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Abstract

To investigate the mechanisms influencing primary school students’ academic achievement, this
study employed latent profile analysis to examine the latent profiles of parental coparenting and
their associations with students’ academic performance. The results indicated that parental coparent-
ing could be classified into three latent profiles: cooperative, mixed, and oppositional. Only-child
status had a significant effect on profile distribution, with families of only children being more likely
to belong to the cooperative or oppositional profiles. Comparisons of academic achievement revealed
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that students in the cooperative profile scored significantly higher than those in the mixed profile
in both Chinese and mathematics, and students in the mixed profile scored significantly higher than
those in the oppositional profile. The findings suggest that parental coparenting is heterogeneous,
and the cooperative coparenting style is most conducive to enhancing primary school students’ ac-
ademic achievement.
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1. 518

Sl g o AR R I B B A 2] JE PR AR B ST RCR (G s, e, 2024). 2R AL RS —
BT LIRS TG R S by, e At o & S G AR fle AR Z “ IR W BE mE ",
M “BREHERERR” o ERX RIS T, WERREAEE R TSR E ROy R
HEMEZES . DEILEPFW RO MERK S K EEAE, BHEFAOREHME. Fi,
RNIR T EN RS T N AENL, SHES R ABOE =i 2 K e B B M 5 S .

#2= A H1# 18 (Social Cognitive Theory)F& Hh, AN )22V A& 52 B A FBAMAR R S A MIFR BE R 3R 1 25
IX#f)(Lee & Shute, 2010). FEEME N ) LB e L B IR, ) LB R B AR R AR B T SRR mli o SCAb
BRI 22 A ORb, T R ACBER S M s Kt BB . PRI B R ARTEBOR ) LE M fE T, B AR HLE
FETAE M BN EMERESICU, 55, 2017), BRSHIZE. —8. RAZALIUFRE Y, s,
2015; Feinberg, 2003). BRI, B4R BHEHFRIERE b 3 G5 G il A 2 [RIRHESR /), TSR
BEMAEAT . AN IR S RIA T S EE I R o A2 P PN e ) o Yo 5 Y P 17 055 B A 85 P (1 A BRAT S 2R 30
(McHale & Rasmussen, 1998). — ML A BEE B E ) LE AR SN 5 LB 7 AR FF RS —, SRR
PRI RE T VB AL S AN B SRR, AR s AT oA U . EE RLF. JLE RS K
AR5 RS EIA RS GIRAORE RS o %4 FT & (2 R VRS B2 T A B ) #3747 M (Feinberg, 2003).
RIS BHE T L AR I b . ST 77 BUEBER 7 A A4 08, SRR SCBEAE ) L 2 AH DG ] 3 L
BB ATERESE, 5—BCEAER, segEE TR R AT RS R I B FRAT N . AR N AL BETE 55—
TIAEGN, ARARKJ7, EERBIE R S EE, BT RIS W RBET A5, 2017).

ARG SR B IR A5, SCRED R BRI A 45 5 — B4R FEAE R OB I R E I E BE 0, ReZzii e ). Bk
AT R PR, AT S LB IR 4 e AxIds T RS W AR U BB P SR B I 08, R85 J L 1)
JSUS S (Onikova, 2021). £5 &N - TEEE R TTIREURE, M)LEA T bR, SRR E Bei i,
HAB % 22 RERINER, AFARESEN A SR I 42 A BERI B0 5 9 7T B B A s . XM
IR IR BT 5N, HAF AR TR L 4R SR I TIPT ThEE M K RN FE, BAT
HUp SIRON B3 TR, 2E M0 0 S AR (b & S (Liu et al., 2023) . LMERFFE LB, B145 LA — B0k v R 24
FeRNBIR I F BT, R FI AL 0 R B = T AR b R R OR4 e, 2022) TERZ D EES, HRFIRL
J7 BION AL BE SR FAR M IR 2055 1) &% 4 P55 5 20l e ) 2 38 AEAE SR (U ik 55, 2021) 5 1T BESE 1 “ FE 48 7507
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SRR T R 5 AR L SOt B A (IR EE A5, 2021). SRTTIX et 5 5 22 Hh A S - 22 TA] (1R XL
FRRANT, BZIBRAEMRTT . ZOFKE, WAL B TR FZTE, 1B RBT Kz
RGN EhATE. Minuchin .76 1988 SR, M=JF i RIFIK R, HEKERGER TN, JL
H g AR (Minuchin, 1988). McHale 5 A (2000)8F 70 K38, AR SCRAMERI PR RIZFRAT 8 5 ) LE )%
WRE ST A 5 TR SRR R B B [RI 2R ANRI T ) LB AR L Rk 22 B8 71 77 T (11 45 (Cabrera et al., 2012).

