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ABSTRACT

ABSTRACT

With the popularity of Mobile Smart devices, smart phones have become
an integral part of teenagers' learning and life. The problem of mobile phone
dependence has become a social problem affecting the healthy development
of adolescents. The factors affecting adolescents' mobile phone dependence
are complex, but the role of family, especially parents, can not be ignored.
Moreover, adolescents' self-control ability plays an important role in the
formation of mobile phone dependence.The purpose of this study is to
explore the mechanism of parental education on the mobile phone
dependence of junior middle school students, and then to explore strategies to
improve the mobile phone dependence of junior middle school students to
guide the use of mobile phone.

In this study, 950 junior middle school students in a city of Shanxi
Province were investigated with Yue Dongmei's revised Parenting Style Scale,
Deng Huagiong's Mobile Phone Dependence Scale and Wang Hongjiao's and
Lu Jiamei's Self-control Ability Scale.

Conclusion:

1. the higher the level of passive,harsh and lack of warmth,the higher the
possibility of mobile phone dependence.

2. Positive and warm parenting style will also bring higher self-control
ability,unlike negative parenting style may reduce junior high school students’
self-control ability,and the higher the junior high school students’
self-control,the lower the possibility of mobile phone dependence,which is
negatively correlated.

3. The results of mediating effect analysis reveal which is negatively
correlated. The results of mediating effect analysis the self-control of junior
high school students plays a part of mediating in positive,warm and

supportive parenting styles and mobile phone dependence.



ABSTRACT

This shows that the mobile phone dependence of junior high school
students is influenced by both parenting style and self-control ability,and can

be reduced by improving parenting behavior and self-control ability.

Key words:Junior high school students; Parenting Style; Mobile phone
dependence; Self-control capability
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e PR S AR AE L ERAR T I R ISR . IR B RE ) BT LLRE TN 75 /D A 1 2 3R 3
A AR R Y I% 8 [ JeAa il 68 ) BT 7 /D 4F BE BE LI IR 56 B 95 220K, AT DLk 4 — L6
AN BRI AL A B ARG B, 7853 i R AR F R 2 ST I 1) HL IR e AR AT AR A e R R
FE ISt B 13 B & & H 3R AG OLIERAE .

PAAEBI 7830 2 W1 B FR A% 1 BE 7002 T /0 AF Ak 206 B RE 1 K e 2 1) B 22 1000 A
o MR DA B Tl B ) 0 P 15 5 22 /D 5 1 PR RE 0 B RICH Ok . T
P BREPRAFN B F A2 i i 7 2 18] R 9% 28 2 Xm0 (), — J7 11 FRAAFE RE 7 Bk 9 &
oo B i f ) R BB 1 A 17T 5 — T3 T T A 2 0 3R] R I BE A B 40 T A
() B BA M RE S B 40 Tangney %5 I 5038 B 70 3R W B BA% I RE 0T LA 2 (1 1F )
TR DA IE SO, 180> SARIIR R K A3, I BT U5 58 1 1 2 b S A K
JE A R N B < & o Hiirschi ™ T HY 1 B35 61 B8 12 AR i A A E BB R iE %
MR ER R ER,  HIRAE MR ) A SE REAR A B 2, FRARIUAR. £, S
R ST AVR A T 1047 B, AR RE DN BRI TR E
1) T [ea) RO AR A 17 28 R0 e RN SR AL 22 AT D, 3T 70 1) T 03 A 155 265 A0k e AR R ]
. AN, B3R Be 18 BT B IR AR A O B S 5. B Duckworth A1
Gross ""fEHAF TR RIL, B IRIEHGE S5 BEOX RIS 2 BENIEM, AR
s ) 3 3 AR D O 2 AT PR o R BRI A T E bR b T SRR U B AR R
EH OB Bk PR R— AT,

1.4 RBFFHAXES FIKBIXR
Steinber A1l Silk ™ ZE LB LR, BB TARRAER, S OGE R R R LI
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o ERGE

HAEM T, OB FLXRS RN 7598 22 R B2 . ACBEIR AR 24T AR o Hhonf /20

S f . 25 ) P U R R AN ] o BT B SO BRI, B R B ACBER SCH AR N, AN
REAH T /AR S 32 25, T HREAE T D RS itE &g, &2 2 E AR 1S
GORAS o KRB S IR W SRR AT N A R R . 51— U7, SCBRHE I [H]
FER 250 ) LB T /DA OB GO B R FRE 7 AR AR W) o SCBE R 28 A D9 S BH2 b F B 220
T, St R DR R AT MR EEAER™ . BT Y B 5 D 4E NI U e fih T
BUAIRA 2%, DRI AE ar ey 4 & o)l -, 5 /D AE B AR E N EEL SR IIX &, #E A
RIFWIRAL B 5 DFEGHEIIES, g mE Do IEmm B 7, #HEF 2 S
TETE (00 S P B A R O I T T DA B DA B A A R L
FET 77 A SR T T 70 AN AR ST AR 45 4 (10 05 SR B T F UK S5 R )y
IR R, BRI IR 2GR 1T A B T BT I RE S, 52, R ACRER}
HDFE R A R IAFEA T, FHAAFEHAH SR EA L O m e RN LS, I
UG D RN B D B R B ACRER) SRR AR B o AT T3 B A6 e e ook AL A R0, B4 A
28 FIRIF OB IR L SIS IR S S A A O R SR 2, X AR AH ) 5
Jil 7 ERRAT AL, AT 5 I BOREAT N . 28 ERTR, ANER#FE T
ST /DA I AR, AR 128055 07 20 B el > AR, 1 5 A 1 g 77 =X
A AN T o
1.5 RBFEFHHF NS BRITFIREINKXR

Gottfredson A1 Hirschi™ /& & H i [ B 2% HI 8 2 iR 1 FRa% sl T RD & 1 22

TS, MR IZERREAN AL MR B A6 & — MR PSRRI RE /1, XA
HE 77 ) HY AR e 5 e 0] 8 35 1) N AERE ARSI O, T SCBF L I 20747 9 Mk B
WM REIWTE B R E 2. BART &, WA R IHEFR T, SRRt 14T
NT IR E G S SEt 7 27%, IBA/MART B A B s B B A Be
BRI T BT AnERACREN 1SRAS B AT AR, I R B N B R, A
TR A X AT T 3, R S KT ) B A RE /7. Silverman Al
Ragusa ™ M IR N F 52 T SR ) L QB IR A2 Bt 11 5 LR BT N Z L R, T
BRI 2 BB SR AR 51 T, AR AT 5 ERIE L, 4T
TeiE A BRI FLARAT R 08 100 BL 22 A JRKIS), AT T AR 36 A2 e DA R L A 22 .
Kremen A1 Block Mg — 5 R BLELE A RER B T KRB R0, 1 53 7% A0
AR X BB T N B WA EE R, S S ZM L ZANF I B Fdz i 58
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B A ACREEGR T SO TAVROB I B Bz s i h 1

T30 M H W T M52 5 B, AT D N B SRS L 2RSS, L& E
Pl pe SR REERT 4% . Baumrind “EMLZ B EIE T RER PR, AR
IR 07 I LEE B BAZHIRE A ZE o ISR TR i B o R IE B bRt , SQRFEL
N b i, I HUBE 2 (R BR 1) LEE 13% S AR 2RV B, RS B0 S AR ) L
K KT BRI RE ) . BIER S R IE BERS ER RGBT, L RETE 4F
o B FAEH]; ARSI NL T, JLEA R B HAE . g5 g, Rk
HIETRAT AT B T35 /048 B B B 770K, i i AR 1 e U7 X ] g 2 P A 1 3
.

