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Objective: To explore the influence mechanism of adolescent gender role conflict on shyness and
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the mediating role of self disclosure, to provide empirical evidence for enhancing adolescent mental
health. Methods: 1052 middle school students in Luoyang, Henan Province were selected by strati-
fied cluster sampling. The data were collected by gender role conflict scale, self disclosure scale and
Shyness Scale, and were statistically analyzed by SPSS 23.0. Results: (1) The level of gender role
conflict in boys was higher than that in girls, and the level of self disclosure in girls was higher than
that in boys; The level of gender role conflict of high school students is higher than that of junior
high school students, and there is no significant difference in self disclosure and shyness between
junior high school students and senior high school students. (2) Gender role conflict is positively
correlated with shyness, negatively correlated with self disclosure, and negatively correlated with
shyness. (3) Self disclosure plays a partial mediating role between gender role conflict and shyness.
Conclusion: Gender role conflict directly affects shyness, and indirectly affects shyness by inhibiting
self disclosure. This study provides a theoretical basis for adolescent mental health education. It is
suggested that attention should be paid to gender role education and self disclosure in order to al-
leviate gender role conflict and reduce shyness.
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1. [ElEE

D ERTIAVE AR B 0 R R G B, 2 H RN FNE D I E R . fEX—P B, M
G — RINE R EATS SP0R, OB 0 B8 52 00 . ZEAEE N — Rl W4t 2 RS,
TET DR PO A LE . KEMARH, ZBEAMU S5 KRG D EIAR RSO IR H) B (Beidel
& Turner, 1998), X H AFRICRFEF~E AN, EALESHRERNERE. Fik, BRARAEDEE
PRI R 2 5 N ZERLE, 6 T D OB R e 3E A B & S (Asendorpf, 1994).

PRSI F b SR MARTEAL S AGERR R, BT AR A RN 5 1) B SERRAT N BRI TE 77 R 2 R HY
A —FM 51K B OE MR (O 'Neil, 2013). EFDFEBIA, MMM GO EREINE, *haxd A = v
(I AR T IR AN EL . /DTS 1 A IR et ) A (o NS R v, AR 2 Tl A R R 5 A
. ORI, MR A AR SEDEZSFHIOHENMRAE, AR JIAL. BTS2 A (0 Neil,
2016). #R1T, PERIA GIPINT LRI, FEIUA R T R RS B 78 4 BRI

HIEREK A MR AfEE S, B2, %A NG RIERE, 75 ABRASEFI AR OB {8
Yegp o A BT F (Jourard, 1971; 422, 4554, H19, 2008). RIFHEREEEG Y THEMYE R L%
FINBRK R, HsRAMARIH 2 RS g, gm0 HE K F(Berscheid & Reis, 1998). {E# />
ERrE, BIREKRERMAITRR AR KEBRINF USRS RN EE RS ST M R
REFZIA 5 /DA 1 B BN AR A BR AR, 1 A 3RR e 5 N FRAS i B AHE, Hit, BREHETRRAE
PRI F b R 5 Z5 L 2 T R R AR

BT FRE R, AR BERANR IR . H—, SO0FEMNAEMRREERE, ARKE
ZRBAERER? B, SOFELRSARRENRWEKR NA? L=, ARKREETDEME
fataph R G ZE L2 MR ERA R AER? I RN I, AU BT 2F & 75 0 40 B FRE 410
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(OB AIA B, I B Ao b R 75 /00 4 26 5 1] S0 1 T UM 5 (LR 2 4R
2. XEkEER
2.1. BVE4HAEPENFRIR

P 31 £ €0 b R FEANATE TG A 2 T 28 (0 e ) € RS R, F 3 S S 1 R A e A0 R ) 42k T 51
I 5E(O Neil, 2016). TEF /R, PERA G RINRE, X F N D E EL T M5 A il
IFi) T2 RS P SR N 30, 04 2 A1) A R0 3 P e B D gt

