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Abstract

More and more middle school students have different degrees of psychological obstacles in the
face of learning, such as moodiness, learning difficulties, examination anxiety, having difficulty
coping with frustration, etc., which are factors leading to students’ inferiority. In this study, the in-
itial questionnaire of inferiority compensation for junior high school students was formed
through literature search, expert evaluation, interview and open questionnaire. 1187 middle
school students were tested in different periods before and after, including 461 valid question-
naires of exploratory factor analysis in the first stage and 643 valid questionnaires of confirmato-
ry factor analysis in the second stage. The results showed that the junior high school students’ in-
feriority compensation questionnaire consisted of two sub-questionnaires: self-compensation and
others’ compensation, and the two sub-questionnaires were composed of academic, physical, so-
cial, appearance, self-esteem. Confirmatory factor analysis showed that both the total question-
naire and the two sub-questionnaires had good structural validity, and the combination reliability
of the two sub-questionnaires and the correlation coefficients of each factor were within the ideal
range. The reliability and validity of the questionnaire are good and meet the requirements of
psychometrics. It can be used in the research and practice of inferiority compensation of junior
high school students.
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1. 5|15

2217 H29 H=E 31 H, “HELETANSHEDELHE AN ERRE AN EERARNE” £
HHRZIA A . WL B ARE D FEOBERE: AR, BREFROE” NEE, M5h
HOE, FERFRFHILFRGRE DFEROEEREEE TAE. 2019 F—RABIRNL L Ui IR 5 PR 3 27
W ZAFERRG . FEY AR LA R 22 R, 2 NIRE R, U E] RE RS2 fhf ] #RR
HIXAME L, XA JE R R ?

B shrE (RSB PIXERE, AEPRERMNGNANBEARRER AR, BT HRESIER
RS ESK IACAIEELE, AT DRI EAT S h 45 R MR Bk AME H S B B, SO . )
WU, AN NS B G AT I BT B 2020 75 E o, R — R A A T RE TG CZ I EAME B
CRER, B s, @lE Ak,

AME ] JEA S — A EHE A, YR S A SRR AR AR B I A L e A I AR
RO BELFRIILGENR 555, 2020), J& KB N MATEIE R — HARRHE 2T, Sih T S —
BREET A E B, FERAEIH A QR RASRITRAMNO IS (421, 2001). Bl A i ok kM — 1 AR BE
JE BRI, A S T N EB S TR T S PREl AR G (A 2 T3 i E B, AT v BRAS R B
B — A EEI AR BRI N (5558 2006) 0 FME 1) 7 7200 2 388 ik 5% RIAE S 26775 T ERAS IR SR R 5 L
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BRAE, RIEMR TR, FIHMSOE 2 WAL, DOE R F S e o PAAFERY ). DHMEEAT D9 SE
FAEE, PRSI AAMEAT NI S E R A BIRIME A A, BRI BRAME . SRR PR 81X — W A
B N 223 (E G, @iy, 2013) iy B B 2AMEMAE, ST, AT GEARE . WX E,
L EF P M R B B B AR e R W2 1 R AT B FRAME I Al N M o

E2 T ARG 7 S 5 NI HRMES AR, AR 7 8RR T SR H IR A HERHAR R AT, e A
FXAFE AN, AR AIE, TR B S 55X 7. FrOCE 2 E IR T AREW, i
ATTHE BTSN AME A 22 IEABIBARITE R REEH AT DI B8, IF HAEIL e A
IR HEITOR R AR, O EGE SRS, #T DR BN, B ARMETAA—E RS B E B
AR TERL, FMEAT AT DL A N BCREAA, 52 AN [ R Rk e (A %8, KB4, 2007). Bt
S NAEAUASE N (2 W25, 2012; 1RFUA, m4EAs, 2014) WAMEAT NSt i/ B2, $2 i T A A,
Ik — B U T A AAME R — PO R T HRAME R AMET7 o BEIRBTEE A A2 DAt 2 A 5 1
TGRSR, AT 5 e b H e AR S 23RS 008k, 31X B a] DUE 1R i Ath N S 3 38151
B HEAME

