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Abstract

Against the macro background of rapid urbanization and sustained population mobility in China,
the spatial separation between parents and children or frequent migration exposes two groups of
“children affected by population mobility”—left-behind children and migrant children—to system-
atic risks such as fragile social support networks, vague social identity, and reduced quality of emo-
tional connection, and the construction of their sense of life meaning is also threatened. This study
adopted the Inventory of Parent and Peer Attachment-Revised (IPPA-R), the Sense of Life Meaning
Scale, and the Emotional Regulation Self-Efficacy Scale to conduct a questionnaire survey on 446
children affected by population mobility in grades 5 to 8 from two primary and secondary schools
in Wuhan. The results showed that: adolescents’ peer attachment positively predicted their sense
of life meaning (t = 0.353, p < 0.001) and also positively predicted their emotional regulation self-
efficacy (t = 0.522, p < 0.001); emotional regulation self-efficacy played a partial mediating role in
the influence of adolescents’ peer attachment on their sense of life meaning. Conclusion: The peer
attachment of children affected by population mobility can not only directly affect the development
of their sense of life meaning, but also indirectly promote the positive development of their sense
of life meaning by enhancing their emotional regulation self-efficacy.
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1. 5|8

Bl & TR E AL R R R, S TN MK, RIS, 3R 2 —uiRmIm kIR T “ Bk
17 RSB “IHZA07 BIFEERILEES], 2018; XIFEE, 2023), 2 - SRS A AT S it st 1 B
LE SN LEW R ER, SRR “Z NOVahsgm JLE” (5% 0t, 2007; PL4d, 2019). HRE €2020
S EJLEN PR E L S5 5E) I, BT LReEEANDEEHEE, 2020 FrpEFLE 1.38 12 0~17
JA% LEEEZBNORBIEW. OF 20 RN IFIESL 7 “ANOmsh” X @sF)LE. Rah)LERO
B A IE N e AR R, R I R LR K R R AT RE AT AR LB (R R A, 2020),
{HiE, HREFFRUESE, WEL IR HEZES . OB, SRR & N %, WXHLESORE
AT . B (YR s e, BRI, 2025), ABRORRE IR, 2024), HRIMBURGRLE 5,
PR, 2021) AR AR f i SRS R (205255, 2023).

Frankl #£ Man’s searching for meaning — 5 i 42t “ B S 2E iy & (self-transcendence)” - Steger
FEB 5 (I 78 Aok A i B SUBGE SO ATTER R B RS . AT HEEARR, DEATAAAC
HEZ KRR EIRA AT B GRS L HAEEE, 2017). BHRFFAESE, 52 A SIS0 ) L3 0 B R 75 U8
TR L& sm 7 I)LES S B AR 20 i m =4 “ G AR AR A (T —#E,
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AESR, 2017 P45, 2022); AMIIEE G AL Jr= A A R SR IR R B 0 55 1 A= i B AR B8 (652
&, 20235 pEAEE, 20165 Stillmanetal., 2009); HAEMAIUEEREREE . ZIH. F%H RS
FERAMR A i 2 SR R LR AR R TR 55, 2020).

