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H B BAREBFTAZTTTOFL, Bd THABFHRATE, EFBMGARLREEE. EFL2FERELE
KIEBAL G H Y0 (e R A2 B RETF), A BALGBRRY MR (AR A FARTRT )RS,
FHRMBE TAFHEE ., TR, BEBSELNfok TR TR AFRBEN LY AP, FLI
Witk A . KEQ RN, WG LITITR R T RFERT U BA G R0, KRR A BA
HBAME B ARG —RE, FFRELLEHZONETLERAF X, BEBRMLYRALERAYANE, §
ABAL G BB, SR AL S A T ) ARk ey B A .

KEIR  BAL, HICRAN, BAEFEEA, EFNEEL, L EAE

HES  B849:CIl

1 315 . I A W R R, TR
il LY H A , $E AR BEAY B 22 T )
B (Secrecy) MK S 2 iz DU AR, BRI BRI E

SRS, L o S TR R BT S B
B R T LR L ey o AR RS
#2255 05 -F5 0 (Max Weber, 1978)fildg SR 2 SRR RO & XM £
fi-F U/ (Georg Simmel, 1006), HABMBEIRRE
T BB AT BT R T o T O TR 1 A0 B2 ' Mmd&ggwa%%+ T
WA T 19 ta Fpukm.ompyra, [, o S50 B EI R R
e\ g e e p < %A XA AM{E B . Larson Fl Chastain
I RO PR 2 58— BT I 26 O U5 4 1Y HE AP REL 3T, ok R e e
N b it g (LOQO)ZE Y T — RT3 Ay 2 - 5 1 b A B
PiH Rl A O A2 T a3t i A #4 4 Br e A1 i . .
oS WA EAE G A A X R R
PR R TE RIS, WHEhsE TS e 1 R e e s .
e [N X FEAE AR BT LUK AL [X 53 AR T4 (Keeping a
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) e s B fIAIH, Slepian % A (2017) & B T 78 NFRacHEZ
BRI 5 T BR AR A 2 SLEIE NN oy s
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DI A B R A A\ B 24 R A FRAH DG
SefE R
2.2 RV EFNRY
221 BHREHMEEX

5. Larson il Chastain (1990)3t: w4 T F
T I I 16 17 2 5 (Sel f-concealment scale, SCS), %
wRLEE 10 MWH, 4530 A = ()
KT XA NAF BB 005 1) (i an, “ AR 2
THOCKFHREIN"), QXTHCMA AR
iy R 25 B AR, AR B 5 A S
(N, X H A A AR, TRMCEEA
R A A7) (XA FF B O RR S5 1 AR (i 4,
CHRIRE P AAT o IR E AL, AT
SRFLERIR”) . %R Cronbach alpha REH
a =0.83 (N = 306).
222 —RWEiEE

WAL, B BIEFE R O B T AL A By W] Fh 2]
BEST AR R, g s T o6 TR N2
e — A4 R %% (Common secrets questionnaire,
CSQ; Slepian et al., 2017) ., Slepian % A (2017):# i
] 2000 4% Bl i F Ak — 3 DL A 5V B, 3 R A A7
TEA KRR, R XS B B RL IR T 28,
FEXT o ST TR AMETT, 455 38 M
HIFR S . R IR AIEHE . ERAN . WFE. fi
i, AR, MR, QMG . vk, XTERIENE
HOBPUNAEL D B ERRR . T, E
sEPUEA. W55, F% (B aTs AR TA/E. B0
E M ALE S SN B iR S R S
223 EIMEANIEEZTEREBEN

Farber (2003)4 i 1 Hik % Al LA 5 AW 5 114
ZAER . — R AT R 2R R
BB 24 T I ARIE Y, R AR