MR R o S N AR BUA TS NI A, SR 32 SO R I MR FE AL 2 b AT BN, AL
HE, EHEAMEERS R SRR ——RIEE “3A17 , HEE ST 3REE, BEETR) “3” w]
Reox R AR AR ER, [Rltk, B SAME ] Do SR AR PRI 3R A5 B A . BARPEL IR 1)
MR, BUEE R/, (EAMRE T ELAOE St A (relational others) 1 pi B A 2R H 345 B A1 M2
(s, 2011). REFFERM, BMMESRFFEHAT VRN, AR 8 R Gm;: 5R0CE it
AT AT, DUl Js2 B Bk s SR B et AN | S AR AUME SO AN T, IX PR RS A 2 JE R 2
(Morse & Gergen, 1970; Aspinwall & Taylor, 1993). 1H Gardner FIWF LRI, UTR— A AIE L3S S 90
NECHIZRSGE, WA I 8t 2 KK B (Gardner et al., 2002). Neumann 25 A [ — I 746 H
SEE 2R F AL, o E A0 A Dl s 22 & 3 5 9 B 52 (Neumann et al., 2009), X% B A&
SO 5 R IR S AN N FE O 5 N RMEM L, R Re SR A Al AKMEE IR AT AR

R Ay R, RN RA S, ENAKNERAANE S ERER, BN
(0 H AU AR B, R AL ST A FE R, SRR 32 SO P AR AT DG I 4R 4R st ik 3Rk 45
—EMAME. tedn, AL BRI\ 2 BRI HOCR G IRE . — DR, Je7 8
AR TR ) LB P A m DAL, AT R REARAE B 0 B AEO,  TAXON LA AAT O B R K
KA GEFEAEFHCL G0, FRErs, 2007). B, BRI B, 3308
AR NIRRT, AN £ F ISz 21 75 B T EUR) B IR A, 3t AT R Dy el 4 3840 b BT s 1 B 5
AME.

PR M Ao BAR 5 R AT, RIA B FEAR B 3RS @A S AL . S — AN NIRRT AN
ARG, e A A, XIEFSEM TN E R G, RAELTETIRE, mah ik
W, BEEHCOMSE S, /372Ky, e A e RN, RPN =4, RS R
FEPFREEE R SR, SRE NS, PUBRER— SRR MA R I B R E B O i B ECIR L, X
RHBERA—MENX, C@EERIANE AL, OEEAEAL T T RS HIRES . G IR
MNEAEFERE — oA G ML BERAS, wfig . . BBSESE, S0 RBJLE. MR EE. B0
B S A SR U AT TIA N 58 4 6 T AT Bl Rk SR A7 o T B 42 8l o) D10 B % 1) i R 30 D B A
BCE A PE T ECIRAS,  ASHIEFUN T Y ST T 50 B B M B 22 sl 1R 2 — R AR AR, PR T E
BAMEAT LA E L, A RAMESR R Feq T 07 s AMASE 7 T i Re /143 2887, I HL AR 68 b ik
H AR A F 55— RV R
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BT AR AME B R RS R, IRFFAY B AR TE R RAE, TR MG K 5B A o
RO —FIEE I, CRAR R AR R ARARE & T AR AE R T 0 A RS BE (4= 2 AL
s, 2009). QIER—MAMARE TREMib B 2% AR S B IG, At a2 i8I B R SRR ) T B2 s
SO MIAET, SR NG S RRE, ML 1 B OIS 3P A LES) ), B4 IR 2
AR, BRFE T RREER . R N Rl 8 SR T AR B o s, A kM
SARMATETC M —I1f, 3 E CPREEORA TL 2, DL BRI 1 77 2R A B I Ak a6, 7EIX
B E, WORBERIEAZE K. B, BIEECIX M2 R 2 BB T OB AR KB — PR, &
LY R E AR (TR, 2003), T EEIES ST AL, K0S, BRZ AR, JEHA RS
AAHE B O b5 38 (David & Trandafira, 2012).

T A R R A B MBS R DB, W DS R B S BRI R R, AMERE A M
Ho g AR OB o) i A7 AE G RARA TR DN AR B R R BE S U GR D, ok B, #ie
HAHE SR ARG, AR SBE—Erdag: R BRI e S AL, ik,
HAHA R, siafeBr s Sagss, Wi SECOB RS . Bk, wHh ki, BRAMERIER B 2. 3K
HEME TERUE R OB E R —.

RMEET U R E R, ARAMEER WA 30 AT KRG b, UM — i SRt R T
X W B K 2 A B FRAME SR T T Gmibl (R & K, PV, 2017) HR AR O3 e B A7 e, A M AT
FIERFE ORI E S ? Y flEs E X AME 2 SO AT 5 [ 2 IE N R ) AR A5 ? A AL
TS AR SR AT O M 7 HOR 1 R e

2. MEE5FHE
2.1 HRIHR

TRMEEAS: R B dhReE, WERTIE 3 pro ik U T4 R 2R . &Rk
J 500 173, & EMELEE I ER GG, LRI E R 461 4. WA 24 2020 4F 1 H % 2020
F3H, EREUEN 92.2%.