DI R ST LB RIBEFUR B, 2620 155 0 1% 150 30 38 PRI 7 L sl A g v 1) 559 23 7 o B (R ik
fik, 2010). B 57 JLEE A FMEE S BE S 4R 22 5 00 1 TRk Ao 388 5 A 7S 5 SR 3R G0 3% 1) () P B AR (I 1 S5 2% 1) 1)
PR EERI(JE SF 555, 2021)0 AR R T DA 2 MR I FE I S B R 2 (Bl e e 2, 2011), A
WETER I, % I [E A A R 8 S5 35 1 1) 00N B <7 LB () P R IE N, FRAE A e 107 5 22 R B 2 [R] R
s ER], B s LEE ) O B R B A B R N RIEEE A S iE 4L 21550 sy, B ~F )L
R0 BRIE SR GRS 5, 2018)0 AL, BB B L I N B g B0 B T R I “ A% 3h 7 .
B E K BE R m R fE R 40, JLE S RS AL AR R 3 R IR A K . B [FIE BBl pfh B b
Tt, L M TERE B2l A 3R I 15 B T SRR I 1 R AR K B (CESERE, skSORr, 2007; SR H
2022)0 AW FTIUE S [F) AR B AT B 5 0 A4 U5 R ] (Collins, 2006), 17 YA PR 75 0 2 7 5 e Mk i X
BN FEE, 20015 Park, 2010)%2 4 BUAKARMARTE N BRif S st g MR R, 407 i AR S 1 458 PR 1) =
BITINFIZE S, A H R R Z AR B RAR, BRI S SUBE R X R o« AR, bl 2B AN F Jig Y
M N EE, K RIET B SRR, SR RS IR ENZ R, 3 A 55 AR
J&(Collins, 2006). SLUERFFTR A, [RIAEAKARSE AL IF m) P00 A iy B UKL 75 2, 7RG, 2020), BlZzzaR
MRS (1 2 i T UKt TR BRI P JE RUAR A AMA . 25 BT, ABFFR AR 1. [N A
T [ P A= o 7 SR

WAL, AR R BAR FNSUERT T b, B F0E AT Ik i B AN J 284 98 A A i 1) T {of FH 30540
1 S M (John & Gross, 2004), 111 22 4RI AMA N 23 B 2 F I\ 50 B F 5 (Mikulincer & Florian, 1998).
35 L) SR S PR A5 FH 2 A AN A A B 1) B 22 1) 7k A B/ PR TR M IR, DA R L VT SRS 1 A5 FH DU T 4 A
(Gross & John, 2003). AHIHFTER B, TH A1 26 U 15 WK 1 S 5200 FH 2= gk — 22 Il 55 M40 B B3 19 26 5 e
FIRIVEAL, RIS 46 11T B FRAR AR, £ I 55 A0T o SR A o mT e P Yo 50 18 ] R o Js) A A e b SR 15
BE o, BEmAARR) B3R EE S B IRMMERZ B T K4, 2022). SHIERFFURIL, 2RISR
15 48 T B RALRR IR K 5 T e R AP S AR A ANMA, R RIMEAR A RE S 3 & i A R S 48R B
HARLRERE, WO A E MM ECEINGSE, 20165 20N, 2023).

A FEA A IR -

Figure 1. Research hypotheses framework

B 1. R BRIRAEZR

5451 H AL AE I (Regulatory Emotional Self-Efficacy, RSES)H = #4E &5 #A RN K, tEZ R A&
AR BT DATE BN RTVPA: 24T A X 1 56 B2 PR PR AL (Bandura & Locke, 2003). AMACIHE i 1 775 X PR35 1
PN EIN T84S, IS AR P FE O B B VR A4 fr B SRR I UE, 2021). ZTUFREE, SiE%H
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B HA R D 2675 A S B R DL S R i RO L, REAT SRR AR S . HATS &5 Sk
THE8 B, G5ET H 5 58 S E R AURPEOY, B3R TN fin 3 U (Thartori et al., 20215 {742 %,
2025). HET Ul AR AR 2 [FRRARAR L 15 4 R 1T B FRARR R A iy B SUR =3 2 [A) 3 IE ARG
fRE 3. 1 AT B AR [ AR A 5 A i SURRA S Aol AR o o SR I i 1 e
o

2. fARGE
2.1. ARFR

KRR AR, R T 2 454 86 Aoz 50 Hh X 3 /N2 5~6 SR 2EA: . Rt 7~8 E g
AT RS, LR 602 MrE NG, fFE S NS ARG R 5 446 £y, Hrh B4
231 N(51.8%), %4 215 N(48.2%): /N3 197 N(44.2%), #IH 249 N(55.8%)-

