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Abstract: The present study which using recall paradigm aimed to investigate the effect of mate-rejection on
positive affect and negative affect, self-esteem, self-perceived mate value, mate standard. The result showed:
1) Mate-rejection makes an impact on positive affect and negative affect, while self-esteem plays fully the
mediating role among them; 2) Self-esteem fully mediated the impact of mate-rejection on self-perceived
mate value, and self-perceived mate value fully mediated the impact of self-esteem on mate standard, thus a
process model was built. This research supports and expands a conceptualization of the domain-specific so-
ciometer, which is derived from Kirkpatrick and Ellis (2001): self-esteem as a mechanism functions to cali-
brate self-perceived mate value in response to experiences of mate-rejection, and makes an indirect effect on
mate standard.
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SEAMHMER; 2) FHIELE B 2 PN AR A R, R EERAE S PR ARAE 2 [A]
EHANER, IR T — MR . AR A SCREFIY R T Kirkpatrick F1 Ellis(2001) B H f5E
SEAIEAL 2P A —— BT R AR I AR R TENLH, R R A S AR B AN
B, FRMER B AR .
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BRI {E B (Self-Perceived Mate Value)$g /M XT
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o WG BN RUL RS R . R, WR
HEMER AN EBAC, BAMIRA T #3230 7%
MIFEL A . M OB R, E R R EiE
AR R XM A — P R R, B A
FITAMER AR . A T A R o X LT R
WU, NFEBE 2145 T — P EAERYE R PR 5
W& ——xF H B B BB B A B N (Pass, Lindenberg, &
Park, 2010). -HIRAHICHI 702 WA B AR A (B 2 2= i)
AR EEAEARE, BB AT A FE I R LR K

£, I B & E IS (Feingold, 1988; Sakai & Johnson,

1997). AR AERA Al B S AR E MR AT AT H 2
AR TE] L K SRR RE S R B SIS R N
MATTA AT BRIFTES 8]« SR ARG 7746 T A AR Lz 1y
TGRS TR 5 B SARAER e b, DOk B R i i
ANEFIF) 75 1) e KA, IX 2 H A #E 22 18 B (Penke,
Todd, Lenton, & Fasolo, 2008; Back, Penke, Schmukle,
& Asendorpf, 2011). AHS, ABEHERIERRN E S FEMH
B AT TR RS, FESERR R R T, X
H S BB E VPl v B A R 3 e 1 AR 2 R
WAHER I R, AR B SN TE
ML LA B AR R -3 3 X SR U N E
). HOME NS CER,  H AT T RS AR B A
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AR PR AN (E 2 AL AR 5 S 4 )
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SR Z TG S, a0 £ 8 RN AR 55 (Buckley,
Winkel, & Leary, 2004), {HAH 70 & B4 280 46 5
WA T 2UH T 1 45 (Baumeister & Dewall, 2005), [Alt
XA WA B R 4 5 S 2 B

t 2 B 2R PE18 (Sociometer Theory)fg i H &g
ARSI AT BN AR L AR R, e RS
NI N B < & B &= (Leary & Baumeister, 2000). 24 A
bRk 2 B I (A e AR 4 I, MR B B T RO
51 R (Leary et al., 1998). Kirkpatrick A1 Ellis
(2001, 2006)7E I FEAil 42 HY B B EAL A AY , AT 1IN
NHEBR “titESR” S22 EmMAER 8, JFHX
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W% e EH, [k Kirkpatrick A1 Ellis(2001) 48 [ 2
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Kavanagh %£(2010) [ SE VIR SE T BB TH =28 1047
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20~30 %,
22. TR

P BB AL, SKBR 2 ZORPGKINA
2 — A AR A 22 7, VEAR IR I L R
I AT R, IS I — S B S
Wi, RN 15 o3, FAURBR. $EHAL: EORE
2 — RS IR BE S22 D, R IR 5 )
REL I AR MAT R, IR — X
TR, WHEDY 15 o, FEAR. X—E%)E
P BEASE R — RPN, T2 A B FEAR MR,
PRI SRR A 15 1K

2.3 sSKatst

231 FBENERER

PR E B & 2R (Self-Perceived Mate Value Ques-
tionnaire) /& Lalumiere 1 Quinsey(1996)%& -4 % il 1]
B A 10 ANTH,  F BT B OS2 R R
FREE DL BRI 5] 77 PR < 8 0k Py S R 3 A
R AT ZE R OOR, BaR R
H OSSR H 7 Sida( = BEARE, 7 =
FEARFFE)AT BV, Hrh i H 5 MIH 7 AT
FTEoy, Bk, FREIERE S . %R R
FH ) Cronbach’a 4 0.70.

232 HEEX

K McFarland A1 Ross(1892)4w il R 25 H
B, A5 12 AMERRAM: BEAL - B R,
ZE R H B AL S R A SRR A £ 3 K AR
FH o ASHIEFE BN T DY AN 28 AL (AN B R~ 53k
(9, ANSZRG — B2, ARSI - 5] K,
WARLL (1) - g () SRV A A EAC AR 4 a2, 1R
BORTIO I T, X — BRI 7 7E B /Mt 7
BMEZRNHH. A5 HER Cronbach’a 4 0.97.

