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FoR KO FEZR
(R TR 27 ) R BURF A 2 B At s D BRAE R, R EE 300350)

B E O-FIAREINCSEFHRGHEE, CAMTALFHINBTLR, K T2 8RR
Rl AL A HLTE 58 E AT Ml AT A T oAL L MM AR, A% LR AR A A T X R B, AR EE
R REBAMRER LGN EF &, BB  2E5RTFAK Ak, SEEREFREA. AHE R,
B, Fikdeib 24 A H . B I S feikE ol A aA g AR AL T, ARFETH—FIRG
o AL AHLIE B R IR MILTE R A ML, HFEABOKE A ENA KA.

LR MR AT AAHE, IARS

S%ES B849:091

ANKBEAT SN, EARERNT .0 E. MICHRESER SO, HAHE S, 1E,
MATH, G RATETE N H . o NA A NFEEFH TR I T -850k, B,
AR ETE T mm 1y, HRAMSERKD Ryan I Straus (1954)% &%/ A (Singhalese), Oliver
SRR TR AT B . A TTHT 400 24 S (1965)% Tk LA (Kamba) Y BIF 5T . AH [ PR 2 AR A4
R, B I s 2 AW A B £ {8 (Herodotus) RN, REMR-E XA RERT
TEMEC (i) (The Histories)H, ik M Pelto (1968)K& AR ZALGLALRE, (5] 4 % M KL JBE N
T VS v E B4 SR B AT S e Y 22 R (F (Eskimo), JF LA (Cubeo). Fi%4F A (Hutterites) |

%44 420 B.C./1959, p125, p147, p200, p211). F i A\ (Samburu), 7EFEBESCIBAN BME Lk Lz
SRR, A IR B K ARV F AT X — ]S 22 5 b2 B SR IR R RS B T

SUR BT SR . A RE— R SCiR4ERE, LItk RS E FFEE M RTE S R . #1225 Boldt
2 HLTE B AR — B AR BE Sf 20 I H 4% Hh SC Ak T PSRN (e R NNV R R i S DI ST PO
SR 2T WIS AR S AR R, Rt R OSCHGEAT TR, SRR S At i
“PA—E 301k (tight-loose culture, or cultural tightness HOE . A2 A HIE — N BK 4 (Boldt, 1978;
and looseness) (Chan, Gelfand, Triandis, & Tzeng, Boldt & Roberts, 1979). #5 3k FR2%F B Triandis
1996; Gelfand, Nishii, & Raver, 2006; Gelfand et al., (1989, 2004, 2011, 2013) fil fil 49 % = Gelfand
2011; Triandis, 1989). (Gelfand et al.,2006; Gelfand, 2012; Gelfand &
R RS S AL R, BT S A Harrington, 2015; Gelfand et al., 2011)/&#—%3C
K%K Benedict (1934), Mead (1937)4§j\ggﬁ3ﬁ AT BB R, M ATRE X — M 2 B ] 1
HECRZ T, Embree (1950)FF50 48 [ S flnt,  BHIFEARL.
R ZEE S H A Z ], E 1 S S AL B ANTRI ST At 23 KLY i B et A 5 1 22
5, =BG ST AT AL 51T
22 5 W BB A TN (Chan et al., 1996; Gelfand et al.,

Wk H 1 2016-07-20 2006; Gelfand et al., 2011; Gelfand & Harrington,
* E AL SR A — /T H (15BSH034), E %K iks 2015; Norenzayan, 2011), W7| T ke ik £ 2 14

|22 A T e T 12&ZD218), = % T SR 22 4 . e
;}zm g(7]§§2j()('):;)( ) TS E AR 2 8 H (Chiu, Gelfand, Yamagishi, Shteynberg, & Wan,

HIRAEH: X5, E-mail: hulll919@gmail.com 2010; Fischer, 2013; Minkov & Hofstede, 2014;
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Morris, Hong, Chiu, & Liu, 2015; Mrazek, Chiao,
Blizinsky, Lun, & Gelfand, 2013; Ng, Morris, &
Oishi, 2013; Plaut, Markus, Treadway, & Fu, 2012;
Schwartz, 2014),

1 M-FXHRTES. EANSKE

11 MBS

FA—B S0 P < B Fe LY R, X 24T
A FERGETER); MRS, XW2E1T
LA B (FE ST 59) (Gelfand et al., 2011), A%
SCARALFE A S B R R R, 5
VLR 0 B R M B TR AR R A
S U i BRI AT S 14 55 45 B (Gelfand et al.,
2006), BRIk, FA—% SCAb AR 9 2 S G R 2547 1)
TS 50 B AR S Sk .

iR eSSy BE e X, HRTA A
M BRAE M B Sl B, DIE RN
s — 2 BB A L AZ B I AT AT 3 B
ZAL SRS AR, AR i SO AR
MR bR o FLAGE R - gk, B 6
AN H (Gelfand et al., 2011), Bbok, A B 55 & F
FEA N E A = F8E, U (E 0 B iR
FEAE A —B S ERAE M E L (Uz, 2015). &Ja,
P = SCA PRI 5 5 A AN 5% [B) F7 A6 A~ S
fb2z 5%, T HEZRNROAAER-E 305, X
P T E S PN A 2 RS — S SR S
S3 I ABCE RS T AR ST AR B L SRR R [EIE
WS R LR L fE A R R A AT Ak 4 A R S
(Harrington & Gelfand, 2014), &2, #tBISH&
ME, M- RS — e X, Bk
VeSS R, B AR 58 & Bl a2 18 AN TRT, DA B
T H AR 0 B R RS TR], A — 1 22 5
(EB S E eI = /NS~ (o 28 e S B A e A A R B
WHEE (IR E SCRYTE NS ik, 7EA
SCHY P BRI A TR )

NI 1, AR SR — 4 PR A
B, —HEAR ARSI, PR AR PA G 5 B
BRI 2t (B8 8, OB S or BORIK, SCfk
Gl /AR 17 IR G0~ 8 7 E R e A i S o
fRZ, X MR AL H PG SO B B £
WMICR B, HOC RO IEAR R 5 - B0k
14 B0 (B SCAR) IE A DG, M SE R ECH AR R S -
By B (RS TR SG . B, -2 0fk

OIS AR SO E R B -0.47, BWE A E
S5 B SR ARC

iy =B SCARARE & 1A 22 9 0 57 9 Ak — Bt i ik
Embree (1950)WF 5% %% E SCALET, MARER T T #4-
% (close-loosely) I FRIE, (H K2 A=A, IF
AT H IS N, Ryan fll Straus (1954)#F—
XA SCAR R T AT DA (DR SRS AT LR
TR QMZEAT NEL P IEET; Q)RR A |
ALAGR . TR SR Rk AR A 4R
T A SRR R 22T N TE R S A A
— SRR T S, BRI T AR — T, R
P R — A S8 HE W A= SO R, B D AR
PEE Lo TESGEeptt, A5 5K Pelto (1968)H
FE TSSO BN 12 45hnife, TER—1
FEXT 58 3 1) — e DA A, ] DU AN W) S04k
FEREDRSE R, S WA - SO R A B 2 A
WTHEMXY—F, [LEFERENE Pelto
FEVAT BH A 4 1 A 2 RS A — 5 SR M A 1 %
Oy, T ML 2 ] B2 R 4 20285 P R I B A R
FE S-S0, X 5 H AT ES SO ik 0 B 2 B i
25 TA B By — B SR M A D A T — R X B
Triandis (1989)7E43 A ALY B MR, T4
WA= A B B AR S RS R F A 5
B — b SCAb 4E FEHE S . Gelfand %5(2011)# 53 KA
R S A AE 23 R P P 5 T R R 1 SR e, )
HE— BRI 005 T H AT B SO0 B2 BN
FN—E AR OB A SRR R 22 17
K TR
12 S5EEEEXUHHEENE

