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Abstract

This study examined the effects of family environments and parental rearing patterns on adoles-
cent depression and the mediating effect of coping styles. A sample of 122 adolescents, aged 13 to
19, participated in this study. 61 adolescents without medical history of depression were assigned
to the control group, and the other 61 adolescents definitely diagnosed with depression were as-
signed to the experiment group. Family Environment Scale-Chinese Version (FES-CV), Egna Min-
nenav Barndoms Uppfostran-own memories of parental rearing practices in childhood (EMBU)
and Trait Coping Style Questionnaire (TCSQ) were used to evaluate the participants. The analysis
results indicated that family environments and parental rearing patterns related to adolescent
depression. The adolescents with poor family environments or severe parental rearing styles
were more likely to suffer from depression. And the mediating effect of coping styles was signifi-
cant. The adolescents with positive coping styles had less risk of depression. Results have implica-
tions for family intervention and prevention strategies.
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1. 5|8

FIHISSE A2 — b DL 2510 SRR A B I8 8 IR R R AE RS PR . R Geit, b [EIAE 38 25 250
£k 9000 J5, TAHRAE R A AL 30%, WA H R SR 5 A 30% . U SRANAIAE 45 2 IKES
i, AT D SR AR B R BT, 2017 R EUE Bk, HAENBRE AR
2T 4%~8%.

BN F DO ERAS A G HE W, T KRS AME QIR RN — I8, DRI HIARE 16T
bRz — e g K RE R & .

FARF, ERAM2005) KA B TR 7 a6 048 B VPR R AR B AL T — P i v 2
(1) 174 23T R AT, B0 TR B A A SR i 1 AL BRI TR T AT IS, A5 AR AL BEH TR
TR TR WS A, BACREATR NS BRI LS, s RS EE, mik
JE VAR P 7 R R RIS

P55 N (2008) % %F 98 FIFNAHAE B & BT HIARRE T &, I+5 100 Filfd 8 E I8 AT S IRSs, w5t
RIATASIE B I K IE DN RE . K BESS F S I AR 237 T7 NIGAFAE — @ B b, S5 SRR I R e A5
FRE L AR ) B A R TR R i R .

MISERE, KERERIFARAREN, BHANKERRIFA—E2FEEDFEMA. NHAL T
Bortr, KERREFEHTHEOLHRESZIF LFERNEWM T, mXAFRN Tz —F2
RExS 77 2o RIS EE R R M AE AR B 2 2 B DA RO 7 s sg e, 2 P sl iR 5 B i 452 15 D4
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FILEDIRA . N TIRICIX — N TR, A D EAF 7N 7 2R AR

LR, A ECE T D B A S I R 428 E R A R b Sk 2 S 1 RE D R A (5
P, 1999 fRULA BRI LSS, AR PR AT ARIIE N, RSB A R R R, T AR
ARG 26 o X AT 7 R I — o BIRACREHFE 7 2N DL J SRR IR B R 25 T R 2 %) 15 /D 4R 10
HURAS = AEREm, (HIXSERZm R A ISR AT BEA R . R, K2 500 70— B R e AR s 77 & e
DR 250 7 A AR FEIRE T J ) BB, %of 1P S TR 3 el R o 1 o A 252 PR B T 2>

AT H B AEART IS AL BEHEE 7 2GR BE R BE DR 22 00) 75 A AR HIATRE 7 AR 1R B A s el fg ity B, X
AR RN 7 AR B R M AR o AR 0 R A E AT IRAE,  BPERZR T DA R 77 30 15 M 2 v )
SEA A RS R A TEA A RS BARE L2 Bk = AT AR R PR, (EI R 05 R B A5(2019)
1 F L A A RO AR A g vk 13X — IR, [EIF, Hughes & Gullone (2010)F (B4R M 7 i th + 0 & A
R R, AR IRAIE T 51N RS R SR it 7 BB Bl 1045 . | DX 45 (2018) f8 A i iy A 2
JSLAS B T VE AR U ST AR T A RIS R 58 T v

