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Abstract
Using the method of questionnaire survey, 406 Chinese college students (Mage = 20.5, SD = 1.51) were
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investigated to explore the relationship of college students’ future time perspective, mobile phone
addiction and academic procrastination. The study uses SPSS 23.0 for statistics and Mplus8 to test the
mediating effect of academic procrastination. The following conclusions are obtained through the re-
search: 1) Female college students scored significantly higher than male college students in total
score, social comfort and withdrawal symptom dimension of mobile phone addiction; 2) Academic
procrastination plays a complete mediating role in future-perseverant, future-planning and mo-
bile phone addiction, and plays a part mediating role between future-confusion and mobile phone
addiction.
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1. 5|15

FHURI DI RERE A BHE A RAN AT SR AL AR A5 FUBT T 57, AT H W A i R B e 2 5 2 T
Blo KEAAERTHURIRE R B 5 AR, BT 2007300 MBS R, LGRS h 2 S b R
a5, T R A PR LB, AT 7RM], KRR A 25%~40% A8k A7
FEFHUBIRE I 1] [2]o FHUSTEMSATT I SE0E AT . SR I MU 234 1
71 BENRTE . FUMESOR . O AR T T 1 AR R W AR A [3] [4] [5]. BRIBL, IRREEME R AT
HUSIRE D PAAEATLAR 42 Bt P B F A0 T AR 2L

L1. RREELNER DS FHLARE

AR 8]V %2 77 (future time perspective, FTP)& MAS A SRIIAE . 175 BARIE AT )i ) _E 3R I Sk
HIA XS AR E B AFERFIE[6]. H4E Markus 1 Nurius B0 f8 B ERILIR([7], W] He B WAL RAT R 7 THE
HEEMEH, S—DAKEE SRR B an, SEEMRIER T B OARRMITE), FitE
AR [ 52 7 i) AMR S T B i 3 AU A IERT BB O AL BB BT AR 2050 R M sk
SRS (AR 22 T R AR TSR BERUR, R AR ES MERM TSR 2R EIEHER, K
RIRFE . AKIEW S AR RN T 3 AR OR8] BRI AR SRR [R]85 77 2 AN T B i ) B 22
TR

1.2. FAEERRNER

R R [R1R 2% 7 5 A 2l 4 4 8] P g AH O A FTUESE[9]. BbAt, HHER M {3518 (expectancy-value
theory) [10]48H, FA AR 1K)/, SEAG A - W45 58 5 H ARG T A2 4 8 DR R E w2, R
o AR ] ()M A 2 VAL A HTAT B I S AME AT S5 B ARIIEE B8, AT B2 IS B Eifs 1 2 i 147 . DAL
e AR (AR 2 7 AR RS A BRAR FE IR AT A RIS IR XN, KSR R
EJYIR 5 77 RAIT 98 R 224 B RE I BR S, RIS AR SRAT SEIE M A DA TR TRl o 5o AR B SR AR A 1 K 2
A TR H SRR, TR REREUCE R TS B B ARBIMBEE[11]e BT BLIACA AR SRR (A1 52 7 2 ANl
i 2 (14 B TIOR3
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Tt FEAE B TR R 27 48 A7 7 S 35 TR A5G [12] SRTH K 2 B9 7 B8 SR AL R Rt 2l 46 48 1) 47 T
SN, EDATETOR FHUSRAE IR U i, 5 R8s b HE S th w] e FAL AR ™ A — AN S ATl — 7
T, 2 A R S 2 A AT R — L AR [ 1 5 I A2 [13], T S 15 448 I 448 e AT o 1 L R4 R TR 3141,
577 T, H 2 AT [ A ER R 0 B IR % T IR A B R A 2 I A A BE 25 5 o LRI I 48 e[ 15]
PRI, ERAR AT EEA PR TT A SE XS T LB R M HORIT 7T, 5 AN 22 VA S 2 S B MATE S BN
FHLEE.

2. F&
2.1. #ik

AW T 17 4 [ B AR S RS2 AR T 404 3, MHER 58 M EAEB )G, e —IL3RMT 406 A
B, Bk PR 20.5 2(SD = 1.51). AARPOLHILILE 1.

