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Abstract

This study mainly explores the relationship between college students’ core self-evaluation, idol
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worship and school belonging, and explores the predictive effect of school belonging and idol
worship on core self-evaluation. The subjects were college students from all over the country. SPSS
24.0 was used for statistical analysis of the collected data. The results show that: 1) There is a signif-
icant negative correlation between idol worship and core self-evaluation. School belonging has a
significant positive correlation with core self-evaluation; 2) There are significant differences in the
core self-evaluation of college students on the types of idol worship involvement; 3) College stu-
dents’ idol worship and school belonging have a regression predictive effect on core self-evaluation,
and school belonging has a higher predictive effect on core self-evaluation. Conclusion: College stu-
dents’ idol worship and school belonging have significant predictive effects on core self-evaluation.
Intervention of college students’ idol worship and school belonging can improve college students’
core self-evaluation.
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1. 5]

RPN T GOF B A B W SR B, K2 O A A =S, EEARRE,
It H i+ 32 8 2 MiF T s o A IR B L, 3RO B B T TR oy L2
5% BRI A BT B KA E M HBAE & MERSTEEN R HHEIH R, SRR RN KA
BEARMPFARE, FE S0 BEIPIPRER, RIRFEA IR =F Z R R,
L1 BbERH

BB A DR, Bz 2 AR ENL, JFAT 7 RESR T BRI, #20 AT e
T BT E X A% B EPEA, — BAIRAEXT A S E EZE AR P . Judge AT Bono (2001)
N, K0 BBV AT LS YRR QRS BORTEE, 205102 B3 — A B Fihil . P4,
CRAFAE TR ORI B i — R EA R R AN SOl e, IR, 2005).

FEEEEAE N (2012)121T ) CSES B3R A [ A A SIS 22 D 28 22 KA A » 22 SR 22 AT St AR
&, HARRIERE, B2 TSN KA, R UR %R R TR

12. 1BiE57F

JRUGHE 20, AATTTEIEENFI R R S K B AR AT IS, XK AR R 1= RV R 525,
SFEOH YR T e 40, 1994). R SEFE R ERAN N NEL. G ME R B LR #n—1
NEIMER S AT AR AN RIE S5, N AR, AZ O 1] 50 A O BN R RD 7 JBARK B (5 8 4%
2004).

BR S FF I & % .02 B McCutcheon 45 (2002) 4 1) “&yd - B” BAVESM . @ “LiE” U
FEAEE “ BB FEAKFE, BEARNMKPFREFEESBELHRBEEZNERE, KRAEHLH
BRI RS, HFSMATHAE TR, SN, B8RSR E . BN EE S
NHext B P B EFDUREH TR S, RE SR A A s B ZE R T eira8 87 (BgERFEER

ik
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BT (CAS-R) (32303, BRI, X2, -1, 2010a). ExRIL 27 EHH, oA A4,
MREN R AR R FR R SRR FIR AL, IR0 1E L AR AR S B AT . 1
RUA 2 AE A PU MR SR o RS NN S B R A S AR AR v T, B KPR, e T B
BRSO A  EREAR B R BN T R BRI, R BRI B YRS, R B
PEE 2 B AT BRI AR B PR SR T

HAT, BIREFRZADOUSEA RO . OB, FEED TS qRMER. HIRF M.
HEPFOr . ODBEMERE. AME . B SEARRSE AT I 5 A5 (2016)BF U A BLAME AT AR 591 2R
B ST KA 12 3 A O B IO A < 0158 (2017) ORI 78R B, KRR IR 2 5 A IR R 2
w2 UK.

