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Abstract

Objective: To assess the prevalence of sub-health among college students in Dongguan and identify
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its key influencing factors, thereby providing an evidence-based reference for campus health inter-
ventions. Methods: A cross-sectional survey was conducted among 311 college students using the
Sub-Health Measurement Scale (SHMS V1.0). Data were analyzed using descriptive statistics and hier-
archical linear regression. Results: The overall detection rate of sub-health was 58.2%, with moder-
ate-to-severe cases accounting for 52.7%. The most prevalent symptoms included sleep disturbances,
eye discomfort, and fatigue. After controlling for demographics, physical, and psychological factors,
Social health (8 = 0.733), mental health (§ = 0.118), and physical health (f = 0.087) jointly accounted
for 82.9% of the variance in overall health (R? = 0.829). Grade level showed a significant negative as-
sociation with overall health (B =-0.783, p < 0.001), while gender did not reach statistical significance
(p = 0.069). Conclusions: Social health emerged as the strongest predictor of overall health among
college students, consistent with the developmental demands of the “Intimacy vs. Isolation” stage
and the predictions of the stress-buffering model. Accordingly, universities should prioritize the
development of substantive peer networks, strengthen mental health services, and promote regular
sleep, balanced nutrition.
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V. f 5 (sub-health) 2 Fi5 A AAAL T4 BE -5 509 2 18] i) — R AR B DDREAR T AOARAORARES, SOR “ 35 =R
&7 BCOREORE” o HRORIEY: WIS BSOS MR ST, (B AR R P SR . B
JSLRE 3T B A S AL D REIR S SF ERA ARG, HIXMOIR 45 8 — 2 I (] Gl R 3 M) TR KRN
W PRI o ] P b2 A T i e B 2 Dy fi R S0 P K — S rh (B B IESE 2 I FE AR Y, KA
PRBEIRILRRSE NHE[1], OB I R A AR AR ™ B B AR N [2] . B 7N B R 22 AR AR AE A [FI R L Y
AR, Hizbuw 2 B3],

B B AR S K, SRR S AR H 2 2 ooth. AR R, IR I, B3
R SV IS A DT T AN ZE 5, 6 HAR BRI 28 T R AR ER G M [4]0 1 18 SO K22 A 0 Ak
REMB T S — R BI R BB, OB =L LE A VR [S]. 2RI, &FXT
BR =4 T B RS E WA BERAS (0 SAIERT S A A2, JC SR R 2 o2 1k B IR N 20 Mt 22 E 52 i [A]
R LAE. RSN EIRCE X R E BT, H R AR E Mgl A 2 S s N DRahte, mTRg
HI 596 et o SCRp R4S, A 2R 22 AR AR N AR E TR D) AR I T IR RS kP . 0k, AW FEIE IR 5E
AR AN TN 5, I8 AT A 222 B 04T, DUR B i fk “oRBX " K e Brit
5IEN MR PR HER, B A I At o (i B S AR B GO FRYE R S RO SURE TTRR . RGP IR
AR UK, BTSRRI R 2K, AT D A ) S R T PR S R 2 S8

2. ARMRRTFE
2.1. FARIR
AW FILRTLIA A 350 47, BISCERUA S 311 4, A RUEIRCE 88.86%. A MFEATIIAIREN: (1)
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KEWERMELESE, Q) ER%S; 3) BiRER, LIAMEGESEN, @) HEMERZE. HbriE
He (1) AERFEAFRE R L Q) K. sLmaElk; 3) HEAEIFBRIEH,

22. IRIR

VSR F RS T SOAh T S IV A8 B8 1T 5 B2 (SHMS V1.0) [6]. % ER A AR, O,
FES R N BRIV, SKH Likert 5 ity &4EEE 1Y Cronbach’s o REE 0.78~0.92 2 [8], fH5ER
It

2.3. Gt A*

AWEFAE T SPSS 26.0 BAFTFEGE T bre HoE, AR DA & LEEAT RliR v 34 285
P95 PiEE n e A A CINR Yt g a vy (= 9 SRR UIES STY NI S 2 N G| NI /S NI 255~ SR s 21 DN o
BARFETEAR: PGB RIRRS: SRIP NSRRI S PP AR? K H B,
PPAt AL 2 BN S AR RIS R ) B, RS AR AT SRR B, P AR U0 AR B 8] ) 58 EL 2N

3. ARER
3.1. HAERFAOZEFHE

HRFEAPN D ZEMEEE W 1. 311 2 U5 R¥EET, 4227 N, 5 73.0%; B4 84 N, &
27.0%. BAERDAM S, K—%4 86 N, 527.7%;: K %4205 N, 5659%; K=%412 A, 5
3.9%; KPUZEA 8 N, 15 2.6%. FEARPLK A NTAR, K=EFE55 KIUERETE 6.5%.

