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Abstract

The current study investigated the relationship between childhood socioeconomic (SES) and life
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history strategy of junior high school students, and the mechanism of perceived likelihood of fu-
ture success. A questionnaire survey was conducted among 447 junior high school students. The
results showed that: 1) There was a significant positive correction between childhood SES, junior
high school students perceived likelihood of future success and slow life history strategy. 2) Per-
ceived likelihood of future success played a partial mediating role in the relationship between
childhood SES and life history strategy.
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A= i S SR A A A A i 5 A T 2R D AR KA B R AT 8% g 2 )ik B dg A AU I T TR A A
SE IO BRAT AREE[L] [2]o T AN [ (0 28 fir sk SRl BT AR R AT At S e B AR I G & . N T RS
HF IR A 0 S SR, Ellis 55 2009 AR E— g % S8 A iy S SRR TSE — ANl 187 & IR ISk bt
1TV (Fast-slow Strategy) [3]. H AR, 124 iy 52 S0 A A3 18 17) R R 1 2B A7 4% A\ (Somatic Effort), L&
T B P AR A DA R AR R AT D [4], i R A= iy s S DU ) 2 R Y B N (Reproductive Effort),
W RMAT, HEEYNRMNE. 7 NRIICERERGAT A BEAT R HET A E ST A
£

Ay SRER A, MR AR TR SR I RHAECE — B AR b T R B A iy s SRR T AR 1] S
AN TSR0 F) 573 A 5 PR B A A9 1) A= oy S SR S AR [5] [6], BE45 5 ANy A 2 mE AL 2 e, SRR
WUE AT LRGN R, 0 2 R AR SO AT WA R AT . TR B A 2 A A B A A
A T RS A iy LA g, A EAKIFELAE R, Tt SmiE[r]. Aot aa i
(socioeconomic status, SES)FaAn K VPAli A& B A TE PR K P, H R LB - SES Bk Sk 2 T i AF f5 T4 1Y)
e iy S SR [8] 0 SRTHT LAAE 22 AT 2 AR NI 0 G AT BT 9T, /D AR A iy SO BORE (L 7
AR, R SES 54y WIS )% R, JEHEAE SES 5/ i sl HENE 2 18] 5% F A EH L
AN, IXBRE] AN T TS B AR SES X MR AR B EEI o DL A i S0 RER R AL
KA R T NATTEE LR BOURE R4 it

AR R TI) AT R A2 i A AR B e o) A 3 PR e R IR SR F T AR P AL EE[9]. Chen #1 Qu
(2017) S BT /D AF BRI A SR BT mT R REA I [ FI0IU 8 A iy S SRS, 2 B A AR SR Dy ] e 1tk B
e BT D AR A Ay L HEIE B8 [10]. Chen AT Kruger (2017)i8 & BLAKH B C AR BT AT BE M BB AR A MA R
ZIHAEAT A, T REAT Ay PR A i S SR 1 SR AT A [9] o S IR JHE AT K AN (2021) H I B4 5%F A K (1)
WA AR, DU S 2 i s SRS AU o DR AT FC A I A A 8RN A SR B T AT B 1 AT DA IE [ T 3
Ay RIS [11]. FANETH AW L DLE A SES /K T, M ARk iR AREAR [ 11] [12].
WCAHTEFEHEN], ZEAFE SES Re % IF [ T A] A A B AR B rT REVE . 25 BRI BRI Tl RE
MAEW] AR R A S A B A RS A A s SR 2 TRl R
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2.1. #ik

AP TE LAIL T8 KA 1 e b ] — B = 1 5 AR AR A, SR BB R (1 D7 V2 L 479 44 1R
ST WA B BR TSR SR i 3, SO R0 5 447 4 o AR 200 93%. “FI44EES S 15.2
% (SD =0.96). L4k 150 N, \4F4% 156 N, LK 141 N 554 225 N (50.3%), L4 222 N\ (49.7%).

22. TH

221 HEZFAE

SR A AR (2016) BT A F A > e B A B R B EAT I (B, BRI K IE A AL 06 2 IO ERR I 2
BREKR) [6]. S4B, KAZERR-LRHD, LRE “Se2AME” , TRE “2&fa8” , /o
it A R [5] [6]. AEAWEFTHIZER N EME A% 0= 0.768.

