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Abstract

With the increasing divorce rate in China in recent years, the number of remarried families is also
increasing, which brings many new problems and challenges. Stepfamily children have become a
new group, and the majority of them are teenagers. The social development of adolescents is an
important basis for the formation of healthy personality and good sociality of adolescents. There-
fore, it is of profound significance to study the influence of remarried family on the social devel-
opment of adolescents. Based on this background, this paper will summarize the existing litera-
ture from the following three aspects in turn: first, concept definition. Including the concept of
stepfamily and the concept of adolescent social development. Second, the influence of stepfamily
on adolescent social development. It is mainly expounded from four aspects of social development,
namely academic performance, internal emotion, behavioral expression and self-concept. Third,
the existing research on stepfamilies is inadequate. Finally, it points out the possible research di-
rections in this field in the future.
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1. ERE
1.1. BIERENHS

ISR EEATE T LR BE — 5 e & A B BF(Banaschewski et al., 2009), H.E/bEH—HE—K
IR AR E DT — BRI T (Jensen, 2018)—FP R EERE . 1M 4k AL B4k £} 2 5 H AT
BEDH T —BORRP LT RGEN . 87 LRI B AR A BB IR S BFA AR N . 461
ATREE Wik, IF HAWIESA SR SR, XL SO RA B IR R A — AN KE W NHEF R
IS FBETEWE 2 Ab . TOIR AR SRR R 2o BRAE—ilE, TR RHE MR, MN#HA R, JFHIL=E
FREM A T o XA & SUEEFE TR DH — T NS R 55 L AR E (Lynch, 2000), G4
A JB (A — AN EEE NS &% A Y R R)FHEMS 42 & (Ganong & Coleman, 2018; Bumpass et al.,
1995)0 HARRZHNIN N PO 5B 2 1800 B8 S PR TR B, (H SRR, R 2 (1 FRUS 2Kt 2 i A
J& 875 B I (Goldscheider & Sassler, 2006), XA 7 —FiuRE 1) 45957 (Bumpass et al., 1995).

1.2. BOEHSHELREBRS

A LI N T D E SR R TE DE S M AR EAEN, R, fFiid s
TR AL @ N (L, 2008). RIHKETT DS VER R E SO AN AU LEZ RS EAER,
HAHR AR, X THDENNKY, MATRAI R, . JRER. BRI ERESEER
DR DA R R . fEMEERY b, TR R R A 2 R AR, fth B b — R A
AT, IR AKX R KRR AE, XA IR th 2 WA [R5 T M 5 D AR A
SRR RECRILZE, 2009). HE A XA NTT DAk SR &R 275 D TH IR AN 4 (1 A i
T—Efkhl, 25 S agsh, HEMRRIKRT B SR A SR, B, AR A
M 2ATNEETT T R AR A, 2018), IXSEMRE (K4 P AE AN BE U HE B SLILE D4R B 3 5E 3%, [
IS 34 BEAS AR AR S i AT s A BRI, AP RES I 8L B A A B, IR R S A A N AR AL,
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2] RNV A — RIS IS (R, 2008), X —E 5O E— AR E R AT
I

ML EIZ B2 0 DA R R SR I E SR, AT LLALE & D A 2V R R R E DDA
SHA B SAEAAEE LR, GEESERNE SRR, ARME, BERR. EEMRR. 2
WELL Ao id B AN 2 18 48 -EAN T TH A B (EIHE, 2008)0 AR SCAEXS R CUA SCHRIEAT At 3L 45 1 S Ak
o R T DA e PR Y DY AN /0N T3 T R R A R E S AR (KR, 23 R Sl RS AR I A

T RFHUAN M
2. BEREMN B FHSMLROEN
2.1. FlARSE

W —8ERH, RABBERENFTDEN TR RES T 5REXRENZ T, HEGRERE
B (White & Kaufman, 1997). ZEFV GBSOk b, FHIS 5 RE 75 /D AE 3 A0 5 56 A2 S BE R 1R %
“F-(Painter & Levine, 2000; Biblarz & Raftery, 1999). 7E22NRINTT S0 BAK, B HBRIRNER. 1BF)
FNZ0 4 ) @ (Featherstone et al., 1992). &2, BIFMSKEEMNE DEE ST TERIEMN. EEER, RSt
SE WU DA 2 2 A T T ERBE AR T 5o A A BERIME I [F 8 N, AHSSHF T an T

