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[Abstract)

Objective: To examine the path through which parenting style impacted on peer relationship. Methods:

EMBU, GSES, SASC and peer nominations were used to survey elementary school children from the forth grade to the

sixth. Results: Two unsaturated recursive models had good model fit and all regression weights were significant. There ex-

ited significant differences in dimensions of EMBU across children’s types. Conelusion: (DSelf-efficacy and social anxi-

ety mediated the relations between parenting style and peer relationship. @The acceptable children have gotten more pos-

itive parenting and self—efficacy than the other children, on the contrary, the problematic children have gotten more nega-

tive parenting and anxiety than the acceptable children.
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