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FEIEIT LA R A BHGE K o ORI BBT S KB, H B ZAR FE—Fh R ARt A 20 5 T4
AMABUE B Oy bR A, T H O A M LB SCIRIE B o — S ABT A B Ak 22 B 2 X6 HL 0 B A A T
N SN SERZI T2 0 o AR TR A 2 30 S e RS e, )2 [ AL A RIS g3 %€, DR e iiE 5
S R AR P AR AR A A R BT S A R T R 0 B 2 e SRR T R S AT AT LA — B
B TAL 20 B BT TAE, K FON T T 304 b B0 Seat 2 h i A ), Al T R S A EN
TUHR . 2 TIZGURBTTE BA RIS S S X, AT K EHORBEE O EEERNESHZ
OB BE S OF AR SR A SR B, A T ARATIATEN A SRR T AR . TR A B i K R
FNMSCE, HE— S 2 R OB E N AT, DR b A 2R B A OGO B A R R, 4R
PEBT LA

(R SCTHE G 252T)

HEMBLEZMATHAFERR

#AE wkk F B HAAF

(FE R ITYE R 2R D PR B, 754 M 45D LS 4T B FR I SR =,
NI K JR 50 R AL B ge e E, s 430079)

B AN ERERT —AARAOALS TR A THLASF R Bdn AN E R LA 6 R4k
HER T YRR A b A i, AT B F R IR EAR, B EEA S MRS,
AT, FEARE AL EFARTAA. ATAANATHEHN ESHLNF X RARLMITIR Y, WAL
LiNs L B K, BSE AR W E R AT 0 £ 7. AT RE BB 6% ratE A A BAR & B S R
R RBEANFT IR T AR . REFRTAMRE P, b b, ik g A RS A A RERALESH
BB R,

KR HAAHNE, AN EEE, HANF, AR

S B849:CI1l

1 35§ BATFEFR . AT I E B G KR
- B9 Summers F5 1, FETHXT AR -, 5 m
2014 AEIRAAT I 5y BV 2 AR 4 |-, - e
201 FIEATIMDEFERESL HF oyt b, (e 02 0 Wk 2 3R
W4, 7EEE, HEAMN 1% NSRRI 53
> S /) = \‘EE‘

et 100 2015.00.25 AABICAR 219, IBAT I R R

* (OFFH ARSI ARpapRersy  FTRAATHIETRR, 2014 f4 MR R AL

R 10 U9 R 2 5 7 % K W (71171094) ;- (2)4E H i A JeZHH 0469, X —HUE T 23 T EPrbrifE

S E AR S B OCCHRO BRI sk, Wor T8 2 R R fE 1R ™R (0 5 5
HZH R ARG E IR 4 & EE a0 H2E h) AR

B (CCNU14Z02018). Ny ¥ H. AN 11 4 N
EIRVEE . 67k E, E-mail: yyguo@mail.ccnu.edu.cn iﬂk %E%%&EE I EX)@N}S,\ IR A
LR RS [R) AT A T4 () 119 3 20 S il ), (RSO A B4R T LA
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SRONCRRNINE SPAP: 3 AT ey & M 7N IR L
EELENZRE, o EOA ST Tk, &’
{5 AT ATE— s F B AR bt & & R (R, S48
Ih, 2012; BEEH, 2013), SR, MuiEHEHLSA
2 BY)Z A B AA 1A AT 5L e R ECH R 17
JEREHE— LR (MR 5, P, 2010). HES5H
¥ (2010) B 5E Y, ZIds R — B R, EAER
R0, AU BRI BE A F, R
2275 T 1) RS- S AR I (B AT B B T, A B
ANB T ERFMILERART L 5.1 £,
T2 R R L TR AR AT A 6.3 5.
B T BE A, Bl 281 [ 8 R R 58, — T
S EPEREAS AT B, A Bl R SR R SR
) B A2 B R R . Ik S AR
ISR, SR HETS S AT, BE Al A= i gl Il A 4
(FR B8, TR, 2014), IEAESRFLAIA AT LA 5|
£ S St | v St L V=Bt L V<3 El Y A v
XEEUETL, WA A R T Y JE N i sh Bz A
B, T IRAA ] 2 3 278 5 R R A
PRSI

i ERTAL B R — M g, R L&
K HAFAE, 100 ELR X 4 43 1 & A8 Ok
R, B, Xk s B2 R RE ST B AR
EE, LA, AR S ZIREIR TR
2R IR ZIS R, FARBLO AR, A JLAR )
AR A PSR RS B R 2 E
BRI AR A R £ B R L B
FF 4 7= H= (Kraus & Stephens, 2012) .

2 HEMESHEMBELESE: NA—F
TEF—1dE

CYHREERIE ST A 22 B2 (social class)” 56
TEHREA, HEMUCREEZHREEN A D%
AR B (R SRR A 2 K B
BAE N OE S — A £ 8, Tk E
B, X EEE T O BL2E AR 5T R e ——

@ social class, #§MEALESMESRIE S0, D
SEEMEEL AR PR R Ter
Brel” SFiEbeep, EE NS, WSR2 R
2SR 2 R A S B R . AR S, K
I o B VR A SIS A, B A S g, i
Mo B8 AT B R

