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[Abstract]

intimacy and adaptability, and to provide reference for college students’ aggression preventing and intervening. Methods Using

Objective To understand the relationships between college students’ aggression and self-acceptance, family

general information questionnaire, Aggression Questionnaire, Self-acceptance Questionnaire and FACES II1-CV, 984 college
students from 3 colleges in Xinxiang, Henan province were surveyed by questionnaire. Results The total score of physical aggres-
sion, verbal aggression, indirect aggression and aggression in male students was higher than that of female students (¢=7.17,4.21,
2.05, 3.63, P<0.05) .The score of physical aggression of only children was higher than that of non-only children (¢=2.39, P<0.05).
The score of indirect attack of disciplined college students was higher than that of undisciplined college students (¢=2.60, P<0.01) .
There were statistically significant differences in the total scores of indirect attack, hostility and attack among college students with
different left-behind experiences ( F=3.39,4.61, 3.37, P<0.01) .There were statistically significant differences in the total scores of
physical aggression, anger and aggression among college students by family income( F'=5.70, 3.94, 3.37, P<0.01) .Correlation analy-
sis showed that the total score of college students’ aggression was positively correlated with self-acceptance, negatively correlated
with actual family intimacy and actual family adaptability (r=0.37, =0.09, —0.07, P<0.01) . Regression analysis showed that self-
acceptance, gender, disciplinary action, left-behind experience and expected family adaptability showed significant associations
with total score of college students’ aggression (P<0.05). Conclusion Self-acceptance and family closeness and adaptability are
associated with aggressive behavior in college students. Schools should carry out targeted psychological health education on self-ac-
ceptance to ensure that college students maintain a reasonable level of self-acceptance, and family members should develop certain
level of intimacy and adaptability, in order to reduce the occurrence of aggressive behavior of college students.
[Key words] Aggression; Behavior; Self concept; Family; Mental health; Regression analysis; Students

Wi AT AAER A LEAT R AR O B WL RS AR e &

B R DR 1o 35 A 2 A

[E€TH] EEALKREILTH (81803252),

[1EEREN] ZFEH(1994- ) 2o, WFH S N\ ERu+, FEHR K
[ A Co BRI

[BIIEE] WL, E-mail : changhj0812@ 126.com,,

DOI: 10.16835/.cnki.1000-9817.2020.08.016

fl AR A S IR A AR AR, R A R
TEMA S B AT U A5 A 22 O R B, i 5
TAEHRLUGT, R BGEAT M R 218 i 227 AL
T2, IR B 22 9 A PR 28 1 Gt A Ry T 32 214 [ 72 2
[ — ER RAT R AE R 27 A5 AN 21 7
T FEAE 2 PRl 070 TRT 522 W) SiE 2 21 R Sk ) A P AR 3%



rp [ 244G A 2020 4F 8 H 4 41 555 8 1 Chin J Sch Health, August 2020, Vol.41,No.8 1181

o AT T P s B R A 5 i K AR R
FIMAR A R 28, DL R = A0 AR ek 2 88 RAT
A, RKEEATEAT R S AR BURRE S R AR
K FENREA K, MECHENERE, AR
ENE O OB R 2R 2 — TR RS20 B
TERAHE P AR, BIERE BRI, K E
Wity 5 A FARGURF ARG, ARTEHIT S TR
FAE AT T A AR SR R G 1 I AR
PS =gV EER PORES PN IS RV RN PN
FHEBGET R AR BES %

1 X&57H%

1.1 s% T 2019 4E 9—10 A 7EI A8 £ Tk HL
3 AR, ABRGR Ry B SR FH AR R A ATLAAE 16 5 24
BT AT A 400 44 FEARS R 22 A 261t 1200 4
K ARt &, 2t KU T8 2 R LIRS R
AN AR SER 2 UL SY B, A4S K 25 A i )
BGRB8 S KF TG | 658G
70, RAIBESLAEE 1) 2, LAAEAS K2 AR
WFFER G AEAS S [R5, 2 &R 4 1 200
A 8R4 984 1y, Ferh B3 4E 326 44 (33.13%) , &
A 658 24 (66.87% ) ; M F2 159 #4(16.16%) , AE7H
¥4 825 44 (83.84% ) s R—7%/F 419 %4 (42.58%) ,
K257 4 (26.12%) , K= 169 4 (17.17%) , KM
139 44 (14.13%) , 4F#% 19 ~25 &, F 3 (21.41 +
1.29) %,

