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Abstract

Objective: To explore the relationship between posttraumatic growth and character strengths of
college students with childhood trauma. Methods: A convenient sampling method was used to se-
lect subjects from a medical university in Guangdong. Data were collected using the Adverse
Childhood Experiences, the Posttraumatic Growth Inventory and the Chinese Virtues Question-
naire. Results: (1) The top five character strengths of college students with childhood trauma were
fairness, leadership, love, authenticity, and gratitude; (2) The love, zest, perspective, hope, social,
bravery, belief, perseverance and modesty of the non-traumatized individuals were more promi-
nent than those of the traumatized individuals; (3) 24 character strengths were significantly posi-
tively correlated with posttraumatic growth; (4) Kindness, leadership, regulation, zest, and grati-
tude were positive predictors of relationships with others in posttraumatic growth, while perse-
verance and beauty were negative predictors. Belief, hope and leadership positively predicted
personal strength in posttraumatic growth. Belief and fairness positively predicted the new possi-
bilities and the appreciation of life in posttraumatic growth. Conclusion: For college students with
childhood traumatic experience, character strengths have an effect on the level of posttraumatic
growth, and cultivating their character strength can effectively promote posttraumatic growth.
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1 Hl

ARk M 2 R AETE RS A AR G BRI B Ab B RaE Hisk, X defuh H 101
T TR TRA TR &R, IR ERATG S KA CER A BRI S 5L 1RSSR A DB
@RI JE R A 12, HhEEROGE SR E R mIER.

HAESAAMG— AR 2 18 X LU N LIS T — S5t F k. XS HAR MR L) B O 4
SUiRe. ANE T SR O OE SRR BEER . RRSEN. W%, BEERA
i — AR AEAEN . B R EET R TR, 2311 LHEFEWRRBHET A 825% % T — Ml Z M S
DSM-1V bRt 85 S E(Storr et al., 2007). #1% %5 (2007) R FLH BoR, 7E 2571 4 K%M E
41.93% R FAFRIGE T

B FAES ARSI R Y, HPTREREMAVRGE , (H2 G5 A RO . R
MIEZI . A 20 tHZRFR O BRI, AT TR TE D0 A N AR R o 3 b SRR A 0o BRAAC S B4
JE K AL St % 32 . Tedeschi #1 Calhoun (2004)44- 6115 J& K 58 SUR: AMATE 5 BA G451 bk
AT ARG S AT A AR TR LS B O B T T B R . TEMAR S QI il R e, A
PO BREE R AT B2 AE AR A4, IR A S5 B o IXPARAE 32 B R B O O . S5
RAMIBUE RIS T E B (T H M, 20205 4238, &L 2017). QIR RKIEHENEGIRS
AR R AMEANOSGHEE: RARA PR NR A5 R SRR 2 S R 5000 5
FRAC R IUIEARDG ;s FURRLXS HEWE 2 A TSR AN GI% S50 i 28 Y 5 7% o R 2 e B S I R 3R (R PH 22

ik
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FiKE, 20105 HrEAE, 2014). KIS HEREHE BIANR S BI40 J5 O AF 7 225 IEA 5% Peterson Al
Seligman (2010)#F 78] 911 S Ja AAITESR IR A E5E 7 MIUERAL S LA R RE, MK R 2R
8:3)7 10 NHZJE; Peterson 25 A (2006) 7R 7T 2R B MRS D0 300 A4 A AT Co B Hh 1A SRS 3 AR
WM ; Peterson %5 A (2008)7EMT 5t Fp R WA — M AR LA H S Q0 JE AR o, B 1 8 e i A4
S AT REAE R LEEAR AL 3 EAS 2 T & & . Schueller 55 (2015)fEWF o A EL, VRIS ALIAAE QI AT A AT 5
Mz AR T /N, i HAEAS[F S R B R 10 6 5 )5 R 35 4 AR AN — 2L

AL T ERAILS 5A BRI AR AR KRR (2) RIUH ZEMAHAD
ME 5T E FEII L I ALE AR AL 5 b A RBURFEZ 525 (3) #RIH R AL 536t 61 0 5 et st £ i o

2. AR FF%
2.1. HFIRM®R

K T AR I TR I R R R R4, Rk B i 4, [ 267 1, AL
w45 221 . Ho 534 72 44, LA 149 44 PR N 2055 & (SD = 1.418); K—%4E 47 44, K%
439 4, K= 54 4, KWUSA4 75 4, KIAFEASIIFA 1 4; MAT 4 168 445 FKEH WAL T
3000 JG¥) 6 4, 3000 JGH] 5000 JLH 52 4, 5001 JGF] 10000 JGff 87 44, 10001 JGE| 20000 JGff) 45 4,
20000 JGLA L1 31 4.

