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Abstract

Purpose: To explore the relationship between dependency on mobile phone, sensation seeking
and suicidal ideation in rural left-behind children. Methods: A questionnaire survey was con-
ducted among 201 rural left-behind children using a test method. Results: 1) Demographic va-
riables have significant differences in sensation seeking, dependency on mobile phone and suicid-
al ideation; 2) There is a significant positive correlation between dependency on mobile phone
and sensation seeking, dependency on mobile phone and suicidal ideation, sensation seeking and
suicidal ideation, and dependency on mobile phone and sensation seeking may significantly pre-
dict suicidal ideation; 3) In the influence of sensation seeking on suicidal ideation, dependency on
mobile phone plays a part of the mediating effect. Conclusion: 1) Demographic variables have an
impact on the sensation seeking, dependency on mobile phone and suicidal ideation of left-behind
children in rural areas; 2) For rural left-behind children, if they are more dependent on mobile
phone and get higher sensation seeking, they present stronger suicidal ideation; dependency on
mobile phone and sensation seeking have a predictive effect on suicidal ideation; 3) Dependency
on mobile phone plays a part of the mediating effect on the influence of sensation seeking on sui-
cidal ideation.
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Ak, BEERAMESMAT N R R, TEMAENEA TR, R3S Tk
WZ. B2, HTE5FRAAMEMFEAMIRE], W% TARAEAES T L RER T, Bk, @7I)LE
RS HEEOR >, 2018). BsF)LEEEW & 18 ¥ L FIJLE, MAIEERE, i —2
SBFE AL BT TR T TAERE IS =/ A OfIe, FERNAE, 2007). HHTRXBEAIE S, By LEMELEZE
Hopth )L —FERISZAIERL,  [RIbAb AT 25 5) BB [ 8, B <7 L A O B ) B BLAE 1B 2 31 % L 1Y
KVE(H e, 2017).

JEE TR AT SRR RF . AR 38 R 5 VB 2R (Zuckerman, 1995). XL SR I 7T 32 Bk
BT RIZFSLIG (GE S, 2017). ERIELZAYERE, hinydy B S RAEiMH 5. Xa 8% 3Rk
SEFER RSSESI LT, KAl ik 2 AR 77 2SR S 20 B (4= He,  2018).

EER e DA RE R A RESE X MER B ARSINUAEE, (HRAMEILE A KBS bR AT 3)
(U2, 2014). ABFARHE, B FILEERKERR R, HBRTRA. KELTR0. %G55 /i
LB H A B SR R (H AR R, JRIL, 2011).

HADFRGE TR B ARG B A, TNV N S R, B 7 L2 BT o B R,
WHBAL B, 7522 FHR N Z R rE R it as, 2011, ghrpig, 2019). FG, ASCETER
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ANBFFUAKT B 7 JLE FHUK L TR BARZIIRSRR, AN B~ JLE AL B, (et L&
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2. 7
2.1. FHREMR

RIUERIFE A7 A T8 220 43 38, H A 24 198 4, A R0R 90%. ZEA AR “F 2T
7 BREHAEBRAEOLHETH, REBH AR “EAR0AM7 . CSEREERE . ‘X
KR EL” M “BAGKBRR” o« WK L

Table 1. Frequency of cognition of learning, communication with parents

F 1 FIANNEE, SREBEKAF RN

BE(N) BE(N)
1RG H 136 IR 6
) REHH TCRiE 56 AN 1
BH 6 5 BEAEFR — 79
1R 24 B 84
JUH—& 16 TR 18
ZAHRE R BH—K 24 WA 6
B 97 b 42
B TLIR 37 FENB RS EElin) 85
7 53
B2 12

22. MIRFG*

22.1. BLEFHERKBIRITESE

KHE 25NT (FDEFIM KB ETFER) . ZERSNAYER, Al “BWrER” .
CHIRYE” L BN o ZEFRA 5 Ak, BRIVE 1340IH, H o RECH 0.87 (MG 2R,
2013).