Table 1. Demographic characteristics of the study sample

® 1. BFRR—RRAOFHE

PESI LI B4 (%)
5 84 27.0
gia 227 73.0

G4 AL B4 (%)

K- 86 27.7

K= 205 65.9

= 12 3.9

N 8 2.6

3.2. BAMBRREFESH

FRAE SHMS V1.0 {7 [FI 3R AT 7T, BB Tk N, B WA, PR, =
FEWARRE . AR AN SEH . &5 R BARAF 5 X8 228 740 22N T B R — DU 72 (7], & M
MR A FE[78.88, 100]; V{8 F2[72.81, 78.88); HHE VA HE[60.67,72.81); H % WA E[54.60, 60.67);
IR0, 54.60).

W 2 BoR, 311 B2 Ui RFHAEF, #EEH 20 N(6.4%), BETAREE 17 N(5.5%), FETEFE 106
AN(34.1%), BEEWAERE 58 N(18.6%), FWIRAH 110 N(35.4%). LEKE, WAEERSE L E A 58.2%,
W AR A S HOE 52.7%, e S REE AL 10%. FRRSE REE =, =T EAH X
O R KT, RN ZR5E K22 A I R AR A /K P A, 8RR Il A e R DG 3]
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Table 2. Distribution of overall health status levels

2. BABMRBRBEASEFR ST

fE AR N Harh
e R 20 6.4%
R VA R 17 5.5%
F R I R 106 34.1%
AR 58 18.6%
P 110 35.4%

W 3 R, EAERESEgL T, BYE NI 45.0%, ot EE 55.0%, PIEBONEGR . fERR R AR FRAE 2%
W, S L (58.8%) i T M (41.2%); SR, 78 o H B I A B S5 00 S b, Lok o B 3 T S Ak
KRR R SR T A RIVE R E M BAT A SRR S i B2 R YRR IR AR B SE
BRFEAN RARTE I, 10 e MR B AR ANIE 1N S5 s TR U, (RN AR S AR AR R S N BRI T TR A
K.

Table 3. Distribution of health status levels by gender
3. FRIMAIEANRERRSFRSH

- PEGINCN U B 43 E)
RS H R P X
e 9 (45.0%) 11 (55.0%)
BRI YAk R 10 (58.8%) 7 (41.2%)
HH R IV fg 40 (37.7%) 66 (62.3%)
ERA 7 (12.1%) 51 (87.9%)
3] 18 (16.4%) 92 (83.6%)

m 4 BoR, SFEHFELTERRSHILGIEF ST = B R LS. K—FHh 27.9%, K
AR 36.6%, KEAERTER 58.3%, KIUEZN 50.0%, BEARLTFEEKE. X—@ATRSHELS
W E IR ETINR . AAL RIZEKAT 5 78 B AR FR B A R, R 2 2R P o e il e, 38 63.2% 7R
FEWARRERER R, K 2Rk b ELRRE R, 18 75.9%, XAl A SILIRFE G NE . A ENEEIN Z L. K
= 5 RPUELREA BRI, BB L9 5 EiE 58.3% 50.0%. f#BEIRAF T EAEPE K —FEHLMK
TG, A 12.8%F1 4.4%, R=5KIUFEHNAR WAL TAERCREF,  FE7 i 4 A i 4 e i) it

Table 4. Distribution of health status levels by grades
4. FRIFRHANERRESFRNH

s FRABUE )
MRS K— K= K= N
R 11 (55.0%) 9 (45.0%) 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%)
P P A 5 (29.4%) 10 (58.8%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (11.8%)
FpRE ek B 34 (32.1%) 67 (63.2%) 3 (2.8%) 2 (1.9%)
5 12 (20.7%) 44 (75.9%) 2 (3.4%) 0 (0.0%)
B 24 (21.8%) 75 (68.2%) 7 (6.4%) 4 (3.6%)
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3.3. AEERAOTMERLETSH

