EIRARNEBRR: RETRENFMN
BER ¥RE
(PHERITNE R E U H B, 7S 637002)

WE FEMARZHRE-DEEORES, BAMFEES BN EEZ AT N Hix
o B b TR IE B AN, LI R L D RTEON 1% 45 LS L8] (B AT . SR
T IEI b R ) 05 3000 D g5 D S L AR SRS NN T HUSR NG . KIE R B IR IR, R
—MAEREHN ENRG, BORGETHT RS (BREXEHEWR R 25T RAME
MOCFRD RAHBEIR . AWK . 5 TX 80, WIEKET RGN FMP R, #
R [F b SRR B BRI, DA AN 2 B A5 1A A1 B 25 20 M (R R R 5 R0 A LA o AROR
TTF C 75 B0 ) o 5% e AR S AT (X 0 BB A, RVE SR T TR A v 5% 1) 7 ) 52 ]
2, HFHEUR IR LB A F R

Reg| MR FMORR, TR KE TR MR

A2 THT I P9 52 PRI A (14 55 2 — o2& 438 T 4] ]S % £ 2 (8] 1) 3 5 (Perozynski & Kramer,
1999). EARET “THRIAE” BOEMERN, hEEE 40 RELIMAE T LKENE, HEiFE
AR E R BORM AR, W RO iG” B “Bh iR BE CAmAm R, IR E
W BURIMAE F L R BE BN F BRI F B A (Yin et al,, 2019). £ AR EEH, T H MMM
— L AT [E T IE (Un, 55— RRRGEEE R, SR A RS, fEIT AR B WA (R
WA, 2017)0 DRI, (A B RO — i 1 RE W 52 2907, IF LRI, A BEGn ey S [F] i
TR A — N E V) T MR R R b B ROk — AN R IR R R SESR, X
— RETE S R R P AR IS I N B B, T LT BT (52 B30 A5 B2 ()t 1] e 48 AN R AR AL
P, TERXFER—ANKF SN, 0 [ B SRR 70 B A 322 1 7 B ORI 3 538 3L

Rl R R 2R Z BN B NFR R R, [FRE LAYF 2 A 07 A R, 7R
I 2 AL AN 5] 1 £, R AT — 2 1) B I T ik 7 e 5 A0 BEAE — R [¥) B 7] (Noller,
2005). F5z b, 24 [F M 148 5 22 (I TR AE — R, A2 18] B3 %t gl i 22 (Raffaelli, 1997).
VFE BTN, TR SRASBUEAR T (7] 2 [] 1 536 25 00 R RIS B 4B, i LG4
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(¥ K e B R T R I, 3 0 AP AR B 22 R AR 17 B N\ 22 J5 AT RS AL AT A
AN K [ £E A2 1345 (Breitenstein et al., 2018; Bekkhus et al., 2011; Bank et al., 2004; 3K#i%, 2020).
HRBETRERARFEMM A WREABWXR (AR, FEXRZEEAELR,
[5) it 75 o 5% v 7 AR K I 22 TR 2 2% > VA 3 45 35 17 AN FH 2% B8 2R 30X 43 5% & (Howe & Recchia,
2014; Recchia et al., 2015); £ 5 R MEBITA B RT, JLEANRIEAE D H KLY,
2 O 7 I RS2 SO A, B R AR e, PEX AN R, LB R BASE ST 4R AT AL
SORUE RN, X)L [ R R R 2316 AT T 25 Y (Abuhatoum et al., 2018).

() B SRS ) LB 5/ 4 1) e 28 O EEL A (EL ] P o) [] B SRR A AL A B J L B T
RSCHGE=A AT R I (DB T RIS, B B S 407 (2) 7 A b 5 1 e
P72, BIAREQTF T M b 5%, DM RN RAF IR OC R 2 Q)R R 5 K2 &
iR F, BVREET RGO F Mt A (TR 2 @i i = AN T A IR, 5 e
BB ORACBEXS R e [R M SR BRG] INF DA 2R SR A A T4 ik — e 1) B0 LAl
1 [E]R@hZe
1.1 FERHRE R E

