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Abstract

Objective: To explore the relationship and internal mechanism among life events, subjective
well-being, Internet addiction and college students’ depression. Methods: Center for Epidemiolog-
ical Studies Depression Scale, Adolescent Self-Rating Life Events Check List, Satisfaction With Life
Scale, Positive Affect and Negative Affect Scale and Revised Chen Internet Addiction Scale were
used to investigate 518 college students. Results: 1) Life events, Internet addiction and college
students’ depression were significantly positively correlated; life events and subjective well-being
were significantly negatively correlated; subjective well-being was significantly negatively corre-
lated with Internet addiction and depression. 2) Subjective well-being and Internet addiction
played significant mediating roles between life events and college students’ depression. Specifi-
cally, there are three mediating paths: one was the mediating role of subjective well-being; the
second was the mediating effect of Internet addiction; the third was the chain-mediated role of
both subjective well-being and Internet addiction. Conclusion: Subjective well-being and Internet
addiction play mediating roles in the influence of life events on college students’ depression.
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1. 518

PR & — P WA SRR BOIRES, FERAEIAIR], H R ERIAIELEAE, [FR o Bl AFIE k&
0, AR RS, B E MR 2 AT D AR R A A5 1] AU B 5 (WHO,
2021). 2020 4F— T KA AR Meta 73BT, FRIE XA AR ES Hh 2 =ik 24.71%, IF 2L HEF
LTS (CE YR, #5575, 2020) KA IEANT O POE K I oesE T 1, SRR B % A RE .
AR, ZPMGHIL, PIRITAE /1225 R R OERHE, RS2 2SI E kS, 2020).

AR, AR R AR RE R AR AP H ai il m, O ON R PR 244 B O R 11 B 22 ) i 2.
—(Lei etal., 2016). 7EXF AR~ A SRR IR R Y, AR TG S F— B OB 2 5T O 16 5 SR 1) 28 28 R
JE(Kanner et al., 1981), F.7£ 1978 4F, Brown 55 At it 1A iE A AIA M 2R VPl I 2 R A A A
FAEXF ISR, R INEE D3 A T A 2 G AR (1 K AEMEZR (Kessler, 1997). 7 K22 A2 A4 HIBIE 72
BRY, AEFEFSIMEMARIEEE(E Y, %5, 2016). MKk Z, AR/ 2000
SEMIE SO R (AR v, 2000), £ 30%I N RIEZ ) 1 IS AR TG S 0E, (BB IR RS A AR R 3.
FRAE RO BRI, —ANSER RO FE AR RO T AR B AR R = A (A R,
D, 1998), R UEHIARVE Ry — P SIS 0 SN, 7 A AR T A A BT A Y S A A AR
P EAER . H AT A0 T 78 35 A R AR PR AR 7= A R AR R 3 b, T S AR R AR AN
TR HVER BT R J 20 IR R 22 (O 78, DA SRR DR 28 RV A R 26 1R 52 ELAE ORI L 2D o DRI A A 5
WECA AR F, 5N R AR BOX — AR DR 2 R 48 Biix — T AR R 3%, AR AR 1 A oK
IRNIR IS A3 FA 5 HT 2 1 4 P S 4 AL
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T AR MR — P RS, R AR MR B FREXT O AR TS BT EAE R AR R
fir(Diener, 2009). Andrew FI Withey $8H, 3= 248 AL B AR PPN AR AR B8 PR 8 3 o R4 RO CPT
(cognitive-phenomenological-transactional) B 16, i< 388 ik A4 (14 DA 0 PP A T 422 5 il o380 s 2 Pt B (15
A8, 7R, 1998). FARKUL, AVEFE R — PRI, P LAE S A A 32 0 AR X — AR
B2, R ma AR = . B AR T LR B, AR TE SR AN 32 W 24 B A A7 7E 5 1) R B (Scott et
al., 2001; R, 2010; Luhmannetal., 2012). A, =320 SEAR AR S MR I 5 7 — AN B 2[RI 3R (1
5555, 2013) FEMFEARBAE N —MIE LAY, 2/MEEZ ARG AR, ATRE S BRIK M AR AR,
PO AN A 2 EERE R BN B S AR TR, T AR T AR AR AR, SRR ) R AR MR 1S N (Moreno et al.,
2014). Z b, ABFFIRHEERE HL: FW AR KA LE AV F A SHAT RO R R A ER .

