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HE-fb AEE R EMEH SR

$ug ME
(LTI R OB BE; 10T IE A2 L 7 A AR RS PEE 5 B IR R R QUF .0, KiE 116029)

W E ALZHRRATEBAARBAAR. WEFTE. EM, ARFRREF ke ia b @i H8
R HMATELEXZAK. ARV KRIAN AR, UACHFHADEBZNGFRRE, AT g R-—TATEHA
Btk b, BERMAZTERRAAL CAMALAAMEMEYG X R AK, ANREHERY KAINGIELT, #Hi
AW TR EFF AN B ER., RETOMELE X R A RAPZIH AR RRE R T AR RATEY
AEIA], ETURAR TS R AAZTEATFEXRGHBAER.

KER AXRMNMATE XZAK ART K ARIES

SRS B84s

ANERRA MY, MRS A Z B, AT LA SOt D A A SR B 43 DL (Hewstone
Y 2 B X AL S 32 B L E K (Zickfeld & Schubert, et al., 2014), F&AK A& X S B {4 i 20 Kz ED 52
2017), KlE S5 ASZAEMAWIRA, MRS (stereotype) (Aron et al., 2004; Laurent & Myers,
F| [ A 2 8] 8K 8 5% % (intimacy), IR 2011; Wang, Kenneth, Ku, & Galinsky, 2014), Hifgi
110 R AR S 2 BOR R, A2 fr AN AAAS RN 58 P A4 o 10 A 1 57 55 MR A 1 A
HI, BPEMHR . <IN AXRFEFGE DN ZEEAKEKLFR, WY i bR it
(BPE, B FRE, Jufh, 2015), XAHIZHEA (extended inter-group contact)® L, A R HLIE A~
F—1th \ & Z (self-other overlap), HFH-UAFES PR X AR 1) g DL (Simpson & Todd, 2017), A Ui,
R T AR A Z I &R 485 H RN E SIS N T NS 2 (| DN < d 01U b= R AN
EAMTFRENMESMAZRMARCR ., B T, eAs B~ N\ 5 & 2 A 7 i (Aron, Aron,
B B R —fth N\ EE S A A A A T R R A% 4 (] Tudor, & Nelson, 1991; Aron et al., 2004; Aron,
47 A (Lumsden, Miles, & Macrae, 2014; Maister Lewandowski, Mashek, & Aron, 2013; Myers, Laurent,
& Tsakiris, 2016), FEft4s L (social comparison) & Hodges, 20145 F X H R b AEESHITT
Ha 47 [l £ 19 IE 6 E %2 (Thai & Lockwood, 2015; TRIT o ARSCHE AT AW SR 1, % F 3Rt
Scholer, Ozaki, & Higgins, 2014), 1fi H, %@ A ANESALRARZEM R, D E Mt aib
Tl A H S R (AR AN AR B T B | o 3L B Z R S R AT HENT, M B b N &Y
A 7 RN 45 R 35 (Bernstein, Laurent, Nelson, VNG
& Laurent, 2015), JL[E A5 A Z 18] (# 5¢ & =
(Thai & Lockwood, 2015). 2 H i N EF D 1 E?;-'*;E%ZA %ial] i, METE
M LABGEREPR C R o YR SR Y B2 52 A
FHEYH, FETESRENMAR-MWAES 1.1 BRE-MHMAEEHS

RGN ZBRERE . AE. 21
S5 K Z (Pietromonaco, Uchino & Dunkel, 2013)
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H AT R (trait) 9 M, K H IR AN ES
FE SCRAS B E] [ O At B R 7] sl 35 4 o
A RERT, HGFEOERAE L/ T A O R
ANZ 0255 KB4 (Aron et al., 1991; Batson, Early,
& Salvarani, 1997; Davis, Conklin, Smith, & Luce,
1996). 401, Batson %I\ H Ml N EE R T
“.0> B 1] 43 B % (psychological indistinguish
ability)’5 [/, MK A C S5 ARy —1k, XF
H ORI PR B A TIRE, MELLIX A O

filL A (Batson et al., 1997), Davis 45t [ F—fb A
HEF B MMES A CHEERIE FHES, &
A O 5l A AR R BT 1 Al A i — R RIS
(Davis et al., 1996). Aron Z(1991)E R #ik7E H

