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Abstract

This study aims to explore the factors associated with negative emotions experienced by English major
MA students during the process of thesis writing. Grounded in the integrated model of emotion reg-
ulation in achievement contexts, the study adopts a mixed-methods approach combining qualitative
and quantitative research. First, through in-depth interviews with postgraduate students and
grounded theory coding analysis, a model of key related factors was constructed, consisting of five
dimensions: peer comparison, research accumulation, academic resilience, personality traits, and
the supervisor-student relationship. Subsequently, the model was empirically validated through a
questionnaire survey and multiple linear regression analysis. The findings reveal that all five fac-
tors significantly and positively predict negative emotions. Among them, personality traits—partic-
ularly perfectionism and procrastination—constitute the core risk factors triggering negative emo-
tions, while the quality of the supervisor-student relationship and the level of research competence
accumulation also exert substantial effects. In addition, correlation analysis further uncovers the
underlying mechanism linking supervisor support and the improvement of students’ research com-
petence. Based on these findings, this study offers targeted suggestions for both postgraduate stu-
dents and institutions, including enhancing metacognitive monitoring ability, providing earlier re-
search training, and building peer support networks. It is hoped that these recommendations may
help alleviate negative emotional distress in academic writing and promote the psychological well-
being of postgraduate students.
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1. 5|8

Ak, ZIESIRI RS S AL BE OB S R G, R 12U 5 S
REE ], AMBRERE. WL, TOINAE 2 BhiE 482 B O, B AV RRSREETY, FTRE T Al 0T i A
GiotiEgie, REIHMEARERRT B X R0 AIR N il S B IARE 2, BWRE T, U,
B BEHREIR A RIS BEMOGE—MNEES), B MBS . ZIESELET, ¥
TR 2] IEVETE AR R LRI, R SO 4 W BHAS RN, DRI TR S RIS 24
#4717 (emotion regulation, ER) A U E %3] [4].

BT ZiBSEBE AT ASEAZ, CHIRERERBIESMES], WK SESRE K
BT HESL, 1AL, ZIESAE ER B AR SRR AR BEAR, AR RSB CE MER — 18, B
F RGP RIS IE R R . AR SN AT B RS2 — RYREIEIE2E[6]. X0
WRIHEADE . X IERRER A G DL R AR R A AR I ) S R R AR 2 RIS 46 S N F T3 S22 S0 S
VEFR PR H OGP0t st AR S ) @, W5 51k Z At 4, TG 255 00 P AMASE AR IR S D B, BRI
JCAE,

BT, ASCRF BCRAE 58T 1S 25 0 5 8 5 1 7Y (The integrated model of emotion regulation in
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achievement situations, ERAS), B H RS MG AE, 8RN INE LW A IS SR
TREATH RS A R R [ 7]

2. ZIESEHFREATHRIR

WFER, AN B SRS %75 (Emotion Regulation, ER)SRBETF LIS T B & E . KT ER
HEG R I B 2 FEVERRAE, R R B B 5 1 20 A AN (8] [9] .

2.1. BEFETEEEXER

FHEAERZ LN ER HIE AR Z BRI, SRS 17— Sypb iRt iR . Xt 7t 12
eI TR . MARZE RSB TR AR

B, WA REEOESSOE R ER SRS ISR E AT . Sy AE[ 108X 260 4 ARIEE koK
ARG, RHARGMBETTERT 7R AETE SR SRR K& B I RIS A A . IR,
AR ZE SR P ZRAE ER SRR IE FE PG O A o AR S5 SR (O3B I F gt 10 K 2 A e 5 3 15 45 R 1 SRS
R, MAEVEENAFEEL ., REZEXRKEFR 8259 gl Tk R AT T KBS . &
BRI T Gao S5 [11 RHNE A BT T59%, R 1 i 1 25 5 o0 88 08 5 22 I i bR iU 45 8
(trait EI)-5 YA 0 2 1AM 0 10 1) 3K P A 175 25 14 5 SR 2 [R) G R P A 28O o RIS, W& 2[RI 0T T ER 3
WP A HORREN . SERE 12 RINR G W FU0E, i HERE 363 LU ARSI R EES
RAL AR 2 T SRS A SO0, AL 14 ANRBEVT TR, R EE A 17 48 R 15 SRR Ik R 1) 22 48 152 K]

