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HEEBRMAESITM T =R
—RABBRSERRANER

g T —8 HKX#
(PR OIER, L5 100872)

H B RRMBEE-ANBRAGREITFAE GBI R (AR AR R 2 ), L AF A RBGT LT+
1 12 22 % (general evaluability theory, GET)3% A T 3 A6 BE X (BF # %15 &2 & H £ )W AE A o AR 2 il dn AR AL A 12
AR Fa it RN H TR, EF %00 4 H R AL A (Inclusion/ Exclusion Model, IEM) 5% 8 4 % 15 8 69
YR, LERBAR-FRMAMEGER, Bib, BFRETARL TIRERRXZE, LT AEZBA —FFIRiF”
(EAFRALA FAT AT ) R <R 467 (LAT S Ao TATRAL)BL £ o & T ARIE A 3R AF X — 37 69 AL A 3T % 20 4T
HpFEAER, ARRMAEEZRXERFTRAEGMNZAFE, YraBZZIAGREIERA, BEEFARLERE
FAS 7@, AR SR R A 69 IR R A P AN ARG B Rk A A R R A A

KiBIE AASE, AN, BRAE, KA, WIFRE

HEES B84
1 5§ R T 4T A A S B G (R SR vs. AR S %)
BSEREAT T MR, y N
b USRI 22 R A 2 3 LB B R 22 A FIHEIE A LﬁT@}.%iﬁﬁT %ig?

AU, I3 TG IEAS LM B T 7753 %
SL A AR . R Z MRS HAE L B 4
JEEAIF 58 S RV 45 J7 T 64038 T 5 40 A R B T

F(Mullen et al., ‘ S L T T i S S R B
KL 2008). EFE 2 BRI S IP PR, BT AN AP il £ AR 2R 4

7[/% o
H RPN HARSR, %“?-\*E’@%Xﬂ‘ H#s i 2%
Az — T 44 D S5 RO (G 2R IR TR /% HE R8T 2 BERGNRITF R
- 1 ) H T A et
() 5% i (Blanton, 2001) HMLHE, DRS4S ARAT 72 Je F A L e B
BE A Tl 59 I 3 ) % 9 42 (Kahneman & Ritov, ‘
R, REISEMRE T, /NEISEURAR vk L - 76
1994), 3 J7 1 BIF 5% B2 3 i B AH X S JF 2 B0k 1 S A
Mo FEAA PR, IR T e o, 1
Ab. PRI, TT DL B TR TR ok Xk £ L PoomE Iri(Separate Evaluation, SE),
A e TEFIWT I R, AR XT BSR4 T 8 — 1Tl (I
AL 2PN 108 RO AT PR R B, I 70 NN v s . .
B AR ), 55— MR A 4l (Joint Evaluation,
il BT AR AT TR S A IS SRR . AR SO | e ~ | - i
JE), BNAEFNrad F v, [5] sk /2 ik (R i) 1] Fid 5 06
HEL A B AN DL TG P, Hsee, 2018),
Wk H e 2022-06-07 (A R, EI R X T R B 5, 76K
*PEARREREHRIGRRERIEAFIS g3 R, A T A4 R R AR,

WL TR 4 HEI), 2EW — y R N IR
e e HIBE 4 3 (7 4 900 (LA A

MG, AL LB ARTE M AN AF BAATER G LT
XF AR BEATVEAY, A2 PR TE 4 Xl AY
FEESEATPEM (Mullen et al., 1997; TS, AvE

ST H R L) (Kahneman & Ritov, 1994), fij sk vt, #iE1
WAE1EH: BE3CH, E-mail: wehen@ruc.edu.cn RIEATECE VAN IS, T 52 20 H Al 3 20 A 52 1
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23 0[] — e TR H 5 Bl DA I AN — ) S B
X 2R T D 4t T BE 2 s i e o X R B A A4
BT AN AR B WS, R DX i e T B
TR HELE TN B SR e PN, A
AMATERG BT/ DRI, AN 232 3l e 251
TR EIIE R M2 0 (Neumann & Morgenstern,
1944) o {HIBCE PEAN 9 45 S 58 BRR 209 A S it
JE0 o BRSER B0, TR LA RS D, ARG
XoF G2 (RS 3 ARAEL 27 P AN 1 ) R HC B A (RS-~ F-1H
23 ) — [ R SR, A A ik s Y S B/ e SR
T RE 23 AH LG T RH 2 00 G ot th S K A e e o G
U A PR SR U], 32 S5 I N SRy A A A ] /e
SR, A 2x 3 HABAR 3 0 IT T e AN o DG Y 12 10
(Neumann & Morgenstern, 1944) . {BI-A PFA 1)
U S L R AS SRR T 0] B 5 A ] 5,
— M 8 3 Hl (1 ] 2955 T 28.35 ) A UK (B 1
BN 10 Hdl, MR, PR AR T AR )
— 7 i R UKIEE (R T AR 5 anEl, AT
W, K TR T RN B, AN A T 4
ThREEIE LN 8 A i UKEE TS Mg B
T RO S, SR A ] T 4R S B
MDMEFERETE 20 7 % A Pk T A,
RAEJGHFFL FIFAMETH 5L (Hsee, 1998), T
L, Ryl 2 B ot T R e R TR U A 16k A T
it B Pl e S e R R W 7

H Fi AR S5 14 T SCAT AR 4 2 (general
evaluability theory, GET)IA N : PR EAT R T 1Y)
filf R, 2R RIEAEA FPPAE T
] PEAG 28 1k S 3 (Hsee & Zhang, 2010), 7]
PEAG PR A A8 A X 5 S 1 19 00 25 R 4T 32 WL e )
5 G TR TN TS 1) 1 5 7R 8 (Hisee, 1996)
TEFT AR S PEAG B E B b, T PR 1 1 S T X
AN F S U 7 A 0 S I 23 SR TR 5 PP Al 3
g, PRI T WS RER, Sarn i
i PRI J P A A B DPAL 1, B AT 3P A
PEARE T, DRI — Ja A e A 1 )
AR . PR B PR RSy AR — 2, AT fE
7oA TR e e S AR o TETT IR UK B 1k % 22 1)
o, AR AR <SS PR i L B N JE
HorpeRlos & ol PPAS TR R R, <O BR Al
FhPE AR AR o PR, FEBMIEAG I, MATE Z
B I, LG E X — R R 7

