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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to explore the sources of stress and coping styles of college students. A
survey of 1785 college students was conducted using the Inventory of College Students’ Recent Life
Experiences (ICSRLE) and the Coping Style Rating Scale (CSQ). The results showed that: 1) Under
the normalization of epidemic prevention and control, college students’ time management, mixed
worries and self-cognition had a greater impact on daily worries. Mature coping styles such as
problem-solving and help-seeking are commonly adopted by college students; 2) There are signif-
icant differences in some dimensions of daily annoyances and coping styles among college stu-
dents of different genders, places of origin and school types. The results of this study are helpful to
reveal the sources of stress of college students, explore effective ways to cope with stress, and
have some implications for the promotion of college students’ physical and mental health.
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1. 5|

2020 FEHIHTELAT R P E R, X —E ORI A A SO YR EZ R SR, [FE 5 H 24
H, S Fa-HidfESin-+ =4 E A K =R SO AL AR B e SO 388, 2 e B AL A mT e HE B
“OEIRLREAE” o B R RAT IR, RERRLGHE U3 AT RESELAMET Wk, AR IE
FAIRISE 7 H AR AR = AR 1 H R A50 0 S0 R0 B ) 4k B DG (Han et al., 2021), 73.4% M KK R I A [F 2 B2
() H B, 18.7%A7 IIARHIR . 22.4% R RARGLAT 12.1% R KRR RS BEE a0, QRHER
BUN ZHEREBACHISCEE RV LI EHEEYD T BEMEZANEZTE R E LU AL B 5 )
RN 0%, BEERE, EEH T M2 NORHE. FREZFMERAFEEZE, HEREES0
L B 1) A 5 SRR () SR BB (L, Xu, Xie, Wang, Li, Ma, & Xia, 2022).

HATZ G B2 S B, KA R ER IR ER, AT TG Ha fil 2 r4R O I T 5
WRIRAL 5] M & ARG 5 20 7 20 LA R T N A 1A [ 4 B A5 T . E AR MAMERR B 50T,
N HRFERFAE DI K, RS RS A 1 e 55 6T s 77 1 75 3Ry B T 2 452 11 il

5K PR E(2005) 48 H U 72 ANA RS IR 58 b (1 Bk i o e e A O R RO, KA TR
N BEMER SRR, W T B0 AR AL ML PR (Shavitt et al., 2016), SEELL LRI AE « ff
¥ Wi(Richard S. Lazarus)WF 7t &K I, AMTAGEE AR BR AW 7T : —REXAGESF, RHEE
TEWEE . BHad 80 AR AT, A TR BT SR PR B R AVE ST . Lazarus 55 AR H R BLG
Fi(daily hassles)sE SCHAMATE S J B FREE I H 9 28 B2 0 o 72 AR R/ IN IR A N DT 1 A, 1X—
G P T S o A ) B R o [ P A B TR T 2010 AR HHILG S 1 SO H R AR TE e
B AR R 28 N\ SRR T 4R S A0 1 A I B b R, AT A AT T R AT Bl T A2 1 (4 S 1, 2001)
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HEBLOFE 5 OB RAAEA SRR T, EAKE, 2010), F/NRAA(2020)7EHH 5 AR 1346 44 K%
AR ORI H UL SO RS EAEM, RFAR IR A 52.9% 0] H KT H G0 SR
BRRAESMAZHAE =2 1(2018) 38 K224 B TR 2 21 56 4, N2l B bR s 2ok, AR AR
MO TE . AR e N BRoC &R BN PR DR 25t 2 O R 3228 FR 000 I RIE, R 54
O ERAGE R T R B o

KRB H RGO ISR IAE 2016 4F 9 H (Bl REFENTE “f30ib” 2ih) —30h 15 214,
X 3CEE R AL E SO R R B B R AR S B ek, X ER) kT B T
R 4a8 ., ARSI I8 SCak B, St T 3R A T i s, Rk EMATS A <Rk
TGRS BN O . BT BT R AE TS A H R SO FE O B BOR G TN T RE . K
IS AR AT DL SRS HES TN, JF BAE SR ARG DR S, JEE 5 OB g R R ENE Y.

R AR THO P A NI 25 TS0« Y8 A0 A 3 S R Ak S PR I 70 55 R e g R NIRRT
XPAATT ) A PR AR A LA FH o A e S B () KT e 7 K 2 AR A R R b 4R )4 R . TR g X 2 484
WA B C5 MR BAE RS A R AR B 2 3 QA SRR, ik oMb 22X
P2 BAE R A0 R SR R BN Fn A14T A B B 8% 77 X (Folkman & Lazarus, 1986). B 70 % FRE K2
AR g R 5 s AT T SRR PR T, A SR B RO 7 AR R 1 SIS R R A R
(R 75, B4k, JufPEK, 2009).

2021 4 H (PRI IE ) —STHEERFARET 2l 51K THESERZ it “9iF” 2
B> BRI B S R 7 50, ARG RR T M i At A S, AR ERZZ TGO, X AN AT AR
R AT, FRIAOEL . fES R PR JEEIER, Ak, BRI T BT
JE 7 RO A T a6 T il 80 4FAX, BEAE WL LEMIA AT IR, FR 7 R0 [ SEwt 7832 4 5 o
A2 —E W RR M ESHEEREREST, BEENA T N IR5 . BRSO /R,
BRRU S B LA IR A, T2 TR AR R N7 2, H20E 515 FHAE & B0 AT,
TE BSURSEA (1) LT JRUAS o

AW TS R A ARG 2 SIS br,  MOK SRR HE B3R N 6 7 s T AT AL, BB SR
AR O SRR RURGERE, RO AR RN TR T 17 BB, R fRRH  ER R B Rix T =

2. ARAZ*
2.1, it

A FUR P BENLECRE (1 73, W R T — BT ARG R AN i s B B e 3% 1785 44 2B R T B i A
JLECE R 4 1568 1, A RUEIEE K 87.8%. Hdr, FiEAR 1009 N, 5 64.3%; =559 A,
35.7%. H T 1053 N\, [ 67.2%; ZARF 137 N\, [i87%. HET761 N, [i485%; %4807 A\, 5
51.5%. M4 528 N, 5 33.7%; M T4 1040 A, 5 66.3%. 3T 543 A, & 35.2%; JEH
4345 N, 1 22.0%; RATFAE 671 N, 42.8%.

22. fiIRIA
221 ARFEFEETERLR) B)F(1CSRLE)

SRR 2011 BT CREAEFNE AR A1) 3R (Inventory of College Students’ Recent Life Ex-
perences, ICSRLE), Z&E&KA RUFHEEMZCAE, 2011), &KFAFARHEHOFHEN, WEHR
TIRKIME, N REBI KBS, G AR, BERINF. WERE, BRE T Solsie &
RAETIRASNEERE . RA 4 fUbr (R0 L = ZFHNREZETLE W, 2 = ZFENRARELW; 3= %F
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PR A LR 4 = Z B E R A ARTE), o B AR I A MR R RO . 1B
WU RO 0.952, L5HRUE A ERAR .

222. (EMHBRITEERR) (CSQ)

EH H THRISE N gl i) (R 77 N R ) BL4E 62 M8 H, 408 6 AN sk ki@, H ot KRB,
2. IR, HFL. MIEMEA RO R ISR, ik R, WHENEmRK A%
RS . CTER UL RS R, MIRTRAZRSE N B H . RS MR, R
Aol P AR X Ty TR o R A =R T AR A 1) AR A AR R R L - SR By, ARBIL R RE E
INASAFIERT AT R 2) AREARAHE AT, 2048, Bk 3) JREA F 2R G B0 R 77 2.

2.3. Giit sk

W] SPSS 22.0 Giit 8t XEIEHEATIR R . FI%. RIS AR T
3. ZRKITE
3.1. KE&ARRLENERES

THAE R & T I EARRE 22, 15 H R4 H AR 000 35 % TR 719 20 M s BIUIRAK A - B 1] 57 22.(2.06
+0.64). JEAWN(2.00 £0.67). HIKIAKI(1.99 +0.68). “~MLJE /7(1.98 + 0.63). AFrK £(1.87 £ 0.73).
WEIEL71£0.74). RERFAEMEFERM, PARZEZEIEENESmPHIBOEN, BE
SCHC I (] A2 22 AR e = AH SRR DL 06 B RER R A Ko JUH RN 5 KA IR AT SRS, I [i]
B RS B R T

K2 N7 & R F15 90 s BV s 4 1] #(0.92 + 0.34) 3K 1(0.69 + 0.32). 1BikE(0.54 +
0.32). %J4H(0.53 £ 0.37). & H{(0.52 + 0.33). H77(0.41 + 0.40). s R R 2 AL AR HDN s IR
(5 22 BRI g . EBIRBL, 5 DR R — S (X HE&ZE SR, 2004),
[FI B 5 2R I Rix . 2R . B OB E R RR LA ¢, OB R AR AR I LR SE kR
W, KEFEALTSORBR “FHE” M, XABREERN K. HEBOHEKLS, MY
AT E MR AR RS, 1 HEA TS5, ABRZARAEEKIEESE, 2016).

32. HEBWEEFARAOSGHFRE FHNERER
321 FRMHNXFEERBROERETF EHERMLRY

Table 1. Gender differences test in daily annoyances of college students
1 XKEEARRLERNMANERERE

NS A% e I ) 5 2 S A AV Ty TR

P 1.87 1.83 2.04 1.96 1.97 2.01
? FrifEZ 0.73 0.79 0.65 0.68 0.64 0.68
A1 1.87 1.60 2.07 2.02 1.99 1.99
= bRt 22 0.73 0.67 0.64 0.68 0.61 0.66
t{H 0.08 6.09" -1.08 -1.58 -0.61 0.68

I TER p<0.01.
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R 22 S 00 Jm R B 1), AR R R 1 B AR RIS B e T (= 6.09, p < 0.01), HR
FHE TR MR R AR EE BRI O AR S T 2, RS RAERE KRR
WA R, A RKEELZ KOV TRY], REZEERIDE R AT B AN L B B,
ER LS, EHESZIDERBRNTL. EARRRKR BEEE, BINF. ST BEs
TV 22 AN R 2, RIS AR H 00 SR X e B2 7 AP AE A L. AR A R MR R B A LA
TN AR R WS, BRI, B EEREA R EEM A, O RsutE, &
OEERERIR, R A A B PR R AR . BaF SRR IEFINR B, T H B RR
EBIRE S IS Y Rl P UTNE ISR ORr

3.2.2. FRIFRAEANEXRFEHESLEREF LHERMRE

HAMSZREAS A IS 45 (R 2) T, SARFEAEARLL, RS A H 000 R 8 A RN 52 1) L
AW H 7S, RIS E W G0 82w T ARG, SRS R m URACR] 2724 #8523 2R 52 1)
AR, HAEREZ I LA F SRR Z ML B E R, AR e L2 B S T
AR A ISR RS O B R AR 5] S oA A LI I AR O, A TGS PRI AT AR
th. BRI T AR RIS FENBRR R, BERNLEEZ o & T AR, HEFRARE, g
B R ARG BN EARE A m T, EERARE . EREPNIRKR. BIINAL
WFTAVE B, Sk IR 70 . VRSN A2 e U A R A AR 3R R T I ) H L0 3, R 30E DRSS BIEE R
XEETT T AR EG], A O AR ok 2 A RO

Table 2. The difference test of school categories of college students’ daily worries
2. REHEABALENFRENER R

RS NS 5 ] it B i) 2 EE AN SEVIE S TRA TN
FHME 1.87 1.77 2.03 2.00 1.95 1.98
=
i 0.75 0.79 0.67 0.71 0.66 071
SFRME 1.87 1.68 2.07 1.98 1.99 2.00
AF
PRiE 2 0.72 0.71 0.63 0.67 0.61 0.64
t1H —-0.07 -2.34" 1.25 -0.40 1.12 0.52

e "R p<0.05.

