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Abstract

Objective: To study the characteristics of interpersonal trust among adolescents and explore the
relationship between parental interpersonal trust and interpersonal trust among adolescents.
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Method: Take the Interpersonal Trust Scale (ITS) measurement to explore the characteristics of
interpersonal trust between adolescents and their parents. Results: 1) There is a significant gend-
er difference in the interpersonal trust level of adolescents (p < 0.05), with boys higher than girls;
2) There is a significant gender difference in the interpersonal trust level of adolescent parents (p
< 0.05), with men higher than women; 3) Although there is no significant difference between the
dimensions of interpersonal trust scores between adolescent parents and adolescents, it can be
seen that parents’ scores in special trust dimensions are higher than their children’s scores, while
general trust dimensions and total scores are lower than their children score; 4) Father’s general
trust is significantly correlated with children’s general trust (p < 0.05) and total trust score (p <
0.01); father’s general trust score is significantly correlated with child’s total trust score (p < 0.05);
mother’s special trust is significantly positively correlated with child's general trust and total
score of trust (p < 0.05); mother’s general trust score is significantly positively correlated with
child's general trust (p < 0.05). Conclusion: The total score of interpersonal trust between father
and mother has a significant predictive effect on the total score of interpersonal trust between
children. Interpersonal trust has an intergenerational transmission effect.
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MRIEF 94.1%. ZHRERMPERF, L3E 179 N, BEE 202 AN; REHFEBI 30 3] 60 %, KEEHT
VI 43.54 Z(SD =4.72); BT LN 229 4, LHETLON 152 4, TREBN12BF19%8, T4«
HISFH44E 6N 16.23 %(SD = 1.50).

22. fiIRIE

AR SR IS E D B2 5K Rotter J.B.AE 1976 4w 511 ( NPREAERLD) (ATS), EH AR i0xr
A AAT R B AT SRR Z I, 210 R IR AR OB R K5 3 R ) M — BB AR B AR BR R #
HIEAR)PIANERE, I8 T BRIPY, | R & F, 5 RS AR HEERSA 7 H 25 70~125
DANGE, IEMEDY 75 7r, v, SR . ARINEE DEEZNBREE RS LA PR SRS
FE29 0.818, SCEHEIZ ANPRMEE G LKA H—BMEE N 0.804, BEATAR] VLB &2 1A ER,

2.3. BuiEsbE
8 SPSS20.0 BXAFHEAT t K2 U6, AHIR MM AL IE I 20 o
3. R
3.1. ENMRARTEERRERS
RAE R HR AL R, SRAREEERSNEES T, S4EEA 0 E AR EZEG R 1.

Table 1. Descriptive statistics of scores in each dimension

*® 1. REEESEEEST

% %

M SD Max Min M SD Max Min

B TG 32.59 5.747 60 19 32.85 4.859 46 22
W A5 A 45.55 6.426 63 21 42.89 5.748 61 25

4y 78.14 9.523 115 53 75.74 8.395 97 47

T& RERAEAE 32.69 5.571 60 19 32.35 5.041 49 16
W (54 45.26 6.419 65 21 42.96 5.819 59 25

B4y 77.95 9.451 125 50 75.31 7.836 96 47

3.2. RBARGENMINER

T Ko R R, SRk B MR Lot N B A5 AT ARSI {H(t = 2.617, p < 0.01) FIE i (F T 4EJE (t =
4268, p < 0.0)fAFERE 27, MRIRGEEEZNARE . SR NE 2.

Table 2. Comparison of gender differences in parental interpersonal trust

F 2. REARMEEMANEFELE

Bm=179) Z(n=202)
M SD M SD t p
NbEAERR By 78.14 9.523 75.74 8.395 2.617 0.009
(ITS) il (51T 45.55 6.426 42.89 5.748 4.268 0.000
FERAEAT 32.59 5.747 32.85 4.859 —0.478 0.636
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3.3. FEABREENMHNER

T RIegs R oR, T2 BRI AR N BR ST AR {HE(t = 2.966, p < 0.01)FIE i (F T 4EZ (t =
3.549, p < 0.0DfFERE £ R, MEFREEMEEZENARE . FRINE 3.

