(LEZFR) FRELSEERE N

AUH : BRI A SRS T B SR R S 22 5 L AL
e B TERK

$—i

HRA1ENL:

CBR” M1 BRI S N3 S 1 SO 22 5 R LR kRS
HAL S5 IUSE o VB ARSI TS 5N 1 | FHRRBI S M R, @ AN SR T EAR A
R S PSR 2 — M R R I S . 45 R, 36 seferh | 3R
FR TR A TE R, AAER ESCR,  mar B AR A S I D TR . A,
E RIS a0 R 5 T A58k — 25 T e«

[BIRZ: JE5 U B R SR 0 B, BRSSO, X e 54 R A M E s
PO . ST A ) RO BRATTE B e s e 0. RIS E AR R A, AT —— T
o, AEBEIABIEINELR . ABGH 1R S R Y CH A B EAAR

B BB B IS AFTB 101, RO 777
EIRE: S X U, RS T AR 2

B 2: fEE AR 1 bR 25 BN TS AR A SR FR) R S B A 5k 25 v T 5 5 R
(R EHEHACE, W0 EAE BRGS0 SHEEC R 2 . Ko SR E R
WA A UESE SCRE, 2 E AT USE S AL RN B A R o (B0 T EN, R B
R T PR FEIRI T RE, e TR B AT e AT B 5

IR : R IVEIR o & BN DG A SR AR 8 S B /K CP 228 i D B S R =
HEBIKP, BOMRERE B W] DUE B R B S AR > BERPRT” &
Lo T2 RFEAK B ERA T E A REAEEPTR AT RENE, R RTRE T ORI A S0
BHAS 76 AT AT 2 SR N R AR, R UL “ O WL, Xt i i EIR AR
Ve iR 1 RU I N~ S5 G (L (A S 1 3 o5 s v N T =P N S i p 2l
TR R AR, R TR B B AR S RE LAk R TT AR 5 RE R AL, — e R BRI
BB AL, G AR AT “ BRI B EHEEACT TR . B AL
(B PR AL E T &, AR il AN S5 S T B AR LRI, iR Pl th i) 4 B0A 2
FHEANB . BATESCE IR BB — BUR X BRI IRAE TN ANTE: “AD T REASL B 3K
AU N, FrE K A A EONRE AT e T O AR I BE S0 BEAG 15X I AT al 2 v %
MR, AT AT REH T “TEIR” IS A B CATE B R B R R, XA AR X A
KIS E B R R S HEECP AL, DI ) DU oo 7

B 3: (FEERT SR BIE PU 5 A — B RFA AL B A AR, T b EE A 2 2 DL
WEBANT . WIXADAEERE, Bt 1402 REFRA X5 ?

[BIRZ: VI a A AR EE . X B2 B AR MBS 1 2 T BU R AR PG5 X
AT HIAMEZ AL B3, TARAR SO TR E 2 R EAR A, EiKE Markus 5



Kitayama (2010) IR, B MAFRFEIR QAL B RS AR BRI, mH —F2Z
S HEN, KBRS RARRIL, AR SR AR B, ERAZ1 L, ST
H S AR E AT DA — AN E R R W o, o7 3 K B AK (Twenge et al., 2010,
AIEAEARJE T EARAT B 35 TAK B BB P AL AE FE, o7 8 B AN B AR
B AL (Singelis, 1994), F H CAT 0 L& W ESAME B BAT R, 72 SCH Y A4 1]
(1748 S KT SCA IR BEAR (1948 55 (Fischer & Schwartz, 2011), 3K B SCAK A AN 2 8] 1) 22 57
ANBENS B, i 12 AT SR A 2= 57, MR BE 2 38 23R TR 2w B A B 3R
RMES AINEEBIFA SRR S RS, JCHX T AP EDR U, A o T S 3R
e, A B SCAER 32 96 T3 SR SEE, DRIt AR [ SO AR RT B 52 22 OO i
[ A AL 2 ) “ROCHAMA” LG (Hong et al., 20000, X #4527 WS F BB 43

FEABRCBERR 7> BATI T s il 1 Bise 1 E BRI R IR S Bst 2 EEREMERIX.

225 3CHR

Fischer, R., & Schwartz, S. H. (2011). Whence differences in value priorities? Individual, cultural, or artifactual
sources. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 42, 1127-1144.

Hong, Y., Morris, M. W., Chiu, C., & Benet-Mart fiez, V. (2000). Multicultural minds: A dynamic constructivist
approach to culture and cognition. American Psychologist, 55(7), 709-20.

Markus, H. R., & Kitayama, S. (2010). Cultures and selves: A cycle of mutual constitution. Perspectives on
Psychological Science, 5, 420-430.

Twenge, J. M., Abebe, E. M., & Campbell, W. K. (2010). Fitting in or standing out: Trends in American parents’
choices for children’s names, 1880-2007. Social Psychological & Personality Science, 1, 19-25.

B4 TATTT LA 2 VR IR L 1 SRAAIT T A AR < RN T B , (ER BLZAb 78 #EAT 1Y prior
power 7} AT ATIEFEIIG IR L (tARERIE R F RS, LK Power Al PE/K-F
BIR: RGN, FAAE SR AR AR >34T 14 7E.

BI5: W5 1 hREMFEATA LESAFER, NEFES ST g R?
5] 2 : EHIF 7T 2 AT 8 5 R 2 5 A EE M PR s 36 BN, BB B BAR B A Sk 2 i,
ANish 22 P R 38 [ S A ) — S R BRFE, (R & (R A AN R B (0 5 . Beah, 7R 50
IR 5 A5 AR B A T, T T R I, TR RN A A SR R R SR IR S04k
PR SN B EHEHKOE (M = 3.57, SD = .66) R T A A 58 T R i HE T /KT
(M =375, SD=.74), F(1,541) =475, p=.030,1>=.009 CRMIERETHIEN: EETILT
“HI(M=358,SD = .67)5 1K (M=3.76, SD = .73) M & B EMHEREE, F(1,
567) =4.62, p=.032,1°=.008"), MEIE4LE B FRETEMGS B IFASEIT LR, &
B IR 7 TH A A2 O RF 22 B St A I 2 PR T

B 6: 2.1.2 FURICHERAME (TR HILIRMART RS HEAIE?
[BIRY = JE& U o Ak L 548 X — DE, S/ ST 70 T LA S B & e R Bl 12 ST 158, FRAT T
TSI, JFH 2.0.2 ks C AR AE R, SO “2.1.2 TR THR SRR,

BR7: 212 7RETFS TREP AT ZHEI &R (Brienza et al., 2018) P T
X% RN (R BHE K . " BUON AR AT B R R (Brienza et al., 2018) SRl &
BT Z RN R K. "R AIE?

IRz BN, RATH SO “ARBEFT----- 7,



B 8: AR s AT AT, X1 EFERRSCFEC T R DS . 2.2.2 X FVEN A
2% ik 5] FH “Muthén, & Asparouhov, 2018 &Hi [l [11iE 5 AN 75 £ . 9 3CHi 2 keyword J5 &b
“RFE.

B s TSR AR B, FE AR AT S A IR, BRATB T S (1 Tl R 4 SRR R

5 R AT T R AR o

W o

F E <

B 9: 222 WFENE R EHEEESMEAA S AW ILECRE, ST AT IRP T 11ER
IR g2t AR R, A AR [ — 1 R R & 15 A ?

