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TR ARG 2R B 322 NSRG4, IR B, B I SPSS 17.0 #4143 Hrge it #lml
WL A R8I A B AR SPSS 17.0 REE , S X8 SEPEREHE T ISR TS | X W2 B ORI TAH O
SYHTIEE FHARST REAS ¢ K36, 224 S B A R DG A BT SR FH 5 250
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Table 1  Statistical characteristics of police officer students

AR b FEARSYIE FEAEL Horke (%) B3 ()
3 279 86.65
5 22
e 4 43 13.35 3
K— 137 42.55
R x= 84 26.09 322
K= 101 31.37
= 39 12.11
GIES 86 26.71
KR SR ] 94 29.19 322
IR H B 46 14.29
HLBIBA 57 17.70
, HR A 238 73.91
K H
23 TR 84 26.09 322
=
I 142 44.10
3
METFZ & 180 55.90 2

4 WHEIA

41 JEIRBMER (SCL-90)

SEIR AR R AT 00 NI H , 2482 SINKA MAR PO =L IAE. Bl IR
JE” CWEET TET L MBIXENL 1R 248, 340, 443 543, 90 NI H BRI ELE Y, A
53 /90 353, 90 AT H ALFE 10 A ER, INER 7 300 H BUS /100 H B R RS XHZ R R T TR,
ISR (1) BERFEFEREN 0.97, 28R FEREETE0.69 L E;  (2) HEE >0.7;
(3) S5HLL R N A RUE 8k
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MRS, APRCREANGF, B, JERGEIREE, A )25, ABURF LN 58, S AFIEHAL,
BERM, BEWMAE) . E (OBE AN, SCPrBESa, EUCHIBORE RS PkaR, whahitkig; 8k
RMEAR ], RO, ESFRRT ) o N (P BedRg, fHO, ARARSEN, 1HEEIONIREN, HAETI 2%,
SPEURGENE R, A¥EIILE, TREIRRT) AL 4RI B A 2 MR LS, SRS T 5. AR[EE
FIAAEIS PR T BUE AR, SRR (1) M4 L SR 00 B 45 R 5 B K,
PR L TR KT 60 43, WIUEIAAMG RIEIATR; (2) 408 P E. N&ZR, 5380,
65 7] 1 L R0 = R 2 Y kR A T 4SS R A R 43.4 ~ 56.7, 38.5 ~ 433 8(56.7 ~ 61.5, 38.5 LI F &Y
61.5 LA E;  (3) ZRUIMES A N —BE RS o« fHN 0.83,

43 ANOFTEB%RwOE
WRHEBARZIOPE . ARG . U . MR T NI T, il T AT R A AN AR,
AR 2,

F2 ANASEWE

Table 2 Population classification assignments

AR B
il =% 2=
T 1= Kk— 2=k~ 3= k=
il =% 2=k 3= kG 4= YR T 5= HLBIBA
2553 I=4KA 2= %4
AT 1= & =75
5 MIRSGR

51 ALZTFEFRVERREITHRAELSR

ABFFOR IR PR, XA 28 T2 BOIEAT OB, Sk A R4 322 6, R
100%.

5.1.1 ARTER R COIRE R B AL

(1) NEFE2EF SCL-90 P45 F

SRR, 7E SCL-90 MiArf, fAfE—ERER “EiR” , TEH—Lkd, W5 >2 5sE N+
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o =2 SrBSE R R E A CIEIRT , 49 A, RN 15.2%; 1EHE SR ECK 273 4, KBS
1% 84.8%.

