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Abstract

As a general phenomenon triggered by the experiences of sexual objectification, women’s self-ob-
jectification impacts negative effects on women'’s health and well-being. The objectification theory
and the evolutionary psychology respectively attribute the women’s self-objectification to the
process of socialization from the perspective of proximate explanation and resource pursuit from
the perspective of ultimate explanation. From the perspective of evolutionary psychology, re-
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source is of an indispensable meaning for human females’ reproductive success. Although the way
to gain resources among women varies under different circumstances, under the culture of sexual
objectification, women'’s success in gaining resources in the mating or labor markets depends
much on their appearance. The gene-culture co-evolution theory could explain the reason why
such a phenomenon exists. The solution of women’'s self-objectification involves paying more at-
tention to women'’s inner personality quality, not substituting the value of a woman’s appearance
or body for her whole value, and not treating women as objects to be judged by others.
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1. 5|

PEZARA AR SRS A AE 9 2 5 MR 5 5 e 158 (940442 (Choi & Delong, 2019), #4fth A ff) & 5 &
AR — 843 BE BT BE 5 1\ B0 AMACER 4 A 23 85 (Calogero, 2013)3F HL A Al A\ AE 94 i 4 AN 25 4R A
NI (Kahalon et al., 2018). AHELT Bk, P24k Al 3k A2 58 A6 1) TK5 Lo A A H kR (Saguy et al.,
2010). H4E % AA1L i (Fredrickson & Roberts, 1997), &AL kA A LB b, MEEAS A
BRAZFE o TETRAMAHE PR 2 AL TR 8 D17 R FAD (/A e ) B AR S A A At N R 7 ) 3 A ¥4 R 1 (81 A A P 1
BRI 4 AL PF) (Choi & Delong, 2019), 5 5 T3k A TSR SN BR 22 A AR AT 2
FEAMRT B IREMA, RIS P 1008 %235 0 L B AR IR0 s (Fredrickson & Roberts, 1997) 3 K 5 &40 K4
—ANBAR R B FIYAR BB AR 2 4R G (Johnson & Yu, 2023). H B e F B BRI 5 IR
H & Rk (Carrotte & Anderson, 2018), BT &2 —Fh IR R SR MENERIZ DT, MR H AW
REMMMER B OB W5 #H =2 MME MRS E A E R B OISR — ST, 2 m 2 5
BERSE

