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ERFRYEF TR T EER R

* f1' ERF BEL

(" E S RREBAE ST, LA 100732) G AR ITITE K0 B 5 RS2 B,
T B R S LT R S SR A, B 200062)  CARRINTE KRR AR L, BWE 200335)

W E FRAMIARLBAEEG AL, 2T —NERFREMGAR, AT T F 7R
A —FRiEfE e, MAEBRME SO RFEASEA W EREXSHARBETFHRL, Bid T E Ao
MEF RO LTRE, SFEREBOBESE N Z T RO ELERSAAF RO ES, MEBT FREABYLZFHT
R, ZEVGEBPETFATEINARSTEFIRG (A I FRRABE, A TFTEIRAAAWT FRFH
RBEAANIEFMLAEGH TN, TRBBBLSEHRER R EERAMIG EHGR LT ER P 5
FAF, A EA LA SRR BEA — B EE L,

KEIR FRFH, ZIHIEER, HAHEE

HES  B849: €91

Tl N 8 38 A S B R 0, X R AR <o KAF MR L, WA REAEEGENERR. A
TE AR AR (015 26 DA R 08 N2 3 17 A i FE 2 1 AR AR, AHICHIFFE T LA 43 B SE 9 AR A9 i R SR K
¢, BAEATURTENAMEC A XA ie g, A, SRAR G PS4, R RS Y 2 B 0 S AR AR 1 2
B AR S R SR AR — 1R 78 AP ARAR Rl A MR, J5HEFRITI R IR E R . WE )
e HH A6 g — A, 3R A DGR R FAEE, TR BFFEIAT L4y SR 6 =2 5 SR A0 7 AR 5T
SRAR Y SR T EN AR 2 o B R AR F 18N T BT . (B2, X LRI (LG4
1 o St Iy S B L 1 K ey e N e B )t S B 8] 5 J5 0 5 L Bl TR A A —
FKSUERFIE o X LB 5T BRI T2 AR AR 1 52 AL, ARG &5 B R 22 W A BAE, B 6
W PR, AR (BB, 2017). H IR E (BRE 5, AR R 5 IR R G REE IR, AW
2014) . #HESINFEGEE R, 2015). PR (ZEER, TR FOAR R (AN 2 He A B 8 2 U AY 56 1 — /N
2019). HZBHRREHRLR, 2015). FHEIFRE (5K B B AE R AR R — A KT R
T %, 2004)FEEPR CRCR TR 45, 2020)5% SBIFST4,  H AR ST S TR WO Y (B 4T
AW SCRR T T IR I a8, o ABR {5 f5 45, 2012), X HEHESE TR AR A 5T T5 B R
TR LMy, 25, 2018) A Bh Bk =W 45, U

2004)HY5EM o 73 AAREAEAE(2010)BF 58 152 U R 1 XA Z T A BB IRARGE, —J7 2
AR, %S P200 M4rA 56, AL, FEX PR Ay 52 A A 1) 3 P L5 AR X BIF 5 B O
XPERIRA IR A E L R R 53— 07 T G T HALFIH AR5 < 1E 10 1) 7 s

FEAMITE BB B 2, (HIGENTFET 20 fiE4 Pk o AR SCHEHF O E R IR & B 3R L,
LRA 2T RIS, WP T — N E i R
MR, B A DL —Fh SR 3 A B ad AR AR K AT
i H L 2020-07-28 LG R ICRA AR KCTI I, I A AR 2
* EE AR 2L A TEH Pt S

R PRI S O H (162DA23N), FISAER e yae ae e 10 24 e 45 R 22 i 4 A
Bl 54— H (18BSH129) Al [ i 17 47 2 4 & Rk B IR M TR 2 1 5 0 e TR
SR — I (2017BSHO04) % B . ' NN ILAE LI’ G TR
BEEE: EEE, E-mail: jzxi@psy.ecnu.edu.cn SRR IO, 58 A MICSCERN  HLLfE 4%, 2012)
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AR Z AR AE T, A SO P S AR A 1) < AT
WL, I N IR — PP ARG 2, T2k
DA 55 o ST R A A ATl 554 0 S AR A 11
Tl sd, JFE— P BRI =2 9O R s 5 A AR St
AR, B R R A A T SR IR R
AR, A BN 2 RO S B

