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H B RKEFFIEMRALFT S AIME HRGEAIE AR K. RELS AT —HGIMNFEH RS AL
fetz R R1E IR EAM, Eaks 2T, REARHFRFHIH. £ohadFilmihl, RET MR
Wl AL, RARTARA ZL S RO RAS RAR IR, # Ko iB . BT, BRI

by P AR, F AR E A 3T ILARIR A TR .
KR SAIMER,; GRS, REIAR
HHEES  B849:C91

B3 7738 % 48 77 AT A BAA AL B0 S
H 3 FE (Sawyer, 2006), TEL PRI, 3
T 38 AR FNA R B SE B R g, R, B
A A3 7 S X T A A B A ) TR 2 e
B, B AT DUEE AT A A P P 5 (Chua,
Morri, & Mor, 2012) . B35 R b i 2 7 %8 (Maddux
& Galinsky, 2009) . & P& A4 (A )1 ¢ 2 (Sligte, de
Dreu, & Nijstad, 2011), LA K6 5 Aofit 2% (Roskes,
de Dreu, & Nijstad, 2012), —RYIWFFEEMH, Q1H
RE 1A & — R BT, 2 T DL R R R s
FW . 2 E5HL. NHFIERA KRR R &R
FRAEMSAE HE B 1. SN EPUHE L, WAL
0K A R 22 30 B A A2 g SRR TR AE IR
2 I AN 245 R 38 0 T 3R AT AR AL Ge A8k 19 T Bk
GiAh, BE AR AT A AR Bk R A
T AN 2 TH AR 48 IR 25 B B 1% R (Crisp & Turner,
2011; Ritter et al., 2012), BT FiRHFEZAN, T
SRR ELIEMI R R, B T 2o b as
W Z AR R EEEE

HM e 50 4R3O AR 55 R f E
RN LR, B8 M 5T A W 1) 0 B2 45 4 3
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BiE . S B E YR W R AR T R Sk S A
WPER RIS B —, S AE MR St 2
S o FLAT AN [ S G i 2838 S A B 3 P A s S
M B A 23 A 50 DL K A 2 Pk #F R . Kaufman Fl
Sternberg (2006)4i % 1 { FEPrE1E J3F0F ), xit
Gt b 1S FhSC RN s R Dy SRR AT T WU,
INIZASIRAT ST BT T B BEE R o AR T, JTE
22 I0 A2 3 AT 5% B 5 O BRI . A8 A
HERW, —LRN N ERZ LTI A
1B, HZETEACMEICT, XU ZRZWMR I
FEl AR 1 BIEA dl i > 19 RS Bl (Maddux
& Galinsky, 2009),
2 J0 AR 28 T3 0 BR335SR 19 B 3 e

M7 G SRAT LA, SOR i i W2 BB A 17
RA—GE, SCAMPLERTTRIR 7 1828 10 42K, ok
H = RN 27 S s, A 465 56 [ R v
KEFFVEAC IS . BRI T3 48 B2 Bt LA BB 3k
BIRENRE, REMER T LR EIEK
37 —Se R HET, FNETZ2on ik 5 a0
NRRMSAENTTEAZ, BRI FIT W 8(2012)
PR TP G R B — S SERF SRS, (H IR XS
ZAIIM R GIRA RN A . B, ASCETX A
ARG SCHR OB B, PPk Zon b 2 b 5813 ) ok
RIYTAENISY, B LI E TR F 1R
R0 EALH SRR, UEE N E 2%,
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1 BRXHERRERES: SSIEXH

Leung, Maddux, Galinsky I Chiu (2008)¥; %
TG SCAR 28 Dy S5 Sk 4 fal A1 1R SCAR 1 1 5L T
s 5 M AR BN L] . HERLIT
SCAR 2 T 500 O RIS, A P AR [ 1
LRI W 1 = = W B & Y = BBl e W