FEMPEA: PFAPERERT . FEEX . X RIREFPURT 2] p A 22, BlgiHS B3R,
WIS [A]JY 2020 4F 10 H, &R —ILK T 687 fr, AMEEEMEEENERIERE, LWERIEEER
643 47, [EIi=E Ay 93.59%.

2.2. ERMYH

2.2.1. InB3kiE

@O SCHRIEZR . FZR E P AMESCSCHER, Bk, 00T BEEE SR AR08 I Wep] R AR B AN I R E A A)
T, AR FESHNEERA K LB E R B RAMERE RO A K, FIPE, 2017).

@ VRSN ER . BRI VR 8 244] i A G T v i 1 BT DU I MR 75725 DA R Al N PR 225 2
st T s M AR R, A A O T E AR T IR R e T 4 MIFRGUEE, SR T A
T, BRI 156 17, ARCREE 105 4y, (RN 67.3% (FH T35 0 H B —1A Uk, Frblissa2e4
BHHERER). AR 2019 4 11 A, MERNEFEENERLRNEFEUARABHRE, 4E
FHORSCHERXS SRAT N A B3, PR S5 AH QA0 B 2 BRI 18, IS H 2K A EREZE 18 10 SR R S il 1)
TIEEEKAS, 20205 E#EZE, 2018), BRZAUHBAMES N ER: HIRAME S BERAMAAME S &
o o ERIYEEE VRTS8 R EL 27 Fleming #1 Courtney (Fleming & Courtney, 1984)
BATH H R ER N TIAYEE AR Hyrggs Rank 1.
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Table 1. List of open-ended scale results

* 1 FHRERERTIR

AEE B AP X st HI AR
76 - LA LR
- 2 AL RICEITN et f%? E%%ﬁﬁfimmﬁ
e W KRNRIRCETERE) ERUA A LR
14 e LI LR
13 g LY L A
45 sl “HA T T Ml L
20 MEEEEFEH. SR R A HHRTE T MRS
s RIARRE TR AT FHRIRTE T AR LB
o A% 544 AN FHRTE T RIS
17 g ST SEHERTE T A R L

2.2.2. FMEROSHIFFN

XA H EAME R R ], A T TGN E R A . ARERY, WIS N
FEATRSs, FEAIGIEIEFERMGRKEE . DRGSR i) 1 17 R K 22 A 5 5] A BB AE G . B M &
—LaE 2 N ER AIRAMESER 35 WA A AME =R 30 @, WA ERNAEEL NF, 4K
B, H3T. AN HEL
2.3. YT AR
TREXFE B HIMEE R

KA KA EgmiT T o=k B BRAME R R (KA £, P, 2017), iZ&ERIL 13 @, &R 1 Cronbach
o ZRNFE—EE R ECN 0.833, HT{EE N 0.734, TEAME L+ &R Cronbach o %4 0.809, —MHJE
HIME BN 0.793,

24. GiitTA

{11 Epita3.1 B34 B0 s A4 . SPSS22.0 X 55— I BOSUEE A BE AT IR = ML R = 20 T
AmM0s23.0 X 2 B Bk S I A s 3t A7 B0 AIE 14 K 25 0 A o

3. &R
3.1 mBatr

THEIR A (7% T JR) . RABOIAEA 108, foa MR Z2 5 AN 2. RIESEH gt A&
KRGy BRI B R B Ja B 33 NIT; Al A 7 B R T B R A L 28 SRR

S GBI R : NS IRE B RAME > R 33 MU N AME > AR 28 D EIIK A1
Iy 580> Z R IAR SRR, AW TUR I Pearson 646 70 SR 25 FA TS 70 5 1 73 AR ST, JFHZAR R R 5L
0.4 MBRATH » £ EsR, AR ER TG T 31 MEIG M AAMEIIER G E T 27 il
T
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3.2.1. EHMYE

WRIEFFE . KMO BRI RE TS AT 48 B2 /0 M I — AN R P An i 2 — (e AN 4s, IS8,
B TUE, 2006), GiitiEdr, Wi KMO KT 0.9, BEHFEAMRE S HHTYEE 8 RN T 08109 2
B, WFREREER; WRNT 0.7 M1 0.8 ZE, MFRALIEZ: WHRNT 0.6 1 0.7 Z[E], WEKR
EIVFAES: RN T 0.6, WA RHILEL i 285, A7 E RAMERBARMER N7 &
) KMO 4354 0.92. 0.91, p %/NT 0.001, 7F&MIE bR, &SRR

KA TR LRI A5, promax RIS T ik e, S5 ERHMEE R T 1 AR, RAWDNIrEER
BIICHAN R R, 5 E RAMEIEIR AT S, b B RAME S ERMIBRE DL 10 4, (RE 21 8, f#
FEETT 24 58.97%:; A N7 E R MIBR 6 N IT, fREH 20 &, ffRE ST 29 57.85%.

