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BIREE R T AR R H S B X R

BT !

F om? F !

(TR DI R D IE RS D R AR S0, JEAT 100084)

 E RBEAEFEER MEIZBTERI. §FFFHX R A R LI F RG] L6
ST B, EIRMLEIAA A AR R B AT A R B A AL R T 4G, SRS AMENE . Rt
T RS AMEAE] 69 B TRobe, 4R B =Y B Ap AU 208 X & 69T LE AR BARGR, A h AR By ML b4 5T 3F
P, MAAEMER: FEXFRATERNAGE, #RURATEE. ERET LRSS, AXLEK
ME AR i SR S BABR R B T RE RO AR, A A AR AR IR T LB 0 K BRR R AT A K R

XgiE MRS, T AR, BT R ShAMERLE
SEE  R395
1 3|8

KU A4S U8 (Terror Management Theory, 7]
% TMT, Rosenblatt, Greenberg, Solomon, Pyszczynski,
& Lyon, 1989) H#EA: LISk, TE.0H== 52 K
JERREE Eot . B E S AR 20 BB L S
SRARIE, I FF G b DA Ay 2 35577 40 14 AR U2 X 5
TR (fear of death), TMT AYAZ.LULA A, A
SRS — R, P A RSB R A HLEIFI S HL,
SRR I BA S SO RE, REEIREI A S
i B A BR A o SR AE A REFIA B (mortality) B 1M G
BT NFRRA AR TE R 45 (existence dilemma), fiff
NP T A AT AR, T G T — R 5
)5 A HIL ] K 2 i 3X o 77 75 £ JE (existential anxiety,
WY FET-#EJE, death anxiety), fif§ H O ATEHH
A 3% PR A X R EE B BT IR 3G (Greenberg, Vail, &
Pyszczynski, 2014; Pyszczynski, Solomon, & Greenberg,
2015), AHFFEINN, TMT HFE IR K & 3h ikt
TEFF A 0K Bh A3 B B, O BT RS 2 A28
BB BE IR (BN, AR BB R HETH
FEE, IRV, kSR a0 IR LAY
(Hart, 2014), XFFET-£E KX —HES, FEXEH AT
S A T4 e . Klein 38 5 I RS2 TAE,
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FEOIPE s A8, 2L T O RIS R 4
P A2 50 3 P RS R FORE L i, B AE K
£ JE (annihilation anxiety), Jf-1A 7 K £5 18 B 4F
R FIET- R 8, T4 LA B4 N &R 7] B i
3 A C BB IR B X — R IR . Y AR
T 2R A Yo S B AR R T ERE, D) 2 o R e AR
(Klein, 1946), 02 H A BIEG R, A1
LB AR R B AL ) AR P, — o
W (culture worldview), BRI i3 7 57 P& KA
R, XS AT R BRI, R AR
N TR R AN R, 5 —F 2 A
2 (self-esteem), i 37 3 <1t FULA R 191 2 hR i,
IRAFA A 1B/ (Solomon, Greenberg, & Pyszczynski,
1991), Jazk, AR —FE B LG —
SE¥ K A (close relationship, Mikulincer, Florian, &
Hirschberger, 2003), A MX T 358 56 & BB R A
WA WREEMICT AR IR, X = Fh B LI 45 2 K
TSRO U SCRE, IR [FAG I TMT rh A4 %) 5E
T AR TR R BB AALEIMAR R .

b R v il 0 VN el ST S N 1
TMT G TRNR, EAIFER I T &R T
AE L2 b A VS50, HA B RMERPE, Y
AT — By AR AL A £ T 52 BR B2 B i i,
b B AHBL G R <5 05 21 AT #ME (Hart, Shaver, &
Goldenberg, 2005), Heine, Proulx #1 Vohs (2006)
A4 577 B AIL ] 19 33K o 56 R AR PR 2 2R <3t 3 AL
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> (fluid compensation),

