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Abstract

This study aims to explore the impact of school identity on college students’ sense of loneliness
and its underlying mechanisms. A survey was conducted on 1622 college students using the School
Identity Scale, Core Self Assessment Scale, and UCLA Loneliness Scale. The results indicate that: 1)
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loneliness is significantly correlated with school identity and core self-evaluation; 2) School iden-
tity can not only directly and negatively predict the loneliness of college students, but also indi-
rectly predict their loneliness through core self-evaluation; 3) Core self-evaluation plays a partial
mediating role between school identity and loneliness.
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1. 518

BEA& 2 R R, T /D AR R0 FRAgE 1) 0B SR BR 52 B 4 2 %5 SR DG AN EL AL . FUE (Loneliness)
R EE OELEMBKCT I EERR S, B, T8, FES, ¥E K, 2023), BRAEMAE
NBRK R FIEA B AT 7= A i — R I I 28 182, WA A S Bl JEBh. 5 e ST A0 B
IS RA], A4, ATl R, 2020). FIOMUB AN 1) B 2 50 AR B EF FUIESE . fE1T A L, JUM
AN 2 S BB I (L], SRR, BRESC, 2023), ESMR AT NI R A WO, X2
B, THS, 15, KEE, 2023); SRR L, POMUBOR AN AR 1 BER S S ARSI (RN, HERA TN,
A, AR, 2016), F AT RESGIAS FH MR LG (Z 045, 2016), 382 5 800 LB 1) B 2K K (Piejka,
Wisniewska, Thayer, & Okruszek, 2021), 7E0HZEH L, RS K2EAINAB(DMG, SO, fFndl,
Wors, BSPR, 2021). BABRSE®EOSE, AT, M, SNAR, 2023)R M. BT, Ao
X R AR AR (1) 520 DR 22 S T BRATLAIEA T UR AR DARE 37 B O R IR R AR 222

SRR S AR B . 2ERGA TR (School Identification) & 15 228 i B0k He BTk 52 22 B R4
o —FhR B, DA A — GRS B 4 B (Middlebrook, 20105 #{PUMK, #HEHER, TEJ7, #E
S, 2016). KA LRGN FER AT B CATE R AR R A EBRLS L& WY . A5
R, RS A AT S FAb N & AR R ET, JA e A RSO, AR 2> PR (Baumeister &
Leary, 1995). A B FLRIN, FHRERAINFEKFBE KRS 5 B dlle, GRS K25 (Fatou
& Kubiszewski, 2018), Azl it #1535 2 AN R 22 7 RAF I NBROC R, 10 R AF AT AR ¢ R A0 [F] 2
K ZA R T ARG LR 25, 2020), BEAk, MRS FIZKSF B85 1L ) 000 17 1R i 7K P (8
KEE, WOCH, Wdkst, 2011), MWiE R 5 ABROR R B IEMOC(ELE, Sk{E, 2020), BRI ABRK
RN RS AR R AR IOMUR (RN A, 22350, 2PF, xR TE, 2020). PRk, AR 24 B F £
1) T R 2 A AT

10 H FIFAN (core self-evaluations, CSE) & —Fh 84 I AR R, G468, 0 s, A e &
RURBIR AR, R FRAMA H B 5885 M E A PR Al (Judge, 1997). — T, FREAFER K
PO BRI B . AR, EROANFEDN 0 B PN O B B IR RN B
BEWTN A5, FHE, ERERI, 250, 20205 BEF, Mk, IME, 2021). H—J5H, i
H RPN SO 2 825 O DS () e, 22, BRI, 2021). ARFAURI, 10 B IRV BRI MK
TN BRo% £ 32 W A FE B 48K (Scott & Judge, 2009), FRESHARRARBZE, M ABRK R SIMEK
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B AR (ENI AN, 2020), A BTFURIL, = H B B IAABERA B FF RN E S Uk (Hawkley
& Cacioppo, 2010). B4k, M TR, ol HBIPO PR L B A 22 HONT B #5500 K2 A 0 IR
WK A 2 (0 SR TR F (BRI, M9, 2021). B2 F BIRJRIR, ABFRARBZ O B EIFN7E 52
WIS RO AR A .

