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Abstract: Social exclusion thwarts the basic human need to belong, triggering a variety of cognitive coping
reactions. The cognitive reactions after social exclusion include: First, the cognition that helps to meet the
belonging need is approached, such as concerning social information, tuning to positivity, preferring warm
stuff as well as fortifying traditional family roles, increasing religious affiliation and enhancing money con-
sciousness. Second, excluded people may avoid the cognition that threatens the need to belong, in the form of
pain-numbing, hostile cognitive bias and the cognitive deconstruction state. Last, other competitive cognition
processes will be suppressed which can be explained by the hypothesis of emotion suppression or bargain
break. More ecological paradigms need to be developed; individual differences should be emphasized in fu-
ture studies. Research on cognitive regulation strategy and multilevel studies is also the possible direction.
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e SAHE 5 AR

IFRxt . M HFERAT A RN E RO RS &
M HWBAT . B, YERE R SIEEN K

B Z [1)%%(Maner, DeWall, Baumeister & Schaller, 2007);

Xt HE R 3 5 2 BE AR N AR 4T (Warburton,  Wil-
liams, & Cairns, 2006); #kiE S5HE /7 H I N AT Hefil
(Richman & Leary, 2009).

H2HF G4 A4 N =, 5T
S IR RIS, 4K 2 50T A A R4
2-HE 7 5 I 45 38 K (Twenge, Catanese & Baumeister,
2003; DeWall, Twenge, Gitter & Baumeister, 2009), /&
AR TARINE] TS A, HIXFARAE S B0
HI47 A< A% BTG % (Burson, Crocker & Misch-
kowski, 2012; Stillman et al., 2009). Blackhart, Nelson,
Knowles F11 Baumeister(2009)% 192 4™tk 2> HE /7 Sz i &5
RATIOA M E R, R FEIEEREMNA
WIS, (B R IX R 2 b T RS R
TUARBR AR AS o A AT TR I A AR 2 K 22 B 3R e AN K
2R, SR TSR HHER . ARG
TN IX TG 46 A & N1 T 38 S o T gk AT
BB S5 R Bl T 2 Bt 7R A B ek &2
B, A AT B A AV A 4 R kg
O HEF ()2 52 (MacDonald & Leary, 2005).

AR, Fha bR G AR OB RS2 O3, X2
BREAARXS TAT OB, #h 25 5 B E AR A B B
Rl 5 2 ek, T ELHE R S G 28 SO IR R AR 25
BNAIEFE A AN EN AR BE SR AT Tk 2 HE ST 5 SR o
o Hl, o RE AR FIEE T
Z, ‘FITitAREZ, BERFREECREZEN, 08
FHE AL 0255 = JON R FE 4 e 2o
RGO RIS AR . BRI, v
(AN AR B et NATTO VA & 75 22 i) oKk, BRI
REATT: T R VA 8 75 T A AT A
SNE, DRy T B VA T e 52 3 5 25 45 T AR I e
PEINHISON,  BLROR 56 P\ i R (i o

2. iR RREEIE M A F R
21 HHIRRHHARERXE

N TR AR KRR, E2ESHFNAD
R XA 245 B RIE RS2 A TRk
Jrigl, £ IR EHEHFREOL, Lz
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I RFHAHER G, BB T8 2 AR AR A 1
e F A, B B AR+ 2 F 4 (Gardner, Pickett &
Brewer, 2000). Hess Al Pickett(2010) () sz i — 45
X E BRI AR M A A AH G A 25 R,
TEM P BRAT S5, W e BBz B T 2 %
JAAERE AR N A2 F A, A B ERAE G215
Boo ARATHEN, X AR F M EIREE TN, 2
— MRS AL IR R A RS, 7T DA AR R R
Utk 2 BB T

