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Abstract . Guided by the Social Information-Processing Theory, this study employes a large random
sample (i.e., 681 Third-Grade pupils) generated by a blocked cluster design that represents Chinese
Northwestern rural region to address the research question about the social information-processing skills
and social psychological status of the left-behind children. The study uses the multilevel analysis and the
ordered logistic regression model to analyze the longitudinal data that are comprised of study-children’s
self-administrated answers to the study questionnaire and teachers’ ratings. Results show that in terms
of the social psychological wellbeing, the left-behind children do not show worse outcomes than other
children, and there is no evidence to support the causal linkage between being left-behind and commit-
ment of crimes. It is important not to exaggerate the left-behind children’s problems. The stigmatization
of left-behind children is not acceptable.
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B SF LB R PEREE 2 05 B sk & R 57 3 I TR 2 [a] B KRS It ST 8 16— SRR IR AR
AR T RURE AT AR 4 S A AT 00 B RS il BRR I, 22 3 25 BURF 24 R LR L3 4
PREARRG . T ELN SR RS L A S G T E AR A R s AR S IR E N R A T
BHMEE I 2010 4F 0~ 17 2 RAT RSP LE RSN 6102.55 1A, 4 0~ 17 2 L SRR 21.88%
(BLREoR% ,2013) o SXAE— PR R BRI AT 2500 B ) 8, 45 1 1 N S RS 7 A A Ak S Tl it J2
UNEE 2007 D QER I & 37 S

IS 3, B IS AR & R 32 SR () J R B B B B, T 5 A0 B AR T A — e, Bk
TACHRERGERYZ BRI AT A0 00 B RS P (g R O S 2 B ), A — S0 B2 BE a0 “ AR 7R PR E (At
tachment Theory)” ( Ainsworth et al. ,1978) , AT LI5S F5 /<1 L FLAR B <7 ) LEEAF AR B8 2.0 3 517 W)
R, FEREAL S A BRac R I8 Bt S ok A7 i, (R, 3 R, M Bk e L S5IE
WFSERER , F R AE B~ L EE SAL R A I b, BUA IR SR AR A — 30, e B 1 X R D

AW Al FH — AR b B P P AR b X 3E S A SR AL AL IO B et ) B R
BEAS K u S I A T R R SRR IR R BILEE 8~ 10 & rBeidt &5 BN TAE 1y 8 B ~r L&
S s LB X, FoATTRBCE  F EL AT O BEAA (R B RS (R 26, S ad L3 1 3R 128 R 2L
TPt U B R DA R sh 25 BRI R P i B ST LB AL S5 BN TRE 1, X S8 B — 0 4R IE A9 2K
it P B FRATT I PN (I, (1) FRSFLER S L AR B <P LB AR AR TE 24k 2305 B 1A% 67 T (7]
o (2) s LEABEHET A R S sF LERA SR L R B X )9
2 kg
21 BFILEMENSHEGE

FEBEER 2016 A A« Ak B8 ST LSRR HEA " 25 b AR B 57 L 2 SR L« ACRERUT A
% T — oM 55 T.05—Jr TMEYRE T AN 7S 8 2 A b 8 R i AE N (RBGER ,2016) o BEAk
o S HL A Bz F DG AF- 4 N 320 RN 19 N 1R 25 5000 o B <7 L ( B R R AT B3 <P L) b 47
T4 AR FELR N (1)2000 4,0~ 14 & B ILE BT 2290.45 TN, i E 0~14 % )L E S5
) 8.05%, Hirp feht 0~14 B BSFILE X 1981.24 1A, i 0~14 % B~ L E BB 86.5% (B¢ |
JEAEAR,2005) . (2)2005 4F,0~17 % 857 L BT 7326 TN, di 4 0~17 % JLE BEA921.72%
Hrp Rk 0~17 B RS LE N 5861 T1 A, 15 0~17 2 B~ JLE BEUN 80% . 2000 ~2005 4FJ2 F4 57 L
TR IR BRI, 5 AR R], 4 R B SF L S BN N T 4421.7 JT N KRR RS LE BESE N T
3161.8 Ji A (BERLSE M, 2008) , (3)2010 4,0~ 17 % 857 JL#E BT 6972.75 7 AN, Ho, ks
0~17% BH5FILFE R6102.55 71 N, 5 0~ 17 & B 57 L BB 87.52% , iRk 0~ 17 & JL3E B A
28.52% , 4 [E 0~ 17 & JLEE SEHY 21.88% ( BN AR5F,2013) . (4)2015 4F,0~ 17 % B ~FJL#E Bt
6876.6 A\, di 4= E0~ 174 JLE SEW 25.39%, b &b 0~17 2 B~FLE N 4051 TN, i 0~17
BRENE )L RB58.91% , H A 0~ 17 % JL# BEUY 15%, 2010~2015 4F AT B <7 JL 3 FUR T [
A, U/ T2051.6 07 N (B4, 2017)
22 BFILEMOEERRRE

C A WA B ST LB S LR B8 <7 L 38 A7 A6 30 ™ 5 19 O BURN 0ok MR AT o [l L A T8 il — 3
LI, WA P LELO IR BRI ARSI T R SCIRRS 2R . FRATTH Se 26 vl B 60 I A% 0 B0
TR 22 FH < B S L+ O B g RRE” « B <P L 0B 80« B ST LB+ O B « B <P LB +4 1 &5
BN 4 OGRS 2R LR B 284 R SCHE, EXUECE P A 63 R “6~12 HRASFILE”, £
X 63 i CEH A 20 FATHE B LESIER S LEA O ERE F2ER 7 8 f CEBRAREIT T
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)L SAEESF LB CHAERR L2555 (B A48 I HJE 6 2 Goith 3 L B B 1 R4 35
R SCEBITRN T Z B 2R ESITE L LR EE,