2.2.2. IRIIATREMEFIBTE SR

ZER TRV 2 5 # 0 AR T ol e BN [9] [13], it 12 8. A ARIEIRIG. 7 LA A7
oS =AM . RAZRTLAP, 13oR “HERA8, 58 “IBHm” o« BolmEnIEizass
HRR I AT REME R [9] [13]0 FEARHEFC A Z B3R N — 50 R 2L o = 0.899.

223 EHPEMER

KH Mini-K §3£[4], ] DAEAMALE RIS SRS 8208 R AR A B (), REW TS FEHEESE
FERE), FrA E#EEH 1 GEEARE)E] 5 GER FFE) 2 v hE 1P o« AW F0K B A AU InfE A
A RS I FE AR . TEAE R ZE RN — 8B 25 0 =0.92,
2.3. BERZE

LESEA A G A IR AL & R, CABE N A BEAT AR HED . il pr it g — 551, ATt
it S5, RS AP A BEOR G TR AR AT MO AE S, RATE 15 28h s eI, Frf i 524
S IEIE L
2.4, GHESR

KH SPSS 22.0 Ziit- A Process ffifth % s db A7 Ab 3 . SR R /R HMA G R #AE SES. AR K
FRII AT B M FNE A iy s SR 2 1] 56 2R . S Bootstrap 2% JE N A SR i T o] BE 1P 7E B 4F SES g A= i s
TR Z A I R AR AT A5G

3. fIRER
3.1. £REFZERE

AW TSR B R AR, W RS MBI R T W 22 (CMV) 1, AR F 35 M1 2 3756 (2004)
MU W EETR T Harman SR SRR et AT e vt RIDRE BT 28 i I B HEAT R L (1 32
R H[14]. S8R G, DR TR RN 29.654%, /T 40% I FE . PRISLAH 7C K 4
AR LR T 5 22
3.2. R RAEX A

iR AR M 45 KRR W (WA 1) HAFE SES, AN ARR K I mT BE LA A= Ay S SRS P 9 2 8] #5A J 2
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Table 1. Results of descriptive statistics and correlation analysis
1 #HERG. HEOER

A M SD Mo BT RENABEATITONE A A sl SR
HAE SES 16.51 4.93 1 -
JRENAR BT AT B 42.60 8.80 0.208™ 1
1524 i 5 SRS 67.61 20.30 0.278"™ 0.388" 1

*: "p<0.05 “p<0.01, "p<0.001.

3.3. BUHIRRARIN AT gk AEEE4F SES 5184 KRB ZEF M EARE

K SPSS ) Model4 (fa] H i A B0 v A RS HEAT R B . DAREAF SES A AR &R, JERAIRRIK
DR RErEAE N R A, DB A dr SRS N R AR B AT 00T, SRR 2 sl 1 Fs . RAVRZERL
IEAEZ 40 43 L Bootstrap 72 5 S lFE 5000 JO0f AN BEAT R, 45 R ANEE 3 .

Table 2. The mediating effect of perceived likelihood of future success
= 2. BRAIARKARINFT BB P ALY

RS g AR R? F B t 959% & 15 [X ]
H4F SES 22 i L SR 0.08 37.16™ 0.28 6.10™" [0.77,1.51]
HAE SES RN SR BT RT R 0.04 20.19™ 0.21 450" [0.21,0.53]
H4E SES 0.21 4717 [0.49,0.20]
18 4= iy sk SRS 0.19 52.42""
JRAEN R R BTl AT R 0.35 7.917 [0.60,0.99]
: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, "p<0.001.
Table 3. The mediating effect of perceived likelihood of future success
= 3. RRHIARRARIN AT R B P AR Y
Effect  Boot #r#fEix  Boot Cl R Boot Cl LR AE R SR
PE¥ 1.14 0.21 0.73 1.55
BB 0.85 0.21 0.44 1.26 74.10%
TR A SR BT R B 1) R A AR 0.30 0.09 0.14 0.49 25.90%

vE: Boot xR, Boot ClI TFRFI Boot CI _BR 4y 7 F5 81 {22 55 1E A 4352 Bootstrap 12t 11 A TR 2 RN A b 14 1%
Z. 95% 5 {5 X [Al ) T PRA1_EFR

