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DIFFERENCES BY SEX, AGE AND GRADE IN SOCIALIZATION IN CHILDREN

Liliana Margarita Meza Cueto 1 ; Rubiela de la Concepción Godin Díaz 1 ; Maria Laura Vergara Álvarez 2  

ABSTRACT
This study aimed to establish the differences in the socialization profile according to sex, age and school grade in school 
children in the municipality of Sincelejo, Colombia. A quantitative research was carried out with a non-experimental 
cross-sectional research design, and with a descriptive-comparative scope. The sample was made up of 101 children 
aged between 6 and 14.  The instrument used was the BAS 1 socialization battery. The results obtained showed that 
there are differences between men and women in the dimensions of social sensitivity, respect - self-control and 
aggressiveness - stubbornness. In terms of school grade, there are differences between groups in the dimensions of 
leadership, social sensitivity, joviality, aggressiveness- stubbornness and apathy-withdrawal. The study reiterates the 
need to address the socialization process of children under a differential approach, promoting pedagogical-educational 
strategies that enable their treatment.
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Diferenças por sexo, idade e nível escolar na socialização de crianças
RESUMO

Este estudo teve como objetivo estabelecer as diferenças no perfil de socialização de acordo com o sexo, idade e nível 
escolar de crianças em idade escolar no município de Sincelejo, Colômbia. Foi realizada uma investigação quantitativa 
com um desenho de investigação transversal não experimental, e com um âmbito descritivo-comparativo. A amostra 
consistiu em 101 crianças com idades compreendidas entre os 6 e 14 anos.  O instrumento utilizado foi a bateria de 
socialização BAS 1. Os resultados obtidos mostraram que existem diferenças entre homens e mulheres nas dimensões de 
sensibilidade social, respeito - auto-controlo e agressividade - teimosia. Em termos de nível escolar, existem diferenças 
entre grupos nas dimensões de liderança, sensibilidade social, jovialidade, agressividade - firmeza e apatia - retenção. 
O estudo reitera a necessidade de abordar o processo de socialização das crianças sob uma abordagem diferencial, 
promovendo estratégias pedagógico-educativas que permitam o seu tratamento.
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Diferencias por sexo, edad y grado escolar en la socialización en niños
RESUMEN

El presente estudio tuvo como objetivo establecer las diferencias en el perfil de socialización según sexo, edad y grado 
escolar en niños escolares del municipio de Sincelejo, Colombia. Se realizó una investigación cuantitativa con diseño 
de investigación no experimental de corte transversal, y con alcance descriptivo- comparativo. La muestra estuvo 
constituida por 101 niños con edades entre 6 y 14 años.  El instrumento aplicado fue la batería de socialización BAS 1. En 
los resultados obtenidos se evidenció que existen diferencias entre hombres y mujeres en las dimensiones sensibilidad 
social, respeto - autocontrol y agresividad - terquedad. En cuanto al grado escolar, existen diferencias entre grupos 
en las dimensiones liderazgo, sensibilidad social, jovialidad, agresividad-terquedad y apatía-retraimiento. A partir 
del estudio se reitera la necesidad de abordar el proceso de socialización de los niños bajo un enfoque diferencial, 
promoviendo estrategias pedagógico-didácticas que posibiliten su tratamiento.

Palabras clave: Niñez, socialización, características sociodemográficas 

1 Corporación Universitaria del Caribe- CECAR. Sincelejo - Colombia;   liliana.mezac@cecar.edu.co; rubiela.godin@cecar.edu.co
2 Universidad Nacional Abierta y a Distancia-UNA. - Bogotá - Colômbia; maria.vergaraa@cecar.edu.co

PAPER

DOI: http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1590/2175-35392021221217

Localizador - e221217

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0860-7512
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-5465 -7281
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9600-2956
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/2175-35392021208740


2Psicologia Escolar e Educacional. 2021, v. 25

INTRODUCTION
The human being is a social being by nature; various 

studies from anthropology, sociology and psychology 
coincide with this statement, although they differ in 
terms of their motives, theoretical explanations or 
causes. Since its inception, man has lived in a complex 
social network that depends to some extent on the 
culture and environment in which he is immersed, 
where socialization constitutes a fundamental process 
to enable him to develop as an autonomous being, 
independent and capable of adjusting correctly to the 
social rules in which it operates (Quesada, 2014).

However, the difficulties in this social reality arise 
when in the interactions the child is subjected to lack 
of filial networks, neglect, mistreatment, loneliness, 
abuse, indifference or exclusion. In these cases, not 
only the personal image deteriorates, but also the self-
concept, self-esteem and the idea of ​​family, society 
and community, causing negative feelings in the infant, 
internalizing or externalizing symptoms, which can 
lead to completely change the trajectory of his/her 
development. life (Mieles & García, 2010).

In the school setting, children may encounter 
difficulties that hinder the learning process. These 
problems could be due to multiple factors and are 
manifested mainly in cognitive, instrumental and 
curricular aspects, in addition they are usually related 
to problems of self-concept, personality and sociability, 
and can appear throughout the life cycle (Santiuste & 
González-Pérez, 2005). Education and socialization are 
inseparable, since both variables imply the absolute 
need and capacity within the learning process, just as 
education is a reality of all times that is part of a social 
fact and that together with society creates being social; 
the new man who lives with others and in groups, for 
this reason “education is the socialization of the new 
generation” (Durkheim, 1975).

A longitudinal study using sociometric interviews 
and teacher’s reports showed that peer rejection is 
associated with an increase in aggressive behavior 
in children (Dodge et al., 2003). Buckley, Winkel, and 
Leary (2004) showed that rejection or bullying behavior 
by peers evokes negative emotional feelings, such as 
anger and sadness, in children, which in turn can lead 
to aggressive, withdrawn or even apathetic behavior. 
(Buckley et al., 2004).

