR =
0.17, p > 0.05)F KA EE .

Table 7. Correlation analysis of parenting styles, family cohesion, and children’s problem behaviors

F7. KEFFHN REMMEEREN/LEREITANBX

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
U IS #4057 77 5 -
LRI -0.295" -
FKENGRH L 0371  —0.403* -
i JUAT -0.128 0265  —0.297" -
JLEPER -0.001 -0.174 0.024 -0.054 -
R B -0.364"  —0.018 -0.105 0.202* 0.000 -
& 0.423" 0.001 0.096 -0.271"  —0.082  —0.394* -
R JE A 1] SRR 0.245" -0.029 0.122 -0.125  -0.086 —0.391"* 0408 -

e TSR 0.01 ZUNRERUR). . MHRYELE 0.05 ZU BE (W)

33. THBHEFAN REFEFRERENBZREETHOE TS

S Z BTG I AR AR DG o M AL, X 2 2 i L i B R O A L BT M R AN i, AR
WETE R ST XL BoR 77 N5 B AT MR R RAT TSN, BRss Rk 7 pos, LHlMEFRT7
Xt 55 2% i REAT D K B4 PR AR 0 B R AR R 2, e Ml R AR O 2O R B A B S PR 1) ]V ARt (2 2
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NN B R PER SRR G, LB T 200 5 2 m AT N R R A R H, DL R SR e PR B 55 2 6
BEEAT R ENE R B R E . XA EABAN B A G5 8 L(F=13.115,p<0.001), {H XGRS #
) AT AR 27%. BHIREFEIT R KEF % X 55 % n) AT 8 2 2 I HiAE FH (p < 0.01),
BARGE RN 7.

AMF G — 0 i BT 0 NG S 5% AT & R B8 RaEAT T EE ST, B s R an
8 Fivn, Tl B sy 2Ot B3 £ il AT N BB E BRI RDA R AR 2, Bl B3R 7 o R B2 IR 5%
REEREHRBARE: MAPNBEFRERTREE G, THIRHE . KEREEE X 5%
Il AT A 0 B RS 855, B B B s 5 3. SRR ISR 2 i R AR RE 9 £ In) A T o R AR 1 27.8%
LRI T FREEIR R X B ST A B M IIE - (p < 0.01), Bk S0 8.

Table 8. Latent variable mediation effect test of family cohesion between authoritarian parenting style and boys’ problem

;h;w'%riﬁﬂiﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁ?ﬁmﬁﬁ%?Zfﬂ%ﬂﬁﬂal‘ﬂ?E’\Ji TERNYHRE
HIg DA A T AR & B P R2 P
= i AT A p-3 ECES B 0.425 0.000 0.180 0.041
= FRE ISR 9 E3  ELES i —0.541 0.000 0.292 0.007
=2 i /AT R3 i ELESE B 0.228 0.090 0.278 0.005
FKENGORE L -0.367 0.007

#E: "p<0.05, "p<0.01,

34. REMEFRERETHEBSFAANBZREEIT RPN IEREN

P I 22 4% 1) AT A (CBCL) Y 9 AR Hr B 20 R 1 PO — B R IE bR, MORHIF FE (i AR b Ay
VRIS I R AL 53 £ 0 58 o ARAE RO T A 204, R F e 2 A AE I AE S 40 23467 Bootstrap V(B E 1000 X
AT HUREAT 95% I A5 X []) 4 7. 45 1 77 FRABE 2R DL 560 5% It A 45 56 2 B A 1) R 8037 g =X0OR 53 % il jA T
NIRRT, FER IS A RS R E . B, RIS RN, AR EIR: 2 =119.31, df=
53, p<0.0001, CFI=0.92, TLT=0.90, RMSEA =0.13 (90% CI: 0.099; 0.161), [& T RMSEA Z 4}, H:
BB BN BZ KT, R L IR 358 RS o BB 0 AT N B BN . 5, DN EEFR S
EEEENPNZEHTHREIHN .. S5RER: o =348.70, df =186, p <0.0001, CFI=0.85, TLT =
0.831, RMSEA =0.109 (90% CI: 0.091; 0.126), F& T RMSEA Z 4k, HAREHIEBMEZIIKFE. £ 7
SR TSN A B, B ARSI T 95% B S X IE(CHAEEE 0, T AN SONZE 0.05 17K
FRE. SREW, MATRNEERE, LHBEFETT 05T NN BRSNS E, KERE
R FEAE LRI BB T G T AT R B R N3 835, (AR o5 U 1 46.72% o
4. g
4.1. EFHFREILEGRITA

