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A n n o t a t i o n  
The article presents analysis of the difference among the notions of acculturation, adaptation and adjustment to the 

new cultural and social environment by the foreign students during getting higher education in another country; in 
addition it analyses acculturation strategies; positive and negative consequences of this process. 
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1   

 2,44 8,26 
2   3,24 7,6 
3   2,45 6,8 
     
4  

 3,06 3,33 

5  
 2,26 2,8 

6 ,  2,16 2,53 
7    1,16 3,2 
8 -  

 3,08 4,73 
9  1,17 4,5 
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 2,61 6,6 
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 2,79 7,66 
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A n n o t a t i o n  
This article discusses the study of hyperactive children of primary school age and characteristics of their 

development. 
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