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FRpE A ™

FW

T AR AR)

(EHRIEI A OHERE, JLatiE ) SN IS, L RO, dEat, 100048)

X 251 247 F R B B 2R T— AR AR ER R 2 R kA 26 5~ i LZE A TR ) PR 9 2R Bk — SRR 153 52 B R E Y
APERIR . 4559 (1) T1JLEESMUIRRETE [ TN T2 BERGEREZE, 0 T1 BRI Z 0] T2 JLESMERBURHTA .25 5
(2) SRR BEMLL, Ao E LR MU0 BE R S PR 2 i e A st HOLE MU RS . 451t BlR
Tkt 5 LEEAME R SR 2R BN LZER,  FX— 00 52 I G EFRBE A1

kL SMERIT T SEMZRE XA SER

HMUTRNAT Ry a2 R 3 S S 01 L2 Y —
T fE A A TR, ERERMONIGE | B OER
TIAEEREE WARAETT DA 1 A B 1 25 R
TIRABRIER AL FEM (Racz, Putnick, Suwalsky,
Hendricks, & Bornstein, 2017 ) . UFR2AIIE# 24K
— EXFAMETR T A )52 0 R 2R A T AN TR S 542
i, LUBRE AR s I A R R . o,
BESERfRE . TR MR ) S PRI 4 2 fa Lz fid
AR JRe 1y v XU, R 25 A5 3 o %o T B SR R
A IABIE B RE R T LA R B, TERSE R E %
e 2 19 ME A48 ( Conners-Burrow, Swindle,
McKelvey, & Bokony, 2015) . Loomans %5 (2011 ) i
BRI LB, PRI E IR ST 5 ST
R R )BT B VIAHOC, JLERIEEE R £
JE L HIVRR B AT B 1 e /KT R RE A b 2 T — 4
SR S TEZE T ARl T8 (Liu & Wang,
2015; Prenoveau et al., 2017 ) o

JAE R AR A 25 X6 L EE SMb TR RA T 2R )52 )
CASBIRFRIESS, (2R AEAR KA B oA+
SZM ) LE R SRR B AR, BIACRERON . BEAE ST

* ARFFTRRIEZR [ IRBIFIESTIH (31400894, 31470994) (¥,

#OERMER . TR . E-mail: xingxiaopei2006@126.com
DOI:10.16719/j.cnki.1671-6981.20180412

FRITR AL 3 -5 R B HR ) % , BFSE 8T
TR ST I LBARFERTACREA T A SO B R fy s e R L
BN LA AR S LB Z B s S AR, I
P& ACEERE AL RE S M L 3E & JRZE IR, IRIR L3
R JRLE T AN S AL RS 25 (8K A Tk (Bell,
1968; Wang & Liu, 2018; Xing & Wang, 2013 ) ., ¥4k
W, TEFEH TR EMAR R K, LI
(PR ATy Jod 2 T B it AR R ( Zeedyk,
2015) , ZSREFPHAE LB K 75 A0 S fil HAE R
PRI BT 2R fa & IVERFIE 25 s, FRILE T AT
(.0 BREEREKF ( Merkaj, Kika, & Simaku, 2013 )
IR AE— AR oA LB RN AR AR TR
AYUEHE

BLZME AV, HREMAAELT = SR R
MR, — . SACRERONARLL, LR T A5
M A B 071 4 155 43X — L BN AT A AR B 7843 5 1 A
FEAR, A WIS [ s M ACRE S0 A LEE AL 3K 4~
TR PR, T SRR S L
TN TR R I SRR I 22 LARRIRBE AR ARl A
FRE S RFEA W ARAE B2 sk 22 3 ) LB i,
PETE AT E— B R 2 R A i (] 56 R BB
WFFEEE R Z 2R [FE, FRA T Ieik s
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FEIEF R TR 5 B rh 45 BT B 7 PR 1 2
WX LEE = AR TN, DA S LEE ) A 7o A
INAE SR A 2 | R BE SE AN [ R B A SRS 4
=\ SRR AR MRS 4 S L E R T O e R
A5 1 AC BRSO AL BERLOW, 19 S RFIESE 2258 [ 1
T, IR T4 SR BRIk g 1 75 0 PR A 28
Pz B s, BT LiRmER, [R5 2R
EAEYLEN FE MR, HATRem JLE W &
5 H A e Xy JLEAT IR BAE RO X — %%
LS, AFFEE XS DL = SR R AR 2B -2
FRIECHER T WILAIE R & JRr R LE A, R
FHAB BRI 5T BT FNAZ S 5 4500 7 R AR B i %
SRR IS 25 5 LB AMbIN A ok 2Z 6] W] BB A7 AE
MR M7 M

