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from the perspective of ecosystem. Methods: The parent-child intimacy scale, school connection
scale, community satisfaction scale, neighborhood relationship and cohesion scale and non-suicidal
self-injury behavior scale were used to investigate 1000 adolescents in Changsha, Hunan province.
Results: Adolescents’ NSSI was negatively correlated with parent-child relationship, school connec-
tion, community satisfaction, neighborhood relationship and cohesion. Advantage analysis showed
that the explanation rates of NSSI were parent-child relationship (3.75%), community satisfaction
(3.40%) and school connection (3.25%). Conclusion: Protective factors in family, school and com-
munity are closely related to adolescents’ NSSI among which parent-child relationship is the most
important protective factor.
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1. 53|

B A2 S ASr G in,  AJE B AP E 4547 9 (Non-suicidal self-injury, NSSI, LR fai#k @ 17547 4) ik
O BT % 1 BLTE 24 A B (Chen et al., 2022) . EAT N R TRAMATER S A AR EER FEGEA
O AR, BAP S FHA A 4T N (Klonsky, 2011), EERARIEIHE. B Bk Mtk B MEHTH
V4%, Horr g L 202 #1495 (Halpin & Duffy, 2020), SHAMA H & %4 R #7246 T K a3,
PO 2NN R — A TR A ER A L TR )

HAEAGIT N Z BN FAZE W H AT 5 Z o0 KK R R 7 D48 B 147 B B I H
(Taliaferro & Muehlenkamp, 2015), 41 DAAE 20 i) A ) SRR 735 I, BARAT B AR S AR 2 (R =
RAEICSS , I HBGH 1 B 2 5k B ABFHIHEPE . 2] S E48(Wang etal., 2020), X5 £ 4545 A (2021) B 72 & L,
BT MRRAMEN— R K ESRSE, AT LR R TNEE A A AT . SRE &R EFERE D>
EMIEL, A2 FEERE T D A 0T BEE B 2.1~4 % (Serafini et al., 2021). 5/ 1% 2 a5 v] B
SR FIREE N R S B AT S B2 ) B AT A (A, 2022), IR A BN R E D EH
Pifr N EE RN R, BGHENERENEE KT, ATRe N E O Sk T8 RRE 715577 H kb
AT N, FE 2 PG H C(Xavier et al., 2017). HOLMEBEFT, B N AR T35 4 B A4T 9 520 K 2
FESGEAMAE. A FKEE. SRR R R

H A 22 PR ER R A R TN E R RS R 3 AN 1, (R4 MR R B KB e e, Refs
55 D W AU R 2R 5 B AR TR AR R DG &R, 217 B A 1 R XU (Zeng et al., 2018), 24 XU R 35 3 LA BB
XF B A ORI R 3R R B B R S

ABRGE RN, KE. K2 D E K FEE IR (Siegler et al., 2010). R UFHIZET R
R LAX BT RS B E AR E B 21 2 A BESCREAN AT LA REARAMAR I 28 %0 B 4547 2 1 T
YER, 3R] DAFERR R B A AT A 98 B i v 78 24 O 47 R 35 (Claes et al., 2015). /KA & FIfESC
FEABUM SR SEBOEE ANl BRI B AR EH A F B35 % EH (Eggermont et al., 2021 £ )57 4%,
2021), HAFRBRGE . FAEFNTAR B ACH P 48 RGBT /D AR I B R ORI R A ZBAIR(Wyman et al.,
2019). FEA:X LRI, BB AIAR B G R B BRI AR AN B A SR 3% 1 XU (Wiglesworth et al., 2022));
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T/ SR N B IR A 22 B R ) R0 2 A B n] LA A7 ) RO AR 7K P (Dawson et al., 2019); FAARAI4EIX 25T LA
AR BN B (1) 0B R F7 7K (Alegria et al., 2022) . H X IR & 5 BE I i T e op (10 5 5 2 FR B (Le-
venthal & Brooks-Gunn, 2000). 475 />4 5K RE TR AN R B, 41 X B R TT Re i Bk AMER,  FRAKIMETR]
AR AE(SilK et al., 2004) . #EIX BEIESG FREE R FAL BHIRAFAE MR E M BAN 2V R R DAERF T4
X R B B RS BRI A, FEM T A AT I e B, N REE . ERRIAL X B
PRI A BN F BT AR IER . T, AXBEWNMAES KGR RIE. 8. X G E
DE AT AR YEE R, O DA B AT N T A 1
2. MREFHE
2.1 W&