UEPER R AT BRI AR B BAME S R T SRR, SRS IEE X IR R LR R 5y
WTHEAT S5 R0 G o MR HO0E5 P A B0 A 2% M TR 2R 20 45 SR 1) IE ek R RS AL R ) m e . SR Amos23.0
X} 643 iy ERFATIRAEER R0 IRIEHRLA TR L, WA ERA E BAME S B RS REAT
BOUE. —Wr4ERE RIS ROR B8 AR, Bl ARRE. AMEIIX 5 ANKT SN H (IS H )2 8] LA
FEFADHRAR, X B ml Al nl FoR B IRAMEFABAFME 737 BRI, B 4ERE T B 7 R H
HAMERBAAME S 5 ANYEEZ (0], TUH Z A FEE S5, X B m2 1 n2 FoR 3 3AMERIf AR
BRI BRItz Ah, B S ERITE IS, H RMSEA KT 0.1, {H 21w &4 4e 4
KOFIME JE AT A (A, EEE, 2011), L RMSEA A 0.8 iXFIFAETERE, K, X HEBLHZ
FEANEE I . X B4 ml, m2, m3. m4, m5; nl. n2. n3. n4. n5 7> BARE S E IRAMEFI
b NAME =R T fRRe. 432, SN, BEIX 5 ANMEFERIAME, THE. REER 2 mE, SRR
PIAN I B3R N G5 WU R AT

Table 2. Indicators of validation factor model fit
= 2. BHEEERERIE B g IIEHR

r df x2/df CFI IFI RMSEA
ml (B FAME iR 623.96 179 3.48 0.90 0.90 0.06
m2 (E FRAME AR A 637.43 184 3.46 0.90 0.90 0.06
nl (flt NFME—Rir i) 526.28 160 3.28 0.92 0.92 0.05
n2 (fih N ZFir i) 569.67 165 3.45 0.91 0.91 0.06
MER 168.37 34 5.48 0.93 0.93 0.08

3.2.2. MEEESEEESWHHE T

HEGBEAERNAAERNE LA 2N TYER, 7T DS %E R 1 T SEFLE (Sijtsma, 2009), A&
WA B RAME R RILEW A A G ER, TR HAGERE. AeERET AL ESR, H
E FRAME R A kM2 2 2 (2040155 2 40 I 7E 0.67~0.80 A1 0.70~0.80 18], KT 0.6 HIARHE I & 4EFE N
BRI ) — BE AR T R s 8 {5 45 RITE rT 2 PR AR Ta B 2 N, 150 B % 6] 4 5 (1 e
FEFEFERON R .

WAL S 20k P U B[R] — AR AR 9 R I 22 SR A A — AT B 2 S A DG, USSR il it A A5 2, A
FAME ANt N M 73 B %5 4R FE IS 5 SRR T 0.4, UEWIZEFERG IR RE ) R 47
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3.3. XAWESHT

[X 73 850 R o AN R 1) 0 AN [ A I, DU R (R mT AN CAIX 43 7E X 20 S0 BEAG BG B, AR R
FH Fornell 5 Larker FT# t (1) F )28 S4B, R AVE 54852 (14 2 R ECF 5 1E L (Fornell & Larker,
1981). S5REMH, BIREAEMEN, SHRL, BAAKYE L% 3 fE 4.

Table 3. Discriminant validity of the self-compensation subscale

3. BRAMESERNXOWE

DIM ml m2 m3 m4 m5
ml 0.45
m2 0.35 0.50
m3 0.36 0.38 0.42
m4 0.31 0.30 0.33 0.41
mb5 0.32 0.28 0.37 0.27 0.42
AVE “F A 0.67 0.70 0.64 0.64 0.64

HE: ml. m2. m3. m4. m5 AR B EAMED BR TR, KRE. HA2. ST AR,

Table 4. Discriminant validity of the other’s compensation subscale

® 4 AIMENEROESYE

DIM nl n2 n3 n4 n5
nl 0.50
n2 0.42 0.54
n3 0.40 0.57 0.42
n4 0.35 0.32 0.37 0.44
n5 0.32 0.33 0.42 0.31 0.47
AVE P71 0.70 0.73 0.65 0.66 0.68

7E: nl. n2. n3. nd. n5 BHIARMAAME SRR TS, RRE. A2 SN, B4R,

NHE— R (Y E B BRAMERR) TSRS AR, AU BRAE MM 13—
5.

