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Mk wH FC

WAF S FpxET

(" PHSEE R N SR S AT, P22, 710049) (P BROURF by R, B, 430072)
3 PURG I B R T i 2 A S A o 8 s, =R, 400715)
(MRS R OISR, 5T, 210097 )

RN S 1O R P T N i RS U ey g R QL IR o s i = B (B R o M e S E D S B g s Y AN G L S e 7y

JZ) 8K WA (™) | R

NI Sy vyl 0 B QA o U R Vi P DU (R = T eV RS e S (R

S BEALFEXS FLR B AT IR B, AR N LA S IR N, OIS T H 1L R 5 2 BRI S AL X AN T]
O E AL TE ML, AT B LR A AR 7 3, Sl B AR AR A IR Z , X AMMIA R RIS
FERF A AT e B N . AT RN a S8 BN R 22 5 2 D i S AR AT, L DA R i 22 it A )
WHZROM ARG, TSGR S TR SO T AR 2e B2 A R 22 57

Moz e FHSHZE BHSkZ

PAEK, BEE —RIVA RIS CE S
K2, NER— RIS G A 23 B 2 0 B A
( psychology of social class ) 154 & #) -3 il A it
¢ 4 H (Kraus, Piff, Mendoza-Denton, Rheinschmidt,
& Keltner, 2012; Manstead, 2018; Stephens, Markus, &
Phillips, 2014 ) o ABAWAFERFTE HPo#E2s B E LA
PAEAR S E? T2, B REMER R S 0L
e e ey e AT B g f A R R AN 3 R 1
JEIKA? X RAR 22 S B 5 2 1 S TN Y [
B — M, OBRAAR T T B A 2 R
— T R S AR T AL 23 R G B A b A 7 5 i I
A2, — D AR Z R A e il (k)

IS % WAL 2 BEUR AL 00 BTN S Y A B
s K (SRR E , Bike , 258, S/,
2015; Kraus et al., 2012; Kraus & Stephens, 2012 ) v
M —FEAE AT DU, DR e
HFE 2 JZ AT LATE— 204 DX SR 2 R S0 1 g
Ire B (#12) Bir/Z (objective social class ) AE]
BT DL EE AR R IR A S 0E0R,
AW E . SZHE ACERERY A AN LA S ;i
FW (412 ) Br)Z (subjective social class ) $5 ¥ J2&
MMESETF A I X F A O bt S5
AL EUIAIR, Bt as g, RN T
“FRAEA SR AL T R B X — R
ZEA TG (Kraus, Piff, & Keltner, 2011; Kraus, Tan, &
Tannenbaum, 2013 ) . #a)iGid, +HEF 20200

* AR R E R AREIEEILSITH (71971120, 71601083 ) . HAETHA AL AR2EWIRIE (18YJC190029) | HEE-ER2EHAEE 62
it B H (2017M623138) | FEKHTEAAIF A S AT AR R E0—BIH (cstc2017jeyjAX0436 ) | VYA K AFEAFRL 55 2% (AR

R ) LWAHIBH (SK2019027) f%H).
#EHAER . $8K Ko E-mail: yyguo@njnu.edu.cn
ORFEUIIRR, 7EAsctT,

“HRT GRZATET Y “HSZ UL (socioeconomic status ) 7 X — & T H W LIER

BB (Kraus etal, 2012) o RSO TARERIB 8k, G8RM “H2BzR" —bkkik.
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BT B AL B, A
NH Z /DS08R, RS (b)) A A
C A2 JZ IR AR B —— 1 HX — @A 5%
WY ZE—HE, WAL EREE R AR5 (Kraus
& Stephens, 2012; Manstead, 2018 )

PRI, UL R J2 R0 3B 22 8 e [m ) 1 T 52
UERFFE A 2 B Z A TR AL S ) Al . R
IUE AT B 2 BR2E A R Sk ) 2 )z ez
Bl TEREME, LRt ss
W 2 B AL A SR 0, TR SR
ZAARF, MRV E I E SR 23— 1
PR S HAMAS 2 MR E (517,
-, B4ZY | 2019; Brandt, 2013; Yang, Xu, Yu, &
Guo, 2019) . XEFILAAATE, BT LR T4
2B 2 A EAL T E TR A TR

