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H B OARXRARSRAALGFRCH X EHRARAE R, ILENALSR A AFEY T LB XiE, 42
AN RILFEHR R AN EZUARIT Y. ARG FTHRILERLS LRAADWAL LG LR, MRFF
46, LEREA T ARG R ERABAIRA, LERTELR LG A LA B L ahiE 5 &L ILETA
SR G T Rk fe DI F I K £ A T AL, F4)0F LATAT LRt amhKFH X, méKL
FIATEAFEFRORAIRAKEFT XK. LEWNHEIR N ARt FREE. FRORAFARITH.
ARG BH Y ILEARRA A N Fn K A AL BOLE AR ) shAL 24T 4 m e RS, 5
ZEIMNAEATHEHZIT LTSRS R LR H R,

KR RALKE, RAKRFFTX, TR, aBEREME, FARITH

S%EES B8

1 8IS i ¢ R G A SRR Y L o MR AT R AR AR 1
(Hawley, 2002); Ailifi]th 88 & ¥k 5 w4k AU & 45
AR, BEAATT. 2T flifiT(Pettit, Bakshi, Dodge,
& Coie, 1990; Roseth, Pellegrini, Bohn, van Ryzin,
& Vance, 2007), UL, 1ER—FPsgin L 77 v )
AFIAES, B LE ST Z X m At S H R
AR G, IITTARAS S AU A et .
P4 R I AT HOR AT Bk B4y,
R OB 2 R R AR R EE A H Y .
Hb, IERHRRE SRR, i S s
110, RN EEEA M EE Ty, W oAt 258
I B ELAS 2 4% (Hawley, 2016), 4k, Bl T4k
FNRIIB IR R, Bk Z 1 & .0 B2 i 58 %
NN, FhZ A 2r2% (naive socialology) B it 7T L) Ky
JLEEA 2 A A R AR 3 5 JL Al (Hirschfel d, 2007;
Rhodes, 2012, 2013), tba, #JLxF AJeFik E
2 5B HE T R BE 2 X AT 28 RO AN R BRI A B
fift (Hirschfeld, 1995) . JLEE AL 24 1A 4t 4
NE R T AL R A, B, Ok 2 i A 5T
Wk B H:  2017-05-17 H IR T L RIS L R AN E IR,
* [ AR 4 T ORI H (14ZDB161) Al [ A 24 By T I XF#E 2 A S S LB AL 24T R B R LR
SR B IH (KSZD-EW-LOA L MBI RIAE TR0 o o g fomab sk M, BT 2500 )L

T (] B L0 BRARRAE 9 4 ) ( 2009FY 110100 ) %5 B . , . s . s
B e A Loy I 2 R Bkt 2 B X LB

#2340 J1(social power)—H EEIAS . 4
L0 AR ECEMATTIE, Russell
(1938) I\ Ayt Bl 2 rp B BEAME SR AT, AT
G A S R AR E — A, Witk
WHHFEFTENS AR FAEES . KIMLOE,
SALT) I 5E 2 BEAE A R, i LB A
SAUIPNFIR R, SR 2 3 AR UE
EFHANIL SRR R, BAFETILENILSX
Fof, HnfE e R 2R, AR R SRR
it . B -S B RFE SR o3 A o NIEAR I £
B, JLEXAESAUT AN BAT SR S, o
WAL 2 A R T ARRE R . o T
B, wh 2 AR S A ik 20 R, A PR B AN BE A% ik
B Wk S AT B AR R AR, U i N A Y
AEF AL 5 1 (Hawley, 2016), [AIiF, 2245 LA
2 LB 2 TN B IR E 1 A B R B S A, R
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SAT IR, )5 R L A 1 A A0
FIT I
2 WA