Table 1. Basic information of participants

1. WAERER

A {EARZE =0
5 110
5]
i 296
K— 100
K 93
LR
K= 98
N 115

22. AIRITHE

22.1. FHREER

TR B R 3 FH 11 2 RE T S S il 1) K 2 A LR ) BE R [ 160 1% RR LA 16 MBI, G« —
B A EIRESD LR ERREE RGBSR &, KA S S NINE 1= EEAR, 5=
EERE, DB U TR S . TEARKIT R IZERT o RECN 0.90.

2.2.2. RKEHEEARIER

RIS [R)TF 5 71 B AR AR )2 B R 4 ] (K075 /DA AROR I TR 22 7T R [17], AR AR ARRAR
Wen ARRIRTE . ARKIERF. ARMKIEM . ARRITRINNGERE, JL28 MEH . K 5 st i, 1= 9F%
AR, 5 = AFFFEE KRB KRB RRIERE. RRUERF. RKIEM SRR RILEER) o FEL
K% 0.88+ 0.83. 0.76+ 0.70. 0.74. 0.66-

2.2.3. FHEEE R

W& 22V HE R FH 2 Solomon 1 Rothblum Z ] (127 Ml 4 LE M P & % — 2% 4E iR (Procrastination As-
sessment Scale-Students, PASS) [18]. Z&FRI 18 &, ME2FAE ST S(BFESHARL .
RERE ] TR S E RS, g, fle 0%, 2585%, 5. £
IS0 T B 2 WA A AR HV R s SN, W RS BRI AR L 7 B A 2 DL K AR D 2 46 A
ITAREINL. R 5 st Tk, o G . AU ZE R EE, PE
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REAEEER— 22T HBER, IR AW IEE S &R, EZF AP iZER a RECN0.87.
2.3. HEEEE

ABFFOBEL AL BB, 72 DR 2 T RE R RS, ool i ML sl i i i £
PR o LI HI TR T UL LA 6], SRR BN R, A8 I AR 2 58 B IF d A% 5 &
TR AR AR -

24. GtAE

AW FAL R spss23.0 X [ EHE HEAT SE 70 M LA Mplus8.0 BEAT FR A B AG 46
3. &5
3.1 KEEFIRBEAOFTEM. F5LEHHFES R

RNIRFERZFEEFHURBEAEA R . FF% LES, LFNURRE R AR AR AT 7 Z 0. 4
w2,

Table 2. ANOVA of college students’ mobile phone addiction
2. KEEFNABHFESH

b 11 25775 F H ¥175 F 1 Eta J7
PE5I 552.96 1 552.96 4.57" 0.01
F 756.66 3 25222 2.08 0.02

PR 4 123.40 3 41.13 0.34 0.00

VE: SR p A 0.05 KFRE, #4001 ACFRE, »FF p [7E 0.001 KTFRE, FH.

W52 2 fros, PERNE R ZAE FHUSRE 808 538 (F = 4.565, p < 0.05). BARIMNS, L REFEEM=
45.78, SD = 10.41) [ T HLWaFE B B kL B K225 (M = 43.53, SD = 12.53) T LR FE B 56 vy [t 2 4k,
BRI ST ZE S, AR BAE A B3 .

N T PR B RS AR R LSO & A B A2 5, WG TF AU I &N
NIRRT 2 H R 7 Z 50T, 13 EIREE Rk 3.

Table 3. ANOVA of college students’ gender in different dimensions of mobile phone addiction
F" 3. RFEMANEFIRBAEEENSEDN

¥/ 111 25°F 5 Al HHE Y7 F {i% Eta J5
T W IR 175.99 1 175.99 0.02
FKBATH 5.40 1 5.40 0.00
4 5] o
PR Ly el 63.66 1 63.66 0.02
I AR 21.11 1 21.11 0.01

e 3, AREPERIZEFHLRIE R WEER(F = 9.20, p < 0.0 )AL (F = 7.31, p < 0.0 )4 2 57
=, EHADNAJEEAGFAEREZS . BT, M KFEAW = 17.44, SD = 4.28)TE i WTREIR 4E 5% 15
T R REAEWM=16.14,SD=4.71); {EATHEYEE F, LM RFEAM =918, SD =2.74) 11550 th

