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EM 1. KEWT LI people behave consistently with perceived self-concept, {H/RATH) & 31
AR A4, R 23H P E RS2 2 E PR S AN behave consistently (R, SEFEMARD 2
A28 BB A2 3 S AJS . R behave consistently (B, Bl i 7= S itk — b &
EHOHHA) ? AR EA?

BIRZ: % B ZE AR Z AR AN L . BATAREIM S, BIZEEE BT, MIMTA
S5 F IR REE— 3 (R MR B A 2 B, 2 S BOH MR F % R
(self-discrepancy), MTTARAE A H FMe 3 24T Dy LAY B 3 22 5 (Mandel, Rucker, Levav,
& Galinsky, 2017). &SR TIZBLRA FAM A, $2H AATHE B P o8 3 A7 7 B LBk
P 2 (Brown, 1986), it Utk i 2252 3 EAT LR MBI, 272 A PR, HH S AT
FEAMEBIHLAIAE F R BRI DA BRI B 3R 22 5 T ATV B B D AR, X —IRES
5 B LI R 22 Z [AIANFAE 22 5, NATRERAT N4 5 KA P8 IR FE— 8. 7E A5
i, BATR A 77 iR AL 2x LU L R AN ] (4 77 2 e v 3 5RAT v, — BURAIE
T EATHS (vs. FATHED 2Bl AT ARSI AR PE R TRk, S 808 PRI, i
PRAE AATH FAME IS ALTT SR AEEE, X SEA0 BB S A 2 — 5.

25 b, FRATIA ST B 1R i) R H 36 43 %o BRI 7800 A £ 1 R S AN 07 AT B R, A0
I, SRR EAECSCRIER . ST, FRAVE SO T X ERIR I SO0 1 [ R
BRI MULES 10 DU 1 B (R 2% . B I HAR i

“OL R TAMEVETE SRAT NI, AR SRR AN R R SR R, PRI A2 AL
SRR T RAT A PE LR, SRR S LR, BAT E (vs. AT ELAR) 2 b 31 AATT %
FARREAN (MR PRI 75K, SURTEIR I B3R ZE R, R U A A AT T A MBI 9 2R AT 9 T DA
Sto F3Ah, BB HEEANIUR P AR X — D A B R AL R R TR
AT R B R SCRRR IR AT [0, 7E BEERA 3 Rt TR .

BeAh, AT ] BeAAE R AE IR T AR R R A A, e ) PR 5 X (Huang,
Dong, & Mukhopadhyay, 2014). BAKTIE, #-F R IEE T 3 SR AMELE AT IG5
BN A E OBt RPN, IS AT REBE AR, TH-FRE AR T 3 & A5 55 71



AMRTE AT BUE S T T T BRAS J&8 T 8 B R0, AT 2 B SR EUR M 1 (1 e
FIRAT A ARG o RS SCRE AR I — W FE M T AR b AT B 48, (HBATR I T 55—
ORI TR &, RUBAPUR AT, e AT Tl F &% e IR 5 &
(Roese & Olson, 2007). AR rT AP ST, AATTARAS T LLd B & 85 SR IR,
AT RS R I T R RE AR BIZR MR, 5 SRR E S SRAT R B N R MBI
ROTAVEEARET , AT ) TA R 555 SO DR, EAT F 51 R i P s
R, AT BE T Bl M B RV R AT N . FE BT R 2 TR H <L 47, AT
TEAHHAARRE T BN IR AR PRI — T AR SR A T, JF BLAE IE SO A T A R R 7R A
B

B 2. WETVRERKHBEAPIFRRTHEER . ZAhARRREAR LBHE R ET .
R SAEEPS IR IPIG'S ¢

[B1R7: SRR ZE 10 BT WA BT R KO0 BRI (i 22 (AR DG B Ie, FRATHE tH AT A
PETG SR BB, ISR T A FE A% O BT HE o PR R 0 0 100 Hh 5 ke 2% 1 JiE
BIFE T, fEAE o LT, BAT LA AR AN IR Ve 5 SR A B, 51 R AR ) B 3R 2
5t H RIS R TR, SO SRR B DRI, B RT3
ErMARER S H L R 08 TE Y AT AE A S AT BB AR RN (R e 1 55 R 7 A B P
—4ER . SAh, REMFFERR R B IR A O AR B AR T SRAT N A B AR
AN, DA 2 o EARAEHT 70 DA 75 >R (need for uniqueness)ak [ F 4% 14 Jik %
(perceived uniqueness)ffE Az 5, [RIN DURR SR AT /R 9 R AZ B (Huang et al., 2014;
Wan, Xu, & Ding, 2014). H:T-1, EARF A0 b 65 AN vRe PR 26 B, HEDRARE
RERFFET SRAT X — AT AL, B, DA R S A E—E G HE
a7k,

B 3: At A B N R 7 i AR JIB SRR 2 B NI 7 i ARRX A
AN EXGL . Z21 . BT CARATR RS AR R DR, AIT5E15 B 2P R At B 5 5 57
AT HCRES EAZXGER . ZER7 fhe VRITTREHERRX M ERE A 2

BIRZ: RS ZIE IR BATAF B NEFEH 7 fhER 7GR S AR, T bl
XA ARG 87, FT 0, K IRATR RS MR A543 B PR sk
HEAIT, 58 AR EARZXGEN . 2176, XD REM R 1E . EIRAT5E
AP AZ BRI FRAT N, EEE S MARINET %, B 7R BN EER s Z
7R, I EFE I R E 4 7= i (Snyder, 1992) . SR D Nk B0 77 i il DAARZRIX AN 5
FEANSER S ZE 0, AR E ] R 7 i 32 EARER AR 77 i RIS T TE i S ™ 8 15
SR P S RN, SRS 20 of, FRATRATE HAL 7 S PR R T SR AT it AT
D, ROt n] DA 3 AT 58 A T A 83 R vk (9 T B Rh e AN



e i 2 VGRAR FE S ., 57 iR R G BRI DGR . SR X R & U7 ik, AT
UE T PRI A RS, B AT S B A R, X B IR E R I S kR E
A7 58 AR IR JURE P DURMEERAR B SRR IR R BR %, R T HERR VS 2 B T B B B SR A
SR B X R

SEAh, IR AT H O E R A BB T, 545 3 O R A A ZEH) 5
W2AZAT k8T 5 B R EAH — SR AEAMENETE AT N R, S53RATH BRI SO A
AR ZE S, H A AT AR B SRR TSR AT D, TR T 7 i P e
B T LRk (preference for underdog brands), #8H T FeAl 19CVE AT 5T 1)
(Y EE, ARMEASAE R KA T e — B 52

gi b, BAVAREER AN E CFREEMRERAR, W58 HC RS EAZRR .
ZEMP IR — R, ESCE P AR RLIR BT A o D T INSERAR 7T B ) A2 R
P, FAESCPIIN T X DA R AR 1 1. BRSO 16 TU5E 4 Bt 2 17 U5 3
B TR NG . BN A BRI

BT, BTSN DL BN R BRI SR AR R T, AR NSRRI
ARG P ANV | B2, NI TE R R B LR B B T S R R AT
ATAT ) ZE P X — ke

“H T S E A T B R R AT N I EL ZE SR I 2 — (Snyder, 1992; Lynn &
Harris, 1997), I HLIGI 5B i PRS2 U0 IIRE B B ™ ot Jo B A5 IR, A SIS - 4 v 7 o]
A7 i AT SR Rt R AR B, ) AR 2 72 B B & S R B R | FE T
RN ZHIPE X — R ”

B 4: RN GOSN L SN BA MRS AE o AR R SE A TR 1 = AN SE A% O 1) ) A

[BIRZ: | B gn 221 5 R AN AR BT, R ANZ SR sl 2 N IR ] AR M 7E
LT HERE E AR (Roese & Olson, 2007; Yoon & Kim, 2016). 7ERATMAE TG,
AT HI S R AR R AR TR SR A S, S BT R BT, AT AR A A A H TR
(1 H BTSRRI, (RN T B B~ ok IR 7T SR 2 E (1 S R s M 2 AT T R4 S o
BRI S, AR N R @ I %5 ) SO BRI, FAT R & 13 LR R, B 3T
JE IS R AR S oRAT A R A 2088 [z, MR AN B B S DUIREU T4 R,
1M H CICvEEE 85 e hy,  FAT P A i B2 45 9 Ak, 1 3T RS EOn R 1 R AT
NIRRT M ANEOR N0 SR EN IR T AR T (R VR 1 08, FRATTFE SIS 3
TR T ETRRILIX —RFE (1 %K 2 H0H o #AR H E BE 4k 2 LU R, [RIIP R n 3
RT A AR 9 IR N 2855 R B 1k 1 —F JS2 A TR A, (45 3 (R 7 45 SR ARG A 5 v
B R E .

23 I\ R e 23 T L PR I =/ 0o 100 R, LA % R o A0S 35 11 P 25 R 5 A
SR, BATAR B SCEAE 5N BN SR B 2l 1 P U 15 1 P R SR 1 A e 5 502 1 1 5 LR



PR AR, 0 RN B HE S AR AN IE I T . ST, RATERRBEAME S T
A RBAETRANIER AR . BSOS 12 50 1-3 B, 28 21 T 2 By 5 23 U5 3-4
Bt B 24 TUSS 3 By B8 25 TUBE 2 BeIE A AR N AR . B A B AR LT

“1.3 RREILR TR

AT R 5 T A A BB P o B RIAT D J 2 52 BIAR 22 DRI 3 (R s i), JHe b oz — 2
AR WAL E . ARFERTAHIE ST, JERENBUR P AR R 1R AT T i B 5 55 0 SR B a3
IS A ABEN, e s AATDN T B A (1A K Al B (Cannon, Goldsmith, & Roux, 2019;
Roese & Olson, 2007). BT 5, BRIt sy, ATTAE e igimid 5 & 8% 71k
AR NN R I BRERALBE, USR5 R R AR O 3 5 SR PT AR BIZR AR, S5 2 I AME
AT J RN B2 R, (H 2R AN DR AT AR VE AR, AATTSE AT v T RE A IR AT 2 H
SRFRAIE R, ol B 555 R R B B, B SR G| R T A O B2 2215 B
TG, AT SE T K HURH L PR AT 4 L% SR o

TEAL 2 LB, 15 A BE BRI ek (0 fth N TEA 0% B FRME & 1) B4R T AT
FEB 22 BT B AT SN AR I 5K, 308 P B —TH R Bz e, AT
A8 NAVHE S5 23 B A 45 b 3 SRR DAl D Y 0 22 S o TR AT EEBLAR B, 4 AR
AARPERG RN, NATTEE AU A] T Ay AT DA B 5 55 ) P R DR A A 85, EAT ER RS R
(1 B BV Jo IR EH A5 LA SR AR, 5049 )5 2R A BRI 3R AT o m ks, R B3RP R
RO BN GG IR EN IR PT AR AR, AATTEE A1) T-IA Ay Jo s i %5 7 53 ~F g ) AR
AT EERLG R R R AT BN R, AT BOE w9 T AME S LI R TR AT N R
e, S PR R A SRR B R AL . STk, SR A AR R

H3: AR AT AR T 15 37 b I o A 8RAT A 3 AR VR F o RN IR T AR
B, BRCTREII A RN 5 R RUIR AT ARG, TR R R A
2357

“BR TR IR, EUCRBE R T B R S R, FERICAYIRI E . N
KPS A B AL, T RFRIRE) EAT B th 2l 7E [ PR R AR A R S8
MR TR AT o RS R T, R T EUBU I BRIR DL R AR ] €« HELL 4
WU, AR T Re T B B 5% TR S BB RS S A AT O B2 AT
NI F N A SR TR T R TERDUX — R € AL AR FE, JRH IR IR P AR 1 A
A N IR 2 BR R S (Yoon & Kim, 2016; Yoon & Kim, 2017), % Hf 5 4F FH AT IR N )%
82,7

R IENIR P AR T BARAG R BN SRR AN YE, RN IR IR BN S TR A 11
WER”

“RET MR LR BRI (A AR DGR, A FUHR H M IR TR SR B AR RN, D
EEVETE AT N A R



“HINBRBR T 2RI ER], A AR O R RN A S iR s PR SRR A AL
AT ORI R

“TRII, 7R SRR AT A B AR T, ASHIE FEANAE 2 BEAROUX — e 8 42 10
H AN A TN EREAT 704, TORAEH Ak 2 BB R B R B AR A PR 46
PAFIPER, PEan s o AR 51 F355 o X, AR FERT LU 3 2 1 SR AT PR I AR IE . 7

5 PRV 1 5 B R ! A8 R L L FRAT T EE L T AN S B i
WEFIEAEAER DTER, A5 S A A 2R 1 5 o HL S N 7e 35 . A BEIRATTIN (R 52 Be g9 2
DS
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HERA1EN:

AT AR, (R IEFEHES: FARTE U™ A 0 3. R G 7 PR, 1B
oAt m s CIER I 53R 22 #ORMRF IR I 2, RFFIAN, R BATH 2 G
FETATHZHED A2k AR E RIS, MR AT N X ZHARK
e, KGR, WERIEE REMZ IR L, AW T2 — DA T . (BRI
e, MAE SRR,

AHLFESR N, ERAT EATH S G, ATEIRBIA 5 PR CR ke, 2t
T SRAURFE PR 7 iy SAL PR A Ma2 B S AESIURF R D5 T R Lo B O o A 38R A T 2 Ay Ak e



BEAT EATH 2 OB, SRS [F A P R RAE R R, AGL56: 1 P B R A P A 208, R TR
FNZE G Ak AR T 1

A AL S PAT NI R R A DA S AT O A I R, Ak, ASHE Uik
FEAT PO B PG I SR o RIS, ARRF AR SRt BON & B, JC R T 5E 4
RBLHIHRRR, o 1A BYER ™ ENE . B, SHER, DHRE@EHE S ik —5H
ZARH BB AT .

BIRZ: JEH RS HE R LT X E BN SEN. RERNEE S, BATAELHXKIEL,
LT 9T o DT e T DA U D IR | o S | B s (T =1 G NSO L B e R S
D] AN (R R e B L AT R 2 2 T Tl Ve e AE R SR KR KT, AT IR BRI 7T 7R
A RMRFE RN AR HERE EAF A — BRI AR S, b BRATE R AR H . T i A
KRR L X3 I e A OO T T AR AT A B B S e 3, LRI AT T it

=

B A1 MEF vs. SRR 7 AR vs. B3R

RS T ARSR, MRF B J5 TR IR AT P (RS SRR 22) HOR R 1
R B, AUFTH “RAERMMN” 5 “HLR” WHERRA T AER. IHRIMA—
SELLH Qe BT, ST b AT LEEUR, AT AR SE: (1) B SR KA
(2) BRI . MR, TPz T HEDR, AT EREEZ: (D A
S ALF: (2) HCOZAIEME,

FEARICH, ARE BRI RIE T EATAE S URCH ORI EE —FUsE (B SRR 1E
SRIERE b, ARE DN, AT T SALTES BRI RIS, TR T B 1 e (ELE
G AR R, TiRR PATH S AR ISR M TH 2B (ARH 2R
N, HBRELEN A B QAR AR IVESE,  BOZ AR R (T 9% 5 38 SRR (N7 o SR
AHFUHIEEE BoR, AT R 2 OB AT AR & LU T Rp PEE SRAT N RS2 A A — FE 1
K, EATAR S L (s, PATHSHED JRERA LN A AR e . R, R
RAE RIS AR KA.

M2, AT B, EATH 2 PSS N R AR S IR 58 —F CH CAN
Ao A AFEINTY “HEAKMN” ZJ5, AT IEEAER: IR fe ?

