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Abstract
Objective: This study examined the influence of childhood trauma on college students’ core self-
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evaluation, and tested the mediating role of posttraumatic growth and the moderating role of social
responsibility in this association. Methods: A sample of 759 college students completed the Child-
hood Trauma Questionnaire, the Posttraumatic Growth Inventory, the Core Self-Evaluation Scale,
and the Social Responsibility Scale. Results: (1) Childhood trauma negatively predicted core self-
evaluation. (2) Posttraumatic growth partially mediated the relationship between childhood trauma
and core self-evaluation. (3) Social responsibility moderated the second stage (posttraumatic growth
— core self-evaluation) of the mediating effect of childhood trauma on core self-evaluation through
posttraumatic growth. Conclusion: Childhood trauma may lower college students’ core self-evalua-
tion, and difficulty in achieving posttraumatic growth appears to be an important psychological mech-
anism; social responsibility amplifies the association between posttraumatic growth and core self-
evaluation, enhancing its positive effect for those who achieve growth while aggravating the decline
in core self-evaluation for those who do not.
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1. 5]

%0 B IVEN 2 s B (IR LA5, 2017) #RACB4e (MR a7, i, 2018). HRb v 55 R A (0] 37
ff, TN, 2016)%5— RHIAE S IE N v 1) B BTN [N 2 . AR OV T 2 R IR E K 2R AR %0 B3RO
W SR AR (IR, 2019). RIE, $RITKZEEZO BIRIEN 20 B m A DO TP AME QBERE, HAH
GEfR T A AL 2 0E S ) R ISR e TR RN X — ), S R A L B F PR B AT
MK, CAMFFRE, JLE IO AT GE A SR S R —— 15 B2« XA 8 Ry B 5K BE Th B O R 5 R &2 )
50 HBRIEN 22 SO (TR85E, 2025). 281, B NBFA K2 RETZ.O0 BRIP4 R A&,
%o )L 2 B 453X — B B AR AT B A R (a5, 2023) . [EIE, )L EE 36145 (4 5 0 A 0 2 Bl AR R K T
VIR, AT BRI S 2 KM B 7R B BN R B I O A — D B XA R AR R RO
HE T H R R BB AR . v IS L W0 05 a0 T 5 %0 B FRVP A DL B 2 I 1E AT B A AR TR R
A, ARERFEINGM G RKAE N R A B A TR R AT AR R, AN R AR 1%
LAY B BE IR 1% 00 B FRVFAN T A A2 1 BV A, A s A O B R 0 10 S TR 5 R VB A N
AL SR .

o0 BRI IR S AR, MR EME S IR R Bl p g b . e AMEN B S i
SO EREAEE RN, AR, — B E AR 05 45 VU R RR R R K (Judge & Bono, 2001).
MAMELE 18 % T 2 R AN AR ERSEA R & ——/1 JLE B4 (Wekerle et al., 2014), X—
AR Z B RGO . MKW MAE, LEAL FEFEN LTI R T BR 51t
N LE TAERERL (Bowlby, 1982), JLEEHAGI R MEMATE i “IRAVERBEZ 7 “IREANE” 1H
RN TE TAERERL, MM A%, s “ LIRE A M SUEA TR Mozl am, Hix—B Rk 6
FaE . AIAESE BB, RS NMA H S B H RO . WAL F I B IS, G PR E S SR A A
B = AR RS IR, AR DL I g 2 5] 5 B R 0 B SR DI E O, 0 B IR

ik

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.1610468 52 NWSLit==gsid o]


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.1610468
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Ko

REJEK ¥ & & (Bandura & Walters, 1977) . [FJIS, S RE D) RE 5% 1 Jr ) 38 0 A 22 4 15 ISP B 45 82 I el 155 28 3 75
R, AR 5 RIH @& Wi . mik, JLEOMGS M B &2 8. st BRI
5T s (G REE TH), RAaEEmizo B®Rmih. oA RRMN, HBERS. HR2
P55 % A A0 850 R S 2 67 1 TR 2 A A O L BV (5K 4T K55, 2022), Enﬁ%mh%F£P$
Wl F BRAEN KRR O A 24 4%, 2023). HigUk, ABFFCHE B HL: JLEHAAIG 6 TN K 22 6 4%
O HEFE

