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(HTRE IR 22 AR, IS5 AT ) R A T S B0 =, g VT R R R 92 =, KU 410081)

WRIP 5 =18 =

B B OEREmRE AR B, RERSEREN N RRZE, (Hah2s iR m AR S A s i m 1 &

BT RS, SR AN RIE BRI SR H G BEE 0T 1 i bk 2 b v R 28— i 5 =ik
BIPISC RN, B R ZRES TR 5— i EARIR(SWB, Subject Well-being) K1 AYIEIA B PR

FERFFE 1, X 290 #4558 UEATIEIRG 1 AERYPUR(T1 A T2)iBBR 2, FRITHR T 5 32 LS AR BN R AR 2
MPRFR . PFRER IR (1) T1 BYRRBT Y W] DL E 10 300 T2 A7 1% BN A, Negative Affect)fl SWB ¥,
B A T T2 BRI E(PA, Positive Affect)FILE 1% (LS, Life Satisfaction); (2) T1 f)—f SWB [H -1 ]
TN T2 AR RO CFERST 2w, E—20 R HACEENT 178 B2 5& T TH54E 14 RIWFSR, 458 kKA H g
ASCRE T[] T 32 W02 AR EORL A 7 P ) NAL R E A2 RIS LA, SRIIZ ik AR AR T 5 &
WSEARIERAY PA . NA FIl LS Z IR 22 R OC R ML, TR0 T2 AR FAEAR SR A . B, kA E
PR TR 5 —f8 SWB A TR FMEL BLE AR, X WAt 2s ARSI A o e . BfR . EEOF SWB AYFE S 3Eak
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B, fhasbEOE—A A ik ik 72 (Gilbert et al.,
1995), 15T 1] Lt & e, EEE A —Fh
i 1117 2 A A At 231 2 —— W o B BB R AR
ok, N5 ANZIE S = B —A8 S 2o :
Facebook . 5. QQ &%), Al i Filviih 2 78 1K
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WA, DR T2 tAENe LA, R A
B R A HACEE, RERUHR BRI 5 016
TR AR 7R 1y PR SR T G 2R

F AR (SWB, subjective well-being)i2&1&
ARKE EAPRAE . RSz, XTAETE . TAEMAPR
KFREEW R0 F W, BA B0 etk
B AR LS HFFIE (Diener, 2000), Diener 45 A4 W=7
TR 43 R TR 15 S (PA, positive affect) | 1 H% 1% A%
(NA, negative affect) PAS A= 1% 5 & & (LS, life
satisfaction) =>4t B (Diener et al., 1985), A A%
FH = PR SR AR A Bl 5 B s AL 6] 32 W S A R 3 44
FEHATIGE . o, = D3RR 5 R 30 A R A
ANHERE S B v, ZME LR e AT T3 R Y 25k R
(Busseri & Sadava, 2011); = B 76 5% 18 =5 W 52 45
JERAS A B R, BTGRP A5 2 B A R I
P (Jovanovic, 2015) . H T3 AR AL 1 JE 1k ] R



%51 1)

[ HOME S5 BRG] . B TR ERA HC Y 41

FE WL AR R 3 AR 3L [R5 22 F e A 14 A i
Feze s, Ptk, BFSER SR -8 BUR PR 5T i /Y
KFR o B F BB th— > 7 2 AR ik A
TR, FEIR PR 7 I e 1) S A5 rh 2% A G Y
R, T — P PRI Sz Bl ) S A A v %A 2 2 17 e
(Holzinger & Swineford, 1937), E.AMFFEE, X
Rl PR A A — 8 B B T H BRI (Morgan et
al., 2015), WL ARER Y OUR - 15E 8Y i L J2 Y Chen
2 N (2013) 42 H A9 (Chen et al., 2013), Jovanovié
(2015)XF =5 Wi 52 4 Ja% 9 XL DR A 28 s 7 AR ) 43
Mro Ml PA. NA FII LS J& 32 W 5 4 JE 0L IR A5
AU B REIR IR 7, S S AR (W] 5 T, T
“o PR I LSRR R A — R, B — R
SEAR IR T (gSWB, general SWB), & &— NETE
A SR, e 3 W SE AR 3 AN 4EFE(PA . NA AT LS)
Z I e H T C A BT R HDRUA A A
SIS A B A T SIS UEAF 5T (Yang et al., 2020), F:T I,
AT 3 U= B A AR A, A2 LR 1Y)
P HLAA A, RV BT 5 L AR OB 1
AR 2 [] g F500 PR OC R (UL 1) 6

14 8 (Social Comparison) e HMA H % it
17 HAEFE & ih W A7 7E () P42 (Gilbert et al., 1995),
SRR A FRIFAN 5 A SRR, 2 R ma A AR
R BB A R EE B R R (Suls et al., 2002).
Huro a2 kM, m b2 e Reis A1k
FEA BRI & 45 (Dvash et al., 2010; Krasnova et al.,
2013; Li, 2019) B 2 ) b At2y e AN Ao il A
B A RS it BT RO A B BT 7 A A — e g g

TH M 1 45 (Parrott & Smith, 1993; Smith & Kim,
2007), i Bl 25 BoAT B S0fk o B R Y e 1
(Wenninger et al., 2019), XA =48 &1
SATHT R R (Lu, 2016) o G > 54 g 7 i ) 45 HC I A
T2 5 0 BRI OG, HAES & B A% 10 T 1 2%
(Dogan & Vecchio, 2001; Krekels & Pandelaere,
2015); BTS2 190 sk 40 0507 1 0 7 A 9 15 S R B e
BE LA B 25 (Lin & Utz, 2015); 1%
JoT i i 55 32 WL 5 A R A B ——— R TR
5 EAAHKEKER(Ng et al., 2020; Smith et al.,
1999; Xiang & Yuan, 2020), F&TF 1L, FRATHEHER
B RO P AT LI 1) T 3 00 S A OB P 1A A
H NA, B e T PA T LS.

IEAh, Casu (2015)WFFE A, Welid v] LA i
T IR A A1 25 1 2 MR 1 A 1 32 1 I A1 3 0
SEfRIE, HATC A SRR B 2522 AR 1
#.(Rook, 2001; Wolff et al., 2013), 4 H Hit ¥ Xy
SRR Tk, SRR B H 38 BRI R B A
g . ODPEFREE D, AR A HidE
TEVEA AL i Z ) ) 5 A= L T 28 o 22 () 1 2 91 A2 Ak
KR A A MR B9 L (Gunthert & Wenze,
2012), Bk, ARWFFEWARE R HAIc B A H
WA AR H SERR RSS2 . BE T, AT AR
AR AT — H BB AT DL 2 T [ S S — H Y
NA, 3% fm il 5 — H 9 PA FI LS.

