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k! F £ R’

(P EREHARE AP, JEET 100038)
CAbRT RO G B2, A7 AL BRI T E A S0 %, JbE 100871)

W E REAADFINLTERRGY—HIFRAfEiE, CHRARLIA, REEN—FELHGEE
P, SEAREG A E R TAE AT S AR v, XA R R A T AR AL T AR IA KR L B AL AR AL Z A
ABEBEATIA . HAT: “B XTI e LR L AR A H S AL ek e £ AR LT AL . R RAT
REZE—FREREGCEEN, P RED ARG EELR LM, X REES G2,
KW B, RRER, RTE, AW, RLHEBAN, FREE

SES  B84s

R T, WA, " —— (B GEEZE ). R AW R R
W RRTBAMEML, » W W RARECET R ARG RIER S,
FR B2 5, ez, A2
1 3% BSR4 R 9 R O e (o
o modostys humilioy e et M B 2017 BRI T UL,
I R A R, dc (PR AR AHOR Oy S R
Bkm ) RIS T TRk oo SUREL IR AR SO
P B S Uy by TSR, JUROCMRA R WA B
B LB, FE R, e o LRI, R0 RCR AR
Wt T, g O 2013 I (R% ) b L L,
W R HE R A, 2014y, HeEb Ry TSRO, BRI (e ARt
TR AR IR, Rty 4 O VIS () SRR
B H. AR R b, S BRI, e
(532 ) i WA T, A, 5. AL e e
N I VANVING YN Yo g (The Virtues of Ignorance) WL G, A XHiEE
Eziﬁzzggiﬁﬁ ﬁﬂsgﬁi’fﬁ;ﬁﬁ; VBRI b SR 772 U O RS AT,
LR 5 b B e gy IS BT, LI G120
RBH . S AR T, Gt ﬁiﬁ%%ﬁm a &*:Ei‘r(eg“enmsmﬁ i
e e\ e . ¢ H2 Tt (self-enhancement) Fl H 75 (narcissism) 55 i3
BRSSO B [ FOC 1 (excessive self-preoccupation) (i) 7] £%,
T2 T I — T LR b, 250

W H 91t 2021-06-24 IR T A AYERF B2 ARECGE AR I 1
*ER HAREREETUE W H S 32171050), Kol WL TEEAEIT R A D Ok L2 g
AR RESEE § 0 H W RONH OREHEIES g gaey 5 it ok @ 3 42 TH A 2520441

61690205), HZK HRF I LT H (W HAMAES . . L A e . .
31771205; AR Y B OB AR S 538 A 7™ A 48 (Colvin & Griffo,

WAEVEH: R, E-mail: wuyh@pku.edu.cn 2008), HIFFE# W H G xR | USSR
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MR BT AT ST o FRAR O 3 2 5 22 RO [R] SCAkAR
G 2 A B TR AR SR 6 A
PR, DL Sk BESE Y 24 P A L
(character strength; Peterson & Seligman, 2004), it
REAE Jy Horh — b B RS L, AU BY T
R4 T 3 4 B (Zheng & Wu, 2020), i HLBE % 5 B
AN AR 13 g oF XU 1 R HE (Peterson & Seligman,
2004). 3T 20 4k, O HRAEAN RV BRI 58 UL 1Y 27 35 %
RS 254 . R . S R M REHEAT T
WA, WS T EEAIERE, RZ TR W
7N, BHERE XA R OE #5 1A iR B 3k (Chancellor &
Lyubomirsky, 2013; Tangney, 2000) , ¥4 # K 4 A Fr
J: & (Van Tongeren et al., 2019) . H1BAPME R4 5
o K (Cojuharenco & Karelaia, 2020; Porter &
Schumann, 2018)% 7 ¥ BA EEAEH .

FEBLSAE TG, R Tk 1 45 B L2 2
AR AL SIFAGR BT LA
AR e AL R, DR O TR 9 32 5 E AR AR RN,
AT ARG F, AHREIFASEALF . A
WRLAT A — R A L A PR A BN
AW B, b EGHAE AR 5T AR Ok B R
NPT (Cai et al., 2012), fE—LEIEEE P, FE5I02
SR TE e A A FRSK A AR 2 U, TR A p
R B2 B 5T B o TR 9 N 2 B S S L
HEfh . 5. AEAIEEZ A A (Shimai et al,
2006).

