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Abstract

Since the rise of behavioral research on procrastination, more and more scholars have focused on
personality traits, emotions, and the environment. Academic procrastination is an evasive beha-
vior commonly shown by college students, which is closely related to time management and aca-
demic self-efficacy. In order to explore the relationship between achievement motivation, cell
phone dependence and academic procrastination, this study adopted questionnaire survey me-
thod to conduct random sampling survey analysis. The results showed that: 1) Achievement moti-
vation and cell phone dependence were significantly low correlated with academic procrastina-
tion. 2) Motivation to pursue success and motivation to avoid failure play a significant mediating
role between cell phone dependence and academic procrastination.
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FEIRATE T, HEIERE W] RE R B ABUIRZ W “HE” 22—, R A 2 B2 20 2K 1
FREEAMUEAR, (HAE ST A SCARE AT R, e R AR — K — RIS . R &
Ky HEIEAT AN NAS B AR “H7 o sl R AN A (i 4 i R AN 5 TR, (AR (HESE B2 )
HHE B A E A A B2 — A BRATE R P IR EE R 2R OB A, UM E i BB M AR . DR
PRI, AR 38t e R, B DA R B2 B RAR B s 2005 S AT T — R B B AL R AR
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2. IRAE

sk, AELETEA HWHICE EK, A RE HIRE B AE BN B3 . A NN A
TR ST M AR, A NAAHBIE 2 —Fh B SR I B, (R Rkul, HiE 28 A=A 0B
ThZEEFAE AR . I HELE(Academic Procrastination) & #E 1L [ —Ff, FEIRIERRIEEIHEET,
RIIAE R .y NS ERHEIEAT NPT, 2008). SN S FE ) R 2 AT LK ECR 2 o R %
WA, EMEEAR T ASRER . B ASEEESE, FRRERARE TH#ET, AFET.
HARFHRRGE( N B, B, 2017). HETAT TR 288 AR (R BRAGT IR, INFIRDTA 5% ), B 3RARARR R, O
HyshlE, REHFRITAL RABYE X7 ERRIAHRKR R . BIERIEEEO IS (G ] =
)N A RO B LA A A% AR R 1 — PR oL, 5 XU SR 26 A H AR 51 1S AR E— 8 R &R, AL
MRS E E N e T e R R PR I A5 A 2 e 1 — AL IR, R AT N AR I — M R
Poo DR, 258 T i E WA R, AT HRE TN AR BUR S T

RIESIHIEAL R 7T %0, Rt 3HL(Achievement Motivation) & MAREE F2E R ABLL [ AN MR G HE
BHAR, B E e Gt TSR — LIS, 2017). BBhblK-FERE R4,
KN RE N TS, AMUERE R HAR, EREER— DN EmbsdE. OR8], B8R
DIENHLAEE G RN 53 50l 5 2V AE 52 5 38 ) PR SCRIIEARSG, TG B U AN L5 2 e 4 2 5 3 67 Al
ROREMNE, 2013). BribZ A, Bushzhtlie v LR N BSBCARIISS B 7 N BE . bR Resishpl, H 3 158

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2018.810178 1542 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2018.810178
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

R

59— BMEHA BAE AR A e, MmN, ICHMNE B S R e T
NEBRZ(FHL R, 2017). KT BEREINUWEAT N R RITT, RIS AL 77 A i 2
(L3 — & AR RI(Z8HT, 2015), WAEFV G 26— Lo4k FE 5 S E (A R I H— & TR N (TR IR FIAE, 2012).
FrbA, S5EDMERFTREER, BUtshUE AR TS E ) — A B AR B A 7870 B BRI A SCR i

s, fFHEREAT BT T R BN, KA TR HZRIER T 15.3%, XEK
FH T EZ R O 2 BT DTS 2 NB AL PAE R R 255, 2018). FHLMKIEI(Cell Phone
Dependence) £ R I ANN NFE ST TG —FEEEA 2L, DL BALOHE FRAE RGO R,
2015). Eotn, B 2020 ARG AL B AR 5] NARER B8 A, 40— Az ARt A il i {5 B A SR (R 3
WEMEAEE, MRS BEREREk..... X FE— P AT AT 2 R BERA TR AE T SR 1 278
FURTABIIE, fERAZIMRE RSN T — B SMES TS0, 5582, 2005). FHUOBRE R
FIWTFRE— B AR I AR . BT, KRS, MXERGH Billieux il (FHLIR &
{FFH1M4) (Problematic Mobile Phone Use Questionnaire, PM-PUQ). H[E ] (K5 FHLSURBE MM =R )
o BHET, JTRAFREE L, FHUR AT DU R B A ATy, T H A G AE AT R 2 )
s DAV T G 52 B4 B L T 1 (A2 P14, 2017)