1 HARERFRM?

11 F=RFWMEEB RPN

SEJE SR AR N T B B R A A R S
BHERE L, BR—F S, BT LU AR
(6] W) 1% &, A0 AT LA J2 B PR [A] A9 1% 45 (Leach &
Spears, 2008). MV IRIRE, JE3CHY=E K R AR
Shadenfreude — i) Jf T 1% (Heider, 1958), ¥
R I A S K AR AR — 1 (Pietraszkiewicz, 2013), #&
M, WA XA RIEARE A XIS . WA
FERW], 22 TR 2 N A7 A 0 — Fh i 23
2% (Black, 2018). B ih A — L H TR R
FRAR . gloating, {HffiFH gloating I, %K IRAR
HR T AR ER R, TR A S
KR, Wifdi ] Shadenfreude B}, Z£9% QA& I
AT TE A NN S5 B 2 R A (Leach et al.,
2015), EHEEMNLE, TP X HECHERT,
W E A E R AR EL Shadenfreude B, JfoR
B 32 TR AR 2 AE b BT AR T X A
(540 Shamay-Tsoory et al., 2009), #Xifij, Leach
N (2015) % BLIX MG # A6 PR 30 Fn 22 35 75 XA T
HA G KO o BRI, A IS W9 R T
RIS I X 5 R AR AR AR AT X 43

HeAb, HERIRMA RS (DL
FELr(Goy)o WS A I T 22 1% i 4 AL AR 1] I,
Al FF D SRR N W 25 R, 2
R kB, BARGER B TR IF 0 A 52 ¢ AR 4 B IO
PR R ARAIS, {EL L E TR 4 s L 0 R B R
I U B S ¢ SR A AT g R — Bl Py BRI B
(Boecker et al., 2015; M #E 5, 2005), (2)5Ath
NZ 3 (freudenfreude) . XFMELE 53T RMR—FE
FREFF O, HETH BB AN EF ML, 5
AR X, MEHEEFEAMNAMAZNIL, 5
Ti 4+ A 5 (Chambliss, 2016; Chambliss & Hartl,
2016), (35 A Z 3 (Gluckschmerz), 2% 5 1]
TINRIXTE 4 ST RAAA B, BirH B A Z
ERBIME, J5E R A Z BTG, B

SR, Bo=HITIRWMN AW G H i ANz
(Hoogland et al., 2015), (4)[F1% (sympathy)F13L1H
(empathy). 33 P i IE 25 FR 2 Xl N 22 AN S 8 ) B
%, A TR Z W50 & B X PP 26 5 5 IR AR
F AR XS I B OC R (BN - van Dijk et al., 2009).
TR 52 2500 ) T4 R LRI IS 45 5 38 R AR EAT 1L
B, R, XEIEH T 5 IR
R EA ok pn, b A LLET 2 52 8% 3
TS Z, B AT REE AN SERT IO
TN 175 T T 41 ) =2 9 AR AR o

SR UL, 3R R AR Y E SUITAS SR AR I T
AOCHE S 2, DR E T 2 — AL HE X,
JRLYE =2 RAR AR 5 A A AR [ 5 A HAEH]

12 ERFHEEIREHIIG?

XS R AR I PR A S A S 2 30
SEOULIY B A, T [ B Sk AR A T 2 0 1) 48 8 T
T2, R T PR IR A e Ak, kT
SRR 0TS R R T LGB I B A JCHT 646
i, (MG A5 AT IUAE ) g st i oA, AP
INKSER IR A TTHT 350 FE B VPE 7, WP
B ZEIN B IR R — MR R IR, X
RS AN R B G R AR R R S T Ml
FE AR, DA 1] T KE 57 AR A0 A
1. 3 19 AR, JERI MR =2 IR U VE—
b sz G 2, ANEA BTN T, BT 21
g, Bk B2 BT E T IR B ROR 2 —
FRIER A2, JF HE A B L (Wang et al.,
2019),

DL A PP OC T35 SR I B WL s o 5
— RO RA R S IR A R TR A O SO TERE
WAL, P2 AR K, RIUK
A R IEH A9 N 25 5 5 K R4 (B 4D « Feather et al.,
2013), XESHGTERLETEIR

