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Abstract

Objective: The objective is to explore the latent profile and current situation of idolatry of junior
middle school students, and the moderation role of gender between idolatry and materialism.
Methods: 902 junior middle school students in Nanyang City, Henan Province were tested by idol
worship questionnaire and materialist values questionnaire. The data were analyzed by latent
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profile analysis (LPA) and multivariate analysis of variance. Results: 1) The idolatry of junior mid-
dle school students can be roughly divided into three groups: non-idolatry group (42.9%), enter-
tainment and social group (39.8%) and emotional projection group (17.9%). 2) Gender has no
moderating effect between idolatry and materialism. Conclusion: There are three sections of ido-
latry among junior middle school students: non-idolatry group, entertainment and social group
and emotional projection group. Gender cannot moderate the relationship between the type of
idolatry and the level of materialism.
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1. 518

BB BRI R AL P LR A T K, HAESEIRMER O 7 —MiE g . i
ARSI L2 B RAR . FTR A BB T L. R SETFR T DHEN — MR DB R 2, R EF
XPRIGINA RS (1AL, 1999). MBIRETEXT T 7 D4 (10 B O RRAT B B2, RS LW
B dh B, X T4k T B TR RO B E DA BRI T RAER o SRS T 08 R i 5 2>
F, JRA AR BB SR SRS, Bon BB SEFNT DESS IR TG, Sl T AR %E
27 AN o IR STRIRN R O ARG, 2R Z BBR S AL RS2 (R i, 2015). [
U, TEE SRR SRR S RPURCNEE . BIUAREL, PIh AR S EMGRETE, HRES R
MABAR S FE X B AR (0, X2, 2011). WCARHIFFE AR AARF S R Ik, A 7 ST
THEFEIRAR ST, A B AT A R R SRR R R BUR, A FUHEAT TR R SR 70 I
BURBIETC,  FFHART 1 1535 B AR S AR ) i £ SO 2 T 54

1.1. BEEEFRER

McCutcheon (2002)5F A#&H1 T “HvE - BJ” B, ZBRGEMR RGBS =2, Mgk
IR - 2B ST, 982 - DA R EAR B SR RILZ - BT R R RETF. 23
U2(2010)55 NAEE W ROBT T b, BB STE 2 U RSRA, RIMRE AR, Zhefd, BB R, N T
U TR B AR SRR LHUIR, AW FCCRATE K LA b 7%, IR SR AR AL Bt
AT U HAy AT TR

12, HHERERFSVREXZERFTHER

WEAAAE R HAS G Ve R S (R OB DR ST R N, s et . &ERE LR
BBERFADEMHE LG ORI, Y E XERETEZ B IEH R K & (Engle & Kasser,
2005; Green et al., 2014); XA SCHLBLF- LA % - il BLIE SR (0 A4 o R BT 31l 5 (Green et al., 2014
Reeves et al.,, 2012), FHEMIAIHAE, FAEEEEFSHEHERIRE BB, RIEIUR 2 1IN
W, B NACRA TS N RS R S NS —Fh A B8 R AR, AR k. [
B, ERESEET, FOESHBZERAMAES KR, BEEFSFENRSE, FRABGMEE. &
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R

W ERERMAVIESR, @ERNEFEREZ, FHMEVE. MECESHENCR, HAERIEN
WG EFEDEE R AR SUNMEMR .

NI BE FE SCH A BE R, WD R T kA B ORI B RS A T W B SR
(Baumeister, 1991). EMARKUL, P CE T HRA A BIEARN AR, mxt BRIEE, A T IHRPAE,
AR HIIE RS o 31 22 58 w] B8 H B AR A (LR AR AR B S R B BeAs . SRR DL R B A RAT
N, Wb B ESE . W S A AT R S B BRI F PRI R IR B A E . [RIFE, ki
F WA LA ARG AT N . BB EFEST, MG ORARIBGERIGERES b, X
H TR O B B . I XSS, BT DUk S S S BUE 0 R R B4, T AR TR A TR M )
L, YRR A TR 0N (Stenseng et al., 2012). TR RYIR 3 SGESRIE ARG ETE, 2N T HkBkA
B gl K —MAT R, B £ XSGR M BeEE R R .