BT MR A, B REARA 20 2oV g R -5 S22 58 2 AR AR AR (R 52 e o 75 Y B e 7 T
R IR B BB AR A K 1 R T R K A AR B (Mehak et al., 2018) 5 1R & R AT (Noll &
Fredrickson, 1998), X T H C 1 & & £¢4 5 0 6 [ (4 F v DL S & i AR K 5 3 305 5 6
(Muehlenkamp et al., 2005). 7EFEA (11 M 27 35 2 i IR %, =R 0T 1 R M1 K S 1D ek i 1) 1 €04
PR 512856 R B AR OO0, (B E TR (0 Lot 28 56 1) 2 B R P 5 LB N B ) SE R A2 5 1F
IS, R B IR RSN Lo 1 P B A e Jen s o 67 T (9 52 (Felig et al., 2022). AL, w3k
BRI X RT B QRIS B 3 = 10 5 B, eI R R R R T AR Y, # e 5l R
W BB Lot T = K AR N = (Calogero et al., 2009). fESE#H R RS, EiFm B RERILT
ER S T AR 5% AR R (Ramsey et al., 2017). 3R EARAL S Lo (AR MR S i A3 43 40 5 58 1) Lo
WG B2 BB, Bl Fm KPS B B Lot & (R E B B EGRT A 5] 7), R E R AL
M7KF bk, A5 B AR R = T T ARG T AN S eI S, R B IRE A
KPR, R H S AR I (Breines et al., 2008).
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BT 2otk B FRF A Lo R S SEAR A T R 2 i AR R AR e, T R v R B AR
A T TR R K k2> 2 e B FR AR A T ORAP Lo M R S SR AR LA ISE R . Hig B, T et Rk
PRI SR DRI AT DL AN GE S S EAT R, — AR . BELRRMLERE, B — AR RAMLER, HiX
PIANERE 2 HAME . B AR B(Laland et al., 2011). b, JTSmif. ELEERMRRERIZ N2 “nf”
(1) 1] B (Goetz et al., 2008), BI—AMT AEURE B2 Wil #4732 1 (1) (Scott-Phillips et al., 2011), 5 5 ML Z
B, W R B Ak B T E S R 0045 B IR I O% B CRIAT N EURE B (Nettle, 2011). ZAR{LEE
& (Fredrickson & Roberts, 1997)3%: T+ I X 20 P B IR B PR REA T _F2 —Fhiim 1) . BN
ke, Ao ERIRH, ARSI TR IR, 2k TS EN S S EMANE
FH (Costanzo, 1992). [Kltk, Lotk H B AL I BB R R M AR 28 3 B 51 R AN J7 I N AL
51 LT 2 3R WG 4 2 2 BRI Y AR (B L 1 o LRI PR 0% () ) BRI )« € =1 Sz
55) 5 HAR B A R P AR B (Hu & Gu, 2023), 5k T2 AR AR R i AL 22 e R itE R
i) [ L PR RE R B FRA KT . IR — 2000, AR bR AE I A0 R 3 B Lo R R AR AL RS
AA s} TR AL R 1 R Ak 22 TR R A A8 B (Feltman & Szymanski, 2018), 58 T #- 3 Ak i e f i i
P22 55 B AR HE RE A 36 [ 2o PRI RE I B FR AR AGIKF

WHR A AR S ik A T AR BN BRAS A AR FE R, XA T4 T 1AM 0 i P Ak i R 2
BrHAER, AL i) B B AR KT B2 fE B 5 T R R AR T e i de e o i . (H=R
Sk, WM RERAEDS B REEMZ R R IR EN . A%ERR T R ERE
B, SRRSO LA BRI R Z A OG R, 45 TR I L B & Ve AR AL
FEFAAR I R0 2 18 0 T Ak, AR 0 % 22 b R B AR (Fairchild & Rudman, 2008); Fifi 5, At
ERR T LM RARE T BIAT R N 2 817 48 1 A /B B (Shepherd, 2019), RIUSUR & MR R
Z 50 PU N Z B RAARE, FHHRERANET S B RN Z BTN E . g IR
AILUR I, BT I 51 R BRI 7 s I (RRAR PR R %) ik 2> B BB AR A /K ST, T el 25 BT 51 R 1R B B2 SR (FF
FARR I RRT) 2 380 B R B ALK o LR N R B AT X AN R 0 N AL R A B A BE AR
BN R B R ARG, BREERMAKCEA—E SR BT, XULH s R a D5
H B RO AT BRI 2 A R A SR B A R iR i s i 4 30

T 2otk B BRI 1 FRARRIRRE I 2“7 KR (Goetz et al., 2008), Mtk
VR 1) OB R IR — bR a8 (04T 9 SRE R I B R VA IR T i R R 52 AT N B A R MR IR T X
EAE, (Scott-Phillips et al., 2011). |~ &G E R fa M B & 0BT L S AN SR 4R 1 3L
A AN (51 1A PR 55 B B8 AR R 450 ) B AT R h ) S R (DelPriore & Ronan, 2023). MR O BRZE RS, 4
PEFERLR FARROZ I A FEARAAT R, B Lo MR 7E AT I F v 75 97 B B S AR MK B L 2
DRI S 25, I A A 25 M A e 5 A 7= A U P RE e, B D 7E T SR TR B0, R
R BAAL L A SE AR AR 51555 ¢ B 25 8 (Ramsey et al., 2017), X% 2 ML AT T AR . H 2 %
P R BARAAE Sy — Ptk i 0 4 (Smith et al., 2011) X Ui o PE AT REIA 3 7 M0 R 45 5. AR5
P HE AL O BT 22 R A IR R At FL IR BRI AR AR R, 7E R DAAERIE TR 0 25tk b, A 5T x5
PSR IE SR oM H IR ARAG IR AR SR DR o AT S8 AN Lot AT B B P A 2 0 18 B 2k B R AR AL
R S, e ANFE BR] 5 SR Wb )30 A 0 £ B2 BRI G A s 20 Lo PRI R Ak, AT (I 0 ke ) e R 5 52

