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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the mediating role of self-esteem on the happiness influenced by objecti-
fied body consciousness. Methods: Questionnaires were used to examine 563 female college stu-
dents. The methods of correlation, path analysis and regression were used to analyze data. Results:
1) Body shame, controls of body, self-esteem and happiness have significant correlation on differ-
ent scale (r = -0.126 - 0.505, p < 0.05, p < 0.01); 2) The mediating effects of self-esteem is signifi-
cant, self-esteem has a total mediating effects between body shame, controls of body and happi-
ness among female college students.
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1. 51§

BRI, fER e, LR SR EEREMGRX &, XM Bk A
WR—FZ 2 A SGER A M ERE S, A% TIEE OB EROSE IR 5 (Fredrickson & Roberts,
1997). McKinley (2000)5€ 32 AR A IR B y— PR AR L VEIRIA L 50 10 48— BB AE SR . 12340
WH, X B O S RSN B 1R 51 JT R HHER, 1K b L PEARAA IR SCAL ARG 22 S B MR AR 22 SR A6
EFFELLR AR AT AN, AR ZE R, SRR E R, BREPE R R 1) @ (McKinley, 1998, 1999;
McKinley & Hyde, 1996). IXFFRZIH NI H O AR B 1L A2 B AL IRAR N, Fredrickson &
Roberts (1997) Y e BFEIRA TS . SRR ZE AR AR b . SRR MR R FR MRS 7E 55 M 1Sy R E
R A BB, AR ZE TR TR AR SRR RERT A AN AR ERT, MA A ZE MR, IR 2
FRAMEETREA I — Mz H B R ERSMRE S, X A SRS R R Z A B, TS
AR, PIEHEREE A QSRR BRI R IRAR 2 AR E BER, AR,
FERE . ARG, SRARANH . BXAA R 4 (Fredrickson & Roberts, 1997; McKinley & Hyde, 1996; Noll &
Fredrickson, 1998; Tylka & Hill, 2004: Harper & Tiggemann, 2008). BB 5K, ZMALIRKZE IR 5
KRR ZREY) ALK ERWMARE S, @R MACIRR B IR ARV T B B 2 A 7B 1) f& f: (Nol |
& Fredrickson, 1998). Tiggemann and Slater (2001) & BLHRK A 25 MR AE K 44 W d Ak £ 25 i 2 TR 3 T 52 4
MAEF, Tiggemann and Kurig (2004)iESE 1 9K W 45 38 1ok 5 R A4 25 50 R0 7135 A2 FE 1 o R AR 15 28 A o,
Muehlenkamp and Saris-Baglama (2002) /< 3 2 WAL B FAFIPAR IR REAR 7E B4R o0 &R, s MR B3R
BRI RICR, X5 5T 2 WAk S8R 2 R R 70 R 4 mh e R0 G T O BRI B (i 45 R X R
b RV IR SBRREIERZ B R R L, FEERFEHEE. DARK. BB,
BB GXA F B (McKinley, 1999). 5376 Wt 70 A LR A& M 328 5 3 B R RRAR P Rkt 7 2 47RE 96 (Sinclair
& Myers, 2004), B 2 B 0 R0 OCE WAL AR A4 B 100 O B A BE AN AR O BRI B AR 5210

BE R0 BR A B DG, SEAR BRI T8I0 M5 BR SR bR 22 1 2% 38 Pl O o S A B o SO — Rl f 1)
OIRTNREFMALS . H B 2R A — AN T AE & (Judge et al., 2000), H B R&AMERST SR B AN E A N A
Wi, KB BEN A CEA AR E R VES, e B W B R — R R R AR R A
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(Baumeister et al., 2003). HEAR CE R FEAEIZER,  [F)0F 2 (22 (i B AE B 4L 21T A I IR
PPEFIE . Lowery et al. (2005) &3 1 4R4AK 25 TRAD B B ARG, [RIRE, 2RI SR — St i 5 4
TR A RR, Horh B RAE IR 25 AN A Vi B B [l EE B 1 43 A /R (Mercurio, 2008). AR i1
B R T 0 A K ) B A RS o A Lo FR AR 2 — (Gilman, 2000), 84 2 AR R A 75 1R 0 S A4 R 2 ) 4
R AEAE— E R R

BORBE LIRSS T 2 AR AR BRI SEAR I O R, DA A 2 A AR AR B IR AN S A a2 TR PR 26 R
HORFEER, RN R R MR A G, 38 AR B VRN SEAR R A (R O6 R I FL AT R 56 T 7
MAE RN, AT LS. AF e, FRAES EEHE TREE U R, HRRIT
W IFWAE AERRZE SO AL TS 5t R 3 FESE (Lee & Eun-Joo, 2010). AFHEEN, T E SRR TEERE, A
FTHEATWEEK, EPECHE ST, ZOAAME RIS MRS R A TIIE, ERMEXMTRE
28 N Ty TR s 7 PR E T DA L B O SRR 2 (1 9% (Chen et al., 2007). S8 5—#f, 1E
HESCE SR, AT IR FIE AR B CREEZ R, 52 % WAL e T B S 5t
TREEE? EPEERT, MR RIS AR B I 5C R T 2 A 20 kA SR S5 5
IR A EYIRR, Mo BHERBKIEERE? X2 A SR 178

2. Ik
2.1. #ik

BRI ek, ok B W AR E PR AT SR AE R AR E R T A o BRI AE RS 17~28 %, “F354FRe
20.63 & . o KA R 396 N, B FTAE N 167 N o A B 1A g 4 (BMI) A 15.22~31.22 kg/m? (M = 19.39,
SD = 2.31).

22. METAH

2.2.1. EWILERFEEIR EFR(Objectified Body Consciousness Scale)

R OBC &2 (McKinley, 1995; McKinley & Hyde, 1996) 1 FH 4R W42 . R4 25 MR SR A4 428 | =
NERE, % 8ANEH, —3t24 B H . AR RIERIEMEE N — B UEERSH O S, 150850
BRAMA LR T N B IR R B A RE I A B MR 4% B CRIANIURIN BRI ARE, T AN & N B i i vi 2 ok B4
FERIA R ARARZE MR HE /M SR BE AT & AR bR HE TG Z5 B, 1570 1 vy 1 BH Aok
H O SRR SR USROG, I ARk BAL 2 SO EER R TE A Iy 2 7= AR B8 2 i Rk K
P R TR AR T REA 0 — Mzl B SR EFSMRIE &, 58S Ul B MA A S B SRS R
Pl A ORI EMANE . A E X 6 NMED, M “STEAEAFER” B “EAERET o SR 6 gt
Iy RN . JRAA ZE R AN A s ] A — Bt R # o il 2 0.89, 0.75, 0.72, P JE I E IS B2
1518 0.79, 0.79, 0.73. AHF TR I 1) 4 2 00 A R R b v AR BRSO ), B i O3 Bk
BT AE IR, SR A B2 00 R 7 I B AR L SN T R [0 8 o 0] 5 R PAE 7 R BAES .
TEAW U % TR =N ERE 93— 80t 2405078 0.717, 0.750, 0.674.

222 EZRBIBHER

FARBIRHE R TS Z 0 B AR R 1) 2R, WERAFEHR A el s dcE
FRAEFHEE NS, TEH 8 NMUHARM, ENMNAFE AR TIHRANF; mEHICE—. &
— AN H A A S R A R A, SRR X — Sk L7 M ER)IEBAFE A O iF
R PR SR B SR R 2 IR 5 AR TR U W A AR (B Dy LRI, ST B R RO A
T R — BN 0.55, A BRI FEN A 0.849 (p < 0.001), AHF7TH P HE— Bk £ 0.824.
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2.2.3. BEER(The self-Esteem Scale, Rosenberg)

ZERA 10 NE, T AMEROCT B IR EF B IRIEN ISR RZ, ZERA 10 MK H A,
ZWE BEARE X R RS EMITE O 2 WUHFr, 1 RRIEERTE, 2 XRFE, 3RR-ATE,
4 RRRAREE, a2 10~40 4, 1950 Bm Ui B BUK- PG, E2EMEHERET, Z8XKA
HROFWEE, AEREN 0 0.82, AuFseH N —B: R %08 0.818.

2.3. MEMFEFF

K A S A A S S AR S5 & 105, S0 OISR 5 AR AT k. BRI, A R
40— [ PR U AR R S8 DASGE R G — S I, e S ) 230l AN B EEI A e S —
UL AHT T 0 B 0 48 598, B A BAES: . RIE % 600 £, [ iE 3% 580 £y, %GR 25
K EH R 45 563 1o
2.4. BiEAIB S 54

BT B spssd3.0 Geit o M /AT gt db 3, M. BT,

3. &R
3.1 EVHFEFEEIR., BEMEFBRNERGITER

R ERMIAG TSR ILTE 1R,

3.2. EVLFEEEIR, BEMERRNEXIH

BAF B AR TS5 R LA 2 PR

%2 GEREW, WAREMESEBE, EREEERE TG IEREH S A8, SRR EMH
Ky B ERREEREIEMSE.

