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Abstract

The General Alienation Scale, the Adolescent Parent-Child Bonding Scale, the Child-Adolescent Peer
Relationship Scale, and the Psychological Security Scale were administered to elementary school
students in grades 1 through 6. The data were analyzed by correlation analysis and mediation effect
analysis. The research results showed: sense of security played a complete mediating role between
parent-child intimacy and alienation, and a partial mediating role between peer relationships and
alienation.
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JUE AR FRBE AR I ORIE, 2 2 A [ SR ok ) 2t ) LEE SR A R AT IO R B R B
T FKEMA 2 EE ST (FRBEE WA WNRE], L CEAT ISR KL, CA MK
N R AR 38 I (1 2 3 ] R

5t 25 J& (Alienation) & A0 FAR SR BAE R B R 2 — . O E U “BRE 7 SR S R
SR, ARYCNE B — N R R B M . R Ry A AR 5T XA )
— R RS T B G 2 B BRI PERE 2K . T A 06(2007) $2 H 5 B E R 1 RS R RN
. BARUKASEMMCRN, mTEFERRRRERT, SRR =H, AmEM R4 T

BOUBR R, ARG ARG, AT IE L . IR i TR AR B B K
Se— PR IIIE ARG, R MAARN R S AR ARG R ORI . A B FE 3R R RS RO
JUIREEH 251 2 1) AT A 25 BB & (Warshak, 2000; DeNiro, 1995). PEf ) L2 5% B9 I 3E 4T 4R 75 L
A HEBEREIRE L.

TESZ M B B IR A 2 R 3, FRBE AR /N B R 3R (1 #L, 2007). SRR &6 T Olson LA
FRESE FONBUA I K ETNREFLL, RETESE T RRM— DAY, 8RS T2 (A 56 2% A I 15 BRIk
SRR K O, E3E%, Andrew Fuligni, 2006), AFEMES QBFHIFMN HahiT N, AR RHIH A
R REGEAMA. FRE R R R AR, AR TREKFE T R AKE, ZiEY]
WA S B IR (FE TR EE, IR, 2021). T P AE(2020) IR AR IR T 55 B RS T AR 2
B, HAHRTREFORG, WA SRR G /KT H A mt B R B IR AN . oI L, SRToRE X
JLE B B A s .

[F] £ 50 FR AT 1 AF A AL B O B R & /KCSP AR B /MR 2 I BT L AL S RS G R (i o e, AR,
2015)0 R/ RUL, [FFE I FR TT DA 2 ARG R TEIE 2 I AL 2 A8 A DA By e AT R () 7% 2K (La
Fontana & Cillessen, 2010). )L Joik M BE SR A4 21 B Rr DL T B JIOMES ,  ABATAT BE<idE N
TR R PR TR B HE . RAFMIEAEC R T DO LE SR B RS R RS B H 4, Ref8 A ML
HE G, BB L DB AS E RS FR A (R 48, 2024). Rk, [FIFEOG 2 A2 R i 2 ek
MR

RAIBIE— P T A T A BT A5 A OB BRZ A 22 A BRI N JE D SR E IR
R o, B, APREAEH R EUD R BB R (GO R, SO, 2020). RABRBARMIAMA,
HATE R RS2 FIRM, ARIK T2 4 BO% A A0 B B v ) BTN (R 2, 4 ARG AN 1) A 3 o
WREE, MM 5 K R4 (52 1 05, 590, 5KA, 2020). 5K551L(2014) AT 58 R 2 4k 5 i
Rz 2 BEME A OC . AR E ) LE, RIS BB BB, AT DUE 1 B B I B AR
N
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RTRAE FERR, 2B EmEENARIPERER, MTILEMS, BRI R G WA
I RINE? 2= (2023) BT AR I /AN ER TR SRR ERFH MR, RERERTRES
I REAT 9 2 TR A A o S IV 45 (2020) AR 78 A UL IR A 5% 28 T DG 35 L T 300 i v o 2B F) 00 B 22 4
&, ZRRBAERME R R G ERIEEDMMEM . Za LR, AFHTELN LB BTN 5, KA
FABAER T IRA [FPEIR FO0 B B R s o (R R AR, DU 1) LB O PR RO AR it
S,