Chunyan Song 55 A A5 [ 5K 30 A IR1 I 5 14 B0 KA 56 57 45 1 0 5 B 3 A8 0 75 /4 1y B 2 (R 8
Wil SEES 45 SRR Bk B S K EE ) F A m R R LR R B XCE R E N & /D2, A4 Hix 2
A AR AL T IIRAAN , T TR A BRI B S TR S SR 1 b0 32
KT HKEEAHFN)LELE R RO Z RIS, AV KRR EER), HEEEEREET
fTig 7 bE AR B B, RO BESR AR N E A TS24, FT DAL B SR A0 0ERkl,  HoR BESE TR
L, RNZHEIS AN E R D E R 4k B R R R R R BE R /D R, SR 5 Mo R
2#(Song et al., 2012),

Kathryn Harker Tillman il id [ 58 /D S BN ) B SRS 1 5K BE 45 48] B A2 00 75 A0 A1 2 e SR R s i)
KIS, FKESW S EDER VRS K FEA SR ERA T, HDERRF IR EE
IS, TR AT A e K-8 m . B HSR Y, A BRI R AAHLL, PSR B DA 4
Ab, BT EXRATAR, JCHSFDEL T — RINETEENFKER N G, B 3 HEXRE,
15190 55 4 ™ H (Tillman, 2007). MRHGHBEARZUL, ZOE R TR NS5 AR B (% O30 70 (R B 2 45,
2017), MEERR, FLERLKKEFRBAIHRRBEMNREL LW FERES, MBERMNE, X
HEAANEZ A B TP EUCE K, T BUBLIK K 2 208 F2 £ (Emmott & Mace, 2014).

2.2. HS1ELE

Sandra M. Merrs 55 A% 179 44K B i a6 — BT KA RBHE AT TS . S0 45 R IS KR gEv]
RS PHRTE D FEXN K EMREE, “AETIE A FERNABE, 7ERT— KM R 2 7
ByRUE, W, 5. REMEG RS ARMREINIEE, IR M E DB RS R U . [
U, 5B USH DI B AR 45 1T BE T 5 RIE NIRRT G 4k A/ 4k BE), T B IX s 4% R I USSR I
TERAR BT 2, Bl 2 1T K P h SRR 2 B ARG 0T 2K i 1 36 2 FE (Metts et al., 20117)

T 2 3 AR A R AL T USSR BE v (1 75 /D AR LR PR A U5 T2 IR 1 2 AR RN 17 & AN A e AN 7 T
Ho M, BUR. WG, 2015)80E FERE . AR, JURE(Peterson & Zill, 1986)25 AN RAE%5. 1XW]
Rl TSR EHRZ R ZILFAMFELT FIRAGE I M G, R~ T XMIREENE D&
MFFN S FHAD N E R ST RN AR (S B R A, X B 33T ZE 2 A5 4 Hh 75 P A 5K 2 1)
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T Be M L3 /N (Kennet & Lillian, 1979).

{H/2 Robert L. Wagmiller Jr.Z AXTULEIA A FWEE, ATV BEIR—IF B A 8 I 1 ke v
K, REWMTEREMNMZ ARG VLS, BRER ERHER, SCRHSMHR %7 1K R 4 AT iE 2
. BONSCBHIS R B b o2 RAGE R, T2 REA R AL s Ak sl SR A BEXS £ 1 1) 4% Bt 4
e FHECZN,  FRUS SR BE ) 57T 00 R B 2 B A U R i IR I ) PR S8 17 k2> (Wagmiiller et al., 2010).

