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Abstract

The main contents of the research include the learning state, emotion, behavior and family life of the
local children. The questionnaire results were analyzed by ANOVA. After comparing 297 primary
and 281 secondary school students’ valid questionnaires, it was found that although there is a sig-
nificant difference between “father immigrant children” & “mother immigrant children” (P < 0.05) on
the “active behavior” Sub-Scales of primary school students and “emotional state” and “loneliness ten-
dency” Sub-Scale of middle school students, there is no significant difference between full left-behind
children & non-left-behind children in above aspects (P > 0.05). The results also reveal more posi-
tive aspects of the left behind children in this area. Their self-care ability is very strong because they
need to take more responsibility in the family. They showed much excellent resilience quality like
good sense of responsibility, weak aggressiveness and good interpersonal skills and so on.
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AT EEW XA LERZESDRS. BERR. ITRE. KEAEFSE LN TH. IS4 RKHANOVA
G T, WX T 2974 /N EEM281 P REAFT RN E R, REZMX/NEEE “THR
k" BR EBR “BERAMES T BFILES T “SCRIMIF L BT I)LE(P < 0.05), FEAENTE “1F
ZARERE” - “IOMBIR” BREERH “SUCRSMMF T BFILERT “BRAHST” BTIL
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YE B RIET M4 http:/news.ifeng.com/society/special/bj4lsethnysw.
Z*E%ﬁ%ﬂ% http://news.163.com/15/0610/22/ARPJIDBEE00011229.html.
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Figure 1. Left-behind ratio of primary school students
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Figure 2. Left-behind ratio of middle school students
B 2. REEFRETREER
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2.2.1. NEEEIEGIT

1) FEAMYE

AN SRR T A i B PR SRR 5 TR SR ARG B4, 55 16 ANTH , AFE T 2 21 RA
ReslPE. ABRIGERME. FIFERR. THEREE S MrER.

2) FliR: BEEE

VIR A ) 2 G ) E R S TE— BT 2 A /NSEHEAT T TR DA A 0% T SRR A O 31 A (Y
Fiv NFELS AL 10, 104 11 A).

F R KH Cronbacha EEH LT, HHIX EADHERIITEELE, SRNE 1

Table 1. Primary school students scale reliability test results

®1NFEEBRBEEEELER

ER Cronbach (@) A%
%] %) 067

fResh 0.75
NS 0.83
LIPS 0.68

ALK 0.68
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M IR B LA B, AE W R AL #T %, Cronbach’s Alpha REU AT 0.65 [12], KIHLiZIHE )
2 15 B AR AT

3) BIMER AR EEE

AN A A A R R A R R AR (7R o, IR BN AR BT AE R IR P 44 22 T ——3E
FAE AT — A ARMRBON, LA —E MR IHE AR AR, iX 31 A TN ER LK
RIUEREET 0, £EIWArEERERE, FABERRE, SRNE 2.

Table 2. Primary school students scale’ criterion validity results

=2 NEEEEERRITHEERER

SNEE AR ¥ (Pearson AH 5% 2 %)
2 EEH) 0.81"

ezl 0.83™
INGriav 0.79"
AR R 0.80™

UL 0.79™

“Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

B 4 FUTVE 0 1038 03 5 22 L R R AT - R S T, 45 B AR AR (I bR 5 1) 4543 3 FH S M) B 7E
0.70 PA I, MHRFEE R EP <0.01).

2.2.2. RELEEIERIT

1) FEAHE

HEE R SRR T A R AR SRR S TORES S ARG B4, HH 25 ATH ., REHEF, F
T E S S HE 1RO RO R TE , n, TE 22, 23 ATREMEIE, KNEEEIELEYE
M Z AR T LA AR IE R AR T HE, LA ST 2 M A ST [ R 1 el A D
WiH 24, 25 ARRMIH, SEESREPILE, R4 OB HE A%, BH 2. 4. 11,
127 20 JENHENEHRESHFZIER ORI 4 16 MTHEESIEE. ABRKR. HEIR
A IO FKERAS 5 M rER.