3.23. FEIEREXFE AEROEEREAF ENERERE

IR R BT T R I 3), A A R K S AR E N BRIE &R (F = 5.30, p < 0.05). H FIAKI(F = 6.46,
p<0.01). & JI(F=9.98, p<0.001), JEAWGM(F=10.28, p < 0.001)K-F134r LR EMES, £
AE W E(F = 219, p > 0.05). W& HI(F = 2.96, p > 0.05)(K 737 LigEH BEZ=R. il LSD
(Least-Significant Difference) 3t Gt ia nl 1, AFRXHR. AFRINEA S LN ZE S TIRT, WESSE
o, ERIEARUR R . T R B R . SR 18 EARAS 0 B T, WA B
IR, SRR K B ZE R R RGNS LRSS IR, AN B2 T
B, WA RE S T, WM E s RICHEREE . ARV SHE A, SkRERMT
FHAEBZZBAGRKRR. BERINA. TR IREBUNE HE O FRIM, X5 KSR 1R
KB, IR AFMBE B X2 ) G R AR %
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Table 3. Difference test of family location of college students’ daily worries

3. REEABOOENREREDERMERE

FRE I A1 NI 5 ] it B i) 2 EE ANl SEVIE A TRA TN
SFRME 1.94 1.75 2.10 2.05 2.05 2.08
Vo)
bR 0.75 0.77 0.65 0.68 0.64 0.68
SER{Y 1.85 1.70 2.05 1.99 1.96 1.97
IR
bRtk Z= 0.72 071 0.61 0.68 0.59 0.66
SERH 1.80 1.67 2.01 1.01 1.89 1.01
IR
PRtz 0.70 0.72 0.65 0.67 0.63 0.65
FHME 1.87 1.71 2.06 1.99 1.98 2.00
it N
PRtz 0.73 0.74 0.64 0.68 0.63 0.67
F{d 5.30 2.19 2.96 6.46" 9.98™" 10.28™
¥ T#£Rp<0.01, TER p<0.001.
Table 4. Daily upset test of students of different grades
=4 PRIEHRFEHEOERE
2R NS 5 ] it B i) 2 EEAINI VIR S TRA TN
SESY 2.02 1.75 2.18 2.12 2.06 2.08
K—#4:
PRtz 0.70 0.75 0.59 0.63 0.55 0.61
FHME 1.77 1.64 1.90 1.82 1.84 1.89
.-
bRtk Z= 0.72 0.70 0.64 0.67 0.62 0.64
SESH 1.92 1.79 2.17 2.09 2.17 2.16
N i 0.74 0.76 0.67 0.72 0.69 0.71
FHME 1.72 1.55 2.01 1.88 1.90 1.91
VAR
bRtk Z= 0.69 0.61 0.60 0.63 0.57 0.59
SERH 1.87 1.68 2.07 1.98 1.99 2.00
Mt
PRtz 0.72 0.71 0.63 0.67 0.61 0.64
F i 1051 547" 1217 13.45™ 13.60™ 9.8

e TFIR p<0.01, TR p<0.001.

ERERSAN FIE R R S A H R B A IO T R (R 4), FE NBRoR Ay A2 I AL, IR B L | A
SN AR AU EAFAE R e R . RS AR AR AN [R] B R G B AN R A, PLAESEAE R ARG
HAERE) thieE], K—22ARE ) EERE RIS @M S &I B AR 277 R
T I P 3 2 I 752 2 ST RN BRAZ AT Ty K = A T i ) 1 70 3 A A [y N o el R AR SR I R
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RIGEAESL, 2013); KPUZ2A RIS SRR A AR, QRSERIE B N TAR DAL, T ) 2 B SRR 71 (1
oo, fEdete, mEE, 2022). HAEARSEISEA LR ORI MRS, RAREK.

