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FRALG(AHELFHBMEAR, TTFLEPRARERAMEIREZ, MEZY A, ATX—2#, BAEETE4A

X F) Lo 5 6 % v,

A A BT R AR AER, MBI SRR AT R R S AN L R

RO REZNF R RALALXMARITR pRES, XEXFTRARRS R T X PaBE, AU

BRI K AER BN R

KR FRFR, RieXA, TRAX, RETR%, Yhaki

SEES B4

AR T I 1) S5 PRI (44T 55 22 — S e o 04T )i
Xt 4% F Z 8] B 1 %€ (Perozynski & Kramer, 1999),
B Tt A F B ERE, R L 40 &
LI F A ZRBE N 32, {H B 3T AR B R BUR
F AR, DACBUmh i3]« sk — B A <A T T
MR, R B AE F L R E N F
B K FEIE X (Yin et al., 2019). 7E R EEH, 5%
TR vp 52 i — Se 5 AT [ A8 B (AN, 55— iR
WG, B IREYE R, AEEREN
ANEERR 45, 2017)0 BRI, TR ph 58k — ™ it
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] B 1) AVF Z2 A [ 9 7 XA B R, TR 2 1)
Py R A, TR AT 7R — 2 A ) T A A
FAe 5 AR —E A A (Noller, 2005). 3L I,
20 [v) AT A B 2 B N TR) A — R I, AT =2 1) £
R £ (Raffaelli, 1997), YFE 5 E NN, [F]
Ji i SEASARBE IR T [ Jf =2 [ ) 2 750G 2R 5 RIS Y
GHE UL, T H XA AR & R HAA R AT AR Y
Wi, SECR AT Z R REAR A, A S AT
BEfF . AL SAT N . A R IFEASH: 55 (Breitenstein
et al., 2018; Bekkhus et al., 2011; Bank et al., 2004;
K AE, 2020), H2 LA BT E FEA AN R Y0
Mo RS R SCRANAN), FMOCRZEA
FEOCER, R MITE wh 58 rpAT AR DR A 23 0] 2527 ~J 1) i
I % R X )y % & (Howe & Recchia,
2014; Recchia et al., 2015); 7£ -5 6 =1 A& 1 v
w®i, LEAISREIMB LAWY, %8
XoF 75 4 2 W, O S R AR T i, X
A, JLE AT LIS 48 AT R 04t 2 F B 1
RO, sxxbJLEm R Mt SRR EEE X
(Abuhatoum et al., 2018),

i) B b e XS L7 D AE R A e R G, H
= X R B v R R ST A S L, FE T, A
SCHIGE = AT IT . (1) B FEFE R i vh 28,
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R rh o 2t )R nh e i i bk T 5, B
ACEEIAR TP B b e, AR kAR AR R 4 1) )
KA QMMM RESRET REMKLR, WRKE
T RGNS RN vh S A TN 7 G XX = AT T
WA IR, i BERE S IR ) R ACBE X 5 g v [+]
J b S BHE DL, [ LA X R R A 5 S —
{14 BHLE HEA)

1 AR

11 FEHRMEE

HAiE, R E A A R B =, 7E
P 1 90 [ L DG 2R 110 SR o, () i v 5 4 S [] i
KRM— AR, HRI NP0 g i RE 17
25 DL AR A A T AT o (R 2%, 2017; B8R0
T, AT R, 2017), fHEM s G e A A W
Lo EAMEARFN TR b SR A 5L — 1Y e,
AVRE NN bR A HE R0y | 4T doidi
FAOR A0 38 25 7 B2 7 TG (Buist et al., 2013), WA
WF5EE O R4 1€ S, B e O —
A NI R 55— NRAT R e, 7EAT
Jy . BAREUE B0 B TR IK I I OR AH S (Porta &
Howe, 2017; Abuhatoum & Howe, 2013; Persram et
al., 2017). B, FFXFHX—BUR, A SCHE R vh o
(sibling conflict)E LN “TE— BN EKE T, B
A AR AE B AR A S Z A AFEAT R . BFREL
TG 8l b Rk AN AR 2, HE R B b A
TN 17 28 LA SAH 1L 8] 1 Bt AT 207
12 FEfamRpy2ER

