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Abstract

230 college students from the School of Physics and Technology of Central China Normal University
are the subjects. The purpose of this study is to investigate the relationship and interaction mechanism
among physical gender stereotypes, academic self-efficacy, and academic emotions. The results show
that: 1) Physical gender stereotypes positively predict academic negative emotions, negatively predict
academic positive emotions, and negatively predict academic self-efficacy. Academic self-efficacy posi-
tively predicts academic positive emotions and negatively predicts academic negative emotions. 2)
Academic self-efficacy plays an intermediary role in the relationship between physical gender ste-
reotypes and academic emotions. 3) In the model, the regulatory effect of gender is not significant. 4)
Compared with middle school students, college students’ physical sex stereotypes are very low. Be-
sides, male physical sex stereotypes are higher than females. This study finds the negative impact of
physical gender stereotypes on self-efficacy and academic emotions, in order to inspire educators to
reduce students’ physical gender stereotypes in teaching. Furthermore, the study provides theoret-
ical and practical references for college professional physics teaching.
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1. 5|8
1.1. ARER

BUsErp, AT SEAT AR VBRI ZIBRED 5, VO SR A A G A 2 ST B Llk, FEMEE A AR
WU . WIERSE K UL SN STEM USRI ME R LU BISK R, ZMEAE AT — B T 3RS “ Lk
FRREANREAIF I 7 “ BRI BT I 72 et i AR B ? 7 AT L NE )
BAT W R E I RE TS A (O HRNE e 3 B ERERE? 7 TR SRR AW R A 5 2 Ak B S T AU H 1 1

MG ROR YL, PR ZIBR BN R FT BE S R AR ROR SR AT I B | AR R A A 22 s 2 . Bk
SRR BN R 2> A5 Ao AL AE W B2 ST R R v BRDA 40 LR R R B 2 0 UE T M AR 2B BN Tl 7 AE AR
B2, T ARl B B RERR, oMl S, JOI 2R SCRE . 052 BIPE R 2R BN R (K52
LB P e LD P s - A ER S a b i = N 0 = P ks 6 Vgt e | A e IR

1.2. FIRERNMENX

H TS T VBRI IR ED 5 5 8 AR AL 1 28 2 TR OQ AR B Fe b e, HOG T B o %A
ENRMIBE TR R L b, KRR, BARBDCA Y BIN % b 2Rk En S i e LP- 3 - it
AW FARBE T — AW TR AR B R AR, DU TR 2B R K2 AR TEXT R, BRI
BRI ZIBEN R L DB 22l B SRR AN Al 17 28 22 18] ) 9 28 UL R ) 8 o ke (K R 9 VR

AT FE I A ER 22 A1) B R ) B ol BB G0 K22 A B R BRI A S 5 O R . P B 31)
ZIAR TR ey S K S A Lk B BB REIE s DB ZIAR ED R AT s mi K s A B S R 4 Sl F 3R
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BRSNS Al A 2 o RIS 5 & AT #E SR L] AP g T 5 1R

JUE B AR N HOE RIRBORMLY, JEHAE R IE M X, AR 2R 2 HOA AR BT I 0 3
VEJLFARE, 55 AR L AR I B 22 B S22 SR AE AN W AR /N, B e 5 2 i URAR B DAL S AL T 2% 1Y)
LA, KB NR IR AL SR ZIBED B, DO B BT B ARG o I BB R, 3K
P9 2 IR TT R 2 M 4 A (R 2ol 4 ANV % o ACHIT 0 Ay S A A A K SR A e B G 2 B BT
FOKFFAR S B E =l ) R RE ORI 2Ab 1% 25, 35 B AATT B AR A B 30 22 A BN A R 2 v ) 3R A
DLUA RO R 2 A 22l B M 5%, DXL Bt T PR A B ) 2R BN B AR AR R, (R i 2 2B 1) 2 ST R G 4
AR ol H JAA BT EE W EIR R L. RPERNMAIRRAEER RN HEZER B, 5 B R b S5
MEREZE, IEWERMIITE O, &R AR TN NERKIGES, A AR RMAE EL
MR FERANAT REVE . A SCIARSCEE 18 Ay B RE G 32 iy N AT T 08 o PR 2B ED R AR, 32T+ A%
HEVER AT WO, 05 LB AT Mk A e, et 3 0 PR 22T (1 528

2. XHERER
2.1. YR MRIZIARETR

PRGN ZIAR BN G SRR PE e AL, G 48— M AN AN [F) P ) B [ e 1) R AR . Allport MUIA
R PR R ZIAR BN GO B SR R AR “ Bt /D B3 ik, AT ZIAR B G DA B8 () 3d A2 6t P e B A ik
175798, XFERRE ML IAENIEFE, AR T AATRIE 7 #f R & 4R (Allport, 1946).