= TR A AL AT S AMEAL T S
REAMA GG S$E TMT $iw e kK st
EAFSE o SR, KER 3 T2 B R A AR
— Pl B ARAIL R AR S, T I A R — Bk %
B EA RRIET R EM/E A (U Green & Merle,
2013; Jonas & Fritsche, 2012; Taylor, 2012); 7EHF
SE BRI ] 5C R, g B B 45 22 ) B AR AL
SEE AT B SR AL 55— Fh 25 22 1 B B AL il (Webber,
Faucher, Hayes, Zhang, & Martens, 2015), = W
ZE AL B RR A 1 B AL ) BE A5 i ATTAESE T S
JE I8 55— eh 2 B B4 T A (Yaakobi, Mikulincer,
& Shaver, 2014). 22 A, X TRETT R LI
KR HEISMLUENTSE, BTS2 M T s
% (Hart, 2014),

—ANBBE T I LF Sy TMT R3] — 4%
B, W E R IR 0 L s R . TR
TMBET AL R R, I P AR B A AL Sk A
g, AT AN o] s 5 AR Uy =8, DA X AE T AR
JE o G AN RS, B FEATRE LA
(7] 577 AR ATL 1] 76 R PR AS B R o AN [ bz, I 1)
T2 U 1) A, T S L A L R R I 1)< Bl M BIL
R . BHAT, X7 b ARG T BB A
B, R 545 R BT AL ) AE RS B P A AN TR
FH L3R B AL ] G 2R AR LA, R T B
HSEIES % .

ASCH T e ARV A S 1Y =R R BB
PP, K5 465G T B AL A B OC 3R A3 0
M RS GR B AR ST R, 6T B AEBLEIAH G
RO BN AMENLE AT H R BR A, =B LS
T RE I AE anELH A IS b o - 55, TR A LA
R oy HIETTRARB L, 1 B AL XA o
RBF, AMISRERBERERR, AR5 EH T,
R A S, EREMRARBRN )G,
A SCHE MBI BB & JR 0 A0 A X e AR 1 48
— i ET BE Y AR

2 BIREIRIRIL S HIRG EIHLE

HARAS SR TR 23 002 T A% O W s,
RRFE B B FEPERE, A2 A4 — R A B B
AT R, REMICT- IR ET R, 5l knstik
R B EAE M AFE T 1™ i (mortality salience, MS),
(R - LIRSS S IS B A wi LRS!

B, SESET IR R R . WEE SRR WM
WAE . AATTHEFET ™ S )5 R BB AAT R ) 9 5
FEFET 1™ 3500 (mortality salience effect), 3 HIZRLIE
PR3 FE (terror management, Greenberg, Pyszczynski,
Solomon, Simon, & Breus, 1994, W.UL: FErl.Cy, Tk
AITF, 7R, 2017),

TEROWZ 1, Pyszczynski, Greenberg Fl Solomon
(1999)# — 254t T FE T 1™ W 8007 14 A R AR A
B — T g FEA A (the dual-process model of defense,
L Steinman & Updegraff, 2015), MRy E,
AT B 5 38 o 307 v B A8 (proximal  defenses)fe v Xt
EIRJZ W A FE T B 4E (death thought), Ffif5, TEJC
FORZ T )58 T B 4G BRFR (AP FE T B 4R $ HR
[, death thought accessibility, DTA) [ F}J& (4 L
Goldenberg & Arndt, 2008), i i 5 317 vt B 18
(distal defenses) KN Xf o 734, DIFAESCHRIN A, X
TR AL 0 L B R S B AE T R s R
FH DTA b F I3 1M J5 Bl s B 18 (Hayes, Schimel,
Faucher, & Williams, 2008; Kawakami, Miura, &
Nagai, 2018, J&F “Jnad AR, ¥ ULRH AT .00 45,
2017)c HHT, TMT X 3 3 B 78 69 7F 5 AR X 5220,
=R FE R By AL T AR R T e AR, BT
£ TR E i AL B8 T A AR AL A (1 FR 22 L
il BBl fH AL, death thought buffer mechanism).