1.2 Fik

1.2.1 —#&FHE A& AR EHN RS AMmET
w R A Z Ay AR B E T (B
FEAFEANTE 16 4 (1 LIE T DA IR, A0 R 515
i — NB AR A 1 45 T, 1 H B SFR £ |
AT SR R B AT 4 b AR B2 ) (K BE Y
ARG RERA (KR FRBE . 5 5CRE AMEAC R H AL
BRI B0 B2 A ACRERME  or R g . H 54
RECRESE R — N[ B A 5 BE . 5 AR AMEAC B |
ACHE ) Sl o AL Ik TR 5 B AL R EE < L A A 1 A B R R
SCFRECRE SR — N Ab A b A S b B 5 BRAC R
FSEA AL BEERAS I [R] A 05, ph A A BE B AME A BEPE
I) 5

1.2.2 =& M & (Aggression Questionnaire, AQ)
1992 4F Fy Buss 25" 4 il (9 56 T X0 o 47 S 90 22 A9 IR)
&, REEFRTDAEITT %N SR
FIGTl WU R ETGE 5 A AE R L A, Rk
R A B AT ], B R e R TR I
i 2 DO THT A R T AT O R B, T AR s R
PRI 25 R, BUE R I AT 8% ; [R50 )2
Yoo o6} 32 3 3 S0 1R 42 i 2, s oloR) R A&

PSP 21T NIWNIIPN TS INIIPE PN 35K 7k
RIRESAT 34 N H R 5 Gk, o B it
A I o P 1) A B v AR URE 5 i )
%) Cronbach o 2%} 0.87,

1.2.3 A 344 19 & ( Self-acceptance Questionnaire ,
SAQ)  HAATR AR gl i) G F A TR A 4 KT E 1
()4, 045 B B VPRI 3 TR 4298 2 A4 B4
Horb HIRVP M 2 AR X B B Be 1 AL () e 56 5 A
W, A I R NAE RS B X S B B Ay B
gy, g 16 M H, BRI E w4
H, AR 7 itk H . YRAT4 90¥4),
1~4 533 37R g AR R AR R« BEAAR ] © FEAA [A])”
BE =V NN S 8 8 =B L IS I3 R 22U R I =
A RITIE FiZ 0] 4589 Cronbach o &M 0.78,

124 REFEEL5EMMEEL(FACES I1-CV)
1982 4F1 Olson %5 4l () - SR B D RE (0 22 35, 3%
ST AE O A B LT I SRR, FH DATTA 62 1 5%
Z TR 17 JREE 2R R (BE 2R 1) FI K BE 2R G2 %015 B A
RIS (AR ) B S RE TT ., it 26 th 52 P o g
SR T S I e S N AR R JRE O 2 B 5 3 N Mk
UM, 2 Do ERNE—F, ZERILA 30 5%
H L, YR 5 G003, 1~5 43R A" “ iR
CHBTCRET BT 2 AN R AR 4 25 i a XHE
TSGR S R 5 3 IO ) A Tk A R 6 0 B 35
AT AR B B g, AR WRAIE S Hh i i 3R A S B K a2
PRIEF 5 Cronbach o RECH 0.93 | I 5 IR L
431 Cronbach o 2544 0.96,

1.3 R4l ERURHR A T e AT T A A 5
eI . XA BT g — e, G — &
TN, 45 R A PR T3, 1 42 20K 58 1 IR) 4
W, a3 M, I8 A GG A R A AR R I
T AR IR R4

1.4 %it# 54 RJH EpiData 3.0 $E47 M 350 5%
A IEGT HGC TR T 2 A HE . R T SPSS 20.0
Gt AT Gt o b, o R R Ar RS,
HNFE I3 22 5 LR IS AR AS o« K3, 2 20 LA
KPR J7 22 530 B 5 R ] Pearson #H G 43 H7 75 22 14
AT 5 BRI T R S 1 LR B R S
VABCHAT WA B FLEr g P AS i —fRGERL P A ¢
TR OWAE B | 8 FR BN 1 3R 4 A T I B 2R
S A YR Oy H AR 94T Z2n g A [l H )
Br, et AR K i «=0.05,

