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[Abstract] Objective To understand the relationship of attachments to parents and peers with resilience among the left—
behind junior middle school students, so as to provide references for implementation of targeted psychological intervention and
improvement of their mental health. Methods A total of 842 junior middle school students from two middle schools in a county of
Mianyang city were selected by cluster random sampling, including 292 (34. 68%) lefi—behind students and 550 (65.32%) non—lefi—
behind students. All the selected students were assessed by self-made questionnaire, Inventory of Parent and Peer Attachment
(IPPA) and Resilience Scale (RS) , and the correlation between TPPA and RS scores was analyzed. Results (D Score of the
alienation dimension of father attachment subscale in left—behind group was higher than that of non—left=behind group (P<0.01). Of
all boy students, the alienation dimension score of father attachment subscale and communication score of peers attachment subscale
in left—behind group were higher than those in non-left—behind group (P<0.05 or 0. 01). Of all girl students, alienation dimension
score of father attachment subscale in left—behind group was higher than that of non-left-behind group (P<0.05) , and trust
dimension score of father attachment subscale, trust and communication of peers attachment subscale were lower than those of
non-left-behind group (P<0.05). @There was no significant difference in RS score between left-behind group and non-lefi-behind
group (P>0.05). ®In left—behind group, each subscale and each dimension scores of IPPA were positively correlated with RS score
except the alienation dimension of parents attachment subscale (r=0.261~0.494, P<0.01). In non-left-behind group, each
subscale and each dimension scores of IPPA were positively correlated with RS score (7=0.123~0. 583, P<0.01). Conclusion
Attachment and security problems are common among left=behind junior high school students, especially among left—behind girls.
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