2003,35(2) :216 ~221
Acta Psychologica Sinica

( s 100875) ( s 100101 )
246 NN , N . o
; ,
B844
[6~8]
o
b
o , Bierman
o Cassidy  Asher (1 , Smoot .
b b
o Margalit o1 ,
2 .1 10
[2] , o Dishion 0]
o 9~10
, Y N b b
’ s
[3,4]
[e] ’ o ’
b b
o ’ o
b b
b ’
N ’ o ’
[1]
o] 9 o
b b b
9’ b o
o] b
b Y b
[5]
b b
o 9 ’ o ’
b Y
[11]
b b b
) ) ) b
:2002 -7 -10

216



° ’ ’ 2 , “«
o > 3
FHERA ILE I B 44 o
(2) Asher (2] 1984
3~6 i
16 8
- 16
, 16~ 7 Cronbach «
0.838, .
(3) McMaster
1 o McMaster ,
¢ D O ; |
(1) | \ \
H (2) [13]
(3) 60 0. 862,
° (6]
2 (4) o Achenbach
) 45
2.1 ) O
U > ° 0.884,
o 246 2 0.825.0.809,
142 | 104 67 .73. ) ’
106, 15 4]
o 70. 7% 3 4 1
,16.7% , 4 O
$77.5% 500 ~ 2000
2.2 3
2 o 3.1
b ° o , 3

(1) O



218 35

( 0 ) s
{,157 o
° ° ’
a () b (Ss) FF—IP—PC FF—EP—PC
a(S,) -0.542 (0.091) -0.501 (0.094)
b (S,) Z0.708 (0.279)  —1.163 (0.263)
T e Sobel () 2.335° 3.403° %
Goodman | (7) 2.307* 3.368 """
2 Goodman [[ (Z2) 2.363 " 3.439" "
S p <0.05;%% p < 0.0 p < 0.001,
2 T’ ( )
; ( ) ( 2
) o [P—PC—L EP—PC—L
’ a(S,) 20.795 (0.252)  —1.203 (0.243)
7- o, b (S,) ~0.071 (0.020)  —0.077 (0.022)
) Sobel (7) 2.358 " 2.845" "
5T Goodman | (Z) 2.307* 2.807* " "
T -7 ’ Goodmanll  (7) 2.412° 2.885° " "
, T p <0.05;%% p <0.01;*** p < 0.001,
0 o 2 ;
7— 7'=0.265-0.172, 2
0 x b , (L)
T— T , a ’
b o
; ( ) ( ) °
S s, a b 1.2 1.2
( 2), 3 ’ ’
. Sobel s z = ab / S+ d’s ' 0
Goodman | , z = ab / ’ '
N/bzsi + a’s, + 5.5 Goodman II , , , ) ,
z = ab /«/bzsi + a’s; — 5.5, o 3 7— 7 =0.422-0.366 = 0.056,
) o , (77 = 0.
, . 366) . , , 3
’ ’ © 4
o , 3 ’
0(pB =0.090, , , o
R*=0.008 ), T 0; 3.2 . .
axb  0.583( 1), 3 ,
1 (IP)
(EP) (FF) (PC) , °
; , 3 ,



2 219
LISREL ¢% -0.308)
(1) =0.0537, p = 0.817; RMSEA = 0.00; GFI (y= -0.378; B = 0.005),
=1.00; AGFT = 0.998 ), ,
, ( 2),
(y = -0.344; B = 0.104, .
3

-0.378**"

-0.345%** 0.639***

0.090 -0.207 " -0.317***

-0.265"** 0.344* "~ 0.217** -0.288 """

x p <0.05; %% p <0.0l; % % % p <0.001,

(B -0.308 . -
0.244), (B = -0.
104) 5 ,
(8 =0.280),
(B =0.005), 095(

-0.172,

4.1 0. 408,

’

