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Abstract

Objectives: To explore the difference in self-esteem structure between Cluster C personality dis-
orders students and normal students, and the mediator effect of self-esteem between counterfac-
tual thinking and Cluster C personality disorders symptoms. The present study hopes to provide
empirical evidences for clinical intervention to students with personality disorders. Methods:
PDQC-2 (Personality Disorders Questionnaire for CCMD-2-R) was administered to a sample which
consisted of 1757 students to screen personality disorders. The number of people with single
Cluster C personality disorders was as follows: OBC-36, AVD-31 and DEP-14, and 52 normal sub-
jects were invited to finish the questionnaires. The questionnaires contain 5 parts: BCPQ (Bedtime
Counterfactual Processing Questionnaire), RSES (Rosenberg Self-Esteem Scale), MCSD (Mar-
lowe-Crowne Social Desirability Scale), CSES (Contingencies of Self-Esteem Scale) and ISES (Insta-
bility of Self-Esteem Scale). Results: 1) The scores of contingent self-esteem and instable
self-esteem in the Cluster C personality disorders were higher than those in the control group. 2)
Counterfactual thinking and instable self-esteem were the risk factors to all Cluster-C personality
disorders. Counterfactual thinking and defensive self-esteem could positively predict OBC. Explicit
self-esteem was a negative predictor for AVD, which was positively predicted by Counterfactual
thinking. 3) Counterfactual thinking can effect upon Cluster C personality disorders via instable
self-esteem. Conclusions: The structure of self-esteem of college students with Cluster C personal-
ity disorders is characterized by instable self-esteem and high degree of contingencies, and the
structure of self-esteem of college students with all Cluster C personality disorders is heterogene-
ous. Instable self-esteem and counterfactual thinking are risk factors for Cluster C personality
disorders. Counterfactual thinking can directly affect the detection of Cluster C personality dis-
orders, and can also affect the detection of Cluster C personality disorders through instable
self-esteem.
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IR (14 N )X BB (52 N) AT HERT R B L B 414 . Rosenberg H B ER. Marlowe-Crownett&
BHEER. #HEEER. FTREHEERNWABRE. 4R: O CRABESBMAHALMNTHEMRIR
THEASMRTHR4A, CREEARERMRRZELESBENESSEFERE: @ AFREBEMNKR
S B YETT AT CIR RS IRAS BUA s B A M B e T s B 4 T DA I v TR0 55 i B N\ % A AR H
A B BN RS /BB R ARG A AR, RELBENHEERTNER; @ AMReEBEAE
RESZ B ECRARKIERAH 2 BES>HNER. 418 CRARERBMGINKEE BEENFRANE
BARE, #MUEEEE, HCERZFRAKESHN KREENBEEWEGREME:; S REaEAR
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(R 222K AR 25, 2001) FEHIRIE 12 5 Fi vt F M (Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders,
DSM) 55 TR AA BRAT X 732 10 B, AR &l A A% BRAS 8] A5 B AR A AR LR B2, St — 3800
ZORRHECGAE AL EHE B K O)o Hirh C RN IRAG AR R . HOBURT [l =AY 5, FLIE A i PR 3R
DU E R BMR R SIBRVER 41T . oA N FEAT R —Fiouf UM RR P . 5836 3 SUMFEHI G &
s MO NS B AG R I — PG ) L Ik FE 75 A MR B ) ORSA T A =Xy A8 [ Y N A% B o — b
FEAZANEI AL, R B PAN L B BURR . AR B AG  DR HEAS N AR 305 XURS R B 28 0 e 0 Ak 25 AR
I B A AT N AE S I ThREAN 2, Femr At S ThRE SV T RE . JTaEsR, BORBZ KptFim = T
H 5 N B B F AL N FIR R R IR, REHT TR W AR BT & AL 2 DA H1 D) BEAF AL B (Morrison
& Gilbert, 2001).

