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Abstract

Aim: To explore the influence of social support and coping style on depression between drug abusers
and normal people, analyze the mediating effect of coping style in the relationship between depression
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and social support, and compare the differences between drug abuse and normal person models. Me-
thods: Drug addicts and normal people were tested with the “Substance Abuse Risk Factor Assessment
Scale”. Among them, there were 360 drug addicts (50.13% male) and 320 normal people. The age
range was 17 - 53 years (M = 23.54, SD = 7.98). Results: Among drug addicts, coping style is partly me-
diating between social support and depression. In the normal population, coping style is a complete
intermediary between social support and depression. Conclusion: There are significant differences
between drug abusers and normal people in the model with coping style as the medium variable.
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RE H TR ML/ 28, 2020 4F 6 H EREERIRAN (2019 FrE AR E) fh5H,
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BTNBE AR, A3, o J7 SORHIAR = A & 2 MFEE R HVIN R R, HFHR =M Ed 2
ANASEE ity IR 1) O BRI R 36 o k2 SRRV AN A B0 A7 T S 1 B DO BRBEUR, AN s e A
M —AEBEEME R, e AE ORI B R R (5, 2017 2546, W7D, 2003). RA4F
AL 2SRRI BE R R #EIX BB N S8 AT LR N ) S A RIIAR 2 B B 22 s, T 22 R 7
A FOAR R 25 I RS (B S0 A% , 20035 Paykel, 2010), 38 AT DL B #5324 982> F 35 Fh B AT N (Kecojevic
et al., 2019; Atadokht et al., 2015; Xiong & Jia, 2019; Bk4E, 2017). SR E NN AL SR SR Z (A1 5 &
FIAR, A BN 3 2 R AL AT 5. B BUBUCSCHER, AT TSN R T R B 155 e
NABR . AR, 2 SCRRRACE R M AMAR R 77 IR R, 2 SRR s MR B 25 5 R AR
W RS 77 K (Brissette et al., 2002)o [F/Hf R 77 A HIALE 26 7= AR & EERIMER, o AE OB R oS
B EEER, S AMERREEAT 9(Tomori et al., 2014). [ Bt [A1BERI L] AR S50 % ) B2 5 A
5y S BAMARTE 4 0072 A, BRI BT 5 SRR S B ARG AR R 77, D8 FLADAR R 48 1 AR (R R G 4
20215 Xu et al., 2013)o T yH AR IR T3 U2 0 2 AN A (R 400 AR 175 46 FN B3 i kiR In) /8 (Hassanbeigi et al.,
2013; Kiluk et al., 2011; #¥%, BEHE, 2006). AR FEIF 2 MR 2 SRR RN 7 s, 028 5k
= A EEAE (T SIER, 2007). AT ABFFE AN, R B 200 5 A7 75 ™ 5 A HAR i) A, LT R AT R 2
PR T B RIBIT AR — 345, 20215 Volkow, 2004).

FEWG 35 # FIOE T NFEA R, Hoph o SCRE. RO 7 sORAIAR (115 DU AAAE B S i 22 5 o AE— TR 58 P A
B HRTTE A2 LR MR T IEW N, AR E ZR(BEIES, 2012). 165 — T 78 R 45 1
BEMME &S TIEFAN, HEEREERG TS, 2009). HHBHEE SIEH AML, WEHSE
% 1R Y AR 1 9255 2ok 2B 37w K R 3 F4(Chen et al., 2020) . W% 85 4 BEARRI IE H NBFARIHE 23
Fi RO 7 SRR AE 22 57, X P REAE B T P AN O BN LI E 2 57

BT A £ S R RIAT 1R 5% R BEAT T HF 7E o A SN2 2 (2020) 41T 1 Fp 2 A 4k 2 S0 R ANIAR 22 1] (14 2%
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Figure 1. Experimental hypothesis model
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H 361 %% im A (50.13% 4 )R 320 44 1E 5 N, B b BORE 3 78 R 5 2 AT b AT e
Wr, MHER T 1 440 B O B B R . TETRE RS 5 1 680 ZAikH, ZehEMA 387 £4(56.9%), FE
ik 293 %(43.1%). FRETEHEN 17~53 ©(M = 23.54, SD = 7.98).

