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Abstract

To explore the relationship between sense of school belonging and dormitory interpersonal rela-
tionships of college students, we test 500 college students by using the sense of school belonging
scale and the dormitory interpersonal relationships scale. The results showed that: 1) with re-
spect to the sense of school belonging, there was a statistical significance in the projects of subject
type and one-child; 2) with respect to the dormitory interpersonal relationships, there was a sta-
tistical significance in the projects of sex and one-child; 3) there was a significant negative corre-
lation between sense of school belonging and dormitory interpersonal relationships, and sense of
school belonging was a negative predictor for dormitory interpersonal relationships. The conclu-
sion is: the college staff who works at mental health education should pay attention to the sense of
school belonging of college students and regulate in time to help the students form a good sense of
school belonging, improve the dormitory interpersonal relationships of college students and cul-
tivate good interpersonal quality, promote the body and mind of college students to grow healthily.
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ATHEWNKZEZRHRBEEENRRRZERRR, AIKA T (ERFRBEER (PSSMH ICR))
M ATEEANRRREWER) M500ZFERANZAEHTHN. FFALRRN: 1) REEZRHRBRES
PERRMB B MAT H ERERENER; 2) REEFEANRRAEEH MRS MAERE LA RE N
Z5; 3) FRABRBEEENRRRENAMR, BB EEKFE, ERABRBINIE S ARRRE AT
WM. ik BROBEEREEE TEANRRRERZERNERERR, HENSTRE, FHhREE
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1. 518

22189 & J& (School Belonging) J& T 5 % 75 22 B IR B 5 Z 7 2. Goodenow (1992)#& H,
SR B TR AR e AT R AN . B AN SRR, JRRRIRZ B B CEEEOE S P I E B . Janis
(2003)Ks 152 VA1 B KB SON AR IROE IR, A& 48 2% AR T 2 AR L D % Bt N AR SR RO

TR 200 m UK, 15 55(2008) N, A I i I8 2 AR A0 IR, 13 BRI O B = 5 T N I TR 22
PRAE] EEAENR, BN — BRI S 5 R0E3), R BRI ERIR T I SRR L5 . ARBFFTIA
N, FAAJE AR AR B A, (RN — 0TI E, AR SRR A A R R

FEE B, PR (1999) 82, fEa A LUES . B, &R, BEONA R, R A im i s
HHOE R LIRS R 06 R o9 E AR IR R RFRTE & APRK R 15001 (2007)IA R, TERSHAIR K54 EF
T 7 5 A 2 I AS VA B OB OC RO R F AT 3 ABR K R . 1772(2005b)FE H, TE8& ANBRC RAaE$R
AR EAS I E] 5 5 R AR A i LRSI LB R R DR R

ZE LA, RS S R B S T A A BR 6 R A ST RS2 B2 R0, B R KA A A
JERIEIE S 1 i N Bk R I FABA D, AR B G R RIIT F A2, Rl 6 T 38 Z IR 6 &
FHE R Lo X A] e AL £ R K AR B = e 5 T OGTE, BRItk,  ARBIFFEA T 9R4NE J7 T
AR, FERRT K22 SR A S BRI T o N BR ok RAE N L8 8 E 22 R Ry, 3 SR i 2 1)
SEMAFAEAR KR, VLG RAL SRS SR EAR R A X B T T S AN, (R R A 1 B O (R A

2. i GE
2.1. HRMR

AWK R REE:, BENLI B B 44 T B i AES N i 3t 3 AR i) 500 44 7E RS K AR VE iR A
W%, LRI 500 il EE, WilEl 487 47, [EIULE KN 97.4%, g0 % 439 17, HRE N 90.14%. H
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R, BokEEAR 119 N, okEEAE 320 A 3eRF169 N, HERL 270 A kR 322 A, 4T 117 A AT
%82 N, AEMAETF 4 357 N; K—FEHK 73 N, K FEH 128 N, K=F%205 N\, KIUFZH 33 A,

22. fAiRIE

221 ERARRER

AHF TR F B A # 2% 3 Cheung A1 Hui (2003) BT I B Goodenow (1992)4w 1) (2% ))&
RER(PSSM H3CRR)Y , AERM 18 EWH A, AR, INF. FRARE=AYEE, F#EEd A
Pt il B AT SO E, SEARREIN 6, SEAARNFZEITN 1, £ H AR5 2 AU R RIS 5,
WA o, DR AR AR R, 285, HAFE N 0.835.