22. fiRIAE

2.2.1. FARTEER

R A BES [FAEARR E R (IPPA-R) ¥ [F) A4 25 73 83 . IPPA-R 1] 45 FH Armsden and Greenberg (1987)
FRAE AR L (Bowlby) gl 17 8, HIKIDEL 201 DA T, Hp KRR &R 24 NH, @
B EAEEE . R E A E A R = AR . ERORH 5 Stk Hoh 1R “RmaeAsmE T, s
CSEAEME”, FEEAE YR EAS SR S T R AT [F AR B A ARG, AR
BRI AHE T [E AR KR Cronbach’s o /%1 0.915, B FEHKE /> BREE R

2.2.2. £HBXBEER(C-MLQ)

KA HEE2EH Steger Fafhl], FRIEZE £35902013)BHTA LA 194 i & U SUBT B3R (C-
MLQ). %EFROIEE B VR RE UK ERE, 3L 10 M H, Hhmg4EEs s MEE, KA
7 Ry, “STERATET R 1, ARG R T o, AR R R e R R AR i B UK R
e AW HIZE LN Cronbach’s a RECH 0.804, i A fim L UK E R AF B R 4F.

2.2.3. B4R BB HEBER(SRESE-17)

KA H Caprara et al. (2008)4w ], T K555 (2013) BT 1I1E 4 1T H R AR IR & K (SRESE-17),
BITRRERIL 17 DNH, 9 NRIERE % H KRR POS) R BN A i 28 B KA BE X (NEG) > —
GroE. Hop, RIEBLNE % H TRGEEPOS) LG RIAIR M1 % 2 ie AR 1L H S5 48 AR
EHTHAE % F PR AR (NEG) G : B ERBUR M1 45 me . B B NI T 48 ARG A BV I 1 2
Reeik. KA S by, “BAEATE” W14, “EEMNET LS, BolEREEE R EE
TEEME. AR R EEN Cronbach’s a RECN 0911, HHIZEFENERE .

2.2.4. BIEALE
Bk s, R SPSS 25.0 BAFHEAT Gttt b, WIESKFEIUNEMER R MR TEgeh. BRI AR
i, AR RN B -

3. 858
3.1. EEFERERE
R Herman FRRIZAGLS, XA FEE ST IR w2 R 56 (Fl vt earse, 2004), STEEITE

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.162091 317 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.162091

R 5

T H AT B i R, RMEERT 1 TR 9 A, T H AR TR S AT 27.965% (i
T 40% ) FEARAEAE) BT LAAHT FE AL R ik 2= A ™

32. BREBEAOFEE LHERKE

KSR t K38 5 1R X R AR R AR A 1545 TR 1 B FRARE B A A B U =N R AR
FERHONFE VI BRI ZE R TR .
3.2.1. EHERE, ARV ERYER. £EHENREMI LHNER
KRR AR RS . AT B AR BN AL fy B BRI LT = b, SR wm%E
1 Fizse
Table 1. Differences in gender across various variables (M + SD)
Fz1. HHIESTELHNERM=SD)
PB(n=231) Z(n=215) t P
[EIRE N 85.10 + 17.135 83.96 + 14.691 0.757 0.450
R E & A 61.52 +12.970 58.01 +11.721 3.002%* 0.003
AR 51.65 +11.293 50.20 + 10.351 1.414 0.158

FE: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001.

M 1 SRR PEARTEAR 2T B A BAF AR R E VR 225, BRI 4501 B B e
o T s AR A fr S SR AN L AR B 22 R . WSS B RARE R
Ve ZE AT B YR I ZE R, 45 R 2 PR,

Table 2. Differences in dimensions of emotional regulation self-efficacy by gender (M + SD)

F 2. MAERERETBRMRER S YR LHER M+ SD)

e A RHIEE & Gt F(n=231) “(n=215) t p

FAB IR DG (175 48 LB Ik 11.45 +2.869 11.59 +2.411 -0.525 0.600
ik B F 4 e K 12.52 £2.383 12.10 +£2.529 1.814 0.070

A TR R 17 B R R IR 13.43 +3.999 12.17 £3.929 3.356%%% <0.001

B VH AR (11 4 AR I 13.82 +3.847 12.67 +3.618 3.208%%% <0.001

B HL P/ 25 1 17 4 R IR 10.30 +3.152 9.48 +2.906 2.833%% 0.005

RIEFNNE % B FRALAEB(POS) 23.97 +4.787 23.68 +4.305 0.674 0.501
G 4 B IRBRE R (NEG) 37.55 +9.869 34.33 £ 9.440 3.516%** <0.001

H: *p<0.05, *p<0.01, ***p<0.001,

B 2

ARG B R B T A, B
FEIERAN NG 25 F BORRE R S L TR AN EZ |, MR R AR .