D et 9 U A S AR R Sl A W S B A R 42
ZIC AT K500 R, IWRPEZ
AR R . FEQIE Ty I b, i TR A
GUIR 2 O A 1 B 5 =, 63t 1k A
(NG FRAE | B e R A i R D T )5 ek R B
T, DTSR B ST 22 8] 1) 22 55 SR T, 7
XF 2 0 SO KO B g a1, ORTRMUE 5T 22 1R 22 5 B
W, ERE RO AR I A 1) PR — R AR
o BEREBR— I R FR IV 200 AR 4 K.
T (1 — 2 8 2y IF 5 R P AR, il dn,
—SBRF S bl 2 R B — R I . XU A RE DL e SC
b Z R AL R BE R R B3 1 (B BH, T BN,
2012), Maddux Fl Galinsky (2009)3E+%/™A1E
AN AR B TR BEAE S o — R bR, SR 4R Sk A
40 AT E K MBA #X5E B Duncker $54{T
%o SRR, WMEREH T EEWAAEREER,
UNRGE AR M A 1, 7 [ S0 AE 3 1Y B i) o
=1 e A7 e 1] G4 BB A% 9101 Duncker Bl 4T 55 1)
TeI; DB . XEPICR L. &5
L1 2 448 bR & 22 58 SCIR 28 D5 K, il an

Leung %5 (2008) %k il T 250 AL 2 7 i 4% 2 (MES),

VA T BB SE RS J 7 o | 7 R A A % AR ]
SMETEF IREST . ORI R AL N R B AR K
ol AR AT I | 2 W A A TR A S B
LIRS, RGO E L — AR IR Y
155 o AR5 EOR PG 0 B2 B I8 S T —
AR T RO B R, A 2 A
AT S A, DUE — A 3 T BB 524
o SR BER 2R AT A OB A A i
TR T M, AT LINSERE | £ &
Haih [ 2435 (i S b SR RO 15 ANif s
eFE 7 AT R, B A
FRAG . WESEE AT T ISR PR ) e %
AT AR IR E NPT R, HF A T S
i A A, DN AR R T A ] 3 (IR
i ) A 22 (o B R b B 55 9 S i S ) 7

Iyt SRR EAEFH E SN E i TR, 2
REM, #RH L& Ik S5 b AT7E R %k
TBUREAT: 55 H IBURE A1 I 1 (940 ) A 2 EAE G
0 A 9T o 2 e Ak 2 10 5 B3 77 1A
KRRBAT A S UuEHE, (HICHEAIE 5L 2 22 | (Y
ERXFR, 52, WEEALKRZEZRLZITL
L& DifEHE T A3 B & R, ST LA v
TR AR ) TSR G Bl . R R — ()
B, ek B 3h 18 =X R 32 1 4E (Leung &  Chiu,
2010), MR WEIS SRR A F 0k sh B #H
g, WA NMRES SR - L RIEE,
A4 TE B2 SO R A I ZRAE, AT 8406 AH G i %
ODoMEAr . BRI, 5 I Fh ek 22 Fh S0 ik iy 2 R T LA
B M M EOE PO S LR SRR IE, —H
XA SCAL R AR, Bl 0K e 2 SR i A G
WEE, IPEZIA M RARAE Sy — b B A ATT B 1
R HAD A BRI T4H 41 (Chiu, Mallorie,
Keh, & Law, 2009), S5l &G R R, SCib)a
b i, T B R E SO B A,
0] L S A A N 4 B i) A e g A
A fltn, Maddux F1 Galinsky (2009)5% ] 3046 JE 5
B, LA 2 E R MRS, 85
AR 43 012 2% =) 5 1 SO AA | S fk, AR5
LR 0 56 ke I (T B B o S5 SRR B, ARX
FlashA B SOk S & %, AREL)E o 5 S fk
PR, 7RISR A AT RS
Leung F1 Chiu (2010) LA T fi# 5 E Ak (h [
SCAB) PR R 58 R AR AT T S5, R
RS TH —A 45 MBI LTIT B, SRS SE— A
PR, LRSI SR (DB E Sk
M. BRE P E ST E LT B, s .
BY . ERE;, QAN LT R ES IR
o R [ SCAR I 181 s ()Rl AR A2 s wlasiut
FHE RN EIRE ST E; (FEHA . 3
—RE A, iR CITTER; 5)TLLILT
. MELIT G, #58 m— 8158 i,
R B L E S — AR W RS 1 A 3 M AR,
ZIMR TO T SRR, SR A, SHAL=
A EAE L, 50 SRRl & SRS i 3 e
BAE S, I EXMEWIE 5~7 KRBTSR,
R SALIRIER T A3 1 42T . B A A
A E SO HA DL AL, H Iz R AR
HFHALTC A &, A A%, SUES ., X4
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PR T B3 9 E AT N A BT R B, SR

