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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to develop a questionnaire applicable to the sense of security of left-
behind children in rural areas. Using the interview method and the questionnaire method, based on
the theory of the sense of security, and fully combining the physical and mental development
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characteristics of left-behind children in rural areas as well as their living and learning conditions,
we initially developed a preliminary questionnaire on the sense of security of left-behind children
in rural areas, consisting of 110 items. The questionnaire was administered to rural left-behind
children in grades 4~9, and the recovered 1406 questionnaires were analyzed by exploratory factor
analysis and validation factor analysis to obtain a questionnaire of 43 items, which consists of five
dimensions, namely, emotional security, interpersonal security, self-security, academic security,
and sense of security in life. 36 of the items were scored by reverse scoring, with higher scores in-
dicating a higher level of security. The higher the score, the higher the level of security, and con-
versely, the lower the score, the lower the level of security. The internal consistency coefficient of
the questionnaire for rural left-behind children’s sense of security is 0.948, the internal con-
sistency coefficients of the five dimensions are in the range of 0.836~0.880, the correlation between
the factors is in the range of 0.351~0.676, and the correlation between the factors and the total
scores is in the range of 0.621~0.864, and the fitting indices of the questionnaire are in the range of
good or acceptable. The questionnaire can be used for empirical research on the sense of security
of rural left-behind children.
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1. 5|

ARG O OB AR, 5l DA R 2 A SRR IR AN R0 24 T BT AL PR B R RT R IR S L
5 XA RE 2 BRI B OB O R B —F U, Si4h, BT AT X R LS RS R R 2 52 3
HE R RIRRE], B, AMAR S BEA SR e R O E R A AR B, X L e R DL S A
R O AR B B RIE N b, Z2HI4H, 2004). 5348 R <7 ) L 22 A a2 )L T x4k
GRS, ET A VE R B AETE . B FEE. ABRAHAE % 75 T RS BBk AR R A i e AR
PIREAT IS B, FR . IR AR IR (L 5, 2015), — R Lk, 2 4 st O B4 B 1) [F)
SR, 22 AR O B R (0 B A R AR . [E AP TR AR E R AT AR LU s, b an D i
A FLIRRESE T 1945 F4mifil (122 4208k - A2 4K i 45 (Maslow et al., 1945), T &4 MR ECK,
Gnitilmt R A, B B EARE RSO S, JER WA E R E N E AR A, EANEH
— e A R R ARG A T B LIRS EE S 1 B Al E R4, L an West 25 AT 1998 4F 4w il (1) 5 /b 4
A 7% ] 2 SR VTA /D 4 1) 22 4 IR (West et all., 1998), Collins 5 AT 1990 E 4wl AR R,
o A R LR AT N 22 4 R 4L R R 2R (Collins & Read, 1990) . [ Py 2738 %) 22 42 B & T A,
(A FH = AR IAE PR AN D7 1T, — 7 T, CEAE S 5] BUE T B A1 1) 22 4 8B 3R X LAt b0 AS ] ) A4 il
L oS 45E T 2010 AEAB T IRDE T i B AR BEAR 1 T i e Uk - A R E R (Y oA, 2010),
AT 2 AR G 2 e Al NP DL K B Rz A S — T, FERKIEINA 24
RIS, FRES G IR G B0 R R i DL AU B g e R R B B R, EE AN T 2012 g 1)
3~6 BH)LHAEER, WIRHA) L LB RES B HOLK, TR MR, AL KLl
FOBAE R BT, 2012), BRUbZAh, EE W ZEFE IR RR(EA, B 2011) PLEGHT AR
RIT(FBE LS, 2016)M 24 BT T 4. PCAERFTT, BN 22 4 & T 2K
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FELURF A /N HAOE RSB RIRRER 8 (Van Ryzin & Leve, 2012; FRIARS, 2006;
MEmaE, 20125 vEMEAY, BRAUE, 20125 XIF4EEEE, 2009), %tTFAA B A7) LE 2 AR 2 80
BRAE I, FERMIRNTITT, AN AR B 55 ) L2 2 AR 3 LA 7 TS 7 g Re .
DA I8R5 LB L A A THORE, EEAE T LA ME: B, EREGE TR LE B
P 2 45, DV I K 2 3R R 2 AR 5] i AR e AR 22, SR B = )L 38 22 A R
FEAAT LD s Hovk, AT 1 B 51 ) LB 22 Ak 1) 456 T ) L A 3 B 1 2l g THI PR 22 A2 s2 5 R IR AR K
W R 2 R A TG DL N BRASAE T I N 2 Sefa, AR B 1 ) LA 2 A SRR T 00 A P 00 A i A 22 4
IR R TR R0 04500 FEAS BE 5O B S i S A R B < ) LR 22 A TR BILIR DA S AR o5