1.6 BRATHBEN S FIKRBIRI X R

Kim 25" W58 i 1471 44 48 1E Sk 75 /D AT R AT, R INBGE A
5 255 T R S 2 25 P LA 5 1y AT ek P A% ) — A ML R R (52 3% A e 08
72, [FINZ A BAESE 1 AR A8 2 BRI D AR I X 2 x s, B FAzs i
e, AR BIRAT sl RO ACRT DL Py s AN & BRAROR 1Y) B I ik A2 A
11 A BSIRE FT RE P o XA B ORI FEUE I rp A RS ) 5 70 BB T A LI 2 2 SuA
Ky BEFCER W R ANPRE A — RESER: BRIEHS LTk, 7
HLAA) 22 FEAL I REAN W 25 Thh 5 A R T RATE A 2 (36 A AR S I T G A A BR, 3 e gt
FETCVE E MM BT IR H CHIAT Y. AR, KX — Rk B gzl 5
FHURBL L TBAFAE — 58 R A, BAMORUER AT B AT 9 2 BE A7 dam I eyt ik
HLICVE B SR T st A o T 20 ™ B0 e AR RO T R B B A I RE 0 PT A
& PR BE ARG 28 EPrid, B 3SEH B @ a0 P UV £ B2 52 m, B
F A7 1l RE 785 U5 D4 T W UK R PR A1
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B AR S WA

BT EELSWRGE

2.1 AR

AL BL B SCERERA wT 0, B 8 H T i LI R e TALI T2 AR T DK
ISR RARZ BIRAT F K RIS B 5 3 B8R A SR T L AR I 20, M S L 27
M AR B O e o F 7 ORI AL T D B LA R L, (EAH S F Fe 5 A7 A 2
VA . e, MEEA X — ROl AR B ICH R SRR 7 BB 50 i DA p 4%
Z IR A B0 ST BT S (HTER R IR G R A AR S AN 2 o LR, DMESRT
B A RE ST 5 R BAREAT 9 I S 2%, (H R AR FHLRZ — BAR i T N B
(RIBTE FERL D o o — T T 5 ZR R 7 AN D8 B A AN F] 28 Gt 2 [8) 22 L RE i A
TEFI BT 7LD o R SCRF AR T 30 3R] DL T LR = 3 Bk SRR AT 5
SR T A FE N — 7 IR AT AN F SRR 7 A s i 5 b4 1 3
BURHSE, 53— 5 TR TT B BRI PIE R R T P I, 9t ORGSR U5 30
FHURI L 18] () 50 SRt AT SERE— 2D I HBHLAIR R

2.2REBENX

AHIFC R BRAR RE SCRISE R L B 5, AR I AERIR B IRAL 1 A BE# R 77 10
AT B IR R, PR T PE RAEER BN ANESRGEIRT
WA T s DA KB AT ARG LR R, K K E R GBI A 5 AN BT 4
JREAT N EAH SR T o AMBEER 1 A 8RR 7 2n] LLRE e /D 45 (1 BRaAT 9, 3B W]
DL 500 5 /0 A B TS I AT Jy o ik, ABFARRA EZ ISR .
WAL BRI HTRAT RIC 2T /DA B S B - A0 6 708 mT Lhodd — 52 0T F3U i
DA R AN, R SRS ACREE LB RESE I H o 38 Jb X e - ik 1 58 47 Fr)
B Bl BRI A AR I T LR FEE
2. 3ARIIR

AP 5T 326 HUHE T R0 AR Tt et 5, SR A ) A B RN 2 USCIED 955 47 17] 4
LA S5 AR AE A 950 iy, AR 99. 4%, Bk A IF AR 1.

MR LLEH, MBRER A LG, ¥— Ry NEHE 2, % 40% 4 45,
PI=5A4 S . W B, A A NIRRT, 5t tiac &
MAET NG, AT ANEE DG 9. 1%, ARE T LRmA T A B+
%o MNALBER = U KPR, i ROR R DL B8 NS s 2 4 15%. Bk kKE,
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B A ACREEGR T SO TAVROB I B Bz s i h 1

