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Abstract
With 580 college students as the subject, this paper explores the effect of parent-child educa-
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tional expectation difference on self-efficacy, and the mediating role of failure ability attribu-
tion. The results show that educational expectation difference between parents and children of
college students has an impact on self-efficacy through the mediating role of failure ability at-
tribution.
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1. [a)@ERH

HESCREASRIAE RO B R” FIBRUE, A IO 12 2 R G OO R E AR
B EBEFEFEBARR[ 1] FRER, 71X “AEAT” . WER. SR RAINRERT, W2%4a5
HIE AR KA O “HERR” PR, X R EE WAL 205 3 (Education Exception)f& 5 H:
AN AR FTSRAS A R (W & 2B R D B EAVAVR2]. KT HENEIX M EFHLEN
AN S SR SIS, S E 5 EEEHE NFE X RE, R ARBE
Y MR E N SR I 52 N L, RICASREECE WIEE (2] 10 DA 2 e U R S E 4L
B IAE T MR, T AR IS T A B IR 1 2 R (R RR S TR A B 22 57 RV XU
ERIImD AR REN . T, L ARNEE HES LR E RIS 2 e, it
AR T B = B8 it LA A EAFREE, XMESER R TFHNAEHEER, Bf
J IR (2] HeAh, DA SE TR EOE B 2 R O SR Rl DL LE RS ARy 3] [4]. — T
[, 7] Re2 BN E D EMIGE S E RS, B L —rif e h B R T BE S R Rk
B FERRAE . ST, KERARLESE D ERERRN, EAER T, KRS,
mMH, BETFZKKENGTEY, MO AREFS AS A S TR E IR A, T a A
FEZSLREIAERS], ST E B Z R B PRI, ST 80E I Z R 5 NS4 2%
W EGR[6] 2k H AR [ 71F0 1 48 K T[4 1806 % + 5 BRI 2 .

B I AR 4 F AT X 2 (R I K, AR A 22 1 R 5 A S ) Tk BB i, O AR CAMY
BT E— PR, HRZFNNMESR . U R RN, it 2 T2 1 K5 A i
EEHPE, KFELESXRZ A T RAAERE NEER . PHRRIM S RFA VN E OB BRI R
FIEATERS, AR T 5 2 IR DL S A A IANE R o X SRR, SR T B0E B 2 e K AR T
FERA 8] 75 H A3 P ISR R A A R4 B C “ Tk IS RHHE 1K LKL “ B
OO X RHER IR A7 TR, AT B SR Z G 0. Rk, AR SE PR E
HHEE 25 S T 2 ST K 2 A I — i B TR BRI

H IR BE R (Self-Efficacy) & X T 1977 4 H UL Co ¥ 22 SR B Fi7 (Bandura)$2 H (042 A ZnE# S . A
¥ HRAEEIRE XL y: MR B ORI ST 55 B0E sh i — R AR, AR B SR A
M ARRIGE JIA 5, RIXT B 2 S A5 15 M Hh i F CL2 402 104 e 22 SE UG BT 45 1 B A5 0 oK/ 9T 7
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KPR B B IR BB H 45 B A A AT R & (], BT LAy T AN R EE 5 A B 5 PR A48 B ok
PRI some B IR R . o, WA SR EEW R BRI R AL BIHLKTE AR
A SE . o, I RE S EE A I R — M R AR A R R R, X — S DA OIS
W2f 3 B AR . UK (Casual Attribution) B 44X 47 N R BLBAE 5545 R R A8, faiim s, "Ll
gy “JREMIAE” o B X (Attributional Style)t i 2 A 77k, 248 AMTRHE O & A F 2 5%
AE 2 IR A b, XA NG DI EAT R I —F 23 B I vE BB JE R Rt P . 1974 40
(Weiner)$& i T AR FRiE, ZIRBA AR F IR T 608 BOSCEA4 1) J5E R A 2 st s Bl i P2 1R G B E 3%
AMASRBEE CAT MR R B 400, 2400, F90E E IR N BB - shitt . etk - A
GENES AN - ARSI =ANERE . SEERE TN NBIRAE SN BeT0. B RS HERE
BAAHR . AEE. BRRES. o BEET RIR = AYERE[10]. SRS 1A [F A PR 5 =0 B 3R AL RE
BHEEZEPIFM . XK T5(1998)TE AR KM —HFiRE): “U— AN NEERIET A CRIRE
RHIX—W e R RN, /AR A RAER: U— DN RBUA TR i Z X — R A
EVERRE, MAR E B RER S E RN 1], 7 AR R F, BRI E TG EUT S SRR
FFEAEEAG B EWAR A B AR, BIaHE W RS SE A % A kA HEERARSE. KIEE
R R T 2 8 AR TR SR C S BT, B ] T S 0 %) S5 R R R 9 1 S R DA R o 1 RO BB IERAE 52 B A1 [
R, QIEREHERITA. RIEE . A SRS . BIRRREGE TS . ek B BRSO A
THBMECE . CHVITORI, A7 L/ B A BEE A B EE R K AR 2 7 HARATIA
NAEILSE T H CARMESCR X — BRI, 8 rT R B GE H S r)Fae 7y, e B B 3R R 7]
MU ARES T2 208 A — 30, HAes 5 ik B Bk pe KPR 12]. B BRI — 2
Ml B TR R — A o

