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Abstract

Objective: To explore the relationship between attachment, sense of power, meaning in life, into-
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lerance of uncertainty (IU) and fear of death. Methods: 785 people in areas severely affected by
death threat were surveyed using the Death Attitude Profile Revised, the Meaning in Life Ques-
tionnaire-Chinese version, Sense of Power Scale, the Intolerance of Uncertainty Scale, and
ECR-Relationship Structure Questionnaire. Results: (1) 41 and older had the highest scores for fear
of death (F = 19.56, P < 0.001); 12 or less years of schooling had the highest scores for fear of death
(F = 7.09, P < 0.001); those in stable relationships had higher scores for fear of death (F = -2.64, P
< 0.01); () IU plays a mediating role in the relationship between meaning in life and fear of death
(B = 0.09, P < 0.01), IU plays a mediating role in the relationship between Attachment Anxiety and
fear of death (8 = 0.16, P < 0.001); (3) The effect of sense of power on fear of death was totally me-
diated by IU (8 = -0.032, P = 0.534). Conclusion: In summary, fear of death is a combination of at-
tachment anxiety, low sense of power and low meaning in life, which was mediated by IU.
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1. 5]

ok 22 AN %E T (intolerance of uncertainty, TU)&— Ml fi2E, HAZ et RERVE, U 2
5 (A AN T T AR T D RN 22 SRR, RN R A T AR R 75 A G i), MR TR D REZEA
e TEEE T2 BB [1]. AT, U 50T 2R 2 (A 230 E B IEA G R R, RIAMEBR TR 5Z
AHENE, FETRMARE 2], FAERIM AR, FETARERE NMTREE B ) B KA E . BAsET:
RARR B A [F] T AR A RMA ? FET-RAR IR L a2 o A e 45k . B4, Hrid bR 25
TG (LL T FARHT e ) O R i SRR E D 600 5 NEAE, 5 NG R R IGE, 7 EF2 0 AR &0
R, AN T KRIIAF EM 2 . RIER A E M S TR R &R, T4 v BEAR DN R
RN FLHAFI ()OI ARZ fe ) B B S SR

TAT IR AR AN T E, TU BN R R R R AE B — N B A Bl 7 . Akbari S5EHIBFFT R,
U 1EH7 b B Ge 2B (fear of COVID-19, fij#% FC-19) 5@ FefE bl e e rh R R (3] i (R R gl 1)
AN B B AN St R, X RTINS B AR RS, T TU KT R B N DA A 38 e ek
PR HINT St S50 2 R S B g, LF- TU oy Tax—id #8 (4] [5]. HEAETTERI, s i A
TEIBET B 2 BRI SR 2 0 R A 2k DL R XSE L= J7 T, AN E e b B E
BAEF[6]. BIAITERE G R R, BRAR R 2 TN B R ZE T H /DA BRI 25, SR T RN A R0 155 25 40 7 A2
TORZI R, H AN e M S BRI 5 A

R H ISR AR T OB A AR YK, ZES U, TSR g, AR R B
A =M. HEF K (Self-esteem Striving)- tH TR 1H(Worldview Defense) LA K 55 % 2k & (Close Relationship).
IGINE R DUt SO B SRR R O R, KV BR AT TR R AR R 1t SO I R . R UL,
H & ISR S X R 5T BB A BRI R R OC R o SRTTZ R S50 23 T A Se R it 7L,
X REAE T i A RO BR AN R AT g, TISCARIFE TS B B B R RBBAE Rt ve 4 SR ke
ANHES AT — € JR PRE[ 7]

il

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2023.129670 4917 R AT


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2023.129670
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

AW FREARE, B RO FOUAE RAR A BB 1A 2R B[] T A0 tH S SR MR E R R 4
Z 5 UK S BB ES . Aar 8 UG MR E AR BT, 12 324 B (well-being) 1]
OB Sr, EA BT AR H AR S R R A e . KEF R, AR ar s SURRIBET:
BURIFAZAERA R R R . — DO AE NBIBE TR, A= i s SURRT DA S 225 b 47 ) 5000 224 A 15
TRYA[8]. Wong WA, FURIET:RVAIFIS E=a R A TG A% O AE -0 AR e L RE 1[9]. Karatas
A Tagay X 929 #4 L HH AW AIM, TU 5475 L (meaning in life) DL ARV & B (life sa-
tisfaction) Z [HJAFAEAG SR ICIC 2R, 055060 3 el Jils 4% ) B PR 2 TR) A7 AR B35 IEAH SR [10]. 2, MR dm s
SURH) BB, ) DU PO SR TR = IS, U AP B A SR R R

TESRE R AJMBETBMA AT ST, Caras [11] 5 ZEE B A R B R YUK AR R R R, fa
7K IS BESR 551 B DA S AT T ) LB AL K SRR, SARAKSFIIZETRMEAE G, o BB IE R R S
T RARZ (R R AR TR 3 o RS AR TR, ARXS T J& AR AN B m] e AR A AU, e AT
RS SR A FE TR OG[12] 0 XoF e e e 38 A T R I, IR — [ ol A 70 e 2R A 20 110 W S
R N BA B s AR T A 13

EARHE AL T BEA G 5y — A B KRR AU AEITEAU S O B R ] ) SR R I
VNG OB R AR, anfR AR S A MR S ERBIS R, SEAR R
B, ERMEEKN A, GANVRB RIS, SR E 2 PR MA14]. Becker [FFFINA,
A AT LLIRAR NATTHIZE T MR 15] 0 30 3= & 15t S5 A0 B SR I m B AN, O 2 B8 SE N
SRR, FEA G E K, TR AE T B B K 7 A [16].

ZEERLVE M, TESETRMARIBE I, KOS, AR USRI O IR B i = AN
I, AWFFAERT B SRS EAR R, MK TR B B IR AR A= i e SO, B S5
SETRARIIERSZ , 1 TGVE R Z AN e PEAE R TR A BE A

2. MREFE
2.1. WK

KA @R L, il “RBRE” SFET 2020 £ 7 A K& 12 ARfEd. vh1b. ISR
Wi B8R BRI X 3k 1) 45 818 A, MR I EEMRFAE Y “ 20T BB R AR o BRI N —B. &5
355, ECE RN 785 4, A RN 95.97%. fERENI ST, Y91k 342 N, Lotk 443 N F% 18~71
L, PRI £ 13)% . PEIRAEEMRNA5.1 £ 2.4)%. kb EREEERXANBREE 5415
#)376 N, (L 47.89%:; AR 409 A, (S 52.10%.

22. TH

22.1. RESERLERIZITH) (Death Attitude Profile Revised, DAP-R) [17]

AT R B 5 45(2000) 4 BERRAS T AOBET- R B3R, FISRVE s AITTH G SET 1 BT 51 S A 4 2%
THEE 7 ) ARVE S IR, S 7 NI, 3R KA Likerts s 070, o $ollsy, QR FET-ZVRFE i
KT, iz ER NS RN 0.89.

2.2.2. HE N EFR(PICHR) (The Meaning in Life Questionnaire-Chinese Version, MLQ-C) [18]

AWK FEmQOI3) MR i A X ER, WA & LK (the presence of meaning,
MLQ-P)FlF 3K & S (the search for meaning, MLQ-S)i M &K, & &H 5 M. TR KA Likert7 £
WARITT e AT, HZERLSMENT— B REN 0.83, GHUSERN 0.90, WA E UK. FREN
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B EARA B RN 0.88.

2.2.3. —f&IW 1= R (Sense of Power Scale, SPS) [19]

TR H Anderson £ N (2012)% ], % EXILH 8 NI, FFRKH Likert7 sid /77, MIEEA
FFERHEE TS R EATIERE . 2. 4. 6 T EUNRIANAIRE, 40 H0Hm R s ME BB IEOKF K. 4B
Ft, ZrERA SRR 0.85.

