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Abstract

To explore the current situation of psychological despondent loneliness and effects, interpersonal
trust and self-esteem of 321 students who are in college, this research adopted questionnaire
survey, by using the ITS, SES and the UCLA loneliness scale, surveyed their mental depression and
psychological alone. The results showed that: there is a significant correlation among the univer-

WEFIH: £75(2020). KFEANBREE. BB IR, O FZ M, 10(12), 1847-1852.
DOI: 10.12677/ap.2020.1012215


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2020.1012215
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2020.1012215
http://www.hanspub.org

sity students’ interpersonal trust, self-esteem scores and total scores of loneliness; students who
scored high in the ITS were more alone; low self-esteem students are easy to have a sense of lone-
liness.
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1. 5|8

PIOMUBIE MR BN BROC S IEA BB KT I B = 22— PO BRURSZ, AR 2. i, ol
o) SV RO B 28 (KR4S 2020) 0 AIOMUBA 128 AIOBAN 7 BT PR SR AIOMURR,  AIOBHER I 52 e N O B fi
FRI— KN 35 30 24K, P77 AEAMUBGX — U e TT 1 KB 78, FRIE 0 B 2 R 0 7R X — 4k
BB FERCR . B A5G T IIOBURAIT 7t 32 B )L 3 5 D AR DIOBURAIE 70 A0 BN AU 9 . F F0 3% B
HilBIE 10% M /N2 ARG AATE IR FI A2 AR, T /N IO Hodk S 2 B A A 3
HIAH 2% (Kernis, Brockner, & Frankel, 1989). EE N, JIHMURITFRN F KA. JLE. E5FJ)LE. BE
NBES A AR NEESE . Hodr, XPORZFAREARA LE UMUK i 2, SRS AR S ) LE AR
MU O B AR R A I AR AN AT A — AN R @ B AR AL, AT UK IR SRR A
BRAGAT « B R 2% o 5 S5 K] 2 08 o] S A A1 T P IO 72 A AN [ 2 B 1) 52 M0 o 437) 2018 5 15 (2008) B 72 A IR
TR 522 OB B 6 32 Bt 2 S RE 5 N BREAERIRZm, UAA A 538 4 2 SRS B s A BRE
A FE N e 22 fif ATUBE . Bokhorst 25(2010) % L4556 [F 78 P9 1 22 A B 5K 1075 /0 4 1 FIOMUBK R 5 RGeS A )
TR, ERTA IS, #E o SCREERRHIOM ™ A2 35 S 52 . AL, B B 70 R I 48 Bt ) S5
POMUERAEAE R B BRI E% R A o JE ) 2% i 58 5 7 AR IOMURR (E 52, 2006) 0 X — 85 5 5 IE 73K
SRR X 2% B IS AR A o 8 Ik 0 19 26 i 5 B8 ART 0o B ATOMURE S N B ok BRI SRk O 78, ] DA IS 3 A
FRHRRTT R, R4 R BB R, 7 ) ST AR, 06 TR AR R KA # i 1

NBRBAT A AE N bR AEAE o U7 % T%6F 77 RE8 8 AT He BT A B A5 1) SL55 B AT 1 — Fh Pl A A5 & (7
75, ANE, 1999). KA BHRERKECE KBS — LB, £ H 8 AFEME P55 A
SCAERTA B ORI . AT 2 AR 15 R R 2L, IR (R B BEAR AR I ) NSRRI BT R B B
WABHI B B S FE AR I T R El SRS BRI N AR B bRt . TR 22 AR X —
ANBRAAE R e T HA M, AEHK, ARE. ARBHHTER, ARG A R AEAH
TR o R, KA B E O I BB R o EEAn 5 42 (1997) kT D A BRE
W, KIMABRMEEE RS ETAE, RIKKRRE, EF LM EERARE. AARENE
E OIS, Ao 200 B BB N 7 R A I N BR DG R A R SO I REAE 4 o MR N BRAS AT 75 B2 iR
e, SRR R AN AE, AR LT 2 BEAEAT N, AR OB MR AR AR E
ERIFEEE AR, A5 N Z B APRERME AR, WA G E OB 755, 2007). GREE
(2005) I LR B, KZEA I ABRE T S UMUK 2 8] 2 00 H 238 ARG, ARG ATFE R B i B H TI K 2
2B BB AR P
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H & (self-esteem)$8 MANT H B8 /A1 H FANME IS E B 15 (Rosenberg, 1965) o H B4 A< At U B 2 B
Refg A AR, T ESRIAER B B A J A AR, AAERIHEOA R BRI A
T A S G T O BRI AR AT N . BT EE(2007) I, BHEE AL EER M EEBEWNER, B
EAMERAFED S A5 ES SILAAT Sy B, AHSCHIEFE R I E R AMA R JIOBUERAT 2 TR . Dixon
55 Kurpius (2008) I/ 58 &I, KEA M H B 5 90UUR 2 (7] 00 H 5235 UG, B B E R4, K
MUBTEAS; Rz, BEARHRESEA, HIOMEE S . BEALEPIIS 2] 7R mstse, HRE S
TfF Fi 8 SR AR B B B O E A B B 5

