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Abstract

This study translated and revised the Greek version of the Positive Parenting Scale developed by
Kyriazos and Stalikas in 2019 into Chinese. Using a sample of 826 adolescents aged 11~17, reliability
and validity analyses were conducted on the mother version of the Positive Parenting Scale. The
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revised scale consists of 20 items covering four dimensions: values cultivation, strengths identifica-
tion and promotion, family support, and involvement, with a cumulative variance explanation rate
of 63.11%. Confirmatory factor analysis indicated good fit of the four-factor model (x2/df = 2.117,
RMSEA = 0.053, IFI = 0.934, CFI = 0.934, SRMR = 0.036). Criterion validity analysis revealed that the
total score of the Positive Parenting Scale was significantly positively correlated with the emotional
warmth dimension of the short-form Egna Minnen av Barndoms Uppfostran-Chinese version (s-
EMBU-(C), and significantly negatively correlated with the rejection and overprotection dimensions.
The overall scale demonstrated a Cronbach’s a coefficient of 0.91 and a test-retest reliability coeffi-
cient of 0.88. The Positive Parenting Scale shows good reliability and validity in the Chinese adoles-
cent population and is suitable for assessing mothers’ positive parenting behaviors in family con-
texts.
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1. 518

B AT & — P LUERE . S2FF. H ER B ST 2 AR ORI EFE TR, IEFRZ R 2 k0E.
TG U — RINCEHT A, WEBERRR . AEEIE . ARSI S5 (Waller etal., 2015). Schaefer
W2 tHBFRAT A 4B R, TR 07 RNy IR B (G SR 81 2 5) 5 T IR (B FE 1T
P AN ZAR) K2 o BRI AMGE IS 18 SR 5 T JE LR B O R, BT i 2 IR AT K, e 4.
AR, & —Fhirs H IR 45k R 2 (Seay et al., 2014). Z#FF 7 R )LE A B BA £ 5 H KR
Wi . e T IRTH PRI A S SERRE S, B WAME BT, REFN RS SR .
JEHRHAE AR ) LE, RBGRRE IR ER, SRR AR (0 E5S, 2016). t4k, @
MHERE . SCRe S A EMRE, ERE R TR SO 5N BRI AL 1. ERRSLOE AR, B
Fr R AR TR T ARRE 2. AN AR . RIFCREMCEGINE, DT 3248 AN 4 1 & & (Kyriazos
& Stalikas, 2019), ‘BIFAEZA @, il @it Bk ZF N TEERE, NI R R B it .

BOEMENEFAMRIENAE, SRR RBENEZEANNTEAR. RilE DO ERERK O8N
P — DAL At 1 5 R TR . A AR B AR ANEDU T R B R TR — 14 R I B B (Erikson,
1968), FEREHEATE, O AR AR E R, B, WaESHUE. KEENT D EO 5
RIBIEA, MHFRE 8GR, BiEas SO0 SR E . AINFE. #8178, SR, OE
R XU AT Ay A S AN B A0 33 1) BLAT VARSI 5% (Pinquart, 2017; Pomerantz et al., 2007). K 5E 5 REF 1
REfE ANE DRt K, AR T@ Y AEAESEREN: PRI E B3 B TR 7R AL S H e 51
25H7THE J1(Kyriazos & Stalikas, 2018);  BESE SRR G| S Re 08 7 Bl 14 RS0 2 B K /), WS AR
P EM . R0 SR BE R B AR B T 15 O3 ) 0 AR, B Re 8 A T 3E 75 /0 4 1 R R &

HAT, 2800 50 0B I AR D32 B0 B E S5 M OC 4 i R B2 SR AR IR I e, X A 7 =X
FIRETE— B R Lt A RAE R . HEr, ENE= LI TR B A L& TR, Fit,
AWEFAURT Kyriazos & Stalikas T+ 2019 44 il 145 i RAAR 3R ERATIBIT . %R s M A WL RE
Fiv BRI GIRTF . FRESLFE B GEIAEOYERE, fefs i 4t S AR ZR 1 &2 Je . [,
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AW ALY Lazarus R - NAAE AR (Lazarus & Folkman, 1984), 1% s AN SA% ()N HIPE
Mhawm RS RN RE, NIMBATAT AN E SCEMRAE T EIR R, ENE% R, AR
TR A FUR AN B A BRI HERAT A, 3% — 7 AN e 0% T8 v b e e B 5 7R AR 07 v 1) S Bt
N, AT ROEE T BE SR B VP TR B AL SV R 22 . BEAh, SRR R RESEIN T R . AN SN
5, fEZ2 T LxiEh ] iR 2 Ak 237 77 2 (Shanahan et al., 2007), PLE /D IPAT AR AE % 55 H 52
b B I S R BT 52 B 2R, AT B s B PR AR Bf PR R AR 2528805 (De Los Reyes et al., 2015).