1.3. ERABRK

NRAE BRI BN T AR, DA T — € At 2R, IStk SRR UK EE — 25K FEAI Y
BRI R 71, /N AT R IR FHZ (M KIE, 2016). BRI @GR R R —HEAR R A T
SRR IR R AMAZAE T 1) i 55 R SR R LR AR A o (R 7 TR A5 R HL R E . AR IR U R R P
(Eff, 2011), — X i m R, AR SRR IEREE (A, RBAE, 2013). X TEEARRE
RIS, FRAPAHMK SRR EE P, RSB T REA R, el AR R R =
FAROEE LR, eI R AEE (357, 2019),

AR TR P K1 et e S8 20 1) P K 2 A S VA R SR 5 o ) PN R T S A e SRR AT 9 A J PR ARG
W R AT, Hehxd T AR A . BRAFOY . BRI UR 2 (K, 1RESE, 20065 R

WL OREEE, 2008), WFRUNOIEEEAKT . HIRME . IR AR B R 0 R KA % L A
.
2. [o)REERH

W2 R R R, Mol IR RS e H 34T AR B LA K 5 00 B R S A I R (L, AT,

2010). BBREFEA-FIHET IR, 5Z0BFIFMEFMC. RECH%H N E RPN A
KA FABBEFE(A 0, 551, 2004), A —BIRZEIE R € 1) B RPN VR BB ST 1 2 m 7
o XAERIRAT P S BB EFEN K R AR BNEW HERA PR BN, MOEAE RN AEE,
B EFE AT DU kB &, £ HEAE T UG TR — 2, EREHREEFETIAaS
INFE, WRNTEEEFEARE S, o TR SR LM, HaXRATH H 5 A7 ok U 5
We, A% 0> B PP e B A AT B8 (A A2 £E FEFNHAT (5] INAG 5E 22 A AR B 155 JE A S A2 IR 1 265 (1 1
U, 2021),

RIS, 2V 8 I RE 5 A R0l 27 A2 () B RME S, A% O B PPy — PR B FRES
A e a BE IR . DA R, KA OB BGPTSR 8 B 18] 2 53 1 A OC,
5o e S AR A B AR OG,  HOR A A I 2 A g Bt A0 B RV B AR i 2 1) 1 1) TR
YERI (2255, 2016). MARTIZSUSIAT RBUIRE , BESEFF. PRIFER S0 3 I mA —
LERHOCH 7T, (HEEERD, B RE N TR0 B3RP M2 K NE A et — PR 5T

2.1 WREE

AW H I EOAREEARE, B0 BB ER, MEBSFERNERHREER, WEK
O H I SR EAE BB SR BN AR R R R, T BRI SHBERETE.
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FRIFBBIZ =N ERBUR, IFRTUB BRI S AR J8 BO %0 5 BP0 (K700 15 A LR 0 4
Ko AR A AMBEFE. 0B RN PRABBAAEREMR, BEEFESZOaHT
EEZFIAR, FRBESZOB RPN R EE LMK, KEEMEEFEN AR B KA
O H VPO BAT R A B, HOCE A AR R R K AR R SR BAT S i AR 1

22. HIREX

AW TCEA FE R E MBS E G — T, AW SRS R — R B BT A e A
KWPFUIRMILR S, Jfif phoC BEHCH SR O 10 H B R AR A 2 f5 ks 55—, AW T4
RAWEHE G AT R RO KA MRS RSB AGS, IIA BT 8 e KA 44 A REE
PEREERETE, HMESIER. ELEET A, e KA OB ERKT, fFa3ftaEiiEd.
UEAh, AW TR S R E KT AG & 2 R ELSeE B0, N BEBLAE 1 H 8 A A MV B AR, XS H
BAVEBEIRMIT AL SR A EM SRR S . SREEVEIE BRGSO B HATY, T Do
0 H PRI 9 22 2 ARV R RIS th o oK 22 A O B RE AT TEN B3 DL D B AR B3R T
PERIN SARAE 1 —/NE R A 2R Lo B A R i) B BT AL A o

3. ARFE
3.1 MRMR

AW FEA TSR T AR . QQ+ BRI AT & BT 4 iH 45 248 4y, Bl 4 E
B IIFER KA, A p PR N 20 %, 554 58 A (23.39%), Zc’E 190 A (76.61%).
HoAE 74 110 A (44.35%), dEMAE T4 138 A (55.65%).

