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1 FEREH

11 BEREEFIIRER

T 30 45k, B HIRMGHOR B AN DCEN R, XAGEN T & D ERATE R, W
S T AT EE . S, BERIFRTX RS RS s, RSB AT
AT TG, (RS R 2l A AR, R (idol ) J2 A 1H edos (5] . edokov [ EIfE ) |
Aatpeieu [ 545, BEAL. S5 ) XOULAMREAR R . SR (adorer) FERL TR B B RUR TR E WS
UL, 5. TR, Bl Bz, EERISATR AL | o Erikson KBRS N E DA

BNVES: BIRAR, BEITEARZINESREE, TENBINEERE, SVFRESERE. WHRFHR,

YESIAH: B, SRR, TEE, F YPEBESFERESBRPEIR. IM=BRIXAARK[J]. PEINEFENS, 2021, 3(11):
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HIRAIRELAGRTE P, S AR MRS o PRARRIE A S S Ee BAR . AR AT
KRR X FE AT AR o IR ER TR & SURAE T A8b, RBAE X2 AP i) —Fil
FREINIR] . B RN ZJRE MR BRME I LR AR AT ORI N BRI A R AR
1999 AF4ZH 1 . R SFERTT DR Bt TR, FE RN OIIA R R BT, FLX s Rt
GINVASFERRES, A PRt a2 I FRA

FEffBEAMAR SR FEAT 0 b, EBRER EEA AR, — AR IR FE IO — B A, |
McCutcheon 58 A& IF40 0 = AN IRAR—H SRR ETE, EERAIUK P IBARIT N R, Eik—
NI EARERETE, XM RRI RN . T HIRGE AT NG—WREKE, RIHL 5
IFEMER, FRASREMEA TR O o 1% O R B R SRS . ) — B R e AR 4
AR AU GERFE MR R SRR VR — R A A (s Ak s AR R M A ], R
SFEFARAAT MR B VEAN NSRBI B RE T o TR 2 DR i B MR TR . TR AR XS
PIAMEMR SR FER AT T XL, e 1o

F 1 E—AREEREGRES AR AR BGRFNFHEXLL

Table 1 A comparison of characteristics of absorption-addition idolatry and identification-emulation

idolatry
G SEFER I Maltby & McCutcheon AT Yue & Cheung FAEE (AR . SRETHRELRY)
i UL — R RS TR KRG R ER S
VI NICFE MR 5 52FF ( glamour—based RIS Ak J1 A IEREAI 1542 FE ( charisma—based
FEm adoration ) : BLFEXHHRAAEE . S0 . W& . admiration) : AFEXFERAME . ABE. DA
BRI TG A 7 TR S
A ST TSI, BURERY RIEM, TEWH
ST Z AW R WATIRT . IR RFUIE . 2R AY . B TR ER BAL
o ISR BUAK S
it Bt AP B RMEAE Bl AL F PO A AMEEFIFRA AR H]
45 SRR BRI SR A% O A FIFA
i (HNSERFE) (Celebrity Attitudes Scale ) (R 5FERE ) (1dol Worship Questionnaire )

TGN I — BB R S RN — B0 R R PIAR BT 53
12 BEREFEXNERMEERIVFIN

FI BB (self—efficacy ) F8MAXT A CR A BE RN GIA RS NAT S . LB AR S
& A XA AR AR R A R R e R 0P B REUE £, A2
W A BRI AR, SRS F RO, O TR N A2 ACRERERR I SE A, A HEX AR
TR 1) T A5 ARG h =2 A X BRAER DB SR A BEAE B 3, 47 ARSI L r BRI
i, RSP EECH B A RAIPH o X ULIMBRSEFEAE BIAS B A S SR R A A RV I
RSZFFRENS RS 10 A BB AR, MERSETFEIE AR RENS 28 T~ A A 3%
BARE ' o BEMERO R STEE RIS BT AR A 5 T SR AR B R B A AR
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sb e |12
He/gx o

BRINAER AFOE, BRI AEC, B ER SR — 2 KF L RET A AL

13 BERFEFESEVNFBRBNRR

[ AR TR STE S SRR R, SHEMPR AL, HEIMARMPIESSR . AUHTIE
MBS IR E AR, POAMBSEFEG AN A1, 2lk . IR R R THC, HAS51%
PRI A W IEAR DG, X R 2 A A RS TR S 5 ) Y A R S A T 9 E Ak . JCHR
B4 A 1 AR, A DRSS IE B RS FE KT RS 6 1 B0 T L i A o RS
WA, HO AL © , SRR, (R AT BFF R IUBAR ST T LA B v A= 1
BURAE LI, DA m b b A

