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Abstract

Family education is not a simple extension of school education. Parenting style will have a signifi-
cant positive effect on students’ academic achievement, but more than half of the total effect is
mediated by non-cognitive abilities. At the same time, there are also differences in parenting
styles between urban and rural areas. Compared with urban students, the academic achievement
of rural students is more affected by their parenting styles. Rural students are more positively af-
fected in terms of academic success and personality development when their parents select a
more positive parenting style than urban students. The suggestions are as follows.
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1. 5l

FEEHFF T AIe K BHE TR T LW FE b, 7 Lo B lsn B () 7 8 B AT N AN IR B R AR R[]
(e NS E R BEZE L) T 2021 4F 10 A 23 Hisid, s 17w A& EHE AR AT %
[2]. A H RIFIFRESTE TR, STREFDER SO F R A EEREER: KE#E 7 AU
SR A RS . SRR H[3] [4], et ARN RGeS e A B [5]. H A RN,
R I 2% B 2037 7 QAT LA 24 A ) 2tk 5 TP AR B W B TEIE R [6] [7]. midRANEnGE f1, A RFEHGE T
RGHAER B Z B EE R, [N, SATREN, W2 25 BERIFA N R S8],
PP 2 S e B RS O 2R 3 ABANRIEE ) Y R A AR RS I B B R R, EdE—5
KiE,

PEIE, ASHFFRE R CLR BB T IR AT B, ARARBE IR B SEFEE T T N 540
NV R B R AMER 2 38, RIEZEEE WIS 257, =6 S BB RIGE J 022 1ol st
e TE - AN
2. Weigit
2.1. HI|FFESLIE

AHIF 5K o [ R B B A (CEPS) U . P [ 280 E 1B B2 25 (CEPS) 2 A [ R K 2 b [
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22. TEWREEMRG*

221 REHFHFN

XTSRRI 5 — A 4 A A AN S B AR P 2 [1] o AN 88 B DT E R A 4R FERLA
BT KR 7 N & A RS — o . R, AW R g s e N =
B EERYERE . VAL M FEAERE . KIE TR MR AT AR &, RIS 9T AR &, B R
P VBRI R = ANEE , AANEE 5 B I H 476 (item parceling) i 5 5 R4 3R 15 [9]. WH T 6 HT =
ANUERE I A 38— Bk 2%k Cronbach’s alpha 23 %14 0.742 (R ££). 0.869 (Y4iE). A1 0.736 (&), FKEEHIF
J7 AR H N R — 20 R ECN alpha = 0.852,

2.2.2. EINFARES

JENFIRE X — M, EEMXPAARE IR . R 2S5 KRN AR X MRS T — AN G —
MIE T € Lo R FLEE S5 I AN AR 13— H B R E X[5] [10], HFAEIARIRE I 4R & R
RTTPE WEPE S & SRS AR, JEUAYEFE I B Ar & . DUANZE RS 9 38— 55U &% Cronbach’s
alpha 454 0.796 (JL 57 1%). 0.768 (&M 1%). 0.654 ([ 14) A1 0.692 (32 A1), AEINFIRE T B LEZ I
B — 8 2 BN alpha = 0.831.

223 ZUERMEBLER

W2 ZFAE BRI E R, &N 2oTE. AP CEAR P D RAIENIX 5 2E R R 2 &
B ARAE, ARAE A AR SR DRI AR I 2 1 5. AR TR A R AR SR 2 A 1 2
VR o b st DL AR AE 2014 SERKER2EIARIA R B i st n R & . X— BB ARELE, H
il A = AN 8245 B 2y A AR B ST BOERBEE RS, X IR AG RGO R IR R A% ” « “RIF” f
“URF5T BT = RRE

AT 50K ) 45 Ky 7 R Y ) 5 9% (Structural Equation Modeling, SEM), 1 R %44 HH i) lavaan F25
AT BRI 56 TAF, 35K s K LR (Maximum Likelihood, ML) JyAi 5 77 %, #EATHF TR A HORE56

3. ARAM
3.1 UAENAEENAPNT THRERGF AR SFEIERER

SERAER T RER R A AR R 1. EARF AR RIS fe b b, BARRTRR 2D
SEHLH XPUdf /KPR (13.365), B F A T A A R & it 4R AR ) R A R S HURE IS FEE R iF: CFI
5 0.948, TLI & 0.939, RMSEA Fl SRMR 435125 0.044 F1 0.041, % -T-RI7 i T A FEASHHE B A i
BN, AW BT REEARWE ST, KR4S R A A5, A% T H R R A T hr s 201
PRARGE L, W] LA e R BT