ZAF R B 2 M UL T R SE A 2 A Y S [,

i EfL— e ] 3 A AL AR A R LA
2 ZRXULHRHNESD: FWER

R SRR A, B A R, JEAERT
A A S 1 SCAE RS A, AR PR K P 2 5 3
27t . PIE Z M BT B — L 5%, Goclowska
1 Crisp (2014 HAMERE Sy =FIRFAE . TREE . XGE
S5 K AR .

2.1 RE(Depth)

VR BE SR A6 A (O Wi R SCAL A TR 9 B sl e 57
FE] AR 3 BRI B, A AN 5 ) A ()
T2 BIAR R T 3IRI R B, A3 ) A4 Rets 2
P, Tadmor #1 Tatlock (2009) %3, FAEEE T
P SCAR AR A, WER A [R]  3sE B — A [F)
WEAIE ). BRMBIR KM, 7 ESMEE
() 2 B B 3 ) b A, AT A
it 9t B R, X B B 7 A9 4 £5 TG 2% (Maddux &
Galinsky, 2009),

2.2 WE#5(Dual Engagement)

TREEJ2 2 0 A 48 T+ 3 0 T4, (=
A RE RGN, X RO arsR 20,
TR e A 35 7E — AN e 4P 3 v O B BUR T SR AR X
AL TRREARES . R BRI 252 20 % Ak
R R, BAREA R MR, HHEAE T
RTINS B g i Bz RUFHE, AAE%R
HA 7838 7 BE M SCIE%E J1(Mor, Morris, & Joh, 2013),
B ¥ &5 B 5 P (Leung & Chiu, 2008)HY
HRAR., Hik, INFIFENES S5WF L. 7
AR SCACI R BT, FRARGE N SO B E . X
A3 B AN Ry, AE R R AT AR, AR LR
HU=Fh g . [Alfk(Assimilation). 535 (Separation)
544 (Integration) (Sam & Berry, 2010), [FJfkJ&
EERN N € S ATEN 3 & -V U XN
SRR . AS5H 0, AWK
g XL DA R AR I R 5 5 Sk Ko SC Ak sg B o
MR — A Mk 21 SEE, T 38 I 36 Sk
e ARk, RATaeih—4ER A,
B AL SR W AH R, AR — AN AR L
BHER, FIEEFEEINVENTEMR, WNER
2 W SCARAS BRI [ 35 S0k, TR 4 AR B
BT RN BE, SREBUE G SRR I T AR

B, 20N A BRI AR SR 36 E N R 5
3, IS 5 PR SO 3, FRURGE BB Ak .
— RHIMETFR BB, AR E KA AR T
BRMWAE TR, LR KA 4. Sam,
Vedder, Liebkind, Neto I Virta (2008)%& i, #73C
NG AR WL 5 5 5 A8 5 SR REIR A 5 38 B
AL BN EF IR, A B T E ACF =2k,
HA SRR GRS S, X2 3cfeip
BEM S5 1R R A8 RO TR A0 1 O 9 R R
A1 87 M LA & e T AE 1% 3% B (Godart, Maddux,
Shiplov, & Galinsky, 2015),
2.3 {LEEE(Cultural Distance)