2
N
2
=
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F KA (M = 8.38, SD = 3.43),
3.2. EEEHEXIHRP YT

3.2.1. ZEFZRERE

AT EAE S B JE T RFAWR 50 B, BT LA VA w25 . R K
F1RATIE 134, B D ERTFERENETEN 19.78%, /N 40%MIE FbrrE. XAS5 R LW IL
5] 77 VA 22 AE I AL AN 5.3
3.2.2. BT EEEXRBIEME

T 4B T BARRENMOIERE, 48R BIUR 7 ARBIRAIAKIFE WIS, KA AR RIS T3 52 7745 4
FEHR S FHURSORE 2 R A%, IOt — DA A AR (K o /A 3R L 1 505

Table 4. Means, standard deviations, and correlations of the main study variables

4. ETEFHY, MEENTEEBEXAY

A5 M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1 HE5 0.73 044 —
2 2.56 1.14  —0.07 —

3 ARG 17.3¢ 523 —0.08 —0.03 —

4 KRB 1737 338 003 0167 -0.53" —

5oRkEETE S 1228 318 —0.06 —0.01  0.69""  —0.40"" —

6 ARRUEHE 1825 248 000 0157  -0377" 042 —025™ —

7 ARRGEMT 1162 176 —0.03  0.177  —047" 06177 -031"" 047" —

g ARtk 1320 274 012" 009 -036" 0397 -0377" 041" 0387 —

9 =pHEzE 3277 818  0.06 —0.11° 0207  -0.17" 022"  -043"" -0.19" -031"" —

10 FHUKFE 4517 1105 009  0.100 0267 -0.09 029"  -0.12" -0.07 —0.16" 035" —

3.2.3. FREZGRIHLE

TEAH AT IR b, KT E R EbRHELE, B PERIRE RN IE 2 &, KA Mplus 8.0 B A1)
Bootstrap 27X 2V ZEHEAT A A RSB . B R BENLIIRE K 77V AE G EAE (N = 406) 14l 1000 4>
Bootstrap #£4, JE—ANIERMMEE AT, THE A 95%[1 B A5 X [H] (confidence interval, CI), CI A H,
0 R RN R .

WE 1 s, RREB = 0.17, p< 0.05)FAR KRB = 0.15, p < 0.05) 7] LLEEZ T FHLESCRE, KK
EIEPB=0.13, p <0.05) FKEF(B =—0.38, p < 0.001)FIFKKiHLI(B =—0.16, p < 0.01) ] LATRM 24k HE 4,
2l A ZE ] LA FAH LR = 0.34, p < 0.001). 2NV HEZE 43 HIFE AR B FE . AR PR sE &R A 1EH,

] e
047"
*%ﬁﬁtt:“_*“ﬂﬁziiizzéfsa ,
e | Fe
SRR HE ___—0.38**> s ggE [—0-34

-0.16**
sty |

Figure 1. The mediation effect test of academic procrastination
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a*b 73 ~-0.128, 95% CI [-0.185, —0.082]F1—0.054, 95% CI [—0.095, —0.027]. 2V HE 4E7E A SR K TEAN
FHURIEZ B ER 2 TR, RONAE N 0.042, 95% CI[0.004, 0.078], FARN b7 MM 22.11%.

4. Wig
ARSI T AR IR B2 738 3o 2 M R A2 LR th AR . 56 m, sk Al

5273 I A A FE 1) R P S0 T A URORE R AR R ST, 3 — 45 BT B b JE AR RN [ 2 77 5
FHUBIERIAHSCEE, I T LSRR B AT B gt 1 B Sl .

4.1. FHRENYEIIER

ENOGIH R AR B RRR A, RSP EN TSR & T 5 A A e . BART
LR EAE AT AE DR AE PR SR R A 3 w8 T SR VE A o SR BE R IR O 5 K A A LR A A
T I E A, EARRSE AR, RBME R AGE Y, R B AT I 5+ 5 A
B VAR A 2 IAS I, R AT DA L P B 2RI OGRSl E BRI K, thE S 50
FOESIAREREARR19]; AARTFURI, LA T AR R A 5¢ R U AE 2 (KR R [20]. B
SEc T RESE 2 0F HOE 7 24 QQ. S S XA b AT A YR At 27D