JE TR AL R A A TSI R PO LB B BT 2R N

TRAEKRZHOC TR MBI T, Bl sa g
SRVEAHHLE H AL 1 N2

SNt T w s W CIL v Bl N I E N
A2, RE L — B R RAE WTE 51,
5| 8IS B A C B ZE B 19 ik 2 (Pennebaker,
1989), HAKi Ny, AEARIERE 21 J5 ik g 2ok
HTAXUBAETTNE, Wi &2
BT A4 N ER w4, RiLE
R Z B BE R AZ . ] LB R B S
ARV, BRI A T AR T,

N2 AR IRBCR S VEA e i

SR, A 5T A R g 2 i 23 N 2
AR BIRE LIRS M XN, Fik Slepian %A
(2016) i FH T 524X [ (Manipulation  correspondence)
FA) 5 SR G I [T 42 ) 2% 55 S5 3 2 SR i I
HVCECARE . BIAR EiAE, & ikl mfe
A S HERARN . F552 KT (preoccupying) A
% 8y, AN K 5 1 (non-preoccupying) H B 25, SR 44
B R 7R W Sy DG B AN 6 1 B i 2% 7 4] 1 L v
—F, BN, RBATIE A (EHEHFZL Y
T2 ) H2 b 3] 5 — A 12 BE R DGR R B s 4], X 2%
FEOLEE A C R SR A C e
Ho [FAE, ARFATEHER B (2 KOG A Fib
B NE 55— S R AR R R B, Pk Sk E
BN E, XA LA AT TS B O R B R SE AN
KHIBCHTRHE,

Slepian, Halevy 45 A (2019)4&H T —FhHr Y
W23 T ik B AL 23 B 30 P b B (R
FEERRR) Z o FERRR AR T, BRI
—WHEREHNAGE, XEEEEMANFER
RO BRI . AR R, S
BRYAME — 1 X IR, X EfF BUR B RIR A 21 Bk
A, IF H AR A RIS i B s (E B, ol R
BHMARE . WAMREAIERPILE T 4 3 5
AIRTA NE R A]F
224 INgE

HAro A i h A RaERNIER, WE
XF JECRR I 5 B RN, TR A ) TR R R, 6
T NSRRI Y 19 T B I R T 380 A A 3 S 1) P
25, I NN AL 2 0 AN [R] P 25 o ] fiE 52 o) 2 e Bl
FEAINNE R

XA BN R B R, 34 38 i 4 5 i
SRS A SRR I N A 5 AZ, L I e i
A P AR B0 (33 A 458 A A 199 2 B 1 P 2 %
B AR OB SR, 2T AR R A
RIBMAR, X AT AE RS TR M B 5T 1E R AR
THOHE R R A

3 BWREITI

McDonald % A (2020) B 58 FR 4 T =3
WMshHl. B, R0 H M ER AL
Aryrt 23 Ml (Leary et al., 1995), AfiTA]REFH.C)
A T AT R (BRI %) 5 AN 2 Wl 5% 75 24 16 B 4y
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A, HmHEEA S AR R, T2
AT AT 8 23 0k S X RN AT N 201 T Ak N, A
114G 5 s sk G IR 48 0] BE RS /R F O )& T A 32 0l
(AT S BEA 917 4 (Berger & Heath, 2008) .

FLvk, 6 U JE i FE D AT BE 23 AR Al A AT
B VAR T B S — A B AL 2 S PL(Baumeister
& Leary, 1995), 5t 15 Ja % 14 75 B A 154 1A 3k f
J¥(DeWall et al., 2011), AfiT38 % 2R SF TR
R B ST H A AT, b —AN R AT
Al T MR B B 1T R S5 A2 BN HE R, I W5 i
R AR AT . R, BREE 1 1 A RRE  HE
J¥, HUEAT RERRAE A O S

THA, HE RS R 1 B A 2 AR OB 1
FEAE L MR A A A W EL . Rz EAT
oL 1B S5 S D s U R (=R U S RN A e
SR %K (Levine & Cohen, 2018), [H it
ARAG T B 2 1 3 P 3l A i o 2

