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Abstract

This study aimed to revise the Digital Burnout Scale and test its reliability and validity among Chinese
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college students. A total of 1076 college students were surveyed using the Digital Burnout Scale (DBS),
Internet Addiction Diagnosis Questionnaire (IAD), Learning Burnout Scale (LBS), and the Depression
Anxiety Stress Scale-21 (DASS-21), among whom 80 students were retested five weeks later. Confirm-
atory factor analysis indicates that the two-factor model of Chinese version of the Digital Burnout
Scale fitted well (x2/df = 3.99, RMSEA = 0.08, CFI = 0.92, TLI = 0.91). The scale scores were positively
correlated with IAD, LBS, and DASS-21 (r = 0.58~0.84, P < 0.01). The composite reliability ranged from
0.88 to 0.95, and the average variance extracted ranged from 0.50 to 0.56. The Cronbach’s «a coefficient
of the scale ranged from 0.90 to 0.95, the split-half reliability ranged from 0.92 to 0.96 (P < 0.01). In
conclusion, the Chinese version of the Digital Burnout Scale has satisfactory reliability and validity
and can serve as a valid tool for measuring digital burnout among Chinese college students.
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1. 51§

B A B2 MR A AL T s s B CARIRES, BUE B SR 71 77 K% R B IR Ak I FE T #E1T 3 5
) —Fh & CMEIROIRAS (Freudenberger, 1974). BFTR B, 38 TAE ARG B K A28 18% (Al-
Gobari et al., 2022), H AU A B R AEZF N 28.1%~40.3%2 [](Garcia-Carmona et al., 2018), K
SRR BRI R AT N 27.8%~32.6%2 [8](Kaggwa et al., 2021). HMVHE & &% M= AV 278
W, 51 RIAER. FERE . BEAR A4 (Huang et al., 2024; Koutsimani & Montgomery, 2023; Mao et al.,
2025). FEERFHEMBHEARBPGE R E, £ E SRR IR =4 TRR AT AR, BIEL
7% 2 (Digital Burnout, DB), 7 B2+ MR o 5 b Al FH £l 18 4% 1T S B0 — o B O RSB IR
A(Durmus et al., 2022; Erten & Ozdemir, 2020). BHFAERY, 7 5T SEZORE B RAG R
M, PIE 2 NMARIS BRESE . 55 %O s BUE IR (da Silva et al., 2024; Erten & Ozdemir, 2020; Goldag,
2022; Maslach & Leiter, 2016). #AM, —FHEE IR FAEEARTZES, BB ERA TSR R
P, TTECT A5 8 I R AR IR T AR S P {5l FH 2 e 6, 88 BIVASE ZE R SRR [R] 19 T v L IE it B e AR
BEMIBAAS S Ok (da Silvaetal., 2024). BFFLERM, HIJJE&E. 55K MABS5 MM TFHE R RE
() IE A 55(Goldag, 2022; Savas et al., 2025; Zhan & Ding, 2025), 2% BN AMA B 7 s 8 BA B IE
m] LA FH (da Silva et al., 2024) . b4k, 76 8 2 538 1E W BN K224 1 S HEZE 1T M (Savas et al., 2025).

FHEETESL, FRIE H AT T2 B FOCIEBC A IR, A T/ B 20 R TP Ry
B B, EACEMREREH T (BTEREER) . ZEROY THTFEL. BTrHr5HEHm=1
YEFE, 24N H , DA FCUESS, X ERAE L H AR L FEA T BA B 1E 2% (Erten & Ozdemir, 2020).
HY%TF Ik, NPRANEH TR E R AE BRI B 76 S VPG TH, A A St B BRI 58T,
DA s B AR AL SR A& AL I v T H .

2. MRE5FH*®
2.1. &
FEA 1 AT IH D 5B MR E T, RABYIEREE, DR KFEMENRAN R, LRI 520
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Wi, ARENAE 482 4y, AREA 92.69%. HA, FHAE215 N, A 267 N; k194 A, EEFRL
179 N, THRH109 A SisEE 346 N, RF 224 136 Ao S5 EFERNT 18~25 L 2], “FHI4ER 20.79
+1.64 %,

FEA 2 FFIUETE R 2R 00T, R BEALIOREYS:,  DATERS R 2 AEAE NI AT %, JLR T 560 4 il 45,
BREIA A 514 4, ARRN 91.79%. Hed, 54 158 N, 4356 N; CFF 224 A, HEL 169 A,
TR 121 A5 W4 371 N, RE 24 143 Ao S HEERNT 18~25 B 210, TFIHER 21.34+1.67
%o

