D HEER 2026, Vol. 58, No. 7, 1405-1427
Acta Psychologica Sinica

https://doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1041.2026.1405
https://cstr.cn/32110.14.2026.1405

i E N RESRERS NE

& R
AR B S ARl 222 g, A7 A FILC PR AR Y 50 T17 51 s 9206 38 M s i i N T3 e B 5L 628, bt 100871)

M OE R ESCIES A SEEE, X TME . HLURA S A B . AFTEAS G BRI ST . iR
PR SRR AR f R A D0k, R T P SO R IR SRS, TR TR SO T iR R, A
FEAR BN BHIE ., RRFIIER 5 A4ERE ., JETHORRY 5 ERES5H, DICRBGETERIT 20 r ik, R E S
AT TR AR R AR i b AT D EHOE . R TOR RIS RS Ao BTFEIIN b E SO T iR
BN, A AROR TR AT LU SRR At e B BE -5 Tl e 0 S 5 B A SR A TR, X4k A
SMAMORAEGLIETE | et AR A A 2 A B BURAE

XEER HOR, FURERE, WERm AT
SES B84s

HIS

ke, ey SO R HES AL e ST, X
TR ALV S A B AR OR REfe 45,
2022), AU, ORI Z BT A R i A
fihy 3¢ 75 % Ji2 ) 3 il (Nadelhoffer & Wright, 2017;
Wang et al., 2025), 76757 0k, s SE1E A 452
5 RBOUH R AR B UIAOE, 53R A
V& S =GN DS TR UE N DO KSR (DN
(BRMPAE, 2013), JFHATAE M LM BERZ 0K
T M B N 04T R OB RE4E 45, 2022), MHELZ T,
rh [ SCA Y iR AR AR T — R AR UE R FE A 2
LG8 (252 8T, 2015; B5R, 2013), EAN“KIE 5 &l
i A, b E S B T, R T AR T, N E
B (& - ) ra, AR, <R
M N AR A TIIE . (&) thik Lk,
JEME—— N AT R EN, I BRI
AW b 5 R R AR R . 4N, R 5
“PEE, HEZ A (BRI ) ), EHBIN
VLB R 2 5L, HE ARG ((E25%) ).
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ERL, 1945 4, BFARFEGEIEE LR EE R
HCBRME L I RCHR . ORI S, Xk X
Foll A5 ) B A I B A KT 2 L s =
TR AT A A5 R R 55 b iR TR . R
SR dkR 5 KA iR B RAZSE . BA DR 47 B Y
MR, AMUAET A ERGES 55, 2024), Wi
it 1 2H 21 P 1 AR R G g 2 O RE AR 4%
2022), B, BASRTEH E SO T A& 0 9 TR,
XF T Ak AR A e AL e 678 | A A4 K SR A4t
SFNEA & ELZAEH AR B Rl — RIS,
PRI I SCAG T ek e T (0 2540 55 R, O
TR ESCLT SRR R, AR A BE A5
DL SR AN e i e L RE ) S i AR B A A BN
A RASH R I & T A

11 HREMRAE. FRASNE

TR BRI, X T 3R i B AR a 45470

MRS FIVER BT = FP 40 A (Stellar et al., 2018; FPAELE
85, 2022) MATHAEER, HMEBL D —FhENR A
PSR ME Spk 2 A2 AR AL SRR, EEIRAAT H &
AE 1 A BRE 25 75 1 1) A 98 J€ 7R (Chen et al., 2009;
Xiong et al., 2018), YER—FIRAS, e vl i #
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Y Bl Can ) 32 e AT RL) BRI K, IR A
R B B4 547 (4N, Stellar et al., 2018;
Wang et al., 2025), 0 —Fh M7 BT, W B9 2
TS ALFER B Fe PO (low self-focus) . it A& TE
(high other-focus) . 1 #ff i) H F& ¥ i (accurate
self-appraisal) LUK WEHHE B FF M (openness to
new information) 4§ JL-~J7 1] A% £ 1k (Chancellor &
Lyubomirsky, 2013; Nadelhoffer & Wright, 2017;
Worthington et al., 2021) . Bt it & A 25 44 1Y & 2
ZH LR Ay, AN, TR S R A el AR
A F 1 T4 Z —(Costa & McCrae, 1992), 3 H )
N 4R EON RS BB (B

Emotionality,

Honesty-Humility,
Extraversion, Agreeableness,
Conscientiousness il Openness to Experience, fiijFi
HEXACO) B RE I 5 —eath /1 o — >l ar (4 4
J& (Ashton & Lee, 2007), 137 Hif(sincerity) . A
(fairness) . /s 77 4% (greed-avoidance) Al i (modesty)
PUASF-4E R

i 20 K, VFE ARG B 5E TR 1
BHAE AT T8 . KRR R, #eEre
. KBx . HEURAE 25505 2 )5 A & SR R
e 4, 2022), FENERZE, HOEA R TAERK
WL oE B L AT B IR PEAS, s 3 TR A T e 22
(self-enhancement bias) (Teo et al., 2023). i ¥ &
S i it ELA B 9 52 1 (Worthington et al., 2021),
PR 5 A 1) S i JEORT A 3 Tl R BE AR AR IE A G
% Z (Aghababaei et al., 2016; Wright et al., 2018;
Zheng & Wu, 2020), 7E APRFIAZZE T, kA B
FTARAE N B3 7 10 BUAS A 31 (Davis et al., 2013), Ui
> NBR G &R B 4720 (Shi & Chen, 2025), 12
HE 2 20 9 A A G & J (Worthington et al.,
2021), FEA 22 TH, AR RIN T 20 644
7N (Columbus et al., 2019; LaBouff et al., 2012;
Wang et al., 2025), £ BI T4k & 5K A F1E 2 1E
(Worthington et al., 2021),

FH T M2 7E 25 7 T A RV T, Gn e A oA
e HE 7K P A — > 0 2 1 [ R APk AR (ELiott,
2010; Kruse et al., 2017). A RYBIFFE % T ek 1
WA B A F LR, JFF R & R agilla T A
— LB T LA — A AR, A e
JEXT A CRETT . BUR AL R A IS A,
KA NGB T 1 % (the Big Five Modesty Scale;
Costa & McCrae, 1992)FI/\4E[E AKAL HEXACO
i) Tt B T i+ # (HEXACO-PI-R  Honesty-Humility

Modesty facet; Ashton & Lee, 2007), ihAH —LHfF5Y
X B R AT o R EOIRES, B4 Chen 45
A (2009) % ifill 1) Hife M2 17 M £ % (Modest Behavior
Scale) fll Davis 55 A (2017) % il i) 3 i2 28 7 4 3%
(Experiences of Humility Scale),
12 HAEAAXHTREBSHETR

JUAE TG T SCAR AR Ve A S — b 36 P R A
75 T, BT BAR NI BT — g 25 5% . FEPE T
b, RS S SR BUB R DI G, JUHARI
TEXT ANHOC R B BEAR b, SR AT B B i3
(B, 2013), G F AL T 15,
PG50 BRAERIFTE 2 — O e 60 5 A% A Ferhls |
A G . HERR Y B FRPEM SRR (Chancellor &
Lyubomirsky, 2013; Nadelhoffer & Wright, 2017;
Worthington et al., 2021), fEHE S0k, IT4EKRE
A — ST IR R M & A AR A, T AT A R
SIHLJZE TR TE R 0 SR P S T REPE, 31117 DX 43 e
FENFEA BT 5 AMER L, BN, 44 F v A iz
(2009) A\t HE 1 S HILJZ I e, o e R ) 43 S << 52
P Tl MR B FR il 0% 1% (2016) Ml Xiong AE A
(OIS RIBERAUMEL, K Tlerz 70 S« BT
WM P AEBE <SP B B TR ME Rl R — A
WO AR FERE, BIMAR NG 5 LR S R
FrEC, MM me iR OCTE B e 1 TR
PEECINREME, BISARJE oRE ik A0 —Fh ED R A B
Femg, I LAMTE N BR321E s 2

Bl PN AT 35 AT Bk PN 7 AT AR R 2o 1 LA,
S E SO R s DIAOC . P R SRR 32 etk
A<+ (face) CALIR A N5 M Z [ A0 B ARALT
R FR, EAFE G A] B AR 5 OC F A,
DAL A S S T E 9 {EL(Bond et al., 1982), Tt
PN T SO B — T B, RIS A 0
KRabseA kN E i, WS T E RN HOE .
B X — R AT BE 2 32 B B e RYHEDE, 1M
2 0 5 R4S AR PE 4 (Bond et al., 1982; Lee et al.,
2014), Mt AU E I AN SR R AR B 25
fl BT, I AESRpAE 22 K RAATIE(Cai et al.,
2011; Kim & Cohen, 2010; Kurman & Sriram, 2002),

SR, AANAT Ry B shALZ T A, A R L
SEA R R N IR SCIE 22 5, AR [ SCIE T e
RE R . — DT, DU SO BB [RIRE G T
PP AT A 2T . BN, A VYT R R TR OE
FESCHAMAEXT A B BE ) . HRE . BUBL AL He i BT Y
X9 J’ 75 (Cialdini & Nicholas, 1989), V475 HIHFZE
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FA K ER“HiRE 1% (Humblebragging) HIIZ,
RT3 i e b B A8 1 T B AT A4, DARRAIR A A
H(Sezer et al.,, 2018), X574 FE UL T AR IS PE ik
JEAFAE—E A . S5 —J7 T, XTI Eishil
J2 T F R, T RE 2R T R SCARTE R A TR
JETE F 25 5 o E SO R AR AR T AR SE
FHBRYED A, WA —FBHIEE R AP0
(ZE5EHE, 2015; Bom, 2013), A& BA BHER Y
PR 2 5 RO IO N A 2 B (25, 2015)
B AR 22 T — AP BEuE 32 SCHE AR £k, &
%, 2002), HAZ.ORE LA FHP AT R I 7 58— %
B BT W 22 Ak (B, 2013), TEIXFRHHFOU T,
WA AREAGEAL TARSEHAT o 32X ST T =211
S, SO T B AMARR B AR ZE (Spencer-
Rodgers et al., 2010) B PE B 4E (= £ 55, 2016)
Febo AR (SAERE, ARELIE, 2005)58 R85 0 T ELA
{18 THE M UL TR 32 3K R SCAR IR 52 0, 1 dn, < F Il 5,
K I i ) A T AR IE MU AR T S R AR AR
SRR NALFAHE AW, T ORERROE o Ak,
NS/ OL(ASTen 35 AL NS ATk SVAN O 95 AR RB
i & — PRI U S, X 5 AR B OR
HFRALT . S VEIAEEPERS 4 (Chen et al., 2009) DA
N R Y A e st [R] B[] (Chen et al., 2022; Hofstede &
Minkov, 2010)4 3¢, XJ HerE 1Y 5 B o bt 3R B, v
ESR IR WINSE” 35 o U UG 23 20 £ 0l 1 Al v 3 I Rl )
etal., 2021; ¥AEAE, 2020), VG5 B0 A 0
AU 5 (Gregg et al., 2008), i HH X il 37E B4 285 B AT
FE A H I SOA e e A B P R
1.3 HEI#R

g5 b, Py T e R TR 1 AR AEAN ]
(B, ZATAS A TR 1 3R TR 1 T BE £R B2 1
X FENAEFAME AN 2 T (44, EATEE, 2009;
%, 2016; Xiong et al., 2018), A& LLSE4 S
NI RIE R SO 2 . Rtk A S EIR AR
SO A SRR A S TR S A B i
Ak K i B SCAR I S, ASIF 5 DB R AR 5T AL A
K, BTERGEH E SO TR T Y 45 44 T TR,
FETF e — 1y B3 A A v B SO 5 i | i
R L WEITE SR BT RO A AT SR I 5T (F
5 1), WM EOR MBS HESS . fEILIERE b, BF
K25 G TR A HURN DAAT: i AR VS Y Uk,
TFRH E SO T T R (W5 2), JFiEfr R
R R R 7 23 A FVE U o A (WF5E 3)e N T
S bR T TR RE B9 e U SO R e 1, WS 3E

