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Abstract

As a general phenomenon triggered by the experiences of sexual objectification, women’s self-ob-
jectification impacts negative effects on women’s health and well-being. The objectification theory
and the evolutionary psychology respectively attribute the women’s self-objectification to the
process of socialization from the perspective of proximate explanation and resource pursuit from
the perspective of ultimate explanation. From the perspective of evolutionary psychology, re-
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source is of an indispensable meaning for human females’ reproductive success. Although the way
to gain resources among women varies under different circumstances, under the culture of sexual
objectification, women’s success in gaining resources in the mating or labor markets depends
much on their appearance. The gene-culture co-evolution theory could explain the reason why
such a phenomenon exists. The solution of women'’s self-objectification involves paying more at-
tention to women'’s inner personality quality, not substituting the value of a woman’s appearance
or body for her whole value, and not treating women as objects to be judged by others.
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1. 5|

PEZARAY SRS A AE D9 2 B 5 MR 25 5 160 158 (1940442 (Choi & Delong, 2019), #4fth A ff) & R85
AR — 843 BE HO Th BE 5 AN F AN AR 4 AR 23 B (Calogero, 2013) 3% HL At A A a4 iy A A0 4 25 XA
NEAKIIH 8 (Kahalon et al., 2018). FHEL T F0E, P2 ARAL A P2 45 1) T4 2o 48 > H A5 (Saguy et al.,
2010). FR¥E 244k 2 16 (Fredrickson & Roberts, 1997), &AM R AEPA BRI S, MAEEAS A
BRAEAE o oI AMAHE PR 2 A IR 8 T3 2 AR FRD (/AR VA ) 8 A8 AR A Al N R ) 3 2 8 0 1 (4910 G A A P P
Ly AL 4 Al A HEPF) (Choi & Delong, 2019), HAZ B e TRk H T AL G BN bR 41 RO 2 A Akl A 4
SEAMERN HREMAL, BI85 % L 5 AR A5 (Fredrickson & Roberts, 1997) 3 UK H B4 A
— AN A N TR B A B B A B4 B4 (Johnson & Yu, 2023).  H FREAARL > Tk E IR SRS
H &AL (Carrotte & Anderson, 2018), Fi# &g —MHIF B R TR KB N PERIZ D, MR I AW
WEMMMER A OB e #H & MEMREE A SR A ORISR — S, %0 &5 1E
BAeE i

BT UAEB I, B3R 20 Lo (1 R 55 S A ™ A B8 22 AR SR AR AR (R 52 0 o E S BRGR  J5 TH
R R BRI I MRS T KPR A 3R £ FE (Mehak et al., 2018) 5 PR frFafig (Noll & Fre-
drickson, 1998), ¥ [ O SRR SN 47181 R ik A % B & (R /K ~F 55 B B3 35 1] (Muehlenkamp
et al., 2005). TEFEAR IR 2F 6 2 G I %, e 0T JRB ALK 10 2 1t o 21 (1 FE A R FE 5 b AT ] 28
ENRBRETR, (KB IREARAACT Lo 5 5 (0 5 B 12 5 FUR M B €A R IEA O, BRE
H BB AR A 2265 LRI P90 S A B S35 0 (Feliig et al, 2022)0 BEAR, ket B 3R 1) 2ot
XHEEXT B RSNV B B 1) S B, IR VR R AR I R T AR, A 51k mRE R B TR A
A A PE T B KT B B A AN B (Calogero et al., 2009). fESEE R AT, EEREHEEBRURLHEREH T
BRI 5% A9 8 B (Ramsey et al., 2017) . E AT Lo M OB S W AR AE 70 K5 52 (0 Lo MERE AR B B4 45t
SRR LD S S e A S R i ke AT (U= R e e OF S AP U | ) P S J T S Bl N i e o S T
ot I AR U s R T B BB TN S I LT S, R A RE ALK, 4R
o H B 3 48 EOpt BRI (Breines et all., 2008).
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BT 2otk B FRF A Lo R S SEAR A T R 2 i AR R AR e, T R v R B AR
A T TR R K k2> 2 e B FR AR A T ORAP Lo M R S SR AR LA ISE R . Hig B, T et Rk
PRI SR DRI AT DL AN GE S S EAT R, — AR . BELRRMLERE, B — AR RAMLER, HiX
PIANERE 2 HAME . B AR B(Laland et al., 2011). o, JTsmif. ELEEMMRRERIZ R “nf”
(1) 1] B (Goetz et al., 2008), BI—AMT AEURE B2 Wil #4732 1 (1) (Scott-Phillips et al., 2011), 5 5 ML Z
BRSBTSk B T ERE R 0045 B IR I 0% B CRAT N EURE B (Nettle, 2011). ZAR{LEE
@ (Fredrickson & Roberts, 1997)3& T #E2x b B Bt 2ot B AR R REAC BT b2 — i om . B4R
ke, Ao ERIRH, ARSI T FE I, b TSN EN S S EMANE
FH (Costanzo, 1992). Kk, Lotk BB BB R R MR 28 3 BT 51 R AN E J I N AL
{5 LT 2 3R WG 4 2 2 BRI Y A R (B L o LRI PR 4505 () ) CREAE IS ) « € =11 Sz )
55) 5 HAR B A R P AR B (Hu & Gu, 2023), 5k T2 AR AR FEE i At 2 e R itE sy
i) [ L PE R B FRA KT . IR — 20002, AR 2 bR AE I A0 R 38 B L R R AR AL RS
AA s} TR AL R 1 R Ak 22 TR R A A8 B (Feltman & Szymanski, 2018), 58 T #- 3 Ak it e f i i
P A 22 55 B AR HE RE A 36 [ 2o PRI RE I B FR ARG K