KE, BrE— B & — R X R At 2 A
ZEhR i, JE—FP R B0 B LA F AN 1 £ 2 5
Wy T H— A N RN R LA 5 8
1A~ N 8% A7 3k B 25 % (Kingston, 2000), ix 5 H: 3
=% (American Dream) 157 T fE 18 2 (Protestant
Work  Ethic) i) {5 0 & — Bk AH 7K Y o SR 1 4F5k,
REE BT IR A, MR Z IR R W], B2
L IAEAE, AEXS Ak, T 5% AR08 517
el RAR Z AR IR, Wk R, SR
HHRAEGERZWAMERCHEE R, BEENE,
X B 9 S Sk O 2 A EE T B2 4 1 Ak
(Stephens, Markus, & Phillips, 2014), X {#if5—2&
DE2EZZRE, BEANRE - AR
PRAE, THEERANLHE AR IR
TR ZI M BN i) — Fp 4L 2 3% 5 (Markus & Kitayama,
2003, 2010; Kraus, Tan, & Tannenbaum, 2013;
Stephens & Townsend, 2013), 7E i Filt & ] Y 5% 1
T, REZFEITRE) TSNS 20 AW
oE, JIFERRT —RINEG REZEENIL M
TSR, TE LT 23 B )20 B STk 19 40 25 ik
2% (Kraus & Stephens, 2012)., 7EiX— 4, Al
BHBE N — AR SR, BIE N —A8
WA S E DR R R
21 #HEWE

oW EREH T BUR% 2R E K
TE Y, FEA 2 B IR G5 T AL T AS [A] b A7 A B,
LR [BF ARG B M FE S TRIR A - BF
AN ) A9 22 5 LA e 32 00 1 S8R0 21 ) pl Lk o A 1)
4 b 7 1Y 22 R (Kraus, Piff, Mendoza-Denton,
Rheinschmidt, & Keltner, 2012; #/N53, Z5#5, 7
PR, FKE, 2014) H AT WAL 2 B2 X — S
WE T HWMEWPA G B2 R A
AN S R IR A S A LG, T
R TARE X — IR G IR, AR F WA T
VIO« BROlL FR A2 208 2 B SR AR Sy L S 48 Fm 1)
Fl, BRI F R ARAE AT ST B A4 R ok F s g
MEFEAR(EFZR, 2010), E WAL 2B 2 LB A E]
HYAERT SR 0, B R [FA R AT 12 L3R
BF, X O AR 23 T2 G AR R B I B A R 2
(Kraus etal., 2012) . R Z W FE ¥R W], XF T 2HH
By, ) LWL 2 Y T ) B R
(Kraus et al., 2013; #/NE S, 2014), DA IH Bk b
Z RS SRR E 2 1 OGTE (LG, 224,
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2002; Kraus & Stephens, 2012), HTi & FiH K
BEREEMRPEEEZREZUNZ, ANRLE
— AW 5 o Ay RS 5 3 U B 2 A Al ST A5 N
(Kraus, Coté, & Keltner, 2010; Kraus, Piff, &
Keltner, 2011), A A& 76454 7 FE A A ol 2 %
WLAE R P A AR A R — B 2R AR (E
e, FRKE, 2013a), LA WY LR G EF MW,
TER TR B E D TR B, £, S5,
ARREJE, WERHR, 2012).,

BR TR, XF R 2 AT R R I A ok —
B B, i — e BE LR T HSH 20
IR B — S8 B B9 ) L2 £ (rank-based
perspective) it A= (Kraus et al., 2013) (PRI 2.2.2
TA) o X EWLB R AT, A LI = RS B
TR B A 3 — i A T v BRI R R R,
mibpA S A C A S i S 2 AR AT L3
PUE 3h H 32 WK By )2 8K 3Z (Piff, Kraus, COté,
Cheng, & Keltner, 2010), & iL{&HZZE LTS5
1E %% DU 3 H B 0 S )2 %32 (Kraus & Mendes,
2014). FRNEMBE AL E, EREME ro i A
BAR TR R X — GG, #E—2 5554t
SN EHHMENFR R, BETERNE, R
ZWR NN, U E R W Z 53, e o
TR IR L4 AL T 52 B2 AR T R 3 1Y
T8 (Kraus et al., 2013), X k2RO RE
M TR A T R 17
22 #HEMBLEF
221 AMALBRERFMARESHE

AL S U, WAL S B R I TF R B 48
T, B 2220 = K253 A Durkheim,
Marx F1 Weber #85 Xof Ak i1 3ok 53 8 1 TR o SR
X2 i (Y B8 TN R TR A 2 R K
-, FIE GO KOF K % gL 23 B B X AL
FRAIAT S 52 M Y B8 FOF 58 2 AR 20 19 (Kraus &
Stephens, 2012), EFr — T4k, RfiE 5T AL
8, B BATFER 0 B 1) I AR (5 T 4R 18
12N, 7R KA O B RN SEIEE 5T AR 1Y
BUET, T N — AR R — A i 58
o IRAP A2 BT N — B 5T SR
PR, REMFELSHIZE? E£FH NN, X
FEETAHSHZ IR

BE—, RN, 1B — T E G
B, S EWIFIEARRATAA K,

77 (power) . Hufvi (status) . R (race), X SEHE &
MERBRE UL, SHSMEa —ENTPIT5E
o AR, XYL AL, B2 ol
RN . BARR T, BUTRETREHLS .
FREEE M, B TRESSE, — P ASBUIM
R RIB STk, T B2 48 5 6 5 i i 2
FasE M5 A ) (Johnson, Richeson, & Finkel, 2011),
By Z AN ] F i, o7 A2 8 A A 7e fth oir AR 3 1)
SEAR A3 B T 3R A5 B 2 JE AR I A2 (Anderson
& Kilduff, 2009), i HIRFFEE 15 2 IR = 4
R B L oAt 2 fi ] 11 32 31 %5 5 (Flynn, Reagans,
Amanatullah, & Ames, 2006), Hitt 2] WL T
HBAEMEZRE, BWZEAR TR, FkEAd
REH 28 ANTRZI MG BIG BN, (B 5 2Z A8k, B2
N YR B S B (Kraus & Keltner, 2009), i H.
[F] — AP AR A B2, X )2 22 S R AR
W 56 A AN RE M REI