PR BURE A2 1 T 43 At (Latent Profile Analysis, LPA)
M58, BRI E R AR [RS8, JFXF e vg
77 3CAE T T S5 4 1 22 5 (WF9E 4)0

2 WESE 1 E NGRS Y B
WF5E

W5 1 B 7R BT PR SEAR R AT T3 ke 19
PR AR . ik, BF9E R HIFLAR RIS 09 3 A7 7 i
(FR1a1 B, 1999), & 4 i 5k 45 2 ¢ Tl 1 &
M) — TR, BEJS X SCR BB AT gt o B, LA
71N AR I ARE 1) DA e A B b ] S Ak e L A Y S
21 MRAE
211 FRIR

AR LR 20 B2 Vi, Hh Bz Ui 8
%, AR AR 21~32 % (M =24.95, D = 2.86), K
TR A2 U7 AR TR N R B P [ SCAR T TR 1Y
R EA TRy PR AR, TEEPESZ Ui I S 9 R
FERY IS (MR 11 B, 2000), HIHIEHGE 2% | Hhoxae
HoAth b [ SCAAR DGRl St N AT DR, RS
AR LTS S 2 U, DA REs R
MR RE . BAVTRXN R LTS SR H S
et 4 N, a2E 3N, DRI RL 4 2
N, JERIR T . iR B EREGG Mk
T 1 N HEBREIm: A% 5 A, a5
A6 N, HEWRA 9 N TEFEAR RN E T, A
WF 5% R Y™ A~ %2 5 (extended case study; Small,
2009), YHrHEZUIF JCERALE L O A F B RHTA
B, MRRR A1 (saturation), & IFPFIRFE .
212 MREFARIFIRIE

TEIE VT IRAT, HEH 2 £ 2 Ui & #ET BviiR,
R AR 77 1R 15 190 R0 A2 177 3 1) 8 WO i 0E X D7 1R 12
W FELBRUTRIS AR, ARIESZ U5 1 2R
(o] @UHEA T RGP AL, TR BAT [ 20 ) N 2 iR A T
1Y HbIE ], VIRITH 2 40~60 4345, S50 E A
2T A TR BT AT AU BT B S5 SRR
21.3 HMEBIBIFIXGmD

TEGmAS L FR v, ARBFSER S T g i —BUE(S
FE (R, 5KJEAE, 2005), #1H 75— 00 AN HIE 25
AR H R E S 5 8UNR RS . S —0f
TG E R VTR TR T T I gt 734, 46
TP 5T 2 G A R FIAS [5] B30 4, K4 () %) Ak
BGR DL AR S OT R, TR e D — B &R
B AP NGRS — A 3] 80% LA I, WF5E
SR FH I 20 B ATE 2 0 I % LA D R TR R AT R G
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T AHFSE A gt — B R R 83%.
22 R

iz FLAR IR XS UTR GORHEA T i o0 b, A
St BRI o A I e . g A DL Ak R
PR S =B Be (R a1 B, 1999).,
221 FrtEmL

TEX BB, Sht P 28 LU AR AR rb i DG B 1] oy
Feah, e RCA AEBE R, A5 B R MibR%
FEIE GRS T AT, 2 A gt AR IS 2 Ui 3 19 B
TP L R UTRSCANEE, 4300 X H e g 72 B 2R A 7
PEAR B X PEM A — BN AR, @rhe e s dtii,
TE 20 32 ViE ™, 5 BZUIFEPIRICH AR,
HAx 15 22 Ui & BRI — 8 R B 10 TH R R
BebRic R, bRic 2 Ui E OB 5 S 5 R
23255 TE W5 S R A 1A A D0 R A R 5545 )
ME R 255, DU A b PR R PR AR AT

TEgAS LS IR I, B 52 U7 5 X6 B 1 BR 2 DA <at
JPerRoR, R0 308 N5 RIR TR R AT R
JCARRE B AR AN iR 52 15 35 % g A AR 2 LA b+
FPErFon, JHRE 90 MRS, RS E—25 Xix s
PREEHATIHGN, B, Hd, SRz U5 F K
A DL “aat+ P 5w, 1814 Rz Ui
AH LS DL bb )7 5 ks, 3k 84 4>,
222 Fih4REG

TE gt B B, BFoE 82X b — B B g
A &R AT I 5 LSRN 5 BT, 2 A 2 [ A7
FERZERER RS EFERR, IHEIAg X T
HRMEAE Y 4 A M ALEIRY (L I 28 AR BT S A). H:
RS LRI X — A BAR A, Sl T i
ARIEINAT . BT R B4R

R — R B AR B IO, W R A AT
H 3K SRR LSRR KSR NN S S B i
AMARRENS IE0H % UE 7 A S BCR, T2 RS A 3%
N, AORE] A CRPESRR E  THR  ARH0A k
KA, VIR HE R 25 B X 1 2 U 1) Bt
TG A A 2SR A A Bk, IR BrihaE sk
HIKEH . W MR ASET G, &4 FAHE
FTF O Gl R MABRE 2T . BHIEHE
FE N SR e, DR W ICE, AN W1
2=

AR — SR e AN AR TE N B B s b B R, BFE
HXF R 5 3 A B 0 b B R A el R e
AT ARG SR . WO MR LB . FRBE A
MEEFXS RN, AW ARA A, =2 A AL

M, RN B FH AL . RS IR B, dioR A
EE S M AR VLS A, fEAPRE3H,
T AT T4 UL SRR R E, A BV A AE
2%, A 5MASIR FRR R, FE XA
BB, e AR BE S R B S Y 5 e vk
MZFME fEAT 8 B, B MRS KA 2 N4
R M, O A S e R R RO, e T
SR GEHEL

TR = Ay e AR AR A B 3 B A, RIX
A CFERER T 8 7 S 5 R AR . SR
) A2, FEREAR T, SR AR A S Y
HIRERL, ANIAKH RN EZSAT N Hiff
REARIFAE—PR A FRIZAR, M2 o O & T AiE
B, A H ORI AR AR, AR A
B A . X —IA sk | TR AR E fE AR
TR AR, WO AARLIE R0 41h . BEIE R A
BNV R SR, BIRBIATREAN, B
LA —D N AT N2, HEMEA T 21
KUAC, HSIAHBEITITE . RIENAMER.
e MM 2B TR O E R H S, AT
A KRB FESh178).

LY DU A e 10 SCAL 2 i P 2R, B G Al R —
FIBRN R 952 me  Th RS G S0k S A S R R X
PR A DL B rb v SOk b e A S i X L o A
T RR AR A X R T B R BL B R R,
Hh il K B ARRSE  Fhy  2 f R SEE SR E )
ML S ARG [, “BR AR, il
KA, AN FRFERE . NP EES e S
MR, R QR — RS B R A B, P
% 58 SC AR H AT AL AR (B R, 2021), 51
PR AN BE L 50 1 E B, XAR A B 7 2R Al
0 b, T ERRER N TERE S (P28, 1985)
AR IR PR G 2R B BER A 50 i A HE S
YIAG
223 EEMRBD

TEIX— BB, BF9E 3 5 50 M 0145 s [a] )
KHRE, RGO A gid#E T IS d 0 . ARk
IR B E T E SO T EERES, ik
NS, B T M WE & PN IR A R 0 BT A O e 1) 3
B, GEAZ O T e B S G AT Sy < SO
FIAARIRSZ AL Gt Ak S b S 25 R A s, i Te) 36
I PRI AT A I8 B R B . ek AR B IS
MM, BRUERELE S, PN ASE, K
R A THE 2 B DA R R AN B R ) o AR AR T,
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MBATTRERS AR B T A O 22 Aot a7 2 17 A
LRAM I . AENPRIZ T, TR RERS & BLA
JRBA N PE RN R, AP S5 A 2R X R N
A BIIE AT, IF RN BRE 5  FERERPR R T,
W MABERS IERIE 15 A SRR, HREW, &
Tl AFUE LA R N AR N K R e Ao I,

HE A APIA R A AR TS, A Eshitfr A BILHE,

M2 DA S S O 285 B 0 i L U i i, JF Ho2s
INEEATHR ST MRS A BT IR
23 itig

WEFE 1 38X IR GERHEAT B oA, A9
T SO THERE A 0 A AL B A ROV | R
UER R ZE T AR NS | IR Y Ak 2
ARV IBCEA) A (BB ) 55 5 T o 355 7 5 SCAR T e 1Y
LA FIR Aoy, WA FTANIE . FETHRE YA RN 4k
BE b, 38R A FRMAERR S Z TS T SO T TR
M i 5% — X (Chancellor & Lyubomirsky, 2013;
Nadelhoffer & Wright, 2017; Worthington et al.,
2021). FAERFFASE SR OMA L R
MAFTEROC AR, XTEVE T R b Ay —E 1Y

Z2 ¥ (Nadelhoffer & Wright, 2017; Worthington et al.,

2021) ANFEAR, P E SO M EE SRR I B
TEF YRR S, RERS LI 4T . A RIER G
BREANRE, 0<% ) A& ANME— AR (7
SRV, WHSER AL AZ R BRAG 2 53H
SR RER (5 5%V, WHSEER A), Xt
5 Z A IE & 30 I SCAR TR B AR LA 8 e
JIE 3 B 4E(Spencer-Rodgers et al., 2010404, 1L
Ah, I SCAE R A i I 0 A B O A B,
HERAR N ETIRE 2 S2Ui#, IR
A), “HEBFTFEARWE ML (20 52U, W
Bfsk A), X5 AT T3k 1) 21 A# (Shi et al.,
2021; FRAEAR, 2020) L0 B E SO AR B A
155 B R SRR ] BL 5] (Chen et al., 2022; Hofstede &
Minkov, 2010)—Z.,

TEPRE AT MR B, SRR A9 iR AN v
D7 S —E W X . FEAHRE B B BE A b,
MR R ORI R, BREAEEREAC,
F Al 1) N 2 2 SR A, X LAAE () W 5E — 3 (Chen
et al., 2009; Owens et al., 2013), 7EVH ik p b4
A ZIFE P (Cialdini & Nicholas, 1989), AS[a] A,

VIRESREW], OB AR AE— R T 1 FNZAR,

ANEERMTE, [E0 6 532U &S BB, “an
REAEEIIAN, A O TR THE A%

YERD (ULBASRR A)o DCORTHEEE A A 1 A — 3L
(), AT 22K OB — A B8 R B i) R s ()RR A
T, & A CMJE B AN 3 (Nadelhoffer &
Wright, 2017), HT7E R OC R FNE 58 400 45 (9 52 30
(Worthington et al., 2021), s At FIFEREVE N
— AT TE, A BA R A K A K
(CpAEAE %5, 2022),

3 BESE 20 HEANTHE R R R

TEWFSE 1 BUPERF oS A9 3ERE F, BF9T 2 Bt i
HE B S5 R IR T R IT R T AR . WF5T 2 o St AT ik
R REE RO T MR, R AR 3 RN 2R Rk
(Allport & Odbert, 1936), HIIE—4-L&FREEh 2%
8 3 75 AL X — SO AN AR AT S RO BEAE
IR, X TR e TR 38T T LA AR 125
B E VR . 75 DIk — e R e b Y
R RIE IR (B, o E A A, RN
4, 2019, e AR TR, EIHY, YR, 2020
Chinese Familism Scale, Xia et al., 2025), 5% 2 4%
B R BLLT R T A A TR R AR A ] SR SO
WEEK R, A, BFST 2 IR T LIRS i
R AR DM RO T K [0S 4 H D0 ) 480
(B, Xiong et al., 2018), 18 3= I B 1L BRI 2 3
JEMES AR 2, A7 B IR A B AR TR 1 P
31 ZH%HH
311 BRERIEHEEE