BB 1) 2 TR, il — W1 AEg R m . m AT A A, SRR 1000 4
W%, [ 980 4y, HALE 918 4y, A XK 91.8%, i HA4 403 A, %4515 A, FEi#d(15.48 +
1.84), RARNH%AE RN 2.

22. fiRIR

KT RHEEERCRHKES01)FBIT R TR EEER AR LT R AT XA,
18 ANKH. K 5 Mt BABEER R T RABETFRAMER . A5, ERMEEN 0.95.

AR LE R R . R Resnick 25(1997) 4t i A& 45 (2010 BT ARG B . BUIEHUT 1.
)2 S FE S AR AR IR =AY, 3210 N6 H, KA S AUy (1= EAAFE, 5 B aFEg). 745
R R AR . A, RERIEEN 0.84,

FEX RSN R R o R AL XA B A R S 4k DO AT DI R, iz RSt 12 AN IH, R 5 A8
= EHAWRE, 5= AEWHE, 1975 8m R A AL X 9 & BBl = (Zhang & Zhang, 2017).

AHERXRER. KHWERXRERNERBEB M EXREATIE, ZERETHXERIER
(Sampson et al., 1997)Hik RATHC R 3N H, W “AAEXEMANER LAY « KM 5 Sitsr
(I=3EEAFF A, 5= FEEME), WHESETR T, [ole, KRR RBIF (1%, 2018).

XS 1A o R XS ) M G0 AT & . it 8 M H, R 5 sithar(1 = JE%
AR, 5= EHFAR), 50eR MR X EER e . 1% i 36 70 4 [ s i 215 2B E 1 7T
FRUESE(XIHESE, 2019).,

HOEBRGTNER . KA BT (2006)4u ] 15 (200811 HIF D ARG E MG . ZEROHE
BB FHRE PGy, 3t 19 J. Hoh B IRECR A 0~3 ZLitJr, Zr X RL “0 IR. 1k 2~4 IR
5 ML 7 TUANSEL s (3 HFERERA 0~4 Z4itFy, ARt “Jo. BREE. W, EEE, REE HANE
Do EGAT R = BURE x IERE, B0 KT 0 B AfEEIRE AME AT A, B9 8 0 AT
TE, P HUBRE R I B O R R . AR, RGN 0.93.

3. BB EM ST E
3.1. HEFGFERERRE

i/ Harman SR 5K 56 000t BT U 8o dEAT 3L R i 2R e . 49RBoR, RHIEERT 1 WRTH
144, H 8 — N TR AL RN 28.20%, /INT- 40%F) Il S bx e, 5t MBI 58 B0 A7 A2 B R (g 3L )
JiiE w2 -
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32. BOFEKITARLE
ARgeh, AERERNAEE RS2 RT 0 2 Hc A BA, Fra e fEs 8 0 e v EH
Pidl. feH L A 057 Ave W 1.

Table 1. Types, number and incidence of NSSI among adolescents

®1 BLEEGITANER. ABRLER

H 747 N N KA (%)
1 BMEMAZEATHE. 27, & AHmEiEY) 190 58.82%
2. R AT H e B SR R Y AR U 133 41.2%
3. WMEBIG O, M Or&Es 121 37.46%
4, W B, N IR E ORIk 111 34.37%
5. MEE A S R R H i 108 33.44%
6. MEMZIMIELINE O, A8 7 A HIREE WL FEE 104 32.20%
7. MEKE Kk K 80 24.78%
8. WUEIEST B C AR IR s 64 19.8%

33. FEIAOEHENBLEBEGIT IR RIEE

918 &/, il WA BT NI 323 A(ih 32.26%), Hirh 557k 130 A (15 37.48%),
204 193 N (i 59.75%), LA EUIAT oMK R T A ORSE AR B UiAT vk R B
SRABE: ZXRE HYNIKT 5000 7€ A 147 ke i 3 1 2 i T 5CkE H YN Ol 5000~10,000 Jo. Ak 4% 2.

