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Abstract

To explore the impact and mechanism of peer relationship on high school students’ prosocial risk-
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taking behavior, this study selected the children and adolescent peer relationship scale, self-esteem
scale, belief in a just world scale, parental autonomy support scale, and adolescent prosocial risk-tak-
ing behavior scale. A total of 1102 high school students were tested through cluster sampling. The re-
sults indicate that: (1) Peer relationship significantly negatively predicts high school students’ proso-
cial risk-taking behavior; (2) Peer relationships can influence high school students’ prosocial risk-tak-
ing behavior through the individual mediating effect of self-esteem and belief in a just world, as well as
the chain mediating effect of “self-esteem—belief in a just world”; (3) The chain mediation model of
parental self-directed support regulating “peer relationships—self-esteem—belief in a just world—pro-
social risk-taking behavior”. The study provides a theoretical foundation and empirical support to
guide and intervene in high school students’ prosocial risk-taking behavior.
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1. 3]

et B IRAT N TRMATEAR T &R IO, A FE BB fh N\ 52 25 1 R BT AT BE 45 B & i kX
R 14T A(Armstrong-Carter & Telzer, 2024). VEN—FF AT AR, SEALS B RAT NG R SAT A
B AT N B ML 2 b XA — 2 X (Do et al., 2017; #7xt 75, 2022). MM SRS B AT N ATAE
A28, HUsER, gt B RAT AR S B RAREE, SR T Xl 2 EEA 2 AR DT
BR(KAR, 2023). 47T, ENAMIEFE NSRS B RAT ARG EEAEEWT B, Wi D R R H
WEFCI BN G o T E T RE S AT N IETE S D 8 A I A RHP, BI85 3 L RR] 3 (Malamut
etal, 2023), BN NIE ATEAT A AR IKZAT R A IMEZE (Jenkins & Nickerson, 2017). 51tk
[FIEF, SCBFRRIR AR« NBRSREE R WAL 2 A7 S5 PR 36 mT LUK ) Tl 5% 44 2% B B AT (7 5 545, 20245
PR, 2018 gREWIAE, 2024), AT WGEAMRERATASZIIRE. R, oSSR ERm. B4
T ERAT NG D ER R — e WK, (HR MK A EREZAT N AT RE S 1k /0 5 T BT i 56 4% 1)
MEWL . TIIAEET X /D SRt o B B AT A BB 7 AR W 5 R BOR, SR, mrr AR r
REJT MBSVEAGRE ST BRI E— 0 5g . A Lot 5 D ARt 2 B AT NI 7 ok B iE
R AR E R F, KRS ERAT NI A T R A S AR T 5 AR R
KRR
L1 FfXRMEH L ERITHNXR

FIFER R, RERASFIAMRAE SR AR 7 B A BE AR AR I D0, 185 28 A 34 T g S R AL i —
FRABR KRR XFOC R XA FAMEF S RE, KESZBINZ M EELHERR, LEMFT. FER
(oRZE55, 2015). [AFER R R B/ MR PR AR 158, M AT7E S IR A A i F o B8 A ] B 2% R 2
f NFFZ TR SR 2 B AT . CABIFRM, RIWHE 2 B NAT RE D FAAA R L2 3
M. [FEC R EA R, BARATTE B3R e AT N T ANBRAEfERe 12 BA B2 M ahiT N
(75 D AETT I 2R . AR RAME(Jutengren & Medin, 2019). #h4x% S BB IR m b AR Ak 42

Tk

f;
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TR — A2 R A, R, J1A R FRRER R AR SEREE AR & E22 ) B Rkt = B
BATARIRE . BRI AR R P A S A E 2 ISR, WEN. e, BB SN, mix
FRRUM G 2R A XGRS B IRAT A EHHIEDo et al, 2017), BBy 8 A2 B R 6m i
Ko MELT MM, AR 8RR E AL T NS P i R PR, AT RERBLH SR A I 2 s
TR R Xl A AT RS i s AU B B A AR T, SR AT MU B(Edwards et al., 2015). £iL, $RHHER
BE 1 )RR SR 2R R 25 T e AR SR A 2 H AT N

