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Abstract

The present study aims to investigate the relationship between parental psychological control and
test anxiety (TA) among college students. Additionally, it explores the chain mediating role of core
self-evaluation (CSE) and fear of negative evaluation (FNE). This research holds significant refer-
ence value for the prevention and intervention of test anxiety in college students. Parental Psycho-
logical Control Scale, Test Anxiety Scale, Core Self-Evaluation Scale, and the Brief Fear of Negative
Evaluation Scale: Straitforward, were selected to conduct questionnaire surveys on 534 college stu-
dents. Results show that: (1) There were significant correlations between parental psychological
control and CSE, FNE, and TA among college students; (2) The direct effect of parental psychological
control on TA was significant; (3) The three mediating paths with CSE and FNE as mediating varia-
bles were all significant: CSE and FNE both alone mediated the effect of parental psychological con-
trol on TA; CSE and FNE both mediated the effect of parental psychological control on TA. Research
has shown that parental psychological control can affect the level of test anxiety through cognitive
evaluation mechanisms such as core self-evaluation and fear of negative evaluation in college stu-
dents.
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1. 53|

FENARZLE ST, BSOS 4 00 H 2R, iR A 125 A 7K 387 1k Ak T w45 O 51 1)
ACFWRITEL, las %, 2024). Bl AR 2 T S M A A (19 2 ] RN 22 2] ik /NI, A0k,
2016), [FINF, AEEEILS IR BRSPS AL, 28 M SO B AN RS2 (B A5
2024). REE WM T HERNTT T OIS — gk, (HIE R E£h T/ NS R R, X
AR AR D o DRI, ASHIE AL B FEIR AR R AR A RO BRI ) 5 B R B R &, IR Z 0 A
BN 5 ATHTEN BARTE IR KRR AER . DA T SEOREA T B WA S, DU H L FM
FBEIREE R Z AN B VAN AL R R S B A2, S TSI AR A R 2 2 25 iR FE R i 25 M 35 B o

FEC BRAE A, AL BR O BRE ) B FAE A A 2 SRR TR T s ) — B o Schaefer #4 Hig U — Mgt
FrE LR OIS SR Z T RN PR, R SCBER) 92, PASAE B fR A0 i 77 2ok ik 2 | S e
HBaYE ik, AR 2 PS> FE ST K (Schaefer, 1965). & & P22 Bronfenbrenner H2EZS RS HE L
fath, NZXREE. R [FEDL NS DU R G s, 1 S BE U LSS RE B AT A B 20N A
f BB ANAT 9 5 TP A8 BRI Al A, i, 2009). I KM IFE B AT AN 5% T R RE R s 25 )/
XKy TR AR ETEL, Ak, 2024). BUE T 4E B3 A REO B HI 5 5 /DA 1) 5 ik
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BAFAEIEMG, HUEDEAERIIEMR ARG EE, HAEEK B & (Luebbe etal., 2018). ik, &
FER A A BEC B ) 5 5 AR R OC R DL s m L B B L

0> A FZPEAN (core self-evaluations, CSE)/E TR AX T H CKF .+t E LS B iE(udge, 1997).
HAFHFAB., BRRBEE. ML A DR R G2, SA7H1, 2010). H24E Bowlby (1982)
MR E R, ACREH AT MR E TR A TR, BAARI VAR Z A Ed
FEF- Tz il <= AR AN B 2R B IR, SEOLABE & HAT R B I E(Gittins & Hunt, 2019).
[l #h %23 Bean 55 A(2003) (A 58 R BAAERR LT AR BEAR Y, LA REAR) O BRAZ ] 22 A5 3K 0 23 AR A ) 15 2
OS2 EME, AT O BERIPMACTFAIG. 15 48 R EIPEA BRI 7= A BRI 26 B 2 (R e IR 2 2
FE T H AR B (Lazarus, 1982). BIILXT B AR, BEOKFRZAE, FE A% E
& (Krispenz et al., 2019). [N, KFAERAPERE %0 BRI IFEME T AR, fE AIRSE
SR RIS OLCGE 408, R, 2013).

