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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to analyze the influencing factors of pro-social behavior of social cor-
rectional personnel, to help social correctional personnel better integrate into society, and to pro-
vide psychology-related suggestions and programs for social correctional work. Using the Social
Exclusion Experience Scale, the Pro-Social Behavior Tendency Scale and the Self-Esteem Scale, a
sample of 160 community correctional officers from the Justice Institute were selected for ques-
tionnaire collection. SPSS 23.0 was used to conduct descriptive statistics, correlation analysis, in-
dependent samples t-test, one-way ANOVA, and regression analysis, while mediation effect test
was conducted on the data using SPSS macro program PROCESS 3.5. The findings showed that: 1) so-
cial exclusion was significantly negatively correlated with both pro-social behavior and self-esteem
(r =-0.35, p < 0.01), and pro-social behavior was significantly positively correlated with self-esteem
(r = 0.24, p < 0.01); 2) self-esteem differed significantly between urban and rural levels of commu-
nity correctional officers (t = 2.22, p < 0.05); 3) self-esteem partially mediated significantly be-
tween social exclusion and pro-social behavior. The study suggests that social exclusion can both
directly and negatively predict pro-social behavior of community corrections personnel and indi-
rectly affect pro-social behavior through the partial mediating role of self-esteem.
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1. &
1.1, S =

AR IEFI R T REMIX, I B R EAT 2R, 250H - AaZHFEME. HXHFIE
FEARRAT B AL X IR 2 A IR AR N LB & T T A XA AT, R B8 T E AL A LAt 2 3 8 4 A
FALZHRNI OIS, fER R BOE BHE R E IR, B IEHIRIR O BEAAT Y, (R EEHA] [ )7 4
SHAEM ARSI AT RSN (E IR, MREE, RS, HEIEE, 2021). 2011 4EH], (AR N RILAIE |
PEIERQN)) B br S 3 E A X IER G RORSL, JFT 2020 4R 7 H 1 HIESLiE. B A<
FERITERE, BIE AL IXCHR IE TARAEABtoD NIERL, B2 it A& Box, 2S00t E A0 15 TR,
AFAERR 7 W 20 53(2013) W08, I F3REDS AL RAT AATHEA gt i« SR 3 30 JRS0 00 DA A i
R AL XBFFIEN SRR AR AR, 28 tH I — 284 XBF IR N DUFE LA S 2R i N 28 TR AR A HE T
IR HaH AT ARAGERE S 28 TR DL XA - X BB T AR IXHRIE N SAAE
s A2 3 A0 AR v T I i 20 PR o AR P DE 55 (2018) 5 ABIFFE AL, 4 X B IE N SAAFAE A S N B 130 %%
W, BREEMRARZ SRAGEAZE, SHaMRAAERZ IR S 5R8AR, B XESE [

XL SLAT BE M AL X IE AN ) B B0y, BRI A E B IR SRS 0, 4
FEAATE A S HREA AT, EEATREE AL REIRTE. I, anfr A5 BN 53R 47 1Y
ROAAE 22 4 EEUGE, BRI R BUA A H R “HhaHT” BB, XA A 57
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SRAL AT A R, HOA RSB D . B UASHIE UM AL A ik 2 B4 2 R
FEXAEHE N Gt B SRAKCPA —E M ARG L, 2 rgmi it N BoR AT IR, BAEs B et
AN LSRR 2, DLEOUAET TAR S OB A AR S RO S I H 19

12. XTHaHRFICEGRE

[ N AP0 T 41 2 HE S5 (social exclusion) I E SCA AN R FRIRRRE o ] Py 0 B 385 A EORT E2 DKT (2008) 1A
N, AR AR BT A 2 F R e A BT HE R4, — AN ARV E T SRR R 7 SR A2 2 A 1)
PEAERE. 1 Williams (2009) AL HEFrF RS SRR TE 1) FLAth N SlCHAB A ) B AL B 4
AT TR FH B AL 2 e AR DRI 72 51 22 14 Williams (2009) & S o