32. fARIE

3.2.1. #%LBRIFMERP IR

7E Judge Zw I R% O H IR IFA B % (Core Self-Evaluations Scale) £l [,  diAt s AR P IHE1T
M SR . BT ERR L HIL 104, SR 5 Ak ZE RN — 80 RE0h 083, 7 {5E N 0.84,
{ERERT, BRI Z AWK RECH 0.80, X F|EE MG FHMH KK (p <0.001), FFENEER,
W98 T L AEAHIF T2 1 3 3 — B R0 0.88, {5 EEEUT

3.2.2. IRIEEFERP

B4 52 FE & % (Celebrity Attitude Scale), Hi McCutcheon %iffil, 2 CI AT I h . BITEES
H3L27 4, RH 5 &ilor, AT N “BRRAERS Y R « “SEAINFT L “SRRLIET
ORBNLG” s ZERANT—EERECH 0.88, FEBL, BRSSP N A R EUE
0.68~0.80 (p < 0.001), AEUFMLEMIE; BERAMENRECN 0.93, HINEBINEZE MR HH KK
F(p <0.001), FFEMIEZR. R TREIER AN —EE RS 0.91, 5REHL .

3.23. ERARRER

L Goodenow % fil ) 2 4% VA J& 8 (Psychological Sense of School Membership) & & /E Jy ks T B, i
TR A N AT G ) ) B 2 ) 25 o B SK H 3L 33 4, KM 6 siitdy, 433 5 MEE S0 di o8 “ RIPESCRE
AN NHWALNTT” o “ERREIREEY | CSERRBRNT L “EURATRY o ZERNE S R ECN 0.96,
Ty G/ YERE B2y 2 1E] AR 5% R BAE 0.75~0.88 (p < 0.001), HHEFHIZHIRLSE; R MNIBIRERN
0.69, FF&EMllEZR, W 5T L RAEAHE I I A — 3t RECN 0.92, {5 BEEUT
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3.3. GeitabiE

EHAEERMESFER. 0BT BRI AR RERIL g, FH SRR
BEAIE, I SPSS 24.0 X i HEAT JSLAEA the s, FRRIETT Z M, MRAMENA e,

4, RGER
4.1. £RFFERE

AHIFE K G s, Rl REAAAEIE R DA 2 . SR Harman LA ER R, 45 RER ]
A 10 MHEEAT 1 BT, B AR TR R 28.64%, it/ 40%HHIm FHE, BIILFET5E
fmZE AN 25, R R A IL R TR AL R U o

4.2. REERLBEITN. BEEFNFERIARBRIAR

421 %ULBBN. BREFNFRARBESREELNES

KA 248 A BFEAR, KAERODHIRIFO S50 X018 33.21, prdE%h 5.33, B850 3.32, &
THEE P E 3. KI5 1 4521, BIREFFRER LT 8 72,56, %4EFE 1570 e HOR Ik AR 4152 26.38,
FLUGE G BN S 58 AR i B G OC R ZTAE AR 42 2 2520, AR A R IR 70 (134100 142,55,
RN NN 34.75, HLUGRBINAT N AN, SR A2 S B BN [F) £ S

Table 1. Mean score and standard deviation of idolatry (n = 248)

# 1. BEREFNFHDMIREE N = 248)

i M SD
BRARAEAT 26.38 7.29
1 R 13.99 5.10
Frtco /NG 11.25 452
KR4I 10.15 3.75
973 L2 25 10.78 4.09
WS 72.56 21.17

Table 2. Mean scores and standard deviations of school belonging (n = 248)
# 2. FRVAB R TS FAREE(n = 248)

YEpz M SD
SR A % 142.55 22.81
[F) S HF 21.54 4.21
A A HAZA AT 34.75 5.70
PR 24.30 5.18
E2 U 30.54 5.96
FOMAT N 31.42 5.46
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M 3 AR KL BBV ENE AR R R BB R BERSTFNRRAEA B, K
R WEAG AN b B, R IR ERfe s B2 T, BIRETEN
SEAnNFAERAENE ERFR AR ERARET RN LERE AV R B R, HREEAEE.

