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The influence of peer relationship on adolescent students’ Psychological Security

Suyue

(Shaanxi Xi’an Foreign Studies University 710000 )

Abstract: Peer period is a key development environment for adolescent students. In the communication and interaction

with peers, students acquire a large number of attitudes,

experiences, behaviors and skills, which will affect students’

lifelong adaptation. Adolescent students are in an important critical period of physical and mental development

Psychological security is a good, stable and continuous psychological experience that students feel in the process of

school environment, family relations and social communication. Through the summary, theory, concept definition,

characteristics and influencing factors of adolescent students’ psychological security, it not only expands the

theoretical basis of adolescent students’ psychological security, enriches the empirical research of psychological

security, but also provides specific reference guidance and suggestions for adolescent students’ mental health education.

In view of this, this study intends to use a questionnaire to explore the relationship between adolescent students

peer relationship and students’ psychological security
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