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Abstract

This research adopts semi-structured interviews to investigate the family microsystem’s effect on
children’s academic emotions. 135 students took part in the interviews. The results showed that,
in the family physical environment, a majority of teenagers considered that family income had no
effect on their academic emotions, while independent learning space and family book quantity
would affect adolescent’s academic emotions; In family and parents characteristics, a higher pro-
portion of teenagers thought that parental education, occupation, the characteristics of parents
express emotions and the way they regulate emotions would not influence their academic emotion,
while most teenagers whose parental relationship not harmonious thought that the factor affected
their academic emotions; In the family mental environment, a higher proportion of subjects con-
sidered that parents accompany learning, parental educational expectation and the attitude to-
ward scores affected their academic emotions, and approximately half of the subjects thought that
their relationship with parents could influence their academic emotion.

Keywords

Family Microsystem, Academic Emotions, Amount of Books, Parental Relationship, Parental
Education Expectation

HKEMRG X F Al 7RI
IKAYEER

K&, £ %'\ £ ¥, & &

—IR B


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
http://dx.doi.org/10.12677/ap.2015.51003
http://www.hanspub.org
mailto:dong8958@126.com
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

KR EETZR SR 22V 6 I R ——— TR E VTR 45

TE AR KO R, bR
Hemmig b, dbx
Email: dong8958@126.com

Weks H . 2014412 H10H ;. FAHHM: 20154E1H2H; KAAHM: 2015417 19H

R

ARAFRRALEHATTRER T XEMAREN T LA BERRN. Y-/ 301358 %ES M T
Ro GRRY], EXEWEFTT, KBHEFLSFNAFXEEAN B CRAWEEETEMN, GHLE
AEN ZKEBEESSNFTOFENFZLBETRN; EXERCERET, ERHIHTSFEINARL
BRZEAFEE. Pk, KEREBELEOTRUREHATREN T2 mE CELEE, R
REFRBADHAOBRZEONNZEREWN T HORZ2LFSE: EXEOHEAEY, ERFRERIA
AR KBNEDSENEEFTRE U FE D ERSNSEERERRN H O RIIEER
B, RAA—FRPRAN SRR RSE WA o IEE.
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1. 518

)RR LE MG DN S, R LE RIS B AR AT B SR, [ AR B
FMEE LR, FEEERIIG, A TR USRS & F R 2 H AT N R 4, B
VI 2 5 A T A 2 308 1 2 0B A R A . TRBI B2 (G 0F, ATl B, 2007). PRk, Sk iE 282 5 o E A
HNEE % DI AT, JEZ g TR AE R OGE . Sl B g R IR U E S I RR
52 A G I & S R 00 IS IBOIRAS , BE S IRIE. KRB, IR, RS, EAMUGERR S
HEAE IR L L D RS BT AR B0 B %5 PG 25, [RIFE G AR E IR A 2% 2] rh, 78 HU RS #E
AR AE 2 R ) F) 17 48 4436 KR 25 (Pekrun, Gortz, Titz, & Raymond, 2002). i 4% 2 B LIS R AR Z 5T
BRI, — R G2 e — RO 22 E 1) 5 S I R VIR AR IR, KR s A E
B o — 5 T R A A 2850 RAFITAE G R RS 2% AR By ol /KT PR i e A BB 2 8 (1
E K, #UF, 2005),

BESR A 8 0o 2 AR T 5 A i B B R S, TR T8 5 A WS R 3% 2 2 2 1 2 A 4 77 A 5 i e 2
Pekrun 2:(2002) % /e - M EA AR R, EAEST L BN ER S Z B K. ERA 2
TXLEIRES K2 A5, 1T S REAE R 2 A K FR S R G (R PR B TR 3, X 2% 2R 22 I A 248 1D 5 T i B 2% 1 ¢
Ao fn Bahrassa “5(2001) K3, AR REA M€ K2 EEN R 74, HK T 2ol
HAMAE, BMERCEBETFRER KL, KEWSHFEFEMER. BT R, FKEE -4 sl
HEMEELSHER.