222 BLEREIRER
KRR Sk AT I b ERRTE DR TR ) o ZEEAENYEE, R %
B R TR AR HNE] 7 o A 3 itk M 30 M H, Hoa RN 0.871 (MEIIEIAS, 2006).

223 AREZBRER

KHABHRmITH (BAREGHFER) « ZERDSAWANLERE, 20l W7 . “4BE” . “F%
M7 CHERR” o AERLL T BB AE T bRdE, IETUE HAEE =7 Il 4 RIVE H &
% “/R7 id—. MAKTET 122 WHAAAES, HHIGE A2 KTET 4, WP RIEE
BT A 26 i EMH , b 9 T H A RBIHr H , %A B 1) o RECH 0.783 (H 245, 2002).
2.2.4. BRAIBS R

] SPSS22.0 BEATGit- b, MM 7RG Tz TR B EEE. MR, LR
RIS SRS VR 22 8 RS
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3. &R
3.1 REBTFIIERREIKMNZEINNTENEROWH

R 2EREIR, £ ARG HM” b, B IFRENEE KL SR B Y AEREER. FRE
HILRRIL, fE “MNESERTRT A T REAR L, AN TR R B S LIRS A
N RN ILE; £ LM~ t, WA T A B S5 LI A7 T8 1A K
SFILEE . NS FI B <7 )L BRI GEA RS 1500 e

Table 2 Analysis of cognition of learning of left-behind children’s sensation seeking
2. BFILERREIKRIZEANHANES T

M HERI K I B3R
1R H(n = 136) 27.50 + 8.04 18.11 +4.32 45.60 + 10.62
23] A ﬁﬁﬁi‘%(n =56) 28.41+8.88 20.41 +4.43 48.82 +11.31
¥ (n=6) 38.33+5.72 21.00 + 6.57 59.33 + 10.65
F 5.043" 6.158" 5.842™
1 **FE P<0.01.
3.2. REBTFILEFINEKBHNARTES
# 3 EREFY, £ “HSRBPAEREE” L, “MEER” M CFHURBUSAAR” B0 EREER.

FEZEILBKI, “S5XERABREANRE" MEA ) LELEFIUE 150 BT “ 5 EE
FEAR R B sr )L, RIS ACRAERE AN, FHUKEBSE mmE. £ “ERARRLEE” -, “%f
SRYE” A FHRBUEAR” B AEREZE R, FRZEIBRI, WO FFR BT LEAET
WU b 455 e, EENERRSCRHIRBUR 2, FHUKBIRR AL, 72 “#IRBAEH” L, F
A AN YEER IR E E R BREZELRA, ¥ IRE ) LEFIUK
A3 B

Table 3 Analysis of different variables of left-behind children’ dependency on mobile phone
3. BFILEFNEKRBNARTESH

A HRE IR R By RN FHLAH:
TR (n = 6) 15.83 + 4.40 5.50 + 3.78 8.67 +2.34 30.00 + 9.86
A& (n = 11) 16.08 + 5.65 6.83+3.74 10.6 +3.47 3358 +12.35
o —f(n = 79) 12.81+5.79 5.61 * 2.26 9.10 + 3.48 27.52 +10.40
5B EFEE
B (n = 84) 12.34 + 3.94 5.35+2.24 8.45 + 2.90 26.14 + 7.89
IR (n = 18) 9.95 + 3.36 447 +150 8.53 +3.37 22.95 + 7.07
F 3.762" 1.977 1.472 2.840"
MAN(N = 6) 14.33 +5.01 5.83 +3.76 9.67 +2.94 29.83 +9.43
W/ (n = 42) 14.33 + 6.38 6.26 + 2.82 9.98 + 3.85 30.57 +11.97
o A (n = 85) 12.49 + 4.68 553 +2.34 8.80 +2.97 26.83 + 8.69
FERBERREE .
2% (n = 53) 11.71 +3.98 4.85+1.85 8.27 + 3.09 24.84 +7.87
JJE(n = 12) 11.00 +4.11 4,75+ 1.54 7.50 +2.39 23.25 + 7.45
F 2.287 2.485 2.417 2.972"
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Continued
1R F(n=136) 11.53 +£4.30 4.92 +1.99 8.22 +2.99 24.67 +8.14
FEHTi8(n = 56) 14.86 +5.51 6.63+2.77 10.3+£3.25 31.79 +10.21
O REHH .
(N =6) 17.17 +5.23 7.17+2.29 10.0 + 4.05 34.33+9.50
F 12.93™ 13.31™ 9.515™" 15.232""