BRI 2 S T H DM B, BRI SRR R BRI R R (s, 1B %) /N 2% 22 AR AR IR D0
TR e CABFTERZINE, B R BFR R SCREAT A B T BRI K E R, (2t ) LE
IEI S 2R, T s MEAT A AT B8 51 &) LB R oL [ a1 5555, 2022). SR, 75 LB M %h LI
IEE BN EARE G AR B, HOARNRE ST SR Sl 8 I b s & R I H(Liman, 2024), &
FEO R 27 2 75 DA R AT S LD 3R B, B = R R BT =, BRI R 2% T Al B i
FRE I SIS L 308 ) LE 15 S S5 B BT RE ), Em R k2l s gl 5 55, 2023); T AR )
BRI R ) AT RE R 5K B ph R B IR A — BT L 02 2 L H 55 @RS, st Sl R B 4 A F)
SMH(Kara & Sumer, 2022). Bk, A BZLUNEA NN G, RANERZR SCREP [ 075 AR AN [R] 48 5 6t 3L
b RS HLE],  DAYR RZ AR AR TR, N RS A E BN ST BB SRR -

ETFULERR, At DU R %:

(1) B FEBERAAAE R AL AR R (2) 2T AMAT L AR [ B3R B £ 280 8 B A
RELW . MR TRER, MAETZFKEERIH)E T YMER BN LA, (3) AR BEY R TR WA AN
AN NV R AP R E R

TERFFE T L, BEE TSR T B M HER5 ) LE K R R 2 R ULAR o RO 4 drva =, il
BRI FBFRSYEE S ) LE R R S5 R 2 (R M SCH(Turan & Benali, 2024). AT, 1% /554 LA 4
I K IE R G L BEXFTE W R 2T B AR R, 78 015 A SR R A A FE AR 7R AN [ B[R]
RIILE R BE IR I TR A3 Ai o KA K BE R BB, PRI BEHE N B ACRERU 3 F 25 M E P o
T RG, HAERL. . —E SRS F R GETE A [F AR, 3k A X 51
PEI KRR (T iE5, 2023)0 NORANE & H O T IR R R BRI 7 TR BR , AN 72 51 N DA
ST B HT R, SR VB AE ¥ TH 43 BT (Latent Profile Analysis, LPA), 3T 4 BELE W [F) 2037 2 N 1K)
RO, B A A FRE B R B R 20, AHE UK SN A W R R e 200 5 /A
VRGO R, B AR AR AN A 18 7 S BED [R) 370t L A 22l R R s L

TE 2 52 LB O R B A FE TEHI T 5 /N 22 2R S S 2 [ R R IR FE R, A W B0Kg 1 L P ) 45 44 TR
FPNERITRARR . BUATIAER, &AM T Lon] gl i IR SR 5 5 02 B3 =0 mi L 3E
(25 SR IL(EWed, 2021)0 JiAE 2038 % Re g SRAT S A8 i 1) 5K E BEIRHEN 5 B3R 00T, T Al REAE 2%
STERES 5 ST T B A& — B H (de Leeuw et al., 2023); TEEZ T LK EEH, XBRIZE %5 515 %
YRR B LA T 0 BE, AT RS AMA A Sl e JE B A% = AR 22 AL B m (| 42 455, 20240 Ak,
S NI T AT 85 B A BRI A BEAE s AT KB, SORETE ) s B — K
(PRI ZFRER I s W2 T K, SCRETT Rl DR o i 1Y 22 1 T I 58 52 A R B VR 75 SR (12 5545,
2022). DA, AHEFOR &G RMA T LB ISR &, B 75 SIS I 7R S RED R 2R A5 20t 22k
BRGNS RN, 45 1) 5 B 45 W DR 28 ] BT SR IRV B 250N, AT THIE 90 45 18 (H P 1 1 S5 R 77

2. Bk
2.1. HRMR
TR A BEREBE LS, B 1 LR IS X ) = Pl 2 BT R IR B IE,  JE BN 3~5 2
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507 44 5 BRI TR RABAT MG A - IS SE R 48— I al, LR 2 491 £, [BliicR 0y 96.8%.
AR TR SR B 3 19 48, ARG 472 43, A FE N 96.1%.