TR AR R HL (Bronfenbrenner, 1986) LA S & g O BE2E 5K Minuchin (1985) A &5, 7T DL 21 7 /b
EENE G REMR RN N A ER: B EREFEYEAE, BRFEFERN. 05, i
% (Huston & Bentley, 20105 Zshr, Ji5 577, 2005), XEEREEERE T JLENFEY AL UKL 5K
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MTTE L . 38 R K BE NS BPRAE, A5G SCBESCAGRR B SCBEHRNY . AQBER R\ ACBRIG 28R mi 8 (52
¥, i BT, 2005; Davis-Kean, 2005; Yeung, Sandberg, Davis-Kean, & Hofferth, 2001; Mistry, Benner, Tan, &
Kim, 2009; AAf, VRIS, MAE, 2006; K&, (MR, ABEAE, 2011). S=J= RN RS pE O BB,
AT KRR XBHFRTTA HERE . LEHHE ., FEDResE (s, WEH, 2005; AR, R,
B A, 2006). ABFFLBLEE VIRE, G ER AN ERFERFEM RGN L. DUHANK
FEA T, BB R L, R AR & 7 o) BRI R AR AR 48 T . AW SR FH U5 %
() S RIPE T, ] DS B RAT T A RIS B4R AN e B 2 B B 25 08, T L SR VP Bl 2 kAT VR 1R 1 0
M5 TR BEA 2 — B AT H R G, BAZ — T =0 W 45 (Brinkmann & Kvale, 2013). 1
EFYTRS, UrR AT DL E B R S e i LA R PR, LA AT S et
— AR . B AT DARIE A 1A 2 EE R T AT B [FIREHL, A — A0 B b e 432 R e Ry
58 FRTE R SRR AR BE (Arksey & Knight, 2007); Ak, ABEFTHIN RN, AL AN RERS I 22 1)
BB, VrRiEA BT TR S A X B AR AA TR A

2. MREF*
2.1 W&

AL ST L T A S BE N LR BT 2 SRR 2R 135 L (R ERY L E N 12~18 £,
HaEre1 N, &tt74 A

22. fixI R

VIRIRN E B = A HMIANES, S 77 & K EE I J FO6 2ol 1 2 e (ol s R
(1 EE 200 2 XRE: S B PIE A A S 2 S ERERCIIRS I B 462 ), S R REE . SRR
HIE S FtF 2 28 B S (Bl s AQREZ [A) (1) 06 R AT 23X SR BRI TS 450 ? 43 /6 A REREIA AR
ECIRTE L ? ), B =0 TH AR SR O BRI S L A 28 B (o e AR 27 T IR i, A REERTE MR T
27 XM B IR IR B B 2 2B AR IR S I 262 ). TEVIR PSS T2 AR = e A
ST “ORF B PEEZ 2 7 IXFEM S, YRS mg: W, F—AN5E my=n
AEMTTREINAN: ANRKE, —B, — AP, AT T X S bR o ——2 A 1 32 00 ok
Al 52 5 b 5 JE DR 20T 27 A 2 A% 26 (1 R
2.3. BFSHELE

O B2 A AR AT 8, VPR AT R 0 S N R — R 3K, IR VR R IR IR
FI5. EXVFRE, BRI BAE R, REIRIERRIEFR S, UHRE a0 ik R R
W ATEB U IR 28 ARG XU TR K55 5 AT SO R SRR R

KH SPSS 11.5 A AT RN« R G ih K RIS .