B, DIz EREN AN
AW DHE TR EZENEREREAZ TN
1. WABE FoRUYE, I ZI0E LR 2T 4
A it Bk 15 (Wolff, Subramanian, Acevedo-Garcia,
Weber, & Kawachi, 2010), ¥ & % (Demakakos,
Nazroo, Breeze, & Marmot, 2008); M3 F 3,
F R LR R A E T S AR A TR R
(Ng & Diener, 2014)F1TE /b )15 £ [n) @ (Sakural,
Kawakami, Yamaoka, Ishikawa, & Hashimoto, 2010);
MAT R bk B, @B R AR 2 5 B A 0 A
27 i (Piff et al., 2010), Z1A H X Z K
JEBL A 3 a9 4T M (Stephens, Markus, & Townsend,
2007); fJa, MANZERRIMAERDE, S
TR B 2 2 TE 41 1 27l Jle 3t FnERY & J& (Stephens,
Markus, & Fryberg, 2012)...... EAREY 20 22 517
HT R EE, — NIRRT —E A 5 e 2
Tz A TH Y

8= MR ZE . SN RO
BN, SRR EZ T DA 2N ES, A
AR, TR R Z A0 EARTER . B2 R
TR E T L ma SRR 2 00 FEEERY, DAtk
FA, AEIR T AFEBZ R SMERE . 4
in Stephens 45 (2014)1E 43 B )2 A - 55 A9 .0 BEAR
TER, 48 TR 2 E AR AT 2% J7 B
2P A ) SCAL PR B8 3 T A ST i SCARfE &, BD
W2 Rk AWML, IS5 RAE, BFEE K
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X R A IR R0 37 1 (expressive independence);
I T B2 T R R 2 1 L DA o BB, B R )
A O A 5 R AR Tl N SR, SR R T
TN IREE . A R AR A DR A, T
SEH TR R A TR Y (hard interdependence).
Stephens %FIAN, IEZXF 0k A RS M2ER,
FEGHIRI R E — R AT AR AR

HE0U, SR RGN X E 2 S RZ O
PHALE ARV, BRI . AESF NS
BOER R 2R R BEAKERER, T
AHRFHW . HT & ARBWBIRE . Hln
Stephens 45 (2014) i JA R [F 2 B K 1 25 5+,
MW USARZ BT mP s, T maEil
WG BRANE . MK, R TZSEIE A,
AT BE I — AR A R R ke 8 — BT A 4
SR MBS A5, R LA I AE B B 58 B )
S E ORI R o TSR A5 T ) A B A A R
WFFE T B IR TER R AL, R e ATy 43 5 2 %2
TE T RA SCUV RIS D52 45 R B fd e I
222 LEZFEHEMARASHE—HIHED

IR 2RI BN R

HR4E Kraus 55(2012) /) 545, 78 4T3 = b
FE WS ZEAFRE, i E Kraus HBA 2012
AEFN 2013 4RSS S HR I P AT AL A, LA R IR
AT EE, T ER K B

2390 £ (labor perspective) 7] LLIE B3 Marx
i Engels i 55 A% 18 5 B4 4270k X PR A
NHE BRONBR 8] 9 95 3 5& & Fx A 7= TR0 (5 A
55028, FACHTERX R R R, v UAR 7 B
At S I AT 5 R G B R 55 s B ;i
KAt 2 HLURA T GIE Y R AU IR R 97
BB AE TS o 55 S AR Y BER AR X A A2
MR AT ERMSEN, HANEMREE, ©
ARG W8OGR, A, 553 MAiE
XS I LR B S B AR T — B R R
(Kraus et al., 2012),

5 R 2 fa e o BAE AT A (health psychology
perspective) , fx ., BE2EHFF L IARK)ZH L&
B 2 %58 5 B Sy B SR, ik gl RS T B LAY G
o HJG ZAEMBRGE LB, & B J2 6 SCfe AR £ fa
BRI AL TACBY)E, BEATE S Ry, ks
LUHEY (Adler et al., 2008; Howell & Howell, 2008).,
ANl R I — B 3 B DA R T S R0 BEAR

TR A2 T SR RT3 b 22 S R 2 K (Gallo: &
Matthews, 2003; Wilkinson, 1999), {EAR#E% A1y
WA, T AR TE BRI B A R ) 0 LA
(Stephens, Markus, et al., 2012),

HIE B BRGNS Y, 4t
S30fb . AR IA R SR G A = AP, T
Fh 2 SCAR A AR TR B T, - T SR A T A A A )
T HEBE RS SAEM (Kraus et al., 2012), #4304k
0 fA (sociocultural perspective) ¥ B )2 & E—Fh N
B R W S M N N E S e = |V | = W 1
FE— B2 0 B G B B R R R A
WRAIT AR, SRR B A G RR
AR, A SR R 8 T 4 S B )R Y
WIS, BT B R EAE h 2R sk
& 2R, 40 X8 (Bourdieu, 1985) . 2R
(Snibbe & Markus, 2005)%%, Jf- HxF F1R 2 HoAh J5
122 5, WA SCAR i f BE I DA R . X P i
AICEER S Stephens 25 WA B B2 10 SCAL T
RN B3R R, SRR S R 2 AE 22l 5 R
(Stephens, Fryberg, Markus, Johnson, & Covarrubias,
2012; Stephens, Townsend, Markus, & Phillips,
2012). 5.0odFE (Stephens, Markus, et al., 2012)#ll
#2454 (Stephens et al., 2014)%% )7 TH 1 2% 5 .
AT LAY, A2 SCIR A A I AR 22 W0 o B A 50 3 ) i
B, B4tk s B )20 B4 OR AT R B Y
(Grossmann & Huynh, 2013), {H2H IS {A R
X PER, TEATRNBESE B i B i SCAR I N 25
AEe—3, Mz, BREMESAGAGR
ZetE  BOMIME, X AR IS SRR GEIE I, iR
Z—ANEGA BRI,