BAILSCR A T e, RET AR
AR B . B S IR S B — R AR A0 (BB
5 #L ] (mate-value-tracking mechanism), Ak 24
BB H AT, HaX A2 S AR 43
EBAN R, ARSI EH G, Bkt
FIRh, LR O S AR WG] A K,
mBENBEENESH S A, Bk, &0
KON, M EsE P o AR, &
P RGETE R0 100 55 M T A A A S A |
T ANSER, 554k B FF 0 (Colyn & Gordon,
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2013; van Dijk, Ouwerkerk, & Smith, 2015),

ARSCIN Ty, 3 T Tl Xof S8 G AR A [ B 37 2 0L
HRMAFRA L LN, DR R EEE
NEEREL, BNAREL &, iR kR
XS AN S0 B =2 IR AR VR A B
B, 2 AR Z T &, SR IE SR ORI X H B
FIREIA o SR, SEOCORM B TAMAG 25, JA50] fE
THAAFE . X EWFIE N IR 5 Ak
FTERDY, AT A9 23X 0 43 B S AR X b, %o e
TEIR SEEAT IR
13 FERFWUWMENE?

SR AR R0 5 5 1 TR TR R A X AR
IRE SCo AR Z W58 08 =2 IR A o — M i S5t
PEAE 25, BRI it i — 2 A\ AR 21 3 5,
RGO 4 . X AR LR, B—
AL BRRE R N B AR5, W LT
PR 5, Bl o E — Beft A\ 8
AR | B R 83015348 (Greenier, 2018), 28
M, XM EESWESRMR . Gonzalez-Gadea
S5 (2018) MBI T K AR LL HE W37 5, TE L S2 5
T, BRI THEEZ MR R RIS . Greenier
(018) K IAE MG 5 T, AW G2 RIRA K,
BEELGFT, BARKRAXFEN LR, XL
FARN, ARG RZANFRITIENEW, SEF
EEWZHALGRTWIR ., 7—JH, 248
W EAARIN T 2RI 5, AR, 52k 2,
FERRMPRETBAIES A RAR, B
BCRETROT ERSS I (LT SOF ¢, B X
ERES IR W HL B AR D BN, XA T W 5
FEIRAR YA K AL, A IS D800 1 i — 25
TR

B AT BRI M R, 2R,

RO TENE 25 4L L TP A GEE N 7 BT,
A2, ARIAFFEE B 5 AR A EE D,
SR UE, A3 R () BN SR IR (2)
W& 5FF.0F K& FIEL, WIF.C(happy). =
M (pleased) . i & (satisfied) . = ¥ (like) . 177 %%
(funny)., % AN &% (amused). T3 (enjoy). %
(smile) . K% (laugh). #A T 5 (relieved)d¥; (3)
Wi 5 52 5 IR A AH 6 7 B 1 4, 8 = s w4y,
J0ME TS (sorry) Fl [F] 1 (sympathic) 55 .

A W W =2 TR SR — R T, AN
FEIRARMAN B 5nmAF, das B
[@, Krizan F1 Johar (2012)Z %1 T > 15 M 3 5 SR 48
1 %% (Chronic Schadenfreude Scale), 3% 6 1 H,
7 VSR, Bl < BE R IGIR 2 B
I, TEMHERE |, Crysel A1 Webster (2018)Zm il T
R =2 U R 3R, W4 12 M HE, 9 S5, ¥
SE PR 43 3 7 ) (benign) A1 % B ) (malicious)
PIAYERE o MO o 36 0 SE IR R T 1Y,
Al R HE X ARl I R B iR e, HREN
SEP IR AR A 2 b N 3 3R 9 AT SRR B T
L, R FAY SRMMEAE R, XLk
T BB BB B KR X, E 2 AR
SERCEBRE FRX M, Hix hEe S E R
BN E I, RIS AN R T SR AR
WK ZRH, Pietraszkiewicz Fll Chambliss (2015)
i # T SR ¥ SR 8 i & (Freudenfreude and
Schadenfreude Test, FAST), fuf% 16 PUiH, &
THORAE 4 D HENPRER . 22l TAERSMA)
4 FIGOLT Glhm . . B ORI ) B
LGS, 4 S B <RI RN S ETE
T, KA, RoEE-- 7R USRI
FERT, WA, KSEE----- 7 (BR#E).