2 H#HR

2.1 FAEARFHERFALETAFSLE A
iR 711N =32 S = € NI s =72 L il 1 B 2/ 8 S B
SY R IR AR A B R A R 2



1182 rp 2 T4 2020 4E 8 A48 41 %55 8 ] Chin J Sch Health, August 2020, Vol.41,No.8
b R 2R A Tl B i A5 43, A TR) BRSP4 T R A ) Yoy Wi med S8 25 HA %I EE (P
O R MG B, AR R EWA K22 SR {H1<0.05), WLk 1,

1 FARAAOSGIHTEHEXRZERTFITABDLLE (vs)
PNIEE: 37 === 27 A& satE BiREGE G [t it RO Yo B4y

51 5B 326 14.13£5.24  12.43+£3.48  12.33+3.81  13.90x4.35  16.99+£5.03  69.79+17.11
ks 658 11.77+¢4.02  11.48+3.00  11.81+£3.41  14.11x4.30  16.57+4.98  65.75£14.98

{8 7.17 421 2.05 -0.72 1.24 3.63

P4 <0.01 <0.01 <0.05 >0.05 >0.05 <0.01
AT 2 159 13.46£5.37  12.02+£3.59  12.04+3.96  13.86x4.08  16.72£5.24  68.10+17.67
% 825 12.38+4.41 11.75+3.12  11.97+3.47  14.08+4.36  16.71+4.95  66.89+15.45

tfE 2.39 0.96 0.24 -0.58 0.01 0.88

P14 <0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05
LR K— 419 12.39+4.29  11.75+3.17  11.99+3.50  15.02+4.37  16.61x4.73  67.76+15.33
x= 257 12.30£4.64  11.38+£2.97  11.36+3.10  14.3024.25  15.80+4.47  65.15+14.51
= 169 13.08+4.91 11.69+3.34  12.00+3.88  14.57+4.52  16.65+5.74  67.99+17.93
N 139 11.76£3.95  11.38+2.98  12.01+3.39  14.49+4.31  16.98+4.91  66.63+13.92

F A 2.32 1.04 2.14 1.63 2.30 1.83

Py >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05
S22 it Ab 4y = 41 14.12+5.72  11.80+3.23  13.22+3.86  14.80+4.75  17.51x4.89  71.46+15.80
& 943 12.33+4.39  11.59+3.13  11.78+3.44  14.67+4.35  16.43+4.89  66.80+15.42

¢t 8 1.98 0.43 2.60 0.92 1.39 1.89

Py >0.05 >0.05 <0.01 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05
Bra)i T 647 12.45+4.44  11.58+3.15  11.70£3.39  13.83+4.26  16.29£4.92  65.86+15.45
/R 222 12.73£5.10  12.24+3.34  12.35+3.86  14.36+4.47  17.27+5.14  68.95+17.21
2 81 13.02+4.51  12.05+2.83  12.85+3.90  14.83+4.33  17.73+4.86  70.48x15.01
—H 34 12.26+4.22  12.38+3.71  12.82+3.13  14.15+4.11  18.68+4.82  70.29+12.99

FH 1.58 2.25 3.39 1.41 4.61 3.37

P{H >0.05 >0.05 <0.01 >0.05 <0.01 <0.01
FEEH WA/ TT >8 000 74 14.53£6.15  11.99+3.86  12.61+4.51  15.18+4.81  17.69+6.48  71.99+21.70
4 000~8 000 286 12.62£4.87  11.57+3.13  11.77+3.61  13.4323.99  16.16£4.63  65.55+15.50
1000~3999 514 12.20+4.12  11.86+3.17  12.03+£3.42  14.22+4.39  16.77+4.78  67.09+14.95
<1000 110 12.69£4.44  11.97£3.04  11.90+3.25  14.04x4.22  17.225.56 67.82+15.51

