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Abstract

This cross-sectional descriptive study aimed at examining the correlation of self-
esteem, depression and parenting styles, with sociometric status among middle
adolescence. The sample included 1,215 students who were studying at Matthayom 2 and 3
(14.1 years) in 6 schools in Bangkok. The data collection was done by questionnaire. The
analytical statistic was used to study the factors associated with the sociometric status, e.g.
ANOVA and Chi-Square Test.

The findings showed that the admired with high perceived popularity students
achieved higher scores in Rosenberg Self-Esteem Scale (Thai version) than the rejected with
low perceived popularity students at a statistically significant level (p < .001)and achieved
low scores in Center for Epidemiologic Studies-Depression Scale (Thai version) at a
statistically significant level (p < .05). Most high perceived popularity students had been
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reared by the optimal bonding style (33.3%), while most low perceived popularity students
had been reared by the affectionless control style (40.3%). Which had been reared

differently at a significance level in Parental Bonding Instrument (Thai version) (p < .05).
Keywords Sociometric status, Self-esteem, Parenting styles
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Rejected with low 4p(25.2) 32(201) s8(428) 19(119) Total 599 (49.4) 613 (50.6)
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Ufduiusiugngs Selianuideslesiusuuuuniadesquuuguagdumsfinuadel msedinisuans
ausn anueitaldnen Suilsaslalenalianlatdassluniaduiivesdiesegranunzay
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Ufduiusiugn Sefaududnunirvasismaidssguuuguatoilaldi osnweusfaumiaiiuua
liresnouauewonuFaINITveNsn (Baurrind, 1971) wendnilflediaszhiaeisnsiangs
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AULDY wﬂmaﬂimumﬂaama linduw@gylannisuen fimunJungAnssudlaimuzas U
nginssufinnnuarinninadefewitfanssutungudfiou (Dishion et al, 1991)usnainil
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