Advances in Applied Mathematics & FH$t2#3t g, 2017, 6(6), 781-786 Hans X
Published Online September 2017 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/aam
https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2017.66094

Statistical Analysis of the Factors about
Academic Performance of the
Left-Behind Children

Miao Yang

L.A.S. Department, Chengdu College of University of Electronic Science and Technology of China,
Chengdu Sichuan
Email: yangmiao603@163.com

Received: Sep. 8th, 2017; accepted: Sep. 22”d, 2017; published: Sep. 28”’, 2017

Abstract

The children whose parents work outside the home and left them at home, we call them the
left-behind children. They are taken care of by grandparents or other relatives. We use contin-
gency table methods and SPSS statistical software to analyze data. We can find the influential fac-
tors: Father’s occupation and the number of calls per week with parents.
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Table 1. Contingence table
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Table 2. Contingence table of fathers’ educational level and student performance on tests
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Table 3. Chi-square test table of fathers” educational level and student performance on tests
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Table 4. Contingence table of mothers’ educational level and student performance on tests
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Table 5. Chi-square test table of mothers’ educational level and student performance on tests
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Table 6. Contingence table of fathers’ occupation and student performance on tests
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Table 7. Chi-square test table of fathers’ occupation and student performance on tests
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Table 8. Contingence table of mothers” occupation and student performance on tests
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Table 9. Chi-square test table of mothers” occupation and student performance on tests
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Pearson - J5 9.059* 6 0.170
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Table 10. Contingence table of number of calls per week with parents and student performance on tests
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Table 11. Chi-square test table of number of calls per week with parents and student performance on tests
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