LR L ETIR, RS EEA W E AR &7, I FRIR
Z 5P LA, A TRER R RER .
A R SR, DRI R R, ROk
5387 A =z ) 4 B R T ) 3 T B T A O A
BRIZ . SCARRE B 48 2 A B R o 2 A0 EDUE
AR FIRAE 14 43 15 72 & (Nguyen & Benet-Martinez,
2013). WARSCALEE RS/, IR AS 5 MRS 2 2
G, B AR SCAR A AU . RIS RS AE A B
MAMRZ T B AR A =22 8] AR — B Ep 5.
AR B BT, AR 2R AR A A (R LA e []
(Tadmor, Galinsky, & Maddux, 2012), A LIAE%—
ASBEELN, AR A T I A S0k R 58 T BE LL A
EKEBRNZ, BAERME . MEW ., F&%)T
1, EEMPEN2EFER, SRR,

— ot X fk A [F] & & (Bicultural identity
integration; BIDNAAHIE 22 MEWF 5 W4 L & 42
it T 1R & i) [ B¢ (Benet-Martinez, Lee, & Leu,
2006), WFFE#H AL T i BIL AIE BID AL H
R, FIR LA A A AT T A TR 1) R e
SCAR A E P JE R AR EE(BID), BERE T 10 A]4F 3
Eocfh . ECkS— P ERN AT, 5K
BII /MAAH L, 4 P AN A R Ak T 20 i RS 1 B
X S R TE B IR R B 1) Ak
P il A R) =22 ) A — 3K, AR S AR S Ak
PO AT A LB R, I, PR
RAFAEBE R SCAL IR 25 s, P RIS . I (0
T JERES, XSRENRRZE S XA FE
LR G Ry ik, RGN kA —
H R T AR RS T
24 INESFBR

Z ISR HA S A SR FA R R3S )
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K, B EE T 2 o0 ST PR B AL I T B i )
THROATREPE . MFT REME S B2 B b o, 5 E A A
WRIERLS . BURZS 5 G Wi Scfe A —E0
BERTEMER NI, X — R IE %18 I
HEEANRRMS 51 IAE I EATIX — M)
KIEEZAHRE ) BREE . BUEETTIL 40 4FK,
Hh I B BT RE D RS AP AR T, 2017 4F A BRAIHTE £
ety R, hETERKRY 130 NPk S S
22 i, WJEME—HEARIRET 25 ARSI LR
Ko THEERES 5 WA E R BB
TGk, R ME— 5 Rk E R 2 THAR 13 22
EMN CTEGRANIDE ST W S S SR Ok (e
MR R, M4 TRARSCE ST RECR . 72—
W — BRI E T, S e A S S
IREEFITRA., Wy — A 3 [E A B

3 ZRMUHERRHBIES: DEAEH

R g 5x T 2o b, Wi RARS . [
ZHRACEH AL . I HREB RS AR —2,
P A G bR AL E, HABE PERE T 215
BT R4, X EEARA 3 R4S B 2 T A0 B
PL A 247 CA BTN P78 24 T 53X — W)
A AL S e AL

HEA

3.1 AL

Goclowska Fl Crisp (2014)IAN, Ziu k&
i Z i LA B P AR B B3 o R, F 4 TR R A
T 22U ARG DR T O 3 M B 2 A = Fh A a4
. 08 HAEEIE 1) X =FIARERES
SR RE T AN R = AT R, R RIE R
A 22 T S5 R UL ) 809 7 1k 22 8] i AT e 4
AYHE 71 (Nijstad, de Dreu, Rietzschel, & Bass, 2010),
AR —FUH O BE 1 (Tadmor et al., 2012), M
Tz B AR SRRl AR A AR A RE T (Friedman &
Forster, 2010),

3.1.1 3 #E(Alternation)

RS, AR T S TR A
M—EMEMMBE, HIb iR Fem . das
i I A R PEAT O o (R XUE A RS AR R B,
M SCREE RS, AT 1) B BT I i R () A TR S
5 0 25N A R AT S HE DU, S T B A b AR
MTAE, A7 ZE 300 A C b 5% DL s {R 3=
A G R AT . X —a R, WE
VNGRS NI A A N 1N
P FEAE R 0 (Frame-switching)(Bardi & Goodwin,
2011), RE7E P FhRE A& i i s A ) 22 [ i A T 28 4 o
MG — B I 4% Ishrat, Qe — >3 E %