B LERARA ARIFES S > 100, Bl A a BmF & 5 LEF a4
P4, Gk AT ARG 4 IR 76 4, HAT IR PR A e JE K E B

22. fIRIE

2.2.1. JLEHT REZFHBRITE (Adverse Childhood Experiences)

JLHEIAA R4 P 5 JRIFE (ACE-10)4E 10 M H , a4~ 5% B #V-AG 1AM Toil 2 AR S8 AL 1 61
i, RFRAMAR g0 (1)) AR A AR AR ] . 7E% % H Bl <27, Wik 14 ik
/7, W0 Jr. RorE Ul 260 FER L

2.2.2. 8GR RICTEREE SR (Post Traumatic Growth Inventory)

B i KB B3R (Tedeschi & Calhoun, 1996) 54t 21 N4 H, H& BMARR. AR,
NTT5 AR A TEIIREL 5 M ER . 1ZE R KH Likert 6 44it7r, M “OIfEIREEA AT
R B “a e IX A AR R 27 Rk 0~5 4y, BRI E . B S E S A e E
FYEE B fE AT 7, B R A SRAS 0403 5 S B /K Pl . 2B R B 3R Cronbach’s alpha %
#9090, #7rE#*R ) 0.67~0.85,

2.2.3. F3z{cAbia)#(Chinese Virtues Questionnaire)

HCK AL A4 (Duan et al., 2012)6438 96 N6 H, BLESEA. A BES AR, Hgmrd
M. BEL B RG24 MERILH . ZERKH Likert 5 Zit4r, M “dEWABR” B “IEHZIR”
WAt 1~5 730 SR FRIE @S T E T RS MG 5, 80 8m RN mi i
T . iZE £ S B EK Cronbach’s alpha A 0.97, SR A A dr 11, B E 1 =128 K Cronbach’s
alpha 4y 0.87~0.95.

2.3. Gty
% SPSS 23.0 A5 B kAT 40 #r
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3. ARER
3.1. BEFHUGEBENMERNMYRIBFFIED

ff P REAR €I TR FC R M AMATE 24 FRPERRAR 35 1 (922 B, S5 SR SoROLE 1), ARG AMA
TET. ENES . S, T, HAm e, e HE O APPSR b 4 B T R AMA( <
0.05); FLA5 B 4E A k22 2 P00 B B 1 5 R AR BRI A S . TFE. IR, %,
RT3 4R A5 (K22 AR ML, eI A 22 50

Table 1. Difference of character strengths between individuals with and without childhood trauma

* 1 AEFHNG NS REFRG M ERABERMERR

AN = 76) et (N = 145) t sig

HFR 3.68 +0.64 3.79+0.53 -1.43 0.16
BB\ &1 3.75+0.63 3.88+0.54 -1.54 0.13
ANF 3.98+0.53 4.03+0.53 -0.68 0.50
% 3.76+0.73 4,00 +0.52 -2.58 0.01
IEH 3.82+0.53 3.96 £ 0.50 -1.92 0.06
BT 3.87 £ 0.56 3.95+0.52 -1.06 0.29
Y 3.71+0.52 3.76 £ 0.61 -0.52 0.60
! 3.77+£0.70 3.91+0.56 -1.49 0.14
2N 3.36 £ 0.86 355+0.71 -1.7 0.09
LSRN 3.40+0.70 3.57 £0.63 -1.87 0.06
AN ST 3.23+0.82 3.50 £0.65 -2.48 0.01
BliE 7 3.35+0.62 3.47 +0.54 -1.56 0.12
%% 7 3.22+0.65 3.40£0.58 -2.07 0.04
W 3.38+0.81 3.59 + 0.69 -2.02 0.04
A 3.32+0.65 3.49 £ 0.56 -2.08 0.04
X REL 3.74 £0.67 3.64 +0.69 1.01 0.32
B 3.32+0.71 3.55+0.54 —2.47 0.02
fF& 3.31+0.86 3.55+0.68 -2.16 0.03
bRl 3,57 +0.62 3.69+0.58 -1.44 0.15
E 3.66 £ 0.65 3.73+0.52 -0.79 0.43
SES ] 2.97 £0.67 3.10+£0.59 -1.48 0.14
IR FE 3.290.68 3.48 £ 0.56 -2.32 0.02
i 3.12+0.73 3.15+0.68 -0.32 0.75
3 3.20£0.55 3.44 £ 0.59 -2.88 0.00

3.2. AEFHNGER MRS S G EMRKEEX 24

X HAE B2 DIl 24 FERE S 5 00055 K S 4R REAT AR i, a5 R BRI 2),
24 FPERE LA 73 BIAE QU3 J5 BRI A8 4 B BT AN FRIRE LI B AR G . B R i S AR R0 — 4
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55 24 FPERARSA I 1710 R LA 5 (p < 0.05; p < 0.01): BT HT AENE 55 24 Ff MRS LS #0471 g BEAT 5 (p <
0.05; p<0.01); M AJIE S 24 PR LA FAAAE S FEA O (p < 0.05; p < 0.01); KR S5E 8 A% ).
A BAFAE L AH N (p < 0.01): X ARG HIICE 5 BR S5 U EE 2 A A 23 Rt Ag L 35 A7 7E i L AH 5K (p
<0.05; p<0.01). MELRMN, HFR. EH. EE. W@, FEF0. QEE. #H88E MERRE. B
Whl WEE G, MK 12 A AR A A AN 12 R RS LA S G4 S5 K T 4 B AE R
M2%(p<0.05; p<0.01), Hf%. %S, E&. %5 SYEREIE1E R IS (p < 0.01).

Table 2. Correlation analysis between the dimensions of posttraumatic growth and 24 kinds of character strengths

F2 OEEMKSYEES 24 MIERRERIEX ST

Hib AR R R RE MNTIE R o A T T TR B
ER 0.607** 0.583** 0.566** 0.22 0.545**
EilINEx(E 0.530%* 0.431** 0.453%* 0.273* 0.329%*
AF 0.538** 0.519** 0.507** 0.243* 0.540%**
%z 0.601** 0.479** 0.457** 0.301** 0.467**
TE B SE 0.275* 0.362** 0.372** 0.171 0.316%**
RISl 0.604** 0.617** 0.621** 0.289* 0.558**
ik 0.358** 0.364** 0.351** 0.038 0.278*
SR 0.601** 0.620** 0.568** 0.268* 0.548**
KB 0.440%** 0.506** 0.582%* 0.188 0.398**
LSRN 0.584** 0.577** 0.570** 0.184 0.539%*
EXiIRGY] 0.593** 0.600** 0.609** 0.243* 0.512%*
Bl 71 0.398** 0.429** 0.447** 0.123 0.382%*
k=) 0.437** 0.495** 0.505** 0.321** 0.418**
AR 0.548** 0.584** 0.639** 0.297** 0.523**
FaR 0.455** 0.542%* 0.534** 0.199 0.462**
PAES) e 0.270* 0.404** 0.317** 0.167 0.348**
AR 0.453** 0.588** 0.636** 0.286* 0.507**
fF& 0.562** 0.684** 0.660** 0.339%* 0.597**
TR 0.373** 0.409** 0.485** 0.257* 0.364**
Q0N 0.356** 0.284* 0.327** 0.238* 0.240%
SEEEL] 0.449** 0.363** 0.481** 0.2 0.318**
UREE Y 0.327** 0.483** 0.550%* 0.152 0.334**
LSS 0.478** 0.510** 0.478** 0.153 0.469%*
ek 0.327** 0.283* 0.285* 0.208 0.194

W PE 0.01 BAICRUR), MERHEERE; *7E 0.05 Zl(E), AHRMERE.