B AR % P 2000 B i 4400, & IR
G S ER . Sk A C @B RIERD
il Z B B35 22 5. “Me/Not me™ {45 &3,
SRR A HIE AR gl B O iR B

AR BB R A L, Y AREUE AR BRE S
AR AR SIS A 1R A A A R R, A
B ST ) B R B R L AR R IR AR, DL, gk
XA BRI A O ERARIEZEE R T A

F—Ab AR (self-other confusion), & BHAELRNEAN
MEARTUN, Bk 2 5l A = 1 BB A A R T
BTN 1 A (cognitive representation), fii 5 # =
XA SRRl R AE A TR, BT
B4y E R, RSB A Y T B R —
way, KA TR T A Y P (Aron et al,
2004), LA, Aron (1991 H R~ AT B L
S A VR R B S R AR DA RAE | S
RFRAEAC HMAZMRERLR,

TEIE B OEoEh, BEFE#EREE AR S5 A
ZIRIEE R R AR, & 2 (8] 3% % 72 B 580 e
SEU AR5 N A TR AW S (viewpoint) |
YA B9 9T I (resource) [ AUAHLIRE FE R K90 A B T,
—f N FEBHE 2 (Aron et al., 2013), MMAIARLL R
THAR . HBITARAC BB, AR,
PR TEERECMAR ARZ G, MESIAH
H O T 3 L B8 IR a2 AT LA A 5 4k B R
(Aron et al., 2004). filln, Mk =zt 3%
B RFILA LR NRIAMMN A, X5
s ANFE <R b I AR ) 2575
KREMFESACHR SRS, 4805k
(decomposed-game) 3L Ji (Aron et al., 1991)% i,

HEACHBAN . FEEN. IR AZE 5L 4
Bt Lk, o7 A O MR A Z B T
HATFHEENE, EEREREZNEENTS
T RGP A T EL, YA KA WA
AKZIE, MRS EHAEM ALY, MM
B AL f ok & FF 2 9 (Mattingly & Lewandowski,
2013) filtn, AR AATIE F W TR A SRR
T RAE RSP EE S E R, A AR IH R AT A
HE R AF A NE 2, (HE AT A A3
ARY 2R, SEZHHESERZERMBEMA
FI AT M (Aron & Aron, 2009), FrLA, [ Fk—fih
NEZ R A S A A Z B X5, #th
A4 A HF(including other in the self), b A K
PEUR . W AVRRBTI A A 2 i —#R4r, ERIEA
O FI R AE il A B H B0 ) {5 B R AiF 22 B 42 (Aron
etal., 2013),

1.2 BR-MMAEEMMNEAE

T A B 5T DA [R) 9 A B > T £ 1 3R —fth A
B o H, Aron 55 (1992)4w il A 10S It (Inclusion
of Other in the Self Scale)/& Hmijffi HiSH NI iz
1~ AN FE &7 (Laurent & Myers, 2011;
Myers et al., 2014; Peterson, Bellows, & Peterson,
2015; Gichter, Starmer & Tufano, 2015), %R %
SRR AE LV S R AN R A R, s X
[ B SR 4k B N B AR AN Z M OCR . P [E
B ESNERER, FRE A Z R MNES
FEE K . Hodges, Sharp, Gibson F Tipsord %
(2013)7E 10S FER M AR F 4] 7275 108 ##%
(Dynamic 10S), ZR 4R 2P0~ AH B 1 [ B
LA ARG Z 0] 04 BB 2 Re e F R AR B L At
ANZE KR,

BR T IUTETE LA, TR ER AT
EH MRS KRAE AR AESEE ., KA
IR SR BRI B B A A <R AT (We) RIE 4 A
O A B AR AT 9 & 3F43(Cialdini, Brown,
Lewis, Luce, & Neuberg, 1997), J&& %1 #H 1l 14
(Perceived similarity ) ¢ 3R 4 G ] 19 A
O BAR AW Z B AR BE AT 9 s 3432k TN
B [ & it A\ 5 (Batson et al., 1997; Myers &
Hodges, 2011),