4 @RI ANBE

41 FERAIRRSIG
411 #HKFRP

AT AT & gt A NGB 78 i 57 9F T fig
RS BRI E R, BRI AT £33k
Mg X L TS B, AT 3RE St A\ ) 5 TR T4 (Dinev
et al., 2009). Bk 2 AT LASE i 920 5 By 1k 5 4
ok B A BT B L A AN T TS 4 T R E A
A9 I fiE (Larson & Chastain, 1990), JEHAA AT
e A C 1AL 2T 4 UL K FiAh A1) 56 & (Afifi
& Guerrero, 2000), R A C %32t & X 4§
(Lane & Wegner, 1995),

412 #x%e

FHBIS I S — PP AR AIE 4138 % 2 I 5K W . Bouman
(2003) 4 1 AL E S 22 AT A RIS, BAEDIRE
AR TR PR, SRR I T B A R R
FEME, ARG InAT HLAAR X PR A2 gl ol 17 S 35 1 HE I
P 77 A, DA T U 2D A R A 2 R R Y KR
(MacDonald & Leary, 2005),

B T X Se e A PRt SR LR 4P T, R
A R B, 78 3C 1 Z 400 Y SR A B
AT LA PR Sk A 08 S i 388 A~ A9 e 51 1 (Wegner et
al., 1994).,

413 FHRIRS
4t 4315 & (prosocial lies)s 4 36 & 19 (%,

JE DR A 28 R TR A S A T (At 52 2 (9 B
O LA an B 1k b R 27 473 5 il it (DePaulo
etal., 1996), oi7EZ ¥ 45 Bifil A (Erat & Gneezy,
2012), MhAh, SEFLSSTEE M ULTEE A IR A 55,
Levine fI Schweitzer (2014)WF5% kK, ViRt 4
e BB N UL BRI N AT, H ]
PISE 548
414 RIPHIVMEERES

FRABAT R AT LRI AT R e R & R B
HEENENGFEE, H4 ok e S P AR R
#(Greveet al., 2010), i, XAk H1TR ) RS
SR SR AU S, XA R TS B BUR
oAb RARAS AN T3 4 0 F 19 L5 s ZE L 3
(Vermeir & Margécsy, 2012),
415 HEEITAAS LR SHATIARE

FECRD 148 T LA S SR A B 103 1) B 3 R
TE PR BRI AN B 2Z 6] R v SRR, 44 m 20 21
R 53X B B 473 1 TA R) JEK (Costa & Grey, 2014),
Courpasson I Younes (2018)ifi it £ 14 5. 2y (1 75 =X
A B R ) B A R R AR . AT R B [ —
BB AT R 27 AR SRR B SG, TR ORI
BET — A EER I /NERIIE BT, I & R Al
SEEFL R, I A R — b Ak T AR
A BYIEGE, R RAS W] LA e A A A AR
BER IS, MH/NEURTE T AR B F 2, AT
DLRUR b BRSO, PR b R AT 9 Sl R T
P %5 (Costas & Grey, 2016).
416 REEMAMBLERCEM

b 2% b AT — I3 Bl 0T fE 5 A0 T 1 A A
FEIEMC R, Hdn, 7 k8 B astf, A
WHAHAKRB TR, %A ERAHL R
“HEVET B AW B, X e R IE T & B O
RAFTE R H F AL, I 3k k4 2T AE I 23R
(Criscuolo et al., 2014), X F 47 R AL AT LA A~
ANBBIEE Sy, Wik — P T H LU )7, Garud
5N (2011) 5L 7E 3M A F] AR B — 4L
4.2 FEFRITERSZE
421 WMESLERE

