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Abstract

Enhancing the level of resilience of postgraduates in science and engineering to increase the effec-
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tiveness of mental health education for S&E postgraduates. A survey was conducted to investigate
the resilience level of S&E postgraduates in a university in Shanghai. The results show that the
overall resilience of S&E postgraduates is in the middle to upper level, and the scores of intrinsic
individual strength and extrinsic support are high and significantly correlated; the structural di-
mensions of intrinsic individual strength and extrinsic support are diversified; and the tutor’s
guidance style and family relationship significantly affect the resilience of S&E postgraduates.
Combined with the results of the survey and analyses, it is proposed to enhance the intrinsic
strength of human resources through digital empowerment to guard the main position of class-
room teaching and the main channel of psycho-education through the five education methods, and
to enhance the extrinsic strength of support by strengthening the tutor’s team to build a harmo-
nious relationship between the tutor and the student and by constructing a strong support system.
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1. 5|

PE N E LB AR E AL B s A 0%, B TR AR RE R E R A Tt 2 R B E N A i %
B [ S AT SR BN A R Al (R 5 . WA RIRRORE , R Seit, 2022 S E fE A0 T A 2047 365.36
JIN, Forp B T AR PR SRR R BF 70 (40 A R 0 320 6000 AT 80%, "L, PR TRMEAC
B E SR 5E B AN AL SRR A

AR, DR B R ) L R TR SU AR AR IR AR T I fE ML A R A, B SR AR kAt
FFHZRIE . B TR A QBT MR IER A, MECT ORI Se 2R, AT 52 ™ i . B
RIS, AT B NBRICR, ST TR A 2 e i 1075 sRCARI A ARRT . B AR 4
EEREZ TR/ 5 R (SR, 2019), 1% Hob B HEROUA RECK B . AT Fi B, BTHR
WEFCAEAE IR SRR . NBRoC RIBUR . HIARSE IR 7 A5 0 Yy m T OCRwt 7o, SR 5 0RO B R L (5 K
EEN, 2010). BRI, Gy s BT RHT 7T AL O BR AR BREZE SR Oy RO BRAE R I FL R

&
:

1Y 71 (Resilience) f& i~ s 0o TR {8 RE A 3 B ORAP R, T X R A SRS LE AR B, KPR LI A1 47
BT AT AT S B D2 SR RGBS 5T . AR RN (06 7, WTT 45 0 FR i e (Pietrzak et
al., 2010). gk, JEVEEETRMIFFCAESTN D 00 IRLE D, SSHTHGUE D BUR G RFE, 5 BT A 0
MM TR UL B ) HOSR TS, A B R T S o B A SR AT 0 T AR 5 R
2. BTMMREMENNBESFESHHELSH

21, BARFRE

PUEF SRR BB BRIV BRI &, RPEMBITYESE, 5RO B U 5]
HONTHI N 7+ R SR AR 1A 200 82 55 3E B (Holdsworth et al., 2018). ¢ F-Hiidi 1105 SRS =i
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R, T

s — R D s A7 SR I RV R T RBGE N AT NI BE s AT IS 35 N AN B 2R i B AT AR
R AN JAE AR TE N2 45 R s = Sk e Ak A T 70 B 55 AR B UM T 508 . ELARE I R (T 15 415
PUSHE 2014)o bk =it i 23 550 A R A1 BEXS 038 7 B9 A 53 5 A PO AL ARBEAT 1D R, AWt S SE AT 1 s
Hepty, BPus e SCAAMRTE N P 20 R S5 B AR W EET LR AR TR S 1T NI BE J1HE I
i IS HI A AR B BEAT SIS S, B AR AT T R A e S I A R P B AR

2.2. RRLEN

TR FCAE DU 7 I N IR S5 A R 2 4ERRAE . B BRpuad 3 W ST I0H (the International Resilience
Research Project) ¥ 1idi 7145 ¥4 43 NG A5 2 F8 AN B2 35 (1 have) 1T X6 PR XE 4 P CE 70 (1 am) RTEL A& RN
BRAZAE 5 [ FB AR e 4% BE(1 can) = K JE X (Grotberg, 1996), M inJH fid ¢ )L # 4 2 % (California Healthy kids
Survey) MBS J17E /2 N AMRY B F 3L R BRI & 71, HAAMERT I FREAFE XS5, Bk
W, KRARSCRF=J71H, WIERY 7 B g 5 B R ee . A S, AR IRSE T R
(Constantine & Benard 2001). 4, ZEKES;EBIFERAN . AMBE) “LRIPIERIR” FEHIY TITE AR
Jed RS AR, AR FOLE AR TR ARt b, 3D A A 3R HE TR A AR ARV 1
IR 5o 5 BARAT e 2, P ) IR EE 1 53 9 N AEAS N D05 SME SRR P K4 B (4] 1)