FE 5.70 0.72 1.17 3.94 2.54 3.37

PiE <0.01 >0.05 >0.05 <0.01 >0.05 <0.05
KL IH KKWE 184 12.28+4.40  11.54+3.05  11.78+3.73  14.44+4.51  16.42+4.97 66.46+15.81
B K g 741 12.36+4.38  11.54+3.11  11.82+3.41  14.66+4.33  16.44+4.88  66.81+15.32
AR BE 31 13.68+6.07  12.45+2.83  11.94%3.11 15.77+4.61 16.77+5.00  70.46+16.16
BARRE 9 13.38+5.58  12.25+3.85  13.00+2.62  15.63+4.00  18.50+£5.30  72.75+14.66
PN 9 12.56+4.83  13.22+4.30  11.44+3.36  15.44+4.33  14.22+3.60 66.89+13.74
PR iz 10 12.90+4.82  11.40+4.45  12.80+4.34  15.90+3.73  17.70£5.01  70.70+17.96

F iy 0.65 1.09 0.38 0.79 0.81 0.74

Pii >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05

22 RFEARBN FRFFRELE LRI ENT

2.3

RFAKLFATAWY S BEo4  LUKEr s

AR S AT Pearson FHMTE R B, H IR
S8t iR R ARG, ST RHUS SIEA
Ks HFREEI S BRIl | F it R, R
B M B AT O S B G S PR R E SR S
PR 2 i 7 1 5 1] e oy APE2s BB M B A7 o B
ARG (P H1<0.05) . W 2,

R2 XRZHEBREBENREXTES
EREFBHIT AMEXRE(r B,n=984)

Y RE N o3 R S | ABIEFE RS R A — i ORI F 3R
TN G E SR 5 VR IO A 3 i 5 el A O 1 B

R P A G R T A AR (M 1= 5
2= REAMA T 1 =0 2= e A 1 =

2= BNFANT 1= 2= /R 3= 40 4= —H;
FREWA :1=>8 000 JC,2=4 000~8 000 JC,3=1 000
~3999 JT,4=<1 000 JC; HILIEH |, A T4 SEPRAK
BESRREJE PR BE I M AR SR R B K
JiE 3 RS Y LU R A ) 64T Z2 s et B A8 1A 53

A FiE I ik B OIGhES — L o = o .
e A E N RN YN R
CEL 010™  0.08% 027 033 048" 037 Ty R TR SR 6 3 o7 P A 4kt AR R 2 AR T AT o B
LIRREEEE 003 0.02 0117 -0.07*  -0.12%  -0.09** % R

FIRFEENE  -0.02 0.05 -0.07" -0.06™ -0.13™  -0.07* ST IRy R A R A0 1.30,-3.32, -4.76,
WHREESE  -002 005 -001  0.04 002 0.02 1.25,0.12( P {li#4<0.05) , W3 3,

MEBRREENE  -0.03 0.05 0.03  0.05 0.02 0.05 ’

7E: * P<0.05, * * P<0.01,



P E 2R A 2020 4F 8 H A4S 41 555 8 31 Chin J Sch Health, August 2020, Vol.41,No.8 1183

K3 RFEREBTANSTEERSEIFIH (n=984)

WAER  WEEISAZER B R BME o PHE
BlkdsE  wEom 1730 1.6 - .12 <0.01

e -200 028 -022 -7.02 <0.01
A 0.11  0.03 0.11 341 <0.01
KR -024 010 -0.08 -2.46 0.01
SRS -136  0.68 -0.06 -2.01 0.05
HiEdGE  EEm 1179 0.70 - 16.79  <0.01
ki €271 0.14  0.02 020 623 <0.01
P51 -0.78 021 -0.12 -3.77 <0.01
EEi 4y -0.07  0.03 -009 -277 0.0l
[HEEAV G el 11.60 1.23 - 940  <0.01
[EEiR 2 022 0.3 028 872 <0.01
XD eur iy -1.62 053  -0.10 -3.09 <0.01
ESEZYi] 041  0.14 0.09 290 <0.01
EE Ry -0.54  0.03 -0.06 -2.00  0.05
A0 H O 442 131 - 337 <0.01
AT 032 0.03 032 1034  <0.01
AIRIEH 0.10  0.03 0.10  3.07 <0.01
TR SR e oy 0.04  0.02 0.07 229  0.02
e Yl 6.64 0.6l - 10.95  <0.01
ki €257 0.54  0.03 048 1670  <0.01
MUGTISY N ¢ 4959  6.21 - 7.98  <0.01
A 130 0.1 037 12.09 <0.01
el -332 095 -0.11 -349 <0.01
Rz s -476 227  -0.06 -2.10  0.04
S EZYi] 125 061 0.06 206  0.04

