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HAr, RESFEROCHA R , RN S MR RAM I IMGKRFE, FEANWHE
PRFAE B TR A E— €225, TERERAHIX, W\ THERERE . IR MAR . K
HEMWSHKGE, FREBEFMNRELE R, BAENER—, AEAEHE ', XS B
iR T AR AT A R . 2022 ARG Y (AR NRIDAIE SR AR e dkik ) dE—Pumil TR
MACRIRBERFINFR ° o RN FEE W EAM LR R E A E MEZIA, Fik, ER.
MR RZ NG TR TR SCBER BRRE ST, 7o REEAM T BRAE R, JEBE &1, i
RFBE VR

H R RUAEE ( Self-Efficacy ) JEft 2322 2] BN IH A Bandura T 1982 -2 1, H LLE R ShHLAE
FrE g A M I . H RSB EAARSR AT A O REAS SR E AT A T AR UM S5 R AV RE I ME &
LR FRELBEIRR (Parental Self-Efficacy ) W4 Bandura A9 F T AL AE B 12 F 245 8 B 23R40
AR SCR P i S BE BRI 5 SC, BRACBEAMAXS H & BA O AR, AR RE IR &, O

BRI 2022FEHItSEETEFHSRFHRIE (226143)
EEEIT: R=E (1990-) , &, TEABNA, L, B0, HRHOE: FEHE,
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XL AT SR EBBGERREIE & o ACRBIRARR B LRV RS B sl R 5
Wi, G, AR IR R AC TR RE S T A i N X R R S A U L, MnT AR LB
WK, BN, Giallo & Kienhuis ' $8 i, 7ELIJLALIILFE T A /NI B B, S REI BFRARE
SRR, ) LAE /N O I 1 S B T AC BB PR AS 1 B, 401 LARSE R PR A=l A 2
HR, ARFHERALRE IR LI e J LB A~ I sl SRR R 005, AR T LE B9l
MGt AN Junttila " S 2 A AT I B D ORI L EE B AN R RE T, T £ U
JLEEA ) SIHL [ B A, A BUACH BORARRIER 5 LEE 2 ) ShHL R [ IEAR DS, MIX JLEE Al fE T )™
AR

SCRERSR T AURAR SRR . B0A LB A A b SR B ARG AR E AT e, R AR B
AT R a I o ERIAFSE T, Baumrind OB ASCRRHER A W R R LR TEA Y, T
Maccoby il Martin " W CZEMCEER ERORTAN . ROAL, LHIAL, SRR MZMAL, b5, 205
¥ (U0 Symonds . Kagitcibasi, MHiEK., M) SURGEAFIRLER | SO0 573 X R 7 gt
Fr 7Ry, RS RBEAAR . W5 R ACREEIR T O LB Sl STH AR R R . 55,
SRR ST A AL 5 L E Vst i E ARG . B4, Kahw #1 Edarial -~ POBFSE 8 ACREE R T X
HILE NS A FE A REAF R XImeR U AR U SRR R
AR )T GRS AR S, A AR RGIR I . B i R 7 s S Al S e 5 TEAR
K, MACHHES DT . d T EERINFEIR TGl B se. Hak, JCh#ER ik
T REIE A RN LAY 2 I RORRIER . 2 o) SR SF DR R (M e S A R st sz mie R R
FEAR HACEEH SR I 2T LU A 2 ) L 28 A~ > 28 BRI T Xt ) L2 (8~ ll ™ HE 5

Coleman " 45 1 ACRFHFR AL RBIEAN N T LA T He B S B Y 2R B BRI U, SRR 17X
SLAT R A 1 7 2 A BRI R 20, Dumka " GhmIFSE T A B BFRARRIER AN H 35 O X S H 4R
[T N Z 5 3, AR AR AL RE RN AENS 5 N #3707 30, MiARER I X R A RE I,
[ A B TR AL AR IR RE BTN T AR A T4 o AL, Dekovié ' X ACREBIRB AR T BT i
i FUT 98T L e e AR R BOR AR, TSN B AR HRA T M R A S . A BFSEdE
RO e B o LEE 22~ Sl SO R T XA AR (] i 5o ) LB A 2 lb 5t