2.2.4. BRTERZ A E M E R (Intolerance of Uncertainty Scale, IUS-12) [20]

AW TR F RFTIR(2016) B 1) Hh SRR g R 3L 12 MBI, KA Likert5 s 53 7730 13778
w, REMEX A B R DR AT, ZaERAM—BERECN 091,

2.2.5. FBEXRZWER - XRLEME)E(ECR-Relationship Structure Questionnaire, ECR-RS) [21]

AW TR 3278 FLAE(2020) 9 P& (1) FPOSCRRAS AR AR FE RS ZE S . 36 3 AMIE, KA Likert7 sic 71077
o Forim, R TN NEEIGHCOER LN MESA RIS R B SCRE, HUBSS 4+ o%
BRR. RTEH, ZHERNE—EHERECN 0.88. AT EEH TR A7, AR
IR ATER . FARERE TG RUE, BB JUHGR TUAEE, BT AT 5 A I e R A U
TS FME S, BTG 183055 B RILE I TA A E e, T = B S .

23. TA

K H] Harman SR BAGI0 53047 3L R 77 2w 22 K0 502210 SRR, RPAEMR KT 1 IR 74 8 1, 2
— AT RRRE A RN 20.16%, /NT 40%IH I FEARAE, i HIANEAE ™ H L R TV e 2R A

3. 458
3.1. ERIFZERERT

KM Harman B ZAG 3605347 I FUNA IR Z R G2, EAEBE 2020). Z4PRADL, FFAERKT
1 RTA 84, BTN REN 20.16%, /NT 40%MIm S bniE, Ui AL ™ 5 3L [F 77

2222
3.2. FEIAOFFIISHERBILER
AFRFE . ZEFEFRARERAGOLRIET AR, Edr i U PO, Tk B A E TEA K

TERIER D A G AR MRS BERE B G2 41 2 &L B B R
oy, R AT AR dy B U 0 &, BiRB R AHE S M im, RS S fom, 21~40 %
(AP iy T SO 7 By 2 A R IRAE 12 F R DU, SET- B s, BN A E M
B, WEEESD R, ROVBEZAEFER EE2LEEE, D2 HIKKI, ZHAEFE
BRAE 17 £ 5 A_E BT O 0 B2 KT R B IRAE 13~16 4540 12 4 R DUR gl Ak
RAMPRIET AR B v, A BOURE MG, MRS S =GR 1.

3.3. RS SRR O

BARMPFEME . ARAHEZE KA RIS R B R, SRR S TR AN RS EEN LGS
ET FIEMRK . BUTERS TR A E

NERERFHEME, Sdm URSRE, BB A et R R
FIEMRER 2).

Ve SRR R E K. RS BEALIR A Z A E 2

5
=
=
A
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Table 1. Comparison of demographic characteristics among scores of each scale (n = 785)

%= 1. TRAORFMHESZEE2REBPERH =1785)

MH B ECER AP P S Rl P RO dFM P et oFi P RAMEE oF (P
T 5 0.48 0.635 -1.89 0.059 0.98 0.325 -0.56 0.575 —0.03 0.980
B 342 194=x6.1 478+8.4 352+7.7 34.9+8.7 83+4.7
P 443 19.6+£59 46.7+8.0 35.7+73 345+82 83+4.8
Ry % 19.56 0.000 7.68 0.000 0.83 0.437 4.54 0.011 32.67 0.000
<20 222 189+5.5 47.4+£8.2 35.1+£6.9 343+7.1 7.7+4.6
21~40 371 18.7+5.4 48.0+7.5 354+64 341+74 75+44
>41 192 21.8+6.9 452 +9.1 36.0+9.7 362+11.2 10.6 £4.9
fé&/i 7.09 0.001 1.08 0.341 2.92 0.055 12.09 0.000 14.15 0.000
<12 146  21.1+6.7 46.7+8.9 34.8+9.7 37.7+10.7 10.1 £5.1
13~16 567 19.1£5.7 47.1+£8.0 354+£69 34.1+7.7 8.0+4.6
>17 72 19.3+5.7 48.4+7.8 374+6.2 33.1+74 7.1+£4.0
RER —2.64 0.008 2.02 0.044 —1.00 0.316 —1.51 0.131 -3.83 0.000
%I}” RN
H 376  20.1+6.2 46.6 £ 8.6 358+8.3 351+93 9.0+49
¥ 409 19.0+5.6 477+7.7 352+6.7 342+75 7.7+4.5
Table 2. Descriptive statistics and matrix analysis of different types of varieties
= 2. EXETEEMNERS T FIEXIER
Tts 1 2 3 4
1) JET-RHE 19.49 £5.95
2) AR UK 47.16 + 8.17 0.08"
3) By 35.47 £ 7.47 -0.06 0.17""
4y ToiE R Z A E 34.67 +8.43 032" 0117 -0.14™
5) RANEEE 8.29+4.74 0.28"" -0.06 -0.10" 027"