Table 3. Gender differences in core self-evaluation, idolatry and school belonging
= 3. LUBERITMN. BEREFNEREARREMN LNES

fide H(n=58) 4 (n = 190) t d
Z BT 34.6+6.11 32.79+5.01 2.29
RIRAERE 21.76 +7.98 27.79 £ 6.46 -5.88"* 0.83
18 R 11.10 +4.88 14.87 + 4.84 -5.18"* 0.78
FE4 A 10.26 +5.14 11,55 +4.28 -1.19
KRLIH 8.66 +3.77 10.61 +3.63 -3.56™" 0.53
GBS BUEZ 3 9.36 £ 4.01 11.21 +4.02 -3.07" 0.46
BIREFE 61.14 +22.32 76.04 +19.57 -4.91" 0.71
EESEs 20.47 +5.29 21.87+3.77 —2.24
A NHAA AT 33.45+£8.32 35.15 + 4.57 -2.01
R 23.17 £ 6.54 24.64 + 4.66 -1.90
E2 T UN 28.79 + 7.59 31.07 +5.28 -2.58" 0.35
HmAT A 30.53+7.17 31.69+4.81 -1.41
SR A 136.41 +31.41 144.43 +19.16 -2.36

¥: p<0.001, “p<0.01, "p<0.05.

a7 4 SRR, BREFRMBIRALAS, IS SEaihF RARLIBIYANYEEEAE MR SFEE
WA R ER, SRR R MR DR E RS W2 T SR RN . RN
TRERYEEAEMBIRRFR ] EER AR . %0 BRI 52 R B MR SRR AR

Table 4. Differences in worship types of each dimension of idol worship

F4 BEEFSHEARSFREENER

Y PRARHA & (n = 176) ek =72) t d
PR AT 28.27 +6.29 21.78 +7.55 6.95" 0.93
15 AR 14.98 +4.80 11,57 + 4.94 5.01%** 0.70
SEAT NI 11.85 +4.27 9.79 +4.82 3.32" 0.45
KRLIE 10.93 +3.55 8.25 £3.57 5.39"* 0.75
B RS 11.18 +3.97 9.81+4.22 2.42
RS 77.20 £19.13 61.19 £21.73 5.75™* 0.78

7 p<0.001, “p<0.01.

FEMAE T AR b, OB, BEREFES R REREA .
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4.2.2. REEBBREFEANAED

2 O0UE A5 (20100) 9 T R AUBAE SEFEG N BHARHE, 7EHBHA R R B AL, KGR
SRR AREANTL . bR, BIEROM AR 4 BER . ABEFRFERER A K BME R, BT
oy R 4 25, NEH BRI : #1583 A (33.47%), ZPx 79 A (31.85%), k¥ A 53 A (21.37%),
B AEM 33 A\ (13.31%).

WA 5 25 5R, BOHBIWPN MG SRS AR 2B EZ R (P < 0.05), KEARKKFEER
OB IRING I B & T AR 3 R SRR S, AR KB AE L B BTN 1R B I

Table 5. Differences in types of idolatry involvement in core self-evaluation

F5 LBRTFNEBGEFEANLE ENESR

Y it M +SD F n?
RN 34.83 +5.66 3.18" 0.54
L BRA 33.53 £5.02
ot B AT
AT 32.46 +5.09
AR 31.76 +5.61
7: "p<0.05.

HE 6 &R, FRIFEEIAMGEFENLY EEYEEZER( < 0.05), HAFRMER. AL
RN AR B S EAR Y L RIEEER, HREELTEEER.

Table 6. The difference of school belonging in the type of idol worship involvement
6. FRABBREBGRFEANLE LNES

gk kBN (n =53) ZFRA (n = 79) 5 (n = 83) ZHA(n = 33) F n?
225 |9 137.62 + 27.84 142.47 +20.38 141.98 +19.15 152.12+2585  2.84° 0.54
Gl % 20.53+4.94 21.14+4.03 21.82+3.63 23.42+421 3700 0.63
AN H A TT 3347717 34.33+5.13 3474+ 452 37.88+6.15 453" 0.66
SRR 23.43+5.87 24.39 + 4.60 24.04 + 461 26.12+6.37 1.95
RN 29.38 £7.25 30.71 £5.47 30.64 £4.92 31.76 £ 7.06 1.16
AT N 30.81+6.13 31.90 + 4.64 30.75 + 5.55 3294571 1.71

: Tp<0.01, p<0.05.

