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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the characteristics of behavior problem of rural young boarding pupils
and its influencing factors. Methods: 190 rural young boarding and 210 non-boarding Grades 2~5
pupils of a young boarding school in Henan were tested by questionnaires, including a ba-
sic-situation questionnaire, child behavior checklist and adolescent mental resilience scale. Re-
sults: The scores of female boarding pupils in 6 factors of splitting force, hyperactivity, sexual
problem, discipline, aggressiveness, brutality and the total were significantly higher than female
non-boarding pupils (P < 0.05), and there were no significant differences among the other (P >
0.05). The detection rate (58.46%) of the female boarding pupils with behavior problem was sig-
nificantly higher than female non-boarding pupils (34.78%) (P < 0.05). The depression scores of
the second grade female boarding pupils were significantly higher than Grade four or five, and the
somatic complaints scores of the fifth grade were significantly lower than the second, three and
fourth grade. There were significant correlations between the part factors of behavior problems
and mental resilience in male boarding pupils (r = -0.19~0.20, P < 0.05), and there were signifi-
cant correlations between the two in female boarding pupils (r = -0.41~0.30, P < 0.05). Conclusion:
The boarding has more certain influence on female children’s behavior problem, and there are
some correlations between behavior problems and mental resilience in boarding pupils.
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B BRIHMEREFEH/ANZETHRBE R EAHEMER. Tk RAELBREER. LETHIER
AF S ELBE R RN ERELSFEH /N %1902 REFEH] /N F 2104 2~5E 5 RAT N 24 B
TREM . &5 FENNREESREE. £3). 8. 54, k. BBeMETFHE
RN LRERBTEFBEL/NEEP<0.05), HEERHREEP>0.05); LFHEH/NEETH R
Ik H 2 (58.46%) B E & T-IE e F 18 £ 324 (34.78%) (P < 0.05); —EH ML F 15 /N AN MBS B
Ew T, AFH, MLERLXFEHNFENERRIEZFRT = ZNUER; BFENFERDSE
OB ST R EE FZ AR EE (r = -0.19~0.20, P < 0.05), ZHENEEEBRZLEYNS
TR REFRAEREZE(r = -0.41~0.30, P < 0.05). 45i6: FENL/DEERITRABRRERR
KW, KREFHE/NFETHRNES OEPMESEFHX.
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1. 518

24k, REW T BURA BT /N FoE, AN R AR IR S R LU BOm B B TAR T %A
REIIRE J1HeIk T2 B, PO TR B 1E /N2 A . 6~11 5 I/ N A AR BRI BT SRR A0, 4
TR BRI OG5, BIR B PR B IHE R K TG, T 542, RIS 224 (10 FR B
Bib Rt AT R ERM S S, OB XX SN AE O R . AT N AR R R T S . AT
FLAR A AE BN A OB . AR R R T AR EHLE, ATk, R R
£ RRBAFE — @ R R (F K%, 2016; EWEH, 2015; wanyt, 2015; X|EHE, 2012; sKFIF], 5K
/NJE, 2011). FISEE(2008)%) A T AN A LEEAT AFNACBEFR B 7 K RAT TR, S5 KA TEE
AT N BRI REFRE H RAFTER R HEF, S5, H T, PREEAAHE R (2013) K H M B EHR 7K
& 271 /N A 2 A R RRAE, 45 SRR B ARAHMICRE 7 18 N AR ) 2 S T IR S il /N AR, KIER &
503 IR A 1 2 A B AN [F] o BAPE AT 58 FE(2017) XS BEVE S 13 B/ NS AR 25 1 AR I 4 10 0E
NP R R R BT AL, RIEERAR RSt AN AR R S it AR 45
PN BZREEE . 2N 5 FAKLIVGEMRESNA AR RN 22 R0E N A B M E R, RERBLRIZ )
SRR TR AR T SR IE N A B R R . H AT P9 A IS TR B 1 I LEEAT D 1) R s R
Wi AL 2R R e e/ ASHIE S 1) 5 2 1 07 IR FUR AT 2~5 AR JRAIRIE 274 il /N2 A2 A7 1) R PR R R s
MR R