K REEMANGRZIEGEE, et FE AT
i NSRS 22019 BEBURR,  F LRI R
THRE R R, FEAN ARG P8 R TSR 1 B
I SRR AR AR B A 55 A W A 5% T L I 1) SE A A K
TEPR G 2 3R T2 50 A 4 i N B R R A BT 46V E =
R PRE R, X IEME RS, A
A X AL 5 (DeWall, Maner & Rouby, 2009). #E<x k%
Ja NITX 73 Bl 5 R b Re ot o3 . Emiiu
FrRAMN B GEERIRIME S, MR EMERA
TR TR BRI S RTINS, Stk
B, SHEHEREMgR, S R & A
PR Pk, fe S HE AR 1 2 HE SR O S O
(Bernstein, Young, Brown, Sacco & Claypool, 2008). 7E
ARG SR IEMN IR, B RS )
PEA ZE e, R IR A [E R B e S S
%t % & 1F (Bernstein, Sacco, Brown, Young & Claypool,
2010). X PRI PR B E R SR M X iR T A
AT A B 0BRSS URUR T RE A BRI E I A, B 4
IRBIEEATRES H OB IS RARPAS E.

22. AR RHRRIEERE SR

BRI, RELSHEFR AT S B 2%
ONARAFIREE, HE RN 2 B3R LR RS E
B, A NATTE Bt i) TR 1 26 15 B (DeWall, Twenge,
Koole, Baumeister, Marquez & Reid, 2011), VPLZZf#IH
J& 5 B R AT R BTE AR . TESEI R, A TR
PRI, B R AR 2 g B2 T B 2 R by
B ARG A T RIR RS BT H 8 AR,
73 B I 28 32 B 1t A A A TRV AR UL 2 -, S
[Fa) 42 HERRURN A7 &8 2800 T AN e 1 SR IR IEAT 1)V AH
IES2E, H AR TANEAT S HEE BT 2 AR
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fh2m . (EESNRIEE R E TR, P FA 54
BNARIBPOAB A BE Z R Rk, HREI Nt
HERF R R ARG 845 B AT 2 TR IR . st ) RE
o BRI S AE B8R T RE A BR R BRI AR AS 5
DRI D T T e N ARRR 17 2 A2 J P B 81 10 i 4 e o0 2
REIEZENL . T EIE X, B E D0
AR B ST TR SE, a5 R,
R T E RS 25 B . I, Hh
HEJF a1 B 2 28 BRT RE A H IR O B4 N
o Ak, RAFFARE THEEMHBEAEE, BH
b o SR [ o s e i A S R ] I S T
st R G AR A S PR B S 2545 2t
RO TURABIE, X5 SRR RS RER
EUEER S RA R,

23 HeHRRNEREYRE

ATERAMNAEE S H <057 FiaILRA 2 Bt

SHEF R FEREZ, T IR IR B S R AR B

Tk B2 5 4 2 DA R B o5 &R 2 B B L RITRIE ST A 2
Z—, AWTRRY, WRWEFEY A JE A W
(Williams & Bargh, 2008). Zhong #! Leonardelli (2008)
KGN HE R AU, 48 AL S HE et st otk NI
FITEA, FHAR AV ZiRBE ). AR T EZ 4L
SENE, LA HE R 2 PO R A = iR
JE: EMBRAESSH, BeHE e U RN ) Bl BE
RN EPAYEL . ljzerman 25(2012)%F LEREIT T
B0 AR, XA HE R B R T
SR TR BT 1405 2% (simulator), 1 — > B ()45 5
S BRI o AR S BT B, S
KBRS HE IR B TN R . AT M 25 4%
ARSI kARG, R TS TR iR 45
RRW], W FE W R R E ST RN . MK
AR R AR, B R EMRROKSE, BT
TR TG 25 B b . B B A A
MBI T TT 40 1R RO, e Ak 2 e T ) 2 22
W7
24. gL HIREHHSIAARSE

AE R AE R FE 2 A O 5 S B ATRA
FrE IO IR o RN 7 RN T 8 R e
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24.1. EGRENSIEE

FRERERE SR B2 R AN R TR, £an
FREF T LA N R 22 4K, W R i H kg f e
a3 LR B o L R e 2 T SR A e ) B A SR
B& . Aydin 55(2011)FSEER R B, MRS HHARFRA
(2 N H AR 5 805 B2 90 4 7 1) 4o A% G2 1) 2R B
oy LREBEE, I HAERTAHEESTHEE TELZ 5K
FEANBESRAT O A FA] o 0 N AR S 3R A2 X R
AR, HET Bt SMAanArm, adF
XoF 5K E S N R B sE e HBR T Lotk . XA IR KN,
FAX AL S SN, S R B NEA E
W ANEAR S P IE S 2 5 R R R RS
R Bt HE R FERGREE T 5N N R LK,
AP L FREGERFRENESRE R R KRR
DR Ry e N —Foid it 5 RE 56 Z ki R B 7R 22, 5 A
T 5 22 3 3o 5 R 5K BE A I Ak 2 AL DA R e O R Rk
i 2 V7 & 7 2 (Baumeister & Sommer, 1997).

