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Social Support Mediate the Associations Between Gratitude and
Post-traumatic Growth in Middle School Students
at 3.5 Years After Wenchuan Earthquake

ZHOU Xiao' AN Yuan-yuan'® WU Xinchun' CHEN He-giong® LONG Chao-min*
( 1. School of Psychology Institute of Developmental Psychology Beijing Normal University Beijing 100875;
2 School of Psychology Nanjing Normal University Nanjing 210097; 3. Yingxiu Middle School Wenchuan 623003;
4. Wenchuan Middle School Wenchuan 623000)

Abstract: The current study was to investigate the relationship among gratitude social support and post-traumatic
growth among 376 middle school students at 3. 5 years after Wenchuan earthquake. The results found that: (1) The
level of PTG of middle school students were higher the level of perceived changes in self and change in relationship
with others are higher than the level of changed philosophy of life female students have more changed sense in
philosophy of life than male students and the students in seventh grade was lower than others grades. (2) Both
gratitude and social support were positively related to post-traumatic growth. ( 3) Social support mediate the
associations between gratitude and post-traumatic growth. The results indicated that for middle school students after
three years after Wenchuan earthquake gratitude not only had a direct effect on post-traumatic growth but also had
an indirect effect on post-traumatic growth throught social support.

Key words: middle school students gratitude post-traumatic growth social support mediation

(60 )
Comparison of the Learning Process and Selective Attention
between Referential Communicators

ZHANG Heng-chao
( Department of Psychology in Tianjin University of Commerce Tianjin 300134)

Abstract: The study took the undergraduate students as the experimental object and designed the experimental
materials of virtual aliens. It created the tasks of functional prediction and dimensional selection to explore the
characteristics of the learning process and selective attention between referential communicators by the paradigm of
referential communication. The results showed that: From Block 2 the scores of the high-score group were
extremely significantly higher than the low-score group. The overall results of dimensional selection of high-score
group were significantly better than low-score group. The results of non-relative dimensional selection made a good
manifestation. The results suggested that: The learning process between referential communicators was unbalanced.
The overall levels of selective attention were unbalanced and the imbalance was reflected by the concentration level
of selective attention.

Key words: referential communication; learning process; selective attention; imbalance
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