43. BBEE. BLBRTNSFERIARRAEX

HIZE 7 AT R ABG S 50 BRI 2ILEZE RS, o, KRGS U
SEATN A SR B G = AN S 00 B BRI RELE F PG, SR SFRIBURAESCE R  R AR XYk
FES 0 BEFMAM R KA RARRS 24200 BRI B2 1IEHE, Hd, o RN 5%
RIFJRIE IR SCRE . AN AT AR SRR . BUMAT S AR AFAE S8 2 IEARSG . itk
FIESE, REAAERD B EIP S IEGETE. AR R AR R A
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Table 7. Associations between idolatry, core self-evaluation, and school belonging
F= 7. BEEE. ROBBRTNUARERIFBRZERIEX

M+ SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13
1. BRERAERE 26.38 £7.29 1

2. TR 13.99+510 0.80™" 1

3. FEAINIE 1125+452 0.63™ 0.66" 1

4. RELE 10.15+375 0637 069 0597 1

5. i ELIAZ% 1078 £4.09 052" 0647 0737 068" 1

6. fHESEFF 7256+21.17 088" 0907 083" 082" 080" 1

7. BoLBEIITM 3321+533  -012 -0237 -025"" -012 -025"" -0.22 1

8. [If:3CHF 2154+421 0277 0207 0177 013" 009 0227 0257 1

9. MAMAIINT  3475+570 0.28 017" 017" 018" 010  0.23 0.39 0.76 1

10. ZERFEE 243+518 013" 008 0177 010 0.08 013" 0277 0527 067 1

11, ZERAN 305459 0197 012 0.06 0.09 0.06 0.13 0.30 0.60 0.74 0.73 1

12. HJTH 31.42+546 018"  0.09 0.04 000 -006 008 0.30 0.60™"  0.69 0.66 0.70 1

13. )@ 14255+22.81 0247 0157 014" 011 006 018" 0367 0807 0907 084" 0907 086" 1
¥: ™p<0.001, “p<0.01, p<0.05.

4.4. BEEFSFEREABRRN %L B EITNEIEYT

WG EFE. FRIBERSZ 0 BERPNATE DL R IH 5. B0 AR EN R,
BBEFSERARIBIENTIIAS . AR5 8 45 arm, A & MG ST, R AR A
A% 0 H RPN AL IE D L R AR B R E SR et R, BIHRE B
BA G FR0, BEEFER R 5 R B A 08 53 A% O B P . RS R0 B P B
BTN, R EFEEANERG, %0 BEIPMEBIK. ¥R E B0 BRI BA B3 E R
T, R AR, 0 BRI KPS . BB RS R A TE Bt R R O B R
20.7%M748 S &

Table 8. The gradual regression of idolatry and school belonging to core self-evaluation

F 8. BFEEFE. FREARRMNZLBRITNHZELSEYT

PR A A B B t F R R? 5 R?
RS FF -029  -5.04™ 3207 046 0.21 0.20
ANEE S iy -
2 A e I 0.41 7.03

¥: ""p<0.001,

RS FEA AR A R B 0 B PP AR A BZ TNACR, Oy it — b B BB ST E RS
B %00 B BEPPHT A RE I, KA R 520 4% 4 E AN " I Y JaR B 2 P 2l 5 4% 0 Y BRVP AN BEAT 922 [ U 73
Br, BRI 9. ZREIR, e ZARTHENTEATRE, 20l MEREFERNEILGYERE, M
BRI AR 6% AL i, AR R IR A AL AT 4R RE, X% B PP R 150% 1748 7 &,
ARV Je R ) LA A R P A% 0 B BTN R R K
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Table 9. The gradual regression of core self-evaluation from different dimensions of idol worship and school belonging
9. BEEE. ERABRSHEMNZLBFRTNHZESEIT

