
 

 

 
Abstract—This research examines the effectiveness of a 

mindfulness-based intervention in optimizing psychological well-
being, with a particular focus on self-esteem, due to the rapid growth 
and consolidation of social network use and the increased frequency 
and intensity of upward comparisons of the self. The study aims to 
assess the potential of a mindfulness-based intervention to improve 
self-esteem and, in particular, to contribute to its greater stability by 
reducing levels of contingent self-esteem. Results show that an 8-week 
mindfulness-based stress reduction program was effective in 
increasing participants' (n = 206) trait mindfulness, explicit self-
esteem, and well-being, while decreasing contingent self-esteem. 
Furthermore, the study found that improvements in both explicit and 
contingent self-esteem were significantly correlated with increases in 
psychological well-being, but that contingent self-esteem had a 
stronger effect on well-being than explicit self-esteem. These findings 
highlight the importance of considering additional dimensions of self-
esteem beyond levels and suggest that mindfulness-based 
interventions may be a valuable tool for promoting a healthier form of 
self-esteem that contributes to personal well-being. 

 
Keywords—Mindfulness-based stress reduction, contingent self-

esteem, explicit self-esteem, well-being.  

I. INTRODUCTION 

HE mental health situation in the world has become a 
priority issue, with almost one billion people worldwide 

living with a mental health problem. The concept of mental 
health, according to the World Health Organization, should be 
understood as something "broader than the absence of mental 
disorders" [1]. The interest and concern for the psychological 
well-being of the population has increased at a time like the 
present, when the world is affected by the consequences of the 
COVID-19 pandemic [2] or by the rapid growth and 
consolidation of the use of social networks [3]. In this context, 
the development of effective interventions to optimize 
psychological well-being is particularly relevant [4], and self-
esteem is one of the constructs with the greatest potential to be 
the target of this type of intervention, as it is one of the most 
important predictors of well-being [5]. Certain authors have 
long defended the idea that self-esteem should be viewed from 
a multidimensional perspective that goes beyond an exclusive 
focus on the level of self-esteem, including aspects related to its 
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stability or contingency [6], [7]. 
Mindfulness-Based Interventions (MBIs) have proven to be 

effective in improving various psychological conditions 
(depression, anxiety and stress) [8], psychological well-being 
[9], [10], psychological affect [11], [12] and quality of life [13]. 

Due to the positive role attributed to self-esteem in the 
development of psychological well-being [14], [15], some 
studies have investigated the potential impact of mindfulness 
on self-esteem as a possible mediator of these positive 
psychological effects [16], [17]. However, these studies have so 
far focused exclusively on the dimension of self-esteem level, 
so the aim of the present study is to complement these 
investigations by including one of the dimensions of self-
esteem fragility (contingent self-esteem) as a possible mediator 
of the effects of an MBI on well-being. 

Mindfulness is usually defined as "paying attention in a 
particular way: on purpose, in the present moment, and non-
judgmentally" [18]. It can refer either to a "psychological trait", 
known as "dispositional mindfulness", or to a "state or quality 
of awareness", or to the practice of cultivating and 
strengthening mindfulness through meditation. Mindfulness as 
a trait refers to the general tendency to be mindful in everyday 
life [19], while mindfulness as a state refers to the ability to 
evoke a mode of mindful awareness in a given moment [20].  

The volume of research on mindfulness has been steadily 
increasing in recent years [21] due to its contribution to the 
improvement of various factors related to "psychological health 
and well-being" [22], [23]. 

Mindfulness has its origins in Eastern traditions, and its 
recent popularity in Western psychology is largely due to the 
development and widespread application of standardized MBIs, 
which lie at the confluence of contemplative traditions, science, 
and the mainstream disciplines of medicine, psychology, and 
education [24]. The two most widely used and evaluated MBIs 
are mindfulness-based stress reduction (MSBR) [25] and 
mindfulness-based cognitive therapy (MBCT) [26]. The MBSR 
program is an intensive 8-week meditation course that includes 
weekly guided group meditation sessions, daily guided 
meditation exercises to be practiced at home using audio 
recordings (e.g., focusing on breathing and body sensations as 
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the object of meditation), and a one-day meditation retreat 
conducted largely in silence. 

Various reviews and meta-analyses have demonstrated the 
effectiveness of MBIs in increasing self-reported mindfulness 
[27], [28], reducing anxiety, depression and stress [29]-[31] and 
improved well-being [32]-[34]. A very recent paper [35] 
systematically reviewed 44 meta-analyses (representing 336 
RCTs with 30,483 participants) demonstrating the efficacy of 
MBIs on several outcomes related to psychological functioning. 
These improvements in psychological functioning as a result of 
MBI interventions are driven by the demonstrated mediation of 
trait mindfulness [36]-[39]. Instruments such as the Five Facet 
Mindfulness Questionnaire (FFMQ) [40] are commonly used to 
assess trait mindfulness in these intervention studies. 

The identification of possible mechanisms through which 
mindfulness and its practice may produce these beneficial 
effects has been a prevalent area of interest in research. Bishop 
et al. [41] proposed two key components: self-regulation of 
attention and a particular orientation towards experience. Self-
regulation of attention refers to attention focused on the present 
moment and involves the ability to observe and attend to a 
constantly changing stream of thoughts, feelings and sensations 
in each moment. This self-regulation of attention would 
facilitate an awareness of thoughts, emotions and sensations 
based on the direct experience of these processes, as opposed to 
elaborative or cognitive processing of these experiences. The 
second component involves a certain orientation towards 
experience; this is a curious and non-judgmental attitude 
towards the experience of the present moment, and a stance of 
acceptance and openness to whatever arises in each moment. 
Despite the semantic ambiguity of the term "mindfulness" used 
in the research, there seems to be "agreement that mindfulness 
implies attention and awareness with some important qualities 
about the nature of those faculties" [21], mainly the facet of 
acceptance or non-judgment reported in most self-report 
measures [42]. 

The initial interest in studying the potential effects of 
mindfulness on personal well-being led to the inclusion of 
related constructs, such as self-esteem, among its possible 
beneficial effects [19]. Self-esteem is one of the most popular 
topics of study in modern psychology [43] and was originally 
defined as a unidimensional construct referring to a person's 
general sense of worth [44]. People with high self-esteem have 
positive and well-articulated beliefs about the self, whereas the 
beliefs of people with low self-esteem are uncertain or outright 
negative [45]. Therefore, self-esteem does not necessarily 
reflect a person's objective talents and abilities, or even how a 
person is judged by others. 

A large number of studies have examined the relationships 
between levels of self-esteem and various outcomes, finding a 
positive association of high self-esteem with overall life 
satisfaction [46], greater happiness [47] and positive affect [48], 
and a negative association with depression [49], [50]. A recent 
meta-analysis [43] notes that "although research to date cannot 
prove causality", self-esteem contributes positively to "having 
more satisfying relationships, performing better at school and 
work, enjoying better mental and physical health, and avoiding 

antisocial behaviour". However, despite the widely documented 
positive outcomes associated with high self-esteem, several 
studies have highlighted the potential drawbacks and 
vulnerabilities associated with the pursuit of self-esteem [14]. 
In the last two decades, researchers have responded to these 
heterogeneous findings from studies on self-esteem levels by 
adopting a broader, multidimensional approach to self-esteem, 
considering it in terms of stability in addition to level [51], [52]. 
This means that there would be two different types of self-
esteem: one that is relatively permanent (i.e., stable, secure, 
authentic) and another that is relatively temporary (i.e., 
unstable, fragile, inauthentic) [7]. 