A Y VR CRAE 5 S ml AR T 1L, i, Al

KL, A PR ) T8 5 7 A m B0 UK 5
ARG VPAG L, T B TS RER, LR
R AP WA R T, <SEPR R X — R P
Fi 1) 8 i 7] 1 VKO CRAE 10 2 ml IR T 1, R,
HECpr g B2, SRR &8 X —m YR
Ti] 9 8 £ — B, PRI AT B8 7™ A i e S e 42
SIS PR 1] T 0B 8 W) A KUK (Hsee,
1998), 52, SO PEAL PR R ER T L Al
B GRS PEA AN, A KAk (WAl Y
FI b J kA B 19 n] oA ) AR PPl 3 %6 H AR

JEPER AR, =F AR TG S RER, 7
B PEAL B R A B N TERY S B BRI A

/S REBRGIIHAY THEE TS RER
(AL BEE) (75, Hsee, 2018) , HoH K P A0
Tl PPAL R Y R e B S PP R AR A R L, —
FEIN AR A TTA B A< B SEPTAL B30T Al 35 % =R
BB, BTA T S RS L PP AL i TR
BHHET o A ~BEREUTERFEL
B, REMFOENR, BRELREGHE
XFAERB R Rm E K Filhn, XA 2R
B — I M B, SRS 25 S (Bl —
PR U ), X T AR IR, M T
FELE R R BL IR, AT B 3 A
INFRTF (L 36 ) B A A T LB i B A A, LK A
Wi g Bt i 0T 2 (YT S5 f5 A7 A s (B AR
TR A EE), WA AR 22 57 (Sevdalis &
Harvey, 2006),

Kb, 5565 A B 407 S e IR 42 32 24l B
Fr B AT PEAL R s ma (B 1), —J5TE, 24 AR T
Al PR AR B (D R A AIG | IR D B, A AT
fE S T AR DS BeoE, T RE 2 ) B 0 22 (DR
L D), MAAERSITAERT, TREEN LM
fEARPEAG B AR 0 AT IPAL P8 =, AR T LA
HZ MG BT BB AN 0, DL i 53R i 2=
FHXT I D (R AR 2), Rk, PIFPIEATEL T
PR R AT e 2 N I AF R G (PSR 45 1 1 A
24—, H— T, X4 EARAT AL R
KRR . R ZR), TERMIPAGEET,
PR 5y, T LM TLT- 00 9 P 3 (e S 25
R, EIRAGIPEEET, FE S LI
AR B AR Y AT PRSPk — 20 52w, AT LRI
Z G B TR 40 00 43 AT, I 09 e 5 O 22 3
— W (R LR 2), HIRESR | C84RIE T
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A > I > AR
(CFTVEA A
(RHERE, Fi) P
BEEEESY s s JLF- T
A WO R
Paan ,| BAs | LEEs
w5 BopesRe
ATV o
KR HIHZ) |
. A PEA T PSR REES: J
A > BOMIRE) [ s > k-

P IBREA TR B i 1 B e R AR AL T (B T GET)

o BRI, BERsE P RhIPAG A X R B 3R 45 R 9 Tt
AR R, PR R e S LA B (e
WEER 12 —2).

3 HEbREHSTHHERIMN

B T RARG B PSR AT M AN, AE H O AR PN AR
2 o0 F R AR A 22 P E A (Mullen et al.,
1997), L& PPN BARsr by AR AL : 41740
B br R, i 5w & PR (Social
Evaluation); T4 ¥EH B Ax A A KA, 562 IKAT
FIrUd B 412> L %5 (Social Comparison, XK H K 1F
i, Self-Evaluation) JFiZF, 6rE K, 2005), LB
B, PP Bl i AR AR AN T
AMEFEATIEN TS 55 B . ALt B i B
PR 5t AT AR 2 B0, AT DL gkt 28, H—
P S [ (0] B i et i ] ] o et ) g 01 81 o
i — g, Xt b RS AL AR A Y
R k2l

B oY R S R S U U e LI O P 2
E—FhELGE, RIS H bR (A 3/ A 8
Wa W T 2B SRR MmN S AR 28
B PEAN 25 5, XD A5 B T B AR T
PP A s, FRATTE PR 2 R 1 SO RN
[T BN ) o HH T35 55 B H AR PEA 9 52 )
J5 AR, AR SO0 A PR R . A L
T H bRk 2 BT, 55 5 R S B Y 5 AR T
M R EEAT, WFRZ AR, &2 MFRA
X} F 08 (Blanton, 2001; f&3CF 4%, 2021; R
7%, AT K, 2006), #lin, EAESIEMESETN, 1

AL 51 S PE S, Xt sk h s i B
PR Lok U, 5 | A S AL [ &2
PR B 51 3 PF 43 AR E T I o S A B R 4G
RIPP oI T, B R SRR, R AR T RARAL
N, AR AT AR T, TR AR T X LRAION (1 ¢
& 4, 2021); BT EFLR G S1Z4h, EmEILAT{E
BE SRR L A ) R TR R A T AL A s P4
BE % BT T L AR S PE A 5 TR A R0 B S
(Barker & Imhoff, 2021; {FJ5%& % 2015). BRT
i fLAt SRy, HALZE AR PR B AR B Ar A &
PEA B[R AL KT EE O . B 4N, Bless il Schwarz
(1998) A — T 56 F B 5% PEAN B9 0 58 & B, X F [
— A EVRERE R, S S A T
B R At LA, AH LT i 2H (B E BRI
B, A RO BUR A XA B, WA
PR BRI — B0 B B PR (1) T S, [RIbak
), R S 5 AR T B A I B0 HEBR A S,
MRS 453X —BUOE AR IEM (5 =535, X
PR ) o FEAE S IEBEEE N, X FREAAOR U,
FE N B IR 5 J) —m IR AR AT LS
1 A AN AR AT BTN B AT I 4
FHE T, BRI T SR, W kA T FAREON, AH
RAPESTALT, WA T X HA (Arnold et al.,
2021). BRILZAb, el H A ST 5T St A7
TE AT 2 B G TR AL AR FE RO, B TRV 7R 6
#E TR LR (basking-in-reflected-glory, BIRG) FlI
“R A/ NI (big-fish-little-pond, BFLP), H:
t BIRG UM AT b J&—Fh FALA8, B —A~
AT — A BRI PR, fhX) A O s
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> BT B PEAY 2 B SR M PR AR O S A (1 R o
HEI); BFLP RO W& —Fh Xy Lo akonz, B4 —A>
AT —A GRS PRGBS, A X T A O 2
SR BTN BN 23 L B PR AL B S TR 22 (S
T ) (Marsh et al., 2000),