EC U Todd M. Jensen &5 A\ I 4[5 75 4 24 [va) 181 25 P 50808 of 5/ SR R AT DR TETR SR V7, I IR) [ — &1
KT B A, ESLR M, Todd M. Jensen 25 A 7 KIE R G RIS, ZIR AR ELE M
M A% L (Baxter et al., 2006), R TRAMNEFDEMRBERLERELEN), HRERRLERNFE TR
FREBLE A T TR OSSR H (Angst, 2005). MEKEE RS AERE, WRBEREREAE —ERERTR
58 VEFNIE R 2 [ HASPA, I8 4 FRAS X BE A2 I AR 4k L BE 5 /D AE 1 L 2 1)) — 28k U /) Todd M.
Jensen %5 NFSEE0 &5 MR L TG4 CRHESTR B T L7 HARME 25, T HAR Dby, 27
MIEA AR SRS/ gk RESRIT . BRIL, HHZFA1E BIRER MRS l— N am K S5, SRR ACRET
RGNS, Tk R AP s N K R S5 AR AL, TR TT IO S5 AR T BB 48 S/ 4k BRI &R . [ Todd M.
Jensen % N[SEIR G HEAK R, MHIERES, HOEERAELEE 452, 4B =FZHFKR,
W% 10 1A B KRS VE FH 4518 (Weaver & Coleman, 1963). I TN B R IER SR &R TR AR
AIREA KW Ri4b, EEAn@ s — R AR B 0 B 750 2 AT RE AT Bl T Bk 75 /D 4F FIARATT 1 4k 5 2 TR AR ARG 31
MR FE, T TA1RT RE 2 AR50 2 55 20 i i (Jensen et al., 2017). San Diego M /b 5= 5 4k bt 56 WH 4k 1 ¢
HMK, FORRMELER —FER AR, AR bl o dHIR ¢ RAN GRS 4k BF 2 8] ) 5% R B2 A AN
ARSI AT SR R % R R G ALY KIMTAREG /N, T AE A S5 X T FE S 5 BE £ 1 R AR 22 AN
& Hir .

23. 1TAFRM

AR —BERW: TS FKE RIS DFEER G KA E A OS5 AT A, i, Rachel %5
NUAFRHE 3328 4 A REA, LR NI 2R i 22 A2 DURE 44 07 NS o) 45, X 58— U 78 P AR 2
(26T 1 B A AT N T T 00, B TERG R E A E B E R E AT R R R
AR R RRERKY, FEFKESIN T EDE B RTN AT REM(Sun & Shek, 2012),

B TE RIS R RIS KR I T I RS 1 (0 B B 08 85 S BRAE AR AT A AT A B (F0 1755, 2004),
Eb4n # (Needle et al., 1990). #iFH(Scal et al., 2003). 5 =147 JBEAF(Amato, 1999) B = 14 i A FH 6.
i B VE B A 2 AN AE R (Bauman, 1990; Nicholson & Sanders, 1999)PA K 574 K [Fl# A 3214 (Gunnoe et
al., 1999y X3 m, fxf5 28 Bk UARRIIE # _E(Vuchinich, 1996: 54, 2000).

2.4. BRI\NH

F AW TR I, PO AT AR5 /0 A B S 1 1 MRS AR S BRI 75 IR AR 1 A e AR AR B,
Young and Parish (1977)% 5 H 56 8 5 FFLUS 5 E 10 Lo K22 A 10 B BOA AT TREFT, AR BL, IS
FRE AR 1) B M U] RAC T 58 B 1% 1 1) B R X N850 45 1 5 Parish and Taylor 153 H () 4518
A —8 MX—RIBPAAERE N, TREFAFERESTZ T —MURER, WGl TRTE
WA 2k 25 A2 55 B FEFL I (Parish & Dostal, 1980).

Fine %5 A\ (1992)%f FR PG — B AL TR I 500 44-G 2]\ R 2 A 3T W&, FFEH 7 =Mt
Hi. 28—, ¥EDFEARINAGE S FH IS KRR KBTS R K. 52, PP SR RE
(17 2D 430 4k SRR 14 £ E 0B A& 75 DR T 0 A2 B SCBE (1) £y SR Jak DL S 4% SCRE A B0 ORI 5 B 3R A8 77 8
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IR R . =R, kB E T EH D FEEZ KREE FINFE IS RE. DLAGXENFRESS
HIRINFIRE S K o SLUR &5 S 3 B4k A T U5 S B AN 4k REFLAS 5 B2 ) T /D48 B A FHIRE 7 B 52 a2 AH UL
E 2 4k BE S RE I 214 B RIAFIRE D 7 TSR Z M0 22 57, % B SRR I B B 2 5 7] (Fine et al., 1992).
X — &5 B 5 Lo P A PS5 E AR T 1RO N AN T 55 4% 10 0 kB & AN — FE I (Hetherington et al., 1989). 1M
Parish TS XK FHEGE R 14 DX 738 44 11~14 2% Z (A1 L BT WK, ik ATT4 H Parish and Taylor
FER R BLEAN NE I ERPAIC) M EIR, % EREAELLLEXNH . BEEMASEIHAT A ik
SERBVNHIERE T X H R SR T EERE T L ERMS, REERAZRVIE, HREREASZ
FiT FHOAIE 50 45 B — 3 (Parish & Dostal, 1980).