#t 2\ FIWL A (social cognitive perspective)
Kraus & HI[FZEF 2012 42, S5ia 30 M
—H, EIRERNNREZEF T Z, NI
AR RN R 22 it S E5 d) . (EXTFIRZRIER
R b, BRI R R 2 A RS 1Y 22 7
FETZHZHHMPARR: ARBEH IR IR
A X AR ER AR T R, PR R T B
(contextualism) A #+ 2 A HMIT 1], B 5 AR
ASMERMNRRFEZSTIHREZRENZ 0,
TG RO B AT R ERFR I T AR E ) B R A
M = )2 BE PR AR B, R AR AT T
SRR RO LRSS, E 2 A A E S A
A ARSI AR, B T MEFR 3 X
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(solipsism) iy TA 1 XA, it 1] TIA S A 94T &
BLZAME A SRR B (Kraus et al., 2012), 7
R B FERE |, Kraus 25 (2012)#F— iR T
EARBYZAE AR SRR CRE S TR
25, PlndE A IRJriE, 155 F SR ERT
B 200 B 34 HUSREAK, xR A SR Y T BE Xt
H O BB 015 BB UK, HI, = B2
F SCRY XURR Ul 2 4 SRR A v, N KHE PR Y
R0 (Coté, 2011; Kraus, Horberg, Goetz, & Keltner,
2011). FRAFESHIE DT, 32 SO B AR Y
S22 Gy R = A [ BLG, I B A S F A
B Z AN E A ), T R O ES
W Z Y 89 A (Kraus et al., 2010), fEA
FROCE [, ARBYZRANS . S5 5% 094 s 4l
AT 22 B Lh i B J2 B Y 9% A 23 B 1A) (Kraus,
2010; Piff, Stancato, Coté, Mendoza-Denton, &
Keltner, 2012), 5122, #t S\ F0A0 A i 5 i 8 o 8
F XGRSO — AN R 25, I
BESEXT = ARBY 22 22 5 TH A 25 S 480 R

AR EFERNA, BIRERE Kraus FIBAE
¥, {0 Kraus 55(2013)5 4, &I AR+t 23 IAIHL
AR E R, RO EN R, FR
WA E TR R, BT R IR E B2 X A
s . © LSRR 2 5000 3R R, BE
ATESCAE, WA N, TR E S B L
B, WP XET A CEMS 2P SFRHEA
FREAZ FIINIR . SFRMA X — 5k, EEE
LU 5 10 S 1) SRR RS S, BTSCR A 4R, il
HERIEIIN)Z, whae et R Bt U e % ) — B
EAT A BN, 2F s sh O sh KR 22X
R St RE R I L a5 L 55 B (R A s )2
JE) Y 0 2 B R 1 [) 380 (K raus & Mendes, 2014),,
AR, U Z XA 3 2505 e 2 8
it EXB R B TR AR (PR LT, BN, CWZE,
JKRY, 2014), X LA TEERAR G b e BE T VLY
B EZNE, HFE SR AR RS, B
I & F3X 07 [ IR SR IR A8 724, #E B 2 3
S LA B 2 (W) SR 5 AT LA IR 2 0 3 R AR AR
M, W Re i — 2 Az 8

3 HEMESHIATMHAR: AN
L

IR SCAT A, 7RG B2 22 S, AN ) i)

B T o)k 4 25 S 100 BEAR U 77 70 B A7 B 199 0
2Ok, EATEAR R S SRR AR R B
FUMATERE T O EREES, S A FRE
o BT AT R A 22 5%, R WAEHE
FIE B U AT — BB 5T Ak 2 AR £ BT b 2
T EIR . AR SR PR 5 R = AN I A
SEGAA A SR T AE S A A B A% O A
o AU A, MEERANME I 1AL S B E 0
2R AR RS, A — A EE WU, Bk
A R FEST T, ARSI, A] LA
B2 axX — MR A Bt 8 B A SR A IR, Y
A E T EMR, ASAFRRE g, T
A AL 23 B 2000 B 27 A R 0] 3K — R L ) G 32 B
WA o A2 SO L X B 2 AN T 5 11 [
AR 4 st B3R (Stephens et al., 2014), {HE—%&
B H B B 2 5 AT R A f IR A& .
T, RREFES B2 5 BT H
X % 07 ot S s BRI (T S fRT AR T 2 ™) 30
LUK A S B 2O Bl R B TV AR S0
MELSE I AR R, 64T T — 280 R &R, &
BT LU =0, e AN A B 2 I
MI2E 58 . R a X AS TR B J2 0 5% 4 FH LA R AR
B 2 IR AT 2 AR I g X SR, S T AR
FTEAEARR NS, ER LM T T, R
FEBETHSNAMMRA, FEA = {1k, B
e, X SERF ST 3T LA [R] B 2 R 28 - 8
LA, 33X 5 Ak S D HU A Y BE AR G U AR AR B
WHEARBR, HR, &SI e B
FE 2 A2 D5 A — E RS, E e T R U Y
A SE A L SEE SCAR R oy, ki A A i
FAMEE A R, i H A& SO Aot T
T FA T 5T A0 2 AR S SO0 . B B IR, B,
SRAT SN A H TR A RS F B, (HE
ik Rkt 25 L R R L PR N R
S5 & A FAEETATENKR, ATLUIER—E
W EE B RIAESL, R IR
31 TRMEBEBRMAEMERMRE
311 FRMBEMTFRAESEEHTIHEMNESR
NAHA A, ORAP A S5t SN
We? XFULET AR E R T 2R ERIEH, XX
B[R ) LB SE R IR, KA S SR ) 5 1
MR R 75 R (Ng & Allen, 2005) , il 25, 4~
WRAIREN AT, KRR B FAS R
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FORERER L, B, SRS RSE o E AR I
R RS /A S EE e ST e 1 B il )
THIAE (225 5 E ARG AR, o
Be o IR R, ez, Amim TANE B (i R
FWLEATEE), HAB A TR . X —45
I RAEVE 5 2 EREA IR 38 T4 11
FFi(Whyte & Han, 2008; T Hi#), 2011). AJIL,
AR T2 TP R ATIAE, RIS 2
W —IERE R, Hik, 8 E ST
[F B2 anfa) & = MR RIS 2208, 2 HEEZ
R L A SRR R R (SN ), 382 A A
AT R . BEJIKF R R E(RIA ).