RZ, FEWEARE ] AR B, 5 &
WL SEAR AT BARI A RAR L, K88 A AR A
FEN A G 4T . H A (Diener et al., 1999), M
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OO BRI AR, 32 L A R K T g A A
A T A R R, B S R A A0 T B T T 4
PO A B A B 0T ) o 17T X A T DA A B A
SR T 2 T R A Al 2E W T (R ), T
FEA T Z B ORI S, WR Y (Sirgy, 2020), T I,
FFEINR  EWSEARIERUA PR sp PA | LS AT LA
70 1) FOUI0 4 SR A, N AT L fv 0000 45 S gk g )
FERY, FT— H 320024 OB AR NA B el AR
AT DLIE [ #0005 — H AR, A — H 30 i 8O
TR ) PA AT LS ARCAE AT L A7 ) 00 i —
H i gt

i LTk, AR A A E SRS T
LR A e 2R, (EIZATISA)S SR A7 A — L6 5 ]
MR AR, Ho—, A RSO 5 F W8
TS — 4B Z R OC &R, (BN WESE [R] IR
WD 5 EERIER 3 DMERE(PA . NA R LS)Z
ETTOIES S5 S S i A 51 e L5 = vl s U8 Y/ 4
XA FREA, PR 5 g R 3 DYEJE
(PA. NA Fl LS)Z[A] iy A SR G &, DhyR#bar
AR ER T S A S T TE Y R BR T A B Y A
KRR . =, AT A Ko HUE 5 T R A 4
R0 2048 7 TR SR W 5 32 O S A R R OGO
F, WA BTN AR R B 5 0
FEERZ BT R R H, PFIOER
Ti) 38 B K R H I AT T A B R T G R L B
S R 15 1R A B P A O A R A
1M H A I B W 58 OS] 145 78 174 £ B 480 gk o
HEWFEREAER . Hik, AUF50ERH 20
FE A R A, IR 45 SN maE Rk (F9E 1)1
Hidk (W5 2), A FEFA R 5 £
A BB PR ARS8 2 (] A TR0 PR SR G R o XIS 1
PIB ERVE, FR A MRk

fB% H1: T1 B ) 5 45 BT g 7 T A IE [a] 0 T2
P [) 5 = 00 S AR R R ) NA, 57 ] S0
PA LS,

Bk H2: T1 FWg e BUA A f NA 7]
DI ) F5000 T2 B[] 55 fR) 45 B g 4, T1 B[] 53 1Y PA
AT LS BT LA [ FN T2 Bk ) g A ST

fBa% H3: W5 — 8 32 0= 4 2% A - (gSWB)
HRHEKR,

FEXTOESE 2 1 Hadik, $EH R

fBa% H4: Hi— H oy 1972846 o] LA 35 1 1m]
S —H A NA, 527 ) Bl 5 — H 1 PA FILS,

B HS : Hii— H 320 48 BN F B R NA

(AR AL AT DA IE [a] 000 5 — H A Bk, Ai— H FE 0
R A TR R PA I LS Y72 Ak AT LA fi) 7500
J& — H B

Bax H6: Hij— H W i A8 b nT DL 25 1F [
W& — H A — 8 3 = 4w P - (gSWB).o

2 BESE 1: Ry B ST 30 S A
JEOBUH 7152 7Y

5T 1 R AR 7, ARy 5 &
WAL S A SRR PR A 27 i) ) T PR R 56 2%

2.1 #ER#IK

SR AR 72 DA R D9 Al T 9 B
I 307 24 K—FR AL FAENE TS,
XoFHCHEAT BTG 1 AR %) 2 YAy AE 55— B ] 25 (T1)
A A b, R A ROREAS 307 3, ARLIR) A DI
FN : 100% . GHRFFIE N : PR =18.21 %, #5
2 = 0.82 %, 81%MY k. WFE 145, WAEHH
— U A B M B, PR T2 A 1 B 5 — A
]G (T D YA B il R AT il A . Horh, IR
SE IR AR RN 528 R B SRS 17
MR TCEA G, TR FRAEA 290 1y, AR
AR 95% . HHRFFAER : SFI4ER = 19.22
%, hrifEZE =0.83 %, 82% M,

22 WHMRIE
221 %R ER(DES)

K Simith 55 A (19992 il B 4 J5 i 4 151 1)
#%(DES, Dispositional Envy Scale) Al Bk o . &
AEE 8 ANWH @ “TLeIRMAT 4, W B
P TR A R AR E BN WD) . BRI H BRI
54y H TN R = AR, 5 = bW
), A0 e U R BRI K B L iR
T ERA A, BAA R4 (F B FRUE (Xiang
et al., 2018; Xiang, Dong & Zhao, 2020). fEARMFFY
BRI Cronbach o RAELLE T1 Ik 0.75,
T2 4 0.89,

222 FMMAHMFBEERER(PANAS)

K H Watson 55 A (1988) % fHill (14 FR A A1 7 #2175
25 522 (PANAS, Positive And Negative Affect Scale)
T IPAL 3 =2 R PN 4E S . PA I NA, B3R
45 10 41> PA T 5 (4n-Jg B F<i BR A9 ) AT 10 4
NA T H (anFE W M<K ). PA 3 H 1555k
R UL PA BT, NA T H 155388 5 6] NA B .
ZH5EWERM 5 AR R0 = A AR
WG 5 = AER AN Zm R AE P EEEAE 5
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BA R[5 ML (Xiang, Yuan & Zhao,
2020). 7€ HETABEZE H, BRI B 1 Tk A 2R 1)
Cronbach o RELTE T1 BF[H] &S5035k 093, 0.86, £
T2 Wf[E] 535124 093, 0.86,

223 £EHBEEER(SWLY)

K Diener 55 A (1985) 20 il i) A: 16 15 2 B et 36
(SWLS, Satisfaction with Life Scale) ] F1EA% LS,
BALEE 5 A H g, <FRxF AR TSR ), &
— M HAECRH 7 R AR = AR,
7 = TBAFR), oMUl LS M., % RE
rhERE A B R AR5 2 A (Xiang, Yuan &
Zhao, 2020). fEAWIFF, EHEHEE RN
Cronbach o Z%7E T1 W4 0.82, T2 24 0.89,

23 MIRERE

F2E2Z W, FE 9N 307 B R¥4ES S,
DL 09 7 U T1 BRIt T
it DES. PANAS Fl SWLS [a]3&4h, A4 HAtha]
&, FEMF 40 3802y, WKEARLN S 307 Y. 7E 1
AR E EIBE )R, X 307 425 EWSEIF G —1E
T2 B [a] 5 DAAE PRt i o7 =X 58 i 1 BT PEA, FERT
40 sy AEAT, IR BRI 290 17, iS55
HIESmsE, hFarEetE K, "5 745
AR 15 JCARIIRIN . BF 5% 4150 e VIRV K 24 B
7 Dot
24 HIESWMAE

