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1 3|l§

NGRS =203 I N SR NN AN S R i [
W2 (B 27 J&, I B I 7 A X 15 S B 2T ¢ 1 L
FI AR, mAE R RBAPR P RIT N (Halevy
et al., 2012), Harinck 11 Ellemers (2014)%f A Bx
SRR 53 R PP AL L T ) 4 (0B I ) 40T 1 o 58
FEE T O (8 W 22 5 iy i 98, JT A AR BT b 2 X i
6] s fa) 4k e W) S5 32 M 0 1 1Y) 0 O A AE 23
B Fir S By, G 2 E S B AR . AN AT
YA oo NP5 4% 7 M 1% BE B TE S LR &
N BRI 25 w0 58 95 T B 98 UR 09 43 e [m] 8T, b 28 19 AR
JRAE T4 7 (R a5 VoK e A 2 2 MLZ T,
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AN, AFRMESLAY R, BRBM, ARFE, AFE

i 4% (Kouzakova et al., 2012; Schuster et al.,
2020), TE2A4t2y, Bl 4Bk A IR R LI R |
FEAC IR SE R AR KR, AT St i A1 38 )
A AR AU . B A DR R 0 b N SRR,
N R BN 5 1) & A 40 56 A, 2 052 32 34 1) 7
P phn, FE TR HARuF d, AN E K AT
RES MR Y B RIE KR & T 0 B bR 28 5 mi =4
B TSRS R, oG TR KA A ik 2 4k
AN B B L, A R 7E o (E 3
& B AS TR T AR 22 5 AR 9 55 $E (Schuster, 2021) .

-, KRR, BfE, R b4 R
T, FESIZ T SRz, A& K,
BT R 25 0 A BRG] LIl S ey . R
B3 O RN 2 T A5 B 28 A sl e, SR, —HLA
Prof e v e S IE W2 5, & 07 Fr 48 1 In) 8L
REZ YA I BN THR AL 55 1 . AEAR AR
i S RTIIER Y- S E N N '8 1] B U
TER 25 0P 2 AT 2B S R R, InEAL . %
S R YN - BRI SE W N vy
(Harinck & De Dreu, 2004; Wade-Benzani et al.,
2002) & —m AMITELE IS A TRk 2 . BAEH
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T 2A4EHT, LA <EARE, A R B,
R LB (L A TR B A3 (3t
s ) WA ANTE T 1< W7 SO R GE, DL
VAT ANTAESR T A S E LS I i A B 2 A bk
Yo WA, FETE AL T 2E 5 19 A B b €
AN XE LUK AR IR? SO G I 7 1 fig HEAE HIBL
il BE Al 1B AT 2 A7 88000 VA i SR, T AT D
TN BRAN AR UL i 5 1) P fife W 2

FIZE DL L IR, [ P Ah o B 2 2 A T SR AT o
JEIF T RpBe i RIE IR R, FEAC U R T
BN FERRBEF R . TS A G PR Z A
FEH O E T HT R sh R AE NI SS R . SRR
RO A B LR VA T RAS R PG e B R A
IEAE G Rl 1 R G S0 VR i SR, X T i
B e 5 e i DR A (I B 2 ) 22 S T 7 A B9
i P HL A E B A BE A B L I, AR
e RGBT AT 1 2l b, el 5 A
P i e 2 014 L A ) A B A (O o 5 A L s
SRR BAARR I, 25 51 AN B g BT A
2855 22 ARGE L 1 IR A SR, AU O 2 4R ) 5
IS AN S B 4 R B AR K o