E: TP <0.05,

*p<0.01,

3.4. RN

FEARRIPET RS S HUH IR R S R IUIRAR R A DL, KA Z 57 1L AR S 505 7047 Bootstrap
%, BCEHEIMFERECY 5000 BEAT ARSI . AR, A i e SUBON Toidk B 32 AN 5E 1 I [ T 1

R, TEAZAE TRV R E M 22, AaE X
0.01), B TCIE B AN e e = BRI FE T RY

P <0.001, L.

LT BB I [ BB R EH (Y P <
lEﬂi*BﬁﬁPfﬂ’Eﬁﬁ B3 % T2 52 ANHff 5 1 A7 )
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TR A 35, T RS2 AN PR AR TR R [ T2 25 (35 P < 0.001), A7 FE T B A7 ) 3 2
MNAEZE (B = —0.03, (774) = —0.94, P = 0.53), Ut BICiE 2 2 AN @ PEAE AU 1 ABE T RV IR ()2 5 4 A
VER o MR FE RES JCv2 2L S2 AN s 1 I e SO A FH 463, Tk 2 S AN e M X AR T AR I ) 00 ¥ 3%
RS FEFESTPET YR IE ) S 2B 5B 35 (3 P < 0.001), Ut A T2 10 22 32 AN 58 VR A 7 A FE RN AL T~ AR ]
A EHGE 3).

Table 3. Mediating effect test results
= 3. PAMERREER

FETRRAR ok B A e
B SE t B SE t
AL —0.03 0.03 -0.94 -0.14 0.03 -3.97™"
KA E 0.16 0.04 453" 0.23 0.04 6.47""
Az i ik U 0.09 0.03 274 0.17 0.03 491"
TR A E 0.24 0.04 6.74™"
F(10,774)=16.88"", R>=0.18 F(9,775)=13.46"" R*=0.14

He MR R REE W RERRIVRIE N IEHAR R,

BE— 2 s RSB R B, U IO BET AR G e RN F 22 i e ik B AT E M A, Th ARk
J¥ B 9-0.03; ARANFEEXFE T RAURMIE M FIME N, Ll BB ZATEE P, BB 0.06; 4
A U AT BAR M L I PR 28 BT 2 AN VE A, F RN 0.04, 5 H A BN 95%
BEEX AT 0, BRI (4 4).

Table 4. Analysis of the mediating effect of [U
F 4. PSR

PRAE EIEE 2 95%CI T FR 95%CI =R
W~ To ik B AN 2 T — AU T R -0.03 -0.06 -0.01
MR LB — TCIR S AN e S — U T RYR 0.06 0.03 0.08
A i B R — o AN R~ SR TR 0.04 0.02 0.07

