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Wt [ OSSR MGE R AR A, B A B A S
FUHEENERG, o P W ASE Tk, &
] DAE — B BRI S R R (B R, 5
B, 2012; BEEEA, 2013), SR, MRTREHLEAR
I B2 AR B GAA 1A A5 5L 8 R B R 1P
JEHE— O (P RS, P, 2010), EEE
¥ (2010) 5, ZTifebr —B R, EAEEK
B R, AORA B T IMEEF A, R/
2275 1 B AN P S A5 I (R A W e b ok, A e
AR FL ERFRILE KRR FLR 5.1 1,
TN 222 R R P R AR AT A 6.3 %
bR T HE AT, Sl 27 n) 8 R e 28 1, — 30
S EEAEA RN TRV, SR A 1R BR S
R H Y B 2 A2 BRI . Ik S FIACREER)
PIRE R, ZRBETS SOl s, Bl Ak i sl i A e 34
(EEFE, k8, 2014), ITAESRIRATIRT AT LA 2]
Bem AR E AR TR R T AR
ST, AR T R T B2 9N n) i s e = A7
BLE, T JE A ) J2 3 20 75 A5 A R R
AT 2B

o AL B RAE R — it S g, RS
KT AR, 10 ELRE 4 4k £ 9 & B A8 o ol &
I . R, Xt B2 MRk RS0
RWEE, LA, FEAM RSk THEARA
ZFFHY IR ZIDGER, BRSO B, 5 A LA E)
XS RIS R LA IREZ E
BB, AE R — A S S A 2 By B0 B2
4R 7= 4 (Kraus & Stephens, 2012),

2 HEMESHEMBELOEE: A—1
TEF -1

IR FGE S £ B 2 (social class)” By G
FHERCA, BBk EEZHREME AL
AR HE A IR 25 3 4R R R By
BAEN O — Al B8, Pk A
B, X EER I TR A ST T M ——

@ social class, #HEALS M Z SN, D
IS B (HPYSE 5 S R 17 SN Sl 7 SN vWis
Breg” iRt WE S, i A SR
2ESCER TR Z MK R A SR . B SC, FE R
B on SV A SO OGRS, B A s B g, i
MR o B A B

FH, BrE— BRI —FA X R
HebrifE, E—FxT B0 BRI AS L 2 /D 52 1
rE M T H —AS AR 2 H0A R LA 5 8
A NEE K A8 1) (Kingston, 2000), X5 H.3&
[¥] %5 (American Dream)F1H 20 T.{F & B (Protestant
Work Ethic) B {5 02 — Bk 7R 1Y o 48730 45k,
Rt WS B IR A, BB Z AR R W, BYEA
L IAETE, ABXT [ Ak, T H 2% AR08 517
i R AR ZARIE M A, U, SR )2
BRAERZRAENOIEER, HEENE,
T8 2 S SR ad SR AE B EE oM T B2 Y [ Ak
(Stephens, Markus, & Phillips, 2014), X ffif§—ut
DS FERE, RS R AR —r
P&, M RANLHL —A"R) | LEIHT
TR Z I BN ) — Fh 4t 2 3% 5t (Markus & Kitayama,
2003, 2010; Kraus, Tan, & Tannenbaum, 2013;
Stephens & Townsend, 2013), 71X Fit B ] A4 52 1)
T, RE%HFHEB THENESHZ.0 %0
W9, JFERR T —RINEA REE B IS M
WEFENAL, TR T #E 2B )2 0 3 22 U 19 477 25 ik
%% (Kraus & Stephens, 2012), 7EX—#RH, FAl
AR — RN SR, BIER—A
WS 2 OB AR IIFE
21 #HEME

MEWMERIEH TS . BUR% Z MR E M
TR, TEAL 23 JE RS H v b T AN TR b A ) FE AR,
XL PR 2 [BIAEEE B SR . BE
VR ) 9 2 57 DA B 32 00 b J A 81 ) el ok s g
# 2x Hi A7 B9 22 7 (Kraus, Piff, Mendoza-Denton,
Rheinschmidt, & Keltner, 2012; /NG, 2, 1
2EEE, FPok K, 2014), AT WAL S BB —HE A&
AETEMMEMPED 5. B R DA
A IS =R Y TR AR S A G, T
R TR E X — B ARIEGRE I, BERE WA T
DA . BROL RN 32 0 18 B R AR S HL I 48 A 1)
el BRSO AR TT I H A SR Hh ik sk g
B FEAR(E AR R, 2010) . AT 2B 2 LU 1)
R IO Sy E 3 N o o N IR NS i e e A 3
B, XA G229 A X A B R SR A R AZ
(Kraus et al., 2012) REWFFE R, X FEEEK
AR AR &, UL 2 H LY 2 G T ) B A
(Kraus et al., 2013; #J/NEE, 2014), KOk
Z TR A BRI 2 A5G (BRI, T,
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2002; Kraus & Stephens, 2012), HHTH & F Y
B RAEMR P LEEERTRUNE, AWEHE
— A 5T o R 56 32 U B 2 B A S 0
(Kraus, Coté, & Keltner, 2010; Kraus, Piff, &
Keltner, 2011), A WY R7E 451 B ok 1%
SRAE by WA 1728 1 B B — A B 2 TR i (AR

TER T HRB 2 & T B4, EFa, S5,
RAEJR, WERIHR, 2012),

B 7, X EEY R AT R TR —
o RS, WAE—E R B TSRO
BRAE ) —ASH A F ST ) ——ZF L £ (rank-based
perspective) i HEA: (Kraus et al., 2013) (FEUL 2.2.2
BBI3) e KWL E TR, AR % S Sk
T I AR 0 — b Ak T 5 R BRI Y2 A i, ]
kAR S A O A2 B J2 B IR BET T LB
PLJR 8 1 32 WAR B )2 18 3% (Piff, Kraus, Coté,
Cheng, & Keltner, 2010), SFILEMET L%
1E2% DUA sh H 3= 0 s B 2 B 3Z (Kraus & Mendes,
2014), #RHFEMBTZNHEZE, BRI 4
AR T /R A R IX — b, iE— P E %4t
S EHHMARRMRIR R, TEEMNE, )
ZHE R, AR B2 5 3, i RE Bk
TR I IR L4 Y Ak T 5L B J2 00 A K BT 3R 30 1 1Y
A7 A (Kraus et al., 2013), XfHtk<m)Z .08
PRSI S RA T I AT
22 HEMELEZF
221 AHALEBEZERGHMARESHE

