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HE AT IR S E KOG B 2
—(Tyler,2012), FEMREREETS SR ATFE4L N T
LIHEE R, SO BEARE S 5 B —Fh R 2
O AT H 4 2R (Bourdieu & Passeron, 1990).
AL GE R LAY TSR S T ) ) R BB AN TR, Ak
AT A 1 T S IR 5 S 15Y A 3 it 1) 1
s DA G SCA R R o 35 T 0 R A 23 1) SRR B
I, AT JEAA RS R T X S R Wi /)
Ho/B) T GRBET 55 it , Bt T
—N 0 S T TR IR S I R RS, Al e
J& s G SCIEHRATE B T R B 232 g E 9T, -
HOR Z B rp [ A A 16 22 50 PR R (W, 2008)

SR, Bl SCALBEAR IS 1 ) IZ M H, SCfb A
(8 PRI A A AR . AR5 T A B RIS
X SCALBEAS B 78 SGHEAT T 48 1E FI# € (Buchmann,
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2002; Lareau, 2011), X {53 AL BEAAE R —A4E 2>
F S HLAT 256 0 (A A T R 2R A A5 K
T, —iE] TR 22 RS N 28 LA S TR &R
(an2# > Be ) IR AR T DL A S B AR 2
G BEAh SO B AR S {3y — i ik S Ak A e
A IR 2 (AR DGR 2R S gt A H iRk,
R JE TR (0 IR A OB, 25 58 R BE T S5 R ey Bk
FrSCAHEAS, DL SO G AR 7 A0 4] 52 1A~ A1 2
M o X — A ST SR AR N R R R AEAE
— 8 I ST, AR SEBIR ST ISR 1 A (BT 3 21
JEE B BRI AL & 308 1 4 50 B X (De Graaf,
1986; DiMaggio, 1982; Jeager, 2011; Jeager & Breen,
2016;Katsillis & Rubinson, 1990; Marteleto & Andrade,
2014; Sullivan, 2001 ; Xu & Hampden—Thompson, 2011).,
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FEMCE 50F A SO SO BE A 2R 1Y 43 T 2
HEATHEAT , DU S LS B AR AR AP i
MFEFIBL] o E—25 Bt —1E FABIL 0 AS 8] By
B AR UGS AL L S 5401 T — R 51
ATy it — BT OB, X SRR T % 4 A
I 73 A S R 22 6 2 SRR R A T i ) SC Ak
FEAR ST HIAE AL B R o e, A SCER X B i
AU E A2 BT AP R, e T SO B A B
WAE T ERE SR 530

X BRI RS TS R SR L

SCAGE AR H B SO AT LA X B A A
()30 AR5 5 (Lamont & Lareau, 1988), X5 52
PIER T LLZ R 2 A, IR i 2 28, SO
AR AT DU E S S S 2 5 MaGE R
JE A AT DA F AR SCA B IR A 4 i 5 R, %
n] L2 il A ) SCAR SENIE (Bourdieu, 1977). {HIGIE
SR EAR AEAEIEAS  He B 22 B s - hi
(Annette Lareau) Fl3 HLBURE - BT 4% (Elliot Weininger)
(5T, AL BEA A% O RAIETE THRERS KRS 1T
WrbrifE & TR HH R Z 1 (Lareau & Weininger,
2003), 1F2 X FRIFARAER < ZBIWrPE” , B Ry
FESCALBEAR AR A BRI AL B E R s
IR K H SRR Ak Ry B BT LS 280 i

FLE FNER T A% (14 43T EC A D) S e 1 A it
AT o IO 3 — JEL %, LA SC AR R AR 1Y) Gl i
FEARTET A A4, TE TS A B
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A A 5 (Bourdieu, 1984), {HJg: X FhZREMEA
SINA BB FREIFRA S FZ 0. Haiii,
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L7 G, W Ay e i SCAL 5 IR TE B &
Geh sz BN AL, RS HA R g 151 > 1927 A sk
SFAE I YA RN, AL T T R P 3 R U AR
WBUREE B2l U o A ) S T B o i 2 8 26 L
AREE AT 124 5 AT Y S , 7R T
SV AR AP 8 Pt BE AR i) 45 X B2 A B
34 AEXRE— A SCIR AR 1) 250l KPR A i it
P FRATH—RER T ER SRR T e
AR R, TR 2E A o T B SR A s
PER R T 0 F AR B BT 4R, F T
SR HLA SO AR I 2 A A SCA AR R i —
ASTFIRIYBIEE , T 23 H A E T 122k (Lamont &
Lareau, 1988), X “HLAr Y587 5 8821~
MF WA Es G, N kR r I~ BA T AN
NI B TETE . AT L, 0 2 A L il 1) “ 455
)17 () —FPAR B (Weininger, 2005) o