FR A At S D AL A R e, o B )2 2 T A )
TR FAAAR B, AR 2 0 ) T4
A, AKX —WE SR FAEH TR E2ZEAR
I We? AT HEBIR A A R T v B A 2 By
BHAERAEZRMEE, REHgm S T 580
RIFMZEEZERRRE, TZRET R,
Jt. RMFEZAEMH) 1000 REW S FR . 45
SR F LB Z KT T 22 5 22 B A0 I 2R 1) A5
W TONAER, B R AR B R 1) Ah
A AR RET RSN, ©258E 33
WLRTJZ, RN HR = Gn it (A5, 2012, 2014), 1Ak
i IR ARXT B A R B L R AR, ki
SRS FAM s A R — 3, BMRRY E T 2
W LT AT AF T4 F 4+ 4 19 [0 8 (Kraus, Piff, &
Keltner, 2009), 1Mii HLA S £ T #E 2N IR A LA
312 AEMBHESAFRMESR

W AR XoF 22 15 235 5% 19 P9 01 TR AT ] o AR SRR
T Eat, IR Am iz, BT 22
ABCH A1 U PR AR B J2 A A2 75 A 5 R B 4 2
ARWE? NS B 4% F, Xl TEa o, &
M, SEUERFR P HIN I T il . —TRFREE R
EAUIE iy S € TN A= SN R £ [ S
JE2FH)(Jost, Pelham, Sheldon, & Sullivan, 2003).
B AR K, MAEMLHTG, [FIAHEA — it
RETAFAFEA, 158 TR EE (ost &
Thompson, 2000; Henry, 2011), XF“{KK 2T A
SR /N Gl U &S R /N S o &4
(status—legitimacy hypothesis)., 1H & fifi #5 B 57 5 %
A, BRI 2 AT ST 25 ST R R T R ST il n
Brandt (2013)#H Lee, Pratto #l Johnson (2011) A4 #f
FAIE T B S REAR R, 256 T 28k

BN RIS, 45 R LA~ E T Z A
WAL S BUR, FEFBEZSE MR R AR Z (S I
Wikde, Sk E, 2=k, 2013),

T ARSI, IR 5 T h AR
AREE T X —) M, RIS T A, &
(NBE: RO (=8 T il 3 S R/ /. S 5 b LY VA
oS IEARBBER T R 5028 1IE BLie (system  justification
theory), JIr LA—/™ 48 b5t J& R G620 1E B e vh i H
1 28 B8 1F 2 P T o — A WD B S 4 2 ok
SR EA TR, AR 2 ET 2
Bk, R ER, BB AN A LA BRI 24t
SOYELA R, MR RGP, R
TRBY 240 25 A T B B 2, 5 BN KREA
WS R S5 —8, T H, & FAa N, &
i — 2% 5 T I w2 b i b A EH, TH
FEAR B TIESE, BIRRY )2 2 MR B R A & i F
HH Z e 2 T MR R B P A S R R 1
FH(Z=#, 2014; #ike, 2014), 44K, HFIX A
LIV O 2D %P iivp 1107 N N S K N SR | S D B
M A ERE, KZHZZRGERLE, ©F
FRAk S8 5T
313 FEMEZITFTAXMFHEMBBEES

RS AE— e R R TR R L
BEENFE AL, A Y AT B 0B BUR A 5 IR
15 R (DA C PR A AR~ S i d RV NG ST < i)
PRI A, DAL 5 ol SR 1 AR ok 5 5%
X—ad B AR R B 3 A A RS ol At AT
X PR A R T ORI W SRR
050 1] X A B R A A B NHTRIAT R R
N X —W AR TR Z I B R, e
7 I BB O\ B e 4x), i A2 T I AY B
(E% . HEF . ZHT45E), #RRRBE LS 2
TORFUR /N, FE, YER, BN, 2014),
AR Z AN, LA, #Z AN TR
JER U 55 AR R R 9, — Sk A 4 A
3 AT YNES TR S AT PORILE 7 3 PN 1P L7
TN T8, TR T & K2 76 8 8 A
7 T U R 22 5, H R FST

M 25 A is AN [ A58 7 ik (I8 TR L A7
SR AU BRI ) . R [R]AAL 2 B 2 R A
S W) LA B = S T] 108 Ja8 i B e ) i 91
T ORAFEXT 15 B TS 5K . AN A X A Al
PRI . AN TXES LM AR bR), 458 —
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R, RBY)E L B B AR 2 AR A X
% SR S0 B AU, DM R A A 2
DM Z AN TR, EARREZ AN TR, L
KX T AN Bl 2 777 A T R A A B ST (2 /N
B, 2014), X BEZEIR A2 DRI A UL FIEL
i —3%, BRI B oS s, i HLalE— 20
Bt SN A P B SR PE Y R B S A
2T, R T RARKE A B RN 25 5 .
32 HEATEWRARMBEMFWIERFR

R EPREU ST T S AR 2 AR A
B 255, WAL, BARA DR 4R —2,
EJE 48 KA B e Wos, TEARAERFLT
FHRACH R S 2 HRELRA, 1 HATRAR
OB RN TR SR EN, TR AT RABAT R U R R E
fEa, T 0 BRI A B IR B8 2 X AT R
fE AR e ? WE X — B, A4S TN HE
MR
321 #HEATFREMEHE BFRIEKRE{ER