LR ARSI A, ACHREORARRIR, JEHGR R A B T IR AR, RIS T
AR AR . SR, FRTE NPT WARIRAAE—E M RBRANSS . G, XA BRI A
FRENEEZ, A RIBES I B T IR RE A R0 R 3 A TP, 1 AE R AR A R
()L AR | ACRER T A ) M E I s . Hak, R ACREER 7 s 248
HTHEIR T AL | ARSI, R AN RIS fwa, EANZH5
JLEESAY A BB RS SRR T sUZ BB SG &, A ACREER A FRALRE MR 7 2 M) 6 RF ST
Do NI, ARSCRARAS 2 2E RO ARISEXT R, SRR SRR AN R J7 SN e, SRS
B oS . RIS, ARBFTER AR S A R P t UI A 5 S, DUBHR m A ACRERY
FORRE S RE MR 4% 1 B9 2All il
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1 Bkt

11 HARMER

WAk [T RE IR DL AL A A A A e A R AR, AR YRR A 3 % il 200 3 IR 2, H ]
FE 100 4y, A%LEE 80 4y WA 50 4y, AR 40 3 ; WIHE 50 £y, AR 48 14y, A% % K
84% ., WHRKI ML 42 1 Flk 2.

T FEEFEMER

Table 1 Currently enrolled student composition

JIfEHLIX el FEAFSL
T 1P L] % & INE o [EhA R
N 80 40 48 85 83 48 59 27 34
HAr 47.6 23.8 28.6 50.6 494 28.6 35.1 16.1 20.2

2 FHEIBMEE

Table 2 The composition of parents of students

PER AERE 20
Ao BRE 30 ~ 394 39 ~ 45 % 45 ~ 56 % /INERUT T KRERUE
N 72 96 43 72 53 30 116 18 4
HorH 429 57.1 25.6 429 315 17.9 69.0 10.7 24

1.2 HHRIEA

121 RABHEFMERER

ARAFGER T B gl 1 SRR 3% . R 46 NI H, W& 3 M EE, ol
2 GRS RERRR  ShESE BLRR IR A IR BRI, o RECH 0.8926. IR HIOTSE, H
ACEESE

122 RBEFHFRER

ABFFER 4 A ET . X R gm il i SRR i k. iR A 60 NI H, B 6 MEE, 7
AR R RE—E . B8 IR D 5%, o FECH 090,
IR B, BACREE R,

1.2.3 ZFEEZWERESITESE

AT 2F A SRS 8 5 ANZR, a5 RIE (20% LLF ) . R (20% ~ 40% ) . HhliE
(40% ~ 60% ) . T LiE (60% ~ 80% ) LhJ L (80% VI L) o =#AEMRYE A C 24l SRS EBER N EL
PR BT

https://doi.org/10.35534/es.0602049 www.sciscanpub.com/journals/es



RRNREBHFVEERNFESF ARSI : BRSPS MER 237

13 HIEMIE
R H SPSS25.0 GEHHHPERT BB TADEAIHT . ZOCES IASHT . B Fe oM .

2 ZRHWH

21 FMRXBHAFRVERBREADRITFEE CHVERER

2.1.1 RBHEFMEREFZEER FHER LR

H 3 AT, SRR AR T 0.001 K FAFAERESE, FLACRE 4k Sk e
B T I A I, fE 23] SR SR R SRR TN b, L T
MifE “ FIFRPREERLAE” h, ACREX T2k MR R s Tk

[J

3 FEMNSXEHFUERNTESN

Table 3 Analysis of variance between student gender and parenting efficacy

AR N Mean Std. Deviation  Std. Error Mean t Sig. ( 2—tailed )
R 54 L 85 3.3668 0.40733 0.04418 6012 0.000
BERGI @ 83 3.7180 0.34637 0.03802 ) :
AR 85 4.0888 0.44668 0.04845
b fﬁw{ # ~3.666 0.000
Bt 5’8 83 43220 0.37383 0.04103
AN 85 3.2579 0.48747 0.05287 "
ﬁﬁz%” i % 2814 0.005
AE i© 83 3.0593 0.42445 0.04659
AR TR 85 3.3992 0.33234 0.03605
SLRBHR % -5.525 0.000
RERR g 83 3.6602 0.27671 0.03037

E: ¥p<0.05, *#p<0.01, *##p<0.001, TFFE,

2.1.2 RBHFHERELDBER EHERILE
4 AT, BESRAG BRI MK 3 B T AR B K P 1 SR RE i L
TS keIt s 2 S T A

4 RS XEHFRMERNTESN

Table 4 Analysis of variance between parental gender and parenting efficacy

FEAE] N Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean t Sig. ( 2—tailed )
mn PR L ¥ 72 4.1124 0.49664 0.05853 a3 0.021
fie S 96 42727 0.35443 0.03617 e )
AR FRAL A 72 3.4687 0.31033 0.03657 008" 0.044
HERk % 96 3.5728 0.34234 0.03494 : )
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2.1.3 REHFHUEBELEFER FHES R