IR : B T R MR R L S @ FATARIE KM A, EIESS A b, BT
() DX A5, T 25 70 W o S 8 e R A 8 22 (RS 3 D uRe B 2 IR o AL el T Ay 22 RIAR i e )
FERIT o P B ELREAR B T 43P A iy, TR DARR S A A D it Fo6t SR BT 9 5 SR (e i
2R, AR IR T IR/ P R, T2 DL SE RAE AT AN R, XS
BT A9 2 5 5 — 3R (Zheng, Baskin, & Peng, 2018b; iEIhZE, FMRZE, 4N, & JHFEE,
2017; AmesE, ZINE, & WHEHK, 2015). HAKTMI &, {54 T A0 A SCHR(Schlosser & Levy,



2016), TEARBFLH, AT N AT LB MBS v DL B kR O G A biEL
BB RIAIAL#H Festinger(1954) 18 t, S TR AERI BIRVPAY, AATEMI TS A OB
SRR TG A 306 RN i A B o 2 ) A N AL LR, bt — A il K A T ] BRI R S
CURF AR 2 10 [ B[R] AR O BEBON R, AN K S iz £ bR 44 28— BB HCE — 12 AV B
BON R RN, B AR AL 2 U A SER AR TS5 T T S SCAR N I 70 B (SE58 1, 2
5 2a AL 2b), FATRINLE K 2 BHaR AL 1T 5 B OB 3R i 2N SR AT AR i 22
BAR  iF (1) NAE 9 BB G o TR, AT IR 3 AN 5 0 i 2 bl o 22 FR) At AT LA T
RE2 P AE AN URR IR IR SZ , (R PRl i P 2 R I B3 AR A 90 DG AR B A, AR SRATF 5 vl A
Xf LT R SRR N 73 T M5 52

EMERNE, E£5REMMAITHRE, MIar4 8 A B N&sZ, mix—
AR LR TR Ami S G R, M TS R RN . Hande
Schlosser 1 Levy(2016)FIfF 5t , 4h4x EEATHHRIR I TTY: #l2 R Uy E Sl A
AP 2, DR R fS H B Ab 5 LAl N S AR 8k (whether participants thought they were
worse off or better off than others, and whether their current situation was superior to that of
others). fEALE LA REFEH, 2EFATA R S O —mi vty O B S SRR 2 IR o AHXE
Hhy, o BT B i S L B SR BE iR E A B B, L A A SV ) H % (Johnson, 2012).
Wi i(van de Ven, Zeelenberg, & Pieters, 2009; XI#34%, 2530, & R, 2017) [F B0 (FR IR
%, WINE, & B, 2015)5%, DL 4R I BAT HUBEH ORI 26 AR (B 22 JEmRy
PEIRT) e AN FE RRORVE AL 23 LU 51 R R URE PR R R IX — S5 B O B SZ, R T IX S S o, IR
JE UG5 SRR A 4 B AR B SO B, AR TR AR HEE AL 2 EEBLR BAT I 5T

LR N BB 3 Mr L 5 W, AT F AT MR 75 K2 A T7 R, ASBIE TR T
MRS RN (12 A S AP R IR AN R o TE L R LIRS R, FRATE BT # LA 74K
5 1 4% O B8 0 T °F ¥ 18 20N (better-than-average  effect) 5 #h £ 1% W4 2% 47 Ay 58 7Y
(compensatory consumption model). RIZHL TFIMERN, UAFATH 2 HERE, AITEHR
FRPPAN I 3t A 1) T B CAEAN NRHIE BB 77 ARVEIR LA 24N 77 TH R I T P2 /KF
(Alicke, 1985; Brown, 1986). [Fif, Hoorens(1993)45 Hi AT E 245 RN H S A AT Ry
P4 (false uniqueness). ELEI AMTIA NI AT E C—FEASAE B R BLKT-H [F 19 EL IR AR,
H K Z 5 N BE k. R I 4 (Snyder, 1978), JF H kN H &k L H A4 1
(uncommon and unique) (Snyder & Fromkin, 1977). HILEI &I, 7EARREATH SR, A4
f] T4 B OO IES 70 A b T-FEAME R D BN, R B B0e 1) B AR R A fEAL 2
LB, NAT ELE RS IR A T4 B0 TP B R B IRPE O I 22, A4S ARG (S B S IR
T S H P37, DR 26 8 1) B ARG, (H EAT EEA A A T T4 1A T
AR IR PEO R ZE (A5 ATER S B SR IUF IR Tk, e i 5 3E
W B TR, B SO E BRI ) TR BT AT B IR B S e v i 75 ok



(Snyder, 1992), T ¥, Si 1) FRAHARE 11 8RR P ZE AR 1 75 SR TR PR VR A 22 S R 2 BIR 30 5 4881
FMEE 2747 9 (Mandel, Rucker, Levav, & Galinsky, 2017), A #Ed_F4T HL#g(vs. FAT L) &
FURAMR MR FRAT . 25 b, BATHRE(vs. FAT HLAR0) 2 FRARAMAR B ke v B, 3T
TR T AME BT T SRR

FEERZENREZAIRS T, RATEHREL T IR, X5 5. bS5k
T RGUEN, CASEE AT T AR 8 )38 AR AHE SR T A AE BRI AN A A2 o B XA 2 B
LU

D X5 F58 1 Bt sk “ AT BAR RGO, AT B FPP0 5 ik AF
TEEM TP HME RN (better-than-average effect), BIANE S7EREST. N AhRW G| 1Z5%
AN TR R Z AR . = TP 7K F (Alicke & Govorun, 2005; Brown,
1986), iX— H VP 2= AR AE B2 28814 ks 22 (il lusory superiority bias)(Hoorens, 1993). ”

2) CXF5IEH 2 B B S U0 T I E R, BA AT AR OL S, AT
AN B LR 2 B Z 7 TH R IS TP 37K F (Alicke & Govorun, 2005).  [AIEF, AAfITE
SR N E S IE N B R (Hoorens, 1993; Snyder & Fromkin, 1977), I FUER BN
SRR BN 1R A BN (Klar & Giladi, 1997). HbAT AL, AT AL
S, NTA BRI B R B . A4, M5 AR TS B 22 0 Al AT LR
MATHIRAE B S R SRR AR AL, PR A B RERI R BAT RN 2 SRLEILA TR, 27
HAIAR W R GEERT AN B B X 6 7] i, 37 2 T ANATIEE B RPN b AR T 1 2B RS DA B M 1
THPAT AR, ARBEIL B EIR T AL 2 U MR M T SRAT A I E R B, 32 e AR 2 b,
AT OB (vs. N AT ELBD) AT BN RE AT BOOL T BB I B PP R 2, BRARAMAR R B 30
REVER, B S B TAMESI LR I SR AT A, S, it — 0 B BRI IR P AR 11X
—H BN RFAT . B N RIS L T I AR . RME R AT AR B S ST RN
HARRAT EE, 7E LSRR AS A .

B A-2: MAh, S EHERE AN RS, (FEESCRH T PR i, SEED
BERARENFE S, WERT P CFRAWNES G AR, RN
1 CRETIASERD . Siomlir 5Hom 2R ML, MR E SR ARER. HE, A
A5 WImEAAREL, ATA 2IRBIE CReIA M. Frel, fEE &S PR MRErEE
S, TR ORI B AR AT A R AR E S

gi b, AFETREM S BB “ARE” U RO e, AR HE S (1 B .
KRNI, R )5, AR BE T
IR AFH I B RS 50 5 Bt WAL . T B3R Pl R G S0iR, BATARIE K=

W, BISFJRE A AR B FIRRER TG 2 & o Blan, DUAE 2% #5857 i 5 AR Bt
(underachievement)(Henagan & Bedeian, 2009), th7 %434 i H T 147K 7 & 5 3 38 (ordinary) -



“F- J# (mediocre) . A4 51l (unexceptional) (Klar & Giladi, 1997). £ TFRE K5 — 2 & LR
(1), AT B RIRF FURBR b4 H - B IX — W & R A i, (BB 548, RATE
WP IEA 53502 & SLRRRTC AR SOt), DR A A~ i I — ) & TovE v A e At
S HUBON R P TR AT P AR RS I (R D L . BT &, PR 22000 S sl el g ) 4EE
(Henagan & Bedeian, 2009), T A 530 o5 (1 41 2 LU 4k BEAM BLFE ot fnge 77, i B & 4b
RIRGIT77 WA A YR RE . I HAEARRF L, thA R s 3 AMmih RA 1 4M45%
HR M E-F R T, A 2 AN HHTI0E A TR A ISR &, DAP R IX — 14
SVEATAYURIAE B BN R YR T

FELFEVIIIRGI N, AT T BT T B, 39— D 7 A% O3
WAKSE, ESEIHEA BN TR R TS IAR N TR RS RS, I R HES
BT T AR R BRI 835 . BT S, 5 T-00 TSP X B AN R MEE 1 9 2 AT AR
(Alicke, 1985; Brown, 1986; Mandel et al., 2017), F&A142 th 51055 Al N LU AT RAMA RS
AT P BRI R 22, NI FEARAMA TR B FRAARE PR, (A MAFEAME BN SR 5]
AR T RAT N o AN IR ER A T I R DA R Hh A A B R SRR BT R, AR R
VERAB T P A WU G0, DRI, AT AR PR IR S AR 1 30 Jo IR i v A AL
i, TR ES E A AR S A JE AR T T P R T A PRI 2k H  FEARBAE S T A RO R B
AHTEE R HhAh, FRATMIBR IS T ¢ TRREPE 75 SR A DL P i B IX — & 1 18R A 2
MEEGE R0 N 25 B R 5 T v . 1B SO 2 BRI T

D ¥ “12 BRI Z SRS RAT N7 BECh: “1.2 (R TFHMERN S E
TR RN 7

2) Ot “1.2 fRT-FRMEBNE B BB 55 1 B s “ IR, AT
AR N B S HeAt AT AR ML JivkR(Hoorens, 1993; Snyder & Fromkin, 1977), Jf HoK &
BRSPS ) ~FRE . ANREA(Klar & Giladi, 1997). F5E &, 7E A2 S Al
A, IR AT B 72 1 NTEEL B EARSHEAR, TR E . RIS 1AM ) 5 45
BEREZH FIL, BT PR AR FIAMATER G . B 2R R ek rh i 85t
1 SRAF EFRANE R R, L RERE IR AR 1 [ FAREE R KT (McClelland, 1961). 5 2,
AMRTEA AT LU 0 A 25 150 8 1 1 JRAR AR R RN, A 2 P 5 A A R e SR a2 ]
FAEBRIBTERER.”

3) OXF “1.2 RT-FIMEAN S A FRAEFEIEE” 25 2 B B2 b EIEA
FEA AR TP E A BRI R 22, AEAMR S INEA(E B 56 A Bem e, T A7 E )
SATHAMEREA AR TP E I B B W2, (RAEAMA RS B & RIIEA = TP 57K
S, AT AR AE AN A 1) T TR B IRV . BT AT B 4R R AR E IR E R B L (Tesser &
Cornell, 1991), BUbAE FAT HEEG 2 B T\ B 5 BURJE TP 7K P i RS TP 247K 7
ARG (1) F BRI R AN TR BRI, ARX T RAT RO, AT H S PR AN R (A P %



H.”

4) CRSCE S CHIRTREIR MBS MR

5) TR “H2: BPHRAEAL 2 LRRREME T RAT N2 & h A ER . BAT R
SHARTHANMAI B B R, RS B0 AR T RAT i AB SO “H2: R
SRR E FRAT N I RS M v B R A o BART R, B AT B (vs. R AT ELER) S PR AR AN A
AR PRI, R S BRI S SRAT N7

6) CEP AR I R “FRILRIEIREAS B CRAF RN X — T,

7 O G 2ar BRI A BOR 7 ABEON : “SEE 2a BUREME BN I T A RORL 7

8) TURFSEEG 2a HlE AT A REE 3 BUBEUN: “ATIR AR R TR AR . Ry
PRIBFAR S 7 2% H BEAT B e, UMM (r = 0.753)153 70 KIsAME A N h 2 B dabr. Dkt
Py B AR B R R S R AR R R 40 AT, 45 R, whgs PO i i e 1 ek
KA % BE AP = -0.38, t = 3.30, p = 0.002), RIARH T F4TEL#4H(M = 3.60, SD =
1.04), AT BB BOARF PR R BEAIR, SEMTI TN B C AR I(M = 2.75, SD = 1.09;
F(1, 66)= 10.88, p = 0.002, 0’ = 0.14); [RIFKt 2> FLs AUk IV A8 & ik 7
BB A AF BEAT It Logistic [, Sk BRI Ry T Mt B S B AT M i i 2 (B
= -0.64, Wald y* = 5.04, p = 0.025), {HF:£x LAy T Ik B S M A LR P =
0.63, Wald y*= 1.33, p = 0.25), FWIMUFEAEESE B HATERLE 2), H2 13830 # .7

9) TURESEEG 2a BT 5 R 4 BAEECN: “ R PROCESS F2 /3 X Al P B )
T 2OSLEEAT FE R BG (Model 4; Hayes, 2013), 4 F A #1454 5000, B 15 X (8] 95%(1
R g R IR, MR RGN i 25 R B 0 (LLCI = 0.11, ULCIH = 1.40), RM&E K
/Ny 0.54, FF HAEFE SRR R BN IO TS DL, #h 2y HUBOR MURE 7= gt 8 1 LR ORL AN 12 2
(LLCI =-0.45, ULCI = 1.72), [Rlitt, vl o JE 2R 140 v A R 75 2138 IE . 7

10) X 4T SEg 2b HlE 7 b 545 5 4 Bt B e “TERbERRt b, DAABRE A%
PAER TG, 12 FH PROCESS 2 77 6 MURF A B (r = 0.777) (1) i A0S 2E 4745 56k (Modeel 4;
Hayes, 2013), 255 & MR A B A g 25 b A& 0(95% LLCI = 0.03, ULCI =
0.78), H/r M BN 0.37, FRIRHEE H2.”

B 2: BONBUR AT AR5 7 17

TEFE NSy, “TOX EATEEBI BN, B IR wT AR PR sy, AT TS A ] T-iA AT LA
L H 555 T I BLRANAL S, _EAT EERES| A i 1 3T R A5 AR, 45 a2
AR PR T SRAT TR IARES 7o (E A, JURFIE T SRAT AT 555 T e BUIR — R F JE I 2
5 H 555 SR DR RE i il AN AT BEE IV 9 SRR 7 SRR 94T B th ]
LA “B5 B IR B — s

MG — N FAEEERAR, A5 AT DO R R ] Atk sy, O] LUEE B 285 13T
J, TR T RAT M — M55 A TR, BRI AT AR M i 3 B0 B AT g . ST



AVEAR, WA CAREIEN 85 A, JRERMRR AT b . (EE TREEE A
A XA AEREAT AN

[B1R7 - R o A 2K IR AR o FRAT TR SR AT AN 8% e BRI 9 3 I A
J&, PRI AR RO, AT ECR BT R SR, TR FE AR F AR i b2 2R B . AR DL L
AT EARHE R IR, _EAT R ST BMARRA AL T3 B BN W2, BARR 1
SR, MBI A T AME BT - SRR, B Un ey s B i\ 2 AN 2 id i T
SR R i RS B B AR B AS AR, IR AR AR A P ) TR (B 152 ) 5 - SR MR A
(AR AN, DR IR P SR AT A BN AT U B AR R M P SR o AEGT M, 4 8%
PR AT VER S I, AMAAE B CRENE L [F) — Sl it B 5 55 o ik, e andeE st
ZERMATT LB IS 2025 o) i BT S, DRl add B B 5% o DR T R AT H A
JE D P B SR o AR MBSV ZRAT AT, e U B SR I R T 2015 B S
G AR JE S B U S AR SR AT N IS L2 U SS (Mandel et al., 2017; AHE
%, N, & WG, 2014). [FEE, FEAHTFH, BEGIIUR AT ARVER SR, MEAE g
g F 58 R IR, AT B GRAA AT LU R MR BN 0 B, DRI S 82 H T A
ENHLIIAAR I FORAT N 255 k2, MBGNILR AT RARES, AMASHKSE A B %% )18k
AR IS ST, WA TovE B AR AT LOBUS MR VBN 0 B AT 22 W0 R M 11
MR T SRAT YRR S o 25 E, MR SR £ FE RIS RN BILIR ] AR PR R 5 A AE 78 22
AR IR 5 58, HORAS BAT 7T S0 45 1 SCRFAGE .

IR KB E RIS 5t A LR BRATER B SO AR R RN IR AT AR R AR AR
HEF IR S B B AR IR AN SCRR S HE, (A B HE R RS TR R IR A . ST,
FRA TR B BUIR AT AP 5 4 HY B BRI HE 3 B 0 3047 1 Be BRI e M 7 35 - B BN B Bk
LI

D O “1.3 BAPURAARNE” %6 2 BN BEIEE0Y: “URIEAMEIEE D AT T, ks
S8 BB R SR I F A 7 2013 BN GBI AL ST, AR S S T AU (R AT
L 2 55 (Mandel et al., 2017), Han“## AT 2l B8 5 A € 22 EAT HUER
BB E, AT BEBL ] A B AME R ORE PV DR AT 9 AR 55 R IRe =, 200G, & S
2014). [FJBE, fEAL 2 LEEUE S, JENBUIR AT AP 5 R S oRAT 9 AT A AR R0 _EAT EE
BB ) B MMV SR, W T R A ROV E A BT AR 2K RN IR AT AR PR AL
B, AMAKE RERS KSR 1 B8 HI oA e 22 IR, AT B 222 M AT ER A e il P e )
B, IS TAME SR MR E SORAT i AR, R, BRGIVIR AT AR MBI, A
MO IREE B 555 SR BRI &858, TCIEGE R FAT LU B P B (g, b 2538
RAMENE R HEng, AT MR A BEAEAMESIALRY SRS N TR . STk, SR R
FlR "

2) O “H3: EENDUIR AT AR RS B BT IR A RONAT R IR R .



