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BRICRIM % 34 1y, FIARARLNE 280 1y, ARCEN 89.17% . HAp#FsExt LRI B4 147 %4, 5
P A W SERT R L R 52.50%, Ltk 133 44, i LWE R 47.50%. BFSEXT bl 5 1045 44, it
37.10%, AEMMAF 2 176 44, L 62.90% . AFFEXSGAIEEEAL Tl R ANECh 182, (51K 65.00%,
RN 98, (51 35.00%, WI9ERZ A BSFEINAECY 143 A, Al 51.10%, TRSFEI
NECH 137, (5 1L 48.90% WFFEXF G ACHER 5550 TR AR 197 A, ditk 70.40%, 5 TARFEALE)
NECH 83, (51 29.60%, FEXT RIS K B RAMTE DR 55 I NBC 148 N, (1K 52.90%, AHSL, BE2E
MRS ANECR 132 N, A 47.10%, dnk 1.

F 1 HEMKRHAOFRBERR

Table 1 Demographic information sheet of study subjects

B [R5
sl . s o
AR T4 " 76 iy

104 37.10
JE BT ﬁﬁ 176 &mz
R L s o8 33,00
AT L] . e ot
RIS TR s o e
5 BRI D55 s o 10

22 WHRIA

AR A T o 4% ) 2 1 AT, REEHEE AAN (ARSI ERER) Ml Olson
BT 1982 F gl iy ( REEEEME N EREE) (PSR ) (FSCESID) .

CEERSHSDBERE) L 158, 508 3N, SHRESFHIINA. K557 hERME
% 57 AT MM o 555 55 SN HUZRAE AN T R 55 597 h AR, BB R SUR (A 55, 155 Bk & Ul B
AN BE AR BN 55 57 sl AR s RN (B, 38 7 B, K55 57 ah I B f8 MR IE AR B K 55 55 sh sl
K55 57 Bl (A AR v BT G2 D07 W SRR AR B, A5 s 1 A A B BB AE K 55 55 Bl vh AR A I 1] A5 IR R R
e 508, FK 5557 AT R R A A AL B B 1) RDRS 3 91 50 I — 2 ROME NS K 55 57 sl i R, 7540 Bk v it
WA PR T BN K 55 55 sh A se i, 36 3 0. B 150 00 9 X 2 A 41 2 3 1) S 249 43 Al e HL AR %
YR AR

(FEEEmERE M) (PCh) (FSCESID) 4:30 AN H, 400 2 NERE, 4» 3R ka5
FIIE R . S B8 SRR I % =22 (6] R IR 2R, 3L 16 0T, I k45 5008 1A 2R B 5 R Ak 55 M 2 BE AN T
J W B R B ) S AR IR RE F7 L 36 14 88
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3 MIRGR

3.1 HRNENRBEZITE

A KB, R 555 55 SR B AR RGm , MR T 3.67, HIH, A AT i
3NYEIE BRI TP E 3 b H 55 97 S B R, Ik 4,01 XU G
K55 55 s R BEIE AR G55 S5 M8, BRSS9 09, BH R ROR 555 55 s AT Sk

F2 MIEMRHREFHEE

Table 2 The study subjects’ attitudes towards housework

M SD
K55S SAA 4.01 0.79
K55 57 B IRk 3.50 0.87

K557 54T R 3.18 0.94

JESy 3.67 0.76

3.2 AAZRENAKFERFBFZIHTEIZIN

XIS N SR A TSI AR AR T AR, RBUETRMAE T4 . P H T e AR A B SF 2 i Jeig
TE BRI RSP YEE LA B 2E 5, Ml Bl . SCRESSS Oy TR FAURISORE R 1L
BRI DRGSR BB 2

3.2.1 M5l

PAMEGI A ZZ A TSI REAS T AR IR 2 A 3 P ildin . 5B AEJGIe RAE B R 2 4E R Y
ol Tk, BAE R . K557 AL, BRI 52 55 55 ah I I 9IS o B P e R 22 5%, 7
Fromfn b 55 A B Tl UEIIRTEXT R b A 5 A AR P 2 2 R R 5 B k. 52
A hai 52 55 57 dh A B AR A R

*=3 M5

Table 3 Gender

PR M SD t Sig

pesals L 3.740 0.848 1.450 0.148
e 3.610 0.652

Nl 3 4.042 0.913 0.686 0.493
'8 3.978 0.641

i 1% E: 3.567 0.922 1.173 0.242
© 3.445 0.809

AT A I B 3.324 0.957 2.669 0.008
5°g 3.025 0.912
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322 HFERTHM

WRIGR 4 BBAREER, ABRRBA WL A R AR SRR L IR T )L 15 R 2 T 1)
AR R A, HARAT e L pfs o B B 22 . X UL RO 0l i R AR IR RS 5 155
758l X5 LARTRIBISEAAT, ARE—B05E .

