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A study of the relationship of loneliness, social support, and

happiness among college students
Ming-Chun Hsieh

The purpose of this study aimed at investigating the relationships among
loneliness, social support, and happiness on college students, as well as students’
gender, grade, and living arrangement differences in these variables. A sample of 568
college students in Taiwan completed a questionnaire consisting of self-report
measures of loneliness, social support, and happiness. The data collected was then
analyzed by t-test, ANOVA, Pearson correlation analysis, and multiple regression
analysis. The main results were as follows: (1) Female college students reported
higher levels of social support than male students. For grade differences, social
support and happiness were higher in freshmen than in seniors. Still, there were
significant living arrangement differences in loneliness, social support, and happiness.
(2) For the correlation analysis, loneliness was negatively associated with social
support and happiness, whereas social support was positively correlated with
happiness. (3) In predicting loneliness, social support from different sources predicted
loneliness significantly. Friend support, family support, and teacher support were all
predictors of loneliness, and friend support served as the strongest predictor. For
different types of social support, emotional support and instrumental support
negatively predicted loneliness, while the former was the stronger predictor. (4) In
predicting happiness, loneliness, friend support, family support, emotional support,
and informational support were all significant predictors. Among these variables,
loneliness was the strongest predictor. (5) In addition, social support acted as a partial
mediator between loneliness and happiness. In the last, some suggestions for future
researchers were given based on the results and limitations of this study.

KEY WORDS: happiness, loneliness, social support
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12



ARG VR RS AEZN  PRERGE TR TS P PR EN
(Borys & Perlman, 1985; Rokach & Sharma, 1996 ) -
BEEARE SF L BRI T R B R £ B 4 (3 % 0 2008 ;
B > 2006 ; Koenig & Abrams, 1999; Wiseman, Guttfreund, & Lurie, 1995 )- Koenig
g2 Abrams 355 ZE BEERE AN L R XA PR LA FEHD
FHAEARERL G LR 2 T HRE XD TRER ¢4~ 1B -Wiseman -
Guttfreund £2 Lurie M R~ B4 S 44 > > ¥ e~ Bh s B U] 2 4 %
A ZBFIEFTRTI ORI ERS I F o4 AT RHOEYLE
AEF EAAEERE AP T PRAL I A ¢ R E B 3+ [ (Nicolaisen &

Thorsen, 2014 ) - 43t ig4 7 e ends % > M T B F £ udk £ o AR J

Mg Z B (F 4542010 % 3 > 2012 ; Cheng & Furnham, 2002 ) -
BAET B R L BRERN A L RT E ) AE s iR L

PARFEST T PEX DR DEER AR F P AL JIT S AT R 2
A€ R E R R (B2 4 > 1999 ; DiTommaso et al, 2003) -

WAL RRR A AT R F RS LR (20201989 3 #4
2006 ; £ 4% > 1987 ; Russell, 1996 ) » 30 % fdr ] G 82 ~ L44FH i ~ s %
s MRIHATRE LR B B¢ T % (DeJong Gierveld, 1998; De
Jong Gierveld, Van Tilburg, & Dykstra, 2006; Rokach et al., 2007 ) » iz #% 4 i~ 4p
NEFTRAPIESN SBELIE LAY TR A RN LR T E2 - o

(=) BEafF2Memg

Cutrona (1982) #-+ - 74 & S RN B H ~ 2 bp 2R F - o 1t

LEARTR AL EN N L ERTRANMFLE G A TEANFYHAT

EEPFEFES o Nicpon % 4 (2006) 7 #-+ § 4 chk G4~ 5 R Bt -

EofttEs FAFALAN B REERR OFLESEIATE TR AL
WA ea j HEFLE B9 ROPEDRETRLFRN 2T F PR

A N B A A A g F R Rl SR I 2 R TR
13


http://ndltd.ncl.edu.tw/cgi-bin/gs32/gsweb.cgi/ccd=fDRLY5/search?q=auc=%22%E9%99%B3%E6%96%90%E6%9F%94%22.&searchmode=basic

BpALe » 2z (1989) A+ H2 hp e 85+ g4 F

\_

EUFRARTAL  SFHFLE O RAEBARERLEE I RT -1 000
MEAEFER FROLA ORIV ALTERN < T4

SR A B S R A A gpﬁg’r—‘ﬁrzn et AR R FTRR o 32 fic (2006) mﬁ%‘"‘ﬁ%-‘%ﬂ'uﬁ
NAFAPRERA EFLELEA G AR RPN BT F A R AR
FREBEDPMAT HFRS I NI ATV UFREST AR 2 K0 F
e Rl T E R E R GRS NG AR TP W AN F A R AR

VERER A G E R

Fo8 AEAFIEBFwIPMTY
- ~ALE AT R
Mg AH R B EH AR L TR BB BT S kg L
eI B F R 0 s EIR R B A G Ren- AA RS T et B
RB¥#rae feaF i (Cohen & Syme, 1985; Taylor, 2011 ) - Thoits (1986, 2011) 2
ALE A FEA kA £ & & 4 (significant others) #4% et et > hoAd § 14 e

FhES s 1 Bt s L it A R B A YL RA A R E

=1

R BB AAERE? AR c Bk AR g A A PT URERIp 2
AR FBEMA R HI R 00 Florrhelant L @iE ol o A48
T AT Y L E £ B (Cobb,1976) » fyr B A ik 2 e ehT $iF
AP B ET RIE L OFRERR A AR R oG RS £
4G Bt R R Ao 4 eh i B 17 (House & Kahn, 1985) ¢ 5 ¢ #7it >
AE AT ARG BHAETI P A B GIHP T NEI R EA Nl e

ﬁgéo

14



=~ ALE R F AR

AL g L FEITE Fenk e g R T BHRBE SRS BB ER AR
Mok g 230 BEAE DAL PR ik § LIRS R RB B DT R
HREAL LA G AT B P ATk a3 (Cohen & Syme, 1985;
Taylor, 2011 ) »

SHEBRBF LA EH LA E # % (social network) st & kB
fRA AL AL g R Wdpd LT BM Rl a SOl Bk Bd TR
RIBBADAZEH o Gl A ey @RAF - |~ 5 AR BFRE it
€ pipengFid > B fRR AT i ik ¢ 2 4F KR (Hall & Wellman, 1985) - & %

Bl A ¢ L7 @R AL € M ey AR o [ AT AL

\F’

BEF ARG EIFNF o NEAEAEHRBA AT R PR R E
T enE 37 ¢ # B (House & Kahn, 1985; House, Umberson, & Landis, 1988;
Wortman & Conway, 1985 ) -

PR R SR B A R AT R R A B RAE L F D
PEAH AT FA T LB AR A AT R LS Gt e
Z g i ps v (B 44 (availability) £27% & F Feig 4 1+ (adequacy ) > i & §_2