B J5 KSR AT S5 B Bt G i i o Ak 56 380 () AR o0 AR £ (Tedeschi & Calhoun, 1996), ik Ak
AR N S22 1) 3 3 44 B RO 6 Ak (Tedeschi & Calhoun, 2004). $RT, JLE B16045 & 4 TA 51 515
JEAE T M AR SR IB B, SZAIANMARBR Z SRR SOEIREE, M DL 5E R N 4 18] 3l e A A R AL,
PRI SEAESRAS QN5 5 e . AR IR T RSP AREAUESE, L G40 122 6 m) Tl 6 45 5 A (Quaan et
al., 2022) T4 MARDSKILE E K, o0 B RIFM AR 25T, AMERZE S fF K, 2
it 3 B B AR R, 254k (Tedeschi & Calhoun, 1996), EIAMALE 56105514 Ja Bt B O sk A {5 Ol
X AR RIPRER (K H 1%, 2013), X —AR4bSER FAa1a T A FRAERE A AR IR, 040 )5 B On 21 5
AMAT B RO 23 T AR TR, AT (i3 F B4 F+(Taku & McDiarmid, 2015). RS B &1
N0 B IRIFA A0 7 (Judge & Bono, 2001),  BE b G145 5 B A BOIE B AE BE A %0 B BOEA 3R T
2 A5 I R 32 B R X — S AR R . BD, LB GG AN B R A% O BRI, B8
IO )5 B ISR, TR RS B R RR RS B BB S, IR O B IR R, dE i,
AR ARG H2: B4 5 A AE )L A 5 %0 B BT 2 R h A E

B 5 AT O BIRIPN FRE A AEE MR ZE 57, A TR R I — KRR HEA R, et
FERERAMARNORIIA 2 TR SR T3 B A — RO R e EI’J Lo HE R (Berkowitz & Lutterman, 1968).
O J5 AR B RO RE (R A% O FRVPAR s T AL 2 AT B T ek — b i b X — R b E . BRI S, &
2 THURBRAMATER P18 fE B G, M T RIH BN . BIEARS 55554 247 A (Liu et al., 2021; Xu
etal., 2024; ZFRIG5, 2024); fEX—d Rt MEBESRASRE 1R S BISEIL, RASBA BRITE O
5 ABMER(S 2%, 2018; 5KAI%E, 2022), A% E B ks DA OB E 1% O L B . AL
Z R AR S TR AR ER AR A AR IS M IR TE, G0 5 R A% O E TR PPN AR 21 P ARG A5
Ik,ﬁzkﬁmm¥ﬁ%,@ﬁF&&W&&@&WW%E@%%@ﬁOﬁk,ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ&H&
Fh22 BT AE ) 15 B4 5 B A O B VPR 520
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Figure 1. Theoretical model
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2. iR GE
2.1, ¥k

K 77 (S BURE B 7 v B PR AN DY 1 R b G K2k, Bl e) 35 941 4. BB RN OREESS . 1F
IR . B R ELIEAS) Bk AR B I H) 2 182 1y, 15EIA R 759 1y (& 578 N, Fi4E 181 N),
PR 17~24 %, “FIFR 1952 +1.23 %, [HICH 2% 80.66%.

22. fARIR

2.2.1. )LEHSGEE

A OB EAE 4, 2005) B0 IHEIT . B4 28 NEH, KM Likert 5 sSitrik, 1 AF “IRAK
&7 V5 MR “RBERET . RIEBH R, BoEEaR ) LB Z, AW Cronbach’s a
5 0.80, KHIZEAEA BIFHMSEE.
222 BLBERTFNER

(L2, 2012)/2 1T A ik CSES, &R A+ 10 NMEH, KM Likerts &it4r, 1%F: “IR
ARG SR “BEMET o RIAEHE Ry, 1502 20 A% B RPN KRS . A
W55 H I Cronbach’s o 4y 0.90, FHliZEEBAH RIGHEE.
223, SMFERRKER

FH 9% [E .00 B 2% 5K (Tedeschi & Calhoun, 1996)gwil, L& HAYEE, H 20 MEH, 1Z%&EFRKH Likert6
BRI, 1R “ A XA | 6 /0FR CXFMIAARR L7, E TR G0 R K .
AHFFE ) Cronbach’s a v 0.96, FHZER LA BIFH(EE.
224, HERERESR

G R44s, 2007) 4, 3530 NEH, KA Likert5 fiitsrid, 1/8E “IRARKE” . 5% “%4
a7 . RS A ATy, BomEmE RS TGRSR . A#F 5 Cronbach’s o 4 0.83, FHi%
BRAA RIFMEE,
2.3. iENEFSHBEIES R

KHG— 8 SERN, W5 AUR S5 DAL S R, FEIR K25 15 404 5B aT R gk
PR E . B R E N A5 B AR A, RS S R, B R A SPSS 26.0 & PROCESS ZF2 7 Ab
. DL PROCESS Model 4 56 6145 J& K A 208, BL Model 14 A 56 18 5 il sp /A2
3. &R
3.1. XREFEREKE

KM Harman AR RS0 FTA BT IR RYE R R b, RO 22 DMBRIFRAEERT 1, 58—
DR 7 PITARE IK A2 S By 25.27%,  /INTHRitE 40%, Ut I ASAIT S8 ANA7 AL B 2 1) 3 7 77 V0 22
3.2. iR GIT SHEX S

FIREG T S AOC T WAL 1o LRI A O A BT . e SRR, G055 K 3 UG
ot BRI S TUER. Q)5 KR35 B G A S TUE RS QI 5 B 2 35 IEA G .
33. BRERE

A geit 4t B B R B v BEFAE A AT, SRMTRR e rh 4R IE %3 N, Bootstrap thAE15 24 71
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2l 8, FoG HE IE A S8 B 20 IR bk, AT 7046 B 100 ) 2% B0t AT btk Ak AL P2, SR FH Process
AL 4, DL Bootstrap Ak IR MER . G5 R E A0 BRI TR B LE A . AR
RO E R, BT R, L6045 2 2 A e I 6145 /5 K (a = —0.237, t = 6.728, p < 0.001),
B45 5 B 3 1E [ A O 1 R IEM (b = 0.497, t= 17.306, p < 0.001). T/ AGRi 45 5 W% 2, BBNAE
H-0.424, 95%T B 15 [X [A][-0.488, —0.359], A& 0. [A[42448{H #-0.118, 95%I1) & (5 X [A][-0.159,
—0.081], A% 0, HARBIEE . HIAERN 5 SR8 27.83%, B JLZE G G56 %0 B BT B RN A
27.83%; 2 il 1 43 5 KRR .

Table 1. Means, standard deviations, and correlations among study variables (n = 759)

=1 STENNE. REZMBEXMN =759)

M SD 1 2 3 4
JLE G 1.637 0.263 1
o0 HIRE 3.576 0.725 —0.424 1
Fan g e 4,032 0.350 -0.383" 0.412" 1
B JE 4523 0.790 -0.237™" 0.569™" 0.523™" 1
¥E: "p<0.05; "p<0.01; "p<0.001,

Table 2. The mediating effect of posttraumatic growth
= 2. AMAERKEFNMER

AR RO RNIAE 95% ClI
SRR -0.424 [-0.488, —0.359]
B fE BHEHMN -0.306 [-0.362, —0.250]
ETEE23 92 -0.118 [-0.159, —0.081]

*kk

FE: p<0.05: “p<0.01; “"p<0.001.

34. HLTERMNFETH YLK

SKFH Process /K57 14, DL Bootstrap 2R 566 /E H HEAT AR, 45 3 fan, 24 LE 6]
P R G  J5 AR D9 T AR &, %0 B IRPE R D &l AR &, LB A0 45 7 e SO AZ 0 B RGP (B =
—0.306, t = —10.657, p < 0.001), 4% 5 Bl IE A TR0 A% O B FRIFATN(B = 0.497, t = 17.306, p < 0.001). 44k
STHER, B JE KA 2 TR S 00 J5 K B A BT E R TN AR &, ol B EIPINE RS AR &,

B4 i B B3 1E 1A TR AZ O B A (B = 0.527, t = 17.267, p < 0.001), #:£x TRAFIEXT 1% 00 H I T3
WYERAS B35 (B =-0.043,t = -1.382), GIf/E Rk x Hhoe TR 2 1E m Tl % O B PP (B = 0.071, t
=3.550, p < 0.001).

i Bootstrap ¥ 7515 FE 115 95% B A5 X (AN 123 THAT B A T UM TR 3G . SRR, a9t
AR T A0 )5 A I R A RS 0 AR 22 BT R R 4 JLﬁ;ﬁﬂﬁMﬁLﬁﬁM’f}éﬁE&ﬁﬂﬁ1%1)
H I 1A 3508 9—0.108, SE =0.019, 95% CI [-0.148, —0.072]; X T &4t & BRI K 2g4, 18]
RN N—-0.125, SE=0.021, 95% CI[-0.168,—0.087]; Xt T @tk & ot/ REI KA, 43408 ~-0.142,
SE =0.024, 95% CI[-0.191,-0.099], A5+ /4545 4-0.017, SE=0.007, 95% CI [-0.033, -0.006],
A0, RS TEREZ R T 81405 KM A EH.
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Table 3. Moderated mediation: social responsibility as a moderator

F 3. ARETHPAYNEKEE: ASREERETHEER

e s TR A & R2 F B t
JLEICI -0.306 -10.657"**
ot B BN 0.412 265.289
B4 5 it 0.497 17.306™
45 5 it 0.527 17.267*
0 H AN TR 0.426 140.040 -0.043 -1.382
B G St x 42T 0.071 3.550"

VE: "p<0.05; “p<0.01; *p<0.001.

B, AIEMTHL R IR 2 SRR, TR R R . SRR, KT A T A
TS, B0 5 R 38 1 ) 0 K 2% 26 1 A% 0 B F-PEAR (simple slope = 0.598, t = 16.116, p < 0.001), X}
?Wixﬂiﬁﬁ/\ﬁsm%, B fa B 3 1E 1) TR 22 AR A% 0 B FR VA (simple slope = 0.456, t =
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Figure 2. Social responsibility moderates the relationship between posttraumatic growth and core self-evaluation

B 2. # AR EREB G E R RL ARITN X R
4. g

AT 5 LA 2 A A R AT A (R AR, S 8 ) B O A A% O 1 FR VT 0 S0 B A FE L
Wl GEERIL, LEIIAIG B S AL IR IE, B0 E R A R A R AMER, d T

T BT 5 K S0 B AP IR R . BEALARA BT IS BI04 D, BN OB BHIR S 2R Al 1 B 3
I E RN EBCR, RO B A A 1R AEER MR .