DUAR AR PR T, 3T R R A BN R 554K 2 B AR W AR PR, 3R
(AN AR BB A BN

“H3a: RENILR T AV 6 412 LR RV T SRAT I SE M . 2 BN IR m] A2 1k
By, AT BB AR P R AT N I IE T R MR DR RN BOR TR PRI, AT LG
BOM ARSI T RAT B0 IE 1] 2 iR 15 B 524k

H3b: BEEIIIIR W] AR 1 15 35 o B AU SRR 1R SRR (R MR o =2 SRR IR 7T AR P A
g PEBON AURF PR IR RN IR R I 55 2 B UK T AR PRGN, o LB MURF IR SR S 1 5
e g o

3) TR SRS 3 BRANZTHRAIMER R TER” SR IT AR 3 BB SCh: K
BRI TERAER T ER . DL ER TR TR RS SRAT AR R A L SRA 2(4E
S PAT vs FATY (B A BHiiahE: & vs fik) ANOVA K 3088 A0 05 I 2 ML IR 1 15 4
F, S5 98K, 2 BUAATEREN 5 I h P (022 T AN 52 3 (F (L, 116) = 4.25, p = 0.042, 1° =
0.04), #E£x bR E AL 2 3 (F(1, 116) = 4.10, p = 0.045, n? = 0.03), {HEANZ B Ish )
FRNFF A3 (F(1, 116) = 0.45, p = 0.50, 1 < 0.01), H1 AT AR AL R Sh Itk o) 412> FL
ST RAT A MR RAE BE N TER . SRR 4 Rk — DR, MEmE
GRS, AT B A N AT P B AR I AR T TR AT A AN LE 2 22§ (M
1 =0.38vs. M ¢ = 0.40; F(1, 116) = 0.001, p = 0.98, n° < 0.001); 4/ AL h It ALK
S, AT O A R TSR AT e L AT AR (M e = 142 vs. M
w =-0.13; F(1, 116) = 8.49, p = 0.004, 0 = 0.07), 11X 3a 13 3|5 1iF . ”

4) N SIS 3 BUNATHIRSIERIETER” BRI S R 4 BUBSON: “HBUn,
KH PROCESS % F o B Jik S 28 U 31 1t 0 2 B AT 5 e P J e - 1) 5% 2 i) o 1 VR
(Model 7; Hayes, 2013), #EFAE AR 5000, 15 X 8] 95%(1) 14k B BoR, B nshtE
335 R T 2 U S R R I N () s e /E FH (LLCI = 0.10, ULCI = 0.61). HAKIM &, 4
REN A BE AN N = KIS, AT BSOS SRR P U 1 A7 1) 52 AN B3 (LLCL = -0.22
ULCI = 0.15); MIEEIA G NIRRT, AT BB R BT 4716 5535 1) £ i i
M (LLCI = 0.08, ULCI = 0.64), 2B A 0.29. R, JEAILE Gt s i 1 & k& Hugout 4k
R BRI R, H3b 75 350 RE.

B 3: fFAETEAHRA: ISR RAETE A 2 B h SR

TEE NN, MNTESRMEFR N 7 orkh B 3T . HA, BRMEF MRty 17 E S
PR R A -

S ILETUERE NI, ERESRIE. $utE KRR IR0, AT RE R Dt
ATAIIX — I RE A AT A B I BT, A e AL 2 LEB Rt . o, otk #%
SERIE S AR NSERIRAZ, AR BONATA . ZHNEH, A15E 7/ B, £
BRI T



BEAh, MhAREIE R BT S . AERNIETUN B SRR S ISR RS SL T, AT EEHT
S ER, ATREARON T s B CUEAEAL S KA WV ARTT, e 2 B R -

[BIRZ: = I o R K0 5 B WAL . FRATA R B KR sa 4 ik, BTG SRk
KT e ARAE AL 2 LU R M, (R SE G+ AE AW A A9 DLHERR . BRI S, AR
TR R AN DA, BEAGT R, BRI A [F TR, A S b i ok
TRARAS A2 PR (0 At 1, Bk A ) b N AR BE B SRAG B AT, DR B SRR T AN
RET SR BRI 7 R AL 38 o RIS, A0 8 HH S U 0 A AR A AR 0 i AR A T A PR = 1
ThEe I T AMAZ B esE ), ARANM A e il St T PR B b ) . TG RAE i &
PR AP 9% 5 A7 it A R o AT SR ERTE AR B ) B U B iR MR FE AL 2 LA 3R
o WeAb, FEARBF I FTA SEB b, AR A = SRS I SRR R . R B S AN
TEREZE R, Lanses 1 ¢ T TR & A 5 By AT 25 SR B0, Bant A5 iR 51 27 o7
#r(t(54) = -0.16, p > 0.80). H-WFLSE (t(54) = -0.31, p > 0.70) MR (t(54) = 0.43, p > 0.60)1Y
AEAEREZES, RS R = SOk WU AR R BRUTEARF 70, sk
MR (1 15 TR AN F A AR B B R M BUE AR WA T T

255 5 WA T AN STHR, FRAT A e 18 sRAAFTE AL 23 LU R SR M X — TR VB AR L
AR AR TS T . T HERRIX — RN IR E A, FRATTEESEE 2b il &
T AR 3E S T (Martin & Larsen, 1976), MRIELHE: EP{3E LA b A AR, FRB B
gy ANRIBUR R IRAGER; R R ZZN, N 7R, e T B (=%
AFE, 7=3EEFEE).” BRI RER, T8RN AR R TS 0(95%
LLCI =-0.03, ULCI = 0.11), FH AT HERR 56 5+ 5 1) COR ik oo B2 R S REAE FH

BI 4: AFAESE4H B JBSRARFE IR Dy 1 38 G AR AURR R T2 R (R AN Je 2R

MTESRARF LT, ARb 2 FSRMFFIE, 0 AT BE A [ -5 R AR £ A 7] (¥ 100y ok
IR a3 I, ZEONREF s s FTREE ST, SR FR AR A AT B & S BUR it
M4 . HOR T BB Ly e, B DL 1 AR R I

[BIRZ: J o i S AR M L o AT 1) 3 AT SROMURFIE TR T R Dy 1 3 A F AU RRE 101
HRMAFE R, HF M 5RO, KX — 0, FTHEHA. Ttk
B ANTE FEB 2L Bl a0 I 2 300 A v RO BRRR PR 3 SRAT i) o (ELASHIE 5 SE5: 2b (145 AL (2
ANy MIFE BAT H B (vs. FAT HL vs. T8 HU A8 ) J B8 AU ] T 38 36 A A 119 7= 5 38 10 (45.5%  vs.
21.2% vs. 25.5%), 1M |47 ELB AL AN TG L B 2E X bR 77 i 326 300 140 46 A A7-AE 5535 22 5 (Walds
=0.27,p>0.60). IR, WS u ik BRI 0 K AOGE TRy T kS i 5 2R, b4 ttes
P S M AR 3 SRAT D 1A BEATL A1) 82 A ot o 2 6 R B A 75 4, (IR STk
HOANELE SCRE PAT PO S BUM A 26 (0 B A o At U R 0 KA 100 7] e e
KA WAZEWENUE R, B REARIAR . 38 BRI S R, T8 SRR U AT R



HWoRAE S HE R B S A F J5 S (Wang, Zhu, & Shiv, 2012), ST, IR MERE
At R LRt AR f5 RS R, PRI T 38k G R AR T0 s SR (AN 5 SR T 1 SRR
HIIX — 58 G 1 A FEAR U A PR At 2 LU BOW AURS P SR AT A P A e 1 Do o (R
FKE AR BBV A TH R G A T 2 LU RS Ry M S SRAT A9 1RO B LA B P R
VR IERRERLA, X 5 AT SRR M B A LR P B HE S B A 3 L R s

B 5: WK

BT 2b IRPEREA R R 2, eI T ML A% LERAT 30 T Ak i, St
FE ] T Sk 1 kA BIE I O v i S B S RO EE, TR e S R 2
e

[BIR7: R AR L XA SR M. FRATAESE 2b v “E il i T A& LLimAT 3K T it
B SRR AW N E . —J7 W, EOSERES T, EHrs S T RATR
JR AR RO B, LIRS BeRE T ASE S ATt FE I AR S L Se . 53— Uy T
JUEERIN T M LLRAT 3R T s e, (EgaRAE EAT R R R e e T, fews
M T S5 Pk 5 kR AR S SRAT LR o (HBATTR IR R XA A, ik e i )
SEfR T AT AE Ay Bl = i w2 B B I E, SRAMER S T Y. BAER
T e S8 (S5 2¢),  [F)— SR A (AR R b S A AE AR P — 5 A A 22 57
Hoe kb fE B L ks . S WA OR R — 20, AR EAT BB A A e il B vy 47 i
S5 SO EL, 82 A TR AN 57 e T R e 5 R AT BB AL A B il B AN 7 I 25 22
Sto SR, SEYS 20 MAE R EIR 2 IR G| A IS AR Z I, EAT B A (vs.
AT LB ) AR T 28 BE Al S AR P 7 S T, HLAZRORLAE ™ i 2 T8 L RIAL R s P 1)
THEE R HRAFAE, AT, I e 7 B2 B R (EAS REAR G AR A 2 LU AR 4 3
SRAT PSR DB AR, ] DAHERRIRS DU (R AR o Bb4h, Bt DS L R E
Sy FATA I 2b X 7 b R I R BEE V5P AT RE 2 SR, JF HLSESG 2b AR SR
2a FFEGH B30 JC U RO HIAL, 0 SR B A TTERA B AN K, R 5 R 38 S ) R i R
i, BATLEFMBRSLES 2b, F AL SRR A, FINCRE R S5 2¢ 194 FRECN SRS 2b.

B 6: WIRHIBHRECR D>, BT 1840 32 N, W5 2afg4H 34 N, WAL 3L 31 NEA .
XFERMOAETE 7. 8 SFERI W LI ER, HESK, JUTFIRMEWES, G801 2. Aot
PEANE 7T F A ks e

BIRz: YRS KR WAE R FATEFIFZE TIENFERERT CLBEZR) ERNZRE
SCEE, AHFFEH SIS — SR SR B S E R A . Bl 2019 SRR T
COLHEAR) 55 61 B2 7 IRSCE “Hrr A IR ? Bev (s B PE A fh AR IR R DL
BCROR: ", SEBe; 2 3L 125 AAELAR (4 4, B2 31 N): 2019 SRR T CLBEEER) 2
51 &5 9 IR SCE “ RAHHZ IR AT s B JREHIRPEM 7, 286 1 384 50 45



w2 4, M4l 25 N), 988 2 306 90 Aal@ 4, #4430 N). fEARRFH, ik
1 RSN 2a BIysit s s2it, AR 30 Nk 5 Lk CARIE Rga B R A 2, L
% 3 LGN RE (A 30 N A) WA ED, § e A SRR KRR THSIR A R M ge i 2L
J1e BATAEFNFI L F IR W, BT 2900 5250 70 0800 Bl B (1 BRI I, 3RATTIA K
RA D BEAERRI T KA B (IRER AL galE 50 AVLE), MIMEERFEE ERTHiT
TG R -

BIL7: WU L ATIASE R, R B p (E, e AT RN AL

IRz R AL IO 38 15 . FRATOANFERETT 1 RIS 5 LR He i 7o 45 9 rp B AR 1
pfH. BEANEEALT:

D ORI 1 AR RSSO WA AN SRS 0N (M e = 5.36 vs. M
wun = 5.40; t(54) = -0.16, p = 0.87) EWKFLSE (M win = 5.27 vs. M ss = 5.33; 1(54) = -0.31, p =
0.76) FIFRE(M wms, = 5.38 vs. M yss = 5.27; 1(54) = 0.43, p = 0.67) I ARFEAE R EZE X7

2) TS 2a M RTINEE RABECH : Bl = AN B TR 0 51 1 9FA (ta s(38)
=1.26,p = 0.21; toc(38) = 1.63, p = 0.11; t c(38) = 0.34, p = 0.73) I E XK FL /& (ta s(38) = 0.39, p
=0.69; ta c(38) = 0.57, p = 0.57; tg c(38) = -0.26, p = 0.80) 5 P  [A| M) RIFAE L 25 57 . 7

BRI 8: Wiyt 3 Mgit, X ukulin A AN 5 158 AR 0 0 R o ) UM, JF B

‘Beyond Words” {E K65 “Words of Wisdom™ {EAREBHI NN &l 2 (B 2548, 1 NI AR
BIAR, OMER SR R SORAT O R XM T EA G, RATREAEHZ
RN (D Mg, RaZHERT A (WREED MEZNERST.

[BIRZ: B o A 4 S e e R LA . 2 e AW 7 4% (Dong & Zhong, 2017;
Huang et al., 2014), FATRA T BUEXZE M7 ER 2R A ES8bR, S8R =R R
MUREME T RAT A o AR AT N SCHER, 7ESESS 3 MBI BE h, SR AU ZE (8 10 75 245 3
PRI A S AR b L 23 30 LA o i SR D R AR B EAT 70 M SE Rt A3, R RIE T/ i R AR
B TR ) BRI (43 4422 B1) SR AR T R AR TR R B (513 4423 )M & 1, M ARZa % iRy,
FF H A3 PR IR AR S8 2 IR 5 5 TR T A2 “F- 74K 11 (counterbalanced), B4 43 #4534
Xof H R AN A5 L S 30 Pl 2 I V2 A S I K AR AR P T SRAT M) o [RIE, “A 38 118
S FH B Ao 2541 1) 73234531 [ A2 B 5 4 (using relative preference for the majority (vs. minority)
book club as the dependent variable)(Dong & Zhong, 2017), i 2 DA 10 PRAN L 515 5K 5
AR 27 A g R A B R AT B 0 A AR AR 56 o Dy 1 ORAIE SSRGS SR I PV, ASHIE 7E 74
Z TR A SCHR AR AR TV S8R T B R R K T BRATHE R A IE R
JHRE 58 B8 53 A 77 15 ) N TE S 5 0, (R T RO R DR DA R 5256 3 1) 2 H HI7E T30 E/E%
SIBIAR AT AR PR (R VR FRAT TR ANTE ST i B DA Ot 19 152 AR AR 30 1) e A 9 TR
AR HAE 7 T 4 R



BIW9: 33/ B, PEHMIR, 2171 “s7

BIRz: B fs L KA LR IE. RATCEBM 3.3 &)a —BIBEHHR, I HX43Cikr 1
ST B B AHFE S B S R, DAORIEWEE N i

Ak, LG SR DA BB 1 5 B AU LA S FRATTX B A P A B R, FRATTAR
HAS A T IS RN SR B A 1 N 2% o B B AR I T

D O B “ I T P E RN S HMEYER S AT AR, A 5T
O BEAME AR R A 2 LU S R E T SRAT N B IR OG R, 58 T MR IR IR A 1
HARUSE, FE LA RN IR T AR 3 — 0o R 15 A8 B B IR N DR B M, FEZRBRIRI
X M 2 EL R T _EIR N BT T BN A BT sl VAT R o Bk DA S25, AT
B _EAT P (vs. N AT HEBO) X MURe M 5 SRAT NI IE W B2, B) 45 S REAMARTE e Ak 2 LU
B R AT PHME M B FRVP AR 22 (256 1) %N R SRBI IR B AE T AT LR PR T AN B
TR N, AT 5 SO e A JRE I S SRAT 1) (SR 56 2a), IZAMENEAT N R BAEA T
AT TAE B P IAEAE, S50 AR L 2T N E B AT X (L5 2b). ok, b
R ENAE L FFIRBUIX — 5 4L LU 4E . BARAEAE, JF BLAE N4 5rim 80 M i 15 1
TS B SR E I 55 (L5 3).