TEXHE B ZIBCED B 1% 2 W L F e, Broverman U702 i i, W75 AN B Lotk o 4
B RRRT . DRSS AR BB R B A s L DU A5 AR 2 0 SRR A 7 THD BE N 98 HY (Broverman et all.,
1972)0 NATIRE 30\ g 55 1 B 55 52 H 5 2R Lot 58 B XE S B 1995 4F, Banaji il Greenwald S5
N O T R B A B 2B D R AR L 1R (Banaji & Greenwald, 1995). f&WNA 5T K
IR AR AT A B R RO 4 Sl 2B B G (Y, 5 48, 2009). Ellis, Fosdick #1 Rasmussen fiff 7t |
S — BT K 2EAN R ) K — 3 A 2 S BB 0 B I O, AR B 58 A 1 1 {5 R B 25 T o M (Ellis et al., 2016).

PR ZIMR BN G S BHE SR L AR RIS B b, AT S B RO 60 R RI T = A 22 57, X
ol 22 S BE A AR AR T SR TEARAE o PR T 2R B R A0 2 36 SO AT T D A R R 15 DU A 4%, 2088
ZS, WIRGRHE AN ERR VR . R R MR ZIBRED RAE L E LR R A AETE, WAk, B
WO B YERE V) ZE W15 5 e J1RR(R 1712%, 2002)0 BN 22 A IR R T3 Z B B R 23 L B0 % Be % 1) A4
Wi, SemisEiElEss, PRAREAEE IR, TRIRHE TIE. X TRFAMNZRE R T H, K
A 530 (1 1 T W A MR A 2 T S [ J2 THT 52 0 4 2 R A AR P R R R 4%, Lk e MEAE I BROBURR (13 2
ZEURZ I (EBEH S, 2010).

VIELPE B 2B ED e — PP AR IR ZIM BN G, 4R AT i 513 AR L R S S 2 S R, JRE
SAEANG RIS B e ) B S A DL AN o A O T B T ZI A B SR s e (B e/ o 2R AL T R
S YR A ZIAR BN R S P ERE ER I C R, AL T — ANE T R AL, DA 2R E 4
T I sz b B AR AR BRI S R S, ELE T E P B T ZAR E1 G B 2 A R R P T kS R
TER, BRI w2, Pyt ZImR Ep g o m i ol B Bk pe ik o B4, Prs vz el 4
XT 2 R IO E A 22 (2, 2019).

2.2. Sl B FRINAERL

F 2 O AE R IR AT 1970 FEAE L EAE CRARRAT AW 2L ) rhig it 7 B BRAKREEOX — i
o, PEA RO B BRALRER E SURAR AT B 5 BE A I I E RE 25 58 IR I TARAT i) B 57
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&7 (Bandura, 1977). AHEAEVEMZIREN G5, OB B RABEE AT E MR .

MRAE TR B AERIRTTT, A DA J7 RS B RERE 2 H BARER, N MERAT NI EE R (R
R HARMEZLE . A A BIVEAN DUEK B 1 4 A A DR AS 1045 B0k A0 255, 1999). JRIN &5 m] L
o FRARRIER, R B IC IR TEAT B NI 4 et SR LA N 28 s FLR R D B SR8 A 2 A
REFE R AT NTEES B ARG R AT BUA R B JERERR, 53 B O R
R FIM &R R M A K, (HEE S ERsE AR A Ext B BB IR K. KA
e AN A BRI (5 2 LE i STk A8 S R mi A A0 B BAARE R AT o

Sl BAAREIGE B AR A 2 2] U I BAARBL, 482221 B 0 H QR B A RE 5B SRS
P AT BOHEDN 5 I (1200 72, 287095, 2009). 22k B BAXREGIGE, A LS IHula I, A
BHBREWF, AMNTEZREOFRREE L. fln: R A2 ARS8 Sl Bm W Z0m iRt e 5
FARE, MaARATREAE HH 72 IR — A EUO8 A S ER BRE 7T Le B, IR A AR
RE L PR BRI H . B E 2, ol B RABERGE R A b ) — D EE R R

2.3. g

TE4, EXT— R YA FN I8 A0 P 0 BSZ R, A& AT A S (25 P AR 56 DA R AH B 14T IR
Rio —MiNH, TEHERMECEEMTEE AT —FOOEEZ), R R SRR 2, Miar
ARG RS, e, BARE. B R, UM RN T B ARAT B0 I 2 7 A T AR 1 2
A, AR FERE. EMECEE, 2012).

