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Abstract

Prosocial behavior is an important indicator of individual social adaptability, and strengthening
their prosocial behavior habits can help lower primary school children better adapt to the school
environment and improve their socialization level. This not only benefits their high peer and
teacher acceptance, but also plays a crucial role in the healthy growth of lower primary school chil-
dren. Therefore, this study used the Children’s Prosocial Behavior Self Report Scale to investigate
gender and grade differences in prosocial behavior among 300 primary school students in Grades
1~3. The results showed that gender and grade had significant main effects on the degree of proso-
cial behavior, with boys having lower levels of prosocial behavior than girls, third grade students
having lower levels than first and second grade students, and the interaction between gender and
grade was marginal. The research conclusion points out that the lower grades of primary school are a
critical period for shaping prosocial behavior, and educators should seize this period to promote the
development of students’ prosocial behavior through creating a positive class culture and designing
cooperative situations. At the same time, targeted educational recommendations are proposed to ad-
dress gender differences and the decline of prosocial behavior in third grade, in order to bridge
gender differences and address the challenges of declining behavior in middle grade.
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1. 51§

FE A T AERE DA YE [ SR E R F RS 5T, Insmet N SR 247 5 5 S RO HE Rl
B Rl . AL ST NRIEMA B IR SLHE ) (Thielmann et al., 2020). 5 7E {25 Ath N\ BRAEAAE AL (AR A
178, W5y (Bridgers etal., 2020). &1E. B A, %5 (Eisenberg et al., 2016), ‘BB )L 218 48 5 5 (1)
T A, R AT B AL 2 R R AT B R AR o AINFAREE R (1~3 ) VE N AT AR R I B i
B, LB SRR 5 5 R BB ARSI BOR R B, B B HoAG e At 2 AT A,

AL SAT AR MARTEAL S B S« RN Bk 2 B B LT N, = &1E.
WH A ZAT SRR AMBA 5 ORISR SL R E T R R, AR A A A 5 BT A O
AT, oA BRI B AR bR, 52 3 2 Fh R R 50 (Wentzel etal., 2007). 11 JL# 3% #E 2317 A (prosocial
behavior) & f& ) LE 75 BT AL 1) 2% ST 4L FR8E H BE A AR 0 b 3 N A2 A 85, i — RAISEAE AT . Tk
AL AT ARG R AR A B R PR R BOM 4., R — LR OB A i . BRI, SRt AT
B LE BB S KA & N (5, 2012).

MNEIRZHRE, PRt S BHIRIR LB AL AT AR B TR S B R U 52 5
Fiffi(Guha, 2003). TMitte AR R ZME “ PRI Ay G (A [ET, 1992), Al A AE AR IR
O MBI K EHTE AR RIS AT A, B0 AMBAT N SR “5 R RN
SEIE A SR, IXFh 2 A0 1) 2 ST AT e 3 350 2 AR T AT SR IR S AL 2 AT R« 64, BHREHS (Kohlberg,
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1969) HIE 18 % 2 I BXFR S 5 W AR MA#% (Eisenberg & Fabes, 1998) KI5 4347 Rk JEAR A, WIL[EH#ER L&
BB RE 7 BE RIS, B N B A RS R A, HORAESAT ONBENL AR EERE T SRS
RE TR BRI BE R B . EGM AN, SEALRAT NI R ALY, N — B =R AR A
RIBKFNFREESETE, AR R IR AR N 75 3R 0 SRR RE JJ 38558 . X RIARAT A 0018 A [F iR, 1X
Be R R 2 HEB SR A 247 0 I i A K .

WHR M, B AT AR RS ) LE WK (R R R 77 AW Ee 7 (1 K ) K F £
KA EEYIMER: RIFMFEMECR/MFEE WL LB 7 SCE R 2T AR, £ 53+,
JLEEH RN AR . X AP BB SN R AW T X PN RE ) B JE 2 AR SR AL 2 AT I
54, TER“F TR ES) - FEFHARIKT - (R 2AT N 1 R YRR (Laghi etal., 2014) . %
INARERLET S, SR AT N B R R & R e —— e W ) LE A RN I+ LR &
SRR NBR G R A, R TN A 2 M R SR KT I BRI (TR, 2021). BRLIG, RGRFZEY
BORALSAT IR R, WP ) LB A S Ve R AR SR B R s

AR T AERDT N — B =R A SR AT MR R R R R, RSB SRAE R LE B2
ITNRIFEGOR R a5 0 22 AR E, BAT LR R, PR ZLEN 2SENEE T KoRES A M
IR, AR SR 53R N FARE ) LB SR AL AT PR SR

BT AR, Vbt S B B SR ERUR, SRR RS2 45 T BRI OC I AA B.
H/NHARE R A WA AT AR T 5 i Ko NSRS, 055 B NSEsEtt 4T iR
AAGE . ANFERIALLS, FEAERIBI AT BTG KA B g DRl H AR TR AR

H1: NEARER L AR A AT IR & T 5 A

H2: /NPARER AR SR AT MR E R SE R T ai T e . B =R Rt AT IR = T
— TG,

2. B
2.1. #ik

EHOL ARG T i B WG T BN 1~3 & 2 MR, JL 6 ANPEL, 2L 300 A ik
7, HERATE 6~9 ¥ 2 [A(M=7.86,SD =1.10). #t/a /a5 2l 2% 298 43, Hrh Bk 152 A(M=7.59,SD =
1.01), #7146 A(M=8.02, SD = 1.16).