FIE M I RGN 8V R, Xt
WARG A PSR (ansetE, L) , alDUER
JEAS . W RGZ A EAO, JHHMWA RS
K ZR Y58 B T B2 PR HA TV 22 0 AR5 A T 5
55 (Cox & Paley, 2003 ) . VERZBEI 5 Y T EL4
PERFIE, SRBEMEZ%RE R T R BEIREE B RE S
W KN M R BE IR (A L2580, ERR—F A IE
By, AT LRGN R R EE. RS ( Evans & Wachs,
2010) o MEAER, GREME 2% B X — Y BRPR SRR X
ACEES JLEE )00 3HRIA 7oA 5 1) 32 21| Ok B 22 5T
HOCTE, (B E AR REAE SN ACREFN L S 2
B2 MR MR BEEA A Rrift— DR . BRIt Z00E
W2 B R A RE S IR B 22 i bR A Mg 45 5 L& Sb
IR AT Ry 22 1) 56 2 0 ik B A AN B U 46 1 —
ANEEL, SERTHFR CAE th, — 7 TSR T FICRR
¥ 19 2 b IR 23 RS L 22 H 3R T g 1 1 ke,
T L EE X 1 28 FAT R i, B4 hn w7
HEE Y ] BE P (' Valiente, Lemery-Chalfant, & Reiser,
2007) o 52BN —EC (Holden, 2015) ,
FEIREE IR 1 R R AFAERT, BE 5 0 A AR £ 1
i 45 % JLEE B TE AR SO FT BB SO B, A,
FEAR I 2% 52 2 W I —JH ALV AT e = 355 o ) —
Jri, WA B I AR TR TR IR LW A K v
RN FN R Y e ) 2 A2 BN, 3 2 fift A T 6
gl P Bl r) RN L 2 B 5 SR B T AN 2
MY RE U5, S EUEEMAR KT L ( Deater-
Deckard, Chen, Wang, & Bell, 2012 ) . i, &k
B4 52 i i B R B2 B N LR () fUA 7 Sk o
APEIELE TN I, PRt ASBF 58 307 28 S J

PR A it — 2 SRR MR 455 i L3
SMUEIRNEAT A 22 ) 5K AR AR 23 TN SR M 2 HE K
AR A7 P A

2

2.1 WsERT4

VR 5T 4l LFE L 2E B b5 A X 4, 4y
SHE 2015 4EF (T1) 12016 4% (T2) d#E14
T1 WA 277 XHEEF- (5 4% - 49.80%, 4% : 50.20%;
IR R 4.05 % 5 BEEEIAEIS R 33.96 %)
BT LETS R . Fele S5, 58 A A 2ok
KoK 251 X ( B % : 49.00%, L% : 51.00%; F- 144
R 5.03 %) Hd 21.12% 8Lk H FAST 4L
fel, HAk A AT YILE . FAS7 LR R
JEM SR L (SES) _FASE AL (AR : FA
SoM=4.13% ,SD=31% ;N :M=4.03 % ,SD
=29% ;t=-238p<.05 Cohen’ sd=.33; #HL34:0%
M7 - FASE - M= 21, 8D = .80; /A7 : M =-.06, SD =
.65;t=-2.55p <.05, Cohen” sd=.37) . 49.08%
AR 30.25% M BESE N TR s 30.45% MYACEFI
44.30% IEEER IR N3 Lk H AR AN BT 18.64%
IACSERN 15.79% BRI AMA TR 8™k T
1.83% MIAL K H19.66% HIEEE Rl 55 s sk Rl
8.29% I AL 3 i1 22.98% B E (1) H F- B A
4500 JG; 55.19% AR 59.99% HHE2E H SF-H41k
AT 4500~15000 TC; 36.52% HYACSE A 17.03% F
R H YA T 15000 0. 92.7% BYSC M
90.7% MHERESZ I KL MU FHE . x * KgAhy
FEAS ¢ K30 % B RAEAS 5 AR R AEAAE AT
A P T EER, UIREARRPLIR .
22 W T A
221 WHER - IR - K ATHER

