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Abstract

Object: The purpose is to understand the college students’ social anxiety and the relationship
between core self-evaluations and life satisfaction and to better improve thecollege students’ life
satisfaction. Methods: Using stratified random sampling of 316 college students for testing with 3
scales. Results: 1) Whether college students are the only children or not, their grades or the
performance rankings are no significant difference on life satis-faction. 2) The social anxiety level
of the only child in college is higher than the non-only child. 3) There is part of the intermediary
effect in college students’ core self-evaluation between social anxiety and life satisfaction
Conclusion: In order to improve the college students’ life satisfaction, we are supposed to learn to
improve the core self-evaluation and reduce social anxiety.
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WRBEAKPFRAUKSR. 75 BERERE, RABHBREN 3164 RFEFTHN. £4R: 1) K¥4E
RERMET L FRELR. REHFENEFHRBEERAEEER. 2) REFERLERM ELEEZHE
BEEIEMR, 3) REELLHRIMERZERELFHBR L BAFERD PN Fit: ZRE
REFEAEFHRET UNREREER O BRI K EREEZEERERAT.
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1. 5|8

AT R A W SEARIER A S, R MARTE B O B IR v T O AR N R A AR PR AN
(Shin & Johnson, 1978), ‘E&fiiE— M NAEERENLZES OHEEF. EXFERENFIREM T, MEF)E
RIG o KA — B, TSR ANAGT T A3 H AR IR 8 7 A1 AT B SR IR, DR A4 T 28 4 e 0
7 A F B FE A (Hubner, Drane, & Valois, 2000; Bender, 1997) Bl BAMA& 4 REx 77 (28 T £%5, VS
2009). CFREEFEKTF(EMHE, 2016). 348K (Burrow, Sumner, & Ong, 2014)2 #8532 3|4 1% ik = JE 1 82
Wy, PR, X AR ETE R A SR — AR LA B TR TE R (R SO R RS AR
G TR AR TR R, BB IR AR AR AR VR B R R, AR SRIEAN ], AT H A
BRI R AN AR 28, AR 2R A2 s i A R R FE I R 2, AR (e, BRI, Moutut S5,
2016) HLSCRRELM, 2besi, 2015). ABRRR. EEEMHWES, B, BRE, 2016)5%, NHE
FARMEM AR FA RIS K MR R, AR a ., Ry, I\, AT, B, TR,
2009; LAEE, 2016). BUAOHEEGARCRLKE:, X/DEe, (TIEZ, 2016)%% ., Horp 3 [E % 8RR 2E7E xR
SR T R IO ST, 2007), XA TE R SRR UR AR XN K EAE . KGR S, 1
X HFAE TR, X E B AR R B T BRI . A SN I S UE P SRR K AR AR A
WREESHZEE, ZOBRIFNHIRR, TSRS A TS L IR .

FEAE £ S [ NG LRI AT e SO T BRCTRUA 1R 0T A 52 17 SR R I A O B, I
FUUR RS B SRIVEM 2R, B A o AR RS 4, B ERE RO RIRESRAT N, AR E
R IAEZ BT G220 1, J8HESE, 2004). BRI 7o 30, KA M EAR IR (A B2 SO, W
SEAR R B AL AT EE R B T T B, AR R B AT R R RE . AL E SR A PRE R IR,
FEAZEE FE I H 2 R M AA T REAR ) SE AR B (M Hi, 2007) o B ISR A FEE FEACE IR AR IS, RIS
FEREBR S, U AR UG o ARV S BEAE D S A8 B B HT R (Shin & Johnson, 1978), A 3 H 4
Wk A FE R0t Fo AR i . AN, FRAEALAS AR R MR R T B OF fute B R A B 3RV, B
P18 A S A ) TR AR B B (R, kb, 2011), FF HARASEE T DAAE — e R B A4
FIR% 0 B B AEAT 7K (Wen, Yang, Yue, et al., 2016).