2 ANBROMEM i S E LA A AL IR B
xm

MCHMRKE, 55T R 5 898 4 i
HNBR o A L, PR (8 0 22 5 10 7 A B9 B i
RGP LR RME, FERAELT LA
J7 1l o
21 HhRMBREEMER

KEWF LM, AR E W of 28 2
R T —RINIT AR OB RB IR
(Kouzakova et al., 2012), =3 58 /D 7 [7] [ e e
1528, ARMER i, 156A W25 B2 B (Harinek &
Druckman, 2017; Kouzakova et al., 2014), %%,
IEBAESR, RN BRI AR R IESE S, R
BT R A T P B IAI . 140, Frimer
FNQOINHAT T —IWFFE, W k—FRI5] KM
H b o2 (4, anlE PGS . 3% Rk B At 3¢
b 22 5 A, & BB A T ) Bk T R R 5
BEBRMILSUAERZRE THXT TR, R
HH I 3B o R 0T S X A AT AR o T L, R
BUSR AL F N BR A (B 2 rf A 5 0 38 2 iR
FIHLAT AR Ak AR, b AT Pt = 28

D4 (Stockli & Tanner, 2014), Schuster %5 A (2020)
FEMCEER BT HE— 2 BRI, A AT SR
R I 193k HEA TR DL LB BRI 25 58 A
N B (WL o 5 25 A EWUERSZ B 2E S T8
W BRSNS T, BER Y 3 R SE (8 1 ] (fR 3
I8 5 ORGP AE G SCA) AT, TER] 25 BB 55 1F T,
FE Y 3 AU 48 4 R AT R SR AT . SRR,
AH LT F 25 0P 58, ZE (W0 W 2 4544 R A
AN B e, W H 5 FAAHERZ
JE A ]I 2R . BRE SR AT R AR L 2
FENBRA B i 5217 15T 09 A X fe 4 45 2R 1)
R TEAR, M H 2 A 2 0 R 2
LRI T, AT BRI E X vl 2 v
FI AL AS JE 2 FE s e m) 8, X oo 81 e A7
Ry AU 1) A6 R L ) A2 BRAE AR DA i R B, BT
T T B A 8 0 o 28 B 2 3R B0 HS BH I 1) e g
FERUIERF . BN, Kouzakova %5 A (2014)i i3 %if
W AT I N 5 43 S 3 N BR A £3 w5 F A
PR UL v 52 A IF S L b X TR, BN
A BRI A R & LS, X F )5 A WM EAR
PRAPTEREE (14 Ff B S [0 ), DAIHR LU B AE A
N B i 58 H A48 B0 1 % (cardiovascular) 21V Y
245 . Kouzakova 5 A FE T M BRI 47 14 28 4.0 #4t:
217 (biopsychosocial model of arousal regulation)
A0 ML AE S DX A3 R PR . BB RS
PR RS o Horr, B R IR 2 AR i
it (cardiac output)Fl = 45 BH 7 (vascular resistance)
e S ke, 17T SR AT B ROPR A v O B RGO A
BH 7ok S i O 178 SOV 46 B 2R BT, AR ] 4 e
REEGHN AL —Fh P, ATk
Btk b2 AHEZ W E U, A, Y AMTTTH
X NBRAN BV rh 2 I, A AT S 22 M of A VR 2 X
B 0 — R, T S S e ) R T A B
J1 AR HER |, Harinck 55 A (2018) 3 M P4 435725
A (L S T R g JoT 1y 5 S 6 ) 9 8 B XoF 7 e
WRMATT X L. Z5R A, EAFRF S o
AV 1 SRR A RN, A B (EDU e
R AT R TR FEOK A RS, Hoh,
SEERAE ATt S T B AT N R
FEAEH(Carré et al., 2017), 5P (cortisol) 7K -
i 15 v 5 v 2 I3 1% S K R AR 1 26 4 5% (Saxbe,
2008). FZAESE N (2018)t & B, AR LL T H 35 vh
g2, M A UL P 3 551 T B B 7R BB O Bl 5k
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(ZKG) . /0> H, S (EK G) FI%E 28 i, 508 = A hm 20
BRI A S A R TR, X Sl R —
UL, AEABRBEIR v gs o AT AR R A O fig
RN XF, T 7E N B AN B oh 5% rh B 22 i JEk A7 )
B 5 7o
22 RIRSFETAHEM

