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Abstract

This study translated and revised the English version of the Women’s Objectification of Women
Scale (WOWS) to test the applicability under Chinese cultural context. 668 university female stu-
dents, who were separated into two samples, were recruited to complete the Chinese version of
the WOWS. Participants in sample 1 (n = 285) were further asked to complete the criterion. The
Chinese version of the WOWS consisted of 7-item and its item-rest correlation ranged from 0.46 to
0.55 (Ps < 0.001). The exploratory factor analyses of sample 1 suggested that the presence of 1
factor, and explained 42.61% of variance. The Cronbach’s alpha of the Chinese version of the
WOWS was 0.77 and the test-retest reliability coefficient was 0.83 (Ps < 0.001). The confirmatory
factor analysis of sample 2 (n = 383) suggested the scale had one-factor model with better fitting
indexes (RMSEA = 0.08; CFI = 0.93; TLI = 0.90; SRMR = 0.08). Women'’s objectification of women
showed a significantly positive correlation with appearance anxiety, eating disorder and depression (r
= 0.20 - 0.30, Ps < 0.001). The Chinese version of Women’s Objectification of Women Scale has
good psychometric properties, which could be employed to relevant research.
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A FRBFEIET T HOR R ot &R 4L B3R (Women'’s Objectification of Women Scale, WOWS),
MW HAEHE XU TR THERM. 66842 L KREAESHMEABRWOWSH IR, HA—(n=285)F

A HER AR . WOWSH SURER AR 716/, S HF1520.46~0.55 (Ps < 0.001), HA—RREFEI T

ERRAFEINHETF, BT ETRE42.61%. WOWSH RFLEE#fFaR$R0.77, EMEFEH0.83

(Ps < 0.001), BA—(n = 383)RAFHRRSNERRYA, FHE TR EESF(RMSEA = 0.08; CFI =

0.93; TLI = 0.90; SRMR = 0.08) . X Lt Z A4 5P WA R | B RS | 38 2 IEA 5% (r = 0.20~0.30,

Ps <0.001). WOWSH R EF RIFH LENESMRE, 7 HTHIHR.

XK ia
TR Lt E L, HBBIT, FE, BE
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1. 518

PE% 144k (Sexual Objectification) i L 1A B 7R 4r BRYE DD REL B8 1 AR N, Y& R4tk i) TR 5L
BN N R 2 MEAMA A B (Bartky, 1990: #hE T, FBUNA, &I, 2013). fajFokd, i s oeyd otk
BRI R, A B I W AR SR 1 B AR v . TEAL SRR, Lot P9 X Bl b A 3 LA
NIPIVEHIALA R E R A CRIAMETE R, TE R H & k1L (Self-objectification), 4 7 ik |+ LK H 1,
L 2R A TE I AR R AR A L Lo, 72 AR Lot R L AR AR (DL TR “ et ARk 4k ™) (Parent,
Garos, Branscome, & Piper, 2018; Festinger, 1954).

PERARAARIE IR AT 738 B BB AR A N &4k . Strelan I Hargreaves (2005) I8 78 & 31 £t Lk
FVEE B 2R AR 22 i (Cohen’s d = 0.38), HAAMU B ME o il 2ottt Lotk RIRE it Ltk B
LR IRE BRI T AT B B Ak O FEJE (Cohen’s d = 0.65) o 1X 3 B £ M AN 2 U AL B f
O, B DA TR VPR AR e, T MR AR ma v] B K T B IR B AR .