ENVAE TR IR AL S I AR RIS B & Fls 4, S\ 48 2 s 5 A 2 o0 o A0 B o e 1
—/NEZF R . Efklides 2 T 5B HA SR B MZNAEN, NS ) b &= A AR [\ 11
G, HIS@SHMENRE NI SCR AR . BEEITRIRN, AT T RS R E, B4
FIPRI R 2 2 48 7 AR AR KIS MR (Efklides & Volet, 2005). H—F B IRINET, AMEIIE R Ty 20 3
VG R E R (Ph L, 2006). Pekrun %5 A - IMEVPABIEY, 55180 T 5 ST 14
A AR VPR 2 2ol A% 26 0 = BERIE, MG R4S B B AEe . ARy RSt i . 44 N
REfs S8 AT 55, 1AL S 0T LA G, st =2 LR B Ik 1B 25 (Pekrun et al., 2002). Bt H A%
Wt — AN EENE I, Daniels 55 N 5T K IUIE K ST H AR 1028 LEIE SR H 4R H AR 2 AR50 3 5 2
(1) 45 & 1% 25 (Daniels et al., 2008). Pekrun $2tH 7 ¥ 5E H ARSI RIS, $8 2 A2 2ol 1 2800 25 52 3 5 [A]
RIRM, R T AR PR I RE R R [FAEA VRS ) 55 (Pekrun, 2006).

HEMHER “—VPATHENRE” , £HEERT, FEEREmIN Z, X AR
{202 2200 D FR{g REAURS F ThBE SR 1R K S A EE B F (100, 280955, 2009), Hi—, 2b1E
25 R LI FE MR A A BN RN T ARt e A v o L, AR 4B RE RS RS R 2 A 1 2 ST Bh LR 24 3] 5
&8, Bl S (Ashby, Tsen, & Turken, 1999). LMER TS EAHE Y 5 N W7 UE RS2 N
F, XR—MHERES, RO BERESZREE, 22/055, 2009). ZFENH(2012)0F 73R B ELFAL K
GG G B S 4 T DLTGIN AR s D B S, IRz, YRR 2 Ml s T A A1 () A 3
G D R BEECFE R R, DL SRV i, R IUE 2l s 4 5 Bl st
IFE AL, R IRAR AR 2l A 26 o] L B2 1 ) SO B 5l B o 25 BRI, 25 2R 1 il gE 7E 3
b ) &AL R PR AR BB (L8, 2019).

24. YBEZMRENR. BRMEERMFAFBENKRFR

2.4.1. YEEMHZARENS I FER KR
WERZIB EN R S 2 AL 2l = AR e Oeh T SR AR AT RE S f m f A T AR AR, AN A
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CAEMIER 2] AR, NS mmime .. BUA SRS, ke, AT R 2R3
ZIREN RN, ARV S b e A . AR IS ST IR LG 5 o X Bh ) BRI 0 ZIAR B0 RAE A 2o A
YIRS i AR, BN E A B T AR B2 58 UE X Tl A 2R B G T 7= A Ak 22 AT A7 26 FAN IS 24 1 2
SAFHL, Steele FRIXF 2 R ZIHR D G 8B (Steele & Aronson, 1995).

H AT 2C T P03 A ZIAR ED G0l A5 25 52 m (B ST 8D o Pekrun 32 H TR HARE M MES, it
2R 2V 4 2 52 BB R R 5 i N AR (52 M (Pekrun, 2006). 3845 ZI bR ED G B on Ak S TEW B 5
T BARIHEE S, SRR R, ik A S > g
THR 25 . REFR S T — DTN RS, fERE AR, W3 0l 28R B 5 e
TE [ S R AR S 1 2 s ThIAE S5 AR AR A, B Sl R B 0 55 A S A 2 R T A AN S 3 R
TR, 2016). FRERBIAMTL, IEEEVIBAE R E I RS, A AR 1 b 45 52 2110 B )
BN, ELAEVH AR S AR AE 2570 5 i, HAE AR X A ) A .

