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Abstract

To investigate the relationship of parent-child attachment, self-esteem, interpersonal trust and
honesty behavior in adolescent, a sample of 727 students were assessed with the questionnaire
survey. The results described that there was significant positive correlation between parent-child
attachment, self-esteem, interpersonal trust and honesty behavior. There was also a significant
positive correlation between parental attachment, self-esteem and interpersonal trust. Parental at-
tachment can predict the integrity behavior. Parental attachment has influence on the honesty be-
havior of adolescents through self-esteem and interpersonal trust. Parental attachment has influ-
ence on the honesty behavior through the chain mediating role of self-esteem—interpersonal trust.
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1. 518

WAEIT RN A SR BN —AEERIN, 2425 1 EZ 4 7 (Rosenbaum, Billinger, &
Stieglitz, 2014). F/DER BOETE S 5 FRIRE K R OIIERE AR S B, Rk DR R B IR
FAT A RBREIN (R IE & A K22, 2005) 0 AT A 4 MR T 1 — 4> T3 P 437 2 DK T LA AR WAz S A — A
TovE ] OB AR BT A — AN BRI IE AT N (Hosmer, 1995; @k 5, FEAENI, &Z2)5 3¢, 2010),
VBRI AE AR it BLAE H AR T AT MR, S AT 2 WS W A AMER I (8 B, B, &
SATHI, 2012), WASAT AR WG —ShAEN RGP EZA NI (ORI &S24k, 2009). [E A 4T
WAB AT NI EZ IR R R B 7 A b T MR A 2 E S HL(Hilbig & Zettler, 2009). 47 1% FH 5111
(Grolleau, Kocher, & Sutan, 2016; Martinelli, Parker, Perezgea, & Rodrigo, 2015) . ¥R FE &= LS AN
> FE IR BT MR B E K &K (Isakov & Tripathy, 2017), R BHE NG F s W R S5 E T AR R
HEF, WA RS IGERER R, X EFDEWET AR R A = EZEH
(Bureau & Mageau, 2014; Cumsille, Darling, & Martinez, 2010; Darling, Cumsille, Caldwell, & Dowdy, 2006).
BRI, WA S5 DT LTSI IR R RN E DG AT AR A, XA R
DEAE AT AR BEHE BA — E RIS L.

FEENE NG DEEER EEI I, KBS 71 858 20T D410 3@ B (Nickerson & Nagle,
2004; XSHRRE, JiBRSC, (HBAEH, SkERE, &XIEhY:, 2013). AFRZZfE(Moore, 20105 AFLA4, 2003).
A RVE (Mo, 2009) T 3 HA EER W, Horfrag 4, JRRE ISR TSN T 2 M5 17 N BA (R
MI(Elaad et al., 2012). SRTRAGESE T L STFRE (£ EARRER) Z AT U 1 R 45 R3S (Bowlby, 1969),
AR B ARAR Bl I “ P9I TAERE 0" R MR FE AL 22 S A 1 (947 Jy (Bowlby, 1973; Shaver &
Mikulincer, 2002), EFHKARGL R U FIAMARRSZ B0 2 106 % . /K15 i (Koleva, Selterman, lyer,
Ditto, & Graham, 2013), PRbHEEEALEPRIMESL HIK, M {E 17 9 (Adams, 2006; Cole, 2001). A
HEAFHE R, SRR R AR R 5 2 1845 17 4(Gillath, Sesko, Shaver, & Chun, 2010),
OAABAT A R 122 R B G, BHRFMWAET ARSI TT . JEHHEN, SBHENE D ERK R
I E AN, S AT AR AR O 2R R s M W AE AT N ) B R 3R
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BTN D WAE AT AR F 2R — KA R AR EERER, b a SRR E &
WES B SGENNEZ, &HBRAKRGMEERR, SAMRIAE . ERRE ST N6 T2 R s
DIAEF (Leary & Macdonald, 2003). £ FAK AR K R 4h 5 S BRI E IR SE , 224, SRR TR R,
SAREHEEDER B R BRI, e BRI R, SHFDERSE C=EONE, HRHER
H &R, XIE, &ITHES, 2011). BT R TFRE 5 ME B B 1% V)58 & (Foster, Kernis, & Goldman,
2007; Hart, Shaver, & Goldenberg, 2005; Wilkinson, 2004), ¥F£ 55T 3% FHR B 5 MEAT A B (QBIE1TR)
1120 R A AR AME B BN RN BRI, WZbk, &, &iKEH, 2013), HEFEEAL
WA E BN BRI RFRSZ, & H B EAMA R BRI N TE A R&SZ (Brown, 1993), HTHEH
€ HIK5EHE (Sherman & Cohen, 2006), A T8 & il 1 {547 J9(Ward, 1986), LARF& X H R IF
5% % (Gillath et al., 2010; £y, X, &Poeg, 2011).