[B] Rz AR AR X — W, BT A TS I R i A R v R AR AT, &
BRI R TT Z TR EE, RS 2 [ P8 25, AR SR A A £
LR, T B RIE I E T R SO IS E M, R S R X SRk S 2 B [ = 57
A “HIE” A GIE. X EEAFRIBNN R 2 HEEE AR S A P U ECRE
TR E YA, WAL R FERESCRERT A RIS T IR B, B3 B I A S 1)
R RE T AR RAMEG >3)7.

B 10: R, AT 1 R8RSR EAT T E o AL B R EAK H R ERE BEE
5, HEA T E L B RE R ST REG, REEES I TN, JFEA
R PSS 1 B R G RIR TS, (ER ISR Ay B st LR B3O8 T, Tl
JTAPRFFARAL B IR AR

[BIRY : o AR S A Rl AL AR 2 IO [ £7-4E (Heine et al., 2002), B/ MA— 2
A B A EOR N B 2, AR B SCHU R 2 2 m AN B 5 . ilin B 3R i skt
Al “BIREAVFZ IS AR, WRAEFESCT, A B RRBUAFIR I 5 L
ERERE 8L MAMEREMFERILIN S AR — st =4 B QAR B L o)
MFESEE, Al 6E b T SO S RSB SRAES, A A MR BARZ N =t “ HARA”, 3
£ B BIFII BAN R4 H CAT 70 Xl AT RIS BAE AR R 1975 20 b BN ARL B Fok
PR TSR E N B R TR A S BSOS (AR SR AN BEAL LA BN T B 3K L SE [
N, CHGRAERHA R b AR THE R F AR AR, §H7E 100 B3R
MRy, AR BEENMRZIE, BRI E SO T AN FREE AL B S BAK E K
MERE X TR AR . BATESCE MR e SR T “MERII B A
PSR, AR 1 _E 0 BSOS

S 3CR

Heine, S. J., Lehman, D. R., Peng, K., & Greenholtz, J. (2002). What’s wrong with cross-cultural comparisons of
subjective Likert scales? The reference—group problem. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 82,
903-918.

B 1 R 4 S0 E SO BRI A R RS BB SRR, R AR
R AR RS B3 ARE LR PRSI HA 7 RESE N RIZER, R A H 23
TR ESCA T ISR ?

[BIRZ: W s AR NSRS A T BRI AL B 3RS AR B R AR R, AT
KM EECAARFF AT 3, BRSNS A BRI AR, TAK B30y B A2 B AR BA 7 A ik
ZORAT ARG I B H I 88, X FRPR A EAR S SO B b AR B BT MR
MIER 7> o AT ANFEIRTUIE T A SIS T 2 TR (0 5 w0 2 gk 4E - (Huynh et al,



2017), WF “IBFREWHHL” 5 BT EIRBIHL B ZAMKREE, B RE N
TR “ARER) 7 B FSRIERZIHL, RIS IR BN LITINE S 5SS HLETR
SREAF N HIEDR

HARAERAG o R B B SO R AR B Bedigbs, A AESCH R 23 7 A E ST
FEAR B A (X BB AR TR bR 2 i w3 A 5k 22, 7 A5 A7 B 3
D SRESC L B BRE BAK A SO, AL AT ph RS 22 BI04 A T
MIYASL 2, BRI X AT T, N T TR RIS EE G B e E LR,
BT LUK B 3SR b SRR T A 0 3 225 PO A s, RS LIS i 22 1), S B SCAG T Y
S5 R TBAE SC P AR F AR et

RPN
Huynh, A. C., Oakes, H., Shay, G. R., & McGregor, |. (2017). The wisdom in virtue: Pursuit of virtue predicts
wise reasoning about personal conflicts. Psychological Science, 28, 1848-1856.

B 12: 32 5, AR N EHEE R E & T AR RA”, AN R RS
IRz SRR X — @ 3.2 45 R A THSRG vHERR: “ AR TR B EHERE(M =
3.94,SD = 57). & m T H M RHA (M = 3.83, SD = .65) 7.

HRA2EL:

X — e B FE R AL L AR A SO OB i AR TS W 0T (R H AT SEi 75 A 1%
SRS TR TR, A R SRR R RN L . BT AT M SRS, A T
AR ST S, S TP RAR I X — R MR, SR IR — B
PNAE
IRz : B d R AN SCEE XEE, 4Tt — s 5800 b, X TR 4HEUN 5
SRR, SREAEE BB KPR B B R TR R IX — R, kAT
PRI AR NI EK, W TARAE 3, b7 1R, FAR L N & W5 IESC. Ak, Xf
THMRLREHPGT IR R — R, 58 S RN A 2 35 B A AT 1] 5 808 A 56 117
B, AR N E W 1 2 S H R AT, A ERATAT LR IS % i &, G R
R ARSI — [ LA BE 0], WGWE— B AE . Ah, HRRAG T AEE A MMERITS,
PATHEBA MR -5 el B ST B 50 TR B A N R WA T Bk 7028, A B IRATT VA B 2 L )
Y E B RERT A AR A R

B B, FEAS B AR B OLT A B AKON AR AT DLIE 3£ (Tybout et al., 2001; Umesh et al.,
1996)”; {HJE, AZHARFHA RN BE 5 ELAHEAT W SN A6 ? 2 TR 51 40 =T IR L
% : Wilkinson, L. (1999). Statistical methods in psychology journals: Guidelines and explanations.
American Psychologist, 54(8), 594-604. doi: 10.1037/0003-066X.54.8.594 Add to Citavi project
by DOl # 599 U1 J5i 3 HiF#P:  “One of the most prevalent strategies psychologists use to handle
multiplicity is to follow an ANOVA with pair-wise multiple-comparison tests. This approach is
usually wrong for several reasons. First, pairwise methods such as Tukey's honestly significant
difference procedure were designed to control a familywise error rate based on the sample size
and number of comparisons. Preceding them with an omnibus F test in a stage wise testing
procedure defeats this design, making it unnecessarily conservative. Second, researchers rarely
need to compare all possible means to understand their results or assess their theory; by setting



their sights large, they sacrifice their power to see small. Third, the lattice of all possible pairs is a
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TKIEER, 1RET. (2008). HCOPEGEH E 471 ALBUMIE R 7 ikt

B2 H, Z6KE, XM 8N 2 ARBUMBNARE, it E
NFEE NERAFLEFT S T IRN. CBARMRIES) o BT R BHFe—: SO a08 &
#, F(1,567)=6.01,p=.015,12=.010, H[EH AR SEHER AT B3 5 T 36 E Akl n 3 2
HEFR K, SRR 20N B35, F(1, 567) = 5.17, p = .023, n° = .009” “ZEMS7 [ o/

My b, EEBE(M = 29.87, SD = 5.71) & E KT H B #(M = 30.91, SD = 5.17), t(575) =
2.30, p =.022,95% CI = [.153, 1.933]; fE ik HE &R a5 EEEHARS P E B0 R
ZEr, vaitkkil: REPENT BRGS0 BAC, RAET R EEN S TP RS, RERK
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e, BAEWHSAS, BAKBRDAEHME, BHANS N HABER, FEMREE LA
TR (RITE/NS) B—MIER, XATRe e RF AR B FAMRIETN & H S S 25 5
PRI B B AL B e W H T



5] Rz ki e A B2 B 1) R H AR GBI R 1 ST 2 PR 2E ST B IR A R B
HZ a5 R, 5 RATATH PR EAER AT G . BATIXAHES (19 35 24 2502 BAK | 3 s
HIRAEACERPE J B I R ih 9 g 2 B 1) /K~ B8 o T 9 L A E B VR R R R B [
NIAST B T3 B AL B K, ER AR 3 BN 1R B AR, e
J& 15 7ERFST 2 o H RSB T RNAN T, R B R R IS B ELAK BRI AR R HE
HKSPE T Ja s isr BEREME, TG 2, Ay ERATIX BRERE R & i AR NI