2) FWHR: EEXE

B G, TE— T 2 A 22T 7 BN LA A S 805 . TSR N EC 30 A(WT—.
VI =S5 AHE 10 N), 4504 3.

Table 3. Middle school students scale reliability test results
3. PEEOEERFEERER

Ik Cronbach (o)) &3
514 0.75
NG 0.70
IR 0.73
M plefifey 067
KRR 0.65
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M IR B LA B, AE W R AL #T %, Cronbach’s Alpha REU AT 0.65 [12], KIHLiZIHE )
2 15 B AR AT

3) BirEREREFE

AN A A R R A R R AR 7 v o, IR B S AR BT AR PR A P 44 2 T ——3E
FAE AT — AR MRBN, %82 —E AT PHE A AR, XX 30 A H N EE L
MRAEEEIT 0, ELRIVFEGEEERG, FERRERNR, RN 4.

Table 4. Middle school students scale’ criterion validity results

4. PEEEEERRITHUEERER

SrER KEAR R (Pearson #19% £ %0)
O FEE 0.76™
INZFEINA 0.78™
IFE 2N 0.87"
P A 7] 0.69™
FEERZS 0.87"

“Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

e 4 BOMVE 7 34 0 5 22 R BRSO R AT, 45 RAVETEAR (RS 5 17 815 20 R ) P 7
0.75 LA .

3. fIRGER
3.1. BEGITER

INFEHE BTG R
Hrp, ARESPRE T EFRIEVI AR ILE 5, TTZEDM AR I 6, INAERESNVER P BT 277
Prafi R IZE 7.

Table 5. The difference of primary school students under different stay-behind conditions
=5 AEBFRETNFENERERMY

M +SD
N

22 2] E ik fesh it NBRi&E ¥ FfER R T
W 149 10.82 £2.16 4.61+£1.50 5.40+1.21 7.53+2.19 8.07 + 1.67
RSN S T 63 10.79 £2.23 4.86+147 533+1.26 7.76 £2.06 8.05 = 1.60
BEsg4MH 4 T 28 10.00 +2.55 3.86+1.38 5.0+1.43 7.18 +£2.50 7.82 4+ 1.89
EI3=208 57 10.74 +2.41 479 +£1.49 526+130 7.8+2.18 753+1.71
JEELN 297 10.72 £2.26 4.63+£1.50 532+1.26 7.61+2.19 7.94 +1.69
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Table 6. Anova of each subscale for primary school students

= o. NFEERNERNFTENRER

Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
o1 ] 16.327 3 5.44 1.07 0.36
2o A 1497.477 293 5.11
RS 1513.805 296
4 1A 21.476 3 7.16 327 0.02
Resh K 642.039 293 2.19
JERVN 663.515 296
o1 ] 3315 3 1.105 0.698 0.554
N BRIE RL HN 463.655 293 1.582
JERVN 466.970 296
o1 ] 10.680 3 3.56 0.74 0.53
A PR R HN 1410.229 293 481
PR 1420.909 296
4 1A 13.546 3 4.52 1.59 0.19
TR 4N 831.363 293 2.84
JERVN 844.909 296

Table 7. Anova of primary school students’ activeness by two-to-two comparisons

F= 7. NFERENERBLB T ESITER

() HpRA () FEpRA Mean Difference (I-)) Std. Error Sig.
&S —0.246 0.222 0.27

LR BERAMES T 0.754" 0.305 0.01
EIaHH -0.179 0.231 0.44

U 5F 0.246 0.222 0.27

AN S L BESRAMH S T 1.000" 0.336 0.00
Ak = 0.068 0.271 0.80

LR -0.754" 0.305 0.01

BESRAMHSS T SLEAME ST -1.000" 0.336 0.00
IS -0.932" 0.342 0.01

WU 5T 0.179 0.231 0.44

I35 AN S L —0.068 0.271 0.80
BESRAMHSS T 0.932° 0.342 0.01

3.2. R4 AR

1) g peA T “RERANN 55 17 ARESHIREAERAT 16 A, MG athint, KIS “SCRIM
ST AREEION BT KA, MR EFIRE T ERET AR IE 8, T ESPERILE 9.
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Table 8. The difference of middle school students under different stay-behind conditions
=8 TRETRESTHEENERERM