RSB E E O R RS, AT A SRS A R — RO BRI . A AR S
Y, By 1 A SRR R, MR R AT DL B MA R g S SR e P, AN SR B A A 815 B
SR Le AN BE A0 Bl T P 1 e T 52 JELZE 0 2 L AN AR BE N 1 R ARANR 82 T AR AR 36 2 v (BB AR 4, 151
H, 2009). RFSLBLEA—FE B ERERERLE, SLCREY], ML RN ES R —FE
AT, XA AT AT B MR G i s 4, AT R e kAN AR T 2 T R g (e, TR AT,
THIEAE, 2009). R AARBEAG ) S 2 S AR s ANBURT BL T AR BRAS AR 25 R, 38 REHG hoxs A kg
BRAS AT D R R % R PR

H &R TSR B SRR R B, TRAFES M. Kerni (2003)I0 4 H BEVEFIA R —
fy, TRFBIER, HYSAAAEZ R, @O REE AR IPEE . K8, A
HE. SFEAERA—FE ENURER . F R ARG E BTl 7S ANE B EK-F 207 H &
S G R IR . AT E R C R NFEBERSAEAE H B B R 77, 2018 £, 577,
20165 4%, J7T, 2013)e A AT TH(2013)%F B T NAS BRG] K& AR IE B R AR ) B A, K
P AL B C R B AR PRSI IL [FRS i, AN B BRI B A 1 B 25 K1 DA A d v s [ 3 2
i, AFRENEH BKT PLRa R A, ol M f sy, MOARASY AN 2 BB B B AANAR E M B K
SR T A .

HATA AT A, C FAMBEISAAE H B RTE. AN — D EEE, MR, %
547 RS AR KGR, o S YR Dy BB A RIS A 9 MR DA S (D00, 2 J55kE, 2016),
M EF C SN R RS 7 257 (4 15 25 P P Dod e S S S JBAE S JLAr o K22 2R R A b € 2B AHE
BRAS A AL R B, RN H T C R A RS 5] 2 75 B 1AL S DU e S BB . W] T TR e ot O s 1
BRI T ORI R . DR, ST BL C 2R AAE BRRS 1) K2 A A AR B, AR BOZ A IR B2 1)
P EPEAAAE RN, B SRR Sl S S S BTN R A2 C 2R NG BRRSHTE 1 A L

2. AR
2.1. HFRMR

X 2R A8 FE R R A AR AT H A Ir A I, SRl m 2 1757 6y, SIBRTCRUR A 246 4, 13315 20
& 1511 1y, MEH RN 86%. HHE in) & il J5 NS BEAG PRI 45 3, —TeILA s i 129 A,
i 2N 8.54%, FERE/FIERL 906 N, THHIERN 6.35%, KA 39 N, FiitHR N 2.58%. it HRHaH
T B LR s R L AR/ BRI ARG IR L AT 2 T, X IR A R I 1)
&R AR B T0H 3 KT LRI R RES 5 mRIMAE 78 OBC-36 A (B
14 N, @422 N), AVD-31 A(B4 21 A, L4210 N), DEP-14 A(B45 N, &4 9 N), H-52 N(5
27 N, A 25 N).
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22. fiIRIAE

2.2.1. ABEERTEEEE(PDQC-2)

s AR, 2R AR 200 D) g, S R E ST R, RS B AOR 23 RS W br e
(CCMD-2-R)f)— M NIKBEISTR A 4, & 8 NRBNKERIGERE R, HOBR, FRg/ P, R,
WEHA, WA, R, RAbeAY), 94 ANKH. 4 tsr: 0= Rk, 1= Rk, 2 = &%
i, 3= BURintt. 7RSI AAK RS LAT 2 5 3 23 5% H AuR I 2 2 S A% B — (. A 16
ANEH, H 2 803 Ak B R 8 M)A HAZ R M. A 2 a2 AN PAE 2% H R 125 ai ] 25
TVEHFIE FHATRA G . Z I SE R REF, REUZH .

2.2.2. BERTR BB 45 BCPQ)

1 Schmidt A1 Linden (2009)4 il F LA 1™ A B i s = 52 JEL A H B ) 4 236 DL R AR B D DS 1 I IKS
ZilRIE A SN YL . AR 7 MR E ARG, RA 0~4 355 0Ty, 0= JUPHRA, 4= BT,
1593 8 1oy N HEE I B S R H AR R sy . B FE R, 1M1 o RECH 0.86.