JE 25 18) 3 5. (Adjective checklist overlap)fl4F
J 4 X 22 53 5 3% (Absolute  difference in attribute
ratings) FI| FH 45 B0 25 ) Kl AR A4 DL K Al N A
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AR B AR T IE R, AR il
FHAH R 09T 25 ) Sk #5382 (9 47
T2 5 At N\ Z 18] 33— N B 0 2 2 i
= (Davis et al., 1996; Myers & Hodges, 2011),
Batson (1997 I\ AMEZ T LLTGEL X 43 A & Al
AL | O BA s H 3R S R AN
B FAMRTC I X A A ORI AR R 1
e 5o LA, ABATTE FRR BT e X 22 Sk 3R, 2K
B 3 R R BOE 25 1A BE A A R 3 O R A i A
BESEATVE 43, FH PR IE 43 (19 22 (A R RAE B3 T -
b A9 B S FRJE (Myers & Hodges, 2011),

F R IE % 8 B & % (Relationship Closeness
Index, RCOTEATHZ M b, FIHAMAAC H5bA
Z 8] A S A A5 R B [ - NS . RCT AL
=ANER Sy, AR, RO L T, A
O B AR AW LB (I RHC B AR, Bk
AL E I 38 R IE B h 48 iy, 7Ead 2 — A
B AR A — B ST W% s 268 SR,
BORBOITAL B s AR S B DR L I
AR, #iln, XN ASEmEREN
GUTL A XA NI TR i A S
(Berscheid, Snyder, & Omoto, 1989; Myers & Hodges,
2011),

1.3 BE-MAZEENEN

Myers fl Hodges (2011)IA N ANIRIAY H Tk —ftb
NE ST B0 T H 3R A E 5 A [ 25
o fBAITX 10S #E3L . Zha 10S, “FRATEL. &
HARRIE | JEATRTE S RRRaxf 2 Famk . C
FRARFAREE W BB AT TR, ZBLH
P~ b N\ H B 5 R 5 % E (perceived  closeness)
FEE B R4 (overlapping representation) B I~ 4EJE

JRHEBE HERR T MR B R A 2 S A
Z BRI R, AR E] A O Rl A Z (8]
SRE, AR E TR R 10S | BIES 108,
CERATEE . BRI RCI 8 B 7 f 3R 55 in 48
T IRACE R b R i R, R
BN EN B O 5 A = ] 1) 5 25 R 25 |
—MNEZ R HEZERNRZ —(HW, 7HEHE, 2008;
Tan, Zhan, Gao, Fan, Chen, & Zhong, 2015), J&[H
TR EHEQ008)# F 10S 8 3k FF 8l iU 1)
M H SN ZE )RR, A5 ANRA
BAR R B AR e H RS IR R BUE
Z PR ST W E L TAEAR NS AR T A

G, AN A B R R A el A R TR
B PN G TE WA S5 2 [B] A % 25 57 o Tan
FQROS)ERMIKIFM AC S HARE . ME %
J& | SR E R H RN ESRE, &gl
BORMZ R RIBZ MY 10S |RG 4T,
AT =Z ) At 23 28 A R ) 398 o A 88 75 A R i
S e I NI S R (NG = 7 i s e e 8

i AR A AE R 8 @ o
BRI, A 5l A TE S 5 5T 50 8 1
M, & & F£AEE & Myers & Hodges,
2011), filtn, P HELetL A AR HERT . K S A
[ . B IA]— SCBR BASF R 2 i A 5l N =2 18]
WY RAEFR L o I 25 1) T FAFIRR I 26 % 22 5
FHSIMEBAE T BB R - (Myers & Hodges,
2011), AT AIBFFE A AR RN [ 2 5 Al A 2 18]
B4R BL PR 23 38 i AR 5 A B 3Rt S R
UL T UEYE (Cheng & Griihn, 2015; Alves, Koch,
& Unkelbach, 2016; Davis, 2016; Burton et al.,
2017; Kneebone, Fielding, & Smith, 2017), #F5%#H
T A A (2[R 1) B2 0 i o B v, A R
Al A B 5 WA L9 R £ (Cheng &  Griihn,
2015; Alves et al., 2016), fill, filb A58 EA
MEME S . MEREE. SRFE—ME. 7
F—A A 5 8 AH LA 0 A5 (Alves et al.,
2016). & IIE 25105 L FB AR BLE B R 14543
PR, BB NS A C Z B AR L
e, POk 5 M A Z E A B IR SR
14 RESER-RAEEBBRENFE