M2, TEALSVEN /A2 R fE T, X
T 5 ROV (R /% RO ) =2 Al iy We 2 H i
Fh ST S0 38 LA AT ) B /AHERRAR RS (Inclusion/
Exclusion Model, IEM)iA i : AN T8 515 B
FIUH TR, B 7= Az 0T 50808 18 B st
[l o ANMARLEXT HARBEAT PPN i B v, SR
S5 B MR T B0 BEERAE . B H AR RAE 5L
PRIERAE, QR 545 BRI MO H AR i 3%
I, W07 [ AR RLONE ;AR AR B RTE kg
EC B b oE B R AE, ) = AR X H SR (Bless &
Schwarz, 2010). B4, fHAPRRE 7AW HE
SE B BRI e Mg 1 500 1 BARTE
HWB? A% HEBRAE AR . AR B 5 B A
75 s 52 304Uk x BARFIT 510 4326 07 X 3
W, 3 17 5 M) (] A R0 BB 1 7 A Bk, A
RAEXT B AR AT PPN A Bt v, G SRk B bR Fn T
SN —26, WS HARRAE, JEim ™A [ 4
ROV SRR HAR AT SLH M, W28 sibn
WE AR, T = A2 X H &% W (Schwarz & Bless,
1992) AMAXS FARFIH 35 19532 5 X 52 8] 3 A
FES S AU A5 . 25 AR ERAZ G H AR R
A RAR IR 2, DM ] TR U o — 26 4
AR EZ B 1 bR R SRR A, D i )
T H A N PSS (Tversky & Gati, 1978). 4132 3,
A5 THEBR B ALIA Ry, R RN & A 1 A] BE AL
B ARSI SRR A 43 28 T SR e
FOEA I 2, R e ) SR RO B TE K,
7 RAGROR B X LU RN o B, #E TR A 45
5% 5 2 RO 38 S8 X LAy, e & B+ H
B 5 Z B AR R o R G T S5 R00E Y A
FREERW LT Fidde, YHEARmILS &R
FLAARBLPEAS [, i 7™ A 1) 7 S 800 1 BAAE
KA [F] (Barker et al., 2020; f#E3CE 48, 2021),
3 — TR 5 A P e S A 1 1 1 T FLAE A B AR
L, 52 M2 +1SD/+4 SD ByHifLAE A1 5 1
flo R AWM, MLT B EALLMER, —FF
I 52 BRI, ST T H A i LA 1] P 8 4 7E
HHAZELL SD I, [0 F SmALEET, B AL,

AH2E+4 SD I, 5 SR, LR
WFRF DRI, AMARESZ B H AR AT SR AR
BZ(+1 SD), W T4 HIH R —2, #Em= A 1w
AR A A PRI AZ B B bR 0TS 5% 0 A LR
(4 SD), T ] T8 LI P2, I 7 Az XF
FL3% W (Barker et al., 2020).

E g N I S el m T o OB e X o ey i |
(Selective Accessibility Model, SAM)[X.4> T B
BEAHY HO B B s AR A 55 FIAH S M A G . B
BPEE AR, TR R (A AT 2
e, AMESRA T BHEMEEMEREREZE, R
N BARANT S 2 R ARLY, s ST AR AL
Aor ey, DU A 50 18 P Wl AT AR A (0 15 B ROR
HARME BRI 505 B Z B AR 2R Ak
iy EAR RN 5 R A R, W s AT A R A
B, A ST e e DU 3 b R RT BR A B4R B ROR
HinE BME SE B Z M AE S AR5
S AN TR] AR, AR B0 PR A 5038 o BR] A sk
N, T A S A AR B R O HL YR, (Mussweiler,
2003), MHH, ABFF R, TEBOR0CHE — A%
Z IR AR R, 2551 & AT R4k, DU S
B 5 225 | & 4T R %) L (Haddock et al., 2002), {H
ST T A SR AR SCHE B AR —— X B
N, HE SR 56 W] 8 235 e A~ AN [R] 19
TR, PRAAH B R — T, R PR T B2
i B N1 e a2l S 122 N T
XA 53— 7, B RES, BiRME
SR M T BE S DR IE e, DA TTEG X 1
N (Ruys et al., 2006), Cogan %5 A (2013)%f F1fi
LR 5| 1R AT ST K B, 224 VR 2 95 A )
MY HERE b 2% 5 ORI, BT IS T [F — 2851,
B BT A BEHEAT LEER, A 2377 A X L3k
N o ZfRldth, AHARLEAS I A —E 2577 A W Y
RN, W55 e mFL AN L W] AE B A S
P =AYE A AR IR T AN 25 R A
AR B bR SL, S5 HAREALMZRLL 0.1
SD g ENL{E+4 SD {8 Bl N 1 222 A B T FLAE D
sHEAL. 45 R LM, ML T B bri Lok 2 BT,
1 H bRim FL 5 5w AL R B 2B, AR B AR
T AL 43 BT 32 208 st AL sem & A4 T ARk,
2 EARE LS SEFLY2E FAELE3 SD Z AT,
APRXT T H bR L 0P 4 1) R LT ) R
AP A= bR, BARIIERN, E 3 Z M
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SR, RARRON Sel KRN . AT, f
mﬁﬁzﬂmuﬁm@mgmﬁ&ﬁﬁiﬁ%%
LR, FTRE S 35 AL, #5550 BARi
LBt AHR 4 B 2 T (Barker & Imhoff, 2021),