BT BRI B R EVERRRE, JEERT 0.8 I R, AT 0.7 £/ 0.8 215
W IR BAFs (54T 0.6 2 0.7 Z M MR T ZABTT « AR 38 W ik REORBT BB R KIE . 45
REREEEIRHEE b, ATl B REFRERE, LS. K6,

Table 5. Reliability analysis of the self-compensation subscale

5 BERAMESERNEESN

HE g 22l N A CAET) H2 Ay
Cronbach o 0.80 0.74 0.76 0.68 0.77 0.90
PEE 0.73 0.70 0.71 0.67 0.72 0.83
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Table 6. Reliability analysis of the other’s compensation subscale

*®6. thAIMEDERNEES

idses =14 AR R CLEH S My
Cronbach o 0.79 0.77 0.81 0.66 0.77 0.90
EE 0.76 0.72 0.74 0.66 0.76 0.83

KPR MR AT ARSI B6 R I — B M SRR . EARWF 70, R RV 2 A0 ol
M E R ER B 5 &Y EAF 9 Z B A IR N B R BRI SRS R 7. & 8 figk 9 7]
B, AN R B 5 YEE A3y (RAH 2 R BUE 0.68~0.84 F1 0.69~0.83 2 [H], #-4EJE 1537 AR REUE
0.42~0.56 1 0.41~0.62 . [a], ULEAYERE S8R SEAOS, MPHLERE 2 P ARG, P4 R BEAH T AL
NHERE. ZE&ETERG, WAERNIMEXRECH 074, HEREAERIMHEXRECH 0.92~0.94.
R, WA BERARAR S ERIEE RIFIRSE.

Table 7. Pearson’s correlation analysis of the dimensions of self-compensation with the total score of the subscales

* 7. BRAMEREESHERD DK Pearson X1

Y Ay Al NG #HAZ S5 H %
5% 1

=4 0.77 1

e 0.73 0.51 1

iR 0.84 0.53 0.55 1

HhE4 0.68 0.47 0.45 0.51 1

M 24 0.74 0.48 0.42 0.56 0.43 1

Table 8. Pearson correlation analysis of the dimensions of other people’s compensation with the total score of the subscales

F 8. AIMRRYEESHERDITH) Pearson X

Y 5y k. (NI AL S5 H &%
By 1

22 0.74 1

(il 0.76 0.51 1

A 0.83 0.47 0.62 1

shEn 0.69 0.49 0.41 0.46 1

HE 0.70 0.44 0.41 0.51 0.44 1

Table 9. Pearson correlation analysis of the summary table

52 9. BE3RM Pearson HHES T

B B H A fib NAME
s 1

H A 0.94 1

i KM 0.92 0.74 1
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4. ¥ig

MRS, YIrpAE B RAMEOE 2 N R 10 DMERE: HIRAMEAIf AN R, W7 R4
ey el fRRE. HAZL AL BE.

BEAh, WS R BRI A RAMERR B SRUE R Eok, AUIEYITAE B R R AR
BER, ARTFEIT TP ERMA, RIS AT, AT SR A0 i 42 5 5
S AR A T E RAME AR A, FIR, FESHREE T OURIN T X B AL BT A 2 IR
VR JE, I G BRAER I , XRTAR R AT 1 R I, I, R AT B I A R
e, T E 3 R 57 200] i B R AT R AT, SR AN S & T EBEN T — 22 i . FHA,
I PR VE R R 15 B iR 28 R0, 5 E AN AT AAMEE P A 2035

SRIG, TEREMER R AT STy, M S AR AR B BRE R, o%/df. RMSEA, CFI. IFI #R7E
PRAEMEYE R Y, S ZER A RIFMBRIAE. [N, HEERERT 0.6, RUIBI(EE M4
PJE T B2 FE ARG A, I UL PIAS 70 B 3R KRR I0GS 248 P2 R A R AT WSV R IR 45 R K T
0.4, Ut BIPINE A IR B BAT REFIRRE /1. Boa, A% 7 RAEB RIS S 540 A, HUE
PIERRAEAE TR A, 2 — A ] B R A 5 R LA

