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Relationship between home-returning migrant children’s peer attachment
and school adjustment: Based on 2625 questionnaires
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(a.School of Education; b. Study Base of Reform and Development for Rural Education, Hunan University of Science

and Technology, Xiangtan 411201, China)

Abstract: We surveyed 1060 home-returning migrant children and 1565 non-home-returning migrant children’ peer

attachment and school adjustment with Peer Attachment Subscale and School Behavior Subscale. Results: (a)Home-

returning migrant children’s peer trust, peer communication and school adjustment were significantly lower than that of

non-home-returning migrant children, the peer alienation of home-returning migrant children was higher than that of

non-home-returning migrant children.(b)Home-returning migrant children’ peer trust, peer communication proved to be

significantly positive correlation with their school adjustment, while home-returning migrant children’s peer alienation

was significantly negative correlation with their school adjustment.(c)When gender and grades were left out, the study

found that home-returning migrant children’ attachment could significantly predict their school adjustment. The study

shows that the home-returning migrant children’s peer attachment is closely related to their school adjustment.
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