(k2 B2 G 2 0B S5 17 g et
— % F R AL

o

(B EB] AoMEAALRAIERB—EFEAER 2 ML R A 6942 R W, EF —
SO PR Z R A AR RN S AT A IMAA S AR AEBTR K A& TARY B4 R R
B A H A AR, FELE AN ERR TS0 EAHF SR KZG BRI, T R%AE
W AR LB B IR AU S P AT AE A R 6 S BGEAT T 94T, 4888 T ARFF R T LAY m
B RS TF F PR XACR, AR B XM S iNgmAb BALA | 35 XA £ e T TR 5 @ RRAL
IR B 0948 45 b AR B ARG A ROMEAEAL,

[RBIT] ALUE KRN & SRS E AR AR A

TEMT AT HALS R D, b k2 NI AL m B 24, RIZUR L2 5 R R BB )2 20 Ak 5 | 7
TIEZFENRERE . DR 20 R0 i m B s it e R % 4, 7008 7)=
TS AT 8 K, AELAR LU TP B 5 iR 2 B E— 2D Y B (A1, AR SCAY.O BRZ T AR SR R I
N AR AR 22 PR 2R 00 A i S 67 T L A F) O BREONE , JC AR O BRMER R L B AE | T R
55 T HE AN . AR Y LA S0 B AT O 1) AN TR R AR BETT A 5 I A S A RRE
Ro A, —RHRARAE S G Z BB, T 2735 B, ol e SCEE A 70 W7 9 A P ) Al
B TAREYE R BB BERE , PRTTHE 2B )E A 22 B0 SRS B R A, I H RTRIAR DG
PR EER T AR AT REAIBETETT 17

—. DEFR[PHIBEHES

LoD A A S B R A FE . FERFE SR LG SO, SR TR — B2 A

RS EL, BAAREEARRBEFEREZ RS CEEREKE, 300071, AXEERTRIES—MITE ( 14BSHO76 ).
NAZEOEIERTESALEEIREM (2015 ) T RXFZITNFR P OREBIRMAOMER MM R, KX ERERHARESE
oh 89 TR
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SO BT AT AW T5 T AR o Kraus 55 ATEWTSE P 25 A9 E UM E T L2 Y2 9 R o3 i e
NS B 20 B 22 0% BUA S I PR B, 7EAE 23 2R b T A [ A7 9, 47 7E 20 WAt 23 B R
2 S IF RN 3] o v A 2 #4722 O BEAAR ( Kraus, Piff & Keltner, 2009 ; Kraus, Piff, Mendoza-
Denton, Rheinschmidt & Keltner, 2012 ), X—E X W& T E WM EWHNEH ., K TLFFRHE.
Fhos M AL A5 % LA BT R 23 B8 7 2 02 A e At 2 B JE I v A i R o Al O BRSO
FEI SC A T3 2630 73 AR ARG B0 o EIX — 8 SO, Bl 43 A () — 2% 18 A A 22 [ B
WP A5 1, — 2 A F A SRR 22 5, X 22 52 B HERR 1 B AT A — 22 11
.

PIRRIINS :Ke 22 U115 I R w1 P R O € e 1 P (Rl B Oy 7l i B < e P e e L A
(socioeconomic status, SES ) XF T/AMARR LS B 237400 50 B , B WA S S TR A Febn s 2 8 F
PR AR A . SRT, SX S8 B R i T % WLAS i, AR R MFITBE 23 0T T A2 20 b
B WS AR T WAt 23 e B b A Nt , 3004t 25 28 55 i 57 T Lo o b Tt 0 5 4 25 B )25 A G
0 BER T 2R PR AR . WFFE R B, RIMEEAEE ] B WAL B2 A D0, A 222 5 Ao
A ARSR AR ), XA E— 2B U 1 X T 2B )= i F A A T AT 72 0 28 X (Kraus &
Stephens, 2012 ), 7E EWUR I A5 b, — MR HIR B4 iR vk . AR AL 25 B )2
— I B AR B, (H R T AR 2 B2 A USRI R, SR AT A A il 2 Bk A
PRV RS2 9025 000 1 T