TEAL 2 G, XS BRI R E 48
TILAEAL, B 222710 =R BEHE A Durkheim |
Marx Il Weber #5 85 X HAR 28 52 8 (14 BTk o SK 1
X 4 28 M (Y R 32 BT R T AR AL SRR A K
-, FIE OIS K PR 5 Sk 22 B 2 X0 Al
JRANAT S 22wl 4 3 A5 2 AR D Y (Kraus &
Stephens, 2012), B #]it — 43k, BEAE AT
B, HSBR TR 0 B2 0 3R (B T 46 18
P8t 5, AR KR A (B 9 8 R0 S UE B 5T AR 1
FBUET, LT N — A8 R R — A 52
o AR 200 2 T B N — B 58 S Y 2
Pith &, REMEBELSHER? BEHINN, X
FERETAHSBE NI R

Hr—, WIRRIRRE . ARy — R TR
M RILK, HEBEWIFIEARLE A1,

AL TSI (power) . Hufv (status). Flj%(race), XLLHE &
MR R, SHESMER —E T 5H
T o AR, HXEEGIE AL, B2 H
RN . BRI TR, SUTRETREHS
FRE B, BT TR, — P AEBUIN
FEE RIS 5940, MBI )= 28 P %k A 0 5% e B 2
Fa M A M (Johnson, Richeson, & Finkel, 2011),
Gy E AR F L, i 2 T8 A A AE BT AR T Y
SR AE B - 3R A5 1 25 2 AR Y A2 2 (Anderson
& Kilduff, 2009), 1A FIBFTE TR PR #
PR Ry LB EL At 2o ) 177 3% 21| B HE (Flynn, Reagans,
Amanatullah, & Ames, 2006), it 2 7] WY Z B
BAEME R, MEEAFE TR, FiksRd
RET AR ZI L ELE BN, BS5 Z A, 24
N8 B A N B (Kraus & Keltner, 2009), 1fij H.
] — i R BYE, X 9 2 25 SR iR
R TE AR o

B, ThRem Tz A S EX —A AW
AL O ITHEENERREAZ AT
O WAEE SRR, YR AR 2 AT
A4 £ IR 10 (Wolff, Subramanian, Acevedo-Garcia,
Weber, & Kawachi, 2010), 5 & # (Demakakos,
Nazroo, Breeze, & Marmot, 2008); M.C>HH 3K,
RN EAEE R ERR . AR
(Ng & Diener, 2014)H1 5 /> §)1% 2 ] i (Sakurai,
Kawakami, Yamaoka, Ishikawa, & Hashimoto, 2010);
AT A ERYE, m bR AR 2 & TR D 1 SR
AT A1 (Piff et al., 2010), E0A FHARXTEZ 1
JEB B K AY4T M (Stephens, Markus, & Townsend,
2007); fJe, MANAERJRIAERDE, ®B)ZE
B =R 2 T4 9 27l g A ROl %2 Jé (Stephens,
Markus, & Fryberg, 2012)...... B KB Z 257
EF T mEmE, — AW 52X — 4 5 52 &
Sz A TH A

5=, MMEZNE . S RO A0
SO, SR ZEZ DRI Z W22 5, IFAR
EMARN, MR HRZI B 0B IER ., &R
F B2 R T DL S A AR TR 2 0 BEEERE, LISE
Fhgr, AGUR T AR B 28 50 MERE . ]
I Stephens 45 (2014)7E 53 HT B2 A8 145 140 B AR
UREE, P& T R ARBYEE HRATT 2 PR
J2 PR W SCA IR B 38 5 T Ok S ) SRR A, BD
W2 Rk B AL, SRS AR, B9 E PR
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XFh A F S FEak 7 M (expressive independence);
M CHE P2 M 8 R 8 5 O DS W ER B, ZR 3
A C AL B RO T A SR, X ETHTE T
NI . RN ORI AR AR RO R A,
GEHFRZ M A7) 1 HAK M (hard interdependence)s
Stephens “FI\H, 1EAZX AN SO A WM 22 72,
FHEEIR R H — R AR AN

B, S REME . W ZE2ZEFREZ L
PEALE AR, AR IR . A A B
B R R R R AR A
AHRERN . T & B RRNIRL S, Flm
Stephens Z5(2014) TR I B AN [A] B J2 B F i 22 72,
MU AR E BRI REs e, F Ikl
W/ BN R 2R, B FZSEIEEAA,
AT fig 11 B0 — R A KBS Sk 58— T A
SRS, WA JLA AR I 58 B
SRR A ORISR A B AR R A S A
R IR LIF TR KAWL, HILEANTAY /b 32
TETEEA YIS I 45 R IR gk .

222 LEFEHMRHESHBE—HSMBL
TH 2 B FF 53 BN )

A Kraus 55 (2012) 1 8145, 7824 I 3 =F
FERFESHEMSEEE, L Kraus HBA 2012
AEFN 2013 AR50 5 48 th PR R T ILA, 25A HOAD IR
ATRIE), T HEARIR R E A4

55 5L f (labor perspective) ] LAIBHE] Marx
1 Engels Y8R 5 Brge 3440 . X Rl £ 6
AL RN (8] 04 595 20 0 2R RN A= 7 TR 1Yy o A gk
TPor25, FRUCHBEX MR R, 1T LR ¥ Wi
etk 2t B AT A3 Ge A B 9 R 55 s g i
ARk S LR T Geih Y R AU IF G 57
IR AN . 55 LA B 3SR XA AR
R R T B R, AN KR, B
EAREAWNERCEEER ., A, 55k
2 i T R JLAR RIS R ] R AR T — R B R R
(Kraus et al., 2012),

5 I ) 2 fg U B0 A (health psychology
perspective), -, EFEMREIMMEHN)ZE L E
B )2 X 952 95 B Ry G Jd, ik AR T 0 B A SR O
o HIEZEMMR AR, &0 RS R L
BRI AN, BEALTE SR, s
DA (Adler et al., 2008; Howell & Howell, 2008),
Axt, SRS — ] 3 A FREE S RO FRAR

TR A 2 T8 SR AR 1 22 S I IR )2 Al (Gallo. &
Matthews, 2003; Wilkinson, 1999), {HARYE:HHY)
WL, B 1 A TR R ) B A i B ) 0 i B
(Stephens, Markus, et al., 2012),

HIFRABIGE W BN W AIsn, &4t
23304l . ARSI AR SR G A =R, i
k2 SO A 0 B e L, A o JH At T e L 4 7 3
T HERESEH (Kraus et al., 2012), #E&301k
£ (sociocultural perspective)lt B 2B 1E—Fh h
[ — B EASAR I I i S R ASCRIE RS, I
TE— B2 0 P R i L B B2 R e A
R AT AR S RO B A H G e B
AR, Fhe A Kby e TSR R 5
WYOHET, 8T S RH ETE A4 h 2 Uik
W By 225, flan K4S (Bourdieu, 1985). ZiAR
(Snibbe & Markus, 2005)%, I B4} TR £ HiAt 7
T 22 5, A SO I B DA R s Horbi
HRFEMER L Stephens 55 MASE B 2 1 SCAL BT
IR RANIE B IR A, SRR IR R AE 2
(Stephens, Fryberg, Markus, Johnson, & Covarrubias,
2012; Stephens, Townsend, Markus, & Phillips,
2012). .00 FE(Stephens, Markus, et al., 2012)Fl
12 A% (Stephens et al., 2014)5 7 25
AT LA, #h 2 SO A AR 22 00 i BLAT 500 1) fi
DA s O 3 e 1 = N L 27 NI ) 7 £
(Grossmann & Huynh, 2013), {H2HIISAR R
XF R E R, TEAS [R5 o B i K 10 SCAR Y P 28
AL, Mz, ARFUESAGEAE
Rk BRI, XA IS S5 R OR S TE I, I8 B
Z—ATEGA IR,

