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Abstract

Objective: To explore the effectiveness of mindfulness-based mental health education on improv-
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ing psychological resilience of middle school students. Methods: A cluster randomized controlled
experiment design was adopted. A group of 178 students from four classes in senior two of a mid-
dle school were randomly assigned to the experimental group and the control group. 90 students
in the experimental group received 10-week mindfulness-based mental education, and 88 students
in the control group did not receive any intervention. The Adolescent Resilience Scale and the Five
Factor Mindfulness Scale were used to evaluate the resilience and trait mindfulness of the partici-
pants. Results: 1) Compared with the pretest outcomes of the experimental group and the pre- and
post-test results of the control group, the posttest scores of trait mindfulness and resilience of the
experimental group were significantly increased (P < 0.01). 2) There was a significant positive cor-
relation between trait mindfulness and mental toughness (P < 0.01); trait mindfulness could posi-
tively predict the change of resilience (R2 = 0.445, P < 0.01). Conclusion: Mindfulness-based men-
tal health education can significantly improve the level of trait mindfulness and psychological re-
silience of middle school students.
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1. 5|15

OISR OB OBELEISE R ST, R — R EERLRE )T, e AMARTE TR 5 M B T
WD IE N EEZE FIRAS R DK 20 U R P 5 e () — PR O BRI (1 5%, BRERER, 2016).
H2E LR O BRI B R ILAE A AT AL T N SRR, O BRI RS BB . BRRINAL TR T AR AR
X E2E SR NBsp . FEREHREE, FRASIER @2, K308, 2006). B R T OB
AR, CEPWES N ANRIESNE. EMES. BIREESRMIEE EIEAHRCH KR, 437, 2011), O
BRI RIIE T AN AR L X0T T 5 0] £ B R A, R UM AR FE 300 58 H i HE ) b B (T 1 A, s 28T, 2005)

BEE AR, X EE S SNBSS, A B2 B S0, Feil R BiEh2gd
5 R AL A BIRE R R 22y, ARSI R, XTI IR ERE &, e T
R JERISER ], R AR KA Tl A, OB S E K RS, BERS5 IR E &
14, SURBERIEOHEPMERAYER, RAEREHIEEROHE RS, GF GO0 @FEE2, K,
JK3CHT, 2005).

WHRIAE 222 HE AR T G R R AP R OB G T, 3T FOO BRI RE T, 980D FE TR A AR A T I 10
HEAREBIEA. B 0. EREOH WS, RIAERZSEFLETIFER. fFX—/F, B
AT IR SR 2 R R AN, BARGOERFIERT OB 77 3T R 284 o &8 O B
I R () A A B 54 F (Richardson, 2002), ChBRI)ME: 5 54O BRAS R 2 8] 5% R IORG S, B B4l AT 77 0 3 4]
PEMERAR Y, e/ OB AL ) TR 77 THDGS HP 22 A R O BRI M AT B 0 TR Fe (e, 9K,
LA, 2014). HEOW T OBEPIMRT, BZis 2RGS5O R E T, X7 a4
O IR QBRI H TG A 78 1) #5525 T — Mo B il R P R A=

F I SR PO — M R A — AN TR R 77, FOORRIE S =AM, &MU S E
BT, RERZIER NG R nT, TAMW, BOREE, 2020). BEAERFARM, #WAEHETHAMA
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MER ST, THEERTTET), HX T 988 iAo ek <5 B R &7 191EH (Deng, Liu, Rodriguez, & Xia,
2011) 0 FHICSEUEA FEAHUE B 1§00 AT ARk s FH B 2R, 3R A 24 BRI, G Rl ),
HH, FU T AT A RIR T B TR A RN E MR, #w N4 BAnf R 8 Bh (e, & Wk,
AT, FRoA7, 2021)0 FRURT T 2448 0 IE MR FHE A 5 O BV MASEAR R, OB BT i T
EHEMZ AT, ELW, BEEE, 2020).

zi b, DMERIBER K S NERS Z TR 70 OB, 1O BRD M AN I A ATE 72 2 N CL & AR 0 B
5] & N\ TF-(Dolbier, Jaggars, & Steinhardt, 2010), H K ZH2 Rk (B s JLE . Bk LE . B2 ER
GHMES W) AT R E AL, A AR 0 BE 25 1) A B 25 060 2220 B AR AR T AT AL (2 3, 2019)6
I, AR FOGE IR R OB R BCE , SRR Z I A E S OB 2 MR R, AR
A B O BRI T 5 T T
2. ME5H*
2.1. ARIIR

FerhseE T 12 ANYEG, SRR HLUIRE IR 4 AN PEL 178 4424 2E, KX DUANTREEREBE AL BC P AN PE N
SzuesH 90 N(H4E 32 N, «E58 N), 4ElS 15.8+0.52 % HANHANHE AT 88 N(B4: 43 N, &/
45 \), 4FE#%15.9+0.40 %,

W 1R, WA AR TR R AT R AT ROTRI,  XPRAR R A 22
FHHATHAIFEAR t Il 2%t is, WAGEERS . T, B, 2EMAETLo. Ty
o3 7% 5 (P > 0.05).