N8 0 v 2 3 LR A R ) o5 — Fh e 3
H, B TRz R, SAFP AR SRIN
24 ) AT L R, B E RECEAT
H, XA AT S LA A BRIE B R R R, AT
AN T 7 sk N 7 3B F i e [l A

REWFR L, 50 EA —BOF T 1% I5F
IS T KR 10 X T — R B 5O A AE 4
S, 4nAE AAk(de-humanization), 17 B, IR
SRR 22 2. % (Chambers et al., 2013; Kouzakova
et al., 2012), Chambers 55 A\ (2013)% 4% 1 2 [#= {4
SR B ZR e 3 3 . WS B HIRAD
JEEEEN . RERE)X T T RHENESE, 45
R BT LA 42 B AR DL (B B i AR,
0 T AR S5 A1 U P9 T A A O DL g0 B 1), L
BT MEMZE S PT51 & W WA B b = it
T AR W . Brandt % A (2019) Y BF5E 45 Rl K&
B, NATIAE R T 22 07 1A N B A (6 X0 1 2 1 7
A8 S AT LA 80 T0I0EG X (E AS — BRI R AR A
AN Bl B VI & BN (AT . RO AN B
%), Brandt 5 NN, 2807 AR (50 i 53 oL -F-
HREAN], MFHACETAFRMNRER. Fik
A b, 038 AR B RE & A, IR R RE I —
A T BNt 9 571 TR DN H R AR 4 S0

XS 1) T T 19 70 T D HURR I 4 I A e L
175 60T T Be S A0 SE R AT . AN,
Harinck 1 Van Kleef (2012)7E8F5% F#1T T &4k
Fil g5 w5 FA WL b 52 (43 511 3 T 4R 4 2l AL A E
TE S HLEE R 03 v B A AR B Xt A 155
O =R T W R A AR R 25 R R, 57
PR L, I E LR 5 TR ) S 5 3 A A
Tikvh s g, il M2 5. Gotowiec
H1 Mastrigt (2019)% Fl-£ 54 {45 (Tangram Task)
(Saleem et al., 2015)IM g i 14 5 Bh sk e 547
oy, H Ay SO R TR B T ARAT: 55
PUMERE . S5 MR, BB EE RS G
MR S R AMRER I — A 2O A, — Bk
W RSN R 5L, AN A ] R 23 X0 B AR

S AT 8 5 2 5E (morally  convicted), HEIM K
[ERRA PR N T Wiy7 Bl i s T

3 ABRUME N i 52 0 faT e A3k AR L3R

FEFRISCHRR WAL, NI AR R R
Jr, M RTE WX S B AAT T, AT
MBI N i 58 #5230 HE T e L2 3k ol e A
PEAT IR R Rr 0 o AN SR U AE A B g5 vh e i AT
Z T LARE NS 2 h, AR ORRR L J2 R O BE R A 43 Tl
ATLVENET . A S . MILZ T, ETNE
WL A B i 5 1 5 L AR U B R PR R 2D RO T
Lo, MR RS B S i E ISR
AR IE S, MR TR AR, i
NBR g€ — B I B B0 25 5 1 [R)d, (AR
GBI . AR 2R BE, BIRHEE
BB F R B (self-threat) 14~ A% 04 £ 5
(the illusion of personal objectivity)FiF 022
AT R
31 ETBEXRHBHHERE

