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Abstract

This study examined the mediating role of general self-efficacy (GSE) between personality traits and
social anxiety using IAS, EPQ-RSC and GSES. Key findings: (1) The psychoticism dimension of per-
sonality traits shows significant gender differences (male is higher than female), while extraversion,
neuroticism, dissimulation show no significant gender differences; (2) There are significant corre-
lations among the dimensions of personality traits: psychoticism is positively correlated with neu-
roticism and negatively correlated dissimulation; neuroticism has a significant positive predictive
effect on social anxiety; (3) General self-efficacy shows a masking effect in the influence of psychotic
and extraversion on social anxiety.
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1. 518

ENPRE ARG, RIESISMFREZRER, BS5HBENTRREANREARAT R — AMIFH
FAFEMB AR RO 5], WA ERE —F KRG, ARiBRE SRR R ARmERSEmG, #
S NBHEA A B R I W B RANE R, AR H S SR ER AR RS, R A AT A6 ) T AR B 1 B v iR
AL, EEAR LA 7 e A ASTEBAE Ayt 2 AR 1 R 00 B B0 40 M LA 56 4k A

AL ZAT AR R AR S, CHE N TER 5 AN Z 4L L 3, NSRRI N NERZ O R 2 —,
FE SRR AZAT N B AR D BRAFAE . AHSRHBITFEIN Ty, A RSARR I B 0 — i FR AR RE AR A B T 1 11
BANK, TS, 2010).

FT U, AR RFARE, PRIT AR LA S R RIS b, T — M B AR IRAE
E—RAPHPNER .

2. iRE=R

MASRE IR R L1 T 24 FEE AR . RRF/R (Cattell) AT 7t B br B 58 AE THRZR A RR I 1)
B Hahi, FAZ O sR R B G 7T SRV TR R A AN, i A R K AT B AR SE AR LG,
¥ A R BT X — B B B (14 43 2K 07 AN JE S Fi At 1 B 5 (Cattell, 1943). 3 Fk e (Ey-
senck)idt — SR A ML, ER M LIGHIR, P AR EEHE R, K A% O4E R R o A A P (E) #f
Z R N) R (P), JF3ET UL R T T 12 M T OB 20 70 10 AR 5w A 745 (EPQ) . IX BLFEIBAELL N
FRAT NSRRI 5 O BRAR SR 90 R BEE T Ali(Eysenck, 1960).

AW RR, NSRS A IRAAR KR AR B R, (R Z 85 N AT, ReE N 4EREXT
H FRARE A B R (58, 2020). A 0T W2 T80T — M B IR M 7 b R, HS5 B
eV BONPE. AIEME. Xt FERRME DR E MR IX S A AR R AR B I IE A G R 5Bkt
Mo REPEANPREE VX = NSRRI AP 23 I UM DGR R (2 40t JT%408, 2010). IR LR IIESE T 4%
RIS B FRANRR IR (1 5 4 R B =
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RN, HIRMER G AR R MARIRAE. FPVE AR, AR SRR B
TR (MOE S 2018), 25— fi H B BE G RN, HAZAE AR FE R FOBRAIR . — Bt B AU BE AR EE = (H N
A ARSI AR S, KR KIS, AR, A EERBIMT L. KT
T, e B B AR L AR A SR B A AN 3 NP SSAERE /T (4, 2005). IX L8R DY B 3K
RUREIAE NAG 5 1SS SR FE 18] (1 A ARt 1 BRI SR

3. ARG
3.1 WRM®

AVHF 7T BN G e A K 2B X R —F KPR R4, Jl R T Ay A T H s Ui 2,
TLUGLE 443 (1135, BRI 424 4y, B4 222 N, oH 202 A

32. fiITAa

THAERERAAS): T—IL\=4H Leary 'S5, HFEAEHRZRBSLTAT RSN N F I ERIH:
AR A AT VR, %R H T A K EHHAG TR 157085 R Rt 2 R PR . Cronbach’s
Alpha Z %% 0.81.

YR A 5 R N E R (EPQ-RSC): fiifk EPQ, 1L 48 MN&H, MAKHME “£” 5 “f7, H
LS 4 ANMET: WAMBIE), FIZE(N), FEHI(P), +#haiEfith(L); E ERMUE 0.84~0.88. P HEKX
J¥ 0.61~0.62. N E=£¥ 0.80~0.84. L &£ 0.73~0.77.

