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B A RX > “eRmE s M CHegs e B e 7 SCRERA T R B TR AEDT
M . SAPEVEO UL . B IRARTEEINL. FEAC OB AR RS T T X A, T SR PR AT
TR L “HR IR ER” B E X I brdE, 1970w R gt 2 1 TR i
SR o T2 75 78 73 F SR SCHE BRI I 2 /R I A e e 2 4, 52
AFEULE, IFAHAAHSCOCIREBGIESE . CEOH ILHISGE RIS B B &L N EE B B RAN R
(AP P R 7 Rvte, IEAnASHT SRR ST 3 P, LA TR R SC#ik D Jordan, C. H.,
Spencer, S. J., Zanna, M. P., Hoshino-Browne, E., & Correll, J. (2003). Secure and defensive high
self-esteem. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 85(5), 969-978.
IR : AR U o RGP R, IO BRATER B0k X AT 7o X o0 S o P v B 5
o BAESC R P EAIE KL, X —Eils. AR, HAl, oHREFX 750
Phw B8Rl W A M. — 2 A Rosenberg [ B & & M AL & W B & R

(Marlowe-Crowne Social Desirability Scale) #H17[X4r, Wi -3 NS B8 (g
HEHE , BESHE. AARHESBICHE S A S (ZemAE)  (Kernis, 2003;7K
98,3008, 1125,2005) 5 TARRRANE H A AR E B, MR E S, NRE S
BB e B o OS5 = H 85D, S B B 7- HORT Y B 3500 ) iR D 2 42 v E 3 (Jordan,
Spencer, Zanna, Hoshino-Browne, & Correll,2003;Jordan, Spencer, & Zanna,2005) . A7
RW], PRI RERUEF I X 7 57 Bk #5 (Lambird & Mann, 2006) - Dk, AT
SCE 2.0 BT PRARIEA 1 A B R A e e H S E I X, IR T =AM TR
FH L BB INVE o
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FREAHIGR AR CINREDE “Foma” , JUREDL “ T~ B “HHK” D o

BIRZ: AR R L KR I, BATESCE PSR i A ™, ZIRER =L,
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“RAR7 . XETEBRFRLE: KEEKZXANBY RITEXNXEBHAREN RIS
HAT TEHNBHY, FHRRFEHE.

BIL 6: WEFT 2 M 3MRIRIFARES Ry “ S bk i B S S SRR KRR, Tl 2X2
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T« BRI T A AT REMIIIR S &R . AR (BN D) AARE, BE A4
BARHAMER), AAARHEE . (B &M T ROLRD BERK AR,

BIRZ: AR R L KR I, A 5 b R B AT SEIR R P AT TT (1 — BB
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AT EERI S, BT U 0 I v B S RE 15 SE 6 R S A AEBE 1]

WEFEF I O e 4 e B B R Bk 2, od 1B TR S R 3 e IR AR
1E v R T A ) v R, RIS 0 IR T S s I 98 e S SR O TR B BRI
FEREI 18] A BEFAR I 2 30, BRI, IS Z 821 sih, YR UK 2 BTt ik
A, i B SR S SR AT DL e AR R, kT AT BRI B 2 X Jiang et al.,2015) .
{2, ARAE S0 e B A, X BRI R R T IER R B . ROy %4 B H e
SERHE, HEES. RIERASMEERmNEE S, BRRE Mt RN
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KRB TR il RS T K AR W, FATER 7R R o SRR AN ™ 14
AT AT BB A, IEAE “5.4 BEHFTRIRG R MMk 17X —8iE. BB .
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B BARART AL LI Rt R AR VA BRI T E 3R, A B 242/ e 55
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BB YRR, EALEN T, TRRASHRIER. Lhr bR T IAT
TR R (B AR TR SR . D 70 U 5 75 BN B e SE H C e 1A AR HELL I A
HERRE, VEOLSCHR:  Greenwald, A. G, Nosek, B. A., & Banaji, M. R. (2003). Understanding and
using the Implicit Association Test: . An improved scoring algorithm. Journal of Personality and
Social Psychology, 85(2), 197-216.
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e, AL T SGRIUE A 5 1 B R F RSP ORBEEE, PrRig, 2, 2017)
g ARG . ARKRGERIE . DIRELA Y5 SR R AT A EEEI L A, X
SO T AL B SR A BEENHL, R 5T 2 SRS AT 1 B 3 U RS E S, ) 2
RHAREHHIBINLZ — (Heppner & Kernis, 2011; Shrum et al., 2013) . Ak, E#F5EH, &
AT 77 ML BERG ZE f FEARTIE 1 7 B B B S W SCZ IR 2%, B S | BT
5 FL AR AR O B LA R B V) OREE, W U OB R I FRIA TR, OS5
DR E SR B K B AR 53— 7T, FATEVONERGESS & S E 0 2 R O AR
T, R ANGERE B RO EEIHLYNE T EEEN . fW S 2, AP R B PR
T HLZ AR AR W TR Bt 1 2T 75 ZMShHLA AT RERL A -