3. DEAUA T AL SBR M E U . AL IR P R R AR SRR 2 S e BB
PRI A ARSI T OB RIS U B OGN [ A 2x B2 38 7 D 3RS B AL 2o 0 PR B
MIZESe . OB T A 2 AT5E 77 A AR ) S (1) Ha B2 97 A, 2
FEOR AT e B BARIION T B2 th ISR BEA LA I Y2 AR A A0 AL T T A
AV P IE S . (2) #h 22 W2 A (RGO BRI , S0 A TR AN ] 72 A fE B IXURS: | S Ja 175 2
RS | R O 5, Hol b= A Ag ik, (3) 4B E M ST A B 2B i 2L,
B ALY S A EEE | AR T RS BE AT Sy 2T A5, JF I Dk 607 T 5 46t 23 B J2 8] 22 5
AIARBURE . (4) 12 BZ BRI , LA s 2 MR T BOAT 23 2R3 , I o™ AR AR IR S
AT A M S AN R, DL SC R H B L A BRIAR BERR AN DU AL 2 R AZ Y
AR HERINI

=. KB ERMHERR W

1 A2 2 BA AR A A B HRR O . AR 2 i T BT IR A B =, 2o Kam iy AR TR 4
A SR Z SR —T5 T A 5 098 B st IRA AN BIOR R , 55— 5 T AT e PR Ay kA= A o 1 20 T fit
ARG 52 ( Zapolski, et al., 2014 ), WIEJEH TANREN F SO G IR LUK AR BT i) AR 16 258, DA
FECH S A g BERBUAH AR T = B2, S WA 3 7T 8 B B a8 st — N T A
PR (Johannes & Ernst , 2014 ), QuonZs (2014 ) &I, H /DA EARA) ML 1A, LA NAEA
DX AR A B WL 28 5 b T 2 T B8O 22 A A BREERROIR DL , TR 2% B KA > S BE AL R T L T
ACEER A FEEE IO R 5 T AR R RO 2 IEADG . A MR A A, 4b TR
JE T AR R M A1 S0 1805 J L3 L T 5 ( Schreier & Chen, 2013 ),

2. AL B R T A T O R AT . AR B ERE T A ERIR B A R, BR T BTy
T, 32k [ T R R 5 T 1 S RS2 .l TR R A AL 2 R G AL TR 85 AL, AT 23k
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ZRNE LR A FANS TAERE S, I LB K. md AT g2 AT E R 2, K520
TSR TEIETE A B2 A 2 A W A7 O 2 T A1 28 B HE O 22 A IR LR BE R . 1M AL A £
FHAAEAE 23 R Al AT 1T R 570 T A O PR AR RIS ), AR PEURR LR X Rl e ma B R A Z — o IRBY 2
B S SO = R [ k2 R0/ T 1) e O [ M N = R N BT 1 el o IR L 1
it B CBAZ BT 2B 2, AR S B 2 A A U A5 M B B = T )2 AR (Kraus, Piff,
Rheinschmidt & Keltner, 2012 ),

3. KA R G IS5 SRR T BR T W B RIR B = A, AR B2 R B R o e s AR T
A BR AL B R, DR X R A e, LA R AR TR AR R AT AR S 25 LR (Stephens, et al.,
2007 ; E/NFEAE, 2014 ), B2 S HISS MRS A DS RE T, 22 IR S B 2 T P FE |
R RS RIFEERA & AR I AR BRI P . ok 1 P01 A R R JEUREL X [8E =  IXfY
IR 2 i S5 AR DR S 36 rh e m] LA ST BVARAR A AR 25, i A 2 B 2 A U e DR B rh 2 B o
o A AEE SR SR, AT S HE IR S TR , SRR A TSR LRI B 2 ke . A6 — T gE s
TESE T AL S8, & BURASHER A B (R W] BE BT B T TZE Sl 1 & J , (BB 2 i il A 25
YRR FLAYAEIS A= ( Griskevicius, Vladas, et al., 2011 ),