2) DRHEWTTIREE 1 RN IBEON: “H5E, ET OBAMENIA, 8RBT
SRAT JiX — B A2 LU S R AT 5 o R B AT B Skt 23 LU 51 R M AT J5 2R
THET REDHT, i FAT 2 S8R £ X (Zheng et al., 2018a). JZ #1474 217 4 (Zheng
et al., 2018b). Vit ik(Sobol & Darke, 2014)%, {HANTELEIR £ 4 FR 24 AR HIT AR 4T
NIERA T [F, HET IS AR IEE, AT B0 B GO 2 AR\ 2250 2 4
DU AN VEFRCRE I, AT R BEAS H A0 55 50 4 (19 A4k Bl Ab S5 850 222 1) /R AT 26 O o (R R
FRATAMAE — 518 SRT,  H B J0 5 AR AL 2 LU AR SE R0 b4 b A b BB A8 5 4k
5 B ZE )R BT R I R PE TR AT NI ZE 5, B IR I G B A5 B SIERIF I 1 S RE
HIE o ASHIEFE LA R IPN (AR TP I E RN N ERR 98 11, 1% B3k il R T S iF R R 5
F5, MEIFIAE 1 EAT EEBON R M T SRAT NI IE M2V S, TR 1 AL LU ST R
WA, T TAMEMER AT R TR AT AT B T R -

3) K EIRTTERES 2 BRABBEON: “ IR, AHIEFOM B IR UEMURF R I K o AR
FETRTH G B0 ARSI TR . S B L T, 5 1e4
it T H % (Morse & Gergen, 1970). #%”(Zheng et al., 2018a). [FIFL.Lo(HBIEH %, 2015). %
B FMh 3= S BhHL(Schlosser & Levy, 2016)%5 thtt £ L 5] R KO ELE R, (HAE 2 Lhi S50
R R — O B 5 (B AR ARG B R 00 R W RAF B 2 AT i o AR FE S 2 TR
TFoPIE R, A3 ATTE A AT 4 2 PO A (1 10 38885 A 6 050 o 1) 1 BRI

H RN 2P BKF, S BUSAR AR R, AT SRR A o PO 5 R 1k R 22 T 3



R OCHE, H HiET — R 5L 50 UM PRI ) R AR, X R X w2 bR O B S ST
FRRA S HERE, R AR 75 SROCHRELAilh_b A PR A R A G 7

4) CASEERR RS 2 B rE ek “ EAT BB BRAR B BRI BRI, §94 MRS A
ARSI 1 BB N, T I SIS AL B S /N AR i R 55 TT DA Bh S sl AT EE
OO H AR 1) B, (EEEAR BRI AR HA, A RAETHIRL A2 b
B, BONZ R AT RO _EAT ECBEUM A RGNS o SR SR oA S TR
SRR S, 89 E RE L ol B 5 2% 1 ohal ARRZ GrROL AR TN, AT 22 i
FE_EAT BEBUE TN B B B B SR O B B

5) CATSESCHES 1 B & ER: “Despite the common phenomenon that better off
individuals seem to seek more uniqueness and express individuality more frequently, researchers
have never investigated whether and how social comparison influences uniqueness-seeking
behavior. According to the better-than-average effect, people tend to perceive themselves better off
than the avarage on many important dimensions and are inclined to see themselves as uncommon
and unique when there are no social comparisons. Building on compensatory consumption model,
we aim to investigate the impact of social comparison on uniqueness-seeking behavior, and further
examine why this effect occurs as well as when it will be attenuated or intensified.”

6) CXIE RS 2 B BB “In social comparisons, comparing upwardly (vs.
downwardly) may threaten individuals® pervasively held better-than-average self-evaluation bias,
which motivates them to adjust their self-evaluations downwardly to the average. Prior research
suggests that the average is mostly seen as ordinary, mediocre and unexceptional. Therefore, we
infer that people comparing upwardly may experience a decreased sense of uniqueness, which
drives them to seek unique options in subsequent unrelated contexts.”

7) BN SO LA 3 B B A “ Across four experiments, we demonstrate that upward
comparisons increase consumer preference for less popular scenic spots (Study 1). The
psychological mechanism underlying this effect is that upward comparisons lower perceived
uniqueness, leading individulas to choose minority-endorsed T-shirt designs to compensate for the
negative self-discrepancy (Study 2a). And this effect holds true regardless of whether products in
the consideration set are to be consumed publicly or privately (Study 2b). Furthermore, when
comparing upwardly on economic status, consumers still show stronger preference for niche book
clubs, and the effect of social comparison on perceived uniqueness and uniqueness seeking will be
mitigated when perceived economic mobility is high but get strengthened when perceived
economic mobility is low (Study 3).”

8) U HE L 4 Bl 1285 “The present research provides evidence that upward

comparisons can lead to uniqueness-seeking behavior by examining the mediating role of



perceived uniqueness, supporting our basic premise that individuals perceive themselves unique

when making no comparisons.”

2 EIE I T A SR W SR WY B AT 2 BB 28I 2 AR S SRAT N, #EoR T E
TV R A E R, R B EI IR P AR AR i A . SCRAT SCAE, SEM . R
MM, JEAFEUNT ) R B

B B, SCERIHESANT- SIS BT ROWSEA KT eIt RATEZE R
A2 AL SR AUBR R N SE 25 23 R B MR AR PEAT Dy, 1 S B N Ay B S P8 P i o ™
b BRI ARI IS N IR 8 A% 7 AR S AT, 1 75 NS #1584 Bt T
HEVRBAE AR TN AT ARG A3 RE T (K N BE AT RER DU AL R LA . B3 il 2 S R 5 4
ARSI R B RO FE A S o

[BIRZ: JEH B AR L KM% B W FATARI L Z AW, BB H LI IR b 85
DRI N BE 25 5 R B A PERIRE P, (5 A 0 TG 2% 8 e L 23 BURC IO A2 R 5 e o AT Ak 358
755 Qb5 SE AR BRI A TR L MR T RAT I 22 5, B IR 5 R 8 15 B SRR T 1 SCHF
BIOAIE o ASHIF ST ET AT TR TG B S i R R (2 R SR T S A . AR AT A SCER, A
A i A 2 DR RE I 75 5K 71X — 75 SR 2 32 51 [ B N TE R 3 R 90 5175 85 DR 3% 100 S ) T
HEAAK (Lynn & Harris, 1997; Snyder, 1992) . XA 58 372 T TP A RS AAMa£ R 9847
B, $REH AT ER RS TR AR RO T M8 1 BRI 22 FRAR AN 1 1 B e S
B, R SR AMEVE AR T RAT A . RIS, FRATAESLEE 20 HIIN — AN TEAT AR LA 4%
M2, IF H IR AT B R P S SRAT o ) 35 b v T R AT LS 2 AR i 2 (45.5%
vs. 21.2% vs. 25.5%), M AT EL 4L AN il 2 (R R M SR AT AN AE BB 35 22 57 (Walds =
0.27, p > 0.60). #e52, fEMSILEH, FATHE (vs. FATHLEL vs. 0 L) 2 (R AE AN = A
SE SRR E T ORAT NEIHL,  PATRANE S TEAL S LUACHEFE B IA X 25 3K

R FRE, AW SIS KARTE, EAR EIHATE, RAITN AT
AATEE LI 38 5 W 1 1 2 A A0 sk 1) N B 25 5 R B A P R R AT, SRR 22— ]
BEE T 5 NSRS A b (1 A AE A ATE P T o BB, A B B — s (R abRe b, 17 55 A\ 3R
Kb 35— MR NAE A3 N A BT o e i, DRI, AT R AN PR AR P AT A 78 LA A
i (B ) B R S P v s A2 AT A, (EX RS R TE A A A R
L . TGRS R, BRI LI G R A B R Y N B AN R I % T S 4 5 R
FETE SR AT R, (B EA RN SR 7RI, RATELRN (vs. AT HL# vs oL A) 2 (A8 AT
FEAMEZN LI IR ) T R I H LR M 7 2847 LR T B & ALk E% (Zheng, Baskin, & Peng,
2018a). AW T 51% SCHRIK N IE R R S AR — 8. thdh, ATFFIEARME AT E . 8



TVIZPEANUERE, TR R T NA L ARSI 2 A EEYEE, PIreu it
A UEH T2 A U YERE . DS, S W R BRE 1 SE R I N BE A 5 AR B H A B
MRFVERON T W, (HANRIE G177 5 e BN 2 15 B By R B Ak R A A e 0 1 B Seoul
L4351, IR RIS IR 25, BATUONEA 2 HUALIIHESE T 25 S ANAT S 5
RAT A LEN), [N A e A E BB KIE 530 N T AR s AW T
5 ERBIR MG W NSRS 225, PLRIT AW S e 3 BAESCE b 7E 17X b
IR T S e Fh s N BRI

D 2SI FH 2 BRSNS : “EISEAET, BOVHE LI G0 s s A\ 2
MO RIS AR, (E H B 05 LA 2 BEAT A 2 T 50 B 70 B AR B3 BB {8 5 b 45
EZ RN FTRILE MR SR AT 22 5, B BRI R R A5 B SIERT 7T A S35 BRHIE . 7

2) C/EHIRTUIRES 1 BN AR “ETRIISEATE RIS, NI E SN GUE ¥ 2
ARSI N 2 B 22 MR I PR ROMURs P, AT AT REAS H A 45 B0 e AR L AR 52 8 22 1Y
AMARAT B R RV T SRAT R X — S8 . ST, H B0 TG A AR AL 2 U IAESE )
EE 70 b7 Ak 55 B A0 B 55 A5 B 2 KSR R DI SRS P S oRAT NI 22 5, B ERBLR R B 15
B SR T SCRFBISAE . AW FE A& B BN AR TP BRSO BB S 1, 4% B
R ) T SHIER R 555, M IFIAE 7 AT B MR S SRAT N IR A s, O
W07 U SRR LA, B T AMETEE ST MR S ORAT N U BT TSR .

B 2: B, WEH BRI RS A AN T, AN BA BRI
5, VR HER Y — MR AT S AR ISR P 75 SR 2 — MR PR &, I ELAR
AT HOR S B X AR B SRR R, SBOPREE, 2R 51K S SR R SR AT A
SR, IEWVEZ BRI 2f, DMESCHR (f1 Brewer, 1991) Mo Jubith 75 SRAE & (0 AR Al
AR ER, 1R RN NE LAY, R EA S5 AR E RO R (on being
the same and the different at the same time), H - AZEARATHIA TR FEIE LT, Jlbpith 75 oK
AL 8 — AN RS A2 2

EIR7: B HEREXWEREN. SERABERML, RATAFELRKEN. AR5
W R 75 SRAA TCAT AR50 1) P M E TR 8, XA FRAT TR IR AT FT 2t 1) MR (1 RS
PR SRR — MR BOME & X — A SR Bk = R S PSRRI 54K « RO T-FME
RS, FEABATH IS BT, AR T4 B AU HOR 2 BN TPk
“F-(Alicke & Govorun, 2005; Brown, 1986), MKk, AW Fudk T ibfe R iR 10
iR B AR AT 5 AL 5 5K LS5 N BT 2 3 1) OB 5K, EAAT
AIHEERERA 7 R CANELAR NTEZE), T2 AR BRI 2 5 (ANt NS4, EPA
AT AR 75 SR AT B AR R o SR, AT SRR ANAEFE AR L) SCRR S HRF AR 4. B
IR AR E R AT He i 4 S 80T 3 Jf (feelings of mediocrity)(Pera, 2018), {H 7522 # %
S A 23 PR B S SR SRR 5T, B 1 T B S MURR I TR AT R 2 TR O



Fo B, FATAAHEFE LA B 3 R AR A AR L B = 5 A I BAR SCRF, A9 3070
F BBV BP0 2 A A S e Z R T R XE WIS T, RATGE
KA SR E TSR N B AT T RGBS BRI S, TATI T AT OB 1R
WA AT I ME R AMEVENE S AT R, BRI B 280 T 2% T RIS AR B 8 75 5K A
Je UL BB AR R A B IR, BRI SL T AR T SRR TC RN BRI T
FEBEFER b4 H DOMURR AR B FF A E D A B, 5B AR SR A8 5 T B R4 5 4
YRR TR BE, AR L sC R HE LS AR (M M 5 UUIR T BN B BRI T

D X5 F58 1Bt ek “SAFF BAR R RIE O, AT B FPPO 5 ik AE
TEEM TP HME RN (better-than-average effect), BIANE S7EREST. N AhRW G| 1%
ANFEBEH PRI K S NAER . & T FH7KF (Alicke & Govorun, 2005; Brown,
1986), iX— H VP 2= AR AE B2 28814 ks 22 (il lusory superiority bias)(Hoorens, 1993). ”

2) OXFEIEH 1 B B EG: UL TP E R, BA AT LR OL S, AT
AN B AR 2 B Z 5 TH R IS TP 7K F (Alicke & Govorun, 2005).  [AIEF, AAfITE
SR N E S IE N B R (Hoorens, 1993; Snyder & Fromkin, 1977), I FUER BN
SRR BN 1R A BN (Klar & Giladi, 1997). HbAT AL, AT AL
SR, NTH BRI B R B . A4, M5 AT B0 22 1 i AT L,
MATHIRAE B S R SRR AR AL, PR A B RERI R BAT RN 2 SRLEILA TR, 27
HAIAR W R GEERT AN B B X 6 7] 37 2 T ANATIEE B RPN b AR T 2B RS DA S M 1
THPAT AR, ARBEIL B EIR T AL 2 U MR M T SRAT A I E R B, 32 e AR 2 b,
AT OB (vs. N AT ELBD) AT BN RE AT BOOL T BB I B PP R 2, BRARAMAR R B 30
REVER, B S B TAMESI LR I SR AT A, S, it — 0 B BRI IR P AR 11X
—H BN RFAT . B N RIS L T I AR . RME R AT AR B S ST RN
HARRAT EE, 7E LSRR AS A .

3) TS IR ARy MR

4 O “1.2 LB ZE SHEET RIT N BECh: “12 RTPFIEAN S A
TR RSN 7

5) O “1.2 RT-FIMEMRLE A IRMAR RGN 5 1 B s “ IR, AR
AR N E Al N5 A AE L MR (Hoorens, 1993; Snyder & Fromkin, 1977), 3 H¥4 %
BUNTFEIKCF BN 8 P AR (Klar & Giladi, 1997). F52 b, 782 ATUEA
Ak, SRIBR AT B 22 I NAE LA EARRT AR, TS50, RT3 1 A4 T o 4
FERZH Bk, TP RS B MAERE . Bl 2R LS540 i 5
17 BRAF A IRMME 8, I RENS BRI B FRARE PRI T (McClelland, 1961). #:5 2,
AMBTEAR AT LU IS 0 T A B B e ) B BRI R, #k 2 BB S AN Ao AR 1 B 2 (]
FAEE TR 7



6) Xt “1.2 RT-PIMEAN S B BAMFR LIRS 55 2 B B« B EIEAMA
FEA AR TP E B RPN R 22, AR NS B 56 & Bom RetE, T A7 He sl
SRR AR TP E I B BIP W2E, (A8 MA RS B BRI HA = TP 57K
e, AT AE SR ) N AR B VP . BT AT R R R R B 3R R IO BN (Tesser &
Cornell, 1991), KbfE EA47 EEBUE 2 B T-IA N B S BUIRIE T F 2 ACE T R T K
ARG (1 F BRI RN TR BRI, AR T RAT O, AT H S PR AN (1 A P %
wn.”

D O “H2r BIRCOPRBAE A2 BRI E T RAT A B E P A ER . BAT U
SHARFHAMAI B BV R, T 5 BOE e AR S RAT ot 7 B “H2: R bR
SRRV T SRAT I R R R A . BRI S, BAT EEB (vs. T AT HLR) 2 BEARAMA
AR PRI, R S BRI T SRAT N7

B 3: Bk, < AT BB MR R R - RIER R I A B UR YT, RONES
b N BB i, AR MASEAS H O 22, MRS ZRIRINE SRR AAE Cin B2 G i)
AFD, FAIERUE, W BEAE AR R, T2 RN AR RSP 2 O B
FEREARRINAR (B, JRAIPER R ZHNLE, B IRAIRH s A B, XA] Gt Ju R
o EFAEFIT, FIFARIEE T TRERR—RN, TTRSANAKELAHRLL, H
CEAMAZE, ProfRBr AMER—FRN, 1A AR NZR M. 281, PR
IRt IR B A —FE, At a0l BHEsLE, A trEs T, JtHE R
THEL MRADEE SV RN, TEZILH CHEMAME. Fro PRy,

N make sense.