38 AL PR R — AN G, B s
“HE L A AL G SO TR R Y A A
Teiifer, B, ARFFRAE AT A MR R, FEL
“Pe R 3 o I A ) B SCRR o ) OB L ) (R
FER R g ) AT DL R — Bl B T R, KA )
LGSO T AN R LR 1), TS
T, TR A A AT LU A A T T . — 7 I
ol NPRE SR EER, BOOAE T8r . R
AR NTTE, POASEL, FEAT R Bl ab =, R
A FR s AT N AL LR, 5 22 A S TR A <k
LTI L R RS CHib . S —Tr
T, “THE ) P IR 35 T — o ] X e 32 SCPT 200,
NN — D NTFER G A IREN, OREH O
PRSI A e — Y, T ) B i T ] 3 i
o RUE, B A GREE AN [ AR ) A4S
FE, RNEEsRE L T—M =R, 78 Eth AL
PAREAL, 52 MR R <A,

TR (GEMERN TG AT EE, A
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T H AR T AR E RSB, X Tk
HE R R, AERET (HE) P
T AW RC S ) BARKTE G EAE 4 38, &
& A% ) (MEMATIFRA) (LS %) (M
RN TIEE G 7 R ZIAS Bt Pl SR (A 2 KK

FERGE ) (PRI TTA) T (R 52 SC) - (M
MG g 5 R A, SRR SR RE 192 4k
(L 2). KT drryNRkt EEaE T
=2 TR B IR R S TR TR A AL S A
POREAEAN N . N BRI 2255 77 T B9 {8

T 1 ERERAEENY
£ Ak i RE
i i, b, KT, 5. — (HLLBF) (FHE) A6 O FNAT 3 28 B X A 2 iR A% A
QL AB AR, R T BN, ®FEE AL, — (LM
FE) GRER)
ik i, &b, kb, — (25 - TH) HAT—E R A TR, ARy, FLikbA
@ik, Emk, FmATi, BF2hb, — (£#)
I AHE) OBUEFFERZ, RENTIROREL, ok, 2F2F 540 WABHGEBUGZSE, A& HWETF HAi
IRRZSL, —— (BRBE D FRM - Bk (k) B LS T AR A5 T
@ik, RA#HL, — (FIL - FH)
5 D, B, — (25 - T}) FRF A CRAWA B R ] g ek,
@ik, B, —IR T BRALE 4 B A BE A 96
Oik: o, FAHAK, — (FHEFH)
e (e OFm R A A, 45w R4k (BT - #R) R AAEFEARFFOE I, YR B R
@ik, EAM, FETE, RAHREN, EAREERSL, —WIF  BH (U, APRSHE PR GIEE
e (EE) OFFBRLES, HAKkE, BT L JedfdF e, XAk, XA EA T AR RA G 1 E 7, ASRE
— (AT - kF) FAETLIR
i, EHM, X TREL, —HX
@ik, e, Bd, — (w@WHEE) kE)
K2 SEHRXTHEHRABLCE
20 T2 X Nl AR
EEIAVZ[S AL HCHMRE “ShE, BBMATA? (A S AERE) 5
EEi® %l et ol H 2 A AR “EF R BHN R (R EHE) 3
EE$5t s, B A SREM AR, N2 EF2E0" (AS) 2
il A A 3t TE IR A “ESLH: kE, BHTH, AABDT, At 0 5
FrE®E, ke ¥, (AHEL)
P
N R4 BA SR % “Hm AR, A m AR (R B) 2
I — HAR R S “ik, ¥, BFAL(AS) 8
RS EN Ao O CHIARETTFRARRAE, EFEALABAERL, EH 1
HARAL, REEZN®HE” (A S)
AR R AIESRAME R R, TR RO MR <28 LmiERs, AERE, TAHL(AS) 2
EF X AL, SRR E “FUARNBEZE, TATARZHHZE, LT%% 3
rw, A ARHER(AS)
e WIEREY L L, iS558 Wb A, ik, BFRARSHEE, HHFw"(AL) 6
HEIE A B T e S e R R AT, AR5 35 1 B “k, ¥, RETHFmALY, i fm b7 (A S ) 6
R 55 TE H O3 A Iz RE S I8k, PR s il AL, e (RS ) 3
5% T BRI, ARSI R IF 4R “E AN Bfig, AABA, MTEA, AT 1
B (R EHE)
MAKIZEEE RIFHELAE SR WER, NlEME B Fhikmsge” (L LHht) 5
HR AR
briE AW oA N £ %8 TR0 R BE TR ME 1N “GhEmAGEZ, FiEkL” (REHE) 6
WAEAALIL PR AL Y G “Ik, MBZ AR, RAFILT (A S ) 5
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312 WERHREERILCE

i i Web Of Science. ' [E 71K . APA
PsyArticles (EBSCO - 53 ) 45 B4k e A6 2% 1) 0 12 ife
AR & Y R S R AR 26 A4S, AR M 1992 F|
2018 4, BRI S LIE M HiOR R 54 379 M4
H(W3 3).

2% McElroy-Heltzel 55 A (2019) i, XX
26 AR 379 5% B THE— 251 00 o e Ak
AR E A0 LE R, iR AR B X)
KO S BE L AT N 55 . BRI —1
ZH, IR IR — AR (— 2 % H 2 Tl A
HEJLAYERET), 25K a3k 4 i,
313 BT HH

ZEAWESE | BRI ST L S A 5 VRS 18 ) 2 3%
PR DAAE i AR A S5 2, 763X — B Bowl Ao e ke
BT AERE IR I R 25 H . BF9E 1 IOZE SRR,
PR ARG B Y H IR . BEUE R R R = A

RN EE | AR Y A THE 285 B8 R0 BBCR) A1) (BB 1) 25 7
Tl o 3K SERPIETE THERE (19 1R B A4 iR B, R 9]
ARNATTXS T e kg 7Y B A5 4% G SO Al v Y e
FEME S BA —HhE . A M THE R R 2B T
P AE SV ML S EI AN SN DN SEAYSS:
FEAT A TT T, B vy KRR A O O T, 1P
XA AT BE 2 0 1 SCAR T Tl & ) Ao e
Hb, B A A S I YIS B F RO HLRE RS T S X
i A C A N DI 5 0 AATTE 3l A7 A 19 R o
m](Alicke & Sedikides, 2009; Dufner et al., 2019),
THERE A A T 745 32 UE &, 78170 A 2 A
SN S BB F B TR AT Brh, AR
B 35 E Y E 0T A A st 5 TR A ]
(Nuyen, 1998). KL, 7EX—FrB AW A FRINAFRE
UG Sy — A TR B AT 30 Ry E SO T iR
FERE S LA 4 S THERE, 20l P45 . BHIE . HEEX
AR . o, P25 TR A R IR S, R B

®3 MEMREERLCE

95 BRA R 1E#H
1 Honesty-humility Modesty facet (Ashton & Lee, 2007)
2 The Big-Five Modesty Trait (Costa & McCrae, 1992)
3 Modest Behavior Scale (Chen et al., 2009)
4 Expressed Humility Scale (Owens et al., 2013)
5 Relational Humility Scale (Davis et al., 2011)
6 The Humility/Modesty Subscale of the Values in Action Inventory of Strengths (Park et al., 2004)
7 Healthy humility inventory (Quiros, 2006)
8 Humility subscale of the servant leadership survey (van Dierendonck & Nuijten, 2011)
9 Intellectual Humility Scale (McElroy et al., 2014)
10 the General Intellectual Humility Scale (Leary et al., 2017)
11 the Porter Intellectual Humility Scale (Porter & Schumann, 2018)
12 Comprehensive Intellectual Humility Scale (Krumrei-Mancuso & Rouse, 2016)
13 Cultural Humility Scale (Hook et al., 2013)
14 Specific Intellectual Humility Scale (Hoyle et al., 2016)
15 Spiritual Humility Scale (Davis et al., 2010)
16 Dispositional Humility Scale (Landrum, 2011)
17 Humility subscale of the Schwartz values survey (Schwartz et al., 2012)
18 Brief state humility scale (Kruse et al., 2017)
19 Experiences of Humility Scale (Davis et al., 2017)
20 Humility Scale (Elliott, 2010)
21 Chinese Modesty Scale (Xiong et al., 2018)
22 R A F A R BE VT SE R4 (W44, BAVEE, 2009)
23 R ) (Et, TR, 2014)
24 A ATELE S (A4, 2009)
25 HEEE A iR (B3, 2014)
26 LU T R TSR W e i (itifg gz, 2016)
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R4 DUEREERFENSEER
X it ; .
e RE " P EERN ]
EE: AU 123 P MAE HERR AT, fefgiAiRz] “I am an ordinary person who is no better than others” (Ashton & Lee,
FLEHARIE, IR R TP 2007):
“I am open to criticism” (Quiros, 2006)
SIS 21 g MARIACH [ OO A AR A S8 “1 deserve more influence and authority than most other people do
(R)” (Ashton & Lee, 2007)
EE %S 46 P MMARWTIE R [ FesE 3, %% 142 “Sincerely accept others' suggestions” (Chen et al., 2009);
FH “I often thirst for knowledge” (Quiros, 2006)
YNNG 78 RGO FE B ABYIRE . it “Find and appreciate others' strengths” (Chen et al., 2009);
S 5ER “This person is open to the ideas of others” (Owens et al., 2013)
BTN 45 FiENMEESER B ARAAE . MRS “In front of others, attribute success to luck rather than my own
B 1T N ability” (Chen et al., 2009);
“Not praise one's own strengths” (Chen et al., 2009)
AR E R 19 3 i SR AR 2 30 3R B9k 2%, “T am always humble about the good things that have happened to me”
(general humility) IR (00 (8, A6 DiesE oy R gy (Park etal., 2004);
=y “I appreciate modest people, and am happy to interact with them”
(Xiong et al., 2018)
R (spiritual) 14 JeE AR S [ 2 FE2E 4/ 3 8k /1 “1live in awe of the greatness of life” (Quiros, 2006);
ST /N, 8257 X Fh 2 v If %3] “He/she accepts his/her place in relation to the Sacred” (Davis et al.,
B 2010)
THM 42 GBI — At T H AR g, A 1 only behave modesty if it does not have significant negative
F Ui BT MRS &, SiAe st s outcomes for me” (Xiong et al., 2018);
e R U T “HRINA LT AL BTAR, B R —F ARG EHZE” (G4
4%, 2016)
T IEASH L 9 HURMAEANE BT ARBIA AT, “FEETER A AR E R BRI, hA BB AR AL,

IR AT A B AR T2 B A IE

ER K, 2014);
“HRT I B T RGAES B, RALINT R (G64545, 2016)

REMEREH AR, AR H SR A
B AL, AEIESE R A B GRS A, R PR
H CLICAE — 5 K %) 25 () T [R]85 50/ 00 fA R iR AT
I, R B F Y kR0 2 8 e KR B 8
PEo HBURHE AR, RI NI
AR B E S AL RE S, J5EA —FiR
W B BE o IR TR MR T R, TERT
SRR B, RIS AL R Ty T AR A 7k
Yo TEfEL) 4 MREETE, ARGk Uik
SCA TERHEEF DAL REER, A A 4R EEXT I I 25 H
JFi#E 5 A0 FAE R E AR A X 45 B 5 E S
T5 5T TR AL S A DGR BE E AT I, & A5 3]
3 A HHEAT — B Rm N 7204
32 HRREEFHHN

A HF 5 38 o AE 2 BCHE A P & Credamo
(https://www.credamo.com) I £ H ¥, — 3£ & L
420 fy i, Hda 11 0B 8 1 B B (i e PR
EFAFFE R, B 409 7. T EdE AR v
{H 252 m BT 45 5, ABFFEiE R Mahalanobis
PR B PUIN B i i om (12 Br CHHAE R 2%, 2019),

