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Abstract

In order to assess the mental health risks among the Class 2024 and optimize intervention strate-
gies, this study used the Symptom Checklist-90 (SCL-90) to evaluate 6340 freshmen, with two additional
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items regarding psychiatric treatment history and frequency of suicidal ideas. Results indicated
that among the 5282 participants, a total of 1118 students (21.17%) required serious attention,
including 494 individuals included in Risk Category A (high-risk) (9.35%) and 624 in Risk Category
B (moderate-risk) (11.81%). The results also revealed group differences: junior college students,
male students, students from large cities, and those from intact families demonstrate relatively bet-
ter mental health status. Conversely, left-behind children, students from impoverished families,
those with poor dormitory relationships, and individuals experiencing significant academic pres-
sure show significantly higher mental health risks. Therefore, it is necessary to focus on groups ex-
periencing family upheaval, economic difficulties, dormitory conflicts, and academic challenges. A
stratified intervention approach based on academic level, gender, and region of birth should be im-
plemented, strengthen the coordinated mechanism linking mental health education and crisis
earlry warning.
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1. 5]
VB R K 2 A B B TSR AN SRR, 25 2R 1 OB HEKCP B R 22 AR 22 3] . ASHEE ARR
THRME & FE (Derogatis et al., 1973). ME4EK, 2480 SN TR RERIFZM, KA OB AR HER I 2 0
FH. 2R, HARANERFABRERNZ, RROEAH AR Z, MRS KR
7 R R 1) 7 22 IR LA S BRI 7 AR AR B FRAMEL PRSI, BNy B 7 B R IR BE IR 0, O B R /K
BEMRT AR FEGEE, 2024). HIARR, KR 5RO SKE S8 M PER 3R 50 B
KK R E A S (Amota, 2010), 5 JIJEIR HIBRZE R SR BE G FR 55 R 36 02 R 1A DR 2 AR O BR AR e 7K
PEETECESE, 2005; FHME%, 2012; Fowler et al., 2015),

2. 5%

2.1. BERIEFE

PASCAEEERE 2024 AR BRER—FrA NTE, BB 5282 N, Bt 1.23:1, FiRyuE 18~20 %
(M =18.65 £ 0.72).

22. METH

CUER A FEREIR B WEE3R) (SCL-90). ¥Ehn “ R/ mRlayy” M “iEwiE, ImEddmEl
Ot N A A AR R S5 2R 2 N TEMB IR A B/ 8 A PiE @i e .
2.3. &R

LR G VUIT i brA i i 2 S P A ofe
SI3 >300 FrEOCEEA(AAR . RERORIE . oo SKARAL. £BEE) 7y > 3.5 S BT A e RHA T SR
IEWRZH . EHMILE A NSy A BIFEIRME; B0 >250 70 sl 7~ (F4R . RS AT, 2
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3. &R
3.1. BEHERER

TR AR, WA SRR e E A 9 AL B, A TR ek, BN —foeE
A, ARAE R DB AR . JRA AR OCIE AR RNECN 1119 N, Hor A 8523k 494 N, PP A3
1 9.35%; B 2K222E 624 A, (5 EIVE KN 11.81%. FEFTH T XRVERAd, R RNAIT 7 s« 27
A 262 N, HIPTE S NEL 4.96%, VPR “UT—AN H B AEVEIR 7 S8 A7 UL ERE 262 A,
PR B 4.96%

3.2. I LERTFEERRI L

LA BERFERAEH SCL-90 1E B A O EIMVF R R . BFAE XL 2018 £4E~2024 H=357 A O B Ag BRI P
GER, SERLEIR: 2018 2022 FHT A OB FRR ISR A K M 2023 FEFFAS, 0 BR A RR % TR
BRI ETHES, & 2024 FRRFAOIMERE ST T B0 7 ORI BEE. XU E 2023 4
Trah, B O RRR DU AR 2, 1T 2024 ZOET AR O HEAERUK S5 s 6 MEUIT A M LR . WEE
MR, M 2023 Z B T1 R, & PR AORTE B IR L, XIS 25l FREES T TH IR, X
S O AR FRRIR A A AR T RSO BRI . 2018 £E~2024 ST AE o B (el B DIPY ) AR &5 SR 5 B S B
W 1 Fiw.

