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Abstract

Academic procrastination is a widespread maladaptive behavior among college students that not only
directly contributes to declining academic performance but also forms a vicious cycle with mental
health issues like anxiety and depression. As an individual’s cognitive, experiential and behavioral
orientation toward time, different dimensions of time perspective show varying yet unclear pathways
of influence on procrastination behavior. Furthermore, whether rumination—a negative cognitive
pattern—serves as a mediating mechanism in this relationship requires empirical verification. This
study examined 266 college students using the Zimbardo Time Perspective Inventory (ZTPI), Rumi-
native Response Scale (RRS) and Academic Procrastination Inventory (API) based on Zimbardo’s
Time Perspective Theory. The results revealed significant predictive effects: Past Negative (f§ =
0.219, p < 0.001) and Present Fatalistic (8 = 0.199, p < 0.001) positively predicted procrastination,
while Future (8 = -0.503, p < 0.001) and Past Positive (f = -0.120, p < 0.01) showed negative pre-
dictions. Present Hedonistic demonstrated no significant predictive effect. Analysis confirmed ru-
mination’s partial mediating role between four time perspective dimensions and procrastination.
The specific indirect effects and proportions were: Negative Past (0.14, 28.57%), Present Fatalistic
(0.11, 21.15%), Positive Past (-0.18, 25.35%), and Future (-0.14, 12.69%). These findings indicate
that time perspectives influence procrastination both directly and indirectly through rumination,
offering valuable insights for developing targeted psychological interventions to address academic
procrastination among college students.
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1. 5|8

SV ST R AR AR P A AE A ARILR . RS RO LK) T R T N
—, ESMER BN AS ARG TSRS R AR LR S U R T R A B[ VAT
FHIAT o BERE LA SE RORE & 1 BARERE, AFWEEE A ARAIFETE, Solomon Al Rothblum Ay~ k.
HEHE AL — R AE , ATC R R 5 58 O OGRS T i 3, AT [IEEAS AR FHE 30,
FHUELET H(Solomon & Rothblum, 1984). [ AT E IR A £ HLUE I 8] A BAT TR, 52 R H AR

HEFEEWIEIRIEAT . B A R E R T ) (Tice & Baumeister, 1997), ¥ 5£: &, #IfE%%
Ao B R ) RHZ 1% P 6 30 (Sirois & Pychyl, 2013). [BlL, RIS AR 2 b e 2k (1) I8 25 B S 2 A B
A o

S A AE 5 B R AL R DGR 1) o T [R] WA AN A0S BT TR AN AR 54T 8BS AT fE, 2004). Zimbardo
I T8 R A A IS TR SRR B — R T, TR AR I Lt W YRS Bl I AR E
SCHIERAE RS TR, 1 iy 32 SO AR B T DA S AR B TR W45 5 AN4E RS (Zimbardo & Boyd, 1999). A1, #1
Wit 25 B (8] W (Past Positive) 2 FR IS A 25, Wi 22 I RRIR IH , BRI E 12 Y Al 23 ()WL (Past Negative)
X EREENETE, AE T XA RCE A R E VTR F AR 3 SR IAE R (8] WE (Present Hedonistic) 7
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PRIBSK BB PR, 1R/ I-yERK; Taar £ L HIPAE (Present Fatalistic) WA NI AR ANBA T HEFE S,
A SFe i 18] W (Future) v B Kzt H kRS ZE IR i & (Zimbardo & John, 2008). BFFEHE H, HEIEH KT KA 569
FEAR, M, ABATTSE SSVE RS 55 AR 22 fh, DR e ok 25 9 B A 1 W DA K% 22 SR LA FRO e TR S AN, B
BT RENBIEAT s T AR )0 D) v) DA 32 M e B A7y o AR 25 AR e TR W 2= 45008 B FRB BRI,
UAMRINE ML “CHARRR” ARAGBAZHE” ST, SRR B RS EEER, FEUES
FRIAE TN Fe(Watkins, 2008), AR “BAHTE GBI MG 7 FIHEIEAT Ao IULE S5 SR I [RDRL A /A
I “IEIRHTH” (delay discounting)——MANT oA Sk 45 SR Ak (B B IS [A] HEAS 2 25 B (K (Mazur, 2000), 340
ANMAHEFE (] o T S VE R R AL & 13 Bk, W R K B AR, H98(E45 R sh3h /),
MR HEZEAT N R R 2E (Duckworth & Kern, 2011). IbAb, KK T M PIAMRTE S i 8] R 1) DA R AT 45 58
BRI, 38 B SR a6 2 47 ) 2 2 (Siirois & Pychyl, 20130 AR B 1] A 5 22V A FiE &2 471
RO, 8 R AR I 1D U A Al 5 2 e 1) 1 B AR IR, 2 A B DA B B8 i 1 1 B0 (McKay et al.,
2016; Worrell et al., 2013), 3 AL PRAK 22k 36 4E 1) 25 2[R 2 (Wolters, 2003).