(0.056 < 0.366),



220 35
4.2 , ,
’ o
1 3 5
s
[9,16] .
’ ’ 5
N o s
o Cillessen 7 ,48% s
. 13% ,
N N o
o ’
Dishion [10] o
’
s o s
, Cassidy J, Asher S R. Loneliness and peer relations in young chil-
dren. Child Development, 1992, 63 350 ~365
Margalit M, Ben — Dov I. Learning disabilities and social environ-
’ ° ments: Kibbutz versus city comparisons of loneliness and social com-
N petence. International Journal of Behavioral Development, 1995, 18
7 : (3): 519 ~563
° Tomada G, Schneider B H. Relational aggression, gender, and peer
, acceplance; Invariance across culture, stability over time, and con-
cordance among informants. Developmental Psychology, 1997, 33
) ' m (4): 601 ~609
° ’ Newcomb A F, Bukowski W M, Pattee L. Childrens peer relations:
A meta — analytic review of popular, rejected, neglected, controver-
, N N sial, and average sociometric status. Psychological Bulletin, 1993,
5 113(1): 99 ~128
Chi L, Xin Z. The research of family functioning and its related fac-
: tors (in Chinese). Exploration of Psychology, 2001, 3 55 ~ 60
( ) . . ,
’ 2001, 3: 55 ~60)
o s Xin Z, Chen S, Yu G. A research on family functioning of children
° with learning disabilities (in Chinese). Psychological Development
and Education, 1999, 1. 22 ~26.
( , ,
, 1999, 1.22~26)
’ ’ Smets A C, Hartup W W. Systems and symptoms: Family cohesion/
°© adaptability and childhood behavior problems. Journal of Abnormal
Child Psychology, 1988, 16(2) ; 233 ~246
(18] s Morrison G M, Zetlin A. Perceptions of communication, cohesion,
. and adaptability in families of adolescents with and without learning

;(2)

;(3)

handicaps. Journal of Abnormal Child Psychology, 1988, 16(6):
675 ~685

Bierman K L, Smoot D L. Linking family characteristics with poor
peer relations: The mediating role of conduct problems. Journal of

Abnormal Child Psychology, 1991, 19(3) . 341 ~355



221

10 Dishion T J. The family ecology of boys” peer relations in middle praisals in the cognitive — contextual framework. Child Developmen-
childhood. Child Development, 1990, 61 874 ~892 tal, 2000, 71(6) : 1648 ~1661
11 YuG, Xin Z, Luo X. The characteristics of loneliness, peer accept- 15 Baron R M, Kenny D A. The moderator — mediator variable distinc-
ance and their relation to family functioning on children with learning tion in social psychological research; Conceptual, strategic, and sta-
disabilities (in Chinese). Acta Psychologica Sinica, 2000, 32(1) : tistical considerations. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology,
59 ~64 1986, 51(6): 1173 ~1182
( s s . . 16 Bradley, R H; Corwyn, R F. Home environment and behavioral de-
, 2000, 32(1);: 59 ~ velopment during early adolescence the mediating and moderating
64) roles of self efficacy beliefs. Merrill — Palmer Quarterly, 2001, 47
12 Asher S R, Hymel S, Renshaw P D. Loneliness in children. Child (2):165~187
Development, 1984, 55, 1457 ~ 1464 17 Cillessen A H N, van Ijzendoorn H W, van Lieshout C F M, Hartup
13 Epstein N B, Baldwin L. M, Bishop D S. The McMaster family as- W W. Heterogeneity among peer — rejected boys: Subtypes and sta-
sessment device. Journal of Marital and Family Therapy, 1983, 9: bility. Child Development, 1992, 63 . 893 ~905
171 ~ 180 18 Ladd G W. Peer relationships and social competence during early and
14 Grych J H, Fincham F D, Jouriles E N, McDonald R. Interparental middle childhood. Annual Review of Psychology, 1999, 50 333 ~

conflict and child adjustment; Testing the mediational role of ap-

359

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN FAMILY FUNCTIONING AND
CHILDREN S LONELINESS: THE ROLE OF MEDIATOR
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Abstract

This study explored the relationships of loneliness, peer acceptance, problem behaviors, and family functioning based
on investigation of 246 3rd ~ 5th graders. The results showed: Childrens externalizing problem behaviors mediate the rela-
tionship between family functioning and peer acceptance. Peer acceptance is the mediator of the relationship between ex-
ternalizing problem behaviors and loneliness. Internalizing problem behaviors mediate the association of family functioning
and loneliness. As the other indirect pathway, externalizing problem behaviors and peer acceptance orderly mediate the
effect of family functioning on loneliness. Furthermore, family functioning has strong effect on loneliness directly. Finally,
the reasonability and constraint of these mediating roles were discussed.
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