SR, RTINS KX DAt R R R L . REBNNNE “e8e”
FREMFDFEMEL, FIEKEN T DERE AR, CHRE NI SRS 5 9 BN S K BE — 4y
{24 B THI I 3 27 00T |H 53 B2 1 Bk ik (Braithwaite et al., 2008)FI7E— R F) 56 T e B RE H O HIEAZ DL
A ER IR T 25 L FRRRHE (Metts et al., 2017) X8I J1 5467 L sz maf o%, 4RI 2 i
R AT R, BAEIMEAT A B (AL 24T R Bty ARMOFIAAAT R B 1B 4817 . FBE.
AR B Le s, Mtk TeiE. HE. R MAEIRE 71 LE UK (Amato & Keith, 1991), RE4T NFE
WBEHDERFEIE I TR, B89 . B AR SEAT VIR 1K £ (Hetherington, 2006). BfF 50N %X
BE R I AR & AR, Amato #EEE T JLAN AT BEMRRE I T-ATIX0S SCBE P AT ARG R U A, AR ARAT )
SRAESCRERIERE « MR A SCRERXRAE RS . 2% R HE AT ) B ) AR TR AR A (Amato, 1993) BAAHE 40 5
RFTHIEGE, S92, ghBE. 4k bl s ik 2 M ) SR E R .

MAER 7 FF NN IS FKEA—ENEDEAE, BARBERKERBES, [HEE 010 RN 7 =
B8 5% N2 A0 AR DA AR s AN AR AR A4 56 7 AR AT LB (Bl Afifi & Keith, 2004). A5 AR 2E B 1 S HE#
W, CISHIXCE K RE RN D ER R BRI IEA I K@ . SCReg e, EXCE R KR IHE
ML FRLOE S BE TR TR (4% 48 I 2 0% IR HE AN SR BE AR € IR AT eI BE 7 (Acs & Nelson, 2002; Manning &
Lichter, 1996), K, fA15 A 0] HENFHUS K EEH 5255

3. ABRE5RE
3.1. BERESLVENOMR. FRAOMERSENEATRE

TS X BE BB FUAE FHRFEAR DT ISR T IR BR R, O HEFET DTN TR FIR IR AA
J&, TR T T A S AT T AR T R P S K e A R B R L B REMR 7, Ak
W, FIEKETN L BEEE E EME, EAEHS TR, WMEE I ER, AT RE D SR,
WA AR L AR L i B v, H RO AR R T IR AR R B S R K S 5 8, 6
HRIAL o IR AL 0T 2 IR B B AN BE /N () 4k - 7E — 2 (Team et al., 2000), T2 A4kAZ 2 b B N 4R SCHE T /D
YRR [ AN A AT T B 4k F-1F — S (Hofferth & Anderson, 2003). ATUA, STHEIEKEES DEMER . SEREFRE T
TFEA I FHRIEF L5,

3.2, T AT R

FEREH MBS T B USSR 5 /> Ak 2 MR R SR RS2 M R Ut e v, BB 73 WF e AR A2 ok B A
SR, KRB BATA LB ERZE, Rl AR A DB ABATE A 56 N RIK,
AR B T4 SO VR D SE AT T ZE R AR FRAS SRE A 17 ALE R R A A R IR BN 5 R
flhn, FWRESE KB TEAE REoR, 08 SR A 2R R b 2 A SR A v AN PR SR 3 2 T R e
0 4 %, [RIN ZRRE AR i AN PR AR B 2 2 B 2 A 0 B ) RBUAS: H 0 W 8 v T — PRI PR ) 2 A (8 L 2 4
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2015)0 T LA ST Z2 S AR BT T0 B2 ARAT 6 B2, DAIESEHEAL BB DA o 2 SCHU R 300 FHIS 5 e
JUE R MAR N F 18 RS . H U B YA SGHIT FU K B0 0 58 T SR B S A R 1)l HL
B2 B2 AR TE R SRR SCHR, T 0% T RIS SRRE HY SAIERIT FT I i R 4R T #2838 A 9 BUS BRI 7T 07 1 ]
LASE 25 i v ]/ 0 B P A5 X Y SAIEF T 5 3