— i R BE R B 2% (general self-efficacy scale, GSES): %% T —JL/\—4F 1 Ralf Schwarzar 453 4
OHZPRRE. ZROFDHBERN A HEGRIE. SR, FFERAEE LB 5T AU b
IR

3.3. BiEALE

ASCHEBCAE ] SPSS 23.0 Bt AT M A KR I 70 A S AL EE, FERAI A RS BT T7 20
By ARSZREAS A I0 LKA IR G TR A I TR 73 BT

4. RS
4.1. fEiktgeit

AT T BERF RE 4 E R B XK — =KV K2R, 0 e o A vk AT B U 4
FLUREE 443 1IR3, BRI 424 4y, A 222 N, oA 202 N BAR N 2EAR B (I )R,

Table 1. Table of demographic characteristics of the subjects
=1L HAAOTEFERR

A 7K NH "okt &t
5 222 52.36%

14 5] 424
© 202 47.64%
K— 85 20.05%
K= 110 25.94%

2 424
= 110 25.94%
| 119 28.07%
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=

AR
A

a5

259
165

61.08%
38.92%

424

4.2. N Z AR ERIME R 4T

PABMIBI S N #HZ5T, L MEMIEPIITIA R M R A B0 R, H PRSI L i [ A
A RFMGARRME. BRILZAh, PAEMBTS E Sbi, SRS IAIAR S A B 2% (p > 0.05), o
R A 5 AR RIS 2 M AN B AR (K 2).

Table 2. Correlation analysis of personality traits on social anxiety

2. ANBFFRIA R EERIEX IR

P A5 E #hH NEHEZY L i TR E
o P 1
P g R
p1E
P 0.028 1
E 4hm)
p & 0.572
NEEE¥ 0.124* -0.024 1
N 1 Z: Ji
p & 0.011 0.624
NP -0.100* -0.022 -0.223" 1
L it
p & 0.04 0.649 0
MR A 0.058 -0.007 0.146* -0.091 1
TIERELE
p {H 0.237 0.886 0.003 0.061

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

4.3. ANEFFE L Z AR ERIEYA 54T

MELFR AT, 4 PAEHST, E Sbim), NMZERT, LIHIEN &R, fEAEEIENZDI i E
h, AR NMES 2 EURE I IEF RIS AR . A PRSI, E M, L #HRIF A2

SAEERE AR R R (LK 3).

Table 3. Regression analysis of personality traits on social anxiety

3. AR RZEEREIA SR

AEpRIEIL R AL PREAL R AL
t p VIF
B ARG AN Beta
Gl 3.167 0.289 - 10.954 0.000™ -

P R FHR 0.213 0.288 0.036 0.738 0.461 1.022
E 41 i) -0.032 0.249 -0.006 -0.128 0.898 1.002

N #HZE i 0.61 0.237 0.128 2.575 0.010" 1.065
L #Eif -0.345 0.291 -0.059 -1.186 0.236 1.059
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ik
R2 0.026
W R? 0.017
F F (4,419) = 2.813, p = 0.025
D-W {& 0.33
PR & ACAEARR

VE: "p<0.05, "p<0.01,
4.4, —f8 B R EERAE A BRI 32 AR BRI M TR A /T UL o T

(1) P AB 5 — B A RE K- SAE SRS RN, gl & B AT i B rh o/ 20 5

(@E%ﬁaﬁ&ﬂﬁ AL FRFE OIS, RIAEAE I B v o R

(3) Nt Jii— B AR K-S AE AR R 2 [ T A R AV E AN 3

(@L%%a@&ﬂm@axE%EZ@WEH%*%W%%Kw%O

ZERNIR, P OREH R — H BRI SR AR S IR RN (DR R A S I A, &% ¢ 08 &
FEA T UTTRE T — B HBEE . AERRAZOREEEA b, o BN AT AR “X XY BIggmablal” . “X
nfersem Y7 o AN, DI SE (2014) B A A BE AN YRR, R R B ¢ RIBIFFA R, HIA
BRI TR B, 32 Hh T AT BEAT £E Y [R5 280 (ab) A EL 12 RONE(¢)IX 1 4 2 [ B 455 SR B HE A I
KA, B4 T NG I R), gt BAT I o B (WL 4).

