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Abstract

Objective: To examine the effects of Big Five personality traits on college students’ online novel ad-
diction and to explore the mediating roles of mindfulness and loneliness. Methods: A cross-sectional
survey was conducted with 1,091 college students using standardized instruments: the Chinese
Brief Big Five Personality Inventory, Internet Novel Addiction Scale, Mindful Attention Awareness
Scale (Chinese version), and UCLA Loneliness Scale (Chinese version). Results: Mindfulness signifi-
cantly mediated the relationships between neuroticism/conscientiousness and online novel addic-
tion. Loneliness independently mediated the associations between neuroticism/conscientiousness
and addiction. Serial mediation analyses revealed a chain pathway through mindfulness and lone-
liness for neuroticism/conscientiousness. Notably, a suppression effect emerged between extraver-
sion and addiction through the combined action of mindfulness and loneliness. Conclusion: Neurot-
icism, conscientiousness, and extroversion can both predict internet novel addiction through mind-
fulness and indirectly affect internet novel addiction through loneliness and the mediating effect of
mindfulness and loneliness. Therefore, paying attention to the level of mindfulness awareness and
loneliness among college students is of great significance in improving their addiction to online nov-
els.
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1. 5|15

MR 2024 S RATHIER 54 U P LR R JRARGLGE TR T ), #2024 4F 6 H, FEMIZE 30
FP R CIE R 516 42N R REBEIR 1 46.9% ( “ 28 54 Uk (PR TLIR I 28 A AR DL GETH 47 ) 7)o Bl
HMEEERVRRE, WL/ NRETRAT . AT AN, g/ NuiTE 5 R 2R, SR AT et AR
9177, RHZBIRZFAER TR, MM E W SRR, MREUWES . ME/NIAERN—MRAT L,
1EH & s 82 — R (E L %, s, 2017). SR10, R HERE, 2% /Nt 5 55
VP2, Flan: ARG FI IR PE izl , S Em B AEEAT , il ER, S
KEWIROSCER I X0 RS A 1) B O RE . REERIR0T & A A S8 ARV P2 AR T SR s2 e, G2 X AR LT
T W28 /NI 22 o IR 28 /N BSOTRE J8 T IR 28 FR FR) — AN 10 2, X8 IR e o SO — ol DA v BE AR 7R 1Y)
EIGENNRHERAT R, FEUMATER RS TR E 2k B ) BERRES (Griffiths, 2000). P45 /N i R A2 a4
A TEIER T RO T ) S 2 /N B AT N, S ECE O D) REFI A 2 AR TR I 240 (D M, 2023).

FRFRBH, NS 2 R2 I WX 4% B8 1Y) 22 B[R] 25 (Weibel, Wissmath, & Groner, 2010). KFH A1
(Big Five Personality Traits) AE i MAAT NRAESR L TH JIMIHESS, G54 m) P4 (Extraversion). B A%
(Agreeableness) . X 77 14 (Conscientiousness) « ! 22 Jii (Emotional Stability) £ FF i 14 (Openness) (Costa &
Mecrae, 1992)0 FFRUPE 1 /MO 3 R I U270 BOZHEFINIE 77, A= &Y, BAT i
S A0 22 53 B IR B o B9 TINS5 T AR 6 F) T TSR 2 -5 AN BRE P LK DX s ) 2 W) A7 8 47 17 5% 3R (K usss, Rooj,
Shorter, Griffiths, & Mheen, 2013; Rahmani & Lavasani, 2011), FFUME & A BT 55 HL e F R I KR
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GFarly, PBIUA KA UM NS FTAEC s AN IE S S A THRIFZLZWE,  BFF0 R AN 1 I 2% A
F 5 5310 2 FUR 5%(Servidio, 2014),  FEATCo i G B TR (R ER B A E R, AT REAS 2 K TR) A
iy 2 B B 26 /NG o A A VE DI 5 AR A 2 BB BCR RIS EEAR O, T TR I A 1) P 5 AN R X 2% A 2
[BIAFAE F1 7] 9% &R (Puerta-Cortés & Carbonell, 2014), {HW A 5TH5 H A77E IEA 2 5¢ R (Rahmani & Lavasani,
2011)e BN NEE A FRTES, BRI, BRI E NS AR T8 2 MAEE— S0
FURH KK & (Anderson, 2008), B MEAR N S8 A6 ) - A SR i {7 ELIDE D) o PG JoT /M 88 22 I AR T 4
BT TR A2 S5 AR SR DR 28 /N U5 Pt ) L ) G P, B 22 B 45 70 v RIS, DX 286 /DN B30 st ) ) B2
fEi(Hardie & Tee, 2007; 7KA&##45, 2017). AWF IR TR A E MM SRIIR R, JFR IR 1:
ORI N RN [ A 50 DR 25 A T 2% /N 3 st (8 TR R AN

