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Abstract

To explore the influence of high school students’ resilience on anxiety and depression, and the
mediating effect of emotion regulation in the post-epidemic period, a total of 3524 junior and se-
nior high school students were investigated. The results showed that: 1) resilience could signifi-
cantly negatively predict anxiety and depression; 2) cognitive reappraisal played a mediating role
between resilience and anxiety, depression; expressive suppression played a mediating role be-
tween resilience and anxiety, depression. These results revealed that resilience and cognitive
reappraisal were the intrinsic positive factor for individuals to cope with frustration and reduce
anxiety and depression, while expression suppression was a risk factor for anxiety and depres-
sion.
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1. 51§

fE “JEREEIAR”  REREE O BTy AL p ], (R TR B Py /N AR 1 R IR RS IR L [ A1 et
(10 5 RE A 1 DA ST A I R] RN S8 1, AR AR B, O BT BAT N TR AE T — @ s (L7,
2020), JCHGRH AR, RO BRI T, HX N EAARLL, Hkse 7 RR O HE
(ke 2020). ARTFURIL, (EJERENEI, SR BIIAR . FR RS SR LB il RUR AR R AT IR e (Vi
S84, 2020). BRI, RN EALAAER O EEROROL. BRI, AMARLET SIS 25
AN B S AR R T AN B RE ORI (PR, JHI B8 2014). Ao HrdR i, B/ RO B L
T 5 OB RAFAE B VIR R, OB SR PR A0 B g e 1 OR AP AN HE DR 1 (0l 525, 2019); IAANER
PP HLO PR AR SRR B 25 IS, SRR B35 AR G, T RAA A0 5 MR . 25 T AR e (RIS
55, 2020) FETUE, PRI BRGEVEAIE 2K R 1O PR A S AR O FE T, BN R LI N IR i h S
P BE AR o0 PRAE FESR A — 58 AL AR i -

11 IR SRR, #1450

RS (resilience) A& — R AT MUK AT “ S#7 BEJ7, AR MR ARG TP s, @0
AT A F ARG I I REAT RN« &N, IR RO ER @R 3N A AL (Richardson, 2002). (0
SR AR — A L BURE RNE I, MR OB RERGT,  HAR IR AR I 1 15 2K 1) BE 0 i (1
i, 2019). AHFTIESE T OB FVE SIEMERS2E . i mR R B EAR, SRS 2 EE K (He
etal., 2013). fEfm AN, LHEHME SR ALY 28 MRS, 2018). EFDFELEERH
RIL, SIS AR FEEE) S 4L SCRE KoL B 35 B B3 I SO DG (B AE, 2020). A, FETCIHE
R JE T A SRR U R B, GO BB E BE RS B R PR AR ( HE55, 2014). dibdfEe, GO
PS> B AR S VE TS 8 AR IR 3R, MR o B SR bty L BB -
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1.2, LIRS, 1REAT . MIESHIER

15451717 (emotion regulation) & MAXT B BB MR AL RIGFNR AT N K shA& A2, ¥ s
POV AR FRERISTA) . OBRAARLS . AT ARRIK DK AR B R N4 22 07 T (1 25038 (Grross, 2010). DA EE 1P AT 1A 410
il 2 g5 i AR A A A B U ML PR P AR 2 U 1 SR (2 T 4, 2014). Horr, IARITE DRI T 4847 QTR M)
VAT SR, SRR E I R VT R AT 17 S P 17 S5 I SO K R A A R AR B A N AT R
AR T SRS AR T SR, e R B AMA ) B R A I R 77 SR 1A B R A I 2 R AT
N(Goldin, McRae, Ramel, & Gross, 2008). 53&EMHIAHEL, £ H ARG S, INFIEIFREE a7 sl 55 44,
HHRTF NG @ BECD 00, BktE, Skr, 2010). HABBFF g d, E@EEHNL T, AHEIFSK
JEJPRERAE DG, M IAMH) 5 & R PR G, RIS T Mk b, REHH1 5 PTSD.
5 R AHAR SRR 2 2 HH 9% (Moore, Zoellner, & Mollenholt, 2018). H1HFT &, WA %0 2 1A 1A $01 ) 3 5 Ao
15 48 VR 1 SRR MR IR R HIAR B AN R A 2