KO A OAR - 4 BB - o H W & & (The
Depression Anxiety Stress Scale, DASS; Antony, Bieling,
Cox, Enns, & Swinson, 1998 ) RIFA LR AMEIE 2,
FLFRANAS . FEEAUE S =4, BAEEE 74
BTG, SR 0 (ARFFE ) ~3 (522556 ) 194 S5
R EE AR, YR H Z R R R AR 45
Hepg BASSy, YRR DAL 2 RIR)E G 1T 45
g% T1 RN T2 B B2 G 1 46 1) B —EohE 2 500r
S .85 il .88,
2.2.2 KACFRIXERIE

K I A 1 PRI ¥E 1) 45 ( Strength and Difficulty
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Questionnaires, SDQ ) AL EER A JLEESME A @F 7
A ( Goodman, 1997 ) , 325 480, % H 0 CAFFE)
~2 (SERFTE ) W3 Aitsr, EIRELER . AT
(M, 28/ R E AT RO R R ST
RS AYERE . ARWETOR AT IR £ 8 /T R
B A A L AMb ]84 T oA ) F5 45 ( Roman, Ensor,
& Hughes, 2016 ) . [AIEH R . T1 Fl T2 B,
AMUIFEA T 0 N — S REIE .66 F1.71,
223 FEEWIRERR

K F Matheny, Wachs, Ludwig # Phillips ( 1995 )
I 1 19 CHAOS 3 ( Confusion, Hubbub and Order
Scale ) RIPNGIEM AL . T REMA S0 5 E
HOAS [R] O ELAIERN B], hy T TR iff i sz B ¢ il
ARIE, AERACEERINHR S . 3815 A, SR
WS (0= A5G, 1 =fF) , IradiH sy
VERRBEME B8, B s AR S E M 4
o BOXTRRAS ¢ 4G50 & B A B4 A5 1 SR W 2 13 .
IR &2 (A M=292,8D =233, K3 : M
=284, SD=229;t=51,df=251,p>.05) HMXL
F (r=45p<.01) o BCEIUTPEE 5 e 2% B
ST HERTRRIEAR 5 SR S445 B 5 W 2% B B WL
Jr HA B R — S R BN 64
224 ANHO7A5E

WA TACREARRS | JLEEARIE . Ml SCRERD,
ZHE RGBT G L o SR 1 (FF
ApFgME S5 5 ) ~5 (ERSGFtSEHE ) 5 4%
¢ CIMPRIE , H4k5E , 2007 ) ZHEBEKFE00 1K
T34 )- 7O+ S A 1 )7 AN EG WA SR 101500
JGLAT )-7(20000 JCLA I )7 4554 SRR |
ZHE TR MG bR AL IS SRF 38005 h R i
SES 7443 ( Bradley & Corwyn, 2002) .
225 JilFE AR AL 2

FEABOTER BN T HACE R IS 04, Tl
AP TR SR MG 26 . LR NIREA TR e R Bl 4
JE, T2 Bl TREE G 26 LB R TR, [A]
B¢ UG AT N L ge— I nl R H SPSS 20.0 Al
Amos 7.0 G AT E G T BRAN 2T o

3

3.1 Ry w2 rAG e

X T1 WCHE Y A A% 5278 H >R A Harman BN 1
R g it A TR R i 22 R g . AR ERI], RAE(E
KF1HEFIE 2114, HE—HFHEREAA S
N 12.10%, /NT40% A Im FEpn i, BRI
PlmZE A,
3.2 MG AT