2.2. 15 RH RIBPHES

FE IR T AR LTI TR, BBHERL AL RS 0 AR HE I B O — B 2 A ORI E AL HAT,
Gross[ 13|37 i A1 25 0 9 AR SR 2 12 AU 32 PR B HEZL o 4 A A {3 S5 [ 14 3 T izpi iy, DL 84
LA N RN R, s IR W AR EERE M VAR =R TR SCEREE, MR B A A
SR (LA 5 SR S A R AR S Bt B sAb i 28 R R T SR AR I S5 i . SR, — ik
W E TR R ZORT B A . 21 Zhang 251518 PRSI AR 28808 KGR, @A B EROT FE kit
BEALIEAESIE % 5T s A

23. RERTHEMAREER

FI AT A AR ST 7 32 SR 72 S B 456 (1 451 15 (Emotion Regulation, ER) SIS 8 IR 1 o 1X BERIF 5T
KT 2RI ST, RBATE A B SRR P S SR TR O 1 A W SRR YR . Fn, P
SE[1ORBURVERT SRR BE AT ik, I EUM IR 5B 2RI, BE 1 12 (L I8E SR BUmE 5t
MR ARL FE4 T DL BUARI R R IR . RUt, 04 2238 AR OB 22 AL A HY K
FHMESE(S 45 G - A RS, DA 2] IE M S (W CF) J Bl 48 78 DU 44 vh [ R 22 A5 AE il S 1R 2 S il s
R A R 2 L LR TSR o /D HOT U IR AR SRS AR U, QRS 1 268 H ORI B T BT 2R TR T R
R, SRS ERE 363 MHTFUEARSCERR GRS AR FE 1 46 7 S A s o, JF
L 14 DNVTRRR M 45 U TSRS B R

ZiEpTd, —iESIEE U O 2B BRI A 2 u e . ARG AT % RTE S A £ RS A
28, AR GBS 1 51N AU R W seva s, sm IR AE S AR RSB RN Q0 I s 28 K 3h &1
WERZEAEM. ERERT, HAOORCEEEN - DNRRFAARIES, HHET AR E.
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3. 5k

3.1. MEHK

Table 1. Analysis of key factors influencing negative emotions

1. IR ERRE RS

R MR PR SR
MR RSSO NS T R A e
b e e s e DK BMIEAIE T, R A
|§Jﬁ£l:[ji§( Iﬁ%tbi}( H{*L@IEEEXW’ %BZ % I:KZ:T”
By G — B 0, A
HAMIE b AT AR b MR - FAEATIRR, FEBAICE
1 L
o ORISR, AR FETRA NP AL — 2
XV F 20 2 45 FRL %7
oy OISR, FRAIE SRS, ERIET A S K
R 2B fE R ERA
MBS 3
s MR SRR, R AL T RO I,
it bt % Tl RRGNA T
gorn  CEURKIE WIPRAE KRR CTERORG. AR, A
- B IR Hefdid”
sy DTGNS MR SRR T RAIE,
= Ty B AE T 1A ke
RN R PSR S T T e U 2
« 3 Eap N I
HURARE  BRERE: 55 IR P AU AL
s . o R DS AT, — LI
AEE I TR, TGO SO A HA S ER T, RATHE”
RS 4R TR e CURR B R “RET A,
PALIFIIRA 5 ) s i A AR (1424 %
i WK BT R S U P R
I RO I, (B R R,
=N [ . B a1 AN
itz AR PATH A, FBIHAH T A
A SHE AR AR ) CAe ERitieilt i, RS,

PSRBT 2R

AFVIRT 2025 £ 3 H £ 2025 4 8 FE LT dn ANk b g8 ARt AT, ] SO E
A HILE 45~120 708 Y5k b 51 ST RFE M2 IR AR ME U5 /R, BISe At SR R b xk
B2 RS ER SRISSERETT, JFig HAN BRI s . AW TR B B RE 5 7R 5 Bk R A 45
FHIrE, E T 1 BT AR SCSEA R B SE T BT LR R S 5 TR . ST TR S G
B LT T A A AR SO S AR R S BUB RS 4 AR A TR R
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VIRFE SR EE S\ NVivo 12 Plus #EATIEA 04T W TIXEESOR, W78 RIEILIRELE 1) R 4
BB M R BEAT SR M. FUREIIR I 65 1 2200 N JT Ve gift . T b g A IR Fe g — K38