Judge ZE N R %0 H VN 8 SO “AMEXT B & B & 1254 PP 7 (Judge, Locke, & Durham, 1997),
i H &i(self-esteem) . — % H F AL BE (general self-efficacy). #1428 )% (neuroticism)- o EE 3% #1) Y8 (locus of control)
VU F47 BT ZH R . Heaven 55 A 703 BH TR NS BE FOOMI A Vs 75 B, A/MUIPAE R 22 o R A= Vi v i B
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#ERF. Campbell & NKI, FEPTA 5L S AR BINAR S b, B85 R0 S L R KA
RN 31 ANEK 13117 2 R AT ES SO AL R I, B 85 A2 15 T 5 B 22 8] IR A DGk B 0.47
(R, 2007). mifeEEaE ANLL 358 A4 K2 AR, A0 PR S A PO 9210k BE 08 T AE V8T i B2 9.5%
MR S B (i i, FREEAE, JFPE%:, 2016). Nicole Azizili 25 N FLR B — M B RABEE S A TEH R EH
R IR (Azizli, Atkinson, Baughman, et al., 2015). #%/Co H BIPN 1 VUASTRE TS 5 42 1536 B A VI 0
#, HA R0 BRI 5 AR S A VIR R R T TR E WM R F R T T %00 3 RS
HREFAEREAER . FENAT N FEE. FIWEEZERR, WEsktzo B EIFMae% %
R A G R E (NS, 2014; Weinberg, Glomb, & Song, 2005; Kong, Wang, & Zhao, 2014; Ozer,
Hamarta, & Deniz, 2016),

ZEEPTR, %0 BIRVEN S5 A8 R AR TR R R AR R . A0 B BGPTSR AR
T R (R R M IR 3R (B AIEL, 2013)5gma 5 MO AR FE I 0 A1, R AR B B M LU R T ACE
(e, VR, FBET, 2009)HIANAR SEA R TN H O AR TR EOGER, AL E R E SO E EE,
B RARR B IRBVERME, SERE AR A B e AE0E S BE M AR 3 b 54K 2098 2 A1 AR BB (Weinberg,
Glomb, & Song, 2005), AH RN AV 0 B RS . RIFIIABRG RN ARG A EEE N, 4
FEREE IRAMEAE N PR RGN . IR ZI BTSRRI mdE DU s Al . IR H., g BRI A
T R A B KU R 3R, kA8 B R A 0 2 AR AR TR S KIS i, FRATHEMT AR A AT £
FEHIAMAST B B PPN SEAR, AT AR 35 S B A RIS, B2 AR 0 B PPN FE A AT AR PR S ARV
JE 2 AAFAE AR

[ AT 4 56 T AR VI R FE 5 A% 0 B RPN S8 R BB FE R IR 22 WF 7800 BRMP AT, B R 2 A R
FERKTFIAZ, I HIF SR AR RS AR 0 BRI =38 2R R/
. T, EF UEPIB XA IR, WAL O BRI HACEE 5 AR E Z AR KR,

2. fARGE
2.1. W&

A FUIGE B PR P AR K A N TR AR G, JER A A 500 4y, RIS 3L 450 4y, HA A AL
% 316 1, FEIE 90%, AREN 70%. HRAEN RIS 62 N, otk 254 A; K—98 A, K82
N, K=77 N, RPU59 N BTIH155 A, 3CHIE140 A SRIETIIT 80 N, AN 90 N, KA
(146 N; A7 108 N, JAE¥AE T4 208 A

22. TR

22.1. (BLEEFHEFER) kR, WE, BF, 2004)

K255 L F 2004 R4, 1% B DL Huebner 1994 452 i 1) 75 /0 4F 22 4k A8 1% T 7 P e LAt
ZEELE-ANEVER, AR, KE. ¥l Bl FRMEE 6 MERE, k36 MIH. KA
g, 18T B RoR “EEAFE” B CRAeRFE”, Hd 4 AR E. ZERNE B
RECH 091, — HERIENEER 0.82, HA BT MU (K% 5, 2[5, %875, 2004), 445 Cronbach’s
o ZHCHN 091, RKEH 0.88.

222. (BLBRTMER) EEY, kB, B&K, 2012)

FEEESE ANEIT I (0 BRI ER) PO, —RgeE aira®R, m10 MHAR, KA

itk 13 S RlRR “REeEARRT B “EaeRR” o ERNE 2. 30 5. 7. 8. 10 MIiH
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KNS, SETEE 2 10~50 2, 20 B0 i B 2 4% 0 B RIFM KPRk, 7 2 0 8 Bt
TR . BT REMEREBR&EIME EMBRE, sTHT RFEFEZOBERNNE, KNG
Cronbach’s oo REN 0.73, #UE N 0.78.

223, (#AZEBREEFHER) GEREK, EFHHK, 354, 1999) (SAD)

Watson & Friend T~ 1969 Fgmiil, &4 28 Mok H, HoH TIFMALAZ I 14 5%, H T IFE A58
Wil 14 %, KH S SiFadl. ZEENE S RECN 090, 4 MAGRIENGEE N 0.68, I HAAHK
RS, A% Cronbach’s oo 2E0CHN 0.87, A5 N 0.85.

