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Abstract

Objective: Social withdrawal behavior is a variety of solitary behavior of children in familiar social
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situations. It is an implicit problem behavior with multi-dimensional structure. The lack of peer
communication ability is considered to be one of the important reasons affecting children’s social
withdrawal behavior. This study explores the relationship between children’s peer communica-
tion ability and children’s social withdrawal, and enriches the research in this field to a certain
extent. Methods: 294 adolescents were tested by “children’s social withdrawal parent rating ques-
tionnaire” and “children’s peer communication ability scale”. Results: 1) There were significant
differences in children’s peer communication and social withdrawal in different parental occupa-
tions; 2) There was a significant negative correlation between children’s peer communication
ability and social withdrawal behavior. Conclusion: According to the discussion and analysis of so-
cial withdrawal from different dimensions of peer communication, it is found that peer communi-
cation ability can predict children’s social withdrawal behavior, so as to put forward educational
suggestions from three perspectives of teachers, parents and children.
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TEFRIBESI, 4L RE—BE&ZRKE. RIFIAHSTEIAE BT LA H G K
J&, TR R R N 2 £ 1 2 ST A 5 NSS4 LA AT RN AL s I B e A 1] s B i (Harris)fa i, BR T
FEENELAL, [EERAR R %)) LA R AR AT NI E R IR 2 —[2]. FFERE AR 40 LG8l i 2
B, TEULIE S RITE RN %)) LAt YR K A B EE R [3]. #Liha KRN EERIZEFRERR
IR e, *ha R R IS HAE A3 i & 5 B AR, RN 5 M H S Rt 2R A R IK
#[4].

HASBAFAT AN A ) LEAE AR A2 IEEE T I S MMAAT N, —FEA 2440 AR
PEIR AT A5, 4 LIEFEAC AR RE IR fa 4l ) LAE S /MK E— IR 2% 2] AR B A o 2 S A () A B
KAZMIREI[6].

FEAZ IR G2 2L W A I AT R —, RHLEE S %, ST R S MRS R 2
AFIFIFEMA[ 7] AU FLIESE, A IBAE4T AL LA KL, TR et EREL Tk EES
BURRRN, B AT IR AR AT Jy T B2 T 5 & A e AT et . AT B SRR ) LB R AR 4 AT
NRREAA LN 1, B LA 1R 4 1) LB K I — R BUAS R3d 7] @[ 8]

FEEIRARIIFZ I R R ES LR B A%, FEF YL E B AR [9]. SBFEER 77 X [10]. KEEL TR EL[11]
S, HrpEAER R R R M IR G I N R L — . [FEECRZEMS LR A 5 = A AR 4
17oR[12], FIRERIAE A IR S 5 FI AR R 48 2 IE A OG[13]. RIEEASAEAE AN LA N S 80 L # 4 5 3B 45 (1) 5
EFRA[14].

T N T LIEE AR AS R GG W T+ F s, ARSI TN B SRR R R PR A
o, B NG LR AE A AR RE VI FH S H S HATRAMI R R o AR [F A2 1 e 70 5 4L A8 1B 4 1) AH
KR FZRIRI S/ LEBR DI RS AE B8 S0 T AL A BB W5, 78— B R F X TR 28 B 45 53 ) 1F

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2022.112052 357 R AT


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2022.112052
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

B, E AR

HRITHEE
2. WREHF%E
2.1. &

LA FBEN LA 305 44 3~6 4 LIENREXT R, 40 LIRS A 035 FAE AR 4 17 45 B 1 4
ILEKIAE, HAWEA KNS 294 17(96%). HH 5% 156 N, L% 138 N; Ap4h)Lld 75 N, RIr
S)LEE 219 N; T¥E128 A, K¥E166 A.

2.2. Hk
2.2.1. #h)L#3ZRERKITFInE

A oK 2R P b 2w (2020) 1T R, B dbfr 16 38R, i “HEHEUE” .« “FENB4E7 . “WE
BYR” EAREERIR. ZERNEE— B o 2B 0.927, EA 50 R A5 AR R, w] FH Tt
o AR Likert 5 fith4y, 555k NIRRT IE 465
222, GILEMERZERENESR

KK TC(2002) 2w H1 1 (4L PEAS AL RE IR ) [15], ZEEIH 24 B8, 2N IR |
“HZFEHHM”  “BSMAEESKAE” « SESITNT WUAYEE . AT AIZ 2RI N — B0k
a ZF0N 0.819, HAEREMFEFUEEMTMAE . mE&H 24 NMH, Hrp “HA8mm657 N miit,
IR EAR AL T PG RN . AR YEE N IE A ) .

2.2.3. gitibiE

K SPSS 19.0 #BEATH 4 (AL FEAGE 34T
3. &R
3.1 FAfFEAOSGTEENER

AT FSAN RIS BESCACFE E . AR SCREHR M i % ) LTE R AR A AN E RS 194540 134T 2 S PR
I 1. 3£ 2 FE 3.