2.4.2. FHUKMIEE M

EVFZ A, SREEEA mR R O E Y. 7
w, fEA AR A T g E R E LR G, AT
EZ WA T 2B o RSB AT =
I BT TR I, Bt 2 HEF I A E MG 45 R
FAf 5 _E 45558 E SR L% (Epley, Akalis, Waytz & Ca-
cioppo, 2008). Aydin, Fischer 1 Frey(2010)) 5246 th %
B, A0 TAEREHRME R, Bt sH A
P BB 7R T B R 110 5% O B D 2 5% B0 B
= /& . Mclntosh, Silver 1 Wortman(1993)illy, 2%k
RNTREBE T A5 A0 R BE IR, P05 R 2 o
re bt A DUR BRSNS ) B 5 AR AT BE s
D) B, 475 5% 2 A R B B AR P I Ak o S . i —
TR R, et Fige 7AME B IR R E
FERE, (HEA MmN E S XU, thafk
JFE N EER AR H U IR .
24.3. ERBIRBK

Sk — Ptk B, AT DUH S A
RGO 2 H O 2 (Lea & Webley, 2006). [H i,
SBRAMNBRENEA MR, E4 T AIT—Fhhe
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BEALTR IR R, TR RN . SRR T
AT & 8% (8 2, /£ Zhou, Vohs F1 Baumeister(2009)
fseaerh, BERAEIE A HARAIE 1 ol i R R,
FE TR T 2 (R L H P RIRAT 1000 J370, AL
TR HH D o XM AR IR UK AT A At o
e R R, Sz B AR AT 55 ke B B AR 55
FIBEAE R B R e i i 7 B IR RS T4
H &> H A 2 B 40 ok b A o) 4 A AL 2
5 R ) RS S i . FEIXEeSRIe b, Bl
HAFRNE, Bt Bl sl e IR R A S Br i 75
B, B A< Hont A o R e B RE AR T80 — Flul A
RPN EEIERE A6

3. ftoHER REIRERE M A F R R
3.1 #HoHRRHERRA

(R 52 B A B I SR BAFRA—FE, +he
HEF & 2N =25 Sy A 5 1% RN i MR A, ax ]
A & A AT Pk o 0 20 25 R B0 7 % . DeWall Al
Baumeister(2006) FH A< 3k 2 UM 28 22 1) 0] 45 [ 15 B 0
B, RIUMEHE e R IR AR, RN &
(108 i ) PR AN Y o FERE S SRS ek, SR
E I B R SRR TR, SO & T L A Uk
RIS HFRE T A SR EHE RN ER. §
7 06 R R 1) 2 BR b SR 45 B R B 55 1 4 U
o A7 B AR 2 1 2 AR R I B B R o e 0

FRAHTIERY], SARBURYE 5152 BURTEM R 8%,

X0 NI HE g 00 5 4 5 1 46 S R] e R
o WA, GEFFERY], IR A B0 B
SR, MR 2 AR PO E X R
(DeWall, MacDonald, Webster, Masten, Baumeister,
Powell, et al., 2010). AHFFEFRH, AFIHSKER
GEVFEV. T HHRER RS b, UANTEZ B2
55, AT DUE SRR 5ok E Rt B, it
MERBGEEE Z AR R, TS 5 SRR
i 1R R PR S R BT Ay, 3 B AR AR A EORR A
(DeWall, Deckman, Pond & Bonser, 2011). Eisenberger,
Lieberman A1 Williams(2003) /] fMRI FHF 57 Ay b $ £t
TUESE, AR S RATSS KB, DS A F
BRSO EOE R . BARR A R
M F$045 5] (anterior cingulate cortex, ACC)7E+t£xHE

OPEN ACCESS

SR S 0E , AR SRR I A RE N A A ) 2
(right ventral prefrontal cortex, RVPFC) | 544> HE /&
JE IR R K.

