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Abstract

To explore the effect of Peer Attachment on loneliness in College Students, and the mediating role
of Resilience, a total of 442 valid questionnaires were collected online by using the Peer Attach-
ment Scale, Loneliness Scale (UCLA) and Conner-Davidson Psychological Resilience Scale (CD-RISC).
The results suggested that peer attachment has a significant negative correlation with loneliness;
Peer attachment has a significant positive correlation with mental resilience; Loneliness has a sig-
nificant negative correlation with resilience. Psychological Resilience plays a partial mediating
role between peer attachment and loneliness. This study reveals that the peer attachment of col-
lege students can not only directly affect the loneliness, but also affect the loneliness through the
mediation of psychological resilience. The results of this study reveal the relationship and influ-
ence mechanism between peer attachment and loneliness, which has important reference value
for alleviating college students’ loneliness and improving their mental health.
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1. 5|15

PR AR IR AT B S B4 N BR OGRS BRI AL L 2 I 28 T LI 77 AR 10 T AR 15 B A4 3 (Frtts,
Sebby, & Zlokovich, 2009). ‘EEAFMAFETCBE . B B SRR 48 88 S VG 26, 3 0 2 i B O B (Rubin,
2017; Emerson & Jayawardhana, 2016). & a7 LI R385 K A 79 AATT 2 () R A2 30 B8 s, {HAATTY
PIOMBAR DG H0 3 7 i (Lasgaard, Friis, & Shevlin, 2016). H R 7 # 5 AR P2 A HLAIAFAE P AN [H]
M e HEHB VN MEERA 5N RSP 0 R TR 2, — HIXFh R 2R eI 2, F
FEAEAIMUB (Senderby & Wagoner, 2013); 1A A0 TERR WA #1252 0¢ BRI EWARTE . HAEE DL )L
5015 B R 7K P 2 e FEPTOMLURE /K - (1) 26 B2 R 26 (Marangoni & Ickes, 1989). MM ER G55 A T 4298 R L
FORf Ak 2 58 R FI P E 7 MR 7 A o TR S A 9 4K 7S (attachment) 78 6 v 3 v 1 B EE I A
(Mikulincer & Shaver, 2013; DiTommaso, Brannen-McNulty, Ross, & Burgess, 2003), K752 ME K RiTFE
W5 A NS IIRE . FRE IS RIS . RIS, BRI AR S (F B R SE TR e T AME
IR TAEB I = A . X U2 H IRAM N ISR AR D BERAE, YE T /MA S N B BB R R R I
X, R E SR 2 5 AN i B W (Bogaerts, Vanheule, & Desmet, 2006); 11 BE & MATE & it f
WA OB ARSI R [RIAE, M2 TG BV SRR R RIERE, 0002 AR /=2,
S AU (Heinrich & Gullone, 2006). RIS AMARITE (e Akgfd 4. DAt a@ My RAg
HER ORI EE, PhRE, W, E50EE, PR, BERE, 2016). TR IR AME MK REE 1)+
LR B, M B IR P A B3R A PRSI OB . AT SRR B O R, AL
Efl NI AT RSN, @SB, ARG NGRAR, BT, X%, Bk, 2017)K T 55 R [E 44
AR IR S e PRI T AR, 8 T R AEREAR, RIS AR R T2 1R A S A ] R s oy Tl AT f ek
KPR SEREE &, Parkhurst A1 Hopmeyer 45 IR #EIS € H IR R R AR B )\ R AL 7R IX — IR IR 1A
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(A A 25 T 38 3T 50 25 A RV % 8 ) 2 53 BpIOMUR 1) 77 A= (Parkhurst & Hopmeyer, 1999), AN [FIAF 58 7R E K
S R R S A R RE FE TR BG (FR 5 0, P8, 20085 AL, dHmEGE, i, ST, T
TR, 2018). RAFHIFIFEARSE B TAMESAG RN nT ARG, 6 At 2 T2, 7 3 AR,
BEMR O g R R R MR, AR FEER R AMAE Z R R e A, S8 = R 90
IR, MASEHERIES, ER2FBUME SR BE (i, Beld, =R, B, 2019; Wright,
Perrone-McGovern, Boo, & White, 2014), 4HIHF 7R A R SR 2 AR R, RIFFRAKD
ARG BT (D5 45, xRS, S, 2017).