One of the processes that would cause such changes or 
fluctuations in self-esteem would be the contingent nature of 
self-esteem [53]. Unlike secure self-esteem, contingent self-
esteem fluctuates in response to positive and negative events 
and achievements related to the person, such as physical 
appearance or academic competence [54], [55]. People whose 
self-esteem is more contingent are more sensitive to failure, 
become more vigilant about the possibility of failure, and 
develop costly ways of avoiding failure or defending against its 
significance when it occurs [56], and are likely to report more 
depressive symptoms [57]. In this sense, the increasing use and 
presence of social networks around the world and in the daily 
lives of all types of people [96] implies an increased exposure 
to the frequency and intensity of upward comparisons on the 
self [58]. Studies of the effects of social network use on self-
esteem show mixed results [59], with individual differences in 
people in domains such as social comparison orientation or 
contingent self-esteem acting as moderators of the effects of 
social networks on self-esteem [60]. 

Despite the desirability of considering other dimensions of 
self-esteem beyond the level of self-esteem, this has been the 
focus of virtually all studies of the potential impact and 
relationship between mindfulness and self-esteem. In the 
review by Randal et al. [61], 15 cross-sectional studies found 
significant positive correlations between dispositional 
mindfulness and self-esteem levels, and most of the MBI 
studies resulted in significant increases in self-esteem levels. 
The most common intervention used in these studies was 
MSBR. Only a very limited number of studies have examined 
the potential of MBIs on aspects related to fragile self-esteem. 
Koole et al. [62] found that meditation increased congruence 
between implicit and explicit self-esteem, which is considered 
one of the possible markers of fragile self-esteem. Only one 
study is known to have examined the effects of MBI on 
contingent self-esteem. Rajamäki [63] investigated the effects 
of an MBSR intervention on reducing competence-based self-
esteem [64]. 

People whose self-esteem is more contingent are more likely 
to feel good about themselves only when they receive approval, 
praise, or success in terms of social standards or self-imposed 
objective goals [64]. According to Sociometer Theory [65], 
some degree of self-esteem contingency is beneficial to the 
individual [66]. However, people with high levels of contingent 
self-esteem require ongoing and consensual validation, and 
success or failure can produce intense positive or negative 
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affect, leading to extreme fluctuations in self-esteem [67]. Such 
heightened sensitivity to failure involves increased vigilance to 
the possibility of failure and the maintenance of costly ways of 
avoiding failure or defending oneself when failure occurs [56]. 

Following Bishop et al.'s two-component model of 
mindfulness [41], a theoretical framework is established that 
would justify why mindfulness might contribute to the 
improvement of contingent self-esteem. On the one hand, the 
demonstrated improvement in attentional skills as a result of 
meditation and MBIs [68], [70] may lead to greater and more 
accurate awareness of incoming internal and external stimuli, 
attenuating affective biases [71] and making one's habitual 
responses more conscious and less automatic [72]. 
Furthermore, mindfulness involves a non-judgmental, non-
reactive and open attitude towards emotions, experiences and 
thoughts [40]. Therefore, an individual with high levels of 
dispositional mindfulness could become aware of negative 
thoughts or opinions about the self without having to make 
efforts to avoid or change these experiences [73], [74] and also 
without becoming 'trapped' in these experiences, which would 
lead to the application of better and less costly self-regulatory 
strategies [75]. This is consistent with the proposition that 
mindfulness may be associated with increased self-esteem, 
particularly secure forms of self-esteem [76], and with findings 
that induction of mindfulness states contributes to an increase 
or restoration of self-esteem status [77], and that the non-
judgement facet appears to be most strongly associated with 
increased self-esteem [17], [76]. 

The aim of this study is to demonstrate that a mindfulness 
intervention will lead to an improvement in both explicit and 
contingent self-esteem, with the latter contributing to a greater 
extent to the improvement in personal well-being that occurs as 
a result of the mindfulness intervention. To the extent that a 
person with lower contingent self-esteem is less vulnerable to 
fluctuations in the state of their self-esteem, they can allocate 
more resources to effective self-regulation [56], which would 
be a key determinant of psychological well-being [78] and 
essential for managing goal-directed behavior [79], [80], 
allowing people to engage in activities that are consistent with 
their values, needs, and interests, thus promoting a eudaimonic 
sense of well-being [81], [83]. 

The hypotheses to be tested in the present study are:  
 Hypothesis 1: An MBSR intervention will result in an 

increase in trait mindfulness and personal well-being, as 
well as an increase in explicit self-esteem and a decrease in 
contingent self-esteem. 

 Hypothesis 2: Changes in explicit and contingent self-
esteem as a result of the MBSR intervention will each 
predict significant incremental variance in well-being, with 
contingent self-esteem being a stronger predictor of well-
being than explicit self-esteem. 

II. MATERIALS AND METHODS 

A. Participants 

The study participants consist of adult individuals who 
voluntarily registered for distinct 8-week MSBR programs. 

These courses were conducted in adherence to the prescribed 
methodology and standards developed by Kabat-Zinn [18] at 
the University of Massachusetts. 

B. Procedure 

The MBSR program, a collective 8-week curriculum, 
comprises weekly 2.5-hour sessions directed by a proficient 
instructor, supplemented by a 1-day retreat. Participants 
undertake various techniques, including body scanning, sitting 
meditation, yoga and movement exercises, and mindfulness 
practices in everyday life. All 13 instructors involved in 
teaching the program were authorized instructors from the 
Center for Mindfulness at the University of Massachusetts with 
substantial experience in delivering MBSR programs. 

Instructors were contacted by email to request their written 
consent to participate in the study, and they were responsible 
for informing their students of the aim and requirements for 
participation in the study during the first session of the course. 
The research procedure involved an online assessment 
conducted during the first week of the program (pre-
evaluation), followed by another online evaluation 
administered in the week after the program's conclusion (post-
evaluation). Upon completing both assessments, participants 
were granted access to a personal report displaying pre-post 
changes in the questionnaire measures. 

C. Measures 

In the present study, different instruments were used to assess 
the variables under examination. The internal consistency of 
measures obtained from the current study participants, as 
assessed using Cronbach's alpha, is presented in Table I. 
Moreover, the Intraclass Correlation Coefficient was employed 
to estimate the 95% confidence interval for the reliability 
measure. 

Mindfulness trait: was measured using the short form of the 
Five Facets Mindfulness Questionnaire (FFMQ-SF) [84]. This 
questionnaire consists of 24 items measuring five different 
dimensions of mindfulness [40]: observing (4 items), 
describing (5 items), acting with awareness (5 items), 
nonjudging of inner experience (5 items), and nonreactivity to 
inner experience (5 items). The internal consistency of the 
instrument was found to be robust, with a Cronbach's alpha 
coefficient of .879, while the reliability coefficients for the 
disaggregated dimensions ranged from .804 to .876. 