12N FIA £ (social cognitive perspective)Hi
Kraus M H A HET 2012 442, SHkos b A
— M, BERENNEE S FMEZ, AR
AR N B At s BB . R TFIRE AR
R b, B RRIRR S AR 2 AR RS 1Y 22 5
FET ZHZTEBRE: RBE IR IR
A, XEANER AR R SR, PRI T bR L
(contextualism) 4t 2 A FII ], A B IA AR
HEMATRMEREEEZR TIHRRENZm,
AR O B SEAT R AR R B T AME 1] IR R
TR B 2 BE VAR R LA AR AT X T
HPNER 3 B HORT LU, E 2 M A B AT S A
AN NI RE BT RN 55 ) AR I &R, TR R T MEFR 32 X
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(solipsism) A A F XU, il ] T IA 8 N BAT 2R 3
B2 AR [ B R AR R (Kraus et al., 2012), 7
XA LA |, Kraus S Q012)HE— @B T
FAKK R AR S HSE AR R G T IH Y
25w, BlntE AR IrE, HEE W R
W2 A R A AT, X R F AN A T RE X
A Ol B R B, Mk, SRR
= S XU D 22 2 R A e, N KAE R AR 1Y
20 (Coté, 2011; Kraus, Horberg, Goetz, & Keltner,
2011) HRUNFh S T T, S SOXUAS BB
2GR A R B, B XS
B Z 0 S A, i e B2 [F BG5S
B 250 JH 29 1K) 4 [F (Kraus et al., 2010), 1E A
BROCER b, ARBZ UM AN O TE % 5 14 R A fl
fl AT % 0 LG B )2 BB Y 3 AL 4 B ] (Kraus,
2010; Piff, Stancato, Co6té, Mendoza-Denton, &
Keltner, 2012), &2, #h2 I\ 5000 A =5 B o R ik 3%
F X EIEEE 3 X — FEAS A H RS 1 25 5, IFDA
IR AR 2 22 1] 19 2 S5 A0 A R

WA REFEHNM, BARWRE Kraus HBAFR
HI1, {2 Kraus %£(2013)50 i, BEHAEFESIAHIN
AR AT, TR RIS . SRS
MU e FEERHT R, 2T BRI B2 XA
W, ERUMENZEZ R0 8RR, B
ATEICA, WASTRINA, i GE T A L
B, WK XT A CEMSZE RPN EHHEA
MRz AR FHM A — 5k, WERE
FU 8 8 S 1Y) SR B S Y . BTSCR A4,
R FIBY)Z, BRI i U B 55 — B
ZE0AT B BN, 2 13 sh i On s IRHY 2 i)
B R e R B L2 B R 45 IR R Bhm B 2
JE) Y 9k 1 B 5 Y [R) B (Kraus & Mendes, 2014),
AR, B EX AR B 50 52w 2
i FE R P AR R (R er, RN, ez,
KR, 2014), X LLWFFE ARG R I T WY
FERETE, HEHERM AR L, B
HIF 563X 7 T W IESR B AN T4y, 76 U2 E
25 AR i 22 ()2 A A HA TR )2 O 3 K 2R AR AR
M, WFFHE— 2 M2

3 HEMESHSATMHAR: HSIA
L

TR SCRTAL, fE QTR Z Z 5, AN R R

o T ek 2 22 S A0 BEORR VR T 7 T R R G o
2, EATRARNEE S BARAE g0
SR T ST B O R 22 5 kS U A B
R B SR T O 25, RiEWERE
I R AR AT —SE 5 Ak 2 AL AR D A 4
T AT SRR 5 R A ST AT
SEGA AR AR ISR T A S A A A A% O A
e AW —AS, MR ANE T R SRR
PR R AHSE, A — P EEMSEL, B0 %
B RFEAHTE, IOtRrt & A8, al L,
W J2 X —HE AR Bk 5 SN SR A ), Y
A E Ty B, ORA R R O 5, T
A (AL 23 B S0 B2 A 8 0 3K — ) AL ) G 1 1
WA o A A2 SO AR A A 9 2 RSP 2 11 [
AL 5 40 3R (Stephens et al., 2014), HE—&
HIFEE R B Z 58 A A T IR AR R .
ST, ARREFLES BB TR E H
R K 7 % 5 e IR 2L (T ST Bk R A4 ) 3t 7
AR 220K AT 2 B 20 L2 A BLE TV A E & A
R BLSE R AR R, #E4T T —S L B R, =
FARTPFLUR =071, 43 AN [ B2 B A
M2 5 . FEE TR TR B J2 1 52 i £ FH DL A
By J2 B R R L 2 R 2 1 7 Xt S, 454 O T R,
T EAEARW R, RSO O T, RS
FEETASNHNA, FEA = 1%k, B
UL, DX SBAF ST 32 B DR [R] B 256 A S8 11 B
Sy, 35 Ak S AR A B FE AR S ) AN S A
WHEARBTRIER; HIR, S8 SO A 7 if R
RS2 D5 A — 5 (W mh, HR & T s 8 1)
AR TE 4 LL 3 E AL R Rl R E AR R
YA RS, i H k& ee it T2,
T FRATTO I A S AR X SO0 . ELAAR B 1), R, f
SRAL SN A H XA e d g, [HE
JIEIR Bt 2 AP R U | PR AR A,
&N FEET LT ENER, TUER—F
T ELE B AAELL, SR
31 AEMBBRMAAFTHNERHAR
311 AERMBEMFREEZEBEHITHENES
NAHIT A, O A S5 S A
We? XF HT AR % 42 T 2R Z AR, XX
S [R ZR 0 LRSI SE & B, SoF A S SR 7 B iR Y
EAMAIFE 77 R (Ng & Allen, 2005) . W5k 24, 4
R T EENA T, KRR F R TS T
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FALERAE . Flan, AR 5T B I
PRI 1) XoF 43 T 2 P B LA i 3 AR S ], 4 SR AT )
THIHE 3w HE ARG 1A TR, Har
BE A PR o, ez, A T80 IE B (A
RS AT-5), HATHEL A T O 55 . Tk —&5
RICI RAEVE Iy i & h FREA h 13 38 T J100
% (Whyte & Han, 2008; FEf#), 2011y, [,
AR X T2 P AE R ATIH P, H R 2y
W —NFERE R, Wik, R8I E ST A
[ B 2 a0 o] B AR R 2% 228, Bl AR 2
e AL FRE I (SMNE ), 382 HA R A
AR S AREE . e 1A IR E (RIF )