2.33. RBIARERER

AR/ A 17 I 3R (Positive Affect and Negative
Affect Scale, PANAS)H Watson, Clark 1 Tellegen(1988)
i, W 20 MERIEEW, BURFER S, R
M5 sty ABEFUR AT B2 [ AT 5T BEARAE T
POCRRGETIZR, A, 54, 1999), HiE 18 M
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B, P RS, R S sk i
MBS BORFES . AFR F AN EFE 1 Cronbach’a
43914 0.87 F10.88.

234 FEREER

PR HE B R AE R Kenrick(1990)55 A i il
PR Im I B R A BN b, 4561 W ORI F0 A2 X 2R 1 4
HIIERARPRAE SR, (R 25 Rt ) 22 S R AR AR T 1)
S T . I ERAE 22 NH, ERPEM 1
B 10 XAEATHEBEATH 75, RRREEATH R
A, A HOEE BB R . X E R T
#J Cronbach’a 4 0.92,

2.4, WAREALE

P HdR R H SPSS16.0 T2 REAES . FH2E
AT LA B 53 HT

3. ZRESH

X SIS R NIEAT RS, B SR A I8 F bR AE 2H 0
FER, SREIR, SZI0LH RN H X R A5
SN AFE(t = —4.384, p < 0.000), TR, HEL
T R, S A B I 2 MR BAATT AN N
P AEX, X RIS A AL

31 RMELMEE. FENMER. FERE
R HR BRI

MSLFEAR T RIS AR R R, KR B %R 3%
RTRMIA, RUMBAEERMAN B SA T N, W
THEASER TN, SRHEZFL0 T A, FE,
KIS AL FAR O BB BB R T HI AL, R
PRI (LA B T R AR SEIR A AR AR AEAR
TGN, ERNEZERARE, MIEERITA
(CNEES AR ERTE I NSK S 2V SR UL S/ DO RS
BRI RS2 225, B AR 2 e, MR
PG, AR . PRI 1.

32 XELTEZEMEXSH

Xt % NAFEHEAT T Pearson A1/ T, 45 R UNE 2
Frs B8 S E R FAER IR S B AR
K, SIHMAE SR, B8 SN EELE
TEAHR KRR, Ho 5EE M B SR & -
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Table 1. Means and standard deviationsfor self-esteem, self-perceived mate value, mate standar d, positive affect and negative affect in
different groups (M £ SD)
x 1 TEEEHE., FBRNHMER. FBFE RRERMEREROERM + SD)

S FEBM PEfEbRiE FABR A & T W17 %
LI (n = 59) 50.50 % 14.599 38.77 +9.812 150.83 + 26.753 22.86 +2.001 20.87 +7.282
i 2 (n = 70) 57.98 + 12.894 42.69 + 8.033 157.54 +25.517 25.11+6.919 17.85 + 6.409
T1E -3.09" 249 ~1.46 222" 2.50°

H: p<0.05, “p<0.01, "p<0.000, T,

Table 2. Correlationsfor self-esteem, self-perceived mate value, mate standard, positive affect and negative affect

®2 BHE, FENMER. BERESRRERIERAOEXXR

H% PR B P b FRR I % TR 1 I
H 1.00
AR B 0.40™" 1.00
EE3t Tanlid 0.19" 0.28" 1.00
TR 021" 031" 0.02 1.00
L —0.27" -0.09 0.00 —0.26" 1.00

33. PN

331 BEERMHEESHRIERERZER

T {ER

TR BT R A B A, B
INE VAR A8 SRR RIS I IR B T B, A
WK A RS AT IO FE 7 (IR A B, 5K TR, AR,
2004), XX =AM BT =PRI B 5.

TEJT R, S o) RO/ AR A7 S P T
iy EEATES, R BT
FEJTRE =, S 1 4 248 0] AR T A 155 I 4 F 359 A I
T R AR S T R, X R R R ) T
MiNZ B Ft=0.17, p=0.054). N T iFLhARER
IAFLE, Sobel Frdu g Rl 1 frox, HEARN
TR R AR AN R, z =255, p <
0.001, H AR (= R8BS 2R—0.26 < 0.17/-0.19
= 23%; H AR LRI AR I TR A RO
W, 2=3.76, p<0.001, AR H LR A
N-0.26 x —0.23/0.22 = 27%. M HEBHBIE, FHEE
2 06 R A B P b A (DA R A XS B B 0.19 B 2
0.15, XHH MRS R FRAE R R EH 0.22 F£2) 0.16,
M HIMNRFEAZAA LR, KU E AR PR A
B R e A A EA .

332 HEARMELESEENERZEHNHMER
N T RS R VAl SRR O B AR AL
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i, FFERA P A BNAT IR TR, X FHIEL. A5
SRARME BT 73 Z AT .