2. AREFZE
2.1. LIRS

Wl NALbRHENTEDR Be i NI AIRE 5, OGS o ARG SRS I A AL 3N
it At N BE A B 2 B R B B [ 12 80 S AR B AR AE J8 2, B AR, £ EIREE AR
ST HEVR. FINEMEREA R A 57 6 EATIEL R G . HibRbRE: Fk < 13 siFER > 19,
RAEEBEFIZ I INEE . FENA 61 1A RE s, SFieabT-[13,19]X 8],

XA N FRAERE LA L AR K 22 (B B 22 A 9 IR X RO, BUS An 1 [F e, TRe o [
REARPOIR SRR, REBURRE: L 77 b7 JEANA 61 Bl R8s, SFEAb[13,19] X 15

2.2. SRR

1) Bf—RERIAAER

AFEPER . RS SRR B EEEAE B

2) FEEM I ERH SCHR(FES-CV)

FREA BT B H HH CRR(FES-CV) H1 #2 578%5 AT 1991 4E7ESEE O FE 225K Moss R, H.Zw il “ R g 3R
ER(FES)” [SEA_FABTT 005 1 &

3) X EFHFR T &K (EMBU)

RBEHFE T VPN ER(EMBU), 1Z&R 2 1980 4 H it Umea( T BRI KZREHIE % & C-Perris 45
N AL [EGmil FH CAVEAR S REBFR A E AT NI I A, iR B A5 T 80 AR 5 HAET .

4) 5 N7 208 B (TCSQ)

R BN 7 2R A — A IR E R, B (coping) & DN EOI FE I E B AN R, 5N 2 dH R
DAK BB I R AR B 7 2 B 2 i E A, LY 2 N 7 SN E R, R R T 2R 4 (trait
coping style questionnaire, TCSQ)s& 3L+ 2 —.

2.3. ik

ASZEG L FES-CV. EMBU. TCSQ &R A&, HRICBEHFETT A FH D S HALE 52 i
IR B T N E R M FER R B RNEr NE B E, 25 BIMEER SN KT8y NRAZE, Xt
IEH # /D S HAE B3 2 M H 08 WA H DN 7 2 A E R I, 2095 PLA BE#3R 7 sUE R A
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FREA G R MG NERRE, DRGS0 R S b s, DS BRI e N KA &)
NIKAE &, K Hayes (2012)Zw11¥) SPSS % H11#] Model 4 (Model 4 Ay faj 8. (1) rh A R SAR Y, 76 42 il 4 )
(RIS 0 % SR P85 5 R AR <2 18] 1) 5% R R R R A S8R A T A 56

XA EHET A E A, YR AR R A AR, KRS ) 20 b A . T &SRR
FHOGER T VR BUMAIE B S, AR & EIITE RS 2T & RS & . 15345k
ARG, AT AR SE R A

24. GHERZE

KH SPSS 24.0 F1 Amos 24.0 HAFHAT G201 THE TR AR+ bRl 2 (3 +5 )R, AR
RFMSIFEAR ¢ K250, DL P <0.05 RnZEFEAGIE L BN AR R bootstrapping 7.

3. &R
3.1. REMEEEFERSTSIMAER t K16

FHIRVE DS AIALAEA ¢ K IR (LR DR T FEMACE BH MR EA B R E R FHRRIE .
Pk RRME. BIRYE. TEREEEON. AR BT R B IEER T D ERRE, B DFEE
E B [ S BE PR 0P JE A0 B 35 R TR B IARE R D K BE , (E P ARSI L 42
B LERAYIE.

Table 1. Descriptive statistics &independent-samples t Test of family environment factors

=1L RERMEZEFIOERGT RIAEAR (1RIE5ER

FKEEIIF FERE B EFA t BEEGUR)
ey 2212346 7.48 +1.876 -13.682 0.000""
1 Ik ek 2.67+1.680 531+ 1.639 -8.783 0.000""
7 & T 6.75+1.729 3.34+2.024 10.005 0.000""
ST 4.67 +1.620 520+ 1.672 -1.760 0.081
R 452+ 1.804 5.92 +1.656 —4.444 0.000”
AR 2.79 +2.067 4.41+2261 —4.138 0.000""
PR 4.41+2261 4.70 +2.028 —5.959 0.000""
TEHE SR H 3.90+1.758 5.26 +1.425 —4.696 0.000""
AL 3.07 +1.982 5.85+1.913 -7.901 0.000”
P v 3.49+2218 3.85+1.913 -0.962 0.338

T BEMCUR) <001, T SEMEGUR) <0.05, K.