®1 MEBFERRFWEENTEHZED

34NIH 44T H 5ANIH
Leach & Spears FFL . W MaEgc  Brambilla & Riva  JF.0» . 4% . & A%  vanDijket W B, W,
(2008) i (2017a) % al. (2006) KB, IR
Schulz et al. (2013)  Jf.0» . $E%A#Eid  Powell & Smith SANRE, w24, W
(2013) SR
Berndsen & %, A NEEM  Leachetal (2003)  jiwt., FFb. AT H
Feather (2016) e KLOSERIR

Feather & Naim
(2005)

Abell & Brewer
(2018)

AR P I 5=y

SNEE, W
Py AR
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UL, AMGE— IR TE R RO R
AT BT FEAE R o I Fof Jay T 34— A~ G Ak 2wl LA AR
DRI RIESE 07 12 T S5 R B AR E T, B 2 ARt 1l
T BT AU S & R . AN, R
BIF5E 2 A (U0 0 7 3 2% s

2 AMASERERW?

VFZ BT RVT 152 0 5 95K 4 1 [ 3 R
KB, AR SO I BERIT T TT ) b L Rt AT T
RGEGCHL, F R, SRR
W RPTT . IR TT M E AT I,
ARSCRA T HB A, XA AR R GEK IR
ATT RN SETT )RS AT 1 B S,
W, ARSORYERZ W R W 5C A, R R L
i1, 5= IORMI R AP A 3 B AR
KR BRES RS2 SR 0, 4% B BT (L 35 1Y)
S PN R AN 2 PR

K2 EAMRPERRRIMERNEN

K B s AN
FFAE SRR A & R
FHIE A
FERRMIT AT AR
NG EEiARily
PR G ME RS
14k s SR RTINS
HIVEAN ZIMREN L
T 2Z S i A1
XA R
& KA
PR
NBRE PR R NBREREBR R
LN
FIRIM WRAERNIAS RAHE
RN L
T
o

21 BIHIAEH

Frijda (1988)ih>Hy, Xt A 18 38 i) AS 32 B 31 FF
L, BEWE R AT ARSI B, =% 5%
W EAERSFEREWTABHEA L. &
roent, ASFRZMMER . AM . IARSEAE R

SEWAELERY . IE N Feather 45 A (2008; 2013)%F
A& FERYSERFINE R, i, A0 A
BHEZEYEERRMWEENE B, A
N, JEH I T A SRR (R 2R A2
FRE) 5 A FRINFIF Sy . BARILE 2 iR,
211 FERFRWHNEFHE

WA, =29 SR AR T I B RAE AR 1 R A
TEYN SR AE . (H AT B, & T TR 2 K IR
W N E SRR AR SR AR R A 2D, HANEE i Ak
SIFAFERE IS J7 10 o AEAFIS [, R RO B2 G
W KB, 2 % /N R L 2 SE KRR I 4 T
(Shamay-Tsoory et al., 2014) {2 Schulz % A\ (2013)
W T 4~8 B L, KBRS ES il
3G I o AR X B AT, AT AR, SRR
SRR I R AT REA R — A M i A, (R B
FEALRE UL 1 LA S KARA G 26, FIAS e
SRR B, Blan: 4 BREETE
SRR 4 B TR 43 K87 4 B 2Z 5%
SRAR I SRR R R N 7 A 4 B =2 TSR AR 1 1
S5 AST 2 AT 0 1 G I R AR AR G S ) SR
PERLLE 2 TSP IR

M b, BFSE AR — Br(HE AR EE,
2009), A 5T & 85 M B A PR 8 B T 252 Uk
#n: van Dijk et al., 2005); B4 B9 &K L&
P b 55 PR AR B B T SR R AR AR (W ZESR, 2019); AN
I A W 5T R A B ) 22 S (BN Schulz et al.,
2013; [ 25, 2005), PR EIE BALH BT
FERI, AATX[E M 25 5 =% K SRR (van Dijk,
Ouwerkerk, & Smith, 2015); #Xfii Watanabe (2016)
KB, BER SN, H LR S % R S R R
o FETE AN TR I 9 NG AS [ BIF 52y 12 11 AUk
PERE], WSS e ek 26 57, BT EiH—
PR T, HAh, T EE 2R A A 1
SRR, WD | BOE R B SR S SRR R
T B4 5 SCAR B 98 BASIE S T 32 0 AR AR 2 — A3
i A 21 4, RS [R) 48 A SO Ab R A5 X 58 K AR
W IR B S, U0 AR SR RORHR B9 h /7
BRI,
212 ERFWAMWBRIAE