OVER SR 5 5 R T 2 (B A7 TR 25 D) I R AE DLAERIF S AP IR S . — T K22 AR I ek B, WO Bt
PES N E PP 2 B3 EADC, HRAMH 2 83 FUHX 2%, 2015). fEH 22 g, CEs e
i 52 25 0E () TR A 0 B VE, S ad e DA N EE R A (R T A A R R R (1R ) K, 2018) . 527 5E
(2014) %} B2 2 AR HEAT O FRHME N S5 5 R, BEAE 22 A8 O BRSSP R8s, s PR 5 4 1R 1 7 QL
FARARAG L I KFANWTHR r, T VAR 28 E AN T B . Brie it e R, fEAb BB AT, BinA %N
PP AN B 048 P AR A B TR IR T I RCR, B I0AATY B Bk ae AN AR (Kivity et
al., 2021). ik, fHEG TS0V SRR ARSI 2 2 Al E b A AR .

ZE LR, AR DU BB 1) O BRSO AR G e R0 b2 A AR AR s 2) O B SE RT
T DA R B VTR A A 1 /A TR R e AR R AT

2. AR FGF*
2.1, #it

K43 2 SRR 1) 715, (ERE P 2R ] — & i =L MR 22 R I ARG AT 34T 1) 36 T 2
Al 3L R TN 3624 1y, HIBRIEEPEE B AR BB 2 14, [RICH 20n 45 3524 4y, A RLRIR )y 97.24%.
Horp, ¥ 2425 348 A (9.87%), #) 242k 322 A (9.14%), ¥] =247 284 A (8.10%), HIVU2£4: 195 A(5.53%),

4 950 A\ (26.96%), = 2EE 638 A (18.10%), i — 254 787 A(22.33%). Lok 1799 A (51.05%),
F 4 1725 A\(48.95%).

22. fiRIE

2.2.1. IR E)E

K T B R R ER 22T (2007) 48 9T 1 RS2 Rz o0y B P 9] 4 (Connor-Davidson  Resilience  Scale,
CD-RISC). Z il #54t 25 AN, 43 R WRFIPE. Jysm AR E = AN e, R 5 mithar s, 04R3% “5¢
EAREFE” , 4 RF TR o MRS G, REILOMBMERLT . £ H, ZER
[ P 3 — B R 20O 0.95.

2.22. 1BEATIRE

K ) RRIE EE A5 N (2007) 48 1T 14 R ST RR 1 45 1 715 i1 45 (Emotion Regulation Questionnaire,
ERQ). ZIn#&4t 10 AN, 43 N\ EE PPAIRIE T AR, RA 7 stk i, 1R “E AR
B, 7 RER CREFRT o QR EEE, R AR AT S G R R . 1 E R
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A2 5 1) PN 58— E0hE &2 %0439 0.88 1 0.77,

223 EERBITER

SR 5L (1999)181T H Zung I RE H 1T & 3K (Self-rating Anxiety Scale, SAS). SAS JL4 20 4N,
KH 4 mib 77, LARER “CBAAEARDEIE” , 4 3R 4R BRI R o & BT A 4
oy LL 1.25 FbritEsr, bRk i) S4B 50 43, (KT 50 7 AIEH, 50~59 7 NEFEFERE, 60~69 4
NHERERE, 70 7y UL EAGRE AR FEAA T, ZERN N EERECY 0.87.

224, {IERBIEER

KA E(1999)121T B Zung KR E F- & 2% (Self-rating Depression Scale, SDS).SDS 3t 20 4N,
KH 4 ST 1R “CEEBURDEIE” , 4 AR5 “HaGH B AR E] 7 o SRS A
Fl 3l LA 1.25 ANbrEsr, FrdEsr 3 FHUE RN 53 45, (KT 53 43 NIEH, 53~62 7 NEREEHNAL, 63~72 4
AR, 73 Koy Lh FONE AL, FEARTETCE, R P o R 50N 0.88.