LSR8

B N BEESHER R RIS B

()28 BIR R REA S 1832 PRk R S,

ARG T AR EHERR Pl T

QG TETREMISUL VRS2 o] A — S

I, AT S TR A B

YR a: BT ARE X3, AN

AR PR B, U T R SCE B (Y SCARAE
182 KA

—————
————————
- -
~

”

-~
- -
=T
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R, I Ja A T A B R 2 [ A 5 A > R S
RHERY, O T IENEAC RN, HOR, MiiER Y
T B IR AT g A%, AR [T 525, Tshrat
WA MBS R IREE, 2 Ishrat {30 Fh 5 0E 15 N
ARAC R PREE I, Mk S5 T SR RE

E A SCHRR I, 1075 A HE R 5% e fiE T %3
I i, Y5 ) R 2 S Ty ik —
L R HOPE S AR A 55, WA ZARE — > m W)
PRCANEBRH) 9 22 Bl sk oA A SRR B0 BRHf T
DA B A iR, 2 B LB 1K
&, PR AT 84 124 HUR BRT — i G .
SRR B A PR &, anefE o — A
BREE” (A7), “PIIa N (), s e —

A EBR” (FRR), WIABL T & 413E 71 (Roskes, Elliot,

Nijstad, & de Dreu, 2013); XUEE kR, —JC
SCACE FORGEF S T 38 N S E SO, FREOR
W b 25 s 4 ) LA BB, AT 8 T %A 2 S0 fb
1555 UM, s AR 2 P S HE R T R e
(Prior & Macwhinney, 2010). Kharkhurin (2011)4
TESEE 2= S BT R 2 A N BEA R B, iR KF
B TR BUE A A KRR, R AL
75 10l A 4 I ) S A0 AR N ) Al S B R AR ) AT TR AR
B stroop 15514, AREL T HELL 5 BE 1 76 XL
AR AR ) Z B A AR

3.1.2 & (Integration)

SR8 LA TA R A A Rl 8% 3 Ao 1 2R 5 46 1l o by
fifp P — BB (] 8, (HR KA B[R] A HEAS, H7 0 In)
FTREH B ATSLA Tshrat S {5, 5840 5285 SR W, Ishrat
IR T SCALZ B 0P &, SR, R g R
AT B A A G S AT B R —
Bf2s 25T, Lban, 24 Ishrat 76545 LA 7 Sk 1
A 3 55 A5 W0 00, T AR SRR B 2 7 AR R,
T g X WA At S B R U SR R, Ishrat 23%%
NEFR—FE DB T, N, e
T T WO K 1 TR SR R or I, Sk TR
R VE 7 b, 3 B A PR A B B,
Ishrat Ji D Hiufif ke 17 [ R

BEMETE. A—8UF BRI 58T
22 P % A 5% (Goctowska, Crisp, & Labuchagne,
2013)0 DO P AR, AR T 12 HTET A HE
AT FE . Hall F Crisp (2005)HWF5E B, 24
PRI FE T WA FE R, 5 204 B
G 10) XAFTE v 5 0T 2B, BT A A Rl 9 42

WmHRT . BN, EEPOFE T L LT
mF, BEASFH S M2 D G — B0 g . e
T4, WA 5 PUR I 208 B0 5 — 30 A &,
M2 RIZA A RO | G, AL,
AT R, JashF &5 AR B T4 T i e
A8 R R, X T O AT 55 RIRE & e AR
JaRN . R F WO WA, — A PR
AT GG BT AR E —Fh F B &
— kS ), I — R S R R (A TR
PURE S —Fh o) B & )R — A ), ARG TE T
FERWALE S, 2R AWM, BairEREEH
TE A 3E I 5% b A7 54T 1Y 3R B (Goctowska &
Crisp, 2014),

5 s o2 R s i A L, RS
W3 I PR A, NN &2 e F R
TSR E A RS S E AR S0 ]
MATEINZIC, REf¥s WA A — S A HTEE A
—F G, Tadmor 45(2012)4F X Fhie Sy Rz Hy
4 58 24 (Integrative complexity), Jf H & M4
B ZMETE A ZI0 e Il 5818 IR
3.1.3 &&(Inclusion)