BRI AR £ 22 (52 > 2001 ;5 Taylor, 2011) -

kN

2 ALE A ROR

d T AR AL g A N R b B KRS Ak Y cAlg L
R ALE T B o TG T R LA LIRS KR
BRI AP X EE ST E B g & # £ (Thoits, 1986,
2011 )- Bennett £2 Morris( 1983 )#-ik ¢ £ #F 4 L4 2 #F st s L 4F L kb
v&iﬁfaaﬁﬁﬁ#ﬂmw%ﬁaﬁiwAww’ﬁ@@ﬁ%f‘Wiiﬁ
BRR2Z A ELES A T BLE RS g L R e F R R A

g R :;?(%,kﬁ;“i R ‘\quftxi'—’ e S -';’i’ﬂ?‘%gﬁ”ﬁigi@-%ﬁiﬁ;ﬁﬁ (5lp > %
15



Jic > 2008) -

AE AL ZELEBU LB R 2 FBARE ST Rt a0z
AL TR € TR B IR R T AL § A FRIRT 1 BB AL 6 A R
BRATH DM o Sl F A LS DAEFFL R HBEXF AL L drks
REArRkRHROLEFFLI AR A RES > B kTR - AP H
( Cohen & Wills, 1985; Shumaker & Hill, 1991; Taylor, 2011 ) - % i Wortman £2
Conway (1985) i > & ¥ Bt ¢ L #F 5418 RIRE (T 2o PRt £ 2
PR Ak ¢ A R SR ML BT A R AL g L R
Hd g M i o

TEINAFLOFIHELZEAP S F2 O RBRENT TP F E R
AFFIOMMATEF T ABEN B it g A AR d A
GEed hd B RESEMUEFA P AR R EAE T g L5 A (3 Kk
2008 ; ix7 & > 2008) 0 F7 A& ik fdvb g L HFRIA & LR AR L A B
(% &5~ Muock > 20045 £ 74 > 2005 ; # & F > 2004) - 77 3 & F2 Gt
Frv B LB RRE AP A RA L UBEXF AP

CRA L RS T ek g L ARR -

IR EX 105l
PR E AL A RS RN PR A F S LRSI R
Cobb (1976) ik ik 4 eh= faAt § £ Hat i A w| it 4 B X FIM & cnfisg
# # (emotional support) ~ # =% & 22 4 %3 4 end & £ 45 (esteem support)
SRR o Cobb $it § £ # n AN LR HAL§ R RIFBA 5 N2

AR E R G TRt

\8

léﬁ—‘khl—'—ﬁqlmﬁ g #é’y;é,,h 1}3/\ )

LY I VR

—t\S

S G LR m BT ARAF ARG I ERAE S BREF R 22 K

Wt e 4, 4 2 ¥ (Cohen & Hoberman, 1983; Gottlieb & Bergen, 2010; House, 1985;
16
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Wills, 1985 ) - B¢ # ?ﬁ*iﬁim&aéﬁﬁﬂiﬁéﬁffﬂ’E%Uigi%?

Md Z B REBHOT IO - LB ERER 0V R ERHoE mﬁ%ﬁ

RUFE AR e HRE %5 - Ll ha 7 IR ERIL 5 sk

AR —

PP ERFEE G IR AR BT R B BB E

J?—/‘ P\?'m“ _:Iw—, ,\‘;

_,-./~

WP A FR AR hd HAFTER B2 2 G ik AT RS BHR

FOEER PRI BT Y ST G L RS R T LG R F

o THEBFALBAFREDNLFTN AT KR FME g o P

B ¥ -2 aes PUBES AR T TR L ST e AR
(¥ fpe> 2001) -
SEhetiE s AR EALE L 4F L L L 45 (emotional support) ~ 3 A4

& 4% (informational support) ~ 1 £ 45t ¥ (instrumental support) = #g o % 38 &

FREEE GG AT

LS F R ERHeTAFE el REAHFL L FDT o2

A2 R iR PR £ Bldeigd B A TR R B SRR

RfE SRR # 0 B p  AAN R RA DR 2
dB AL FoF R enkFANEER o
2HAPIEF B BER L L R ES LKA ZTE S RERRTT & DT
RRHEEL S L HAaRFE AT 2 anarg 0 LR

RfRARAE S PR 2 ZHRETAEL e BT T

BAEMAF I HERKEFFTLELLEF TR BEABWOT R bl

EEC1IEEF IS AN EMOEH A ERERHTT

17



I ~ALE A FreniER

Ak g L AFE 5 R 4 ¥ b (stress-buffering) e > &t s L B A I
B2 ke n BANBRAFET VA Er i BT & LA R
SR HE AN R ¢ FIRETIE CALE FlF - AP AT 4 5hg & (Thoits,
1995) - Cohen £ Syme (1985) » 4% H14t ¢ L #2500k & hE 4520 % Bk (direct
effect hypothesis) fri# fiFsc % i (buffer effect hypothesis ) ° ﬂ 15k AiE P AR
BReBRFFRT > BT 6 A A FAHA g RE? 7 'Ep’? bR P AL €

LA RGEREE ek o @ B Berk BGRY AL A FIEY § 2 - 2

FRA R A G I T R R TR AT D R A BT 2
BRAOF a4 - B AR ST oEERS A ko2 )0 d L
BiAeif i 4 o

AT REAAE A FF A P L ciEE A B F LA E L AP
FIREA o L AR hir® F B4 ooek (582452001 E5f &~ Heir

P~ A2%% 4k > 2002 ; Cohen & Wills, 1985 ) o & A fAm $H/& 4 pF > %’%v} ¥ Flend £

,J.

oA Rt s R TR IR XY F R RER A TA S

ek o BA TR EIRFICREALPE 2 TN BELEAFRFEPY

H ]

oo BB L TIALE L 4 g e

Wi

B R o B gt g e R F € M B

(% ¥~ e &> 2008) -

A ALE A enip S
(=) Eu2Z ey

B e LM B LR 70 T A g A F i B RS L
PO KM EABEFIBRALPE CHEI LA T AT A E L
Prenf R EFARR AR L Ad HES TR L RTEER
B HALE e 5 hihit € L 45 (Tayloretal, 2000; Thoits, 1995 ) e

Copeland £ Hess (1995) # 3 5 > # B4 Ffp e » HFRF > £ F s
18



x\+

ZA I I LA IO ELFERR G TR REF R Fanpet o
Cecen (2008) +“ 4§ &+ 4 § 5 /R4 A FALOFE™ 5 0 FRA PRI 2
fUERALG A DS N A 5 0 B AT < FRET F e Iy B e 3w
RIMa Db g ey hmib ¢ L8 L ik ¢ L HF RS RI PG
BF AR PPEIE LR F AL AR TR AL B L S
( Taylor, 2011; Tamres, Janicki, & Helgeson, 2002 ) -