N T] o 5 14 2 B A f B &, [l
WA R4 A F 1B %€ (verbal conflicts). Bk
%¢ (physical conflicts) F1 /0> 2 & £F (psychological
abuse), Hh, FHiIHMMRAFER0 | o FELE
85 BRI REPRIE | TR | AR, D HE
FRALHRZNIR . B . HESY . Y2 RS S5 (Tippett &
Wolke, 2015; Tompsett et al., 2016; Bouchard et al.,
2018), M [] i i 5 F 45 SR X0 AR 52 0 114 e R 5 A
A&, R MZER] 4 R i@ i %€ (constructive
conflicts) I 5 ¥R ¥ #h 5 (destructive conflicts)
(Pickering & Sanders, 2017; Abuhatoum et al., 2018),
Forp, @R AR ERIE S et
Bl, L4 K ik B R R B 25 O\ S b A B ) B, X
S ] DUAR G b B LB VA E R T 1B T v
RAFECFREAL . b, DL A A

J5 302 A the ) L, 390RE 25 JL AT Sk 7 R 1) 70 THT 52
M (Pickering & Sanders, 2017; Abuhatoum et al.,
2018),

2 XEFHEBHARETN

XFTVFZACRER UL, el 45 24 [w) M 2 8] 4 o
RMBCEAEAT N, E— AR TR F, JFH
ACBE X [ 1 5% 1) S5z 7 2% 5 Wil [+) i =2 ) L 5l 14 Joi
H (Bouchard et al., 2018), FiHIA A SCRk, A3
FEL B = A ACHEXT ] B v o€ 19T 17 X (intervention
styles), RIVEZ T 0 SR | 45 ) SR W FIAS T TSR
(Perozynski & Kramer, 1999; Kramer et al., 1999;
Bouchard et al., 2018),

21 BEFHORME

% .0 K W& (child-centered strategies) & 1§
ACBERE B LA B RS, RIXBATS A LG,
JfE PR . HERE L R Y o 2 A e el B, A
T 78 Bk 1 28 (Perozynski & Kramer, 1999; Ross &
Lazinski, 2014), fETFHH.030EH, JHf#(mediation)
RO B A T R L b R ) T Kz —, PR S
o, BARNRRNR 1 R

Tt 2 AL i [ B b 5 (U BIF ST R B, SCBEIY
Al A BE A )L B T 4 3tb B A W) B R S, S AT
e FH S R 0 S AR SR, AL SR W M
WL AR T R R L R
ITRYAT g o B, 4 i P J7 %€ (Siddiqui &
Ross, 2004; Smith & Ross, 2007; Recchia & Howe,
2009). 7E Smith I Ross (2007)FIHF5E , AH ELfE
il L SR, AL 2 5 (S B (07 T 081 A 3o [ i w5
HEAT T80 b B 2% 7 fol S R SR g v 5 i o
Mg, JFa 5 E MAH YA, A i Jr =X
fRvlehgs . Ross Fl Lazinski (2014)AHF5E 15 5]
T RIS R 548, Tucker I Kazura (2013) 70t
FEPWRA B, %10 g S AR B[R LG R A
Ko HUBLATIL, ACBEIE 4% T o0 S w25 1 13 [
ML b ge, Ay LA %A1 2% 2 Y AC T i B T,
o J R B E b A e i o, DTG D20 [ i 5 Y
PR KA HFz, THORA—E 242 wh g kA
P47, THWEE 7B, 7 Kramer
(2010) & ik vh 5 28 T A2 FE A i OC &, 8 L) Y
MRS LRI RE T (A58 2 PR ) o S BRI R S 7E 4%
R T B IR IX e g g, DA R o 1 A
AT 32 1) i 33 AR [w] L OC 22 A9 H Y o
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F1 ARELSH