2.4.2. MEBMAIZARENRAZFE A B RBEERH KX F

A NIRRT R S 2ol B RALRE R R R 2 —,  HAX A mia RORAE B2 00 s B A I8 2k T
REKA A, 1999). HuTHh & BB KW R “ wEEMBETmAmEE” , BB, W
K LA MFE STEM SR PERI LU BIRE , ZoEEMEAT I — BT HHIRE, PRI K T P
P ZRR B 500 220l SR RERK RS o R A 5 2204 BN B 2 B 1 T ol | FRAL BRI, HLE B e B
P ZRR B GO A 2 L R BE R R TN PR R AR, AR R B X T A R A B R, i
T B AT AL ZE(E, 2019) ASURIEFEIMBIIT, 5 rp 2z BRIy R, Rk
TCE ) PR 59 2B B GO W PR 22l A RE B T m S o S 4 P

2.4.3. FA B BRMEERMFWIEENLR

B A BER S R AT B AR NS R R, I RE BRI N BB R R, &5 2
HOMAE, IR AR e MmOk 45, 1999). I EBIR R 222 F X T3 S E 51
FERAHE VPG 2w A B kG 46, B BEIRERBUE A Z —(Pekrun et al., 2002). 2k IFZE AL
B BRI B BA 35 IR AR, KT B 20l B BRARE SR Wi A AR A7 2 fr g I R 8 A0 175 2 {1 o i
(TKAL, 2016)0 220 [ FAHE R AE WS i R M 22 A 1 2 ) ShALx e vh A X AR R A 4 7 AR M (7 1 3
2016). 2Nk B AR s 2R 5 2l B B RERR A 2 AR 2 H 1 B2 R B3, KTk
HERAUBERAE 5 SR A IR, A BRI S AR O B KT A AR B i ISR (R AL, )
JEFR, 2005) FEET BHAE NS Bk a2 A 1 PR RERHBEATRIT L, A Bl B AR S 25 IR
ST RN 4 ) AR AE B35 SO OGO AT PSS, 2019)0 PVERTN TAI AT IR, ORI AE I B3R
REZKT Bk, AAIAE R B ROR DAL, RISl B B RE R E [ TR 2Alb R4S, T4 B R PASS
SRR E SRS (AVERY, 2018). ZE BATIR, WTULHERT, B E B AR DA
BONBI AL E 2 Rz, AR E FRARE R 2 B A 2 b 15 25

2.5. FstgrEA R

ABI TR — AN AE A P AR, 4 R A B A ol B B SR R ] 3L
&, FEHEMETE R R IEER . BAAEREaR

B 1e DB 30 2B B B B I 1 U A Sk 1 2, D SN AR AR S 1% 2

R 20 Al B R RERAE P B 5 ZI A BN GOMITE B =l A 48 2 TRl AR A

RBE 3: PEAIE “PERIE R 2R EN R—>Al F BRERE” “ W EE S ZIBR BN B> b 5 25 7 X7
ik AR rpR B

RS A A
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3. fiRFG=E
3.1. #

AW TR B L B T R P IS K2R 2 SRR AR KR, PR 21 &, AniEZE
N 2150 RALRTA 270 4y, BIKCE 200 246 £y, HAP A 109 N, HEA S 44.3%; & 137
N, 5 55.7%.

3.2. iR E

3.2.1. YIEMAIZIREN R B3R
FHT~ H AT B A P 7 A BRI 1) 3, A T30 F AU SHAE T 180 — M ZIAR BN R ) 45 (R
WiE, x4, 2015), «Hﬁl%ﬁﬁjﬂ%i@io BRI 1ATHE, #RKH S &t N1 “BEARFE”
B 5 A, HA%H 1L 30 5. 7. 9. 10 AR, BO0AmTaETE 11~55 526, 3555
%ém%fsa@%uzuwn%mﬁ@m ANHFFEH B R ¥ Cronbach’s o RECN 0.860, TEAHEFLHE B R 1T

