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W B AETMANFTATLRAAN FTARIFEZG kP, S RERNFRGAD FTARZLF £
AR S MEZFFHLIEFE PR L EHFFXXFATPE R EEIZHEE (CFPS)
2010 4,2012 4= 2014 F 04 4%, BF LKA I 7 R FH T FAATAB BRI Hrh, £20
AEZAZTOFI R G Fo S B RAKFXANE S, RAELECEF 70K, K TR Fo B
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Fodr KER L RAVEIL, LA I F o B RAL Ao BB PEAL A LT 49 5 T M A BB 89 Foh,
s B RN R XA R p AR EA R N TR TSI R CEERM S, EWAE T X
EA P ARA AL RAFOH A H K, B TR A L0 A A P MM AT T G L R, By
AR FodR § ARBRATT AR, LR H XN B RN LR E, RAFZF 095 T i
Z X TR AR R E R, W T Aoy S RZHAT AR,
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MR D: BRI T " SR IEBE X DR NI EAR Y R A B E R WE
HHL G & B — EJE 57 3 AW L M B, AP SCIRM A AR B RALE AEATF, %
JEACEE I A 2 G UF A R S TR BN T R R AG B0 CAnf B L3 E VI SF) B 52 (Goode 55, 2014;
Qin &%, 2016) o FEEX % T WZE 3 BILXT 7 N ) A ¥ 1 VR F, A6 28 0 27 vh A A CTF
¢ (Mauldin 4%, 2011; Chi 1 Qian, 2016) . R T % %< 5 b P 455 55 AR A 2R B9 52 R, 28 5 2% SR K
JEE NN 106 AS G 7 A AR AL AT S, H AN 2 AL BE X 1% T 0 E AR ) 508 ) LA
BEXTFIRE T I (B AF R X% F & B2 ( Zick 45, 2001; Gniewosz 1 Noack, 2011), #&
M, 76 5 BE NS 09 N 38 AS AL P BIL oy, A7 — AN IR AR 2 0% 5 h R A O, 3Ot 2 A BE R 257
J7 320 X FACEEM R X I T R R E AR, OB FEE 2= S0 5 T2 S
(# Z 4%, 2008; Smetana, 2017), {H 3% J5 T B9 28 35 27 SCHR 4 /D o AR SC I 7R AP X — S0 Y F 52 25
F, BRI e X H ] 50 3 S VA A B T i 2 B AT, 5 R R O SO T R R R

#5777 X (parenting style) & & JE U P22 Y HE 2435 8, 54 1 Baurmind(1971) #2117 iX —
HE 2, B 27 Oy 23 IR H B AR AE R 20 A BUBL Y Cauthoritative style) , & il %Y (authoritarian style) Fl

Y5 B HA - 2018-08-08

ELWAE : BRK AAFEI 4 H (71573003); J6 501 41 2Rl 2 3 4 F 55 3L Hb 51 H (16JDLIB001)

EZ BT Ik R (1997-), B, Wbk K 0N, dbo K24 4 U 2 Be Ak ot 4
ZFEHAE(1979-), B, dbmt A, ALt KF 2322 bRl B, 2%
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155 % AU (permissive style) = FpJS Y, J5 >k Maccoby
I Martin(1983) 75 I &tk E, FAH B 1E A2 #Y P
AN RE XS RO R SR AT T, B BWER R
3k (demandingness) F1“ )0 7 (responsiveness), ™ (Permissive) (uthoritative)
T A O A 48 BE 0 22 BAE I, TR IR = F
FAYELRN S T DA Ry LA, B
Z B (rejecting-neglecting style) , Hirp, B3R & (Ngl?c%g) ¢ Aufﬂ%mw
(demandingness) Q3R LB} B X %5 BT A
HEALIE bR UE, JF HIRFFEOR 1 LA F
S BR A, T LA BT BT 55 2K 7 B ER Gonandingess)
WL F5 B bR, XF 4% 7 H 16 2l (0 B B 1 REZHEHFXMMLBNSWEFR
To B AR [) 25 ) f8) 0 5 R BIR 5 17 5 A (responsiveness ) W) 36 7 A RE X} 1% 115 32 RN 2 1) R 8 e %ok
it R W BB B, AT AR I A s il 4% - 0l 57 13 3, SR iR T ARk, $i R R A Bl
B ER R B A KA B R 25 A o 48 v b 67 A5 D T ARl 3K PR A 4 BE 9 58 BV L FRATTAT LUK 3
F2 07 AR 43 B O A 2 A AR, Y, g 2 B DL S AR AU I SR T R R R S
SR VEARZS 4, SCRERT 2 B9AT A WA A9 B, (HJ2 78 FRE 0 L P 2R %1 L R PR AR,
X 0 452 52 RVl R B 3 e s e il B A R O O S EOR SRR R 2 A, AR A BT
X H OB ESR T W, T AR il BT, 38 3 ™ D 4 B0k AR B L SR 1Y) ST, e/ X % 1 il
FNOG % 5 TR B8 7 R i 5% O OB AR B SR 5 1 RO PR T A7, SCREXT 4117 A 1 249 o R4 1l
B, SRR H AL, [RIE 25 T 4% 3¢ i 19 5 BRORIRLIE 5 117 220 00 284 1 285 = 0] G die = o)
2T B 7™ kg BLR AR ], WAR D 45 T 7 L B BRI AN S RE . 2R O SR B Rl 43 T vk an ]
fif 7% o (Lamborn %, 1991; Steinberg %, 1994)

R B 22 1 SR 90 5 7 O SO0 1 e 1 R i AL, R v A A S ) 9 28 9 2 S
Wik Lo ANTE % T 20l & S J7 1, Blondal Fil Adalbjarnardottir(2009) (A5 % 81, BRI 1) #55 Jy
AT, R = 2 5 B B T R 1 1 B 5 2 Feinstein 1 Symons(1999) 38 i SZ kA 53 4 B,
B FRAT N R R IEAL SR T A % R R, 2 5B E S &% 85t F A
% Lizzeri FI Siniscalchi(2008) Wi o % 37 28 5 2 PS4 B A 220 i A0 & W B 0 4% 127 ) i 7,
IFAEAC BEQR Y 4% R L 2% U BB T ik th B R B 2R T o A, 2% A0 3 B Al 2 Al
AT EAR M E B AR, 7E0 g BE 7 I, Dooley I Stewart(2007) 3 3¢ [ 4 [8 7 2 4F 36 §5
P A (NLSCY) B4 K B, A T A B35 07 SR i 2 5, REEW A %1 116 45 17 R BJF
WA W R, AR X R B R

AL, A — Se 505 57 7 25 HA R % - UK 0 PR 3R B A ok B 42, L A RERY 2
BIAKCEFFRBEWAIK T4, — S R, AR BFR-AT M R RIE TS SO %+ & R4
PR GE, R 2255 25 AR BAR M R 7K1, AT BRI 45 H T A0 BB 57 O = 6 1 0
FH {1 % 47 T 52 ) (McLeod A1 Shanahan, 1993; Gonzales 5, 2011) . 244k, LB 55 J7 52
BN AT R R, 3 — 5 7E O B2 SCHR A 2 T A 2 B SR 5T ) S8 (Kerr
4§,2012; Moilanen 4§, 2015) . [A] i, — 2628 55241 5%, 41 Burton 45 (2002) HIHZR 10488 AU 28 T AL
BE 5 Z AR RUn] B8 56 R, JFXF ik Flo ) AR OC R AT T Bk,

A SR % 5 1 25 R 8 Rl AR N BEAS AR BUA SCHR, AR AN IR AR
T 1 F B By Bt (Heckman 1 Kautz, 2014) . Heckman Fll Mosso(2014) 5% T — AN FEN A J1 R A
T A AT HESE . o, A D7 AR 20T 43 I I BE J1 (cognitive skills) FIAEINHITE T (non-cognitive
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skills) P9/~ 77 TH ( Xiang Fl1 Yeaple, 2018) . IAHIBE J1 T2 M Z HE (schooling) J5 Tl 1Y $8 b5 2 B HH
K, R AR A D AR R U, SCHER v 2 1 1Y 2% 20 SR D A RTRE O % [ Bt (Heckman,
1995; Cunha #1 Heckman, 2010) . Xt FAEIARIBE 7, Hody K 22 75 10 1Y 2%, 40 A el AR AT A2
FlIH 45 %5 (Heckman F1 Rubinstein, 2001) . T #HS A2 B2 S e iy O 8 B /K7 B4 52 1 4t 21
2% (socio-emotional) F& I, A SCAH F EI BRIE AT 1Y CES-D MR & ek B 7 4% 1 190 B K, B
HAE AR A HIGE S — A7 T AR AR 5, E A SCHR A Al |, A8 SCH T o 2 0 2% 1 SR I 52
I7 %, % 5 AL B 2R 7 2O DA Lo 2l i &t RO 3 R P T A SR KT IS e o FRATTH
PP 5 ik 0 305 AT A o, — A SRR AR BRI N MR P A AE B L AR EL, 50—
FEPAN 2 BE LAl b3 23 s g DA 2R T I FRATT A IR, ACREAE BER ORI BN M b ) A
HA Loy 2zl stk i, 6 H R SR 4k BE (Y 1F ] 5200 55 0 1 26 0 4%+ 190 B R 0 ) H 5 42
BB SN A 43 B TE AR OGO 2R, 7 A BJ7E SR 28 FE 14 43 (B35 0 25 2 % £ 149 o Bt 5 3 ol 70 1)
5 o AR R FRATT0 23 AT, B35 77 AT e 2 N JT R AR AL 3 1 — A BRI [, AT 53
PERNFIIR 2 %5 4 3 FEA HEAT 1 10119, & 57 07 VR FHAEAS R PE Sl =2 (8] DL R IR & 2 () 36 4
R E 2R

“HENAR

() B IR 528 A 1 . A SCRT TR BUE >R A v [ K 2 38 B 8 A (CFPS) 2010 4F 2012 4F
12014 AF B o X009 Al b a2 rh A SRR A b0 S, 78 2010 4F 2012 4F i 2014 45
R TFIE T =40 2 O B A P A, 2 55 v [ 25 N8 0, R A A B BE AR 206045 15 000 4>
P, A FEAA: P b B 25 A GEE LG R 23 R 32 U5 R G AFEAS o I A 43 S AEAL DX 2 T8 L K2
JZETE A N R AT, A 218 1 R 53 B (0] 4 R/ L TR) 4, [0) 465 (] R0 25 41 23 2805 L A
1Rt 5 25 22 A 40

KFARSCT R F 2T, CFPS 0 )LIR & 1/ )L A 253 (X 10 2115 2 /920 LPEZ)
B S 5 EEHE T 2k 3R, AR SCRRRE R A il A DG T A BE SR U 2L [A) (Parker
2519795 Wy SCUHEE, 2017) o FRATTH 3k 46 0] 5500 B 2 SOk P o6 T #OR O s L E T R4S A
MEEK (demandingness) T W 1 (responsiveness ) Wi~ 4E B, AR 40 P27 32 I SCHR 25 1 09 e, X6
HIR T KB ASYGE B2 AT 240 53, A8 i BE R 3 B R AL 2R Oy i R

R T CERT AR BIE” A S AN, 6 AR [ AR A, 4 S AP LA
ARy VBRI S A1) W ACRERT LT H R AT R R A B v A R, B SRR i e 1
&, LG ACBE X4 F T 24 5 O Y S 0 B DA AR BER 77 S LR R A R AR
BH 11 8% 2 172 7 B AR R 2% 7 B R B L H 2B A0 58 . FRATDKE 5 A Il TR AT 40 Ak 2,
DI G Sl . 6T R A WF 24 808k Gl 43 100 49) 33X 4~ Tl L, e AT TAR 98 BE AR 40 A R AE, 85 /N T
70 Zrich 0, TEJ5 45 10 43 —44, 100 43 by — 84, A DR 1 2] 4. 295 K04 pU A~ ) 351, iy
R I 5 AT, AT R R 0 ] 4, H 0= A, 1=1RD (5 H 1K), 2= i} (4 )3
1K), 3=4% (B8 2 8 4 R), 4=TR &% (B 5 20 7 W) o 4% 5 A RS AT 1524 2 19 40 (0 n A, 7531

@© T W i B BAARTE 20, KA R4 (] o I8 48 3 BoRIEAN T S8 R BEME LS 2 7“2 F A 5 825 ST nh R, (2R
FEHE CEXR AT B DA Hes 20 2 7, /b )L 2 o a0 < SR 2 12 AN S L SRR KRR e LR
AR, FAK 2 5 R, I GRS B .