9% 1 FEZHIFH SPSS 24.0 1 Amos 24.0 %4k
PEHEAT 3. B 5E, SRFT SPSS 24.0 HEATAH 40,
R FE AR B Z Al YA OCHE . HIR, R TR R
W 5 SR AR ] YOG R, WFSE (8 45 44 7
AR, FIFH Amos 24.0 PEALER UL 5 AR
JEOBL R FASE R 22 [i] () 38 SO AL . AT &, 9T
MR T 4 A TEGPELSF AR, DI T 5
FWEARE(PA . NA, LS Fl gSWB)IZE R 2),

RS 1 A FRELRARY, B . o3 S S RN Y
IR AL, AR s T A8 B AR B A) b iR 1
B 2. IER PROCRBAL, ZBARMA T M T1
PSRRI 3] T2 B9 PA. T2 ) NA, T2 [ LS Fl
T2 ) gSWB 138 Uit I 648, DAARSE T1 M4 o bk
Xt T2 9 PA. NA ., LS 1 gSWB [ FIAE . 5
R 3. R ) ARG R AR ARG 1 R4 T
Wi, INATM TI I PA. T1 B NA. T1 LS
T1 /) gSWB | T2 1Bk 1 28 Ui Jm 42, LA
PRSE T1 By PA. NA. LS Fl gSWB X} T2 Ff4% i bk
RN o B JE AL TR 4. WU ARG R

Time 1 Time 2

-——-» Model 1
—> Model 2
w3 MoOdel 3

B 2 R Bk 5 3 s A EROBUR] 5 1) 38 S I AR 7R
TR Y S B RE(PA. NAL LS I gSWB)
ZIE R, PSR T 4 Fosdasty oy s, Hd
Model 1 BYFARANFELLAR, Model 2 A B{AR F /R IE 7 R A
A, Model 3 BYF&AR TR I ] BERAL A . A Model 1 3] Model 3
B BT A B AR H4 & 7F Model 4 1, Model 4 B[4 327w X i) (5] 5
KRB,

R AR TR 1, AR 2 DL 3
FTA ] A RS S IR A

R (i 3% R 40 G B R et — RS HLA I E FE
FREATIEAN, fE: AR EL(CFD) . &7 -—X
R EU(TL) . 5 R 1R 22 (RMSEA) AR 1fE 1L 44
JTHHE 25 (SRMR), Hirbp, CFI. TLI {H4%iT 0.95,
SRMR F{E$%IE 0.08, RMSEA FU# - {E323T 0.06
D 5 P AR S0 A 76 RO 5080 22 18] i $0 45 B R - (Hu
& Bentler, 1998), * W n] LAFEATPEAY, {H b FHXF
FEAS HE 0 o BE AU, T DA SR T A AR B 0 A
J¥ (Davey & Savla, 2015),
25 HEFERERE

TR A B A e S 5, PR e Pl R AE
Ffa] 5 el 2230 (CM V) o 78BS e i A v ik A7
T AR ULE, . 1 R T AR e OO TR
SEMFAE . R R A B S RS it — RS SY
M EME, TERRE 2 ), SR Harman M
PRI A 9072 4 S0 % 2 it 0 ) 6 1 S [] Oy 32 Al 22
RIS RN, 722, 2004), 45 5 & 9075 — il
s, FEEE KT 1 METFEECY 74, PR
FAE SR 21.95%, /NT 40% I FE . 7E58 Ik
M, FREE KT 1 R R 7 AR TR
BRYAE S 26.04%, /T 40% A9 I FUAE o 1445
SULEH . BFIE B AN AR A B B 2R R T I 22
26 WMIRER

T, KU TR . PA L NA T LS B3R
i, HWR, XPASREEAT T 2x2 (A< )y B A2
FZEAHF (LR 1) 5 H R, 2 Uil it iy 4 gk i |
PA FIl NA & /K m i, AR LI 14.7%3)]
33.0%Z 0], 2 YRl LS Ze K/, RNEE
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BT 14.7%. BbAN, PERITESRR YT . PA. NA
LS K BN E, KT, fEREE R EEE
B v I AR S A Ay 42 o) A e g AR AR

F1 YREMERBAMESNEFESTTR
SeitdEbr Envy PA NA LS
Cohen's d 0.33 -0.21 —0.04 -0.11

Effect Size () 0.16 -0.10 -0.02 -0.05
F 3.65 0.01 1.93 0.53
p 0.05 0.93 0.17 0.47

2 BRI T PN R] A R S T,
A GG A AbR i 22 o RIS, 0 s AR e
PA. NA I LS Z MM KKER

FET R, WIS THREBEYT . PAL NA| LS
5 oSWB 2 [H] il A R P RN 58 U 5 8500 o 38 SUYi
BN AEFE — DS X I — AN B R R T, DLORUEE
e _ gt & 3 Pl T 4 Fhsial (it
R ~ERD 4, DL 2) SR 5. gk 3 R, B
ARG B R AT A, brifEffase MAsg X
e BB 4 iR,

IR 1 SRR, ZEAEA B iG
Ji . %%(148, 290) = 376.03, p < 0.001, RMSEA = 0.07,
SRMR =0.14, CFI1=0.94, TLI = 0.93 (WL 3 2), tn#
3 Fn, FE A BIEBAR A AR i AR e PR

=, RS RERE A B R A HERS 2 AR E 1.

PR 2 A SRR o H RO LA B (146,
290) = 340.86, p < 0.001, RMSEA = 0.07, SRMR =
0.11, CF1=0.95, TLI = 0.94, 45H8F£MW . g
AIFRE M W2, T1 BREBUD X T2 1 NA (B =
0.48, p < 0.001)F1 gSWB (8 = 0.79, p = 0.018)7F-1E
E [8 T AE FH, % T2 B9 PA (B =—0.72, p = 0.004)F
LS (8 = —0.78, p = 0.006)fF7E ff1 [a T /E . X3
R 0k ] DA IE (] U NA FT gSWB . 7 [ Fi
PA Fll LS. ZZ5 RSk T Hl.

B 3 (45 SR IRRE S Y R AOARLAE - (146,
290) = 369.10, p < 0.001, RMSEA = 0.07, SRMR =
0.13, CFI=0.95, TLI=0.93, 25 W/R: Fra4e
AR E PR 3, T1 A gSWB X T2 A4S Bkl (s =
~0.31, p < 0.00 1) fF7E G [ FMAEFH, HARMAYIAR
o WPEYL, BERTAAHERS, HA gSWB A LA [
TOORE B o R E TR H2.