RTHARER TR /AR BRI AN, I 5 DR R N EEA BV G ABRMELE
R FAMEIRYE N FRAc it 5 id R AU 1), R IE 5 AT 0T SEFR B 1038 1 2 (Szezedniak, Colago,
& Rondon, 2012; Rotter, 1967; | JEA{ &L T2, 2005), IXFF A BE &2 8 i 4k 2 2 51 BRI A B
SE I NASRFIE (b 05 &2, 1999), HDFEMKLFEF, SR FTE R SE 2B MO SR 2
PSP EE I, NFRMEERIE TR, B FIESCAR LR 5 MR e R R 47 ABREAT R 2>
E, ERERCEENR L4 MK (Rotenberg, 1995; Sacchi, 2004); R HI NFREAFR F /DA APR3g AT
H RUFAT NI E 5 K (Szezesniak et al., 2012), ABRMSAEFERE @ AME, RONTERS L FE AR S At
NFIRELs, &5 /DI A (Rotter, 19805 Z2=°F-F, W5, B4H, &FET, 2011). XRILZAMZEFK
o, R itE T RIANGRGEE, FEDFERIHEZMWETA.

RS AMME B BEAKFETIEG, WEmET DERANRELE, 10 E &K ABRE EEBR
AT ARG EZEEMN. CHWARY: AEORIMAEARGR LI RIAE G, BN, 3K
i N B AR I FR 7 MR B E R 5y, XX ARG N PR AR AL T % £ (Astra & Singg, 2000),
H 27K 1 75 /D 4E 4 B ASAE A A (Mccarthy, Wood, & Holmes, 2017), B, 35 TR ASE AT D FE ST
N EE R R R, AT DL B s T D I E B ABRME AR KRB FRWAE AT s[RI H BEANMY
XHEDERREAT MR EEER, il N R EAER W E AT vl e (T, PR, &
MRAERN, 2007).

HES BN SRE R TR R, RIMEF DT R AT G 555 WS 5 5 i) 3 2
AR 3R SCRR AT, BATTHEN 25 T A AT LB B D R E AT, B r Rl B &, AFrE
R RIEAE A, AR TR TOA T, RIBEK: 1) FAERSE FHRENIRGUT G 1T 8 53 1 1E R
TAER : 2) SEFamr o mlidad 3 EMABMEER M ET A, B EES NREEEIFATRAER;
3) SEFAE B B NBRMEAT, HEmisgmaii(Eir oy, B EES AR EERSEXF N IER-. ik
XS, ABFFRAR AR AR A 1), MR TRAMMA, WA EE 5 ANREEZHA P
PRI 22 G o v A S AR AN T AR AB AT I E I, UMK BE G 0 B R R 8 DR E AT et
IR

2. B
2.1 #R

AHF TR FHREREBENLIEE, NP B rp 4B 783 224 se B A 2, [RICE =i 4 727 1,
BRI R 92.8%. Hidr, M T4 399 A (54.9%), AFdhA: T4 328 A (45.1%); 4= 378 A(52%),
4t 349 N (48%); - ¥1— 226 A(31.1%), ¥]— 187 A(25.7%), f=i— 146 A\ (20.1%), /= — 168 A(23.1%).
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Figure 1. Chain mediation hypothesis model