3.3. AEFHUGEANMERMERIS S eI RRKEYIS T

XA EAE I BI2 DIe RVER AL 35 B0 5 K B AR 5 L B ANERE AT B R A B, LAY
BB G AL . SULFEIRS, X 24 4> B AR 2 AL MEREATAR IR I 45 R o, iy B A& (A 1
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VIF {H#R1E 1~2.688 2 [7](<10), Xt B H AL & 2 8] FEASAEAE ™ H R L2 o] i

SERERE 3): (1) MG E K NFEER, 24 FERmayateE, SREMES. AT, #
R AT DAL A F30 1045 5 Bk 55.6% K748 55 (2) ARG JE K St N SG Rix — 4R N MR R, 24 Bk
BB NEZE, GRRMER. ST H. AREH . BB S5 AR EIIEMHSR? = 0.59); (3) LA
B9 I B BT I AT BRI — 4R FE NN AR B, 24 FRIERS R ON H AR R, A5 SRR UG S ARVA X BT AT RE
PR PIEMZER? = 0.517); (4) LABIGIE K AN AT BRI —4E B NN AR &, 24 FiERR 3o A8 &,
SEREIES. TFH . FFEN NS EEIIEHIER? =0.503); (5) LAAI G A A5 %A i R ik 3 X
—YERE NN AR B, 24 FRIERS AR AN AR &, 45 B R IUE &A1 P X S AR S I ik st EILIEA 9 (R? = 0.412);
(6) LLEIS G K RS M A X — 2 AR, 24 FRPEARL A N AT R, 45 BRI BRSSO R R
A EHLEARSS, (HFRM/KTL(R® = 0.103),

Table 3. Stepwise regression analysis

3. BLEEANHT

[H A B B SE B t sig R R WEER.  VIF
B 9.74 2.29 0.42 4.25 0.00 1.669
SRR A 10.23 343 0.27 2.98 0.00 0.757¢ 0.574 0.556 1.4
ER 6.71 3.23 0.22 2.08 0.04 1.856
W —-12.41 4,02 -3.09 0.003
H#R 3.72 1.222 0.346 3.042 0.003 2.4
WS 4.15 1.25 0.336 3.316 0.001 1.903
SE gL 2.93 0.92 0.284 3.101 0.002 1.468
Hib AR R 0.796g 0.633 0.596
1353 -3.70 1.07 -0.362 -3.473 0.001 2.012
HENLIE ) 1.82 1.02 0.215 1.789 0.078 2.688
XFEMRE  -2.95 0.98 -0.29 -3.01 0.004 1.663
R 2.64 1.15 0.27 2.29 0.02 2.548
i -11.1 3.58 -3.1 0.003
IR B 3.82 0.6 0.57 6.36 0 0.728b 0.53 0.517 1.226
AT 3.07 0.99 0.28 3.11 0.003 1.226
it -8.38 251 -3.34 0.001
B 1.149 0.66 0.22 1.75 0.085 2.665
MNTIE= 0.744c 0.553 0.534
WS 2.543 0.8 0.32 3.16 0.002 1.679
A 1.735 0.7 0.32 2.81 0.006 2.091
R -6.073 2.2 -2.76 0.007
X»J‘étgﬂﬁﬁk fBF& 1.732 0.37 0.45 4.69 0 0.675b 0.455 0.44 1.226
A 2.198 0.61 0.35 3.63 0.001 1.226
g 2.107 0.77 2.75 0.007
Fhip A 0.339% 0.115 0.103
B 0.696 0.22 0.34 3.1 0.003 1
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4. #Hg
4.1. BEFHUGEH MR BRBSFIES T

SR RARAL M R, AEW RS TEAETIOGE, HEERBA M B AT, S
I %~ IEEARE S KSR . 1% 5 JEHERTFF (2011) AR 7L 25 A L BN, AW ATTRORR 7245 H h
ERZFAEARKEZERARIONZ .. IEH BE MEARE. BR, M TERRFENREAEES
FRE AP A RS 1R, EEEARER S MM RANHI THRMSER; SN, X5k
75055 N (2019)7E Xof 5 27 e A% 47 3 Ml 23 AR R RRAE AR B T 5 SR LT AH [, 00 56 2 25 B A 119 K 2 A
TEAR ARSI LA« SR A 4a 1 e 5 NS AL I FE AR I H SR IR A 01« FRR 1% BRI AR AR AT
RIAMRTENBR K RIS R IR o AR S AR IE R IE BRI 3506 T2 2 A N R 24 AH C TAE
BHETEREIER.