BHEE SR e oy i 0.12  0.06 0.06 205  0.04

3 itig

AR R B AW BRI R
ek fEGh B m Tk, S & BT 45
FA—5, 5 Sharma % BB ST S5 R A — 30, W REE
AN G G, BAS I m T AT RER N
FE A SRR SR 5800 R, RO Ik
7 RS WA T X T A P SR T R A Lotk
5 A ARLR A R 8 5 T B R R X N T B PR S R
iR A3 F AT 5 SR X Lo MR A 20 Oy A S0
w0 A 22 5, AR Lo B AR o A5
Sy AR F A, R T R R AT 45 A, T
FRELEHE 5 R B RTGE AT 077 A AT 4
REEEIN D B, A T L BORTERE AT T 20 2
AR EAE T AU A — A 7 Lo, SR L BUR
HTEY LR AAA L, A 2 5 AR A 2 R BE S5 16 A
ACHRE) TR S A 4 B B 25 57, ACBE 1) i 2 o 22 1 Xt
KA By AR T Ry 7 SR 2 7 A R ), ik AR
AR T LA AR L, A AT N, B PR
[P U 3 i L N 32 R Y 1 E P G e B 2
R T ARZ A3 B KA VT RE R R 32 31| 24 1Ak 4 1)
KR H S PR S A4 P X2 A T i R
]2 [ A B DG L 2 SRR IR R RE Pl Ak 43 [F) 2%, =
FHOHL A2 AR, 8 5 R R4 MGE  BR A
PROCHR . AFBESFE T K24 4 oty | Bos Aoty
B ERAG RN, SRR —8
T 2R T B 25 AR B R AR R AN R 288 B ST IR
SR ARSI, AERE ) 2 AT H R, BRIk
Hh, B SFeE B SRS A 4 SRR, A AR KPR, U
PR W B A 25 B0, XA A e R, ) I — &R

BT AR O B B AT O RS, A RO K S R
B I BRI B 2R A SRR S
e RIS R, SO ) K A A v
W TEVUB A R S AF T, ARl 3 3E £ H i .
AR A ST T /0N ik 2 R AR U BRI
SFBERL Y 2 TRk T R, 2 TR 4 S B AT o Y
R,

FHR TR, K R 1 A FPE i 5 B iR s |
HIRSGE RS, SRS MBS R IEASE, RAFH
RPN X R 2 A B R il | o e A sl A
SERRR R A AR L, A TP 1k
A MR AR RE KPR a3l IR, B
Bl A T B A7 o K A g T BE PR B/, 1 3RS
S E UG N e NG EN TR A & i PN O R | BL G
BOPBIRIEA G, HRBENFRE S RFEXNAC
JITA BRI AR AR T R O AR PR AN, A48 A B R R
A AN ThBI R PERS AN RS 455, ok Ll
HEMIAL, B A, A G, 5 20l i [ 44, 5
e , I — RN IGEAT R SR GRBE R
53 0 A 5 T T | A | R i B A A
RS, PR FE M I ZEBE PR3 , 2% FBE A 5% 22 [ 5%
ENUNEIPNE SR BN (P 3 i Rl G R SR Y A
P, AR R B3 T AR R BE R BT, St T
R A BN B M B2 s A T Bk A i %€, Choi
SRR R RAF I GRS IR B TR A
B AT I, %o R 2 2 1o BRIATT Ay B2 2 R 199 1 ]
PR, ol D G 25 1 7 28, BE SR BGEAT I A

