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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the inferiority feeling of college students and to explore the correlations
between the factors of parenting style and the inferiority of college students. Methods: A ques-
tionnaire survey was conducted on 351 college students using the EMBU Parenting Style Ques-
tionnaire and the FIS Inferiority Scale. 300 valid questionnaires were collected. Results: It was
found that the inferiority of people living in rural areas was significantly higher than that of
people living in cities from a young age (F = 99.398, P < 0.01). The interaction between gender and
living environment was significant (F = 18.09, P < 0.01). Rural female students had the highest in-
feriority, while urban female students had the lowest inferiority. The regression equation model
of inferiority feeling established by parenting style is statistically significant. It was found that
parents’ emotional warmth was significantly negatively correlated with inferiority (P < 0.01); se-
vere parental punishment, excessive parental interference, excessive parental protection, and
mother’s refusal were positively correlated with inferiority (P is less than 0.01). Conclusion: The
overall inferiority of college students is not high; the warmth and understanding of parents have
positive significance for children’s mental health, while the parents’ strict and excessive interfe-
rence and protection, denial and the like are more likely to cause children to feel inferior, which is
not conducive to their mental health.

Keywords

Parenting Styles, Feeling of Inferiority, Gender, Living Environment

REHFHASGKFE BRRZERX R

Mk
PR R L HR I, R

Email: deatherine@foxmail.com

ot

EF|FH: HAMR2018). RHHGRTT NG KA H BURZ B R R TL. 0H A 8(10), 1466-1473.
DOI: 10.12677/ap.2018.810170


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2018.810170
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2018.810170
http://www.hanspub.org

AR

Woks H . 201849 18H; FHHEM: 20184F10H2H: &4 i HI: 20184F10H9H

HE

H i AEERRZENH R, RN RXBEFTRENATFERFEQ LR AR R . 7 ZHEMBU
RBFFEA A AESFISH LRERNIS1Z RFERTHERE, BRIEREIHE3000. FF: @ik
AR AEEH B BN B RRE AT ZS, RIAMWMNEFERN AR B RREERT WINER
FESRTT A B B BB (F = 99.398, P < 0.01); A 5AEEABKAL EAEHEE(F = 18.09, P < 0.01), KAt
MR RRER, TRT LN BRI, BERXBE5E N L A LRE T A REERE ST %R
Xo R EHERER SEMBS 5 RREEZN MR (PE/NT0.01), KEEEEN™G. LAREHTH.
RELERY . BERELT NG ELRERZERIEMARPHNT0.01). 4id: ERRFZER SEEREA
i AEERSEANE TR OERBEAFRNE L TG SE2HTERER, UEEIA,
RO FWHEEEEERNBEFESR, BERSEBRBET=ABRESE, TRTEFROMERBRE.

K
RHFHR, HRE, HH, EEF

Copyright © 2018 by author and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|8

H BLBE — RN BE B B B8, B MR AR VS A R 2 ST S o [ 5 (1927) % B BURA HHE
RIGfRERE, ADRRECN BB . MUCh B — R AR SRR OISR, B AN E 8
MEA B R 7R 5, BTN B B SRR B SRR E 5 M . 2 5 YR T B BRG],
YN T EE L1 JE R A] R AV AT AR SE 3 o ANTE MBS 58 A IR BE L B AR ) OB A B A
Sy — LU H BRI RS 2 SR KE] [ OB, (H R It 2 0k A8 SR s, A 1 . AR 5145 (1986)
YON B B4 TR A QRS N R . 76 GRS OB AT ) hdreul, B 92— Rl
OHURE, RICVEAEA D, WA CAA, %A H L, BUMAC. BARANFRFZEE
HERAA AT E L, HRMAT B R EARENEH ST, AR EE RIS
A58 DA K EEAR BT B FR PP o TR 4k 11(2000) 2 Ja 0 R A 1 ) BLERHEAT (B AU 3R B, S = LS R A8
SMAVH IS & K A S i R B MBRI . 204 FE(2002) 1A B BLEGE — R | R BEILE, B3
HRAMREERYT. LR ERN LS. T, BHiTENRZ2EE NN, WM KRR F
A SR TR AE B o, SNSRI RAREME . KM =A R, AME R R AR AR
PR F5 46, 1998)0 i BEH IR J5 2l 2 B BHE R A « $h77 ) LE MG SN h &% IS FE
3, WA LR SRR R BERAT NI AN, R AREXTT ) L3 BRI A X R AT R . TR, A2
BEHFR 7 6T N RS AL B e A B L RE M (D50, 557, 2009). TEEA D& — 0 A aHIRTT
BRI TS BRI R R A SR BRI SO Wl A2 | BRI L, IR #3707
TR AR 1 1 SR, 17 Y A 0 B 3 R e ) B BB (E 5, 2012). A WF AR B BLBTE SCREH
F 7 25 R AR E R (LN, 2014)0 XA ERAE B R 5 2005 1 SURIORTF 7T, R B3