1.2. BEHHTER

H &M B RIMZRE TN, ARERAMEXT B A& A (Rosenberg, 1965). 111 [ ££ 58 F /2 T 2 1
AR TR EE SRR, EHE T SR EXRE R IHE S 21 TR . 2 ST R4
PRI, R OC R i B /D AF 1) 5 Bk BAA B2 (1) 1E 7 Fit 88 7 (Thompson et al., 2016). 4[]
FEZ R RANE . OB, X FRARAR ) B E AN B B BB IEA, ERERHE3E T /b 40 FE A
FRAERIFN IVEH (Huang et al., 2022). AT W,  RAEFHIFEFERC R BN S0 W B 2555 B OR3P 5T 1A A
Rl A AR IR A DI S8 . fE RIFIIREIFEC R, MEREIE IR 3 im0 B B, Em e+
ZHA I MR fERERAT O A. EAMIF A EAIESE 1 E A AR SR A B AT N, MR
H K P bk I e S5, 5 RRIEK ] 5 52 A 7 R AE MR R CoAfl 20107 AR SR A2 B AT (Do et
al., 2017). FEW R SHURMESE T, & B E MR L B E KPR AR B i 27 e 5 L8 AR R 47 [l 4 i B
BrAT R(H S, 2018). 26T Ik, $RHIR 2: HELERER RS ERAT AEESMEM .

1.3. RIEHFESHRNER

O3 IEAHE A R MR SE T BUSC SR T i) — o AL FE DA RIAE SR, B B 7 AMAO Bl Ak Ak S 30 58 24 IE
PERYIRE (S & ERMESHRME T, MARELREZEB bR, REMHMHNKZ S, etk
FHNA AR (Dalbert, 1999). 1 H AR5 [ A 18] 1 BB ASE 2 AR AT A S A R vh O D LR 8, 31X
KRR R B2 5 2 BRI A S T JE A B (Lam et al., 2014). TERIFEASAEH, [FIMER R EN A IE
EFE A 2R B B R (Wang etal., 2023), 75 /4R (AR W IR — KM R R0 AT, S
AN IEHEFE & 2R (Lei etal., 2023). 1 FFERR REF P B S BB H SRt & LI AET N, 1B
WA AN AN A TEHFUF SRS, 2006). 2 TEH RS & KF @A S IR B CATAL
HEFRE K, DR A DA R, JF H b — 27 84T M (Sang etal., 2023). 1L (EHHLEL IR
e, Hma I AE SO MAPN A B E, S RUORMAGG, B SRR [ i A
ThEFEA 22 (Jiang etal., 2016). MAERBESE N, ZIR W AIIARAL, 2 B FUE S b2 A2 1E
2 R [F) £ AR 4 7 42 (Jenkins & Nickerson, 2017), BM#EH WAt 2 E0H . T ERAE, &
R 3: A IRt S SRR A O R ARAL & B AT N EGE A 1E A

L4. BEEMQAEHFESHEXDMTER

BN B BB %L, AR B S mimn AR e, X A DGR TN B3R
BT RS, IERZIE WA MRARTT . B EIHIN 8%, BB THORIME A TR
71, et SRR R T, IR AMA I e AR AR S, 1A B AR RE s B 9 A
FH S HIRES), XA RE S T A TR AR A, 3958 A5 0. ERXMURET, MATE A
BRI A e, DL S STER,  JF HIX SRR A A IE w] e Bl b A1 52 B B 28 IR A5 2
CREEES, 2021). BRI, [FIFERR RAEFKIh AR, A BRI B2 32 21 R K [R5 2R BRI I A 732
. AR BSOS R MR A IR S ST RE B 2 N5 (Riaz et al, 2013), R4S BRAT A B4,
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grl, SRMEBL4: AR, AILMFE SRR RN B AT 8RR 1R
1.5. XBEEXIFHOFEHIER

