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SR ACEE w58 JLE A6 5 2 (CPIC) . AL HE K R L2 K (SIS Scale), MABFRL: [ 4 (DEQ)MHt 28
LI BRI 481 FmhAr, BERT AN AL vl 5 (AN DA I 28 A 2 IR AE S S ph 28 K F- 5 75 4R
AR AN Z A R A E . S5 RERM . (1) X A BE w28 BN 0 PTA A8 FLRA 9 AL B v 28 /K7
5P Ak R R0 RS A R R AR ) Z (B 58 TP E R, SCRRAEIITAR BRIS o ()T DA AEACBE w2 G B i
7 2 AN SR A LN ) AL B i 58 7K 7 5 HA L A8 A R R AR 2Z [ i 58 e P A E T, SCRRIR 404 2 S . (3)
TEAE A D HIVTAS BIS F R 2 28 42 B AT 2 1 1) 38 5 AR B Sty DDA I VTA B17 2 AR 2 JEH A A
IR EAG BRGNS B w9 7K V- 38 4 FLOA N PEAG 52 ) ARS8 AN Rk, e 2 sg i Hoak s £

JEFHMAR
A, NIl RS AL kIR
B844

1 [l

AL BE 5% g2 ¢ 2E 2 [A] PR 3 AN — B HiA
J PR 7 A ) 3 T e R B AR T AT o o B S5
A BN, 5 MR E TR, ARk
g £ 1) % - 38 N 0] 8K 22 (Booth &  Amato,
2001; Harold, Shelton, Goeke-Morey, & Cummings,
2004). M 20 fit2g 90 AR, 7T FRHL M (process-
oriented)WF 5T I BK BN T, W5 H HF4f 1T A BRnh 28
SO LA S AT AR 3E I [0 ) N AL, JFAH 4k
FHE T A2 B S . AN -1 58 B8 (Grych &
Fincham, 1990) fil {f 4% % 4= J& P i (Davies &
Cummings, 1994), i1 THIARFIHE A A2 8 & ACRE w8
S H B H DA MW RPN R R (Grych,
Fincham, Jouriles, & McDonald, 2000; Grych &
Fincham, 2001), XA 5% 78 56 1k 348 i 09 B filt b
SRS X AN BRI, DL 58 5 b A R A B rh 5
M 5 /DA A T i ) PN TR S
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1.1 B SIE IT IA FN T AE 2 M0 3% F 1& R (8] &%
FRAE DU -1 BEFE, X A B w5 A U PR A
(cognitive appraisal)Hh i S ) i 58X 7% - 1) 52 i A
B PPAL R AZ BIACRE vh SRR SO L R AR
DB 045 ) LA R AR 5% R 26 (Lb an i 46 U Ry s ey, mf
VL4391 9% i T (primary processing) Fll — 2 in T.
(secondary processing) i ~Br Bt . W1 T34k 4L
Bl G 10 UM A FROCER M, g0 TP o
KA IR R DL B F B 0 X A RE o PRI BIE TR 5 T,
Grych, Seid F1 Fincham (1992)% 42 £ w2 JL 7 A1
. & 7% (Children's Perception of Interparental
Conflict Scale), MA MR SR . N . IR
B USRI R B T4 22 R IR L ZEIR Y A
BEppge, WHoR & R iz THAE S-S RS, &
B 5 (perception of threat)Fl H 5t (self-blame)
AN DHTPEAS PR 3R 02 A0 B 1 28 52 i) 2% 14 Ak [n]
A9+ 428 & (Grych & Fincham, 1993; Grych, et al.,
2000) g 0 S B0 A RE ph SR X H B Y
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BMRREE, A SR AR P R A A T A
Smisis o,