PRI F B i RN AR O B AR 2 7 ) S s . DAL, MM RS E A E
ORI /7. FERE . JIARSENS 4% 10 JBLEE 35 A 26 (O ' Neil & Egan, 1992). #-£x &40 5l 1 (o 3076 5 1 5 4
HAEEIRGR, ST, IIHNE RIS, X AT S BURA T X K ST FIE 26 R PR, 3 DA R 5 R SCRF
MEMAE L, WIINEOE G X T L FDEm S, AR MATRZE . WA, X FhZIR 1)
B R ] R IR b ATTZE ol B S SURR RE, 51R NI RATE R 48 (Y 07 77, 2020). L4k,
AR B IR 20 T A AE B NBR G R A . W FEER I, MR A SR s 1 D AR S R AR AR A
AR, AN S LA AT . NBR P IEEE ] B, 3 S [ A OC & 15 &= (Deutsch, 1973). XA AR 2
BRI A A AT T 7E S P ) A RV, AT R R I TZIM, ok st il H 3k, BUBAMELUIRN T
MEGHC.

A R T8 ST B ) S € REAEAS [ 4L 22 SCAG T S5 R I ZE 7 o 78— oA 20 e il R 2 LR 55 2] 1 3
X, /AT R ol A b S B A PR, O B A RE IR A7 T 2 R 1 BE K (Bem, 2021). ©A W FL AR
WY, A 2 S0 A R 1 A £k 5 4 B O 9 (Choi et al., 2010)0 33X B AR 5] £ €03 5 ) A J5 A S i)
PROE TR AL, RN A TR I A b 8 5 ZE L OC R I AL S SRR R AR T RS

F.
2.2. BOEEENMRIR

BTSSR 7041, Shyness MEIEN “Z54E” —nl, WAk “FHE” (WRoch, migen, ot
=G, 2013), RABMEEMAGEE T 2B EK. AN LSBT R, HAEREE X O 0 R R
(Cheek & Buss, 1981). fEF/DER I, FEIREONHE W, HEAG— @ E € % (Rubin, Burgess,
& Hastings, 2002). #F R, ZIERNFH DFEAALAL G E RS )RR B8, X132 15 55 1 i 2
REJT S5, X ] e B ARATAS A ACHL 2, AT NBR K R I8 54 & (Asendorpf, 1989). KHALL T
ZIEWRAE, R EH DEEH O, X B S HE R S PR, 3 T O B R A RS
(Harter, 1999).

MR FEWIRLARE, FOFREENTERZRZFE RN EH . EAEMFRE I m, Rk
ZEMR KA, BAHIHI AR 0 AT 5 R I 25147 9(Kagan & Snidman, 1991). U322 K 25 2 TH,
H I 22 R 25 LT U B bl EE R . BRI AR B S SR SRR, RTE
NS, BET A 5 7= A4 A8 B B (Clark & Watson, 1991). A4 RE T, FKEEHFE TR, FEER%
X D25 LI R A A AN T BA I RN o B SR R TR 7 AURT e BRI D AR R A A Sk 5 B REKIS,
AR A RIS N ZE TR T EE RGN e e i A A A 85, a5 AR ™
ARSI (Parker & Asher, 1987; FRUEHL, 2013). BEE AL ZERIRIE, FFFRIANFE ST 52 N i /D4E
ZE TR RIR IR K 254775 22 5+ (Chen et al., 2019). TEEEMAR T OO, H/DFERIZE LT REH 2 HhZ 213
PEFTEFI N BROC R ANE gm0 s AR N E SO, B BOTEFIAN N Uk (1) Hs 756 26 15 1 52 0 5
Rt RIORTEFIAE DEZEER, TERDFHRESUREMIE.
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23. BLFERRBHOMRIR

H IR e MRS M NG SLRIZERE RIFABR R R EEAT N, fEHDENE, HIREE 2D s
IR B . BRI, FH/ADRBW el 3 B IR G E ANPRS A B2, JFAA TN 33 a]
fl N7 3 CRIREERURSZ, H 3 IRER 5 AR FE AN 5232 3 2 P R R R 52 (Derlega et al., 1993).

