HE it Ui
2020 F8 A 25%E 31

sciscan

Family Background, Non-cognitive Ability and

Academic Performance of Freshmen
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Abstract: This study aims to reveal the pathway mechanism of family background-
non-cognitive ability-academic performance of freshmen. The results showed that
the non-cognitive abilities of students in different family backgrounds were different,
family social capital and family cultural capital had significant positive effects on
non-cognitive abilities. Non-cognitive ability has a significant effect on academic
performance, social communication ability and self-esteem have a positive effect, and
self-efficacy has a negative effect. Therefore, families should attach importance to the
creation of cultural atmosphere, schools should attach importance to the cultivation of
students’ non-cognitive abilities in social contact and self-esteem, and students should
also balance their studies and extracurricular activities to improve their academic
performance.

Key words: Family background; Family capital; Non-cognitive abilities; Academic

performance

Received: 2020-08-05; Accepted: 2020-08-13; Published: 2020-08-18

VESIA: RN, KR—FENRESR. IFARENSZWRD (V] . HETHT, 2020, 2 (3) : 192-204.
https://doi.org/10.35534/es.0203020



R—HENFEER. PN SR 103

RK—# M5 5t A
YEES &2

FREFRN

rAFHLFR,

B8F5: chenshuyupku@163.com

W OE. ALEEBFTR—FHAGWRETF—FAm h—F LRI =F05%
BAH, HREAIN, FRRER T THFENEALRAIGELT, REAL
FAhA REIAT ALt Eili i ) S AR F EGHa; dFiRmit haFF bk
AEA R Y, REZERAF A FHAAEQER, 8RAEEN LA G

GAER, Bk, RESEAIMNABG T, FRETANF AL, a5F
&89 dE A Jn i A B3R R, A B TR AT E LA RINES, AmRAF
A,

KERE: REFF; RAFTAR; Eiikith; FLEIA

ks B 2020-08-05; A H . 2020-08-13; & FEHIM: 2020-08-18

Copyright © 2020 by author(s) and SciScan Publishing Limited
This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial 4.0
International License.

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

(N0l

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/es https://doi.org/10.35534/es.0203020




104 R—HENFEER. PN SR

1 3l

VSR AE TR ) F AR R ek [ 1], SR — B N A
RES BORZS 4R bR, R IA IR g 2 A BE R ARAT R o a4k B T TR
A BRI, DI, WFSERAA B Al 2 I R R mi DR 3 26 1 O T B A 52
B INHIRE TR NI T | A7 AIBRIUE R Ty, EREAEER | g1,
HEHBE 5, R AT e — IS s S O BB R, W2 H RIS 2 Ml
A E R RPN R Z— [ 2] [3] o ELMERMBIIEH, REHeH X
TE M AR R s A R 1T S — IR E T — iiﬂdo@W%%ﬁzﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%
JERAR ST ZHFEI . BE TR D RAE MHRREARBNCR, B

RS RIEE WO B ER PAAER] (3] 141 o

SRIMALA 28 R, INHIRR I A JE DA RS R N 4 28 B R AL
i, AAISIA TARARIRE ST, AWML e e Y AR I R R G RE 15 R —fiE
J1 CARIBENAARNMBE S ) — 4Gt [ 5 | o ARARIRE S & S IAAGE I AIXS
LB — BRI, S — B NN TERIARE B AR BT. Roberts K51 R A
JiRE SCA— A N RIMEAE—SE il A 15 858 B AR ORIS AR R B2 | TSz A7 st
DR B2 NHOMERE . Wi R B . Flb ™ A0 [ 6 | o Heckman 5%
Nl ik GED LA 2 5 B 52 48 2 1 AR HBE 7 %A LB 52 i 4 528 7 k35
2o RAFHAE B BOE R A A R AR, R AARIARIRE 1 A SR Y
KEERTBL, MM RERE R D A A2 A AR O A D SR B B 2R, AR RE
JIBYR R T RAFAERAR T F BCHE R, T4k, RANWA L2 # T IR E A
ARNFIRE TS, EEERAER A BUE . ) SRR R R R AR AR
WHIREeszm (7 1 (8] [ o] sdRABE ey R s, AFRALAERL. A
PROCR AR R A DI R [ 101 [0 ] D12 ] 1131,

EA 1Y —LERF 5T BAIESE T HEARIBE T X T2l R B i & 5, (H 2 24
N PR AMERER [ 14 1 D15 ], SEA RN RS AR R ISR,
JEHIE XS G BE 1T S — AN RE S — 5 A2 Gt R AR L ) R G R T D D AL
BeAh, B BRI IE 2 R A s A s AT 70 b, = ANERE,
ANBEHE L B 42 [ AR LR RER B 20 BT, WFFE IS MELIAET . Ik, AR SO B

https://doi.org/10.35534/es.0203020 www.sciscanpub.com/journals/es



R—HENFEER. PN SR 105

[l AAMIFFE R, AAE TN RIZE R A MR S A AR N IR &R, IR G BE T 5 |
ENFIBE T 55 R Z (R Y O R K =8 AR BLE], LIS S A E SR AT
ARINZH . BB 1 PR .

R Rt

S

Ay
V A : %ﬂk%ﬂﬂ

SRSV
RREH LA
FRLAEAR v
b ENEIRE S

FIESATEAR

1 REE=. IFAFEHSFL R BEEN SR
Figure 1 Pathway mechanism model of family background, non—cognitive ability

and academic performance
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Table 1 Differences in non—cognitive abilities of freshmen in different family

backgrounds
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Table 3 Analysis of correlation between family background and non-cognitive

ability
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Table 4 Analysis of correlation between non—Cognitive ability and score ranking
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