SCBEE F SRR PN T AEG R R Rk B ACBEAIAE, XA A FE T ACREX T & AR H F sk ik
PO R RPN S E . 55 S F (Ryan etal., 2015). 7Em A r7 A 54 S B RAT N RE S, QBFHTSE
FRR AR B I 8. ACBFH SRR AR R YUE EIR A AR, I MR R AE A&
BRSBTS SO GHIRA R AN TES) /1, AT T4 B & s T B R, 24
1M, X — I FE A T BRI RR AR AL S PR SR I 45 (Deci & Ryan, 1985). BAKTMI S, {E A4
RRIERINZ —, B Am i AR AR B SRS S A RS BN AT kg . SR FRIESE T
SBE A 3 SRR LA SR IE T S & PE R GR RIS, 2015), @A n GEa ASCRE A S FrilsR 7 H &
A TR FHE K, RINAQBEE F ST R s T AR B e B S EH b NIbL 2, dEmr 4
AR BB AT MCE RS, 2022). BRAL, FEfERR. HEMSRREE F L FR BBV 755, 2024;
SRS, 2013). B, FRHRX 5. BFE SRR ‘AR R-AHE A B E SRR E
BAT R B AL

AB FUdE B AR AR, AN R VR, SR FI AR R S SRR B AT AR R,
PAK B BAIA IEH S E S U R AMER . QB S RFIOTATIER, AR RS R E A 1 fi.
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Figure 1. Hypothesis model diagram of the relationship between variables

1. BEENXRRIRREE

2. 5%
2.1. FARIR

SRV B 1) 7 20, 75 2B S i b 2% DABE G R S A it s P AR ko AR e & T8I 2 1150 3
IR 2 RIS 50% MRImfEE ST, FICH 245 1102 4, A R%IE 95.83%. HH, F4: 606
Ns 496 N5 m—Em =5 495 N 476 AL 131 N #RERGERITE 14~19 &, PR N
16.53 % (SD = 0.78).

22. fiITH

22.1. JLIBEFLVEREXRER

AR KB (2003) BT K LE R RERGKEL 2003). ZERIL 22 ATH, KA 4 &t =
AREIXKE, 4= HAREIXFE). BRBE 11, 120 150 17, 19, 20 21 SAMSRIERITHr, 570 8K E B [H
PERRRLF . AHFFE H1ZE R Cronbach’s o RECHN 0.92,

222. HEER
KH Rosenberg (1965)%mfil. T H55 N(199)EIT B H ERER(EH, 1998). ZEXRA 10 NMH,
KH 4 S0 = EEAFFE, 4= EFERFE), HPIEMTTENEE 1. 20 4. 64 78, HoBERR
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EN-

H BKCP e . A7 HiZE R ) Cronbach’s o 20N 0.85.

2.2.3. AEHAESER

KA Dalbert (19994t . 75 & 0m5E NQ012)ET R A IEHFHE S 'R SRS, 2012). — KA IEF
SHNAAN SR ZERMMATER, L 131EH, N “HEEARER" 2 “JEHE5ERE" 6 Hilsr, 15
Gy B 2 TRt 55 Sk . AR iZE R 1) Cronbach’s o RN 0.93, Pi~73 &K M Cronbach’s
o 54 0.89.

224. XBEEIHER

K H Wang 25 A\ (2007) 4wl BF H 32 FF R (Wang et al., 2007). mRILH 121G H, K “5%
BAFFE” B CERMET S Y, ABIKER I ACEE A B SRS . AR S % E R Cronbach’s
o ZECH 091,
225, BLOEFEHSERITAHER

KA EYLEE N Q020 BB BIT IE DR 2 B RAT AER(FEYLE, 2020). EBRIL 6 @, KA “MN
A7 B kT s Ritsy, 3 EER SR S BRI . A% ERN Cronbach’s o RECH
0.73.

2.3. HiiEabE

KH SPSS 29.0 X £ AT WA G v« I AT AN FE [R5 VAR ZE AL LS, 8 Hayes (2012)FF & 11 SPSS
FREFF Process Fa 36 A A 30N

3. ERE S
3.1. HEFERERR

KU Harman B PR A 5600 S A iR M Z2 AT R . 45 RRY, FRME R T 1 7 3A 114, 5
—ANAET R RN 23.61%, /N T 40% I B, R, 2004). I, ABFRATEAE T EK
HFRTFEmZE. W 1 Pox, BE. AEMFES . OB E FSFNRA S B RAT AN 0 B 2%
AR, AR ARS LIRPIAN R A 2 82 T k.