AW BRI — ISR B AN F— RO BB AR S . A AR AR R R, i
SRR ST SLIERRAY ST, A R MR B (et A T B R S T A3

1.4 WHRER

BT UAERMBITE, AR RsE (DRI ASRETFUSTRI RN T, LA SRR A £,
FEUSEFATUE N T, (2) LAETEDUT—E R R SR R B0 B R ST & T
P (3) MBETF. AR AR EMG. (4) AFRBAERAEM AR T0WEE
o O P VAT

2 MRAE

21 HRER

AT LR 200 22 T G A4 T 10 T 3 2z ) A W] 190 10y [l , BIBRTCRL A4, A7 5 nl k177 1),
HRL % 88.5% ., Hih A 88 44, LA 89 %, WI— 444, W70 4, V=63 %,

22 WHRIA

221 BREFER

A NEEFERE R (Celebrity Worship Scale, CAS) i McCutcheon 28 AZwiil . faiiich 22 81, A 3 44
i R ASIASE | E I — A AN ST GRS B R, FISRM S TR (BN ) BRI
K likert 5 5 3% . FEAMFS %A E: Cronbach o %00 0.93, H—EMEARE .

%S FE R4 (Idol Worship Questionnaire ) FHEBREASH], L& 15 B8, 548 . AF], KA,
HARME, TRIBCRNE . ORI DA RGN R B L SON R . R likert 5 5. FEARHRSE
A4 Cronbach o RECN 091, HATMRGEIERE .

222 BERMBHRER

K JH R. Schwarzer 25 A2 il 19 F FRALBEIRAE 2, J0A 108 B, HRIMEAS KT A TR A5 SRR
PR EAT RIS B8 | S S SR R BSR4 050750 N AR A7 B B A .
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TS, LI FRAERLRS . AEARBITO I Cronbach o RHOH 079, FA BRI
223 EMERKER
S FH Campbell 2 A 2 () 3 W Akt 72, A5 O BT, Hirpr 8 TSI 255 I, 1 S0 A T ik
STH likert7 SEAR, i 8 SIS LE R B4 A T R E A (R 1) SEATIRGHEIN, IR
ENEEHRCT:, AR5 , U] REOK TS . ZEABIT, 409 Cronbach o R4 0.79,
HARSEE.

2.3 FUIBHIRERDDAT

ARWEFE APES Bt , [l BB JoRk 4, R SPSS21.0 #1745 1104 .
3 MRER

31 WPEBERFENRFKR

MR SFEE A IR A SR T, W) AR 2 FRBURII R MR 2, 49.2% RI T AR SRR AR A2
HEKEEREHAE, 16.9% MPh ESFEATHE, DR NSEFFNLMIE L 66.1%, MEFEAEAY
TS e R h AL 10.2% F17.9%, SEFFACEEZITNIEE D Ry 6.2%, FFERIUADIN G 5.6%.
WA 2,

F2 BREMEGER
Table 2 Idolatry type

[T I [EPiiid
PRIRIA A 87 492
HREE 30 16.9
AR A 18 10.2
PrygE e 14 7.9
AL 11 62
BIAY 10 5.6
HAth 7 4.0
it 177 100.0

POAILSR A R 182 K, 45 82 DAYy, HP @GR AniHAoe: FHb. fhrgih, =R EI.
GYRETAL . ACBE  RWHF . Ieft . BRI ART . FEiX 10 4, BIEMBGA 7 A, AR ABIRICE 2 A
UL, RA G EER A 70%, AL 20%.

MR, B LG RmksE bAE B 25 ( x=39.379, P<0.01) . Z/EDISEFEIG AR
BRE, BAUSFHEREWHENF. % 1 EREIE. WESCRE, ¥1—. ¥ AW = A 7E g dem
PAEREZES (x=37.791, P<0.01) o WI_SFFHAT IR | BB, HUsesefem NEH 6 s 74—
W =AE ., W =S RBR L R A B TR — . 01 AR, W) = AR LSS B2
SRS, WA 3,
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=3 VIRAESFERGEBNUN. ERSH: AB(BSLL)

Table 3 Gender and Grade distribution of idols of Junior Middle School Students: Number of students (percent)