It is important to highlight that children who are of 
school age from the beginning face social judgments 
by their peers that imply acceptance or rejection at 
the social level (Coie, Dodge, & Coppotelli, 1982). It 
is very important to take into account the hypothesis 
of social belonging (Baumeister & Leary, 1995), where 
the acceptance that children receive from their 
peers is important for their development and for the 
conformation of the socialization profile. When infants 

experience negative social situations at an early age it 
has a great impact on mental health, stress levels and 
the way they solve problems in everyday life (Lereya, 
Copeland, Costello & Wolke, 2015; Newman, Holder & 
Delville 2011).

In Colombia, one in every five children who is 
studying primary school has been the victim of bullying 
in one of its different manifestations, a situation that 
is worrying because this problem represents a greater 
boom in regions that have been hit by violence and 
armed conflict. This taking into account that the figures 
for school violence that occur in Colombia surpass 
those evidenced in Latin America and in world averages 
(Chaux, 2003).

In the city of Sincelejo, it is recorded that, in a 
population of children and young people between the 
sixth and eleventh grade, 50.85% of the children have 
suffered insults by their peers in the school environment, 
68.07% have been ridiculed in the classroom and 
29.42% of the studied population has suffered physical 
aggression by their peers in the school classroom 
(Clareth et al., 2015). In this sense, an investigation 
carried out by Herrera-Lozano, Vergara-Álvarez and 
Meza-Cueto (2018) with Sincelejo schoolchildren, 
estimated that 89% of elementary school students 
have been recognized as victims of attacks by their 
classmates. In addition, 81% of school-age children 
have been generators of aggressive behaviors at school, 
16% ignored by their peers and 2.2% rejected. These 
circumstances are part of the reality that exists within 
educational institutions and that causes multiple effects 
on a personal and social level in this population (Ayala-
Carrillo, 2015), both in early ages and in adulthood 
(UNESCO, 2017).

     The foregoing allows us to realize that externalizing 
manifestations represent a very popular problem 
and that it constitutes a threat to the correct social 
adaptation of children to different contexts and 
therefore to the socialization process (Chen, Chen, 
Wang, & Liu, 2002; Murray-Close & Ostrov, 2009; 
Valles & Knutson, 2008; Yu, Shi, Huang, & Wang, 
2006). However, in some situations socialization is also 
strengthened through its facilitating scales such as 
leadership, joviality, social sensitivity and respect-self-
control (Silva & Martorell, 2010).

Differences in the socialization of children according 
to sex, age and school grade

Various studies have found differences between men 
and women in some dimensions of their socialization. 
A study carried out by Retuerto (2004), showed when 
studying a significant sample of Spanish adolescents, 
that women presented higher levels of empathic 
concern than men; similarly, differences were found in 
age, indicating that the older the age, the greater the 
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empathy. However, Silva and Martorell (2010) found 
in their study that in samples of Andalusian, Canarian 
and Valencian children there were no differences in 
the socialization scales according to age or school 
grade, however, they argue that these data arise from 
a transactional method with limitations so they should 
not be taken in an evolutionary way.

For their part, Romero, Cuevas, Parra and Sierra 
(2018) in their research with Colombian children, 
concluded that men present higher levels of victimization 
and aggressiveness compared to women. This same 
finding has been obtained in other studies carried 
out in various contexts (Redondo and Guevara, 2012; 
Martinez, Rojas, Duque, Tovar, & Klevens, 2008; Muñoz, 
Jimenez, & Moreno, 2008; Castro & Gaviria, 2006; Chen 
and cols, 2002; Cerezo, 2001; Kochanska, Murray, & 
Coy, 1997).

Other research suggests differences in school groups 
according to their learning condition. Herrera-Lozano et 
al. (2018) found when studying prosocial behaviors in 
Sincelejo children, that groups made up of children with 
learning difficulties are often victimized, rejected and 
ignored by their peers. This finding has been proven in 
previous studies (García, Sureda, & Monjas, 2008), so 
that the scientific literature supports that these types 
of students are generally separated and excluded from 
peer activities and lose the possibility of being immersed 
in the social learning (García, Martín, Monjas, & Sanchiz, 
2014).

Considering the above, the present study aimed 
to address the differences according to sex, age and 
school grade in elementary school children in Sincelejo 
Colombia, in their socialization profile from facilitating 
dimensions such as social sensitivity, respect-self-
control, leadership and joviality, and disturbing as 
aggressiveness-stubbornness, anxiety-shyness and 
apathy-withdrawal. Regarding school grade, these 
dimensions will also be studied considering in a 
special way a group made up of children with learning 
difficulties.

The relevance of this research lies in the need for an 
approach under a differential approach that will allow 
the establishment of adequate educational measures 
that enhance the socialization process in children during 
their first school years (Garaigordobil & Aliri, 2013). This, 
considering that all the dimensions positively associated 
with socialization, support mental health in age and 
strengthen prosocial behaviors that strongly enhance 
social ties (Auné, Blum, Abal, Lozzia, & Horacio, 2014).

METHOD

Design and participants
The present study was of a quantitative approach, 

with a non-experimental cross-sectional design and a 
descriptive-comparative scope (Hernández, Fernández, 

& Baptista, 2014). Through an intentional sampling, 
101 students who were in the first and second grade of 
elementary school at the La Peñata Rural Educational 
Institution in Sincelejo, Colombia were selected.

This sample, 56.4% were male and 43.6% female, 
and their age  ranged between 6 and 14 years, where 
69.3% were between 6 and 8 years old, 19.9% ​​between 
9 and 11 years old and 11% between 12 and 14 years 
old. Regarding school grade, 46.6% of this population 
sample was in the first grade of elementary school and 
their age ranges were between 6 and 8 years old, 40.6% 
were in second grade and had age ranges between 9 and 
13 years old and 16.8% belonged to the GEMPA group 
(Group of students enrolled with learning disabilities), 
who were also in second grade and had an age range 
between 9 and 14 years.