2. AR FGF*%
2.1. HARM®R

2023 = 3 F KB BENUEURE ) 515, BEATLIE B8 R 4 7k M T VL AE B T BTN (45 £ s/ F Ak
FNZEYVI — SRR N IIAER N AR, AT AT M) A A, Lt IRl #n) 45 166 1. A4
MEHEET, B4 68 N, 498 A BHSFJLE 136 A, JEEHSFJLE 30 A

22. IRTR

1. — MG B 5 22 (The General Alienation Scale, GAS)

ZE R HPRAESE (2015) MEIT « AEF NS5, B 12 DNITH A0 DA iH4r). SR 4 73,
MIEEEAF RS 4 AEFFRE), 2808E, B R0 ReR . A — o R %0 0.69.

2. FEAER

ZERNAREEN SRATMER I, Bk Ol F 2845 (2006) &7 . ZERILH 10 N TiH,
PL5 M TIRSr, M LULTFER)RI S JLFER). aEis, REEFRFJBL. W E & MEEE
w3, WATEAMIE . AN R I N — U R B R 0.79 (BRI IR 45) Fl 0.82 (RESEY A 45)

3. JLEF/MERERREL

ZER B RIEL 2003 i, rTEELHRZTILE. FOFENEKREE. mERLE 22
ANH, RABERMER L LL4 212, MW 1GEEER)E 4 (82). ZBERTE 74 MEN XA
THor R, 22 ANTRH (87 R BEAS BRI R 5 o S 70 ey, R A A G Rl 22 L il — Bk /%008 0.71.

4. DR FER

SR FH ORI 22 R G5 (2004) SR BT OB AR . % ER UL 5 61, M LEEE 803 5 FEE A
—80). s, ARER e KA B RECN 0.78.

2.3. BUEAE
Wi BTSRRI N SPSS 26.0 BEHEAT SR HE, 7] FF SR S 40 M R f A 208 4T R S
3. &R

3.1. HRFGEREDH

AT e SR 44 0 6 T 0 30T e ) A5 Tt o 3R] i A 22 (R 35 JE 075, 2004) o R ] Harman
BN, GARKIUFIERAT 1 RT3E 24 4>, 55 1 AR5 2R N 11.64%, /T 40%
il FbnE, R BIAHIE T A ™ H IR [R T i 2%

3.2. JLEHRRNRIFEERIERNE
L ORTRE. AfERR RG-S b
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WETHEE . FfER R, 28R 55 B RIE1T Pearson AHK T, 4 BINE 1 FiR: F1Ea 5REE
KRR REFMI(r=-044, P <0.001), SEigg/&rs 282 7AMH(r=-0.20, P <0.05), SuklFEE, SET
A A AR SB35 IEAIO5(r = 0.29, P < 0.01). Ith4h, [FIfEX R 5224 2 8% U 56 (r = -0.27,
P <0.01), M5HEKEEEEMEr =030, P<0.01), 22455 70 #0182 0 5 (r =
-0.28, P < 0.01).

Table 1. Correlation analysis between parent-child affinity, peer relationship, sense of security and sense of alienation
F= 1 FFEE. BFEXR REBMRBREEXI R

X+s RTRE IR £ A 5L 2 %
FTRE 51.01+6.58 1
[FIFER R 51.32+8.22 -0.44 1
T 48.65 + 8.69 0.29™ -0.27™ 1
it 2 8% 29.49 +5.22 -0.20" 0.30" -0.28" 1

T "FIR P <005, “FERP<001, ™ERP<0001, FAFE.

2. ZARRIEFRT A B R B A [ A 258 B

T LRSI ER TR, JLEBTRG. RSB aR=H 2 MM R, BT, #—
W = AT R RS IS . BEALEE R, SR G RS IE m) P 22 42 JK (B = 0.38,t = 3.46, P < 0.001).
YRR A M A FIR N BA T FER, S TR A B B K TRAE FH A o (B = -0.10, t = —4.47, P >
0.05), fi % 4 BNt it B9 & EAT 6 el FAE FH (B = —0.15, t=-2.78, P < 0.01). H AL R WZ% 2.

