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[ Abstract)

sent children’ s loneliness was mediated by extroversion and self—esteem. Methods: Scales measuring Family atmosphere,

Objective: To investigate whether the relationship of cold—and—cheerless family atmosphere with Parent—ab-

Loneliness, Extroversion and Self—esteem were administered 2 times to 207 children in rural areas over a 2.5-year period.
Results: (DPretest family atmosphere could positively predict both pretest and posttest loneliness in Parent—absent—chil-
dren. @Pretest extroversion and self-esteem jointly partially mediated the prediction of pretest family atmosphere to pretest
loneliness, and posttest extroversion and self-esteem partially co-mediated the effect of pretest family atmosphere on post-
test loneliness. Conclusion: The cold—and—cheerless family atmosphere in rural Parent—absent children has synchronous
and diachronic predictive effect on the loneliness, which was mediated by extroversion and self—esteem.
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