R E IR ZETR

2024 £ 4 B 655 4 8

I E AL B A e SRS W 5 i e 1) 535 00 -
Lo BRI B 1 A

Sigrs SRR 48R £ Ik BHIE A =

ZMMELRE, =M

H E | B9 ARUKERGCHKE, RVAIHQEEBEDR. VEIESEMEBRZBIRR. 5% M
367ZAEMAZENINT, KA INEFIMEXR (connor-davidson resilience scale, CD-RISC) . &I
BN, PREER (children’s perception of interparental conflict scale, CPIC) RSIAFIZRER (general
well-being schedule, GWBS) #H{TiEMN, BR: (1) WELXRHBWPRSIVEBINE. EMEEBRESHK
R, VEESEMEEREZEER; (2) AR RLEBWRDORN WAV, IIEIIER
208, ERARQLIERPRN ENFEERESTENEFUER, mILESIEER RSNt FUNIE
AAREZ, B0 KAZ2HVEIEERRNRFBWIRS EME=ERANAARPET—EEDIER, &=3
RASPERRDES,

KHEETE | RS VR FER; REERPSRAN
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FWEREER (subjective well-being, SWB ) JEAMAME F 8 HARERT LA 16 i B AAPEPPAL o
X P EM AR B LS, FENATE R . B A A AN AT . AR R R R AR
ARG A 3 AR T A RN ITAT s U R AR A 7 Ja 2 SR8 A A AR 16 1 B A S BFTE R B,
ARG AR A fE R A LA SO BB IR L R, SRR R s S AR R 2
FAEFIBLHT, X5 T4 R AR O RO, R R AR (e S T iR B B A SRR R B
SR ESEARIR A 2, AR KRBT LAy RS, —JR AR, A%, R0, LI

EXIE: HREBFHESRNSFMIMBEMRIEARBR2022FEEREBLZHSRNSZNMINMEBTENE "M LA TREMEREE
HREERIMEERZBEXANAR" (20220N022) ; HREBSFHERSFMIUMBEMERMHHRRR HRSRASFEDERKERKR
IRAR: INBIEMRSIBEREER” (2021GN020) ,

BIVES.: 2i8%, ZINMEXREHIN, HRAE: REMEREDFINERER,

YES|H: 2%, HER, 48R, F NRXABBRDRNEMEZEENZIE: WEFMESVATHIER (V] . PEINESENS,
2024, 6 (4) : 632-640.
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PSS - RREAMEARERR, kSR ARG ABRMEIES T, ERE A E
WSERRR I R, SEIEE I AR — AR B R PR N R A rp I i R A

TERBERGTH, SCREI] B WS A 56 A A i B SO B8 i IR A . b, SCRR ]IS 40 v 58
X AR E F 7 56 2R LA S SR BE IR A A BB ARSI o SRRSO vh R 32 B4R R ZE 2 ) ol TR LA — B
AR ™ A= B4 5 TR B AR MG 54 I, AR PR A A RIRR | BREE . N KUK B RS2 RS 2
PR BRI e o T ARSI vh o X LB A AEANA R R ISE IR, FERE R GTIe i 1 IRt
(Spillover Hypothesis ) IA4, AbT-nhSBSUA5C R h i0AC R, 2B 2 HORT IR R XU R P L, X1
LT ERTERD, R T A R E ML, SHEETRAMRK. FR, WSRhR51 %0
EWAE s MR RFTFRE, SEOCHEN FLRERN o SHEPREN, KEmERS54
PR EVSEARIER R ARDE " o SR, ERTC T ARSI h 2 AT 9E A e L N AME A T
PABCR 2RSS T, BeD S SR ISR v S0 TR A R A S . AL, SRR A
P IRAE R — A~ B S RE A T rh S 72 i WA A B B AR T s 7 A Lt — DA T IR

O P R A A T X o Rl i 5 o B 8 s IR AN R B D P S e ) o, R
VR — TR R E B AR BOO MR & R A BRI . O T0 BBV RO RIT 5 3 B 500 2 (e A A
ORI R DI RESEAA . R RS ALR o JLE A S EIER T, ARSI oS, E
W AR LB R EEORIR . EAPIRRIL, OB T AR S AR 1 N O B
T Z B R R EN O, ARSI R A AR R, B4, ARSI
G hy BB GEBELE TG AR I AL O B L), OB A S AR B OR3P X e S B
AR v 2R S SRR A IR PO A R T AR T 7 I RTAYAT TSR AR T AR

