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Abstract

With the development of the concept of social exclusion, more and more researchers began to be
engaged in the work of this research field. This article attempts, from the concept of social exclu-
sion and its classification, the current application situation, research paradigm and research tools,
to explore the development of the concept in current situation, in order to get some inspiration.
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1. Bf

M2 HEFRERIET 20 40 50 ST 7 Rk T IU M AR ORI b o FEAWRR AT FTH, AR A
HoA HEEY R Z AR B B IE R R R, HVEE ST A NS RE R AL N BN RV AL 2 BUR 4 5F 3
SRR B PSS TR 2T R R PR o B ORI AR 2 JE AN 70 SEARHR Y, wliu Uy TSRO R
J2E0 30 4£7 o fEULIIIE], VU7 E KAMBL GRS T RGE R R, T HL A [ RO AR AR R R B T A R
ffdt 2o YEFRrE S faE R S BORIME . B 20 4D 70 4R4R, FHRKGPF MR A T 2RISR
fEABFEEE RS, WO T A2 Z RN W ——2T W . KR STIR Y 1 3 ZA R A N R 5]
&, T2 BB 2 DAL SR M, BRI TR, BEESEEE 20 h0R, ST A g, X
BT s —— o T .

2. HLHERI SR 53K

o HEFRAESy 20 Al 70 AEAREE T el iR H HES:, St L% 2R, B S B
LU X Fe AR A H R E O R A )2 M. TEA S AU, Walker (1981)
WM SHEFR RS R AN R EN NBEES THSH RGP HEHFHRMIE, RERGEFEUAMN . &5F
1. ARSI . Strobel (1996)IN k2 HE 2 JE S FE iR AR B o th R, =2 AR B A —
FERIBUR] . Unit (2001) 45 H AL 2 HE o2 HR 0 2 A8 X8 213 a0 2kl HRES = L IR R « 1 )55 PR o
R RIS . e AR DL S SR R 1B A T — M SR A VE I RE S BT R AE IR . FEAL 23
i3, Baumeister (1990)iA A4t 2 HE & K N AN A B Z X6 AR ) BE DTk, B3 e IR AT N RIE, Bl
B ANAS RN AFAE T 9ok N BRI 51 7, AT @ HE R . B ABR BB . WF A2
SRR MR R BI K BE RSO . IR — 2 BRI, WHERIEX R R4, MEREE 7R
2 FPHAS 4L £ BLR (Twenge, Baumeister, Tice, & Stucke, 2001). MacDonald (2005)%:45 i, 7E4L 2> H 5,
ARG — MR 2 BT R RN NEEAIEAL . HEF, AR ATE AR B 1) ¢ REUA S 75 SR IGVESL 0
IR . KT #E 224k v (social exclusion)iX —JEMEE, WAt 4i(social rejection/rejection) 23 5%
(social ostracism/ostracism)SE AN [F] 15325, A 3 BOGVEM A Bt 2 HE RS .

e R OCEFRZ A, RIEHF BAMPEH R R LR, Bt SH RIS AT R (B
A HFR . RRAW R HF) BUAHEF . #S X RHFEHE SN SCHHE 7 RAE R i) 5 HE
JF (L F A 2 RO 1) B R A 2 R B 1 ) (B e+ Ae) AN 5 TR AN NHE S« VARHE R R0 2 1) HE 7 (B wEHEIF)
EATTH (R, 2008). AURIA(2006) ¥ 2RI 1) diftErt et SRR 2 R 2) &
By BUR. SRR R 3) Bt RS EEH SR 4) B SH R MBS
5) #zh5 FAHSHF A . B RER R AEVIR, S, VAT R T (2013) M BRag 4%
(A AT R AR i i@ B ) N PR R B A7) 9 U2R: 4648, ZALCEH) MO0, €. AP Rtla s
WA AU R R, 5 E T OB F A R

P
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3. L HERFRER

TEALSHF TSI, Silver (1994) TERF 7841 2 HE Ff Ak 2 [ 45 AR B AS [F) ) BG4 15 Sed th = Ak
145 7 X (solidarity paradigm). k45t 2 (specialization paradigm). Z&W7 3t 2 (monopoly paradigm). 145
ARSI E S, RN G2 RSk LA e E B3 LR, BRI
TSR RS [F], 7EHEAT B A R AR T BAAS o 2B AR HE 4 2 R 3214, Gerber & Wheeler (2009)
A — SR JF BB T RTA B8, A28 7o AR A e e . A2 OB F s T ZE 1R
EA IR VNI 62 VN 12 S e W S 2 A UL B U (S e Wi S B L/ 2 N7 A = v R a2 A
SRHE R YE (Dewall, Twenge, Gitter, & Baumeister, 2009; Twenge, Baumeister, Tice, & Stucke, 2001), %3
V0 A 28 S U LU BN, I A0 o T2 S =X A TR THBGZE A W 2% OE A 0, R/ B 46 K R IR
16783 (Zadro, Williams, & Richardson, 2005). % Bk = (Williams & Sommer, 1997), J&# W51 K
E R (Williams et al., 2002). FHLFL/ETER(Smith & Williams, 2004) 1/ £ 43k 7@ 2 (Williams, Cheung, &
Choi, 2000), XA, &&HEHBZMEMIRIEN, It HOEE WML a8 g k. HAiaXa
F&EZ3E 3 (Maner, DeWall, Baumeister, & Schaller, 2007). J& zh3Ez%(Sommer & Baumeister, 2002). %75
3 (Allen, de L Horne, & Trinder, 1996), 1%z [142.78 3048 F AT R & i

4. HEHIRMETR

TECA M — St S H R AR, R R R SR IRAT 5, WA BT 7T LAt b o 95 2 AR 4 v [
AV STAEE 23, Gt T AR AT HE R 45 (BRI HEF [0 4), 8 2R F TR i vl 25 0 e [ 41 10 46 6 57
PERIJT i, AFE BRI A E SR AN, AR 10 NTH . S0 2508 0.86, =
5N 0.76 F1 0.72, FHMBIT R RASHAT T SSERFFLCE Y, S, 5852, 2011), HUCHIZRAE
ATLMENPEE TAES AT HE R I T H . AR B TR m B 753, #iE T R4 R Y Fh
FAL, SRIE CAGE R R VTR A SR SRR Sl A R 2 AR A e e s, B4 LR /R (10 AN RBLT) A J] 422
HeF (9 NI AR, HEIMSE Y 0.89. 0.88. 0.91 (p <0.001), Hhria: \brkRiZHiEE BEM
R(FETT, KIRH], S, 2013) REFEAEMSHF NSRBI EER KA SHRNEL, &
M LA E DU ERE, (HRERREFE RN E RGR TR . BT RS AL &
FHMEL, [T & R AR 2R A IR ., B IR Ot — 20 UL X A 4 5 5 R I R B3
JE 5 FEAA T AN S BE i ) I A %, 3 5 5 B 0 A6 R0 ) (4 ) R O . s, IR RPB IAE IR A
SHETH T . A R0 E R ER AR ] T AR KW E . A ES) . A HBUA. e
B 8 AR FE AL SR 3, (B E T O 4, A MRS BUE L (Burchardt, Le Grand, &
Piachaud, 1999). Gordon (2000)7E £ 3% K L LRI, Kt HEFRAIN TR E4E VR, (HREBA T
i 45 .

5. e HRHRTHIR AR

R MR HTFAE, BRITAE 1RSI SEBBE 7T, RPN [ b X A2+ 2 HE e 07 TH 078 2R %
#o, PEIEASHFRTH PR A . TER, it S22 BURNE R #E DU EUR TRk
A 1) T A 22 e A B SRR I — 8 2 o 80 PR 25 0 D BT R T 9 58 A B AR R AR B S5 TR, 408 sk i o — 4
BORER . Uk bl A R EIR T e o R, FEG AL S HER B F 2 T RR L& B, & —
LRI AR R T R BRR . BRI T AR SR g AR . R B2 A, A HE R e AN ARIA
HPEA R, SEAMAR B 4ERE /7T M (Baumeister, Twenge, & Nuss, 2002)+ IAKIfE 4R (Twenge, Catanese, &
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Baumeister, 2003). £ &M #HE 52 % B BB BN FI P (Buckley, Winkel, & Leary, 2004; Maner,
DeWall, Baumeister, & Schaller, 2007); #L&HEFRXHT AR MATE: HMEAMEREIRIFTEES, FEKRA
i RE /7T B&(Baumeister, DeWall, Ciarocco, & Twenge, 2005). $ 3R #4417 ¥(Baumeister et al., 2005;
Buckley et al., 2004; Twenge et al., 2001b; Twenge, Catanese, & Baumeister, 2002). 7] LAY 5% 57 R &
BEHHATHAIR R, I 5 HIRBEEE N RR RBIHL(Maner et al., 2007); Lo fF o0 18 467 AL HE M,

FEOH: HHFMERE L EAFER R K & (Baumeister & Tice, 1990). thaflfF & SBAUM. Wy,

AR RS (Leary, 1990) #5380, 0. BURHUEE IEA IS (Buckley et al., 2004), &%
BIBERRA, FE U/ (Dewall & Baumeister, 2006; Twenge, Baumeister, DeWall, Ciarocco, & Bartels,
2007); R E RS EBR N A —E R R DRE R IR B AR E R T 52 R
BRI ZTESNUE], KIZEFE2HFIE, SRR a0y B R IEER, A I AT A K 2 4k B 2
Boh, H P N %(Eisenberger, Lieberman, & Williams, 2003). 42 HE 5 2 MR HHE T # (10 500 R4
ke, WEEHRE T R B B A4 BE (Cacioppo, Hawkley, & Berntson, 2003). WA 7% & IlAt 2 HE+
By 473 5 5 00 B T BT AL A 0%, Ao HE R B I o7 5 A4 52 3043 5 F A AR ABL ) O BHURT A= AL
i, Ao R M R R A 1) B 4448 B (MacDonald & Leary, 2005).

6. ARRE

B, e R MR TE T & S, T EAURE E F A BRI . FE BB
W R A AR FU R A SOk b, B0 & 1T BT TR S e R T E R A E SR A AR s
#E(2004)IN N, thosHEF BAARD R KB EFMMARS, HRKETEEWAESHFA LA GRS,
SRR &AL Z MO8 R A AR R T PR (. JUH P9 77 X L I e, S o [ ) 55 34 R AR 1) B
FEARFTRZBWAL, MARBETHRIVEFREEBREEMARTR. AT TE LR ZE, st
SIHBERRENS AP A0 . TAE, B A TR AR G &R . B9 RERPT R SR a2 il A 2 5530
SERINAFHIRE, RS HARRAR R R dn SR B TR R TR S HE R R, T S A Al A TR
JRIRESE, MR ARAE AR OQUE [ 1)

Hixk, RO, ESBAH MR RS R TR, 2% HII TR T
BOERA, 2010), RFEAERSHRFHGGAH, SRR, 926, 2013)MRABEPIAYERE, ME ML
B AGEERMBUE WA ARG, MBAEE NREESAETT T, WA EA% AN S50 il T & 138,
EBMERIRE. FrLl, {EARZABGEROHEE TS, WS HEAESHFEL TR,

B RTASHF BRI E S, OBk, B A M2 HEF I E XEAGE—, X555
ANNAEF BT S F B R &R, 05 ST I SRS (05 SR B 51 S 2% AR AR BT IAEAE R
RIEAE B O ERHES T AR Rl AT, B0 EAR U B S AR M b, X A A5 3 ML 2 B ke
AT o FTBL, BRNIZAEE A, SRR, 2RSSR E R E X, LE
SEIY SR, KRR E XL FERZTTERZ .

BJa, AEHF IO RNAZ R T A2 DB A, (HRIRE AL 2 DB 2 SR 6 T XI5 T Y
AR AR HEF GNP R R, ER RIS eE SRR TR, R ENFZ T T, &
LR E B R -
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