Table 2. Regression analysis of parent-child affinity, sense of security and sense of alienation

F2 EFHRE REBRMEBERZEHNEIAZH

g AR TRMIAR R R2 F i t
BT 5 Ik TG 0.20 0.04 5.38" -0.16 -2.32"
LA K TG 0.29 0.08 11.95™ 0.38 3.46™
BT 5 Ik KTHRE 0.30 0.09 6.69™ -0.10 -1.47
GAK -0.15 -2.78"

I A4 %08 [ Bootstrap95%CI A 0 ([-0.12, —0.01]), /& 5.3 . /18 F k45 I n 4]
1 FiRe 28 BT, B AER TR a B s R m i e s N ER, 808 A7 SR B A
37.50%, W 3 s

Table 3. Mediation effect test
3. BB

M B Bootstrap3vct 5 382 L
THR FR
FSYV -0.16 0.07 -0.29 -0.02
BN -0.10 0.07 -0.24 -0.03
RN -0.06 0.03 -0.12 -0.01 37.50%
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Figure 1. Mediating effect pathway diagram of sense of security between parent-child intimacy and alienation

Bl RERAFRTFERESRBRZENHNHNEREZEE

3. A JRAE R FE O R B B B TR [ Hh A 2R A B

KL ARATEE R ORPFEME KRR B R 2 2R = 2 MRS AR R, Xt =i T+
IBIATS . AR LR, R fE 06 R RS 3 f ) T 2 4% (B = —0.29, t=—3.24, P < 0.01), H[FIfxR
FA A EERHEN BA 5 FERF, [FIfESS R (B = 0.15, t = —2.80, P < 0.01)f1 22 4/#%(B = —0.13, t = —2.53, P <
0.05) s A LA 25 Tl i 25 Ko 45 Rk 4 fos .

Table 4. Regression analysis of peer relationships, sense of security, and alienation among the “left behind second generation”

F4 BFIR BEXR. REBMEBRZEHEES T

g A T AE R R? F i t

BT 5 Ik A FEIC R 0.30 0.87 12,61 0.19 3.55™

LA K [F AR R 0.27 0.07 10.48™ -0.29 -3.24™

i 5 S FFER R 0.36 0.13 9.77 0.15 2.80™
GAK -0.13 —-2.53"

It H A %48 ) Bootstrap95%Cl A4 0 ([0.01, 0.09]), FHIR AN 82 . HA/EHBRAEmE 2
FToR o R, 22 4 JRTE [) £ 9 28 55 0 28 J ) 2 M o A 38 40 FR A FH o HR A 2808 o S RN 1 LR A3 ol 21.05%,

n# 5 froRs.
Table 5. Mediation effect test
%= 5. AN YRS
Bootstrap95%ClI
BNAR PR P A A
TR LR

SRR 0.19 0.53 0.001 0.83

BN 0.15 0.54 0.06 0.44

[RIBE RN 0.04 0.02 0.01 0.09 21.05%
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Figure 2. Mediating effect pathway diagram of sense of security between peer relationships and alienation
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1 SETFoRA. FERR. AR BB 0T