AN, FVEARBAE A RO BRI — D E 2SR R . CARREIIR R, (OEEME S MR
(1 AR DA DG . BFSESE RR I, MR OB rT AT 2408, O BRI R A AR
SRR R R ME, PREFPWORILE O, BARE SRR 7 o Wk, EASRRI, KR
O BRI P AT G S SRR o LA Ay O 3 O £ B P A R S S R o 2 XA 2 0
SEARIE IR T KA B IVE T BT T T REEATIR AR o PRI, ASSCMGRZ IR 3 WL A
PR 2R AT — AR R 8 ACBFUS AR 1 SR A T SEAR RS 52 LA R B A e B4 P AL

BT, ABFTEAGEE R G B SR, SRR LR A B, PRI E SRS IR
PR A LA AR IR A S U B AR RN 2 ACRE B w5 55 S AR IEOC 2R Z B VR AL . AT R
B (1) MBESCHHS IR b R 5 A AR R AR, 5RO EBITE R E A, J W A
SOOI R E RS  (2) FIGEAC BRI w5 T LB A A LSRG A O BRI LR R AL R
AR o 5 SR ARG 5 2R 2 TR I 1 4

2 WMRE5FX

21 NBRRIER
T FABEHUIE L (9 )78, SEHRUPS 22 DU T 4 7 s e, BRURS P 2 e 0 388 A SR ARy T
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VWO AR 24 foO BB A 4EAE 0, ARl 28 22 RS ML B e 56 2 £ A4k 16 A AL Al )
WK FH N B M B, BRI ) 30 20dh . 3HA 367 BAER RS AE S INA RIS, SR
24 2 THEAE, WA R 343 &, Hb B4 135 A, HEABUN 39.4%, L4208 A, HEA
I 60.6%, BT HR 21.74 & (SD=0.50) o A T 3 b iy ] — bt [m] ikl o = A~ e i 5 | i
8 [R) v O 25 R0, AR A A A DGR 9 06 T L [R] J5 vk f 22 A0 Rkl sl 0, AR S A0 6 5
TR AN, MRS T AR ST AN B R IR R Ao Oy 3 oI A E R
R4y

22 WRIA

2.2.1 FLEOEYIHER

RABAAZE . el o gl s 0PI R R, RIS A WA, 2
27 AIH . AT XSG Bbr i AR = A ERE, SCRE A48 G e SRR P Bl
PIANHERE , PRI TLRVESy, SmBm vl W OB R R S . AW iz SR N — B R ECh
0.833, XX VAT HEYER R AMHTEE R EH . x /df=1.650, RMSEA=0.044, GFI=0.998, CFI=0.997,
NF1=0.993, TLI=0.973, FIEFRNLEFIRE RIT.

2.2.2 MR BIEHEMPRESR

SR FH Ut T S AN AR BT Y L AN 8 A BE %€ it % (children’s perception of interparental
conflict scale, CPIC) . ZmFAFE =N EEK, HHECEPRMERE R (ZrERERH = FREK:
IR | phoSsm BEFN PRI MR T ) | BN A R (B REFEAN TR BRI R )
AR R, ZREIT 40 NH, KA 4 500 R REZRRE T REE S DEREK,
BRESERL 7 TEAPI D AR R Cronbach’s o RECH 0.921, X% IR & FE4T 5 UEME K 2 43
MrARBEZEH, x /df=3.101, RMSEA=0.078, GFI=0.985, CFI=0.992, NFI =0.988, TLI=0.925, # W&
TSRS R AT

223 BHREREER

K H B g AR (1996) 71 FE K 2 A BE AR 1B IT (1 1K 52 B it 3% (general well-being schedule,
GWBS) , izmFIL 18 ANTH, WHh 6 NHE T XA I 2248 . XHEREAHLL . /T, PLABS M
PRAGOS . XIS sk, I HA 5~10 MEFRSE, 15908m, MR,
W R IR A BRI SUE ° o ABISEIZERE Cronbach’s o RECK 0.719, XA T
e P R 3, x /df=2.208, RMSEA=0.059, GFI=0.987, CFI=0.984, NFI =0.971, TLI=0.959, # ]
RS R

2.3 FIBMBES DA

K HH SPSS 21.0 ST HHE VAT T s A BEHEURIAI OG0T, 8 H AMOS17.0 ZEF7 5 3E P P 28 2 fnd A
BI04 o
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3 MRER