Hily, AT E AR ANESTRE, FRE
AT BRI S A B AR, B0 SERR
HRE 05 i A B SR R B2 s MR BN 2 i A 2 S5
N Z (B 26 2 R 8 LA R AR DR

SRR WL RN 5 A WL s At AR
#(Galinsky, Maddux, Gilin, & White, 2008; Goldstein,
Vezich, & Shapiro, 2014)&8 A LA B F—fh A FE
BT . WS R (perspective taking) /&4 M Ath
NS F AT I S L K, A HED A Y
N5 FI2S B 10 B 72 (Diazgranados, Selman, &
Dionne, 2016), & % i 45 g 205 N A &
PR . AR DAL B, DL ROR Y
ISR 2 B AR ERTE 4, SR R AR
% B C (imagine self) 77 i FlI A0 4 il A\ (imagine
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other) /7 %%, KR £ H AR AW W 45 (Laurent &
Myers, 2011; Myers et al., 2014; Peterson et al.,
2015; Sassenrath, Hodges, & Pfattheicher, 2016; Cooke,
Bazzini, Curtin, & Emery, 2018; Oh, Bailenson,
Weisz, & Zaki, 2016), 805 A C. 7 LB R Pl 76
N, WA AL KAETEH S &
b, BOSBEHABEMEEZ; MM A riEE
SR AR AR G At N AE 28 T3 = 4 B Y JEk 32 R0 AR T
(Batson et al., 1997), L HCIHTEL I AN HIL-
fil N\ T & A8 B & F AR A N 7 ¥ (Davis et al,,
1996; Myers et al., 2014; Peterson et al., 2015; Buffone,
Poulin, Delury, Ministero, & Morrisson, 2017), —
D, R R A TR T A F R 2
Ui s S N = B 7Y NG e S 7 N i O T
ZHCEFERF T A IS M (self-oriented) Al fi A
F:11] (other-oriented) P A i B A T, i 75 Bl i R ¢
7RI ALTEIRA AR RO ... )Xk
ETHCSESAfAEZ? ), MRMWATER
PO TN 1) B AL 1 OG0 CIRAS AAE 3 I 2L
TEHARZ? ) (Batson et al., 1997; Myers et al.,
2014). 73 —Ji T, BR A C B G A A F-
fth A\ X 43 (self-other distinction)H A[E M, 5
BMEACTHEMEL, BRMUANITESSFHAK-
i N X 43 B9 3E il (Batson et al., 1997), MAEZ HCD
T B AR 205 B R E, ']
/D5l A RO AE 2 (Davis et al., 1996), F&AI%
- AKX 5. BEAh, tMRIBFSE &3, kA
LB C&IE B AW IETES T KRN, Bk
RN R O DX 3 14 e 22355 B 26 0L T il R B 2 D o
AN PN A B 37 e S (NI <23
iR BT, R i 2205 2 5 R A B R
s N IX 53 TF ok IR R i Bl 22 05 2 2 — B
(Buffone et al., 2017),

HE Bl (embodied simulation)d 234 fin A&
b ANZ A B3, A ES B (Gallese &
Sinigaglia, 2011), A F57E KBl A 78 R -5 9050
H R N R ) 580 AN AH [ 19715 2 0k 56 il T b i
B3, RIS IMERFI AL, ShfE R H %
BUAE 108 R PFE B O ML i N YA 5
B9 H 3 —ftb A\ FE & (Lumsden et al., 2014), {5t
N B4 By 1 75 B 15 1 22 R 48 (Ruggiero & Catmur,
2018) 51 T 5 AT 3% Bl A AR R] 5 28 ALY A
Z:1% 3lI(Avenanti, Candidi, & Urgesi, 2013; Lumsden

et al., 2014), W LAHS BUAMAARR I N 1947y, H5E
PO BRTE B, HET A A FBIRZS (Tiba &
Manea, 2018), A=A T M AR AR .
BWOHRIE, T HRAANES.