H AT E N AN R BRI EE A b T 2 g R BN, BT Lt i, B REAREERT
VER NS BUEAT AT 0T IE, AT — RS AT SR CE W 0y, B 9R53, & Jackson, 2015). %
i E R AR H B 3R B AR 17 35 (the Self-Objectification Questionnaire, SOQ) (Noll & Fredrickson, 1998)
1544 2 1 %444k B (Objectified Body Consciousness Scale, OBCS)H i & 4 5 45 43 £ % (the Body Sur-
veillance subscale) (Augustus-Horvath & Tylka, 2009; Kozee & Tylka, 2006) 3T v F Ak o 5 53 4 5t 2o 1 ) %5
4k H Kozee 1 Augustus-Horvath (2007)% il () A B %5 444, & 2 (Interpersonal Sexual Objectification
Scale, 1SOS). 1K T EE ML, Parent % NTEZMALELE FAE 2 LLEC LI ) 6tk b, AR 1SOS Ak 51
I ¥ 5 %% (the Schedule of Sexist Events, SSE) (Parent, Garos, Branscome, & Piper, 2018; Klonoff & Landrine,
1995) i B AR L MERIAT NP2 B, Sl 1 Lo R AR L iR (Women’s Objectification of Women
Scale, WOWS), 91N H, BA RIFHOEINEEE.
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Pamt7e, SEE A DR SN R AL Ge B0, TR B AR 2 AN A 3 =5 (Lau, Lum, Chronister, &
Forrest, 2006), 7% %Mt AN 2otk BA AR AMIE A (Frederick, Kelly, & Latner, 2016). BT Z 58EAE
SR A NSRS E S, LR R IUE T BE A BT AN, A 7ETE 7 15 5 N Lotk Ak
A& e WOWS 76 i [ AR Rd F MR A AR IR IE . DRI, ASHF 70513 WOWS,  fEAEFR R E# (A & G
MHATRIE ., ERAME, TR SORER, ST E R AR R T 3 WOWS RIS FEFI U

2. W&EE5H*
2.1, W&

FEA 1. RA G EHEEEL 300 4 4ctk, b 191 fy ok AfER R4, SRAT4RENIS, A3
% 183 f3; 109 1A%k EIES, RBGEE A4 E & K@ RMAER L4, BSCH RS 102 4. AR —H
XMk dt 285 N, AE N 93%, Fkb N 1943+137 %,

FEA 20 R J7(EHIFE, LI 398 B R — 2 K =TERLRFE, AWK 383 N, HIEN 96%,
FERA N 19.22 £ 1.19 B o ASCHERE L 240 A (15 62.7%); #E TR E L 140 A (15 36.5%); 625 3 A (15 0.8%).
FEAR 2 AT IUETER ZR 200, BEALIHUH A 50 44 4 i A8 J5 S0

22. A%

221 THEHELER

Mike, Sheila Al Emily & A\ 3L [FJF A ) (X 2ot AR 522 ) (Women’s Objectification of Women
Scale, WOWS), FTll& L& mibs s, W 9EMHA, KA 5 SiFy, M “1= WA 2 “5 = ]|,
Fidad”, B Em RN AROK R . S SUERI R R R IR R, AT o RECN 0.88,
HEA RIFRIEMBE . WOWS S RAEJRAEZ A N 2 #E. mEAiEc, o H &AW 5, B
ANEEFCFEE, NFFEHSCERIE 5. #lhn, K “Have you been looked up and down by a woman because
of how you dressed?” #&N “EE&AH LR IR EE T LT EERE? 7 o T HiE WOWS H LA
RGN, PR LHTIRRMER R, AR 2 H T WRUErER R0 9847 =E Bk

222 SEKESBR

& 2 H T 7T (Augustus-Horvath & Tylka, 2009; Kozee & Tylka, 2006), A5 K F McKinley 1 Hyde
(1996) Fr il , [ JTi ORI+ 46 (2007 & 1T 1 B A i IR & A (L 5. 38 (Objectified Body Consciousness Scale,
OBCS) A (¥ £ f i % 4 5 % (the Body Surveillance subscale)ill & [F F 2 4& 4k, 458 MEH, 7 SiF45,
M 1= BEAFE” B “7= BEMFE” o EM SRR BN SR, X B R B RE R B
i B REAARMIK . AW, BN B o RECH 0.77

2.2.3. SMERIEERE R

AHFFKH Dion, Dion 1 Keelan (1990)4wfil, M 5 (2016)1&1T 140 A5 FE 52 fi hi (Appearance
Anxiety Scale-Brief Version), 14 MM H, RH 5 5P, M “1= WA ] “5= JIFEz” . 78
TR RN . AR, BRI — B o RECH 0.77.

2.24. HEERER

ZH% Slater F1 Tiggeman (2010)FIF 5T, A5 KH Garner %5 \(1983)4wfh], 4k, Leung F, FZFHI
Wai-Yeetang (2005)&17 13k Erfihs /% (Eating Disorder Inventory, EDI) A 9% &4 43 &2 (the Bulimia Subs-
cale) F1=R & i) 43 &% (the Drive for Thinness Subscale) Kl &t &, St 14 NMEH, RH 6 miFsa, M “1
= WA E“6= JUFRIE" . o Hokim om gt B Rhs K E . AFFiH, R3S A — 3t o R¥0CH 0.85.
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2.2.5. {ERETTEER

KH Zung (1965) 4w, T 1E 7R £ 557 (1984)1& 1T 1) A PEHIAR £ 4% (Zung Self-Rating Depression Scale),
20 [, KM 4 f0Far, N “1= WA B “4 = JUTFRR” o S80B SRR IAL K s . AT,
I 45 (0 3 — B o RECH 0.70.