Zi b, AHEF G R SO LA TR S A, B S SRR A GG R, AR A R AR DA
B LA TR B PR A 2 15 5 Se B SR B & e, B e A B AN R I R DR 5 A 2 ST ARSI A
A ISR

3. iR GE
3.1, ik

FERBIM R 2 BENL A 300 31048, B a e FE B 7 257 frirl s, Herb BRI B A R4 02 245 1
TR BRI B IR 1 R,

Table 1. Demographic distribution
1. L AOFEESH(N =245)

N Bt
5 84 34.3%
1 531
E’s 161 65.7%
*— 34 13.9%
= 34 13.9%
FE
K= 23 9.4%
L 154 62.9%
A 66 26.9%
SCR 97 39.6%
TR 54 22.0%
b SRR 12 4.9%
HoAth 16 6.5%
il 118 48.2%
LAt 127 51.8%
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3.2. fiRIE

e H BB SCIR N 5 I CORA2E TH LR R 1 9 ) ) JL R ALK R 2 B R4 B8 RO (6500, 2011),
KRR LT, BRI AR o RECH 0.84, LRI REIE VT E KA T HUROBURE BE (16 2800056
TH.

H [ 2 2 A O 7 Hegtvet SRS RIETT 0 Ol B ER) (AMS) 7 AP By, —A
P87 FHRRE G SR I B, 55— A8 20 FH ORI 5 38 S R I B WL, PR EE 70 20 0 B 15 JE . 22446
BN 0.65, 3G AT I AR & K27 A 1 B S LK

HIREEH R HBITH (I ER - 24E%) (PASSIRIE AT AT E, RAEHERE &
I RVEE K EHEAT A FRE, BIL 18 [, AN FER Sy, (55 RECH 0.82,

3.3. HIEAE

Vil I 716350 30 KO ABSHACR . HF5R T SPSSIB.0 1 Amos20.0 R BT R 4 ACHCH
HEATALSE S 00T . BRSCFT BIGEU P e A T 403, 20T, MSRAMHT, BIRAMNT, Bifesy
%

4. ERESH
4.1. REERBEI.. FHKRBRZE A HETE RO INR 53 4

4.1.1. HAER I
NHE R A SOREIHL . FHURBA A IEEVE ) F RO 225, IS HISIREA ¢ AR I REAT T HUAL.
M1 2 ATAL: KEAAEAEIE SR BRI B 8 G RGBT & R st s ML B2 B2 i P 22 5, T
FEF IV 2NV ABIE T A FEAEE R 22 52

4.12. FRERSH
DN KA ORI L . FHURBRI e REE AR 2% B2 S, 18 SRR 37 2 e A iEAT T b3
B35 3 AN KEPANIEFAGIE FAFTE R E ML R, TEERRINEML. BEGR RIS, AUt
ML FHURE EII AT SRR 2R

4.1.3. ENERT

N T IRRZFA RS FHUKBA LG/ R 25, 8 R 3R 7 Z o i AR &
W R 2D HE A 2y BEAT Gt Ab B 4E R % 4.

H7E 4 A0 KEEAEAEE SR BThE LA Sl hiL 77 B i 22 5, (H7E RS R EpL. FAl

Table 2. Gender difference analysis

2. HAERHTM £ SD)

5 °d t
BRI 51.81+10.05 47.82 +8.21 3.34%
W I 4724+11.27 49.43 +8.47 —-1.71%
BB 457+ 1495 -1.61+11.99 3.51%
FHLH: 64.73 +12.79 64.44 £ 13.31 0.16
2l AESE 46.69 +11.48 48.10+£9.78 -1.00

VE: MRORTE P<0.05 BT *K/R P<0.01 ’ZE(TH).
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4.1.4. £ EHEFOH
e 5 algn: KREEAETEIESR R IIEINL . BRI BRI F-HURKA R 22 b HE 1 b 35 ANAF
1E B A TR 2 R,

4.2. REERHE, FHKBMFIRELERBEXKR

WEFCAESERITER] . SR LR DAL A W DY AN A B s 00 T ek ont Z L, LA 22l
FEIEFIA SRR R BEAT T WFFCAN G, RRIEIR AL 6.