XIFPE 1, R 1o N ARSI BEIFER T, B — BN
B, BPSE SRS B AR T A B, 5 3R A5, 3T AR T X — IR IR 2 B T HE A
SN IAFAE, RIAMA— B2 A A ELRVEN B 2, R R FI SO 2 5 AN
S (Heine etal., 2002). #linHIREMERPH —@ “WEBETZ TSR,
W SRAE A E AR SO, i B BRI AR T & LeEUE SR 5 KK —8, Ak H 2
FHRRILN 5 AR — St a4 B ORI — 80 EVEsE 2 MfESEE, nTagm TS0 SR
FIBRARE, R FE A L iR, A RRIME LRI “ 5N, 7R H B IFA I AT
REASA A O &Y. XatinE— &5 170cm ) ATE T8 55 H A 165cm BifAH, &
HIFUCNE S0 & s, M5 e 175em [ ALE 3 & & 180cm BifAH, S HIFUNE &
(5 B, (ENAESHE R 175 2 FRT 170 K. RIEASBE M 1X B [0 36 [ A ko B 3R
H PS5 Lo B, B R B VP IS, AT SR E RS B AR T R E AR S5,
FrCATP J& 1 (AT HE SR A A AT

FAMRFEAF AT B IR EHE R R, R ORI R AMARZE T R B Sk
B, FEAR PN E T (A AH LA, FRATERE 2 Wi 7 R ME R T . ERERZ T
K EAK B RS ST AR — AN R FE R o, kST B R U AR 1 FRAK (Twenge et al.,
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HIRPIFPRAL, 11 2 A B )y, RIS B BAA R I, DR rEMEZ T B gl B
B RGPS B A — N EFE I P, T RPN AERE, T B3RS A B B
B FRAL (Singelis, 1994, A W] GeHILE R —/Mi & EAr B3R5 BAKE AR & REOL.
BT FIRE IR IER T B RN U, IR R B RSB R T AR E S
R, ELAK [ FRAEFE T DL T B R /K P B = .18, 95% CI = [.047, .199], t(288) = 3.17,
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E TR A IR — G- B, 0 SR R IR 2 ELAK B FR A A4 Bk B K CP 835 = TR B ko B 3R
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XY &R, FERTRAIMRMFR 3 KINAREMMEYANEARAEE, H p
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ZRZE ), F(1,524)=353,p=.061, X —#HENHE.

BEERAE, WHIT L SEIR B 20 SCRRZAER, AT 2 B AT 3 BRI SRR
EHFATED, ERIX—ERTREA ZFEE, BIanremtst 1 e AirERNE e R
B, Ko BIRE BAR B R AN RIRI4ERE, et Fe 2 f 3 4EH B s MMAA E B B R
A, MR B RS AR A RN R — e B . RATEE TS R da s, “—J7 T fe s
Tl S RFROUL A, B EAK B RS ST B A PN AN R 4R Y G B S — 7T, AL



H AT R 27 AR 22 78 77 N B2 75 7 SO I B 1R R [, AN ik A | BT e R 238 LAV
D5 AT RN SR B Ry i 6 A (Fiske, 2002; #%[E, 2012), 78 EA 42250
o E N EAR B3R IR IAME L 1 22 g R N B 3 DAME S AR R A
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2017).”
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REEE AR _ER “CXFHEY, AT IR R S R L S R MR L SR RATTHI ARG

FAk, Wi L EAL T BRSSP AERARE, M5 2 hESCE ARSI AESR
W (PPRFEBFHNRE) , XA EERAFATRER B THAE, BT 1 ESCREAR
BN 295 (HETAHETTLARA TS E AL AR ), WEIT 2 FEAR DY 710,
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TMARSL H AR AR A MAR BT D T IR IR . 7 FATIRYE bR 45 R0k R 458 i “h
AT AMARLE DN B 35S AR N B R I B S HEEK T e R 2= R . 7 IER, IR
HEIN—AEER: XTI A SRR, SEE SO AR HD I AR N Bt
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B 4: KA 1. B ol il ge iR LB e BRI BN (o2 it 1R 7
GULEE R 610 1 Hdfs , MTurk 7 S WAL 21 594 Hidfs . ... A RFEAR S 1 [ 295 A\ (55 144,
1 151; VRS 23.2244.34) 536 E 282 N7) o AR AR B R &R ATREZ AL &
VRIEEN ;s A, BFEE AN BRI W “HbE 3 vFER N T A SR A7
FHAZ AN (Heine et al., 2002)” o TR 78 — o A8 H RS B2 15 et b A 1 il B 3k
AW ? X T “HpAL” , P B AR SE A B AR I 2R Ul B P AN AE R 1 B AR
2 S SEARE B BB 3E 2 m—— U RAE NS LI BN, AA7E RE AN ET
SRS I, BRI A T

[BIRZ ;AR B A AR SRAT TR 78 B A8 1) SCRF 92 Hh B OB I = L5 8

TP E AR FIREAA B AR M, BATTEEAH 7T R BRI A 78 T 120 A, AN it
HSE 52T SR (IR A L WHFAERER) AL, & EHFEAEARR AR ML 2
AHXFI 5 B 9 (Buhrmester et al., 2011). R AE#h 78 (1) AL S ER R S0 A 72 3 v, AT A4
S EHOR A — . AR AT B 2 B AN BB U S A AR, BInFRATIE AL 1
Hrt AL 2 610 b B Bk E s, A1 594 4 38 [ B s, 12 TS R E 3 PR
TR R 1) I 125 J5 73 Sl 3B F A 2808 295 4y 5 282 1y, A RE 43 il 48.36% A1 47.47%,
AL DA BRI BAAAN B — 2 AT 2 SRR 2 1124 8, 20 IR I FR e i ik f5 it
FIA B 710 B3, AR 63.17%. X BA R BIR KRS FHEAR R R EANNFAES
HITE DL, 9T 2 570 1 A AR — N B R T ReE T L 2 B HAENKES
UL T 1. T DUE HAEL B E R SRR, W BN — Lk b R B,
EROKG IO AR BB AEAN AR AT AT 3 TR IRATHRE I e R 2 A A2 B HE B R R, S0l AT
INHAEERIIRIERR 70 JF, AT H R, W7 3 JLie el 1108 4y, it =AMk b G
LT 537 iy, HAE 48.47%, 5L 3 FUNHIN M iEdNES A ER, BuSKENET
I 2. 74, Z DR AZ iR 1) — A= 25 R 2 2017 4F KR AE psychological science
ERERE TR TS 18 S (Huynh et al., 2017)tH 2 R EiRE TR, ANid/EE G R
KRR N T, TATA NI AT Be 2 A3 3G I 2 S50 a7t H (1), BRI b R 8 e
BRI AT &