2.3. BIEALTE

K] SPSS23.0 X Hdfs it AT fid EGE th M AR K 047, 321 Mplus7.4 BEAT 98 IENE PR 2 70 A A 25 52
ST LA L, R R ZE L IE 1 Bootstrap 425 6156 /i RO IR S 2 1

3. B/RESH
3.1 #EFERERE

kSR e BRI S U5 E e 2E, SR Harman SLRIERRRIR (05, JE0ro8, 2004). 45 R &R, RHIE
RERT 1T 104, B ADARTHRr ZWRE Ry 13.40%, /N T iInFE 40%. mutvrx, At
TS R T5 0 22 R ML o

3.2. REEREMATF R

A pArb A (R FE FE AR A 1 284 91 9 19.8%F11 28.6% . Hir, ARRF. v A EE B A B RS HH %
3N 13.1%. 5.3%F1 1.4%; JE. r R AE AR AR B 2R 2 N 17.2% 7.8%F1 1.9%; AR & FIHIAR
PR HH ) 22 5 SRR 17.1% 0 XS [R) I o RN AR 2] () 24 AR BEAT ST B, A R RN HIAR K1 22 S 3 B3 (t = 7.01,
p<0.001;t=6.8,p<0.001; F=6.40, p<0.001; F =558, p<0.001), %4 [IFE AN B & m T 2k,
WV 22 A R NI K P i, BEETY— VI FmE—. Tk, JE8 Mkt B A G g gk T
it
3.3. BEEENMRG T FHE X4

SR HT N, OEEFAME. NFIEVE. KR ARSI N 2 B A A B B E K, A
REER WL 1,

3.4. REBEHAEVEEESER. MMZENPTIERKRE

i Mplus7.4 X+ SR BEATI0AE, TR b M FER AT, SR TP RS &5 815 7 207 O B
PEREERE . AR I TR AR . S5 R EoR, SR RERALIA R T AT I E R FR (4 /df = 19.97, RMSEA
= 0.067, SRMR = 0.048, CFl = 0.98, ITL = 0.96). Hr, Co¥afp: 7l A B A HAS I Bl 2 & (B =

—0.55, p < 0.001; B = —0.69, p < 0.001); CrPH 5 5. 2 1 ) TN K1 E 1F(B = 0.65, p < 0.001), T &2 fi]a)
TR ZE ik 0 (B = —0.05, p < 0.01); WA HIEE V1w 25 4 [n) FUIN A5 JE AHIAR (B = —0.04, p < 0.05; B = -0.07, p <
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0.001); Rk &2 1E [ Tl A= s AR (B = 0.15, p < 0.001; B = 0.16, p < 0.001), &2 REE A 1.

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation coefficient matrix of each variable (N = 3524)

# 1. BT EREAMSTHAEX (N = 3524)

M SD 1 2 3 4 5
1. CoFEEpE 88.93 18.68 -

2. INFIELT 28.83 6.52 0.63" -

3. ik 16.12 4,98 -0.04” 0.13™ -

4. fEE 40.51 11.62 -0.54" -0.37" 0.16™ -

5. HIAR 46.99 11.93 -0.70" -0.49™ 0.19™ 0.76™ -

: "p<0.05, Tp<0.01, Tp<0.001 F[E,

INET

B -
—0‘55**

jj %'l‘i 0.30***
-0.69***

R

FIEHH

Figure 1. The mediating model of emotion regulation in the relationship between resilience and anxiety-depression

1 BT ECESEESERR. 2B X RPN MR

{8 F Mplus H11¥) Bootstrap 75k HEAT Hi A RN 1) S5 3 PEAS BG4 B8 B AL AR I Es B 4 5000 UK,
THE 9% EE X, FHEMBXEAGE 0, WP R, S5RHE 2 v, DR
TR EE R RNANAR, BN 43 7] —0.55 F1—0.686; /Lo FH i 1 8 ok A o 2 PP (] 2 R i B EE L AR ) R A
FH 3, TR0 53 ) —0.028 F11—0.008; O3 551 8 ok 38 T4 100 ) 52 1 5 R RS Py R A4 FH 3 W 3%
B 422 3508 70 51l 9—0.046 F1-0.009. FHULRI AT, HH/r 20N 4-0.091, U RLRfY) 6.86%.

