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Abstract

Due to the convenience and variety of functions, smartphone use is becoming more and more
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common among college students, but overuse or addiction to mobile phones will negatively affect
their academic performance. Studies have found that excessive use of mobile phones or mobile phone
addiction can lead to academic burnout among college students. However, few studies have explored
the mechanism of how mobile phone addiction affects academic burnout among college students.
Therefore, this study intends to explore the mediating role of the relationship between mobile
phone addiction and academic burnout among college students. In order to understand the relation-
ship among college students’ mobile phone addiction, fatigue and academic burnout, this study used

» o«

the mobile phone addiction index scale (MPAI), “fatigue scale”, “academic burnout scale” to conduct
a questionnaire survey on 725 college students, then used SPSS24.0 to carry on the statistical anal-
ysis, and drew the conclusion: mobile phone addiction can not only directly predict college students’
academic burnout, but also indirectly predict college students’ academic burnout through the me-
diating effect of fatigue. The research results help to reveal the influence and mechanism of mo-
bile phone overuse or mobile phone addiction on college students’ academic burnout, and bring
some important implications for preventing and intervening college students’ academic burnout.
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BRSO, A MU P o 20 il 97.0%. 97.79%F1 96.4%, JHI 7 HiAR) )ik 10.60 12, 10.67
A1 10.53 42, (B LRI 2845 Sty 2024) . BEAE HBRMAE R AR I i B A2, 28 e oy U E
B2 MRS BIR TR, fEH AT AR R FEMPER H &N 2 o K2R N E R JE AR Z M,
JA A BB 55T, SR, YR KFPATEHAKRFLLG, BIR LT DA i 2 0 ) A% 2 2,
TR ) A I RS RA R, JF FLER T MBI A 5 AL 2 ThReth, V2 RFEDTEIH, kA,
T 20T RSO0 o K2 AR AE 2 21 5 A 3 A K B (R B[] 5006 7046 2% B F- AL AT R SR 55 3, 18 a0 B iR
V. AR ATIHEARSE, (HRMATEIE T B OSSR A B2 28 mmts, TRESSIFZ X
SRR TS SR L. R H, X RSB R BT 2 ), A TR R 3]
REDGB, BT OV, s, RIS . M FURIL, RS2, KAEER B
ik, BAFHRRERI NSRRI BRA R SR AR AEE FHUE A b, XA g A 30 BT 3R A5 1 O3
VRIS KR R M. BTl FHLBIE AN DR A 0 BE 2 98 1) i = 2 DLW 82 B F- ML 2 A, o8 el DA
FHSL I R ER PR, T AT 551, BB, Mg Uk, B Dl s A
Ak I AE(Head & Helton, 2014). F HARYE OEL R IHEL IS, Aef845 A 33 H1 2 — M E 200 A R,
I R8T B0 A FRAR R T BB Z 2 R AN T IS R, AN S EC G R . ISR,
b S oA SRR 2 1D 5 R B, FHLES AR B aeth, SR BN AT PR AT i — 5843,
fait, WEHEFH LM TR 8 A, MERKRFAERERNF—HFI, KR EMOEKA—
Pt g 5, BRI R A BN Gy ik b, R 2l R T — @ R IR M o BE XX ] @, AR U
T H R K2 F LR U TR A, T AT s B oL, AR BB E P AR R, IR
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LS RRIVEIEAH K. G BRSO, DAERT AR PSR S ks R 2 MAEE —E MR R, K
LTI ARG, Sk s QUBER, T R A 0 TSR AN =2l A 8 1 o A2 B AE DB FT e
ARG IRRA . AT R 22 A PSRN AL 5 BRI 18, AR T i 7R AT
HLSIRE 175 150 5 R B A4 L2l s R ) AR R AN G, [ IR BRAIE DR 2 A LSO 3 R 2l s
BRI, s H = 2 (8 A AR R AR A I ALH . BEAh, ARBE T 1 K2 A 2
b B DU K R PSR S DU RL A 70, NAESRECE M T e A BRI 2%, LA K
FARPRL R R BN T FE it . AT TE LU B E R AR, R T FHLSOR S ks B 2 [H)
AR REIEMRRR, BTN REAESRAEFIB, s AT, e e i sa A
FOMAE » T BIAT A BT T AR R O RASE T TS5, XK 222 TR DL SR 2 i

