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Abstract

Objective: To explore the relationship between college students’ attitudes towards death, social
support and attitudes towards suicide, and the intermediary role of social support between the
two. Methods: 642 college students in Hefei were surveyed by using the Chinese version of the
death attitude description scale, the social support assessment scale and the suicide attitude
questionnaire. Results: 1) Compared with students who were opposed to suicide, students who
were positive about their attitude to death had higher scores for escape acceptance and natural
acceptance dimensions and lower scores for death escape dimensions with significant differences.
2) The dimension of escape acceptance and natural acceptance in the attitude of death is signifi-
cantly negatively correlated with suicidal attitude; the dimension of escape acceptance in death
attitude is significantly negatively correlated with social support, and the natural acceptance di-
mension in death attitude is significantly positively correlated with social support; there is a sig-
nificant positive correlation between social support and suicidal attitudes. 3) Escape acceptance
and natural acceptance in death attitudes have a significant negative predictive effect on suicidal
attitudes, and social support plays a part in intermediary role. Conclusion: Death attitude can in-
fluence college students’ suicidal attitude through social support.
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1. 51§

HAZEMANESRE NG T, Bita oM Rmm AN —ME=r. AEK. Aite. 8
JERI(MA R BT IEE ) RIUAE . 2R B G T (L et al., 2015). WK ER: BEFIE 80
JINFET B, st 40 Hma — M ANE AR (Yang et al., 2015). HRE™EMEEREN AL TE.
AR 2 AR, R NS H ORI KN, B 15~29 0 ARERIEE — RSB T IR R 2 E %
(World Health Organization, 2020). ITE84ER, BEAE W28 SRR RS B, (5 B RL RS iz ftkeE,
REAAE F R P AIE EoFr I A BT . £ P, B Q20N 15~34 5 NBER) S — KGEE(World Health
Organization, 2014). H R —FOR OB B8, TaiEH — AN A AR TE BONE S 24k, Rl
BRIt B RAT N BIE RS, BA R AR — B R (R, 2018). HASESEREA
EREBR, BARSERART IR F 2 (Colucci & Lester, 2020). B, X K24 B A7 B 1T
FiH # E RIS

FETAS AR M FETAE tHSSII FIr e AV PR 1)  B0ReRE 1) AR o B [ (W DU DI, 2R, 2009)
LR ER—AWRERENME, 22N HeA TSR DR RWAER(E %, 2017), i, A6
FieLL Wong, Reker, & Gesser (19943 tH LT A5 FLANGE S NAERIETT . X AAYEEEHE: JETRVE,
BRI BT o R F 0 . RMESE U AREANIG 26 JUTCRRE, RIRBIREE S R i 18 5FET-A R )
HARFERZ, RIRSET N Edarh BRI — 0, AR, AR, ARG, @iz, BTyt
PRORRAEREIE, ez, BEAETAR Ny — AR R v @A, AR TR e 1 kB AR is
E(CEFIE, 2010)0 FETAEAR 2 3CAG AR & — MR IETHe R, ik, RTRTCSERIRIEAZ,
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HA e RO RN DB WAL IR A, R 58 TRE TS FERI I FEAE N 1 2 AR oh T A Wt J s sk
HIZENCEE 1775 2019) 0 BEAEW FCFE R IH IR O SE T35 B AT B = 0 M A48 B R OB IRAIAT N (5K AAT
2011)o PRIMEE A KRR RIE TS RIS B ARSI R R AR R,

A2 STRFFE IR T A AR 2 R ZR LA b 1R 35 b 5% 806 AR B8 WA BB LT 77 0 RT3 W S A
R SCRF I RSR(GL/ME, XIJEIE, 1995). F&SCRIAVE A AR RETR, W5 AR MERAEEH
SE IR R (M KU, iERR, 1987). :E 2% 5K Durkheim % #8H, 20 RIEK IR B R 1 H 25K
o MEB RS AL S SRS, RO, 2020), HALS SCRFRENS TRINMAISE T35 5
(BT, 2016). #EaSCRRBESEITAS LS H AR SR R P AALE A RS A B T8 o

LR EPTE, AT B AR AL 2 SCR R AN FDBE TS R R AR BRGS0, 5 —, B
REFEERPCSEM A RSN R R B, B R O AT AN A RS R R
EE R E KT AER

2. MEEFE
2.1. J&R

2020 4 9~12 H, REUUFEERFER 5, MEIET SR AEFTE L MEHE, B RRE 642
iy, HABARER N 18~25 %, B 221 AN(34.40%), LA 421 N(65.60%); [B=E*42E 235 N(36.60%), dE
BE22E 407 N(63.4%); 44K 334 N(52%), 3Tl 308 A (48%).