X “ERAPRE 7 N TR 2 SR TAMER BN, AT TR 3,
TERIT 2 Ja sl 7e ) Bt B in 1 — MRS @, B $2 68 2 fth A &% (Inclusion of the Other
in the Self Scale, 10S; Aron et al. 1991; Aron et al. 1992), & fg N2 W H H PN AR SER R
SRR AT LIRS IR 2 T Ak SR 3l AR H RS AL, A A THH O 2 ) S LR R RE A I
SLIE TR, PRI ERATIE B — DU 8 E R & 77 AR5 B 3] . 10S ERAE 7 4
KA H ST, R PEASNMATE 2 KRR RSB AR SN Z BRI R R, 8iE 2 K2
B E Rz Bl N H R — 5B (Aron et al. 1992). ASHTE 7T E SRR M B A EEAS F B X
(5] P T A — A AR TR R R 150, oA R B B A Bk sy, 3R
NS RR RS . RS R AR R B2 A 88, Bah B BIREM T AME
INNEC SR ESE (M=4.67,SD =1.43) B & T Bar @R &M (M =4.38,SD
=1.58) KA, t=-2.26, p =.024, 95% ClI [-.549, -.038], EAk W M8 HIBFFT 3. Ao}
THHIE 3 it 5— At T FH P SAEHEUCT, IATS M MRSk — D) 1 ol fE =iy
MBS (Grossmann et al., 2019) 5MAK) H BiE 5 (Huynh et al., 2017), 7 HiX



FEFTAS R 25 S50 0™, B A DL IE S5y« W90 3 [RIRE R ILM & A EAE AR i35, F(L, 524)
=.29, p=.590, Aikfai L ANAG SR, XS] E BRI (1 B S A g A A AT L
B, RIVER SIS AIREMT, HA9e4H(M = 3.97, SD = .66) 18 S K& m T
H I 4H(M = 3.82, SD = .80), F(1,524) = 4.67, p=.031, 0> =.009, Tfi7E 5 &) HAK HIRFEA
T, AMRAM = 4.05, SD = .67)5 HILMRLA(M = 4.00, SD = .67) 18- EHER G B % %=
5, F(1,524) =230, p=.130. [FFEAIRRHRAFEFAA T OFEARNE, WEzhihsrn g &%
TR 253 MREA, ARSIAAZEFFPEEE, F(1, 245)=4.08, p=.044,1° = .016, X
B RN I TR EAR AR T 281 MEA, HARSHKAEMERAS L,
F(1, 273) = 2.90, p = .090.
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AN E R Z, et Z 2 (Grossmann & Kross, 2014; Pronin et al., 2008), J&
JAMRLE A € T 8 BT B R R R B A AL

FEBE B 73 2E — 22 VR ) B o BN AE PRI B R B K 22 e AR A S R b
7o TR AIRIE” (B RINGE, 2015). “ F I H 0 7 (Self-centeredness) 5 “ To 3k 7 (selflessness)
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2011), ANEEAL BG4 A8 i NS AN S A i, RO A b e 5 | 3R %
1) A K AR
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WX —HB o WA N

K G*Power #f-it ELHF 78 A A & (Faul et al., 2007), % 20C04k: T E 5 EH) X 23
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Power(1-B err prob)4.80 IHHFEA R, M4 T2 288 A(Huynh etal., 2017).
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WHRX B RBATIRY, SEA LB AE R “BR7 AR, fERHETRT.
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SCHRRRIE 20 IEMRESE LSS RECF RS 2, RFEHIA R B GE, W IEE BT,
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IR e A A48 X, FRATESCh IR 7K — i .



HBA2ENL:

e R EE AT BB SCEAA P S, AR NN E: —J7TH, AN

AT S 55, B By A RE i F H R R IR IR0 HAMER |, RAGA
NIZW S H BAIE & 7E B N BAUE 248 COESAR) BRER, BT E N2 44
e firF, ERPMRITIXASIRS F R K. RN, AMOEHE KGR 7
% WARHAT NS TT T 2 8IS LT SR IR K EFEA, & UAE]—LH
B AR ARAS A B (I o SX AN B3 1T e AR T IR 44 AE 3 M LR # RIS 3 22 HAE
B o TARATTA 2 B R A, RS BBl 2 11— i SR B R (1 1 T A
WHRATTET G, AR Bl — NS BAER .
[EIRZ: B o fs AKTERATH AR, FE8 O 4 R L, RN ERBE P [l R s 7 AT T iR
RTINS AR 26 T ik FRATTIA R 54852 i A\ S th I 75 B4k F aiialidt— 2 se s s, 3t
FURE PRI A, A7 LUK A I ER NI oT 4. “WH9C 2 555 3 SR AELHR
A7, FE PRI AR A T MR EZ 0L R AR B S8 K 5 b, BARRHECN H A4
TEISE, APPINT R R I AR S AN, AR 4 AL 2 5 3 Bkl E, SR
R TSR T I, HE L T RHAEON T W BRI G 5E O A5 15
5O, Kt — SR iR ” ANt SR 2 N gl n) R RS, T RS S O bR
HEAL IR IE BE (HEE S, 7RI S NHESE LA AE, DRI FRA 1> S50 2% -0 55 50
N, 3200 N, %A 148, 534k 52 4, “F¥FEY 20.17+£1.56, 18-27 % . RIEFUE IR
(sensitivity power analysis; ¥ o = 0.05, power = 0.80), £5H K HL, HE 200 HEAE, KAl
BRIk e NS RN £=0.20, FFE/DNBSEIARAE. thAh, SRR AT AR R
TR EAEH (RSCEI 4 551355, F(1, 193) = 6.66, p = .011, 1 = .033, #— 1 Baik
LRG58, %o AN ] H FRSRTY R 1) B 3 IR A S B HE B AT LU, FE SR B B IRAR AR T
R HIRA(M = 4.08, SD = .50) ()8 X HEH K- W 3% = T BRI R4 (M = 3.63, SD = .58),
F(1, 193) = 14.37, p < .001, 0> = .069, TM{EEBIEMREHRFIET, MAHILAM = 3.91, SD
=.68)5 H MR (M =3.89, SD = .62 B LR #E £ R, F(1,193)=.02, p=.886, %
SZERIFFRX 2.

A, BAVAEIRHRT 1 BRI RAA UL SO RSB AR AR 7,
TR SN AR AR 9 I 1 R B3 K P 238 v T DT B S P 9T 1) 4 B HE 3 K
i A N AE ARG BN R B P R 2 R, WNHEITRIEM S, X — R A
NPT AT (1) AN .05%.95 = .0475 i & /MR FHAF (X B fs ATE R SR —A
BE-ANEENMER 0.095, Hs& 7TwiFEN, B “KERE. PEARE” 5 “3%
EREE. PEEZE”, FFHEEE.05+2=.0475), 1 X —RE&HFA—E £t 50k
RFERM L AR B3 o T AR BAEH, AV G O 18 54518 it — B
E AR 107 X850, M2 A & EH Iy « A otk e 5 AR
FEm B MERIRE 2RI T D T MF RIS, wishor 5 RAR BARAMA R HILT 2 T T8 30
K7 CHTPTT B R EEAIERFE T AREMANG Fo R IRATE @555
M ST AR IE (1 £ B 6 HE B R s L3R A7 — i FE P R A

FOSER AT 1 BE RELRAS AR A B2, EEW S RAMREIEIRS R, WHEFARS
A BEAFAE LR SRS Tk R, (ERAEGT TR R R (RIZE BAE AN B3
AT ABEAT (8T BN A AT ), RSP UK Fe 0 H DUAR R AR R, s MRS B iX — IR
FER AT BEEE A A, FRATA X — I R HO SRR H AT B SR W AR R L, B RE A IAR
5 2ERAET AR, A E SO AR 3 SO 5, ok BRI 55 W 08 77 S0tk (2 H
TEFRAEE), EFRBRRE B G SRR —F “PrRE”, R SCET RS-