22. TH

AHIFFEIEFE X A5(2020) H G PRI 25 4000 P XURS: VP Ak 538 ) o 12 R AT 0 BT DR ANAN KRR 5T P AN 4E 5
O BRI R RS R R ARG e PEREAR . AR b W SCRFEFR 7 AR &S RE . N R AU BR 356
FEERES . BFRIAFE. BB, TR OEME. N SRR A EES.

oSN EE. ZERIL 4 ANH, KM Likert 5 Sit (1 BEATFE~S5 BTG, NRYELEH,
HTRE UL A S SRR Z . H Cronbach a RECN 0.938.

N H R ER. RIS AWH, KA Likert 5 1141 MRA~5 —EHUt), 743 AR T
J7 R0 J7 AT YEE . FERRBR N 7 20, 23 0Bk e e om ROn] 7 OBRER AR, 72V BN 7 20
o, BB SR s RO 5 BT AR . Cronbach a R%CH 0.641.

I ER. HERIL4DTIH, KA Likert 5 £TH0(1 WA~S Bd), NRYEL, 2808 RR
IHFE B k= o L Cronbach a REH 0.759.

2.3. BIRabiE

K SPSS26.0 #EATHHEALFE 5 48t 4r, T Mplus 8.0 EE57 W55 BEAAR 1E 5 AN BEAAR G b/ A
HEAT Z AR AT
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P

a(G1) b (1)
X @Gy —M Y
/ -
a(e2) bc2)
X @)y —* Y

Figure 2. Multi-group mediation model schematic

2. ZEPNERBREE

3. &R
3.1. EEFERERE

K F Herman FA.[RI ZAG 56 5 12256 AT BEAFAE O SE R 5 v 2 BEATRE 38 (2 1, RIS, 2020). S8k
B, 16 ANTH A, LRI 3 MFEERT 1 AREF, BE— A KRRE 7R T SR &/ 35.95%,
T 40%, Tt WA 70 B0 AN AFLE ™ B R 3L R 5 VA 2 .
32. REEMEEAZSTELER

BT STAEAR T K56, STEARSE B KRB T, FERSERILE 1.

Table 1. Tests for differences between groups of related variables (M + SD)
= 1. HXTEEFEEFHEARNERKI(M + SD)

g eI N NN N (r) t
VAY ARSI W 13.138 + 3.345 9.571 +2.862 0.497 14.788%**
SR 7 2 TH AR R 7 9.906 + 2.889 8.540 +2.351 0.251 6.727%%*
SN 23.0377 + 4.504 18.111 = 3.864 0.506 15.013%%*
th s HF 14.008 + 4.421 9.260 + 4.062 0.488 14.523%*%
AR 9.017 +3.167 9.703 +£2.779 -0.114 —2.997**

s * p<0.05; **: p<0.01; ***: p<0.001 NG
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Table 2. Partial correlation matrix between variables

2. RLEZEMRIAXER

1 2 3
1 AL HF 1
2 Rxf 75 20 0.303%+* 1

3 IR —0.112%* 0.186%** 1

o ERAT LR 1, BRAE S SCRE SRR R 2 AR 2 4, AR EA S MR 2 B2 0K, I
S5 50 N — .
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3.4.1. MBEHERNP AV

