Advances in Psychology ‘0>FR2£3EE, 2018, 8(1), 49-63 Hans X
Published Online January 2018 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2018.81007

The Resilience and Social Adaptability
of Rural Left behind Children:
A Correlation Study

Xiaofeng Pan

Faculty of Psychology, Southwest University, Chongqing
Email: 609509550@qq.com

Received: Jan. 1%, 2018; accepted: Jan. 19", 2018; published: Jan. 26", 2018

Abstract

Purposes: This article mainly investigates the correlation between rural left-behind children’s re-
silience and social adaptability, to promote the adaptability of left behind children. Methods: This
study uses questionnaires to collect the data of left-behind children’s resilience and social adapta-
bility from four rural primary and secondary schools, Laibin, Guangxi. 316 questionnaires can be
useful among 330. The data are analyzed by using SPSS 18.0. Results: 1) Left-behind children's re-
silience and social adaptability show no significant difference in gender, but girls in interpersonal
assistance and positive cognitive are significantly higher than boys. 2) In grade, sixth grade resi-
lience is significantly lower than the junior one and junior two; there was no significant difference
in social adaptation. 3) In parents who are out of years, there was no significant difference, but
there are significant differences in emotional control, target focus, positive perception, relation-
ships, and confidence of life. 4) In life with whom, both were no significant differences, but for
children who live together with their mothers, resilience and social adaptability are better than
others. 5) On the frequency of contact with parents and frequency of parents coming home, the
two are no significant difference, but overall for children in regular contact with their parents and
high frequency of their parents coming home, their resilience and social adaptability are better
than others. 6) There is the positive correlation between resilience within all dimensions and so-
cial adaptability. Conclusion: There is an inherent consistency between the mental resilience and
social adaptability of the left behind children, and the mental resilience of the left behind children
contributes to enhance their social adaptability.
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1. 5|

BUEFFRLAR, REMAEG IR RE, 56 E AW, N R A3 /KTt 15 30 KR B 1
. R, KRB EHEH IR, 1% 3 BRI ZR V0 5 R R A U 5 3R A R R AN
W BRI AT I 5635 B A 5 SR B 5| B DA B A 1457 3 i 3k i, Wil R IE A
RERAIRTHRT, BTEMERE, RADEHS A EHCHETHESD. KEn N R 7 RaE
BRI ATESEZHE . REZ A PR FIP AN E, SOEHE FR—77, S, Ha
SERABATAR AR B S A — R A0 . “RSE LI TEIXAHRRER NS 5t R IR R T4k, R <F
JLE G| R T A AR T2 K. RN S T, 345 8 57 LA 3G LA 21 J& 25 (10 BE
OF ERISePR. XS LK IE R BRI, R AR R R, HEEN AR, HEE Bk
JUERMIE RS . TR S LE IR SRR 8, A S TR O AU S ) LE N TE RSP R R, dnad
LSRR, 2008; X, 2012; fiBE)E, 2012), ‘B MR N & GRS I N 7ETE J1, (kR <F )L
F AL SE RN, ARSCER TS I R AR B SR LR O BRI 5 4 2 0 S PR AE D

1.1, XXHERERiR

1.1.1. BFILEHSHRE
HAl, BFREN THTILEBSHREETZ . X T ERMARINEK R E, JLE
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A ES, B SFIRAERR

BT —J7 b 45 Tt B sr )L, 2 BT #R A A SR <7 )L . 55, BURsR. &
FEAREE 2300 B <1 ) LB 8 SONSSRERUT B — 7 AN 4T T et 3E . S, 2 MBI ACSE Foth i e 4 AR
LB (SR & JAERR, 2005; 255 etal., 2004). FART, WESHIRE VN — 4T T
FLEARENVE R B 57 JLE (PRS2, 2003; E4F & ENNSS, 2005). fEJLEMKREREF, RQEETT L
e A B EA BN ) LB B BRI . BTRA, 2B R AT T — P A

B ST IS PR 2 IS (8] A 4 e SUNBESE )L . NI TR S, AHEXCN=AH, U HEEEE, —
SRR AN B IR N, B ) LR — PR A TR A R AR 5 3 5 A e SCBERI 2L 5l
CREST IR PERURE T O, B I R AR AE S o A SC PASCREAR HH B BR i 7S A H 9 AR (2[5 5F, 2006) .

KT B ~F JLE AR R RAFAEF W) . RIEFINNR 6~16 Z 4T /N ER BLf )L (5255 et al.,
2004); BRZESIAAR 14 % K VLR LE(BzE & JH4EMk, 2005); HHEURTE AT A 18 21
REGENHECE, T, ks, & FigkEE, 2005). ARSCINAE S LEIFEBFIRE 18 5.

g LR, WTDUE A F AT R s LB I R s 1) SRR B — 7 AMRAT s 2) JLE R T%
P TR B AE A AR VR A2 80F s 3) JLE M ACE — HEBURHHEE, FIERRBE, BURFE AT 4) H
— E I AR BORTEXCE IR VE R LE . FTL, ABFCER s LR E X BT 8 — 74T T
T £~ B 70 8 S bt X — 7 SO N R, A0S TE 18 Ji % LA NI, SXCREF L — AN E—ieE
IR A 6 AL EMLE.

