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Abstract

To explore the influence mechanism of parenting styles on children’s creativity, this study employed
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the Parenting Styles and Dimensions Questionnaire, the Children’s Psychological Resilience Assess-
ment Scale, the Strengths and Difficulties Questionnaire, and the Williams Creativity Tendency Scale
to survey parents of children aged 3~6 years, collecting a total of 984 valid responses. The results
indicate that parenting styles can directly affect children’s creativity and also influence it through
the chain mediation effects of psychological resilience and prosocial behavior. This study reveals
multiple pathways through which parenting styles impact children’s creativity, enriching theoreti-
cal research on the relationship between parenting styles and children’s creativity. It also provides
abasis for optimizing parenting styles in practice to enhance children’s psychological resilience and
prosocial behavior, thereby fostering their creative development.
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1. 5]

BIIE Sy RE ) RIS R AR AR, XA, — AN B AR A T BT RN
B, IR AR A G B R R R AU 1. 5 2, B 52— Fho AR 3 s i FH i AL B
P A BE 3 (Plucker, Beghetto, & Dow, 2004; Runco & Jaeger, 2012).

41 LIS B3 R R S I B, RGN (3~6 & LB 2] SR AR R ) Promifl i, AT AR
. SRR E LG BRITENE Y, IR IR AN MERR BE A B4 )L R RV bR
(I, SR, 2012). AR, B TREHFE[EEENE DR FMEMGEIEE, BAXT
S ) LB B IE PR B SRR AR, DRI, T R A R AR 2T ) LB R A ) PR ST AR AR C E V) (U
Ui, 2020). FEJLEONE R RE T, FKEME AL ORI E A IR ROWIA S, SCBFI#R
77 AoRAZ O R 3R o 3 B A BE R J7 TURE 0% (1 3k 27 Al ) L 25 R A REL A R 00 A T ) PR RSB (XS /11, 201.3)
R, IRAIRFTABE# 7 77 N5 618 ) Z 1A K &R AR JC N S8 .

R BF# 3777 \(Parenting Style) & 48X BB M FRE HESMBEFAT MEHZIFLES EiF, P&
P — PR TT R, A 5 B I A A2 (B] ) AL T B R 2, sk R RIIAZ ORI . EA RIS
TR B S AR A — 2 () = P, 2021). Baumrind (1978)¥ A BF R R 7 kI N AUS L .
| R A A = 2 BUR T #37 (authoritative parenting) 5 i KU A0 EE 21, SRR IE 1451 5 F L FIRT,
WA FF L AR o] AN EE AR . & ) Y 20 5% (authoritarian parenting) 1 5 BEA m] X 1 Lo 3E 4T Tk 4%
i, BT LI SRR, I B R RE R AT DA E TR AR TR S . AR AL TR (permissive
parenting) 1) SC BRI 1 L AN G BLEORBUN SEAY, AT RAR 2, BAL 7 AL, SR #FR 7
AR F BRI R 7 2 —(Mehrinejad et al., 2015). Mozafari (2014)¥8 H4, EHIHH R T X 500E 2
AAEAE ARG E R, AU BRI NG QG ) Z MAFE LR R R 43 E, REWT IR 1. CREGRTT
o4l LBIE A B . AU R 7 BRI 3 R R T E g, T ) B R8O B 357 07 XU e
S R RN A ) LBiE 7 .

OHEEFIME, 2 H R0 ER S AT, TR MR SR RO B T, A MARTE e R E ARG B
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368 R X s 2 B SR 1A A7 45 IR S AT AR B (Luthar & Cicchetti, 2000). #4#7%5(2025) & B0 FE )1 5 613
JIAEIe) 2 ARG, [RIN A RE# SR 7 RAE N B K 3R, Masten (2018) &3, BB #5777 b A7 )
TILEOHEPERIR R, LIRS #5777 20N AT R R SR A as A R BOd BERIZF, M54 Lm0 B
PIvE. gib, SRR 2. OEEPIVEE SRR T R S 61 2 B R EER A E