(Z) A ARERTR2ZIMAY

MotAL g A F R R MM GeniEi o § LA FE B RALE L KR

BB REORE T 0 LR AR ¢ L A B R R 1k
ALY O RAP A RA R CREHRE LR A4 L

FERFOM G ST PR KA E LA FERETRLT F D) v ip b
( Cavanaugh & Buehler, 2015; Eshbaugh, 2008; Segrin & Passalacqua, 2010 ) -
Cavanaugh £2 Buehler co#7 7 27 AvE Pl g K # 245 ~ P L 35 ~ & L $F e

FUEORLIGBRER RS AT 0 ET R T R R Tl eand

~zm|

FRFRE BPERR FHREERAR S92 URp Ak
B ARET P EORTR -

PR EFEM AN ES DR AT Y RER DT & IR T

% PP % & # (Eshbaugh, 2008; Eldeleklioglu, 2008; Nicpon et al., 2006 ) » @ 74

A FFEIRRIE % R F = 2 - 3k o Eshbaugh ~ Eldeleklioglu e%= % % 45 & R A £ 4%

BEFOTERIRERFAE T T HB TR TR LEFT UG IR~ B R

TR LI NIRALFRF O >V URENERAFLF 2 G RMOR

¥ B (Mounts, 2004; Mounts et al., 2006 ) - ¥ *} » Segrin ¥? Passalacqua (2010 )

sl

2l EHF];.’PF;\& CRABE CEIP R RGBT F G ORIRR R A D

FEROCEFARLG AR E TR T E I B A 515}—?%@%'1\_}7\

N

L

“f TR kR A O BT RSN A 1 B LS
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Ak g L AFF B fow 4p B (Larose, Guay, & Boivin, 2002; Sherbourne & Stewart,
1991) > Larose % 4 i&— Hdp L A F 4 KR OIFRIF)F 0 4
RRABERAEARETR A EFEA AT TR EELFE 7 5 (seeking
emotional support) 2 HZER F f e ARM 0 A7 A F 2 g F gL #FaG
Fo A BT ROBE BT HRTER]BIM G TN ELET R
BREFRR S+ 374 > ¢ &L Pl iR (Chipuer, 2001; Pittman &

Richmond, 2008) » & 4 { 2 # ¢ 0 TFBR | S PRER HE & A 2

— o

BIP g BEAT S @ 0 % % B (2008) ik g L3R 54 5 TR FRAES TR

HE NTHRRBEAE STHEEE T ABBERAT R T3 MEER KA
FHEAREAFA L PNEIE AT REY CFRT LSO LH 2 FF I h

A A FRFETMUATE A AT 2 RBL TR 5 e RIEFR O MARE R
BT HaERRBOAFA Mo Fomi A i FsiR  a £F R
AR fE

Ky T A FERTR TR A oA E L PR
ERERDERFF - Fj A A A FRFRPEIFDFL S B X F PR E
BERM  RA LI FFE A LB AHE 1 B P ERR TR R

Bl 3 B o

FZ& AR OERBHPNEY
-~ R K
FARE Pt BAEE 2 2 A ha R 0 Tt A RERR (subject
well-being) v 1 &3 f# i 4 FARE AR dp o A BHELET RS0 f

R F - HER2 FrR LAY 2P 2 REBAR R WA RLER G O

20



AR BAciEE 1 (TS kPR &2 P % (Diener, 2000; Diener, Oishi, & Lucas,
2003; Diener & Ryan, 2009 ) - Compton £2 Hoffman (2013) ~ 25 i iR £

AR LTI f e R 0 SRS ER R AR TR S ¥ 3

Ny
=

BRI 27 AEDFER X8 B ARS8 A o Sirgy (2012) #-3 BEiGR
G B AE iR R L (long-term affective state) » ¥ 32 2 B A $F2 /& s
TN L g £ P p el FRE (short-term affect) @ %0 > Fpt igR 4

ERTE SCRI Y EX e 0 MEVE R 033 ERCE R et R R

- 4 4 E & F (quality of life) & & ¥ - Ryan 22 Deci (2001) # & %45
R N FARR 05 BB 0 A W E-® 3 £ P (the hedonic approach )

2 % L %P~ (the eudaimonic approach) (% ~ & » 2007b) - P-% i £Pw F pr

It
P
3
s
N
el
5—?1
s
@4
_E“l
-
=
b
_?Nm,
=
>~
-
iy
h
T
&
=
&
&,
W
[
=k
)
.
¢
Y
J‘.\

AER MGG TR B B EPRp 2 LR AN HI s RN R F e IR
fRot A ViRFFAARED FAARB K2 FOFTFERLMNA BE R
FARR AL e K Blee T (calm) o Ft A Bt d 3 A e ek i
(peaceful and calm state ) %+ 37 7+ & k. H_I » g % 14 3 (Lee, Lin, Huang, &
Fredrickson, 2013; Tsai, Knutson, & Fung, 2006 ) - “f P2tk K A iR e
(harmony) ~ = = (balance ) ~ #= &_ (contentment) %3} 7% & 1 #1IL [F (0¥ 45
& (Lu & Gilmour, 2004 ) » iz~ &2 s52 4 (1995) & Jend B 4 4 38 £ 4%
BRiRe en T Amp oot T #150h 3 Baoipdo

BT AR AR T B LT S R ARR R R

FaLRorIfFHaen e P A UHEA ERIRTRTERIRE B A ?“ﬁ% K
FEHWA R e oo T ER L MARESRAL AT IR L FEADR

A4 LS AR RABR TR L - o @ A P fERd hARR R FE S
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BAEHKM G w o k7 T AR  HEFE B A LR DT R FY A
THFT ABRIARR DS BTARR LEAL T BHHEI e E AR 2

B R RPLBE £

~ 2ARR AP MR
Diener ~ Lucas £2 Oishi (2002) #-F4fif 3@ #HhPew o 5 2 28 0 &2 B F &
g p 5% K32 % (need and goal satisfaction theories ) ~ i 4z 8% 75 #° 32 % (process
or activity theories) ~ & &7 £ #3512 4 (genetic and personality predisposition
theories) » T WiE B AT T R 2 F KB P RIR EIEH ~ EH TS o
(=) FREpRBEES
PIEAEPwnE s B A F RAES PR 7 EF RS & Freud 0
% # J R|(pleasure principles )2 Maslow =rf & % $4i-3% Chierarchical needs model )
Ak F EAAR G DF RE AR bldr it A IE R R s B i]-*‘ug 7]
e UELN R 2F o T e R E S E m;ﬂ%ﬂ——dﬂwi*wm‘*q‘&*—’
mHEk B APz igR (Diener, Lucas, & Oishi, 2002 )
2P R %Y ARFE S PR32 (telic theory ) (Diener, Suh, Lucas, &
Smith, 1999) > F]1 5 A P orig Renp s A fod & p Fapikiw ﬂ’m ¢ BEW P eh
T d BRILAAR LT iry P RE 1 ‘I;’K? WA A e R AR

BRodrk 3#dSmp ek Pop LF RELEF > A gk L PEIZER ©

+

AT A At b i e R § R R R TR bl
B A et B o HAST L 2 VREZ T P RART I AR E & o R .