RBIAE B R 0 Z R R, DU B @ A MR R, RISk H Oy B R R T 2 ou i [ml
H, GRS 5. BIABRLER, BRIGEH 2 REMAKCT(p < 0.05) s R R OfE ik, FEIR. kA
& RESAE RS KRS G LSSy geit . Ho s BERR A AR AL [BR R BoR (B =
0.302), Fm it MRS S THAE PR HE KT A B 19(8]. HRES ANid 5 Wr o8 R 4t 5 5 R LA A7 5] FE 0 4]
2o WA T HL DR i RS IR E 5 O B (R RIS BB (9] 5 ER I,
SERANIE R BE REOVIE R, ASERE SRR R ER . ESER MRS BRECRE IR
WA AR, FEREHEIR . AR SR SRR R S, 12 BRI h B G M RN,
TR ZE . HRFH——BRFELRESHEE., DS 0T. BIAE. AMERE . SR ek
WRIXE S0 AT NAE——R RIE B2 KT, AT RES IX SRR AE AR A b ) e 2 4 IR B A [8] A2 5 KA
Ko FAMLWER, IraHZENTT Z K RRVID)RT 5, BEREAT 2R, RUEEA
FEAE ™ B IR 22 AR P ) AL

Table 5. Multiple linear regression analysis of factors influencing physical health

F 5. EEEREMERNS TEMEEADH

RATHEAL BB PR R B . o LG
B FRUESE IR Beta B VIF
BHER 0.181 0.056 0.180 3.226 0.001 0.562 1.779
R 0.262 0.052 0.302 5.057 0.000 0.492 2.031
KBRS R -0.079 0.041 -0.106 -1.911 0.057 0.576 1.737
Ml O 2% -0.035 0.050 —0.041 -0.693 0.489 0.506 1.976
B AE R 0.075 0.044 0.098 1.687 0.093 0.518 1.929
MEA FE R 0.067 0.049 0.082 1.358 0.175 0.482 2.075
LA E 0.143 0.059 0.173 2.400 0.017 0.337 2.968
AL Fi A3 —0.246 0.050 -0.277 -4.934  0.000 0.559 1.788
Wr i RGE T -0.131 0.049 —0.158 —2.671 0.008 0.500 1.999
5 e R VR -0.042 0.050 -0.050 —0.840 0.402 0.495 2.020
EH€3 2 5 ERER 0.055 0.058 0.075 0.952 0.342 0.285 3.511
AT 1500 K M -0.071 0.050 -0.099 -1.411 0.159 0.360 2.776
ESEIEIT I BIEMAEEE 0148 0.048 0.156 3.081 0.002 0.684 1.462
ARSI F 0.225 0.053 0.251 4.261 0.000 0.506 1.978

>, AREAA

3.4. LI RARIREREYI S

BE— B DL AR 2 N RAR &, INNEIT)RE . 1 45 M50 5 U0 R B2 55 4% H JEAT 2 on R i ),
ZRIA 6. BAGUFE X (p < 0.05) 1R FEHMAZRRFEF O REAFHER. PAWIRWE. F48
L RIFEME TR RRBEEIA 224, 2B FM. 1212 KB LI REE Jy. e, 1E R 2R
R 3R O K82 AR L ) RELE ) S R Dl A T R, AR I T B 5 2 X TS P A B R ) B I
FRORBERE MR IR ZILIEA R, X0 A8 5 1E A NBUR A B T MA R ED OB BHRA 5, I, Tl
MR TK A BB Lo AR R, SRR EIA 2 4 5 2 To B 5 0 S Bl FR PR RS A% CoE AR
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HAHFEONEE . RIEG A8 ETEACT R IZR (p > 0.05) A [ 15 25 K% « IV S5 HIUK 2 5E,
HARZWRIET 5 HA AR R I 7 2K R BuR s Ey 5.582, HIUE “RBKIIAZ
A7 XA, SRR BEAAE T AR AL, BN [ R EU T AR E M A RE R

Table 6. Multiple linear regression analysis of factors influencing mental health