FHMCETR E AW E AR BV, SR
TEAR B2 RE 4% 380 M Mty 1) L8 3, 7 X AR 11K
B2~ N B AR iE R 5k i (ott, 2010), #KTfi
PR ZEARH 2 E kUL, AT EZANA B
T8 2 AR ME 52 3K A% (Laurin, Fitzsimons, & Kay,
2011), AB4, ZMBLLPR Z 2w T ALK 2 H Y B AR
KR WRAE BARSIHLENE, SRR L B A
TFAMA KK H #7 (Fitzsimons & Shah, 2008)., T2
SRR BAR ZHF BT M B — R4, 7F H bR E
BB, 2w B bRyl ik, dEmseE T AMTE
Kz B shl, TEA LT R2EAI, REM5E
2 AL 2V 1] L 2 s T B AR 2K A (Lind,
Kanfer, & Earley, 1990; Korsgaard, Schweiger, &
Sapienza, 1995) AN iR 8/ H IR MG HLUATH
i A /NS TR Y S 23 A /N B RO NS R
TR A 5

HHE Jost Fl Kay (2010)AgWL M, e fiE B %A
WAL S TR E s bR Rt ST, IBALA
AT RO WAL S B R 8, 2 A% B 2 B
M AT, AT TE A Z ik i B R YE 7 Xk,
FATGE AR . WS ST 5 =P AS W 5
%, — BN AL S AR, SRR B ARk
T A E AR IS B 5 M8 A AE — A A B R A
A, B, AR AR FEERZR TRNZEE
EORER 7S vy L DO = 1 = S L /A Y DO N E

PRis AN B . SRIG, BYE R A B
LERER 737 AR R ER (e PR BUNE R A 5 )
1 : X FACBY 2 E R UL, S RBEAF, W H
b R i KO R e, T G AR R A o e
X R B2 R U, S RO AN 8 2 (/N
2014), X —4EREFE TS A IS, h
RIXEF AR 2 SR U, A% 58 2 SR A g =Ll
AATTXF 2 S 9 e 2 PR B8 B S 400, T e Y S A X
AIBA 520 FIRBE R, Bk, 2 )2 i sh,
R S BAR R R BY 2 L2 0P 55 4, IXOWHIR
[0S A N = TS 15 6 ey o
322 AEHMREIMEMNBEHINEER

PUE SR g/ O NG e o 3 e/ R R 1)
ELEIRATE, B4 1E A5 & (belief in a just
world) Wl & AT H &7 i A i AU R A IE
1 —FP R 2R IR, B A IR RS S
N R A IE R, AL AR, s Bp
AR, $UIRES, 2007). XEMT A ELS
SCAR R A i AR R E R R, A IE
HH FUE ST LA AATTHR A B S0 HE Z ok fige e
NEXT AR TE, IR, e 0 B, IR
HEAS R K B2 B bR 08 ok (8, Sk K,
2013b). Aid, X FARBZME, 5502
1o X TER 3 A E R, m KA TR
{5 2T LU G b A 4 L B R g B G R
T4 5% 32 SCRIRRY 2 T &, H Bk L B i 4.
—J5 M, IR T DR A ] ok K G Y
Sl s B bR, I SCAE [ B s
(Laurin et al., 2011), {H 55 —J5 M, MK
15 e A5 BB T, A2 S b AT TR A S A IE 5
{5 R, B I B O WA FEAL 55 2 35
BRI, ORI B 2 O AR b A7 2 A ] ) (58 7K
%, JEHME, 2014) .

R 3 Fp A DT, ERAIALAG B T A IE AR &
X2 W EE . R — e HR TR
E TS S TR 2 B AR, 255
N TE S T S KB 2 A R T e 0 3
fEFRACT- RAE G W . W ik — 2B kW], &
TE P B AR 2 R A, R AT IE R T
X IE H AR 1 H AR AR R, A ] T B R R
IR AT Z I ] FIAS 7o A28 = 0 A6
EAEMIAE &N 50— moiae: AFEHRES
AT LB R A )2 2 1 A 43 T 2 T IR (R o ke
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2013; JEF&EME, ¥k E, 2013b), AL, ZEHHE A
B b, A EHFAF S FARBZ 0 F s E 1R
HARM R, A SRWEFE A N AE BL IRl I, iE—
HAE R W AR A = AL, A IE A
T Zo bR B AR AR SR R AR R
3.2.3 ATEIRAHMARME R SITARER

PRTMERELSHREXWZLESR, &
INFIAR AR BLAR TS L, R E 3 L 23 R
W 21 352347 M (Piff et al., 2010, 2012), 4K 1M
WA W IN T, B ST H BT R
RS R =Y i N W i 1 = P R A S RA S a5
AR Z WA, B TEAER IS I, SRS TR
A B AT BE PR R 25/ (Smith, 1998), Wilson Al
Musick (1997)fUHFFE & B, & A E £ KA i)
e NFEREMRS, B b3z 6T 3 &
TAE,

ETHAARLG LA -, REH%IE
BB — DR, BT RS Rt aAT
R R Ve ARSI AL, RBY =3
A ) AR SR A AR HS B B O 38 % B AR (Kraus &
Keltner, 2009; Kraus et al., 2009). 11 Wilson (2000)
Ny, K25 R0 T 2 R R R ST
ZIMR R XHEFR, BREHSIT N ETE
ZWAARAHC, HRIHEF X 2 M0 R E
VR T B ORISR A By Il i, gk 2
uh, A S B BB ST AR R A
XA AT EHR T . @R 2 S8 2
e AR)x2(EHR TN . mAT . RA T MIRE &K
LTS E NP AR i), TREET A
] i 2 1) B XA P R AN ) [l SR T 24 T, At
SATHMES . RERW . HIRBUNARZZ 11
FEAEZE HAE . fRIERAN A BT 3R W, S U XS Jr
BT 0 BHRACEI, @A 2B 2 B &
TN ERARRE, MU A A BAR A2 Bl
W, AP Z B AL AT W] s B S w2 2
SRFE . UL B3 U A S B AR TR YR A
AL AT M (P AR EE, Pk R, ZEHE, 2014),
X — 25 BRI R TR )2 Y 2 T 2 B R
ZIH05Z BN AR B2 o
3.3 R BRI /Y N SRS R