Table 1. Model fit indicators
% 1. BAREE SRR

AR X2 df X?/df RMSEA SRMR CFI TLI

WEH 217851 163 13.365 0.044 0.041 0.948 0.939

B 1 AT U8 I S A6 D7 R IO Bl 4 R . VAR A BR AR RBON PR AL RN R B AWK
F& TR 25 RO B i B Y B 1) AL AT A 56
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FREH R 7 A A AR EIRE T B 7RI A se . B SE R, A KR T G AR
NHIRE JIAEAE 535 BLIE W AH G . RIEHSR I AR A dE 0 s e Jy 2 ik [a) BL23%, r = 0.603, p <
0.001. TENARAEALERIZ REL, r=0.603 CJ& T HuaAHoe, VLB EIRN R IR RIEIR RAR R EH K
FEH I TT A K.

AR AR RE 70 2 AR R L R B 1 IR T B s . A BRI, AR RN AR TR KT
Lo sl o b 1 AR AHOC . 2R AR RE J X 22 A Sl il s i 2. 3%, r=0.288, p <0.001. iR
A B AR RN B8 TR 25 A K i R B B E A

FENENRES I P AN RO . W 2 o, 2R AR R RE 3R 77 N RIS 38 3 S 23 AR AR RE D0 17
R A AR 2 Ut . SRR 7 2 AR A AR ) R R s i 5 A b s (R TRl 38 . 3, r =
0.174 (0.603 * 0.288), p<0.001. Kk, AILAGHLEIE, FAERIFKEEHFE 7 0] Us 3 B2 R JE N A gE
JIRI R e T 52 23 AR R 2l B, AR RE T A B8R BT

FEEH R T A EE 2 B B 7 IE T R . Wik 2 B, FEEBEE T 0 224 2l it (1)
SN EA BENGT R, r=0.298, p<0.001. SKpEZFE T S04 2l st (16 52 48 22 i AR AR
REJTHI A RN IS, ORI 2 A 2l st A 1 1) LR 3 N ZE4E AN BE DRI R, 2%
A R RE R T N A ol B Y BLIE R 22, r=0.124, p<0.001. BIAENKENAE A 0% 36 AR
RE 56 R R BE B 7 O AR o U s, R BE SR 7 SAE A AR RN T M 5 28 A 2l i
BB
32. W2 ERTHZEALLE
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Figure 1. Modeling results
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0.001). AFiAAENAE /1 55V st A LR AR (3T r = 0.291, p<0.001; £<Kf r=0.280, p < 0.001)F1% 3% )7 =
JE AR R RE F7 5 2 A b O AR S TR B2 RN (OB r = 0.161, p < 0.001; &AT r=0.169, p < 0.001)K]
PRAEFLER IR RECE VN E S, HIXBIA K,

Table 2. Mediation effects test
2. AL

- - EAE X [H]
WHE ISR R AL FRdER Z{a P

TR R

B 0.124 0.026 5.22 <0.001 0.083 0.161

RS2V 0.174 0.018 10.597 <0.001 0.148 0.199

SRV 0.298 0.019 17.369 <0.001 0.271 0.323

Table 3. Results of path analysis for urban and rural groups
3. WM RRABAREINER

MG S Y Wfﬁgﬂt@
#3775 N> st 0.028 0.043 0.687 0.492 -0.042 0.097
gz& #7777 >N ) 0.554 0.052 12.807 <0.001 0.501 0.605
N GHRE F7--> 2 U 0.291 0.035 7.255 <0.001 0.219 0.360
[EIEE 2 0.161 0.027 6.189 <0.001 0.120 0.206
SRR 0.189 0.031 6.354 <0.001 0.139 0.238
B S 2 A X thgﬁﬂa
Hor 7 >l e 0.132 0.033 4.295 <0.001 0.081 0.182
gig #7777 >N e ) 0.602 0.038 19.984 <0.001 0.570 0.636
AN FRE F7--> 2 ek 0.280 0.026 9.162 <0.001 0.235 0.329
TR 90 0.169 0.021 8.591 <0.001 0.136 0.201
SRR 0.301 0.024 13.655 <0.001 0.270 0.333