FOBCR B O & T A G B AR SR AL & T R O A R A, BB MATEZ . AENLTE
J1v g S, HHE. B E BR. Fa. REFMEE O FERMmA LERIIERH . XA A EE
WIS S vT RESTH RS R AL 2 T S R R E A o (R BATHRAREWT @ iX Bl 22 52 th T AW &
15 8UrI(Schueller et al., 2015), X 24 A Q4% FA 2 5 520 RS AR A W i O il 75 E st — S0t 7t

4.2. MRIEBSBBERKZERXHR

X RS FA AN AN 5 A AT ARG T 15, 24 Pt A L3805 0040 5 AR E 3 I IEAR OGO &,
X —45 B 5 Peterson A1 Seligman 25 A (2008) HIRF 55 45 5 — 3. W46 /5 K20 A 5 MEERE, HibA
KA HATREMERAN N T =AY 5 24 PR AR BB AFTE B2 IEMI G R X ARG IR B0 — 4
SR T TR — A AR A A A 23 FiPER R AAAE B IEA G R KL% . A5 12 Fhitkig
Mt R EIEME. WA BEMOMGE T MATE X SR 3 L RIUE IR 1, A4 )5 B 17K
B

BELGMARRIX 4, BIHME0E TER. 950, aEm. ENNE . BB 5 Rk
X IX — A BERS R A FRINAE A, R 0y A0S 58 () IR X PR AP g L 42 B 1l A o 35 R R B A0t
N, EA RN ANE RIS el BV A A ERIEHRIRDON T DR G S E O
s AT S BRI B OHA 1 — VL0, XA 1 R 1 35 U A R R BB (Tedeschi &
Calhoun, 2004). Tedeschi 1 Calhoun (1996) FIAJF 7t 45 F . 3R B 5 fth N 1928 & A3 o B AN Ros 5 s
SR ARFFIBEAN . 3 RIS IR X S AN OC R TINFR B A R IR AN PEAS R ES, AE I PR L
MIAMARTE R S R A G T e BB Ar R B N R B2, SE RS AH SR B CMARE, AN SE I Re g
BN, JAFE 2R3 R . R G KRB A2 EEEmME R, o SR A H
(BRI 47 J R A 1 B B L R (R R 2 — (0 (855, 2014), TEIR RIS s SO RE, #RREiE ik
KR QI J5 R 1 R A

R R RN S PR B X PR PERS AR 35 S A\ e R 2 PR IEAR S (p < 0.05), FICNKRDL. RA. JRE
FEMFEIRFT L, WX 1A 71 (Tedeschi & Calhoun, 2004), X F R %6145 Jo g K ke 21 1F ) 700 i 76
H2A R MR R . X—FB RO &R TR TR 0ERIRSL, RN 24 FhvEss
e IAAE ST A 5 5 B J5 B I 25 4 B AT LR, T [0 U1 9 A 7 2 3 [ U RS 2R D el 2 B VP Ay
TEANBERRMER, B EMTIEAER .