3.24. MAEMIEMEXFEARSOEERTFHERHRE

5 iR, KRRV R F1(t = —2.37, p < 0.05) FIIR A0 Kl 1-(t = —2.19, p < 0.05)75%> _EAFmhA:
T BEFEmTMAET &, AR R =-058, p>0.05). A%t =-0.99, p > 0.05). & H(t=
—0.73, p > 0.05)F1 5 FKIAKI(t = —0.69, p > 0.05)[A T LI T 0 3 7 5 o Mhah BRI 57 Lo, A
T2 T B 2 1)l s R A 0 I I R, X S A T L2l S, 2 I RO & 5 o i ik
BATXEG, BT AIRANME . SCBEXT B B B3, YIS ISCAEEZRER, RIS A HoR
HE LEEERSFERIIN, AMUCAEEN NTTEANT,  [FFIE R R 2 24 B 5, SCBRT)
W, ATRAREE T, SLIR R A RORME G R AL I H 00 A SR K R

Table 5. The difference test of whether college students have only children in their daily worries
Fz5 KEHEARMLENSTREERMRE

RB/MET A NBRER 5% ] 5t I ()87 2 EEAIN:I 22V IE TRA U
SFRME 1.85 1.69 2.04 1.97 1.92 1.95
AT
FriE 2 0.72 0.71 0.64 0.68 0.61 0.64
SESH 1.88 1.72 2.06 2.00 2.00 2.02
Aeph A7
bRz 0.73 0.75 0.65 0.68 0.63 0.68
t1H -0.58 -0.99 -0.73 -0.69 —2.37" -2.19"

¥ "FR p<0.05.
33. NMAREFRRAOGITFTE LHNERIEE
331 FPRMHNAKEFEEMFAREEFHERMRE

Table 6. Gender difference test of college students’ coping styles

6. REENMARMEHERERE

P figf R ] H 3 kg £118 pIEY ] AL,
A 0.91 0.39 0.70 0.53 0.52 0.50
“ bRt 22 0.33 0.38 0.31 0.35 0.29 0.30
S 0.93 0.42 0.68 0.53 0.55 0.55
. bt 2= 0.35 0.42 0.33 0.39 0.35 0.36
t1E -0.93 -1.55 1.26 -0.20 -2.18" -2.87"

e "FR p<0.05.

%6 MEIREW, EHEBUOERNN T L, AR ZER . EIREMEELRE T B A m
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BB EmT R BARE R S0 i A RO 7 2, T A BOR S R kit . ¥4 sy
o AR T H AR AR Z N R 22 57, EE RE I, E#s KR g iy
FERAN IR IR, SRR A BE L BIXT, 8 G 7 52 e A 51 S HL A AN R A5

3.3.2. PEIFRAFNERFENMNARNEEATFHERERRE

XA R AR 2 A R N} 77 30 R AT O R A ¢ KB (R 7), 45 R IMNAE SR B R 7 b BRIy
BEE T AR (t=-2.34, p<0.001), HARKE T35 EEBRFIARRRA A B 7% 7. e BRI EIREA
e TR R Bl 7 2 22 2 BLO A RN, X554 0 0 B AR AL ORI S & k.

Table 7. School type difference test of college students’ coping styles
1. KEERMARNNERLRNERMERE

fiEE- R v 5t A& Sk %J48 bES i Fasilig
SESAH 0.94 0.39 0.73 0.51 0.54 0.52
=il
brvEZE 0.36 0.40 0.34 0.37 0.35 0.33
SES1E 0.91 0.42 0.67 0.54 0.53 0.53
FF
FrHEZE 0.33 0.40 0.31 0.37 0.31 0.32
t1H 1.62 -1.09 3.85™ -1.29 0.50 -0.64