1.1.2. RAEBFILELESENHT

AT OC T OB M 1) 52 SOBAETE UL, A IO NN A 0 R R 2 A A Xof T 3 KA 3 5 1) AR (7
JEAT, 2002); A AR OIS E 1F & A N —FRRE T, & AMART B A 1 —Fp A K45 (Masten et al., 1995);
AT NN A O BR P b T v SR P SR AR, 2238 B 45 SR (Rutter, 1981)0 £ I, FRATTRT LUK O 2 L 1
SO AMELE R R BUE T AR, 3R RAFISERNE, 72480 A RIAT A —Fh B 778050 5 .

FAT, R OCT B 7 )L O BRI 50 32 B TR A =N D7 1

OSSN DG 2EAR R, R EG. AhIE, AMBAESL. BCRME, FIRMF SRR
WL OHESR RN R . BFARIL, LEAOHEBEEEERTRE, EERXNTE FEAREER (S
KiE, WEMSFE, & FOtHE, 2009), ZEHEYIEAHAHFEMSGIR(EEYL, 2009). W TREAMIER, B
BT BT A R B SR LB O BB A RE A 2, BESE AN B A ) LB O B SRR AR, GRS BT
AN LER, ORI I SRS LE . S Ah, ) LE O HEE S S ARSI T L, 5 TR
BREE R L (2 5P, 2009).

ORI S5 NREREIT, AR TR 0 B e R B 7 )L B O B SR 1) BE < L EEAE NS 1R 28
MR LEAFE R E ESR, stk Ut Vet & Bkt BBt 2 A5, REEE. 1R
Bk, gt ambh. BOME. AEME. AEMEALOBESE M B IEADC(RIERE, 2007).

OB AL 2SR AFTORIL, AR SCREAE R — Fh R PR R 7% B8 < )L 28 1) e 38 B 2 )4
(T R4, 2010). 412 CRFM SRR SCREFI I FE AN S R 3 ANk Bt ) L3O BB 380 1) R S #87= 2E
e . WA SR, B9, LEOMMEESH SRR TS, W5 E L #E B F R AR H
SRR, B ) LE AL 2 SCHREI S 40 R F Re R e O SR M 1 KT (5231, 2009), T A3 SR 1Y) s A
B R Mg i Ao SCRE e AR e e (2= 5 HL, 2009) .

113, REBTF/IIEMSENMENTAR
MR S S EA BAE R AR P D BE R, B 2 sl MBS AT T
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KR RG (W EF & 4, 2006),

KT LA & RV B A PR, BT — RO BE N R R . B3
NNy, RANESFILERTRERIMIAER, SR GHE . DU, POAR. B8, K% T NAREIE 56
71, BAR TIERAKE o AT RMES TS BLIA 2 (V150 1E, 2012). S MESER I, RA R <7 ) LEEAT A i) s
HE N 33.17%, WERAT MBS, MZET AW RE o & Biigrs, 2010). JEFRURALA K7L
— R OB SRR R . RN LI R R SRR R . HKOEES R, RN ILESCRZHE
PR S A 1 TAE RS R 3R, R TSR 0B IE B R (TE A, M, R B0%, & )22 F], 2012).

KT ESFILEA @R N 3R, EALRKERE: MBS . XACBHT LR A SCBERS
SEPR . ACRE[RI SR J o T Bk R AR AT B 57 LB A 2 3G B RO BB . DMK : AR
PGS FEUE S NS ARFAE G AR B < ) L2 OB VA TRNE F (51504, 2012). R BUTHE
(BRI AR 56 2R 55 25 P 4 RGN AT S BRI (W IR %%, 2006). [FIZERER: [FISERFAE AR I B <7 ) LB 204
REZ B, TR R BT OB R RIC W R, SREIT BN, s X Y IEm Al g, Fit
FAT AR b IR 2 2 BRI BERA M . SR, XM IR AT AR E AR AT S AL 2 UTE K, PTRE
Y HAT RO BAT AMIE RIVE ). KR XM B < ) LI U RIS, & 5 S8 s JLE A EIA
DAL A HE Wi b5 25, IXFEARAG W] B I ER <7 )L A N BE 3 850 I B gk e S5 40 e, S 80E
ZIMENAR .