Table 2. Comparison of detection rates of NSSI among adolescents of different demographics [cases (%)]
#* 2. FTEIAOFEELERBHIT G SR [HI%(%)]

Bl Vi S PSR BTN Fit
4531 5 403 130 (32.26%) 2.90"
7 515 193 (37.48%)
AT = 275 90 (32.73%) 1.06
e 643 233 (36.24%)
G Hl— 110 46 (41.82%) 1.03
1 - 183 84 (45.90%)
i 303 109 (35.97%)
= 322 84 (26.09%)
KIEHRR HERE 116 48 (41.38%) 1.61
S 5 ik 688 223 (32.41%) MFEFREE > SRR
FFHKE 114 52 (45.61%)
FhER BN <5000 144 65 (45.14%) 1.14
5000~10,000 397 135 (34.01%) <5000 > 5000~10,000
10000~20,000 273 89 (32.60%)
>20,000 104 34 (32.69%)
R h75 195 54 (27.69%) 0.15
R 4F 355 115 (32.39%)
— & 274 112 (64.37%)
Ei% 70 29 (41.43%)
TEH 24 13 (54.17%)
#: "P<0.05, "P<0.01, ™P<0.001, FF.
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3.4. BEXEBIRME DR REXSTH

KH Pearson #GHT, IRESETRAR(XT KRR BFFRR) FIRBGE(BUTSCHR . ISR
B ER) AR ABESCR . X EBERINET D EB AT MR E . MG BT 8 R
H: SETRR. FRIGEE . AR ABE R R AL XER 1 5HDE AT N R EE A (r=-0.17,
r=-0.27,r=-0.26,r=-0.23,r=—-0.24, r=-0.41, P <0.01), HAKWL% 3.

Table 3. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis of main variables (r)

F+ 3. EETEAMS T SEXS()

A M £ SD 1 2 3 4 5 6
1. RFRAR 3.03+0.79 1
2. ERRIR L 3.15+0.49 0.29™ 1
3 MW EE 3.12+0.88 0.27* 0.42** 1
4, SBERRA 2.97 +0.99 0.22** 0.31™ 0.55™ 1
5. #LXEER 77 3.20+£0.82 0.22* 0.38™ 1.00™ 0.51* 1
6. BTN 1151 +16.43 -0.17" -0.27" -0.26™ 0-.23" -0.24™ 1

35. BAEBEMHITANSERTSH

DA DA AT AR AR R, SETFRRLTFRR BTFRR) FRISE (FUT R R CRE
SRR A X (X R SRR R A XER ) NE LR, NERRGS Y NESEREA &,
A EBAARNBEREAT 2 EB D F AT, RTAES RGP RTINS T R G ARX &
T, GREOR, BTG DERGIT AN T RANFET KRR FARBEE AR E, M EKR.
X EESR F1 AN W I AR, AR 20 R 1) 1] U515 2 P AR 7 /D 4F 04T 28 1) 6.6%. L
I 4,

Table 4. Multiple step-up regression analysis of adolescents” NSSI by various variables

