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Expectation on Adolescents and Adolescents’ Expectation .
A Combination of the Qualitative and Quantitative Approaches

CHEN Xia, CUI Hong, WANG Deng-feng, ZHANG Hong
(1. Department of Psychology, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China;
2. General Hospital of People’s Liberation Army . Beijing 100853, China;

3. Department of Psychology, The Chinese University of Hong Kong, China)

Abstract: We have investigated the expectations for adolescents of 32 teachers, 58 adolescents and 21 parents in 5 Chinese

cities through in-depth interviews conducted by 4 trained psychological post-graduate students. A Comparison and con-

trast of the data with the qualitative and quantitative approaches are made. The analysis revealed 4 facets of the expecta-

tion for adolescents across the 3 different groups, which are the personality development, Knowledge and ability, social

relationship, body and appearance. The facets are all composed of 5 sub-facets except for the facet of body and appearance. A-

mong the 3 groups, the adolescents emphasized personality development more than the other 3 facets, while the parents empha-

sized knowledge and ability, social relationship, body and appearance more than personality development, the teachers expectation

is in between. The similarities and differences of the sub-facets among different groups are also discussed.

Key words: expectation; teachers’ expectations for adolescents; parents’ expectations for adolescents; adolescents” self

expectations