2.2, SRISWIT

SEAG R R B O E B E (. B2E vs. s S —HE vs. AER vs. = AEL), IR E AP
RAEA ST AR
2.3. SLIGHR

JLESEA ST A ABER . AR S A5 (012) 4 EI ) LESEH 2T AR R, /5 10 Mg
AT N SNREE, BMEENENNR ISR AT N AR R B AT D . MR A 5 STk
Wt 2AT ARHE AR E, SR RIS AT SR 0 25 BRI A ST i T, 1R
ARG, 2 NERTFE, 3 NZEERTE. B3R Cronbach’s o 4 0.79, 4¥{5/E 4 0.76.
2.4. SLINRTE

ARG 25Kk B ) B R2E KO 2 T R 2E S RE, FRli B ZikH 3 4 F 2 —FHE
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NER AT EATT PR A R R BT RN TP B AR, X HREAT

S [ R . R S TR I O, B 2 YR I 78 4 BT B (R R R
BRI . T ARG AR A ST AT BRI . 7 SRR b B — A R A, IR
3. R

31 MEREFFEFHINTANRN. FENFEDN

Table 1. Analysis of variance on gender and grade differences in prosocial behaviors among lower-grade primary school
students

=1 NERERFEFEMTAMR. FRNBESH

- SRALSAT N

wH MS F

el 44.941 68.881™

LR 63.103 10.017"
PRSI x 4FZR 15.833 2.513

FE: ™p<0.001, “p<0.01, p<0.05.

DIPERIAE O B R, AL AT AR &, TR R 2 Rk 1 s, PERIY
AL AT NFRE TN R Fuiss) = 68.881, p <0.01; TN Bt 21T AFERE RN B2 Fass) = 10.017,
p <0.001; XEGiE—PHE L EHWKAE, —FEREHSTNREM = 31.393, SD: = 3.114) 5 — 44
Fert 24T NFEEE (M2 =30.510, SD. = 1.933) E e AR 3, 5 = AEJSR+E 21T N FEE (M3 = 29.048, SD3 = 2.680)
SR SR ST AFEE (M, = 30.510, SD, = 1.933) 5 =R 24T AR (Ms = 29.048, SD; =
2.680) % L3 . MR SHEHAS HAEFHX SR S AT NG U4 B3 Foass) = 2.513, p=0.09.

32. IMFRFRFEFHITANFRER

Table 2. Grade differences in prosocial behaviors among lower-grade primary school students
=2 NFREBFEFHINTANFRER

—HE 4 (n = 99) T (n=97) AL (n = 104)
£3 F
M1 SD: M2 SD2 M3 SDs
AT N 31.393 3.114 30.510 1.933 29.048 2.680 9.182"

F: ™p<0.001, "p<0.01, p<0.05,

DRGNS &, SEARSAT AR N A AT LR 3 07 22 00, 4R 2 fos, AFEERISE
AT NI EAAE R E 2R, Foue =9.182, p<0.01. FHFKIMZL ELEL RER: —FEHEHST
NREIE (M1 = 31.393, SD; = 3.114) 5 “AEJR AL AT IR (M, = 30.510, SD, = 1.933) R AR %, 5=4
Tt AT NFEE (M; = 29.048, SD; = 2.680) £ 5 %, RN —EJ R SBERER T —HE%; 4
G 21T AR B (M, = 30.510, SD2 = 1.933) 5 =45k 4L 217 AFELE (Ms = 29.048, SDs = 2.680) % 5 LL#KL
B, RN APICEH SRR ST =40

33 MERFRFEFHATANMINER
CAPERI Y B A5, SRALSAT ARE BN R AT R AT SR 205 Z 00T, R0 3 o iR, ANFEPE
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(SRR AT NI AE BB E R, Faise=7.497, p<0.05. BG4 247 NFEREE (M, = 29.801, SD, = 3.107)
BT L SR 2247 AR FE(Ms = 31.046, SDs = 2.104).
Table 3. Gender differences in prosocial behaviors among lower-grade primary school students
=3 MFRERFEFLSITHANMINES
B (n=168) 4 (n =132)
Mas SD4 Ms SDs
Ftt AT N 29.801 3.107 31.046 2.104 7.497"

ﬁ

e
-

FE: ™p<0.001, “p<0.01, "p<0.05.