PR ) A (4t £ L F8 (Eagly, Beall, & Sternberg, 2004), 7ERKAIEFES, B4 LA W T AR
[ (RO R, AN T BAR [R] AR 44 5 €N ) B AR S AT A e o AR 2 B e s AR IS A A A ke £
BRIEREESE, BAT e EH AR S A PE RS TR, BAMLEY SR EER, BEEE
FHEGEHR . S FKEREASHAI S E A, LB EEEFFENRZ NIPRICEEFIIN ST R
(Wkitifs, Hi4ksz, 2004). BTLL, AFEVEGFEG SRR SR . S0, AR5 E SUKF
ANE, BIFEY B B AR e DA R BN F MR EE . B A SR IMNTS, R — &
R IR K o WHAEAERERIE S TERS T, KRR YE R i # . DR, B3 AEAEY B 3R IUT A
B R (VA 2018), I H 5 A BT R FE AR & FIHb AL IR, S8 5 B0k 55 28 1t 3= LAk
B BIREA R T HNEM G ST SO MRS E R TT, (ERT DA, SRS T )5
F= SCHIFENATE 53 AR T T R I I .

13. FARKISCERMENX

AW TCHE TABGREEFERRR IR, PR TR RS 3 SCZ B BT . 1 s
BETFHRAAMBYR, W LU LIRS 4R 5 F D FE B S FB GO0 H SREBLSk e, SRR (1R
TR, BENEE TAEH S A L AR MEL B A T %

2. AR FGF*%
2.1. HHEIR

AR TR T A R BA T 2 Bz ) AR g AT A, SR B LA R 7 ORI A 4 981 .
BT IR SRS 2 MG, RASEIMCEBOAE RS 907 4, AREES 92.5%. Xt
SR RER G5 B R FEE RIS T, Hoh B AR 444 N\ (49%), 22/ 423 N(46.6%), BRIAE 40 A (4.4%).
SRS 13.87 £ 1.32 & TESER I, ¥ 372 N(41%), #1— 92 A(10.1%), #]— 438 A(48.3%),
JAH 5 N(0.6%). TEs&f2MA T2, AT 4 116 A (12.8%), JEMAT 7 781 A (86.1%), HRIH
10 N(1%). A=J5Hb 751, I04H 449 A (49.5%), 1K 438 A (48.3%), #{l 20 A(2.2%).

22. ffRI A
221 BIgEEER

KH McChtcheon 254wl [, 32 % (2010) BT B GSRFEER P BT, ZER—3L 27 8
B, RS iy, 1R “BeAFE8” , 20K “EATE” , 3K “AHie” , 4R “Hig
A7, BRE “BEKET - BEDNL N, KU RAEASLERE (0. 45 TR BT Z X1
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PNFEGAT) RO (. HJPrERI A NS, BB B REAR S E—F).
SEANFYERZ I N7 RERIERZNAN, BT aHtE 7 igaheidh). S<RLBYEZ I 3K
FNER T BRI 44 N 2 F) A S AR (35 55 00 3R ) R BELIL 2 48 FE (19 . >3 7% 28 Bh i, kBT =0y
AN BRI B, W R SRR IR . A BUE R EON 0.930, (R

2.2.2. MEREXMENER

AW FERK FH S0 K BRI 2 45 & AR LA RIS Ol e P o UIME M E 2R, JRERH Richins il
Dawson (P 3 XM EMER) Fifil. ZRERILE 13 MNEEAR, B8 7 =48 WY RSh(Bl:
WEFTBLHNA B SUREE i TAARIRIGA) SRRl RERRIVEETETFZE L) W
PUR@I: R eeiiA — SRR A Y, RS EL) . ZEFRRH AT Kk
NFEEAFTE . BANFTE . AE. BATFEMER/AEG, Bmlke, RRyiE ORERE. i
ERERES, AT ZER N — Bk /%08 0.76.
2.3. HEALEE