1o
2. BRRLMERITAII A ATRERAER
TG RLANYD, BATHOCE S5 WA P W BL: TR0 A8 USRS AR5 7 3 A (Alispahic ot
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al., 2015). JE, HEPEMS TAES— N BATHE 2 0557, i MG A TS AN BN 2 1
K 77o XK S HEVERA L, BB S S S A AR % (Campbell, 1999),  BI—ANTH & (1 ST D 1
ANH 8 Ve o AR PRI B IR, LA 5 v AT LT AN 5 T 0 e A TR 1 5 5 g B e ) 1 5 e G R ),
TR 2 AR AT BT I AN 5E 7% (Benenson & Markovits, 2023). [RIiNF, Tk T 354+ (Goetz et al., 2008),
HEVE 25 T 56 5 v I A0SR B IR 1, TIMETE 2D RERE IR A8 et B O T IR AR E D B B — 21
B . DR, R R AN R M S G SRR YRR 5| S, B S 2 AT AL S R AR i AT T
MEPE T RN E M S G R BUR TR R B JE AN, 18K 5 097 B 21 SOk & B AT L (Campbell, 1999) .

MRS LB, M S AN T KE R BEIR | I [RIFDRRRE, T35 B 5 A7 7% T 2K (Alispahic et
al., 2015). S5KZHMMEERANIMU, ARt E—Edh R E SR ERITEAEFH X TE, &
FEEY 53 e (Benenson, 2013). EAATE—R—FEHlr o, AT T & A E B0 i e M e g (e it
BYERIRARFE (Andrews et al., 2017), B ARLVER YR FE AR & T B (Alispahié et al., 2015). M
WA, ARLMFEBEFERENGEE. AR, £ KW, M TSR, A%k
LM I 7 5 22 B b T 5 KRR (Lassek & Gaulin, 2006). fEMRZAARIASHALI, S TS5 KRR
NEWT# 22 A — Z N IR RR (— PR ITIR) » 4k 43 lig A ia 4 5 BF 7L (Min et al., 2000) . 5 SCAG IR 7
R, BEFLR I A RS IR S &2 5 AR RI/KSE B B I IEAH G (Lassek & Gaulin, 2014). it
TR — AN N T AE 5 — M F I8 O AT A DG 00 B0 (1] G0 B ) 75 A 8 5 T AR 28 2 8 1 B 1k T
i, A2 A e B S HE W R AR I AT e Mk 2 A s b, MIEL TSR SRS, P i 58 22 e AR 70 B
55 MR ) 2 R S R LU (0 Lo . — 7 T, ShTE LRI A, ML T m R L ok, (R
P 2ot ko R SR A B 2 S R e 7, AT S o] REA A (@R SRR EAR: S — 0T, RS
PVERIFE, MR L e R 51 B A G 43 . WF ST REA, Lot T BRI 5] Dy B T T AL
588, At S IESHAR, LSRRG ) SRR S S MR HEAR, AL
5 G R ER N BEAA TG 5| 7 4 B AR F (Bleske-Rechek et al., 2014). ZE& M 7T, Lo PEINL T /75 i AR
AR (A ETRE R L DL A & v bE) vk 2 FI(Andrews et al., 2017). BFRE, Lot i ARl &
R RS BRG] ) 2 18] B 9% FR A LoV I BT B (e M v UM Re 08 2R B 1 oK R RRECE) e e T A
(Andrews et al., 2017); I H M A RG] J1 M A &2 2 RAEA F ISR AN F], (HIX B2 2% 2 1]
(AR DGR R 8 A — B . FEIX e N S48 hn b, R Lt o AT N (e T B2 FR bR, (R &
PERAE 5 BMI 2 )5, Lot (B8 L B 4 SO A b 1E 1) 50 2o 1 () J5 A B B (Butovskaya et al., 2017),
AR L 2 A R, BATIME R R . S R AR RN, oM i I I AR K
JiR PR e M — MR A R B FE R TTAE R SR KRR AR I SR AR 7, W I e G BB 2 ),
ML IRE RGN, KERINRIIR R T I A R, Xlo® T L Em et 152t
A TR B 12 08 725 1) v VRS EL (Lassek & Gaulin, 2006), EME CHMEREEA L, KRN FNAE
182 o BB Ak, G Lot AR L I i 4 2 32 B BRI rh B2 22 /D R 52 0 (Gangestad & Scheyd, 2005). %
T EE AT DL X EATRE S A 20 Be 7 X, FEBRUR AT Z ML IX, o VRIS LU S i) e et AT e &
e, ROYRER R MGRIK, BT DAIEREAR BT 5E 2 AT RE 5 (] an B 4% 18 107) R 2o 1t ol LA B 5 i) S5 AT
fH: MEBIRATTZ X, Lot i B LU S i (¥ 2 2o X AT Re B A0 IR, RN RE SNk, P
CARES 4 58 2 1) AT R 5 (01 G B A T 7 ) 23 BC 315 AT A 56 RS0 (91 G A 3 5 DR R ) Py e LA S B )
BHIME. 28 ERTR, Toil s PR AE R 1) )5 AR R e AT A DG LA 2 1) B R AR SR 0 A
I 2 M55 1 S N i G A BEATAE OGRS AR BRI e Ve A R, ERAR I T B R AR MR
BTN AT DR
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3. RERTEEREFFUNREFREE
3.1 MEEAUZ TSRS SRR

ERAAE S, HESRECEIR A 7 A WA, — SRS 0 (80 53 M TR B s, 53 — A i
HRV B D) AT 3R B B2 Y5 (Smith et al., 2011). EMERAR AL Z T, 2ot BEUR I3RS H AR 51 T2
M EARERR. BCHERN, BRERE 90T, Wal 5t 55t 5 2otk BA TR 45 i) B 244
(Langlois et al., 2000), {EAH b6 T =i 51 10 B30, *has il 51 o 2ot (i 52 B e e 5 5 2 (Maestripieri
etal., 2017). XF&MEME, WHl FaAkEH 2 545 R IR 12%(Gregus et al., 2014).

TERAR T, Tt R wifer, 55 MR b 5% B 5 =W 51 21 A48 (Legenbauer et al., 2009). R
SCHERE], Lo AR R AR RS SRR 5] 2 TR 9% R LR AT (e MR U RE 05 28 & 1 i
KIEAREE) 584/ (Andrews et al., 2017), 62 2O EATIME I BRI, BRI oV RIS I A 1)
BERREERZ . B, RSN BATBRAER W Lo ae e s D s B wEARRM], BYEUCARA
9 25 (T2 BRI 114 £ 1685 TR 2 ] ) — BTtV el ) AR 2o PE PRI 51 77 B8 w5 (Peshek et al., 2011). X2 KA bHE
FER PR ST R, MBS REA/NEEER, —ANTE W] W R 2 Lotk 5
FRIMIGAE . EBRNV 5T, A TR A WG] 77 2ot iR 55 D4 R 8 T UEE 22 1) /1N 2 (Parrett, 2015)0 X1 [F]—
N DL, AT A, AR, BT T S RS PN (Kulesza et al., 2014). 7ESREGTE
M3k G, AREE T i SR 5] 0 5 s gl T i, A A ) T s Ak R R A 5] 7 R b
(Commisso & Finkelstein, 2012). fE#4& b 5EAH SRR 5] 77 MEREE SRAS T Sk PN #E , HEICE 2 (1)
Bk, RIS E LS LA (Dossinger et al., 2019). WA 5% 58 3K B S RTH S B U5 L Lotk 1 s A3
19X 71 (Blake, 2022). WA 25 (Blake & Brooks, 2019)1 JE1: 5 AN -4 (Blake et al., 2018){E i T Lt
Pem sl s,

