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oM BES REX ABRKELS BRI
oA fHaE

(WP e Rt & 50 BB O H2E &R, 6 100081)

B E AANEETREAAREAR L RHIB AR B —ERE, AEid e T e K k1R
B P B h H A G AL AT B, Rt A AT B AR KRALE ok B A AN EANTR KL EHITH. AT H
T8 @A BLIE 4 & A B, PR B TR AU B AT B4 Rrm, st ihml b B SeAE 2 k.
AN R R AR X ZADIAA JAh TN BZESHARK AL LY AR Hh., 43T AR
FARY, BEAALZIRTHENEETARBAGEHE, b TALNERETEALSN EX A X AR
B, ARFRAALZRA-FUHREERS, £ TANIAFRERE ZF7 RN EAE S T m ARK
FRALHHENE, RELHFE ZFTHEANEE T AR IS FARTHANBECEEFTY—AF
Zf i,

EER HANERET, ARKPFHRLY, AR, AT, HAIAR

SEE  B849: C91.61

1 5|8 HIRE SR E SRR, B2 E AR
wRl, HRPEY NS EES) A EREE
RS2 2 L K E4EQ015)EH TH M E O3
SIS, LR T A B 20 B A A 5T A L
KA R BT AL B - 22 [ 2 A HL O BEFNAT A )2 8
mel, (HIFRW KAt S RG-S BRI R 4
Hit, ASCENFHE S RES S R ILTRE,
IE 9t — A T gy H AR KR ST s, L
eI S R OB AR, MIRRTE
AR B A B2 0 Bl ) B SRR A A o
&2 15 5 (social class signs)FET8 A IE
DB FH Bl A4 25 B 2 19— BT 2R R (Kraus &
Keltner, 2009), #L&BYERR T 2 —FiL S REA D
FARZE, AT AE[R — B 2 5 P9 IR i s B B2
RS O B R 2R A4 T A48 (Kraus & Stephens,
2012), Gk HAT B R AR S MM E 7R R Fid
B FI LR A SR E S, AR
MZ AT EY . AN, E2E5HH . W
W H : 2018-04-28 TOARRAE . URTERE AL . 2SR A FVRE A I 26 1k S50
* JLE A SR AR S HFETHE (17JYC017); bR T # 1t 215 5 (e.g., Bjornsdottir & Rule, 2017),
ARRSE b S A 2018 FRIE TR IR i o T B (R 2 B i
(BCEA18049); H1 4 b 28 % v Je FE A BBl 55 2 5 SR A A HE 2 B2 (Kraus, Park, & Tan, 2017),

WERHIT AT AT S35 , . . _, B
WAEVEH: H#E P, E-mail: fuxinyuan@cufe.edu.cn A 22 B2 A AR KRR BE L DR 3 A B 1.5y

ORI R B R T R G A . Be ik
DRI BEAE A 26R, BN BATH RSP R
T b EA 2 o R AR BN Y R S5 2 Al
FUTEERRL, 2017; LA, 2005), OHERKRS
W ER PR g b o RAE I, R —A
P71 2 B 2 O BE2E (psychology of social
class; Kraus & Stephens, 2012)E 7E B¢ FlI SLUEAF
FERB T AP . FIACCER AW, WA
WF5E FBEOCTE — D AT AL 14t 23 B J2 %08 30 BRI
TR (e.g., FRAKE, BLIE, 2, /05,
2015; Kraus, Horberg, Goetz, & Keltner, 2011;
Manstead, 2018), LK 7E ABrtt2 B 5l bl A H)
FE2 B2 (15 5V I B 23 2805 2 A Aar 52 mig >4
B BT N (e.g., 18R, 2016; Kraus & Keltner,
2009; van Doesum, Tybur, & van Lange, 2017), B
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KPR At £k RAYIE RGBT, 2002), )i,
KRB RE 5 B SR i A AT il AR 2B 2 )
Wr(RVEA (55 T088), #EmE ARtk S a =4
Iz MERZIA s . R, AR SO TR e At
B 255 XA A W B 2 B, SRS 1A g0
LA NI R U N G s ARSI A S S
WHRRE, FEAE I IERNT 1 R SRR 5T 75 1h] o

2 AR EESHMA I AN E
O

REE A 2 B J2 4 R DA B T R 1Y
By FAT Rk ), ik Sk ) (i 45 b T 3 — B |2
(9 NAT 38 R AR S AT R A T 35, NI TR A
By J22 06 B R A, 30 B R R ok SCRB T S —
ANANIIAESBYE, MZEESTH . AR A ULE
T, WETFHEMEES, SEARKEAS
gy o AR At A B2 B 2 8 (Kraus et al.,
2017).