Table 3. Comparison of gender differences in children’s interpersonal trust

= 3. FRARMEEMANERFERR

B (n=229) Z(n=152)
M SD M SD t P
NBRMEERER Ay 77.95 9.451 75.31 7.836 2.966 0.003
(ITS) A 3k 5 4T 4526 6.419 42.96 5.819 3.549 0.000
FERAEAT 32.69 5.571 32.35 5.041 0.616 0.538

3.4. BLEESERBARSESEERE ZBEREXSH

XN EHAT TR, WS RAIL: SCRIEBFEES 72 fEREEE < 0.05), fFIEE
(p < 0.0DREEEMRK; SORKGEELT S TREELDEREFMK(@P <0.05); BEERRKREES 7%
A RS 2 RF LMK <0.05); BERIEEL 257 2 i85 2 R 3F IEAHKE <0.05);
RIS IR I 4.

Table 4. Correlation test between adolescent interpersonal trust and parental interpersonal trust (» value)

4. BOFARMBESREARGENEXMERE( E)

T FRRGIE FARAERSY
AT 0.238* 0.153 0.252%*
SAFIRIFAE 0.032 0.125 0.094
RAGAEE I, 0.166 172 0.213*
R (E A 0.048 0.050 0.062
BERFIR (AT 0.203* 0.071 0.197*
BB 0.145% 0.077 0.150

E: *p<0.05, **p<0.01.

3.5. ABRMEEKPORRERBNGE

N T RSB NBRE AR 0 T2 NBRE RS 2 TR A, BATR A [BIH R Ge it D5 3ok 4T 7
Bro GEREIR: SCRMBERINBRMEAEE 20 T L M ANPGRS 2 AR B2 M BIIE A, JFH AR
WM E R EER. SR WE S,

Table 5. Regression analysis of total score of parental interpersonal trust on total score of children’s interpersonal trust

5. KEARMEEESNFZARMEER SRS

B SE B t P R F P
Lz el 105.395 16.723 6.302 0.000 0.079 4.429 0.014
SR NBMBAE 53 0317 0.134 0.225 2371 0.020
BESR ABRMBAT 53 0.135 0.162 0.184 1.940 0.055
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FELEY, SPRFELHMCEEE) ., R, Kt BRI e R, Rt Revs s
I IINBRMEE
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MY KT HORHE AN, Wila 7 EZ SRR SRR, DIk 241 B A B3RS i xt
ANRETARS , BES SN A AR YE B I O 255 fh ARAE, T AR AL T—Fh B J RS IR 2 1
Xt DT DR ZH LG 7 SN M BSCR, IR LB NP E R

)5, MR EGDEHME RN A LR, MM B E, X TR BB R RS2 BT
5, X WHLE RS BRI AR A (R, Xk, 2002). ST SR ) sk R A A5 U TS R T
otk BAEUL, B BRI A SR E 2 T Aotk FTRME NBRR AR, BRI S AT R K
VAN 10N A : 3 e PR S 3 S K /S R SN NE DN B 1 -/ R

4.2. BLERXBHAREERR
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REKER, TRASHEHZMES: SRRERANGHE, B&TER8ER, ILEROVESE,
AMAZ, FEMFEABT TR KLE, BRERSEEMA . BDEN, FRAEETA], EIEE
CHRIRIET R —MET, WAPIRE—EGIR—ADEE” BRI, 5 R—A NS BEEAEN, AR
ERZBMMARRED, RESMHEMIOAT ——RE - LEENH SRR, T, FEfashiXh
N1 R AR I S AR SR A4S DL AT

1M 4 AH DAL T E IE A A2 ) LI e R sl I H 2388 5m iAR, RE2HH
AR R, BAR ISP b, 5 A BRI ER R A B B, mHAAE
AEERELIE T H K, b TARB I T 5 NSRRI ], TN T S HE R R E NE R
BEZ TR, SR, BURREE I S IRENIE I, FPREAELIL TR BT, 2007).
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AR T BESHTE, RIABMEAEAE R EES F & 2 T8 AR B L 753U

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2020.1011208 1789 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2020.1011208

e S5
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