HIZE 6 I, BRSNS OB WA AE 225 (IR ARG 8 S RIS B B S LA 2 25 1 17
XK, HSFHUKS. 2AERE AR LA BOREhL S A A AR DA O TALIK S
Foll At 3 2 IR KA

4.3. RKEERHME, FHKBAMFEI AR EYTX R
M 7 ATAL FHURKA S RIS LT RE 5 AL A T R R A [R5 R, (H T LKA 38 G 2k

Table 3. Grade difference analysis
= 3. FREFTFM+SD)

A—(N=34) AZ(N=34) A=(N=23) AN =154) F
BRETH 50.50 +£9.66 50.79 + 8.81 49.74 +8.42 48.46 +9.08 0.95
T B, 5 50.41 £9.06 47.32+9.49 49.30 = 10.44 48.50+9.58 0.65
B EHL 0.09+9.14 347+13.17 0.43 £ 13.47 —0.04 £ 14.20 0.65
FHUK 66.62 + 15.34 64.56 +12.13 65.48 £ 16.25 63.94 £ 12.33 0.43
b HE AE 44.09 £ 10.09 44.94 £ 1435 49.57 +11.48 48.69 + 8.99 2.948%

Table 4. Professional difference analysis

F 4. BAERSHFTM+SD)

R e I SR F
SRR 49.80 +7.85 46.97 +9.05 52.02+9.23 51.58 +8.73 3.17*
T B, 2R 49.18 +£9.49 4934 +9.48 4739 +9.46 49.25+9.81 0.62
RS 0.62 +12.91 —237+12.75 4.63 +14.45 233+10.96 2.60%
FHLAKA 64.94 + 14.09 64.94 + 14.09 64.94 + 14.09 64.94 + 14.09 0.54
ol iE 48.05+11.84 47.66 + 10.58 48.50 +7.87 45.67+11.43 0.70

Table 5. Birthplace difference analysis
= 5. E£iFEthERSH(M + SD)

N =118) 24N =127) t
1R AT 49.35+9.33 49.04 +8.85 0.27
G I 49.01 +9.63 48.37+9.52 0.52
D% zILiIN 0.34 + 13.65 0.67+13.18 -0.19
FHLAA 65.19 £12.52 65.19+12.52 0.76
i e 49.40+9.63 49.40 +9.63 2.62
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4.4. REEREHEFIIRBAF I FEIEE R P AER

LFHUKIAS 2 B R, BUkshibla s s, Folieied s L s, BR%FHKEm
Ol HEAE (R 00 R, AL B HE BN AN DB B AL A 1 B 42 3508 . A AE S 408 40 AL Bootstrap 1%
o A6 ZEE () R A SR R AT AR G, i EURE AR 5000, X %@ 48 R 95% 115 X (A AT R SR . H
F 8 ATHN, BN 0.18, 95% ] {5 X [7] 4(0.09, 0.28); [AJ422 N4 0.01, 95% K Al {5 X 8] 4 (—0.01,
0.03), B 0, RUIEFESNABRA G FE X, Wt SHLLE T LR ERT 22 46 ZE 18] (1 o A 7E B 9F

NTE P

4.5. BESTERRBRRIINNEFIIRBFFLELE BN F T ER

BIRBUR BN R A VE R FEA R, (ERURSINLEI AN GEE B o] DE A, EATIRE . MRAEE 1
PP, ffHH Amos20.0 JFEATRIES, S5 RERHHIRAH P=0.482>0.05, CMIN/DF <2, RMSEA =
0, GFI. AGFI. IFI. TLI. CFL#) >0.9 (W% 9), XU IRRNERE RIT, TEFHUKHR S HELE 2 (8]
AFAEIE 3R B BTN G I TSI s A

Table 6. Correlation analysis

= 6. XD
AR BRI Tk R Bk HL FHURA VA LE
BRI 1.00 -0.032 0.700%* 0.086 —0.031
T4 SR —0.032 1.00 —0.736%* 0.147% 0.186**
Rk E bl 0.700%* —0.736%* 1.00 —0.047 —0.153*
FHUHA 0.086 0.147* -0.047 1.00 0.24%
ol -0.031 0.186%* -0.153* 0.24%* 1.00
Table 7. Regression analysis
= 7. BYASHT
(R AR & A R R? F B B t
LT FHLH: 0.24 0.053 14.79 35.36 0.24 3.85%%
N FHUeHL, 8RN 028 007 105 3 03 3AE

a TRINASEE: (R, FHUH

b AR (), THUKSL Bl

Table 8. Mediating effect of college students’ achievement motivation on cell phone dependence and academic procrastination

8. REEMMBIAFIKEFIZ A R B8 N EH

95% A {5 X [H]

LA PrfEAL IR R BB PAH
TRR EBR
SRR 0.19 0.09 0.29 P <0.001
FER 0.18 0.09 0.28 P<0.001
) B OB (LB S ) 0.01 -0.01 0.03
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Figure 1. Path analysis result
B 1. BRESHER
Table 9. Model fitting index
9. WA EIEH
CMIN/DF RMSEA GFI AGFI IFI TLI CFI
TR AR 0.493 0 0.999 0.990 1.018 1.134 1.000

