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Self-Criticism Scale, and the Need to Belong Scale, this study surveyed 503 college students in Tian-
jin to investigate the effect of social exclusion on non-suicidal self-injury (NSSI) and to examine the
mediating roles of self-criticism and need to belong. Results: (1) Social exclusion, self-criticism,
need to belong, and NSSI behavior were all significantly and positively correlated with one another
among college students. (2) Self-criticism and need to belong served as parallel mediators in the
relationship between social exclusion and NSSI behavior. Conclusion: Social exclusion significantly
and positively predicts NSSI behavior among college students, and self-criticism and need to belong
play parallel mediating roles in the association between social exclusion and NSSI behavior.
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1. B

B 324k B 747 B i(non-suicidal self-injury, NSSHIIfEIFR, Fi/MALET H AR EBIMEH N, Mthai
WANF TR, WO HE R 5 & SR A ZUEAT IR AT 9, i R wedli . 22455 (Nock, 2009;
TEAAE, 2011). EEER, BT AERZAER AT 2B KR ER, EAMIFTUHE HUEE 10%80 K%
A RS 7E K — 3T B 4547 N(Kiekens et al., 2019), B —TF 7046 B EAdE B R EEGT N
Rt & 16.6% (1255, 2016). EAEHIZ, BT A SR EEIGERAE, &% 558 ™ HIKE
RS R ) AT N OIAR . H AR)FHSREL(Cui & Bao, 2025; Park & Ammerman, 2023; Pimenta et al., 2025),
B R 25 A o TR A o 40 A P 2 S XSG P 3%

W R, R R R NSSI AT AWM EZEIFERZ —. 4 HEF(social exclusion)fis MA: il A\ 1E
A w7, WA TR XA RZHM SR G (Williams, 2009; RIEE, 2024). fEAH—FHE L
At A vEFE, o F BEREAMAOEERE, BR— RN EEEARR, mER. U B0, 0
PHEE(CE K 5%, 20205 Baumeister et al., 2005). 4iX G PEIE L AR GRS BIE FOM TS, MR R K
IO R IR 8 Nt T 20, B an NSSLAT . O KEWFFTRI, #hafi k5 NSSIAT N [A4F7E i 35 Kk
(Liao et al., 2025; Wang et al., 2024). 2T 32 AW A0S 12 #E2HEF 0] BLIE B 30 oK 2248 5 4T

SR, AEAERRE, JFARRTA LDt S HE R BMAER SR R B AT Ty o ARty i A S xt 4k
AR, P RE S 2L A IO B BT E R . WEARERE, A BT NIRRT B 1 SR AMARSR
P B KT B B IE(Glassman et al., 2007),  H EAGAMAE R B FACTEAS S B 5 H 5 K A 1) &
97 L I (8] AH 52 (Hooley et al., 2010). %fitt,  H 4056 H IR ERFEHEAL (The defective self model of NSSI#& i,
H AT 79 B % 30 I 2 A B AR 00 7R T R 2 R L VETS 25 (Hooley etal., 2010). BEAL, Fh2cHEfF
SRl e R R R BRI B4R, i £ R ORAR H  ph S HE R R R E T M <R
ANGE” WA B PP (CE 24, 2020). EMOAFIECT, AMATE ATREEEE ARG, i | AT Rt
AT . BT bR A R 2. BRSSP S HE R AR A B AT AR K R i
H

B TR R A2 FR SANZEFRARE . KA AR K R I 75 K (Baumeister et al., 2007). BFF8 KM,
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Ptk R AR R TR B R TR ARG AL, A R EE N 5 N8I R ORI R R (il
Ti%E, 2017). 1, Williams and Jarvis (2006) IR 50 & BAT 2 HEF G MRS ) T3 SR A9, TR
BTN T BAMETT S, BT N ROy B . SRBUB A GTE . 48 R A\ PRIX
gER—F 7. B I VY T BEAR Y (The four-function model) AiX — M AL $& 40 T 4HEL I FEIRHELE, ZAR A R
i NSST B “ ABrIESRA” Thig, Bk [ 05385 A 1 06 5 X RF(Nock & Prinstein, 2004), SEIEHF
FCHF TR — B, FE—T00 210 444 NSSLAT NI ARIUHEAT (25 A U5k it s b, A 31.3% 1 |
PR A AT TIEIE B 5 RIS YA i#E (Power et al., 2016). 3T MR H AR FRAIEK 3: HEETFE REMSHER
R QAT AR R A ER