ZIuRIH AR s, HBRIEG M A2
Ak gy B SR D R SRR S PR UCE AR A
BEEAT R B e mlH D R B L b 5 AR —E R
J& b AT DA R 2 A ) b A58 ARRIE A B, A
FIFAZAN D 18 A Bl 47 0 2% A 4 B AL 1R 7
B OFEAER BN, meARmn> g8
A5 B AT o B O SE, A AR, T
P, SADI RS RA—E, U A ALK X
Vel AR B 52 IR AR e %, o i i B g K F
Sy ECAR ., AT SRR A RIZ K5 A IR
7R A SRR S s B BT S A A 3 RN S
a0 B A AR A B P A B RIBE 155, 5
ZNIGE o SO R A B FAE 94K S B AR
SRR A A T A R, 1 Y H AR A K R
dr A R T R EE A B E AR A 3R, 22 R A fF A
B

2 W[ N YA SN B G EE E SRR é 1 N e
T R A FKEEWA A R AL
FEIEMIGERE 26 5 B S IE NI A K, 25 WA £ 3
PEIT IR o A0 BR AR R 2T, HEAT O B BRI £, 2



1184

[ 2E R T AE 2020 4F 8 H

%6 41 %55 8§ Chin J Sch Health, August 2020, Vol.41,No.8

%k‘i%uﬁ@%%ﬁ@#&ﬁﬁﬁuﬂﬁu 5
PEAT O BRI, S A B A FRAE AN FRBE N 45 K
AR PRI R A0 A TG PRI, 4% 5 B DA 1) i 15 JRR R
,MWMNﬁMi%%Eiﬁlwiﬂﬁ%ﬁmmﬁ
SFAETEAT N A AR B, AR TE IR A AR — AN
A (D) AT T 2111 3 B Rea i il £ 0] 4
ﬁ A BB AT D A BE 52 i 3 SO 5 MR A A M 2
ANBE IS8 AT 4 [ S AR AR s (2) ARBIESE Y
WFFENS G2 A2 K BEALAIIR, ol T 4% 274 55 2 e 9]
ANTR], o] R B BERLIN 2R S B R R 25 5 (3) WIF ST 2
TR A, B AX R 2 AT AU
HREASR E— SRR U AT 0 5 A AR KRR
JESIERPERIRAR

4 BEH

[1] CHUNG J E,SONG G,KIM K, et al.Association between anxiety and
aggression in adolescents: a cross-sectional study[ J].BMC Pediatr,
2019,19(1) :115.

[2] MELENDEZ-TORRES G J,ANCRED T T,FLETCHER A, et al.Inte-
gration of academic and health education for the prevention of physical
aggression and violence in young people; systematic review, narrative
synthesis and intervention components analysis[ J ].BMJ Open,2018,
8(9):1-16.

[3] ULUDAG O.The influence of aggression on students’
evidence from higher education [ J ].Proc Soc Behav Sci, 2013, 89
(89):954.

(4] VAEHHR, ERAR A, % T E R AU AT 5O B
A SERFIAISEVEL T e 24 T2, 2016,37(2) :233-235.

[5] CONNOR D F,NEWCORN J H,SAYLOR K E, et al.Maladaptive ag-

achievement ;

gression ; with a focus on impulsive aggression in children and adoles-
cents[ J].J Child Adolesc Psychopharmacol,2019,29(8) ;:576-591.
[5] CONNOR D F,NEWCORN J H,SAYLOR K E, et al.Maladaptive ag-
gression ; with a focus on impulsive aggression in children and adoles-
cents[ J].J Child Adolesc Psychopharmacol ,2019,29(8) :576-591.
[6] BUSS A H,PERRY M.The aggression questionnaire[ J].J Person Soc
Psychol , 1992 ,63(3) :452-459.
(7] ZW.0ehR (AQ) MfFE
AR RS, 2008.

JEE RAE A i B ARAT S [ D ] R

(k&% 1179 W)

[17] CHEN G,HE J,ZHANG B, et al.Revisiting the relationship between
body dissatisfaction and eating disorder symptoms in Chinese adoles-
cents ; the mediating roles of regulatory emotional self-efficacy and de-
pression symptoms [ J ]. Eat Weight Disord, 2020. DOI. 10. 1007/
s40519-020-00848-0.

[18] WU M,BROCKMEYER T,HARTMANN M, et al.Set-shifting ability
across the spectrum of eating disorders and in overweight and obesity:
a systematic review and meta-analysis [ J |. Psychol Med, 2014, 44
(16) :3365-3385.