F IV 22 5

AT R, H—

3.2.2. EfHET. BERTERMER. EHBRUBEFR(NE. 1) LHER
X AR AT A R) A4 RS L 175 R T 1 R AR BN A iy i SURRIAS 70 B AT AE RO/ BT ) 22 5 U

gERnK 3 s

GURTIRL, FEARHAEE B 45 B BB AP B2V 25, BRRIUN, F4E
P UL T =N R
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Table 3. Differences in various variables across grade levels (M = SD)

=3 ERONF P ESTELHNERM+SD)

NG (n = 197) FR224 (n = 249) t p
[ A 7 87.99 + 15.783 81.84 + 15.666 4,103%%* <0.001
1548 B R AR 64.58 +12.716 56.07 + 10.963 7.454%%% <0.001
A ity i SR 51.61 +12.054 50.42 +9.809 1.125 0.261

TE: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001.

HI0C 3 G R AT RN, FEATERAE [F) PR RIS 26055 B BOUREREI AR LRIV B EFEHER . 5~6
FHNEERNFRER D B ST 7~8 FERIP A, DAENREE R B RAmREE s TP A,
A i B B2 RS . P LU R 1B 25T B BORRE RS AR R B (N Y
) ERIZESR, SRR 4 A4S Fos.

Table 4. Differences in dimensions of peer attachment by grade level (M = SD)

F 4. FRERMKTEHE LHERM £ SD)

N (n=197) HH 224 (n = 249) t p
[EEERapii] 29.28 £7.052 26.10 £ 6.825 4.8]5%%* <0.001
A FEAE A 35.64 + 6.849 3431+7.157 1.993%* 0.047
I B it 23.07 + 4.469 21.43 +4.360 3.902%%% <0.001

FE: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001.

Table 5. Differences in emotional regulation self-efficacy across grade levels (M + SD)

F 5. FREBRERTVBERMERSYUEE LHER M+ SD)

N (n = 197) H 2220 (n = 249) t p

FIE PR IS 25 R RE I 12.19 +2.497 10.99 +2.663 4.856%** <0.001
FIk B SNG4 BRI 12.84 +2.326 11.90 +2.489 4.090%%* <0.001
A SRR (R 17 8 A B I 14.00 +4.113 11.89 +3.677 5.642%%% <0.001
B H A v (R 17 8 R R K 14.48 +3.823 1231 £3.458 6.227%** <0.001
R PP/ 25 i B 15 28 2 e I 11.07 £2.969 8.99 £2.813 7.558%%* <0.001
FARRARNE 2 H TRARE K 25.03+4.295 22.89 +4.546 5.065%** <0.001
TR ARG 4 B IR ARE 39.55 +10.072 33.18 + 8.587 7.070%%* <0.001

FE: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001.

3.3. BAREMAXR SR P A BN

FEATEAR R A . 1 45T B BOR eSS A i BOSURIIAR R BN L 6 o, =AM Z R
P25 BRI, BRI 2 A5 2RI

K Bootstrap X 15 24 1 1 FAAERREAT A ROSAS 3, S5 R 7 B e FEASHEAR K [F) AR
A i S SO LS MR 0.240, JLrf, [R5 A A 5 SRR A ELER OB 0.064, 5 00
EE] 26.7%;  [A) PR A o A7 2 1 1 FRAS R IRon A= i 5 SR AL RS i R Il OSAf THEDR 0.176 HLAE
95%ELfF X [ AL 0, 28T B BRI RN B35, BT FUEBe 3 210, RN b B AR
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Eef 73.3%, WL 2.