LA LRTHE  FRATTAT LK SO ARG R 4G
R

SCARBEAR =1 2] + 0 Ak

BT X, R A1 5 Y L 25
ot 85 A 0 20 a5 B i SO — RB AT TR
F], DT 4 > 7 SCAR A 1 S0 T sk 2 15 ) 7
HE ARG B —GE R RSO ES G, RAS
T AR R A S UEE . R AR E B
AT DL Ak A 30 S A 2ol At , DA T 4 T3 i o ¢
AREE L. B, SCREAE B UL . REEW
FEL YR LA—Fh R LR RE 8 He ) Oy A% 3
T T

it FARRFRIR T, ASME AR I, XN T
PRUEEAL  FRATTAT UM A T 1T e F Je SC Ak e A 3
W — 7 HAE T SCIBEA B B, 53— 5 TR 48 3C
RBEA Ak . XX BAN I T, B9 — R AL
{HAT I — A2 Rt

S XHERBER : RRIWE

W E SR, SCABEAS BYTE BUA i T S0
X AR AA5E 2] HEA T A3 R TR B XX i
P A PO S8 Ry E— 25 R
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2 SO A 5 BT AL i R B R SR A
Ko TEFTIE A AR Y T U R A, A TR S AR
] B PR b R BT S AR I SO S L
Iy — Tl EERREE il B — A osCfbAs s R, IR
SCAERTTABE > B 53 AT AR 5 B PR S 2 A
U R A DR b & A NI N UK B I S N 22
B oy — At SRR . X7 T R R Y
WS RN AR AL 2 E 5 ARFT A, R AL 25 5
At JE A A ST 2 E A A AR R AR FEAR WAL
2 A IS 0 T 10) i FE BRI T, IR 267 ok [ 4
WAy e A SCAR T B0 T2 Ml Ut A 52 T v el
AR SEAHE TEPTIE RSO EAE S R 2 (]
FORG I3 AT RE 23 8% o 2% 2 27 2 B I R], DT 2k 71
T2 EL R AR E SRR R, SRR A
AR TN i 5 2l SR TR S B 1t 35 9 BRAH DG OG
Z (Byun, Schofer & Kim,2012). ] UL, tHARERY 15 )
AT LA BT AR . 0 SCAR R AR J2 5 1 B 3R %
BB RERN, SRR WA 2
il B PR BE 1Ak 25 2 B AT i B, AR Z I, 2
S T Bl DA S HEA TR 43, WA TR AR FEAN TR [
FANGE 258 T MR BE 2T T %8 20 1) Sk
FE (Gaddis,2013),

(=) XA F A = 5 AR

A3 & 1 SCAL BEAS BB SR I T R BE T Sou T
2RISR AN ). — BRI A, 12 A A 5 R
A & Z E T T — T8 ME LA R w83 . SR
X — e R 7 G S At &2 R S - il E A (Paul
DiMaggio) B 5T 132 3 TPk, 1l SR8 T 30fk
FRAE 7R SCAR I Bl P 8E A8 (DiMaggio, 1982), 53
A PAE = A L, SCAG IR )58 18 55 S EAR 9 -2 nT LA
SHEUNEPNIVEPIE S ORLMEE=d B b/ i & i)
B AR BEAS 3l T 7 X — F2 ikt 45 5]
T MRS B, AL, 628
FeF LA R TR AR 2
BTG, T 4 L 1 A AT] 7 2 — AR ST BEAS 19 22 5
(Roksa & Potter,2011), W4k, ZEBA WG, 22E1]



TEAT R D B R E TS S5 L B S BEX FF 2 i3
AN R 3R 1 AR W T4 A SR RE S P TS
B, AR R B, T AE RN E] H B
BEARL IS5 | IEA IR AN A il ) 4 38 (4 T A il
T T8 7, i R 32 3 2 DL R 2 1 S
PEIAEE PR IBCCAR IR, TSR D B 0 Sk B AR
A (Kisida, Greene & Bowen,2014), X 262856 1F 57
FE—E R b SR T I B TR SO s #e , B SC
PEFEA I 25 5T — AN AR 1, i BE A 38 3 )5 R
(5% BT . IS4 ARG 58 T SCfb A
S HA IR R ) AR B R SR B R
FIRE , DR Y S 5 AT 2 S0 5T 1 ) f (Hu et al.,
Forthcoming) .