T2 W B AEAMEIRRA T A AR s (5
" M =640, SD = 2.98; %/ . M =525, SD = 2.94,
t=3.13, df=249, p < .01, Cohen’ sd=.40) , HAth
A o M 2 R, BOMREA ¢ R g R B,
T1F1 T2 AR TPEE (¢= 1.68, df = 250, p> .05,
Cohen’ sd=.10) FULEIMLRETTH (=85, df=
250,p> .05, Cohen’ s d=.05) LREER,

AT B (W 1), JLEMRS T2 i
ARIlEA TR BE ARSE , SHAS EADCR B E . K
Ji& SES 5 WA ] s LZESMb I T A AHOC 2
S HAA AR B E . AR SRR
25 5 ) LESME AT o Z [ 35 B ARG R, 2K
JE W S0 LA SRR S 0 2 B Wl % B 5 PR A )
[¥) A5 P12 M1 4 e LEEAME Il LA T R A AR DGR
PIRE] T BEKT . SRR MR EE R T 5
T2 JLESMUIR B T A A 2 AE, 5P ] A5
REETUMENELE L S T1 LEESMUIRI R T A AR i 2 A E
3.3 BISEMENE L 5 e LESME T R B XL ]

1
M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1) LEE ) — — 1.00
2 )LEE AR 4.05 30 02 1.00
3 HA AT -.01 .69 -05 .08 1.00
4 FREME R oy .00 85 -03  -07 .02 1.00
5 BESRAR S I e 2.84 2.29 -08 -08 -01 .85 1.00
6 SRS T R 2.92 233 04 -03 .04 857 45 1.00
7T BESES G2 11.41 10.75 -04  -05 -03 387" 44™ 217 1.00
8 T1 JLIEAMK ) 6.00 2.80 11 -06  -14" 2477 267715 207 1.00
9 T2 BESEH 4 10.31 1134 -05 -05 .01 24" 277 a3 56 257 1.00
10 T2 )L Ak ) 85 5.81 296  -12  -05 15" 147 177 08 207 5977 307 1.00
" p <05 "p<.01; T p <001
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HESTANTET 1PN AU JE R, AR LA
( CMIN/DF = .51, GFI = 1.00, CFI = 1.00, TLI = 1.00,

S LA LS MRS T B RS e PR
(B =.53,p<.001; B =.55p<.001) , Tl H:ERIE
1EZEXT T2 JLESMEIREA TR A B (B = .08, p

RMSEA = .00) ., #RIrh A JEpREIL REL £ > .05) , T1 AMERIET T AxF T2 BEE G s 2 ) i
/vlTl RER b f }\/ﬁzhﬁﬁ@ |<_.<\
.08
\I T1 L &AMk IL T2 JL A ) |<—“/
-.08
[ e b
-14
[ T2 L s i I/
1
= (B =.15p<01), 25 BRI M S bR R M 28 % LEE A Mb IRl 8T T oA 1Y
34 FEMIZLEX RN 4 S LESMEI T 2 JLESMERIETT R BeERR e E (B =
KRR BIE 54,p<.001) , Tl JLEESMEREA T AR B & T2

R AN 2 Fros IR T B ( Garcia, Kenny, &
Ledermann, 2015) . #8414 R 4F (CMIN/DF = 48,
GFI=1.00, CFI=1.00, TLI = 1.00, RMSEA =00 ) . £}

AP AR R ESERETE (B =.55,p<.001) ,
T1 BEEAPEIE A RE B E T T2 JLESMEh &t ij
(B =.09,p>.05), TI BEEGAHEREL S KIEM
(2 HIGA T2 BfRESEfPERGZE (B =-.08,p > os)
FULIESMENEFT R (B = .01,p>.05) RTINS
SV NTE NI Al P O N 23 R ER S S ik