Table 1. Comparison of children’s peer communication in different father’s educational levels
= 1 H)LREMEREEREEXHZE LR

R AFEE
B H F P
Y & LA b K& AR L

HAZ RS 3.62+1.23 3.74+1.06 3.80+1.23 411+1.07 3.07 0.03
AR FEEH 2.51+0.53 2.56 + 0.59 2.44 + 054 2.74+0.54 488" 0.00

B S MARE S35 E 2.90 +0.54 3.00 +£0.59 3.01+0.57 3.19+0.57 3.60" 0.01
FHETHN 2.55+0.54 2.55+0.54 2.54 +0.54 2.69 + 0.50 1.75 0.15

[A] 58 1 2.90 + 0.50 2.96 +0.51 2.95 + 0.56 3.18 +0.49 5.56" 0.00

¥E: 'P<0.05, "P<0.01, P <0.001, F[.
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Table 2. Comparison of infant peer interactions in different maternal cultures

® 2. 4 LR R IEEARFRSR IR EREEE

RESE AL RE
TH F P
B S LLR rh K& ARE R UL

AT RS 355+1.18 3.88+1.19 3.89 +1.06 4.05+1.10 2.71 0.05
2 FE sk 2.49+0.53 2.52 +0.58 2.51 +0.56 2.74 +0.54 4.36" 0.01
EE AR S A 2.85+0.53 3.01+0.58 3.09 +0.58 3.19+0.58 5.20" 0.00
FASTHN 2.51+0.53 2.62 +0.56 2.50 + 0.50 2.69 +0.51 2.58 0.05

[R] £ 58 1 2.85 +0.49 3.01+0.54 2.99 + 0.49 3.17+0.52 557 0.00

ZERRI, MG 2 AT NAE AR BRSO LR B8 25, At EE AR
B SEPI N AEA R BRSO BB R 257, FMESERIEARRRSURREE L ER B,

FARRIUNBER 22 DR ARE L UL 4l LRI AR S AR RE 0 S PSR RE 835 i T BESR 22 D O Heph s ik
RIS,

Table 3. Comparison of infant peer interactions in different parental occupations
= 3. G LR EARR R SR EREEE

QIR R

o e PETER e EEER
st 8 I 8

ARG 3.41+£1.26 3.89+£1.09 407 +1.12 3.41+£1.28 3.91+£1.09 4.05+1.09

A2 E B 2.54 +0.59 2.57+0.58 2.67 +0.53 2.53+0.54 251 +0.55 2.71 £ 0.56

EEAHRE S 2.85+0.57 3.07 £ 0.57 3.15+0.59 2.86 +0.56 3.04+0.57 3.16 £ 0.58

FASTHN 2.43+0.54 2.61+0.54 2.66 +0.49 2.50 + 0.53 2.55+0.54 2.70 +0.50
[ e R A 2.81+0.55 3.03+0.52 3.14 £ 0.50 2.83+0.51 3.00 £ 0.51 3.16 £ 0.51

S5 RR DAL FENVERSEAL AT A A EEEEA [F SR E T B3 7% e, L ag et JOE &5 MRS
FRAEAEAFACEIRN 2 % B35 (F = 4.96, P < 0.05; F = 4.01, P < 0.05), [FAfEAfERE /B AE(E B2 R(F
=5.99, P < 0.01), EARRIA LIS HITR T HI%) ) LIRFERS R RE 1 R LAY FE 13 50 3 T A0 R
b g BRI MR N B AR %)) )L

ARG AL E B B MABE S E B ST AR R BESE R F I B
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S(F=5.83,P<0.01; F=4.65 P<0.05 F=5.32,P<0.05 F=392 P<0.05), [AfEHAEIHIEEREE
5t(F =8.02, P <0.01). HEAEKRI BRI RZEIR ST 40 LIRS R 71 S FeDU /N4 21T 0 35 v T 1
SRV AR BRI R AN - B AR 40 )L

3.2. #FZRMBITHEAOGHF LHER
AT TS AN FISCREBMY 1 4l LA A IR 45 20 A _E (AR 0 384T Z M ie, Ak 4.

Table 4. Comparison of social withdrawal behavior in different parental occupations
4. HRBRMEITHEAR R SIR ERELE

AR RESETR
e e AETET sy e PETER gy
BH A A BH A ”
E=2 RITEN 2.30 £0.70 2.25+0.80 2.08+0.72 2.47 £0.74 2.16 £ 0.74 2.13+0.77
ERZIbEE 2.21+0.74 2.08 £0.77 2.00 £0.70 2.19+0.76 2.04£0.73 2.05+0.75
AR 2.00 +0.89 1.83£0.75 1.75£0.70 2.06 £0.93 1.71 £0.66 1.83£0.75
AT IR G5 2.20+0.68 2.10 +0.69 1.98 £ 0.64 2.30+0.68 2.02 £0.63 2.04 +0.69

GERRIL, HAZIBAE R AR SRR F R B3 2 s ER SRR AR AN A RESE IR
W A B 2R, 2R DT AN, B IR 4 4 B2 AE A [RI RESR RO, A7 7 8 3% 2 57 (F = 3.93, P < 0.05; F = 3.88,
P <0.05), #3ZB4ETEA R BRI 2% 5% 3% (F = 3.41, P < 0.05).