JLEE R ACEE vl € 0 UMM RR BE . XSS BEph o€ i
U DAL A2 55 e 3 7 o) ) LB R 2R AR P g /K
R, LB A DT 5 T A (B U v
TR (Grych & Fincham, 1990, 1993; Grych
et al., 1992), E4MIF5T(Siffert & Schwarz, 2011;
Shelton & Harold, 2008)5 [E I 5T (HE N, 2005;
Wb, Jribe s, AR, ZEL4E, 2007)8 RN
HIPEAR KR AE AL BE i 28 5 75 /A 3 Ak 1) 3 22 [ 1)
P AE T o T IROR R R T T Y AC B S —
WA 22 Ja S LE NI PEAS, PTAS 235 | e JL 38 1
(RIS, P LAAS B 58 4 WA PP Ak 7 A B vl og 5 95 D
A 1Y AR I )R Y 52 4 TR AR .
1.2 REHEBIISFEANRREZMIZTFIER 58
MY 15 4 % 4 P2 (emotional security theory,
EST), A H:h R SBULE BRI H R ATE, I
TEBNACEE I XT B B AN A g, AT i
T ATT 3 AN B ) XU 5 17 4 A 42 42 SR (T SC
5 245 AN 22 8O FEACRE vl 98 5 %3 1 2 TR A A
H(Davies & Cummings, 1994; Fosco & Grych, 2008;
Davies & Woitach, 2008), W58, JLEXF A HEE
F R Z N 45 2 4 IR 8 T LA ke T BB H B A0
H ] 81 (Cummings, Schermerhorn, Davies, Goeke-
Morey, & Cummings, 2006; Harold et al., 2004),
TEACRE PSR h, LB I IE 45 2 AR BLAE
= G, 1E 4 N PR i (greater emotional
reactivity), JLE YRR | 45 RV v S TH IS 245 19
M FE K Y- | iR EE IR SR [R] b, IE 4 T ) R
Hok, o FEPRATAC Bk v o8 B R AE B 5 AT R EE,
MIAT AR, Le Y | R S B B AT RN
5, BUACEEMIEXT B B R EE 24 1Y B SO BTH
W14 N BB 4 4E (Davies & Cummings, 1994, 1998).
MR 28 & IR E, DT H dmihil S BE R R %
4> J&% 1 # (Security in the Interparental Subsystem
Scale, SIS Scale), ] f JL 2 7EAC B} S A% 458 o ) 1
25 N Ji%(Davies, Forman, Rasi, & Stevens, 2002),
R E KM, HHENLRAEC R T E S ILEN
b Ia] 8 Z 8] & 4 /E A (Davies & Cummings,
1998). IRt iR, 1E% AN LRRIE 9~18 A4~
P A B i 58 /K AV 5 T AF I A 3 1 [ R 2 () A
1 /-4 FI (Cummings et al., 2006), B NIFFEH B IR
R 35 TN HIPEAS FEAC Bk ph o8 5 75 A 4E 4k Il 2
[ AR, E B 5 581 25 AN L SR AE AL B o

GG ANAGE B[] 82 (Rl A AR . AR SR,
WA X % WA 42 4 80 A g i 1 A B i g —
AN 25 | LIS W [ R, 5 45 AN IBRAE AL R v R 5
AR N AR TR] R 2 (] Y A 58 4 TR AR

1.3 \HM-BERELMBEEREBRERNES

WA T8 0, FEMERESCRE w2 52 e ) L 28 3 1 1)
R BB AL B, D015 55 B 5 1 2 i 4 B
16 B B AME (Siffert & Schwarz, 2011), BESRPIA™
PSR BT SRy, X UL AN PPAL RIS 25 N4
JE ) SR AC ) 98 5 ) L B A N B9 B A IR,
BB 224 [l i 25 BN AN 25 P R AEACRE g 5 L
G N Z ] AR B, XA H A P 3R SO ] G
E

