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[ Abstract] Objective: To investigate the emotion, conduct and personality of high school students in
Guizhou province. Methods: Strength and difficulty questionnaire ( SDQ) and Eysenck personality
questionnaire (EPQ) were performed in 2897 high school students in Guizhou province. The scores
were compared with the norms in Shanghai. Results; There was significant difference in scores of SDQ
and EPQ among different gender and grade students. Scores of each SDQ difficulty factor of local
students were higher than those of the norms in Shanghai. SDQ factors were correlated with the dimen-
sions of personality. Conclusions: Psychological health status among Guizhou high school students is
not optimistic. Attention should be paid to psychological health education of adolescent.
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Tab.1 Comparison of SDQ scores among different gender and grade students
SDO 45t MR (4) AR ()

" H(n=1299) 4 (n=1598) WP (n=1336) E(n=1561)
(RN 3.34 +2.03 3.67 2. 16 4.191% 3.23+2.28 3.77+1.92 6. 853
15 7) 5 4.23 £2.47 4.13 £2.68 1. 001 2.68 £1.62 5.45 £2.58 35.164@
SRS 5.24 +2.01 5.06 +£2.02 2.313W 4.42 £2.10 5.76 +1.71 18.625%
[i5] £ ) £t 3.54+1.54 3.22+1.56 5.413@ 3.27+1.70 3.44 +1.41 2.986%
S PR 16.34 +5.56 16.09 +5. 69 1.207 13.60 +5.17 18.43 +5.03 25.448%
SERE TN 5.08 £2.50 5.64 £2.61 5.780% 6.66 £2.08 4.30 £2.47 27.933@

OB L, P <0.05,2 P <0.01
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Tab.2 Comparison of EPQ scores among different gender and grade students

- PN () FHAEG (A7)
EPQ /34 ) -
W(n=1299) Z(n=1598) W (n=1336) B9 (n=1561)
KB 8.24 £3.45 7.89 £3.76 2.637" 7.65 +£3.96 8.39 +3.28 5.405"
PSP 12.43 +3. 81 12.30 +3. 85 0. 882 12.43 £3.71 12.30 +3.94 0. 883
T2 12.53 +4.23 12.61 £4.21 0. 502 11. 83 £4. 67 13.21 £3.68 8. 734"
i 10.34 +2. 89 10. 66 +2.91 3.004" 10. 81 +3.38 10.27 £2.41 4,937

VB, P <0. 01
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Tab.3  Comparison of SDQ scores between students

of Guizhou province and the norms in Shanghai

SDO 431k FME A BT .
(n=2897) (n=806)
AN 3.52+2.11 2.38+2.08  13.608"
AR 4.1822.59  2.54+1.48  17.211V
SRR IE ) 5.14 £2.02 3.64 £2.24  18.197"
FfEREE  3.36+1.55 3.36£1.59  0.000
MEEYE  16.20+5.63  11.92£4.99  19.551
SEkES T 5.39+2.58 7.03£2.00 16.704"

O iglEL, P <0.01
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Tab.4  Correlation coefficients of SDQ and EPQ

SDQ 41— RRQ R
W NS AR Vi
TELRE® 01977 -0.072  0.4159  -0.125"
FAERE 0.2390 —0.211"  0.3410 —0.240"
SEEEST 0.253 —0.167"" 0.370Y  0.325"
FREREEE 0.1100  -0.198 0.170"  -0.002
BARME  0.3040  —0.238" 0.491V  —0.254"
et -0.228Y  0.3380 —0.198Y  0.201""
P <0.05
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Tab.2 Test results of furfural contents

in different batches of wine

FE i FEah F i (mg/L) RSD (%)
NM1 38.19 1.43
NM2 34.46 2.08
NM3 35. 64 1.67
NM4 36. 13 1.74
NM5 35.33 2.03
M1 42.11 0.98
M2 40. 94 1.25
M3 42. 68 1.32
M4 40.75 1.27
M5 41.34 1. 41
GTI1 39.29 1.16
GTJ2 36. 84 1.72
GTJ3 37.62 1.27
GTJ4 36.53 1.37
GTJ5 37.83 1.26
BG1 49.26 2.06
BG2 49.75 2.54
BG3 49.33 2.13
BG4 49. 35 2.04
BG5 49. 44 2.05
MHT1 26. 10 2.67
MHT2 24.09 1.56
MHT3 25.12 1.43
MHT4 25.78 1.38
MHTS 26. 20 1. 54
CL1 27.93 1.93
CL2 27.39 1.78
CL3 26.97 2.05
Cl4 27.45 2.00
CLS 26.58 1.83
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