REFFRER L, AT S MBI XT
URE Ol 13 1) 38 R v T B 23 7 A B FR U R, T
TE2 R T kX M RS2, A A5 AR
P N S T (U v o 7o 1 1 e
(Collins et al., 2017; Frimer et al., 2017; Harinck &
Druckman, 2015; Schuster et al., 2022), X—1{&i%&
AT LLIB I BN 2 I8 (cognitive dissonance)FHif,
AT JE NS AR 7 R FNE 1R,
Z 5 K AN F i B S (dissonance theory)
(Steele & Liu, 1981, 1983)]3E— 2 i & Ml oF J&
FA AR 23 AT 72 AR R TR AR o AR AR X — 0 e
Ml AR R R B M (E BRI, MR 25 5 F
MR XT A B W& REARCER PR, ki = A —
Pkt B3R SR, B E R, A4
AR = A 1) g M R Ak 5 27 (Scheepers & Ellemers,
2005), BRI, F0 g BB ml gk I8 T A~
Jrif: H—R B2 ARE A C M EW R E Bk
B AR AT REZE R AT LS, BT S0 2
GRS R E POl E I ST LR SRR S (3
P, X AT RE S U VR R A R 1 R A
H & % (Harinck & Ellemers, 2014); H. —R4#%
PN K (Bl I R R e Na b P WEOE o e 959
A%, B 4 S EOLA R AT SR E U A A 4
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AC, sgHERFE A QAR A SRR Z 50, X
SR — AP A R B9 K BE X (Ellemers & Van
den Bos, 2012),

A, RAAfENFR g — B3 R FI0E
W25 5, AR 56 S E AN TR B K A S i [m]
R A R ke, T 2 0] 3k A 1 FRARE & 32 2 B
TUE? MEAE KT M0 (EDUL A 0o B R i 22 28 44 R AT
SERF, X AT AR N M EAE AT [ 3R IA TR
B R TFAZ O AL (E Bt 4, 2021; &
T 452020, 2021; Aquino & Reed, 2002), AfiT7E
48U B B Rl 4 5 e B A B B IR A A
(self-involvement) 1Y 1 #2 (Kouzakova et al., 2012),
T, XS A B 2 8 22 A A EDUL L an 2R 4P A
{E W (protected values), EE R #f 3% 4 {8 Wi (sacred
values)], HIERMEFEMN -5 8 RS W R0
b % B, Kaplan 25 A (2016 AR BF 5t 25
R, PRI MO (EDUL A9 2R AE 7T B8 ¥ 22 B KM 1
B3RS AR R AL s A L R
A, PR E S AR S5 R Y
A, M2 B R E B rha ik, How] DU
B 1 25 B DR R X BT R B vkl o 7RI |
TR B N (2021) B0 45 T AR 37 1 A 1 U A2 n o) XoF 47t
Yy SRR FE T B 1), BRI 2Y 5 fh) BER A AR AE A
AR A RN 4 B M 25 Z M) EAT 23S 3B, MR fiE 2>
P33 T A1 B 19 22 PR A % 11 R A ] )
ik, Obb 8k 2 AR AR IR A6 T A 15 2 I B R A T
A, HEMBERILE A CIRARA MES, B,
AIBEIE R 5 A RS ERIE LR —k, #
RET U2 R0 RARE 5 W R B AT A
FE X, ek A (8 R0 3 AS R B R,
R X AR5 5 51 & AT A FRAE & o 4 M Fn— 3K
P P BRSBTS A
Pl W 8 B G A R B 7 T

O 5T N 24 A B S04 T A B (8 00 e
Ry AR EME R . N AE IR N SR A, ANHTSC
FriR, ABRMEML s = AL iR — R 5 R
I AH 5 /) 52 V7 48 A (Harinck et al., 2018;
Kouzakova et al., 2014), A0 L4 [ . P94 AR
5, — 23 T 3 R AT SR IR R L o B
W B PR AL T 308, i, P44 A (2018)
R EAE B, AH LG TR 25 v 5, B alAE O (B0
phgE b R T AR R R R