B 1 XN RIRER

22. fiRIE

2.2.1. FEFHRMEIR (Revised Version of Inventory of Parent and Peer Attachment, IPPA-R)

SR Armsden Al Greenberg (1987)4ifil+ Raja % \ (199211111 (SXRHS KA KRR , k%
KH Likerts ZLFor(tH “1= dEFARFE” 2 “5= FHFFE”), BRELFRE, BARENN T ER,
BAFERSHEE. Wil EmERMA ) =AEEIL 10 MEEWR. tHEIE X BRI, 23
% = 150 IH 2 AR AR LR I o AHIF 7 iZ &R 19 Cronbach’s o 24004 0.89, BESEAKIRFIAC BN a &
#0459 0.81 1 0.86.

2.2.2. BB E3R(Self-Esteem Scale, SES)

X 5 /D AF [ K ISR [ % 2 (Rosenberg, 1965), &R FM 4 20 (h “0= EEWAFE”
F 3= EWEE"), PR “RIEBIEH AT ZHRIMRT o H 104N %H, @i EX S ERE
R E K, S EoEE U B KR S . AR R Cronbach’s o 52 #(0y 0.87.

2.2.3. ABRE{EE R (Interpersonal Trust Scale, ITS)

KN BRMEAT 8RR M T 0 1 N BS54 /K P (Rotter, 1967), &K Likerts Zi3F3 (M “1= dE%
AFFE” B “5= JEWME"), WEH 25 MkH, FHBGRMEDFERNREEAKT F6] “ERATX
Mt BIEAMBIRBREL 77 o AEFFH, APREHEERN Cronbach’s o %4 0.75.
2.2.4. iHfE1TH (Honesty Behaviors Scale, HBS)

1% FH X0 55 (2015) 4 i1l 1 e P AR WUE AT N R FRR I E 5 D F I IAS 1T 8 . EFRKH Likerts 200770 (M

“U= FEEARFE” 8 “5= EFEMFE”), H 19MKH, 5 REE DFEBETNNZ . FEE) 0T

TEAMFBIMART, RSMBFEWIEERT” o KKINES Cronbach’s o REE 0.77.

2.3. BUB B R SR

1 FH SPSS21.0 il MPLUST7.0 P AN k47 50405 5 33 A0 Kb 2 43-#r o ARHIF 7545 FH i 22 %2 1 bootstrap (1000
YRR 6 A A ORE, FER A 95911 B A5 [X TR 756 5 O SR HIWT P /v ROSL I SR 35k, A4S O R 28N AH
B, RZAFHBNAEA R (RO, W, &EAZE, 2012).

3. /R
3.1. EERFZERERE

ST AW ORISR IR BRI AR %, B IR T E R, D BRARIE R J7 7 220
ORI, APHFUCRHE LSRN, X% HIREAFK RS KA Harman SR
REX & BER R M, USRS FUNEMZER L . SR BRS—MRTRINT 2 14.38%,
KT I S 40%, ik B 2 5 (A AN A7 A8 3 ) 77 06 i 72
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3.2. BEEREXST

%1 PR SRR AR FREERAHC AR, MR ATRY, RTINS TR S &)
THBAFAEREMR, FOEMRTRESER S MEE & ABREE. WETAEFEIEMXT A
0.24~0.35, p<0.01), H#ES5APMEIE. WETARIEMK, ABREESHMETNEIEMK. Ji5h, M5l
HIET R EZ .