TMT 1 =4 BRI 2R, FEFAH
T e — Pl 4 2 A5 AT LUK R B T £ SR B B
(Hayes, Schimel, Arndt, & Faucher, 2010; Wisman,
Heflick, & Goldenberg, 2015; [fial L%, 2017):
FET=1™ B R 15 (mortality salience hypothesis) . ZET=
SRR 5 (death thought accessibility hypothesis)
FHE B 22 wh{BUiX (anxiety-buffer hypothesis), 7EiX
SRR SR [, K A S TR R
e T = FhdE s EEAIET IR BT EALE . A
WM. ARGHEE LR,

21 HEAFE

Pyszczynski 46 A(2015)IAK, AHFH &R
Bhe—me BEne i At 2R8I A B AE
FRAE, B AT R AR A e g g, B s —
FYVIAGN . A5 & RAR L Sk g X7 A R R 1Y) 2
&, RUE At AR R Lt RO R —Fh o 24
AR TSR R AE & ATEad x
PGSR R, BT A A AR TG DA . BRI Rk
fEPE, JFAHAE REGE X 28154, shaef 3%
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4 AR BE AT S T A A Bk (Wisman & Koole, 2003),
BARmE, AR R TABENE L. ¥
W4T B BRAE LA B GAE 7 S B XA B 1 1
ik (Pyszczynski et al., 2015),

T FOUAE R X R ZE A R, ST E X
ik A5 AR X K A (Pyszezynski et al.,
2015), 1A S 97Kk A= (literally immortality)8
BHIERIE G A A e LA, FEARRE
fFim. fin, st R NEAE . BARFEES.
R PRGBS XN B 2 T T 0 58 R
SYVE DT E IR EE, X AT A AT
™ B JE RT3k (Vail et al., 2010; see also Henrie
& Patrick, 2014), ZAEE X 7K A (symbolic
immortality )& 4§ A8 i A B RERFLLAF 4 T
Y, IR A — R AR AT
BN . EEER . REAEM . ER 5
1k, BRSNS A& % (Hayes et al., 2010).

55 SO0 577 0 A B SEAE DR R R A T A FE AL
JZ. Rosenblatt 55 A (1989) %, sSET-M G, A
T2 i I AR AT 80 B0 ™ D5 3k, %o

B SIEM LR E TS NRBEEEH. 20 24
Ja, A ADHEFE N TMT RYRL A XA | ek
FUAH OGRS 4T % 5% BN, e s, Toit
MM . ZEHERLREF, AMINAIER
TR i 25 4 (K astenmiiller, Greitemeyer, Hindocha,
Tattersall, & Fischer, 2013), E#% . Fi% flE R K
T Rt S LB A Y o — 2R ARE
FHRGEEA B O SCEIAR, X T4 A R
BN R FI4R T2 A PRI T A 2R
Rosenblatt 55 A (1989) %, ZET-/"™M )5, SEEM
X M2 AR 3 A APPSR AR, X 2 8 358 [ fr
WL N PEM BRI . Bassett #I1 Connelly (2011)
M TMT L5 R XA R AR E . i1 B, E
T2 251 R AT F S0 s 22 R A
TR SRR, XT3 AU B R, &
BN A 2 5% . Weise, Arciszewski, Verlhia il
Pyszezynski (2012)%}F# B [n] & i 0F 78 A5 1 28
IS5 . deAh, TS 1 i 4 — L3 tH M (B
AL, B B TR AT 95 A, 40 iE SCAN
# ¥ (Schindler & Reinhard, 2015), XF #E H15&
(Rutjens, Pligt, & Harreveld, 2009), 441G E
X (Zaleskiewicz, Gasiorowska, Kesebir, Luszczynska, &
Pyszczynski, 2013) . H 25U )l(Schindler, Reinhard, &

Stahlberg, 2013), #15i 3 X (Dar-Nimrod, 2012),
Hlfe - AT M (McCabe, Carpenter, & Arndt, 2015)55
22 BERH