ER 1 B HAEH R UAE? ANAZAE Hayes, A F E/EH I H.A)1E (“A case can be
made that the interaction need not be tested at all if a set of comparisons such as these do in fact
turn out as expected”) HEAME R, T RE ESCEER ER SCEHMF: “One can sensibly ask
why the test for interaction is even necessary. Berger predicted that the population trend
information should reduce perceived vulnerability among men but not among women. Why not
just compare the two simple effects with a series of t tests? What information is gained by testing
the interaction first? CE LT Z HAEHBERRRIH 45 EWE? ) A case can be made that the
interaction need not be tested at all if a set of comparisons such as these do in fact turn out as
expected. But ({H/2) you need to recognize that what is left out from this strategy is an explicit
test of whether the difference between these differences is statistically different. The interaction
tests the significance of the difference between the differences.” IEURMNIFTIE: “A8 H AN KRR
2 A IR R ISEE B RN R EMHE, i BL K ERZEE,
Bl M (B1AD) 5 M (B1A2) Z{HIC A M1, # B2 /K-F- ERIZEE, B M(B2A1)5 M(B2A2)
FIZMEIEAN M2, IBAR BN B EFHER ML 5 M2 MEREE” BT, KX EERAES,
LUEET T I & TRONAE 3 2 8] AN H R 2 R G B35 2 5 WAt AR =AM 25 A
FUHI G5 R SCRARITIR B CBI: Bir % RN B I, ARAE U 22 e bl R 72 57D
IR, AL EFARRN AR R AR, TR BAER, 275
Z(E ML AT M2 (XUBRF A TR MR R I, 285 HA— Xk tR ek F 5, i M1
M2 BREEREER, XFEEE% T multiple-comparison tests it BRI . B0, 1208
PRATH RS, AR — AR CEEaneEde, MnD, #rT USROS iAo, 4
W5 A A AR AR, R W RARE 18-21 % I BT # A 4r BUIU 4, 1 il R %K P
NAEAR R, KHER (MEFE 0.1854875) s KB, ERENER L, WhEREE,
MAEFEAERE b, 257 NARE . H2, XIS RARE O A TAE ) B35 ks 21U,
T E N R ZE R R, MRE NP RIZERA RS, WARERAFEA BN S ZE 57 1)
WEHE . BARECEMESUEH W R B% a KA 0.05, 7E N ANEAE ISR 2 KA 3[R
L2 S R RS 2 0.05 [ IR TJ7 0.0025; [AJI R 322 S AN B 35 (2 2 0.9025; FITLL,
AR EE. ARAEENMERZ 1-0.0025-0.9025=0.095, i kT LoH2 EZER 0.05
F LR AR RO AR RN AFAERIE DL T, Rt Fii sl 0.8 gt it 3, Mafks
BEE. AREAEENMRLE 1- 0.64- 0.04= 0.32! KE=92 —HIMR, SB35 —Kp
R, —XARE. ERERE: RN FREX2GH 0.8 Mgt & LIRS 3 i,
FrZ 1T SRS R E R 02 = 001, RERAMKIMEHANBRZFH T4, BHEA
537/4=134.25"— % & 135 NfE4, R4 Gpower3.1 (IS, ISR RAT IS 1 G i3y
A7 037! g il, BRI 3 ivaal, A 37%HIMEA AT LUK 6 21X M55 1 3L
Bit A, R E - DRMEZE, ~DPAMARFHMEREZ KR?
1-0.1369-0.3969=0.4662. tHil 2 Ui, LT | IR WAL RIE DL T, VIRA KL — A%
RO RIXERIER: — IR p EEE, —IRAEZE. “What information is gained by testing the
interaction first? CE LT HAFHBETF B4 4(EEWE? ) A case can be made that the
interaction need not be tested at all if a set of comparisons such as these do in fact turn out as
expected. But ({HJ&) you need to recognize that what is left out from this strategy is an explicit
test of whether the difference between these differences is statistically different. The interaction
tests the significance of the difference between the differences.” i Ffrid, ARELL— p (HE
. A p EARERUEIEANBNIZFIE B (K. i) BT




[B] R : R A N PPE | 1 S A8VEE — T 51 H Hayes /B WL S IR AS R A G 5628 B
YER B R, RAE NS BAE A B35 A LN B AT DLEAT ] 5 N A B0 S i SR 4

BATVAFI FH R AP E p EEE . E p A RENRUHANAN B LR Z WAAERL
HAERMW s, A IERTIE AT S, FRATHAS 32 BRI — BB A YO E R A S
MRBETAAAEZ EARF, T2 (1) 3% E N DG I A1 S 85 B 3 /K1 23 v 1 T 6
S PO R B R KSE, T EAE A E SR P R KRR E E R QRET
AMERJZ IR, FST B FRAMATE TH 0T A SR (10 88 5 B /K 42 25 v T T [ S b RN 1, 7
AR A FRAAMAE P FE S N 8 KPR R E E R

B AN VCNEATI B AN B/, 28 HIRAIE SR, B T 35S ASAETE (1) S 11 A
ETE, “AMRREE. ARARENMAEZ 1-0.0025-0.9025=0.095, & KT OEIE: B4
SEM 0.05 /MR AR A7, X BAFAE— /N, —Maie B2 . — MERA B
MEZAfSEA.005, HEX —MERFHAE THMEN, (O FEE TR, EEE A
BES (b FEETFARE. KESCHTRE, MR R P —ME, B
PUIX —HERA I ME2 .095/2 = .0475 < .05, [EI% & NaZHIE, 2R &/ MR {2
K, AAEAEAR PR ]

AW EFE RN S, UHE TS TSRS WA RIS L, 5 ET O IR,
G, BIEHER AL T 0.4662 ML 17 .4662/2 = 2331, WAREA 2 /MR F 1
BOR, XEVFR RN T ERRAVRITL TN, B Ry & — N EEFE . g S
R EE FERALHEEEWAINE R T “8 LES” GHEIS, 2016), FILRAT
INAELF 7 AR T ERE AT, IR E R AT UL T seie R A 1 —Fh, A N ELHF
FIA RS, A2 DR R AL T 1R, IR TRATEE — R b el 7L 3 KA R ZL |-
PI— MR R =AM AR — LA HEE, B AR OR AR R O A
FERK, WTLAEHEE =AU R AR, = MR 82331 MESARAEMBEREN
0.2331*0.2331*0.2331 = 0.012, IRAHE —MHFLE F (FAEFERAH N E 3K AT;
X, MARESHRERD, A mAF TR #EE M)y 0.2331%0.2331 = 0.054, FEMFEE I
MNHEEENEMENS, “RAarAREE, B EKARARE” BIREL B
BN AN, (HARX 1B BLE SR AR B =R, H S IR A AR () i L 258 B AN v 1)
i, AHEMIAN, X-EREDEL EFR DA RS (robustness).

SR
FAMENS, FAR, S4kaRE, KA, BB, 29007 (2016). OoHLEANE A AR E R M A EHLRIEL. O
TR AR, 24(9), 1504-1518.

