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JlucepTauMOHHUAT TPy € ¢ 001 o6em 187 cTpaHHIM M BKIIIOUBA YBOJ,
TpU TJaBH, 3aKioueHue, Oubnmorpadus u mpunoxkenus. bubmmorpadcekara
cripaBka oOxBaiia 148 nuTepaTypHU W3TOUYHHMKA HA TPBIKH M 4yXk] €3UK. KbM
Tpyla ca T[pWIOKEHH 4  TOPWIOKEHHUs, ChAbpPXKAIIM  HU3MOJI3BAHUA
U3CJIEOBATEIICKA HUHCTPYMEHTAPUYM.

N3cnenBaHeTo € IMOCBETEHO Ha aHaM3 Ha B3aUMOBPB3KUTE MEXKIY
CEMENHHUS CTATyC, CTUJIOBETE HA POJUTEIICTBO M AKAaJEMUYHUTE IMOCTHXKCHUS
IpU YUCHULIU B TPBIKUS 00pa3oBaTesieH KOHTEKCT.

TeopernyHaTa 4yacT npeAcTaBs CUCTEMATU3UPAH MPErjie]l HA CbBPEMEHHU
IICUXOJIOTUYECK W  HWHTEPAHUCLUUIUIMHAPHU  KOHILEMIMH, CBBP3aHH ChbC
ceMelHaTa CTPYKTypa, CeMEMHOTO (PYHKIIMOHUPAHE, POAUTEIICKUTE CTUIOBE U
(bakTopuTe, BIMUICIIA BbPXY YUHIIUIIHATA YCIIEBAEMOCT.

EMnupuunata 4acT  BKJIOYBA  OpraHU3alMs, MPOBEXIaHE U
CTaTUCTHYEeCKa O0O0paboTKa Ha KOJMYECTBEHO W3CJIEIBAHE CpEJ YUYEHUIH,
HaCOYEHO KbM IIPOBEPKA HA U3BEICHUTE U3CIIEIOBATEICKNA XUIIOTE3H.

[lybnuyHata 3ammra Ha JUCEPTALMOHHUSA TpyA 1€ c€ MpoBeAe Ha
............................ Mnpea  HAyyHO KypH, OIpPEAEICHO  ChIJIAaCHO
M3MCKBaHUATA HAa 3aKOHA 3a Pa3BUTHETO HA aKaJleMUYHHs ChCTaB B PemyOnuka
bearapus.

CpriacHO ycTaHOBEHATa NpOLELypa MaTEepUAIIATE MO 3alluTaTa ca Ha

pasnonoxenue B Karenpa ,,IIcuxonorus.



I. AKTYAJIHOCT HA TEMATA

[IpoOneMbT 3a akageMUYHUTE TIOCTIDKCHHWS Ha YYCHHIIUTE 3aeMa
IIEHTPAJIHO MSCTO B ChBPEMEHHATa IMEJarorniecka U Bb3pacToBa TCHXOJIOTHS,
JOKOJIKOTO YYHJIMITHATA YCIIEBAEMOCT € HE CaMO MHAMKATOp 3a OBIIAJsiBaHE Ha
00pa3oBaTeTHOTO CHIBPKAHWE, HO W TMPEIUKTOP 3a IMO-HATaThITHATA
oOpa3oBaTenHa ¥ NMpodecHoHaTHa pealu3alus Ha JIUIHOCTTa. B ycioBusTa Ha
JTUHAMUYHU COIMATHU TpaHChOpManuKi, WKOHOMHUYECKAa HECTAOMITHOCT U
MPOMEHSIIN CE€ CEMEWHU CTPYKTYPH, H3CIEABAHETO Ha (pakTopuTe, KOUTO
BIUSIAT BBPXY YUYEOHHTE TIOCTHXKEHHUS, MNpUI00MBa OCOOEHA HaydyHa U
MpaKTU4YeCKa 3HAYHNMOCT.

CeMelicTBOTO TIpoAbDKaBa Ja ObJe MbPBUYHATA COLMATIM3UpAIa cpea,
B paMKUTE Ha KOATO ce ¢opMupar Oa3MCHU KOTHUTHBHHU, €MOLMOHAIHU W
MOBEJICHYECKN MOoJenu. [[poMeHnTe B ChBpEMEHHUTE OOIIECTBAa — HApacTBaHE
Ha Opos Ha HENBJIHWTE CEMEWCTBA, YBEIWYaBaHE Ha  Pa3BOAUTE,
TpaHchopMaIlii B POJUTEIICKATE POJUM W JUHAMUKA HA MEXTYJTUIHOCTHHUTE
OTHONICHUS — TOCTAaBAT HOBU BBIPOCH OTHOCHO BIHMSHHETO HAa CEMEHHUS
CTaTyC M Ka4eCTBOTO Ha CEMEWHOTO (YHKIIMOHHWpAHE BHPXY Pa3BUTHUETO Ha
netero. OcoOEHO aKTyalleH € BBIPOCHT Jajl CAMHST CTPYKTYpPEH CTaTyc Ha
CEMEICTBOTO WJIH MO-CKOPO CTHIIBT HA POAUTEIICTBO M EMOIIMOHATHUAT KIIMMAT
B CEMEUCTBOTO MMAT MO-CHIIECTBEHO 3HAYCHHUE 3a aKaIEMUYHUTE TTOCTHKCHHUS.

B wayynata gumTeparypa ce OTKpOsSBAT pas3IW4yHH, I[OHSKOTa
MPOTUBOPEUYNBU DPE3YJATaTH OTHOCHO BpB3KaTa MEXIy CEMEHHUS CTaTyCc U
VUHJIAIIHATA YCIeBaeMocT. YacT OT M3cieBaHUATAa TOoauepTaBaT 3HAYCHUETO
Ha CTPYKTYPHHUTE XapaKTEPUCTUKHA Ha CEMEHCTBOTO, JOKATO APYTH aKIEHTUPAT
BHPXY KaueCTBEHUTE MapamMeTpu Ha POAMTEIICKOTO TMOBEICHUE — CTEMeHTa Ha
MOJIKpena, KOHTPOJI, aBTOHOMHUS ¥ aHTAKUPAHOCT.

ToBa Hamara HEOOXOAWMMOCTTa OT HMHTETPATUBEH TMOIXOMA, KOWTO Ja

chbueTaBa aHajW3a Ha ceMeliHaTta CTPYKTypa € H3CJICABAHC Ha CTHJIOBCTC Ha



POIMTEICTBO KAaTO MEIMAaTOpEeH MEXaHW3bM MEXAy ceMeiiHata cpeaa W
y4eOHUTE pe3ynTaTu.

AKTyaTHOCTTa Ha HACTOAILIOTO H3cielBaHe ce oOyciaBsi M OT
HEOOXOAMMOCTTa OT EMIHMPUYHU JaHHU B KOHTEKCTa Ha TpbIKaTa
oOpa3oBaTeniHa cucTeMa. Bhlpekn Hamu4ueTo Ha MEXAyHApOIHH MPOYUBAHUS,
ChIIECTBYBAa Je(DUIMT HA CHCTEMaTH3MpAHH U3CJEIBaHUS, KOUTO Ja
pasriiexaar €JHOBPEMEHHO CEMEHHHUS CTaTyC, POJAUTEICKUTE CTUJIOBE U
aKaJeMUYHUTE TOCTIXKCHUSA Cpell TPBLUKU YUYCHHIIM B PAMKUTE Ha €IWHEH
uscienoBareiacku Monen. ColMamHO-KyNATypHaTa crneuurpuka Ha TIPBIKOTO
OOIIEeCTBO MpeArnoaara Bb3MOKHU Pa3inyus B MPOSBICHUETO HA POAUTEICKUTE
NPAKTUKH U TSIXHOTO BB3JIEHCTBHE BHPXY YUMWINIIHATA aJalTallusl.

HayunaTta 3Ha4MMOCT Ha TUCEPTAIMOHHUS TPY]I MPOU3THYA OT CTpEMexa
Ja ce mpeojoiiee (parMEHTapHOCTTa B U3CIEABAHUATA Upe3 pa3paboTBaHE Ha
KOHIICTITyaJTHa paMKa, KOSTO Ja OOCIUHU CTPYKTYpHUTE U (DYHKIIMOHATHUTE
XapaKTepUCTHUKH Ha CEMEHUCTBOTO C TICUXOJIOTMYECKUTE HW3MEpPEHUsi Ha
POIMTEICTBOTO M TEXHUTE OTPAKEHHUS BBPXY aKaACMUYHHUTE MHOCTHXKECHUS.
[IpakTHyeckata 3HAYMMOCT € CBBbpP3aHAa C BB3MOKHOCTTA peE3yJTaTUTE Ja
MOCITy’KaT KaTo OCHOBa 3a pa3pa00oTBaHE Ha MPOTpamMH 3a ICUXOJIOTHYEcKa
MOJIKperna, KOHCYATHpaHe Ha PpOAWTETM U TPEBEHIUS Ha YYHIUIIHA
HEYCIIEBAEMOCT.

B TO3u cMucChI u3cnenBaHEeTO OTroBaps Ha ChbBPEMEHHUTE NMPUOPUTETH
Ha TeJarornyeckara U Bh3pacToBaTa MCUXOJIOTHs, HACOYEHH KbM pa3KpHUBaHE
HA CUCTEeMHHTE (PaKTOpH, MOJNOMATralld WX BB3NPENATCTBAIINA ONTUMAIHOTO

pa3BUTHE Ha yYEHUIIUTE B 00pa3oBaresiHa cpea.

II. OBEKT, IPEAMET, HEJI U 3AJJAYU HA U3CJIEABAHETO
OfexT Ha wuH3C/IeIBaHETO € ceMmelHara cpega kKato ¢akrop 3a

IICUXUYHOTO N O6p330BaTeJ'IHOTO Pa3sBUTUC HA YUCHUIUTC B YUYWJIMIIIHA Bb3PACT.



IIpeamer Ha M3C/IeABAHETO € BPb3KATA MEXKIY CEMEHHHUS CTATyC, CTUIOBETE
Ha POJAUTEJICTBO U aKaJIEMUYHUTE NOCTUKEHUS CPE/l TPBLKU YUCHUIIH.

OcHOBHATAa 1eJI HA MPOBEICHOTO AUCEPTAIMOHHO U3CJIeIBaHe € /1a ce
YCTAHOBAT U aHAJIU3UPAT B3aUMOBPB3KUTE MEK]Ly CEMEMHUSA CTaTyC, CTUIOBETE
Ha POJIUTENICTBO M aKaJIEMUYHUTE MOCTHKEHUS HAa YUYEHHUIIUTE, KAaKTO U Jla Ce
U3SICHU POJISITa HA POJUTEICKUTE CTUIIOBE KATO BH3MOXKEH MeIUaTopeH (hakTop
MEXy CEMEMHATa CTPYKTYpa U yUHUJIMIIHATA YCIIEBAEMOCT.

3a mocTUraHe Ha MOCTaBeHaTa el ca (GOpMYyJIUpaHH CICAHUTE 3aAa4M:

1) Jla ce mpoyyaT TEOPETHYHUTE KOHIENIMU U MOJEIU 32
CEMEMCTBOTO KAaTO COI[MATHA UHCTUTYIIHUS.

2) Jla ce anHanmu3upa CBHUIHOCTTa Ha POJUTEICTBOTO  KaTo
COILIMOKYJITYpPEH (PEHOMEH B COILMOJIOTMYECKH U MCUXOJOTHMYECKH TEOPUHU U Ja
C€ UBSICHAT KOHIENTUTE 3a POJIUTEIICKUS CTUJ HA OTHOIIICHUSI.

3) Ja ce pasrimemar ocobeHocTUTe Ha (PeHomMeHa ,,akajJeMHUYHa
YCIEBAaeMOCT M J1a C€ OTKPOHW BIMSHUETO HAa CEMEHWHOTO (DYHKIIMOHHMpaHE 3a
pasrpblLIaHE HA aKaJEMUYHHUS MOTEHIMA Ha JIeljaTa B CEMENCTBOTO.

4) Jla ce wm3cnemBa B3aMMOBpPB3KAaTa MEXKIAY CEMECH CTaryc,
POAUTENICKA CTHUJ U aKaJeMU4YHA YCIIEBAEMOCT HA TPBUKU YYEHULHA B
rUMHa3uajieH 00pa3oBaTesieH eTarl.

5) Jla ce aHamu3MparT KOPEIALMOHHUTE 3aBUCUMOCTH MEXIY
pazInuusTa B aKkaJeMUYHaTa yCIEBAEMOCT Ha YUYEHHUIIMUTE, CEMEUHUS CTaTyc,
POJIUTEINCKUS CTUJI U MOJIETTUTE HA CEMENHO (PYHKIIMOHUPAHE.

B chorBeTcTBHE C mOCTaBeHAaTa 1€ M M3CIEIOBATEIICKUTE 3aJadd ca
bopMyIMpaHU CIEAHUTE XUIIOTE3U:

OcHoBHa xXMIoOTE3a:

Jlema OT WBJIHW/HEMBIHA CEMEWCTBA, OTIJICKIAHU OT POJUTENH,
Opujiaraiiy aBTOPUTETEH U ABTOPUTAPEH POJUTEICKU CTHJI, C€ OTJIMYaBaT C

BHUCOKH HUBA Ha aKaJICMUYHaA YCIICBACMOCT.



OT ocHOBHaTa XWIOTE3a MPOUITHYAT CIEIHUTE JIOIBIHUTEIHU
XUIOTE3H:

JonbaHuTeIHA XUnoTe3a 1:

Jletla OT WBJIHW/HEIBIHA CEMEWUCTBA, OTIVICKIAHHM OT POJAUTEINH,
YIpaKHSBAIIM MEPMUCHUBEH (TMOEpalieH) CTUII Ha BB3MUTAHUE, CE OTINYaBaT C
HUCKHU HUBA Ha aKaJIeMUYHa YCIIEBAEMOCT.

JonbaHUTEIHA XUIIOTE3A 2:

Jleia OT HENBJIHM CEMENCTBA, KOUTO IIOKa3BaT BHCOKA aKaJeMHYHA
YyCIIEBaEMOCT, Ca OTIVICKJAHHM OT POJUTEIN C BHUCOKO (DYHKIIMOHUpPAHE,
MPAKTUKYBAIll ABTOPUTETEH POJUTEIICKU CTHII.

JlonbJaHUTEIHA XHUIIOTE3a 3:

Bucoko-(yHKIIMOHUPAIIOTO MHJIHO/HENBJIHO CEMEUCTBO € TMO-TSCHO

CBBP3aHO C aBTOPUTCTHUA POAUTCIICKH CTHUII, OTKOJIKOTO C HCroBaTa CTPYKTYypa.

1. METOJ0JIOTUsA U METOAU HA U3CJIEABAHETO

MeTtononornyeckata paMka Ha U3CJIEIBAHETO CE OCHOBaBA HA CUCTEMHMS
Y MHTErpAaTUBEH MOJXOJl MPH aHalIKW3a HAa B3aUMOBPB3KUTE MEXIY CeMEHHUs
CTaTyC, CTWJIOBETE HA POJUTEICTBO M  AKAJAEMHYHUTE ITOCTHIKECHHUS.
W3cnenBanero chyeTaBa TEOPETUUYEH aHaIM3 Ha ChIIECTBYBAIM HAyYHU
KOHLIECTIIIMA C EMIUPUYHO KOJIMYECTBEHO MPOYUYBAHE, HACOYEHO KBM IPOBEpPKA
Ha HOPMYTUPAHUTE XUTIOTE3H.

IIepBa rmaBa ,, TeopeTHuHN OCHOBM Ha M3CJIEABAHETO € MOCBETEHA Ha
TEOPETUYHUS AHAJIN3 HA OCHOBHUTE KOHLEMLWHA M U3CIEAOBATEIICKH MOAXO/H,
CBBbP3aHU ChC CEMEHHUS CTaTyC, CTUJIOBETE Ha POAMUTENICTBO U aKaJIEeMUYHUTE
NOCTH)KEHMSI B YUMJIMIIIHA Bb3pacT. TeopeThyHaTa paMKa Ha W3CIIEJIBAHETO €
u3rpajieHa BbpPXY  HUHTEpAUCIUIUIMHADHA  OCHOBA, KaTo  0OeauHsBa
NICUXOJIOTUYECKH, T[EIarorMyecku | COLIMOJOTUYECKH MEpPCIEeKTUBU KbM

CEMEMCTBOTO KaTo conraiaui3rpalia CHCTcMa U Cpcid 3a pa3BUTHUC.



B mwpBus maparpad ce pasriexgaT ChBPEMEHHHTE pa3OupaHus 3a
CEMEHCTBOTO KAaTO JWHAMHWYHA COIMAJIHA WMHCTUTYIUSA. AHaIU3UpaHud ca
KJAaCHYeCKH W MOJIEPHH TEOPETUYHU TOIXOMU, KOWUTO HWHTEPIpPETHpaT
CEMEICTBOTO KAaTO CHUCTEMa OT B3aMMOCBBP3aHU POJIM, B3aMMOOTHOIICHHS W
GyHKIMOHATHU XapakTepucThku. CrenuasHo BHUMaHHWE C€ OTHels Ha
pa3rpaHUYCHUETO MEXIy CTPYKTYPHH XapaKTEPUCTHKH Ha CEMEUCTBOTO
(TBJIHO/HEMTBTHO) W KAYECTBEHH IapaMeTpH Ha CEMEHHOTO (yHKIIMOHUpPAHE.
[ToguepraBa ce, ue ¢GopMmamHaTa CTPYKTypa HE H3UEpIBa ChIBPKAHHETO Ha
ceMeiiHaTa cpeJa W Y€ TIICHXOJOTHYECKUAT KIMMAaT, KOMYyHHKAaIUsITa |
€MOLIMOHAJIHATA TOJKpena HMMaT ChUIECTBEHO 3HAY€HHE 3a PAa3BUTHETO Ha
TETETO.

