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Abstract
The junior high school period is a crucial stage for personal learning and growth. This paper focuses
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on the influence of loneliness on learning engagement, adopting a cross-sectional study to under-
stand the current status of loneliness and learning engagement among adolescents, the relationship
between adolescent loneliness and learning engagement, and the mediating role of psychological
resilience. This study used the UCLA Loneliness Scale, the Chinese Version of the Learning Engage-
ment Scale, and the Adolescent Psychological Resilience Scale to conduct a questionnaire survey of
400 students from a junior high school in Nanning City. A total of 313 valid questionnaires were
collected. Data were analyzed using SPSS, and the following results were obtained: (1) The overall
level of loneliness among middle school students is relatively low; (2) The overall level of psycho-
logical resilience among junior high school students is relatively high; (3) There is a significant cor-
relation among loneliness, psychological resilience, and learning engagement among junior high
school students; (4) Psychological resilience has a complete mediating effect between loneliness
and learning engagement among junior high school students. This provides an important theoreti-
cal basis for the healthy growth of adolescents.
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1. 518

AR TR I, 2001 4E 95 D AE UM E Ny 40.80 43, T 7E 2019 4E 75 D 4EAUMIBR ISy 45.30
5, 19 AR E FH D EIESME BT T 4.5 5y, FREFAEIOMREIIE b T h & RSUR B (2
A, 2023). AWK, TETAEREAR Y, GBI RT 5 B G 9.3%, MEfiskE, X
se — MK BABEEAR, XTI BB F AN T T 250 2 (A v 5, 4f0h, raite, 2010). BEE
HEAERIRIE, MM TR EREE R B, AR R B S W BT A, 6
AR ETE RS A, HEmsgma S SN . X T AU, Russell B 70K LM 73 S48 70 . 417
A SR A, PR HIREMA. B RE A BANH E R 3 AH X (Russell, Peplau, & Cutrona, 1980).
Rokach (Rokach, 2002) A iU —Fift UL A4S, 52 3 AHE AR5 S PR 45 A8 BRI o =8 RO,
PO RIS SEBR A BN B0k 22 5 BB AR BN BR Ok R Z BIAAAE ZE BRI, BT IR — Rl v A () 175 2
RIS (H G S, 2014) XT3 208N, BN T5 RIs(7 Klx, B, skx4E, 2008)H4gt 1“4
SIBEN” (Study Engagement), “BAE—FiE 23] BHIFRIEOLARCH . FrAR . BRI, SEriEESIA
HIFLOILRAS, & LUE /1(Vigor). ZE ik (Dedication) 1% (Absorption) A =AM O 4L . Bk, AR —
J7 R BIH] H AR IOMUBR S 22 ST NI R &R, TIAE o5 — 7 TR W O BRI AE W) rh AR JTOBURR 5 2 S BN 56
ZHE B .
11 RS %IBARNRER

S bR RN B S IR IS I, T DU E0UR , O BE RS N B ) v (i 9, 2021).
WREGERE, B/, fE0F, dki i, 2023) A B A 9 FE0 GBI, AU AT DL A7 ) 000 =5
AR BN UYL, Bk, 2017)&3L, TERFARART, S8R, JURBGEK, J0H
AT LA R R S ST N . DR, FRAMER Y, FERI AR A, JIOMUR S 5 S BNARE B UG
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1.2 LEFERNDTER

YR —FhiE s, DU AE 2159 MA RO EE R . JIOMUBRE HE 24 B2 BBk = 4 AT =
ANBRIEZR, B ORI EE S S bR A8 A K P2 A2 22 BRI I 51 6 Y — 32 W0 3R 2 B RS, X FRIK
PR S VE K IR (£ 2445, 2003). Tfi Connor (Connor & Davidson, 2003)#2H, 0¥ 1)1 (Resilience)
A AR —Fh s 6T R 7 e B bR, T DA A £ RE  HIAR AT ) e B 1Y) B G 9T H AR o 1T Rutter (Rutter,
1999)# tH, &R J1E— A F SRR G oL 2 XU 28 5 A SR T ARAE . )R AR TR 5 O BRI
FAYEFE K a o AR B U DG, o AU S O ER I B AR R I A DG, XU T I AR
ORI ARk S, HAOMER sl (2 /N )5, Fag, S5UREE, 2014).

O PRI S R 30 2 2R 25 ST PN R BRE DR 35 o 72 T I B R 48 7 19 B ) v T2 SR S5 3T
R A i fe 07« AR N DA S 5K B At N 1) S5 I 8 AR AR (1 00 B ) M DR 35 R 8 A Ak 2 i 2% A
WA N B2 2 3G s A (R, SRR, 2R0h, 2014). H1HR AR RS IR S0 BRI R 3 IR AH S (G
B, BRIk ZE, 2%, 2021). MEEMGERFN, BEI, =Ml ZHHRER, 2017)5% A DUER Rk
X B 57 JLEONHEAR, B EAS O B AR BB S 22 S BN LR AE IR 4 TR A RS, B BEB) M T DAAEE
AR A ST HEN . R, FRATTR B0 BRI AT REAE W] P AR IOMURR 5 2 2] N 2 TR R B A A
.

2. MERE5HE
2.1 MR

2024 12 H, TrATHEF IR T —n 5 A . RS ER ARG, KA ML,
X 313 A E AT RS WE, LIRS 400 17, [FUSCE AR 313 4y, A RCR N 78.25%, H]—H 156
AN, ¥I=N50 N, ¥I=R107 N. AR~ 145 N, LA N 168 N, B EAN 1:1.16, HAKRERE T I
% 1,

Table 1. A basic status table of the respondents(n, %)
= 1 AENREERRIRERN, %)

AR eS| NH L
5 145 46.33
1531
'S 168 53.67
¥l— 156 49.84
G G- 50 15.97
HI= 107 34.19
Bt 313 100
22. iRIT AR

— R A, AR AR R, B . Y.

K H Russell (Russell, 1996)4 fill F{1 9IS &322 (University of California at Los Angeles Loneliness Scale,
UCLA)E =R, H1 20 NITH M, Hd 9 DMIH R S dafetiiR, 11 DNIH RH EERR, 5K
H Likertd sSivPor( “17 Rom “MA” , “4” KR “—H” ), KWFtH %4 Cronbach’s o 24 0.94.

K FH N 525 07 KRR (U7 R IR 55, 2008) 4 il i) H1 SC R > #% N\ & 3 (Utrecht Work Engagement Scale-
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Student, UWES-S), H1 17 NI H 4R, 20 955 1. ZER. BIE=ANERE, KM Likert7 St ( “1” F#on
CIRBAT, “T7 TR “CREGEMER” ), AHEFEHZIAAE Cronbach’s o Jy 0.951.

KHABEWNSEAR S A, HIaEE, 2008)4w &I E Do 0B RER, h27 MHAR, 7N
Hbr L. Nbrbhlh. KEESCHRE. @I AMBIAR 5 MERE, 1045 KA Likerts siiVir( “1” FR5%
BAFFE, “B7 RRTRFE), AW H %A% Cronbach’s a 4 0.83.

23. GrEA*E

AHWTFERH] SPSS WAL EREATREIRVEGE T 04T LASAR A 704, FFRHA] SPSS 42/ PROCES )
Model4 SKHEAT th e RS ORGSR 5 RO BEBIVEAER] o AR PR 2 ST Z T R AR

3. &R
3.1 HEEZERERRE

K Harman 5P S AR R ACHEAT L[ J7 i 20 06« 45 R o, A 14 DR T IR R T 1,
Hrp 2 — AN 07 ZRRE RN 22.20%, (KT 40%I I Fbrite, DRI AR 50 4006 AS 1775 ™ 5 (1 S R 7
PAmEIMR .

3.2. ARG RIBX KRS

M8 2 BARRAIRE D HT AT, AEAE RN 318, VMBI E R T EE T E 2.5, IR YRS
R E T s T R B 4, OBRRINES RS 0 3 T EAR B 3, ek TR AR 22 274
AN UL O BRI AR B R AR L

Table 2. Descriptive statistical analysis of loneliness, learning engagement, and resilience
22, MR, FIH|A DIEFIMRER M ST

A FEAE B ik 22 /M N
PR 313 213 0.48 1.05 3.45
G} 313 3.89 1.03 1.00 7.00
BN 313 4.20 1.14 1.00 7.00
B 313 3.97 1.05 1.00 7.00
HAr&iE 313 3.38 0.71 1.20 5.00
175 8422 1l 313 3.08 0.83 1.00 5.00
NGl 313 3.12 0.91 1.00 5.00
FRESLHF 313 3.49 0.78 1.17 5.00
TR I 313 3.61 0.75 1.00 5.00

N T RFFERI AR 27 ST N 5 O BRI A 8 A1 & 4R 2 [ AR OG5 &, AT Pearson AH 26 3
HERPI P AR 22 BN S OEIEAR R R ISR O, 4RI 3. JUMERS 3B O
B R R, OEPME SRR RE LMK, SRR ARY T HEP AR
A
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Table 3. Correlation analysis between loneliness, learning engagement, and resilience

F+ 3 R, FIRASOEFMZ ERIEX SR

G R T HIRRUE GO NBrthBh M
W 1
ZE R 0.819™ 1
LI 0.756™  0.782" 1
HArEiE 05227  0552™  0.483”
M 0234~ 0175 0.085 0.207*
FMNA 0415 0291 0.307™  0.574™ 1
FEEYFF 0289 0328  0.234™  0.338" 0.268"
ABR#pBI 02677 0291  0.189™  0.310™ 0.093 1
AR -0.327  -0.328"™ -0.187" -0.399" -0.297™ -0.609™

W "RRp<0.05, "ERp<001l, LR p<0.00L, FH.

33. AOETENERTHH

M7 4 WAL, PRI T HAREVEL p < 0.01 KV EAFERZZSR, Bis T ot i TIEges
#i{E p<0.001 KV EAFAE R 225, B+ bk PR TAARIZE p<0.05 7K1 EAFAE &35 22 52,
T T s M T REE SRR W ZE R TR T ANBR I BICE R E R M TiE e p<
0.05 K1 bEAFfEZE S, Fikm Ttk MR T ZERE p < 0.05 K P EAEfEZES:, Fihm Tt 1)
T EEAMAERZE R MR TIOMERAE p <0.05 K-F EAFFERE R, BT 2k,

Table 4. Gender differences in junior high school students and their dimensions (M + SD)

® 4 HERAEREEEMR ERZER(M £ SD)

P

B % (n = 145) %(n = 168) t
HirEiE 3.499 +0.716 3.281 + 0.694 2,737
(et 3.248 +0.820 2.930+0.819 -3.427
FBURAINEA 3.722 £0.781 3.516 = 0.708 2.448"
FRESCHF 3.563 +0.776 3.420 £0.787 1.619
YNNI 3.211+0.944 3.037 £ 0.874 1.696

GV 4.033 + 1.087 3.761 + 0.954 2.361"

BN 4,368 + 1.205 4,048 + 1.061 2.504"

B 3.979 +1.142 3.956 +0.977 0.195

P 2.053 + 0.458 2.201 +0.483 -2.767"

N T RFAIHEIME. 2 ST BN LD ER I = AN B S AT E R = 7=, 2 AE ROV A R R,
PR YL« A BN L OB O R A AT R KT Z 0. 45 RO ELT b A 91U
B AR RO =R B R YA RN ERA REER.
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3.4. ROV

ISR SPSS %A% /7 PROCES H1 ) Modeld >Kidh47 F /1 3 RL A 56 o ARAE M A &5 A eom, fEmA
AR CEPIMES, HUMBO 22 S BN O HFI M B s A O ¥ bootstrap 95% B (5 X IRIY [ R IR
0, R AP O BRI X — AR B 2 ] BN e AR A ER, 1% B RY.(0.0845) Fl 1 A
48 (—0.6963) 43 1) 1 RN (—0.6118) Y 12.14%. 87.86%. LIS 1, % 5.