2. Bk
2.1, #i
K73 2B BEHLIBORE (735 TR 8 2 1 2 2 i il /N2 il 2~5 SR R AEROR A /725 190 47,
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AR 180 4y, Hoh 4 33 N, ZHEg 46 N, PUFEH 51 N, HEHS0 A, H5H4 115 A,
k65 N MR 2 AR5 Hl B/ i B 210 AR NEE, SR R0 199 1y, Mo ARG
55 N, =4EZL 49 N, DUSES 49 N, FidFEg 46 N, A5k 84 N, %4 115 N LRI A A 400 £,
TEFTA MG R 3RE 200 379 4, A RCR N 94.75%, P B4 199 A, %4 180 A, FE#kHIN 6~11 %,

2.2. ¥t

1) BEARIAER, BFLGER. T MEhl. 55, 2) Achenbach JLE 17 & % (child behavior
checklist, CBCL), RIEARZWILEAT NERTHARZ, ARREEN &K, FTEHTHREILENMT
TRESRAT RIS, AxRE. ZIMAEE 10 L ELEHCHE-MER, XERARKHEX, EHT
4~16 ZI)LE . ANFFERB(6~11 &l 12~16 Z)FIHR AR & F 7 A E, SCRHRYE ) LE R 6 /N H W
RIES, 4% “T7 « R K CKE”, 4alitR 0~2 4, HokkE, R E . AT I ) AR
SRR E R e ARAE, B> ANRF o IR R R, BRIV N E AT N R (TR, 2005). 3)
MR AR R [ INAAR e MR 2 B B & — 280 B2 g, 2008 4 FH AR L2 5K
Wil BRI 56 MEE, B 7 DMIMERORY T 4 AN OEEIERR R . B R E AR A O
M ER (2, KCH, & K455, 2008; Constantine, Benard, & Diaz, 1999).

2.3. HEMS gtk

W ARMA R 2 rERIEITHM, BRI E IR G —F2 75 25 18 5 3R 75 1 1) 8 40 27 A 43 Sl gk
ITREFE, BT 2~5 FHNFEFRILEDN, BRERERERNEDFPNERH R —SEHHF
R LN EAE SRR, ) LEAT R R /N A (8 5 A BHES 5E il

ffiFHl SPSS18.0 Xt AT AL FE, THECEARHEAT AR LS, THEEIR R R T K. J7 2 b A
KOMTIIGEH 30T i
3. RWHR
3.1 FEMHFBSEFE M FETHEOBBIHNERLE

HF I /NEAAE ) LEAT R LR, R 55 Loy i) Bl A 2 1 1) 5 Al B 1 )N 2 A
1E)LEATHER LS RTF A S ER LEs, SRER, FENZ/NEEESREE., 23, i E,
Hmal, Witk A 6 MR T MERA S LRES TS E LA, HEERYARSE, W&k L.
3.2. FRMAHIMNSEHISESBEH/NFETARERERLERIER

KA LEAT A ER T EE B EbadE, A2>1 ANHE P EE FIR, B E A E AT AR, 6
AAT NI /N A G R 20 P RIS EE R EIR, B/NEAEAT NI B R E R RS R ST E A LR
(P>0.05); Zo/NFEHEAT NI R H R S 2 B E A KRR (P <0.01), ZF1E BN AAT 9l B s Hh 2
(58.46%) 2. 3 = T AE A7 15 A AR [ R H %6.(34.78%)

3.3. FRELNLFB/IMNFE/ILETREAEFTHNEREE

BRI A R I A 2 A /N A ) L AT R 1) 2 T AR 25 T il e A, DRI T O AS R 42 4 2 1 i) 2/ 2 A 1 LB
1T NER S R T RS0 AT R =TT Z 007, 4R E R UEIA AR R AR 7 LR RE, HAhyy
KRWEEZES . ZHEESERERH ZERNLHFENF RIS BEm TN AFER, Wi iFEgn
WIFRE D BB T = ZAIUES. HAARTE 3.
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Table 1. Difference comparison between boarding and non-boarding pupils in the behavior problem