2.3. GitabsE

K S HE SR Jamovi 0.9.2.3 ZEiHBE AR HEATIUH J0 . SRERPERIR MM ~PAT 04 SR AT
WP R R 46
3. &R
3.1. MBS

Xt WOWS LR 36 45 SR AL A AT HERS s RBLRT 27% K15 27%BaRERNIH A3 50 1) 22573
#,Ps < 0.001. 5 H 1554 570 IS AE 0.39~0.54 2 [, Ps < 0.001, Tt H [X 73 i o MEJEiE 7, 7E 0.30~0.48
Z I, PR 1.

Table 1. Difficulty and discrimination of each item

=1 JBEBREEMXSE

Wi H 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
MEJE P A 0.382 0.401 0.304 0.349 0.359 0.361 0.394 0.479 0.322
Pearson #H % 0.3977" 0540  0451™  0519™  0.463™  0510™ 05137 0392  0.407"

¥ "FRIRP <005 "HR/RP<001, "HRP<0.001 T,

3.2. MESH

3.21. BRMEERSH

SHREAS 1 BEAT R Tl AT PEAR 30 . 45 ], KMO =0.815, HZEWrEYIMEREE, H Barlett’s f9F
JifH}y 544.35 (P < 0.001), W LAREATRRIZR 00T . K E Mtz 7, A 2 MEEE R T 1, (H5 8 A
5 9 WL HA B BRSPS, HAEM AN T BRI B3R T 04, XA 2T 02, 53, FEA2 7
B LSS5 9 JERILE AR 0.96, 2L U E B 8.9 BI IR 7 AN H o 4 7 T TR R MR A0,
SR ETTRRR N 42.61%, AT R 1), WEEE LT EEOMEH, VELE 2.

= Data
2.0 1 = Simulations
3 1.51
®
g
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2
w
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Figure 1. Parallel analysis of sample 1
1. #AR 1T
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Table 2. Factor loads and common factor variance contribution
%2 AEGTEMARFHERE

%H LR )iy
1) WA LM TR IR S AN H T R 2 0.605 0.634
2) WA Lok S URIIRAN N 12 27 8 (1 A RS 2 0.700 0.511
3) WA LM R R A T E S ke 2 0.643 0.586
4) MAHLVES EUOR R 2 E 1 ? 0.695 0.517
5) WA LR VR POZ 5 G AR e 2 0.616 0.621
6) WA LMETEARIL ) A AL R A R EI 6 F 5 G 2 0.687 0.528
7) MEH LM FEARI AT LT R R 2 0.615 0.622
FERETT 2% 42.61
RRERE% 42.61

3.2.2. BNEME RS
£ Jamovi 0.9.2.3 Gi it M4 A, X EEAS 2 BEATIRAIEME IR 28 0 M o &5 S R BB IR A A 400 Bl R A
(RMSEA = 0.08; CFI = 0.93; TLI = 0.90; SRMR = 0.08), 55 & &L —F.,

3.2.3. ¥FRXERXE
AWFRGEREFH, FEA 1 PRI SR JAR. SEEkarg =N hr ) BB EAHSE,
> R 0.20~0.30 2 JA], Ps<0.001. W% 3.

Table 3. Correlation coefficient matrix between Women’s objectification of Women scale in Chinese and criterion

* 3. LM EFUER(WOWS)H R SHARAIIE K RBIER

M SD 1 2 3 4 5
1) LhE ARk 12.76 2.80 1
2) ARE M 338 8.54 0.062 1
3) HMLAERE 39.24 7.20 0.195™ 0.429™" 1
4) 08 39.47 6.28 0.300™" 0.165™ 0.348™ 1
5) PR 41.09 12.28 0.260™" 0.367"" 0.484™ 0.270™ 1

T BIREMAL S H0HR 2 0.005.