B xoHTeKCcTa Ha conMaTHUTE TpaHC(OpMAITUU ce pas3TIeKIaT MPOMEHUTE
B CEMEWHHTE MOJIEJIM, HApacTBAaHETO Ha HEMBIHUTE CEMEHCTBa U
BB3JICHCTBUETO HA TE€3W MPOILIECH BBHPXY JIETCKOTO pa3BuTHe. lIpencraBenu ca
Pa3IUYHU U3CJICIOBATEIICKU MO3UIIMN OTHOCHO BJIMSIHUETO Ha CEMEWHUS CTaTyC
BBPXY KOTHHUTHBHOTO W aKaJIEMHUYHOTO Pa3BHTHE, KAaTO CE OTKPOSBAT KaKTO
JaHHU 32 BB3MOKHHM PHCKOBE, Taka M apryMEHTH, 4Ye HEOJaronpusTHUTE
e(eKTH He ca HeU30EKHU U 3aBUCSAT OT HUBOTO Ha CEMEHHO (PYyHKIITMOHUPAHE.

BB BTOpHS maparpad € aHaau3MpaHa KOHIEMIIMATA 3a CTHJIOBETE Ha
POJIUTEIICTBO KATO TMCHXOJOTHYECKH MEXaHU3bM, Ype3 KOMTO ceMeliHaTa cpena
OKa3Ba BB3JICHCTBUE BHPXY Pa3BUTHETO Ha JeTeTo. PasrienaHu ca OCHOBHUTE
TUTIOJIOTHU Ha POJUTEICKUTE CTUJIOBE, KAaTO AaKIEHTHT € ITOCTaBEH BBPXY
aBTOPUTETHHUSI, aBTOPUTApHUS U TIepMUCUBHUA (yuOepanen) ctul. [Ipocnenenun
ca TEXHUTE OCHOBHHM XapaKTCPUCTHKU — CTCTIICH Ha KOHTPOJ, HW3UCKBAHUS,
€MOIIMOHAJIHA TIOJIKpENa, aBTOHOMHSI MU TOCIEAOBATETHOCT B TOBEIECHHUETO.
ABTOPUTETHUST CTHJI € TIPEJICTABeH KaTO OaJaHCHpaH MOJEI, ChUeTaBalll SCHO
CTPYKTYPUPAHH HW3WCKBAHHS C BHUCOKA CTEICH Ha IMOAKpPENa W eMOIIMOHATHA
AHTOKUPAHOCT. ABTOPUTAPHUAT CTHJI C€ XapaKTepU3Upa ¢ BUCOKU M3UCKBAHMS

U KOHTPOJ IIPpH OI'paHHMYCHA CMOIHMOHAJIHA 6JII/I3OCT, A0KaTO IICPMUCHBHHAT



CTWJI CE€ OTJIMYaBa C HUCKA CTEIEH Ha peryjauus MU CTPYKTYPUPAHOCT.
TeopeTnyHUAT aHaNM3 MOAYEPTaBa, Y€ PA3IMYHUTE CTHUIOBE HA POJUTEIICTBO
Ch3JaBaT PA3JMYHU YCIIOBHs 34 Pa3BUTHE HA CaMOpEryJallds, MOTHBALUA U
y4yeOHa aHTaKUPAHOCT.

B tperuss maparpad ce pasriexaar akaJeMUYHHTE MOCTHXKEHHUS KaTo
MHOroakTopeH (EHOMEH, BKJIKOYBAlll KOTHUTUBHH, MOTHBAllMOHHH,
E€MOLIMOHAJIHW M COLUMAaJHU KOMIOHEHTH. IlpencraBeHu ca OCHOBHHM
MICUXOJIOTHYECKH KOHIEMIMM 3a ydyeOHaTa MOTHBAllMsA, CAaMOpEryJalusira U
poJIATa Ha ceMelHara IoAKpena B yuuinuiHaTta aganranus. [loqueprasa ce, ge
aKaJeMHYHaTa yCIEBAa€MOCT HE € E€IMHCTBEHO pe3yJTaT OT WHAMBUAYAJIHUTE
CIIOCOOHOCTH Ha YYE€HMKa, a ce (popMHpa B KOHTEKCTa Ha B3aHMMOJCHCTBUETO
MEXy TUYHOCTOBU U CPEIOBU (PAKTOPH.

Oco0eHo BHUMaHHE € OTACJICHO HAa eMIHPUYHHUTE U3CIEABAHMS, KOUTO
aHaIU3upaT BPb3KATA MEXKIY CEMEHWHHs CTAaTyC, POMUTEICKUTE CTHIIOBE M
YUUIUIIHATE pe3yaTatu. O000IIeHneTo Ha HayYHUTE JaHHH MOKa3Ba HATUYKE
Ha IPOTUBOPEYMBHU PE3YyJTaTH OTHOCHO BIMSHHUETO Ha CEMEMHaTa CTPYKTypa,
HO OTHOCUTEIHO IMO-KOHCUCTEHTHU JaHHU 3a 3HAYEHHETO Ha aBTOPUTETHUS
CTHJI Ha POJIUTEJICTBO KAaTO MPEIUKTOP 32 O-BUCOKA aKaJJEMUYHA yCIIEBAEMOCT.

B kpas Ha rnaBaTa ce aprymMeHTHpa HEOOXOJUMOCTTa OT MHTETPaTUBEH
MOJIeJI, KOMTO Ja pasriexkja CeMEHHHs CTaTyC, CEeMEMHOTO (PYHKIIMOHUPAHE U
POJIUTENICKUTE CTHJIOBE KaTO B3aMMOCBBp3aHU poMeHauBH. [loqueprasa ce, ue
aHAJIU3bT HA AKaJIEMUYHUTE MOCTHXKEHUS CJIE/IBA J1a CE€ OCHIIECTBSIBA B PAMKHUTE
Ha CHCTEMEH MOJXOJ, OTYMTAIl KOMIUIEKCHOTO B3aUMOJEHUCTBUE MEXKIY
CTPYKTYPHU U (YHKIMOHATHHU XapaKTePUCTUKH HAa CeMeWHarTa cpeja.

TeopernunusT ananu3 B [IbpBa rmaBa ¢popMupa KOHIENTyallHaTa OCHOBA
Ha EeMIUPUYHOTO W3CcieABaHE M oOocHOBaBa  (OPMYJTUPAHETO  Ha
M3CIIEIOBATEIICKUTE XUIOTE3U, HACOUYEHH KbM U3SICHSABAHE Ha pojsiTa Ha

POJIUTENICKUTE CTUJIOBE M CEMEHHOTO (DYHKIIMOHMpAHE KAaTO MOCPEIHUYECKU



MEXaHU3MH BBB BpPb3KATA MEXKAY CEMEHHHUS CTaTyC M aKaJeMUYHUTE
MTOCTYKCHHUSL.

MerononornyHaTa pamMKa Ha H3CJIEJIBAHETO € MpejacTaBeHa BbB Bropa
rinaBa. MeTOAUYECKUAT IU3alH € HACOYEH KbM JIETAMIIHO MPOCIEASIBAHE HA
B3aMMOBPB3KAaTa MEXKIYy CEMEWHHS CTaTyC, POIUTEICKUTE CTHJIOBE Ha
MOBEJICHUE U akKaJeMHUyHaTa YCIEBaeMOCT Ha Jelata B KOHTEKCTa Ha
ceMeiHOTO (GyHKIIMOHUPAHE, C IeJl JIa C€ OTKPOAT MOTCHIIMAIIHUTE MEXaHU3MH,
KOUTO OOSICHSIBAT BU3HMpPAHATA acoIMallvs U BIusHHE. V3ciaenBaHeTo U3Moi3Ba
CMECEH MOJAX0/1 OT KOJIMYECTBEHH U KaU€CTBEHU METOIU:

- IlpoyuBane u paHXUpaHe Ha aKaJCMHUYHHUTE PE3yJITAaTH HA YYCHUIIUTE

(cpeneH ycrex 1o u3ydaBaHu mpeameTu 3a yueoHnara 2023-2024 ronuna).

- BbnpocHuk 3a ycraHoBsBaHE Ha JeMOrpadcku JaHHU HAa POAUTENIUTE:

I0JI, B3PACT, CEMEEH CTaTyC, 00pa3oBaHHUeE.

- BbnpocHuk 3a u3mepBaHe Ha poauTelcKuTe cTuioBe — Parenting Styles
and Dimensions Questionnaire - Short Version (PSDQ).
- BbnpocHuk 3a olieHKa MoJienuTe Ha (PYHKIIMOHUPAHE HA CEMEUCTBOTO —

Family Assessment Device (FAD)

Pesynrature ca o6padboTBanu ¢ SPSS maket, kato ce mpuiara GakTopeH
U PErpecMOHEH aHajiu3 Ha eMIIMPUYHHUTE JaHHU W KOpEJallMOHEH aHalIu3 3a
MPOBEPKA HA U3UTHATHTE XUITOTE3H.

EMmipu4HOTO M3CNeaBaHe € pealn3upaHo B JBE YYHJIMINA B pailoHa Ha
Cepec, I'bpuus, B peasina oOpazoBaTeinHa cpesia. B Hero ca BKIIOUEHU YYEHUIU
U TEXHUTE POAWTENH, KOETO TO3BOJISIBA CHIIOCTABIHE Ha JaHHUTE 3a
aKaJieMUYHaTa YCIEBAeMOCT C XapaKTepUCTUKUTE Ha CceMelWHaTa cpena,
POJIUTEINICKUS CTHII U CeMEHHOTO (pyHKIIMOoHMpaHe. [1on00pbT HA yYaCTHULIUTE €
OCBIIECTBEH HA TOOPOBOJICH MPUHITUII IIPH CTIa3BaHE HA €THYHUTE CTAHIAPTH 32
IIPOBEXK/IaHE HA TICUXOJOTUYECKU U3CIICIBAHMSL.

[Ipu cvOupanero, 0OpabOTBAHETO M MPEICTABIHETO HA EMIUPUYHUTE

JaHHH Ca CT>6J'IIOI[aBaHI/I IMPUHOUIIATC Ha aHOHWUMHOCT, KOH(bI/II[eHI_[I/IaJ'IHOCT u



3alyuTa Ha JIM4YHAaTa I/IH(i)OpMaHI/IH, KaTO IIOJIYUYCHHTC JaHHM Ca M3IOJI3BAHU

CANHCTBCHO 3a LCIIUTC HAa HACTOAIIOTO M3CJIICABAHC.

PCCHOHI[CHTI/ITC, BKIIIOYCHHM B H3CIACABAHCTO CC pPa3npcacisiT B ABC

ocHOBHHM rpynu: I'pyna A — 138 ydyeHunu ¢ pa3BUTHE B HOpMA OT CEJIMH, OCMU

U JIeBETH Kjac B T'MMHAa3HalieH eranm Ha oOpa3oBanue u ['pyma b — texnwure

poauTtenu, oomio 200 Ha 6polt ¢ pa3HOPOJIEH CEMEEH CTaTyC.

Tabmuna Nel. Pasnpenenenue Ha cryaentckara uzBaaka (I'pyma A)

No OG6pazoBatenHa O06110 7. knac | 8. Kiac 9. knac
WHCTUTYLIMS YUYCHUIIU
1 | IIspBO cpenHO yunnmiue, 72 25 24 23
Cepec
2 | Ilero cpeaHo yyuiuiie, 66 23 22 21
Cepec
OO0 138 48 46 44

Tabmuia Ne2. Paznpenenenne Ha poautenckara uzBaaka (I'pyma b)

Ne | Uuctutynua | Kiac | CemelicTBo CamoreH CamoreH O06110
C IBamMa poauTen pOAUTEN | POAUTENHU
poautenu | (pa3BeneH) | (apyro)
1 |IIvpBO 7 9 11 5 34
CpeaHo KJ1ac
YUWIHIIE

2 | IIspBO 8 8 13 3 32
CpeaHo KJ1ac
YUUIIHIIE

3 | ITspBO 9 13 8 2 36
CpeaHo KJ1ac
YVUUJIUIIE

4 | Ileto 7 8 12 3 31
CpeaHo KJ1ac
YVUUJIUIIE

5 |Ilero 8 13 5 4 35
CpeaHo KJ1ac
YUUIIHIIE

6 |Ilero 9 11 3 7 32
CpeaHO KJ1ac




YUUIIHIIIE

Total | 62x2 =124 52 24 200

Opranuzanusara Ha H3CJEIBAHETO MpPEMUHaBa Mpe3 HIKOJIKO OCHOBHU
eTama:

[loaroTButeneH eranm — TEOPETHYEH aHAIU3 Ha HayyHaTa JHUTEpaTypa,
dbopmynrpaHe Ha H3CIEAOBATEICKUTE XWUIOTE3M W MOAOOpP Ha TMOAXOJSII
U3CIIEI0BATEIICKU HHCTPYMEHTAPHYM.

JInarHoCcTHYEeH eTan — aJMUHUCTPUpPAHE HA BBIPOCHHUIIUTE U ChOHMpaHe
Ha JIaHHU OTHOCHO CEMEMHMS CTaTyC, CTUJIOBETE Ha POAMTEICTBO U HUBOTO Ha
CeMEMHO (YHKIMOHUpAHE, KAaKTO W PpErucTpUpaHe Ha aKaJeMUYHUTE
MOCTH)KEHUS Ha YUYCHUIIHTE.

AHanmuTUYeH eTam — CTaTUCTUYecKa o00paboTka W aHamu3 Ha
eMIIUPUYHUTE JaHHU C LeJ MpoBepKa Ha M3CIICAOBATEIICKUTE XUIOTE3U U
yCTaHOBSIBAaHE HA 3HAYUMH 3aBUCUMOCTH MEXY IPOMEHIIMBUTE.

CpOpaHuTe eMNUpPUYHH JaHHM ca oOO0pabOTeHH Upe3 MEeToau Ha
MaTeMaTUKO-CTaTUCTUYECKU aHAJIM3 C IIeJl YCTAHOBSIBAHE HA CTATUCTHYECKH
3HAYMMH 3aBHCUMOCTH MEXIYy HW3CIeIBaHUTe NpoMeHiuBH. [Ipunmaranu ca
onvcaTeNlHa CTATUCTHKA, aHAJIM3 Ha KOpeJalud W CPABHUTEIHU aHAIM3HM 32

IMPOBCPKa HAa OCHOBHATA U JOIIBJIHUTCIHUTC XHUIIOTC3U.

IV.PE3YJITATH OT EMIITUPUYHOTO U3CJIEJIBAHE

AHamM3bT W HHTEpPHpPETALMATA HA PE3YyJTAaTUTE OT H3CIEABAHETO Ca
npejactaBeHu B Tpera riaaa.

W3cnenoBarenckara JIOTMKa € HacoYeHa KbM YCTaHOBSIBAaHE Ha
B3aUMOBPB3KHUTE MEX]Yy CEMEWHHUS CTATyC, JOMHHHUPALIUS POJAMTEIICKH CTHII,
XapaKTEPUCTUKUTE Ha CEMEMHOTO (QPYHKUMOHMpAHE W  aKaJeMHU4yHaTa
YCIIEBAEMOCT Ha YUYEHULIUTE.

[TomyuyenuTe pe3ydaTratd ouepTaBaT CJIOKHA KapTUHA, IPU KOATO

CTpyKTypaTa Ha CEMEHCTBOTO caMa MO cebe CH He ce MposBsIBa KaTo




AOCTATBYHO YCJIOBHMEC 3a IIPOIrHO3MpAaHEC Ha aKAACMHYHHUTC TIOCTHIKCHMHA.
3HAYNUTEITHO MMO-ChbIICCTBCHO CC€ OKa3Ba Ka4CCTBOTO Ha POIAUTCICKOTO

MMOBCACHUC U HAYUHBT, I10 KOWUTO (I)YHKHI/IOHI/Ipa ceMelHaTa CUCTEMA.

1. Ponuterncku cTui U ceMeiHa CTPyKTypa

[I5pBOTO HampaBieHWE Ha EMIHMPUYHUS aHAJU3 € HACOYEHO KbM
pasmpesieICHHEeTO Ha POJUTEIICKUTE CTUJIOBE M BPb3KaTa MM ChC CEMEHHHSA
cratyc. Upes Parenting Styles and Dimensions Questionnaire — Short Version
(PSDQ-Short) ca nudepeHupand TpU OCHOBHH MOJIeJla Ha POJUTEIICKO
MOBEJICHUE — AaBTOPUTETEH, aBTOpUTapeH U nepmucuBeH. Ot o6mo 200
W3CIeBaHU poauTenn 83 ce xapakrepuzupar ¢ aBtopureTeH, 70 ¢
aBTOpUTapeH, a 47 ¢ MEpPMUCUBEH CTWJ, KaTO aBTOPUTETHUAT MOJCI € Haii-

CHUJIHO IMPCACTABCH B U3BaJAKaTa.