B 7O ERIEAN, SR ST R 4 LANE T I E B K 3R . 74 LBIIE Sy R R, SR (2021)
RIG IR 2P X em g ) LONEE AR IR R, B @i KP4 LIE AL 2 v,
IRT MG EMEY), RIEIR PG 0. R, B (2025)8 #5707 B . 5B
SREAEA R T H I LE R AT N, MR, SRZAEERSCRE ) LE AT Re R I H 2 1 B R0 AT A
BUbH SRR A . 4, SORERIUET S, HA 5N RSN R 2o T N A R
JEHUPRAS )L E SR ST AR E . 5L, SRS 3: S AT NIEALRFEFR 7 NS i ) 2 A R 4%
MEH

BbAb, FE7E(2024) 5 H RGOS R (M R 5 R R st 55 D S SR pk 247 N ERAE A . Deci #lI
Ryan (2000)#2 H 7 H: A OB FR B H0, MR I HACO B EAT B 2 I, SR AL AT A R S 5
(=, ek, 2017). 2L, $RHE®E 4 OEEPIMERSEH ST AR HER 5 N5 0 7 2 R s
HAER

PAAEII T o0 0 S BF 3R 0 3 2 LAIE Fa O3 SRR AT N DU R 3R 2 R 96 R TR
B &) JLoC BRIV RIS AL 247 A E S BE TR O K 5 4L EiE 71 98 R b i U AR F R R . AT
B E RGR UL BEEFR I AR B JLENE J (R sgma L], AR R 0L 1 A FEE I B O B A
FAL AT NIBEER TR, —HFEEREHIF 59 L0IE TR B ERH T, 5T HAREHE
S e P an AT S8 I 15 R4 L BRI M R SR AL 2 AT SR AR T FLAE T SRR AR

BB #3575 i 7y

Figure 1. Research hypothesis model
1. ARFRIgER

2. ARAZ*
2.1. HIRMR

KRB FER v, B E. L E A4 )LIE, X 3~5 B HIZh) LR KR TR A . B 2%
i) 35 984 43, A BRIy 90%. Hidr, 5% 528 A (53.60%), %% 456 A (46.3%): /NHT 353 A (35.80%),
HHE 318 A (32.30%), K¥E 313 A(31.80%).
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22. fiRIE

221 RBFFHAXEHEEE

R BE#FE 7 4 R A Robinson %5:(2001)gm il . Cheah %5:(2009)f& 11 i 5 B #4377 205 4k & 1] 4
SCHR. 1% EARYE Baumrind XA BRHEE 7 AR FE MR AT dm ], St 32 R, BAEAUBALEE. L
BUHGE. WMABLHSE 3 NS, RAZ WA 5 ik ar, I “AAR” B “rg” 450tk 1~5 40, 405k
AN SO BHE R ) LB 1 H R AT bl 48 A AR LI B3R 7 20, 2B R A RIFMERE, HiE
HAEH E AR R, AR R ER & 3 AN ER R Cronbach’s o &304y 0.838, 0.945,
0.915, 0.686.

2.2.2. ILIEFMER

41 ) LC B 1 A HAR R Rt 2 1996 4E [H b 243 LeBuffe 1 Naglieri JF & (%) )Ly EEHI P VA4 &
#®, T 2012 SEBIT 25 i, ZREEMT 3~5 4L, 2015 EFWAT. FBAASN LT 8% 1E
W, ERILIBANEIH, 7 IR, BIE RPN 30 KRR AT R (EWAT, R,
JEEAR, MBS, 2015). RAZEFHRE S mlibar, A “AAR” 2 “RR2” 5300iF 1~5 48, 40 fE R
L HR )M R AHIF 7T R SRR S 4 N4y B3R Cronbach’s o & %4> 71 A 0.879, 0.865, 0.827, 0.864,
0.802.