75 AT, 39 ~ 45 B AYACHE A BE R T 30 ~ 39 B M 45 ~ 56 B IAEE, [RRE, 78 <5
AN SCHEALAE” MR I, 39 ~ 45 B ACEEALRRIB R R T 45 ~ 56 X AChE; . AFRIMEEREE” 4R L,
39 ~ 45 B ACHHALREIR B E LT 30 ~ 39 B H145 ~ 56 B CHE,

35 XBFERSXSHFRUERNTESN

Table 5 Analysis of variance between parental age and parenting efficacy

30 ~ 39 % 39 ~ 45 % 45 ~ 56 %

M SD M SD M SD F ZRILE

FEEEAERLAE 34905 0.39146 3.6427 044630 34417  0.36683 4.119" b
H IR e HE 32683 045427 29872 039856 33062 049335  9.587"" a”, b
AR H SR Rk 34652 032553  3.6209  0.36191  3.4534  0.26240 5.168"™ a’, b”

E: aAT30~39%539~45%, bRT39 ~45%5 545 ~56 %,

22 RXBFHFHNEADFTFERE LNERIER

22.1 RXBHFFAEZEEH EHER R

M5 6 T, FEEZFRIMERIT, BRT BT SR BEeE e B RN, HASR A
FHAW AR EES . b, 7 SHRSHEP” R E5RE" Hf 58N UKk “FES5EE"
OUAYEEE I, SRR Z R NI AL T e W6l 5N X —4EE L, AR B #1
TR B B & T

6 ZFHEUMNSXHBHFAXNTES N

Table 6 Analysis of variance between student gender and parenting styles

il N Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean t Sig. ( 2-tailed )
T R A A
o 0 E Mmoo wwm o,
wows 35 m G mm o,
w1 B oo,
wewn DB M 0%

222 RNBEFFNEEZAER LHERLE
Mﬁ7ﬂuﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ“ﬁﬁﬁmﬁ”ﬁ“EEEQE”ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁi%ﬁﬁ%%iiﬁﬁ%ﬁm
misemn, JHEASRERZ AR EES, mE MBESERE” M S5 XmA4EE -,
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B b rp A RS B 451 09 B FE 8 LA R B 8 3 e T b/ N B 1 A TR SR X — 2 |
ACHEXT LN R R BT AR AN AR 2 o T B R A% 1

F7 FEERSIEHEFARNAESH

Table 7 Analysis of variance between student grades and parenting styles

TN wIHh (=L K P y

M SD M SD M SD M SD F ZHEILR
M5 32083 0.47393 3.1644 0.56409 3.5704 0.65033 3.5618 0.37901 6.970°" b*, ", A7, e
I ERIE 3.6625 0.42105 3.8119 0.42834 3.9000 0.54983 3.9441 0.47174 2.999° b,
ST S0 3.7125 0.39873 3.8492 0.41121 3.9741 0.58939 4.0353 0.54042 3.706 b,
-
o

ok
C
ok

o

@
%
*

4 5345 4.3646 0.36173 4.0678 0.56856 4.1852 0.62984 4.4029 0.39657 4.706™

ZIREEH 38813 26228 4.0085 0.41948 4.2704 0.49288 4.4176 0.32143 16529  b™, ™, 47, ™

2 RR0FEE, bRFIEEHY, chFIEERE, dAFIEEH Y, e AR FERE.

223 RBHFHAFELBER LRER KR

8 AL, fE MRS R R4S AR b, BRI AR TR, R
PR R AR TR RS XA L ORI R E R TR, MR T
ORI 5 5 T3

78 XNEMHNSXHBHFARNNTES T

Table 8 Analysis of variance between parental gender and parenting style

FEM N Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean ' Sig. (2-tailed )
TR R R
e
maswe G2 ST e om
I T R v v R