3.2. RS SHEX S
W 1 PR, BEL ARMARES R E ESEFASRAE2 B AT PN Z A 2 B2 EAR R, [
PERARE LRIAASE 2 (8] 2 B3 k.

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis (n = 1102)

= 1. R M S FEE S0 =1102)

M SD 1 2 3 4 5
1. FAfERR 1.94 0.52 —

2. A 2.92 0.50 —0.44™* —

3. AEMFES 4.04 0.86 -0.37"* 037" —

4. RRHE T IHF 3.46 0.70 -0.29"* 0.35" 031" —

5. EHEERATA 3.34 0.62 -0.38"" 037" 0.38™** 0.41** —

FE: p<0.05, “p<0.01, ™p<0.001, R,
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3.3. AR

ARG SPSS 29.0 2 F2EFF Process B Model 6, fEMER]. FE#. L. SEMA . REHEITIE
T RN R, e AR B AT ARG IR S, BRI RIE N AR R, SR B RAT N E N
T, ABEMAEHIESERP AT EIETEE AP MMEARLE . SR0E 2 for, FfERREE A
EA2 B AT NP = -0.36, p <0.001). HE(QP =-0.43, p <0.001). [FFE3E R A E [ A E
RS &R, FE R 5 7 A EHFUE S = -0.29, p < 0.001), [ 253 1E 7 H0 A IE 545
R(P=025p<0.001); HUFEFEXR. AE. AEHFEEFEEBNEH2ERAT RN, FEERTNE
W7 N BEAATMEREP =-0.17, p <0.001), HZE., AEHFEENEHSERITNE BE
1E A FIAE FH (B = 0.20, p < 0.001; p=0.25, p < 0.001).

Table 2. Regression analysis of chain mediation effect (n = 1102)

2. XA NEREYISZH(n = 1102)

EEpiyE BAAE RE [EVEFS (g 8TE 2 i
SR TIAE & R R? F B t
Fr o ERAT N FFER &R 0.37 0.14 29.85 -0.36 -12.71**
H& EEES R 0.45 0.20 45.71 -0.43 -15.83™
FFESC &R -0.29 -9.63"
AR FE & 0.46 0.21 4131

HE 0.25 8.22"

ARG &R -0.17 571"

Fr o ERAT N HE 0.49 0.24 43.92 0.20 6.65"

AEHARES 0.25 8.30"*
Fr o ERAT N EEE S 0.37 0.14 29.85 -0.36 —-12.71***

NEE— SR TR RN, R ZE B IE (9 E 4047 Bootstrap K646, £5 5B W4 3. [AIFEE RN R4
B AT NEBRN T 95% B E X AIAE 0, HEBMN R, M FHN 47.22%; DLEBRA IEHRES
B A [T 2R R AR 95% B X R E A ELHE 0, R Lh2r 58 25.00%F0 19.44%; DL ER AL &R
HE A AR 95% B AS X AN S 0, BB AR B 1E A A R R A A IEH FYE &2 MR 8 Uk A B,
BN LA 8.33%, BEA AR IE 2 R,

Table 3. Bootstrap analysis of significant mediation effect test (n = 1102)
= 3. PN B EMERIER Bootstrap 4T (n = 1102)

Boot CI

AT RUNAR RO o B
TR FR
[FI R R—oR 2 B R AT AR RN -0.36 -0.41 -0.30
FfE R Rt 2 B AT A (B HERU) -0.17 -0.23 -0.11 47.22%
FfEX R EH RSB RAT AN -0.09 -0.12 -0.06 25.00%
[FfER RN EHFE SRS BRAT N -0.07 -0.10 -0.05 19.44%
FfERR->H BN IFH I EE RSB RAT N —0.03 -0.04 -0.02 8.33%
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R BERATHN

036" (-0.17")
Figure 2. Diagram of chain mediation path

2. RPN EEE

34. PN ST

AWFFAE CAE I aE P A Ll b, D5 NRBEE 3R E N AR, A AT R
AP, BGUERBEE SRR B RN EE AP AR . AR ORI SRR N AR MR ) AR
=, MHRAEROEAEE, fFH SPSS 29.0 ZEFEF Process H i Model 87 #HATAIL, 7 4 NFFEEE R,

Table 4. Moderated chain mediation model test (n = 1102)
4. HIFTERPMREEIE (0 =1102)

