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Abstract

Objective: To understand the current situation of subjective well-being of primary school teachers
in rural areas of Northwest Guangxi and its influencing factors. Methods: 194 primary school
teachers randomly selected from rural areas of Northwest Guangxi were investigated by using a
questionnaire consisting of personal basic data, SWLS, and PANAS. Results: 1) There were signifi-
cant differences in subjective well-being among primary school teachers of different ages (P <
0.001). 2) There was a significant difference in subjective well-being among primary school
teachers of different teaching ages (P < 0.05). 3) The subjective well-being of married teachers was
significantly higher than that of unmarried teachers (P < 0.05). 4) The subjective well-being of
primary school teachers with different monthly income was significantly different (P < 0.01). Con-
clusion: The subjective well-being of rural primary school teachers in Northwest Guangxi is low.
Age, marital status, teaching age, and monthly income can affect the subjective well-being of pri-
mary school teachers.
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HE: THEERICRA XN EST M EERERIR R EXYMEER. 7 REABMAZERER. &
AR B RER(SWLS). BRE-PEER(PANAS)H R KIVEE &5 HE T JL R AT Mo X BEN LI EN 1944 /M2
FUMHATRE. &R 1) FEERH B/ DN EFTEEINERTER LEEEEER(P<0.001). 2) AFH
RN EBITEEN LR LEEEEZER(P <0.05). 3) CIESUTHEMEEREE ST RIGHT
(P<0.05). 4) AAABANF/NEZFENEZBRZREE(P<0.01). £: ERILERA/NEEIFER
FERBRC, SR, BIRA. 2. B URNTT AR M /N80 I =0 AR
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Table 1. Basic composition of subjects

= 1 WA BERERER

B % PIES [Epa4
P 5 70 36.08%
%« 124 63.92%
R 18~25 % 85 43.81%
26~35 % 46 23.71%
36~45 % 29 14.95%
46 S ULk 34 17.53%
BRI ERS 80 41.24%
[wA 114 58.76%
Hoke 0~1 4 48 24.74%
2~54F 78 40.21%
6~10 4 14 7.22%
11~20 4 26 13.40%
2140 1 28 14.43%
i I B AR 3 1.55%
s 17 8.76%
N 38 19.59%
AF} 121 62.37%
AELEL | 15 7.73%
P2, RAF2H 89 45.88%
LK 45 23.20%
A 30 15.46%
A 30 15.46%
BT = 85 43.81%
E\ 109 56.19%
JELCON 1000~2000 7% 8 4.12%
2000~3000 7t 79 40.72%
3000~4000 7t 60 30.93%
4000~5000 7G 28 14.43%
5000~6000 7t 8 4.12%
6000 JGLA 1 11 5.67%
22. fiIRI A

221 PAEXEZRO)E

WIER T E, MAFERTRAFE: MhH. EiR. 20t B85, B TEE. IrEER.
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222. EMEFERER
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1) ARSIl R R (SWLS)

1Z & i Diener. Emmons (1985)%5 A\ gmiil], 465 AN H , Ry i H B FiA % 195 = S AR
A VE I R B AT S RPN [3] . SERRA 7 AUFS, AN -BUEGEERG . £ RTZER
Cronbach a %M 0.88.

2) 1H T 5 R (PANAS)

1 P B 2% 1 Bradburn (1969)Zwil, 45 10 NELH, H 10 AN H 2 — KA i RIUE 7 &
ZHEAEE[6]. ZEREA RITFHERE, EAM I HiZEE Cronbach a RN 0.84.