N T RIS AE IR 35 R A R 77 3UTE AL 2 SCRERIAAR 2 [ e A VB 43 FH Miplus8.0 257 Hp A2
B G ARAR R pE 230 8E . X 75 25 A 18] ) 56 A Hp A AR R R ST, RNl I 52 B4 2 S0 R e
SR FC RN Ty 20 R AT s e BRI 26 . SR rh ARSI 3. 18] 3 SRR, MR EREE
TRIMFNARIX 2 B A2k 3] 7 2 25 KT (B =—0.339, SE = 0.052, p < 0.001), B Rixd 77 RAE WA A B A2
LRSI S, E AR A S SR A AR B NG SAFAE IE [ T4 F (B = 0.384, SE = 0.046, p <
0.001); H A8 5 R0t 77 2O R A8 B AR A7 7 IE W) FAE A (B = 0.285, SE = 0.053, p < 0.001).
Bootstrap VK56t /R0 8 T EVE, A EURE 1000 WK, T 95%KI BAS XA, 455 BoR ELEERUN (fE 4
HFFHIAR) 1) Bootstrap (95%CI)A[-0.305, —0.170]; A/ ER AR (F 2> 3L FE— R4 7 :— HIAR) ) Bootstrap
(95%CI)>N[0.047, 0.110]. A" E412 REUN E 812 RBU1 95% B A5 X A EHE 0, BRI 7 20X —48
BN R, RIS 5 SR AL 2 SRR 2 (Al &S 25 30 4 R A B EH

R
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Figure 3. Mediating model of coping style on social support and depression in a sample
of drug addicts
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B G ARAR R R pE 2 308 RO 77 25 AR 18] ) 56 4 o S5 AR R B a7, RNl 52 B4 22 S R e
S MR IR 7 2 B TR BRI 26 . seAaTh A BEALE LA 4. B 4 SR EOR, BR TSR
BELRETRINANAR X 2% 4% AN 42 3 4B = 0.000, SE = 0.056, p > 0.05), 4% %48 & 6] () 645 R 8L 3 1 3%
Ko K Rk 7 A R A AR NN 2SR SRR 5, AR B AL S SRR A AR B Nk 7 A7
FEIE A FAE FH (B = 0.192, SE = 0.055, p < 0.001); H /7% 5 Wt J7 2t R AR & AT A7 76 1E ) F000 4 FH (B =
0.231, SE = 0.055, p < 0.001). 1/ Bootstrap vZAu % #1712 R L35 1%, B HURE 1000 I8, THE 95%0H)
BEX A, 2558 5N E 2N (A4 R —AR) 9 Bootstrap (95%CI)N[—0.071, 0.065]; HF/#EGE
Fe— RxF 5 R—HHR) ) Bootstrap (95%CI)49[0.014, 0.056]. T/ E4% R B 95% B A5 X A ALK 0, {H
B REN 95%BEEX AR 0, BB IET AREAT, N7 X —2 2 AN B3, BN
Xof 75 SAE AL 2 S FERIANAR 2 [l e 35 5E AR A EH

RPEN
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Figure 4. Mediating model of social support and depression in normal subjects
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K Mplus8.0 X 1EH AMIRRE N G247 R0 7 s/ B 22 20 04T, %) B AS th A BR AR (v Ay
R FHARRBOT LA 3.

Table 3. Multi-group comparison of intermediary models of coping styles between normal people and drug addicts

3. EBAFMREZARNINARFMERHZHLE

BrAT REL E#EA e Wald value P
a 0.192 0.384 7.751 0.005
b 0.231 0.285 0.391 0.532
c 0.000 -0.339 19.192 0.000
a*b 0.044 0.109 4.879 0.027

TE I8 N ORI B 2 B R AR R R 7 3 A RO B i, dk 2 SRR R 77 I B2 R B a 2 A1 (1)
Wald {4 7.751, p<0.05, BIPR/NEEARIAIN REL a fEGU T2 FARERE R ZE s RO J7 OG0 1) 26 45
FHb Z A Wald {55 0.391, p>0.05, BIFANEEREIRRE b SIS EAFERENZESR: X
AR AR B8 ¢ Z 81 Wald {4 19.192, p<0.001, BIFEANEEMA(]G R ¢ G FHAERE
fIZE5: HAh a*b Z A ) Wald {5 4.879, p<0.05, B/ NEEAAZ [AIFE a*b HIBKAE EARAE BB ZE R
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