2. ARF=*
2.1. HHEIR

K 7 B BORE ANV BE R (0 73, B TR A5 B R — 3 A O B &, el A SR A5 2 A s ) =
DL B 22TV UM 0, DLHEZCA SRALAE S5 (1 F i b 5e e, ARl 29T 20 204 3k
A 1700 £ [FZE5E i 7S, B MEREE G, [BCE 20 1622 6y, i [EICE RN 95.4%,
Hrp 54535 N, HEH33%, Zo4 1087 N, (HEEL 67%, “FIIERN 18.28 X, FrifEZEN 0.818.

22. fiRIEA

2.2.1. FRIAEER

KH T 01T F RN ER, ZERIL 20 NMeH, GRFEBEANE. BEBR. BRI
HEATAWUAGERE, REZER 7 Silsr, “77 #on “BRERY , “17 #or “TEARR” ., 1959
B 1 TR 2RO KB Ry o AHIE 9T 1% 2R 1) Cronbach’s o R4 0.928.
2.2.2. MIhBEE TR (University of California at Los Angeles-Loneliness Scale, UCLA-LS)

SKH Russell il AUk R P SCRIAR(ULS-8) (5, 222, He, H/KJE, 2012), ix&EsR3L 8 Mk
H, KHZEwRRF4 5ty 1R “IA”, 4308 “—H” , Ha 2 NKEARMV T, SRmAV%E
A AT AR, F 8 ANk H IR /AN, 4570 BE R UGy . ARBIEFE R iZ 3K Cronbach’s a
FHM 0.705.

2.2.3. BB RIEME TR (Core Self-evaluations Scale, CSES)

KHIHT Judge Zwitl, AR AR A (2012) BT b SOz 0 B BOFI B3R, 128 383E 12 MR H,
6 Mk HOAS AT, SRR 5 it sy, 1 RRIEE AR, 5 RRIEHEFE. BRI i
JETHEESY, RN BRI 0 B IRIPN EAAN . AW E R 1 Cronbach’s o ¥4 0.854,
2.3. HiEALE

ffi ] SPSS20.0 Fil AMOS22.0 X £ a3t 1748 it 0 Hr. B JediF SPSS20.0 #E4T I (] ik fm =R 06 . i
IRVEGL T AR o BT 4%, SR 5 1 FH AMOS 22.0 134T HR A 280N ARG 56 o K FH O 26 A% 1E AEZ 50 H 79 24 Bootstrap
VERF H A RO I S KA TR B, EE A S EUREAS 5000, HEHX 95%Cl.

3. fIRER
3.1. XEAZERERE

AHFSCK B BRI, Wi WL RD A M ZE R it — i m b O™, R
HI Harman SRIZRIEAG IO AL DT i 22 . ZREoR, RHMEMRKRT 1 T30 8 4>, HpsE—
TR A S BN 27.67%, /T 40%(1 I FHE,  DAICASHT FEANAF A8 ™ B 1S (R VA 22 -

3.2. RS SHER O
X B AR ATHIR TG KA R, SRR 1. SREW, IR AEOAR. 0 B RN
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Table 1. Descriptive statistical results of each variable and correlation between variables (N = 1622)

1 BTEMAMEIHERMT2EAIELN = 1622)

A HE M SD 1 2 3
1) FEAE 101.94 18.5 1
2) %0 PN 43.23 7.46 0.378" 1
3) AR 14.37 3.46 -0.313" -0.588™ 1

¥: Tp<0.01,p<0.001, FM.

3.3. #LBEEFMEIRNER

T ARSI R R ZE, A TR 256 7 AR B T R AT T A SR . T Se R e S R R R
PR PN, RIS /AT 3 (p < 0.001), BPERGARIFRE MR, A MAOMUEGRIG. HR, TEf
RIS B O BRI, SEIE 1 PORMSRASRET . SRER, FrEBEREER T4 L
) 4 5 7K S (p < 0.001), HEE A& B4 CMIN/DF = 5.405, GFI =0.978, AGFI =0.962, IFl=0.981,
TLI=0.974, NFI=0.977, CFI=0.981, TLI=0.974, RMSEA =0.052, SRMR =0.0345. MiZHiH AL
A DAE RO R A E B Y, B0 B RPN FE S RO R AR 2 R R 3 Th A AE
M. &5, KAmZEFIEIESEE 2 Bootstrap £556, FAEUFE 5000 ¥k, BT H A 80N K56 B B AS X (7]
M Th, 45 95% MBS X M AEHE 0, IR RN B3 . 45 0R M, &0 BIFN(95% Cl: -0.343,
~0.255) 7E =N A 5 AR 2 (RSB o i AR A, B BN FRPPAN 0 A 2808 o S K082 70.73%

