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Abstract

Since the end of World War II, scholars have paid more and more attention to the issue of “father”.
“Father absence” and “Father participation” are the key issues, and in recent decades, “Father
presence” has gradually become a new upsurge of research. Father presence refers to children’s
psychological presence of the father. It is the children’s perception and internal experience of
father, including the inner father in the child, the child’s relationship with the father, the effects of
others on father presence, and beliefs about the father. High-quality father presence is a kind of
positive psychological state, which can promote the healthy development of children’s psychology.
This paper will introduce the father presence theory from the aspects of its concept, structure
measurement and the impact on children. This paper will also make prospects for future research
on base of the status quo of father’s participation in children’s education.
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1. 518

H B AR, BT8R, A FREAIIFEIRE SRR X% A& B A
FIFEMR, “ALEHRAE” I FE AR RN AL 1] ) 3 22 P 45 (Bach, 1946; Stolz, 1954; Lynn & Sawrey, 1959).
BRI “ASEFERL”  (father presence)E Ny “AQSEHZL”  (father absence) IAHMHAL &, XA 5% 13t
[FJEAEVENIX 5y “HERL” 5 “BR” bR,

FEEDT R, THRENTRIGFA RN LR S S5 & T BRI HIW “FE6r” 5 “8” His
. —J71H, ARFFRFE VN IELE L RIACEE R H A REA AT X BE 0] /8 (Nye, 1957; Retuer, 1973).
Sprey (1967)\ K, ORI A5 A7 7E BB 2% (psychological father presence or absence) 7 e 5 i n] i H o
HRRIW AL R . Boss (1977)5:TIRARMEL, INYIBRIACES QESCERA XA, fikh, “0
PACSRAENL” WAE RN —A “AR” WA E 28, R DMEY B L B ASR I BAX 4. 3 — 7 1H,
FEA AT, JOHR AR BRI IR B ARMER BN LSRN AE R X — 4L, BR T4
X AL SR (R HN 5 AR B

I 6 AL SEAE LA SRR, Krampe Fl1 Newton (2006)% A2 3576 AL IR & 04T T B & 54078,
AT, SCRAEALAR T 2O SR ) —Mu B A T HE SR AT NRFE . PRI, Krampe F1T Newton 542
FEAEALE UNTZ T B O BEAZ SR TE A (psychological presence of the father), B[4 3% 7% 7 0o 34 5% 0 Al a] ik
M (psychological nearness and accessibility) .

2. XFEMNMEH
2.1, IEPHER

SCRAEAFRHEH T — M A IREZ IR ELO B, A FIMRIZ T NORISE, BT
SRR R, HAARZ TSR FE, LA KRR E S .
2.2, BB R
2.2.1. ZFRLEAZFE(The Inner Father in the Child)

X —2EFE R FET Krampe (2003)42 H 1)« WEALSE "R  Z BRI W T L ISR & = AN s
F—NRBMNMAE, REBEANRLRMACERIR, WEFELSEIRZN PSR R IRER, SR
e B wAeL BEEE: BIANINASE, RETXNSCERI IR, AR AL O T AR
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PrigAtls 58 =AM RACRE R, MRl NN TR LAER . X = To R IR % T WO Ak,
W R SRAEAL FAR (D 4R

2.2.2. ZFE5RFEMHKZFA(The Child’s Relationship with the Father)

SCRAENT BRI 58 —AMER R NZ T IR KRB SR T 5IOCRIMR R KR SOCRAEA HIR B b )
B FEARARRLIEZ T 53R KR

1) XA E 175 K (Feelings About the Father)

TR ASCR RIS BRI O ZE R RS, BRIG 6% B I A] DA PR R 1% 7 E AL 3N B 5% R I P 2230
HP— 25, BRI, BRRgi. SO TR SZ AR . Krampe (2009) 44 22 K548 5 AR R R I — I
WHIUR I, AL 5 A056 50 R EH 2R EAE RS B ORI AR N (A BB R &R T
XFALSE I IG IR 71 — MR 5 AR IR IR T, SCIAEAS X7 W] LA EL AR R TE AR S ) A8, i A )
FEES.