Table 2. The significance test of mediating effect

2. PN EE MR

95% 15 [X [A]

RN 1z FRUEALHI A1 2NAE Boot brifiiz
TER LR
O PE R R -0.550 0.023 -0.594 —-0505
BN
Ao 3 P — FAR -0.686 0.019 -0.723 -0.649
PR — AR TP~ -0.028 0.013 -0.054 -0.002
Lo BB — I\ RN EE VT —PIAR -0.008 0.003 -0.014 -0.002
[EIE23 9
O IEBAYE S RIK | - e -0.046 0.011 -0.067 -0.025
o T M — R IE ) — AR -0.009 0.003 -0.015 -0.002
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4. #Hg
4.1 FEBFAPTEERNERE. HIEMHE

RWFFCRIL, 5 P AEAFEOE R ), 30 T2 — AR R R, My 2 — 54
BIAREER . R TN O RE R, HZ5 1 R IR, R A2 R RS b 2
WIS AT RAEAE . fEMEZE R b, ARSI B3 & T 554, Brh A e A4
BEE LT R, KR KT R LA e RS DR R — 8 (E, JE2r 1, 2020), R
A Jei 0 B FE AL TS A A MR A R R R T2 1) 2 R A

4.2, LEEEMR R FEE LR HIBATAER

RS VE R AEER O R, AT FO0 2 A (O B . RS 2 8 T SRS AR R L AR K% &
BEAT TR0 AT G5 RN, ORI BE A% S5 35 A7 1) Fo00 o 2 A PR AR R AN, BTN 1RO S 80 1
I, AR BRI BB . 14 R 5 At AE ST 78 A — B (Kimhi, Eshel, & Bonanno, 2020; Song et al.,
2021), UESE T CFEFAYERERS PRARAR S . AR RGP OB AR o HEALRN, O BRSO A
i, BEMSTEAR KFRRE bt v AR T A ) R R, il B p et 4, DR AR I8 21 5 2 (AR A 1
4. U SEAR AN A T R (Sagone et al., 2019). A8 B FU S AN ) o EER 1 2 1 5 A S R AIE SR A T X6 L R
W, OISR ARG 25 oy . TR DL IR 2 i TR A, AT AR AR S A e H 1S 2
R i o O LE B 3 K T IR (S A R, R, B, 2017). R b, O ERSMEA B TMA
SRS ARSE AR TP, R O 5 B RO BE R R 0 B

4.3. RERATEOIERMREE. B2 EFNTER

HAE R, O BRSO AN B H T A AR R AN, R A AS R 1 2 1 4 7 A
FATa R AL FEARIAR . — D7 THD, o B0 P 3 5 DA 6 D 0 1 ) TOUIN £ R RIS, S Ul B 22 2 1
o BRI ER AT, AR [ 5 FH DA D S TR T I 2, LRI B 0 £ EE AN AT R . A VT AR
ORI R R T, fEE AT, AMERARE RS e, AR AR S SR 4R
(Krafft, Haeger, & Levin, 2019). WFAR, INFIEPSER. ARG, AEeA 2o A% = o7
VTS 4 SR AR R AN, 44 1) 55 22 X 3 (Taylor & Heimberg, 2018). £ ff £ AL B At 2 B,
A 28 1 775 SR W 5 JEIE AN AR R IR A oG, e, AR (9 DA 0 2 VP o) sl 2D HIAR R R A I 35 A
(Garnefski & Kraaij, 2018). Rodriguez %5 A (2020)5 FH 5 i1\ 0 2 1T 55 1 Pl A8 e AHIARAE A 2.3
MR, R E PRI, R P AAR AR RERE R A R G

Sy T, O BRI I R A R (A O v RN AR R AL, X R B R S A O B R 2, B
AT T B B SRS, AR B 0 £E RS HIAR APt i . B GEAR SO B
BUL L AN 25 2858 AN Rl (g0 LA, 2014), s F Ik #1515 28 56 2 i 2 = AR AU 3N . ATE
WEFLRAA, AT HRIEIE], SN IR R FHIARYE i XU (D’ Avanzato, Joormann, Siemer, &
Gotlib, 2013). JRRTET, FIEMi)EIRIE—EFEE LR T H& A RIMMRE, HAR EAMAIFES
BRI DA . RIS 2 RIA R, R R OERA, GRS . IKE EA
AR TS B W RS (Cameron & Overall, 2017). Kk, AR fd RIS FIHI SRS, U BRI
WAB GRS, [ Al e (I AE AW RAL, AR TR O B R (SE ez 55, 2018).