OISR AMA RIE IR B O UG RE I EEE, DA SR ARG T B FRK R IR T . o0 B R
PEVE AN SR A AR 3% SR B BT ARG 1R B ORAP A FH B B2 0, B 1 P 7 10 B 5 08 (L A WL 55
FAME (PRI BE IR (U 5 BE SCRFAE) o OIS IR R4 PR 25528 (the protective factor model) A AN & BTl A
IR R R Aets S R R R AR AR, AN 5 sk T 7 4 4 45 e 6 R 38 X AN O Je D 5
BEM AR A G, XA IE N . RAF OB AR e AT R W RIRE S B iR
REFI A2 A 7= 1 5 T B A B 2 520 (Davydov, Stewart, Ritchie, & Chaudieu, 2010), T4 A (T %54,
TR, 2012) 96 F- O BRI 5 A VETH RUE L R R SR B, O RME 5 AR TR R R IEA O, iy
HEAR T R R RS R MR B AT R SE AR . DR, O BRSO X AN ) R R R B R LA A R
B OHEBMEE MR R E, BE AT DL AR A AR TR, mT BEAE (R AR 7 5 IO 2 8]
EHRNER . — 5T, R EE N MR 228 R R P R R R 4G, AN A G B i A
(R B AN IR, R AR AT, MK L Lo B M AT B AR, Th 1K, 7 X, 2016;
FIMSAE, AT, ¥R, 5KkEE, MErte, 2019). H—JhiH, GOERFRME(E AR SR, REEE
AT DRI AN R AR £ RO AR 1), o BRI AP AR, REBE R B0 B 22 1003 BEUR R AR
B ERIET A G AR K R, WFARY OB SR A, BAR OB Mk, Bk
O BIPIMUB(T A, Semsis, DL, SR, MPHE, 2017; @S, BRAE, XIRZE, 10T, EAEE,
2017).

g ERTR, AR AR IR i s BN 3R O3 2R S0 AU SCRe, 3 = 2 (A1 FIALA A B f
BRI, AR B 50 0T [E AR A 5 IO 2 8] 1) 5% R BEATHR T,k — PR O BB R DR 3 18 R 3 AE =
ZIAIPE AL . RA = Z IR R, AR T KA O A AL, sk 5 Al AN FIA: 25 1 g
BOHSR IR, An s s O B B 2 B PG S B . WOASHIF AR B o0 B R 7 K 2 )
WA S IR (B R A E R, BRIV R A i 2 e O B KT, 17 PR AR AIOUB K

2. ARF=*
2.1. #i

R A KA N T R, SRR LIS R A T, KK 463 104, S BRA71E B B A 2
AR EE SRS ECNT 2 8 EIEE GRS 442 (rA MG, AR 95.46%. Hi 54 157 A
(35.52%), Lt 285 A (64.48%); Jh/E T4 130 A(29.41%), RS T4 312 A(70.59%); I %~ 185
AN (41.86%), fehizrE 257 N(58.14%); K—83 A, K66 A, K=93 A\, KIY159 N\, KH 41 N(H
ZEAR ARG KR 2 BERiEE 2, TP, DSR2 k).

22. fiRIR

221 FIREKREER
K E SR ST 1 b SO BE R AEAR S 8] 3B o (1 [F) PR AR Ay B (E 4 e, XA, 05, 1
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i, 2008). ZERIL 25 DTH, MFEMEE. FFEGE. FAFRE =RV MR R R
RARH] Likert TLRi Py, 1 “IRARFE” PSR b5 “IRIAFE" , RERS DR YMAR R
KPR, AHIEFE A A AR R R I A S B R 0 0.88.

2.2.2. MIRER

K Russell &2l [¥] UCLA ISR R (EE =M TSR, 1ERH TIEAA A i E S5
SERRACT I 2 B = AR I (Russell, 1996). iZ &I 20 N H, KA Likert U35y, M1 “UA” B
R 4% — 7, BRI R MO BBy o At ST R U SR 1) A — B R %0k 0.84.