1E & (Mindfulness) 5 T ORI, DA—FhRImE . $e52 HAE T 12 BERARLS AL R 5 A2 il 2
rH H LA % e AR AT AZ (Kabat-Zinn, 1990).  3X e 25 S 1 ANMA S 1B LE HEAT 1 S R I6 11 58 = i R
BRRREEI RN, NI T R DA s F AP A B o BT R, RS A AN [R] 48 B0 TR A AN [+
FEPE BI52 M (Kirk et al., 2016; Van der Gucht et al., 2019). B4, #4855 = i N THI ST H & F70 15 2838 5
K HH AT S 26 (Good etal., 2016), 100 123 7KF e (K1 (AU S BE LA A ATARDF ) (10 285 P58 00 A= i P i
(Keng, Smoski, & Robins, 2011). Kk, #1285 0] {8 57 [m) Tl 1 & 7K F(Brown, Ryan, & Creswell, 2007). #
PR PUE S NG, SIESHE EREHZ GADIRA, B bW 5 5 24 /N i ok b g s SR BRI
IR IE S35 AR TR P [ SR, KPR o0 4% /N3 3 4l SR SR A AR A, AT B 25 5 T skt I 4% /N 13 )
& #i(Bishop et al., 2006).

T AU (Loneliness) 48 1 & — BB iR« B =5 AR ACHE IO 1B BAR IR (Weiss, 1987). 1B E Nt
SR RAEHCR BT R BRI A AMA TS SR M AR ) S 1 12(Costello, 1983). AMEE A28 A8 FBR IS IA N,
2 NATAE ISR 3 v O BRI 25 e RN, R 2 SR B T W % DA vy . OB G I N T
R Z BT 2 AR NS, AR B I 45 R TR AR TT 22, R 17 3 B0 2% /)N 15 B (K ardefelt-Winther,
2014). IE AR AT BERZ K TS 528/ o 2 18] B B 2 rh A A . AR 1E & i SO 12 (Mind-
fulness-to-Meaning Theory, MMT), &% & 1E & 50 K0 K AN AR A BE 0% B 47 1 37 5o s 1 9 W 1 26
(Garland, Farb, Goldin, & Fredrickson, 2015). 1X & BN IE SR B DA ARAR S BE T X fA e, A
> TR EXHE ARG 25 B FNAIAL: . BRI S, @ IE&ACF AR RE S SEAA ROl n M8z 5 2
TELIRZS , TASE XX LA 25 AT A B 0] 38 o JX AP AN AN 58 R0 AN A Bl T S At £5 FE AN H0VRIS S5 S T 155 4%
AR E T MR RIE 26 BBRIFTTEE T AH L T IR IE Sk PRI, 8 IR AN TE D AR 76 Pk AR
TR IRFFARR B 0AS,  [RIHbAT A58 3 5 SRR AR X UMK (Lutz, Jha, Dunne, & Saron, 2015; 22758, 2%
A, AN, 2020). KUk, ABFFCHEHERE 2: IESAPOMUBTE K24 K G55 48 /0N 5 e i) 5%
FrpR P E . RS 1 R

E& —> U

KA BN

Figure 1. Model assumptions

1. RERIR

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.154235 521 a3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.154235

P AT

2. ik
2.1. ARIIR

K BRI 51, DA JEMI T &% KA N E B 75 G . JLR R 2 1091 4y, fHBRE
—HAREN LR EZE, BRIFERRE 1065 (B REEN 97.62%). H, J42502 N, 4 563
N RATANI 636, AT 429 A