6. DIRRREME RN S TLMERVIN T

RAREAL R 2L FrfEl R 3L . - FLLk MGt

B 7] a7N Beta B VIF
5 0.105 0.042 0.116 2492 0.013 0.489 2.047
A2 e A DR 2 ik e 0.169 0.052 0.196 3.239 0.001 0.288 3.474
SNV FIR R K AR WL 0.099 0.044 0.130 2.260 0.025 0.321 3.115
T2 el 1 AR v v ) SE A I 0.145 0.043 0.159 3.349 0.001 0.465 2.150
TR FIRE H E5K 0.137 0.042 0.157 3.285 0.001 0.462 2.163
KRB OB AL &I —0.069 0.052 -0.078 -1.312  0.191 0.295 3.390
RIRIRBIA 224 -0.136 0.061 -0.172 -2.238  0.026 0.179 5.582
ZZTCH R B -0.123 0.050 -0.157 —2.464 0014 0.260 3.846
H & 2545910 0.011 0.044 0.014 0.261 0.794 0.351 2.846
A E4 0.025 0.043 0.033 0.582 0.561 0.326 3.067
V| 0.182 0.052 0.170 3.506  0.001 0.450 2.221

L2 1) R A R ) R e 0.250 0.060 0.206 4.161 0.000 0.429 2.328

3.5. M RROFZMERETSH

DAt SRS 2 AR AR, A NBRIIRE. G RE S SR SCRASE S H kAT 2 u e thml e, 45
WA 7o RFEFZWH K (p < 0.05) 45 % B A B A RFLFITRE 1. NFPRRRIHEEL . ERCHAEIRES . 5
SRRRFFIR AR DL RS RIS . Horp, IEmsZmi R Rz R R E VA Z, R4
[ R 90 2% (RO RURERS A 2 (R S S0 BB, @ BT AR RE V)5 % 38 AL B AN PR A7 (R RE 0 7R 2 B AR 7 1k
PR RIEGEH o2 BT AR R R AR A Pl AR D R R AR SRR e Esh TR W BhAE . BRI =,
“i BRI IR 5 CEBRY” WARBEIIAEE, s SERR I O R AR B SCRF
AR REPAL SRR KT . FIRANRER R W RS Hopth AR B2 ALY, ra BRI %
AR R B /NT 5, RUIBEARYAAE AR ™ H (SR )

Table 7. Multiple linear regression analysis of factors influencing social health

* 7. HSBREWERNS TN EEFS T

EN ARG FrRUELL R . - H it
CER
B PR 1R Beta KAE VIF
A g AR S AR OR G R
b 211 ) 1 21 .001 . 2.
b kA 0 0.066 0.168 3.213 0.00 0.365 736
TEAR ] 1 N B K R i 0.141 0.059 0.129 2.403 0.017 0.347 2.882
N s 5] V7 y 245
R ﬁﬁzﬂ?ﬁi*”%jﬁ -0.008 0.060 -0.007 -0.128  0.898 0.304 3.291
) 2 B35 =5
BRHE R B B,
. N - 0.237 0.049 0.232 4.816 0.000 0.432 2317
1 a FUHT I 22 S 3%
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PRANZE AU A48 ORI R 0.100 0.045 0.110 2217 0.027 0406  2.466
5%%%&5%8@?&‘ s 0.373 0.050 0.412 7452 0.000 0327  3.058
Y E2
%g%’ﬁfﬁzﬁigﬁgiﬂ% K 0.002 0.053 0.002 0.039 0969 0368 2717
ﬁiﬂ@x&ﬁij%if@kﬁ@i% —0.059 0.048 —0.064 -1.248 0213 0383 2613

3.6. BEERAIFMERLSESH

NI AE 2 f RE R DT R, AR 0B 2 ngk M RE (L 8), AN DIS#ARE,
NNAFAERE, PN OEERE, ISR @R . Wk 8 WoR, H DR B
AR E A A (B=-0.239,p<0.001), HEEIMRREOAR{ERE 7.2%M28 (R =0.072). 5 DN EH
eI, B AR 11 BB B N(AR?2=0.364, p<0.001). %= BN OI@ES, R/t — BT AR =
0.136, p < 0.001). ZEPUDAINFEAEEE, B ) B ORIESE N(AR? = 0.256, p < 0.001), feZ i fif ke
RIE 82.9%. (ERAMRIF, o fd B IR B REUR(B = 0.733, p < 0.001), FHIHS7TTHRAR?
(0.256)3z kLo AR FR(AR? = 0.136), 1A= FR{ FRAE S A5 A T i) B I 22 0.087. XK, FEHFBR A%,
AL R RS, A R AT RO R SR 25.6% 1078 5, RTINS & . B AR ST
EWIKRBON/DNT 3, RIBRUAAAAE 1) 2 HILANE R T BAh, S a1 H R R IR R I 2
(IR e 1 O R B TR