AR SN A WA, = B2 3 B )
RO R LR lE ] vS I A = I R i e R e =
B, B4 — Wi F RS T3 e 22 I
mWe? A T HABH A 2 T AR T E 2 By
BE5WEBARNZEMER, WEH GG T 1530
RIFMA S 2ZBHRRLE, JZRE T K.
b, RIMELZANEHI 1000 KA 2 FR ., 451
7R F B2 AKX 23 5 2 B A0 IH PR ) A5 A
BETUMAER, FEWRYE B B AR ) F Ah
HRH, AT RSN w, 25N E
WLEY =, 20 R A (25 %, 2012, 2014), 1%
By J2 AR A ) 45 T AR He i R A AR, gt
SR EAMF R A5 R —3, BMKH 2 E 2
W 2206 A 25 04 T AL 2 9 [0 3 (Kraus, Piff, &
Keltner, 2009), i HAL S T 42 A AL LT
312 FAEMEHESATRMES

B SR b 2 5 205 SR 14 A9 01 R0 o 2 A AR R
Ty sEah, RAm iz, BT X E 2R
SR AR B TG B 2 A A T e B R B A 2
AAWE? NI T &5 I, X emor, 2R
i, SRS h AT BT i, — TR 45 2R 1
ZUHE R — R, AR E 0SB e A A2
SEN ) (Jost, Pelham, Sheldon, & Sullivan, 2003),
X—AF5E AR K, MAESLHTG, [FFEA —Leit
FETAFEMEEAR, B8 T L8 Jost &
Thompson, 2000; Henry, 2011), X Fh {2 HIA
Ryt 2 N7 B U A5 R FR Dy Bl AL OE AR R i
(status—legitimacy hypothesis). 1H & [ % W 78 IR
A, BRI Z MW 45 T B T B BE . N
Brandt (2013)#l Lee, Pratto 1 Johnson (2011)##/f
FHEZ T B SUL KA R EE, 56 T 25k

BN TR TR, 45 1#H BRI R E 2 A
Wt S BR, FFRIES ISR EEFEREZEI
ik e, #AKE, 258, 2013),

TP P AAER I, R T R A
ARFZELT X — [, AR A LA, K
IR BT P HE Ar o S At & A 8%, R A A
WIEALIR IR T R G0 IE B8 (system justification
theory), it LL— M 8FR LR RS A EFE T E
NI W SR /ST T3 B | B i e e
Tz R A A TR, MRS EEETZ
BORE, g5 IR, TN ATEEAFIEGE Z 4
SO TR, W RGIE SR, 2
KB M B 2 AR T RS B2, 5 E AR
MR G —3 1 H, EF S miAm, &
Tk — 25 T I A ) A2 P i R A E R, )
FEAR B THESE, RIMIGEY 25 Z MR EIR AR T
HF Z A B T AR LB R B it & W R 1R
(2=, 2014; #ILJE, 2014), 248K, HETX (A
B 7S BB, BTN AH R &35
AL A B R, WERRBREHEILL, ©F
GELETEe
313 AEMBEZEFRAWNHHBMBEEES

LR — R LR TR E S £ i
BB AL, B2 AT B8 BRI 3%
F, A S s R e 7 5 FAt S A HTI A Y
IS, RS 5] A U R R R AR
X —id R ARBY)ZE G BT 3 SR A RS (45 A ]
XA B AT B TR O R, AT R Y R R
A 1] X B A TSR B AR S DNRTNAT O R
N X—WAEAFE] TR MR R, Tit2Y
PRO7 T B N B 22 4x), R A 23 05 T B4
(EZ | fFF . R T4, AR KB R )2
AU (ZE/INET, SRk E, ik, EH/NDE, 2014),
AR Z A5, AT, B2 AN AT
AR B AR L S, — i R A
SIREMA Y 28 N Ze i R A AL AR IR BE N Z A 32
TARNTFREE, Al T m o B SR
77 T ) R UM 22 5, B TR AT

B ZEAE AR IR k(G | 1T
R SR A BN . AN E S B E N
SC(EWE ML) LA K = Tl AS (] ) S Fn S e ) 1
FORNATFXF R A TR KT - AR A% R 1T
TR BRE . AN TXRETE TR, 258 —
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R, RKYE R BT 2 AN R A
& SR F A M R, R T A O
DI ZAN TR, WARREZ AL, L
KXt T A0 S 23 7 AR B ORI A B S (/1
B, 2014), 3% EeE5 5 54 Sx A KA A LS RI &L
P —5, RIMR B2 B SO B, i HoatE— 2
oAb AL A v i BRSO R B A 2
T, R T KB E A AR A1 v 22 5 o
3.2 #HKAERAEMEHZWIERAFR

R G T R R 2 AR A
M2E5, WAL, B DB R 28R —,
{2 245 S A B A 2 o, AR ST AR R b ik
55 S AR 2 2 1 2 BRI HABAT A
IS R SE AR EN, IR A RHBATT SR U R R
F2, 2T BRI ST 18 BR 05 32 XA R
fHaFERY g ? T X — S, FRATTAREE T
HIFFE
321 #HRAFREIMEMZ B iRk R8T miERA

TR IR E A AR BUR, R
AR By J2 B A% 38 1 b 1) b3 3, 73X SR IR
Brz=#E AN HAREE R 5 2 (0tt, 2010), 44T,
X TR ZEARIZE R UL, AT E A A HiR
8 H AR ME SC B A (Laurin, Fitzsimons, & Kay,
2011). R4, SEMRLE 0 TARBZ 3 00 H bR
K RAE HARSIHLIIE, SO IR 5T L B
TAM43% B H bR (Fitzsimons & Shah, 2008), T2y
SRS H AR SRR Y B0, TE B AR ROE
WY, cxs2mm HARM A AP, #Fimee T A8
SKZ BRIl TEHEAT H =, REV5
R LU P 0] L)L 35 5000 H A5 7K 3 (Lind,
Kanfer, & Earley, 1990; Korsgaard, Schweiger, &
Sapienza, 1995), AN i i /DA WIStV
EESIE R /NS BETIBC I O 221 /NS 0 R N S 7
VIR B B

M4 Jost Al Kay (2010)A9WE 55, e hE B34k
WAL PR e br R At S AR, IR A4 &
AT O AR RS, J2 6 SR F 2 &3
LIS, AR E 2R Sk R H R e X i,
FRATE T AE G | o S50 AN S 5 B 5 = AN [R] A
B, —BUER A AR A B E X H AR
RN E R SN WA e e M S I T DR
LU= O R NS Y ST E A LA IR ==
1 EARIB AL, X B R R UL, Ao A H