g b, ABR LB RME . HE T RN, HaH RN R, BT NENRALE,
I Z B R R @ NN T 5 AR HUEM M ok, BEdE—PHRnttafRERT
EAGAT ARG EERLE], AT RS A4E BT AR TR 5 T T A e K 45

2. WERE5HZE
2.1. W&,

AT 78 AR R R 2R N A 5, REUTT ke i 7 AT &R 7T, LRI 550 43 4,
TEMIBRR AT R &G, FEREIREE 503 4y, AR L N 91.45%, HA 54 184 4y, ZcA: 319
#3 o

2.2. A&

22.1. BOEERGERR

AW TR D R (2008) B 1T 175 /D 4F B F0 5 53R &2 4E B AT N R R ILE S 18 AN H,
53 AR 18 MANE M B 7 e EmRAHE B0 B AR EE AR, o B0 IR P 25 v 4 080
ERIATH S, BHREEMHZ Ry 5 mERIEITIFY . W4, SRERTADH BN 4E 1S 7 e ik i
BEMEM BT R, S ERs BT R E . AR, 1% &R T Cronbach’s o RECH 0.90.

222, XEEHSHIRER

ARHFER 5 O 20 13) Il R e A e HE R B3R, VR KR M S HE R R . IR R I a S
19 N, oA 1~10 T & EBHEF, 11~19 TR AT . BRI 5 SERIETITS, &
SHEAREMEEB A SH R ™ R, AR, % EEM Cronbach’s a RECH 0.93.

2.2.3. BERMIEESR

AHFFEKF Hooley 25:(2010) 2w (1) B AL I E R M & 224 1 B AP ZERILEE 8 AN
H, KHZ7EE 7 M a0, BoBERE A RMIEACT S . £AR0F 7 H, 1% & Cronbach’s
o Z2E0CN 0.80,

2.24. ABERER

AT TR Leary 25(2013) 4 il (19 )7 &8 75 3K B30 8K 228 i 8 B R SR /K P iZ BRI 9 NI
H, P 3AWHGE 1, 2, 6 @XM A4 BEFRXAEEE 7 SERIETIEY, BoBERE
VB BT R AP S . ZEARTFFLH, ZE3ER K Cronbach’s o REN 0.92,
2.3. GiitAbiE

ABEFUR SPSS 26.0 BAFXEHEAATIF Tk 24w b . ik tESeit . A<, JFH] PRCESS
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v3.4 HIAERY 4 57 B B ALTEAN A R BT SR B H A RN AT ARG
3. &R
3.1. EEFERERE

AHTFUR A Harman B8 FASIVE T IL R A M Z R 3. 45 R IR, FHERAT 1 KE T 1
A AR T I BN 31.95%, (KT 40%, U MIAHT FEAEAE B R i 3L R D7 0 2

3.2. BEEEBHRXSH
R BUREARFR T, RIS BIRAPE S BT R A AT ARG &R, 45 R 1

7N o

Table 1. Correlation analysis of variables

= 1. STEMEXON

A et 5 H &AM V5 e S 7 SR H 17 A
FeHE R 1
H AT 0.66™ 1
V5 Jog e 5 oK 0.38" 0.29** 1
BTN 0.52* 0.46™ 0.29* 1

E: p<0.001, "p<0.01, p<0.05 T,

thetE RS BRAVE( = 0.66, p < 0.01). HEEETF R =0.38,p<0.01). AHITH(F=0.52,p<0.01)
BEREEIEMHX. ARMIESHBRFERE=029,p<0.0)EEFHEME. AT NS ARMIEE=0.46,p
<0.01). JTBEEFEREF=029,p<0.01)EEFIEMHK.
3.3. H TR MMERRKLE