222 EEABRXRICHER

AHIE FE R M T 6 L B2 22 (20052) M 48 H B 22 ITA5E N\ 4 i1l (1 [7) 2% A Br o8 RAT IR 2
BREMP (EEARRRSEER) , AERXHAEFERCTH, “HEAL” 05, “KEoA
27 5025, “BIEBE” H054r, “REsE” N0T54, “HER” N1, B 0~8 73l
RWATE & NRRRRPL R D, BATE 9~14 4y 2 [AIRIAFE—E HITE & AR SR IFHE, S4r7E 15~28
53 Z 1A BT A N Broc RIR P8, I 20 40 IR BATE & AN Broc RIAPR ™ &, 28050, HAS 8 0.921.

2.3. HEMS iR

WHFE R LRI ARUR G, FIRT SPSS21.0 X 4R 3 1A R 2 AT A R I 22 A B« AR 20 A [
AT o

3. MIRER
3.1 REEFRABRRIA S

N TIRAIX R AR AR RIEEPIRDL, AWFFEE 7R SRR, R, R AR K
FHRFND AR FRBAEES, AT TR T K, SRIE L.

AERIERM 6 HFfl, e AR s . e 1 Ara: KR R A R B AR KT I
A MR, KAERFRARRE ST HE, EAEEREESR, EAREEM L, SRR
I AT T ERVE, AAEREMERE R (p < 0.05); EAVHIH L, SRERMN KR4 2R IHRRS
P T RBWIRSEA, EAFAEREESR, EREMAETH L, AT LA AR RS
oy AT R, BRIREKT(p < 0.05); EFEHIH L, R HARHRES D ER—. K
o R=MESE, (HEAEEREES

3.2. KEEBE ABRXRNRASH

NT T IEAMXR A 1G5 NP R AR ARG, AW & 7R RS, R, =S4
FAEREE NIRRT PR AT AEZE S, AT TSI REAR T AR5, 45R W% 2,

IR 5 ZaFatl, FrUABCREME 3 NS HhriE, 15701 Ui WITE & A PR o< R I SRR R i
rre M 2 WAl KRG B NBRR R BRI R D YR b, BAME & AR AT RT 24, 7
fERENEZE R (p< 0.05); FEERIRM b, SCRIAENTE & NP R R G0 KT HEBA, BEAFEREER;
FEAPI T AR R, R EMAEDH L, MAET LR RS & AR RS KT ARmA 1
LR, IRFIR KT (p < 0.05); FEFRIIH E, K—. KT, K240 & AR RS0 RIBH
BT, RGN R RIK, EAAEREZER.
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Table 1. The situation of college students’ sense of school belonging (N = 439)
L REEZRVABRREVIKIL(N = 439)

M SD t
5 69.50 10.045 -0.381
45
4~ 69.91 10.039
! 71.75 9.143 3.269"
R
pLip ! 68.57 10.379
W 69.38 10.584 0.527
JA=/75:
ARt 69.95 9.835
= 67.72 10.560 -2.086"
RT A )
TR 70.27 9.859
*— 69.68 7.590 1.581
x= 69.24 10.040
FER
K= 69.60 10.507
N 73.39 11.358

ok

: A p<005 "Hp<001, Hp<0001, M.

Table 2. The situation of college students’ dormitory interpersonal relationships (N = 439)

2. REEBE ABRKFREARR(N = 439)

M SD t
5 7.35 3.656 2.278"
i S 6.49 3.507
[ SR 7.09 3.798 1.717
AR HE 6.49 3.397
i W 6.84 3.784 -0.423
e AT 6.68 3.487
. 2 8.00 4,033 3.664™"
e i 6.43 3.386
K— 6.30 3.089 2.585
- 6.31 3.828
o K= 7.22 3.493
N 6.11 3.670

33. REEFREABRRSHEEABRXRIEXSHT

MG 3 RATELE Y, KA AR A R R I 5 1 i Bk &R A A 58 3 7K (p < 0.05), Ak R $08-0.365,
EHMK. KWW, KB REGE, 168 NPk R, BITE & A PR oC R IR .