Ishrat A T 3d N 9% [ ()8 AR 0%, A0 200 fif e B
By Nm IR B, S T 35 S8 — 30y | 3R AE [,
Ishrat W] fig 23 %6 FH A0 3 S W, 1 MR R & 9 3k
— AN R Y, R B C Sk AR A TR
HERAT, B SO SR EIA R D N2k,
INF OB E RN, 8% OS5 3
EABR AL G . Sk —IA M RE, W
AR R T BB A, B E S AEN
A 38 SGEWE Tk, 15 DIAEE T B SR
Bk

EESUR KN PO Kol FeWANIE /Bl N Sl UL
(Goctowska et al., 2013), 247 A= FH 2k Fl 7] A5 i e
TN, Bz T L, F o R R AE T A
1A 23 52 B FE ) 7 AE 97 B (Ward, Smith, & Finke,
2008), fil4n, MER PR —ANE TR e
TR 05 Can 3 S R B )BT, 60%3 65% 1 12
FET s ARG R AT . A0 SRR LR B
PIRE IRk, WO 5 2 1 Sh R BT B 4
SR UUISALVE A A BLBUARE ], i A 325 A8 X
K S5UEFLAEF MR IR £ 2L, [FFE, B
TEAER T 12 3 Fh 28 J5 ZER Wil 42 1 2 B T i 28,
B A T AR I 0] TR R S 3 Y ) R AE
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Goclowska 5£(2013)45 1, RE XA EZ M5 L
INTARA R, (BTSRRI EIE T .
Bk, o B AR e S A A mh ke B e X, BR
T T AMATE R B Y AR . itk RS
K FAAVREZHE T T R B R AR AR Ik
WA fEPE

R R AR R, S AR
TETE T AL A A [R] A R A AT R 4 2R R AR
(Amiot, de la Sablonnié¢re, Terry, & Smith, 2007),
Ban, 7853 —A WO E 55 2] — 4R 3 B R 224,
FRI T i 7K 8 BRI DA ] LA B ot R TR 22
B 24k (King & Ruiz-Gelices, 2003), ZREMEZ
AR — A R 2O, TS i
ARE A, MAEEEA. wEA. PEADL
HAtho HZWMA—3, ERERT —FEHEER
AT G0 R BK BRI VR, TE AR A fil A Sk
(15 30 Ak 28R ) I 3% B HR S Ath SC Ak 8 A0 1B UL A A%
Grom N B,

SIS, LA R AR BB B A A T T R DA
A B BB B 0] — AT /Y 3 8 SGE
W, IR I AT T DN SE R b b A AR Y
Wl BT R AR R LA Y A R AR O ABR
PR R, IR T A T A A AR
L]

3.2 HA RS

5 Goctowska F1 Crisp (2014 A% 3 8\ 04
BEATA A, Leung %5 A (2008) 1A b Z o0 XAk &
F/WREE T 5 FHLHIESERIRE AT, X
e RPN R, HEHHL. 1H%. L
BEFTMEE., 1L AMINETI ST 2
=B B AR R A, 3 S AR R R AR T LUAE Sy
B I MEEY RS R A . AT AR
%, ffiT#A AT REAR O AL A B, 20X
AU AR 6 22 15 15 B AT B A A TR) 2 T AT R 3 T
FIRRIFE . BN, E—ssofbh gy H), 7EE

AR B AW 1 e — PR B RAE,

EWEEAS TG aEY); (Al EZ e
FEJEVEE), [AIRERAT A Al BEBOA N ICAL R, 2
X TR BT A o ARSEAT [ AR A 1 22 5 AT

AT A A [ AR X Can 7 BRI, R,

YA EAFMIIREMZ EE L %=, Ui

S FRARE 8 A9 (B U B T — 5 BTN 548,

EUNIERES VIR /RE i R P N

FEEA R S AT B N 2 257 A, 2 fak 2 R 1 R4
AR BB PRI ZE A0 S B AEAL GE R 55,
A AR AR AR A R 19 AR 5 9T B L, A5
A E 2 I03C 4 TR R B B SR 9 A1) 3l
B, MORRIRIEIRAFHa Ak . e, SE Sk
A REAL & B 5 JEA SO AR B R R 5 B AP JE 1 A
EILAME & R — M & SR A o =
MERRMIRR, " RES7E 2 70 & I A~ 1A
SR S S Y OR NS =2 GO S B AE  5 L  N B&
AR AT LA & i DA B — o SC A B IBOAS [] ) A8
2%, BRJE R T LTS Gk s ik