22. fiRIE

2.2.1. mEPEZE

LB R B FE ) . R T E 2 2 N (2017w i (R BRI BRI 4 (F /A EVRER), )
HRA T mit sy, SRR 8 WRAARDUANYERE 29 ANTHE , b A ARYERE [ m) it 4y,
LI RN X BEE W R BEGRAT AR . Z NG {EARF T Cronbach’s o RECH 0.94. AR T2
Ml G 2 AR i — R R SO S B RS, SR R AR 2 5
2.2.2. BB

K SPSS27.0 5 Mplus7.0 %4347 BdE 20 #r
3. &R
3.1. HEFGFERERE

KHI Harman SR 75675 S 3R R 7 VA i 22 20 . 85 RO, RIEFAEDL N A 12 MR AT 1
FIR T, 2 — AR T A Ry 27.02%, (KT 40% I FibnitE . DRIACHIE FEANAF £ ™ HE ) 3L )
TridmZE o
3.2. REHEIHFOLARE

XN WAL RED R B EAT I AE ST 20 b, F 0K S B W TR 2037 R DU A 4 P2 A S i AR BTN o
W AR A R 2R R R 4 5 28, AIC., BIC % aBIC {5 34 B8 %5 28 51 A3 0 i i/ o AR 4 LMR
M BLRT, 3 BRI T 4 254 (p < 0.001). Entropy 18 0.81, AXtie/b 285 5 BAAREA K
FLE KT 5.00%, Al#e52. Bk, 245 3 FBE AL i A . HARgE L% 1.

Table 1. Model fit indices for latent profile analysis of parental coparenting
#* 1. XEMEHFEESEEENEER

25 AIC BIC aBIC Entropy LMR BLRT Smallest profile/%
1 5369.91 5403.16 5377.77
2 4853.48 4907.52 4866.26 0.97 <0.001 <0.001 12.49
3 4619.64 4694.46 4637.33 0.81 <0.001 <0.001 12.42
4 4464.64 4560.25 4487.25 0.85 0.072 <0.001 4.70
5 4362.82 4479.22 4390.35 0.84 0.236 <0.001 4.79

#:: Smallest profile (%): A% /b 2851 b SARFEA K LA

B 1 REIR T AXREYR R FR 3 FITHI ) DA K - 2R A0 M N B L] o AR JLARFAE AT BA 2 N = AN TR (1) By
ERY; (2) IRAH; (3) XA,
3.3. FEIBEH A BHEBFALLER

K77 2253 st AS [R5 T A S BEDR R BER i AT LUAS, VEILEE 2. 25 53R, AR R B AE AL BEVR R 2
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It 4 NERE EW 2R BEA SR . A ERELER ) A 45[F(2,469) = 274.70, p < 0.001]. —3K
[F(2,469) = 168.598, p < 0.001]1% /3 Z 7 &3, #t— D F G I AR, —ASF M & BMRAR K HEZ A -

PMERS. XA
p < 0.001]4% 47 % 5 i
ER

B,

&, PR R L

AN [ ¥ £ 1) THT B4 3 9€[F(2,469) = 130.32, p < 0.001]. IZAK[F(2,469) = 647.99,

o =BT A BURARIKHES O XA IR A

- & - RAT
2.5 4 o PER
A A LR
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Figure 1. Latent profile classification results of parental coparenting
1. REMEHEFERE SR
Table 2. Comparisons of parental coparenting across different latent profiles
= 2. FEBERESHEB LR
B3 1) P ER 2) WA 3) Afarf F )5 LA
[#45 0.80+0.71 —0.74 £ 0.63 -0.31+0.75 274.70™ 1>3>2
—E 0.71+0.74 —0.65+0.80 -0.26 £0.72 168.60"" 1>3>2
R —0.26 £0.72 -0.17£0.76 1.64 +1.18 130.32" 3>2>1
7 A% —0.37 £ 0.36 -0.25+0.48 2.35+0.97 647.99™" 3>2>1

FE: "R p<0.05, “ERp<0.01, HR p<0.00L.