22. TH

2.2.1. BREEEEQSA)

B 7KYR, Bk, SR EAEAR1999) ], 329 AN&H, 24X ERMTAMRMIAGR. WE R
HIIAEE X E A KBRS RN 2 IRIERI ST 4 ANERE . 46 H R Likert 5 453140, M 1458 %% H”
B 5 “E e RNEET . HA4&H 1L 30 70 8. 104 114 12, 14, 15, 18, 20, 22. 25 Nz Eitsr. X%
YEFERR S AT P35, ATRLAH 2.5 A1 3.5 20 AN 40 FHE, KX RIS BE N = FiE ol 1550/ T-5%
T 2.5 X EHAARFE € AA] L BRI 30 1E 2.5 1 3.5 W F &S SRAS, 350K
TEET 3.5 WX ERFERA . B8 HFMEESR . RGNS BURI S TRRE X, S4ER]
DABASRASE Y o AR BE AR SCHRX H RS BERYE S, FEARREFLr, B R A BE 0] 46 I B R AT AV A
VY FE g 3E N B 43 A A A 28 B A B0 AR B R RS . AR, ERIA o RECH 0.63.

2.2.2. PR TISEMLBRIET(DAP-R)

i Wong, Reker, & Gesser (1994)4mfil[f] “FET- A EHLME1TH” (Death Attitude Profile-Revised,
DAP-R), KM S B G107 15(2000) H B il ), SERAESIET A, Tkl HAREZ.
AT R A B 32 5 AMERE, 3£ 32 Nk H . %5 HRH Likert 5 siit4r, 1 2R “UAFRZE”, 5 %R “3F
WEE” , AWK EHNIERT, e e AR AR 1% B3R S W SR AT,
ERIE o RECH 0.77.

2.2.3. #HETFHIEEEFR(SSRS)

KU (1994) G il (4 23 S RFDF 2 B3R (SSRS), BR AL M SCFr . EW SRR SRR B =4
YEfE, 4L 10 NMEH . BT SCRRRIES B b, HoR% H KM Likertd sithsr, M1 “TocHE” 34 “4
EFE” o TR SR REA, SRR SNEE TS, K “FE” S8 RS, K <R
BN “TBNT B AR BCR R B CTAERALT MON R, M AT o s s Rp
10 M HFZ M, B MR R R SRR MR . AT, RN o RECH 0.61.
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23. GIHSTE

8 SPSS 21.0 FEATHLFEI 7 ik 2k 56 AR VES TE MAIFEAR ¢ K050 AT, SR Process %
FE 73347 T 2R A 55 A Bootstrap 434

3. &R
3.1. £RFERE

86 Harman 5[ 20Ky B 7 0t 1 4 VI AT A7 A (0SS R T R R 25T R 0. SS9, AR K
T 1METIER 28 4, AN TR T BRI 12.73%, AT 20%H016 b, B0ABF 5 A 17
77 B (3 7 AR 2

3.2. HMERMTHERBARSENFENRLSERESIBFETER

WRER ¢ KB HIE IR 0 R TR RO A RS, AT N B s A R 2
TEE B 52 (t = 5.82, P < 0.001)Fl SR B3t = 3.10, P < 0.00 1) 4 FE 157 5 i, SET- k(s = —2.10, P < 0.05)
MG, RRFER, WAL T RARFEIT B2 4EE 7 2 R AR E P > 0.05). X HARTNRFR
XA FER A AEAE A S SRR . BUSCRE L S0 S DA RS SR AR T B2 4 A5 73 38 86 25 v T o0 E RAT
NFFFEBEIFAEP < 0.05) (FEILE 1),