KA Mplus7.4 347 LPA 73 # LA K SPSS22.0 #4777 Z 50« B A Hr L& PR 7 IR 25 : SB— 8857,
I LPA F3Hr b S AR ARAR SRR BI T, PSSR a3 i 4, DLR BRI AR . a1k
FEMKHE: 1) AIC (akaike information criteria), BIC (bayesian information criteria), SSA-BIC, F&%i/Mt
KA. 2) W(entropy)REAE B R EmtE, MEZE/DE KT 0.80. 3) LMR (Lo-Mendell-Rubin
likelihood)f1 BLRT (bootstrapped likelihood ration test) T ELi iR, 2 p HEE, WACE k AL T
K-1 B8, B8 343 LAAS B0 T A A8 8 2 A AN [R1 50 T A 02 8 SUKST & TR AFAE 835 25 7 o

3. &R
3.1. XRAZERERE

ST U] BEAFAEIE R i 22, RDVIR S [ G BRI R B 22 AR 10 H -l . SCRA Harman (1 514
RE TR FE AR, ST 4 MRHERRT 1R, SN 36.30%, /T
I FHE 40%, AR R VE I ZE -

3.2. MREXSEBEEFENEXRDH
HIZE 1 ATAL, RS MR B TR YR S 32 SRR 5 SO A BEAFAE 1B 38 IR R
33. ADEEXRERGRFESEE LHNERAR

7% 2 AT, Wb AR SRR KPR AR TR EAFE R 22 R, BARRIUN B AR BB 5K
WEART A W AR RS FCT BB AR TR M A A B ESEFACOr . BRI S T L
UEIE EAFAEREER.

Table 1. Analysis of the correlation between idolatry and materialism

1 BREFSYRENHNREBXSN

BIg BRI YE BB EaAR RRLELE WELGE ME W SRECh Wtk
S i3 & idis i3 i3 X b} I R

5 1 0.919 0.867 0.788 0.757 0.744 0.238™ 0.186™ 0.181" 0.185
;i’f}ﬂi 1 0.734™ 0.614™ 0.613" 0.564™  0.216™ 0.1737 01627 0.167"
TYUESE
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Continued
RS - - - - - - -
N 1 0.637 0.557 0.566 0.163 0.114 0.130 0.134
SYEE
N 1 0.530 .617 .22 1 162 174
2 0.6 0.228 0.195 0.16 0
R 1 0.566 0.191 0.135 0.150 0.157
kL Bl o x - o
. 1 0.201 0.162 0.160 0.138
G
it - - -
%D\:i 1 0.776 0.823 0.669
X
Lgzila o -
T 1 0.392 0.438
RELH 1 0300”
iy
LEZIIS 1
R
7¥: p<005 “p<0.01, “p<0.001.
Table 2. T-test of idolatry level in different demographic variables
z2. BREFKFEFARBAODFETE LA R
A YEJE M+ SD t
Lil 1.84+0.72
PESI -4.504
& 2.06+0.71
T 1.87+0.71 »
AR YR —2.917
A 2.01£072
= 1.91+0.72
RRMEFL —0.589
o 1.95+0.72
#: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, "p<0.001.
Table 3. T-test of materialism on different demographic variables
3 MREXEARAOFTE LR R
A H Yepr M+ SD t
5 2,53 £0.58
5 -0.539
% 2.55+0.57
i 2.41+0.53
AE YR —7.299
A 2.68 £ 0.57
b 2.49 +0.61
BT L -1.108
i 2.55+0.57

: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, "p<0.001.

%% 3 AT UK PAFEA R AR YR B2 e B2, BARRIUY, S 3 UK 231K
TR
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Table 4. F test of idolatry level in grade
=4 BERFKEEER W FRE

65 Y pE M % SD F LSD

E H—O 1.80+0.71 13.730™" D < ®,
¥—®@ 2.01+0.70 D <®
¥I=® 2.06 +0.71

#: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, "p<0.001.