Rt ae il ? WA EE? B
M)A O B 5 A7 S 2 % B 3R [ Y (1 2 5L A LA
TR B, AT AMTRGEEAMIA
UM 2 e (0 A 50 B AR AL, o AR TRA
T RETRE (0 BAr B S 3R BE RS 7 O, 2T
EAt oAb TR AN, A L 30 5 oh sk S0l 532
fill, XPCHO BT A T IR 2, RS
S e HE 1 A 5 SCAR B, 7T USSR = 1T ol S0 Ak
F AR AL B e P B0 B2 ARG . S8 T, A
LA BRI 23 SCA B ff BE, 520 BT e
XFANAD B S AT R RS2 L, OB R ROk A AT
FIT T

2 HREE RIS R AN HRAE

T 3 B 4 ORISR B B HeRE .
Bt A AORE BT B9 — B AR JH B 8 (under-
presentation; Cialdini & de Nicholas, 1989), #ft ki A~

AN & — F B 42 4 P4 38 W% (impression  management
strategy; Cialdini & de Nicholas, 1989)8kf+ 235 #:
RIALS U (Gao & Ting-Toomey, 1998), i H.J&
— P ) A K4 i (Ashton & Lee, 2007; Costa
& McCrea, 1992), J& A& 45 F B B BLLH R4
BN, Hem &R A AR b AM B F 1T
4EJF (Costa & McCrea, 1992), M4k, 7<4EREE AN
e Al ( [ Honesty-Humility, Emotionality,
Extraversion, Agreeableness, Conscientiousness FlI
Openness to Experience, fij# HEXACO) AWK T
TRANEBIRIE) 5 AT, 08w -
(Honesty-Humility) /E iy — /> it 37 (1 4 B (Ashton
& Lee, 2007), X4 6L & H il (sincerity) . 242
(fairness) . AN 7% 4% (greed-avoidance) Hl it
(modesty) P44~ J2 T (facet), #{iEHEZANEZRM
NFERAEAE, T H R S B A B T
TERETOMMENE . A, ST L B = A
M CRLIE R MO A, D3R A4 A 3 SO R A 28N
& 2 5 (Ashton & Lee, 2007; Lee & Ashton,
2004), Y S HE 2 v ) TR 43 B 3R B A T
A& B9 3 B 4T M (Afghani & Vernon, 2016), 7E1%
N RS ECE m N, B SRR A~ R, B
A MK B P o0 (low  self-focuses) Fl A H &
(unassuming) 47 A i [7] (Ashton & Lee, 2007), A
X AR AR ST R 7K ST, e T R R A A T
A5 06e S . BBk R IR SR G R E Ik
(moderate self-views), TEAFRIEF A B 1Y
P AR AU (sense of entitlement), FLin, —4~
EANBEATRER AR Z G BRAEAC
P AR AR R e L A ST, A
BT ACH B TR I8 X R 3 A R A, X
A AR BB IR BT B B A AR 1R
s B8 H s, (BT AN X LB RRE
BURAE B O SN — S EE N2 A i AT £
PRRA R . LR T B2 TR A AE AR AT
FEA U R R B8 AN B IR b SR 4 i Jr 3 L
4588 H (Morris et al., 2005).

MEFE TS, OB R & LU RHIE: (1)iE
By AR GE, T8 RXT B B 0 R ) R T A5 T 1H
FLA R D RRE BE P ()% B 3P0 A
RoRA s, AR PR R AU, B E A
JRFE A NN B, Gy AR, AHZH
T M) o IX SERRAE R 35 T R N FE BRI
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(intrapersonal features) Fil A B 4 i (interpersonal
features)o K PIAERRNEGLAE G B2 1 AR08, A
PREREALFEAL A T oL . M AFR A 54T
R . FESEBRBEEE T, BTN A RRIEAR
SR TR AN £, PR R TT 5% 0 B 2 S R 1N
PRAFAE . FRHZRATSMALETRT, WBR R
T2 MR I N PRAEAE A R)Z W ARHE . Kt
TR E A e O — B BRI, B ERE
IR HE R 0 O, BESB IR BT A M AL Fn
BT, XA AR R B B A5t O 457 T 801 (Oweens
et al., 2013), Woodcock (2008)iA Jy it i 214 iy
Tt S A 9 2 BT 8 B Y — o A S
] o e 00 1o 3 ok B 1 %) R A T 9 N ke
BB o 3 TR 5 AR AR A AT B i
BERE LL, TR A4 OG0 At A SRR AZ A L
1 45 A R E A BE (2009) A O T B St — < L 2 72
N, & AEX A CIEm b XA
X NS B, R REBANE 18 A O AL
15 A T A P 2 B A )