Table 8. Hierarchical linear regression analysis of factors influencing overall health

= 8. BREREMERN SRRV

AR R SRR

Bl A 1 W) A 3 T 4
B t B t B t B t
51 -0.101 -1.823 -0.031 -0.726 -0.043 -1.146 -0.060 —2.489"
R -0.239  —4.342™  -0.199  —4.609""  -0.144  -3.795""  -0.141 —5.848"™
A P 0.609 14.804 0.302 6.185™ 0.087 2,673
O HT (g 0.485 9.882" 0.118 3.301°*
Fho (iR 0.733 21.329™**
R? 0.072 0.436 0.573 0.829
S R? 0.066 0.431 0.567 0.826
AR? 0.072 0.364" 0.136** 0.256™
F{& 11.972™ 79.301*** 102.442™ 296.207"
AF & 11.972 198.371" 97.654™* 454.929™

e (1) BA L BOAR R ARG, MR BERY 2 BTHE. ARFR{ERE MR 3 ETHE. OIR{EAEE
AF 5535 REALEM F IR {E. (2) *Fwm p<0.05, “Fxp<0.01,

4. g

4.1. HLBROIBEMER 747
ME RO ZWMARE, KFEIEAT BRI ITRR “Rsxtim” e, #rfaen

KR p<0.001.

B 4 3. Ao
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[FFE I8 R A% B % O R R AT 55 o ARBEFTIEIE 40 2 [ A 9 iX — BRI 7 e ks . e
B AN AR Je, k2l BT S A B 0 ST DT RR(AR? = 25.6% )37 328 R isk 0o 38 5 A {6 R () 38 SRS D
BRIE T ok “SRFN UM MIfahl. M EREICR, RZMr BOK S AR foh Bl i B R 1 75 5K .

X RIIRA] HE RS B ke . EAL SR & A E T, “KREBEVIRNAKNHE" &
Pt SR T R I (B=0.412), T “FEEFHIBRESCR” 5 “E)TFKFEB” AR EIRENEIA
B, (AR, AR 2 SR g BRI DL AL T SOl . “RRBUIIN AR
7 (B=0412)2 AL R A B RA 7, T “ FREFHBIN ARG SCHE” 5 FBRE)” WARE. X
— 45 B HF Cohen 1 Wills (1985)H& Hi ¥ “ = RUMAHAL” (main-effect model)——#k£x [ 4418 i i Fa
E AL G 5 I B B B AR R, T AR SN R G E FH[10]. X TR B va ko %0t ”
BrEgm s, KR SRR RO BRI ER KRB SR, T2 REERm HH AR B L SE R AR OR
RITRBEPPARI S5 7 EEE— P BoR, Aol FEAE 3 ] B A HAR AR & 5 A7) Bk ST R A fi e
25.6%[17% F:(AR? = 0.256), HAHAZ TTERIZEE OB FE(AR? = 0.136), N FIRFRHEEIRAL 7w Sk . 4
B ARFEVE NI X AL IR T BARFAE, e DLAR ) B 3L o 2 G a5 M A R & Ak 55 TN R E T 5,
FREHISS TR A ISR B SRR e, RN “ IR EE” IR DhRe s AR, R, BT A
TR AV 5 R BE L G R, X —HENE 5 St 7 B e . X —RIErR, S Aot
AR 55 5B T, BRI 8 B AR T LA TR S 15 RS AR 5 A R @R[ 1] ASHIFFE LA
E T VR — IR 1 IS [ A X 48 06 A R (R G AN, B IRTE AR S R AR BE R & Ak T HL DTk .
X m R AE ) i R T TSRS I, B SRR e RN i L Se At e bl 2, Blnde & A PR AR
PR ER AL VG Eh S, T AR T T 150 Co BHAG BT e B0 BE 5 ) AR