3.2.2. YEBEIBARYERER

AL Pintrich 25 N gl (1925 S ShALENE [0, JRIRECL & 0k B RALREBGH 2 1 o R
(Pintric et al., 1994). Zsr &R —IL 8 NIH, KM 7 fiits, N1~ “EBEARE” 87 “EL2FE",
1o AR ol A TR ABRE K R . ASHIEFE H R 1) Cronbach’s o RECH 0.919, Ut WIHF 78 £dis (5 &
JRER .
3.23. ZFliBEER

AR 38 FH 2= 8 T 4 1 1) P 2 A Sl i e R B 2 i 4, R — 3L 40 N IH , SR S B,
ML ASEN 5 A0 RS B “IRFFE” (T80, 2012). BT 20l 44 4 AR I 2 RS M 4%,
ﬁ\ﬂﬁ/\é&rﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁiﬁ%& 1B ZE ) Cronbach’s o REUCHN 0.783, JERZMVIHZE 1 Cronbach’s a
FHCH 0.855, WHAHIE(E ETER

3.3. BB S5 TE

HIH SPSS 22.0 BEATHHEACLEL, PP PIER ZIBEN G k. B FRAAREREAN A 5 AT A5 FE 73 HT
SEFTTEmMZER S AHICI BT A Process ZZAE 7 0 MT, B R 20 AT A REORLAT 5 208

4. ARGER
1. £#REAZERERE

T R R SR AT REAEAE L [E T i 22, A iR H Harman F[A 42 %:(Harman’s One factor
Test)FEAT ST RS0 . 25 R R, FAAERME KT 1 IR 73 13 A, 38— TR 2L 57 808 18.733%,
INT 40%IIE FE, T B AT FUAFAE ™ B 3 [F) 7V 22 R AT RE PEAS K
42. AOFZEEVEMNZIREIR . FlBRMERMFLFENER
4.2.1. FEMAHFEEDBHINZIREIR . FLBERYEBRMFLFEHNER

W 1R, WFEARZEREME R ZIBRED R . 22k B FRACAGI . TH 2215 25 RO R A 7 1 45 1
WKL PARGX DU BAE N P23 B2 R, BRI ZINR BN P IMEAE 2.5 DUN, BUIRE
APV ZIR D RARMG . 2l L IRARRE B IMEAE 4.7 DLE, BEURZEAE 2 POk pe s mr . TR
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AL IIEAE 2.5 LT, BUREAEZ - FIMELE 3.4 LA bo fde 1w, VR B 50 2B BN 5 (2 2%
T (p < 0.001), ARV EAAE Y B AR A LG 4 ERA B R (p > 0.05).

Table 1. Differences in physical gender stereotype, academic self-efticacy and academic emotion among students of different

gender
= 1. ARIMAFEAEYIBMERNZIIREIR .. Fl BIRMEERMF W IFENES
51 Pk T t p
B 109 2.3378
SYEIREFHEATEEIES 5319 0.000""
g 137 1.9443
B 109 4.8624
2l B ARG I 0.981 0.328
g 137 47336
B 109 22186
TE AR 2 1.103 0.271
Lok 137 2.1628
5 109 3.5057
AR 2 s 4 0.515 0.607
Lk 137 3.4770

W p<0.001, "p<0.01, p<0.05,

4.2.2. FRIEWMREFEEVEMANZREIR . Fill BRYERFFIIFENER
HI7E 2 AL, ANFF LR A A B A ZIBR BT R 2l BRI AL s 26 EI8AH B3

#F(p>0.05).
Table 2. Differences in physical gender stereotype, academic self-efficacy and academic emotion among students of different
majors
2. FRIBAMROZEEYIEMIZIRENR . Fl BERBERMFEWFENES
Lkt k4 FHE t P
g 140 2.1156
WYL ZIAR BN S ~0.090 0.928
eI ek 106 2.1226
Iy 140 4.8759
EQASEI % Gt 1.505 0.134
ARIVE 106 4.6781
Iy 140 2.1770
D iS4 ~0.480 0.632
ARV 106 2.2014
Iy 140 3.5374
ARl 2 1.959 0.051
ARV 106 3.4267