FEFXE 11 Ay Sl L AR A 78 AL VT RAD BRI HLAR 2087 AT T2 VA0 M~ (18 S5 AR RE i A
TR TR ZR . AR BIPRR . ARIE. MERHES SR AR 1), B, FMHFHEK
FE BRI (8] A (WIERE AR E « TFREAERD S WA e ) 8 KR8 5 A E K, U A2 Ui E B 5 H
PEEEA — BRI, 57 A4 TSk R sl KT RSs e Rk, RHIPAR RAS R CClR il #6755
HAR 5IORILECAN S Jrikg sk 1. Bl SRS AE) B R B S RS I i3 3C
BAAR G . BB — SO TS . SEIRVEERTH AT . Bi RIRARESE, Bk BT =, R
FERERESEMPERRIE: YhE. MEBK. EREE J5, 2U5H IRAEERE N E A R 5%
B BN AR . S, ASERFIERZ NS G e 3% T X Em bR B S e (A R T AR
BB T, ZARSHERIER AR Hil5) S BUZ U5 & M AP A B0 S5 AN U AE 2 BT RIS R 0L, 23
TR B, FERRMALSIL —: FITSRBAIRLE KA (AR BB Rl ) & 1E
FEHINAR T 5K S 32 U5 W AN BUCE S 5 ST AT A, A8 5 1) AN 2 i 5 Z )W

3.2. BIEBEEASH

AW F ALY BOR 7 kR, 8 T G ) 4 [ £ BT s e A S35\ A i 7 AR R
METLREL R, MREE RS 283 4. NOGRIFFAHEI R B4 64 N, 4219 A, HoEl—
FERN AL 194 N, HABRNELVFHEN.

32.1. (FESH

X 1) 45 (145 BE 1R 4T Cronbach’s o R &R, AVE Al &K (1) A H#— B . 4 Cronbach’s a REHIT 0.8,
MWHEREFSEE: A40T 0.7 208 20, MWUAEERL: AT 0.6 2 0.7 2, WIAAERE
— e AHICT 0.6, WVCHEEA R . ABFFMIE R (K 2), HrIELEH Cronbach’s o RECH 0.868;
FIFELLELRI Y 0.811; RHFAL R 0.831; 2EARPIMEN 0.855; MERFER 0.920; FEK RN 0.856. £A&
& Cronbach’s a ¥ T 0.7, K, FEREIE A

Table 2. Reliability analysis of the scale of related factors of negative emotions

2. ERIBERXEREREEDH

65 T Cronbach’s Alpha
R 5 0.868
[EiEE = 4 0.811
FHIFA R 4 0.831
FARPINE 4 0.855
AMERFE 6 0.920
FERR 4 0.856

3.2.2. WESH

KMO A& Y A5 5 Bartlett BRE AT 0 N (L3 3). KMO {H5 0.889, 4T 0.8~0.9 X i), #*
HH LI ) 6 (R R R 2, BHR B OE 2 v R4, B IF R DN 120 AT B 1T 42 2% 2 - Bartlett BRE FERT IS 7R,
AR TN 4405389, 7E 351 NEHHEHE FHEEN p = 0.000, /N F 0.001, R BIFH A BRI AR BLAL R
B, &R THE. 28 b, HRWERRER T rE &R, ATt — DT RS S A A R 5
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Table 3. KMO and Bartlett’s test for related factors of negative emotions
3. JHIRIEZIEXE ZE KMO 0 Bartlett 423§

KMO 18 0.889
T RTT 4405.389
Bartlett 3R EER T df 351
pla 0.000

Table 4. Total variance accounted for in the related factors scale of negative affect

4. HRIFERXERERSTEMBRER

+ HIUERFEAE PRI AT 7 F e i i~ 5 A

Bt FEBES BH% Mt AEBES BH% Mib o FEBES BH%
1 8.664  32.090 32.090 8.664 32090 32090 4366  16.172 16.172
2 2719 10.071 42.161 2719 10.071 42161 3436 12726 28.898
3 2.230 8.259 50.419 2.230 8.259 50419  2.837 10506  39.404
4 2.090 7.741 58.161 2.090 7.741 58.161  2.835 10.501 49.905
5 1.816 6.725 64.886 1.816 6.725 64886  2.685 9.945 59.850
6 1.290 4.779 69.665 1.290 4.779 69.665  2.650 9.815 69.665
7 0.732 2713 72377 - - - - ) .
8 0.651 2411 74.788 - - - - ) .
9 0.639 2.368 77.156 - . - - ) .
10 0.574 2.128 79.284 - : ; ] ] .
11 0.559 2.070 81.354 - - ; - ] .
12 0.526 1.946 83.301 - - - - . .
13 0.456 1.688 84.989 - - ; - ) .
14 0.444 1.643 86.632 - - - - - -
15 0.423 1.566 88.198 - - ; ; ) ]
16 0.371 1375 89.573 - - ; ; ) ]
17 0.356 1.319 90.892 - - - ] . ]
18 0.340 1.257 92.150 - - ; ; ) .
19 0316 1.170 93.319 - . ; - ) .
20 0.301 1.114 94.433 - . ; - ) .
21 0.262 0.969 95.402 - ; - - ] .
22 0.258 0.957 96.359 - - - ) _ .
23 0.223 0.826 97.184 - - - - _ ]
24 0.212 0.785 97.969 - - - - . ]
25 0.199 0.737 98.706
26 0.181 0.669 99.375
27 0.169 0.625 100.000