BRI AN T B CMITM el B, e
H R AT B C R PPA B B2 2 42 1 1E T 7Y
(global positive self-evaluations, Rosenberg, 1965),
R AR B R RA A 2 RO
RANWEEDGIZ—, HETZ BRI, AT
7 B A R R B AT SN . TMT T
124 F 8T AR RO BT RE, IR A AR
AT FENE B PRI 7 £ LB A o 2 By A AL
W (Pyszczynski, Greenberg, Solomon, Arndt, &
Schimel, 2004), 7 TMT 1, H % 28 i3 A TR
IS T S UL b v T AR B F BN (AR, AR TR
RS, eSS RS EAE S5 R

S FORBT A E, KEGFFEN TMT A 255
TR &, XVF 2 G AT T i B AT
RAE TMT, fFEEREE T2 )R, MES- RS
B A 2 5 R 47 A (self-esteem  striving), BV FE %%
JTRYIRBNA R B R DL S i SR B AR . )
m, fERE ST, W e b — A A
E A B AR AR, W SO A G2 Ut i 12, 3t
TN RIE, AT A C AR RZFFr Al w3
B 5 (Kasser & Sheldon, 2000), oAb, FET=0™ 4
B X Tad L n s METE D, USRI TR 5 4
S (Rudert, Reutner, Walker, & Greifeneder, 2015),
e RS, A AP R E AR A TR
SCHE R S R (Tam, 2013), 765250 P A g
RU“JEPRAR H 3K (undesired self), BIiL#%ik M2
H © Rl AL 1 B %1 (Ogilvie, Cohen, & Solomon,
2008), EH X B AR T3 K SO R T4 R
B Y 718 J2 15t (Hayes et al., 2008), 25 E A5
TR B 2 o R etk pkin B
RF, W2/ AET N RS A HAB B E AT S (Harmon-
Jones et al., 1997; Arndt & Greenberg, 1999), H %
VB R —Fh ARS 55T, FESET M A0 Hh HAy %
BT E I, A SRR O 7ESE TN RS
HET-FE /K BT (Abeyta, Juhl, & Routledge, 2014).

1 3% IR 55 1 1] (self-serving biases)t&—Fl 455k
1. Ol B A 4R H R I RE A 4T 9 (Bradley,
1978), W5 LI, FET™ W RERS I B N 55 1 1)
RO, RN EAFT A SR  [H
i, RIS R i BETESE T LS /> DTA
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(Mikulincer & Florian, 2002).
23 EEXRMME

Jadk, MR EMT —Lplsr FHE RS A&
PFET- MBS . Hdh, BIRBERZ . A
] R 1Y J2 SR % K A (close relationship), TMT
XoF T 33 i 977 AR AL 79 44 FR 7 A B8 —, Wisman 55 A
(200345 HoFR g A BREE4E (interpersonal affiliation)
Greenberg %5 A\ (2014) 2} Pyszczynski 26 A (2015)
B3 e 2 (romantic love) AKX 7R (attachment)
AR AN LE 2 TR 57 B 22 1 PR ZH X AT R
G AR B IHE S —E % C R (close relationship,
Mikulincer et al., 2003), 7£ TMT H1, 2R% G R b
BT SNBSS MR R E B R R, TR
5 fih \FE— 7k (togetherness) . %% (intimacy). K
7% (attachment) Fll 15 25 (affiliation), M 1M 2% i 17 1€
FERAPLH