4 R AE IS (B0 22 b 46 4 7] ] B R HE OGRS E A . e g — R B E M. RAMER) Stk
i, R —MEA B ERRRE TR R R TR, R AR R IR R TR AE — 2 ] (A TR ER
AT N L (Nolenhoeksema, 1991). [ 2 A4E % ORFAE XS AR R AL JFE R X B S TR R E %,
XA T AT S BUMA R E RIS, B E 5T, IR0 67 PR 17 4 2 AN A DR A
TN, I HBHASFAL B0 BEA14T A & 4E (Conway et al., 2000). [FIASIXFh B4 77 0 & B 55 A 50 R iG55
PATIEHIGE ST, THAT S HRI(Watkins, 2008). A B 78 R B 2 B4k RE % 5 2% T AV 36 4E, 2 JE4E
B E AR, RAESIEIE T NBER EECEIL 2, 20125 IREERTEE, 2018). A BYERANMAR 5
FEARTH AR B, MR R I B AR PR S R S TE B b, IR BT N R AR BURAT N R A B
F1d/> (Lyubomirsky et al., 2003; #6575, 2010)o B —J5TH, A [F) A )R8 2 52 M A4 S 2 B 48 i 1)
B, AR AL e T, A S B S 4, RS S, AT 51 R 2 B4 (Astrom
et al., 2018; Sailer et al.,, 2014); M, H— DM NEFERBILIAEGEFMA, 0l 2K R RE RS ER,
BAG P R 2 B Y (Lee, 2018). CVABF LRI, B WIS 2 B8 TR AN 4 B8 55 S v 27 b 44 e i
122, o “at R M— B & — a0 [EgE” KB HAE R (Sirois, 2014; PRiER, BPJE, xB5H,
2018); AR 2% B (A 0000 1) T [ 2 i Th & 56, A5 IX B8 2200 5 Y BT 5 AH DG, o] RESE I Bt 2112, 58
1 B R BE B (Segerstrom etal., 2003)o A 3K HF [A]0 25 JU) 368 3 1T S 1k A R b o 24 RAT S i ot 4, A
U0 A1) 0 AU ) (P K, TR, 2020). IXUSFRIGLZE R T, 4 T AT A A A IR U ES M 2l 4E 11
1% o Hp TR AL o

DUA: 56T 27 M 46 S FRVRIF 2K 25 DI TR0 24 P55 B S 2 SEL A A P ST AT 9, 25 R 81 2 JEL 4 5 i)
R AE R R, AT TR IR 4 YRR AP AR &, PRI A TR B GEE 52k R AR
5T Zimbardo B [ 16 AR 2 AERIIE 26T e, $RHCURERGE: (1) B 4ERE 5 5l e 1 A7
TR 35K, FARRIUNIEAGE 25« BUAETE Ay (B0 IE [ T 0 B 8, AR i Z R AR A [ 0 A7 i) 3
MEHBIE: (2) 2 YELERS A5 22046 4 8] (1 b A B 22

2.
2.1. HFRMR

AW TR ER R E AT B R A . RS 300 4, SIBREEAINE, HEHILESKNE,
BHRNEIL 266 4y, HREICER 88.67%. HAFBA 107 A(40.2%), & 159 N(59.8%); “FHJ4ERE 21.31
+1.48 %,
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22. fiIRIE