2) X325 KB (Perception of Father Involvement)

FF RS 5 A S B T % 0 R ORISR Z B 98 &R - Krampe #7052 5 1)
JRFNGY NP YERE «

a) FIAMASE(The expressive father)

RIS RGN IAE, MAEMAR, ST REZTIREN VIS 5T, REARL
SEAET, T HA %7 AT R IA M R, UM T SR BUE S, & 1E S
375 A8 K SZ BT IR AL SR I B B TV AR I ZRB AR I s IR 4 . 4B 48, DT AIES s

b) T.H742 3% (The instrumental father)

MEZF ARG, TRAMACEK R SR E MRS, XSGR 5 A, KE
Briiee, EET EEN ST, MERRIZ L. ZEs), Wk, AT
PR RIT 3 FH R SR AR 45

3) 5A3E KI5 4K .5 (The Physical Relationship With the Father)

LA Z A SR EANAE T BRI SE HZ), BIEEAE), BARE, NEZTFRREAE
ZHIHKAEM . Yogman (1982) KA SRR IAF AR S — M T, FAE 28 RKHINHE 5 52 2% Bl wmh 7]
DAL LA A5 I B

4) B} & (The Father-Mother Relationship)

LR R IIFR 2N 0E 2 5T NSRS, BEM 2 £ 10 SR MRS, AN R4S 10 5t
B SER BRI, ARBEER SR, T BRSO SRAE 7210 I AFAE « Belsky AT Volling
(1987)FR th, FHELT-BESE, GRUHOC RN SRS NS 5K, T BESE N S8 17 B 2 BELHEGT M £ - 0 AL 0%
(RS2 . Harris (2002) I R LT, anRAQBHAIK R RE LY, AR H 2 RN B ZIRTE T

5) BESENT AT 9% R IS FF(The Mother’s Support for the Father-Child Relationship)

SBRESRILE G T BRI T, TRt i@l R SR, SRES, 17
NIRAIAEIE %, TGO SEAEL . Seery A1 Crowley (2000)IA\ J9BESE1E 5 FE 5% & HIE B g p bt &
R, i TR A RIFNACEE R —AME R ES 58D, BT, BEEIKARTTLL
WAERIR NN T FEES ) TAE, MM AR —ANIER. 7). BHREMNSCERR, K, BEExt
TH A SORAENL 1) K e A 6 B K Tk

2.2.3. Bl AXHAFEAERIBIFENE(The Effects of Others on Father Presence)
K BE 50 (Family Influences):
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SRS H B (1SS A58 2 5 i X % 7 257 (1 2 5 72 % (Cowan & Cowan, 1987). AX3RMISLIE
RIS AT REFEAE AN EE IR . H— Ntk (carryover), RS EILA DML, H UNFME(compensation),
AR E MU 2 B TSR #3577 2 (Barnett & Baruch, 1987; Hochschild, 1989). [, #E5ihEC
SRR AR FIRLS, 02 52 dh 2 4 5 A LA 1) 2097 07 =K

Ko “frE” L A\ (Father Figures):

T ATET, FKIEPEEL 4255, DURKIRZANCEHIAR . ST B8 INEE) ) N HB AT Be X A2
SRAEAL IR S HE R

2.2.4. BRIFERES(Beliefs About the Father)

ANERAE S, “AEE7 AAFMIER, MFREFH I, BT, fEESARmA,
IR I AR AR R R, SCRI ST RANT A, HR A2 R T AR E &R IA 5
Wi £~ PN Do 0] S (R BRI

SEHORURS #_E (1945 & (Religious and Spiritual Beliefs):

TEVTT, REBE B LR S, ZEE B tbESsE, Bk IR E S SCRESR S E
WAL, B, CREAESHSMEKR. R, HERHNEES MR iR %
% (Dollahite, 1998).