* 4 BLREXNFLEAGITAZERSEASH

B B SE t P FRUEALENE 2250
FFRA -2.741 0.445 -3.924 0.000 -0.137
L —2.090 0.815 —2.564 0.011 -0.092

X R -1.586 0.438 -3.618 0.000 -0.127

36. BLFBEGITANMB O

it P UERI SR TR R (TR R BEF R R) RIS (BUMSCHE L RIFESCHE . SR E )
FEXGREDO R ARELC R AR XBER D)0 i A AE B A AT A A B, SRR it B S 8
RIS IR S48 B BTG BT R0 R? ISR (i[5, 8798, 2006). 7R E S5
Ji, REABHEETHERETRR. FRBLE . HXHEE 3 MEESNIEMAZANE S TR S NS T
BRY 5 B =R 3G E DTk . AR P AR SRS E S TN EP = 3), KRR TR E 1T
MASE(K =0+ P—1), FARMFHTHERAK=0. 1. 2 W& FHTERZ AFIME, B X1 S F s
=[0.038 (K = 0) + 0.0565 (K = 1) + 0.018 (K = 2)]/3=0.0375, B}l X2 &-F¥5t#k =[0.035 (K = 0) + 0.055 (K
= 1) + 0.009 (K = 2)]J/3 = 0.0325, HI X3 & F¥5i#k =[0.036 (K = 0) + 0.0535 (K = 1) + 0.011(K = 2)]/3 =
0.034, 45 IR : BT R R ARG, 41 DX R =/ T AR & 11 S P38 DTk & 40093 7108 0.0375..0.0325.
0.034, A TTHR Y 0.104. B DA F A AT T A AR A DTk e KB /Ny e SE 79K & (0.0375) > EIX ik
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HJE(0.034) > 2ERLHRLE(0.0325), HE— b BT EoR: EHNE DEEHITARIATREY, EERGT
ST IR AT 8 K (FTmk N : 36.06%)  H R A X il 735 155 (D mik N = 32.69%), Fi i A AL R &45 (BT R A«
31.25%). HikW7% 5.

Table 5. Value-added contribution, average contribution and total average contribution of each variable to adolescents’ NSSI

behavior
5 ZETLEXNBFTLFERMGITHNEETE. FHREBESFH5EE
FRE A AR (X)) H{H TTHR(R?)
R? X1 X2 X3
AR K =01, FEITTHk 0 0.038 0.035 0.036
X1 BEFRFR 0.038 - 0.055 0.058
X2 2Bk A 0.035 0.055 - 0.052
X3 A X 0.036 0.058 0.052 -
K=1H#f, FHoTHk - 0.0565 0.0535 0.055
X1X2 0.055 - - 0.011
X1X3 0.058 - 0.009
X2X3 0.052 0.018 - -
K=2, *FHoimk - 0.018 0.009 0.011
X1X2X3 0.067 - - -
RS DTk - 0.0375 0.0325 0.034

4. 71ig
4.1. BLEBHITARHEREFE

AWHFORBL, 1 918 L HE/DHF A 328 NSttt A 451T . KliF)y 35.2%. MR¥E— TR T B ik
AR TT RS, FEDKE b2 B a R Ry 27.4% (FFTERSE, 2017), AUHEIT A Uit R AL
e, AEDS AL T AR 0 E AR R 14%~56% 5 H A (JLIERR 5, 2019). AHTFLH, FHAEE IS0
1E1E 2 5 Stbi®, BB THHE AHAB 40% 0L, W RGBT BRI AR,
OS] TAT 5 B S B (2R 00, MOEBOT 1, BB DR A 4 D5 AR LR B O 5 3. 1X
JURN 77 200 SRR B R EE RN, A B AN A, (B RARE S KB, HB W Re e LBy 2 4.
M 5 (R H 23 DA 25 B 3 o LR, R TP 7 0 4F B 04T N B SS AL g ARIXAEZ TN
JIBILFASS T RARA L EE

42. BLEBEGITAEAOZZERLER

WIRAR TR, HAOEDTEEAN S 32.26%, LA 5 37.46%, ZKAAIT MG REESTH
Ao XERZHW LR —B(Puigte, 2022, 5k%2455, 2019), XWTfess 5 i B 4EDs SN U5 2K
A RERAEE, 2015), AAE BB ML ) U7 30 b g, fEIB 3] 1A U 2 5 1 2640, EIBET X
75 2 1) Z A AR A 2 o