3.4. RKEEZFRVABRNTE S ABRXRHEYISHT
RDMEEREY], KA EARIAR RS 16 & ANBR R R Z M GE 2R E K. Hik, Tt
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DIRFURZAE LRSS 1 & ANPR R AW E Z AR, DERAJE RO &, & APRRRN
PRIAR AT B A B 73 AT, SR TER A 2 VA N A B N PR oR RIRE I, BRI 4,

M1 4 ATA, LSRR O TN AR &, 1 3 NP ok SONPRAR BT AV B A b, S5 R,
1) (8] ) 2R B —0.365 , K2R 2R VA B i 73 A B ok A7 SR 0004 Y, e TOUIILE A2 5 ) 13.2%

35, KEEFRABRREETFHES ABRXRENZSLEE S H

R T AT R S AR SR A R RS TR T i A BRI R IR, A S DK S22 S R %
7 AR, 158 ANBRok RAR AR HATE DL R H 08, g8 0% 5.

HH 5 ATAn, DAKZEAR R VR IR IR O T AR B, 7 i A B o6 R 00 DR AR B g AT 26 P (B A 20 A
SRRE, HEE. AL R AN 5 T AN BRI R Z 8] [H1H R %0053 J31 9-0.203. —0.458 Al
—0.118, HJEEE. I [FIFNZER MRS R -0 1 i AR o A S m TAE A, 40 ) RE Tl A A48 5= 1) 3.9%.
18.9%#1 19.7%.

4. Vig
4.1, REEZRVABRBRER LS4

KREAR Z 22 AR U — N IE LR, EEWE — RS A E RN B — S b X, A EIX B
REE SR Wl . EE A SCRE B, R B H OAE RGP I E B, Jhm = A R i H )R
=

LRSI E B s T BE, HERIFALEE, X5 Anderman (2002) FIRF 70240 AT REZ A
A AR EE AN, AT R — BT R 22— A, d AT IO SR R S TR % T B AR Ak
AR, ASREE G L4y, R I 2R 8 8 BRI R AR .

Table 3. Correlation analysis between sense of school belonging and dormitory interpersonal relationships of college stu-

dents (N = 439)
73 REAEFRIABRKSEE APRKRAEXSHT(N = 439)

2R R Ik [ YN
E BNy -0.365""
PN -0.365™"

Table 4. The regression analysis of sense of school belonging to dormitory interpersonal relationships of college students (N
=439)
4 REEZRABEITEES APRXRHEYISFHT(N = 439)

R R? R? {4 B Beta F

SRSV 0.365 0.134 0.132 -0.130 -0.365 67.348"™"

Table 5. The stepwise linear regression analysis of each factor of sense of school belonging to dormitory interpersonal rela-
tionships of college students (N = 439)
5 REAZRABREETFNEES ABRKRNZE S LMEEYIF (N = 439)

R R? R % B Beta F
I Je Je 0.203 0.041 0.039 -0.136 -0.203 18.822""
NG 0.439 0.193 0.189 -0.395 -0.458 52.069™"
SRR 0.450 0.202 0.197 -0.155 -0.118 36.788™"
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SCRME R AR 8 G 7 B T EER A . X AT RER USRIV E R SRS, BRI L
BB, BHENE, AR R AR R A R R ST 2R A A,
ATV RE R AR S 4T 2E T8, B2 o) L™ 1 R, X 2 VA B BRI AR 56 T F AR Z) . Rk, SCR)
AR RS B T ERE.

AR TS T A AT R S A ) A A R R BT R 2 S I RE R R I S R R
ARAT AT 2 (8] B 22 BB R, PIEFERE 5. SIS & A E T4, W22 mAHa
B IX 70, DR DR 2 A R T K2 2 B 2 A o TR A — B

FRP A T O A B R R A 0 B3 T A T O A, I RIS (2012) OB SR — U
TXAT e K 32 B ARG R 20, AFAAE T KSR I S E AR RS, AT AN S 2 AH R — BRAK,
BT RFALUGE AN AT 2O — BB R B, b NARAL A 5 7 B P a4
Gy xR P AN S PG, Bt AARSIU A T O A ) S A e SR 2 v TR 1 R A

BERR AN ERIARBG A BEE R HRMNEERTFH & T M= Eg AL, XS
TR B2 (2008) BB FEAS— 2, ARA g h a2 AR SR A R B TR o 3 AT B RO AT 72 AR
KL, RESHZEMHFRAR, AR e B, B AR R, MmRZ AR
FEAVEREEN T A, AR B A A S AR, R DU A A 2 BN A R I O, A
AR Z SRR, BRI A SRR R & T A =AM E R A