Schuster 5¢ A (2020) A58 45 5t & I, o i 2
SRBARTE N BRI W w5 it 1k 2 f5, T2
R % A BRI AT, XU T A
TR A R 0 A M L IR — SERIFIE AAS R 25
AR SR T AHSC IR YE . flAn, AIFSE R BLAR L
T A [ B8 i N AE T 6 A B2 00 490 (i O B 2 Ja 3
TSR Y B IR, X e R S N B
S 4 E AR AP B AT B9 45 8 T B (Aquino & Reed,
2002; Brandt et al., 2014; Kouzakova et al., 2012),
FHh, IRZHEFEE Dy, $8 100 T 1Y i W AEAR K
A LR AR R Z B A — 20 SN R
A 53 R T 18— ol 77 1 B, RIS o i i A
ANV 8 AN E A B & e Bk, X2
UL X A PR B %) 2% B (Badea & Sherman,
2019; Harinck & Van Kleef, 2012), X5 7] LA fi#
B2 3] B RIE R B 09N 2= LB 32 215X
BB N B L2 04 SN AR I 4 (Fein & Spencer,
1997),
32 EFNMABMMELIRMBERE

BT BB 1 RN, AMERTE N BR A
Mg oy TR B R B RS H 1Y, SRR
— P B AR R A, T S T A O L i
ZW . GBI B, R AW EL 5
H2 2 A, N BRSO i 28 22 i L 4t s LA
KRR, R ER AT S RS A
TE—RA I 22, B 25 0 il B LRy & 2
PEFIIERAPE, [FEREAS R A OO i x5 T4
AN . AR B i UL (Dorison & Minson,
2022; Minson & Doriso, 2022b; Ross, 2018), 2k
AEAE A C TR A (E L 217 Z W el & ik .

S5 G ENLY IS F 2 LRI BT Rk R,
XA N B WL 56 7T B8 5 A i 7 = A9 1 B0
BY3E S 3 X (deontological) #4452 A 5, BRI
BT, 2N B 5 X5 5 Ok kAT A
Wio B, Pretus % A (2018)% B 24 5 #be i A1 1A
A5 AR A O BE S B (00 AR SR SRR,
TR R 5518 SCRIL TN AR BRI A & 4 Hilg IX & Bl
DA BT I A0S, 0 B A AR A TR0 BE T S e AT
SRAGAZ T (B O 24 B AN T 3 T 1 20 T 00 0 R 8 47
0% HE  Hamid %5 A (2019)%F 5% 200 i A1 1 B R 1 BF
FEARA LI, A RAE BAF ORI AN (WL I 5
Hb O T SO I R X — P B B ) B D Al
(Rudorf & Hare, 2014)F14 £5 11 54 (Hare et al.,
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2009) AR X, 33 & WA TR PR 4P P A (EDURAR Ry —
Rl xR, FEpE Rl b, AR A (2021).0.45
Ry frT AR A (DU A A A BB T 1kt U o b T A
Do A DL v A (E, 32 R R gl A H O B R b
LM RESEIT R B A, R M S 12 M
2 v BRURF S RV Dfe 38 < R A Tl i T, A,
— H R A w2 M B R Dby R o B
), AMEZICH A 8 ke A i W& B A JonT
S IERA A B, TR B B AR T SR Hh 22 B
AR TR] 9 00 25