2. XEkzEd
2.1. FlER

2.1.1. FESHBE

AER, MERBIRRMZE L wE, SR SIS T8RRI EZER, WENRZNFEE,
A A TG BRI g, MR AR e Sk T UG, 3N KRR AR IR 4k 2k
577, FFHBTRIE N RZANG, 523 IR ) 203 DLACHT #0707 NEE R I sm, V2 KAk
P AR R EE () 0t 8 o Freudenberger (1974) i de2 “He 87 » /MR IR T TAE K SR FE K
WAL F AR, HCiEHEE, S e A OB T AR, BUE SO BEH AT . Flind
WS ARSI, TAERMRME™ B TR, A FRER, o OB BRI RGN X R4
Ma, s8R E BT & MBI R, KRR SR AR Rt ok i 5l 8o S 80 A&
O FTHRERIZER B e At 2l s RIE RN F AL Kk BIEFHAER, TR T4, IF
Bl B TR AL AR R (AT 1, 2019)0 A 2EF R G B X Sl B8 A8 T (Al K 52 B i
2l 5 g, 8 IR ) 32 s AV RS B, AR gz i B i) NI AR B AS BE A, Sl gt
PS5 — RIVTH AR R « PN AR R4 (2005) . S22 1T (2015) 2 NN A, 2l s 82 RN TE S S ik fE v 224k
AReH BRI 2R T, FEOS T 25 2] OB BI R DL E ST LIS =, = A2 957 . THA%. HArAn
SOVBORIR TSR, & I — R B I AT N (2L, 2017).

AW FORG lb  B5E SUN: b s B 2 AR A BRI X 2 > 1R 972 A i — Pl SO S, FEAR i
AR D) TCIEIR B S T SR e AR B B A BEANAT N R 3 s IR A (Pietarinen et al., 2013).

212 Bl ESHNE

DU B2 A 2 1 S0 72K 2 BA Maslach 1) #5 8 5% (MBI: Maslach Burnout Inventory) A2, f&
K MATEE R HRNL A% B = 4ER e g (0 B RN T, RIEAFEMET T E K, BT W 7 BA R &
AT H, EENFAR: T8RS BHIKE . BB =R hsh, SR RA s — s T
TAERIE G e S, FIRBEH K T TAEERIMNERR, IS G2 B0 E R . Pines EAFK T
BPANT 2 J5E 45 1) B 8 B (Burnout Measure), B (E S s B R M ERE LIV U, BEERINE T IZ 10
SR AR BB B Maslach [ =AFEMLL, BM MEE LR, FEREE BM &
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HEAABRTREARRENE, thiE 3G 2L MR H, =0 4ER A, AR AT OE, AEE DU
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RSB AK HAH PP

A ERA: VRIS AR RE & S POL AR A A A RIS L= IR R, b
AR BT HE M T B8 S R R AR Al s SRR . LA A S, B, 52
{£(2005) T i f3d 5 B B v A 2 A 2 b i 8 A S DL VR AT 10 5

2.1.3. RS FELESHEXAREFIINEE

S B R 3R R B S AEAME R R . UMLK E . Honicke 5 Broadbent (2016) El i |
DAAE 12 SFESCHR, RIS FR AL AR IS MR 1 2 2] RGBT AE B I IEA G . S HE4S (2014) LK 2242 N
PO AU R I, MERI R AP TE 2L s B B AR T EAGFAE RS ZR, SARENFEEKTFEEST
SCEEARME(LEANE, 2016). ARWENFAIEE 15 (2016) 2 W Fi A8 H, M A2 D) B BUE AV . 3145
Ko 55 Pt s Jr 22 n W . WA B 702 B 22 A 52 20 A R FE AN [ 0, 2% 08 28 52 0 2 3] i Bk
(i, 2020). 238 AU K2 AE 1 00 B AN T AHOCHIF T, 45 R IIR A s B 73 B & A4
FEYER . AR SCK S AR R 22 5 BAEN R ER/KTFEER T 24 BRAESSEE
s 8 s ERFE ST OCRAE; B S PAE 2E s 8 SANJEFERAy AR R, BARRIL
NALBESCAAK P, K AR 54 BFR BB ™ B (RN 2%, 2017).

2.2. FHRE

2.2.1. FHIRBEBRS

fE 21 e, RGP R R, A AMVEEKPF &, ANTE T E 2 RDLRI AT 5 R
), TAEREE TR AR, B RET LI EE— 0 S8 7 AR T E 2O A . BIEREE TN S
hiRet, Ce@mm R EE T EZOrmE, A REAERET, X-IEE RN REAERZEERH
SCHC H BT AR T/ e s g Ay mb 2B N UE 2, i B EER R A VE 2 i ik, B
MR AN FEALBURI I ) 4% 22 M S I e A 75 2K, T EOR 27 K B P e 0885, BRI T AL et
RBEGERZERE

H A0S T AT V2 ORAT . EUanmRo B e B W) RS 2 ERAT Y, AR AE 21
LB BB 2 AR AOE R AR, AT E R R 7 — Mo BIRAT . B RE T LR —Fh 4
BT AR, FHUBRE LR T APP (s £H& . DNLBE)KNE, Rl 2otk T8 5 T
MEAZ A2 W55 Thae s 0 FALI 2% B M R BT e e, MW=, AR Sy e B RE T LSO, T 55
RN By X 2 pRE (1 B, 2021) 0 ERARTHLRURE K R R 2 A 24, (HAZE A —SE SRR B . WA i
B FEIN, TR AL 1 5 A Y B e A = B LJa Bk s Y B A st J, ek A Y (R oK K,
DA B O s R — DS BACRIE R, IR 2R A ] . ORI RERT, B “ HAR
- S AR R W, RJEEOY “ Bfs - SR e ts . SIRERER, EARKRBRA
AN RN 54T A RAE (7, 2021).

LR LEPTIR, AW TR T USROS, AR 0T i B AL A 2 AL R B T LR i) 1 iR
7T K THUBIEBEE N ANA TS A I, TR TSR, AR P A0 MU
MRS, A2 EEF AR 25 TTE, DET LRI E, AN RIAEBALLHEARL

2.2.2. ERSMFHLARMBEVEXTRR R F YRR F A SRR
FHUBIRNS KA 2 lb R IR 2l A R R H 2532 B K3 (90T, THLRURAH R I e #ia&

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.149629 142 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.149629

B %

Bl: FHLRREZ NS R T AFIREEERIREm, FHLRRE s — e s 8, R A llk
E0, I FHE— DU TP HURIERIARRUH, 45 KA TS B KA RS, HBMA 1S Tl
RO, SEUF AT 22 3] 52 . BEAh, WHTUAREL, THURIR S Ak B 2 IR, RS IE A T =
Wi BT, FHUSISTE D™ 5, FAUEAIAE D fI DR, LI A R i SRR 0 R A IR S5 i)
R B, 3 ARG TN R MECLTE S 2RSS, FR T SR PR ] g e ith— b S B A ki o
VURTFHUE A, I FHUBRE, M A4 B B Bz b pe /o, BEm e 5> sin 822 b s 2 (5 UK A, 2019).

PAERT L L BT TSRS 2200 s 8 A B, AR F-HL RO an 4] 52 22 L4 2 1R 4 P AL
BOOHHATHRY, EEEA R MEET

2.3. WA

2.3.1. WEBAES

Rt BHERE, BHTFHESAEF IR, AT 2MEF SN, BT S8, AR RE
KIETRANE AT 55 E G, NTRBEEUA IS, F=AE R IR SRR NI (1 FLE o A1 e AR
R, B RIESUBN T AR . BT, BT SR g AL SRR B 1 = kAR S 8, A
IR T AR AT 20 F R S I TN B 26, 78 AR 5 2 ) A R B AN REF AL A 7 #0011
BRR o [ RKZARTERZ B MBI R R S 8 Z RN FR, 5SRO b= T —ik
To AT S R AR . R R R IR R B AR RVESEYE, kiR AT B MEh AR
Rl URAh, 9% RSO RIA A A B 1 A AN T 9 57 (MR 5245, 2019). B A, B
P A L BRI SRR, SRR R, OBOMPRFIE IR SR AR e S O 3
RIUNFIEGE BB IAEA . B A% BRIELARRE ) FRE( L2k, 2018). ML R I, %A IR Y
23 Iy A ML R AN T T 9%

2.3.2. BRSMEERBRMBEXARRESREFIRBENZ L ESEAF T ER

TEIA BT 9% B AH S e, AN YO P AR k) R BN A5 R4, P05,
AR Z NFR R A LR SAT . SRTIBEE B FCRIRN, 2 X SRR A A O Rk 2% 3 13047 1 o
Fi, SRR ZHEE IR m e, KA DR R (ki Fask, 2019). iF &M, EH M
RN RE —N NS BERPAER I, XA O, 9% ol R ka2 W AR, X Ak
SIEEE, (Eha USRI HLoRkZE, MM S IEE R A B OHE . XA EEIN, HERaT
BAMAR B RIRE /T R, AR O BRI, B IREEEE A E AR TR, R SR B R
il Re 1 (B Z 22 s AMAER AR AR, N SEE G R . [N, KT s, A
BTSRRI N AR 73 BN B IR AR AEAE F AU A b, 3 AN I A % 2 B 3845 10 B S5 VR At 22
KEM T BTl TSR 0B ZEIR R 6 = X DLW SR B TF-HL2 A 0, 5 X DA AH 2
WU BB RN, ST ARSI, TR, i id ol &k, i — s e A el B
M, AT 3 A 0l B (Head & Helton, 2014).