3.4. BREBERIWE F L3R BHEZFF I X B HIRNT

KAREME = VA — DR BT GO I A T O SCRE U [F) 28057 2R Y VA s iR Ml (L 4 3). BAAC R
SRR AN G R AT R (R A NS R4, DO & A 740y B & 4T Logistic B4 7041, 4528

W 3 PN, MAETFLFREEGA)RE T IER(OR=2.17)8i 6 2 B(OR = 2.41), MiA R

o,

HixXf

RIRAE XS LA PO YR o SR IPIA: 72 (S A B, SRS T RIGR BBl RS SR
07 AR R R PMEIE RIS LR, R E SR TRE .
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Table 3. Logistic regression of only-child status on latent profiles of parental coparenting
3. BREAMEF LR EHEH T LA B Logistic [E)3

PR RAEH

5 i) A PER o 37 7Y
OR 95% ClI OR 95% ClI
T NAT L& 217 [0.618, 3.722] 2417 [0.963, 3.853]

3.5. R BHEIHFRAYIE AR Al R SRR R

RH R =201 DE3STEP AR S BFH R 2057 ISR 5 22 M B 5K 2R o 2ol il (1) 2 1]
Pe R (L4 4), TR SCREGUE R ECF ST, AN AP R 2R T (0 2 A S A7 e L B 35 1) 22 (18
X: 2 =18.96, p<0.01; #2%: y2=4156, p<0.01). HAKSHRIL, PEH LI A E M. £
B G b, UMER SR A B R RS B T S B A (1,2 > 3), (HEMER HIRA 2 [ EFA
BE. EEEFRG L, WA R ARG E S T IMER SIRE S4B >1,2). NEKRFSKE, 1HX
B PIME B 2 A 1553 5 15 (94.26 £0.62), HCNTR A H1(93.83 £0.47), X 378 %442 1543 5 fIK.(91.06 + 0.95);
MAEEA RS, XL 2241500 455 (94.50 + 0.26),  BEZY(91.49 + 0.53) 57R 4 %4(91.06 + 1.19)75 4341
SFEAR . X5 RRY, SCBREP IR BHE SR BRGSO R 2 57

Table 4. Differences in academic achievement across latent profiles of parental coparenting
4. PRI BNEHEFBELANEZ WS LHES

5 B RS LI
ERY 94.26 +0.62 91.49 +0.53
TRAH 93.83 £ 0.47 91.06 +1.19
tif 377 91.06 + 0.95 94.50 +0.26

Overall 2 18.96™" 41.56™"
PP LA 12>3 3>1.2

4. 71ig
4.1. R BihEIBFRAIEF R R I 2EBUHIE

AT TR A A O W51, RSB R R A AR =R R A, 5 DAE R FU 4 RARAT (Pan
etal., 2025). {ESCEEUMFAIBOGR I =B AR b, PR G bR, RGN, XL b o MR
FIERGHR, FELZ DS EINEAE, BRBFHMENTRGEZ —, RIS EZER K a1k
5)LE R SR (AR 7T 4, 2019). PMEZLHID o5 bk, OBk 2 BOR E R 8 A RS 1B B P RS
WFE . XA AR OSBRI S 1F 51 RERIE 2 U =T, SCRHEREW S, By 5 AR5
e, A 2 I SR LR, AR M E R BIR AR — R R B SRS, SRy — Al 2 AR
WAL 2RI o TR 2R 5 T DI ) 057 O AR ATV AR 2 P2 B 22 0, IR AR A A 24— 70 S R R L
CRETETR” W5 XV RN I S S BEE /NS A B LI R U™ 7 (M #5R U7 3, (BREE ) LE B
TR R RE, IF BAE S RIEMEE ERAEM T, KR AA B IRMIR R A B HR T8, W
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BB [N 5 SRV 5 AL o (HAE R AR I R v, AT B8R SRS RIS AT RELEAS B 3 SE 4L,
AT 27 7 2 R 0 BEAR AR SO AR RS e RS AT AR o LB AIS, (R R S IRy
MEAEAFHRATIORTE . WA AORE M P $E7, SCREXUTT AT BE B A7 AE A 2 4 B AR R AE BOR A 1R 1) 0 L
I, FEAITRE BTG T AR SRR, BRI R J7 R 4E9 B 5 L B A7 (Simpson et al.,
2020). IXFC B S WA 57 77 2 BRI X 77 R RS B MARE L A, BET S BRI AR Rk
XL 51 T A -

AHFFOLRIL, = FEAEH I 0SB P R BRI RIS . — B0 phR ARDUANZERE B35 A7 45 &
HXES. H, UMERLE AR AR SRR B At AR RAMIZARYE L EAS e Ak, S EBRAERT
T BT, MU, 2023). XA AR A ISR A BE P A BERE 5 2 S AR E M A 1R IR, T2 3[R (4
HE Hir SRS, R R H K BE RGBS P RDE RIRE /7o Xk 5728 H 1 U 2 L b AR R RRALE - AE
REWAR LR m T HARME, hRIVERSS . REE S FKEN KRR T & ARSI s 55 4+
AR, R S RED) RE R I 55 1 2 AR R A o TR A TR TR A P AR TR R KT, i R #oR
AP 2 MEh S S TR ARENE . XA Rl T 80 FKIE LA T HOr & 54T R HIE R BL
B B NI 22 57 5 AR IR D SR R R IR, X SRR T7 AR AR ez i i B 1 e T L 7
PRI R AL

4.2. NEEAXBRFHRBFTHILEFZWBRSHER

AW TR, B RIBER A R RA LB AL RS A AR B 25 22 57, HOR A e TE 3L
SHeE R E R DB A R, ERRAN .

421 FEIEXBXBHEBFILEEEIRS LHESR

B SCRGT T, PMER SIRARIKER F AR D ER TR AR, i ER SIRA R H
AR EER . X —RIER T X REY F BRI B0 ) L2 15 SRS s i

TS ) BAT K B B AR SN R a5, SR R RIA 5 s S B 3R (R T
TS, 2024), IXEERE SRR m RIS E . SCREMEII R IE HANAEE . PMEBIBHERE Hir 577
FREER, BBERG T, N TIRGSE SIS ) R RGBSR BAE SR AP R,
A YERE T — 2 A VEIERE, RIFFXTORE . MEZ R, X8 5% RE i A BEH B N2 0 28 5 1
559, B AR B B R, RSS2 18 S, b AT AR L SO ST R
JEEEEM . X4 RS CE T KB It L IR 5 B M T RN B — SO (G 45, AR,
2006).

422 PRLEXRBRXFHEBFILEERFRSE LHNER

EHCEE RS b, N ER)FAE R R ER T YMER SR G BIREE, 15 P& Z R AEE B
Z5 o X R GESCERISE BIE R R, S SRR Rl SR R A B L 2l R S ) R
SRR

B A AN R S B s, ) LEE Y BRI TR R R AR S B 1 EL Bl 32 80 58 i [RG5S i 72
X R OE RN RIS B WEE T SR (Lestary etal., 2018). SRR EES, QBHEHE R LA
TERR Ay B, X PP oy BT RETE R PN ARG T 2 0N 5w BN . MRS
FEA AN ) (0 SR w5 B AR R, BT HOATEAR R T R AT R, IR SRS, X—IBEARGR]
PR T —Fh B A 1311 25 (Bova & Arcidiacono, 2018), 5 B T3+ HB 4R HEH 5 i) @i v ft /1. Mtk
T, PMERSIRE B FEER R 77 VBON— 8, AR AR E IS SIS, BT RETE R W g T
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V% o B YRR N2