PR ME

S PR E REA KL ANAT S v, LA b 5 T RO 4 R RE

B VAR AR AR P L B S I, A B R, SRR IE, A RE L Sy L R AL B IR R
W= VAR (R BE AR B AR T AE wp R AU Z A B

LR I it NS5 il o R AR XU B Y T RE RN Dy 58, O D P s 80Uy I G 12 52 A0 S BN AR %

3 [ Smith & Ross, 2007; Ross & Lazinski, 2014,

®2 IERBFTRBXRNERENTIR

ap
&
&

filiik

Bz5

BER T

HEAL R AL R 2 0
AL [ A A0 S B 25

et SRRk LR DGEE . TEARAUREE . W E — L3 S AT [ AN [ S R AT B 1 B
INDIFEY— BRI ER B . SR, BRI B1E. B RIE. ASESEHL,
JOCH T) X A0 A 0 B PR R AR, USRI 2R, [ i 66 0 5 86 AP0 5 [ M ) ) 25

oM RO Eduifl; FR TP E F A MRRILE . R HARAY

TELE Y
(k]

EEETRER . ).
JE 38 S B Y U R

HETTE 26 T I B AR ST A 175 0 T U RV P2 15 2
G — L [ AN BT I (N JAAL . ETE A HIATIE S . A S E S A SRR S ]

TERFOLARBIBALEE T, 710 RE X R I 947 B IEUE B B I T A2 ks

A ERF R o SCRE IR LN BV I R, DR AAT R i S AT 2 T

USSR I P 5203

SR AT LA DRty o ) A, (E L 5 S W b 27 T 5 By i o QR R i SR LSRN 1Y

s AR (PR DR, AN L A o) B

PR SRR 22 R FE AT

PP A B 22 IR R B SE WAL, I REACRE 94T S LA e L B A R T 2

I Kramer (2010),

22 EHIKEE

P2 i) R W% (control strategies) S 35 3¢ £ fff Hk [
L v S AN IR T BRI A B i e, TR
SRS B . BUH R T ARSI T N SR T R
5€ (Perozynski & Kramer, 1999), #%iT, Relva,
Alarcio, Fernandes, Carvalho I Fauchier (2019)X}
320 44 DT IR R, iR
BACRIR SRR, s &S T B L T
) A b o, A2 5 3 I A ) ™ o 1) B8t b R
14 . [ B, Chen (2019)%F 542 44 v [ 5 /D AE E A7
5% Fl Bouchard 25 A (2018)%} 302 44 1IN &
KRABA: HAT TS ARATF B TR LE R, ik
SEUEHF T TE— AR, SRS AE 7 D4R BURA
R TR A 58 rh O AN R — Al i T A, 3 ]
RESZ TP ANIAA X T RE S R MIR AL,
AR H BRI, B S CREEE S) 558
Ui, AR N SRR ST i AR R AU, O BLAt
A RE S A O e R B vh 28, BVFACRER BUR
RV LTS e

IB2xGF AL ILEWR? EHIRIgESE—NE
&R Ty AR R, L LE S, &
BER RO T, ASBe i ok [m) i oh 22 314 2 R 4719
[FIMEOCER, K& S EUG 2 5™ 5 1Y (7] J &t #n
H25€ (Kendrick & Dunn, 1983; Kramer et al., 1999;
Perlman et al., 2007), iX 7] B8 K M4 LB AR
NAZ B 110 458 1) SR W m 27 045 R0 o 58 i e SR WG
Ja 2 R A whgE, MATTHCER AN J 8 G o] fig ok
HL, ACHREZEZLNM, AR REZUA,

23 ATFKEE

AT F K & (nonintervention strategies)J& 5 5
BER TR ML) g b 52, s iR 01 5 Ok
#15€ (Bouchard et al., 2018), HR#E Adler 40>
BLik=CS N s ) bl TN R U LS B 3 A e S i
A4 73 2 I 56 % (Tucker & Kazura, 2013; Recchia &
Witwit, 2017) o R, T 5X — WL BB 5T & 152
B PRAB AL SR BUAN T TSR W, X FEACREIIAT R
AN IR A I 2 — 4% F(Tucker & Kazura,
2013), M kG T [ i) ] 4 25 A B OG22 AN
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MuLRM s, WAFREFENR, AT R
REfE & T RUE R R AL, By 18 A fe ) L4
HURIfPR H A0 %€ (Perozynski & Kramer, 1999),
KWW AIERH, MEFERWIGK, HOHEDK
TR AL R R, I RE AR A b A e [m) Bt 9] 149
WgE, IB2ACHEETE Z M T 1 n] B & 0 R i ¢ &
12 [% 4% (Tucker & Finkelhor, 2015).