4 EEERRH
Table 4  Whether the mother is employed

a4 M SD t Sig

bl = 3.661 0.735 -0.503 0.616
& 3.710 0.816

Nl & 4.034 0.781 0.639 0.524
= 3.970 0.822

TRk 2 3.480 0.861 -2.196 0.029
w 3.563 0.890

AT A 1) 2 3.091 0.915 -0.760 0.448
7 3.350 0.986

3.2.3 RBFRFFLREFM

X 5 HEHRE T, ATRURBUTCIE AR B R R A R R oy b, SRR S5 TAFAL
IR A EAR AR B TR 5 00 TR R, BAFAE B2 5 . X UL IRAE S e, A0k
TEZ S50y T ERERE VAL, SRR S5 55 s BER Ay, X 5 DIERIAT TR 5 10

F5 XBRJFHTERETFN

Table 5 Whether the division of parental housework is equal

AL M SD t Sig

Sy 2 3.78 0.71 3.519 0.001
& 3.43 0.82

N = 4.09 0.73 2.498 0.014
& 3.81 0.89

TRk 2= 3.32 0.93 3.988 0.000
7w 2.84 0.88

AT A 1) = 3.61 0.82 3.154 0.002
7 3.26 0.93

324 AURIBRMEIBIRS

TR, R IRER SR EOE 2 R 55 R AR B R NS e A R T AR 2
K5 WA, HAMEE R E 22 . XULHTE/ NGRS, SRR SR AR R 50, IR +%4
MRS5S R .
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376 XRNERRILBEHMEDLR
Table 6 Whether fathers do less housework than mothers

ST M SD t Sig

JSSiiN B 3.558 0.704 -2.820 0.005
& 3.813 0.806

A IE 3.923 0.749 -1.983 0.048
w 4.111 0.835

f75 Jak 7 3.382 0.834 -2.607 0.010
& 3.651 0.892

A7 Rt e = 3.000 0.874 -3.452 0.001
& 3.386 0.895

4 KREERFZFHSESREFRENMEMENKER

RSO 5 55 95 30 S T RS RRE R Y], WHRACR K500 5 DA R e
IR W e AT AT 4B

41 ABRDH

Al U TR E B Z A SC R 0L, BEA KR, KRRARERENOAF. @il SPSS
BRI T, RING 5557 S R 3 S A 532 B 155 R S 2 P R G 35 I P e 8 A G

T 7 XS
Table 7 Correlation analysis
KL Ay INFNLESY AT MY TEREY
KL R 0.499™ 0.474" 0.423" 0.430"
FRBEE 0.582" 0.524™ 0.512" 0.528™

E: p<0.05, *p<0.01,

42 @30

FUEAHT TS X CERBUEZS) XY CER) MR, BEARMOCR, ST &5
FEBETRBLANART R S0 53 285 B A oy P i AR IV AR S, " R R 55 05 s A B R A4S S0 o IR A2 it
FrEA5Hr, SR T EEE. B R 5 E R 0.343, BEREREEREE, FEEEN T LIBR 55750
SR 34.3% AL . XPRBRABLHEAT F OGS0 I 2 SRR i F A S (F=72.195, p=0.000<0.05) , B
WE W) S22 2 2 R R 3 o M v 28 /D — T X0 G 55 55 Bl A BE 7 AR SU R DG R o GRBE S % E 1Y 1] UH R B M
H-0.178 (1=-1.256, p=0.210>0.05) , KRG FEERE I XSG I7 DS PERMC R . REEE
N 1 22 BUE R 0.875 (1=6.290, p=0.000<0.01) , BEBRE SGREE I k20 5 55 57 shAS B oA W28 1)
IEM MR SEE TR GRBERE W SR 5K 55 95 B AR E = AR W 2 B IR OC R o EJR K BE R
JEIFAEXS G557 A BE - HE I R
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8 MmESH

Table 8 Regression analysis

| IS FrIEAL 5L t p VIF R P R F

B FRifEiR Beta
R 24.706 4522 - 5464  0.000" - 0.343 0338 F (2, 277)
SR -0.178 0.142 -0.142 -1256 0210 5.370 =72.195
B 0.875 0.139 0.710 6.290  0.000" 5.370 p=0.000

M
i3]
e
el

s REEH; D-WAL: 1.887; *p<0.05, *¥p<0.01,
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VTR b AR R R T R R A, SRR G5 A TP R A A A
TR TR S5 AR R A, B2 B MCE 2555 B R AR TE SRS 0 HEJE b B4 040
RFMTACRME L 5512 . SRR Z 5 AT SCIRARAT, (ERERTSE B BRIl i 72K
SR INE TR T4, XATRESENRA L, ARt .

X REALE G55 55 Bh A JE RIS FRBE SR T LA SGE PRI SR R A TIPS, KBRS A R 55 97 sh S 5 K
JEE 2R NDE MR ARG, HRBESRWIE, SARERE NIV nl AR RS 55 55 s AS 1Y 34.3% 2 ARA, H
TR IV PR 22 X 5 55 55 Bl A BE 7 AR 3 M IE MR G &R, (R R R I A 20 555 55 s A5 7 A
MR

M AT UL, FE—DFREEPACRESE S5 70 TAVAL,  SRBEE MR S e A LR A U R 5855 95 B8 . 31X
WA A TET DA RIS D, RERMAS O RIBEEIT . FIEEH DO IR R A5G
IR, RAFACHERFTEEE RN RIERF HR.
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Study on The Relationship between College Students’ Attitude
toward Housework and Family Intimacy and Adaptability

Li Xiaofeng

Southwest Jiaotong University Hope College, Chengdu

Abstract: In this paper, the students’ attitude toward housework scale is used to investigate college
students’ attitude toward housework, and the family intimacy and Adaptability Scale is used to investigate
college students’ family intimacy and family adaptability. The results show that the respondents have
a good attitude towards housework, correct cognition of housework, positive emotion of housework
and good habits of housework. The total table and dimensions of college students’ housework attitude
are significantly correlated with family intimacy and family adaptability, and family adaptability has a
significant positive impact on housework attitude. But family closeness had no effect on housework.

Key words: College students; Housework attitude; Family intimacy and adaptability

https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0312179 www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc



