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Abstract

Self-construal referred to the individual understanding of the relationship between self and others.
Researchers classified the type of self-construal differently based on static and dynamic perspec-
tives. Mongolian bicultural individuals have two different cultural knowledge structures, and their
self-construal is unique. Previous researches investigated the characteristics of Mongolian bicul-
tural individuals’ self-construal from the static and dynamic perspectives, and found that their
self-construal included interdependent self-construal that was influenced by the mainstream cul-
ture, but focused more on independent self-construal, and their self-construal was dynamic. The
present paper called for further exploration into the underlying mechanism of the dynamic
self-construal of Mongolian bicultural individuals and the influence of self-construal on cognitive
processing.
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1. 5|

WE R 2 RIEE K, DB IR AL AR IS, BAS R RSS2 SCA )
Rl AT e 2 R D H R B FRA S TR ORI A e, 3R 520k T 2 0 A% Gl R s 5 2R D5 R B ST Ak
FHEAZ R )RR AL, Fo B R ST B2 2 E RO W T s e B — @ ShRe ik . A4 B Fom
FAIER, 22 KO 7T DUR PE 7 B4R 3 S - AN 3 SOTHGRBIF A AN 3R &R R (IS A B 3R A EAK Y 5
R), EEK, FENSHE TSI T, Hong 25 A (Hong et al., 2000)3 TE A 3 X, - bIE
ZRiE A5 (cultural frameswitch, CFS), IAAAMASEIE AL 2 STk &, AR FLRT AR 3R 5E b n] ) H 1) SC
ez, B RERER SRR R, SEmRI B A S a SO BE  B RS . F, SHm
ML AR AR AL B 3RAG 2 AE T 5 RO Rt — B0 9T, 5l ROCCAMA 1) B FeA &
S AAE— E SR A R IIE

A E BN AR SIS LS FANA, G S RO B B S RN L RS A 52
HEBCSCACAR B IA & BT, IS5 AT T R AR A R R AR TR i L i —J7 A
BTl Fe 8 R ON T AR B 5 RSSO A B A & R 55 3 — D7 TR B T D 58 3 R XA
2 TSN TR ST A 3 R 1) R AR 20 ) B A

2. BRMSHBSRT I

H A4 (self-construal )2 f5/MAXS H 35 A\ 5C & I ELfF (Markus & Kitayama, 1991). [RIFE B4
FE SRR AN R GRS R IO H CRVGRAELRE, B4E B CRARE . 152, B0, 178 RO E R
WATEL S (Markus & Kitayama, 1991) . H A& LR MARINED . ARG 25 5 18k A 5 B2 .
X E B SIEBMIBITT, %R H AT EZAAAE PR R §8 S0 A 7 R0

21 ETEHEHNSERA

FRA I AN AR B A& 2 ME T AL A R SR B )52, R —Fh RS SR A 1 B
2 (Brewer & Chen, 2007; Cross et al., 2011; Markus & Kitayama, 1991). