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Abstract

In this study, a questionnaire was used to test 618 college students to explore the relationship be-
tween self-concept clarity and social anxiety and the mediating role of intolerable uncertainty and
rumination. The results showed that there was a significant negative correlation between self-concept
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clarity and social anxiety, intolerance of uncertainty and rumination. Intolerable uncertainty and re-
gurgitative thinking mediated the relationship between self-concept clarity and social anxiety, respec-
tively, and the chain mediating effect of intolerable uncertainty and rumination was significant. The
results suggest that self-concept clarity can indirectly predict college students’ social anxiety through
the mediating role of intolerance of uncertainty and rumination, and the mediating effect of inabil-
ity to tolerate uncertainty and rumination, respectively.
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1. 5|8

FEAZ£E HE (social anxiety) FEAH T € NS #1238 H8)) e B FRAR DU I FE H AR M 2R, BURVRRIE AL B
bt A FREE I 7 AR A TR v 2 ARG S 2 BN Bl AT SR I R R I 1] B 4k 2 254 1)
PORAIE, AH I FC R 1% OB ) ) AR 2 LR S KA A 2], BARBIR S AR, AT SN E
IR 11.5%~25 5% MAER AT G 1A FE IR B 2 Wibn ik (3], T B A 35 4 A8 AR R IE I M FE SRR AR
5 IR 27.2%~42.0% [4]. T, KRB E RS O VTsem K F AT EE I RBIHFRE R, RAR
AR Eh AR R RAEH RIS, T e OB B2 A S T i SR s i o 2 (BB S 4%

AR+ 28 A R A HIBEEY ,  F 0 38 R VA A 1 P 25 e S 15 B g YA R W [ LA, AR
P M NS BRI R T A R R R AR K SR I AZ Lol BRI [5]. BART F, 4 MR REA S [E b )t i B
BRAE, BUA T 4128 BA) R AR B AT KA AR, A A FE R A R 2 B ) OE
GBS HERMAIMNE, NBE R, B IRMESIEW AR NI A B BN FIAR E It A% O vF
fhgERE, AR S5 #E58 fEB/K AR AR W38 U G, IXMARIMR AR5 2 6 7R 1 B3R TR E R
FERETE B ) B E 6]

H TR S5 W 14 (self-concept clarity, SCC)FE-/MAXT H FoAF & 0 BB I AN 4% 52— B0k (7] B3R
TR TP A L R TR AR SRR IBR 45 (1) T 6 LUARS RSB I I AR =1 37.6% (p < 0.01). FH/DERH A,
HHZEEREEE N K(=-042), NEFPHZEGT IR BT [6]. ARV, BRME
T WP R S A A AR RSP B A G, X AT AR IR T B B KNSR R 1 ) N BT PPAN R R [8]
Pk, AWFFARBEHL):  E TSI W 5 0% 235 Hb A7 im) 00K 22 A A A AR R

ET SRR, BEAENYRA R E MEERREN SIS, FEEBRBS R
J&[9]o BESEAMATE N R EAL i R i 2 IUACE N FIRRIE : BT A2 B 5 ) A R, SO SRSk
PER I B3 IO 528 . JF BRI, AN B RSB M B BRAIS, W) JGIE B 52 AN i SRR R Bk sy
39 R T AN o 1 P A7 28 R RS Z T Y A [10]

ToiE 52 A % 1 (Intolerance of uncertainty, TU) A& M AN 1 PG BN Rk 22, I A HE DL 2
ASRATREM:, JEimnt MARAT RIEHIR D A E[ 1] [12]. AHSCHFFERI, Toik B 52 ANHf e i i in ) 6
TR PPAR R ] 36EAT g i 385 S+ A8 BB REEIR 1310 AN T IZ AR B FRAG AR O R R [14], Toik B2 A
7€ VEAR B35 UM AL S AR R A R [15] AW FUAR MR BL(H2): Toik B 32 AN € TEAE H ISl M Itk 5 K524
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Fh A

AR BAG R AEH . ik, AR H2): Toi S A PEAE B FOME T W RO 2 A A8
LRz R P .

S 4 J8 4 (Rumination) Fi/> A i 558 1k B FROBCE R gl sitiR T M S 28 18 A R x5 K[ 151,
ARSI A 2 G SR 1610 AHRITT R, S EAEE I N R B SR Be Al kB AL 525 1 551k
(K] B FMEIEMTE[17], X — ORI EEE T AN B ER PR [18]. fEtk, AU E#H3): &
2 YRR H BT I AR A AR S AR RS Z TRl B R AR

HREENR, TELEZAMENS R4 BYERE EHXK[19]. RIGHAZEBINRIT AR, (KEK

AT AN AR TR SN RBERY SRR AR AE R B AT ON(20], S AE BRI SR b A AN s 1, AT
KA BYEEE NA BN, INRIERRE I 4E . WEFURET, ik B A2 AN s TRl O UMM S 50
FAEAL IR A RRE T s 2 A L EE S R 0 i B BOR AR PSR X R, A PRI G R
THt A B R AR [21] [22]. FET UL, AHFTUR(HA): Toik B S ANHIE VEA S 4 B AEAE B M &
BT P AT R 2 A e S R RS RS B BE A AR

LREPTE, BT AR BRI N FIAT T, AW U SR AR R R B RO [ T AL (1
SEMANLE], R I AT fR P8 ke S L B AR

2. fARGE
2.1. W&

SR B B 79, BN 5 HE A i AR B i DY N R AR AR AFE AR« JE ISR 2R 45 618 1,
MRRRIEE . EEALFLRNEE, ARG RN 618 41, ABIEEN 95.08%. WFFXF R I1-F14H
82076 £ 1.01 &, HH B4 212 4, 406 4, K—2%4 99 44, K %4 159 4, K=244 220
%, KI5 140 4

22. fiIRIE

2.2.1. fiﬁﬁlﬁiﬁ(lnteraction Anxiousness Scale, IAS)

AHFFERH Leary JFRMIZAEAEIERERJAS) (23], EREZA T BIAA MBI E[24], £ ER
SRR IR T REFIERUE . EFKH Likert 5 U (1= AR 5= BEMS), 15 M4k H
I WAL AL AR SRR L (P B AR A ) . TR 7T P 3R Cronbach o REUE 091, WH—EE R4

2.2.2. B 25EME E 3R (Self-Concept Clarity Scale, SCCC)

AR Campbell 1) EH M TE WL E L8], S HMBINERIEIT[25]. ERAE 12 4
% H, KH Likert 5 ZiF5r(1 = EFATFE R 5= EE/REG), Hob o MNFHTERIAITI AR, 2085
SBRANA [ TR I M KT R . R 252 [20 I8 SEUE R R0 T i R A E U BN R4
IR SN ERRE . A7 &R Cronbach’s a RN 0.78, W& T B n] FEHEIE R 7T ER .

2.2.3. EFEBZIHEEEIR (ntolerance of Uncertainty Scale-12, TUS-12)

AT Carleton S5 A I Toik H 2 A E B R R RAU-12) [27], %ERE RFTIRHT T 7L
SR EAIZ T [28]. R H 12 N EMEG, KA Likert 5 vF (1= ERARFE), WL HA Bz
BICN AN RO 17 R 1 L RE T, 4970 e s AN o8 1 2 A FE I
2.2.4. K& B4 N E5R(Ruminative Responses Scale, RRS)

KRS A% % CIEIT 1 B Nolen-Hoeksema 55 A\ g il 1Y i 2 JEL4E Jso . 8 2 SRl = o i ) 4 JE 4
BROY TIERRS . REERBAREBEX AR, B3k 22 MEH . FE R MEN R EZTH
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WA 29]. BEEFKH 1 (WAE 4 (B 4 SH1iH0y, BoMEmEr ks B4R . AR
F1, Z%E M Cronbach’s o &N 0.93,
2.3. Gt AE

K H SPSS 27.0 ST FHR AT IR MG vF . AHRAN A 587K F Hayes & #J SPSS ##if4: PROCESS 4.1
Kot A AR AT A B8 [30]
24, EERGERE

KM Harman FPAIFEAR IR ik M2 TR . 48R 8, RRERAT 1 MAIEH FHRECH
174, Hp S — D AETRIMREZRN 17.87%, LZ KT 40%MFIWbRdE, Bt IE R J7 720 2250 A0 FEA
(R AONIL- AP

3. 5%
3.1. ETEZ EER ST REX S

TR T A DB R A EAE A B RS S H Al A R R I G A SCER, R
TFIT AR SN R AT BE S o A AN E VE AR U S & B Yk At A£G . TR B R A ETE S X
L BEAAAEROR IR G, RIS B SEIHET 2 51 R R AR, T P 2 SO R 5 A S R R T AR
WERER, SCRPAFIEE R “AWENE - 4 - BE” BIEBUR ML, FEAILE 1.

Table 1. The results of descriptive statistics and correlation analysis among variables (n = 618)

F 1. ARSI ERFEEBRIEX (0 = 618)

e M=+SD HERMESEWY: R A E M R4 Y AT FE R
I R T WA 3.08 +0.66 1
TERZAHEE  3.08+£0.75 —0.42" 1
R4 B4 2.43+0.56 -0.51" 0.64™" 1
ARG 3.41+0.74 -0.30™ 0.48" 0.49™ 1

HE: Tp<0.01.

3.2. PR

{8 H Hayes %5 1) SPSS #if PROCESS 4.1 X 78 f 5 (1 B = /e B AL BEAT 70 7 o AE42 ] 1 18501
SER R, 8 Model 6 X 0y 2052 AN MR 2 AR R A E TR S, S5 R fE 1.

§%xx
TEREAFEY P k&84

- 41

Em@m ...................................................................................

Figure 1. Chain mediation model

B 1. g

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2025.144308 445 FESRERTH


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2025.144308

Fh A

M3 2 TR, SRR b 2 RE A8 I 25 b 0 ) I JCVE B S AN E ME AN e 4 RB 4, TEiE B2 AN E
P BE % 525 1 ) B0 S < S8 4k, HLJCVR B 32 AN E VA B 2 B 4R 3 RE 8 2 25 b I ) B A S F .
TRt R A RS ) R, TR AES 2L Bootstrap 4 A B EAT RS, JEId 5000 IREE
FFERE TR AT . A TR S EAR IS T30, TP T E R R (0 A T SRS RE NS A AT
AR 7200 T A OSLAN THE M, R E T 95% B AF X [A)VE 8k G 38— RAT IR IR AE . WF UL ™ 4% 0%
Lo R 22060 TR SS9 ARV R, AR T SETHHET AR 22

Table 2. Bootstrap test for chained models
= 2. #VRER) Bootstrap #4535

95% & 15 [X [A]

eI 1z S R
H TS W — vk R A e A s R E —0.105 —0.152 —0.062
HA R E M S5 B — 2 LY — AT R R —0.089 —-0.127 —0.055
H RSB M — vk B A e M~ A B Y~ s R R —0.067 —-0.092 —0.044

BEHMN H BRSSP — A R R —0.051 —-0.127 0.025

NFE 2 FTRAT e (1) P TR &7 Mtk — JE 7 2 S AN e — L2 B AR 1 45 X 1) 9 [-0.152, -0.062],
FWIZH A B GE T B M FLSOR T e X TRV AN A 5 ) 1 TR s P P, o B AR
ot B P25 2 R A A B e, A AT /N P e Bl Ik — 45 LS 7 BB e 2k
AW, ST B A 1 TR 2 T A D S B M I FE R R AR 2B . (2) B TR v
— R Y~ AT I B A X ) R[-0.127, -0.055], FHIZ AR 7EGe i) b 38 BRI T I f. X
(AN 5 S D 1 SRR A T M K ST, R A e Ok /> 52 24 B A 1 391558 B PSR MR AL R0 B, X — 2K
R /N 25 T o LS AT O 1 T e 0 e L 0 L PR AR R T B AL,
P 2 ST RE R P BRI E AR R . (3) A TRME B — TC R 22 AN A2 1 — 2 J 4~
2 HE PRI 15 X 1] 9[-0.092, —0.044], Fe B 7 FA Gt B B vk AN 7 Ty e (X IRD AR 5 B B 1
SO T P A PRGBS S P L RE AR A 2 2 KB £ T AR,
e 5 B AT AT B K R RN (X — G5 R T RS TE AR BRI B R 1 2 2GS L
SCRE TG 1SRRI 1 95 AN 5 P 5 5 S 0 AT B R AR R I IR
4. Wig

B, HIRMEAIEM R A A R A B R E R, X — BRI BUAE T8 1 (T,
RGBS RRIR N [31]. BUATT S, ARSI B 3 B FLAGSE 10 (1 FA ik 2RI, LR
e 2 LR ) 1 BRI I/ 34 A R B FE v, SRR RS e B9 1 1 TR S R 1 %
WREE S| R HAERR R SE[6]. TRl E TR IO A e S, AR A KA AE A8 T s it 7 R
LB, AE R AP AT AL R R TR, RS EE TR 11 1 3R S AR UEHEAT ST, 1T AR R A I
TE S 25 R MR B B TEGE Tt — 254835, BEFE RS0 1 3R B B TR T R L FE B
G AT 3 e A R S ML) A U R R R AR S, AT 7 AR B 1 55 R R 4 1 7 A S

