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FMAL SR £ /0 (B E B )Z), s H 3§
S AT IR B B B k2 b A G v AR (RR 32 E BY
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PESERE S, M 55— TR 7E T aX — S & R B i
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FHR B E ARSI BEE (Kraus et al., 2012) .
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(Stephens et al., 2012, 2014)#T AR 1E i FEIE W
S5 B Y A — S SOk AR [R] £ A 5
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(e, Ki*%2Z, 2003; ZEHH, 2019), H)E, o
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2001), XELFECTEMFST o, ALl R AL 2
200 S 4 Mk (eg., RliZ=Z, 2002); i L& R {H
B RMIEIT, AR RE S B 20 A DA 43 2
53 it 1) i A o, SR A Ry — b A AR
PI% 52 (e.., Tk, 2005), X T )5 REL T 78 % W 7%
U5 A X — RUBE b, SRR B AR T X DA 3k AR
Gr— R )

i BE % #1252 O B2 TF 5T A0 D48, 32 I
JE A5 I 1) 27 3 T 1 o 22 st s ) DA 2 00 1% o
KA SR IRUY . Kraus (2012, 2013)#2
AR Y2 Z T D2 g N 260 B R R A 5
M), B A ) G SR AR T A AXE T BB A XA
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TEAN M S LR 2 1T ) 1 FR B2 L T aX R
PR LB R B T A S LU, R A AE TG 5 IK
Ui (14 2 AL T 5 2 o Ao =X R X, T LA A
. BB A% 30 o At SR 04 B 2 15 BT T o b T
i A B 54 AAEXT AL 2259007 B (e.g., Krauset al.,
2017), Wz, T MRME WAL SB R T8
FEE 4 At 23 B IR AR A, b (b ) #8308 ) — A7
— B LA T EMERA . T A
B R AN AT AL 2 B L fETE SR H &
)2z, Tk e Kraus %5(2012, 2013)I\ k455
[CEERS LIS IE

XK S R S R B YR, O
TERLIS b X 3 — B i AT AT A T THeE, X
2T & AT AN B, A X 3
X — A B AR, UL 2 B SR B R RE TS
23 2 ] BB A 25 0], HH 5627 2 JF f ke e )

12 HIA AT RIS 32 A J2 040 BN LA AR 4
{l(e.g., Manstead, 2018). 2 ., i#id ¥ ZEg
X — PR A B, U 2 A 5 B g L o 2
B At 2 20 B A 58 5 AR T BT 4 MU
FRAE bk, Xt e O A0 5T T8 A > 5
WF7E 073, JF X TF B 200t 3 T — & 4
PEAE 8 =, I ks A X — SR IR R R,
FLB 2 R & BB L A 25 45 T 08 . 2 e 1
XA C S A SRR — A F sz,
HX AR 2 7=k, e 46 T H S
K23 L 3h B A TR 18 A 45k A 4 A
s, B —E B R R Gk

22 HMENE

BT EARMFIS WL 2 A 5T B X
Tt S B 2 53X — MR I B TR 1 R AR AN R
Ko HMAEIZEE 1B 22w, W98 % AT
S E S S A E BT E L2
(Kraus & Stephens, 2012), {HJ&, EWHZHF5TH
)45 H— A k2 9 2 AL 4G A A BT 5 A %
2 W B R VR LA KE et 5 Al A A T T B X T
B B & 2% 3 1 B (e.g., Kraus et al., 2012;
Manstead, 2018), iX— 55 B ok 0o 38 )23 1w H
M ERE XA T —’, AU,
Kraus %5(2012, 2013)ifiE— 4 40#7 T Uitk 3¢ 5 4
SRR TN, AT AL S B R O B B 5T
PR A AR A 2 B J2 % O BN 7 A 36 17 2 i
XA Z BT L &4k, RARRE Rl T A
MBI A B 9 J2 K7 B 0B 2 3 T BB
B TCMAEF o AR Z W5 i S8 R T Kraus &
HRF W e, & AR BUAR 220 BRI T R
AR EEEE, LB JE W 2 R T A
(e.g., Dietze & Knowles, 2016; Lee, 2018); ifij H.if
FHFGE PR, 5 LB J2 ) i e 48 B2 g ) T A
AT MR Z T AEM (eg., PRIEL %,
2014; Tan et al., 2020).