T1REE R 4 I\

.55***

BEEMEGLZE (B =.13,p<.05) , T14MERIEFTHN
5 R REMEZR EE (A8 B IGO0 T2 IR PR LE (B =

11,p<.05) F1 T2 WP LESMERIEFT N (B =.12, p<
05 ) PRI 2 . Bl RE 2R B RETRI 1Y T1
SMEREAT AR T2 BRI PR AR LA S S ME ]
AT FE PN TB] B AR RETE

N PARR G IE A BEAE T1 LS MRS
okt T2 BRI 4 BN TR AR PR, ]
PR BE M A EAT 42 B o TR — P 22 AR

T2 B S PEAk &

.09
T1 R GG e
seA [
01
207 | gmmizvy K 0

T1 JLIEAMb ] i

T2 JLEEAMb )

R BEE

T1 JLE M )8

[ iz |/15

=
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TP AFRUE2E 5 R AR, A3 6 g 2 A
5 JLEE [A) A TR B SR SRS 28 1 R AR, 25
R, TEEMiZegggEh, T1 JL#AMEREFT MR
AR [ P o4 (B = 41,p<.05) , 1M
AR, T1 JLEESMERIET A%t T2 B
PRSI A EE (B =33,p>.05)

h TR FREM A BT )L SME ) 81 T R R e
PERIRVER, AR 26T 1 SRR &
W, Tie AR AGn e w5 E, T1 LESME
IR A T M BB T T2 i) L2 Mb R ATy, {5
SRR EEMLL (B = 45,p < .05) , FMZLFEE
W LEE (R8T R B R AR EE (B = .63,p <
001)

4

E AT i 8 LB B B SRR R A
27 3B 1 ( Mackler et al., 2015 ) , /o FR{E
KR 7K S FE AR ( Weiss, Cappadocia, MacMullin, Viecili, &
Lunsky, 2012 ) , & JEHIABEE = (Bitsika, Sharpley, &
Bell, 2013 ) . AHFFERHBEEMIG N R et T
AW CHr, BRI R rEE g iR et s, L
AU oA RENS 2 P S R R AR HIAR
FEIIRE AN . X — AR AR 2R LEERL
N PFEAERR AL T HA — Ui IR T A SIELESE; [RIE,
AR EIREAR A TR BIE R T LE, piotd
A —E R R T R LEE B RS [ R T R
P RESEAR, WA AT REX R A R ek, T
SN RESE B L . X AR R E T AR BTG
[ LB B R AEAS R BE R [R) ), 28 BN I
R LI RSB 5 B SR A S B

WAk, AT R REE S 4 K = L
R BG4 AT AR ( Conners-Burrow et al.,
2015; Zeedyk, 2015 ) o FEfEH T ILESMERET 1M1
FOETES, JFRKIBER ARG 022 R LI ME
(RIS T A B 2 T, BRI AT REAE T 2 —, HEAR
BRSO, BEA RIS 2 50 0 m A AR uk s e
IR DL R IRIARREAS, A58 DhRAR al rp &5 17 1
(I ORE SSySE 3 W o £ NG RE R S S A7 S N |
fefeil T —Fhaige, RIS LE KTARX TR,
A B H AR B R T 54E4 LE M B 5 FiAE
Abid AR T RESS S  BeE s A SRS, T
PI— PR R PRS-, Rk SR eIkai
ST R FE IR IE 25 Ay A4 L T i )