IR B AT IO 7 R RE 1A SR FIRIBE B ERIKR, AV 2 KRR 2 5 5 X
BRI, BREFKEAFE TR KERE. KEFE . KESEH. K2R ERESS. LREERRE,
FELAETIN, A& 5 A B R VAR N R, X R BRI A KK LR 7 S AR AR
T RAFEE BV R[13]. BT RAEK KIS 2 2] Lk #as 7 A smzisgm, I e ge 1 H8Aa
RAEER 7, RO T 3T . KR HRMERE . M6 T Ra R & >
S, W T AR VAR 1 D R 2R 5 R AR AR IR, R RESRINAE LS . TSRS fan)
TR DR 0 L2 e B3 A (B A8 B 22 RS (AR ST [ 14 4R LA BT 78N 9 B A B KU 558 T B 8
B2 F IR RIATHI I

ZE L SR B KRR SR T IR 2O B 25 e — M BRI AAAE R, I L S A ()
JIAR R FAE

2. ARFZE
2.1. ARIR

KHAESAER 750, WG R gmi G, B AOES . PUEINE . BN AERE 3 Fhor ik gh
G RIFEC . 2k BUSEE 461 1y, 28 T AUTUCEE 150 4, 28 IHLEIEE 14 1. JLHE5E 625 4 K54
HFTEX S, GRS N EAN TR MAFAEERRE G, FRAUIFIN R 580 N, HEHU
HH 92.8%. WEFXT R THIER N 20 F(SD =20.75, Yol =17~26), HAFF4E 208 %4, &4 372 4, il
AT 203 %, AMAET 3774 K—804, K784, K=1814, KVU241 4; KAAIE 299 4,
WA TR 281 4.
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22. AIRITHE

22.1. FFEHEHEER

2% Wang Fl Benner FH -5t /N3 A5 [ FRA0E 11285 50 0 1 1) SCBEZCR I B8 1 22 S5 9 il 2 SHel 1K
HANE TR ENEES . BB ONEAET BHONREA . WEEE N R “UREERE D
2R RIE B 24K P2 7 SRR A RBOEHE . KA “RUCHIRISCRER AR AR SRk
B AKF2 7 PR AR IS BOE I . B 36 0 RN IR G K: 1= FIRARE A BUT, 2
= Eh AL, 3= BRVEEN, 4= RSB, 5= BFRAELUE, BN 1= KREE, 2= HE
KEARFHE, 3 =985211 KEARHE, 4= FEAFEM A, 5=985211 KFEMLE, 6= 1§
TEL.