EiR 8 FEARULIHZE SRS B A SCEE A EE 8~ 10 F AP, Hib A7 3 RS, ¥
SPLEE A0 BRAE B EA KPR, HAL T BRGEIE (FMEHIR 2 4635, 2013 s 25 A5, 2016 5 36 /NEK , E i
2 2018) ;A% 5 G WA R, B~ L EE 1O B g BROIR 0 8 45 #4 HLAR T IE 5 7K1 (4288 eV, 20125 BR 4R
L1745 20143 BL 4 2015 ; TR 204, 2015 FRIFIE S 2018) , 73X 5 R SCisrh, e SCasfli R
K s HTT I8 LA T AT AR A SO A 205 80N T 38 % T o5 BA <1 )L 28 7 38 ft
JHE 2 R AKAT B SCRE N B 51 )L EE 0O B (BRI D0 A sh A5 A5

15 35 1T T 2R NG BB SCE b A 31 ks 8~10 # Bsp)LeE, Hirp A 2 fsis
K, B ILE S AR LB DI E ORI L 25 R 2 24 n, BB~ )LE SRR 7 LE RO 2
TR B 2ZE S A RE, LERFLESERFILEACHMERRA FMERF RS E X BN E
FHECIREER BU/IME 2008 R ,2013) 54 3 e SCEEUCH, B SF L 90 BRAEE K S48, At AT
HAEWSFIILENZE S AEAS T E L R B (FR5E 58,2009 ; FAEAE, 2017 B Al | J5 A ,2018) ;
Tl A0 26 G SCEENR , B 57 LEEAEO PGB (18 22 07 1, 4N B 257K (s A4 ,2012) APRE R (B
W 2010 ; RN H55,2013 ; SRR XA, 2014) O FRHUPE (X SF, 2014) E 25300 (229245 20095 X
I, 2010; 2513445 ,2016) | A FRINFI (TR ,2016) M7 ES TARR SFLE A HA G 28 U %
ZESE . TEIX 26 FESCET A 2 R OSCE M T R s BT gE LB SEAT 04T R AL CBR AE
2012 RMBE 2016) , A 1 e S0t B SF LAY O PR BT T 3 ASHF9E (81,2013 |, BeA S0 AL
SxfE BN TR A I S L O B R L
23 BIFIILEMNHEETARESIERNXE

KA B SF LB AT RS, FATTAE 0 O 0 B 1 B SR LB+ I < B SF
JLEHBAR “ B S +20h” “ B AP HJUAR " 4 AOCHRIR I 2R LR 3] 47 0w, A E T A 8 kel
FHVR A 7 A8 AR B , W6 G0 55 B T L EE (A T/ B B B S7 L2 38 W B <1 L) LB ~F
HL(3~5 %) KB Frp2ed, Hd 3 R SCE R AR TE 8~ 10 2 P LE (L2 2,
2010; R FH S, 2018 MB3CE,2019) , EiX 8 i CEH A 1 R RTHERSFLESERFIILERZ TR
ABCHEEAT A2 R A 1 RSCRER AR SFILEMBCEEACE R B Ar JLE T & Bk ds h 22 7 2 i 2
BT W (CE RS, 2017) Ay 6 f RIS B S L H AR B sF L HA T K
e R LR R, O X e 2 R R X B B E R (E B M, 20105 RFFRSE,
2018 ;3¢5 ,2019; B R FRJE 2012 ; 5K #1145 2018 BRI, 2016) .

TE 3 R iiae 8~10 % B P JLEE Y SCHE v, oA SOl R sl 80X B ik 58 L 64T 94T 3T
il A SCEE AL S5 B0 TR & I i B ST LB B B e A T R, e SRt B8 <1 L A Bt v
TR EAT S ASST

FEIX 8 e CEEH A 2 FFR T AR ARAR R o BRI AR AR A Y SCEE R B SF LB AL IR R
H12.54% , AR B SFLE R T 11 AN E S (E S 25H15,2010) . o5 — 6 SCTRE(H A 65 A Hb g ik
Wi, RIN CER 5 DAL TR & BE AR OC . N AR B R AN 1% , 3 th M s DAL R4 n 8.6 A~
O30 E DRI R 7.8 AN E 4r L (BRNIL2016) o SR, LSO EAZ AT B s LE SR B <F L
AT LR R LR,

ZE LTI RGCCE R R, th FIA S5 R —, BF LE— @RS LAA7EE O
BRI RV B 2 AR (RUE A R I B RS TE A B ST L SRR P LE Z M AA RS
TR E B E NI S 2007 H MR R—A 3, AR EREERA T LE 550
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RAFTERER G R . CA SCBE T EA T 50 B {5 B2 R0 Y 1 28, W0 o B2 <1 )L B 1700 3L ) i
MBCHYEAT R (B F 22 B SFLE A 2RI R AR BB ] 1T 54 sl JL & AT A
MIZUITAL , HA 1 AR T A O 0] s (B 0T B 1 L BT A A ERER , A BIFFE AT
FEAE BN TS T B S LR AEE B SP LB A S E BN T LM X, 783X 2875 18, A58 5 Ik
T VAR 0k aS BoR T AR T R 0

24 HEEEMINEENS

TE LB A 1 O, AR I LM 204 L B8 E i AL 2 (5 SN TR, 125 S TE L e R B
IETRfR R LR B Mo PR X SR = 7 LB M PR AT A B R b, AR fE B T, R
TR THT I 2 B, #R LB A R A RO MR . PSR, IERG N At (5 B2 f i LB Y27
G A A NS R, AR U I A A RS S B B g R . INBATRDR T, VR 224 LAY L 30 B
MNAE R 233 AR )R R S L2 A5 RN TR Bk fa A G, GG B PEAT S CRE TP O T o0 2% i
SR b Ames e AR HARGE,