2.2.1. EREZHEWEREZTPI)

HEE Z B B &% (Zimbardo Time Perspective Inventory, ZTPI)H Zimbardo 1 Boyd g, & il &}
RN TR 2 — SEROFERNGE ZLm B0 JE S i 0, 0K = SCIAERS TR 75y 35 X
PULERT R RS AR, 3Lt 56 MUH . KA 5 ftibsr, | 2R “Ee2A TR, 59K
B SRS o AW RIS 4EEE I Cronbach’s oo RESN 9 RIS B )08 0.814 JH bl 22
WFEIAE 0.865 4K CHUAERT WL 0.752 i i 32 CIAERS AL 0.855 ASKIF[EML 0.721, &R
Cronbach’s o 24 0.824.

222. REBYEERRRS)

A BYERRRRS) (75, 77 €, 2009)3k 22 8, AR R4 il B R IRIB = AR
KH 4 S0 = WA, 4= B&). KA RAER Cronbach’s o REH 0.95,
2.2.3. FHEIEE R (APT)

KH Aitken #EZE 7] 4 API (Aitken Procrastination Inventory), 1ZEF W 19 &, RAZETE: S A
Wi (1 SEERFFE, 5 EBEME). AFFH L =R Cronbach’s o ZEN 0.93.
2.3. BiRALEE

i SPSS 26.0 HHATHERES T AT IR 72 Z R 58 (Harman 518 F1%). {1 PROCESS
FREF (Hayes, 2013)HE4T A BN A5, K Bootstrap JiliEE 5000 VKit5 95% B4 X [A](CI).

. &R
1. HREGERERE SHEXMES

K Harman B RERRIEIEAT LR 70 24000, 4R 8K, A 18 METFRIRHERKT 1, Hrp
ST AR AR 26.14% (<40%IIm FHE), RUPLFRITTEMEAH. X %A ERAT Pearson H1%
oM, BARRYME. Pz LR ARBOLE 1.

w W

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis results of main variables (N = 266)

F 1. EETEMEMGIT SHEXTIERW = 266)

M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
L VAR 2 2.89 0.83 1
2. EIARBUEREM  3.38 051 0.480* 1
3. AR W 369 048  —0.223"  —0.247" 1
4, B AN 405 060 —0.524"  —0.135" 0.520™ 1
5. TEAPLZERTENL 3.06 0.85  0.749™ 0.685*  —0.353"  —0.379"* 1
6. [“iB Y 2.02 063  0.586™ 0.183™  —0.249"  —0.508""  0.372" 1
7. FbAEIE 227 075 0543 —0.684"  -0.684™  -0.571"  0.586™ 0498 1

FE: "FR p<0.001, "R p<0.01, "FR p <0.05.

FRAED TS REoR, WL LU 1 ar DUAER R, AR TR DA K e 2 SR 4 5 24k
HEAE S5 2 IR R (p < 0.01)0 ARSKRIFIAIRL. ARM L 250 05 22 HE A8 52 8835 A K (p < 0.01). B4,

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.159533 434 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.159533

L

IS TR LLERE 2 8] DL EAT] S e Y 2 TR A7 AE 35 ORGSR &R o
3.2. RHEIMLS et B9 B3 4

N GRS (DU 25 A4 FE X 0l B 38 A FIO A FH . SR SPSS, AR DU A TRINAS &, e id AR
EIATERVE R, S5 R 2. S5 RRY], SRR RN CASE, oA 4 ASZE R i 1R S0 2l
HEAEAG 2 25 TV, 3 o SR SRt ) 05 AR 3k 2 s () 0 A 67 v F M 2 6 4, g 8 ARt 23 e TR) W 5 7
i WA S TRDUL AT PAIE 5] T 2V A e o [RE TR ol AsE = 4.668 + (—0.788) x AR A + 0.199
x JEMGEE +0.175 x fEATILAE + (=0.149) x B 250 H 22 SR BAE B [)ULAE Tl 27l 4 48 b A FH 5
AR E, FULTE G0 o ZDR AR R A AR 2RI 1 i DRI (DR ARt 25 B TR WA
AL & .