(Z)BL B F IR A AL A

TS U PR A 7 i S SCAR TR B B, FLEEAR
1) T B AR T3 1 R R = 9 SO — B T
PN BE Y DX SAE TR 1 55 5B 2 B RFA S KK
AR ] B AT BEYE . AR BT B, SRR AT S8 B
WRIR R I SCA R 2R 1A A TRl 2535 S Ak
2% 7 1) HEA < g o SO S, T AR IO AL B AR LA
W JLEE AL R IS 22l R o ER 3 — b S B
TEVT A 55 AR BT 5 h 32 31 T ke il an,
BEXS 2 B R AR R 0 AR ] 7R AR T AT
— it T B SO RSO AT DU T LR Y
I e Jo% , B AR T AT THE A A o 1 27l R B (Carterr,
2003), K, A 2= F WX A D BGE R A S &
LS Z [AEAE K 00 SCHRR SRy S AR 58 Ak
W& (Yosso,2005). A UL, 6T SCAL WA 13X ol L 5
S G5 9 W SCAR 2 B B R ST (Yinger, 1960), FlAf
LI SO BEA FUE A ], X B SO A TR A 2
32 G SCARAH S 1, AN 20 SR RO 35 B 23 b o7 A
Ko BLLRFSE FT R R Y, SR AR S R AR A S
N E RS R FBRAE T o X — 20 Hr S8 B e B —
WARTE T SRR DR . FIERIIAE S A
T4t 23 V7 )& (social belonging) H 75 #4E A 4k (Simon,
2008) , o 5 4t BE 1AL SRR T B (9 SOOIk B A4
BN GEAR I S Ab) T e 1 2 & —AMEAS i — 25
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SR,

(29) AL A B ATy 34

AL A K — A, SR R AT LA IR
SE AR B S A AR ASEE AN ELE A
WAE B AR AR — i n] DU b Ry S22l ™
AIBEA  (H ST BEA YA B3 5 N TR A2 A
)% o AHECHTT 5, A BEAS B s e 3 26 7] L) s
W RGINGARTG B H 2V RE Ty, SR, B & S Ak
PRSI T2 H], ST EA S N T A i SRR
FEARD 22 R AR 1S H O] (Lareau & Weininger,
2003), 4N, A 2735 27 2T B T 0 A BE R F Sk
BEAS, N8 T ST B AT DL AR 208 Ut Y
5] 5 (Y amamoto & Brinton, 2010), X Fh A [/ Hf & 22
)78 DA 1) 37 B X SCAR AR B R 0 AF 9 2
THRIK o TSR BT R MR A AR
ATHERRIS b XA ] BUAAAE SR PR I, TV S Ak
PEARMN T HEA BRI, W Y2 Y T R A
ML, SEBR b, BB AR E L, SR AT
s AL H TS E” WA ) S B2 5 (Reay
2004) A IFAEFH SO FE AR (1 A FE F0]F X il SC
R B 38, MR F I, AHNTS , AT 5EA
RIRE AR ZR TN . 48 A JTRA AN
TEAT TN B A i il B i) 45 Z0mf b SR 2 7T 5 B Y
WA FEAE AN F 38 FA AT B . XA R L
ik, SCIRBEAS B ME AT T EE RN AR A A X
i

M SR AR AL R RIER

SCARTEA Ak Ry IS B 27l Ot & — A~ sh A 1Y
PR, PRI MIRIFSE 3K — i e Bk T Ak A S
A BEAS 52l O 22 (] A SE A BOT O . (BRI
ZA A — RN ARIS VG T 18