Table 1. Freshmen mental health evaluation results (2018~2024)
1. 2018 F~2024 FHEOIRERMITLER

SR ANPRRA
AR MUK

2018 4338 1.36 2.04 1.82 1.67 1.61 1.56 1.47 1.61 1.53 146.21

mae fRIE o

%
=

WIPER AN JRiRAfl ik REeREtE B

2019 4578 1.37 2.03 1.84 1.67 1.60 1.55 1.47 1.62 1.55 146.62
2020 4665 1.32 1.95 1.72 1.59 1.54 1.47 1.45 1.50 1.49 140.01
2021 3951 1.30 1.87 1.65 1.52 1.48 1.41 1.40 1.45 1.42 135.13
2022 4004 1.34 1.91 1.69 1.58 1.51 1.44 1.46 1.47 1.44 138.41
2023 4764 1.56 2.12 1.90 1.76 1.73 1.65 1.61 1.71 1.62 157.31
2024 5282 1.72 2.22 1.99 1.88 1.85 1.77 1.74 1.78 1.69 168.19

3.3. FRIBGERALIERBRRAIIEE

DN sE O P FEHCE MO S HL T BULAR B, B B AR R ARV ANIE]
HHORIR . AFIXKESH . —REAETEN . ARAZKELTRIL. AFTE &R LAR LS 71 2024
Gopr A DB BT T 2R, BAREURIT .

3.3.1. ARIFERERDEEER AT

MRS ENEES, ARVE NS 3728 N, TRAEAECN 1554 Ao STHEARL RO BERE 2 5 I % R
Ty, @RER, ABVEERS RET 0 ESm T ERE, GHARHE R OB BROUE 7, BARGE R
mn 2 FiR.
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Table 2. Mental health comparison of undergraduates vs. college students

F 2. REREOBEEREZRARRIEE

SRR NS WL R B B T W B B B
FF 3728 1.74 1.88 227 1.92 2.04 1.72 1.82 1.80 1.78  171.23
LR 1554 1.67 1.77 2.08 1.80 1.87 1.62 1.70 1.71 1.66  160.90

3.3.2. FEIMEROIREE R SINTEE

PRSP NRES, B4 A2912 N, A ANH2370 N, Sk BRI LEE T . S BES L
ALEER S KSR T, WTVERL, BRI KEN T BRI T kA, o BidR, AARLE
R, IR 5 AR RO B R KT R0 T A, S5 SRR 3 o

Table 3. Comparison of mental health status by gender
7= 3. RO R AXTEE

MR A% M gk mis om0 amemie G s B B
5 2912 1.62 1.76 2.14 1.78 1.94 1.64 1.73 1.71 1.61 161.14
% 2370 1.83 1.96 231 2.02 2.06 1.75 1.85 1.85 1.90 176.86

3.3.3. AR RIR OB RN AT

RSV, AR A A ANBCN 1616 N, JEAEAE B A KON 2482 N, JEAELE K
TR 2E NBCR 1184 Ao W EEAS A B A 2 A i O B 2 20 S % TR 143, FTRABR B, R 2428 0 1
fa e 0 K T B v T B R R 12, R, B A (A e ORI ik, Rk,
DRIRTT 25 25 0 B (g R 5L IR 2 47 Tk B B3R A I 224, BRIk 4 Fow

Table 4. Comparison of mental health status by geographic origin

4. TRIME SRR DI BAR LT EE

INITSA

JEEM O AL SRRk fERE BRI AR O AT mi ®ot B S
Aept 1616 1.74 1.91 227 1.93 2.06 1.73 1.80 1.79 1.84 172.42
By 2482 1.72 1.84 222 1.88 1.99 1.69 1.78 1.77 1.73 167.79

KImr 1184 1.67 1.79  2.15 1.83 1.92 1.64 1.77 1.76 1.64 163.28

3.3.4. FREIRELEHOIBEBER AT

Table 5. Comparison of mental health status by family structure

5. TNERELSHUIBEBARRIEE

L A A T ’\g%’% LTI e S TR Y VS
SCHEEE 4634 1.70 1.83 2.20 1.86 1.98 1.67 1.77 1.76 1.73 166.64
B R 400 1.80 1.93 2.33 2.03 2.08 1.78 1.87 1.90 1.82 177.28
BHHFE 119 1.83 1.96 2.31 2.04 2.11 1.77 1.83 1.85 1.83 177.47
— T 92 1.88 2.02 2.43 2.06 2.20 1.89 1.92 1.91 1.88 184.37
HoAh 37 1.88 2.11 2.51 2.29 2.35 2.02 2.05 2.09 1.92 194.49