HIRRGESEOFOEEFERAERWER. —7m, HRREG T EDERA ORI AT
1B, WO, SEDE AT E R RPURGUNE, B8R IR . SCREFIER L,
T 22 i £ FE RN AR 52175 45 (Vittengl & Holt, 2000). 7 —77TH, RIFMBERRELMTH OEETNGE
FEAE 2%, SERAL SRR I i AR R IR, FH/ADERR ISR [ ) TR AMEAE, BT R
ERNBRR R, OB 4 (Berscheid & Reis, 1998),

HAFER BREREZINEZ H RS . MMERZERE, ZHAERR, BIREEKFAAEE
ZES, WM TEE B RER R VR KR, MBI AREE KT RERT 8, NHRER
B H R E TR BT (Dindia & Allen, 1992; Luo, 2014; XIF&, 2008); PEM A E . K H S EH/DELEE
AT BRI RO B SR EE 2 SR M AT, X B IRR B AR B0 B (Leary &
Kowalski, 1995). £ FER 271, FKEER I #3707 & 5gm /D AE ) B IRR R B AEe 7. e R
TR K EA B K I FDF, BATRESRMN B REE, MaeELH . EMHXERE T, F§2
SET] e H IR AT N(Baumrind, 1991). Bb4b, KRB SXTFHDEHRRE LM, Flu,
FEFPERER T, WERAEERT BIRR B M A IS, HAOFE R A REET N(Berndt, 1999). e
AT AR F AE AR B A SRR AR A A R B S S ZE R UK I, Rk
F s NP ERS A BRI M) BEFIERE LA T 36 ER %4 (Luo, 2014).

24. HABEHR, BRRESEZNRAWR

PR ER. BRERSH L = Z MR FARN AR, HEG At — B H gt 7 —
E MR . VR BRI B S 3 DAL B R R R T TR B Rk, X PG 2> BRI A AT T ZE AL 2 1
BErb 1) SO0 SR, S A AT TN T I AL IS PR AR S 5 B Rk M Ak . R R, ARSI R
BTS2 B R SRV RS, AR S AR T M0 A SR SR A 06 . U D AR I B Sl A G b 5%
B, AT BRSO ASRE T P2 AR EE, AT s AAT T 7E 4158 T A R I (Bruch et al., 1998). T&F
TR 1, PRI A G b SO 5 /04 1) 25 Bk B A 35 1) P4 F (Thompkins & Rando, 2003). itk
AP FUHENN M 50 A 50 T IE 1) 52 0 7 AR ) 25 KT, AR AR TR 1.

H IR F A ) AR B A NRFIE TG BT AR 500 A i S A B M e i e A A1
RFIEIIR ), MO S B A, B IR A P AR ), BT RS A RS E AR
2 1 00 2 A) R 22 S P AR O B AT A BRASAEBRH1)(O°Neil, 2013). A RFFR, "REER A QMER B AR
AT A N 3R i B R, T ELAE AR IR A T T i A7 7 R ME(Bruch, 2002). $51E, A FEHED M5 1 €
MRS A SR DA 1 B RREEAKCE, AR R R 2.

TEARKRESZHZENRRAE, BFASEAI, BREKESZ DS U (Matsushima et al., 2000;
Sheldon, 2013). AN[ETZ BB 70 5B T 25 00 /0 4F B R B2 (2 (I PHH45, 20205 Berko, 1994), &
WA E DFEZELE A RERE IR RIEA LT IR, T&X A 5, B2 LR S AN A
AR FEA LR, LS M N @SR RE KRR, (RGN T B RERE W E DE, A8
A ETEIMAGEME W, FHEEEEK. AT MR, AREESE R =FHZME
W|RAMK, VMM EMRSEE DENERESE, ShIER e BERsRAES, N
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TN 2 1008 170 IR PR 1 A i JUU T G P 1) Ay € o RO ZE 1R RIS, 5 B 75 /0 2 S A b 7 o A 5
T8, PRRZEEFRE, (RN FR S — P SSES FOM AIRIE . 4R, ARuFFHEN B K FE T ReAE
FHAEMER A PR S R EZ AR BAER, AR RIS 3.

3. fARGE
3.1. fAIRMR

Ko BB AE R 0, RO R A8 W BT 22 b 22 22 AR AR N R EHIRE I FE 75y
2 RS ST (N ST FAST) S SRR (W] — 28 18 =) RE 43 A , AR BEA AR R« SE 8035 1100 447,
MEMBEE S AR ZMAE G, FUCH RS 1052 4, AR 95.64%. A, F34: 501 A
(47.67%), 4 551 N(52.4%); #1— 167 N(15.9%), #1— 226 N(21.5%), #1= 206 AN (19.6%), #=— 153
N(14.5%), B 159 N(15.1%), = 141 N(13.4%). FRIEEN 11~18 %, FHERM=15.10=1.683)
%o

RSN AT, [P RT B0, 2 LK KN A A K JNEFRRT, RS M8 %
THFE . RS, BELEI O ET W A BIERIR, R Fg—RBUE, W% B
SIS P EOR AR B I, R A 0B A AR, MRS AR RS AL, MO HUIA S . A4
WEERUGE, AU i 5.