PSR H I ERE A, ARBFIEE X1
SRR B E AN . 1 a5, Russell (1938)
AU 3R A R B B AR B 7= 45 Weber tAH
B R 23 R R R AU 35 A6 52 30 BH 1R A5 fig
k2 I A O 0 EAT S R T REE K/IN, T Dahl
HE— 2L T 4 S AR 2 R R T S AL
B —ERE E R LR RA T A A AR i =
1%(3] H Fiske & Berdahl, 2007), 33X e HE & 57 Bkt
SRNFRE TS RRZZ P, FR=4EFiaE
S AR, &0 B2EIF5 H, Keltner, Gruenfeld
F1 Anderson (2003)f #1 £ 4 7 8 kA~ 1A 3 i 41
bl AT T VR, S A AR b RS B A X
Rer, BN M E IR A PR dl . Fiske Fl
Berdahl (2007) %5 #1254 1 4 A7 I E 45 SR 1A
XPRRAE, ok A R UR BER e F 2T (|
W7 AR, @R, Ze%%), AL LA
o LMg RS RE R, FREAR, AR
F Bt S 5AES) . BIRWME, #HaAU) T S
SRR SRR, B E XA MIEF IR, X
ARSI . k. &UThE
45), WA SRR AR . KH . RIS,

NS BTT BEE R 2 AR B8 LR SR A
UL AREH#ITRR, HEJLEL ST
R T — LA RAR AT, XL ARIER
PerEE L5 A AU 1 SRR, =24
Fhth & L E AL 2 A R A AT . X BT R
B S R 3 M R el | R S R DAt -
EILER AR P RIEH KRKES, #EILEX
PR B AR BRI 6, DL E T 090 3 7 X il &
8] £ 38 e fdi il o %14 M (social dominance) fit 1
TERAIR A TR R KLY T, YT
A AN A 5 38 AR B SRR IR . ROk
XA M A A J B X LB AL S AU B B 5T
AR S 1 A s AT A 5 P AR S e P ) 1
A, FE B AT FE A R (Hawley, 1999; Pun,
Birch, & Baron, 2017), #h4s 32 ¥ #/E A1 1Y
—FpAR O A AU Z 5 R (Keltner et al.,
2003). Ebdn, Hawley, Johnson, Mize 1 McNamara
(2007)7E4R 5 3~5 % 4 JLIAU At Ao ) A1 32 1)

IR RS b, Bk 2 SR A S L #EAL
T —FIE R, I X LB RS B IR e
R Jish, tha i 2w S5 A
AR LEDR ST P Ac i T #E 2 Hifii (social status)
B AR ETEA SR A P A AR H, B
Bom Ay, LB, R R AR 4
77 2 #E4T I 4 (Cillessen & Rose, 2005), 4 W58 #
KA, 824 LTI 4l LARAS w23 057 1) 7 2o i ik
XPEUHE Ak A R R R e, R R AR B
F AL 2 b5 45 5 (K lish, 2005; Guinote, Cotzia,
Sandhu, & Siwa, 2015),

A S AR S AU S TEBRAE e SR K
afg A AT ¢ A4 A X AR 9 45 ] 0 (19 n Kalish,
2005; Hawley et d., 2007; Guinote et d., 2015; Guinote,
2017), JIrLL, FFe iz dide e SCRH 2 SEie ot 2
ML Y )L AIF 58 A 7T 94 A BIAS 2R 3R I Y [ 22 v
BAERGA EIRATRAR R EA SCIR R ik . 7%
o i, BARRRATTE LIRS B 5T R
TS SRR Sy A o A m A 2 ST SCHER, H X
JE FR T I BB RE O SRR S IR R R E E LS
CaRAYOALEOL e O DY A DI s A AR i
gEr, AT X 3 = FhABE A& 22 () (4 FR T B I
AR EE

3 JLEHSBIDAMN LR

E TR e N TR - SR ey
TN AR S, AFAEE B9 L A f 5 T
— LR RGE AL AU R AR, ok, L B
RT3 I7 AR RAFAEAR R 225 D
XA T TR T LB A AU AR R
31 LEMHSWNLRINTLR