T, XF S RHLH AR A AT, B
MR ER T 154 (Emotion) 5 3 A #(Comparative
mindset)7E HH B HAE -
321 fAaMBEEMHNTER

BARMOR B AT SRR T IE A A
R, HPEZ MR RIFANT . —LHHRE
PIE S R IR S, 57 —SefF o W4 T 4
SR, S0 M 2 TR R TR 3 0 2R (Nijstad,
de Dreu, Rietzschel, & Baas, 2010), X—H £ /R
W, UL S R BN 1Y, BN %
IR TN 4 1) e T E % g IR AR XoF €2 3 T 1 52 i)
(RF%, B{5R, 2010). EARFILEZ 0304028 P fe
A ¥ 72 A HpOE M g8 BT T 0 AR, R R F
FEH MR IEAR—2. Chiu Al Cheng (2007)IA N
T % 5 B SOk, s 2 RN A A, fE4
T 54 E A —BNEE, NmERESE
ZRMEAT B LE, XL 1A kI i AR
4N, MRS SR — AR . F R
PR, MR X B ST BN T 5% G &
AR )4, Cheng, Leung Al Wu (2011)TA A,
TR S 3 S0k, B 48 & BCMER I AT R I,
G D0 2R R S AL & BRSO TP & 15 8,
HRE AR A, MTTHESI 3 7 1 & e .

Cheng 55 (2011)R A CAE g, XF Likor
JEM T RS . RSN SHIBOGET Ik i R N A
Bk, BEPL AW WU SC AL 5 55 4 AR — S
L BB . Ha—dHBaWE 72 K410 R, A5k
ZUTH EEAMEI S EMEENCLTE, 1
WER. BY. 2R FH. K&, Fk. ¢
fEM A, 7 —Hgal B A T FAEEE LI Fr,
HENEI Pkt ®E . ME, PR A G
TR 4, JEH ST QS L, e e bk
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R AT RED 28 B AR R . 5 ER T ZHTH
R, WAL A R R A T, JF
H, TR T hMMERH, X —255%
Z4F T Cheng SEHF5E & R
322 LHEEESHEHFNHLE

He % 25 ¥ (Comparative mindset), B 5CH HK
SR WOt F R L, B8 R FIR R, K T
H b5 5 e — " AR HE ST EL R 1 R ZS (Epstude &
Roese, 2017)o LB T] 23 AU XT L (Similarity
mindset) Fl 2% 574 X} Lt (Difference mindset), i #
REWAFY Z MR, 538 E2E RN,
Cheng Fl Leung (2013)flxi%, ZI03CAbATRER B 1
AN G 1 25 SR AR AR LR AR B, Ak AR E T
A—FF B EAMIN T, —HR TR T Lk
iz FAELLET N e N ik, —HRET
BRI SN B A S A GRS R T (AN
T — HH 5 IR S AR ORE AL %) SC Ak (R B S
1b), SRJEE A M2 I 10 23R8 (Lb o fa Fnvag
JK), 43 0l4E S AT 00 PR 2 AR AR a2 22 Sk
VIR SRR 0 LS 3, Bl S 2047 09 A58 45 5 b
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Abstract: Many empirical evidences provide sufficient support on the assumption that multicultural experience
fosters creativity. The effect could be observed only in the individuals who engaged in two inconsistent
cultures deeply. Moreover, the cognitive skills which include alternation, integration and inclusion developed
by dual-identity individuals, foster their creativity. Future researches could be directed to strengthen its
external validity in diverse samples, explore the mediating role of other variables such as stress appraisal,
approach motivation, positive emotions, and expand domestic research on this topic.
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