2.2.3. Rosenberg BB E 3K (RSES)

T IE S EKTFRIAMNE A%, 10 NMEHAR, il Bk & R 2 BE B O,
4 k5 1= BARE, 2= G, 3= 15, 4= FE/FE, Go8E, BEKTPESE. ERER
WL A, dk, 5k, 1999). BFFTH, 1ZERM a RECN 0.79,

2.2.4. Marlowe-Crowne {t S EISEERMCSD)

T IEAMABG 1 2, 1 Marlowe F1 Crowne 4], 783 SR IR, a 205 0.73~0.88,
H33A%KHE, KH “B” . B 11 004y, SlEEREBE RN FRGER 4, AR, HE,
1999). #FFAH, BT ZEREHAH1,0)7 05, #HH Cuttman {524 0.70~0.72.

2.2.5. HBEEER(CSES)

T &E%4 8 & . B Paradise fll Kernis (1999)4m#], FEHTMEFHLER. TFbrdE. A
Mt BERRE . B 15 MKH, RA S R0 = EFEATFE. 5= EHFH), L2, 9. 11, 13,
15 8 45, S ETEFEITE 15~75 2Z (8], 73 B0k =R H B AR MRl s o i R 1 A3 — B 2 a = 0.85,
W, ZEERN a 750N 0.72.

2.2.6. T EEBHEERJSES)

F T 8 AF& 52 H % (1 Chabrol 28 A4, .45 4 MNUA R NRIA %K H, 8 $18 5 RSES #H,
GEET IR B EZ: EFER. AE. AREERAFER, NEMRIEEHESENHT0=
WMAFE, 3= dEFFAE)", &5 0~12, HPH—2 2% a=0.89, HIMEE r=0.89 (Henri, Amélie, &
Stacey, 2006). W7, ZEEM a ZECN 091,

2.3. Gt AL

KH SPSS 16.0 FEATMALFEA ¢ K256 AHR M. Logistic [FIHSM T H /SN AG S -
3. R
3.1. B—xHA C X ARBERHIEEBEER0RN

KSR ¢ RISttt ridAa g i — A C SRS Al i 241 55 36 HRALAE 5 B S RS B2
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S, SR 1, CRNEEEISBUR LT B SAARUE B 3570 = T L(p < 0.01), B HERCRE.

NIRN T il C S B R NS BRG] K 22 A2 10 S M i, T TR AR R 37 20 TR C 28
FES AR RG2S )R 2 M A B2, SR K 1, AN E SRS b, R4S 8/
B AR BRG] 22 7 B GE i 22 L (p < 0.05); B MTE B 157 b, R B AR A 415 £ /0]

Table 1. Means and standard deviations on self-esteem between students within Cluster C personality disorders and normal

students (x £SD)
F 1 BB C EXAREBMELESHNBEZEEBBEINERKRI(X+SD)
C %(n=281) H(n=52) t d HE—B o
RESE 29.12+4.12 29.98 +3.08 -1.285 0.23 H>AVD
OBC=H;
MCSD 15.85 +4.45 16.10 +5.67 —0.263 0.05 OBC > AVD;
OBC > DEP
CSES 50.64 +5.97 47.77 +6.61 2596 0.46 AVD>H
" DEP > H;
ISES 7.60+2.17 6.38+2.27 3.113 0.55 o

7: RESE f84ME %, MCSD #aBifHitE F &, CSES 8% %, ISES IiAFaE F B, H fRxIR4l, AVD f8H: 8/ EIBER A [hS, OBC
faoRia B A% BEAS, DEP MBI AMSIERS, *p<0.05, **p<0.01,

W AR BRGNS BRAGAL 2 IA) 22 R B Goit 2 8 30 4P E A0 b, A f8/mhE R A

& RG LA B 2H 2 [A) 22 53 B Giith 7 U (p < 0.05), TAEATEE B 84370 b, WO A& RRGAL. £
JE /[ 38 R N M PR 2 55 0 2 2 18] 22 S ) B i 22 8 X (p < 0.05).

32. RELBHESEEENE—THE C RABERFMHIEE LA

AT R, RS SE Y 54N B B KT U 55 (r = -0.23, p < 0.05), 5% A%
(r=0.30, p < 0.05)FIAFaE HE(r=0.31, p<0.05/ERENKTFHIIEF>.