FORR R A B AT I I R RS TXORREE, 5 SO H YR T 5000 BLR 2245 {47 ket =
23 T 5 A Y 5000~10,000, 3X —£5 18 ARSI TT45 R — B B @S5 A e B SCRF D REsh 2k o
FIEATAL AR T B2 A4 H AT 9 BB BN A 5~ (O H£4%, 2028). Bt 3L, /04 B 10ifT
NEEER . RBMAE L RERAR . XARERYIh A th AR OB I B B T E M, LA
RS AL BERHIE BA AR G OOR S, 2021); HADE AT NER G AME T L ERFARZE, X5
TEFB M BE TS SR — B (Wi, 2020), X AT RERREAE 2P AR LSGE SR TR . ZIRBCRIOTTIG s

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.152076 199 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.152076

FRE S A KRB LB, KR PR e OB T 4 TR T S 4R
T RS A

4.3. BLEFEBRGITANEXSEMS 5T

TOFE AT NS ZBAE P R PE R RO R RY: SOFAGITAERE. PR XA
PREBZEZIMG. LD EIHIH, DORTRAR FRIRE . AR 3 MR TEREFREA
P HER, BIEET DLE 3 DAL & ST M AR R 7 /D 4F A AT N R RAIUL A &, W]
R E D E BT NI 6.6%. RH D HTHIE R TR EFIE > BT NIRRT TR, ES ARG
PRTRAIN A IR, FUOHE X PBREE, FOON ARG, WETas ROV RET D A Ui T iR,
PER PR O T SRR .

WKL, RTRARLEDEB T AREZNTNE R, MBS TRATCEEE D EAEE
FERIRIEMTE R M Z (Al F5 4, 51 0HK, 2023), @G35/ D4EE G [ RFART @M D I S RE A, KRR SRE R
BN SCREANE D AEIRE L, S DRI A S R R B TN, RERE AN SRS, b B 3K
PigEE I HARRIR A SOKEE, 2023), B8R TR R IR DR E A VT NI . BT TTE RN
T 4 B 00 R FEAUBALIR Ot T RS, AT A AE B O I BB BT 05 AT AR R TR RN T
BEMED F D BT NI RE . A IERBL, A X REAEE DFE BT P = HXHE
JERAL X G0 T AR XGR T 2 Hf 2E EEEH AR — Al R 515 A S (Theodori, 2001). X4t
DA R FTAE N AR 2 SR R G — 80y, REBMEIE % . OQUE. SHEAMRNEE L, My e
P25 10 B VIR AR AR S ML R AR (TR S, 2019). 2ASERGE X T A 4F G AT N I TR FHHEE SR =,
ZER SN A R B, SRR A R T A BT NI R YT R R (Madjar et al., 2017). mi/K- P ACH
JiUEE R PSRRI SCRERS B U5 B R R IZ E A # E BZ2rh 1 I (Eggermont et al., 20215 #7545,
2021). BRI, AR ESGERT A ARG L, AT E D B T R KA.

5. &

HOEBT N ERTRA FRIRE . A XWEE . WESCR LEER B B2 %, o
R SR FTE A B AT I RRE R 35109 27T R AR (3.75%) X R (3.40%) A4 (3.25%) -
FBE R A X RP RS T OE BT NEVIMR, KT RALTDFE BT N EZI R
PERZ . AT B AT AR RIRERS, BEEE TR B RS WXt e, R TE
TR DE AT N BE BBRAMEE, NESFOIE R E R IR, toFSENN A
PAAT B B B 5 B A R LA

E&WE

WA BE TR EH AT HE (%5 : 24C0505); Kb mtt Rl 2BAESHATHE WY :
2024CSSKKT228); K b2:fe 2 AE TAEWIH (95 : 23XG18).

SE

MEgT, e, WL, WK (2021). SRR, AMHRESHDEIEARMEA IR R: OXTR 2R rs53576 £
PERGEA SR, W P EOBAE S (), S E OB R SR EAET) (pp. 548-549). JTHIKEHH
B0 B2 22/ DA O B G AT ORI FT .

W E(2008). FADFEH I T 1T -G NG A F RISIEHF LA ZF AT KA. 2 hig s, D e K.

BRRTER, ARHK, 75 R (2017). PEIKEG AR B R B RATAR L) Meta 0#r. /7 [F 544 FEAE, (11), 1665-1670.
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FEFISR, 32(2), 23-30.
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