3 “HWBH, REZHEERA

31 HEXBHEAREZMm

HERE A R FARE M . HEd b EAT B 3R PEAS,
kb H FHE T 2 (self-enhancement bias)., H T 42
TSR T —FP AR BRI R 22, SR AA
ERETT . By, Bl REET. ABRIFH R AL S
A NFFE S, M ICHEMES R B RBR
B, MR B O MBS . B RETHE
HZMBEIRX, SIS THEBN” (better-
than-average effect)fl«H K55 17> (self-serving
bias)% ., H Ik TH#E (self-enhancer)fii 1A h A C
L [R) #% A A0 B 22 BOA  JoT sl B/ g o 5, B
P T ¥ (E A% (Alicke & Govorun, 2005),
= F AL E CFE N HNE 55 1Y 3% 3L (Dunning,
2005), AT A IRIEAF, HE R DAL A 3K
WA AR B IR TLFOR B S AT ) S
ik, AbAITRESE B G Y M PEAL B C Af N, B
A AR, A RELRY A ARl S
fih A 75 3K (Ashton & Lee, 2007; Peterson &
Seligman, 2004; Sedikides et al., 2007), HtHE A
X E O BE T AR BT R B, T A PR 0 M
245/ Baumeister et al., 1993; Sedikides et al.,
2007). Shi 28 A (2017)H0F5E & B, HHXT TSPt 9

TEZ A BB, T SE A8 45 10 A 3 i Bl e
AT A A e E AR B 2
(self-positivity bias)o FEXT AN N A REELHEST IH PR BT,
T 400 ) g B VA 2 T AR R 2 (A )
B, MR MOAES T NEE RS IR E), &
B A AR ) 2 U3 A 2 (nonself-serving  attribution
bias; Wosinska et al., 1996),

BE AR, T X A A B0 B 4 R B A AR AR
Wl BEFTHR H, O S — S AT R A G
5 B3R TR L, e A A 5 0 ) SR LI AR
gpg AUz 19 7 AT 5, AN AS i 0 P AR N 25 K
ASHEFT TCAR T A M AT S IR R I 2 RR 1 2 4 S
(Sedikides et al., 2007), HEEA BT AT Bk
B R, BESER T E B RS, DA BE 4 M HCAE 1 F
B (Crocker et al., 2008), i HE BES 5% vh 4= 76 1 )
S X S AR SRR ) 7L TR ) (K rause et al., 2016), 8
ST VMR 1 A 20 L AT 4 1) (Jankowskd et al.,
2013). Kesebir (2014)F5F55 35, 1M 4 w43
A —B A C o Z BN S & 0 (o A
W E A ) FH— B e b (VA Tl AN (E ¥ 58 A5 1) 0
2. SR BN, MRS E ST A
XFAREESHMT P, EE T RIET R
XY YN A L NS A R TA TR DB LK
TREEAT R . FE R MR T, Zheng Fll
Wu (2020)F9RFFE A& BE, 25 R 0 o 1 1%, L
F W SE AR BT8R, AR AT IR b, R
T 4558 1R A A B ki RO R AR 1Y) 56 R =22 [
FFA A AR . TR RS B, T B 24
— AL BRIk, RV I A w1 R T L g
Pt JE AMEAT N (over-compensation) . 14 5 KUFz IR
T LA B 2 55 N BRAEAE:fiE 1 (Means et al., 1990),
32 REEARFEMMRE

e A BY T AN R AE N B 38 48 T T U AR
Uyo HARWE, WeRema B Pl A . e .
RS KRR, WA B A+ 2 R
TREER . WOE AT A RIBFEFE I AR,
A GBI RIRSE A3 5 R38N (Davis
et al., 2013), Banerjee (2000) 5345, 8 % )L
X AR B PP L 3 R AR FH AR AR AR, i L
X TP EREILE, T ELEX ST FH AR
2B AT A PP B R B, S R AN {0 ) B
AW 1K B % B B (Genyue et al., 2010), Ma %
ANQOI)BFFE M — 3R W], 7~11 ZiyrhEJLE
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R PN 3 A OPNC L IS PN PN 1K
FHEAT o TR BTLE N PR A 1E i B D BETE AR
PG 7 SCAk Hp A5 FE S (Bond et al., 1982; Cialdini
& de Nicholas, 1989; Diekmann et al., 2015;
Wosinska et al., 1996),

ERE AN SRR 231> PR SR B 1 4 25 B 15 45
T HA R BRI SE . e3P 4k 2 RN i A 350K
W o THERE & 3 BRORE A O A DI R A AR B
FUER TS, Z2ff NBROC R B 5K (Tal - Or, 2008).
PGS R W], S 1H X — A TE A 2L S K
AR N I 7 2 T IS Y 190 W S 2o N T W ]
fliiT(Heatherington et al., 1993), AR KA 415
[ SR JBC“/Phy 26 SR i ok Gl I s T[] 1 N ) o
it J1(Arroyo & Zigler, 1995), TEfL& TS,
1z 35 AR N T N g E A W 2 D O K W E|
BRI U, ITTZERF R AP ABRE R
33 HREEHALAREPHRRER