FE2AUT T AT LA 3 — e 2 2ok LU . )
AWFEATREN], A L W2 Dy i g 5
RV AT S HHAZ, (HRMAT 2l il — L8
LR SBTTIR D
311 MIVAFEIELR

WHFERY], 12 B r 2 LRENS il i —SE AN Y
Yy R ZOR PR AL B B R, X Se ) B2 R
LGP B RSF R/ (physical size) . FT7E M
BN B 53 i 22 045 o il i B B LA AN R 1 45
XA AR R I ], B AT LA BT 2L B IA
T 4f o BETEE 2 LS B RS AN TR Y
S R 425 R — SRR S, 45RERY, 10 4
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HA 13 A~ A B2 ILAE WA Py 3R ST 5 /N B
T SR BRI AR L B 1) sl i 52 4K 15 %
PR AT A FE RS R K, T/ 8 & 9 AN H R
L B R AR 58 R A AR ) A 25 5 0 X i 10
A A LR B2 s A AR 0 3N U A 25
SHE KN Thomsen, Frankenhuis, Ingold-Smith,
& Carey, 2011), H—WWFs kM, MWE—PF
e P A 53 2500 35 22 119 B 1 50— A T 7 A A
RGBS T G 4 2 B IR T, 6~90 Y
WLFE B 5 A AR A5 U UR I v A R B, R
6~9 I~ H BILS Tk A T H A AKCE 219414
Fh4 WL RIE A, R A HE T B4 /0N A BA R
B ARAR B YR I AL ] 52K (Puin, Birch, & Baron,
2016)., DL -#F9E B, BIfEJE 6 4~ H 2Lt Ak
i AR % — LB S A 1Y 2 R WA IR S AU S IR,
BRI B/ NMERE B LM IF RS R, HEH
MBI R LRI —F T ae k. BILE gk
XA S AT R AU e, L
HO AL SR AT g A A RS R

DL 5E BTl 6 A H (8 REfE R AF 4L
SRR, FF XK B AR A5 5 E B A4
Fh AU FAE BB F XA R BN 1 SRS
FAE . HATXHEE LRI 58K 28 o WA TR
)17 358 A9 1 A0 B () 40 A AT T A9 At 25 A D IA B, R
S ] LASE 3 5O B 00 R T B (R B R B R)
153 B L LAIEAE SRR R NAE, 2 g)
DL A [ T LR 1A M B0 3] 1 A 25 5 EL ROk
TR S 1 FLARAE
312 WITAMMBBEMEBLER

— R R R LR T HRATR B SN
MR/ A FEAE o 22— MR JE R 4 AT %
— AR N, BATTE RN S AR 2
B HRT B oK s — AW S B T T X — A~
) FL A B B, FRATIA AT LS & ik AL
DR, EWMBIR R, 4h)LdReETRIGM
THLRFIW A ST, N, Keating Fl Bai
(1986) AR KW, 4 & 4 IL&H M B BRK,
T A TR I B A B T B A T R A R L
HE RS S —Ts RN, 5 %5 M6 %
(8 8y LA 3ot 3l 5 1 A A B 8% ) T A I
RIS A B FE S R, X EFIEER A
FEH RS Mk IR EMX T BEIT.
B ARUUAE S, IF HAE S A1 s b 2 B0 RILE i

A IR h SRR AR . (AR 3~4 B4 LT E
ARG B (b s BT T IR
L] £850) A 8 TF 8 40 W7 PR A B 1+ 2 BT AR
(Brey & Shutts, 2015). Jirlh, JL#FE 5 % A4
DA SR IR SR R G T IHLR
A A 2 AU = AR
313 WA HESERNEER

— ek SRR, WREME R AL S AU Oy T
M. i, mFBEss St ahEsn
AL, FATEF AN B SEU) L R
WAk, SLH T 2% 2 B A, B DL E
AL S AL S B EAR . B T AMARSE
FER I FANG FUEHENRFFIEL R, ILE LS
HOR A SR LREE M AWt SR,
Fetn e . AR AR, AR 2NAR B A IR Z M AE
B OB AMRIEAT A2, LI RE NS TN A b kAT
{SEINT, 5445 B T A (Shutts, Pemberton,
& Spelke, 2013), AR A W5E R 3 Z Y L&KM
O BB A, PRI B AR s A
AR F BB A 4k 2 AU R F 2 (Gl goz, 2015),
XYL 3 4 LRRREMIE A O M E 2 s, HIW
BN KT LA, 3 2 JLER I hEEY
TS A AT ST RN, AT B R A R 2
AN A 23 BT 5 T AR AR 8 414 1k (Charafeddine
et a., 2015; Giilgdz, 2015),