Hai, oot FE M AR S B =, (EPT R SR OC R SC Rk, [F] R Ay

2017; RRFE, arE R, 2017), (HE R FEE AW Ko HAMEAR G T [F H R
B G E , A REFE N E N S HE S vh  FT 28 L Bty  BOns A B8 2578 A% 7 1 (Buist
etal, 2013), WAREFEE AR RBEAT T E L, ErhRE SO — NUIH SO 53— A
ITNEGE RN, FEAT Y. HFREGE 3 b RS U A HH % (Porta & Howe, 2017; Abuhatoum &
Howe, 2013; Persram et al., 2017). K1k, &3 —BUR, A SCHE A i % (sibling conflict) &
SUR “FE— e B R EE T, A AR A B LB AN B2 A ATEAT 9. HAREiEsh LTk
B BIASHIZS, FEH RPN S RN 15 48 LUK L 18] 247 7
1.2 FE AR 2 F

NI B 98 R DT O AN A B R, TR Bk SR ) Kl 34y 5 101 9% (verbal conflicts). £
1A 4 5 (physical conflicts) Fl0r P FE £ (psychological abuse). FiH, FiEmh A SIE. FHE.
T AR, BRMROMEINE., T8, BGESSE, OBEREEERIR. B, HEE. R
4 (Tippett & Wolke, 2015; Tompsett et al., 2016; Bouchard et al., 2018). M [&] gy 58 1 45 5 % 4>

A B U PRI AN A B, (R IR SR AT 4y R s 1 1 v R (constructive conflicts) I S 14 ot



%% (destructive conflicts)(Pickering & Sanders, 2017; Abuhatoum et al., 2018). 1, @ ¥k
ROFFEHINEL . FFERr s T3, PRGE R P s MR 25 P g e o) @, X 28 w] DR &
OB ) LB (VA T RE T s T RRAR ME P SRR O RBAG . HA T, DLEGE AN AP 5 X %
fif e i) L, XK 4 )L R A SR ™ EE ) 47U T B2 W (Pickering & Sanders, 2017; Abuhatoum et al.,
2018).
2 X EpFFERARA AR

NP2 ACRERUL, e 0 [F] ) SRR ATy, R — A T S
He FLAZBEST F] B 1 5% 1) e I 2 5 1A ) B 22 1) 5. 50 (¥ 5 2 (Bouchard et al., 2018). A ELILA 1
SCHR, AR SCEEFE = A BEX [A] i v S ¥ 77 2 (intervention styles), BIF%— O 5iHg . 2
5] S W AT 7 S W (Perozynski & Kramer, 1999; Kramer et al., 1999; Bouchard et al., 2018).
2.1 FF LSRRG

%10 Sl (child-centered strategies) e T8 SCBFHS B ) LB AH BLAT I, RAARATTE H 1L
Y, b HERE. AR 77 22 AR PR R, ATV B 9% (Perozynski & Kramer, 1999;
Ross & Lazinski, 2014). 7E£ZFHL3E0& i fi# (mediation) /& 5CR S i (14 ¥ 7)o 2% )
TRz, WAL, BAREFRnE 1 iR,

# 1A

IR WA

B AMRNHE S ATANAT A HEI, LY b SR T+ RSO B AT REE

B NSRS RE T R B SR L A A R R, SRR ie, AR L RS (R R
EHAGHERE

B=00 R AR L BEAR BRI AR R X7 2 (8 S 1

SV NS R AR B AT RERIE R TT 5, IR BT RE R S AN SEBL IR R TT 5

#£31 H Smith & Ross, 2007; Ross & Lazinski, 2014.

it 2 AL RE g 17 g o SR RO TR I, S B F 1 A R A 40y ) L BB 4 M B AR 1R L 1) 5787, Bl
ABATIAE FH B L VM e SRR TR B, RV I US| S AT s T [R] R 7
EREAATIAT A TEHK, IFHE H AR R )7 % (Siddiqui & Ross, 2004; Smith & Ross, 2007; Recchia
& Howe, 2009). 7t Smith Fl Ross(2007)FIHFFEH, AHELIEHIA R EE, MPAHRE CCEHEH]
AR [ B e SRBEAT T P IR £ S R @ B i R AR RS, L S R AR A
i, A AR RIS . Ross 1 Lazinski(2014) (R 7S tH1F 3] 7 RAUSE R . F Ao,