PRI A B B t F R R HEER
I LI % 025 -4.06"" 16517 025 0.06 0.06
BRIRAEAL 0.02 0.24
BR S 15 AR -0.12 -1.50
FE4 A -0.14 -151
RARLIMH 0.10 1.81
ot B RIFR

*kk

A NHALN AT 0.39 6.65 4426™ 039 0.5 0.15

R 57 012 -1.36

ZER VA B IR SERCIAIE 0.01 0.16
i UN 0.02 0.21
BT A 0.07 0.82

: ""p <0.001.
5. g
5.1. KE£#ZLBERITFMN . BEEFNEREBEIRK

511 KFEERLBRFMN

GURRYIR AL BB LS 2@ TR E 3, AT RABER AR O B TP AR KT
o X YLK A T B AV T A L, BB B, AR Hd E I T AR A
WK IR, KRG BRI AEVE R AL T 22 ERRSAT S &, X AT REZ N
FIEMFARGH A TR, X 55 LR AL e S AR B 5 B R AR AT /D B AT e 2 DA AR I B
MZFFBEERAR, KEHE#E - PRRET . KPEROE RPN AEMBREFE AR L2
BHEZER, REANRBEROE TN LRI s T HAA =R RSP FHRBE 8, EEEA
A0 B B e T AR BRSO H 3PP

5.1.2. XKEEBERERE

AWFFLE RE], KA S TR AR, B G STE (IB N RN BRAY) |5 LE ik 53.22%,
AEFL VAR (G SR (R 1S M 22 AR (5 LHIE 46.78%, AbTHIME S /T MK 22 4R E A T AR FE M 2 R O K 2
ENBEZ, X SHT AT R AR SO, 20100). (HEKATADIF, FUESFEAREE S
TARFRPESFEANSON &, SRS IR NS B IR SRR M S FE AN BE 8 n, w5 I S 1 R RS 1 B N8
FERGAN, TG AT N BAE KR T (5, 2018). 3X 6 B K 22 AR (B S TR I 4 AR SRR 5 m A T
VSRR ), BRSNS N AR T R, KRB HARE RN .

AR R TR R AR . T . SR RLIME . HEOGLEE AR LA SR EEER, Hi
PEAEDUANGERE ERE T Bk, I R il PR BN K. LA T B R 55 N a1
BEFE, ZFHKTPFEERT I, X5 ER G BEIaIRIELE MR~ 7, 2019). wf
REAE KA AL 26 B3 o PR B RN R A S AR BRI R R R, S8 MR MRS BN, RS 34T 8.
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IR RIERIGRAL RS RIS 5B INEL RAKERX YN AR B SFE R LA B ER,
SRR R AR AR A0 B3 m TSR 2RI N . XU B SR B R W 2 A LS4
RPN EANERE L m, FN, SRS B E T 5 RERSTE. UL O ELEL,
HERREPEREANEL L, BARERR, XA ERMENER, BSUREGRERE, 51
ERMEM— 2.

5.1.3. XKEEFRKIABRK

AR B AR AR FE B N A E B 2 5 (p < 0.05), KEEARERIA BRI EESGSHE T,
B BRI NN AT 34.75, HUGRHUTAT N FREN, SR R B AN R A S . X3
FERS K 2 A A A A i B 5 B O 4 P 2 R A AL A BN AT, X 5400 RN A WEBER .
T2 PR ) S B0 0 A, U0 I SRR 3 L2 A ANl 2, O HL 220 3k A Pk Pk 55 2 il A
XA BB R

52. KEEMBERERE. FRARRSZHOERTNOXER

5.2.1. REEBBERESZOBRITMN

SRR, BOBABIWN SMGSEFERA BE XK R, KPR MEGEFENSNEEL Y 52 7
[ FMAZ O VP . ATLAAH, BEEBR SRS ARG, KEAERZO BB KPR,
TGS IR S NFR AR, KRN0 B BIK TS, %o BEBRIPN R RSE, GRS
FER A R AR ) T NFEME SR T . X S a0 AWE T EE A — 80, flin: B E BKCE
ARG RIFINRK R, AT T S AR TR S RSN R IS 77, I BRI R B
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