B 2: M FERREEN? D EHESWE 7 ARSI SOTEE . — M
WAEZE, WAlsERR NG RIS, ToERIN B BN R, IRITEI =S4
W FCHI RN B ARG . AR, IXEIE 78 R SR L v R A5 38 [ A AMVF 22 273 B D 52 - 501
&, BRI HISCEA R AR EIE (Fhna s a8, $Emift e (2R
T AN 7R ROFE AR R K T 50%. FITLA, &Rl REFFAE FH -1 70 o B ) B )
BEL BRI EON AN o et T8 &R 7 URITIRERE AR 225 150k (R
T “Z BT LR ZR B R — A R A2 2017 4F KR 7E psychological science |1
PRI TS 1T 1R 118 SC(Huynh et al., 2017) 12 K 26 E I 77 20), Huynh et al SCH R
1 /&: “Based on effect sizes from prior research on Solomon’s Paradox (Grossmann & Kross,
2014) a G*power analysis suggested a total sample size of approximately 275
participants....Participants were brought into the lab as part of a larger study on personality and



motivation.” flif 1% E 275 NFTS2 B RN S KM TN I SE e SR 7, 1Al A il =2 4%
G SR =TT, HERR TEE TR, SO RN, BT A BRI . AR R AR
study2 T Mtrurk, TMiH, HRFEAZRE 356/393=90%. 0L 46, LA TS %K)
B B T 1RO 783 45 (Grossmann & Kross, 2014), M. Studyl, Z&F, HIR VS il
An?=.25Study2, LT, HEERERERNMNE = .12; Study3, £ E, EEH
L RAFRNNRONE 1= .05 T, [ AR 4K L S B T 24 AR SR, RRHIE T 2
VEY R o T L, PIZEAIE T B RN B A T S2 36 S 7T o SEUR AP FEREAR R M s, X2 RIR,
W AT DR p—— T DLHERRAAME & CUnBRO AR = ) 14k
1Rz : U AR N I4EE, a7 ELEEER LA B T 110 1) 32 B W i SOk, BV A R A9 S
2014 15 2017 4E, FFURFRATHME P R SCR LR LRFTT, A EN AR 5835 A i iF 70 L ik 1
RO, AT AU TR 2R T A 5842 LR B S AR SE s IR e i h s DRI RTTHD [ BB 2 A “ A AR
R LR, Ad@ddFRmA st G, TRATERBIL I 7 sE N, WL TH
25 BT ST FEAS R TR B B OG- FRATIAEW 7T 4 TF R (2R T S50 S W 78 b R I IR A0
BN HAERRNE N = .03; WM RS s AR EME T AR— R ER
(RN RN n? = .07, XEFEEHEH Grossmann 5 Kross (2014) 4F {5 FH (AR AEAL I 1
BERAEAR CIAAEARD HAh, T B3 B2 18 28] v 6] K25 A e 0T s 155 53 ] BRAERE AN AR
DRI S0 B2 AR P T A B I 2 M 25 1 5

A Ahix BLUAT B T EARRE — R M Huynh et al(2017)H [FRESE FH Mturk W50, &1
BRI 90%, wiEm TRATXEMAERE. FEFN—BIMNEE Mturk FlisE, Mk
H &S 2H — N RTEEARAE, 2 /R T DL B — A 55 38084 AR A R &
80%3k 90% K AHE, XL FEA By H LA ), PR 7E 0] 36 rh a0 B I E R S it A 2 £E 0
A SR, XA E YT PSRRI B A HIRIE T —F, BRI TSk —1ME
b CH R 7L 28 20 35 Miturk BRME 3 DA A 203, 1 F T FRA Bk B et 9t
FHNE [ S5 TC R T RE, TRIEAE Mturk SR8 ATk B Mgt A7 B, S v [ PR s 1 12
BRFF 2, WG T REAA AN

B 3: =R R R, RER AN AL AN HD, RTRE R R
7 B AR AN S 35 0 SRR o B Ah, RIS 2 R 3 th ittt e R AR 2 AIFSE 2 A RREAS 710,
NH LML S HARTRIE S A F#2“F(1, 702)°? &HNBURREZ /2 5, #F5% 3
WEERE.

[E]R7: Wi o e A48 HX — )R, FRATITE SO AR NBOIME T4 7e o P 7t 1 p [ S0k
TNEIMR 153 N, PR 142 N FEESCHTF HRMPR 138 N, PIAME 142 N. 5T
2 JA 3L A AT N BRR 180 A, AR 165 A BB HAR H KA T BIMR 171
N AP 194 N BFFE 3 AL BIRAHE T HRIPR 126 N, PIAME 129 N; B3
KA AR 141 N, ks 141 N, “F (1, 702)” ) df & 2X2 J7 2500
R ZE df, Wt R A& N RE B SIRE df, FrRLEGE 702, A0 TF LA BT T
2 ML H AT T IRZE df Jy 339, EAR HILKAF T iRZE df v 359, HARAN T AR S
R BESr IR T ARSI AR ISR AL, F(L, 339) = 4.21, p=.041, 1" = .012;
B HAK HEM L, F(1, 359) = 1.60, p = .207.

B 4: AWTICHRIAT LI 7 B T S ARMTRIZR EWT T, SRR galn]
REAE AL KT 2 v 1 B ORI 2Pl AL TS T, fREX —#rgakiik
AL 10%101E, FRATATREA IS Z AT AR FRZER . B2, AANZOLARERITEH
RFIXTFR I o RIER IR, APOTARATOUR, X [ AL B2 Tl i e 22 A



AREF IR, DL B X 2 AT 7 A 85 B AT REIZE b SR S AT FU /DN, ASREBRATIREE 287 &5
LT IR AT NSRS P75 A HAFA RSO 5 7 it BolifSE e k£
RIZERIE T, 1 BRA A FATH AT R ESRBATAE HERK . A2 90 Ja. 00 J& 1~ A/h6E
KR P SR O B A RTEA B DT IR . R SRA L S

IRz : A A AR O BRI AT BRAT— B E RUSHE SRR 1 5 2 L EARE R
EE, WETHRREZMIARA R, RAERA TSRS L T BAIR . X
ABEICINE » 2 TOF RN BB e fd iy, AW FCEIATROR B2 B 528 N IS 5 1
TARF W2

E=8
HRATERL: BAELT.
IR : FFE VY Z AL B D A 32 A G B, ARG U Bh BA 13RI SCRa b &
!

R 2 B (EHHN T HRARIE I, AP0 TS 4 fERE FOele, MRSt B 5 )
FOEG LR IV, SO ATAE] CUBESER) MR FOKIE. (B LA RS, IR
R S

EIRE: e i 5PV B SCR, KSR, SR 0 T RRA 3 — 2 5 i
AT, X AR RS —— T U, R BIANER, BRI

SREOIRNER EOS S LN T

B 1 “HREMERB Singelis(1994) &, JHERIL 24 8, WHF 12 B 7 RES
12 T HAK A AT, Na 55 A (2010)7E A8 bk H o 5 47 108 25 U)AH ¢ B Ul 5 % B 20 731,
PR RIS 10 . FHFELF B F(2013) BT H SN H R R, HAAH 10 B
KE BN 6 BT H A, AU/ A_FIR L 6 @Ay H IS 6 18 BAK K
I, VBB AT ABEFARRPM 4 ANEH?
IR : R R AR BEFL 1 & AT e SChiRE R 4 M8, FERN TIRFER
FEWTFE 1 B8 SCAGAE P i — B WRE A B #1(2013) BT B R 20 1 B R gt it 2448
b, AR BRI, 10 18 TR B ATt (55 5 WS EAMNA A SRR, 4. “4F
B2 NAEH 8 BOE MM RRIES ,  NZ 25 REACRE 7. X4 Na S5(2010)(F H I EAk A
AT A SRS AT I EAK B A A 3, 1 SRR O B3R 6 Y BFETE
Na %5 (2010)ff A (1) 10 TE M7 1 AT H SR AN R ) A IL# T (Na et al., 2010; W%, &
#i,2013), <1937 B AR A RGNS 6 BN [ IR

TERFTE 1 ST ISt SR IR 5 AT A2 UM R 22 43 AR SR “ Al )7 HAK 3 3K
5o BAREEbR, TREWA D BRI R P, 120715 S I ATEER FUE T SRR BI LN B
BB IS R EAH [ (Huynh et al., 2017), BT “BFEMEWEIH 5 “BIFERMN
N WHF AR EE R ERA SO NS B3RS BAR A RAECI B3ED, 5
TN TARE] AR B S EEINL, HRKIE T IR BTG T SR RSN Y
WRZEAE AR, “IBFERERIN 5 BT ERIZI FERSOE SEEB. NT
fEFEAR B RS, 5 ST, AR B B TR, BRIk
P eI BA TR IR, BV ERRAAT O, RIS E”, BRI ZR I E A B 27



(013)ZAT WL IR 78 (FEAS 1) AR TAWEFCPTER 6 18 HAK 5 B, FATESCH
HH R ER 5y ] B AR 78 T AR IR

53R

A, BEL (2013). EREMERMEBRN TS AT, 7 F @O 74, 21(5), T10-712.