A Ry — b B4 5 S A 0 B 2 A R, R - S
b5 H 3 E A Sk B A A 2 ) AT (B R
KR ? TR, B PR or AR B 5, T
NS RN B A E R N OO B i R N a5
Triandis, 1989)#5 SCA4EE AN T, XL
BWiEZ RN RMXA . RE, RYERM-E
PR S H e S SRR EE R SR R R

— 7, AR 3 SCGA- SRR R
L GEAt BEWE ST Bon, A5 S0 S5 A R4 1R 3 L
7E B B 5 & (Carpenter, 2000), — M5, ik
AR, SRR E SR, T IS IR IR E
WY, Fa— S 5 AR -SRI FE SRR B A O
(Gelfand, 2012; Gelfand et al., 2011), SCAL#EHA,
AR SR Sy — T, P AR G
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e, TERMBEIE L, -5 Ut & RE A i
gL, AR S R 3 SR (B R WF 5T
(Gelfand et al., 2006; Gelfand et al., 2011), -5
SCAL B 4 A S RLTE Y S, SR BR AR B
fo0 B0t TR E M E A TR Hb . R, eSS
PR B, SRR R T2 SO G TF AN AR AR B i
T P BER 4 35 55 T2 B2 (Trandis, 1989), TiiAA—%3C
b J2 56 T 0 1 5k B K AT ) B A 59 (Gelfand
et al., 2006; Mrazek et al., 2013), X}, Triandis
(1989) 51 H 1987 4 5 A{ b5t H iz XPeking Daily)
= BAREGT AU, SRR E SO % T
Btk R E TR E, — %4 h
—H MRS RS, —H AR E T — AL
Jei A B A 7 O B, (EAE IR 2 R
(AR S SO T Atk AN lRe . PR S<Mk
FXHE BIWR, FEATRBI L, 3T RAR BB
P SO — B B L — . AR5 ik
FE R, e AT T BT O 2T T A,
T AR —SEA E SOE AT Ry i T, D0 5 2 1]
3l AT L e Bk R AT, AT &l ik
2332 BIE R R AR K 0 (Gelfand et al., 2011).
I L, 78 5 S0k 0 B 2 ST I v A7 4R R 32 SR
BRI Z (B AR ) - 0K 32 ORI 3¢
I E R (B . AR E SCRAR U7 K
GEE . B E) . AR E O S S E R (18
E . MAKH) (Gelfand, 2012), LI R, H-%
SCAk 2 5 A PR SR R 32 SR R R A AR DGR X
A0 A S P T e 5 SO B R

FA—5% A S5 AL 7 B s 2 FE AP e —E R R
SR R Bk s SO B X, TR R A
SCALHYHRE 22 —(Gelfand et al., 2011), Kk, —f&
LT, S MR A B B A e R B, (HIFE AN
T T B SRR AU B B AR R, LA i)
FE A 254 FE (Kibbutzim) i 48 & HiLR1 A XS0 qk, 20
W B 5T 25 (Pelto, 1968), M- b S5 AHE
PERLBERATAE R, TR AT P e LA TA 0
A R 1 SR LA, B SO LA SRR
RO VN F e R R N R i - A R R NN
HTEELE M (Gelfand, 2012); LS, RHIE
8% % 58 (House, Hanges, Javidan, Dorfman, &
Gupta, 2004), {HA SZHAENTREL: ik
A, ST RE P AL L 55 (Hofstede, 2001); Cfk
R, N R PE R BT LA (Minkov & Hofstede,

2014), ZFrRABL E AP S 45 R, TRES 4
HRHIARREAG Ko B 58734+
R KIS 4E AR AN B35 (Gelfand et al., 2011),

Gelfand 25 A (2011)% %45~ SC Ak 2k Ji A1 Py
KECHME, tHEA A, FBIEHEE, IRV
B 5K I)It 36 Fhis oAb B gE BT
1 SEE F A, FRATT AT LA B A5 SO R e S fk
YE P Z0H], 4K 2B PR B BN B 1
KR, X R -E L 5 e AT R
FEAEAS RV RR B 0 S 3K, ) i LA AR B b sk
HrEREZEm e, M-8k 54k & AT
BERENIAEX, SFREEREL. 25215,
FERRE < FRATT I R0 i {5 A A A e AR
BYIEARSE . AHRIRAT AT LA & Se L R
R ARG R — B 1 BB S Y
SCARHERE AR O R AR
1.3 M-ExustsEsmEAE

TieE TGRS 22 T I S 5T,
BIERR T {545 b SCAR [ 77 7EAR B 25 5 (Gel fand,
2012). A4, A&ERE TS R S

Embree (1950)i8 11 X 4% [ A1 H A 1 SC AL A2
2 RN S [ SO 22 BT DAL B AR,
TR Sy % [ b T v RED BE SCRH R S R B, T
B AL YIS B RN SR I BOR, T DL B A
SCARHRAE o XA — P 3 A 28 A HE D,
HIFa TxF P -SSR R 2 . HE,
Pelto (1968)RGE4HEH 1A% AL A (1) =T
Wi (1) MR Baritah, RRMEGKERGA
RRE R — ot T B0k, MXGR M OC R
(XHRMEER, L FR 57 BA R A ) —
B TR SCAk; (2) AR TR B A A AR
O AL RE, REEFA A P S AR SO
(3) ANHEBESRM—ESCm5E =, A
W, AL . JFEF R AR T Pelto 2L H =
PR 2, FF#hTE T SCAR RS A S A A R
P& ST R 73 A A R (Chan et al.,
1996) SCALFEE | 5 51 5 B B A SCAR A7 78 R G
SCAESE . 5 A A RS SO AR B . R
RS SO AR PR R, AR I T A R AR AR
MBS &K . Gelfand % (2011)i# Xt 33 A~FEHK
A =B SO 2 DA B 5 AR 0% 0 o | ke AR 2SR
TEFSCOT BT, B IAA—Z A SR AL . i+ 5
P WREBEZ . ARKE . PR EAA DE E