[EIR: B H AT K ERENMER . RRNBHELRKEN, FRATNF LR g
BEMLHER = VIR J7 o A A B 2E 3 HE AT s 3 8P i ¥ (feelings of mediocrity)(Pera,
2018), fHR Wi I STUFBE 7L T DASRUE,  H HLAT K 2061 B S50 st A D% [ 1 &
(Henagan & Bedeian, 2009), [, “PREEICIEMEEIINRK G 1. TSR -SSR
YERE . FEARTE T, BAVITE AL LR A R BR T s, S EFEE TR SMRW ] 7.
MACRESIEZANYERE, IS oS RAE VG BRIk, SR ST X — W e v HE f
HE 5 B A DA 2 P BOR BRSPS SRAT 7 A 5 T )0 BRATL ] 3K 92 DA T o I A e R AT Ll
AR B A IR IR TE IR Rl 2 — . FRATH2 B R, I8 E R A G IR 5
SCHR, BASL TR TP IAME RN S5 AMEE PR PAT AR B A ST AL O BB HE , HETTFR
PAACRF IR SN U B 3T I A 2 LU i uRe M S SR AT A R A B

BhAh, TEAB S SRRV 75 SR AU S I SRR b, BATIERN BB s 76 F « BAT
LU AR I TR 5K R IEZ R, DI LU IR 7)o ARSEOL TP I E RS, FEAEAT AR AT
FCER L, ANATIER 3 i 1) T H CFE 2 A B 1R EE R 2 BN BT 3K
BT, FAL#R(Alicke & Govorun, 2005; Brown, 1986), 3 H AN E CREATH M. SR



(uncommon and unique)(Snyder & Fromkin, 1977). HISLAI%0, SABHATH SRR, MEH
FHR I AR, YO E O s PIE R DN . FER S R, PAT TR
FAMEGEAT E O 2, FTRMAREE LT FIE B RPN R 2 . TEXFPIBILT, Mg
TR H A, H T AT & 4R B 3 E R (positive  self-image) ) 3L (Tesser &
Cornell, 1991), RIAE AT HEBUG 2 SR T-IA 09 H S IUIRE T 297KF, KT K
S, FH PR B AR R A . 25 b, RAVARIE ZMW AL, BDAAIE AT B S 3 2 ok
HOAME, TR RN, 2 BAT LSRR ) R I 53RN 23K, T
BTN 48 391 27K~ 1 N AT AT 40 Dy 53 1) (ordinary) « ~F- i fY) (mediocre) . A3 1)
(unexceptional) (Davidai & Deri, 2019), R #HHEARMIMAFIE. MBS, FAT LB MA
JRAE LRI TN, Be8 EIUEMAREA AR T-F39ME B BATF W 22, s MEm B 3R
MURFPEIR D BRI, FRATHE S EAT HUE S PR AR B FRAAF IR BT . Dy T G5 ¢ AT EEA
BB PE 5 SR 7 AR I AR BIR 77, BRATAE & KB AR 51 0 S F R AR FE Rl AN
WS HEAT T4 7e . BENEE . BN BT .

D Exf5l 558 2 Bl ’E e “RIBO0 TP E RS, HA AT BB OL R, AT
I\ A H SRR %2 5 27 1 R B T 37K P (Alicke & Govorun, 2005). AR, Af14E
FERHRE N E SR ML B R (Hoorens, 1993; Snyder & Fromkin, 1977), Jf FUBR BN
SRR BN 1R R BN (Klar & Giladi, 1997). AT A1, AT AL
LA, ANMTAEEBR SR B RMER A A4, 25 0TS 8 2 [t N AT LR,
MNATHRE B 2 R AR TERE R AR, DL P A BRI IR SR AT IR N 3BT SCR, 27
BAIR G RGEIR S MR Z X 26 i) 8 o 372 T AATIFE B FRPPAN b A8 11 248 RS DL KRR
THPAT AR, KBEFL B ER I A1 2 U O MRV TR AT A I E I AL, 4R R E AL 2 E AL,
AT EEER (vs. N AT BUER) S AT WA R FIAR TP 3 E 1) B VPN R 22, BRI A4 1 R
FEVER, B S 3 TAMESI LR TR AT A, S, it — 0 B BRI IR P AR 11X
—H BN RKAT . B NI S R T PR RN AR AT AR S O SR
BT R, 7E A A A AR .

2) ORI “ BT Ay ORI,

3) O “1.2 LM ZE SMRETRAT A BECh: “12 T TFIEANS A
FRAREPE IR SN 7

4) OXF “1.2 RTFIMERN S A BMERERE 7 3 1 B sk “ R, AT
SRR N E S Al AN AR L AR (Hoorens, 1993; Snyder & Fromkin, 1977), 3 HA4 3%
PUA TR I ARS8 P AR (Klar & Giladi, 1997). F52 F, 78 A2 AUEA
Ak, SRIBR LT B 2 I NAE LA EARRT AR, TS50, RIA T 37K (A4 T o 4
ERZH. Wik, BT PP AMLEEE R IAMAEARE . BHaE. 2R, R A4 it
M R ERIMMEREE, ERES AR B IRAEF &SI (McClelland, 1961). #:5 2,



AMRTEA AT LU 0N 7 25 550 8 10 1 R AR PR RN, 4 2 U5 A R e S a2 T
FAEBIBTERER.”

5) OXF “1.2 MRF-PIME S B FRIFFEERED” 25 2 B s« B EEAM A
FEA IR TP ME B RPN W2, ARSI B 56 & Bom ke, 1 A7 Lo
SRR AR TP E I B BIF W2, (A8 MA RS B BRI H A TP 57K
S, TR AN 1) N 8 B 3PP . B T AT B R B B 3R R B (Tesser &
Cornell, 1991), BIULTE FAT LEBUE 2 ML T-IA N B S BUIRIE T P37 P R T P34 7K
LS (1) F BRI RN TR BRI, AR T RAT LR, AT H S PR AN (1 A P %
w.”

6) O “H2: BIRTRHIRIE L2 BRI S oRAT N Z R E A ER . BAT U
SHARFHAMAI B BT R, T 5 SO e AR T RAT i 7 B O “H2: R i
SRR T SRAT N A A R R Ay . BRI, AT B (vs. AT ELER) S BRAR AN A
AR PRI, T S BRI T SR AT 7

B A4 SIHKE, At ARHBIFBERNTN, AR AR E B, DMESCR
(A AR R . 140, Rios, Wheeler, Miller (2012 JESP) &3 A & 14 25 S EAAIT
B2 R/ DB A (compensatory non-conformity). JSAZEVRNTRIAE St , AR F
ITHR S FBMIEEZ K BEAME, NFBRET RIT . SHEUNERILE A
WP, HEE,

[BIRZ: JEW B A KA e e R A . FEIR AN L R WAkt b, RATTERE
DA FRF Ji AR D TP A7 ARG WS S E (CF o IR 32 48 5 6 70 A S ARt 51 & BR300 B
2, AT A2 LR YE FE AL B AERE 77, EFESNRE] J1. GTRE 2 4E
)~ IR RO 300 o R I 0 A A — 005 R ELRRAE 5%, 3 AR ok H R SRR
PRI A IT) . AR HE T CAHIE FE I A% O BB AR S A0 T 1 S48 280 AR 1 T 2R AT AR
B, TR RS X P R B R  [A] A OCTEL 8, A ASEIR HE  ( BAA  ARE  2) SE T LA TT T
e . ST, BAVEL KB WIS TR IR 7 A fls], R IR IR AN 7E
PR A T AT IR B b A LT R RCE N BB R U AR RN L, R 2 e DUURR
JERANIAR B P R R E AT SR R AR i, JF Hot— sl 1 O TR IR SN rh A SO B
WHESHZEE S BRI .

i I A B L 54 B 1 SC iR (Rios, Wheeler & Miller, 2012), FRATTIA [F3X S SCHR (A% O
RI, B EFRAE N2 FBAMTE L2 R D EN B . KT rh o LB B A E 1k
Z A FE 5, Festinger(1954)1th,  H IRAME ML e AATHEAT AL 2 OB, 120U A5 21 Ak
% 2 SIEAT S FF (Buunk, 1995; Buunk, Schaufeli, & Ybema, 1994; Buunk & VanYeperen,
1991). {HHHI MG E WAL FAT R B SBCEZ B RAWETE. MR L2 LB G
SCHR, TCies BAT EEEGE R AT U W B ANATTHRAS B D HER . T T B A ATA KD



(Festinger, 1954; Weary, Marsh, & McCormick, 1994), il &bk %+ 2> LI A 5 BRI B AN
SEVE. FHIETT AT, DA FRAH 8 VEAE Atk 2 FUBOR AR - SRAT s il R A ALk R A B i
1, AAEEREEIRWRAE . JeAh, IS BAR S AL 2 LU & S B AR B 3T, (B
A UL P AE ko UM R e AT A7 AL S 1) rh AL AT 5 52, B RE T B3R
PR RANMRCA 5512 [ & (Collins, 1996), 7ESCUFAF 5T Hh 75 B4 BARA A o] B4R It 7ok &,
Fb a4t 2 54 5 F I (self- evaluation of one’s social identity)(Luhtanen & Crocker, 1992). A
br&isk B P4/ (self-evaluation of interpersonal performance)(Clark & Arkowitz, 1975)%% . 1fij £E
AT, AT B RPN B AR Dl aonr B AR A TE A (B0 B 3R RT),  BAEAE
NP, 3 5 B FIEAN BIALAA REAL 2 LUBOM SR M - SRAT N I S22 A P JE 1) o [
I5f, FRATTAESEES 2a Hrill & 1 R ) H 25K (Rosenberg, 1965), £ 4 #ir 45 S o FH &1
A RURAS 3 (95% LLCI = -0.11, ULCI = 0.22), HIMGATHERR A B MMRIER . 2 b, LXK
BEIMRST, BAMES T KT B RN 5B AR B I AN 88 R 5100k .
BN EBART

D Xt “1.1 #hatbi AR mE R 5 3 Bt ik “RET RIS S
SN BRI, VAR AR N — AN T8 I BE 2 3ET 4R (Collins, 1996). S2br |, A
M B RN AE M EERRIUER, it AR a8 B 5. 3R,
P J 50 B 5 1) X DY/ 0 18T B 9 45 (Gardner & Pierce, 2010), k22 %3 AL 1 72 ks
H RN BN T A E R &, ittt 2 54 B 3P4 (Luhtanen & Crocker, 1992). A Fx
G AP (Clark & Arkowitz, 1975)5%, TiAMAr B AR P U At )8 T B FIF
WA AT ERAEMERG 2o BTN BARTE Y ANATZE AN IEATATAT LSS I 0 ] TN B B R B v 1
P17k F-(Alicke & Govorun, 2005; Brown, 1986), {H#t4x EbAs 2 75 LA K anda] s AA TR E 3%
PUREI T, G TG 3 TR SRR ST A TR 7

2) ORI “ BT Ay ORI

3) O “1.2 LM ZE SMRHESRIT A BECh: “12 BT PFHEANS A
FRARF I B0 7

4) OF “H2: BT REIRAEAL 2 LR SR AT 2 AR A TR A ERT . BATLRAL
SARTEARI) B BT R, 3173 O = R T RAT O A B “H2: AR R
S AR T SRAT A R R B R A . BV, AT B (vs. AT ERER) £ B AN A
FRSHURE PR IR, BRI R BOMURR I TR AT N

BIS5: AN, VEEAERBOEE TR 2 R 21 EAT B AR MR 55K, AT 51 %
FMEEPETE SRAT O o B A BUM T AR AR RGO 7 I BRI 1 AR RN ? O AR B
MR EAE TSy, TSP 5P REBAE T o S 51T R A5 S AR5 S
2ok, AR

[BIRz: Ak R AL A St WA FERAIRR A SR, JATT AR



MURHE R SRAVEAIZ D AT SRR, BRI 2 IR B EAT LU UM AR S AR E R ok . (R
FAR R, RATEAR B E T K2 TR M R M &, T AR B AR B . RIS,
B R R WAL AT ANE W AR B 5P R IEAE A T /AL R i S AR R 2%, JF
H PP A Th A BLH B = R0 BT . Dy TR — e, AR K LR 5
NEHRE 1TSS HE T R, MR IE T R TR T R AN B IR, AT T
TP E RS RAME N B AT AR E N AT AR O B HE , IRt — 4Rt AT R
S AR AP TR AENIX — 18 e BUAN, 55 RIS 1 I T5UAS) RS Hh A 7 T A R R P %
R H, A — 308 AP RS AT S A WL R B S AR 0 BEAT 1B $RE D
MURF AT R I T A, IF BAE P AR R R MRS T 5P G % H . &
A BARGN R

D Exf5l 558 2 Bl ’E e “RIB00 TP E RS, HA AT IR OL S, AT
NN H SRR %2 5 7 T R B T 37K P (Alicke & Govorun, 2005). AR, AAf14E
FERHR N B SR L B R (Hoorens, 1993; Snyder & Fromkin, 1977), Jf FUER BN
SRR BN 1R R B (Klar & Giladi, 1997). AT A, AT AL
LA, AT ER SR B RMER A A4, 25 B0 F5 8 2 [t N AT LR,
MNATHRE B  R AR TERE IR, DL P R BRI IR ST IR N2 3B SCRR, 27
HAIAR W R GEERT AN B B X e 7], 37 2 T ANATIEE B RPN b AR T 1 2B RS DA S M 1
THPAT Y, KWEFL B AER S AL 2 EEBOS MR TSR AT A I E I AL, 3R R AE AL 2 E A,
AT EEER (vs. N AT BLER) S AT W AR TR TP 380 1) B FRVPAN I 22, BRI A A 1 1 Fph
REVER, B S B TAMESI LR I SR AT A, S, it — 0 B BRI IR P AR 11X
—EIENFRAT . B TORN AL EU L T PR AR . AMEE IRV B AT AR A O SR AN
BT R, 7E A A A AR .

2) ORI “ BT Ay ORI

3) O “1.2 LM ZE SRS RIT A BECh: “12 T PHEANS A
TR PR IR SN 7

4) OF “H2: BT REIRAE AL 2 LRI SR AT 2 AR TR A ERT . BATLBAL
SPRFEAR) BTV R, I 5 BOE & R S RAT R . AB SO “H2: A2 EE
S AR T SRAT A RS R B S R A . BT S, AT B (vs. R AT ERER) 2 BRI AN
(AR B, T 5 O AR I SR AT 7

B 6: =, it 3 MRIBALETMWE, EHBAURD U — DR R RPN, +
I RN AR GG ANAR iR A BEEE ? AR U N AR 59 AR 5 1?7 IR oA ?
IR R AR L R F oS LS WAR. EREIFESeh A IR BHE SRR b, AT

B 3 BRI 1 AH LK TR A S 2o IR 3 32 B SRR ENBILIR AT AR LR R 15V R T o AR
B T BLR AT AR A O SR 5 A 2 % 9 B AT A (Cannon,  Goldsmith, & Roux, 2019;



Mandel et al., 2017; Roese & Olson, 2007), 44\ eT LLidk 5 £ %% )75 AH [F) sk A oAz
TR, AT OO R P BN 1 B 2379 B 2 8, 455 B AME AR P SRAT
BALIREE » LIS (¥ 32 2R AR 55 5 AR Ay LUE Ik 1 B 55 7 7 A ) AT P S Y AR AR
AT HIBO AR P R T B 2 A, DT A B SR M R PE TR AT B, S
(32 RO AR S . DRI, SRR FT AR T 1 2 A 2 LB AR PR IR L JURe I T SRAT I B
W AR, TR ] LA P R AE R R AL, ARBIF 705 S (R S R vy AR 1 ot 5
IR FRAT N Z AR RITETER . 25 b, ELEFBRNBT T, BADEEIR ) 4
PEVEATE F ISR HE S DU B 3 SRIREEAT TABCR 5 A%, DL S ™1 P AN B8 1 A /S
BT, BN AR

D OXF “1.3 BABURTAME” 5 2 Bl B s “ARIRAMEVER S AT AR, ks
5T JE BTG SR IE I oy AT B 2 R i 2, A S SR e A i MR T SR AT
Iz ML 22055 (Mandel et al., 2017), L & R B i@ B8 B, w2 LTI
Mg E fE, AT OIS R R AME PR IR M T PR AT B AR G5 RSB %, 2T, & AR
2014). [FIFE, 7EALS LU, BRANIUAR TP 5 MURE I T oRAT AT A AR R R AT EE
0B 1 B SR R AMEE P SIS, 1993 IR A (K0 A R A 0 2 IR w2 P2
EN, AMAKIE RES IR EE B B 55 HI IO 22 PR, AT ELEE e b AT L sont ki Mk R e £
B, S5 TAMESIHLA R E T SRAT N 858, [z, AN IUR AT AR AR e, A
PRI EE B 555 SR BUR 015 S50 88, ToIEZE M AT B i Ve B i By, b 2%
FAMEPE RN S, A 73 58 ] REZEAME B IR Sl R 3 SRR .