FEITI RN ZE M EZFSMTER,
m, A WEFE R 3 K AR AU B R T = A
ALy ek, B AT LA E i 2 R R WA A
HIB 2%, BRETEF, 2008), A EH1EMEZA
T8 B W A 16 AT A5 &, A% IR AN B 14
K. ZEPK . KRNFREFEE—H, TR
AN AT R, I3 R 35 A2 8 BG4
W 9 2 (Fussell, 1983)., SZiERFsEdEM, 15
H—FAEF G S, — U LA H 3 AR
ZHTHMER, B TR AR REGA SL 5 LA,
AT S B W LA B X 1 R O A K
FITE B41 22 [ )2 (Gillath, Bahns, Ge, & Crandall,
2012), WHBIITEEIRE, =R EHE AW S 4 Rk
o 45 Tl A7 P B B TP IR Y2 A T SR AT O
F RN, AR B A Tk e 44 R A A
M ANRAE H BB R, TRTENEE N Tk
H O & AR BAR w B 2 35 1 A T 3805 B 2 2 Y
HBITAWOR, BF, 2016).

WO LA B, AR — A AR B AR
ODHEPRES R AL, ATk, —4
N &8 25 B AR IEH AR L, 52
WERF T & B, WK BT DA E ook L% T 0 el il J 1
B st 2. Bilan, A58 #E Ak aE
uh LR — S RS R, IR X S R RS
— R b B, PRUEFP IR T SRR RN

T A B, K5 2RI XS, &
IR EEARES . WEHS . Lokl T ik
T ET LA BB 4R X 4 19 0 & R 5 (Bjornsdottir
& Rule, 2017), X J2& T HHS LA FLEE RS &
WWFAMRTE H W AT i i e Rk I, HBEE
MR R, XSS IR S 7 R B
Sk 2 (Malatesta, Fiore, & Messina, 1987), —4>
ANB AW IR BTG s R, IR A BE
AT 2RM, K ABA S 2 Bk, mR
ANSERETE 2 D 2 A AR B J2 A A A L
BT ax s H R AR 20, AT SR W S
PRERRIE Z (] A3 2R, IR AR 0 2 R 1 AR 50 5]
B S 4% B = (Diener & Biswas-Diener, 2002), i
FRAAE W A AE A, 2R w AR
B3 W 22 2 AU R S 22 I SRR AN A &, AT
Sk — <25 A (Haushofer & Fehr, 2014),

Va2 A58 A PRt & B 3 Y i IR 1R,
WS F N, BLTE AR A, L AE U A I 19 & i B
SR, BB UIEH WAL E . AR
R, o HEWTEE S 7 D3RSO UeE R
Bt ar LA 1 U635 & AL 2 )2 (Kraus et al.,
2017), AR E Wy A, —2H e ik
BOME ST & 0 &, o —HPCEHR O b e =X
R, R — A0 S HoA S B R AR
(Giles & Sassoon, 1983), £ L1 1 B 7R sl /F 7 1,
R WA T HAE WA S22 55 R, B
m, AREE ROk A ARFBZ R 100 2 K728,
JERe P 32 50 20, SR ZERABAT] % 1T i A
LN — YR U T 18 18 R o A 8 T i R
WY 5 2reh . X E SR AT RR, 2%
He 7 AP G E WA LR 225 i b 2
HYSRAGR, JFAR AR 30 26 AR X i AT 4 23 B 2 3
FE o R, A B HALEUAME B, Mg E L
AW K — R B ARSI E Sk L Bk
TSR 46 )8 55 )R W7 1 Bl A AL 23 B )2 (Kraus
& Keltner, 2009),

SRV, AATTE NBRtt 2 B gl b 2 id id i
N FT 4 . TR AR AR U585 4 1k 0 U L e
JEIAE LT E . IR, HSBEE ST ki g,
LG NATHI R ZLF . AR B AR E 1T
R E YIS EER R, BTz E A
PRt E 8, fErta s, AT T
SE R YA 22 B SR AR A BE T Hh 4 7 R RE 22 i
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2, W5 k2 B2 s T HE A BR B g
AT AR, AEFIEN, BT H S5, s
IO FFE SN R =R M shHLE R, #2552
5 5 X B K 4 2 B30 Y 52 i R S A [R] (van
Doesum et al., 2017)o A< 3CH: T 2R i AH N o A =5 41
S EESREARTESES . S ERFS
et ARt & E 3, DR SR ES S MEA
SRR Hm ARt S = A d 94
Wy 2155 052 .