DA% BRI s By F AR, DL C R AAERRAS AL HON RIS 50 = TE AMEBRAS ], 1=C 2K
NAG BRG] ), HEAT logistic B HT. B R A SRIEEESL A7/, SR, KA ENEIHR
B(B) J wald Giit B A B3 B EVEKFE(B = 0.048, wald = 2.139, p > 0.05), FHIZAF H BN [A]
F7 R WCRAEZE D R NE 2, Al 3SR S BYExT C N FRrG 1k 3 B3 K
SRR o MR AR R Nagelkerke R™=0.15, TN IERIZIE 70.7%, ROC Hi £k WA 5N R A 3 2 2%
PE/KF(Area = 0.67 F110.68, p <0.01), FUEHLBEAR I F BB (145 745 T £dli (p > 0.05).

PRI 2 A IO 25 TR AR A B, DA IE B B s B 4E o AR R, DARRIa B A A RS R oA
AR R0 = BRSSPI, | = RiaA AAKBEAFMIF), HEAT logistic [RIA 2 #T. & 56 R aia ik
[T, 455 BoR 41 B ) 2 4(B) & wald it B0 A I8 B B3 K (B = 0.05, wald = 1.58,
p>0.05), RIUIFKMEHBEANNEIETTRE . SR ) FEAEGINA S, 7R % 2 fox, cEseBgE
(¥ ] D) 2R 00k ) 3 M AT, A 1 2 [T R B (B 3 KO, B AR B Nagelkerke R*= 0.20,
TR ER 2655 66%, AU EEAR 50 1 3R B A Y (il THIDLA T 308 (p > 0.05).

HRHE 22 S A I 25 SRR A i B 2. AR B BRI S S s By B, DAAR RS (R IRE AR A R A A
HONRAE R0 = JoAMEBEAFMINA, 1 = £ RS/ [l B A A ] ), BRI [ A i) R RS/ ] e 28 N\ A6 e 1
RSt R TIOI2B0 o 1 SR BAEVEEAT N logistic [RVAZ3#T, 45 9 o KA 35 S LR T R0 08 3130 2
KB =0.102, wald = 3.75, p = 0.05); R RJEIZ 1L EH 5N A&, HA&AN R A k3 S E4E
RSB, BEEININE [, AR Nagelkerke R* £330 4.5%. % J5 06 I 40 3 1 2580 fg = o2 JE 4
N EAR RS AR, WA 2, B R R Nagelkerke R* = 0.18, T IEAHZE 69.9%, ROC [k (Area
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31N 0.34 K10.70, p <0.05) KA G ML R IR BB A 51L& 1 Hidl (p > 0.05).

Table 2. Logistic regression analysis predicting the detection of Cluster C personality disorders

F2 FHBEE. TREBEMRESBLTN C FABEREE logistic Y54

KA & HA R B S.E. Wald P
ISES 0.21 0.10 4.69 0.03

(oE]
S s gk 0.10 0.04 5.42 0.02
MCSD 0.09 0.05 3.59 0.06

OBC
S s E gk 0.15 0.05 8.41 0.00
RESE -0.12 0.08 231 0.13

AVD
R S5 Y 0.13 0.05 6.38 0.01

7: RESE f84ME H %, MCSD falifiith H 8, CSES fis%fFH ™, ISES i e A%, H x4l AVD FR4 8/ g i AN #E G OBC
TS ERLPN I TR

33. PMREBEMFHEEEREBLYEM C RAMEREH 2 B P ER

¥ C RN H AL E Y, e BERNTNEE M, RECEERNALTE X R
P20 255 (2013) 25 (R AR B oS5 08 B 1 P A BN AT SR R PP, 15, RIS AN AR B BAE R S R
C RN SR H 2 [ A RS FEAT— RAIEVA T, Wk 3. F—3, DRFLBYNALE, C
PN BERA H Ay DR AR B AT logistic [BIEZMHT, 255K, 3SR C 28 AMSBRAGRY A7 7E K
SFRITIER: B0, DURESRB4ENEEE, AREH S RNEBRIHMTEERIA T, SRR,
RESBYES AT A AR EACPITNER: =00, DURFESE%E, AMaeaENAEE, C
PN PR RGAS H D R AR B HEAT logistic [B1A 24T, 45 R B 3 S B4 RUAN TR E AT C 28 A i A Hy
AR EFRFTAER . MRS Rk, AR HETE R 32 YR C 2 ARSI 2 R f 3 2
MER, AR 0.31%0.18/(0.31%0.18 + 0.19) = 22.8%.