R 18 22 BIF 5 5C T Ve R 78 20 2450 10 BB
YEM o 7E G307 T, R 4 BT A B3 T Lk B %)
iy N3 R, dE R FNE S BT BA S R . SR
JoT P TR 1Y D3 A ) 8 O B A 45 T BA R
R B, A AT 55 R O, WL RERS F2 Bl K
A A B IR R B 5T (Hareli & Weiner,
2000; Tetlock, 1980). [Ft, HEHE i AL 25 5) 4k
GRS a2 2N S S O = & 1 it & e ¢ A i
B\ A A A B G pg L (Davis et al., 2013; Diekmann
et al., 2015; Wosinska et al., 1996), i 4 i A
AEZE B Al R RO SF AL (AN 7725 | Ak a5,
1M HBEAE 11 51 T 3RA5 BRAL T2 AR D il 2 S i
KIEMBLZ: . Blickle 55 A(2012)0F58 T B3 TAE
5 45 Th e R 7R 6 D TR R R s, 45 AR
WY ELA e TR R A A A ) ) B3 T AE = AR JR AL TR
SR, (R A B A A O SR o % T AT
T, WO R IAE A ML I A R TAESIRL, R
5 AN EERE T, A BTN B AR 52 3155
(Owens et al., 2013),

TEGURIT I, T W2 9T b & 1B R
FETE, Ve A AR B0 T A BAFIZH 21
HEAA BRI, HREH, G55k
HE S AT B T A S AT Ay IR J v 2 A B A
B LA, BAOR T 8 X 40 5 5 A 2L TA R R
SRR, IFAE 2 YR Y AT BA G AR R I O
(Ou et al., 2014) . B H 5455 38 4o 1 Jon AT Ao PR

AP BAAT: 55 43 TC A9 A5 2501 ok 42 v 141 BA 5 8%
(Rego et al., 2019), 4 Ridge F1 Ingram (2017)H
R dg ih, A~ F 28 B MR R RS 1E )
T2 R SR e R T DL R4 B LR
o R E TR SR (Owens et al., 2015), &
(Owens et al.,, 2013). T fE# A (Owens et al,
2013), f F A AT AR 4, 2017)LL KB
WM A, 2018)4%, fE ik AR RES, A
T AR 4 MV, B8 R 48 b 7 X #0350 34 35 119 Pl sk A £k
(Vera & Rodriguez-Lopez, 2004),

4 “HBM, wZmHIERLE

25 AT UL, B R R R A A AR A R N TR
KT BB, B2 H RO T R 2 ]
K HENE R BT I 0 AL AT 4 S5 1) 0 R
BN RS B ST IIE R . ACEERG . EE
WA W R R Z &, A mzZ i
(self- knowledge) B A RO ML . 4t 2 i W 7
(social oil) [ B HLHL I Fl“fL 5L F > (traditional
virtue) B AL = 5 T A BT ewi R AR, ez g5
HAVE FIBLRICLIE 1)

1

TR0

_ EE9E]

i | ——| an |—3 A
HALEE

pSEN
1Pzt mfE L

41 “BEZBEHAEHLH

BIEUL: AN, RAMT R, “ASHE A A
ZW, BFHE: CMAERN, AmERE. E
SRR AR R R4 A 23 AT
BT E R, Mi1E G A ATy, I
BIREX — 8, RN SR SRR . ]
M Nz b2, MfiTEAREI A AR, 7H
Mz, A ATHACKHEN, X ACHIE
WA R4E A RLEIE, AJEEA T
fli A A BB, (2 i T H FAEE T F0 A TR A fhi [7]
N 22 AR AE, AATTHE R Z BRI A fig
W AEGRHL A IR [ Fe (Taylor & Brown, 1988), KM
B MBHE . AN, BEEMA K PO GRS
T A HFAE (Twenge et al., 2008), “XIS T — 55, S 45 5L
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R (Dunning-Kruger effect)ffiit T AM1x B F Y
NI 24 . Kruger A1 Dunning (1999)i# i —
ROV RKRI, R 2 R4, Wk
BRAE L IR, AT AT A 2 B R
FEd TR SE, R ER T — Pl A 22
MG : eI K BRI AAUE 2 5 U AR 3E 5
R RESE, M HABATERE T IR R 2R3
AT IR E B DGR B B B B R 2R A PR AR
TH.