@ 7 3209 MHLIIAE A, BN 100 47 L 848 AN, 1 BILEARE) 26.4%, DRI Bk b/ g — A% HIEEAE 70 20 DL R A 73 S H0
18, BEUHATRAN5

e 48
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S AL B X 1% 7 B R AR 1) % 2278 - demandingness, BUE LI 0 2 20, 56T« KMk % ) 2
WA 5 A, S ACREXT 4%+ 19 ¢ 2 R 52 TR B, X% R i o vy 7 B, AR 48 X KA LR L
PF I S T A% A5 S T H OB 0CE WAL B 2% 08 B a3 28 e R O e
B AN B i % - ST SE 2 Tl B B SR A T AR I U B LR ORI T U AR o [RRE M, AR
BB S AT, WREIE R 0 5 4, BI 0= A, 1=t 2= i}, 3= %, 4=TR 4% .
B 5 A 0] 8T 1528 22 1 A (BLIN A, 75 3 52 N A 1 45 93 (BL responsiveness, BUELTE F R AE R 0 %1 20,

P12 % Kristjana 1 Sigrun(2009) 45 #9553 J7 10, M5 demandingness M responsiveness iX
PSS, 15 B S MAE A AL B BT & 1 2057 7 A 2R AL O 48 &) o BRI, 1 5B K8 2010 4R,
2012 4EF 2014 A RRAE B CFPS B AU 8 M AR A S BETE demandingness T responsiveness iX
AR B LR, SRR AR A BN T RS T L RO R AR R A AR A K AR S T X
RSB AE AT o0 Ry e 2R Y, S JE A BRI R A A B Y A 8 2 SRR I R T
AR R IUAS ) o Fh I, 18 2SR e SN 1 1 A BE 5 R 43 S AU T Cauthoritative) , 17 2 3K FIMIG
S ;PR 1 R 43 & R Y Cauthoritarian) , AR B SR A0 B I 4 R85 5 B (permissive) , A E 5K A1 I
N1 Ry AR (neglecting) o E LAZFR 7 A HY Sy F AR 1 (4 [ 09 oy, FRATTH % i B 057 07 XAE
e, TR A HoIn AR 7R I3 A =R R UL &

KT FEHA G, B 15 2] SR B R B, CFPS 746 Hh o A AH DG 1Y ) B8 7 DA
i, XTI AR ) G, oA TR =48 1) 46 vh 3o 0 D 0, ot T AC B X 4% 5 1 02 )l s SC
IS VA 3k PR IE ) AT A 6 H, PR Y S GO 1A, AR B S IR 0 B 3(0=2%, 1="h,
2=, 3=, F-F B m B s SRS 1 A 8O0 o7 R B AR in, 75 21—~ M0 B 6 1Y 5 AR &
academic, BUAH 85 KR #1927 2 BT GT . 2oy 3 g BRI AT AT CFPS /0 L B 27 )
G CES-D fe KM it . CES-D J& U032 iz A8 B AR 1 38, J R BB+ H 8 A0, B
SR, 75 5 15 3 e i A [0 28, BRARC AT b S R 7 17 5 0 B RER O . EAR |, 7E 2010 4F A
2014 AR/ LIRS Y, 45 6 AN R R B2 4% 0 BRAE FRAR O, #OR TR FES X —1H W
JER ) B o 7 1819 4 R, VRS AL B S IO, FRATTRE AR v BRI 0 2 4, Ho 0=JL
PRR, 1=5 R =k, 2=8H P =R, 3= H —IK, 4= A F 6 AR o BN E, 75 31 e 7%
T FRAE B (AR cesd, & — M0 B 24 1Y i H0LE o, BU(EBR R 2O O B RRAR D0 B 4T . 7E
2012 A LIRS Y, CES-D [a) 465 1 5 B 20 e AS [6], 264 20 AN [R]#, [0] 2% 75 3 25— Ji I 4
R SZ BT O AR AR, Herh 4 A [a] BT X R 28, 16 A ) BUET XF T AR 1 4 o Sl IR
4 AT, WA 0 2 4, XF 98 A8 25 190 03, W{E 0 0= R Z R A7 (5—7 K), 1= % f
(3—4 R), 2=F 2 (1—2 K), 3=JLF A CR B —K); X T B AE 2 1938 53, WE 7 =08 2,
0=JLT- %A (RE—K), 1= BemHEE (12 K), 2=2 %4 (3—4 K), 3=KRZHHEA (5-7 K). ¥
20 AR, 753 B — DA 0 B 60 (Y918 A8 B cesd 2012, B {EL M AU £ 1 100 B HE 2
JE B o O T AE TR =AU TP R CES-D $8 bR IEAT 58—, FeA AL A 4F 10 0 1i0 B s Hh I CES-D 1Y
H B cesd petile, — ANFEARNT N ) CES-D & 43 BUE w2 HA X N BUE A1 /N T3 S B0E
AR AR B30 24 A 2 I AT v R AR I O T A0 b, 3008 DK 3 B A R 11 0 B g AR B
[F) AR A o ) At AN A AR X T AT

FATHEFEABRBITE 10 B 15 2 1955 D 4E, oy R XAMER BN+ 2 LB & 4G, T

@ Blhn fidfe 1A H, AREREI I v A el 2 S A REIR A BB, SRl 1A A IRERBIAR EMAS 22 e DL ORSF T A7
@) 3 5L B0 2 AT RS PO R A R F ) AR 2 BT TR AR IR 2 S BV A S, Tl 3 2 5008 P o R AS R B, i THHS VA A 2 4
AL RE
. 49 o
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0 57 J ORC B BRSSO A BE AR BN T D L A B AR B S Ah, i T BT R EOHE R
2010 4F, 2012 4FF1 2014 4F =4, 10 3] 15 2 BFEAS R LA™ 8, O T AR IERE AR 1 K, 15X =
AT RO G T, T8 BOTRS E EE o [R) B, 7R S AR i an R O A b L 2% 2 LSk L CES-D
RPN (5 BB O REAR 2o, B A5 51 3 209 AU (EAE MBS REAR, 1 FEAE 35 42 [ 26 T4 1