Instruments
The instrument used was the BAS 1 Socialization 

battery (Silva & Martorell, 2010) applied to teachers, 
who reported the social behaviors of students in the 
school context. The instrument obtained internal 
consistency through Cronbach’s alpha of 0.91, allowing 
the determination of the socialization profile in children 
from the facilitating and positive scales defined below:

• Social sensitivity: It is related to the concern, 
empathy and consideration of the individual 
towards other people

• Joviality: represents an element within extraversion 
and has a connotation in relation to correct 
socialization, good spirits, optimism, vital joy and 
a cordial attitude.

• Respect-self-control: it is related to the observance 
of regulations of social order and rules, which 
facilitate coexistence and respect among peers.

• Leadership: Skills that allow children to influence 
their peers to lead them to achieve shared goals.

In addition, the following dimensions of inhibitory 
or disturbing aspects:

• Anxiety-shyness: it is related to the presence 
of anxiety, shyness, nervousness, shame and 
shyness in the establishment of interpersonal 
relationships.

•  Aggression-stubbornness: It refers to tax, negative 
and antisocial behaviors, in addition to showing 
disobedience and poor compliance with school 
and social standards.

• Apathy-withdrawal: It has to do with social 
withdrawal, introversion and in terms of cases 
evidenced in social behaviors with isolation
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RESULTS
The data analysis was carried out through SPSS 

software. 24, by means of an analysis of variance to 
determine the presence of statistically significant 
differences among the scales of the socialization profile 
and sex, age and school grade.

The results visible in table 1 show differences 
between boys and girls in terms of the social sensitivity 
dimension, finding a higher mean in female subjects (F = 
7.993, p = 0.006), which indicates that girls would show 
greater concern, empathy and consideration for other 
people. Another dimension that shows a high variation 
according to sex is respect-self-control (F = 16,253, p = 
0.000), finding that girls would have greater compliance 
with social order norms and rules, which would facilitate 
their coexistence and a healthy peer relationship. 
Regarding the disturbing scales, significant differences 
were found between sex and the disturbing scale of 
socialization, aggressiveness-stubbornness (F = 7.993, 
p = 0.006), being the children who obtained a higher 
mean in this dimension presenting negative behaviors 
of the type tax and antisocial, as well as disobedience 
and poor compliance with school and social rules.

Finally, no significant differences were obtained 
between sex and the leadership, joviality, apathy-
withdrawal and anxiety-shyness scales.

As shown in Table 2, second-grade students obtained 
higher levels on the facilitating leadership scales (F = 
13.409, p = 0.000), social sensitivity (F = 32.371, p = 
0.000) and joviality (F = 25.443, p = 0.000). This last scale 
indicates that second grade children show indicators 
of extraversion, correct socialization, good spirits, 
optimism, vital joy and a cordial attitude.

However, differences are also observed between 
school grade and the disturbing aggressiveness-
stubbornness scale (F = 5.025, p = 0.008), with second 
grade children being the ones who could present more 

aggressive behaviors.
When comparing the socialization profile of children 

in the GEMPA group with the other groups, it was 
observed that there are significant differences in the 
apathy-withdrawal scale (F = 3.147, p = 0.047), finding 
introversion and social isolation behaviors.

Finally, no differences were found in the respect-
self-control and anxiety-shyness scales according to 
school grade. In this sense, there are no differences 
in the socialization profile of the children according to 
their age.

DISCUSSION
The present study aimed to determine the existence 

of significant differences in the socialization profile 
of schoolchildren according to sex, age and school 
grade. The results showed differences between men 
and women regarding the social sensitivity dimension, 
indicating that the latter are more empathetic, 
considerate and concerned about others, a finding 
that is consistent with previous studies (Rivera, Arratia, 
Zamorano, & Narváez, 2011; Bindu & Thomas, 2006; 
Goldenberg, Matheson, & Mantler, 2006; Austin, Evans, 
Goldwater, & Potter, 2005; Baron-Cohen, 2005; Van 
Rooy, Alonso, & Viswesvaran, 2005; Harrod & Scheer, 
2005; Brackett, Mayer , & Warner, 2004; Carvajal, 
Miranda, Martinac, García, & Cumsille, 2004; Pandey & 
Tripathi, 2004; Retuerto, 2004; Silveri, Tzilos, Pimentel, 
& Yurgelun-Todd, 2004; Mestre et al., 2004, 2002 , 
2001). These differences have been explained by some 
biological theories that suggest an innate tendency in 
women to be empathetic, nurturing, and prosocial from 
an early age (Zahn-Waxler, Radke-Yarrow, Wagner, & 
Chapman, 1992).

In another sense, it is evidenced that women 
obtained a higher mean in respect-self-control compared 
to men, which indicates that they are more receptive 
to social rules and demonstrate greater self-control, a 

Table 1. Analysis of variance between the dimensions of the socialization profile and sex.

N Mean Typical deviation F Sig.

Social sensitivity

Men 57 31,40 7,849

7,993 ,006Women 44 34,66 7,304

Total 101 32,82 7,750

Respect-self-control

Men 57 40,02 8,560

16,622 ,000Women 44 47,11 8,819

Total 101 43,11 9,326

Aggressiveness-stubbornness

Men 57 33,72 13,505

7,993 ,006Women 44 27,02 9,123

Total 101 30,80 12,209
Source: Made by the authors.
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result consistent with other studies in which female sex 
showed greater inhibitory control and complacency in 
the face of authority figures (Etxebarría, Apodaca, Eceiza, 
Fuentes, & Ortiz, 2003; Cowan & Avants, 1988). Also, 
differences were found between men and women with 
respect to the aggressiveness-stubbornness scale, being 
male subjects who demonstrate more taxing, antisocial 
and avoidance behaviors, as found in previous studies 
(Redondo and Guevara, 2012; Martinez, Rojas, Duque, 
Tovar & Klevens, 2008; Muñoz, Jimenez & Moreno, 
2008; Castro & Gaviria, 2005; Chen et al., 2002; Cerezo, 
2001; Kochanska, Murray, & Coy, 1997), and according 
to some theories for hormonal changes in men, which 
can generate increased aggressiveness and irritability, 
inhibiting the tendency to be prosocial(Connolly, Paikoff, 
& Buchanan, 1966; Petersen, 1987). Other theories 
explain these differences from cultural patterns and 
upbringing guidelines, since boys are encouraged to 

competitive-aggressive behavior and girls are taught to 
be reserved in their opinions and inhibit their desires, 
internalizing prosocial cognitive structures (Eisenberg & 
Fabes, 1998; Mirón, Otero, & Luengo, 1989).