3.1 FIBHEDAERENL

BB AW R BRIk AR A [ R, AT BEAE AR L R 7 i 22 ( Common Method
Variance ) IR [HIt, (e Z A Eda dt s 17 ILEDT A mM2ERER . RARUEPER 720871 (CFA)
XHWFFE A B BAR AT 04T, BIABESE b A K i 2 i R A AR R PR 22 B L FEARSY
T EA TR PR RS (TS B S — AT ) L 3 DR RS (e A BRI AR i 5 | 2 WS A L B )
15 PR (CRIREACRERSIA vh 5 ) =R BE ph WA | ih 2 E A h SARAE A A — DA, WA
JEFLDEEINE ) RIS S5RRY], R TRAIANRESIRG S B S, Wk 1 FoR, SiBRERED %
Pl 2 XS AR SRR A5 RS AN 35

ot

F 1 WIEEEFIER (n=343)

Table 1 Confirmatory factor analysis results (n=343)

MODEL X’ df X df RMSEA GFI TLI CFI
MR 6853.770 1952 3.511 0.086 0.487 0.350 0.370
5 TR 5186.715 1942 2.671 0.070 0.625 0.567 0.583
3R 3075.926 1805 1.704 0.045 0.937 0.911 0.916

3.2 MRRXEEBEWPR. IMNEFIES EM=1BREVERFIT B DT

SRIBEAC RSO RS | OB S SRR S A R (R P R, Je A b2 el AT G i 22
2 7R o O BRINE I B HAS AR K SRR EUE M IEARSE (p<0.05) , (DBERIPER HARLE | 15242 |
PRI ZRBE S . APrpI4ERE S EUSE RIS ARG (p<0.05) , (CERFINE R SOLAHE R S5 0
SCERUSIA BRI 2 TS (p<0.05) , AIBEACHRUSIAmIIR B/ 5 FEMEAREUE - B & DRSS (p<0.01) o

F2 RFEMBEIEHERAR, CEFMS EUERBEEFRIEX. FHH(M )FiR#EZ( SD )( n=343 )
Table 2 Correlation, mean (M) and standard deviation (SD) of perceived Inter-parental Conflict,

Resilience subjective well-being of college students (n=343)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1. Bbr®&iE -

2. TE L il 0.22" -

3. B 0.56" 0.08 -

4. REEHFF 0.33" 0.24™ 033" -

5. NBrtrBl 0.24" 0.19" 0.18" 0.26" -

6. LHHIHE B 0.68" 0.58" 0.57" 0.69” 0.65" -

7. EMFEAERE S 0.33" 045" 0.30" 0.28" 0217 0.49™ -

8. LB IH 5 R4y -0.23"  -034"  -0.16"  -046"  -0217  -045"  -033" -
M 17.74 19.07 15.86 22.36 19.73 94.76 76.11 89.57
SD 3.43 4.28 2.60 432 485 12.44 11.83 16.88

E: #p<0.05, *#p<0.01,
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3.3 INVEFDEEVEDIER DT

HR 4 Baron Hl Kenny ( 1986 ) 455 &% A 46 YRR P, SR 2K [B1A 43 B 10k X 2R 27 A O BRI 78
5 SRR R 1 2 5 2 00 S AR P R T VR R AT 0BT o ZEEAT IR AR BT W, R T A AR e A 43 i
177 bruEfesb 2, e s i AR GORPE SIE i As i, BEAT TR AL AL . 7E SPSS kAT =
ML BREAE, B EERRIA RN fEd . B, Jof A MBS vh WA TR, X
AR ESEAR AT I, X B AR P Z A RO 5 SR, R R AR RO SR g A
B R, 2RI A A AR R A R0 55 =, B AR x WA R, BV ARSI s x
OIEIME, AR R, BEPIE WA EAERT, W00 3 0 R W R RO . Al
Rande 3 s,

3 REEMEXEHBIEPRMERERBZ EXRAFTIER (n=343)
Table 3 The moderating effect of perceived inter-parental conflict on subjective well-being of college
students (n=343)

Model A AS i £ it = S
1 e -0.883 -0.869 -0.531 -0.754
2 0.268 -0.255 -0.644 -0.751
2 DL AL T R 5 -0.234™ ~0.099"" -0.150™
3 IR 0418 0.429™
4 HIBEASCERIS A RS x M -0.007™
R’ 0.002 0.111 0.262 0.279
AR’ 0.002 0.109 0.151 0.017
F1H 0.405 14.135™ 30.038"" 26.130"
AF 0.405 41.498™ 69.215™ 8.009"