FEA 3 HTENGEERLE, AR 3 HEARSSEERER R4, FERE S TEN. LR
S 80 4y, ATEBAE AR, H, B4 26 N, L 54N

22. fiITH

22.1. BFBSER

ZE R Erten Al Ozdemir (2020)Zw ], G EHFEZ12 MEH) BRI (6 M H)FE 2 k656
A=A, ERES 24 M H, KA Likert 5§ 24tk (5 = 5% &ME, 4= HE, 3= R4
B, 2= AHE, | = 2&2AFER), ESESANERTS, MEBERPL TS BRER™E, F3K
RFIEEERAUS, el 2 B ORI RS CERBE T SR A5, 3BiE 2 L 0%
P WIERRRAT WA VP, TRV &R . FEUIRAh b, @t /N 3 B S A 56 4% H 334 1375 b
FE, RATRBA SR TR &

222, YiFIAE

i B2 190 285 R JR&. 12 WK 1) 45:(8-item Internet Addiction Diagnosis Questionnaire, IAD), %3 H%4# Young
(1998) 4wl . ZEFNRLELR, ©HE 8 NEH, KA 6 flilr(6= WERE, 5= FHE, 4= A AFAE,
3= ARAFE, 2= AAEE, 1= WEAFE), EAPFF, %ELRK Cronbach’s o {H72E 0.92, KW %
BRAAB RN

KEFAEFEIBERBAERR, HIEHEANQ05)%H . ZERAFITNAHG NMER). Bust k6 1
) BB ERTE (8 N ) =ANERE, Lt 20 M8 H, RA LikertS ZtE(GS = B E, 4= A
H,3= BHE, 2= AEE, 1= BERFTR), A1 8 BRI H . /EARF 7T, 1% &K 1) Cronbach’s
o fH/2 0.94, RUIZEREA BN —SE.

b AMAL - £ - 5 /1B (Depression Anxiety Stress Scale-21, DASS-21), Hi[E A28 228125 A(2010)
BT, SRR =R, SRl REET NEH) K7 AN BT N8 H), R Likert 4 2%
o= BRTE, 3= HENE, 2= ARFE, 1= AF%E). AR+, KBERN Cronbach’s a {2
0.95, =8 Cronbach’s o K K42 0.87. 0.86. 0.89.

23. G EE

KH SPSS27.0 & Mplus8.3 #EATHE /4T, FE RS A EFETE 8. IREEEE 5T
AR R M. BERR. RARERRSE.

3. &R
3.1. MBS
KRR AR HTES ER AL BTV TR, SRER, TE4EBYN SRS HFEEERIEM
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A

%, A% B S BOAHRARAN T 0.68~0.77 2 [0], ¥ 0.30 HIIGFE. AR5, STiZERIIITEES
Bro GERER, BERMONT—BHERECE 096, HMBRATMT—EEHE, SERNEEREIIHE FIK
(P18 0.001~0.003). 2T L4, Fra i HS T LR

3.2. GBI

3.2.1. REEERERS T

AATHA IO EE R BoR, ARG G TIRRIEFR R 9 HT(KMO =0.97, Bartlett ERFEALLR 1y = 7906.83
P<0.01). BijE, KHIEHMEXSMLE Promax RECHEFHATIRR R R 04T, 2% B IR MKE L T ARdE,
LFERT 0305 FTFHMAET 0.60; EEEATILNHELZ Z/NT 0.05. IRBEMERR IR K, ek
J& R E RN 56.17%, HHARIUHBAMER KT 1 MEF. 2R, R Bk, &H 1. 4. 5.
8+ 11, 22 RIFHMET 0.60, KL LAHER. SHRIA 18 N4k B HUGHATIRBRER RN, SR KM, it
B Ja R ERRRIEE] 58.57%, B IANMRFIEAR KT 1 T 28— TES 12 184 H, 51.02%
M5 R E, N, BRI TEE 6 & H, 7.55%M5 ZBE, i sz,
3.2.2. WHFEE RS T

iz H Mplus8.3 X FEAR PR AT IAETE R R M. B EEE R, »%/df = 3.99, RMSEA = 0.08,
CF1=0.92, TLI=0.91. i, $rEmgess &0 58T 0.60~0.78 (P < 0.01)iil; ¥wRIZr4EE
FIUH AT 0.67~0.83 (P < 0.01)[A], KA ZER IS LA TR bR B 0] 22 A5tk
3.3. SMERMUERLE

K FH TR 268 BRI IZ T 1) 5 . K22 2E 28 S 4 B R R Al - £50E - R ERIE NS TR, &
36 W SO B R M BR RIRE . 45 RR W, KR B85 54 1S o f7 175 535 1) 1F
K (r=0.84, P<0.01), RFATHBMHRTES BB/ IAERZE R IEMHK(F=0.58,P<0.01), K%
TR S R IR R BN IFMHX( = 0.73, P < 0.01), KFERTHEBEN SHEIEESEE
WERIEA K= 0.69, P<0.01), K¥AHTH S5 SIS 504775 22 1 1IEAH % (r=0.69, P<0.01).
3.4. BRHERE