A SCEREE R, SRR B A, o BB R AR AR 14
SEARIR DL K B RIS, HET R 2 7R AR 1 £ B 2 (Twenge, Baumeister, Dewall, Ciarocco, & Bartels,
2007). ANAAE S SCRFFEARIIAMA,  LE TN PR AT BOAT AT, 0 o s s i AT, IF Bk ok
FRENBREAREE. HOKE, EEE RS AR FLEEL, Z ki (2008)8F 5t & At 2 R 54
EERIG LG UIARDC, b, Wkl FARANERRE, JF H o s m MA R AR, S5 Re 2™
HEBEAT A AL AT AR L4, LSS QIR Ex, ftaHi RSB MEERE, IS
BRI AL 2 BR A WAL MR A0 25 (2020) 35 N IR TR R0, #har ik 2 PR HE e 2 (R AL 2 L TR AN )k
BEM PG B B B AR TR (2021) 58 NS, KA 2 NBEE SZ B2 HE R i 2 I 55 MR TE S
— BN P T8 AT 25 T RE 2D AT, DT R R B Rk R R

13. XTHRHESITHIRMERE

SRAL AT R R R OB | 2 DB DRSSO T 2 B o ARAE 7 5 A5 R (2015) IO L R
WY, oRAh e HEh AT St M AR I B, RS R 0T AR 2, Rk S A U7 FE A
WERAR, [FIREEXUT R, JFHIERES 55 W o R AR, MLkt TN, ettt
ANV R o TR 2 ANGKTE IR (2022) W FE R B, SR AT il id 51 A 1% 45 (1 4 YA A4 11 17 i a3k 35 9 i 41
AT SR AR 5, SOAEFIFRAEIF(2023) B L R L, 5 AMARTE B AT B R0 H K B oA 24T
Ny BAEBENT By, HAEZ U RAENE, R RABS TR

LREPTR, A AT NEMR IR SRR ARAETE 2 8, X MR BN B R AR DL A TS A AT
AR TR S2F85, 0 3 (2023) MBI FE R, SCRFIEER 7 sAEHE R 1 L (R 2RAL 2 AT oK
o B, SRARSAT ATER T AR R4 R (L RE SR AN S BRI K A A R .

14. XTEEMXREE

B NN BB IP EGE B BRIME NG, ERMR AR A G N R P O E R
—, RMEREZNOHEBHE. B SRR A MR E 1 B BB RS TR MR OB AR, BATHE
SIERITIRE, FFRMMR KA R AT 77 G, %, 2017).

AP ESCAEL, BERESR T FIEL . DARIER. FERR AR AR SE R
BRI A (2020) 55 NN BRI TR TT a3 12 i A 8™ A — g i, Bk iR 7 (S
S EEEHSEERT L, HRBGR @ E. TA. BB EHRESNT L. SIS
7(2020)F N TE B, B SFARRZIEMRKR. BERRAMESH SRR R, KRR
FEEZBNEIEAN; E R AR N BRSSAE RS KT8, TR PSR ZOIRDE R AT o HR 0127 551
(2023)Wt Fifstt, HESHSSCRFRIEMIGRR, & H SR ABERA I 2SR TR E AR, JFH
B w5 T AR IR, RN 5 U A G
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Williams (2009)#& H! 7 i 8] 75 3K - B % (Temporal Need-Threat Model, TNTM). il gt 2= HE 5 5%F
AMEI SRR ] 0 N =N Bee B 52 OB B, AMATE 1 B2 RN TH 2 HE S5 1 852 B
HZBNFART R A B TR B AAE B CE) B HGR BB, A2 R A — i 3R
R TR A2 ey (e, WA =M R AR BT SRR T AL R R . A
IR B, W SRR 524 2 HE R BOR BRI L SZ AR R AT R, AN K T I B U AR A 3 A0 Bl (40 0
Jillo XEANMBARCGEEE, I BCZ B o B, AL R MR B, T g2
MEE, MG —RIIPAT AN, AR SAT AFIEET A