22. iR

2.2.1. FEKEAEEER LR

AHIF 5K Zhang 2555 T A [ K 1AM 36 17 i (CBF-PI-B) BT if fil] Hi ) CBF-PI-15 (Zhang, Wang, He,
Jie, & Deng, 2019), FHLAEM AASARR, ZEEIL 15 MN%H, B35 M. N. C. A, O E, &4
YEfE 3 ANk H . SKH Likert6 f1il49r, M1 (BEATFE)E 6 GEATFE), BANYE M E s BkE E R
HIdERE ERRR . AR, iZEE N. Co AL O AlE 4E£ (1) Cronbach’s o 2% 54 0.77. 0.59.
0.72. 0.82. 0.57, TWEE R,

2.2.2. MM RREER

AHIE TR P 5K AT S N G i) R DR 2 AR P 2 /N Ul i B R (TR A4 745, 2017), B3R 4 riitr, B4
I3 BBk S R AR P R . AR A 1% BRI Cronbach’s o 4 0.96, BA REFHIMERE.
223, E@RAER

A TR BRERE NBIT T SO S R A E R, ZERIL 15415 H . kA Likerté 257,
LOLVFRER)E 6 JLFAA), EREA/TE, BURE MR IE &5 AR, B0, Ak,
PUHIHE, 2012). AHEFTHI Cronbach’s a4 0.83, FIEE RIT.
2.2.4. MMBER

AHFFAE Russell 545 il (Russell, 1996), FXFUWEEITHH SO UCLA IR, %40t 2040
MUBGHEATI B (CE 0, 1995), RUMEHE RLF. ZERSILAE 18 MELL, Lm0 3 WK
MU ERBRZ . AHE ST Cronbach’s a 24 0.89.

2.3. HIEALTE

i SPSS27.0 HEAT R MG T M AT AL [E ik Z A5, 14 Hayes #4457 PROCESS
FREPF R 6 HEAT BE A P ARSNGB (Hayes, 2013).

. GR
3.1. #EHERERR

K H] Harman H. K A58 77 7%, RIEF1F 2 13 M FRIRHMEE R T 1, £ — 1 R E5 19.66%,
{&TF 40%llfi S48 7K “F-(Podsakoff, MacKenzie, Lee, & Podsakoff, 2003), [KlIbASH 5 A A7 1E ™ 8 1 3 [|] J5 v
Wz
3.2. BEEWFHRG T ESEX S

MR ERM, KREAME BN TR &I mPE S TE&AMIE, A a5 OB ) 26 7N 3 B
TEAAEG, HRMNSYEE S HMAREMP PG, SBENFIE brfE 2z KA RE L 1 iR,

()
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis of each variable

F* 1. BLEREA MR FEX SR

M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. W& 1048  2.96 1.00 0.06 0.04 0.01  0.18™ —033"" 033" 015"
2. Rtk 1150 250 0.06 1.00 0.26™* 0.36™  0.00  0.14™ -0.19"" -0.16""
3. HAME 1222 2.66 0.04 026" 1.00 024 0.03 0.00  -029"™ —0.08"
4. JEE 1054  2.99 0.01 036" 024" 1.00 0.06  —0.02 —0.08" -0.07"
5. Ahatk 9.82 251 0.8  0.00 0.03 0.06 .00 -0.01  -0.01 0.03

6. IE& 59.47 1092 -0.33"*  0.14™  0.00 -0.02  —0.01 1.00 027" —0.24™
7. Bk 3851 877 033" —0.19" —029"™" -0.08" —0.01 -0.27""  1.00 0.25™**
8. M4 /NS 3044 1117 015" —0.16"™" -0.08" -0.07" 0.03 -0.24"" 025" 1.00

VE: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, *p<0.001, FI.