KT B PN 2R (fear of negative evaluation, FNE) 7 X, B B 738 A &R RGN AL DF(2002) 3
58 S, BIHCXT 7 2225 T | ORIV, R I T AR PR R R, 30003 A2 SR IR T SRR AL
W FERDTACBEFR T NG R AR SOV BRI DG R I, 45 SR B A B B T Pl £ 1 2 A MR 47 i
RO R EAR BEFES1(Carr et al., 2021) [FIBS, BESESEGIAT -5 K54 B i PP RV IR AR LR 35 TEAH G
(Sajjadian Khosroshahi & Mikaeli Manee, 2020). AFAT AR IRTEH, FHilERIET B 12 S5
2 N FEME BB BIVER A DG LA BETE B B B 1 5 T EA (Segool et al., 2014). [E 4b— T Fid i
WA AR AT T B B IR AE B0 R R s, 45 FR B S A 1 G T DA B L2 5
7 A AN 22 1 26 1) B 2[R 35 (Ahangari et al., 2020).

545 ABC BARHR H, MR = A — R A 115 46 FBRUE TN B 50T 50 M A A B P i ) i A
RE(Ellis, 1991). R, X T H S PP AR 2 A R 20 Fxd FL G 72t 2 GV % (19 (Shrauger & Lund,
1975). [E4b— TR 7 45 SR 3% B [ 502 552 TN 6 T vPAN B 0 S R, B B B R AR A A T VR
Pr 2L HE 22848 (Khanam & Moghal, 2012). ¥ HIE A B AL, CSE F1 FNE BefEMAE I K KO H
115 FORHAEAS R 06 R e B0E SR AME (EUEE A, 2024).

g ERTR, ARG LR DM B, R AL 1 R

Hl: K5 A SRR OIS ) 535 1 ) T =5 AR S

H2: %0 H RPN 23 A R 28 AR SRR O B 42 1) 3125 LR 1 B A2

H3: PPN R B2 A R 2% AR SR O B s 1) 3125 U A L I BR A2

H4: ERAEARd, 1200 B RPN 23 fn) T 7 e 2R, s = /iy

Bt BHIFH) U T AR
EMEg
IR SRR . —
3l R PX

Figure 1. Research hypothesis model
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2. B G3E
2.1. HARMHR

PN G AR I LIl = P IRV AR TR S 00 By N e ob 1 N i 1 o2 L el L e ) AN =R
VRN S LT S i1 LT 5 v ) 1 s e L R A I K = S R PR L e MY W § e ey R € A o d b
BEAIGEIRIEFEE LU “A-B-C-A-B-C” 1 B>90% )% Z2 88 rR 7E e T X [A] 1 [7] — ). 2 2 1A 8 (i 4
>20 AR 58 A AH A R T (1) 1) B AT 2 6, AR A AR 5 3E 534 1. Hdh 54 188 A(35.21%),
L 346 N(64.79%). HARFEARHIEM BB L AN 1 PR .

Table 1. The basic composition of the survey respondents (N = 534)
= 1. BAEMNRERMEIERLN =534)

FEARNFE s AE(N) 4 1 B (%)

5 188 35.21

4 5]
& 346 64.79
K— 121 22.66
K 127 23.78
FE 5 K= 139 26.03
N 135 25.28
KE 12 2.25
JeE2EE 375 70.22

4
B 159 29.78

22. IRI R

2.2.1. RELIEBEF

AHFFUR A Wang et al. (2007) B BHEHIER F R OEIES &R, A 18 MNEH, HPEE5IK
WIS BRIRACAZ W S =ANGEE . X =ANYEEAE SRR OB I WA &, T8Oy & i 4 A
T AR AL BB OIS IR 7 I BAREH o %R Likert-5 mi77 it 70, MRS 2w 70 s A “ IR
BH” B YRAEE” , BERAEE, WIHEERRZ T ok, BEBK. RtedizERn
Cronbach’s a Z2%0H 0.957, HA 5] & PIKH Cronbach’s o 20N 0.910, L #l12JLH) Cronbach’s a RECH
0.868, Z[1[EII ) Cronbach’s o ¥ 0.895.

22.2. BREE

AW FAL R N 2 T4 HEQO0 DAET R SO IR AR FE R (TAS). ZI0 46 & B YE S AT RER, —
WA 37 MEH . AR iZEEN Cronbach’s a A% 0.892, ®HHEE 3, 15, 26, 27, 29, 33l
N5 . P ETESI7E, JRIASMAMET 12 2 R MR 5 B 2R R, 12~20 43 EoR
BT PR AR, T 20 4 LA BN E R AR R

2.2.3. %O BB

K ST R AT 5 N (2012) 38T v 6] [ 475 0 o R 22 AR M AR, X Judge 19 ) 45 EA 74817 4
1) ) R SCRRCERLAE B (1 A%00 B IN S3R . ABF TS iZE R K Cronbach’s o RECH 0.865. MHHILA 10
EEH. X2, 3,5, 7, 8, 10 BERHRA, KA Likert-5 s s i¥sr, ML Bl &4 73
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2.2.4. SUEEN IR

A TR Weeks 25 A(2005) 5T 67 B 4 i vPAN AR B R A EEAL b, RORER A RT3 (10,
9 ] 1) B 448 157 BA A7 T PPN RVE— IR mITE 0/, Shin 535 8 i@ H, R Likert-5 riit4r, 1 Fow
“CERARTE”, 5N UHFFE” o MRS S, BB AME 2 TR G A EE AR T E
PPN AR . AW 7L iZE SR K Cronbach’s o R34 0.938.