E: *UE P <005 **LFE P <0.01; ***{FE P <0.001.

33. REBTFILEARERNTEZESH

*ARY, fE CHUEHYEREE” E, BRESHEEESNERER I MAAEREER . HEH)E
ZHEIERI, SUEHEREDRHE, BRAESHMIMI. £ “SASKERA” ZE L, “HRW”
BT “ARESEE” SO EREER. 292 HEUEER, 88 5HKAR — KRS LXK E
JLEARESEMET RSB SRR A — KK )LE, HSEHRABIE, B5I)LEN AR
BOAMBAC. £ “EARTAM” AR L, “4AR” Hy. R BT CARESEMER” 8047
FERFEESR. FRZELBTM, AN “EALHE” MET)LEARESHI S TUO “FRE
H” B Sy L3

Table 4. Analysis of different variables on suicide ideation of left-behind children
4. BFIIEBRESNAETZENH

#i S MR HAES
IRAH (n = 6) 7.50 + 3.51 1.50 + 1.64 2.17+1.33 12.5+5.128
A& (n = 11) 7.08 £3.60 2.08 £1.93 2.67+1.50 13.08 +5.25
. —f&(n = 79) 6.18 +3.81 1.92+1.59 1.90+1.35 11.29+5.26
HRepmateE

i & (n = 84) 4.32 £3.05 0.93+1.33 1.59+1.11 8.40 +4.01
1R (n = 18) 2.53+252 0.95+1.13 1.16 + .96 6.58 +3.15

F 7.702"™" 5.806™" 3.629” 8.476™"
1R/ (n = 24) 6.32+0.71 2.20+0.30 1.92+0.25 11.68 +0.96
JUA —(n = 16) 5.94 +0.89 1.88+0.37 1.81+0.32 10.69 + 1.20
) fH—K(n=24) 5.83+0.73 1.75+0.31 1.79+0.26 11.17 £ 0.98

AR

&AW (n=97) 451+0.36 1.04+0.15 1.72+0.13 8.64 +0.49
LR (n = 37) 5.21 +0.58 1.42+0.24 1.66+0.21 10.13+0.78

F 1.882 3.943™ 0.189 3.026"
1R F(n = 136) 4.60 +3.43 1.08 +1.35 1.65+1.22 8.94 +4.54
FEHTi8(n = 56) 6.32 + 3.69 221+1.71 2.04+1.29 11.70 +5.33

2 REEH i

% H(n=6) 6.67 +3.93 1.50+1.38 1.50 + 1.64 10.83 + 4.80

F 5.377" 12.106™" 2.052 6.785"

#: *{FER P <0.05; **{FE P<0.01; ***{*& P <0.001.

34. REBFILEREI K, FHIABSBRESXNEXSH

75 XA B LB FHURM Bt TR E R E & S BTSSR B, AT ILE
1 “IRETFR” 5 CTHURED BRE EA(r=0.254, P <0.01); KAEFILER “FHUKE” 5 “H
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BR” BEZFEMX(r=0378P<0.01); &MNEFILEMN “BiETRK” 5 “AREE” BEZFEMX
=0.223, P < 0.01).