A 4 g5 RARY], BRI EA RIFila
Ji . 42(142, 290) = 337.66, p < 0.001, RMSEA = 0.07,
SRMR = 0.11, CFI = 0.95, TLI = 0.94, Z5% E/R.
JIT A A B RS 38 S, T A ARe O 4 T LA i)
T T2 B9 NA (B = 0.54, p = 0.003)F1 gSWB (B =
0.81, p = 0.032), T FM T2 B9 PA (B=-0.73,p =
0.011), LS (8=-0.82,p=0.016); T1 ) gSWB 1] [/

*F2 FETEMHAESITNEXER
A 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. PAT1 —
2. NATI1 0.13" =
3.LSTI 031" -0.20" -
4. EnvyTl1 —0.19" 0.32" -0.26" -
5. PAT2 0.49" 0.00 0.18" -0.19” -
6. NAT2 0.06 0.36" -0.12° 0.317 -0.03 -
7.LST2 0.21" -0.13" 0.40” -0.19” 0.35" 027" -
8. EnvyT2 -0.10 0.20" -0.20" 0.54" —0.23" 0.48" -0.22" -
M 29.46 18.89 19.39 17.63 31.04 19.12 20.00 15.91
SD 7.65 5.82 5.57 5.00 7.62 5.96 5.94 5.46

e T1: WAL 1; T2: BffE) A 2, "p<0.05," p<0.01,

x3 HE 1-AMPEEIEH

Model v df RMSEA SRMR CFI TLI Comparison Ay? Adf
Model 1 376.03 148 0.07 0.14 0.94 0.93
Model 2 340.86 146 0.07 0.11 0.95 0.94 MI1-M2 35.17 2
Model 3 369.10 146 0.07 0.13 0.95 0.93 MI1-M3 6.93 2
Model 4 337.66 142 0.07 0.11 0.95 0.94 MI1-M4 38.37 6

H: RMSEA: T I R i%22; SRMR: ARy iR a%22; CFL LB BIEGH %G TLL:

B 2; Model3: #%! 3; Model4: %l 4,

X 5 38 50, Modell: #HY 1; Model2: #%
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T4 MAEKBEEEMZXNHERER
Model Autoregressive path g Cross-lagged path s
gSWBTI — gSWBT2 0.53""
PAT1 — PAT2 0.51™
1 NAT1 — NAT2 0.41™
LST1 — LST2 0.48"™"
EnvyTl — EnvyT2 0.63"
gSWBT1 — gSWBT2 0.317" EnvyTl — PAT2 -0.72"
PAT1 — PAT2 0.34™" EnvyTl — NAT2 0.48""
2 NAT1 — NAT2 0.23™" EnvyT1 — LST2 -0.78"
LST1 — LST2 0.27"" EnvyTl — gSWBT2 0.79"
EnvyTl — EnvyT2 0.68""
gSWBTI — gSWBT2 0.74™" PATI — EnvyT2 0.13
PAT1 — PAT2 0.47" NAT1 — EnvyT2 0.01
3 NAT1 — NAT2 0.34™" LST1 — EnvyT2 0.01
LST1 — LST2 0.37" gSWBT1 — EnvyT2 -0.31"
EnvyTl — EnvyT2 0.60"""
gSWBT1 — gSWBT2 0.32"" EnvyTl — PAT2 -0.73"
PAT1 — PAT2 0.32"" EnvyTl — NAT2 0.54™
NAT1 — NAT2 0.23™" EnvyTl1 — LST2 -0.82"
LST1 — LST2 0.24™" EnvyTl — gSWBT2 0.81"
! EnvyTl — EnvyT2 0.66" PAT1 — EnvyT2 0.11
NAT1 — EnvyT2 0.01
LST1 — EnvyT2 0.00
gSWBT1 — EnvyT2 -0.17"
B FRMEIL R, Tp <0.05, 7 p<0.01," p<0.001,
I T2 ARG (B = —0.17, p = 0.047), % 32 METER

S5 HL0E T Rk H3.

SR, DFSE 1 SR E . (1) T1 AR
B AT AR PN T2 B9 NA R gSWB. i fi] Fil il
T2 ) PA A1 LS; (2) T1 B9 gSWB [ il T2 ()45
FRBEY; G FRBEY 5 gSWB Z Al fETEAH AR

3 BT 2. B HPY A H R0
SE AR OB R A 1

WF5E 2 K Hic i H K19 £ B ik — R 5T
W 55 2 L SE A RO AR R 2 R PR G R
31 WER#HIR

WFGT 2 SR B B 7k DA e VIR R 2l B T
178 ZAER AR NWESE 2 ER, STl T
FIA 14 KW H gk A, it 4 )k T DAAR 3
A NEIEBERHR BIF5E . B nRE R : SEIER =
22.69 %, brifi2E = 1.84 %, 95% ML, A LAk
FH 100%.

321 S HEWPNEDES)

ST U H GRS A SO BT A Y B
A HIck 8 RSN ZE, M Smith 58 A
(1999) g il B9 4 5 B & & 3% (DES, Dispositional
Envy Scale) X HL T 1 A~ 8508 B X H ek 4w -1
Hoaz 3wl d B 87 /KF B9 I & (Smith et al.,
1999) . BI: o Jirt 0 5 3 B R ABAT I3 Bk o 1) Fsffie
PG R T A R N B4 BN BT b AT 5 5 3R
ME=S I IR | NS I ko NI D= M E I G |
BRI EE), 15508 U B H oK s . R
A3 Z LR AR (HLM  6.08) %) 24 2 o 758 H 1) ] 5 1
i T T AT (R 5), S5RERM . st o H 1Y
FAUE RAE, Hom TR A ERE .

322 HHAMRM. HRFEZHME(PANAS)

3, AHF5E N Watson %5 A (1988) 4 il i) BB il
TG 25 R b o3 Bl HL T 54 PATUH FI15 > NA
I E s gm H TXTAE H PAL B H NA i
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CoRUUb P Y I S R BN & TP S R 3
H A0 gm Ry x it 1, BZEBIRA S 4,
T A3 (B E] 5 A3(BE) . PA TIUH TS8R
VLI PA s NA T H 5508 = Ui NA s . R
FHAY 2 LR MR RI(HLM  6.08) % 24 2 Jim A5 H A4 ] 53
PEAGTHHEDT T 40 Hr(an3k 5), 45R%W . prokcdm s 5
A% R, B T H iR 302

x5 BHUNEMBWRER

ﬁf:ﬂlﬂ% _— AMEKTAE R H AP 72E e
5 H (7e0) (o)
PA 3.62 0.36 0.25 0.59 0.95
NA 1.74 0.36 0.23 0.62 0.96
LS 3.77 0.32 0.47 0.41 0.91
Envy 1.45 0.32 0.28 0.53 0.94