B, R LEARIR B A B AR, JERTLAIE
WRHA ORI Z A TR TS 28 S5 IR A K
() ) LEE S T A Jre 2 SR 2 ) e BB SR R0 A A7 A
(HiRft , Bt , 20007, 36308, 2017) , ARRSGHE
ARG L B AL SR A AFF 73 th 22 SR TR Wi 5 15011k
FEB R PRI EAT Hl LB IR A ARG A (X1
AV, 2530655 , 2013; 5F0E , XIERTE, 2571, BRER ,
2014) . HWFR KR, S/ANvELERGE/DEML, 4.
5 2 HyERDLE S TR 4 r AT 2s 1 (X
M, i, B, 2006) o BIEFIEE, IIHRE R
PRGNS, X AT REMS 22 HT J LE X BE 2R M R
PEGPEE A IR AMIT 55, [FR, EAMRdk
B, BEEIERS LEE MU TR 22 18] & 2R 1) 1)
SPHLEAR A RFE, LRI,
SRRV ARTINBA &, 1) LEERUN 255 ( Gross, Shaw,
& Moilanen, 2008 ) , FFLATEAEZhIR) i LEERHA,
PIE RIS R LERN N . 1Ak, FRAT T [H]
— IR 5 B T A A EL TR0 S /A T T 40HT . MDY
SRS 2E 5 ) LEEAMBIR AT R (8] 56 2R B9 7 ) T RE
A2 RIS T al R E R B s . HAART
VR[] 5 2 1148 ) TN 14 B T 8 9 B A e ) 255007
BEWTOC R R, eI B0 I 56 R 0T AT RE R BN L
0 o VAN 5N c B 7% |37 o e S R T 4 G/ A
WCHAERR A A Rt —2 P 40k

FEFRMERGINSHEIE T, AT EEE T R
FEXF FRSC R EH ., SR A, SRy
FEEARLL, TEmMEesErh, JLE NI T R
TR 25 BTN B, X — 25 SR S e T BB A
A (Holden, 2015 ) , HikiH T F LS RGNEHR
— AR TG R B . — T, 7R A
sErh, FEEM T TSR T 2S5 A,
F FR I HE S/ ( Deater-Deckard et al., 2012 ) ,
78R 3 S i 1) P RN EERD AR o3 — T, XAl
AT RS RERAT L EE NI REA T R AU PR ) 47 G, Wang,
Deater-Deckard 1 Bell (2013) 7EHBF5E &M, K
BEWEZR R SHREEMNHPI IR WA O, TEmRmiZeR i,
REE AT RRKE LY A8 TR FLEE R . A2
SEMPRZE . MRS, ML DiHk
PRRF, SEAT PNERIE R AT 2 AR 6 B TR, i
=R AR G 4 ( EHERE , T4, 38,
S | BRYT., 2016)

WFFTRBRYE: — . WS 5 0036 B B RE RS 7
—EFEE LR BRI 4 S LB )8 TR 22 6]



847

AR ELIENSC 2R, HAITCIER AL DI Z (8BS i)
RS S EAR N = BERTEEg S L= sME
[T AR R R s R A T, — i,
CEMER ] SR 25 7K AN R AR E A LT fiE
FAERZE s J3—T7TH, BT S 22 02— R
PPN L PR T O ARAS , BOCHRA e RV )53
T H I Z A R RS ) =
W BEA 2Ok [ THEATH, BERASZEH KPR
o Tr S AR, ST S A
it —2PHRIE

XU e, J5 & B . (2006). ZJLA AR SE H s 2 oA S LA ]
LFEFAR , 38(2), 216-222.

XURHES | 4505 . (2013). Bl VAR AT Lt L0 )5 55 f i 2 22
SRR OB RS EL T . 29(5). 533-540.

PRI | FRAESE | (2007). RIEEA ST HAL . & IRl S A Y
KR OHLEGHE . 23(1). 30-34.

TR, TR, 645, IS BRI . 2016). ARG AL R Z psh L] . A
FHER L 61(6). 654-667.

Pt | WRse MR SR SCHT . (2017). BEEAARXS AR AY 20 < 5%
TRARBITAAEIN ST DR A VER IR . OB 5
B . 33(3), 368-377.

SRR XMRTE , 25, BRIRER . (2014). BEEIDARIZE X LAk Y
R AR R AL OB 37(5), 11171124,

Antony, M. M., Bieling, P. J., Cox, B. J., Enns, M. W., & Swinson, R. P. (1998).
Psychometric properties of the 42—item and 21-item versions of the
depression anxiety stress scales in clinical groups and a community sample.
Psychological Assessment, 10(2), 176-181.

Bell, R. Q. (1968). A reinterpretation of the direction of effects in studies of
socialization. Psychological Review, 75(2), 81-95.

