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Table 1. academic stress, dropout intention, academic
procrastination correlation

academic dropout academic
stress intention procrastination
dropout intention .393**
academic 214%% 01*
procrastination

*P<05, *+p<01
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Table 2. The effect of academic stress on dropout intention

Non
-standardization
Indep_endent factor 8 ; F R?
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B Standard
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academic 6.28 39.44
oiress .089 .014 .393 . o .15
***p<001
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Table 3. The effect of academic stress on academic
procrastination
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Table 4. Mediated Effects of academic procrastination on the
Impact of academic stress on dropout intention
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academic dropout
stress intentiol

academic
procrastinatio

academic
stress

Fig. 1 Mediated Effects of academic procrastination on the Impact of
academic stress on dropout intention
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