4.2. REEBEE ABRXRIRASHT

REANE B NBRR AL WA DRMER AR, BRFE. e, MEEBERRPPE. &
P, MEERERNEEL LRSS ANPRRR, B EXE - NONXEE, REEAETE
JIM BB G 1, TEICT A NS A 5 AR & S BOR 2 A MG & AN BRI R KA TR . Hik,
FREMIE 225 K2 A P BIE RA AL — e REE L e mifb AT i S Nk &, RIEHER T AME 5. %
RHHE B 188 SO PR S RS2 A P A rE i NPk RN R e, fES S Hhs, RO
REEAAE & NPRRREBIAR R MG R, KA DTS T LS SRR, T2 15 [ ) 22
TR R I E K Z B VAN, hrie TS K2 B RO B, PR A AL, 158 NP R
JAEE T gt S

Pl b, B NBRR R RE m T L4, X5 VLN (2005) M T4 AR — . HJE AT REAE
T BRPEASRKIEE O, WAE TN SRR, 55077 B BAES L WIEMZG;
1 KA AR BCE A, A7 i R RE SN 58, JF B ah R @A AR, Bt AL T B2 TE & ABR e &
"R T L ENIR.

SCRHA BB E K 3 AN BRR R KRB RG22 B R R, RRIIREEE & A
BRIk 2R 52 Tk 2 R R R A K

FEAEIEILTTI, 16 & NPRR ARG IR EZR, W1E & ANBRR RIS A K. HE R ]
REfE: BEEALSHIABIR L, RINAT. SXb. BESLZ AR TARRKSGE, R KA
KPR R TARKIIIRTE, 02 ZHED g/ . AR KBRS E KT EEAKCTE
TIHFFIC 2 RZE R, AL A R AR T R 2 A i i N Bk R SRR A — B

WAL T LOR A AE & N R R B3 T AR A 7 ok, IR A T R A 1 e N BRoR
AWM FAMAE T LKA KRR BOYIME 7 LA K E RGN 7, KR HE k%, N
AN TR, AEVEMEEAR R, MRS, LLEUENE, SZ SR ALK, AR AT E A NBRC
Ay MARMAE T LREEFEARRZG 7L, R LB A TN, £ BANEE TS & AProC R
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BAERIE T NP RABB D AR ZESR, HR—. KT RE2AEES NRR RS0 212 L
THEH, KI4TE & N R R0 &R XA REZ RN K —FE R A ERIF 2R E DN FdhE, MRZ
HOAFEWG 1A R, WS NS, R SEE R E S EORIER R R HIEAK T
Ja, SR BRI, [FEAT R SE S ORI, 16 A AN BR R RAN AR A RS . Rl R TR
=, SRS ANEE N, S B AR L P, OSSP, SRR R 5 R A NP
KIUAAERDR e, R RARAC USRI = K0 0T, BrBL S BNt i e — e i fE & 26, S 2E &2k
WA RS, BIEE AR KRR AT,

43. REEZFRIABRREEE ARXRNXRIH

WERaE LM, KAEERITRESTE & NP ORRAAE ARG, JEHIERIREAKCT. XU, K
AR AR A, i NPRR RSB, 18 & A PR R RN L . X MAEAROCRE B B AR 1 H il
REPA AR R B SE LI ™ AL, KA AR R O H W 1 & AP R, KL
s AP R NP H 21 2

BE— PR A 2 T D AR B 8, SR EIR, SRR R A LA R 70 s AN PR ok R W
(RITREIN 73A 2 A RE L AT o AR ARV R O 1 3 N B SR R K B0 B v, 45 R B A R Ja SO 1 2 A
PRk BB —EHIT 71 AR SRR RIS B0 1 e N Biok R B Ak BV 7 B, 45 R U] 22
VR R B 6 1 A N B SR R BAT — € TN g, WO, SRR R R S A R o e s NP R R BT
KMo AR JRIEAE — R BT A R i & PRk &2, M HWFFESs Rt Bor, A IER KA
VA S JEot 1 e N Bk SR ARH A A o

5. &

1) R¥AERPRIAE R AR, 2HMAETH FR2BEEER.

2) KRR & NPRR RN REMADH ERRBEMER.

3) REFAMARIVRE S E & AR RRAAAETAR, HBRREKT.

4) SRV B R R A5 R i N bR oG oA B35 K B AR -

L EPTE, AL RREE TAE N SRR KA AR AR R, 3 B R AR TR O 2 A R A Y
i, JFEeE KM EANIRRR, H9f RPN BT, (it K24 1 B D R
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