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Abstract

Objective: This study used questionnaire investigation to investigate the attachment style and fili-
al attachment cognitive status as well as differences in demographic variables, and to further ex-
plore the relationship between college students attachment and cognitive filial piety. In practice,
this research can provide suggestions and measures for the college students’ cognitive filial piety
education, and it is helpful to better guide the students parents and schools to make the education
of filial piety more targeted and efficient. Methods: The filial piety cognition questionnaire and
ECR are used to questionnaire the 350 students of Xinxiang Medical University randomly. Results:
The college students’ attachment avoidance and attachment anxiety level are higher, and female
have higher score than male in attachment avoidance; college students’ filial piety is overall more
positive; the girls’ grades in Yangqinzunqin (fulfilling filial responsibility) and Huqinrongqin
(maintaining the honor of the family) are significantly higher than boys’; medical college students’
scores points were significantly higher than that of the non-medical college students in filial piety
total score and Huqinrongqin, Sangzangjinian, Shunginyanqin; the non-only child scored signifi-
cantly higher than the only child in Yangqinzunqin dimension; students’ attachment styles in an-
xiety dimension and filial piety cognitive in Shunqinyanqin dimension exist significant correlation.
Conclusion: The attachment avoidance and anxiety attachment degree are high, and the female is
higher than male college students in filial attachment avoidance; college students have a more
positive filial piety cognition; college students anxiety and cognitive filial piety exist significant
correlation in Shunqinyanqin dimension.
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MR EBER LR, KK TEBRET N KREZENNBALBRRE; KEEFRRERNP
RFRWNMER LN B RBEFTRTHA; BRRWAFEEZELS S RIPRFER. RROSAERIR
oER ERS BERTIRESRTWARSEE; METLAFRERER LBYBERTMET L KF
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1. 5]

FiE AP ELGEE P IR, RETENESE., NS LB SRE, ZEME BT
PASCBEN 32 B0 R+ 2235 FE (social attitude) 5 412247 4 (social behavior) 4 & . Wik 2, FiEZF1E
BES2ET AW EK, 2009)H G . FRZOMIERIA AR “BHQRE” , FEAFFEWETE. M5
REENE . KA I ZETE WA 2 K5 AR 2538 B B AR B R A — AR

BRZFHEIIFTL, —ModE e, RARRAAORE PSS, S T AN g, BT #
PR 228 BN G b S 28 . FL7E 1974 4F, Lee s T FAMAZIE 50 R JE 1 T BURE

F RO E R, SRASHEL )RR N S AR FESE AT N ERELISREE T
GEEP . i AR RAERFESE, SRRV gl vEEZR T AR ER . ZAF KL
ZSt o FRFEACEE. T MACEFIE L Mok AMESRHAES . BB U R B B AT o 4a0 R
PR AR, HALRERME . P57 T 1 22 7R S A N R AN R 24T o 1 HL R AEAT T BT 1 ) B 2R AT AT AR
TREEME G RS ——80E . DR TRE, AN . & AR R B Fr 78 M S5 A% e 2247 T AR 7%
A DUARAE I T E T A e 52 (B 185, 1992).

BEA BN N2, BN IR IR M BB ™ A . BT IR AR
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WAELLSEEL, HATERE DR EFREHEAAE, FLREFIEFRZAN, WRRFBONH 2 TR E. K
AR H A T AR R BRI B, AL AN (EDULGT A AT P 5 00 e i AT RV R £ R

H AR K 27 A 2238 BRI A 32 B T8 1) 35 R £ 0 7 SUTF H OR2 AR SETE IR . A 2 e B A
BEL TRJBIARE 3 2 SCRE R HIRE LA B2 25 SCRERG #1836 DU A48 32 25 5 K 2 AR 221l IR (4= 0, 2009) 6
WA 25 3 T EEANE LI A P AR S A 228 WA T PR, 20 S A TE R AN H A TE B (A B AL
TE AN T BRI T8 S A B 55 R DA 5 T R 2R AT P A A0 AT I (S B, 2008) o I 5% B 45 A\ (B0 58, 2007)
18K AP B2 TE WA YR —— “HUBNGE” « “MMALIRY « “MCisE” f1 “REW)E” TR
WHot. I URBUR SRR IR : BRI Lo A . KRR, AFRFEL I FAEERT
ANTR] A 20 2 S UL (1 48 P 1 e ROR RS B R 25 5 1