MET N2 4T U, N BRAE AT AN E 2R R A O BR A B 1) B B [N 3, R IO 2 8 2
PITAE T, (HR AR NREAES B S IR R i S8 0 WL, A TR K22 NBRfEAE. 3
RN IR B S M AT 7T, XA B T E R R R AR UL 3 AR, SR A 2 T s, xJ %8
18 KA 58 I AR L B R S

2. B GE
2.1. ARFR

AW TR R 35 AR AT A, SRUS ]R3 347 4y, RIS 2R3 321 4y, BB TERUR AT 2L
RAE 2%, HAFBA 144 N, &4 177 N ARAE 115 A, dEFHEA 206 N FAEWEFA 95 N, KK
A 2260 N5 R 127 A, BERMAE 178 A, HAh ol 16 Ns K—%42 92 N, KZ=F4 76 A, K
=472 N, RIU%E4 81 A

22. fiIRIE

NBREHEERATS)

1 Rotter (2010)gmtll, B FITE TS A N ARG BRI 547 T SEM VRS . BRI 25 M
H, KRS, BN 25 SEEERIRE 125 2 (EEE ), FIEMEN 75 45, 35085 0 Fr
BEESE. ERENS—BUEEERN 0.79, 75N 0.76, Cronbach o %y 0.71.

H#ER(SES)EH

BRILHE 10MNEH, RN SRS, SECEEITE 10~40 43, ARG B SRR, 28N
H— S E N 0.69, Cronbach o Z#°M 0.76 (Rosenberg, 1965).

MR ER(UCLA)

HH Russell (1996)% i H BILE T PFAT AN R B2 ) N Bm 58 A 5 B i 22 () 22 BR T 7= A R IOMURR . B3R
AL 20 NMEH, RN AV, Ao, WOEsR. ERMENFEHA 0.73, Cronbach a &
H M 0.94.

23. MRBEFSHHE

AR AR A8 B AR BRI WEFEAE R SPSS 22.0 FRAFXT I 78 45 FAAT /IR PEGE T /0T . AH K4y
M A5 RO IS 56 LUK [ 934

3. fIRER
3.1. KREENMME EEAOFZFTE FREER

FHEE 1 A, R 2E PR EAE 5 (2 = 0.674, p > 0.05) E kLt =0.578, p>0.05). 2% F(F=
1.063, p > 0.05) AN fEE R EMEZE T .
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Table 1. Comparison of loneliness among college students in demographic variables

=1L RFEIME EEAOFTE LR

UNEEZ15-s AR
M+ SD
PE5I 5 4337 £7.76
4 4280 +7.19
t 0.674
Ll SCRE 4329 +731
L 44.07 +7.41
t 0.578
R — 4 42.13 +7.81
ARG 43.96 + 7.69
=AY 43.67+6.79
PU4E 2R 42.72+733
F 1.063

3.1. REEAREE. BESMMBRESZEREXSHT

F7e 2 AR, GBI KA NBREATE S E B 5 5 2 AT AR 0T, SR A bR
AR B R K2 R IR 45 53R KR NBR(SAER Sy B B2 #0535 IR 5y
AR 2 AR (r = 0.261, p < 0.01; r=—0.48, p < 0.01).

Table 2. Correlation analysis of interpersonal trust, self-esteem and loneliness

F 2. REEARMGEE. BESIRRE D ZENBXDER

PO 253
N EEES 0.216"
SR -0.480"

33. REEABRMGEELS S BEESSIMRESHIEYIS

CAAAEON AR B, AP BRI HRE D NEAE, T —nid b Zumlaatr, 4R 0% 3,
NBREAL B W IR AR 1 22.8% A i, 1 B 0 20 i e JIUHURR AR 1 24 1% 9738 7 8 R BR
EAERT S H BRI PO A TR0 A £