Explicit Self-esteem: was measured using the Rosenberg 
Self-Esteem Scale (RSES) [44], a 10-item scale that measures 
global self-worth by measuring both positive and negative 
feelings about the self. The scale is assumed to be one-
dimensional. The internal consistency of the instrument was 
found to be robust, with a Cronbach's alpha coefficient of .868. 

Contingent self-esteem: was measured using the Contingent 
Self-Esteem Scale (CSES) [55]. This questionnaire consists of 
26 items and comprises two main dimensions: competence-
based self-esteem, where self-esteem is defined by daily 
performance outcomes, and relation-based self-esteem, where 
self-esteem depends on emotional reassurance from others. 
Moreover, the two dimensions are further broken down into 
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different sub-dimensions: two sub-dimensions for the 
competence-based dimension (contingent upon competence 
and self-critical) and three sub-dimensions for the relation-
based dimension (rejection, contingent upon love, and 
compliance). The instrument demonstrated robust internal 
consistency with a Cronbach's alpha coefficient of .928 for the 
full scale. Furthermore, the reliability coefficients obtained for 
the dimensions and sub-dimensions were high or very high, 
ranging from .773 to .913. 

Psychological well-being: was measured using the Spanish 
adaptation of the Ryff Scale of Psychological Well-Being 
(PWB) [85]. This questionnaire consists of 29 items and six 
dimensions of psychological well-being: autonomy, 
environmental mastery, personal growth, positive relations with 
others, purpose in life, and self-acceptance. The reliability 
analysis of the complete questionnaire revealed a very high 
coefficient (.920). Furthermore, three of the dimensions 
demonstrated high reliability with coefficients greater than 
.800, while the remaining three dimensions demonstrated good 
reliability coefficients ranging from .642 to .760. 

D. Data Analysis 

Descriptive statistics were computed for relevant 
demographic variables. Means and standard deviations were 
calculated for all pre- and post-MBSR training measurements, 
Additionally, the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test was employed to 
examine the normal distribution of these measurements. 

Changes in study variables from pre- to post-MBSR training 
were evaluated using paired t tests. The sizes of effects were 
quantified using Cohen’s d measure [86].  

We assessed the hypothesis that contingent self-esteem 
would be a stronger predictor of well-being than explicit self-
esteem with partial correlations using total scores for all 
variables. Statistical analyses were performed using IBM SPSS 
v27. 

III. RESULTS 

The final sample consisted of 206 participants, of whom 150 
were women (72.8%) and 56 (27.2%) were men. They ranged 
in age between 20 and 65 years old (M = 33.9, SD = 11.49). 
The majority (82.55%) were active workers (59.2% salaried 
and 23.3% self-employed). 

Changes in all variables from pre- to post-MBSR are 
presented in Table II. Results demonstrated that at post-training 
there were statistically significant and large increases in the 
mindfulness trait (FFMQ-SF p < .001, d = 1.50), explicit self-
esteem (RSES p < .001, d = 0.98) and psychological well-being 
(PWB p < .001, d = 0.97). Likewise, there was a statistically 
significant and large decrease in the contingent self-esteem 
(CSES p < .001, d = -1.07). 

Bivariate Pearson's correlations established that there was a 
strong, statistically significant linear relationship between 
contingent self-esteem and psychological well-being (r= -.581, 
p < .001), a moderate, statistically significant linear relationship 
between contingent self-esteem and explicit self-esteem (r = -
.450, p < .001) and a strong, statistically significant linear 
relationship between explicit self-esteem and psychological 

well-being (r = .527, p < .001). 
 

TABLE I 
CRONBACH'S ALPHA RELIABILITY TEST OF THE PRE-MBSR QUESTIONNAIRES 

Variables 
Number 
of Items 

Cronbach’s 
Alpha 

ICC 
(95% CI)

p 

Total mindfulness (FFMQ-SF) 24 879 .853 / .901 .000

Dim. observing 4 847 .809 / .878 .000

Dim. describing 5 867 .836 / .894 .000

Dim. acting with awareness 5 876 .847 / .901 .000

Dim. nonjudging 5 804 .758 / .843 .000

Dim. nonreactivity 5 804 .759 / .844 .000

Total explicit self-esteem (RSES) 10 868 .839 / .893 .000
Total contingent self-esteem 

(CSES)
26 928 .913 / .942 .000

Dim. competence 12 860 .830 / .887 .000

Subd. competence 8 773 .724 / .817 .000

Subd. self-critical 4 844 .806 / .876 .000

Dim. relation 14 913 .895 / .930 .000

Subd. rejection 6 876 .847 / .900 .000

Subd. love 4 854 .818 / .884 .000

Subd. compliance 4 814 .769 / .852 .000
Total psychological well-being 

(PWB)
29 920 .903 / .935 .000

Dim. self-acceptance 4 886 .859 / .910 .000

Dim. positive relations 5 818 .776 / .855 .000

Dim. autonomy 6 735 .674 / .787 .000

Dim. environmental mastery 5 642 .559 / .714 .000

Dim. personal growth 4 760 .701 / .809 .000

Dim. purpose in life 5 814 .770 / .851 .000

N = 206. ICC= intraclass correlation coefficient; CI= confidence interval; 
Dim= dimension; Subd= subdimension. Dimensions and subdimensions with 
Cronbach’s alpha above .800 are in bold. 

 

The partial correlation between contingent self-esteem and 
wellbeing, controlling for explicit self-esteem was -0.453 (p < 
.001). The partial correlation between explicit self-esteem and 
wellbeing, controlling for contingent self-esteem, was 0.365 (p 
< .001). The difference between these two correlations is 
significant (z-score= -5.097, p < .001), suggesting that 
contingent self-esteem is a stronger predictor of well-being than 
is explicit self-esteem, although each predicts significant 
incremental variance in wellbeing after accounting for the 
other. 

IV. DISCUSSION 

The overall results show that the MBSR program was 
effective in increasing trait mindfulness, explicit self-esteem, 
and well-being, and in decreasing contingent self-esteem. It is 
noteworthy that the magnitude of change from pre- to post-
MBSR is highly significant for all the variables examined, as 
well as for all the dimensions analyzed. 

These general findings are consistent with previous research 
showing that an MBSR program leads to increases in trait 
mindfulness [87], [88], explicit self-esteem [61], and 
improvements in personal well-being [89], [90]. However, only 
one previous study [63] is known to have demonstrated the 
effect of an MBSR program on reducing contingent self-
esteem, with important limitations due to the small sample size 
(n = 29) and the fact that the majority of participants were 
women with a diagnosis of breast cancer, which limits the 
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generalizability of the findings. Our results clearly support the 
impact of an MBSR program on reducing contingent self-
esteem, with a highly significant effect. Our study therefore 
contributes to this field of application of MBSR programs for 
improving one of the dimensions of fragile self-esteem, namely 

contingent self-esteem, and complements the more common 
field of research on the effects of mindfulness interventions, 
which focuses mainly on their effects on self-esteem levels. 