2

2.1 A2 BZ R

i W 2 B B = KRR I (i
) L WO R AR, XSO R IR
(Kraus et al., 2012 ) o WA RN AR XS i, EIE
Phi Ay 2 R A5 s A K838 G 0 ™
RBCEDAT (BESCH, sRRYS, WA, X4, 2018;
Lee, 2018) . 8452 # (Ng & Diener, 2014 ) #:i¥,
PP EII 53 BB AN BRI BE 20 B (41 1 = 10000
JG ~20000 7T, 2 =20000 JT ~30000 JG, 3 =30000 JC
~40000 JT+++++* ), N FRFEEO ok 4B (4n 1
= 10000 JT ~20000 JG, 2 = 20000 JC ~40000 JC, 3 =
40000 JC ~80000 TG+ ++ ), PSR TR
MIEIRRAE A T T XT84, 1R B AT
FONEH, ARTHER R, AR DHEATR
FRAPERTR PR, R AR A AR AN R LS
& H IR ATK, MR 222 R AT R AR
B 55RO (B /0NEG , 2014) o BT DLERAER
WK S WA 23 B2 B A0 ) T — SR 55 2 1Y) ot
B CIDPRE , gkss |, 2007) .

RO Al 2 —Fieis FH 0 2 WY J2 R T S
wnpfizEZ (2002) #2008 “FREZE” POkl 5,
FEENARRI Iz (I, B0, 26, 32E
¥, 2017 ). EAMIFERA I AL T 3K Ericsson
et al., 2017; Goudeau & Croizet, 2017 ) , Hisrtn]
HES W 43 2%, N Hollingshead ( 1975) HJHR
9 gidt o=, e iznI. 5hh, BRT A

REBOL AR AR, AP E G0 H iR
IOV, SRS BB f— N R
H R 7o, DA i 55945348 (Kraus &
Callaghan, 2016 ) . LAV K S BANMARIFE 24T
HARE, TR —aE R LGS MR
PRI, AT RS SRR (Bt 2, 2002) 5 AN
U IE s wadt AN e @ 5= 55 R w1 CIB i B T [
R ICEEE G N JE R — &R AT RESR T 2R
RSO (EDF-, 2015) o ITLARRARL
PR S B 2 AT — 5 B

ZHE R W Z 0 E SR,
s MRS R G A AG HA 5 7 B — AN ek &%
4 (Hollingshead, 1975) . 52 Z0H & B Y I 1 o 4
R, B R D B Bk o e e L A
HAEZHE SRR RITT ( Cohen, Shin, Liu, Ondish,
& Kraus, 2017; Hollingshead, 1975 ) . X} T4 9,
W5 F A I 2O BA LA R rh 32 BB R B T e ) —
Tiay, RAEHBZEAKT (FREE , AT, PRI
2, 2018) o AR HE R IS E R
VEfRE S, [FIFEAFAES L, X F e T 3B
TEARRARE B2l TEOAR AT IR, P2 8E
FERE S A Y FLSEBEIR A AR I DG F AT I LA
B (i, 28008, R, 2012) o i HAS H
L EWAFTERMIEAL (Cohenetal,, 2017)

LiIRE, R =AW 2 bn A — L
Ao B, A RIBFTE 2 ] il s = vy
A=A, RIFE O — BB E S5 4 Tan
Al Kraus (2015 ) [RIHI&E T #8080 B2 A M 32
HHEKV, FRX A B R A 5 BCF- 21,
RN — A 2 B TR pss & 1
R EARR =AY ZE AR R, AR 3 ik
K =H AW, T REKELAGRE 2
ANA (EFS, 2010) , WAAREFR, B2,
G USRS I RS TE — e FR B bRk
PRI BEG, TERFE TP A ok Z A (R
AN, 5K, BN, E 258 , 2018 )
2.2 FWHTE I AR

FWLBJZ A0 T 253 Ay A R ] )
PR 20, B R S R Rt 2 2 3Rk
NAET R, bR A S ER S (Adler,
Epel, Castellazzo, & Ickovics, 2000 ) . X Ff B2 &
)77 AL T 03, IR 2 KRB R 2327 A
WZRHIX M AR R MR (ERF
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2018; VFEL, 2018 ) o 171 (1420 12 0] 3= 2 H A O B
SR, TR IR R S B R SR E AT AR
SRk, 0T A R EAG EI Y
A CRENI, BRIEZL , R4, 5KR3%, 2015) o
A5 E ( Greitemeyer & Sagioglou, 2016 ) K EAZ
gt A S P S B AL 2 S RS, AR
PG F B2 658 AH LRI A B =45
bR, FBZEEIELAA Y, © R R R E
RIAT 5 B9 2R G5 S, D AR R
RMPPEWARGF . (HIXFPET F FRARs 1) =02
(R B 22 B2 7 LAY i S ek LS P 2 IR 1O
ST R