R4 IS, JLEEXS SCRE vl 58 A I PEAd —
e A HE BB ANV L TR X KRB SR = AN B A
(Grych & Fincham, 1993; Grych et al., 2000), {4
S5 AN B BRI AR 26 SN M (B3 T WIS 6 e
EHGE LS P ) - AT R Gk, A
DAY AT R A 58 J SR 00 AR R A (AR X o 98 &
HE T AR SR O FR R LA B B B 52 ) 114) 14 B i
)=~ J5 i (Davies, Forman, Rasi, & Stevens, 2002;
Mann & Gilliom, 2004), I, 340 Hr A mEAG
SIEEALIERAM R E R Z R CR, ol DR RIA
VAL S AN LR R

B, BRI RS S g AN R, LB E)
ACHE M SE B UM PR BRI £ 1 i i K Y-
fm, B S rA ARy . BME AR ORI ST O
S5 JLFEIEANRY BN A 1T BE S AT IRk ACBE R e,
i AR IR AT R (EE Anma iy ) AR AT 25 AN 228
JLEE X AR wh 5 1 B 0 B AR 0 kg, At % Rk A
B 5C FR ARG ] B Bl R AE M AR, BRRT R R E A
BEWPSEXT R BE N H B2 fm i E .

HIR, ATTRMIEE AN L, R ILERACEE
WRMERETAC, HESBULIT= AN, &
PR HAG 25, A Tedg o, JLEER B ARk
P S B S LA AH R 5, (AT AT BB A A S BE
oE, TR TE MG <IN (spillover)
FATE b, InRAAT RS 26 R

e, X ACRE B Y L 1 0] B X A B i
5, ReE T ARG fR vhos, B BRI Y A
BT R, IIMTTEHE AN AN E RS, N
Xt 23 RE 25 1 L ZE AHC ACRE PR X ACRE O R BE T
O BRI A T 7 A 3 v I 4 AN IR

A7 15 B T 45 2 4 IR 43 0 3 R A
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46 45

IR 2R AE 45  R AR AR vp e 5 LB 3 N 2 (8] A9
FAYER . Lazarus (1984)38 4, IANFIBPEM 1 455
AR OCERE  AR R EE - 2T S, MRS A
e A AT A RN . B, 7EACBE 5 fE
B, /AR X ACBE vh € N HPTAl 52 e I 2
NG EAKF- o BT, DA X AR b € 1
Jofp o0 v R, TR, N R AR R R AIG, HH
WG g, RIMIT AW E, XSACEERM
FEAE A BT A

FE TN -1 B B FIE 28 4% 2 e, At
FEHE IO N VPAL I 25 AN 22 JE 35 ek 37 b E AL B
o 55 AR AR R L Z AR 58 2 T A ER . %R
FAHPEA S R AT RS B L R 4 & IR AR S,
PR BRSP4 T B 1 B B AR S o A s 4],
ACBE g KB SE A 3L EE W AR D PEAS S R
WAL I B S BG4 AN 2R, mAEmEDENNL
[R] 5
1.4 RigiEH 5EEME

L LR, AWEFAE SN HPPAL FUE 25 A %
JAEAC B 58 5 /D AE AR TR B Z () A R FH o AC Bk
95 T /DA AR RS Mb ) AR AILTRIAS [R] - DA
VARTEAC B v 52 5 AL IR R Z [l AR, TS
Ah Ak Ta) B JG €& (Grych et al., 2000; Stocker,
Richmond, Low, Alexander, & Elias, 2003; i ¥,
2005). R, AHFE H 5 52 ACRE v 5 75 D AE Ak
(B R S o At 28 AR PR RTINAR 2 5 AR PR R K
BRI AL (Porter & O'Leary, 1980; Grych
& Fincham, 2001; Grych et al., 2000), K55 HE H
2 B AL BE h 5 AT 38 3 DA HTP A RO 25 i B
Mol 5 AR AR AIA S AR08 . BT UL B4 AT, 42N
U3