3. &R
3.1. REYIBIFEX R GRS

AW TS VIR B G T FEEWN S J& 754 ML 2% 2] 23 8] LR SR g 71 B 0) 75 /0 4 A 8 TR 52
ZERRIL, AN KRN T S A O 45 B IR — 8 = 95.773, p < 0.000), 73.5%[()%#
AN FBEWNST H O E@ E M A R A O 2 ) A 3 Al i 4 2 5 H B
SN AR [FE (o = 26.415, p < 0.000), 73.2%[K)24 25 I\ AT ST [ 27 31 28 18] 25 540 2k 5 45
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HEEBEELSIEERI, FEBERESOBRVIR &S 70.4%, FEBHEE R
BAR YOI AL R 400 5 30.0%, K AR £ HOBAR Iy RS Bn 2 U 4 O A FE 5B 3 o T
PR RO 1)

3.2. RERXFHFFEXF I BERIRMm

AW TR VIRIEH G T LB BB . RN RQBRESER . RS G R IERS f LA BHE 45
TR S0 T D AR AR 25 (5 . 45 BRI, 73.6%I 4% A R BF 2 2B R IR A [ O L 1
Z(,% = 28.845, p < 0.000); 73.4% K1k IA 5 R A T TR R £ B0 1 A2l 1B 45 (2 = 27.129, p <
0.000). SZBESG ZR M VG 26 145 R 2 Frow, SRR REIE A5 SRR RARA H ANEE Y, B2
SRR R A AN A BE S R S B 4 A B 5 50.8%, SXBESE RANEIE AN B Rt 2k s
EIISCIA 84.0%, J5 SRR B & T T (° = 13.436, p < 0.000). 7EA FHE &% ks 4 |, 66.3%
MR A S BT R 34 [ U 25 (B M s 3 ) AN ma 21 B S 26 26 = 10.116, p < 0.001);
69.8% I IR A S BEUNATT I35 H QLI 45 R 2 52mi B LRl 26 (o = 15.042, p < 0.000).

3.3. RELERENFIEENRR

RHFFILF G T XRHR BRI ) . SRR R. HRERIIR R SCREAV I DL SRR St
A X A A AL A 26 RS

3.3.1. REREREHFE IMF I BEORMW
AT RKI, EFSFFEIN, KEHCEH M E CFEE, RAERDMEERFER>.
ANARAE S SN, SCRHSE RIS, 17.2% 005 AR 0 X 20t B L g 46 A S2m s an RACRHE
DA ST IR RS R 2 3], 75.0% 10 28 A4 22 0 ot B S A, WE A REERQ =
30.039, p < 0.001), W+ 3 Fios.
3.3.2. REHHAEMF I BERIF M
AR VTR, AR R IABEX D R S A — AN B 2, AR s R )
NBUS LD e 4 s o 2450 REXS 227 (1 2 v i 5 24.59% )22 AR e 15300 B i 2l G 28 A
T BER %7 BB A K R, 65.7% )= A2V X &t B SRl iF G iom, —FZR R
Table 1. Chi square test of family book quantity’s effect on academic emotion
=1 REPHEEZOINFWIFEERNFHRE

iy e ARE S

S
Al ANF ] Va df p
% 69(70.4%) 29(29.6%) 11.710 1 0.001
— 6(30.0%) 14(70.0%))

Table 2. The influence of parental relationship on academic emotions

2. REXAMFARENR

R RN T 4

RBER & Al A5 x df p
Rl 31(50.8%) 30(49.2%) 13.436 1 0.000
A Kb 42(84.0%) 8(16.0%)

O
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E(=19.222,p <0.001). A W45 BEXT (O AF% 3304 K 7o BRI ST K £ 1A 2l 45 A B

3.3.3. REHHEMF I EERNF N

Wi 5 pow, RZHOCREXT T DR GHARH EAL, S 5CREXT T A 4R S & FLE AL, 83.6%
FIF DN NRZ 20 H SR AR, 2SR T DRGSR, 38.3% 1 DN N A
M, CHAREFER(S = 23621, p<0.001). AL, SCBFEMLTE DR F ST A 4 A R