223. FHRESITHER

AHE TR F o 8 2 (Goodman) i, FLMEAASEAE T 1)L B K AL 5 R AE 1R 5 (SLBERR) « IR B 3E A A
REVEAL 2~17 W )LERIE S 51T 8. MAs3E 25 NI, 4G 5 Nrsdk, /i 4 A5 iR iR e ) 45,
SHTH AR I G AT R I R, SRR S AR KA RS, RLEMBRAT M. ERKH “ARE. B
Bt BEME” 3H%IFy, Hi 1. 4. 9. 17, 20 BUNEMSAT N, EELLE 5 AN% B (0 As ki )
N2 ) AT 2 ) LA MR, 1550 B s R R it SRR i . IR IE R = i KB, B3R
MRS e B R I, & EH Cronbach’s o 2% 0.724, AWF% di% &% ) Cronbach’s o %y 0.810.
224, FRi) . EFEHER
JA BT e R T (Williams, 1972) &5 g ], RS & AT AR S (1994) 1B 1T i 1K) B Bk 0 1) st A ks A 7
&, HL 50 MEIL, s NERME A BRI, B 4 M ER, A& EBRA CEeEATA .
DA BEME” 3HVEsy, Hr 4, 9. 12, 17, 29, 35. 45 1 48 UN AT, 1950k e # o
AL O AAS R TR I 2 . BRI R 2 F TN L BT M RS R BRI PP A, R B I T R 3
FF40) LB RBRLh LIS, 2735 10 >4 A S0 ER (2007) B4 3 K FlKs 2L F 1% ) LB e R85 B (R 1R A o
AR T SR K 4 A5 &K M Cronbach’s o 24040514 0.936, 0.715, 0.792, 0.841, 0.781.

2.3. HiEALIE

iZH SPSS27.0 X H#AT A MEGE T MOLREA t K IG . BRI Z M. AR A LA B )
Présft. [, &) Process4.0 Zf% 7, it H & flikE 2000 /K Bootstrap 759%, fE41F T RAL R T
fEfiti b, AP R, JFEAT TR RN AT

3. &R
3.1. HREGFERERE
I TR BY P 42 AR 28 15 5t DA FRAG B R Al G v B8 51 AR FL R vk w2 . #— B @id N Harman

o o
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RIE LA, earsd, 2004), XA BHE AT TIRRER R 2. 2rd R e, 3 22 A 3HE T
FIARFAEE R T 1, HA s — A TR 222857 50N 18.01% (/T 40%), Bt BIAHE FUAAF £57™ H [) 3%
[ 7 12 A 22 [ o

3.2. RS EX S
KB FR TR ODFEINE . SEAE S AT LK) LEiE S TR S M, S5 SRR (L& 1).

Table 1. Means, standard deviations and correlation coefficients of each variable

1 BLENNE. EESHEXRY

A M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 B 62.54 9.07 1
2 LA 24.79 7.95 -0.314™ 1
3 AERY 12.41 351 -0.225" 0.570™ 1
4 LFEIE 101.53 14.10 0.433"  -0.269"  -0.196™ 1
5 SRH 21T 13.28 1.85 0.277™ -0.235"  —0.235™ 0.418"
6 it 7 109.12 14.23 0.293"  -0.306™  -0.283™  0.410™ 0.379" 1

JE: *p<0.05; “p<0.01; “p<0.001, LAFIH.

BRI #5777 05 OBV (r=0.433, p<0.01). sEAE24T4(r =0.277, p < 0.01) LK Bli& 73(r = 0.293,
P < 0.01)Z [AIAETEA [AIFR BE I 2 3 IEAHOROG R o AR Y, i B3 37 75 305 O BRI 14 (r = —0.269, p < 0.01).
SRALSAT N(r = —0.235, p < 0.01) MI)i& /i (r = —0.306, p < 0.01) [AI M HL i A [FI R FE 1A 2 35 A5G . TUEE
B35 07 RIARE 5 O F M (r = —0.196, p < 0.01). E421T M(r = —0.235, p < 0.01)F1 61 J1(r = —0.283, p
< 0.01)Z [AAFAE 3 A OC . thah, OEEPIE S 34t 2247 (r = 0.418, p < 0.01) LA L 613 /) (r = 0.410, p
< 0.01) [F]HH 2 HLH 22 1 IEAH K

g ERTIR, BUBEL R T L5 OB SR AT N A B3 ) B B e, T
) R A BT R ) 2% Oy S AT B~ 2B U RE T . gbAh, OEEEIME. SEAL ST N S0 ) 2 (R AAE A B
BERIR R, IR NG B 5T BFR )7 s AN R 5 me VR F BT LA B A 8 (] g DR SR 06 SR ARt T 020 1A ¢
EHE -