Hy: ACRE K- TE ) FEI 7 A0 4F % AR ¢
FIRFIPEAS; Hy: ACEEMIEEIK P IE [ S0 5 2 4 7R
B GAE B T AL Hy: H X AR
9 A DA T ) 000 AP AR A4t A FE &, Hy:
T D AR AR ACRE vh 98 B8 T IR 28 AN 22 JREAE ) T
JAMAR AN A AL 8, Hs: AR SE/KFE AT LI A
HIPEAR 1 58 4 A AE 93 301 5% Wi 20 AR AR Rl AL
AETE; He: ACHBEMGEIKE 1] LUIE 2 1% 25 AN 22 Sk )
564 th A AR 43 ] 52 e 5 /0 AR SRR RN A 52 4R
Hy : SCH): i 58 388 32 AR VRS2 Ml A R VP47 TS 28 AN 22 JK,
I LS D AR NAR AL SS £R &

R 53 0 25 BN NPTk DA 25 S 2 I T A AR
HH, HETE Hy o Hy F Hs, AEEHE My (LA 1);

ETFBIE Hy. Hy Ml He, MR M, (LKE 2);
() B} 25 BN N PPAL RV 25 AN 2 IR, 28 TR
H,. H, Ml Hy, FEERR M; (WLIE 3), g 56 e
AL My, PR S0 IA RS FE ACBE 50K SF- R 2
AE AR 2 B AR A SR TR M,
% B W5 AN A BAE AR w98 5 D AR YAk IR
BB AR A IR UERE R M, [R5 2N A
VAL R 26 AL AER, DL EGAIEAL X 1%
LA, DT 22X 2 G DA 0 - B e A
% 4 42 A BB, DA S 47 b A g AR i 58 5% 1l 7
A N A ] PRI

BT M AR SEN T A AR AL R A IPAG Y
PR

B2 My SCREmP SN T /D AF PN A [R)
f A1

1 25 AN 2 I

K3 M3: ACRERP SRR AR AR TR DA JREAL A
LA LR AR

2 W5k

21 #ik

SR FH 5 (58 ibRE 30 DA RS 11T 7 T 2 7 v o Al R
i, LR 500 44 P AR ml G R A, WA LR
B 481 1y, HRCEIK 96.2%., Hid, m—24E 241
F(BH 130 %4, L 111 £4), &2 240 4(H
144 24, 96 2. BRI AR ORI B A AR T
31K, 2 1=1.80, p=0.198.
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22 MiRIA

R EihzE)LE T 2 3K (Children's Perception
of Interparental Conflict Scale, CPIC), J5it&[]%:
i Grych % A(1992)%wil, 3t 49 8, G4 oM
MR EE . PR . PR R A
(perceived threat) . I Xf 44 /& (coping efficacy). F
TTE 9 M. AMENFFEE (Grych et al., 2000)—
FERT A 7 (B SR A | v 5 S EE I i S AN i
P AR A A B v 28§ AIE 5 3% (Conflict Properties
Scale), & JL 3 B A B vh 28 7K S 8 g 0
A H 5T AE b B W - B 5T - & % (Threat and
Self-Blame scale), il & JL 2 %5 A B o 58 A9 I\ AT
i, BBk, RN PPN B AR, RO B N A E
TR, X I ER R A CPIC i
2, HHEARKXS . hRAFE R H E
BENAT N J2 T8 S WA BE v 5E 1 BB K- (1 an, <3k
R BB, AR K SAR K, ),
T v 55 B¢ 43 i 3 32 B S L EE X AC Bk o
G 1) = LA B R B L (81 4n - <A R 4 i i R 1)
M7, <ACBEPRE— O IR T R Y) o NERTRLRE AR
B FINFPEAL B4, (A LAERR G K B 5 b
W A H B3 IEAS REAR 4 2R 5 7E [ — A PR Al K
|(Grych, Seid, & Fincham, 1992), A AAHFFE %
EEE 2 SR i AN N bt e UL S (1o s 1)1
= s = (1 G = 1 6 et . e
19 8 FEAAEWARE T, 311 B YR 4
RITA (=G, 4=1555K). XS 5 4
AT UEPE R 40T, BLAHEPRaNR . /df =
3.53, NNFI = 0.91, CFI = 0.92, GFI = 0.84, RMSEA
= 0.073, SEMEF P70 12K AT Cronbach REX o 43
51k 0.89 1 0.73,