(OB VEGE T3P B 58, #= IR E SO 8 0300 43 07 s, FRATAS 21 DU Fh 8077 7 SRR RIAE 44 4F
3 BET R P R A A IS B, 02 1 R o AT AR, DO AR B0EE O TR A5 A 0 EOE T i o3 A A5 R K
S8, A R 2 AR ) 7 LA HE 30% A2 AT, T i 2R RIS 22 AL o AR 20% BT

F1 NRHEFFRLBESENRERBINAHHER

i R L Bz B wit
2010 173(31.7%) 102(18.7%) 103(18.9%) 168(30.7%) 546
2012 346(28.5%) 253(20.8%) 253(20.8%) 362(29.9%) 1,214
2014 410(28.3%) 314(21.7%) 313(21.6%) 412(28.4%) 1,449
&t 929(28.9%) 669(20.8%) 669(20.8%) 942(29.5%) 3,209

B T b SCER B R A0 AR fE (B3R 7 5K, 22 ) I FLG B B ) Z A0, TRATTE s 4 T R Be R iz
FES AT RN AR i, LSRR RIS IR S RN X A AR i s A i, Ho, AT R E AR YA
FIRRREM AT 5, XA FEAFWA NI E S CFPS W H 2415, 75 =47 (% il i £ 2 0] 2
ALY B (R B 8 0k DLV SRR 35 Ui (2017) ), K e WSe A BRURTEIC, A o B W e 26 155 A i i
bro RFACRER BB FEEE, AR 2 B EAERRK i . XM, 84 T In_income, fatheredu,
motheredu iX =™ [ B R BEAE S G TF S A 5 BLAb, FE 5 1Y 10 09 Al B B T AR ] AR
i T male(BYHR 1, LR 0) Z T B child_age . SCEERUT A1 father_age.
mother_age . KW W% T N8 n_child, V) } 2= 8 & 09 1B PR 8 wurban(TEIRTH M 1, ZE S KR 0)
FoR XY R AU AE E east(H E AR BB A0 DX 1, HAl B X S 0) Fl wese(H [ P4 8 L XA 1, oAt
X4 0),

T PSR Iy 2T RS B A ARAE, FRAT R BUAURUR 55 Oy 2T - 11 3425 2 iGN
{8k 3.88, 0o BLAEEJHE 458 b5 16 - 340 1 431 BUME y 42.29, 3493 T 55 Ah = Fh a5 07 2. 15 & R A%
J7 2N T T R B B SAE 4 B 3.64 F 4112, & T L6l B A Z A0, e A, wit e ) 4 i
F L BRI T T R A ) S 22, fH R 3.01; T gi.C A R 5, o2 2 LB 257 07 =X
PR 4 R B, E Y CES-D & A (i Bl R A 37.48,

Wb, TATH ZE G IE A 2 22 U 2R A A R 28 o 5 257 07 T BE R AH G . IR AT &, 200
RUREAS 2H 19 7 B A KSR A, WA BB 9.92; AC BRI 32 208 R B8 v, KU 2057 07 iy
AR 7 OB TR BE WS = T 5 A =R, 4 B 745 10.81 4R 1 10.01 47, i Z 00 L 55 2 A RE 2
POH TR B AR DU R SR rp i {1, P45 9.92 4R A1 8.17 4

=.\AFZE

(— ) BEE [ A
1 RLag o] iSRRG O RAR B, FRATTAE AT AT 649 OLS 58 A Sy ik ifie
[ U1 A8
academic=a+B-PS+y-SES+6-X+¢& (1)
Hrh, academic F/n 4% W E % 2] 1B, PS R ARG 7=, 3 5l 2R - B i 15 4>
2 JBE 114 32 A A DA R AL R - ) R -9 2 T - 2 AL D R R ) UL B RO . SES IR R E
.« 50 o
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M2 B 55 A, AL SR BRE AR W WX EOR A BRI 52 20 A PR AE AR 5 0 X Ry HAB AR ) A8 £, 045
PES AR IR S | X B DL AR AR

[F] Iy, 2% 3] ¢ 2] B8 i academic 52— M 0 2 6 1Y B HUHE P28 &, T OLS K- HE 7 BLAE
FEBOR AL B, AT BE- S 20 T 00 O 22, R, FRATTIE A 7 HE 7 e 13 [0 53X — AR e PR AT R K
LRSI (MLE), ¥ FLA/E 4t OLS 25 R i Ra A o, @

2. DA BRAEFAR DA Sy PR St o % 70 B BRAE AR, FATEHI Y /2 CES-D B 76 45 im
B 8 A LR X AN RS AR i, HOBREAE 0 2 100 Z ) o FRATTE o ] vl
OLS R AT Al 1T

cesd_pctile=a+B-PS+y-SES +6-X+¢ (2)
Hrr, PS R AR, SES AR BEA S 2 P A A8 1, X Oy A A5 il A8 i, X 2648 1 1) S X
5 FRAH R SRR ] Ak, % 8B AT — AR AR AN R B BUE R S 100, X5 107 Y J2 7 7] 4 1]
A v B BRECIR B0 R PO AR, AL R0 R B 1Y 20 A 2 AR DX Y B BR 100 Ab A — DR XTI
FE BB ERAE, FRA T AR ST 1, {6 ] Tobir BG4 Xt OLS 45 By Rafe v 46 56, ©

(D) THRAGRIE, DL EBOARIEOE A B H 35 5 02 A I, (H SEBR_E AR Y /4 819 7T B
2352 B AP R A SR o X A A AR PR B S T T s — 2 — SN R UL A A R (SR B ] g
& BE 1 55) AT RE[R) N 52w A RE Y H R 7 XS 7 B9 R B 2 %7 1Y K ROk AT AR A 2%
PRAEAC B XF 57 7 AT IR R, DT B0 ] PR SR [, 173X — i & R 7RO B AF N2 5 20 R
#)""7Z A 6] (Burton4, 2002; Kerr %, 2012; Moilanen %, 2015)