FR4E Twenge (2007)%E ABFFL, 4/ MR BN BITEAL 2 ARG R BCHE RIS, AR T\ [R5 A0S AT
S PR, AT REE AR NS, B> B OS5 A AN k. DR AR 2 X AN () SRR S
W, UM SR SRR 2T R BT N — B E SR SRR, A R4
P2 AT MR SR A AT . WRFUER A, AMATEZ BIHEF I 208D Fnil e == . Fa s = DL RSt A
BBl B SR AT AR IR Er . MRERAE, BRVLE, J7HEZR, 2022). #R4E Batson, Ahmad, & Tsang (2010)
FIRE T o, SRt AT N RENS R i M AE A £ b B A7 UL B ARG, AT B AR A 2 HE e XUy . AR
DA RGBT, TERCER AT TS — MR A HER 7 m TN R S A 2247

R4 (2019) 5 NAFFTIN g, AMARTES PJidiHE R ARG R, 235 %E B CRIRE I LA A, iz (E &
H5H ARS8, MESINE B OrRsE, LT ARG e, SRAERKMER. FE,
A, ZEUCRIXHERR (20210) B 7L R B BK PR R NS 5 Pe Aok 24T R, A8 RH2AT AAFTE
IEFHRIR R . AUPRAELRE 7T NEIR R DL S w7 A b, 8 88 —AMRk: fEAb e Rt
FEDXH IE N A B)5E A 247 e m) SO AR Bt A, AR s A ER

2. ARMRE T+
2.1. HHEIR

AW TR LSRR VL6 DU )1 48 P BT w1921 160 44 4L IX W 1E N DO3EAT M) 6 1 2, [l B 531 R JC AL
MB G, RATEBERMNE 124 4y, AREEN 77.5%. {F 142 ZiEEHE T, T 119 A\(83.8%), %«
PE 23 A\(16.2%); F74E 9304t 52 A(36.4%), AT 90 A (63.4%); 4E#% 18~30 % 38 A (26.8%), 31~50 %
85 A(59.9%), >51 %/ 19 A\(13.4%): SCALFERE /N2 e LAR 19 A (13.4%), I 54 A (38.0%), it 41
N(28.9%), AFHILLE 28 A(19.7%).

22. HRAE

ASHIF TR F SCRRVE AN ) B 0AH 45 S W e 7 ik ol o [ AT S04 KB IE N SR 5 Ak fE R A O 1Y
WERHHATAEE, 7850 TRALIXER IE AN RO R B B IR A 2 HE T . SRS AT N S =R 8] (AR L
KF, NIGEERREEIRAA . FNE A AT B R A 2H AR ERME SRR X
FrIEN RJRIFIR A, FExS [ s 247 Se i 5 70 #r .

221 HLHIRHEESR

EFHARTE (2020) % AR At S HE RIS B3R, W EIELM B MAGERE . EREH Likert %
oy VAR “CNRLL” , 7483 “asgunk” , Ltk 8 AN, BIRiEm . gle ks, AR
ZAHEFBGRER . AHT A IZ R R Cronbach’s o &% 0.873, Z5H%U% KMO {54 0.846, fE44F12
KRN 4EFE ) Cronbach’s o %04 %14 0.819, 0.803, KMO 1E 4374 0.807, 0.708.
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222, FRLFTAMEER

16 FH MO (2008) 58 NEHPEIE T (SR A7 M B3R, A& AT, AR FBK . AR 1
. BRMAMEE . BERRA TS LRE “B2ARE” , s K “Bafs”, k2384
I, YPRIERTEY . RS ERE, RIASEAL AT AMUR SR . ARBESUH X E R M) Cronbach’s o %K
79 0.907, S5HIELE KMO A4 0.870, AFFHI. ERAK. FHLET. KMEI. BEK. B2aMANEER
Cronbach’s o %7354 0.706, 0.797, 0.605, 0.629, 0.661, 0.661, KMO 1& 435 0.682, 0.824, 0.661,
0.500, 0.687, 0.623.

223. HEE®

% FH Rosenberg (1965)4w il H B &R, KA MY LK “BRAFE”, 4K “EEFE”,
b 10 AN, Hor 5 ANEBUZ ERITHY, 5 ANMEIUR R AT, aEoE, Fon B EKER S . AT
FLHiZE RN Cronbach’s o R0 0.868, 45434 % KMO {E K 0.856.