Table 4. Results of mediation effect test
Fz4 PNMERRBERLRR

c a b a*b a*b a*b a*b a*b c
i Bl o6 45 18
FERVIA A XMMH (Boot SE)  (z1H) (p1H) (95% Boot Cl) e
P A& —
FapeEk—>E 0213  0.673™ 0.962  0.648 0.039 16.693 0  0.035~0.186 —0.435™ JEHERN
R
E #hm—HIR
ALK SAT/E  —0.032  0.546" 0.962™  0.525 0.042 12618 0  0.017~0.181 —0.557" IEHERN
HEE
NW%EHE A
Rarek—= 0.610° 0195 0962  0.187 0.039 4.747 0 -0.038~0.115 0.423* e
Ttk e
L - E & 14
MEK A ~0345 —0.271 0962  —0.26 004 6573 0 -0121~0032 0085 ..
5. i

51. A\OFTEER

WA, PERANAE P RS AR 4R P % % F(t=2.389, p=0.017), PSS T Lotk 1M E 4
] N AR, L 06 S 2e e ~%E&ﬁﬁ Erw L AR TR EER . X—4RY
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Vi 145 (2015) M40 REL 5, WRERM T R TR SRR R . JeAh, RAERRRIm A
1% 5, TR SIS B 4ok £ 40 (RS R S5 G T AT, 2011), BT HE A B T T T AL
B0 Lo BB R BEHL ) PR T

52. MBI RSHMIZEENXA

MRDHTRY, PREMBIS N fh4 T 2 83 AR (r=0.124, p=0.011), 5 L #1558 & S K(r
=-0.100, p = 0.04), T N #HZ 6 122 £ RS B A i 2 1E 1 004 FH (B = 0.128, p = 0.010). #4148 i X} 41
ACAE B IE M TRAE I S BLA IF A — 3 (0 R, =i, 2022), EE TR AR et 5 R R
ORI RGPS AR5 B IEAR DG (r = 0.124) AR S5 U PE IR SR 9 (r = —0.100) K B, 3 48 A A 4k Ji2 )
FEEE MM EAER KR,

5.3. —RR B BREERAI P /TR

AW TR N TR RR RS ) P PR e AR A D G I 1 RSB B 52 A B8 = AR S 2% (masking effect)
R—GBIR . RS —MYPN R ETING, B AR RAS S R 00 J7 In) A I I B 35 1Y 5 1)
GuitILR . FEARBEFE, A 8 AR, R 5 AN A ) P A AR R ) B R S A R
E; HYGINARBEEREX — NG, A MRS RN B A . X — RIEH
HE SRS o A HTEIR, PRSI E Ah i iE i BRI A8 A R AR M A%V (ab
5379 0.648 1 0.525, p<0.01), [AHEMNE HZBBFT 5K, HISS 780N 1 N #Z& BT L #Eh
B AE AR 2 o X — 25 SR SR T LGB R I 5 05 (2014) 6 T IS HE S5 B Y B ie, 7 A E RSO 7T e & TR
RS TR AR B B 7 JE Y ks o o RESR I HE A 28 VAR IR 7] (T B 98D #1228 £E R I B KR »
SR Z Ak 22 B 6 T A7 7R T TE (141 2 38 I PRI 3 Gt B R e (Rl B £ iE) . B FRABE IR I 51N
7~ TR I E: — 7T, R AR DRI A A8 TR i o 2 ik 1) £ P B D (L) s S — 7 T, AthAT
A B TR AR e IR A T TE (1) AR R 2R (A1 3N ) o AR 1S B IR R RS R T “HAZ B O RA” « Hb
IF) 5 R AR R AL S 0) 75 B FRALRR IR ) “REJIHAIN” A BE I IR A BRI AL S R . M E S
M EEAE R, RTREZNE T HRLL <Py ok (FRITERAE N O A Z) ARG, 17 A2 H7 I B8 Ffi B o
WAEARVLEEAIIE B 387 B BRAK AR R mT Bed i b AR BT (0 B E F s i+ A0 FR R

5.4. R B SR HLIRHLH

1. KEA RO AR L R AR LA

B S~ 2 — AR B A (B = 0.213, p > 0.05)

[BEER AR kG AT — 1K E FRAAE R (B = 0.673)— mi 132 £ HE (B = 0.962)

X XA B AR MRS T R AATLE T8 SRR DG RS A S S5 AL S R RE ) R R R PRI S 1) 70 A0 TEL T
(GEATMER RN, EFGIN H B AR A N BB IE A R

2. AR RO 38 RN

BHIEWAE: A mE— A R I8 I~ PR A RE (B = —0.032, p > 0.05)

(AR AhmtE— w3 ALK (B = 0.546™) K AL 2 £EHE(B = 0.9627)

EREMRANTE, Ah P A& AR T AR A, (H R B2 4% (ab = 0.525) i 35 1 9 T RN, RILH “Hh
[FI R ” o X R BIA AR T T B I B IRALRR IR B A A e 7 A SE I H PR R Th e .

6. &

(1) & FURAA AR ERZ L TR 1
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15H3(2005). A4 MR (1 FAURE BT A SR FERIFEFBITE, WL e 3C, Jeilh: 2 BUTTE K2
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12-18.
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