AR H TR B8 TR ST L EO AN [ 4F i
I IR A At 23 B R B DA LR, (R 3RATT
N IR ARAT (14 £ BEHEM, 3 %2 & JLAT BEIA TR 3 53 4
S AR B R AR SR RN Ry iR, T
DIHERR AT AT S R A T REARAS R IR, 1 3 &4
L. FEET/NG 1 % 8Lk RE I R A 0 IR 1 A
#2340 ) 8K (Mascaro & Csibra, 2012; Giilgéz
& Gelman, 2017), it LAbATTAIT 53 Az LA R AR e 458
RAAE L 2 Az DL AR IS B IR S B 38
314 RIWAHHPHSEFNEER

IS AR I R AT AR 2 AU I RN 24K
TSt S H LR, BUTMTR RN, 4L
FE2 AT A AR 1 A 22 T B0 48 R 4 4% W IR AR
5. BARIEE. Fikdrd o wE RN, LA
4 Gulgoz 1 Gelman (2017)¥AX 178 Lt
SR FR T N BRI . HARIAEL. T ik
AL SV IR AT o RN 7E R AR 1S
LR, WAEFHETFEAEN IR, & —1
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HFo T IE, AN TFAERNESE, DI
INIRA A RBRWETHSBOIE S, £ bRk
WMEET, MAZFREHRT A p 5, REBR
HC B TSt £ FAmESER
, AN ETFEFI AN E TR A, R
TAMmAME TSI E R, ERVFIEEIELER
t, — AT REE R R R IR — T
MR SIS R & XA 3 & A
FERML R T, — A FAEE Bl e ), 2
SR ) £ -4 BB A O RN A T S 3R A At 1y
AU R . Gllgdz Fl Gelman (2017) i 45 5 %
W, XT3k 5N LR, JLEM 3% HagiR %
BEIRAAT 5 HAwak 8 S SRVE IS IE A A AT R A
SWNER, Bk 5~6 & HFH S HBEE
MWL E, FH 7 ZRBRAKT, sl
IR W RFE S TR . R AR AR A7 5T 1 45
SEFRATTRT LA W L 3 X R [ 3R A 25 A ¢ (An %
BT . BFRAB) A SBU S R T RS &
M AFIZE B3 A A (B E RN . Fikdr4)o

LA A — A I 7R A S AT KN BBl &
R MRELRR, HILEEH— B, W HHE
PN, — AT o) — AR Aa 2
BRI MEE . X — A IR sh VR % — R 51T
9, SRR LEE F Wk WA B TR A AU
TR, 5% 4 JLFIWr At A0 19 A4 LA A\
AR SA IR, Wi 4 2 4 LN REIE T4
155 Z FI bk 234 1 (Over & Carpenter, 2015), 4
%M 5 & G LR TR B HI Wikt SBOT R R B
ZFREEEN 5 B4 LA IR Z M AT R
WS R R R

PR/ ELIN S, ] Be A8 i i+ 2%
H R B IRARAS 2 R B AL S B RN . B
, 12~154~ F BELAT LUKE T4 5 25 ok AR B IR LA
KAt 23 H b o S5t 45 ) > A A 2 S RE
I IF HABATRE 48 SRAE X At 2 S lc 1y —
PR, MIARE—FSRRE, Y E %
e, BELIT AR T AL T F AT R R B
K2, TR 3 A A 0 R 2 1% BT 2 AT 0 6
(Mascaro & Csibra, 2012), it A # 58 K8 1~3 2 1Y
220 ) LRE S AR W B B P RS A 2 BT
14 7 S A 0 T 5l A R 2 SO G
% (Hawley & Little, 1999; Pellegrini et al., 2007).,
T34h, 3 B4 UREH S B A A5 R (PTIR ih 2 4+

SR B PR R A I T A 2 A B
MIBTEL | FAS 2 10 B ) a0t RR A 4 W i B B A
2x 37 Wi (Charafeddine et al., 2015),

DL EAE SRR R SR SR R, L XS
TASAN A FRLRNA LRI 55 AE
HEAE— S0 HERRE (Hawley, 1999), JLIE e I 4 IR 5
A R A RS R P RS N (early
adaptation) 2k %K, LMMAIEAEZ D, MEEAKR
AN, BEURHAT R E bRk sUAE, B 5 k08 R A
FI TS HI AL R, & ERMEA S EE ST
FE VL AR IR L [ R BE T, L A g) 5 At
PikFR . Fikara . il A, KX it o
OIpATEYNAE SIS PPN S T Sii d (R
AR IR N AL (relatively recent adaptation;
Rakoczy & Schmidt, 2013),