Table 2. The relationship between neuroticism and addiction to online novels: A chain mediation model of mindfulness and

l%nilr};iélﬁ'—ﬁm%d\iiﬁiﬁ%m9&,%%: BRI R A S R /R R
EEpyE BRI EGHRE EVEES VT E A
T Az £ R R? F B t

TR 0.43 0.19 60.85™ -0.11 -3.95"

R -0.01 0.20

P 2% /N UL PR 5] 1 B[] 0.13 458"
) 242 1T 0.40 13.97"

FRZE 0.15 526"

TEEE T 0.34 0.12 27.95™ -0.01 -0.38

R 0.05 1.78

E& e S s ] 0.04 1.49

e L 22 [ -0.05 -1.60
FRZ S -0.33 —-11.22**

TR 0.39 0.15 31.59" 0.07 2.49™

R 0.04 1.47

O @iiﬂﬂ‘l‘a? 0.45 1.57

Be SR 22 -0.06 -2.07

FRZE 0.27 9.00"

E& -0.19 —-6.25"*

TR 0.51 0.26 52.29" -0.13 —4.76"

R -0.00 -0.16

5] 2 F ] 0.13 474

P 28 7N i IR N

FUEAYH 0.03 0.89

E& -0.16 —-5.37"

P % 0.21 7.26™"
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3.3. [EZSMMBRRI PS4

TR Ti1E(r=2.32, p<0.05, d = 0.14) B AP 2 R B3, FFIRE(F=3.47,p<0.05,1*=0.01). 4}ml
PE(F =3.45, p<0.05, 12 = 0.0 )FIFIMUE(F = 3.11, p < 0.05, N2 = 0.0 DI4ER Z R B ¥, MAHRF=3.81,p
<0.05,1>=0.07). HEAMFE=4.79,p<0.01,1>=0.09). ArAITEF =522, p<0.01,1n2=0.01) A KA F
=19.19,p<0.001,12 = 0.04) TS 22 S B3, X8 /N U3 R 1 Bl 152 6 ) (F = 66.53, p < 0.001, 1% = 0.24)
MR BEEI(F =37.73, p < 0.001, 0> = 0.15)Z 5 83, 7E8: PRIl A, 5. R, 1
IS [ AN R 152 22 P A A P AR B kAT 45

HRHE Process #2/5 M IR 6 BEAT 2 s0/Z Ik BIA M. @5 RBIR, WAL 2. M5 RERS B [a) 25 Fi0
1E2(B =—0.33, p < 0.001)F11E [ F AR (B = 0.27, p < 0.001), IEAHERS &2 FMAMEP = —0.19, p <
0.001)F 28 /N RRE(B = —0.16, p < 0.001), AIHUBKBES 1. 2 T 9 28 /N SRR (B = 0.21, p < 0.001), 7 4
SR, R BTPERENS G ) 2 TN RN 2% /N BRI (B = —0.06, p < 0.05). 1E2(B=0.14, p < 0.001)FHBIE(B =
—0.15, p <0.001), IEZAERS 5 E HMAMEPB = —0.26, p < 0.001)FTRI L5 /N RIEQP = —0.16, p < 0.001),
PO B % S5 2 T X 28 /N A (B = 0.20, p < 0.001). % 6 filiz, AhaPEfE g 535 T IE& @B = 0.13, p
< 0.00)FIAIBIER(B = —0.25, p < 0.001), EEHEHS L E FIAUHIEK(B = —0.25, p < 0.001)H1 I 25 /N 5 R (B
=-0.17, p <0.001), HHEEGE S 5 2 T X 25 /N 35t i (B = 0.23, p < 0.001).

SRR, AR ZE R IE R B 4347 Bootstrap VARG, W15 3 FioR, PAE SR A 5%
A BRI 95% EAE X [AIAEFE 0, LAES AR E M DBy A S B B AVERE 0, BEHAIE
AR A 22 SR 28 /N R 2 AL BE S /PR, 280 7 LA 8.80% (il /B, HE4H, 2014).

Table 3. Analysis of the path and effect of neuroticism on college students’ addiction to online novels

3R 3. MEFRMMA TS L% /NG R D BE 12 K U 5 A

R A BN RCRE RN 95% CLFIR - 95% CI LR
FSYV SARKORE PRA 0.15 100% 0.09 0.20
HAERN FARRN A 0.03 20.00% -0.03 0.08
S AR SRR A4S 0.12 80.00% 0.09 0.15
H AR 1 PR T — IF 85— X 457N T R 0.05 41.67% 0.03 0.15
AR 2 PHER T — DU — ) 25 /)N 158 R 0.06 50.00% 0.04 0.08
HARRL 3 WA —IE& IR M ML 0.01 8.33% 0.01 0.02