NNy 3

ST FEEXHE
\\\\\‘ SMESHE S7 /////

Figure 1. The structure of resilience in S&E postgraduates

1. BT RRE RS IR RESE

WAEDN N TEIAMALE “Fi. 5. &L 477 OB R b U R OB BT . ARARCA I 2 5Kk A % 700
WG A B ) — o LA, 9 T BHIE RSB A2 S AR TS TR R D S8k RS R RGN 24
TR O BARAR, T RAMARREAE IR BErh ERR S S 1 46 0D al, IR AT A BdEm SR, HARLE
SR NEGHME S B SCREMIEE, BA YW HARE R MEERESRG R AN IRy, 3% Tt
ATEIRTT; B BRRBER XTSI e A7 PRI I RE 75 FE 438 50X — S LT BAT (0 5 &
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FWr ke B FRIEZ .

AMEXFETIRAMES 5. F2) . TAESH W3RN R sIi s 1. ARy, FKER
i m, MARBREE B ST R MERR AT (5K 28 MR, 2022), i HA] 52 ) K RE SCRR & AMA R 41
IR S WNMERRS G T7, SREmNEEAN NI FEAR KRR b, PU e T RPN B ok Rk
37 (Luther & Zelazo, 2003), % HA & S N BRI A B TAMA S M 25 ASRAF AME SCRE; T2 3
LR ST A AR TR BN, T IW SR AR A S A BT 7E AR v IR IR A A 3 i ML) B B AR AR
(Tompkins et al., 2016), &3 TR FAIMESCRE /I EH B4R .

3. BTAMRERENHIVRAE
3.1 MR EARIRIERF

SEAPUYE ) IR S AR R R 3 S B TR T AE U R B, E I AR U R A . R A
B R IEARMGE B, B FY. AU, KEBO. SIS RS 5 s R hiy
JIKFERE, L26 MK H, BIEEBRLIE. Bl BIBIAR . BRMEE. FEXF. AbRihahifl s
ISCRFCORZERE, R e s 5 it s, B RERIEET & 1~5 4. [MEVIRER)E, 181G 15 L e
FEARAE AR EAT B, BT ST B 6 28 A o 55 8 0 Buidl Jy7K-F &3 1) KMO {8 0.895, Bartlett’s
(RERTE AR B0k 21 1235 7K F (p < 0.001), B A R 47 1 P 7E — B « B8 K A SPSS 27.0 #3347 Ge it 404

AW T H F IS R (B TR A N R AR G, FRR 450 41, ISR 8R4 436 4, A
X% 96.89%. o, FA: 244 N(56%), LA 192 N(44%); WHFiA—. . =HERS RN 200 (45.9%)-.
120 (27.5%). 116 (26.6%); =I5k E¥ 1T 156 A (35.8%), A&+ 280 A (64.2%). AHF 5T C3RAFHT T 5T 5
HE R R

3.2. WWAERIH

321 BTRMREREHERKERE, REMANSIIMEIRHFNEERX

W, A A A E TR 7T AE Bl 53843 i T B T {E(M = 3.766, SD = 0.810), A K T i
e, ARAA 7.3%MIBHATE T A A A 4L BRI T Ee R E, KA AEN NS 4EE KT 2R R
E LA 3] 15.3%. AL, TRV A BT S 58 A BRI S T2 18], g — B Ui i 7 3R il )
IR I S 2

TR T AE BRI PUY ) K P AE S RS g A 22 5. IWPER B3R, B AR BB 17K F(M =
3.855, SD = 0.510)fi T & (M = 3.652, SD = 0.474), X 5i%37%5(2014) 1531 (2023) %% N [IHF 72 4518
FEAR—3, RITEBEI TS AMERT, BB LA AR i s 4, A B T E ST A
HIAR, IFER LR TN (g 1) MENRBIH, AR50 T e, W EEE
Tl E A AR B 2 B AR R T, 1 55 AR A AL 2 BAEE TR IR g T U] 2 SR FH X P B 2 )
753, B b E M T R A SR S ) o AR TEHLCR T, 30T AR YR AR P 7K (M = 3.795, SD
= 0.505) 5 R A AEJEAF 7L A (M = 3.749, SD = 504)/K-FAH 24, (H7E NFRURBIZERE I, T 78 4= (M = 3.989,
SD = 0.770)f3 7> 3 i AT 7T 42 (M = 3.689, SD = 0.814), XKML 32 A IR AN S BE 25 15201

T ARMIF 7828 N TEAN N 15 AMESCRE 1 35 M1 55(r = 0.620, p = 0.000 < 0.001). 4RTHLIE F1 A 78 HL
) I T ) MR AN A B sh I R G (5L, k5L, 2022), YONPLEE FIBES MARR A SC, M2 )5 R
W5 HESFEEFELW .. RO FERENE T 1X— W%, RIPU &AMk N TE 5 SR A BLAE
2R (% 2).
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Table 1. Gender differences in the dimensions of emotional control, goal focus, and self-efficacy

=1L MAERERERS BT INERMEEENES

Levene ¥4 52
AMEE THE bR L
F BEH ()
s 244 3.524 0.721 1.337 0.248 <0.001
Nkl
Lk 192 3.147 0.715
. EE LS 244 4.100 0.532 14.196 <0.001 <0.001
BinEiE
LA 192 3.668 0.650
i B 244 3.855 0.510 0.141 0.708 <0.001
AL
L 192 3.652 0.474

Table 2. Correlation analysis between intrinsic personal strength and extrinsic support among postgraduates

2. MREAEDANSIMNESFFNNE XD

WEMANT SMESTHRET]
Pearson A& 1 0.620™"
NENATI BEMEGRR) 0.000
AN RE 436 436
Pearson < 0.620™" 1
SMESTRFA BEHCRE) 0.000
EE 436 436

*kk

1E 0.01 HAI(E), KRR,

322 BIRMIREAEMANEFEE, BFREEFEER, LHERFEENEERRARAZNE

TRV A A B AEAS N TR = T 015 (M = 3.728, SD = 0.566), {HANTEN N WFEANELEE FIFAR
Yotty, HrpBHZIAZI(M = 3.994, SD = 0.599) A1 H Ar557:(M = 3.910, SD = 0.625)75- 70 & = (4 3). 4 Fifll
25(2020) MR (2014) ¥ E It AR i, BEEER MK S AE R DI FEE, TR T X prE
(SR ) B S o, BRE R M DA BN 2k s ATV IR T ff, I 90% 1 BE TRMI 7T AR
RN “HUHMIER” ‘248 ke HAsEshB Cargt” , XgE—P e 7M1 HFs T T
BEKT .

Table 3. Descriptive statistics of individual manpower dimensions for postgraduates

% 3. MREREN AN ELEE ARG

ZE FAE ®/ME BN PHME PRAEZ
(Lt et 436 15 5 3.358 0.742
RN 436 2.2 5 3.994 0.599
Hbrt ik 436 2 5 3.910 0.625
EEi % 436 1 5 3.651 0.805

WNENNTT 436 21 5 3.728 0.566

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.142083 655 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.142083

=)
x

/b

T V45 (2014 BfF T3 5 B et 70 A 0o BR ) 1 5 15 448 T 0K R R T SIS E A2, R IR &8 92 1 o A 9 2 1)
OHEPMEAT RF IERREIER, AU EREIEX 458, RIS S /355 = 0.763, p =
0.000 < 0.001). HFFEIERI, TR FA NS 2 HIKF(M = 3.358, SD = 0.742)i8 4 Fpft . Zthe
SCAG LA B AL G SBAR R RE ], 2 43 B A ST A YO RIE SRS 48 AR 55 . ARSI R I, Kk fh
MBI 28 B AE O B, R O H S, (HIXERL “SPER 7 B8 520 BT 45 14l 2k, i JERR
(18 26 T s . I TR TR, UL TIRAD CARITEIZE AT SR B LR AR IS 4R
EIE L, XU TR A A R B R o IR S B S R IA R S

3.2.3. BTHMRE AEERNIMESH 1, BRITZHE/HEH

WA, B TR A AR B BRI AME SR 71(M = 3.815, SD = 0.548), {H5 AFR#hBI(M = 3.797,
SD = 0.810) FI % BE % #5(M = 4.017, SD = 0.660) ALk, FJifi % ##(M = 3.632, SD = 0.660) 5 4 K (I T+ 251
(& 4).