23. Gt

AT ST A HAE R SPSS 17.0 A1 AMOS17.0 A7 40EE, Xt N O 222 i AT Rkt giit- 704, KA
MOATREAR ¢ RS LR AR AL FE R o0 BV S AR R 2 R 2 5, KA Person MR 1%
SHAAEIE ol BRI 5 AT R A, SR AR ZEH IERIAESE0E 7340 Bootstrap HEAT A2
A I 5 8 ST 435 ) R AR

3. ERESH
3.1. KREEEEHEERIFE

5 K2 L P 2 R AT HR PR G SMT, 0t 72 0 0 R S B0 50 B A 03
(BT 4 SIS, RV A KR T e AP

3.2. REERLBERITH HXERSEEBRENXR

SR EEAERZ O F IRV A AR AP T IR T GE it 0T, 19 H RS S R FE I H 23(M = 0.42)
KT IR FHE.5 /SR, XTI K A T REAAFEAL S A %0 BERVEFM I H 73(M = 3.52)0 & T
F A ?ME@ 55), RWAKEEAE IO BRI AKCPIG &, v RE A T RN

7 1 A, REMAET N THARREEAEREZER, (RME T L 59047 L EHE

W E PAAERE ZE R (p = 0.020), RIWMA: T Lo IREE 1035 2 2 & T AR A 7 2.

SRV ARG R R 28 FE R A B R AN AE 38 22 5, (RTE A Vi B FEARAE 35 22 1 (p = 0.049) . &I
JEZ B LSD KL, KIUARI S & ER K — M EAFEREER, WA, K=HSEAE
REES.

TERGHEA T ESR b, ARRESHEA W F X A TR R EAFEREER, (Tl E e
TEM R Z T (p < 0.001), ZSH/EZHEE LSD K, BRGETEA R G124 il S A R
Z5, HRESThEE. PR BEERFAES RS ER.

N T %0 B IRVPAY 4158 £ R85 A W o o 4 P S Z B A OGOR 2R, X EATTHEAT Person #H
Kortr, @RWAE 2.

%2 R, HREIR S0 BRI AR R (p < 0.0D)IIS AR, SRR . SRR,
AE I AR B R SRR AR, SR R B R R

FAAE R 25 155 (1 IEAH R .

el BRI 5 AGHMEE . SEE . EREE . KEWEE. BhER. HEHEE.
A T T AT A 2 A 95 K AR G

Bootstrap W HFAmZH IEIIARSEL T 0 CLEHURE, TEILE 3, W EREHLIIAFE 5000 K, 7E 95%E fF X [H]
T el BRI SRS 5 AER R E A E RS S R B ol BRI EAE A RIS 5 A

ft
¥
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Table 1. Significance test of difference for life satisfaction of the college Students in Chongging (M + SD)
=1 ERARFEEEHREEEFLYM £ SD)

FOHWEE AR RERRE HEWEE  HRWEE WEHEE EEREE

o 2 522+0.70 4.41£0.77 5.51+£0.94 4.98 +£0.87 4.53+0.88 4.67+0.83 4.91+0.63
I
;E 5 523+0.75 443+£0095 5.39+0.95 4.91+0.95 4.51+1.00 4.44+0.86 4.85+0.67
* t -0.222 —0.169 1.070 0.570 0.125 2.315% 0.773
R— 5.32+0.65 447+0.85 5.42+0.93 4.84+0091 4.68 =091 4.59+0.81 4.92 +£0.64
- 5.10+0.78 431+0.97 537+0.98 498 +0.93 442+093 434+0.85 4.78 £0.68
Zg K= 5.17+0.75 430+0.81 5.48+£0.93 4.92+091 443+£0.95 4.59 +0.84 4.85+0.63
N 5.33+0.73 4.68 +0.90 545+0.97 5.05+0.94 4.50 £ 1.06 4.54+0.95 4.96 £ 0.69
F 1.942 2.651* 0.219 0.737 1.420 1.602 1.050
=3 525+0.86 4.82+0.94 536+1.15 497+1.13 4.64 +0.97 4.71+£0.88 4.98 +0.80
® RIT 5.28+0.69 4.65+0.81 5.49+0.89 4.96 +0.85 4.62+0.90 4.52+0.86 4.96 +0.61
%%E R4 524+0.73 420+0.85 545+0.94 4.99+£0.85 443+093 4.54 +0.82 4.84+0.63
“ R 4,98 +£0.83 4.01+0.85 5.08+1.02 4.76 £1.03 4.17+1.12 4.26+0.92 4.57+0.70
EY= 5.08 £0.69 4.16 £1.01 530+091 4.52+1.31 4.54+£1.28 4.28 +£0.96 4.69+£0.78
F 0.882 7.579%%* 0.894 1.311 1.353 1.195 2.136

W BAERIE T IEAR, *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***5<0.001.

