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Totally 953 immigrant children and urban children aged 9 — 17 years were selected in
this research. Emotion regulation strategies questionnaire and feeling of inferiority scale
were used in team text. The children were investigated by propensity score matching
( PSM) . 225 immigrant children match with 225 urban children by nearest neighbor 1: 1.
The emotion regulation strategies and inferiority were analyzed and compared by variance
analysis and regression analysis. Results  On the inferiority complex there was a
significant difference between Immigrant children and urban children( ¢ =2.143 P <
0.05 ¢ =0.25). In the emotion regulation strategies the difference between immigrant
children and urban children on dimensions of P-vent( t =2. 155 P <0.05 d =0.20) N-
attention( ¢ =2.060 P <0.05 d =0.20) P-reasons(t=2.069 P<0.05 d=0.21)
and N-reasons( ¢ =2.248 P <0.05 d =0.21) were significant. The variance analysis
indicates that the P<eaction of urban childrens emotion regulation had a significant effect
on the main effect of inferiority F(1 10) =2.223 P=0.019 5’ =0.129  and the N-
reaction had a significant effect on the main effect of inferiority F( 1 17) =2.321 P =
0.005 7> =0.227 . Regression analysis shows that there was a positive correlation
between N-attention N-vent N-reaction N-reasons P-neglect P-restrain P-reaction
and inferiority complex of the immigrant children and urban children ( 8 =0. 148 - 0. 435
P < 0.05). Step wise regression analysis showed that on the basis of specific
accommodation mode there was a positive correlation between N-attention N-vent and
inferiority complex of the immigrant children( explain the variation rate 21.4%) . There
was a positive correlation between N-attention N-vent and inferiority complex of the urban
children and there was a negative correlation between P-attention and inferiority complex
of the urban children ( explain the variation rate 26.3%) . On the basis of reason and
reaction adjustment there was a positive correlation between N—eaction N-reason and
inferiority complex of the immigrant children( explain the variation rate 13.0%) . There
was a positive correlation between N-reaction P-reaction and inferiority complex of the
urban children( explain the variation rate 15. 0%) . Conclusion The results show that the
emotional regulation strategies of immigrant children tend to use reason adjustment ( or
neglect attention) and the urban children tend to use the reaction adjustment.

Key words: immigrant children emotion regulation strategies inferiority complex
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Table 1 Compare means and standard deviation of contextual variables between immigrant
children and urban children before match( x +s)
PSM PSM
(n=728) (n=225) l P (n=225) (n=225) i P
6.33£1.558 6.49+1.433 -1.491 0.154 6.660+1.582 6.490+1.433 1.187 0.236
1.500 £0.500 1.540£0.500 -0.882 0.378 1.550+0.499 1.540+0.500 0.189 0.850
12.64 £1.698 13.12£1.707 -3.735<0.001 12.970 +1.638 13.120 £1.707 -0.986 0.324
0.300 £0.457 0.490 £0.501 -5.554 <0.001 0.530 +£0.500 0.490 +0.501 0.848 0.397
1.670 £1. 117 2.040 £1.364 -4.093 <0.001 1.930+1.292 2.040 +1.364 -0.852 0.395
2.200 £0.791 2.260+0.776 -0.884 0.377 2.360+0.834 2.260+0.776 1.346 0.179
1.990 +£0. 882 1.940 +0. 846 0.763 0.446 2.100 +0.845 1.940+0.846 1.952 0.052
2.2 PSM P- “N-
P- N- (P<
2 0.05) -
(P <0.05):
2 N
Table 2 Compare means and standard deviation of emotion regulation strategies and inferiority
complex between immigrant children and urban children( x +s)
(n=225) (n=225) [ P
pP- 4.100 £1. 518 3.900 +1.542 1.414 0. 158
pP- 6.410 £1.535 6. 190 +1.737 1.419 0. 157
P- 3.390 £ 1.495 3.500 £1.470 -0.75 0.453
P- 5.530 +1.562 5.190 £1.763 2. 155 0.032
N- 10.490 +£2. 482 10. 18 +2. 686 1.255 0.210
N- 8.250 +2. 587 7.740 £2. 647 2. 060 0. 040
N- 9.770 £2.729 9.760 £2.786 0.039 0. 969
N- 7.120 £2. 621 7.000 +2.472 0. 475 0. 635
P- 10. 508 +2. 066 10. 084 +£2.269 2. 069 0.039
P- 8.918 £2. 1237 8.684 +2.116 1. 168 0.243
N- 18.739 +3. 688 17.924 +£3. 989 2.248 0.025
N- 16. 889 +3.964 16. 764 +3. 605 0.348 0.728
90. 390 +20. 642 85.330 +£20. 348 2.143 0.030