FIMH PROCESS #fiff i AORERY 4 BEAT th A RN S, R T R PR A AN R AT N AR BN AR,
SR 2 PR

Table 2. Tests of the mediation model

2. PAREGI

WA TRR RERENE
gh A T AE
R? F t B

BTN et T 0.27 51.45™ 12.18™ 0.51
H AT e T 0.44 106.36™* 17.82" 0.66
I B R SR et T 0.15 25.01™ 8.33 0.38
H 3T 3.91™ 0.22
BTN V5 Jog e SR 0.31 36.33* 2.01" 0.09
ot R 592" 0.34

FESHE AT BLIE 3500 54T 9B = 0.51, £ =12.18, p < 0.001). #E2xHE R ] LR 2 1E 13 1 3 F it
(B =0.66, t=17.82, p < 0.001) T & B 7 3K (B = 0.38, 1= 8.33, p <0.001); FittoHF. ARMIEAMTE

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.162093 339 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.162093

TR FE IR TTRE, G5R L], ol BT A rIVE - IIR 53 (B = 0.34,1=5.92, p < 0.001);
E TR BE B35 IE [ BN E 547 (B = 0.22, £ =3.91, p < 0.001); VB TR AE & 1E W 5 45547 (B
=0.09, 1=2.01, p <0.05).

WAL, 05 3 far, EIRMEEAIH AR Bootstrap 95% B A5 [X 18] 4[0.03,0.12], A4E 0, HAA%
NAE R 0.07, BN 27.82%, UL HIRAFAEASHFR 5K %4 BT b a i ER .. 58
TR SR B A RN Bootstrap 95% B A5 X 18] 4[0.003, 0.03], ANEHE 0, H AN A 0.02, 5 ERLM
(17 6.66%, LA 8T R 221 R 5 R B AT i@ o A ER . AR LA 1.

Table 3. Decomposition of total effect, direct effect and mediating effect

=3 BYE. BERYNEPNYE S EE

RN T BUNAE Boot FrifEix BootCI FFR BootCI F R AH ST 5N AE

BRI 0.26 0.02 0.22 0.30
BN 0.17 0.03 0.11 0.23 65.93%
H AT 0.07 0.03 0.03 0.12 27.82%
VA R R 0.02 0.01 0.003 0.03 6.66%

0.34™ N

tHEF H517 R
0\?&*** Q’Q()*
I JR KR R

Figure 1. Parallel mediation model diagram

B 1. FThrREE

4. itig

AR, AR PUE R TR AR 54T N, 3 H B RO S B RER S H RS R
AT RZ BRI AT HAAER, RRNEARE R4 B AT R OENLE AL T B AR

B, AR SR AN S R4 BT N AR R, 1 AL ae % B oK
HEEGIAT AR X —8REY], AMALEH S PAET Bk E ek E S R, BT R AR
AR . 1X 5 PR SG T A HE 7 5 NSSI B AL 45 R — (k7 55, 2017; Wangetal., 2024). MR
M KRE, BRI APRE RS A (the interpersonal/systemic model)5& i 4MA F A% & N T e N Fr ik f 8k
fifE R N o) (57 R 545, 2025), AhastlfRAE N — Rl i) AR 77, wlRER R 1 K54 B AT A —A
AR R & .

HWR, AR EBRIOTFE S H RS R BT AR R RS A EH, Sk 7Rk 2. B
kL, Ao HE R RREE W2 1E M T AMA B B AP, X5 R RS (2020) BT S g R R ——Fh 2
AR K e # R ZEHEE, BIX “IRAG” VTS OV . ATt . FEHER S BRI
K, BAABEIZEMENicola etal., 2016), #RMATEE 2L fr Ja 04 5 7 A ok | BaF . #—24,

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.162093 340 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.162093

LT

B A P R AW E ATy, X RTRER DY, L Pt SR SR AR “BAE T I E
PO AR E IOk B RN, e E SR PP AR T 32 A 2 HE R I A 2 WS X A, AT R
P37 %t B BT XML B0 B BRI (Hooley etal., 2010), ZARRR ] H JALIF
SRR B 0347 9 B E LRI .