Ta6muia Ne3. PonuTencku CTUIIOBE CIIOPEl CEMEEH CTaTycC

CemMeeH cTaryc ABTopurereH | ABropurapen | [lepmecusen | Q010
CewmelicTBO ¢ 1Bama 65 37 22 124
pOIUTETTH
CemelcTBO € €IUH 13 24 15 52
poauTen (pa3BeaeH)

CeMeNCcTBO ¢ eauH 5 9 10 24
poauTen (6e3 npyr)
0610 83 70 47 200

['paduka Nel. CemeliHO TTOIOKEHHUE HA POJIUTEIS




N POAUTCIICKH CTHUJI HAa ITOBCACHHUC

2 =18.03; p = 0.0012
CeMelHMAT cTaTyc € pasrpaHMu4eH B TPU KATErOpUU — ITBIHO

JIBYPOJUTEICKO CEMEMCTBO; HEMBJIHO CEMEMCTBO C €IMH POAMUTEN BCIECACTBHE
Ha pa3BOJl; HENBJIHO CEMEWCTBO C €IMHCTBEH poautes. ChIOCTaBSIHETO C
pesyarature oT PSDQ-Short mokas3Ba, ye aBTOPUTETHHAT CTHJI € Ha-CHIIHO
MpEJCTaBeH Cpell IABYPOJUTEICKUTE CEMEWCTBAa, HO CE€ YCTaHOBSIBA U IIpU
POJIUTENU OT HENBJIHM CEeMEWCTBa. ABTOPUTAPHUSIT U MEPMUCUBHHUAT MOJEI
CBIIIO IPUCHCTBAT MPU PA3TUUHUTE KATETOPUU CEMEEH CTaTyC.

Cratuctuueckara mpoBepka upe3 Chi-square (¥?) TecT ycTaHOBSIBa
3HAUMMa acoIlMaIUsl MEXJy CEeMEWHHS CTaTyC M JOMHHHUPAIIUS POIUTEICKU
ctun (x> = 18.03; p = 0.0012). Pe3ynrarbT nokaspa, ye paslpeieiIeHUETO Ha
POJUTENICKUTE CTUJIOBE CE€ pas3iinyaBa CIIOpel ceMeiiHaTa CTPYKTypa, HO He
MO3BOJISIBA TIPUUMHEH W3BOJI, Y€ CEMEHHUAT CTaTyC MpEAOIpeaess OnpeaeicH
MOJIeTI Ha POJUTENICKO TOBEICHHUE.

EMnupuynuTe JaHHU oOdYepTaBaT Ba)XXHO pa3rpaHUYCHHUE MEXKIY
CTPYKTYpHUTE U (DYHKLIMOHAIHUTE XapaKTEPUCTHKHU Ha ceMeiiHaTa cpena. Enna
U ChIlla CEeMEilHa CTPYKTypa MOKe Ja ObJie ChueTaHa C Pa3IUYHU MOJCIH Ha
POJIUTENICKO TIOBEACHHUE, MOPaal KOETO CEMEHHUST CTaTyC U POIUTEIICKHUST
CTWJI CJeABa Ja Ce€ pas3riexaaT KaTo CBBP3aHHU, HO HEB3aMMO3aMCHSIEMU

XapaKTEPUCTHKHU.

Family Status by Parenting Style

Family Status
Two-parent family
Single-parent family {divorced)
Sole-parent family (no other parent)

60 |

50

40 |

Count

30

Authoritative Authoritarian Permissive
Parenting Style



Ocobeno 3HauyuM € (akTbT, Y€ aBTOPUTETHOTO POJMUTEICTBO C€
YCTaHOBSIBA W B YCIIOBHSTA Ha HENbJIHA CEeMEHHa CTpykTypa. ToBa He
MO3BOJISIBA HEMBJIHOTO CEMENCTBO Ja Ob/ie MHTEPIPETUPAHO aNpUOPH KATO
nuchyHKIMOHATHA Cpella, HUTO MBJIHOTO CEMEMCTBO — KaTo aBTOMAaTH4Ha
rapaHiys 3a ONTHUMAJTHO POJUTENICKO B3auMojencTBue. [lomydeHusT pesyarar
0o00CHOBaBa HEOOXOJAMMOCTTa CeMeWHara CTPYKTypa Ja ce aHajau3upa

CbBMCCTHO C KAYCCTBCHUTC XAPAKTCPUCTHUKH HA POAUTCIICKOTO ITOBCACHHUC.

2. CeMeeH cTaTyC, pOAUTEICKH CTHII U aKaJIEMUYHA YCIIEBAEMOCT

BropoTto HampaBieHue Ha aHajaM3a MPOCIEsiBa B3aUMOBPB3KUTE MEKITY
CeMEWHHUs CTaTyc, JOMHUHHUpAUIUS PpOAMTENICKM CTWJI U akKaJeMHU4yHaTa
yCIEBAEMOCT. AKaJEeMHUYHUTE NOCTHKEHHSI Ca ONpPENEIEHM Bb3 OCHOBAa Ha
peaHuTe YUYWIMIIHYN Pe3yJITaTH Ha yuyeHUluTe 3a yueOHara 2023-2024 r. u ca
CBhIIOCTABEHHU C KaTErOPUUTE HA CEMEMHUS CTaTyC U ycTaHOBeHHs upe3 PSDQ-
Short poauTenCKU CTUIL.

Pesynratute moka3BaT, 4e BHCOKaTa akaJeMHU4yHa YCIIEBAEMOCT HE €
€JHO3HAYHO CBBP3aHa CbC CEMEHaTa CTPYKTypa. BHCOKM MOCTMXEHUs ce
YCTAaHOBSIBAT KAKTO MPU YYEHHUIIM OT JABYPOAMTEIICKM CEMEICTBa, Taka U Mpu
YUYEHUIIM, XUBECIM C €AuH poauTes. ChIIEBPEMEHHO CpEl YYEHULHUTE OT
IBJIHU CEMEWCTBAa ChINO Cc€ HaOII0JaBaT clydad Ha HHUCKA akKaJeMHUYHa
ycneBaeMocT. Te3u NaHHM MOKa3BaT, Y€ HAJIMYMETO Ha JBaMa POJAMTENIM CaMO
o cebe cu He TapaHTHUpa BUCOKU yueOHU pe3yJiTaTh, KaKTO U OTChCTBHETO Ha
€AVHUS POAUTEN HE MpeArnoara HeMPeMEeHHO HUCKA YCIIEBAEMOCT.

Ta6nuna Ne4. CpaBaenue: CTpyKTypa Ha CEMEMCTBOTO

W HAUBO Ha YCIICX

CemeeH craryc Otauuen | Muoro | J1o0bp | 3anoBoauresien | Heycnemen

A00Bp

CemeiicTBO ¢ Bama 3.2% 38.7% | 33.9% 17.7% 6.5%




poauTenu

Camoten pozuren 15.4% | 34.6% |30.8% 7.7% 11.5%
(pa3Bezen)
Enun ponuren 0.0% 41.7% | 37.5% 16.7% 4.2%

(6e3 npyr poauTen)

CbIOCTaBSIHETO C POAUTECIICKHA CTHJI O4d€pTaBa IIO-ACHH TCHACHIIMH.
ABTOpI/ITCTHI/IHT CTHUJI CC€ CBBP3Ba C BHCOKH aKaJCMHUYHHU ITOCTHIKCHHA KaKTO
IIpU II'BJIHUTC, TaKa W IIPU HCIIBJIHUTC CeMEICTRA. ABTOpI/ITapHI/IHT CTHJI CBIIO
CC Cpflia BBB Bpb3Ka € BHCOKa YCIICBACMOCT IIPpU YUYCHHMIM OT IIbJIHH
CeMeﬁCTBa, AOKaTO I1Ipu IHICPMHUCUBHHA CTUII CC Ha6J'IIOI[aBaT ITI0-HHUCKH

aKaJIEeMUYHU Pe3yJITaTh HE3aBUCUMO OT CeMeiHaTa CTPYKTypa.

['paduka Ne2. AxageMU4HO NpPECTaBsIHE U CTUJ HAa POJUTENICTBO

Academic Achievement by Parenting Style
20t —

181

161

Grade Value

141

121

10}

Authoritative Authoritarian Permissive
Parenting Style

Pe3ynTtaThbT OTHOCHO aBTOPUTApHHUS CTHJI HW3HMCKBAa MO-Mpelu3Ha
uHTeprperanus. HanuuneTo Ha BUCOKM aKaJIeMUYHU MOCTHXKEHUS MPU 4acT OT
YUYEHUIIUTE C aBTOPUTAPHO POIMUTENICTBO C€ OTHACS KOHKPETHO J10 y4yeOHarta

YCIICBACMOCT MU HC O3Ha4dYaBa, Y€ TO3HW MOJCI € CI)YHKHI/IOHEUIHO PaBHOCTOCH Ha



aproputetHus. [locnenBamusaT ananus Ha CEMEHHOTO GYHKIMOHUPAHE MTOKa3Ba
CBILIECTBECHH PA3JINUUsI MEXK]y ABAaTa CTUJIA.

B 00001ieHue, pe3ynrature noka3par, 4ye akaJleMUyHaTa yCreBaeMOCT He
MOXe n1a ObJe OOSCHEHA €IMHCTBEHO Ype3 IMPOTUBOMOCTABSIHETO ,,IIBIHO —
HENBJIHO CEMEUCTBO®. POIMTENCKMAT CTHII Cce€ oOdYepTaBa KaTo BaXkHa
nudepeHupala XxapakTepucTuKa, KaTo Hai-mocieqoBaTeaHara OTpUllaTeIHa
TEHJICHIIUS C€ YCTAaHOBABA MpPH IEPMHUCUBHHS MOJEN. 3a OIpelessiHe Ha
CaMOCTOSITeITHUS TPUHOC HA OTACIHUTE (DAKTOpU € TPHIOKEH TOCIIEBaII]

pPETPECHOHEH aHAIH3.

3. [IpeaukTopw Ha akaJIeMUYHATA YCIIEBAEMOCT

3a ompenensHe Ha CaMOCTOSTEIHATA NPEIUKTHBHA 3HAYMMOCT Ha
W3CIICIBAHUTE CEMEHHM U POJHUTEICKH XapaKTEPUCTHKH € IPHUIOKEH
perpecuoHeH MOJIEII, BKITFOYBAII] CEMEHHUS CTAaTyC, Bh3pacTTa U 00pa30BaHUETO
Ha POJUTENSA M POAUTEIICKHUS CTHII. AHAIM3BT MTO3BOJISABA JIa C€ YCTAHOBH KOH OT
Ha0II0aBaHNUTE 3aBUCUMOCTH CE 3aIa3BaT IPU ¢THOBPEMEHHOTO OTYMTAHE Ha
ocTtaHanuTe (GakToOpH.

Pesynratute OTKpOsSBAaT TEPMHUCHUBHUS  POJIUTEICKA CTHJI  KaTo
CIMHCTBEHUS  CTATUCTUYECKA  3HAUYUM  OTPUIIATENICH TPEAUKTOp  Ha
akamemuyHata ycmeBaemocT (koedurmument = -090; p < 0.05). Toma
MOTBBPIKJaBa yCTAaHOBEHATA MPU CPABHUTEITHHS aHAIIW3 TCHJICHIIUS U TTOKa3Ba,
4ye OTpHUIlaTeNTHATa My BpbB3Ka C YUYEOHUTE TMOCTHIKEHHS C€ 3ama3Ba U Tpu
KOHTPOJIMPAHE Ha OCTAaHAJIUTE BKIFOUCHH B MOJICIIA XapaKTEPUCTHKH.

ABTOPUTETHUAT W aBTOPUTAPHUAT POJUTEICKH CTHJI HE ITOKa3BaT
CaMOCTOSITeJTHA CTAaTUCTUYECKH 3HAauuMa NpeaukTuBHa cToiHocT (p > 0.05).
TakaBa He ce yCTaHOBSIBA M 32 CEMEHHUS CTaTyC, Bb3pacTTa ¥ 00pa30BaTEIHOTO

PaBHUILIE HA POJIUTENS.



CJIGZIOB&TGJIHO Ha6HIO,Z[aBaHI/IT€ IIpHU CPABHUTCIIHUA aHAJIN3 Pa3JIUMdusd HE

BbB BCUYKHU CIIydaH CC 3aI1a3BaT KaTO HC3aBHUCUMHU CTATUCTUYCCKHU G(I)GKTI/I Ipu

CAHOBPCMCHHOTO BKJIKOUBAHC HA (1)aKTOpI/IT€ B PETPECUOHHUSA MOACII.

Ta6muma NeS. Rerpecnonen Mojen 3a akaieMUYHaTa yCIeBaeMOCT

IIpenukTop Coef. | p-value | Significance

Ctun Ha pOAUTENCTBO: ABTOPUTAPEH -0.33 | > 0.05 | He3HAUYUTEJIEH
CTua Ha pOAUTENICTBO: ABTOPUTETEH -0.29 | >0.05 | He3HAUYUTEJICH
Ctun Ha poauTencTBo: Ilepmucrupen -0.90 | <0.05 | 3HauyuTeNCH

O6pazoBanue: bakanaBbp +0.50 | > 0.05 | He3HauUTENEH
O6pazoBanue: Maructop +0.68 | > 0.05 | He3HaUUTENEH
Bs3pacT Ha poauTens -0.02 | >0.05 | He3HAYUTEJIEH
CeMeNCTBO ¢ IBaMa pOJUTEINIH +0,56 | > 0.05 | He3HauuTeIcH
Cemeitno nonoxenue: CamoteH poauten | -0.15 | > 0.05 | He3HaunTEeICH
Cemeitno nonoxenue: CamoteH poauten | +0.58 | > 0.05 | He3HaunTEICH

HNuarpama Nel ,,PerpecuoHHu KoepUIIMEHTH
Ha MPEAUKTOPUTE HA aKaJEMUYHATA YCIIEBAEMOCT"*

PerpeCVIOHHI/I KOE¢MMM€HTM Ha NnpegnkTopuTe Ha akajeMmyHata ycneBsaemMocCTt

0.6 1

0.4 1

0.2 1

PerpecroHeH koepuLMeHT

U.0o

3abenexcka. Eouncmeeno nepmucuenuam pooumencku Cmuil e CmAamucmuyecku 3Ha4um
ompuyamenen npeduxmop Ha akademuunama ycnesaemocm (koeguyuenm = —0.90; p <

0.05).

[TonyuenuTe pe3ynraTd Mokas3BaT, ye QopMaiHaTa ceMeiiHa CTPYKTypa

camMa 1o cebe cu He € A0CTaTb4Ha 3a IHIPOrHO3UMpPAHC HA aKaJCMHUYHATa



yCIIEBAEMOCT B  HW3cCieABaHarta H3Baaka. CpIIEBPEMEHHO  KOHKPETHA
XapaKTEpUCTUKA HA POJUTEIICKOTO B3aUMOIEUCTBUE — IEPMUCUBHHUST CTUI — CE
CBbp3Ba YCTOWYMBO C MO-HUCKU aKaJIEMHUYHHU MOCTHKEHHS. TO3M pe3ynTar He
NOKa3Ba TIpUYMHHA BPb3KA, a CTATUCTUYECKH 3HAYMMa MPEIUKTHBHA
3aBUCHMOCT B PAMKHUTE Ha IPUJIOKEHHS MOJEIL.

B 0600111eH1e, perpeCMOHHUAT aHAJIU3 U3MECTBA AHAIMTUYHUS aKIIEHT OT
dbopManHaTta CTPYKTypa Ha CEMEHCTBOTO KbM XapaKTEPUCTUKHTE Ha
POJIUTENICKOTO TOBeIeHue, 0e3 Ja peaylupa akaJeMHyHaTa yCIeBaeMOCT J0
JeicTBUEeTO Ha enuH ¢aktop. Pe3ynrature moakpensT pa3OUpaHETO W KaTo
MHOTO(aKTOpHO OOYCIIOBEH PE3yJITaT, IPU KOUTO MEPMHUCHUBHUAT POAUTEICKU
CTHUJI CE OTKPOSIBA KATO HAl-SICHUSI OTPULIATEIICH NMPEIUKTOP CPe/l BKIKOYEHUTE B
MoJ€ena IPOMEHIIMBHY.

4. PoguTtencku CTHII M CEMEWHO (PYyHKIIMOHUPAHE

CreBammioTo HampaBJIEHUE HA aHAIM3a € HACOUYEHO KbM BPb3KaTa MEXKIY
POJIUTENICKHSI CTUJI U KaUeCTBOTO HAa CEMEUHOTO (DyHKIIMOHUPAHE, OLIECHEHO Ype3
Family Assessment Device (FAD). Ananmu3upaHu ca celeM HU3MEpPEHHUs Ha
ceMeiiHaTa cucTema: pelniaBaHe Ha nOpoOJeMH, KOMYHHUKAlMs, poJH,
€MOLIMOHAJIHA OT3UBYMBOCT, E€MOLMOHAJIIHA aHTa)XKUPAHOCT, IMOBEICHYECKU
KOHTpOJI U 0010 cemeitHo QyHkuunoHupane. [Ipu mntepnperauusta Ha FAD
[O-HUCKHUTE CTOMHOCTH O3HayaBar 10-0JIarONpHUsATHO CEMENHO
(byHKIIMOHUpAHe.

PerpecnonnusaT anHanu3 Ha croMHocture no FAD 3a pasnuunute
KOMOMHAIIMM MEXJy CEeMEHHHUS CTaTyc M POJUTENICKUS CTHJI O4epTaBa
ycTolurBa Au(EepeHIras MeXIy TPUTE MOJENa Ha POJUTENICKO MOBEJICHHUE.
Pesynratute OT perpecuoHHNs MOJIEN ITOKA3BAT, Y€ ABTOPUTETHUAT POJIUTEIICKU
CTHJI C€ CBBP3Ba C MO-O0JAaronmpusiTHU CTOMHOCTH MO u3MepeHusita Ha FAD,
JIOKaTO aBTOPUTAPHUSAT CTUJ CE€ acolMMpa C MO-HeOJiaronpusTeH npoduia Ha

cemeirino ¢yHkuronupane. [lepMUCUBHUAT CTHIJI 3aeMa MEXKIWHHA TMO3HITHS.