SR LA @GN R TP A, R T T B B S SR BE R LSRR @Ak SR
P2 . AR BOM AR P SCREX P AN A L LA RN B BRI 3% 7y, 3RFH RN B s ) LB AL G R . i
EAE R WS RAT NERE, BB B ) LB RE ROR S . SSUE DT T I AL — R Ak
O FHA, KRB 7 ) LE AL 208 B ST O T 1, DR A OB, (Rdb ORI R
AR E HE T I R R B 7 L2 ) B R 2 TR T B S ) L B AL & SRR T
L2. IR

FEL P G T AR B S J LB oo B 5B 5 4 1 7 e DA 0S4 v 7 L P 5 Al PR 3R PO F B A 0 B
P AR R R BT . B 7 LB OB E AT A N DGt A iy, AR, A sdif, B
REBESE T TR 78 o AL 230 BETE R A FUE LG R BR, BTN A, AR B FIAR AR 1 sl ]
7=, MARER, RERR, ERER, FE&ERE TIEm, 2000 75 0T B0 SEE 7 i+ 75
KT O ELRE 5 4E 203 REPE P Z AT AE O 6 R AR B 0TI K B o FEXER (A E, 2012) FORR 2447 16
SCELE RIS B BEA ), ORI B SR ) LB I SRR AL T — AN R . O B S A 2
ERMEZ A SCRIIBEFL, RIHH Z M RR, B OB MR LR, U B 2@ N
SKIGTR OISR . YR S ) LE T PR AR AL S R Y B BR

—HE LR, ST R LE AT 7 2 E TIEAR OAET, SGEM R B S LE AT N, EE, O
PREETT TR ) A BRSO B 5 Ak 2 3l R (R A DG OR RIX B TR A I 7L, — W LASR SE i e %
(RRET, MARBRIGHL A LA TR S JLE NIRRT o LR E I 6 T8 57 JLE O BB Ftl 22
3L ERAR I AT

AW FAR T R AT ASFIFREL N B 57 ) L3 Co B3 kR 238 N 22 S A SR AL, 6ot i B ) e SURE AR IZE
Xof B S )L 2O B S A 2 0@ 1 O 78 RN A B T SR AR BT X B S ) L 28 1D K FRe A 4 B8 ) T
FUFIWT, T RESCHERT R A e, $2m W s ) LE O B B IR, X ek B3 <7 JL 28 fid B i AR )l K L
A EEME L.
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2. ARFZEMEF
2.1. FARETR

BT T8 G R B WA IR P of 22 77 04 22 KB VT AR 5 7 /NS s 1 B < 22 4 S AR 9 F e 2
W5, R FH T R KT B A AR STAL R R, AT SR AR R B S, SRR
% 330 4, UKEG A 316 4. REAGHHE 1 FR:

Table 1. Left-behind children sample statistics
%= 1. BF/LEHAGITR

AN# Bkt Mt
5 134 42.40
P51 100%
RS 182 57.60
INER 67 21.20
H— 102 32.30
R o 100%
¥ o1 28.80
W= 56 17.70
TE 75 23.70
SCEFELES M T oy 54 17.10 99.4%
EEI 185 58.50
e 35 11.10
oy 59 18.70
A AU, ANAYE 171 54.10 100%
AR Wik 5 5 39 12.30
5 5l o dH ik 12 3.80
1~3 K 20 6.30
4~7 R 85 26.90
SR B R TISRR 8~15 % 38 12.00 100%
15 KLl E 35 11.10
B3 KE 138 43.70
1EDA 157 49.70
p 1~3 £ 64 20.30
A B - 40/
MR 354 38 1200 99.4%
5Lk 55 17.40
1AHUA 19 6.00
1~-3/MH 25 7.90
99.7%
S BE [ FAT 3~6 M 42 13.30
Flp~—4EDL R 169 53.50
1M 60 19.00
SBE[A] FAT: 2 K ] IR 145 45.90
1AHBH 120 38.00
100%
1~3MAUA 33 10.40
3MHUE 18 5.70
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22. fiRIE

221 ¥RE. HtaBESN (FOELEBEER)

BRAES /Ty, 27 MEEAUR, A EARLE. ABRPML. 1HEEES BRBOAR. KEESCRE S
ANUERL o X TANERL M REAE T E AT LB AN AL 648 AT RIS Ak & SOt 3 B L
XS AT RAFE N A R ZER NS EEDY 0.85. EARAT I3 Ry i Lo BB AT
4.

222, (HSEBENMTER) BHERETHELREOHEE (BN EER)

W4 55 3L, WAIBAFRKAR T AR, HERN . LBESHRAERE 0% 5 M. MRS
7175 58 ) L EAL 238 AR ROAS R T T BRI IR (R LE A 2GR RPIR L. B3RO 3 Rt R,
o, HENIERUE . ARREADYERLN o RECHCE 0.7338 LAL, FTCLAE— SRS R

23 WRER

By RN JLEOBEFME S @ MY R IEA R, RO AR A & MRS 0t
w, AR IENYER S m A A OB AR S . 5B, RN B LB BRSSOl MRV,
EAET L, FH, SR, BRI, KCRHSMHRI TR, SCRERIZRESR, SR B SR
CIEERTE-SuS 57

2.4. TEMEIR

AREG A S TRE SRS EATEE, DUHMEESA G, IS4 8 S REE, 33
PERAR 0 R AR TR A H RS2 SR M S g HEE A — 45 b, B PE 3T B A 05 i B )
LRI, HEFEZNGENBFIEZE, M—MASRE, 2AEH T EEE TG, KEESHE
4, 15 e lE g —iEl.