2.3. BEASHALTE

XL B (9 2 00 25 48 SPSS22.0 BEAT HdE R ARG 10 Hr
3. &R
3.1 NEHITENEFBBRIRAR

FEAWTTEH, SR ARG R R AS 70 I BT R A5 SRR Bl sl W e AU . I 2 W,
NSO A T e P 17,87, AR I SRy BRI o), B E 15~19 702 8], FRon X A AN K
PR TEECT15 )09 5.65, /NEEUNYIE M H IS Z T k. B EAREAHME )y 23,52, i
TERGSPEMEERS 77), WEE LR, ARUCHE A/ 22 200 ) 0 S AR AL T &5 R 7K

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of subjective well-being of primary school teachers

2 NEFRINEN =RBAER M G

R/ME = PN} B PR ZE
A TR R 5 35 17.87 6.62
TP #7555 0 10 5.65 211
T ARy 5 44 23.52 7.93

3.2. AR/ FEHITENEB/RBIECE

X S AR 2 A 0 ) S WL S A A AT RO A t KGR, SRR 3. MWRIGES AR, Ttk
Ph/NE BT R SEARR R AR 2 57

Table 3. Comparison of subjective well-being of primary school teachers of different genders
2 3. TR ZEHITEN ER AR L

5 N YIE i t p
) 70 24.47 8.17 1.26 0.211
ks 124 22.98 7.78

3.3. FEIFEH /N FBITEN SFBRARI LR

Xof AN [RAF 8 B B BB A 0 HEAT SRR T 2004, AN 4 ATAN,  ASFIAERE B BN UM ) 32 0 S 4
R FMILR (P < 0.001). F/5 LB, 46 % DL /N2 B0 3200 SEAR IR 25 T o 2% AR R b B (P
<0.05),
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Table 4. Comparison of subjective well-being of primary school teachers at different ages
= 4. TEIGEHRME/NFHITENERBAVELE

e N ¥l PRifEZE F P
18~25 % 85 21.81 6.96 7.59 0.000
26~35 % 46 22.57 7.39
36~45 % 29 23.66 8.98
46 UL L 34 28.97 7.91

3.4. FNEHE /N FBITEN FRBRAEI LR

MG 5 BT, AN[RIBOE 1/NF BOTTE I EARIR P APAE R % 2% R (P <0.05). H/5 LR, 21 4L
AR W R AR 25 T 0~1 4E4LMN 2~5 4E41(P < 0.05).

Table 5. Comparison of subjective well-being of primary school teachers of different teaching ages
2 5. TEIHHE N FHITEN ERBRAA L

o N WiE PRt F P
0~1 4 48 22.04 7.00 2.60 0.038
2~5 4F 78 22.33 7.25
6~10 4 14 25.79 7.7

11~20 4F 26 25.27 9.04
21 LAk 28 26.61 9.35

35. BIEMARE/ NFEIPENERRAVLE

ARG /INF T 43 0 LGSR G P BT MOSIREA t R0, R 6 FIRIGSE BokRE, S
M SEAR B 2 T AR ST (P < 0.05).

Table 6. Comparison of subjective well-being between married and unmarried primary school teachers

6. CIEFMARENFHITEUERRALLI

RO N YA FrifEZE t P
LU 114 24.66 8.18 -2.41 0.017
R 80 21.90 731

3.6. FEZEH /N FBINEN FEBRAEIELE

AW TN EEIE 2 P A Wb BN, Eheith &, K%, AR, AR L. XA
2 PN T W SEARR A 2 AT R E T 20 AR T AT R, ANTRISE B R/ 0 U S AR IR
ARFEER
37. FEMEBF RN FEBITEN SFBRARIELE

B FAC/ DN E BT AR HEES Iy AU ARG, FEL, @ER, RE . MAFESEERK D
RN LW AR BT B R TT =i, AR 8, ASFMEHERGL /N B0 W A O 0 i 25 22

=X
FF o
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Table 7. Comparison of subjective well-being of subjects with different education background
F 7. FREIZFRINFHUHENELRREAELE

0 N WA PR F P
DL 3 20.67 12.67 1.20 0.313
e 17 26.94 6.63

N 38 23.34 7.98

A 121 22.97 7.82

AR L 15 25.13 8.97

Table 8. Comparison of subjective well-being of primary school teachers of different grades
= 8. FEEHFRNFHITENERRAILER