Table 3. Mediation analysis of unstable self-esteem for the effect between counterfactual thinking and the detection of Clus-
ter C personality disorders

3. AREEGERFLBHEN C LABEREHZ B H N NG

e FREA 1A 77 7 EVEP ok
i logit (1) = 0.33 X SE=0.04, p = 0.00
- 2 M=031X SE=0.04, p = 0.00
p— logit (Y)=0.19X SE=0.04,p=0.03

+0.18 M SE=0.10, p=0.02

18 F [FIRE ARG 56 T Bt — 20 % 45 F  BLAE IR s B4R C - NGRS HE 2 TR ) AR A s, 45 7
e 4 Fros, A BEXT C A B H TAE A B3 o 2 5 IR 20 = 55 S5 1) logistic [B1VH 4K
FRUEALI A AT PR HE AR EE, FE4T Sobel A58 &I H M RURLAS 2.3 (Sobel z = 1.57 < 1.96, p > 0.05).

Table 4. Mediation analysis of contingent self-esteem for the effect between counterfactual thinking and the detection of
Cluster C personality disorders

4. ZUEESERELDYHEN C XAREREH 2 BH P AT HNEE

e FREA 1A 77 7 EVEPS ok
i logit (Y) = 0.33X SE=0.04, p = 0.00
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Continued
wop M=0.30X SE=0.11, p=0.00
s o SE-0.03. 0,08
4. 1ig
4.1. B—RHE C XABER ML ELE
C NS B A0 ) 25 (1) 2 A F B AR 8 B B 3 B3 T IR M B2, Ah S B SR e &

ORI, Ui C ARG BRI K AR A0 B B I, B B BB, (HA 5 2 B RAR IS AP A
PR BREIREI o X5 DMERTFLA R — B0 IRE B2 C RGBT R FRINR bR (552, 777, 2013),
FHLE C AR RG22, W R AR TE B 8w, X5 E AR L R AFAE — 2 A (Jessica
& Richard, 2003). X Bt IEH KL ZAL SRR WE R, "R TR MEE EIEH KA KR
BAONH ORISR SAEHRAT A, O 7 IRBUR NI BEVE ) o B SR 10— 1, Btk B S e ey
AR B A E AR ] T RYE B TR R 8 2 1 B B BT AR E (Christina, Ari,
Leena et al., 1999); J3— I BRI SR A2 C FRAME FReRSG % 4L 2 RIS A0 H 34570 22 RAOK, Anaiman 28 A ks i
P AT RERT T B B v, T B A SRR, Xk C SR AN RS AL Ak B 2545 b A
WJa, R ACHHEMKI Z5:, WAl ge s SECUMAE I E B SA 0 A ER . ATTE KL, R
PR H AR AR, B TE E S M HE L RA — AR R ISR f N AR SR (Virgil &
Jennifer, 2006), XML RIVEREEE . SN T(2013)@ 1w B B ZR I AR, 16
G BT JE , ANAS RGBS H 3 B0 B B mm e B E o ANRasE H BT T
ARFEZER, EFIE A SRS ETE R 2 A RS . WE 2, C ARSI KA LR A
HARMRHAEE, KRR R, IR KAEN A SR80 HAXTRE, HRA — 2R,

42. REXBESEEENE—THE C XABERHEE LR

WS RN, RESLEYE SN A SRR ZIEMRKR, M550 HEMATRE QSR E
TRIRFKZR, KEHIHME HIEFELQ009)MIBF AR — B FhE B &P ARK AN, R TEE 2
MR R BN R CRITIE, T, ANBEFLAE, 2008), X HBAREEAE L, KK BRI HiEE B4k
AP . KA H S ARRE B S ENRW, FOEMBL MESERBINER, B8 BT KK,
AR 5y AT, IMEERERAG, B SRR, T HIEAE BT S UK I E B A2
W, SR 2 S YE, A S S R R B AT e AR R S HLA B, AT e
HBNE R E L ARz .