890 O 3R ORE A R %25 %
x1 M-BEXUMEEXLEERNEXRERGES|IB Gefand et al., 2011)
Sl ik N X pIROX it
JE SR Ui E ORBEE) @)

CALMHE IR (Culture Values)
AME F Y (Individualism) Hofstede (2001) 30 -0.47 0.01** 022
A 11 8% (Powerdistance) Hofstede (2001) 30 0.42  0.02% 0.18
AN 2 P HBE(Uncertaintyavoidance) Hofstede (2001) 30 —-0.27 0.16 0.07
3 ¥ (Masculinityindex) Hofstede (2001) 30 —0.08 0.68 0.01
K5 171 (Long-term orientation index) Hofstede (2001) 14 —0.05 0.87 0.00
Fnig P (Harmony) Schwartz (1994) 22 -0.26 0.24 0.07
fR5F 32 X (Conservatism) Schwartz (1994) 22 043 0.04% 0.18
B )2 Pk (Hierarchy) Schwartz (1994) 22 0.47 0.03* 0.22
4% (Mastery) Schwartz (1994) 22 0.18 0.42 0.03
%% A i (Affective autonomy) Schwartz (1994) 22 -0.23 030 0.05
PE% [ A (Intellectual autonomy) Schwartz (1994) 22 -0.28 0.20 0.08
V- 25 7 7 (Bgalitarian commitment) Schwartz (1994) 22 -0.41 0.06" 0.17
FBEFAR T X (Family collectivism) House et al. (2004) 26 049 0.01%* 024
il B 4 44k 3= X (Institutional collectivism) House et al. (2004) 26 0.43  0.03* 0.18
434 3 7] (Performance orientation) House et al. (2004) 26 035 0.08" 0.12
A7 1 2 (Power distance) House et al. (2004) 26 032 0.11 0.10
£ F-45 3 X (Gender egalitarianism) House et al. (2004) 26 -0.35 0.08" 0.12
Yt 71 (Assertiveness) House et al. (2004) 26 -0.29 0.15 0.08
ANy 7 P HUBE (Uncertainty avoidance) House et al. (2004) 26 032 0.12 0.10
R K 5[] (Future orientation) House et al. (2004) 26 047 0.02* 0.22
A 35 5] (Humane orientation) House et al. (2004) 26 030 0.13 0.09
SR vs I A (Loyalty vs. utilitarian involvement)  Smith et al. (1996) 26 0.45  0.02% 0.20

14 A (social axioms)
firiz fi il (Fate control) Leung& Bond (2004) 25 0.44 0.03* 0.19
K 1 (Spirituality) Leung& Bond (2004) 25 0.52  0.01%* 027
% 95 %15 (Reward for application) Leung& Bond (2004) 25 0.60 0.01** 0.36
KA 3 L (Cynicism) Leung& Bond (2004) 25 0.14 049 0.02
R 1 P (Flexibility) Leung& Bond (2004) 25 020 0.33 0.04

# 5 %2 W8 (Sources of Guidance)
I F % IR (Vertical sources) Smith et al. (2002) 29 040 0.03%* 0.16
?ﬁlll]iis%hﬂ/aﬁre%fdiiead in my nation) Smith et al. (2002) 29054001029
A SCHLE (Unwritten rules) Smith et al. (2002) 29 0.18 035 0.03
% 5 (Specialists) Smith et al. (2002) 29 —-0.18 035 0.03

HEMESRBERESN

(National Wealth and Growth Competitiveness)
A RA SE(Gross National Product per captita) Kurian’s World Ranking (2001) 33 0.05 0.79 0.00
2Bk K & 554 71(Global growth competitiveness) Global Competitiveness Report (2002-2003) 30 —0.08  0.68 0.00

B: TP<0.10, %p < 0.05, #* p < 0.01; N 7% 55 Gelfand et al. (2011l 33 A~ 51 2 i 5 B HC i
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NEE.Y: L BN
BRKE, BWHEZ \ o
ANRBR ) IR
7Y 2=
v ﬁZZEKJ
<
SRR / S
BUR . A, #HE.
A1

SR EE, HEMSYF H & EERLw .
AN N BRI P 22 (8] T B — A AH L5 ) (4 A 2
Hy, WE 1,

4K Gelfand 45(201 1) 78 SE0E 2 18 T 1f 2 15048
A -E b S H e S A SRR Z H B KRB,
RIEPATREMBE SRR, HIFEAHFREATR-
E b AR E A S A S B R A E ORI
A FEHLH] . Mrazek 5% (2013)%F 4k 3B 25 0 FED
M-ESbZ M R, $17 T HREL P, &
A 25 R ) e LA R 6 e e B R S R SR R
P TN AR B o A AR R, B
SEHEM A LR, Nnfsoiiag; £E
BN, L S R N o A LRI, A
T SCAb R s T rh 0 5 €0 B 2 8 A i Y 2R R 9y
WEPNME., KT —B e ek S b5 S
e EHEZ R R R, S CLafoe &
FHITF SO B AR, SR 2 A 18 2 i X i 5%
T, TEMAL 2 U S BT R K AT — R
PR R T (i 2247 A 1) %31 (Roos, Gelfand, Nau,
& Lun, 2015), Bi#t2sgihas st % ik,

Py — 5 Sk A IR 9 3 3 3k R S BB A R 9T
A/ INEEAR (18 S0 N2 2 25 2 2 10 B0 R A 1) i85 [
TR BRI R, DAFR IS I ) SRS 50, ATt
AR M RS — R - B S0
A

2 M-EXUHENE

Vg — i B SO B2 4R R, A= S0
SEUEBT 5 AR ST 1 S 22 WL ) B 7K e 0 T 5
SR A e 22 1 AN B DX s K 1 R GO0 1A 7K S
DAEAFTE o KU, 2B 1 MSE 2 WA ORI T,
IS D MR =5 TR DA E A

891
| E TR |
— ()
\ DHLLHER
S E R B
nosy [ HRIE
WORERE | | e
N N

=B Cb R G (F55] A Gelfand et al., 2011)

21 ERBERM-FEXXHNE

(1) LA P 1 %00 48 b 19 A — 58 SC AR I 4
Gelfand 45 (201 1) HI 2 A [ P A0 A (2 AR ] 41 0
A IFAR A A A RAZ, i R R LA
s FREE 9 Chiu et al.,2010)F % T (-5 H
o b MLV L 5 (22 98 45 2 ) (Tightness-
looseness Scale: Strength of Social Norms and Tolerance
of Deviance; Ji&7 SCRIAR“PA—B 1K), X RAHE
6 MH : DIEXNEE, AIRZ T EANEE R
FEE T DFEX AR, KEMEEE T X AT
A7 S A A A B 3)7E XA R K, AT — 2]
BRI T BT ARG E A GIEN; 4)
TEXANE R, NATERER 15 T w LA bk
SEARNTAMTAT S (131 53); SHITERXADEZRK, W
— AN NIIAT R I AATE B, HAb A 250 2 S X
OTEX AN, AL SRS ST %
I VTGN i ZUSORE B ik 2B R, R
6 s Likert 7153, MRAEEAE R P A1
Hw i 1 [ B SO B REE o Gelfand 45 (2011)/fff
Az A 33 ANEK N 6823 £ Wil a7l 1,
R AA | DRV BRI AL TR %
wfty 3 ANME, Gyt KR BRI R
UL T fefasm ity 3 EK .