323 BHEJBRBEESWLY

AT A HIEA B H, M Diener % A
(1985) % il A A= 15 T R FE | 3R v e e T 2 > LS i
HEP: <M EFRRSIER B MR E AT
AR AT g XA H LS faE ok
i Sy Rk, AR A HEA W
PR FRAR A2 A RIS . BIZSRA 5 70, A
153 (CAEFAFFEN R 5 7 (EH 5. LS W H S
36 R A LS R & ook 4 2 e RS (HLM 6.08)
X ek g I B H AT SEMEAG T EERT T AT (n gk 5).
SRR Frotge I H M ERUE RA, H¥E TR
I H BAE RO
3.3 WREF

FEAEAR 2R AP G R B S, AR R s
FEUG T oI 14 KA Hidk e 55— KIF8R, SR
FEL B RIE R, Wl KD, PA. NA Fl
LS MEZ M T Hidikid . HidkilAEE 1
TR Z AT AMWEIE I ERAE (Miao et al., 2017), HH#
E A BHRAEME | 20:00~23:00 W] 7E )5 & F5E
Mo BERME L 23 s, WF5E B EL T ST B B O 280
G — RO B Ll P E 0T o AR, B 4 4,
KUl N 0045 « 5 18 L [0 36 P9 28 A b i 5
RIS B IEE QQ FEHEMLARLL & 5¢
BRI AT 55 1 3 B ) 58 LS AT 55 . SR 4 A,
R LU A R E 178 0y o IZFFT 15 219 7 iV
KEFEBEZE B R A AL, HT A aRA A iR
WA, TATTA T RAPER 3 S0/, HXIHE
2 At
34 HEHHAE

B G, 1 Amos 24.0, JE7E B K il £ AR

(LGCM, latent growth curve model)F14% 4 J5 FE A5 7Y
(SEM, structural equation model )& 56 4% H Wil %) 14
H SP-359 3 0= A B A AR g 52 i), LA 2B 48 7R
A H D AR b 2% PAL NA 1 LS M2, H
W, RS Tk, I/ HLM 6.08 fy4t 7 —
Do BEMERIRDR R R H Y 55 H PA.NA FI
LS ZM AR R, e, RN DL,
F HLM 6.08 #98: T — AN ) 1) 53 2 2 MR AR e F
FERT— RIBEY XS G — R PA. NA 1 LS 1 Fui
YEM .

BRI R AL B A PR S 9E 1 AT
341 HHEBRPIENERBENEFEENZM

WFFE4d /] Amos 24.0. LGCM (4 %14 H i)
FIT SEM S AG B AR 0w B H Wk i X6} 14 34K £
LS A B TR AR A B2 I . LGCM . BB il 7 e i
f)5E H 484k, SEM FORKG 305 H A8k X} 14 K
F2 S AR OB PR AR R ()52 1 SE e AR B gD
FE R B AR SN R -, S T MR AR S AT, IR SR F-4
T2 REYE H By, DmelgE T 7 4~ H %
gt . FERFFEIE AR, B H WY R BEE AR R
R B 7 AR AR LR U A AR e A R AR
AR SUME RN . FEZAE R AR A S
B H IR IRk, RPR RN R H Ik i A8
b, ELRIME, AR 0 e AR Bl K R AR )
FEAT [ N 1.0 RABIEER, ARk A T e AR
ST R AT S R AR R B AU [ E 0.0 F1 1.0
KA, PUE 48 5 0.0 = 55 1~2 KF
B, 1.0 = 55 3~4 KRB FIME), IFisee HAl s >4
FRIGHELIAME, TERIN 2.0 & 6.0(2.0 = 2 5~6 K1
YIE, 3.0 = 55 7~8 KW F-HIMH, 4.0 = 55 9~10 K1Y
A, 5.0 = 2 11~12 RIFH41E, 6.0 = 2 13~14
KEPEYIE). 76 SEM #43, H H Wk iy 1R At
R PA . NA, LS I gSWB, #Eifij 520 = W5 48
A FAR A, BERUR A E 3 s .
342 BKEHRIPE PA, NAFILSHXR

KRS H AR 5 PA. NA F1 LS [A] 5y P 5
KR B, S5 HLM 6.08 58 4 H ik
545 H B PA. NA FI LS Z [ AR R (BN . &5
i R 55 i KU PA L NA FI LS Z [0 AH 56
FR)o HIK, MIRFEHT— KM B 275 g o 2 05
— K PANA FILS (R : 56 i~1 RIGBE XSS i K
) PA. NA F1 LS 0 /EH), w52 HLM6.08
TR ST . B, RIRGEET— K PA. NA F
LS J& 75 RE 3 Wil f5 — R iRy (B . 28 i~1 K9
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=y

£LS1]
C L8 D= Tl s

o ,_
N

K 3 AN SRR AL A B AR R
H:PA. NA., LS ¥R 14 KHMH,

PA . NA FlI LS X4 i KD 0 BUNAERD), BFoEH
YA HLM 6.08 i 1 52 )i J5 34
35 WRER
351 #ikHESt

F 6 wnth T 14 RFEAKTFHBEDT . PA. NA
LS ZEIMAIEKR, RIS HF
BIBORARE 2 . BFE s oK, A0 m 2 i A 5
SR AYFHOCHE(AN R 6 FTR).

®6 MIRLTEZEMFEHHEKEMREXESR

AR 1 2 3 4

1. Day-level Envy -

2. Day-level PA -0.39"" -

3. Day-level NA 0.717"" —-0.58"™" -

4. Day-level LS —0.46"" 0.82""  -0.68 -
M 1.43 3.63 1.73 3.81
SD 0.55 0.62 0.62 0.56

1:: Day-level data: > H ZKSEEURAE 14 RNBSEEE, ™ p <
0.001,

352 EEMSH

B4, W5 Amos 24.0 . LGCM HI SEM 3k
O 56 A% 76 Hp A i 0 o = O = A SR OB PR 5 AR 1Y)
S, Amos 24.0 B TIUIAE 43 BT i 45 SR B, A
R4 B AEF(* = 410.62, RMSEA = 0.11, df = 137,
CFI=0.94, TLI=0.92, SRMR =0.12), £ 74 HT
TR B AR B S EA THE . WBUE S PA (LS 1 gSWB
AR BEEAN 3, R HWIRKCE R BT 14
H 347K ) PA. LS I gSWB i #50i; MR
FF| PA. LS Fl gSWB ZR{b AR A B 35, R
B HIE P Y28 bR % 14 H K% PA, LS F
gSWB [HAFATE 50, B2 NA 246 1y %

BRFEB =059, p = 0.012), F£H4HWILHKF-HY
PR BERE LM 14 HAFEDKP 19 NA; MRERE] NA
A AR B (B = 3.16, p < 0.001), FW4FH B
PR ER T 14 H K1 NA 7778 532 0E 1A]