Table 4. Relationship between conscientiousness and addiction to online novels: A chain mediation model of mindfulness and

loneliness
4. REMSME/MNARBEIHARER: ESMITIMRASER PN ER
EVERYE AR A TRAL EEEY -/ &TE 2
g g -
TomAs & R R? F B t
4S5 0.43 0.19 39.81" 1.59 2.49*
S -0.01 -0.31
o FEBE -0.10 —3.40""
DX 8% 7N R g o
58] 52 s} ] 0.13 4.44
EERZy7i] 0.39 13.71°*
Kotk -0.11 —4.05"*
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Az Y 0.18 0.03 547 0.01 0.24

R 0.06 2.04

s T -0.03 -0.81

58] 35 s 1] 0.04 1.31

[akeeZzyi] -0.05 -1.53

Rt 0.14 449"

A b 0.34 0.12 19.47° 0.07 2.52"

R 0.04 1.30

TEBL A1 1.44 3.07"

P& [FaRER Nyl 0.09 3.07
BRI T -0.08 227"
Rtk -0.15 491"
B —-0.26 —-8.75™

2R/ 0.52 0.27 47.12** 0.06 2.117

aa -0.00 -0.13
TEBLS 1 -0.12 —4.44"

I 55 B 1) 0.79 4.63**

W 2 /1N 1 B

BRI T 0.39 14.51™

Rtk -0.06 -2.03"
& -0.16 —5.66

P& 0.20 7.19"*

W 5 fin. LLESAIUBONSE Sh A B AR 95% BAE X IHAETE 0, LUIES A48 8 A LK
B R A R R AR EIE 0, 1B IE S FNIIOMUBTE #2857 A0 X 25 /) 1 i 2 ) e e =X A1
BN 7 N 5.88% (il BB, 4, 2014).

Table 5. Analysis of the path and effect of responsibility on college students’ addiction to online novels

5. REMFMA TS ML/ AR BE 12 K R 53 4

RS AR RNAE  BORE BN 95% CLFIR - 95% CI LR
FSY -0.11 100% -0.17 -0.06
HEMN -0.05 45.45% -0.12 -0.00
SRR —0.06 54.55% -0.08 —0.04
HA R 1 R — IR — 2% /N i R —0.02 33.33% —0.04 -0.01
TR 2 R Tt IR — I 25 /N i i -0.03 50.00% -0.05 -0.01
FAMR 3 RS ES-IUUR-MZ /MR  —0.01 16.67% -0.01 -0.00
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Table 6. The relationship between extraversion and internet novel addiction: A chain mediating model of mindfulness and

loneliness

6. HSEMESML/NERMBEIX SR : ESMTMRRNER PR

EIEpyE BARLE RS EVEFS e un
iR
T AL & R R? F B t
FRe 0.41 0.17 42.01*** -0.01 -0.47
TEEE -0.10 -3.63"
D 26/ N it iR [Faksding | 0.13 461"
szl 0.40 13.93"*
AhA -0.01 -0.26
e 0.17 0.03 6.11°* 0.06 1.92
TEEE -0.03 -0.92
k& el S B 1] 0.04 1.37
BEl SR I -0.05 -1.57
AhA 0.13 423"
RS 0.36 0.13 26.50*** 0.05 1.72
TERLAE ) 0.09 2.89"
5] {5 1] 0.22 1.52
PR i
Ba 5242 [ -0.07 —2.42°
AhraE -0.21 —7.29"*
1E& -0.25 —-8.59™
RS 0.51 0.26 53.43™" -0.01 -0.44
TEBLAE I -0.13 —4.81"
5] {5 1] 0.12 4.86**
I £ /Nt F e BRIEE 0.41 14.94™
Ahr 0.07 2.59*
1E& -0.17 -5.97™
P 0.23 8.19"

Table 7. Analysis of the path and effect of extraversion on college students’ addiction to online novels