Table 1. Analysis of differences in demographic variables
F 1L HRAAOFEEERSN

45 (n=178)

SzE64H (n = 90) S & 2H (n = 88)

5 32 43
v?=3.232,P>0.05

7 58 45
ER(M + SD) 15.8 + 0.52 15.9 + 0.40 T=-1.394,P>0.05

AR O 70 63
. x*=1.263,P>0.05

Vo Zu | 17 23

AT 35 37
x*>=0.184,P>0.05

AEME T & 55 51

22. TMET R

1) TR ER: 25K H Baer S AGH], HOCHR RS NBIRET, G539 MH, M
WMEL, IR BHATEN AR AT B FALGE XA RRR R SR T VA . 45K 5 sy, 7]
)8 1 2 = A i P B = 5 = s & B o UK Sia o N e I A TR e P R R D R R R
0.639~0.841 2 [u], {&%%E#lf(Deng, Liu, Rodriguez, & Xia, 2011).

2) HOFOEYIEER.: ZERT A FEBIT, WEReEnES 7 OEEIERE KT, 4
H221ATH, GEEREE. HEESL BRSO, KEFEE. AR ER, KA 5 At

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.131027 219 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.131027

KA 25

TRE “BeAfFa” , SR “REFE”, s, RULOHEPIEME. 28RN LM o 2K
T 0.7, ERIOEHIBUL N 0.92, WG FEEEI LI 2HER, SR R A2z A A A7 R e, %
BREZE WA, HiakE, 2008).

23. FHAZE

W FER B BE L B e T, SRR A BEAT BT TS 0 0000 T IR i Rt Rzl i H 7
O R 2R A UL IR AR (1 1224, 2020)» % FULRAE RS B IREE 1 A1 IIZRIE R TT TEARERBI A Lo s
WEILZ]L RERTN . HES). iR, HEWAE, WS, Zaidt 10 MR, BEX
I KO 40~45 53 B o 45 i — 25 ) T, AR AR R I 51 S S0 2L ASORH L T K UL 4R 2] — UG, IO 10~15
Tt WIRAAHAT OB, CRAFIEH AR RIS 2] o ESEIR T PHOTIRRT A 10 & T FE5 5, Rl
SEAG ZH AU HEZEL A Lo BRI « R R AT IS T PP A

2.4. FREEH

B TSR TS, SR ZH AN IR AL ORFEAR R A AR TR AN 22 2] o LR IR I C4 32 1 i LAk Ak 27
15Nk, [\ RS TN ZR AR R 1 ST SE it e O BEPFAS FNBCE NS e 2 320 Lol I ZR i A 5 58
Jl, FEF I TR SRR, St [l B A AT SRR T B SH A S Dl . ASHIE T0 ™ M <7 O B A AT S
(7 — R 2 AR B A B “EAE ANV, JFRAS T BT a M AP R R, B A
B2 5AHIT.

2.5. WABHHT

AT FUR I 22 PR 2R 7 22 20 Ak 96 A WL 1) 2000 465 o e LRI B PR T AE AR AL IO A 28 . R, R
Spearman FH<7 H1 Al B 734 234 o BRBIVE S 45 B L (B (55 & . P < 0.05 #A N BA G .
JiT A ot 7 2R A1 SPSS #E4T

3. &R
3.1. LA SxTRA OB RENITEERNER I

S5 2H 5 0F R o A7) M RRE TR L VR A AT R PR S R LA 2, RAZ IR R T E 0 Mk i w4
B ARAE O BRI AR R W TS SR ZE R 0% 3. SR BN, MBS T, 924 5% e 2 i ks
JoT Ry 72 S 2 3 (P < 0.05), RF R LA 7 B 1 o R AT B R (P > 0.05), HAt DY AN PR 735 2
(P <0.05), LI 5xf AR LHEIIMR S EREZFEP<0.05), LHPMERTFF, BT RELHF. A
BB B K14 (P < 0.05), HAh AR 7 AN L3 (P > 0.05) . FE4L A RN P (R JE ), B T AR AR 20 A
TFHb, HABRE 7R EP < 0.05). EHHSATEMZEAER T, B 7154226 bR i3 B 74,
FA R 7323 (P < 0.05). Jalll PEAG S5 R o, SIU0 4 0o 340 14 FNVRE TR A U 1520 S 3 v 0 R
(P <0.05).