Mikulincer Z% A (2003)I\ N, B2 RBMHA
PRI BRI, —Fh RN . BT R Rk
S50 R R aE e, BAR Ok ny R R
UG R RE . o) —Fh o2 5 S A A T 3%
LLAEA . EEBAFIREURE KR, RREE
M EXFETIR A IR, S A
R R REA M THEAR MRS A, dhe
BN AT EA AT BEM:(Baumeister & Leary, 1995).
IEAb, Rizzolatti, Fadiga, Gallese Fl Fogassi (1996)
T B ERAMEBR AT R R KLY
BRI MR T E . NARE R A
EER, BILGHEE ZEE AR R % R
RENE 22 A 25 ) L e ) M4 36 31 (1) 35 J8%, TR I, Bowlby
(1969) A NAE R B A KA RS, (2R B
BRI EEAFRER, EHEXLRER
AERE S AR N = AR A = Al H 5%,
W SRR RILIAMMESL; ik, @i
BCR B — T KA S B — A (B R 2 L B
e XA, BmSHANRER, HEAS NGB
W=, RE R ROk MR, Ik AR A
1% 25 W% SE (Mikulincer et al., 2003), iX BIFh 3% 5
KAFEER Z MG EEMKR, Hart %
A (200532 5], R ILMIKRARTT 5 E HF B
AR R T AR AR IR AR, AT
X F R IR R VST LGB IR F 36 % |
PRI R R BRI,

LRI, — M RIREM IR EEE

F& B fh . N Frpy #LEE B AR 4132 1 I 46
W58 & Bl (Koole, Tjew, & Schneider, 2014), Fixk
W F R Ega | B b, S0k & B0
NBri i BB H., BEW FARAR A 2l 7est
T S B FE T AR K, Bl AT TAEZE T
Ja M BAEAT A FET N AR AR A B T
NBRE MR S . Wisman %5 A (2003) & B, SET-
MR, AT AL TR T —2, 14, BT
MR JE, ATe7 A 260 Tt a3 VA,
B anxt 3 & AR AT Iy BB A4, [FEE, BH
At 2 R R SR IA TN D, B a0 X At A 51z 1
AE AR = L) K X 9k 45 1) L 1EL (Taubman-Ben- Ari,
Findler, & Mikulincer, 2002),

KRB RR, Rl 2R R FIR T L
R, B2 EHEERMEMNDIRE, TR E, BT
MEE, AMMEESEREXRTRAEZS
(Florian, Mikulincer, & Hirschberger, 2002), %F 3l
AR K & 1 K B (commitment) (. 3 4 5
PEARAE G Z v A I TS 153 R A B A SE T £R PR G2 i
YEF(Cox & Arndt, 2012), F2 & A% W& A4 A4
TEE S P RS A . XIPLM e TR AR, SE
T-ihiEE, AMTEEEA TG (Zhou, Lei, Marley,
& Chen, 2009). B 7 i 5 £ (Yaakobi et al.,
2014), XFEEIAE B BOR S BE S IH A (Zhou, Liu,
Chen, & Yu, 2008) ., 5 /&1 A C 194 Tk @44 )
L (Vicary, 2011),

3 B fEHLHIE) X R A HH R

T R =R AL Z O R, TMT 1
F WS R GRS AMEALT A SN R, R
SIAMEALEIZE TMT B SALHA& R o B B2
., S AMELE S AR E LR s, B
A —E R e L, T8 A S g 5E, A S0
SRR U S AME DL BT Rl 8 i T T R IR B B
KRBT, 2 T BRI E] 2 R B ——
Loz,
31 mEhdMEMNLE: (ERRER