IeAb, B3I FEHE AR A A 25
BRI R AT, B SRS B
Joa Fl A FRIEM A DG BT, 1998; %52, 1959).
AR TP RAE B SRR BRI EPE, 6T
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SEPIRARTT A B TF] X 52 T ARAR 2 W B RIE Y,
WA ATy, HRAG T —se— gL,

T, AARAHOCHT I 5 I B A (L L 4
A F SCEPRIE AL . A iR AR RO ) 5 %
KRR B3 IEAHDC (Porter et al., 2014), #R1, A~
— B JE, Lee (2019)% 324 T %) 1 2 3 55 & 1,
& i 25 At e A% B9 A ATS R 22 32 AR A, T
B RN B A2, AT S 28 2 i 2 PR
X AR5 T AR SR AT G, BT A
B RA SRS, MBI IR 2 EIT 0 o e Ah,
Greenier (2018) R MAEEIG =T, HREARYE
SEIRIRMA R, BERLYFET, MENEA
7N ORI o 33X 10 I I R AR 5 2 R Y 56 R b
ity B SSRGS . BRI SR AR SL, b
5% & B B 5w 4+ (Chambliss, 2016) . Z L
B R4 Bt (Sawada & Hayama, 2012), DA%
4K 7R (Baren, 2017)FJANARTE 5 52 K SR o (B4,
PRI Ay 3 6 N\ A AR ST 5 B i 1) T =82 9 A 40 2 1
—FAEERTE L, EATRD A 2 2 T A%
PR S SR IROR IO R o SR, 3 b W] 5 T A
FEET A S MWL, WFFEEE Rl ] BE 52 3 S e
RS HISEME o A BIF T 058 52 9K o 5 A —Fh b s
By s AL S 4, R4 B 5 HE AR,
WNA e TR OGR4 TR
o, BT RT AR A S B A AR R A G 7
T B — 2B W5

HIR, Ouwerkerk il van Dijk (2008)IA A3 K
SRS AR A G, MTRIBESE R B A RS0
TR NS 5 SR GRS, U Sl N s A=
(05 TS A CAE R 7 AT I o KL 2 K&
HABWFFE A BBEFEARUESE T H AT 5 3 KR
B FE B (140 . Feather et al., 2013; van Dijk
et al., 2012; van Dijk, Ouwerkerk, Smith, & Cikara,
2015), —FfE R, AIRIFNIRAA RS A &
BN, SRR —F i A 2R B AL
i, REMEALATE R € A S (BRE 5, 2014; van
Dijk et al., 2011; Watanabe, 2016)., % —Fhff B2,
SEIRARRE I 2 AMTNAE RO Z, I AT
F R 52 UORAAT G, HAb O B 2, sl ik |
U T SR A AR SR 5 52 AR A8 A G (Brambilla &
Riva, 2017b),

R, PR RIRM T4 . PR IT
17, PO AIAR BN — B H BTN B, 2

AR E R TR S s KR E R, 4R &M
B FATS )k 3K B HR B AT 1) Bk 1 (Pietraszkiewicz
& Chambliss, 2015), = AR AP L AEMARAY
ik (Chambliss et al., 2012), TS LK KM, B
SCAB B 5T b 3iE — 25 UE SE T P 9 56 %R (Chambliss
& Pietraszkiewicz, 2016; BFHi, 2017), HIEALH —
PR, RoRIAR P N B R S 4 i, A
BEAEATTSE B 52 K Sk AR (Chambliss, 2016), T, 5
SRAMAR 5 =2 AR M RIS T 5 —BUWZ5 2R,
RN 2 AR S = KR A G, BFRET 2
R .