However, as with previous findings, no differences 
were found between men and women in the scales of 
leadership, joviality and apathy-withdrawal (Molina, 
Samper, & Mayoral, 2013; Coronel, Levin, & Mejain, 
2011; Contini, Coronel , Levin, & Hormigo, 2010; Silva & 
Martorell, 2001; Sánchez & González, 1998). Regarding 
the anxiety-shyness scale, no differences were found 
according to sex, which is consistent with some previous 
studies (Monjas, 2014), but differs from other studies 
in which it has been found that women present higher 
levels of anxiety than men (Coronel, Levin &, Mejain, 
2011; Contini, Coronel, Levin, & Hormigo, 2010; 
Silva & Martorell, 2001). This discrepancy in results 
suggests continuing to study these differences in more 

Table 2. Analysis of variance between socialization profile and school grade.

N Mean Typical deviation F Sig.

Leadership

1st grade 43 38,74 10,351

13,409 ,000
2nd grade 41 47,44 11,718

GEMPA 17 33,29 6,430

Total 101 41,36 11,649

Joviality

1st grade 43 37,05 5,984

25,443 ,000
2nd grade 41 42,90 6,324

Jenga 17 31,24 4,535

Total 101 38,45 7,221

Social Sensitivity

1st grade 43 29,58 6,839

32,371 ,000
2nd grade 41 38,61 5,239

GEMPA 17 27,06 5,889

Total 101 32,82 7,750

Aggressiveness-stubbornness

1st grade 43 30,93 12,372

5,025 ,008
2nd grade 41 33,85 13,051

GEMPA 17 23,12 4,167

Total 101 30,80 12,209

Table 3. Variance analysis of socialization profile in children with and without learning difficulties.

N Mean Typical deviation F Sig.

Apathy-withdrawal

1st grade 43 23,84 8,917

3,147 ,047
2nd grade 41 24,51 6,193

GEMPA group 17 30,88 18,034

Total 101 25,30 10,356
Source: Made by the authors.
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representative samples and from different contexts.
On the other hand, the results indicate differences 

between school grades, since the second grade 
of elementary school obtained higher means of 
leadership, joviality and social sensitivity than the first 
grade. This finding is contrary to what was found in 
a research carried out by Silva and Martorell (2010), 
where statistically significant differences were not 
shown among school grades, however, they consider 
approaching these results with caution.

The differences between first and second grade 
children in some dimensions that facilitate socialization 
could be explained from the adaptation and transition 
process in which the first group finds itself. According 
to Coulon (1990), when children go from initial 
education to primary education, an affiliation process 
must occur which implies their insertion into the new 
context and mastery of the institutional language, this 
being a guarantor of evolutionary success. However, 
studies show that in a significant sample of first-grade 
children the affiliation processes are not achieved 
even throughout the school year, which is why this 
group tends to present difficulties in their emotional 
and behavioral development, which is evidenced in 
their relationship with the school and with their peers 
(León, 2011). Some studies conclude that, during the 
first grade of primary school, schoolchildren could 
experience high levels of stress which would generate 
alterations in their behavior specifically in relation to 
aggressiveness and frustration (Loredo, Mejía, Jiménez, 
& Matus, 2009), so this would be an interesting topic to 
continue investigating.

However, it is also found that second grade 
children obtained a higher average of aggressiveness-
stubbornness compared to first grade, a finding that 
differs from other studies (Silva & Martorell, 2010), 
which suggests continuing to address this problem in 
more representative samples, considering different 
socioeconomic levels and contextual characteristics, 
also studying variables such as personality, family, 
motivation and cognitive, volitional and affective 
elements (Garaigordobil, 2014; Marín, 2009; Vásquez, 
2017).

It is striking that the second grade obtained the 
highest average in aggressiveness-stubbornness, 
but also in leadership, joviality and social sensitivity. 
Consistent with this, some studies have shown that 
bullies obtain high scores in leadership, also showing 
high self-esteem, assertiveness and empathy, which 
allows them to have control and dominance over the 
weakest (Cerezo, 2001). Regarding the presence of social 
sensitivity and aggressiveness in the same population 
group, the result goes in the opposite direction of 
other investigations in which it is indicated that to be 
prosocial inhibits aggressiveness, therefore it would be a 

protective factor against it. (Mestre et al. 2006; Mestre, 
Frías, & Samper, 2004; Mestre, Frías, Samper & Nácher, 
2003; Loudin, Loukas, & Robinson, 2003; Broidy et al., 
2003; Mestre, Samper, & Frías, 2002 ; Sobral, Romero, 
Luengo, & Marzoa, 2000). However, a study carried 
out by Herrera-Lozano, Vergara-Álvarez and Meza-
Cueto (2018) in Sincelejano children, showed hybrid 
profiles of aggressiveness-prosocial behavior, showing 
that the scores of both variables are not inversely 
proportional. An explanation attributed to this finding 
could be the presence of the so-called instrumental 
aggressiveness, which is reflected through behaviors 
of social competence and leadership (Oliver, Bautista, 
Galiana, Descalzo, Terreros, & Bustos, 2015), however, 
this issue it should be addressed in depth in subsequent 
studies.