 

 
TABLE II 

DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS AND T TESTS FOR PRE- AND POST-MBSR TRAINING 

Variables 
Mean (SD) 

Mean Dif. 95% CI t (205) p Cohen’s d
Pre-MBSR Post-MBSR 

Total mindfulness (FFMQ-SF) 2.92 (0.53) 3.65 (0.52) 0.72 0.65 / 0.79 21.56 .000** 1.50 

Dim. observing 3.22 (0.92) 3.94 (0.76) 0.73 0.63 / 0.83 13.92 .000** 0.97 

Dim. describing 3.45 (0.71) 3.91 (0.67) 0.47 0.39 / 0.54 11.82 .000** 0.82 

Dim. acting with awareness 2.54 (0.75) 3.37 (0.69) 0.83 0.73 / 0.94 15.70 .000** 1.09 

Dim. nonjudging 2.87 (0.76) 3.59 (0.74) 0.72 0.62 / 0.81 14.79 .000** 1.03 

Dim. nonreactivity 2.60 (0.66) 3.46 (0.66) 0.86 0.77 / 0.95 18.86 .000** 1.31 

Total explicit self-esteem (RSES) 2.93 (0.48) 3.29 (0.44) 0.36 0.31 / 0.41 14.08 .000** 0.98 

Total contingent self-esteem (CSES) (r) 3.19 (0.64) 2.67 (0.62) -0.52 -0.46 / -0.59 -15.42 .000** -1.07 

Dim. competence (r) 3.01 (0.71) 2.49 (0.65) -0.52 -0.45 / -0.59 -14.09 .000** -0.98 

Subd. competence (r) 2.96 (0.69) 2.54 (0.66) -0.42 -0.34 / -0.50 -10.68 .000** -0.74 

Subd. self-critical (r) 3.10 (0.97) 2.38 (0.84) -0.72 -0.63 / -0.82 -14.53 .000** -1.01 

Dim. relation (r) 3.35 (0.71) 2.83 (0.69) -0.52 -0.45 / -0.60 -13.90 .000** -0.97 

Subd. rejection (r) 3.39 (0.85) 2.77 (0.83) -0.62 -0.53 / -0.71 -13.23 .000** -0.92 

Subd. love (r) 3.91 (0.74) 3.56 (0.78) -0.35 -0.26 / -0.44 -7.67 .000** -0.53 

Subd. compliance (r) 2.74 (0.86) 2.19 (0.80) -0.55 -0.45 / -0.65 -10.74 .000** -0.75 

Total psychological well-being (PWB) 4.29 (0.66) 4.71 (0.59) 0.42 0.36 / 0.48 13.94 .000** 0.97 

Dim. self-acceptance 4.18 (0.90) 4.69 (0.77) 0.51 0.43 / 0.59 12.33 .000** 0.86 

Dim. positive relations 4.60 (0.92) 4.92 (0.81) 0.32 0.24 / 0.40 7.59 .000** 0.53 

Dim. autonomy 3.96 (0.86) 4.43 (0.83) 0.48 0.39 / 0.56 11.24 .000** 0.78 

Dim. environmental mastery 4.23 (0.78) 4.66 (0.74) 0.43 0.35 / 0.51 10.35 .000** 0.72 

Dim. personal growth 4.73 (0.81) 5.13 (0.66) 0.40 0.30 / 0.50 7.99 .000** 0.56 

Dim. purpose in life 4.18 (0.95) 4.57 (0.82) 0.38 0.30 / 0.46 9.45 .000** 0.66 

SD = Standard deviation; CI = confidence interval; dif = difference; Dim = dimension; Subd = subdimension. Reverse-scored items are denoted with an (r). 
Effect sizes (Cohen’s d) cutoff scores are as follows: 0.2—small, 0.5—medium, and 0.8—large. Effect sizes above 0.80 are in bold. 

**p < .01. 
 

In addition, as hypothesized, the results show that although 
improvements in both explicit and contingent self-esteem 
derived from the MBSR program are significantly correlated 
with increases in psychological well-being, it is contingent self-
esteem that has a greater effect on well-being than explicit self-
esteem. The results suggest that participation in an MBSR 
program may allow people to increase their ability to self-
regulate emotions in order to manage possible fluctuations in 
self-esteem as a result of external events that might affect it. 
Regulating attention to the experience of the present moment 
through non-judgmental observation would allow people to 
recognize unpleasant, difficult and painful mental events and 
develop the will to hold them in awareness without avoiding or 
repressing them. Individuals with contingent self-esteem are so 
preoccupied with validating their self-concept that they are 
more likely to experience high emotional regulation costs 
following an ego threat in a relevant domain [91], so developing 
mindfulness skills would reduce the perceived threat of external 
opinions and judgments and increase openness to experience, 
allowing the person to accept information about the self with 
greater emotional equanimity, thus reducing the amount of 
attentional resources needed to protect or maintain their self-
concept. 

Because people with contingent self-esteem rely on 

continuous external validation of their self-worth, they are 
forced to engage in constant cognitive reassessment of their 
self-concept [92], with the negative consequence of depleting 
the limited pool of self-regulatory resources. Therefore, to the 
extent that self-esteem fluctuates less throughout the day as a 
result of external events, there is greater emotional stability, 
which would contribute to greater happiness and personal well-
being [93]. In this sense, our study would support proposals 
[51], [94] to consider other dimensions in addition to self-
esteem levels, as they seem to have a greater potential to 
contribute to a healthier form of self-esteem with less intensity 
of self-evaluation, ego-defensiveness and greater stability. 

V. LIMITATIONS 

Despite the promising outcomes of the research, there are 
several constraints that need to be considered while interpreting 
the results and guiding future investigations. Firstly, this was an 
uncontrolled pilot study that evaluated the pre-post MBSR 
program of a self-selected participant sample using measures. 
Hence, these findings are preliminary and require further 
exploration with a more rigorously designed randomized 
controlled trial that incorporates active controls and 
longitudinal data. Secondly, this study solely collected data via 
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self-report measures, which have sound psychometric 
properties, but are always vulnerable to various biases, such as 
social desirability. Thirdly, improvements in mindfulness-
related symptoms are often non-linear and may last for months 
after treatment [95]. Hence, it is suggested to include follow-up 
evaluations. Lastly, in this study, the data were analyzed based 
on global scores of each construct. Consequently, future 
longitudinal studies should investigate sub-dimensions of the 
present constructs. 

REFERENCES  
[1] World Health Organization, “The World health report: 2001: Mental 

health: new understanding, new hope,” World Health Organization, 2001. 
Accessed: Oct. 29, 2022. (Online). Available: 
https://apps.who.int/iris/handle/10665/42390 

[2] World Health Organization, World mental health report: transforming 
mental health for all. Geneva: World Health Organization, 2022. 
Accessed: Oct. 30, 2022. (Online). Available: 
https://apps.who.int/iris/handle/10665/356119 

[3] P. Valkenburg, “Social media use and well-being: What we know and 
what we need to know.,” Curr. Opin. Psychol., 2021, doi: 
10.1016/j.copsyc.2021.12.006. 

[4] C. D. Ryff, “Happiness is everything, or is it? Explorations on the 
meaning of psychological well-being.,” J. Pers. Soc. Psychol., vol. 57, no. 
6, pp. 1069–1081, Dec. 1989, doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.57.6.1069. 

[5] E. Diener and M. Diener, “Cross-Cultural Correlates of Life Satisfaction 
and Self-Esteem,” in Culture and Well-Being, E. Diener, Ed., in Social 
Indicators Research Series, vol. 38. Dordrecht: Springer Netherlands, 
2009, pp. 71–91. doi: 10.1007/978-90-481-2352-0_4. 