Ta3u 3aKOHOMEPHOCT C€ YCTaHOBSIBA MPHU pPa3IMYHUTE KATETOPUU CEeMeeH

CTaTycC.

Ckana na FAD

Tabnuya Ne6. FAD — Ananuz na cmotinocmume,

CemeeH cTaTyc

OUEHEHU Ype3

pecpecCuOHHRUA MOO@]Z
PoauTencku MoneaHo
CTHJI OLlCHEHH

CTOMHOCTH

Pemasane Ha npobaemu CemMeicTBO ¢ 1BaMa POJUTENH ABTOpUTETEH 1.78

PenraBane Ha npoGiemMu CeMeHCTBO ¢ ABaMa POIUTETH ABTOpUTapeH 2.41

PenraBane Ha npoGiemu CeMeHiCTBO ¢ eIWH POANTEN IlepmucuBen 2.21
(pa3BenieHO)

PemaBane Ha nmpoGnemu CeMeNCTBO ¢ €IUH POAUTEIN ABTOpUTETEH 1.92
(pa3BeneHo)

PeriaBane Ha npoOIeMu CeMeiCTBO ¢ erH POJUTEN ABTOpHUTapEH 2.55

Pemagane Ha npobiaemu CeMeicTBO ¢ eIH POAUTEN IlepMucuBeH 2.35

PemaBane Ha mpoOiemMu CeMeNCTBO ¢ ABaMa POIUTENHN ABTOpUTETEH 1.82

Pemasane Ha npobaemu CeMeicTBO ¢ JBaMa POJUTENH ABTOpHUTapeH 2.45

PenraBane Ha npoGiiemMu CeMeHCTBO ¢ ABaMa POIUTETH IlepmucuBeH 2.25

PenraBane Ha npoGiemMu CeMeHiCTBO ¢ eIWH POANTEN ABTOpUTETEH 1.76
(pa3BenieHO)

Komynukanus CeMeNCTBO ¢ €IMH POAUTEN ABTOpUTapeH 2.52
(pa3BeneHo)

Komynukammst CeMeiCTBO ¢ erH POJUTEN IlepMucuBeH 2.25

KomyHukanus CeMeHNCTBO ¢ €IMH POANTEN ABTOpUTETEH 1.78

Komynukanust CeMeicTBO ¢ JBaMa POJUTENH ABTOpHUTapeH 2.55

Komynukanus CeMeHCTBO ¢ ABaMa POIUTETH IlepmucuBeH 2.27

Komynukanus CeMeHiCTBO ¢ eIWH POANTEN ABTOpUTETEH 1.58
(pa3BenieHO)

Komynukanus CeMeNCTBO ¢ €IMH POAUTEN ABTOpUTapeH 2.35
(pa3BeneHo)

Komynukammst CeMeiCTBO ¢ erH POJUTEN IlepmucuBeH 2.07

Komynukammst CeMeiCTBO ¢ erH POJUTEN ABTOpHUTETEH 1.73

KomyHnukanust CeMeicTBO ¢ JBaMa POJUTENH ABTOpHUTapeH 2.36

KomyHukanus CeMeNCTBO ¢ ABaMa POIUTENHN [TepmucuBeH 2.12

Pomn CeMeHCTBO ¢ eIUH POANTEN ABTOpUTETEH 1.80
(pa3BeneHo)

Pomu CeMeicTBO ¢ eANH pOAUTEN ABTOpUTapeH 2.43
(pa3BenieHO)

Pomn CeMeHCTBO ¢ eIMH POANTEN IlepmucuBeH 2.19

Pomm CeMeiCTBO ¢ erH POJUTEN ABTOpHUTETEH 1.84

Ponu CeMeicTBO ¢ eNH POAUTEN Authoritarian 247

Poan CeMeicTBO ¢ JBaMa POJIUTENH Permissive 2.23

AdekTuBHa OT3UBYMBOCT CeMeNCTBO ¢ ABaMa POIUTENN ABTOpUTETEH 1.85

AdekTrBHA OT3UBYUBOCT CeMeiCTBO ¢ IBaMa POTUTENH ABTOpHUTapEH 2.43

AdexTrBHA OT3MBYHNBOCT CeMeHCTBO ¢ eIH POANTEN IlepmucuBen 2.22
(pa3BenieHO)

AdexTuBHa OT3UBYMBOCT CeMeNCTBO ¢ €IUH POAUTEN ABTOpUTETEH 1.85
(pa3BeneHo)

AdekTrBHA OT3UBYUBOCT CeMeiCTBO ¢ erH POJUTEN ABTOpHUTapEH 2.43

AdekTuBHa OT3UBYMBOCT CeMeHNCTBO ¢ €IMH POANTEN [TepmucuBeH 2.23




AdexTrBHA OT3UBUYUBOCT CeMeiCTBO ¢ IBaMa POTUTENH ABTOpHUTETEH 1.92

AdexTBHA OT3UBYUBOCT CeMeiCTBO ¢ IBaMa POTUTENH Authoritarian 2.50

AdekTuBHa OT3UBYMBOCT CeMeNCTBO ¢ ABaMa POIUTENIN Permissive 2.30

AdexTuBHa OT3UBYMBOCT CeMeNCTBO ¢ €IMH POANTEN ABTOpUTETEH 1.77
(pa3BeneHo)

AdexTrBHA OT3UBYUBOCT CeMeiCTBO ¢ erH POIUTENT ABTOpHUTapeH 2.47
(pa3BenieHO)

AdexTuBHO y4yacTue CeMeNCTBO ¢ €IMH POANTEN IlepmucuBen 2.20
(pa3BeneHo)

AdexTuBHO ydacTue CeMeiCTBO ¢ erH POJUTEN ABTOpHUTETEH 1.69

AdekTuBHO y4yacTue CeMeHNCTBO ¢ €IMH POANTEN ABTopuTapeH 2.39

AdekTuBHO y4yacTue CeMeHNCTBO ¢ €IMH POANTEN [TepmucuBeH 2.13

AdekTuBHO y4yacTue CeMeNCTBO ¢ ABaMa POIUTENHN ABTOpUTETEH 1.59

AdexTuBHO ydacTue CeMeiCTBO ¢ IBaMa POTUTENH ABTOpHUTapEH 2.30

AdexTuBHO ydacTue CeMeiCTBO ¢ erH POIUTET IlepmucrBeH 2.03
(pa3BenieHO)

KoHTpos Ha noBeieHUETO CeMeicTBO ¢ JBaMa POJUTENH ABTOpUTETEH 1.73

KoHTpos Ha moBeIeHHETO CeMeiCTBO ¢ IBaMa POTUTENH ABTOpHUTapeH 2.38

KoHTposn Ha moBereHUETO CeMeHCTBO ¢ eiH POJTUTENT IlepmucrBeH 2.19
(pa3BenieHO)

Kontpon Ha noBenenuero CeMeicTBO ¢ eNH pOAUTEN ABTOpUTETEH 1.85
(pa3BeneHo)

KoHTpoJ Ha TOBEeICHUETO CeMeiCTBO ¢ eiH POJUTEN ABTOpHUTapEH 2.50

KoHTtpos Ha noBeeHUETO CeMeicTBO ¢ eNH POAUTEN IlepMucuBeH 2.31

KoHTpos Ha noBeieHUETO CeMeicTBO ¢ JBaMa POJUTENH ABTOpUTETEH 1.76

KoHTpos Ha noBeieHUETO CeMeicTBO ¢ 1BaMa POJIUTENH ABTOpHUTapeH 241

KoHTpos Ha moBeIeHUETO CeMeiCTBO ¢ IBaMa POTUTENH IlepmucrBeH 2.22

KoHTposn Ha moBereHHETO CeMeHCTBO ¢ eiH POTUTEN ABTOpUTETEH 1.89
(pa3BenieHo)

006110 pyHKIHOHUpAHE CeMeNCTBO ¢ €IMH POAUTEN ABTOpUTapeH 2.45
(pa3BeneHo)

00110 QyHKIMOHUPAHE CeMe#CTBO ¢ eiH POIUTET IlepmucrBeH 2.20
(pa3BenieHO)

06110 pyHKIMOHUpAHE CeMeHNCTBO ¢ €IMH POANTEIN ABTOpUTETEH 1.84

00110 QyHKIIMOHUPAHE CeMeiCTBO ¢ eiH POTUTEN ABTOpHUTapEH 2.40

00110 QyHKIMOHUPAHE CeMeiCTBO ¢ erH POJUTEN IlepmucuBeH 2.15

06110 pyHKIHOHUpaAHE CeMeNCTBO ¢ ABaMa POIUTENN ABTOpUTETEH 1.96

06110 pyHKIMOHUpAHE CeMeNCTBO ¢ ABaMa POIUTENHN ABTopuTapeH 2.52

00110 QyHKIHOHUPAHE CeMe#CTBO ¢ eiH POIUTET IlepmucrBeH 2.27

(pa3BeneHo)

I'paduka 3. O6o0uIeHa KOMOMHUpaHa rpaduka




Ha MOJieJia Ha BJIUSIHUE HA POJUTEJICKUS CTHII U CEMEMHUS CTaTyC
[TonyuenuTte pe3ynaTaTd ca OCOOCHO BaXKHH TMPHU CHIIOCTABIHETO UM C
akaJeMHYHaTa yCIeBaeMoCT. JJoKaTo mpu 4acT OT YUYCHHUIUTE C aBTOPUTAPHO
POAMUTENICTBO C€ YCTAaHOBSBAT BHCOKH YYCOHHM IMOCTHXKEHUS, TO3U CTUJ HE Ce
CBbpP3Ba C ONTHUMAIHO CEMEWHO (YHKIMOHMpAHE, TOECT — BHCOKaTa
aKaJeMUYHa yCIEBAeMOCT M OJIarompusTHOTO (yHKIIMOHUpAHE Ha ceMeiHaTa
CUCTEMa HE CJIe/IBa Ja CE€ pa3rIekIaT KaTO B3aMMO3aMEHIEMH MOKa3aTeH.
B o00o00mienne, aBTOPUTETHUAT POAMTEICKH CTHUJI C€ OdYepraBa Karo
MOJIETBT, HaW-MOCIEAOBATETHO CBBpP3aH ¢  OJIATONPHUSITHO  CEMEHHO
(GyHKIIMOHUpPaHE, JTOKATO aBTOPUTAPHUST € aCOIMUpaH C MO-HEOJIarompusiTeH

(dbyHKIMOHANIEH TpoduIL.
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5. B3saumopenctsue MeXAy CEMEWHMSA CTaTyC M CEMEWHOTO
(yHKIITMOHUpaAHE

3a ycTaHOBSIBAaHE Ha OTHOCUTEJIHMS MPUHOC Ha ceMeWHaTa CTPYKTypa U
POIUTENICKHSI CTUJI € TPUIOKEH PErpecMOHEH aHaiu3 C OOIIOTO CeMEHHO
¢yukimonupane (General Functioning) kato 3aBucuMa IPOMEHJIMBA.
Pesynratute mnokasBar, 4e €IHOPOJUTEICKATE CEMEICTBA BCIEICTBHE Ha
pPa3BOJl, KAKTO M CEMEICTBaTa C €IMHCTBEH POJUTEN, CE XapaKTEPU3UPaAT CbhC
CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYUMO T[10-HEOJAronpuaTHU TOKa3aTelld B CpaBHEHHUE C
nBypoautenckute cemeiictBa (p < 0.05) mpu KOHTpoJaupaHE HAa OCTaHAIUTE
(dhaxTopu.

Hapen cbc cemeriHara CTpPyKTypa, CBIIECTBEHO 3HAYEHUE ITOKa3Ba M
POJIUTEIICKUST CTHII. ABTOPUTAPHUST CTUJI € CTATUCTUYECKH 3HAUYMMO CBBHP3aH
C TMO-HEOJaronpusTHO OO0 CceMeHHO (YHKIIMOHUPAHE B CpaBHEHUE C
aBroputeTHus (p < 0.01). Ilpu nmepmucuBHus cTui ce HaOIIOaBa CXOAHA, HO
Mo-ciabo u3pa3eHa TEHJEHIUs, KOSATO HE BbB BCHUKM aHAIM3U JOCTUTa
CTaTUCTUYECKA 3HAYUMOCT.

ChIOCTaBIHETO HAa PE3yJITATUTE TMOKa3Ba, Y€ CEMEHHHUAT CTaTyC HMa
3HAUYEHHE 32 KAauyeCTBOTO HA CEMEMHOTO (YHKIMOHUpAHE, HO pa3IUuUATA,
CBBP3aHH C POAMUTEICKUA CTHJI — OCOOEHO MEXAy aBTOPUTETHHUA U
aBTOPUTAPHUS MOJIEN — ca TTO-OTYETIIMBH OT TE3H, MPOU3THYAIIN OT CEMEeHHaTa
CTPYKTYpa. ToBa NOTBBPK/1aBa HE0OXOANUMOCTTA CTPYKTYPHUTE
XapaKTEPUCTHKU HA CEMEHCTBOTO Ja CE€ PasriiexkIaT CbBMECTHO C KaueCTBOTO

Ha BbTPECEMEUHUTE B3aUMOICHCTBUA.

I'paduxa Ned4. Bzaumoneiicteue: Cemeer craryc X Pogutencku cTun

(O6wo pynkunonupane — FAD):



Interaction: Family Status x Parenting Style

2.5 Parenting Style
mem Authoritative
mm Authoritarian

2.

II II Il
0.0 I I III

- =
o n o

Predicted General Functioning (FAD)
o
n

(s)
Ly 0
(ent *aﬁ“\\‘
Bl
co\®

Family Status

* 3abenexcka. Ilo-nuckume pezyimamu no FAD nokazéam no-

O1a20NPUAMHO CeMeliHO PYHKYUOHUpaHe.

Oco0eHO 3HAUUM € pe3ydTaThbT NMpU HEmbJIHUTE ceMeicTBa. [lpu Tax
aBTOPUTETHMST CTUJI CE CBBP3Ba C M0-0JaronpUATHU MTOKA3aTeIN Ha CEMEHHOTO
(GyHKIIMOHHUpaHE, KOETO MO3BOJISIBA 1a ObJe MHTEPIPETUPAH KaTO MOTEHIIHAICH
KOMIIEHCATOpeH pecypc. ToBa He 03HayaBa NMPUUYMHHO ,HEYTpalIU3UpaHe' Ha
e(eKTUTE OT OTCHCTBUETO HA BTOPU POAMTEN, a IOKa3Ba, Y€ NPU CXOJHA
ceMeliHa CTPYKTypa pas3IMYHATE MOJEIM Ha POAUTEIICKO IIOBEJEHUE Ca
CBBP3aHM C Pa3IMYHO Kaue€CTBO HA CEMENHOTO (PYHKIIMOHUPAHE.

B 00600menue, pe3ynrarure IMoKa3BaT, Y€ CeMeWHaTa CTPyKTypa HUMa
CaMOCTOSITeNIHA BpB3Ka C OOIIOTO CEMEMHO (YHKIIMOHUPAHE, HO POAUTEICKUST
CTWJI C€ OYepTaBa KaTo MO-CHJIHO audepeHuupany (axkrop. Taka HENbIHOTO
CeMEIICTBO He cielBa Ja ce UHTepIpeThupa camo 1o cebe CH  KaTo
TuchyHKIIMOHAIHA Cpena; Mo-WH()OPMATUBEH € CHhBMECTHHUAT aHAIU3 Ha

ceMeiHus CTaTyC M Ka4C€CTBOTO HA POAHUTCIICKOTO B3aI/IMO,Z[Cf/'ICTBI/IC.

6. [IpoBepka Ha U3CIIEIOBATEICKUTE XUIIOTE3U



[TonydyenuTe eMIMPUYHU  PE3yATaTH MO3BOJIABAT IIPOBEPKA HA
dbopMynupaHUTEe B W3CIEABAHETO OCHOBHA M JOMBIHUTEIHU XHUIIOTE3U Upe3
CBHIIOCTaBSIHE HA JAHHUTE 33 CEMEUHUS CTATYyC, POAMUTENICKUS CTHJ, CEMEHHOTO
(yHKIMOHUpaHE U aKaJeMUYHaTa yCIieBaeMoCT.

OcHoBHaTa XMIIOTE3a MOJyYyaBa EMIIMPUYHA [TOAKPENA 10 OTHOIIEHHE Ha
aKaJeMUYHaTa YCIEBAeMOCT. BUCOKM akaJieMUYHU pE3YyJITATH CE€ yCTAHOBSABAT
[IPM YYEHULH, YUUTO POAUTENM MpUJArar KakTO aBTOPUTETEH, Taka U
aBTOPUTApEH CTWI. AHaIM3bT Ha CceMeHHOTO (yHKUHOHMpaHE obaue
pasrpaHnyaBa ChIIECTBEHO JBaTa MOJENA: aBTOPUTETHUAT CTHII CE€ CBBp3Ba C
M0-0J1aronpusiTHA CTOMHOCTHU 10 U3Mepenusara Ha FAD, nokaro aBToputapHUsT
ce acoluupa C Mo-HeOJaronpusaTeH Npoduia Ha ceMelHO (QyHKIIMOHHUpAHE.
CrnenoBaTeIHO CXOACTBOTO MO OTHOUIEHUE HA aKaJIEeMUYHUTE MOCTUXKEHHUS HE
O3HauaBa (PyHKIMOHAIHA €EKBUBAJIEHTHOCT HAa JIBaTa POAUTENICKU CTHIIA.