Tl ARE A B A R e 2 S fof 1A A
R, BT LA, BT T I
TR AY 32 B J2 ok R e HA R 23 B 2 K (LR 0L
Whe %, 2020), XF T FAHZ 00— B HRAR fa
B o R E 0 — B O R R i 2 B — A
10 2B B (Adler et al., 2000), kB A5
REEA T AT . B 75 B 2 R
At 25, SR A IR A O TR B
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WEE, HTTHRIAS (kT e T 8l B2 i £
— T, EESEERNEX - ENA R
B2 B ok, S B R AE it )2 i B
YA AT TIER . 59—, W TR
) SR A 23 Y R Z i ASZ i A R0 3, AR R Y
KHEBTE T EMBTZ, I 5 SR8 5% ok i i
XS F 8l E B 2 1% 58 (e.g., Greitemeyer &
Sagioglou, 2016; Tan et al., 2020)., FrLx—H[A
18— B BB At S 2 A I B B 2 5 0 B
2R ARG BT ARG, 5 WORIRZ 0
PRAT A AR AT A AL e B 2 A i BTk, AR
— B 5 AL A S B 20 B AR A AR DL R
(Kraus & Stephens, 2012) . i3t /7 2 1% B [f) 97 8 2L
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WFoE HBeEE TAEDCIE B4, XA R 2 0T 2
IR U B A0 PR 22 A8 BEHEAT (R A T 2, B 480
AR, M F MR HFRB A, BT
X5k R, S RO LT LU
ORI BT Z, ok BB BB 5 e R 2 Y
FRXR, BALHEMHZE, SRR T HA
TE AL S B RO, BIFSE 3 R X AN (] S5 46 2H 1
PR LAAS [R) 1480, sl ] LA A5 A 2l i
E B O AL B R R, ALl 0T e 3]
H O W28k (e, Bl %, 2017, Cheon &
Hong, 2017; Chen et al., 2019) , iX FExt BEM R 52
T 53 BT 23 B J2 52 0 40 3547 5 B 2800

SEXR BT JE AR H ] P X — Tk L AR,
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R PRI . A7 P RE A B R R T MR

HPREER, A n] RS P A A B BEAO BAE R,
FECT AL TR E K . MBS R ok
Uk, X AR REAR AT T RE ST, TS 1 R
S KT e [ J2 0 B 2 i L A B FE A R
ARE B Z R e 0 51T R B (eg., Kraus &
Stephens, 2012; Manstead, 2018), [k, FiiT
0 S 0F 2 B i ) s e b B T L e S ik
X P R 2 I ARG, AR B 5 T L
ST RE BT, ERA SRR T W
AR SIS B S @ G i o e 1 = |
2T T R B BN 1Y AE B
24 [@EFExXY)

ST . MES KOk BB TAE, +
S J2 0 B AT T S 4 P 9 [ R ) A A
DI R Bk, AYix—dmRzt, &
DA A E RIS W E U A G

5 — A BUBHZ B 55 B )2 1K 56 (experience of
social class) Y.L BREAN. . 3 7/ 2, XZEFIELLE
WL AR g 1 AR i, (A P58 HLAIF 5 v ) 32 00
B2 U FH R BB 2 1) — AN R b, T R R LA
G BB IR L 1 B 2 A5G A 5 1
¥ (e.g., Chan & Zlatevska, 2019; Cheon & Hong,
2017; Greitemeyer & Sagioglou, 2016), i fdi75 %}
T J2 A5 11 0 BN P F 5 B B R T — A
AERT ST B DU, A SR TR i Sk B,
W2 5 % UL J2 A T — £ PR A o (ARt F R 40
O TE A SR ) B L 2 4t B A S A B (eng.,
Buchel et al., 2021; Li et al., 2020); i 5 Z W5
M5B, 78 & LB J2 10000 A5y A7 7E 4 AL A5 5L T
LY 22 A TIOR8, A A X B — 3 (Yang et al.,
2019) . XA B0 fik i S A2 00 R A 5 B B
ANTRL T 2 WA J2 0 0 R A 5 A 11

5 AN BB A A il B 2 115 BRI
2155 (sign of social class)%f k.0 Bl 517 1
M Y2558 A R TR L RS R B A% IR A TR
W AE B IR, BIanR e sEH Ty . KA
ARG RO R R ECE IR R A+
L EVRAE (e.g., Kraus et al., 2017)., TiBFZE &
B, WA 58 42 AT LU F % %4 (e.g., Berger, 2017)  [fi
KA (e.g., Bjornsdottir & Rule, 2017) K ¥ i%iE
i (e.g., Kraus et al., 2019)% 7 i, Xt TFE4E A
4 Y 2 1 R A A R R O PPA o S A T e
fitlh, WL BA 2 F 5 B 1] T O T 1 9y J2 0] RAA -
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AT A AN, BRI IR R O A T IR
BB RE S AP0 A B s LB
PRAS A SR (B R R (S 4, 8518, 2019).

5 = AN VOB X T B 2 i 20 1 32 B
(perception of social class mobility), — 4~ A4
W 2 BEA A X R M, WA A X s . BEAARR
FE L ERARAESEYE T LA B AR
I, IRAEET XA F U2 AR I, B2
A al LUZ R, 3R S AT
T B0 2 T 2 B4 SR S R T 0 —— R R 2 L 2 3 3
(subjective class mobility)——HL i h T 2B )2
LSS 25 B (e.g., Oishi et al., 2019), WF57 #
AT TR T 3 B R SRR SR £
W5 (e.9., Chan, 2018), i J&7E T T A C
H O —ARKH R RS W (eg.,
Shariff et al., 2016), i&AR ZHF5E N T B %
T A 23 RGN EE AR 2 T Bl 2 15 4 38 1) &
WL Al (e.g., Day & Fiske, 2017; Huang et al.,
2017), X EEOR[R]JZ 1 Y 32 0B 2 U sl IR & R
RE 5 2 3 B0 B R e AL S A E M (e,
Sagioglou et al., 2019) . Xf F & BUK KA (e,
Alesina et al., 2018)L) 4% 5(e.g., Tan et al.,
2021)%, 1 2 AR SR AN E Y .

B2, Ea E A A TS
JZ0BEAE, R ULE ) ) A8 (A AR AT X T
oW E AR S SR WA T H
fif o FAEUCEERE b, BT AT R 5k I 5 ) A
ZHRETEE, SIHRCNIE, X—SER M EE
LR T REHLE, ILRMTE R THESHEN
—A N7 I E R ZI R0, X — R 5T kR
WG, ASBEZ A 30 B J2 AF 9 H ] 1Y B % B
X(ENS

3 E W R 35 B E B B i

SR, 7685 & EWBYZ AT BCn iy Lk py A~
J7 T Y BTRR A [R5 4 10 A i R B 4
W T —E MR MACR, T 3082 NS 5
fih . MEST & . BFSE Ok L B R AR D)5k Y A T
AT, o3 AR Z R ) A B
3.1 IEipEAM

FULG Z W E A B A T SR Z T AR
M5 W 30, 90 9858 o8 AT i oxd F
H SR E AL A, R St 25 B )2 5

N OS5I AREON  AFEER N, X
W10 1E — 5 TR BE_E Al 3800 O B2 WP s 0 Fa k&
W2 X —52 2= 4t 2 B SL B 2 VR A BRI M B A,
T35 Ay 2 Al 1 BP0 AR Ay — o 45 0 1 5l 3
SRR, X — S G T O A I A S 2 T
R T Y EAR T HIR T HE

W, Al DHEENMMATS, EWHE
ST I W] REAEAE B A T Ak 2 W 2 I R Af T
T AY R A5, 2 Stephens F11 Townsend (2013)5k A [F]
Bl AR G X — e EEOR B R AL S R, b
TG, AR Z AR & 3 2 0 & —Fh S
ES, LT ARRREONMEKBRRE T EAH
FEHRES YR SO Z R, S R T H A A A
B B 2 ARAE A O B AT A, X — BRI AR B
1 SCAR A AR 56 37 AN 2 — A 55 2 8 B 6 T e s e
Sk (e.g., Stephens et al., 2014); 1} WL ZHF
S I ) 8 LRl Wl A — X B S R Y B
MRS F A, st F— A Rig A/
SRR, AT RRIA JC I B AR A 2 B AR AL
SR IS, AT Z BB . Bl E
FIPI RS SO IR L K H W Bt SR E &
SR LA B T — B FRE—FE i 2 m4
BRSO GEER S, IR IR AR E M A 3K
INFD . B SAT R X 3R BB 2 XA A (4 5% i ]
RE T Z7E T Ak 8 i 1 A S5 SRR AT

AR PR A Stk A LR R, 0B 2
P 5 T ) U B B A 5 A S S —
B LA S, 28R, YR DRI U O
HHAEF T & B Y, BT LA RS R 28 T 0 B
ZERFSE TR E O . AR, (R Rl DL —
HEA R St R RGeS, WA AR T T
by A B IS (B, T 3 — [ A B S22 T 1Y
R, WO A A2 T E MR X —
¥4 B AR BRI B o D BEAE (R TF 2 Z
I FE B 1] ) (4 BF 5 30 5 (50K 32 LR 200 —Fp A
W25, BUTANA¥ERRAELE, ZIEN
— Ao AR RO AFE R o T &2 A&
VI 2ok % 5 W 2 (e.g., WHIZE 45, 2020),
28 H AR AL A At 23 0 35 1 A iz Ak
e SEYN ES N =SS S A v i
M8 7~ 4 AFEAEAT 2300 B o T R 20
B4 . TR T (2018a) AT 5@ 1 FH M 1 3] 10
B T B PR R AR A B I B R 8, K
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Wik S5 ZWBEATFE R B TT k- B 1887

WFFEAEA ) EBT 2 1B 5300y 4.46, 4R
F A ARAFAER B IS F B2 L S8 30
BEIEM T RE . TR DA 2R GTE OCE T B
FMBTZAN, AT E B Z BT L 52 3 WF 2L ]
RZysem, BRI &M(eg., KIBER, BHHUR,
2017). HEEFE K (e.g., VFHL, 2018)HLIEIN & 5K
(E7E, 2020) 55802 22 A AT EBTZ A . X
Bt os 2 U BNR 8 A 5 B A R (EA5 2 T 0 B
St S IV ES VNI E b
32 &g

BT AR S ) b T & W2 At 2 L
A 2L, EWLBTZ 5T B 7E AR & =y T
FEAEE W0 3 0 R 0L By ), RS AN
L2 20 B W 5T S b T 5 LR 2
RSO, AR X A B W 2 o AN, — LR
FEAALLL FEWBY R AE At 23 B )2 i AL
2325 52 F )2 % T — ol A5 2 1) T
YEFIEE, K % LB 2 A R A2 17 D) g 45
(e.g., Brown-lannuzzi et al., 2015), X757 =X 76 HE
TR EAAHEB RN . BRERE LER, #
Tl 2 WL Y 2 AL ~F- B8 6% LI 58] == S0 i J22 %of T PR AR
190V TRV 6 67 1 < S | DG o
o, EWETR RS RS gk A T MU,
JIT DA Tk A e 4 T 9 Biddis i d R 2 &
AHESE VLR FULBYZ I3 T (e.g., Becker et
al., 2016; Bernerth & Aguinis, 2016; Spector &
Brannick, 2011). 44K, WA AEDEX FfA il 22 B Y
B0 — € AN, AH OCHE 2 B T ] A i i
T PR R 2 WL b e 3 78 1 OC R ABCRASEAL | i AT
FEAERL, MIASBEIE Ge M Uk = WL R 2 2800 Ay

Thh, ERERNE, BREHRCERAE

WLBYJZ A% LB 2 AR S PRI A s (e.g., Tanet al.,

2020), gt sk T —Le22E X T B2 AR i 22
XML& IOCTE . il B R A ] i 22 B SR Y
LB T2 7K R 32 LR 2 K S A — S B G B
R GEROL, PRy, 2015)— 7 & Wit 17
TEH, A NERA — AT & 49 % WAt 2 B )2
K, RIS A —A A A E WA
. H B R A — R R LR AR TR 2
TR, H SCAR X260 %) R 3t B ke B % B2
AR HEZ, MEFREZEZ T R —E 5
JE S Z M NIVERCH), A — 5
B 2 ASARAT 9 0 BB 2N R 22 o % itt, —J7

W53 7T LLE 115 220 2 A Il 254 — 114
TR I T BN, S — T T A g 5% ) R B
AR 22 i Bl B 25 52 3 LR 23 i L I 2 77
FEAR— BRI ITAE o I F X 2805 0, EWBY
JERRFT L) H R BN BARN