1 FESHEFENFETHEENERLERGT, X £9)

5 SN aFEE EFEE t
% YRR 2.49 +2.02 2.24 2,09 0.85
EIED 2.19+2.99 2.71+3.40 -1.15
AR 2.16+2.10 1.95+2.28 0.65
i e 2.84+2.68 2.75+3.79 0.20
AVF 1.62+2.13 1.82+£2.43 -0.63
FEAE IR 4 1.64+161 1.83£2.30 -0.69
27 3.10%2.28 324261 -0.41
Ytk 4,94 +5.40 5.23+5.03 -0.38
4 212+2.48 2.56 +3.00 -1.13
JLEAT RS 24.81+19.42 25.82 +23.82 -0.33
& A5 3.86 + 2.66 3.05+3.18 1.74
HEAE B4 2.78 +2.52 2.08 +2.58 1.78
SIS 2.31+2.14 2.03+2.42 0.76
Iy FEnRIE 0.91+1.20 0.50 +0.85 2.68™
E22) 429 +3.32 3.15+3.02 2.35
P 1] 1.37 +1.29 0.94 +1.03 245"
bEES! 0.88 +1.14 0.41+0.87 3.10"
Btttk 7.23+5.56 5.23 + 4.59 2.60"
B 0.97 +1.38 0.43 +0.93 2.83"
JLIEAT N ESY 25.86 + 15.42 18.71 + 14.59 3.09”
¥: "P<001, "P<0.05.
Table 2. Detection comparison between boarding and non-boarding pupils in the behavior problem
# 2. EEEESENFEITACDEEHERER
P JLFEAT Jy A i e A eaFEE e
% EH 104 (90.43%) 72 (85.71%) 0.30
FH 11 (9.57%) 12 (14.29%)
% EH 27 (41.54%) 75 (65.22%) 9.48™
FH 38 (58.46%) 40 (34.78%)

A "P<001, 'P<0.05.

34. FRENFELEFMSITABROXR

HROHEYIER S L ET
OFEIVE AR 2 BT B IEARSG, ARVRAR AR e E IR

NEREHET LSRR, WE 4. GRER, FHEERIES
FHIEMXR, ZE5ARERELE

GRS, Bl M EFES H 3. FKSWERRZFH MRS, HWEMRHARE, FmE BT NN
ARG DB 2 A TR R, B RK &S, B &5 3 a2 s 2.8 2% 7o
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Table 3. Difference comparison between different grade levels Boarding pupils in the behavior problem
=3 TRIFEREEFENFEITAEBHERILER (ST, X £9)

SN i F
- = u Ei
R 5.67+3.22 420+231 3.10+2.15 273£215° 448"
HASBYE 3.93+243 240+2.16 2.60 £2.64 2.27+266 143
ENI 313+226" 2.87+1.96" 240+235 0.80+0.94 412"
Pog STl 1.07 £1.03 1.20 £1.26 0.35+0.67 1.20+1.61 2.26
23 533+344 433+425 4.00 + 3.06 3.60+247 0.75
RN 1.07+£1.38 1.73+£1.33 1.60 £1.35 1.00 +1.00 1.31
e 1.20£1.15 0.87 +1.64 0.65+0.81 0.87 £0.92 0.66
Btk 7.53+550 9.67 £8.20 6.80+4.18 5.07 +2.89 1.84
TR 1.00 £1.25 1.67 £2.09 0.85+1.09 0.40+051 231
JLEAT ALY 31.07+17.18 29.27 +17.75 23.25+14.16 20.73+11.17 1.60
JE: "P<001, 'P<005; *5 4L P<0.05, P 5TEHLL P <0.05.
Table 4. The relation between behavior problems and mental resilience in boarding pupils
= 4. BEMFEOENESILETALDEEEFR RS ERHEX
I E iET & B Zﬁiﬁ F R ;gﬁ K OHRS e R
K R 3 AT Py WE EmXAR e e Em e 5
5 %t 005 001 006 009 -008 -013 -005 001 001 015 -013 003 001
##F  -0.03 005 012 019" -011 006 -002 003 011 010 —0.06 002 0.6
AR 004 011 009 005 -018 -015 009 014 -001 007 -012 -0.03 0.2
it 006 016 007 006 -011 -001L 009 008 007 016 —0.03 005 0.0
(NI 011 005 015 012 -004 009 014 003 0200 013 004 005 015
#20B45 -004 002 006 012 -007 003 007 006 013 012 001 003 0.08
%£%#; -006 006 008 012 -019° 009 007 011 005 005 -003 005 007
Ydtk  -0.02 014 0200 010 -004 -003 014 011 016 020" -0.09 -004 0.12
g 000 015 017 008 002 003 009 004 017 012 -010 005 013
&% 003 012 014 015 -007 002 007 005 016 014 -007 004 013
% f0#s  —021 003 -003 -017 -019 -018 -004 -0.09 018 —025 -0.28" -0.10 —0.14
#2084 —-005 009 -006 008 010 001 021 005 030" -006 -001 013 0.09
&Y% -027" -026" 004 -037" -018 -037" -018 -021 -027° 034" -035" -0.16 -0.36"
/yZmEi -045 -022 006 —011 -0.02 001 012 016 -000 -006 -010 -0.06 —0.06
%%#; -007 001 -007 -014 -006 -008 012 -007 012 -015 -0.17 002 —0.06
PR -0.01 -001 -014 -025" -020 -020 —0.14 -035" -012 -003 -001 -011 -0.19
gl —0.09 -012 -026" -026° —-021 021 000 -011 -011 —0.07 -0.26" -0.02 -0.27
Ydtk  -0.18 -0.06 -019 -027° -021 -0.16 006 -025° -0.06 016 -021 -006 —0.22
%2  -026" —023 -018 -041" -035" -033" -016 -0.37" -022 -029"° -0.38" -021 -0.41"
T HNE% -019 -008 -011 —-023 -045 -019 000 -016 -000 —023 -024 -0.06 —0.20
7E: "P<001, 'P<0.05.
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K, R BRI ASIRYE B R A, BUTRMR. BB, Hhaed). FRAESFRS
5. e s AR e REKEPIE, HisS & LS AR VRS 2 R E fUEG HeEe . [
EERARGHNEE REAMX; KEPES5EE. #2680, BRS5En APt a s S 2 RE
A, HhexBery. FESEE S RMBUEE B B8 UG, UMM, Hhahed). BRWE. Rt
Bz, FERERR. FREHE. BiaSEn. S8y MR A8 2 8 E A,
4. ¥1ig