(=) BHEHL

FRIEEIR G FARE AL D FEAR O TR OEARY  FP AL E SR

BRAS LT R F R k2 BT B A PR e A R R

—\«

Pt OB AR SR F RN auk & Bon Ak ¢ B 2 E £ (Diener, Lucas,

& Oishi, 2002) > %2 & 46§ R &EH > ¥ ILH/REB A T T f0 A BT 6L
22



v

4 W?uﬁﬂﬁ?#é@%@‘&%%ﬁﬁ%ﬂ’aiméﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ

PAA T R o FI A dep G EARE S SR o

ERN X1l Yy
(=) Bu2 iy

Diener 22 Ryan (2009) #+:i7 % & cn 4G A7 3 & (7w AE » I Y Pirb 2

EEMIARRE AR T AFFLE B PRBEEI AT T ALY
A RARE e MR R AR AR P2 LR AT S R g X
BT PAEE ARG A AR SRR et R P 2

FRE e T AP AFAFR LB DA A EARE AR o A A AN
SR X AR A € 5 =8 (Diener, Suh, Lucas, & Smith, 1999 ) -
Rp A F3ndigpray e o8> & (2007a) 5wy 5T 94 &

B2 A2 FRARATARF LR LA Al T RRX Y 22 FR T

FEIHELRFP ML RET IERNAF F R AR AFMT R L X
- X GAMFLB P EARTAEELRE G ML RY § AR L
hF R AR 2N L R .

(=) ZFRELBR2ZIPHMAET

B4R AT R LIER A SRR E R TS > Kong £ You (2013) s

K
]

Kapikiran (2013) & w0« 4 fod S Z SR AH G Bx P HARTE L F

o 22 FBART L MG P RERHAZRAAT [ v i Bk g1
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M2 ERE R

Mellor % % (2008) % 7 A#% LAfF B 7 R RERELFRL AR
B FIRRER ;._E'p: BEReEd BRLRFGOY gk ﬁ*{‘z‘u'l}‘&_wa
FARR RARBEPREAIPRIEDRTE §HEFRLAT [ »
BB FBART R Ay P EESEA DA RE BRL AR
( Bramston, Pretty, & Chipuer, 2002; Chipuer, Bramston, & Pretty, 2003 ) > F 1 % 75
FERELIBAFRLEDE v AN I I RERET N e iR E Y hiF g E
4% (emotion well-being) & o

Fiori ¥2 Consedine (2013) # 3t~ - #3724 RER L TG E FFenff 5 > 124
BEAGE e cREERpiR LB P CFUEpEe P B BERREFE
ERAL A XNBEPHETREIRE I e A BRTARR TG P BRG] R o tp
g2 ks Py R R E R Ak € 2 4% (social exchanges) 22 :AmE FF 384 P
emrcdk s g Eoib § LPHAF > SREARF NI w3 6§ BHORE
BoOHEA BHAOLIEIEL L eock 0 g ook g LR P f e
A E R BHORTRZARE A f v B ETER

et BA T X ST AR SRR R G T R Y
RN “ﬁwiﬂ CRE R T ARR B n
PR F I RN o S TR K P AR S R R
(i)&ﬁi#&iﬁ&iﬁ&?i

MEM BT ESETE S T AER A A e g F] gt
2 ek € 3 fem b o O Tt g A PR RS Bl N R LA 6 BE TR PE
< ¢ R % FRF odigg (Diener & Ryan, 2009; Diener et al., 1999 ) -

Rojas (2012) #£3:4 % M (227 ZAGR I ek % N S R R
IEEERLAR G HEF O AN T FRs HM GAGE £ Pk
IR R R - RSB EE e A I BB EER G R o € AR RE il

EBAE R 2 b T B B A e B E AR R IARR 4 4 R iE R
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R AEFOD oM GG L T R U A RS R R el B

De Freitas (2014) & 275 7 F34 7 BB 2AGR HALE L enfl 2> %
AR h= BBee AR g I8 A SRR AT BRI E G
Ak € X 4% (practical support) & = fa¥inR ¥ F A FE » M %o @ B LS
BEAREAFAF  pARTOREERRS §RIE 5T - HRF AL SR

EAFRDY G P ENZ AP0 TARR HALE LFF OB R 5 A 0 BTG

)

Bk Bk B0 A g A FT LR BB 2 2ABR 0 4 HHRD LHE AR T
S 2 B
Brannan % + (2013) #A+ ¢ L FH K TP A E R > FHAFL 3k
KiRAL g A A EEAGE Bl G SRR R A AT 0 IR LR
FABR OITEE G A BBLREE G PP AL FR BRI RIE e RIS o 4
Pl L IIRE FA A BN R AFEHARIER L § ] REDAR
T FIERE PP % %ﬁ FRB O TR X e
AR AS A L2 TP 0 £ F (2009) A B il g L 2
ABR Ol o AL g A S S T UL A R AT B R AT L
Bt g AFE IR T o ApM 0 A IARR IR o e
BB R AF IR R o
B2 & (2007b) gt ARH R AL § L I E AR M o XAl g
AELSGESEABFEALEAES BRI BEM A TSI AL AELE
F A HIRFABLE A CLFABE AR A TAGAF RS FEE G2
oondk o FRAYF (2010) 7 2 B HE S BRI AL € A B AR B OB 150 4y
MALE L FET IHIAERF L v E ks R BEFIRANLEZER AL D
PR B R AL LTI B2 AR Ak o h
Zho g AR fhl o R F il e BRE PE RS D

ALE A FPERUS ULE AR RS BN SRR R | - KEITRALE L 4
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HEARE T e BFF R AL ET AR A F L DTAGE A T 4

£& -
ﬁ@iﬁpiiﬁ%@?uﬁﬁwﬁgiﬁ**mﬁﬁﬁp%iﬁiéﬁﬁ’

A A FARR OIERIF]F o RIS A 4§ RS BHOTARRE 0 0

APEEE A EE 4 §FRFOFEE F P2 AL AR F R

B & d T A R AL A B AR TR B AR I e
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=¥ FBpHiE
AR g REP AFL ARG RS UHE TR EERHE 15 s

ISR I S S R VR R & R T P L A e

$LFTIE B E L TR AL B

-8 FIE#
W31 7253 s f FAEBEREL T FER AP Bk g
BT DR ARER A ML LR 2 RER G
REE R

FooFARR =

g L

* e kiR # Fe %53
LUty | LEgELE

2. A A 23 LA P

¥R RE o 3. FFE A3 |31 B M
1.4 u il
2.
(SRS . A ——
3.5 A J F AR
FER
W31 =% %%
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- &

R

NEERTE S EY ERV L SR NN Ch = N

SR

- AR EA

LB RAR T At enT A B4 p

¥R

£RE i 2 9 2 R4

2R A IR SRR SRR R L F b

P I A FRFIE LRGSR

’1('}' 214 i I)v FI\:la X T'