2.3. WzRidE

FERBAT AR AT B e S AMAL X IENUGIBAS IR, B 1 ARAE B IE N R R A TS O, B
FEERNEL X AR PER S DU AR IR M SE . FEIRAGAE I 1AL X I LRI [ AT
kY 9 ESTiE

2.4. HEALIE

K ST A 205 1) 265 e -2 A0S ] BR a6 B 0 AT PR i s B SPSS 23.0 H. SR SPSS
23.0 MAEHEBAT IR G AT BSLREAR t RIS, AR T ZE A TRIEE S AT . BeAh, AT T
T Hayes HJHF 75, RH SPSS A% PROCESS 3.5 #4714 RN A 4 o

3. BRI
3.1. XREAFZEREKRE

5 B& BIAIR A G SR Hdfe W] RE & 32 BISK [R5 VA W 22 (5, Bl AASHIT SO0 I U0 208 #E 4T Harman
DR AR IR, AR T I H AOIR AT iR R 2 o 2RO, 41 AT H FRRFIE R T 1 A T3 9 T,
HE—NAR 70 AR BN RN 23.84%, /NT 40%, JLFETNEMZEARE . Fik, REFEAEE
BRI TE R E -

32. NOGHETRAMAN G

AR YR AR AL X IR LS ANECN 142 N o RS I8 53 A £E 18~64 % 2 [8](M = 37.78, SD = 10.35),
KEHEHFT 31~50 %, 7E50 &L EMA GIECD: R B ASUEZ, LW NS A5 o
DNRAENRFEE, A N 5 ST RERE 2 BT 2 IR, DN ST BE /N3 J LA
To A AEHNE 1.

33 HoHR, FHRITHMEENAOFEZES N

MR HATAEA t IR ER T AT A L SRAR AT O B BT N LR R AT, AR
W 2 Fn: PAEAEE R LR P MBS SN E SO S TR P EEN G P EREAR R A
SR RSN EARRE, MR FRNSUEREEZAERTF ANt 21T RS T AME S EAR

i

o
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics of demographic variables (N = 142)
=1 ADGiHFTERHEER ML IT(N = 142)

N GEih 2 RHAIE N B
PESI % 119 83.80%
% 23 16.20%
G H4E(15~30 %) 38 26.76%
FH4E(31~50 %) 85 59.86%
ZHEB0 L) 19 13.38%
J%E IAE 52 36.62%
A 90 63.38%
SR =93V 19 13.38%
I 54 38.03%
& 41 28.87%
LRHAF L L 28 19.72%
Table 2. Demographic analysis of social exclusion, pro-social behavior and self-esteem
F 2 HSHR. FHITAMBENMAOZSH
NEE 55 NE Mo F(XEs) BT H(XEs)  HE(X+Es)
el 5 119 12.86 +4.91 81.07 +13.79 26.61+5.43
e 23 12.52 +5.43 81.26 + 15.11 26.22 + 6.93
t 1 0.295 -0.061 0.253
J5E EEE! 52 12.69 £ 4.71 81.65 + 13.87 27.98 £5.70
A 90 12.87 +5.15 80.78 + 14.08 25.71 £5.52
t1H -0.200 0.359 2.332*
R 18~30 % 38 11.87 +3.08 79.79 +11.98 25.47+4.84
31~50 % 85 12.96 + 5.39 80.47 + 14.46 26.93 + 6.07
>51 ¥ 19 13.95 + 6.00 86.53 + 14.86 26.95 +5.36
F 18 1.220 1.706 0.919
TR N R AT 19 11.89 +5.02 82.00 + 16.88 26.32 £ 7.10
I 54 13.63 £ 5.57 81.30 + 14.12 25.81 +5.39
B 41 13.05 + 4.96 79.39 +13.98 26.98 + 4.96
AR UL E 28 11.46 + 3.36 82.61 + 11.79 27.46 +6.22
F 1 1.428 0.339 0.627

48

FE: *p<0.05, **p<0.01 (K.