2.3 REFFHFVEERSREHAFHINKRDN

HIZ2 O AT, “SCRFBORARRIRY” 5 ACREER Iy A 4R BE 2 [ AFAE B AR, Rl P S i)
ORI BTN, R B, ] SAE SRR By i S o
EWFEOMIN, HHARMES AR R FIEMR; MR 5 MRS RE" NS
Ji” iR RN LU “FEIR SR Hor )y AU A IEARSG T IRIREERAE” LB ST
BERE" M “ZREEE" RRFOMK.
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-+ 340 +
# 9 RBEFHERSXBHFFRNEXSH
Table 9 Correlation analysis between parenting efficacy and parenting styles
23] 55 A 15 S R rn SR NARE H 3R MR EERLRE ACBFH SRR
Lz SAE 0.240™ 0.059 -0.430"" 0.327°"
LIRS e N -0.214" -0.148 0.071 -0.187"
MmEERE 0.229" 0.402" -0.190" 0.357"
TET] 58U 0.288™ 0.309™ -0.063 0.282"
FE4n S 0.325™ 0.550" -0.019 0.3817"
R 0.454™ 0.387" -0.302"" 0.497""

24 REHFWEERE. REBYRLINSFZERWRAHRADH

I TO MR LAl “SCREEORABEIR ST Sl it 76 0.001 /K- B R IEAR DG . Hod, 2
A SR SCRALAE” A SIS KAE” SRS W IEARSG M MRS RET NS R
53" B EE” ZIUMHGTAE EllS W WA ARG, MEM RSN o
gt 5w M.

F 10 XEHFVERSFEFURSGHIBEXIH

Table 10 Correlation analysis between parenting efficacy and student academic performance

272 5 A G ST e PSR RE H IR EERLRE SRR BRI
=A% 0.374™ 0.517" 0.037 0.3617"

F 11 XBFEFAXEFEZWRENEXIT

Table 11  Correlation analysis between parenting styles and student academic performance

MRS EETIES) e N MFESRE FET 55 i R 5440 IR
=% 0.145 -0.210" 0.247" 0.360"" 0.457" 0.439™

2.5 RBFFHIERBHAFUEERX SFES WPV TMER

AHFFER TR RS AL T A P AN R IR FR) Y , RS R C R T =20 A5, AR SR A Rl
ZEEY (ml) | EHSHEA (m2) | HESRE (m3) | BISE0E (md) | L S5HD (m5) L
LB 5T (m6) MEERT A CHORAER (x) AE A gl st (y) ZIaBgh 2. i ek
(2004) " SEASE MR AR X R R MO AR Y, WM O TR T2, T
AT AR R EAL S O, PR R — IO A B A R . AR B AR AT AP RN T

b, RS RFEGRARIE (x) FEA2AS (y) M RE c Je i

B, ISR ACREEORAERY (x) ISR RS (ml) | W SN (m2) | S R
E (m3) | FET S (md) | B4 5898 (mS) MZEFSEE (m6) BN RIARE 2 5 BE,

0k, BB SREIRAARE (1) | SRR A LR RIS SRS (y) B R b A ¢
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AR,

M 12T AL, B, CACREHIRALRR IR X CqE AR RS A BUAE (B =0.341,
p<0.001, Blci) . H A, “UHRHFHRMEER" Bxthim HESHEHP MBS R
F7OESTSREY R4 Sy UK CERS5EET AEER (8=0243, B=0307, B=0277,
B=0.325, B=0.508; p<0.001, BIEAIZMM ats) , i “SCHHFERAE" Xt “Pehl 5" #t
FREETMER, B a RN, =, hi2se M SRE" E S DI “fd 584y
b SR RS A B (8 =-0.195, £=0258, £=0.270; p<0.05, HIEATZIARY b3 ) , Wi “Hl
BEHEGT PHIGHO DR CEREWE A Al RSy WA TIER, B bARBE. [,
FEMARN ARG,  “CHFHIRER" 5 A2l Z IR ot .

F 12 RXBFEFARXWHNRERRELE
Table 12 Sequential testing of the mediating effect of parenting styles

K e o E=
(FH ) BF (RMa) (ZHe)
Fllst HRESEY ERSR mES5RE ENSE EL5Ey BZR59E g
il AR
#ZFHE 0.155 0.585™" -0.239 0.207 0.257 0.190 0.201 0.136
ETAER 0.112 0.492" 0.193" 0.301" 0.444™ -0.034 0.487" 0.069
FEAER 0.064 0.054 -0.297 0.423" -0.231 0.215 -0.105 0.169
FRAFM 0.078 -0.308"" -0.151 -0.134 -0.350™" 0.038 -0.137 0.101
A A
HIRREERE 03417 0.243™ -0.104 0.307" 0277 0.325™ 0.508™ 0.193
AR
HE 5 -0.168
= S5 -0.022
MR -0.195°
TEST 5 3Uih 0.258"
4 5440 0.270"
IR 5 0.171
R 0.402 0.548 0.323 0.484 0.482 0.407 0.652 0.576
R 0.162 0.300 0.104 0.234 0.232 0.166 0.425 0.332
F 6.248"" 13.895™ 3.767" 9.914™ 9.803" 6.442" 23.940 7.050""