5, TIEBR AR E VLR [ RN 5 A A B I TP AR, B TR 2
(OFRE AR, FERRISE T A B T8 26 T I RVR 28 B 7E 1 30 5 45 5 175 4 a0 ) S A2 O 0 A4 [32] 244N
FLA I 1 1 TR A S P 7 A 8 K A S R L4 5 — S 1], IR S 1 1 R HNE S 7
AMRTE RO AL R I, RS 0SS TR R ] S 4 S 5 B IR 22[0], A AR R VS 7 AL 22 T
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S HEAL RS R [33] 0 T AN IR 55 RE AT ISR T AN DU 5 17 0] AR R0 15 5 O R BH P, o T B 1 R el 0
BEAROGS ANf S PR O HE 7 5 R R, (R MACRHE B BTN “ T RESRIG” IO TBLRE R 0 A S HL B IR R S
5, TN FNE A 5T R I Zh &30 B D AR R SG,  iRe 28 SEEUAE S AR REAC BTR . 12Kk
BUAAHIE NAL A B 7R 1 M 1 Sk 52 £5 28 i EL ARG O BEAL AR, s i DR R 5 ANl o 1k
BT gt 1B K .

H=, AWTFUES & BYAEAE H M S TEMWE S R E 2 A R s b M, SR 1R 3 /Y
JRAL, RIS AN SEAIE TR T 40 e T 44 B S RUAS B AORZ Do W o BT 5 B OB T b P 85 e PO A A
gl R R AR A IR, A RBEW S S B IRRAE AL B [33], XA R A Al 1142
THIXTAEAE R g0, S RS Sy B i e TR AN R, AR B RAIME M RA T E .
FABC, A PRI AZ B IR T S B0 A BME S BRI, 2 5 B RS TR RS UG IEA R A RIHEZL,
RAEAEAMAAE A SE B 50 5 35 B2 BN AT R FE AR T 5 1% 2 () o S i kK8 AN 2 TR Ox T 2%
RNEFIEEE, HE 0k B IOCHE - R8sl - B IRMSENE" HBIERIE, R4 B4R
HEFFAE AR RN 51 B . WA RAE R 1 H IS TR s 4% e 4 AR i R I S L]
i N TRBE T PR R S 4L R AR E B IR R AR AL SRR .

SV, AHT TR I 58 4 BE A o B AR (B S TR — eIk B A E 1 —~ e 4 Y~ AR E)
R AL ERE R R R TR LR B AR S AR, W AMR AR AR R L LR IR L — R R AR
Mg R, RN ZZHE T BMmi R RM . BRI S, B IMESBRI AR k=
FsE B RS IHELL, L T 0AR SS E BE I ¥ SEAE T PPAl 2 T B 25 —— ik e B 45 2 AT rp Ak
FETE[11], IXRRSANE EPE IR B B BEE T« BUMBOR " AR BE)E, B 4 B et —b K
TXRP A i 22 [ A 9 R SEVE R R 4RG3 E . MR RE VR IE I AT Sh IR IE BB IE AT AR R A, A I B MH g
AT R P AR, AL, RAFEEEHEL N BRI %88 R T IARAT R
R 2\ BN, IR IRR T IR R RN R RN R R R, TR “ el - L
AL SHES, EEAMARIAE S SR . BTN RAT VB S oo R B Sl A\
PR KA B BB RSN E T R B el AR E BB RARRT B BB Emmie, &
SARE R L B RS R, ARTIE A E R BB REIIZR, BRI AR A B S PPAG BT s B
JERE N B2 BRI SR, Gl B IETONRIE AT B I & 1) B RAERF IS, TR “ BIREE - S
WAL - BRI B = ZN R AL, SEBLAEAZ AR R8O F AR ARAR 1T Tl

5. &g

AHIF FEAF S M I WV K2 A A AR R B A B IE R, R HEOR T R A AR
TEERAFHIERNG . BRI, PN 77 B 14 B v 368 Jok B AR AN AR 1) 02 2 S AN s ek /> £
FEINE, RGBS 2 AR P W A pE s Ak A, B IR A At — R Y s U
IR AR . X PpEE QR AR ER B, VR0 B A R B R I D AT BURIE " s E—
— B HI 55 A AR BRI 4 52 e 2R B BB BN [ 117, SCPR ) A7 1t AR (0o 3R IR B [34], ATTEE N RIS (o ik 2
SEANH B M) S A RN T 2 e AR TR AR B R . BF S48 FAIE B T 458 A R A AR 2 (1 R
PEMRREMESS, TEONTTRS BRI T RGOS SRR BE T IE S 3 T H MRS W M R A e i, ]
BTN DP AL i 2 B 4 S 2 ) B vk 2 B BT TSR
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