AHE TR MRS ALAR KT 1 ) Kaiser #EN o BfF 455 oK TJ5 ZERERE NS TH AR T ZEAH SR R R R AR 27
NGRSO RE T IRANIRRIER 708, BAEEIX R p E R R BRI A M AUE . Bkt
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THAMT A RIEM A 40 Bl U R s R A 3L DR B 6 DM ART . X5 R AT FBL 7 i
To 28 LU R PR LU RO A BHIFAR A2 AR DL RIS A 2R RIX 6 NMERESEHL T 8 IR . X
—RIFEPER T R TS S AT AR PSR R R G . IR )G X 6 AT HIBER: 3
i P B RRRERIE BT 69.665%. X —HUET AL SRFART T 60% 10 M AT 52 BI{E. X4 13
RIS 19723 BB 5 RENS AR W A OB AR R SR 46 R 0 22 5 A5 B 1 BRI R MRk BRANER 7
A F AR AEE ST HU 0.7320 BIE/NT 1 0BT I . DRIUE TG 77 EAT MR . 25 BRIk i)
T R T SR R W e (AR E I o BRI RBEVTAS G R R AF o Se 2l HI TR s B ol Ll -
TEAH I E LB IR R R R &

Table 5. Rotated factor loadings for the related factors of negative affect

5. HRBERXERNEEERTHEAY

i IR7 3 A 5 St
¥ 1 AT 2 ¥ 3 T 4 KT 5 KT 6
NEI 0.139 0.795 0.135 0.078 0.014 —0.050 0.678
NE2 0.293 0.740 0.107 0.106 0.230 0.168 0.737
NE3 0.214 0.780 0.077 0.105 0.199 0.112 0.724
NE4 0.164 0.747 0.126 0.123 0.209 0.072 0.664
NES 0.052 0.709 0.079 0.198 0.012 0.146 0.572
PC1 0.129 0.160 —-0.014 0.084 —0.021 0.840 0.755
PC2 0.060 —0.080 0.036 —-0.052 0.049 0.808 0.669
PC3 0.080 0.101 0.017 0.007 0.075 0.724 0.546
PC4 0.077 0.135 0.009 0.004 0.015 0.775 0.625
RA1 0.179 0.245 0.001 0.272 0.650 —-0.010 0.588
RA2 0.210 0.234 0.147 0.227 0.748 0.028 0.733
RA3 0.199 0.065 0.192 0.269 0.795 0.045 0.787
RA4 0.087 0.065 0.041 0.073 0.768 0.073 0.614
AR1 0.058 0.252 0.759 0.176 0.120 —0.022 0.688
AR2 0.174 0.082 0.812 0.073 0.120 0.081 0.722
AR3 0.035 0.018 0.796 0.054 —0.059 —0.029 0.642
AR4 0.178 0.149 0.849 0.108 0.184 0.038 0.821
PT1 0.797 0.201 0.080 0.253 0.148 0.094 0.777
PT2 0.802 0.084 0.145 0.215 0.163 0.023 0.744
PT3 0.836 0.168 0.123 0.116 0.147 0.130 0.794
PT4 0.828 0.162 0.123 0.193 0.113 0.087 0.785
PT5 0.785 0.058 0.023 0.052 0.141 0.010 0.642
PT6 0.739 0.235 0.075 0.014 0.034 0.171 0.639
SR1 0.234 0.277 0.101 0.741 0.176 0.005 0.721
SR2 0.110 0.001 0.190 0.778 0.131 —0.069 0.676
SR3 0.153 0.208 0.011 0.758 0.260 0.113 0.721
SR4 0.218 0.177 0.135 0.772 0.226 0.008 0.745

WG 5% K5 2% Varimax
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I R OK T ZE T AT B ) A R T PR3t REU I F (LA 5) . WHFEUfRE, &I
X RLFR AL I A7 BRI, HIGW A AT IR TR 47 BI(NE1~NES) &t )3 &8 T A
T2, “FERE” BH(PCI~PCHHETH T 6, “FHAAR” EII(RAI~RAY)FETHETF S, “ZARY)
PE” BT (AR I~AR)VAJE T A1 3, “AMEFFE” I (PTI~PT6)AJE T- A1 1, “ 5256 17 BT (SR1~SR4)
H)E T T 4, EAREIIRAEER 5. B BOEL E AT 0.546~0.821 2 [0, ¥1m T 0.5 WG Fbrife,
F U I 0k R T S BRI R v, B BIRIE . 4R L, IR T SE M TE N, SR R B, A5 RL
JEAF RS .