Table 6. Results of correlation analysis between variables (r)

= 6. TEEMEXSIEER(O)

Ap [ERE AT B BRARE I A iy B SR
EIRER N 1
e R & A 0.522%%* 1
A iy e S 0.353** 0.551%* 1

E: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001.

Table 7. Test and analysis of the mediating effect of peer attachment on the sense of life meaning

= 7. RS E B RBP4

ezt RS SE 95%CI LR 95%CI TR BB o £
BSY i 0.240%%* 0.031 0.301 0.180
B 0.064* 0.031 0.126 0.003 26.7%
(B2 4 0.176 0.023 0.224 0.133 73.3%

TE: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001.

W
TR ALRE
0.381%* 0.462%*
0.064*
R s | UK

E: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001.

Figure 2. Mediating effect model
2. A HNRE

4. FH5VHS
4.1. RSt

WG R, FEABARFRE =N EE S, REEESRAEEEEsEESTRERS, 2
W “EE T, S, RS B R IR G54, 3R B RE A BHARAE [F) £ 56 &R TP 4E 357 55 = 7K T 1 15
RBREE R B, XS5 EZQ2DHIM RS R—8, ERTFoEdME TSRk Kanr, §
D EEANRE I SR AL R AR R TR AN R B R RIS TS R AL . RS I B KT 4EE 1S o ¥R T Rk
KANENFBEINRE AT AN FE B S BB X, AT U R ST TR AL “ DL R A0 1 SLEKE .

4.2. FHERESERENR

AT R TR, FAEUASR S 28R B BRRE AN A iy i SURCZ R PP 25 IEAH R . RAFHY
[ PR A AN AR T B /KT O 4 1 1 SRR IR A i = SRR, X 5 DME BT 745 RAR R (Liu et al.,
20215 FB5E, 2020), KW R R AR B AMA SRR B TE 2 1 R SO, R D,
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AR R AR IR 5 SR P06 A2 P T B O B R R 28 S0 B L ) s (R4 IDE 0, 2009) 0 AMAIE 5 A BRI A ST
156 ZR IR 212 25 R0 L B OG AR R B v SE AR BRI A AN UK (Stillman et al., 2009) o AR 88 B2 IEZAS A FUR JE L,
HOEMERA T ERIZEN B, R B8 KA AR B I E A S8k @i 5 F -5t
SO A, A4S DL I B RO AR AL S O B A 2 S B RS TTTE R B Bl a2
AR ORI ORTER, XA R R ARy B OURPI R iR A T EE SR, X T E D
kYL, FfERMERELEFEE LR —, REDEHERER, Z2RAEESHSMERFRE. R
SR E EORIE, AN AR SO K A KR (Mota & Mators, 2013).  BA KIF R KRS R A
A5 [EIAE R AR Ab 5 5 T i DI IIR 4, ARATT AT UM [E) A 56 3R T 3145 B0 2 1 AN AL 22 SCRF, AT AL
W, w5 HBRTE R, XA BT AT i MO SRR i Ay UK P 2, kGBS, 2020). H
AT, RSB M B R, SR R R PR SR 2 0 R, IR R A SRR 52 K,
TEZ W FMERR R R, HemE D ER A e URAEH — eI E L.

4.3. FEBETHERBEROFNER

AT FC NG 25T B BRI AL H A, B hR T R AR i ORI s AL . TRy
BONE oA B, TR AR B 1 rT DA B st i A iy 5 SRR, e mT DU B 461 1 B FR AL B AR X
JE B R A (R T S A G S D AR A AR T FREE IR, kT R R A A AR A SUBOK T
X5 DMER SRR 45 V& (Liu et al., 2021; F5560E, 2022). 1EZE T B IRABEBAE N —F N NEIE,
AT DA 8 B R 1) A o SRR [RTI AR S2 B[R AR AR s e (FH 27 05, 2012)0 —J5 T, e 0 B R AEAK
AN B 22 A RS, SEMA) T R 3 TSR H 42 ok B R RO R AN AL 2 508, b A o & B
15 IR TEAMATS 4537 B R A BE R (Mota et al., 2024), HIRAMARE HIRE BEEK, A TRIAMEN 4 dr
BN 2802, 2025); 5 —J5 T, KPS 4T B BRI MARTE N PR o L4 5 m s 4
EHAF 0, BERHRIUE 2 15 25 0 5 s I AR 4, BRIR RIS 55 F I JC B ARG, 4ERE 10 2B f
RS E BT RIE, 2020). BFFREE SRR, H /DA F AR A ¢ R 5 & A0 5 1 45 e i 3
B, BEINHS S NEOE BRI R R, DR A dr B OO E KR .