TR X FN225 R %

- WBALE L E R Pl o ARE < TEF i (4ot 230

3P L BER - EE ) TErR2H

4
e

lg’ﬁ)

15 210 7 o AR AEEKA

B4 ikp r;.ﬁmg& BL G E AL DEGEFA A e A AN EE TR

ABRms bp bR EIE B A A ER ORI R A e TR
% 31
% 3-1
REEIATHR
A 8k (n=210) B (%)
el g 104 49.50
- 106 50.50
F3CN - 33 15.70
- 44 21.00
= 52 24.80
b2 81 38.60
B A BRA A 55 26.20
T4 43 20.50
Bp iR 53 25.20
B A AR 59 28.10
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- SR A

AL T R R S D R A LR
RAEEE R PR D B SR B RRE RN T K w
6A7 R % o R S e w il > B - WARKFF PR ERIR MR T A FAp R
SRE E- I MEF R R FEA R 20 (9F ek % 568 i
Hepv 0 g s LA Rl Al B S 2801139112812 4 o AEF ] ¥
< H 4 kP E‘,,‘T;Fgggw,\;a_ S LRI TEEE L DA - 3 S-S g ) -4
B4 PRRFE S el b B e WA S 0 A u B8 R

FU~BRGE Ihp A AEENE B A AR > okl kI T Ao

DRFEAT A R ARG 0 R R AR Alu b kR
S hEBI G A B A NGB E o X — s X = AHApl 0 k2 B4 et

Pl B EEAY ML RFEEHEF B AE AR A bR &
[ ] g v

R N
% 3-2
AR
A # (n=568) B (%)
el gy 210 37.00
+ 358 63.00
# & - 134 23.59
= 110 19.37
= 134 23.59
s 190 33.45
B AR BRA R L 156 27.50
T & 208 36.60
Wp AR 82 14.40
B R AR R 122 21.50
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AFPLOP NG FEN A FARERE ARG A F L TAGE 2 AP M 2 SRR

A BApFRIFE  RIFHEAEZIE RFENF S e BIA S 5 -

-

- REE£

TRt 2R E A p Russell (1996) # 22 UCLAARTE 4 % =
5% (UCLA Loneliness Scale Version 3) » % & & e8P (O a3 p £ A TR e
RRH o BwHEeR2ZPIEIL - AERAEF 5 AHLE 20 RAR F T
Py #EM > S P oMLY BR AR Y IRTRERELIEZ - T E
UCLABRZEA 52 R aB B P B L o0RAMMEB £ 2T 2 F 00 Flpt

F R ERBIELE o

!
N
Il
FIIRS
>\_.
BT
&)
o+

B4 EF 205 4 Likert z B8 4 - 29 § 93 EF i REAZ

MR- 3R R Cronbacha 5 96> £R[G A :Z T3 HraREETLF AH2LG
B AR o
RE & 57T EDREILP 2 7 How often do you feel you are...... ?”

)

BEReni P AN ER R Y EAFT AR EEE >N 2 2l e Ty

|-

B - 5P filpE R gtk (2008) ks o MR B A chawd T in ) ik

Y

TR BRGSO RS P FRER T RIER L R



degt B TR Ao > X R A L L2 3 AN RETA > B A A BRI AL

3 RABRTRALBARAF - REAY § OREF » 10 PRF A RATLY

DF %484 FptH Y $1-5-6-9-10-15-16-19-20 5 F % 4L > 1L §

et o HAALLEE Y U withe o
(2) AP A4

rEAFEY R EVEGE R RS P~ 2§ & Cronbach a & & 5%
R AFEPAINR- RETRE - 40T 4 3-30

R AT SRR T B AT ORL R Y RDAEE Y I F > RS
#aApM E <3t 40- 2R & hCronbach o & 5 . 91> KRBT 7 A RAE
> 1P

=

ST HRB >R 4 Cronbach @ B P37 - RS ST » KT E L A

k8 % B2 Cronbach o &} "F"TS" AR ARG - TNFEN AL LR
hp M- RPEER - F T 2R L2 204 FAIARERL
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133
FEREAMPAFHELE (n=210)

- e

1878 TR ip B
1. A @A o Bt B (Rfopk o 5.94** A45%*
2.3V 4 0 i o 10.17** .64**
.AFEEILGF AT A R o 9.25** .66**
IR F RS 10.43%* 66**
5. AFEEAFJ P - 3 o 7.06** 56**
6. X e FlenA F3F 540 2 Ao 9.24** 53**
T.AFERT L5 Mgt o 10.58** JA3*F*
8. A ch@BAB e 2 Bt B Wink X 3 o 8.17** 57**
0. AFWh 2 Lobo kFene 8.80%* 52w
10, A4 @A s 4 33T 12.58** 68**
IL.AFEp e AL EFE-F o 10.00** .66**
12.AF @A e A B 2 r L 4o B %o 10.49** B67**
13. A FRG A mﬂfr'i\ % 3 11.38** .69**
14, A FNE B L5 g o 14.72** .80**
15, § 2 F & ehpwiz > A RF FFFI e A AR o 10.27%% 63%*
16. A E 1 A E enfippfaa o 7.96** 54**
173 g 3T £ - 7.13** A6**
18. A £ i85k 3 — 2 4 > fe & A e P12 EIRAIEL o 6.39%% A8**
19. 345 7 U PEPF ¥ % o 10.45** B67*F*
20, 5 F L REE R o 12.04** 0%
**p<.01

I oAgAFEL
SRS LKA EY AR AT R B AN it e e
TEETE 2 (2007h) 3 &35 (2004) che FAar g AR A p b T g
AEEL NEFERAFL R L F NREET -
(=) E&p 2R %mWER
p?%{;ﬁi&*’?*)ﬁ’%*ﬁ?ﬁ’%*?iﬂigi:}?ﬁvk;&i;pﬁ1\7\&\g—nc{, :

FTHRAEAFRANS G THEEAEF T A AE B T1epiE =
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KRR B o
BB R TR SRR A o
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T B FPRIE o
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™

FREPA R
En

e

L L 364 0 MAEE A FERIRT A G %

1241 - % 1465 % 12805 JF 4 2 3 cnigs8 » 8

AFEFSFALEF R ALIFE

g
R R PR AR
13483 % 24 38 5 A A HF04E0
PR BB L LAl T R

AH AR B A

¥ 25413
%3645 R L A4 LA
B TR N R T
1 B A4 1123413141516+ 25-2627 28+ £ 124

. Mi4F:9-10~11~12-17-18-19-20-33-34~35-36" % 1248

3 1 EMAFF5-6~7~8~21-22~23~24~29~30~31~32

¥ 44 Likertw g8 & - (F¥EIE L T A 4ot

£ 1238

ST et TR e
B TR R et p BRI L2 3 4R BEA SRS ES 3
FmAEA P R A AT g A ERR AR T RAD YU
o
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() &4
1.3 p &%