(2) LABRHEZE I8 bR B — 58 SCIEil 1o AR5
AR 2 R I i 322 LA S HR bR o Uz(2015)
ThREERAR, SR HIARUE 22 S WA B SCARRR 2 . Uz
EH T RN E 5T (Eroupean Values Study, EVS)
A F B )5 25 (World Values Survey, WVS)E
5, A BCHHN EWVS B . 280 AL 68
A 22 (B B 0 L6, 31 PR DR 040 A R 5 HE R ) Y
101,172 NS, w1 = 2R3 8 i 1)Re e Ol

¥ (domain-specific index), E.{&+8 8 1T R F il
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SEFWE, GETH 68 MEZENEHRER; 2)
- 38 49138k 45 £0 (domain-general index)fH 124 M0
FA4IRL, & 64 AEFMEHE R 3)BA R
8 %X (combination index) H1 W 5¢ & R ¥ 28 56 XF
EWVS 35 H 4, Zead HF400r, ST A
KUE . FHEARNWF (R LT 285 54.4%),
SR A [ R WX = AT T B
PEAGHEAT AL, e B ke [ 5 )2 1 o A 2547 Sk 11 41
JERRBEFITE A . Uz (2015)15 H AOAS % Scfk iy
EHR 25, 5 Gelfand %01 )BF 57 FE— E X
A, A E K EDE)FEEA L . Gelfand 55(2011)
(IR — B S AR AR B0 Uz BIFSE ob B4 40U — 5
SRR AR A W, 5 Uz(2015)0F 53 Hh i HL A4
USSR T SR BORE G 3 . Uz IR B 7 ik
AP =B SOt i 22 15 X\l LI e i
W5 7 S VR A N 1 B RO A R R B R R
SCARRN B, JFE— IR L TR A -
b 5 B 25 SO R A, RIRYT & T h— % Sc ki
HEAEERIE . AT DA Uz(2015) 10 & 7 vk
FE X Gelfand Z5(2011) (-2 ) M
B —AH T
22 XEEBEAR-EXHNE
(WEGEATRERIAS - SO . A5 SR IX
BOZ WM R, B TIE R A ER Pelto
(1968) XL LM PEHFR N L ZRIEMIRATE A LRI
A R F A (Busseri) . 2F 22 B30 7o - Fi7 35 5 A (Skolt
Lapps)™ 23 MEGE AR SO A 824 . flfk
MEAR AR 2 (Guttman) iR, FFET (-5 12
51 H 8 3% )(12 point tight-loose scale), B K24k EE
S -ESCI A TR, RS R AR FER
TEFA—BFRUE b A BORI R4 13 12 it R AL HE AR
FNEM 12 DB : DEENR B BUARE R WA AE; 2)
MR L Bl 22 01 3)FBE N B BOGA R A 2
S5 AR TR, ARt B, B
MBI )P BRI AEAE; 6)XF 55 8 J1 11
TEH; DRIRSCR BRI 28, 8)YBIR IIRTT N
FRALHE . AL RS SO IR B 3455 9)7 AL
FUAE 7= 6 DL Sl 325 10) A 6 77 90 s
1) XA B SCAG AR B2 361 12) MBLEUA , Pelto
(1968)F] izt 2 I 12t 1 AS ) #HFE 110 SCAR AR B4
BT A D N2 AR Ty b SCAR
Hoar AT by B R i B . =S, fil
5 & E#H i — X s — b bR e R 8%

63 AMEGATBERI % 280 (Hutter & Pelto, 1972),
Pelto filf I it Jy i AN 2%, (Ah 58—l R
[ AR 0 SO AR b SRR T G — 2. e
Pelto (1968)4 AT E, “REfS W T HTA A R Hi X
1 85 SCAR RIS

Q)BARIN A4 2 A - St . 5 S0Pk
W I G SCA A b 4 T Ry, T 2
T E % N (within-nation) f7 78 SC 622 5 1Y B A8~
BRI R EOGE ) L E N 50 S, 2%
T B P9 B 2 T A - Sk 22
(Harrington & Gelfand, 2014). 434 P44~ 5 T,
X Ak 2 R GE R R LR R, P 36 [ A B
WEA Febr g Fa nl, (48 4 A7 9 ANTE ., 5
— PR REE, AR 4 ADTH - )RR
BTk 2)F A AERAETT LL ;s 3) 1976 4E~2011
AR E] R FETR % 4) i R A AT DT B (e
Sz SRR KRR . S AN A,
FEPIATIE « 1) (GRAF )RS T P (L an 44>
M TR AR 1 B R )RR IR A, =
A5 T A L X A AP T8 TR AR T N2 AT R AL S A
e, AOHE 2 ATH - )M T S B R 2)
AR FRIC SR BUF IR LB o e Jm —A Dy T
AN ML E A, S e 2 T Y [ B 22 9t
TR A SCAL A, RELAS SCAR I ARAE . I it 25
T W 5 M 2 T A AE A A - S
PRIK I8 25 5 o SO B = AN AR U2 % 74 74 L
ML BB L N RIBA H EH, SCA A i =S
MU AR RIS AN | A X AR &M
23 MEEERMR-EXXHNE

i N S A G A N E L (EPis
R R TASTT AR FH A 23 i o, e I
¥ Gelfand %5201 1) 22 T 33 ANE KK 6823
AR RAEE LR, AT HRZ -5 X
Ut T E AR '€ A N N i R N T v
1 SCARAS B A AE—E PRI 22 59 I3
bR AR RZ T8 _F, FT A A RS, —
FKRTERWA U (M-BiaR) , 57— RN
SRR I B S-S a2 ) i L e T E AT i
Giezi

(L)X Jit it 20T H AT 203 19 I it - Merriweather
(014)5E A fli FH (A—B i3 ) , ¥ M Gelfand %
QO1 L)Y %, LAY pe N 5 K 8 F
O PR 2 PR Y K28 A g i, e b v v R
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el A= 0 1 1142, DA 4R 2 T P — S AR K
s — B8 SO A B T 5 3 4 7 P T i DA 0 el 2 ) A A
%%, Han, Glover I Jeong (2014)4 T i Scfk 25
S0 TE AR WUAT R I W I S T, 2 75 A7 AE R DG I
DE 7K 1Y 22 5, BRI E 3L F KT T
AN TH I RA B SR

QX ERT ARSI E . BT A E S
ERERRE, JE(R-ER3R) WE5mH ATk
T B —E AR . Li, Fock Fll Mattila (2012) M\
FWRFEET 95 AR¥A, RA(M-BEHEK)
FH T = ] A A — B SOk 22 5% AT LA
R M-3R AT R, PFERE
MR 55 b p B AL, He2 ¥ mE o AL E K
bR, BARNERE i HXA ER AT

WFFEf PR 1 B0 9 ST 3 B A Bl 12 1 ) TR X,

Ji a2 A — AN T H A B (5 AR DGR AR,
AR e G SR B T 6 iy, #T 5 ANTAE
BAREEA KRR (0.61), HIFFREINN, ETHIA
PRI 206 DL R SCAR i s P, W D2 . MR
2 T A — 5 Sk T i 38 4 7 T A R I 9
Sk, Church %£(2013) 8 THFFEMA-E 304k . A
P BIE AETR I R R, E (M-EEE)
FIFERE L AT 9 ASEmH, E T IER SR
m$RAl, FrEFRA 8 ME LTS R AL
FI R IF(0.55 < 0 <0.82),