g5 LR, Witk MR, JLEN A
ST R 2 F R BRI 3 B 1 e 3R (A IR 5
2 AMERBARIR N BEIRARAT A H BRIk iU ) T
Ji R AR AT N PR R GR IG5 B /R | B
Pi SRR . Tk HlE M AE) &
MAL S KRB MR, BEAFBNIEK, JLEH®
Kl 2 A NSt 22 e A&, AT BE s 2
AR 5o b A AU R R o HIZ X SERF 5T
HUR R T ARG Z () 1Y 22 5, O B A AR U b fige g
LR AEAT BN i BARVE FIBLST, AR AT
8T B — BB LB SAUTA AR 22 7
J5 W 258 L
32 ARIFRILENHESNARBERXINA

ER

FESAUTT AT LLSE o SCIE Al A 7 AR, B
AL G B Y 345 (Cheng, Tracy, Foulsham,
Kingstone, & Henrich, 2013), 3T 3t JJ(dominance-
based) Y 5 W i 45 A (A 1 588 ] g L3R LA S 2% )
S At 22 7 ARG AL T i A T 75 B (prestige-
based) 14 5 i U] & 4> A3 3 [ C Y RE ) AL RE AR
PR RS T, ARARFIE B 55 At 2 7 SR AL
J1o JLERE A DX 33X P A OAS [ f4 4R 45 Jr 22
Glilgéz 1 Gelman (2017) ¥4k SAL 138t 20 b 3%
RIS AL AU R, R A RS AL
J1 IR VR i R A O SRR ATy, 15 3 B
TE, IR By, 0 A2 A T 3R B R AR
AT FEVRARAF R AL B B S B T A0 330
ek UK E ik A S5 Rk, 3~9 % JLE AT
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TE BRSBTS A A
FNT, W5 78 B8/ N e L2 PR R i A 2 AU 3R
1507 b T B AR R A AU 35 05 5

B AR B AR TS I, JLEE XS T IX PR 2
K3 3kA5 07 N R B 22 5, R Ied)
TR I T SCC M B A ) A5 1) Ot MR B 4 T
RS T A BRI 3A% . BETE R B, A48 LA

AL 2 AT 2R I3 e IR R AR A,

A4 X 00 5 P A A PR e R L X e 4T e 1 o 40 4
PR 4T Jy(Strayer & Strayer,1978), ARk LLFT Ry
RRFEREE L& TR MBS EH T, B2 A4E
4 B LB N AT SRR AL AU RS s, &
of 38 g 5 1 SARAF AL AU AR TE 2 4 2
KW, BRI EFR GBI LE, I B4
Z %R (Hawley, 2002; Roseth et ., 2007; Grueneisen
& Tomasello, 2017), F|JL# 5% Ay, flufil<1h
I BE I A3 2 i 56 2R, R B0 R B 2 1 56 1
ik IR BT R, DA BGE Al ] A A A
B I 77 (Hawley & Little, 1999), 3%/~ )L
M E LA SIS FAFGE S LR TE 5L B B, Aib
AT 38 5 8 PR SRARAS AL S AU AR I S B 2
R . 5 8 &, JLEXT X MRS
AT AN R B AR AR A . L
FBRAE SRR, B R ARAR R 1 SR e X
ATk . —8b L3 E i AR Y R AT R R AR A
I3, 2378 R 32 0GI I kv 3 T o — 2 L3
S50 3 57 K5 W e A 2 07 R AR S AU
(Hawley & Little, 1999; Hawley, 2002), 8 % JL#
EL 2 AN TA Nl 2o 5 1 119 O o — P R 1 7 =X
R U, TR 4 5 et S P SR DA R B AT 3R AR
RSB AR S B 2 B RAE G HE T o A BESE
T, BOR/NE ARG B A 2 B SO Y
A, ROGEAL TR B0 AR 2 i A7, H2 5
T ARG, AR — A B TS R
W& 11 [7) £ (Dodge, Coie, Pettit, & Price, 1990; Pettit
et al., 1990), [l A, BXA4FEHE BT B Y L Z B A Al
FHFFEERM S SR, PRk, X
AAE WS B B L EE S5 2 S (LSRG
(AR B S BE & (S AU B R AN AR B BE 2 1
Y25 (Charafeddine et al., 2016), fbfiTt ik HIET
7 B SR () BRAF AT AT LUK SRR R R 23 o
B X T g i 3 R R 25 i Skt S, L
B HATE Z MR (Kogan et al., 2011).