F35h, VR B E A A e i B4 SR R
JETH, BV S5 s sh AN R 40 i O s T A
SR EAN R PP 5T, DT R B A T st
ARV =B 2K o anAR 2098 L0 4 4 53 0]
MEERIR)Z /B Z T84 H RS Lo 5 sh 5
e R RSN N i AT S N T RIS i =
%L ( Dubois, Rucker, & Galinsky, 2015; Li, Lu, Xia, &
Guo, 2018) . A BT 3 F M PAAE SEIA T 55
HORTSAFE P, SRR A E SC IR PR EE & I Y
o7 B ( Guinote, Cotzia, Sandhu, & Siwa, 2015 ) .
T8, AR E IS A T T ALY Z 1Y
N, PRI 5 B AN [ () SCAR IR, % Tl
Ay SEgRAT R R EL R AP B B2 I AERSL ( Batruch,
Autin, & Butera, 2017 ) o X £E%F W)= AR AL
At S E AR R O E S R . TS
BN, W E RS TR A T i B2 5 HA AR 5 1Y
PIRCR, B —IrEt oy 1o 2szmt s it
B JE A 1 ok (Kraus etal., 2013 )

3

3.1 el L2
YFRZHSMZ DA E TS, Wi
R R EUR AR IR AR5 R A T e
B S HS AR 2 98 70X — o5 B g4
FEARUEHE . AR AP e TR 7 T 2R A
JEIFAE SO LR A e B . AR G S, B
FEH NS R T B, Okpee B E e ik
i QA VT e QNP (ED Sy il vs B S S )
BB R SN T B A B U2 =
4N Cheon 1 Hong (2017) BT H AU ZHE T2
IRIXHRE BRI, AR ZEak HoR A T 005

X — PR e, ORABAAE R,
BEIMRR, WFTFEH—LH &, IR EIEM-
K RO B S B LR 5 A KT (K
BrZ) BER, W25 EMSEHEM (FWHE)
IR ? A RT X IXSirsE B B AW, A
RESEAT 1P e BGR R X

Fihbh, RZIEB T A2 B 2 BT LA — 0
AT A, BT E RN S — 00—
AL BN A de , Bh3E, s, BRaL,
2019) o PHIL, WMEEAEFFR RTINS GRS
FSHHE SOV AL, SEREAE T A S X H
YEAAE R 280, MIFFE BRI Z AKX F
T NGB TR, 8 E T B KR
D34 07 3 o 2 B B B r= AR 1, Al e SO
FEAENR, PPEGE R AR AE R (SRR =
FIANE I 2R A ) o WA 58 3 ] DA HLe
PR LA SR DGR R R T R MR BRBLE], iaT LA
X I e B 23 By 2 1) e — T ok i R E AL T
7, Harackiewicz %% (2014 ) WIS KA FE B Z
M2 S 25 5, HA R e SURFA AR 32
HAEKF, DRI EE S AR 5T (]
MIVEF, SRR H R R AT S X 1 b 2 8 T LA
FEMIAILA
3.2 WfZEa R e E L7

MER, ESCETIR HUE AT, AR H
AR BT — S BRI S 2 AR, AR ME
XA E bR Tk, XA AT % R R 4R AR
e X Bl 2557, 205
LA R PR PGSR

2T, HURAE R R AR TR,
I3 BRI R AL 2 B 2 B AR R AR, 55 &0
B2 2 R R E R K, X R
MO AE B N AMITFE o Ok R L (53/NBS |, SRk
£, 2, ik e, 2016; Dubois et al., 2015 ) . XFE
P AR T 207 T B 48hr, B REXH R AE
BRI, WARIETAFE AR 2 AT
HRFF T FERRRORLN., IS5 S o R, X IE
S ST R A BT 2 0 TR A ——
X T R — ) R F 22 Fhags A2 . MAAS [R) B A g A%
52, WA EAT — S R IR LR Al
1) 5e 4 R PR R E A U ) (Munafo & Smith,
2018) .

MFZAEA R, sisceaR &L, TigEgm
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IR FWRTZ, WFFEE AR AT LR 20 B A8 bR it o3
FomPE L, B3R —EREET. BRILZA, A1
W TR — PR R 23 B E RO, R
WL 2 73BN W 2 0 B A TR AL IS TP 2
HEIE AR Z ST (Coté et al,, 2017 ) o Aid ALY
ded, IR IE DB, bR B, XT
HREE LIRS — AR Y 22500 2 H BRSBTS =
K Z ARG UM — R i #%
3.3 it B S L R AR S e 22 2 S 15
137