S

®7 EERREREZNSHMLITER

it ¥ Coefficient SE CR p
I —PA -0.61 0.49 -1.25 0.212
HIE—NA 0.59 0.23 2.51 0.012
B —LS —0.49 0.41 -1.18 0.239
#HlF—gSWB -0.11 0.47 -0.24 0.811
FlR—PA -1.27 1.60 -0.79 0.428
BIHR-NA 3.16 0.77 4.08 0.000
BlR-LS -1.31 1.37 -0.96 0.339
#HR—gSWB —0.47 1.55 -0.31 0.761

REARPE AT IS A — e B LR T &
H O i A8 A0 NA B2, (Hiz gl R %A 2k
7 T R R AL . PRt DR AE A R
FEAl b, PE—22R ] HLM 6.08 473 5y 2 L AR,
TRASRT 1 o g PR AL
353 HHEEXMESH

TR IR m B9 B 7 v, i1 HLM 6.08 14
H T —A 0 2L RUOR AT 5T A H R x5 H Y
PA. NA f1 LS B, 5 Kehayes 1 Mackinnon
(2019 BFFERL, #REE S e i 2 B H 9046 7K F- 19
B, TR S R A H R AR R . BT
iR EoR: BHBRP B H PA. NA
LS 1 [ 2 R0 FHBEAIL RN 347 48 2, i 45 3R
H i g G K SF 543 H B PA. NA FI LS 7775
FEMCKER, Hizgs RAAEAR T oL, 18
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L

54 45

SR [ T . BESEIE R - B H R AL
XhEE H A PA. NA FI LS A9 [ 72 R0 A1 BEHLRL N 2
W, ZEERRW B H PR GER S5 H PA
LS fATEM AR R, 154 H I NA fA7E
IEMAHRKR, HIZERAMUTEAV R o, 16
SR LRI BT (2 8 TR ).
35.4 FEIERM SR

wJE, RN Ik, i1 HLM 6.08
XRG4 T SRR B, RS AMUGRSEHT— H
H N R — H B9 PA. NA FI LS BTRIAEF, i
VE—2 [ #R5T THi—H PA. NA F1 LS ¥ j5—H
Bt v T A

Hi— H B9t 5 — H 59 PA. NA Fi1 LS fOHF
FEER TR BI— H B EEXTE —H PA. NA
FTLS B [ R0 AL 22 4 2, i g SRR .

HI— H B 91 ik X 5 — H 59 PA. NA il LS
AT W TONIAE ), FOZZS A TEAR T 5 ik
S, PR RFERE L . AR BN BT— H B
WA G — H NA B[ 2 R0 A1 B AL 347 5
F, R EW . §i— B XS —H NA 775 1E
AT, HAZZ RAAEA 58 lior, 78
PR R ST o TR — H BRI X S — H PA R LS
AL E RN P, AR T — H BT
Ji— H PA Fl LS AA7E £ 1) TOAE FH, AH 3% 25 RANAE
ARG ST, ARAE SR AR ST (AN 3R 9 TR .

Hi— H PA. NA Fi1 LS %5 — H I 55 45
BB Bi—H PA. NA F1 LS B#HEXS 5 — H i
e ) 81 2 0N R AILRAN 24 4k 3, i A AR R W WY
— HWIRKER PA. NA F1 LS X5 — H B 7F
TE 53 BT, ELIZ &S AR A 58 o ST,

*8 BHERSWR

i [P 7 4 BEHLRS L
g 1 Y
4 SE t P brifii 2 SR xX P
Envy—PA
R 3.91 0.05 71.76 0.00 0.64 0.41 531.74 0.00
ER R —0.20 0.02 -8.24 0.00 0.16 0.03 207.94 0.00
Envy—NA
R 1.37 0.05 26.84 0.00 0.58 0.34 510.07 0.00
R 0.26 0.02 10.31 0.00 0.18 0.03 270.63 0.00
Envy—LS
i 4.20 0.06 67.32 0.00 0.67 0.45 338.68 0.00
EE R -0.29 0.03 -8.61 0.00 0.26 0.07 254.80 0.00
x9 WRIERSHE
b [ A BEBLAL iz
T ™ — i > [=)
EXs SE t p bR 720 & e P
Envy—PA
HUE 3.75 0.05 73.52 0.00 0.59 0.34 424.88 0.00
BhER —-0.09 0.02 —4.32 0.00 0.09 0.01 139.53 0.18
Envy—NA
HUE 1.62 0.05 32.03 0.00 0.58 0.34 493.31 0.00
BHER 0.08 0.02 3.79 0.00 0.13 0.01 178.90 0.00
Envy—LS
R 3.96 0.06 71.43 0.00 0.55 0.31 258.83 0.00
BhER —-0.13 0.03 —4.54 0.00 0.14 0.02 139.22 0.18
PA—Envy
R 1.73 0.10 16.80 0.00 0.90 0.81 292.71 0.00
ERES —-0.08 0.02 -3.12 0.00 0.17 0.03 239.15 0.01
NA—Envy
R 1.16 0.05 21.34 0.00 0.52 0.27 429.75 0.00
ERES 0.15 0.03 5.19 0.00 0.25 0.06 293.06 0.00
LS—Envy
R 1.68 0.09 18.33 0.00 0.92 0.85 425.18 0.00
R —-0.06 0.02 -2.96 0.00 0.18 0.03 356.56 0.00
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FE VAR R . PRSI R: Bi—H PA.

NA Al LS AYRPR XS5 — H 3 i) B 200 A AL
WO, AR Bi—H PA. NA fl LS
X} e — H BRI A e i 2 WA R, HOR g AU
ABFE H AL, FE SR R BT (WER 9 TR .

4 e

R ST R I 5 T 0 S A IR 2 ] A TR R AR O
2, W, WFITAE T 3 S A R A XU AR R
Yk, X 290 24 422 A AR R T b i 5 £ AR
JEUA PR R T T TR 1 AR AN LB B 9T
Ja, RAHICEX S 178 B FFAE b irse, it
— AT T A H RS 0 AR RO T4 R 2
I OC R . BESE 1 MZE SR IT . R vl LAt 3
IEmFI NA, &% 7 Bl PA A LS, BFEiE &
B PR S gSWB Z BIAFTEAN BT 5 & o A
58 2 AR IHT— KRB 1928 A 1] DL IE ) B fs —
K NA, b &K IET—K PA.NA F1 LS 28 k4 a]
PLTUIN 5 — R . 12058 56 T4 2 tR R Hg,
T P FPAS [F] i R BF S0 7 v, RGEUEW] 1 4 i
Wy 55 32 0 S A RO AR 2 ] Y O R
41 RS NA, PATILSHIXE