4. +1ig

A TR T R (0 1 2, AGE SR TT B H A SO R ) T SR JET MR, 5k
fTE UK. TU DL ARISAR SR R B M R, RSP T BB B AR, {H i TU 54 di .
AT LLPSE T BB E— B AL R L =3 AR, BVIKAS AR R, RO fr U, IR U i, X
Belmi il Peffer W 7045 B—80 ZHIFCRIL, AMATESE T 3REN — i 5 R B 8 2 10 i h, 5
RBETR A £ 5] R B2 A R, TR AT LASR A0 30 e A (R, B R R, & ik
3B ATLE 26 ] AR 16]. IX— 55 M, ST 2 b T LI 58 128, 9 A
PR TR E . 2RIk, AT LA R0 T8 7 4 8L T4 s R (23] 7 3 i ¢ 47 o)
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1, WP AT AR 2 iy R SO S T, ARSI L fr RO, 3K I3 03 1
N XA G AF TG RAF, o8 IR R AT E A f T AT T B A iy i SRR AR A
SCRFHRECIANERE, MR« FHESC AT B, AREMRILEIF LA i Lkt T
AHiEZH, (HRERRED AR, FEERBIEME LD SRR EIEMRIRR. 5A
FUARR IS U AT I AT A AT RE LOIRSEAIR TU PN, I s R & /2, AmE kR, W
B Gy AR AR A A R SO [24] 0 IXRAKEIT T, TU B2 %45 46 S OSURRE B S LEAR I 75— 4
SRR o o0 A i i SRR AR T RE A B T U S 2 8 TU 25 FRO A B S Sy SR AR 7 o 2 i e SUBOR BRI A e R
FIT R, DI AATTRAE FRYEFRFRL, DU AR AR A 52 A B [25]

AHF TR R ERSET R R IR BIUER, JF U . REERE S S BUR 2T R,
VA B TETE BB e RN AE P, T SO SR X 2 AR HEAE T AR Bl T MR, mi iR A
PRTTREMT R T I ILSE T A E T, R SN BI AR, R R AR R S, FeNE— 15
73 B B R RS A DG G R IR 3A . Wright S5 HOBIEFUUEN] 11X — e, 70 K8 U TR AR RS 2 A5
AER, SRS EDEEE 9 AR R I R b 261, BB, TU 28RS A S RS0 R e
ARSI ABFFNE R RO TS, AL TU AR AR SRR T R R IRl 238 2t AR
Sanchez % U AR 2 Ak FE VR S HEATFF 90, 45 ORI TU 119 HE BT g L 2 5 LR 2 L3l 1 74027 o
IREEAE 22 S M TR K% T, SRR X Sl s BE ) P 3 (B0, AR BRI 95), B4 S th
REARAEN LA T Ty R 2, DR b e S PR e M9 T 8 1 (281 T AT 5 LR S R, AR
FINBRIIRE, TTRELE TU B R A oh A% B 22 A

ARIFOLRIL, MM SR EROD ZMAFEZER . X SRIABIFANRE, B ASET MR (A5
WIS BOSRIER[29] 0 AR AR B AR PSR G5 R 2 B 2250, B FORIAE 4 MU TR R B v T
EAHETVEB0]. ARBR L, SET R TERER LM T, AL 2R B HIARE 3 1], A
BRTCt AL 7 RIREI AR, B RS E SR G RIS TR e, BRI T R ol T AR 7 PR e i
A “BBETIBUMERHIRER” D2 NS BUA SR SR B M O B SR BT AT TR
(RIS T DARAPRERIT 7 A R SR o R BRI AR IR R e IO R 5380, (EARREUH, SR HERSE
TRMRE e, R SURE RS, BTABTREL, BEEFRIGK, S M T SR
f SR SC T AT HIRRE R LR, 2 5 I ED ) ity TR BZ BISET-RAR 8] BTN E 2B 51N
T IR Z A AR R, R T BRI IR TR ARG I A R . BT R, 23
MR AL T AR AR, MRS A RO, AR AT S IR %, B Rt i
AT, At 22 BPET AR MR . 5346, AR FEARAAAE S E HJRIBR . AT I 7 4 SR T ek
TEEA BRI NMAEATEREE . [N, (FERAT GIERRRHIOTTTT, LA e —
ATTERIREA, D, 2B SR 2 I R, B FEAS P L B T TP — S ST LA
5. &g

Zi ERTA, AWPFKITE B ZATEERMREIE . BUR, Eaa UK, ST BAR AR+
AR Wb, TEIRE A E R RS IR RMAE R ST &P ER . B RN TR RS
Wi, ASARIFE T RR R AR S L B R AL fir & SURALR, RIS EE B A et A 7
SRS UY
EE&UIH

RETEFEAFFFEIH (G5 : TISRQN22-004); REATBFBEHF S 8 ESCER B IH (%5
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