= ¥

Table 5. Correlation analysis of sensation seeking, dependency on mobile phone and suicide ideation
F 5 BFIILERRIK, FHKBSERESHEXSH

FHLHA: TR HAES
FHUA: 1
JEGEF R 0.254™ 1
HAES 0.378™ 0.223" 1

v **FE P<0.01.

35, RFBEFILERIET R, FHKBX B RBSHEVISH

NTH—PRAATEZERR, L CBRES” AEAERE, DL TR” A CFHRE”
VRTINS S gE AT 150 U 43 i‘% 6 SRR, LA )LER TRk 5 “FHKIS” 7L “B
AT T 16% M)A R, B TR 5 CFHURER” T RLEEE TN ¢ BAES” K (F = 18.92,
P <0.001). [BIVH77FEN: E%‘_am(v) 2.086 +0.138 x &5t F3K +0.342 x FHLAKH

Table 6. Regression analysis of sensation seeking, dependency on mobile phone and suicidal ideation

F# 6. BF/LERREI K, FIKBSEFRESHNEXNN

TR PRI AR R? B Bata t F
FHUHAL 0.179 0.342 5.068
o HARS 0.160 18.92

LT3R 0.061 0.138 2.043

E: R P <0.001.

3.6. ERREFIKEBREFEFHURBIHI PN

T R A A SN ) R ¢, RVBEE TR R B IR RN, A5 R% e =0.227
(t=3.288, P <0.01) H 2% )5, KKK REL a (BT RxF /28 & F LA T 48 17 Z08%) Al b (B
TR AT LA [F] IS TEON A A B B b /AR Bt E R RO I RN) , Sk e il . F: %k a = 0.261 (t = 3.813,
P <0.001)F1 b =0.342 (t=5.068, P < 0.001) & &.3%; f&J5, fiR% c, BPE=E 7 AL & F UK R
W) J B 3 SROGS I R R I LR AN, AR R R ¢’ =0.138 (t=2.043, P <0.05), Hab5cH5,
AIANTEIRGE TR 5 B AR E &N, FHUKRBAELES 2 R AR, ARSI A 39.32% . B2 fifd s
A LA 1,

Table 7. Mediating effect of dependency on mobile phone between sensation seeking and suicidal ideation
£ 7. FHIKRBAERZEIKANBREREMN PN RAL

PR [ )5 77 72 B SE t
i Y =0.227(c)X 0.101 0.031 3.288™
b7 M = 0.261(a)X 0.227 0.058 3.813™
o Y = 0.342(b)M 0.179 0.035 5.068""
e +0.138(c)X 0.061 0.030 2.043"

E: *UE P <0.05; **LFE P <0.01; ***{%E P <0.001.
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Figure 1. Mediating effect diagram
E 1 AN REE
4. Tfig

41 RAETIERREIRNZEINNZEN ST

WSRO <7 LI, HEGE F RO UG, XATaEA BL R LN ER, 25—, DO IRA
FIBEE 7 LB KA I R AR 23, A BIEHIRIN A ST R T LA AL ST LB TR GF, R4E A
FORBL A Bz ) S ) ) L2 AT DUSE A B & 8 B AE G R (VT 2012), ARATIER 2B 3 i Bl A 'S
Bz (AT AR R Il DRLEAAT TR SE SR A 0 AR A 28—, AN ST I LEAE 22 5] AT REAF
AL L, 32— A B EAB N L AR R FE, 1L 3SR A8 SR 5 2 B AT oy 71 8
AL, ARG T R A A IS A S i (KR 2E 12, 2015). BB A, BrbbA e
SUARA I B <7 LB R R 3SRk P BE A

4.2. REBFILEFHINKRBHFREER S

S5 R AR B 7 )L 5 A BRAE R BEANH . 5B RED, KTNSO K E. KT
(AERBEOSAH BLAEAE . & il, ) LEBAEA RIFreiE, Wikse A\ 24k, LIRS
BB A ORI MY, S B ) L B S, DA RO B S ) LEE S B H I R AR R
T2/ (Kenny & Rice, 1995; Laible et al., 2000). &, ETWEANY, XA, H7)LESERH0Hm
R, WOIITE T EARA RN, FUyOE T M EpiR, PAksRRh OB (6%, 2018). Lepp
SN TR, SR IRR/K P B8 8 7] B S BUMA A S A T A B 2 AR IR BT LR i) >
% (Lepp et al., 2016).