A BHORECH 394 Ao Ho vk 121 A, ok
273 N, $HRAIAEIRTE 17~63 % Z[8](M = 30.82, SD =
8.00). HBEMEENM: Fh MLUFEIINA 8 A, &
B LRETI A 292 N, W AE2EDIINA 94 o
T4, i@k KMO F1 Bartletts BRIE K 56 4047 &
i, KMO {l 4 0.89, Bartletts BRI A6 56 45 4 i & G
L %> = 10423.44, df = 2628, p<0.001), FHiZ[A)%:
35 5 A R TR R T, 25T R
J A R Z M A e A AE— e A G, R T 4+
43T (Principal Axis Factoring, PAF)Fl AL &1 585%
hk (Promax)Xf 73 /5% HiFA TR R R 401 . =
T AW A 4, 2019) IR R M 74
Mt — e/ CHARE 45, 2019), #4208 LI JrUu)
1% Bifie: OMBREM /N 0.3 M&H; QMR
5 R P 2 I (FE 2 ANk 2 AR R b 3R AR
mT 03, HEM/NT 02145 H; OMEERA 1
L2 AN EMET, @MBRILFEE/NT 0.3 M4
Ho— UM —8, R — s — R R R MR R .
—JEBR T 48 AT, CREA T 25 AN RS, FE
% 8 T H— Y M N A EZ S, B 44
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2% H AN BE A6 A A& P9 T b A B oAb 4% HAR 47
M UH Ry — MR, XA SOE A AT DAL T DA —
B ) 35 %) s 1) 7 R (Hook et al., 2013; Hoyle et al.,
2016), mWAFR 21 DR H, Bt SRR
45.26%, RN 5 PR . R TR 4448
5 BT, 54 H g BG4 MEEAE
XN . TR TR S A H LN, R
R N S i el o K A S Rl & 51 S A /NG 1 E i
IR ARTE B IR LA S N B4 B T T )RR A
K 3 7 4 FE T 5 ARG B ek @ —2, 9%
ARAEAIE . AR
3.3 iTig

WHoE 2 iz e gE SR e r S 7 ik, il
HISHES WP TR 4 DUEEE: P45, At
UE, ARG, B S AR R 43 B <
UL FEYR A 2 AT BRI 4 B (B AT RIBIL),
w2, TEAMERRCVE S B BN, BF
UE AR IR Y A BE 454

TERAN B R AR <SP P R — A0
A fE, X—RERM TS UL R S A LS,
“Hhh A, M B LR Z S, YR
(<5 - ) ), HEm AdFREHIHTZ . #h
VI 8 TR 7 Bl B/ ) A v L e
Y AE 4% (egalitarian beliefs) s 1] Ul F— $6 3 i (1Y B
WHFFESCE A, B, Nuyen (1998)IA b e i~ 1A 7
T O BUSE S BRI R 4745 32 3, 4 A C AL
SR 2 L, 25 OR35S J sk (Y B T B
Beo BPEVIRES R R AL T 3k, — 2Lk
132 V54 WRI I HBA P4 F EE, eFki]
S ARV, TR E 0 E AR, TR
KA CHRIBREE TR Z EHFTR (5
TR U)X B AR 2 NER R RN, T
S (18 S ZUTH)-

WREMEHEF P85 1 2=, Sty d i n
PSR FE A HE— 20 XA H A S AN 2
M, X—Xo0HAGEME., PR, A5 A7

®5 HEAREERNAETEHEN

sl S| LN HEUE I HEHL e[ B2
L IR AC B E @A, AR AT 0.625 0.565
2. R A CAEAR Z 07 1 e AR 3R TS R -0.863 0.651
3. I A C I EEN T RZ A B R0 J AU R -0.833 0.682
4. INRHE I — B NE FARG R E LA EE R -0.818 0.511
5. IR A S BRA TR 0.514 0.380
6. AL H CAETER AP R 2T A 0.534 0.549
7. ST 2 b OCTE B LTS 08— TR I AN A2 e i 0.610 0.340
8. HAAMALES, T4k T A ASRALR I L 0.497 0.357
9. FRINM BN ZH GEIE X FA Fr s Bl 0.515 0.336
10. LTI A C AW S 0.546 0.367
1. REBFESEAA 0.658 0.395
12, FRIA AR FAE A — 2 Hic 8 B BT & e 0.558 0.370
13. RAEAEA T & FALFt nl BEHE R 60 52 A 0.660 0.455
14, BTG BT T A, FRABE IR T I A 2w 0.456 0.325
15. A RFEXS FAFF M0 F ok ok vl BES BOUE IR S R 1Y 0.765 0.523
l6. oW 5k 0 A C AT ILEL, XRIEAJEGA kL 0.614 0.367
17. 28 SR A O AR — 2 Bt S 75 A il 0.696 0.581
18. & HFAT ARA 0.641 0.411
19. AL FFHEHRAC, FAEFTERIEEMN S RBATS) 0.613 0.346
20. AT A C WK RE 0.740 0.560
21. ASZIEERGIANEH 0.676 0.492
ERNRIED 5.00 3.19 1.71 1.25 1.11
TTERR 21.51%  12.44%  5.62% 3.46% 2.49%
Bt pTEkE 21.51%  33.95%  39.57%  43.04%  45.26%

T R ARTEE a4 RRE AT 0.40 I H A S
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L

TE H FRIE5H 0 7] (Alicke & Sedikides, 2009; Dufner
et al., 2019), TIHHE & W E T % 3 U5 &, Bhie
O3 IE M AR A B, 6% WA FF A & (Nuyen,
1998), L, FAEE&REEIME X C B H i Z
B 5% N B BN T X5 — e 5T 5 ol
X 43 A 1 1) 3R 5l AN [6) 843 18 00 5 AH B2 A
(Nadelhoffer & Wright, 2017), % T tt, B8 2 &
RN T HERER 5 T4 .

4 BE5E 3 ENHRKE R AR IE
PE R 520 B AR SO e A

F5E 3 HE XTI 2 45 2 1) b Bk 1 R i1 7
S UEME T AT, oE— 0 R M I S5 . I
A, BIRGEIAE (P A e i 8 R HL Aty o
SREAR, e B 01 U TR
41 WRF*E
411 #Hik

Sk T VR G Wl X6 i e HE AT 58 UE 4 DR A A U
AT, AW S G RSB AT & R0
DL IR T Sl it A T D0 56w Aoy SR B s, A
BREARATE 873 A

BEAR—: [WFgE 2, ad 7E AR A &
Credamo WAEHHE, —ILA L 304 fylal, Hfh
13 1 VoA 3 3k o PR AL (9 B B R N R ) Rz,
AR BBIRECH 291 N HA B4E 85 A, Lotk 206
N, BOALHAERRAE 18~54 % Z[E(M = 29.82, SD =
7.64) HEREHI: mh LU INA S A,
AR L RIEDTAT 247 N, WFFEAEZEDT0F 39 .

HAZ: B ELBEHAETSNERE
(https://www.wjx.cn/ )W EEZE, —3H: Ak 333 #yh]
B, Ho AT 62 A 38 A B BRI, e 244 Rk
WRECh 271 Ao HoBPE 136 A, otk 135 A, #
AR IR AE 18~51 2 Z[8](M = 24.07, SD = 4.11),
HEBEE: WP RUUTRETINAE 4 A, AF
sCEREDIAA 248 N, BRSEAEZDIROA 19 A,

FEA =0 RIREAR —, B AL AT 6
Credamo WAEEHE, —ILR L 206 R4, H 6 1
AT 1 1 B B AEAGIN, fe A S 200 A
Hr B M 80 A, Zoik 120 A, BHXMAEIRTE 20~60
% Z (M =32.39,SD=9.01), ZAFREFH: &T
KU1 0 15 N, AR L R2E DA 145
N, BERAEZEDIRAT 40 A

FEADY: AR KA 112 AL
WS, A1 Gy BB A M FE BRI, e 2 30

PORBCH 111 Ao Hi B4 46 A, Lotk 65 A, #
WA TE 17~37 % Z[[I(M = 21.23, SD = 3.71),
HEBREIm: AREIA 76 N, WIS
A 35 N

412 ®WMxERIER

bR AR E 2 A MRS 2 432 b E R
RERER, HERAE 21 KE, RIS 7 500
bR, SR AEEAFE) 2“7 @ARHAE).

K BEARRE T2 R ARUTEE TR T
e HE 71 %% (The Big-Five Modesty Trait; Costa &
McCrae, 1992), 5 3RF AT 7 SOPESrbRiE, 15
BN AEFAFRZ)EN 7T BRI, & 84
% H. TEAWIFE T Cronbach o REH 0.63,

HEXACO A#%% K % H 3k & T % & : HEXACO
FNYERE ARBIRIR T 100 4~ 4% H A 19 HEXACO-
PI-R £ #(Lee & Ashton, 2018)# 771l &, =R KM
vkt 5 P ERIE, JERINT GEE AN FE) F
“57 (ARWHE), FEEATE 6 MR, 7l i
Bt (o = 0.79), THLREM (@ = 0.68), FhmtE(a =
0.82), H AM:(0=0.80), KTt (a = 0.75)FIFFi i
(@=0.82) BRT 6 AMHERE, i8F 4 P2 H
T HER A A 3 X (Altruism) (o = 0.56).

WEAT A F R ABTERM 39 & HHoRTr
M e (Modest Behavior Scale; Chen et al., 2009),
IR NFE N 5 PR bRiE, JERICT AEE A
AE) B AR R, RS 3 YRR, 2
KA (@ = 0.80), AL (@ = 0.84)FIT &
W0 =0.81),

FHE AR E A APTOCRA 32 SAHMAHIEH
F& 5 2 (Dialectical Self Scale, Spencer-Rodgers et al.,
2015 1 B A B UE 32 SR GEAK T . wERR T
yedE 7 RVPOERUE, JEE T AR AR E] <77
AEw#eR) . ZEARWFEH Cronbach a REH 0.64.

PORE R AR 13 FHEE
Y e (S AERE, FRLLIE, 2005)00 43K (14 o g 2
A, WmFRRP TN 7 SO bRE, WWENT AR
WAFEE) 247 @AEW T A) AL H Cronbach
a RECH 0.86,

BEZ & AMSCRA 10 ZHMP RO A
¥ & % (Rosenberg self-esteem scale; Rosenberg,
1965) M WY A BFKF . RRA TR 4 5
WorbriE, M1 AREARE) 2«4 AR RE).
TEARMFFEH Cronbach o Z2EUH 0.85,

BEEA: APPSR 16 FEHMAMER
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(NPI-16; Ames et al., 2006)ill & 4% i4 [ 25K,
R ZOR O A ik —aa gk U (B AR AR
AT HPE, TEAMFIEH Cronbach o %N 0.85,
413 WRIZITMERF

AHIFGE A AT DO AR A AT B 3 AT o AR —
FHT B R R 723 i R BE A3 AT o 6 TR A — FTAE
AR IE, AR TR RAG R, TEA R
H KA FTHE T XEAFUESE B i 2 4 H R ik 47
TR (e K R VLM R B), BEGTEL FAEA
(FEA =) 5 4T FEAS (BEAS U rb 397 it 00 O 344 715
PESIHT o FEAR —FIFEAR =438 1 Credamo F 5 5%
B, BT ER A C AN O Geit 245 B OHAS
TR 2 . D IPAL EIAE B, AE R OO 15
K, Had[a]—F & A — i 0 R AT
F) 1) 3 o AR P U3 o 41 58 - 5 0 S e A R 22 A,
WH R B LR E W N BIHE . RS,
A Mplus 8.0 #FEATEGIE: K F 4347 LA & SPSS 27.0
HEATAR BE 437