Bitsika, V., Sharpley, C. F., & Bell, R. (2013). The buffering effect of resilience
upon stress, anxiety and depression in parents of a child with an autism
spectrum disorder. Journal of Developmental and Physical Disabilities, 25(5).
533-543.

Bradley, R. H., & Corwyn, R. F. (2002). Socioeconomic status and child
development. Annual Review of Psychology, 53, 371-399.

Conners—Burrow, N. A., Swindle, T., McKelvey, L., & Bokony, P. (2015). A little
bit of the blues: Low-level symptoms of maternal depression and classroom
behavior problems in preschool children. Early Education and Development,
26(2), 230-244.

Cox, M. J., & Paley, B. (2003). Understanding families as systems. Current
Directions in Psychological Science, 12(5), 193-196.

Deater-Deckard, K., Chen, N., Wang, Z., & Bell, M. A. (2012). Socioeconomic risk
moderates the link between household chaos and maternal executive function.
Journal of Family Psychology. 26(3), 391-399.

Evans, G. W., & Wachs, T. D. (2010). Chaos and its influence on children’ s
development: An ecological perspective. Washington, DC: American
Psychological Association.

Garcia, R. L., Kenny, D. A., & Ledermann, T. (2015). Moderation in the actor—

partner interdependence model. Personal Relationships, 22(1), 8-29.

Goodman, R. (1997). The strengths and difficulties questionnaire: A research note.
Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry. 38(5), 581-586.

Gross, H. E., Shaw, D. S., & Moilanen, K. L. (2008). Reciprocal associations
between boys' externalizing problems and mothers' depressive symptoms.
Journal of Abnormal Child Psychology. 36(5). 693-709.

Holden, G. W. (2015). Parenting: A dynamic perspective. Thousand Oaks,
California: SAGE Publications, Inc.

Liu, L., & Wang, M. F. (2015). Parenting stress and children's problem behavior
in China: The mediating role of parental psychological aggression. Journal of
Family Psychology, 29(1), 20-28.

Loomans, E. M., van der Stelt, O., van Eijsden, M., Gemke, R. J. B. J., Vrijkotte, T.,
& van den Bergh, B. R. H. (2011). Antenatal maternal anxiety is associated
with problem behaviour at age five. Early Human Development, 87(8), 565—
570.

Mackler, J. S., Kelleher, R. T., Shanahan, L., Calkins, S. D., Keane, S. P., & O'Brien,
M. (2015). Parenting stress, parental reactions, and externalizing behavior
from ages 4 to 10. Journal of Marriage and Family, 77(2). 388-406.

Matheny, A. P., Jr., Wachs, T. D., Ludwig, J. L., & Phillips, K. (1995). Bringing
order out of chaos: Psychometric characteristics of the confusion, hubbub, and
order scale. Journal of Applied Developmental Psychology. 16(3). 429-444.

Merkaj, V., Kika, M., & Simaku, A. (2013). Symptoms of stress, depression and
anxiety between parents of autistic children and parents of tipically developing
children. Canadian Journal of Law and Society, 2(2), 345-352.

Prenoveau, J. M., Craske, M. G., West, V., Giannakakis, A., Zioga, M., Lehtonen,
A..et al. (2017). Maternal postnatal depression and anxiety and their
association with child emotional negativity and behavior problems at two
years. Developmental Psychology, 53(1), 50-62.

Racz, S. J., Putnick, D. L., Suwalsky, J. T. D., Hendricks, C., & Bornstein, M.
H. (2017). Cognitive abilities, social adaptation, and externalizing behavior
problems in childhood and adolescence: Specific cascade effects across
development. Journal of Youth and Adolescence, 46(8), 1688-1701.

Roman, G. D., Ensor, R., & Hughes, C. (2016). Does executive function mediate
the path from mothers' depressive symptoms to young children's problem
behaviors?. Journal of Experimental Child Psychology, 142, 158—-170.

Valiente, C., Lemery—Chalfant, K., & Reiser, M. (2007). Pathways to problem
behaviors: Chaotic homes, parent and child effortful control, and parenting.
Social Development, 16(2), 249-267.