Table 1. Differences in death attitudes and social support scores among students with different attitudes towards the nature

of suicidal behavior (M + SD)
#= 1. AERMTAMRBAESENZENRECTSERELSIFFEIERM£SD)

B HIEAE SO t P

FETIRUA 19.86 = 6.09 20.55+4.86 —0.94 0.35

BE Lk 12.95 +3.97 14.05 + 4.00 -2.10 0.04
FEb g 26.43+8.13 24.67+6.25 1.87 0.06
MR 14.55+5.21 10.96 + 3.88 5.82 0.00

H 2 20.13+4.18 18.43 +4.13 3.10 0.00
(RS e TSV 35.95+6.10 39.41+6.12 -4.30 0.00
BISLHF 9.33+2.45 10.70 + 2.40 -4.30 0.00

F W 19.35+3.95 20.55+4.11 -2.24 0.03

Xof SRR AR FH 7.26 +£2.03 8.17+1.70 -3.61 0.00

33. KEEBRSE., RALTESHISIHHXAR

TERH] TR MR ARV AR N O R AR &G 6 & R AR R T T, SR ER: e
B ST R EER TR ETREGE = -0.10, P < 0.05). #iL#HEZ = —0.08, P < 0.05)FIE B #2532 (r =
—0.22, P < 0.05)4EE A0 R R FEAMK, SIHT-EEERPIIFETREG = 0.09, P < 0.05) M HREZ =
0.13, P < 0.05)4E 30 B W F IEAHK . X E AT AR PPNR ST EER PR EEZ(r=-0.34, P
<0.05)VL M AR Z(r=—0.12, P< 0.05)4EfZ £ R E AAH R, JET-REERPILTRE4EE 5% 3 R/ TH
PEBR IR 2 523 IEAR (= 0.01, P < 0.05). #E23 S RERM 5368 B AT AVER IR 4 2 838 EHE(r
=0.27, P <0.05) (FE .3 2).
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Table 2. The related matrix of each study variable

2. EMRLTEMHELIER
N =642 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
1) He3c ke -
2) M 0.66™ -
3) FM RS 0.83™ 024 -
4) X SRR A A 0.63™ 027" 032" -
5) MEFTAMEREAR 02777 0207 0197 022" -
6) X HEAH AL -0.07 0.02 -0.2" —0.03 030" -
7) X IRICIAS 0.15™ 0.15™  0.06 0.14™ 037" 0.10° -
8) MHAFXEXBHIAZE  —0177" —0.02 —0.18™ -0.15"" -0.10" 0.06  0.02 -
9) FET-RVA -0.10™" —0.04 —0.11" —0.07 0.04 021" 006 -006 -
10) ZET ke 0.09" 002 009" 007 001" 0137 006 -0.12" 046" -
11) iz -0.08" -0.04 -0.06 -007 -0.12 0.1 —0.01 0.03 029" 019" -
12) hEE% -0.22"" =0.16™" —0.13" -0.23"" -0.34"" 0.00 -021"" 0.06 0.19™ 009" 0517 -
13) BAREZ 0.13” —0.06 020" 0.09° —0.12" —0.29"" —0.12"" -0.05 —0.16™ 0.00 —0.02 0.05 -

VE: "P<0.05, "P<0.01, ""P<0.001.

34. RLBESBRSENEYVISHT

Nk L RRET S S B ABE R B RAT A FONRZ MR R, EHAAREEREA L, it
1T TR AP At T e . Wb B E 52 0 A SR B2 4 P 500 L AT WM VGR B BN E 43 Br . B 3 WAL,
ZRA R N 037, KIE RPN 0.14, tHml R Uit ke, #bB8s 52 F [ SR 1252 v] URRE 1 R A Pt 1
RAT APV ARGERE 53 (1 14% 0255 . 340, MRParan, BRI dh(F" =34.35, P <0.001), B2k
RRE, AZESHAREZ KR UHLERRIR. JETHREX H AT MR PR B3 1 IE
W FRINAE T, 306 B4 52 R0 [ SR 520 [ AR AT MR AR i 35 1 A7 1) T FH (P LK 3)