P-

P-

0.434; F(1 15) =1.239 P =0.249

F(1 19) =1.027 P=

F(2 52) =1.113 P =0.305 ;

N-

N-

F(1 29) =1.060 P =
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(110) =2.223 P =0.019 5> =0.129 18.6% vs. 16.4%) N- 7.1%
F(2 52) =1.113 P =0.350 ; vs.7.3%)
N- o
F(119) =1.655 P =0.057 P- ( 1.8% ws.
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3
Table 3 Regression analysis on emotion regulation strategies and inferiority
complex between immigrant children and urban children( n =225)
B t P B R R
pP- 0. 148 2.234 0. 026 1.983 0.022 0.018
pP- -0.131 -1.969 0. 049 -1.732 0.017 0.013
P- 0. 186 2.834 0. 005 2.538 0.035 0.030
N- 0.435 7.220 <0.001 3.424 0. 189 0. 186
N- 0.364 5.828 <0.001 2.823 0.132 0.128
pP- 0. 206 3.148 0.002 1.976 0.043 0.038
N- 0. 347 5.530 <0.001 1.783 0.121 0.117
N- 0. 355 4.270 <0.001 1.517 0.076 0.071
P- 0.234 3.597 <0.001 3.135 0.055 0.051
pP- -0.098 -1.470 0.143 -1. 164 0.010 0. 005
p- 0.334 5.286 <0.001 4. 685 0. 111 0. 107
N- 0.410 6.708 <0.001 3.196 0. 168 0. 164
N- 0.379 6. 120 <0.001 3. 166 0. 144 0. 140
P- 0.288 4.484 <0.001 2. 806 0. 083 0.079
N- 0.374 6. 026 <0.001 2.143 0. 140 0. 136
N- 0.333 4.331 <0.001 1.442 0.078 0.073
N P-
26.3% .
o M2 P-
M1 P- P- N- <N-
P- P- P- N- N- “N- o
“N- N- N-
o 4 13.0%;
N- WN- N- P-
21. 4% N- 15.0%

N- P-
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Table 4 Multiple stepwise regression analysis on emotion regulation strategies and inferiority complex
between immigrant children and urban children( n =225)
B t P R’ R F P
M1 0.221 0.214 31.428 <0.001
N- 0.339 5.021 <0.001
N- 0.201 2.981 0.003
M2 0.138 0.130 17.734 <0.001
N- 0.280 4.001 <0.001
N- 0. 147 2.101 0.037
M1 0.276 0.263 21.015 <0.001
N- 0.267 3.884 <0.001
N- 0.207 3.096 0.002
P- 0.229 3.866 <0.001
P- -0.121 -2.072 0.039
M2 0.157 0.150 20.745 <0.001
N- 0.370 4.438 <0.001
pP- 0.148 2.142 0.033
N- P-
3 o
PSM
P- WN- P- N-
( )
( )
9
( )
( ) o P-
N- o 0
( N- 18.6% uvs. 16.4% o
P- 1.3% vs. 0.5%) ;
( N- 12. 8% ws. o
14.0% ; P— 3.0% vs. 10.7% ;
P- 3.8% vs. 7.9%) o o
N- “N- N- N-
N- “N- N- N-
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