2.3. BURSHT

{81 H SPSS 25.0 XM HHEHATFAN UL ST, 11T Pearson FHIC/MHTX A BRG], CSE. FNE PAK
TA BEATAHRIE M. {8 Mplus8.3 1% 45 K6 R 1k A7 2 b /B 15 BB 70 H

3. &%
3.1. ERFERED

AH TN BT A B U B ok E R B AR S o (6 Harman S0 IR 74 50 0] 5080 1547 S R 732
P ZE BONAT I, SRABHIFL [F TV ZE RN . 25 R R, 73 ANIH FA 12 AR FRER R T 1, R
KA TR AR R RN 24.314%, NTIGFARAE 40%, 1L BH AT J0ANAFE ™ 5 (1) 3 (1) O v A 22 ()
WALZE, 2004).

3.2. RS REX S

GEMST ¢ kIR AT, 45 SRR LR AR SR KT B3 T 59 A (132 = —2.993, p = 0.003) . TIEE224E
(25 R R K B 2 T AR E 2 B A 2 2E (1532 =—2.234, p = 0.026) . {ESATHITFAZMEKFE B, FBAR 7
T PPAN YR KT S K T A (1532 = —2.358, p=0.019) . [AIINF, FREE 225 2 AR i S i AN VIR T .35
TR (1532 = —2.069, p = 0.039) 0 SCBRCERF I DL LA ) =ANERE . 00 BRIFMEMER . 5%
P& N 2R AR FEE T, Ho iz R HEAIEREZE K@ > 0.05).

AR FE AR 3 AR B (RO S A B AR AR s SR a0 3 2 R OGHE PR R o ACREOEEFE I S CSE 2 W
FAAIK, 5 FNE M TA 253 FM55. CSE 5 FNE fil TA 2R# A%, FNE 5 TA B#FIEMH XK. R
RECHARS| ) = AN E R Z R, BHIEIE. 5IRNZKE RO E]. FNE LK TA 2RFIE
FHK, 5 CSE 2REFAHNK, WRIME. LHHRIL 5] Kk NI =ANGERE 2 7] 2 835 IEA G

Table 2. The mean, standard deviation, and correlation coefficient of the main variables

® 2. ERTENTHH. EERBEXRK

e M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1. BB 44169 15439 1
2. FHIER 11.281 4715 0.948" 1
3. BRI 8.017 3229  0.850™  0.757" 1
4. 5IRWIK 24.871 8.442 0974  0.887"  0.749™ 1
5. L BEEIFM 33.200 6.554  —0.364™ —0.372" -0.311" -0.340" 1
6. MIHTFM AR 27.552 7.441 0.279 0242 02777 0268 —0.395" 1
7. FRERE 18.764  7.888 0376  0.340™ 0364 0358 -0.518"  0.508" 1

FE: “FoR p<0.05, “EEp<0.01, "HEEp<0.001.
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T IS FR AT Mplus8.3 % AR5 AR A BEC BR A il 15 25 AR FEAEAZ O B FRPAN AN B 0 PP RV R B = rh A 1
F R I E5 A6 T R AT th A RS0 o ASBIEFEH A B O BRI HIE N B AR &, [RIINE A N S B B 45 )
BAEN=AGEERT, EZRER. THEIL. 5IRMNK. DERERARALE, &0 RIFN 57
PN RAR A PR B, FF R EE R . S ALR R AT IE, 25 BRI S RAEE A
[ B B (y¥df = 3.079, CF1 = 0.993, TLI = 0.982, RMSEA = 0.062, SRMR = 0.017). AHF 7R fir 45 1% 4%
PIARREVIKE, wlE 2 fras, REARACREC BRI B8 £ m] Tl CSE (B =-0.380,p<0.001); 1F [ Tt
FNE (B =0.149, p = 0.002)f1 TA (B=0.162, p <0.001), #52f&#% H1. H2. CSE fi[a 7l FNE (B =—-0.338,
p<0.001)F1 TA (B =-0.324, p <0.001), T1fij FNE feIEM Tl TA (B =0.335, p <0.001), B[ CSE 1 FNE 7
SBRGEAEHIF TA KX R/ R BFE XA ER, #52{8% H3. H4.