(2) SCL-90 &3 F145 K43 5 Bl b

Tk FREA ¢ K5

HI: RN Z T 222 B AR AR R A 5 s B e W B 22 5, TR0 & 3 M
£ 4,

#= 3 WIRFERMAMERILR

Table 3 Comparison between participants and mainland students

WiH WETE¥R (322) Wb (872) kg (¢) P
A4k 1.21+0.35 1.41 +0.50 -10.304 0.000
HEIE 1.37+0.41 1.66 + 0.65 -12.961 0.000
N Brigusk 1.25+0.38 1.71 £0.53 -21.846 0.000
AR 1.13+£0.26 1.63 £ 0.61 —34.829 0.000
HEE 1.17 £0.30 1.52 £0.48 -20.962 0.000
ot 1.15£0.29 1.42 £0.65 -16.964 0.000
Rl 1.11+0.27 1.31 £0.46 -13.438 0.000
LR 1.12+0.27 1.43 +0.61 -19.847 0.000
R 93 12 1.12£0.22 1.35+0.47 -18.921 0.000

F4 WIRERMEEERILR

Table 4 Comparison of participants and national norm

iH INFETEREG (322) AEHEA (1388) g (¢) P
ARIARLE 121+035 1.37 £ 0.48 -8.224 0.000
SR E 1.37 +0.41 1.62 +0.58 -11.213 0.000
N Frfguek 1.25+0.38 1.65 +0.61 -18.992 0.000
AR 1.13+0.26 1.50 +0.59 -25.812 0.000
453753 1.17+0.30 1.39 +0.43 -13.253 0.000
Hoxt 1.15+0.29 1.46 £0.55 -19.465 0.000
il 1.11+0.27 1.23+041 -8.171 0.000
Ik 1.12+0.27 1.43 £0.57 -19.847 0.000
R 1.12+£0.22 1.29+0.42 -14.002 0.000

SREM . SRR LR, AL TE AT%%% SRAE A5 UG BE N A5 00 2 W IR b
WAL, SeEEERELILE, NETERAE - IRARACSE LA HE B 15 0 B IR T 2 E R

5.1.2 A% ?E@%ilufﬁ@%@ﬂﬁﬁﬁ/\u‘ TEEFHES

iz H KL g AN 7 2203 B BT %, A NS G T2z B PE ) AR AT TAERB AT AR KA sl ik A |
B A AN D AR T it .

(1) RIFERIH A S T2 5 SCL-90 12 5 Hg

Jrids MSTREAR ¢ K50

H e RS [FPE N R A 2 T8 2 AR RE AR B VT 38 T B 3R A5 0 S 38 43 R A~ I 15 ik A7 25 57
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Table 5 Differences in the mental health status of police officers and students of different genders

i H 2B (279) B (43) g (1) P
Ay 106.49 + 24.34 109.53 £ 17.26 -0.79 0.153
[N 1.20 + 0.34 1.28 + 0.35 -1.441 0.338
CiBte] 1.36 +0.42 1.41 £0.32 -0.748 0.039
N Prfgsk 1.25+0.39 1.23£0.25 0.31 0.049
AR 1.12+0.26 1.16 £+ 0.27 -0.996 0.753
g 1.16 £ 0.31 1.19£0.23 -0.617 0.538
Hoxt 1.15+0.29 1.17 £ 0.28 -0.548 0.952
RLHii 1.10 £ 0.28 1.15£0.23 -1.207 0.639
EE 1.13+0.29 1.11 +£0.15 -0.636 0.093
TR I 1.11£0.23 1.16 £0.16 -1.255 0.708

GESRFM . AL TES GRS R AR N URR Py B m T Ao A, ifesia A4 L
RIS B T A

(2) ARG AL T2 51 SCL-90 1Y 22 57 LA

Tk HRE 2507

HE: X R— . KRR AR A L T2 CUIEREAR [ PP 3R T B4 45 IR A543 01T 25 53 LU
L 6,

#*6 AFRERRRTEFRVERRRAEZR

Table 6 Differences in the mental health status of police officers and students of different grades