T R B R AT REAE LR B PN AR 1 TR R, FRATTAE T 32 5 B A X (EOR 7, LR GEpRAIX)
MR R S THRAS 5 (1), BAASRYE, % 82057 0 Aoe — R SUb B4, A st iy
FRAE, B[] — 3 DX 8 20 SCARAR T RE R Bt — s A L[] e, ) — b DX R 7% B [ 52 22 1 0 5
T3 AA HARL Z A, Rt A A A BE (8 2057 O AR AT 32 B4k X 3L [ 2055 07 A 32 s 53—
D5 T, FoAh SR BE AL B R I 2 — R S 3 A B T W N R AR R KT, X R LR
75 2T H b A 4 3R M 0 B2 SR R IS TR 52, 49 0 Dwairy 45 (2006) 5t 7 BT 2471 79 55
A AR A B I R O SRR AR A& s =2 [A) 2R B I Y 22 S, Valentino 55 (2012) 11 A JE
FELE AR T 4L X2 T B RRE 5 8055 0 B 8K . B UL, IRATTEZEK demandingness Tl
WAV responsiveness WA 4E FE I kL X2 1 - {E, 75 21 S ik X #0557 O SRR 1) A A2

¢ _demandingness 1 c_responsiveness, /2 H

1
c_demandingness,, = —— Zdemandmgnessjc, (3)
e = 1 j#i
1
c_responsiveness,, = —— Z responsiveness,, (4)
n, —
J#L

@ Ak, 7E Ordered Probit B rh, JoAi K1 — NS ML & academic’, 43 R&A EAL B K281k 06 50, IS LB 16 A [F X i)
HIREZRA5 Y SRR R AR B academic SUAN [ BUME TR SR, AT EAT B OR AR AR o1

@ H Ak, 1 Tobit #RL, BA1/ NN cesd_petile=100 Fl cesd_pctile < 100 FiAIE 5 H AT 25 K HE 2655 BE R B O 54 A AR &=
HTRRE0 , AN THTFAIE R A BLIR R B E AT ORISR vt o

@ [FIIF, AT 220 T HoAh RS 5 5 T vk, EARAE T RAR R RN ¢_demandingness xc_reponsiveness X AN X IE TN
¢_demandingness’ M ¢_reponsiveness” iX PiA> —RIFH it BE R 0 FRASRY, L i) =1 45 SR 5 AT TR AR A2 J5 3038 5 rhAR 40 £ il U1 5 SR el o 3
TR EE R AR, AT REAT T BE N A A 58, SRR O TRAR R AMER), KA B p (AR T 0.1, ANREIE LSR8 BT
A T LA i S A A TEARE

¢« 5]
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Horr, i #j FRAK, ¢ FoRHIX, 1t RIREDY, n, AOF ¢ BB B T o A XN RS AR . B
P BT B A B SR A DX 2057 Ty 2 I B SRR B, gt S A X4 A1 T 800 v, A i R A DX P HEBR A
PR Z AN BT A AR 1 LSRR B O S ARS8, SRy RSP A R 358 TR 2, S AR UE T AR Y
AN, FEAL X R TS B, FATTRES R A B (15 B0 HEBRTE S

FT T T T 9% R o 1] 1kt P A T S OLS ASE Y, i FH T EL AR S i, Ry i1 5 B ofe 1] U9 5 R R A T
BeAr, FRATH ) 2SS BEARLHEAT Al T 7E — B Be g LB 25 3, X TR AR KA B R R 1Y
FAHARKTF 10, & B AL R A7 AR 55 T2 AR i (1) [0 8 (Stock #1 Yogo, 2002).

m.&R5E

(—) FEZmlHZ5

1. #5372 07 202 ] IS F2 e o B 56 O TR 2 ) IS AR iy PRI s 19 B vf [l U, 39 A 45 2R
SEMAER 25D 25 (4)F, LRSI RIS, FRATE demandingness F responsiveness Wi £k
AR A% F S i, R SRR Ty sUBSR AR B E R K/ 755 (D)3, RN demandingness
Fl responsiveness P75 1t Fll 2 B GE BE AL 23 28 5 45 11 ) =728 o, Jhc IO A 8 R s g P 2 B Xof
T 02 2 GURRAT S 2 0 1E 1) 52 M5 ZE 5 (2) 51, JATT SO AT e 45 1 AR o i oA 4
KM £, demandingnessH responsiveness 1) Z B4 XA Frig /N, (AR SR 45 5 FE O GE 1T il 3
P, R T 85 R R AdPE o FE RS AL S 4 T A S H At 45 ) AL IS, demandingness R
1 43, % F 24 2 Gt academic WIEUE 122 T 0.039, SRR EOR PR E AL 1 DMhrifE 2, T
27 2] UGG HR R 29 0.08 ARl 22 ZS UM, S PERR FE B2 8 1 PR 25, % F 2 ) s
29 0.13 MARUEZE . X UL, ACBEXT U8 T = 2K, 45 T 11 31 2 1 50, B %127 )
S B I A AR R

xR2 HFEFXAWNEIBREHNEM
FEMERALER(OLS) THASRE 25 R (2SLS)
(D (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
demandingness | 0.048"(0.010) | 0.039"7(0.011) 0.2677(0.117) | 0.3367°(0.141)
responsiveness 0.08077(0.010) | 0.07477(0.011) —0.143(0.142) | —0.313(0.205)
authoritative 0.456"7(0.089) | 0.403"(0.097)
permissive 0.1867(0.098) | 0.2107(0.106)
neglecting -0.33377(0.092) | —0.2547°(0.101)
fatheredu 0.005(0.006) | —0.005(0.007) | 0.007(0.007) | —0.003(0.007) | 0.001(0.008) | —0.007(0.010)
motheredu 0.0207°(0.005) | 0.0147(0.006) | 0.0237°(0.006) | 0.0167(0.006) | 0.026"(0.009) | 0.024(0.011)
In_income 0.11977(0.024) | 0.13077°(0.027) | 0.11977(0.025) | 0.12877(0.027) | 0.115(0.034) | 0.1137(0.045)
Other Controls No Yes No Yes No Yes
Observations 2856 2403 2856 2403 2299 1965

(D35 B S R R, (2)°,7, " BT 10%, 5% F1 1% M9 5 MEKSE, (3)FTPUS AT 4 [ 948k OLS 4

B RIS 2SLS B, (HTEHE(2) (4) ., (6) 5, BATEAA T oAb AR b, G850 AR S SCREAF I Ik & i #U0

A, TERGA.