Table 3. Regression analysis of the nature of suicide

= 3. AR TAMRARBEVIS

PR A T A & R R AR? F B /
xF B AAT MR HIIA R gLkt 0.37 0.14 0.14 3435
STk 0.20 348
kB -0.44 —-8.95™
HoR % -0.22 —4.26™

VE: "P<0.05, ""P<0.001,

3.5. AR P IANEE

$% 18 Hayes $2fiLHJ SPSS ZEFEF process R 4, TE3sH| THEL. HHELTER AR T, It
SYFFER 2 . AR EX A RTINS R PR A8y GRR: Rz %
B ) TR X ARAT AR R = —0.44, P < 0.001), IANASSCFE RN &G, SR AR
A7 9V R AR 3 B TNAE F (B = —0.39, P < 0.001), H.¥8E 152 0] [ 2847 M5 A TR A F
YERZAZ/N, RIS SCRFE R B 32 0 B AR AT A AR s i 2038 2 h A EH . B2 B3
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B TR B ARAT AT BGRB = —0.21, P < 0.001), NI CRHEAT AL REE, BAEZN AR
A7 PR R 22 1 B i O E (B = —0.27, P < 0.001), H.FARESZ 06 F A8 AT R B 1 DR ) T
TERASR, RIS SCRHE B ARIE SR B ARAT W PE B RIS R 2058 73 AR R (LR 4).

Table 4. Regression analysis of variable relationships in the model

4. REPTEXRHEFNT

EIEpFE ARG HEEL EVEESVerES i

SR TR AR & R R? F' B t
o B ARAT AP IA R kB 0.34 0.11 27217 -0.44 —8.88""
LIRS E hEEZ 0.35 0.12 29.78™" -0.32 —5.84™"
X ARAT PR RAR LIRS & 0.38 0.14 26.96"" 0.17 4.83™
Wz -0.39 =771
X E AT AP GR HoR 2 0.15 0.02 5.07" -0.21 -3.56™"
LI & HoR % 0.32 0.10 23.83™ 0.26 4.19™
X ARAT PR EAR SRR 0.31 0.10 17.33™ 0.26 727"
HoR 2 -0.27 —4.85™"

A "P<0.05, “P<0.01, "P<0.001.

HA N R 2 VE IR Bootstrap 78 AT R B : A1 22 SCRFAE R B 4552 5060 B 28T PR B IR DA 1RO R [ 1) ) 422
BN A—0.0546, 7 16 B 42 52 52 H ARAT PRI A LERLR—0.4421 B ELBIA 12.35%, 1% 8182305 Boot
FrUEIR N 0.01, HI: Bootstrap 95% B 15 X [8][—0.08, —0.03] M5 0, RIS TR EEZ 5% B A&
AT MR BINIR Z A6 R AP B R A 3R 3 s b SCREPE AR5 52 560 R AT MR ARG &R TR ) ]
BN 0.0672, 5k B2 50 m R A FE B AN —0.2063 [ LU 32.57%, ZIA1FERUN Boot ARl A
0.02, HI Bootstrap 95% & {5 X [8][0.03, 0.1 1A 0, FKIIH&CFAE B REZ 5XF B AT AR KA
WZ R RF RN BN R E . DL RU, Ha R TS R ik S 2 I AR 2 50 A &
AT R B AR 2 TRl EE A 2 2 3 e AR

4. it
4.1. REXBRSESRTSENXAR

AT, MR RRIETIAS PR B2 UL BRI S A RS E R R E AR, WA
HHAE TR S R ASTE B R A DG . I U B R A A R B B 57 R SR B2 AU TR A T L BRAR 1 R
FAT s 70k e 3 S 15 VR OE T X A R S R IX AR AT g [RINTARST AR A ¢ G056 1 45 SRR B AR Tt
HAAT REFS BRI REAERUL, X H T AR € AW 22 R SE TS FE ik B 452 F AR 2 4
FEAS oy B, SET RS A AR . 3 K, I SRR IS (20190 HH B R 2R [ 2R A8 B AR R T 17 st 1)
WA R R H 2002 FF23 2015 4F, FERZEAERT B AR RO AL o8 . BR[O 2 AR i SE AR R H
A SO REEE IG5, (ELAHIF 783K B R 8 B S 0 H AR B2 (M BE TS FE I 2B A T R & 2
BPE, XPRIATE BN FET-F5AT Wb B e 52 R B AR B2 S FE MR AE O B g e . PRtk z 4, sk
FHAERGCHAERRALE. HHARE, BB EEREG R, R EdMEEEE R E
(Testoni et al., 2021). FET-E FIL TR ESLER AR AT, HigE Ao s S A0S E, i
AR (E =15, 2020).
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4.2. LI HEPNTER