3.3, LEHMMFEAITAERBEF ARMBEN Z BN PN S

EHARDC AT ml i, BUB 2R T A0 LB 7 i, UE R T 3, BRI SRR AT AR
BiE ST A IE B T 2K, R W 2282 1E 1 4347 Bootstrap i (B & #l1HX 5000 ¢X), 15 95%H) E &
DX RO BRI NS AL AT ATEA [RIZE B AL REH TR 7 AN AINIE 7 9% 2 2 A1 B 2P A RS AT R 56

PO B TR T AR B BRI R W E 2 fR. B2, BUSEBEE T L OB IE B H B3 1
IEFTAE R (B = 0.66, t = 14.52, p < 0.001); FLik, OoEEFIMEXT B4 SAT NAE REMIE RSB = 0.05, t
=11.62, p <0.001); TR, SEALSAT ARG F)AG R IE R {22 EH (B = 1.86, t = 7.77, p < 0.001); Itk
Ab, BB AL TR T O 3 ) AR BRI M8 (B = 0.17, t = 3.43, p < 0.001), itRe@E “L3EY)
PE—EAE AT R B R A B R R QG /) &a, (OEEIMEQR = 0.26, t = 7.72, p < 0.001) % G1lit
Fiv VLR BB 5% 7 2 354 447 (B = 0.03, t = 3.90, p < 0.001) t777E i 2 1) 1E [H] R 428
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Figure 2. Path diagram of chain mediating effect between authoritative parenting style and creativity

B2 WEEZFAASES: BRPNHNEEZE

1.86%**

0.66"* 0.26%**

A RN A I I 45 SRR BT, RN AL R RN 95% B AR X M AN &, B/ RN 5 By
62.22%, F A ERARIRNAEVE LR 20 B, “BUBRMMEERTT - LB BIE—GUIE )7 (e S
95%E (FIX M 4[0.11, 0.25], AEE 0, KRB EFr5 A\nl it O B ] i aiE /g . A,
i LSRR, 84, “BUBR AR T N2k b AT - B1IE 77 IR 203 95% 8 15 [X 18] 24[0.02,
0.08], AELE 0, Xyt IR HFR I sUrl I S Ak AT AR GG ) . BRI, (R 2 AS 3|50k
i BB #5777 K D B — SR A 2 AT N — B3 1 7R b A 208 1 959% {5 [X ] 9[0.04, 0.08],

A 0, XRULOLEPINE SR SAT NEBURR R T7 5 813G /i) 5 R AEAE R 1R

Table 2. Test of mediating effect of authoritative parenting style based on Bootstrap method

= 2. WEBRHFF A RET Bootstrap SERI NI AT

AT Effet A BoothiEi
TR R
FSYV 0.45 100.00% 0.05 0.35 0.54
B 0.17 37.78% 0.05 0.07 0.27
SE P 0.28 62.22% 0.04 0.21 0.35
BUB AL 77 7 - DB AiE ) 0.17 37.78% 0.04 0.11 0.25
BB H TR )T K-SRt AT A—BlIE 0.05 11.11% 0.02 0.02 0.08
BB H TR TT R~ DB SR 24T R—AliE 0.06 13.33% 0.01 0.04 0.08

LI H TR A AR R R MR EXRWE 3 fon. B, LHlEEE 7 G 0B G B350
B A TR B (B = —0.46, t =—8.49, p < 0.001); Hk, CIFIMEN B2 4T NA B35 A 1E [ 20 (B = 0.05, t
=12.97, p < 0.001); FHIK, SEAESAT XA )G MR I R {2 EEF (B = 1.75, t = 7.40, p < 0.001); Itk

b, i R T7 20 Q13 ) AU AE B (1 5 R 8082 (B = —0.32, t = —6.18, p < 0.001), iEREIELL “

-G AT 87 B A AR A AiE 7 feda, O BERFIPE(R = 0.26, t = 8.33, p < 0.001) %} 4]
G RER R DA H B 257 77 At 554 247 (B = —0.03, t = —4.49, p < 0.001) /7 7E & 35 1