FEARA —ERFEM,.
1 R ARFRL

ANH Lt
Hn— 399 42.0%
R = 371 39.1%
1= 180 18.9%
B 481 50.6%
PE R
% 469 49.4%
] RAT 763 80.3%
X2 ‘
WAL 187 19.7%
2 86 9.1%
REMA ’
% 864 90.9%
. = 34 3.6%
=T B
% 916 96.4%
X 48 5.1%
o & 98 10.3%
L ALAL
) ¥ & 52 5.5%
B .
1 9 608 64.0%
NF 144 15.2%
XF 55 5.8%
B2 A &P 93 9.8%
= £
‘ k2 62 6.5%
K .
1 607 63.9%
N4 133 14.0%
IA 169 17.8%
RE, 403 42.4%
$0iR 5 F 14 1.5%
E % AR 8 0.8%
LFE IR N R 8 0.8%
IR 447 e 31 3.3%
AR P 104 10.9%
g 4 0.4%
HAe 209 22.0%
IA 67 7.1%
RE, 437 46.0%
$0iR5F 45 4.7%
] E4AR 7 0.7%
FERAL .
nER 11 1.2%
JRF4T ke 42 4.4%
AR P 57 6.0%
% 284 29.9%
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B AR S WA

2.AMRIEA

(1) FHURA A 5

DR 8 3 [ o AR ) AR L, ASHIE ST A R XA B A AT B e T LA S i)
B (RO, HAE 22 NIH, I R E . AR YR . T R LA
T3 Gl R a5 REINZE R NGB FE . AT TLAN4EE ) Cronba
() a 22505 B84k 0. 849, 0.800. 0.866+ 0.734. 0.667, K 4] Cronbach a Z%
1k 0. 923,

(2) RBEHFE 77 T B3 (EMBU)

KRG ER TAMET IR, 366 NIH, &F—AN100H #7250 75 558
FBRESE AT VRN o (HASE By R L4E A BT AR 8RR, B, 13
LTINS A Z R AN BRI HI4EE, SORDERMA LERE ™ )i 5. %
R AABERE ML,

(3) oA | A= 5 ) 1) 4

[FIRE, i B R ) SRR, AR AR AL 5 R PRI R A4 H
WAEhlge 1. Zi G 36 NIH, = ANERE: 7o g ish]. B
e SR BIERE TR AW XA S B BEAR N — 2P Cronbach a RECH
0.81.

2.5 tARIERF

B I AN YEGIE 3 AT AE PR M5 B LA R ) A5 () 1) 25 B M 2, 2B 1R % o
FE R DL B AC o RIS B B PR VR AN e B 26 B 50% 01 LA S A B S8 B RL AR 78 4
[y 1) % .
2. 6 BN IE

F B G SPSS21.0 HHAT ST 4T

/|

-
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B A ACREEGR T SO TAVROB I B Bz s i h 1

B=F HFR50H
3N HPERFHFHN. BIRITHIGE DM FHRERIE R

k1 EREWRMAGITE

Min Max M SD
LFERRE, 2 (FFD) 19.00 95.00 54.80 11.34
3R A 12.00 60.00 25.41 11.41
LFLHFH (FF3) 10.00 50.00 24.12 6.70
L F & #K (FF4) 5.00 25.00 12.72 5.28
L FIELE 6.00 30.00 12.65 5.97
L F T B (FF6) 6.00 30.00 15.52 4.48
FFRERRE, 2 (MM1) 19.00 95.00 57.66 11.14
HFF L5 TH o/ (MM2) 16.00 80.00 42.51 9.66
#HF B, Fh (MM3) 8.00 40.00 18.08 8.07
HFEN . ®H (MM4) 9.00 45.00 18.82 9.51
B F &K (MMS) 5.00 25.00 12.89 5.26
F AR A 22.00 110.00 57.37 18.96
AT 6.00 30.00 14.11 6.32
KRB 5.00 25.00 14.11 5.60
A 4.00 20.00 9.55 4.46
7 ) 4.00 20.00 11.53 4.45
FRI8 Pk 3.00 15.00 8.07 2.39
B & 4= H) A 54.00 176.00 117.77 21.31
a1 18.00 55.00 35.25 5.80
Ai=h-4TH 19.00 75.00 51.03 11.45
A -2k 11.00 50.00 31.49 6.57