2 BER-MAEEBMNARURBIHSR
HERR

A —Mh N\ FE B LK R H T (relational self)
H—Fh, SR H A B A AR AE R 5C R
AT, 2RI Y 5K (self-expansion)k H #),
PR BEIR . WS FEBTAAA R A KPRy R
(Aron et al., 1991; Aron et al., 2004; Aron et. al, 2013;
Sedikides, Gaertner, Luke, O'Mara & Gebauer, 2013),
21 XEBI,

Markus Al Kitayama (1991)# 542 H H 3% 244
(self-construa) k&%, B IEFHE AR A C Fifih
NZ 8] 6 Z 1% A R B2 A 3% o Brewer H1 Gardner
(1996) 75 iy e fitlf b 42 1 = 1 & 2 A4 BLE (the
tripartite model of self-construal), A M4 H
T HEAL AL 45 1K [ 3K (individual self) . HEIA [Tk
(collective self) . & & H Ik =AHHB . Hi, %
FHILEM A CMEAMANMEZ R R, FIHA
hEHEEEMAZHBYXREE L LR AR
(Sedikides et al., 2013; Rahat & Ilhan, 2016), ‘Bl
PR E SRR . dES RS A A Z )
)56 22 5 )M X (Sedikides et al., 2013), H Al A
BXA A E RN, EEE WA, [
HEL WAk . A ﬁ:ﬁ%f*fﬁfg@eising,
Scharloth, Lohse, & Wood, 2014),

— i, KR ARBEADEI A CWRES
XA RIEZ 225, # B A C S5
ANRKA3TER, 7o AR N IX 53, A~k BA
THEXT H 2 M AT M (action) | 14 (perception) |
J&% 5% (sensation) Al 4% (emotion) i FE AIF [X. 43 FF 2k
i fE 77 (Tomova, Heinrich, & Lamm, 2018), 55—
M, &R H IR X A R AEFxTh A
Y 2R AE 22 [8] B9 A LB 43-(Aron et al., 2009), X L5 4
LR FRAE LT AR 5 A Z [0 56 RO IR E,
F AR B O b A R A DA R A LY,
B A~ NFFRARMG , X A (D) i — 25 i {4~ {4
BANE B ORISR . ik, MR AR
HAS O B O R AF AU A FAE 22 18] (9 A L1 4
BERIEET, B C AN Z X 0, AR
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P A A B A F 24 P (Aron et al., 1991; Aron
et al., 2004; Aron et al., 2013), JE i T Xt AHE &
FIRAES A RS RMEZ RN ES, TR, IRAT
N A AN ESERIE A S A AN EA AH
FRIEMXR A,

KREAKRMFE S A RS RLEEA LU
T & % H £ B &N (relational  self-reference
effect) (Huang et al., 2014), EEA A S R/
B0 R O 25 1l 1012 il o e 3 v T —
Z: R lE T SO T2 2400 T IC 1285 (Wu, Wang,
He, Mao, & Zhang, 2010).Serbun, Shih #1 Gutchess
QO1DEIL, H IS MALE 35S WX 5 R E 24514
HCAZ B A R R A, T B AR i T R
X5 R BRI AT e R AR - NEZ
B A F ORI Z ) OC R ISR R B T 254
RY%E 5 (Aron et al.,, 1991), H O HAIHEEZH A=
B HES MR SRS B O AHK R 210
B2 G 2 MR W 22 7. MR T 5 B
AW BT, ATRREE T 5L B RA XA
BEABUA 0 THL# (Aron et al., 1991; Aron et al.,
2004).
22 BEY K