IiH K— (137) K (84) K= (101) F P
Ay 117.88 +28.5 98.12 + 11.06 99.29 + 16.77 30.946 0.000
ARiRLE 1.36 £ 0.43 1.10+0.17 1.11+£0.25 25.401 0.000
LS 1.56 + 0.46 1.21£0.26 1.23 +0.31 31.631 0.000
PN U 1.38 £ 0.44 1.15+0.21 1.25+£0.38 14.865 0.000
AR 1.22+0.33 1.05+0.11 1.06 +0.18 18.234 0.000
i 1.29 +0.38 1.05+0.11 1.09 +0.21 24.63 0.000
ot 1.23+0.37 1.09 +£0.18 1.08 +0.20 10.685 0.000
R 1.18 £+ 0.36 1.04+0.11 1.06 + 0.20 9.665 0.000
UEEA 1.23 +0.36 1.04 +0.09 1.06 +0.17 19.735 0.000
KT 1.19+£0.25 1.05+0.11 1.08 +£0.22 15.335 0.000

TR TR, ARER (BIR—. K=, K= WAL TE L0 ENRRI A B2
Zest e NHE—LRITARBIR LA MR T KRR R 22 BRSO, #EAT 13 n 10,
WFEZEFEERUNL T PR,
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Table 7 Multiple comparisons of the factors between different grades

1 (4E5) J (AE9) P2z (1-7) P

1 2 19.764 0.000

gy 3 18.596 0.000
2 3 -1.168 0.714

1 2 0.262 0.000

%N 4 3 0.255 0.000
2 3 -0.007 0.877

1 2 0.350 0.000

sG] 3 0.326 0.000
2 3 -0.024 0.672

1 2 0.232 0.000

N Bragak 3 0.213 0.000
2 3 -0.019 0.727

1 2 0.173 0.000

AR 3 0.162 0.000
2 3 -0.012 0.752

1 2 0.239 0.000

fEIE 3 0.208 0.000
2 3 -0.031 0.451

1 2 0.140 0.000

Hoxt 3 0.149 0.000
2 3 0.009 0.835

1 2 0.140 0.000

Rl 3 0.123 0.000
2 3 -0.017 0.663

1 2 0.194 0.000

e 3 0.170 0.000
2 3 -0.023 0.547

1 2 0.145 0.000

Fh R I 3 0.115 0.000
2 3 -0.030 0.320

FIARI R, B AR A LT ER Y G SR T — AR I A 2T B R ARG 5y [ DR B
MY 2 TR = ARG DITE SCL-90 25 4EE Z [RI AT W 22 5. SR, A TR AR S F
WU ER AP 2 RS YL T R 225 . IR APPSR A LN TRk A, AR
LA ERAFP A R B R T AU TER AR =AFR 01

(3) RFERIRA A% E2 5L SCL-90 BY2E 57 LA

Jrik: NETT =T

FAY: XPARCHIR A BT, P0G, okl IRE T AILSN AR~ BB A AEIR A PP rh S A
Wi A7 225 HeEL, BRI 8.

Tr 2T A RR], ARG AT, LG, kil IR LS AR~ B AEAEAR F IR R
Frilifs ey By AR o) FRIER T EARE R 2R S . Rt IRIEARDRIR A 2B B 25 5 Y
HANE0L, #E7 TRk, ZRa8RE0E o,

https://doi.org/10.35534/tppc.0606040 www.sciscanpub.com/journals/tppc



N

NETEZRINBER S AMBIHEAEXRIEHAZR
+ 323 -

#*8 ARFEAZFEZROEREERIER

Table 8 Multiple comparisons of the factors between different grades

IiH 2T (39) ML (86) ks (94)  JRHFT (46)  BLBABA (57) F P

Ay 103.49 +15.87 107.78 £24.92 11246 +£2944  99.61+13.5  104.6+19.03 2853  0.024

[ I¢ZN 4 1.16 +0.24 1.26 045 1.26 + 0.37 1.11 +£0.17 1.18 £ 0.28 2074 0.084
CHBte] 1.35+0.36 1.37 +0.41 1.42 +0.48 1.26 +0.29 1.36 + 0.39 1256 0.287