AW FEIE S BN EARAT NFE RO S LR 2B R SRR BOWSCRE . SR LSO SCHRFR
MIEEYEREAG 7y ) B3 v 0 B ARAT N R E S . AR, BTN R AR R MRS
Z SRR AAL S 58 B SRR — RS Lo BN T i, R B AT AT RE S 1 2 A AT R 7
IR BE Bk = (Sisask et al., 2008). SEEERE, FETAEEH LR AN H IR0 H RS A B2 17
PR, Bk S SERFAE L Al S0 25 1R i AR o SRR A 2R G R B 1 32 0 B AR 2 ST,
Mo SRR, T B R E S BET BRI S S OB @R E VIR R, B A
223 RRIBO LA BUR K A XU (Scardera et al., 2020). #1433 REXT R AINAR . AR RERIE )55 S M1 44
MR A AT AT R A o ER (PG, PMGELE, EOABF, TO0E, BEA, 2019). B, &K%
AR SCREKCT DU AL ORI RE T, A BT 4RI R A D B R, FRIRL BRI . R
BT REOREAREE . FRNMARISIRE, HE S B mo A & SRR -

5. &t

1) SETZSEE R AR B 132 DU QAR E I 5 FRS R B 03 ARG SET S P Ik B 1 52 4 S5
SR RE AR, RSN ARERAEE SRR RF NG a5 ERASE

ERFEIEMX,
2) SETIAS A R B E S A B AR S0 E RS A B E A BIIE A, HAL S SCRpE i #8 45
HAER.
ZE&UWH
2020 “FE 2R KRR DL I ZRT0 H (202006180489).
SEEk

FRVUYG, Z2HRTH(2009). 436 24 REAEICTSE M. A OP P4 FE, 23(4), 303-304.
MRIE(2018). Z 2457 7 FERZE G 27/ 45 524 s &5 R A Z 7. W A0 L, Sl SoHEERR .

PGSR, PMGRHE, EOLRE, T 00, EEEQ019). KM S SRR S A A RAT AR, P EE R P,
40(5), 704-706+711.

T ERR, RARRR, THEERS, SRR, ZEMUE(2020). WAL B RSEIUIR MK R, A7 O PR G,
28(10), 1580-1583.

ZEEGR(2016). A AT AR RGN ER HEZHFHIRFZIL. Wi s, Kb Wirg K%
BT T(2019). ZFENE el KIEX LB NN NI, LA, K& SR
BI5GB (2000). A8 B2 I I Wit S, 330 MRS AT TN

TFMEQO10). FFLIT ARG IERFIIIE. WAL, B BRITE A

FRI2(2020). FETHEMNNERHBEERRIERI. FIFE5HS 103), 1-13+65.

RANBE, XIMBVE(1995). e SCRRRIAR R HONE . 1 EH i 2, (3), 7-10.

EKIE(1994). (S TFPEER) WHEREMEWI RN, HAREMEZFE (2), 98-100.

HKUR, BERR(1987). e ST SO R I REI. 7 [FH O P44+, (4), 183-187.

HKUR, ik, EREE, MEER(1999). HARTE R gt RS B S R (A R R 2 ). EOEE A5
# (4), 250-251.

FER K, WE, KRMAQ2019). HEKZEA BRESEAT WM B R. A AR OB, 27(2), 401-405.
TRARAQ011). R RFAFOTAS B J Ho i K 25 M SGHIE 78, B/ CTpr I %, 38(4), 675-677+680.
BT Q017). A4 Eo GBI, T A HIFEF, Wi, FaM: BRIk
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