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Emotional and behavioral problems of rural left-behind children:
The average tendency and individual differences
LI Zhi-hua®, YIN Xia-yun?, ZHU Cui-ying"

(1.Orient Science &Technology College, Hunan agricultural university, Changsha 410128, China; 2.School of Education,
Hunan University of Science and Technology, Xiangtan 411201, China)

Abstract: The questionnaires investigating 2218 rural left-behind children's emotional and behavioral problems showed
that: the indicators of left-behind children in emotional and behavioral problems were significantly higher than that of
non left-behind children, and the prosocial behavior was significantly lower than that of the non left-behind children.
Further analysis found that emotional problems of left-behind girls was significantly higher than that of left-behind boys,
and the conduct problems of the left-behind boys significantly higher than that of left-behind girls. Moreover, the students
in grade three of primary school were significantly higher than other grade in the difficult index of each factor score.
Using the latent class analysis method, this paper found obvious group characteristics in the left-behind children's
emotional and behavioral problems and divided them into five groups, such as emotional- note difficult categories, peer
exchanges difficult categories, attention disorders categories and good adapt categories. According to this conclusion, we
should create excellent campus culture to care for children left in rural areas and strengthen mental health education
rather than put the left-behind children as a "problem child" group as a whole.
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