2.2.2. KMEHEEAERE

KH H Lecourt & AT 1979 4w < 2 4 - £ 171 V4 K 77 20 & % )(The Multidutional-Multiattributional
Causality Scale, MMCS)ll & 5 K XUt& . MMCS 4’5 1 I Fh A ARSI A o] sy i) 3 R
B TH AR A T 0 AR SR ) U R XU o RS O PRI S IR BRASAE . ARG
AEXT VIR, fed1. 571, WROAE). 8. it 48 MEH, FAMESE T ISNER 5 05
#eMEH.

AW FEIL MMCS H 7 A% S 44 B 0 4 P 1 A 0 Aot SR IS A (e VAR, R B 46 27 5
MNBRAAE ERRMG it 6 ANk H, 1 “Z523R18 T, SERMEEE Crzlae /17 o #ilxrts
— ST H B R G ML A, )5S B Likert 5 UMM E AR 2L W BE S AR5, 2 BGE
A2 6~30 45, “F¥50 /2 3 45, 43 B0 2 B AN (AR T 2R ISR o e ) VA IR RE D IR 3 o AR A,
1% %] Cronbach’s a REUHN 0.828.

2.2.3. —fREBRHEER

K B e K BT A1 Schwarzer 4 il 1) Y SCRR— X B 3K 3% g 2% & %% (General  Self-Efficacy Scale,
GSES)M & KA [ — M B R ALRE . GSES B4 10 AN H A T-00 & AA T ek 4 508 8 R St 1) B 5 1%
fEo ZERAMA Likert 4 sERIL/HME. THE 10 NTH K BN A BRI R AS 7, HHER
AR — M B R R . ARWFTE, 1% &R Cronbach’s o %05 0.910.

23. £EFERERE

fEF] Harman 0N F 5 ik B A YR BT 702 S AFAEIE R D5 I o SRR RIER RN 3 MR
BIFAIHET M, SR E ARG ZM TREERT 1 R 94 BN TR
BN 17.18%, /DT 40% )l FARHE . 38 o mT DA AE AT F0 A 3R [R5 A 2= A B

3. tARGR
K F SPSS26.0 XA IR HEAT R MEGL T 0T« A I Giit 235 22 RVER B0 S M6 50T, 3R A

process o35 B 5 1) FR AR AL 15 15 3

7 1 Ak, RIGEE AR — A IRAEE. SR MAE WEZER Z MM KR T: BRI
B ZER . ARG RIEE STV Z 8 ARSI E B R KT RIMRE AR 526 F IR E
W2 RAAERE A, 5—RARMEEAIERE ARG BTrRAEENEERES R EBRUGEAE
BE AR,
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis of differences in attributing styles of failure ability, general self-efficacy
and parent-child educational expectations

® 1. KMEENAENE . —RERMEE. FTEHBEREERZERERG T FIEX S

M SD FTHBEHEER — i PR
PN GEvalE1E 17.68 3.82 0.359""" -0.200"""
RTMBAENEESR -0.17 1.48 1 -0.341"""
— & B 2.53 0.59 - 1

TR p<0.001,

{# F SPSS26.0 #fiff process, i#F Hayes (2021)4#5 [t process £5%  H1¥] Model 4 (& 5 /- 15E7),
TEFEHIMER . R AL AR YRR 1 5L R 23 6t SR IBCRE S AR PE SR 7 M 0E WE 22 7e 5 — M B R Ak e sk
Z 2K BRI A SRLEAT R I AT TR A SN AR B, 4 SR AN 2.

Table 2. Mediating model testing of failure ability attribution
2. KMBE N AR PR R

[E )7 FE(N = 580) EDNSE LA REEEE
g A TR A & R R’ F(df) B ¢ p
— g E LR 0.39 0.15 2590
PE5I -0.16 -3.43™ 0.0006
HhAE 0.19 3.54" 0.0004
A Y5 -0.15 -3.03" 0.0026
FTIHBENEESR -0.14 -9.12™ 0.000
FRIGEESTVARA 0.36 0.13 21.86™"
PESI -0.28 -0.90 0.369
JAE -0.34 -0.96 0.339
F 0.20 0.61 0.543
RTMHAEHEER 0.92 9.08"" 0.000
— g F R 0.40 0.16 21.77°
PE5I -0.17 -3.52"" 0.0005
HhAE 0.19 3.46™ 0.0006
s -0.15 -2.98" 0.003
PN GEvaLE1E -0.01 -2.15" 0.032
KT IHBEWEER -0.13 -7.80"" 0.000

H: "ER p<0.05, TERp<0.01, THKR p<0.001.