Table 3. Multiple regression analysis
3. ZREEASIER

T AL = [R5 R? B P
UNUREL NS POk 5y 0.228 0.127 0.01
SRS PO 54> 0.241 -0.791 0.00
4. Wig

AW IENEA A B, BRI LA TR E ER. R AL, SEiER. F2
A NRIBEFUAE R — B0 2855, 2006). BAR T L ARSI B0 o 2 2257, (5 33 2RI IR
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35y S T2k, B B AR B A S s Z IR BRI . i (2002) ORI FE /245 tH 55 AR I TR 15
SR L. XS BAREES MR OF .. DB E R ERMIE A —ER KR, ME
—E, T BHAENED, AT AR AR, XA AR 5 AT G AR SO Ak, AR
Wy ANEEG IR AR EWAFERENZ R, SRR SERIEA XM 5,
P PR ) AR 56 50 A N R I IR

KRR IR AENGEE. BB SIMEEE BT RE KR KEENREEREE R SE.
B 1 e K I S 5 i L TR L o AEANE TR0 NI R4 SR, AW R I PR A 5 AU
(AR IR IE ARG, BRI N BB AR BB, LA iy, e 2 7R8R . lH N A, ABRagiit
BAEEAR, B B NBR R R AR OB ERATHEH B — re, R ™4
FEAE T B O BRI ZARBEII PR, IR R HRBR 75 22 R AP N BRAcA . MR DA knm 2 i
(cognitive processes theory) FJ AN ) 7 A= T EAE T/ M & CAAE M AR KR, AR ANEARGH
FEE AT E I ARG o MO BAMREEER LT A T 02 8 B Fr ok R 5 ISR N BRI R Z bRy
FEBUR I Z BRI A 2o = A IR . 38 ] BLACY,  IOMUBEE AN TR B0 e Z BRIk, XAE A
ARG M TR, 507 A IR AR A BRI AL S R R . AER —He, JIUMURTEE
()& FANEN RS, AR 4o BeAh, INPTHEBR B2 50, MR AT I A28 48 177 LA Rk
NANBRK 2 BIPEO 2 52 m 20 3 & ARk R PP (Beverley, 1999). #7E H & AE 3+ o] A 2> H BLHA AH
[ Bl R A A 28 I3 IR AR 2 ] 2 77 AR 58 A [R] R A 2 AR e, 1 He SR B i B ok R 5 34 2[RI AF
FEZRER, WA REF AL AU ctmr 0, G RN SR A AIOBRURE AN — s f 1 e A\ B 5% ORRE 4
RAEAE T HR R AW AN NBREO L, 2 RS IAE R ANPR KRR . — D NP B &)
Mg, H{HIAVFINBR R R SEBR A=A EORZE R, 2= A IR . K22 A I N BRAg A2 K
IREER) DU BRE ), RERFEENH E S ABRRRBAT R, R EB= A2, REMKA
PRk RPN ZR 2, B2 T B SR ABRIE R AL, W= AU s s R S
M NSEAEZ MR AR, AL S A A R, Be B AR OB B, S5 egE AR,
KRR T s J8h, e Emim sk i 70 BRI A K Ay o Tt 4 58 N BRAS A1
W NBREAE, B HAS. RFEABRKER, JohER N I ok e M sl s 71 RKER K
Akt i DI i 7% BRI, ABREAEACE m A — & 58 R IR RS EAR, A, JIUMUK
AR ZU R A T A ER . R S K E R ), FERFEARGRRR, BRI EE
HEEIRARASAE, G 9R i e (8] i FARAE AT . ASBFFOR IR A4 H R S IR B R VI B R R
AN B B S Sk 2 M BIAMA OB R . ARBITFEr, RS AR B R IUUER 2 B S5 () AR O,
Xy B ORGSR TR (R, 2 1 B MO AL S5 , IR B B A AR IO U 5
gl XSRS . FEBE RN MEREARN TR iR B ERFE, £
RN R I B ) B R e e, NSRRI 2 R E . Ukl W, RE S A AR IE
WHIRIE, BETE R ZERI BRI, DT REME A O B2 B .

EY NERZAHMIE T, REEAEBERPZ. #ill, KESE LKD), M HEZAEE AR SR,
PR SRAR SIS I ZEBE L 3 R A 2] 5 b o B SR AR R T Y A ) R X 8 A T NR AR Y i TG B R R 2
AT A R P AR T R, AN AR IS . B R R E 2, LU, PSR RO AR
R E BRI PR AR SERE R O BRI, A BRI 2R, K E B0 B AIOMUAR 2 K 2 A O AR R AN E
W . H— 7, APMEECH N B TR 5 AT SSR S B8, A HARETS 20 A RHdAT]
SRALF R, FrCh B PSS bR AT 3SR Z R S A AT IR P A o I FRATT AN IR B AR S A L A
MO RZEAERINBR K R, JIOBUER S OB ) o (F 30 S AR 3% PO A 1R 22 1R K 2% A8 10 3L 1) RAS AN B fi
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