2) O “H3: JERENIUIR AT AR M6 B BT R A RO A A B TR AR . A
RN R C T N = B O Y i PV R S S L s Vi SIE I AN C i S B e
(R AN BB BN

“H3a: JERENIR T AL T 5 A 2 LUBON R PE TR AT A IR o 4 IR A IR T AR 14
By, AT BB R T SRAT N I IE IR S MRE DR S ;R AN IR P AR PR AR, FATEL
BOAMAARRSE T SRAT A IE [ 5 M43 B 54K

H3b: BEEIIIR A AR R 15 35 2 BRSO SRR 1 S8R (R SR o 2 SRR IR AT AR PR A
k2 BUAUR RE PRI I S A TS R R T AR PR, o HUAB R R P i R ) s
Wi g o

3) O I 3 AL UTRAIEEAER " R 54 R 3 BUEECN: R
RENZTERAERRATER . DL R RS R S SRAT AT RO R . RA 2(4E
S AT vs RAT) (B MG T shtE: & vs.fik) ANOVA 56 B HI1Z0 B I s 1k 0 1 5 1
H, G5 ER, whos BRI BRI s 1 128 B KR 35 (F (L, 116) = 4.25, p = 0.042, 1° =
0.04), #:2xEL#LH A= 20N 53 (F(1, 116) = 4.10, p = 0.045, 02 = 0.03), {EIRENZ G EN I 1)
FHRIFEAR T (FQL, 116) = 0.45, p = 0.50, n° < 0.01), H1H AT HIUEN L Bt sh itk xd it £ He i



SRS RATAZ MR RAE BE N TER . BRI 45 Rk — PR, LBmE
BRm sl o s, AT B AN N AT P B R I AR 1 5 SRAT WA TE B3 2 5 (M
i =0.38vs. M« = 0.40; F(1, 116) = 0.001, p = 0.98, n° < 0.001); 4/ AL FHish itk ALK
SR, _EAT HR A AR TR AT ) B s T R AT LA R (M e = 142 vs. M
v = -0.13; F(1, 116) = 8.49, p = 0.004, n* = 0.07), &% 3a 15 F| I 1iF . 7

4) OH I 3 BNATHRSIERIHT R BRI S R 4 BUBSON: “BUR,
KH PROCESS T2 7 56 188 1 22 W ol MR X w2 LA 5 R W 8 e 2 T 0% 28 14 9 15 4
(Model 7; Hayes, 2013), EFFEA R 5000, B A5 X 0] 95% 1) 45 R BoR, JEAS G st
35 HO R Y A A2 R S R SN Y 52/ A (LLCI = 0.10, ULCI = 0.61). BRI E, 4
RENG TR BN A S AT, AT FOBUR A Re M 8 1 7 2 S B B35 (LLCIL = -0.22,
ULCI = 0.15); MBMIZ GBI RIS, AT CAOR e v B A7 A7 7E 535 1 47 7] 52
Wiy (LLCI = 0.08, ULCI = 0.64), BN A 0.29. Kk, EANIZFmahE #5424 bt h
I RN R B, H3b 13 315 87

BIW7: B0, SCRBARTHEON™E, (Ha 2R EEE sl 1 Seae 1R
HIRYERE, R BN R LR X Effects2 75§20 ?

(5] 7 « SRR A L O 1) S B R DL 5 o AR R AR T A RIS 5 A MRV B AT AR B SR A
FRATIN AN [R] LA B A 2 o8 AR 5 G 1R Ak 2 BB R 7 A S 35 TR T e, Js R E T
T PIMERN R, AT T B O 2 A EEAERE - H R 2 H0fh N H T 4
LBk (Alicke, 1985; Brown, 1986), [t ie e FEmb N b ge 5, BAT b Al 4 T 3L
FEA AR TP B RIFN W2, (3 M T AR B BTN - IKF, bl b B LR 1
FNIF U TAMESIHLR R T SRAT e BN,  ASHE T R S8R 2 F 538353 il LAY 737K
SR GERGUE B R kL2 LUACYERE , L2 SRATS — BOCRE 1 ASHIE I 0T B4 23 HUR
RN, ER e T AS [R] LG e 4 FE T FRATI TR I Effect MZTERS IR . BEAh, SEI01. 2afi12bK
NIRRT IR P A, TR R — — % I [ 26 T4 5 LA 4 RE 1) o 2L (B T A 3R %
G0 FATHEEA . FATHERA), IF HFEARRE AR /N, A [E] HLA 4k FE X Effect 520 1)
AATVERAR . RIS TR mE TR, FRAIIFARRS R S/ (8250 2¢) . PRI (S 503) 2 A H
CREE LU R AT A 5 . 25 b, FRATUCAANIR] LA 4 FE X AR 5T G (I Effect A7 AE
SO, AERSRAE T AT DAL & BB A0 0T R T BE 22 A S A RS

BI8: 2. sLi2za, MAEEX EHIFRERIIEBBCRE, 208 K2 IR, N
HaiE B R XS RHMEE ? W R AR 4 B R RAE A, B A XA
measureffiface validity 2 S8ANIE . MURF ST T A2 T #, 11 /2the same as others vs. differ
from others, 2 “FFE"HIME. R AEBRBA —ER TR, MEHHE, i
FHBOEHATTI, —RAMBAA—FE, T H 2 A KA —F .



[BIRZ: =l B o s SR I i PR R DA 1o % KR DA AT R AR 817 Fo & 1 =N I T3 174
TSR 2t ¢ T B MR PR, DL R i IR A A B 52 X =AM IR AN & B o 7E
WA SCHR A, B ATT08 K 1 R B s AU (underachievement) (Henagan & Bedeian,
2009), FH LA &P R M 3R tH 5 st 8RR ) BB ARG, R EE SMRIRE| 1. Gut AL 55
et o R4, I DRy h A S Z 2 88 I B0 SO . thah, AR H
I G 0 2 2 AR R R 1 S T A2 o, T 2 TR 75 SR B2 (Snydler, 1992), Juke i1 S T
LA ToZEM N AR o AP T P IMERN, (EToH 2 BT, ARSI
H B I P )7k T (Alicke & Govorun, 2005; Brown, 1986), Jf HiA N H S /AT 5 1.
MRE¥)(Snyder & Fromkin, 1977), 1fi AT HLACSAT B MAREA L TP 3948 A BIPNM  22,
PRAE AN ) R RPN 5 850 SRR AN 1 TR 25 b, BRATIAR
B P I T B = 0% 1) 22 T R (Face validity),  DAST AT g o A R I 8 £ B
ZoRE XA T A WU BE AR B S A AR B, AT 5 BA A AR v B B R 5 T K
VER A, JF B SCE A R T R R A IR AT T8, DAY R AALE (R ). 1804
W2 BRI

D ¥R “CEICTPRIR” AR E R Rt RN 7.

2) ¥ “H2: HICPEBAE L2 LLERAR I SoRAT A AR E R AER . BAT R
SARTEAAT B BV, RT3 EOE = R TR AT A AB O “H2: e R
SRR E FERAT N I RS A M P B A . BART R, _EAT BB (vs. R AT ELER) S BR AR AN A
fR R B, T S ORI S aRAT A

3) CAETAARFERIIBH MR “IRABURIEIRWER B RPN X — 5.

4) TN S 2a BRI T S A5 R 3 BB O RIS R R R AE o Rk
PEIBSIG S 7) 4% H BEAT IO, BB AN (r = 0.753)13 /3 HIsAME A b A2 B dibn. DAk
Py B AR B R R A S R R B 404, S5 R, whgs P i i R 1 ek
WA B EW ARSI = -0.38, t = 3.30, p = 0.002), HIAHE T FATELEL(M = 3.60, SD =
1.04), AT HUBCAH BRI SEAIR, SEMTI) TN B C AR I(M = 2.75, SD = 1.09;
F(1, 66)= 10.88, p = 0.002, 1’ = 0.14); [RIFK#t 2> FLs ARk i 1 A8 L ik 7
PR AR BT 0 Logistic [81)5, AR B AEE T A2 B Sk 54T A A0 525 (B
= -0.64, Wald x> = 5.04, p = 0.025), {EAt4 EbBexi i T i B Rk B A H B E@ =
0.63, Wald x° = 1.33, p = 0.25), BRI IRAES B2 b A ER (LA 2), H2 538 3507

5) TSk 2a Hl i S4TR S 4 BBECh: “ KA PROCESS & /7 X MuRe Mgk i 1)
PR RN BEAT FRCR B8 (Model 4; Hayes, 2013), KikEAS &% £ 5000, BAZ X 8] 95%[1)
kil SR, MR RGN A R A E 0 (LLCI = 0.11, ULCI = 1.40), RviE K
/Ny 0.54, FF BAEFE SRR EN IS DL, #h 2y BUBOR MURE 7= g 8 1 BB AN 12 2
(LLCI =-0.45, ULCI = 1.72), Kl vl o JE 2R 04 v A RN 15 2138 IE . 7



6) T MHTSEEG 2b R T 5L R 4 BB B S “TERLERR b, DLASTRREA S
PTAE NG, 2 H PROCESS F& /7 A MURF I BN (r = 0.777) B /v S dE AT R 56 (Modeel 4
Hayes, 2013), 455 EAMERERAB PRI 45 R A E 0(95% LLCI = 0.03, ULCI =
0.78), /RN N 0.37, FHRCFF H2.”

B 9: MbAh, SUE0 2 HARM T E R, (HZH I rosenberg 1) E B ER, XA FE
R B, MER IS SRS F 2, LA momentory self-evaluation SKidk— 5 HERRIX L

obvious alternative explanations.

BNz B E AL K E S WA . FATAFR L ZK W 5, Rosenberg(1965)1] H 2 &
IR AR AR R T I 2, I8 I K TRRES B R RS T L R B 2 AR E
ERRAERT A SR, RS BB R LB B8 ARIT] J7ax = A FARE B2 1) I T %
(Heatherton, 1991). 7E5256 2a W, B T#IT A SR 4EEAZRE, Kk, RARES
H BRI B S A e AT R AE 2 B S 1 B BK T AH%L &, Rosenberg(1965)
H B R A BRI RIS, eIl 2k B A EUKE. [FR, fEAR LR
DAEREFEH, 25T thal H {4 ] Rosenberg(1965)fK) [ 25 & 2 & 4 ik i) B 25K 7 Hof
B AR VE R AT Btk AT HERR (Zheng et al., 2018a, pp.199; Zheng et al., 2018b, pp.1112). AHff
FOAEAE ST N SCHR I SERE - 7 Rosenberg(1965) (1 [ 2%, I HkHL 1 BA(KEs 1k
=ANI55 B, DURTE — @R BRI R B BB TR o ek, FRATHASHIE 78 I &
(0 B R B M 2, R0 AT T AR S BRI TR AT R 2 1R 56 R
YEFT, FRATTAR B 2 A = R M AN 2.2 (95% LLCI = -0.79, ULCI = 0.89), Mfij A] LAk —25
HERR B2 RAE R -

E0010: A, 1EE BARH P RIGHERR T X )14 confound variable, {HIENZILHk IV X}
1X J1A™ variable i) main effect.

BIRZ: R R A fa T F A FEEFEWNIRS T, ATRMRICIR T AR IANRE
fRRAR R N . AT EAR N T

CLTE S IG 2028 FAR A5 AN 78 A Y 28 “ RN BT 4 RO, o Fon (B = -0.04, t =
-0.29, p=0.77). HE%(@P=-0.12,t=-1.01, p=0.32). HFKZLHLEP = -0.05, t=-0.44, p = 0.66)
DESS VB NTE P

BR 11 3 NOCEKEMEHLE, L8 2b MMEI AR, wrblkd.

[BIRz: R RS L XA WA £3E 5 FE SRR R DL A S 20 AOHMEL,  BRATTIR) 0K S8
B 2b L, KIAEM b fe 4, R SLIRHRIr . SR S THESEZ A R A A T
N RS TR, [FIRPR R SE58 2¢ (A AREC SR 2b.

B0 12: 4. 9256 3 BT RAL, N AR BRI 2%2 /) ANOVA 455, 1 H 2k



one-way ANOVA? b4, 4 moderated mediation model FH )52 model 14 i A& 77 LLK
FHEI IR moderated mediation £ & 13 [X [d] .

(5 7+ % TR B i 2 5% 10 5 B A R A L o AR AR AT TSR T4 HE () B T TR B RO AR L
SN2 B IR 0 1 2 B T R P B S R I T oRAT R I G R IX — B, TSR0 3 -2 H
AT IR AN PR AN TR, U BAMUAUCHR TR E ANOVA 458, RiLik
2*2 [f] ANOVA 4558 . (HIEEL KB WS T, FATREIE ST AT 7 nm e B, 7524
AT B AR, BN FHR A A SO S A AL 2 FEBOM R M - SR AT A I s
SR AT A LA R R B o TR, FRATTIE 75 04 2 AR RS R 28 5 e 30 1 )
AEHBHAT T AR G5 R . BTk, FRAEJE S0 g5 Rk 5 Al LA T R b g
2.

Horp, CESRE 3 AR T 5455 3 BAM RN AR “Ra 0 R AN 22 G in 2 1 (1 9 1
VER o L 3 oF S A RO JURe 1 S SRAT 4R AR N R AR B R A 2k 22 LB BAT vs R AT)*2(8%
MZFFRE: & vsAK) ANOVA KIGERMAFF sk R EA, SRER, oA
JREN LT BN 52 HL AN 5 3% (F(1, 116) = 4.25, p = 0.042, 1% = 0.04), #H4x Euib i 3Rt
SBE(F(1, 116) = 4.10, p = 0.045, 0% = 0.03), {EBIZ R P A 25 2808 A 53 (F(L, 116) =
0.45, p = 0.50, n* < 0.01), FHIH AT AN L Brift stk Xt ik 25 Lo S5 e e R AT 2 TR 56 2R
HEREMRTER. WSS e Rit— 2Ry, HEBMATRME A AR, BA7
LA AN N AT EE B A S MRV T ORAT AAFAE R E ZZ 7 (M 1 = 0.38 vs. M w5 = 0.40;
F(1, 116) = 0.001, p = 0.98, n* < 0.001); 4IEANL TR AN IE R ACT I, AT B 4L itk
FRAT AW B T AT AL (M s = 1.42vs. M 4+ =-0.13; F(1, 116) = 8.49,
p =0.004, > = 0.07), B 3a 5 EILKIF. ”

Al GRS Y ES B BRI SR B R, BB MR L T S
RPN Z R R, 2% Hayes(2013)4& Hi B4k 15 1) sh A 284 b 12k, BRATTARIR
R F K Model 7 4856 /8 KN 28 B I 3N M (0 T 15 RO TEORIE & BRI, AE R R R LTRSS R,
FATAKH Model 7 (Hayes, 2013)% & EN 22 BEim sl ML 5 VE T EAT 7 Aade, IF HAMARILHR 1
BB AR 56 1 45 5 A K. moderated mediation 1 B S X A]. 1EiUN BB

“HeJa, KA PROCESS &7 A i BN £t i At 123 LL i 5 uRe M B (r = 0.754)
Z B 2% Z I 45 /E FH (Model 7; Hayes, 2013), &R A5 5000, & 15 X [A] 9591 43 Hr 45 2R &
R, BRI AP 2 R T A AL 2 DR SRR R N B 2 /R T (LLC = -0.61, ULCI =
-0.10). HUAT &, MEREZ T a1 A mK- T, EAT FCBOR s P I8 R () 67 ) 5 0 ¥ 5%
(LLCI = -0.22, ULCI = 0.16); 4/&AMA TR AN ME RIS, AT O SRARR 1 8 N i) £ 17
S FH A5 25846 (LLCI = -0.22, ULCI = 0.16), (M &N 0.29. Kk, IG5 sty
AL 2 LR AR M BN R B2 R, H3b 15 81 30 HE 7

BEAh, G R AR5 I 105 S AT S A S BRATTX R 78 3 AR B T, FRATTAR



HAE ORI B 7 R A1 SO ES R A N Y . BN B BRI T

D O B “ I T P E RN S MR B AT AR, A 5T
OFRAME A M A 2 LU S AR P T SRAT N R B OG R, 58 T MR I R i 1)
HANRONE, F EL RN IHIR T A8k 3 — A% 00 5 A B ARG A I RN R L s M, FE R BRIRI
X A 2 LU B RN T T IR RN B sh I (KR 1 ot PUAS S8, ARHIF 7T
BAIE_EAT EEAL(vs. N AT ELE) XS MRV T SRAT NI IE RS20, [R]85 SCRRAMARE TE A 2 BRI
BN TP I BBV ZE (SE5 1) 12 RN IR BRI 3R AE T EAT FEBRAR T AR 1
TR N, AT 5 SO e AR JRE I S SRAT A1) (SR8 2a), 1ZAMENEAT NIRBAE AT
T ZRAE S P AATE, SR OIER IR 2 AT N B AT X (3258 2b). BEAbh, I
R RNAE L FEIRDUIE — K5 kL2 LR AERE EANAAALE, JF BAE & B s v i 15 1
A B SR AL B 55 (L5 3).