MNEAFRAE, N ANEWEL] 5] RE %
A6 08 o 5 1) ik Rl Sk G R AN O TH B A . —
D71, 3PP AR 2 S A BR800 i 28 o i T
T ETORIE . BT ANEWEL] 580 /E A,
EANFAEEAMNEESE, SHFE—MEMA
XL A5 P TE B PR AN 1E M A AT 1] (K ouzakova et al.,
2012) 0 3X 245 A0 T (E I o 58 b AN Sk 19 Fol
ghil . H—JE U A RWLG R 3 R e sh AL
AR B, MM AMS S HOHAERE
BREXT T AR G2, X5l & AMTEH
RN KRR A S A 2 A LR
FU LA, X 76 (B 1 4 i o 28 4K T Al A
ANIATR] B O B, 338 o [ WA B A AR Al
NATT T Az 52 A5 RS 460 PR 1 17 45 4 35 (Kouzakova
etal., 2012). 73 —Jr 1, ™ ANEWPEL] W AAAED
23 AL T 18 0 b 2 Hh i A 1 SRR Y R
o AIAUARES BB A C W& e 5 A7 78 ) 431,
JR2 T 2 T VBT Ml A Ay o T 19 T 7 32 31 T A sk sl L
fs UL %) 471 1T e (Liberman et al., 2012; Ross, 2018),
B — 2 R T XU R B BT BEYE o 40, Molnar
F Loewenstein (2020)4& B, 4 il W& L i) w5
BF, AT R AT ) 44 0T R il AT R A
X5 WA, R — B, 4T BOE Y1 45
% FI ]84T 2 . Dorison #l Minson (2022), %% 31,
HFAMERAE A AW ER T, ]S 0w
T Al O 7 10 a5 0 U IR MR = OOX R T 9
Joih o 3 A U 1 (5 A ATT T 2 B RO R[] A, A
TN BELAS T HF— 20 V)38 1Y B R

W2, 75 H LB A NEWPEL] 5, B
T B U AE N R A {1 0 e 5 4304k EL AT T 5 ) i A
J1we? &t XX — [ f, Stanovich (2021)#E(T T H#K,
& B A TR 4 At NSOGB 2 M i T
PR, MR . IR Y, HIhAC

S S5 0% TE B PR A AT SE TR B S, TN TR 2 b
SRR B PSP N et ek 2 9 071 SN
AWML RKE, A NE W EL] 55 RE % i
BB AE N PR A (B0 o 28 v 1Y %52 . Minson il
Dorison (2022b)th 223X} i [F] 4T T #4835, th
4B 2 BT A 2 0SS s, IR
HA IR BT IS AT T 2, 2RI T
BRI R AT . Z5H R I, 80% LA b B i A0 )
FREBE MR 0 SO RIS IR AT R . T
T2k P 33— J2E B AT ) 2 0f LA 5k 1 R AR K i
By, EARELZE, A YASLFEET
KA AT RE Pk R AR A R NS . MR,
Minson Fl1 Dorison A A iX —&5 B 45754 N & W
250 EE, BT MRS IE 840 B S PR W A S
AT A0 LA S 10 77 A I A NH 3 1 4
SR, AMEF LA A58 BT B AL 1) 15 02 5 (] 2
HEMNTIAR A EE L, ¢ TR AR R A = T 3F 4T
HONEBENRK,

4 NBROE YL i 5 60 8 i 3R I

S ST S D O R R N [ LR R R )
FXS LIS, AT BE2ead i Al T WL i A X 3 3
WEA A R, B S N LT Y A
s 26 B 55 6 T L[] S 018, DAtk 4ERE B
S EM A ERE L. Z BT LA K BN (E W 25 55 1
NBRh e 2 R PR AR, HAZOTE TR
INIERUNIA NS R B g Sy c i) Y IER P
o A (UL 3 A A [ P (B (2 25, 2020),
NN B AE A R A kAT %
Who X T axX— (A8, /] DL 5 T R AT 5 &
— 7, R EAMEFFEMENEERE . FZ0A
[i] 4 ) 18 1 < A5 TR0 N AR A 1 X ) 2 5 K
B 5 Ay B AT SR AT UG BRI L, X AREET A
FKAEMB A —T . 53—, BT AANTE
FRE C R B EOLEA E S S A B, d e e
JCR A AR 22 1 A5 B (B 0 o € — BB A,
230 g LA ) R, i AE XU Y 1 3R B A
[i] R 8 A4 A W B R, 4 A RN A2 T R R Y
KN SR B R IR S A o R, PR K B
W AN (B FR A5 AFD B4 T R, T SRR 2 Bl HE N B 22 ) 1
MR 22 G Bk, 5 AT A2 R B — 2 9 35 it X o
AT . MWHATWBIRIESERE, ARRE T
(self-affirmation) Fl fl \ # %€ (other-affirmation) /&
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BOH W B IEAT Z AR IR RO S, B2 T Ok
Ko RIFN4
41 BERBETE