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.156370 240 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.156370

S

HWIRBHANBET, 4634 LA R EHREKEE, 648 L EAERRE R, EHRE. R8T
S R BEIR L, K PN [7) 5% B 45 4 () 22 26 1 O BR AR B R 23 B 5 TR T8, ATDAER B, SR A e B B2
HEAE A BRAEE S0 2 A T IR -3 B T AR BE AR (R 222, i B SR 1 5 2 5K 2 1) 25 A 0 BR AR R 7K
T HMMFEEME R . BRg Rk 5 R,

3.3.5. FRIREXFRDEBERIRAFIEE

TEMLCOIIVE S, WA 1~5 20 BT 50 77 s PP A BN 1 R BE G &R RAFFEIE, 1 AR
FAew 2, 5 MREIEF L. WHAFRERRFER OB RS> S5 SR T, TUED, BMmExRE
KARBREF [R5, OB AR FE G 7y S o5 DR 0 iBRAIG, U B GO B A BRI BT, OB FE KPRy . FAR
LRI 6 Fin.

Table 6. Mental health status across different family relationships

= 6. TEREXFLIBEBARTSIEE

KEXR  NM WK R mE 0 *gf T S T VRO
e ZE 13 243 2.62 2.98 2.77 2.78 2.52 2.60 2.57 2.44 239.54
M= 130 2.08 2.37 2.69 2.52 2.52 2.23 2.27 2.37 2.13 213.90
— % 977 1.87 2.05 2.41 2.16 2.24 1.89 1.99 1.98 1.93 187.13
Hedr 2172 1.76 1.90 2.27 1.93 2.06 1.74 1.83 1.81 1.80 172.58
S 8 /50 1990 1.56 1.66 2.03 1.65 1.77 1.51 1.60 1.58 1.56 150.65

3.3.6. EREETFERHVIBREIRAIL

PR BIEARES, B2 ENECN 1716 N, A - FL 054 NBCR 3566 Ao X
PR B s7 L8 5 B s LR I OB RER DU A 5 S 74y, wTLUER], FEWSFA DI IIEALE R K5 A
Tor LR TERA RN EA, Wk, JERSELE R OEME DRIV T S JLE . Bakst Rk 7
FioR .

Table 7. Differences in mental health between left-behind and non-left-behind children
%= 7. BTILESIEETILERN BRI

waE A% WL e s m RO gk G sor B B
& 1716 1.80 1.96 2.34 2.02 2.12 1.81 1.88 1.87 1.87  178.46
& 3566 1.68 1.79 2.16 1.82 1.93 1.63 1.74 1.73 1.68  163.25

3.3.7. FRIREEFRALIBRERAXIE

Table 8. Psychological well-being of financially challenged vs. non-challenged student
= 8. AEESEREER ORI

RERH A% WS f smn mm OO me G st e B
& 832 1.81 1.94 2.29 1.98 2.09 1.80 1.86 1.83 1.81 176.10
i 4450 1.70 1.83 2.20 1.87 1.98 1.67 1.77 1.76 1.73 166.71
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PRSP NG, FIEELTF M2 E NEON 832 N, ARZTIN2A: 4450 Ao W EEZTINAE 5 ARZTIR A
FELER RS KA R T LR, ATUERL AR N AR OB RR 0 K& BT T AR R A,
VLIRS IR A (o B BRI DLOL T 20 A . BRS04 8 s

3.3.8. FREE XA VERRIRINEL

FELLUCOLBEINE S, B TEE R 1~5 20 (TR0 o> 77 RAVP2 AL BN i 1E & 0 R AR, 1 AR
RARF 2, 5 MUERAREIF . XM HOAA R &R R ML R L@ RS 5 & T2y, ATELER], EAETE
HRABNFELE, OEMER S KA TR T e, BRIk, JBRRIE 6 %R — BN A2 O B ROIR 0
o HARGRINZE 9 P,