B~ SCAb 2 o 0 o 2 5 DG P - S Ak s
RGN ODA S I N (8 2 G AL T S =T
B MO | WA SR A A, T
T W S — S SCARAE SRy R 5 v — A B ) T AR
o HA T R BRSSO R (R )
B, mr R ERATT A TR A ST IR L IR AR 4 .
[, A2 R, SRR s —%
SCAR 0 AR AR T — A B BRAEHESR, A
B F A= SO A O B 2 25 ELR SR 9 TR A JE

3 M-BEXHS5LEFAGMRIUE

5B (b ) SCAAR X B 1 B (55 ) 1 B 2R,
FEAL S A TR Tz AR R E AT 8947 R,
AT 25 Tl 3 p O DR % 1, B B T AN [ ELAH
X R AR E B K (Gelfand et al., 2011),
31 Mm-Exih58H

F B 32 AN R SCACRZ i 1 22 B HR A TR A,

RN, SRR ORI R S A ] TR AR

I, WAEA A S SO T T ] TR s ST
A F&(Triandis, 1989; Markus & Kitayama, 1991),
BB ST, SCAUBRAS, A RTIE R A B FE
W, MAEEZRBRERT, O TR E, A
B RS, AR 2% (] B 4 22 bR AR, T R R IE
BN AR, b imvi, SO, A
] FIEFERT AT (private self); CAL#E, w4t
VEPEREAE D, AR ) LAA SR SRR B
& A B HE (Triandis, 1989), X FULSZEHRIS A &
W2 Ab, A= SHER %, Carpenter (2000)38 i
F R BGEFORMY 2 P A AR XAk % (Human
relations Area Files, HRAF)F %KL, SCIFIER T
H FAE & 5 FA— B SR S (0 K F), EHAK
H I &5 7= A4 T E SR 454 H. Gelfand %5(2011)
WKy, PR 5 SO X AT S A BRI, 25 #) 55 A)
A R X A AR S — B Ry R m . HA
WFFE S 45 BIR A B2 e, DL A FReedt O
T8 MERMHEA, hE., KEH, ZHmHL, B
KA, HEEEEE . HoRPOW ., A7) A3k
WS TEA I RE 25 A i) i — Stk DL 3 Rl
e CBRIE R X . M -EAR AR . M-E0h) S
A —BER R . WETEE B A AL ERR
WA BED, WA iR 3 Fhscibdk i (H
ARBRAN, ZRAHIE T GE ), AR -k FEZ A
¥4 4% G B0 (Church et al., 2012), fEJ5 2058,
Katigbak 45(2013)k 5 U434 Vi il — B0k, DU
W4 AEZNON A R SEAR S A
) — b, R IR TS SR AERRIE E
ARG T S ARSI SEE B, R
B IS — B e E s, BVEE . BASDLE
W, R EEAR, ERE 3 FOCgE AR AR X
T LAA RO R Wt U, REEMAN TN, T
W H MR A — B, A5 SR B A X
=520 (Church et al., 2012; Katigbak et al., 2013),
ERBETE A SO B TR A — Bk
A — R, IR YRR ST
76 H R F IR AYG R - B S5 K
FA-B A 5 F AR T . H IR B B R AR
BRI R . MXF TR SC, B i AMATE A
5T L, HTREI BB |- 122 (normative
“ought” self-guides); %Il 15 53 @7 7EAR AL
NI EEAl 2z b, 2 B 7 400 B4 9 5 2 1] (Higgins,
1998), A FAASCAL, B TAMARY [ B4 2
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TEGR, X RE A B T A AR Sl R A AT R
(Baumeister & Heatherton, 1996; Gelfand, 2012),
ARXTTAS Ak, SOl iR B o i | R
FERE J7, M B 0T B 1 PR A S N g
(Gelfand, 2012), FHt, AFIET. AREHL K
HRME AR R TSR SRR R M 2R R
FaA—B AP 3 XT B RO AT T HE IR R,
Triandis (2011)IAZK, FA—2 00274 A 3R
0 SCAE R M TR R 2 — CHAR R SCA PR 2R SCAe Y
fj B4 etk . T H KPR T S0), SUBER A
o A AR o A — 28 O T B R IK
L1 VAV 12 VAN Kl A [ B e o = R M =g
32 M-ZEXHEARK

Harrington 1 Gelfand (2014)% 32 & 50 4~ i1y
Fiv =" SCAR AN IR T AR R 5 22 8] 6 2 W 20 M 2R
TE M IR LA =B SO AR 23 K A& 5 B A A
BRMKR o XS TR SO, B Sy B A
BRI L AR B, (R At
PERIRE 22 5T b A B 22 5

EONAE BE A U AR R, 7E LAVE 5 Bl
REMPFTE D —BAAEARRER . AU E R
Bl R T SCRY R GBI N3 B il Il e 3,
TN MR BT AR R W M IO T AR R
(Templer, 2012), {HIZWFFEAFAEEA KA A5
AL S ARG AR T AR RE R PR o S5 SEWT S X O3
T4 S AR K F L YEBE . Peltokorpi
Fl Froese (2014)ff B ( 2 70 3C 16 A A% [A] 45 )
(Multicultural Personality Questionnaire)iill iz 1 ji
JEHA . EIR 191 AP0y Rk E AL .
1k #£ 4% (Cultural Empathy) . %t 2 F 3l (Social
Initiative) . %25 %4 5 (Emotional Stability)FI .0
#%(Open Mindedness), #R#E Gelfand 5 (2011) 1)
78, HACHMAE S Al BER T E R, D
RIRASCAL . IR, BERE KB, ZER
KV B SCAREE E, BAR A )
PEKS FEAE A SRS BN 517E PG BA T AR
T RRE, BT SO A AR RRAE B9 SN IR A B
N GATE H A BAT B TARI R

DL B ST R WAL — B S0k 5 M R B A7 7E AR
KMAZBAEARFR, M5 —2e2m B a5 T AN F 25
FIYBESE . BEAN, Lockenhoff 45(2014)iAK, LIE
o H AR . WEEE I 1Y 7 I K T AR AT
TEES SCAG Y PRI 22 5, B2 6 A B 58 DR 31 149

P 5] 2% 5 (perceived gender differences)ffj i 2= iff
I o TEAUMTIBRGE h, 26 SIS 3,323 2 H
Xof AL AT T A AR S i L ) R T AR R AR,
DL 7 B AT 1 D06, R 3 1) M ) A A 22
52 B (F— 58 30k DL Rt 2 2 5% K KT
G Z MR OCR, WARBIGIREE. UER
U H, BRI E) B M S A 22 S L T SCAR RS 1 )
F622 5 BAT UL BRON . T 60 THHEILS
NS G R TR T A A B, HAE L JTTR
PES DU R BEAR G, AMBE . R 5e v S A (E
FAE—EAHG, MR v S M EWBA B2
KFR o WFHEE FEAN— B8 SCA AR LA it SCA 4R P2 A
AR Z —, VA K BN -5 S 4E B LR AN (B
5 &R I 2 8] £ 4% S 25 97 15 1€ FH (Parks-Leduc,
Feldman, & Bardi, 2014), A5 @ 5 {7 25 ##5
% (personality and role identity structural model,
PRISM)#2 T M\ 3% 3k 47 5T (general traits) F| £ {4,
¢ 5 (role  traits) (1 28 (UL 4 F B ALY, IFHRILIA
A=BE3Ck  AFUE T S0, ARSI 32 SCRS Sk 2
JE TN A AR DL 2 AR AT R0, (H RS 175
FRSf @R FR Y PRISM R R (i F 00 50 20 AR
#f(Ching et al., 2013), DA L858 B AIME: B 22 5
BrEM S M CR . RS R RS, 5
POELAR S8 T A — 58 SO A5 SO B2 X A 520