JlombnHUTENHA  XWMOTe3a |  MojgydyaBa  E€MIHMpPUYHA  MOJKPEIA.
[IepMUCHUBHMAT POOUTEICKA CTHJI CE€ CBBpP3Ba C IO-HUCKA aKaJeMHUYHA
YCIIEBAEMOCT, KaTO B PETPECHOHHMS MOJEIN C€ OTKpPOSBA KaTO €IUHCTBEHUS
CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMM  OTpHIATENICH MPEIUKTOP Ha  aKaJeMUYHUTE
noctmwkerus (koedurueHt = -0.90; p < 0.05). 1o To3u HAUMH ycTaHOBEHATa
OpU CPaBHUTEIHMS aHAJIU3 TEHJCHILMS CE 3ama3Ba M IPU €AHOBPEMEHHOTO
OTYMTAHE HA OCTAHAJINTE BKJIIFOUEHH B MOJIENA XapAKTEPUCTUKH.

JlombJHUTENHA XMIIOTE3a 2 ChUIO MOJydaBa mojkpemna. Pesynrarure
MOKAa3BaT, Y€ BUCOKUTE aKaJIEeMUYHU MMOCTUKEHUS Ca Bb3MOXKHHU U TIPU YUEHULIU
OT HENBJIHU CEMEICTBA, KOraro CeMelHaTa cpela Ce€ XapakTepusupa ¢
ABTOPUTETEH POJUTEICKM CTHJI M MO-0JIaronpuaTHo (QyHKUUOHUpaHe. To3um
pe3yiaTaT IMoKa3Ba, Y€ CTPYKTypHaTa HEMbJIHOTA HA CEMEHCTBOTO HE Clie[Ba
cama 1mo ce0e CcHM Ja ce UHTEepIpeTHpa KaTo JOCTaThbUHO YCIOBUE 3a
HeOIaronpusiTHa akaJeMUYHA TPACKTOPHUSI.

JlombiiHUTENHA XUIIOTE3a 3 c€ MOAKPENsS OT PE3ydATaTUTE 32 CEMENHOTO

¢dbynkuuonupane. Ilo-GnarompusitHute nmokazatenu no FAD ce cBbp3Bar mo-



MOCJIEIOBATEIHO C aBTOPUTETHUS MOJIeT Ha POJUTEICTBO, KaTO Tas3u
3aKOHOMEPHOCT ce HalofaBa NpHU pa3IMYHUTE KATETOPUH CEMEEH CTaTyc.
Pe3yntaThT monkperns pa3OUpaHETO, Y€ CTPYKTYPHUTE XapaKTepUCTUKH Ha
CEMENCTBOTO clie/iBa Ja ObJaT aHAIM3UPAHU CHBMECTHO C KauyeCTBOTO Ha

POIUTEIICKOTO TOBEICHUE U BbTPECEMENHUTE B3aUMOICHCTBUA.

ObobweHue na emnupuyHume pe3yimamu

[[sutoCTHUAT aHANIM3 HA pE3yNTATUTE II0Ka3Ba, Y€ B3aUMOBPB3KUTE
MEXy ceMelHaTa CTPYKTypa, POJUTEICKUS CTUI, CEMEUHOTO (DYHKIIMOHUPAHE
M aKaJeMHYHATA YCIIEBAEMOCT MMAT KOMIUIEKCEH XapakTep M HE MoraTr Ja
ObIaT OOSCHEHM E€JUHCTBEHO Ype3 JAUXOTOMHSTA ,,IBJIHO — HEIMBJIHO
ceMecTBO. CeMEHHHUIT CTaTyC € CBbp3aH C ONPEACICHU pa3auyus B
CeMEMHOTO (PyHKIMOHUpPAHE, HO caM Mo cebe CHM He MOKa3Ba CaMOCTOsITeNIHA
CTaTUCTUYECKH  3HAYMMa I[PEIUKTHUBHA CTOMHOCT 32  akaJeMHU4YHATa
YCIIEBAEMOCT B IPUJIOKEHUS PETPECUOHEH MOJEIL.

Pesynrature ouepraBarT pOAMTENCKUS CTWJI Karo  ChIIECTBEHA
(GyHKIMOHATHA XapaKTepUCTUKA HA ceMeiiHaTa cpefja. ABTOPUTETHUSAT CTHII CE€
CBBpP3Ba Hal-MIOCIIEI0BATEIHO C TO-0JIaronpusITeH Npoduil Mo U3MEepeHusITa Ha
FAD u Ta3u TeHaeHIMs ce HaOII0JaBa MPU PA3IMUHUTE CEMEHHU CTPYKTYpH.
ToBa mokasBa, 4ye Ka4eCTBOTO Ha POAMUTEIICKOTO B3aMMOJCHCTBUE HE MOXKE Ja
ObJie M3BEIECHO HEMOCPEACTBEHO OT (POPMaHUSA ChCTAaB Ha CEMEWCTBOTO —
KAKTO HENbJIHATA CEMEMHA CTPYKTypa HE Mpeanoyiara 3aJIbJDKUTEIHO
IUC(PYHKIIMOHATHOCT, Taka M HAJIMYUETO Ha JBaMa POJUTENM HE TrapaHTHpa
ONTUMAJIHO CEMENHO (PYHKIMOHUPAHE.

Oco0eHO TOKa3aTeIHO € pa3rpaHuvYCHUETO MEXAY AaBTOPUTETHHUS WU
ABTOPUTApPHUSA POJUTEIICKM CTWUI. DBHCOKM akageMuWyHU pe3yiTaTd ce
YCTAaHOBSIBAT W IpU ABaTa MoOJeEna, HO aHanu3bT Ha FAD paskpuBa paznuueH
npodun Ha ceMeitHO PyHKIMOHUpPaHe. ABTOPUTETHUAT CTHII C€ acOIMHpa C IMo-

6HaFOHpI/I${THI/I IIOKa3aTCIi, MJOKAaTO aBTOPUTAPHHUAT <€ CBBP3aH C IIO-



HEOJArONpUsITHU  XapaKTEpUCTUKM  HA  CEMEHHUTE  B3aUMOJEHUCTBUS.
CrnenoBaTeHO aKaJIEMUYHOTO TIOCTHKEHHE HE MOKeE J1a Ob/Ie U3MOJI3BAHO KaToO
CaMOCTOSITEJIEH MHIUKATOP 3a KAY€CTBOTO HA CEMEMHOTO (PyHKLIMOHUPAHE.

Haii-sicHa oTpumarenHa Bpb3Ka C aKaJACMUYHUTE IIOCTHKEHUS Ce€
YCTAHOBSIBA NPHU NEPMHUCUBHUS POAMTEIICKM CTUJI, KOUTO B PErpEeCHOHHUSA
MOJIENI C€ OTKpOSIBA KAaTO €IWHCTBEHMsI CTATUCTUYECKU 3HAYMM OTPULIATEIICH
IIPEAUKTOp Ha ycrneBaeMocTTa. ChIIEBPEMEHHO JIMIICATa HA CaMOCTOATENHA
CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMa IPEIMKTUBHA CTOMHOCT HA CEMEWHHs CTaTyc 3a
aKaJlCMUYHUTE PE3yNTaTH II0Ka3Ba, Y€ CTPYKTypHATa XapaKTepUCTUKA Ha
CEMEICTBOTO HE € JOCTaThbuHa 32 OOSICHEHHE HAa WHAMBHUIYAIHUTE PA3IUYUSI B
YUYWIALIHUATE TOCTUKECHHS.

Pesynratute mpu ydeHMIIMTE OT HEMBJIHU CEMEWCcTBa MMaT OCOOEHO
3HaYeHHUE 3a MHTEpIpeTalusaTa Ha u3ciaeaoBaTeickus npodiem. Hannunero Ha
BUCOKM  aKaJIeMUYHU  IOCTWXKEHUS W M0-OJarompusaTHO  CEMEHHO
(byHKIIMOHUpaHE MPU aBTOPUTETEH MOJIEN Ha POJIUTEIICTBO JaBa OCHOBAaHUE TON
na ObJe pasrIekJaH KaTo MOTEHIMAJIEH KOMIIEHCATOPEH PECYPC B YCIIOBHUATA
Ha CTPYKTypHa HEIIBJIHOTA HAa CEMEHWCTBOTO. To3M HM3BOJA HE Ipearojara
IIPUYMHHO KOMIIEHCHpPAaHE Ha OTCHhCTBHETO Ha BTOPHM POJMTEN, a MOKa3Ba, 4ye
IIPU CXOJHA CEMETHA CTPYKTypa Ka4eCTBOTO HA POJIUTEICKOTO B3aUMOACHCTBUE
€ CBBP3aHO ChC CHIIECTBEHU pazIuuMs BbB (DYHKIIMOHHPAHETO HAa CeMeiHaTta
CUCTEMA.

B 000011eHre, eMIUpuYHUTE pe3yJITaTh MOAKPENSIT pa30UpaHeTo, e 3a
OOSICHEHHETO Ha  aKaJeMUYHaTa YCIIeBaeMOCT € MOo-WH(pOpMaTUBHO
CbBMECTHOTO  pa3riexJaaHe Ha  CTPYKTYpHUTE U (YHKIMOHAIHUTE
XapaKTEpUCTHUKU Ha CeMeWHaTa cpela, OTKOJKOTO H30JupaHaTa OIEHKa Ha
cemeiiHua craryc. CemeiliHaTa CTpyKTypa oOuepTaBa KOHTEKCTa, HO
POIUTENCKUIT CTWJI W KAayeCTBOTO HA CEMEMHOTO (PyHKIMOHHMpaHE
audepeHurpaT HaulHa, M0 KOMTO TO3W KOHTEKCT € CBBP3aH C aKaJEMUYHHUTE

IIOCTU)KCHHUA HA YUYCHUIUTC. Taka PE3YITATUTC HACOYBAT KbM HHTCPIIPCTALIUS



Ha CEMEWCTBOTO HE caMoO KaTo (opMaliHa CTPYKTypa, a Mpelrd BCUYKO KaTo

CHUCTCMA OT OTHOLICHMA, BBaHMOHeﬁCTBHH " POOUTCIICKH IIPAKTUKU.

V.3AK/IIOYEHHUE

Hacrosimoro AucepTallMOHHO H3CIEABAHE € HAaCOYEHO KbM €IHH OT
YCTOMYMBO 3HAYMMUTE MpOOJEMHU B TMICUXOJIOTHSTA HAa CEMEHCTBOTO U
00pa30oBaHHETO — B3aMMOBPB3KATA MEXKJY XapaKTEpPUCTUKUTE Ha CeMelHara
cpela M akaJeMuUyHaTa YyCIEBAaeMOCT Ha ydeHuuuTe. I3cnepoBaTescKusT
3aMHCHII U3X0XKA OT pa3OUpPaHETO, Y€ CEMEHHOTO BIUSHUE BbPXY Pa3BUTHETO
U ydyeOHHTE TIOCTIKEHHS HE MOXE Ja ObJe CBEACHO EIMHCTBEHO 0
dbopmasiHaTa CTPYKTypa Ha ceMercTBOTO. PazrpaHnyaBaHETO MEXAY MBIHO U
HEII'bJIHO CEMEMCTBO MpeocTaBs BakHa MHGOPMAIIUS 32 COLMATHUA KOHTEKCT
Ha Pa3BUTUETO, HO HE Pa3KpUBa caMo MO ce0e CH KaueCTBOTO HAa OTHOLICHUSITA,
HAayMHAa HAa yOPaKHSIBAHE Ha POAUTENCKUTE (YHKIMHM U OOLIOTO
dbyHKIIMOHMpaHe Ha ceMeiliHata cucrtema. [lopagu ToBa B U3CIEABAaHETO
CEMEWHUAT CTaTyC € pas3MiielaH BbB B3aUMOBPB3Ka C POJUTEICKUSA CTHUI,
ceMEHHOTO (YHKUMOHUpAHE W pEaTHUTE aKaJeMUYHHU TIOCTHXKEHUS Ha
YUYEHUIIUTE.

Peanu3upaHnoTo eMNMpUYHO MPOYYBAHE B TPbIKA YUYUIIUIIHA Cpeaa
MO3BOJIABA J]a C€ ouepTae Mo-AuQepeHupana KapTHHa Ha T€3U B3aUMOBPB3KH.
[TomyyenuTe pe3yaTaTd MOKa3BaT, Y€ CEMENHATa CTPyKTypa UMa 3HA4eHHUE, HO
HEWHOTO BIMSHHE HE MOXe Ja ObJe HHTEPIPETUPAHO M30JIUPAHO OT
(GYHKIIMOHATTHUTE XapaKTEPUCTHKH Ha CEMEMCTBOTO. Pa3zmuuHu pOAMTENCKU
CTHJIOBE C€ YCTAHOBABAT KAaKTO B JIBYPOJIMTEICKUTE, Taka M B HEMbIHUTE
CEMENCTBA, KOETO HE IO3BOJISABA OINPEEIIEH CEMEEH CTaTyC aBTOMATHUYHO Ja
ObJle OTBHKIECTBSIBAH C KOHKPETEH MOJEI Ha POAMUTEICKO IOBEACHHUE.
YcraHoBeHaTa CTaTUCTUYECKH 3HAYMMa acOolLMALMs MEXKy CEMEHHUS CTaTyc U
POJUTEICKHS CTUJI MOKa3Ba B3aUMOBPB3KAa MEXAY ABETE XapaKTEPUCTHKH, HO

CBIIICBPEMEHHO Pa3HOOOPAa3ueTO OT POAUTEICKH MOJICIH BBB BCSIKA OT



U3CIIEJIBAHUTE CEMEMHM KaTeropuu MOTBbPXkAaBa HEOOXOAUMOCTTA Te Ja ObaaT
pasriiexkAaHu KaTo CBbP3aHU, HO CAMOCTOSITEIHA aHATUTUYHU U3MEPEHUSI.

Pe3ynratuTe OTHOCHO akaJeMHU4YHaTa YCIEBAEMOCT JAOIBIHUTEIHO
poOJeMaTU3UpaT €IHO3HAYHOTO IPOTHUBOIIOCTABAHE MEXAY IIBJIHO U HEII'BJIHO
cemeiicTBO. Bucoku yueOHU MOCTHKEHUS Ce YCTAHOBABAT KAaKTO MPU YUCHHIIH,
KUBECIM C JIBAMa POJUTENM, TaKa W MPU YUYEHUIM OT HEIbJIHU CEMEMCTBa.
Hapen ¢ ToBa B IBypOAMTEICKUTE CEMEWCTBA CHILO c€ HAOIIOAaBaT Cay4yau Ha
MO-HUCKA aKajJieMUyHa ycrneBaeMmocT. CienoBaTenHO (OPMaTHOTO HAJIMYHE HIIN
OTCHCTBHE HAa BTOPH POAMUTEN HE MOXE Ja C€ pas3riiexkaa KaTo JOoCTaThyeH
Mokasareal 3a OYaKBAaHOTO pABHUIIE Ha YUYWIUIIHUTE MOCTWXKeHUs. To3u
pe3yaTaT € ChUIECTBEH, ThH KaTO HAacouBa KbM HEOOXOJMMOCTTa CEeMeWHaTa
cpena na ObJe OIEHsABaHA HE CaMO 4Ype3 CBOATA CTPYKTypa, HO U upe3
KayecTBOTO Ha MPOLIECUTE, KOUTO MPOTHYAT B HEsl.

OcobeHo 3HauYe€HHE B TOBAa OTHOIIEHHWE MPUIOOMBAT pE3YyJITATUTE 3a
POJIUTENICKUS CTHJI. ABTOPUTETHUST MOJIET C€ CBHP3Ba C BUCOKH aKaJeMUYHU
MOCTH>KEHHS U €JHOBPEMEHHO C TOBAa C Hal-OnaronpusiTeH npoduil Ha ceMeHO
¢dbynakimonupane. Ta3u TeHAeHIUs ce HAaOMI0AaBa MpU PA3TUIHUTE KaTETOPUHU
CEMEeH CTaTyC M II0Ka3Ba YCTOWYMBaTa Bpb3Ka MEXKIY aBTOPUTETHOTO
POJIUTENICTBO M TMO-0JaronpuUsATHUTE XapaKTEPUCTUKH Ha CEMEiHaTa cucTema.
CpyeTaBaHeTO Ha M3UCKBAHHUA M KOHTPOJ C EMOIMOHAJIHA AaHTaXXUPaHOCT,
KOMYHHMKAIUS U MOAKpPEeNa oyepTaBa aBTOPUTETHUS CTUJI KaTO MOJIEN, KOHTO ce
acolMupa He caMO C OOpa3oBaTENHUTE pE3yiTaTH HAa YYEHHKa, HO U C
KayeCTBOTO Ha CEMEHHOTO (QyHKIIMOHUPAHE.