2L, e S A (95 R A S B v R BA
AT ) AAF AL 2 AU ] e R AR 4 )L B
SEBIRLIN o B S i 2 R U A A S5 P i A A
F8g S T AN T A, T o P R S (R A Al
REEE 5B AL S U BORAR R 1 L P A
FELZHYIATT

4 HEWRAOMILERSITANEME

ZHIZERFE M, 35 H B /N B4l Lk hE
T L RFNWAE AT R, B4 S A4 i
THENNZE, EREHttEIfERRSH
E ST e HATHTSR EEEE T 1S H
X LEE LAE =A D AL S AT N B 5
4.1 EEMERE

JLETEHAT2E T SE SR B, Y
T XA AR 25 B BRI IRE, 5 e 33 M b R 40
TR AR R RO, 33X E R ik B P (R E (selective
trust, Kinzler, Corriveau, & Harris, 2011), #f5%#
At 2% SCME AR A S LR B8 T (AR R AE S
P, 235 M L ZE R AN R AT AN PR32 Y 09 R 1)
(Bernard et al., 2016; Castelain, Bernard, van der Hengt,
& Mercier, 2016), F5% 35 8 i P S IR 1R SR B\
P NPT &3l AR TR 8 SR
BHET, AN ARZFER IR, 4153
TR /N A R B 4SS AT B ) FERSR IR 35
T, PR /NI 3R T E AR AL B R, —
AN AR B AR A B A R, 53— /N
RS AR AR (IR, A HA LR A /N
WA TR B AL AU TR . G 76 BRI s B B B
I — AR AT Y [ R R (— A B RN
M ENFHRN), LREBEESE RN
R AR B P FR 2 28 (R R B M 5 T S Ar i
B BB, B B AT AR AE R AL A
RMESR ., SREM, Twtha ChtEREN N 5
IHLIAIRAT I 2 NP BE IR B, 3 % il 5 4 %)
JLER 23 B 2 Hb >R 94 155 3 B A PR 1 k98] (Bernard
et a., 2016; Castelain et a., 2016), X T#k2 i
P T L 3E ) BE B TR PR A PR RT BE AR R . A
FEEE RN B AN T, LRGN S (1) R iR AT
REZ T TG B, [l S e 3 AW S i A 32
BeE MR A, F AT TR
HIRTA o X LT L 3E 2R 9K 2 B0 1 32 T
EDE NIRRT, 25 R 280N 45 0 R AT
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I E WA B 77 1 I it 2 W AR Z R &
. (Bernard, Harris, Terrier, & Clément, 2015), Wr
PN 2 ONGO RSN AN O N p= U BB S
TGN . Ty — g B NRE ) A B B A, L
AR k23 S IE 7 B8 R A A2 R g 25 S T o
KACK BTy T, LA A 78 R W] L 25 23 F ik

2> T F1 58 &5 AR BE J1 T 58 (Charafeddine et al.,

2015), Al WM B 0 R 4% S HE g 8 A A Y R )

A JE BRI o B AL AT, e 5k
PR Z MR R, FEEPF AT REE . — R rT Ak
PER, JLEE R I A SO E K, RE
WERYBE 7 B, T2 MR b AT R 36 B A AT 1 9
o 55 —FprE B, L3 AR #1410 50 B3 A
Witk B RE 1 SR, HERIAL AU R, AR5 P
AR 4 A 1 55 BE 1 e A A 5 S AT R A5 AT i X
%o WIERE I 2 R I 5| T bR PR fE
TR K A3 FF K o
42 HENEITH

Ty — PRI TR 2 AL AT M R4 LY
PR HCAT R o BEUR A ICAT 55 0 I AOE 2, 4
YL —LBHIR, TR AR R Z W27
AYTE, B LG 4 L — ST Ik B 04 BE R 43 i 7
Z, GIERNE - ACOGrI TR S B BE
PIAR)REB =T MEGTR TR TACHE
TR ARATIC ) AT 8 U5 43 i s 43 i 7 8 MR e 4% AR
M4l LA A 56— 7 i e AL S AU 55 v 1 % R
A3 B 5T AT g B A AR = i R, AR MEHR
#L A J MR SR, BRERA TR ETT
SEUFFEER . BARTE R A ST R, BT 3 R
AL A RIS AR T, fiEh
BRI, JE A AREU) #0808 Bk (iR
BEEACLE X, B EIZE B A S X AT A