4.2. EREERAOFMME RS

TEA PR R AR, BEoCAE R, AR ) A5 AR AN IE 20 Sl ) e ot 1 1) 5 e i A7 ) s R 35,
FRUEAL IR R0 A8 0302 5-0.277. TEUCEAS B, AP — DR RAMESZ S S H—,
R EAE R e A AR — PR RO IR BAT B DR R I (AR DR S A A s B . A
38 I E IR AR R SO B], X AT N IR AR AR FR R RE (8] H T, KR T
i ek A MR P AN s g A T IR 1) R0 P2 3k RS , 1T W 5 2R 3 e W R BE N [l A, 3R oL i &
A5 FH Bty SR R A R AR R RE AN R B . B RVERE, KA ELE ARt BB ) R 8. x4 R A
PR RR LRSI o TR, T T Re B 7 —Fhgeit 22 s X RS fEdEd] 1 HEIR . SaKE S
JIEBAI R B )5, AERRFAFEAA A i 15 A AN IE, FCk IR e Y o 3 BRIy
BRERIER . X, AREFFAN AL T “SEAIE” SRR K 5528 8 128 HAURL K F 5 TR AR 2 14
KER, BIRIEZ(P>0.05). X458 F A NG P 48 2 (suppressor variable) 14 Wr: - 75 42 il B
IR BRI AR AR B T, BCm e e R E RO R AR AN, FERHE 7R ERE
ANid,  ARHE TR R S50 77 R A BB AT A AT, DA T A A5 L 3 X SR bR ] P DR SR 254 o

4.3. (OIRHER A N BN E 14 24

FEO AR FELERE (1R A 70 B ey, K825 55 AR B A RURE ) FOBRAEAL BTV R B 0.206, B A3 e FE N
0.196, M EGRIE AR R, RIFAKIRAE 5 10 SR OB RIS . s 8 &
REAT 3ok F i L OO bl A 3 B A i, OO BARGSAEAE S BN, 31X — R B s T3 ) et
RAEDIZRRAEIR Bt T BRI IOEMRE . AW T HE— DR, SRR B o K 5K K AR fEAL 13 R EON
0.157, RBLERTNAEM, T RREEIA 2 e 2T i F I R 8000 9-0.172 F1-0.157, RILHE A
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) A o XX oS 1 NSO B RO i B AR5 A A HLE R RS S K —— 5 i
A U AT ——SEBr LA B T iRshii e 0 SAE BR8N NS eI Rig vk
Az R RVARK, R fE R IRAG B DAEIR, WO PR e B A LR . X — X FIRER
BEMARLME R R, RO EARFE AR LM HLT AR, R iRl O B RO A B B B S B
S AECR T RIKE S — B IR, TR TR A T BB R Rk R S22 15 B DI REAR T -

44. ERERHRRAMERDH

AT RETR, FRGBREFEEEE TR, KRR EIH R %08-0.783, p E/T 0.001, H
K= RIUEEFEEARBIR LB o TARE R A . X% 5 e TR AR Dl R U A% 0 W A ) 5
BEEFELTE, Sl ol fBRE . e RIS AT SN F L RR PN, mERER . 7
B B 5 A S B A5 G AT D A AT ) R A Fr AT B D i o R AR AR SE 3K SRAL T M e T T
PRI IR T, R = KDY 2 A B T W o oL [ DR P46 e A ) 325 4 BRI e, stk AN 2 e
DR A B J80CRT RN TR B 8 AR (R B8 o ARORWIEFURT AN “ il B8 AN “IRFITE G Ik )7 AR,
PAE AR U6 X — sV T A Rt . AEAS QTR RS, K A AR A o B R A B A4 b P o b B v, IR
K W BUAT RE 2 A BEIRAS B R AS [ B A AL IR SR 3T s o B 5228 LB K — G Y], BRAE S 4H
SAL PSS RN TE B v, i e R ER R R [ A AR RE AT N IR STk, AR NORE R R T T
BRI ER B MRS B RDUFEH AT EL AT O ELE 7 -

5. &g

AW FEET ARSET 311 B RFAENTAEROROGAEEIE, RASEZ oLk ma7iE, fRAHERT
AR OB S A = SRR RV AR TR, B IRT:

(1) RZEA AR R 0 FL™ 8, BRAR ) A R o A E R H 2R IA 58.2%, HHEE B VA&
7 52.7%, SERMEREN & 6.4%. (EABMRAER, MENRR R FEMRY R, IREAE SV 5
DUV RA) Rl o S 3 () 7 T TRV 3, i N8 5 e R ol -5 42 1) P, 7 o e At FH N 1) g fe R il ) A e T T