AWFTCRIL, 2~5 EHNFFE L NFAEES R, 23, R, Ha. Behtk. RE 6 M
THERES LRESTIEFENFE, HEUERWARE, LHE/NFAETNBRH R R E S
FAEFMHE A LA E R, X5 FR%(2008) M 5 845 (2011) BT 7T 45 B —3, (H 2~5 £ 5HE 5ES
TE I 5 /NFAAE ) LBEAT N I 22 AN 3 o X — 45 B B 25 1 A 2 0 O e A AT D il R ) B K
B AR AT O I R A NG B A AN AR S A RE Ay B HEN SR S SRR, B R 5],
RAABE N T ER I, BRG] SRR, sk N, 53, B, JLpilf, &
b, 2012; WEZEE, 2016; ERWE & BWFK, 2015); L&A E— BB BH/NFE 20, FE
ACREATH] W] 47 BRI, 25 1 1) 2B 3 7 2B At AT Tk = 5 A B SR AR VA e R SR A2 I, T A3 1 e A AT S 1)
IR A Fe v e, T B3 AR AR AL . JRBRAT N 0] 2 A A AT T SRS IR o

BE— X AN R AR G0 A 1 N F AR B LB AT AR A B RS AR 0 AT I 22 e LR B, AR
WD FERA B T AFER, MAFRNEFE RERT = ZMUFEH, HH—
SRR TR L E RIS G O T, T 2~4 SERIARRAT AL 5 AEME, XA IFRAMKAER A E &
AR AT g i) R R 5| AR KA RN Oy, T B T DUR AR R ST iR S AT T IR T .

JLEAT NI E S OIPIEAAE— MR R, “HBEARRFAR, W OHPIM KRS, LamEE
AT N ] R AR AT REVE R /D, B0, KK SRR IR RN AR S AR IR 3R 48 27 1 Lo 2B I S PR AN S R ik
Z, HARR. BB )LEAT NGB, e 24 St aie ). BIREE. WEMR S B R R
Hbr 5 &M OHEPIMERE ik, LB RRRR 2. 470 S, R ek 21 o/
FRE FALEEAN AR DR 2 v L 3 M AR 2 D AT )RR A ) — 20 17

5. &g

A THEA AR, T L /NFEAT NI KA A BRI, AR 25 1 /N A AT R il
OB 2 R A G
BOM

AT S0 45 27 B 4 o A A A SRS H 8 (15A190001) AT B 48 O b« 7 R = AR
F5([2011]-JKGHAB-0023) () % Bl «
E&WMAE

T B A8 e A R S RMF I H i &I (15A190001) s TR LA BLE A MR E AR
([2011]-JKGHAB-0023).
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