3.2. REFFHAASEFREADPITSMIUFESR K1

FIRYE D HTAISIREAS ¢ KSR (L 2)R . DR HIRE 5 ) SCBREOR TT s B 7, SR K
MR B, SRR A BB M TAREAIMMAENTDE, . ™E, daTw, B SINNE
B R TAREAMAERE DE, WHZRSOREE 2 V& K257 B2 S HRE TS BER
ik, BEERAS BERTREAEER TS, doT. ok, B4 N B M
TP W TR AER B DR, W M RER R 52 2 V58 0225 RS AR A H s .

an E P

&
Eﬁ
&
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33. BOFENMNARNEEFRIRSTSMIER « 0%

FIRVE T ASIREAS ¢ K IR (A 3)R I /DR AE R A 0] 77 A0 v, RO R A5 23 (R
IR, O 7 OB ) 2 2 e RSB AT SIE O 75 A 48, TR AR 20 G AR AS 70 U1K, Bk 5 2T
) AR TR A HHAE 17 A 4E

Table 2. Descriptive statistics &independent-samples t Test of Parental Rearing Pattern

%2 REZHESREETOMBG, WA RRER

SBRHFE T HIHRAE 2B ERA t BEMCUE)

SSRNE RE  BE A 26.97 +10.257 41.28 +12.279 —6.986 0.000"
RS G 31.48 +10.521 19.9 + 6.316 7.507 0.000"
SR S 18.51 = 6.682 11.59 +4.341 6.780 0.000"
A5 Z Ak 8.93 +2.620 9.93+2.373 2210 0.029"
SORYELL, A 16.75+3.99 10.46 +2.907 9.959 0.000"

A SETL T R 11.18 +£2.843 12.57 £2.667 -2.792 0.006™
BESRIG R E . B 35.95+11.432 48.08 + 13.119 —5.445 0.000"
B+, 1R 36.44 +9.768 24.87+6.672 7.642 0.000"

BESEHEA, TN 22.41 +6.009 13.56 £ 4.410 9.275 0.000"

REEES. ™G 23.02 +7.784 14.21 +4.923 7.466 0.000"

BES A 22 4t 8.93 +2.620 9.93+2.373 -2.210 0.029"
Table 3. Descriptive statistics & independent-samples t Test of coping style factors

3. B ARNEEFRMARG T, R (RIGESR
J8id 77 2 FERE B EFA t BEEGUR)
R 15.61+3.721 12.98 +2.566 4.533 0.000"
TH % 10.64 +0.895 14.18 +2.493 -10.440 0.000"

34. REFEEEFESELFEBIGPEREXMYE

FRPE BT R FREERL 1 2 MR RIS . SR8 55 /8 BAAEE A s A oGk, Holida
FR s FKBERL A Z 1A B 0P JE V5 75 /0 4 AR AE A 5B AH G, HLSOEAHSS: SRR, AR SF

AR RBAIAE R SRR LA G, HUBAR G IR G BRI . RRTE . TEER EOU S 75 A 4F A

AIGHARNE, HRRGUHIG: FEERCR AL E . 2P 7 DA AR AE AR Sk

Table 4. Pearson correlation analyses of family environment factors

= 4. KEFE & EFH R REEXESTER

FEFERT BRBHRRE BEHCR)
REE -0.781 0.000™
1HIRERIE -0.626 0.000™
X JE 0.674 0.000™
LA -0.159 0.081
PR -0.376 0.000
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Continued
AR -0.353 0.000"
IR -0.478 0.000"
TEER BN -0.394 0.000”
HEAME -0.585 0.000"
Pt —0.087 0.338

VE: BOREMESE REG 0.8~1.0 HRIRFISE; 0.2~0.4 F3AH; 0.6~0.8 HAHR; 0.0~0.2 HEITHISLETAAR; 0.4~0.6 PEEFLELAR; "2 p<0.05;
" p<001; FAs