W 3.1 FAAE, REYR T L R
2 MR B SR, 3.2 #4r MR TARBY
JEXT AT R SRR LG S B )= T TR B Rtk

Fe T kA R — 282 SR Z AN ] A B R
FEAPEE P T, REETHRBZ 1A T2
331 #HESRHIEMBEREEETEMEAETA

TIEA

BT HBAE N 2 53 2 I Z 8] i
MAEA, WIS FoRUL, IR AR IS4 = KR E X
AT R, (LT 2 R A O D
ia, Nz Re i L IHE R . (HAE B RTEHYZE
BT, Bl M AR SE AR 3 FR I R
PR R, WAREMELAZER, B it B
TSI, T LARAR AR B 5 35 34 2 B D
FEL SRR, S AR AL 2 R T E R
bl Ss, A E AT LU B SRR ) st
T aris . R . DXEUEBOR PR ER (2008) 7E —
TSR & R S I A 5T R B, AATHEAE &
BIR R X/ A 55 B8 T 0 92 B T e LR ik
FWFFERY, SCHT ) sl AR, B
X WS A RS- 45 14T P9 U IR (Whyte & Han, 2008;
EHi#, 2010),

H i, PRERA 5 T+t 2 BRI TR R B2
B 2 ANA R ) IR T MR . B 93 AR A
R, SR HE BEASL DL S50 ) 5 s R R AL 2 IR
i, g R B, Ak 2 BRI PR R
BARME, FErtaREAExE D mERET, K
JEXF B 22 BE Y MR I PR ) 2 W Gk e b, 3R W
D 25 BRI AT DAGE HEAR Y 2 S 2 ko F C ]
DL o 32 55 1 B DR 3R S0 B 4 (25 T, 2014) 44K,
eGSR Rk, BBk 4h, &
A IR AR W6 42 42 ] LAJR 5 (R B2 i 9 [
FR B Hilb 47 A J %A (human capital) +
T, 55 2 hnas.0 B YA (psychological capital) ¥
Ko NNHEARIRTNEZHNHF . Fl, Tk
55 T AR B 5T ARAT A IR BE 17O BB AR
AR BT A BB OB R, T LA
TR FAE BRI O BR S (Fh BRI, 2007), EATRZ
WFIE 38 78 T 238 X0 T A A 4 7 45 iRy 1R )
(Luthans, Avey, Avolio, Norman, & Combs, 2006;
sk, 5K3E, HEHL, 2010), XX L6 F FE 5 ma 1R
FIERZR AT I0, VPR R AR 1% B AT 5 AR
A Y (E I — LK
332 EHIBRMIKMBERE N ERIATIER

BOR SR A2 Tl R AN ] B J2 7 A A [ O PRI =
CBRILRE (2R, 2012, 2014), v 4 i Ets ml
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VAAE— & R LA AR AR B2 B SR, 8 4 s o
SRR AT L3 i A AR R B S U A T e
X T AL A TERYRAIE 7 S IR AN T ik — 2D
HRR

FAVB B — DA P R B A A, B
2 G )2 30 A 5 W BT 2 B A DR T R I R L
PR — P i R, S sz B R IR Y
WEIELL 208 AAERCR A gk, 5 HEEHL>
WAL, 8 3R S AT 55 1k — R A
PR R, T 5 — 3 I AR 36 A 4 ol
o HURIEIR, AT R R B RST  FE O
AR UL, %P B RS T A 45 R
A OL T, FEE R A9 52 5 A ) 22 5 A

A2 B =5 ARG IE S PRI Y B AR A

TR RN ST o 28 B SR A TG Tl DA a5
M AN i) o J22 A A 14 % U8 R0 1) 194 2 S 30 1 ke 5
Wi R G0 I Y PR 22 52 FETCHR A, I
B 22 E R B 2 B 2 ok 2 2B R R AL S RS
B, Bt SR B T AR A R AN IR
YA R, AR 230 s A P 5 8 R 45
ANIE SR EIE TR E 2S5 (I, 2014), X
— g, FAL RAE Z A [ © )
FEIETASHE, RSN IE
A BRI, A DA EE SRR LE], BT
TN B A AR R, A AR 264, I
Nl 55 AR BRI, BT A AR, kA
TR B O R A X — Mt B, g AC
%% 1ok 3% B O AR R ) .
333 AAEWFEHIEMEBMEEER A
T1ER

WFoT A, o B R ) R 5 TR R,
T T 5 & A A APRE S, JF H AR AT
2B EAT N R 41T 0 (/N AR, 2014),
KL, U 22 f AR 5 J2 56 T A5 28 S i 140 g o it
P, bR R HA R, SRR
JE X TF AR 0 M R, I R R AR
B J2 BEAR T R AWk i 5z . —BREGE, ML
AT ZEF XA T3 s sk . impE g,
B HOIEAL, FM5] Kk — R HE N A R0
PR MG R, BT EA IR % 580t 2 il 2
T3 % T 8 I 08 Pk B 5% 1 (Matthews, Gallo, &
Taylor, 2010), FRATZ%1 MAS 20X i 14 28 3
— 1 H e AN [ I 2 Ml B R ) 94 O i 3