T, 44 IEM A1 SAM Al (& 2), #4s
PEA FIAE 25 BU A 45 S 58 38 72 IR AR 0N 348 A2 X e
BN, e A MU T H bR A S50 22 1] 5058 AH A
PEo YA B H AR5 T 52 ] AH L R
B 1) T HEAT AR LR B, K 3 H 28, AT
T O H bR B RAE, #E 0 A RAGRBON, 7 —
FLENGE NN SR (VR e = R A v N (SN i R 5
IFARLITERRIE A, M H MR KRR, Bl
H RN 76 SRR T 55, T WIEA S F WA
ik, LRI 2% o A B H AR 5 T
S AR AH S A B, A0 TR AT AR S A B,
THEEREEE, T SO AR R AE,
T 72 A X LSO, A — AR b, A S e
LU A5 K o % AR R S TERRBE R,
A SRR B, AR T B B A
ZHEAT AL, PO E O T R R HE—
ASFRIS T, AR T AT KAk 1 SR 58k
PRATT 5RO 1 KN 1] B H A -7 5 A L
AL B

4 BEETHHNRFRESE RN

R TH A VA B ar S e %, i f
FAE 23 PE A 15 57 2000, S o T L R i Dy — Fif
“Pids” LR R (8] 3). kM, 1Ett2

PEAN AL & b B, AR B AR5 75 50 AR X
A%, R R AT O B SR
Fb bR 8 T SR AT AR, ks B O/ A2
T S A E AT B MR AT IR R B A
SR L BAR AR T S AT AR, ks
B /Al N 1 = 8 85 2 1 ™ X B
JE BT AR, e AR A R AR 508 OGS E S0
] LA — 25 R0 4y R AT R Ak H O8N R AT
[ Ak Lo akon O Y, ATl K, 2005), H, -
AT AR (B 15 s R4k, H AR RN A2 =) Rl F
A3 XF U RN, (B AR T BEXT EE,  HARVEAN A8 80 2 il
AR T H AR PEA A8 5, X 0T LS g S —Fh
Xt E AR B <M ;AT 0 A% (B 8 1 ST L
H AR P 28 A1) AT 47 ) A6 28500 (B AR 55t ] Ak
H AR EA A2 %) W0 359 ff 454 PR X H B 1) A A2
1%, X AT AR AR — Rt B bR B9 - L7

Wt 2 U, A PPN 00 I ff R 4 S 4t 2
TEA T4 23 LB 1 15 s S 2 BLi, *%T$
J b AR AR i T2 208 S
m%mﬁmﬂ?iﬂﬁmﬁkiwﬁol%,&
AT] LUK A PEAG B9 00 A8 o BELAE 590 I 4 S0t
a2 LU 8 S RO IS

HIERERERE, —HZNWAAE—E N2
S, I IGE5E e ——X R o 1 9, AL TR Y
SR, ARG EX QT ES BRI,
FEARTEEEX S AT, AT ZEAE H bR 7Y
S AT R o A TEAG U SR AR X B Ar A
AR HEATITAL, I/ 8 Z MR R, S5 4h,

A LS L A ST
[ / \
AR BT L
bl IR PR
e
N | e | e
ST ST
MRk 3 HRTH

K2 AT Ao LA SR

N = A HLA T (2 F TEM AT SAM)
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AT

<

Bfte: vt

TR

RN

“ﬁ}}”

AT R0

ot LA

<

TATX AU

P30 il B 5 79 S A L

TEAt RO, HAR T SR AT A O 4EE A
SATAE— AR R/ NG R o, 8 EAT AR
i, % HARA AR T o 5, DI Rl e 7
SEIRAE, FARPEAY A 1) 75 507 ) SR A g,
HASAR T Sk, 78 FATIH R, = H
PRAS SR TR S, DIk RO B St R AL
FURR PR A 1) 75 5207 [ SR T i A2 1%, dIF A&
i FUAR T SR A o 15 A o 7 v UL AN A7 7 T
9 H AR SR/ R &R, IR AR WA ZOR AN A
BE T B — 4 B 0 JE R X F AR A SR BEAT PR AL A
MO R, PRI AT R 2 SIS VA AN R B
i AT S DA 9 R/ 56 AR 5 B DA AR S Y
L

Pk, AT S T e Al DA L 2 Ak e A
R VA LA X 9 S0 10 i RN . FRAT]
JIr 2 L 8 A - B e AN AR A E S R S5 22 1)
£ D 4 1) B B, TG 2 26 LU RS R 30T (550 Y A
XF H bR 00 &F FA ) B2 e, 8 A A H AR A
5 BT O R 55 R I IS FECT A i A
AR T o AL, SRS AL S,
AMRTE BN PPAG RIS PPAG I AL EE A, TULH
D 5 B KR S, RXE A BTN BEAT AR
ARTE R ITAR I HE A, BRGIPAG I L HE B,
D58 B O B e T ORI A B B A
To Flt, fErbor EAEMES R, AT R
SEONE AR A0 AR R R AT H AR A A
BT RPN A, e e <l s AT
X HE AN R A7 R A28 24 3 m AS HAx F B BT
Y AT S PE A I AR A, DRI A < B S
e (K 3).