3 HEMEBERESHARKFEHLSER)
ENEEA!

3 #HeXHEMATHSHSMEGSREAN

PRk FEiL S EED

OB, - AEXR T, mAR
AN I R ISR AR AT 230 2l v BT 45 i 1 45 b )
WmRR, BRI, AT ZE
RE 7 > 2 3l T H I %) 22 B 1% B 9 ST, AR Ry
— VIS 06 S AR T LA &5 — Mg de, AfTT7E4E
S A4 TP R4 LAY O R AL S — i 32 4 O &R (Cao,
Yu, Wu, & Zhou, 2015). AfTAHE Z A A (LSS 454
Bt R S AR, R AS A SRR, Lkdn
Z k5 A5 B AL S5 (Schilke, Reimann, & Cook,
2015), FHXTF B E#E UL, IS EE M2
HENSB D, BENRSRRES, HalE 23
Sl 1y U, ABATHA B AL B IR, AT
WA T HAFATEN. EXFMELT, Bids
A2 B 235 43 2 BRI R B AR R A5 i I
A REPERLAR, 5N e BR R A B A
#5, B2 Bl R & —Fp AN BT R, 1
B, AT A ikt SRR L, TRt s
By R, ST A mifE B 5 345 R 25 E
T BE MR, FRAR Y R R 0 M A £
ROEERE, R, &k, 2016). HETHhacHmanl,
NATTE 3 T Sk 5 8 B2 2 3 b S ARBY )2 B 3S A
HREARASHN 25 100 4R, BB i BB ) A A BR it B
BRI — R EEHREE TR

HAE 1973 48, G MBS H L, Etks
R E SRR S AT e A B . SER sk il
BE) e — Be i iR A4S B B AR B S0, SR
TRy s MBI TR R, ket SRR
TS0, TPk TR LT R
HIERE R R, ZREW, HETERA LXK

PR EFERER, M EARESE KA K
(Bergeron & Zanna, 1973), &AW K IME HA1E
HAE YR E T R AR . PR A RS
HEBVERGA TR L i =4 —dpalsr =
AR R B A SIC ) DR (2 G 2 R — U 0 B B AL IR
B S BEES), 75— A0l 5 RO
TIASEAY (0 T AL, W €02 Sl A DRR U (At
E W CREANC R a7 s S R N R ot
HMF) o LI R X el 5 B AR R R — R
o BRI, BAAERERIA Y 08 i A
Ky, JERHAE TR IE A0, (45 74 4 4 i 4
AR A B A R AR A ZE R, B S P AR A i
200 J736I0; Wi SRR T Al s gk o
RENAR, FEAERE AR LR,
4 T A 2H 1w e A AP 24K R 68 7 60T, HE
TR PR 25 1t R T 120 J5 3670 (Kraus &
Mendes, 2014),

G3Ab, SRIRE W AL 2 B2 05 Sk RE A 2 R
ERRARE  AUETEFEWEE T 40 5K RAABIbR
WP T R IR R, IR AR AT B S WA K PR
HIF R 2B 2 SRtk 2 B2, S5 5 MR
N G Bl 8 B B g A 23 1l 4 B e Bl
Az, I BRI i BRI ok 8 el A AR 2
RFERE E IR B — My 23T TAE . 250K, M
AR J2 2 A 18 T R L, IS i B 2 K
Az B T 7 R A A AT AT RE RS R B i AR
(Bjornsdottir & Rule, 2017), F-Fe i, A HF58 &,
— e B A E AR B D1 TR S AR R T 1 2%
Fe UG 11 B 1 B )2 BV AE S T.(Rivera, 2016).
Tt —2k, IS SETE T I Hh 4 B i 9 4R 2 U (4T
1R R R BR AR sl T B A O e B e s R R R AR 2
SRSRIAF AL A S e R AR B T AR (e.g.,
Rivera & Tilesik, 2016). FiRWF5E 45 RARKM, 1
PRAE AR L PR B X G0, 23l o SME Y HE 2
W25 S R e H Ryt 2 )2, JF H I Bk
AR A B R SRR A
32 HEATFUATHRMESMEFSRHEA

PRk SE

AP HIE F K, AL A B F 47,
W0 A B 5 RS 17 B A1, X Rl 2
PG SRA I A AR R, B AATT7E H
WSS PO AT A X RIS AR AN K A ) B L (fairmess
motives; Leventhal, 1980). KB 2 & # LL & )2 &
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YA ARG . TG A AR B
WEN LR K E 25, 2015), 10415 F R
SWEES, WEEIH KR 55 H s E, &
G B NATTRE TR 2 35 19 ) 175 ARl 2 3 b R A
SR BIHL . 4% B AL 2 YRR S B 1 BE R
B K IRl FUAS OSSR R 2R R, 1 AT X RE AUk
Hi N v B ax Se 2R R iF, H A B B3l ek k2 52 3|
2R [ 155 7K RS S ShHL AR 2 0

CU A 5 #5835 )3 hAE 45 1R S8 T (R4
S EE S ARt S H SIS (van Doesum
etal., 2017) WF5E H R BT — B, WA
J“John JE—~ 40 ZHHIH A, Bk T4k,
N — 0y BEAR A T A, (E7E R R AL X, JF—4
B2, AFURA I 15 TR0 (Rt S ZES)
o “John Jj&—1 40 ZLMMHB A, mih2li, Mg
— A AR BRARY T A, A — AR KA1 4L X,
TF—REIHA 42, AEUR A2 4 J73600” (fkfE &
W25, RIFH S 5 <John— B P LAY . B
ARG BEAN, (HALY R FP 2B B A A R o
SRR, RSB ZES R T, gl
BN EM, TEPREALY IS4 <Tohn” B T 91k
BFERMEZ Iy — T3 T LR i o8 &k
BT RS . FEXA LI P, KeE A Pl sk
T X< HAE AN AT T, W AE 5 55 48 (1 [l £,
sCE XS I TR A A E], 0GR
SRR IR, M2 T, KeEd R —
T 0 22 BUAS B RAE, 78 8 A U v 43 45 [
P 1) 4 1 dnd 2 T v (R AU, 2016) 6

L IRBFTE SR AT At A A E S Y 5Kk, BD
NAEUERA R sFLRE R, YA T
BB, a4t B B B 25 X85 B3I (Cappelen
etal., 2014) fEAL S A FSINLINIK SN T, A28
S SRR FES R E X RS WE, A
AR FN A B R RIAT Bl 2 R R e A
33 #HLSARRATHESMEBES I ARRK

R k) A

FE2 AR B IA Ry, AR i pk 2 4 2ot B
O T A BEUA = A N, 9 7 A D9 RO O 2 Fn A1
BEAR WL (Haslam, 2014), #H&H 2R HTF25% .
BUR % Z R IR RO B, 7 AL 23 2k ah # b Ak
FARF A BHAEGT K E 45, 2015), {EAREARS
AR, ARSI EE B EAR S HI
RIEELR, SERKEE e AT SR8

frah(Bilte, 220K, #3I, 2017), ATtk
BrZ A5 T AW AR B Z, IF5 B S B E A
Ja B LA R AR SRR, SR R AR L
JR AP E T, J5 22 N PRt B S i s 5
FERRAR 0y 5 gl i an R AL S B 25 5ok T
WM R I AR R 22 5%, XU 1Y BBt 45 & R Ak
BEA A UL 32 3 A B %200 (van Doesum et al., 2017),

flan, A5 A B, AR R R AR A AR
RS, T2 m S B C—FeAL TAFAL
S Chn g AL s Jo2 0 558 B AR AL B 22 1) g i
IR (Navarro-Carrillo, Valor-Segura, & Moya, 2018),
FRHbn, BRI A, AT H B oF o L
AReFNIL B SR EEAR, KA ROHAIAT
it 3 % 5 Sk S AR O B K AR v ) M LR 2 i
2.18 fii(DeCelles & Norton, 2016). 5 A BN,
KA ML 2B R A B A IR —557,
PRI AE NS 26 FS . b3l Mok %
IIAFTE LBk SRR SR 2 e [ A — e, BRI A2
e {FA . HEEBHEAM . EHPERAN, Wil
EUL, SRS 0 X S E A S B2
15 S5k T B2 (BI Y SR i SRR, DA i 153
TTEN PR E Sl e vh 25 Gy w5