AW AT BEE R ARV (R FOX P ANERE, B APXTIX RYEE R IE R BER . ([FSRIMA
SHEFRRE . AMEEEEA S, XMEISEIE TONT RN, FRAMIREE T 2/ AF
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FKINAFEN . —HIE{=(Tedeschi & Calhoun, 2004). Tedeschi #1 Calhoun (1996) B 5t 45 5 b B 1E
BATREME RE LR BRI N R M A XTI R TTR,  LEX ARG R E AR B AR R A
ATE CEMRMASN o A5 S5 VRERATANTEH FAFE A M= . 3R 177 (Peterson &
Sligman, 2004). A E&X—RBMMERGE SR KRWIFTBEKN, G545 ] fedid T £
(4 52N R BN B VP 5 3 R RIT,  Re8 S A UM T I HT G S 24, SRR E AERAES
RGFE M ARG F IR . PA AP — A A P RER I H B8 4 13552 kT, R I A
“ZEHRT B CFAFET NMBISCE, R EIG SRR B RERA, ANMERED T A s
AR 51 R, BRI p IR e mT e e R AR AR E T H bR, 7RO 5 RS A i = AT RE
k=N NG PG IR, R AR AR, SO AR AR e R LR B % (Tedeschi &
Calhoun, 1996), &3t 3 i) AT BE 1 HH AR A= 35 R 5

REMNMANTEX 4R, FESIBUE TES. ST A8 =R 3 i — 4 5 e 1F ) 7
TER . #1 2 FhEms R MR S O AR, A 280k . A ERIAIIR I HEARR R A, I
B H K . Tedeschi 11 Calhoun (1996) B8 7t 25 S Hh K BIFEAS N T 877 1350 B N FE ISR Ak
. SRTEAN, mHINEMAT. DMAERFRROME R4 G A EERAE AR IR, FERINE
NEES BN, EIRE, FAFRHAR R, E BRI GRS, 2015). A A S (S A
—RA RN E SR KRRTFRUEKE, e RS AN kA, R 2 AR
ARk o AT IIE A N T B TRINE F B R RS R 3, %S MR B A NP S5 RCR . — LR,
HHAL G RNES), AR FCE O FARRE ). 5 R FE, BT A AT i s
PGS A MU 75, DLR B B S 045 5 KK

RAERMOURX —Z4E, BT SR BB ESR—RAMN T REIAGFET, (FR AT KK,
Tedeschi #1 Calhoun (1996) i 71 45 R R/ TEAS# I E AR /B AN FRoR B 3 AR BB T FE b
XoF TR P SO — 4 B 5 22 PR DL 3498 R IS A DI — 15 100 3 BTN KPR R LA T R, S ek
ARIX LRI 5r Ny 4.41 £ 1.768, Horp “IREIMEHECEE 7 X — 81550 )9 0~2 4y ik 5 83.3%,
AR R H T X ZER T SE, P EBRWAAERECUL, BRLYSFHOFEEEAMEH, WA
G MBS M SO, X SEOX —4EE SR PTG AR IR I MR oR ik .

PRATHE BT S5 A HEARAE S KR B, 24 Fh Itk A 354t 15 A8 B AR A8 [ 3 i, SR IR A5 2
AR R 3 A ERS AR AN ENE TR A5 &80T LU G40 5 K R R T SR R AN 4 ANYEEAATE 3%
BT F s 2P ] LA 6 ] e 1 AR A= 356 AR B N A P IR oo s 38 RANRT BATII S5t A D% RIX
—HEFEARAL . A E S — A AT SR S0P K S AT A A — S R )
X, LR K 5655 KSR B YIS (TR, 2009), X AL MREE AT A8 X — A 3B %A
T B S5 R AK PR i TN R 2O HAE &AM EEE R R ERIPER . R A, M3
AFAEARHEE T AR T “AFF NN BICC,  IX AR AT 253 T 0049 J Bt i i A B AR R I (2 1
Mo B RIX—VEAREA R FEIRIRES AKX R BRI, B0 )5 i R 5 Al A6 Rix
— Y i 2 PUTON A FH ARk G S AR U BRAR, (R AT A REBSHE N RIA T RE 2 B & SRR A (5 m
IR, DMEMBF R 2 RS SR RO G KR AR EE NN R —. AAHRX—
PEREAR A BINMRTE NBRAE R T THAFAE R K, M TER X —RANI 2 BE/MENE, #23
(AL 2 SCRE K T RERE /7, X B R L i i3E 014 ) it

gE LR, MR EAME, R R E . B0 E K B AR, R IE R T
MAFEF AR AA T R ST AREBH AVET B, B8, 2F &, HHEES. AF.
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e R B A A R TN F k. H T A W FTIE B HEAT B BT 1U0R] BLEAMASRAG 2 G145 J5
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