3. RFAEMHNE

Krampe i1 Newton (2006)Zk 1| 1 A2 35 7£ £7 1] %5 (Father Presence Questionnaire, FPQ), i LAMIIE: 18 %}
DA [ A ot FL AL S AR 5 A8 o SRR M) 5 L 134 N6 H 408 3 AN R 4 (5 8L &R,
FERFRR R, AREMED), SN0 ER: 1) SOEMFKR— SRR (G “Bb
B ACEEIRE " “HAB S ICEREE” ), SRS RESWIW:  “SOCERR” ), kS S
PRI SRR HBNR T CSCEHBMBEBH KRR ), REERAWIW:  “RIOEE O A S EL
FERRE" ), BEESTAQTRRIISCREI@: L5 SN BA UM — IO )s 2) HKEARFR KR
——BREERIAMHAC 56 R—— R R (B “ BESE 5AMEAAREIE " ), BEEAMAMIAMI2E R—— K
T “RERFEMIMER” ), SOREHAAMRRWII: “SEREHARFE” ) 3) A RIENIE
B B ENSCER M S BN “ PSR R L 13 B R A A A ), X A2 S5 R A 2 (1]
. “LHTHFREE” “BERTHFERELE” ).

A BRI R R A 5 Al sr: 1= WA, 2= 1R, 3= IR, 4= &%, 5=
. fRrikE, FoR BA G SRR .
3.1. RFEFEN]E—HRREETF L (Father Presence Questionnaire, FPQ)

D AESE N (2016) BT T SURARAEN G . M5 96 NEH, 3 EM4EEZ S 8 N ER (M
B« LR NSRS ER, K “BEERIMARKIX R, BRAEREER WA &EEIH). +
SCRRAZSELEAL 1) 3 BAT B 015 0%, BLAEVF 2 70 2 A R G /0 18, 75, 1B, &R, 2012;
&K MESE, 2016 ZKkFNTE, 2016).
3.2. REFENMEE—PFEE

SRS N(2016)TEMEIT T (SLSEAEAL M —hERR) o B EHE 66 MNH, 3 MHEMNYEER 8
AR« LAE NSRS ER, JRIE “RERRIIMERZIIR R, BURERIEE” WA=
REIDN COEEMIAE——FA) « 2L, COREMER—F2ER) BE RIF0EE.

en3
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3.3, REFEEMAE— N EHERRBLER

K (201 FE A 22 A se i, IR 2, X SCRAEAL A T SCRREAT T HE— W BT,
B E/NEE IR, RETER MBS 75 DIH, 5 MRS, Bah. BRSO R AL KR
PR BE SN ) /N SE R (T N SORAENL MG o 5 5 (2013)FE R - 22 R0 Sy, AR X X R AE AL
AT T —RIETT, B 62 MIHM 5 M ERGSSCRIERE . BEPRSHRE . WACKS
SREHAL SORET RIS KRR A ESORAEN G . R ) A B m S R .

4. “IGREN XF eI
4.1, RREMREME R A E R

Ve RITE RS2 IR K, Hh “08” X —MEOAEEERER . SORT B 5 2345
SRR, T T RS ERFE(E RS, 2006). 5K E S (2009)0F SR I, FEIE. BT, ThIA.
HfE BL. m . 24, BESE “ B B E RRHEN F AR R R AR H ., iR
B @A RIFACME R R I, AEVE RN E S5 A GG Ty TR 5 B R 55 2% R BN TR 55
fEYE 199 MRS, s MRIZ R, e BRI, KBRS, sz LAa K,
OB TR AR N (2012) R I SCRAE AL F SRR (FPQ-R)-5 i [ K 22 AR 1 39l £ (5 8 R (CSRI-50) 24T
HI— W TR B, REEAESORAEN T SACRIIR R FRIEAFR R R UL RACE HE & = AR x 531
GIRSRERTE NP AR

4.2. FEEMREABSEENER

D AEAE N (2012) ORISR DL, A DUAS PR S 25 TN R 2 A R AR R e 1) “ SR SR EEh "
LTI 2) “XA5CRS 5 A LA R PE; 3) “ACRESCAR” 1L FH ™ 1 VE A E .
REWE, SORSTREZNES. E2NS 5T RNHETRES), DLGRIRAE SRR R0 T & A
IR 1y 2

SORTEALN T B SR A A H BERMEM . ORI, HIhAESCRIEAK R\ BT, R
TR BERSCHE. XAES SIIERA. SR EF). BER S5AMAIOC R XRS5 gk
) E BACTRE AR (TN €, 2017)0 il HR45 N (2016) 56 T ACRTEAL/K T 5 A #K R I — T AR W,
A 2D R AN B B BB TR B 2.