12 ] SPSS18.0 XTUSAE Mo A R Ay T, HARGLHG: HEIRPEG T M. BOLFEAR t K0 IR T E
G

3. fIRGER
3.1 REBF/ILELEEESHSENEERSEER

B LB D HE M 5 @ N RN B RS LA E DL, R 2 W UUEH, B LB
18451F 89.06 + 11.91 2 [A], #h<xiE N PE7E 130.68 + 14.28 2 [f], 1842 (A1 ZEEE K, UiBHEE SR )L Py &5 [a]
FEREK. BRE 2 Fin:
32 BF/LELEMMEHSENMEAONSITETE FNERER

BEE A E BR G AR B ) LB D v S 2 G MR, SEL RRHMERIRTE], S
W, BERNHR, BEEF RS E FIHE. RIS F R M REA T K, RREE =
ST
321 BFIELHEEESHSENYMEMNTE FNERER

KRS AEAR T A0S A A M ) B 57 ) L8 O B g PE 5 20 e ) 25 S B AT B e . B S LB O R 3
PR ZEE R (p > 0.05), 1HAENBRIPEIAIFINZ NN B2 7 2% (p < 0.05), <7 F A4 A Brbh B AR A 40
BEMTH L E(p <0.05). 45 Rk 3 fin:
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Table 2. The score of left-behind children on resilience and social adaptability

=2 BFILEOERMSHREN MRS R

e/ ME S ONEN B Iz
OFR B 61.00 119.00 89.06 11.91
TH 8.00 30.00 20.42 3.82
HirtiE 7.00 25.00 16.85 4.15
NI 6.00 27.00 19.03 3.87
K BEHF 8.00 29.00 19.44 3.48
RN 5.00 20.00 13.32 352
*hoIE N 81.00 158.00 130.68 14.28
INTES 17.00 39.00 31.86 3.83
1TRERN 20.00 49.00 35.85 5.65
el 13.00 33.00 25.09 4.08
OISR 15.00 33.00 26.75 3.93
EEEO 11.00 26.00 21.38 2.60
Table 3. The comparisons of left-behind children on resilience in gender
= 3. BF/LELEEM R SHEE MR EAEEER
P HME N t p
CFR M % 88.16 11.63
% 89.72 12.12 s 025
e e % 20.67 3.67 1.07 0.28
e 20.22 393
HbrEik L 16.78 3.98 -0.264 0.79
% 16.90 4.28
INCNY 3 18.45 3.74 -2.33 0.02"
e 19.47 391
FKBESCHF 5 19.51 3.34 0.34 0.73
e 19.38 358
BN 5 12.74 3.36 -2.57 0.011
4 13.7527 357545

TE: "FR p<0.05, “FR p<0.01L.

B 7 LA G N S S YR REAENE ) EROLERL, AR 4 GURFE B T L EAEAL 2@ B R 5 T
BHBEZES(p > 0.05). FAMSENIERANRR R TR AFEE AT 24, 45RInE

4 Fi7R o

3.22. BFILELEEHSHASBENMEEFRE LHERLE
K FH B DR 25 07 22 A A xed B ) LB 0 BRIV 5 4k 2 L PR FE AF X N Sk AT 22 5 0 W, R 5 B
B sp JLEE OB SRR P E R R E (p < 0.05), AW > Hl— > W= > NEY. ErSERE FE
FARE@P>0.05), FHAVI— > ¥ > NEH > W=, SERWES Fin:
M6 B, 1ECEIERG ) & AR RN A b, ANERREER T —. ¥ =(p < 0.05). ¥]
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Table 4. The comparisons of left-behind children on social adaptability in gender
4. BFIIEHSERMRESHEEEMR EAELE

P B NG t p

Fhgeid R % 130.52 14.24 -0.17 0.86
% 130.80 14.35

INGT SR % 31.96 3.88 0.39 0.70
% 31.99 3.80

17 R % 35.45 5.56 -1.07 0.28
% 36.13 5.71

T % 25.25 391 0.62 0.54
z 24.97 422

OISR L2 26.84 4.10 0.32 0.74
% 26.69 3.82

RO % 21.16 245 -1.31 0.19
% 21.54 2.69

W TR p<0.05, TFE p<0.0L.

Table 5. The comparison of left-behind children on resilience and social adaptability

#5 BTF/ILEOEEMSHLENMEFR LR

TR ¥IE NG F p
IwsE i G N 85.73 10.18 3.40 0.02"
¥l— 90.14 11.19
£l 91.22 12.80
H= 87.55 12.80
FhoeidE Rt INEH 129.73 12.17 1.73 0.16
H— 132.71 13.00
W= 131.05 16.21
W= 127.52 15.21

W TR p<0.05, TFE p<0.0L.