3.2. fiRI A

3.2.1. HHIBEHRE

K O’Neil &5 A\ 2 il 714 531 £ 6.7 98 538 (gender role stress scale, GRCS) (O’ Neil, 2008), Z&FRH L
FRAE R B A B RIFAE R (DL, 2015, 2023). &KL 37 NEI, 4 Mo ER, 2HA
By US54 (13 38, FREIPERE 0 TE-T), [FE R PRSI AT N8 1B, TAE - FKEErR(6
. BAEERH S git4r, 1~5 RS AR E~AEE R, 508 ER %20 #H AR 5K
SRR A R . % B RAE A T N — B RO 0.908.

322. BRREERR

1% Kahn A1 Hessling (2001) %] (17 /> 4 5 3K 3K #% & K (Distress Disclosure Index, DDI). % & & & —
AR B VPR R, I R A R S B e R R B e R, 12 AT KA 5 gt
gy, 1 RIR CAAIRFE” , 5 FoR “EGRIXFE” , H0ilm R A IRRERK S, DDI A0, 3
Bk B IR R . BRI 2. 4. 5. 8. 9. 10 BN RIAITHY, ARETHE 12 W H B . ASHE
For, AZERM NS RECH 0.85.
3.23. ERER

SKH] Cheek i Buss (1981)&1T ()25 158 % (Shyness Scale, ASS). &It 13 MEI, FH 5 HKitsr,
1 FoR “TBEAFFE” , 5 Fox “BEME” , So8E U AEERE . ERPE 3. 6. 9.
12 UM Sy, ARG 13 B H S5y AWFRF, ZERMNE— 20 2308 0.87.
3.3. BESHAE

iz ] SPSS 23.0 Bt Bl it AT et . 5k, HHATHEAMEG T, TSR R T bRt
ZEGHES, LTS DEER AR, BRREMEENICR. H, BT, ek
R, BREHEMEEZRMATK R )5, K Hayes JFA 11 SPSS Process 727 (KR
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4 AT TR RN R A b RAE N B AR, RN R, AREREF T AR, ilid Boot-
strap {1 (R 2L 5000 VORI H HAR Fa AL MR M b R 5 IR Z [ P A RN B2 %, TR RONE
L 95%BEAF XM FEEXEAEE 0, WRMFABNEE. ik, Blp<0.05 EERAAGH
& IR

4. ARGER
4.1. ERFZERERE

D3 G R R T 22, ASHIE FUAEE FE BB BORIC T 2 A2l i, QR E A G, BER
[T 70 S o AERE 0TI B 32 ] Harman BRI EAT 3L AT iR 22 A0 6 o 0 I A 22 B ) R AT
WRVER 77007, RIS IR AT 1 R34 16 4, 5 DE TR R EN 14.37% (<40%
(Kl FEbRHE), 2R BIASHIT FEAAE AE ™ L I 7] 5 9 A 22 1)

4.2. EEEHEANOFFHE EHERM S

XHVEABEAT MOLFEA ¢ hr e, A5 ROLE DR B AEMEN M OG0 LR m T LA =7.087, p
<0.001), XFZW BRI MEOMHRACTER; F£HREES) L, LZERFTTHAE@=-5263, p <
0.01), Wil SE ML+ 14T B K ER s MR IER D b, AESBRANSD Z R AL E(=1.407,p>0.05),
B Lo A AN SR ) 2 R R B AR — o, ARAL T =i AT

XHEEGGATISIREAR ¢ 405, S5 RERIEVER M rp RS0 L, W1 A B2 T b (e =-2.209, p
< 0.05), XFH G HANYERN A OO R ERRRESS L, PIPAESEP ARSI ERA R
F(1=-1.059,p>0.05), RIH A AN sp AR i B BRR BRI AR LA 2 fERIER 0 b, FIrh A S AR
B R WA RE(1=-1.421,p > 0.05), UtBIHTH AR b AL B 25 IR AR B A — .