Huynh, A. C., Oakes, H., Shay, G. R., & McGregor, I. (2017). The wisdom in virtue: Pursuit of virtue predicts wise
reasoning about personal conflicts. Psychological Science, 28, 1848-1856.

Na, J., Grossmann, 1., Varnum, M. E. W., Kitayama, S., Gonzalez, R., & Nisbett, R. E. (2010). Cultural differences
are not always reducible to individual differences. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 107,
6192-6197.

B 2: NTHE RN 2, REEEHX DT E AT TANR U, (HHE TR AE B
NI, BEAEF USRS FENOPE 1 R TE o] BRAEAE S R RSN AT 5 25 A
] T4l LE S B S s S B3R iR IXAE, BAKE R B S S BER RN ——
FE W NP AR TR AR, 2B 2 AbA A TR bl SEBR o w10 AR 2 LIPS i
REROEKRIALEEER, EAHE?

ERz: B HERAMEIL! SHEEANHEE %, AMAEERTE3) “ SRBEHRR”,
RS 2 RO LU DL, B SR BIL T 78 5 i 7E ELAR B A 4 B T AR 7 o i
B, BAHEME R (HA) gk R Z A RER MDA : “S5K2H0mE RN (H
AN ML, eeeee 7, EERRIUNERGGAE LK ARER RS EES THAPRK, H
T AR ZN, RIS A a2 I I KA I LA 1 343 73 (Heine et al., 2002).

AT, REPAERY. ARER EA S & TRER, TR “SRBHERN”
iR, (BLE AR B AT 2> A MR R 5 R, —ANTTREMERE . A REfEIAS
AR AR, BB EES ML H BRI SRR R, BERT “ SR
B BN “ S REBFAR N AT Eok 3 T4k L (social comparison, Festinger, 1954),
AR ERRAMRAT ARV . TR E TS I E LR A (XHE, 2011), (HIFARME—ISRE,
IRZ AL N AR AT LUKHE 48 55 75200 S8 BLEAT HIWT 5 PPAl 49 an /e 48 06 T 3 2
H PR E R AT SR T rh “ SRR RN ” 8RN (Heine & Lehman, 2004).

ARG AT PRSI G B TR AT AT B B2 5 Lk AT A 2 bR, 4k e AR TR
(1) “SHBEARN”, X — IR FRIRERE b aT LM CSCARE 1) f R e . 4t — A
SRS RAMEE BT, MR G, MR F P A E SRS, e N H ARG
WHAEELA],  H TR AR P 7 SO FR 3 T AR B R JR (Varnum & Grossmann, 2017; SEREAT 45,
2018); 1M HATT 44 E KRS, KA 2. SRR B3R, &EE 0 A
TR IR IR R B S 5R A (Lu & Gilmour, 2007), AHXT T & AT RE B2 5 5l ki 5t & k.

EEPEN

BOREAL, AN, R, O, RRDE, SKREDET, SAEA. (2018). AN BT AR A S
hZET 5 R ACD IR, 0 PEF 2R, 26, 2068—2080.

X4, (2011). HIREMFF TINS5 RE. L BRI F UL, 19, 427-439

Festinger, L. (1954). A theory of social comparison processes. Human Relations, 7, 117-140.

AFRL

Heine, S. J., Lehman, D. R., Peng, K., & Greenholtz, J. (2002). What’s wrong with cross-cultural comparisons of
subjective Likert scales? The reference—group problem. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 82,
903-918.

Heine, S. J., & Lehman, D. R. (2004). Move the body, change the self: Acculturative effects on the self-concept. In



M. Schaller & C. Crandall (Eds.), Psychological foundations of culture. Mahwah, NJ: Erlbaum.

Lu, L., & Gilmour, R. (2007) Developing a new measure of independent and interdependent views of the self.
Journal of Research in Personality, 41, 249-257.

Varnum, M. E., & Grossmann, . (2017). Cultural Change: The How and the Why. Perspectives on Psychological
Science, 12, 956-972.

B 3: (EHERIE RIS =Bt “FULEAMRZE T A SRR BAK 3 507 5 B AR
N—ANYERE WS, TR PN BRSZAE RS, oL H 3R G A EIRE BAK EIRAC (Singelis,
1994) . HEAEfE S Xt Bt 2 5 3 B it s s B 3RS BAK B A A [R]— 4R
W B S CPA F JE 7 an ] L ?

IRz : A A A i tHiX — s !

BN BIRE AR BRI H 5 B IREM BRI RS, #RA RO 5 S
AR 1 TR AT 4E FE (Markus & Kitayama, 2010; Singelis, 1994), {H7E L85 ] H & &
M RR BT, WHF0E 2K AR BAK B 3R AR 2o B A3 70 TR« BRI 48 40”
YERFNIRASL B 3S HAK B IRAZE TR AR (8 a8 55, 2016; KR %%, 2018). IXFE—Kit
AR EAEL B AT B RS BAR AR 4, B G bR T R R — 4k, “H
FRAEFREC e BAK B3, ISRt o B3, X R T REA IR %, AT
R B AR S B BRE N, 5E0R0E “ BREMTEE FHEE.

JRABATAN A, BT S5 E Z A R B IRBALE FR AL T AL, R 4
—4E, AT HERASHERI, IR, MRUEIEN “ BIREWTER” £
ANEESAS &, TS A SRR S PTMOR E ) B RS R R A “ el B, Eid s
ANAS BN A B REB R AR L) 50 A8 5 . BT LUG SO “AR A 1R — - FE IR 9 o~ 4 iy i
A%, TEHTIRREEN %42 “BHFL 2 5 3 B8 S 7 S B 3RS BAK B FRA AR B0 A

SR,

S 3CR

Etg, Brig, B8, WA (2016). MOZEIR “RET AT, MIKAR “HT O — NHACHIE R A
WS B IREREE A IR R . 2R, 28(6), 119-130.

KR, Z=08FE, XI4F, Haipeng (Allan) Chen. (2020). AMAUH BUPEXHH % & W L& IR 5 mT . AREM 57~
T REV AT RN, 0 AEER, 52(11), 1352-1364.

Markus, H. R., & Kitayama, S. (2010). Cultures and selves: A cycle of mutual constitution. Perspectives on
Psychological Science, 5, 420-430.

Singelis, T. M. (1994). The measurement of independent and interdependent self-construals. Personality & Social
Psychology Bulletin, 20(5), 580-591.

B 4: W70 3 FEAME (BUEE) WA EEHIE S A E. SRS, 4.2 a0
RGN EE, HAREHEE S TUEEENSRE, FEE DU EN L E
I EAREER, RS .