4. ARA 2R BA BAR A A 245 R Kraus FIStephens( 2012 ) F1) PG4t 25 28 5% ML 9 07 1
XoF TR By 2 A e B 2 7 1 D 5 A T 1) 2 AR B R LA 5T . WP R B, AR T 7 11
AR R IR A B HER, BAR SR TE BB R AT, DL T IR A 3
WS At 2 A0 5] 5 T s 255 M2 A R B R S A AP R B E 2 /9 A i, AT
3 ME & Ak 25 5] ( Kraus, Piff & Keltner, 2009 ; Piff, 2014 ), & W2 # T BA E 2094
SRR R 5 (At s B A, EBEIR 0SS S EIA TR 2 0 E AL, AT RE A AR T 2
(4 % L % B 8 4 0 BEA T ( psychological entitlement ), T 5 B2 T 2L A 541K 42 sl R AN 1 3844
figE

5. ALY Z AR B S A iS5 551k . #L23 B )2 S R A ZR B A2l R S A I
A K 118 240 A0 B G2 Ja8 FBh 552 56t S W I FAEG At 2 B 23 9 o 300 ) AR X 458 55 1 A 0 8 BRI 24l i 55
Johnson % (2011 ) UESE T AR B J2 2442 B E 2 2 B A 5 24 st O IE AR G . s ik 2# AT HE
KTl St 1 [ 3R FRAE 8] 81 77 20k I gh 2 28 it S W 2, & BRAE ST 270l B i e 1) 2%
A, ARBIZ 25 A S AR i 0 S 0 ik AR P IE AR BT 2 AR, JFAE Stroop SEEG H R BUTE 22, NI TR
B HE 2 )  XF BRAL, R [E B J2 0 A A R 22 5% 0 X B Tl Ak S B2 B iy
(1)t 225 DRABATT A 1A F 45 1 Oy T3 22 (R A0RE , DN T il ) R s okl g B2 AR, O ) sl 5 A A0 2R 3
TR

=. K=k EPRRNEE

DA BT, DIAERFFE R Z 0 1) FARAE 2B 2 B S R, S B e b . S5 1, MiRHE 2
W EAECT R B R AV AR BOCTE RBRR AL o

L AR Z BAT o i A MR AL S Z RIAE TR IR 2T, AT s A ) 1 5%
AT LA AN, AT ZUREEAB AR BY A kA= 06 B AR BRI 2 2 e A 2
A BEERNAT A, AGRAIEA AR A I R AF BB G, TR BT By o e 5O [l L, (B 234
Rt SRV AL S I EAT AT T 2 A E R S ( Zapolski et al., 2014 ), X W& H Fo W =y
) —Fh R MRBYZ B XS R OC T30 Sk 2 MG g [ A S T e, Al A D00 5 0 T SRS B
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D338 AL SR 5 AR AL 23 SR AT R s, A E S Y R WA s B Ty e R 3 e, A
T B A R W, X1 A R ZOR B AR S ™A%, 3 SEPR b BRI = A — R 3 1 S
NEfEEAK

2. A SR BT BRI . XF B2 S RSB 25, AT 2 B A S s B
LA 2SR, XA AT E AR A AT ORI PR RS AP e AR 2 R TR A
P TIRE ), AEHEA T USRI 23 A TR Sz (IR BRG], DRI R AR 2300 B —Fh L F 3R R ot B TA A
T2, FEA RS B IE R, R 235 B T A s IR, A I A R T 25 5
Bz RS EIERE ), XPAMRHIRTE SR | 25 5 W T-AMALEHE, TR 1258 2 T8 iU MH R B (1
W, #B7KE , 258, 2013 ), Kraus., Piff fll Keltner (2012 ) KX —IG 8450 , K2 #H A N1 25k
SR A AR B R E 1, A T T A AS B, TEAR AL s S BOR A 25 e R A A 23 n)
B, AR 2 2 AN IR A B A R D i iy . R4, AR 238 23 DG B E R A A R
], PR DG 28 A B R S IR RIS A2 2 ) 2B T I 5, 17 v B2 28 UV B A e 0 A9 VD 8T i o
INSCHE B GEEJTHR ER (Piff et al., 2012),