A 315 2 T8 UuE BT LU 30k 2> B 3R 800
(Badea & Sherman, 2019; Sherman & Cohen, 2006),
XA N B (1 08 1 2 P R A v R HE A AR R Y
YEM . HAERREIAE T, AR 4R A R oe 8k
(self-integrity) 14 sh#L, Bk A IRAEE A A
Wi BB #1238 N M) IE 42 (Cohen & Sherman,
2014; Sherman, 2013). Kk, 4 F WAL EHHE—
A5 T 52 B B, A AT LR L3S A (8 L FE
P4 9 T SRk At AT T ) 3 5 e e R R 1Y
1A% (Sherman & Hartson, 2011), FE B A4/ (WL
R GE T I040 B5E T YR Y E LS E AR S
(Epton et al., 2015), WNERPIXTE X A CRUL
ERAME, 5L EE [ IR IE Y M.
MRS R R, ARG € F T EE T IM
Tl ads 4% ok S BN A {00 190 28 1) 2 4 o

—MIER B RN, ST ARG SR, 4
UNREE TR (R S &7k W Sored i DN = i A )
4hi3ak 2 #M(Cohen & Sherman, 2014), B4 {E XA
X 3R M 0 UM R 5 ST A RS R AR
i, B r F 3 RN BT 7 A 08 T A T
H] BB tH wt B 2 ¥ 55 (Sherman et al., 2017). 40,
Cohen % A (2007) I WF5E 45 SRR BH, 1LoilA
Blosik AT B 3 H & WRAER B TR AT BUE
AW RPN IO M Z R, AT LA
BAkf# 28, Schumann (2014) st &L, 4
BORPORK ML Z B A i e i A Brop g s, IR
S8 A R A T TG A A 2 X i 58 A PH B R 1) B
£, JREA IR A IRATP A, I 5 —FPEA
B, AFRE & T WEE T LA 3R AR A PR
B b 5% 5 8 4 1) % T 19 i L 5 B (Badea &
Sherman, 2019), #4l, Stone 55 A (2011 ZEA471E
DEO T L S B gk, IR T A IRE B
FRAE (A0 JE 5 AR AT 2 B B0 TE A A 3 g dn fu] 44
BRI 2 ) . S5 A B, MIE T4,
o AR EEHRENEEAE RN ERE L 5REA
AT i D 14 2 500 76 A A 2 T I WL 2 R [
B, X AMEEAR BT AT R = D . A RS
B, BEOREEAREEN AEZHMEW -
AT A RE ERAEGER BT 1555 SRR
% B0 LS5 P S () DAL 7K ST, LA I 1 O D A,

23355 (Badea et al., 2018), ¢ HJEH, FfigZH
Rk SE AT AR A 5 A B (i 08 o 5 BT A 1Y
B B2 7 AL R 38 1 % T A R, T — EL
A3 U [ 3RS e O S DL AR, W R
A A8 23 554k, kA B R A T RE Pk SR TR
HL S iy P 1Y v 28 ff B 5 %8 (Critcher & Dunning,
2015).

SR, WA —LRE AR, ET A RE
B 535 20 R it N B A (I O o 28 2 A7 AE — S8 B
F, HEHMESES R #ili0, Bendersky
(2014) 1L 1 XA BE G B4 1E X4 14 [R]85 i N iE 47 3F
W, RS ARG EEREE, a8
IR AT REUEH], AR A TR e SRR A
TETEANR TG AN (LA, {8 2 R 3 B Jin 1
FE AR A WA E R, iiiE— 28 B b ge
A, A WE ., Bk BENTE
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H#ERAE AR F 2 X TR S 2 )5, SRk
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ZEHVE B S G AW TR AR . (R AR ALY
W53 1% 5%, Harinck Al Druckman (2019)3#f— 2 & B0
BN G E OB X T U5 BT, 10
R X T He & A 5 A ) B L ek A Al
ANHE (AL A B2 A L X 5058 7E A Brifr
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(IERURGIEASIUR 2 ST 1=E Al w3y € i