Table 1. Comparison of scores on different demographic characteristics (x s )

F 1. FEIAOFFHELMNESLEB(X£5)

T H el N PER A e R SE#.3 Zith
% 501 112.59 + 18.31 35.74 + 8.08 40.03 +7.84
. % 551 104.66 + 17.96 38.24 +7.26 39.34 + 8.09
e t1EH 7.087 -5.263 1.407
pla <0.001 <0.001 0.160
B 599 107.34 + 18.37 36.83 £ 7.69 39.37 +7.83
Eih 453 109.89 + 18.71 37.34+7.84 40.07 + 8.16
FLR
HE -2.209 -1.059 -1.421
pla 0.027 0.290 0.156

43. BEEZEINEXMES T

Pearson AHGPEM AT &5 R BRI 2), MM G R E 215 8 B3 IEAS(r=0.287,p<0.001), HIE
B f SRR T R, AR ZERTEE R MR fp S R R T R B MA@ = —0.330, p <
0.001), KB A B R F A FE N R KR .. BRERZ S ELEEREHHEX(r=-0.217,p<0.001),
ULHH I RR FR KPR, BRI, AR B (R A DR W 45 R0 SCRE T AR A B v, B
il Ffy € R T T I s T 1) R R A T s 1
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Table 2. Correlation coefficients among variables (r)

2. BLEZENHEXEH®)

M SD 1 2 3
L A R 108.44 18.55 1
2. B 37.05 7.76 -0.330™ 1
3. #HE 39.67 7.98 0.287"" -0.217" 1

FE: p<0.05; “p<0.01; ™p<0.001.

4.4. BERFENDNYALLE

K F Hayes ] SPSS Process Z 27 H1 IR 4 AT A SR AT . S5 SRR BI(ILEE 3), PRI At R
%of Z A 2 A IE I TR F (B = 0.123, p < 0.001), B 53 # € 2% B mi 55 /D 4E (1 25 AR, HIFsE
TRV 1 A b o0 B TR FE A 3 1 A m AR (B = —0.138, p < 0.001), UESE TR 25 #1%
Sl f b ISR [ R R BR L RGN BA TR, SRR A p 9 25 42 2 2 1 I M TR A (8= 0.104,
p<0.001), [FIEE 3R FEX Z15EA B3 )G BIEH (B =-0.142,p < 0.001), B G R 405 5
WK, 1 AKKE BRI

Table 3. Model regression analysis

3. REEISHT

)77 78 BRI A TREL EVEES S ESis
g5 To A% & R R? SE F B t
Zith GRS RERUIEN 0.287 0.082 58.466 94,095 0.123 9.700***
SEI & PR h 5 0.330 0.109 53.675 128.111° -0.138 -11.319***
Zith eI FEERERGIER 0.315 0.099 57.446 57.706™ 0.104 7977
SEi & -0.142 —4.433™

HE— it Bootstrap y2:(FE & HMFE 5000 V)KL H LR EMH AR, FRERE 1), AREKHE
() R A RN T 2 GEONAE. = 0.020, 95% B 45 [X 18] 4[0.008, 0.033], ANELE 0), HHARN (5 i RN EL iR
15.82%. X R ALK G D EMER R 5 E 52 MRS R AVER, UESE TR 3. BN S,
PR R R — 7 T B 2 15, 5y — T The I PRI 1B 3R i R 42 5 e 25 125

Table 4. Intermediate effect value and effect quantity

T4 PNYRESHEE

Effect (3N 18)  Bootstrap Friff iz 95% CI TFR 95% CI _FR BN 5 EG (%)
SR 0.123 0.013 0.098 0.148
HAERN 0.104 0.013 0.078 0.130 84.18
AR 0.020 0.006 0.008 0.033 15.82