X XAEREBHKE K (Security in the
Interparental Subsystem Scale, SIS Scale), 545
F i Davies 45 A(2002)% i, £45 1% 445 SN P (51
HWELE) . AT AR BA L BbkE, @M RE
FAE . WA G BE AL TN & M R RAESE 7 A
Fo X 7 AN XFRAE 25 AN 2R = AT T4
SV S A B w98 S BOE D AR TH AR 4 AT
PV A N RNk S B ACR): vh € S BULE A E Y
NEXTAT R R G BERAE . MR SR RAE &
JE 1 R E FAE 2 W LB X i 28 J5 SR B AR R AE . 3
37 8, R 4 S (=R AR, =155, A
JE AR S VAT A E R 208, BLAHEPRANT : df
— 3.54, NNFI = 0.85, CFI = 0.87, GFI = 0.80, RMSEA

=0.073, I FATRRIE . [l A =17
KT 03 WEHAE 34, KX =K AR
YRR S5 T X = AN F2Z Fr LA sk = 734008, T
RE 1 T E TR FE A 22 AT S J25 10 S WL 26 AN 22 gk,
PRI 25 &) 32 e e T B2 e, S Anfes 28 5O g 1 R 3
AR B 52 E PE & o 45 A LLTE BF 55 (Davies &
Cummings, 1998), AAFFEELLIEMIE 269 &, N
ACREG BT TR EIE L) . MR RAR (4 R, a0
AL BEGER I, R A G KE 1 R R BB L) A £ E
PRI B, ARl kA v R E, RILOAMBATS
T TR AN S e D AR TR ACBE rh S Y 1
AN, P PR SRAE RN & JE P RAE 5 TF I
WRAELERE, T W2 B A Bk v 2% FH B DL
FE SEAR R SR o S0 i AR 17 46 I AR R AE PR
AN4ERE Cronbach R % a 43517k 0.77 F1 0.73,

0 BB 1K 3§ [ % (Depressive Experience
Questionnaire, DEQ). Jitfi[n]4: i Blatt & H[H] 5
i, J5 i Welkowitz, Lish 1 Bond (1985){&17 3
fRiAb R 43 8, ELHG N B (B A ISR, TRk
Ry HIRMIECRE H A A S A ANKE)
FA RO (FRAE 32 IR B PIR ) = A ie R, o
BIGLEE 20 B, 15 BEUR 8 B, SRA 7 ASHar(1=5E 4
ArrE I, 7=2 2575 FK). Mongrain (1993)7E% 48
KA H R SMABR SR B Hik#: DEQ AR
YRS, TTREH T = AP ASBEAR 47 Ho X b 5 2%
AR ABF ot HFH AT 2R, X P 4ERE I A
TR X I AR A PR R L AR S AR . N B PR - iz A
JRAK B AU HI AR (anaclitic depression) Y4 AL, BIEH
B35t T Rk BEARA A T E FRA PEAA S P S5 AL
fil(introjective depression)HJ%E &, BIXT H & 4% 2
K, WA O AN IR, Rk BB, REET
AU BE AT UE ST, AT AR AR TR o df =
2.85, NNFI =0.91, CFI = 0.91, GFI = 0.84, RMSEA
= 0.062 . S I N BR A A AT 3 3R AL T 4E R A9
Cronbach %L a 43524 0.79 F1 0.82,

#HRXEE S EFK. Fenigstein, Scheier 1 Buss
(1975) 4l ) A Fe BN B RAHE =4 . NTEA
TR, AR AREHRAHASEE, ATt
AR, AdE 6 DIH @I, YA PF R
REFNFEIE™), R 5 R (O0=IEH ARG 3L, 4 =1
HATEIR) o ML LERE AT L 90 E, A5 FE b an
T Xz/a’f: 1.64, NNFI =0.98, CFI =0.99, GFI =0.99,
RMSEA = 0.037 . A #JF 58 # 52 £ 18 70 & R 1)
Cronbach Z%{ a 4 0.72,
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23 BEFREENE