223 LEBRMHER

K Yu Al Zhang 814517 1) 7R SCAR Conner-Davidson 0P 14 & % (CD-RISC) (Yu & Zhang, 2007),
ZEEILBATH, WRFREPME. RN, RUE=AYERE, R Likert FAEY, M1 “HURAR” &
BIESR 5 “—HuW” , ERAEEREA RO BERE . A FT A O B P R A P — S
304 0.90.

2.3. WiEALE

K F SPSS25 HEAT a4 #T, 46T I Z= 8 IE 1 431 Bootstrap 144 Sobel & 3E AL (7 Ay, Gk,
BRI, 2012), ASHFFE R A iE IS i 5000 4> Bootstrap AEASSRALHHH AN BUN 95%F B A5 X Ia], H-HH
Hayes % il 1) PROCESS #fi {1 of Lo BB L [ o A B idEAT 22 57 2 3 AL 36 (Hayes, 2018; Heinrich & Gul-
lone, 2006).

3. &R
3.1. XRAZERENIERSKIE

T B AR EEER B F MR B, ATREAAAEIL R TV w22 0N, o KA A s A e SR g W (A 7
JEArE, 2004), RA Harman SR EARIENT BT W5 D0 B 37 R IER 104, 458 kK3, KMO 18
4 0.9, Bartlett {4 12065.73, df = 2415, p < 0.001, $HEAR KT 1 IR FF 18 A, fl R 1 5 248 5 60.64%,
HAE—DERS RIS R N 21.26%, KT G F b 40%. i B BTN AR & (A AN A7AE ™ AL [R5 i 22
32. EBEMAOFEEEER

XPSAR RN LA R 2 R TR A . 45 SRR 1 Ak 2), LA RS (t=7.96,p < 0.01,d =
0.78) AL BR g4 (t = 2, p < 0.05, d = 0.2) /K3 3 = T 534, H 55 AR IR K 1 2. 3 1 T 2o 2B (t = 2.83,
p<0.01,d=0.27); FEMAT LI A AR AR K S 3 e T AR 1 2o (t = 2.16, P <0.05, d = 0.22); i1 K%
A B R AR A AT B 25 AR A K2 (t= 2.24, p < 0.05, d = 0.22) . AR ISR 2 53 .35, F(4, 441) =
417, p<0.05, KRPYZARFEEKEAKFE ST RK—. K. R=F4 R RER K (p < 0.01).

Table 1. Differences in demographic variables of each variable
F1 ETENAODZFTEER
5 ML K bk

e 5 4 ! 2 s Y H !

*

FERA  3.28+045 3661053 7.967 3.44+056 356+052 2.16° 3.59+056 3.48+051 2.24"

OPESAEPE 232+£054 243+056  2.00 232+048 241+058 178 240+055 238+0.56 0.26

*

MK 2354036 224+046 2837 230+041 227+044 063 227+045 229+0.42 0.45
: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, p<0.001. FHE.
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Table 2. Grade difference of each variable

®2 BLEEBNERER

K— K= K= PN K F
I f AR 3.40 £ 0.56 3.47+0.51 3.49+0.56 3.66 +0.51 3.44 £0.46 417"
7|V 2.32£0.40 229 +0.44 2.30 £ 0.45 221 +0.47 2.36+0.28 1.52
IV C 2.41+0.62 2.34£0.55 2.29 £0.52 2.47 £0.55 2.34£0.51 1.89

3.3. TEMMAMSEITTERMEX T

%3 BT MR AIUHUBE, OB RR G 45 SR S AR R AR DG R B 5 R R,
[ AR AN AT R 22 8] S 25 R 5% (r = —0.63, p < 0.01), [A) FE AR A AL B3 22 8] 3 2 IE A 9% (r = 0.50, p <
0.01), CoBEaH M FIAIMIRK 2 [A] i 35 71 AH ¢ (r = —0.54, p < 0.01).