AR KEANLEIV R LN L (Aron &
Aron, 2009), @AM B . WA R T4
A H3K (Mattingly & Lewandowski, 2013)2k 52 B F
TPk, fREMAKRE A C 51 Z A SE R (Aron
et al., 2004), Lewandowski, Jr, Aron, Bassis #ll
Kunak (2006)M & % (relationship dissolution)
HI A BRI T R —BOB M O R BEE T3k A 3R
HE—BH R, NRARE S IRAT 2 1A
KB EZMEE ST, B2 Mz B o R T, 4~
r A A2 B TR B, B, —
BRRM ARY W, SR A A 3K
WREWEE, mAENAR-NES WK
(Aron et. al, 1991; Aron et al., 2004; Aron et. al,
2013; Aron & Aron, 2015), I, FoATIAN H -
A Z AR BIRY 5K B, SEAZA
EE T
23 BEMAEESUHSESHRRE

12510 B (social distance)fif &5 H & —fb A
& F H FH T (Garcia-Retamero & Galesic, 2012), %t
SRE B RN A 2 18] 56 R R B Y
WG, EVF 2R R 5 Z [ E R g,

WAL S BE B IZ FR OO B 2 (mental distance)
(Mantovani, Andrade, & Negrdo, 2017), W5 #H £
BN AR NE (familiarity) . 5% % (intimacy ) FIAH B
P (similarity) =4~ 1 8 2k & AR R AL 22 18] B
#1415 2 (Sun, Liu, Zhang, & Lu, 2016; Krueger,
Ullrich, & Chen, 2016). M5l A Z [A] A |
B, AR AT = R R At 2 B B . i, K
2 BEA T B SR I A Z A A 2 B
TACMAENMEEREEZN MM SEE
(Garcia-Retamero & Galesic, 2012), H2 5# A2
B At 2 BE B/ T B O FIBA A 2 (8] B 2 B B
(Myers et al., 2014; #h3%°F 4%, 2015). H O Hifh
AN Z 18] B9 A BRAI L (interpersonal similarity )i =,
MAZINNIREE G g O TR AT . B HE R
g M AR A, 5 A O Z RS B
AT (Farley, 2014),
HSEEMAR-MMAER T ML, B
FR AT LU oK R AEAN R 5 il A 22 (5] 14 O 2Rt i AR
BE o AP EGEE, AR E] B SR Z ]
KRR, s, MERRRE A
i N\ Z [8] & R i 72 (Sun et al., 2016), [RIFEHE,
RS A Z R H IR A ESEE S,
R BT O St A Z B 56 R RS MK
S N Z ] B 3 AN e AR AR, AR
HF HC 5 MY C £ BT I (Aron et. al,
1991; Aron et. al, 2013), 1MiiH, ¥4 E (Trope,
Liberman, & Wakslak, 2007)f1 4 & A\ & &
(Aron & Aron, 2000)#RF M T A% & EFEAMBA
B F R FH A (attribution) . A 7] TR 4
Jo ST PR R g R TI 2E 55 B C BE  As 11) fth A B
ERAMEMS, RABEHFRBRERLES g2
PR B BGRB8 & AR 1 F 4 (Trope et al.,
2007; Stephan, Liberman, & Trope, 2011). 7 H & —
(LUNER=2 RN e 3 VEUED % SR wN (T O e
EIRAFEMBES ACESRERENMAS
EAWEAM, AREREERMERES ACESEE
BARRA A B F & A 514 (Aron & Aron, 2009).
A, FATA N A Ge At s R B Fn B 3o —1th
ANESXWHASRA . 5%, o208
BRI — A F Z M, T 5 WA B (temporal
distance) . %% [A] #H 2 (spatial distance)FlHE 3R I &
(probability distance)J-%1(Yan, 2014), & A W55k
ZN T RS SRR S EEUE S O IR R
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[FE, AR ANESHEE S, 25 EEE .
MWEEIE B8 2 M 1 O RIS ARG . ok, #haiE
BURTE F— M N TR & 1 5 RN TR . BRI
AN | R PEAARRUE = > R E A2
B, {HJ2 KARR A T 10S =% (Garcia-Retamero
& Galesic, 2012k M At 28R . AR NES
WFFEIA A 10S &3 (Myers & Hodges, 2011) H il &
THEALNES R R BT, &5, e
PE B BRI SO N B, AR A SR R
FE A PR A AR O AL 2R
B IR Y8 i H (Garcia-Retamero & Galesic, 2012), H
E-ANESHFRER, MRBME A C S5
ANZ B SR B sy g R~ NS
HEREZ—, A5 A Z ) a2 R B 3
—M NS EA BE W (Tan et al., 2015). Bl
et R A A K- N E B IR IG .