5 ERENMERATHASER NS
= X

50 BETEIATHSERIFNE SN

HEtRE

AT AT, iR R RGNS
R BRAE, SR — 30 B 7R B G T4 F S T
s R 25, AEPFTEA T MR AR—
B, A UL & AT Wl S (Kahneman & Ritov,
1994), KT, TEAL 23 HARL/PPH Y 75 5800 450,
AR — B 431 N 5245 1 [F) A 355 Rz sl %of L 280 i 114
S5IB R, FEIRA % H bR 2 BRI, T
B T ORI 5T B B AR PE A (R
FrufE), LISk M 5] 4 /% B R 2 A e A, X
PR 15 H Ar s 2 B TN X — FE 2R T
A3 AR UE, AR AT B X T4 A A IR R (R
CEEAE, 2021), fltn, ARFSA A EWR G
HALVE A BAR AL, Ko S s g . A
W 5| 7 AR 51 7 0 s LR BT 2 8, JFER
B A% H AR LA R 5| S AT AN, S5 R
L EIWIE B3 Y a sl MRS R 0 T - N e e 4
Sl NG T R BER RSy RS T 5 A
T BRI BN TR ERG TR TN
HAxiT4sr. BEbizt R &5 Hasw, smslhH
seFLIG S T BARITEY, ARS8 L
PR T X B AR RS, AT A AL SR
(Geiselman et al., 1984), ¥ 45 WF 57 [RIAE A FH o 45 0
SUTRTEALYE S BRI AL, #1154 TA BN s
OO LEALNE ) o IR SR B I P2, SRS 2 UL
BT EGRW T 8 )R,
ULFE To I, T JE %5 B bR LB 51 0 i
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WA, SRR SR N BARTEFLIRE] 1755
FART R . FIHGZIF T E e, @l
TS ALPLAR T X B AR PR, A T X R
1 (Kenrick & Gutierres, 1980). A B4~k 5% 24 {8
F AR 51y f LA S B AR TE AL, S TR
RIoF & By 45 5L, A AT RE IR T H AN ) A i 7 =X
NEIE

NG VAT A i e 52 2 0 5 1) 46 S s 1 114 400
fRE, HE RS O & A 5, WA
SO H ARSI R B LR, KA T SRR
i B ARV 5 T8 S A B AR SR 3470
L (2 X b i), AR T 08 S, B0 TE T 5=
AR AP B X ERIEERELT(EH
SN EARPEM>FELR, AR S 8 B AR PE <Dk
£8), A RetE IR MR R A T Ak AR, #F
AR T S, PO SRR B H AR
BEFREHTFEL T (EHE SR AR <5t
2, AR R AR RN >R LL), A BEME IR 1Y
WA TR ERONE o ROULRIT IR (S8 3 AR AR fERS
0 RAb 80T (2 5 5 Y B AR PE > i st g B
PRI, AR S B AR PEA < 3 5 00 H AR
PEH )RR L ASONE (755 75 55 I ) AR PPN <vh 5 37 i
9 H AR P BRI ST, AR AT BE A7 76 X 45 2R /Y 1R 52
(Geiselman et al., 1984; Kenrick & Gutierres, 1980),
AR DE, HAR T B B R IEAN> b SR
B HARPPAN, (HICR R TR, R EZ> 5
TR AY H AR IR > T S 8 B B PR, IR A
TERS T e SR, ST b A S X L3500 (e 75
SRR 0 HAR VRO B AR X TR Z AR) o 2o
I, BESCEAE N (2021) AT S0 IE T 3K A AT A
[i) — > S 56 KON A0 2 X R v T 2 R AN, {HAE
AERE AR HE S E00] LAHER SR Lt . BRIk, AR
T ER A LU AT I RN, R
5 PPN FLEA IO () A0 2 B e S8 ng (9 A el —
BE, WA 1E H bR T B Y B4R 7K T (Barker
etal., 2020; fE3CE 4%, 2021).
52 BRETARATHSIERIFENEEHEH

=AU

TR G PPA B AL R, HTXT T I A PRAR Y
s 8- B 5 TG Ao 8 T e R ) T ST DA 1 B TA
g, I R G 3 SR T PR A AR A T B,
00T PG M FE 2 3 =5 i R R By s, R OR M
(BEVPAl ) B AR A B N TE R 2 BUYE ) - RGPl

RS UG B PP R CH T S i =
MAEE, B RE R RS A1E) (Hsee, 1996), 1)
FFE s OB PP T FSON AR, 5RO 14 T W)
ARG B 22 32 3] =07 K R RS2, BB
W HAPRAR . TP HE R RS SRR X TR
L O KA AH DG 58 UE S a7 g o i, 7
T ALK 51 3 VP 4504sl gk A7 75 PR R B ik, B iii L
B A B AR TSR, 43 R T AN
) AR FLAS B B RRIE P A B R AE X T
LIS IO B (2 5%, 2013). A BIFSE
R, WO B AR LA B BRI, AnXs FRE
V- B AR 1) A I A T R AR AR, 2 T AL
WS | T3 PPAN P2 A R, AR S TS R P
PR R E v (R A A v DR T AL ) AR 2 e ) Rl 2
PEACRAE 22 19 T L 25 7 36 @ i W5 | 334 (Damon
et al., 2017; Komori et al., 2009; Rennels et al., 2008;
Tomeo et al., 2017). A4 55 A, WM& A S
FRAE, QATHE A B RWT T o PP H R A 2
AL 75, Wosxt T L% 77 ™
SO, A2 M0 ) T 4 A R T v 4 T L DA
LG DR i CE & e e Al S BN ]|
FIFNSCAL T 545 K 3R #9315 (DeBruine et al., 2008;
Morgan & Kisley, 2014),
I B T R SRR
U SCEG I T SCRTIPAl P B0 0 LR R 5 505 8 Y
1EHl (Hsee, 1996). i CH & FI Y B BTtk R KT
i 427 37 9 0 1 HEBR AR A (TEM) R 3% 28 2 3 3K 455
(SAM) R /™15 SRR 1Y BT AR B AL 13 AT 505 R
P B, SRIEES S H RS B0 RH LR T 5
N B R /INFILT 0] B9 521 (Bless & Schwarz, 2010;
Mussweiler, 2003), 15N FFrk, BEiEH A0 BFR-
T SAR AR XS 75 57 R000L 8 /NI 7 ) ) 5 Wi 5
FR FUZ— AU HEM, 4505 P A GBI 5T T
A G5 X FARAUME I BT A ARG L, HOAS R RS
A3 H A 2 SR A AN AR ] o 58 S0 5 N (2021) YIS
WoR, B H AR S A 22 5RO, Ak
BN BT /)N, Barker 1 Imhoff (2021)fHF5E 4%
AR, HAE BRI 520 R 2 55 8K,
[ ACRONE e 3E R W, BT — A e R it
f o FEHE, SO PO HT#E B AR 5 22 (E0F
A0 FFER, PRHAT RERT A A X F B LA H 2
JEH W —EB Sy o AH A H RN, T
& H AR -5 5O R XS T 5RO RN F 5 )
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) 52 T A ) 8 3 00 00t L B AT 4 A S IE S E,
T2 18 T BN 1 o R BN T SN s e 1 A T
FIRA SRR, — DR M2 45
S A 2 BT 1 A IR 4R B — 25
R BAR-8 S U AR fR I L IR AETE RS
Bl X -8 S AR B A T TR A A 4
53 BAETHEUAATHSERIENET =M