W REE AN RIS BRI (A
PR, SR BN SR BB, SR
PEARME BRI TN B35 MmN BB )5, SRt
PR E T A 22, Bk A R B4 E B
0.22 BEH| 0.12, 1 [ B8 A B R T30 . %
Sobel far 44t B IR H BAE R4 S AN E R
B AR 3, 2=3.98, p<0.001, AN 5
SRS T EE B —0.26 % 0.37/-0.22 = 44%, Kt H 24
TE S PEAE 48 AR N (B RIS 21 52 A R AR F

333 FENMERERESEEREZENPRTER

BB ER T g B AR ER R, 4R REIA
ARG, UARIINFEENERE, B 5 H A
PRAERI TR WA BRENERG, B
BRI AN 22, ELPRHE [ SR E 4B B 0.19
B30 0.10, 1 FF 4 0 (B BT B A AN (B IR P T 52 2%
Sobel 45 B R HEAANMEIRAE A S 5 HMirE 2
BN 3, 2=3.67, p<0.001, AN
SRS ELBIA 0.37 x 0.24/0.19 = 47%, UL M
{ELERAE B AR A B e A A EF . AR
S PR L0 PR ARG B TRAE (e = 013, p >
0.05), {HAT LU ik 5 SR AR ANE IR (A1 F2 0 il 1 ¢
EbriE, BABRE 2 Fis.
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Figure 1. Self-esteem plays a mediating role among mate-rejection and positive affect and negative affect
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Figure 2. The mating process model
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TR S —— AR 5 MR AR A 5C 1) 245 2 OF
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41 RMEEXNEE, FRENMNER. FERE
BAPRGER R RARNE

o R H AT A R 20, DR
Gerber il Wheeler(2009a) ()55 77 2 IEl I, Kix sl
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DA R FH e A i 5 YE A A 50 25 AR AL (Maner et al.,
2007).

SERR A H B BRI E R L AR IR G
T4, T R S T AL, (B REAR
AR PR REER, TR R A 7
PERfEZ s, HEZE TR, XA RSN ETEN R
i, FRBR/E IR R A A RL A4, TR AR AE T
EAA, RPIELIRY T SR B (B T B bR ) #
AT RE IR o ASHIEFE b R A L PR AR AR AE EAR
WA RENEREEN, HR] e H AR A 5k 3 (8] 5
TER, BRGSAE R TH A h AR 3] 17k .

42. BEEEFMIELESRRIARFRZE
ehT{ER

AT AR 20 A 25 R I B R i LA B K=
FURIIESE, AHE T 2Rk B SR B 26 S 2k
RIS RN B, AR BT 2B i L,
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T ERIIL I, AERMEABR KR
A, IR RO, AT 4 4 Bl HE
SR, RS BERITES, &2)—E%iER.
1M B A R I 2 HE R AU Z 8 E B PR, 1
H 51 & R AR (Williams, 2007), AW T
DAAE R T 25 51, (RIS I R B 1 57 S M e R 17 Jk
RIS 2 (R RUN, 3R B 2 T E AR TE B A5
B TAEK.

43, BIHERIHEENERN RIS
YR EEATER

Penke A1 Denissen(2008)i\ N SEAME A AR M
(BT S 1 A AR R R A T A S RS, (H A2
ANMKLE ] 22 VA 48 5 3% X AR AR A7 R B S R
AR, BRI A] RE R IR 1X — 3 Tl IR A SRAF T
o N T RERE R TR B N R, AR RR 2 AnTE
WIS LG R AIE & 0 G T 4 1), (R AR 2 00 | AR X LY
FRIE R IOBARIL A . Brutke] DL B Ol AN A T
R . OISk, Frkr R ek — 0 B Ak
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AW TG FABSCHE T IX— W, KB R HE 4a %
I 7N BB GBS . Leary 2£(2000)\ 8 A TG
—/NVPl E O N2 R T R—— 1 E A
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PR MR B FR ¢ & {8 (Relational  Value) fY it & 2%
(Leary, 2005). MiERPER R, AMEM A E K
SRR ONE ), H BRI AT R B A )
THER . AWM KRR ML, A
EHBRERN TR, HHEES R4 SN &
Z AR R AER, R E SR E R AL
Hl, WEESRENH SR ERN, X—4%83C
F§ T Kirkpatrick A1 Ellis(2001)42 tH i 45 € 45 i1 & 2
HRTERAR IS A — & A .

W FE R I B B AR I B B AR
Wi LA MK £ (Zeigler-Hill, Campe, & Myers, 2009) .

248

FAMER S AR A M, At
R, AN AR MR RS — MRS,
AR AL A B B AR 5] NS, TRt 2s
TR RAEFELL T A R, B s BB AN B
AR BB bRE . AT, U B S F
TEARAE Z ED DN BRI B S , BX B AR A 1 il
MW EETNAREE, X2 RErE SRR SR
PR G, (HRIEARBEENRR, MR MM EK
TEH AR
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