Wang, M. F., & Liu, L. (2018). Reciprocal relations between harsh discipline and
children's externalizing hehavior in China: A 5-year longitudinal study. Child
Development, 89(1). 174-187.

Wang, Z., Deater-Deckard, K., & Bell, M. A. (2013). Household chaos moderates
the link between maternal attribution bias and parenting. Parenting, 13(4),
233-252.

Weiss, J. A., Cappadocia, M. C., MacMullin, J. A., Viecili, M., & Lunsky, Y. (2012).
The impact of child problem hehaviors of children with ASD on parent mental
health: The mediating role of acceptance and empowerment. Autism, 16(3),
261-274.

Xing, X. P., & Wang, M. F. (2013). Sex differences in the reciprocal relationships
between mild and severe corporal punishment and children's internalizing
problem behavior in a Chinese sample. Journal of Applied Developmental
Psychology. 34(1), 9-16.



848

Zeedyk, S. M. (2015). Maternal depression and child behavior problems among relationships. Unpublished doctorial dissertation of University of California.

children with or without intellectual disability: Longitudinal and transactional

Relations between Maternal Negative Emotion and
Preschooler’s Externalizing Problem Behavior:
The Moderating Effects of Home Chaos

Xing Xiaopei, Li Miaomiao, Yin Tongtong
(Beijing Key Laboratory of Learning and Cognition, Center for Child Development and Department of Psychology, Capital Normal University, Beijing, 100048)

Abstract Many studies have revealed that maternal negative emotion is associated with children’s behavioral outcomes. However, a major limitation
of the literature is that hypotheses have been largely restricted to parent-driven effects, and the limited research focusing on child-driven effects has
been primarily based on clinical samples. On the one hand, it is unclear as to the extent to which the findings from clinical samples can be generalized
to the normal developmental samples. On the other hand, it is also difficult to tell whether the small variability in the behavior of normal developmental
children could lead to maternal different negative emotion, and the small variability in the maternal negative emotion could also lead to different
children’s externalizing behavior. Moreover, home environmental quality may play an important role in parent-child interaction. As one important
dimension of the home environment, the home chaos may moderate the intensity of the relationship between maternal negative emotion and children's
externalizing problem behavior. Therefore, the first aim of this study was to investigate the bidirectional relationship between children’s externalizing
problem behavior and maternal negative emotion among normal developmental preschool children in China through a one -year longitudinal study.
The second aim was to explore whether home chaos would act as a moderator in above relation.

A total of 251 Chinese preschoolers (49% boys) and their mothers participated at two time points: spring 2015(T1) and spring 2016(T2).
Strength and Difficulty Questionnaires was used to measure children’s externalizing problem behavior, and Depression Anxiety Stress Scale was used
to measure the maternal negative emotion, and Confusion, Hubbub and Order Scale was used to assess the home chaos level. The results from cross-
lagged models indicated that (1) After the family socioeconomic status and child gender were controlled, maternal negative emotions and children's
externalizing problem behavior maintained high stability across two years, and children's externalizing problem behavior at T1 positively predicted
maternal negative emotions at T2. However, maternal negative emotions at T1 could not predict children's externalizing problem behavior at T2; (2)
Home chaos significantly moderated the effects of children's externalizing problem behavior at T1 on the maternal negative emotions at T2, but did not
moderate the effects of maternal negative emotion at T1 on children’s externalizing problem behavior at T2. Specifically, compared with those in the
low-chaos families, children’s externalizing problem behavior would more strongly predict maternal negative emotions one year later in the high-chaos
families. In addition, home chaos also moderated the stability of children’s externalizing problem behavior, the higher the home chaos, the more stable
the children’s externalizing problem behavior over two years.

In conclusions, the relationship between maternal negative emotions and young children's externalizing problem behavior is mainly manifested
as child-driven effects, and the home chaos could moderate such relationship.

Key words negative emotion, externalizing problem behavior, home chaos, bidirectional relationship