H<7 (attachment) & — RO BRGEFRTL OB R, e nl AR IR LBV SR 75 B 5 MM R RR ARG L +5
BERSRIT, DASRIGRIETE I — R EOESR:, ©R)LE RS R EENE S LR, M SR
JR BTN AL b BB A G oy o RS AREN AR E A, RARKA SR, &
SO B AT SR B R RN ABRAE TR IIERIA LR A T A AMEREITR (T (R kT, 2004).

AL A B ENGRSK, —HZ 2B #H GHE . HEEREH S XK Bowlby s i FE_H “IRAR”
&SI . AWTE I PE R BB S TR T ELS . (5 BN TELS S58die, Q0 THREHERE, &R
Gt TR A A B A KT I B R R S L P, R AR R AE AT T AT

RIS R IR FRR AT £ 0T 2240 L5 FERER S RFAT I . (RRARERES R FFEAFER), X —AFfE
BRAERRE Y RN, R R 2 O NS R R 228 Al . Rk, ARG S DR
FRN PR ZSAIE 55 o

X F AN R AR RS B O BEAR AT I 78, A Bh T S0 4 Ml 1 R AR S R IR A, RN AR T A A7
AU Y AR E A — NI o AR A AR i R L AR IR R AR I K [EZ AL, DL SRR
FAPMKRAI IV, B2 B RAE JG R % R RIS AN FRAh 2 DhRE R IE DL R K D REFT A A% 4
JRIIE R 52U, B NRATARIEE SURE R, NOHMEMS . MH, RAMKEIT ARG
AR RABEAE IR, XA T SIS M o DR, e A AR 7R PRI T 50 A T PR R )

HEOR TR R REZEZ X R M AL LR THDFEN B, tin: AIINE 2008 85T T Hh %
B S 5H TR A SEN IR S 2011 SERFR 7 2R AR I8 S 0 S e 555 K
A NBRIER )RR AHRIE AR, KRR EZFEZ MAEHEVINKR. (20T REKES
FEZAMREFR, HHETEA R

ETULEBUR, AW B T RE RS S MG BUR AN DA FES, it
— BRI KRB ERR S ZIE AN Z A B R, FESEEE b, AR DO RS 28 A R 20 e flb
WA, AT REMERTELR G SFAENZFENE, FFERE BRI =8t
2. ARF*
2.1. ARMR

BENLIH R £ 5 22 Bt K244 350 44 K222, HEAT Ul , [T S 214 %l 45 312 4y, 1745 [ U FR A 5] 89.1%
Ho, TRUAERHBRIEN: 1) EAERIHEE AR, 2) ra S RE0EREF—IET; 3) MGHS Ax,
4) BTG, BARTE = APl Z I 2 M. TG e ok K—89 4, K= 1414, K=46 4,
KUY 36 44, (AR HLE 4 B2 28.6%, 45.2%, 14.7%, 11.5%; EZEEVS4: 259 44, JEEE%%

ol 53 44, g EL A 43 7 2 83.0%, 17.0%; J4: 112 44, #E 200 44, (5 ik b gl 23 il /2 33.8%
66.2%; JAT4 52 4, FEIAEF A 260 44, (5 S HR LA r AE 12.4%, 87.6%; FKEEFTIEHL AR



B
5
&
48

80 4, RFHIA 232 4, HEwREE5E 24.7%, 75.3%.
22. fixI R

2.2.1. ZiEIAHEE

I A O RS N (V05 2009) 2 B A% 51X 4 1] (0 27308 W\ 0 1) 2 G o A1, 038 1) 2551 FH 5
M Likert 3%, fEFEINFINET, SRGERMRE T, GBI “MENTR, BiiZe-”
RNIEARLER o