Tucker M1 Kazura(2013)fEF 7E P B &L, £ ORI SRR R SC R A 0. it mr L,
A BFIE 2 T SR 25 T TR ML 5, R DM 1A 2% SOV B AT IR IR 4 T, SH 4R R R
P b e €, AT /> [ i o SR K P UROR A2 o L5, TR — g B B P R A FEAT
TS T TR A5 - 1E Kramer(2010) 453 fr 5128 T (R R OGR4 ) b 1)
JURREE ) (IR 2 7R e SCBF LR STERL I K s B FRaX e R 7y, DAY/ 6] i b 5% 1
M, NITTIE B (AR A i 6 &R (¥ H 1

F2 JLEBWIEE RS RIEARE )R

AEJJ ik
Bz 5 Drgd, AR SRFRGE . ARARER . B — Sl G A R A A ek
T HES
2 V) AR AL — REUM B SCRF RIS & 1E. B (SR B SRSsl.

RS &S RY i PA AT v IR TR ML XA AR 5 B A JARF AR, BAIMSRIBE 2%, [R] I i 4 0] X A A5
F R BRI A R AR ST A 2 .
LRSI CRAEE) Kbl SIS E R AR A R HARAIY

G E FEG 45 LT R AR AT R AT RO 0 IR AV P 45
A7 97 B G fi— LE R AN EAT . ARl SRR FEFE AT AT A At AN

AN NFEBRFIE(B] L I BEVE R WD .

T J S AR AR 4 U A FERG DU AT N, 2501107 B 200t R B 47 D9 R B BRSO AR L £%
TV I F A A B IR R ATV R o SRE A 5% S 35 B s e 18, Il fl A
AT NN BEAT S -

MR, ] AR PRI FE T LU o (A 2 1), (L)L B8 5 T 3t 2 S I 4B 0575 . SCREA 28
RO BRSNS ) da FUARAE Ciltn, BRI, IR X)L 52> 55k
I,

PSSR ZE RS FRAT W SCREZE RIS AR RN, TR SRR AT O DL AL LB PR R 7 2

3 Kramer(2010).
2.2 IR

P SR & (control strategies) & 45 SC B UL [F] L i RAN e MO T BRAREZ 5 HIA E A, T
TR R L U B R BRI B P 4T R T BR P 9% (Perozynski & Kramer, 1999). il

Relva, Alarcdo, Fernandes, Carvalho 2§ A\ (2019)%} 320 %47 % 4 & /> 42347 1) — Tt 78 & BE,



T REARIL R RER, ABA 1S TR T BT PR M b 5%, 4 3 BR8] B8 7™ 5 1
M RAT A FFE, Chen(2019)%f 542 4 v [H /A #EAT 14 2 Al Bouchard 55 A(2018)
XF 302 ZIETHE-INE R AR AT AR 3] TR EE R . X B SRR 78 76— A e,
P HEE AL T D AE BUSN B R b R IR A& — AN S 107 20 AR IR AR A,
XARE ST FEMRE A, HAOMEE ETRNIR, WY 5P A SRR, 1R
SUHAT A SE I ARVE R s, JF ELABAT AT B8 00 B ORI 5, BRVF SRR AT TSR s
Py

TR FAE4h LR ? bl Hnk 2t — AN A& 107 N 2 BRI, fE4E4h)LE
ACBEMIBUBEE R, A REAR LR B P R AL R AT R OC &R, ST 2% 5 550U/ 468 58 7™ 11 [+ e
O F 3128 (Kendrick & Dunn, 1983; Kramer et al., 1999; Perlman et al., 2007). X A] R A4
&) ) LS RS IS BEAA 1) SR b S B RO AR SR S5 S5 IR MR A, AT AR
IRANFITE G e DRI, SCRRERREE “4REZLA”, A “4REZ LA,