/m\ H ?ﬁiﬂ?%ﬁﬁm@rﬂ

= -0.380™ 0.149™ 0.324" 0.335"
Z KB

0.937"

0.801™
51 RAIX
T B & B R B AR E S R, SHER RN B E KRR (CRIR p<0.05, THRIR p<0.01, "TFIR p<0.001).

Figure 2. Chain mediation model results

& 2. RPN RBLER

SR TR

0.162"* -

{81 Bootstrap HEHIFE 5000 K, X% AR B R EE R A SOV TR G . S5 R WE 3 FoR, K
A QBRI BRI 0] 2 IR AR R AR I RN A 0.377, ELHERUNTY 0.162. TR IR 45 # 5 FEAsi R e iy =
A R AR N4 A 0.1234 0.050+ 0.043. 43 HT45 5R Bootstrap 95% B 17 X (B M EUE HIHAEE 0,
Wi B % PR AR BN 135 B B 2 KF

Table 3. Chain mediation path effect analysis
3. HRP N BEHEEE

Bootstrap95% CI

T BB RN bRdER ZMH ———— XN
Lower Upper
AU TR 45 11 Xof 2 i PR I A R 0377  0.039 9.680 0.300 0.453 \
A BE Lo P 475 1) XoF 2 12 £ R ) LR 0.162  0.037 4338 0.091 0234  42.97%
SO J 428 1) Xof 2 it A RS PR A A R 0216 0.028 7.676 0.164 0273  57.29%
BB OB ] 1% 00 B BIPN — F IR O 0.123  0.020 6.141 0.087 0.165  32.63%
ABEC B ] — 7 T AN R —~ F iR @ 0.050  0.017 2944 0.018 0.085 13.26%
KRLEEF-BOH ﬁﬁg_’ﬁﬁﬁm@rﬁ*%ﬁ%ﬁ 0.043 0009 4.845 0.028 0063  11.41%

T B B AR RN R B N B HEAL (K 25 2R
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4. g
4.1. REEEREEURGAEITFNBENYSTRA

AW T 45 F R IR 2 1 S RO B 42 1) P2 E A 1 1) 0000 25 iR A R K, S IR T 45 R — B (1 52
i, 2023)0 SCBROIRIE M G ARG R RE, LR R BN BAE B £ R R AG D B L AURS R R A (2
BHetE, 2024). MENRBE WG ST, KRFEMEIGEFFER, o B0 ER S AT A1
TEH S S ARG DL B O BT 772 K55, 2024) . FHIEWT L, 4R 78RR FE B2 ma IR 5 24 4 h B 22 AR B
ERHE,

A, AHIE TR I 2o A 1 25 AR R (TA) R R PP A B (FNE K F R | T B4k, R ERER
FARE L, X — 85 ] WAk 2 50 5 20l T 7 00 4 P R . WA SO, RSt
FA AR O B Ak “5E SR L7 AREGRE L, 2023), TMNRE B AR T “ Ltk EEES R
B BIREAERRIN, P s A T O AT PR R U . AR RA IR TE H, KIEM R G SCRER
L)L AR 3 BE S Al s, 2, 2009), AT REIE T O B i 4 0o £ R B RRE R . R 2R Lk 2
A1 TA 5 FNE U5 LMV Re v ELHEEAR OC : BR 22 20E 1 i Ffar i) SRV HE N TR 3 (5K 30, 2023),
o A HAAL T w5 PP B "R, 3X 5 A KNAT AR Y B PR s ) — B RO % AE — E(Segool
etal.,2014). HAFERERRZ, AU HEZAEFEAR FNE ¥E28.57) % & m T HEE ¥4k (27.12), #
BN BT REE T “VPM ISR AT FNE 5 TA KR, X— RIFHEE G SN m it 5 hit—5
L oRTIE

4.2. #LBRIFNFZEITFNBIRAPNMER

AT 5T 25 5 I A BE o B i) 8 A7 1m) TR0 K 27 AR () A% 0 HH RPN (CSE) K, 55235 4252 (2021) H A
FAER—F RN NG B RPN XRe f m) Tl Hoo X AR SRR L, SIE RS R —3(T
555, 20200 BLERZL BRI BE A SCBR O BRI I B 25 AR R I AT, SCRER O 3% U 2 401 5 1
I ERANER, X PR SRR M B B . iR KSR (Bowlby, 1982), XFFRE A RESTE
THR R AR, SECOMETER “A %A1 BIREEA” NGB, 2024).