PRI AT DL 2 E O NA, 2 ) T
W PA LS, 45 FU00E T HI . —J5 1, 85
B T A T AR B SR AR, S iAS
B BRI IR, ] B o5 | 2 B 22 TR A U, T R
ARANAXT A= 105 119 785 B A2 (Krasnova et al., 2013). 73
—J7 I, AR AR R AL TS A i 2 1 G )
(Alauddin et al., 1999), AXXT [ 515 4 A0 45 il 72
AR, &5 22050 T M A S a
— P A 17 4% (Parrott & Smith, 1993; Smith & Kim,
2007), FEFAXTEC BTN, B AU S BRI 4
F AR O B B KT, P U I 4 1 e A, O
BB ZHEIE 25 (Dogan & Vecchio, 2001), if
AN A = AR T AR P AR TR S B . ek, BFST 1 A4
WA E TR I5E H2 (7 2 WS AR B AR R NA
AT LA E [ P A% i i, PA L LS BT LA A7 fi) ) 4 fo
Wy, 3K AT RE AR PR Ry A IOk I A B gl S — b A
eI, BARGEN, BA AR ) b it
S, WG A G A, LR ) AR
K, AN Gy Bk FL At R 2 T 52 (Watson &  Clark,
1984), 1 7£ 32 W= 4 BB R TR A ) NA . PA Al
LS PRIk P R Al ST, S i 0 A R A A
] 24 B (Diener & Ryan, 2009), [Fitt, NA . PA Fil LS

TCIE B PN AR O 4 I AN T T A s LA
XTI, [RIBT 3R T 22 B0 FRE R
e AR S A S ) PSR G R 1Y B

42 BRI S gSWB X &

WEFE R : 5 B BB AL 7] T gSWB, X2
R s SRR B AR T B B A A R Y 20
AR PEM (Parrott & Smith, 1993; Smith & Kim,
2007), 4% : PA. NA FI LS iX 3 M4ERE, X 3
ANMERETTAL, AT TSR AR B 1 PE AR v X 2 S
FH T WA 15 45 15 A 56 (Extremera et al., 2011),
TERUA A pl T — PR 1 SR A o XKL A
U A 2 BE A JE [R] 55 (Holzinger & Swineford,
1937), i gSWB J&— i F MR F, Kk, 4~
AR 17 25 17 Bk A e B2 B g SWB 1Y G, A A
FER I, 1 2 NG R AT AR B 56 22 T R,
SEAE B 5 (Uchida & Ogihara, 2012), HJ gSWB #
AR F A AT 17 28 17 % g T AT, =92 A R
FAIL, gSWB B AR 1 26 17 Jak (%) e 1 5T 125,
SEAR B MR TR P 2 AE 1) b a2 He A rp
A f*J(Dvash et al., 2010; Krasnova et al., 2013; Li,
2019), 5B G S ARAE 1) B AR e 2
A Z D (Smith et al., 1999), PR, 45 Bk
K V38 e B AR TE 5l AT ] B 23 He B v X
e 51T 2 1 R R PR By, T 3L gSWB
Berm R B G AR A S A N A T 1) A2y
P A rh R 7 517 4 15 TR R PR IR, T 2
gSWB [k,

LA, AR5TIE K B e SWB 545 gk i 2 () 77 7
MHECER, B RF S BE E 0] B0 gSWB, 1]
gSWB  BE 1 m] T Ap o i 4 o iz 4 R B T ik
H3, BFXHZEE R, pEoEEE T4t 2 B | e
FEFURYT S gSWB BB PME I BEEARY LLfil BE HG
H TR PR AR G 3R o AR I 25 1 Bk AR B A1 A
T2 A AR % R 1Y (Solomon & Stone, 2002), 7E
FEL AT, AR IR B O KO BRI, B RR
B RTE W] b A2 B R I o S5 15 4 1) o i
FREERS G, RN ECMA gSWB Fhim . BT AR &
B, B e A R EUIMA B REFR R (Vogel et
al., 2014) A A I 31 i Wkt TP I ) T 1R 1 Uk
e, XA B AT T PG, SEA SRRR. T
23 A2 AE 2 B e 4k 2 B (Ateca-Amestoy et al.,
2014), HI, T ASKEE, MESAE N
DAt oA AR, WA b A S BB (Kleiber et al.,
2002), 70 B G A, S B AR B R
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TR . AR R ST e 1 7K ST AR, A (A it
W THABRABRIC R, 111 A AR A A1 1]
At o LR, I 2 R ne AR R I (K leiber et
al., 2002), HEMMiFE gSWB FEML; (H2h T ARA
e, TR ST E, MRS IR ELA
tt2y, EdhiE it S b2 R (Chan
& Prendergast, 2007), #f 1 5 Z4F 5 BE K F
Fho AL, FEAR S HE R, AN ARG 45 1 I
R RS KRN, FEBU S gSWB AR AR Y
TG IR B AR k23 LA BRI R 5 3 WL = A SR it T
B AL (A 4).

Hm e FERRIK
42 P %
stk 7 R
f%% T
gSWBREIE eSWBT &

s B R
EEF%{%E @g;g

Y e W ]

el 628 s

Bl 4 FEBUEDT S gSWB W FMER B 5 A

43 HFHHEWPS NA, PATILSHXE

ST 2 SR BN« B — R 1 AR (RSO0 e
— KM NA A7 ZEFWMAER, WH—X PA. NA
LS A AL 35 AT DL 38 0 J5 — Rk i, 14
A Bk TR He, 30iE TR HS. HiT—X
WP AR AL X R — K gSWB AFEAETUINAE FH, %45
REE TR H6, X H T MA A
1R A LR, AN BR H B B e A e, R
SRR R Z 1S 46 (Habimana & Massé,
2000), HEIM-F B AR ARERFEAR, B, BT—KW
P A AR Ak AT LAE 1) 0 )5 — K NA . {H Tk
o R 25 1 —Fp, i PA R LS AT
S5 . A E T R AR AR, R ek I v R AR AE
B (] Y JCE ELHEERZ A AR PA R LS, i PA
FLS A8 Ak mT ATRI AN A5 — R e i 1% 4 o
AR R T A2 A e N TR AR R i A,
— 2N FE TR I R R S S A R ] A R S
F, M H KOV FA BE VR BERR 75 T W %44 S 300
P AR R PR S i AL o