*AE A R EGE S R R A ph ~ 28 4 Cronbach a &1 5%
BPAFTEPNI- REGR P A %40k 34

BRSPS T T R ATHRL BT HROANE T ERT B
ﬁ&ﬁ@%k%.%oiﬁ%ﬁummmaiﬁ.%’ﬁ%@ﬂﬂﬁ%%ﬂw%
PRS2 4 Cronbach o WAL -tk & R AT AL § LA E A BLERE
A B Cidicgr Cronbach o B+ 485 7 5 end R £ F AL § - WA S 2

Wep 30— REGR > FIPLRT2EAEE > T2 4 e

% 34
A FEAAR AFHEEL (n=210)

e BT i AR AR
1 8.92%* 63
2 9.91%* 66%
3 0.67* 68%*
4 8.79%* 63%*
5 5.51% Aax*
6 10.01%* 65**
7 8.60%* 62%*
8 8.79%* 57**
9 9.85%* 4%+
10 10.72** J1**
11 8.91%* 65%*
12 7.60%* B1%*
13 12.06%* 66%
14 9.45** .60**
15 10.47** ST**
16 9.15%* 5g*
17 10.05** 63**
18 10.85%* 59
20 10.39%* 60%*

(FTF)
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T g i AT A A

21 9.63*%* 58%*
22 7.96%* Ag**
23 8.33%* 53%*
24 12.35%* B4%*
25 7.01%* 5g**
26 7.67%% 60%*
27 7.59%* 60%*
28 7.26%* 54%
29 3.06%* 31+
30 4.99%* A43%*
31 5.84%* 51**
32 5.80%* A48**
33 6.97** 53%*
34 7.48%* 65%*
35 5.38%* 50%*
36 7.33%* 57

**p < 01

2,914 A ¥4

F]4 A 45 0 &0 KMO & 22 Bartlett 3% 25t S e zo A 45 i 7 1% o KMO &
2 91 Bartlett %k 228 % » A 7R LEEGFFZ A F|Z AR F 404
35 XRPFEAITEE B A FRERBEIZBFIOFIFI- 513 124
TERpP ARG AE S FMRAS L TP AAE I FF - 55131 24
Wo W Ekp A b g A TR R b L TRALHE S FFZ 5525

2136 FRRpEFESRELT FP BRI AL TFELE & BFI oD

Y

PR A 1L 2 BRI T 2B ¥R E 5 55.62% LA AL TR f i

BA 40
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# 3-5

36

AgIFETLFFLFHELEL (n=210)

125 AL F G e e
2 # ,g,‘? RN ek 077 028 0.08
3 CE e A R P 2R RE L 076  0.27 0.13
10 §AGDIRERPF ))& gt - Aem it ke 075 0.26 0.22
4 AEALEp LERSD 075 018 0.16
1 é AERERLTF A EH AAmA L o 074 012 0.24
6 @ NERIR P ) % f PR A RAES o 073 018 0.19
1 BABEDEG o A g e AR X 072 023 0.13
9 FALRIEFAF P AELIMHBFTRAS%K - 071 020 0.19
7 Mg EFRGREL B A 068  0.26 0.12
12 35 B A7 0 B RCE TR R RS o 0.67 0.22 0.14
5 FRAFTREFNARFLHRSFSLEN 065 012 -0.03
8 A AT ARG - ALKE R EE - 062 014 0.21
17 f;g NG PIFIIEPF - FA G A FAT FpEE o 021 078 0.8
21 FAEZH e RAAAT GG R HH % 011 0.76 0.13
15 1% “ﬁ pedhgiz RAEBERXARE o 011 0.76 0.12
14 g X3R4 HADRIR - 023 0.75 0.05
16 K4 RS LT EfFEAF Lo 017 075 0.07
20 FAEFILAEEM RA EEMLA LE - 028 0.71 0.04
13 FAERIERE FTA gRZF A KApF R 021 0.70 0.22
19 FAERPIAF  FLAELIPETASS%R - 019 0.70 0.06
18 FREREZATW  REHRAABRAL 020 065 0.16
24 AV U A ML ROEF TR - 014 063 0.33
22 FRIREF S RLAHIREARSP & 021 062 0.00
23 FAEMAERE > R GRB NSRS 031 062 -0.02
27 FEEALEpE LEL o 018 0.04 0.78
30 FALMAGEFLE AP VL EAHEY B 004 -0.04 076
34  FABIITELPE 0 R g A FAT TR - 019 023 0.75
35 FAERELATF > AEHFEABLL 0.07 007 0.74
32 FRAIREF LRGN - 001 o1 0.73
29 AW i fF R SR REF TR -0.05 -0.11  0.68
31 FAAERITEFERE L LT R 013 o011 0.67
26 AR £ FIEFE A SR o 029 013 0.66
25 TR EHNDELATRBEF T 029 011 0.65
36 FTE g ABESEY R SR 015 024 0.64

(&7 %)



177 3P ik

¥+ - F|F - F]F =

33 FARMBEME S FLELSIMMTASL%K e 021 013

0.62
28 FFE A AT R E 0.20 0.16 0.61
Pl 1232 457  3.13

A% E %) 3423 12,68 8.70
FRABEEREEW) 3423 46.92 55.62

IpFW-REZR

T ER AT
= B F]F o A g R MEPERR ﬂfp;m% Bk & AL L T

EE AR T LA Tl 8

AR 0 Cronbach o ey S A i 30— RALE R o

>(-‘\-

A FIRE O TSR e A
G - RMEE R 5T H_:,Jw—m]ﬁ__gi;}‘jfﬁqu\ M- KRB R Ehdrdk

3-6fc# 37T 2 ¥ gk g 459 T 145 TRA A VTEFE L 3F

e Cronbach o % #cA %) 5 .93 ~.92 91 » iﬁ W 90 1 o R AR ehik €

AP ST FEHLE STl tidE T2t gCronbach o s &)

£.88+.87-.80> % & 8012 o > ¥ & Cronbach o s .94 > B % # R4

ALE A RIRL G oe o &R E L 2

- RHEA -

%+ 3-6
e kiR g AP I KL
I P Cronbach a % #
PP %—* .93
K& 4 .92
Fd ﬁ 91
i ' 4 .94

37



# 3-7
7 FRRRALE AP IR R

P Cronbach a % #c
frg e L 4 .88
G .87
1B Mt .80
Eul o .94
ER ¥ )

FABR R o AT E R (1998) 3T TP WA 2ARR £ &
( Chinese Happiness Inventory ) | | £ + # 4 2 2458 > 8 4 % liEme ¥
ERG AR PO PRGN EAL SRR MR LR SF L 0E
4 F R R RnT P BB A i 5 R SR eR A o d AR

AHEBEP ) B AET LT R FNE HRAL AL~ o

PREPRALA LR B A LA A LA BT UFE A F T
BRIE 3 E (Fi% 0 1998 ; Lu & Shih, 1997) - RIE & w 1= 1 BT AGR L
eEECAFERIAGL cFIREALRE G 48R E L S ERATIFEY