1A, B#FRTT A, AR TRl i 0 B KT 5 3R E I A M55 T 80
ERR G BEIET R LR, BT

FF1 %)% 54. 80, W& T #1i51.54, w118 47.5; FF2 X% 25. 41, & T
15. 84, fKF {8 30; FF3 ¥%k 24. 12, & F 4 20. 92, KT+ 1E 30; FF4 %)% 12. 72,
ETHA 9,82, W TRl 12. 5; FF5 M3 12. 65, m T 8. 27, , KT {H 15; FF6
1% 15,52, mT A 12,43, & HE 30;

MM1 35%0 57. 66, T HAE 55. 71, & rRqE 47.5; MM2 %042, 51, & T H A
36. 42, # T H{E 40; MM3 $% 18. 08, = T AR 11. 47, {%-F /14 20; MM4 %% 18. 82,
ET R 1L 13, RTrRME 22.5; MM5 9% 12.89, mTHAE9.99, mTrhME
12. 5,

TRV |, AR R 0 254920 57. 37, = T 1036 {8 55; ik 1 2> 14. 11,
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B SRS

T & E 165 RS sr 14, 11, & T REHE 12, 5; #5443 9.55, KT
A E 105 fFuatESsr 11,53, m T iE E 105 #iatky s 8. 07, & TG
7.5,

H I HEE S b, A RO 117,77, ETF Sl 88 e
35. 25, TR TE 22.5; 1T A4 51,03, ETEETIE 37.5; B4 31. 49,

KT 175 1E 25,

k2 BRTAEMAGE L E FILE

e B (N=481) L (N=469) .
M£SD M=SD

LFEH B, =M (FF1) 55.19+11.71 54.40+10.93 1.07
LA 26.83+11.39 23.95+11.26 3.39™
LxEidnp T3 (FF3) 24.80+6.61 23.43+6.73 3.17"
X F A & X (FF4) 13.11+5.38 12.3245.15 2.31"
LF IR, 13.31+5.85 11.97+6.02 3.47™
LF i R4 (FF6) 16.04+4.48 15.00+4.43 3.61"*
FFRERRE, 2 (MMI) 57.93+11.05 57.37+11.24 0.76
HEAHSFE. THoFEH (MM2) 43.4149.13 41.58+10.11 2.93"
#FF %, Tk (MM3) 18.96+7.99 17.18+8.06 3417
HFFET. 2B (MM4) 19.69+9.49 17.9249.44 2.89™
#HF k& AR (MMS) 13.38+5.28 12.39+5.19 2.90"
F AR H 59.10+20.30 55.59+17.32 2.87"

R P 14.65+6.75 13.57+5.81 2.66™

fik B 14.59+5.86 13.61+£5.27 2.72%

AEH 9.72+4.64 9.36+4.27 1.24

R vt 11.92+4.67 11.13+4.18 2.75"

T%ié b 8.2142.53 7.9242.24 1.87
B RIZH AL S 115.79+22.42 119.80+19.92 -2.92*

A -1F4% 35.27+5.98 35.23+5.61 0.11
A= -4TH 49.30+12.05 52.80+10.52 477"

i - Btk 31.21+6.89 31.77+6.23 -1.30

VH: " p<0.05, " p<0.01, ™" p<0.001

BB T A R AR B E SRR RIS K, WK 2. B
RS TRES B S T ), X ATRES AR T L AE R, BT E RS,
RIS B ) F 5 A%, RNTE 2 RN T 2 REH R A

FHUKE B B IE R BV B BE 2R, BANBEIEE T AL,
TR 2 35 1y T 2 2E o SRARGF Sk 1 2 BT A BT 4G, X H O =i 1
LRSI B
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B A ACREEGR T SO TAVROB I B Bz s i h 1

k3 ZRFTALRBYEZE LG E FLE

Kk (N=763) WA (N=187)

AT MESD M=SD !
LFEHFREE, 2% (FF1) 54.60+11.19 55.63+11.89 -1.12
Lk P AE 25.33+11.40 25.96+11.50 -0.47
KFLH)F#H (FF3) 24.00+6.71 24.60+6.64 -1.10
L F & 4K (FF4) 12.46+4.98 13.80+6.24 -2.74"
XFIELE 12.61+5.92 12.83+6.19 -0.46