/N S RSN X5 NP o2 ]
TR B, — I IR =5 S 5 T 20 A A%
R BUAEAE SCHE, JF ELTE AR 45 BTS00 4 23 J5 30
(N AR D) I B 3 AR T s — T
NS — B8 SO A5 15 SCA 28 2 O A g 2 TN A
RO, B TARRMAE . AREIJAERN 2S5, H
PO T4 — B8 S0 5 A A% R I 1] 5C 2% 14 T30 1 A7
TEBRA W, HAE 5 WA 7o dke
IR SCA AR FRE 55 5 BANAS B8 2Z 18] A4 17 S 1
.
33 M-ExUE5LERRMEYNEER

A5 SCAR AT 50 5 AR L3l DG o Bt R 1AL,
=N Embree (1950) 0\ AHX F2E, HASCE
B o b NP2 5K, X B A 2 1Y
WK Z —, Mk 7 IR Y7 5030 5E 1Y 2% H Y7 i
STE B ALK K . Embree (1950)IA K % 3CfL%
Ty 77 A SR AE B WL A B TS S5 Bk T,
IR AR AT 2547 B Z MARAE (Uz, 2015), i
Gelfand (2012)5CHEM—ZE 30T JLEE A0 B B,
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A Ay L2 0 B v AE SOk N T 2 R B —Fh
PITE ) B (EIAR . A5 L IR4R5), FERASCIE T3
I v 22 BN — R ANEE [ LG Bhad . RSFaL
L deh A, HohiEEE B Sk T LEE 2R
HH PN TE [P W N AR RE R . R, AT e
SCAR X SIARAE (1 52 M) b A7 7607 J& WA, XA Fr ik
— R . ANad, WEFEE A AT AN [ RA -5 R S Ak
AR RE ST R, TR BRAE TS 26 7R 50 5
1Rt bR 25 1.

Stankov (2013)IAN7E S5 —Z3CIL 2L Kk
—fifi 0k (hardness vs. softness) T F VP [E 52 Al b
D, s P E S RN 5 A AR L RO
F DA A S, AR AR AR, A
SIS SEAR IR OE R ML, Aok AR 9T
BARTF 2L . Church 25(2013)IA K H oo 2 Hip
M =JCR (A F . BB KRNI mEA
5 SCA M, AR SO A R S AR RO A
%0, {H Harrington, Boski 1 Gelfand (2015)3# 2
8 MEARUEN] : 75 E ZIZ 18, 1A SO 80 i R
() SCAERAS R F S ARk, P B3 1) SC A = Ak
5 iR o AR T2 DA 5122 T 5 R S A R S A -1
fbIXF . Sortheix, Olakivi #1 Helkama (2013)#
A 55 2% B X AR 4 A (B0 X A 0 2 1 (L
M) A= 395 G T ) PO VE L, R R — 5 SO AR A (0
A IS A Z 0 R AR, mA&AT
T 7 B 23 32 B — B SCAR A S ) o 31T 22 I < A %
ORI TR RS - A i o [N /A &
(14 TH 4 L A6 = A R 1 B S2 R AN TR 1Y), I A
0 1] - 7E LS8 IH 557 180 SR R AE 1 3k 1l S Ak gk
BB AR, 0TI 4 L A T AER B S A B
AR AR 19 39 T SC Ak H R E 31 BT SE 4R (Plaut et al,
2012), BRI B AN AT 8 — 5 SCAR X S A Jak
fRSE MR, R Z2 I 58 BB T 2 ARz 81 T
Py =B SCAR 1 S5 RS R, R 3 O AN 2 B A s SC
feE# B ik ik NS 4E, W& IE A Plaut %5 A
(2012) (A BIF 5 JIT 425 S8 AR AE, S R A =58 SCAb IR T
fil 5 | SR AR R S FURNEO AR A R], RA SO E R
ST S HE SCARRRIE DT A REHE S B 22 SRR R
34 W-EXH50H

B =" SO 51 AR B 58 403, AH I B SR
Xof IO 5 A — B SCAR I A 1) = AN 2 (R 5L IR
AME), IR EEEALZ AT ISR (1)
FEZZH: AURFM 68 Mifs EE WML

WL AR & IR E 22 00 8 4 R A - B OUIb R B, &
WELH A S AR, BB Bk, X Sk
FRIECH T . AT R8T AE, RIS scfbit 2
AT T8N (Uz, 2015), {H 5 3CA B S0 B8 19
KIEFERIEA, 2B W0 2% wiAF F (Feng
& Liu, 2016) 1M 5238 43 2 191 504 (1995~2010 4)
TR, AE—DREE T . BUBRIAU AR 2
h, BECE R R HERS, KShB1E A M T H A2 B
SCAK RS e B R AT A R T R A R AN T . T
GEAFAE Y (0] R B 9T 35 1A 4 B0X 43 o (9 6 37
e, BhCARRIINER ERE
AR E R AT, BUFAE AR BRI AT
TS E SR, BCAWEFAERH [ £ 2 —f
7 (Y3 N (incremental innovation), AR A )1 Hr
%/ (radical innovation) (Gelfand et al., 2006;
Muthukrishna & Henrich, 2016), (2) X&/Z & .
BT RS AT B BRI RIS A AT S R, H
5RO AAR R BAFAE SRR DG, B T DR
B AL S B ) BT A7 7E 7 AH 5C (Harrington &
Gelfand,2014), ME LR 5FPR)E 1963~2011 4F
PRI R B, B SO N3 A K B FIBCE /b
K HEIF T REURIN R, B A A
ARG EDANEZK | FHEIE, /EZSE) (Harrington
& Gelfand, 2014). (3) HLUZET : #ACILTFHA
TERH BB AR A B Fos sk, HE ST H
Y 81T 52 i 2R 45 B 5 (Katz, Casey, & Aiman-Smith,
2005), Gelfand 55(2006)%f T#A—2 0L 54412
TR BT Y 56 R ) — 20 AR . — 7 I,
B EORAL AT L2 MY . KiuatE, L&
ARG BTAE, A5 20 2 P S A T 4 A TR,
NI YIRS R B TR /NS A N e A o) 9
SEER, DL AR SE4s, M S e D>
1AL SAES, A A TR . (0S5 —Jr i,
Gelfand %(2006) N> AWRZE 2855 1 &, SN R TE
E SRR B RE AR R . B, HATE
FREL ) SRR, BURCS FN 52 fE i 20 2005 ;
BB AL R S — T SOk AT, MR B
LR, HfEs THLEH . 4) MEZE: h
TSR b PR A AN - S S B Z A B SO R,
Chua, Roth il Lemoine (2015)i# i [ 4% AR5
HLUCTIH 2w ML BT SE 2, & BUTE 58 ) Ah
B B3 AT 55 (B3 P A DA DG A [ it it ) R0 )
Sk B E SR AR 58Tk [ A SCAR R
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T (A 2 SO SR DA TR [ B A 55 (2]
T AR R AR [ R ] A0 ) B8 S A B U TR (R
Hofstede 4 3CAL M BDULLAE BE i 22 I R 2 8] B9 S04k
PEES, EEn, EE S ESCRER R 4.61, 5E)
BEO1.87, S59EEN 043, 5EERK 0)WLIETFS
BF, Bscfb R mifRdEaIHT . X Tk A Bk E A
AR, BB TG o Bk 32 Sk, Az )
A R 5% 22 8] SCA I 5 1) 5 1)

