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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to explore the effect of perceived partner responsiveness on rela-
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tionship satisfaction and the moderating role of self-esteem. Through investigation and analysis, we
conclude that there is a significant positive relationship between perceived partner responsiveness
and relationship satisfaction, that is, when individuals perceive that their partner responds posi-
tively to them, they will be more satisfied with their close relationship. In addition, our study found
that self-esteem plays a moderating role in this relationship. Specifically, when an individual’s
self-esteem level is high, the effect of perceived partner responsiveness on relationship satisfaction
is weakened. These results have important theoretical and practical significance for understanding
the emotional communication in intimate relationships and the maintenance of individual emo-
tional health.
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TEAL TR A R BT 50T, AR G R MBI ET T & . 5% 0 R B R A &
A6 IR b 5 ZR B B AR, AN A T R AL B e R A R B . TESR SRR, MR
N [EL R [ VAP B — AN R S BR  WU8 —— A N B R X PRI MATEIS . R Wi%L
AN THAARSE B 78 NS AR S ASAT R B Az . WF TR, AR 788 N [ 7 ) B e 5 24 5 0 R i S
Z B YIR RN, #HOL, 2022).

TENPRKRRF, BOFF AR, B, SO N PBSZX R X R RE R RET, X
JEHNIZN N RIS PR BE FT A 4R R UF ABR R REZ OB R . BIREINA BT ARk R &, (2t
JEARERE, 1T Y A (5] B A BE T RAS R 2 (Woods et al., 2015). JOHE & — S8 TF BRI B 87, anx Bk 2
RS A e B, T e AR SR RS 456N 1) I T B2 9 55 B 22 52 BB AR (Gable et al., 2004). x4
W LSS IR ZI M B T EAL BB DG R, AN [ 1 [m] XA 7 A2 BT 5

DR SR 5 50 2 A\ BRid FEA A (IPMI; Reis & Shaver, 1988), ‘& B AE MRS L R MR & . 1%
PR T E 25 26 5% R T8 AR BN ZR N 8] L R AZ O MU « 22 THUF 7T 36 AIE 1 TPMISE RS () m] S 44 (Manne et al.,
2018). IXUEEHFFEEE FLEE 2D H AL T IR NN B N S B K R R I R

— R, ABATVER A BN AR A B R, 2 e B 5 A/ i N L TE ISR AE O R, AT BRIk
AT IXFPOC RIS . AT B TEER I LA E M ATHLE . ok R s R, B B A3 e 2[R
AEE R BB R H R RO FR (g () S B B 4y, R MEE R ARG OER. HEK
S R OB TR ) B R I, RN () A T8 LR R AT A 48 O EE B R (7 [ 2545, 2015).
MR IG5 (2017) 48 HE 5 B B AT LA S AN RG] S T35, & T 3O BRAGE RE K SF, 3 i LA 85008 . R
Bribz Ah, BB R AMAE B AL S SO BB A S O EEN L 2 — . BRI NSRBI RIS R, IF
TEIEH RIER B ZRAEE TR WAL RER, AESIM, SRS CHBFA RS MAE
WA R K R

i B EH AR A SR 4ar, A28 A4 T 3 O, A R GUH I H R IEN . R KR,
XA RIAF IR o AR SIS RIS AN B QR R, FEXE N B E R A2 5 ) A
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R, AUHIE TR B A TR TR (8] B 55 5% 3 50 AR R T A AR L, JFIRAIRYT B &
OB H AR TR R . AR E B MR TUR — R &R, JENANIRMEIRY . SRR KR
FESLANYES T5i, DAEERTH AN (0 A3 B ATO B KT
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Figure 1. Modulate the model
1. iFTHER

2. ARFA*E
2.1. #iR

FEIX T T, BATH T J5 S BURE A7 306 121 RLRAE NBEAT T 1) 35 1 25 o 205t 59 B 25 e K 0
) B AN 4 DL R S B R IpE, BATREIRB T 111 ERNE, XS ReRE s T
91.74%. {EFTA BT, BHEAE 35.14%, 354t 39 A, N A 64.86%, JEit 72 Ao k4
N 2220 %o FATIEX R Z K GEAT 7@, SREN, WREKA=AH TG 17
N, dTEE15.32%; BRI 24 N, A 21.62%: —FEA 35 N, A 31.53%: PIEIA 19 A, Al
17.12%; =4ERLLERIH 16 N, G 14.42%. XESE NRAVE S RIS T EERER.