[6] J. Crocker and C. T. Wolfe, “Contingencies of self-worth,” Psychol. Rev., 
vol. 108, pp. 593–623, 2001, doi: 10.1037/0033-295X.108.3.593. 

[7] M. H. Kernis, “Toward a Conceptualization of Optimal Self-Esteem,” 
Psychol. Inq., vol. 14, pp. 1–26, 2003, doi: 
10.1207/S15327965PLI1401_01. 

[8] D. Zhang, E. K. P. Lee, E. C. W. Mak, C. Y. Ho, and S. Y. S. Wong, 
“Mindfulness-based interventions: an overall review,” Br. Med. Bull., 
vol. 138, no. 1, pp. 41–57, Jun. 2021, doi: 10.1093/bmb/ldab005. 

[9] A. Chiesa and A. Serretti, “Mindfulness-Based Stress Reduction for Stress 
Management in Healthy People: A Review and Meta-Analysis,” J. Altern. 
Complement. Med., vol. 15, no. 5, pp. 593–600, May 2009, doi: 
10.1089/acm.2008.0495. 

[10] J. Eberth and P. Sedlmeier, “The Effects of Mindfulness Meditation: A 
Meta-Analysis,” Mindfulness, vol. 3, no. 3, pp. 174–189, Sep. 2012, doi: 
10.1007/s12671-012-0101-x. 

[11] R. Bränström, P. Kvillemo, Y. Brandberg, and J. T. Moskowitz, “Self-
report Mindfulness as a Mediator of Psychological Well-being in a Stress 
Reduction Intervention for Cancer Patients—A Randomized Study,” Ann. 
Behav. Med., vol. 39, no. 2, pp. 151–161, May 2010, doi: 
10.1007/s12160-010-9168-6. 

[12] S. Jain et al., “A randomized controlled trial of mindfulness meditation 
versus relaxation training: Effects on distress, positive states of mind, 
rumination, and distraction,” Ann. Behav. Med., vol. 33, no. 1, pp. 11–21, 
Feb. 2007, doi: 10.1207/s15324796abm3301_2. 

[13] I. Nyklíček and K. F. Kuijpers, “Effects of Mindfulness-Based Stress 
Reduction Intervention on Psychological Well-being and Quality of Life: 
Is Increased Mindfulness Indeed the Mechanism?,” Ann. Behav. Med., 
vol. 35, no. 3, pp. 331–340, Jun. 2008, doi: 10.1007/s12160-008-9030-2. 

[14] R. F. Baumeister, J. D. Campbell, J. I. Krueger, and K. D. Vohs, “Does 
High Self-Esteem Cause Better Performance, Interpersonal Success, 
Happiness, or Healthier Lifestyles?,” Psychol. Sci. Public Interest J. Am. 
Psychol. Soc., vol. 4, no. 1, pp. 1–44, May 2003, doi: 10.1111/1529-
1006.01431. 

[15] M. Mann, “Self-esteem in a broad-spectrum approach for mental health 
promotion,” Health Educ. Res., vol. 19, no. 4, pp. 357–372, May 2004, 
doi: 10.1093/her/cyg041. 

[16] B. Bajaj, R. Gupta, and N. Pande, “Self-esteem mediates the relationship 
between mindfulness and well-being,” Personal. Individ. Differ., vol. 94, 
pp. 96–100, 2016. 

[17] C. A. Pepping, A. O?’Donovan, and P. J. Davis, “The positive effects of 
mindfulness on self-esteem,” J. Posit. Psychol., 2013, (Online). Available: 
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/17439760.2013.807353%2

3.UdMRLxaVuRk 
[18] J. Kabat-Zinn, Full catastrophe living: using the wisdom of your body and 

mind to face stress, pain, and illness. New York, N.Y: Delacorte Press, 
1990. 

[19] K. W. Brown and R. M. Ryan, “The benefits of being present: 
Mindfulness and its role in psychological well-being,” J. Pers. Soc. 
Psychol., vol. 84, pp. 822–848, 2003, doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.84.4.822. 

[20] M. A. Lau et al., “The toronto mindfulness scale: Development and 
validation,” J. Clin. Psychol., vol. 62, no. 12, pp. 1445–1467, Dec. 2006, 
doi: 10.1002/jclp.20326. 

[21] N. T. Van Dam et al., “Mind the Hype: A Critical Evaluation and 
Prescriptive Agenda for Research on Mindfulness and Meditation,” 
Perspect. Psychol. Sci. J. Assoc. Psychol. Sci., vol. 13, no. 1, pp. 36–61, 
Jan. 2018, doi: 10.1177/1745691617709589. 

[22] L. Hollis-Walker and K. Colosimo, “Mindfulness, self-compassion, and 
happiness in non-meditators: A theoretical and empirical examination,” 
Personal. Individ. Differ., vol. 50, no. 2, pp. 222–27, 2011. 

[23] S.-L. Keng, M. J. Smoski, and C. J. Robins, “Effects of mindfulness on 
psychological health: A review of empirical studies,” Clin. Psychol. Rev., 
vol. 31, no. 6, pp. 1041–1056, Aug. 2011, doi: 10.1016/j.cpr.2011.04.006. 

[24] R. S. Crane et al., “What defines mindfulness-based programs? The warp 
and the weft,” Psychol. Med., vol. 47, no. 6, pp. 990–999, Apr. 2017, doi: 
10.1017/S0033291716003317. 

[25] J. Kabat-Zinn, “An outpatient program in behavioral medicine for chronic 
pain patients based on the practice of mindfulness meditation: Theoretical 
considerations and preliminary results,” Gen. Hosp. Psychiatry, vol. 4, no. 
1, pp. 33–47, Apr. 1982, doi: 10.1016/0163-8343(82)90026-3. 

[26] Z. V. Segal, J. M. G. Williams, and J. D. Teasdale, Mindfulness-based 
cognitive therapy for depression: a new approach to preventing relapse. 
New York: Guilford Press, 2002. 

[27] J. T. Quaglia, S. E. Braun, S. P. Freeman, M. A. McDaniel, and K. W. 
Brown, “Meta-analytic evidence for effects of mindfulness training on 
dimensions of self-reported dispositional mindfulness.,” Psychol. Assess., 
vol. 28, no. 7, pp. 803–818, 2016, doi: 10.1037/pas0000268. 

[28] E. Visted, J. Vøllestad, M. B. Nielsen, and G. H. Nielsen, “The impact of 
group-based mindfulness training on self-reported mindfulness: a 
systematic review and meta-analysis,” Mindfulness, pp. 1–22, 2014, doi: 
10.1007/s12671-014-0283-5. 

[29] S. B. Goldberg et al., “Mindfulness-based interventions for psychiatric 
disorders: A systematic review and meta-analysis,” Clin. Psychol. Rev., 
vol. 59, pp. 52–60, Feb. 2018, doi: 10.1016/j.cpr.2017.10.011. 

[30] J. E. Halladay et al., “Mindfulness for the Mental Health and Well-Being 
of Post-Secondary Students: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis,” 
Mindfulness, vol. 10, no. 3, pp. 397–414, Mar. 2019, doi: 
10.1007/s12671-018-0979-z. 