IR SR LB TR UK AR . 3X 0] BeA2 A 2 S IRA ) LB 240 5 2 i (] N
B, WEES AAFTEETE” , R AT B R B A, FHLRRE R A, SOW
WRZE ST, AT RS ) F 2% 2] DA 7, IAE 2 4 BRAT IR AR, Rl 5 1%
gy, AT A DTE M 2, AR, TGRS A B = 2 SIS LA 22 2] J7 ik H3REE
DU T BEREAR, X5 SR B A, S MESRAT 5 ST A e, AN S (Ve o, 2021). A WAL R B
ARG, 5 B JLEEXT 2 ) BA BTN T8R5S00 B JLEX 3 E
SCFH BRAEA R, YOS IR E L, iR A SEEE %2 b3 L (5, 2019), e FHl,
HET = A F AU -
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43. REBFILEBRESHAEERSH

WS R RGBT . 5B R E, RAET)LEMNERESBIK. X557 %
LN —E, MATAH T L EH R E SRS T RNGIEMR SR R E IEHE R R, WEmE
MR ATREAE JLEE 77 A A &Sk (584, 2012). M FRERESLEN S, AT BHEE S0
A RVE, ACBEX Bk Z 507, U7V IE A 2 = s ) LB 1) OB g BRI, EEE A LE
HARS. Kb, ZAREE ) LE AP R, SRS B AR O R AR HF, 2017). —TioT
S HT 4 FABFE B ACBHME OGN LB H D1 B R 83k A ™ E 2 (Goschin et al., 2013).

AN S ARM B S LB AR B S S T E S I RN B 57 L& X Re A LN LANER, 28—,
LB EOBAEF ] b, R GRS, FibARARSD: BomRS L LEEELL
ANEME I LELE S ) gt L, AT7EE ) FEREIAME, BEnRe | CrEAE E bR, VSN
AEAHW, FHEARESHE D, MR, NERPVRSA RS Z R FKEFZE AN, PR
BERMEE LR RMCEE, o5 LEOR REBUR, OIEFRR R, MER A% T LUK
MAMAR) 2B S (s, 2021), JLEBERSPAEEARES.

4.4. FHKBERKI RS BRESEN P IH

2 45 R I FHURIS E A& M. Oshima 25%f F 2% 17920 A#EATBFFCR B, 2] ey 3% )
ST RS T A IO AL RE, T AR T I B LR, TR A,
TS 75/ 457 A B 4 1) £ P8 1 45 (Oshima et al., 2012). BRItk 0 2500 A A P 6 PR RS 30 L O R ATART .
Sahin S 5 th & BT HLACKUIL S8 ™ T 2R DB, AEBRRIAE, WA E A& & (Sahin et al., 2013). X
A PRI SIS T, R B FHUE X)L S0 R R AR A 2. LB 4 (1 5
FHUSIEHE ATy, BUILTFHUER AR 2 240 Lo = 2% . e, ERSR MR RAT AL, 2017). B
e, AR 4 R LB O T AL PR, 7T AR S b B RO 44 34T 9 il i Roser et al., 2016).

RESE TR S TN I BIEASE, BSOS SRACT IR, FHLRB ™5 . X5 LB
BEFCH R, NI [T S A A P B FHURBR(NS £, 2015) Joinson 4 i 7 eIk A o
HLHIIRE TN ARIAT A B TEV 4 Joinson, 1998), SRR T AMATHURMEAIFLEE 15k 4P
EAHSG, ZAMBIRLRE R, FHURBRIEE.