B AR DR 23 (CFAME A — M s R R R - HoiZoO HFRE TS0 — A 528 B R B R &
SER R 15 5 SRRSO B AR AR KA R R o 5 — 8. AN 7Tl i F IBMSPSSAmos 26 31 & [ A 1
IR A0 . B AR IR I 7™ R o 5 P 4 TR PP 5 3R PR A RIBE D B SR 5 U 3 AT X 43 80 P 5 22 TR B
PRI AR AR o

AR T (A B3 S A B0 45 T DUR B, BB LA FE RO BRAR (LR 6)0 SRAEVE R 40 M i 28
AR T AN SHERE 2 . Hd, RHBEL ¢/df v 1.721, /AT 3 IEABRE; TR
Z¥) 77 RMSEA 2 0.051, /T 0.08 il A EIE ; I(ELGHRE IFI E Y 0.948, KT 0.9 Hyllm 5 BIE
TSI G HEEL TLL A 0.940, KT 0.9 MG S BIME : HLAtl A& Ha 4 CFI MIME N 0.947, KT 0.9 MG 5
BRIAEL o R AT DA 52 A R B T (R 5 M U, e % 2 L2 A0 b Js okt FF 7 5030 BT 4 P B0 S 45000

Table 6. Goodness-of-fit indices for the related factors scale of negative affect

6. IHRIBERXERERNERISIER

EiEg i ZH Ak TR 3
df 75 1~3, RifF: 3~5 1.721
RMSEA fi75: <0.05, Rif: <0.08 0.051
IFI F5: >0.9, REF: >0.8 0.948
TLI 75: >0.9, RiF: >0.8 0.940
CFI F5: >0.9, RiF: >0.8 0.947

Table 7. Convergent validity and composite reliability of the negative affect related factors scale

= 7. HRIFERXERESHENE S EESTER

HARR R PRl AT CR AVE
NE1 ~ it 0.704
NE2 —iHtRkiE % 0.849

NE3 —iHikiE % 0.829 0.870 0.574
NE4 —iHtkiE % 0.763
NES5 —iHRkiE % 0.620
PC1 —[Af: LA 0.871
PC2 —[FAIfEELAL 0.684

0.813 0.525
PC3 —[FAIfEELAL 0.608
PC4 — [FIFEHLER 0.709
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RA1 —=FRHHF 2 0.695
RA2 —RHIFH 2 0.838
0.836 0.566
RA3 ~FHiff i & 0.851
RA4 — FIfFH 2 0.595
AR1 —22 R 0.756
AR2 —22 R 0.767
0.857 0.604
AR3 —2EARFM: 0.640
AR4 — AR 0.919
PT1 —AME4SAE 0.859
PT2 —AMEUSAE 0.825
PT3 —AME4SAE 0.864
0.920 0.660
PT4 —AMEUSAE 0.871
PT5 —/MERFIE 0.714
PT6 ~ MESFAE 0.724
SR1 —FZE R 0.812
SR2 ~ S22 R 0.651
0.857 0.602
SR3 ~ JEHKR 0.784
SR4 — FEELR 0.843

£ CFA A& RIFIRTIR T, it — Dla il B R A UL RSV M E S5 (CR) . RIS i (U d5
TR CFA BEAS At SRR AN I0T H A2 L N ZEBE BRI AEAL IRl T 114, SR IR AEH] AVE (P75 Z$2
HOFT CR AT AR SIBUE AN S G5 . iREARHEZE SR, AVE HRA/NT 0.5, CRAER AN
T0.7, ARERIH RIFHISRUEME S5

XA RBAT BB 5, BRI REHUERK R 7 o, W8T 0.5, 1B E T
AR R BRIL LIS 6 AN F XS R AVE EA#E KT 0.5, CRAAAEH ST 0.7, EkE
AT Bl B A R RSSO N R 5 2%

Table 8. Discriminant validity test results for the negative affect related factors scale

8. HRIFERXERERNXOYERIELER

Bl NE PC RA AR PT SR
NE 0.758

PC 0.237 0.724

RA 0.427 0.121 0.752

AR 0.332 0.070 0.309 0.777

PT 0.447 0.230 0.428 0.306 0.812

SR 0.432 0.084 0.548 0.326 0.445 0.776

X 8 WX BUERIEA R, R ML BRI SR N AVE TR, HAROVER KR
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Wikt

o WNEPHTLUEH, S8R AVE VP EE KT HE &0 28, WG N EEElE -
BA RUFMX 805 . Ban, G0 AVE PR 0.758, 1fiE 5 R BHFFALER . AR
ANMERFIE AT S 256 RIS R B0 508 0.237. 0.427. 0332, 0.447 f10.432, BMKT 0.758, [AIFE, FAh
AEIE AL . BT E . 2R IE . M ERE S 2755 21 AVE “F 7 MAE B s T e 5 A A &
AR R RIS RRGEEAA X 5y, MR BAT B 1 X 7 30