4.3. SGRHENRFMSMNER

KI% (2013) KB SRAENL () “ HACRMI A TS " o “SORSHRIRR”  “BERMIMESI R
R CRERXACT R AR VYA PR e 5 5 35 1 R K 22 A N BB AR AT A 5KOHE S (2016)
(g — T TE AL, SOORAEAL T L L 2 4 s /e A PN R 2 2B NP fS A 53— 51, SORFERLXT
THRIRIINPRR R —K R R A BRI . FEETS (2017) BT LR W], SRR AT LA I A0 TE A 2
SRR SRR R AR ISR E R R . AT LINSORAERACT B, AT RE M T 1252 24
S0, WEERMER R R EINEAE, A TSI AP RPR S R &R .

AL AR T AT LR L, R SORAENL AT ST B U0 T B IO R M T 2 (R
VAR BEE T L (WIh A, )RS, AR AN NRFIECAA . PRIt sostshbl. R 773
SEYEE) T A S TEN A (AR RIESAE . NBREHE. FIEHH )AL,

5. RFEERENINR
LA R T A IR SORAE TR E BT, AR IISGEN Tl mbe Sy, dhatt, @
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A NK% . PRI A OV L TS EA T B AR . R, ESLhRaE T RATTR IR SRFEAE
EAES

51. RF¥EEERELRS

RAF “R387 kB E, fERZKETRFENS SRR, 4047 (2006)%F_E#g i 550 fr4h) LR
MIREE RN, ERTAEENIES. AFRCRAE . AT R I AT LA K, SR i 3h 2 5 THT . A3
SRS 5 TR RS & . A1 (2012) ML 754 486 MNRASHI LK EEMITHA K I, RAESCENREEIRNE] “R
S XALEE ME YL, (T 00%HI 7% T B i BEEE (SN BE ST R, B R IERIRRE, A2
SRR Z T M TR B T Bk . AR, F0NE (011K A Ml ik, V5iRiERT T3 1T 289 A74h ) LA KT T
PR, RIUE KRB E S SO (RBHEFZE 4 49.5%), (EUAH bET- 32 50 £ 55 JRUB 1 5 e
(30.1%), FEHARFEMIAIKEEUA 2.4%. TMi/NFEAER T HERMZ SRR, AE i
S5 EINH SN B (5T, 2016).

52. RFXAFBIER

RIFFPE T RARFKEHFEA, B2 TRRTRANEHEE. FEFEDER AL
2009 £F A A K € H 5% DU [ i vh A AL R IR0 BU A FE AR i ) o, H AR v vh A i A S BRI R (70.1%),
o [ e/ (54.8%) o R, 2% [ iy v AR IRt R AT T A4 b, H RS = [E AR BN S T, b E
v o A U SRR ) R AR AU, SR HEAE B N AL (P R DR T BRI, 2009) . SREFURIR R R
OLT)M TR TR RERRE LI, AT TIIRA L, SORBZMT R, Zarae 5+ EAES
K, WEHTURIL, KBHESCRRIDVITEE , BUBINES, 5% T IHESRED, iR
HETHRERBAASE, FIaniie. FeEy, BRI EZT U CRER” (%57 . 2016). {fEVFZE
WHFEH, SRR B “ OSSR IIR ST RAT A7 I, REBAERIR “FrEM 0”7 Oz Nt
G AE IR " SR T IR, REEEM ORI 555 (FME, 2011; HE5E07, 2016), HHutnl LLA H,
Y SORIRK B CER T “ B EAN” Mt 2 IE T AXKEMZ TR RS L5t frbE, 2
T HE TR, 2R TR AR GEAE.