Br 1 B SCHrIR, A 5T 38 e S A
TE AR Ok S e By 22 7K OF- = IR ( Armstrong, Hamilton,
Armstrong, & Seeley, 2014; Kraus & Callaghan,
2016) o PIATEBRSS, A —LeRE AT L iR 2
FEOSTRUR, T —LERE AR AR S, T LA e U
R ARACR R B 220 SR 220, sinT LSt
TR Z AR, AR E I AR T 0]
i, WAE TR, (HEWENHE T
AL R T 72

OO A A M, AR R AL
BRI, EUAATEE —E G, B, U —
FMAIFEA, HACERMEMER A . 41 Armstrong
4 (2014) DI mum R as R Ak U I B = 2
AR, Bk A SR Eaf Sk TRk E, H
B EAR A LN, KRR S & 5
SRRMELIES . BB S NI RNV E R T, B
RWFFE L MY 2 AR AR, AT 22 5
WANVNAE T B2, U0 Kraus £ Callaghan (2016 ) B
FELAMRE R MBA “ZHEAE A m B2 AR, (Al
AR S B STEARZ T A 3, PRI ARMEVF
P Z [0 22 AR 2 3. Bz, X
Fofr e ML RO (R B VAL D7 O B T BV Gk
vt i R — TR, T H R
AIREFE R TR o
O] 3 AR S Y ST =034

HF 2 E B A A —
AR, IRSERXHE A T, REPFIFAR
5 B S I i 015 R HE AR —— X Al IF HLBE Flake
1 Fried (2019 ) FRA AT BT EE I £ 52 ( questionable
measurement practice ) , R EIH-BA I . TEH
Mo A b AR I a2, DA Ay
M ELH . Flake il Fried (2019) 5, CFp
HURSNER RSy ] e G AR P S S T E i

£ FN TGS RO R ELS A SR AT 45 )
AT, ARAS T kb ) A2 U A R P
Ptk

PRI, AR IZ U I 5t i/ B2 5 Ry B 2
D (R E AR ()8, I HAEF SRR I o 4
HE ITAREE, RG] BEER ISR e,
XTRFIE BT 2 28 0 I J2 T LABA B AL e, RRl A g F
GBI — W FLAFBR R B2 @ MR ( Guinote et
al,, 2015) , WFFEAERE SR VA SRR
BIUERA, JF HaRAp R 5 ie A R —a L L ah s
WY ERON . TEMCZ )R, W25 e ORI By
R T, IR HA B, ST RE L
M SRS B PInHERE S, SRR T
LA AR bR, TR A ZR B U 2 [i] () A G P B
PR — et R A7 el R — R A e A T
BARRE, W2l B E A SRR AR R Y SRk
T I B A U IR T RE R R A — Lk,
ARFFEE WAL R ILT s 85 1. 5—, et
FERTTIT AR AR R B ME R T, DR IE AL
B BB, R AT RERE U I A AR A 2k
I T, SR EESIS T, SIS
e, AT A SRR T A A B (JH]
FMe, FKE L 2013 ), XA AT DLk A AR
BEEEMIROE T . B2, TS REE TR RAE,
ARSI T S, X 2 9 R 2 X
SEELRRI i E i, AR SR A R

4

R SC B 10 BRI 5 P 2 B2 R AL E
SC, FEMPUASTT AR T ARG, 8K, sk
W B NS, A R LSS R IX — 4
BUAF IR TRIREL o [R5 AR B Gy Ml A X 4V R AL TR
WP BT R ERTT, AT H K
WIFEAERE . AT IR AR IR e LRl ), 4 hE
SRR AL 2GR, BRI AL A AR DT
%

B, LRV R B J2 DA () 22 17 3 A Y 35 0
)2 5 % UL 2 2 A I8, B2k AR 22 ( class
identification bias ) $§ i J2& ™1 1) % WL B J2 7K °F- Fl
FABE KA - BRE (R, BRah,
2015) o REZWF A, BEIREMBZF WG Z
SRR IEACER, HAXMIFAE (Cohen et
al,, 2017 ) o ABAKZIE T & AN AERT, 2 s
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TR EMESA G A SRR R A A A A
T, WFGEE O LIS RS GO B 2 I B TF B
TE A B B I T[RRI B 7
ZNBYZ AR 25X — A S AT, WRENHT
RSSO AE P, X IFRENSETRAT T A B
At S —ME R A