W 26 SR CEAE 78 XCRERR Ry IR BRPEN S 7, i T BE A X 2 ikt B o0 . A2 DA U7 T
TERLIAS RN (75 77 2010), J™ 8 12 I = A SE b L T S By AR AT R A5 55 B 5 (Ferraro
etal.,, 2006). 4= 52 F1FRFIE (2016) 0 AER KA IR Fe i R B, A A () P 48 B 23 TEAE oG, ELAK
B B TR AT F A R P R AN A RS ER, AT B Sk 1 7 R8s . 35 Tl
PR 2% FSEREFR) 7 2E . Wagner 25 (1999)F2 1 “ B 77 - R REE” Ay, ATl My 1 R4S B ) 5
PERTAE R — AR 77 2 T IE AR AN (013) MIBF A R L, 24 MARE B S AR 3 rh I I AR R S g, st 5
TV ] K A 3 B0 e () I 4%, DA I 2% o 3 SROBH LA ) s i, AN T i e A 3 s ) U ]I
A AMER, W% Imar & A 2, a0 Lam F1 Peng 1) — XG0T AR 5Tt 00, 2% ke
T/ EEAIAS B4 JRUR: A2 16 5 9 48 48 5 1 2.5 % (Lam & Peng, 2010). BEIt, AHFFT4R HUERBE H2: MIZK K,
TR RE RS 7E A 3 F A S AR OC R b A

i b, AR R U SEAR R — TR B R K, 4 D0 AR I S T e 2 BRI A A I 3 A R (o
B, PRt 20165 MRELGE, ABIE, 2014). UhAh, ARHE Davis (2001)%F FXIZS RO A EEE MK - 4T
NEERL” AR M R R R —. CEWTRRERY, O SARRAE — e BT LT
DTN 28 e ) B (Khera, 2017), HEAFAE R E AR R, FMBMRBBACMIN, T2 5% W 2%
FEAE R AT N (Suresh et al., 2018). [RIH, 28 Rl ooz it — 22 38 hn# s i Hh Bt 2 (Lam & Peng, 2010).
R, AW 703 AR H3: 32 W0 24 B ) 2% RO 7E A2 3 SRR 2 Il e s A VE

2. MEE5FE
2.1. ARIIHR

M SR A BEHLIE L 518 44 KA, FRR AR A o R R . B EAE SRR B0
S A TR R O 2% R e R AT I . FLh 4o 2E 375 A(72.4%), T 143 N(27.6%), AT 4 224 N\.(43.2%),
JEHAE T4 294 N\(56.8%). FTAHE I H RS 2 5 st M &, i ™ s 55 10 B2l
FOMABE R AT

22. fAIRIR

2.2.1. EiEHOHNERE IR (Center for Epidemiological Studies Depression Scale, CES-D)

ZERIA 20 K H, OGS BIRIELEE . IRAIEIR 51 IR R AN FRSE 4 MR B
TR 4% 4 DNERHER, 13 0BE R AR B B, 2 RIS 0~60 202 IH]. BRI
Cronbach’s o %%y 0.88~0.92, FA RAFHIME L5 RUE R4, nhd il TR EFH D LE, k2, 2010).
AW I 1Z LA Cronbach’s a ZEA 0.85.,

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.123091 770 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.123091

N

it
4

2.2.2. FLELEFHEMAEBER(Adolescent Self-Rating Life Events Check List, ASLEC)

ZaR R EOEE R E S N, 3527 MR E, RERTIPEE D EEG IR
RASERPIGEE . ZERAFEABRKR, IS ZIEN. Wk, RGN LA 6 MAT. %
1~5 AT VRS, PI4T35 P A T T K 35 2 4 B 3 S o B 7 S ISR (R
2016). AHE I FH D EATE FAFE RN Cronbach’s o Z2EH 0.929.