Bl T
0,447 067"
S RA I I
ek 012

Figure 1. The mediating role of core self-evaluation

B 1 #%OBRIFNFNER

4. Wig
41. ERIAESMPLRA KR

GERR, RGN REE G TR R AR OB, B K22 AE 2R FIRE RS ey, LM K Sk
iKe SATARTFEE R 8 RN Z 248K 22 AR S (Zhang & Wu, 2019). XEFEA, 4%
e KA HH AR IS B o B AL A B B2 AR A R AR 2 AR B 2 e . B BRIl 2,
INE A FHTFE R, ARG R MREEEAR T IS 5 A HEE N (Fatou & Kubiszewski, 2018),
AT RN [RNBEAR AR TE 5 oA 3 01 19 N BRI 2 v i 2 5 UK. MR A 2308 5 A bR
RAMBIFARTEEE, WKL 2 5 = MR (TN A 5SS, 2020). FRHE A AER 1 A 22 BN BRI 51 2 2
(Aronson & Worchel, 1966; Freedman, Carlsmith, & Sears, 1974), 4/MEEAL H ST & (1 AR, FH T
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55 AR5 OV R DR — B0 ANTTLERF 5 A 03 2 TR RS R A&, A fIEe . [k, TR B2
Bk, 3R REEAR A N FRE T T, SRR A AR, 38 i K2 A 1O B BT

4.2. Bb>BETENHIPMTER

GURRW], ol B BIPOIE A RO R IR T R 1, B 2R A R R P ey (K2 A A 0
H PP, IR P RO AR IEOK . WFFER W], o0 B RPN SR B R R R &R
B0 B B PP B e PR NG TR S /D (9IRS . AR A 2 A R (Myers, 2016), 4 MAXTHZRA
JRBESE IR A —E MO, MESRIEAOHE. JREAEX B ORI AR
i, S FEIBRE S 542005, XA QKA G ERIE . Be] DR, SERGARIACE = )
A A O I SEOUR T B RARERS, IR T O B P o0 B BIPMEG= MA, fEAE S
WA I, XAMTRAEY KB O, AR M, 5 MRS T B 3K
PRI 2 e, U2 ARSI SR B [BHEE R 4T 9 (Scott & Judge, 2009), AT AT R A5 1) 5 v 7K
AP . SEUER T AR B, A0 B BRVPAN 5 IOMRURR 52 5238 ) SRR SR (1 M 4%, 2021)0 IXARHH, JIUVAHURK
VRO —RIRF IR BT IR EEIRAS . MR O B JAFIIBAR, PR R P th T R NI (A, £
HORE, K, WREEGR, XUERER, 2018), AT SEA AT AR AL B AU

5. &5ig

1) 2RO FIRIR 2 A PR 2 835 M 2606 525 2) %00 [ FRVTAN 8 2 B DA ) R 27 A IOk 1] . 3
SR AE
ELWB

AL W T M0« 2RI AR A2 AU A A PR 2 3 F T 50 (O3 H 4 5+ 19C0972) % B
SEEk

Mo, Moz, TAES, T3, %K§&(2023). MRS RLSAT KRR TTANTINERE. FERR O Z 5.
FEFIGR, M7E(2021). KA BB I e a3 T sE A (R 25 B BRI TL. 7 [ (e 0 P 7 %5, 29(4), 635-640.
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A, T, K0, MRS, XIERER(2018). AZ.O BRI RS AR R 7 UM bR e R E R I E R
IAER. A O PE 4%, 26(4), 808-810+830.

ZETE, MERATH, FER, REE(2016). KA NUMIBRAEIR B & 155 28 5 BETHLRIE o A48 F R 30 i 5 48
FH. o1 [l e PRS2 F2 %, 24(2), 345-348+320
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