53] L

Ladea [ % W = U
IRARH A 24 (13.6%) 63 (35.6% ) 29 (16.4% ) 24 (13.6%) 34 (19.2%)
HEHAE 26 (33.8%) 4(23%) 2(1.1%) 19 (10.7%) 9(5.1%)
R 10 (5.6% ) 8 (4.5%) 3(17%) 3(17%) 12 (6.8% )
BURETE 10 (5.6% ) 4(23%) 4(23%) 8 (4.5%) 2(1.1%)
WeE= Al 6 (7.8%) 5(2.8%) 1 (0.6% ) 10 (5.6% ) 0 (0.0% )
RN 6 (7.8%) 4(23%) 4 (23%) 3(1.7%) 3(1.7%)

HiAth 5(2.8%) 1 (0.6% ) 1 (0.6%) 3(1.7%) 3(1.7%)

BAAEVUE— R AU S FF A G —R AR T (122,129, P<0.05) o L ELEINFI—i);
RIS FE RN (1=-2.625, P<0.01) | #KA% (1=-3.256, P<0.01) . FRAE{L (1=—-2.548, P<0.05) .
REA (1=-2.653, P<0.01) b THA. B 2 (8] TSR ARAEG AR A AR DT — R
RSB R —4E5C (F=3.717*, P<0.05) FIZik—" ALK (F=5.259%*, P<0.01) fF7E & 2%
5, WI—m TR, ¥, TEIAF—B B EARSTFERIAR (F=4.959%*%, P<0.01 ) AHRAS (F=6.552%*,
P<0.01) fAERE 2R, HABAEE 2R AW,

3.2 BEEE. BRVEERSENFEBRROVERDMN

0 R P 2 B AR ST A5 2 P 1 10 5 1 TR BRI S WS AR B Pearson G, Z5R3R ],
ii— R B R ST DR —HE2C | Bk— AL ﬂ%—%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁmﬁTE%EMi,ﬂh%
HAE > Bik—D AL > WG —Es, XUMBREFEE KPR, X A FREE AT, [ FaaE
SRR o AR BUR RS FRATIAIR] . BEABAL AN e E S A BAABEIRAAAEIEAN G . [ FRALREIRS W5
R Z (AP AE B F A IEASC . DU SR B R SR TR A L S A AR 0 BB AR OE DA Ry 2 £
BETFFRH NS EWEARIEAAAEIEAN R, IXTE— R e T 3. ULk 4.

T4 BEEFFUEESHRIUER. EUEERHIEX (n=177)

Table 4 The correlation between the dimensions of idol worship and self-efficacy and subjective well-being

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
RIR—HE2E 1
Eik—M Ak 0.8657 1
NGRS 04717 0.405" 1
NG| 0.601"  0.609” 0.191° 1
G 0.6347 0.658" 0.173° 0.702" 1
Rigtk 04257 05277 03337 03347 0460" 1
ALk 0.590" 0.6247 0296 0.5747 0.6357 0.581" 1
TH PR 0.5977 0.6007 0408 0476" 05717 0.520° 0.618" 1
A FRRE 03327 03227 02497 02907 0.146  0.081 0.171°  0.224" 1
ES e 0.064  0.114 0099  0.080  0.077 0.020 -0.025 0.18  0350" 1

E: o%p<0.05, *#p<0.01, FF.
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3.3 BERFEFE. BRMEERNENFEERZRNATIDAT

gt ARHME R A TE . IRALREE) P A R LSEAR AR, DABR SRS 4 B N [ TRk g ek
AR, DL SRR A5 AR AT R A AR L SRR IR RIS A TR T R
FREF (9, 167) =4.409, P<0.01, HRAAAL G 3% G ) M0l 32 OS2 A 8%, TH SRR AN B FRALRE R B 3 Hh e
T T AR, H [ FRSRE B S S AR A E F TR (B =0.352, P<0.01) , —FHIL[EfRE
FFAE 14.8% WA T8, W5,

#5 BEEF. BRVERNENEREMNE R34

Table 5 Regression analysis of idol worship and self-efficacy on subjective well-being

Touim A5 & B T R R’adj F
HiAELk -0.246 -2.279° 0.438 0.148 4.409™
THPR 0.273 2.708"

EEIGitR 0.352 4.592"