IR : SR F R AT HIX — ! RIS R AR, —2EE AR “ T Mk
AT () A BRIEIZ, 5 0GB FE R B AR T EU R P M AR ERE B, AMATE 2 5 R
— LGB LRI B R B B A S B4 56 (Levine & Edelstein, 2009). — 15 25 5 S 1 B N B £
HEFL )X R (Kunzmann & Glick, 2019), M4 1 hEE 3 U fi K (Campos et al., 1989;
Keltner & Gross, 1999), 1545 7E KMFERE B UM/ MASR IS TS AENEE BEdE 5,



Akt o] AL EAMATE G AR v RS A ) K i dh . £ BARTE AT T, 15455 8 B HEE O R
AR R, ] G T 5T e IR B S U 1 4 1E AH OC (Grossmann,  Gerlach, &
Denissen, 2016), fi 53 — $& B 5t i I AR AR A 2 15 8 2 HE 2 T 0% B0 2 B HE LR 1) Al oK
(Kunzmann & Baltes, 2003; Mickler & Staudinger, 2008). 45 —Lehff 7t 3% B 1% 25 15 2 EiHEp
R R EMBEARNE B €, BanfE IR A B AR RGBS, MR AR K- 5 R EE
PR 2 IEAHOC(Hu et al., 2018), Tf7E S5 AW FUARLRI P K B 5 NBrih RIGEH, B K
IE & G4 A B T3 S MR I 2 4 #E /K P (Grossmann et al., 2019), AAFFRLE R K
W, BIiELB = .17, SE = .02, t = 8.06, p < .001) 5l tkiE 4 (B = .09, SE = .03, t = 2.69, p
=.007)$4) 1E ) FO00 A5 R HE R, AESERPFRE RS E AR SCRIZON A A TR AL 3 HEAS AT bR it
rh RGBS, T2 2 I B SR I R A, S A — e R B AR AN
PR FAPE T 558 FE I — M ads

BT EEE, K8 3BTRS, B SR MM &Kk RITFIR— W IEFRE,
EAMELE— AR — BOC R TPl il S5 30 1R 72 B 2 D) AH 5% (sociometer theory, Leary &
Baumeister, 2000). 4MAER A FRoC R H LA R, HERSERTS RS K —F
155, SAMER B BUBCR B g R ME R, THAR S OB, R R 84 A 06 SR U
AT N 23R A, HERFRIVKEE N BRoC R IR I (TR AR, 20T, 2009), 1M F R HERE AR EE
AL, BEA AR A5 B WU S Rl 2D SR B Tk A Brih S8 1 238 i vk 5 2
B3 2K Z ATE (Grossmann et al., 2012) o 55T 75 H EE 2 47 N FEAAR 00— T 5t R B 1 27K
PR E R IEA S (Chen et al.,, 2021), A5 25 5t & 0 E & nT LLIE W) B0 Br i 5 H )
BIEMEFE(B = .20, SE = .05, t = 4.41, p < .001).
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IRz : U H A AR tHIX — s ! FRATESCR AR /b 78 1 IR B NG DL “ P &)
RN, MR F(L, 193) =.05, p = .825, 4Fkb: F(1,193) = .48, p = .488, &M=
F(1,193) =.01,p=.922, ",

B 6: WEMS. “BHRRM, —Jrm, PR R R e g s A S B, IF
ARG 707, OISR T OGE R R RS, IO AT R A (EA]
BRNGE 10 B A S & M ) B B A . R — 7 TR IR 2 8 AR A A ?
W RAFF R L2
IR : A R AR “BR” FEARH IR R 22l Henrich 55T 2010 A48 H, %30 —2&
RFFRBIEZFEFM T 2008, B4R ZH A E # N ROZ B AL 2E FL R FEAR
)R e AN X A IR U DU LG, AFF 50 A SEBRBIE 78 LA b &0 E 3G R o S
BTG T 2018 SE4E PNAS _EACGRCR MR, ARAE 2014 £ 5 2017 0B A2 AL
HAT psychological science EISZIER S, MUK FEAMKIR K B 77 5, 1 Hix Leajt
FLE I R A3 7R V8 S B IR AR X FEA R PR AR 4771 18 (Rad et al. 2018). LIS & 42, H
HIEAERS “Fr& TR BRI SR 7 3l R RAE 2014 15 2017 411 psychological
science #1H I (Huynh et al., 2017; Grossmann et al., 2014), 3 H A AT R 7E 3¢ & o PR A 55 45 2%
TG T T TS 1 SO SE M ) AT IR, IR R 5T SR A TR AN P | M2 ie &1
FA S & () — N B AL

UEAh, AT 2 0B X < nT E A ) S AN, 5 i 22 O B A AT R AT
HEMN” WERE TIRZHEE. J7iE DRSS SR T T S 14 225K (Greenfield, 2017), FEA
() “ ZREME” [l UL FE AL TR SERE i3 B b By AR AR 1] #TE 22 b 52 216 578 35 B Ak 1)
PLSEAE SRR B, S5A XA TR F, SR E X B2 R TR R — A
W MEPMRBSCYXAETREE A “BHFRWARTE T 128 58 RAFEMSL 53R A
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KARENERINGE W HA TGRS R i E 7
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[B] R B A AR X — st W7 2 Wi S SR RGP 22 S AR LI B SCA
“analysis of covariance (ANCOVA)” (Hayes et al., 2005, p.408). /5 Z 43 #r XAk 1h AL &
W5 2500, Se— P BIR 3T 5 5 Z i AR I —F i ik, X BIX T A4
AR FED T Z 0T (BRI, 2014), BRI Z 0Pl ge B Y. AW
A AL R T B E BV A 3 — B4l &, 58 P R AR S — P i S
F, SRA EECE AN B AL S0 A S PR R R 7 22 01 e T AR EZEHIET 7 25>
M, W CEATEEEE, BT RHIA, 5O G RR N TT E T .

EE BN
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HRA 2 B0 el eBsUs Cam Rt @GR E!
IR AEH U RS SO R SCHYH E | AR o R & X i I A TP St i, 35D
PATFETH SRR . T

REEHEEN: 22BN ZROARKIRT, ARk,
IR : g2 ZON B SRR i 1 € |

FREATEEN: AL LRIFFAES, TESE R, EUCCRELEMI LN IES:
[B1 /7 = JA = 2 12 5ORR ) B % 55 T8 L, 75 B BRAT D 17 S 8 S B B itk — 5 T {53 A
SCHRARSAZ B AR AR PR IE

BT SCE R R bR SO 5] 5
BN AR E BN 5 5.

B0 2: pgEH PR R T S H B “Solomon is weird" ANEIE, EIE .
Solomon IR A TG 7 A 11, o gk s B Bl th A
BIRZ: B fm AL oesCE H ) “RFERIFTE T (Solomon is weird) 2 LI .

B 3: BUCREMBRRRIRAEA, HEUTE T REAREA: BRI N R AR, A%
AR N RAF A KD . “WEIRD ) BRI R R, ERHAREM T REd,
U SR N AZRE LB K2 I SN BIRE B 3, SR A SISO 5 -

IR : [T e RE NG L BRATTRE A 25 S0 P S BEAS 1 3 AR AR 5 78 73 25 L BAPE 7 K
SFANERREART “PI7 N7y “PEIT Bl 8 4. AR EL 91 I “WEIRD” B SCHRIN ,  HiBL



WEIRD —ial, {HAESCHE T ffRe, BIE & “PE 5 i (Western). 323 #( & 1) (Educated). Tl
tEI¥)(Industrialized). ‘& A ¥(Rich) & K3 f(Democratic)” H.N 5 iR g F RIS S, 22—
BT T, IXPERERELEEH — IR I 1 “WEIRD™ £ 3C P (KR & 3, SRS k0t 93 Jt
SO B