R R A AR I B A2 AERA N 2040 5B - FIA R

&

2 2% 28 AP - KRG AR Cronbach o £ 5 .92 3 245 enis B 2 IR(HEE -
BT ~ MR 0 2006 5 Lu & Shih, 1998) 0 AT F TR e E A (TR
18
(=) B4&3a gt

ARL N BE RSB NI R EFNE SRR R F BED T A

Wi B RARR AT TR AEM 012 30 FF A B AP B R

GRALPFEE oA RAABRRUEEA AR A A F 2 TR 4 o
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(=) AP A4

T AEYEH e g s FEEE R L ip il - > 8 4 Cronbach o &%

BRAFEPNI- RET R

AW ERER  AE

FoEAERA PN T A0 400 2

A I

® ~ 4ph Tidgcr Cronbacha & ¢ 305 A 45 i > £ TR 48R T -

B - R R F)

% 3-8

| 73]

7

# B

% dod 3-8 o

% 699120 IR AT S0k L B B bk

2R B4 P AR 4 (n=210)

£ % ¢nCronbach a & %

TR

20435 > PSR A

e

TNFEN R

o

SriE s

> % % Cronbach o & 3838 - ek S % 8T 0 A& 4 &)

T H

.96 BT

g

1878 AETE RAE-SL e AR B
1 12.57** 73%*
2 12.68** T6%*
3 10.71%* 68%*
4 10.55%* 69**
5 20.11%* 86%*
6 17.86%* 78%*
7 15.52%* TT**
8 10.95%* 69**
9 9.92%* 69**
10 15.42%* TT**
11 16.83** 82%*
12 14.94%* 78%*
13 16.35%* 81%*
14 17.55%* 80**
15 13.88** T4%*
16 13.16** T4%*
17 10.46%** B5%*
18 9.32%* 5g**
19 16.84** 78%*

20 12.13%* 70%*
**p < .01
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Fr & FRAES RSN
Wk SR A PR AT LB R ] B 0 13t g4 SPSS 19.0 %
AP B 05 A AP Y RME R Y%A R AL BR D

222 3 0k )\ 3k
SR E A AT o

- “RRBELR

T g R L AR M R A B A RER A A 2 ARR R
T AT RRHAT ALl N Es s EAF L R RER
i g L FE S FARE 4 s BT 0 L H RS R e 112 (ANOVA) REF
RAE1-2-1-3° % ANOVA & % 0512 F 2 B k> » R ik THkkis
% AREF > Plie— # 12 Scheffe & %2 & (7% (54 & 1 % ANOVA th it .05 12
P2 REFORE S FRik T RHREREF > Blizt Games-Howell # % i 7 %
5t o

~ AR A T
SEERER A A4 AR RF G B M 2 Pearson 4t Lip M

AT EREAT BR 2-1-2-20

A TR

I

B fRAL LA HARER IR A R TR ARG LB H T ARE I

RIS Bk S A FEAa 2 %A 313241420 A R L A
?Jrﬂ ] E:TF £y

F2 ALE< 2 VIE>100 P47 SR A D ABE BBL T2 5 22 AR

W F2RFE o
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¥ Ak

AT ERAE A FARTR B AR F L P 4% > 29k Baron &
Kenny (1986) # 1 eh® /i g yE4s » 2 3 ii&ﬁﬁ?/w\%‘ri%.%éﬁiﬁ’{ B3k 5-1° &
FAE R 200 A0 ehdp B 2 2 e s o) Frde™  (Baron & Kenny, 1986; Frazier,

Tix, & Barron, 2004 ) :

LR afrRE D B REEHFARL SRR RS AHEF ML
TAEAFELAFT G 22 Ak ERTE W TR TR

ERFORIERAPRETERE QA TAAEAF LS FF G IMA P i

f
(= ) Sobel test : 12 Sobel E#ZHFE R P Hrck2 BEMH > £22>19 & z<
196 A A FE R 2k E. 058 FRE S FE R EATRETR S

Bk AEEE o

vARR
(AL g L 4F)
a b
p B y TRBIE
(HER) c (24#wR)
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) Za
Yr® FiE%
ERpY - FRNPFIFEEER 2 S RN B REFTHALIE
AP EEERN AT S-S RREL BN S L RAT M AT

FEE B ZF LR LITESE -

5o BER -ALAH TMRLARALEAK
AEREIE68 mAHA AT AL pER LR P PR R ¥R A
AYTA RN By BEFA 2 A B Y ARER AE A FEFARR LR

II%LI]; o

-~ ABRANBEER CAEAE S ERLRRA
2415 AR K UEAPE R B g A B L B PR AR
BAT AR A FA R EAHAR L A R A HEUNT

F&H‘% H‘W Hﬁg %Qﬂ%o

# 4-1
ERTW 2L HENRTHEL A
AL R L AT o8
FER 20 43.38 9.22 2.17
443 12 37.82 5.76 3.15
At E 12 37.90 5.89 3.16
L 12 31.74 6.21 2.64
gt 3% 12 35.67 5.09 2.97
LR P 12 36.37 5.07 3.03
1B E 12 35.41 4.37 2.95
R L 4E 36 107.46 13.20 2.99
FARR 20 27.05 10.48 1.35
FEEEASeBEE  BFL AL ML LA P FiES 250 (FA ﬁ%
AT EERERRGE T R ATRTR LA A BT 00 438 4T 300k
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217 AAZEY B iE > AR L@ A+ B0 B ip o R AR AT b ot |
I TR Aoy 27

AEAFEL LB o RFA LS BHA LA N A LALE R
HFEEA BT odcs 107465 3T 08 s 2990 2B FiE s B & ahi@ At
Be? B3 o BRA L AT THF 4ot o 2 kiR g LY 1 g
4 hRA AL AL 2 T s B G 31522 3165 ¥ A TEEF Ao |
I TR T hopt | 2 B AprE XIS T L 2640 43 Tt dopt | F)
F%W%LJ\W’;i“ﬁ@ﬂﬁmonwﬁymmg FER IR SRRk ak

P g1 Bt QT ioge A u L 297 5 205, A A HE L 2 TS

iy

B 5303 = F oAy B af@at BrdY Bins > a g4 b chdmp

AR TR e

o

L

W

REA TSR A ABA A BA 0L FES L5 @A

\.‘

i
BB AT EABEARRAR T A DTARE £ A4 BT odc; 27.05 0 ML
#ci 1350 AAREY e » ad L eni@ A F B39 FipM -
AR TRRAL AL SRTR A AR 2R LEAN