A% 4 WAL ARBEIRKPESER PAAEREER . BRERIDY, Y-SR BEEKFRERT
W AR =AE L

Table 5. F test of materialist level in grade
5. YIRESOKFEFR LM F K

A i M+ SD F LSD

744 Hl— 2374052 10.497™ D<®
- 2.59 + 0.52 D<®
HI= 2.69+0.58

#: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, "p<0.001.

5 A, YR T UK TPFESER L EREE. BRI, ¥R EBZE R TV . ¥I=F%.
33. BEIEAWMER

%6 BILT LPA HI0Hras . M 6 a4, AIC, BIC, adj.BIC, TEPZEHIFI =52 8] T FigE
R, BLETFER T AR IRET PR . R\ =RAE NREM5 A, B =AE SR E0Y 3R =8 A,
AN, LMR, BLRT Z838oR, =5 THRH. BRI, HBIRA, HNKH07%%, LMR
YIARE, RPN BESEITIE.

Table 6. Summary of fitting index of latent profile analysis model

6. BAEREOTREN SRR

H % AlC BIC SSA-BIC Entropy LMR BLRT o5 g%
2 6999.779 70394211 70133791 0935 00002  0.0002 60.6%, 39.4%
3 68014720 68543836  68194.492 0934 0003 0000  42.9%, 39.8%, 17.3%
0, 0, 0,
4 67026.651 67600451 67252183 0946 01128  0.000 5%, 411'2 g’%?’l%'
0, 0, 0,
5 66542757  67341.241  66814.049 0953 06672  0.000 2.5%, 5%, 41.5%,

36.9%, 14.1%

2.8%, 23%, 32.5%,

6 66078.047 67011.215 66395.100 0.919 0.6658 0.000 4.7%, 26.5%. 10.3%

MBRSEFERBRRAL, HEE, EahFE, RARKEMR LS A8 N AR = 4
k. Maltby 58 NAEZ AT RN, HERET 3 2 ILERAE N EEER AR o 20X AT, 1 42.9%
HIEA S TR A EME B  ERIK, RBo/hT 2, ISR, T ar 42 09 AR RS54
17. 3% IR BIR SF R A E A T S T HARPIRBER, ik 7 7, 2 EMERSEIRNEAaNE. K
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RLJEUALINBEIA GRS B, BB/ T 3 KT 2, HUAETHEAARTESAHE ], A RRHAL
A B UE AT 7 T 3, IXBIARBRIERHVEAS t KPR T BL i 24 0 1 AT 4 . 39.8% B il 13
SFRRM AR I ERTE 28], BACEGRRAE SRS N 3, HRERBAIHLT 3 2 UT, K
LET DL 44 9l SR A

Table 7. Distribution of mean and standard deviation of three types of idolatry in the scores of each dimension of the idolatry

involvement scale

R ZHEGEEXVEEGEREANEERSHEES Y LNMERINEES T

15 S FE41(42.9%) P IR A 35 4H.(39.8%) 15 A 41.(17.3%)
PRIRAL AT Y 1.52 +0.49 3.00 £ 0.54 3.820.62
T B Y 1.14+0.25 2.08 £0.66 3.48 £0.76
FEAA A 4L 1.14£0.25 1.51+0.45 2.58+0.71
KRR ELEE 1.35+0.47 2.07 £0.66 2.82+0.82
VB Uk &y 1.16 £ 0.29 1.60 + 0.45 2.25+0.63

Table 8. Attribution probability of subjects in each potential category
= 8. HEELANWIXAAE B R

H1 H2 H3
H1 0.976 0.024 0.000
42 0.024 0.968 0.008
43 0.000 0.037 0.963

BARBE D BN EENEAESD MR A 8. XAk, DB ZHRIMFRAAE 090 MU E, KT
£ 3 MR A —E A B

3.4. MAEBGRFRBSWREKFZENETHER

Table 9. The moderating role of gender between the types of idolatry and the level of materialism
9. MAEBGRFLRBEYREKFEZEHIETIER

F df sig
e 0.086 1 0.769
AR 22.632 2 0.000
PR B AR SR 0.332 2 0.718

e 9 mlsn, MR EFEMERNEE, N FERNARE, ARG EFESYN S XOKEZ 81
WIERAEZE.