EYEpayE BARE R B EYEEX 9T E ks
SR E T AS & R R? F B t
& AR R 0.45 020 4571 -0.42 -15.83"*
N [F) PG R 0.46 021 4131 -0.47 -9.64™
AEHIE &
H & 0.42 8.22"**
EREE S 0.51 0.26 38.55 -0.20 —5.49***
H 5 0.22 5.73"*
FHESERATN ANIEHFEE 0.16 717
B ESCRF 0.11 425
RBEEEICRE x AEHAES 0.07 3.38"*
4.00
R 3.75 F
.
2] - ERBEEXR
0m 3.50 | —— SR R
K
H
# 3.25 |
3.00

BAEMAMEERA LA ES

Figure 3. The regulatory effect diagram of parental autonomy support

3. REFEXFHOETHIER

Yo% 4 AT, 23 IR FHE &5 ORE B 3SR B0 Ak 2 B AT A 235 IR R 4 F (B = 0.06,
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p<0.01), SCBEE TR T A EH IS S0 RS B AT N EBTAE A o i — PR TR A &2
SCREMIEATE A, AT TR SRR B 32 SCRAR IR 3 B0 — MR AE 22 40 o IR 2, 54T 7 B R A s
SR 3 fow, MR AR RERACE I ACRE A F3CRM — 1SD)R, A IRt 545 & B2 R 1 T SR At 2
B AT N Bsimpte = 0.11, p < 0.001); 115 24 & -H A /KPR BEEH 2 5CFF(M + 1SD)Y, - A IEHH FUE &g
Xof St 2 B B AT A 0 1E I TR AE FH (Bsimpte = 0.21, p < 0.001), BIZN IE T S St 64 & B AT NI B 1E
17 FHEU 4 FH AR S BE H 32 SCRFI 98

TESCIEA b, AHIF T8 A A 208 2 A ) Y2 2 PR 30 SRR B 2 SCRE X EE SR A AR, A5 R
% 5. TEARACBEE ESCFFME B A ECRET, ARG R A E H FYE SRR 2 B AT A M R
RE43 53 9-0.051 F1-0.100, 95%EAS X MIIAE 0. FATA AL ZHN-0.049, 95%E A5 X [AIAE
0, FTLAACBEE E3CHFE “FfER RN IEH G SRS BHRATA” B ER B3, £ “FH
R R A SAEH TS S B S BRATA” BET, KR 3 R ME AR A 3 S F s
RN 1) 2 TRV BE RN 40531 N —0.019 F1—-0.037, 95% B A5 X [HI AN S 0. BANEE A A 20N 2208 8—0.018,
H 95%EEXAIAE 0, RIREA F LR FFE R R ortt 2 B AT A U A ig42, LRER
F IR, BER AR HE 2, SCBREE BRI A IR S SR R 2 B AT A AR
WAERT, BEfR B AR FERERER R GRS B RAT MR MEH . 2, RS 73
FIBAE, [ 4 AP,

Table 5. Decomposition table of mediating effects under different levels of parental autonomy support

# 5. EFRIRBBEETHKETHNYN S ER
RBFE ESCRF k374 FriEi® BootCI FFR  Boot CI EFR

N -0.7 (M — SD) —0.051 0.017 —0.086 -0.019
INTEHER (S &0 AR
oM -0.076 0.014 —0.105 —0.050
o 0.7 (M + SD) —0.100 0.020 —0.140 —0.063
PaR
—0.049 0.24 -0.096 -0.004
) -0.7 (M — SD) —0.019 0.007 —0.035 —0.006
PN
0 (M) —0.028 0.007 —0.043 —0.016
o 0.7 M + SD) —0.037 0.009 —0.055 —0.022
Pan
—-0.018 0.009 -0.036 —0.001
0. 42" ™
| HY AFHAER