73— TSR ARG T AL S i . BFSY
W AR AR 2 3 o U R = AL D
FRUT I e R UL 2
H, SRIE e HE o B A A T N S,
IFEE T A R B A5 B X A T Al A4 51 124 LR
PIA TR XX AR E R E A A S H E
PARMIRRRE o 7SO Il T AN, A —
{7y <“William King” [ A, b fF 22 FL R A9 24 8 L
e FAER RIS R L 617 184 — 137 1 “Mohammed
Hussain”, fli il ke, BB —AEE, 45
KB, PR A T R R L, A
“Mohammed Hussain”5 H C B AL, HEAREIRK
“William King” (Kuppens, Spears, Manstead, Spruyt,
& Easterbrook, 2018), 1] UL, A BRI CF 15 BAER
o B R A5 ik A DU T L A B Y 2 O
HIR5D), JRES A B R BE Al 1A 22 5 A
B2 EEIEN, ool m e k.

4 MIRRE

4.1 MRUAMEE SRS LB
WEFE R B, RO IO ™ dh (TR 4 4 . BR
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A BESEAH SN EE S I6E, KH2
TN RZ L 2 0 R SR AT A L B )2 3 TR R B,
AT 2 W SRR = i U B S B R AR 2
SN (ERBE, RIUT, 2016; Clingingsmith &
Sheremeta, 2018). AHXTHL, & H)E & AL HENETH
Pt R MIR S, “H RN E R R R R
TELBRIA A bl 2] 7P BN S E ——AH
M5 B E T Jo I S AT T A
B4R . AU B0y A i) 5 2 B B (Makkar,
2014). IENANIE, DRI 2% ah AR TF 2
SMETT DL 22 B B A5 5 AR S e mefF S v
PITh e LRI . M EEATEZE
BRAA W 55 DI RE AR M 28 ok /s A
CRYBTZ B e MR K — &R H 25 248
L3 I W SR MR T SR SR hn B A O, B R
SV EEANA (H SR LA B B 0 Ry o
R HFAEBEERERAN, BERERA
JE AL AL B N AR W] BE SR B T B 2 B A SR
Zo FRLL, DU o8 oA AR WA S R G
SRS AL A U AR T IR 0 — A ), B
T LR AN I AT,

5, K DU 2 i o AR AL 25 B
FEESHYmess e, Hlan, BT AMNEZR
TREE P ATY SRR I AR A5 R v 2% 5 mT LA FR A
NBIFE 22, TR WIE L6 A2 1 1 3% & 1T BB A
R R B 2 RS T, BIBUR R RS T
B JZ A B T % S TT R AT 2 AR E A
REPREE; B, &5 2 S B
(o i IR i o AR ) R A A — e AR LS4k T
VERHE 2B A5 5 1D RESE

WL ARG B At S B R (E S
RAF AR ST . ST FBE B 5 &) IR g
HXABRATAE BB . TR 5 o
“HE AL W R G 5 G M A < T
PR SR PR T 20 T R 55, BT LA AR 0 AR
SIIREMTRES, BV S KBRE B AR x b A
RSB E BRI 5 — 7T, ISR R D ik gt
SN RE S A G B, B4R 2% NFRtt
23 B ) A BN AR E R A RIS 7 X X — [A] B
PRI UK B T IR ATHE R A & itk 25 B 205
5 A S T B FEXT N B2 Bl i B
42 EFHESMEBEESSHSMENXER