ETHUMR, B2 AR RZE 2D feiR
FLFIL IR R . &5, AR AFETE BT
T H & EWBYZ A Z B, ISR f AR AR T,
A% TR B BT F, W REA 9 AN EAT
BB 2 AR T 2T R A A
TCRBE R, S0 ATTREHE S EFRE R | mA A
HREA N, X5 3R 0k IR AN
—, A [ A A A 23 5 SR A [a) 19 500 28 0 (e.g.,
5L, 2018) HR, MM EANEE F—AH
BHEMBFEAKT, Bk o, as
FEOGT G R AR 3 PR (%) Tl gl 56 4 7T BB B8ORS W] 7Y
TR ETEAL PR TR A B E R T
WP s AR S, WA ]S RER NI
FULB 2 53 Bt 2 90 — 2 1 7% (Destin et al.,
2017; sk, #:35, 2021). S34b, B4 #HF5T s bl
BRI LG AR, AT 3 & B
JZ BT 2% R bR A T X (Cohen et al., 2017),
CEBRIL T AATHEAT 3 3R B2 PEAG B A JR B
ArREME.

FS S ARRS - g=c U i =i R B ER ORI 07
AHSAREEE B O W =ML ESER, &%
FRZJ7 H AR, 15X — /- BCR A BR AR
Bk ATASPERIARE A E M, HEATRE S A
B B SE B JZ AR DU AH R R o 3k $ 7 FRATT A M
B AR L B E R FE— A2
BN, TN LS5 1T RE TS SR B AT XUR
3.3 WIRAE

3R AR I T T ) B 1 R A 2 S e )
FEXT FEABT S g4 . ST Kraus %5(2012,
2013) /A TE H T R E 1 sR I T UK ) X —
B4, (HARIF A SIANE W E, AT —14
AL S Z A LR EWE Z+E W2, HE
B AR e M Z s WBZ" o M %40
WORE R Z R EREFR (g, AW %, 2021
FRIE 4§, 2018; Kraus et al., 2019; Lee et al.,
2018; Li et al., 2020; Rao et al., 2022) Z H, W5tk
WS EMR LR R A E WY A E 2
HEREfb R S, S 3 B LY J2 B ROR B S % 4%
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RIS,

T AR 32 B S+ LB 2 1 X R AR
Foek A, B LML ET EWHRZEHN
HIBFIEAS BE T8 4 R AL 2 23X — & 1) &30 N
Mo HRTERIEMWHEX —HEATRZTF,
AN 1) 2 B 2 5 TG AT ] 4 e A, T S 5 AR 1Y)
SRR B 2R, PRt x5 A 3 0B
JRERYRIT A W R RN, WG
W AN —Fh G B 58 vk, B S T BLE
— 4RIV A BB 9E 24 b A A SCEE A
D - &= VN1 Py (O  ol
A 2 SO A 2 B 2 1A (e.g., Jetten et al.,
2017), XAERILEIE LTI R R A AR, Lk
Rz, QR A B A2 i i B
2, MR N B2 {55 (eg., Batruch
et al., 2017; van Doesum et al., 2017), XFE1S 145
WL IR B, 54, FH L5 (e.g., Cheon
& Hong, 2017))345 B T WP 2 HH0% —Fh
BerEfb e, (AR Z5He it H k3 MR 2 AR5 AY
AR UK TR S S 700 N e 1 =R S B
MRS AT LAY . BRULZ AN, FEERGNE I Z
ZE, BT A I T R T R g ) At A
sZ R, PR 7R I sl als A R i A 3R B )2 ek
ZiF, WAl RS T & HAb AL 21 45 Rtk 2 Y
Ak, WF T ARAR 45 AR 3R, i AR
B = B 2 S5 T, BT 3 o 2 R
T S PR F 1 T AR . ARG T A
X5 A T A A, DLRAT R /NG A
XoH R gT 45 0 AR .

34 E@xY]

FEWFGE R ST T, 32 LB J2 F 53 B 1) 9 1 30
TCEEY K T A 2B 2 0 BEAEBEIE R B 5 s . A
AN S—ARERE, T 4K 2B 5 e E
F R Z H AL R, RIS R X
— kL T ERAER ISP Ztk. B
ZAR I RE A, TR 22 0 R B T R B R I B
JZ" WAL LA o BCRE AT 9 B 1) S B 7 L AR ) A
HENE, WR 4R ZENAE S 2O A T,
Tt T ML R LI, RAH TR T T
75 B 2 IR 2 3 22 (B A X

