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Abstract

This study aims to explore the impact of perceptive social support on interpersonal trust of
left-behind children. The interpersonal trust scale and perceptive social support scale were used
to measure 103 left-behind children. Results: (1) Comprehending social support was positively
correlated with interpersonal trust; (2) comprehending social support positively predicted the
interpersonal trust of left-behind children. Conclusion: Understanding social support has a posi-
tive predictive effect on the interpersonal trust of left-behind children.
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Table 1. Gender differences in understanding social support and interpersonal trust

1. WEHSZFSAREEELH LHES

Ttk ik t
M SD M SD
FiEA 2R 40.17 7.157 41.35 8.91 0.541
NBrEAE 34.87 25.250 95.48 35.23 1.428

VE: *RIRp<0.05, **FKKp<0.01,

3.3. HXPHER

TEMCHI T, I XA B AT A DG A, Hegs RRAGUEA 2 3 5 AR BT R B2 EAH K (=
0.671, p <0.01); SHEFL 22 SCRF =AML LR FKBE SRR ACCRE . M SCHRERR 43 50l 5 AN BB AT 2 835 1
G AUEALE SRS NBREAT I = AN G BUA G RFEGT. FEANSTERERE EML, Bk
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Table 2. The correlation between variables

2. TEEEXXAR

r NBREATE BUAREATE SLFEAEAT: P NAEAT
WUEAL S 3CFF 0.671" 0.421" 0.690" 0.355"
FEESLHF 0.643" 0.576" 0.574" 0.546"
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VE: *p <0.01,
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ATE] P 22 S AN 223 (p > 0.05)
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Bt o3 Wt 25 SRR B AL 2 R NBREAEA BER, 2—JogtkRma. W7 2 AT a7 F2 AT
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Table 3. Test of regression equation

3. EERERE

it SEJ df %175 F p
E)E] 17.250 1 17.250 24.155 .000°
B 51.417 72 0.714
it 68.667 73

VE: *FoR p<0.05, **3F5E p<0.01.
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