SR TEIG TR BR U B A5 00 B EAR T — ) 24 (p < 0.01), FNHEH. WI— M2 A fERGA KN
0 BEART Y W =124 (p < 0.01), SR 6 fin:

323 BTF/ILELERMSHSENMERXSIMNMIFR EHERLR

SR LRI 7 22 3 Hont B S ) L 30 B SAYE 55 4 2008 S PR AE SOOI AR IR B REAT BUEE, A 7 B il
B 7 LB OB E S 28 WA SCRES AR IR 408 &8 %5 22 57 (p > 0.05)

MR 8 B, FEOBFMERAERE L, SCRESMIIN ]y —5 A ) LRI G2 X MRS b 82 0
TACEEA Y 1~3 R0 5 LA R LEE; SCREAME 3~5 AEMITE H AR Tk R E R T4 1 A LRI 1~3 411
JLEE; ERBGARIE, KBS 5 S DL IR m AN RN 5 SELLT . fEAL 2 TG R R AR Y
JE b, SRR SN FRR R B T AN 1~3 M 3~5 1 AE S LU SR T A R R
RTAhE 1 AERLAAT 1~3 FE N L .

-
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Table 6. The multiple comparisons of different grades left-behind children on resilience
6. FERIFERBFIEOEERENMEENZELER

U0 (%% Q)% BMEZE(-) Sig.
LR N Bl— —4.42 0.02"
£l - -5.49 0.00”

T4 42 1 W= ¥l— -2.18 0.00™
£l - -1.96 0.00"

Fbr &k AR yl— -1.52 0.02"
£l - -1.38 0.04"

NG HI— INER 1.29 0.04"
= wl— -1.41 0.03"

£l - -1.53 0.02"

LN NS = -1.99 0.00”
¥= —2.22 0.00™

Bl— = -1.81 0.00™

¥= —2.04 0.00™

TE: "FoR p<0.05, “FR p<0.01L.

Table 7. The comparison of left-behind children on resilience and social adaptability in parents left behind home
7. BFI/ILELERM ST SER MR SN ER AL

AR AR RR B NG F Sig.

CFR M LN 89.45 11.41 0.94 0.44
1~3 4E 88.80 11.23
3~5 4 86.16 14.05
54D E 90.47 12.45

b2 14EN 13258 12.57 1.53 0.19
1~3 4F 128.25 15.94
3~5 4 130.34 15.45
54D E 128.42 15.72

TE: "FoR p<0.05, “FR p<0.01L.

324 BEFLEDERE SH OB RIEESR—BEE ENERHR

SRS K 367 28 40 T B0 L DS 5 4L 2P A 5 Y — R W B AT A7, T
RO, B LEEIE S SR 5 — AR LB R > 005). 5115
AT IR S LR D R 2GR A R AR, SRR AR

T2 10 ik, BIF LA RO W53 5 — R P R I 4 R T 5100, 5%
W, GASME, SRR AR IR LR < 0.05), IR A B 4 LA 500 5
TSR SMASNE, SURIA. 1ik5553(p < 0.05).
325, BEJLECERESHEENMES L BRRNAE LNERILE

SRS K 367 2640 T B LD 5 4L 2P A 5 S0 BB IO AT L, 5 RN
FLLFTR, NPT, BIE LA S S SRR 55 R R IO E S 57

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2018.81007 57 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2018.81007

gl

Table 8. The multiple comparisons of left-behind children on resilience and social adaptability in parents left behind home
=8 XEMFRARNET/ILEECERMAMSEN R EENSELR

o I0 AR (WA AR QI AR BIEZ(1-) Sig.
(e gt 14EBLA 1~3 4 1.347 0.02
5 4Lk 1.23914" 0.04
HbsE 3-5 4 (RN —1.49866" 0.04
1-3 4 -2.32977" 0.00
R A 54 E 14ELLA 2.29207" 0.00
1-3 4 1.34631" 0.03
3-5 4 2.2.239" 0.00
INZES LFEUN 1~3 4 1.56628" 0.00
3-5 4 1.33503" 0.03
GREIERN 54 F 14EBL -1.26508" 0.00
1~3 N -1.46960" 0.00
7E: "FE p<0.05, "FE p<0.01.
Table 9. The comparison of left-behind children on resilience and social adaptability in live with whom
9. BF/LELERM St SERMESE—RZEIE LR
YRR HfE LR F Sig.
CF PR & 86.46 12.02 1.12 0.35
PELE 91.29 12.16
FEYY AN 89.30 11.87
FUBUAA k5 5 87.67 11.92
VW1 GUZ 87.67 10.46
RS C VAL St 127.97 17.28 2.35 0.05
LTS 134.41 11.77
GG, S AhN 130.53 14.53
BUBAAA . %l 5 5 126.82 13.88
SR AR Ik 135.00 9.54

W TR p<0.05, TFE p<0.0L.