Fa B AR .
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Figure 3. Path diagram of chain mediating effect between authoritarian parenting style and creativity

Bl 3. EHEBFHFASNEN: #XPNABLBEE

A RN A I 45 R G, RN AL R RN 95% B XM AL & &, B/ RN By
40.74%, BN BHEARIIENAETE WK 3. 5, “ERHIMETRTT K- O BEPINE QNG 1A RN R
95% & {5 X [ 9[-0.18, ~0.07], AELF 0, IX R L il B4 g Uy 2\l ded O ) P8 (A 3252 M 103 7 - (AU,
i LRI 5, “ Ll MEER T K- 24T N BIE 717 1 A ROsi & 95% B A5 X 1] 9[-0.09,
—0.02], A 0, X W] F A Y H R Iy AT 2R AL AT N RS EiE 7y L, R 2 IS 2SR .
i, BRI HEGRTT - LB — 2R AL AT — B35 ) 7R h A RN R 1 95% B A X 7] 29 [-0.06, —0.03],
A0, ERIILEBINE SR 2 AT LRI HER T 5 Q& 71 10 - R A AR B R R

Table 3. Test of mediating effect of authoritarian parenting style based on Bootstrap method

7 3. THIBHFHRET Bootstrap AR TR AL T

MRLHH Effect MGl BoothEE o
TR R
PR -0.54 100.00% 0.05 -0.64 -0.43
BN -0.32 59.26% 0.05 -0.42 -0.22
SR -0.22 40.74% 0.03 -0.29 -0.16
LI T N O HEFIE O ) -0.12 22.22% 0.03 -0.18 -0.07
LI E TR T K-SR AT R—AliE T -0.05 9.26% 0.02 -0.09 -0.02
LHIE T T R OB 2T A—-BliE S —0.04 7.41% 0.01 -0.06 -0.03

AR R #7577 XA BRI R W 4 Fon. B, BUERHEE 7 06 OEEIE A B &1
) TR F (B = —0.79, t=—6.30, p < 0.001); Hk, IR SRAS 1T A B3 M IE RSB = 0.05, t
=13.36, p < 0.001); PR, SEALSAT ARG A R IE R {22 EH B = 1.71, t = 7.19, p < 0.001); Itk
Ab, TRAE R R T O B3 ST AT AR B A U8 (B = —0.71, t = -6.17, p < 0.001), LREIEIT “ 03
-Gt AT 87 BN AR A AiE 7 Beda, O FEFIPE(R = 0.28, t = 8.88, p < 0.001) %} 4]
EIMFAERFE M IE MR AT B3R 07 A0 SR 247 (B = —0.08, t = —5.43, p < 0.001)fF7E & & 1)
B i) B 4%
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Figure 4. Path diagram of chain mediating effect between permissive parenting style and creativity

E 4. MERZFHFRASESN: EXPNAHNBREZEE

GUREIR, BN T O 95% BLAE XA A&, P/ RN A EE oy 37.72%, &%
BRBBETER L 40 B, “HUEREGE T A 0BG T AR &) 95% B (5 X 5 A
[-0.33,-0.12], ANELE 0, RYIBAERLHRT5 3sUrT i 0 B[R] 2 50 B3& /)« BRIk, fRBE 1 45 25045
B, TEMBERT SR 2T QG R RN R 95% B (5 X F] 9[-0.23, —0.08], AL
0, UEMIBUERHGR Ty ANl R4 AT MR GiE . Rk, B 2 AR RISCHF . fda, “TUER
FIRT7 A LB - KA 2 AT A QNE D)7 B RN R 959% B 15 X TR 9[-0.10, —0.04], AH5% 0,
RIS A AT NIRRT S Q& 1 R R AR B b R

Table 4. Test of mediating effect of permissive parenting style based on Bootstrap method