FEAR T RUE /AT o i ) 57 & 30 529k
i, B e B AR OGN D T F BRI
GrpE A THl B3 . KSR T R SOl T
JEFR, AN, Pl TR ESE M HEXACO &3,
AEIE AR ESE . PEEgERE . A ERMANE
F . IEYE)E, i SPSS 27.0 HEFTRE A HT .
42 WRER
421 SwiEMEREFS

fifi 1 Mplus 8.0 #AF, RAIFEA 1 55—l
WEAE(N = 291), @7 A5 R TR A, X AT
i F 3R ) L A AR AR A T 9 b R AT . 278 R
FAE N (2019) 14 i, AR A 12 1 45 %X (modification
index, MI)FI 2% H & W BEASHEAT LT, s T 2
NH, SAEET 1 PReIIERIA HE AR
APEARR AR L9015 A O TE T ERF IR TR AT
LEEN, BRUEZARE 19 5% H . BT
AR 55 H At o] REAFAE ) 58 P AL HEAT LU AR . S e
A1 B, B S A Z IR OGHR,

J A 45 H DU Y R B — AR SRR 2:
WA AL, [ 4 R ARl TR, HAR L
A R 000 S %) 0 2 THE R AR IR RE R o SE s AR
30 SR, K 4 fR SRR TN, B S
TR T VAR A OB RS B, At 3 AN
-0 1 A T R A AR . SRR 4
DUDA IR, FESY 2 mewlr i —3, 1M
K 2 LR TR AR5 £ UEE, &
H—HF

AR LA FE BN 2= 6 s o — s 7
FEMRULL A T 232 bR v Ry /df /NTF 5, CFI Al
TLI KT 0.90, RESEA /NT 0.06, SRMR /N T
0.08(Hu & Bentler, 1999), H:Hr, i [H T H AL ] 5
FH B KA SR Al i1 (Maximum Likelihood, ML) 7
AT A, A PO AR B ML 7 Al
RERUAW SR, Bt LR HORR A K ABL 8K A 1 (Robust
Maximum Likelihood Estimator, MLR) [ J5 ¥
(Satorra & Bender, 1994), 458 B/, H AR
E{RE IR o /O = AP R N P o o | S 2
i AIC F1 BIC 5/, EZEATRIR 7 ERA 107
B, HALRFEPRES RAl2E T A AR, L, &
2z E R 3R U AR, i 1 R,
422 HEANREERHNE. WEKRRE

1E B #7: K Cronbach o 25 L4 K & {5 B
Uk E A R RGN TR — . FEAR =
FREA DY, o [ i 1 3R 1 4E 2 1) Cronbach o &
$AE 0.54~0.88 Z (WK 7), FF6 R —MBIbRE
(George & Mallery, 2003), AJLA#E32., TR MK
15 BE 5 P iR A8 1) 52 A P A2 7 28 VT OG 3 (38 K ik
4, 2016), AW S HEM S BRI E SR
e, 5 EEg oS B )y Sl YA SE . LA
— L pb Koo [ 4% 48 S0k 5 B 4k Ty =X S A& i
i, i R gE R MH ARG EETE 0.62~
0.79 Z [ (RAEM, MLLIE, 2005), HHIE A & &2
{SEATE 0.69~0.87 Z[A](Spencer-Rodgers et al., 2008),
RN R NI R ETE 0.43~0.70 Z[8]

*6 HEANREEREBLSELRER

(R r df $/df CFI TLI SRMR AIC BIC RESEA
TR AR A 222.82 142 1.57 0.931 0.917 0.053 17336.66 17584.59 0.044
DY A A 383.87 146 2.63 0.740 0.696 0.104 17114.78 17346.20 0.075
=N AR 502.30 149 3.37 0.614 0.557 0.124 17250.14 17470.70 0.090
TR 568.22 151 3.76 0.544 0.484 0.112 17313.14 17526.20 0.097
PR TR 662.60 152 5.36 0.442 0.372 0.119 17418.82 17628.20 0.107
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> Q J«— o7

0.717
0744 —> Q@ | <— 0447

0821 —»[ Q3 |<«— 0326

0606 \ <« 0632
/, <«— 0.701

0.547

0565 /, <« 0681
0.505 —> <« 0.745

0495 —7Q10 | «— 0755
0.704

[ Qi1 | «— 0504
_»| Q12 | «— 0760

0.490
0.416 —>_Q13 | <— 0827

0581 Q1 | «— 0662
0.571

\ <« 0.674

> Q16 | «— 0747
0.503
0.708 —> <«—— 0.498

0.674 \> <« 0.545
051 > Q19 |<«— 0576

0.719 —>| Q20 | «—— 0483
0626 —" Qa1 | «— 0.608

B b E AR R TR T2

(WRPHZE, 3Rk E, 2016), HRd pfFEdb T2
LR AT 23230 B, AR IF AR B AT THE & A WF 53 4k
FREEMES 2N FEA—RBE 15 KEH
Il 265 1A Soskds, S5 R R, T E A E =
FFUEE R EMEEALE 0.57~0.72 Z [ (WL 7).

R7 HEAREERNEE

‘ o ZH I B
i35S
n; =291 n; =200 n,=111 ni =265
EF3 0.77 0.88 0.81 0.72
LN 0.70 0.77 0.68 0.64
HEUE 0.60 0.70 0.54 0.62
T 0.65 0.72 0.56 0.64
HEEL 0.71 0.68 0.75 0.57

AR R BERAE AT FEAR (= 271) TP
FE R e R P RUE KBS . SR Harman B[R R K
WOk (A P, R, 2020), 28R EOR, FHEE

KT 1 HHETFIE 65 4, HRFHIFE R 29.43, K
fEREE R 12.32%, FEARTCHERE 13 R,
FAAEAE ™ AL ) 7 v A 25 [, o [N TR
T NF BRI UL R 8 Fis, BT AMSHA K
HEHUAE FE AR —E AR, 1 = —0.204 FlI
—0.208, ps < 0.001, 7EiX B RNIFE RN S5 HF
A AR AR B e R KT R I o iR R A 2R 1Y
IS5 R AN 9 Fim, 250 v R =
T A, AREAKELEE 5 HEXACO il 7=

®8 HEANREERHAIXEME (n,=271)

Eii 353 B LION HEUE %A

H

LION -0.204"""

HEIE 0.135" 0.235™"

I 0.173" 0.304™" 0.368""

HEHL -0.208""" 0.470™"" 0.270"" 0.285™"

FE:* p<0.05, %* p<0.01, *** p < 0.001,
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RMKAAAEHEFRERZ R ENEMLLR
(ps< 0.001), H1[E ATz HEFRAY 5 A2 BRI T
TTHEREZERBEFEMNIEMILKER(ps < 0.001), X T
HEXCAO &%, HHASiI 3o, FataetEm
Fifth 32 X B W IEAH I E R (ps < 0.05), S55bm]
PE R TR TR P 5 Y A DG SR R (ps <
0.001); HIA 55 B A% 25 Fe e 1 LA ) oA 4E i 34 2
WEMIEA XL R (ps < 0.01); BHIESE 255 E M
BB ERIEMIEIER (T = 0.287, p < 0.001); KI5
W L EE RO AR A 3 SR Y
TEAHSEIE R (ps < 0.05); FE M Bl S —Hieth Fi i 26
T M DL A 1) At A A 4 B 52 2 3 I IE A 6 R
(ps < 0.05). BLAN, FENFARIESHEE [ T W E R
HASCK &R (ps < 0.01), HE AHE &R AMZ
A1 H At 2 B 5 b R A Y R E IR A R K R
(ps < 0.001), FH. BEUEAVLIHY S AR W&
TAHIEIEFR (ps < 0.001) AT TR S AW
KEBANES:, HAE A SRR EWAMEELR
(r=-0.376, p < 0.001), #AFMPEHIN 5 7 2 2 5
FHYIEAH KR (ps < 0.001).
4.3 itig

WFFE 3 T 458 7 B A, BE T rp [ i

TR AL R, R R R, P EA
R 2 5 A e R A 3R 2[RI AE — R Y IE A G
KA, VLA IE I & B3 2 322 5 70 7 Uiy =
TR EERA ESWERSY, WAA BT .
AL, E R R A EE 5 HEXACO i
T i 3% DL RO N T T o 3R A SC R B
F, HESHEIT AR RA AW IEMHCER, M
AR N2 B R AT 0 I 4 B 5 3 = A Tk
HERAEPE AR . RIS SRS b E SOy
A, v E A SRR S SOSCAR R SR R R A
NG NZ R EARFERI G R, FE M, %4
ftb N\ B4 1Hi - (Bond et al., 1982; Lee et al., 2014), [H
WA PR R B A BN 4T S 5 08 7 SCIR TR B iR
HREA BENHXEER,

LR, TEARER RN REES
HEXACO AASBLRY rfv iy A A% A i S 0 o — 26 I 2
MIFHOCE R o Horp, o E AR e RERAFIEZ M HY
TR SR 3 R B IEA I CR, X WAT
B Z TR IR SR, PR A SR E LN
E41 217 M (Columbus et al., 2019; LaBouff et al.,
2012), teAh, AFUELERE 515 45 Fa 8 P A W 2 1Y IE AR
KKFR . LIMERMFFRRY], X E ST fREIE

x99 FEAREERSVRTEEMNEIXR

ik M sD B LIUN FEUE iR HEHRL
HEXACO ifi i 12.73 2.45 0.620™" -0.095 0.298"" 0.302""" —0.041
RILNHE T 34.62 5.99 0.461"" 0.006 0.249™" 0.360""" 0.026
W AT M 147.36 14.91 0.248"" 0.426™" 0.334™" 0.452"" 0.380"""
EE4Z ]| 32.17 5.57 0.177" 0.174" 0.361""" 0.367""" 0.259™""
fili A AR 3E 66.37 6.68 -0.007 0.609™" 0.300™" 0.357""" 0.486™""
E R 48.83 7.80 0.353™ 0.167" 0.123" 0.296"" 0.126"
HEXACO A#%

Y SE - 51.80 9.11 0.338"" 0.169" 0.069 0.295™" 0.093

I E -V 52.89 7.05 0.224"" 0.001 0.287""" 0.033 0.086
AP iy M 54.83 9.10 -0.364"" 0.454™" -0.112 -0.112 0.263™"
HAPE 52.14 8.70 -0.091 0.378"" -0.028 0.178" 0.126"
Rai 54.96 7.92 —-0.218""" 0.413™ -0.023 -0.023 0.427""
L 55.98 9.17 —-0.229""" 0.384™" 0.009 0.119" 0.359"""
FilAth 3 S 15.18 2.55 0.134* 0.344™" 0.062 0.217"" 0.229™"

HoAl AAF

H 29.94 5.00 -0.376"" 0.321°" -0.072 0.030 0.237"""
ERN 5.12 3.42 -0.518""" -0.014 -0.249""" -0.320""" 0.029
HHIE A 3% 127.64 12.54 0.197" —0.068 0.273"" 0.071 -0.084
A 73.21 7.81 -0.113 0.577"" 0.236™" 0.283"" 0.397""

HE:*p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001,
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TEYERE 2T B TSR 141 45 98 19 (Spencer-Rodgers
et al., 2010), ZEfpCBRERE, X S5HE M AIA
B v KT 18 B B 45 2R — B (Aghababaei et al.,
2016; Worthington et al., 2021; Zheng & Wu, 2020),
AR H L T HAh— L NAR R, S50 K,
o E iR 3R S RRE B RO bR R A
IEAXRR, SABERENTMALKR, 5SAY
WA 52 28 AR DGR, X B2 A 5 Z Wi b5 L
B, AEUEE AR R AR E SO AR
S, SRS UM, REMRAEIEL, AR
W HE 1Y 2 1 (Davis et al., 2011; Nadelhoffer &
Wright, 2017; Worthington et al., 2021), 4k, HHIE
e s HANE B RAH DGR, UL R 4E
ATREA B TR 4 B0 E . A 5iE
RN A e A& SRFUE AR 4E 22 A W
EWACKR, S HMAEEA BENRAHLKR,
SRR B A W 3 0 IEAE OGO R o IAE R BT
FALKI TS A S ZEMFERLR, — DA hE
()i I B A 0 RN N BRU o3 Z TR AE 53 25 o 1]
i, Cai % AN Q01D)MFFETS H, P EAWHEE 545
W AERAME, (HENERASIEAM, KK
H R E AR ER SR AT ZRIACR.