3 BERER.ASFEEMIEE

T PABIFY EEE IS I i L E 3544022 5K Crick Hl Dodge T 1994 4RQ1 57 19«4t 22 (5 B T
HHi2 (Social Information Processing Theory) ” , fii#K SIP Bt ‘B MINHIF BE B N AT R B AAE I
SIP BFRig 4 7 HIMATE R 8 B9 2 5 94Ty, 238 TN R AN B 7 X SNE R A T i T 45 2R
XTI RS 6 PR RN MR LR i ReLe R B BOTBIE H s SR E AT 8 k45
17805 S LA K S 15 8) 5 %8 ( Crick and Dodge, 1994) , SIP BTN A J2: 24 A IA 00 B 2 f B )
RZ—, EWMTTEIABEE 207 . B AL T X S PR RN 2 A7 S 1 G B RS ; B 5 B B A £
AB NS 2% 2] B i 1 DA A A S TENBR A O B R DR s B R IE 2 B R T R B
TESE T 2N ERE TR Bt AT o A2 i A 45001 H R BRIR Bl | o227 1 T 1 H 9 B 230
HAE (Kupersmidt et al.,2017)

SIP HLSIEAN 1 20 HH22 90 AR LARTIA RO B 22500 ) LEEAT A R BN JE | A iR SR D1 2
B St s G AT N W R ESHE SR . A a7 B8 LR 25 R R R B A A 2 A A
SIP BRI TAK , WRAMATE B AR I A P L 235 BN 105 T 1) i 22 , I LIS o g 26 7 & % 1) S HRE IR
BRG] ABTIE, 20 TH WG, X Rl A e 22 1A B R gl e 1ok, JF BARMESCE . 7R
FEoAF RN R — DR i 22 B S B — € BORe A Hoan, FOE R JLEAR L, A Bt AT R
1) LR Z A SR FIHHR B A KA B ANPR SRR, A R — 1%, A — A SE
) G T AT AR Y T WA B AT A B DR A B ek R N AR I N BRACTE R R T L 23 s
Z TSR AT AR C R Bin AR 2 R T8 sl AR Rt a7 B9 58, AT 2 Mo v
11 R A8 AR B VEAS A ] TR AN BOAEAT A, TR et MA T Ry i 45 R B i T

A OGBS LB O B ) UM SO AT S ORS00 1 4L 2 (5 BN TRy s 2, [H2 4o fm
BT ISR 1 2 LB B A7 0 i pLa PRk, 205 B~y )Lt iy 8ot P AT O 5 =AU R4
], AR Sk B A 235 B T RE T EPPHIMbATT 5 Fo AL E A X5
4 BiES5FHE
4.1 HIRERIE

AWM B R B — D TE T EAA # X FE- AT 1Y B FE 5 T L At 245 B CH ae i+ s B
“LEFRAMEUIA AR o 33 H S H e EE ARl DXCFEAT 8 e R MRS B JL B0 38T 0T (58
HIFH 25 ,2019) .

I H PEPERRE P A v P BN BT b WF SR R0 2018 4ERKZ 78 12 BH B e v 27 RSt 152 1) B
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B ARG (8~10 ) o ARYE 2018 4F 4 ARMHEEH Rt vkl £ B30 73 Breess . 26k
e T2 i /ey — S 72 FRR A /N 3K 72 iR A /NAE R 5 R JE TR I RAST SR, IR
A2 T T E AR AR /I, B LIOKEIX S A AR ASAE h 5 Bk, T4 67 Jr /N 35 g Jr 2
125 #4250, Gert BT B O T IR B9 T EE I AR GE T 1 0.8 RN AR ~F I e it B 2 1k
0.05, TEBR I R N AHOC R ECH 0.05 F10.10 BYZF T BFFEFR A 14 T B/ N2 F 14 FrE il
R 350 24 #2532 T WY /N2 AR R 350 24l 4 /N

2 H A Ay BEZH FEMLAHAE (A Blocked Cluster Design with Random Sampling) ™ %, B /C7E
SEME ML TN SRJE  HE—dl i T BN 3R ENZ /N5 B DL Rl 24, SRS IR
#7257 ( Mahalanobis Metric Distance) , W1 H — £ B T 14 BV EL 24 A%, S FRER &L A =k .
d(ij)=(u-v)"C"u-v), Hr, ufloriERTH/NE | AN jAEVCEC ) & FAE, C
JE M REAAETE L 7 2200805 d (i) D IREE B, S — BT T BN i, T2/ N 5 T i e
FERNER d(iLj) BEES, j=1, 2-n, n ATFEER NS, R, S/0E0 d(i,),) TEXN T i 5
B T 10N 00 T FCHE B b /s BRI AE j, A i IODCEL 244G . T UCECAY w A o [ R A 2 1
(AR B, IN2A A2 A VB A TR ) BR 1 LR 2 A VB ] L 100 44 24 AR 304 i 5 88 AR 2
IS5 I A L AT BRI S LA B2 T F i) b g LBl B AR HRA 55 200 L] | e 905 b B R HR
55 8 B L O B