3.3. EEST
WOWS H iR f#) Cronbach’s o R%0C8 0.77, EMEE N 0.83, W4 4.

Table 4. Item reliability analysis

4 BEAUEMESH

FRIGUI R e

[IPRVIEPS Cronbach’s a
W1 0.516 0.738
W2 0.533 0.735
W3 0.447 0.753
W4 0.547 0.733
W5 0.496 0.743
W6 0.459 0.750
W7 0.460 0.750
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4. ¥ig

A 5E DA B TR RS 2R 5 A ik, A3 Mike 55 A\ g il X WOWS 7E 71 1B SCAG TS 55 BAS B VB
IR H 5347+ BRI 3R 43 M RS B2 23 b =N 7 T, 2% 28 T 36 0 PR D) PR ) S e A B (0 7 &k J5E 42, 2006)
WOWS H13CRR ) 7 AN I 8 38— — X, 7R OR BRI 46 1) e B 1 i Btk B, MHBR2E 8. 9 iIE S H:
A RRIGAR G BAR R H , 7 RS> 5 9 T8 LR 7 A SGAEREAR 2 109 0.96. T H 404 %, WOWS
ORI SR i AR G, A A 2 e W (Bl 3R, 2015), R — 3 o RE EINIMEERLA
G5 K R0 RSRR SRIDR E $4) 3 31 0o BRI B 2 () 25K, R W] WOWS S RiURAT R4 1 I 2 1 e

Ty RFEAR L EHATIR RN R, ERrEREGH 2 M. S5ET 7 EE E A, 58 B “HA
B LSS RIS — B BRSNS 2 4. BR. MRS, EEAs. 7). 55 9 8 “MAH LA UGT R
g H 2 7 OVETESCE ST, BA AR ARG, 25EPAT g R (Timmerman & Lo-
renzo-Seva, 2011), S &I [AIAASS, W@ T DAHER . SRR 7 N8 H, i1 MARET, KRR
ZETTHRAE 42.61%, TREHJEIRERMRELELE . HIFIEE R E 50% R Z R 20 ] 31 18 g TR
YRR, FFERICHE IR, DRI 28 — K B BIC, R B ge it #EAS 2 #HAT 3R
IR et R ], A R R BE LA R R IF(RMSEA = 0.08; CFI = 0.93; TLI = 0.90; SRMR = 0.08).

B, AWRFELE | WOWS H SRR AR RERRUE, RI LR AR SRS . dEEFRhG . HIAR
IR B EIEME, S5EHMR—F(Parent, Garos, Branscome, & Piper, 2018). SZIGHTE 5 & Bl H & 481k
() 2 B 25 Gy e R ARAL PR ) oM (Puvia & Vaes, 2013). MIAHT e EH, L&A S B s &L
WAEREA 2 vh BB D 2 B2 AR SE(r = 0.102, Ps = 0.05) . W 78 777210 2 57 1T it & S EUART R 4518 SR
B FEAS 1R 3 2 R A o A [ 2o M A P 2 AR A PRI 1) e 2 A Ak B 5 B AN [] (Fredirickson, Roberts, & Roberts,
2010), HE LKA HAKSP A B R, T RS R RN HoA oM R A A . T B B R AR
L ETE 2 DL AR LM T SO PR HEEAT M) B At b, DLSREL B EPP A A B i ln s, RS RN,
Al RE 5] Lt B AR 5 B R B FIME A 5% (Berg, Paxton, Keery, Wall, Guo, & Neumark-Sztainer, 2007).

Zx b, WOWS H iR EA BRI LI E = 1ERe, v H T8 B SO 5t Zotsxd Lot 2 A4k
Fo BAFEE TEMUEIR, HERZEAEEY D RNE" WIS, RUUE LR AT
WHCSE & A, i VR ot B IR AR IR T SR T —ANE A A ST T )

& H
FE AR 00 H (18BGL123); 5 i K24 18+ 3£ 42 (B1706)

SE WK

7%, Leung, F., F##-F, Wai-Yeetang, C. (2005). F#HE N DL QRIS NENEE . SESHEEL. #& kK o215
4, 13(1), 33-36.

MRIR, #H025(2007). KAE SRR ERIELT. #F 0P 44, 21(9), 610-613.

W (2015). OHEM A ARt mEHE R

I%77, 5K JE52(2006). A 56 E 1 DRI 25 20 A A DR 56 1 22 4 1 R SR AT 7S, 220/ IE, 23(4), T6-T9.

INEH(2016). MEMMLSGHBE MM AR B SHHRDT. wsr, ER R RE
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