Frik BRI R B . RIE, RN T AR
Wi A 3 B A I 4 FE 2 3 ok B bR AR b Ok S B
B 4 TARBY 2 B KU, S EEAF, WA
i AR KO i, 8 AR 3k AR At b
% T R B 2 R, K R TR 8 (/N B
2014), X—ZER I THS IS, B
RIS FARB 2 Ul A5 58 3 SOy s =l
A ATTRT 23 S 4 4k 2 PR BT S AR, 1 5 o J2 A
A2 ZHFEREE R sEm, Ktk A2 35 RY)J2 i sh,
REEE B TR AN W R AT S, BXOHIK
W2k AR BAR . SEEb Bsh oy L,
322 QAEHAEIFEMEHONEEAR

PR RS TR  RE/NS 5 P N e R/ SR R <1
ERBGNRTE, IR A IE I AE & (belief in a just
world) 1 J& A X T [ & B e 13 A T B2 75 28 1
) —F B R 2 R IA IR, B i A8 IE T AL A
AMFEHFEAER, AR A, BT R
PR, BUIREE, 2007). XEMITF P EES
AL ARG <A A B KR ISR, A IE
THE AT Lo AT B T SCRHE 2k fi B F
RLXTARNIE, BEENIER, ey B, 52
A PR KB H bR 38 ok (8 & e, ok K,
2013b), Aat, X TARBZEME, 10 EA R
Bo X FMEIRE LM RHNIZE, mATMA S
{5 ] DA A b A 4 G 1 R B A A B
I8 5 2 UK 2 &, 1H R i 2 2% .
— D5 1T, N IE TS A AT DU R A T3 SR 4K G 1Y
Sl s B B bR, MM EcAE [ &7 . 1 i sh
(Laurin et al., 2011). {H5 —J5 i, KEYE K
1B A5 S AR HIWT, T2 AT TR & A E
15 I, BT T B O A R AL 35 2 B
IR, TR B J2 AR FE A 57 2 AN ] ) (R
T, JEEHE, 2014)

FRAE X A HET, ISR T A IEH R E &
P EE NN EEH. R —EEEETA
IEtHFAE SR TN 2 & M BURAE ), 45 R%EH,
N TR T A& = AR 2 A 2 T 0 B
IR RE TS . BFE —iE— 23R, &
IE R S S Y 2 s, R SE T,
X I8 E bR 1) B AR AR R, R T B R,
I BRI AE Z R RS 7. R =0 NG
EANIE ARG &N S —mhEe: A EHAES
AT DL K 2 2 A G e A O SR (R A e
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2013; JEIHME, KE, 2013b), AT, FEHE A
B b, o8 IEAHE X TAREY 2 A 3 Al oS R A
ARG IR B o AW 538 I A ML il -, i —
AZIRIXFP AR AL, S A IE R
AT 2 bk BB A TR SR ARSI R E
323 ATERFAEAMAERMEELSITAHMER

BT HMERELSEREXNZLER, 4
NS R ELARSR KB 2 e 2 S R
U £ Y 3542517 9 (Piff et al., 2010, 2012), SR T
WA WS IN R, FAE AT R e T B FE AR 1Y,
M-S =R, KR F R ST & THFE
AEXT 2 I A, BEE IEFE IS I, SRS AT
7 A Y AT REPE RS8N (Smith, 1998), Wilson il
Musick (1997)FIWFsE & B, & A £ K
K FEEMSS, E oy w326 T 8 By
TAE,

HEFRAWREILHA -, HBH%E
TR — A E, RS2 S E a1
R R WE? MR SN AL, K2
AU ) AR S AR S B B Ok K H A (Kraus &
Keltner, 2009; Kraus et al., 2009). 1] Wilson (2000)
IR, R85 S TR 2358 B R R SR A AT
ZIHMRR, XEEFRK, BARESIT W EHE
ZamAANEEC, HEMRHZE X A M 5 E
VERN T A CRBIE IR I S Py [l iz . ol
Ui, KA SR E B FE ST IR
XN W i W AR 2+ B )2
i < 2(mHR TN = AT ARA IR G
AL S E R AR ), LHERT A
IF) By )2 1) A P A [ ] o U0 2, st
AT RN ES . RFW . IR AR Z Z )
TEFEC HAEH o (AT BRALN A T R B, S T X 7
e /A SN B 1 =10 [ e A P s
TR 2 5 A 3 ST B AR A BAR A 2 F 4
W, ARBZ RS AT B b B S S B2 2%
S o DO [ I A Sk AR TR 2 (1
AL AT M O B, Ok E, ZFEHE, 2014),
X — 45 B B TR 2 L B 2 T 2l R
2| b 32 BN IG5
33 (R EBETR DT8R R R

Wik 3.1 FA AT, AR R T e E R
B2 HIRA LS, 3.2 T4 X BR TICR
JE NN T SRR L 25 B2 B R s B R,

F2 R A L ELHE— 5 R Z AN AN A S
TP AT, SREETHIRIZ 1 AR5
331 HRREIMEM B R EZE AR 6 6

TER

BT GUBAE N 2 590 & 22 BIH K Z 8]y
IAER, B FoRUE, AR AEME 42 m AR B 2 X
AETE I R, LR 2 RS A O] DU A
iz, MIZH e AR (HAE BRI Z
R B SE AT, Sl A S AN A i B FR 08 ok
PR HER, AR RME LA A, B oS0 B
ZHl AL IS i LA AR A 1 0 i i 2 ek >
2 R BRI, S AT TE Z A 7 T 1) LR
Pl e, A AHAT LS A &1 he %
JIBfris . BRI R (2008) 7E —
TR AUAT 22 25 A B S F T b R B, AATTHERE 2
LR X /0 4 15 B8 A S R A T e A R 3
AWFFERY, SSH T LR SR, T
P A A -2 3847 U I (Whyte & Han, 2008;
FH#, 2010).

R, SR % 58 T+ S BRE TR R B 2
B 22 BEANA R ) R VR DL 93 R
Jyiat, SR AR B AU S g 1y Jr B SR R YA HE 25 FR
il g 2R B, A2 BRI A IR Y 1R 2 B A,
BRME, s REEX D WERET, KN
2% 2 R 22 HE A A0 R 1) 23 BH S s, R EH
WAL 2 BRI T LU R ZTE 2 i B 2T
DAH 3 £ e B PR 2R 2 B T (25, 2014) 94K,
S REEEAR SRR, WAz, &
AR A LR B8 453 42 T LA T AR B 2 i 3 B
o H—EX AT AT %A (human capital) T
T, o 2 msi.0 BEBE AR (psychological capital) -
Ko NNEARIRFTNHEZHNHF . B, ik
S5 5 T BT T AR AS B R FIE R o IO BRGEA
AR T AT B O BB R, R T LA o
TR RIS B O BURZS (PR BEIE, 2007), EATRZ
WEIEHE 78 T 38 X T A 4 4 T 45 il %y 1
(Luthans, Avey, Avolio, Norman, & Combs, 2006;
ikiE, TKFE, FEHLL, 2010), XX e R R fEH
FYFRZ AT T8, VPR R A R 1% 45 s AT 5 AR
AW (B —Fh BB
332 BHIBIHEMBRFE A ERMIATHIER

BV AR A2 Tl R AN () i J2 7 A AN [ U PRI AR 2 Y
Oy ERELAR (25, 2012, 2014), 18 35 5 i e m]
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DI — e B AR R M ANAE, TIBA
B AE T LLSE o SRR 2 R Ia B, o ek A
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PIHREE .