Table 10. The multiple comparisons of left-behind children on resilience and social adaptability in live with whom

#10. BFLEOEEMMHSEN TR EEESE-EEENSELR

T & ()5 — e O 5 ¥IEZ(1-]) Sig.
IVSCiE-Z 77 B Wik 5 5 oy —2.36 0.00”
B SNA 2 -1.50 0.03"

YL oRAH Ik -3.30 0.01"

EREEEN Ly FEYY AN .82 0.04"
AUREAA . fh%h s B 1.26 0.02"

7E: "FE p<0.05, TFE p<0.01.
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(p>0.05), {HAZ 15 RUAEA 5ACEHRR — R < ) LE AL DB FE EAS 0 S fi%, B0 1-3 REX
BHRRR — R Ak 2@ N5y B 5 ARE 1~3 RIKR — IR B Ak, 4~7 RIG70 B

3.26. BF/LELEHMMSHSENMERXBEROME LHERIER

SR LRI R 5 22 70 Aokt B ST LB O B RE 55 2038 W PR AE SCBRIRI R 30T BB, S5 R0 12 Fr
Ay M ERBTIEH, B A L O PR A Sl N AE SRR O S TE R 2R (p > 0.05). BT
JUBEAE O BRI 253 M 15 73 5 5B IR A I B

3.3. R ET/LELEBMEHSENEREX I

R0 B2 IR AR ZE A 5% 73 Lo BELBER A B 5 248 P 5 A 2 T IV e % 4 P2 2 RIS I L, I ST A SR8
B, AR 13 o, W] LAFE B AR B ST ) LB B SRAVE 5 4 2 3 S P 2 T B B SRAPE 25 TRL 7 4 2 N 45 R
T ZIAAFAE R ZE AN R (p < 0.01),  RITCo PRSP B LT A 25 3 WA R AT o

Table 11. The comparison of left-behind children on resilience and social adaptability in the frequency connect with parents

F 1. BFILELEEESHLENMES REKAME ERLR

R AE ¥iE bR F Sig.
IwsE G G 1~3 K 90.30 10.71 0.80 0.52
4~7 K 90.28 11.65
8~15 K 89.76 11.56
15 KRBk 86.37 13.89
T 88.62 11.81
tEE N 1~3 K 128.35 12.01 1.605 0.173
4~7 K 133.58 14.20
8~15 K 131.87 13.92
15 RULE 130.60 16.26
ToRE 128.93 16.07

W TR p<0.05, TFE p<0.0L.

Table 12. The comparison of left-behind children on resilience and social adaptability in the frequency of parents back home

12, BFILEOEREMSHENMERX SEZRMNE ERIER

SCBE [l R A ¥ifE bR F Sig.
Lo H SR 1AHEA 93.42 14.48 1.39 0.23
1~-3/1MH 90.64 9.66
3MH~R 89.74 10.31
FAE~1 4 88.18 12.16
140k 89.74 11.99
FhoiE R 14MHEA 135.68 12.31 1.21 0.30
1~-3MH 134.24 13.43
3 M~ 132.10 13.27
JetE~1 4R 129.40 13.86
140k 130.35 16.71

W TR p<0.05, TFE p<0.0L.
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Table 13. The correlation analysis of left behind children on resilience and social adaptability
= 13, BF/lB2 0BRSS ERENEX S

e O
@@%ﬁigﬁk%%EMEﬁ%&k%ﬁ%%%i%ﬁ&%ﬂk%%%ﬁ%ﬁ%%%ﬁ%b@i%iﬁ%@

LERE 1

e .

sgpite 000 !

] 0577 0467 1
HirtyE 076" 0457  0.18™ 1

NBstpBh 063" 0.46™ 0.33" 0.24™ 1

FEEHF 0647 048”7 0257 032" 022" 1

BN 0607 023" 013" 0477 0167 028" 1

ABrX%& 052" 081" 030" 0357 0367 0427 0187 1

T NEI 088" 0587 0437 0657 0457 072" 0547 0477 1
Y 0517 0847 0497 026”7 038" 033" 013" 0567 044" 1

LETE 0577 0.87" 0.45™ 0.30" 0.45™ 0.45™ 0.14™ 0.62" 047" 0.73" 1

AEEL 0477 0.63" 0.16™ 0.47" 0.25" 0.33" 0.26™ 0.46™ 0.44™ 0.36™ 0.43" 1

“fE 0.05 KT E (RN R, “LE 0.00 KT L (RUIM) FE I
4. g
4.1. RHFEFILE OB SIE M B EKFER T

B <7 )L O BRSPS /3 7E 89.0601 + 11.90809 2 [], #h4xi& RiPEAE 130.6804 + 14.28249 2 [H], ¥ 57 )L
BAE T WAER LAY ZEER, U LE N OB S @ R EHOR . BRI LES A O
R R 2@ B R m R LE, BRSSPI — M axt ) LEIE A R IS, B2 5TA FI
FAFH B S LB LA 5 AT N, 2] BRI HN . IXATREDE . 1) AR50 0 BORE A 1 i 22 B0
WHARE VARG SR FE, Bk, ERFFRBr, YERTORE, B oA O i 2 B 57 )L 1 SUEAE S
SHEMALERAF . 2) PO, AN ESGRGETRE, ABEREER, ANNEBEArhREA
HIRTEEMRE S, ME—BEeEdoE A R MER .. HFMEIREERE ) LESZ 2 R, [
WORAMATRE 77 H R A% T LA I