(—)ABxE R AL 28 342

I LR, 27 B TR SO B AL A SRS il
i GEEEPREE T A I B . X b B E A [ A 2
T ) X0 s A s, RV ELA SCAR A A R A
ANEA SACHEA B AR L, 7R 20 BUE A A
P, AR, A2 I S BEARTE R A 2l Ul
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A T 222 At 2= AR Y SO AR I L . AR —A
BRI A 4% AR R AR R SO A IR 43
FEBEA I M (2 75 348 R A5 1A I R W 7 3 L1y )
10 Nl i 1 1 = S 0 v N s S 5 )
WFFEF SO A 3 B 2 LR i — i 4
XU, RISCALBEAS A7 TC 7 [l i [ 2
FEUR I SCAL A 5 kR, B e — AR Sk %
AR TEFEAR F B4R T A7 10 B0 )R T 1 AR I 34
FIRRAR . FEX 7T, O A BT R I, SCALEAS 4 %
PRFFA R B 27l SO A 1 [ B R (E 5 A AR AE
AR I v ) FR I 3 R =2 (RS A A T R
FABZ , SCAE A AE 24 A 85 v B AR O 35 5 2 i
R Z [AII AN, 2 RN 7R AL 28 B0 222 0L 1E AH OGO
Z(Hu & Yin,2021), A 0L, SCAL ARG T8 2 LU —Fh
24 o P a2 L — AR A R AR A, R — AT
B ARF B,

()R STALTE AL AR AL HE

FI A 3t DARS , SO BT SE # i o — RS A
R E AR R R, TOI R X T A SOk R i,
SRS T AR SR i B T, AR A~ N B,
XA TR TE SO 5F A e A6 R 07 Ul 1) ok A
H SCAL AR DA B R VR . AR,
AN RS A FEIAR 22 A7 A2 25 U SGIR , 3 5 X i
SRR, FA AR B SCAR A RT RE R 42 A VR
M SCACGEAS B4 TR 2 5 IR B AR PR ALE
X7 T H A ELA SR B BIF S R KA s R R
AR . AT R R R R SRR T
B PATR 2 B, B RS2 A 0 5 %
RS 5, b s Wt A T BB R Dy R B SRR 1 SR e
RRFLOAL I ERR Z 3 . PR, 35 AR —
AT EHE XA . ST R I, X — it
PR B B I AAUUZ A N SR A, I H
FAR F L RN2EAG IS ) AL AR (Liu, 2013), K
FOERERRES)” I il Ja i iR B SR A5 5 . T X b
AR B T 2R B AT K232
I FE ZE AT LA, SCAR 3R AR & HE AT FH Y i
P A] LIRS AR 1 75 2, 2 = AR 255 A
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Bl AR T LASE B B i SO e A AR B 31 2 =
A& o BT SR, 2 A A B
BEVR B AR NE I SCAEBEAS A AR AR M 1 S Ak
GEA W —Fp 5T Ay L SRR T RS
[ R,

(Z)XAFAAE L R

FEIUA AT SR BEA I 5 1) SCiik |, Scfb e
AR 1w 27 U ) Al B B S — A~ B SR TSR Y
VR SO BEA B R LT3R S A
A, BB (HI X —F k]
DA —2B A0tk Bl 4t a2s E b mafEs X
T SO T AR SO AR SO TS A (] A AR
(Lareau & Horvat, 1999), SCALBEASFRELUR 1Y &4
I B SCACGEAS (Y S i, B4, 20 s M SR TR )
PR3 S0 X R SCARTR Sl R R B o T Sk R
A PE AR P RAEL E W SR AL F =TT, UL A
TEZ RFERE bl DUAL g2l il . i A 28 0%
AR I, X — XA B AR T AL
2 ] i) 22 5 (Oaxaca & Ransom, 1994), #7 #6/4~{4
AIRE R R I RIS A RES TR R K 2 1 3C
AEBEAS  (H R AATTR] BEE TR SCIRBE A, I3RS
AU R HE MR . AR, — LA R AT e A B 1Y
SACHEASFRARZ B RRAE ARG X T H & 3
B A R T 2 0%, T e 24 Fo ik — 20
BEAL B Bl Bt . IS SO ERE, A7 o
AR X A3 AL T SO AR A A 72, I
Nt — LA IR TR T A