3.2. HHIRRHERRE

N TR IEZ 2R, BEHERE R AR
ERARER, XFhI R 248 M 54+ TR FE
A NFIHENE . FEM S RIRES T, ABEA A,
XA NGNS, Pkax B BARAG g0 45 B AR BRI
g, i m R B R 2 HF 5 # (Chernyak & Zayas,
2010). f£ DeWall, Twenge, Gitter 1 Baumeister(2009)
sis b, AR TR AR BRI 8 St i
13 B AR R S UM 28 22 S it (1 9t AR 7 D 2 B A2 NS 1)
FisCha, 5 RN AT NEAE R IGE R .
1 FH H At 75 THD P BT BRI 1% 4 A, BB
JFIIBEAAR R B CARR SR, TR EA8
BHIAR R = —FHTRE, WKARSRR THFER45 5,
XU X MR A S H R A G, HEA AT
Wefs BRI . Bhah, AT N F A H A A
s AR, A R 246 17 B S P A )
BT AR AR BE IS, B2 B r i B ] 5 TG A 1]
BYERAMUN: (B TANEES S, HEE TEZH
BUb IR o ANid, A2 HE 5 )5 AT 9 R B TR
W R AR W, WA ATREE KT R R
MIXT 5, ABA1 S RBLH Le i 4 2 1o rt 247 M,
X ST R I BRI HIXT B, Al 14t e SR
AT N, & A i AT 9 (Dewall, Twenge,
Bushman, Im & Williams, 2010 3 i 5 4 4 G 4] 44 5
TEZT, ARdE—2.

3.3. EHRRHIAREE

Twenge, Catanese Il Baumeister(2003) F “A %nfi#
#ARZS” (cognitive deconstruction state)ix —HE & K fi#
BENATHE AL 2 HE 5 5 7= A I e 8 P S B “ A
fRASIRES " RN T b F e, 28 B 1% R v
HIE A H R B FRORFIRES, HARFAE 15 25 RO |
P W Y TN T /R SO =1 ey TH ST] N 1 B U8  p
JIF R R =SOSR . H AT 7 7T R
Z ) IR IRAE B S0AE. aHiFE, AM1E
TR AR B BN 5 R e i S s A e
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Ry WIS R ARG S, X AR e A AT I8 I ki 3R =
AT . Twenge £5(2003) EZA R HEF . 248k
Pt A RO S AR AT E THDGT 55 R T B R e
T HEE AT SRR, H Rl
FoA A5 A H A s D (IR PR TN B T IS T, DA
X 3. Hess F1 Pickett(2010) F 58 /™ ) S5 42 [a] 17,
RS AT TI00E, HA X AR RN FE 4R
PINFEEAR A 2 . SRR, TEM I BRAT S5
PR A X PR AR, AR TR
LAt o Pl

2 HE I8 2 BEAR AATR A AR = SO .

Twenge %5(2003) & 3, #%HE 7 4 iR AR B AR T,

XA RNA R LA T 5 WA K. Stillman ¢
(2009) ¥y sieridE— R B, BEEIFRIELE . M 25 ek
FE45 R R R A B BAR S IR E gk, #HEL T
NAERSCAFIR R, B, X e DL H
DR Ao BT B A ERR IR T B A R 3=
(). 15754, Zadro, Boland 1 Richardson(2006)
FEXHPARIISL R E S 45 23 Bl i ZE R I B 45 5 B
ANy R NAR R SR AR R AEAE A e S S LI
(6] 7 o

Kb 4h, Bastian Al Haslam(2010)#2H1, 2 Atk
AN HHE RN R AR S AR 22—, BEA ATHEHt
T — Pk A B R E R AR RS, AT
SR [ELBE T AR L o 23 NGNS R LR I % NSk
REPEA BRI B e Wi . AR RN HiAh
S Ay HORIRRAE, 0, SO, EE%E, BiEE
NEHE AN SEYIARBI . N2 BR8NP
FCEMEARRFE, 1, 1B WA EESE, B
558 N A R AR BLAR AR A o ARAT T3
RGHE R AR 2 BEERAE S R B KAt s . 458
XKW, AR EETIUR TS E RN AL,
[ B Bl HE R AR 5 = T R AL
WAL, B A TR SRR a2 AR
ENAIIEIE o