BHEEMR

AT RIA T, AR AT B PE Al
FERA PPAG B, 388 55 2 P 4E B YR M AT
B — A EEEZEEMEEAN, 5 —1NEHEAKX
HEHE SV (74, Hsee, 2018), 40, —#F 8
o F VKB (AR08 10 6], #RF R,
IKBGART A HF—HF 7 7l B vkios (12
BUh 5 d2w), MRFadl, KR & T ), 5
TELPR G (EEEXMETA M & (O
KEBHEG A AL, MMETFELAEA2E
B B ATRUE;, IR B, B emoE B
X — 2 B AR G VEAR, AR TR RS
A TR, mFHAT A EMHT S RER,
SRR fr I — 4 B AR AT B TR B TR 4 5
WAL T, ZEPIA4E B Y RRAE A A B2 R, A
T & HE i 1) T e 7% A & (Hsee, 1998), {HAERH &b
B ST 1 SN I, AR R E
PREAT VPN B B 4R B2, R B AR o [ I S L
SR B BRS04 4 B R O R — 4R, i
SEALR S - B LIRS ) . R AL IE
B BAREALTTFE R . R AL — B AR
FLSZ B PE RN 5t L AN ] M — H bR E L Ab ) 4
(Barker et al., 2020; Barker & Imhoff, 2021), MEK
I RE, B, o AT b
HH R fm 8, T REXT B AR TEMr = AR 1 2 1 )
A/XF IO o FERGIR I A PEAG S, B AR IF AN
2L SR A PR AR 48 5 — 4 B p R Sk b T He R, 2
1E2 T A2 R Z B A B, A S
HOR GG AT 2R . S RUHh, AE A AN SR,
WAFEAS R 4 BE (9 R AE =2 (8] RH 52 Ml 43X — B4
(RREsd s, flhn, 77885 AQ015)K M m
W 51 77 s 1 L 23 AR S AT M i 28 1 E b
LB I AR B AR RS TR, AT AL R
o T 0 28 155 ) B85 A4 B X LA Qi AR N(2018) %
WAL S BT HLAL TS B B 2 X% 1 AL AT AR IR T
A I A B 1 R AR O, (ISR I TE T

{5 B ROXT IR, DRt FLA5 SR A7 BE, Qi SCprig,
T BRI, A AE TR ) b A 5 R) Ak 80 2
HHESEL L, T—1B%ANQ2)NEE T LE R
{5 BT R AL, &5 50 & B () & 2 U b
B 55 B S AT B AR FLIE B = (1) Y
FIAE BEVEANY, Bt 23 28 5 Ao o) 1 FL T 15 B 1) 3%
A B AL B A TE . BRILZ AN, i H IR ZHF
FEAR RN T 1 S AR B B AR T Y 5 4 BE R,
e BRETAR XS AT R R L R A, B A
SV HIA AR BR S [ARASRXT H AR RE T 1T
TR A REITEMERN, Bt ST Ay
AR BXTHRRE ST . FBE MR B ]
A 1 45 i 1 [R] AR 8500 (Cetre et al., 2020; Oh et al.,
2020; Todorov & Oh, 2021; J“ZEHE, 2019); HiF
P Bz B BR Z85A7 B N B UM 1) T S 2 146 1 8 25 1 A5
AERXS B AR TE AL S PR S, B RRAS
R SR F R B 55 82X B AR 09 18 LR
5| 3 PEMY 7= A 5 4 Y [R] AL SR (Sakano et al.,
2021; Sutherland et al., 2017); R I& 25 kL2
LA Z AN, AEE L . SRR 0% T R
R I A A B AR R S AT H
B B T FL T AE BE PR S, B Ak S G vy 75 5
FE. FEESREL . HHERETREEME S
AL T 5 E S AR EE e X B A% 0y T L RT3 B TR
77 AR 1 A BE Y [R) 46 R0 (Brambilla et al., 2021;
Charbonneau et al., 2020; Sutherland et al., 2017);
TET LI U 2 b, TAEE R 55 Bt &t
Hir i TAEAR BT = AR S g m, HE
S XF LR (Gesa et al., 2021), {H&, [iRE4ERE
TR ILT- R AR AR AT R G B N S i 5E — %
JE B AR I S 22 [ A < 5 4 B A AL P X SRR
If 1 ELAARAEE 2 RN Ry []) 77 A (AR RS W, T
B R ZAURYE S 505 B AE BRIP4 Z M 53
— 2 A RRAE AR FCEA TR S A 432, v AR
Sl H(ET I %, 2015), /KA WAQI et al.,
2018)%%, DML, KA THEEXT HARFIE 5 2 (8] [
5 Yk B AR LM A VT B N A TR Al R L, L
PR WIS [6) 4t 2 19 8 50 F b =2 ] 4 A+ B
X RN M B m L, IR, RERER
XFF HARTEAN 1 25 4k B2 R4k /%) LU o, PP
A 5 58P0 B AR 5 — 485 B AN RS R
A RE 23 % Y 4E B 0 H AR DA 7 A I 4 R 5
Wi i, AT A, EHVENE SR B AR
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FE 2 2 U M A R T P RER (38 R v b 7 A AR
M AR A BEAA), T X PN B A B4 Al 4 (] 7 e
4, 2015), VAN E X H bR 0 R AN AT AR 2
1ol (— T 2 T &y L 438 M A A 108 R E O e 307
ORI FE WA Tl 45 B (FB A2 2, 2019)), A
I T BB R i TSm0 R A0, AMIC R St
H bR T Fe Nz, ol H) 55 5 1 o0k B AR X sk
B FIAL T 52X H bR B RS0 o (HiX 38 H g —A
e, MR BRI IR D, KRBT AT R E
S B SIERTF AT, SR 06 UE 7525 HBLER 4 i N
TR VAR AR X 585 — A 190 0 S5 80 ) 498 5 1) 555
1 B I LR R o] . 8 H TR M,
T3S T FL AT 5 B DT 190 35 T4k 2 4 B M A 114 PN
A A i 305 o7 7 7 AR L B TP A R B R —
5, BV BT PR G B AR RR R (E— 18 4,
2023), S HAUR AL PEMN B R B T B &
P TR A A e (AT T VT S P B A I s 1 TR b
BRNE), i AL P A 2 DU R 3R B A 5k A P A R i
U o fE T S PRl A A X R EL A
Ji DAL 1 AN B ff R R Sk 3R 7 R AR 2
JEE PR R AR AL X S — 2 R %) T S A 1 38 5
I 55 76 > 78 AS 1R) A2 374 2 v i 22 57 e HLR A
HATIRE  BJm, WATSCE, BEA PRI 4m
B TR A Y I JE R AT U (MR
B AN HE - ITAL”) (B7VH, Hsee, 2018), i
I 52 1) e A 55 A AR B b IR AN A e 1
BRI PP PR AU . TEAESIEM AR SR, B
PRAE B KRR A T H B @ M, PO B ) J 1
Z WP T S T A . TERXANERET,
TSR T PR M RS 2 BT A 0 B
PN 51 =) K& 5 H bR R 09 S (g 51
FIRVE AN AL . FE S 2P b Ar 5 AT {5 BE 1Y
KBOFRIRZI . L, ARRMBITIE AT LIS
e P REE N AP QIR d PO S=e I AiN AN
54 BATGEABTHESERATHESHNN