3. A S EEEA IR, A A SR M R A NFRIT, EANE B2 b R A
AT, RGN IEIAH, KB EAR S @ B2 09 R B, 30000 i S 2 X 077 9 R A ]
BE I EAF I R G A IE BN (Bik e, 80K &, 258, 2013 5 Jost, 2011), R4ESBZE TR T8
SCHC LA, A R ST BUR R FL A RAS R 55 R 25, B, Jost 55 (2011) KK, KB 2 HE
PRXF BURF B A ARSI . ORIl AR 28 e B I e 4 o DL 5 8 B 2 ARl , DRl 2 2 A 22
THE R E R TR [ B IR s B AR SRR , 1 e B2 AR AR AU T B B T A A AE , S T
FSRPAARIE T BOM Y A B, Brandt (2013 ) 35, A ELE R B 2005, AR K2 094 i ) 15
FEBURMSEAL U, SR TAEP IR, #2573 B S X0 T BUR 095 AR RS 78 A 6 T i BB
J&lE o Brandt Fl Henry ( 2012 ) &3, ARKY)2 5 M ELA T & AR U], RASUEA T S KRN
W ISR IR E SANEE. TER ) TS ARG AR AREZRHA R R I T 2 B
OVFERR T, G0 RS S H R RN T B e A B AR SS 1 T, IR A% A B Z2 B[R] FDkS
( Laurin, Fitzsimons & Kay, 2011 ),

4. At Z R, — ML, AR A R S B2 RO AR R e A SR BB T, =
Sz EPiffEE (2012) 8T AN B2 4 0018 7 BRI A T M AT SE , A LIS R L Rk
SR R, RN B R S 2 I NI TN AN, i S R AE S A SE G R e X T
AR B 2 D0 7 22 T R A o L A . 7 — SR PR R XS 5, 5 )2 4 Z A ) 1 v
YIE AR 2R, bl S BT 3 SO, IR )2 B fui 1) T DA TE A B85 1 e 2575 1 4 Jm) [R] T ( Cote &
Piff, 2013 ). KB JZ (9 1B T A AAE PR BE T X5 1 B (7™ b ZER ARG [, X Tt 2 B i i i 5
R M TEAS AR, B ™ T C SR ARYE S . Kraus Fll Keltner (2013 ) &3, 7EX}
FHESTIRAL A R AL, AR 23 S ) X SR AL A T 7 s, 1A A5 1 B J2 3 IR f o bk A T4
filo BXFP2E FATREE K B TXIE ML B2 AN ], 8 23 B A ) A 23 B 2 2 7 A st A% Ak
MASZERZ LI, I ZAESTAT A 5 KB 2 LB 2 Im & vl LAt 5 5 %5 0577 A=
SEMRAY, P S A T 208 1 5 20T DUE BR TR AE B 54T R

5. A S EE HBMRIE B IR R . — Bt Ay, A fEAt 2 SR IR Z A PUR,
KA TEZ AL 23 5 2 M N FE AR 2 AL BRI, R LA 38 2 1R R, (HE M GRS 20 R B, =B )2
AR IR BRI TAE R S T, 40 2R 18 L A R BB TR/ | 32 WS A J S T 32 3] — i R
AYSZIA o 1E 4 Paul , Melvin 1 Reder (1974 ) 48 i 1 JHUTF##R 4 8 ( Easterlin Paradox ), A 4125 J2
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L SR BRI I [ A SCAR Y HE AT IR IEAH DGR3, FEax )25 LA A2 e 52 B A [l A G
Frank (2012 ) 8% T B GHITRR AR IS4 2 05 AR DGR S4T30 07, WAk SE T ARXS 285 iz 5 3=
WLSERRERA IS, P . TEEH] T 2Ue A I R Z 5 ARBI 2 23 K A 5 22 I Ta) Ak BB G 2R i
A EZ P IE AR