5. Vit
5.1. KEERBMAIOERETS

KA R EIHLAEASE PERI(P = 0.04). E(P = 0.04) 2 [AAFFE 5 2R, BEARFELP = 0.58).
AEVEHL(P = 0.06) 2 B HIAAIEREER . B, WEMBOLHWN SR AR SLIM:, 1544
A — A S R SR A A, X FE SR A U S E COCSERIRE ST, BT DAL b O A T AR R 4 2k
W, B A BERIER KT, IR, SERFAEE &SNS BRI, X RERZ B,
B FLA R Z R, A AR 2 1 2 26 T BE AR AR e (0 N AR 30 67 0B SR BT, T v R 4% ] e DR 5
JE AR RR R I, B XRS . BRASET A R R IR R AL, Bt ZhLIE 2 52 B R EM BT, LR
#HFT7 BRI A GBOFE, 2004).

5.2. KEEFUNKBHOERSF

ARG IE IS AT R AT R, RS AU N D AR B AR F UK SE A B 2R, Rk
B 2N AT R B FALR MK 2 B — AN EF S m IR T o PR ATE R  2 07 THEE 43
PRI B N Sz Fogmn, i HLE BE FHIRBUS RE R, a7 0E %, FrCEMER. FE. 37
- PSR NI ANV N Sl N T
53. KEEZWHEENEXRSFR

FKEEE AV HEIEAT NAEAR R SE (P = 0.03) 2 [AIF1E B3 2 57, (HIEMERI(P = 0.36) L (P = 0.60)
FAEJEHY(P = 0.48) 2 M RAFAE R E 25 . GR BIR a2 KR EFEI S, RIUHMIEET N
WM. BRI E, BATETERF IR SO B ST 55 I R R MR T N B A 3, 1 B
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LA RSO IE AT A B R B L m g BR (A, 55, 2008), (HEARR, FobHEIEE A
A P ER A RRESE.

54. KEERREIN, FIRBSFEIREENRIXR

o bras RArE 8 RME LS Al A e 2 IR LRI, TR SR D En LA B s L5 2l
FEIERIAE RPEIF AR o AT LUF Bl S T2 L 8 522 R T 10, i DA Bt S L 2 Bl 2 1)
BRI BA SRR SLIRE R FHUEET I, (CRILH S L HEIE 2 (R ) 2R . XANER
REW BRI B AR DN R SRR, (HUS R RE Ui ] A A 3 I AMEAT N & At SE 4T 9
KA.

5.5. KEE R EIHEF MBS F g B P r{ER

S el € ST B IR RS T N & RIS NS K VAT E P (EV8 %y IR (WS L A I 1K A
BEXEAS 0, ARAGIHARSG KRV SGEIHLIT R ERIF AL E o (EAEXT RS P A
U5 FZ— 18 SRR TN B UAEE G RIS HLBEAT B AR 0TI AT, AT AN B2 AT D9 vh A B TSR A @ E 2 R
o, hAERRE . VPN, SRS BRI A 0 22 S R M 22 S A A LA SO Eh L A AR B 2
W T3 G RN R AR 5 38 (el 2= 5% . BT LRSS RAN BN REOL T, XELZR A IR TT R SLI
TR, A R R A R AT R A RE A Y (R M ) 1 A 22 5 IO R

6. &t

1) REEARIERRINEIHL . B SR 2 AR 22 R Ak 22 3, T 38t S R e sh LA A7 2 X5
F MR 25

2) JERMINBIHLE BB AT AE 52 (I IEAR G G R IEh LS RS LA AR 5 3 [ AR oG, TS
TR 2Lt SE 7 ) RAREIEA R L5 bt A AR AR A 50 TS 2kt i 2
PR IEA R

3) B SRR EN LA EE G I MBI HLAE FATLARURT 22 b 488 5 18 1 o A P 2

7. BRRSRE

AW FERRYE FARAE AL AT (IS H R BIFUARIZE R, mTRe B T A ZE R, AR RSN R
JRCNR, 4SS RO BN HLAS BE SR A A 18 SR R D) S AT LA EE G R W S AT Sl A SE PR o LUK 2
AR — g, A EZ IR IR R Z TR, AR BRI AR A [F) 4 B 1 2
o GRS A ER N TR o RlEke, IREAE, 1TRER, PITA
SRR B, 2013), FALRILERE R 5 2 75t m] DURELAE K2 A B Th il B R 250k, B DL S FH 2R
gt P S5 a8 SR R R, ARRBE AL AT LA 22 SRR A HFAE LA S Ho At B 25
RURFE L S5 IEAT N AR &R . 1 B EBT R R e DK, a3l T N RHE e, g 03
MBI BCAFAT TR FEN R o AR THURURIE 5 AT LA X 25 00 B 22 () JEEAT IR I, R P05 B R,
SEEAEAT I, AWIGEHEEAT R ERHT A (Romano et al., 2005).
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