3.34. 5RXBFAXAMNFUIFEHFI

A REI, WNERXEHISE RSB H O 2 sk NB0E 2 TN TR, HPE L
4. ¥ig

PAE R T FHER Z X BB, 220 TR HE S &5 AL (Huston & Bentley, 2010; 15
&, FiaE, KR, 2011). REMEE K F(Davis-Kean, 2005; 5k, AR, EEME, 2011). 5%
F#FH BB 7 R A] (Yeung, Sandberg, Davis-Kean, & Hofferth, 2001). SETF=RGHBA AT, VR E,
¥ KL, 2006; H AT, 2004) 4% A (Mistry, Benner, Tan, & Kim, 2009). #Z#$& #(Mandara, VVarner, Greene,
& Richman, 2009; VW], T5C4L, 2002)550f F /DAL s mT . H— B DSRA R Z R L XN
PLZAE T BE I — MR AT KRG 5T . FEEIRIT FAUK RO ELE K Minuchin(1985) W N K EE 2 &
FI0 ZAMEA AR R, RGN RN FIE R G A ey A RGHIL
(Bronfenbrenner, 1986) 3 M & R HKE TAHE WAL 2R R 2, X KZHEMEMS, KiE
i EE MRSt (microsystem) . 1T AL, MRG0 F BE AR EE A 2 52 RE IR 2% 7R F & 8 B L.

Table 3. The influence of parents accompany learning on academic emotion
7 3. REREREHF INF W FEF

iy e AR

I SCBERAT A S Nl Ve df p
ECFE 15(17.2%) 72(82.8%) 30.039 1 0.000
B A5 2] 18(75.0%) 6(25.0%)

Table 4. Chi square test of expectation’s effect of parents on academic emotion

3 4 RSN FEE R FENERNRFRE

R RN T 4

SR 2] AR X df p
= 12(24.5%) 37(75.5%) 19.222 1 0.000
—fi 44(65.7%) 23(34.3%)

Table 5. The influence of parents’ attitude toward scores on academic emotion

7 5. XENFFLERGRSENFOEF A FENSM
Py Al E A

S BER A B GTAS Al A5 Ve df p
M 51(83.6%) 10(16.4%) 23.621 1 0.000
— & 18(38.3%) 29(61.7%)
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MEFEM ARG =AZ VO A AR SRR, X EWEIAE T, K2 H5 DI R IR
AN B R R R, AL S s 6] . SKE AR 2 Mg, AR X H Ok
TR IS s RS OSSR IE R, ANSCREI R AR . WOlk . SCRERIA NS 25 1S i A
eSS REVR 1% 45 1 75 SIS 5g i B O @ i LB B ey, T SCRESR R A RIA AR i R 3R
SN AR S U S s FE SR D BRI, DONSCRERE AR 5] L SRR /DRI BUE T LK
X RGNS S KB R X B SRS 4 A S AR v, KA —Fipalilon 5
SEH R A H T AL S 254 520

VB 4 e B AR EE O LA A P R AT R R, B SO AR 2 AR ) LA £ 07 T
MU o ASHIT FUREFRATRE — 2P W 1AL T FIRE A RA B B JLE, TSR SR BE T AR 48 rH KR L5 X 3K 30
S TR AR S . AT TR E AU g, E T RATEE D T AN RS
[T R DU B SRE R GExt 2 48 I/ R R AT AR B AR o SRR ok, — T
I, AT DO A LTI BB IR )L, (et IR e S 0B IRt — e e L g OBk
AR S JrEL, T RAMERR T, e e AnE kR B R A R RN
=, AR+ EEISHR T E