5. i
51. BLEMHAERNE. BERERESEENIRS
ABF TR IR ¢ AT HERIE M B A b . AREBEBM B AR FI0ZERHTHR.
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WFAgs REoR, BAMMERN A EmRE s BEm T L4AE@<0.001), X5UAMPFFRLE R -8, R\BH
FE A4 Ak P T I B v R ) € U R RN (Blazina et al., 2005; #29L, 2023). X W] g 54k x5 5k
A O R PR ARG O, ARG MR A (W R BRI IR0 MO AN SE S, X RS RS
AR AP R PRI E 2 1O 7, A T LR A A € b ) RS T T e A L SR R AR
(Wong etal., 2017). ZAEEATEKRHE LMNEEESTHEP<0.001), X5PAEMIFLER—8, KH
L A ) T3 R IA T AN AN NG R ST SR 9L R (Dindia & Allen, 1992; Luo, 2014),

FE2 SO LB IR IA I SR 2 7= AR X — 22 57 1 B R (Bl (Rose & Rudolph, 2006). fEZ 15 L,
BHEML MRS T EEZESR (P > 0.05), H¥ETHE/KT. X065 /D Bt i 47 72 1) 3 RE R
RsmAIAE AR R 0%, Tov b I 5ol 7 /0 A A TH NS A A2 175 B3 ) 35 1T e 2 300t 48 i 1Y) 265 125 7K “F(Zimbardoo,
1977).

HE, AWFEE AR ¢ fAiext = BAE M o BRI =AYERE B2 etk
7RSS WA R IR, @ ARV G R B S TR A (p < 0.05). XS5 R ATRE S
AT SE A A E A R A K. BEEERN T &, FH DR A E R B ETRA, A aext
FLPE I A E i T 58 A B A #f(Erikson, 1968). BEAR, s AR AT ARG 5 22 [ ol A AR BRI IE 38 % 77,
IXATRE IR M f oK. 7R IR EE L, IR AERE AN B R EE S (p > 0.05), RULL
SRR AR AR, AR T R IE AN A A NG DT T T R VAR AL X — 25 ST e 5 T D AR B
3 A7 AE (RO BUR AR A O, BIBATTEREER R B FRAA R AN SL N BRoK & (Harter, 1999). fEZ1E F, ¥
AR AR AR TR ZE R (p > 0.05). X — 45 BB SCRR T D AR B2 1K R e O A
TRV LS T, DAL TN A28 17 B 40 ] e R I M B R 25 2K, X el Re S AlAT 10 B R E
T S RN+ 2 £ BB % (Rubin et al., 2009).

5.2. M5 A E M = IEH EEM

AW FEUESS TV A o Jo0] 25 15 2 A B3 R [ T E FH (B = 0.123, p < 0.001), BPFE /DA R
PR R, HZERAKCP R . X —g5 15 DR AL 4518 — (O Neil, 2015; Thompkins & Rando,
2003). MHEAA E PSS FEE AN O I E AR, ST BB A BRI . U AT
AT G A 22 BT SR I ) A RV, Al AT T o] RS2 B N 0 ST PPAR B B RTS8, AN P4 H B0
B, e RUAENME. AEMGE, ik et (Blazina et al., 2005).

Ak, PR P RIE 2 5 KT A EA AR R R R 2 PH, 45 T /D AELE A A1 55 o (1 B0 5 s B
DA, ATIAE DB A AS PRI, BE25 5 M N Rk 25 15 BRAS o AIRLE RS2 M) # e SRR 1) 75
AME, TR RN O B QAT AR A A BTSN AR AL A BB R AR, ABEIRIEA
CHANEMIERSZ, B I MG I e iIble, SFEGER I KERE, i — BB i 5T
K25 1% 8(Wong et al., 2010).

53. BERRENHNMER

AL — BRI, B RE AR A A RS 25 R R AR (R A BONAE =0.020, 95%
CI [0.008, 0.033]), AR (RN 15.82%. — 7T, PEA A GRSl E D ENEREER =
—0.138,p<0.001). A A AP RE EFIE A, TRe2FAHG B CR AT A A 2 2
fib NP2 BHE SR, TR B R4 B LR BORARYE, Wb HREBAT M. Billn, gt R] el
NP A ROZEGR, AR S R IANE TS I E R, X AT AR5 B0 AR TE T R RO AT, R PO v
A B Al A BTR(O° Neil, 2008).
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H—JiTH, AR KNG D E LA, B E R R EE R ST AR ZE
FEEE(B=—-0.142,p <0.001), UEH T P9 8] )9 A2 XAl B AR T AR B ) B8 42 . IR R TR 2 B AN RF R4
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