5. FRERE

AHFFAFH LR R R AR A R BT 32 N D S slsomia i) LE i A i OO, I8 R
e e 0 AR £ R PR R JOR [A) H fE  A y  SURRAR JE o ARSRAIE TE 16 ACHIE 7 R BRI AL 7 56«
KRB ERIIE A & H R R G AR e, 45 TUERE FORSZ AR RS B KRR A SR TR
Rk, PINEZ NOERER, LR PR R 22 7 b 15 28711 1 BORRE IR e i R 42 S LA,
ERMPEBR AL R R (i S2 N D shRem ) L A fr 5 UK R AR R R SO SRR

EHEWH

WAL SR PR R E BF R H (O H %5 20253013).

S E 3wk

B R R(2009). A4 B RN F RGN, AL, R PIrG R

FRochl, sk, 250, MR, Wi, mIERR2018). M AR EFERIERM MR R R ERH & F 92
St DBEEIRF, 38(5), 464-468

MRz e, BRITH(2025). 2R SO AT B ~F ) L2 0 B B (A S ——JE TR Il i A RN TE. BAEAR, (1),
63-75.
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TG, B, FE5R, I, TkoKE(2022). S ILHERE A B 2 A4 B0 HE (e REA A R A R0 BT L AR IR
HIFEIALE] . O PEZERHr 42(1), 46-52.

HE, E5H, T, ZEP02023). BT L 300 A iy ORISR OB B AR BE ) e Qb A1
H. ZHI#E 7R, 33(6), 30-35.

5 (2020). BEHLEREE JERET S, i a XIS F . WA, KR ks,

R, EAEAE, FEEAE, kI, 25K(2020). IiEh)LE B A S 0BE RS R IO, OFFER 52(11), 1313-

1326.
TR IR (2025). B SCFFIRENS N IHIEEHT FEM: 155 0 15 F AL EEAT P (E R T, W22 iR 3L, -
JRAR K

TR, B, FRA2022). KGRI, O E R E AR, 30(1), T1-84.
PEERE, XIE I, JrRE X (2011). FHAFELEE, FMEK S @ NN R R, OHRESHE, 27(2), 174-180.

BEgl, Jik2018). FUOIFRMEEHE: W T ILE SR LB OISR, BN ZFEFIR(FH FHR), 38(10), 22-
26.

R (2007). Z DS LEREE: BUREXER. 5 (2), 39-41.

A0, BRPE, IV, B0, FAERN(2023). REFAME BTSSR B IRARIR I [F AR AR,
LR BRI, 45(5), 102-105.

NG, FMRE, Mk, EEE, SEMN, BIERQ0L6). F R KA HIAR R AR A & S A E S A
YEF. PRI 39(5), 1116-1122.

XIFEE(2021). A BFZFR I AN K2 A A Ay B SUBRHI I —— 2 T 15 25 5 S0 B0 RN SS9, 270 2 B 7R,
36(6), 86-90.

XIBE, RIS, AHFT(2023). “FF 77 5iish” ) LR Ml BE R B A RU0E SRms ——3 T 0 241 o8 e 0 B ) 18 9 1 AT
5. HICHE, (Z1), 97-104.

L2, skEAR2020). =P AR FRS A B SUR P8 R [FAERCR TR TR SR IR e, 0L RS H B,
36(2), 168-174.

FHSH, HREEQ017). B ML B 5 A4 dr i U S EMEAR KR R, PEGHAOPEF 545, 25(5), 923-927.
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