4. g
4.1. FIPEBHEEENSEA

AT FUE I W] P AR AR ST AR SHEAT AT RN, SRR T AR R SR BB T AN, B
K RIEF] 3, FFARBBIFAVERE H/KFo S BRUE, 1P AT R B AR IR, BERETEKTEON
PR, HARAT I N FEAT RN i, IOV 4 (2015) 8 T 28 A AR IR I, A% R 28 A X TR A

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.126245 2077 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.126245

BRifite

FRBUONIRE S i, ARXE TR SRR, S TR MR B SRR T AR A AR SRR AMERE
MBS LT AR RN STE, BRSBTS REER(GF S5, 2010), B, RAEEWTRESA
EIRKITEEEN . NFRERYTTHEBERSTKT 2R, BRI =, PI=245 085K
BEE T, HIRARBBIFIER KT, RIRIh AR R SR FEEON B . ¥ W= STE
KPR RI=2A4, ATRER BT RIEA, SR, SESEFRHCA TN B, g, #1=
PRI R IRABIESR, T EHBURIEIZET AR, JTHGIEE B8 B CRAMSINFERFE, A
BB EFENERE . (BT, 2020). MESEFACPAEMNN ., & EMAE T LXMW N D228 B2
SRR AEGEACH™ K (2007) W TR, LA B G E B TREAL . R R TSR
F ABLEZAT T, B8 CHRIER, AR S BRI LA A TR R A REBONE AT G S
AT LS HBBREFIEARNI T EMBRIFRBNE, X572 57 (2020) T8

4.2. MPEYIRE SOKFRFR

AP G I X WA AP A2 SOKSF IR mOEEAT I SR A, IR TT AT R AR SOKSE B TR A,
X 5 Richins (2015)% N 7T 45 R — 5. FKEEA AT R R ST D E MM W I, 436 7E
REWH DG, HTYRFAENEZ, FER SRR E N ER. NER EE, Y=, YI=%
AR F SR B3 T — A, BIAEZROR, M 3 SOK Bk, X570/ 5(2018) 441 (2014) )
WA R —8. ELFIEKEIE =T, MEYTASELKREM, "WOKNFES, Sm3 rRraan
B, KB 22 b R IR 20 5 IV 1 B DL SR A5 1 S BT AR MR S, BRI AR bk s 1) R AR
FCAE AR I AR A 0T 3 SOKSF B o TP S 5 2 B AR e AR X E K BRI R 72 R
g v e AR, ARk Ss, MR 2 R kN, BT B AAREE R KBE M E 2
PIERRIRFZMI I, A nT e 2 EARELE S E, AU “B W87 o Bk, B4 LR
YR SUMEMA A BE N ER . WIPEDRFE SOKPEER B MAET L% E FERARE, X570
{51(2018), Z=H#(2019) B AL AR, 13 ENZLER, WReR TSR SR s FE s, TTIRFK B2
T2 T, ZPIIMEEEIRESFE S, FAFAEYRFE SUKFRIZES .

43. BEEFRE I

H 22 SE R SR OUSIAR 7 & TR, (HIERE i 2 LA Ry, BB I A
Aoy, WBGREFRREREAT 0. AR, AR FIE R TR RS SEIER KT
%o Z=AH(2007) 8 NBHHLA I, MHBBETFHT I, Bl TR B BT =F2RAL. AT
HENGTFAE, CHREREFEDY CHRA A AR ISR, ARSGREFEREAEARNEA
FERME R, AW TCR BRI AT, WBGREFEAREIX MR, MMEREFNEAKMY
BAT M, RREAREEIRAL, GIRAR AU S A = £ 7 1

