hEIGROBFZGE 20174 45254 5] 919-

FOERHERRGEFIS
NBISHE AL 2 X FFRTE T EH

(B, BRASR, B, £308

(FIFERFCIERE, B A LS T T E.E52KT, L7 100875)

(WZE] B8 RFEBUIHER ARG T A AR QNS RO 2l 8 ARYRZ IR, DL A 2 SRR B 5 i 527
WABARZF TR 773% SR SOREIR U IS  2ll 6 AR A 23 5 3 R 2% R 1| B 379 44
SR A AT A G5 R OIS B IR 18 220k 8 A @ACRESCRRE m B2l A, BRI
IR S 2l A8 AR SEZR AR R IR T, B A5 A 22l A RT3 A B S /K- A R AR TS i 5 ()
O SRR~ SRF R B~k A (BRI R O S22l AR BRI R . 4818 B fi)5
K 2SS RERS AL D ARAE RIS 7l B AJKF- , ELACERE SCRFRETE BN IR B S Ml 4 A B 5 2 R B 1
YRR

(Rgim]  BIEIRIS; Al A S ; TR

FESES: R395.6 DOI: 10.16128/j.cnki.1005-3611.2017.05.028

Effects of Posttraumatic Growth on School Engagement:
the Role of Social Support as a Moderator
WU Xin—chun, CHEN Jie-ling, YU Peng—xia, WANG Wen—chao
Beijing Key Laboratory of Applied Experimental Psychology, School
of Psychology, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China
[Abstract]

port as a moderator. Methods: Self-reported measure was assessed among 379 adolescents in Wenchuan county four and a

Objective: To investigate the effects of posttraumatic growth on school engagement and the role of social sup-

half years after the Wenchuan earthquake. Results: Post—traumatic growth positively predicted school engagement. Paren-
tal support positively predicted school engagement, and it moderated the relationship between post—traumatic growth and
school engagement, showing that the effect of post—traumatic growth on school engagement is stronger when the parental
support is lower. Teacher support and peer support positively predicted school engagement respectively, but they had no
moderating effect the relationships between post—traumatic growth and school engagement. Conclusion: Post—traumatic

growth and social support have positive effects on school engagement among adolescents who experienced traumatic event,

which is moderated by parental support.
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