2.3 NFIRME

ANTF-FRHANE (nonintervention strategies) 2 i S BF AT [F] M 18] i) #h 5%, B 1L TATH 2
fift e 9% (Bouchard et al., 2018). AR¥E Adler IAMACHERZE I, [R] Mo 8] (1) 3 S5 T gk g A
£ 25 A0 BE (R 725 M1 5 %2 (Tucker & Kazura, 2013; Recchia & Witwit, 2017). Kk, %X —W
ST 9038 0 SE B 3 4 AB A RER HUAS T TR SR , SR SRR MRAT e AN 2 B ) Al g i 5 — A
#%¥ (Tucker & Kazura, 2013), A TTEE G 1 [F] 8] PA] 0 25 52 B 5 22 Ay B if 51 A i 5. 4
AHFFE NN, AT TURNS AT e @ & T RUE MR, PR AATT 34 R ) 228 BRI v B O
[¥) 3158 (Perozynski & Kramer, 1999). FMAMM sUEH , BEEFRIIEK, HOEORBIH
(IALASHE R, ARG 1R AT b A e [F) M TR Frg i 5, T 52 BE BB 2 b~ T3 P il £ 6 ) O 3 R
F#{i(Tucker & Finkelhor, 2015).

A B TTE R SR L A SRR AN T TS W AR T2 1A IHE v 9% vh 52 2] A2 it i)
(T, Ik T E M 98 T AL 352 4% 1A S B SR WG 119 123 (Tucker & Kazura, 2013), #fij
R b S ORI, £ AT Z A 3 I vk 9 AR vy 3R] R 2 A8 R b SR . X
Tucker 1 Kazura(2013)73 2| (I #F Fo 45 RAHWI &, RISBRRIAT-F1 5 50 2 (1 [F) L v R A7 5K .
Bb, S XTI OR, SCRERE AR MR EIHL . AT DL AT N K e e
JIEER KRR R LR O H RSB NAZ T % T A AR

b B =R b, ASCHE AT DU = AN 2 ARG . 55—,
SCBESE 157 12 T[] ) ) v R 2 3 A ) R 2 S 2 WA M 5 SCBRE I i200) [] B b R BEAT 50,



(B AE BN A M B b R 0B AR VR . 58—, AQCBERIZ A e - F0 [F) M ) () b R 2 AC BRI
LA L SRS, AV A S, A N T RN . BB =, SRR TR Ml i
TR LA 4 7 B4, SORET BEARME SCbRE i, RS i F LA () = S 25 - 99 R vk
5, AL AR FH I RE SR o {31, 2 [ i ) B A T B ) B A i N, S BRI LS A
2 8] SEE A o T VAT R OR, SRS R ML S b S AT AR . Lk, BERUREL, Rig
Fe e LN ], B BRI, AH EC T AR A RE A HLAS R 70 F) (R B, 4 5 1) B A T Bk
AR ) 1 ) B 2 ) A A 2 O A B 2 1) i R RNk 47 9 (Finzi-Dottan & Cohen, 2010; Stocker et
al., 1997; Tucker et al., 2013; TKZEEESE, 2019). [Htk, SQBETE B4 6 8] BE AR 1T 5 514 H]
IFEZNnoE, 2515 8RB E =N (a1, SRR 12 S I B e 25 A0 B 1%
TR RAT y, TR HERR A R A7 A R I G R
3 EIAREREFREHNKER

TR B 2 45 B 10 (family systems theory), K2R —NMERM. SRS, £XNR
girp, W RLRI 2> =M E B K RE 0K AR BT AR 48 (subsystems) , RIS BF US40 5% &R (marital
relationships) . 3% T 9% & (parent-child relationships) il [F] }fl 5¢ & (sibling relationships)(Cox &
Paley, 1997; Cox & Paley, 2003; Cox, 2010; Whiteman et al., 2011). 11 &) Jfl i 58t 4k Fix A £
Gih, B2 5HENFREFERFEEIE MR R, TRASCABHEIL R R KRR,
FILOCRIX =ANF REGHR,  2Hx 7 i R (5 o
3.1 REIEIRX R 5 E pHsE