MR, QU B R AR R 2 R R A S
RN M2 —, Lk
BAF T EMME A R, XEEXTEERN,

AW 5T N 122 22 Ju B 1, H A P X A S 2
B B X AL . A IRATIL I E M E B
TR ILn], 0] B4 G 5 & WY 2 A (] J 1 ok,
TATVR S R, HI &M A 4 2 B )2 7T fig
IR B, AR & W E—RB )= =T
SAGTIR 4 B B ——— BT 5 — N A S B R ok
TRFH A2 (BIR) PR 257 B IR AN SCA B IR = A4
#K4>(e.g., Loignon & Woehr, 2018), TMit& G
—SEREORAE BEUR 5 A A E IR AR e, miE R
R — T E IR GG AR Al — g
I P ECA R TR, AT AT B 28 B BRI
FEXT AL T4 i A5 4, R/ 20 ZU3E IR A S A0 B IR
M — S 2 P AT, A0 — 2 i SCfe B
T8, B2 0 98 UR 7 T ml BERTAAR XS Bk = . TN
AR B — BB AR Bt S R A
T 2 AR AN b =3, TN P A G 3 L A
il Z Wt HSETIB R« & AR TR P . /D
Ak F . AR SEFHS/NA T E WA BB (2
H IS, 2017) WL AL bR, SEAEME LAY
Fe Bz R R T R A o HX — A B
WARXT FER, AT BOE O A R AT 23k
AT OCTE A B2 R B (B R 55, 2018b) .

WAL, A B B R A R D 22
2 I RIF I B ) A B 2 S AR 1 = R ORI L%
g2, MBS YTt ke B i e, B
WA E 255 B EW . BB E Y T4
S A, #E A LAS R B S R T R A
o Bilan, AU kBB S AR & By
EEE 2 W E M BCEOR, 13U
LB E B T SN B R 2 (e.g., Brown-lannuzzi
etal., 2015; [ %, 2021). —fiiiw, WFocElt
ELEAT DR~ T . HiX—410mE
Jei o AT O 9 J2 %) B A3 T S AR P T A5 1 AN A%
B X A A AR R ATSYE . RIS
7 JE 2S8R s 4, 2022), dE—H MR A
B, JFR—H %M R BN R B SR AT
SYBCECR (2R, BOLI, 2019), ifixf A —A4~n]
REM MR, A E N SE R Y — %
AR 2 2 A6 T8 B 32 0L B 2 SRR s X 1 Btk
BUIMELE AR (U, PRy, 2015); FEAMBA R
LIBEEE, RBARIRAF A2l B O ik A
TENRE P R A9, I ] S B AS o
SEHFIR Sl 2 45 (R 4 2 BUSR (Jackson &  Payne,



8l

Mk e 2 UL JE AT EL R B BT R B 1889

2021), JEITIXAERERA, FTLLE RS WS
BB 2 KAt S LS LR B A5 IR, W RE S
PR B ERNME A A B . AR R B E [
P 2 B 2 SEBR B AR 22 38 R RAEFE TR 2 A
N A = E Sl R TR I T E AN [ B2/
Z(LEMRTF, 2018a), 1Mtk & FFHI A& Lt —
A AT 55 FB 2N (2298, 2021), #EffiR:
E e Y N NI LN Ve Y& G- $2 3
(45, 2022; B PR#, 2020), S ERFSEIEIRATE
2|, FEWEYZE BT FEEE AL AT LA S —Fh
YEA e SO O 25t Ak AR B J2 10 T B, T B
A TR AT A B S AL 23 4 2 A S P JE T — K
R, A Bl AR SR A 5 A b 3 ek 2 A AR A 32
9 J2 R SR, [ 285 R [ g B ST 4R T A

4 INESRE

SO AL AR 20 B 2R R A B E E S
B (4 P S4B 8 T A A5 0. EMEZ R
AIF 5% 1] A0 DK 8 DA 240 %) B R BF 5 A A 2
M2 AR, 28 T W X — A X TR
LB 2 B R OE SN E, JF e G R e 5 ht
w7 T EE TSI TAE, it SmH 20
S RN T R R, U AR 5 vk
FE 5 [0 7 T A AT B P Bk . (H X — B m) (1
MR L H AR 25T B AR AT I 2 B
JZ %5, WAL 2 B WL J2 (0 PAAE T | S
TR, X ARG AT RB B & — 22
M, W EAS AR ST B T R ) F AR
THOUL I, T M LA S e B S 2 v oAS [ 9 J2 11 42 2%
PE L AR, R T 2 & P ) (R B
PRAML R AR, R TV AT L5 A
PUF 5 R AR R .