T 7. SNEIERINE K A 4% /N R TIR AN B 12 R R 3 A

RS AR AN RORE S SN 95% CT IR 95% CT LR
SR -0.01 100% -0.06 0.05
HEMN 0.07 46.67% 0.02 0.13
SRR -0.08 53.33% -0.11 -0.05
HRA R 1 AR — TE R — 45 /N3 RRRE -0.02 25.00% -0.04 -0.01
AR 2 A i)t — IR — I 25 /N Ui s —0.05 62.50% -0.08 -0.03
FAMRL 3 A ES IR M/ N R —0.01 12.50% -0.01 -0.00
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PUIE S AT o s A R AR 0 95% B G X MAEHE 0, DLIES A /A8 8 A DLAUMUB A Fh A AR
BRGS0, 1508 IR S AN IO CE 4 28 00 A0 X 26 /8 Uk e 2 ) R ik s AR, R85 He R
5.88% . H R IE R UMUK HR A1 280N AR DA R T 8 AR TR P % R A 28OS AE 43 729008 —0.17 —0.03,
SEBANTIT AR, RUIESF MG 2 “ MR , W 7 P BB, s, 2014).

4. Thig

AT T = ANEE PR, TR NS S L BERT RS AR 2 /N U R PR 2, (]IS R
T IR AR AR K A B4R FE 5 I 28 /Nl B 2 [ (I BE SR A B, 38R T KA R A X 4
NV IR R A AL A

WEFERIN, FERTINFGUESE T, ST 1R 0 28 /N U e A 4 325 16 87 1) S0 A, T 70 1 2 O S 300 1
BEIERTER, HRAEEMEmAEE . KIARZEMNEN BRI Z —, 3 TR
1o X—25 RS OH— 8. TR 28 /N R 9 7 ) T FH 2 BH, 54T O BRI ANMA B 5 R
WX 2% /N BSORE AT H(Costa & Mecrae, 1992; Miiller et al., 2013; Wang, Ho, Chan, & Tse, 2015). EAEALH A G
TET: TR DA I NAEIESRA N BRI 6 = 55 M A I&(Costa & Mccrae, 1992), AT EE 25 55 4 4L
IRYENR 51, F63% 5 22 i 8] 76 ELEC R (Miiller et al., 2013). #HELZ R, RITHERGRANIES A HE LA 5T
B, FUGESRECT), [RIUCRE6S B0 A Mgz i 75 TAE . A8 R0 SR AR v ) ELE S, e/ it ) Tk 1
A2 /NI S o T AN I 1 NS 5 D5 T A8 L I IR I HLR S T A I PEAS 2 B B A AR R B TR
W2 INBL(TRAERT, FhE 55, 2020). JRIRIRTRER, B A8 R B MR LRI S AR 7% s A R ABR K R
R 4 23R, BT v B3 SR (Zhou, Li, Li, Wang, & Zhao, 2017), XfE3RATHE R 5
DU T X 487Nt

AWFFILKIN, TESLERRE AR T 5 K= N /N AR R A ER . BRI S, 1E&
TEME RS RS M N2 B TE ARAER . Rt & M RS KPR, TR M IE &0
BT RE BN L /N R o A1 2 S5 AN A [ 1 FH 7T A 4 N A R AN AT, TR S AR 8 SR B S
TELEINR SN, M S G R 82 R U 15 45 (Good et al., 2016) . BEAL, & FE M4 B AR AT AR 20 RT fE
SRR, MRS DUEE SR R A AT N T B R R R X e g . Rk, R R RN R
TR AN T R R RS . IR R I RIMESS T, Ak 28 N BRI AT . IESTER TS
KEEAE 28 /IN UL R 2 TR Ay /AR RUR SEPERR S AN, RS KPR, AT A % 20 I 2%
/N RE(Haliwa, Wilson, Spears, Strough, & Shook, 2020). 3 FI 51 L0 5B & IESH I, X HFRHE
EGAMELE BAnER P IR A L. A TTELR N E R R B R BHirdt st g, ik SExX —
IR FR AT RE A B HE R R R AR FRYE R U A1E B (Glomb, Duffy, Bono, & Yang, 2011), #EB/MAASZ 4
BUER I AVESUE B T30, I8 WX 4 /)N 50 BSOTRe F1) T Bl o