[31] B. Khoury, M. Sharma, S. E. Rush, and C. Fournier, “Mindfulness-based 
stress reduction for healthy individuals: A meta-analysis,” J. Psychosom. 
Res., vol. 78, no. 6, pp. 519–528, Jun. 2015, doi: 
10.1016/j.jpsychores.2015.03.009. 

[32] J. van Agteren et al., “A systematic review and meta-analysis of 
psychological interventions to improve mental wellbeing,” Nat. Hum. 
Behav., pp. 1–22, Apr. 2021, doi: 10.1038/s41562-021-01093-w. 

[33] T. Lomas, J. C. Medina, I. Ivtzan, S. Rupprecht, and F. J. Eiroa-Orosa, “A 
systematic review and meta-analysis of the impact of mindfulness-based 
interventions on the well-being of healthcare professionals,” Mindfulness, 
2018, doi: 10.1007/s12671-018-1062-5. 

[34] D. Querstret, L. Morison, S. Dickinson, M. Cropley, and M. John, 
“Mindfulness-based stress reduction and mindfulness-based cognitive 
therapy for psychological health and well-being in nonclinical samples: A 
systematic review and meta-analysis,” Int. J. Stress Manag., vol. 27, pp. 
394–411, 2020, doi: 10.1037/str0000165. 

[35] S. B. Goldberg, K. M. Riordan, S. Sun, and R. J. Davidson, “The 
Empirical Status of Mindfulness-Based Interventions: A Systematic 
Review of 44 Meta-Analyses of Randomized Controlled Trials,” 
Perspect. Psychol. Sci. J. Assoc. Psychol. Sci., vol. 17, no. 1, pp. 108–
130, Jan. 2022, doi: 10.1177/1745691620968771. 

[36] M. Alsubaie et al., “Mechanisms of action in mindfulness-based cognitive 
therapy (MBCT) and mindfulness-based stress reduction (MBSR) in 
people with physical and/or psychological conditions: A systematic 
review,” Clin. Psychol. Rev., vol. 55, pp. 74–91, Jul. 2017, doi: 
10.1016/j.cpr.2017.04.008. 

[37] J. Carmody and R. A. Baer, “Relationships between mindfulness practice 
and levels of mindfulness, medical and psychological symptoms and well-
being in a mindfulness-based stress reduction program,” J. Behav. Med., 
vol. 31, no. 1, pp. 23–33, Feb. 2008, doi: 10.1007/s10865-007-9130-7. 

World Academy of Science, Engineering and Technology
International Journal of Psychological and Behavioral Sciences

 Vol:17, No:7, 2023 

491International Scholarly and Scientific Research & Innovation 17(7) 2023 ISNI:0000000091950263

O
pe

n 
Sc

ie
nc

e 
In

de
x,

 P
sy

ch
ol

og
ic

al
 a

nd
 B

eh
av

io
ra

l S
ci

en
ce

s 
V

ol
:1

7,
 N

o:
7,

 2
02

3 
pu

bl
ic

at
io

ns
.w

as
et

.o
rg

/1
00

13
18

4.
pd

f



 

 

[38] A. Maddock and C. Blair, “How do mindfulness-based programmes 
improve anxiety, depression and psychological distress? A systematic 
review,” Curr. Psychol., Sep. 2021, doi: 10.1007/s12144-021-02082-y. 

[39] E. R. Tomlinson, O. Yousaf, A. D. Vittersø, and L. Jones, “Dispositional 
Mindfulness and Psychological Health: a Systematic Review,” 
Mindfulness, vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 23–43, 2018, doi: 10.1007/s12671-017-
0762-6. 

[40] R. A. Baer, G. T. Smith, J. Hopkins, J. Krietemeyer, and L. Toney, “Using 
Self-Report Assessment Methods to Explore Facets of Mindfulness,” 
Assessment, vol. 13, no. 1, pp. 27–45, Mar. 2006, doi: 
10.1177/1073191105283504. 

[41] S. R. Bishop et al., “Mindfulness: A proposed operational definition.,” 
Clin. Psychol. Sci. Pract., vol. 11, no. 3, pp. 230–241, 2004, doi: 
10.1093/clipsy.bph077. 

[42] J. Gu, C. Strauss, R. Bond, and K. Cavanagh, “How do mindfulness-based 
cognitive therapy and mindfulness-based stress reduction improve mental 
health and wellbeing? A systematic review and meta-analysis of 
mediation studies,” Clin. Psychol. Rev., vol. 37, pp. 1–12, Apr. 2015, doi: 
10.1016/j.cpr.2015.01.006. 

[43] U. Orth and R. W. Robins, “Is high self-esteem beneficial? Revisiting a 
classic question,” Am. Psychol., vol. 77, no. 1, pp. 5–17, Jan. 2022, doi: 
10.1037/amp0000922. 

[44] M. Rosenberg, Society and the Adolescent Self-Image. Princeton 
University Press, 1965. Accessed: Oct. 29, 2022. (Online). Available: 
https://www.jstor.org/stable/j.ctt183pjjh 

[45] J. D. Campbell, P. D. Trapnell, S. J. Heine, I. M. Katz, L. F. Lavallee, and 
D. R. Lehman, “Self-concept clarity: Measurement, personality 
correlates, and cultural boundaries,” J. Pers. Soc. Psychol., vol. 70, pp. 
141–156, 1996, doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.70.1.141. 

[46] E. Diener and M. Diener, “Cross-cultural correlates of life satisfaction and 
self-esteem,” J. Pers. Soc. Psychol., vol. 68, pp. 653–663, 1995, doi: 
10.1037/0022-3514.68.4.653. 

[47] A. Furnham and H. Cheng, “Perceived parental behaviour, self-esteem 
and happiness,” Soc. Psychiatry Psychiatr. Epidemiol., vol. 35, no. 10, pp. 
463–470, Oct. 2000, doi: 10.1007/s001270050265. 

[48] U. Orth, R. W. Robins, and K. F. Widaman, “Life-span development of 
self-esteem and its effects on important life outcomes,” J. Pers. Soc. 
Psychol., vol. 102, no. 6, pp. 1271–1288, Jun. 2012, doi: 
10.1037/a0025558. 

[49] U. Orth, R. W. Robins, and B. W. Roberts, “Low self-esteem 
prospectively predicts depression in adolescence and young adulthood,” 
J. Pers. Soc. Psychol., vol. 95, no. 3, pp. 695–708, Sep. 2008, doi: 
10.1037/0022-3514.95.3.695. 

[50] J. F. Sowislo, U. Orth, and L. L. Meier, “What constitutes vulnerable self-
esteem? Comparing the prospective effects of low, unstable, and 
contingent self-esteem on depressive symptoms,” J. Abnorm. Psychol., 
vol. 123, no. 4, pp. 737–753, Nov. 2014, doi: 10.1037/a0037770. 

[51] M. H. Kernis, “Measuring Self-Esteem in Context: The Importance of 
Stability of Self-Esteem in Psychological Functioning,” J. Pers., vol. 73, 
no. 6, pp. 1569–1605, 2005, doi: 10.1111/j.1467-6494.2005.00359.x. 