(09) AL AT R0 % FEAL

I b D SO AR B Y 7B R A, nT
DL B, ST A B A 5t S i 5 18T~ 1) el 4 1)
Bl WE ik — SR, FATT 58 4 T AR ST IR S Fn s
FE 2T AH I 2 st 2 AN A P AR L i,
A NI FEACT FIAS A A 06 2 IR B VIAR G . o 1
B ANFHIE AN 5 A4 305 20 1 5 AR F) A RO
FRAEFRAR L MIAHSC Y o B, 7EBEA A58, SC
A TEAS A ™ SIS SR o A 3 2] AT T k4
FHAMAR A FE /K F (Abel , 2007), 4N, 2E4E % H



CARAy N NI R T AT D s W L o
SO A A ) I U AR DA 2% £ 118 2 158 UL B
IS (Hu & Wu,2019a), [RIE, SCALBEAL 5 K% 4E
A FEREAR G FE A S A B R I BT A 5
Z A B 1 R T e AR BN Sy i R R R 25
Ll (Hu & Wu,2019b), XS 58 AR /R T S0k 5%
A B A5 I 0I5 ) B R A AR R I Z R AE
WS b 2P A SO AR B PRAR 6, 28 1 S
PRBEATE A |17 AL S PR i AR SCAL B AR 5
1) — T U

B GHE XU EEAEFE

JUE S TEA RIS $ T 20 42 60 4K (H 2
HEAH ERESUAE &2 BRSNS
LR R T E BT TR BN, #2021 4F
77 USCARHE A R T R e G E
PEE ) (American Sociological Review) 45 21 s % K 3C
BEA I SC, MIAECGHE 220 5E) B 190, %
JEEN 3P A R R SCaE, SUIR A 232
SARMERT AW, EHE SR RSO eRE T
SCAR AR R, SCAk 52T S AR 2 [ sh A G
I, 98 HTE SCAL A R FEAE T A it b 7 0 s 2
TS W ST AT PRI . 205 W SCIRBEAR Y
TE MR AL A7 T, 43 FEEHE T — RIVAIL
W, SESCI AR BIE BT &, A S0 1 Sk e
AT B RS PR S BbE SO AR T 5 Sk Bl
Z IRV X A B AR I 1 3 U SCAR i A A 1Y AT g
PELA R SCATHEA G N T A Z ] ()20 3% A5 BT o gl
SCARBEAR AR = A SCHE T bl B v, Sk
GEA (AT D BRI X DA L 5 A A DG A S At A
RSB B A S BEAAF 5 T AL R 2 [
X3 DA R SCABEA AT R I 2R AL, 3 5 i 2]
WL A SO EIER, SCIEASAE 4 H IR —AS R e
AL, AP AR ELA AR K RIS 4240 255 [|) N 28 50
WM
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IV D, i, hER SRR
WA TR DEN K BUN PPN S E W f s = A
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BB LBV IR R E ER . — i, FATE
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T SR T T 15 3R BE H IR (UL
HZ%,2011; 0 ,2015), 3 —J7 1, HHEC N IE AR XE
(C R B B X 5K N S LS i1 =B N1 ) e
H— P 2 SO (L, 2021 7 HL, AP SCAR R B 5T
TEAEZ KRR baT DU A sl M 1 [T 4 o 5 2
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HR 5 BTSSR il L irihe iy SC
TRGEAAMT R B 2 B AR 7 MR s 5B
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RS20 0 A B FRAT 18 T ek — MBS 3h
PEFIIE 7, 5 BT LA ATL i Sfe 28 1) SC A A 45
VEFH o 37 1T, FRATTE I Lok B 1 v 25 il 8 Aff =
REfS R FERLAP a9 VE . B, © A PFEXT L
T LA DAY B I B I R P R R Y Oy ST
TEfE A FRBRIR AR IR S s — R MR £
B HVERIRE . 25K B, v 7% i B2 S A R T 55 3
FHE SRR 2 BRI, 38 ) SO A AR T (Hu &
Wu,2021), XERATELE G ZIEHIE T  IRZ AR
(R AR BRI 52 B 15 3% LA B SCAR A A OG | T3 215 14
SRS RFEE T LAARAF Y . LG, R A e % R
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REL L SCAR AR T S 22 2 S5 1 B ol e
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P I A G ) A B 1 R AR B R (A A5 RE AS 1
K2y, (HJE Ok Z 0 5e & B, IS a2
S SEBR BT DA— EE W B AT B R X
o) FRL 0 I B 3 0 A L o P A S R A
TS [ (N v S SIS by o S G =R ] R
BB, iR A B R R B S E A AR w A
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