e, I EUR R BRI R Y RAE RN (5 8 R4

i bpriR, (YA B ERAMEER) WEISE SR, FEAUE REF, AT LMENEOYATEERIE T H,
MFFIr A4 H SAME K 5 SR 7T

5 HEZEW

B AR B SO HR R — R RIS, FRER — TN RS B A S AR, 0T A AR 0 B A R R
KEMFEEENFARRE. FHEHNER, KE U5 Wb A AAEAR R OB . R S RTOH
MG AN BiREE. ERIAEED . SIS, ML AR, X E SR E
HEMERZ —. AHFRRE, PIRAERE RS R AR A RS E S ARG 208, 1999; 241,
2008; 1%, 2013). Rpala2 ) AEAE A AR MERE G o 2] ST, FRBETS 55T T B ELEL, W RARA T A B
NIEMAVEE R A CEE, IAMATRES 5 F= A VR A 0 B R 1 ARG, o (1 B B AR AR (L VKT
2009). {H/Z Miceli f1 Castelfranchi X8 H, — AN NGBS AT RT3 73 [ DA AR 1E A2 AR EAT LU A
T ESARE, MATLLE 48 [ S (Miceli & Castelfranchi, 2007). Frbh, g4, FAEMESA
55 RSEAT R, M S T E R e R OE KA, SOZIFI R . X ERA BB LK
WA OISR, 9 SMATE E LR A B — Y)Y, JEHIEmhE R A R

RIEATFLE R, KBS TR LA E #UG

1) K2R SO, PR AR M RO, B AT TR P T P ) R T RE
FOMTRITREHL 5] S22 EBHS T RIES, BRI TIR A 0E, 552 R e 22 B e td
A —A R B IRURAIERE ST, R0 FH — AU oW 2 B T AE R T BRI n, R A O
PRV S R AT A T, R AR B AR, XA LG AR IS RS At Re 4R 2 A BRI
ZRIAE, 5SS A % RIS LA R VE R i B 5L s — 20 .

2) hnsmxtT AR —EEH S EFARE, 3R —RE R RAERERRE, 3Rk
NIERENETE T, AN, X WARRE T LB B4 T B X —1E R I % . (HBT a8 i,
ATE T IR Z B MAEAFRREN B R, NERBALR LA, KRAWMTIERRMNESE. Fit, &
MEG, BB EAC, TFEHRES ARG T34 3 SR IO B IE. R S46 7 356
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LEPPHERE S, KAWOIEBENMNE, HEENAEEESR, BRI RN A Xt
AT R 1) i

3) EALZAAE S IPREEN S B B BEAMEE I B ERRE o Al N AME2 (R P AN B B (4 P () 2
2, ANERKREFUFRY SRR KBNS, 7 EI R BUTR A B gy DB 51 5, IR
AL B IRTERTEE BN 1, AR N R SeSh S/ — AT B R B AN R By, 23X 5%
Jih— A2 A DR AT BAS Il 527 B SR A H IO A . RSB I LI AR 51 272 T 0 A
NI OB RE S, AURA T RESBUA A A E g0, HERA R, WIS BCE ™K
HALGE, R, EEAET, BRI E S R HZR A Ol UL Y 51 R A F 2 A ik
ANV

SERYE, AMERLRMBLSEESUE T B, UMM S A A SRS S AR B b, 7R
PEHEA X s AT R IT A AR TR R, B R AR A RO, B AN S ERIUNE LML A 5 B4
By H RPEEAERTE, BOIEWRE T EH S AR U ERIOLE, CLHONIERT, BESLIERE A E Al
MEHEIEN A O fa, WPz FEEE L0 Sl STREMA D), MEfbiIEdt & PR
FAME, MR X EH H I EE.

SE ik
FAI 78 (2003). /4 il -F- AU(p. 37). PE3E H AL
FESCIH(2001). 257077 5O FEEH i A (p. 24). E RN R H R

REORIR, JeAs, T (2020). ARAZERRES WAL AL B BAMESIHLE A A SMBUE U R O R
7, 43(4), 943-949.

BV, A, B4EAR(2012). F B NAMER L —— BT P AME R AN R S . O, 5(2), 20-26
AR, 1B, K TU8(2006). 547 R R IL . #E R R

TR I(1999). R | BB IRE s I TR, DL REGHE, (4), 40-44.

FIR(2020). A A H G ) RIET P70, L0, B R mE Rt K

A210(2008). Z 414 AL FASEALR S, il SRRITTE R

222, FLEE$0(2009). VET BB FURVE. O F I, 2(4), 3-11.