W2, AN 5E 2 N Br AN (B b 28 19 4 1)
SRR EAEIR? —FS I, AN AT L
BRI AAE N R (W o 58 30 72 rh Xt TR 1Y
F B (Sherman, 2013), MEFIEXN FHEAHC &
LB TR A AR, BB AT el 22 A,
W2 (A5 %5 T A2 BAT U, XA B 742
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Druckman (2019)HF 5% 45 508 &, FELT b A
HEMBRIERS, FEEEE PO LE wh o rh 2 R R 22,
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Druckman K X A~ %5 A B A (5 00 o 58 2o 72
ANV R TR FOA T 0 R UM T, RIS R
DA AR BUb A A S, AATEAR 24
X0 0 A, A ) SRR T I R i
T o T3 — WM AR 1 B 1 A7 2 TR AT
i RE, A BT AT R AN BT, AATTAT REAS B 2
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)RR B . BESR A Ty 38 2k 2T 5 B R R AT Sk i
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B, phE A TR KRR BE b 2bexd T4
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.98, NEBIEA MR RKE, X PR
TSR AR B = T S E IR Y SRR Bk, Rk
WEFEAT LA S8 LT JLAS 7 TR A G B 10 647 3
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O 1 R A 3 B K Bl {5 5 A8 O EL R AR ok
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AT DLES AR 02 B UE SR AT 3 58 L
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OSSN, AR Z BT LA sk 25 R At X 37 P 1
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AR o ASRBFSE T LI BT A 5, DASRANE A
PR FIRE T EER AR -

R, AR (EUR b 58 5 i v 1) 5 i) D 28
AR FIROR ) B (E A5 0CTE . H RTAH DG ARk 11 52
IERFRRNINIE L, B2 REEES . HIER
F A AR (8 i T 2 AT G . i,
5% 2 38 i A A AATT R o (B 0L 2 LA S R A5 1
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2011; Schwartz, 2012): MUJEN T RGEZLIZHM
Pr(a W, LBk SO TRl AR By, N AN ] B2 22
LRI AE NI T B e . R
AR, ABRO(E WL 58 B & R AR AR 6 AR Ui B
ZLHY A E L CAn AR B 4 (6 00) 2 T | (Minson &
Dorison, 2022a) . 4154 E W 1) 55 2R B2 2 A PR
B 5 B RZ W R R 1906, T84 i e A+ 4
I B A E L B IR R A T HAE A
BUL&S R G b i EZE, IR AR w2 i 1
B2 55, NCAMREERE, NEWPRLE
TE—E S0 22 7, 7R ARG K SO Ak B B Bk B 4
FEAETT LU AR S 4t 2By . AR50 5 B E
] AT Bl A TR 72 A w5 (Xie et al., 2022
Yanagisawa et al., 2017), % A &2 O ST
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Abstract: People often use the phrase “different paths, no conspiracy” to describe the difficulty of reaching

a consensus after an interpersonal value conflict occurs. Due to the conflict, people will not only experience

a series of negative subjective feelings, but also develop prejudice and hostility toward their opponents.

Together, these feelings make it very difficult to resolve interpersonal conflicts based on value differences.

Values are represented and constructed in such a way that people are prone to two cognitive biases in the

face of interpersonal value conflicts: self-threat and the illusion of personal objectivity. Currently, researchers

have focused on two interpersonal values conflict mediation strategies: self-affirmation and other-

affirmation. Future research needs to enrich the relevant theoretical explanations, focus on the influencing

factors and their effects in interpersonal value conflicts, and expand their mediation strategies and related

application practices.

Keywords: values, interpersonal value conflicts, self-threat, self-affirmation, other-affirmation