Another result of the study shows differences 
between school grades in the apathy-withdrawal 
dimension among school grades, where the GEMPA 
group obtained the highest mean. This finding is 
consistent with that obtained by another study carried 
out with the same population group, in which these 
children obtained high levels of victimization, with a 
higher number of students rejected and ignored by 
their peers (Herrera-Lozano, Vergara-Álvarez & Meza 
-Cueto, 2018). This confirms what has been found in 
previous research, which indicates that children with 
learning difficulties and lagging behind due to the need 
for educational support, tend to feel rejected, excluded 
and victimized by their peers, in addition to perceiving 
themselves as less competent than they are leads to 
demonstrating isolation and withdrawal behaviors 
(Monjas, Martin-Antón, García-Bacete, & Sanchiz, 2014; 
Frostad & Pijl, 2007; Norwich & Kelly, 2004).

Various studies show that children with learning 
difficulties have a negative image of themselves 
compared to their peers, which makes them perceive 
themselves less socially competent and show disinterest 
in the social approval of their peers (Vaughn, Elbaum, 
Schumm, & Hughes , 1998; Haager & Vaughn, 1995; 
Kloomok & Cosden, 1994; Licht & Dweck, 1984). 
Considering this, in future studies, self-esteem and self-
concept could be addressed as variables associated with 
apathy or withdrawal behaviors in groups with similar 
characteristics.

Finally, the present study did not show differences 
in the socialization profile according to age, which is 
consistent with previous studies (Silva & Martorell, 
2010). However, other studies should be carried out 
with different age groups and in different evolutionary 
stages, also with more representative samples.

FINAL CONCLUSIONS AND CONSIDERATIONS
The present study found significant differences 

between boys and girls in their socialization profile 
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specifically in relation to the dimensions of social 
sensitivity, respect-self-control, and aggressiveness-
stubbornness. In addition, differences were found 
among school grades in the scales of leadership, 
joviality, social sensitivity, aggressiveness-stubbornness 
and apathy-withdrawal, but no differences were found 
according to age. From the analysis of the results, the 
continuity of studies in the same line is suggested, 
which consider more representative samples, in 
diverse contexts and possibly associated variables 
such as personality, cultural characteristics, and family 
dynamics, structure and functioning. In addition, it is 
suggested to continue researching the socialization 
profile of children with learning difficulties, addressing 
possibly related variables such as self-esteem and self-
concept. Finally, this study highlights its contribution 
to the knowledge of the socio-emotional processes 
that underlie the teaching-learning process, so that 
differential aspects of the socialization of children 
are considered for the establishment of pedagogical-
didactic strategies that promote social skills in the 
school context.

REFERENCES 
Auné, S.; Blum, D.; Abal, J.; Lozzia, G.; Horacio, F. (2014). 

La conducta prosocial: estado actual de investigación. 
Perspectivas en Psicología, 11(2), 21-33. 

Austin, E. J.; Evans, P.; Goldwater, R.; Potter, V. (2005). A 
preliminary study of emotional intelligence, empathy 
and exam performance in first year medical students. 
Personality and Individual Differences, 39, 1395-1405. 
doi:10.1016/j.paid.2005.04.014

Ayala-Carrillo, M. R. (2015). Violencia escolar: un problema 
complejo. Ra Ximhai, 11(4). Rescatado de: http://www.
redalyc.org/html/461/46142596036/

Baron-Cohen, S. (2005). La gran diferencia: Cómo son 
realmente los cerebros de hombres y mujeres. Barcelona: 
Amat.

Baumeister, R. F.; Leary, M. R. (1995). The need to belong: 
Desire for interpersonal attachments as a fundamental 
human motivation. Psychological Bulletin, 117(3), 497-529. 
doi:10.1037/0033-2909.117.3.497

Bindu, P.; Thomas, I. (2006). Gender differences in Emotional 
Intelligence. Psychological Studies, 51(4), 261-268.

Brackett, M. A.; Mayer, J. D.; Warner, R. M (2004). Emotional 
intelligence and its relation to everyday behaviour. 
Personality and Individual Differences 36, 1387–1402. 
doi:10.1016/S0191-8869(03)00236-8

Broidy LM.; Nagin, D.S.; Tremblay, R.E.; Bates, J.E.; Brame, 
B.; Dodge K.A.; Fergusson, D.; Horwood, J.L.; Loeber, R.; 
Laird, R.; Lynam, D.R.; Moffitt, T.E.; Pettit, G.S.; Vitaro 
F. (2003). Developmental trajectories of childhood 
disruptive behaviors and adolescent delinquency: a six-
site, cross-national study. Dev Psychol, 39(2), 222-45. doi: 
10.1037//0012-1649.39.2.222.

Buckley, K. E.; Winkel, R. E.; Leary, M. R. (2004). Reactions to 
acceptance and rejection: Effects of level and sequence 
of relational evaluation.  Journal of Experimental 
Social Psychology,  40(1), 14-28. doi:10.1016/S0022-
1031(03)00064-7

Carvajal, A.; Miranda, C.; Martinac, T.; García,C.;  Cumsille, F. 
(2004). Análisis del nivel de empatía en un curso de quinto 
año de medicina, a través de una escala validada para este 
efecto. Rev Hosp Clin Univ Chile, 15, 302-306.

Castro, B.; Gaviria, M. (2005). Clima escolar y comportamientos 
psicosociales en niños. Rev Fac Nac Salud Pública, 23(2), 
59-69.

Cerezo, F. (2001). Variables de personalidad asociadas en la 
dinámica bullying (agresores versus víctimas) en niños y 
niñas de 10 a 15 años. Anales de Psicología, 17 (1),37-43.1

Chaux, E. (2003). Agresión reactiva, agresión instrumental y el 
ciclo de la violencia. Revista de estudios sociales, 15, 47-58.