SR A

PN FE SR D SR et /R S G U
T LS e — SO B ST () 8, 7 T SRR 40U A7
T — A~ 20 3L (% PRS2 () A, R <A P AR SR EOR BEA
F O 5 — AT 257 Xk — ), AR T
BN T HAR-TF A M X — B T, 4
B 2SO, FRATT I AR 2 Sk BE A
B, 5 HHEWE 190 4, HEEME]F140

ar), A RIPERAR, W A A X RO, A
SHWs | e E RN T SRS e, AT
AR, Bzl b (R A, AT L
L), AHSCHL, A SRS F1(40 4, HE R
W5173(90 J3), A MBI, 8% WAk 4
XFECARRE, AR F B I 51 7 B R R 2R
PRI, AT AHE AL, BT L 2 (o
VA, G X LERRNE) o (ELAE 1T B R 4 A e
5177(90 735 95 73 s B M IR 51 T (40 73015 45 71),
BN F bR SRR X 35 SO AR A,
AN R i E R A LA b T (RSO,
2021), IEQNREGSCHT IR TE—EME N, HAR-75 5
AR e ] P28 R A o AL Rl AR SO I AN 22 T
BRIG, 5 = F WA mE, BIGE H AR PR
TRLT R, M BIFASA BH LA, Wi
AR 27, AE Rl ARS8 T 2k )i — i1 5 H
B FEATEAE, A 15 5 Sedb A7 R SR 7 A
XFIEHERT WA o DI > R S g |
(e R (L) a51 A ik D £ e 2=V 5 = TN 1
WIET IEM FI SAM Bt i) 4 23 AR R 2 L
BT SN LR, T AR,
I B AT AN BEHA E 2 75 & AR [RE RN, A LB
A SRR ILZAR L B RS RBE AR T, HR&
VAR X — B 09 A BER R, AR A A SO0 T ok
RIS, A5 B A B s W51 g, AN B
i PR, IR RS IR, T
BB S AR R, X7 A AT A B B
ARG — ;A H R O RS | g, W
it L B (e a VRN, I A ] A LA,
M A B s S IF A SR B HR). 45k, MBS
PRSI OR R, FEH X — RS R L, A7
TEVIRHEIE, BIEGRFCS . Bomim . & Fon
G35 B8, PP S SR R A X — 46 5
J P B R OB B A X — B e — E A
JE E e T SO UM DL DR Y H AR A
S EEARABLINS,  Hy T B A [ A 20 2 5 2R T
BB DR IRIE, ook R LUK FER 21 532 1Y
PO RIS R X