E: o¥p<0.05, *#p<0.01, **#p<0.001,

e 3 A, AR TRV RAER S E I Z S, R A BRI R R O BRIE 2 R 1 28 BAE
B, RO RO BE (F=26.130, p<0.001) . AT #E— R AT 28 B i BARVERT, 3.
AT EIEOINI— PR 22 1 D7 Dok e BRI A i e A T ol ™, SP3B0m— A 22 0 m D3RRI
SO — AR UEZE A IO IRRIPELL, 3BT R AR T, RAARPR A R R . AEREAL
BEAS A v 20T AR T e, BRI s n R, RN SRR A v S T S S AR LA
BIE R WIAE A (¢ (341) =2.830, p=0.005) ; [MAECPRFIERARMBE AL, HAGEACREMS I vh 2 Xt 3
WSEAREIN A BA B IIAE (¢ (341) =—-0.644, p=0.507 ) , B WLy BREI: 6058 AL B4 808 v 5 A1
F AR R AT VR . JZ I AT A 25 5 DL T B RPR A IR 25 R ] AR, R0
PEAE N8 SRR 0 vh 58 5 E WS ARUER I G R PR R 1 AR B, X P SRR IFTTERT . Bk, 51
RO AT BRI, AR5 BE WS 1 w285 S SR BT B e 2338, B 2 )52 4
FHI N

https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0604072 Www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc



KTER ISR PRI EM BRI : INEFDEENETIER 637

4 tig

41 FTEREHEWPR. EWFEBRKR. IMEFIE=BEHIRR

AWFFEEE R R KA RIE SRR AR w5 735 T WL AR A AR B S B0 3 ARG, AR BRI g iR
JE B AC RIS AR o 5 T A SEAR A 2 AR R A6 55 AR ST A IR — B, IMARHY S WS U 5 0 B 1
HIKBE o SIS E RS AR BTG F O, SR T A TR
SRBE B9 S BFUSUR XM RO I 2 1t . RO AR 7 AR A 5 . RIS 4 2 B iie, &2
BHISIAsh 2 T B2 R BOF L IS AR, SRS A 22 R Set— R T4 i 4 Fnl g
T 45 A IR Sy O B T B A AL R AR O BRI R B MR . ATtk
A FNGESC RS IR vh 58 550 BRI S0 B FUAR LT L IEEFEm] . BN . RIE SRR . A PRl A4
JEREGAG . RN, XBATEREE RS i BRI, SBE R GE T B2 AT 252 IR
FERGHEHERATRIEE  o ABIEREL, KR O S W R ) R TG, AN
O BRSPS B 59 AR B TIRISC, SR B G BT LU W AR, X5 =2
RTRRTTE A REAR— By

4.2  INEIIMEERNRREBEWPRS EM=1RRERE XAREEETER

AWFFERIL, RBEAC RIS A w0 AR AR I R 2 B O BRI R IR . X — WP SRS
DFFIPER AP BRI S . (RPBRELE I, BRI R AR R (SRR g ) XA
TRB AR ERRN, DMRNTER G IER A T 8%, BRI R (ORISR ) 52
BRI TG R AR AT R E . it ie, SRR BE R AR SRR AR e 5 %> AR S AR ) )
F T 52 20 BRI A 8] 100 (A (A AT A BB e S T AR 6 3 B9 vy s, AR T AR B . — T
KT EFREPRRIFFUNE R T W A, & OB E R A R /R — M A
SRE SRR

43 WHRAEBURKFKEE

I, ABSE A S R ARBCR BTSSR T 0B A2 15 U i
2RI, IR R — R | AT B4 IR B R BF AR
TP T SR OTISE . AERIVE S EHAN I 5 W AR A LR 1L BRBIE , i
HRTHA . ETHRF . QBRHERES | B2 R TGS IR . LR, s
AT THOR BTSRRI

&% 3k
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The Relation between Perception of Inter-parental Conflict and

Subjective Well-being: Moderation of Resilience

Ma Meifei Guo Cuicui Nui Bailing Mao Rui Chen Yawen Zhou Liang

Lanzhou University of Finance and Economics, Lanzhou

Abstract: Objective: Based on the ecological family theory, the present study investigated the relationships
among perception of parents’ marital conflict, resilience and subjective well-being. Methods: The Connor-
Davidson Resilience Scale, children’s perception of inter-parental conflict scale and General Well-Being
Schedule were administered to 343 college students. Results: (1) perception of parents’ marital conflict
were negatively associated with resilience and subjective well-being; resilience were positively associated
with subjective well-being. (2) perception of parents’ marital conflict could significantly predict subjective
well-being in participants who had a high resilience level, but this prediction could not be found in
participants had a low level of resilience. Conclusion: The influence of perception of parents’ marital
conflict on subjective well-being was regulated by resilience.

Key words: College students; Resilience; Subjective well-being; Perception of parents’ marital conflict
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