TEZE 2 SRS P8, FRATTVC i 1 6l FH A T BT ks 1) T2 AR i vk 5 o N AR M 22 Y el )
Heo X, N AR BE responsiveness PIAE I3, 22 KR T2 B demandingness 1) 2250194

O HTRIREPTR, BATAEIESC AR TR — B BRI SR, ORI 153 ) LUR & R HUB: zhanghc@pku.edu.cn.
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FHONIE o X5 FATHEHEUE [ P A3 2 A 45 R A BT [, B2 & 037 7 200127 > i 9 52 0
IS, ACHE X 4% 5 BER A RS R B R £ 12 ) iU BRI R

2. HOORTT AL B A R o LATR, FRATT 5 SR 4% 1 10 BR AR B 45 A5 (R E% 119 CES-
D B A 5 A AR i ) A D TR A [l A5 2R IR 2SR B RR 3

x3 HEAXAXOEBRNOZI

T TZE R (OLS)

T HAR e E 45 R (2SLS)

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

demandingness
responsiveness

authoritative

0.107(0.164)
0.488"7(0.171)

0.128(0.182)
0.366(0.191)

3.1957(1.531)
1.925(1.650)

1.476(1.662)
0.280(1.790)

-4.553"(2.142)
5.4317(2.633)

-4.8317°(2.374)
5.916'(3.521)

permissive
neglecting —-0.486(1.572) | —0.954(1.720)
fatheredu 0.107(0.116) 0.089(0.126) 0.115(0.116) 0.093(0.126) 0.109(0.165) 0.070(0.182)
motheredu 0.137(0.092) -0.010(0.103) 0.152°(0.092) -0.002(0.103) -0.110(0.178) -0.187(0.210)
In_income 0.506(0.421) 0.019(0.461) 0.503(0.422) 0.013(0.462) 0.453(0.6203) 0.482(0.727)
Other Controls No Yes No Yes No Yes
Observations 2868 2414 2868 2414 2311 1976

TER 3 HI(1) FI(2)FFRATINA demandingness 1 responsiveness W ~7E 17 K 32 7~ ACEE 2
F2 7 3, FoAh AR FE U I A R O vk 5 3R 2 I RTI S AR [, FRATT & B, X T 0 B A 0T
T BORREE MR HIAS F 5 3, BB O Ry 1 SR AT BB JT AN 23 X 4% 10 B A R 7 AR i S e
T BB, S A 2R 8O0 2 Oy T G AR R AR I, B M AR B (B R 1 43, X R
CES-D H 53 Bl E TR 29 0.37 A 43 o BEAE 70148 5 B, BB Pk i 3R E50R FIrisis )y, (HAR
SRIRFFGETT WM o X RO, SCBEXT #4451 T8 22 1) O 22 T SN AT | 1 % 190 BHLARE o 4 J% 5 T
% 10 L R K W] E 5 A0 REZESR 1 ™ R R FE TE %

53R 2EML AR 3G (D)), AT R ox BRIy XA K #0E & authoritative,
permissive Fll neglecting YE N #%.0 HZE A WA, B L) BIAVE N e . XA RAT LRI, st &+
Ao B R TTTT 57, ALl 750 R 8 2 AR 1 05 R T 35 O T i B i 23R O =X, T 2 AR R R
70 5L AR # 7y TR 25 57 . WIFRE BF, 5% BB SCREAE L, AR Y A
T R J7 N WA 7% - 00 PRAE R CES-D 1A 0 o BUE - Y2 m BT 3 AN A i Xl
HE— 2L EDIE T IRATTAESR 3 51 (1) 251 (3) B 45 R /M A5 2 1 2518, BV W responsiveness 3X 1~
2 SR 5 M 1% O B R Y DGR IR 2R AR R U, ACRES T T 2 O IR, X R SRR TR
TR 1 17, BERS A SO 4% 7 1 O BB R e,

TEFR 3 MR A F, FATICH T T EAS & 2SLS BIAZE R . —J5 1, responsiveness ) 2 %L
WOR 25 R 1 5 93— J5 T, demandingness ) 250 38 T, W2 Uk, ZE X %1 2R 8™ 4%, 7T
RE BN T 1% 1 100 PR e o A e [l 0 v, AT 2 B ) 8 (i 2SR AR S iy M) 057 07 =X
TR 9 O B R 2R B I T R SO T A L TR g 2 R s £ T O B R
ACEEXT % W 2R PR B S AR COC R, X — S5 A T N AE TS R AR R fi

@ BEAh, FATHLAEFEAE [ U5 v B TS B 3 40 2 B 1 AR AR ( Ordered Probit #1 Tobit BADBEAT T 24, i iyss R 5|AH
OLS 13385 AL R JAF 5 MR Z P EREAR—B i TRIEITIR, X787 45 RAEIESCHIC R, A0 TR EH R
¢ 53
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() REA B S5 2R 53 #r

LRGSR R > FREAS o 25 B3 55 AN LA A T A (9 B35 05 UL AT 3R B B A O
1022 5, AT AR oA 30 A5 3 R AR [l 09, 25 58 057 0 S 1 P BILAR) £ 575 280 2 £ =2 (8] ) 22
Stk o ET HORL, Pl A AR R B 1] U P B BOE AR ] AR A R S BT R 4

x4 KU AKBENSEARDRER

PRAR i 27 2 RS RIS e Lo FRA
(WP Q) %% ) h# ()&% (55 (6) &% (NP (8) &%
0.049" 0.016 -0.133 0.421
demandingness |4 o1g) (0.016) (0.249) (0.266)
0.079™" 0.086™" 0.756 -0.337
responsiveness (0.018) (0.017) (0.250) (0.273)
0.195 0.587"" 5.529" 0.061
authoritative (0.137) | (0.141) (2297) | (2.366)
-0.020 04117 5.660" ~2.190
permissive (0.149) | (0.156) (2469) | (2.626)
-0.468"" 0.092 1321 0.191
neglecting (0.132) (0.159) (2213) (2.507)
~0.003 ~0.002 ~0.006 0.001 ~0.116 0348 ~0.119 0.350"
Jatheredu (0.014) (0.011) (0.010) (0.011) (0.163) (0.170) (0.163) (0.170)
0.022" 0.018’ 0.014 0.021" -0.176 0.243 ~0.162 0.242
motheredu (0.012) (0.010) (0.008) (0.010) (0.138) (0.150) (0.138) (0.150)
0.134™"" 0.153" 0.118™ 0.150"" 0.139 0227 0.096 -0.217
In_income (0.035) (0.039) (0.036) (0.040) (0.621) (0.710) (0.621) (0.711)
Other controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 1330 1089 1330 1089 1336 1094 1336 1094