Chen, X.; Chen, H.; Wang, L.; Liu, M. (2002). Noncompliance 
and child-rearing attitudes as predictors of aggressive 
behaviour: A longitudinal study in chinese children. 
International Journal of Behavioral Development, 26(3), 
225-233. doi:10.1080/01650250143000012

Clareth, A.; Mendoza, L.; Gomez, C.; Urzola, H.; Córdoba, P. 
(2015). Caracterización del fenómeno del Bullying desde 
la perspectiva de la víctima, victimario y testigo. Cultura 
Educación y Sociedad, 6(2), 91-106

Coie,  J .  D. ;  Dodge,  K.  A. ;  Coppotel l i ,  H.  (1982). 
Dimensions and types of social status: A cross-age 
perspective. Developmental Psychology, 18(4), 557-570. 
doi:10.1037/0012-1649.18.4.557

Connolly, S. D.; Paikoff, R.; Buchanan, C. M. (1996). Puberty: 
the interplay of biological and psychosocial processes in 
adolescence. En G. R. Adams y R. Montemayor (Eds.), 
Psychosocial development during adolescence. Thousand 
Oaks: Sage.

Contini, N.; Coronel, C.; Levin, M.; Hormigo, K. (2010). Las 
habilidades sociales en contextos de pobreza. Un estudio 
preliminar con adolescentes de la Provincia de Tucumán. 
Perspectivas en Psicología, 7, 112 – 120.

Coronel, C.; Levin, M, & Mejail, S (2011). Las habilidades 
sociales en adolescentes tempranos de diferentes 
contextos socioeconómicos. Electronic Journal of Research 
in Educational Psychology, 9(1), 241-261.

Coulon, A. (1990). Le métier d étudiant. Approches 
ethnothologique et institutionnelles del entre dans la vie 
universitaire. Thèse doctoral d état. Université de Paris VIII.

Cowan, G.; Avants, S. K. (1988). Children’s influence strategies: 
Structure, sex differences, and bilateral mother-child 
influence. Child Development, 59, 1303-1313.

Dodge, K. A.; Lansford, J. E.; Burks, V. S.; Bates, J. E.; Pettit, 
G. S.; Fontaine, R.; Price, J. M. (2003). Peer rejection and 
social information-processing factors in the development 
of aggressive behavior problems in children.  Child 
Development,  74(2), 374-393. doi:10.1111/1467-
8624.7402004

http://www.redalyc.org/html/461/46142596036/
http://www.redalyc.org/html/461/46142596036/


8Psicologia Escolar e Educacional. 2021, v. 25

Durkheim, E. (1975). Educacion y sociología. Ediciones 
Península Barcelona.

Eisenberg, N.; Fabes, R. A. (1998). Prosocial development. 
En W. Damon (Series Ed.), N. Eisenberg (Volumen Ed.). 
Handbook of child psychology: Social, Emotinal, and 
personality development (5a ed, vol. 3, pp. 701-778). 
Nueva York: Wiley.

Etxebarría, I.; Apodaca, P.; Eceiza, A.; Fuentes, M. J.; Ortiz, 
M. J. (2003). Diferencias de género en emociones y en 
conducta social en la edad escolar. Infancia y Aprendizaje, 
26 (2), 147-161.

Frostad, P.; Pijl, S. J. (2007). Does being friendly help in making 
friends? The relation between the social position and social 
skills of pupils with special needs in mainstream education. 
European Journal of Special Needs Education, 22(1), 15-30.

Garaigordobil, M. (2014). Conducta prosocial: el papel de la 
cultura, la familia, la escuela y la personalidad. Revista 
Mexicana de investigación en Psicología, 6(2), 146-157

Garaigordobil, M.; Aliri, J. (2013). Ciberacoso (“Cyberbullying”) 
en el País Vasco: diferencias de sexo en víctimas, agresores 
y observadores. Psicología Conductual, 21(3), 461-474. 
Recuperado: http://Search.Proquest.Com/ Docview/147
6261032?Accountid=44394

García, F. J.; Martín, L. J.; Monjas, M. I; Sanchiz, M. L. (2014). 
Rechazo y victimización al alumnado con necesidad 
de apoyo educativo en primero de primaria. Anales de 
psicología, 30(2), 499-511. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.6018/
analesps.30.2.158211

García, F. J.; Sureda, I.; Monjas, I. (2008). Distribución 
sociométrica en las aulas de chicos y chicas a lo 
largo de la escolaridad. Revista de Psicología Social: 
International Journal of Social Psychology, 23(1), 63-74. 
doi: 10.1174/021347408783399480

Goldenberg, I.; Matheson, K.; Mantler, J. (2006). The 
Assessment of Emotional Intelligence: A Comparison of 
Performance-Based and Self-Report Methodologies, Journal 
of Personality Assessment, 86(1), 33-45. doi:10.1207/
s15327752jpa8601_05

Haager, D.; Vaughn, S. (1995). Parent, teacher, peer, and self-
reports of the social competence of students with learning 
disabilities. Journal of Learning Disabilities, 28, 215-231.

Harrod, N. R.; Scheer, S. D. (2005). An exploration of adolescent 
emotional intelligence in relation to demographic 
characteristics. Adolescence, 40, 503-512.

Hernández, R.; Fernández, C.; Baptista, P. (2014). Metodología 
de la investigación (6a. ed.). México: McGraw-Hill 
Education. 

Herrera-Lozano J.-S., Vergara-Álvarez M.-L. y Meza-Cueto 
L.-M. 2018. Conductas y experiencias sociales en clase 
de niños escolarizados en el municipio de Sincelejo, 
Colombia. Búsqueda, 5 (21), 212-230. DOI:https://doi.
org/10.21892/01239813.423.

Kloomok, S.; Cosden, M. (1994). Self-concept in children 
with learning disabilities: The relationship between global 
self-concept, academic «discounting», nonacademic self-

concept, and perceived social support. Learning Disability 
Quarterly, 17, 140-153.

Kochanska, G., Murray, K. Y Coy, K. C. (1997). Inhibitory control 
as a contributor to conscience in childhood: from toddler to 
early school age. Child Development, 68, 263-277. http://
dx.doi.org/10.2307/1131849

León, Z. (2011). La transición entre la educación inicial y la 
escuela primaria en Venezuela. Revista de Investigación, 
35(72), 189-203. Recuperado de http://www.scielo.
org.ve/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid=S1010-
29142011000100011&lng=es&tlng=es. 