MHEAL O BR 2 IR A, 6 T SRR I SRR M ARSI 2 T otk B IRE AL AR A TR R . 7E MR A
W2, BHTHX AN EA, oS R AR KRR T 4. O T 3RECHE
U, LA R B A HAME RPN NG, FR8 T HUE B SRR S R bR, i
LNk, JUFEAT R RS RS ot B R E R Z MR, HREE —MIAERR 2 A RE
AL SR Z (B B 08 R K B T G5 1) s 4 Ve s 55 0] 2otk B B AL (Wang et al., 2022).
FF N ARIEHE T — MERMESE, BB PRA T — AN ERR, & PR E 4 M S50 20 1 b i
Bl e Z AR R EAR IR TR WA e A, R R A R R B BR R, AR
Gt RIF VR, S5 R R I SLIR 2 I B i 2R T B S AP RIS B FRA AL . X 1B BEUR B SERE S X 2
PER B R B 5

3.2. EELhREFM SEREHEHIL

HL b, B AR, MENE B S BRSNS DL AN I . SO DL AR AR S,
BV 8 LM A S T AR . DA M, e L P R B L S AR
i (Price & Eaton, 2014). AT, FEMEZARMCAL S, AP LE 55 i A S8 n™ i A0 4E 22 36 A
#E(Kahalon et al., 2018), B SCAL LA AT F 2T 1K, MIER - SO B [RIEE A0 1R A E AR
GRS L HIRE AL 9% F A B T I 2otk B 3R A R LA

MRAEEER - LA RIZEAG B 18 (Walsh & Yun, 2016), >k H THEERIHkE AL 5] Kk N4 E 1i& RiAT
NSRRI . IXEERESE (AT 9 S5 B B T MR I SCAL . AEREMER SO 2 Hp s R LA R R S AT
55 B NS B AT eI I AT ) I ORI A R IR MAT Oy S U R A 2 S M R
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N2, BRSSO S b S . DAL SE G ), FEREAR SRRSO, AR B i i e A
TG AR BRI SRR 5 e M B G Hm ATIE Y . ST b, IR, B A s g S RSt
BAEMIRER, SR NS5 M ad i (R PE 5% 4 AT e Th 8 A2 i A7 AR . FEIRFERIMSR IR IR, A —
FE A3 10 55 T U S S M R B | S 1 () — /D B RO B A B e R i L T LR OR SR A A )
18), X E 4 37 HA AAT N ERRE A R 1 Mt R SO A . BEAE DS PERUS ATy, IX SR E AT N
SR TR AR S hrErk s 548, mORTE e A B A& s il SCAb .