MG RE R J15 7 (Family Stress Model) AL AR B A0, % 37 B 5K g SR AEAE SC BRI R 2R I 5%, (R Fh
MR VT 5 5 T REIE A A . A5 G0 1 SREE R ) A A 2 OGO BE b SN )L B KRR TR B s
(Cummings etal., 2006), SRTMAHE SR ISE R, MRFEM SRR B LR AL s, & HERE
THE R B, 52 A IS BT PLal o6 REO AT BEAFAEA R IVE AL . 0% > Br B I WA 2
L5 RIE SRABREE, A1 % RS AR X S S T SR B AR R AT N EHRAE, MEBCTESCH I AR
2 3 5% B P 8 1 B E T4 (Ermisch & Francesconi, 2001). #5352, %37 B R EEAE RO S LS, o]
RERBLT “INFIHOE” 5 1B A" 1EFRHR R B8 U G 2 52 5 TA R Z T 1 £ 0
S, 7 ST RS DU B AR T A7 R T P AR SR

SR, KX — 25 R AR T AR FF s TR RS E . e, XA KRR A S E AR mT B
HAEBEBIR T 23577 N o AR B, WAl e 52 2 RFPOIL S 546 58 =B R R A BOl e . filin, 2
Xof 37 R SR R R AL BT R R AR . B 20 B I BRI LA 25 4 B v P e R A ) R RN, G
HE S BOTREE 2 BISREUTEN B AR T, AERE TR EUNME L AR AR AL X R AR
Sy TR RGN EN I R AR BN, TR — RN BB R U T BRI . Rz, A SCREER)
BRERBRU—TT NSRRI, 55— eV, FZE 7 BT sy A R E B EE PR,
HAE VLR BRI o BT AR RGBS B 5 HH B8 Baha™y, iR H #i
JEHEW, A S SR T I R P VR B H R VE I DASGIE .

4.2.3. REAMEF LB

KWFERI, o NIA T 2 Re 2 3 s A AL BRI R B W R B (1 0 A, BARR I M A T L K iz
ARV JE T OMERL SO LAY, AN RIR G M. WNKERFEWE, T L8E H MR E H a2
%S (Cox & Paley, 1997). RETIFBERZ FLAFHE, RIEHALEE - FLMMZ ML, KT HIH
Wr g i, R aBIEBAMETMRE, KARKIEIRECR, U EERETE—F e, A7
LHRRENGRFIX— “RM)Z7 o KT =ML, AR B R iR E m) . A BEBTR B
—H. o TERIE, RESHEREEER THE— T, SERERERESIPMERR, s, BE
7158 (Berger & MclLanahan, 2015); 5 S BEAAAEANEL L 4 S sk Bt 0, 7 & ) 5 i N = fadkiliein,
WA O IR B e RAE AL (RS BE N R PO S A v MR R0 S A . P SRR A R AR I
SR F— TR RN T, SEF ok RS RET R EEYE, TahH= k2,
AT R G AR HB 2 OO BN R RE R G s K A Ot (5 22, 36, 2021).

5. FAEERE

A FAFAE € SRR, HONARROFRMAE T I B, AW FOuRWsetr, X DAHERT SR PR
HORRA G ) LE PV RRETR I R R R R KBNS, ARKRACRHAFIBER Bt B8 R EERI R
R F A R o FLK AW FOR AN A RT BE M Ml ) SR R 3 A S RF TR I 0 A8 A
B, ARRATHEELSANFKERGRA, UHRRZ HEIERAEMAILE . BARTS, J58Eu e itbr
BN RGN GEIHE I A D Giit 2 S X e SRR, B0, FEH a5 i (SRR
KA FEEFWN S SBT3 A AR ) SCREAS ORI B L B SRR B3R AT 7. SRR B L B
SRR BLCMAL . £258 A VE 30 BARSCRERES 5 1 3RAR IR [A) i B o SRR B AN URT REA 9k 2 (]
AT IRASR R M RNt v, 6 R Beil i S BOR R A BAR R 2k 45 R ——Biln, i
] AE G (PONS AL R 5% JRE PR IR S D AL SN, T Ao B B KT I AT RE TR WM R R R g v iy i JEE—
B PRI R . MEAAE ST R RN N BIR AR, Ty RE S AR I 23 2 P IR BRI A
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MSLRONE, 8GR HLA S RE R G R E AR AR SR A R T BOR T A & .

Fihh, RAEADT TR Harman S 7R3 45 R, (H AR R B 5 AL S SR T2 4 B R 1]
&, CHEWRESUy AR ARk, RIS R 52 0 22 B AR AT AN B Ja SE0F T B 5N SR A B8R
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