N Bk 1.21+0.31 1.24 +0.36 1.31 +0.41 1.15+0.25 1.29 + 0.46 1.739  0.141
FIAB 1.19+0.15 1.12+0.24 1.20£0.35 1.06 +0.15 1.10£0.20 3256 0.012
g 1.11+0.16 1.19+0.39 1.24 +0.36 1.17 +0.13 1.11+0.18 3.592  0.007
Hont 1.13+0.25 1.15+0.28 1.21+0.39 1.07 £0.13 1.12 £0.20 2211 0.068
Rl 1.07 £0.15 1.13 £0.33 1.15+0.34 1.03 £0.09 1.08 £0.18 1.988  0.096
TRk 1.08 +0.15 1.14+0.27 1.19+0.35 1.08 +0.19 1.09 + 0.23 2227 0.066

F R I 1.08 +0.13 1.13£0.22 1.16 + 0.26 1.06 +0.13 1.11 £0.23 1.801  0.128

79 BORMABEFEARKREALZTEFRZENSELRR

Table 9 Multiple comparisons of total scores and some factors among police officers from different sources

1 CRIE) J ORI a2 (1-7) P

GIES -4.292 0.340

e A -8.970 0.044

B UK H 3.878 0.444

HLEHBA -1.109 0.819

sy LA -4.678 0.179
= DIES TR T 8.170 0.055
GIRSITEN 3.183 0.424

A IR H BT 12.849 0.002

s HLEIBA 7.861 0.045

UKk AT HLElBA -4.988 0.280

GIES -0.035 0.477

sy PR -0.115 0.049

B IR 0.027 0.631

GIRSITEN -0.011 0.832

S A -0.080 0.036
LG UK H T 0.062 0.186

GIRSITEN 0.024 0.585

A TR T 0.142 0.002

2t HLEHBA 0.104 0.016

IR T LIRS -0.038 0.454

GIES -0.079 0.169

e A -0.134 0.018

B UK H 0.034 0.601

HLBlIBA -0.004 0.951

i PR -0.055 0.216
e DIES IR H 0.113 0.038
GIRSITEN 0.076 0.139

A TR T 0.168 0.002

s HLEIBA 1131 0.009

R IR -0.038 0.059

FIRI RN, ASFRDR AR A T B RS, . AR RIS T BB T A

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/tppc https://doi.org/10.35534/tppc.0606040



N

NETEZRINBER S AMBIHEAEXRIEHAZR

£ 324 -
Aok A% T, IR IIALSI BRI 01 ARk AR A% T & RS A hl’*ﬁﬁﬁﬂlﬂéﬁ’] N
FOURLL, fEMAERE 150> EAAE R 2, HASERIR A A a7 5 SRR A HLCHY

Ty ASERR AL AL T2 51 [ AR F IR T A &% T8 iﬁ*t TEFI%F%LTT
BEZES, HAFRR AP G R E T AR AR 2461
(4) AEZEHAA LT E 5 SCL-90 By 2= 57 LA
ik PUSTAEA ¢ K
B AL T EA R AR BERRIR AR Rt S s R T2 e bed, #EILEE 10,
# 10 ARENALRTFEXRCEERREER

Table 10 Differences in the mental health status of different categories of police officers

il AR (232) %A (90) kg (¢) P
JVi 108.77 +23.97 102.08 +21.71 2.309 0.022
Iz 1.24 £0.36 1.14+0.29 2.325 0.021
HRAE 1.40 £ 0.41 1.27 +0.39 2.687 0.008
N PBrfgak 1.27 +0.39 1.20 £ 0.35 1.455 0.147
TR 1.14 £ 0.27 1.19£0.23 1.645 0.101
453753 1.19+0.32 1.10£0.25 2391 0.017
HHO 1.15+0.28 1.13+£0.29 0.585 0.559
Rl 1.12+0.30 1.07 £0.20 1.414 0.158
e 1.15+£0.28 1.08 +0.23 2.129 0.034
TR 1.14£0.23 1.08 £0.18 2.178 0.030

WREER TR NETBGEAES R AL T ER A G, PR A 51O B E R U AT
PRk b2 AR T A APRBUR A T4 . IR 743 . SO 43 M 4 B SRR A2 BORTA B

SAb, AR F155r B By B Rk Az 2 1 B B AE R A2 5L

(5) PlAEF LA 2185 URMEAR S AE Lo S 2 T2 Dt SCL-90 1922 57 UK

Jrik: TSLREAR ¢ K

H: R A T2 0% T8 BUERER A PR e RAs (4 S8 40 A& AR A9 40 i A7 22
S, FEWLE 1L,

F 11 MEFLMIEMEFLALRTEZROERRRAER

Table 11  Differences in the mental health status of the only child and the non-only child police students

IiH AL (142) A F4 (180) K (r) P
Javs 106.9 +23.58 106.89 = 23.54 0.005 0.996
I¢EN Y 1.21 £0.39 1.21 £0.31 -0.112 0911
RIE 1.37 £ 0.44 1.36 + 0.39 0.356 0.722
PNGN 1Y 1.24 £0.35 1.26 +0.40 -0.412 0.681
IR 1.13+0.27 1.13+0.25 0.309 0.757
IR 1.16 £0.29 1.17+0.31 -0.386 0.700
Hoxt 1.12+0.26 1.17 £ 031 -1.320 0.188
2 1.12£0.26 1.12 £ 0.30 -1.200 0.231
TR 1.14 £ 0.30 1.12+0.25 0.615 0.539
AT 1.12+0.23 1.12+0.21 0.141 0.888
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MSIAEAS ¢ BRI R RN, AT A 2B BORAR AR T B A 2 T8~ AEREAR F PP R4S
PRI E WA IR, SR e o DL o AR 2 22 5 (0 B BR DU AN K

52 AZTFEZFRANESHHR
UHREM T, SR ST ARG I, JERI 322 6, PRI 276 1,

E&iﬁﬂ%7%o
5.2.1 NETEZEINEIHELSRIE R
G EPQ TR S, BilF /- WLLR =R, (1) T <3858 T > 61.5 B, iy,
T < 6150, Mfiim#;
HEWE 12,

(2) 4385 <T<4348H 567 < (3) X434 < T <5670, Fyjajsl,
AWfsEh, P, E. N. LEFERTEBSAHINT,

F 12 ABEHESERMITEEN S

Table 12 Distribution of the subtypes of the personality trait subscales

P E N L
S n=30 10.87% n=83 30.07% n=185 67.03% n=29 10.51%
] 5 n=151 54.71% n=136 49.28% n=53 19.20% n=165 59.78%
fistr 29 n=95 34.42% n=57_20.65% n=38_13.77% n=82 29.71%

MREY, NALTEERIEPER, EREK. LR ENEIE, AL TEEEX =R L
WA T EERAEMER (NER) W mE, FrERz

- MR i 1) RUAH XD

DRSS
AR
XN f G S RS ASGE— 2 Xy, RO 13 s

ANRTFEZREMSREESHIRER

* 13
Table 13 Distribution of various temperament types of police officers and police students
=R i Z M5 R BT AR rr ) A
N 13 144 47 15 57
L f5) 4.71% 52.174% 17.029% 5.435% 20.652%

FAUBEREL R, Z i AR 2, it S B —F, HUCR e,

RN, A% T B E G AEN
d Y 20.652%, S5 = RREROR, 5 RABUR 17.029%, /DRGSR, A BB 5.435%.
5.22 ARTEEREPQZEEEANOSITELE LHER
R ¥R LR

R EREY EPQ R PULE M BUETAFE N OG22 5 AR (B2
FI4FEZ (RK—2200, RT220 . R=2201) | ARIZEE] (AERAZER . BRaEA2AR ) | RESRIE (FLE.
BRmAFa (T4, BT ) AL S22 R