ST B R A B SR L H AR ) AT O R B R R, TR T O R B I s E R
WIARAT B S LB SR, MR RS AR I e A B B A L B, RN R 1) LB 1) 2 A KB IR AN AT 2 ply e
MR, X RARRPFE S R FREIE T RIS L, RN B 7 L e KN 45, A
RN LB 22 AR IR, ikl B~ LB e A 4

2. [E]E4RH1 5 E)EH e
2.1. #1AE)%E Y Sl

LRFBGE N ZYEENME, LEBAEAFRIU ORI SSNERT DA N G . ASHT 7T
R VTBRE R BT AL RN B 7 LR T Z RSB S, JFa G ZaBMcHie, Zak
BORKRAARIL, 275523 AL S il ) B <7 ) L 28 22 4 IR R DL A3 b P AR BT 1 S ik 22 A -
AN IBABAT R R BT TU R R S LU Wl 8 AT FU ) 22 SR YE L . VT RIRN E RS 7 L %4
IRUTRIN AT, WP T AR B~ ) L3 2 S TR AN T AN S 1

X VRS R TR BB AT 0 S, FES RN 2RISR TR, 4ia
LA RER LM T Ikl 110 ANEUIALR AR R B 57 ) LB 22 S AT R, 24T 6 NERE. 20l
N NBRege &L 23 ANE, i “ il 5 OSSR RS 7 ) sk g ek 22 AN, - P R
THEEITEE” ). BIRZ AR 20 MRS, R H QR B ARER” ). 2Rt 20 4S8,
RN HEIRBIZE ) M AREE 20 NET, PO B OO BRI ) DL AR 1A
(L 20 AT, RN FAHOAR BN ), I GBRE TR AT, HAERM S At (1 “5E
AR, 5 “FEAEFTE” ). IS KB EEM N AA NI AT 54877 T LR G -

2.2. FNMi=) %Y e

Table 1. Composition of children left behind in rural areas (N = 314 in effective numbers)
F 1. RITBTILENMRIRBER#ES T N =314)

NS Z FEARSL 77 H (%)

5 173 55.1

Aé |
A & 141 44.9
4 31 9.9
5 42 68 21.7
6 2K 77 245

%
* 7 HER 68 21.7
8 2 51 16.2
9 2% 19 6.1
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BEALIHE YT I8 31T 2 8 e 4~9 FEZR 1K) 350 44 R AT B 51 J LR & 350 4 R A+ BE <7 J L3 2 4
I ), SR ER T 330 4y, SRIE RN EECN 314 4. BAKINEE 1 R

3. HXIBRTE
3.1. ESH

5% W (2010) W A U0 H 2341 ) H B0l A2 0 4 1) 7] 2 ) LIS 3 D PR A W] SE R EAT R 50, DAL
R AR 56 &35 SR AN ) I A T e (52 W, 2010) 0 ASHIF K8 LR D7 VR0 AN B < ) L 3 22 A S AT 1]
%iﬁﬁlﬁ Hortr, 2054: I HAEVE(CR MH) @15 B0 HH5%7% . Cronbach’s o REU(AHE— ML o &
o) SERE S R A

Table 2. Consistency of items with total score (N = 314)

=2 MBSESH—EBI%N=314)
BIH S840M% BH 580K BiH  S580M% BH 0 BagMx BH H5ESMEX
Al 0.398** A23 0.293** A45 0.424** A67 0.565** A89 0.297**
A2 0.287** A24 0.424** A46 0.382** AG8 0.474** A90 0.089
A3 0.402** A25 0.411** A47 0.508** AB9 0.663** A91 0.335**
Ad 0.421** A26 0.356** A48 0.341** AT70 0.656** A92 0.237**
A5 0.253** A27 0.274** A49 0.539** A71 0.597** A93 0.278**