223 ENFEEBER

iZ R H Diener 25 Ndmill, ALFEEEARA: 5 & & 5 % (Satisfaction With Life Scale, SWLS). FHH 175/
I B 175 J 4 56 B 3% (Positive Affect and Negative Affect Scale, PANAS)I Ny ER . AiHHEEEENT
FEPRER, NTEEAFERTEMFERIVEEN 1~7 9, 19508 WA S S, HAEAR K
A1) Cronbach’s o R¥CH 0.887. FAME EAIVEIRIGIRER N 7 HEAVFRER, N “WAKRE” B “pr
HITE ) 1~7 G, AR A e 25 1 8] B A AR AR AR B 1S IR AR BB, BRI 155 I 5 T A I IR AE
AU Cronbach’s o %414 0.843 5 0.770. AHF7H EMEARBRG) = BIRERH=E
(SWLS)FritE sy + RIS (PARRAESS — WIS EE(NA) (Kifer, Heller, Perunovic, & Galinsky, 2013).

2.2.4. H3ChR 4G Rk B & 3R (Revised Chen Internet Addiction Scale, CIAS-R)

RIS B VRIS 741 (2003) R4 36 RS #H i 12 W bn it DSM-IV 0] % b BOREAE IR 1R 12 Wb
), 26 ERH, 4 ZFE, LaFEERER. BRADIR . T SZAER . B e R i) iR i a) 6 28
R TANYERE . R 4 BRI TNE, B “WARFE” N1 03 “EE/E7 N4 . 2RRAN
T NI R IR T, 73 e s 26 e i [ B sy . 12 R RAE AR & ) Cronbach’s o RECH
0.952,

2.3. BUERAES S
K H] SPSS21.0 LA Kz PROCESS3.3 #EAT #dfa AbBH 5 7041 o FZEGE i+ 0 M Ui AR SC 7 M A A R TR A
5.
3. R
3.1 #EHERERE

I T AT FE R BRI T B B Bk, BT REAAAEIE R D5 VA 2 ORI AR SSHIT 72 2 L (A
I, JEArsE, 2004), {£H] Harman SR E RS I FUEMZE . SR A, A 24 DT RRHEE R
T 1, HE AR TR REN 21.04%, RIEF] 40%H) Ik FHEIRHE, R SR A /77 ™ Bt
[ 7 2 -

32. EXEHEXMIH

WA 1 s, AR5 AT S X 2% R TR R TN S5 25 TEAH G, T 45 2 WS AR B S B 35 1A OG5
W28 B 2R s A Z IR IO B35 IEARSG, 15 B AR K (AR BN 8.3 i o0, BT FE 5 B
SERRIR (M R TG, PERIAR BRI T L (R O 5 AE H A B EARE. 4 R L &
B B2 2 57
33 EFBEEHSXRFEM: FXPNAWHERE

Z RIS 505 (2014) R O e A E T RORE 30 7 ik, B S8R0 S 5 R AE AR I R R, SR
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e %

TR ) 285 ol 1) e = A 3808 o FR T E A T 9 8 R B 1) 5 A L 1 B e SR A7 AE — 52 S (1ssler
& Nestler, 2018; Gilman et al., 2017), AW FEAERAR DT ZFAE AL EMNTTTE . F A 2L E s
HEALAL IR, Frfris @ Hayes il (1) SPSS 7 #2/% PROCESS3.3 5e/i, AR H L 18
BRI IS 6 JEAT

Table 1. Correlation analysis results of each variable

1 ELXEMXOHER

Bl M £ SD 1 2 3 4 5 6
1) AiEEM 50.28 + 18.77
2) UK 38.92+12.27 -0.249"™
3) A% HLRa 49.44 +13.54 0.286"  -0.279” -
4y B 11.45+7.52 0.282"  -0.544" 03217
5) 51 1.72 +0.45 0.009 0.080 0.048 0.059
6) R—EMAET L 1.56 + 0.50 0.099" -0.011 -0.009 0.004 0.228"

*: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, p<0.001, FRF.