B3I B AR ) (T SCee (R T il b 22 9 7 ik

B A, 5RO DG B K 2
B, T 0 B S5 AU T8 R) AE D R AL
PAFOLEGRE : BT, Bt =, TukE L, 2012), 10
XU R RE T4 L. (B LB AR /N ek
REFRM AU, 3 AR BEAR H AN 71 M A& AR 4 b
WGy, @ OB R, Bk H AT LE 2
B3GR BEAT MR BF 98 E B P T LE R
5 =07 B B A B

JLEAE NS =05 ey, JLEXT T AR 2
A3 RIS B A4 08 9 D 43 B 465 SR W e v B A I

W . VT B 3 (Match Hypothesis) Fl #h £ {5 15
(Compensate Hypothesis) . VG g {5 % 235 4 JLTE#
SR ESE PR RIS R, ITA T
PRIFRX M AT SEFR, MVEACHE A K FR
FBCR 43T, a2 o B4 AU 3 I AR T 22 3%
U, o B ROR B AR D BE IR, AR
AR L P TSRO ERZ R, R
FESAUTT B ARG A B2 A A1, T AMEX
TS, AT At S AU R AR 53 e 2
FR BE R, T 4 A 2 AT S AR T T A 1
P, FTF LU B WIRR IR %, Charafeddine % A (2016)
TILT 3~8 & JLEAEAL S B BE T 1% 43 1T
170 WEFERI, ILELEA 2 SRS 5T A%
PR PR B T AR i 22 5 BAKINT S, 3%
4 B Y JLE A S, AR ATE 2 i v
U8, FFAVCRCIR; 5 2 4h)LX e & F 3z e #
MBI LA % 25 5, 8% LB 43 IiL 45 52 3¢
Be A S B IR, LAY 23 S i oy ok i R
N, FFEAMERGR .

X T At 2 A T 5 e LB BEIR 43 AT I R T
WHIE, W90 5 R i 2% AT 2% A0 B RE ) 1Yy
RIEHRE, G LA EEZN SRR AT AR
FE AT IR Wi B R 4 WO AT A ) AR
FEILEMILERE Ty . AP HUSHE . xS BTk
07 A . DRSS AU A R R AR
W Hn, JLE SRR T 32 FF (st SR
W) 32 2B ) B £ 19 560 (Eisenberg, Fabes, &
Spinrad, 2006; Malti, Gummerum, Keller, & Buchmann,
2009), [AHF2XFAF- 575 B intglE(Fehr, Bernhard, &
Rockenbach, 2008; Shaw, Choshen-Hillel, & Caruso,
2016), LA KA A] 7 St A DA AT 3 T S 9 4 23 AR
F13A 7 RO AT 3.2 RFEAEIE JLE ST 1S
J1 345 J5 2R 25 5 1 AR Hawley, 1999),
R AE KL 2 7 PR AR ) B SE 2 i B

gi bk, JLEAE R EE =05 M @t R B
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Children’s understanding of social power and itsrelationship
with social behavior
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Abstract: While there has been much research concerning how adults understand the social power, recently
researchers have been increasingly interested in how children conceptualize social power. Social power
understanding is an important aspect of children’s social cognition, which can be reflected on the level of
social dominance and social status. From early on, children can use different cues to judge social power, and
based on these cues their cognition of social power are adaptive in evolutionary fitness. Meanwhile,
children’s understanding of social power develops across the whole childhood. While younger children are
more likely to acknowledge the way to get social power with dominance, older children prefer the way to
get social power basing on prestige. Children’s cognition of social power can influence their selective trust,
resource allocation, and prosocial behavior. Future research should consider the underlying mechanism of
children’s social power cognition, and examine the processing mechanism of the relationship between
children’'s social power cognition and their social behavior. Moreover, cultural factor and early social
interactive experience should be concerned to contribute to children’s cognition of social power.

Key words: social power cues; power attained approach; resource allocation; selective trust; prosocial

behavior