O PRI
¢=0.08
AP = SN
c=0.61""
Figure 1. Roadmap of the mediating role of resilience
E 1 DEFHER S MR RER
Table 5. Analysis of the mediating effect of resilience
= 5. DEREIMER R AR AT
Effect SE LLCI ULCI ROBE 5 L
HAE 0.0845 0.1374 -0.1859 0.3548 12.14%
Vi) 422 235 —0.6963 0.1061 —0.9061 —-0.4918 87.86%
JES A —0.6118 0.1138 —0.8357 —0.3880 100.00%

4. WHig
4.1, MIPEMMBIREA OFEE TR

HIr A PP B (R T FA Pl 2.5, BB AR OB T — MR KT, (E U8 WA 4 34
(330 A K 2 B 2 R BAI  JX 5 X RO, R K, JE T, 2016) H) AR IR 145
MET KT 58S WS, 2024) 193 b A SRR, T 4040 AL R IR (1 B 9T 45 SRAR
o B EIARI AN R RIS R B, WA E SR B, B A S A RN, ]
SELEE, WETHIREEEREE D, Bl AMERER RIS . TS5 R SR
LA TR, PR AR R AR T, AT b T (IR ELIORA ,  HET = 4 — ek,
MRS, WAL SBULI1 A3 5 ERR B RS, T4 [ Ok — S A RS2, M
TP A IR, T DA 40 W0 T A 3 2 R BT RR . 2 AT S 52 2 T S, 3 5 B AR (4
Yo, WEFEAL, 2002)HIBFILLE FARML, AT L E MR BRIGHE LB, S RS B R %,
RS R BRI M DLW R, ST IO R . TIEARITE T, MR, LB ABRA
B2 MBI, ST ARG REMEE, B2 52 B (0 5m. TiEAEEg E
BEER, XSREBBE, BE K HIT, 2016)MFF AR5 SEMREILR, BhF, 2002)
(TR AL, (R 2R, [E g L8 IR T 24, — AR R T IR
SERAE N 22 BB S, VAR — SOl (I, 450, 2007). 75 AR5 X al it B N B 20E 7K
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e, DU RMREEER, REFAER OIEER, AR, YhAams) T Emae
HREE, o TAMER —MER REARL, Aprh A s s 8 o/ T R, SBINEET
=AW, BN RACEHF B 5 HAR SR AL B BARTTIEIAT G A T, I LA R A O
TEFER BB ZESR.
4.2. MPEFIBANIREAOFZZEWIE

B P AE 2 ST RO A 5 T ER T E 4, BEAR) P AR ST RNAE T — A REFIKF, X5
KIELERIEAL, 2015) L R SR b A A A I RNIRDL R UF, AR B HAAE X 2 ST B DR B — FhRFEEN
BRI BOIRDL, AEABAT R A 2B AT A BNARBE A R . FEAWE T W RER IR A, A RIRZ
FRFAREIIR 2 EVEIG S, BHEED H A 7=, B R EH R ITRA , 2 AA MFHRAWE &,
FERAE— DN RT R T A BOAN NSL A 2R R R AU TR T B 5253 dh B A 75 F B (H 8 52
2013). HIhA Dy T ER EALSIHAUN T AABITREL, AWrEES], iR E St BON, WTfREE— RAF
fI BN, FrOIR AR 2 IR R LR BEE R, HORE 9P AR (R R4 1027 S #%
No BARBA . WELIMEVMAAEREZR, (HEME BAIMERAMZ AT H5%, 2013), AT
H, ATRESR AR B A AR AR S ST B R DL, BT BAE ARSI, B YR A
Ve B RS, e E AR =R