TENA PG GEA )R, B W A FEfr
X LR, JEHZ WL T i 5 (Chang et al.,
2019) fEmi R, S E R A (H AR
PR A AT RE K A2 B T — M e (T 3R R LAY
Wi 117 5 He S B R BUAN A (Gl 5 2 B0 8 LUAIORE) o 91
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n, WP ASE—mi, Hemil, RAM
2, TR DU ) 3 H ) R ITE B — A AR
BbRIE; Bk, BIfESkZRIIFAEE(FH
Fr), (HHTFHARE )X, i E 25 i
PN S b LS B e B 4 (T AT X EL AR ) o 31X
FpXT B 800, 0 25 5 AR S AR IS B T & 2k,
B 2 [ ot % 4 A4k i X 22 A A A TR A
I ot 5 A 0 0 B 18 T A P A, D) EE X A
ER 1 5 e T RE DR 37 o — AT A A8 v A UK B 4 T Y
SR TR, FH s At 2 1) 1k 45 S B Ik B 4
RSN S0 A T E . flan, Btk
A SA TR % 00 de R R IFVE ), 13k 3Kak
A 72 AE X B A B, (ELHIT AR X MEE AL, S
O R S Al DA TR S, BEA R
i1 BE R #5401 N\ AE 2635 BE 7 T BT L T 4 )
288, NI & 26 2 AU 4 B 3 (% B30, Ot
T I A PR A S PR A e X — IR B
T CRIRTE A VEAL 23 (575 BHIFVE I (0 7] DAl 4 41
BT IR I AR R, (H LR A fE T A AT IR,
PEAKSR = TR ). Bbah, ISR 45 A
CEARREN Y, B — 5 ATV R O A i A
[ ACRIONE, RPBEPT- A 25 A B 1 28 H 110 4 o5
A 2 T G AT At 1ty b SRR A IR
(Thorndike, 1920). filtn, Pl IE 4 20k
A A b B T ) B 4 N E & (Nisbett &
Wilson, 1977). B, T 0 77 6 6 F s 4k 45 5 vl
EENEEEAT M. 3 TBA IR A,
AT LA RGN 2 bR o, [ A% B R
AHRL AR EE, R A X e A AT AR TP,
VAU 55 45 4 B =2 TR) A9 K L2 Wi 0 49 3 4% 285 SR
N ] 5 (Busemeyer et al., 2019; &7, 2004),

2 /796 2 A AN TSR0 0 B
FER AT BRI RIS (0 )2 T, AR B AR A
TPAL SR A9 — A, ST —SE 0 2 T ST,
P IERIAT T A0 R B LR P B S b &
55 BATHEUATHSERIETNE SR

MRBEREERE

AR, BT EA A B i R g
VAN AT 2 LB 0 T B AN 2 [E] 1 2Bl
TERE AN X — B AT, KRR 50 b
ECIRYN N QAR TN I - s o5
JH e HL S B 17 P S8 T JREF, R T DA A S
S0 A0SR 1 AT 5% A5 B0 AL AT, TR 2 A

SR A IS Al A RN SRS G

B2, ZHZMLTIFAELME, BIE7E
— M2 . RN E R A T A I
VN e IR SO SR SN 1 SR
I T AR S P I PSR AE SE h, TRA X Gl
EW . EI R R B R A RE I AN 58 4 A [
i T HAL S, RS Z A% T R BHArE
.M EEREME RERZAMYEZ MM EER
ESp=AUT]N

AL R, Br TR0 B . P&
MR EZIN, AR BARPE I8 & 32 5
WL B 1)t A Xz H bR TEA B . i AN
(2013) 56 F 1 FLIE 51 3 PEAN 1952 il R 2R ) 2553 v
AR R, AT AL S| 1P B ] R A
MBS REAY, BUATIE B+ S e Rt S, 2
e, RFA ST R AP B A 0 fe] 5
Wil A AT H BR B PR 0I5 45 SR L S AN 5 —,
FEAELL T =Rl fig: SH—, A X TRIEITMIER
BB 5 B0 T R PR SRR A0 (BIVAH L F N AR, A
M3 H X AR 25 B O RO Y T AR T A B URY)
(RALGE 55, 2020), B sb AT, ARG Sk X 4
WANBEIRI, AH LT Lok, LotEst Lotk (N BEE)
VAN B 2% BB 45 5 A2 B 5B M (AN RE ) X 45 1)
PR A2, BIASAT PREAR B AR B PF4 v fE
Ko Z BN RMATEM . B, FART
AR 2 ) (B A A2 N BRI AT R AT 4 e
PA TR MEB) IR N EI, LHHET
I M T 5 T 2R A 52 1 SR W OO B A, B e,
2022), EULFTHEM, AHELT B, X B G
FER) BTN T8 25 ) 52 B At 2o (R RO X L 45
AP A sE IR, RIS R XS SMEEGR H AR 0 TR AN T
55 Z BN FERMATEHr By mg . 5 =, —3e
TSR FTIAN, SRS 4h B iR
N B2 2 PR S AL, i 2 38 1 A7 6 b E AT A8y
i, 5 AR E O A T B A RE AR B, IR
INEST, W KB, Hh 5 IRMATE AN 5% A
HAEAE, HNBREEZ (AN E LSRN HER
R ZAFF I3 (Chen, 2022), 1 ATHEDN, 461
T, ZoMexr B R 2 v (R MR B IE A 3
25 5 52 3 oAt Lo Ve (B X L 25 10 I VT4 1Y
A, BN ARS ANER B AR TN R 5 %
F N BEAATTAN I RZ I

H UL, KL gem R BT AT MR
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Contextual effect of social comparison and social evaluation:
Insights from the perspective of joint evaluation

HE Tingting, WANG Yiman, CHEN Wenfeng
(Department of Psychology, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China)

Abstract: Preference reversal of joint evaluation is well known in the field of decision-making. The
Generalized Evaluability Theory (GET), as a theory for preference reversal with the strongest explanatory
power, emphasizes the role of the mode of evaluation (i.e., the presence or absence of contextual information)
in the decision-making process. The theoretical models for the contextual effect of social comparison and
social evaluation, e.g., the Inclusion/Exclusion Model (IEM), also emphasize the role of contextual information
(especially the similarity between context and target) in the evaluation process. Analogous to preference
reversal, the contextual effect can also be explained as a kind of "decision preference" (upward assimilation
and downward contrast) and its "reversal" (upward contrast and downward assimilation). Based on the
analogy between contextual effect and preference reversal, the contextual effect was explained and extended
from the new perspective of joint evaluation. Future research should focus on how to measure the contextual
effect, and several prospective directions were proposed, e.g. interaction between contextual factors and
evaluated target, cross-dimensional contextual effects, interaction between contextual factors and evaluator,
and practical applications of contextual effect. It is expected to promote a deeper understanding of the
contextual effect and the theoretical integration and practical implications of these two fields.

Keywords: social comparison, social evaluation, contextual effect, joint evaluation, preference reversal