4.2, BF)LEEOERMSHSEN YR ENEROHN

ARWEFGE R, B LB QIR &N PR EER, HLAEERANRER LT
Jordiesm T B4 HF—PHEKI, BLENGRI RN FEREE, RAEREFT A X
S E(E, 2012)fF s R —8, 5 H O3B SRR AR 45 A BT JE (255U, 2009; DEASEE,
2007). 1X 7] e 2N B — AN ERACES 22 52 BRE 58 10 SCAG 2, BORE B AS [ (945t 7 6 SRt A i AS [
A E N ST O ) B R 2R, Xt H A S BRI . Lo N R B AR A 0 2
EmEmTHAE, XS LEREFEE, FEARKLR, WIS TR SR, BRI
DA S RIREE . FRANURUL, IXAE— @R BE FZR MR B <1 22 T 25 Wb AT Dy SR (0 i 0 G R - 1 A TR AR AR
Ko T B AETEAL G T, B HERARZLFEE SR ORI R, A8 E SR,
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BIMAE 2, S AR L Ab B
43, BF)LELERMIHSEN EERRFER ENERST

B LB O MEEER FEREE, NERSY T ERRK(p <0.01); HIGEHM —(p<005); 5
=R ARE, HERSBH=M, S0 > ¥1— > ¥1= > NEH. £Fumirikil, OH
FRPEAS > S AR IE RIS ., NELRAR T — ¥ KRB/ FH B LE N FRE 3k
Ao FRGE I ], AR LA, OB A OFPEIRAROK, IR MRARE . NERER AT
W, WHERERSIR, BREREREEAIH A, EERA 8 ABIRIARREMEE. H1=2
AAEF A HI AR B 20 B BAR T — 4 224, XATREZR PN ZIEAL T — D2k, R E
LU NAERTERS, T, S0 BT L, X ENER A 8BS, EEME 2, ik
WAEMTRE IR ZL . NEG . H)— K22 AERRA R G BT o =524, BRI =1
s g R RGO, (i TR KA AR, G RE, MATRBNOA b TIRESLE. B
S LEA G N B S YA R EERARE .

4.4. BF)LELEBMMMSEN Y S E EERXSIMNEFIR ERER O

B 7 LB BB A 208 N A A SC BRI AN AR BR _EJE R 35 22 57, (B B SRR AR 1 2
FbREit. BPIROAFISEEE R R B2 . A ERVEANPR R RGOS E R B, DL
HARZEZROSEE, BRBRMOAF 5 KBS ERR I A, HARAR RS L o RISCBEAT H A X B 5
JUEE % 75 T ) R SRR R A T 2 A AE B i N T SR IR A5 7 TR RS A R, R ivl Re 71, B
CRRABACAE IEAETE I R . XS FI WA AL B e e R Bk — @ R R, SR AMATIE & T B
AR DR TR LR ARG AR B 2 HOSCRE, R R FIERISC RS R0, RELHRX —
AP FERETCH, AT AE B — D NIRA ISR, BN 5 G UL R -7 JLEAERA R E
BoREmT 5 FUUTHJLE. AR FIVIR A EBEAEAT il , AEARATTE SR 0 1 X 8 55
BIRINFA -

45 EF/LELERENESENEERRE ENER S0

B s ) LB O BRI A AL 208 B AEAE IR F R 2R, ERIE LR e RE k2SS
Wy, 155 BRI 5 AR AU A — e B3 . AT E M B — AR A E T ERREN, Mhi1d
WA RER IS AGURR,  REXT %7 00 & P 75 LA A R 0 RUBUA A AT A E R, BB JE
RIRIEER. EZ2ELKS, QSN EEYLREZER: S5HBUAMAATE LS 2 O3 SHE
BEMTHMBES, SREERPLEAEGE RS . BEREZ T —ARKHMERZE XK, Tt
RV ETE R EAYE |, #RS TR MR, BEWE T TR TRW, MEEE TR
¥, B2 2 ARAVEAT B REE L, A B T 10 OB sivE . BRI RIACREFEE . Uk, 5
B 2, W& FEREE S iAM R E 2 M08, AFENEOWmEmR . Bk, mf
FAERVE, BWEEEE R TR R R .