X F Bias-Corrected Bootstrap (EE &2 IUFE 1000 1R)X 5% 72 B 50 25 T (B 208 11 B8 22 S5 i) A R 3t
AT A6 45 AN 3. MM (Total Effect) N—0.14, B4 24N (Direct Effect) N—0.13, (5 & 2N [ 92.9%,
B R R TR R IE 92.9%. F14 R4 Ri(Indirect Effect) —0.012, H2AM 7.1%, XM 5THR T 7.1%,
H Bootstrap95%CI (—0.0254, —0.0004), X[AIAELE 0, KFRATAT LU A B8 B G v 2 5
ST BUE B 22 S AV Re S B 4 T — M 1 FRARR RS, T LB ad e R M SR RE 0 VB R A HR A FE T
W —f 5 A BRI
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Table 3. Significance test of mediation effect Bootstrap analysis
% 3. PN EE IS Bootstrap 734

EYAE] Boot SE Boot CT FfR Boot CI L J§ HHX 250 R AE
ISRV —0.1405 0.0154 -0.1707 -0.1102
B -0.128 0.0164 -0.1602 -0.0958 92.9%
SRIGRE ST VAR ) R A 250 -0.0125 0.0068 —0.0254 —0.0004 7.1%

ERERW], SR T IREE IR RN B BRI A B R IR (8 = —0.14, p < 0.001), H
BEINP AR RIGRE A, 25 3181208 W88 22 30— M B RORRE R B TN A IR AR B2 (B =
—0.13, p <0.001)o %[0 HCH IR 22 57X R RE 1AL R A B2 1 R A BRI (8 = 0.92, p < 0.001), 2K
TECHE 7 VARG — B B B RE R RAT B3 I A F A I (8 = —0.01, p < 0.05), 4nl& 1.

RIGCFAF
GEVALELES]
-0.01"
KT IA) .
, — B R A
HHEH = =
HHMHEER 0.1

Figure 1. The mediating effect model of parent-child educational expectation dif-
ference affecting general self-efficacy

B 1. ETFEHE R E R —R A B R RN AR R
4. g

AW R AR LR, FTEENELER S ARG RGeS B, BRESEN G
WIFER, EIETFIRZE W2 SR, — ik AR R .

B, METIEENEAEER, HAREE YR TMASEH0B 1A B E0E I, ks
RESCVFIE— e RS LA T Pzl Ae /1, IS REE AR IH 1) T Ao fh it “ oAy Sk — e USR5 7
(A, A SIS B A W SRR 5| S T A SR B AT, R A B Pk T 3K 45 R 1
Al e R KA, R REEE IR, RIS, (B BRI, SEAMAR
AR R AE

R, AR R ) 50 BEACE WA T 1 Fo WA, ROk SRRV A — e PR ARG T T
AV RE S, BRI A RERT A 22 i T flid “ S R BB s R EAENAE, FHE TEdE
AR A 2 AR BI04 SORRRI ST, AT S50 BRAK AR R B A