Table 2. Regression analysis of time perspective on academic procrastination

= 2. BHEI XA HEIE AR YIS 4

k] B SE B t
(F&) 4.668 0.328 - 14.246™
AR [f] -0.788 0.072 -0.503 -10.960"*
NEL/ GRS 0.199 0.057 0.219 3.481™
15 A BLAE 0.175 0.052 0.199 3368
(AU SV -0.149 0.063 -0.120 -2.384"

EIRIE 0.076 0.076 -0.669 0.504

a. K& i

3.3. REBHND NP

S CAVE BRI 25 B TR . R SR B TR) A L AR I 25 B TR W0 AN AE i 32 AR B Ta) WA B AR & (X), ol
TENRAZR(Y), 4 B4ENFNEM)BAT RSN EEHEPED . FR). SRS ZE 3. F 4.
%5, £ 6.

Table 3. Mediating role of rumination between past negative-academic procrastination relationship

%= 3. RE BY I ER T R F S HETE (B BY R 5

RURIAE SE Boot CI N[ Boot CI L[} R

FSY 0.49 0.05 0.40 0.58
B 0.35 0.06 0.23 0.46 71.43%
HHA 0.14 0.04 0.08 0.22 28.57%

ol At iE

Figure 1. Rumination as a mediator between past negative and academic procrastination

1. & BYEHRE ZEFEMAZ A HERE 2 [B 89 /A REY
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R 3 s, 2 BYEP= A i A 208 Bootstrap 95% B 15 [X 8] 4[0.08, —0.22], BAZ X AIAHE 0,
Tt B 4 S TE T AR 23 B DU [RIAEFE R R R AE R, SN 0.14, F /BN ROCR o Ak
N 28.67% 2 AR A SOV AR AN ] 1 TR

Table 4. Mediating role of rumination in the future-academic procrastination relationship

F 4. RE BYEFERKATE I Al HEE (B89 N RN 53 4

BUNAA SE Boot CI R Boot CI IR RN

FSY -1.07 0.07 -1.21 -0.93
HEMN -0.94 0.06 -1.06 -0.81 87.31%
Rk -0.14 0.04 -0.22 -0.06 12.69%

R 4 a5, ez Y= A it A 208 Bootstrap 95% B A5 [X [A] 9[—0.22, —0.06], BfZ X EAHE 0,
Wi B R 2 FYELE A 23 B[R]0 2 [RIAZFE 38 By R A AE D, RSB 9—0.14, A B850 1 o a2
M 12.69% 21 BLAE I A BN AR T A ] 2 BT o

0,40 0.35

A Sfe i T

-0.94"

Figure 2. Rumination as a mediator between future and academic procrastination

B 2. k& BYERRAEMMFWIETE 2 B8N ERRE

Table 5. Mediating role of rumination in the positive past-academic procrastination relationship

5. RE BRI KB FN Al HELE (849 R AR 3 4

BONAE SE Boot CI N Boot CI LR RN

KRR -0.71 0.06 -0.83 -0.59
BB -0.53 0.07 -0.67 -0.40 74.65%
A Rk -0.18 0.04 -0.27 -0.10 25.35%

FH% 5 A5, 2 B4E =25 i HR /205 Bootstrap 95% B A5 X 8] N[—0.27,-0.10], B {5 XA E 0,
Tt BH s 24 SRR JE e 2 i TR 2 TR A7 AE 2 3 AR s B, O N—0.18, AR/ 2 S i o s K
Nif 25.35%. 2 BRI PSR A0 3 Fios.

0,64 0.28

BRSNES

-0.53"

Figure 3. Rumination as a mediator between positive past and academic procrastination

Bl 3. k& RBYUEERRT EREYMZFIEE 2 Ba RN ERRER

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.159533 436 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.159533

L

Table 6. Mediating role of rumination in the present fatalistic-academic procrastination relationship

6. RS BYETETS oy PUE RTINSl HE3E (B B0 Fh RN 53 4

LVNAIEN SE Boot CI R Boot CI LR BV s

SR 0.52 0.04 0.43 0.60
HEMN 0.41 0.04 0.32 0.50 78.85%
Rk 0.11 0.02 0.06 0.16 21.15%

FHZe 6 WA, 2 B A i) Fh A 208 Bootstrap 95% & 15 X [7]24[0.06, 0.16], EE X FAEE 0, ¥
B4 R AEAE T B 25 I AV 2 TR AE 2 25 (3 h AR, OB 0.11, A e 808 R0 & o5 S 80,
1) 21.15%. RABAERH NP ANE 4 s .