TMT [ KRG LT BRN, = Fh 2P
AL AE B A FE T 5 R A A 2 S-S5 1, Tl LA
A E R, Heine 55 A (2006) 1 Hart 2 A (2005)7E
TMT M3ERE 38 8 T RR e, B2 T
B AHBL I Z 18] 5C R B WL A5 5 TMT & —E, 7E38
16 BR B 3L 52 T AR £ SEEIE 4 (Harmon-Jones et
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al., 1997; Mikulincer & Florian, 2000; Mikulincer
& Florian, 2002; Wisman et al., 2003)0{{1_7,“‘15 TMT
18 DX ASCAE T I Ay B A ATL 1 T 977 0 10 B R S K
fEJE A [ . Heine 55 N1A W2 T E LK
(meaningless), JF42&H T & X4k £F B 7 (Meaning
Maintenance Mode), Hart 55 A\ K 2 AN 2 42 )&
(insecurity), & i = J0 % 4 J& & 4t (Tripartite
Security System). & FBHHIMLHIMCFR, —FhH
WA, TEB ISR 2 R A R IE b, AR B 18
BLHI AR AR R, B BACAME R RBOR, B,
B A ALE 32 2 e, T RESs I R AATE
WEREIE, BT IERR IR ZEE, Al
SRAL 53— P B AL ok EAT R AR Y IR By
THLHIAT R R A, X2 ISR BUB A 251 & H
MR BT R o Heine 55 AFRZ NI S #MEHLI
(fluid compensation), Y AMEHL I XT T B B
ZIEERMR, 75 TMT 45 RIREE FH (o &l
1, R 67 3k Fon SET- £ 085 =R B T HL ] A O
FEA Y FET- MR IR S B LR A, B
THHLH E AR AL T AR .

REXANE [ Aum@ | [ HEEWEE
Y
TR
P SAMEBLE IR TMT = 52 L
QB

A TMT o, JRBSAMEALHIE AR IESE T R S8R
AT GEHE B AL T B AR A R B, A — DAY
Tihe, w02 S B AL B e o, AR S L
SN, AR PR EALE & A v o, BIRE XM
FALHI R T 88 32 2R o X A AATT 0T LAE 3 3% 3
FMEEHL, R Y B AL > [ 58k T 68 1) e
g B, AR A, FETE)E, ¥AEC
T2 B B BR DA 18 e e, BEAROA TRl S B AT AR
KW, WMAANGED S A C SHER IR R,
S A wh 2, [ B A T SRR Y B AR =, R
S FRBAAYEE 2 (Dechesne, Greenberg et al., 2000),
PRI, 38 Bl R ATL ) T i 3% %) 975 A BT 1 =2 ] ) G
FBCIER AT £ AT R EEAEH, ik
K223 kA .

BN AMEHLT WS E TMT SSUERFSE T &£
SR IAE = AT 1) R 53 BF 5 AR BE 6 IE K —

Bi AL )l 2 TMIT A6 56 B A AIL il (9 5, mT LAl
SR B AT R R DI RE; 2) R SE K B, X
— T B A ML £ BB T DL 4 3 DTA BT, IF
BET RS 30 55— Fh B AL 3)4n R SR Ak —
FREFEALE], FET MR NR S5 & HALR 1T A
8 DTA _ETbo 55— s R80T A [ 0 B A AL i ok S
AR R EVE R, B ZNAREL T N F BT AL
FIAT UM AR AR . AR, WS AN
FEET =ML MRS
Ja AT A SR IR —Fp B B AL 55 2 X I
— P B AL ) AT L, B AT R RIS —
FRBRAAT N, 25 = Fh e Je X B —Fh B AL 21 7
sAl, B EATAET N, HEAMTRE RIS
— PR AT Ry o XL SR B Y R BRE T, TEiR
2 7 S L — o B AL R A ST A BB T AL, iR
SEAESE B AL R AR DG R, WSS TP B B
AT ARSI e 1, ol Eahik st K
B, EARTEREE BB T ——BRIR ¥ K 57 A AL
8 ol A A HL 2 [k e 2, I S AMEE AL RE 1S
B b Hb fff R =B B RV IL 1 ) RV A B R, AR,
FESET M S, TR R B 1 By AR AL ] =2 [
S b gE, BRI — s [F UM 5 —RR e, 1
Bewh kA 1Ak,

