Advances in Psychology ‘(0>BEZEHERE, 2025, 15(12), 273-282 Hans Xt
Published Online December 2025 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.1512652

HRIRREREZST AN PERERITH
H&m: BENRTMER

Siay

LTI RO R, 10T K&

ks H . 20254FE11H15H; A HEM: 20254F1235H; KA H: 20254E12H 16 H

HE

TR BIR R B R RS ERT A AR AT AR, ARTSUR ARG BRI R,
BT RZZEEH N FEBFR T AEBROBRERESER, ERBITKRESITAER. ZHROkHmE
i E B R RN G T @ 300450 HART HEHEE, FRINGSRINT: WHRE4AEmEEKFH
MHEREE, BEKZER, BEAFESATANERZEREE, VP —ERHL _FRN=FHEER,
PIFEEBREREREEFR TN BRONFRSATAZARHREEEZIEMX. SFRWT: FRERE
X EHF AN TRESATANERHERE RN RE: —REZMW, “REdH M EEHEYMN.

XK ia
g, BRERMEXEZFRTN, FEATH, B8, PMEM

Affective Warm Family Rearing Style on
Prosocial Behavior of Junior Middle School
Students: The Mediation Effect of
Self-Esteem

Fengyan Shi

College of Psychology, Liaoning Normal University, Dalian Liaoning

Received: November 15, 2025; accepted: December 5, 2025; published: December 16, 2025

Abstract

Effects of affective warm family rearing style on professional social behavior in junior middle school
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students, this study used the overall administration and whole group sampling method to select the
emotional warm subscale of the Family Parenting Style Scale compiled by Gong Yihua, the Adoles-
cent Pro-Social Tendency Scale revised by Kou Yu, and the Self-Esteem Scale compiled by Rosenberg
to conduct a questionnaire survey on 300 junior high school students in an ordinary junior high
school in Linyi City, and the results obtained were .The results were as follows: There was a differ-
ence in self-esteem among junior high school students, with boys being larger than girls. In the first
year of junior high school, there was a significant difference in self-esteem and prosocial behavior
than in grade 2 and 3 years. There was a significant positive correlation between the childrearing
style, the self-esteem and the social behavior of parents. The conclusions are as follows: there are
two ways for affective warm family rearing style to affect prosocial behavior: direct influence and
intermediary influence through self-esteem.
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Figure 1. Mediation effect hypothesis model
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Table 1. Sample composition table
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Table 2. Analysis of gender differences in key variables
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Table 3. Analysis of grade differences in key variables
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Table 4. Correlation analysis results
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3 AT N 95.949 + 16.434 0.302* 0.320™ 1

e *RRBEEKTF<0.05, #FRBEEKF<0.01.

5.5. RN IRLE

FRGEREFY, HREEEMFKEATE TR AEAEESTARRECES. ikl Py
BEAT N IBGR R T SR B R 7 A 24T N 22 TR A 2808

AW TR PROCESS 2746 56 [ 2575 175 kI R ) 5% B2 7 7 SRR AE 2 AT N Z IR I AR A R o [
IH5 A 8 B 5 frow, I IR IR A K RE 7R 7 NRR IR #E 3R 4L 2217 9(B = 0.303, P < 0.001); 1 /8% I 7Y
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Table 5. Regression analysis results
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Table 6. Mediation effects results
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Figure 2. Mediation effect relationship model
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