Figure 4. Rumination as a mediator between present fatalistic and academic procrastination

4. RGBT A IR AN HEIE 2 (A1 o 7 AR
4. Wit
4.1. REBHEZNIBIYSZEIHETE 2 B8] A+

4.1.1. REBEEERTEREIS I HEE 2 88 5 /38R

TH AR 2% I (UL R 1F ) T 2 b A, H 2 LR R A R, X — BRI TR UL
AT T2 54T =3 RS BAR AT IR . B, T ARG 2 B TRD IR AN Ak 3o B DG i 2 Fg 2R IUE
BB 22 P (an =l 4T, TR s 3 3 ae 71 A A K 20(Zimbardo & Boyd, 1999). X F & 4k 1] 11
TSR e 4 B4, BIAMAW S, REMBE L XS FAmMEFRERE . 5REASEY, mIEE
BRIV F . HR, 2 ST BRI I DA R R R R A T g R e e . — T, RE
(1 47 TR 5 o A R OB BRI, 55 A6 M BT 25 7 2 0 5 1R BB J(Smith et al., 2006)s 53— J5THI
A4 BYEEKAEE . TSRS ARS8, SBUGLFEE, BT S 3)3)(Watkins, 2008). B %%,
D RIEEAT 55 51 R BN N B E A Gh R v AR R R AT 5 - R M R R B RS SR
Th B ——8 i HE IR AT 55 (R T AR, (H K 3R R MU A (Tice & Baumeister, 1997). {HIFERMIZ, &
AR ERR, T 2 DA B 5 R M AE, TEEIE A4 N - BSOS (A
N 4B ZE1T A (Sirois & Pychyl, 2013).

4.1.2. REGBEEREDUERENSFEIIEE 2 B+ H8

i iy S IR B0 1 7] 5000 2 b A S H e 2 J4E e b /AR FHRIBLHIZE T R 18 iy DUZE IR T 08 )1
WHECEAZERES], F4daEsZmaEE S 155 (Astrom etal., 2018), ZXFFNEI LAl AR 5
AT S 2B, B 4 A, 540 fe 52 1 AR 26 1) 2R W 28 1 B E b 0 SR IR KRR 285 SR (Zimbardo & Boyd,
1999). Je 2 e [FIRERT B S RREEHFENEN BT, HISS AR5 IR SHATRE /0 RNl £ L&A1 G B %, %
I B FRAL BRI, AR ANl I 8 28 5 AT 55 ok 87 ) b 3K 4 45 R 1 (Lyubomirsky et al., 2003).
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4.1.3. RERBEERBIT EREN S F N HELTE 2 @7

AR I 2% sF 1) R0 3o ) e 2 R A S ) T 2 A SE o 5 AR 25 F 180 0 ) A A 8 ) T LR R
MIHETT NG AR )y, ERERMZEB LR, XA IEFRICZ R 7 7151 A # G 1% 45 S
JS2, AT FRAER 76 R S8 A 55 B S A R TTIR o 2 AT S 220D AR 55 B S R AR DR, R0 BRI A 45
TR B AENERR BT AR, ATEN A BB 2 955 o [, AR [EIZ T B ER R B RE AT AR
WU 99 A BRI IR MR, (R 1 R AT MRS G . BRI, e BRIy R AR
H, ABERBE XA R O OBEE 7 —— eIz ) S B S Y, PRy
BIEIFUERFATAIEINL, B AR B 2 A B IEAT D