M2, KRB NN AT R RAT A LMET, HAEREGT DER A RERRIERE, LA
Mg — NG T ESCE S TSI E T, AR DAL BEE AR TR AT e SR A

2. W&EE5H*
2.1, #ik

AWFFCA R BEPE. TV RIS T 11~17 B AME R AR G, i e s R G BT
i, LU 851 1. AAIBRMURIEIEE SRR ES, RIGA B 826 41, Hr54E 451
N, &HA 375 N, PR Z)H 13.96 & o (EFEARKE T, AT 447 38.1%, FEMAT 47 61.9%; 1E
BEEZHAE R, % KLLR & 18.4%. K% i 34.5%. AR K UL I A7 47.1%; 16K BE4FRRGL T TH
ZUFNAMER 5 3.5%, FKEELTF MM 43.3%, FKEEE M5 53.1%.

22. fiRIR

221 BBHFER

JRIE SRR AN Kyriazos 5 Stalikas T 2019 4wl AF R 257 3 (Nicomachus-Positive Parenting,
NPP). iZ&# KT Seligman 7£ (ESZAEAR) —Hr iR BB EAL, R TR O 2L R AL
BRI FRAT I E TR . ERIE 20 8/ H , 9 a5 AR B VU A% O 48 B - B U8 77 (Nurturing Values,
NV). LR 5] 52T (Strength Identification & Boosting, SIB). & 3 #(Parenting Context, PC)fl1£ 5 &
(Involvement, 1), JE &R HIF T, HAEHREYE B & SLPhriGHLEETIES, KM Likert5 sitt730i%, 143
TR CREAE” , SRR “HEMNET , B BERBRETR AR . AR RS RE R
BEATRREAEAT, T b EE DR BRI AR BTRT A

2.2.2. R BHEFHLREE

AWK B Arrindell 55 ATE 1999 fEgmiil, 2058 255 = F BT I SCRR 87 20 BE R 77 il 45 (s-
EMBU-C). &M &BME 21 B/ H, X5 a4, fEEGRBEAE BERY, JL=4ERE(Arrindell etal., 1999;
PSR, 2010). %) A5 1 R B 4E E SR BER 0% 0 IR FEVI A, RS v R SR A TS 1 20hs
MIEZIR, BHERSIX bR T BT ORI 0T, BEREI0IE I 2R 6 2005 (0 5 175 S e i 4 P 28 3 TE AH
K), NREHERILIX 43805 (0536 4 i B ORAP 4EFE IR AR OC), T RGUOTASIET IR R B IR R 1AL
JEKo 1% AR Likert4 siihsrid, M MR B “@d” 45 1 2 4 50 AR, ZERON
B 208 0.84.
2.3. AREF

AT BRI CAE VPN E AR R XU BRI E . 5P H BRI . m o, TEVRNY
RESEARRFTRAT NS, RAF DA B BRI AR BTRAT ,  DASE A b S L RESE (1) S PR 3L,
R BESE F VP AT B LA AE S BV M 22 . AR P 5 2, B R AR R RN A e <R RN “B)
R7 o Hk, BETHESCRE SREDERES SIB, ERRERHERATR T, B4 O T LT
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T — B IE VAT FAICFREAT 2B S 0. WP ER ), 5 — (0B AR 5T B 5 12
B RETBIAES B N AR 77 350 E SRR — S h ORI R R .

W LT SRR E, PO R AR 0 BRIE AR SR X R, Al
A& R QIS HELER, KRS 851 1. AIBRAURIEIE B 5T 5, SRISA 24 826 17
P REEARBARRENL 2 AP AL (FEA LAEA 2), BdbeEAs 1 aopialdt 421 A, T3 H 70 AR 2 1A
=T BRREA 2 I9Btat 405 A, FITIRIEVERR R b SR BE AR 826 11wl ik B b AT Rhn R
WS BB re AETE IRINVEIAS UG, 0 rh 129 4475 /D AEEEAT 1 ZI0 DADE A 58 3% i 25045 5