6. KB ZRA HERA.OHEERE ) .t THESTE R A sl SR BRI S Y E#E S S,
22 B 2 B AR MEE S N i OB 23 PR, PRI Bl 3 A e PR, DU BT B iR Y
SEF ] (ZEB, $K £, 2008 ), X — RURIL T ABR A Z v, XT38 NG 3 5 T, AR AR 23 B2
HREMETE 5 A ST B T I RS T UL A RE ), Sl MR M TR Xy TR RS T AR ik I 4 ARy
EHSA B EC 5 A TR (Kraus et al., 2012 ), A —J5 1, kL2 B2 2518 5%
By, W B I Z A0 EIPE . WadE (2011) &I, ARIH)Z B ARART T AR TH R B A TR 9.0
PRRIERE ST, PRIE AN E VL AT REME B4R T 55 A AT E PR AT 55 rh BE RE SRR, 55 41 AT ( Mittal
& Griskevicius, 2014 ),

7. ARBE EHAL SRR mAb SR E B TA T E SRS TR, R B B s A
Ho AL B[R] B, R g DLAETE B A 3 32 SCRY TR ] , AT A5 5 220 15 5 X 3R (Piff, 2014 ), AHILZ
T, HA T BRSO R ) AR 2 A U B T O T B A R BT 2 38 A DRI YEE AR S B AR IR
TR E A MR T PRIE P 375 35 T A A, 2 DR IR T Sl 300 0 B Fg AR KT R 22 (0 SR A 2347
Stellar 55 (2012 ) 43 i 5250 K B, 5 @ B 2 AL 23 AR L, AR 2 AL 23 B0 s il N i B RE 25 T
AL, SCM N B 2 R, IF e 2 B S P AR B RIS 450 o Kraus F1 Keltner (2010)
XF100 #9005 8h G HE 5 AT M T gAY, & B S B 2T SRR Bl A TE T R, QA
Ok VB PRJE B A R AL S 2 AR ASIETE £, Qi JC A A B R R LS L i A
JERAN L

8. ARAE 2B 2 BA R i A BRI o A BRI S — Rl ek S I AN R B2 rh o2 5 i R
ANTE], RSB R | B T ABE ), JFREAE F IR R P ET DAL A RE ) LIRS
FRBTWE? David 55 (2010 ) K3, At 23 M7 52 A\ BRAEUEE, At 23 02 4k 2 U A PR Ee 3758
TENBRE S, AT b B2 W , k2 B2 0 N PRt 5, BN RE ) 358, 7EPFHAN A [mlL
A AT R FNSNE T3 T A E ) o B 5, XA HRN IGE an faf SO b T RS B 22 e kg, 765 A SRR
AR, AL 2 B2 A A T LA R AU BE D Al Ak S 2 FR A HER BE W ARSR TR B2 0 B
SR, AT S P A SR AL 2l W B ST o Ak B RSN F O, A 20T A AR 25
SE R R, MHRMYZ EOCTEM, S A, Wik Ae A BB

m. LEFRHPXTHIHEHBEXFY

A2z JZ i O AT B M R 2y, B S TR BRI L, b s
WIRAN B2 B SRR R GE N IE, MRS B T2 B ) AR5 S e 119 WL SR AR R A o S BRI PP SR A R AU
FURBAAAEF WY, MMETRE 55—, (B RN THE W 2B Z o5 TR
E