IR kGt BT, PLEhBN) | 2
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(1) ARETERN A 2B 5 EPQ 1257 AL
Tik: PSR ¢ KR
F . RN TRIE S 28 22 AR SRR s AR IS0 25 A AT A T 22 S LA, BRIL A 140

F 14 ARMEANZERABFIEER

Table 14  Differences in personality characteristics of different gender trainees

S| H2ER (243) bt (33) kg (r) P
EPQ-E 54.92 £9.71 57.58 £ 9.45 -1.481 0.140
EPQ-N 36.81+12.14 38.18 £ 8.64 -0.627 0.531
EPQ-P 47.78 + 8.91 4939 +8.27 -0.986 0.325
EPQ-L 49.65 + 8.65 50.76 + 7.08 -0.704 0.482

MR A &FﬁfJE”J LB U R SIS, T A A KSR DU 4 18 T B35 28 5%
(2) RNFEAFFI N LT 5 EPQ RY2E 5 AR

Ttk i%‘?ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ

FA ARG 28 B A SRR S NI S AEEAG  HEA T 28 5 LU, TR A2 15,

# 15 ARERFRANBFHFIEESR

Table 15 Differences in personality characteristics of different gender trainees

WiH K— (121) K= (73) K= (82) F P
EPQ-E 54.13 £ 10.38 56.44 + 8.44 55.79 £ 9.64 1.485 0.228
EPQ-N 40.99 + 12.41 35.14 £ 10.31 32.68 +10.10 14.724 0.000
EPQ-P 49.38 + 8.84 48.77 £10.23 45.18 + 6.69 6.140 0.002
EPQ-L 46.65 +9.32 51.37 £ 6.94 52.99 +6.71 17.225 0.000

TIZEMTAERRI], AT B2 AR RGN, Frilss i AR FREAE N AN RE L =M

ZIZERA R, B RS EAEMEAERE L, B AR R AR A Z T2 5 RTARRS

BT URIEIRE Bl R AR RN 22 %imfﬁﬁ%iﬁzﬁo N T PHE AR R TARSR
BB ED Y52 B Z 2R RS O, HEAT T 3RS, SRR A 16,

F16 N, P, L AFEARERHNFRENZELLR

Table 16  Multiple comparisons of NV, P, L factors among trainees of different grades

I () J (R4 W2 (1-7) P
1 2 5.855 0.001
EPQ-N 3 8.309 0.000
2 3 2.454 0.175
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gk
1 (4E5) J 450 WEZE (1)) P

1 2 0.613 0.634

EPQ-P 3 4.197 0.001

2 3 3.584 0.011

2 -4.717 0.000

EPQ-L 3 -6.335 0.000

2 3 -1.681 0.211

SR 78 EPQ RIS RAERE T, A B R ARG 5 R ARG B RO i
FIEF AR, B ARB A LT ER AR SRR I — AR R ARG e L 2 AP B 22 5, B
Bl R = ARG T B2 BT AR R — RN L B2 B Z MR 5 22 57 . HP i AR
IR — A 22 G SRR SO NAR I B0 A 22 S AR JEE TR A b de i, W38 R T3 NI MR L24 615 7E EPQ
[ B HAE I BAEEE , A R TER AR MR AR Z MR EE S, HRARN AL TER 4
G AR = ARG UL, R—AFa 0 W R R TR =R A AR I 2~ — AR IR ARG 5
[ RRR HL AR = AR DL, ROAFGee AR R s TR =4 18 LAEE T, AL ER AR
PAR =AY DUC N E 25, (AR R —AFA BRI R AF QA B L, 2R, RN
PRI PEAE RS0 L TR —AFGee 5y, AR, FEX—4ERE, RIPREEL AR = 4R 90 5150 W e
19 TR AR R —AFZ 24 5%