2) CHHIRTIEREE 1 RN B BHON: “Ed, BT OMEAMENAIA, EIRE MRS
SRAT X — B LR R AT G SR R 23 C B oAk 2 LB S R AMETEAT A 5 R
FHET REVF, i FAT 2 S8R £ X (Zheng et al., 2018a). )X #1474 2747 v (Zheng
et al., 2018b). Y k(Sobol & Darke, 2014)4%, (HANTEALEIR £ 46 FH 24 AR IV AE4T
NIERA T, [FN, HET ISR FIIEE, AT B0 B GO 2 A SR N\ 2258 2 4
RPN VEFIRURE I, AT AT BEAS H A5 50 (19 A4k Ll Ab 55 850 222 1) /R AT 2 5 o (R R A
FRAT M — 518 SRT, H A T8 538 7E A 2 LU R AE AL TR Bl 2 by b 355 B f e 5 4k
5 T8 ZE )R BT R I R E SR AT NI ZE R, B IR I R R B A5 B SRR 7T 1 S RE B
HIE o ASHIE ST LA RPN (AR TP I E RN N ERR 98 11, 1% B3k il R T S iF R R 5
F5R, MEIFIAE T EAT OB R M T SRAT NI IE M2 VR, JF9R T fh o LUt ST i
WA, B TAMEMER S AT R TR AT AT R T R

3) K EIRTTERES 2 BRA BB “ IR, AHIEFOR B FRG UEMURF R I R o AR
F & TR TS B0 EAS S W ERHE TR . AR R A o, FEAIES
PRIT 7 H%i(Morse & Gergen, 1970). %" (Zheng et al., 2018a). [HH.L(FRHE=E 4%, 2015). &
BRI I EhHL(Schlosser & Levy, 2016)%5 HHtL s W S1R IO B 3, (HAL2 Hhi 5k
RV B IX — O B O 2 ARG EREIE 3R 00 R AR AR B AT OG0V AR FU S22 TR
TP, A5 AATTE AT 4 2 P (R 0 388 5 1 36 05 i 1) 1 B P S

H RN 2K, SBUSAR IR AN, AT SR A o PO 5 R TR R 2 T 3
RIS SCHR, I Hodid — R4 SEIR R uE SR PRI EN R A, X w2 LU0 3 5 SR
FORIRAE SHERE, R PEMRF I 75 SR SCHRIE Al b A R SE A B

4) CONSEBER R 2 BUMUE BT © BAT BRSSP B AR R R, 594 MRS
FROAR AR B BT ELIRR R, T3 3 S 5 A R+ /N AR 7 i Bl 55 T AR B 2 A sl e AT L



OO H A B B, (EREAR BRI MR SRR A, R RATRIROLAI A2 B
B, BN GRS _EAT ECEUEUT A RGN o (8 e R OO AL S R TR
SPERIETH S, R R T on sl B 5 55 )1 SaE ARSKR A BHIR B AR B T, T 22 Ak
FE AT HUBUE TN B 0 B MR P R RN Aty SR (0 0 B B

5) CASESCHES 1 B & R: “Despite the common phenomenon that better off
individuals seem to seek more uniqueness and express individuality more frequently, researchers
have never investigated whether and how social comparison influences uniqueness-seeking
behavior. According to the better-than-average effect, people tend to perceive themselves better off
than the avarage on many important dimensions and are inclined to see themselves as uncommon
and unique when there are no social comparisons. Building on compensatory consumption model,
we aim to investigate the impact of social comparison on uniqueness-seeking behavior, and further
examine why this effect occurs as well as when it will be attenuated or intensified.”

6) CUX SO B 2 B 128k “In social comparisons, comparing upwardly (vs.
downwardly) may threaten individuals® pervasively held better-than-average self-evaluation bias,
which motivates them to adjust their self-evaluations downwardly to the average. Prior research
suggests that the average is mostly seen as ordinary, mediocre and unexceptional. Therefore, we
infer that people comparing upwardly may experience a decreased sense of uniqueness, which
drives them to seek unique options in subsequent unrelated contexts.”

7)CAT TS AR 3 BL U i 1& 24 - “ Across four experiments, we demonstrate that upward
comparisons increase consumer preference for less popular scenic spots (Study 1). The
psychological mechanism underlying this effect is that upward comparisons lower perceived
uniqueness, leading individulas to choose minority-endorsed T-shirt designs to compensate for the
negative self-discrepancy (Study 2a). And this effect holds true regardless of whether products in
the consideration set are to be consumed publicly or privately (Study 2b). Furthermore, when
comparing upwardly on economic status, consumers still show stronger preference for niche book
clubs, and the effect of social comparison on perceived uniqueness and uniqueness seeking will be
mitigated when perceived economic mobility is high but get strengthened when perceived
economic mobility is low (Study 3).”

8) U HE L 4 Bt 1285 “The present research provides evidence that upward
comparisons can lead to uniqueness-seeking behavior by examining the mediating role of
perceived uniqueness, supporting our basic premise that individuals perceive themselves unique

when making no comparisons.”

W5, PR I 5 St AT B! RS WA A AT 2 T RN S
AR BT FUIERIANAT FUHESR A & R, 51 S IA TR EImse AR T 1 3Cm WA RZ NS
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HRA1ER:

52 XTI RT R AT TR PR BT, g T« EATLRBAE N AR, R AT AR
WIANGE” 5 5 AR, R A7 AR R rp A AR« BT R B0y T ARG 7,
B SR IR A ELFE SIS ANV SR At 1 X 7 ASCR A B BB IME SIS E S
MO BT, EWRE.

[BIRZ: 5 B o R e 200 BRATIIE U st 5 58 R P S5 R L S i RN A
AR AT A TR ARS 77, AR JATTRS A 1 52 5T

HRA2ER:
TR NS DO 5 5% 7 O A UK SR P B A E AR AR B B RS T
BHE, SRMAEZ bk 75 20 0 ™% i R AR uE A s BB iR T

BIRA: 2R EERIEZE . o B 7 AATE B BMRERE, (EaehEE, A
ATTHE A Bl rhil e B IURE = it o 3K — IR TAT - Bt 2 BUAT ARG 1 B 1k R i A7 2 i
ZHE, WEEIE N, 5, SRR AME B PP A 4R R B — AN T T
HoX — 4 5 HAYERE (W 5 RE AP EAE, H—, MRESRE PR, T



AT MR ERLT (Brewer 1994); 35—, MURFER — DN EMEFE B YO S — R IYERE, R
TEE HISRYE AT BEA R 105 BARYENE, e o) HE B st/ HLAF 0 S A A 5 A H .
b, MEFTREU, A AL SRR U R b e i N\ 22 S B0E AR RN T %, Bl
U B BB AR . R, R A NTTHE LR 2 J BRI GE SRR 1 7 AR 4
Festinger(1994) )4t & LLECER 18, AATLEA —Fh ) LR85k 77 Cupward drive), A2 H L)
Nif. B, m B G, AMTEwEIE 2, K restore the sense of superiority,
X R B HE . SR, EVEE ERHLEIT, AW B 5, &3 3 CA R
T RAKEEEN 10, 9t A— D ANB RSB 2E T 25, SRt 3 O A ?
K—HEFPEEA A gap 1, AEMEFMLLEHE.

EIR: 40 E R R R S WA . ATARERKEN, “ AT SRR E &
MR N7 X — BOZ AR OC R SEAME W, R IR AR E, DA SRR HE T
YR ATo IEWE RS, AR B2 A S B RRFEVE R B BRI 4ERE, &R IE AT e
S T A REE BARYEE, it R 2 BRI BE S i  RAF S5 AN A o T2 BT AZER 7).
HMRAFAERE LM N 7 & 5 BUM AR B R R, BEEAE T ARYE R T 3 ME RN
(better-than-average effect), fEANSfl A LLERS, AMIMEIA TN H CER 11, S5 2 A4
JE ERIRI R Z BN LF . AT, 8 Ny H e 2 e LRI T 11
/K-F-(Alicke & Govorun, 2005). A *##F R, EASMALKKELT, MESKECHN
EARFER . 245 (uncommon and unique)(Snyder & Fromkin, 1977), B[ 4548w ) 1 30
FEVERRG . SRTT, _EAT EOAR ST IOX — (w2, AN v SR R e i 22 1) B BB, A
AT T KT, TR B P 3 K I N AE AR A 9 S 1 (ordinary) 5 R
(unexceptional)(Klar & Giladi, 1997), BIFHEBACH . 25 b, fEEEME i LR 4EE H L
i N 222 T B0E FARF LR A T P
b4k, R4 Festinger(1954) A4t 23 LR B IR H, AATLEA —F0 “# 2 A AL

i B3Ry AR AN AL LU R B E A, AT P RME RN (Alicke, 1985)F i, AfiT4E4E
A AL e I 75 1) N B ELA51] (Allison, Messick, & Goethals, 1989), 3 EL{i [ T\ N H S EZL
NYERE RS T K2 BN, BRI FR 2 e LI 4R 2 (illusory superiority
bias)(Hoorens, 1993). #t 52, AMIAUAE “HFEA A NG” B B3k, mHAH “&
HEHOWKREZ AL FRERIEFERI N IR AT SR, EAT HRE S FT AR 1 A0 B M
7, A R N U H IRV, BT AT B 4ER AR B s R 5 5K (Tesser & Cornell, 1991),
DR AN AT ek B FR VPO 1R B B e 72 K1, 170 50 T et B FR VAN TR B P 3K, TR I
SRR T B N AE AR AR -3 1) (ordlinary) « 3 38 1) (unexceptional) (Klar & Giladi, 1997). K1,
AT HEB A AR ) B AR N, TR A A A T AME R Z LT SRR . AR
PAERIR, FERMFRRSUE S R R i, — A abim TUCh B SRR RS
TP K, BRI B B 1) B R RN, (45 215 St B 5 ST m i R 2 b



BZJE, £ N AR, [ E LT KCE, TS T80 E BRI R A1) TR .
Zity BRI DL R IR 51, JA T B8 5 R4 3 i T oA AT A S s S
e, DASGSRSCE 8 4R v DL AEE S BBk Sy . B SRR LR

(DRI FH 1B B “RAE I T PE R, RSN B RIEL T, A
RN E R TT. AN RUPIRIE 2 A B EYEE BRI TP 217K (Alicke &
Govorun, 2005). 5 REFEIRF, AATE 2R IA P EI7KP A . PR R ECANRR 5
f)(Klar & Giladi, 1997), it T-iAH H 25 FF . UK (Hoorens, 1993; Snyder &
Fromkin, 1977). FHICATAN, 45N I, AT 6 Bom 6 B Rt s .

(2) OF “11 et R R 25 3 BHiuh e “1E8 B BTN 1 T #4E
PEWF U S, A B MR MR ST B RS BRI RERIE TMALER J1. A
PG BARYE R B BRI, a0 oK 2 BN B Y BB s o AR 5 ARAN A . BTN EARER
HHNATTEEASBEAT AR ART BB 1% 00 N 1) T A B & R LA T~ 247K~ (Alicke & Govorun,
2005; Brown, 1986), LAA FAT LR 2t NAITHER: & LU 4ERE 1 3 3RV 7 AE B R 5200
(Aspinwall & Taylor, 1993; Collins, 1996), {H#:2x LLHE 15 DL dnfef sz me) AT B SRR
KN, MTESE R IGENT S AT R

(3) &xf “1.2 T-FRMERN S B RGN 5 1 Bt s s “Fn, A7

FEEER A N B S Eb Al A N AE S 2R (Hoorens, 1993; Snyder & Fromkin, 1977), 3 H¥%
RN AN E ) PR AR (Klar & Giladi, 1997). H52 B, fERZ
AURFIAT T, R b 22 1 NAE LU EARXTEAR, TP &I RIS P37 M
s HEE R

(4) % “1.2 RT-FUMERNS B RMEFERE” 5 2 Bt pfzek: “reErto g
AR, AT HCERE L MR RN B B O SE A NS SRR, B EUEAMARE A R
TPE AR R 2, ERAMRTEINRR(E B SRR, SR, EAT LB AT REAR T-F
BEABINMRZE, (R IRE] A G RIS T P87KF, a5 5 R0
BT 1A B4R A R S R3 L (Tesser & Cornell, 1991), FILIE FATHE G E A
RNt H FRVPOY ) T R B P3P I AR TP R47KF, RIS, A58 5 4 R B~ 347K P
AR T RE . AEERI (Klar & Giladi, 1997), MM 77 4 AR 1) B BB
sz, AT RATHER, AT HOB s BARAMA Y B FRAMR MR . 7

D2: AT, Ak PR URFE S SRAT 9 B RO L IR AT BE A AE P A

Hﬂﬂ

BEM2-1: [/ BB G, HIRIE (general or domain specific) 52 2 g ek 4K, N T 4k
FRAAMR I VP (Tesser 1988), A1 Bl S L8 A2 58 iy B RIFAT o JRRPEIR AR X
e ge R - FR, T AMNKREMEERKK A RFN.
This is what fluid compensation theory predicts. ZR M X F AEERBEAL ] T, Bk I oA 06 2 PR,

SO AN, R S 42 ()7 P 3% 52 consistent with the enhanced self-uniqueness.



EIR: R HEREXWEREN. FATANELRIE, B EAT RS AT B3RP,
HH b2 WOR A8 I B S A R AR AR IR B BOPAT o IR KA | — R R e R R, R
AT B A AR PRI SN 2 — AN TCAR TR VR RIE FEA  o AR HUR DMAE R T R, A
TR AT HEBO AR B BIEA B BUE, A2 R B 2 BA B RAAN BA = SCRIAT T TR
FEE AR BIRVEAY, P nxT $& 3 & 4R 5] TR 5 (Markey & Markey, 2010).
W S oy €00 it AR H S DAt AN 2 (K128 501 (Li & Zhang, 2011) £E & ANH SR T 9 S50 i
H B AR IR B 4 £ 5K (Sobol & Darke, 2014). i Hi 58 2 [IZHEPE S 97474 (Zheng et al., 2018b)
S (HAEAMT T, TR RN A B AN B R A, BRI TE i O AR R0 B AT B A
X R B FRVE A BB G ARG o Ak, E T R0 SRR FE SRR R RN AE MR OR B A
ERR ARSI RIBE . 5 ERriR, AT EAT EBOA & 3 B8 BB 85
R, AN S R AR T3-SR AT Dy IR AR T S5 3G 9 i B FAMR M OREF — B BBl B8R
SR B R L 55 R IRA TR T RE IR ZEAT SR N . SE A TH 10 %, R R rh AT B
T AL 2 BSOS ARe 1 3SR AT R A S 80 FEATLA o

BW2-2: 5 R RIEE TR, MRS, AT B R B, (RO
M, BELE S SRR R R I BRI . BB BT I, SR X R, VR R Al
B RN 4 11 1 B 2 JE AT URR R SR S 2 R B, TR0 4 L 1 P 28 5 VR 1 T B
KER, W1, SES.

[BIRZ: R H R K E SR WA B RFTR, EATTF, o o iRt
SRAT AP AR R O BRHLHIZE T BAT B AR AT B FAMRr P B, MTT 5 1R AE A O
BRAMEE BRI T RAT N AT R CORAT ATE AT HORUE AR R 2 R, JLH
MR N SR CE R, W J1. SESE” X — @, FAE RGHFLAH L
BRI A EEAT TR, XF « BAT U PR ARAMUR PRI N 71X — BOZ B8 o0 &l 1 58 9™
EANE RS

HE i BT A3 A4 T 2548 243 (better-than-average effect), F0ATT & B0 24 ANk AT AT AT HL G
I, N T30 A B CAE R 71 A TR 2 AN ERE E IR IR T35 7K (Alicke,
1985), 1X— H I 22 X ATk e LI HIe sk 4 22 (illusory superiority bias) (Hoorens, 1993),
BVAATTR: B S 5 AN B SR AR ), JF X —MheRe Pl 22 E 2 . 43, SES
SGH AR PR, IR, HRIENTS Bt NAER E 4R BT H RS, MATEIZYEE
FRA B RVEN R ZE AT, AT N AR B RIE . MK SR, R I
YK NAEAE WA N -5 1 (ordinary) . 38 1] (unexceptional) (Klar & Giladi, 1997). i,
TR H L i) B AR BE s N 252 AT 4, 16 RATHE S, AN B IR PRI N2 & R %
W52, TWAMEIER 71, SRR e EELERE S5 TER RN T I, BAT HREHR
2B E AR RN TR, A 5 R AMENE R T SRAT e 25 E, FEERE AR
IR, FRATRE “ AT HER PR R PR R 73X — B 00 R BB HE S T T e A T A0



B 5E, DI IS I AR IR R AR ). BN B HE AT & X &
W1 e,

BI3: BRILZAh, RTEAJLFDNERL:

B 31 fEF EER b A SCR R i A S B s ok AR B i AR &, ReEA
ARG IERIE, JUHZ COBAERD) 1w Ra R WA R 2 SCATF, IXREO HoAth 35 2
T AR R VAR o P AUV 25 R UKD 7 S, Bl JH A A AR o A A0 6 R ) ) A
UL B A e B s, DASR s S e R AR 1) transparency.