3.3. FFEERMEEIES, BENFER|BENPTYALLE

N T BB R AR AR YRR ZE AR AR s ] . B A SEARIR IR R, AR DA _EAR OGSy
At DAL i AL 25 (2004) 48 H R o RN A B A 1 » DASIR (R 25 00 AR A 6 Dy B AR B, AR BN A AR
CLE SO AR, BT A RN -

L3I T HERA NP R, R XL, X2 5 ARSIk A, Y AR AR
B MARRE M RIS RR Y] B SRR TR IRz i A g i R 2 1 g e P A

4, #He
4.1, RIFEER. FETEHNEEN X FEEFEBRAF

AW FRIAE R TR RS A&, BARBEERE FUHIC IR EHS B8, AR ERAFE
REIEAR; AESFARBAMERE IR, M RSA0 | OB REaeL 2 A A A hrE i =2k
(1) 25 IR S BRI It AT ) AR, RIS an SRABAT AR B QBB O B PR 1 — S8R 4E, ATt T
B IR SEAR R o BT TR 45 SRAESE 7 2L B %) 2P A A il 2 1) 52 (..., MicKinley, 1999; Sinclair
& Myers, 2004), ZPEXT H CS R EE BESEAMU SR & R —Le A GG 0%, 1 HiE 540
WS A %, A RFTIE SE B AR IR . Ah 2 SCARARYE A 5K 308 4 Lo A b L AT A 1
RS RIAMR, W RBATAREERIARE O, RE S SRR, R RERE.
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics of objectified body consciousness, self-esteem and well-being (M * SD)
1 BYHERAEIR. BEMERRNBAGITEERM £ SD)

AR A HR Az R R AT ] A SERRIE IR AL
30.7+7.1 255+8.0 365+7.4 36.0+54 102+21

Table 2. Correlation analysis of objectified body consciousness, self-esteem and well-being

2. BUUERHEIR. BEMERRNEXIH

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
LR s 7 1
2 YRR ZE R 0.312" 1
3 kA | -0.029 0.000 1
4. Z WA IRAR AR 0.659" 0.719" 0.509" 1
5.4 % -0.085 -0.166" 0.322" 0.033 1
6. =R AL -0.231" -0.126" 0.237" -0.062 0.505™ 1
7. 5K E R -0.013 0.1226" 0.062 0.097 -0.014 0.057 1

¥ p<0.05, "p<001, Tp<0001, FH.

Table 3. Intermediary effect test of self-esteem

3. BEPNHRMGE

PRk a3 77 72 [e =1 2R Hoker 56
i Y =-0.126X1 SE =0.016 t=-2.116"
Y =0.237X2 SE =0.017 t=3.986""
7 M =-0.166X1 SE =0.039 t=-2.890"
M = 0.322X2 SE =0.041 t=5.601""
B=0 Y = 0.469M SE =0.023 t=8.224""
Y =-0.048X1 SE =0.014 t=-0.887
Y =0.086X2 SE =0.016 t=1.530

FOEAMART H QRS AR ERREE, s E MRS ST Z A S, S E O - DERIAR, B
o AR B SEARIR . DRI IRAT—J7 10 N 2418 5 22 T AL I B AR VPR ARt RES o S AT DU Byl K R 25 P ) £
R Gl iy g Ly R NNREESe S ok | SR et S R W v N S N P 4 Y (N DR L S 7
RBERNR AL R A, AR RRAACER LR, 5 SR UM%y KRR, RIT AT 7T BE s
I AT R R L AT 22 TRV R E PR RN

4.2, BERUEFERELEERMAFEEBRN PN NLE

N T BB IRT B AR AR RORT SERR B M ) A LA, FRATHEAT T B BRI Th A RS . S5 2R
KL, B AR AR A AR P A AR I KA ) AN SE AR R TR B T 5g e AR AT
AR AE IR Za R SR (A P2 0f S TR A 2 e 5 4t | SR SEBL . X — DI T &R AL IR
TN %5 2 [R] AR DI AR o 5D AR B 80 00 2549 (00 A AT AT AR AR AR 4 i 1 & I, BES BE AT 1A
WHEC, HEX IR RPE R B CRETSIEHIN, T0AZ BAME RARAERIZ R 1, LA T B CA AL
r R E PP, AT RERSSRTHIAT Y B 2K-F SRIMTAHT IR 5 BB 8 S e Kb e, Hofh rAR 528
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(AR H B TE AR I 7T HR BOZ AT 0, 59— 5 TH BRI AR B T IR A J () N TR R, (H2
ANEEHE R R R BN, B 7R R T LIk B4t 2 SO AR E TR A B AR ) B A4 PR ARG 31 1 AN
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