TER 4 1950 (1) EH](4)H, T-ATTH B LI 2F 2] & Ry AR e (R 43 BEAS [l H 25 50 . o, i 37
Pk demandingness 1 responsiveness V£ R O i AL 8, 565 (3) L (4) 51 A 37 07 2R 1k 40040
authoritative, permissive Fl neglecting £ RO i B AR 1, Fr A3 ) LR R R I A T I B R g4t 25 48
T A1 i AR i DA KA g i AR a5 (D) FI RS (3) 5102 58 B REAR, 275 (2) 51 RN 25 (4) 31 2 2 % 1
FEA S 55 () F B S5 R 7R, X5 T 95 42k Ui, 2SR A BE R0 B vy 72 FE R 5 2 > IS A Wk 3 9 TE AR OC
KR, BT T e ) s, By SR ) ¥ 0, W5 2R 2 W 6. 28 (3) 3Ry [l 25 2R B,
ALY A ) B g o A =35 VA T 35 22 0, A S SRORI e iy P A AT 7 22 R AR S B 2 ) I
BFEART 7380 =R WX T NFEAS, 250 WA AR [R] . 2R A P A4 2 2 v, B3R
TR B responsiveness .35 A IE, BV 4 $ 27 >J WS 0 43R RN KA X6 £ F BRI P M5 2 T Ok &R
AR, T2 5 A0 BE X 4% - 1Y QO Fl S AR EAH OG0 TE2R (4) 9 1y 4 Ry, FAT A B L i) B0 R0 22
FAINT T2 0 2 > SR 0 52 T TG S 35 22 3], T ANk 750 R 398 2 78 30 VR A v B I 2k T 2R T 2
Ry XoF I 2 ) G w3 e AR N M A RN ST X 550 (2) 81 I 45 2R — B

DAoC> B B4R Ay PR £ 1 0T U 45 SR S AR 3R 4 1 s iU g b, AT DUR IR, ANe B A, Hoo
PR R AR 5 2R Oy AU SRR B WA W G R, I 5 SN A B I IE AR DG G R o MR BRI B
FVE FORE, X — R RN T 5 R, X T Lo AR R 355 , 4 32 16 265 (8) 7 (1 [l 5 v, AN W] 28
20 KT B & %A O PR R RN AFAE e T 3 4 0 2 2200 o i T 55 4%, IS 1 o ol
I 45 5 v A, BIVEE 22 198 G0 RN AT TR 4 55 2 1 O B R R R

.54 .
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2RI D K> T REAS . B BRI IRIE IR £ GRE AR AL 2 S U A A R SCAR R T T AT 3 35 1Y
ZE 5%, YT M S A 3 X R 07 S LR wa A n] BE AT BT A TR, ARG CFPS X 70 ik & f 4078 4
urban(1=3117, 0=% ) AT /P REA BT . X80 [mA 25 R B BUAE R 5 P

RS U ARBHIERLDIEFER

PR s 24 2] RS RIAR e O FR i
(DHE )Lt 3B (D)Lt (5% (6) L (DH#E 8) Lt
0.019 0.049"" 0.054 0.190
demandingness |4 o1g) (0.014) (0.293) (0.236)
0.079"" 0.058"" 0.634"" 0.106
responsiveness (0.017) (0.015) (0.279) (0.249)
0.298" 0.366"" 4.100° 2.204
authoritative (0.149) (0.133) (2.434) (2.241)
0323" 0.031 5173 ~1.125
permissive (0.163) (0.146) (2.653) (2.469)
-0.126 -0.296" 0.997 ~0.081
neglecting (0.166) (0.126) (2.699) (2.119)
~0.002 ~0.005 ~0.001 ~0.005 0.033 0.096 0.048 0.098
Jatheredu (00090 | (0005 | (0009 | (0005 | (0226 | (0141) | (0226 | (0.14D)
0.013 0.006 0.014" 0.008" -0.198 0.072 -0.198 0.072
motheredu (0.008) (0.005) (0.008) (0.005) (0.191) (0.122) (0.190) (0.122)
0.088"" 0.064" 0.087"" 0.062" 0.460 -0.312 0.442 ~0.316
In_income (0.022) (0.025) (0.022) (0.025) (0.680) (0.652) (0.680) (0.651)
Other controls Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 973 1419 973 1419 973 1430 973 1430

TER 5 (D) 2N (4)rh, AT RIS T3 ZEBE T 5, 2 > 8t 5 2R REE demandingness
A W E AR R, TS N PR responsiveness A o2 W IE AL R . TEEE(3)F)H, U
RS 2 R AR T T, 092 2 Gt 0 300 T T B A Z 08 iR AR A, 2SRRI v PR
Y B O % 122 S S B R AE [ R, DR R S A, AU RS B AL, B B
2, R AVRg 2 A b AR A R AT REAE — AR R T S AR A i 25 AR
7, /N B T A, 2R % 12 2] ST BRI R C 88 1 T 8 LK, R I A 1 X
HF 1Y R TR BN 5 A 0 25, T ACRE X 9% 1% O BRI s iy U % # 5 H 5 i 4 5 ZEAR R
185 B0 AT BT AS 5], 4% 19 2 > WS B8 1m0 75 22 SCRE Y 50 RSO 1 [R] B A 75 22 A0 RE 3 i 38 7™
B LR, LIVRFMEAR BB AR

T O BRAR R T 5, J5 U2 (9 45 2R SR IR & AP AR B R 22 00l o T 104 [l 5 45 2R 5 3 of 1] )
AEARL, BP0 00 23 BRTR 400 5 B I 1 R R At 30 3 %) 1 A %5 X T % 1 0 BB B T 5, UK
RS 22 BT 53 bR 3R 0 R AL 78 9 A, JRATR BRAFF 7 X %1 100 BRI A
ERYFE . T]RE T AR G XN 0 R R A N A, ACRERE PR I R D, X %
149 5 FERI 52 R A L 38T S /D T A 3 ek R O 2 B TR A A 0 B R Y e