TEARRRRSE b, GREER VR 2 ) A5 AL BEIUS AR 0% R B DIAR G, ACREIR) A4S 48 ¢ A
W B8 T EEAN RS AN o SCBEE] ASIAC RAHNIE, LW IR BRI, b
52 B H B 0T R Si(Eriksen & Jensen, 2009). X REHEI A PR P ot — RAT N, NEE
AN — B 3 o 7 R 00 B B 5 AR 0 (Tturralde et al., 2013). AR 38 K KE R GrHE 18 (1) 36 HE AT A
(spillover perspective), —ANFEEF R G MHE AT Al LLE LS 5 — AT R G0, FILRE
() P o 5% o & 2 3 [F) B OC &R, S R M O B4, AT 51 KR [ i i 2% (Yu & Gamble, 2008,
Hakvoort et al., 2010; Ruff et al., 2017). iX 5 ¥F 2 S UERF 7153 2 045 A — 8. B, 78
Poortman 1 Voorpostel(2009)— X556 T- 52 BE &9 7 (W SLUE B FL R B, SCBFIE] ) R > B2 8L
[ ffa ) R b 28 o TEIAE, Stocker A1 Youngblade(1999) 7 A 7t 1 i B A B ) A 4 o 9 5 [ ffd 2.
(B R R R AR P RANSE AT NI 2 B G, (2, WA /NS T AR FA T
TERBH I BHSIAC R R, (A MR ] B LR FEBh, ARG RBRE IR, Fi



1 9E /> (Hakvoort et al., 2010; Davies et al., 2019). 3% 7] LA 5% BE 2 5 36 o i 42 40 £
(compensatory perspective) K HEff . HAHIX —HMEM M, —NFKEF RGP MM AT
PAAME 55 — N FEE T R G (115 4 F14T 9 (Yu & Gamble, 2008; Hakvoort et al., 2010; Ruff et
al.,, 2017). B, H4ACERFRIESMHOC RAFNIERS, [FICRBIGRE, RZINR, SCREOSUH S
RMFMKR T RAEZIFETAMI KR

SRR AR ARG R IE ] UABIAERT £ T HIFR B o X T2 SRR, TRFRm M1 —
TR PR, FEXBREM SRR EZ 1. PR, SCRMFEZFFEE (]
SCRERUTT IR A B 5 — AR AL 5 R M ph R RO, BRI 7R CEI A RERUT L
AT 5 5 — A kb ) 557 M ph 5€ 1E A 5%(Chen, 2019). I, EF#E & TR RS, QA
Z B SAZAH ELER AR SRR, DMERE RAFH IO &R, kb R b o

I7i B o 5t T DA St SR AL BE IS IR R o TN, ) LEE R LA e FE X R b S
TERIFIM L5, BRI RE 2 it B 97, B — Sl g1 g )L B AR ) 45 5l
J&3%(Yu & Gamble, 2008; Feinberg et al., 2012), jiX £& 6 [ ({15 25 8K 32, A Al BES 8 QB
(OIS G 20 & B4
32 FFRESEMEAR

B T S BFRISIADC RO, REFSETZIAMRR, HETXRR, SFRBMREEMRR

TR o ARSCHESE T R RN, SRR ATAE, BIRBES R R AR R
e E GRS R ENN, AR SRAN L TFRRRANZER.

HATERE S, SR RMERKE R ZIAME R CEHE TR . VF 20T R
FURIIZE TR R 5 RIF I [F L OC R4 X(Pike et al., 2005; Hoffman et al., 2005), 1 74 4% 15 7
5% Z 5 [F] W 2 8] {1 v 5% 18 1 A5 2% (Hoffiman et al., 2005; Eriksen & Jensen, 2006; Hakvoort et
al., 2010; Tompsett et al., 2016). {Hi&, WA RS L, EXESHNEZTFRR
MBI LN, PIA 27 2 8] R [R) 0 5% 2 e 1 A2 45 55 0 58 %5 5 I 2 (Yu & Gamble, 2008;
Noller, 2005). XA LMK EE RGHEIE P IOAMEL AR ELME, SRPRARMEARRR T RS
ZIFIEEAMAR R, MR T RANFIEN, FHCRBERE, KA (Yu & Gamble,
2008; Hakvoort et al., 2010; Ruff et al., 2017).