BT - SO R, MERAR SO — P AL (1 Stk o DUFE 25 3 AR X Lo PEAE AR
TR SR B L4 (M 1960 4F 2 2009 4F), SRUA 2 ARG B ET N “AEVEAL” BAR Y “HEIEAL” 1
JE 4 (Hatton & Trautner, 2011), EARTEL & FHBLR) “EBYEAL” MRIEAR —HFEHAEER, HMEL
OB, L MERT R RGBSR R — HAEAEN . et R B L B WELR, ks
76 Fa e BRI IR J7 . TAEAL S il i “HBMEAL” BRIy, AT B8R — 020 I Lo PERR S 24 I 3R 88 AT
TIES SR AMARIR A TR I SR IR T R o AR PR R SO P R AR, X RR B RE R MR AT B K
2 MESR TN AT g — Bl e 1) SCA o B L MEAR THANI AT i 4 1 S8 2 (1 SR IR e i 1
MRV EATRT), X AR TN AT A I A v S A A S AR TER MRS S AR, otk
AN IZ RIS 2O S B, B IR RS TR R AL S, AP
X T PR & A SREBE R K — Pk S HE U SV, AR A AR B T A AR A, AT E
Rt B AL E .

4. WIS it BREFELHER

MIEAC OB IR, RN SRR LM AT SR R 3, i DA Lo P xod T B 05 1 SR B4 o) 2 2
AR A, LVEEAR A A, SHEIRIURN 7 28 v DL . BARFEME AR Ui N
PEI AR BHIR ISR IR R B AR AR MR AR 2 R, oM RIS IR nT RE A 2 AR T4 5. (A
U, OB E LA, AT TE N NG Lot H IR AR I R R R Ak 2 SN T LA 1 (R Ah 3 B
SR B AE R LM B ARANE, AN BB 2 A g R A A SR PR R 254

TEX— s b, KEEH RE T AU Lt B BRI R 0 o AR A a8 20 2 i 1] 4k 4 il 5
I AATT AT 0 R 1] 8 1 3ok B2 (Zimmerman, 1995). TREBLEL S =ANZETH, oo, AMEZ T FIRAUZ FE 54
NFERINED, B EZh ARG TT L, DL A S BOR PR A A . 4H 22 TH A IR R s 20
SR A BRI 9 AT (0 BE SRR R AR (1 A A 2R AT ) o A 2 TR PR IR B 45 (A1 4k LA 2L 231
Tr SBT3, DT et Al ] 00 4R A A 0 DA B R 5 FAt AR 2 TR B0 IBE 2R o 78 H AR TR, TR AN
RAE MO M ) S E A O X S A AR S IR E—R. EnFE e, JE
L VECL— B ZN . AL, T I R R R HIUGI, 2008). fELPEE RS, vk S
Bl A P SRR AR AR TR N, AT B i E R fEIRXAN DT, ARk, AR
T DARABCA 3 R 2ot ) 35 0 e M e 21 PR TSR DA S B R AR AL (58 (Bue & Harrison, 2019).
TEEARRSEIG, 2R TGN T i) R BB ST 2ot SEmn i) & Chtk
SRR T LML TN 2 I I 1) RS B (B an7E — B 30 b b, DABERS SR s, AR
Bz P F s 7 — B BRI SIS, ERBRFE R E BRI, AT BAEA S BRI
FE TR B ARG T, BIL GE 0 2o PESE TN A 25) DA 3 L) 35 OR T M P AR 7= i )45 9 LA
RV EL) o S5 SR HL CARAU N 8 (0 2 7 i) o AN BE B e 20 PR RN 2 A RS O BLAMR G 0 9% T 22 ik
FRHT 5 —FE 91K 7 MRl m PIRES B AR K o AN 22 i A 78, Bue Al Harrison (2024)
W) & IALHAS BN & B A 8, ORI AR Ay R o e 7 S 2 300 FR) R % R A8 384 m 2 1 W

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.142116 936 LB


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.142116

Ji S A

BHBAB AR, EH5HEA RSB EUAZ . 5, RFEK) B, AT RER L
BN T T e FETE ARS8 5 R SR T R & BARKCT RS B AL
PEMLRENS G BIHEN, it SO BT IR AR MRS, BE 2 TR A L A W B (9 4m ) o5 m A e
Pr5 e RIE S, PR B R AR AT RERE U5 42 Ao
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