A ST FEAH B A, AR T
TS W AN ) T % AT 5 v 2 > 38 i I 3 Y B
5, Ik TR s PR R ] wh 54 PR
RIHL 2 (Tucker & Kazura, 2013), #0177 24 [A] it v 28
TR ELER, ZF18=Z A3 0 o i o 7 L)
e Rl . X5 Tucker 1 Kazura (2013)
BB R G R G, WA THSE L
S IR S O PR s A 2 s - =1 R L S 33
T AR PP RSP . AR AR DL R AT
HIINRIUR S RE 1 S5 AH G T R LR A 5 JBJR 15 N X
TWEZFZ B 5,

e FaRx =My S o A, A SR
AT AWV = AP 2 A0 R SC0  alE, 58 —, Ak
SR A5 IO 12 T T [ B ) Y p g 7 A [l R Y 2 R
BT Y, SRR Z 4T A w2 AT T30, (HRAE
BN R o 28 T30 L7, 55—, ACRER %
ey T 3501 B [ () g 7 AR R R B 2 T
HC S, AN SR, R R T UK
W&o 5 =, SCHE T T [R) A R A e 5 N i L A
X7 HAE, LTRSS ROL, RiE s
VL L = Fh SR s 25T TR A v e, AN 2 i Al
B BE SN o 4N, 5 ) B I 4% ™ B ) B A
PRSI, AR T LS A 42 i) S w4 b 5 X5 ¥
BTk, ARG HERPLS X LR s AT PR AR .
W, BEFE R, ANSE e LB, B0 mAE R
A, FH LG A O 18] B G LR R () [ B, 4R
7% () R R 30T 8 0 A () A () L TR AR A 2 R AR TR
Z 1 W & R 1 547 4 (Finzi-Dottan & Cohen, 2010;
Stocker et al., 1997; Tucker et al., 2013; 5Kk7E8E
2, 2019) H I, AT 2 X 41 I 1] F A 3T i 2 531
MEMFEREZ MR, 25, @l b=
A [0 B 28, AR I 2% B8 Jiin B P {2 Ak B9
T ZEAT R, TR R R R OG5 o

3 FEMAREREFRENKXR

HRYE F E R 5 S (family system theory), &

JERE—ANEIRN .G NRGR, TEXDRGEH, 7T
PARI 43 = b 2 B Y R EE G R 5K T & 4 (subsystems),
HIACBEUB UK 5 2R (marital relationships). & TR %
(parent-child relationships) 1 [A] ffd 3¢ % (sibling
relationships) (Cox & Paley, 1997; Cox & Paley,
2003; Cox, 2010; Whiteman et al., 2011), 1 [ Jitg vt
R FXNRG T, B H5HENTRE™
A X AR IR RE A I R, TR AR S0 A BE 4 4 5%
. ETRR. ABRXREX=ATFRENE, o
B ] J i 5 ) 5 1
31 XREBEXFRSERMMPR