Lkt R4 (FF6) 15.59+4.41 15.27+4.76 0.86
HFIFRRE, 2B (MMI) 57.23+11.13 59.40+11.05 -2.40°
FFLpTH. Lok (MM2) 42.3249.62 43.28+9.82 -1.22
#FFEE%. Fih (MM3) 18.088.00 18.09+8.37 -0.01
#HFEN . 2B (MM4) 18.91+9.50 18.44+9.54 0.61
#F R &K (MMS) 12.63+5.00 13.96+6.08 278"

F PR 57.39+18.83 57.27+19.53 0.08
B &A= H Ak 117.90+21.02 117.26+22.50 -0.37

H: " p<0.05,™ p<0.01, ™" p<0.001

MRIE 3, AR AU 57 A, S0 %2 450 (FF4)  BESR G IR IR « BEAE (MM |
BRI Z i (MMS) 50 F B 2R, WA 2 B SCREI M 22 535 = T AN
W22, XATRESIR 2 20 5%, W A DR FBEAE TR AL, W& TH4E
S H I, RN AT RE AR ) 5 2 MIE R TR X TT I, MR B EZ T SIE 8
ULV LA b, X R B OGRS o R AR I RESE SR AL P 155 R I B A
TR A, EATRE ST A 2 B AN R, MR TR, RERKE
Z A % (HACE RIS IR « B R AR 5 FOE g 22 5, X AR RN ESR
FEH, BEE S FAHAR K, WS FHE 2R G. FEG, R
TR, TR IR 5 AR

FHURGS . BIRIERIRe /1, A TR AE RS 22 S oRE Bt 2 W8 K, L
WRGIE 2 AEAFAE BRI R, IR R 9 2 B8 B 2 i s 2 AR LR B
WAz 1A Fr AT o

16



B L

KR53

R4 BRTAAGRALERL LMY Z FILE

JAE (N=86) Rl (N=864)
B t
M£SD M£SD

KR EEE ., 2% (FF1) 56.88+12.16 54.59+11.24 0.145
HF P IE 28.88+12.60 25.04+11.24 2.97"
L#xEidn T3 (FF3) 26.22+7.79 23.91+£6.55 2.66™
L F A & AKX (FF4) 20.35+5.68 11.96+4.59 13.26™
LFAEL 14.23+6.69 12.49+5.88 232"

Lkt R4 (FF6) 15.76+5.39 15.27+4.76 0.43
FHFIFRRE ., ZHE (MMI1) 60.35+12.08 57.39+11.01 2.36™
FFxApTH. IHRY .

(MM2) 45.42411.02 42.2249.47 2.60

#F %, Fh (MM3) 20.71£9.35 17.82+7.89 277"
#HFEF . ®H (MM4) 20.90+11.33 18.61£9.29 1.81
#HF &K (MMS) 20.37+5.57 12.15+4.60 13.26™
F AR A 75.70+19.20 57.54+18.94 -0.86

B &A= H Ak 121.03+22.36 117.45+21.12 0.37

VE: 7 p<0.05, ™ p<0.01, ™" p<0.001

MAE L SR A T LA RS IR T A E Y, FF3. FF4. MMI1, MM2., MM3,
MMS5 R7 A W3 25, A T & BT 19550 5 AR AR 7 22 il B Gt 2 bn it
ST AR AR 7 2 & R (R K A T e SR AR T RS I, SCBHE A (04 71
OIS DN ANEF E, JEMA R FEE, SRRy, Ll #E 2 M &1 5
B AR L o BERT ME— I — DN, B w2k, B, EA 1R
i B 25, M AR BME—MET, ST, $RHE 2 MER, SRS,

PNz BIRHEL . SN EE m T AR T R X EREZ T .