(197 sK—3R. KR HIPE IR & By B B Al AR AL [ 1], 0 B4 i e
2018,8(3) :386-392.

[20] POWELL D,MCMINN D,ALLAN J L.Does real time variability in in-

hibitory control drive snacking behavior? An intensive longitudinal

(8]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[21]

[22]

[23]

DA RSO A FR G0 0] 36 10 g 1] 5155 3 20808 s 50
SRR 1999 ,8(1) :20-22.
MICHAEL R P M D,CHARLES L. W P D,QIJIE S M D, et al.Com-

®[J]. A Ety

parison of schizophrenic patients’ families and normal families in Chi-

na, using Chinese versions of FACES—II and the Family Environment

Scales[ J].Fam Proc,1998,37(1) :95-106.

BESLMS AR KR AE - | 45 G2 I8 7 % BE R o M o 3R A R

BEMEE 2R BRI T A 1E S BE 5 RS P73 BUAE ZJEE W 51X R

W[ T]. P EOE DA 245, 1991,5(5) £ 198-202.

T EAE s A I R B R S I AT O A R[],

o [ e O B Ak, 2012,20(12) £ 1917-1918.

SHARMA D,KISHORE J,SHARMA N, et al. Aggression in schools:

cyberbullying and gender issues[ J].Asian J Psychiatr,2017,29.142~

145.DO0I:10.1016/j.ajp.2017.05.018.

Wt AR B AT o 5 A RERSR 7 3 A A A 3 R A S A

AT D). P LK%, 2013.

AR, Ak i S R R R A B R R A 5 i
BE 245 5 50, 2018, 15(4) :92-96.

DU J, LI Z,JIA G, et al. Relationship between mental health and

RIEL )] AR f

awareness of the knowledge on mental health in left-behind middle
school students[ J].Medicine ( Baltimore) ,2019,98(11) ;1-5.
HAN L,ZHAO S,PAN X, et al.The impact of students with left-be-
hind experiences on childhood; the relationship between negative life
events and depression among college students in China[ J]. Int J Soc
Psychiatry,2018,46( 1) :56-62.
ZEHER. FRBE WA 5 F 2 A /K F BT CHNS Bl 19 52
WEBFFE[ )./ A H,2012,27(4) :46-53.
SIETE PP AU AE AR A REE RO B RIT N SR
AT ERIL )] A0 HE,2017,15(5) :366-368.
JESLTE ARIC, TR, A BRI A O BRAGE IR B0 K R i A
AT R EAIETIA: 2014,30(8) :1084-1085.
CHOI C,HUMS M A,BUM C H.Impact of the family environment on
juvenile mental health ;esports online game addiction and delinquency
[J].Int J Environ Res Public Health,2018,15(12) :1-12.
WANG J,HU S, WANG L.Multilevel analysis of personality, family,
and classroom influences on emotional and behavioral problems among
Chinese adolescent students[ J].PLoS One,2018,13(8) :1-16.
ZEPHLIRTTR R T2 3 FRE AN 5 Tk M 1 5 R B TR 5
[ D] A ZH LIHE R, 2018.

Yrs B 81 :2020-02-19; & [ B #7:2020-03-23

study[ J].Health Psychol,2017,36(4) :356-364.
WYCKOFF E P,EVANS B C,MANASSE S M, et al. Executive func-
tioning and dietary intake ; neurocognitive correlates of fruit, vegetable ,
and saturated fat intake in adults with obesity [ J]. Appetite, 2017,
111:79-85.D0OI1:10.1016/j.appet.2016.12.039.
TANDON P S,TOVAR A,JAYASURIYA A T,et al.The relationship
between physical activity and diet and young children’ s cognitive de-
velopment; a systematic review| J |.Prev Med Rep,2016,3:379-390.
DOI:10.1016/j.pmedr.2016.04.003.
PERPINA C,SEGURA M,SANCHEZ-REALES S.Cognitive flexibility
and decision-making in eating disorders and obesity [ J].Eat Weight
Disord,2017,22(3) :435-444.

Y4 B #A:2020-04-25; £ [ B #: 2020-06-02