24. Gt AE

KH SPSS 28.0 Xt &g 47 W H b« MR R M. Zs3UE 5EE 8. H AMOS 28.0 X £
A2 W AT RAUEYE R & 8T

3. &R
3.1. TR

SHREA 1 (¥ 421 0 38R, HHTIRE 0T 1520, 4R R EAIRT 27% 5 )5 27%%15) B 4 L RIS
SRl K ST H LR AR R, DI X 4 . SR EOR, BT 20 AT H HiAF) 0.001 AKSF
BEFES, HK, BRSNS H SRS RN T 0.54~0.73 208, FT T H 5 H
RIFMIX A, FUMLE, BATERAE 20 AN H I REER RS &£,
3.2. MESH

321 REMERSH
XIFEA 1 iy 421 A SR B TIR R R R o dr . 45 R EoR, #diEn) KMO {20 0.92, Bartlett £k
TERT IS 1) o2 B4 4407.97 (p < 0.001), KENZAEATIRE & IHATIRR IR R 27 .

Table 1. Exploratory factor analysis of the mother’s positive parenting scale
= 1. BERRBSFERREEER RSN

Wyl B ERE Wr2 @& REE Wr3 #e R W4 Beg KFEE
M1 060 061 M0 072 066 M15 08 084 M8 086 081
M2 065 054 M1l 077 069 M16 045 052 M19 082  0.75
M3 064 046 MI12 078 074 M17 083 084 M2 058 044
M4 067 057 MI13 064 065

M5 059 055 M14 062 058

M6 057 043

M7 073 061

M8 074 070

M9 072 065

KR A TERA T, WA KRR, W4 DRTIE, REEDT 1 HligoiE 112,
g, FREHCH 4 MRHMIEECR T 1T, SRS RSO R R T4 — . 4 AN TR RBUT 2R
RN 63.11%, PR 7 REs A RURRE S A2 5+ o

I8 R K7 Z2 IR AT HE R AR 1 20 N8 H HEAT 20 MT o e Jm BB FE R o, A 0 A2 2% 1A

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.1511609 339 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.1511609

R E YR B E AR . b, MEMEE IR A S B H 1~9, FF G FEITE 0.57~0.74 Z[A]: i
HUUAAIE T LS H 10~14, F T3 JEHE/E 0.62~0.78 . [A]; FKEECHFAERE A &M H 15~17,
TG FEILE 0.45~0.86 2 10]; S 54 ASHE 18~20, [KF#fmiufE{E 0.58~0.86 2 [i. [K-F#H
EAILE L 1R,

3.2.2. WiFERTH

KAREA 2 (B AT IR T R a0 bT, &5 oK. y2/df = 2.117, RMSEA = 0.053, IF1 = 0.934, CFI =
0.934, SRMR =0.036, DY FER A& 4t . R M A IR A2 B A 1 Fros, AL AIC {E 2 439.200,
BIC {f /y 623.379, & Ik T Sr B8 1) 5 AR (AIC = 2998.269, BIC = 3078.346), iX—&E EW], St
SRR L, DY4ERERAGE S B IS HOR E P T WA, BRGA SGRIEE KT SO T ok A
ZAMEAAMY, RO AR BRI AT 20 SR U (Burnham & Anderson, 2004). R, WAEYERI KM LS R, 3t
— B SCHFERIIGAE T RER BRI R I 745
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Figure 1. Confirmatory factor analysis model diagram
1. WM EF SR E
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3.2.3. BUFHE 534

KHBEA 1 XHERBAT RN SERK . L s-EMBU-C FI=ANEREEELE . 15 BB PR AL (R 1N
by, BURETE R R MDA YEFE 2 (7] 22 3% 1IEAH K (p < 0.01), AHX REAE 0.39~0.63 Z[i]; #MYEEEL s-
EMBU-C [FfBRRELERE 2 B35 IEARSC, HR4e. W R e 2 8% e, Baairs fiE 2.
Table 2. Correlation between the positive parenting scale and the short form parental behavior inventory
F 2 ARHFERSHARXEHFH B EHEXM

EMEEF  HBAERTT  KEdR Z5E HRRE EEE] IR
VIXIERbE S 1

RFAR DI T 0.58" 1
FEESLHF 0.51" 0.48™ 1
zh5E 0.63" 0.52" 0.39" 1
15 B PE 0.62" 0.61" 0.54" 0.43" 1
E(zE0 -0.53" -0.39" -0.42" -0.25" -0.51" 1

i R A -0.30" -0.29" -0.17" -0.12" -0.22™ 0.46™ 1
M 3.9 3.86 3.96 3.74 3.12 1.45 2.24
SD 0.65 0.7 0.74 0.95 0.70 0.51 0.61

#: "SRR p<0.05 TRRp<0.01, MRHEEZE.