3.4. HRTBERRMEGIT

3.4.1. ETERNHIRM
% 3 NBAT R AbRUEZE . X IE A RS AT N B HEE 4y 3.53 + 0.61, 7E H Rk
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e, BEVERA ST ARREZN, REERIGE. EAK. P, HEER. ATHER; X
HrIE N i 107427200 1.60 + 0.62, H B2 2IgER AN SRR Z, RGBT

SREIER; ARG B B 1727008 2.63 £ 0.4,

Table 3. Descriptive statistics of the study variables

3. MIRTEMHRGIHE
AR M SD
AT H 3.53 0.61
1YL 3.39 0.76
N 3.76 0.83
F At ) 3.44 0.69
AT 3.23 0.82
B A4 T 3.71 0.75
L g=Seai 3.79 0.76
ot R 1.60 0.62
T4 1.82 0.77
B 1.38 0.58
HE 2.63 0.46
Table 4. Tests of Difference between Total Mean Scores of Variables and Theoretical Medians
F 4 TERNHSERPHMES RS
- . i Z3 11 95% B {5 X [A]
R
AR (M =4)  —45.95% 141 —2.30
FAL Y (RIE = 4) 10.33** 141 0.63
BB (R = 2.5) 3.33* 141 0.21

34.2. TEENSEERPYPERMRT

fERREA T RS R S B a0 SEIS PR ZESR, & 4 238580 o880 235K
THEIG P, BPHSHIEAN RS FEIBIK. SRS AR RE S THIRTE, RIS
LN PR SAT MR e AR B3 T EAR L RIS LN R A A8 0505

35 2R FHEITHMEEHEXDH

MAEHE N AL HEF . SRS AT M B AT, SRR 5 PRt HEF KOS 4EE AN
CRALRAT NI R R F TG AT KA YN [ B2 A 2 52 UG B AR AT e
THER . FbE . AR RS RONANER 2 82 ARG, AR . AT ERE Tk

3.6. BEEHSHRFFASITAZ BRI

SEFH SPSS 23.0 & PROCESS #2/%, HEE AL 5000 vk, 5 H B oH RG22 4T N2 mrh
IR A RN 6,72 7 S B 1w ko e W3 A T 6 41 2547 (B = —0.352, t = —4.450, p < 0.01);
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j,

FEoHE R B3 R T 2B = —0.224, t = —2.724, p < 0.01); #&xHE AN G RN R R, g
3 R A NSEA 2247 (B = 0.173, t = 2.161, p < 0.05), Fh2xHF/F 2.3 f i fllSE4 247 (B = —0.313, t
= —-3.908, p < 0.01), HH /2 Bootstrap E15 X [l A% 0 (LLCI = —0.1024, ULCI = —0.0026),
H R S HE TR RSEA SAT N Z AR A O 3 o FR A RURE S8R 1 LA > 11.08%

Table 5. Correlation analysis of social exclusion, pro-social behavior and self-esteem
# 5 HSHR. FHITAMBEMEX S

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 11
LeHE R 1
24648 0.938** 1
3.2 0.889**  0.677** 1
AEMEAT N -0.352%* -0.316** -0.332** 1
5.5645 11 -0.176* -0.169* -0.152 0.818** 1
6.1 MK —0.323** —0.291** —0.303** 0.674** 0.379** 1
7. Ht 1) —0.318** —0.256** —0.340** 0.861** 0.693** 0.437** 1
8. AT -0.118  -0.097 —0.123 0.782** 0.663** 0.414** 0.654** 1
9.FE A —0.399** —0.385** —0.340** 0.820** 0.551** 0.632** 0.613** 0.421** 1
10. 5200 —0.382** —0.341** —0.363** 0.771** 0.495** 0.601** 0.569** 0.477** 0.657** 1
11LH% —0.224** —0.205* —0.207* 0.243** 0.180* 0.103 0.270** 0.153 0.197* 0.224** 1
Table 6. Tests of the mediating effect of self-esteem between social exclusion and pro-social behavior
Fz 6. BEAMSHIRMELSITHBRNH N BRRE
EVE Py BRI TR EVEES (& E2is
SR TRAS & R R? W SE R? F B t
AT R R 0.352 0.124 0.118 19.802** -0.352 —4.450**
HE et F 0.224 0.050 0.044 7.422%* -0.224 —2.724%*
B 0.173 2.161*
FHATH 0.390 0.152 0.140 12.497**
AR i IS -0.313 —3.908**
S B o
9”{'\/ .J)O’*
ot B EHSATN
-0.313%*
Figure 1. Pathways of intermediary effects
B 1. R ABERE
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Table 7. Breakdown of total, direct and mediating effects