%I EAE 2018 4 9 ST, — B o i /0N 2% R R AR i o303 T DG AT A BT A 2 A A 2B —
TR U A 32 T A R 13 i (AR 80355 M) I Ml 440 14 T (242E50341 )
el Az B LUG , FRATT 2 B 696 (i JLE A 15 i A77F B 8 77 e 1) (AR 8 L 2 Jor /e DE R B F24T:
(RS FIAAT] ) 27 2 IR E ) | I Je DR 6 B0 A A ROk AT 30 B . e LA, B S R AR A 1) JL 38
Boh 681 A, Ho S 2 25 4k 343 A ( HREA BB 50.4%) , AL A 338 N (i AEAR AR
49.6%) , Wi LR P EE @ MY A ZE B VS A R BH B s AR Aol 0 <SR IR AT A —Bk Ve T H
T 2018 4 9~ 12 H 18] th 74 42 380 2 Zead Kr Ul ik 2 TAE a2 24 A Ak 98 A= S0, g S X 2 56
A ILEM—IR L 60 Hp T, 35 14 Yk, T H XA S A (LR MRS 4]) R T H B .
— AT TS it 2 WY — JE R A, —IRAE T 1058 i DA 19— JE R4

ZI0 H BWFIE B bR e AL < LR FRA TSN A —BE v 351 H B9 St B H AR R AR A HET I T AT
H T 4232 T I SE s 4l ) L3 5252 T 10 S B AR5 i 42 i 28 L 28 h B8 A7 A F8 <y LR IR i o B 42
ML TR SF LB R AL 215 B T e AR Ak i85 B R BN E R 52 5ok}, fif
FHIXANEHE | v LAFS BRFRATT M1 24 AR S Hh A9 ), R AR H St JU2 — A B8l (Bl
Tt H R HBENLIRE , FATT0T LK B it B 25 e ) 25 AW 20 fH 4 Bt n] i 59 fH Bat S 2 55 Al
N EVRRIESE LA B RS2 v i s i el B %

42 TENE

ZI0 H R AL S AR ) LEE 4t 205 RO TRE ST A AT o0 . 58—« B R /K P ol i
% (Skill-Level Activity,SLA)” ( Dodge,1980) , SLA & JL# Gnfaf fip Bt — 4 09 A PR 5 |, 3776
B T URAT R RO, R T 5 SRR RS, 4 R < kR < BUE IR OB T
BURN“HTARAE” . SLA IR R AL E B TS Z T B3 B O i i B A XS B R E g
B I SR G B RE A OO B 38 A SR I 25 m) T, 3 Ao DU o )L 3 A A — 1 5 I R BRI B
SLA M “fi B2 R (Encoding) ” ({5 a=0.78) . “#XF I K (Hostile Attribution)” ({5 «=0.52) .“H
PR E (Goal Formulation) ” (5 a=0.76) F1“ Y3 [0] )i ( Response Decision)” ({5 £ a=0.80)4 4~
T SR I A i )L AL 25 BN T g
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R R 3 L B R —ZM[R) % ( Carolina Child Checklist-Teacher Form,CCC)” ., ‘E&MHJL
TR PR PR AT AR I8 b/ A % LB A 3 — > A B9WEERT 50 8% 0~5 NHAT 53 (0= A, 5=
J2) BRJE AR B REE A 10 ASF 549 . DA HITEE 1 BE (Cognitive Concentration ) AUgk 3 5Z FE ( Authority
Acceptance ) AUgFEZ 15 N—BH 5 A9 0574 ( Authority Acceptance Subscale-Overt Aggression ) AU
257 5 2N—EO6 P ( Authority Acceptance Subscale-Oppositional ) AU %7 BT H—Fa k) 5412
X 57.( Authority Acceptance Subscale-Covert Antisocial ) #1238 (Social Contact) fE23HE /71 (Social Com-
petence ) ft2fE ) F i —FHAH 2P (Social Competence Subscale-Prosocial ) ft 2 RE J1 F i N—1F 24
4% (Social Competence Subscale-Emotional Regulation) LA & ABRIEZR I B#EHCH: (Relational Aggression)
CCC R O R UE I BAT &A% B A i — {5 B2 ( Macgowan et al.,2002)

DA b PR ER I AR 1 PRI (BRI 5 5 ) | vh el (el 15 J& ., 7 Db, 30 H 36 45 06 LB &
BT LG EEROL AR LB IS | 2R R T LB AR EE N AL LR Ik
B FKEE 2018 AFE B9 NI 1% 715 2018 4F S HEFEAEAE—#E ACBE2K 2018 4EAY 2 T AR % 718
2018 AF 5 AR SE B H A — (AR 1 AR — A E] ORSRA RN H ) ACEER A2 BB R (CFEZ2 805 4R 80
S R ECRE R IRATRIGETT o PRt T E S R AR i O FRA PR R I A B 3L Y E AR A
4.3 HITSWTE
4.3.1 ZJRWaHER

A5 T ) K a2 Y g iR S R, B AR i B Tz, i TR A TRl — 2 A 2 A
S []— T PN A B IR, 52 B 6] — A A8 59 52 0, A A7) B0 25 51 728 o 5 3 () ) R O A B AR
( Clustering Effect) , S5 I EUHE (9 L HERBON , FRATTXS 3% 245 A8 i (SLA P “ il B R T A7
CCCFEHNW) Mk T 228 FR“ )2 26 4 5% 5 ( Hierarchical Linear Model,
HLM) ” R A 0T

P 0
(Y); =% +¥i(LBC); + Zzypo(X)Pij + zlyOQ(W)’lf +ry te,

K, (Y),; B TR S RS R AR R (LBC) , v By JLE”, (LBC), =1
NESFILE, (LBC), = 0 FHAERSFILE; (X)), HIZFED NS p SERZE (G PA);
(W), W ERIRTEH q SHERER (FET QD) 5 Yoo Vo Yy0 Yo, HEBLRI IR B, Horh y, RoR H 5
JLE RS, B 2E LTRSS RS & BI2E S5 e NRTRIINAR 22005 ry S BEALERIERON. , & i ff FH S
BRI AR TR RO, LIRS A A S E A TE i e . BT A 45 2R 5 (Y) , 7840y, B A2
A DU D82 B A RTIAE ,

