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Abstract

Filial behavior, as a key form of social behavior manifested in parent-child interactions, is of sig-
nificant research importance in the context of changing family structures and population aging. This
study aimed to examine the relationship between parenting styles and filial behavior among high
school students, as well as the mediating role of dual filial piety beliefs. A total of 700 high school
students were surveyed using the short-form Egna Minnen Betriffande Uppfostran (s-EMBU-C), the
Dual Filial Piety Scale (DFPS), and the Filial Behavior Scale (FBS). Correlation analyses and medi-
ation analyses were conducted using SPSS 27.0. The results indicated that: (1) Controlling parenting
style was positively associated with authoritarian filial piety and negatively associated with filial
behavior; (2) Warm parenting style was positively associated with both reciprocal filial piety and
filial behavior; (3) Authoritarian filial piety partially mediated the relationship between controlling
parenting style and filial behavior, whereas reciprocal filial piety partially mediated the relation-
ship between warm parenting style and filial behavior. These findings suggest that parenting styles
not only exert direct effects on adolescents’ filial behavior but also influence it indirectly through
shaping filial piety beliefs, revealing a pathway from parenting styles to filial cognition and subse-
quently to behavioral outcomes.
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1. 3]

FIEAF NP RIREE LG TNE, HAOET 72O BB, 5% 5k, i HAIE
FH. FR FEREGFTEZANTTHEE, WAR, 2019; HL554, 2016). gttt FEWPM
NUERFBER R GH SRR F R B ZAE G, 5K308, 2005). B2 KR S FKES AT, FIHEAY
HU— MU B, BIBE AN MA LR e SR T AR SRR RN EELHAE. B
AWETERY], FEA BT et 5 i 01 2 18] (5 IR AS , W RERS E 5 SR AR BAT AR L TR
FIEF AN RRB OB, MR KR RS 2% 718 54k 2 A R oz i A e i 4
ROOLRE, ERK 2009). B, REEHE, JCHRREESRTT A, EMEAEEN S 5B T AR
AR BT EEARH AR N FE RS HISMER DL, FETEAT AT EARBL T 5 226 T HA O SCRER MR
S5 TUEAHE R BRI (T 4, 2023).

BEA WL O EEIR D 7 BT AR R, KIS E D ER LRI, OBERN . E
AR LS AR R R PRSI E VIR R . HRITRIERY], FIERA — & AP, BIACE
HA7 977 30 IME S A BB &l R A A RE R T L M2 E & S AT AR R, s
B2, 2013; ARHERSAE, 2020). fERX—idfEH, FEWSWRAIFEZEF LI DM KEETRT N
AMAT R BN T2 BT, B REIE N WS T AW R T I IR IR AN R E S B A, 2t
BRI BARAT ORI
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TEMZ FRER R, SRR 7 BN AR R % O 2 — . BRI & TR Bt
TS AN AR AT R I (AR O RS AT A 1R IA K BB A (Darling & Steinberg, 1993; 2=
YRR, 2023). BEFERM, QREEFET A MAMAIAT MR E, MIRZIRmILEL T, APRKR
FME L B i, 2017)0 TEHRE SO SR, SCREER 7 20 kI 4 i IR RE « 6 48R0 3 FE Oy
SEYERE (IS, 2010 oA, 1B IEGRIE E BB SRR F LI 000 CRE. SRRAIERAN; SRR
NAE, TE . MOVPEUE BT R o R R BN F Lo AT NI BT BRI 75

TR IS, LS ERY BATEIMERIE R G AR, (H &5 EARILH R 7R R
RBEXS T4 F F MR IR . LR HERES S BSOS T L S IR g, T B AR &
M E T AR T L E ERE. SEHELEIfE LA R DU TR A B S sk
MR, FFoRME TR AT BTl . KRk, BTtk BoR A E R A, AW SOk 4 5
FEARA e E R MG v B R 77 3, F USRS BEAE 5 1 HL B s i K P sl . PR sl A
A . FEWHE, XS ARG L S Y e %R, R sRIE R E
PER SRR 00 &0 27 T B A — 58 3L RO ERHL .