T7OBHN. BEEMNEFNYRESER

iH NAE Boot FrfEiz Boot Cl R Boot ClI _F[R FHNE R RAE
BN —-0.343 0.077 —-0.496 -0.191
BB RN -0.305 0.078 -0.460 -0.151 88.92%
)22 5% -0.038 0.024 -0.1024 -0.0026 11.08%
4. g

41 HBARMSHRF . FHSITATNEENIR S

RAEAR ARG, S EAN R SHFRERG. BT ARER S HEK PR TH
EKF.

SR IEN A S HE R AR, 5 A0 (2020) % N HIRF 7045 AR, 4 X IE N R 1AL SR 7K
AT AR KT E BT IR A X BF IE A G 43 il 45 7 ARG LA R R © B IE TARROAR 25
FEIX A I BRI S BATIE B 0 — i, AH R T8 FURRKE R IE X S8BT AL X A IE AR I 220, Rt
TERMT LT IA I T — @ R B, a2 U bR ARE S B @A 2 LR AR N4, Hofh N7E— R
LN IR A N BAE By, BALAR TAERR T B ERbEAS, BTG — A fE s A H
A, R HL 2 — AR SR M BUR IR A AL, D80 T R @ JLIRRBIAF: fEVIRIEFEF,
BT MBI X IEA RAURER MR O S T UERTE AR, MRS ST 0513 IAE &5
RUEEE, JUgRSRACH TR KM . BEEALSMELHRT RIF, DAAHBMPIRE, H@ANTER T A
FVERMEN T, BHWARELEZSIENIE: WA SR EA T 95 AR AR IR AW B E F AR 5
i P P SR A T TR R IR A T TN AL S R A R - I R R AT K 40 5 1F
ANFORFERBINEH S OAMBIETE, BRBHZEMIRSHTRE; © thaanEieE: MEtX
Wr IEVE A R A R e 38, 4L XBFIE TARIZEE L. B H 8 HRA LIRS, i hnam 7 5455 A &
Bl [EAH SR SRE TAE, DEBINRIEA LS, W0 TSR E . a8 E N RISEE
SAT MM, R R

BEE AL B IE TAEMIFF R, AR SO Ry S 4 A G A o B A, AT HE 00 388 ) 8 e
N GABEE T2 B b, AR R BRI AR, B 5 RI B S SR AT . Sk, +
XHFIEAN RIS HFR . BTN, BE AT REKTEL, HOBRESEARSHESABHFR S,
FRIAER, 2012), BEBAAEXHR IEN QB % AR A S8 T & SR TR, HBERRE, (Hib
AR SRR IEL R SR 2, BFIE NSRRI W60, ASnT i f 2 Il S it Ak
MATTAT BE S I 62 SR 5 B B A%AH I, AT B SR AR A6 1 PR 6 100

42. #SHR . FHIITHMEENXER

LA TR, S HFR X IEA SO 2 AT N R B A BE A, RS F
SRR X IR IE N GORAE SAT AR, SO TR —, JEH SRS R —8. ok EA 545
(2022)fE s iE A ARV S ESO AR R, R EHIRAE AT, KR LR PEA 2R
AT EA T 5K (2018) 55 MR LIE 7 I HE e 4L AR HE R AL S MR A AT R4 AT
NI, SURHE R AR, AR R AN AR AL AT s TKIE Rk, SR R
11 (2022) SR ISR U AL, 7R S EHE R B I ATSR T, R EAMA TR 2 AT 8, KA T )5
FHEABERNMEER. BREEEBIN, s MOREIEZIFEREAE L, M
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%