WER ARSIk A T AR BN BRI AR FE R, XA T4 T I AN 0 1 P AL i R 2 5
BrHARER, BT i) B B AR KT B2 B 2 T R AR & T e fide e o i . (H=R
Sk, WM ERMEDSBREEM AR RN RIEEN . A%ERR T R ERE
B, SRRSO UL BRI R 2 A OG R, 45 R I L A & Ve AR AL
FEFAAR I R0 23 380 B TR AL, AR 0 R 22 b F R B AR (Fairchild & Rudman, 2008); Fifi 5, At
SERR T LM RARE I BIAT R N2 8] 17 45 1R A /B F (Shepherd, 2019), RIUSUR & MR AL
Z 50 PU N Z B R, FHHRERANET S H RN Z BTN E . g IR
AILUR I, BT I 51 R IR s B (RRAR PR R0 ) ik 2> B BB AR AL /KT, T el 25 BT 51 R 1R B B2 SR (FF
FARR I RRT) 2 380 B R B ALK o LR N R B AT X AN R 0 N AL R A B A BE AR
BN R B R ARG, BREERMAKCEA—E SR BT, XULH s R a D5
H B RO AT BRI 2 A R A SR B A R iR i s i 4 30

T 2otk B BRI 1 FRARRIRRE I 2“7 KR (Goetz et al., 2008), Mtk
VR 1) OB R IR — bR a8 (04T 9 SRE R I B R VA IR T i R R 52 AT N B A R MR IR T X
EAE, (Scott-Phillips et al., 2011). |7 &G 2 fa M B & 1 EAT R LI SRR SR 4R 1 3L
A AN (51 1 A PR 55 B 28 AR R 450 ) B AT I h Y S R (DelPriore & Ronan, 2023). MR D B2 ML A, 4
PEFERLR FARROZ LA FEARAMAT R, B Lo MR 7E AT I R b 75 95 B R B S AR MK B L 2
DAL 38 R 25, T A A 255 e A e 5 A 7= A U P RE e, B a0 7E T SR TR B0, R
RBAAL L A SEAR AR 1555 ¢ B 25 8 (Ramsey et al., 2017), X% LML AT T AR . H 2 %
P R BARAAE Sy — Ptk i 0 4 (Smith et al., 2011) X Ui ML AT IR 3 7 MO R 45 5. AHT 5
P HE AL O BT 22 R A IR R At FL IR BRI AR AR R, 7E R DAAERIE TR 0 25tk b, A 5T x5
PSR IE SR oM H IR ARAG IR AR SR DR o AT S8 AN Lot AT B B P A 2 0 18 B 2k B R AR AL
R S, e ANFE BR] 5 SR Wb )30 A 0 £ B2 BRI G A s 20 Lo PRI R Ak, AT (I 0 ke ) e R 5 52

1o
2. BRRLMERITAII A ATRERAER
T HFLANY, FATHE S DA PIAIBL: B0 A8 LRI AR % 7 3 A (Alispahic et
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al., 2015). I, HEHEMETAESE AP EBATHE 2 M5y, TG A TR S AN BN 2 1)
K700 KRB SMEMEAHLE, MEVE A B i 5 AR 5% (Campbell, 1999), Bl —> 58 i A BEAT BT Y
AN 58 1 o AR PR B0, B T v AT T AN P S0 T 5 S Rzl ) [ 1 5 4 (I o R M)
T B A AT B Th B AN 5 7 (Benenson & Markovits, 2023). AR, 1Tk 735 4+(Goetz et al., 2008),
Y ST 6 5 = A0SR S R 1, TOEE 2D BE RS A AR i B AR RIS R ED W B & — 11
SRl BRI, e A R R 1 T A R RO R 5] R, I T 2 AT AL kAR s AT T
M 3 RN F) 1 B A SR B IRk 3R B R A, T8I S AR B 2 M R R i AT BT (Campbell, 1999).