Rl ASHI 0 25 S0 R AE TR A R 22 A Sl s B ok R el ge i R, RIFHL SR AT B
R B, TR E R .

3. )RRt
3.1. )RR

3.1.1. FHEMIKEERIF M
THLE KRG T AN SR 15 SR8 R, AT TE L S AR R . R4S R BE ALY
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1) sk

KEFEPUR T FHLA CREAIE AT R TARKIEIE, Foma T 30 R I SR AL 16 RE & 1 BE R
AT . Bl R =34, KBGFIFBRGTE M, BEAREIZRNM, BTF¥%IRGEHLE T
WG, FahfEk T BRI, MIEINTAHBS, MEETFyLm a5t E,

2) SN B O

TR A0 1) 2 8 7 B ) K2R TN TR AR E A T R B IR BB FHL, SRR E B, SR
TREANERER, WS ARERE. =7, BREmME: bTUakTe, ERTEAL, SRR EEAR.
BT, B2/ R el TR TRz, SEER. ES L.

BEO 0 FHUAT LA B3PS B, — SRR T2 R 2R RS, B S, (g, B E R
AP ARG NS FEZI A, IIE AN A8, SELFIE B FETEANNIFAL L.

3) BRI LT K

KFENTIEAT NPRS A IR R W, S i 7eiti. Geomid ik, R RUFI YR EIIR 9% 7E T FHLA L
S, B TACRE B TR, K SRR Z BRI NI, RRARATTE S s AL
— RANATUH
3.1.2. BERBREFIREMFEIESXAPHDNTER

DUAERFFE R, FHURRE S T AR & TR BRI, i BEARAS 2 51 R 9% e i) S 2L
=, Db, FHLSORTE R 1 SR AT REE — 0 5l R MR G 26 . I R BRI A AR 0 2 1
AR BT T A 57 o BhAt, FHUBOR 2 (A Ao B s 0L, 36T S BiME . B, FE%S
WAL A AR . TH, BTN R BTIEA TR, AN A AL R RE AR I A
5, SEUEEK. ERSSECMAR B RREHIRE ) TR, RE O RIEIG, BaREHE P E
AR, BBl aE ot = S Mot B PEAE R, IS8 2 .

3.2. HRMRIK
REEETFHRRE S FBOR &R, A2 a, B &R REAE FHLBR A AL/ 8 Z A4

AR
4, ARF=E
4.1. FR#R

T Z B BRI, AT 784 PG 2 SCHR 2R B ITVE 22 B« AR B S4B 1 SR 2E B 2 AN # B 723 4
AR EATAT T 0B HA, BI FEAS e 5 B AN EAES AL 24 4R s, SIS T 699 44
AR, AR IR 298 96.68% .
42. fiRIT A

4.2.1. FHAR

SR Leung (2008)4i 9 T HLRIEH HUER(MPAL). R M 17 M5 H AU, G35 REEPE ARITHE
MR AR ACPE DU . AUKBIICRFI 005, MR P AL B 2, R
BERLUF. fEAKHIILT, 2R Cronbach’s a AU 0.82.
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K H Michielsen %5 A\ (2003) 4 il 195 A ek &2 7% (Fatigue Assessment Scale). 1% &% H 10 4~ H 41,
KA TR, 1550 B R R A SRk

4.23. FlES

TEEBUEAE 5 N (2005) gm il KA 0l i B 3R, R 20 AN, B8 = ANERE : T IRE
1T A UG, KA 1~5 1) Likers fiit7r, ®NMEIIH “17 RRFTEAFFE, “27 REEA
TFh, “37 RKorAWIE, “47 RRWRFGE, “57 RRTEME, ZERSMMPINE —BHEE R
7 0.75, BABUFRIEEE, R RARNERF4 5B TR A ER.
4.3. Gtk

K B BT WG A, 2] SPSS24.0 RGHEAT B AL R IM MIA R LRI iR m R LG . IR
S AT A 1 20 B A [l VA 00 20

5. BR55Hh
5.1 AFREZEEREXIH

BAZR T H PR AEZE AR SRR R L2 Lo AR T AL : FHLRRRE 5 0 R 2 835 TEAH 55 (r = 0.66)
5l s B 282 IEASC(r = 0.52), SRR 2 W2 IEHE(r = 0.64). AARHrin 1 k.