Table 4. Descriptive statistics of external support dimensions for postgraduates

® 4 AREIMEIFF N EHEE AR T

R AR B/ME BRE I PR
NBrtirBh 436 2 5 3.797 0.810
FISCHF 436 1 5 3.632 0.825
FBE S 436 2.5 5 4.017 0.660

HMESCRR 436 2.4 5 3.815 0.548

W50 A TR 425 1) 26 R (8 SCIRTRR 52 50 R ) A& R M 78 A6 15 97 R AT 904 B O R ) R B 3R
AR 3250 RN Y e BT SR A A B0 55T, SEE L b R A% AR BRI DA B 175 I A2 JAE R R )
3. SR, BLSEIEMLH R RRA BB RS Z oot F 05 (2018) BT L R BHAX. 59.69% AR LA
FAER SN R, A 255 (2020)E A A TR R B 90.6% I FL AN N ERAR I S 20 R & R 28 A2,
T SE R 2 AR R 66.4%. ASWFTA/E — @ F2 R EMIESE T 2 oS ¥ R RINAELE, ERTA
W 436 LB FeA T, NN SIRZRAN R 28 AR AT 7548 NS, Atk 39.4%, JLUKR LG0T R
(25.7%), HHBUTLE . B RS KR ER B EE — 2 1 5 (i # 5).

Table 5. A test of differences in resilience levels of postgraduates with different types of supervisors

= 5. FRIAE IR ERENKFHERER

T prini} W I IR tF p
fEgfisE R 112 3.811 0.464 19.702 0.000
E TR 76 3.556 0.445
JEAR R 20 3.563 0.503
FIMZEA
R 2 A 7R 172 3.978 0.468
R R 48 3.391 0.427
RAER 8 3.306 0.238

e IR T IMSR A I R R B AT PR S PR L TR
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R, T

ISR, DR T AR ST e T AT TR L ) 2 K. SR EOR, B
LI Sk IR 5 D 28 R OR [A) Ti A7AE 2 35 1 22 573 (F = 19.702, p = 0.000 < 0.01). FLAKRIN: 5 Rz k7%
ST AR AL R T AP 1K R, FLUCRAEGIMAERL, 15 RS v AL 5 D AH Ak BRI AR B K F
M BAR . BT IE SR G 7T AR Buid J1 A S R0 06 R ahid FEHEAT A OGYE M #r, e I8 3 A0 3T
K R RE E BB IEA(r = 0.496, p = 0.000 < 0.001), B 5 S ZBkmhia, BF 50 A 0 J K T
(I 6).

Table 6. Correlation analysis of postgraduate students’ resilience and rapport with supervisors

6. MREME NS FIMKRRIEERBEXMESR

IR ARG E E/RuyAl
Pearson #H et 1 0.496™"
53X RRRE BEME(WUR) <0.001
M S 436 436
Pearson < 0.496™" 1
iRl BEMHRE) 0.000
S 436 436

TUHE 0.01 ZLAICRUE), MSEPEE .

— Mk, RIS A SIS SO R AE# PSRk, BARSAZM KRR, PN HRX S
By, SEAR AR BRI 2 W B 53R ARGURER I I SR AN R EEUEANER, K
BRIV, FINREL TH RN ARG T, M FRR RIS 5N, R SR TS
R MR R RONER K, BB THETCA I R T 775 WAt 2 53 RIAEOE, BTl S A ok Rty
FHEFEIEEL

3.24. BTRMIREMMFENKESHREXREERX

O 3 W T AR AR A AR BT ) A O S R R EME R T P2 — . TELRICA Y 436 &
e, Hd 85% MM LA RN H O 5 FREER 8 R LR EVABEER G, RA 4 NMAAECER
JE B 510K R LU R K o I AT 5 AR BB 75 SRE O BRI BE AT A SR A A (e 7), R IR TR AL
TR SR BE e B R AR AE SB35 I IE A 56 5 £ (r = 0.422, p = 0.000 < 0.001), EIFHZ 5 R mlva P2 i3
PUI I3 KA 2 A N T