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2018.810170 1467 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2018.810170
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

(7R

DU 2 ARG, I S BHE IR 5 B BURAFAE B i, B RHETT . SCBHEAAENK-EA R T
5 RS ARG (HAR SR 52 R 15 [ HUEAS 00 U2 AN S R, 2015). HATEAT K Z 1
KRBT G KL A RRIWETT, DA LR S R AR . B BT REE A B S A %)
FERRINBEE TR R, AR PR REMEIE. SRR 2 B A RN — N EERER. MM
RRMFIER R AT TV . CAEPIAERN, KAEA BRI 52 BISCRERTT ARm. K
FHEMAZEIE NS B RAERHRRRCEER, £, 2014). BT A BOCAAE R AR BRI AR,
R MR AR . KA QK I (8] 5B B . B SRS G M ARS (K58 38 5 s, R RIS
JISCRERIRT7 SO B R 22 AR 0 F LR BE A Jl, CAAMRE SHER FEL R T\E BE
FESANERP B A R 28 o AT AHEIN R A IS RERR 200 K28 A4 B UK R L . [A]
Ut AW SRR T S KA B BRI SR RBAT I L. AW FERI SR AT REXS AR B A A
JRARPERT, R0 B R 7 sSUR RN e 3 . AWFFIEIMA TR0 5 A TGRS AN N D 2288,
XA B A EEORSIE AT TAE B UK LR B ZER . A ST ANKIBE FEBAT X b, DB X T B 5L
WRREMSH .

2. 5%
2.1. B®

1) BEFRZZAENER . AN SIBEA Q2R R B R AR 2RI
2) WL BFAIRTT A 75 H R

22. FE

AHFFRM G R EE. @G HESED, (FSiHes, RTS8 E T 5 8RR
IR

23. fiRIA

2.3.1. RBEFHRNITEMEREMBU)

KA C. Perris 2 N, &AM MEAT 1 SO B #0577 PP R (EMBU), m#Rk H
142, St AQBF R 7 S BEAT AN, RO R0 7 B3k AR RBEE AN & % . EMBU — 384 11
AT, HAPHRER 6 MATRICH: THERRE. B, TES. ™5, WSsTH, vV ImE
W, VIELMIN, VISERY . ARREER S AMHETFIRGCON: TEBGRE. M, 1 do T ER
7, W4E4. N, IV EI™E, V mEi. 3L 66 @l 4 fiitsr. MGBNERE AL T EHNS
B Z IR, " HA .

23.2. HERERFIS

1984 4 Janis 1 Field il () B LUK ER(FIS), XIRskfAERER. ZERILA 36 MHiH, G 54
SRR, HNEMAEALZ G FIEE). BEICY B CRAAEMMERE EMMEEN AR EEE D).
HNRFIREE S AT 7 505y, 3L 36 @l forim [ RS s . WERNGERECEST T E NI
HZIRMRL, wIEEHA R

2.4. ik

KR R IAER T7 20, ST PR RA A A R ERE AR E .. RS 357 . RIUE
B 300 . Hdr &k 145 N, B 155 Ao RA AT 132 A, 3T AT 168 Ao FEH M 18~24 %5,

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2018.810170 1468 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2018.810170

AR

IR N 2137 % .
2.5. GeitAbEE
¥ NI RO AT AR, AR BRI A FE IR A B AR AT 7 22 00T . ASCBREHR T AR T A
H AR AT A BT AR 1A 08T . SR SPSS22.0 A wet A i A7 Ak FE
3. &R
3. REXEBRREAODFLHNER

3.1.1. A SEEHER B RBE S EER ST

1 RS TR BB ARG R, WE AR RN B, Rk,
Tk, W LR B RIS 2 UL ARHEZE . FEARIIST R B RS 127.29 (B 73 252), RN KL
fP3 B AR A ARIHEZEN 36.59, MEAZEFIRAK.

3.1.2. A EEFERRENBERESINSEESH
B 2 iTRUEH, MR RN A R E P > 0.05), AEEHE EMRFLEE P <0.01). PEHSAERER
LHAEHEEHP<0.01). BAARTIE 1.

Table 1. Descriptive statistics on the scores of inferiority in gender and living environment
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Table 2. Analysis of variance of inferiority scores of gender and living environment
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Figure 1. The interaction between gender and household registration in inferiority
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Table 3. Correlation test between the feelings of inferiority and the nine factors of parenting style
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Table 4. Correlation test between the feelings of inferiority and the nine factors of parenting style
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Table 5. Regression equation model of parental rearing style for inferiority
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Table 6. Test of regression equation
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