DIFRG Ay B, F 9 44 AR 5 A 4 48— ) 4
R, F8 T R AE A B S AE B
P, SR JH SPSS 17.0 F1 LISREL 8.80 J:#r%idi, #|
FHEE ¥ 7 FEAE R GG GF 15 5 BRI o

3 ZER 55T

31 AMREBLE=EHIEXSH

FEAF R Z A AT R (LR 1): (DK
B 5 KOV 58 DA € TR VEAR | B AN
S IMAB LA Bt A £ IR B W EA DG, (2)F MR
XFALBE W5 (N PPAL 5 FLAE 25 AN 2 Jk . AR LA
FEACFE IR IS5 1 3 TEAH DG . (3)H D AE I 45 A 22 %
5 HAAR AR A A R Y B S IR G . AR 2 H] Y
AH AR 5 B AR AR i AR i o R AU — 3K, &S
SE R AT
32 #HEFZREHRR

AW R PR O R e L W 5 ik R 25 . (1)
AV AR B AR AR AR A o DR AR A 1 T A
AT REME 70 (Harris & Mossholder, 1996), £
SRR, PN PRI AR 22 (/df = 60.21,
NNFI = 0.31, CFI = 0.45, GFI = 0.53, RMSEA =
0.35) 0 ()X A5 F A1 A%t J AR FRAE B 1) A
FRERI AT ARG B, 25 R s o AR L A e (o
=59.23, df = 26, CFI = 0.99, GFI = 0.98, RMSEA =
0.05). 454, KA —INEEH LR, JBaroR,
2004; RELLAEL, skE, WHEH, ABEH, FMCUT, 2012)
KM AT iE 15 /S PR, A 15 bR AT
(*=129.71, df = 17, GFI = 0.99, CFI = 0.99, RMSEA
= 0.04), FLHF RS FEIAIR LRSS SRR, )
R 7 B kA . AR (4df = 9, Ay’ = 29.52,
p<0.01), H Ay SZFIFEAR KNG R G5, I
BERY B ATy 5 225 B A 48 b 14 28 b Gl g
BEAZR, DATRRMAKE, 2004), 7T LI F), CF1, GFI FiI
RMSEA HijJq e B ¥ AT 0.01, XUtBnA

L[ Ty e, BEIRLG EEIERAS B 2 s
(= E, Jesrsg, 2008; 240, v 3cke, #i-t i,
2012), ZiA VA BRI 7 s B 5 SR T LA, W]
U5 7 22 [ AT X AR 5 3 B ™ B 5
3.3 1RE M;-M; BYIEE T 2

S5 b 5 PR AT TR 0 UE B SR S A 0 T A 2R 48
GE, AL E RS HKZ, A OZEX I
H#EATT 4, LA/ BEAL R 2 (R4, BB, 2011),
AW AR R R F A I3 B BEAE TR s .
IS SUIEAY OB S 71| P S E RU LS TR SR LI (125 3 N RULEN
54 85 2% PR B 30T H SRS B AN PEAR 235 2k ]
BN A E B R R I H AR AR, A
AR AR S 45 FITH A R AE A HE A5, AT 2 TR
TELE R I H YME, 55 S B R AR
FAEFAS P B350 H XA, SR 53 5% TN BR ARt
1 E FRAPE R I H YEAE bR AR B LI H
BIE N —4845

B, KRN HITEAS 7E AT vhog 5 i AR AR
DL At A2 fE 18 Z [ 1 58 At AR T (BEAY M) o T
RIS BN T« x¥/df = 2.205, NNFI = 0.98,
CFI = 0.99, GFI = 0.98, RMSEA = 0.050,, 7l £
RIPLA B FEat X R ARG B0 25 AN R - o/df
= 5.40, NNFI = 0.91, CFI = 0.94, GFI = 0.95,
RMSEA = 0.096, B K, ’/df Fi KT 5, RMSEA
KT0.08, H/NT 0.1, HEdabs REF, ¥KT0.90,
K TG AR A TEHEAE (R0 BB N (2N 2%, TR RS, K
T, 2004), AL M1 FULATR G0 E 409 2 (R HEfL %
AR LI 4 FFR).