Table 1. The descriptive statistics and correlation between variables (N = 727)
F 1 EAMEITERFITEEEEN = 727)

M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6
1) 5 0.52 0.51 -

2) R 391 0.82 -0.02 -

3) BEFRA 3.65 0.72 -0.05 0.62" -
4) 4 2.92 0.52 0.07 0.24™ 035" -

5) NbrfEfE 2.90 0.38 0.00 0.30™ 0.34" 0.33" -

6) WIEITN 3.72 0.49 -0.11" 0.30™ 0.34™ 0.30™ 0.34™ -

(1) MERCAREMASE, 1= B4, 0= LM, (2 <005, “p<0.01, “p<0.001, LAIFME,

3.3 MERBLE

TEAHR AT 4 R AERE b, N TIRARTE &N LR Z MR R, AW IR FH 4540 77 FE B 55 14K
A HE. NPRMEESWET AR TRLE, & Yais HI Rt a0 s s R gh ke . Hog
TR (AT U B ARSI HRBR) VA 78 28 B N 45 F J7 R AR I R B, A TR 0 L4« X2/l
=214, TLI=0.91, CFI=0.93, RMSEA =0.04, SRMR =0.05. it —% BRI SH G, KIFT
HIAEIER G ER R EEACEOLE 2).

0.175™"

=EE NErEE

A 4

0238
0.252"" 0.161* 0.145"

0.162"*

SRR BTN

Figure 2. Path analysis of structural equation model
2. G IEERRE S

3.4. BEEMABMSERHMER S

B 2 ATRISE PR UE AT A= AR S i 1 A AR 1 BB IO 45 R, SR TR & DR E AT
NIIEAE R 95% 15 [X (7] 9(0.199, 0.294), ANELHE 0 i Shrout £ Bolger (2002) @1, (A4 RN T
A TTIR 95% /i RN BLAS X (B A A4 0, WA BL RN AE 0.05 (7K E 235, Kbk A Bootstrap 2
Fritt— kg B B BB AR SR AR S IEAT A A E R R E . @i R A R B
ELE AR (N = 727) il HX 1000 4~ Bootstrap #£4<, A2l 1000 AN /28N Ak v, TR — N fbhdh
FEO AT I S TP RSP B AR . SRR T A RORE . A BB AT (R T A 280 DA e 19 3 i =
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AR 95% B A5 [X 7] 43731 /2 (0.018, 0.054). (0.021, 0.058). (0.006, 0.018), KA E 0. K, ETH
XA AT AR BN R 35, = 25 A2 BE AR I RO 5 38 (23 ) o e (AT RN 1) 43.5% . 44.7%- 11.8%)).

Table 2. Path analysis results (N = 727)
=2 BESTERN=727)

95% ClI

Effect SE Lower Upper

=R23 A
ETHRAE—IET N 0.162"" 0.027 0.199 0.294

[E1k: 2 A
FFKE— B EAE1T A (Int) 0.037 0.009 0.018 0.054
FFRA - NREE-WIEITH(Int2) 0.038 0.009 0.021 0.058
TR — B ¥ NBRMEESWAEAT (Int3) 0.010 0.003 0.006 0.018
BsY g 0.085 0.013 0.059 0.108

VE: ()FRIEA REO AR A R B
4. ¥1ig

HAFEASAT AR B IR B B K S A 2 @A B A BB R, W NS MERISET
WA YIA G . AR SCR B0 o8 TR WEAT AR, JRE I A &5 NBRMEEE TR AR R, EEHA
PR B I HTHR N, BRI SR AR 5 D AR B AT s mm R FAE AL . S5 B SR AN IE [ T3
M DERWAEAT N, 0 H S NBMEAEE R 2 AR EEEE R ER .

MEERFEH, RAEPSE PR E DE R WET A BERIEm NER, XFEEANIENA
HES ANREETRGEKARTE, X5KEEE KT AR5 4 — 3 (Bowlby, 1990; Gillath et al., 2010),
HIUE TR AR 1o SR PRV T /e AR E A 76 T SR8 BT R BV IS R ER S, MR EL
FaOE A, ST DU A S 5T AT A & B2 . 288K E D EIE S SRR R
HRSZ B 2 B 2 AR, R IR 22 A A AR b 2 A AT A rp B8 /D 1 RS AT 9 T BE R AN R
JER L FERHRIHEM, I RETE R A ISR TV IE IR B i i 8 S B &, DRI AE 2 F 6 A 3 v B Al
T A NGRS ;10 7E R A R A 2 AR IS D4, B AR RSB 44 5 5 i S EIAbAT T H
JEINBR BB, 7EAS A 22 A A R Z i) BE R WA AT i 1 R