W p<0.001, "p<0.01, p<0.05,

4.3. MEMHNZUREIR, Fl BRMEEBRMFWEZHERLXR

e 3, WpERE I ZIRR B0 G ER 2l FRALRE R I AH O R HUN-0.145, AR (p < 0.05); VLS
ZH BN G R AR 2 A% 5 AR DG RECH 0.259, FHOGMERE (p < 0.001): 2k B KRR IR IR T AR ML 1 2
IAH R RECN-0.307, MHRMERE (@ < 0.001); B A 25 PR B I ZIARK ED SR FH DG R E08-0.138,
IR 2 (p < 0.05); BRI 45 Bl F FR AL AR AR 2 RECH 0.581, HHIMERE(p <0.01); Bk
Sl A 48 BRI B LG 28 IO A OC R E0N-0.128,  AHIRIE B3 (p < 0.05).
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Table 3. Correlation analysis of physical gender stereotype, academic self-efficacy and academic emotion

3. YIEMAZIRENR . Fl BB R FERIB T

1 2 3 4
1) WEVENZIMR NS -
2) Al H RAHE K -0.145"
3) i HiE % 0.259™" -0.307"
4) ARG % -0.138 0.5817 —0.128"

W p<0.001, “p<0.01, p<0.05,

4.4. Fl B HARERAMEM A ZIRENR S5iH1R F Al FLE B0 T /3R (A B ETER)

2 4 B T ZAR BN GRS PR A8 IO A b 17 4 RS2 AN S 25 (B = 0.082, £=0.995, 95%M1IE
{EIX A 4[-0.080, 0.243], p > 0.05); WERPEZIBR BN AR F2C ELI00 H FAABRR I A B2 =
0.283, 1=1.269, 95%MIBE1ZX [ N[-0.156,0.723], p>0.05). FHAEIGE R G B 35 B2 R B0 .
Table 4. Moderated mediating effect analysis table

4. BFHHRNT YN SR
JiRE L (kR ARG DR 2 (kR Sl AR TiRE 3 (Rebw: THIREALIES)

T &
Beta t 95%Cl Beta t 95%Cl Beta t 95%Cl

R 1) Z) A B "
DIERE IR 0.142  3.637 [0.065,0.219] —0.739 -2.099 [-1.432,-0.045] 0.015 0.1131 [-0.242, 0.271]

%

P - - - -0.877 -1.765  [-1.856,0.102] —0.191  —1.040  [-0.552,0.171]
ﬁﬁ%g%ﬁ“” 0.283 1.269 [-0.156,0.723]  0.082 0.995 [-0.080, 0.243]
2l F IR BRI -0.109  -4.599"™"  [-0.155, -0.062]

R? 0.021 0.052 0.380

F 5.264 3.301 8.121

VE: n=246, Bootstrap 95%EEXAAE 08, WIHEHARBES.

WAL 5, WTLUE I 2RI A AR R, RS2 A B 3 2B B 0 AR s A 2 S R 25 (B =
0.259, p < 0.001); KZAANERNE R 2B EN GO Al H BALRERK I FEMA 2 (B = —0.311, p < 0.01), L H
TR RGBT T M 2l 1 45 B 2 35 (B = —0.107, p < 0.001)s I KA 20l [ BARRE KA B, K2
P ERAPE 5) Z20 R B G0 Vi AR 2 I 4 LR R R 35 (B = 0.137, p < 0.01). T RLRIEI L 1.

Table 5. Mediating effect table
F= 5. PR

AR B SE t P
a -0.311 0.112 —-2.774 0.006™
b -0.107 0.023 -4.571 0.000"""
c 0.259 0.065 0.000™"
¢ 0.137 0.041 3.316 0.001"

e a ARREPE N ZIAR BN GO Sl B AR R KM, b REZ B IRABEERT S A2, ¢ AR B S AR B 4Rt VR B 2
MBSO, AR S B BRI S , ERA T Z2 ED GOt AR b G % Y EL B
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% 6, Bootstrap FIZE R TR, Folk B IRAEEEHT A A 30N K/ 2 0.033, X [E]24[0.006, 0.064], A~
A0, PAMMNEZE, HEMNAT 19.3%.