Re s fE BRI, ARG RS R AAT . Bk, S ME2B 2R, SIANE
SEA 2R R T AT ARAL, LR BHELE S, MEAS TR, RERIHEDH
PRALEAT

AW L RRYAL AT NS A2 5 MR R, %485 /M 1k (2023) BT FUM A TR,k
RV B S A AT R, AT BRI R, A R R B SRR ol A AR
WO, I REARTE AR B 75 227 2L B ZRMMAT N, SRAL AT AT FAREE o MR = IR 17725 (2022) BF 7T
RYL, BHEARNAERRE—F, SAMETCR R AT SR M 2% LRI 2RAL AT A A HE A 1k A S5
PERT o ABEFCIESE T A2 HEF SR AT ARSI, TRIAE DS AR S IE TR b, AU RAERFA
R BE K@ AL X 45 TER N R E 2 B 542508, bttt s, AR 247 A

43. BEHEMSHRFRAESITAZERNERSFNMER

BB S SR AT Z B R NLR 3, AR Z S R R B R, SCRR
THEFUB S = MRAE TR (2022) 5 AT TR, A d T B 5 IR R T RS REAHE R AR, 2 N4
WE Az, MR REEIEA R L, Ik SBEM M. A8, 2R NE R
HENER R, AMERZEESHTN, %G 2 RMEEE A, SRS v 5
LSRN, B SBOME AR EREIC, R&RMEEE S5, B, s, SN g,
2020). [FIIS, ARFEFTEAF(2020) S NIIRTFUR W], A SARNIAEAC R, E R AT A A L R
L SR MR Y B S R A B R, BRSNSk, A SRR ME SN B S
e AE P e E 2 G, W2 8 SRR 21T 8. GETE, AN, BRI 2R
Ry, ARFERICERIG LN, BRI, B B SRR, A 7 Z 5,
W ERIRAT Y, TR SR AT 8. BB A E SRR AT LN B A B i e, 48T
FXHFIEN IR AT Jy, ABEFIBOR [ A 2 o BARR UG, AHSCHLRY B L SR SH A FR N S A
OB, A B 22 BLROR B B A AT I, RN T e e B R O )T
AN ISR AR, AHORBURFHLIA AT DL 4 S UM 25 15, P AR 20T e B o O BE AL 3
b fbAT 2 B PR RRE R, $G 58 ANBRigiEae 1, A E IR S AN AR s, SR E A2

E&WmE

ATH W) AL FRBT 12 s T SR AL 2 SCREZBEAL BT N RN AL 23 10 BRI VB B AR B 7T
(FZFK23-08)” Bt Bt

BE K

WORTN, MBS, BLE, HERQ022). aHER SR SAT AR MR ESME S ARSI ER. ©FL
AT, 20(4), 556-562, 569.

BRTE, BRIRGEE(2012). ANFAIILARZEAIAE X IRIFIN 52 316 Bil.0o¥E 22 A 40 0. A, 26(L), 46-50.

IAICT(2008). A 52427 B2 70, TR 3, PRt R sV K %

TIERE, OE, REE, ST, A0EE, K (2021). LA EST B RIGERR: o RS B RAGER R
K MER. A RO 445, 29(5), 991-995, 936.

FHEEEL, B UKAN(2008). O FEEEALEF A kS HE R O BERL AR, 16(6), 981-986.

BIREE(2018). X HFIE AN RALSBADUR B0, 52K, (15), 276

WL, Tk, FSRE, KRR, FENI2019). thaH xR Budm: BELNBRASIER. #5 5m5K o2
22444, 27(3), 501-505.

WL, B, FEE, SR, B 2020). thaH RS A8 N6 7 ACHI T AT RS LT T (. o

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.146396 187 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.146396

P&

W e P2 45 %, 28(3), 576-580.

Z2)653(2013). A XHFIE AN AFFERIIR . INEE Sx SRR AT T, o ETH #2542, (4), 80-86.

AU, I, BRbE s, M, BRIE(2022). BN KSR AT NI — NE R IRAEE, OB A
LW/, 10(2), 65-74.

X, FHi(2017). BB AR EREFIHIARE B A B SRR RIER. L2277, 40(6), 1498-1503.

X*£55(2023). H WAL B K ANVE NS 1S 2 SR 5 R 7 s RIE . g w172, 32(1), 122-125.

E.irg&;rﬁiﬁggzo). B B0 R AT IR Rz [ R A E A B BN RS HER . B/CHIRr & 7,

PG, MsT2(2023). #FE i\ ST UG BIAGE N TN, O # T T, 18(3), 25-27, 38.