A3 M 46 (% 2) o, AR A S 2 470 1 T K2 A= PR A i 2B 155 (B = —0.08, p < 0.001). F&
U, o T SR BRI ) 2% RO AN N B A 7 R J AR 3% S 2 6 ) Tl = W =2 4 J8%(B = —0.25, p < 0.001),
1 7 T 19X 2% BIRE(B = 0.23, p < 0.001); == Wi 3 i o i 35 97 7 T5UU I 248 BB = —0.23, p < 0.001), ‘3%
7 1] RO K 22 AR R (B = —0.48, p < 0.001); £ R o ¥ 2% 1 ) Tl K 2% A= #AR(B = 0.15, p < 0.001);  JhAY
AR AR DR 25 AR VIS 4 17 150t R I S 3 1) 7 ) TR = —0.48, p < 0.001)

Table 2. Chain mediation analysis of life events and college students’ depression

2. EERBHERFEAMEIEX PO

EUIE:TY F W SE AR I IR 2% S g EUIE:TY
Ak
B SE t B SE t B SE t B SE t
W -013 020 -065 -031 019 -155 -0.13 019 -068 -027 017 -161
15 015 010 151 019 010 191 017 009 180 022 008 2.64

MmAF4L  -008 009 -095 -001 009 -012 -0.11 009 -123 -0.07 0.07 -093

Sk

EVEEME 029 0.04 6.73 -0.25 043 -584"" 023 004 5497 012 004 3.23

ek

EEiY: -0.23 0.04 -534"" -048 0.04 -12.66""
P 445 P R 015 004 3817
R? 0.08 0.07 0.13 0.35
F 15.76"" 12,717 19.99™ 54.84™"

e 3y B 1 R A RONE T A SRR, S SEAR O 0 2% PSR A i S AT T S 11
FAER, IR HEAL R A RONAEY 0160 FLr o RN A2 F BRI = 2R B AR A3 A AT TR () 5
B AR s AR S — SR SRR K — SR D () 2 RO 1 (OB 0.12) 5 AR 35 A — X1 288 s o — 410
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AT B TA) 42 280R 2 (B8R 0.03) 5 A T FHF — W S A7 B — 10X 248 B0 — JUVAR (%) B AT T P (A1 38508 3 (R
MR 0.01), =AMAFERLRE 5 BB LB 2> 99N 42. 86%. 10.71%H1 3.57%, H.LL_E[AlFE%0N ) 95% &
FEX A 0, RIFIX=ANEHERNIE R R KT ERAER 6 A A8 L BGE T, X ANFA]
PR BN AT LR, B RAERENRAEZER: WK 1 R, RN 1 508 2
%2 5 1] Bootstrap 95% & {5 X [AIAVEL & 0 A, FEARFERN, 1 58N 2 fFERE 2R KA MR
P, [AIERRLN. 1 FRIRHE 0N 3 (A1 RIS, 2 FHIAHE R 3 AFAE & 22 57

-0.23™ ‘
P 245 BB

025" 0.15

—0.48""
0.23™

AV A KEEEAR
0.12" (0.29""")

Figure 1. The chain mediation model of subjective well-being and Internet addiction

Bl 1. EMEREMM LR ER PR

Table 3. Analysis of mediating effect size

® 3. FNYEESH

[ RAE Boot SE Boot LLCI Boot ULCI FEXF H A RURE

SRk 0.16 0.22 0.03 0.10 57.14%
R4 1 0.12 0.03 0.07 0.18 42.86%
(B4R 2 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.06 10.71%
ETEE=33 gAKC] 0.01 0.003 0.002 0.02 3.57%

e 1 0.09 0.03 0.03 0.15

Ehi% 2 0.11 0.03 0.06 0.17

i 3 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.05

E: Boot SE. Boot LLCI A1 BOOT ULCI 43 A8 38 i i 22452 1F 1) 7 4317 Bootstrap ¥ T 0 [R] 32 0B bR #E R 2% . 95%
BEXEN FERA LR, MR 1: ARG FA— F W AR (BN 2: A iG F— M i — 408 (R
BT 3: AEVEHAE — W AR P R — AR . LRAE 1. [ABERNT 1 S a8 2, Lh#k 2. TR 1 S1a)
FERN 35 LU 3. AR 2 SRR 3.