[52] M. H. Kernis, B. D. Grannemann, and L. C. Barclay, “Stability and level 
of self-esteem as predictors of anger arousal and hostility,” J. Pers. Soc. 
Psychol., vol. 56, pp. 1013–1022, 1989, doi: 10.1037/0022-
3514.56.6.1013. 

[53] M. H. Kernis and B. M. Goldman, “Assessing Stability of Self-Esteem 
and Contingent Self-Esteem,” in Self-esteem issues and answers: A 
sourcebook of current perspectives, New York, NY, US: Psychology 
Press, 2006, pp. 77–85. 

[54] J. Crocker, R. K. Luhtanen, M. L. Cooper, and A. Bouvrette, 
“Contingencies of self-worth in college students: theory and 
measurement,” J. Pers. Soc. Psychol., vol. 85, no. 5, pp. 894–908, Nov. 
2003, doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.85.5.894. 

[55] M. Johnson and V. Blom, “Development and validation of two measures 
of contingent self-esteem,” Individ. Differ. Res., vol. 5, pp. 300–328, 
2007. 

[56] J. Crocker and L. E. Park, “The costly pursuit of self-esteem,” Psychol. 
Bull., vol. 130, no. 3, pp. 392–414, May 2004, doi: 10.1037/0033-
2909.130.3.392. 

[57] C. Schöne, S. S. Tandler, and J. Stiensmeier-Pelster, “Contingent self-
esteem and vulnerability to depression: academic contingent self-esteem 
predicts depressive symptoms in students,” Front. Psychol., vol. 6, 2015, 
Accessed: Sep. 05, 2022. (Online). Available: 
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyg.2015.01573 

[58] “Social media - Statistics & Facts,” Statista. 
https://www.statista.com/topics/1164/social-networks/ (accessed Oct. 30, 

2022). 
[59] C. Midgley, S. Thai, P. Lockwood, C. Kovacheff, and E. P. Gould, “When 

every day is a high school reunion: Social media comparisons and self-
esteem.,” J. Pers. Soc. Psychol., vol. 121, no. 2, pp. 285–307, 2021. 

[60] A. N. Saiphoo, L. Dahoah Halevi, and Z. Vahedi, “Social networking site 
use and self-esteem: A meta-analytic review,” Personal. Individ. Differ., 
vol. 153, p. 109639, Jan. 2020, doi: 10.1016/j.paid.2019.109639. 

[61] H.-V. Krause, K. Baum, A. Baumann, and H. Krasnova, “Unifying the 
detrimental and beneficial effects of social network site use on self-
esteem: a systematic literature review,” Media Psychol., vol. 24, no. 1, pp. 
10–47, Jan. 2021, doi: 10.1080/15213269.2019.1656646. 

[62] C. Randal, D. Pratt, and S. Bucci, “Mindfulness and Self-esteem: A 
Systematic Review,” Mindfulness, vol. 6, no. 6, pp. 1366–1378, Dec. 
2015, doi: 10.1007/s12671-015-0407-6. 

[63] S. L. Koole, O. Govorun, C. M. Cheng, and M. Gallucci, “Pulling yourself 
together: Meditation promotes congruence between implicit and explicit 
self-esteem,” J. Exp. Soc. Psychol., vol. 45, pp. 1220–1226, 2009, doi: 
10.1016/j.jesp.2009.05.018. 

[64] S. Rajamäki, Mindfulness-based stress reduction: Does mindfulness 
training affect competence based self-esteem and burnout? 2011. 
Accessed: Oct. 22, 2022. (Online). Available: 
http://urn.kb.se/resolve?urn=urn:nbn:se:su:diva-58870 

[65] E. L. Deci and R. M. Ryan, “Human Autonomy,” in Efficacy, Agency, 
and Self-Esteem, M. H. Kernis, Ed., in The Springer Series in Social 
Clinical Psychology. Boston, MA: Springer US, 1995, pp. 31–49. doi: 
10.1007/978-1-4899-1280-0_3. 

[66] M. R. Leary and R. F. Baumeister, “The nature and function of self-
esteem: Sociometer theory,” in Advances in experimental social 
psychology, Vol. 32, San Diego, CA, US: Academic Press, 2000, pp. 1–
62. doi: 10.1016/S0065-2601(00)80003-9. 

[67] M. R. Leary, “To What Extent is Self-Esteem Influenced by Interpersonal 
as Compared with Intrapersonal Processes? What are These Processes?,” 
in Self-esteem issues and answers: A sourcebook of current perspectives, 
New York, NY, US: Psychology Press, 2006, pp. 195–200. 

[68] J. Crocker, A. Karpinski, D. M. Quinn, and S. K. Chase, “When Grades 
Determine Self-Worth: Consequences of Contingent Self-Worth for Male 
and Female Engineering and Psychology Majors,” J. Pers. Soc. Psychol., 
vol. 85, pp. 507–516, 2003, doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.85.3.507. 

[69] A. Chiesa, R. Calati, and A. Serretti, “Does mindfulness training improve 
cognitive abilities? A systematic review of neuropsychological findings,” 
Clin. Psychol. Rev., vol. 31, no. 3, pp. 449–464, Apr. 2011, doi: 
10.1016/j.cpr.2010.11.003. 

[70] S. N. Gallant, “Mindfulness meditation practice and executive 
functioning: Breaking down the benefit,” Conscious. Cogn., vol. 40, pp. 
116–130, Feb. 2016, doi: 10.1016/j.concog.2016.01.005. 

[71] D. Sumantry and K. E. Stewart, “Meditation, mindfulness, and attention: 
a meta-analysis,” Mindfulness, Feb. 2021, doi: 10.1007/s12671-021-
01593-w. 

[72] J. H. Davis and E. Thompson, “Developing attention and decreasing 
affective bias: Toward a cross-cultural cognitive science of mindfulness,” 
in Handbook of mindfulness: Theory, research, and practice, New York, 
NY, US: The Guilford Press, 2015, pp. 42–61. 

[73] T. Maran et al., “Overcoming Automaticity Through Meditation,” 
Mindfulness, vol. 12, no. 12, pp. 2896–2907, Dec. 2021, doi: 
10.1007/s12671-021-01749-8. 

[74] J. J. Arch and M. G. Craske, “Laboratory stressors in clinically anxious 
and non-anxious individuals: the moderating role of mindfulness,” Behav. 
Res. Ther., vol. 48, no. 6, pp. 495–505, Jun. 2010, doi: 
10.1016/j.brat.2010.02.005. 

[75] C. P. Niemiec et al., “Being present in the face of existential threat: The 
role of trait mindfulness in reducing defensive responses to mortality 
salience,” J. Pers. Soc. Psychol., vol. 99, pp. 344–365, 2010, doi: 
10.1037/a0019388. 

[76] A. Leyland, G. Rowse, and L.-M. Emerson, “Experimental effects of 
mindfulness inductions on self-regulation: Systematic review and meta-
analysis,” Emot. Wash. DC, vol. 19, no. 1, pp. 108–122, Feb. 2019, doi: 
10.1037/emo0000425. 

