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[Abstract JObjective To investigate the present situation of College Students”interpersonal trust. To explore the intermediary role
resilience played between personality and interpersonal trust. Methods 300 students who come from college university were selected to
complete EPQ interpersonal trust scale and Adolescent Resilience Scale. Results (DThere was a significant difference about the inter—
personal trust regarding the factor of only child (= —2.225 P <0.05) . 2Significant positive correlation was found between Extraversion
and interpersonal trust( r =0. 117 P <0.035) . @ Positive cognition plays a mediating role between personality and interpersonal trust the
value is 17.1% . Conclusion The resilience plays an intermediary role between personality and interpersonal trust.

[Key words] College students; Personality; Interpersonal trust; Resilience

( resilience)

1
o N 1.1
300 300
284 94.7% o 90 (31.7%)
. 194 (68.7%); 129  (45.4%)
. R 155 (54.6%)
1.2
4 1.2.1 ( Eysenck Personality Ques—
. 5-6 tionnaire EPQ) ’ 88
4 (E).
( 122102310201). ( N) ’ ( P) ( L) :
1272067 ( ) - EPQ 0.68
( ) ~0.81 0.83 ~0.90,
E - mail: yangshch2000@ 163. com 1.2.2 ( Interpersonal Trust Scale

100



2015 28 2 http: //www. psychjm. net. cn
ITS)  Rotter JB 0.85 0.83,
N 1.3 2014 11 -12
o 25 13
1 - 5 “ » 1 “ 20 R
” 5 25 ~125 1.4 SPSS17.0
L t P <0.05
0.91 0.78 . : AMOSI17.0 .
1.2.3 :
2
27 12
1~5 1 5 2.1 ITS N
o ITS
N 3 (t=-2.225 P<0.05),
2 o 1.
1 ITS (x %5)
ITS t P
(n=90) 74.32 +17.22
-0.134 0.893
(n=194) 74.59 +15.10
(n=102) 74.62 +18.58
0.074 0.941
(n=180) 74.47 +14.09
(n=129) 72.24 +17.60
-2.225 0.027
(n=155) 76.39 +13.46
2.2 2
(E) (r=0.117 P<0.05) o
2
E P N L
E 1 . - _ _
p -0.115 1 - - -
N -0.170" 0.337" 1 - -
L 0.090 -0.363" —0.487" 1 -
0.117¢ 0.074 0.104 -0.062 1
1*P<0.05;"P<0.01.
2.3 0.133; r=-0.256; r=0.265 P <0.01) ,
(r= (r=0.166 P<0.01) ,
3
1 - - — - - - —
0.133% 1 - - - - - -
-0.256" -0.048 1 - - - _ _
0.265" 0.657" -0.142° 1 - - - -
0.166" 0.381" 0.147° 0.462" 1 - - -
-0.038 0.079 0.297" 0.078 0.272" 1 - -

101



http: //www. psychjm. net. cn 2015 28 2

0.053 0.797" 0.453" 0.730" 0.493" 0.239* 1 -
0.069 0.272" 0.286" 0.316" 0.756" 0.836" 0. 444" 1

(2P <0.05;"P<0.01.

2.4 .
0.020/0.117 x100% =17.1% . 1. 4.
|
4 ;
E -0.097 -0.020 -0.117
0.258 - 0.258 °
3
1 J .
2008 40( 8) :902 —-912.
(P >0.05) 2 : I

2010 18(2):117 -119.

D . : 2007.
4 Olsson CA Bonda . Burns JM et al. Adolescent resilience: a

concept analysis J .J Adolesc 2003 26(1):1 -11.

. 5 ) .
D . . 2011.
6 ) .
J. 2011 19(5) : 584 —586.
7 ) M/CD .
o 2001: 36 - 38.
8 M.
. 1999: 362 — 363.
9
A D. 2007.
10 .
o D. 2011.
( 12015 - 02 - 05)

102



