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[Abstract]
hind children(LLBC) and their relationships in rural areas of China. Methods: A sample of 460 schoolchildren including
321 LBC, 71 non—LBC and 68 ever—LLBC completed the Family Assessment Device(FAD), Brief Self—control Scale and Ex-
ternal Problem Behavior Questionnaire. Results: (DLBC and ever— LBC groups had significantly lower famlily roles and

Objective: To examine the characteristics of family function, self-control and problem behavior of lefi-be-

general function, Communication ability and affective responsiveness than non—LBC. LBC group had more severe Problem
behavior than ever—LBC group. @ Affective responsiveness, behavior control, general function and self—control of children
in mother—migrant family were significantly higher than those of parents—migrant family, and general function and self-con-
trol of children in father—migrant family were also significantly higher that those in parents—migrant family. ) Controlling
for gender and type of LBC, behavior control had a indirect influence through self—control on the problem behavior. Conclu-
sion: Parents(or one of parents) migration may weaken the family function of LBC, and self-control of LBC can mediate the
effects of behavior control on external problem behavior.
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