A6 0.252** A28 0.462** A50 0.559** AT72 —0.206** A94 0.352**
A7 0.250** A29 0.495** AS51 0.539** AT73 —0.229** A95 0.337**
C8 0.475** A30 0.464** A52 0.526** AT4 —0.368** A96 0.326**
A9 0.454** A3l 0.465** A53 0.498** AT5 —0.344** A97 0.347**
A10 0.308** A32 0.519** A54 0.591** AT76 —0.282** C98 0.475**
All 0.480** A33 0.495** AS55 0.498** ATT —0.182** A99 0.345**
Al2 0.425** A34 0.494** A56 0.216** C78 —0.229** A100 0.310**
Al3 0.412** A35 0.624** AS57 0.417** AT79 —0.053 Al101 0.395**
Al4 0.458** A36 0.642** A58 0.179** A80 —0.164** Al102 0.529**
Al5 0.549** A37 0.620** A59 0.415** A81 —0.260** A103 0.444**
Al6 0.590** A38 0.584** A60 0.203** A82 —0.332** Al104 0.536**
Al7 0.433** A39 0.567** A6l 0.377** A83 0.353** A105 0.236**
Al8 0.445%* A40 0.653** AB2 0.121* A84 0.294** A106 0.396**
Al19 0.354** A4l 0.491** AB3 0.437** A85 —0.171** A107 0.400**
A20 0.460** A42 0.253** A64 0.498** A86 —0.213** A108 0.434**
A21 0.516** A43 0.228** AB5 0.581** A87 0.352** A109 0.356**
A22 0.578** Ad4 0.466** AG6 0.484** C88 0.413** Al110 0.294**

e 7 FORME 0.0L K EREE,  “*7 FIRAE 0.05 /K R . IEE FONMIER T, ML RIS AEAS t
HL 56T LA FE M55 14 R o

1) I # LB i (critical ration)
I 7 ARV 32 B2 SR I PR TR T o ARSI 56 e 43 [X 43w (AT 27%) ARZM2H(J5 27%) . FEAHT 5T
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A 393 MITE N dl, DL 334 HIVEMAR /4L, SRJG T REA t 1G58, FERIEFRrp, K8 5 B 10 455
IR A7, RO tAEAE P e, SR ¢ {7k s D)9 A2 R T ) 4 3l P R 1 . O T 7 il J 41113
XTI, FERLOOR T DA MR 51 e, 75 R 6 NIl AB8 (t=2.879,p >0.05). A62 (t=1.108,p <
0.05). A79 (t=—0.793,p>0.05). A85 (t=—2.859, p>0.05). A90 (t=1.125,p>0.05). A105 (t=2.309, p<0.01).

2) R 4 AR G R

TERRIS B i AR FEI AT ix — 2D B, AT BRI AR DG AR ), AR AHR /N T 0.4 18I
DAMMIBS,  AicHs st 7 v kR 51 ANREIRCH T 7 (B JE 53 1R, 72 RLAORE T LAE R bR 5151 ) o % T
H 585 BIA AE S 2 Fis.

3) &L

15 (reliability) tH gt 2 17 6 i — 8t s 2 HEFEE . Cronbach’s o RECFRA NI —8ME o 25, —
B AR R, LERM Cronbach’s o REL(ELHNH—BME o RE)ZE/DAE 0.800 LLE, AGFFLMH
Cronbach’s o &% N: 0.933.

“UEIEDH A7 Fon B IR H 5 RIS S A RE, — MR % EE M BREUE /N T 0.400. [
I, AERRIR G (A O FE B R T P Bt B T DL FEMIBR ARG 7 ANTH, 4000 A3. A4 Al3,
A25, A59. A88. A107.

4) FL[FPE L R 2 f e

TEHAT LRI SR R A i, FRATTAE ZEEIE DL R bRk, RIUARHR OB 2 DL R Giit A0 R W 7, —
ek, BRI FE /N T 0.20 B, R R R A /N T 0.45 BRI LA R . ARAE MbAR e, ASHE
FURT AT B 57 ) LB 22 4 B T 46 W) 45 AT AH G AL IR, X A2, AL7. Al8. Ad4. A45. AB3. A103. A108
I 8 AN H FEFMEEAR T 0.20 1), HEEZF ffd &/ T 0.45 19 9 AT AR «

(R, Gk P ) DU R GE Tt 2 7 VR R A BE 55 ) L3E 2 A BTN i 26 B AN BRI AT 7 VR 1 i i, I
JEMIRR T 66 AR, TEAL T 44 AN RRIUZH A AR A

3.2. ZEMAEZES

FEAE G BRI S & TR RE R R 0, Bk, R 2 i, 200 prit e e
RIATHE T N R RSS2 E A LU LA A

1) BERA P ERE

AT KMO FERF AR K69 0.916 (U1 3),  1X 3% WA T ST AH O RE Fik () & A7 FL R PR R A TE I
AT FUAB R AROE S AT IR 73T 6

Table 3. KMO and Bartlett’s test
2 3. KMO FnE4FF458I8

Kaiser-Meye-Olkin BUFEIE 24 T 5 0.916
ERARTT () 6856.893
Bartlett it BRFE SEAG 56 H HE (df) 946
821 (Sig.) 0.000

2) T H §i 6 0 PR 3R Sl A

R 44 AN FRRITHEAT R 770 BT o SR B R BRdEREAT I F 075k B AL A 3L [R] IR T 0.20, HBR
PRI it /N T 0.4 HIBR RIS ) 6 AR G R A NE/NT 0.3 FEEMIBR T I AdL (EZERFAH 9
AT RGNS ALL, %R TR A R, WA G4, IR AAL AT 1A G

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.1410713 176 LB


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.1410713

ERIEANE

IR EE DA PRAE. J34h, AAL IR AT E/NT 0.4, ORI A4L JIER).