= 4. HER# 5 ET Bootstrap SEHI P N RN LE

o Bo0t95%Cl
RN Effect BN EL Boot AR iR

THR LR

RN -1.14 100.00% 0.12 -1.39 -0.90

BN -0.71 62.28% 0.12 -0.94 -0.49

RPN -0.43 37.72% 0.06 -0.56 -0.32

TR #5707 R— L HE 613G -0.22 19.30% 0.05 -0.33 -0.12

AR B #3777 o2t AT N — Al ) -0.14 12.28% 0.04 -0.23 -0.08

AR — D PRFI B ST N —BE -0.07 6.14% 0.02 -0.10 -0.04

4. VWHig

AHFTELL 3~6 B4 LNBIF R, RIS BFEEEH RN 41 LAIE HTEAE B 5, BB #3705t
BB TE 1 N B3 77, % i BURBOE R s S RIS 7, X 5 (IR %, 2022) IS5 AR 4 . T
3~6 B IX— B, Mk Z OIS F A S FAAAEONE 1R IR & . 7R — R, 40 LI
REMGE, BAEEER, 72 ORRRAROIERE, A% B 5780 T ER AR, B3 1k T7E
A BT S IR K. BURB B TR T, REHA T AU [ EIRZE RN, R AT
(RIS S, HEBh4) LI U B 0 B BB AR M I BT . 3~6 & (9401 JLIEALT A S R JE i) 3%
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BEEEALM, YR N B R GBI . AR B, AT A T AR T AR HE R E
ML, SHEAFA A R ARG, ERN, MIRER TN ERRERRE, B&T
WL 2R B LR JAAE G ). BUBNHER T a FE R G X — I Bl ) LA R K e i, A% JLANE /)
MR JESRAL T J13CRF . LM B BRI NN, SRR FEFE R4 LIAT A8 AR, S LRI )4 =40,
ABCERIB MR AR BURR IR UN, SLEhZ M5 SRR, QG )RR = 7 I ABL ).

ARG R IR, — i, OIS BEER T NG 4 LANE Sy Z R AR . SCBFBER T
M OB R R R, BB BEE T DR [ O BRI, BOSR 37 75 st 45 7 4l L7 4 11
SR BURIIER LA A IR 51T, RS LGB R R AR AL T IR ST B A, U4 LIER R HT Y
IS e, BB AL RES S AT B BRI X, BhARAT T A R SR R, 5] AT S i
X PN SRR LE 4 ) LI 5 22 R IR I 56, 858 1 A AT T T % TR HE 9 B8 SRS O, ANTTTER T 170
R o - ) B RHCE AL s 7 2T LA 1 0 BRI, o B 90 I [ T 03 7 (LR S PR KT 2024) 6
F—JH, SR SAT NAE R FE T N E Y LANE 2 MR ERNMMER .. BT S, BURB#E TR
R TR AL 2 AT A, i BRI BT B 7 Jy A7 ) T St 2247, 3X 5 v {45 (2021) SR AL 45 SR — 20
FH SRR AT NI TR A ) LEIE Jy,  Ar AT E(2023) 6 i, GG Jy3s 78 e D B BRBCE I “ il
M7, BRE AR O B R E TR AT R S B S Ay . EAR M G ) R R
AT AAA B TIRFEA ARG AR E W E AR, VIR RIFMABR R, X 6iE 1
FHE BRI EAE

YA TE L R I BRI PE RS AE AT NAE A BEH R T 5 4 LANE ) 2 BAAERE P A E . 5Bk
e e g LI ORI, ORI SRS AL AT, AL RMER T ELANIE J1 . B
AR T SR R S OIS L, EAE R BAE . RN A A I R, AR I B 2
RALDAT A MRA AT A RIBMAL L 5, Yo%) Uit 75 2 B 4efli, @ —PHEshaE )
% & (Deci & Ryan, 2000), iX5 Esparza-Reig 25(2021) I8 K IO B M 5 554 24T NAEAE IEA R 6 &
(IR 7o 25 SR — 5

DAAEAF FEAE AR BT R BEEE 7 NG 4 LBLE IR RN, ZRER— AR, AT AA ARG E M
FSEA AT AN EENT, R T KEBEFRENS)) LG S 2 EgAr, NHECHER T st T EE
B SRS . [FIE, AR N FEERE SRR T HOR, KRB IR, EE R R
JLI O BRI RISEA 22470, DM LANE I K R .

ik, ABFFRAHAAE AR FEARTOR A AHIX, AIREAAE— @ IR IR, AR T T4
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