RIGHENT RN, PS5 B BRI A5 BRI T35 75 Z R 7 52 0.95 1 0.52; 4t
A I TRV A5 P RS2 07 ZE BRI 2 0.92 A1 0.50; K I 248 B () 20 43 RS- 240 77 25 i B e 4
2 0.88 A1 0.56.
3.5. XoUERIE

AWK 557 - #J5 B2 (heterotrait-monotrait ratio, HTMT)A 46X 4 % (Henseler et al., 2015), 45

RER, BFEE5MEHIER HTMT 85 0.87, 1&T 0.90 MG FbrifE(Henseler et al., 2015; Sarstedt et
al., 2023), FRHE TR 5L R E & T #52 F X 53005 .

3.6. EERE

{SENHTEE R EN, ZEFN Cronbach’s a /T 0.90~0.95 [f]; ZF(S5EEANT 0.92~0.96 [7];
fZEEAT 0.84~0.90 (P < 0.01)[f] .

4. it
AT LA E KSR N R R, 3 OF SR B ER) HTIBIT, ERGHRBREES
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RE . MR RVER R, HFEREHEFAHME X, MR T AAN%E, FERH T O =T
R ES, BUR% HNAENMOERMEA L, SURKHARGAERBERI NS, WkH 8 (3L
PG EEIH ), GMIERSCER N EAZHES X, B MEM S A 5 f e, Wi MEea T
WhEE. TAEOSOEETN, S ZIRRAMARE A, AR EIIAE. XMIE LR ERS RS
HEEARER %4 B FE T Re A w22 - RS A R A H W% B S(HTEEIT#MERHE,
WA F S REBEIR), BEEIESHN . AMERA. T & ns &, KR 7O R E2 REE
BT RS R, M AR S 76 B A O RFIE, 80T DURIBR . X R 2% H B OGHATIR R
PRI R T, 453 R, BT )5 1 SR 74 8 ER B A AR T, Bt ZRBER N 58.57%,
o3 5l iy 2 B RO S B RIRE o BRI i K S AR TR S A 0 B 4 5 BB 0 R IR S R
A, WHEEDL S AU B (R ST 0 R AR SR TR 3 T R SATOR T e 4Lt 5
AR A . BPRIF R KRR B T G B B O AN G PIRES, W i 3 A 22
REOHIT EEE R R FOVENE RSB ICHE S FHLN R M. S5 b, w3 WA F M
ST B B TURRE, $r 352 WIRFF S R IS AR, B #e o 2 RIEA I 5 45 50 &
BRI, X AR IS UT T B s BRI, RIS B E B AE R . IAh, BOTEPER
RO REN, ZREEMNEIPA TR EONEE, RRT RN EREREWiE, Bf
RIS HIE . ARSI BB SR KEEESIEE . K. SR LA 2
BEMIEMAX, RHEREEG RIFMESFIE, 5CEWRER —BU(Goldag, 2022; Savas etal., 2025; da
Silva et al., 2024; Zhan & Ding 2025). AR¥E FIELRAFEL L (Hobfoll, 1989), # 7B & FECRFHAELE R
IFFEEAFE, XA EEGURANAS. B8, K& ATEELE, Tz 22U R IEE, T
PG4 5% I B2 HISRFAR AR, #E—PRETrEE. ok, s 5 M L% sk 5
IF) Ja B - R AR G A A i G S (R R ARTEAR T ZE 0], 48 R TR A A TE s 1 B A 1
17, AR _ERAT NZE I RIE(Young, 1998), L7 8248 METERFSLM BT HIRZ 5 ATl iEr
EOFEIIRES (Erten & Ozdemir, 2020). BIEAMAR 8 AT A I RIE B SoabriE, 0 nl Ge R RIS
SO EFTEL = s B ARSS . ERER IR SE AR, BT 5 B 6 B ER & TS SUZ A I8 Fa b5 5
LB 2K, BT EIRIR IR, ERMBIT BTG IR ArAE, 7T LR 5 2 540
BT A RO & T A

5. MRRRSRE

AHFFCERETER T PSR AR BRI, ENFE—ERMR. 1%, AUFRARRET
L AE BRI B IR T K2 A 0 AR, R RS R T i 2 I XU . HR, FEAR R ER T
FERERZEA, FEARIARIEA IR, HAMSRE AP IRIE. H)5, AUFFCRAMEmer R,
LLE R8T 1 S BN SR IR K R o ARRBEFTT AGIAN ZIRPFAE T B8R I R B BR i, BLRE
ARICIR T ¥ 22 25 S AR BRI R B 2856 2 o AR, RSRIETE AT it — 2B KRR AT (i A48, g A 1),
B DI IEIZE RAE AN AR & I -

STk
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