WAL, HY4EA(2014). o H B ANAMERMEIE. ©FGF 7, 1(5), 3-6

RS, HL(2007). Wrhti s BIRINES. R A H RN H- 27K, (1), 11-16.

T (2018). FEKFEN HENAENIEH GIE. A8, EER: TR,

Tk, @mAEA(2013). HBAMER AR —— 58 RS RAERNE. OHP (5), 3T

Sfn, REEEQ011). B ITRNE &R W MRS, WPHR( ), S OB RS2 B I AL —
— 1 [F 0 PR L 90 S ELT A S BEAE -V Ji £ [F 00 PE 22 22 R 2 I i A £ (pp. 522-533). HE P4,

SLo222(2006). T TEApp. 246-248). LA AL

UKW (2009). WM SR E SRR R. W 5KCH (M), 71 a2 HOBEZRA L0 K EEEPp. 273).
ESPVSEEE-SE

W% (2013). 24 HARKGH S5 BZIPLI R Z G, LA L, B BRI
TR, PHEEQ017). Wrks K2k B BRAME ISR T, BCIFHHE, (24), 34-44.

RGN, BREE(2007). m— @t SR FHE AR LIRS T, P F RO PR 45, 15(2), 124-125
HNZ(2011). BEIFLRR. HCLEYEFid RE, 11(4), 784-7817.

Aspinwall, L. G., & Taylor, S. E. (1993). Effects of Social Comparison Direction, Threat, and Self-Esteem on Affect,
Self-Evaluation, and Expected Success. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 64, 708-722.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.64.5.708

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.122051 455 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.122051
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.64.5.708

Wil 4

David, R., & Trandafira, M. (2012). “I Want to Fly”—Initiating a Program of Psychological Counseling in Order to Mitigate
the Inferiority Complex of Teenagers in Disadvantaged Families. Procedia: Social and Behavioral Sciences, 33, 533-537.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2012.01.178

Fleming, J. S., & Courtney, B. E. (1984). The Dimensionality of Self-Esteem: Il. Hierarchical Facet Model for Revised
Measurement Scales. Journal of Personality & Social Psychology, 46, 404-421.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.46.2.404

Fornell, C., & Larcker, D. F. (1981). Structural Equation Models with Unobservable Variables and Measurement Error: Al-
gebra and Statistics. Journal of Marketing Research, 18, 382-388. https://doi.org/10.1177/002224378101800313

Gardner, W. L., Gabriel, S., & Hochschild, L. (2002). When You and | Are “We”, You Are Not Threatening: The Role of
Self-Expansion in Social Comparison. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 82, 239-251.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.82.2.239

Miceli, M., & Castelfranchi, C. (2007). The Envious Mind. Cognition & Emotion, 21, 449-479.
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699930600814735

Morse, S., & Gergen, K. J. (1970). Social Comparison, Self-Consistency, and the Concept of Self. Journal of Personality
and Social Psychology, 16, 148-156. https://doi.org/10.1037/h0029862

Neumann, R., Steinhduser, N., & Roeder, U. R. (2009). How Self-Construal Shapes Emotion: Cultural Differences in the
Feeling of Pride. Social Cognition, 27, 327-337. https://doi.org/10.1521/50¢0.2009.27.2.327

Sijtsma, K. (2009). On the Use, the Misuse, and the Very Limited Usefulness of Cronbach’s Alpha. Psychometrika, 74, Ar-
ticle No. 107. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11336-008-9101-0

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.122051 456 S 250 B


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.122051
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2012.01.178
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.46.2.404
https://doi.org/10.1177/002224378101800313
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.82.2.239
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699930600814735
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0029862
https://doi.org/10.1521/soco.2009.27.2.327
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11336-008-9101-0

Ffis: lPEBRMEERERXER)