34 BRMEERAREEFNENERRRIPNTBN

HP 5% [ AL ARIRAEARR TR E M AR MR ER AR, RIEEEEEN T R A0y
KA T AT TP A BN BT o ARFEARDC T I ZS SR, AR RS ERFE S A FRALRRIB LA IEAR G,
H FRARE IR 320 = A R S E ARG, A RO TR SRR A T 2t 5 W SEAm A AR ARG, W A2
ARV AS IR B 25, B, KSR RIH R ¢ e i . LUHZ N SR, F2 00 A A R A e i ]
I, 15 AR ST WA R SRR, B4R o BYBRUEIT R A ( B =0.186, p<0.05) . %%
WRKGES ZH a Al b ATH SRR AR R, LA A FRALRRIECN RS S ml e, 1558848 a 3 (B =0.224,
p<0.01) o LUTFebE. HIRZEEE AAR &, MRS M A EMIEE, SREED B3 (B
=0.324, p<0.01) 5 THPEXS EUEAREAT PR IERTIH R4 AR ( B=0.114, p>0.05) . WAL
BIP, hFa. b, c B3, ¢ ABE, HIARMBBRER T2 TN AR, ARSI EGSE
T S A SR AR (B AR e AR, RN Y 39% . (B 4 fF BIBRIE, L35 6.

1]

#6 BERUEREBRGRFESIVERBEZEHHRMNER
Table 6 The Mediating Role of self-efficacy in idolatry and subjective Well-being

R’adj F B SE ] t
HEME S A AR R 0.029 6.296 0.443 0.176 0.186 2.509"
THPHES | IR RE R 0.045 9.224 1.125 0.370 0.224 3.037"
e, AR 0.125 13.518 0.271 0.238 0.114 1.573
TN AR 0.153 0.034 0.324 4.478"

4 itk
41 PPEBEREFIER
AWFTE N, W R TR KRR IR IR | KB VLR | A A | Hos ot | A0REZIT |
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MBATAYSRFER I T W0 AR A 2 S A 2 R MR SE 18, 00 P B BEIEAE T ORI S T AR LA
AL, 5% DA AT TR SZIES R, IEREN N R L oh, BRI
FER R TREBE U R, MERSSFERE N Zouil. X WERE SRR,

AR SRR G UK 250 T, AR | AR BEARAE AR IS AL 2 TR A
XP UL A S NSRS, W ERZAF AR ZNETE, R XHME R A5 AR AR I8 5
AL O EERULELE, BRI AR PAA e L 22 5, R —RE 0y B R SR FR Y
N AR A R 25, MR TR W=, B ERITEARI, 2l B A8, Jeh
BIEIR Ty, ORI AT REAT B 2 BRI AR 1 R S5FHm R

4.2 HPEBERFENEN=EROTID

AHESERT, IR B TF I BT et Al LA 35 1E 1) 00 32 WL e, BRARAL RE B o) 3t Tl
TSR, XS o RE A RERARTOR ARG STERER, — 005 B
BT, — IR EEIREGTE, WIREXIITFEE R A —E BRI, X W UE W EARSGEFE J W A
MM ANE R — . —J7 0, X TR ARyl, MERERE A", KA EAREHFRR, &
FEAA TR AT Bl p A= e 56 B 3, AWToess A3k, HAT R AR il SEE A Al AR 55 M R RORSMUE DT, 18
RETFERRETE I A B OB T, BRIERC), EMLO RS T, B HAZ IS R,
P VAR 55— T, Wi AR SRS, RriEeiie, s AR, FEEALE, m
ol SRR SZ R

P, et BB IR T N, ANDERIFIRIEL, AR IIRETFERE S a1 —E 127 2T i
ABIVEREIR SR 2 DA RS RIS, AR THAER B . ABFSEIEN] 1A R —A)
TR SRS 4 I IR R A BRI L, TR, RO AR IR G- T 0 AN Rl T L 2 —
BETAE” , MNCE BRI ), BRI Ry, BRRG|R.

4.3 BRVEREBERESEV=ERVPMER

AR, RSTF S AR/ BF IEAG, SHAMBIESIR—80 ", ARy
EMSERR A B IEASC, MR A B, AR A, el . APRseqE . Hanil i
S5 AR AR AR ARG, WS oell o ACH . PRBEIAAE T LABR o AR TR R, R A I A B AR 2 B
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A Study on the Relationship between Idol Worship , Self-
efficacy and subjective well-being of Junior Middle school

students
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Abstract: This study surveyed 177 junior high school students about the relationship between Idol
Worship Types, Self-Efficacy and Subjective Happiness. Results showed that (1) junior high students
mostly worshiped star idols; (2) male students scored higher on measure of absorption-addition idolatry
than female students, female students scored higher on measure of identification-emulation idolatry,
female students also scored higher than male students on measures of idol identification, attachment,
idealization, and romantization; students of different grades showed marked difference on entainment-
social, intense-personal, and idol identification and romantization; (3) identification-emulation idolatry
is positively related to self-efficacy and subjective happiness; and can predict one’s subjective happiness;
(4) self-efficacy plays a mediating role in the relationship between identification-emulation adolatry and
subjective happiness.
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