“ [ 0 2Z B 0 DA U A D TR AR R A AR
FREM . HER A RN R R SUE Re 8 IR E
A BB MERNRET . XEFEEACA AT
ARG SRR B H FRAE S, i B AR RE 0 UL
HITPNABABE ST, MR STER . B A2 W)
BN HIBLH A A AT R . ST ARG A 3
Hts o JCIANGENRE ST ) SE TR — B R U HT I DA R fiE
J1, RBETAMEX B B INEES Y A g . A
FIA . AR5 A AL T2 (Flavell, 1976)
MITCINF B, e AN AR 3 FAH S AF
B B, mHaEr538mA
TP A O, XA IRAT SR M R AF A BEN
ARAAEARME S22 B A O AR AN 3 i R R
(Whitcomb et al., 2015), i =45 B 7K S~
RBEAE IR S B O TR 1 B FR 5 & mT BE R A 1R
W), FARN A SRR T s R, SRR
A 13X P AR A5 4 MR S TR ' (intellectual
humility; McElroy et al., 2014), B4 W55 EH,
TR R & — AR R (general humility) 19 5 2 40 i
(Davis et al., 2015), BEfE IE 17 T A& A EN T
T AN T 3R 7K - (McElroy et al., 2014), =1
THE R AT B A AT ) LA T 50 0 00 A6 AR Al i AT
EIAWEY, HHMABWLAEGH, WHEAS MU
BHOEA WIS, HAARFEPEN (Porter &
Schumann, 2018),

“ L0 2Z T 0 DA RIATL i 3 A 0 7 TR R A AR 2L
FAL AR OB B RRRURFIL R BT
KBNS G EmAMTTE. — M EAa 5
FEREBUB P N IN g A © 38 N 45 B Rk 9 IR
NN SE I W = B N TR R Y o
(Campbell et al., 2004), 3 5 ™44 D) 584453 ] A —Fob

U BR AR EEE HRA HER E MER

AN, RERMIRCERFRAC, BAZ HHAIR
— R RI HEE U B O E A BB . R
FIEA —E RS, HFAERE A C AL
i) 28 LAt 508 s — s LU R T o e S IR 1
FEMN—NE AN AESAC, MHAREST
I LORE RS2 ¥ N DN 57 o s (I RO PR N i}
ERAS I, A4S B v 54 3 B 3Rz A
F TR B AT BRI BTRR; 22 Im  MORs, f]
HRE SR IR A O Y R IR 2 KRR
SECT R MR T BT B9 PEAR R A R
PANER G w3 A O B RBEE . ZIAIA
M AL, DA S A B b . Stellar 55 A
(Q018) 5T #E — & R b S04 T X FP iR i, o
WHIE R, AMETET 6 1 B SR IR 25 5 7 HE A
R4, oF W5 & iR 1Y 25 R 50 R AT R 45
1] - Brennan (2007)t.48 tH, Bt a1 A A ) >R FH < B
Bk E S T A C, Bk a & A
C AR I A4, MAETEA b AR, RAMZHE
TR R bR HE, R SRS S R I A
o 42 2 SO T A 555 0 TR M 1 TR S e T SE A
FEE RS A A B R U O (3R T, 2015),
CBAERT. CHZRMZ, RNFAAH, A
. “= AL, BARINE”, KRR W T
— RO OREE T B2 ) S LGB SR A
T, IR HF AR
42 “#SEBEFHSHHALE

“FE 23U 0 0 S HLBL ] OC R THe R i At 23
Pk, SRIE R R AR . T AR R BR O R AN
FE A EEEM . WA A o3 0 —Fh
ALEAEN, BB AT H AU RN T8 F A
I 4 (Bond et al., 1982; Wosinska et al., 1996),
i B2 TR AR B3, dide ABROC R T
(Woodcock, 2008), FEFIJEA H Et 4, Mk i
[l 17 At B 42 BN R o — R A IR R AT R,
) o sl hE B > AR RIS 1 L R SR 2 A (T
7%, 2012; Chen et al., 2009; Han, 2011), Kt %
TN k2 i i 0 W S LA K oGOt A
FAt 2 AR A KOG

At aac i, g —-MBERNES, &
WE K. SEMAMIE S . RAE A
CRZHNE, DRESE BIHLAKE T LA 4 RE B
T (agency) Al 3 4= P (communion) B§ 4~ 3k A< 4 &
(Locke, 2015; ¥&H1 %, 2017). RESHPEIRFRAE J1 1
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(competence), 7MY RS BARYERE . RUHME fE%
H IR £ AH G YRR BT, NERIIRY . JoREm S, 3t
A PRI BRI B 1 (warmth), 45 B2 5 2%/ oAb H
PR AIAE 22 50 R e AR N 45 AHOC B RP BT, A
R, ZI 5, 7Edb 2B, MR e o0
A VERR BRI E bR, Wil AR R R, R L
BN, AR A A H %, AEBOA
F R —PREE S . AR R R BT, (KB T A
PRIE SR 5t N5 VR 5355 DL B S A7 AR 3 R 1 3y
Bl CABIREN, g 5H AN, BE. %5
A B AT O B U)A OG (AR BR, R A5 H, 20015
Sedikides et al., 2007; Exline et al., 2004), Bt H
3 33 5 SF K 3 (Farrell et al., 2015)71 3 3k B &
(Dwiwardani et al., 2018)5¢ 7 =042 & R R E R
WEE, MR E LR RS A R T MR
PR 0 57 0] S OO M A I R R B A A R, sl ob
Wi 47 0 (Van Tongeren et al., 2016), 24 Bl 52
FOWSARC Y 3 B, B N R S BB A C
A EE, AN A CTELF M 1Y = BR 1 (Rodriguez
etal., 2019),