4.14. RERBEERRIEN S F A HELE 2 8] K P 8

AR TA] U AT D3 3 92 B 2 R4 7K SR G i 2 VA AE o 15 A SRS TR] UL RSB 17 T 590 H Fnik
85 R I e (a2 I Sl Ao AR SR A R PRI SR T A A A R0 3 T A 28 o B 22 SE 4 s o LA T 5
AR H ARG 1A (R 3 10 B o XS SRS, AR SRR A 55 R 5 A Ry S8 R, AT bk A T
DI M 8% o [, HARSRSI A AR G 5271 B AR5 45 R, PR ARSI 4 om L,
ISk SIL . S BAEAE BB AR rh A SR P A Y AR () U 5 e 4 S 4 Lo B A ], BRI
RIS AE 51 2 el RS, E T /b LA SE A DA 17 24 U1 4% SO (AT DR BT o Bie AT AR H AR S AR AR
iS4 B e S SEYE DR 55 PRI A AT A A% A2 o A2 A FEIE H0 t1 38 WY OR ORI ) R 3o o 18 o i 4 -
BRI hae, S0 BRI 2% A SR IR R 203 3 514 4 R G 1A 1 28 e i (Hamilton et al., 2015),
TERCH AR AR S 2 Y e 2 YR 58 P AR HE A AT N (% T %42

4.2. RBR

AL R 0] DO KA B 2 T B L BRI S RF o 1 S sk 2 Y BB 1) 00 A SIZ i 2k I =41
MEZRYIN LR, @It 5] KA A SR T 22 & T, SRR & 5 R R A o 2 ST SR AR AL 32 L, TiC
B TR AR AT A SO0 FT B T FUAEER, R 2 37 SR s 2 W 547 N BHLIBT AR, 78 I 24 fir % s 37 B
PAT T BAT BTG AT 55 A A N R0 AR i, 3 e 3 2 5 Dok} 58 B ST R, 2 3 it 1) B F AN B 7E T
I FE A BOR PR 5 Y IR SR B 1, BRI R AEIR . HIR R = A T AR e
PSR, 5 R4 Tt & i iz 5 5848, i — 25T B RAGeE, @il R
15N ORI ThEe,  dEFeid NVE R AIMGIS . Bk RS LI SE e R M AR ok B RS E T, 2K
BRI B R E R, 513 RS A R ARSI i, 1 AE 2 T RS 2205, B K F A fe w B v,
Pt Hbr B D56, 456 SMART Hbr# e 5 ARG RBRER, B B AR F 14T NS Lk
HEIEAT A -

43. BIRERE

AR FAFAE—E DR . H—, FEARCCRA R —ZAMHRT, RKRATY REAF A &R CLGIEZ
WHENE; 2, REABYERH NN AER Bootstrap yEKGH, RIX 4> “HEIRA” . “amia B L
KRBT RN, RS A G A A A LR B, BRROA T IR, G
EE RS A BRI G R, KRR RGBT — P58k .

5. &g

AR FCIRZE T AN R I )00 8- 4 5 5 T2 lb e 2 e, AR 2 S8 4e i A ER . 9 H DL 2k

W i, YEME BT TR T Ay IR B ()W S O ] O M HERE s AR SR TR AR Ik 2 s ) A
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\WTﬁWJMﬂ%@ﬂ, T ORBUAE I RIS 220k 3t 58 RO PRINAE AN B35 58—, S YRR T Al 5 i A]
W AR 25 I TADUE AR SK I T8 UL 5 1 iy B P ) 508 o000 7 468 S w2 3 20 b A A D

SE

Mrikrs, BPIES, XIEEQ018). WIS HEIE S [ 4 YL AR ER . B/CREHT (13), 126-127.
BER K, FRTE(2020). AR R 5E ) SN RN KA R E AT . JLHEE, (16), 29-32.
¥75, %% %(2009). Nolen-Hoeksema [ “ B4t SR AEH E A, 1 EH AR O 545, 17(5), 550-551.
B552010). AHERGEBERALGEFET X, OIRFFIFERH WS008, FiM: Hi K.
BEATRE(2004). R AIAE ). OEEFIF, 27(1), 5-7.
%‘ﬂ%(zolz) FHAE, TUIFES IR 4 BRI E. SR S, Bras: MR

FEF(2013). AFELZWIGIE, L FESIPLRIFA IR G HRFZGFIE, 208, Kb IR R K2
te;, TRALTE(2009). KREEEESIEIEBUIRTI . 1) FHE L AS447R: #H-2F1240K, 25(2), 90-92.
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