M +SD
N 1R INGFS S THERS A 7] FEERTS
WU = 114 6.03+2.17 7.84 £1.76 5.58 £2.03 5.92+195 7.42 +2.04
AT 68 5.78 £2.16 7.59+1.83 5.51+1.98 5.88+1.92 7.59 +1.90
E[3=5E 99 5.94+227 7.70 £ 1.61 5.15+1.87 5.86 +1.90 7.67+1.78
JERiN 281 5.94 +2.20 773 +1.73 541+1.98 5.89+1.92 7.55+1.92
Table 9. Anova of each subscale for middle school students
F9. PEERSERNFESER
Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
4 1A 2.598 2 1.30 027 0.77
2 HRE HN 1346.249 278 4.84
JERVN 1348.847 280
4 1A] 2.907 2 1.45 0.49 0.62
INF S HN 830.538 278 2.99
JERVN 833.445 280
4 1A] 9.790 2 4.90 1.26 0.29
THEIRE HN 1083.149 278 3.90
JERVN 1092.940 280
4 1A 0.212 2 0.11 0.03 0.97
PO ] HN 1027.368 278 3.70
JERVN 1027.580 280
4 1A] 3.341 2 1.67 0.45 0.64
FEERT AN 1024.260 278 3.68
JERVN 1027.601 280

2) FFERLLEL

fE B e, s A A R SPIRASCUE < BB SF L AR <P TP IR A R £, (HAERE
e, BRSNS T 5 CSORAME S T IIME A RO, I, SO PR B TR
AT SRR I 7 B, SR I 10,

Table 10. Nonparametric test result of middle school students’ mothers or fathers going out work

F10. PEERRINSRFINEIEERESHRELLER

[FERSR e N Mean Rank TR a5 S
SEAMH 52 34.63 Mann-Whitney U 409.00
SR N
BRI 16 34.06 Wilcoxon W 545.00
z -0.11
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) 091
N RiE BN ALEHHY 52 33.15 Mann-Whitney U 346.00
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Continued
BESEAME 16 38.88 Wilcoxon W 1724.00
z -1.18
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) 0.24
SRAMH 52 31.56 Mann-Whitney U 286.50
THERS
BERAME 16 44.06 Wilcoxon W 1664.50
z -2.07
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) 0.04
ALEHHY 52 33.73 Mann-Whitney U 263.00
A 7]
BERAM 16 37.00 Wilcoxon W 1641.00
z -2.45
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) 0.01
SRAMH 52 33.15 Mann-Whitney U 346.00
FRERA
BERAME 16 38.88 Wilcoxon W 1724.00
z -1.18
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) 0.24

3.3. EREZR

3.3.1. FIRE

INFIE RS E S, AFE SRS ZRHFAFAEREZER: i — LSRN R —
B, ST E T AR XN AR M R B R 1 oRIE, B2 29.7% M/ AEYVCNTERN 5 ] ) B
Blre SRER, 62%I/NEFEMERERAER, HA 1L.6%MEZTEREAERER. I HIEAFEF
WET, NFERER UL TR 25 .