A, DR AR L G KO B 4% 112 B R I 1) Tl G 11 5 1) 2% U BB (TAY K, 525 0T ik (2024) B R
I— 2. AN B PR R B (FNE) IE [ 0 Hoot T 5 iR £ SRR BT, 553 77 PHH2024) I 5
25—, YW FNE fECBBO IR TA EHKEPNMMEN . AEREREHICKIA, &,
2009)F8 H, SRR O BRI AT T R “RI = A7 PARIERE, SR T E g RS
IVEOE B FEBUR R IP A, 2021)0 XAFEINEAT N 2T “VRU Bl 7 BITE L i (Segool et
al., 2014).

A, RZAXTTH B S LR & VFE Re 7 m TN FNE F2EE, HiniHs 45 R UHEESE, 2024)
— 8. VLM T 8 S RGP AU AN BT PPAN R HE D0 AR BEAE AR 90 B A0S 2 o i e 21 =X
HAER, 48 ABC BRRHR HAMEIE 2 IE B T MR ISR AT E VL, MY B 5 B LEE
KT B SRPE (Ellis, 1991) Bk, RO B PP AR TE 25 ) 8 At N PPAf 9 46 B R
&, FECCAIREE - VR RVA - RS FRBEIEER(Yue et al., 2022),

AL, SR OIS 5 AT A CBT WA ENAT YT IR A BT J — Se e T\ R B A ) ARl 5 A E &7
3, HWERFA RSB TE B #0777 N ggm, I Hiz0 BN K, B8 “IRBai5eR" 1)
A EgE, A, BT DAAKE W EITFH AR, 51 S5 AR R R BN OBk 1 a®, 471
L2tk P A RIAK
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43. XEOIEEHIFH SR SHMTEEN XA

BT ARG BRI i AR R, Horh = ANERE 7 R Z I . B HRZILA G R A, G5RE
IR = AN FEAE SRR [ B AR B BB VRN, 5 DMAERIE FRE SRR AN, 2024)—F, BEHIR =4
R RSN 6 o I NEiT] IR = 2 N TR SR Y W e WSO S [ PR i ot BU RS S il i e
B TREIATTAP JENE RO MR % . Kk, 725 00T 5 bl DU RN PR 52 1 ]
oo B HIRICLL K SR N PR =ANERE I AAE T, DTS B Lo B 2 BRI 97 3 1 SE AR 2 8
BRI %

44. MERPHTESRE

ARHIE FE R A A 190 26 A0 1 3t 35 ) 07 AR A, PR S i oy WL, A SE0F 7 AT Lo A
[ 77 AR, ORUEBOE AR L ok, BT Tt TR R AR T 52, TR e DA R A ] 1
PRKZR, 5 SR 70l ad HAt 75 VR X e A B (A A R R R &R

5. &g

AICHEIT T RSBGPS H] 5 B R BRI R AR, DU O B B PPO A AN RAR R A
25 R WINZ 0 B BAPH AN AN RARLE R 22 A SRR O B ) A X AR S h AE e P A . B TR
SFAEAE SRR N 2l L B S R LR H 5 i R SRR

E&WE

2020 FFERHTHTAE B BB BOCTHRIT H « KRR AL TP A AR T R Z A O H G T AT A 7t (5
H%%'5: 2020B01206).

S 3k

BETEL, Ak 2024). BRI RS RERIIW. FEEH (4), 103-109.

BEER(2021). FER B FEE -5 Z 0 FERTREHIHKF: 1O HFCHF I HI P AEH R T i 7s. Wi 226 S, i
e e KA.

FRUEDTF(2002). 2242 0 VPN RUR 538 R R A S M. 020 HAE443, (12), 855-857.

THAE, XIFHE, TRk, £(2020). FHEIEE AR N FEA L RE R .0 3R E R Rt B E R
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HRER, BREFQ0L13). &0 BRI R 7 xR WA E . AAZEIR 29(1), 209-214.

FLEEEL, TRAH, BAE(2012). oL BIRVER RS BGUIE R LR RAET. OBBFIL, 5(3), 54-60.

B, FATNIQR010). ZOBRINITRN SRS, OEFZHE 18(12), 1848-1857.

ZER[fR(2024). B HPAESCELOIEFE R, 0 HE TS H BRTENIR R REE FMEOTE. W= A0R s, P B

BT K2,

X7, T (2009). KT AERFMICH KB LI ERREIW. HEBFEOIFZFE 17(2), 250-252.
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