46. BF)LEDERMLSENMESRKBERRE LNERS T

B S ) LEE O BB E RIAL 22 & BPEAE 5 AR R AR P E R EMES, X5 HAMB L4 RA—3
(4%, 2008; XIEL, 2012). {HZ 15 KU EASAEERR —XH), RSS2 5K, &N g
ARG 1 2 3 REBRPR— KM LEASE NS Ak, Bk, XATRER F X e )| 3 A 5
ERRE SRR 2, MR TG R REANTE S A0, BT DL B 5 SR R LA SR 51U H
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R, BRARIE W] RER L Tk Z W A 2 300, AT A 75 BOR AN BT SRACEE LA N B A
AT LA, EARSBEAESZ 7 5, (HRARRAEE T iE 5 2 T REFIR R, (LB TS D AR -
FITT(LIBTT, 2010) NN M 5% TR, M T I B 3AAE, 1858 ) LE TR sz 21
FISCEEXT B TS %, oA TR IR AL e SCHF BRI . SRR 5 B <7 JL B IR Ao — Aok i A SE SE A
2, XAiEBE Y L [FRERE S IR BISCREXT H R E ARG, BB IEF R TR AMEN, k¥ ¥ ILE
JEGE HME ASCBEANE S+ B D AR H e

47. BFILELEEESHSENMERXBERNRE FNER S

B LB O P A 5 4 2l S M AE A BRI S0 E I T0 2 22 5 (p > 0.05). B <1 ) L2 76O P A
M2 TGN 5 AR ZOMR U e X ST JLEDR UL, WSRABAT TS B 22 [ K S AR AT R, —
FERESE ISR T B IAZ I, Wb T 5B A B, (TS B O 5 OB A B AR, KT
[IBA RG] 53— 77 1t RE D F e AR R A IR, X0 T 85 9% AP N RF PR AR A 23 A0, RIS
WA T DB, (REFOEMERE, MG 218 N R

48 BEF/ILELERESHSENEOEXS T

B~ LB Lo BR S 5 4 Sl N 2 T o B 98 2 A FEE 5 2 T SRV 9% 44 B2 2 () A7 AE S8 35 TEAH %
OB PEGE, A IEN M. HAREIE. AP, RSB IEH] BRI S SRS YRR KT
o NBRRFRL AT ARI. BT OEESHE. BWE DG MY R . BIDL E SRR, A
HARAF. XEXECE, 2012) B 45 R — 3

JUEIIIE &7 TR e e 35 B ], K2 B0 ) LB X AN I IE = 52 8 SRR A IR, Tt
ISR L, KRNI —FIEW T E. R, iR, 5% LE L5 AT
KBTI, AFABISCEEFE IIRBL,  do SR KRR S IR, AL LE T e MEN AR, £2
SRS )LE B IUT N, 3 BE ERRE. SR TENEE, SR A SO 5 OB
MR o AT A AOHERE, HURA AT RES AT, WA RE AR EM, Ba 2 0MsE,
AR EARATRERZMAETHE O, HMHHE AR, RA T RLBUAT NEIATT G4
=R

Oy BEFESEANAAE TR P O RE BRI I NAY o« AR, (LESAE OB RS REY), RO
R ORI R o R PR BB AT BB A A BT IS S 2 g SR RS, A5 A T 0 B4 P
I RERUR NI, JEAS RS PR B i/ ME, 2038 “ REBBI — IR D —@ M A R A, S
RS E A OLEFER N B S BAA MRS, R R AL, SR A B R IR RE
T3, BRI RS I8 o BRI  FONBATIRAE 7 — AL A, RV 2B A e 2 IS
RIANR, A I e fe E AR R -

FE e IR BRI, DOERHRE R AP IR, AT E B s, RERE T UUE IR R A, 15
A B RO AL B, X AR, B RN HELE A B RS, W T ILER AE L. EEEPR
a5 (N B B AT B~y ) LB SRS A5 T K SCHF PR e DB XESEE o R A (B A R A6 45 B < ) L3
WIfE 28 AN IR KBS, ORI AP 4 i 00— 2Rl SR SCRF B~y ) LECCE DX R AU, ik
M B R BERIRIR S R OB SN ERE 2 AR M ERHE . AR . M. ABrira.
R BESCRFARAELE B < LS AR A BB BRI AT R TR, [ AR D o B < LEE I B S, P
BRI IN D, 2 i R 0 RAF AL, 202 — > RIEIEA KRS . RAFIR OB RE (et MR 10 iE
Ritk, AERNAIA REFIOANRRRR TR BEWETT RBAR, OBESHR KA RE O,
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LREPTE, BNy )L B K o5 2 A S N S YR T 2 TRV A R 25 K B IE A R . R
AL 3 e B S LR A PR WA MR e AT A & N . A, SER R ST LB BRI S e
SR RIS R A LU LA 55—, SCRFIAM R AEIR, SRR Ah H A FROBR G B <7 ) L 28 A0 B BRA
Rl BB, SRR AN, W LB ORI S E N L =, SRR AR TR
B LB O B R R 4L 208 S P B

6. ARTEERE

AHTFENCR T B 7 )L AR, AR S LER S, SREXIREEA, ANRERUT RO I B 57 L
BB AL 5 S d MRS . FEJREERIRT ST, IR B A SRR B T L, DXL, A
Bk — D ARAT 2T B 57 ) L3O B PR A 2 G N B AR T AR R = L . LK, BEHLCR AN R R
o EENEYL 200 3 RSB, B Y ) LEREAT — AN KBS RORT ST, B S B A AR R RO BT ST 4
Wo MAN, RS M AL LN B LB AR S50 S U7 B ISCHE B < )L 28 10 B PR E 7T Bk
HEGREMEE SR, B e A BT
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