3.2. FEAN S LEFIE X RS
Xof A 1 o B 1 R UL P DAy 225 SR AT Pearson AH OG0 #T, 45K, O BRFIVE S5 R5 B S L
P ERFEIEARP <0.01), CEBIVESRE RS E T REEFIEAKP <0.01), W& 4. WHHk

S
Jo i LA Lo BRI PR P il 45 SR BEAT B 70 7, GRS, [l o ) [ )5 R R 25 (P < 0.01), AR5t
MBI AR, BEARRE L BRI AL ALY 44.5%, W% 5.
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Table 2. Evaluation results of static observation and psychological resilience in experimental group and control group (M + SD)
%2 SWASTHBAS RSN, DB AITELRM + SD)

- -~ G4 ‘ . X HRZH |
GO S il GO J& il

R B AR 4 2.90 +0.30 3.45 + 0.66 2.94+0.29 3.00+0.43
W52 2.92+0.70 3.65+0.99 3.05+0.75 3.08+0.84
ik 2.93+0.72 3.51+0.88 2.92 +0.69 3.07+£0.76
LI HAT BN 3.17+0.72 3.61£0.86 3.26 £ 0.64 3.32+0.66
ANt 2.70 £ 0.56 3.30 £ 0.87 2.61+0.55 2.63+0.53
RATH 2.76 £ 0.49 3.20 £ 0.77 2.81+051 2.82+0.62
VIR S 4y 3.36 £ 0.52 3.75+0.69 3.39+0.51 3.41+0.65
HAREE 3.30+0.71 3.64 £0.85 3.36 £ 0.67 3.38£0.81
(e et 3.00 £0.81 3.34 £0.89 2.95+0.81 3.04 £0.92
R 0 3.74+0.78 411+0.77 3.82+0.73 3.77+0.80
FRESHE 3.55+0.72 412 +0.81 3.64+0.72 3.66 £0.93
YNCNINi 3.22+0.95 3.55+1.04 3.15+0.91 3.19+1.00

Table 3. Analysis of variance for traits mindfulness and psychological resilience
= 3. FERER A LIS E E ST

e 415 GIDERL ZH )

. B F P B F P F P
R ER L A5 5% 4104 20712 <0.001  8.060  40.679 <0.001 5692  28.724  <0.001
k=3 4.226 6.183  0.013 12480 18260 <0.001 10.781 15774  <0.001
ik 4318 7.321 0007 11515 19526 <0.001  4.307 7.302 0.007
it 0 AT B 0.889 1.693  0.194 5.222 9.940  0.002 3275 6.235 0.013
ANt 12.623  30.441  0.000 8.408  20.276 <0.001 7.574 18266  <0.001
RATH) 2.268 6.137  0.014 4315 11676 0.001  4.019  10.876  0.001
CYFERIME S50 2.266 6.346  0.012 3701 10363  0.001  2.924 8.189 0.004
HAR&E 0.843 1.449  0.230 2.914 5.009  0.026  2.300 3.954 0.048
e 2.744 3.748  0.054 3.997 5460  0.020  1.465 2.001 0.158
RN 1.454 2462 0118 2.096 3548  0.060 3.818 6.465 0.011
K BE A 3.000 4721  0.030 7.315 11511 0001 6571  10.340  0.001
NGz 4,051 4.236 0.040 3.096 3.237 0.073 1718 1.796 0.181

Table 4. Correlation matrix between psychological resilience and mindfulness factors

4. DIEFMME SER0 R E TR K AER

m%éﬁt%Q?K%%Kﬁ%%ME%Eﬁ%&%%@ﬂﬁ&%ﬁ%ﬁi%k%%%bgzﬁ

k=3 1
ik 042% 1
TEENHATEN 0.21%% 0.34** 1
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Continued

AHIWT  0.10%*0.28** 0.46** 1

AATE) 0.56%*0.35%* 0.18** 0.17** 1

LAY 0.70%% 0.74%* 0.66%* 0.59** 0.63** 1

HFREIE 0.37%%0.50%* 0.42%* 0.23** 0.27** (.55** 1

REEPEH] 0.27%%0.50%* 0.40%* 0.19%* 0.43** 0.54**  0.43** 1

FUZIASD 0.33%% 0.40%* 0.31** 0.18** 0.23** 0.45**  0.58**  0.39** 1

FRESTHE 0.29%% 0.45%* 0.46%* 0.34** 0.26** 0.55**  0.52**  0.44**  0.40** 1

ABREPBL  0.10% 0.43%* 0.33** 0.16** 0.22%* 0.37**  0.41** 0.39%* 0.24**  0.40** 1
TwsiikvIle

5SY

0.37**0.62** 0.53** 0.30** 0.39** 0.67** 0.79** 0.73** 0.70** 0.75** 0.70** 1

E: *P<0.05, **P <0.01(FMH).