R JIT R 1) A b 2 1 S SRR 0 B 0 fiE
JE, KA A5 A X A R F 5 A OO 11—
G o R o B AR DA Ao AR 4 7 A AR TR
B0, A FL B (75 4 B 5y 23 %0 0K K i
A .3 1Y 40 B (Quinn & Chaudoir, 2009) . jx 46
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70 TR M) LA R I S N AR I — R 9 T AR A
PFD B S SR, XA AR . Hik(Lane
& Wegner, 1995), = A= AR 1.0 BEAE IR (Larson &
Chastain, 1990), 1] it 5 E & (K FAE #1575 (Lane
& Wegner, 1995; Pennebaker, 1989), & 354
£ fiE 1 32 500 1 AL A Az 95 XU (Stowell et al.,
2012), X FHVAEREARBITE LI, /D AEERS L
SR AT 000 BEAT 2R, AT XAt AT 0 B
{e B 3 B (Frijns & Finkenauer, 2009), 734k,
TRk IR, JRe 2 5 AR B R IT R
Y F M K (Friedlander et al., 2012), A A 1)
HENR A AT AR ARG RMES F R AOE R,
Ao A TR B 2R TS A B N A 9 A7 1) O
% (Oexleet al., 2020).,
422 TAIBREANE 5 RE

Slepian 55 A (2012)i@ i3 S5 UE ], FERL 23 A
AT 24 0 179 Ah 5% 17 52 T oA 0 0B, D 67 %
B, Slepian %5 A (2015) SR Bk A 25 1 1 2L 7%
FEAF B S X OB Y DG TE AR B, 19 5 RN SRR
RS2 BN PR AR . KL, EURR IR 23 T 3L
W57 IR, A TR A 2 B RN AE R,
AR A BRI 5 BT, FEOR 8 Ao e ke ST
A5 PTE ARG SIS, RN N T 9% 55 1
A1 (Slepian, Halevy, et al., 2019),
423 MEZEERX

EEETT IR, B A SRR BRI
AT SR REIR FIZE DT, B 5T 3 F 4R R R X
e g6 %o = W 5% 45 S (Subject well-being, SWB)FY 171

0 (Larson & Chastain, 1990; Wismeijer, 2011),,

AL A AN A S AT R, SECT IER A
NBRJE A, #ln A BRC R M2 (e.g., Frijns &
Finkenauer, 2009; Larson & Chastain, 1990), i F
o 25X Ml A, O R R BRI SR By
B, A E AR e S R B R IR, fRIBS I
TN I B A5 1728 75 18R R 7 (Rimé, 2009) .
424 HMFEEFHATIEE

Critcher F1 Ferguson (2014) 58 & 1, 4 A
TR 5 Bk By 2 E, 2 Bl H IR E 15 AE
B3 AE, LA B R M ) B8 (intel lectual
acuity) . A Br# 3 (interpersonal restraint) . £ fig
(physical stamina)Fl4117 2 fitt (executive function).
AT AE B Z rPof S5 ol B 3 i WA R B 5,
AT E BB AE S, 2205 WS B LB IR

e, Hk, iRk X S A AT AR EE, Bt
DB A CHRR, FRELH, WRACE
Fe 6 1 15 R A2 LS B0 A 3R Y BE ) 1y B AE
(Critcher & Ferguson, 2014),
425 BHES

WFFERM, R T RAAT, BHESKIE
B, AT N B & SR, thin bl B 3R A&
175 3ok TR F-fi (Bastian et al., 2011), Ak 2 fdi
N B ok B FRARST, JUHUE Y X AR
W AN v AT Sy BRI N 5 A AT O
(Slepian & Bastian, 2017),

5 FEELAVHRS A AR AR

5.1 FhEBinGIEE

Pennebaker (1989) i)k 2 4111 il 45 %4 (Inhibition
Model of Secrecy )t i Ak ) T B 5% Wil 1) ik 726 ) 2k
T s 0 T A B R ) A5 2 1 ol R T 3 Y
ARG o BT A — A AR W A T A T
PN H AR & AR BAT S (Wetzer, 2007), 4
SRAM X { ARG, T RE S A — R AR IR
Mo BALRHE— B, MG LT R IBE
T4 R BE A T RE R o AR B HL g K
P o FECRE B4 e R T i 7 b A ) X o 22 Y
A SR, MR A A e — R R A R 7,
Hefag A AE R aHE, LRI
S 1Ml EFF & (Christensen & Smith, 1993), By
B 71 T FE(Rimé, 2009), Hi Tk 5 3 i #l e B
8 R B M T, R 0 A AR A B
SRR, {H Pennebaker (1989): 1 A i 4il 13 ]
JE B 22 AN T IS (R B YT HL ] (Wismeijer, 2011),
52 WEEFER