LT MR, EH VBB 5005
ZIEASR R BRI R I DG FR, B SCAR A A58,
EX A RTAR, BAEEATES LS
BT, PASCIE T A5 SE BB A AN HT; e L 5
SCAL TR AT LA T R A . Skl
AT B 23 M SCAR 2, AR B A SRk
ks . HRE AR T, BChlEZ— 240K
TR, — T SOk 5 2 B 22 1 9% U5 T i
Xy, R T e A T BRI R 220k B B
I 1y 4R, L[] B, B a1 e A 4 1 ) B
PP
35 M-BENXHSHIERE

FIWG 5 P O B AR B S AU —,
— B SCARAIF 5T A L 8 A W 5 e 3R DL SR
Ml e 5 JB TFAH S BT S o Han 25(2014) 3% IR A 260 b
G Rb2E T ARG RS~ SO AR T A SR S AR R
W, IR EEE T 16 B 4 EEYH, 8
&b E ), A sk A 98 T AR R X,
BEHBAETSEARE, BAEHEEBEL .
WF5E# % Gelfand Q0111 (M—E8EF) W
i T R A - B SR FI K, SR A Singelis,
Triandis, Bhawuk F1 Gelfand (19954 ¢ [ 3% #44
127 )(Self-Construal Scale)i 22 i 2l 37— H.AK
R A RRAE o oh E A TE AN - B SR o i
Eb 2 B v, o E g e e E AR T
KA, HEAFEEER. #EPRENS AN EE
KT, tEE I T A M52 (right putamen)
WS KT, DTS B A RS KO, B L
FEPE; EAPREELAIE, BB R MA
oL SIS K, e R . 2 R R
BT, 36 BBl A~ N TE B A% 1 T o 28 fff it 72
0 U 07 0GR SF, 7R PR A R b
AEIREE T fRj BRI 433 (simple  cognitive branching)
T T B B4 A PR 85 [ S K, 6 e R
o MR B, 5302 T X BB R i

HYFEIE,  TT LLAE A G R XA 00 KT 22 7 Th 4
S B o s — 5 SOk X T AT Ay T T A e AN AN I 5t
I XBOE KO R S L, Wk BLE R E R
I+, Jiang, Li il Hamamura (2015)M\%5 5 % WVS
BRI T Y Gelfand 5520115 EA M 20
AEGN 25142 249082 08 78 41U T Sy ) W
)RR A, DR AR D R MR A e A A 1 22 S %k
TELERAT A FIWT RS2, K BLTC IR AL Sk I 2
Bfb AR N, #8 AR iR AN TEIE PRy O
JEIE o o, A SCARTR I AE A LY B SO TR Y
BRI, MRS SR I F A B Sofk
TR AR, DN T S R T SR
T — B8 SO AL A A AF U 5 e TE AR 4 BT Dy HI T 1
BAWEIEM.

TEWOL IR b, Guan 45(2015)H T HSE K2
AR E S M -EARA IR, DO
M (career decision-making profiles)ft 52 IE A
LA, AHLE BAHEM, A5OSR SO R
li] (B N7 B 3R TE R T BR AL PR SR AT Oy, i
WA IR TE B oA, 2 8 mpll D SR i 5 A
AR AT 2 0% Tyt e . eIk Iy i,
AWFEE B T R BIPLR (causal decision- making)
FIRY R T P 5 (effectual  decision-making)'(Sarasvathy,
2001), de Wit (2013)RHIN A& 5%, AR
D ke P I e URE AR, A A 3 8 AN i e R
E AR TE AR 4R o AN T B AN 2
ROR P 5 R R S 1 B A O AR o, TR
~B bk WA, Tl Corral F1 Arturo (2015)
LI 22 Twente KRAFM2EAENBISTREAR, & M-
AR DR RE TN BCR BT SR, s RE TR PR R A

S
36 ERIAMMENFMERESEHMN-ETL
MR

AR SR A Y R A i A 25
S A O, TS AR B H A L L] o
UNIE Ry SR 20 ey % I (A K - )-8 i O e hy
B AR A 2C 71 )% (error-related negativity, ERN)
FGHFE T A U B S B &R (Knutson, Westdorp,

VIR R, s A7 S RLAORCR, BIEE R,
SR BIPLR, BEAE AT AR MR IR R 1 2, B aR
g, PR e R AR A7 R Ok, S X A SR B
de Wit (2013). 836 5 X L i o
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Kaiser,& Hommer, 2000; Potts, George, Martin, &
Barratt, 2006), i 5 3C Ak 58 8 ™ 7 BLYE 5 1551,
PRl A5 BIF 5 35 4 I AR 7T RE 5t A K (Gelfand,
2012). ERP WF5ELIE I B 58 4 5C 67 (feedback
related negativity, FRN)-5 % i 14 48 37 U A 56,
MBEHER2E S F I . AME T (Unger, Heintz, &
Kray, 2012), %050 BAR A $2 M-8 30k 5 1
WA AP Z M B LG &R, HAEHERR T2 2 3%
BAIAFIRE J) R R DL AR AR IR R 5, #E—2
BT B S AE T D) 5 BB O S B A B
HRRIIBTETT BE . FRBFT IS 2 a2 S0 fk
P8 AR B A A A ST ok A A — B8 S A S ik
LWHHIR R . HE TR, Han %5 (2014)1E
R T HEE U O EZ R, RIN-%
ST B B A AT BT A2 e, AT DL E AN
[+] B X 4 38005 KT 25 5 b, DT 3 TR - S
A 55 A DG DXAFAE DG IR 19 B3 UE S, FA— 58 SCAB AT
AN A S 2Rl 2 ERAR T —E g, d#t
— A RNILNZ . Mrazek 55(2013)38 i3 55145
KT M-BE X 5IH Z E i B R L &R, A
5 T S LA 8 o P i R T i R PR R rh A
T SCA AL B, R R e Sk A S T
TEESAT NI A BRI, AR R T AL AT
F 2SR A . BRGSO 1B i AR AR
H, I TR SCE R BT R IR, 2D 5E %
T A B ORI B AR R L BT, o 5 2L
FEBUE T AL
37 M-BENUEBRHEX. HoiE