R ERE Z N REL X8 T E &M
(CINEE 2= A = DA S | 7
(Schlenker & Leary, 1982), Mtk M AA A E4H 4
B hRIE RN, AW EATHE 2
ARG o T AE X D0 B 1 i A2 T AR AR B
RE I ok B 155 & AR 6, L ) Il 2 (R T
i R T AR R S 55 A BR XU (Exline &
Lobel, 1999) #F5E # 2 i i B _E A7 Lo H
PRI UL (Sensitivity about being the Target of
a Threatening Upward Comparison; STTUC)I1 Hlit
RBER X — B MO R . BB HR I, At
BRI B —J7, BEVEPE (outperformer),
05T ) SR FH VA R 11 1 T S5 300 50 ke sl 9 V5 7 1 A B
OB, # %M AR RIEE SR (g,
Heatherington et al., 1993), Brigham (1996)if i 5
5 T B ML R R S ist, R A HME A CAE
— UL ERRI S A S8 T TR
BE IS RIS, R B0 Y 521X X T R AR
M HE T EERKANMEZ A M5
G, M4l STTUC BHiE, 7 mixt s, i
A AASAELRBE 8% 300 ] S 45 Ll i) i &, ol ok
B, 0 BB T 2 5 pE A A RAZ R
PROGHR o AR TR LEAE il Ly I Ut 85 1 3 2 19 1Y

N, AT AR 4 3 BTG T At A {H 2 FE LA
W A% 25 19 A (Schall et al., 2016), 7EAPRZA:H,
P N % T <R FE WA, BRI RIAE M
FIBRIE . SR LA SO AR S VRS N A, I
A5 55 kb N X D e A BR i 28 7] /8T (Weaver et al.,
2017; Diekmann et al., 2015), 26k 25 A KAl
A B Tl AR 2 R AP AR OC R o

B AR RS FEA T oA 2 T e A B9 EK
PR R, 1 E RS 7 T AR S R R A 2
1E - Nuyen (1998) 1A A Bt i w2 A AT H B st F
A —FATERE, BIEIRE A C BT HAS Y sh
AN TR, AR AU A OB A RS
71, Ben-Ze'ew (1993)F8 i, X T AATHEAS[R) 450
B R Y 25 S e, Tl i N S A
B2 . MO AN B S R, TR AE A R R
—FpF-4 32 L (O'Hagan, 2018), SZiEAFsT M,
AHETARTHOR 1N, = Tl ) A 28 55 D SR T 2k
TR B 20 7 A /B 1T K (Hilbig et al.,
2015).
43 “ESEEEHMTEF

AL 5 5 A (1 R AL ) G R THERR 1) SC Ak R 4,
SR PE L2 SCAL PR EE R 2 0 e kg 19T ol % HE 3 7
FIREI o EECOR AR VPG 5 SCAL AR e i 0 K — B 6 71,
R HF P8 7 AR 32 E R, RAZ A% R Sk s2
4 B 1A R K G &R, 4R P PR FiEE
NI SR R F B H bR, P I 5 A
A T (Hwang, 2000), 5 R SR 32 Y E A S
RUAREE, Ay DKk LR 5 . P E AR
B e R AN A — Fh AN B RSB, T B R —
PP AL SR, S AT S ac A
TR, B RHEMEE S 5 AT R,
H B W HOT FIHES: (Bond et al., 1982), Hit g #L7E BE
AR H SR R IA R, A%t A BRI
7 3 A o SR (2012) 46, A H S
A RS Bt S HE R, T B
SR DAY s B {0 1] e AN RS, 7R Ok AT
A P s} B 58 3 PR 5% At A R 2 9 5K o Han (2011)
5 By ] 2% Hh 45 1) RV AR (script) B4 ABE A ok B A 3k
WeE G, b EA ST, HOR R — R EE
A A (social script), BRE T A 7E AR E 8 H N
A IR R A 24T R B UL, fE S H
AN, E A A A 2 R A O R
W o AN, FE—NISYEAE S, Y AS A H T T U
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HOF, MU A A E AN B T, TS Y
AR A C R FZIRE o DU A5 2 0 i
P THE R B g i — 2D R, R 3 R O o A A
IR I R T A%, 44y A IR M, Bt
AR FE R, Hof e E AL A REA T
R (Cai et al., 2011),