AFIARRA S FRE BB REOFA LT RSB ERA B AR R

w

L
(=) BULRAH

AAER A A 2ARR hL B

AEF P T A A Ed s n i 2100358 4 0 ST BRREAE A ORER

AE A AR AT FALYEIE  BFBI R TR A 42 5 HHALR

AHHR E
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7 4-2

Pu LB AR 4
g4 (n=210) 4 M (n=358)
M SD M SD t
TR 43.77 9.51 43.15 9.05 0.77
FP % it 36.51 5.84 38.58 5.58 -4.20*%*
AL 36.93 5.71 38.46 5.93 -3.01**
B E 4 4F 32.16 6.28 31.50 6.16 1.23
Pt F 34.71 5.01 36.23 5.06 -3.48**
WAM L 35.99 5.18 36.59 5.01 -1.36
1B 34.90 450 35.72 4.28 -2.15*
B g L3 105.60 13.38 108.54 12.99 -2.57**
F A6 R 26.83 11.00 27.18 10.18 -0.38

*p<.05:**p<.01

SRR A PR AES AP AL (1=-4205p<.01) FA L3

(t=-301>p<.0l) - fFxEt#F (1=-348 p<.01)> 1 B3 (t=-215"
P<.05) &2 FREAL ¢ £ 35 (1=-257>p<01l) } FHFLE G 4+ 84 4%
BIE P A RRT AE A B o A RRAERA L LB KP4 s RA R
Rt L FRE S AP FAERALE LFOINL o L A B g L1
EPRAEHRTAFAF A AEMAAEAF LA A g g A oA F
AEBRFR FEAFEIARE S d MAERF DI LR - Buhi A%

WA AR ARY %Y ST T K 1L B IA Lo

(z) 22482 %

ﬂ\lﬂfﬂ:&—%%‘f;{fﬁﬂﬁiﬁggﬁ.&ﬁﬁ%— N -l R S
A5 134+110134+190 4 » 3 TBfAX B4 ARTR CAALE L F - R
AP afsl P NEFFIRE AT HRL FAILELLELPHEL A

%44 5 Fa2 FiEV RS
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% 4-3

EniBAYHR A

Y - 3N 3N T E &
(n=134) (n=110) (n=134) (n=190)
M SO M SD M SD M SD F
R E R 4214 836 4312 872 4331 941 4445 9.87 1.70
[ 38.86 537 3739 560 37.34 529 3766 6.35 203
AR 39.37 571 3763 589 3754 529 3726 6.28 3.83**
A 3234 6.93 3197 586 3207 539 3096 6.36 1.60
Tl dF 3672 524 3533 481 3549 441 3526 551 254
MAMAFE 3740 5.14 3604 464 3595 479 36.14 540 247
1EpBiEF 3645 399 3563 416 3552 421 3448 470 5.60**
FRAL € L 4F 11057 12.97 106.99 1246 106.96 12.04 105.88 14.25 3.54**
EX )N 2953 10.06 26.40 10.22 2640 9.99 26.14 11.06 3.33**
**p < .01
% 4-4
EBZFEVRES
Levene
RR R TR T F FRLE -3
[ 1.37 3.83** - E& o>ST &R
1B MR 1.28 b Gl - E% > E %
BRIAL € X 4% 49 3.54** - #EB >r#En
F AR 1.17 3.33** - E% >r E %

bEBPLBEAFY o FA L (F=3.83 p<.01)~1 &4 # (F=560>
p<.01) fFHAL g 235 (F=354>p<.01) 48 (F=333>p<.0l) ¢ 7
BEBGIRAFHFLR e X IR B TRRFL ST ANT  H LD
Bl it - 0t Scheffe e Ut e (FE S > BR AT - Eat H

AHFALF I EE FHAEAF TR T F AR BHFF N £k

A=

%‘in%?K/\%‘IE;__E“&»iﬂFé&F—g Eﬂﬂlfj\‘yz{lzfﬂzljagé\i#;o
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(2) BEfF3mL R A4

AFEFTHRAFINEAFYLs e i AUEASFARL-FREE DD

B FREE IR B AR s

&

p

A ik Bk o5 156208822122 % - &

BRiE? e a2~ 82 ARER - AEAF - FREPEARI AT LB

3

b

NEFSRA AT YR 245 SR ORI R AHTHEE L 2465 R
ER eV EEE S & L
% 4-5
CESLAVE Sk Rl
gRrAkRdL FREE Wp e g B x iR R
(n=156) (n=208) (n=82) (n=122)
M SD M SD M SD M SD F
R 4296 836 4284 930 4733 9.69 4220 6.94 6.20**
PP L% 3886 537 3871 579 3532 629 3781 536 7.04**
A A¥F 3937 571 3867 576 3540 583 3751 529 7.00**
fFE A3 3234 693 3150 647 3134 588 3284 487 1.65
frL4F 3568 562 3618 508 3405 512 3583 411 3.59*
WAL 3668 497 36.79 523 3407 528 3681 439 6.78**
1 A4 3547 467 3591 442 3394 399 3548 396 4.10**
A ¢ L 4F 11057 12.97 108.88 13.46 102.06 13.30 108.16 10.78 5.68**
FARRE 29.53 10.06 28.76 10.97 21.65 9.61 2760 9.79 9.65**

*p < .05 » **p < .01

AR AR LB > RTR (F=6.200p<.01)~/ 4 2 3 (F=7.04>
P<.0l)s A 44F (F=7.00>p<.01)~ it t# (F=359>p<.05) 314
A (F=678 p<.0l) 1 24 (F=410-p<.01) fFagit g L 4% (F
=568 p<.01)~ 2iFR (F=9.65>p<.01) % ¢ F4 & WH 57 kot &
LR LA (F=165-p>.05) g Bt s % A EA % o ) 4 £ 3 ~
FAXAE RABAF I EPAE EERAEF R IF TR 21
1 Scheffe g 32 2 FE S RER S ML FHAE LHEZ B

2 Pk TR e IR F > 7 P LB P Tl 2 4% 3
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Scheffe # T2 » F]t 2 {5 2 Games-Howell & %2 i& (7 F {4 4 i o

%\» 4-6
B A2 RS RS
Levene
RPBEFTEELT  F TR
FER 6.71%* 6.20%* @>0-~-4
I 1.58 7.04%* D@ >0
FA A 1.84 7.00%* D-@-®H>0)
T 3.83* 3.59* 2-~4)>0@)
oG A g 1.44 6.78%* 1)~ @)~ @ >@3)
1R A 1.80 4.10%* D@ >0
EEREAL & 4 35 6.14%* 5.68** ORNORNORIE)
=X 2.78 9.65** D-~@~4>03)

*p <.05 5 **p < .01

=
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e
=
=
u
N
3
/\w
i
N\
=t
=
(4
_Tq_
ﬁ
3
N
>
F’
+%
—A—
)
¥
i
ok
1%
e
"’*

FONMR HEREE AR AT RS A AR AR BFA LR Pl

¥y Bk 13 E e L F o

$o8 ARE ALAE - 2ERLMA N
ROBBRETE AE AHF AR 2 T aup A g LA A AT %
REenhl tho DAL LA 23 RRALE L L7 BRI E L ARl
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