4. HHRFF RSN ERF]

s YAy E Y 44 i 0F <Bliw  p:l S RIS DIV ]
] 7 HAh T A FI R, R H AT 2 S
BT 5o
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4.1, 1REEEHIXA AL IR A HE

Baumeister, Twenge F1 Nuss(2002)i id =526
R, NMEM 2 HE R G 23385 0015 26 K R0 I
IXFPE 2 A2 o5 A E IR, 2R s TN RS R
TG —R, AL HE R B ) SRR,
BERDUNBARM IEM R, HRICNERNSS R,
SCEG AR, AR HERIE TR O B A S0 rid g,
EXFHCH B B B Rt s A 52 m, 6 S SC R RlZ
SR EREA I SR =R, HEHERRE T A
A2 A A HEBE S5 R AT 55 R I, (H&A S 3L
MR X E T HIERCIZ . A=A d, o
HOBA G B AR RS AR . IR A A
N, A HEF R TSR, X A E A AR
PAT DI RE I I S R AR AT BRI 2 R — B B IRE
FRZEYR, BN AN BRI B o5 A T En T, i AL
R B Z ARSI RS2 A I RE RN, B R R
AN I FEAM R FE S A B . AXER I, 1545 EHN )
WS 4 AL 2 HE R I AN TE 5 2R 5 W BT 5 B
AR DU T B B R . (EJR:, 7R SEI o RSk A
FHMER TR, XY IR A F 8,
A7 S AN (W S5 0 LA e A NI R AR . X —
5 THI AT B8 A2 R R 2R SR A 32 14 1) 36 60 4 T 5 7T
BEAE: J—Fml g2 4 Ml NS A M58,
AN BE R i b 48 7 A 2 HE T S R0 AR 52 B H ] L
il o

4.2. BFTREXHA RS R2ATHE

Baumeister, DeWall, Ciarocco F1 Twenge(2005)
PEH VAL SRR R, AT, R
SE s PAEVE AP 2 TP RS bUR/=i1) 1 IS
WAERLFAE T B R G ka2 ), AATFEESbA T8 b
KA N ER o, AL R AT R T X A N
FERZY, WHFE W AEHIM A LSRR 28, Kt
AT B RAEH], TS T IAEIR I . 7R S5
o, WOk SR R AR AR UHE RN SR BTG, AERLE
SRS R B E RN R ) (HBRA A BE
AR EERE CRE, Sk AR K
HRLIMIENNL L T FAAR X7 Wy S8 1R IR
SRS, BT RO SR e R R I
H#Z5. 7 DeWall, Baumeister £ Vohs(2008) ] 525
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T, M E R SN, R AR
Pl B RBAE s (HA 2 T Rl B B K R I n]
AR B A T4 A T DARRAS B DN BORE ST I, i
R BEAT ) B Bz ] o L0 (00 s B MR T A
SR ARSI AR, X B A 0 A R AT
IR 3B, (EXIBHE & R AT 55 5 fa] B4 55
MR ILZE A REL HVELT (fRE . A2 HlEF e AT
WS 28 2 BRI AR, JRRIFRAR T B 3z RE
TIIFRE TN ERIMARNENR? 5 Rie it —
AW

5. INESRE
51 REHSHIRERNESYE

DAAE #k 2x HE 5 5 W0 R0 SONE R IE 5835 K% 1) £ R AH
Mz, AMUESE TR, R, i, B
FPEFARNIIS R, WAZRR. M. E
EAEA S NHE R KE . AR, ZHEF A AL
SRR AESBEA L. AHFTE NN, L
TR FE R ) I 2 R AT 5 i 2 SRR S5
WA, AMRHFREE. BN 2 & S iu
WK TR, XA T B A A
HEJx (DeWall, Twenge, Koole, Baumeister, Marquez &
Reid, 2011). K, fESLiyu=J71, & EiEqKH
IBERSE ARV, 4T KIAHE R I R
HEEMOGE. EFFREUR b, HERE PR E AR
AR R, o F RN R BEE TR ANB) S
MRESEPE TN OC R PSRIRTT o fEMFARUE b, BOZAE
S VETE NN AL 2 HEJF 2 5 W5 R B 5 )
IWFERF, DASR m SEEe i ARG s T HrT LR A B R
A 25 1 1) S 77 VR B D WU T A ) S R R DLAR
e S (1) R