MAL 25 I3k G, MATE KIS R 2B WS 5405 R Ak S BERAT AR R T i B & 1A
EAEFAT IR . EFREEEE T, SRR SRR AT ARG S 7 SRR A m 1 5 7R R
MFRAR . IRBE. SCREPEMIZR 7 U AT REAE T R I BSR PR RPN R 5 B A, MM TE R T 1 I Ik
SER TR MR, ROl B AR 0 B T N AT RR AT B 2 IR LSS BB (1 £
HARSETRR. Bk, SCRFE IR A AT ARG R e AR S 08 5 B AT A M BT R A &

MER LSRG, 2B IR — 4. OB RUCZIE IR, W FIE R4 N B2 5,
PEZIE P ANYESE . TV 220 R R 7 R T el TR [l R AR A LSRRI Y ) 2238 54T AL
R 2 T D 5 1 7 %ot AR P R S5 5% B A CE R (038 I DA B %o 5% BE B AT PR JB AT (45 3 55, 2016)6
WFFCRI, X PR S TE RO A A BT, 12 AT U7 I 3L R R AMARAT (e iE, #
EAX, 2009). —MiMiE, HEM2EIE A R TR ISR A 2 AT ARG B CREAT N, MBUg M2
W) B 22 AR R AR M 2 SR AN A 8 S BER (B ], RS, 2016).

BE—0kE, BRI RS BOTZE S (B ] BEAATE 22 A R . 1 BRI B 37 7 e e
T PR F K IS SRR FSE T2 AR, A B TR T OB DU L S ANIE B 4R A% 0 1) |
HMZIEN . BT, #Hl BB 7 U R A RS AT LRI 72 R MERBR S, AT REfd
TR BB T MM SEFIRIE 45 10 A B ARSE TOR R, TSR AU M B W (4= W, PR RS,
2013)0 [AIMF, AQBE[IE KSR BE 05 50 7 Lo R I AR SG, JF IRt HL R B T 15 IR 45 1 2218 47 (4 il
S5, 2011); B A Bl A ] i s Oy NPT R S5 5% 1 2 S K R, 2208 AT v BE 2 R I NAME
MTLER R STEEAT, AR EE IR (A, 2021). Bka] W, QR 7 X AT fgidid i m 1
LHIROCZEIEM R, B 22817 AR I

RECHM RN AR TR FEWSSFETAZBMLR, BIGFE R
JREOHIIRS, T2%, 20155 RAERLAE, 2022). 56, BAMRZ URENSEZEN RIS, Sif
AR IGEMN AL . mP ARG T AREIRERE. M ERE RS TR RN R BN B, H2iE
AR ZETE AT N W] e B AR F T R AR S R, CEIRBRDHHEE T REE 5%
EME FENE ST NIRRT REBER I A 8 i XUt 2 18 WA 5 A 221847 N )
VERINLEL, AT Z 808 R SIERR . K, Tl s oy SO0 84T R M, BUE Ot 747
FE—sE . —J7 M, Fa4a. b P Rar a5 il L s 7 X nT R 1 5520 15 IR A AT A4 1 1 AR,
AT T84T ARG 55— J51H, EHRE SO 5T, SRR F G A T e gl 5 /D AR EL R
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SRR FRBE T AT AN 0SS5 3R 4y, b s Ak FA g M 22 18
TR Bk, I8 EER T A0 AT AT R B, &
SO, ATV R — A

BTG, ARRFFLCLE AT TN R, B SEBEEER T A FEAT IR, R RS T
ZIEM AR PR AER . BRI S, AW 0O BIRRE B #EE 77 30 75 e il B S22 (e it
AR EAT R, DA SR B R 0y 2R 1 AR @ BB M 22 R e AR S TE AT . T8I R AT
AW F B IEE— DR FEE IR 7 S D AR FEAT A LB, HoNE P AE R E R E Sk g
PMEWHE IR — E IR S % . T LR, AR ERTTOS S, WE “RRt
TR - BUGETEN S - ZTEIT N PP ERL, BRI ACREZEE 7 300t s p AR 28 AT A (2 i 45 A
HAENHIE 1. & 2).

HAARBEaT:

H1: SRR 7 A BE G B2 T i 2B 2208475

H2: SRR 5 AR B2 TR0 v b AR XOC 3 W

H3: XUGHIE & AE0E 3% TN b AR 22184745

H4: NG EMSIES BT 7 NG AT Nz R A e .

