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Abstract

Since the 90s of the 20th century, China’s social and economic structure has undergone profound
changes, and the phenomenon of “rural hollowing” has generally appeared in rural areas, and a
large number of rural young and middle-aged people choose to go out to work, which has led to
the sharp increase in the number of left-behind children in rural areas, and has been highly valued
by the social government. As a special group in the period of social transition, the growth and de-
velopment of left-behind children have received extensive attention. Among them, the importance
of family education, as the cornerstone of children’s growth, is self-evident. However, due to the
migration of their parents, left-behind children are often unable to enjoy a complete family educa-
tion. As a result, the subjects of family education for left-behind children in rural areas are diversi-
fied, including mothers, fathers, intergenerational relatives, relatives and friends, and self-parenting.
This diversity of family education subjects has undoubtedly had a complex impact on the growth
of left-behind children. In order to further explore the influence of different family education sub-
jects on the socialization of left-behind children, this study selected left-behind children in Siduhe
Village, Beijing as the research object, and conducted a comprehensive and detailed investigation
through questionnaires, observations, interviews and other methods. This paper focuses on the
analysis of the influences of different family education subjects on the life skills, moral character,
self-awareness, social adaptation and personality traits of left-behind children, and discusses the
reasons behind these influences. Based on the results of the study, we will put forward correspond-
ing countermeasures and suggestions to help left-behind children obtain a better growth environ-
ment and development opportunities.
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Figure 1. Age distribution of left-behind children
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Table 1. Basic information of M-X and F-L case interviews of left-behind children
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Table 2. Mean differences of life skills among left-behind children affected by different child discipline
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BEEH IR 1.53 0.612 19
2.697 0.04
RFEHTE 1.00 0.707 5
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Table 3. Differences in mean values of left-behind children’s moral quality under the influence of different child discipline
subjects
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HIEHFR 18.39 0.998 33 1.887 0.125
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Table 4. Mean differences in self-concept development of left-behind children under the influence of different child disci-
pline subjects
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BERHR 5.73 1.045 19 3.078 0.023
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Table 5. Mean differences of social adaptability of left-behind children affected by different child discipline
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Table 6. Mean differences in personality traits of left-behind children under the influence of different child discipline sub-
jects
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