5.2. EMMEERMR

et IR, AT SR 1 A 352 a4 )
TR R T E T RS, (E R B AR R
WAFEAN R ZE 5o IRBIDT TR, AR NAER
B HE R 5 B AL 2 EAVE BRI ) 3E K (Dewall,
Deckman, Pond & Bonser, 2011). Zadro, Boland #!
Richardson(2006) (IR 7t & B, AT — ANk, &
JEIBEAEE Z At HE T Ia, AR AR RUC I A A
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HMECLP R o AT, SR A R R S R
EIFARARES, AR MEESR. Bk, W
TAMAZ I FEA DA M T R AE 2 HE R AR R
BLALE], B AAA g OB @RISR L, SRR
FEORORTEIIAR. B, ASCIRSE. 98 AR A
RS AMAAS R, Ak, SO ZE R R — N B
WEFETT . Flan, “MSZE” M CHARIKR” ST A
HHEZL . NPzt I Z PR R AR AR
FIEW S MR B ESE

5.3. MR\ AAT RIATERER

BAREAL 2 HEF JE AT A H R R A BT 3K B
VA& T, AE R T O B A o5 RO 3R
PEHIEEJT T, IR o g AT H W ARG R
ZIHMIE R Bk, a0 B R T SR AT
RN FT. Burson, Crocker F1 Mischkowski(2012)
WHFE T B A E X e SO R R . A
¥ERMEE S yERELS BRER. §TE 54
FRECsR AL — A NFE AL 2B 2 o i) A7 DAAS 3 b\ 3%
FHARNGKR, GFEWE. BOF. misE; FHm
W5l N B S ORFFAE I OC R, BRI, .
SRR NS . SEERZEIREN], IR G
gz 1At HE R e B3R I BES, HE& EeRT#
RORTELGF . Mt rasa NMIwRERE S, Mk
WA AR O O 2 R B s AR o B A
WRE R 157 2, AR T AR ) U DR AR iR E B B
AR VR 1 2R A SRR S R 2 5 0 0 I A R RN o [
U, RS HE R AR T SRS IR A, A BT A
TSR L (P A PR HE R e o

5.4, #EHZIKFEMR

FEREFUKT E, DA 2 HEF B0 ST L 2
AT, R FIALZUKCT BIRT 7T FL R
Rz H5L b, XTI U R R A 2 A
BRSLEMME. 75N, DR SRR RS T 52
ZRAT RS, MRKIMLNHIDE A WIRGED . H
AT BB LAY /& N2 T P3 sy . N2 By HYRAE
AT Bl AR e X, B SEHR RN A R, HRIEZ
bt 2 1 SIS TR BT G 0 - P3 IR R I 5 ¥ 2 B VR 43
B 9%, BUKHY P3 4RIEAER T B 2 VR R B i
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AR R AR

(Polich, 2007). Khatcherian(2011) % FH % £& #5% BRAT- 55 1)
SRS RKN, Ao FRFEALUR T R N2 A P3
Prild. mH, N2 fl P3 7Ett2HE R R AL 5 BoR
H TR IHRDR, X AT RE R A HE R S U A ph
GG ELE I T B, TE & T 2] 0 b 2 . AT B
SR M A THE RGAEFESI MRS5S TG E.
IEAN, BT RIS £ B KST B SR S AN O
PRIEAAT K. Rk, W74, FEREACEIA
P72 ] e R EILAE BRI 5 AT KT, AN 2 A
SR A HE ARG RS A K T A
A R T 487~ KNS [ AL, 34 AT DASE 47 AR
VT 9 S5O FIAE B N PR 22 5, 3 D BE R
FEAR A 2 HE R DA SR R SR

mEES

X pt R 4 — it H B2 B (13BSHO058) .
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