Mz, Il el SR EAT (et =8
e E B B A W A 7 AR ] 4

B FiE
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i ESCERw]

Figure 1. The hypothesized model 1
1. FREARIZIREY 1
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Figure 2. The hypothesized model 2
[l 2. TEARIZEE 2

2. MR
2.1. #ik

AHIF R B AL B, R B 5730, WL IE LT & A AR i 58 756 29k, 1
a3 =mAd. WilaEREE, T el Eaa, KPRy g s i Eead &, Z8F
ISR, DIER IR 56 1y, mAHBAEAR 700 4y, BREN 92.59%.
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22. IRI R

SRR T AT ECR R 4245 N 201037 i fET A BF 37 5 Al 4 (s-EMBU-C), 3% 21 IM4&H .
MRIEAH BT, WA AR LR 5 0 FE R B AL FE A I sl B a7 3, 51 B R A 2855 07 2
2ANERE . ARwtge, AR T S TR R HFE 7 UK Cronbach’s o R 0437114 0.980 1 0.908, &
TR — B R E08 0910,

UG 238 W8 [ R F 25 8 BB AT I XUOG 2238 i) 45(DFPS), 3t 16 NcH, B BB SR8
F38 2 MEFERI R, H. Cronbach’s oo 2% %14 0.922 11 0.929,

AT IR ) B ZAE 1T 228 4T N R (FBS), 3£ 52 NMEH, HESERE. MCElissE.
FEFRE NI OE RS 4 NI A, 1ZE R Cronbach’s a REN 0.882.

2.3. HIELE

i H] SPSS 27.0 BA WL B 3] 10 B 3k 47 AL B AN 4347
3. R
3.1. £EGERERE

N BRI R 75 92 22 OS2, AT FAE ) 46t D A v R A P A4 35 S5 R 3 TR, B o5 S ik
B SR TRHEART T, A4k 2 R ORS8RI T R 2 Wb BE SR Harman 5208 Z A 507
PR ILRTT B m ZE AT R (A i, earsg, 2004). SRR, FHERCRT 1 BT IR 16 4N, 5
— AT IR AR N 23.83%, AR T 40% 11 S bx i R B AT LR AR B IR R DA R 2

3.2. RS SRS

SR ERLE 1), HBAREEFE T G FET N E R E ARG =-0.521,p<0.01), 5HEHEZE
8 2 E UK (r = —0.455, p < 0.01), SAURMEFIE 252 MK = 0.429, p < 0.01). iR REH IR
T RS FEAT R EZE EAK(r=0.549,p<0.01), 5HEMZEREEEIEHAXFE=0393,p<0.01), 5
JE 2 R A (r = —0.373, p < 0.01). BEAh, FEMZE 53FET AN R R E EMHRE =0.601, p <
0.01), BUBMEZ1E 51817 8 2 53 fiUAH (- = —0.685, p < 0.01).

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis of study variables (N = 700)

# 1. ELENARSE T SHEX SN =700)

1 2 3 4 5 M+SD
IR B H R T 1 2.49 £ 1.06
TR A B 7 7 -0.229* 1 236+0.92
BB Y 2518 0.429" -0.373" 1 36.89 + 8.91
HEA —-0.455™" 0.393™ -0.396" 1 36.91 + 8.57
FIEITA -0.521* 0.549" —0.685* 0.601** 1 72.79 £17.70

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

3.3. NEMEENDMMERRKRE
K F PROCESS 4.0 H[1] Model 4, VAEHIACRH IR T AN BB &, RUBMEZE NN E, 218
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1T R, AT A RS .

SRR 2. 1B 3), i B A BES R U7 28 3 1 M AU P EZETE (B = 0.429, p < 0.001), i
PR s 5 s, MR BB 2308 Wi . 764 2 ) 2 s Oy s SRR 2 R B A N 81
Fija, B2 (B = —0.278, p < 0.001) SHEURMEZEIE (B = —0.566, p < 0.001)¥ &t 3 4 [a) T 2238 47
N BEAl, BRI 0 T8 AT N SN 35 (B = —0.521, p < 0.001).