A FRIILEE TFEE . DS s A 2 EE S, FEe /M5 EK2 20 H
BEIEM, XH5HAMR 8 HBRAE, 5K CH (011 M H AL (2012) KR LB, R B9 A 2
ThREAR N & A b A E R . fESR TR A b, EAMFEFE IR T 5 H R 5 B 25 B 52 M
(Kocayoruk & Simsek, 2015). 45 (2023) IR AL K IAMARISE TR &K FlE, THIRE TR K o152
RN, SIS TR Ao T ) R . T R A% (2023) A B Y R 4 K R SR LR K RE HL s A B TS
PRI Z RS 4%, (Rt B AR RAT AT o0 P SE AR K, BRI R () AL B AR . ASHIE 7T PR
JLESBN S ERRALE, REHCCEIMHIT T, AMULE SR FIVA @R R D, 6= RUFH R E
CRE, T HEGE T AR — @ I, SECE TR EUC. FEERA R 32 L2 5 0 H 5 B %
MEBERR 2 —. EamEl, KL R, BEEE s E, FEAMEF MG RS . 176
KW, JLEL T 24 BARAIARIALEE, A BRI =i 25 BRI o o B IR L S5 A AT 22 4 SR TR ARG
ERFERR b, AR, RIFHIFEIER R — @R B a] DU G B IEK T o A RHEFK T (Dekovic
& Meeus, 1997) Y NINRJLEGHR DR KK OL5HT, SR LE R H R, B85, TURSEA RIERK,
125 FEA A A R AR 7 e MIEARB T, KREHJLEH N5 ILE, M. OERE
BFEAF], NABSRIFMIFEERR, BRI TIRER 6T 5 BRI e o e i 2 sk
EMMENBRAAE WA, ABRRREANAR, DULHESE, EHEIER.

2. RARRIEFRT KA R RN B 2 R I 5 00 1) R A0 3 B

TR ISR A A2 A n] DR P LB R B U, 2k, SRR G A B IR [A] 2 42 3
R BARBIER T RER BB BRI S e AT A B . AR Dok 135 &l i R A 22 4 K R 42
S G B IEK, XAESE T A ARG KRB TR SR TORA K A BT L A K PR R A B R
K, RN B BKF, RS %4 K F(Su, Li, Lin, Xu, & Zhu, 2013) . 555 15 R & 5l 28,
AMETTREIE L “M AT BIA 24K, FEON AR K R 1) B a0 UK, X MAZ Rz N
X k2 (B B (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2003). 5 HAIN T JLEALL, £ 85 RA0 d i) L& SR A SRR
SERVII ORI, X 7] B 23 S BUAMATE UM X BUIR IR 2 42 JROK S, R 1T s M R A 2 B B k. 2%
B Ao BT 56 3 (AR O BEANIBOR, iR 2 B0 s ik &, #EIME S TRK S Tt T4
PRSI B2 (B JE 25 /0 1K) RECK T Be LB IE 26 PR SCRE . sh o 25 TIIACREZ A L . [RIE 24 3
BRI RSCBE) AR 13, @ 2 EARREUT . ABE)RME . RIFRATT AT LLTE 2 8135 1 A AR L 46 B R
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AN 7 ot P v AT 1 G

A FIEATEZIFI T H K, BERFHERE PR AL, WEBREARE AR, TElE A
Z, WSy KU, BRI LE R SR R R

EHEWHE

[ 5 K2 A A ML I 2Rt KI5 H (202212034017) 5 15 1 44 38 388 w00 5 2 2 0 2 S0 i 7 — M R
T H (HNJG-2022-1211).

SE 0k

Mrde, XFEL BA, skiltiH(2015). — Mo SEE RN K FAEFERWREREE. FE 08 P4 445, 29(10), 780-
784.

IH, ZFUE(2004). AR ERVID IR LG BRI, #E O P4 54, 18(2), 97-99.

SRR, T, B, FER, AR, PH2012). ANESHDERERINRR: KN H N ER. 7 ElER
PR 20(5), 692-696.

FLREL, MEPERE, HE2021). YW AESE TR O E R BB R AR TR AE . O 0T, 14(4), 369-374.

SNER, RME, M, BB, U, M, BEEE(020). EFETA ARG BB S AR EER KR BT
WANER. #PEESFEFHE, (12), 52-53.

H2(2023). KT KRG GHTAECIEBFIIHRF: FEKERITARTHEA. Bt2Aie S0, S s K.

1096 3E(2020). B AEFRTHRE BB FIEG A BRI R FZ IR GXF. WAL, #IM: WK,

WA, VP, BAE, i3, 2HE(2020). R ARR. MAEXRRS m—# LR 2eRh N 1EH.
o [R I e 00 P 2 5, 28(4), 853-856.