REBNM R BNRR, HiRE SR, £=02 —H =02 ZKEH, R
B2 /DA — AR % — N B2 1% T (Shebloski et al., 2005; Volling & Elins, 1998). 4R 1M,
M TR BN SRR 5% BE AT AT — AN [ R DL 2 i, [FRIMOC Rt & AR IE, 350

SRR FE PG, PP 3 0 (Suitor et al., 2008; Suitor et al., 2009; Shanahan et al., 2008; Dawson et



al., 2015; Phillips & Schrodt, 2015). {HJ&, %1 %3 BRI I 5 5022 5005 155 IR 1225 TR 759 R A
BE O 5 BT R A FIGE 0 o LGN, X, FAnE AR HoAh £ T
T, A AT R B A S k298> (McGuire & Shanahan, 2010). %, X FhifE 5 th AT fig
FETHARIN, F X SRV S BN SZVGH ) 2% T 5T QAR ZE 3, SCBFXAEN B O A
(McHale, Updegraff, Jackson-Newsom, et al., 2000).

(5] B S AT RESN S - Ok RA T REA . a0, Kim 55 A (2006) &3, [F] 55 %5 5 BER Y
PR, T E R 58 F b R B P R O o AR FE R, R SRS A
S A BRI 5 g MIE Ly, IX AT BE S PR 2% T 5% AR A REAANG 28 UR B IR DL S SRR 1
LA (Yu & Gamble, 2008 ), 3X A BE LIRS BERURBE NI E LT 2, AT 5 305 B4
)7 I« Mk B3R 7 BT & (Feinberg et al., 2012).

33 EX R SE AR

BEARE IO E N [ 58 TV AR R oG R OB R, T R, 2017), {H A 5 1
FEAERRI 5T o Blhn, FRATTAT LA R M b S VE & — PR R 1K) L2l X FPRE R 1 EL ) A IR
bS] AL D 7 O VA O T TSR S W e s S S a1 s {  Ea W R P T RS A
(5] b AT LU £ T AN B e 2, B R A B VA B Y, DA LRSS A, X e
A LA SRR R A 0 A R &R

BEAh, FIMOCR S F M R — PR Z B R, B LR . B TCRE, Ak
FUEB G, ARk R BT At e gy, SE R R T R T B R R R A
[F] A 5% 2 S AR AT, [ ] B P P — Sl (¥ 7 SR b 5%, bt st Oy . B i 4%
2% (Relva, Alarcdo, Fernandes, & Graham-Bermann, 2019). [F]££, Rinaldi 1 Howe(1998)7E F.4F
RANISAE G RN 34 N EREARBEATIE TS, RILIRBEM RO R SRt AT . R &R
PERNS AL FHAT <. DRI, R4 1) [ i 5% 28 W) DL SE i b (i 2k ) P vk SR A e P A e, AT PRI
[ M vh R PR A B PT R o AH NI, E ] B i R e PR R R AN I R e, R BT IR
TSR B, EARSETEX TSI BB R, F U EMASHCMER, KR
ARG b TS [7) L 5% R R ARAR K e o
4 —PNEESHIERHRIEIR FRILIRE

FKEERGE IR, KEER—NESREMN. IEMN RS, ENRETHT REEHM
HIR . I (Cox & Paley, 1997; Cox & Paley, 2003; Cox, 2010; Whiteman et al., 2011;

BT, AT R, 2017). DI, A5 RE AR 1 R GO R ik S8 R R0 A R 2% 24 (1,



MR LLGE— [ AR IR 58 R 2252, #iin, ASCE I B A IA CT [F i rf R A
RICHR, ZAER AR SR H R L R K7 LR K e T R G L — NS 2
WA (a1 R, ARt B IRAIR I =3 Z A&

SCBHEY A XK 7

B
+ bl e
o e
o DTG

Nr kA&
. TR
. FRUM

B TR G R R e
e SEZONURAER, LA EER .