53. “RX¥S85” BESIHFNER

BEAG A IR R, NTECRERFEIT AR AR EE, S 5B THRE, FBEZ TR, (HRSPRmAE
Z 5B ES5EBIAMTT. AER, TE2CERAREINEH OEZTREHIERMTE, (H25%K
BrAEVS H REMEI H A Z (4845, 2006). 7=AEIX R S 10 IR R vl BEAETE T-VF 2 71, a0 25 (2012) 72
FF R, KA 57.2%M505ka FEREICE JLAR, MR MK IB I 245, FRF, SKEER
MW TAES 5 FEHE ISR WA & . GG SRR s i HA RS RAACES 58 E, N
SR R B IR KR 1, A LAY B iR I I e A IRREE SR K 2, A T2 B RIAA R
SEANUIBRESEARFE | %1 (T, 2015).

6. RFKHARRE
6.1 ARMIREEE

Krampe FISCSRAERLIIAE A 1 X ) T i 2501 FE i 4 AR T 06 BRAE - 2 SORAEAL AT AT, At BE SRV SRAE
RE R AR TR 52 AR IR & D5 T IS . DRIE, [ A AT R T AORERL BT SR A LUK =25 0 3, HIX
ARG B AT I SORE R AMER RIE, M, BENNENHPFFEER). RIEPIRCE R
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SRACALN T L HISEM . RS R RIWEFErh, W DASE 20k FOGSRET Y. mh i, B SOCRIERIK T 53
FREI A RIL T BRGNS KIS ER, AT TE AT SR A Ay B E RN (K B A o

6.2. T|’HARXRFXAH

L TIREIIB A, P2 SORBIE T 5T SRS AT BT RIES R BURRIAC
Ry ARGFEEE, RERTFZHT5OCRMIPRERERA L, BHEMBROORHE LA, HE, KTR
REFAR R THE RN ST EAEEE . A, “RTFRAR” & XA, KA
FoH, AT UASE 2 M A% RO S ST B A 1 (] PR K, RS R AR, DRI SORAERL

6.3. SEEX “RFE” SERENZH

BAVZAORCAE IR H O T RKMEZENE, BERBIXE, BTk, EREEs
BUSEAFAEAE —E M ZERE . IXFTRER RO SCRF NI R . —T5 i, KX TAORS 5 R EHE
JEAR . AR E—2E ) N B R ERESR KA, ASRSORZ ERERE;: H—Jim, e
MNFRS S FERB NS AEEA L BUE, KE#E TARE N rt, 2 ot om 3Tk
IV T AR, BERXT 7 LB oL 1, Pt EE SRR SR TIEE . b, 45
R UAREAT B2 R T AR S 72l et . WML pomt « A VA R AT T Z 1B IR, BUETE 2 A
WAL, SHFSORS 5 T RHA

SE 30k

FRIETS (2017). A4 QF G FRBERFIEIIHF. ZEAEA. AR, K RN,

X B2 (2013). D HEER AL RGN IR B R TR 75, W8S, K& T IH R,

Wb, ARRRAE, f5(2016). SOSRTEN SR H B R THERT 7. # &K A 77, No. 6, 84-88.

Wi AE, FT(2012). ACORTEMELS: WS¢ ) LEBFEHNA. S ULIEF 5 5R, No. 8, 120-127.

WA, S, R, WTMIR(2012). KEEAESCRTENLINRE BT, TR R IE IR 4+, 28(8), 591-593.

AR, B, B EA(2012). KA ARSI R A (O R R IR, SR FE RN X #E 2 F1524R), 29(6), 81-85.

WA, S, M, T, BH(2012). SRTEALRAS VBT, 1 E O FE T A 54, 26(2), 139-142,

{E/NK(2017). B R FETEN KPS H BRI Z L. WAL, Rk REIye K.

RER, THOd, B, P8, kEm, TRE 2K, 5016). FEHEASCREMERIMET. FE G OFF
F4i, 24(6), 1006-1009.
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5y¥5(2013). BT ST T e 18] H A ST LK PO R R F i 7c. W8S, Bilg: g Iiva ks,
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