TEARKRFRIE I, SRBE i1 2 [n) AR 5 A B
F IS AR OC R VIR DG, ACRE ] 1 B 0 5C R AT
WL E TR KRN . SCHREE AU IH ¢ R A
Nk, 2w IR R ANBRI R ppoe, b 23 52 2|
B F &4 (Eriksen & Jensen, 2009), ACHE:[a] i) A
PRop 44— RINATH, NFEA R &
PO B B B A B0 (Tturralde et al., 2013), HRIESR
BE 22 S PEE 1 % AL A (spillover perspective),
—MREEF ARG R IRAT Ry 7T L) S 5 ) —
NFRGE, B AR Y rh 258 23 & 08 3 [F] G &,
R OCR AL, ISR %E(Yu & Gamble,
2008; Hakvoort et al., 2010; Ruff et al., 2018), X 5
V& LR 515 B A 45 A — 3. #lan, 7
Poortman Fl Voorpostel (2009)— i ¢ T A ) 55 7
) SRR ST & IR, ACBETa] Y o o€ 2 B B2 5 3K IRl e
EIpgwh2E . [AlAE, Stocker A Youngblade (1999)7E
G rhr -, S I AC B (8 05 0 v 58 5 [ e 2z ) 1 L iz
JEFRAC  PhRFNTEPAT NI 2 BEMC A2, B
BN RRAG BRI ES 8 . B B
WRRT, FMEEAE AT REA B3R B,
KRS ISR, R 202> (Hakvoort et al.,
2010; Davies et al., 2019), X 1] I R JE R G HIL
B %M (compensatory perspective) 2 BEAF .
AR —HME A, — D5 F R G I R
TR LAAMEE D) — A FEBEF R G P A I AT
(Yu & Gamble, 2008; Hakvoort et al., 2010; Ruff et
al., 2018), R, A EFAYIRIASE R AR, [F]
MISCHR ARG KB, IZINR, SCBEIE IR 5C F A [A)
MXRTREZEETELAICR

SCHR: U IR ¢ R A AT LUMA AR % TR E
Fo X T AR, HFHENAETF R — R
A PR, FELEEMAEIF R FRE
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Hv o WHEERY, SRR PR 3R & (B ACRERUT iR
B G A5 55 — 2R AL )5 R M b 5 SRE G, R
RIP R 57 B (RIACBE XUy e AL AE PP 5 55 — 2 A
Ab) 5 W vh 9€ IEH 5&(Chen, 2019), Ik, fEFE
Fmy kB rh, ACREZ 18] A B S, LA
Pk R AF AR OC 2R, /b [ i o

[7) J0 w5 s W] LA ok R 52 e A B B 2 A G
Fo filtn, JLEE R EA E RS A SRR
MF M E.E), AR RE g i hE . A 5T, B —
LEH) 554t AT F L B FRALBR IR 117 2 BURAZ (Yo
& Gamble, 2008; Feinberg et al., 2012), XL
TR 155 28 8RR SZ, A PT RE 23 1 AC BRI S 4R 06 3 T
i MR
32 EFXRSREMMR

B T ACBE RIS IR OC R AL, B 5 1 Z B
KHR, HZEFRR, X TR EBAR K E
Wi o ASCHEE T KR NP, H—RR N PR
F, BIACEE 5 8% 1O RO R A7 508 %
% BRI R, RIS R T
RAESR

HAT7EE 5L, 3850 & AR i OG22 ] i 5%
FOAME TR RINETE . VFZ I TERR SRR
TR AR S RUFHY A OC R A K (Pike et al., 2005;
Hoffman et al., 2005), MHWIKIZEFRR S
Z [H] A ZE RIS A J<(Hoffman et al., 2005; Eriksen
& Jensen, 2006; Hakvoort et al., 2010; Tompsett et
al.,, 2016), (L&, WAMFRGE THR LS, 4
LE SN T RRAELRELT, WA EZT
22 [0 B ) Jf O 2% B T A2 45 BE A% 5 iR (Yu &
Gamble, 2008; Noller, 2005), Xt 1] DA M R £ R 4t
RS ML A R B, RO R IE I SC &
TREZMAFEEANY R, HEF KRN
I, [A) O RAERER, RZIMA(Yu & Gamble,
2008; Hakvoort et al., 2010; Ruff et al., 2018),

S AW R IIECT AR, HAR S
BR, E=02 R =02 ZMREY, KE
D AE— A~ G % — > B2 > 4% T (Shebloski et
al., 2005; Volling & Elins, 1998), 2K, 4% 71
TR BN A BRI G222 H I AT A — A [] A 2 2R o1 fivi 22
B, FAER S HBRE, 53806 % 18 L,
WA (Suitor et al., 2008; Suitor et al., 2009;
Shanahan et al., 2008; Dawson et al., 2015; Phillips
& Schrodt, 2015), {HJE, T X RER I 2 0 2

SRR 0 v 2 RS R A B 1) Ml 22 T e A 1) AN
R FEA AU, X MR R R, T
IARAE Hofhf T oE T 2235 B, b X) (5] e i
228 /0 (McGuire & Shanahan, 2010), AHfZ, X
AT ] BE R TE AR Y, Eb AN XX e T T EUN
ZWMMZ TSR RS, LEXFEFAC
& & A (McHale, Updegraff, Jackson-Newsom, et
al., 2000).