Wegner 25 A (1994) % B8 T J Ak A4 79 Bh il S0 5
R, BMNEEGER™AT —FARZMHOHRE,
T, WAL e B, WL ORI % i
R I T i O/ A1 NN N o B R
TEIEE, BAXTRESENMENE L. XM
Al 7] 25 - e o 77 A T — Fbox Al 2 A SR aE
Ho FEXFIGEILT, M RFMAREE R ER S AL =
L FEIEEERE |, Lane F11 Wegner (1995)4% H T #
2% 13 B (Preoccupation Model of Secrecy), %
R TR o T G A R R 1) R B AR o TR R, SR
Lane 1 Wegner (1995)1 I &0 5T 0 20 (L k4l 7E
— Bk uE LR (1 RE X AN, AR E BRI dR
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H O 7ERE B A X AR REO LRI T —
AT IERLE R . AR R H & 5 28R
1417 S8 SR 5% 1) 12 A Mk SE 4 (intrusive thinking)
R, 13X 5 H R B Em ], I RCE G
IR, 3R IR B0 RS 2 ) TR 38 14 & 1 (obsessive
preoccupation), %Al S BORK MBI, B anxt
5B B TR
53 FEELEER

VA A fifp R A TR e 5 b A1 R R A
ABRE i, 20T gk kA w22 A Z MY
oL, BIanAL T BUEE A C A% N4 . Brosschot
1 Thayer (2004)#& H A9 Bk 2% £5 22 1 T 2 A 7Y
(Perseverative Thinking Model of Secrecy)th #c fi#
B AMEOL . AL, Rtk B YE (LT X
b5 14 F2 2 )3 5 A W 2 T T D R R T TR A A
HER, FEARK AT AT
% (fight and fly)" FRZS . RIRFLLE B AE T e 24
LG N 2%, AT — o 0 B, k2 il
RETHE R, FEX AR, R 2 A O H
PR . HUt, Frsetk B nT R H R
A F AR S I TR AR BURLO B 1 e oA K
S0 AR RO, B 18 PR BORTIR ST R S 1
(Brosschot & Thayer, 1998), X — BHiEHRI 1 b 75
fFRE T R I S UG 0 BIDIR S 518 M B0 =22 0] 19
KA,
54 FHILHIFL AT R

Larson 45 A (2015) % [ F Bt (1 75 73 B & 30
R KT 1 R BRI S B2 3 30— A D RE R R 1) 1
25T SR (N, R IR A A AT IE
DO R TEE), XL Z WA E R, HE
B A ESLER  BAR A 1 2 3 4w B A G SRk S
FU0 000 90 A S ) 22 5 v B R

Larson % A (2015) %} i 24 5 k7™ Az 174 J IR s
TTTHRR, AREAGIFABEUR, M, “UiBRE
NUBHBRIBA 2 FEEHE A (p. 190)” (Kennedy-
Moore & Watson, 2001), Larson % A (2015)A A 7=
AR TSN R 1417 &4 R T SR g %) G S i JR A T e R
T TR I R B U 2% 2 IR R B Bl AL i o8
55 HEZIXEiP

L mE P52 P8 (Shared Reality Theory)iZ il T
MG ERTEFHAEWP R —RXEZ3NL
TR R NS BR, Z2NASIL, HRH 2
AT AU UL A, IF T AR R B

(Echterhoff et al., 2009). Liu I Slepian (2018) )\ 3t
SEISE IR Y 5 R S AILFTIA I Bl LK i R R 1Y
IEES AN %R VS RO K DN RV EU RS (IWNIDNIS
RIE/D, JF 5 B LR ATl A X 2% A4 0 A5
MFEL, HARERSNPLAAM P, it A4
P14 B 2 it BRE 7 LR T AR S
56 XNEBEUNERSE