¥ TTER p <0.001,

333 FPRIEFRMAXFENMNAREEFHERERR

eI AN TR RGN 7 A 22 SRR I (2 8) T, E AR o I RELARUAR ot 5 AN AR A Mkt 3 b A
FEREZESR, AT KB BEMEELRNS T EZRARE . HEREHE TR N RIEA
[FJ R R 2 2R 1) B Do AR H 8000 SRR TR 77 3, 48 FERILI SIS, ST A ek
AN R TR 0 DX A ) 1), 25 R A 913

Table 8. Differences in coping styles of students in different grades

# 8 TRFRFENMNHTAER

R i ) 5t H ot SRBh A 1B &AL

FHME 0.93 0.44 0.70 0.58 0.55 0.52

K—#tE
PRiE 2 0.33 0.42 0.32 0.38 0.32 0.33
SERY 0.91 0.37 0.64 0.48 0.51 0.53

.-

bR 0.31 0.39 0.29 0.36 0.30 0.32
SERME 0.87 0.46 0.65 0.57 0.57 0.55
N PRtz 0.35 0.43 0.34 0.40 0.34 0.36
SEHE 0.92 0.39 0.65 0.51 0.51 0.52

VR
PR 2 0.32 0.34 0.29 0.32 0.29 0.30
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Continued
FEME 0.91 0.42 0.67 0.54 0.53 0.53
Bt
PRtz 0.33 0.40 0.31 0.37 0.31 0.32
F1E 1.41 2.88" 2.00 435" 2.10 0.32

e "FIR p<0.05, “FRp<0.01L.

4, g5ig

ZE b, AT A H AT E R R R, HUORIRAIU . B, R,
SN FE T LA N (A AR 0% SR AR 92 1) o K22 A i1 32 BN 7 2R A v il SR B, HLUO B gk
2188, EIACHE TR, AR SR UCREUSR S I R T R R £ .

MRS, WG R R HCRE, AR M R 8 R E AT A R
AR EE AR R R BEOAEN, Sl Ry R E S T IR AR T RS AT H R L
JENANRA B 7130 ERES THAE L. RN R, BAEIREMS AN E T LS
iRER TR,

AW TR R A e TR AT R 7 a7, KA O B FECE AL O B R A A L BRI
SEE. DERN T, T AR R A A R AR R
B

AR SCAS B R T AR R L T 55 T H (O R FUE)2020 R MR P ST
KA T Dy A T FL R 5 s AL 7 (I H g5 = 2020ZXXL-GX53) U % B o

S E 3k

ECNH(2001). 25/ CHG 7o BE =2 3 vl . 35 RN BRS HE R AL

FRaL 75, D8, JUAFiR(009). KEEAEE 1. Bt AR 2 T RS FE MR RN MIREAL, o7 [F e P 54
&, 17(3), 266-268.

R (2018). W EKEFEA 4G SRS OB RS R IR BLEA O, BCHIBr A, 45(10), 1812-1815, 1821.

XIFRE, ZE30A(2004). I Ka%44E 204 44 RO AR AR RSont 7 SR A P F 77 24, 25(1), 42-43.

KUBR(201L). AZ#rE H i Fe s Xt 7 205 BRI R Z T, W8, AR dbIiye K.

PR T, BATRE(2010). HEBLOFET MO ORISR, 18(2), 253-261.

TRAESr(2013). AL D IR = 530E HhR.

FANR, BFE, HEE, VL, X, SR, BRE, #575(2020). KR H AR 3L BOIRES KR4 g R
WISEMm. I AELR 17 7%, 24(10), 1181-1184, 1214,

Bittot, Eete, maR(2022). KAV I Bsgma K 2 . 7 A B, (14), 55-64.

TR, HBAE, FE(2016). KEAR HHBUL A AR dr B OUR S OB RN R, BS54, 32(21), 2991-2994.

Tk, S0, B2E(2005). KEALBLE S RN 7 Rk s 7T, O FEF S, 28(1), 36-41.
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