4.1, REMBEIFGERNFE R RER M

MK FEWNRT A G 26 E R, AR 7 232 AR A R R BEON N B 5B 28 %A 5
AR R 838 o I 015 T AR R R 45 R o oK K 25 (201 0) ZE AT 78 9 vh A 2 A 48 M e R 2K VI R B0
“FBE NI R WON i AT AR AE R e R B 3 v T NS WO R AR 222, FRBE L S A e 72
(R o A B 25 B AR I BT R L s 26 o T 53 A — S NHORIFST 45 AR MK A SRR R 2R, B
SRRIG B 2 I E B IR, (H SR BE 28 BRSNS M1 11 2% A 471 1 17 SR A4 36 300 /T SRR 28 BRUBON v R o 1) 2
AT, He e, sRPERS, 2011). SULFEIRF, Mistry Z57E 2009 £EX} 444 RS IE E K REIEAT I 4
ERAETS, RINT DRI B K EE LT T, PSR ATTRE N 31 1) 5K g 22 5% 20 R (financial constraints),
T AATT 2 AR 287 56 B ROVE R, e rbo) i I 3 2D A 06 5K B 22 35 1 7 R SRR R0 v I 27 b 408
T4 F S B A B PO o X BB T R BEWRNAR A 1 g 2 s 2 A Al i e R 2, exd
SR G 25 (R R AR AT RE A= AR AR N A sl A R 2 A 1

AT RIN 73. 2% 2= AN G ML 5 2] s (e g 4, X5 A S i A
—Ho FEIT TR (2003) MG TE “KEEH LB ] R ARG ARE, AT RIRLE R AR 5] S5
AN E RO PR R E KA N FE AR A BE R BRI ST I R AT — AN 2 K s 2 ST . v A —
AN T2 ) 2] 23 D 211 52 2T 5 2 IR R B2

4.2. ZER R B4 Al L RIS

MBI R, 4K 2 BRI sl IR B IR AR B B i 22l 45 - IX AN 5 77 (2008) 55 A HI#B
DR R B, AT ORI, SCERPMEXS il R & BRI R GE T 22 s (HACRIBULXT
HUREFRRE R IR Goit 23 30 SORN TR N G2 55 01 224 HURE A FE 0N 13.64%, TN 18
TAMIRIL 29.36%. EXEHHIRZAE /KT LKA, K L2010 FTAIL, 2 BE B K4
ALERR R e . R E b B 2 TR B R BRI AR, 7V A e v | AR (R b
KT ALBEZ 20 E R A XA ] - 2E o AHL Foster (2005)%F A48 HACRESZ 208 7K1 LL R R BELE BRIR X 75
DRI AL T 2 AT IR, b RIEESE SR CR 738 RIEIES) . R BB SF) i
AEH . AWEAERFFERT AR Y, SCREHRNE X 22 A 2l A 2 i s 2= R B ARG Bl i g, SRR B A K-
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VAT R A2 3 I 5K B 5 ) IR AE T A i 2 4 1

TRATHIBIE FE R AL BE IR o0 2 A2 Sl A 26 (1 BE M AR S35 (p < 0.05), ] WLACBESG R I il 5 75 % 2% 4E
SNV R AR BB . X —HF T 4SBT Chappel 25(2014) 0 —8. HATTHIBT 78 & DU N 215 B 22 1] i v 58
S RON R 3P T R T A RO B AR R o O 2 BRI, A, ERE(2012) AN N R A A
WEL I RATAFHT A= T2 5 A J R 3B AR R | 5 e IR A AN R 26 BT L, FKK B2 RO EET,
RIS FIRE ) FKBEE SR, HEMTBOR £ B2 I X6 DR HE AT 5 ST (e, AR 5], 5L 408, 1997).

TEACBHE 28R IE i b, 66.3% I3 A A S B ik B R 26 (BB HH) I 2 m 2 3 2
(221G 28+ 69.8% MR A BEUAT 1 15 B RIS 48 AN 2 smm B 22k ts 44 - 1X 5 Morris 25(2007)
SN ARG R AATUCHE R AEEY, &l WS S bk I 2T, BFEAK
FERI R EAER, SCBRRIG 2 RIB NG 261 15 22 2 5o £ F- 1 45 R 1 o R e e 2 i i S BE U,
FRERIL, BT RAFR LT BAERAE AN B DL 1E 46 RIAAE 2 5 15 is 28 1)
SO 5 KRR OB AR R BAMZ 10— L 51 PR 45 018 PTG SR B T A0SR AN SCHRE IR N R RS
f) B 1 17 4% 2534 (Wong, McElwain, & Halberstadt, 2009) .