Table 1. Mean, standard deviation and correlation coefficient of each variable
%1 STENTHH, WREEFMEXRER

e 1 2 3 4
150 —
2 FHLERE 0.04 _
3 EIK 0.0.01 0.66™ —
4 =R 0.04 0.52" 0.64™ —
M — 44.88 23.70 57.37
SD — 12.96 5.77 8.22

JE: *p<0.05, “p<0.01, *p<0.001, FId.

5.2. £EFERELT

AV T BB T80 G R B A5 R, R e R T 1 22 20N o DR R AE TR T A 3B )
fFH T Harman FEFAEL, DA E &S A JLE A mZE . R4 e R, FHEEAT 1 E T
A 84, BT HIMRRRA FE A 30.22%, 45K TFrrE(E 40%, K E A KB AR 3L 7
w2
5.3. WERNPMNER ST

N TR ARG R LR S s B RIBEFAER, A7 IR B, kS AR
HRE PRI TR A RO o S TR FE AR “ FHLEORE - 5 8% - bR A BN B TR S . 1 SR 56 [l
NRE ¢ AR EE. DRl N, UIFIUSEAN BB, 152 FHURIRE Sl 8 5 e
AR, BIERAE ¢ MUBRAE R R E0E R #(B = 0.33, p < 0.001). #EHWK KK R2% a f b, 25ILLFHL
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BN B R, PUE BN B, 538 a B35 (B=0.30,p<0.001). PLFHURRE. JE&EN
AR R, DiE A NN R, E85% b 52%(B=073,p<0.001), [FIESIFHLEIEN S KR
AEEA R ¢ B (B =0.12,p < 0.001), FHUEIRE AL BT DUR N R 0l s 8 42.2% (0 )7 2, ELkgs
B 2

Table 2. Regression analysis of the mediating effect of fatigue on mobile phone addiction and academic burnout

2. RERAEFIABRSFIERE DA YN EYASH

R B AR & FAsE  R? F B B ) 95% & f5[X[A]  SEB B t
¥4 FHRE  FHES 027 283.07 0.33 [0.29,0.37] 002 052 16.82™
FH FHUE O JE&EEK 008 589.05 0.30 [0.27,0.32] 001  0.66 2427
F= FHURE  FERS 042 27336 0.12 [0.07,0.16] 0.02 018  4.91™
997 R 0.73 [0.63,0.84] 005 051 13.85™
6. 1t

6.1. FH BN FIESHEES I

23 W TR DT WU K2 b e 8 2 1 m, WAEBEDT T UF: LR & 24 1 5
B, SEARE R ELERNOAES, WHEEM, B IRA EHER R, s gl s,
RFE—R, Sl 8t a4 WOETTEYE: PSR S RSN 2 21 R 5 %0, 22 S SH L R
59, AW E R RSB 2R AR ERVE, AN T2 RERARER, Tx =™
AR

6.2. BRBAFIABSFIESZ B rHEN

R FARBERIEAET, BT v av by B, MOEEBONH AN, 1M H A 3508 & 1)
Bootstrap 95% & 15 [X [A] A~ L4 0 ([0.17, 0.271), BIFE-HL IRt 252 b 4 28 i 9% 28 kil 23 i A AR B 5,
H HFHURIT s B BN, ARYE IR SR IO FR T, s RN 5 S KO8 EE R 63.6%, HH 2K
NLARRE T AR B 25.5%1 7 ZAR S, A Z MR /AL 1 R

0.66** 0.51%*

0.18%*

Figure 1. The relationship model of mobile phone addiction, fa-
tigue and academic burnout

1L FHpRk. K&k FUBES=FXRER

RPN, BEEARTRGRAIL, TSRS FEOCE AR 0 5 s, 2 51
8, BEM AR EALOH AR R, RO S AR A K I R FHL, XA S R BORE
ARG T BMEA TR, b2 o5 RS2 A R A MEHIR AN 5], X SR et — 0 R EORA A  AE #
B, MR AR R — B A, et R AR i H 22 S P AN RS o RS Al A RS AT 22 2,
AEARGEERFTER ST, WHOMEL KIEME, SEZHLU R, RSS2 IR RIAE, e
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B AE L, IEARERATI R, DT H L i R BTk T RATR E

e, BT AT ST SR I . RIS, I RS0 51 IS5 STk P IR R
o AT ER T, AT A GBI AT SR AT IR, AR SO S s TovE SEEL

PR LA ERTE N, A0 18 S 78 G AT RATTHI AL HANSS 77 .
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