GRS NN, SRR TREYNE0~11): S EE K EREDN, B EAEY
B EAE M B E CRKIER R, IE0EE02~18): FER K BERIT BRI B KIEWIE . xRy
SRR 7 H I W FR 202 (19~25): ££— L8 5 A AH SC R H A 35 28 07 11 1) R 3« ISR SE 55 (26~32) -
X FENT MR IE S BE I N AR H AR AT R il B FRede s L8, FrdE. 1718, R 1 (FEH
ARIZ)E] 5 S (@R POZ) AT 6], JF AR IERTH . Ba@em, RoREFEI.

2.2.2. AKX REE—AEITHR(ECR)

KA Brennan &5 A%, 25 g AR (2R, INAEAIAE, 2006) BT ) “RE R REAETIER
(Experiences in Close Relationships Inventory, ECR)” H1 3 il & R A4 AR AR o ECR 22 A, &t
PLACE ) BERERR SN EBRRER. ZERO SRR A EHAF T, H AR E R
BB ZAEAE, BOUERN 7 ORI IR BRI ER BRI N s B =5 B, A —Hh
SREVE T XA KR R S X 7 R I . XA X 18 ANTH, 3% 36 ANIH . A
g Ty 2R, MEEETAEESER, ZERRA L7, N “EEARR" “HEA
FE” “HRARR” ‘a7 “fGRER” “HRER” “EEFEZ” . 83, 15, 19, 22, 25, 27,
29, 31. 33 I 35 Fy A, IZE R MIEYEE o RECH.94, AEUES B ERAMGTE 0.6~0.73 2
] FERELERLN) o REN.91, (HEUE S S ERIAHRAE 0.5~0.67 2. KT ZEERNNE, HIFEXKL
FEECAVIIR . H(TAT MG BRI FAT S Pl 255 HIicHE bR A 1 S i
GTERAE B R S EA RIFRSUE . ECR FEE XM AN BIFKRARE R, Akt DUE T [
IR R R o FERT R AEREA AT MBI T, i E R iE TR A R A& A .

3. BZREHh
3.1 RAKEREER

311 ERSEEEEESER
SEREARIE GEFERRAKGER) MW N EX P EsSH TS, SRILE 1.
3.1.2. AO%itEERRER &R0
NECE N O Gi it 22 R KA AR S S (I, xRS, PR, KEEFTEH., & AMAE T4
DYAN PRI 2R LE AR 70 XM 5 T AR B8 i B, o e ) R A4 708 XU A7 S5 38 S DA AR, Atk % IR 2 e A4 708 XU
YITC R BT o Nt — 2 X ) 5 A XU o RBEAT BB, PEIEMR AR B4 L 15 BRI # 2,
2 afUAEH, FERRLEE E, BaFaEREER: P<0.05 BHESEERT M, FEEYE
E R AR EER: P>0.05,
3.2. REEZE\NANEEER

BN GAE R A ZETE NN B — R Gt &, AR 3 R ORAE AR /MBI ZZBE AT LA
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Table 1. The average scores of avoidance and anxiety dimension

=1 EEMEEREENTHESER

n Min Max M SD
A Bk 4k 312 1.94 5.22 3.80 0.56
B YR 312 1.83 5.61 3.84 0.66

Table 2. Attachment dimensions in different genders

2. PRI ERTYHEE EREEER

n M SD t P

[ 3 %(112) 66.78 10.27 0.60 0.04
4(200) 69.27 9.82

FEE H(112) 70.49 12.26 1.95 0.11
4(200) 68.28 11.48

7E: *P<0.05,

Table 3. The general characteristics of the college students’ filial piety cognition

F 3. AFEZEAMPBEER

Min Max M SD

FEoR 33 55 51.71 3.89
PIRIAR 21 35 32.33 3.16
LS 21 35 32.35 3.13
JIFSEAE 55 11 35 25.79 4.64
FIEINFLL T 96 160 142.19 12.11

kA FE N B R [ SR, Bl e IE AR B TR IS .