(3) AR A LA B 5 EPQ 19225 AL

Jrik: WNETTE T

F: B ARGRIR A&, P0G, kel IRIIT . BLBHEAAY 22 B AE SRR se A I 3645 4
JERRIrIEAT 22 S LB, PRI 17

F N7 AEFRBEFERAEFHEESR

Table 17 Differences in personality characteristics of trainees from different sources

iH AT (33) LK (76) ik (83) YR (36)  HLBBA (48) F P
EPQ-E  55.61+£10.66  55.59+10.42 54.22 £9.64 55.14 £ 7.61 56.25+£9.54 0395 0812
EPQ-N 34.85+9.56 3895+13.07 3801x12.15 3347+11.07 36.15+1028 1.843  0.121
EPQ-P  49.09 £ 12.65 46.71 +6.76 48.86 +9.32 48.75 +7.69 4708 +8.56 0917 0454
EPQ-L 50.61 + 7.04 49.74 +7.48 48.49 +9.39 51.11+8.71 50.52+9.01  0.869  0.483

DN . TEARCHIR FETL, HLOC, Jkauh . IR T AIBLEN BN A 232 8 B e SRR oE A ) 4
ME. N, P, LYEJE FIRAT BERES

(4) RFEZEBIG N LT G EPQ RYZE 5 AL

Jrides MSLREAR ¢ Kl

FIAY . R AR R AR AR AR B 2 T2 B SORR sE NS IS4 A PEAT  HEA T 22 53 LU, PRILE 18,
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Table 18 Differences in personality characteristics of different categories
RgE| ARA: (197) Tk (79) 6 (1) P
EPQ-E 54.95 +10.03 55.95 + 8.85 -0.774 0.440
EPQ-N 36.95+11.47 37.03 £ 12.57 -0.450 0.964
EPQ-P 47.41 +8.23 49.37 + 10.11 -1.668 0.096
EPQ-L 49.44 + 8.85 50.63 + 7.44 -1.056 0.292

R AERANAL TES: RAGGEE N AL T = R RN EN E. N, P LY
IRCZERTE S L, .

(5) MAFAAARIAE F A2 T 5 EPQ 2557 i

Jrik: TSR ¢ K

H B A 2 i 8 2T 2 ORI I AR L0 10 28 T8 BULE SRR e A T 3045 Ak EAT 43 i
2R, PRI 19,

F19 ERAMEFLFERABFEES

Table 19 Shows the personality differences of the only-child student characteristics

i H MmAFLr (142) el E 4 (180) kg (1) P
EPQ-E 55.21+9.76 55.26 + 9.63 -0.044 0.965
EPQ-N 38.47+12.18 35.81+11.35 1.875 0.062
EPQ-P 48.64 +9.20 4745 £ 8.54 1.106 0.270
EPQ-L 49.17 £9.02 50.26 + 8.01 -1.055 0.292

MR BN A F LB LT EE D AAEME F LA G T2 R E R NGB E. N, P, L
HE LA R EES

53 AZTEZFRINERRINT S AMSRHESERIEHAS

53.1 AZTEZFOEBBKILES MERERMERR#
R BRBRIEAR ST, R AT e B R AR R %1862 BN R DA HE A T

T, TR 20,

20 DEERS ASEHERXHR

Table 20 Mental health and personality characteristics

EPQ-E EPQ-N EPQ-P EPQ-L

may -0.190" 0.658" 0.176” —0.465"
II¢ENIS -0.147" 0.484" 0.198" -0.333"
R IE -0.191" 0.587" 0.114 -0.448"
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EPQ-E EPQ-N EPQ-P EPQ-L

N Prfgak -0.175" 0.568° 0.098 -0.442"
EIE -0.174" 0.619" 0.1717 -0.395"

459753 -0.168" 0.601" 0.146" -0.395"

5908 -0.117 0.605™ 0.150" -0.361"

A -0.170" 0.543" 0.063 -0.326"

ik -0.143" 0.519” 0.193™ —0.449™

F -0.171" 0.488" 0.101 -0.333"