FT#UE 2% N ¥iE PR ZE F P
R 89 23.18 7.47 1.01 0.390
AR 45 24.98 8.18
R 30 23.97 8.41

RE 30 21.90 8.41

38. MEESIEMETNFHITERERBOLLE

BT FAE N FBOM 7 P EARA AR EAEA, BEATMSIREA t K006, AR 9 WA, P4l EUm
(RSNSOI HTE Pt

Table 9. Comparison of subjective well-being between head teachers and non head teachers
2 9. MEESIEMFENFRUFTENERELLER

REYEEAT N ¥ Frife 2z t P
= 85 23.79 8.46 0.41 0.679
i 109 23.31 7.53

3.9. FRIABNNMNFBIDEE=RBRAELE

MFZ 10 ATEn, AFE FURNNE T E W SEAR A B E EZRP < 0.01). FHHEER, HIRAA
5000~6000 J F) /N 27 2500 = W 24 8B 2 = T A I R 4000~5000 G 3000~4000 JG 2000~3000 JGHT /)N
AT (P < 0.05).

Table 10. Comparison of subjective well-being of primary school teachers with different monthly income
2 10. AEIBWNNEBUHEM =@ ELER

ALV N N HfE PR F P
1000~2000 & 8 21.75 9.45 3.38 0.006
2000~3000 & 79 21.13 7.94
3000~4000 Jt 60 24.82 6.96
4000~5000 JG 28 25.82 7.19
5000~6000 ¢ 8 29.13 9.45
6000 JC LA L 1 25.00 8.50
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4.1, #ERIERF/NFEHBIDENEFBRIR

M 2 WAL A AR AR AR M DX/ NS SO ) S SEAR AL T S T KT B FULE AR 1
POAAE — L B WA, (EXEE ARG AR B R A AT P R e . 4 S Epa bt
DA AN O S BRAE B0, WO ATERME I 7 BV 3 B A i (IR O S 22 B L. BT o, BRIk
XA SERRIRA B E W, PRI N 2 AR AR 7] RNV S T80, AR 31 10 3 =248
JERAG[8]

4.2. FFIRER
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FEIZHT R HK, TARBOREESR . RN AEOTCE TAR LT, N2 FHIMEHT RN T — 4
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SEARIRT 46 D UL R R ELZ . 18~25 (/N EUMRINIBEN AR, ATl B SREA R B L
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U o SEAR A R S 5 R S TR 2GR ARG, (HBUR SRR U SE 2 F, BRI AHIT FUAE SR I 1A
FONER T PO EOEAREAIE . Hhe 21 0L LU INE 8 N HFEas, BEOAmAER
RHOH, ETAERRET 7 —2ait, Xt E PN RIBE AR EGER. 1 0~1 1/ 2 BITRIRIT 46 T
B, JBTH TN, £ TAE LIRAREIS DR T, LA TIPS (8 S i R, A6 3] ) 4 i 175 2 R
%o 2~5 FTARLR T O FETZH AR, GEWETAR, EVhmiE— LTS, Bri
X AL A U AR IR

4.4, WIRRREE

CUS AT AR S HOMAE LV AR AR E 2R, USSR R 2 i RIS #Um i 3=
MR X ST IIRE LR 2, GUARISAY CUS AT I & HOR US #2505 QIS AT N
BEATEER], XATREEAATRIB . S8R A TUEA SR[10]. A CUSEUTIEF A BARANL LI SR,
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A 5000~6000 7T 4H 1 3 W 24 2 2 v T RN BUIR I =N 4, (5 6000 TG LA _F 41 1 32 0 24 B 1%
At 5000~6000 JLAH IR . AW AE WA LA @B — B E G, FMEMEBIEA AR BNRIE &
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