5 W 4 ECHRER R B TR
vl T 4548 S i SCAE XS B

WG 2 FIF5E 3 8 T rh ) A T s ARE 2 P 5
Iegmthil T E AR R, EPESCRE ST,
JE AT LAAE SRy — i I Ak 2 1 B 0 SR s (8 4 2
BAE, 2009; HilELE, 2016; Xiong et al., 2018), [
TR AR R A o TR SR iR 2 4, T E SC
b rb i 34 T i 2 IR R LA e B, 91 dn ek
SR AR A<t BEREE (BOIR, 2007)% . R
T A bR G R R & 4B, AR
FERICLPA 1430 5 IR IR R i 1A [R) 26 8, LPA
S LA U AT, BRAS I TR 2 4
JE AR, R A TR 28 Py ZE R AE AN (]
BV BRI (Lanza et al., 2003), 14k, B FSZIEAF
G, TG SCIE T B R B — e Sk 2 S
(ifilZ %, 2016; Xiong et al., 2018), #F5T 4 ApB5
HV SO AR TR KT, 5 SRR 1 S
RS
51 Ak
51.1 #Hik

AT 78 38 i AE BRIV AR &5 Credamo & i

(), 430 32 B A M XAy o [ RN 55 [, B4R
T REA R IR UAE o FAFFST 2 S5, ARBFFT R
Mahalanobis 25 158508 H B9 85 i (E T S Bk (4R
4 2019),

FEA—(PEgEL): —IL& L 1091 fy i,
A 67 13 A I A BRI, Rl 1024 17, iR
VRS A B A i (B T 2 BRI, S AR R B
981 Ao H M 318 A, bk 663 A, #ikny4:
WA TE 18~60 % Z [H)(M = 30.16, SD = 8.24), #H %
FEE: mh MU FRSEI A 37 N, AREE
BEETIA 793 N, A=A 151 A,

FEAR (P pik): —H &k 342 i, H
WA 55 VA A B B AR N B8 A A T [
[l 287 1y o PBIEHE H B s B T B BR e, e
AR ECH 273 N Hi g 268 A& 9 bLiE
FH, A S AR AESERE B 14 A, Lotk 156
A, AR 2 AN, AEEFIHNNA 1 iR
JEHE N 18~60 % (M =35.20, SD = 11.06)., Z¥HHE
FEE: @ LA 37 N, ARREDT
A 140 N, WSS TIHIA 96 N
512 WE

b E AR E B & (P R): MR 3 HEIK
19 45 B WUAS 14 A e 1 35 o

b E AR Bk (S SUMR): TE PSR R LA
I, BRI KX 19425 H BIIERLIE S, SR
W2 APER T S N B, 2 s 5
A — 24 BETE L 1 5 K 55 S A% H BRI [
oS, R 0 e SCRR R BN R R (UL B s R
B). mFERHETSE 7 SIESbRAE, BRI
(Strongly Disagree) #/“7” (Strongly Agree).

513 WREFRF

i1 Credamo V& ZEH0R, #AFT 2444
KN B G it2a(5 B ES h E A # R 2R (h E
B 5 B SCRR, P B S8 T SRR ) o HE B
Jei, EEXTREA U 36 B B A T 5 U R 4T
FEE R BN Uk R T EH . KA,
Wt SPSS 27.0 A1 R 4.2.3 #/FHY tidyLPA 13,
(Rosenberg et al., 2018) X /174 7 B i U HifE fiE 1 3%
P30 AT PRSI AEAS t K35 F LPA 438, A5 55T
1) AR S o
52 MIRGR
521 IiEMERERFHT

ffi ] Mplus 8.0 #RAFEE T 4540 Iy BRARAY, X 75
W RN Ok €T W AT 1o e TN T P e 1V 2 1
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BUNFR 10 PR o M4 — e 454 J7 B AR UL ] 2
Z AR ME(Hu & Bentler, 1999), 19 M4 H H.HF
RO B IS &5 SR 22 L R SE 3, B EIHIE A
(2019)A i, HRHE MI 550 R 4% B & SO0 AR Y
BT, MPERRNE | AKH, BRI HELEE
FRIEA KB AT 4232 (bR e . 450, 75 07 gk
BF At AR g 42 22 TR T R ) LR P, GnfEl 2
Fi7R o
522 HREERBHER

B UE T T AT i 2 SR B, V8 5 U A

FARREHZ W B R L AL A T X H AR
FEP P OB AR R m R 2 R, AL
Srp, PRI 19 S5k B AR SR 1R
SrIEHL o X R PG gl R TR B R PR
I TISIREAS t RS, SRR ULE 1),
] B R AE B UE AN 4 B A5 5 W 2 = TP T
#k(p = 0.007 A1 p = 0.011), 7EHHIFALALERE |-
F 7353 i AR 78 7 9il(p = 0.009 F1 p < 0.001),
FESEAEE b, WA BRI I B2 5P =
0.237).

F10 AARRHNEEFEEYUSESER

% HE $ df ¥/ df CFI TLI SRMR AIC BIC RESEA
19 14 H 327.86 142 231 0.849 0.818 0.085 16380.57 16622.41 0.069
18 4 H 260.12 125 2.08 0.901 0.879 0.063 15343.77 15574.78 0.063

W 19 A E R, B ML D5 kb Al T H R BORUANIS S, BOCR B MLR %) J5 5 (Satorra & Bentler, 1994); 18 4™ 5% H A4 & 4544 )7

FRASEAY T F 0 2 ML J7 241 .

—> 2 <—— 0.501
007
0820 —> Q3 | <— o038
754
N PR
L o
0.612
/r <« 0507
0.702
0717 —>| Q71 | <«— o6
0.708
o] o
0.560
~[o ]
La]«— o
0412
0380 —>| Qi | <— o056
057 i ]« oo
0.703
~[ar]«— o
/r <« 0710
0.539
0520 —> QIs | <— 0730
0.575
~[a ] oo
/y «—— 0484
0.718
0.580 —> <« 0.664

0.683
—[aw ]« asm

K2 P95 g b ol i R i T A
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RN HEAREEROPETHRIXNTLE

pgia El LN HEIE ST biidid
Gl 4.16(1.07) 5.57(0.67) 5.15(0.85) 5.67(0.81) 5.50(0.85)
i 4.37(1.25) 5.76(0.78) 4.97(1.00) 5.51(0.95) 5.61(0.95)
t 2.61 3.55 2.71 2.56 1.66
df 390.64 393.46 388.90 390.78 399.81
p 0.009 <0.001 0.007 0.011 0.097
Cohen’ d 0.195 0.263 0.203 0.191 0.121
218 95% CI [-0.38, —0.05] [~0.29, —0.08] [0.05, 0.31] [0.04, 0.28] [-0.23, 0.02]

523 EEJFEHSH

Xof v Lt DX A B S 2R T LPA 34T o DA A
EFEANEERN 5 ANHFESOTEYE A
PR 118 5 43 B3 DA 2% H B0 SF- 2545 43 ) R A 8 AE
ZZ [ AIWESE (AN Liang & Park, 2025; Morin &
Marsh, 2014; JAIB3E %%, 2023), RHECR ' tidyLPA
L BRIN B melust 7753547 LPA 4347,  HERAR AN []
5 AT NS 1~6 2R IS 1E O
B FEPRTE I SRR C)o Horh, OHY ) d5 ALK
i LL (Model log-likelihood)f&— i fi, A 15 HH
PR BE LGk gy . ARl LL. SIS HOMAE
AEITENE BN TER AIC, BIC. FEAKLIE)
BIC (sample size-adjusted BIC, aBIC)fll CAIC
(Consistent AIC) W1 1A AU G150 FE 5 B 4%
FE, AH B/ NFIRI S5 8L . Entropy KR4
B — AR 43 A [R] 2 550 v % oE B % (Morin. &
Marsh, 2014), BT 1 FRFAER R, —BARE
f&F 0.7 (Liang & Park, 2025), LM_LRT. BLRT #
p (HF/RA k BALEARIET k-1 BEAIWR R (p <
0.05 K 3), 7E%IE entropy KT 0.70 BITTHE T,
SRRy AT Or e 3 38 SEECh 5 EC6
IR G Rt Horr, 202880k 5 IPREALEY AIC
F1 CAIC {HE /)N, M 6 B BIC 11 aBIC {5 /]S, {HAH
Z A 22 BEIAR /N o S5 G SR 73 S () B 4 S PR O,
FERNEH 5 B 53 B AN TR 28 00 B A5 DA B AH DG
(S A G T A R 2 A e R 4l 43 DRtk 25
B, BAEBRIR 1707 5307 5 3 25
FMNECH 5) R EARRIREAL

AR 17 Bgs R S, g5 R E 3 FiR Ak
ANFENBEEAFGE R F a2z, IFga L
ARG TR AR R R R &R, X LPA 41
Braf R AT 2Ry S o Hrb, S —K AR
(N=S55)7E FH . WON . BEEFKIALE R EA 5 ER 4K
AR R SRR B B AR A AR, AT DOA R il
FEFRHE I o S 2R AR (n = 49)TERLA . AHIEAN

PEWCAERE A AN, TE A RIFIIR IR 4 BE A5 2347
B o T R0 R TR D R GRS AE AR,
2020), R 4E B2 T B BLIRAT MR B, X RN
TR X P BE S0 BRI, ] LATA A S AN
REHIN o 55 =28 ANBE(n = 339)7E A MI4ERE 15385
%, e A2 A o, AT LA O 2 v S5
FEHIN o S U2E A BE(n = 483)7F 5 ANYERE 1455046
B, ATLAVO R T BN o 5 TR AR (n = 55)
TE H RUNUBFIEZE BE A3 o0 BAR, e N AR 3 24 52
R, R NAEATIR AR (H 2 S E R 9
S AT AN S SRS N o
:14

L

HE1 B2 B3 K4 S
I

B3 b TR R A T E 2S5 (n = 981)

m]
I
&
™
&
-
(]
¥
|
%)
b=
=
]
&

I

S T 25 B P g A TR R I 1Y
5, PR B T LPA 4307 . [RIAER
B R 7 tidyLPA L8R melust J7ik, HOARRAUAN
[F) 7 22 1T 2 TR AR 3ol 1~6 2R 3L 15 1L,
Z4<H. LL. AIC. BIC. aBIC. CAIC #1 Entropy
GBI G RPRPE UL SRR D). SR EM,
it Ik e 6 28 ZEECH 5 50 4 i, AIC. aBIC
F1 CAIC BY{EF/D, H. entropy fHARK T 0.80, ViHH
P RAER MR ] LSz  Horb, 4328400 4 1) AIC,
BIC H1 CAIC {55 /N, H. entropy {HH K, P4
PEPERIRY 2207 2451 R 5 6 250 ZHI1ECh 4)
hy I AR

W RO 22 pYL RS, SR E 4 B
Ro Hd, S ABE(n = 147) R E B 056 T
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FKAFELEAML, TERFRRLERE FAR s #m, 5
JETE F R AHIELE R A3 A%, A = g b i
“TRME TR ABEZAL 58 28 ABE(n = 19) R [ Bk
R R AL, 55 =R ABE(n=T73)7E 5
ANAERE ARy HR RS, A s B il AR
Lo SR ATE(N = 34)7E 5 DYERE FA AR,
GIEAIEEISRNIURY N 3 ANt =Y VI