33. “FIE” “FER” BB EMT

AR, RS S BRI MR K B A P 7 35 W T S K B W OB 3 . B e R g 2l
o [ R P TR, R S R E R R — DN EER R . Fvgk T M4 2 MR ] fEs
HbmsZz . 85—, FAEMFEELCERAEARAL T, WIS ERNHEEERSMERLR
(Hohmann-Marriott, 2006). %% —, FEFAEHBRDHEMITIMNETFRIE, BERERXATHEE FLH
FEECLE OIS ¢ 2 B A BB (Heimdal & Houseknecht, 2003). 55 =, [7] J& £EAR 8] ¢ 25 & H OIS I AR,
HEAERM(Booth, 1996), 1XA]REL L MHT LK FERI R, 4kixF & abH o 1) 271 R A T2 o 4]
1, Susan L. Brown {15556 I, &4 7E A J& -8 S RE R 75 /D A (12~17 ) AT 9 AR Jak 1] 7K B A
B AL BN KT DL AE A K 2 5 AR (Brown, 2004). 2448, A ATA B JE < R4
R BER FRIGE R, H2IER BT FERREARME, A% IHZE(Cherlin et al., 2008), FATA A
L% AR R E R RIIBE T, AAMEREA, “REFE” X -8R, FEBRRGFU, ERAH
IEXRPWNFIERERIM S HU0E “FMEER” BURAEE N ARS8, KRB, WikFER
BRI . B “WJE” “RMHR” ErhE RS S T A F B0 G Rt . RRIIBEF 7 ]
DAFE H 55 2 [R) 1 205 SR 0 2 RS 1 ) Joe P K 7 THT AT T VR 2 IR R R

3.4. RZMBEREFTVFIFEREFREEROHR

FHHTE R, OF KSRTORR 2 # R T RS SOE AR IR R REATHE AL, B 4k5L, 4kBE,
2K L 2R QIR 2 TR 2R R0 5 DR R0, FRUS K B R R (R PR RS R E . BRI IS RE . 4k SR EA
2k BE 53 B2 S5 RN S5 R 0T 75 /0 SR AR DL AR SCREZ R 58 2850 A0SR IR o (HZ TS D SR X AN R e BT
o BOEEER X TR A A S T 2 5 S s R0 704 (I8 REAR B2, RS2
FEDCS RIBHEAAR . HRM AR AR R A A S5 AR R E A B TR Z A rp A AR BXt FHAS 5 e Hh 1 75 2D SR IR R L
BUAr e 7] i A A AN PR FROR U, Ab T PRI S RE T ) £ 1 7T REAE SRR SE AN SZ R 20 T AR L, B 5 523K
i, TR LR R, XA RE RS AT AR 21 (00 BB T ARIRIO B, AT 2 A
MR AR R o BT LA AR R B FE 75 A v m] RA ) — NS 2 AR S Wit e, e R R 3 AR R
JEE DR 20 PR AR AR B 75 /D 4 IR 2

SE 3K
BREIEE, AT, HHQO17). BAKEE T LA B AALT 2 BT SOORGRIE. B (5), 94-96.
BRCE, R EATS, KA I (2015). 4RI R 5 B N LB R M R T, AR B, 36(5),

1240-1243.

AL, AR, ST, RIVA, F5RE2004). FEENE LB EMRAT NI, FERITHEFE, 2503),
218-220.

RS, BUEESE, MRAEAR, FIFAAA, RORIQ018). it E R BRI 2 A M RAE I TR HSRRIRE. OB FIF, 41(5),
1164-1170.

FHFHF2008). JLIEADVERIE. A EI T FRRFIEFE, (1), 64-66.

SAEZ(2009). [FIZERER M H /DR SR RIS, JEH B EHIE 18(1), 33-36.
H EH£(2000). FIRKESNFH/DEBPICIRIEI. 105 2 L FFZRFIR (4), 45-48.
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