Table 2. Correlation analysis of core self-evaluation, social anxiety and life satisfaction of the college students in Chongqing
(N=316)
F 2. ERAFERLBRITN, HRXEESEFEHREERXITN=316)

o HEPHY JOHMEE FEHEE ldsE AmnEE PREE PEHRE REHRE

HAAERE —0.383%x* —0.428%* —0.267** —0.305%* —0.271%* —0.409%* —0.357** —0.460**
o0 BV 0.341%* 0.177** 0.293** 0.251%** 0.396** 0.307** 0.396**

e B RIET SRR, *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001,

Table 3. The intermediary effect of core self-evaluation between social anxiety and life satisfaction

3. BRI ERRERSEEREEZ BN PN

Bo00t95%CI
AR By ONAR BootSE
BR TRR
BN -1.057 0.153 -1.359 -0.755
o0 BRI
[EE3 —0.290 0.074 -0.451 -0.163

R Z A A F K/ 8-0.290,  IXTAIANVELEE 0 (-0.451~0.163), BAGIHER L, AAET AR,
FEFEH AR RO BRI G, AR LA AR RO R AR 5 AR T R 0 B AN R -1.057, X AR
% 0(=1.359~0.755), IXFZMIRZ O H BIPANAEA AR S AL B 2 (e A E, TAEsE 4 Ay
Bl BT axb*c >0, XHERAHE OB AT REG I -5 1R rhBise 1 v o 280807 1 A TR P Ph A A2
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4. it
4.1. KREEEFEHEEIR

FET L T LI R AR R E I Z 5, RIOVIAE 7 OB il s s TR A 7, X
5 BRGS0, W, 2013). KZHHARMA T Lok H B EUR AT, BRI R 2 911,
£ 208 SrARS A7 Aorh, Sk BB B A AR AE T B HUE R 181, (S HUIEF] 87%. BOHERJLHTR
SEJSLAE B R EIIX, Sl AU 126 3 22 7 W] RIS A AR A B T R . Ak, AT LR
FIFEE LR, WAREZORE R, JFH, MAETLAENRDBIAKE s AR T4, M
ET LN IEZ R AT F%e, mEARmE 72 AN bRP B2 ok B T 5B Ak, 43S e FA
SRR A TR B8 SE 4 RO RIS I 7 o BT DUA: 3 AL RENS B 2 A & SCRF (BB R SRR [RIPE SR
Fott SCFFAR), IXRERI AT REE BRARAE T ZO6 PRBE IR R R v T AR A T

AFRER IR AR G A R EE S, RIEAR E s TR = K=, &5
CABIALR B (525, 2014), XATREAR T K22 A 8 2 (MR ik Ik /g, BRFEAR D>, Rk 1
TETRHIE S D TR = RERRAE OB T XK RGR R, 3 2 RO B AR HE L,
Ji LAAH EE R DU 2250 220 i B P AR EDRAE AR R R B b, ARERIR A EATEAE B2 2
F, ATRER T RAREEENZ i, 3 BRR R FE T RIS E WA B LG, JrisE
0 72 S5 AN T T A i AR R 7 A R S

PG e Ja i TR AR R B AR R 2 7, IRGTIL B R A 22 A 22 S v
BRI N ISR S A o BRETBRGT A A A Al A R DB R, T BT A4 6 T A i R R
AFAERZEZER . AWTUER, XRFE S, 5] OISR M L i S R 2R 3R, e
A R B R (R 2011) . RGBS I 2 AL A Al 7 THT AR 1 B BE Rl . o B8, AR )
X R R R . R, UMM AR S R B NAE ST, SRR AE A B, RN G T RFE
B2 H IR, AT 5 e KRR S R, IR K2 A A 2 S .