Table 3. Correlation between descriptive statistics and variables
3. WA MG ERANT R EEX

% i RN P& Lo
A AR AR 3.52 0.53 1
PR 2.28 0.43 —0.63** 1
OB 2.39 0.56 0.50%* —0.54** 1

3.4. TEREMEAS AP ER ST

Bt R R, DRI TRNAS &, O AR AR, IO S R A B4
OIMT o G HER I, [F) R AR S G A TR AR (B = —0.54, P < 0.001); [7l LR 7% 55 35 1 i F 0 Co BE 3 (B
=0.55, P < 0.001); [F) A4 4 80 3 55 . 325 471 1) F3000 TR (B = —0.41, P < 0.001; B = —0.23, P < 0.001) (A,
% 4),

Table 4. Regression analysis of the relationship between variables

4. BLEEXFREIADH

=375 72 RGP FR EYEEY - #vE2 ¢
iR oA & R R2 F B t
PR &) R AR 7 0.63 0.40 146.96 -0.54 —16.81%**
L [EIEEX TN 0.50 0.25 73.56%** 0.55 11.91%**
[EIREFN 0.68 0.47 127.26*** -0.41 —11.86***
PR
gL -0.23 —7.28%*%*

KH PROCESS 27 H iy 4, 0o BE s A [] fi A AT AIURRRS 8] 1) Hh AV R AT S5 3 A B (A
K1), g5 R T A BON 2 (ab = —0.12, SE =0.02, 95% & (5 [X[A]: [-0.17,—0.08]). M4k, i
OVERFAPE T, [ AR IO ) B RN B (¢ = —0.41, SE=0.03, 95% & fF[X[f]: [-0.48,—0.34]).
DR, o B SPEAE [RI AR AR A IR Z AT 2 AR, R 2808 o5 S 28R B9 23.3% .
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ab=-0.12*
DIREEE

a=0.55" b=-0.41"

¢ =-0.23"*"
c=-0.54**

GRS

h 4
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Figure 1. The path of psychological resilience between
peer attachment and loneliness

1. LIRS 2 F AR RO 2 [ B 12
4. g
4.1. EHEMRE, MamEL, OEEEANSS

FEAWETEH, AR AR AL B ACE B T 3 2R, T B AR IUBOK 2 T2k, XY
EHEPIRER—(HD, MG, 2009; 255, L2, LI, 2018; Frate, A70E KM, X3,
2018), —Jyihi, HHFXRERRTROMERN S, LV EE R EARASR SRR, T
FRAR U E LRI PE, MRS A A A BRI SCHE, R L A2 3R I H B ) R AR A Ko RIS ARG
T, LR A 2 AR, 2 2k R IO S AT e [P 3SR R, 1 B P U e B SRom A Ak
SRR, PR 2k, BRI RTE 2 (K . g J5 T, S PR T PR R DI T A SRR
P RS AT FE B G A RAG 5, T T A WIVF A 5 B B ke S5 SRR, S5t 1 5 R R B
FEABR, 5 MG R L S), SECLE KB,

BEAh s AT I T R 2 A MR A K2 2 B R PR A AT o TR A R 2 AR A A R 2 R
W24 R AR AR TR — B R =% RIS OEFIFER B, Wmeat, 2, S5, 5550,
SRS, 2018 5295, £, EUIE, 2018). MHFAHRS TARKS, ARSI ST E I E AR, M
IR, EASPARE RN 2R, FIHRIL S R 3F BT AL 7 Mk,
IR LRI, FERRKIME AR A R IR S 5, FEAE T TP I AR TR S P R SR RAE
LEYNIBETYE S S I NEN) o |27 188 SN ctd s e I S ) B e A N T N 2 o AN Tl N
K=Y, XARER BT R 2T ARG IR S IR, BRI S22 R 1 T B WA RS A, M
MBI 2R B ANIE D), MERBIFEMEC RSP N TR E EE, A4 KDY 224 1 A AR
TR TR —ER=FH,