3.3. (RESHT

3.3.1. Cronbach’s a ¥

K4 826 1A AR AT IS — B b . S RWEE 3 PR, ZER S YEE R Cronbach’s o &
-+ 0.78 £ 0.92 2|,
33.2. ENEHE

EERIVERAN H G, s H 129 2/ EHTEENE. WK 3 for, ERGHENEIGEER
HhbT 0.76~0.86 YL A .

Table 3. Internal consistency reliability and test-retest reliability of the positive parenting scale
3. ARHEFERNAT—BHEEMENEE

N Cronbach’s o %} G A
BEE 20 0.91 0.88
MM FR 9 0.89 0.86
DL AR R T 5 0.88 0.85
FRESLHF 3 0.79 0.76
zhE 3 0.78 0.77

4. ¥
ABFFH Kyriazos 5 Stalikas (2019) % 81 ()7 I BB B B AT HSCRRIBAT, JE7E P E D 4Em

RIS IS RO . BTSRRI, BT R SRR B R B R (D B R A, G
TV R R AR S T B TR AT N
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5, EEMAETT I, TREMER RSB WUANE -, 4300 RO E I 75 RN 552 Ft
FESCFE LS5, R EMBEFRIET 63.11%, ULBHERLEWIEMNT, Reis Bt AR % 1 2 4k
ghite . SRR R 3R A dr it — 20 30k T DU R Y R 4F 4L (y3/df = 2.117, RMSEA = 0.053, IFI = 0.934, CFI
=0.934, SRMR =0.036), & iZE AL [ S0 AT 5N BB . fESOhR R 7 T, BRI EOR &
KIS s-EMBU-C 1 - IR IR 45 FE 2 W38 TEAH O, AR 4afiid B ORym 4R B2 5 2 2 ARG, X 5K
IR BRI — 58, BRI EERAT N SRR SCReEEER r B VIMOG, T S M AA B B3R 7
KA B . X—gR W —PI0UE T B3R E D E A A 8k

HW, TEEEE, MEFEM Cronbach’sa RECH 0.91, H4EEH) o RELE 0.78 £ 0.89 8], K
BRAFREAINT 0, BERMENGE N 0.88, K4 HEMEEA 0.76 £ 0.86 2 [H, W=
FAEAN [ I [R) A0 B SR AR, B R I R — Bk

AHIFTE B — AN BB R s A AR R BT A E DR, X — ik Rk e T A S
PEA 22, SERE LS SR D PR A B BEEHIRAT . WA, ERAETEZ A M INE D EREAR T
W, FEARBRA—EMAREREMZ RN, (H2, RUFTMBIEAEAR FER B IR T E R4, HACRMEM
WIEVEA R, WAL RTEHE) 23 ST . ARG TR R ACEHLIX SRR AR (0 81 <7 )L . Rk
Bt RFA)N, FTReS A BT AR FT 0T 75 4> 6 Bl 9 AT BE O . B8 2 2 IRIEURE, JEE T
SCARI AR T, DASG SR ES R AT 7.

AW RE T RER AR BIRT N, T2 T RER AR MEH B E P AA ez 5,
SEAN B T 3 R SRR AR 2 A ORI IR % T I N AE ST B (Zhang et al., 2017). fRT, SCRIER DAL
K Py (1 M RIS rTE sk, FLBER 7 GEE M 5 35X MRR) W SRR R BUCEAN, X D FE 14
e BRSTVE R R AR R . DRI, SRR ST AT DA SR AN TG, 3@ A BEXUTT B 3T
1R, #—PFEE SRR BGENA LT

ZEERTIR, ORI EEEER B RUFIE ERE, Al PPl B BRI IR 1T NI 2L
TH. BERNIFRAMCAREAFO M TR RIE, WAKEHER TS THse gt 7 A ME
IPFAL B

A TAAFAE— € R BRPE . FERFEIRUE DT, H AT E ZAO8 T 16 A BE 3R )7 A& 3K (s-EMBU-C)
IRER AT, bR RIE BN — . N 7 B A PPl E R A R, SRR FT AT LA J7 T ¥ g 2805
WEHE: —RIIANEELRE XNEDERELE, WEUEEE, P ESSTFIRES, BRI
TR DL 5T R I TRINAE, 9 ShR RERAE . R R 2 IR (BRI, 2
Uity V) B 2 W g v (WA T SR S AEFRTRAR),  SEPUN R 1A XGRS 2 4E VA .
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