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Abstract

A dual filial piety scale and an EMBU survey of middle school students and their parents were
collected, and 455 parent-child matching data were collected to verify the intergenerational
transmission of filial piety and the intermediary role of parenting methods in intergenerational
transmission. The results showed: 1) the dual filial piety has intergenerational transmission ef-
fect between parents and children, and the differentiation effect of different types of filial piety
is significant; 2) in the transmission of reciprocal filial piety, the father’s “punishment, severe”
dimension, the mother’s “refusal to deny” dimension and “excessive interference, excessive
protection” dimension have significant intermediary effect; 3) in the intergenerational differ-
ence test of parenting mode, there were significant differences in the six indicators of the re-
maining parents, except for “emotional warmth, understanding”, “rejection, denial” and “pu-
nishment and severeness” in the mother’s dimension. It is explained that the parenting style of
parents has changed in contemporary times, and the researchers make dynamic construction
assumptions for the intergenerational transmission of filial piety based on the generational
change of the parenting style.
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Table 1. Correlation coefficient matrix of each dimension score of dual filial piety
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Table 2. Regression Analysis of parents’ dual filial piety to children’s dual filial piety
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Table 3. Analysis results of differences in parenting style methods
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Table 4. Test of the mediating effect of parenting style on the intergenerational transmission model of dual filial piety
4. XEHFH AR TZERFREIERB A B AR
Ve L E S EIEIEEY ) PR R S E SIS Vo X A AR ] U R H
AL PR QRpRURE SOBTEA . REBREE QEBTEE .. RERURE QRSN
FiH Fid 8 FiH FiH bl
Ml 0.121* —0.057 0.170%** —0.094 0.234%%% 0.096* 0.058 -0.056
M2 0.131* —0.067 -0.007 -0.09 0.226%** 0.063 0.019 0.039
RE - M3 0.125% -0.055 -0.104 -0.088 0.227%%* 0.012 -0.063 0.117*
M4 0.13* -0.062 -0.081 -0.088 0.223%%* 0.098* -0.013 0.056
M5 0.127* -0.054 —0.134%* -0.088 0.227%%* 0.022 -0.03 0.098
M6 0.119% -0.054 0.163%* -0.098 0.237%%* 0.113% 0.076 -0.077
N M7 0.142%* -0.027  —0.355%** -0.086 0.241%%* —0.110%* 0.03 0.114*
e M8 0.134%% -0.056 —0.085 -0.091 0.222%%* 0.051 0.034 0.125%
M9 0.131%* -0.056 —0.163** —0.089 0.231%+* -0.028 -0.004 0.068

FMI~MS RIS SR “IH KRR B
9. BER CNRRGEME. BERC . “fEZE. WL,

“H, WR L CEHE. R
LT MRS

AATH"
“EL

LB o *M6~M9 4RI IR

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2019.911216 1793

IS:IESSE g


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.911216

RIBIR 5%

4. it
4.1. ZERNRBREIBHR

AT FCE SERALE R TEAE S 7 Z [ AP 20, AN RS [ 22 38 AP % 73 AL 2%
o782 o SCRERUBR 2238 X LB R 2208 R AT 0 35 IR AR I AN, AR T AR R 2 X A LA R
HA R LSRN SRR Z 0 1 4 B T8 BA 535 UL 8, SRR H R 32 TE T
TR 28 BAT 52 G AR RN o IX AN R S M RAIE T P 2 Ok T 22 E AR AR AN (1 F
[l A AT AR T4 T 2N PR A% 32 7 A RS R AR, 1l T R TR 220 R AT LU BIK [ ACRHN
SR, ATRE(EEE TR ZIM AR, A CfE, AT A AT T ME R EVERSCR B EMER
R, FEMAMOGE IR, T RSRESDZBIANGBRAN LS, SBURATRES B SR9RIEE, N
AR A B BRI (145 5545, 2016). MAWIFEE R, MHARRARZFEITER K2R A M T LKA
BEAFERMER, AR 208 X R R RN LK BT R (Yeh, 2006).

BEMRIEIBMAL, PTAE LT FERFGHISMA 2 R A L, WK Tkt
T MFERG N, SN FATHE T L IE T S 5 28 L R IR, AR 2 oA 2
M EETFBORMEE ], AT RRM S SR A 15T 2K ) (Grusee & Davidov, 2007).
TARCK A SRR AT B RARSC AL, B RAS SCAAR SRR B AT T 3, IRl X A S gs T
—I N UM EACPR & 5 B T AAPMEE AR, f 7 Z A & il — e 2 S R B AR
I B (Schonpflug, 2001). fEFKEE RS H 17 Ol KT HH H AL, ARRESNE 215 T 1F N E A
gz ERZ —ZEIERFES, il @RI R, CHMRER, FRIAERST AR
JE5 SR —F ks, WIZRWISRE S 1L 8] (AR A 33 M OB  (V FF 2011) o AT BAR X2 PR
FIER PR EB N — DT EAEL, B RENSATT A AR T AT 5 E RGN K2 T8 PRt id
KA e 1k o