PRI B B P SRR IR T R AT A, 2 a R D B A — AR BN, XA RET Sobel K,
DA A O R AR . DRI, ARBFSE A0 5ixT RIS 9 S Dk “EE S EE”
HEAT T Sobel K3, 15FK Z 43 HE -1.69 (p>0.05) . 0.25 (p>0.05) F1-1.7997 (p>0.05) , HTHF
5 Z E¥RRE, WRIH A S5HEP” “EHSHE DKk “FEESEE” fECRBIRARREE A
P RS PAGEETAEM . T R SR ETSMET UK R4S H3Er a. by
B3, He Wi, WMULHENTEC RSB MR A 2 S PAEER TR A VER, BARB R A1k
FHMW 2 13,
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=13 XBHEFAXZLEEFMERNSE

Table 13 Decomposition of the mediating effects of various dimensions of parenting styles

N A (arh) BRI ¢ PPN 1 KON
x—m3—y 0.060 0.341 17.56%
x—md—y 0.071 0.341 20.96%
x—mdS—y 0.088 0.341 25.73%

i 13 ﬂ’ﬁl AR RET MR I A SR BRGNSl S R A R A R o B
RN 17.56%, “FEST-S5A0" AR T SRR RN 2 A S lb L 9 R A RO A
49 20.96%, “HEL SN B EIR I RAEACHE BORRRRIE AN 2 A A lb S S Hh A A 8RO A R Y
25.73%,

gi L, SRR I A RO RN = A el St P B R A TR LRI A 1 380

MEESRE
0.307
0.193"
% WAER
)Ll%(?%xﬁﬁb & 0277
S )
0.325™

TR 5510

1 XBHEFAXHNMMERE

Figure 1 The mediating effect of parenting styles
3 +
3 Wi

3.1 WNREHFHEERRIVEIMRARD

AWFTERM, AR SCRHN A AC BRI AR B A BRI A 8 ORI

SCEEXS L BRI EIR AR R T B % X SRR R BT E RAR L, A A REXT L A
WHIMBE R E R THZ 7 o X 2R RE N TR 7 MR M G B LR S )
ZESITEL ACRETEAR KRR A BE T PRI GAT B AR, A 123l i 27 Te S Wnidh . A AE
IR LA AT L™ a1k B MG AT L SCRCAT A 2 S A AR B

HITACTE L BERA A RIS 2257, BUTTE “HURABEIR WA e B35 5, HLRERIY “HOR AR
BFERTOR, KW SRR BIRERAEN . I5EE L, TERA, h TACERER M RI7EAMT T,
MR T EERFENATE SO S 5B E T EEE b R, th T E &gt 5
B wENT BN, RSO AER T, MR AR R 2B F THUE. NI,
HITACE . BERNEZ T HE NS S ERAEAR, ATHESESCRXUT R BIRARERY " 4 T 25+
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TESCHRHAFIRYEIE 1, 39 ~ 45 BRI BOIR R BRI 3 s THA AR R Ben At . JRA T B, AhY
SRR — AN, KREBURVI P SUEFREE, 1145 ~ 56 4 B SR EAIG,  JeA SR/ SO e
o Wik, 45 ~ 56 FRSCREM TR, AfR0BEE, MRS THREYERR . IR, 2
SN BEMAR, Iz T, 30 ~ 39 2 AR ESR, ZH0EW M A AEE,
= HIRAE, FRX MEREIACRRZBOMETT T, oS 5IEAR, NI ESRAGE R AR, 1M
39 ~ 45 FHSCERIEAN TAHARRHY, TGS RN TR RA A —E LS, IR RE R -

3.2 WNREHFHIIZIMERDHT

AWIFERW], AV SRR SCRHERIN ARG S WE AR

WA L B ESR T X B F LT B, N a et E, a9y, HE, BEaw
JREA, WA BB LB R R4, HERMEER . MBI XSGRl Y F
T EMRTTELCRAR L AN TRPFRRIAC R ESr TR B R R R, NG 2
PREG B 7 ACHE A1 It e AN B, 1717 575 2 0 BT 22 b sz ) A 2 4™ D A1 A RS 2 ) i 88 i iR |
TSI XA ZE SR RE 4% . a6 2 5 S 0 o

AT R, BEEZTAFRAIE R, SR T R8I AN e A s o o i, REAESE . X
SEEE T WITACRAREL, RTIRE RS AR R, SR T IR AR Pk
I VAR okt o n UL, P ARIREOR, ARGOER , SCRINEOR T N i M,
B EMTER . WA, F2CEMF R T/ HE ] DRI “IT5” MEHE T, HEEH %
TR, 75" SAHEES.