BREE, =W, MR, KEWE(2020). Aot FRE R FE M AR BN ok FAEHR e Xt e, a0
P F &, 28(2), 234-238.

R, HEHEM, o0, 11°F(2020). KZEEEHFE T AO0 2 A ME W —— BB R AER. AL
I E 7R, 35(12), 12-16..

FNER(2023). H BT EAL AT NIRN: MG RN TER. O 5 7, (1), 16-18.

T, FEE, BRAULYE(2023). SRILFFRE N FLERIERN MM JLERLRIT N EMERRZ ERNER. 7
[ O P 447, 31(3), 336-342.

BN, W, AHERN(2021). HEGRLSAT AR R: KRATGAWIIEE. OHEA SR/, 9(8), 449-460.

W%, 7%%(2015). Rt H AP ERE: B EWIER. OEF SR, (T), 1226-1235.

T, TREREHR(2022). SRAL AT N R T AE G AL IR T] Sl k8 ——FE TE @ B R AR R AT 5 R 5 RSk R I
WHER. FIEEHEHE, 42(20), 210-218.

Tk, BROK, BAE D5 (2022). tEeHEFRARBEERHMAIT RN BOTREIRYER. O F/, 45(6), 1428-1435.

9&;%11357 HILE, WRH(2022). AL RN RAL AT AR W R TIE. AR R, 31(6),

TKEF, SR, DFEE, KH(2018). L HERXNFEA SR AT NI A BT SR RN, ML TR
BE7R, 31(1), 32-37.

kR, REMQ2022). HaH TR ST NI HRAEREIEER. ©F A 77, (10), 36-38.

FJ;)(%B? 1?;)2& PR, PR (2021). XA IEAN BRIEMG S SE RN MAK R ER. OB ARG,

, 470-476.

Batson, C. D., Ahmad, N., & Tsang, J. (2010). Four Motives for Community Involvement. Journal of Social Issues, 58,
429-445, https://doi.org/10.1111/1540-4560.00269

Rosenberg, M. (1965). Self Esteem and the Adolescent (Economics and the Social Sciences: Society and the Adolescent
Self-Image). The New England Quarterly, 148, No. 2.

Twenge, J. M., Baumeister, R. F., Dewall, C. N., Ciarocco, N. J., & Bartels, J. M. (2007). Social Exclusion Decreases Proso-
cial Behavior. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 92, 56-66. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.92.1.56

Williams, K. D. (2009). Ostracism: A Temporal Need-Threat Model. Advances in Experimental Social Psychology, 41, 279-314.

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.146396 188 (LA


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.146396
https://doi.org/10.1111/1540-4560.00269
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.92.1.56

	社会排斥对社矫人员亲社会行为的影响：自尊的中介作用
	摘  要
	关键词
	The Effects of Social Exclusion on the Pro-Social Behavior of Social Workers: The Mediating Role of Self-Esteem
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 绪论
	1.1. 选题背景
	1.2. 关于社会排斥的文献综述
	1.3. 关于亲社会行为的文献综述
	1.4. 关于自尊的文献综述
	1.5. 社会排斥、亲社会行为和自尊的相关研究

	2. 研究对象及方法
	2.1. 研究对象
	2.2. 研究方法
	2.2.1. 社会排斥体验量表
	2.2.2. 亲社会行为倾向量表
	2.2.3. 自尊量表

	2.3. 研究过程
	2.4. 数据处理

	3. 结果分析
	3.1. 共同方法偏差检验
	3.2. 人口统计学变量的描述性统计
	3.3. 社会排斥、亲社会行为和自尊的人口学变量分析
	3.4. 研究变量的描述性统计
	3.4.1. 各变量的描述性
	3.4.2. 变量总均分与理论中数的差异性检验

	3.5. 社会排斥、亲社会行为和自尊的相关分析
	3.6. 自尊在社会排斥和亲社会行为之间的中介效应检验

	4. 讨论
	4.1. 社矫人员社会排斥、亲社会行为和自尊的现状分析
	4.2. 社会排斥、亲社会行为和自尊的关系
	4.3. 自尊在社会排斥和亲社会行为之间的部分中介作用

	基金项目
	参考文献