AL, B SR =2 KR AR I 45 5 I8 stk
G S 56, T = LR 0 G R B (— P LA SR R R 5
A A R FRG P05 O 65 A5 0 08 ) B 2 R R
JE M SCR M Sz 851, R, R S R g 1) el R
/SRR TRAR (Baez et al., 2016; 2018), K S80Ik {4
e —FERh RS, XiE— RN R IR T g
5332 ¥ A 5 (Baez et al., 2018): i@ i fth ABYA
3, PORERE [ O AR T IR AL ISk, A
R GE R ARMA R, KR T - RER
R G ALV 1 =2 TR 26 T 1 VEFH (Luo et al.,
2015; Shamay-Tsoory et al., 2009),

2.2 B4R
221 XNAEFWETHIARESN

TS RS, A= IR IET
e, AMIBHEHERSES, AMUSHEBELE
*, W5 A KA X (Dvash & Shamay-Tsoory,
2011), JERINNE I Z A BT, B3] 555
PRI, AR AT AT B S 09 2 MU R 52 K
KM (31 A : Leach & Spears, 2008), F, Af1H
75 %tk i (Lange & Boecker, 2019)ak g /1
(Feather, 2012) [t [ & 55 A A FIAS 2R B0 o X
BT —Fh EATHOE i, < TR AR 1Y e
M, B TAEHSHFFH 24, FRRAALT-d s
METE, XJ&—FpB B8 PRI 25

A2, WAFRF N2 LR IE T Z)
MRENGR, A G0 B S A 2 M s RE 1) A — 2
W, HERAMTUICHMILSE T . Fiske %(2002)1
ZIMLED G P R 2B, 4 Z Ak BN 43 Sy fig T AR
BERE, Ml RBRE ) 4 5= K ARMA K, Af]
A5 % B TN . J7 e 1Y N BT 1 8 AN =2 S 3
JF.L>(Cikara & Fiske, 2014), ZIHg EN% & —FhiE5E
B . MRS B R E R EN S . AR E N A
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TR EAN NCFRIE, AT A2 )G,
M N 5 A Sy ix e e N AR G 08 AN EAS 1B 18 2% 5
(4, S 5 % H A ZI AR B G RIE R, T B
NSRS PR AR (Wang et al., 2019),

SR, Toigde BAT HEGE RZIMREN S, A
TN R AN S5 I8 T i BE 0 B M2 #5 I, J0 E
BT AR TR X AR R A T
SEPIRARTT o PRI, A< SORE R Hi 9 Y AT
B, TEARR UL, MRS SE T IR AEANSE, R
7Y

UL, XA TS BRI, AU Bex H
ARV, W R AT Z SE PR, X e
WFFE A A B Al Heider (1958) 9 F- i 348,
EINR NG E ST P KOS RPN Y — 2
AR HATHPONRRALF /A, HARWEAR
UFIAFIE, BI——al++, 32 4 Ry 2 A B
AT BN e AU /UF Y, B ZE R A U AN
W, Bl —+8i+—, WHZESRBGA N R AR 1. F
GERM, B FE Ay s ST T R AR
T TR FS RS2 A T AR Y, T 5
X HSE K AR#A (AN : Leyens et al.,, 2014; Shamay-
Tsoory et al., 2014; 5KZM 4, 2004), X Ffhi 15
PERY BT AR 517 0 198 VA G (Feather, 2014;
van Dijk et al., 2005), & 4 AT 532 3B A VPN Fi vk
HIEM P Z T, WA N A Gk
AR, AT AT S BRAT Y 4 AL B 5 WA
R RANRLAT B, T AT D AT A AN S
SN SENIAGAY, DA% 52 K SR A (Brambilla
& Riva, 2017a; Santamaria-Garcia et al., 2017),

SR, AR TR J5 JHAS 32 B9 RN B9 R
BLOL T 3T 2.3), XA T5 i 2 32 A AT A
D Z X, AR A G ek PN D7 T
AT, WARKETINZ 3 55 Z AR 0IA
HPE S0 DX o, ORI A RT RE R i 22 Y i
PR, AHAS BT DXy, D)X DA [l 250 50 38 0 %o s B
AERIEB I T SR IRAR G 4, S & A
HAEM.