AW FCTI 6 I PR AT TR T T “ IR 4B ” BB, B, ARCHE il 36 4 1l (10 AR 5 IR I 5 e
ARG K, A M EIEIH 700 i gt i, PRIk, 7R 8 R A B 57 JL 2 2 AR I 454
WA LR GERE . DRk, 25 BhERIIR R, AR TH 43 M8, 5 MRREH K ANr%
K BRI, Sl AR, I A ) R AR A B S L 2 A 4

4. BHE SR
4.1. EEDHT

FER ARG, AR IR G A G EARGE TE, AW S R R RS AR NEE. B
R AR EVE N SEVEBEAT IR, 2% A8 A S FERR IS T i N B o REITREEE . ARA
S¥ ) LB 22 4] 2 (0 9 P — B SR BON 0.948, 70 (5 5 0.842, %4 15 ¥ A #B— B R 84 0.836~0.880
6], RHZEEEA RIFAERE. BAAINE 4 Pros:

Table 4. Reliability test of “Questionnaire on the sense of security of left-behind children in rural areas”
F 4. “RNBFIELRLRNE" FERIER

5B Cronbach’s Alpha Split-half
1w 0.880 0.849
PN S 0.836 0.839
SR &R 0.854 0.858
2k 2 Ak 0.855 0.782
ARV AR 0.848 0.815
Bz ek 0.948 0.842
T DL EAHIA BN B2 /K, p <0.001,
4.2. MBS
421 BEHR%H

OB 27 DA RN B 25 25 5% I 26 ) 14D 200 P 3o R w36 5 SR FH RBUAH DV SR BRIE 1) 45 P 45 ) 2 75 B A B
PEo M 57 ) LB 22 AR R A5 4% R 3R 2[RI AR G R 7E 0.351~0.676 2 1], i B 2% K1 36 2 18] B AH HL 16 R SUAH
ST RA R SE)LE RS R S Z RIS PEAE 0.621~0.864 2 ], 203 m EAHOC, Uik
SRR E H AR — k. BARINEE 5 fos:

Table 5. Correlations between factors and with the aggregate table

=5 EMATFZEURSREREBXME
15 4 2 4K NG e 4 2l 2z 4 K AR 2 4 i P N

1w 1

PN S 0.619**

SR &R 0.351** 0.484**

2k 2 Ak 0.671** 0.573** 0.417**

HETE AR 0.676** 0.704%** 0.458%** 0.614**

M Ak 0.864** 0.838** 0.621** 0.820%* 0.862** 1

T **fE 0.01 ZHI(XUR), AHRIERZE .
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4.2.2. WiEE RS

N Y TR RE i G 1) B B 2 PO 24 P52 55 22 A BT ) P 1 — SO R S I i) 2 2 T P A 3R
M. EMETRECE T, AR A fRE M IR R ST, (B AR A AR B . B R BIX L
EAR BB BRI, (HRA SR EME A, B2 R TR DR ], RIS IEYE R R 2 Hr s
RENHAE . BARINE 6 k.

Table 6. Results of the five-factor validated factor analysis of rural left-behind children’s sense of security

6. RIMETIEREBRARZEIIMERSTER

WA TRPR x2df RMSEA NFI IFI TLI CFI
TR FAS 2.158 0.061 0.078 0.833 0.811 0.830

EREPIR, AN B Y ) LH 2 ARG BAT RIS UL RRUR, T DR AR B 7 ) L3 22 4 kg il
BETHYEMEH.