4.2. FHRE. DERMSTMR=EZERXR

ASHITFE r [A] AAR AATCo ZE A S 25 07 1) PO TR, ) PR AR 2 3 1 [ O o B SRE . 3X 5 AT
FAER—B( S, WA, XIE2e, L7, AR, 2017; kAR, REUHT, xI%, B30, 2017; W
B, Sebgis, FfESE, SUOR, MOHE, 2017; FEESLE, XIGREEE, XIR 2017). MRS RBOLIIAEASC
FER T DG IE N (IR, RS MR AN & B rh P R, R R AR
KA BEMSAT RO D AR 28 R L. I A B SRR AP R FEL, — HIX R 2oLk
20 LIS, AP AEPUBUR, O BRSRAE AR AN A S T AR 2B i AR I i A A PRI PR BRI, XA 0
HE {gk B LA AR L BB R R I (80, 5K K, 2012), AU AN 2 B 5 BT 1B 2 IEA
e AL H AL A I AR B A SV I, T B SPE RS 1 RO AR TR A AN B, WS BEM B
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NBREIR . B RESE, X (13 E A 5 O B M 7K T IR AN A /D A6 8 IR, K] b ) ek 70 o B
S S5 2 0 ) SR AIAUER < 117 Bowlby FRIARZSER 18 A AN IR AR AR AT il i 30 AR AR AL fr i AR ML T LA
FILEAR R R BEI AR [ A B3 o6 2 (Bowlby, 1982). [RIAEARK 25 1 5 B B AN Wi b B2 ANk 1 B 26, B
AL GIEE (AR, YE225%, 25400, 2010). DAk iy o 2 0 [ R A0 2 T DASE & AR T o 3 Al A 9 =
PR R A ZE o3 BRI AME O RR BT BEUR, T B = (R Co B, R b R A 28 T D Y 35 1 1) 0
O HRBPE

4.3 LEENERHKTSIMRZ BN R NMER

ARSI AT R, Lo B PEAE ) AR AR A IR AR 56 2 R 7 R AR T 3 B TR PR A
(BRI R 7 A o 3 T DA I o 2 592K A 1] A8 B T 2 0 K 2 B IR PR 77 A o WL B
VENA R I AT B RE S T BB T 0 #8975 G R DR 3 MR RE I B BRI PE R 3R, B RES 1A 9 s>
PR AN 0 A S BRI, 3 TR A AR AR X AR 37 24 (Davydov, Stewart, Ritchie, & Chaudieu,
2010). SULEIS, IR R AT MY EE AL BERPE BRI, L, AARES R R R R A B
OERFAEACE, I SCE MR AR NI [J AR A At 2 S S R v i Ikl , A
JSES A i A ) B AR B, R AR s, AN AR RO Bt R (RO C B, R TR
HEFi 75, 2018)0 BEAL, VERFREAE NI RIS, AL AT AT AR AN R 45 A0 B A B )
A BEFE AR BE 5 U 0 5 2 (1 O BE BRSNS SR IROREETT B SO NBRIC &R, /R0 B O (1
S, WRAE, X Ze, 0T, HAEE, 2017). TIARMURG™ AR AL A 7R EERAA RN TRB SR T A
k. — I, M ERAERRERR AL MR T, gD AR A SO L RIAEK
A T R P Co BR P B o U T MO A 2 R R I L IR B 2 BRI LASR T B B Bk & DAL R AR
VeI LA e MR, AT B IR PR i 0 A s 0 et ) A AR AP BT

5. &

AW TR TR RO 2L B, DR TR TR 52 A O B A e A B LU o 7 ] R 4 1
FRIEAA R KA AT i SR A 2 R PR B, SR s 26 FLAIOMURS il RLREAT T T, B
T A F AR RN NAZEE W) RN EGE O BRI A 2 A O B R, BLIRAS

R I T R
E&UH

AT T B AR R 2 I ST (20 20000) (2 )
S5 3wk

BRE U, B H(2008). AR S GUFE #E 2 SCREX K 5242 O BRAR BRI . 1 ]Il O PE 4%, (5), 534-536.

MRz tE, 25800 TS, XIEH-T-(2018). [RIFREAR ARG H b 4 W 28 e (I 52 M A T 0 TR A 3OS, 7 [ 0 P2 4
26(6), 1091-1095.

XEARIE, HhiErE, 77 X (2016). M1 AERIMEAR A SRR R B SRR N ER. O 577 5z, 14(2),
145-151

$45, T2, TWINE(018). KEEAEFRMEKSIAL: B FRINFBEME S NG RKRWTNMER. AR OPEZ 5,
26(4), 772-775+779.

LI, SHBER, FHE, FEEVE, ETENE, IKEE(2018). REAIMUBT N BRoE RBURIITN AT, 1 FH IR P4 (712,
32(11), 53-55.

TIA, okEE, EREEE(2012). AR R TEAMBCR B E: RS R, LRSS HE, (1), 105-111.
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