ARSI A AR B 2 5, BRI TR E | HRAAMBE T AR %1 2
BB, AR ZO A% . XS BEETERINIFEA AL, AR R E R SUR B . fE IR TS
ORI A B BE R TR XaTRERE NP E— A TN MERNE, ORI
FEDT, MRER OB S A . [N, RESEARRS TACR A ) Fh RO M B . MR i T2 55
BrmEERESh, ST LRGN, IRk = Bar g, o Ao Ehn i sop 5.

3.3 WRNREHAVEERSHAHIIKRDN

SR HIRBEIR S RO B EMC, I HAER B st Ht A B #0577 K

o) BTG SCRRE” SR AR SCRER R B T S A | 38 R BN PRIBL I 11 25 THT Y E
IEe ATERB ) A SRE” SRR 2R 2 B E IEASE, RIACREXTHRR )
Frep il | S B EHETR RS OBOR, HBOR T BB R R, o] BRI SCRpRE” 5 1%
TSN BRFEGARSE, RIACREXZ T 27 I FAE TR G, %7 BOF i AV 2 B0k ™A%

“ETEFRRE” R AR RTINS A A RE IS S TEARNITE T, ACRERY RS
AKRE” Mo, ORISR gt i i R WA g, ET o X T E TR ER R,
SCHE— AN 2R T ] OB D7 A T, TS 22 AR VR B i . R4z 4073

“HFRMPBELAE” AR [ CRER AL B T RSHERE S PTERW, SRR A 3R
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BEkAE” SHEGR M Z AR ARG, RIACEHBIAEE A CRYRES), B 5 R I AT B LB Y 2L
[E

3.4 RANRBHFHEERABFHINFES WA SGHIFIN

AR FSRMEEIR ST RS R IEASE, ACRERY “sf ] SAERE SCRRE” R A ESR
JEARE” T T KRR, T Bl ST, X R W AR R HOR AR IR BE NS R % TRl
W&t XS ERARL Giallo & Kienhuis $51, 7ELLAAILEE T AN B AT, SRR
FORRBEIRGB R, AL/ NG S5 R 5 MACRE G O R TaxX— #6400, 4 JLAYIE R AE I A
K IE . WatE, SCRRIEIRARERG R, SO AR A A, TN 20E e B S A4 T
ORI FRE, X ) AT SR i g, AT B (et 1 4% 19 all it

TEACEEEFR )T, ACRERIU B 7= “RE . b, #2490, B, a0l lSis
MRV R T AT DL B R T 00l st , X5 SCHRES R — 2. T Mprsessil,
ACRESER T AT IR . BRARARR B 5 i RS R A IR ARG, MIACREAERT T | A
PP 5 4% 72l G 5 3 R G

3.5 RNRBHFHINPMERBIDHT SN

AT AR S BT 8 R R, ACBE MR S RE" “ET S R 5T 1B
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The Impact of Parenting Efficacy of Rural Parents on Student
Academic Achievement: The Mediating Role of Parenting Styles

Xu Ying

College of Education, Hubei Business College, Wuhan

Abstract: To explore the impact of parenting efficacy and parenting styles on academic achievement of
students, this article studies 168 rural parents and children from Henan, Hunan, and Hubei using the
questionnaire survey method. The results show that rural parents have a good sense of parenting efficacy
and parenting style in general, but there are significant differences in child gender, child grade, parental
gender, and parental age. A significant correlation between the parenting efficacy, parenting style, and
academic achievement of students is observed. The parenting styles of rural parents, such as “dictatorship
and democracy”, “punishment and motivation”, and “rejection and acceptance”, can serve as partial
mediating variables between parental parenting efficacy and academic achievement of students, and
effectively predict academic achievement of students.

Key words: Rural parents; Parenting efficacy; Parenting styles; Academic achievement; Mediation role

https://doi.org/10.35534/es.0602049 Www.sciscanpub.com/journals/es