Troam A OESE O HEE
6 L Tile=! 7—"
<[ 4 Ml
w1 & s ’
= IR I
20| 1B ol ’
1h| e ﬂf ﬁ
0 #4:. IR | -
501 %502 %513 2514
HIEAA
Bl 4 78 5 il 5 o T E S il (n = 273)
53 itit

W5 438 18 LPA 347 DX 73t v [\ e e e B )
AR, I35 < Tere™ . <R ETRE ™ . i TR
HE” L R SR R o, TR AR
PRAE A TR A A, T TR B A5 HEJE B A 3 8K
o BRT TR, AR SO
FrA I - rp 2 T T O R T K o
HH AR AR, B — 2R ROE; <Ak
e NAEAE AR 9 R 248 B RS NEAT S R B
IR ZE S E A7 BB, M B i AR AR

VAR RE L8, (HAE A RIFIARIELEE L1504,

Ui I At 1] 22 A5 L 5 i i A V80 A 41 40 e i ) S o
HAE A TR G LU A5 <SR W i i 1 A it Ot I
%, 2016; Xiong et al., 2018); “if B it i AFELE e
WY 4 DNHERE BAS 8 m, AR TE I AR B,
VA A — PR AR B AR S B, X S AR
(PR A AN (2, 20155 BEIA, 2007).
ST 4 R 3 Ay SHEAT T i Y 85 Ak
B, A5RERM, HE T SO TN AR i R A T
ZS5. B, W 4 VTR BRI T T 5 IE
PRS2, PO MR EE T 2 MR H 1 A
REIEAN B A7 AL Y, d BH b SOk T A Y ik
RE LA ANRE BLE TP kil Hak, #iFgE 4 %
TP AR OE RS b2 S SR K
B, VG T ANARTE iR 1 2R AN R 4E BEAS 4 R
S, PEEGSERERCRgE RS B E ST
U ek BeJm, BFSE 4 eRHUT LPA 200 TVE

AT MR RO 2R, 45508, 74 5 piisk
T R I AT LA A3t 4 A2l 5 o A R
HERBUAFAEE S . SR, PEO7 AR T B 1R 5
Hh o BE TRk B e, o B TR el e R
SCAE A B Z5 o

6 MTHE

R AN O B2 B 5T OG0 1Y B B AR R,
W B S R R AT SE1E . Ao 4 A~FotsE
5T v E SO B RE BT O BES A 5 e . BT
9% 1 B el BT SRARR T b B ST S
MR . FEESEAN [, BFSY 2 SREGH B B3R L
RS Ak, M T E ST i Y
iR It gmilil 7 E AR R, FLAEE B O
BEIE . RIS S AR o WFSE 3 X T i R Y
5 PSS IEAT T 30Ukt sr 8, X0 iR R S
RMOEHATRL . TR 5 e 454, Do 4 41
B 7 IR R BT A v A U TR 4 A, e R ] S
A6 R e BT LA A e L b ATl L <o
JETRRE” . AR R s MRl T 4
38 3ok B SCAR AR TR B SRR v, R B
PG 5 BN AE M i 3R A5 4 B X (S 7
B3 1 < FE IR R AR > 2 BE A5 40 IR B Bk,
I ELAE TR AV 7E S 2R R AP E—E 22 57
6.1 HEXKTHREHRN S BFEH

DAAE 5056 T o [ SCAG T ek AE 3 A PR R AT
FEMAT A S HLZ T %, 58 TR i < B e A
“THRME” (a4, EAkEE, 2009; HilgEE, 2016;
Xiong et al., 2018), XA L LL5E 47  E ST
iR R A 1 AR S SO R v o AR DA AT Y Y 2
fih b, ARWFFEEGE 1. 2 13, ME IR
THESCE T ERR 5 T4, 458 A
AR L BEIE  ARIRFNHER XA SRR,
I SCAE S B TR 8 B — AP e B N 7k 0 L SR ey
TESHMEAT T ] B AR R BT, KR o —Fhid B )
I J) . 1 8 FASAR A A AR B (A )
BFUE T FH 0 0 B e s CBEIE) . (R TA A AL T2
(R ) 2k B A (B WL G B o

M Y28 — DR F, — AR 2
MR RRIE S ZEAE, 2020), “HIZ MHEIZ, A
RAF (CIBtE - HE ), “FAEE, AMEY
(CEEZ ) ), HEE g SR s B E A
ANFERFFEE B 1, AR T — > A i % 2E
A9 B Fe 58 (Alicke & Sedikides, 2009; Dufner et al.,
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2019), BN F O BCE — A T8 K B[R] R 2
8] ¥ f T~ 247 A 3R # W (Nadelhoffer & Wright,
2017), M BA 9k 6 19 B 33T (Chancellor
& Lyubomirsky, 2013) e B9« 1 5074k B 7E LU
FPA BRI, Ban<FIA R A O R A 3 i Y
N, FEAEHEHAB AT (Ashton & Lee, 2007),

TRHE Y28 AN GERE SR MO o <, Al (CB3C
fi# 7)), v E SO — RO BB R A,
AR HERE B9 AN TE O AT Bl 1 #2332 B0 XF A%
FEA ., IEe= AT, BARIME” (COetE -
M) Fre, W r AR 785 A TR 2l A B4 18 .
WO A EE AN A RS EREIF, IREIFARE
i B (B (Davis et al., 2010; FREEE %5 2022),
HOR AR E GRS A O O HOR AT — 01, IRl
N R R 25 R O A g5 RDRE R 2 A2 B AR B
(Nadelhoffer & Wright, 2017). Bt 4 <R 7 5 78
DA s R A IR R, 8] A e 30 0T R B A N
Kb (Chen et al., 2009),

W RS =R R ARIE . B HIH B AL,
KAt (& - #)), HESUE TR B ST
WAFT A BB AR e, T E SO ST R
Al B A # m  BEIE 3 T 4 (Spencer-Rodgers
etal., 2010) B F Ay — L2354 0 2 30 Pk AR
AR A, AT O TE TR A B
T RS (] 12 R S5 A AR O B 6, TR AR
fiifa] T4 A A IR B 2 A0 88 A AE, IR ERE]
A O H & T 7 K& K ) — 38 4 (Nadelhoffer &
Wright, 2017; Wright et al., 2018). LAHE e & %
SR R MRy — DR, (HHrh— 2
S EARIL T SRl IR, A B R — A —
FE T i, IR N T H T IR 2T (Hoyle
et al., 2016),

IR A0 25 D A4 B I <RieiiR 1, LA
M (K& - i) ), W ARE LA 1Y S 4 T
H SR B SR, BAA B N A 28 B (2
ST, 2015), AR 25 TR I T PR R DDA
%, Chancellor #1 Lyubomirsky (2013)I\K, HEHEA™
IR AT, TRedEZ A s s N i . iR
MR BB IR B, — B BB BE LA T4,
LR W HLAE T H O RE T (442, 2009) . LAk,
WA RE I 225 T AR SCE, I A A & |
AWz, WARTE A O Reg i It 45 1R W A
PIAE — S e ki £ 3R 1% 2% 5 ARIE 1 it i a2k U o
Blan<FINy, &E Iy A, AREAWHEL (i

1%, 2016).

iR () 5 AR B R AR < R, AATLLA,
WZZ e (K5 )), Mol MR ST A W, JF
RPN SR PR T, BIanA T 9 R A
C(Chen et al., 2009), HF H EHE A F L SCbF<TH
FrAery s, FE E RS, S SE R )
FI NS 5 52 B B B RETE, 177 388 57 e ki D U] 1)
A 2515 3] 4 PF (Bond et al., 1982; Lee et al.,
2014), I, PRACANERME 9 A0 AT RE R I TR A T
h1, BFST 4 B9 LPA 287 FIAFE R 9 (i 1% 1%, 2016
Xiong et al., 2018)FJ B E T iX — s o LA RO TR it
RAMZ KT AT A H, Bl T E R
AN Z T AFREE H L (Costa & McCrae, 1992),
6.2 WREMLSHI U IR

JLTAEK, il — 2 v E SOfb i S5 1 S5 18,
HESE—HZR P RERENEN, A, BT
TR AE A 0 52 e Pk D R SCA By 52, ] A v S
8 S NIRRT, — BRI E R 2
PR, AE IAEDF IS R BE A L, ABEoR 4
LKW, ESCET RS B — i iR

TEVEE M Z5 R PR L, SCAE T SR A S
FEARF R BFUE AR B, X 5 T R g ik 5 R
Y7 B VIAH I (ZE5 BT, 2015), HE SO T 144
HA B BAEHIE 32 8 4E (Spencer-Rodgers et al.,
2010), REWE LI ANATH . K JERIIROCE 5 AT,
JFARWHE SR B IRAEPE . 5% 1 #E HU(Chen et al., 2009).
WEFE 1 W BT DR &S R e it T w020 38, BR T
PG5 SCAG T el 3 AN A e J7 T,
SCART B3 A AL 45 5 v SCAb B DA DG B B E
FOVERCHE RS, X AERFFT 2 W R R Bt A B ik
o BT 2 M RIS MR, AT R
LB DN A GO S, BEA, BESE 4 R B
PORTEATIELERE 09450 o 3 T 00 gk, R4
PO BERTE E MR BT A4S i i 22 51, H
VIR T X FhSCfb 25 5o

5% 4 () LPA 438 &30, ey FEAS i i 3%
AV AE B AP AE—E 25 57 . TP EAEA T X 43 i
i VU AT PR A I T At 24 B 1 A v A <<k BE e R A
BE, X AHE RN BA TR R NTE & L5 HME
RO, (HE = PR B AR E, 13X 5 HAR Y
REME G T 58 AT (R, 2015) 7EH E LT,
FRAR 0 TR S AR A SR I GR 1k, TR R A BT AR
Mo LMER—LLiF 505 i 5% A %5 TH Ak B FePF
W8 R AE—E(Du & Jonas, 2015; Kim et al., 2010),
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Al B 5 BEOR AR AAAE A G, MITEABEFE
PO AREA R IR PO X — R 200, ©A SCikt
W A TE VU 5 SRR R i U A, X AE—
FEFREE b R T B A SCAR Al R o P S AR A
NG5 T (#2380, 1985), WPl —fh s
23 (Bond et al., 1982), 7EXFPCALIERET,
TR AR AT FE AR 20 e s B IO PN, R I
XA A e EL % o BE P By 9] (Chen et al.,
2017; EHER, 2007),
6.3 MRPUEHMSFHR

WAz (5 ) Ai—il, REUSFRT, i
DISFHEZR, /ANEDSFH S #ZiBd. » ((#ike
SME D)o ALK, R — B PR RIE L R
R, WA NA 25, BE—PHE, —4
F R RE A AN WA HE 0 N FEDK T o ABIFTE R 8 T v [
AL T B ML S ZE R i, EEE LU L
DUk, B, TEHNR)ZEM, AWML G RS
AR RE LM TB, KB E ST B R A S
A8 B SO (O B A R B, 8 T R
ALK A, S 2Z 5 B TR RE T ST SR — e O BRI A
o HOR, WFFEIX A3 T it BEe | <R gl %% 5
RO A2 A, $87R T R 5 22 R, hZ
Ji e R A HC A 72 1 2 [A] OC R W BF ST AR AR T R B A
o H=, BRI AT T8 SO U ST, R B
VO 5 SCAL T A ATE TR 1) 20 B 2R A 3 22 5
WIZEBGUE T HeRE 0 SCfb 22 5%, il 1 25 SOt 5%
P —E W SCUE AL . e, FESCER)Z M, BRI
TR . ALV S A B AR OB R A 45,
2022). BFFEFRW, “BREAC 2 = 2 R EHL A A1
KR IE 2 — (%) 25, 2024), TCIB4E 0t Tk 240
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The personality structure and cultural conceptualization of humility in Chinese culture

WANG Xin, WU Yanhong

(School of Psychological and Cognitive Sciences, Beijing Key Laboratory of Behavior and Mental Health,

and State Key Laboratory of General Artificial Intelligence, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract

Humility is a quality and virtue valued by both Eastern and Western cultures, playing a positive role for

individuals, organizations, and society. Moreover, some researchers suggest that humility serves as the

foundation for the development of other moral virtues. In recent years, several studies have examined the

conceptualization of humility within the Chinese cultural context, identifying differences from Western
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perspectives primarily in its value-based and instrumental attributes. Given the conceptual complexity of
humility and its cultural influences, this study aimed to explore the personality structure and cultural
conceptualization of humility in Chinese culture and to develop a culturally appropriate measure of humility.