321 FRIMAHNEF NN ELB/IHERMRRE
HIZ 4 TG, EFRRECRAPIRAERZIANEE L, BUFEREER, WERITRRERMY R
HEEMNERE LI BB m T k.

3.22. AEIFNMEXZEANSINERMRE
& 5 ATAE N, BRI 5IRESA LA R 7 R ORAOR . 3R S NIE SRR 7 41 A7
fEmFEES, YL RAENFENNG BE R TR TR E.

323 BERME FREFEANLBSNERMLR
4 6 WRMRH, RIIETRIEFEN R LEEREER, PET )M S T
T

3.3. KBRS EENAZEREX S

N 7 s, 6 REE AR AR RURS RT3 DA R 45 A A FE AT AR OG0 M, 48 R s DR 2 AR A XU 1)
FE R 5 25 T8 VNN IR NU5F 2 53 48 5 A7 AE 1 25 AH 5C(r = 0.140, P < 0.05).
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Table 4. Different gender college students’ filial piety cognitive score t test (M + SD)
% 4. FEMERIA S BN NEZHH t I (M = SD)

n ESEISEy FRIRHIR A BT AN JIFSEE 55
5 112 140.88 + 13.751 50.53 £ 4.60 31.82 £ 3.67 32.17 £3.37 26.37 £4.85
s 200 142.92 + 11.047 52.38 +3.25 32.61+2.81 32.46 +3.00 25.48 + 4.49
t -1.43 4,14 -2.12" -0.77 1.63
: "'P<0.001, "P<0.01, 'P<0.05.
Table 5. Different professional college students’ filial piety cognitive scores of t test (M + SD)
= 5. ARIB A ARFEZHEANGTH t #I8(M + SD)
n ESEISEy FRIRHIR A BT AN IS %
R 259 143.06 £ 11.90 51.90 + 3.86 32.58 +£3.13 32.54 +£3.03 26.03 £4.63
e[ 3 53 137.94 £12.29 50.79 £ 3.90 31.09 + 3.06 31.43 £3.47 24.62 £ 4.50
t 2.83" 1.90 3.16™ 236" 2,03
7E: ™P<0.001, "P<0.01, P<0.05.
Table 6. Filial piety cognitive score t test between non-singleton and singleton (M £ SD)
< 6. RERMEFRLEEBEBANEDH tHRIEM £ SD)
n SISy FRIRHIR A BT AN ISR AE 55
7 52 139.94 + 13.76 50.71 £ 4.64 31.77 £ 3.96 31.90 £ 3.63 25.56 £ 4.62
5 260 142.64 £ 11.72 51.92 £3.70 32.44 £2.98 32.44 £3.02 25.84 £4.65
t -1.47 -2.05 -1.40 -1.13 -0.40
7E: ™P<0.001, "P<0.01, P<0.05.
Table 7. Correlation between attachment style and filial piety cognition
F 7. RERAE S ZENAREX SR
[EIpU FEIE FRIRHIR PRI Feshal ISR RE 5%
[ i -
HE 0.16™ -
FroRER -0.06 -0.07 -
FORIRR -0.04 -0.02 0.72" -
ST AN -0.08 -0.04 0.58™ 0.64™ -
[ESTES —-0.04 0.14" 0.42™ 0.50™ 0.55™ -