4.3, MpELEFIEIREAOFZERSH

By rb Az O BERIE 2 FEAS 0 T B TR 3, BRI AR RO BV AL T — NG KT T
RO EIEENERN BT ES . S2RREA IISCRE,  SZARIE R AR IR0, rh R RN SE R
IRRABRIERIAS R, ISR “RBERE” 15, WS “SREARE” (W05, HIGEE, 2008). %F
AISACEIR T 7 5 AR RIS BT, BT A S AR OB A 2 T Ao i) T AR D B AR AR A
B EEZER, WRERNG, RIEAFERRN -2, EHEFRSNIE, FImEEs. 3 DRSS
J7 W RZARAT e o X BT W AEAE R N R AR BB AR DRSS TT
JEKMA) ERPE 25, BlInALFEABR R R s RN AESE BRI T5 ), PARAE AR N 2T e — 52840
PR BRGNS, R A F G A A S T I OB IV SR TR AR AT, AR LB =
5o

4.4. PPREETEEMBRSZEIRAZERNPNMER

W AR IR 2 2 e SR C BRI  3X 5 BN DT (/N D, i, SFRIRIE, 2014) A ST AE R —E
BP] A AR OB AT, BRI &, S AR R P 5 SR, R E SO
R YR A O B E R BN TN . X SN RS R B R MR T AR S AR R
BAMES, AR S E R, SR TS e, IR IR

ARG B oR, O BRI AR AR S 2 )N Z (AR S8 A R AR, A A RO o 28
87.86%, AT H A= MU TE A OB FIPE SR 2 2% S 3N, 5 DU T =AM s W ST (it 2021)
XPEG, DAAEBFACR IR VL S ViR, A LEIER CLS. T H & 1111 Connor-Davidson /03 )14
BR. FHEMEBITSIRANESE. BSHER, OEPMES T IO S B 5 R A ER
MEARE TR, {6 &%, 4 Russell 21T 128 =h UCLA JIMURE R . 5 RIZIEIT I SRS ST
ANEXR. HASZBITOEPINER, KIENRA—F, SR 2 RS EME 4
THARINELE, AR, IRESE, TV BRI 28 AR 1A Ao T R S5 PR 2 DA R WK B R g, IR 1)
SAAENBRASAT TR 7RSS, X T IRV RS, &R S5 E BRI BE 2 FEAK, OB
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KRR, FEEAALE TR 2 AR i RN AN REWS HEAT RIFRE N SRR, HEm 201 2428 ) g
SR, RS BN, S BRANACF AR, sl SRR T DUE Y, IR UM
TE AR IO B X — AR R 2 AR HEAT RN, A A AR A R 1) AT R AOIE R, TS 27 3] #%
Ny AERE BRI RER. FTEL, S22 E 0 REFIOEERRES, S ERANEZ LE R
(FKER, B2, 554, 2024) 0 THCERHIEAE 9 — AU A -Co B 5T, 7T DU 0 PR BEIR S BITRE I,
BTN BN BRI, O B (0 EALE N3 TT

45. MRTEZLERE

AHIFE 0 J5) PR Z AAE TR BRI IE, T W1 p AR IUMUES 22 TN DL O BRI = AR ) %
FHAT— NI TT o ARK AT LR AR BF FE 51, 3 AR L AR f ) sh A A BEAT I8 B2 BT 7T,
T B e 1 A A v A AIOBURR 5 27 ST BN IR 9% 2 DA 2O BRI (R4 P AL o

ASHTFEBORE TG D B T T R b, BURE AT FE Y0 B AL/ o ARSR T DAAE 4 [ 908 Bl P9 A [ b [X 3547
B, TR 72 45 R S0 BAT W k.

AHFFCR N B BTG, B LB ST IERII, WIS e A S L il ARk
] LR 2 Bt 7L 5 R 45 G AT It 7

B
i) k23 A B B R o
EE&WE
2024 FERFAEQPH AN SR RIX I E « WIS “S202413642015”
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