34. INERFRFEMZPEBENENES

Table 4. Gender differences in the number of friends among lower-grade primary school students
T4 NRREFFEMZPRYENHEINES
% (n=168) % (n =132)
Me SDs Mz SD7
P AE R K 2.842 1.690 3.323 1511 3.127

%

fem
-

FE: ™p<0.001, “p<0.01, *p<0.05.

DAPERI N B AR &, A I ACE s N R AR S g AT SRR 3R 07 22 0, 4 RNk 4 Fow, ANEERI 2 il
ZRE, Fau=3.127, p=0.07, BAEFZAKEE M = 2.842, SDg = 1.690)& T & 4 A il A E & (My
=3.323, SD; = 1.511).

4. ¥1ig

TR — AL, IR R LA 2K P RE ST B A R G RA RT3 (2012) R IF 1)/
AR R SR B ACTRE T, SERN SRS ORI E W, =EJEEH SR T — Egest
SR, BRFEAS AR 22 S T RE 51 R IARAR TR A, B A I 8% At R ot v 4 B ) L 2 PR VS TR AR A 0. 75
PINERIAR . ARAE 250 5 R A VIR TV b, ARG LE R B Befilpe )1 A IR, Hopth AT h E 22
FEEMFZRERET S W= FRFECRES—EM A FENEHEET), (HRIE RS 0(E Bk S
WM EFIWRE 77, AR o B 4. DRI E, T Resstb It e i SR, SBCEH:
SAT RN RV . XU — e R R EHRAR T “SRAL AT R R . MR, IR KR
B B 5 RS B A8 ELAE AT Re A O 1T 8 5. iUk, #OE Sen] LASRIS DL R a7

T4, BT BHRIE SE AN AR G (1~2 R4 2 MR IE SR AL AT NI B U, Bl SR — g Ak
PREETZHEY, H— ZFERREREER, XNE TRFBILERARWRIMEN . BEEH, TH
PEEAT, BRFEHEIERLOCH, KRt S TSR EMAN D E e 588 RN OERET
FEIEE L. K. BB MRS, @RS OB I NAT S PSS IR S A AR
B, ARFAE RS B RIS SR A AT AMME . R, LSRR AR s R e, AR EOCE A
NBRZEfE, XS EINAIE. 2 RS NN S T IEFBR, REGEMEHSZE M ER EEA.

FOR, 20E S B 20 i B ORVE HF AT R NN SR AL AT AR B M 2 . IR BER— T &
AERIE S SUER, SR A 2 0 SR (W AT N PMEVEIE S AT sk 7 — & iR
BES 5PN, Wit REHMNBFI R LTS . BB RENEAS S, HnaEgiins
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SRR L INGR. JORRBERE, PRSI 5 2 RV 2 5 645, Bln gl gL &1 50/
AR FE RIS E , W IR IE A B R B g A, (b IR 552, A B AR oR A &
AT AR, IR R 25, KBRS .

wJa, ZFEGURAE AT AN BB R T HE A B ERE RO E SHR. X IR
b 73RS TE AR BRI SR R A AT U SR I I, W T AT S L% B 4 H PR 4 A R 2
7 PR B B —— = F R R M A B E YR, AT HE S TR Y. ISR BN
e SRR NEEEA ST B ETR], BRSO RIS MOINER, R ST SR
R 7 Wk, #ETILAWEF T — 5 MR S TR R ESIRASRHE 20K, 5
AP ARG G B “HBIZ 27 SRR, JFERETT R “RE S5 5 (IE
RB2BIN) K ESINE” i53, SRUEBREAET N S F s i i2, BEEAESUE s
PR BISZRURE . BNSR A, B BIERIAT ARG . RRERIR R G S5 R B SRS IE, E I 5 SO
HBIPEGUAE, AT RER SMES PR A7 B2 K A R AT R e A A AT 9 4 1 55 RN

gi b, NEHE NACERIRESOCH ] MR R Z R TR B ST NI, iR 2%
RGBT RRAL S BB FRR R B A LS, TR e LB AL R R IR TR S A R

5. &hig

RLIFA T, A LUF 4.

(1) HL B, MR N ARE G LE SR A 2 AT A BE W, AR T RE R
THE.

(2) 5 H2 it “HFLA REN” FA 8L HEREUAR: =F R RS AT R
BEMT EPM G2 g, “ERRERRE ST AREBEES T =524, R E F
FepHEZ AT RFE LR R RERFAN=ZFERAETIEREN B, AoMESME. AR, MEER
SO S G B A AL AT BN BT I D

(3) MEA SRR N AAREILERAL AT N LR BAR A B 2%

gi b, AL SRR YN ARE L LE R A AT A B3 MR R 5, NP
ERAL AT IR, TPy K, RR SRR LR R SR, IR kAR
A5 BARAL R RN . BAh, MR S TAR R BARBUR M AN B, 75 248 5 St g btk —

I

L
E&ImHE
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