B, w A% WA R R Y, t—
JEE R WH Z M BN Z R, DR FHEH
W — b0 B AT R AR i IR R SN . A oT
(Li et al., 2020) 5k & B, F MK EFNE K EAL
UG IR B AR DG, T L 7 S — S 20 B
AR S IS (U X T 7 J2 3 3 B T ) A A TR Z A
SRR, MTTIA Ry —3 JA — i B A —
FE ST B SR B Al R OB 2 A
W Z AT H 8%, SR A BT 8 7 W R AR
AR PR . AR R, R A& U
Iy 22 et T PR 745 g 94 S [i) 0 2580 7 38 7T R 5 SC AR TR

FAK: M FREPAM T, FWHZLE W
JE ARG S AT B O ;i H AR
PO, W2 EW 2 SR T 5 B 78 3 R
HYAH 366 & (Park et al., 2013), X 7E—EFLEE 1]
BEHH TR EMA AT E [ R ERZ,
AN [ IR 2 S S R 206 1 H AW
SRR SO SR AR SRR R, X1
A S B 2 WA R 28 110 B LI J2 A8 S (R B T o
SR TR AN . 44K H R I R IR R A SRR A
Frift— b oeat, (HARISMUAY FER BT 53 8 N T &
TR, L 4 T 48 7R 2 U8 I J2 R 0L B 2 1 Xt
NG Z2 5 AN [R50

Hyk, RO, KRRV R E
0 FORT B 4 T 0 TR AT, DR AR I 3 WY 2
AT S B2 0 B2 SR Y AR I SN (B . A%
AN E IR 2 5 % LB 2 0 R — S BT )2 1A TR
i 251X — M, A B A S0 i R AT S
BRI 5E ——3X ¥ 2 3 9 B T2 N ) O 22 1% B A4 Al
B, A A A A SR 5T B A Bk
BIEAT DO O R TR GEROL, BRa i,
2015). FEEIAN, AU WY R IR, A A
T HTFWALEETFZHERETRES
TE AN 6] A R FE ORI 2 8%, sl ] LAGE it 2%
TR A Ta] 0 e 75 =X (73 531 o6 ) 9 3 T i
A ZHE R IR = Rk 2 B4 R
(8 =M R BT, R DX AN ] i) S LBy
JEOYEL, DA SR SO AN I Y 2 . T3 Ak,
Tt 2B 2 0 BEAF A S Rl B L 0 —— 5 WL J2
T3 B2 S AT B 51T (Kraus et al.,
2013; Manstead, 2018), A RHWFFREHFITHEESFYE
Xt O B OV TS, R DU BEAT A — A
TR, o B2 A AR, E Y2
H AR, DR B EAT ] AR S R AR i, X
Al R 34 BB % 5 T U Hh % 2 AR k1A ARG 1R G
o BARE N T X —H S HE ST R 1 SR 5
Wi (eg., BRHZL %, 2014; Tan et ., 2020),
R ARl A A BB RTARR T A V7 T A R SR R B 58
e -8

e, RSB B £ St oy
A A, WRY T &850 Y b Z ekt
SXB )2 IR, AR Bl B 2 i R —A ot
R4 (R FE BRI b SCHR K A5 AR 2 )2
N, 5 H AR e K S 38 s X AR X B RN 1T, T
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Subjective class resear ch in psychology of social class:
Its contributions and deficiencies
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Abstract: Recently, researchersin the field of social class psychology have attached great importance to the
research orientation of subjective class. This perspective emphasizes subjective class in understanding the
concept of social class, focusing on the subjective aspect in operational definition, research design, and
specific issues. Such orientation has laid a theoretical contribution to the development of social class
psychology, provided new research methods, and enriched the issues pertaining to this field. However, this
perspective also has some potential drawbacks. In theory, it sometimes fails to accurately reflect the social
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reality. Conceptually, some studies tend to ignore the effect of objective class. In terms of methods, some
studies pay attention only to the experimental manipulation of subjective class and neglect other research
designs. Moreover, this perspective tends to examine only the difference between the higher- and lower-
class individuals, and it does not pay more attention to the diversity of social class in the society. Future
research should clarify further the relationship between objective and subjective classes, as well as the
different predicting effects of the two variables. As for research design, future studies may need to make a
more detailed distinction and measurement of subjective and objective classes. Furthermore, researchers
should pay more attention to specific social issue.

Key words: psychology of social class, subjective class, objective class