4. 71ig
AT LA KA N E B RS G, FE T AENFEMG S RAEMBZ R RR. HRERRIAE
TS AT DUIE ) SO 22 A AR, 3X 5 ST T 1 4 A — 2P (Reyes-Rodriguez et al., 2013). KE& T

AR A Bl [ A 22 R (OGBS 1, th A2 2228 AR TR U OGBS 1, 22 PO 2 AR i AR mT e IR K 22
Lo B A RREAC R
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e %

W, W SEAR AT DA A A 3 A6 R 22 AR AR s, X 5 A i — 8. BARIUN,
AT A 3 R TN ) E AR, H SRR IR M, A T AR . AR A
VE R AR 32 0 SEAR R — S B BE K 25 (van Dijk et al., 2019), 244235 o (19 16 A 0% S0 2 TR R AE I
N b T — P ORI BRI T A 32 AR Ko [RIEE, 008 ) 7= A o] el A2 T
FEURZ PR i/ T A 45 W PR 35 51 /B2 F(Seligman, 2008), A 32 00 et & st 2 S BOMAR = AL R - TF.
DRI, 32 0 S SR AR I S AR S AR R 2 TRl R i R

FLUR, W F045 FAM 7R 0 266 Rt 2 v A AR TG A R AR SR 52 X — R A B A BRR I,
GPEE TR N, ERPE S I 28 5 s, T P9 265 A T BT DA [ SR A R e A . A
38 LU AR I A S I I AR AR AN T Ak s Ay OR AR R R RO B, S, 1998),  HSIEME
AT SR B, A ) T R B AR R 7 e R AR R R A AR i AN, A A Tl T 9 4% 36
TP SE AN ARTE R T AR S, EEERTE A h AR BT 2 (R T 4% B 2 5 M B S A i A 2
NF5K % (Hardie & Tee, 2007), #E4xi& A RFITHR I BR G R 251 K 2 fliith 4, i E5 5 K IE
FCRAAR . (Rl X4 BB FE AR v AR AR 2 [l S B h A

UbAh, ABFFORIESE T ARG H Al “ LR ARIER - P2 R e S A R K AR AR 7K
Vo BARI G, ARG DB AT A 2 A0 U SEAR R AIG, TG 32 00 s SR N B8 o 8 A 30 R T
WRII RN 772, AT N 7 AR 1) X 28 T S aT RE, DRI ZKCT () A 2 R I 2% R 1R 72 A, A
A s AR R AEME R . B FESR B, 20 0 AR Va2 (A A P A S0 R BE I P (Suen et al., 2020), T AEVE
T S A D A R 2 O AR R — T AR AR (R, Tk, 2012), ARVEVHEEE T RS 2
TR B AT, 30T PR AN A T A 2 SRR A AT R BRI SRR A ANARAS R I 28458 AT M IR 388 hn () 28 R 5%,
2020) 7] 3= 0 SE AR SERAG 1) A4 B ) SR TS AR ) i) R A R 7 4k (MR 05 45, 2009), #8388 31 87 AR 3 A
JE I BEITRR T W2 B P REVE R 2 G 00, DR, 00 SE AR TR R DA A7 1] T 00X 28 e o KT R 400 D 5% 57 11
I A RIS = A BE 2 HTE ARG 26, TR I AIAR = AR AT R o X EIR A MR RE T 3 W A B R I 4%
R AE A T FA RO R 22 AR AR 2 R S 4 R

5. &&ig

A A AT DAL [ N K A 2R AL
L SEAR ORI 28 R R A 1 AR S R A A A
UL 5 A MY D 48 PR A A 3 A AT R 2 A 2 [ R B s R

BB

RN AR R R, SEEER. AROCEBCEN B RN IR R T T
SO AR S BB TR I AR

B i A B o A NG ST R B, A R R O Lo G

BBk
VAR, M. (2000). 05 —FK B4 p (A IE ). HRZRIMVE R 2 R At
Mrde, Si7E, XIVEE(2016). H/DFEAIGFHFERIEE AN AW FRIRE. #4296 P4, 32(8), 1116-1119

MRar 757, Sk, YufF(2009). KEZATE ST Mt R /S E M AR RGBT, o1 F Il o 7 5 5+
%, 17(3), 266-268.

WRISUE, SM#1(2003). 3T 46 i B e 2 il 5 O BT BAFIERIT L. 1180 2, 45(3), 279-294.
TIERE, M7, 5K (2013). AETEHEAE . WA SRS M SRR KIS R, I REIITE K TR AR, 12(6),
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