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Abstract

This study examines how parental educational expectations, family economic status, and academic
confusion influence lower secondary students’ self-educational expectations. Using survey data from 8841
eighth-grade students, the analysis employed descriptive statistics, correlation tests, and multiple regression
models. Results show that parental educational expectations have the strongest positive effect, indicating that
students internalize parental values and aspirations as key references for their own educational goals.
Academic confusion exerts a significant negative impact, suggesting that difficulties in learning undermine
students’ confidence and reduce their willingness to pursue higher educational levels. Although family
economic status does not directly predict educational expectations, it operates as a contextual factor that
indirectly shapes expectations by affecting access to learning resources and the overall quality of educational
support. These findings demonstrate that students’ educational expectations are shaped not only by material
conditions but also by family cultural climate and learning experiences. The study underscores the
importance of coordinated support from families and schools in emotional guidance, academic assistance,
and resource provision to strengthen students’ expectations and motivation for future development.
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<Table 1> Pearson correlation coefficient
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Moz

Family Parental Students’ Educational ~ learning  Perceived Academic
Economic Status Expectations Expectations engagement Difficulty
Family Economic Status 1
Parental Expectations 0.132%* 1
Students Edl'lcatlonal 0.130%* 0,746+ 1
Expectations
learning engagement 0.145%* 0.194** 0.210** 1
Perceived Academic -0.260%* -0.361% -0.386+* -0.155%* 1

Difficulty

<Table 2> Regression coefficients for self-educational expectations

Students’ Educational

single-predictor regression model

multiple regression model

Expectations 8 R? F 8 VIF R? F
Family Economic Status 0.130™"  0.017 152462 0.003  1.074
Parental Expectations 0.746™" 0557 111063277  0.698™  1.152 (0572 3943.913"
Perceived Academic Difficulty — -0.386""  0.149 1548156  -0.133"" 1214

Note: B = standardized regression coefficients. ™
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<Table 3> Mediation effect coefficients

effect of effect of indirect effect direct total

XonM MonY S(95% Bootstrap CI) effect effect

Fii‘gﬂi"g"‘li‘;;;i:;‘:ﬁ) 12860 0.0583 0.0750 0295 03445
— Students’ Educational Expectations(Y) (=001 (p=00D) [0.0600,0.0907] (p<-001)  (p<00T)
ii‘:;igE’;iegZZ;E‘;;((ﬁ) 06943 0.0204 00142 07838 07980
— Students” Educational Expectations(Y) (p=00D)  (p=00T) [0.0103,0.0184] (p<-001)  (p<00T)
Percii‘l’::mli\rf;d:g;ge?ﬁfg\%y(x) -13073  0.0460 -0.0601 209109 -0.9710
(p<001) (p<.001)  [-0.0726-0.0483]  (p<.001) (p<.001)

— Students’ Educational Expectations(Y)

Note: Indirect, direct, and total effects are estimated using unstandardized coefficients (B).

<Table 4> Mediated proportion

Family Perceived

. Parental .

Economic Ex ectations Academlc

Status P Difficulty
—

roportion -, gy, 1.78% 6.19%
mediated
Proportion of

roportion of ¢ 5o, 98.22% 93.81%

direct effect

Note: The proportion mediated is calculated as the
ratio of the indirect effect to the total effect.
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