B 25 50 o R IUBBE 3R 5 R T IR 5 TEM G . 50 R e I B VR R R B R L 7 57
PESRTE S, DLESE T RACT B IO 2 5 4 OB 5 T el B (St %, 2011). Glenn % T-H
BAT ABFFRIL, TSR R, M 051 AT RE MR K (Glenn & Klonsky, 2010). [ )34 4 v 7%
FHURARIR 5L FSRIEN T [ J3 77 05 235 BN A R . (R, b LA™ 35010 B = ) L3 1 G
RS, BHATEZROCL R, FEATAATH T HLRR I LRI SE PRI UL, AT AT %
R, MR A RS R IR < LI B TR R, T LRI S B AR R
BOETFRACTRAT, FHRBRRGRIE, MAESUUET IR, RSB S UL, Ak
BAMSE, ARHTRFILESORBRE,
it
TR 5 REAEIN R S DU AR B = LEBGE SR . FHLIRIR B A B S B35 5 .
AN B <7 LR R FHLROBOM™ B, TR, L AR s FAHLRBRIE 5 T Rt 5 A
R TR

AR B S ) LB FHURRBULE I 5 3 SRt 5 % R (R B S 43 A R

o
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BRUGYR, TKEH, &K, &N, HEFAEN(2006). F RS RERM R SNE. OHELRESH E, (4), 103-108.
XHEBR(2015). 1 FAEFFETFOLRA . BT KRG FEIZHHIRZ L. A0S, AR AR ImE KA.
HFF(2017). Eul-FK . (G E XA BT A T 0950, R A S, B IR

B (2019). BRI RIFE MM E 7 )LE. FLm, (2), 83.

AR, HEUNE(2007). B <7 D E B ARERYS . A I, 19(10), 40-43.

TLA(2012). #TH4AEREGE TR H BTG IMBRIA BE I A IEF T, TR, P BRPGITE K.
ZH1(2018). A HALAER R G -FRE BT K F, WA, KR k.

XULNHE(2014). AEMH A B 5 B D EHHAE LA e WA T R E i 2. W0 S, Kb IR ImE K2,

TG (2018). LIPS CEM AT B 572 )L B #2570, RS, BB B I K.

ATB R, THOER, PhEM, FEARARQ012). KFEAHRE SR EW . 0 #F 0P 5%, 20(5),

779-781.

BRZEAL(2015). KA/ DFRAFERFA MG TR HLIEE TR AT IR AT, 2R3, B ILPEITE K
25
%

IFEAE, WS, SORUL, XINNE, XI/NEF(2018). K5 AR SR TR AR AN R AR AR KT FHLRIB s . o [ 748 A,
39(8), 1185-1188.

ARARAR, JRU1(2011). JERAHIX BE <7 ILE A AR S R EW R R I, LR 7545, 17(4), 246-248+310.

V&=, FH4k¥%, TR, MNGE, PEJ5HR2013). #AFEFHLE A BV m i AR KRN, #E7#%
P4, 34(1), 26-29.

Jide(2017). LK B F I 2 FF S OB HKF: HICATER P AEA. 220083, FF: PEARITE K.

FA(2017). B BRAARR S AR AR R AN FAUR IS B R RS SCHET A, T8 544, 18(8), 609-612.

Biln, TR, REE, MEIE2002). ARABERAWERNVILHIE. HAHHE 5%, 12(2), 100-102.

VFRRUN(2021). FHLACHINS IR F BT . WA, TN T REAR G K.