BJE, BEALRLM IR ARG, B T AMA B TR BT BRI (i )2 T SR A
WL B2 AN [ RO AR AR S, S TEVUIRGE A0S, B PR R 5 VAR e R AU A L 0
FAH R P R B 1 B R R R E S B BRIk, AR SRR B AP
(AR B S PRI AR 2, AMAS A SRR EIE TR« “Mf% T IRAEKIE A7 S,
TS0 1 TR IR PR o T2 SEBR I 1 35 VE BEIRGHE 2 3 S0t T4 i MRS ST AT 42 s 1 TRk At
B MER, TT5 S BRI I 2 SR A R S8 0 S A ) 75 VB MRS T 2 095 1 3R BB IR 15
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AW FEAE RGN, IR D RS e E 0 248 B2 — i R RE A 25 (0 S ) T o 4
HHIH R B 1R 5 2 HAK (Seligman) 1) 2 #5E TC B BRI EAT 2007, 2045 R IBOA TR T 68 08 G ik A A2
RIER BRGNS, SECMAR B RABEEIER, X E R EAH 2 IR 5E TS5 R 5 5%
B, IALEE FHE R T R B AR FAF I A2 A R, VO8 A SEAIA, sELUED,
— B B RE PR

PAAEXT TR BE VAR 525 T M B A I 2 57 2 (B R R WD . B TAD A RN BoR, 2R
TR 2 R 5 R RE D APIAFAE BB ARG, HRA B IER PR, RIR 78 s W %=
SRR, AT R RIS RE4ERE, A2 A B REA L FEUR M. BAh, RIGRE SRR
SRT R B MEERS B BRAAERAEZ R R T, RIS 7 18] 280 3158 22 57 AT BLd I 52 mi 2 K
RE 77 YRR T S — e R e SR

B BRI N N RIAFAE 22 5 I S MR BRI, A AE 22 5 U B R AR R 2l e
NHGE P AT R [16]0 5 MERBLIPFHR ZRAE LRI, OSPEIR A OJr s, MR SIS A &
A B, FORWEEE DR R Ik, 208 7 IR0 B R, KR AT RE 2 B A
AL RHI BRI, O 1 BRARZE R Pty SR AR s S IR S i i) TR I A RO B T E S g0 R AL
PINIURSES QA S Gt d 2 (o

WA A% 1] B i (Identity Control Theory) i 1 ML R . MAMA T8RN BRI I ER 5 H 5k
FISRHEART &0 SCRERCH R — M BAT BRSNS A5 A5 BN B BT I AT & A
EARR; AT X AR A S R SR S I T A R AR P I 22 S R AR I B N 1) 2R
5 H BN FARRHEZ BRI EE B [2]. A 2R T RIE B 2 RN, WA DA SN B PP A
AN E AN FRHEAAAEA T, AR EBURE B RABER . XA —EEE R MR, 4R
TARERXAN R N B BB R, AT B BONFREA 2RSS ET e ERUR, MOAvE S
BERE TSR AN B AN I ZER I T 20— B B A BE AL

5. IRBUETE

BT FCHAL TR A, RS 126 1 A 280 0158 2 S oxd — B B RO BE I, R I 70 I R AR 3
MR AER . 3SR T IREE MEZRIOPT R, 98 74N IR E R IR S R R A N
IR R RN, AR T RN EINEZSR, —J7im, 267 2 A LU s e 1 i
U, g/ MBS, BN TR 2B S3 A AR R 22 LR e 1A 5 U,
I RIS W TR E, Mz shRE B RIS, AETUE, B SRR, 5
3T, REEANOZIE IR R H R RS, 2E e FRAT I T iE 3R I B R B DXIEOAR, e TG R T
AT 2R, g BB IASE, KB AR NATEN, S B BB

A FAAFELL T AL, X THBH PRSI EE, A58 T IHPRRRE o+ R fg
AR ZERE o X RZAAE 2R T A T 2 R BRI AR . R, SRR T DL U A AN SR8 BT
70, MEIF LR S B R A RAFT L, a5GAUER TR AR E NS ERIUR, Rt
SRR R I 2 R TN R 22, 5 38 VT DR XU 623 1 1) 80 0 8 2 S et | BB IS O R AL«

SE 0k
(11 FiE, XRAE, TR, W0, RKMERESHE LR FHEPR, 2022(1): 40-48+95.

2] PR, WEH. KT EHEER: MO, DHFBER 5AKITED]. BT REE SR AR, 2019(2):
30-42.
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