H i 5C T R 5 SR i) figp B AU 4R P 7E TR AR
RMERE ., XRRN . —Jrm, MEET TR
X — E AR E T, TR Y 3R G R AR B G b 2 7 A
SHLIE] = A T g, A AR I RE 2R 18 1) 15 24
Ve N R IVR S b 1 < S o €= TN A A B 0
A BRSSO, AR AE R Y TR
2 A A N R X B Y O T, PR OB MR
oo MG AN T2 Feh e, Ak
RN, MESTEEZME NN, KL
TR R AT B B, S BRI Y A B0,
R A 18 O BB R A R . ZE DL IERE B, S
o I S B 1 ¢ R S AL AT S AL IE— A i
T BTS2 0 1 R ERL, OB S AR B B AR Y
CEERRER, DRI B O E R AR T AR

FEC J 2R 100 Ml PR AR A 52 1) 7 [m] P 30 = 3 1 0
22 GE 7 n) FITHTV BIS B 52 M, 2% 3R 120
ARG 55 T SR R B T2 28, AR L
Tl (8 4R 2R Ao, A R 45 A 10 BERLAE R 7 A BIL )
PR B XF H AT R OB Y T B e 7 A AL
il o XTI, AR TR N Sl i w5
WAIR, BT S AT — R A2 AT
I AESZ BT 24 BB TR ) T 5T A e, %
R 14 it T A ARy B T T AR 2R, e X 1
TR 5 SRR 43 A AR

6 FELHLAY R X

6.1 MEMZ

5T 2 W, w55 Bk % (confiding) il L i 4% j#
R TS SR, IR Bl AR [ £k R R A 2% 1 N
%5 (Pennebaker, 1989), nFEA TR 1 AR D
MT I EGIEER, W T LMl £ J7, M
MG 5R B O R . 58 CRIB IR T RER B T
— AN X R R T 5 SOOF AR B IR A A
B A 0 O AT R 2 SR AR Y I 1 5 32 45 (Slepian
& Moulton-Tetlock, 2019), K HIHFFE R & BX,
WIBEE N ARNZH s QMh T2, W
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£ T AR AR BE (Greenberg et al., 1996),

WAL,k #EAL R AR 25 TR O R AL S
X % (Pennebaker et al., 2001), nF& %5 A] RE L3 7E
NBR2EZ 7 B 1R 4555 % 1% (BelIman, 1984) . 1)
5 Bellman (1984)AF5Y, - Fib %5 Wi ke 1Y) 35 %5
JEGTE AT o] HAh S 700 B 3 8 Wt A TR B, IR,
I A 2 %o ST AL A A T R
6.2 EEIEMS

W5 R, M — Ak M i AF 55 n] LA B
A=A A B g0 B b, SRR SE A B A
A% O HEf7 4H (Leung et al., 2012), JEAB 5 EHA
T B B P IR, A — Bl BN B 1A 1
W AT Boo g e, i A 1 P ) 5 Bk
HEME I 2% AR R H B R E—iE(Leung et al.,
2012), Goncalo % A (2015) & 381 3 M sz br - 451k
NERE A, WX A A i r R R 5 ok sk
SRS O BRI B AR R P, BRI, R A T T B
BT A —F R, BASHE
FEM R 1M T RE S B R B AL . I B YA S i
YRR ZE R A A AT T2 MR R, A2
Fr— AU, A0 I A Y 25 TR £ R R A
3 (Goncalo et al., 2015),
6.3 ZFEIRCMBEREIR

H & R S5 18 it ic K B AR 6, B4
JC/KF BV B AR ABRIE H S RZEE T, TE4sic
TR 55 S A L B i 22 [V 47 4 1E A G (Bekker
& Croon, 2010), FE LI ZR1E 28 i A B T ki s
FEIIE AR, T R =2 Rk . Wismeijer 25 A
(2014) A 55 38 K R, 1 &5 Amic AKSF A kR
SRR p A ) A OG, X R, A ST
HE A C MR AR i A S oK,
B A ol /L RS 11 T 1]