AR WS 2 E S T, WA RS
AR SE R . BFFE R B, VY g e I A T
Lk 7 P A2 N T A 22 B4R B i (Tice et al., 1995;
Yamagishi et al., 2012), = [ %2 00 22 B0 4 AH 2 /Y
B, FETE X RFIE N, o E R m) o
WAV D E MR REARMA DN
(insider), 4N 3¢ A5 #f R I i & W45 LA F g
B, I AT R ESZ . [z, fEH X FEAE
AL BANFIEEIEXRRGAN, HEA KT E—
R AR AT N G 57, 2012)0 H A #RATE B
RAETS, JHE FRIEA T ) T, 0 4 B
WEAESE T, H AR 2 E el — A ST A
FHETF(Yamagishi et al., 2012), MEIEANTFIGE
PR ) TR, M AEFA TR A Hh U BE AT AR L
H I T (Kim et al., 2010),

AR — At 2 M IF AR B RTE Y, i
Bt b g R — LT, JLERT 8 F L
J& 74 e i R e b 1Y) R SO 1 R M AT R R Y
23 #7E (Banerjee, 2000; Genyue et al., 2010), JL#
MEE AR I, BMEMFEECR, SRS
PFA T B ALEE R Z . ¥ I &2 2 A BRAEHE A I
HIBETT, OIS B W DL RS 2 2 I
B S B T W A B T L E AR R
S5 v B O3 P R 4 R S SR SRR 1Y
#2453 (Quintanilla & Giménez-Dasi, 2017). It
A, R B B ER T AR N AR
ot 2R3 )L E X R B 3R 2 AT A AE A A
AL FIA [F] (Genyue et al., 2010).{ 5 & Yrh 45| “if
WEF, LAl Szl RS
Eft s, R R T AR EERR, B
THE HADE S B E B R

AR = A A W] 64 4L A A2 A AT el
%28 BIVE ML, EATT=Z ) BRI R AT X,
R AN AR A A2 T 0 B AR T LR —FhAL
ARG . Pl E AR RIS L Sl R
Fir3h, FtZEFE SRR Z WM, <A
Z RN A 2 i R0 A A O S A 4R B DA TR

SALIZ T PR TR (9 D e, A% G S8 R £ U 55
PR 09 SCA TR A, WA 22 B3 2 ThT B R e R 14
VEFHO

5 ARRE

PR — AN A A S S S
PR R 0B R . AR H 2 X Bl 1
AE S HAE FIBLRIHEAT T WIB A5, AT 1R 2 1)
Ui WML . ZITE AT IRAARDT

B—, WOE R — DN R S, W
FAF OB R, HETF TS 325 o R0 A
PR TR (14 PR, 020 DR DR A7 2 58 3R 11 0
HZERFRAIE . Gregg % A (2008) K FHJFL A4 43 Hr )y v
(porotype analysis)#R 5¥ F AT THE K HE 4% ) B AR o
WFER I, KA TR 1% — A& A A AT LA 23 1
RO FHE N, I, oA SE) . ShERHIE
CAnE, B AE X, Il R 5 ) F i G R AE (A
ANAE, AALB, BERME) =B HEH .
Weidman 5 A (2018)%% Hit i 2 Sy —Fh i85 Jk, F|
FH R 53 AR ZR 0 A 14 D7 i PR 2 T 1) 0 PR S
Mo WEFEAS AR, MAIEE L FE . N T4
FNAT o fhi 1] 9 AN [R], AR 40 B 285 4 A7 T b AN [
HRIIE . B3 B (appreciative humility)Fl
H Iz B3 K2 (self-abasing humility), 85¢ 3 i &
Fe A NI FAA TR . LIS S0 1Y
1o, JF5 e A58 NI BRCR: BRI
FET AR SN OE . H, A IR AR TS
AN RS G R, AR 8 I
e A O AT A, O S 2R HE . IR A A
IR S5 R oA G o b IR AR X TR 114 0 B 25 4
WRIGHN TP WEIE, HFREFNFENNE
RBE | G5 808 0 DX 8 B 45 T ik — 2P 58 3 o
BEAL, e 2 — A HA e R R SO B % iR
AR SCAE T 52N A THOR VIR R SR AR 22 5 TE
S, TR AT S T SO TR R Y
TIRZERRAL, R AR IR IR R, ARk
WEFEAT AN . SO S HLRIAT SR 46 5 1h ) A
rh TR (9 0 S5 4