15 2% 77 WS (1 5 SCARRIF 9T oy, 27 BT 2 060
AMR—BE R T2 AR AR Hh Py B A 1, R
b 4 5 v ok 3% B N A 1Y AL (Triandis, 2013),
Gelfand %5201 )ARYEXT 33 A~ 5 i 5 & 9 %
A B IR R ORHE b SR A <4k
By 32 LB B (Global Terrorism Database)
1970~2007 4[A] 80000 UM ¥Rt 7k
B T 0700 S NS 1 b R | VS T DV O e
ELA O A R 32 S E 8 & 2R (Gelfand, Lafree,
Fahey, & Feinberg, 2013), A T By ] 58 1424 =&
SC, TR 3L B SO RN LEALRE RAR Y
FERE, [ BR 2 2R 25 B BOUM B IZ A X R R
(Gelfand et al., 2013), #A—5SCALIL A AL AT DL
HE PR ARG S, 07 L AT DL R

o A AR A 2 R SO T H . Tang (2013)id 5
200 000 2% 480 22 5 | S R A O B e AR 2 UG, AL -
B OAAE i s KU AR — o FRiERE s
AT A, TR Z 4, PHET =51
RIS TR L g i . A WFFEIE R Sk
SRR A L AN T AR TR R, TS - SR Ak
Y 1 TE A SeAt o PO R 2 4 B B W (Deetz,
2014), JEHIEAERZHL AL % 245 15 P (Oedewald,
Gotcheva, Viitanen, & Wahlstrom, 2015),

4 REESHE

Fiv— 55 S A Bl B 2 B30 0 A K X — il
WA, SRS sl OEAITN . e
2 FLRAEZZ AR R 2, A IEE A S |
B IR 25 2 T R S B SO B R AL, AR TT A
SCARRS BTN AR 2T D 2R, B DR
W . LS B (AN BR T 85 S0k 0 B A% R,
XPEEA- 2R T B R 2 B2 R — i B L,
IF B E ) RS KIS T B B E
41 MWEMERHIEX

Ol AN = T NS PO S 2 )
W R AR, BT RO E A 5 SOk B2 T
F UL, R T SO B ST
SRR REAE () 5 S0 Ak O 3 2 B AR Y BT
LI AARSNEAT BN, WAL — S SOk iR A R
PR, B8R T ARNSAARSMG e 2 ——
ANAA] A 72 (Chiu et al., 2010). B AME CILE
AEZ W] 52 N AECFRR B IR T B K, B
I hi i B N AR A 2 3 R R TG RS A
{H W 3% £ (Fischer, 2013; Shteynberg, Gelfand, &
Kim, 2009; Wan, Chiu, Tam, Lee, Lau, & Peng, 2007;
Yamagishi, Hashimoto, & Schug, 2008), ¥A—% 31k
T SO0 R AR A BT HEZEXT AR AT S i T
73, 3 SO B A A B SCAR R PR G 2R 1Y g
N EFZ—DHKF

Xl BT E, - E SO R RATH AR
B ORI AN . OREBR R
HNTE B RS — B SCAG LG FURR 1 Ak S BIL e HE, b
JRE PN AE B D AH U AT T35 3 e =2 1) B AR
o B, AMRE NSRS T AN REIR
J& 42 ¢ £ 75 i) (Oyserman, Sorensen, Reber, & Chen,
2009), XIRA —EIEHE, (HIE IR B by S A
AN AT 38 e = 0 — LB | I ] B
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H, A AN £ 8 22 AR —1m,
A [R5 R A o 2 B U — 1, A -
AT FE AR A v 2 S bt Do B8 T2 T S Bk o R
FSCfe MR EZ 55 . —SES 20
A 45 1 5 B 75 (Boldt & Roberts, 1979), #A—%3C
FRAE AR M b e B I R M S 3R T 0 B
M AT, LT [ RS 1O B R 25 R A B
AAERE o IE S A FEAR (4 %505 nT A T it i 1y
%, ARG E B4 T AL 2 0, B
A BB, R FIBRER . S1ES, T
JERA MRS S ST T RE . A — S Scfb T X
DAL F AR )0 B RS IR AT Sk, (158 2
OB S - BSOS S, O — AR
A AT RE A B WS . T3 Ah, A SR
I T B K 1 85 2 22 K I R AE, DL R X
WVS. ESS % ZFh KA A i sl B 245 L sk
P R, AR FRATT P R 2R O B 2E I 5T T B
SRR T 1 (4 Z2 RV ) A, 00 B 82 T i
18 B30 T 5 BRE B AR ST, S AT I X e 2R
AL T AT RE(BELE, BRMG, B, A, RE
72, 2015),

FAL SR, BT B S A e
5 2 Ak R 22 5, IR i E K RN
ZE TN E 220 15 I S R 1 3 Ry SV =S O S I A
— B SRS —Fh Sl 4, At — b E A 4T
255K 1 £ B (Boldt, 1978; Boldt & Roberts, 1979),
YL AL & . FR-Eaat SEREZ)S,
KRS RLE IR T B A SR BR AR -
B S B o A — B SRR I A THE A L35 BT A
RAGFTAT R . BB AR AN R 17 R 2 BE,
BERTHSEWMIEZ RAENE LR, hits
ERI R VE SR . — S S ke . B
Bh RS A BB RO, AR AL TR 1 B AR
FNSIE S P A~ S f B T — A 5
PRl AL S Y TR 5 AR ) B TR, SRR
R T AL SR 14358 73 7 A 25 T R g
TEDBER . # BV AL SRS ST, 4
PR SZH 200 1147 SCAk A €05 T I 1) A4 25 RS 1Y)
KRAWA I o YA Sk Al A [ b -5 50k
SER T, AT LR — 5 SR A I R AR
NS EH TR AT A, B, M-S A
SRR AL S A 5 A R C R BUE, Wb R
BET — SRR AR AR RERI TN A RE SR R

MEENTE, MR Z W Lo, X
b BB I, BohR . e A
RS S A RBEE, CRE R SES
TE 5T A SCARTE 28 R 280 3R U ) oAb o 2,
T K Xof v ] A PR 2 A AT AR AN S R A
ZEARTIWR . Az A SCBH S0 A 23 PR 78 o 356 R e 7
TR, sk >R N2 i 56 PR 78 sl PR 3R 28 s, AT
AL AT . ARSI L SO T 2 )2
HEFE A X, SCAE AT E AL BRI ENTR IR ZIA T
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Tight-loose culture: A new dimension of cross-cultural psychology

LU Jun; CHEN Hao; YUE Guoan
(Department of Social Psychology, Nankai University, Tianjin 300350, China)

Abstract: Tight-loose culture, a new dimension in empirical research in the field of cross-culture
psychology, sheds some light on the interpretation of social norms and the tolerance of deviant behaviors in
diverse cultures. This paper elaborates on the definition of tight-loose culture, its underlying causes as well
as measurement method at the national, regional and individual level. This study finds out that tight-loose
culture has been widely integrated into the research of self-consciousness, personality cultivation and
mental state. It can also be applied to the study of judgment, decision-making and innovation. Besides,
tight-loose culture has become an interdisciplinary research area that incorporates culture into cognitive
neuroscience, biology (gene) and national safety (social harmony and terrorism). Taking the merits of
relevant research perspectives into account, future research in this field (tight-loose culture) could orient the
distinction of descriptive norms and injunctive norms.

Key words: tight-loose culture; cross-cultural psychology; social norms; cultural anthropology



