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[ Abstractl Objective To expbraton he self efficacy, self-eseem, and positive/negative affect and the re
htionships an ong them n Chinese adolescents M ethods TheRosenberg§ Self Esteen Scaly Genemlized Self Ef-
fiacy Scak and A dolescents Positive/N egative A ffect Scale were adn nistrated © 2247 m iddle school students
sam pled from 16 schools from 6 districts Results Selfestean tended to ncrease asgrade [ (2 91£0. 38), (2 93
£0.41), (3.01%0.41), (298+0.44), (3. 04X041), (3.17F0 42)] .Boys had higher self-efficacy
[ (2.74%0 39) vs (268%0 40), P<0.001] .Two enbrgrades had higher selfefficacy than other4 grdes
(P <0 05) .Girls had higher positive and negative affect [ (2 77%X0.67) vs (2 68%0.67), (222%070)
vs (2-13X0 68), Ps< 0 05] . Junior grade one had the highest positive effect (2 85%0.62), grade one and
wo i high school hadm ore negative effect than other 4 grades (2260 71, 2 25%0.73) . Selfefficacy and
self-esieem w ere positively corelated w ith positve affect (r= 0. 24, 0.36), negatively correbied w ih negative af-
fect (r=-0.17 - 0. 32); selfestean significan tly m ediated the rehtionship bew een self-efficacy and positve/
negatve affect (Z=13.0Q - 13.07) . Conclusiort Self-esteen tends © ncrease as grade boys have higher
self-efficacy than girls and girls have higher positive and negative affect han boys Self-esteem m ed ates the rela
tonshp between generalized self-efficacy and positive/negative affect m Chinese ado kscents after contio lling the
effects of gender and grade.
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