4.3.2 ¥ Logistic [A] )47

SLA A« BSOS IR < BRRE 2 F < e ok Bl " 3 A48 5 A9 A8 A6 20 (i DRI 25 s i ) 245 3
MAE:-1.0.1, 75138 JLEA 25 BN TR 12 Ai 3 TR AR 4F ARIR TETH M/ B 25 R b DR
AR o BT Ik AR e 5 Y TRAEL 3 3 AMEA AR R, “ BOs H R A2 a3 0 3 Uk - -1 FRoR
JLZE DT A < FEOGE 0 PR A B 1 i O g < AR O IF BRL” (A8 48 ) 50 3R JL S A R DU A i 000 2 % - ik
PV (ZETH AR A 2R EARFEAAE ) 5 1 s L2 AT I A JEHEO0 3 PR 72 Sy Jim 0 ) < FEORE IR AL (22
W) o EbRGE” PR B AR A A 0 5 SR s - 1 o L EE AT i < A Yok AR B TS D Y
Utk (ZEIR) 50 FoR JLEEAE TIN5 AL RE < AR BOEE” (FERM AR EORFEAE) 51 RoR L
AT A« Bote e 28 S e i i HE Mot R (R4 ) o X 2H AR Ve B T s i, O T S A
SIHTENTRSE R RAT7E 222 A R T A TF Logistic MIHALAY DU T T3X 3 g IE h
| FEHER . B ¥ Logistic [FIHFRI AT T HA KRR .
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P(y,=ml x) = A(7, —xB) = A(7,_, —x8)

X, P(y, =ml x,) &5 i SRR E AR F AR ETEME(-1.0.1) HESR,
A(.) FIR Logistic 4340 B BT 0 A1 bR », W3 i S AE B HAS B[ 55 7, WA T Logistic [R1H A K By
{5 (CHE A 3 AMERT, BRI 2 ANWHE) 5 B BT R Ml R B i, S Fa il SERERLN
BN EZITA T Logistic BIEBAYES ] T “ B fdtfii 1175 (Robust Estimator) ™ £ 5 [0 5 R B AR E DR,
W AN R, FROTIEIRTEA T Logistic [H1 AR (A58 LIS | R (8 45 i i e, 3T
TR IR AR AR I < Y30 PR %5 ( Average Marginal Effect) ” Ri338 8 57 JLE 53R &4 57 JL
ISR,

5 #R
51 HAREXRANOZEMASEFIFME

1M THFSREAR IR SR, R 1 B AP L B L T B, LE L HAER N
8.689 % I EE N SECH 5.0901 A P SL S IHIRECH 0.874 N FEA LA 197 A A 7%
CHFRAR BB 28.9%) . 2018 4F NI EEUR A 434 F: 306 N (44.9%) #£ 3000 JC K DL F, 147 A
(21.6%) 4 3001 ~4000 JG,74 A (10.9%) 4 4001 ~ 5000 JG,3X 3 4L & HHRFEAR B K ZH(77.4%) ,
WA S5 R I R B A 10001 JT K& DA B (3530 A, 7 4.4%)  BEARHLEACE 2 88 80N
8.796 4F , BESE V-2 32 BB K 9.006 4,

R1 HRBERHHBBMERITER

Table 1  Descriptive Statistics of the Study Sample

il N et (% ) ¥ A AR E

THsa

Fx4 8 338 49.6

LI E 343 50.4

WA RILE B 681 100.0
DE

B 329 48.3

4 3% 352 51.7
FH#(F) 8.689 0.471
ARIAHAR FH 5.091 1.215
U 5 JiL ek 0.874 0.897
kA F 4

-3 197 28.9

% 484 71.1
2018 SF A RN ()

3000 Z A F 306 44.9

3001 ~4000 147 21.6

4001 ~ 5000 74 10.9

5001 ~ 6000 56 8.2

6001 ~7000 24 3.5

7001 ~ 8000 13 1.9

8001 ~9000 12 1.8

9001 ~ 10000 19 2.8

10001 Z VA £ 30 4.4
S HE R 8.796 2.191
TR FH 9.006 2.409

FTH R R R PRI A AR RARIE AL R AT A —F 7 R B P R R 6 BB AT
B, B L EAMTARRR L1,
ELCFR AR ILERE S — R TIR(2018 59 A 7 B ) BFeg SRS,
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5.2 BFILERAMESITSHT

2 MET SETILEALNTErR, Bk TR ,36.4% 1) )L AE 2018 4E A 5 A BF BFE o H:
HA— (37 < s i) A 36 E — R, 1R 0 L B B 5 A A B i AN A Bl H Hp — {0 AR T E — i (35.8% )
30.5% 1) )L AL 3% 2018 4FAE VR FHEL AN 76 2 N TAE | 21.3% 19 JL# A2 3% 2018 4FAE Bk 16 44 4 T4
12.7% W JLEE R 25 2018 4E7E7E FHE AR VE & N TAE, 10.9% i JL#E )25 2018 476 B VG & 78 TAE
HRAEACHE 2 TAE L5 4325, 2018 4F 9.4% A JL A HE DR AR TE 72 PH EL AN T 4 9 T4, 8.2% ) L
SCRERCGREARTERE VY B S TAE . 2018 4F 4 5.6% 1 )L 5 A B RCE s — L AE T E—d2 0 M,
10.3% 4G —E 1 NH 5.0 46— 2 MH 4. 5% 45— 3~3.5 H ,1.3% 15 FE— i
4N H 3% ETEE—ES N, 4.0%EmFE—E 6 ™A A 32.1% ) LE 5 A B XCE s H i —
PG 6 AN H B AT, ARG X SeE AR, 0T LAAG S i B B B SE L3 5 e KA R 17.6% ~
36.4% 2 8], ELARNRUL, X EARFR A T X TR SFJLEM 3 B 3. (1) Az e L& “2018
AW 5 A BERGE B H A — 7 A TE A — 7 He e AR, B ST L A REAS BB 36.4% ;5 (2) #%
“CHARR GRS H P A — 6 N A R UL R A B LE S REA B 32.1%;
(3) ¥ —Fl L ™ & B 8 X, BP“ACBERCE AR AE Ve BH B A TAE” 1158, B S LB 5 FEAS S 80
17.6% . L 3R%55 —Fhoe SCEC A 3T ©L A SCHR R B A FH B Ak 3577k 5 SCor M iR R e S,

