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Abstract

Objective: To explore the mediating effect of teacher-student relationship and neighborhood rela-
tionship between family rearing style and pupil peer relationship. Methods: 509 primary school
students in a city of Guangdong Province were randomly selected to conduct a questionnaire sur-
vey on peer relationship scale, teacher-student relationship questionnaire and neighborhood re-
lationship questionnaire, and their parents completed the parenting style questionnaire. The re-
sults showed that: 1) The laissez-faire parenting negatively predicted the pupil’s peer relation-
ship, while the democratic parenting style, teacher-student relationship and neighborhood rela-
tionship all positively predicted the pupil’s peer relationship; 2) The teacher-student relationship
plays a partial mediating role between the laissez-faire parenting and the peer relationship; 3)
Teacher-student relationship and neighborhood relationship play a part of mediating role be-
tween democratic parenting style and peer relationship. Family rearing style can not only directly
affect pupil’s peer relationship, but also indirectly affect pupil’s peer relationship through teach-
er-student relationship and neighborhood relationship.
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AR EWE5E, 20235 Z30W, 20205 RE K, 20225 A, @AM, 2022).

RIEES RGHIBCUA, 2L 2009), KEERMEARKREZNHURG, MEHELRAERE
. ERBETTH, FKEEDNRE. BT RR. HIRT7 NG N R AR FAE R RS, 2018 5K
SCHRT, 277, 20235 WHHERE, 2021). Hrr, RERWHGET AU NEE, KESHF IR BRI TR T
AR T LA FE Y, REFEFE T A0 LE 2R A BRI, — Bt LE AL R
BEAR R B SZ WG SHERE, 20215 FLEZE, 2020). AHE, SCBERFLHIFE . i 7 IR AR BEEEA 2 1) 2L
BHN, —ERE LW B AL A AR AT, A SR FEE AR, L 2023).

IR, FREER R )L EAE LA AR AR, R MSE TR RAehE B3 L T
MFEIMAESG RUEAZE, 2021)0 AXBEXS JLE MO Z 5 B FEFE L 50 A4 ¢ & U35 AR G (1 )
2019)o FHS, ACBRRIA AR . G FEORYT 5 IMAE O R MR35 PR ), 2019). FRBERMKXER R R
T IR AT X, B FEUTERREKRE %, 2019). SXBERAIEHIAL, BUERLIZER
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TR, 2020). JHAESCRAE—ERRRE BT 7RO EN AR R R PR (5K 24 IBAE, 2019). BRI
W, A O B AT REAE S BRI 7 NG /N RAE G R A A E A .

IR RGHRCNA, S 2009), BIMEE RGN MERMKICON R E, WA G2 AR RS
PER . #EXR/NEER S EEY . G%E K, KEAEXHMERG RS EER, FKiE
FHEEEE SAMERRETIRROKIZL, 2019), MAEX AR HOC F 1 2 f2m S REXRT L3 & e E A (14 &
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2.1. ARFR

KHIBENLARE R 5, SRR TT 509 44 DU B /NFER /N FHAEE AR %R, HAER 175 A,
T 241 N, SNEH 193 N, BAE263 N, LA 246 N, MAETFL 63 N, JEMAET L 446 N

22. fiIRIE

22.1. XBFFHREE

KB GR 1) CBFEEFE T8 (IER, &N, 1998), %48 T R &Rk BRI #
FEH R, —ILA0EHH, HXEEVE. &S NEER, RED., BUEE ., LHBAA S AR,
WM T B(1~7), RFEARN 10 #(8~17), BUEELN 9 Bi(18~26), LHilHA 7 /i(27~34), A—FHK 6
Bi(35~40). MERAI ST, 1 AR “AHB” , 5 R “BRBI , B0 RE R 4E %
7277 NI RIER IS o AW, % 53RN Cronbach’s alpha RECH 0.81.

2.2.2. FEEXRRER

K ARBLRE R RBERABITHR(ALHLSE, 1998), —3: 30 EMH, M/ #4EEE. WEESFREEZ
A AE AR [ B B AN GETE, AT 0% BRI P B2 52 4 1) H (1~20), 220 @, A, 2. 5. 64 8.
9. 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18. 19, 20 Afmit4r. BERHAMNEIT T, 1| RE “BEA/HE” , 4
KK “TEMTE” o [FERZYE A AR FUH ) Cronbach’s alpha RECH 0.94.