S, BEEALE B E YN s g R A S
R R N =X I PN S [ P T B T G N 2 € DS
AR B RS, R E S AN Y AR X
FERIBYZAKT o (RS R AR ZER 2 i)
1, AHZEHFSHZKT, WIFEA L DL
MTRFE LB 2R AR IE AT DL R FH Sh S0
i, FEASHERE A . — O, AR
PLOCTEAMA G 2 BB 2 AR AT T 5 e ——— 5]
1l Kish-Gephart 1 Campbell (2015) &t % 3, [ K
CEO HAEYE, xR BB R AU [RIT ™ A A
DR SR ARG o o — 1T, R 98 7 B S T Akt
FACHKKNZ RN TUE . 24oK, & nT LA B
AR B YRR S EUIR R, B
ROV SR, X it ROk BIshAM
AR B R Lz, AT LR
WEEFLSEREE, WA BT SCBist 2SR
PNGE:

S5, T B R R U O 2 1T R P A 2 AR
R, ERSErE SR G, HaE R
B, A BUAT IR ARME 7853 I WL B SE B 2 ) 22
FEAL , REWFTE R BB Bl iU EZe i i R 45
AR B2 FAR T S B2 1) 22 5% (Kraus et al,
2012; Manstead, 2018 ) . XFER A B HABEIR
I M WAt S RS I 8. XTI, AR AT
SRR )2 T A G T2 AT ek As . EHORE L,
AN 5 b B w2 T 2 R IA, REE
Xof T 00 ) 2 B 2 RS (IR BY 2, SR 45 i
PTG I 1255 1 AR . mifEge Tt i, el L
AN F BRI TN 52, B AN/ A 10 Al i
JEJZRHAR SR A F T — B R 5, T8
2 UL Y25 A A 56 R R 1] RE R IR Lk
T o BRI SS IS, AT AORIF
FATHRE R U 2 BBt 2R 4.

S0, CHES A SR A TR R SO I RS
WY ZR R 2E S HACEE S 2 O BRI, S
A — B — A EZ I FTHU ( Grossmann &
Huynh, 2013; Stephens et al., 2014 ) . % ALK

EARRE B2 FH RS2 5, 0 REA 22 %
AP E AR SR 225 (Miyamoto,
2017) o SR, HASCALA TR et 22
= B S B R A S ik S B O R A B T, R
KHFA DEFRHEARISET, WA Bl A3z
AL FENRAE ZS AR E R R 2 A A
[, EMBTEAR IR A BT 25 55 AL, X Seff
JEBARARRERS, (B VPR A RIZ ST T
ER, WHA R TREHR, X TH2B)Z M5
VEAESEA RE A RS
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Abstract In general, social class is a kind of social classification standard used to reflect the relative position of individuals in the social hierarchy.
A person’s social class is defined as the objective social resources he controls (i.e. objective social class) and the level of his own social status he
subjectively perceives (i.e. subjective social class). How to operationalize the concept of social class in psychological research? This is the first issue
many researchers in this field have to face.

Income (or property), occupation and education level are operational indicators commonly used in research to reflect the objective social
class. However, these three indicators, as the operational definition of objective social class, have certain defects. In terms of income and property,
participants are usually reluctant to tell researchers their real levels. For occupations, individuals of the same occupation may have different social
status. As for the level of education, people’s level of education is not always a good indicator of their actual social status. In short, all the three
operational definitions are somewhat inadequate. Therefore, researchers sometimes measure multiple indicators at the same time and combine these
scores into a total score of objective class.

The operational definition of subjective class includes both questionnaire measurement and experimental manipulation. In addition to
manipulating the participants’ subjective class, researchers sometimes also want to know the participants’ evaluation of other people’s social class and
whether this perception of other people’s class will affect their psychological and behavioral results. Therefore, in such studies, researchers need to
manipulate the social class of persons in their experimental materials.

It can be seen that the operational indicators of social class are very complicated, therefore, how to choose the appropriate operational definition
in the study has become a problem. To this end, we put forward the following four suggestions. First, when considering the selection of operational
indicators, it should be based on the research purpose and the hypothesized effects and mechanisms and make clear which aspect of social class the
research focuses on. Second, if we want to explore the effect of social class in general, we can consider using multiple operational definitions in the
study. Third, it is not advisable to distinguish the social class level by selecting typical high-level and low-level class groups. Finally, we suggest that
future researchers in this field should pay more attention to strengthening the reliability and validity of the empirical studies, and present more relevant
information in the articles.

Due to the complexity, there are still some problems to be further studied around the operational definition of social class. Future researchers
should explore in depth the deviation between subjective class and objective class caused by class identification bias, as well as the inconsistency
between static social class and dynamic social class caused by social class mobility. Moreover, the simplification of the effect of social class caused by
sampling should also be further studied by researchers. In addition, it is also worth exploring to understand the differences between people’s definitions
of social class with a cross-cultural perspective.

Key words social class, operational definition, objective social class, subjective social class



