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Intergenerational Transmission Mechanism of Prosocial Behavior .
Mediating Role of Mother — child Relationship and Gender - specificity

Ma Yuanguang' ,Liu Yangfan'~?
(1. School of Teacher Education, Shandong University of Aeronautics,Binzhou 256600 ;
2. The First Kindergarten of Qingdao West Coast New Area,Qingdao 266555 )

Abstract; A questionnaire survey was conducted among 474 mothers of pre — school children to explore the intergenerational transmis-
sion effect of prosocial behavior between mother and child,and to deeply analyze the mediating mechanism of mother — child relationship
and gender — specificity. The results showed that( 1) there was an intergenerational transmission effect of prosocial behavior in preschool
children. (2 ) Mother — child relationship played a completely mediating role in the intergenerational transmission of prosocial behavior.
(3) The mediating role of mother — child relationship in intergenerational transmission of prosocial behavior was gender — specific, that
is,the total effect of intergenerational transmission between mother and daughter was higher than that between mother and son. The re-
sults provide some theoretical guidance for cultivating children’ s prosocial behavior.

Key words: prosocial behavior; intergenerational transmission ; mother — child relationship ; gender - specific mechanism