A TR BB 37 77 NG LB AT N Z B R &R, I LE v AT AT 5 %2 34 H B 57
77 I . BRI ZERAT AW G AE ) LE DA% T 2 A Z PSS RIS, A5 91 KYDLIMTBGE . il
W, FE. BUREIT NS, ARG REN, ST T RIS, ST HERRMESIT AR
Hahn. kR 0 LEAT A B, XS RFE AN AS R . AUFE R, 15T |5
FF T N AR LE SN ZE R, K B EZREE SR #7 7 SNEm i T X %0, X ] e 5 SRR

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.154208 287 a3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.154208

b, A HEE

B KEZAEANFRERN A O, R, LHIMEIRT S BTN EF B, 2%
A R I A  RTR 07 3O L 82 10 FBAT RN o 36 XM 22 7 1) 2 B DR P RE R B st AR AR B ) B Lo
RREAF . L Z— LR B A BALLE A H R, AR HIRAT, % LRt 5%
ALy, R R RICE SR BT, b 5 R L B A [ 1R BT A

4.2. )LERIBITASREFE

AR TR I S FEIA G PR AT R R I, BE A Rl b ) LR ol AT N IR LA A AR, ) L3
BRI SHE, 2 ERE 52 BT, DULARS B E 2RISR, ANl
e A DRIl R, LBt & R 3 RSB R WAME B SC BRI 0, S/ R ILSIE B 14T, B
DGR B AR AN IE R =W Rk, RBFEAEFIER A O EAT, B EE R R % 2K 1]
MIRAR, B DRENEIIREE, 4 B KR 25 % 1 R B (1 S e b5

43. TEERE

AT BIRUESE T 0 TR, (BT — 80 MR MR . JLE R BoR T SN 57 2o ) L3 i jEAT
NI RREEN ,  RIBLE (¥R T 3 RE 5 1] 000 B A (0 1) AT D, T ) 2R ) s O 2 A 1 T 5 2 1)
AT . HRYE DMEWT FEMBLSE AR TR 200, XA 1)) B S %2 1 € 1K, (EASHIE 78 A A it 1k 9 g
BEAE SR #9777 305 ) LB R AT A R &R, AR NTRIBRIBAR AN TE A% . HLUGR A W FIEAE 2 25 s
BEATWETE, ARAE DML RISCHR, SCRESC/KP AT e MR 75 2, R RT RE 20 JLEL AR i jEAT A — 58
. BJa R T LRI R EIR T S LI BT N BB MRIE, B IRk LR EeR T, X
FER B8 26 85 P 5 L 2 19 FBUAT D =3 Z TR S R A A A

5. it

LR EPTE, AHE GBI LR 458

(1) LI RHFR TS L W EUT AL 3 RO, BURR#IR 7 S ) LE R AT A R AN R 3
BRI, BRI IR S B AT AR IR, 5 I AT MR A R 2

(2) BB HORTT 5 FEA BRI R IR, LR HER T S SE M BRI 3% 7 k.
BB, EWILENER, I REERTT S FEA R E R R PLR TR

(3) FEEIERE L W AT AR k. Dk, Tl LB, FKERER T
#5 ) LEE ) AT 9 E IR A R

(4) FBEMBERE AL T I R 2R 7 5O 5 % AT v 2 [RE TR

BE K

BRits, 2%, B E, 400Q014). A F LW AEREHAT NG KRG AR KERRIR R, #0718 HE,
35(2), 2192214224

BHALMG, FRIUEF, 485 #E(1999). FKFEI 5 5 R H R (Family Environment Scale-Chinese Version, FES-CV). JL ¥E[7]
KR, B, GEAEIR), OF T4 FE AR F A (pp. 139-142). H ELOIH TP AR 2 E4t

IETR(Q2018). AFLEKHHFET = OES 5 BYHF AKX Z I SRR, Bl #rilR.

LB (2014). BFETZfT AR BERFE HTR 20 BT S HFHI R R Z . LS, b
T ERIMIE R 2.
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