[To-paznuuHa M o0coOEHO HWHTEpEeCHAa KapTHHAa CE€ YCTaHOBABA IIPH
aBTOPUTAPHUS POAUTENCKH CTHI. [Ipy dYacT OT y4YeHUIIUTE TOH CBIIO Ce
chueTaBa C BHCOKAa aKaJeMHUYHa YCIIEBAaeMOCT, HO pesyiarature no FAD
MOKa3BaT MO-HEOJAaronpusiTeH Npo@uii Ha CEeMEMHOTO (YHKIIMOHHpAaHE B
CpaBHEHHE C aBTOPUTETHHS Mojed. ToBa pasrpaHMue€HUE HMMa ChIIECTBEHO

MICUXO0JOTMYECKO 3HaueHue. Bucokure YUYWIMIOHA PE3YJITaTU CaMHU II0 cebe cu



HE Morar ja ObJaT MpUEMaHu KaTo JOCTAThYHO JI0KA3aTEJICTBO 3a ONTHUMAIIHO
(GyHKIIMOHUpaHE Ha ceMeilHaTa cucTeMa. AKaJEMUYHUAT YCIIeX MOXe Ja Oble
NOCTUTHAT MPU PA3IUYHU MOJENIM Ha POJUTENICKO Bb3JAEHCTBUE, KOUTO obOaue
HE Ca PaBHOCTOMHM MO OTHOILICHHE HAa KOMYHHKALUATa, €MOIMOHATHUTE
OTHOIIEHUS, POJIUTE, TIOBEICHYECKUS KOHTPOA W  OOIIOTO CEMEWHO
¢dbynkuronupane. [1o To3u HaYMH U3CIIEIBAHETO pa3rpaHryaBa 00pa30BaTEIHUS
pe3yJiTaT OT KauyeCTBOTO HAa IICUXOJOTMYECKHS KOHTEKCT, B KOWTO TO3HU
pe3yJiTar € MOCTUTHAT.

[IepMUCUBHHAT POAUTENICKA CTUJI OYEPTaBa JApyra 3Ha4yMMa TEHICHLHS.
NmenHo TOM ce yCTaHOBSIBA KAaTO €IWHCTBEHHS CTAaTUCTUYECKH 3HAYUM
OTPHULIATENEH MPEIUKTOP HA aKaJEMHUYHATa yCIEBAEMOCT Cpell BKIIOUECHUTE B
pPErpecUOHHUS MOJIe] XapakTepucTuku. OTpuiareaHata My MpeIUKTHBHA
Bpb3Ka C€ 3ama3Ba IpPU EIHOBPEMEHHOTO OTYMTAHE HAa CEMEWHHs CTaTyc,
BB3pacTTa U 00pa30BAHUETO HA POJUTENS U OCTAHAIUTE POJUTEICKUA CTUJIOBE.
To3u pe3ynTaTr npujaBa JONBIHUTEIHA TEKECT HA U3BOJAA, Y€ KOHKPETHHUTE
XapaKTEPUCTUKKH Ha POJMUTEICKOTO TMOBEAEHUE MoraT Ja ObJaT mo-
UH(OPMATUBHU 32 Pa30MPAHETO HA PA3JIMYUATA B aKaJIEMUYHUTE MMOCTUKEHUS
oT (popMaHaTa ceMeitHa CTPyKTypa cama 1o cede CH.

CepluiecTBEHO MSCTO B HHTEPIPETALMATA HA PE3yATaTUTE 3aeMa
cemeiitnoTo dyHkuuonupane. Jlanaute ot FAD moxkasBaTr paznuyHU
GyHKIMOHATHN TPOPMIM B 3aBUCHMOCT OT CHUYCTAHHETO MEXIY CEMEHHUS
CTaTyC W POJUTEICKUS CTUJ. ABTOPUTETHHUAT MOJEN IIOCIEAOBATEIHO CE
CBbp3Ba C TMO-OJIATOMPUSTHH CTOMHOCTH B W3CIEABAHUTE W3MEPEHUS Ha
CEMENHOTO (YHKIIMOHHpAHE, AaBTOPUTAPHUSAT — C IMO-HEOJAronpusiTHU, a
MIEPMUCUBHHUAT 3a€Ma MO-CKOPO MEXKJIWHHA MNO3uLMs. Ta3u 3aKOHOMEpPHOCT
MoKa3Ba, 4e pa3OMpaHeTO Ha CEMEWCTBOTO KaTo pa3BUBalla cpela H3UCKBa
BHMMaHHE KbM HEroBaTa BbTPEIIHA OpraHU3allMs, a HE caMO KbM (QopMaHUs

My ChCTaB.



Oco0eHo BaxHM ca pe3yiTaTUTEe TMpU HENBIHUTE CEMEICTBa.
VYCTaHOBSIBAHETO HA BHUCOKM AaKaJeMHYHU TOCTIKEHUS M OJaronmpusTHU
[OKa3aTeNM Ha CEMEMHO (YHKIMOHHMpAHE INPU 4YacT OT YYEHULUTE OT TE3U
CeMeICTBa, KOraTo € HaJIMIE aBTOPUTETEH MOJIET Ha POJUTENICTBO, HE TIOJIKPEIs
€HO3HAYHOTO UM pa3riekJIaHe KaTo JAeQUIMTHA WIK 1O HEOOXOAUMOCT
pHUCKOBa cpeja. B pamkuTe Ha MOJyYEHUTE TaHHU AaBTOPUTETHOTO POAUTEIICTBO
MOXK€ TMpeanasiuBO Ja ObJe HMHTEPIPETUpPAaHO KAaTO MOTEHIHAJICH
KOMIIEHCAaTOPEH pPECypc, CBBbpP3aH C MO-OJIaronpusiTHO (YHKIIHMOHUPAHE MpU
CTPYKTypHa HENBJIHOTa Ha ceMmelcTBoTo. [lomoOHa wuHTepnperanus He
O3HauaBa, Y€ POJUTENICKUAT CTHJI TNPUYMHHO HEyTpaIu3upa BH3MOXKHUTE
TPYAHOCTH, MPOU3TUYAIM OT OTCHCTBUETO HAa BTOpU poauTel. Ts mokassa, ue
€/1Ha U Chla CTPYKTYypHA XapaKTEpUCTHKA MOXKE J1a Ob/Ie ChUETAHA C PA3JIMYHO
KaueCTBO HAa CEMEHHUTE B3aMMOJACHCTBUS M CBHOTBETHO — C pa3IMYHU
oOpa3oBaTesIHU pe3yiTaATH.

B TOo3M cMHCBI pe3yATaTUTE HACOYBAT KbM IIPEOCMHCIISHE Ha
TPaJIULMOHHOTO pa30MpaHe 3a CEMEWHHA CTaTyC Karo CaMOCTOSITENIEH
UHAMKATOp 3a oOpa3oBaTelieH WIM Icuxojorndecku puck. Kareropusita
,HEITBJIHO CEMEMCTBO® OINCBAa CTPYKTypa, HO HE OIKNCBA AaBTOMATUYHO
KayeCTBOTO HAa OTHOUIEHMSTa B Ta3W CTPYKTypa. AHAJIOIMYHO, KaTeropusira
,,ITBJTHO CEMEUCTBO ™ HE ChIbpPKA caMa 1Mo cebe cu mHpOopMaInus 32 HAYMHA Ha
KOMYHUKAIMsl, €MOLIMOHAJIHATA aHTAKUPAHOCT, Pa3NpPECICHUETO Ha POJIUTE
WIM XapakTepa Ha pOAUTEICKOTO noBeaeHue. OTTyK cielBa, ye OLEHKaTa Ha
cemeiiHata cpega Ou  Ouima  MO-MpeUU3Ha, KOTaTo  CTPYKTYpHUTE
XapaKTepUCTHUKU C€ chyeTaBaT ¢ UHGpOpManus 3a HEWHOTO pPEATHO
byHKIIMOHUpPAHE.

To3n W3BOA WMa HENOCPEACTBEHO MPAKTHYECKO 3HA4YCHHE 34
yUWJIMIIHATA M KOHCYJITAaTMBHaTa npakThka. Ilpm wuneHtudunupane Ha
YYEHHUIM B PUCK OT ITO-HUCKA aKaJIEMHYHA yCIIEBAEMOCT CEMENHUAT CTAaTyC HE

cienBa ga Objie U3MOI3BaH KaTo camocTositesniedH kpurepuit. [lo-undopmarnBHa



Ou Oumia KOMIUIEKCHATa OIEHKA, BKJIIOYBAIllAa OCOOEHOCTHTE HA POAUTEIICKOTO
IIOBEJICHUE, KAYECTBOTO HAa KOMYHHUKALMATA, €EMOLMOHAIHATA AHTAXUPAHOCT,
OpraHu3alMsITa Ha CeMEMHUTE poiu U 00moTO (YHKIMOHUPAHE Ha ceMeiHaTa
cuctemMa. Ilomoben moaxon OM OrpaHMYMII pPUCKA OT CTUTMAaTH3UPAIIO
OTHOIIIEHHE KbM YYCHHULUTE OT HENBJIHU CeMelcTBa U OM HACOUMI
[ICUXOJIOTMYECKaTa M IeJarornyeckara IOAKpENna KbM JEWCTBUTEIHO
YCTaHOBEHUTE PUCKOBU U 3aIMTHHA XapaKTEPUCTUKH HA CEMEHHATA Cpena.
[IpakTHuecka CTOWHOCT UMa U ChbBMECTHOTO M3non3BaHe Ha PSDQ-Short
n FAD B wu3cnenBanara rpbllka yYWIMIIHA cpena. [[Bata MHCTpyMeHTa
MO3BOJIABAT CeMelHaTa cpejia a ObJe pas3riekaaHa OT B3aUMHO JOMbJIBAIIH CE
MEPCIIEKTUBH — YpE€3 XAPAKTEPUCTUKUTE HA POAUTEICKHAS CTHUI M 4Ype3
(GyHKIMOHMpaHETO Ha ceMelHara cuctema. ChIOCTABSIHETO HA MOIYYEHUTE
ype3 TAX pe3yJTaTh C PEAIHUTE YUYWIUMIIHUM DOCTHXKEHUS pa3lInpsBa
Bb3MOKHOCTUTE 32  KOMIUIEKCHO  HWJEHTU(UIMpaHe HAa  CeMEHHU
XapaKTEpUCTHUKHU, CBbP3aHU C aKaJeMUYHATa aalTalys Ha yYCHULUTE.
[Tonyuenute pe3ynTaT ciieqBa Aa ObAaT UHTEPIPETUPAHU U C OIJIE] Ha
OTPAaHUYCHHMATA HA W3CIEABAHETO. EMIHMpUYHHATE JAHHU Cca IIOJIYYEHH B
KOHKpETHA TphIKa YUWIUIIHA Cpea U TIOpaau TOBa TSIXHOTO 0000IIaBaHe KbM
MO-IIMPOKK TOMyJalMyd HM3UCKBA MPEANA3INBOCT. HeekcrnepuMeHTanHUAT
XapakTep Ha M3CIEAOBATENICKUSA JW3aliH II03BOJISIBA yCTAaHOBABAaHE Ha
CTaTUCTUYECKN ACOLMALMU U NMPEIUKTUBHU 3aBUCHMOCTH, HO HE U U3BEKIAHE
Ha €IHO3HAYHU MPUYMHHO-CIIEJICTBEHHU OTHOLIEHUs. YacT oT nHpopmanusira 3a
ceMelHaTa cpeJa ce OCHOBaBa HAa CTaHIAPTU3UPAHU CAMOOLICHBYHMU
MHCTPYMEHTH, KOETO CBIIO Cle/Ba Aa Ob/I€ OTUYUTAHO MPU HHTEPIIPETAIUATA.
bbreunm u3cnenBaHus ¢ Mo-rojeMd U pa3HOOOpa3HU U3BAJKH, BKIIOYBAHE Ha
JOIIBIHUTEIHU U3TOYHHUIIM Ha HH(OPMALIKS U JOHTUTIOAHO MpOCesiBaHe Ouxa
MO3BOJIJIA TO-TIPELIM3HO M3CJIEIBAHE HA JUHAMMKATA MEXKIY CEMEHHOTO

(bYHKI_[I/IOHI/IpaHC, POAUTCIICKOTO ITIOBCACHUC U AKAACMHUYHOTO PA3BHUTHUC.



HeszaBucumo oT T€3u orpaHuydeHus, TPOBEICHOTO U3CJIEABAHE MO3BOJISIBA
7la C€ HaIpaBU BaXKeH 0000IaBaIl] U3BOJI: CeMeHaTa CTPYKTypa uMa 3HaUYCHUE,
HO HE € JOocTaTbyHa, 3a Ja OOSCHHM HHUTO KadyeCTBOTO Ha CEMEHHOTO
(yHKIIMOHUpAHE, HHUTO AaKaJIEeMUYHUTE TMOCTIKEHUs Ha ydyeHuuurte. I[lo-
IBIHOTO pa30WpaHe Ha TE3W MPOIECH H3WCKBA CHBMECTHO OTYMTAaHE Ha
CTPYKTYpHUTE U (YHKIIMOHATHUTE XapaKTepUCTUKW Ha ceMeilHara cpeja.
Poautenckuar cTuia, KadecTBOTO HAa CEMEMHHUTE B3aMMOIEHCTBHS U OOIIIOTO
(GyHKIIMOHUpaHE Ha CEMEWCTBOTO MPHUIABAT IMCHXOJOTHYECKO ChIAbpPKAHUE Ha
CTPYKTYPHHSI KOHTEKCT, B KOMTO C€ pPa3BUBAa YUYECHUKDT.

B TO3u CcMUCBHI OCHOBHHAT H3BOJ Ha JAUCEPTAIMOHHOTO H3CIIEBAHE
HAJIXBBPJISI MPOTUBOMOCTABIHETO MEXKIY ,,[IBIHO® U ,,HEIBIHO® CEMEUCTBO.
CewmeiicTBOTO cieiBa aa Oble pa3dupaHo HE caMO Ype3 TOBa KOW MPUCHCTBA B
HEroBata CTPYKTypa, a 4pe3 HauyuHa, [0 KOWTO OTHOIICHUSTA B Hes
¢dbyukimonupar. IMEHHO CBBMECTHOTO pa3IIekKJaHE Ha CEMEHHUs CTaTyc,
POJUTEIICKHSI CTUJI M Ka4eCTBOTO HAa CEMEHWHOTO (DYHKIIMOHUpAHE TMPEIOCTaBS
MO-HI0AHCUpPaHa OCHOBA 3a pa30upaHe Ha akaJeMUYHaTa YCIIEBaeMOCT U 3a
IJIJAHUPAHE Ha aJIeKBaTHA IICHMXOJIOTMYECKA, II€Iaroruyecka M CEeMEHHO-

KOHCYJITaTUBHA ITOJAKPCIIA.

INPUHOCHU HA TUCEPTAIIMOHHOTO U3CJIEABAHE

Hayuyau npuaOCH




1. Upe3 cpaBHUTENEH, KOPEJAlMOHEH U PETPECHOHEH AaHalIu3 ¢
YCTaHOBEHO, Y€ POAUTEICKUAT CTUI UMa MO-TOJISIMO OOSICHUTENHO 3HaYEHHUE 32
CEMENMHOTO (YHKUIMOHMpPAHE U AaKaJeMHUYHHUS YCHEX, OTKOJKOTO camara
ceMeilHa CTpyKTypa. ABTOPUTETHHUAT POAMTEICKA CTHJI € CBBp3aH C IIO-
ONMarompusiTHO CeMEMHO (PYHKIIMOHHMPAHE W  TO-BUCOKM  aKaJEeMHYHU
HOCTUKEHMUSL.

2. NHTerpupan aHaiu3 Ha ceMeWHMs cTaryc, pesyiarature or PSDQ-
Short 1 FAD, kakTo M akaJeMHUYHUTE MOCTHXEHUS, MPEAOCTaBU EMIUPUIHU
JI0Ka3aTeJICTBA, Y€ KaYECTBOTO HA CEMEMHMTE B3aMMOECHCTBUS MOXKE Jja Urpae
KOMIIEHCATOpPHA POJIs CpPeJ YYEHULUTE OT CEMEHCTBAa C €IWH poauTes. ToBa
OTKpUTHE TOAKpENs pa3OUMpaHEeTO Ha AaKaJeMUYHUTE TOCTHIKEHMSI KaTo
pe3yaTaT OT B3aUMOJECUCTBHETO MEXIY CTPYKTYpPHUTE M (PYHKIMOHAIHUTE

XapaKTEPUCTHKU HA CEMENHATa cpejia.

I Ipri10XHU NpruHOCH

3. IlpunoxeHueTo W CcTaTUCTUUYECKOTO m3cieaBaHe Ha PSDQ-Short u
FAD notBbpauxa TAXHATA MPWIOKHUMOCT 3a IPJIOCTHA OILIGHKAa Ha
POJIUTEIICKUTE CTHJIOBE U CEMEWHOTO (DYHKIIMOHUPAHE B TPBIKUS YUWIHIICH
KOHTEKCT, W3CJICIBAH B H3CJIEABAHETO. TAXHOTO KOMOWHHUpPAHO W3IIOJI3BaHE
MO3BOJISIBA WACHTH(UIIMPAHETO W TU(EPEHIIMPAHETO HA CEMEWHO CBBP3aHU
(bakTopH, CBBP3aHU C aKaJEMUYHUTE TTOCTIKCHUS HA YICHUITUTE.

4. Bb3 oOCHOBa Ha YCTaHOBEHUTE 4Ype3 MHOTOBApUAHTEH aHaJU3
B3aMMOBPB3KH 051Xa MACHTHU(PUIMPAHU PUCKOBU U 3alIUTHU KOH(UTYpalHi Ha
ceMeiHaTa cpejia, KOUTO Morar Jia ObJaT MpUJIOKEHU 3a UICHTU(HUIIUpAHEe Ha
YUYCHHUIIM B PUCK OT MO-HUCKHM aKaJeMWUYHHU TIOCTIDKCHHS W 3a TUTAHMpPAHE Ha

oOpa3oBaTesiHa U CEMEHHO-KOHCYJITAaHTCKa MOJIKperna.

HAYYHU TYBJIAKAIIMM TI0 JUCEPTAIIMOHHOTO
W3CJIEJIBAHE
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The dissertation has a total volume of 187 pages and includes an
introduction, three chapters, a conclusion, a bibliography and appendices. The
bibliographic reference includes 148 literary sources in Greek and foreign
languages. 4 appendices containing the research tools used are attached to the
work.