x2 BAXRBTILENHERESRITER
Table 2 Descriptive Statistics about the Left-Behind Children

Rl N et (%)

T 2018 5 if & E R R K

R HFF R T — 1 433 63.6
AR B AP AL S HF A — 4 244 35.8

A 2 0.3

F18ER 2 0.3
R 2018 5 3 B TAEHL &,

ZIaE A 297 43.6

% A EShEk B 5 A 208 30.5

% 7 5 4 145 21.3

Ri& A 31 4.6
3% 2018 F £ & TAEH &

AR 424 62.6

%R B IR0 E A 86 12.7

% 75 5 4k 74 10.9
RiE A 93 13.7
R B AR E K

IR AR A % (BB SN B K A 64 9.4
I3 AR AE R B S 56 8.2
AT 561 82.4

2018 F T HEXBFFRELF—1=
AELE—FWGE(A)

0 38 5.6
1 70 10.3
2 34 5.0
3 30 4.4
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g2
xE N et (%)
3.5 1 0.1
4 1.3
5 1.3
6 27 4.0
6.5 1 0.1
7 2 0.3
8 11 1.6
9 8 1.2
10 30 4.4
11 10 1.5
12 400 58.8
2018 T 09 L& E4E0b
TR 665 97.7
R 14 2.1
FEH FAR 2 0.3
ARYE 3 AR ST 08 FILE A
X —
BFILE 248 36.4
FEBFILE 433 63.6
L=
BFILE 218 32.1
FEBFILE 462 67.9
=
BFILE 120 17.6
FEBFILE 561 82.4

EATHAMZ 2018 FETFTEXFFRA T AT LRI
M(A) X—FRX T AFRERAE P RAFAKXFM, ERFILEG R
KRB (HFHEA), BREBFKABORER A I ERKA
BT3SARANERKEATT 6.54MA,
53 BFIIESEETFILEEHSEENIMEEHITATHLLENES
RIMETHESFILE SIS LEAE SLA F1 CCC 25 A8 5 ALY 2 57, & T 4L g5 5.
(1) AU EE R, F LR T B~ LE SRR SP LB E E i 225 i TI0F 5l Hh e
HEFZIR A U2 2 0 2 )2 Ui RS 1 4 M, R P AR RO, BRI T T4 R P o3t i — i, LR
FALEDR R R L, (2) 2R a5 AL, X 245 5ok A BENLALN LAY (X SLA“ it Bk & Al
CCC &5 AR T 43HT ) A ¥ Logistic AR (XF SLA“HOIF "« HERBEE” A1 PRI R 1 " 45 JAR
HIYSHT) o RGN TR SRR, FEE 6 A JLEJE T Y [ E ROV 2 (AR Rz ik
AT A —Be VG 10 PR AR 2R IAE Lo 2R IA N B BEL 2018 A FKEEIA ) Fl 6
A2 T [ N T (A4 2018 AF2E AR FLRE 15 100 44 4 25 A7 i i 5 550 AR 34 1 80 i A=
e g L B B AR TR S5 200 L) | = 9 Ll B R HRS5 sl BL DL E B T EOm L) . 248 55 Ar
[ A ] T SRR I FE IR, ST a5 R L3R 3 feJm —4 B SPLEE MIH REG A X R A
SR E TN g R,
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3 BIFIESEBETFILEESLAMCCCERTELITUNER . NEESEZTEFMER
Table 3  Differences on the SLA/CCC Changes between the Left-behind Children and Other Children
Results of the Bivariate and Multivariate Analyses

ZINAARAE A BFILEEL EFEFILETH “GFILE )2

e W E A N e £ 30 AR
SLA M#& %
ikt 2R + 2.115 1.717 0.189
PR + 1.821 1.603 0.080
T + 1.982 1.693 0.136
LS 3 + 2.193 1.903 0.152
A& + 0.867 0.935 -0.151
SLA #3t)2 B
V131i373 - -0.009 0.002 0.012
HFR - -0.078 -0.138 0.281
#AET - -0.119 -0.078 -0.091
R - -0.055 -0.056 0.138
A E - -0.170 -0.089 -0.178
SLA B ARk &
Wik R + 0.183 0.162 0.026
R + 0.060 0.063 -0.003
AT + 0.041 0.037 0.034
R + 0.206 0.123 0.304"
# k& + 0.092 0.093 -0.073
SLA & & =l 5
ikt R + 0.142 0.134 0.070
HFIR + -0.005 0.067 -0.717"
kT + 0.087 0.060 0.191
TR + 0.023 0.093 -0.393 "
W& + 0.083 0.086 -0.026
CCC ihFmdE P + 4.450 1.950 1.762™
CCC BB % + 0.537 0.821 -0.157
CCC Mm% BT 2 WM—U B hy s + 0.202 0.294 -0.090
CCC B2 BT 2 M—H ik + 0.326 0.458 -0.028
(;f;#xﬁ%&‘i}i%féﬁ]—%'ri%iﬁzié\ 0.009 0,069 _0.038
CCC #2542 + 1.817 1.408 0.017
CCC AL + 1.913 1.177 0.080
CCC AL RN T ER—BRMAL LM + 0.963 0.616 0.011
CCC AL AT ERN—IEEFE + 0.950 0.562 0.081
CCC ATR% 2 Eayit som - -0.252 -0.756 0.205