3 SREE5RE

TERE A - NESBE 4R L R &
Jrik RNy, LR AR A R N E S
Jik A b, Ed T AR AES S KRHA
WK FR, AT A Kb A E 2 iR
HC A N B ARG ER B, 2 EE
HEY kS HLIRAE R, Kb AR BE I8 . WL A
Fe BT A B JTE AR Rl A AE B S A
HE, BAARANES S SR,
R AE A HIB 5 2 LA X 4y o Ak AT LU
R FR A A LHLH W IE B BRI A F -l
PNE:C=dioks EZ N RSB S DA S e U = H R =)
Fo— b N\ B %o 2R R AT AAE o
31 BE-MAEERRENH

HBTEBA R LT 1R A R - NES
MR ZALE . DGR B IRAESR AN B O A RAE
AR AL B A 2 8] (4 22 5 (Shaw, Czekoova, &
Porubanova, 2016)8 B}, A& H O W
FAEFXS b (9 R AE Z [8] (4 AR 73 (Aron et al.,
2009), A~ AFESIER T LR AL DA
F A RAEFIX A RAEAR LR 53, 2R
ARG AT ZE I LA, WL SG R B IR A b
PR ) 2 T A R - N AR AL
(Mitchell, Banaji, & Macrae, 2014; Liddell & Laura,
2016; Liddell et al., 2017),

F 4 AH K B A (ERPs)IF 5T B, AR AEm

T.5 A CHA & REREMANE B, RAF2
& By I B 4> N2 (Chen, Zhang, Zhong, Hu, &
Li, 2013), S8, ¥l &K P3 (Matsunaga,
Yokosawa, & Abe, 2012)# A B R AR, 55—
AL, BRI T TS R A S ERE
fls N B K A7 B (Barton, 2014) . fMRI ik s AR AIF 5
R, OB, BN, S 5k
EEAE SRR, BRSSP R S,
PRI R 251 B2 B (medial prefrontal cortex, MPFC)
X E A MG BN T3] T 5 ZAE H (Krienen,
Tu, & Buckner, 2010), 7E4§ B 28 1) FAE 55,
MPFC W& sh# H RS RAHMEES RS
/6] A #5255 (Zhang et al., 2006), Harada, Li
I Chiao (2010)&% 8, HFiA AZKAFAHL, ATS
BRALES BT WRRE W e 55882
5 | P 0 4 - B BT (VMIPFC) B 25 3005 sl /b
X UL, SRR AGEME L, MEmMTS
SRR SR R (IWN RSN LN R 1) I E|
AT B0 S WL 2 8] AEAE B AR 2 AL =2 Ak B
2200, SRR, PR, 2014), T AFK—MBAES
AEAS R 2 8] H B {5 2 2R AE 8 & (Aron
etal., 1991), 7 H2RJH 1A F—flh A\ 5 o JEE A
Fifb N Z B X Rt R 3 A OB B3R
WS FWMES, A EN TSR XE R
] T 500 A 3R A AT S AR i L
(Aron et al., 1991; Aron et al., 2004), BTk, F&ATIA
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Self-others overlap and related concepts

Z1 Hongyan; HE Jiamei
(School of Psychology, Liaoning Normal University; Liaoning Collaborative Innovation Center of Children and Adolescents

Healthy Personality Assessment and Cultivation, Dalian 116029, China)

Abstract: Self-others overlap is the overlap of self-concept between individuals and others. In previous
studies, multiple concepts of self-others overlap were proposed, and different measurements were
formulated to measure the two dimensions of perceived closeness and overlapping representation. Moreover,
a variety of methods were developed to modify an individual’s self-other overlap with others. Furthermore,
this article analyzed the relationships between self-other overlap with relational self, self-expansion, and
social distance. It was found that self-others overlap is the result of self-expanding activities through
including the others’ identities, resources, and perspectives into themselves. In future, it is necessary to
explore the neural mechanism of the self-other overlap, in addition to negative impacts on the interpersonal
relationship.

Key words: self-other overlap; relational self; self-expansion; social distance