The study is dedicated to an analysis of the interrelationships between
family status, parenting styles and academic achievement in students in the
Greek educational context.

The theoretical part presents a systematic review of contemporary
psychological and interdisciplinary concepts related to family structure, family
functioning, parenting styles and factors influencing school success.

The empirical part includes the organization, conduct and statistical
processing of a quantitative study among students aimed at testing the derived
research hypotheses.

The public defense of the dissertation will be held on
............................ before a scientific jury, determined in accordance with
the requirements of the Act on the Development of the Academic Staff in the
Republic of Bulgaria.

According to the established procedure, the defense materials are

available at the Department of Psychology.



I. RELEVANCE OF THE TOPIC

The problem of students' academic achievements occupies a central place
in modern pedagogical and age psychology, since school success is not only an
indicator of mastering the educational content, but also a predictor of the further
educational and professional realization of the personality. In conditions of
dynamic social transformations, economic instability and changing family
structures, the study of factors that influence academic achievements acquires
particular scientific and practical significance.

The family continues to be the primary socializing environment, within
which basic cognitive, emotional and behavioral models are formed. Changes in
modern societies - an increase in the number of single-parent families, an
increase in divorces, transformations in parental roles and the dynamics of
interpersonal relationships - raise new questions about the influence of family
status and the quality of family functioning on the development of the child.
The question of whether the structural status of the family itself or rather the
parenting style and the emotional climate in the family are more significant for
academic achievement is particularly relevant.

The scientific literature highlights various, sometimes contradictory
results regarding the relationship between family status and school performance.
Some studies emphasize the importance of the structural characteristics of the
family, while others emphasize the qualitative parameters of parental behavior -
the degree of support, control, autonomy and commitment.

This necessitates the need for an integrative approach that combines the
analysis of family structure with the study of parenting styles as a mediating
mechanism between the family environment and academic performance.

The relevance of this dissertation research is also determined by the need
for empirical data in the context of the Greek education system. Despite the

existence of international studies, there is a lack of systematized research that



simultaneously examines family status, parenting styles and academic
achievement among Greek students within a single research model. The socio-
cultural specificity of Greek society suggests possible differences in the
manifestation of parenting practices and their impact on school adaptation.

The scientific significance of the dissertation work stems from the desire
to overcome the fragmentation in research by developing a conceptual
framework that would unite the structural and functional characteristics of the
family with the psychological dimensions of parenting and their reflections on
academic achievement. The practical significance is related to the possibility
that the results can serve as a basis for developing programs for psychological
support, parental counseling and prevention of school failure.

In this sense, the study responds to the contemporary priorities of
pedagogical and age psychology, aimed at revealing the systemic factors that
support or hinder the optimal development of students in an educational

environment.

II. OBJECT, SUBJECT, PURPOSE AND TASK OF THE
RESEARCH

The object of the study is the family environment as a factor in the
mental and educational development of school-age students. The subject of the
study is the relationship between family status, parenting styles and academic

achievement among Greek students.

The main objective of the study is to establish and analyze the
interrelationships between family status, parenting styles and academic
achievement of students, as well as to clarify the role of parenting styles as a

possible mediating factor between family structure and school achievement.



To achieve the set goal, the following tasks have been formulated:

1) To study the theoretical concepts and models of the family as a social
institution.

2) To analyze the essence of parenting as a sociocultural phenomenon in
sociological and psychological theories and to clarify the concepts of parental
relationship style.

"

3) To examine the features of the phenomenon of "academic
achievement" and to highlight the influence of family functioning on the
development of the academic potential of children in the family.

4) To investigate the relationship between family status, parenting style
and academic achievement of Greek students in high school.

5) To analyze the correlations between differences in students' academic
achievement, family status, parenting style and family functioning models.

In accordance with the set goal and research tasks, the following

hypotheses have been formulated:

Main hypothesis:

Children from single-parent/single-parent families raised by parents
applying authoritative and authoritarian parenting styles are distinguished by
high levels of academic achievement.

The following additional hypotheses arise from the main hypothesis:

Additional hypothesis 1:

Children from single-parent/single-parent families raised by parents
exercising permissive (liberal) parenting styles are distinguished by low levels
of academic achievement.

Additional Hypothesis 2:



Children from single-parent families who show high academic
achievement are raised by high-functioning parents practicing an authoritative
parenting style.

Additional Hypothesis 3:

High-functioning single-parent families are more closely related to

authoritative parenting style than to their structure.

III. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY AND METHODS

The methodological framework of the study is based on a systematic and
integrative approach to the analysis of the relationships between family status,
parenting styles and academic achievement. The study combines a theoretical
analysis of existing scientific concepts with an empirical quantitative study
aimed at testing the formulated hypotheses.

The first chapter, “Theoretical Foundations of the Study”, is devoted to
the theoretical analysis of the main concepts and research approaches related to
family status, parenting styles and academic achievement at school age. The
theoretical framework of the study is built on an interdisciplinary basis, uniting
psychological, pedagogical and sociological perspectives on the family as a
socializing system and a development environment.

The first paragraph examines contemporary understandings of the family
as a dynamic social institution. Classical and modern theoretical approaches that
interpret the family as a system of interconnected roles, relationships and
functional characteristics are analyzed. Special attention is paid to the
distinction ~ between  structural  characteristics  of  the  family
(complete/incomplete) and qualitative parameters of family functioning. It is
emphasized that the formal structure does not exhaust the content of the family
environment and that the psychological climate, communication and emotional

support are of essential importance for the development of the child.



In the context of social transformations, changes in family models, the
growth of single-parent families and the impact of these processes on child
development are examined. Different research positions are presented regarding
the influence of family status on cognitive and academic development,
highlighting both data on possible risks and arguments that adverse effects are
not inevitable and depend on the level of family functioning.

The second paragraph analyzes the concept of parenting styles as a
psychological mechanism through which the family environment influences the
development of the child. The main typologies of parenting styles are examined,
with emphasis on the authoritative, authoritarian and permissive (liberal) styles.
Their main characteristics are traced - degree of control, demands, emotional
support, autonomy and consistency in behavior. The authoritative style is
presented as a balanced model, combining clearly structured requirements with
a high degree of support and emotional engagement. The authoritarian style is
characterized by high demands and control with limited emotional closeness,
while the permissive style is distinguished by a low degree of regulation and
structure. The theoretical analysis emphasizes that different parenting styles
create different conditions for the development of self-regulation, motivation
and learning engagement. The third paragraph examines academic achievement
as a multifactorial phenomenon, including cognitive, motivational, emotional
and social components. Basic psychological concepts of learning motivation,
self-regulation and the role of family support in school adaptation are presented.
It is emphasized that academic success is not solely the result of the individual
abilities of the student, but is formed in the context of the interaction between
personal and environmental factors.

Particular attention is paid to empirical studies that analyze the
relationship between family status, parenting styles and school results. The
summary of scientific data shows the presence of contradictory results regarding

the influence of family structure, but relatively more consistent data on the



importance of the authoritative parenting style as a predictor of higher academic
success.

At the end of the chapter, the need for an integrative model that considers
family status, family functioning and parenting styles as interrelated variables is
argued. It is emphasized that the analysis of academic achievements should be
carried out within the framework of a systemic approach, taking into account
the complex interaction between structural and functional characteristics of the
family environment.

The theoretical analysis in Chapter One forms the conceptual basis of the
empirical study and justifies the formulation of the research hypotheses aimed
at clarifying the role of parenting styles and family functioning as mediating
mechanisms in the relationship between family status and academic

achievement.

The methodological framework of the study is presented in Chapter Two.

The methodological design is aimed at detailed tracking of the
relationship between family status, parental behavioral styles and children's
academic success in the context of family functioning, in order to identify
potential mechanisms that explain the targeted association and influence. The
study uses a mixed approach of quantitative and qualitative methods:

- Study and ranking of students' academic results (average performance in
studied subjects for the 2023-2024 school year).

- Questionnaire to establish demographic data of parents: gender, age,
family status, education.

- Questionnaire for measuring parenting styles - Parenting Styles and
Dimensions Questionnaire - Short Version (PSDQ).

- Questionnaire for assessing family functioning models - Family

Assessment Device (FAD)



The results were processed with the SPSS package, applying factor and
regression analysis of the empirical data and correlation analysis to test the
hypotheses raised.

The empirical study was conducted in two schools in the region of Serres,
Greece, in a real educational environment. It included students and their parents,
which allowed for a comparison of data on academic success with the
characteristics of the family environment, parenting style and family
functioning. The selection of participants was carried out on a voluntary basis in
compliance with the ethical standards for conducting psychological research.

The principles of anonymity, confidentiality and protection of personal
information were observed in the collection, processing and presentation of the
empirical data, and the data obtained were used solely for the purposes of this
study.

The respondents included in the study were divided into two main groups:
Group A — 138 students with normal development from the seventh, eighth and
ninth grades of high school education and Group B — their parents, a total of 200

with diverse family status.

Table Nel. Distribution of the student sample (Group A)

Ne Educational Total 7th 8th 9th
Institution Students Grade Grade Grade
1 | 1st Secondary School, 72 25 24 23
Serres
2 | 5th Secondary School, 66 23 22 21
Serres
Total 138 48 46 44

Table Ne2. Distribution of the parental sample (Group B)

Ne | Institution | Grade Two- Single Parent | Single Total
Parent (Divorced) Parent Parents
Family (Other)

1 | 1st 7th 9 11 5 34




Secondary Grade
School

2 | 1st 8th 8 13 3 32
Secondary Grade
School

3 | 1st Oth 13 8 2 36
Secondary Grade
School

4 | 5th 7th 8 12 3 31
Secondary Grade
School

5 | 5th 8th 13 5 4 35
Secondary Grade
School

6 | 5th Oth 11 3 7 32
Secondary Grade
School

Total 62x2= 52 24 200
124

The organization of the study goes through several main stages:

Preparatory stage — theoretical analysis of the scientific literature,
formulation of research hypotheses and selection of appropriate research tools.

Diagnostic stage — administration of questionnaires and collection of data
on family status, parenting styles and the level of family functioning, as well as
registration of students’ academic achievements.

Analytical stage — statistical processing and analysis of empirical data in
order to verify the research hypotheses and establish significant dependencies
between the variables.

The collected empirical data were processed using methods of
mathematical and statistical analysis in order to establish statistically significant
dependencies between the studied variables. Descriptive statistics, correlation
analysis and comparative analyses were applied to verify the main and

additional hypotheses.
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IV. RESULTS OF THE EMPIRICAL RESEARCH

The analysis and interpretation of the results of the study are presented in
Chapter Three.

The research logic is aimed at establishing the relationships between
family status, dominant parenting style, characteristics of family functioning
and students' academic success.

The results obtained outline a complex picture in which family structure
in itself does not appear to be a sufficient condition for predicting academic
achievement. The quality of parental behavior and the way in which the family

system functions are much more significant.

1. Parenting style and family structure

The first direction of the empirical analysis 1s aimed at the distribution of
parenting styles and their relationship with family status. The Parenting Styles
and Dimensions Questionnaire — Short Version (PSDQ-Short) differentiated
three main models of parental behavior — authoritative, authoritarian and
permissive. Out of a total of 200 parents studied, 83 were characterized by an
authoritative style, 70 by an authoritarian one, and 47 by a permissive one, with

the authoritative model being the most strongly represented in the sample.

Table No3. , Parenting styles by marital status*

Family Status Authoritative | Authoritarian | Permissive | Total
Two-parent family 65 37 22 124
Single-parent family (divorced) 13 24 15 52
Sole-parent family (no other) 5 9 10 24
Total 83 70 471 200

Graph Nol. Parent's marital status and parental style of behavior
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Family Status by Parenting Style

Family Status
Two-parent family
Single-parent family (divorced)
Sole-parent family (no other parent)

Authoritative Authoritarian Permissive
Parenting Style

2 =18.03; p = 0.0012
Family status is divided into three categories — complete two-parent
family; incomplete family with one parent due to divorce; incomplete family
with one parent. Comparison with the PSDQ-Short results shows that the
authoritative style is most strongly represented among two-parent families, but
it is also found in parents from incomplete families. The authoritarian and
permissive models are also present in the different categories of family status.

Statistical testing using the Chi-square (?) test establishes a significant
association between family status and dominant parenting style (> = 18.03; p =
0.0012). The result shows that the distribution of parenting styles differs
according to family structure, but does not allow a causal conclusion that family
status predetermines a certain model of parenting behavior.

The empirical data outline an important distinction between the structural
and functional characteristics of the family environment. The same family
structure can be combined with different models of parental behavior, therefore
family status and parenting style should be considered as related but not
interchangeable characteristics.

Of particular importance is the fact that authoritative parenting is also
established in the conditions of an incomplete family structure. This does not
allow the incomplete family to be interpreted a priori as a dysfunctional

environment, nor the complete family — as an automatic guarantee of optimal
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parental interaction. The obtained result justifies the need to analyze family

structure together with the qualitative characteristics of parental behavior.

2. Family status, parenting style and academic success

The second strand of the analysis traces the relationships between family
status, dominant parenting style, and academic achievement. Academic
achievement was determined based on students’ actual school results for the
2023-2024 school year and was compared with the categories of family status
and parenting style determined through the PSDQ-Short.

The results show that high academic achievement is not uniquely related
to family structure. High achievement is found in both students from two-parent
families and students living with one parent. At the same time, cases of low
academic achievement are also observed among students from complete
families. These data show that the presence of two parents in itself does not
guarantee high academic results, and the absence of one parent does not
necessarily imply low achievement.

Table Ne4. Comparison: Family structure and level of success

Family Status Excellent | Very | Good | Fair | Fail
Good
Two-parent family 3.2% 387% [33.9% | 17.7% | 6.5%
Single-parent (divorced) 15.4% 34.6% [30.8% | 7.7% | 11.5%
Sole-parent (no other parent) 0.0% 41.7% | 37.5% | 16.7% | 4.2%

Comparison with parenting style reveals clearer trends. Authoritarian
style is associated with high academic achievement in both single-parent and
full-parent families. Authoritarian style is also associated with high academic
achievement in full-parent families, while permissive style is associated with
lower academic achievement regardless of family structure.

Graph No2. Academic Performance and Parenting Style
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The result regarding the authoritarian style requires a more precise
interpretation. The presence of high academic achievement in some students
with authoritarian parenting refers specifically to academic success and does not
mean that this model is functionally equivalent to the authoritative one. The
subsequent analysis of family functioning shows significant differences between
the two styles.

In summary, the results show that academic success cannot be explained
solely by the opposition “complete — incomplete family”. Parenting style
emerges as an important differentiating characteristic, with the most consistent
negative trend being found in the permissive model. A subsequent regression
analysis was applied to determine the independent contribution of the individual

factors.

3. Predictors of academic success

To determine the independent predictive significance of the studied
family and parental characteristics, a regression model was applied, including
family status, age and education of the parent and parenting style. The analysis
allows to establish which of the observed dependencies are preserved when the

other factors are simultaneously taken into account.
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The results highlight the permissive parenting style as the only
statistically significant negative predictor of academic success (coefficient = -
0.90; p < 0.05). This confirms the trend established in the comparative analysis
and shows that its negative relationship with academic achievement is preserved
even when controlling for the other characteristics included in the model.

The authoritative and authoritarian parenting styles do not show an
independent statistically significant predictive value (p > 0.05). Such is not
established for family status, age and educational level of the parent. Therefore,
the differences observed in the comparative analysis do not in all cases remain
as independent statistical effects when the factors are simultaneously included
in the regression model.

Table No5. Regression model

Predictor Coef. | p-value | Significance
Parenting Style: Authoritarian | -0.33 | >0.05 | insignificant
Parenting Style: Authoritative | -0.29 | >0.05 | insignificant
Parenting Style: Permissive | -0.90 | <0.05 | significant

Education: Bachelor +0.50 | >0.05 | insignificant
Education: Master +0.68 | >0.05 | insignificant
Parent Age -0.02 | >0.05 | insignificant
Two-parent family + 0,56 | > 0.05 | insignificant
Family Status: Sole-parent -0.15 |>0.05 | insignificant

Family Status: Single-parent | +0.58 | > 0.05 | insignificant

Diagram Nel "Regression coefficients of predictors of academic success"
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Regression Coefficients of Predictors of Academic Achievement

Regression coefficient

Note. The permissive parenting style is the only statistically significant negative predictor of
academic achievement (coefficient = -0.90; p < 0.05).

The results obtained show that formal family structure alone is not
sufficient to predict academic success in the studied sample. At the same time, a
specific characteristic of parental interaction — permissive style — is consistently
associated with lower academic achievement. This result does not prove a
causal relationship, but a statistically significant predictive relationship within
the applied model.

In summary, the regression analysis shifts the analytical emphasis from
formal family structure to characteristics of parental behavior, without reducing
academic success to the action of a single factor. The results support its
understanding as a multifactorial outcome, in which permissive parenting style
stands out as the clearest negative predictor among the variables included in the

model.

4. Parenting style and family functioning
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The next direction of the analysis is focused on the relationship between
parenting style and the quality of family functioning, assessed by the Family
Assessment Device (FAD). Seven dimensions of the family system were
analyzed: problem solving, communication, roles, emotional responsiveness,
emotional involvement, behavioral control and general family functioning. In
the interpretation of FAD, lower values mean more favorable family
functioning.

Regression analysis of FAD values for different combinations of family
status and parenting style outlines a stable differentiation between the three
models of parenting behavior. The results of the regression model show that the
authoritative parenting style is associated with more favorable values on the
FAD dimensions, while the authoritarian style is associated with a less
favorable profile of family functioning. The permissive style occupies an
intermediate position. This pattern is established for different categories of

family status.