Table 7. Correlation analysis of postgraduate students’ resilience and family rapport

= 7. MRERPENFREX REhis EOEX D

FKERXRREE /Ryl
Pearson o< 1 0.422™"
KERRBEE BEEUR) <0.001
M S 436 436
Pearson 5k 0.422" 1
Ly BEEUR) 0.000
ES 436 436

TUHE 0.01 ZLRICRUR), MSEPEE .,
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4. BT R#RERENREAX R
41 BHRABTRARENAENTAS

4.11. BFMEE, FEAENMANRAGRERF M

T BIF 50 A AR 1O B 5 1) 8 2 2 AL IR R R3S, AR A T i A J LT & 1) T ) BF 0 A B
FF OB A SRR, T /D FR T 7 A B O BB R T SR I R 1, DRI, AT SR AR R 2 1
Rt LS B TRMIF S A A TEAN A DT RS 2 S AR, 4O BR AR E 280 I3 R % 00 3L
FREE MRS T, R st O SR R R I W B, B JE s S R 22 1) “ i ig g 7 L b
WL HIRKZER “i-home” “FEZEGD 2N, 2015). €49 7R A OB FE 3R EGSAE b, I 5 1+
IRIR (2023) i@ AR I, kAT 5T AR I 21 S ORI 2 m,  “MZg BBl fE— e RERE B T A
R OETE. FrbL, SR A EE TN 78 0 R R IR G AL 5, IR i o
FREE N, TR BT MEER S FIRESGIRMINEE )&, B ITEN ANNERTHELO
HERAE &, by sl iRy ). FiRRRE 77 NER T RS BRI AbRigEEie
577N, ARG E G s SR YL RS A R T, E T U SEER TR S AR AR I s )
K

412 AFHE, RBEAENTANRANRERETERE

—RUER L. RIS Far SIS B SR SRR TR, OB AR
HETVE L2 B RBUAHE TENEERE, 5198 TR A RE BAES, DIBIRI A EIB RIS
w i H AR E R R A%, SR OFELRIES) ) SR EG. EHFE¥ARHES T, B %I5¢
EFF R E TR SRR OB BN DL, Sl b AT S 5 RMI5e 38, W QIR S 5t R hri
RERSRTHOATR S BN 7y =R DMATRO o SR TR A E g =M =, R gk Az
NS 5 REE B, R RKIER BRI HTESE . RIS EEREE. NP R RS
FOTHAAER s DU AT o B 5 2 RO 35 3 B BE DRI AR 3G 5 A SCER R, S ARk ZS S
SAREIE SCRIAE S5, DLSR T o SRS BN g st DR, S G MR I g 5 PR B R P 1 5
TR LT . AARHES) DT BB E OB R A ARG, ARB DRIT U 5T A S B N R S
TS &, IR R BEA R SR, =—IFNEDNANTIKF.

4.2. IRIE TR E SIMRIARE

TENBEFUEREA R B EAN, B F0E IR SAT N BPOE 10 T0A (1O B A R 5 i A g (1 el
A 2014). [Rlik, BEAEYISLRE IR AT B TRVIT S A (P8 /K-, 7 Bk — 20 i S i AT
B, A RAE S IMERT AU OB BRI AR .

4.2.1. BEFHZIHNE, BHEERSIAR

BAERATEh I S, MER ARG, A REEAT8l FIERE B MR TRV A O
MR RS RS PO E BT EST, IR E IR FITER A QMRS R EEEH .
i, hnsE R TR 7 AR 5 0 BA AL (0 2 1 AT 55 B v ST S AR UL () R . R 9 A R T TR N 2 20 3]
IR FIE R T HE EERR, RZESFITERRBE ®E . e AE K575 5B RO A A 18
WE AL, BHRN WA 5 SRR 3505 AR BOR SO, W (08 55 T 4T v Seif
Fo Al ST ST NER BT A L) (HT[2018] 1 5). (HEHATEIR (WAL Sl SAT7 HEN) i
K1) (WF[2020] 1 5)%, sEH “MERIE S MEARK, RMUBEARTIEAR HI8 S84, EREEL
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P, DI