2.23. i X RiEE

KHARBH “HRINE CTEFRGZMPC R, mNEEAVE. WERH AR, 148
® AR E” , SAKE AERLT , AHoBERRINA L R BT .
2.24. fEXRE

KA BB E “RINIRE SBEF R W " “ARAENXEER)FEJLNFIA” , BN EEEVE,
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2.3. BIEPWAE

AT TR H SPSS21.0 X #dia it A7 B HLFNAH 5 70T, K SPSS Process % F2 7 HEAT FH A RN A 565 o
3. fIRGER
3.1. EEFERERE

WER TR A Rk, wlRe s B w5 Em 2, b Bl 22t 45 B i se i, SR B 1
REISVEIEATRE S . 25 BRI 15 MR FRFMERME KT 1, B R FRBENEREZ 19.443%, /M
40% I bR E(JEs a5, 2004), BRI AT FEASTELE B S (0 3L 17 07 v 2
3.2. RS REX S

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis of each variable

1. EEEHMA MG RBXME ST

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
A fl gz 52 -
S 0.46™ -
Dt -0.19" -0.07 -
RER 0.23" 0.15" -0.19" -
AT -0.24" -0.11" 0.52"" -0.28" -
il A -0.14" -0.07 0317 -0.14" 0417 -
A= -0.16" -0.13" 047" -0.19" 0.54" 047" -
MERXR 0.42"" 0.40" -0.08 0.10° -0.06 -0.07 -0.07 -
M 66.40 3.80 11.36 37.01 17.52 19.58 12.64 7.48
SD 11.58 0.83 3.56 5.58 491 4.10 4.06 2.05

e Tp<0.05, “p<0.01, "p<0.001, T,

# 1 GRERREREFT A MAEXRURDBERREG RS2 IEAHREE, BWEA. BUEE.,
LA B D A — SO 35 5 S R 32 A G R 2
3.3. PR

MRIEFH M 45 R, AW AR RN AR R L A8 B RAEZFE 7 SOBATAN R )RR A58 R 2 1] ) o
MER, SKRH SPSS Process ZZF2 /7 AT HH A BN A, 8 HAES 0 E 404 Bootstrap 7732, HI# 2, %3
ATANPAITA B 12 95% M BAS X A AEE 0, W/ A8 R % .

33.1. MEREFRHFASFRHXR: WEXRNPMER

Table 2. The mediating effect of teacher-student relationship on the laissez-faerie upbringing and peer relationship

2. IMEXRAERERZFMEFXRENHAER

[H A & B A B SE t 95% CI R? F
FEEES R Rtk e -0.24 0.10 -5.56"" [-0.77,-0.37] 0.06 30.94™
AR R AT T 27 -0.11 0.01 -2.50" [—0.03, 0.00] 0.01 6.23"
ELES S AT R 7E -0.19 0.09 —4.94™" [-0.63,-0.27] 0.25 82.12"
AR R 0.44 0.54 11.21™ [5.02,7.16] - -
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0.001); JEUERLHE 5 AT LA A T i A2 22 R (¢ = —2.50, p < 0.05); fENIANITA R ARG, BUTREE
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Figure 1. The mediator model of teacher-student relationship

B 1. JmE X R P NEE

AT BTN /N2 R 5% R ) BN 0,24, ITAE SR R AR A 3OS =011, AR 3808 o e 38R )
FLHE H-0.11/(—0.24) = 47.21%.

332 REBHEFHFRASEHXR: MEXRSPEXRNPNER

Table 3. The mediating effect of teacher-student relationship and neighborhood relationship between democratic upbringing

and peer relationship

=3 IMEXRMMEXRERTEHF SRR REHFNER

AR & HAL & B SE t 95% CI R’ F
FfER R RET R 0.23 0.09 535" [0.30, 0.66] 0.05 28.58""
AR R R RET 0.15 0.01 347" [0.01, 0.04] 0.02 12.04™
SBE KR RER 0.10 0.02 2.29" [0.01, 0.07] 0.01 5.22"
FfER R RER 0.15 0.08 4,08 [0.17,0.47] 0.30 71.78"

AR R 0.32 0.57 7.92"" [3.41, 5.66]
ERXR 0.28 0.23 6.77"" [1.10,2.01]
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SRILFE(t=4.08, p <0.001), AR IE R FI/NEE K FEAE KRR =792, p<0.001), AFHE &R IE A T
INFLEEE R R (= 6.77, p < 0.001)FIE,  H A ZOSIAG B 25 S o AR DG RAE IR 32 BLER /N2 AR )
PR R 2 TR BER 2 A E (B = 0.10, SE = 0.03, 95% CI = [0.05, 0.16]), 4K 53 R 7E R EMBFEA/NF
A A S R 2 T 2 352 HH A E (B = 0.06, SE = 0.03, 95% CI=[0.00, 0.12]), .14 2,
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Figure 2. The mediator model of teacher-student relationship and neigh-
borhood relationship
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