[Fi] B e 5 A W] REXS SR G R A BT RZ A . A,
Kim 2 A (2006) % B, [R5 % 5 B R R4 526
e, T[] H wvh 8 5 40 F h g FBEF nh oS AR O
WETFAE R IR, (5] JE 00 4 b R0 25 2 AL B
FY R I ARG, X TT RE S B R T O R BRI
25 SR BT RS TR LA A B T A (Yu &
Gamble, 2008 ), X1 7] IR ACRERRAR A% A Y
BIL L, WTRBOCEE W™ . Sk B #7
75 208 i B (Feinberg et al., 2012),

33 EMEXRERAMmMpRE

AR WS AR R wp 5 T IE A Y 1] i
KRG, arE R, 2017), {HI[E R OFEE
TR A 7 18 o an, FRATT T DA R A vp 28 5 1 2
—FRREE I B ), SXFPRRRR Y S ARk [ AR
HY XS B R S, BONTR R T R
5. FIEFM TGS T, R g L
TS A B, GERMNE LN S,
VL B B P A 45 4, X BB AT DU i R R 4T 1Y
[FIMOCHR o

AN, FMCR SR REAE —FEEZ
WK R, BIAHE 0 R R, FMROCR s
A, TR L) A e o R 0 O S R S 4y, BRI
Bz A m T B R gdeabss, Mk, FMCHR
T R AT, ) A ] RS R — e i o 1)y =X A R
W, LANGEX T . B R %45 (Relva, Alarcio,
Fernandes, & Graham-Bermann, 2019), [G]#£, Rinaldi
1 Howe (1998)7E ARG RIZS ARG Pl L 34 2%
AEREAREATIRSE, RIRPE M R EOC R 5 R4
0. S HA R RN A DG, ik, R4
P 7] B OG 2R AT L T e A7 i () L o 5 S 8% A i
AT 86 AV 1] B o 28 PR & ZE R T R o A I il
[ i o 28 TR M A e X AN e R v, TR O
TR T X% e i B, FEAS SRR T AL R E
Felnd, 2N EMASACHZES, XL
AR St ) [ L DG R P R R
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4 —ANESHRERHREERIZER

KRG, KERE— A FHEH
B, MR, XANRETWNT R AH TR
Z . MHERF(Cox & Paley, 1997; Cox & Paley,
2003; Cox, 2010; Whiteman et al., 2011; X7,
AT R, 2017), L, U —H 2% & EAF RS
XoF [7) JeL o 52 ) 5 ) 2 K 2 Y 0, TR DA St —
BRI IR G R B RriX 2e5g i, #Om, A SGES
B A IR T [ 28 i A 6 SOk, 22 A R iR
hoE . AET R MR T U R R ET RS
ZES — A ES AR A 1 FTR),
VLt — 2B IR AR =38 Z B R o