Lereya, S. T.; Copeland, W. E.; Costello, E. J.; Wolke, D. 
(2015). Adult mental health consequences of peer 
bullying and maltreatment in childhood: Two cohorts 
in two countries.  The Lancet Psychiatry,  2(6), 524-531. 
doi:10.1016/S2215-0366(15)00165-0

Licht, B. G.; Dweck, C. S. (1984). Determinants of academic 
achievement: The interaction of children’s achievement 
orientations and skill area. Developmental Psychology, 
20, 628-636

Loredo, N.; Mejía, D.; Jiménez, N.; Matus, R. (2009). Nivel de 
estrés en niños(as) de primer año de primaria y correlación 
con alteraciones en su conducta. Enfermería Universitaria, 
6(4), 7-14.

Loudin, J. L.; Loukas, A. Robinson, S. (2003). Relational 
aggressionin college students: examining the roles of social 
anxiety andempathy. Aggress Behav, 29, 430–439.

Marín, J. (2009). Conductas prosociales en el barrio Los Pinos 
de la ciudad de Barranquilla, Colombia Prosocial behavior 
in los Pinos neighborhood in Barranquilla city, Colombia.  
Revista CES Psicología, 2(2). pp. 60-75.

Martinez, J.; Rojas, C.; Duque, A.; Tova, R.; Klevens, J. (2008). 
Son los niños más agresivos que las niñas? Comportamiento 
de la agresividad en niños y niñas de escuelas públicas de 
Pereira. Revista Médica De Risaralda, 14(1).  http://dx.doi.
org/10.22517/25395203.589 

Mestre, M. V.; Frías, D.; Samper, P.; Nácher, M. J. (2003). Estilos 
de crianza y variables personales como factores de riesgo 
de la conducta agresiva. Revista Mexicana de Psicología, 
20(2), 189-199.

Mestre, M. V.; Samper, P.; Tur, A. M.; Cortés, M. T.; Nácher, 
M. J. (2006). Conducta prosocial y procesos psicológicos 
implicados: un estudio longitudinal en la adolescencia. 
Revista Mexicana de Psicología, 23(2). pp. 203-215.

Mestre, V.; Frias, D.; Samper, P. (2004). La medida de la 
empatía: análisis del Interpersonal Reactivity Index. 
Psicothema, 16, 255-260.

Mestre, V.; Samper, P.; Frias, D. (2002). Procesos cognitivos 
y emocionales predictores de la conducta prosocial y 
agresiva: la empatía como factor modulador. Psicothema, 
14, 227-232.

Mestre, V.; Samper, P.; Tur, A.; Díez, I. (2001). Estilos de crianza 
y desarrollo prosocial de los hijos. Revista de Psicología 
General y Aplicada, 54, 691-703.

Mieles, M.; García, M. (2010). Apuntes sobre socialización 

http://www.scielo.org.ve/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid=S1010-29142011000100011&lng=es&tlng=es
http://www.scielo.org.ve/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid=S1010-29142011000100011&lng=es&tlng=es
http://www.scielo.org.ve/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid=S1010-29142011000100011&lng=es&tlng=es
http://dx.doi.org/10.22517/25395203.589
http://dx.doi.org/10.22517/25395203.589


9Psicologia Escolar e Educacional. 2021, v. 25

infantil y construcción de identidad en ambientes 
multiculturales.  Revista Latinoamericana de Ciencias 
Sociales, Niñez y Juventud, 8 (2), 809-819. 

Mirón, L.; Otero, J. M.; Luengo, A. (1989). Empatía y conducta 
antisocial. Análisis y Modificación de Conducta, 15 (44), 
239-254.

Molina, F.; Samper, L.; Mayoral, D. (2013). Un análisis de las 
diferencias de género en la formación y desarrollo de 
asociaciones de inmigrantes africanos. Revista Internacional 
de Sociología (RIS), 71(1), 141-166. DOI:10.3989/
ris.2012.09.24

Monjas, M. (2014). Ni sumisas ni dominantes. Los estilos de 
relación interpersonal en la infancia y en la adolescencia. 
España: ministerio de trabajo y asuntos sociales.

Monjas, M. I.; Martín-Antón, L.; García-Bacete, F. J.; Sanchiz, M. 
L. (2014).  Rejection  and  victimization  among  first  graders  
primary  school  with  education  support needs. Anales 
de Psicología, 30(2), 499-511.  https://dx.doi.org/10.6018/
analesps.30.2.158211

Muñoz, V.; Jiménez, M. C.; Moreno, L. (2008). Las tipologías de 
estatus sociométrico durante la adolescencia: contraste de 
distintas técnicas y fórmulas para su cálculo. Psicothema 
20(4), 665-672

Murray-Close, D.; Ostrov, J. M. (2009). A longitudinal 
study of forms and functions of aggressive behavior in 
early childhood.  Child Development,  80(3), 828-842. 
doi:10.1111/j.1467-8624.2009.01300.x. 

Newman, M. L.; Holden, G. W.; Delville, Y. (2011). Coping 
With the Stress of Being Bullied: Consequences of Coping 
Strategies Among College Students. Social Psychological 
and Personality Science, 2(2), 205–211. https://doi.
org/10.1177/1948550610386388

Norwich, B.; Kelly, N. (2004). Pupils’ views on inclusion: 
moderate learning difficulties and bullying in mainstream 
and special schools. British Educational Research Journal, 
30(1), 43-65

Oliver, A.; Bautista, L.; Galiana, L.; Descalzo, A.; Terreros, E.  y 
Bustos, V.  (2015).  Protectores   ante   la   violencia   escolar   
en   contexto   dominicano:   un   modelo   explicativo desde 
la psicología positiva. Búsqueda, 2(15), 18-29. Doi: https://
doi.org/10.21892/01239813.93

Pandey, R.; Tripathi, A. N. (2004). Development of Emotional 
Intelligence: Some Preliminary Observations. Psychological 
Studies, 49, 147-150.