INEEAS S REAS [NH B 25 R R R, 2057 T X0 55 #2 i OR S5 T 2o 4%, 7 ko 9 /R T 8OR 22
ST AR, 33Kt S B A AR K AR b SR EE S 59 AR AR R SR T I BT B 2 Atk
e, AH OGO 5 2 in s o A REECE i ORI A B B R AN E A, LR /N D AR AR R R
FEHERIFIIR & b A4

. 55 .
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h.E #

A SCHY EETTRAE T, 853 BR 07 AU — B AR, SRR AR B AUBR A% 138 18 5 N 7
T AL o FATTRE O B2 MBCE 2 B 2 R T U — R WA T DR A A
TE LW SERE S, $R R % Jr 2UTE “ BESR A S RLPE ™ 33X PN B 1) 22 e, 40 I DX 43 HR AN T
IR 7 Y, IR~ T 1 2t 00 R BRSSO WA 9 B 5 T D PR AR i, 5 R T
SO H " A R o T v R SR 3B B O A AR TR A E R, FRATRI DTS B T LR LA
458

B, SCRE RS 4% 1 BRI B AR BE AR £ 1 1 2 2T ST 35 1Y D 1) 2 . AR Y
HOIRT7 A REAT AAI 127 2] IR B, 199 2 BN L i BR 2, 2B AR ) 3R T 2O 4% 19 2 ) B
B AR o TR, 2057 7 A% 7 590 BRAE R AT 825 R0 0, S PR B2 5 1 1O B B A
3 B IE AN SR OG AR, T BRI A% A 2 T BEAN A T £ 1 10 BRAEBR o AU L A 22 R 4% 1 19
O B AR DA T 1 B0 22 AL o X SR, ACRE— D7 THTEE 5 X 4% 5 9 BEOR, 55— 5 T ZE AN
58 X 4% 1 PR R 2 RSN o A PP B0 IR R I SO ST, B AR 1 1 5
A T 220 5 5, DT 7 2057 05 3R e B AT RS 2 18 6 i R AN 52 0o

55 VERI AR £ B9 AR 81U 25 R 7R Y — FR 9 R B e [ A B R R R SR &
8o HIRTT A T2 N T GEA B R AEA R VE B AR MR & 2 (A7 78 035 25 57 o 2 WA TE 55 4%
4 B 3 BUAT S O WS, SRR S R P ok 7 1 A RE Y i B R TS AT 3 A L X T
T35, DU A R P o JHG e > RO PR B 48 8 25 A o AR & 22 5 R, AR SRBE ) 21 e
b BBt 2 B AL BE B SRRSO A B AL [ B2 0, 5 BEAE AR DG OC 2R, T 3uk 1 7 A0 A AR A A 2l il S )
R BNACHE S BV B2 o 70 BRAE B Y S B T T, A 3T ZRBE 19 1 22 32 3 ACREHR 07 AU
W E R o L0 i SCAY AT, 3 S8 2 51 AT BE Sk £ ik R BRI DL L) R R R AR A K.

P, BATE UL TE M HH ZAh, BN A K E HOH e 7 0 4R UK P B9/ L, s )42
TR O X E AL R 7, 70 R 4E 2 AL BB Je it 1 5 0 L&, A B U R IE 19 2K, G o 5K
JEEHOH Y, SRS AR N BEAS B R R R B O 4 5 ISR S S A, (2 R G A AL
Z NG B 5 YA, AR TR A% BN OO, TR S R K 3 45 T RO s B BE 2
FIZE S 1 838 3 2 I 2 A AR AR, nam o B <1 LA DL SRS Ml X7 A0 4F 19 5 T F B
B, i 2 b XCECR By O, [N 22 S TR A ARG PR, B2 R AN L XN RIEHE
HEE Y O, AT ACRE 19 HFR 7 ORI i BE BE 2 T e R R SCAR R B A BT RIS, 2 T 44 /NI
SHANANT
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The Impact of the Parenting Style on the Formation of
Adolescent Human Capital

Zhang Haochen, Qin Xuezheng

(School of Economics, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Summary: In the literature on early formation of human capital and the intergenerational correlation of
human capital, there is more and more attention to human capital investment within the household by parents’
behavior and interaction with children, while the parenting style has received less attention in empirical eco-
nomic studies. This paper attempts to fill in this blank by examining the impact of the parenting style on ad-
olescent cognitive and non-cognitive abilities.

Based on the data of China Family Panel Studies (CFPS,2010 to 2014), and drawing on the mainstream
literature of psychology, we select relevant questions and construct two continuous variables that measure the
variance on two different dimensions: “demandingness” and “responsiveness”. Further, we divide the parent-
ing style into four types according to the existing practices in the literature: authoritative, authoritarian, per-
missive and neglecting. As a dependent variable, we use academic performance to measure children’s cognit-
ive abilities, and use the standard CES-D scale as a measure of children’s mental health, which is a proxy vari-
able for non-cognitive abilities.

In the regression analysis, we use the leave-out averages of the two dimensions of the parenting style in
the community as the instrumental variables. For the first time, we make use of the instrumental variable meth-
od to control the possible endogeneity problem. We find that the degree of parental demandingness and the de-
gree of responsiveness both have a positive impact on children’s academic performance, while only the re-
sponsiveness has a significantly positive effect on children’s mental health. High demandingness may not be
conducive to children’s mental health development. As for the comparison of the four types of the parenting
style, we find that for children’s academic performance and mental health, the authoritative type is the best. On
the basis of the benchmark regression, we also try a different measurement of academic achievement to verify
the robustness of the conclusion.

In addition, we also conduct subsample regressions based on gender and urban/rural status, and find that
the impacts of the parenting style are different in different sub-samples: from the gender perspective, the im-
pact degree of the parenting style on boys is generally stronger than that of girls; the demandingness only has a
significantly positive impact on boys’ academic performance; and girls’ mental health is almost not affected by
the parenting style. According to urban and rural subsamples, we find that urban children’s academic perform-
ance is only affected by the degree of responsiveness; while in rural areas, demandingness and responsiveness
both have a positive effect on children’s academic performance. As far as mental health is concerned, the ef-
fect of the parenting style for the mental health of rural children is much weaker than that for urban children.

Key words: parenting style; human capital; academic performance; mental health
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