[77] C. A. Pepping, P. J. Davis, and A. O’Donovan, “Mindfulness for 
Cultivating Self-Esteem,” in Mindfulness and Buddhist-Derived 
Approaches in Mental Health and Addiction, E. Shonin, W. V. Gordon, 
and M. D. Griffiths, Eds., in Advances in Mental Health and Addiction. 
Cham: Springer International Publishing, 2016, pp. 259–275. doi: 
10.1007/978-3-319-22255-4_13. 

[78] C. J. Lyddy, D. Good, T. D. Kriz, and J. P. Stephens, “Contemplating 
Critique: Mindfulness Attenuates Self-Esteem and Self-Regulatory 

World Academy of Science, Engineering and Technology
International Journal of Psychological and Behavioral Sciences

 Vol:17, No:7, 2023 

492International Scholarly and Scientific Research & Innovation 17(7) 2023 ISNI:0000000091950263

O
pe

n 
Sc

ie
nc

e 
In

de
x,

 P
sy

ch
ol

og
ic

al
 a

nd
 B

eh
av

io
ra

l S
ci

en
ce

s 
V

ol
:1

7,
 N

o:
7,

 2
02

3 
pu

bl
ic

at
io

ns
.w

as
et

.o
rg

/1
00

13
18

4.
pd

f



 

 

Impacts of Negative Feedback,” Mindfulness, vol. 13, no. 6, 2022, doi: 
10.1007/s12671-022-01894-8. 

[79] R. M. Ryan and E. L. Deci, “Self-determination theory and the facilitation 
of intrinsic motivation, social development, and well-being.,” Am. 
Psychol., vol. 55, no. 1, pp. 68–78, 2000, doi: 10.1037/0003-
066X.55.1.68. 

[80] R. F. Baumeister, E. Bratslavsky, M. Muraven, and D. M. Tice, “Ego 
depletion: Is the active self a limited resource?,” J. Pers. Soc. Psychol., 
vol. 74, no. 5, pp. 1252–1265, 1998, doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.74.5.1252. 

[81] M. S. Hagger, C. Wood, C. Stiff, and N. L. D. Chatzisarantis, “Ego 
depletion and the strength model of self-control: A meta-analysis.,” 
Psychol. Bull., vol. 136, no. 4, pp. 495–525, 2010, doi: 
10.1037/a0019486. 

[82] R. M. Ryan, V. Huta, and E. L. Deci, “Living well: a self-determination 
theory perspective on eudaimonia,” J. Happiness Stud., vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 
139–170, Jan. 2008, doi: 10.1007/s10902-006-9023-4. 

[83] C. D. Ryff, “Psychological Well-Being Revisited: Advances in the 
Science and Practice of Eudaimonia,” Psychother. Psychosom., vol. 83, 
no. 1, pp. 10–28, 2014, doi: 10.1159/000353263. 

[84] P. P. Schultz and R. M. Ryan, “The ‘Why,’ ‘What,’ and ‘How’ of Healthy 
Self-Regulation: Mindfulness and Well-Being from a Self-Determination 
Theory Perspective,” in Handbook of Mindfulness and Self-Regulation, 
B. D. Ostafin, M. D. Robinson, and B. P. Meier, Eds., New York, NY: 
Springer New York, 2015, pp. 81–94. doi: 10.1007/978-1-4939-2263-
5_7. 

[85] E. Bohlmeijer, P. M. ten Klooster, M. Fledderus, M. Veehof, and R. Baer, 
“Psychometric properties of the five facet mindfulness questionnaire in 
depressed adults and development of a short form.,” Assessment, vol. 18, 
no. 3, pp. 308–320, Sep. 2011, doi: 10.1177/1073191111408231. 

[86] D. Díaz et al., “Adaptación española de las escalas de bienestar 
psicológico de Ryff,” Psicothema, vol. 18, no. 3, pp. 572–577, Dec. 2006. 

[87] J. Cohen, Statistical power analysis for the behavioral sciences, 2nd ed. 
Hillsdale, N.J.: L. Erlbaum Associates, 1988. 

[88] E. L. Garland, S. A. Gaylord, and B. L. Fredrickson, “Positive Reappraisal 
Mediates the Stress-Reductive Effects of Mindfulness: An Upward Spiral 
Process,” Mindfulness, vol. 2, no. 1, pp. 59–67, Mar. 2011, doi: 
10.1007/s12671-011-0043-8. 

[89] B. K. Hölzel, S. W. Lazar, T. Gard, Z. Schuman-Olivier, D. R. Vago, and 
U. Ott, “How Does Mindfulness Meditation Work? Proposing 
Mechanisms of Action from a Conceptual and Neural Perspective,” 
Perspect. Psychol. Sci., vol. 6, no. 6, p. 537, 2011. 

[90] N. D. Anderson, M. A. Lau, Z. V. Segal, and S. R. Bishop, “Mindfulness-
based stress reduction and attentional control,” Clin. Psychol. 
Psychother., vol. 14, pp. 449–463, 2007, doi: 10.1002/cpp.544. 

[91] S. L. Shapiro, K. W. Brown, C. Thoresen, and T. G. Plante, “The 
moderation of Mindfulness-based stress reduction effects by trait 
mindfulness: Results from a randomized controlled trial,” J. Clin. 
Psychol., vol. 67, no. 3, pp. 267–277, Mar. 2011, doi: 10.1002/jclp.20761. 

[92] J. Crocker, A. T. Brook, Y. Niiya, and M. Villacorta, “The Pursuit of Self-
Esteem: Contingencies of Self-Worth and Self-Regulation,” J. Pers., vol. 
74, no. 6, pp. 1749–1772, 2006, doi: 10.1111/j.1467-6494.2006.00427.x. 

[93] M. R. vanDellen, W. K. Campbell, R. H. Hoyle, and E. K. Bradfield, 
“Compensating, Resisting, and Breaking: A Meta-Analytic Examination 
of Reactions to Self-Esteem Threat,” Personal. Soc. Psychol. Rev., vol. 
15, no. 1, pp. 51–74, Feb. 2011, doi: 10.1177/1088868310372950. 

[94] P. Hills and M. Argyle, “Emotional stability as a major dimension of 
happiness,” Personal. Individ. Differ., vol. 31, pp. 1357–1364, 2001, doi: 
10.1016/S0191-8869(00)00229-4. 

[95] R. F. Baumeister and K. D. Vohs, “Revisiting Our Reappraisal of the 
(Surprisingly Few) Benefits of High Self-Esteem,” Perspect. Psychol. 
Sci., vol. 13, no. 2, pp. 137–140, Mar. 2018, doi: 
10.1177/1745691617701185. 

[96] “Social media - Statistics & Facts,” Statista. 
https://www.statista.com/topics/1164/social-networks/ (accessed Oct. 30, 
2022) 

 
 

World Academy of Science, Engineering and Technology
International Journal of Psychological and Behavioral Sciences

 Vol:17, No:7, 2023 

493International Scholarly and Scientific Research & Innovation 17(7) 2023 ISNI:0000000091950263

O
pe

n 
Sc

ie
nc

e 
In

de
x,

 P
sy

ch
ol

og
ic

al
 a

nd
 B

eh
av

io
ra

l S
ci

en
ce

s 
V

ol
:1

7,
 N

o:
7,

 2
02

3 
pu

bl
ic

at
io

ns
.w

as
et

.o
rg

/1
00

13
18

4.
pd

f