FFHH(2017). SR LE I FX] A B 58 R ERZZ 2078, WA EA0e S, B R R K,

IR (2011). BTG AT KT B RILF N —— I FRZER Z,. W00 S, FR MR

Glenn, C. R., & Klonsky, E. D. (2010). A Multimethod Analysis of Impulsivity in Nonsuicidal Self-Injury. Personality Dis-
orders, 1, 67-75. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0017427

Goschin, S., Briggs, J., Blanco-Lutzen, S., Cohen, L. J., & Galynker, I. (2013). Parental Affectionless Control and Suicidali-
ty. Journal of Affective Disorders, 151, 1-6. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2013.05.096

Joinson, A. (1998). Causes and Implications of Disinhibited Behavior on the Internet. In Psychology and the Internet: Intra-
personal, Interpersonal, and Transpersonal Implications (pp. 63-80). Academic Press.
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/232566513

Kenny, M. E., & Rice, K. G. (1995). Attachment to Parents and Adjustment in Late Adolescent College Students: Current
Status, Applications, and Future Considerations. The Counseling Psychologist, 23, 433-456.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0011000095233003

Laible, D. J., Carlo, G., & Raffaelli, M. (2000). The Differential Relations of Parent and Peer Attachment to Adolescent Ad-
justment. Journal of Youth and Adolescence, 29, 45-59. https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1005169004882

Lepp, A, Li, J., & Barkley, J. E. (2016). College Students’ Cell Phone Use and Attachment to Parents and Peers. Computers
in Human Behavior, 64, 401-408. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2016.07.021

Oshima, N., Nishida, A., Shimodera, S. et al. (2012). The Suicidal Feelings, Self-Injury, and Mobile Phone Use after Lights
Out in Adolescents. Journal of Pediatric Psychology, 37, 1023-1030. https://doi.org/10.1093/jpepsy/jss072

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.121022 208 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.121022
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0017427
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2013.05.096
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/232566513
https://doi.org/10.1177/0011000095233003
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1005169004882
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2016.07.021
https://doi.org/10.1093/jpepsy/jss072

LE¥ %

Roser, K., Schoeni, A., Foerster, M., & R66sli, M. (2016). Problematic Mobile Phone Use of Swiss Adolescents: Is It Linked
with Mental Health or Behaviour? International Journal of Public Health, 61, 307-315.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00038-015-0751-2

Sahin, S., Ozdemir, K., Unsal, A., & Temiz, N. (2013). Evaluation of Mobile Phone Addiction Level and Sleep Quality in
University Students. Pakistan Journal of Medical Sciences, 29, 913-918. https://doi.org/10.12669/pjms.294.3686

Zuckerman, M. (1995). Behavioral Expressions and Biosocial Bases of Sensation Seeking. Personality and Individual Dif-
ferences, 18, 813-814. https://doi.org/10.1016/0191-8869(95)90059-4

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.121022 209 LB A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.121022
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00038-015-0751-2
https://doi.org/10.12669/pjms.294.3686
https://doi.org/10.1016/0191-8869(95)90059-4

	农村留守儿童感觉寻求对自杀意念的影响：手机依赖的中介作用
	摘  要
	关键词
	Effect of Sensation Seeking on Suicidal Ideation in Rural Left-Behind Children: Mediating Role of Dependency on Mobile Phone
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 方法
	2.1. 研究对象
	2.2. 研究方法
	2.2.1. 青少年手机使用依赖自评问卷
	2.2.2. 青少年感觉寻求量表
	2.2.3. 自杀意念自评量表
	2.2.4. 数据处理分析


	3. 结果
	3.1. 农村留守儿童感觉寻求对学习认知变量的差异分析
	3.2. 农村留守儿童手机依赖的不同变量分析
	3.3. 农村留守儿童自杀意念的不同变量分析
	3.4. 农村留守儿童感觉寻求、手机依赖与自杀意念的相关分析
	3.5. 农村留守儿童感觉寻求、手机依赖对自杀意念的回归分析
	3.6. 在感觉寻求与自杀意念间手机依赖的中介效应

	4. 讨论
	4.1. 农村留守儿童感觉寻求对学习认知变量的分析
	4.2. 农村留守儿童手机依赖的不同变量分析
	4.3. 农村留守儿童自杀意念的不同变量分析
	4.4. 手机依赖在感觉寻求与自杀意念间的中介效应分析

	5. 结论
	基金项目
	参考文献