SRIMT, AR AT S, FEHEE T AE SN R b AV F Rl b, IRORRe I B
A 2 o, HEA SR & X (r=0.132, p < 0.001). BEHIXT T RN ZAET S, KEHFE T AE
AR AR ST 0 A RORFE W 22V S Bt A AT 28 A2 R b BSOS BRI o TR T3 AR T
FEEHFR T 0B AN ENRE ST AR, CIEAARRE 1 AR 5 E 27 I 2O 22 AR 2l h 7 A B R
FEEHFTT NE AR T2 st MR REOF S B & B HARE( SR R E0&IET 0 (r =
0.028, p = 0.492), ML MK EEHFE 7 2B I 22 A FE N HIRE S 0 A RS RE S A T 22 AR I K
FEH T NEEAR G ol i ook . W2, X AEm s, e #ar 77 00l et i 4 F 43
AR AR AR A R 0 I (A1 AR

5 EIRBRARAASC, I AR LA S B S S S R S RS A BT AN R RS 5 A I SR BE L
IRV (r = 0.301, p < 0.001) M & i T30 117 24 (r = 0.189, p < 0.001), H.P4L2EE 1K) 95% & 15 X /8] H- T2
.
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4. MRELSEY
4.1 WERER

KIEHTR T A IR B S 22 A B 22l it 5 52 A B 22 o AF AR 3 IR DR R R e XSGR
PN T R 5 S BE R 7 A Sl ot 18] 58 R I 458 . RIVEERRAR K257 05 sURTBR AT R et i o
A, AR REIRAS BEAF I AV B [6] [7]. ASHIE FUR AR i BoR 7 5O SONBERE . IR S
WIEAT Y, ULEMRIEEAT . LRRBIAR M L. ERERBEdRET, KEREERTTA
XA WA ORI o EEL R

FRINENRE ST AE R IEHOTR 7 SRR I 2l s AT 2 18, AEAR KRR i 2 1 R e AR o B TR
SCREI R B H57 J AT LU I R T 22 A2 (K AR R BE JD R [ R W 2 R ) 2olb st 3145 - ARIASNRE 142 TT
MR L 5 K EEHR T3 SRR AR L 2 2 TEAH DG . A B A AR AR RE D R 22242, A mT REAE Al
RAFBGR B . TAERIE G T7 200 T2l sty A s ma e H vh, e A B s Sk st ™
AR R, ER T RIEHER T N EER W . BRIV, FEEHTR 7 2O 2 A 1 B 2 5T
RN ARZERIBE I B, Rl XA AR AR ARSERHRE ) ISR TR Bh 2 AR SR T 2k . R
M ERAF A AR SR BEHTR 7 2R 2R R EE R

KIELORTT RAFAEE W 2 LINES, HARMFREZA R, 322K EHER 7 2 T
BT e AWETEN, BT ISR AR 2, R R 75 sl AR A R0 BE 7 8] F2 5 27 i
LA ROSEARLR o AEAE EL N A 0, Sl TiT =2 0 S BE o7 7 2O 2L B (K5, xR AR A RIRE
IS EAR IR, JEAFAE R 3 W AR AR 22 A R IE B 5 20 2 b e, A2 R AR
CLAN, ARIRAEAERR oy ELEGRE . DRI, BAR P ORI, (B BORE , KA AR RO T7
X I Ot AR 2 R A T v T3 22 . AR AU A R 298 AR TR A, R SR g 2l
Jlt 32 H SR R U7 A R, S ACRER BUE AR K SR B 27 7 A, Fealb st AR g B 11
SRS R T . b dEie, X REHE IR AR, BT A, R A
(7] e 8 2 b SRR AR DA RN BE 0 P 7 T 3R AS BE 2 Wit

4.2. WFEREEINL

R A EEROT SR FKEHOR T, RS # R A AL S, R
MERRFELGF T AR T BERNERE L —. MARHMER T L. JETZRb54m. 57
L H VIR AR B H R A W SR b i R AE AT S B A R S
i, WREGERELC T NN EEF B

FEEHH E AR T AR IR RS, DRI AAEREF /KT 0 TRUFEE ST 5, e
K HBEEN, AR RS RMTERE N, Eamii e am. JERae ) iR e e 5=
BT BFEHE, TORERAARIRE ) (TR IR FE 2GR E B 5 AR E LAt
SCRERN K BE A IR ST AN N A A IO SE AR, T SE A IR T 5T 22 R R ACTH AR BE ST,
T S B T2 A O R A AT AR Y REE LA S ARl N A 2 SR AR A AR R RE ) o Il L A )
FKEHE, AL — PR SO R IR R, AB T Oy E R B IR SO e . AR R
DA

IR IR BEHTRTT AL 2 AW DCRAEIE T, DM R 2 A At A e o AL T30, BURT SN
IRIF AT 22 A AR 55 TS BE A AR A R E SO T T RN AR 75 2O B — U K E R
JTHREAT BN o AERE N 2 AX, T BRSO S A X A M EE N, 5 SR R K
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