30

8 NE1 L07 56
NE2 _y 9 ]
NE3 loq Nega.tlve

00 emotions

NE4 [«&*
NES
PCl1 1.01 61

PC3 |«t0 comparison
PC4 AN
RAI 90 0 \

RA3 [«t0 accumulation

RA4 )}0 )

1.62 ¥ /
AR3 (&80 resilience
AR4
T 4
PT4 |82 traits
PTs 4
PT6
SR1 . 76

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

SR2 [~y Supervisory
SR3 (=00 relationship
SR4

Figure 1. CFA model of the negative affect related factors scale

1. HIRIEEEXEREREIER CFA REUE

Wk 1R, RS R R BERIEE R T M 6 MEACE, 2RSS . [H
PELEEL. BIFRR R S2ARTINE. MERHEA SR, B AR )t A NN & AT Sk A g
R B AE T J v A e b AR HEAL DA 7 3mr 20 v, B AR R AR INT,  HIRR R A B AR e 1k
53 6 PURKIBRIL S AR AL R 7. 38 8 MR G BUEMIX 2 RUERIG SR, TLLRBLZERAA RIF
IR, RENE BOYHER I & s LML A - BF 70 A "2 AR S5 AR I R R B A 1 28 AR SRR 3R

3.2.3. HXMSH

%9 NEAZE N Pearson AHRAMHTEE R WERPATLIE H, SBREAIMEEPTE 2.9 £33 ZF, b
HEZETE 1.1 &2 1.2 2 (0], UBAREARTE SR & FM o mBON A . RIS MBS RIEMG, Kbl
B R (r = 0.427, p < 0.001). MERHE( = 0.447, p < 0.001)F1-F 5K R (r = 0.432, p < 0.001) A I AH
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R, -5 R LR (r = 0.237, p < 0.00 ) FZEARF M (r = 0.332, p < 0.001) A A X iR 25 . [FIAE L
SR EARRNERSS, SIHMES (= 0.237, p < 0.00 )R ERFAE(r = 0.230, p < 0.001) 2 & IEAH K.
BRI R 5 AR M =0.309, p<0.001). MEFFIE(r=0.428, p < 0.001) LA K F22 % R (r=0.548, p < 0.001)
BIRREIEMR, RPN 81L& 4R 2 M RS . BAAKRE, AR A5 17— $UH. 2 40
KREBEZE, RNGEEZ U SRt 7 A,

Table 9. Descriptive statistics and Pearson correlation analysis results for all variables

9. BRLERHARMSITS Pearson HHX THLER
A bk MEDAARES [l L% FHIHR R FARPIE AMERFIE

TR S 3.135 1.108 1

[EEER=a:q 3.088 1.103 0.237"** 1

B R 3.229 1.113 0.427"* 0.121° 1

FARYINE 3.106 1.141 0.332" 0.070 0.309™ 1

AMERFIE 2.910 1.156 0.447 0.230™ 0.428*** 0.306*** 1
FERER 2913 1.127 0.432" 0.084 0.548" 0.326** 0.445**

*p<0.05"p<0.01 " p<0.001.

3.2.4. EEASH

Table 10. Multiple linear regression analysis results of factors influencing negative emotions

F 10. HRBERXERNZ LM EEFSHER

JEprRHElL R AL FRifEE R B LW
B PRt izt Beta ' P VIF
G 0.583 0.242 - 2.414 0.016" -
[E L 0.142 0.051 0.142 2.802 0.005™ 1.058
BHF R 0.173 0.061 0.174 2.846 0.005™ 1.547
SR 0.139 0.052 0.144 2.689 0.008™* 1.179
AMPERFAE 0.205 0.056 0.214 3.659 0.000™" 1.417
FEXRR 0.179 0.061 0.183 2.948 0.003" 1.587
R? 0.330
% R? 0.318
F F (5,277)=27.324, p=0.000

FvE: AR E = RIS, T p <005 p<0.01 **p<0.001.