(R 32

WEFEE S LI Ay | RBY R g, Jd i sk
RPN R 1, B2 AT 19
110, 2528 A BURIXE T B0 1 38 A 2 F 19 g
T AN 0 Fp B B o] T A7 K8 s T3 Ak
W2 SN VX R I S BAE B3, X TR
B Z BT, T B AN 2 09 el AT
KPR, T e B JE A R AN A A X M 2
5o TR RGN, 7302 B R B )2 B4
AN X AR e TR A 1) CHE v A £ S R A
R AN AT R 4ty
S, IR TR, SRR R B E
i) T AN 2 S 68 AR J O 0 T O i), AN 2 SF- Xt i 2
DA 3 [l 25 I AR, AN A xR
X AR 23 [ 2 18 JR Tl A 6 i 32 532 W) A5 i
TR D 1) %5 T i) T B A 23 A 0 FIR 4R AT R
HARZ X o 28 Py J 35 1 1) F0000 S 4 2547 S F R
54T T (/B 2014). X R, REYETEAE
AN A R TERE, 2 FHR A B LD U
L4 SO TR O e e R K T e e e
AR T, T A R AR AR B2 e L R
G S AR (=14 2 o R I e SR T Sl SRAE: - B B A/
B2 R K- 1E Lo

4 INEERE

FESIBYZ 0 AR D 2R 3L, O T R AREY 2
DEAITAZRNE R, LRMEE T 1AM
B2 8 PR Ho R IR ZI R . 7RIS, & Fh
TFREL ) MR A R, RET R Z R
[F T, df B8d TARREMES AR, Dkl
Fenlh, PRI S AR YRR A T 22 5
FhS XN [ 9 J2 B 52 AR A AR B J2 8%
AN SR = AN, EAT T LR E,
BEIZ TR R BT T SOZ 8T 1Y, R FRATTIN
A LA U5 T 75 EEAEAR R BT T AR A

e, R, XA E EREE E
SAPSRAFEAE B L2 W, X Hoh e s i i 2
MY E 5 &M ZE R R, NES R RH
Fha ek A 102 Stephens 41 BA B fi i) T % %¢
BWBZE, BT SCLEE R R TE
SRR, 5 R 32 X0 2 T8k R B J2 0 B P TR
(Stephens & Townsend, 2013); £\ MR A AYAL
F Kraus B EESRIE F XM ZE, HEopiehn
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LR EIET EUHE R, R
AN A B B2 B985 14 (Kraus et al., 2013), Tfij
MR AR, F W5 Z N A S5 B A
(Adler et al., 2000; Kraus et al., 2009), [l 1, B —Fif
B J2 2 L IEAR TR TR R H A B R R B2 1 52
BT, WA R R &AM E, XTEE LM
WM EE . B T2, #ha A PWiR
MEAE S, PR ZUA A 2 A W I 45 48 R £ T
BMELT, AT Z %4885 H—2
(Brandt, 2013; #%ik Je4%, 2013). HFi g #F 5Tk 3
A b HOCE M E e 0 — A0, 404 A
Vo RGEAIE . AEWREESE, H-NHIEA
15 MR J7 At 2 20 - 204 S & T B, i f i
REWEHREK.

Hk, EHEEm, WA WHEMESH 20
Bl TR 1 DO R /N B L D S 5 D s o N £
WAER—ESEGNXTHSATWHEE, BR
Stephens %5 (2014)%F T RFSEME AN T H O M
file B, (HABATIEA bR AE S KB 2 SOk 22 5 S5k
EHE Y FE Al A2 B R, H sz R
P ECHE S, I B R e T A —
AT, 17T H Al B i) e L o) R3S i TG B 0 B A
KM 5T AT LR A SC 24 ) = AT T 55 A 3l
b, =B REARREEMGA T2 K
WIS . BRETEAAAE R At 2 B AP
S B LML EBL, 556, FI
MBS B A R — R, B R IEAR T34,
It 2 SCAR AR A RN S DA F0RR AR R = AR B )2
[ e HE &%) 2% 5 (Stephens, Markus, et al., 2012;
Kraus et al., 2012), H 24t scfb Ll B 3RAE
S W I 22 S 0 BEAR IR, AR S IAHT AR DR A
O 25 R O ARAR, S AE AR B i
b EATRAETEY A R, 7EARR T
— A7 AT ES SR 1Y, K A VR VS 5 I A L
FHILRE AN DAL A 00 RHLIE, BiFFFIEATTBE

JE, ERZH, A TIRABRKEZIED
WA, MR DB G A B )2 1
OIS0 22 7 RO EEHLG], Aot b ZE
Al ST B R 22 R SR ST YT R B 56T M 2 i
BIFUAS [R]  J22 00 BTG SR 9 i B 9T 10K . 2015 48
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T R b X 2= TG g P 3 i SR, R4 0 e A
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Social Fairness Researches in Perspectives of Social Class Psychology

GUO Yongyu; YANG Shenlong; LI Jing; HU Xiaoyong
(School of Psychology, Central China Normal University, Key Laboratory of Adolescent Cyberpsychology and Behavior,

Ministry of Education, and Hubei Human Development and Mental Health Key Laboratory, Wuhan 430079, China)
Abstract: Social class represents the amount of social resources one possesses and the social status one
perceives. Its unique concept, widespread functions, profound influences on individuals and systematic
conclusions as a whole contribute to its cutting-edge status in the discipline of psychology. There are mainly
five different approaches in social class psychology, including labor, health psychology, socioculture, social
cognitive and rank-based studies. However few studies were conducted on the relationship between social
class and social fairness from these approaches. The present study focuses on social cognitive perspective,
exploring difference of perceived social fairness between different social classes, influence of social fairness
on different social classes and the strategies of individuals from lower class to deal with social unfairness.
To advance the development of psychology of social class, future studies can focus on concept identification,
theory integration and application.

Key words: social class; social class psychology; social fairness; social cognitive
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