TSRS B 2 7R S B2 R FFE B A RISt 2 RS, 2

X HME— T T B ST HURBIR L B B3
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B A ACREEGR T SO TAVROB I B Bz s i h 1

BT AFRER LEE FILEK

L% (N=399)

J\EELL (N=371)

HAFEH (N=180)

B ¥ F
M+SD M+SD M+SD

KR EEE ., 2 (FF1) 55.09+10.82 54.92+11.67 53.92+11.78 0.69

K32 AE 25.81+11.35 25.09+11.47 25.18+11.47 0.43

L#FEHFi# (FF3) 24.18+6.92 24.2446.41 23.76+6.81 0.33

L FE A & AR (FF4) 12.90+5.00 12.6245.67 12.5345.07 0.41

L FIEL 12.9946.12 12.46+5.80 12.28+5.98 1.17

L F it R4 (FF6) 15.86+4.48 15.25+4.54 15.35+4.35 1.93

HFFRIFRRE., 2HE (MMI1) 57.88+10.71 57.68+11.67 57.11+10.99 0.30
> AN - N AN >

FRLA &;/22 ;i/” a7 42.86+9.95 42.40+9.34 41.95+9.69 0.59

#FF L. Fik (MM3) 18.66+8.33 17.83+7.96 17.30+7.62 2.06

#FFEN . 2B (MM4) 19.67+9.63 18.18+9.44 18.24+9.27 2.78

FHF k&K (MMS) 13.1045.11 12.7445.55 12.74+4.93 0.54

FHAR 56.41+19.88 55.70+18.74 62.94+1621  9.89***

B &A= H A 119.37+21.58 118.86+21.29 111.99£19.81 837"

VE: " p<0.05,* p<0.01, ™ p<0.001

2 A B IRAE I R ) 5 NS A FE AR R E 22 ik B T Geit B UK.
B0 2 E R A R Bow, AR A BRI AR ) S AU 7 b, LR
54, ERFEAB T AEST ERZENZESR (p<0.001). JUFER A KT
FERE R m T L /\ER, BRI BT L\ SR X AR &2 D 25 1 LA
G A RS () — PR R I o AR RO T AR TR X — N AR 23K, FA TR 25k
G PR I R, AR TR S BERIHEE L FOM AR, B LR TR LR S
LA AR

3.2 MIFEXRBHFAN. BIEITHIENFFHRFBIE X 717
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H=E GRG0

% 6 & BTy pearson 48X F

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
L ARG BRI BE A !
2. SHAES TP a1 !
3T T 561 748" 1
4 R FERmEZ R 438" 127 5017 1
SAEY . Tl 334 811 12 471 1
6.2 35 AR 519* 687" 733 444* 653" 1
T BESE RS . PR 785" 162" 377 315* 186" 340" 1
8%53%\:1:#{: . ﬂﬁ\{%*}: 409" 623" 720" 439" .628™ 671 494" 1
9%‘%3‘:@2@\ 7'5% 177 37 581" 428" .829™ .586™ 167" 728" 1
10.RFE1ET . )5 178" 860" 590" 433" 7227 5927 180" 11 836™ 1
11 . FEmEZ e 337 AST™ 418™ .909** 419%™ 369" .383* .503* 469™ 475* 1
12. FHLAK -.090* 217 133" 051 204 1727 -.066" 204* 252% 244* .074* 1
13. 83 HRe 135" -169** -.053 -.021 -154* -.108* .101** 154 -226" -.186™ -.061 -.624* 1

E: N=449. p<0.05, "p<0.01, ™p<0.001, FI[d.

& 6 Al 1Y, R #ER 7 NG ¥ A4 B S B Az ae DA TR AR KRR, hrAEmERERR IS T
PMURHFE FE ARG, B B 4% 18R i 2 AR FALHOBURE BEBRAIC . [RIINF aT DUER 2, >R | ACBRHE B B = SCRFME I #5777 AL a4 41
TR AMEAREE B EZ 6] 5 RAT A E B, RIMARTI G JAZH G4 T SR KE B L, BAR T 24 g IRE L,
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B AR BRI RO LR R e . B FeEmlse 1 i Ve
FKWEH—ERE RS T AR RE .
3.3 MIFEREHFAN. BEIEFIGENMFHARBA RN
AR, Bootstrap J7iE T4 RE N A 4E, 2 M preacher. Hayse %1}
[ Bootstrap J7 & SEAT AR IR S . A AR, 185 B IREHIGET) . THUKH:
FHIR BT CEEANAQ SR AE BRI 55D TRON H AR T HIALE, TAVRKEUBN R AR AL &,
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