3.5. RBFFHAAEERFSEOFBNEERBEXNY

RN 5)ERM: IR, BERIIEL . SINEGRTT N EE DG B IREA SRR, Hok
ARG SORMIEEST. ™, & TSR XS DFEHIAE B SR AR, HARIEA; SOk
R G R . RS T D AR AE P AR FE IO, HRRGUSG: SORIIE R I #GR T A5 D4
SBAIEE A 99 OGE, BRI, SO0R BRI MU 1 22 5 75 /0 S8 IR AMAIRE A A 99 AR 5G 1k, LA
B

Table 5. Pearson correlation analyses of parental rearing pattern factors

5. XBHFAAER TR RBBEXMEIHER

H¥ BURBAHRRE BEHE)

SO IR . AR -0.538 0.000"
SORREST ™ 0.565 0.000™
& Sr e 0.526 0.000™
A5 Z Ak -0.198 0.029
SORIELL, AN 0.673 0.000™
Ao AR AP -0.247 0.006"
BESE IR . AR —0.445 0.000"
BESEAEZ. Al 0.646 0.000™
SR T TR 0.572 0.000™
BERIEST ™) 0.563 0.000™
BES w2 A -0.198 0.029"

3.6. N AAEETFEBELFBMFPEARXY

MRVED (AR 6)RH]: T FERIMLII RN 7 3570 575 D44 BAHCE A 5940, HOWIEASG;
TR RS 77 AT 5 5 A R AR A s A oGk, BBk 6.

Table 6. Pearson correlation analyses of coping style factors

6. XA A B EFHIRRBBXESTER

FIRBHR RS BEECUE)
TR 0.382 0.000"
Wik -0.690 0.000"
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3.7. EXMARANPABEREUREFRABTE)

o, BATHHEARANFEREER. N T NERSH PR, A5 &S E 11505 B
IS B IEAH G 1) R T BB, BRSO EUEAA, AR5 BN, 15 BIREARMI KRS Mo 7 20 A
395

Yk, K Hayes (2012)% ) SPSS 7 H1 ] Model 4 (Model 4 Ay fa] B o A RS RB TR, E J25 1) 14 5]
(IR T T 0 R BE A 5 SBAATRE 2 (8] R 5% R R B TR A RO AT R 5% . PP R AR B9 —or AR, WA
RIS, S5 ROLE TR, FELIREO IR EH 8%t = -6.3295, p = 0< 0.01), HIBAF N2
BE, FEEIRE IR A AR 3 (Z = —3.7564, p = 0.0002 < 0.01).

W5, FRBEPREENT BAMATAE ) B4 RN K St 77 2 /i B8 1) bootstrap 95% B A5 X A F. FER
BIAELE 0 (WLAE 8), REIAMN A% I8 ok 52 BE A1 B 4 OO AT A, iy FL RBad i Rxs 75 = v A4 FH )
IHAE, % RN (—2.0367) I A RGN (—1.5594) 73 il b5 BRE N (—3.596 1) K] 56.64% 43.36%.

Table 7. Mediation model test (Family environment as independent variable)

F 7. EMARANPNMEREREUREFRZHBLE)

RS 75 A (R R BT T) HHRHE GB 4R B 1)
coeff t )4 coeff V4 P
FKBEI I —0.4962 —6.3295 0 —2.0367 —3.7564 0.0002
ISRAWIEN 3.1424 3.6614 0.0003
PRI (FE A ) 0.5119 2.8543 0.0051 1.1741 1.1363 0.2558
R 7 0.3849
F 37.2331

T B p R A MR M AREAL G AR BN BT, R

Table 8. Total effect & direct effect & mediation effect proportion (Family environment as independent variable)

F 8 BN, EEMNURPNBN S BERUAREFREAELE)

BNAE Boot FRifEIR Boot TR Boot TR L
LA A -1.5594 19.3226 —-5.811 -0.8103 43.36%
B —-2.0367 17.3878 —-6.4248 -1.3125 56.64%
PRSI -3.5961 0.028866 -0.37385 —-0.26038

7E: Boot #7#fE1R Boot CI FFRAI Boot CI I FR 435l i i i flw 2= 45 1E ¥ F1 7347 Bootstrap v At TH TS AR IR 22 95% EAS X [A][1 T FR
L EBR.

3.8. EMAANPABERBUURBHFHFANEEE)

W, WREARTISLREHFE T NS R T3 br i, SR 6 & 71350 (5 BANAIAE e EAH ¢ 1 B 7
BUE, OSSR, SR BN, 15RIREAR B #% 7 N a8 5.

HR, SR Hayes (2012)%#1 9 SPSS % 1) Model 4, ZE42 5 Pk ) (55 00 T X A2 BE# o 7 (45 R
AIE 2 0] (1 6 8 R R R A SR EAT AR 36 . S5 RO 9)R W, AXREF R 7 A SR AARRE I VE F B35t =
~7.5447, p = 0 < 0.01), HMAHRNERG, KBEHEE 7 A BAPACEE FE AR B3 (Z = —3.2246, p =
0.0013 <0.01).
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e, SCBRFHFR T 36 BB AIARIE 1) BB 350N B T 77 s A UL bootstrap95% B A5 X A 1 |
TIRBAEE 0 (WA 10), RAAN AT BE#FR 7 B TIAIARE, 177 H g i Rt 7 ) o
IAE FTANARAE » 12 B 80N (—1.849 D) FIH A BN (—1.7031) 73 3l o 8 RRURE(—3.5522) K] 52.06% 47.94% .

Table 9. Mediation model test (parental rearing pattern as independent variable)

F9. EMARANPARERLBURBEFARNABEE)

RS 75 A (R R BT T) HHRHE GB 4R B 1)
coeff t )4 coeff V4 P
RAEFE T A —0.5414 —7.5447 0 -1.8491 —3.2246 0.0013
RN 77 2 3.1456 3.7817 0.0002
P50 (b 1) B ) 0.5879 3.5814 0.0005 1.3804 1.5681 0.1169
R 7 0.4439
F 47.4863

T B h R A BRI AREAL G AR BN BT/, R

Table 10. Total effect & direct effect & mediation effect proportion (parental rearing pattern as independent variable)

F10. BN, BEEFNURPNHNBRARBEFARNABEE)

MBI Boot FFHER Boot T Boot TR BB & H
A RS -1.7031 17.9043 -5.372 -0.9298 47.94%
B —1.8491 29.289 -6.834 —0.7792 52.06%
SN -3.5522 0.028202 —0.347 -0.236

7E: Boot #7#fE1R Boot CI FFRAI Boot CI I FR 435l i i i flw 2= 45 1E 181 1 7347 Bootstrap v At TH TS AR IR 22 95% EAS X [A][1 T FR
A EBR.

4. g
4.1. ABRERE

A IC BRI 10 T B A IR, PLACBEER 7 ORI (T ZE 0 B K EE SR R 30 5 /D 47 i
HIARFE R sEm, DA RAEIX —s2ma i 2, F R0 7 ke i e .

AT N S0 AL B TR 77 R %1 SBAMATE 2 8] 1) 5% RAEAT H 8, a0 /A i BAAL B3 & % 5 4 1
FIABREAR 521 (Liem, Cavell, & Lustig, 2010)5 . TAEZ%— RAIPRZEH Fid, 2 DIIUFSRE 9T, B
LHTY, A BUS AN 2R (Sichko, Borelli, Smiley, Goldstein, & Rasmussen, 2018; Bilsky, Cole,
Dukewich, Martin, Sinclair, Tran, Roeder, Felton, Tilghman-Osborne, Weitlauf, & Maxwell, 2013). & ATH
WFFLBE AR, BRI EMBU 83845 R EHRUA B 1), BVER. /7 8BaMAgET N, 15
SRR A S AN AT B R F 54T R, w22 (R A ER ik, o P DR AP 0] 3 /D SR AMAISAE 1 52 1 124743l
SIHTHCEL, R BRI TR