7 BEMRE

71 R

AN AP EELE =P R,
LB AT 2 SR TSR M A7 A T AT B A T
R, Tl A A B AR R A T UG B R S b
o S HEAT JEORS BF 5 0 IR £ 2 (e,
Simmel, 1906; Weber, 1978), MEE{AFIZH L4k [H]
WU [F] — R 2 &, % BB 1) 4% ) D e
B RGBT I A EETF B, [ A X445 T A
B0 19 22 A SRR B, S8 R I BE R T .

Ja ATt E— 20 26 T3 B4 NGB 1Y O FRANAT
bR, QT B ) b ok Uy 2 RS 19 BH BT 4
(e.g., Pennebaker, 1989; Larson & Christin, 1990),
XATEOHLS RS DI,

WEFEFATTAENE 5 v B i 58 A T 0B 114 671 1T 52
Wal, Ak 22 A FE TR 2R AR 7 A 0] o A S5tk 1) Y
mE LA B B AL (e.g., Pennebaker, 1989; Larson
& Christin, 1990; Brosschot & Thayer, 2004; Liu &
Slepian, 2018), FF4& 1 T K X i3 £ 5 B 5% 1 1)
7 (e.g., Slepian & Moulton-Tetlock, 2019; Goncalo
et al., 2015; Wismeijer et al., 2014), {HiX LERF5T 1)}
RARTE G — H ARG R, T i o8 B
FANTFHRR
7.2 KRERMRRE
721 EREREMAES

BT, WA e SR e sz —,
FEE TR TR X — M & 1 5 SCARL - 38 K fih B
SEAZ L B9 AY o S SN AN B 1T 5 A R 4 A
J9¥A —>Fb % (e.g., Bouman, 2003; Slepian et al.,
2017), E, KTE SCPREMNS, AU E
it F W) 08 A T N R A R RN
(Slepian et al., 2017), {HIGHfth 2% fifad 2 BUE
58, MAEA [F) 2235 B WF 58 b A 35 o 2 & A AN [A) 1Y
(Thomas & Jewell, 2019), .k, DIA:HfF 5 /b
T X AL I S AR AL B R ST, G4
BB ZUER . H2aNELLETEERE . X1
AR AR A OB FIRT R R R, H5. &E,
RS AN . UUER . M E ST R RS
Ab(BRi 4, FETE, 2019), iXEEAT o HEIR] A HS
SR T B IR ARG RS AE L, B AT AT AR A
MR, (HA I O R R A B, KRR 2
PO 5 XL I Z I SE R . M2, R
FE ATy B — 2L B R
722 REBMEBAENBRNGE

BT 3 B B ALl HE PR BT, X
BXETHRE, BR Farber (2003)42 M T A% A] LU
BEWEFE I = A TR R, (EBURR B 5 AT BIE 5 5 ¥R AT)
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Abstract: Secrecy is quite common in daily life. However, the non-public nature of secrecy remains a large
obstacle to the development of secrecy research. The exiting literature mainly centered on the negative
effects of secrecy such as the sense of burden and self-punishment, while the positive impacts of secrecy
(e.g., social protection and prosocial lies) lack attention. Scholars have proposed several frameworks such as
inhibition model of secrecy, preoccupation model of secrecy, perseverative thinking model and shared
reality theory that can be used to explain the mechanism of secrecy’s negative effects. Furthermore, the
present research findings demonstrated that individuals can mitigate the negative influence of secrecy by
means of confiding secrets, exerting creativity, training emotional markers and self-awareness. Having
recognized the critical role of secrecy, future research can be improved with a more accurate and consistent
conceptualization as well as a precise measurement and manipulation. In addition, the empirical research
could be intensified by focusing more on the positive impacts and the mechanism of secrecy and enhancing
its application in different fields.

Key words: secrecy, recall manipulation, preoccupation model of secrecy, shared reality theory, confiding

secrets