222 MAEFWETHELE

XTI O 2 H A 2%, (H R0
PIARHE 3 28 ey . DOBEHAMEIRZS . Sk
5T, EATSERS B R XN ST (RG24,
AP R AL T 08 A PR A, B, X
ST IR 2 B e R IR SR R C R . A AT

FEF NN IR AR FEZTT 0, T
BRI N EZ AT Lo WA ZFE T TR Xt
NZARERFIRWMN, SR A\ Z =20 A2
W—2% N” (51 A : van de Ven et al., 2015), H Ik,
Shamay-Tsoory %5 A K33 P I 45 >4 1 J2 X S7 1)
T2k, XN T LXK 43 F1 b (B 40 . Shamay-
Tsoory et al., 2009; Shamay-Tsoory et al., 2007), 12
Takahashi 55 A& IUIX P& 2 A OCHKIY, Bl
W0 BRI B 5 532 9 AR AR B A5 AR SOIR AR ) 2%
U R M SOR AR A 5 (F 40 . Jankowski &
Takahashi, 2014; Takahashi et al., 2009),

SR, B8 22 MR TR E T (0 2 Wi 30 A Ik o e 5
S 8UF WA SR K IR AR B R R (140 Cikara & Fiske,
2013; Smith et al., 1996), Xfit, HTFH] T HA—
SR dtk, BEEE AR IEAT T2, K H
43 1 ) (malicious) 1 35 & Y (benign) (van de
Ven et al., 2015) 33X P A P #4 & 2 BAR B A
A H CITEAT IR T4 P MUK, (H 35 S R g
A BE AR TE ORI BR PR IR, T R A
A B3E o hr x5 KRR A S IRGE 32 . Lange
Q018 T/ BT A B, W 1 Wk It 5 5 I AR A
AR, AHH BB A XA CHK

TEARSCIT T, RGBS RN 2 —
it N B 06 2 Hh it B I 1 4, 45 AN B R (dislike;
Hoogland et al., 2015). JK:¥%(disgust; Powell &
Smith, 2013)F1{ik5 (denigration; Feather & Naim,
2005); PEMRSAE LR R N BR G FR i A7 Mot
PR IE 45, 1995 I i (aggression; Wang et al.,
2019) . %% JB (resentment; Feather & Sherman,
2002). ##& (hostile; Feather et al., 2013)F1&E Xt
(contentiousness; Chambliss, 2016), 4 AEHZ A
MG BAGR B9 E, AATTSE 25 X AT Y AN S =2
PR AR, HAFEE R ATEEZHAR, A
AN R S 7= He =2 9 R AR A1 25 (Greenier, 2015; ©&
BRAR, 2015) ALANLE, A —LemFE kB, AR
G, DR TR IR IS 7 4 T B 0 i 5 190 592 KR A
()40 . Feather & Naim, 2005; Feather & Sherman,
2002; Leach & Spears, 2008), Berndsen %$(2017)
R, HARFEH LRI XSZEE, AT A
TP 2 B Z B s, MR AT TS 5 B R S R
G (RSSO E (IR (NPT (R SR VA C NN TR 20 SR
W o (HIE, JEBCA W06 DO A 28 R IR 2R 1
O IFARVE, LLAr R AR 5 G SR AR 1Y 52 0 A
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prser SRl
223 ABREEFRXR

N BR BB B 2 2t Je —Fh 2 A9 [N 2 (Leach
etal., 2003), BN, 4P J5 A7 7E 36 S 5RO OC R AT,
B BIXS Iy J I 5y S K SR AR (Wang et al., 2019; [1]
THE AF, 2005) . # ANV IS B N2 09 7 H IEAF 2
H O T 7E B RO (Y N A, S IR A 1Y 15 25
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UeAh, MRS WS, NEHARINRB S
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NG, FRIEWMM G T (31 H: Leach et al.,
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Reconsideration of Schadenfreude and a proposal of
an interactive process model
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Abstract: Schadenfreude is a social emotion involving feelings of satisfaction or joy arising from learning
about other people’s misfortunes. Although it is regarded as universally prevalent there has been very little
research about it. While it used to be posited immoral, recent scholars have considered it to be meaningful
and have undertaken research about it. In this essay, Chinese and international studies were reviewed,
concepts and measurements of Schadenfreude were summarized, and an interactive process model (IPM)
was proposed. The strength of the model lies in that it integrated factors of both parties in interaction (the
self and the others) based on an interactive perspective and it clarified the process of and the changes after
the occurrence of Schadenfreude based on a process perspective. According to the model, researchers should
pay attention to the contexts and interactions before and after the occurrence of Schadenfreude. The model
may also assist our understanding of studies on other social emotions.

Key words: Schadenfreude, interactive process model, social emotion