Table 9. Comparison of mental health status by dormitory relationship patterns

9. TEEEXRN OB RRTSILL

RS MUCEE TN I I e N T ST
AEH %= 7 1.36 137 186  1.55 1.68 1.29 1.59 1.33 133 13557
tbi %= 19 1.69 203 245 205 2.35 1.85 2.03 1.89 217 18521
— & 627 1.89 206 238 216 2.22 1.90 2.02 1.99 1.94  187.39
Lo 2749 1.77 192 229 197 2.07 1.76 1.85 1.83 1.81  174.29
EH L 1880 1.58 1.68 206 167 1.80 1.53 1.60 1.62 158 152.83

3.3.9. FEZEMEHRLCEBR R AT

FEMEVCO BRI, BFARRE R 1~5 S F B 7 sCIPE AR A i Sl R D RERE, 1 RR R
TN, 5 AR Ko K HUASFE 2 R 1 B2 A B B 5 & T4y, RTCUE R, B R 2ak R
IR, CER AR B A J 5 R 7 Ak, A O A K TR . BRSS9 10 R

Table 10. Comparison of mental health status by academic stress levels

= 10. FRIZFAENECIBERARSIIEL

P BB ek e i PR R G sed e B
e 74 1.43 139  1.74 146 1.57 1.40 1.53 1.44 1.37  135.09
N 173 1.52 1.58  1.93 1.57 1.68 1.47 1.57 1.59 149  145.69
—f 3026 1.62 173 210 175 1.87 1.59 1.68 1.68 1.65 15830
Ebdek 1799 1.86 205 241 210 2.19 1.85 1.94 1.92 1.90 18435
JEHK 210 2.04 224 263 237 2.39 2.05 2.15 2.10 202 20254

4. itig
4.1. FERIMEDERRKE T, NEEENH RIEERANENDERRKE

2024 J0HA SCL-90 B4y 2 & TIE 1 Hi /KT, AR¥E Bronfenbrenner [ RZiFLiS(Boon et al.,
2012), AWK, XE5EEIEL ERY FEMHESREEMRRR) KEZFEIEFONERS).

[P SCHRF I 28 W 22 (P 1) R 40) ALK H BT RE T AR (O R G0 F R A Ko AERMRGURT, AR
S EVERE S, 5 LB ERERIR, (B EA R B, MNSAE ST IR 6 10 B B
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SMNERGURIE, R HEMBEER G SEE, 51 SR KGEFEOE@E, SRR SCRFRIX
FEPAEE o o) FR 40 ) S A R A SRR 2%, RIS O R 0, AR AR R T R AR 5]
EM. WOl AR S L, HIRTHE AT RE D, JTROL B EEREE, SR ARARE IS, JHRMEME
LS. WL 2RI BT RO RS R AOSE IR M, SR TR0 B BT

4.2. BREFXFR—FENREER, AR VERREE

AWFRR, FPER . KBS N 32 2 R AR O FRAg BRI B 3, X 5 AT
FREER—B(K S, 2005; ¢ HIRS, 2012; Fowler et al., 2015).

2D ER > AR, RIEHE - PULITACE R AR AR RS IEE R, HSPs
W8 ZE BRI 5 H A5 5E (Zhang et al., 2021), TG SEEAMERIN, R4 HAE G RE R IRATHRE, il
TIZERV M N RS, ARSI i, MM MRO IS f1(Li & Wang, 2022). RApARIZEA T E L R
KA, W HRAMRI BN E BEARAC. X, S3ER RSP ARVER AR N F U, R 5 R A
FUWRBARAN AR S AR KRR, F RS ECr 6, TTRIARIAE. H—Jim, AHR M
ZRACH MR L &, A AEAN R R 2 5 A B, 558 B A R

PRSI AR > ), Rkt g R 552 “ R LM s IR A, e,
AR MRS AR 52 % H IS J(Bagly, 2018), TSR “ BB 20, T REREL B OO BER (Hudson
& Collins-Anderson, 2022). fEAERE b MEBGR BB LM B ERUR, AR NG 8 (Salk et al.,
2017), IXA] RS 20 A O FRA B K P LE S ARAR I SR R o Sf i, P RABE X 2o AR T J Bl o BB R, 5
AL BRI AR 2 IR BTG A 59 2028 s g T I 22 e P SO, BRAE R At 2 A, RS IERA 1 B R