ZEAWISE 1 MWFSE 2 IS5, TR 7 —4
AT R . AERFSE 1, R 32 0 S 4 K
AFEIR 7 (B NA . PA Fil LS)FI—# A+ (gSWB)
AT A, sz JN — P (gSWB) RE % it il
FERUMED, (AAEWFSE 2 v, Rl FU& =4
TR IR TR - (NA) A T R -, 1 o) G A e ik R 7
(PA . LS)F1— B A T (gSWB) B A i & Wi /5 i .
JZ, PA. NA FI LS HIES AT LLF I b i 4% 45 1% 24
LSV R R G NA A TN i H
T B AR A RAR IR Y, IR BTk o %k PAL LS I
gSWB 1 52 1 |2 B Be PEAS AR 1Y o T gSWB X 4§ 5T
W TN A F a5 H KOF- PAL NA HTLS (9748
AT 1 17 2 R S e T 7 AR 1Y) o iR B B T IX A
R IO I 0 A TN 3 00 S A R A AN (] 4 B 5 TR Y I
FEMLA, ) At A By L A ARl o i g 7 00 = R =
R I FEIR - (NA (PA Fll LS) 5 —it A+ (gSWB)
22 5k
44 WMEMBR. EXERBRT

WEFRAFAELL FILA R Ho—, RISk
A T HIH B 0915 B, (B0 5R 45 A7
A IR E LW RR, B, ARG I 2k can ]
U1 PR 8 1 Rl VA 287 s 2 1) S VA Rl L L o < PR < My
H A Ao 45 3 WOl F T H AR AR R, Rtz s
REEFG HADBEA)MER i — P 5E . =, %
BRSO 29, SRR ppl EZE At £,
I, ZEE RS T AR MRS A Rtk —
AT, U, BRI A RE T 5 gSWB 1Y
G AR 15 B B AU J2 35 T AF 53 T A5 508 K R A 2
(), AR AT R S P AN B e P, LA
IR A A R 2 A . KA, T
WG B E AR 2 AR R IR, T REAFAE & B
PRI FE R

BTS2, O ARk J UGk I m iF 52 i H
CHEARZE B T, NI A BERR TR B e i 5
UL S A SRR R -5 18 2 ) ) T PR SR O R . B O,
BB S AR — i PR T (gSWB) 5 ¢ ik A
(PA. NA . LS)IX43J2k, IR B FHE8 Rk
PR T X R T 1 5 32 0 S A B DI 2R A R
Hk, R E RS 5 H ik tHZE A 1)
Jra, #E— DR TR BRI S WS AR Al 1Y
IR C R, N AR A M 5 W g e g 1]
RAERWFFRM T —EWoTek, ma, T
FE2s OB FRIRIRIE T R W 5 32 W0 =2 A Ja [R] 7 F3 00
IR R, AR BT R Bk i 5 32 00 f i ) —
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TR AR BB b A TR S gSWB
AR FMER B AL, R IZ AR AL /\ﬂz——/\%ﬂiﬁ
PRIGAEAY, (HX A Mt 2 FE B M 2 TS 47 24 4R
W A AR T AR R

Ak, van de Ven #/\(2009)5%%7,{% W
A5 B AL B WP 7 i (van de Ven et
al., 2009). i, AT DL E B I 10 £ B H %,
H— LRI S F R Z MR . Pk
PR, BB A B AR — R B L R A5 i Bk 7 X 3 O

SRR R, P, AR AT 22 R
IR AT FECRATIIE, AR A MR i I
(PSS
5 kgl

G R TAE & B, R ZF
Ji k2 AR AT 7R T W 5 3 0 = 4 O R F
B Z A 2 R G R MU, BF5E 1 KRB (D4
JO g T L ) 00 = O A R OB PR TR AR NA,
I T PA FILS; Q)FFFE Y 5 gSWB Z [H 77 1E
FHEAE . BFFE 2 BB (DET— H By A2l 2L
1E [ FU i — H B9 NA; (2)iAf— H PA . NA FI LS /Y
AR AT AT JS — H B o %45 R0 R TR
X TR I 5 SR AR R C R ST, AR
AR IR W R = O = A R ] RS G AR T A
T—Er Tk, TR A A R T R R
15 gSWB R FMB AL, g At 2s LA e 1
FAR TR 5 32 00 5 A S =2 ) %) T P AR S R 4
BET B, I AR T AR 22 A 0 SR AR R BT
) JEL B
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The causal mechanism between envy and subjective well-being:
Based on a longitudinal study and a diary method

XIANG Yanhui, HE Jiali, LI Qingyin

(Hunan Normal University, Cognition and Human Behavior Key Laboratory of Hunan Province, Key Laboratory of Big
Data for Basic Education, Department of Psychology, Changsha 410081, China)

Abstract

With the rise of the Internet and the popularity of mobile phones, sharing life and flaunting happiness on
Facebook and WeChat has gradually become the norm, which easily induces upward social comparison and
leads to the generalization of envy. So, is there a predictive causal mechanism between envy and subjective
well-being (SWB)? To the best of our knowledge, there is no in-depth study on this issue at present. Thus, based
on the perspective of social comparison theory, this study used a longitudinal study and a diary method to
systematically to explore the causal mechanism between dispositional envy and subjective well-being.

A two-wave longitudinal study with the time interval of one year and a fourteen-day diary survey were
conducted to test our hypotheses. Specifically, a sample of 307 young students participated in a two-wave study
including the measurements of dispositional envy and SWB. We employed structural equation modelling
techniques to assess cross-lagged effects between envy and the bi-factor structure of SWB [i.e., life satisfaction
(LS), negative affect (NA), positive affect (PA) and the general SWB factor (gSWB)] in four models. On the
other hand, a sample of 178 young students was selected by cluster sampling method. After a fourteen-day diary
survey, we used HLM 6.08 to construct a hierarchical linear model to study the effects of daily envy on daily PA,
NA and LS, and then we tested the mutual prediction between effect of daily envy and subjective well-being
with amos24.0, latent growth curve model (LGCM) and structural equation model (SEM).

The results of the longitudinal study showed that the dispositional envy of young students can positively
predict NA (f = 0.54, p = 0.003) and gSWB (f = 0.81, p = 0.032), and negatively predict PA (f = -0.73, p =
0.011) and LS (8 =-0.82, p = 0.016) in a long period of time. The result of the diary method indicated that the
envy of the previous day could only positively predict NA of the next day in the bi-factor model of subjective
well-being in a short period of time. That means the dispositional envy of young students can only positively
predict their own NA. We also found that PA, NA and LS of the previous day can all predict the envy of the next
day. Besides, the result of this study showed that there was an interaction between envy and gSWB, in which
envy can positively predict gSWB (f = 0.81, p = 0.032) and gSWB can negatively predict envy (f =-0.17, p =
0.047).

In conclusion, based on the theoretical perspective of social comparison, this study deeply reveals the
complex causal mechanism between envy and PA, NA, LS of SWB from a longitudinal study and a diary method.
In addition, on the basis of this finding, we put forward a circular hypothesis model of envy and gSWB for the
first time, which provides a new perspective for exploring the predictive causal relationship between envy and
SWB from the perspective of social comparison theory, and a new way for improving young students’
well-being.

Key words envy, subjective well-being, bi-factor model, longitudinal study, diary method