" TP <0.001, “P<0.01, 'P<0.05.
4. +ig

4.1, KEFEKRBERARIRK
4.1.1. REERTBIR S

MYERE B, AMARERIRSE RS, FIR4EEE ) 3.80, MEYEESY 3.84, X5UEMMARE—
SEMIANE . 22155 2007 £EXT 384 44 KA MU — ANHIF 70 T 15t 1] Je A £ FE 46 52 43 9] /& 3.14 + 0.83. 3.60 +
0.88, Z=[EA. Z=Mfik. ARECERT, 2Rk, K1, 2007)%H b HLIX 256 42 FE T RIK 2 AR MK — AN T
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52 BT A5 A £ FE AE 1 73 7)) 2 3.78 £0.79. 3.63+0.87. ZE[FIH. k. B K. BRH I (A, (i
P, FRIGET, BEHTEH, 2008) % b HIX 419 H 2 AR A ) — AN ST T A ] RN £ R4 FE 43 i) & 3.43 £ 0.73
3.52+0.89. Z[AIH. ZEMEIR. ZERU(A=HH, i, 2R, 2006)%F Ab X 330 44 Ak B A AR HR

AR — AN 5 A5 [ BE AN R FE 48 B2 23 )2 3.42 £ 0.79. 3.39 £ 0.91. FEPKHE (FE)K#H, 2007)% A JLIHE
K 400 44 KR — A0 70 BT A5 [l @k A0 A FE 48 5 73 i) /& 3.54 + 0.83. 3.57 + 0.91. AWML,
K2R AR A P AN R 4 B 1045 4 LR B s TR0 NI 72 e ARy, EZEE W TR 28—,
AW TR I R A N A 22 A, BRI B B D, SRR, SR E LT %
AR _ERIWETE, BRAIE ST AN T 5 8O, SRR, AT 5 B0 A 1 (] 8k 2 3 A0 B 48 15
Bt s B, BEESDESAPARBIETK, FAENE AR R 550V ARG, X
AT RR A AR 22 2R (R e A, b 1T S 55 e 4 AR R A P 1S A B

4.1.2. PEMERIAFE RTINS E S

AT RRI, AFERN IR ATE FRE 4L FR AR EER, HEHEs BEKT k.
X5 AT N BT 45 AN K — B AP Iiva K2 R IR = (SR 2, 2008) 0 & 245 A7 A IR 78 45 R iR,
PERITE LB B PAFEAE R 7, BV T2tk ZEA . ZEmaik. 22 (=R, 4Rk, 2458, 2006)
X 330 A4 Fll AR S BT A R, T P R AR R4S o i T 2tk Em B (I3 2L,
2004) 0 REAE IR AL R, MR SRR, RORERER A KRR BB R, 2007)%F 306 4445
W 6 A~ H UL R BRI T R 5 L MR AR A (R BRI AR R AT 22 55 PP R (S0,
2007)F1 EAZF(EALSF, 2006) I Fith B, PR BN AR R B S 4 BE AR VA R R

P DL ESERRIN,  BR B R A BN A 5 — SN AR S S I e B — B 2 . Il
X G IR F B RFAE AR NS, KA 5 5 7 2L A ATT 0 [0 3 2S00 65 RS 23 B A X
B M RRAMCEA THE IR, AR, AEEMAHE R/, APRCRAAE 7T
S NEE2a SN SR ST oy 1 B W T NI B e 975822 B PO S (A

413. RERMEFENAFERTOERIH

GERETR, APMAETRAEIFRRERMEE FRE T MAET L, HRINGEEE 2 BBAZS. R
AREA LRI 35—, JRME T 2fE 5 0 R A A O FE 3145 TR BE IR RBRAT s 20—,
BUEARIA T 20— IR BN T, RAG TR, UES WKL, #RERMA T oAt
KFEA, I, HARZERE b, MR SARMEREH A% R

4.2. REEZEAMIAR

421 REEINABEER

AR, KEFAEZE NG kKb R, P80 142,19, TEBH K5 A 2238 A ki &
WRDEFL ) B R¥EATEZENNERPIREE, PoRasn. RO QU RIEEE R E L)
Bl TR LR sy, SRR IR B Fonoon. e ghad & DUR ISR A8 55X DY /4
WA “RBiiz” FRRERRE. BSMNRERERICE, R, BAsEi. Fnual. Wepbial. b
FREEM . B3R LAE . R4 FE 2 DALRIZE 2 LIAL . KA LI 28 B 0 MR 97 55 AR MR PR AR 1
XEOHEW TR R TR