10 NG S SR 3R AR (LI IS 46 VR ) I 2 e e M [ A 7 B 6 S . (Rl AR B Rk () 2
(F(5,277)=27.324,p<0.001), il H A EXHH NG BA B ER, B8 R? 08 0.330, %S
R2 7 0.318, R HZRAWMBEL 2% M HRELEL 7. BAKE, FELERB=0.142,p=0.005). F
IR Z (B =0.174, p = 0.005). “AARIIMEPB =0.144, p = 0.008). MEFFALS =0.214, p < 0.001) LA}z §2456 5
(B =0.183, p = 0.003) 1% H LG 26 B 35 IR M2, Ui BHIX SR 38 175 il AMAITE AR IS 267K Pk
1o AEFRAELL R AL B A [ R 0 T AR 1 28 1 S PRS2 M RR I AN RRAE I 5 T A X R K (B = 0.205),
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HIKNGHKRB = 0.179)FEHHF R B = 0.173). LML R &8 VIF 3K T 2, RPLE L
LRPEN A, RS R R B AR .

RIE DL R T DA A, [FfELLE . RHFRLR . SARFIME. DM ERHIERA S 256 R S BT0E Lk
LA AR SCE AR S RS S A R &R, RN ERHIE R e A X R K, UG §F
RKAMBHAR R o BAIE T V5RO AL, 1 T AT 52 11 il

4. ARG TR
4.1. &g

1) BFFEE AR IR 11 IR E VIR TR R4, W T AR, RHFRR. AR
PEL AMERFIE S S22 6 R BANERZ ARG R AL, X — BRI Seml T BEAERT 7t 2 RAE R — N R E 5
TEM BRI, WA tbik. BE . OIEEIE. MAR R SR B AAEH, REHWR T ¥4
LE VRSB R 4 N £ LR

2) T 283 A R 1 2 JC A BN AT, B TE I LA PR 3R B T AR 4 A 3 I ) TR
F(B=0.142~0.214,p<0.01), FL[FEIfER: 32% M8 F 2 (R?>=0.330, 1% R?=0.318), KB EAGHLFH
TR o Ferp MRS AE R TN RO B R (B = 0.214, p < 0.001), HARAEAL A R EUR 2 m T HAB
R, RUSEIEE UM HELERS 5T 5 2 AT 55 A0 FE IR M AR B R T AE B O IR R R . X — K
5 Gao & Yang (2023) 545 /5 15 45 25 F71 1 15 RN FIE FC T BRNE I, B 7 MR I3 A 1 JR 22 AR B R )
KEEH . SHRAMESE (4=0.183,p=0.003), "% T SIS WA Rk . ELAARE 5 V838 KU il 704
TG ART I ERERM, EDUE T Harley 55 A(2019)5¢ T RO 52 4k 2 SCRF B ZEVE I B0 1)K . BLFAR 88
BHIEE = (B=0.174,p=0.005), FRIISCHRAE S BICRNH « BF 05 1L AR 5 50R A 58 ) % 22 R B AN E
RS BA LAV, SR T BIRBEEEIR T “Re A UE T S RS D L. AR
WER, 222 R e S AR IR R AN BIME 55 SR T I R 85 AR (RO BRI, {H 27
A v RS B N, ST AN T R G b i e R R AN R SR S 2 . S ARFIPE(B = 0.144, p = 0.008) 5 [F]
PR (B=0.142, p = 0.005) W & HE1A HARX /N, (HFEIREARIGiir B35, Ui AR 52 75 52 PRI . 1 38E
) 53 /0 ik L LIRS AN BT A R A

3) #FFtiEd Pearson MG HTiE— R T RIER E I AEREREE 1 . R 8 5 522 8 R R IR R
KIP(r=0.548,p<0.001), T FITHE T GEA RORANFEERIZ LA E, SORMIERE /BRI A2 5 3 T
FRGISRE, TER “Be)) - SCFE” BIRMEEIEIR . MERHMES HIEZ (r=0.447,p <0.001). FHHF R (r
=0.428,p <0.001)¥) AR AL IEAH G, $RoRHRe ot £ R AT eI fe i 7 S R NIRFE T I 15 25 IR . =5
R R G RN B B (e = 0.548) ML T FL 5 I I IE 26 1) B34 Ri(r = 0.432) 8 /&, W7 ST S
AT REH L SR TR RE ) (R OB B 28 A0 . B RIEBIR LA RE, RRENSFRAWE T
HHERIRART R, MRV SR A EE T WL T AR I 753K s X RO B A 75 SR 103 2 A Bk
B, A TEAS FLAE B AR 25 G [ £ LU B SR A S R Dy SR I i s, 31X — oA SR LA 1 5 2
IR B IRAIE . (EAERINZ, FfE LS HAR R R I SR I 5 55 (r = 0.070~0.237), K42
FUBL RS AT B B AR ST, B 22l ) b LA AR A SRR T R B A T R IR R B K
[CEIR

4.2. B

1) XA
I TTIANREIZERE ST WFFUE R 51 8 QRSB B SAFER 583 3 3, HERESRRF TR, SRAT “
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H AR 27 (st H 'S4 300 )RR BIEH A7 (RIS HERE A A 2 i o b S5 ok (R0 8P B TR, P18 S5 A
53R, HHAEZALF R

EBRTFRA SR WA T ERB “CFMRIONE” OB, @5 S IR
T T AR OB IR SS, UiE S R RS i m B ThRent, 2aass KGR B).

