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Abstract

This study investigated children's friendship factors such as number of friends, friendship quality, and friends'
characteristics as a function of children's sociometric status. The concordance between children's and their
friends'perceptions of friendship quality was examined. Subjects were fifth grade students recruited from two public
schools. The peer nomination index assessed peer rejection and acceptance. Positive and negative nominations as
well as social preference identified children into rejected and popular groups. Children who nominated each other
on their list of friends were considered mutual friends. Children reported the quality of their friendships using the
friendship quality scale. The results showed that rejected children had fewer mutual friends compared to popular
children. Rejected children as well as their friends perceived their friendships less positively. Moreover, rejected
children’s perception showed lower correlations with their friends'perceptions than popular children's perceptions.
Furthermore, rejected children were similar with friends in respect to peer rejection level. It was concluded that
rejected children's problems in their peer group and dyadic friendships may mutually influence each other. The
findings from this study highlight the need for future research on friendship quality and psychosocial adjustment
for rejected children.
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Bukowski, 1998). Hartup (1996) oFs7] ZI5-bA|o ¥hd2] 82 4= Sk, g 7]7} =W ZItAtolof| A A= o) 7t A7t
oo AeAom A QleliA 2t ef 2 FARL & M stk Aol 58] FasiAH ot v AE A
ofrel ZtkA A W o) E4E SR Atd A el itk 21 2ke) x| eef] Wil 2 A e 2
S AijksEoTt, AT THH 08 FAsto] vHlugh . IS ofslishs Tt ofu et A 0] R RS Holg=
ol ofshi Z7F glis obsol ARshs AR g2 o] WhHo W2 ARk Tl A o] W AT ARG oA o] EAIE
|5k o, 2571 Qs o5 o] gt ‘ioéfﬂ‘:}(f’arker & Asher, 1993). o]2fgt U&= okg-2] 4le]
Yoltk(Laursen et al., 2007) A A= AR ASate wadol] ok ek 2t Ao gt A
53] 9171 gl Q= obsE= & Pthladd &  2H9] YAET) & ofF-& W obsa Hlusto] Koprha|gte]
Troop—Gordon, 2003), ZGtAE= ®ef| 7)E3] wsjatie] of  Awr) =11 BAsE0] 4250] Woltk(Hiatt et al,, 2015). ¥t
= HodllE = e, Bl 159 melf ofso] A ARR]A Holl 2kt ZtkA] Aol thgt AR e okg-e- tholakA|
71e0] B0 EHEoA AEEA] ESHARE AUk Zt7E 7[sso] BEshaLl Ztee] Ao Akge] EAE Holck(Parker &

Q= oL &3] o] s w7} Wt Choi & Doh, 2000).  Asher, 1993).
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of =2 11 U P52 UAAFHRubin et al., 2004),
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ATAEE F o(homophﬂy) LelE 7122 shgel §
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off Al XA F 0“451‘3}# EOL‘:}(HEHTUP 1996). oFs2 A
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Table 1. Number of Friends for Rejected and Popular Children (V(%))

Number of friend

1 2
Social status 3
Rejected group (1=67) 43(64.2) 16(239) 7(104) 1(15)
Popular group (7=107) 9(84) 13(12.1) 29(27.1) 56(52.3)

Table 2. Self-rated Friendship Quality for Rejected and Popular Children

. Rejected group Popular group
Social status

(n=67) (n=107) t
Friendship quality M (SD) M (SD)
Support 2818(731)  3.166(647) -3.167
Intimacy 2.462 (.790) 2965(840)  -3.965
Validation 3.160 (.807) 3.686(443)  -4.804"
Companionship 2.114 (952) 1.866 (.874) 1.727
Emotional stability 2.722 (.899) 3.198 (751)  -1.871
Satisfaction 3.375 (.646) 3678 (449)  -2.174
Conflict 1.791 (.601) 1.584 (.716) 1.455
Rivalry 1.763 (.853) 1.874 (.867) -.565
'p<.05, p<.01, " p<.001
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Table 3. Friend-rated Friendship Quality for Rejected and Popular Children

. Rejected group Popular group
Social status

(n=67) (n=107) t
Friendship quality M (SD) M (SD)
Support 2826(759)  3.290(600)  -2.741
Intimacy 2402 (845)  3.135(815)  -3.768"
Validation 2488(700)  2.841(733) -2.118
Companionship 3.443 (.621) 3.686(467)  -2.068
Emotional stability 3.000 (.665) 3.288(619)  -1982
Satisfaction 3.636 (.467) 3.706 (.402) -.653
Conflict 1934(627)  1673(677) 1770
Rivalry 2144 (665)  1.835(854)  1.894
'p<.05, p<.01, p<.001

Table 4. Correlations between the Self-rated and Friend-rated Friendship Quality
for Rejected Children (V=67)

Friendship quality r
Support 567"
Intimacy 225
Validation -.027
Companionship 287
Emotional stability 243
Satisfaction -.083
Conflict 537"
Rivalry 280

“p<.001

3}= Table 33} T}, Table 3& Wl 2737 4] 5199 5
w8 AUzt oAl Exof W A QP AolA = ek Alo]
off frejulet Ape]7F vebde), Q17loks2] Z=te} wlaste] 75

o=0] = w88 ¢l Wy AWzl o]
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[e}Ke]
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Table 5. Correlations between among the Self-rated and Friend-rated Friendship
Quality for Popular Children (V=107)

Friendship quality r
Support 442"
Intimacy 622"
Validation 309"
Companionship 482"
Emotional stability 468"
Satisfaction 335"
Conflict 389"
Rivalry -.123

“p<01, " p<.001

Table 6. Peer Acceptance and Rejection of Friends for Rejected and Popular Children

Friends of Friends of
Social status  rejected group popular group
Variable (n=67) (n=107)
M (SD) M (SD)
Peer acceptance 938 (1.510) 797 (.890) 432
Peer rejection -365 (1,431) -1987 (3.452) 3532

“n<.01
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Ak ds-& AR W o= s d5lal(Brendgen, Little,
& Krappmann, 2000), 22} $7] J5dh= ]7J°] ko,
A 2] thgtol] helskel I3}(Lo211flsf01fd et al., 2006). o]
ot S48 aefeE o Afekso] e 7&‘?:_]03 PEXH:LO]"}

B AE A ol - e e lrse
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