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Abstract

Objective: To explore the influence of family environment on peer communication ability of child-
ren aged 4~6 years, and further put forward educational suggestions on family education to pro-
mote peer communication ability according to the research results, hoping to provide more scien-
tific and healthy guidance for parents to raise children. Methods: Adopt “Table of Amount of the
Ability to Associate with Partners among the Children” tested 294 young children. Results: The
peer communication ability varied significantly in different family structure, parental occupation
and parental educational level. Conclusion: There are no gender differences in peer communica-
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tion and are affected by different family environment.
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Table 1. Comparison of infant peer communication ability between different gender and family structure
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Table 2. Comparison of infant peer communication ability in different father education levels
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Table 3. Comparison of infant peer communication ability in different maternal education levels
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Table 4. Comparison of infant peer communication ability in different parental occupations
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