ZNLFR(2023). F AL FETFE LTI T R 22BN e F A EA. TSRS, il b T
K.

Fiti 77(2019). ARATEESFILE R R RS LI EBR R KBE NI, HCFFEII, 37(6), 78-83.

THTT, M, Tk (2020). B A RN Rk R #IR T NS G w R s P A ER. OBEL
JE L #(E, 36(6), 668-676.

FHEN(2007). T/ F i BB TSI 5. A2 0 PEF <, 23(5), 187-191.

FHE(2024). FIHAENBRIGIE JAFEFRF SGER BRI R E R T L. W20 S, T Hilmin ks

FAREH, SN, R, BT, A(2023). FEESE S T R AR O B SR AR R RN O BRI S A B LA .
PG K FZ IR A FHR), 45(2), 12-19.

R F(2007). B FGE G RFIETIFE . [HFZEHHIFRF, 2008, B R,

BRE, KICH(2011). T/ Fu B SR ER M B I OC R FRBEThREAN R AE a0 1) R 1T RS 38, O 7R,
43(4), 410-419.

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.155291 238 a3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.155291

IRl 5%

TKHFFIL(2014). e En B B RIS R, LG5 # 7K, 29(4), 48-52.

FKICHT, E3EM, Andrew Fuligni(2006). /4R H T . X ACRHUBI S 526 T RAGE G . OFE 7R, 38(6),
868-876.

G, JearsR(2004). SRR 2 GG SIEHIT R, OB R A, 12(6), 942-950.

FSRZE, TERE(2015). MEXALSTAT Sy BB ND . A A 52 F A # B FF7/%), 3(3), 81-91.

Dekovié, M., & Meeus, W. (1997). Peer Relations in Adolescence: Effects of Parenting and Adolescents’ Self-Concept. Jour-
nal of Adolescence, 20, 163-176. https://doi.org/10.1006/jado.1996.0074

DeNiro, D. A. (1995). Perceived Alienation in Individuals with Residual-Type Schizophrenia. Issues in Mental Health Nursing,
16, 185-200. https://doi.org/10.3109/01612849509006934

Kocayoruk, E., & Simsek, O. F. (2015). Parental Attachment and Adolescents’ Perception of School Alienation: The Mediation
Role of Self-Esteem and Adjustment. In A. Rokach (Ed.), Marital Relationships and Parenting: Intimate Relations and
Their Correlates (pp. 115-131). Routledge. https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315208633-9

LaFontana, K. M., & Cillessen, A. H. N. (2010). Developmental Changes in the Priority of Perceived Status in Childhood and
Adolescence. Social Development, 19, 130-147. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9507.2008.00522.x

Mikulincer, M., & Shaver, P. R. (2003). The Attachment Behavioral System in Adulthood: Activation, Psychodynamics, and
Interpersonal Processes. Advances in Experimental Social Psychology, 35, 53-152.
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0065-2601(03)01002-5

Su, S., Li, X., Lin, D., Xu, X., & Zhu, M. (2013). Psychological Adjustment among Left-Behind Children in Rural China: The
Role of Parental Migration and Parent-Child Communication. Child: Care, Health and Development, 39, 162-170.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2214.2012.01400.x

Warshak, R. A. (2000). Remarriage as a Trigger of Parental Alienation Syndrome. The American Journal of Family Therapy,
28, 229-241. https://doi.org/10.1080/01926180050081667

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.155291 239 LB


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.155291
https://doi.org/10.1006/jado.1996.0074
https://doi.org/10.3109/01612849509006934
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315208633-9
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9507.2008.00522.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0065-2601(03)01002-5
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2214.2012.01400.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/01926180050081667

	儿童疏离感的保护性因素探究
	摘  要
	关键词
	Research on the Protective Factors of Alienation of the “Second Generation Left Behind”
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 研究方法
	2.1. 研究对象
	2.2. 研究工具
	2.3. 数据处理

	3. 结果
	3.1. 共同方法偏差分析
	3.2. 儿童疏离感的保护性因素作用机制

	4. 讨论
	基金项目
	参考文献