BARRIN BRI AR R ) LA AR 4 S L EZEUTER . W ah iR A8 A 4R FEA5- 93 24 i T BESR IR
bR MR AN P B AT R R0 T 40 )L

3.3. 4)LEH3ZESHITRIEITARMER
AW TER 4 ) LAk SR G 25 HE L RS0 5 R SRS R L I A 7 AT ARE M R0, A 5.

Table 5. Correlation between early childhood social withdrawal and peer interaction (r)

5. 4) LA 3IRGE S EE I AR R(r)

B H FH DR ERTIPEL MR 4 +EASIR 4R
FEAT R AG -0.52" -0.46" -0.52" -0.57"
AR E G -0.34" -0.18™ -0.10 -0.27"
BEEAHREE A -0.31" -0.26™ -0.16™ -0.29"
AT A -0.13" -0.12" -0.05 -0.12"
A f 2241 -0.49" -0.40" -0.37" -0.49"

7 'P<0.05, "P<0.01, P <0.001.

SRR, WG 5 BoR, HACRYE R FEZRVIRR, FENRAE AL SR AT S AN R B
K WEhiBAageE S Ckats . S AMARE S 2E . FEER B k.
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Table 6. Regression analysis of social withdrawal and peer interaction in young children
= 6. 4h) LRGSR IER @IS

(A4 i HINAL B R2 Beta t
ARG 0.32 -0.34 -11.98
HAZ LI 0.07 -0.33 -4.94

AT IR EEAHEEE A 0.08 —0.34 -5.28
FHETA 0.02 -0.16 -2.16
A f 34T 0.24 -0.63 -9.85

GURRIA AL AR AEAT NAFAE BB R VE R AR, R PEASAE R L DU AN 28 P X A A iR 4 Y 3
f4 87 i T
4. g
41 HILAHZEEAOFZE ERRE

AW T AR MR A AR AN G2 BRI 4 LIRIE A AL BE T 5 AN R SRR SR P
AR S E KRR SRR AR K UL B (%) LRI A2 AR RE /T BE i, #E Guryan (2008) R 7T h A EIL
53 R AE A SRR T AR SR A AE T L B BN Z I IAI[16] . £ 48R0 (2013) 7 78 it A AL
B HERE S H T LI EE B8 2035 IEMISC[17], X T DU H SOARRE B 3 e 1 SO RFAE AT B
T TTH R

FEA RSSO T T, SRRV N EIR 70§ B AL R AR A AE BE 70 LEERME 9 oA (4l J LR vy o HH X
o 90 P J PR R RE S HRM D9 R R 231 (0 QB B INVE B 7 e BOA 7 SR A A, FIREAE R B 5 1R
P SR G A ST O AR ISt B RESR B X (1 B AN ST

4.2. HILHZREFEAOFEE ERIRE

AW T AR A SR AR N G2 B ZE SRR A SSRGS KE R wshiB 4P A
YRR REEINY, FAAE R 2R, X5 #H 2 A (2016) IR FU 45 AR 1 —3[11]. A7 BESE I
MR B 1% LAk AR 4 Je 25 TR BB 4 A4 152 08 2 v 1 BESR BV AT A 7 B A 1R 23
THIFIL. HIX —HRI T RER : A W FEUESESCRER MY B 47 Al R Wk 2R RE 22 25 A1 BE e K
4 LIS — > R AP EE[L7], PR RIGEEE T 30K P AN« ARSRIE AR 5530, X+
LA ETAF S TR B, KXo B ML) LS RE B 5 A E B A AT Rk,
HET S BUE BB .

4.3. G)LEHRZFESHIZREHXF

CAG LA RSB A N A AL e, (R ASAE S S DU ANE P O B AR Bt AT 22 Jn Bl A 0 A, S5 R (L # 6) K BlAt:
RTINS R SAE &AL B B35 UG . [ENAMITTER T, 2B AE b 5 IR A 58 R0 S A 52 1R 4
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ABERIIRK R[18]o FIMFR R RUFIIGLE R T 5T, MR AAERE IR S R ARG R HAEA
5Ky PTEA A PEAZ AT RE 0 e SR AT bl b o )52 45201 1) 0 TAE SR 4 ) L 28 (9 [R HF 5% R AT T h o
B4 ) LB ELE I 4 ) LI [R5 2R 58 22 [12] o [FI I AN e E 4 R 47 (10 Rl RS AE R e A 5 5124l LK e shiR
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H & 5N
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Review, 102, 458-489. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.102.3.458
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