MR SRR R BEL, MM S AN T KE R TR B[RRI RRARL, T B 5 A A7 TS K (Alispahic et
al., 2015). SRZHMMEMEHANMIMLL, AR E— LN E ORI A ZHE, &
e 513 s (Benenson, 2013). EANE— R —FEhilkbadr, A5 M0 i (0 505 S 0 1 e ME RE W (12 it
J M HSRAREFE (Andrews et al., 2017), {H AR ARS8 & T B (Alispahic et al., 2015). M
MBI F, ANRLVFEFERENGE. AR, £5 R, ML TESSEE, A%
Wk BG4 4 vh TS 5 KR (Lassek & Gaulin, 2006). FEMRZ KB S, Hh T35 KBR
JE TR 2 e A 1 RN IE IR (— FIRITR), H o Bl A fiG 8 5 BFFL(Min et al., 2000). #5304 BB FL
R, BEFLR I = RS S R 5 S AMIARIK S B B 9 IEAH ¢ (Lassek & Gaulin, 2014). Rk,
U SR — AN N2 PR TG AE 55— UM 2 A J8 I AT A G 10 B2 05 (9] 2 6 ) 7 0 5 TR AR 3R 2 08 1 B R I
7, B A AT R S T R AR AT B S PR A . S b, AHEL TR E0 S RS, iR 5 22 HER R
BRI Lot 88 R ISR LU e . — 7T, SHTE MMM, ML T R R L ok, (R
LU I Lo P R T S A TR 2 SRR, TS AT BRI (R SEREA S S — 5T, SHEDS
PERIFIE, LoV LG L IR 51 ) B A R 43 o WF ST REA, Lo tExd T BRI 5] Dy B T T L
H588, ALt S IRESRAR, LRG]S EEER . ML S MR HRAR, AL
55 B A H B AA IR 5] A7 o5 4 # B E ] (Bleske-Rechek et al., 2014). 7E5 41 )71, 2RI 5] 71528 i A A
R R (R E R TR b DA B B v B vR 58 [ (Andrews et al., 2017). BFFRRIH, i A\ A& &
FREG RG] ) Z 8B % R M B AT (e e I RE 8 2R B iR KR REUE) e e A
(Andrews et al., 2017); JF H &M LA 51 JI AR 2228 RAEARF SO R AN, (HIX B2 2R 2 [H]
(AR DG R 8 S — B . FEIX S8 AR S 248 hn b, R LG Lo Mk AT I (L e T SE (M FR bR, (R &
PR E S BMI 225, Lo (0 B LE A 5 % SO0 H IE [ 5000 o 24 1 )5 1 Q 4 &= (Butovskaya et al., 2017), ##
A BB e OA R, BATM AR . B S ARBEMIn, Lot i I Lz AR K )
5 DAL e M — PR 2 S L R BR VT TR R K R A 11 S Ak g 7, K LA TR MitEAE B 2 )5,
YA TR E A R AR, KBRS RAE T MR A R, XieCE T et S, AR otk
AR PR L 1 A% i) v VRS EE (Lassek & Gaulin, 2006), MME CA M ABEBAE L, RIBAER 5=
18480 WhAh, BN Lo AR L ) i 2 2= 52 B PR b B2 Y5 22 /D 1K 52 1 (Gangestad & Scheyd, 2005). Ji
T LR AN e MR B AT RE R 1 L 7 3, AE IR Z X, Lo I I L S e i) 2 e M AT R
s, FONREE MG, BT DUEREAR LA 58 2 SEATRe & (1 S 44 i J07) i) 2 kol B A S s ) AT AN
fH: MAESTIRATE Z BIHLIX, Lotk 1 A LU S (9 =2 2o M AT Re = 4 BT, RN RE AR, P
CAREE 1 B8 2 1) AT R 5 (91 G B A T ) 43I0 315 ST R G AT SSE (f91) G A 3 5 DR ) Py 1 B B B )
BATIME. 5 EATR, TR LA R 5 A TR AR EATAR DG AL A R 08 1 B UR AR B B
I 2 I\ 55 B 0 e E AT AR DG A 8 1 TR R AR SR Lo A B, BRI T B R At
BRI AR K
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3. RERZMEERTFHUHRERE
3.1 BRI TSRS SRR

EIAA 2, LHIREBRI T AR, — AR S I E I 55 M AT SRR, 53— did
BRI e h T SR BB R (Smiith et al., 2011). TEMERMA S Z R, Mt SRR S H AN 5] T2
FMEAEERR. BCIFRERN, BRTERI SR, sl o B S otk B W 55 i 8 20
(Langlois et al., 2000), {EAH LT @ 51 7700 B4, 425 W 51 Lot B 22 58 I & e 5 5 2 (Maestripieri
etal, 2017). X &ZMEME, WIS RIS 545 %M1 5 (Gregus et al., 2014).