[AEERBEREFEEXHR |
-

BT — | EHSERTN |

Figure 4. Adjustable chain mediation path diagram
Bl 4. BiFTHEX PN EEE

4. g
4.1. FEXREFRHESERITANXR
TR 5 5 SR AIE B [F) £ 0 2R 5525 7 ) TS A 2 B ATy, BOAIE T 1o A S04 F L 375 0 4 ) £ 5%
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RERME ST AEFMERRWEIR, ZERASEEEW G AERFEECRRKRZE, HLRSZ, KR
R R A R OG R LT, BREE AT 2 HSEAE R B RAT A, XS AW A AR E (5, 2020). [F]
FER R RIFXS A2 B OCH B, B HE e oA 2 B IRAT R B . & AR AE A 5 SR il
BTN, S EEERHE A CABMA, BRI — IR A O ZERE—E MR, (H2
A NBCR I E 2 K T RS AR T, B T 2 2k B st 2 B AT A, tean) b el 5L
FVAT N TR A7 ()[Rl £ (Jenkins & Nickerson, 2017).

4.2. BEEMQERFESHEIRPNER

R ER, BEERMERRSmPARLRERAT RS MER, Rk 2 B[350E, X5t
F—F(Do et al., 2017; FKEMIE, 2024). o mHEMRFEESCRPmIL B REGERITES, 2009), 1E
B, HAT R AP A A A AN R B B . 2 m R A SR AR A AR g A T I, X R
TETH A A SAFAMN IG5 1 AT 5 A A 2 T ALy, (R R A A T SE AR Al b e g Al o B3R, 3XFh
FERR ) B AN ENBETTHES) 1 b AR B B TR (VA 2013), B ETHIAMA e 3T i b s kil A
B B IF 1 BT RE X 3 B A (Moscardino et al., 2020), BEir24 53t S B RAT A SO H BK PR &+
A EFEMAME VAN CE S5, 2023), EREEEES, ARea B MR 2 B AT N5 S A & 7
TP RS, BT DM B s P AR SR A 2 B BT R LR BN . Bk, B8 Z3FEER R
Wi, [EAEOC R RAFI A B BT A i, A B T AR 2 MR 2 B IR AT N .

kR, FfEX RS mh AR S B RAT N REAFAE A IEH PSSR A ER, ik 3 BERIE,
KU R Bk R, 2023). mP AR TEREN, HAMAK EEAKFREEEE T RAKF,
{HIE 2 B AT RS2 2 [F) A4 T AN & BRAE NS KRR FR A, 2023), FIFE4ESIE S J8 BRI A A TERIAT
NAT B2 R AR PR AR R . R AR A IE T S SR R T, E A RS v A T AT KK
¥ IN(Edlund et al., 2007), 210 5 AT BEFE BT N (Guo et al., 2022). ik, b 5EMESS REAR, i
T2 B2 B0k A R A R SR AN SCHRe UK A A 7R YA E L, 3K IE ) B 28 LB AR AEARA T ) T A At 5t
YR H SR RN IERA B FYS S RE R, WOk TR TFE T 75 220, RISE7E XUt =
HIETF WA R .

43. BEMRQEHFESHBA PNEN

WHLIE T B, A RS SERE R RS S SRS BRAT AR A EH, ik 4
FFUAIGHE, X5 DMERFFUAH [ ((Riaz et al., 2013). & AEX HR KB R & EMERSEE, s
TEMAE R B AE: mAMEN B SR BAVEN REE RS R, AT T A RS ERSEREKR. &
HAETE AR OR RBLE BT, U8 B OO Bl R0, B LT T 3 st S B nkes e &0E, H
HEKPHZ EF. 1M BB BRI m R AR AR, 01255 3 O R HEAKIR
BT AR, Hit, M RES A AR R RAE T MBI RG4S TR, RMERR M N A —
R, EEE AT AR, AR E R BB

4.4. RBBEEFAEIHHE

AWFTCBAUESE 7B TSR AR, R 5 BURIE. /TSR H /4 5R AL
=B RATAMBIR R 2 —BURAE R R AT, TACEREE T SC R E K — 87, BULAw 5
ATABEFLEE R —E(Wood et al., 2013). BAKMIE, SCREE FSCRAEEHR 1 24 I FESXRAE 2 BT
MU BT, BETTRE S B AR o ASHIT T AT 5 RO 54 2 SO R RN AR I v — B A
DOCFEAMLBENS A RS AN AR FE AT AR R ER T L B3 REARAR AL HE AT N 48 A A PR 25 (Mahmoud et
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