55 255 7 B AL T 14 5 300 B R BUGT L, BT Y
T NERSE TMT —Fh Bl AL i =2 18] 9 5C R $ it
TAFNAA: EIETM B, WA R
P B AL T A b, AT ] 328 428 L — i ik
AR, BB EILE 22, A, X
Vol 5 AL ) 6 B AR PE T AR S, M7 s Ol
L, T EAFIEM S, Dechesne, Janssen Al van
Knippenberg %5(2000)5¢ T FEAA AR A1 B 85 055
AT L] B A B 1 3R ) 3 sl A AL R ARG S %
R BEAIATR LT —Ff i B0 8, A AT 5
DA ) S LA ] i B AR, Ra Ak B O 50,
IEr A ORI D 22 o T A TR YA A £ T A B
BF, AT B RN TR R 2 554k S BE IR I 5 &R,
WP FRR S AR BB RCR AT
GBS E R A 2 SN /<R 1 B VN iR i RSB E|
B phgE, SRR EAT A AR RN
AU, DS R SE e Rt OB A, LA N IR

ML, ARSCIAH, T TMT B AHL ] 6 &
AR, 75 BEAE O A 1 T sh AN 4 L ik 1 3
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T g, dE— i e i il id i sh bz
B, 25— Bl A AL ] 52 21l 558 P b ] g
RIS, AT 9K BE 3 5 5 A H A 9 AL il A 2k
Frabez . SR, =7 32 2R AL e B A AL T 4
AT L IFARF-48, 3 R 007 4 22 1) 22 7 B )
Pl Z A2 225 R wh et BBk . AT TER

JE, RV X AT RE 2 A 1 B EBIL 5 A o

FUHT, —SE A 50K P A AN [ 54 By A BIL 11 44 A
] — S g, FEFC T WS 3 1 R By A AL
PR S, B AT AT e — R B AL T
FEE L LT R, RIS, MR RR S
B A R R A A A b, AT Se i £ ot
ek e &, AR [ A R e, A
AL PRt S . 3K b 1L S 5% 2 Bl A BIL ]
RAEMTE . ANMIAFFATE =35 h i e B A 58
A B X EESER T A I S A i B A T
WEdE, I ELBTEG 10 S S BB b By AL 2 18] Y
e 2RO A0S Tt FOUL R A A A 5 B
(T L Y 97 2 ol R A IS T A s B
EHLHDF AR MR 2K ML, TMT
= 2 2 B AL A5G R AR, R AE I S AME AL
i A SR E, A+ ISR BB AR SE A AR (AT 2,
Pl v R 2 3 7 B A Bl BN BIL AR S PR I P2 ) o

o mum e
HEA

El 2 HiAY TMT B AL ] 56 Z 458 10

TEJG SO, XS SRR FOR SRR 4 . I
Ob, ASCRE K EAVE A BE, XL Se AR BEE 4T i
B TMT = Fb = ZE BB ] 2 ] X Rl i e 200
Z, AIRERE T H AR SR WY KL R AT AR R &R,
RIS A o e Jie 2R G R, LU A S
B A0, T 2 9 A2 2 O 2R 9 0 45 T 500 By A
RS