| BT DR

« IR

o AT BRm
A

A
ETAR
N
- ZRI

P G0 T FR G0 [ M i 5% 52 o B A2
T SRS, LN B AR

ZBRE A 2 T R e . ACRET TR R A
MR T AURKET REX = HZ R LR,
WE 1 s, CBIEHCR . JEFRR. FMEE
ZR LA % TR) L e 2 D0 2 22 10 P A ELRZ R, R UL,
FBEF F 50 % [R) M w28 (%) 5% i) gl A7 7F 22 4 A28,
AR LLAC BRI A O 2R ) [7) H v 5 3K 4% B A Sy 461 3
TP 0T B 5E, SCRENR IR G & T DL E 42 % A i v
774 20 (Kim et al., 2006; Poortman & Voorpostel,
2009; McGuire & Shanahan, 2010), ¥k, ACH-§
U5 2Rt T L 55 ) S T 56 R R ) 2 5 i [7)
o, MR LA, ACREIR] R AT B IR 5 R AT
LI KRB RFRAR, MOEBMET XA
DL E 27 Ok R i v € i /b, el DA TRl AR R
B %) ) B DG 2R i a2 [ L b 52 119 2% 2 (Brodly et all.,
1996; Cox & Paley, 1997; Hakvoort et al., 2010; Ruff
etal., 2018)c 5/, ACHEIR IR SC R IE AT LU 12 52 )
[F] L 56 2% Sf (1) 42 52 e [v) L o 2 o AR ¥ 0 WL £
A2 B ) R 3 B 4 R O R B i SR B 1 [ B 6 R
(Kim et al., 2006; Ruff et al., 2018; bt 25, 2016),

AT 9 2 [ J ) ) oS 45 b e, 3 R AL 2o
PRI AR B TUESE . Ak, B Y R DG R iR
AT LU R RAF IR F O &R, MMl i B 435+
KR LD [ i 2

RIE, WA 1R, ACRHBIESCR R T XA
R [6) B 56 22 AT LA S o 5% 0 S0 1 99 ) i o 28
{977 2R [ 42 b 52 o W) B b 5 o 9 an, AR S RS
WHOEFR, ACRERHSIHOC R R4, 18 3R] 2 AE i
VAW Vsl i Oy S ke, FERX A R, AR
Re 2= VA3 A He T, [ I BE 6% B 47 b S04 T 4% F
O REWE, % T AT ) B Syl B3y, AT
D RN o . TERESCER D, RO R RS R
I, ML BB RN, ZFIISRAESH
O, 14 [R] ifd A0 5. 52 i (Relva, Alarcdo, Fernandes, &
Graham-Bermann, 2019; Recchia & Howe, 2009),
FEX IS BLT, ACRETT LU 4 b il F 4% 7 o0 3R
W, TN Z Bk HAZF BTy, M b %€ L
AV 5 BRI A e, 980 T R SRR R A 1Y
IRETE. TER T KA, S5 RNZTHRE
RIFMKER, YRR EA R, XEEMEZFH
VAT T o O Y O 2 il o

A AR RS A iR 1R 1) 2 (7] i i 28 5 B AN R BE R
GEMERLR, ZMEIRRR UL N =5
ZHR. Zikie. ZER, “ZHRER R R
S S Al A2 3 2 AN Z 58 w1, AN 2 AN H 32
B PRI a0, 7E—DRES, RIS
WHOGFR | 2R & AR M DG 7 2 R B AAAE Y, TR
2[5 i 1 5 Al 6 9K [ B 52 B 3K = A F R S8
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Sibling conflict and itsresolution: The effects of family subsystem

QU Guoliang, CAO Xiaojun
(School of Education, China West Normal University, Nanchong 637002, China)

Abstract: Sibling conflict is defined as the incompatibility expressed by two or more people with the same
biological parents in their behaviors, goals or activities in a intact family, which is usually characterized by
quarrels and hostility, as well as aggression against each other. The styles of parents’ intervention in sibling
conflict usually can be divided into child-centered strategies, control strategies, and nonintervention
strategies. Family system theory points out that the family is viewed as a hierarchically organized system,
comprised of reciprocally influential subsystems (e.g. marital relationships, parent-child relationships,
sibling relationships). Based on this theory, the effects of family subsystem on sibling conflict is discussed,
and meanwhile, in order to analyze the mechanism of sibling conflict from the multi-path perspective, the
theoretical hypothesis model of sibling conflict is constructed. Future studies need to distinguish or integrate
between sibling conflict and its related concepts, focus on what factors will affect the styles parents
intervene in sibling conflict, and treat sibling conflict from the perspective of development.

Key words: sibling conflict, sibling relationship, intervention style, family subsystem, influence pathway