BEAh, A TR R IE TR RAEA SR 5 BT AR R B AIE S A E A, BRI B 3. R
PRI 5 A SRR RT A 2 1 ) OIS A R R R 7 SROKP s RV P e K R 2 A S 22 S5 A N i v
R MBIRIIER R o X — S5 RS AT AT AL, Gy s s N B2 HEF RENS 1L 17 700 K 224 1 VA
TR 9855, 2018)0 225, VB RACE IE[F TN B 54T 8- A5 RS B 47 (DY DI RERE R (The four-
function model) A7, B 83 MACE I 5 15 R ZRIUM A S BLi 2 AR G K, SEBLE D3 “ A brib skt ”
ThfE(Nock & Prinstein, 2004). XK, o HEF AT REE I SR R KT8 TSR, I 78 HL N B3 i Bt
SRR RIEOLT R KA AR B O E SR EU A RTE AR S5 1975 30, Tt — 2 38 n & 1547
NIRRT RENE

£r b, ABEFENARINFIN TS5 NPt A E s 1 b HERRS RS AT R LD
SHE AT B RN G0 5 A AR, 3 A 5 v SR KT RS R KRR R, i R
BTN X KO T AR N AP R TR IT: — 51, SRR S PR 58 b xR 224 i HE R
RS, SEMR A SRS TR s, BE AL IR A B AT RN PR A AE B RE R
HigR, Bl EEAR B BAPPACE, @R R B 2 7 2, 51 R S A AR SE, T B
T B DiAT R A

AW FAAFAE—E R E 56, AWEFCRIBEW i A &%, ToikmhE BERSCR, AR S & A3t
TFESRES T 7T, it — PRt SR B 04T N B B R L. LU, ASHIT U R DN B A s
JEACE, AR e e HERRAE S HE T B AP R VAR BTG SR B 54T D9 A 8 2 7T e Hh A1 4 0
2o ARRBEFCRER R A A AR &, AEON AR ], DAt P it & HE+ R DB
FEPMR 24 B AT P AR E AT R, AW Fe0s AN B BRI BRSIHLAIXCE AL A R 14
SHEFE I B BV E TR B 5 AT RENLEI, DR B OIAT O T IR AL B K SE .

5. &t

(1) AReHF g &2 1R B2 A4 A AT .
(2) BRI ET RAE AL AR 2E B AT 2 IR FFAT A

E&WE

ARG RFEITE K A0 AL BHIFEE U H QLIS 2025KYCX062Y) 58 5l

SE 3k

5K (2008). FEH BN 1T /5 M IG5 K FISER BT A Z 1 K F. WA 3, B S five K
B2, FRldE, A%, WE, BEQ011). BT NI BUR. WSS @, AR 19(6), 861-873.
2y, AR, EE(2017). thaHFR S MBI EE: BT RIRNER. P EGROPEE S 25(4), 597-602.
&2, B, M, M, ShEENE, BB, FEME016). HFEREAARE R B I A Meta 04T,
12 14, 37(6), 878-881.

SR, 50, FUR, BUIE2025). theH R0 DEBGRR: EWIRIEE NN AAER. AR O
% 33(3), 516-521.

KB, AN, BF, whmE, BT, &%, $55002024). FLEZHSHRRE LS EE: T INIRS I8
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EERE, B, HH2020). HaHl w0 H A E BRI 25 K A AR E DR O R 43(2),
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SEH, KIKIH, B FHQ013). KM ST B g 55 MR, FE @ FEOHEEFE 21(12), 1829-1831.

Pk, EHEB(2018). o HE AU I 6 SE R R RN i —— & TR Rk R TN ER. £ S B
(4), 125-130.
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