22. IRI R

2.2.1. BRAS ABR &R

AW FALEH T 43 Reis A1 Carmichael 242 (180 [7] 3 56 (PPRS ) SR I & AN A 7288 N AR AR 1] 82 11
BEEN . O, UM S B B N ] SRR R R S . X AR I & T B FRA R N ERAR SR % L R
o ] AL AL T AR
222, FEXRHEEER

AR T BIREAEIT ()9 R VA 8% (Relationship Assessment Scale, RAS; Hendrick et al., 1998)3k
B B B A AN RIPE R R R E . SERILA 7 AW, filhn. < SRkUl, PRMRAITR
RAEBNHES? 7 EVE 7T, BATRA T S5m0kl W1 GEEAFE)E S GERME). 7HukE,

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.141016 115 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.141016

U0, MR

A X I B A 1 P A R . X R R R A T AT B TR T AR R . T AR R O R P I R K
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AT, AT T Rosenberg (1965) BT AL E 10 ANl K B EER, Fla: “FikN
RR—ADAEEIN 7 RAT S Hvsr, WEEM 1 (A EFE S GERIEM). M3 BT MR
R ERMER, AP hEE. EX N ER, BRI EAERh T MAR B B,

2.3. BEALEE

FERAT B F A Ay, FRATISRAH T SPSS28.0 LA Hayes (2013)7# Hi ) PROCESS 75
3. BIESITEER
3.1. RS EHEX T

ZSFRIATREN], BN KRR AR EAFAEZER(EH: t=-0.174, p>0.05; K
RAWEL: t=-0.720, p>0.05), MHSEERKBIHREE: F=2273, p>0.05; REXABEL:
F=1.879, p>0.05). fEJaZi0o0 b, AR AR Z AR gzl AR &, DOEBR e T it 4t SR
oo I AT, BATARBURFI N BB 2% 5 58 R e R B3 IRk . RIS E AT . Rtk
PR AHRFERE I 1.

Table 1. Mean, standard deviation, and correlation analysis among variables

F 1. BEEIE, WEEURBXRITER

A M SD 1 2 3 4 5
1 PESI 1.65 0.480
2 USRS 3.03 1.430 0.014
3 e IO NEIN 124.03 23.29 0.188* 0.166
4 R RIHERE 29.59 4.76 0.069 0.138 0.828%*
5 SEd 32.92 7.397 0.017 0.046 0.608** 0.600%*

E: on=111. MHAEMERE, B =1, &Mt =2. *p<0.05, **p<0.01. K~

3.2. ETHBRKLE

{4 FH Hayes ] SPSS Z#%/7 PROCESS, ade A A [a] B 5 55 % ¢ F i s FE 2 A 5 32 31 3 B R
Mo SR, B EAEREN N B R SRR O R AR RO . D TR B R RN, R
A5 FE I S HOEAT T IR 45 F W 2 fivR.

M2 BTEN, PR o N =M, BEAL 1 RS H AR R R BB AR 2 FEBEAL 1 S
MR AR (), B 3 FERAL 2 FFEAR TN NAE B E AR R T AR B ) TR AR ) o

BEXPREAY 1, HHBIE TR AEA S R AR B (8 5T, B AR (BRI A B RD)x T KA &
R R Z00 B I RS M 155 1O o

2 AT LIS R 3.

MFE 3 AT, AR BN B S B B (1= 15.410, p = 0.000 < 0.05) 725 b BN 7R N [8] B %)
TRERRERE S ERFERI KR AR AR, A WSR2 ¢ R B, B 8] B
HEMZEI RIS EMG = -2.527, p = 0.013 < 0.05). AR RN B R6F T 3555 5 R
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Table 2. Results of adjustment effect analysis

2. WP OER

A A 2 A 3
B iieix ¢+ p B B MR ¢t p B B AR ¢ p B
’f%’i& 32919 0.396  83.216 0.000** - 32919 0.388 84.848 0.000** - 33472 0437  76.521 0.000**
BN N BB 6.124 0397 15410 0.000** 0.828 5.435 0491 11.072 0.000%* 0.735 5.109  0.496  10.297 0.000** 0.691
Q ;ﬁ;‘ 1.132 0.491 2.306 0.023* 0.153 1.104 0.479 2303 0.023*  0.149
@@é”%% -0.918 0.363 —2.527 0.013* —0.138
R? 0.685 0.700 0.717
W R 0.683 0.695 0.709
F 1l F (1,109) =237.470, p=0.000  F (2,108) = 126.099, p = 0.000 F (3,107) = 90.384, p = 0.000
AR 0.685 0.015 0.017
AF 1§ F (1,109)=237.470,p=0.000  F (1,108)=5.319, p = 0.023 F(1,107) = 6.383, p=0.013
AR SR KRR
*p <0.05, ¥*p < 0.01.
Table 3. The moderating effect of self-esteem
2 3. BYRIETHHA
b SE B 95%CI
ESSFSYNE 0.691 0.067 0.691 [0.588, 1.702]
S 0.149 0.065 0.149 [0.630, 1.587]
Rl x BH —0.124 0.049 -0.138 [0.886, 1.128]
adjusted R* 0.717
F 0.013