Bootstrap fie 45 SRR (W 3), #HlR #7720 AU 2518 6] ZE T84T NI (R 30N 2 -0.243,
95%E {7 X [A19[-0.318,-0.176], AELE 0, RIAF NN EZE . HEMN-0.278, BN 53.4%,
(LN 5 EE N 46.6%, Tt BABUE M 228 7E 3% ) B B3 7 G 2847 N 2 (R o R AR

Table 2. Mediation model testing of authoritarian filial piety between controlling parenting style and filial behavior (N = 700)
F 2. NABZEAETERXSHFH RS EEITAZER P MERIEIEN = 700)

[F1)3 75 FE(N = 700) EPNEEL0N TEM
g R TR & R R F B t

FIEATH PRI AR H R T7 20 0.52 0.271 129.499 -0.521 -11.380"

BUB 38 R R R H TR T 0.43 0.184 78.409 0.429 8.855""
FIEITH R R R H TR TT 0.73 0.532 197.480 -0.278 —6.846"*"
BB 238 —0.566 -13.919™

WEEZEE
o / s,
,/ ~
ﬁg%;;ﬁ;tﬁ -0.278#+x(-0.521%**) =%

Figure 3. The mediating role of authoritarian filial piety in the relationship between controlling
parenting style and filial behavior

B 3. A EEEFIERFGHFHARSZBITAZ BN EEE

Table 3. Mediation analysis of authoritarian filial piety in the relationship between controlling parenting style and filial be-

havior (N = 700)

3. MBAFEEEFIBEXBHEFHRASFETAZERN P AU DN = 700)

BN Boot fr#fE iR 95%CI A

SRR -0.521 0.046 -0.611 -0.431
HEMN -0.278 0.041 —0.358 —0.198 53.4%
E1EE 3 -0.243 0.036 -0.318 -0.176 46.6%

34.

HEM4EENPMERKRE

[A#£ K H PROCESS 4.0 H1[] Model 4, VARBERIRBIHFE =N A&, HEMEZE NN TE,
FIEAT NN R, AT AR

R BRI 4. & 4,

TR R R 27 7 305 2 1E R T BBV TE (B = 0.393, p < 0.001), HiHHiRAR
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BT ks, MR S KPR . TR IR RE B R 7y 20 B M 2R R N S, IR
B M #9575 (P = 0.370, p < 0.001) 5 H H M Z0E (B = 0.456, p < 0.001)}3 235 1E [/ TR 220847 . FIRF, I
R #3575 A FEIE AT N AR RN 2 2 (B = 0.549, p < 0.001).

Bootstrap f: 5645 BRI (WZ 5), BRI 0.179, 95% B A5 X 8] N[0.115,0.253], A& 0, B
AR E . BN 0.370, HEBNK 67.4%, [HHERUN A7 EER 32.6%, B BB 2208 75 R
IR G FEEAT N AR A ER

Table 4. Mediation model testing of reciprocal filial piety between warm parenting style and filial behavior (N = 700)
4. EEAZEAERBEERGHFHFRESEFETHZEHNHAREEIEN = 700)

[E1)3 75 FE(N = 700) EYREE ey SEEE
g A oAz & R R2 F B t
FIHEITA IR B H R ) 0.55 0.301 150.140 0.549 12.253*
LERCtE S| TR R AL REH R T7 0.39 0.154 63.492 0.393 7.968***
FIHEITA TR B H 7R )5 0.69 0.477 158.231 0.370 8.765"
HEREE 0.456 10.793"*
A EEREE

B R 54 0.370%%%(0.549#+% NV
EEER0 (0.549) FHH

Figure 4. The mediating pathway of reciprocal filial piety between warm parenting style and filial behavior

4. BEAZFEAERRIRIHFARNEZBITAZ BTN EE

Table 5. Mediation analysis of reciprocal filial piety between warm parenting style and filial behavior (N = 700)
F 5 EERZEARBRERISHFHFREFZBITAZEMF NS (N = 700)

CVONAIEN SE LLCI ULCI LA

RN 0.549 0.045 0.461 0.637
HEM 0.370 0.042 0.287 0.423 67.4%
T 4 285 0.179 0.035 0.115 0.253 32.6%

4. +ig

AT AE DEATFF R, H8 T RQFHFH R WCLENE GLET AL R, R
T PRI R G E AR AT R B R R, PRI R AT N R TE
FIRE, XU ATE A B G 2T N2 W RIER S A B . LR G AT SR REFR 85 -
LA - AT ARIV 2RI T — AT AL ERER 1 .