E O A p AEARE T AT, " p<0.05, " p<0.01, Q“GFILE WP AKEFMARABELS LT HHER.
T SLA“FABFER 7 A CCCERE T, w07 A3 b AL B AR E H/F 3], 5T SLA“E T2 B “ B AREE " fo“ e K
BETERE S, W2 R BAF Logistic B )R fE F AT,

T B S 2= S 0 1 (B SR SR AR b B P LE R T 245 TR P LE) , JA 1R+
AR T R BBURAE A AR D5 17, IR AR AR T 1 D EAE, B B ST LB AR P E” KT
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“HEB~FILEZAR A" R B P LEME L TAER P LE, iz m A fifE, B
“EASFILEAMLIEIE” AN T < AE BB SE LB AR b B-F (8, 3R B <7 L E A ot T3k 8 <7 L
i, [AIEE AR R R 1 IR AR A T 8 i R R R S LB A B LR B
SPILEELS,

AT e o636 3 B T4 SR . 18 30 45 AR i (4945 20 Al JLEE (A SLA 45
AF AN 10 A BE AR ZOB AL Y CCC S5 48 &) AR I, 17 SRR b R B <r LR
TR RSP LB, A 13 Nz, Al B s iR v o b, AT JC IR A B <7 LB AE A &
F RN TR AT b AR B S LA AR TR 2 5 T E A R,

PRk, AR 3 PR a5 R . IR AR S es, o T AR “ L IR AU A —Bk
P97 35 H A sg i, AT T 30 AR T R AR T S R A S LI 1Y 38 BRI, BT
AR AR IZRON AN B Ge it X R BT LAE LR B4, FRATT T LA O s HEBR T T
s B <P L AR B P LS I Ar (k28 ) 5L R A2 < LR AT T A —BRVE” THE 6,

2T BRI 5, 7 30 MR AR B, R 4 AN BEAGIFE S R ENE,
Hoh PSR SF LR L AR B 57 L EE S (“SLA HARRE—F&" f“CCC NMBER ) it
FARAFILFEAY AL AR B <7 LEE 25 (“SLA PRI I —H 180 A SLA JRIR [RI —F47 )

HR HAY 26 MERAF R ARAWAILENZF A G E XL ERBEE, X 26
AEERAF AR b A 14 AR B B SF LB AR B AR B SF LB LA 12 N R B ST LE
AT DL LLAE B S LB 22, LA SLA ffRRRZRR—RbE Bk R 1], DR Ry < S IR 1 F A A8 AL T 1] SR 1E
B (+) B BspJLE IE R AE” W2 B8 (0.189) , T LA BA Sy LB 1Y 22 Ak e AR B ~p LB 2247,
FELL“CCC ABRIEFR LAtk o, R oA« LB RRE B A A8 AL T 1) A (e (- ) H ¢ B sF JL#E”
A R B M IE(E (0.205) , Ir AR SF LB AR (L L AR B s LB 2% X B FRATTZ4R IR 1,
12 AR B SFLE AL AR B P L 2 10 AR B2 . “ SLA ff BE Rk R— 24 8 “ SLA Bxt I
PRl — Rkt R ™ “ SLA SO PR —402# 2R “ SLA B IH PR—F 487 “ SLA H bRk —40# R " “SLA H AR
WRE—F 72" “ SLA PSR [al W —H 447 « CCC BUBHEZ ™ « CCC BURH% 37 JE 7 2 —PH i B
PE” “ CCC BB Z BT N —HOPE” “ CCC MU 2 FE F i N— Bk i 54L& XS0 7 fn“ cce A BR
KR L HHESET

PR, BA G R E B B 22 5, “ CCC VAR P B A8 i 1 R BRI, 7 ot PR R s
MR, P LE AR A B E AR AR RSP LI B B 1,762 AN HUE

B, N TR A 3 N A S E L E B E 225 (“SLA HfriE—F%&" “SLA
SR Iml  —HF DR R SLA PRSIl B —/F 48 ), FoATT St — 203380 1 P4 L B A T i) 22 AL A 232
X 3 AR A AT Logistic MIARAEL XHEA AR S LR X« CCCINAE T EE” i REAIR], AR
T A AR AR L2 4

BAS T A A2 A BER /R 7E < SLA HAR I E—&" b FEAR T A JLE A 7.1% 1 7T GE1E T
I A e e P 7 R S I 0« T v BIVAS IR A 70.6% 14 ] B8 7E BT -5 5 I b AR k< A s
PR ENFEAR PR AR REASAE s 22.3% A4 AT REE M EITIN A < Bt vk AR Sk S A < AR e vk B AR
U “SLA PR3 M —452= PR R SLA PR3 [l —2F48  opoxt Ay N7 A8 AR (9 g BE W] “ SLA. H A%
WE—TRE",

XFF“SLA HinE—T8&", B JLE AR B Sp JLEAE AR IR, B ARG I i« SR B v A8 24 5 il
()« Sea P MORESRE B AR 1.9 AN E 2005 B S LEE AR B ~F JLEE AR g, RIDMCHITI f9 « Mo eh vk 48 Ry I
g AE e v AR - 5.2 AN E A B LB AR B s L EEAE RS BRI 5 5 I A ik
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B ARUGEAE” AOHER b K 3.3 N0 BRI, 7R SLA BARBEE—F&” I, B SrLE M AL fL
PAR B <P LSS
F4 BFILESEBTILELSLA BHREE—FE”“SLA REEN—HFR”
M“SLA RIREN—FE" EUME LHER