6. 4 R EIR S RRERB ST HIIEEX

WA, s B R BRI DI REAL A B SRS, AT AT S T EE AN S LR D A
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SRSk, R T AR FURT S S S, AR AN SR AR i S AR AU I R IE R . b
XTI FU S R RE S MAER AN B0, F M d AR & R E L, BRI EAS b, JRAT R
BT RIS RS RE, X “OCERZRR SR AR B AR 2 AR RET T B
Rl “2.3 st B S Y E R R T A 2.4 BIRBUME M = H B S5 P05 3 X
[IRIETTER” PE D WA RIESRZ , sk 1 IHARIE. HARBEA S 20T

2.3 REMSEESYIRENKAIIHIEN

ST, e B 5 5 3 SR IE 5706 2 T R T i 0 0 A 3 1) AR ) 2880 1 ) BN A2 HE o R
PUE R (self-determination theory) fiH, Ze4xm HBAIE IR T HEME. BRIIFKREE
SRR B AN L, ISR e A B KR AL T g (R, X AR
B R S BIPTI, AMER ST TR & B BiX — BAAME T 2 (Kernis, 2000; Heppner &
Kernis, 2011) o #AJifi U, AN IEA TR EICIEM 2N, A28 85 e o 5 Jp(E sk
ATAME, TP AN v 8. RIS S S R B AE H R4
WA AL G A AN TR, ThEERLA A 32 SCEEVe SR Ay B0 AT 035 5 OB 7R OR,
e SN DB R RIE TR, sl HOR @ e RR B 35 6 1O F- B 77 50 (Shrum
et al. 201348, BUmMs, I, 2017) o HYENS Bl —, REMEEIERYIT
& DL M RN 4E 3[R (Vignoles, Regalia, Manzi, Golledge, & Scabini, 2006) . X -/ 5% =
HEE, XM EREMRTERIC AL, RIMA w5 SGE K.
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(S, LRI U, JFERTE AR R B 3 L. BT, ML
SCAERIRISETH B 07 T H 58 R TIRE, ETR H SRBI, R E B AR5 AR kb
AR E B IR TR, RIE BRI F U (Sivanathan & Pettit, 2010) .
b2 T, 22w E A S i H A BUR A R AR AN SNE , TP E 8 0 SR
HARFR . Smallets 45 (2016) A B, Bty 5 & 2 KAt N B AR H AR E LK)
B, FC B B RN R AR TEE IR R . G55 e B B3 0] AT RE B 21 B 75
kPR 5 B U (Borton, Oakes & Lengieza, 2016) , 7E H R BB T, 4 H®
kAR R, B Al E 3RETHT AN EZ (Roberts, Manolis & Pullig, 2014; Vrabel,
Zeigler-Hill, & Southard, 2018) . i & <, TEHIX H LB, PIm B 8 1 EHEUR
FEFEAAAIR, @AM E ARG SIHIAR B &R ATRI0S B B 1 SRR 1A 12
BE. 24 HEE BABONRE N HIINRE, AR5 220k, HESTRARTEE, |
REFRAIP 0T 2 SCEEM s G55 e B B8 AR AC TR ZORAG 2, E BN RO IESS, Bt A
HIIRTHTNEZL (Shrum et al.,2013) . AKIEIIREALA IWIT T SCHLR, W00 3 SO
it B A R RF 2 SRR 2 — . Maria (2018) (I 70 R, 76 BB L R k4T F 3¢
F AR, HYB ESOKTP RIS, B 3T BIRSEH eal, YRESUK TP, By
WEEI L S AT T AT, kG, Xk BB, AHE e e H S, Ess
HWE R EZ YR T, ERZREMME T, BT EBE BB B J&Z,
B Z 51 AR MES e R ) S A BB R s L, P SUEAN & B IE S e S R RR B
W Oy i SSL, AT Z TP oT 32 S AN o 25 b, JRAT S B FR B 15 e 5 1
H 855 L AR R, B S:

H2: 72 IR OL R, s m B 8 M 1 R s T2 am a8 f£5H
AT OLT, Missm B S 54 m | S E Z BN CERAEE .

B 1 IRWEE A CEARBIRBRYE, T B HE 0] L A% R BEAN I kX
Ho PFrUAAWE TS50 /S 75 REAE S ™A A6 R R HOR, P2 — T,

BIRz: AW IS s AR L XA FElE, RTATFBE, Xsoe M, AE “BHERR” X
R AT ENE 13X — A, RS IR BT FT R R A SEAS HE AT TR TR pRX — R

HMER1: pEATEEN 0, KE&IEAKSITF IR Irf p ERIRE, W p>.001, N



GRS p E, JFHARERS D FER TR mAE; @R p<.001, W5 “p<.001”
LI
BIRZ: FH R KRR, BAMEFESCH OE .

HMEN 2: 48Rk, REANEHPE “AMBMEREE” , KA L IRORM
TRRAR AN B EHEE “ARREEKFEE&GTHT B” , REiEgiitE. B3,
RO B LA BB 1 95% CI R FEIFBAT i Cohen” s d ) 95% CI, ANBERIASETHERAF
B B E R .

[BIRZ: AFW B R K e W, BATCAESCE PN A EH 788, 458 T 95% Cl.

HEW 3: FH, {2 EHR g Ut 7 SRR ER" , B immimty. — MG
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BN ARH R H AL XA E W, BATRE 2 B508: “ERRBEIIEL T, fEsgmHE
EaNINEYIE ST e e 7ae ot = R b ol = B2 9 1Nk T N BT SR X R R o = e
BRI L L ERARE .

HMER 4: FiH656 77 (power) ZSHTEMEE 2 = NWFFEREA -
IR : JEH R E AL RIE N, RAVE=AT MMM TSI S (power)
abr, HARK IR

(1) #FF—. K G*power 3.1 (Faul et al., 2009) BHTH GGG RTAE M, 45
T, AHFTTHFTREAR (N=405, =0.25, «=0.05) Al illZIZritHai ke N 0.996. HHE
PAEERTFE, power>0.80 W] DA% (Maxwell, 2004) , X7 B AT 78 AL AR 2 W 1.

(2) Wit —. M G*power 3.1 (Faul et al.,2009) #4755 G it s 2 fe b, 45 5%
R, RWFFCYATFEA (N=188, f=0.4, 0=0.05) WK EIIS iR L0 2 BE A 0.998. HRHE LA
FERFFE, power>0.80 A LAHE#:5% (Maxwell 2004) , X2 B Ak (IR AS B R 8 1K) .

(3) #WFR=. K G*power 3.1 (Faul et al., 2009) BT GG iHIGIRTRE I HT, 45
T, AHFTTLFTEEA (N=121, £=0.40, @=0.05) A& II 211G 56 2 hE N 0.965. HEHE LA
AEWFFT, power>0.80 MU W] LIk #52 (Maxwell,2004) , X WA AHF 5 AL A B2 AL 0511
[&E K]
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TR BURIRNEA . BUSER PRARI. B57000. A48, KOT M. BFIEr): WARIEIEA
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NAHBAT S . T “WIRE XHERASEEL” « “BURESE” A NAMEBATLS . Mk
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