GEOLRE, YA AR SES R W3 IE m) T 18 A=y sE g (8 = 0.28, 1= 6.10, p < 0.001), HIiEAH />
AR, HAE SES N8 AE fiy s SREE K BRI E AR 2 (B = 0.21, t = 4.71, p < 0.001). H4F: SES Xk
SR SR B AT BE I B 1E 15 TSR F SB35 (8 = 0.21, t = 4.50, p < 0.001), B2 R K B Th AT B ) 18 4 iy b 5
I P 1 [ FH A FH A 2 2% (8 = 0.35, t = 7.91, p < 0.001). ItbAh, A SES M} AL iy s SR m& S0 ) B3N
TSRS AN A O 1w A 25082 Bootstrap95% {5 X 1] R RIS 0 (W3 3), FEHHLE SES
A G % B3 T A s S, 1 L A 6% J8 I BN SR Sk BRI AT BRI ) R A VR TR A i s SR, S
PR, 1% B BN (0.85) F H /1 %087 (0.30) 43 A1) o S 50 (1.14) 1) 74.10%. 25.90% .
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Figure 1. The mediation model of perceived likelihood of future success

B 1. RIS SR AR I AT A M Y R SR AR

4. g

ABFFAEAE GBI T, $RIT T HAE SES B A AR iy s E0E 2 1A 156 B % L BB . 45
SR, EAE SES BENS IE P TR A 0 A i sh SRR AU, 3 DU FE 4 SR —82] [11]. ARX B
R B 1A 5 A X 3 5 PR A AN P A FE 05 2 T AEAE 22 55, R AR o B2 T A1 R RE A AE 22 5
HERAE AR 5 BRI TP AR AL ST B 2 ISR AAE T, TS G, 42 B 2 I /)
TR “BRTEST7 T RE R A i sh S s S AR, AR RO BB At A, S
PR FIAAE, ANTIT LUK 758 2 (40 e “HRAARSE 17, MNTT T B S0 1 2 iy s W [15]

ABFFOER I, RIS BT M7 #AE SES S84 dir s 500K 1056 R P le s oy i A, B4R
SES AN{SL AT LA L B S 7] A2 05 A iy o S, 6 T LS ok B B e SR P T e e O T R B e i ) e 2
A Ay s SES, BOAE T . X SRR B, ARG AE A B RS BRI I A e SR I B S AR
1R AT AT 0 D 2 Ay S SIS [10] . R B4 SES ARS8 TN AN A I 1000 BELRIAT N7 2 B,
117 LI FR B ZE ) B Bl A R . 5 SES [R50 BE AL BRI SCALRR B Al o i, SCRFEERS A T T 48
S NERRIAE BN B AR, IF HA A E 20k . SRR T &, MiEET L
FATENFA16]0 HE—25, XA SRA AR A5 A RAR PR R 1 1) S 0, 4 R
HUKS 15 23 MOAE 8 E S RSB/, TERAR A dr sh SEmg il [7] [9]. AR, 1% SES MK KELE
2. S, BETTINEEE LS T L B SRR BE 710 R JR 52 BURR R, WAt DA S22 B
bRk, B M AL B AR [16] [17] [18] MG 15 260 i B 1) SOt M, o8 B0k SR AT (i 24,
TP A o 50 S

AR A BB T, LT, . 184 fr s NS AL A A AE R T S AR AR
BT, HRA IR —FE MR RE . ARTA T DAL 208 i s SEWE AL T G e, Lot
FLEE R, FREEOME], st . B AL T 18 fr s Sk A
PR (B BT, AR I T A S BB R BE, I ELRAL S I 58 % . Tk 25 3435
S5 ) /AT 25 5 T B DR 2 A s SR AT 80— B ARk e N BT B 2 (04T 0 AR iy S S A /A i
TeRE U, EE R R T AR B A S AR SR AE 0 R FF (E FI[15] [19]. % T SES KEEMI 5, A LA
LRI T Lo AR IR A 15 [20], 3278 NI FRR, SCRFSUR AR Z MR B Ok, IR
B E A4 275 50 F SRS A BB i st S . A5 P ST IS “BRATEIRE, PREREK
AL PO BRAE 0, HEBNTRIH BRI ST IR B R S S B A B

ARFFABBN T4 1) AR SES, b AR RREIR A Ty T B M RIS A i o 56 1 95 2 ) 40 2 0 62
B IEA . AR SES /K TR b A A K BT T R MR, FE L SN (26 s SEms . 2) A0epE
R A SR PR T B M 7 B4R SES B Ay Sh S 2 P 343 b A
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