1 BIRAS B2 SRR 5 2R G800 IE 2 ) A T SCIR B TR Z AR T R B2 2 B A2 R G R
IERY 3 — [, (H AR B AL A Hh &, WA RS E A4 TR A 5 b2l BE R 5t
SNIEREI N, R B R B2 S T AR S T b A 2 RGN IER) . SR, A2 SR EE
WL I, DFR AR BT Z LR B 2 RS B 0k 27 A AR . R IEIR IR, KRBT E A AR
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0 T R AE P S AR R R, SR A B R SR G B, S EAT AR S AR IERE ST
At O E SR R A R B XA . —J7 T, A TR RS S A B T ARt 2 B E KO H AR
f3BK , TS A, 18] Esl. 55— 05T, 23 IE Y5 &2 S BURPYZ AR 2 TE AT, i
B RR AL 2 A A BRI AE T . RSN K £ (2013 ) #8417k AR FIA 252 4
R, KBS R BAR , 23 TE SRS SO tUB A, ok A ARSI AT 2B = 19 28 TE AR 3K A
Belko BEFEE NN, AL S 2 A B S 2 b 2 5 2 AR IR B 22, i 522 i i B AN 2 gk 2
AR E BIAE 20N CERERL, 2008 5 387K £, AR, 2014 ). M, A2 SCRCIs N, BARBZE A
RE R RS2, Xk RGEMUL I AITEAY . PO IX —BE SR IR Z 5 B85 F bz, LR AT
A S U A 2 A B BUR A S HIL, B BT AT 2 RGET A 2 55 3t A2 A5 B
(1, ARG M2 AN AT, BRI Z B L, EE A A D AR S B I R A 2
B JE X T a2 iE ORI 8985 TR A L mdt 2 B = A, ROm AT TR At 2 i TR e T A
(T

2. )2 RIS AT AT SEAR 7 )2 AR 7l AT SE AR e 7. — Ao, k2B JZ R il
AN FWLSERRRE, BN, 365K B B2 R ik 22 P AL AR EEASIHL, {HJ2 Anderson4 (2012)
&) RO RV U S VT AL TN A Rl e VR iU AL NG = A el [P
5 BE B A5 75 T T LA S o 00 A AR 9 S A, X — D BB G RA SR B 2™ ( Local-
Ladder Effect ), 5 ICARNE , IHRHERTFE R B, AR SLE2# 17—/ N YO AR T 25 51930 , i 1r)
INHIBE S22 B R W, JF 2ol HOR M vh 5 2R A5G R DX, I A S0 2 2 0 AL N A 3
AT AR 4, IR A I DX IE R R DX 5 2k SR S IR AR A IR, S 2
PR CSEGCRAR” BTG4 IR R R DU R i) “PRART Al 35 BRI AR RN B,
UNSRAE — - P SR AR o B M X, — S R 22 1) AR 2 7 55 A L A5 rp A 81 D TS Y
SEAR AN RAE— P B AR B AN R 3 DX, — SRR A2 T RE 2 R B, Tl LA JUT A A= 35
S AC A Z, BB A S, TS LU R — e AR . X —4e i AL 2 B = 5 A
Z 8] R T ] BEATS o 2 — Lot — P AOAAIE , At Sx B2 R AL S SEAR G , T IAt 2 R R R AN 5
UFA=PNS

h. ERAMHREARERE

ZICREN], K TAL 2B 2 A BA A o FA AR R A EIS S ELSE o ARBY 2 AT B RE ok
IS he S SEX O AT (BRI NN AL & Qi b a3 5 e S = WD WNNC RE Vot T AR AN Y8 AR IES
INAIERA 515 BN . SR AR AN SCRE, B RE 70 40 R 45X — WY 2 AR I R 38kt , L RB s L
BAEMRRE R, SRR 2 22 (B B R sh AR DTS T . 48R, B RTZSUR A BIF S AR A TE — SN e, T2
FEAR I P LA e 2 Rt