ERAR T, o B e, 534 H0 58 0w 5% H A 5 = 51 77 FE4E (Legenbauer et al., 2009). R
SCHRHRE, PRI AR 2R RS BRI 5] 02 111K 5 AR A L M R B AT I B (e PR U REAS AR B 1 B
K HREE) 582 (Andrews et al., 2017). AR 2o EATHME M BRI, BAERR I M R 40 A 1)
BERREERZ . Fitl, RS0 EBAFBRER M Lot sae e s Btk Bk, BrIUChEA
19 TR (FE I B 110 £ 55 DU ] 7 — Bl 98 bty ) ) e MR PRI 5] 0 5 1 (Peshek et al., 2011). 31X 42 KA Bl
FER K SERACEI T, ARG /NE R R, — AT WL IR Lot
FRIIGAE . EBRNV T, B TR A WG] 70 2ot ik 55 03 e 8 T U EE 22 1) /N 2% (Parrett, 2015)0 X T [6]—
NV R, LT AL, AT, BT H T8 = RS (Kulesza et al., 2014) . 7E 55561
M3 S, AHLE T SRR 5] 205 R gl 0 e, A ik B T I T B s Ak R R AR 5] 0 b
(Commisso & Finkelstein, 2012). 7E#AA BB A SR 5] 10 MEREE SRS 30 =i KPR, THECE 2 1)
K, PAFE E A2 5 A (Dossinger et al., 2019). WA 2 SR SR ECE ATAH 5 % 5 2 o MR R A S0
19Kz 11(Blake, 2022). W AAF25(Blake & Brooks, 2019)1 A1 5 A F-45 (Blake et al., 2018) {7 %%
PR sl S,

MO A, T IR I SRR M B AR S 2 T ot RS AL AR AR SRR . 7EME 2
WX T, BT WA EN, Lot RN IR KL FHGR T4, T 3R
U, ARG R A AR AN S SRRV P4k, FES I B AT A A R bR dE. i
LRk, JUFEAMARRERL TIRE Lt B RE MR Z F X R, HEIEH — M ARERR LA RE
WA AU Z T (06 R 5 S 31 T BEUR 0 55 4 PR s 85 0 Lot B IR ARG I 52 (Wang et al., 2022). Hff
FRF AL AR A T —MERMESE, BRPRE A T — N EEK, & a4 1 S0 2H (1 B ik
Wt e iZ B BR LSRR VR TR I R v S, S H AL g Az R R LR AL, AT
Grii BRI YR, &5 ORI SLIR A =28 7 B B KPR ES B IRF b . I 150 B BE IR A SERE S X 22
PEI B AR = HE 52

3.2. EELIHELIEM SR ML

L b, R ERT, MEEECHENE SN AL DU AN E I . SR DUEAE R A
B LU MR S AN o DA A8, R T M R O HE R R P
fis(Price & Eaton, 2014). #RT, fEPEEAMSCHZT, ANSRLorEbE 55 1k il 5 5200 7™ 4% 14 £ R HIAR
#E(Kahalon et al., 2018). BRI SCAL AL A AR 52T =10, MIER - ST R ) AR
BRI Lo H IRE AR 9% F A BT I ok B 3R AL 1 A

WRYEEER - LA RIZEAL B 1B (Walsh & Yun, 2016), R H THEEIPkER AL 5] Kk N 2E4 € 10i& RiAT
NIRRT E AT 9 SR ALK T B A S . ER MR AL 2, IR B R AT
55 B AN S B A R eI I AT ) I ORI A R FR3E MAT O S5 U R A 2 S G R
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N2, BRSSO S b S . DAL SE G ), FEREAR SRRSO, AR B i i e A
TG AR BRI SRR 5 e M B G Hm ATIE Y . ST b, IR, B A s g S RSt
BAEMIRER, SR NS5 M ad i (R PE 5% 4 AT e Th 8 A2 i A7 AR . FEIRFERIMSR IR IR, A —
FE A3 10 55 T U S S M R B | S 1 () — /D B RO B A B e R i L T LR OR SR A A )
18), X E 4 37 HA AAT N ERRE A R 1 Mt R SO A . BEAE DS PERUS ATy, IX SR E AT N
SR TR AR S hrErk s 548, mORTE e A B A& s il SCAb .