4.22. FEMHNEFEANLEBIHNERSTH
FEFRRBERMP R HRR NS |, B EREER, WEATORESRMY SRR RN AL F
PEEFESTHE, X4 REY, ZENBUR. W E TR RS ML SR IE R AR, &



|

o I

%

5

By BT N E S5 E A B EE . X AT REER T I S S AR KR R, DRSS ST
KL THRECT RS 7 e 552 -

423 FEIFWEEFEAN EBIHNERSH

AHFURIR, BT AEEFE ARG R ARR, SRS, WORIEX DL L FIE S0 57 2R
FrTAREY T, EHINN, MR IRIRR EEE: BRI AR OSSR EIR, ikl
TG SR X B A — IR R, AT RER S BRI A S LR A s A 55, AT i
HRNE—RIRDE, ERERYRFEE. RBLE. WORESR, FENFLE AR L.

424 REMEEZEANDLBINERSHR

R RMAEF LT R E R PR RE E R, IFMET LR EERTHET L. X5EAME(E
545, 2009)FIFF A —5. EHVN, HIUX—IRM RN FER: A 7L 8E sk —iiRn £
BRSNS, SEAF SRR AT AT o] FE 5 IR B AT 48R 10, W AQREI S B A A SR Z B IR AR, DRt
S BIIRE R LA M B T ARBAE T R Mk — R AR SR, I H AR Y Bz
FIRBE T GG, ERA NSRS, RARBREES, RS IR son e FARXT

4

B

425 ARIESZEZENNLBONER S

ANFREFRFAEET ARG S P EREZER . idst— Do kI, EP s s -, KNI
MK —FAENRSHAEREER, RUFAENK - ZEMNESAERE R, B RIFEAEZEE NG
Ry BERT K —ZAENR AR5 EE NN, HIUXFE IR E R F 22 KDY A T sE
2y & T R T R BOR, AT 2 Bk I E E S BB ANE AR AR B, s
B SR E R AR, AR SW % KT, ik E Cikg, X 0T AL 2R A 7R 25 R ] R
AR BEAE—14, RAFERA CHEERAER. Tk— KRR NRE XA KL, TRATE
— M F KGR AR A, BARC R LS, XN ACBEGE N, P4 SRR B 4E i FA5 0 A

B
4.3, REEKBRRSZENARXHR

X R 2 AR A IR R 22 T DRI 5 N EBEREAT A OG0T, 25 SR SR K AR AR XA R R R 4 i 5 27
TE A0 PR IS5 9iE S 4 55 A7 AE 5 35 M 9% (r = 0.140, P < 0.05). E#H N, IXANBLRAE AT DURBER . SE 55
ST AR A B L P A DA B SRR RN AC BRI RE 8 . R 22 AR AR 6 st ML RN &5 48, A AT 7R ZE 5 8
FNME UL R AT E AR THE, FERAKFE, WREXRNA RS, el EwEaEs
ANEIRBIEE R R, WMAAMNAEEESRANEMR, BEENKANEE, A T4 RE X R M
PACIE L RN AR AT RIS, K2R SRR R B, A A0 AR & R R ARk . X
ACREAMATT AT B 4 BE DI B 4 R 2 52 A RER R WA, AR E M X FROEFIZREE, AT s A 44
B EIR AR RE A ARG, R AT e X M AL AR A K2 1Idkk, Al

B 2 1 2 7 A QRS NI ETE (B 22 BEREAA], TIAS R 2 5 240 80 FT LA S5 A R A RS £
B 5GP R S A LR AR
5. &ig

REEAAR R 8 AR FE B R L Uy, e MRS g v 1 ks K2 A 220l DA R B A LS AR AN 5
R AR VRS ) 2 FE A L 15 22 TE TR I S 2% 4 J3E A7 AR 2B A K
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