4.2. #FHFANKRBRET

FEARBI, EIDS AN TR AR ¢ fle, SR T BB IR . EA T,
g gk, SREY, BT ERERRARL, JRRSOCRE “&8, ™07 MR
(I AT 7> 2 AR, LR ARSCRAN R A ™ 5 PR TR 5, SN i 5 iR A ) 0 5 sUR R #
T ORS T RRARENCRE AN T LEMFIER LS, e LRy Z—BorTAT, ok
BESEA E—3E QB A B3 2 5, (HASRABERRI T A AR . SCRBUD TR 72,
BER N S R E 2 (TR 7 k. EEAFES, BEREMAT5 T LR KA T XA,
ARGy I R R H AR5 % (Chao & Tseng, 2002). X—IROR BV ZFENTE, BHEMNSFRLEL
Ko WEFCS I B AR TR 5 SRR T AR R, RN BN B AR B TR RN, BT
WA BRI AAFAE R Z R (G4, 2009).

ARG, ERFRTAABREZR M, BERESR T LS ML N BA R E 2R, R
T i, W Ry BRI EESR, RE VN, R T AR AT R EOR A
WE” wsm, KEDNmAeET &, BN —RETIERE, BTl s TR <6 &
Fikm: MR MBE T RAEARET, HHRTEFRZER . WU SRACEARR T TR E
MR BEMAL SR, BERTT @R TR, A RGN, BRAR” 48R 22 5 m] DU st AT . £
XPRAILG, W FEE I IZ A [F AT RE -5 5 BESR A 1) 22 S RIAN [R] I AR 2 SCAU IR S5 58 T2 Wil T 5 50

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2019.911216 1794 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.911216

RIBIR %

—UE RO, HEEIR, XA T LG TE AR A R .
4.3. BFHAENTEER MBI PP TN

FEAN TEII BT T7 5O 8 PR AL K P e ROSAG B, F TE 3 R DU 2238 78 HOR 77 B A4
B EIAAEAE B2 R A N, e BB R R IE R h, SO0% AR, T 4ERE, BER “HRZE TSI
HELUL R e, ORI GEREAAE S R A RN . X BB T AR UGB AP
777 AOFAR I R RIOALE A B AR TR, AN, AN TR SR RE 7 ) 2K 32 A3 o 0] B 2405 07 50
ARV XS AN R (A A AR i i, AR B R R IE ARk b, SO EEIEN “IETT. 7 4E
FEPAAEAE R, T RER NI “HEZE N7 4ERE LK “Rl 3. I fReP” 4efEr A B M RN, HAh4E
JEAN ™ A2 8825 (RN o ARLEXS 720 AR A . B E R 1 R 75 31 4 FEAE XS #E ABr A% i
o, AHRBOUAEEE R P ETERM, T L T . IR SRR AR, =
TR T I SCRE AN R BIRAT NI, 3T #0707 A RILERE AT N I BURTE A R . IZBR RS
KAEHHE 2y IR, SRR AR A A 7 TR HOA R R 2R, 7 AT DO 1 L 230 7 A R (0 7
ER . B R, X HRERG DA SRR AT 288 E ML A —E i N HAME .

4.4. EFENBRMEBHEISERSRE

Zk, AW CAE— 2R PRGBGSR R A, SIS, AUFARE—ERE R
TR BERE R 7 AR i AR e 1 2B A PR A8 . XA — MU T K g R
AR IO AL, HARPRAE S I AR — IR, KEERGHE T KRG, Bz 3%
MAL LA RGN . Tam 258 N FET- 06088 I S RE 1A R B AT 50 48 HE SRR 22 I (WA 3o A7 A 1 Wk
B, OB B A T LA EARAT TN AN R BB DA S kE 2 B AR E AN E W (Tam et al., 2012);
T 22 B A AT LSS TE AR R AR, 7R — 26 0 B (AR BER AR K EM A A KB L
FLAL AR T 5 e T2 R AR5, AT RIS G B TE IR B8 2R 8 vp (141 2235 Bl RN B 0% 2R 75 3l vh g i 2 22
TG RZEALBI S (05, 2008)s 734, A TR R EEE B2 e AP i (R &, [H AR
BAFRPRALET CR I, B T R BEE A R SR 1B A 1 SR BB R SR T N, FTE R ES T
—il8 S5 SR B B U AR PR AL 18 S A # 0 (Min et al., 2012), #FFAFE NN, EFHEERT,
T AREEAS TR HL 28 2 B SRR AT B SR AR SO IE B, LEAR KRR FE b X FE T AR AR it i 56 143 B2 1)
s, HAEEMABR R RIFE, 65 F X R 18 M AR PR A N 2 BN R . X AR A S
R EAIE S EEA TR LTI