4.4, WOPFEELER. HIHHER
PA_E S5 RO REAR h 22 E  PE 1  AN P 2 AR R D B R IR AL LU s — i, EH® 224
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W, R A KR EEERIR AR GURRE S, BN A AT QBRI SR, B R R 8
AZRESIAN PR AE T, BLASH IS0, SR REVEARAR B R RO A A B R S IR R I,
— 7, ARSI AL OB, BS R AEZ 52N, FRWIEAS, R SR T
B, Bl I BRI T 2, Sl AR IE B SR MINXE, DU & S KR A A1

TR RS % FLE WL, 3 I R R e RO BB 5
5. &

AHEFAF AR IR 1) (CoERFRE RENS 25 0 R PN A EE AT 2) WA PP AR H AR L L B
SRPEMGERE . A SRR AR T, E PR 25 T SO0 AR EE AR I AR 22 R, NN T S )
TN A FE AR, 17 2SA N L v T R AT 0TS

SE 3k
semdiz, I, MOPHE, XIBY, FRXN(2018). 1R 45 R SIS LB E W AR AR [ EORLG B R B B
MER. OHEFIZ, 41(11), 71-76.

BREESR, S5O, A&7, BRI, AETEJ7(2020). 5 R4 I AR 2 A O BR A BER LI A 7 —— BA L A 20 R AR 2526
. A F, 15(24), 5-7.

HIBUL, BHEH, Wi, Fh5v52014). PREEON: TSGR R, W WL (), PR S0 FE i
78 #(pp. 88-112). Hk S RHFICHRH AL

s, BT, Mlkie, HIEE(2018). (GOEEEES R VR AR RAEIR R R R R L. S EE A, 34(5),
66-68.

XMrig, XURIEE, 22, fSH(2015). K2 AR IR &S 0 SEAR RIS 155 26 1 7 KoL B (i B, O 22 F
=%, 38(4), 889-895.

XUSC, FHHa, MRFFE(2019). JLEE /D FEOEF S OB R R IR, OS5, 17(1), 31-37.

X3, sk, FIGHs, skifs, FEmE2020). fHLIAT S LEE DEOEEER S RIITCHNT. A GO,
28(5), 1002-1008.

LT, GETHE, Wit RN (2014). PN -AMBUN AR X 28 AT B2 A WL 0 B RS A, 22(12),
1855-1866.

SRR, FEY, ¥ —&Q0L7). AFLEHEE K HEEERL: 455 RBCRAEVTRIE. OB 227K, 49(7),
928-940.

AR, BERYHE, Sbr(2010). WA KN E VRIS IA S 5 o 7 28 U SR e S SR R . SR A IR B R
/%), 28(4), 50-55.

BAR, RN, EWEME, AU, B35k, TRZEE(2014). IR BT YNGR AN RO B K A AR R 2 AR I I PR 5 A1
SR TSR, 5 = 5 A 549K, 36(5), 470-472.

EPR(1999). AVHIERER. #0744, (17), 194-196.

JEHE, E(2014). RFAATEHLE ISR 5 0BRSS R, I E RO F55, 22(3), 441-443.
JERR, PE4TT.(2020). #7e il 9 B 1 WAIR) )L 5 DA (K AR FR AR L. 7 p F0 PR F, (19), 15-18.
Ty, MtEE, A AL, bR T(2007). NG RN I0 A HR SCRRE SUSER TE. A RO PR 44, 15(6), 503-505.
FUNEE(2019). T4 TR QIR R P A E FALRIBT 5E. O B2 /2, 9(4), 657-663.

T8, PRk, BBL, TEAY, XIEE, XIRREE(2020). FAFE LA SRS ARSI OC R OB TR A EH.
U1 A ZH IR ZE FK), 58(6), 110-114+124,

TAT(2020). JEHESIAR, BN AMTEE At #HE, 41(4), 13-20.

FRICIR(1999). FEEEVFER. #1408 A5, (1T, 235-238.

TR R(2018). Lo FEBPEXS o244 i S LG LT (5250 T RME R EA. W60 30, I B K.
MR, Y77, BRUEER, ke, T, UG SE(2014). (LEEEPE, GUM ARV SEAERMARIEIR 0GR LR RN AR
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