BIR7: FEH R AL K E SR AMEY .. ZFEANBHL IS, BRITAAEREN, &
B U i 65 A R PRI T E R () v A AR B A SN PR, R G RA TR A . T
b, FEERE AR R = AN, G AN TR R T A P SRR N 1 B A 2R (Tian et al,
2001; Wan et al., 2014), — MR T /5 B A S HF 9 (Henagan & Bedeian, 2009), {HiX
— I BTN IRAE TR X EAFERCRZE S, ol ool B JF RE IR B A I &, AN RE A
T A B B HE SR BEE BOHE: BLAh, AR T R B ] RefATE 22 57, BT
JA IR I B % B A R R AR R PRI TR e B S R PR M R R MO IE S E iR
U EIRATRRB] R R B AAE . FEL KB IWIFESIT, FRATRE A b /A8 & I )
S ok R I 5% IR S T RSB A P R P SRR T R IO, R SRS S AE A A AL P 2 i
HES SRRy, T H A S0 A0 2 b7 25 S — SO R R s A e . BRI,
T 5 A R 5T B R R — SRR NS S 58 3 SRR IR AN K ARG H L A
ER AT RAE W, RAMIRE IR B MBENE TS INE, STk, A8 m
THNFRSEES 2c, TERIRMSEEG 2¢ v, AR R I T P A S R R N AN S H DA
— D SR UL R AR AR AN A . A S F AR A TE WA L KB, 3-2 I

B 3-2: Sample size jfl/ &, 43P SLEFIREA cell # A 30-40 A, TMAEF ¥ DV
K% Rik#¥E, choice DV 7E sample size 1R/NITE L T /AR AFE 1, 55552 B HIEEE 1
S P2 AR RO e Bl , BT DA 3 18 0 — A AEO ORE AR 1) 38s LIS I replicability. 2R
B & K ghix — 28 W8 4 5256, 2 i i momentary self evaluation [ I &

(both general and domain specific), LLiE—DHERRIX— alternative explanation.

[BIRZ: U A % 00 5 B WA FRATINF L WAL, LU= Sl P00 & R AR 5 mT R 2>
52 B HE (500 P AR BOR R BN o FES b, FRATIHE SCE PR T — e it LRSS IR
=M. H—, EERRSEE 2c CRREIMSAERTESD &, sl s ey 152
N Horfr FATHOEA S 77 AL FATEEEA 9 75 N, DA N AR Mok ikt
NS EAE Logistic A4 M 45 R EoR,  EAT BB ARV TSR AT o 4 12 (1 1F 1m0
(B=0.49, Walds x* = 8.41, p = 0.004), I H 47 LA IR T M4 B 19 LL4511(59.7%) 2



EH AT AT IR (36%) . [k, SREG 2¢ RTLAYE— @ RERE LR UAE sample size 1R/
LT DAF= e 0 00 5 DR A R de B AR B I R BB, TESEER 3R, IRATRAT 7
RiIEr= kBN R RAR R, HARE T SHE =L —SUNHF g R, Wik lit—5
FEBR LA S F4E N DV XS S28e 45 B A (s Eh P . R anl, S T SELF b SR AT 7T 45
SRR S TR A, AT T AN FESLa 2¢, FHLAESZI RN T O A RPN S
S AERE L IRVEA I &, LS G s HERR HIRVE MR R VE T o [RIRT, AT SB35 (R RH 5% 4 25
T BB S TR . B A B AR

(D X “4.4 g B “ORm, St 1 25050 2b SR A 7= Mk ekl & 4
IR T RAT Sy, HARE AR S, PTRE S B 99 L0 45 I Bk Ty RN, # 4k
H RPN 555 48 FE B BTN 2 7 AR AL 2 Lo SRR M SR AT S IR 5% i o 2 3 AR PR AR
i R O B NIRAE . BRI, AT R DRI A R UL 1 SRR, B ORI
SR ORRE A B I E AR B RPN 5 R 4 BN AT ISR A b, DAHERR LR
R

(2) SERRSHG P 25
“5 SE 2 UNIAREEPER
5.1 Rirdll

SR 2¢ SRAAARAL 1R Ja 7= SRR, SR — AN i i DA OR SO A R H
MG R ZATIITE 60 AIERSK S AERIT R, Frd s 75 240 s 32 AR [R] (1 =20 3%y
(A, B, C)IJIABFRFE (1=— MR, 7=Ak 8 AZR) W51 1 (L=— m AW 51 77, T=4EH AW
51 1) EIRFEE (1= A, 7=TE5 EXO)HET IR . B otss REoR, shake =4
205 AR TR (tap(59) = 0.46, p = 0.65; ta c(59) = 0.77, p = 0.45; tg c(59) = 0.41, p = 0.68)-
%51 71(tas(59) = 0.09, p = 0.93; tac(59) = 1.33, p = 0.19; t5c(59) = 1.43, p = 0.16)FI E WL/
(tag(59) = 0.51, p = 0.62; tac(59) = -1.09, p = 0.28; tz c(59) = -1.96, p = 0.06) IV K ANAFAE &
EXE. P, AR = R AE
5.2 SEREHE R

A 146 LAER KA (39% H ML) SN | AL, PRy 21.97 #(SD = 2.17). T
PR BENL 7 FL B R 3R (fh b BAT vs  MAT) A&k, o, BATHUEH 73N, R
ITHARH 73 N
5.3 SRR

Y% HT N 7T (Zheng et al., 2018a), ASSZIGTE A RGIERE ottt & LU THM . B
TS, BrA RN — T E 3RE S 7, 9 BASENZHE T H R SR I T
R AE M A IE N fE FATHUECH, AR A O b2 SR I (GPAV R
WHFURAR) S E L. FFER 2 — 4 R AT LU, IF BAES A bRfh B FI A O
MHEAA RIS . Hor, AsbRBliA AR RS — R eI B . AR, TAT B A 75 22



H OSSR B (GPAIFE AR T R ) 5 1R Bl [RIAEGeHE 4 S fa e — 44 A ) 2 A T LA,
I HAES Ak brdh B3R B A CHER B . o, Ashrfh B L A B 5 — B T R4
B MAh, N T IESREEHCR, BRI BRI A B RS S S (R —4)
AL G, LA J p b AR DB . S, B TE otk 2 EURR R R S M 50 fR7E 2 K
FERE E5ets B Rl st bt B LEBON G L2 (1=— s A, 7=4E8)7, LARR R
FIPE NI (r = 0.750). [FIF, f&4% 0T A SCiHk(Zheng et al., 2018a), 51 S4%ilfE 9 &L L9
59 BT A BTN FOII: gb ], %t B AR T (1=3E% %, 7=3E%1F), A
Je 2l g A (DI b, IR0 Ol SR DL R e (1=3R% 2%, 7=4k
U)o

S EIRAESS R, BORHEN — I T . A % B AE 7T (Wan et al., 2014), Fr A #
KB EREA CHEE e BN, S E AT R G KA =]
PR B, HrP LR A ST RN 82611 IR, 4R B WA TR N 3067 X, 4t
J C i 79335 IR HE T RS E, kT BAE =ik a0 5k v Pk B . AHAT
T, OEBRAF T B ARG MR T ORAT R, ERRAT T A R C ARG BRI
MAEET SRAT MG T HEBRA T A B R RIS R IRE R, X =i A S aihiE
IR RO AT TIPS E . &), RS FREANOSIHER.

54 /AT EER

BRI . MOLFEA tR IS TR, PAT WA BRI B S 2R g b ik Lk
B REZEM rius = 3.14, SD = 1.42 vs. M gpie = 5.10, SD = 1.56; t(144) = -7.95, p < 0.001,
Cohen’s d=1.31), KA #1245 LU A2 BRI o

BBRR . oG, SR IR BT R D, KR s R AR A R
GRADN 0, KK AT BT A Rl 1. ik, Daba (1= RATHEL, 0= F 17
BN EA R L3 BN S BT I Logistic | A3 4T, 458 EoR AT LA BN
IRAL T AR E151(67.1%) 5B 3 1 5 T A7 HL AR 4L A% 1%, (46.6%; B = 0.85, Wald = 6.18, p
=0.013), FFRCHF HL.

o R B G R A VR - SR PROCESS Fi£ 7 o R 1k B R 1) P A 25503k 4T P A
K:(Model 4; Hayes, 2013), KiFE A 3% £y 5000, B 15 X [F]ly 95%[H) /K 3645 SR BoR, Jilt
RSN A A S5 R P AL 0 (LLCI = 0.12, ULCI = 0.72), ZsiE K/NA 0.35, S sk
NI A RN P IRAS RIS, SCRF H2.

HERRIRIE R . AR ANOVA 45 B 0R, FAT LR AR 5 BRI (M Lo
w =3.77,SD = 1.74 vs. M s = 4.42, SD = 1.65; F(1, 144)= 5.48, p = 0.021) 5 b i 47 H 3,
PA(M i = 4.10, SD = 1.45 vs. M s = 4.64, SD = 1.25; F(1, 144)= 5.99, p = 0.016)#f %
EWART F47 B4 . R PROCESS 2% 43 A% B Ak | P4 5 0l il gt B VFAN (1 Hh A
RUSLFEAT 73 1T (Model 4; Hayes, 2013), KA L H g 5000, 7E 95%[H EAFIX (8] N, Bk HIK



PEA AR 56 25 SR R AL O(LLCI = -0.09, ULCI = 0.24), “AMb gt B A 1 A K 6 45
Fr A5 O(LLCI = -0.16, ULCI = 0.18). FHILTI A, o8 2k H AP I 245 5 L 4t
JE LI E ARV, AR A 2 OO SRR M T SR AT = AR R (Y TE AR R AL, T T DAHE
B
5.5 Wik

N T RS SRR N R AR R AR SR RIRYE, S5 2¢ @il ORMEARRE ., 1E
AV RGUX 5 E e RS R, FRRERE T BAT HOBOR R P R AT N I IE [ 5
M, DARARE PRI SR R A E R, RIS HERR T 8RR IR R i 4 R B RPN X A
TRVEMRREAS &, dE— D00 TR Fu A R ARk S5 EE v

WRE S 1 AR AL S LRI AEFEREAT T A IR, BR T 2k, Z50RM 2
T EE ML YRS, FERINITIN E « KB E S 2 5P ARSI TR,
KT GVORBL AT HEB AR S FESRF I RN (1 b AR R B AMEE I I Bl ki - 5R AT K9 - 7E
I AR, A HEAT U IR 2 BRI AR [ 1 HME LA 3 OB 1Y), AR T Re 75 i
i H B8R A GRS SR AT OB AT N OB B ORI s R AR T
ZePRIRBUIX — R 8 A 2 LUARE RS, FEKe B IR w] 28 e BAR AL N RN 2 5 3 1 (Yoon: &
Kim, 2016; Yoon & Kim, 2017), xf HA55/E FIEAT RN B 70 A R 7

E= I 3-3: H3b 3R M 1% & moderated mediation hypothesis, T AS A2 B2 %sf oA A5 -5 8 1
ER . BB

BNz JEH B o A T K 0FE 1E . 2 UAESCHRH A 9% moderated mediation 11214875 (e.g.,
Cole, Walter, & Bruch, 2008; Ng, Ang, & Chan, 2008), FATHINAEEE T H3b KA, Eikm
HEMT

“H30: BAILTR R AR P R 5 35 41 2 AR ARy M Rt ARy 3R AT A I TRV B2 R
R BUR PT AR VR BRI, R P B 2 BN MhRe - SRAT 9 (R o v 2 5 2 2 1) o
AR SN IR AT AR A b, R BN 1 A A B

B 3-4: 8423 NZ%2 public vs. private study T LAt (GG E AR KD, 1M
AN VAEA control group FSEE6 245, 4 control group [FS2i6 /& AR BB, TR IFHHsE
BN S B upward SRR, BT PAROZ AR

BIR: S RS K E ST WA £ LRI, AR o AR & R BRI SE 5 3b
BE S 2b (RIAHIT TP A S5 3b), A T3 — B AR A 22 A VRS- 7048 [, J
A RO R I, AT OB L 508 WXt T &2, PRE JEAR A control group
MISE88 2b, KSR 2¢, REHAEMTSRPIRAL, JFRE A AT A T AR B LS
K



S, PRSI E  E B R A Y J  AEE BUR R BA TR I AE R34 T T
FEONRNKIETE, 51 S IATE L MR TH AN a7 e 7 S U R T . Ay B JRATTHY [ 2 g
UACHENIE-SN

S 3k
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HIRA 2 B EE S0 i A e AT 1 VR R BB T, IR A TE 1 sEiR i — 2D SRR
WHEBBRFKF . #URE.

WEBIN: I, FEKE.




Ehi

FREN : WL BHEE HIURA F 3, 8T 5 DRI FIRIE T AT B T M T
F LD AR IEAT N O SE R AL, 124 LU AGE T, TAERWILEIR. MEBsUE K.
T SCIHAT Qi ) 7L

BRA: B, BERE, “DAKNEZT” v FERE S, MEEEUARE, HERAXNF,
T ERTE

BIR: AEHEEEMNESRE N @HF “BAFKEZT” 2518 2011 F I HAG 2R K
JRZINFE M 2%, HE S ELE ST ERIFEE N . £ EAT T, SHE 2 liERIE
RN CHANFRZT ) SRR H CAIR: . BOFRE, X5 AR B AR
W BAZ O R R AR RLE), B EAT PR 2 AR 1 B BRI R, AT 3 B0 T3
HURIARESVE FoRAT . BRI A S M, AH  “ RAKNEZ T v FEE S
FEXRS TR o

B 2: B, THKZ, FRRLRHEEA Y, DURORT R TR R Ry, sS4, U5
R EERKAREMIUR KL, & EEHE 17 A4

IR B FEg RS R LG &I ATC N = H w8 7 & M R A, e
AN EEAA T HE N X HERE S 0 BE AT T Bk, [RII XS T3 o B TU AR AR N A0 T sk, B
AP EHIE 1 HFE AR (10341 7).

B 3: =, FATIEANTATILEYR ARG, B ERZRM— NS i (B B PF
i) FEATEHRG, MIARE _BAT OB AT U ERR R, 1830 P6,  ERSE M AT EEER U B
s EEE R

IR : B 3 2 10 % 0t Wo FATARE M AL, 24 ENAZRE BAT U AT i 5 —A
S il QR EERURPALD EAT EEBL,  fH b ] DUSE i D13 50 MR LE 123 FUBUS IR -
RAT N 1 EAT HEROL & FAT R IR Bh 1) STk, FRATTIFE 75558 2b (P9), @I HE InTE
PR, o BAT R, TATHRE. B BUX =AM T I, 45 R B R TG H R
TATEE, AT i 2y B2 b PRI MR 1 B n, (H R AT BB S 0 U 2 i e A R P B A
FERZEER. WA, FERTAH SRR Z SR, FAEFAT—BOM T A7 LAt
BON R OEAR B R AN B 22 5, NTIAE 24N S8 8 ol EAT A R AT LR B L
% (Schlosser & Levy, 2016; Zheng et al., 2018a; Zheng et al., 2018b). [k, ¥ FAT B T 4T
B E AT LA B — € & B 5 AT AT

BIL4: HVU, L8 2a, P7, MEEULEHEERE . BN B RBAENIRIE, Ftit L3N
S AR



BIR: 4 T g A O AR IR B8R TEFIIE LR SUh 2, Bk 15 E 5.
TR H RAGRIX =/ MRIE R R4S Rkt . ATOAERE 2a bl 7iXEs A
Ao AN ERMAUT:

“IRJE, ARERREL BT . FUETA R RN, R LERT EEP=-0.04,t=
-0.29, p=0.77). 154 =-0.12, t=-1.01, p = 0.32)F1 H F A HEIK (P = -0.05, t=-0.44, p = 0.66)
BIARAEAE BT ER . SR PROCESS 27 ¥ R P A B AT I 25 R o, H 26(95%
LLCI=-0.11, ULCI = 0.22), 1%%(95% LLCI =-0.37, ULCI = 0.05), LA 3R AAEK(95%
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