(2) R AR BRI B R R ) R 2%, Lok i A 2 5 O B R o N 2RI 3, OB R
Fa, @A REMOCT AR S AR 25.6% 178 5, HARAEAL[RNH REETA 0.7330 X — RKILEIE 7%
HFAR CORBAUM” PR BB, R, R R T AR R s T A LS4 AE I 4 (1
T ARA ARG AL S8 1) F1 R B BECL B S W AR . UHRAERFEX BN DTSN 588 SR T Be AL 1K
T, R E SRR A R B TR B R R R

(3) Y LR R B ARG, RN SO T . BEFEST &, SRR EE T
B, K= KUUFEZA R0 Lo B R s TR . JUNEAS A, R 5 AR A v B B Ak R
P o LR, SRR BT TSRS R AT B 2K I B, MR ER BT 47[12],

(4) MR EFARIEG T2 B2 KT, {2V 2R A R S S5 4 It oA bl s T B . Je 4
W FE AT LE RAEA I L At 3dt— DA 36 RN o BE T A B m), v e fa B AR 454k 2 M3 3 o &
PER R PIRFR AR R T oK, Wi R ) &S IR R 550 F
E&WH

1.2025 4E] RERNRE N SEFLAGEARE B E “ ZR3E0 kA AR BEIRES 2 48 T TibLH] 5
AN AT OHHS: RW202536);

2.2025 F) T RERERE N G E B GEARVERIIUE <4128 A kb 2 S SO TS D 3R
IR FL: BT AREIAE KA~ (WH% S : RW202542).

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2026.1662463 2411 Il PR 2 2 3t


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2026.1662463

R

ok 5%

&5k

(1]

(7]

(8]

[10]

[11]

[12]

B, FhE, B, & EERK %4 2014-2022 SR @ BRG], P E S8 A, 2024, 45(8): 1162-
1165+1170.

MRS, KR, frE R, 2010-2020 [ Py H K 252 A O B4R 1) U HE 2R 19 Je o A [J]. (O FRRF Sl 2022,
30(5): 991-1004.

IR, JAEETY, WEdE, & Hp EDRE A AR BORAS KL 2 1 Meta 20T [J]. o EIJEIE R 52 4% 3K, 2023, 23(8): 901-
907.

TP, KA. KREFEAETAERRGU A & Hsm K 4 [J]. 8 L%, 2020, 39(21): 219-221.

BEAOTE, VP, X5, 2. H T E B3R (SHMS V1.0)M 3 EIAEE BT 4 BeR i Y ER A 52 [0]. A 4
RIEE2E, 2021, 24(7): 834-841.

VIZE, B, XIStih, 5. P EEE R EER N EBEMED]. M7 ERRR, 2019, 39(3): 271-
278.

FRE, B, BN, S5 22N TR E RO AR BERS B R R [T]. P B RO &, 2020, 28(7): 961-
966.

HA, TR BN R A IR BRI SO R AT I, P SRR R, 2025, 24(3): 85-88.

PR AR, TRz, WEAE, 55 R A TWAR RIS T VIR B CBVETT 5t K sgma R & 0 i —— DU EERLER
ZRBI]. AETNEE, 2025, 43(21): 125-129.

Cohen, S. and Wills, T.A. (1985) Stress, Social Support, and the Buffering Hypothesis. Psychological Bulletin, 98, 310-
357. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.98.2.310

T, 2. AR AR 2 A O B AR BT TR AT [T]. 3T Dol K3 R (L 2 B2 RR), 2024, 26(1): 75-
77+91.

Al HE S GER 2E AR AR RS I A B BN SR [T). % B RR, 2022, 8(34): 27-30.

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2026.1662463 2412 Il PR 2 2 3t


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2026.1662463
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.98.2.310

	东莞市大学生亚健康状况及影响因素研究
	摘  要
	关键词
	Sub-Health Status and Its Influencing Factors among College Students in Dongguan
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 研究对象及方法
	2.1. 研究对象
	2.2. 研究工具
	2.3. 统计方法

	3. 研究结果
	3.1. 样本的人口学特征
	3.2. 样本的健康状态等级分布
	3.3. 生理健康的影响因素回归分析
	3.4. 心理健康的影响因素回归分析
	3.5. 社会健康的影响因素回归分析
	3.6. 总体健康的影响因素回归分析

	4. 讨论
	4.1. 社会健康的驱动作用分析
	4.2. 生理健康的影响因素分析
	4.3. 心理健康的应激双面性分析
	4.4. 年级与总体健康负相关分析

	5. 结论
	基金项目
	参考文献

