- 200 Chinese Journal of Clinical Psychology Vol.15 No.2 2007

1 2
(1. , 100101; 2. : 100101)
30 43 , EMBU NEO-PI-R  CAPI
: R395.6 A : 1005- 3611(2007)02- 0200- 03

Probe into Personality Traits, Parental Rearing and Self- concept of Spring Bud Class
WANG Zzhong- hui, ZHANG Jian- xin
Department of Social Work, National Women’ s University of China, Beijing 100101, China
Abstract  Objective: To examine the relationship of parental rearing, self- concept and personality traits of spring bud
classes. Methods: A sample of 113 students, including spring buds’ 30, non- spring buds’ 30, and middle schools’ 43,
was tested by NEO- PI- R, CAPI, EMBU and Self- concept scale. Results:  Punishment of father, rejection and denial of
mother and parental partiality of control group was higher than those of spring bud classes.  Family self- concept of
spring bud classes was higher than that of non- spring bud classes.  Neuroticism of control group was higher than that of
spring bud classes, but extraversion, human relationship orientation and flexibility of spring bud classes were higher than
those of control group.  Partiality of father had positive correlation to extraversion and face of spring bud class students.
Personality, moral and family self- concept had positive correlation to harmonious of spring bud class students. Conclu-
sion: Personality and family self- concept of spring bud class students is greatly affected by parental rearing.
Key words  Adolescent psychology; Personality; Cross- sectional investigation; Parental rearing; Self- concept
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