AHEFA, HEETFENRR IR RE =, BEBIRS McCutcheon (2002)HIX TR - #h2x, 58
=N, 0% - B =M MR 3, HAMRSKR EAAEER . EAVR T, fAE AR,
HASEFEEE, H=HP M —AEBEREIFENL I GA R 4R, 1ZBH P 1 AL DCR B 52 5K
AT YEFEANTE BT AERE b R, = RBGREFENER, BAMESFFENEERIR, 52 FEHRE
F)=FPRAAALE, B R SF R ABUR. HLaT W, WU AR AR SRR R AT LR B IR b
ZAE R 5525004 (2010) 58 NS 2 DU R 73 R TR RN R IX AT RE S A AN R IR 70 A 5 i34 5%, R 52
SCPAE B S, BARFIRER )2 22 REH il i) CAS W, (BAENRIEE, (2 PR
RKik, MAWT TR F AR 24T, PR 7RSSR . 230 N SC, Fr gl 2
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TLIPAAE 2010 S AP o B 222, T BRVE AR AR S0 A B PEAS: HH 5 ik 40%, 1 AEASHIE 78 RIS B A
FER I, BRI N T 3 7. RUH], BEERACRIARE, JEIEBR SRR E D
Kt FFEMORME AT E—FIBR O, BARAEFR .

SR, BUERT “00 J5 7 I AR STFEOVEE,  BOREE (2015) BT TR R I, B I =
“00” JEMAMEBREE AT LEE. AWETH, g AMR AR B R A R A A, AR A
NEARZ, THAEABERIIFBRRE WAL, REyh A2 SRR, SRR I6G B SR 24
%, M THOKRREEAFE AR, B4 B RS MR P SEE B AT B
PEBT, REfRHEMAMN “BIsEaRER” 1 “BEER” 2. B AR BGRETE, ArRhER
EERAHCEFFNEE. HK, FH2018) K, MAFE PR E MG SR E S EMBSEFNE RS, &
2R HEMT R, P EERA RSB EZ R LD, NS ECE I F R BB IR R
5 IR R SR FEE AL, W1 ARG B AL, BRI, AT B SFFETROUR IR T&
BT, W\ E, KR, BUDALSAE R ok B REIRE, KIED A HLE T8 SO B SR

=
4.4. HHEBRGEFARBSYRE X ZEHBETER

RKEMRIARTERAE, Wit THELSRER, BALEra B 5tnmtzERZ
NITREL WAEAARIEREIN SR RECR, 0] DUFERE R SR SR St i, X 2= R A2
NSRBI T B A DS

45. KRRBPFESREKELRAE

A FAAFAEVF A LAk B, AWFFORIZ B3RS 107730, Al 52 Bk 2 B vF R 2
FAER B ZE . Hk, X TRREFRR 2, ARBTAREFNNFEAF LA AT, NUEE
AT ABT FLE G o AR RSEF B AL RE, AT RGN0, Bk, RKRBIFATURET H
AT G LHT EOAN TR A1 EE PR ) 0 A AR S0 RO SR B HEAT 0

5. &

PP ARSI EE S N =, SRR AMBGREFEH . TR HME B . R BIR ST
N G S B B

BE K

BRI 4% (2015). “00 /77 #1524 HIG R 55 5i—— I T G 0 R L4y . Wi Me s, Bilg: HRIMIE K.
AT (2020). BYHAE PG REFERIOFEF HEXT O FE ERERT T, it 2001830, BRI DA T 4.

AH6(2019). FFEAEITE F K -G EFERTE LRI IEA. B0 S, B R R R,
ZEHE(2007). AT T A R SEFF IR R A KA ZH 78, TR A0S, AR AR ImE K2,

FiPH2018). B FE Ik 2 HIF 1R SSFEENFE LRI ] FCRCRE I IR Z 7. WA, B =i

N
W, RV, X, EV(010). TR NI S L. AAA S G L), 36),
152-155.

&, K, FHRAEQR010). P EMRETE. EWERMBELHRRIIIT. 7 FHFFHIL, 5, 79-82.
FME, MHZ(2011). Yl AR SRFFIVR BB XK. A BRI 6, 48-51.

TRWE(2014). BALEYIE X GHEN . FEHRSH D XAFHIFR. W22 A0S, P22 BRVGITTE K2,
VrM5(2018). #7H AL L X OHE DR ZE X FWIE. W28, M B ME R
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