LUK, K 5017 45 AN 22 JRAE AL R i 98 5 5 AR
AB LA St 22 £ i 22 (R A9 Fh A A T (18580 M) o 0] 458
I E T BANR « y*/df = 2.43, NNFI=0.98, CFI =
0.99, GFI = 0.98, RMSEA = 0.054, 7& il & A1) &
RLAFSERN 1 AR A IS5 R AN R« o%/df = 4.98,
NNFI = 0.94, CFI = 0.96, GFI = 0.96, RMSEA =
0.091, &WIRIRIIFTEHESAE, 1 EAH A My,

F1 EETEZEHIEXSHT(N=481)

WF5s 25 M SD ACBE IR TH AN PEAR 15 24 AN % AR
BRI K 2.79 0.78 1
TN HIPEAL 2.37 0.68 0.38%* 1
15 2 AN % 2.35 0.56 0.42%* 0.66** 1
Bk S 4.39 0.99 0.20%* 0.36%* 0.44%* 1
AR 2.47 0.82 0.15%* 0.25%%* 0.32%* 0.44%*

. *%p<0.01,
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A AEIAR A A F R 95

x’/df Tl RMSEA Y45 FF F B, S ARIULA RO 45
M, (P iEALES AR BE AL LI 5),

B, KA E AR R 25 A 28 e AR wh g
5EDAFEMAER L St 22 £ I8 Z R A AE R (B A M),
TR B FLAOIR I AN R « /df = 2.78, NNFI=0.98,
CFI=0.99, GF1=0.98, RMSEA=0.052, 7 ] £ 15 %1 4]

B

A3

g AR \

0.78

0.87

0.88

M%WE//I

A RAF IR AR R I 45 A0« /df = 3.73,
NNFI=0.96, CFI=0.99, GF1=0.96, RMSEA=0.075, M\
BIPNEIEPRRF, R M3 B LA DL AR M,
AL M, (bR R IL R 6), FRAlJe /df
TRER 5 LUF, 1 RMSEA {0 FFER] 0.08 LIF,
B — LA R AR (A 248, 2004)

Fhas g

At 1.00
, 0.57
Mg [ 0.68 @ > w

0.36

/ INCHI L]

0.51 0.85

SEiZiAE

B4 AP TEACEE i 9K P15 SR R 52 £5 E 1) /9 58 4 vh A A1

HELaliEdd

Mg AR

M%mﬁz//

0.74 0.

HEL &Y

NN

0.79 —| HIRHLIT

Bl 5 Al 2 AN 2 AR SR th 5 K- 55 AR A 22 £ S 8] ) 58 4= A1

34 XRXEMREFIF DEIMEINMRZEEAE

moth

B, A B g . SRR SE )
M ¥7E 0.70 ZEA47, UaBHACHE: vl 28 i i 2 7
BE . RIZURRRE | SRR Y IR At 5 KT Y B
RUAEJE  IANHIPEAR 9 B e 278 0.40 DL, 4]
S U N B 1) Rl - AT 35 1) 0.90, B BHACBEwh gk
- F2 B T A B Y U R T 4 N IR
FI PR F8 bR 1 PR S A 2476 0.70 LA b, Ui BT A
2510 77 AR DL RO AR wh 58 T SR 0 I AR AR BB
W T DAL AR S B I TS 25 AN 2 AR