A —AA WP AR A, B
kS B J2 5 2o R ) B 2 R A PR R e R IE
MM IRAN — R A i AR, A a2 BRI R
WL 208 AAER K2 AN L, F L BEL S
RPN, S S A 55 L E— o R e A
BB HER, LR D) — B R A AR A A
B, SRR, BT RABRI RS FETE
HRR RS BL T, PR ST T A 4 R
MITEOL S, FEB 2 030w U5 R ] 22 5 A B 3%
FE2 B2 R GEIE RN ) B A
HA R T . R R A TC AT DL o 5
M N ] i J22 A A ) 27 U R0 1 114 25 S5 3 1 ok 5%
M HL 2R G0 0 Y PR Y 25 5 FE O K, I
W2 s B2 2 M3 s 2 IR RS RS
DS S N i R W T R T o /A S0
25 A R, KRR E BE SRR 5
NIE F S ®E B EIE T R EE S (BIE, 2014), X
— 2RI, EAERAE Z AN A O KT
FEETHSHE, #mESX SR E
WA, A LB A SR FIALE], Bt
AR R AR R, BB AR A2,
%) 55 BER A BRI, R T A A B, kA
s B R — M B, Sdad
%% 1Kk A5 A O AR LT
333 AAFEXFE KM R B SUR R

HEA

TR, & R N AR S TR,
T T 51 B A R APRE3h, JH R A
2B AT AR 41T (3BT, 2014),
DA, {2 gt G B 23 5 1 AS 2 S %t A5 11
Bk, hRTEE RN, EAERNE, ZMIKH
JEXFF A B 0 g AR, R R LA
B2 BER T R AR SZ . —BR AL, MR
AT 2T XA Pk s Bk SREVE S, B
3 H AL, S5 & — R G058 A B3O
HRAT AR . BT EA I % 550t 2 B 4
55 5 F B B B B IR (Matthews, Gallo, &
Taylor, 2010), FATE% I A2 X 5 1 28 T i
— 1 Bt T XA [ 9 T2 s AR e g 9 SR e

(SR 3T

WEFE e Ll i AR BE , ead S
BRI AL VXS 1, B EAATHY ol 7
110, SR LB T B4 B A F B 9,
T AP R B ] T AT KRR 53 4h
B2 SARPXS 2 S BRI, TR
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A LA L5 5 B A AR B FE o m AR A

T, EMAEEE, XS R EREEE
SABRFFEE R Z WA, X PR
W25 2 B2 1 e AR )8, IR B R A,
2SO A 3% Stephens F AT A ] F %5 %%
FURTE, AR A S O B2 R R R TR
WL, o5 JE B2 Tk B e By J2 0 BT N TR
(Stephens & Townsend, 2013); #h2 A M AL
F Kraus HIBAIEE 8 B2, Folopide i
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5 2 22 e OIS, S HAR R BE e 4538
I, ETRAEAE BB . ik, fEAREET
— N H RIS IR LA, 8 A TR SR I O
FEILREM LA ZE A RS, Wi dEARTTRE.
wJa, EHRZE, BT IRAZBRZE N
W N, YR BB AR R
O PSAT 0 22 5 R R L], A A w2
AL OC T B )R 22 S W SEREIF ST 4 KB SCE B2 i
BAUAS R B 200 BT K (4 1 RIS ok 2015 4F
TR S CBUR TAEMRAS ) 48, g iR b
FET P b X2 G 1) 3 (0 SR E Y, R4 an el A
FIE DAL 1 ] S 4 8 B AR B SR WE 7 Xk, PR

5T AT el AR AR B 2 1% A R B =, 381 4 ]
HESR LSRR BRI B SO, A e {2
HH B RS N— & T HOR, {3 H A T
IR RGN, AR5 AE A5 MO N 2
DEMASY RUTSERE . AEOR L, TTUEDR
WO AR IE SRR AR L, E— IR m
BEAELlm B AMERNTE R, DEERHE
HHASE N A SR E . NEW L, A
VTR 2 Mt S SR E, dar i A AL K
HH A P BR HK B2 A R R R B, (IS
M Z2H 2l LBk K. MR, mH)ZE
FEARNBZ, AT A 2 R BT, (HARAT
BEERNTR, XN ZERFEN RN SHA
EHRFEMATTZIR B b . FRB2AREPLH 5T
W, WIE(ERERITN, X — 5 To e 2 FE ik
EFEEPLIEREBRER L. RAEARFERZEN
R ESRE L B A A I RE Y B R R R, A RETE It
T ATFIE XL
S 2% ik
FREE, . (2010-09-16). K2 NEEICT 505 4 )
L W . A A& H . http:/news.cntv.cn/20110901/
105370.shtm
Mragr, FENI, SEMT AR, KK, (2014). RE#AEZ WAL S
ZPF A B A S AL TR AT OB
LSH B, 30(6), 594—600.
WIEA, SR EE. (2012). ALEAS PR N O 2R 5w
LHENY. HAEHI (8), 67-70.
FLEEE, PUIRES. (2007). AEHAE S M, Wi, K&
WIS, ORI FHRE, 15(2), 373-378.
HkE, JEARHE (2014). A IE I FHE SR AL S E L
B, AR AFZFZIR: #HLFIZZK 40(1), 63-67.
BIAENE, T, Ak, RAEJK, WERHR. (2012). HA4E
WAL 2 5 WAL TR AIWIL w1 5l e P 52 4%
2 20(2), 155-157
WH/NBE . (2014). MEHNEF NI H AR K: #2242 F5 H 7%
W (8 2E AR 0. S IE R, s
/NS, ZRER, PARER, FRAK K. (2014). 4R EE K03
ST AL WNEIM AR, ORI 37(6), 1509-1517.
2. (2010). EMEBEY RS BENSATFE
BRI SN 2 By, #2072, (3), 82-133.
AW, (2012). AN FE LB EXTZE 2B 09I IR T Jg 1 55
(L2200 30). Herhiiye K%, B,
A5, (2014). AN/ FZBEXT T 22T HG 0 FE I IR
L R | A S L oY /N
AENBE. (2014). RSB EXT SZ AN LEFXT 15 1 186 I B
RO (LA 30). b I k2, R
ANEE, SRR, ERE, BI/NTE. (2014). JgRWM O ¥ R

[




5 81

ok B FE SR OBE2ER AT AR 1309

AN R IR SN R . O P FL LI R, 22(10),
1608-1615.