A S AT (1 2 S R ERRRAE, 60% MR 2 A R 2E S IR )R P SRR, AL, IR
MR PR ) E R DRI FEARF B SIRE T, RN R R E R

3.3.2. fTHYHE

AN AT RRFIE AT N RESNIE . SRR AN T THIEAT A

PSR ER, IR L, WEFILE RS TIER T ILE, 753%00/NEAFE R T,
WAt R UL, X /N E A TR S . SR RS TN EAERN TR L R E E R

2 X ) L AT A RE BN Ik e e tH 3, HBGHEYEASR, M52, X —HX T Ech
PR R B AT o AHBESEANH 55 T B ~7 JLE S A 5 SRS 55 L AR sP R LEAERE S M 77
A E BEZR—— MIES T UG H, BRSNS T T 1B BT, 25 5k PR 48 ARl
B3k o

AR Y 1Y) T R UM

TET T, R TSI IILEZ T Za R LE AP EREES, H
TEALSRAM 5 T 5 RS AN 55 TIRRIR LI, S B R T LR RIFERE EZ RN, Bt
Ui, BEEAME S T L T A 5 H IO A ) o
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3.3.3. ABRXHR

INEAENBRIE RV S R R R, EAFETRE FRAREER. WEREKR, H T 84%MH)/h
2 E PR S R ERBUTIRE, A 84%KI/NEAE HAAGRE. A, HE.

18 59% I R AR RIS REUF, R TA%MIEEVN RIS R 2% £ 2T RIS S, WU 57
LR SE SRR ) LB Z (B AR R E E R, HMSEIMNE S TS RERAME & TS EUrHr it 45 )
UIEH, ABRXRGAEEEER, RSN LEAMA L B AR RIAE B E NG R,

3.3.4. EEERE

e A GRS RN “IEEEIE” © PG E” . CWIEET SAFHERE, KW
SR, WHES. BT SERETIILEZIAEERE R, HEgfe EYER S . AMNES
%5 THREEAME S THAESE TS R LLE H, BRSNS TIE ) LENAREBEEE R TR
ML .

3.3.5. REXER

R KRS RN =TT UE: R A RSN B0 T7 a0, L BB PRI AL BRI
FEo SIS RAT VR, AR FIRE TRJLERSETREAANRASGI R, H 71.5%0&% T
R R R, RA 5.7%HE% TR ARG XA

IR FKERESZ, TR, SR B R IK S BT V. dhah, B
JLEE RIFE G BE o 75 A0 67 0 22 (1) B4, S A3 X AN BEAR I 1 B RE AR R, A AR B I ST A
Boeh A o, BERLLF A FE N BRGRR

4. &g

MEH XA IE LRI LEFRBE rT LLE S, N “ATNRESIIE” b “BESRAMI S T =
T OSORANHS T BT LE, PEpAAE RS ARERET L UM b, CSORAME ST
B JLEALT “BERANESS T MBS ILE, X 5E ARSI REHE B MLZAL[13] [14] [15].

R, B AW IR 1RSSR —— W 5 AR S LB K E R IR A R G R
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fa ) UH R SR IO BRI PRI 7 SR [22]: AMAEIFABIR FEULER R RA R, JLETA P& R EFIEF 1)
K, I BRI R B2 IR JLE R KT HORRAE TMA R B I N & K (risk) B ANH
AL BT PR 17 A3 (protective factors). AJR RIS ZHIB AR H[23], ABIMERRBII, KR
55 T)FE ) LI A J v B AT G R 1 2 22

PR RBL, B AR TR RS, Bl TSI E RS R,
HMAMNBT IR Z TN ANEEA RS, KR EZET M ARESINHEE X Z, it
IR Z IR RAEBE R AR F B SodE S 400, [RIIN,  Rp ik A B o7 B A5 28 DR ) (1 20 ' 22
FAEIR, MACRESME 2 1N SRS A I s iR 2 1 AR B AVE RS, A5 2t L3 by 1 3T I R P9
NGRIAE RIS I AMG AERT TERII AR Z o A, BT DA RiE 2 R W R, A2 SRR 13
FIFRA T B MBI OB, A5 23t ) L2E A A ) AR E N g
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