BT - SO R, MERAR SO — P AL (1 Stk o DUFE 25 3 AR X Lo PEAE AR
TR SR B L4 (M 1960 4F 2 2009 4F), SRUA 2 ARG B ET N “AEVEAL” BAR Y “HEIEAL” 1
JE 4 (Hatton & Trautner, 2011), BEARTEL & FHBLR) “EBYEAL” MR IEAR —HFEHAEER, HEMEHL
OB, PR R RGBSR R — HEAEN . TS R B L B L WELR, ks
6 Fa e BB IR J7 . TAEAE S iR i ML BLGRINT, ABEA — 020 I o PERR IS 24 I 3R B8 AT
TIES SR AMARIR A TR I SR IR T R . AR PR R SO [RGB, X RR B RE R AT S R
R MESR TN IAT g — B e 1) SCA o B L MEAR THANR AT i 4 1 S8 2 1 BE s IR et 1
MRV EATRT), X AR TN AT AR I A S AL A S AR TER MRS AR, otk
NI ETRAR AL S 2 S B, B IR AR . TR R AL S, AP
X TR & A2 SRECBE R I — Pk s HE U SRS, AR A AR B T A AR AL, AT E
Rt B A IS .

4. WIS it BREFELHER

MIEAC OB IR, RN SRR LM AT SR R 3, i DA Lo P xod T B 05 1 SR B4 o) 2 2
AR A, LVEEAR A A, SHEIRIURN 7 28 v DL . BARFEME AR Ui N
PEI AR BHIR ISR IR R B AR AR MR AR 2 R, oM RIS IR nT RE A 2 AR T4 5. (A
U, OB E LA, AT TE N NG Lot H IR AR I R R R Ak 2 SN T LA 1 (R Ah 3 B
SR B AE R LM B ARANE, AN BB 2 A g R A A SR PR R 254

TEX— s b, KEEH RE T AU Lt B BRI R 0 o AR A a8 20 2 i 1] 4k 4 il 5
2 B AT BT o [ I R I FE (Zimmerman, 1995). BRAUEL S =AY 2, o, AMARJZ TH FIRAURZ F8 6 A
NFERIAED, B EZh ARG TT L, DL A S BOR FREE A A . 4 22 TH A AU 8 50 2
SR A BRI 9 AT (0 BE SRR R AR (I an 4 2R AT D) o VA 2 TR PR IR B 45 (41 4k LA 2L 231
Tr SBT3, DT et AT B0 4R A A 0 DA B 4R 5 FAh AR 2 TR B IE R o 78 H AR TR, TRBLX AN
RAE MO M )T S E A O Hax e S AR S R E . EnFEpries, JE
R 2t DL —FP 3 0. MO, SRR R R PGl 2008). fE LM S, i
Bl A B SRR AR AR TR NG, T ER i E B IERXAN T, ARk, AR
T DARACA R Lot ) 35 ) oM e 21 PR TSR DA S B R AR AL (158 (Bue & Harrison, 2019).
TEEARRSEIG, ZoMEE TGN T i) R BB ST 2ot SEmn i) & Gtk
SRR T LML TN 2 I I 1) RS B (B an7E — B 30 b b, DABERS SR s, AR
Bz P F s 7 — B BRI SIS, ERBRFE R E BRI, AT BAEA S BRI
FE TR B ARG T, BIL GE 0 2o PESE TN A 25) DA 3 L) 35 OR T M P AR 7= i )45 9 LA
RV EL) o S5 SR HL CARAU N 8 (0 2 7 i) o AN BE B e 20 PR RN 2 A RS O BLAMR G 0 9% T 22 ik
FRT & —FE 91K 7 MRl m PPIRES B AR K o AN 22 O A 78, Bue Al Harrison (2024)
W) & ALHAS B & B A 8, ORI AR Ay 2 R T o e A S 2 300 PR R % R A8 384 0 2 1 W
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BHBAB AR, EH5HEA RSB EUAZ . 5, RFEK) B, AT RER L
BN T T e FETE ARS8 5 R SR T R & BARKCT RS B AL
PEMLRENS G BIHEN, it SO BT IR AR MRS, BE 2 TR A L A W B (9 4m ) o5 m A e
Pr5 e RIE S, PR B R AR AT RERE U5 42 Ao
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