Table Ne6. Family Assessment Device (FAD)
— Analysis of Predicted Scores

FAD Scale Family Status Parenting Style Predicted
Score
Problem Solving Two-parent family Authoritative 1.78
Problem Solving Two-parent family Authoritarian 241
Problem Solving Two-parent family Permissive 2.21
Problem Solving Single-parent family (divorced) Authoritative 1.92
Problem Solving Single-parent family (divorced) Authoritarian 2.55
Problem Solving Single-parent family (divorced) Permissive 2.35
Problem Solving Sole-parent family Authoritative 1.82
Problem Solving Sole-parent family Authoritarian 2.45
Problem Solving Sole-parent family Permissive 2.25
Communication Two-parent family Authoritative 1.76
Communication Two-parent family Authoritarian 2.52
Communication Two-parent family Permissive 2.25
Communication Single-parent family (divorced) Authoritative 1.78
Communication Single-parent family (divorced) Authoritarian 2.55
Communication Single-parent family (divorced) Permissive 2.27
Communication Sole-parent family Authoritative 1.58
Communication Sole-parent family Authoritarian 2.35
Communication Sole-parent family Permissive 2.07
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Roles Two-parent family Authoritative 1.73
Roles Two-parent family Authoritarian 2.36
Roles Two-parent family Permissive 2.12
Roles Single-parent family (divorced) Authoritative 1.80
Roles Single-parent family (divorced) Authoritarian 2.43
Roles Single-parent family (divorced) Permissive 2.19
Roles Sole-parent family Authoritative 1.84
Roles Sole-parent family Authoritarian 2.47
Roles Sole-parent family Permissive 2.23
Affective Responsiveness | Two-parent family Authoritative 1.85
Affective Responsiveness | Two-parent family Authoritarian 2.43
Affective Responsiveness | Two-parent family Permissive 2.22
Affective Responsiveness | Single-parent family (divorced) Authoritative 1.85
Affective Responsiveness | Single-parent family (divorced) Authoritarian 2.43
Affective Responsiveness | Single-parent family (divorced) Permissive 2.23
Affective Responsiveness | Sole-parent family Authoritative 1.92
Affective Responsiveness | Sole-parent family Authoritarian 2.50
Affective Responsiveness | Sole-parent family Permissive 2.30
Affective Involvement Two-parent family Authoritative 1.77
Affective Involvement Two-parent family Authoritarian 2.47
Affective Involvement Two-parent family Permissive 2.20
Affective Involvement Single-parent family (divorced) Authoritative 1.69
Affective Involvement Single-parent family (divorced) Authoritarian 2.39
Affective Involvement Single-parent family (divorced) Permissive 2.13
Affective Involvement Sole-parent family Authoritative 1.59
Affective Involvement Sole-parent family Authoritarian 2.30
Affective Involvement Sole-parent family Permissive 2.03
Behavior Control Two-parent family Authoritative 1.73
Behavior Control Two-parent family Authoritarian 2.38
Behavior Control Two-parent family Permissive 2.19
Behavior Control Single-parent family (divorced) Authoritative 1.85
Behavior Control Single-parent family (divorced) Authoritarian 2.50
Behavior Control Single-parent family (divorced) Permissive 2.31
Behavior Control Sole-parent family Authoritative 1.76
Behavior Control Sole-parent family Authoritarian 241
Behavior Control Sole-parent family Permissive 2.22
General Functioning Two-parent family Authoritative 1.89
General Functioning Two-parent family Authoritarian 2.45
General Functioning Two-parent family Permissive 2.20
General Functioning Single-parent family (divorced) Authoritative 1.84
General Functioning Single-parent family (divorced) Authoritarian 2.40
General Functioning Single-parent family (divorced) Permissive 2.15
General Functioning Sole-parent family Authoritative 1.96
General Functioning Sole-parent family Authoritarian 2.52
General Functioning Sole-parent family Permissive 2.27

Graph Ne3. Summary combined graph of the influence
model of parenting style and family status
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The results obtained are particularly important when comparing them
with academic performance. While some students with authoritarian parenting
have high academic achievement, this style is not associated with optimal
family functioning, that is, high academic performance and favorable
functioning of the family system should not be considered interchangeable
indicators.

In summary, the authoritative parenting style emerges as the model most
consistently associated with favorable family functioning, while the

authoritarian one is associated with a less favorable functional profile.

5. Interaction between family status and family functioning
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To establish the relative contribution of family structure and parenting
style, a regression analysis was applied with general family functioning as the
dependent variable.

The results show that single-parent families following divorce, as well as
families with a single parent, are characterized by statistically significantly less
unfavorable indicators compared to two-parent families (p < 0.05) when
controlling for other factors.

Along with family structure, parenting style also shows significant
importance. Authoritarian style is statistically significantly associated with less
unfavorable general family functioning compared to authoritative style (p <
0.01). A similar but less pronounced trend is observed with permissive style,
which does not reach statistical significance in all analyses.

The comparison of the results shows that family status is important for
the quality of family functioning, but the differences related to parenting style —
especially between authoritative and authoritarian models — are more distinct
than those resulting from family structure.

This confirms the need to consider the structural characteristics of the

family in conjunction with the quality of intra-family interactions.

Graph Ne4. Interaction: Family Status x Parenting Style
(General Functioning — FAD):
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The result is particularly significant in single-parent families. In them, the
authoritative style is associated with more favorable indicators of family
functioning, which allows it to be interpreted as a potential compensatory
resource.

This does not mean causal “neutralization” of the effects of the absence
of a second parent, but shows that with a similar family structure, different
models of parental behavior are associated with different quality of family
functioning.

In summary, the results show that family structure has an independent
relationship with general family functioning, but parental style emerges as a
stronger differentiating factor.

Thus, the single-parent family should not be interpreted in itself as a
dysfunctional environment; a joint analysis of family status and the quality of

parental interaction is more informative.

6. Testing the research hypotheses
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The empirical results obtained allow testing the main and additional
hypotheses formulated in the study by comparing data on family status, parental
style, family functioning and academic success.

The main hypothesis receives empirical support in terms of academic
achievement. High academic results are found in students whose parents apply
both authoritative and authoritarian styles. However, the analysis of family
functioning significantly distinguishes the two models: the authoritative style is
associated with more favorable values on the FAD dimensions, while the
authoritarian one is associated with a less favorable profile of family
functioning. Therefore, the similarity in terms of academic achievement does
not mean functional equivalence of the two parenting styles.

Additional hypothesis 1 receives empirical support. The permissive
parenting style is associated with lower academic achievement, and in the
regression model it stands out as the only statistically significant negative
predictor of academic achievement (coefficient = -0.90; p < 0.05). Thus, the
trend established in the comparative analysis is preserved when the other
characteristics included in the model are simultaneously taken into account.

Additional hypothesis 2 also receives support. The results show that high
academic achievement is also possible for students from single-parent families
when the family environment is characterized by an authoritative parenting style
and more favorable functioning. This result indicates that structural
incompleteness of the family should not in itself be interpreted as a sufficient
condition for an unfavorable academic trajectory.

Additional hypothesis 3 is supported by the results for family functioning.
More favorable FAD indicators are more consistently associated with the
authoritative parenting model, and this pattern is observed across different
categories of family status. The result supports the understanding that structural
characteristics of the family should be analyzed together with the quality of

parental behavior and intra-family interactions.
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Summary of the empirical results

The overall analysis of the results shows that the interrelationships
between family structure, parenting style, family functioning and academic
achievement are complex and cannot be explained solely by the dichotomy
“complete — incomplete family”. Marital status is associated with certain
differences in family functioning, but in itself does not show an independent
statistically significant predictive value for academic achievement in the applied
regression model.

The results outline the parental style as an essential functional
characteristic of the family environment. The authoritative style is most
consistently associated with a more favorable profile on the dimensions of FAD
and this trend is observed across different family structures. This shows that the
quality of parental interaction cannot be directly inferred from the formal
composition of the family — just as an incomplete family structure does not
necessarily imply dysfunctionality, the presence of two parents does not
guarantee optimal family functioning.

The distinction between authoritative and authoritarian parenting styles is
particularly telling. High academic results are found in both models, but the
FAD analysis reveals a different profile of family functioning. The authoritative
style is associated with more favorable indicators, while the authoritarian one is
associated with less favorable characteristics of family interactions. Therefore,
academic achievement cannot be used as an independent indicator of the quality
of family functioning.

The clearest negative relationship with academic achievement is found in
the permissive parenting style, which in the regression model stands out as the
only statistically significant negative predictor of success. At the same time, the

lack of an independent statistically significant predictive value of family status
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for academic results indicates that the structural characteristics of the family are
not sufficient to explain individual differences in school achievement.

The results for students from single-parent families are of particular
importance for the interpretation of the research problem. The presence of high
academic achievement and more favorable family functioning under an
authoritative parenting model gives reason to consider it as a potential
compensatory resource in conditions of structural incompleteness of the family.
This conclusion does not imply causal compensation for the absence of a second
parent, but shows that in a similar family structure, the quality of parental
interaction is associated with significant differences in the functioning of the
family system.

In summary, the empirical results support the understanding that for the
explanation of academic success, a joint consideration of the structural and
functional characteristics of the family environment is more informative than an
isolated assessment of family status. Family structure outlines the context, but
parenting style and the quality of family functioning differentiate the way in
which this context is related to students' academic achievements. Thus, the
results point to an interpretation of the family not only as a formal structure, but

above all as a system of relationships, interactions, and parenting practices.

V. CONCLUSION

The present dissertation research is aimed at one of the persistently
significant problems in the psychology of family and education — the
relationship between the characteristics of the family environment and the
academic success of students. The research design is based on the understanding
that the family influence on development and academic achievement cannot be
reduced solely to the formal structure of the family. The distinction between a
complete and incomplete family provides important information about the

social context of development, but does not in itself reveal the quality of
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relationships, the way in which parental functions are exercised and the general
functioning of the family system. Therefore, in the study, family status is
examined in relation to parenting style, family functioning and the actual
academic achievements of students.

The empirical study carried out in a Greek school environment allows us
to draw a more differentiated picture of these relationships. The results obtained
show that family structure matters, but its influence cannot be interpreted in
isolation from the functional characteristics of the family. Different parenting
styles are established in both two-parent and single-parent families, which does
not allow a certain family status to be automatically identified with a specific
model of parental behavior. The established statistically significant association
between family status and parenting style indicates a relationship between the
two characteristics, but at the same time, the diversity of parenting models in
each of the studied family categories confirms the need to consider them as
related but independent analytical dimensions.

The results regarding academic success further problematize the
unambiguous opposition between complete and single-parent families. High
academic achievements are established in both students living with two parents
and students from single-parent families. In addition, cases of lower academic
success are also observed in two-parent families. Therefore, the formal presence
or absence of a second parent cannot be considered a sufficient indicator of the
expected level of school achievements. This result is significant, as it points to
the need to assess the family environment not only through its structure, but also
through the quality of the processes that occur within it.

Of particular importance in this regard are the results for the parenting
style. The authoritative model is associated with high academic achievement
and, at the same time, with the most favorable profile of family functioning.
This trend is observed across different categories of family status and shows the

stable relationship between authoritative parenting and more favorable
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characteristics of the family system. The combination of demands and control
with emotional engagement, communication and support outlines the
authoritative style as a model that is associated not only with the student's
educational results, but also with the quality of family functioning.

A different and particularly interesting picture is established with the
authoritarian parenting style. For some students, it is also combined with high
academic success, but the FAD results show a more unfavorable profile of
family functioning compared to the authoritative model. This distinction has
significant psychological significance. High school results in themselves cannot
be accepted as sufficient evidence for optimal functioning of the family system.
Academic success can be achieved with different models of parental influence,
which, however, are not equivalent in terms of communication, emotional
relationships, roles, behavioral control and general family functioning. In this
way, the study distinguishes the educational outcome from the quality of the
psychological context in which this outcome is achieved. The permissive
parenting style outlines another significant trend. It is this that is established as
the only statistically significant negative predictor of academic success among
the characteristics included in the regression model. Its negative predictive
relationship is maintained when the marital status, age and education of the
parent and other parenting styles are simultaneously taken into account. This
result lends additional weight to the conclusion that specific characteristics of
parental behavior may be more informative for understanding differences in
academic achievement than the formal family structure per se.

Family functioning occupies a significant place in the interpretation of the
results. The FAD data show different functional profiles depending on the
combination of marital status and parental style. The authoritative model is
consistently associated with more favorable values in the studied dimensions of
family functioning, the authoritarian one with less favorable ones, and the

permissive one occupies a rather intermediate position. This pattern shows that
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understanding the family as a developmental environment requires attention to
its internal organization, and not only to its formal composition.

The results for single-parent families are particularly important. The
establishment of high academic achievements and favorable indicators of family
functioning in some students from these families, when an authoritative
parenting model is present, does not support their unambiguous consideration as
a deficient or necessarily risky environment. Within the framework of the
obtained data, authoritative parenting can be cautiously interpreted as a
potential compensatory resource associated with more favorable functioning in
the case of structural incompleteness of the family. Such an interpretation does
not mean that the parenting style causally neutralizes the possible difficulties
arising from the absence of a second parent. It shows that the same structural
characteristic can be combined with a different quality of family interactions
and, accordingly, with different educational outcomes.

In this sense, the results point to a rethinking of the traditional
understanding of family status as an independent indicator of educational or
psychological risk. The category “incomplete family” describes a structure, but
does not automatically describe the quality of relationships within this structure.
Similarly, the category “complete family” does not in itself contain information
about the manner of communication, emotional involvement, the distribution of
roles, or the nature of parental behavior. It follows that the assessment of the
family environment would be more precise when structural characteristics are
combined with information about its actual functioning.

This conclusion has immediate practical significance for school and
counseling practice. When identifying students at risk of lower academic
success, family status should not be used as an independent criterion. A more
informative comprehensive assessment would be one that includes the
characteristics of parental behavior, the quality of communication, emotional

involvement, the organization of family roles, and the general functioning of the
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family system. Such an approach would limit the risk of stigmatizing students
from single-parent families and would direct psychological and pedagogical
support to the actually established risk and protective characteristics of the
family environment.

The joint use of PSDQ-Short and FAD in the studied Greek school
environment is also of practical value. The two instruments allow the family
environment to be viewed from complementary perspectives — through the
characteristics of the parenting style and through the functioning of the family
system. Comparing the results obtained through them with real school
achievements expands the possibilities for a comprehensive identification of
family characteristics related to the academic adaptation of students.

The obtained results should also be interpreted in view of the limitations
of the study. The empirical data were obtained in a specific Greek school
environment and therefore their generalization to wider populations requires
caution. The non-experimental nature of the research design allows the
establishment of statistical associations and predictive dependencies, but not the
derivation of unambiguous cause-and-effect relationships. Some of the
information on the family environment is based on standardized self-assessment
instruments, which should also be taken into account when interpreting it.
Future studies with larger and more diverse samples, the inclusion of additional
sources of information, and longitudinal follow-up would allow for a more
precise examination of the dynamics between family functioning, parental
behavior, and academic development.

Despite these limitations, the study conducted allows for an important
general conclusion to be drawn: family structure matters, but it is not sufficient
to explain either the quality of family functioning or the academic achievement
of students. A more complete understanding of these processes requires a joint
consideration of the structural and functional characteristics of the family

environment. Parenting style, the quality of family interactions, and the overall
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functioning of the family give psychological content to the structural context in
which the student develops.

In this sense, the main conclusion of the dissertation research goes
beyond the opposition between “complete” and “incomplete” families. The
family should be understood not only by who is present in its structure, but by
the way in which the relationships within it function. It is the joint consideration
of family status, parenting style and the quality of family functioning that
provides a more nuanced basis for understanding academic success and for

planning adequate psychological, pedagogical and family-counseling support.

CONTRIBUTIONS OF THE RESEARCH IN THE
DISSERTATION

Scientific Contributions

1. Through comparative, correlational and regression analysis, it has been
established that parenting style has greater explanatory significance for family
functioning and academic success than family structure itself. The authoritative
parenting style was associated with more favorable family functioning and
higher academic achievement.

2. An integrated analysis of family status, PSDQ-Short and FAD scores,
and academic achievement provided empirical evidence that the quality of
family interactions may play a compensatory role among students from single-
parent families. This finding supports an understanding of academic
achievement as an outcome of the interplay between structural and functional
characteristics of the family environment.

Applied Contributions

3. The application and statistical examination of the PSDQ-Short and
FAD confirmed their applicability for the comprehensive assessment of

parenting styles and family functioning in the Greek school context examined in
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the study. Their combined use enables the identification and differentiation of
family-related factors associated with students’ academic achievement.

4. Based on the relationships established through multivariate analyses,
risk and protective configurations of the family environment were identified that
can be applied to the identification of students at risk of lower academic

achievement and to the planning of educational and family counselling support.

SCIENTIFIC PUBLICATIONS ON THE DISSERTATION
RESEARCH

1. PARENTING STYLES AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT:
DYNAMICS OF INFLUENCE IN THE CONTEXT OF PSYCHOSOCIAL
DEVELOPMENT

2. FAMILY DYNAMICS FOR THE PSYCHOSOCIAL AND
ACADEMIC ADAPTATION OF ADOLESCENTS

3. SYMPTOMATOLOGY AND TREATMENT OF CHILDREN
WITH BIPOLAR DISORDER

4. ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT AS A PSYCHOLOGICAL AND
SOCIAL CATEGORY: TOWARDS A SYNTHETIC DEFINITION
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