B fie wme FWE gL ED
1 BOAFE—#RUR %, Frbl s RIEH e #A R LR A 1 2 3 4 5
2 RAECER I BRI BE 77, BT DA o il pR s PR 7 -F 8 Rk oAb 1 2 3 4 5
3 K3 — 2R 4, FTRA IR 55 BT [ 1555522 FF 1 2 3 4 5
4 A E SN R, Pl R fE R AR 5 1 2 3 4 5
5 ?g%ﬁ%%ﬁa&%ﬁ,%uﬁ%ﬁ%%%ﬁ@%%% 1 » 3 4 5
6 PR G5 R B Gt BT LA s 2 g 3l 22 KR th Tt 1 2 3 4 5
7 A SR 22, BT LAFRS W i 2R ST F Ak ok kb 1 2 3 4 5
8 BEASCA TR 2, BT AFR 55 7 B & H0 8 LLTR AR T T 1 ’ 3 4 5
A2
9 BIATE SRR, b RE T8 23 5 TR 1 2 3 4 5
10 PONHAZRETEES, PR EE £ 5 AL MK 1 2 3 4 5
11 FANACHEEE, USRS NS EES) 1 2 3 4 5
12 Eerttmmisfac, DS 1 2 3 4 5
13 BAEEIEEHERE A, PR R I 1 2 3 4 5
14 PUNERRBE, FrLhRa i o — Lk (A IR AR 11 1 2 3 4 5
15 BAEEAE RN, FrUAIRPR SR E S E 1 2 3 4 5
16 PINERBAREE, ProlRas o — SRR Rk 1 2 3 4 5
17 Fodd Euph B, DUk E O 1 2 3 4 5
18 ATiECORGME, RaEAHRRIER S 1 2 3 4 5
19  RTHBECEB/EERL, REEHFUMA 1 2 3 4 5
20  CATBECAEAN, ReEdEmRE AR EC 1 2 3 4 5
21 BAEBEAINE TR, FrUERE R E 2 1 2 3 4 5
22 ERIRBEILEN H CARMZE I RIE T EO 1 2 3 4 5
23 TN RN RIS 2 1T SRR, X R N T n 9 3 4 5
XA 2 AF O
24 REW RIS  R BN 1 2 3 4 5
25 FALERZ IS N AEPAT 7RI, XRS5 1 9 3 4 5
12 BN TAE O
6 MR R A DR IE A AR (2 2), XA FRARE B Sl n) 1 ’ 3 4 5
DL A i
27 %%ﬁ%%%ﬁ%Mﬁﬂ%ﬁ%T%é%ﬁ,ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%a 1 ’ 3 4 5
CURREAZE
28 RAWRNEE I RS R AEEIH LR 1 2 3 4 5
29 /NI AR AR 3 ) 2 Mg e 115 8] 7 R4, XAnkm n ) 3 4 5
Z MBS M=
30 B ARE R RSB AL ARG, X3RN B S A ALt 1 5 3 4 5
GVARLR|FE SRR
DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.122051 457 LB A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.122051

Wil &

Continued

31 AR LIA BT NGSRAN T 3B T A e 2K 1 2 3 4 5

32 [F) S 5 PR BEYE [F] 408 RARLT, X FERANZ IS IR AL 1 5 3 4 5
ZEIR R

33 KA H BN L IMRHIZIF L NIK 3£ M 1 2 3 4 5

34 REEF K EHHMFKARIIER, XiERAE R AL L 5 3 4 5
S 1VNEFT R —

35 KA T ZIAS R R 2= E N B 5% 02 72 ImERS L 5 3 4 5
N

36 ﬁﬁ%%%%ﬁ&ﬂ?ﬁ%,ﬁmﬁtﬁm%aa&ﬁm 1 2 3 4 5

37 BRI IR A S5 E TS, XA RMEES R 1 ) 3 4 5
FHAREK Y

38 ExERE K, MRMNHSHRREI IR 7 EL 1 2 3 4 5

39 gﬁ%IWE%ﬁ%ﬁﬂ,ﬁt&ﬁﬁ#ﬁﬁ%%ﬁm% 1 ) 3 4 :

40 FEGR KL ERARE B R R TTRER 1 2 3 4 5

41 FA T BRI N AE 5% 770 B 1 e Th 1 2 3 4 5

e 1-21 NERAMESERE, 22~41 Nih AAMESER. H 1~5. 6~8. 9~13. 14~16. 17~21; 22~25. 26~28. 29~34,

35~37. 38~41 ANk REE.

AT, AR, AR TAAYERE(S. 13, 21, 24, 28. 33. 35. 41 JyxIAlit4rE).

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.122051 458

IS:IESSE g


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.122051

	初中生自卑补偿量表的编制
	摘  要
	关键词
	Development of the Middle School Students’ Inferiority Complex Compensation Questionnaire
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 对象与方法
	2.1. 研究对象
	2.2. 量表的编制
	2.2.1. 项目来源
	2.2.2. 预测量表的编制和预测

	2.3. 效标工具
	听障大学生自我补偿量表

	2.4. 统计工具

	3. 结果
	3.1. 项目分析
	3.2. 效度
	3.2.1. 结构效度
	3.2.2. 效度组合信度与收敛效度分析

	3.3. 区分效度分析

	4. 讨论
	5. 教育建议
	参考文献
	附录：初中生自卑补偿量表(正式量表)