5. RMBFIERERER

BEHLIERE FILIRE ST 28 2 e, 2 /g, 36 4 ITeaii 4~9 SEUERS /N 22 A CP I BRI AR
13 %5 Jo ) RIBCA AT B <1 ) L B8 22 A g i) 26 o X RBIUALE) 1406 43 1] 5304 T 70 B A PR, BRI I an 4 7 P -

Table 7. Composition of subjects (N = 1406 in effective numbers)

= 7. WM (EBR ST N = 1406)

NS Z FEARSL 77t (%)
5 769 54.7
4 5]
& 637 45.3
4 25 51 3.6
5 H4% 273 19.4
6 F2K 356 25.3
ER
7 R 296 21.1
8 HZ% 262 18.6
9 2% 168 11.9

51 REBETFILERERHNMENERIH

Table 8. Gender difference analysis table of the sense of security of rural left-behind children (M + SD, N = 911)
=8 RMETIERERAIMAERSRM £ SD, N =911)

25 H(n =474) 2 (n =437) t p
Tl w2k 36.12+9.55 33.68 £ 10.12 3.736 0.000
Nz 4l 31.97+£7.92 30.45 + 8.24 2.838 0.005
HR w4k 22.25 + 4.34 21.68 + 4.45 1.939 0.053
ol 2 4 Ik 24.86 +£7.18 23.16 £7.22 3.545 0.000
e SR e oo 27.32£7.43 26.00 +8.01 2573 0.010

ML 142.61 +30.52 134.97 +£32.16 3.670 0.000
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KHMSIFEAR t RIS TR AT B 5 LB 20 A B S LS e Pl 22 57, T S 3R R A B <7 ) LR RS
g A, F T AR U N A R E R E RS W B, 1B PR AR DL R T 2 4 R Yk
EMRERESEE, WRINZENZEEESBEERTRA, HAGRILE S8,

5.2. RHBTFILEREBRNFERE=RIH

KH BN E T ZHE TR 57 )L 2 e LR A RER L ZER, s REEK
NEFILELEBAERENERER, FFHERNERESRIOVERES N ST EERN, BARg R
W 9 fin:

Table 9. Grade difference analysis table of rural left-behind children’s sense of security (M £ SD, N = 911)
# 9. KHBTFIIEREEBNERERTHTRM £SD, N =911)

el PU4EZR HFER NER LER IR T2 F p
4224 36.52+10.43 36.42+10.36 37.34+9.17 33.87+9.24 36.10+853 34.95+9.89 9.399 0.000
ANPr#4/ 31.84+743 3229+812 3340+7.23 27.84+882 31.10+7.68 3221+7.28 11.877 0.000
B/ 2313+£275 2288+434 2240+4.17 2091+501 2142+435 2243+376 5.534 0.000
Flbg 4k 2735+831 2669+7.84 2606+7.06 2149+671 2228+6.34 2360+6.48 17.406 0.000
ALK 2984+6.89 2852+820 29.17+7.00 2313+7.88 2544+7.12 27.39+6.60 15589 0.000

24z 148.68 +27.69 146.80 + 31.03 148.37 + 28.10 124.91 + 33.85 134.32 + 29.28 141.72 + 28.22 16.757 0.000

b TR, BATVNRI T ILEN Z R SHR . FREEEVINXLE.
6. &it5iie

RIS F LB ZRRNEBEE R ARk, ARZAERK, P2 U KA S 2 A&
ANYEFERI RS, oA 43 AN, Horh 36 AN BUERH KAl iH a7, e R R e B, )
2y 13 R IR 2 A B . R B S L 2 AR ) A5 1 A — B E R A 0.948, AANEERIN
B REAE 0.836~0.880 ZIH], % FKIF Z A MIAHICHETE 0.351~0.676 . [A], 5K 35 64 Z 7] (I AH K
PEFE 0.621~0.864 2 [1], I Hi% )46 i & Tl & 48 O AR B sl nT DA 2 Va2 I o & T 4~9 SRR
K e )L .

R, BT ERSF L 2 A B R A 1) G ) A T 22 A B G B DA K LB R R Rs B N S R AR T
JUEE ARG 5 2 S L, T G 1) R P T AR OR B S L3R 1 22 AT & T L, AR 52 BB B0 = 1 PR
L DN 45 TR O B S P B T AR B S LR 2 A BOR IR UL, X B AT T 6 3L B R R
AN AR, BT Bk 2 ol bxd )L O @ B AR T . R A B S LEE e e B L
IS 20, WTUMENEZ JFSGER A BT EERERN CRERE, MBI ZEHLR
Wi A B <7 ) LB IR 22 A AR SRATE 340 M DA SR SR NAR T R B 51 ) L3 I 445 22 A JX 30 70 Y 2% o

SE 3K
Wb, A, B TETE(2010). T B A - R R AR S E R P AR BT RIS TS, 18(2), 171-
173.

15(12), 1142-1143.
AH, ZRUR(2004). LARIRER VI HRE] JAGE . SRR, A OF P45, 18(2), 97-99.
YLHINN(2012). 3-6 240 /L /A 4 %) WiLSAR S, B E: YLIITE K.
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