W2 ZRITHORT > B3 > &M, RS K, BREZQ2018)% T 7 R 7 sk B Fi4h 18— 2K,
HERH, —23 2 —nEil, 2 HE TWILEAY); ZREFMIHN: R FAMHIE “XEL
IERL” s J3(Liu, 2020); =72 BRITHRSS AT Stk ELIANR AR i AR SRR BT =, O B2 I LRI 004N A2
PG, EAS TR AN EE R A, W B RO B R A NS . B, BRI R A
TEIERN/INE” AT, S AT B g R R\ AR [l A 7

FREGEMZRITH(C R R E > FRBxeE), XECHMRER -3 n—I R SR, s
5O H A 50 BRI R T B A OC, P AT DA RIIN B 7 DR S A A R B A R 0 (fr] AR R
2023), FKERXRRAR. GitRE s, mA) R A0 PIEEIC, BNIE 7 K EHE O BRI &
REPEVE (5009, 2020). X, @A AZR K EE A M, @K E1ENS], RIPXKEE R
TR OEPIMERE RS, HOBE AL B R BB/ N, SR A OB SR SRR .

Wsr2 AR S > Ber), RS, B LE N RS S BN 2 e RS, S
K NBroR & (Bowlby, 1988); Fi4bh, MRIGAFME#FIZR, B <528 1 5Bk A ) 4 ] 2B 57 07 y(Wang
& Mesman, 2015), MATHIZ T A RENANAS R BT KGR, (EAEGRBRRE OB ERREHE . A0E
FRe A B #HER T, BRSO S, 5, SRR & EANA B P42 A O EDIR
O, BT OEIE & A7 OG0 B AT A P A A D BR S,  EEI W R BT 2 A A O B A

SR ZER AR > 2, 757 (2023) R ILR M T W A AR RS SRS R
A 34.5%, w3 m T AETTIN A o ARERG GO A B : GUF K 105 BRI 9, PR 25081 6 1 (Mani
ctal.,2013). UbAh, R7pmEB e BRI AR “B 00 B ws 5 A5 A AT Je 30 AH % I <5 8 (Smith et
al.,2012). T2 W AER L AAE . SRR R Stk s WS 7y, ARG AR ). WG, e 2T
AETF R AR OB S, FEBNAIAT] S S RO R DB E . [FIR, R R AR AT DU ) 28 B 3 IR AR 1 R
Jiii, &) TEh A R e HETT I AR, B R OB ImiE S, KA FH kS LB ML S, BRAEDT
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H B,

TEERARTHCRRY > KAEE), REAHESILHR: EEEHETEMLSC/HE, XRAEHA
oA [k 13 # K F (Beckes & Coan, 2011), 75 4h, & R 2% BI1E a7 SR AL, T 20l 3 2 70 W 57 (Nagane
etal.,2011), WHERZHWMRTIE, SIEAVEE%. Xt RN &S ERE =@, KN RIAE R E
HXE, PR TEE. @R E NSO RS s B 55 S R A e ST S, R
OV E{E R

gi b, %N JE B AR K A O B B KA LT 1 i AR, A A OB RS AR
TERE, R AR 10 B XS B I IR, it SCHE 5 B ORI — RN i, an A7 404k
BEA SR F4, f8eiHor %, RIE RS . RIp m i A O BRSOk U R A &
R A — AL RIRRAE, A AR, WA MR R BT, AR RO, (k2 A
RS, AT A SR R i B9 5 W S 1) B ARl

E&WE

R — SO LB R 2 A ME——IRR KAk DB GO B AR 507 %, ]
e N SCHFRN L TUE S I H (222451); BT OBREIVE IR 2 A2 O B BEEUE B0 U 5 S2., 2022 4R
e e U TR H s 4R XS BEE TS LTI T RAE IR LRI, 2024 SRR AF T
P A SR LIRSS U H (R A E TR, 247204).

SE 3k

4K, FERQ018). i RIS AL EFRIAS T 7. Bt (5), 77-81+86.

75 E(2023). RIMRARR S BB S A OB BRI, SE 7R, 14(3), 121-123.

FIRRER, RFEH, RF, T355(2023). FaBFHE 57T R ERASF AR OEERE, 412 SRR B 1 9¢ KA
. OEATY (11), 64-67.
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