E:or AT 0.05 KR TFRFAME,; B AFE 001 KTFEFAE,

XN BT G BYE R S ARG, 7E EPQ iR P E A5 5 SCL-90 HEFR M 543 |
LN s N S N 10, 17 R s N 17 B s M =9 =45 e s .11 [ N [ 72 2 T i b e el TS
WEAAK, HMXRELXHETE 0.143 ~ 0.191 Z[Al; 7€ EPQ & N £ SCL-90 H & 1) B
I3 VA4S T R FAS A B IR A, MO R B XHEAE 0.484 ~ 0.658 ZIH]; 7E EPQ B3R+ p mRG5
5 SCL-90 R B . ARMARILH 7. AR, MBI T B, IRPE 72 B DG, AHOC R B EAE
0.063 ~ 0.198 ZJi]; £ EPQ fEFE L #5015 SCL-90 1 M3 M4 N 10> Z Al FEAE & TEAESE, #H
RERBANHETE 0326 ~ 0465 Z[H], KR, AL T E2 I AR FEOE S FL O PRI E DIAE G

5.3.2 ANRTFEFGOIEEFM R E R E 458

ABFFERT 28 2T 2 5O BRAE AR DG R AR WA 5387, LA SCL-90 [136 ) i f5 5 43 A IR AR 4t
H2Ege i 8RR EPQ [ DU REAS 50 A ARG, bk, g@r R, PEILE 21,

F 21 OEERAXERNLEESH

Table 21 Regression analysis of mental health-related factors

BAS [RIAS i R F B B t P

( Constant ) SCL-90 &4 0.51 56.239™ 121.467 10.293 0

EPQ-N 1.116 0.532 10.749 0
EPQ-L -0.468 -0.16 -3.234 0.001
eS| —7.398 -0.136 -3.171 0.002
A2 -3.649 -0.125 -2.729 0.007
EPQ-E -0.267 -0.105 —2.44 0.015

E e E R P<0.001,

iR, AETEFRELXRTAEM G T NG, L4, E4E 5 &K% 501
A PR ARG A WA AR, HRO AN . ZoTEIA R Y (SCL-90 41 ) =
121.467+1.116x (FIZJ5) -0.468x (HEIMTE ) —7.398x 25| -3.649x 4EL —0.267x (NAME] ) o X ELAF L
[Flfi# R T SCL-90 EVE R 51.0%, b, SCRRE ARG Y N G- REXS A4 17827 51O I B 2 1E
WITNVER, SCRRSE A NG LAERE | E 4R DL N VG AR G 28 1] AR A8 2 02 D0 e
B 3 71 [ T A 1
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Research on the Correlation Between Mental Health and

Personality Characteristics of Public Security Police Trainees
Li Weiguo Zhang Xinying

School of Political Science, National Defense University, Shanghai

Abstract: In this study, a cluster random sampling method was adopted, and a total of 322 students from
freshman to junior college of public security police were investigated by symptom self-rating scale (SCL-
90) and Eysenck Personality Questionnaire (adult version) (EPQ). The following conclusions were drawn:
The scores of somatization and other factors in the symptom self-rating scale were lower than the national
norm. Gender, grade, source, category and other factors have a significant impact on the mental health of
public security police trainees; The average score of male public security police students in interpersonal
sensitivity is significantly higher than that of female students, while the average score of female students
in compulsion factor is significantly higher than that of male students. The public security police trainees
are mainly intermediate in the three characteristics of spiritual quality, internal and external orientation
and concealment. The neuroticism is dominated by the typical type. The freshman public security police
students have fluctuating emotions, and they are prone to intense emotions when things happen. In the
adult version of Eysenck personality questionnaire (Eysenck), neuroticism has a positive predictive effect
on the mental health level of public security police trainees, while the internal and external dimension (E)
and the masking dimension (L) of EPQ have a negative predictive effect on the mental health of public
security police trainees.

Key words: Mental health; Personality characteristics; Public security police cadet
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