4 MARBIKHFFIERR

41 FEEXRFHESH R E
Wisman 1 Koole (2003)FBIF 58 X} 3 2% 5 & B

0 5 SO I A AT LA, IF HLAN R, FETH X AR
TR R, SRS R L DU A . Al
FER T R O R B 1 A PR BE 4 (affiliation),
K FH R 437 95 2K (seating paradigm), X A PR &5 it
AT Wb i A5 8 A v B AT i B s A B A A B S
FEIEAT /NS, T5 B LTI 2 0 W 0 e B — 1>
VEAL, —M R —ANEEAL, TERCE A, )
— A = A EE AL, R AT e A A —
o MR —FREAMEX N EirdE. A2
R EE AR —, WREFEITHE
rh AN P SR B AR 15 25 5 5% B ik Y B B I
&K #Boalh & A 4T Al bL#R s e
Z5, 3 —EBA3 R I 4 SR 2H 1 B R A3 A
AFEES . [FIRT, BORILSER T TMT s A B
L 57 B ——— PN R A I 25 4 5 i o= S5 SR R B,
PR LB TE /N B0 AN T2 B T 22 e 5 Ll Al
MAATM S, TN ARSI, AMTESE M
] PR A A A —iRE . AR, ZET- ™ 2l Bl
A B 22 R F I FEWBE AR, 7R AR 2 Y A
2z, HX RIS 8T IR AE 5 A A A 7E— A2 i
#okH . WS TSR A E W i 2 (Allport, Vernon,
& Lindzey, 1960), 254544k iy HH 0 B 180
Bl A A S 5ihe AR 2R 5 A CIME
W—2 R G5 E ML, TN BE, ik
WA RS B C W EZEAETRNEIESHEL, B
T B TS 2l B A AR O — Sk, BF5E =
il T A S A BRECSS 2 [0 R v og: Bl
T LW —FARE, ] DLk B sph AL 7R 1He
H—M, B ORISR, BOE A
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Hirschberger, Florian A1 Mikulincer (2002)#f
FTHBXRR S A WBE A e, W50 T4
IR EE IR . AT R S0 B 1 55 % 2 R AHA
WAL G L bR, Hirschberger 55 AN K, X EEHR i
FEARRE B R BT AT AN, S — b A
B e WAL & B, FET NS, B
SORE R RNV BT IR T, FE 5 BT RE Y 5 I 1
B8, B R A BAR AR R AR b 2 kb
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(2003) B ZEFEARSC R 5 [ 3 Z [ iP5 T
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PEAR PR S5, A% A R 9 AR X T ELAR
FRIL AR A L, SEPE AR 0 2 AR R X T
A N E I . BE, $0R% A S B R S
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T5 o DRI, 8 78 R AR YT i 1Y 1 0 T 3 S K
AR AHSCSCEEA  TT Martin A1 Kamins & 3, AHH
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i fk (self-enhancement) A1 X, & t 54 WL 14 43 5
(worldview-representative authorities) & 4= % J& 19
T8, AT )R, B8 — AP S,
P &) A BN R Ao SIS IR =iy S
PR, RIS dg s, BOMN REE
BUB— BN AP SRR, SRR b A
W ESEE 1. la, #IE iz i ng vl 5

JE DR R IR A SR A e . 45 R, BB
" S o X 2 3 T R R R AN
EFEHA . 53— SR H T A 254 (self-
defense) 5 A g Z [0 (9 28 . B AESETS N R,
S — A HE AR AR B2, IRl i i 2 B
I LA BASUBATLAA DA Ry 2k B AR e 1) T B
T 2 003 P S B R B R B R R, B
PP 2k 22 1Y T 5 B2 P45 S f e R . &5
KB, SET ™ A 1 R R T A B N AR
S T = e v S O 0 N ¢ % o S I ARG
TRENARMRS W22 W G A A B
e XHZ R RO B PR, SR, A RIS
i 220N FEAE T S BT R T, BT A
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HA S INAKCP R e g B4 fe ) ke 2 — 8
MrBL, A Reng B AR BIFE T 138 ik 4 R0 7T ok i,
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YPFEE AR TR B, e RS, 4R
R RS A A 7 FI)LEF B, WfE 1
B )L T o b, X R RIS 3R
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Abstract: According to terror management theory (TMT), individuals assuage the death anxiety that is
rooted in their awareness of mortality mainly through three defense mechanisms: worldview, self-esteem
and close relationship. Previous studies supported the view that the three defense mechanisms functioned
equally when individuals managed death anxiety, which was described as fluid compensation. In this paper,
we will discuss the basis and limitations of fluid compensation. Based on related opinions and research, a
new viewpoint, priority hypothesis, is proposed to describe the relationship of death anxiety defense
mechanisms. We believe that the three defense mechanisms do not function equally when individuals
manage death anxiety. Instead, close relationship defense takes priority, then worldview defense, and lastly
self-esteem. This priority may be rooted in the developmental sequence and derivative relation of the three
defense mechanisms. Further directions will also be discussed.

Key words: terror management theory; death anxiety; defense mechanism; fluid compensation





