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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the influence of neuroticism on interpersonal relationship of left-behind
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children, and to explore the mediating effect of inferiority between neuroticism and interpersonal
relationship of left-behind children. Methods: A sample survey of 322 primary and secondary
school students was conducted using a self-designed questionnaire, the NEO-FFI60, the RDA, and
the Rosenberg Self-confidence Scale (SES). Results: (1) There were significant differences in inter-
personal relationship and inferiority between left-behind children and non-left-behind children
(P < 0.05), but there was no significant difference in neuroticism. (2) Neuroticism was negatively
correlated with children’s interpersonal relationship (r = -0.214, P < 0.001). 3) Neuroticism was
negatively correlated with inferiority (r = -0.377, P < 0.001). (4) There was a significant positive
correlation between inferiority and children’s interpersonal relationship (r = 0.426, P < 0.001). 5)
Inferiority plays a completely mediating role between neuroticism and children’s interpersonal
relationship. Conclusion: Neuroticism can affect the interpersonal relationship level of left-behind
children through inferiority complex.
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Figure 1. The mediating effect model of inferiority between neuroticism
and children’s interpersonal communication
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