HO

W EROREZA, BRI T AR A N ZE B R ARG I A

4.2.2. MBESIRE, W EiEsEEER

H TR A IR 2 KIAMEE TR L 2E ) . B SR T/, O Mg REECE 7 1 i kiR
ik s 5 LERAE N Z A AR . MUk, H 55 I E SRR E A, BHEESE2ER ), F
BRI IR (e, WeE, 2017), KA OB E R, Kb, AR A 0 BN sn i 7ok
SRR OB R A SRR I . — DT, R R AR B B AT A G T R 1 TS I o, S A o B
FEARFIRRB RE B S 3, TR 704 ST H % T2 ) v B i N BRag 4 . 1 45 4% 55 5 TH 9
T kIR, ALABATIARE T OB B RUE M AR AR, A BLO ERA SRS OB [ BUR B KO B LT T
ML (FE], 2023); 53— J51H, WA FEFIINE TR SIMAR 5. SEZRP . 55 O
B, IR ) A3 A PR SR SO R B ST, b DR T RN T A R M AME SRR

4.3. MEERTHMRREBRBINHLSIFIRS

PSR B R AT WA 2 ER R AILEIVME . RAFIIAE S SCRM 2% BE A AU E - 2R BRI R A%
A, NEAME R RIRARA AN R A B TR A, SR A S SRR AR R E SRR
FRZER AR UL L SCHF S5 T 1H

431 #EZHAETE, BERENNREXS

FBEAE NI AR A2 BAL, MRS O R SR E I i, T 2K BE RS ) RAF . e O 1 iR
IBRERG I e MEAZ SRR TR Bk, $ETHE TR R GTIE Kr  E IE R IS R, SR
SR IR BES R . — 71, ARSI 78 A2 A0 5K RE 1 A BEAT XU I A R L5, Rt 55 SO REA 8 i 1 0
SRV TER L, IR BE SR RO, k2B BTk EE: 50— 7T, AR AR A
ANE IS AV, R RN TR R TEVE A O B R R 2 A, ERGRIUR K I SCRe, IF R SR
FARRIE NS A A B OGE 5 T, SRR B2 A6 IR S

4.32. BEEMERERE, WEBBHNMEIR

JHZETRI R B A A A TS 7 R O BEYRSR AN ELE SR T BE A 2 T8 ON RS o AR IR & o,
WEFCAE D B SCIF IRBURARAE “H SRR A2 s g L RS 25 I 32 SO R 44 SE R GOl SC i, )63, 2013),
PRIk, ERRAEAER N ZER R, —J7 T, A I B AL AT RA R G R R E S, SR SR
FRIR) BT A 2 A LB, BB R ARG S BIA SRR 55— J7 i, WA S 0 2R
QIRAEINE R AR T 6, HIIRIE A BDT RSSOV e AR BB % KTk
SESCER VIS e, AW ST AR SR B EAREATAR R AU A 25 IRFERR SN ss s XU i, ARt ST AR B
RIS KRR,

433 ERZTTHSHER, WEBBHNEIXF

FETHEL TR FUAE WIS J K P IE RAR R MBSO H5G,  mRCAT DAFERT U O B R
TR INPUE I, RN C AT P AR S, FRAS SRR SR DU A P
ACPEARMIREAE, DUEA ST R 5 5 F LR, Hk, BSHIEMIZE55(2016). EHE45(2019)% A
I SUERIE FUIESE T 31 0 A1 A o0 T R E 7 A2 Bk R ANEAL . SO AL B BT . ST H Ll
JIARFEERA RERR, AT DR vt o) 3 LA AR A B A 507 &%, s s 515
R B GR BER SEILGT AP II3R T e, STl 3T R B A% 5 b B SR AR, B
et Sk PA L B Z B EE, HEIEHE . H8Ea, NHEREEZ TR
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B
S

fit

, E/DI

AR, B D s TR TR SR O SRR A RE

SE ik

A (2014). WFFAEOFRFIME KGR IR R 5. I EH BT, (5), 48-51.

SN T, EERIAR(2023). Hri A 7L A D FRAE R TR oK PR S oA 3w ——2E T RIE 15 frm il & b, 735 #
W7, (4), 83-88.
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