PR KR, AW (2014). HAWM R 5T A
[RIHR TR 8 55 46 L0 FEFES2, 37(5), 1212-1219.

. (2010). FEREFLSLVF AL (SES) &+
K. #HEFIR, 6(5), 77-82.

. (2013). #EEREI S BUAET FET CGSS2006 %
PSR IE. #£2, 33(4), 35-59.

EAG, FA. (2002). AR E A LB 2 1) 0 R
BMSEAE. VLR FI, (4), 95-100.

EEHH). (2010). #2305 4B 2 P (240
W), HHEK%E, i

EE#. o011, AR E K3k E AL A P — I
T W SAENISY. #25 31(3), 155-183.

Wik Je. (2014). /A #5010 F 45 28 iF 19 2557 R I
A (2B AR S0). SR Iiye ok, L.

Mk e, SRk E, ZE# (2013). RAESHEH AT E G
RGNIE. DEFIFZHRE 21(12), 2245-2255.

T EA, K. (2014). mke Sl Az SR IR 4 G 6 3 it 5% i)
A Z 5T BT 2013 4 A [ A hlRE R A 2HE 1)
SEAE AT, A B W, 35(11), 72-83.

ki, Tk, FHL. (2010). BUROFEVEA: W& KH Y
IR KR, DAL 0172, 8(1), 58-64.

BB, X, BEE. (2008). IATRIF LSy . SCAL R
MAT AR R? FE 52 Py B e A ELE R 9 T Tk
FrsTEk. W M9t (). S0P F S G
48, pp. 147-170). dbat: #h2Rb2E SOk AR AL,

L. (2007). O BEBEASS O3 T TAEGRL, ALURE &
RN AT NN, 2R, 39(2), 328-334.

FETYREDF T (2R 30, Hrpimye K2, UK.
JAEHE, 0K E. (2013a). FKEE AL LB 20T 2% AR 0 HE 4
R FEm: A EM UG SR e, A E KO P 7
Fei&, 21(4), 636-640.
JEAR#E, FKE. (2013b). A IEHFEE
KAVR. D FEFIF IR, 21(1), 144-154.
Adler, N. E., Singh-Manoux, A., Schwartz, J., Stewart, J.,
Matthews, K., & Marmot, M. G. (2008). Social status and

health: A comparison of British civil servants in

HE N IR

Whitehall-1I with European- and African-Americans in
CARDIA. Social Science & Medicine, 66(5), 1034—1045.
Anderson, C., & Kilduff, G. J. (2009). The pursuit of status
in social groups. Current Directions in Psychological

Science, 18(5), 295-298.

Bourdieu, P. (1985). The social space and the genesis of
groups. Theory and Society, 14(6), 723-744.

Brandt, M. J. (2013). Do the disadvantaged legitimize the
social system? A large-scale test of the status-legitimacy
hypothesis. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology,
104(5), 765-785.

Coté, S. (2011). How social class shapes thoughts and

actions in organizations. Research in Organizational

Behavior, 31, 43-71.

Demakakos, P., Nazroo, J., Breeze, E., & Marmot, M. (2008).
Socioeconomic status and health: The role of subjective
social status. Social Science & Medicine, 67(2), 330-340.

Fitzsimons, G. M., & Shah, J. Y. (2008). How goal
instrumentality shapes relationship evaluations. Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 95(2), 319-337.

Flynn, F. J., Reagans, R. E., Amanatullah, E. T., & Ames, D.
R. (2006). Helping one's way to the top: Self-monitors
achieve status by helping others and knowing who helps
whom. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology,
91(6), 1123-1137.

Gallo, L. C., & Matthews, K. A. (2003). Understanding the
association between socioeconomic status and physical
health: Do negative emotions play a role? Psychological
Bulletin, 129, 10-51.

Grossmann, 1., & Huynh, A. C. (2013). Where is the culture
in social class? Psychological Inquiry, 24(2), 112-119.

Henry, P. J. (2011). The role of stigma in understanding
ethnicity differences in authoritarianism. Political
Psychology, 32(3), 419-438.

Howell, R. T., & Howell, C. J. (2008). The relation of
economic status to subjective well-being in developing
countries: A meta-analysis. Psychological Bulletin, 134(4),
536-560.

Johnson, S. E., Richeson, J. A., & Finkel, E. J. (2011).
Middle class and marginal? Socioeconomic status, stigma,
and self-regulation at an elite university. Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 100(5), 838—-852.

Jost, J. T., & Kay, A. C. (2010). Social justice: History,
theory, and research. In S. T. Fiske, D. Gilbert, & G.
Lindzey (Eds.), Handbook of social psychology (pp.
1122-1165). Hoboken, NJ, US: John Wiley & Sons.

Jost, J. T., Pelham, B. W., Sheldon, O., & Sullivan, B. N.
(2003). Social inequality and the reduction of ideological
dissonance on behalf of the system: Evidence of enhanced
system justification among the disadvantaged. European
Journal of Social Psychology, 33(1), 13-36.

Jost, J. T., & Thompson, E. P. (2000). Group-based
dominance and opposition to equality as independent
predictors of self-esteem, ethnocentrism, and social policy
attitudes among African Americans and European
Americans. Journal of Experimental Social Psychology,
36(3), 209-232.

Kingston, P. W. (2000). The Classless Society. Stanford, CA:
Stanford University Press.

Korsgaard, M. A., Schweiger, D. M., & Sapienza, H. J.
(1995). Building commitment, attachment, and trust in
strategic decision-making teams: The role of procedural
justice. Academy of Management Journal, 38(1), 60—84.

Kraus, M. W. (2010). Social class, essentialism, and

restorative policy decisions (Doctorial dissertation).



1310 DI L = S 2

%23 %

University of California.

Kraus, M. W., Coté, S., & Keltner, D. (2010). Social class,
contextualism, and empathic accuracy. Psychological
Science, 21(11), 1716-1723.

Kraus, M. W., Horberg, E. J., Goetz, J. L., & Keltner, D.
(2011). Social class rank, threat vigilance, and hostile
reactivity. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin,
37(10), 1376-1388.

Kraus, M. W., & Keltner, D. (2009). Signs of socioeconomic
status a thin-slicing approach. Psychological Science,
20(1), 99-106.

Kraus, M. W., & Mendes, W. B. (2014). Sartorial symbols of
social class elicit class-consistent behavioral and
physiological responses: A dyadic approach. Journal of
Experimental Psychology: General, 143(6), 2330-2340.

Kraus, M. W., Piff, P. K., & Keltner, D. (2009). Social class,
sense of control, and social explanation. Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 97, 992—1004.

Kraus, M. W., Piff, P. K., & Keltner, D. (2011). Social class
as culture the convergence of resources and rank in the
social realm. Current Directions in Psychological Science,
20(4), 246-250.