. TEE L5 AR B A RFsE . HRl, FARFIHMEA SR R4 R AR
H AR e S H B R R AR ST AR T — S, BN, LATERIFSE & B, AR &5 IR IR
P F BT R, A TR AL TN S AE2 U N P 25 58 5y vl . Rl e 25k
AR NIRRT v A S, TS SR e 1, 231 AT SR BAR 28 D7 B AR SEAR A RK ( Mittal &
Griskevicius, 2014 ), [AI5}, Kraus ., Adler fl Chen (2013 ) &3, A2 2 55 Hu 07 5 fik e A =22 [R] A7 7
HHEZAR R, AVEHAEZE 00 )5 8, Wt IR 2 IR — iRl R R, Z BT URHY 2 e
Z R R, SEPR LR T H A 2 MRS 2 M e . ik, vTRAR I, B2 RS A
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2| AR T B A IR R A Ak

PI 01 W Bl A SIS S A o 3 R 1 = S0 S v €200 R A B A S e e 2
Htb. HRTHHICHITE LAt &2 0 202 R 22, O3 — A X SO P A AT, AR — LR
ZAb o AL R B BRI NN 2D, JE R ik i Z R 5 s, RO R 27 ik
A REA RCHAE 7R Y2 [ G S P BRI 3 e B B | AR R I e B S S Al R, 1T
I Y B — L AME R R B T

3. KTEMZEA R SRS EA SR D EE ) O AT, RSB E T T
PO K, F58 1N R ROk AR R A SR 5 B 4 TR R A SR SRS [A] 1.0 B R 3R
ZETCRENR], XL 23 B J2 0 B RITE — i A5 B2 1 EA 5 SCH i 22 51 0, R [m) SR s st b i
WL AR 2R 55 . 2 LARRIN | 26 [ A 3R 1 P8 Jy [ 502 — AR 32 SCScqk, sy ad s v A 3%, i L
T A AR AR TS B SR — R AR R S Ok, SRR AR MRS AR R SIS st
XA W, 2 AP | JC B A 3R A AR Y J2 BN A R e, R A A SO Ak R B
PIUESE

4. PEFHICHT S HER G SO R oAb 23 B J2 2 fdt B AT 445 1) 0 ) vk f) T B T L, o 2 % A
AN | I AN AT S i 1) P AR R VR . AR B TARAT 55K AS B i 28 % T2 RS iR KA L 25 [ J2 9
ISPl S IE AL PRl s /S0 S iU HEZ2E - 9 1 P s o/ e =53 R VA % | Bl G A N D RS LR
F128, AR AN ) B 2 i AR PP 38 L R At 25 0 1E R G0 b e R 70 2 S D R IR A 25 By
JEE XA BT AT 018 B0 U] R 2 R R R A (0 AR B O BRRSCAR ML, A REVE— R LA
BT Ji U BT 1 H AR A 7 HE B O E B, IR 20h THEA B8 03 AE 2555 2 4R 200 T 34T T 1
FIPEAL

S -
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Socio-psychological and Behavioral Tendency of Lower-Class:

A Review from Positive and Negative Perspectives
GUAN lJian

Abstract: A class is a social group formed by some people who are differentiated from others according
to their socioeconomic status and thus share the similar patterns of attitude, behavior, values and mentality.
Previous studies usually focused on the negative effects produced by one’s membership of lower-class through
such indicators: physiological condition, ability to make social decisions, sense of control, perception of
discrimination, experience of stress, cognitive performance, and academic achievement. In fact, compared
with upper-class, the positive effects produced by one’s membership of lower-class have attracted inadequate
attention. These effects include such aspects as stronger faith in justice, better moral sense, more positive
emotional experience, greater social affinity, greater ability to make psychological adjustment, and better
self-monitoring. Through analyzing controversies over social class in the system justification theory, social
dominance theory, and local-ladder effect theory, we think that the future research can be done through
focusing on the variables influencing class perception and the effect of induction paradigm, diversification of
priming methods, adoption of neuro-cognitive perspective, cross-cultural differences and interference,, which
can enhance the advantages of lower-class and promote the positive transformation of its negative mentality.

Key words: social class; lower-class; upper-class; socioeconomic status; social-cognitive approach
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