Table 6. Breakdown table of the total effect
= 6. BB ER

R RAE LLCI ULCI S X 25 7 A
HEHMN 0.137 0.056 0.219 80.1%
HHA R 0.033 0.006 0.064 19.3%
RN 0.171 0.087 0.254
20 B RAGER
> o
S, 2
1 0. 137 —
| bt B2 EN R | | wmeeuEs |

Figure 1. Mediating effect diagram
E 1 hAsNE

4.5. W B R AR EIIEM RIZIREN R ST ZF W E L1880 P 8 (R 89 ES1ER)

7 R S Z R ED G R ) PR AE L IROGE RS 2N A 4 RSN B 3 (B = —0.022, £ =—0.275, 95%
FI B S XA N[-0.177, 0.134], p > 0.05); PyEEME A ZIHR ED G AP B 022 B0 H 3R ALAE RS2 AN
F(PB=0273, t=1217, 95%HBASIX A N[-0.169, 0.714], p>0.05). AAILE R G R 5] I 3 B2 1
TR

Table 7. Moderated mediating effect analysis table
F 7. BETBN RS R

TiRE 1(BehR: TEMREA S 4) Jie 2(KehR: 2l B ERALRERE) TiRE 3(BehR: TS 4

Beta t 95%CI Beta t 95%CI Beta t 95%CI

B i

YIFRPEZIREN S —0.184 —1.223 [-0.480,0.112] —0.719 —2.035" [-1.415,-0.023] —0.010 —0.080 [-0.256,0.236]

51 - - - -0.835 -1.674 [-1.816,0.147] 0.032 0.184  [-0.314,0.379]
PEH) x ISAESIZ) 0273 1217 [-0.169,0.714]  —0.022 -0.275 [-0.177,0.134]
TEIES
2l F TR AR I 0242 10.718™ [0.197,0.286]
R? 0.026 0.040 0.341
F 2.193 3.394 31.139

¥E: n=246, Bootstrap 95%E(E X AAE 08, WIHEHARBES.

MG 8, ATUAE AR A AR R, R BB S ZIBR EN R R AL S S RO R % B =
—0.138, FEILEZFFHK(p <0.05); KEEAVIEIER ZIMRENGxT Mk H BELRER ISR F (B = —-0.311,p <
0.01), b B IRABE A AR GG S 2 (B = 0.241, p < 0.001); AR AL B IRA IR &
Ja KA ERNE A ZAR EN RN B L 1 26 LRGN .35 (B = —0.043, p > 0.05). TP RN LI 2.
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Table 8. Mediating effect table
=8 PAYRR

A i SE t P

a -0.311 0.112 —2.774 0.006"
b 0.241 0.022 10.750 0.000™"
c -0.138 0.075 0.031°
¢ -0.043 0.040 -1.069 0.286

e a AR ZIAR BN GO Sl B AR R KM, b REZ B IRABEIERT G2 AR, ¢ AR B IR B SR R b 2
MBSO, AR B B RE RS, B T 22 B GO AP b 5 % Y EL B

% 9 1, Bootstrap 45 R EIR, Ml B BRI A BN KN 2—-0.075, XTA2H[-0.142, —0.016],
AEFE 0, HAMPLEE, ST 63.6%-.

Table 9. Breakdown table of the total effect
9. BRYMB R

RONAE LLCI ULCI A RN AE
HEHMN -0.043 -0.121 0.036
HA RS -0.075 -0.142 -0.016 63.6%
SN -0.118 -0.212 -0.024

2B RABEER
I~ @
-0. 043
| meRzREn g -------=---- {1 mmywEz |

Figure 2. Mediating effect diagram
B 2. A HNE

5. 1ig
5.1. AR FARIEWVHAEZFEIIBEZIMEIR . BRMERMFENVIBTEER

ARTF A, ABETURIL, KA AP ELIE R 2R BN GOKPARM, £ T vt ik P E AN T 2.5,
M AT RE SR A, D PR o B BN A B, e AN B s ) AT ) A B SR SRl AL (5
2009). H=, FEEtLBORBE R BUAL, ARSRITE MR LS R AR IR 2R, BEE R
LUV EE EALE, LV AR IR P A S S5, BT M ZIBREN UK £
k. H=, KRZEAXE DLW ZFAERZIEIL AR, SFBEIRETR AP RAR. 5 %R
ENR W HAE RN, Bl B M E RS, ZIRENSBAE. mH, REaE/2mE
R BRI S e Y, RIAE A A BB T T BRI B, (AR A R AT DU
e B, WA R H NS SRR =y, T 2o 2B AR I ROGER RE 0 55 5 AR RAT KRR B,
PG A BB BB RE LR, B TR )5 B AEMLAERA AN S AT K.