AR AR AR 22T ) 5 L AL BET TR R B R 1 75 AP R R B R G = IR R
Fo W 1 PR, BHEMHRR . SR IRAR R ZR AR [R) 3 5% DU 2 22 18] 75 9 AH TR
RIE, SRBEF R G000 [F i R (RIS M AP AE 2 2k A%, AR SCRAA REUS R G 2 3 A g R IX 2%
PR NBIREAT ST 15, SCBRUSUE O &R 0T DL BT R Bl b 98 7= AR B 1 (Kim et al., 2006;
Poortman & Voorpostel, 2009; McGuire & Shanahan, 2010). ¥, A BHESHRE £ AT Ll it
S S5 % Z SR IRV HER i [7) J e % o AR VAR A A, SCBE TR R A RO A A O 2 7T LAAHS SRS 2% 11
SR RAR, MR K50 R BE AT LLELHE T R R M b R A ai2b T A1 2 (R4 1) ) g
5% A IR /0 [7) B 98 1 /& A= (Brodly et al., 1996; Cox & Paley, 1997; Hakvoort et al., 2010; Ruff
etal,, 2017). Hfi, SCBHISUASE Zid LIS 50 [F] i 5% 22 oK ) He s m ) o 9 o AR i 1
MLAA, SCREIE) RAF IR AS A G 2 BR A5 15 KA (117 L 5% & (Kim et al., 2006; Ruff et al., 2017; [
TR, 2016), AT/ [F] 18] AOROR 53R, 3% AR AL 225 ST B T AR 31 THESE . BhAk,
FROBR 1 [ 0% R AE T LA SR RAF (58 ¥ 00 &, AT (R AF FR953  OR R 25l /b [R) B b 5%

NG, BB 1 TR, SCRHIS IR Ry SOk A DA i 0% ARt mT LG i R i A2 REF L)
F R ¥ 7 2R R e s e [E) v 5% o 9, TEAXBRASIASC R rhr, SCREIARIROC R AT, &
) i) B RE % LAV RV I 7 U, RN AR T, R RRB AR B E T, BRlkEee
TP HLBRAT £ P 0 SR, 7% AT TR 2% o) B Sy il 15, AT s/ [E) B b 2 o 72 7] B 5% 3R
A OC RAARER R AF, 4 I BRI S, 2 AT SR SRS A R AR B S i (Relva,

Alarcio, Fernandes, & Graham-Bermann, 2019; Recchia & Howe, 2009). {EXFFE M T, KBk



A LASE A7 At £ 5 b SR, T A 232 Bk BT IR T, ATIASE b R DL Bk ) 05 200
R, D T PSRRI T REVE . 3R TR R, RSB ZTHRRFRIFIXR,
M [E MR R AR, SCRERIEL Tt Vi8R i e B v 10 7 R R b

AAR A AL SR I 2 [ P 2 5 AR EE RGN KR, R E R AT LR =
e ZRR. 8. ZER. “ZRER” ZIRFEMHRE R Z 2 2B REAEE, A
RN A Z B — R RN B, E—ANFED, KRHSHE R SRR RME MR
FE A AEAE R, B2 [ i SRt b SR [R] I 52 BIX = A1 RGN . “ 28187 RIEHEAT
F0 F P R (S S 2 B AR Y, I HOX SRR ARG b L e TR 2 I R R R AR A B2 S il
SCBHIS A OC 2125 1Ok R A PT LA S0 [F) i 50 2R e ) e s i [m] i 5% . “ 22k 4R
SR [ e S R AR AE JZ IR 58 o AR 43 BT RIS BFE R E T R G2, Rtz
b, BHVFZALSRE . AT A5 e 07 T R 3% M A T, ARk 7 B4k
SEE . BeJE, B AR RS BN B AR BLAR LR AS B SHIE R L A S FE, (IR S SR LS A
FORUE T E AL, W X g i AR LE T E MR R — AR SE . b, BRI — i
BRARAEAE S BORAIE S, B ARFAR SR 7C 22 K50 5% 52
5 sRE

4RI, 7 [ A DG ZR R [ e 5% S G AU O BT 7 AT BT R B, IX T g b R E K
BALCRE) “HRIET” BORFTSIEMN . STk, ASCEEETEAMOBE IR, X FHh5E
() F 52 BEAT T 15 HOHR S, A% S B8 191 ) g o 5 1) 75 2 A Bk 6 75 2P SR A T RN A
o ASCEM KEEF RGS F MR RIEAT 70T, I L — RS 1 b R e R
BRIAL, DAARERS SRR KB 70 3 [ h SR (6 80, A3 E i ZIRBOR IR S . 7EIL,
FATVRA R T TT FI 42 H LA

55—, %t [F 5 e FCAR AR AT X Ay R A S SCRRIEIBUR B, R R e [
Ok [5) 5 0 S5 A DM A — AN 0 5 S, TR 3 5 BUX SR 1) TR AN 1
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Sibling conflict and its resolution: 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