AR, AR R E B EAFEKCPR, iR R A B R, BB RS B 558 B
ﬁﬁ%%%%%maxo

N T B AR N B NS B AE BN, TR T H B P EOE i — AN R AEZE R, B
N[ BN SR % 00 R R DR, BT sRpb AR G . 45 Rk 4 Fiow.

UAS

Table 4. Simple slope test
4. BRRERGE

AR T KP EVEES RGN t p 95% CI
S 5.109 0.496 10.297 0.000 4.137 6.082

/K P (+1SD) 4.191 0.687 6.099 0.000 2.844 5.538

f&AKF(~1SD) 6.027 0.533 11.301 0.000 4.982 7.073

NI A T S P VSR e 1 < TS P S X oV I VA AN EINES S 2P p =y Pl LIE S Rt
RN o
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Figure 2. The moderating effect of self-esteem on perceived
relationship satisfaction and perceived partner responsiveness
2. BEERATARNSEEXRBEE ZBHIFTH
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4. ¥hig

WEFEAR H, AN EGNAR N B 516 %5 00 FRip e FE B AHOC, RS 1 AR B2 1E 1) IO 56 5 50 SR
B, X— KI5 Z A 2 LA AT (Hershenberg et al., 2016). fEREEREIEF, WAZFUAHE. AR5
PR T7 B A 26 70 =, KSR Bt (5] I In SR b Rl M E AT FISE 2 K. A MA R
At tRAE 25y, BRI N B R A B T AN RS2 B4 R A, 18 5m %) 28 N B2 gh 1% P50 (Forest et al., 2014),
B 5 B TR RS, AR SRR B RN, i — DR 8 R R FE (Reis & Gable, 2015). X EEFR[A]
PR T AT B R SRR A R TR R . WEFLREE, BRI IR R N B Ok £ 5T A AR AR
H, G B A RS2 s AH B, VAR (] AT BT A B 5% 28 MG B Fe s i 07 THI 521 (Woods et al.,
2015).

AR B B K LR BN N B REX 5585 58 Z 0 = FE I RE e rh s A (. | BKCPRURE,
X7 N BT PR SR B 25 2 e B SR B R R R s A, B EKSPRGm I, XM A N IX
—MRBEEAZFER: Bk, BEOBUREIA AT R 2 0 B 7 N B BRSSP R AR M ) B
WAE, ATV EEAS B N BT ARG, DRI 28 N (o] 3 B Rk . ook, an SR A N BA A7 T 7 =0
R, 151 R AR TR ZU B O, B B Y H & (Murray & Holmes, 2012), X 7] §8-F 8044k
XF E PP RS, A HAE N RIS T B BT IE, AR SRR L, BRI AT RESZ MR 25 2 50 & 16
B H—J7, FREEN B RS2 AR AT, 3ET N ss R A N B AR AR . XA BT 2
NBRSEAE S SRE R RMZ R NAET K, RIS RE R R EL .

TR e 5 RSP A EAE I AMETT S, AT S U] M AR AR N AL IRAFARAR B R, BAAR A
AR AR XU FE SR T OSBRI R R R E B, BEFURI, BRI N (B NS 5
HRRHEEM SRR R . Bk, 2N BIFURR BRI T A4 3R B g A T RS R A R MEAE A . 1
TR E R R, T AR R R . B SO RN AR O LSO A 2, BB TIRTE SR LR
O SR, AR RE AR O RO, (RN I B S AR IO SR . AER AN AR, MR B RO R IE
HWEER, IRERMNEEECRPES T@E, FANEREAER, HkEEa crmE, EmmE
AR RESR R R

5. RS ARKEMFERE
ASHEFOR TSR R R KRR JEAERNG T, hoRif 1B 8 B BN R AR PGB
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