S, DR £ WM TR A
PO X A FAN L AR &R FNH U8 B B AE
FHC A5 5] T 0 B 6] S A 55 FAH DG 38 1Y
SCRE, HAE— SR PFRIEEE R, o MAd %
B RS B RRAE . WBFSE R, HRE S RR

B S W
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(humiliation) . ¥ ¥ (lowliness) Z¢ 1 ¥4 55 A A &
(Exline & Geyer, 2004), Hft i B & —FhE 2 9 AHE
FERT, WP AIRERIT R, AFEEHERN.
e SHLE AR X AMR M A RITH . 4t S 3
BB P AN R RZ 7 e & R R Y
NFRA AT 247 BB LN S0 A B TR AT
2 T Hh R AR BT RN T g o RSk T 45 G iz
za B HIBLE] . SIHLPLE L AL, AN
T A 5 e R 26 A A T X PR HL AT AR T . A
i, MAINENAR R, e e T —FPiE B A
W, FoR ATV 0 A PR B A AT
RO BRARRRE, X233z BIMPLE R 2 AT . X
AR B R, RRIBEE S TS B N R &5
Wl e R P D BB AR . AE ABREL B, PE ST
BN A 1) Tl i A R AR A Y B, W
Hh L SO A A UL B T P+ S R AT A
PrREZ . XFPEAmME, MEE L E”
P4 THE R S I FT ok — B Ak et 23 22 IR G,
AT I Ve B A R 415 BT, AR 58 ] LA
FHSLEEHRIN . KBE B R R 2 10 7 Uit — B4R
ST 1Y 19 FR B A Rl B X 3R R A R 1
%=, WERWORFRF T i & 850 5 Th
REFEAl o BE B UGB R 1 & SR AN 12 N
R 22 (I 5 8 G TR R ARG 22 7 R i ol
ZHEA, AMEH AR ER I GR . TR E RS
FE) A% T FL % 1A% (structural MRI, sMRI)F; AR 36 UE
T R A NHE LB A 5 5T 09+ 25 20l (K anai
& Rees, 2011), #IX T I BEREILAR LR EAR, 4544
TR R B AR E T4 8 A A 55 B AR 55,
T 9% 385 AN 8 0 e A 30 5 A T A7 100 19 52 30 17
B, WA A AR IARE ARSI A, 30tk
R N ORI R L oy BT = s e B2
5B 547 g 0 — e, 0 i ) O
KN oy BE AN 45 #4119 25 1k (Han & Ma, 2015), 2K
i 45 46 AR W T 92 2 TR R B 8 5 4 i
(voxel-based morphometry, VBM)/ i ik %58 T
AR . BN R 2R T A R A A SR
fisi 2 25 %% (brain morphometry, = B35 HRALHE K
PRFRURI R 5 25 3 ) i) Sy 315 A8 5% (regional variation)#]
K. Zheng FFANQ017)FIH sMRI HyE A T-B AN
VBM - #i 5k, B REA T E TS A 0
LML . WP EE R B, MNMENHE A5
B, HH AT A 2 T (dorsomedial

prefrontal cortex, DMPFC). £ |75 #Ml fif & it iz
Jo (dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, DLPFC). e
b 81 /22 354 (superior temporal gyrus/ temporal
pole), VA M A5 J5 & M B it IX 3l (posterior insular
cortex) IR BT BUIR K . X BB ZE SR, Tl A 45
RS SN S S i A S R N S R R e 1
VA G XA 0GR RAEFE ] T Ak B %
Kk —IR A N R SRR R A, RUIRE A B
AR I R G 2 AR AR DG, a3 e 3 v N
RENAE A 22 AR L T Bl 2 S5 M LRSS o
HEW K HFRVEAN . A A R4 2 D R A O B
gy, B = H AR AR NS ESM, UK
TATHNFERR RN TAHLH S = STERFSE . Kok
WFFE AT LAE— 2525 B2l A 19 I BE FE il o

S 30k
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Modesty brings gains. The mechanisms of individual psychology
and social culture
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Abstract: The concept of modesty as a virtue is treasured by both Eastern and Western culture. Previous

studies have showed that modesty, as an important psychological attribute, has a wide range of positive

effects on individuals’ life and work. This research examined the mechanisms and positive functions of

modesty in three perspectives: the cognitive hypothesis of “self-knowledge”, the motivation hypothesis of

“social 0il”, and the normative hypothesis of “traditional virtue”. Future research is encouraged to explore
the connotation and psychological structure, the potential boundary conditions and neural basis of modesty.

Key words: modesty/humility, haughtiness invites ruin, modesty/humility receives benefits, self-knowledge,

social oil, traditional virtue