Study 1 employed qualitative methods, interviewing 20 participants to obtain first-hand data on the concept
of humility. Based on Study 1, Study 2 integrated analysis of humility-related linguistic materials and existing
scales to propose a preliminary structural model of humility in Chinese culture and generate an initial item pool.
Subsequently, an exploratory factor analysis (N = 394) was conducted to identify the preliminary dimensions
and items of the CHS. Study 3 further conducted confirmatory factor analysis (N = 291) and reliability analysis
(N; =291, N, = 200 and an offline sample of N; = 112), followed by validity analysis (N = 271), to finalize the
scale. To further explore the characteristics and cultural specificity of humility, Study 4 employed latent profile
analysis (LPA) to identify different humility types and compared the humility structure between Chinese (N =
981) and Western (N = 273) samples.

Results from Studies 1-3 established the 19-item CHS, comprising five dimensions: Accurate
Self-Perception, Other-Enhancement, Dialectical Thinking, Self-Effacement, and Self-Improvement. The
validity analyses in Study 3 further showed that the CHS was moderately positively correlated with existing
Western measures of humility. Furthermore, the CHS demonstrated significant correlations with dimensions of
HEXACO personality, dialectical self, Zhongyong thinking, narcissism, and self-esteem. In Study 4, LPA
revealed five latent profiles of humility within the Chinese context: “Humble”, “Moderately Humble”, “Overly
Humble”, “Unhumble”, and “Strategically Humble”. Notably, Western participants scored significantly lower
than their Chinese counterparts on Dialectical Thinking and Self-Effacement, and the “Overly Humble” profile
was absent in the Western sample.

Overall, across four studies, this research systematically investigated the personality structure and
conceptualization of humility in Chinese culture and developed the Chinese Humility Scale. The findings
advance theoretical understanding of humility as a culturally embedded virtue and offer a new measurement tool
for future research. Furthermore, the application of latent profile analysis to identify distinct humility profiles
illuminates the cultural specificity of this construct and offers a new perspective for cross-cultural research.
Keywords humility, grounded theory, latent profile analysis
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18 S5 (R 30): Below are statements about behaviors and thoughts people may exhibit in daily life. Please read each statement

carefully and rate how accurately it describes you by selecting the appropriate option (1 = Strongly Disagree; 2 = Disagree; 3 = Somewhat
Disagree; 4 = Neutral; 5 = Somewhat Agree; 6 = Agree; 7 = Strongly Agree).

e L' =] B H
1 Ak A & &AEEE N, IR A AL S I believe I am an ordinary person who is no better than others
2 I8 A C ARSI ORI AL R I believe I am more special and outstanding than others in many ways
3 I AC B E RN ZIA BB J1 A R 1believe I deserve more influence and power than most other people do
4 FIANKHERH—BMAFEHBEIFLHEER I think I am entitled to more respect than the average person is
5 FRoHE 2 6 T B B AL TS B — TR T AS S B A 1 focus more on others’ strengths than on their weaknesses
5 AAHALRE, AT ARBER LS When interacting with others, I am happy to provide opportunities for
6 | them to showcase themselves
7 IR LHE GefE X A s B I recognize that people are often helpful to me
8 WATUMHIASEEHC WAL I encourage others to share their viewpoints
9 ReB/WEHRINA I often praise other people
10 FINHERWFHERN - ESHBEE WY LR I believe the future may not unfold as I expect
11 TR EATE A O B LA i T AR R 6 T R 0 I believe that good things that happen to me may also bring negative
consequences
12 TN PR A T M ge, o9 70 AL I think that even if I know something in depth, I still don’t know it

comprehensively

CEIRF] [ O I A N IE RS WS, Kok nT fE sk iiE B 1 recognize that what I think is right now may someday be proven wrong

13 e
SRR

14 EASFIRAAC, (B FES RHERT 2% 8473 1 do not deliberately show off, but I do take action when I need to
play a role

15 WASFHEHEA SR Ete e - I avoid boasting about my achievements or abilities

16 WASZZBERGIATEH I don't deliberately seek to draw attention to myself

17 &SGR ACHTIR, 3 A S ESAEL 1 often compare myself with my past self to see if I have made progress

18 Wz w I A OB — & G & i I often reflect on whether I have become slack after achieving certain
accomplishments

19 TS wHITARRE I often reflect on myself

fE: R R4 .
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®C HEWKEBENERBESTHBEIER (n=981)

fg ﬁfgﬁ ESE LL AIC BIC aBIC CAIC Entropy  oi-  LMR_p BLRT p
1 1 1 612590  12271.81  12320.69  12270.37  12291.25 1.00

2 1 2 ~5080.60  11993.19 1207141  12002.03  12047.97 0.61  288.83 <0.001 0.005
3 1 3 —5851.55 11747.11 11854.66 11766.22 11837.21 0.73 254.93 <0.001 0.005
4 1 4 —5823.58 11703.16 11840.04 11732.55 11828.60 0.65 54.92 <0.001 0.005
5 1 5 -5773.59 11615.17 11781.38 11654.83 11775.94 0.68 97.54 <0.001 0.005
6 1 6 -5710.59 11501.17 11696.72 11551.11 11697.27 0.70 122.14 <0.001 0.005
7 2 1 ~6125.90  12271.81  12320.69  12288.93  12330.69 1.00

8 2 2 —5855.50 11752.99 11855.65 11770.40 11837.21 0.61 534.75 <0.001 0.005
9 2 3 —5811.66 11687.32 11843.75 11704.99 11796.87 0.61 86.16 <0.001 0.005
10 2 4 —-5690.43 11466.87 11677.07 11484.82 11601.75 0.64 236.77 <0.001 0.005
11 2 5 —5636.69 11381.38 11645.36 11399.61 11541.59 0.65 104.31 <0.001 0.005
12 2 6 -5604.79 11339.58 11657.33 11358.08 11525.12 0.64 61.53 <0.001 0.005
13 3 1 —5844.29 11728.57 11826.35 11710.85 11735.91 1.00

14 3 2 —5781.43 11614.86 11741.96 11607.41 11657.52 0.88 124.82 <0.001 0.005
15 3 3 —5766.81 11597.61 11754.04 11600.44 11675.60 0.66 28.86 <0.001 0.005
16 3 4 —5687.22 11450.45 11636.21 11463.55 11563.77 0.70 156.08 <0.001 0.005
17 3 5 564597 11379.93 1159503 1140331 1152859  0.72 8041 <0.001 0.005
18 3 6 —5624.26 11348.52 11592.95 11382.17 11532.51 0.72 42.04 <0.001 0.005
19 6 1 —5844.29 11728.57 11826.35 11710.85 11735.91 1.00

20 6 2 565118 1138437  11584.80  11350.63  11404.92 053 38345 <0.001 0.005
21 6 3 —-5608.15 11340.30 11643.39 11290.55 11374.07 0.60 84.84 <0.001 0.005
22 6 4 —5548.60 11263.19 11668.94 11197.43 11310.18 0.57 116.56 <0.001 0.005
23 6 5 -5520.50 11248.99 11757.40 11167.22 11309.20 0.66 54.59 <0.001 0.005
24 6 6 —5489.75 11229.50 11840.57 11131.71 11302.93 0.65 59.30 <0.001 0.005

e BN A T LR B AR AL, ATC, L HLTE(F B AR UE(Akaike Information Criterion); BIC, DU M-Ji{5 B FrifE(Bayesian
Information Criterion); aBIC, #% IE Il M-8 {5 B AR (Adjusted BIC), LMR_LRT, 3T Lo-Mendell-Rubin RIS LA . BLRT, T
bootstrap YLK LLAE 56 . Ty 224531 Jr ik (WL tidyLPA B J7 #i Bh SC#Y4: https://data-edu.github.io/tidyLPA/articles/Introduction_to_
tidyLPA html), HARFEEC XN 75 1 = 7224045 H U7 22 % 4 0(equal variances and covariances fixed at 0); 2 = J5 2%
F At BBy 2 8 %2 4 0(varying variances and covariances fixed at 0); 3 = J7 22 I3 )7 22 ¥ #1455 (equal variances and covariances);
6 = Jr 22 M5 223 A AT (varying variances and varying covariances), I [Al,
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®D AAWKBEINERESFTHMSIER (n=273)
Ej ﬁjﬁj/zﬂ‘ ?;7;7'] LL AIC BIC aBIC CAIC Entropy Lﬁg}: LMR p BLRT_ p
1 1 1 —1896.59 3813.18 3849.27 3805.37 3826.22 1.00
2 1 2 —1806.92 3645.84 3703.59 3640.66 3686.54 0.73 175.40  <0.001 0.005
3 1 3 -1775.31 3594.62 3674.03 3592.08 3662.98 0.76 60.44  <0.001 0.005
4 1 4 —1765.88 3587.76 3688.82 3587.85 3683.77 0.79 17.62 0.007 0.005
5 1 5 -1751.43 3570.86 3693.58 3573.58 3694.53 0.73 26.36  <0.001 0.005
6 1 6 —1728.98 3537.96 3682.34 3543.32 3689.29 0.77 39.96  <0.001 0.005
7 2 1 —1896.59 3813.18 3849.27 3817.56 3859.27 1.00
8 2 2 —1788.03 3618.07 3693.87 3615.09 3681.82 0.70 208.36  <0.001 0.005
9 2 3 -1721.50 3507.01 3622.51 3496.66 3588.41 0.79 124.78  <0.001 0.005
10 2 4 -1697.20 3480.40 3635.61 3462.68 3579.47 0.74 44,51  <0.001 0.005
11 2 5 —1680.89 3469.79 3664.70 3444.70 3586.51 0.77 29.15  <0.001 0.005
12 2 6 -1670.07 3470.15 3704.76 3437.70 3604.53 0.82 18.87 0.004 0.005
13 3 1 —1756.81 3553.62 3625.81 3528.26 3553.28 1.00
14 3 2 —1746.14 3544.28 3638.13 3521.55 3571.60 0.68 20.79 0.002 0.005
15 3 3 -1739.97 3543.93 3659.43 3523.83 3598.90 0.62 11.76 0.067 0.005
16 3 4 —1725.80 3527.60 3664.76 3510.13 3610.23 0.75 26.36  <0.001 0.020
17 3 5 -1716.95 3521.91 3680.72 3507.07 3632.19 0.71 16.07 0.013 0.010
18 3 6 —1688.44 3476.87 3657.34 3464.66 3614.81 0.78 50.56  <0.001 0.005
19 6 1 —1756.81 3553.62 3625.81 3528.26 3553.28 1.00
20 6 2 -1693.79 3469.57 3617.56 3419.27 3473.49 0.72 122.82 <0.001 0.005
21 6 3 —1646.77 3417.54 3641.33 3342.32 3425.73 0.78 89.21  <0.001 0.005
22 6 4 —1609.82 3385.64 3685.23 3285.49 3398.10 0.82 68.21 <0.001 0.005
23 6 5 —1598.33 3404.66 3780.04 3279.58 3421.38 0.80 20.63 0.004 0.035
24 6 6 —1584.26 3418.52 3869.70 3268.51 3439.51 0.82 24.53 0.001 0.249