4.1 LBt GIAFEERLBRITNHIXER

AHEFEOR DL, JLEE I 2 G R s A A O E 3PP, B RS 1. X R SRR
B JLEMIEI0 5% 0 B HEY 10 G S CAE A FIREA RS 2 50IE(Pan et al., 2024), #%:0 HIEIFTIE
R BT AE ) L RE A 5 IR RLE s A5 T, 2 — 20 S8 — 38 SRR AR M (1P e 25, 2021)  ELASHAE
B, AWFFREA RS A, LE IR 510 B PP 0 R B A BE AR E S ?%?ﬁ'ﬁ%ﬁﬁ
ERIE T B BN RN IF AR BB B AR, TR AR KA B B B BRI [R] HE R A S B 4 8 A 4 AR Y 5
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REAE, R E RS2 00 B HIN KA, ATREA B TR T 0 B RVP O . G2t S A 2 id

I 7
4.2. Bl RRERICE PR

AW F R I fE R TE )L E B0 5 %0 B BT 2 A 2 R AER, B0 TR 2. JLERIA)
A% 8.3 A7 ) T G045 )5 R, S EEA T —E(Quan etal., 2022). G52 KA T\ 515 B AE 17 iR
FIR B, AMAHE LLSE Rl R 8l A B 6k, B B 32 B (Chen et al., 2023; Tedeschi & Calhoun, 2004). Ji
K2 BHIUEE— 25 B g% 0 B FRIEAR . HHLBIZE T, G045 5 A T REL R “ s B A RAL” , B HE
CUEA /. EAER KSR Pk (Tedeschi & Calhoun, 1996), A b2 FH IR ALK MIHE T FIRY, B4%
JE BT R FE T, IR AT REA R T B BB R 5927 (Taku & McDiarmid, 2015; J4 %45, 2019). H
P ES BB FEAZ O HBIFM I E Z sy, & T B AT Rk B IR 28 (Judge, 1997). &
Z A0 )5 R SZ AR T T T X SR B R IE, RS T R0 BRI . XN, AL E A SRR
AT IR D TRERGEME, 38 N A J1 i A4 )5 it

4.3. HSRIERBTER

AHFFERE— LRI, A2 TR R B3 Ja AR 0 B PP s, BIAE & DR, G
Je AR A% 0 B BV R IE [ IO, GG TR 30 HENLEI T RELE T, AR SULECN “ Al a ik~
Bl HIVFAT 7 X — BRI T — SRAMEEIE Ak & SO RS R TR RO AR SR T SO B
FE R 55 S om At AT, JE IR AR R S A AT, AT S AL G405 Ja R % B PP e 2t 1
(Maetal., 2025; #%, sk, 2017). {HIERAES SRR AR Q0 G A 5% 0 B JIP 18] 1955k
A%, MAFEERTHZ O BRI, Xl ERERA XA X R SEIL eI e K R, B
o AL 2 DA IR A B RS Rk — 22 TROK s TR €05 5 A SZ BRI R A, Al AME R i KA e AL
BiZ, e tuEEom, B IR EME DRI IIA R % 2 BRI, 55 A& TR N S (et gl
PiJE R IER s s, R4, 35 IR S TUEM B RKIE R, WATREEEH & .

4.4, ARBEULERRE

RIEAT LR, NRIPRZEAEZ L BRI SR EN R, ST &R () MmN
N7 L2 IR H TR AL, ek QI AT R BRI RN A S R B, ST B4 Ja K
Ko (Z) B THERE T S0 A KRB A &, i SRS A SRS SR AL AT N R ALK
Ko B EMME RTINS R ARAAMA, SV KRR, 8 % ORI A2 TR TR
HERIFOEE . (=) ERE St E, &AM EES, 8 LEART IR, MNELFRFRE
maltR AR () BN, B4 T # bR A, Sl e AR AL 2 TR
S AN F 5 OB 5T .

KB FAFAE—LEJRIR, 75 A UG BT S o Ch skt %, RABMTI s, R pin AL &
MR 2R, ME CLHEAT A% (R LR AE W, ARV R B B vk Bt — P IRIER . Hik, R T (EHL
B, REAME LB A, HIRVE G IR, 4504 R, BJn, REBAQIEE . Kt 2 A5
AR o

5. &ig
(1) LB IO 552 0w T K SR 0 [ JRVFMY s (2) G4 )5 K AE )L B 0I5 S5k E b 1 3
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