Table 4  Differences on the Change Probabilities of “SLA Goal Formulation” and
“SLA Response Decision” between the Left-behind Children and Other Children

JRET ) 64 F s A A TRUED = AHT ] Y 2
RN =R NG R & Yl Bt ol | o C A NN N R & Y A
SLA B ARi% %
A
A 0.071 0.706 0.223
BFILEREGFTILE -0.019 -0.033* 0.052"
SLA 2 & =
R
B A 0.044 0.868 0.088
BFILFRIEGFILE 0.033 0.017 -0.050"
A
B A 0.138 0.654 0.208
BFILEFREGFILE 0.048* 0.012* -0.059 **

E O A T A A Logistic BNARER &L AH R FHATEE FixtH, QAN RSB R
FrAILE TR o A, @7 p<0.05, ™ p<0.01,

XFF“SLA Peif [ml R —HeF R B 57 L3E LR B P LB AR AR IR MR & 3.3 A 408 BSF L
# AR RSP LA A I AR A 5 AN B s S LE AR B P LB AR R B 1.7 AN E 4
ML RAIUE 7 SLA PSR [l —HeAiit b S LE R AR B ST LEE 2%

XFF“SLA Yo [mh — P4 8P LT AR B P LA IR AR L 4.8 N E 40 BsFLE
oAl B P LA ARG RS AR 5.9 AN 20l B SP L AR B S LR AN MR B 1.2 N E 5
o BVERUL, 7R SLA PUR M N — " I B S LE R AL AR B SF L 2

25 L BTk % SLA Fl CCC F i 497284k B g i 3 22 B, B3 <7 JL 38 5k B8 ~7 LB AH L, PR 38 41
& R & REW AR F R EA SR X B E SRRk, B R i S P A48 B | 5 P
Aot B EEN AR, TR R SELE S TAER S LE N LS e, HA N, ZIK5E
THESC LM M, B SFILEA T 9 Mt B T ARk B 22 FAER ~FLE (5 i f SLA 2558484k
) 45%) : “ SLA fRRRER R —HT 24" “ SLA B A P —JRabE R ™ “ SLA SO0 R —H02# 21 “ SLA ot I
H—48 " “SLA HFREE—402= R “SLA HARR E —Hi 2457 “ SLA PR3 [l —50 4 IR " “ SLA Yok
0] ) —AF48 7 1 SLA PR I N —fr 24 i . ZWSSiTE B, M sr LA 5 ek tafs
AR B2 FAER SFILE (TR CCC S50 50% ) < “ CCC AUSRIEZ ™ “ CCC AU 332 5 1
HRN—I B T« CCC BUREE 32 JE T i R—FO6 M “ CCC MU 2 JE T i N—Ra ki 51t &
XFAL” 4 CCC APRE R L RHETE”

6 Zit5itie

AL 25 BN T AL BE LA ASWF 58 A S B <F LR HAE B3 8 ) L3 A 38 7™ 8 1) G T ) 8, T
PAFRATIRF A SC—FF A4 H A 55— TRl (B <1 L B8 S 15 FU IR 83 <P LB A7 16 O 24k 205 1800 T A9 £ i
[MJE9) 5T 2, IR MEAT o Al e i e 8 o B AT 2 X LB WS AR A Bn
B <F L FE AR B S LB AFAEAT AT BT e it B s 38 i G 0 X ), B A TR AT TR A SCHR 1 56 — A
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()R (B ~F LB AR AT N A B R SR B S LB B Ge i A B 35 X ) 25 7 1
M1, AL 25 SN TS, 7 R O B E 3 7m 1 SRR B, WA SO GTERY 8 ~10 2 BirBe, JLEE AR
SUINTAS R ke B A R S B A 2 sl e PR A7 O 9 2 B, R R SRR L AR AR I, 7E X%
SEAFE IS BOR W B PR T 0 AR O B RE L, FRATT AT ST 00 SO B ~1 LB v S0 R R sl e L 1R Wl B
A ORI, BN AT UEE R W B <1 L SRR AE R S A&

2018 44—~ FIHAR A A5 Y SCEAE ML) R il SCE LR R BT 4H 42 6100 75 B <1 )L
FIAER R T ) BOPREF ANH B, SCRE—IFHIR R0 « 458 S0  F 0 A1~ HS - X 2
AT KA @, Wi & AT HE IR S0 B ILE, SR E, FA %L 6100 J1 #
SPILEERYRINE AT SCREEEE 1 P Arls " A B 25 Al 123 e il B BE AR Al AT TR AR BT il 7 ik
AR AN B i ) rP = [ 2 220 T 220, A A TR R T, 0 DR S o g R 2t i i A A AR R A 2
(TR AR, 2018) o FRATTAZHE , 3K A S SRR ) | FRATT IR B3 % B <7 L2 56 0
HISLY BB WA 2 BN OCTE B S LR — S SRR (AR 4R 19 B s L8 5 I 40 ok
Sl RBCAMIE WA, EEERINE AR B sr LB 5 407 Z Bk, AR AT A A B
TR R Z R, AU XA A T 2 SR )

B S L JE P AR B — AN EOREAR , AT T B BRI 6 AR B S 4% T AR, R Z AT Z A
J19) S TP XA I WFFE . AW BA S IEPORHE R B <y L3 — € AR By LA 2R R
I AN AT Sy A AR AR B0 T 4 TR (ELX T F AN TR G 2R RN A, [R5 R 2, 76 B
S LB MRS 1 D7 TR (R R 25 RS2 AN TR el R AN R B~y L e i 44 4k
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