Fa RN RS E SR =Y i ot E P S =T

EAEARX G, BAKRE, 20 A RTE
AT BUBEEG . A O R AN A b
BRI (e 2, 2002) . RA LG RIEA
AL LN I DY G T3 A TR Gl T’ N 314
T LR R EERE L, SO A RE R s i 4
WML A B2, JF 85 e A PR B B A7 Ok
W o TAEILA- ok kT T Pa AR AAE & BT
N, AT RFERSTEZ MM, 5O
T IR, FE 58 205 T B o H 17 R 0% 5 AR
IR G4 AT L H 8, ORI
T ATRTA G gy, T LA R () 2 i o A AT
VIR AR ikt 2 . SO AR AT T#E A BR
FE4 B SRR R AR RE T A DA G IR L X
H zhfk i T.(Bar-Anan, Trope, Liberman, & Algom,
2007), XHHMEZAE S EE S EREER
VAU T HE ARy, AMTfF e L8 -1
2R GE—) R HE— 43 #7343
AAE BN T AR (Evans, 2008), A7 4 T 201 B4 %)
B R S A =Y N € 6 SR 1 U I Vb o e L. o
i O T, mAERE AR NS, A A
A RN R A UIER T R = B A Y A 2.
T, T EMLE R, W AR
B2 5 e A T R BT 8. BT A
BN TR HAT X, AR A B A
5 AR R AL S B R MG 5 S A S B R AR A
Frat 2 5 gl it X o 2838 AR T AR B A FlisS
) FI BN AR 43— T, 3 B X )
TETAMARSEIR M5 B AR Y B S 38Xy 4t
SRR, AT B ST 0 28006 R 50 i
TR, TSN T R Ak B R, AT
2L 23 B R A5 5 0 2 50 e =X R0,
PR ASA NBR B BIAT A 1452 W W] REAE 6 A o 22
5o B— T, R ABRKEA 2 B 5 ]
RE PRI ) P 7 I R/ ] - S i) FE s s, A7)
AT GE A I ) B 3BT A AT S A 23 )2 Ak
TR RN SO N [E1 =S TE 15 NG ([ S e o S
Xt rE S B RS S U AT N TR AT N RN, P
DAL T A X A B 2K P Bk 2 1 8l 7 A AR R TR Y
SEM L AR, AR X IR T AR T LSS IR
DA 4 T b A 3 YR K AL S S,
43 BREAGRKEHSEHPE=ZFHASH
BiESHFm

JUE B A TR T HA XA 2B E F 5
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R m A PRt 2 I sh i FRAR, (B A g2 AL,
H AR ) — R APk P B g b =
TR B o S b, BT Z AN =7
(A 25 WL ) FE 1 At 22 52 i S A 19 L 3 A7 R 3
P, 55 =07 B2 B 205 5 WA 52w A\ PRt 2
R AR E A o

fan, T LLRESE 55 WA i AL 23 B 2 A5 S an gl
AR B AT R . A SRR R kA
18— T PR R 55 L RONE, VA it Bl 5 X AE
95 WLAEAT 2 1 B 23 0 AT (e.g., Abbate,
Ruggieri, & Boca, 2013; Thomas, de Freitas, DeScioli,
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B ARRISTAE, TR AT AR X & B JE 55
WL R BT S R R AR, T A O RIS
AT REMETE G U AR S, <95 B, 5k
T e RN AR 2 e N AR 0, g B
HHEA R WA TR LA A, BT XA
W, NATATBEXT e )2 55 WL SR MR T 3 1) 40 o 4
i, PP E H C AT 30 17T B PR HL IRt ™
A PR T RE A D o B I, S5 WL AL
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Social class signs and their effects on interpersonal social interactions

GUO Rong; FU Xinyuan
(Department of Psychology at School of Sociology and Psychology, Central University of Finance and Economics,

Beijing 100081, China)

Abstract: Social class signs are a component of person perception about social class of others. People can
determine another’s social class by processing these subtle social class signs, and another’s social class has
a profound and extensive impact on interpersonal social interaction. This article used personal attire, facial
features, and speaking characteristics as examples to illustrate that social class signs affect individual’s
judgment of another’s social class. Moreover, we summarized the distinguishing influences of social class
signs on interpersonal social interactions based on the perspectives of social exchange, social fairness, and
social identity. It would be desirable to study if the functions of some social class signs are weakened
because of the problem of conspicuous consumption. Regarding the relatively high relevance between social
class signs and social class, it is necessary to explore the relation and distinction between these two
constructs in future research. Given that few studies have examined the impacts of social class signs of a
third party on interpersonal social interactions, it is important to expand the research from the interpersonal
perspective to the third-party perspective.

Key words: social class signs; interpersonal social interactions; social exchange; social fairness; social identity