RGBAHPFTER, FERGERUI, XM AR E SIS R H A AR it 2.
FEMEARS T RIS ek g b, W F— AR E s R EZ 4, STERME
B F BN g LR A ) A A A R T IR 5 A R S BE A A PR 1 4B B (Schonpflug, 2001). 5
Gb, TR ZENE, RS T2l W L E R EAHEA . 7R E IRk
HEREH, WSRO SR A B 5 18 B S 7 TH A B RS (5 22 777, 2017) 0 FF LA [H]
BRIAE, BEE T LAWK, SR F LB ABIESN S SR, 12 e 2 Zh 7 1
Ao B, BEUE B EZEE ARG IS 2 — N AW S A A R, R B2 R, R
7277 T AAE K BE RGP A U R, AN B e AR . RIS, BRFRE R, Tt
AR KB T2, HE5RXEZ mARBREENRRE RS H AR, FORBrMESEE—FaIAsm, 48
TeffEId . (Hg, TEINGRE, FEMARIRE SRS KAENEL, HXMBNSRERR, 7
SR TABRAE 8 PRI T A8, 2238 R BRI AR & A e T B 1.

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2019.911216 1795 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.911216

RIBIR 5%

5. &t

i b AR XOCETE AN IR T SR, AT ORI, AE b s AR AR T A A 22 TE 1Y
battid, BRI A TE APt e AR ER . AR, ARSI R 5 e — e
FEERA T AR, T ZETE AR A% 3 7 A — S BB AR o

SE 3k

MIEPEQ2011). SR FAEM = Z R, Bk, THRRENAEPRINT. 0BRSS, 27(2), 140-150.

fliggse, ERAE, B, 2H4R02016). ZiE: Hig, WE. BT REMRBEN KRR, OHFFZIE 24(2), 293-304.

W27 (2017). ZEAT RN 7L BN ZRSHE: WEETA. FHEHZFF (3), 77-95+205-206.

TG (2009). MR K FR T SGTHENFTES TR, A LD HF#HT, (32), 163-185.

BUR(Q2008). 2L X FZEAGHEAE ™ iFiF G55 WM. dbat EARKE.

AW, BRERE, RIEHEQ016). EHHEGRTT RN X 28 AR &S (T, O BEZ KT, 36(4), 358-364.

- JERE(2009). H N ZETE XTI S 0 [0 B 5 BTHE . AL OFE #0172, (32), 101-108.

#(2009). SCEFHGE I X HAE H LA RSN, EIR: iR K.

HKALME2012). FIEXCHA IS 2 OIEIRVE. 2O FEFLE, 27(8), 3-6.

Baumrind, D. (1971). Current Patterns of Parental Authority. Developmental Psychology, 4, 1-103.
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0030372

Chao, R., & Tseng, V. (2002). Parenting of Asians. In M. H. Bornstein (Ed.), Handbook of Parenting (Vol. 4, pp. 59-93).
Mahwah, NJ: Erlbaum.

Grusec, J. E., & Davidov, M. (2007). Socialization in the Family. In J. E. Grusec, & P. D. Hastings (Eds.), Handbook of So-
cialization: Theory and Research (pp. 284-308). New York: Guilford.

Min, J., Silverstein, M., & Lendon, J. P. (2012). Intergenerational Transmission of Values over the Family Life Course. 4d-
vances in Life Course Research, 17, 112-120. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.alcr.2012.05.001

Schonpflug, U. (2001). Intergenerational Transmission of Values—The Role of Transmission Belts. Journal of
Cross-Cultural Psychology, 32, 174-185. https://doi.org/10.1177/0022022101032002005

Tam, K. P., Lee, S. L., Kim, Y. H., Li, Y. M., & Chao, M. M. (2012). Intersubjective Model of Value Transmission: Parents
Using Perceived Norms as Reference When Socializing Children. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 38,
1041-1052. https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167212443896

Yeh, K. H. (2006). The Impact of Filial Piety on the Problem Behaviors of Culturally Chinese Adolescents. Journal of Psy-
chology in Chinese Societies, 7, 237-257.

Yeh, K. H., & Bedford, O. (2003). A Test of the Dual Filial Piety Model. Asian Journal of Social Psychology, 6, 215-228.
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1467-839X.2003.00122.x

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2019.911216 1796 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.911216
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0030372
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.alcr.2012.05.001
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022022101032002005
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167212443896
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1467-839X.2003.00122.x

	The Relationship between the Parenting Style of Parents and the Intergenerational Transmission of Filial Piety
	Abstract
	Keywords
	父母的教养方式与孝道代际传递的关系
	摘  要
	关键词
	1. 引言
	2. 研究方法
	2.1. 被试
	2.2. 程序和步骤
	2.3. 被试调查工具
	2.4. 数据处理

	3. 研究结果
	3.1. 双元孝道各维度的描述统计和相关分析
	3.2. 双元孝道代际传递的直接效应检验
	3.3. 教养方式的代际差异分析
	3.4. 父母教养方式对双元孝道代际传递模型的中介效应检验

	4. 讨论
	4.1. 孝道的代际传递效应
	4.2. 教养方式的代际变迁
	4.3. 教养方式在双元孝道代际传递效应中的中介效应
	4.4. 孝道代际传递的动态性建构假设

	5. 结论
	参考文献