WAL RKTE, HOELBTNSHFELNLREYNL. CHTFRINN, ZENSIFIELR
TR TR E 5 RE HLB 5 A2 TR b W AL I 25 SR (T, MR, 20005 HCCiA%E, 2019). AHE
TGRS A, BT A S AME FREAEE 6, 5 2 AR I
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Fo KL, EEFEDEFIET AN, MRHE TRED SRR Z IS,

KBRS E DEFET AL AR F R RIEH 2 Hig, MESEE g, B
WAL FLZA N IAT R B B ST A . AR ORI, IRIRA R S FET N R IR, i
WIACRFIERAR . SCHRFARGN AT REA B T3 908 IR AS , (7 D E A ) AR ADR 3 G R Ak Al B3R
B ZEIEAT . MR, fEEIREGRIT NS FEAT AR AR, WHEA . R OR Y B0 T HmT REHI
S9H DN E ERBACR TR AR, BT N Z A E R LA .

X g RAB BN 1 BT I B O R AN, R BGRB8 06 T 1 Ik AS
AFIT AW ZEAT NIV 55— TEMIAy, fEPESCEE R, SORHEH ARG T e E D By
K BETUEBBUBINAE, TSR O PEFETE . AW FUA AL — ERE L LSO Al — Ao A, B2 L 4
TR ARG FEIEAT R R R ORER, ISR “ P R SN Re s B (et 28T 87 B asie

B RE, WTFEW SRR NS BT N B ARG PR RIREEERTT S
HEMFEMIRR, JFit—D 5FET MK, BEMFERFR T Z AR RIS . B R AA B
FF, HURER SRR SCREERKEARBTH IR, HH AN BRI 81T . 26 B HE IR 75 2
SR TEREC R, YRR R SR O R g A 5 b, B D4 AT RE S 2 2 TE B AR MBS A S AT
B NRZ I ZETEI

RKEPUENEZIE R ThRE, AR B R AN, BUBNE 8 B T 4ERF 52 Ui
AFRF; WAWETERE T, oA A AR AT REHI 99 K B RS NAESIHL. AHT e 4 Fonf EIR A A
HA @ BGHEM: e AT st SRR FIEM X, (HESFETALER AR, XU
BUgE T8 AR T REAA I TR 55 RN, (A SR Z IR R A IR S, O R ZE T8 AT N B SRR E T AT
REA IR

BRSNS I A, BEMISCRREOR T S5 B AT N (M A AR BRI, A ARl 2 0E
R A TR R . X R WITE D TEAT NI AT REIF AR — A2, R FER ST ML
WHITESLFE A R ARE I E ST, BRI T R EROCETEM SN L, #—DX
o VIR IR U7 30 - AR - BTy, DLRAR R R 5 A - BB EE - FEAT IR AN ]
BAE, NRRELMERT U A — S ah iR i it 1B SHIEA R

AW FAEAE R B, ABTFCRABAWT I ieit, FrA A2 s 7e [ — ]l A g
VSRR T A XUTEE WS 5 FIET N MG R, AREEILHERT R R K & . B, F2
TR IEAT Ty ] e SO RIS BRI BRI o AR T AT R PN AT 5 B8 S Je ik e it it —
G 90 AR 2 R (17 TP OQ AR RT RE DR SRR« FLU, AW FOREAS BRI T IX, FEARNE
AW, AR REEATEE, DREESCHIMENE. Bk, AFFREERA BN, 7237
Pl ZE AL S BEVF IR RE I, AROR AT & SRR . ZUTIEAN BT WS L R BERRIR . e, FiE
ITRRREERR, WRESEWORIE T, R st b U E T A,

SAETTE, ABTFAI, RKEEGRTTA. WotFEN & 5E DFEFIEIT N AFAEE VIR Tk
MHIRTT NG W8 KBTS AR i R ORIy sWER AR W e S BB E 2 TE AR R, (HIL
5B NN R MIHN . 24 R oR, 7 DEFIET ORI, Bl iR A ] A e
AR, FALIRR. SCREALAA RIS 2R 7R R, W REE A B TIEEE D i N fE AL 1 28 W
SHRREFEIET .

5. &g
T ABRMIGEA LR, AT i
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