Table 5. Regression analysis of total psychological resilience score and trait meditation total score
5. LEFIME S SHREUESHEYF ST

A R? F B t
R AL S O BT M 0.445 283.176%** 0.667 16.828***
4. g

W KR, W FOE NG, PEE R AR KA 7R ERE T, T H AR
MEIIEL . FR . wHHATE . AW AMTIE R FEA TR, XMEBEE R E—
A (Kuyken, Weare, Ukoumunne, Vicary, Motton, Burnett, & Huppert, 2013). TR, &0 FTE &
J7, BLATESR, ELOE IR T B0 s 0 S T, BRI S BN 7 T3 B SR o

SEHET G, SEIRAE OIS s FRE S TR, U ER GRS, Bk
T NRERE S, ERWSAVFAREZ ARG T, dEEAEES, NORMIATTH IR
R, MLBEPIEAKF S E R RS 25 IEAH SO e, sk, ARai, #6855, 2014), 4#alae &3
LIPS, BRI, W T BE. B, RWERIRE S, st T OEPIE K (R
o, KR, 2012) RFBTEO-S O BRI 2 8] A IEAH 5C 5 BN B9 5 — S (Friborg, Barlaug, Martinussen,
Rosenvinge, & Hjemdal, 2005), W7t A, &0 e CUEEJIZE @ AT B IRAENFEE . FE O, %
R0,  MNTTTIE B T i 1 6T PR e A 555 i 43 52 F2 BF (Kwiak, Lee, Jung, Hur, Bae, Hwang, & Kwon, 2019). {H &
RN SN 1 TIOR3, XA Al e AT T I IR B I S 80 PREE M 2% DL Rl T3R5 1Y
ST S A AT PIUCR N R (] 5, ARPCER, 2016). HIKEEFAIAEE —FHH BRI R, 22
KA NS5 T8 sgm, 984 B ZRIE AN /2 DLBE 2 o503 B 3K FR A N (Kuyken,  Weare,
Ukoumunne, Vicary, Motton, Burnett, & Huppert, 2013),

5. IREXETE

X HOT R ATEATERYINGE, R AREATEAR T, BB AR aER, HFHENIIZeRE
NS, LAHERR 0 T el iizma . BAE S+ A s I ZRd fE b, A, higies —uk
i E R A HATZR ) A REIA BB RCR AT, AR 22 5 52 B H Al R 5 e, BR)E H AT 4%
AR WBRAEFPE AT o X T2 WIS By, IE AR, B aTCA B AMIT IOk A
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HOUURTE 51 HESARIEAT SEit,  JF HIUS VA SCR, BOLI s Re (st 2 AL e 4T IR0 52
PR OB S JRGE T, AHIT FOA O PR EN 2 [ A A R B rp i AR R DAL, 304 5 B A IR A
KA S HME.

6. it

AW FAFH LA TS5 18
1) HW0E BETR = P A A R R R KT
2) EEALC B RETRE R 2R AR O BB M KT

Sk

R, BLPCER(2016). IESIIZRIRTH /N AL QIR M BB LG BRI 7S, WA, (12), 29-30.

TR, B, BRI, FREA(2021). VIR ES SHAGEN KRR QIR NER. A E RO,
29(3), 403-406.

R #(2020). 1E&5.03BPEZm N IRR AL 22 ST SCUE R & . A7 7 v # & 77, 10(5), 103-109.

HHHE, H16#£(2008). H/DFOEPIM: BRI FIRERUE. £ FF57K, 40(8), 902-912.

ﬁfﬁé g‘{gﬁ% A (2014). OEEFAPERT KA ODH NS O R NER. OB LS8, 12(6),

YRR, 22X %2(2011). m AR RIS R EARIRI O R AL, RO FE 44, 19(11), 1357-1360.

2GR, TR, TRICHT(2005). ZHR A LE LI S AN R R. W P EOIES(R), F O
FRA L X FLE(p. 382).

A2, TKICHT(2006). (LIRPIERTTCLRIR. L FITHAFF RN -2 F17/%), 51(3), 149-152.

B I(2019). LIHEHH-FXS R O FEBEFERTFENT. TS, Kb IR e KA,

T&Eo, Tk K$5(2012). WA RN R E R BB LOIEPIVER S 2 FIBENR. OHLRESHE, 28(1),
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FIHT, ELM, BBE(2020). TE& IR L7 mi e AL R SR o AL SR E (BRI 2. IR FE 15 R AR
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