41. B8, AREENHNER

WEAREN], A8 5ESERNRETNEEMR, X5IA NI R - H(EEE, 2011), A%
IRV T A0 A RESR e, O TR B B A ZORAUAIWT, 75 /04 S R U B 2 AR AT N,
LIRS B S BB IE S — 2 AR FUR IR T2 SA R B % (Foster et al., 2007), AHFTTH
AR T —xi, R DE B 8T, AR5 5CRE A IR R R T 5 2 S i ih 5
SCFE, P ERIPO . R EAE B DA PR Rk AT & E A, 2007). ABFTEAIL, 2R THRAER
THZEERSHDEREET AN, IR BUEE R mAMAR B AT BRI T . %K
XEDFERILEDS B O ESR S, S ER A mAE 1T 8.

UEAh, ABEFUE KRB, R T RAIE REE I N PR AS A RTEE 2 rh A R S AT . Xt
WAL 5 ACRESAE R BT AR OB AR, e ROEEL 2 Ja I N BracqE i, S NS, B2
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FH WA TRIPE TN Z—4EREIE 7O B 2, I SRR AR o HE A — 5
(Shaver & Mikulincer, 2002), WHS TAFRBRLAR H, A 2248 R A AMA RE 06 100 Al N A5 ARAZ P 38
RAL, R R LB E AR S, REWE %R R D RS PR B R LA AT
JEEAE NP kB E AN, B AR T 208 B 5 4T -

42. B, ABRMEEAEAFNER

AW FTI A SRR B 45 G T BRI 3, H ISR PR AT U Ik 1 5 A A KPR
i N BRAS AL A B AR AR, AT 3 547 = AR B E L . 3 25 A FUUE S8 N BRE AR ML Z A
BRI E R, MR BKFES, AEMERGESSEMEE, XA A KPR
ANMATE B Z{Z1E 5 A (Cavallo, Murray, & Holmes, 2014; Jkif, TR, Z=gijl, 2=, &®X4F, 2011).
KRR TR Lod 3 & 5 D 1 B BRI NBRMEAE, BEmE I ET . ST HDFEm S,
A, REMNREERESEEAE, ARSI MESE RFTMERNT; W, BEKFENE
DETE S A NSRS & A E M A, BEEBEMEMA, ABREERR S D ERETN.

4.3. ARBUERIR

AW LR TR — FER RN T, LA S5 NG P AR, W5 DEWET N0
PURIEEAT 4R, R TR TR - B3 - ANBREAE - WAEAT AR A E T, B SR Sk s 3,
MG IR D ERIEAT RGN EN . EHEXN T DEMAEAT IR, 7T R 2% 1K
BRANT, BPOARAERREEGEH DS ORI IR, RIFRRIROUA B TR THE D H 1
HRACE, TS NP SR RIEE: 50, B AER B S8R ARG MG T A H E

SO, AR N AZOET DR OB R, EAE AR AR, e b T R
EFRIABRESD, FETHRA N AR, 9N N SRR RIS AT A Bt R ar 2% 1

AW FAERT FOITE LR —, B iEhl AW E: ol Edrostih . s g, AER AR
RUEA L BIBRIG . ARRAERE— D0 ST D WEAT AR SRR /U B EEANRIRIT ATk, I UK Te4h
SRICE PR K B AR REAE

5. &

AT FUIE 1L 25 H 7 REE AR T 12 T A T AR IR AT O B AL, A5 B AT 45 8
1) SRR D FEWAEAT A BRI . 2) 2R PRSI B2 5w i D4R ) B 3P M BREAE
AKP, BEMRTHE D HEWAE 1T . 3) R IRANE SR s AR B B, ARG RS SRR, i
T D ERAET N
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