I FE PRI TE 0.80 ZE A7, XUk A A BRAKH R
I E FRAL VTS 7 BT AR B PR KT

Ko 30 25 A S HERL R My X AR G R 1A B
B INENPEAL 4390 1 i) FUI0 41 52 A2 58 AR (% 42
ZBUAETH 98 036 F1 0.51), A% Hy; 50
A JEEN A AC A w2 7K I i) F A A (0.57),
I3 o N VP AR B 58 4 v A VR G A2 A8 B R 4
ARy AR IE 1] 5 M (FR A RON RN IR 0.21 FiT0.29),
1?111 H, Hl H; %E“@JE'ZTTO *iﬂ M, E’JAiﬂf%ﬁﬁ%@U
ISUFE S, B R B . /DR
SN 358 T R I 2 AN 22 3% A3 S I 1] T A 58 AR R
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| HEERE
TR Ehs 1.00
Mgl A \ % /
0.77 0.90 0.44 0.37 e bt
\ , 0.73
MR [ .68 0.57 0.91 ‘_‘—‘—-—~ 0.85 ——| WHHAE
0.88 0.56
. 0.82 —| Ab5{iii
Mg SR /
0.78
N aeitr

K 6

FIHMAB(0.40 F1 0.59), LHFERIE Hyy ACHBEIPZEKF
1F ] T T 2 A 9 1 25 R 22 8% (0.53), I3 a1 45
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Abstract

Interparental conflict leads to various internal problems such as social anxiety and depression in
adolescents. Two classical theories have been formulated to reveal the mechanisms by which interparental
conflict could negatively affect adolescents’ internal problems. According to the cognitive-contextual theory,
adolescents’ cognitive appraisal determines the degree to which interparental conflict affects adolescents’
internal problems. The emotional security theory holds that, interparental conflict affects adolescents’ internal
problems through the mediating role of emotional insecurity. The cognitive-contextual theory has been validated
by much empirical research while the emotional security theory relatively lacks empirical evidence. We intend to
test these two theories by two single-mediator models and more importantly, it’s our main work to integrate
these two theories to form a more comprehensive model. Based on the two theories, we hypothesize that
cognitive appraisal or emotional insecurity could independently mediate the path from interparental conflict to
adolescents’ internal problems. By integrating the two theories, we hypothesize that interparetnal conflict affects
adolescents’ cognitive appraisal and their emotional insecurity serially, and finally lead to their internal
problems.

481 high school students were conveniently chosen as our subjects who were investigated with such
instruments as Children's Perception of Interparental Conflict Scale (CPIC), Security in the Interparental
Subsystem Scale (SIS scale), Depressive Experience Questionnaire (DEQ) and Social Anxiety Subscale. With
every class as a unit and under the supervision of two psychological graduates, these scales were administered to
adolescents. Data were collected and analyzed by using SPSS 17.0 and LISREL 8.80.

The hypothetical models fit the data satisfactorily, especially for the third model. Results indicated that
adolescents’ perceived level of parental conflict positively predicted adolescents’ cognitive appraisal as well as
emotional insecurity which then positively predicted adolescents’ depression and their social anxiety;
adolescents’ perceived level of parental conflict had no direct effects on adolescents’ internal problems; in the
integrating model, cognitive appraisal could positively predict emotional insecurity, interparental conflict
affected adolescents’ cognitive appraisal, emotional insecurity and internal problems serially.

The following hypotheses were supported: (1) Adolescents' cognitive appraisals could completely mediate
the path from their perceived level of parental conflict to their internalized problems such as social anxiety and
depression, supporting the cognitive-contextual theory. (2) Emotional insecurity could completely mediate the
path from their perceived level of parental conflict to their social anxiety and depression, supporting the
emotional security theory. (3) Based on integrating the cognitive contextual theory and the emotional security
theory, the third model fits the data more satisfactorily which supports the hypothesis that adolescents’ perceived
level of parental conflict serially affects adolescents’ cognitive appraisals and emotional insecurity which then
affects their social anxiety and depression.

Key words adolescent; cognitive appraisal; emotional insecurity; social anxiety