FEIX— & s e, FRATIE R I H AR5 FARAE B8 g A R PR 0 B AT AR A ¢ R de (LR
2)H A R E I AL RE R T AR R B 3 22 5 Tl T L B R A st Be B, ARR TS D AE AR E &
FRI R EFREER A CLUIRE, SRR T 27 O BE IR Bh (A RS2 RE J1H055 , SR A 1 1A 56 % FEAIR
117 HAFAEXS T 4% H 30 1) S (0 A 307 s, S m) 45 S A8 E R a) o [R) I 45 5 K RE A B2 1R FR A
FULFE 1), RIAHIIE 2K fE 10 3l A7 7207 JE AR FE R, AR R AR AR FE RIS R . AP A, FErh A%
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G, FEREER Sz, FKEREEET TR, ZMTEXPUERANC . MEFREZH,
SRR Ay BA A G B4 ot 0 T 1S N, BTS2 B B B AN LTI, fE R ARSI R .

BRIt VENE GRS AR EREE, BT IT AR 1 5O e AR TR R 2 . Horp
SORMEA—KZE, BB ERREMTURA, HEBE RS SN BN FKES TG E R, 4
T BAT NG AR LT T H IR R, AR IEE — SRR E T RAME R, KR AR AL
B AONEST A R BN, KD, A iE R B R T I, sl )
J7 PR, A7 S B e S B N £ IR R SR WK R AL, AT AENEE S, B
RIEFINARIE . TREENRAE “=” 5 —EifEE “2BE7 B, XTI, HXT
BB S e hE E R BRI A SN Y, R R BESEAS BR4S # T HE BUR I i
KR RUEGR EREFE, ST, THEFEDENIANZ T, Z2—MREMFEERNITE, Xhdg
AW Z AR LT JE I 4E,  0 T35 %5 00 ZR S 1 v B8 DL S IS vh v B I 3R 8 T sURF A2 AE, I 491
T 5 OB R ARVE bl 2 T AR, T 7= A R B

B AL REHFR 5 & R 7 5 T /DA B AARE AR P E A 45 R (LA 5) ] DAE— 20 UF SE3RAT 2 B ) 45
1w, BISCERAT AME N ESRER, HIE4 . HNREESE ST ABEEER T& T AS, Hixtaim
BIRESE IS B FE, BRI SO HARE 7 A2 2 e (R B oS B DR 22 s 1T B IR IR R 5 B A8 (R 1 5 4T i
PIFE A RGRIAE G R, AR NERE AT ER T —8 IR 7 ACREERAT ARE .. #E
05 171 0] £ 1 AMARRE & R (R RE A o TN T SR BEIR A 1 It — 22 i R b, R I ok 2 FE 5 1 IR A T
HIHBREA s AMAIER = oF JE M ARE A SR e R R, s hl e S HARAE SR 55 8 RAII ., X —45R
52— WU RS AE R A R AR B ¢ B R, JUHRSRE R P JE VRS P H IR AR
JERKRAE R E T+ EERMAE” (Yo, Yang, & Yang, 201545 BAG LVFH N, FEAESHIMEX — 5 H,
W HH X — AN [ P Ji D] = S S i B AN [B], S i A 7 At 0t LA S IR )R 2 AR kAT A, TR
AT R X812 )75 D SR AIARAE 8 2 (5 R A AR BT IS, XS AKER R WA K
RGO Z BREERIAR, KrTReA iz, iR X SR T EE Nk sLimi . =
AR E A, KEEMIRRR, B BT RIRWATTIRN . KRB BNEZI, 6 KRR “%K
P R S IAE = AR Sk ke, IR0 T 75 BN

W9 19 28 3070 3 A& 1R 78 SCREFR 7 20 T /D AR AT (1 s e i 2 v 7 /0 4 R 7 s e A4 A
KT R FHAER, ERZU ARG 20 K, WPR T E FRME & A RT3 m 75 A 7808 28 2R A8 S e
JIRZ A H (Bayrak, Giiler, & Sahin, 2018)%%; 4§ A & #F 70 N 77 s A B 7 20 9 4 E
HI T80 X % (Bruder-Mattson & Hovanitz, 1990). 1M #A1— T &N T 3t — S B3R 5 A s myLEE,
FIT RN T RN 7 N REAE R, 347 T ARSI A G R RR, BRI R AR 2R Rt
77 B HARRE R RE W IR FERH s ELAACEEEER 77 20 H AR E R RN ks 56, KILTGI8 72 1578
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