4.3. RELBIMEXNFEEFIEENT I

RTRARFVEZRKHZRACRT KRR MERR, FAHRR)Z—, RIFFSRTRAXNEDES
O SRS DEAT N A R E BRI . A1) (2004, 2006)7EH SR “FAERE AR S T
I HITRER” I ACHL, 2 AT SR 5 4R DL R 28 1 A R ) 2 R, T 2 A SR B P S B g He
MR BLAEYE X AT % R e F M. AT MR TR R A G A B B, 2 AR E
W A — EREE HRE T AT Ak 152

FERX— R h EATE K I— A BRI R KB 27 K &% 7 s 4 h
WEVEH, EACREXT A RGN AR A S . TR TR, FTRER U BATE T8 “ SCEH 2w
xS 22 A 2 AR s I SN EE RO H b, 2 AR T REX BE I A IR ZI A 52 s B A AT REAE
KB K, HCEHIE — B 2 A B R TR o TR SRR AR ST A5 BEXT 2 A el 1% 24 B 25 5
Wi SR, XU IR AT 2258 5 H 2t 8 K04 R, KB 20 B SCREXH %1 (1057 2] S 2 e 1 4% 1 B SE P kBt
RPN e RS, 27 PRI 73 Kl A7 A2 R REAR DL (L, 2010). P60, 2 304L(2002) 558 AT
TSR KRR ] T T A RS .

FERATHIBE T, ARLEBA X2 AR 2877 A4 B N KR AR SR 2, AT RE 2 IE L H A A IR
TER T2l 2 ). AR FUBIESE TR M A EM, Eln De Corte <5(2011) 90 4 2245 Hh ACRER 1
2 RUHH 2 SR L D R SR T S ERIARE ST, SRS I RE )2 A B 5 2L A O R 1 4
T

4.4. RENARGRWF I EENEEYNRE

MRIEAGF ARG R, FATE T REMR G AR B R m R (4] 1), fERXMERE, W
FIEVBIAGOX — JRHEORTE , SRBE AL Rx 22 A4 i 2k 1 454 35 BRI, 3XAT Ermisch 25 (2001) 9T 7T
—H, AT E B SIX — R T LA LS AR A SR S SRR EIX — SR TR
ALBER F R R AR R 2B 46 5 (R Davis-Kean(2005) B 78 A 5 B J SCBFRFEIX — 2 9 i g
FBE LB ELIX — R i 2 A A 25 1, IX A RE R T AT FU AR TN R A ARG K, Davis-
Kean HUBTFIN Ry 8~12 S 1)L, 1 HMKINER FIEE, ABTCRH T Uik, R WutIl B3k
TEIMEEMAELIEE R &)a, AFEOLBEMEIX —ZHRE, SCEHUR . SCRHR ARG % > LR L



FIET R GO 22V A 4 52 ——— Tk B U5 iR 25

\
Py /

HIECIAN: 52 LT
SUREX R ST

=23

Figure 1. The model of family microsystem’s direct effect on academic emotions

E 1 REMZRGEWFIEEEENNER

BEXHR G I A& JE A0 LA 25 W2 W sg e, /i N R R ], X — 28 & DLEEAEH T LE
22V A4 25 (Burke, Pardini, &L oeber, 2008).

5. &g

AT VTR A I ST XBER R BRI . B S I RTE S AR L 2 i D4
Ml et AHE U], AT DA I B0 SRR R R 1R i 7 AR AR L 1 2

B O
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