55 PR B 0 AR BN G 2 v T A S RN S BRI A 0 K A R DDA A Z AR ED R BT T4 R
FRABK, A 0 AT 55 K 2 A R P A 530 A BT BT S 28 v RS A (S DR R AE, 2010)0 IXARBL G AT
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5 AR AEME ) B AT TR ME A R, AT AR L B RN T AR AT
M iR, RO R A, X AANME PP S B YE AT A AL, SRR )
BCEN GRS e oAt B0 B DR AT e RO W B Sl ZIAR BT R F8 R N AR b R AR E A 22 S W B
I H A RIS 5w B e, MR Jr, B LA S PE BAT S m AP AR I, A& — bt
LI B BRI B -

AR A R S A AR 2l B BB AN b 1 4 B3 B 2R, AR L i 22 AL AE P B S Z)
WENR . 2l B AR AL S A BEER . NS RMECMWI AR LR “ Kty
W BB BB IRIEME . FLOE R L BT REER. 7 MFECEZME, 2007).

5.2. YIEEZIRENR . BRBHERMFURENXFR

AT T B BRI 50 2B R BENS IE 17 PN T e Ao 1 2, S m) PR AR R A i 2, ISR 1 —
B WHIURM], AL 4w S BRI 3 s AP ER RS2 (Pekrun, 2006). A)ERPE R ZIHR EN 5 2
AL SAE LT TN BAE R, BB AR L S h P AR RN R S s Rz, Wik
AP S rh e AR T AR A 4 . BB ) 2B BN B0 — Rl L, e IR b R Oy A
A AR AT AN I B A e ARG EE, TR A A B Sl B B R, R E
ARSI ARIE S DR DASIZ R B A E G RS AR W B i Z AR BN SO AT T T A R st AN T B AE
T S AT T 4 2 ST 1 L

KB TR, PIEZINCEN R 2 B B RE R A TR B S, IR TS S, X SR 2
—E. HAE, MBS ZIARCEN R SR TNl B B RE R BTl B AFRORIT AT, AN RITE A R
W BB R —, HIX A RORAE B 22 56 sl AR B0 Bl b i R (5K 40 EL55, 1999). BIA
F AT 2 BB e “ L AEEME T A mBAE” , HBlskd, WWEE 5 UL\ S STEM 4
SR ERI LEBIRE, BT — B T A 30IRAS, XA 3400 2 18 R HE 7 ZI A ED Gt 2k
B RBE AT AR o X5 7R AT 2 T 9 2R 2l BRI MM 5 2 A AR AR 1 2k 1 4
H sk A BRI RE U8 IE M AR 26 . s B 2 e 25 . AT ST bR B2 AR 22l B
POYRE R AENS 2 2 T AL s 28, AP R B R T MRS . RIE L B BB E S 2
Al B B AR O, AT S ST SRR G Ry, 2 R B 2 5T R R ) R Bt gy, A
RemEATEE MRERNELE, PRRARE. M EH R .

EREFIR, KA ROV ERE ) 2 D G2 He o 45 1A T A &, AV AT BLE R i 2l 1
4, ETE AL B BRI AR AL s 45, B Sl B SRR AR Y B A ZIAR N S Sk 4 2
Al AR -

5.3. MR EETRR

ABEFCRIL, PERIEA TP BEZIREN GO B ARG AN A AE 52, i 3 RPGESE. 1XF
BITCIR i S IRIE e Lotk DB ) 2 B BN R B REAS IE 1) TS AR 2ol G 2 L R BONAR R 2l i 2 L f
[ PN 2l B AL RE R . PRI T RE N H—, WA A IR EN G 2R T kS i, R A T
B BRRE R, T e 5 A 0 2 BN BB G L A AR i AR A ) s BT RE S T ARATTROAS 45, 4031
ZIBREN R AEAAT 00— R B BRI WU, R A2 B 1) T B R BRI, BV A AR RN AN R 2.
T KRR ) 2R BN R AR B K IR RE R o R ECR BT SR R T E A B, ZEEER
FERT DN AS B ACF IR T HEAT 70 Hr. Fe=, B4R Bootstrap AR S5 F T 14 il A 55 RN A 525
EZ BT BR300, BRIERAFE €M ER: ErAh, BRAEERKP AR E; 1
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