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Abstract: The purpose of this study was to clarify the relationship between elementary school students’ self-perceptions of their
social status in the classroom and their self-perceptions of their social status at home. 377 subjects from elementary schools in
Beijing. The results of data analysis showed that elementary school students’ family affection status had a positive effect on their
camaraderie status in the classroom, family nonacceptance status had a positive effect on their isolation status in the classroom, and

family requited status had a positive effect on their acceptance status in the classroom. This provides a theoretical basis for future

teachers in classroom management.
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