2) AXF TR AR R IR AL

HTERHTRE IR 00T S AR AR R A R A% R, B AERT— B Boinsg “ A0 S5 /ER
BRI, WA SO R SE L O AONERME EAL) . BRSO R TR A B B Ak
UL “WHFTREE R0, AR R R 5 0 I BOR SCH

PR ESCRF IS o A “FIPELLE” IS JIVRE AN STREBRIR, AT A7 AR I SN AL
SEMNTT R 7y 5 HAPES); 2570 “CERPINE” LR, 8IS m G S RO AT AR,
5 A PRI M A 36 s A

5. GERRAKRKRE

B FCR BRI R S EAL SRS SRR EW T ik BHRARGHRNT 7 98E Ll Lot ju A
PR SCE I RE P AR 4 IO ORRI R o WF 7T 1 S8 1 SLAR BAR X IR BE U5 iR BERLEEAT b o Mo AR IE3E
filt bR 2 T T LR AR 3R DL S S RIS A AN RHAIE 5 5 25 06 3R AR JE (AR 5% D A
FEIE R IO UEPE 5~ 20 W IE S 3 B R S5 A R ARSI FE I AR R o 22 Jn e I 70 M 45 2R o |
TR LA PRI ZR B0V W A7 2 B S 28 A I ) AR T o Hevb BL5E 56 2 SURIAE AE AR R A9 AS PHARFALE Xof Y A 17
R o R . KRR ZH KRB R BN TR A SRR R . X800 T biE st 7 MANAE
RS AR SCHF RGN A AR GRS BORS I L R BE R T . RAE AR FUsE R TG 4 £ 2 Tz .
(B52 IR T W AR I AE — 5 e 2 0] . B %6, ASHIEFE B SR T RO B 24T 70, BARER T &
AR B A (12 2 TSGR, (TGRSR MU AE R AR IR R O 2R, thnfl DU SE 4l R 48 B S R bR R A M 3h 25
AR RE . RRATFUR] LSRN IR BR LT AT SEINIR A5 S AN R 5 1 B b i 28 AR 0 ik
Wl FRAHIE FEIE I A SR M RT3 2k R SRR R AAFAEAR SR I IE A SRtk . IR 7 I SCHF
G IR T AR AR RE D MR O AR 4 RS BRI . e St U BL2l I N g i, Jiid
HE S T A RS TR SR — S Y2 I I A N R RSB B A o ARSR A 0T 70 1T DA 22 1R A 72 388 Hh A A U
WO BARBISEERTT %6 o BIERZ B XTI FE A AR A TC N RN R B [ PF SRR/ INLAE 22 2 R 5 AR S
P SRR . Il R AR AR S AE AN R SR AT R AR IR 0 )[R  EE R A AR R K L
BhEIR. [RINBIF FEREACTT LLE— 209 R B AN A 2 b1 s B AR R A . IR T DASG IR 2 A SR PR SR A Y
FESE 2 BEAR P B P . XS5 SR FOR BT AU A O B AR BREECE DL SR S AR B B AR 5 R s
AR SIAIE S
B O

AW FE MR 58 25 AN TS IR A M5 3085 o 8 St [ B I B L 2O R K . A I 7E
W R IE UL KB Bt i A W SCBAE AR 45 T A O 45 3 5 2R SCRF o Rl BB 2 I 7E i 5 85 R )
T 28 A 15 RS AR R H UL S AU U R BSOS A LR B IR Jm i 7% S 7 TR BLI) Bl i . XS4 SRR A
SCAEARVT Sl T M A AT 0 A4 S A A0 ST A Y AR 4 A S DR 2 IS SE ™ S N o )t 2 T 2 1)
B AL BE DAL 2 Je 2 I (80 VA 7 W G5 SR AR A 20 2 R B SO I o TRl 3OS B et — P R T [ B
BRI AR 2 DA S 322 00 RO YR FE R BARIK S o FFAESR T FUAE TN A 4% DL T B R I 25 S 0
SRCHR 73 L SN O ) 08 o R PRt A S A U 1R R e S DA R ) A R B T B W B AN S5 il (417
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