42. XKEERLBRITH . HXEERSEEHBEZERNXR

ARG R BN, KA OB BRI 5 A0 S B A B2 IR, Sl AT IEs R —5
(WEASE, TR, Jr0E, 2011). O BEFMES R MEOANE Qi AEFEREEECT L, HIAES
R BE RIS, A S L RE S AR TE T RO RAE, R ATIA SE AR E AT 2, P DL e R AR A AT T RE
KA I T 3R B A i AR B I 75 AT BE AR 56 38 1 7 e B AR, A SR T A £
XY, R ARAT T A i i i B A B o BeAh, %0 B RPPO R AR I (0o BB UL 3R B,
% B BPAT A A B RE A ARAR R ) A AT S v R ] S Eh Bl (Judge & Bono, 2001), FHEREIRTE
R, AT ERAG S vy ) T AR R

AWFFERI, BRSO EHIIPN AL B UG, ST AR UL R, % E #aAMAo
H BANME P52 S W 2 MO T A A 1 S P NS 1B IERRONE,  [RIIN RS2 AR AE B 2 R A B2 A
{IEREERIIETE S50/ N m NG v 1 R 5 =R AN 3 o8 ) A R AN = 0 R a a7 < E B
NBR1E S e T U0 N 245 T ARPEOY, AT A A e R 7 RO HoR P I R R R N 15 2
VRO, BT B AR S AE . T DA S AR KT B e A, B AT ] T Al N PP M D VR A e
SE, IR B BRI AT FrFEAI.

AU E S, 18/ Bootstrap Kl T #0 A BIPM AL LRSS AR EEZ MK A/, 2%
O EBEIFO SN BT REE, AR RS S A R A R B METR 3, B B BIFOEP

S
=
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B R AER, Hoi A RN EE B 21.49% . — J7 THI UG B T AR 195 T B2 (R R [RL 3R 2 2 P 2 REIY
S I7 R AR A AR R AR R R, AL R R EA AR R, R
A2 FEJE T CUE R MR O H BT R A S T B L . A S AR R 2 AR AN RE R ST AL A R O B s
PR, FENBRSAE IRZ RIS T), TR B BB, MRBEE AL, BUR T3 5 S AT
Ay, BETTREM RS2 A ARG A R R . AT L, A0 B BRIPAN FEAL ST A R 5 AR R R T L I AR AE T Ay

AR
5. &hig

AT H LU R 458

D) REAERBRMAE T, AFRES. BREHE AT S B &
2) KA B VAN 5 A I R B 2 35 IEAH G

3) REAR O BIPRS00 L A AE B 20 P A RN

SE ik
FREEL, TR, BFEQ012). b H RPN ISR R B REAT. OB, 10(1), 85-99.
BURLE, WENHEQ013). KFEAEEB., ANRMEESEEFEERRR. LAY 6(6), 81-85.

r R, AER, HFPUS£2016). KA B ERES DRI NN R R, 7 E RO ERE, 249(12),
1831-1833.

B (2013). F/DERO BRIFN I KRR S M 5 2 4B TR R R R, 1 3 RAEFE, 21(4), 361-363.
ZEE2011). REAEATEHRE. P BEERRI KRR, H2O0HFIZ 26(22), 179-183.

U, JRETE, MO, 55(2016). VL T RS R IR A AR AR U R T A R WA R R . R i TR, 4,
251-254.

R, 2R, TEFQ2009). BT ARG E S N T R R, EFEFHL, 30(21), 2450-2453.

oK, XNDEE, IIRL(2016). KEFEEFIR O IR AR 54 iR e B A . 7 [ O PR 42 %, 24(3), 410-413.
AT, FEREYE2004). HAZBMIE NI ZERIVI L. [FIE FFEHR 20 31(2), 118-121,

FHEHEQ014). AFEALFTELF OBEMIESEFHEREHIFRFZDI. WA, B I K.
TESL3E(2014). REEAERZ L B BATFN XT3 S 4 B FA VST S IR, 5 -5 30(13), 1815-1817.

IR, EAAK, D50(1999). OH H4FEEZFMHOU12). b HEOHE TAERE .

TAHE2016). 4B /KRS A NG S E RS OB RN R. #E2F T4 11(42), 1728-1730.

B, 22BRBE(2015). KEFAE IR R K MR R, IR F B TR, 35(4), 79-81.

Bett, B, BEREQR016). REFAAIGEFM,E. N F G EEREE XA, (U 5 AR AR5 7R,
16(5), 70-72.

Miti(2007). KEFEAMLER G ANRMEE. EMERBHIRAKM R, LHEH, 7(2), 30-31.

iRig, PR, AE(2009). KPEEMSIRE. L BERIFN S EWERBRI KRR, FERHHE, 12, 83-89.
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