Kraus, M. W., Piff, P. K., Mendoza-Denton, R.,
Rheinschmidt, M. L., & Keltner, D. (2012). Social class,
solipsism, and contextualism: How the rich are different
from the poor. Psychological Review, 119(3), 546-572.

Kraus, M. W., & Stephens, N. M. (2012). A road map for an
emerging psychology of social class. Social and
Personality Psychology Compass, 6(9), 642—656.

Kraus, M. W., Tan, J. J. X., & Tannenbaum, M. B. (2013).
The social ladder: A rank-based perspective on social
class. Psychological Inquiry, 24(2), 81-96.

Laurin, K., Fitzsimons, G. M., & Kay, A. C. (2011). Social
disadvantage and the self-regulatory function of justice
beliefs. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology,
100(1), 149-172.

Lee, I. C., Pratto, F., & Johnson, B. T. (2011). Intergroup
consensus/disagreement in support of group based
hierarchy: An examination of socio-structural and psycho-
cultural Factors. Psychological Bulletin, 137(6), 1029-1064.

Lind, E. A., Kanfer, R., & Earley, P. C. (1990). Voice,
control, and procedural justice: Instrumental and
noninstrumental concerns in fairness judgments. Journal
of Personality and Social Psychology, 59(5), 952-959.

Luthans, F., Avey, J. B., Avolio, B. J., Norman, S. M., &
Combs, G. M. (2006). Psychological capital development:
Toward a micro-intervention. Journal of Organizational
Behavior, 27(3), 387-393.

Markus, H. R., & Kitayama, S. (2003). Culture, self, and the
reality of the social. Psychological Inquiry, 14(3-4),
277-283.

Markus, H. R., & Kitayama, S. (2010). Cultures and selves:

A cycle of mutual constitution. Perspectives on Psychological
Science, 5(4), 420—430.

Matthews, K. A., Gallo, L. C., & Taylor, S. E. (2010). Are
psychosocial factors mediators of socioeconomic status
and health connections? Annals of the New York Academy
of Sciences, 1186(1), 146—173.

Ng, S. H., & Allen, M. W. (2005). Perception of economic
distributive justice: Exploring leading theories. Social
Behavior and Personality, 33(5), 435-454.

Ng, W., & Diener, E. (2014). What matters to the rich and
the poor? Subjective well-being, financial satisfaction, and
postmaterialist needs across the world. Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 107(2), 326-338.

Ott, J. C. (2010). Happiness, economics and public policy: A
Critique. Journal of Happiness Studies, 11(1), 125-130.
Piff, P. K., Kraus, M. W., C6té, S., Cheng, B. H., & Keltner,
D. (2010). Having less, giving more: The Influence of
social class on prosocial behavior. Journal of Personality

and Social Psychology, 99(5), 771-784.

Piff, P. K., Stancato, D. M., C6té, S., Mendoza-Denton, R.,
& Keltner, D. (2012). Higher social class predicts
increased unethical behavior. Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences of the United States of America,
109(11), 4086-4091.

Sakurai, K., Kawakami, N., Yamaoka, K., Ishikawa, H., &
Hashimoto, H. (2010). The impact of subjective and
objective social status on psychological distress among
men and women in Japan. Social Science & Medicine,
70(11), 1832-1839.

Smith, J. M. (1998). The origin of altruism. Nature,
393(6686), 639-640.

Snibbe, A. C., & Markus, H. R. (2005). You can't always get
what you want: Educational attainment, agency, and
choice. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology,
88(4), 703-720.

Stephens, N. M., Fryberg, S. A., Markus, H. R., Johnson, C.
S., & Covarrubias, R. (2012). Unseen disadvantage: How
American universities' focus on independence undermines
the academic performance of first-generation college
students. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology,
102(6), 1178-1197.

Stephens, N. M., Markus, H. R., & Fryberg, S. A. (2012).
Social class disparities in health and education: Reducing
inequality by applying a sociocultural self model of
behavior. Psychological Review, 119(4), 723-744.

Stephens, N. M., Markus, H. R., & Phillips, L. T. (2014).
Social class culture cycles: How three gateway contexts
shape selves and fuel inequality. Annual Review of
Psychology, 65, 611-634.

Stephens, N. M., Markus, H. R., & Townsend, S. S. M.
(2007). Choice as an act of meaning: The case of social

class. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 93(5),



5 8 3] A ESF: SO A T AT 1311
814-830. Wilkinson, R. G. (1999). Health, hierarchy, and social

Stephens, N. M., & Townsend, S. S. (2013). Rank is not enough:
Why we need a sociocultural perspective to understand social
class. Psychological Inquiry, 24(2), 126-130.

Stephens, N. M., Townsend, S. S., Markus, H. R., & Phillips,
L. T. (2012). A cultural mismatch: Independent cultural

norms produce greater increases in cortisol and more

negative emotions among first-generation college students.

anxiety. Annals of the New York Academy of Sciences, 896,
48-63.

Wilson, J. (2000). Volunteering. Annual Review of Sociology,
2, 215-240.

Wilson, J., & Musick, M. A. (1997). Work and volunteering:
The long arm of the job. Social Forces, 76(1), 251-272.

Wolff, L. S., Subramanian, S. V., Acevedo-Garcia, D.,

Journal of Experimental Social Psychology, 48(6), 1389—1393.
Whyte, M. K., & Han, C. P. (2008). Popular attitudes toward

distributive injustice: Beijing and Warsaw compared.

Journal of Chinese Political Science, 13(1),29-51.

Weber, D., & Kawachi, I. (2010). Compared to whom?
Subjective social status, self-rated health, and referent
group sensitivity in a diverse US sample. Social Science &
Medicine, 70(12), 2019-2028.

Social Fairness Researches in Perspectives of Social Class Psychology

GUO Yongyu; YANG Shenlong; LI Jing; HU Xiaoyong
(School of Psychology, Central China Normal University, Key Laboratory of Adolescent Cyberpsychology and Behavior,

Ministry of Education, and Hubei Human Development and Mental Health Key Laboratory, Wuhan 430079, China)
Abstract: Social class represents the amount of social resources one possesses and the social status one
perceives. Its unique concept, widespread functions, profound influences on individuals and systematic
conclusions as a whole contribute to its cutting-edge status in the discipline of psychology. There are mainly
five different approaches in social class psychology, including labor, health psychology, socioculture, social
cognitive and rank-based studies. However few studies were conducted on the relationship between social
class and social fairness from these approaches. The present study focuses on social cognitive perspective,
exploring difference of perceived social fairness between different social classes, influence of social fairness
on different social classes and the strategies of individuals from lower class to deal with social unfairness.
To advance the development of psychology of social class, future studies can focus on concept identification,
theory integration and application.

Key words: social class; social class psychology; social fairness; social cognitive
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