4.2. REEARREENRZ DM FHRBAIXFR

AW FERI, ARSI RII 5277 R A AN R T 2 FE A RE 0 ELR T K A 2R I AU, T AR SR I R Al
AR S P 0 B 30 18 5 MU 3 26 (1 A PR TR T T LB o 3K R AR SRR TR 5% 7 ff S K22
FHUBIE I E T KR . BA R AF AR RIS 18]I ¢ 7 K 272 7T RE B4 S 4 IS TR LR A 4% g
AATTRE T BEXS AR RAFAE BRI ZIAR, FFRERE Dy T SRR 1A S 4 B S T gl — LS 36 SR T TR 3 3, 9
I FHLER, Bt SEAS 5 08 T F LT F AL -

4.3. FAHEER P EMR

BT, A HEIE RS AR R R IERR . AORIERIL ARRETEE KA E T YRR R .
YR ORI 18] 7 % 77 1) — e 248 J5E RES o 2 VA SE SRR 22 A T LSO . Al i, R RN 8] %2 7
XA AAEHEIEAT IR ] CAEAR 2 0T e P A4S BESE 9] AKIE T RE HIRELIR[7], AR (8] %2 7)
RIS, A RN A OA ML HARAT A JARI, S8 AT REE AU I B 5 T — e 2 R 58 B
HARKIEY, Blanb HsE A PSR R, RAEALLPERI LB [21], “AlbHEHE A — PRt o7 2] A
AERE, WATRE 228 KA AR RIS R R, 5] s 2 () e B ) i B R A, 2 1 3 ) R P K 2
ST e A F T LR R IRE I S A 35 AT 2 T LR o

4.4. BEBT

FHUBIRE 2 R A 2R I 2l st 3 1 — R A1 B SO @ e R . /RN 30 AR 20 940 Rg
PP KA THURE . WA ARG, AR LUNIZ L5 AT

1) AU AR, AR S5 TR B ARG IR 2 A AR ORI (8] ¢

e A A AR ERAE 1R A JRE AT DA RS2 A AR R B 2 (1 182 . BRI, (bR B R H W)
s HARIF AW E HAR55 77, MM BRAR AR S A IE A T LR A AT et . St Ry, SXRERIRAE ]
DUt 272 DS AROUL AR 25 R TR AR 5 I 27 P 0 IR OR 14 00 T A8 E AN PR RS JBE » I S0 A A X RO I i

2) NI ASEHEAIAYT, 20 ENES), T

SEREAT AR Rt R 22 A 2 SUESS SE K SRE . B NS SHERE, 18 I i 22 40K K H AR R 0o
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/NEARIF IR L/ H AR B AR AT AT IR s {8 R 280 e DR Bl A AR M T R S e AT 5
B & B 5 SR 2 A A SE AN, 58 RIR T &, BT X i B S N B K URAR e A 97
Vs s S AR R BRI (RS B TS ARG IR, I RN E AR A AT, SR TN RS ) SRR B
Bl BRI LOEIL R Wul SRR L GE S, R RS AR I IRV B 0 SR IR, K 2l Hi S ) 97 T 5
WA BEAT B, SRR R EAANE

45. FE5RE

B, AWFCRANZBE R, LA RS S, AR DU N A BT BR A 28 ST 4R
RERNAIMRR. B, AFFCRAMAEERFZENARRE, SRARERFWM, K RHZ M
7 ROTRIE . MRS AR ZFEE GRS . R4 . BRSSO IES s, A ER MRS
R F=, BWFRIR T AR A 52 10 F LRI A ARG B, SR FALRRE A RIR 2
Pl ELARRAY, IR AE A SR AT 70 ] & BAR SR WU AT IR AR R
5. &g

1) ZRFA R FHRIEREEE & T 5 R A BERE R, BRI S, RS A A e IR 4 B A 52
TR EAS o m T B R

2) B IETE R SRIBRE . KRR RIAFHL RS2 (MR e AR B, 7EAR IR AR FHL AR 2 (]2
o AER, AN SN 22.11%.
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