Petersen, A. C. (1987). The nature of biological-psychosocial 
interactions: the sample case of early adolescence. En R. M. 
Lerner; T. T. Foch (Eds.), Biological-psychosocial interactions 
in early adolescence. Hillsdale: Lawrence Erlbaum.

Quesada, C. (2014). Estilos de crianza y dimensiones de 
socialización adaptativas y desadaptativas en una muestra 
de niños hospitalizados y no hospitalizados. Revista de 
Análisis Transaccional y Psicología Humanista, Congreso 
Español de Análisis Transaccional. XVI. Madrid; Congreso 
Int. Psicología Humanista. IV. Madrid, 2014, (71): 139-151. 
http://com.aespat.es/Revista/Revista_ATyPH_71.pdf

Redondo, J.; Guevara, E. (2012). Diferencias de género en 
la prevalencia de la conducta prosocial y agresiva en 
adolescentes de dos colegios de la ciudad de Pasto – 
Colombia. Revista Virtual Universidad Católica del Norte, 
36, 173-192. Recuperado de http://revistavirtual.ucn.edu.
co/index.php/RevistaUCN/article/view/376/710 

Retuerto, A. (2004). Diferencias en empatía en función de las 
variables género y edad.  Apuntes de Psicología, 22 (3), 
323-339. Recuperado de http://www.apuntesdepsicologia.
es/index.php/revista/article/view/59/61 

Rivera, I.; Arratia, R.; Zamorano, A.; Narváez, V. (2011). 
Evaluación del nivel de orientación empática en estudiantes 
de odontología. Salud Uninorte, 27 (1), 63-72.

Romero, M.; Cuevas, M.; Parra, C.; Sierra, J. (2018). Diferencias 
por sexo en la intimidación escolar y la resiliencia en 
adolescentes. Psicologia Escolar e Educacional, 22 (3), 
519-526. Recuperado de http://www.scielo.br/scielo.
php?script=sci_arttext&pid=S141385572018000300519
&lng=es&nrm=iso&tlng=es.

Sánchez, M.; Gonzalez, J. (1998). ¿Diferencias sexuales en los 
estilos de dirección en la administración pública? Revista 
de Psicología del Trabajo y de las Organizaciones, 14 
(2),141-154. 

Santiuste, V.; González-Pérez, J. (2005). Dificultades de 
aprendizaje e intervención psicopedagógica. Madrid: CCS.

Silva, F.; Martorell, M. C. (2001). BAS-3, batería de socialización 
(autoevaluaci-ón). Madrid: TEA.

Silveri, M. M.; Tzilos, G. K.; Pimentel, P. J.; Yurgelun-Todd, D. A. 
(2004). Trajectories of adolescent emotional and cognitive 
development: Effects of sex and risk for drug use. In R. E. 
Dahl, y L. P. Spear (Eds.), Adolescent brain development: 
Vulnerabilities and opportunities. New York, US: New York 
Academy of Sciences.

Sobral, J.; Romero, E.; Luengo, M. A.; Marzoa, J. (2000). 
Personalidad y conducta antisocial: amplificadores 
individuales de los efectos contextuales. Psicothema, 12, 
661-670.

UNESCO. (2017). Decidamos cómo medir la violencia en las 
escuelas. Francia: UNESCO.

Valles, NL.; Knutson, J. F. (2008). Contingent responses of 
mothers and peers to indirect and direct aggression in 
preschool and school-aged children. Aggressive Behavior. 
34(5):497-510. DOI: 10.1002/ab.20268.

Van Rooy, D.; Alonso, A.; Viswesvaran, C. (2005). Group 
differences in emotional intelligence scores: theoretical 
and practical implications. Personality and Individual 
Differences, 38, 689–700. doi:10.1016/j.paid.2004.05.023

Vásquez, É. (2017). Estudio de las conductas prosociales en 
niños de San Juan de Pasto. Psicogente, 20(38), 282-295. 
http://revistas.unisimon.edu.co/index.php/psicogente/
article/view/2549/2511

Vaughn S.; Elbaum, B.E.; Schumm, J.S.; Hughes MT (1998). 
Social Outcomes for Students With and Without Learning 
Disabilities in Inclusive Classrooms. Journal of Learning 

http://com.aespat.es/Revista/Revista_ATyPH_71.pdf
http://revistavirtual.ucn.edu.co/index.php/RevistaUCN/article/view/376/710
http://revistavirtual.ucn.edu.co/index.php/RevistaUCN/article/view/376/710
http://www.apuntesdepsicologia.es/index.php/revista/article/view/59/61
http://www.apuntesdepsicologia.es/index.php/revista/article/view/59/61
http://revistas.unisimon.edu.co/index.php/psicogente/article/view/2549/2511
http://revistas.unisimon.edu.co/index.php/psicogente/article/view/2549/2511


10Psicologia Escolar e Educacional. 2021, v. 25

Disabilities, 31(5), 428-436.

Yu, Y.; Shi J, Huang, Y.; Wang, J.  (2006). Relationship between 
family characteristics and aggressive behaviors of children 
and adolescents. J Huazhong Univ Sci Technolog Med 

Sci.,26(3) 380-383. doi:10.1007/bf02829583.

Zahn-Waxler, C.; Radke-Yarrow, M.; Wagner, E.; Chapman, M. 
(1992). Development of concern for others. Developmental 
Psychology, 28, 126-136.

El presente artículo es producto de la investigación denominada “diseño y aplicación de una serie interactiva de di-
bujos animados para fomentar una cultura de paz en niños en edad escolar, en el departamento de Sucre, Colombia” 
financiada por la Corporación Universitaria del Caribe CECAR.

This paper was translated from Spanish by Ana Maria Dionísio.
Received: March 13, 2019

Approved: January 14, 2021


	bbib16
	bbib6
	bbib10
	bbib3
	bbib29
	bbib33