WHFEEE R, AT H G F S BLESIRT C RN BEAG RO 1A AR FE R . e A&
X C FENAE BEATA 1 1 ) A PR B, A RaE B S5 0l R, C AR BT Ak H 1 m] BE RO
AN B 8RS 2 HeAe Y C AR BEAG A T BEER /N o (RIS BT S B s SRS C S-S BReRSHGE H 1 1E 7]
WVER, g s B 4efs s, Rl C RAMRBRIGHIATREMERCR, MABGRGIM . ReELE4ER
o, BLIANMART PSR AR AR, R IR A, RS E S, AZGRH T H QKT
PiE TGS TN T AR B T SRR A RS, RIS E R A JE RO
R B O, AN E R A T B SRR TR BEEEE . AR EAEM AR
(ot ARG, (RIS A Bel s B3R 4T A9 ) (Schmidt & Linden, 2009), XFpiHE SR %, K514
P AT 2 A A R, SECUMAGE LIRS, [RIRAT Y, T MOR A R EEAT N S ik MR AR AL
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REJI N, SEm AR R R, P AR S NPy, BET S i A S 2 S SR YE, Wb Amse,
BUEANMAR AT R B 1

75 A R S ST B X i 0 R N R S ) TN A 5 T 2% A B R S TN RN A 3
AT E B RTINS 65, T (2013 MERA 2, WRER RS ENETT R P AN T R SIS
YEAg s, AR R R R T B R IR BT B o BB R MR R S VR, B
T RIR, BETE A A A, HOBUA B R 90 R NAR BRAGRE AL oRIE R NAR BEAG A
B WA, IR EITBUEAR, CCMD-2 Mk i MER. RETHRITE . 17 R . 2R E . PR
SPIREEAT N5, [ B QR U T AT SS SIS, TR R, iR, st
MRHAEAR, FEMNTE AT A SRR B ORISR, — BRSO, RS BIR 20, BEHaRit
S Pt. R0 AR REAGE (0 S S Y 2 ARSI 4, R MRt S S S B R R R R 2k i Gk
Mo tEd, WA HHEAE SRR SR RA KRR . Bk, Ja MR A RSB R R
W S AR REE RIKREAR, HEZERE MR AN SRR, M3vES 8RR, ikl
% A2 T ORI R NRE FhG RFEHE /15240, B RK AR Z —.

WRTERIL, A J S B A0 £ 18/ [ 38 7R A B A ) S0 05 17 48 2, (LA ] A R A e FEE A F0 1
WL, AR A, BRI GREL, UHIAMNE B S0 A8 ml i RS B 1A 1 A IR
TR, ZHTPTIR A, FESEYER 5 NN ZE LRI 25 R0, T AE TS 40 15 2 R r8/ ml e i\ A%
BR A R 2, XA R 2 2 ORI M A B BRANELRR, A8 B RS R A A
U2 LRI 7 SRR AL SS A, 38 2 DL RRTT SO BRI IR B (U RE o YA PR AR Al 22 T E L2 B
N FERE/ IR N A b A I3 BN AR, XA — B S O AR A A 2 R M B 22 T A AR
DR b 5z 2 512 JB A A2 8/ [ TR A i TR BB LA ) 57— PR A B o A1 I8 1 R0 £ RS [ R A B 10000 )
TR, CAVFEHTIUIESE 1, A8/ mER RS RS ) SRRy e RIS, B H R TEIE I/ .

43. EEEAERERESE—RHE C XABERERIFMMER

R RN, AFE B SAE R F S BRI C S NM Frs ks th g s AMEH, 26 1F B By
BONAE 2, RFSCBYER C F AR BT K4S AR AT CA WY, 78 RS Se B — A2 /A
WA, AR — R BN (] A P AT S, B0 SR R A BRASMA R BE S R E 2 105
Thed, T £ R/ R AR N T RE S R WO ZE MR TS 4, X BB e A I0 AT 5 B RIK R AR, T8
JEANANS B BIOVEAY,  BETT SNSRI B E B, X SR S B YE T A A B AR E A
LA, 8 B AR AR, XAMARRAT R AR, TR AR A PR A AR A A 2 I
RTWETE R, S AF B BE A RN ARG RNESE, FRERIERAG, C SRAKS RGBT 4 i s 1RO
NHEBRERS TR AR B AE BT R 0 A rh 2 B, FL g ik M A F8/ [ e R N\ A% i 1 e s S8 4
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