WAL, AHIEFE R AT S 28 B NS 51 5 K 5 A I 2 /N O TR e B /AR . TR
PREE T 5 RS A W 2 /NSRRI 58 i AR, B e bl 22 A AR R FIOMURR R B2 v, T2 s () 9108
BT PR SR N UL SRE . BFFCREH, i BN R 1AM A 2 HE R IR R T R, & i A
EAMEREIE AT NAHDS, 518t 2 B Sl R 3 8 SR s 25 A % (McCrae & Costa, 2008), Ff HAJ
e FEOR R R E FHIK(Vater & Schroder-Abé, 2015). BbAk, FHE G0 N AEAE 45 (RIS N F53A D o i)
NEXR, X0]FE SR A UM (van der Linden, Scholte, Cillessen, Nijenhuis, & Segers, 2010). AW 7Tk
R, JIBIRAE S T 1 5 R4 W 2 /N3t i 2 (R AR B o e AR, RIS S8R i e, PO B2
e, AT AT e 3 BN 2 /N LRI o i FE R T IR I 2 5 IR XN R FF e AR &, [MAEIESE R A,
ST T LA 55 55 B R 8 () 42 A e AT 2, X AT e T S AR ) IR . TR IO ) NPT e 2 o
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P AT

{4 F X 4% (Pontes, Griffiths, & Patrdo, 2014), PAHAE RO —F0 5 3. AEMRZ BRI, IO
BFET MBI 225 5 LRSI AT . ToIEAE I SEAEAE FRSRASI 2 M AME, i 1m) T30 i [ 135 ) 2%
ANUE, DL RS TESR (LW ], /8%, BREEC, 2023). R a) B 4% /Nt v] BE o — Rl B ML, DA
o} IR o

AT TR IAE 2 R AIMUBEAE R T A H () 48 B RIS 53 1 5 R 2 A T 28 /N i i o T e 1) B = A
fER, B&AE 7% 2. R4 IE &K & PR iR (Mindfulness-to-Meaning Theory, T), Garland 25 A 42 H i) 1IE2&
ROCHIR R 7 IESAERE AT MR o B B0 IE & o E /KPR A A0 W AR S0 B B D R 70 TR
1% %4 (Garland et al., 2015; Pontes et al., 2014). 52, E&AKTF &N GPESEARA RS S B,
MITFE 3200 J8% 52 21 1 38 B 1 48 7 56, 4% /b (Hertz, Laurent, & Laurent, 2015), KRB AR Bk, KT
NIRRT« IR TTVEAI A m) 1 S5 A AR ) NSRS DT 2 S M AR R LE s SRR 2, A HLAE AN R A
EREL TGRS, T SO N 5 15 4 R S AIOMURR 6T 50 0 28 /N 5 B«

G, AN FU R IR AN GIORRBELE A ) 11 T 265 /)~ 1 RS S S IR EH R 20082, T RS AR A A
J7 IR RN, BRI 24 34 4 BBIRBROL . AR R AU BT I S5 S W AR L A, A,
2014), AHFFRAEREIR, AR 2N B SR AE R, E IR S ANIUBUBO 3 IE [ £ F i 2128
TR, R bR e sgme, ROAb A PERE R sy, TR R Ry, T R A A2 I 55 I 2N B
AP PERE LR iy, AIHUBGBRAIS, 5 A e 1 e e oot IR P 52 M 1) 555 17 DX 28 /N Bl » X 5 DA AIT 92— 3,
ARy 5 IS AR 2 (8] 25 ) AH 22 (Brown et al., 2007; Fong, Zhao, & Smillie, 2021; Kabat-Zinn, 1990).
SME RN TR 422 SR EAE, IXH S TS AR ARG 46 < (Fong etal., 2021). T =
RO AR SR AN TE & I AT R AL T — Fh 8 R B AN IPIRAS, IF BV &2 29U (Brown et al., 2007),
AT RS A VIR SRS ) et HET AN K AT REDTRR TP 45 /N 5t

5. RS RE

B, FEADORB ZEE TG ISR A, AR EROR, (HHA ST St s — PR A
BRAIAE R HIHMERRUE , ARKBT AT AGIN 2 I8 R e it I Z oot ik . Hk, WHFER A
Rl et JERIR AR R, (HHERT R R OC R, RS IEE I B R B SR A PR
EP AR, BB, SATRANRA XN RKIERTHAL. Ak s B Bl R A T AR AL AL B kAT
ARGz, RGN O M TR T AROR AT 2 Y ] AR AR PR SR TR AR AR 7 o

EHEUmHE

AW R LB o T2 9C 2B 208 I H (2023 excysi038) 3 FF
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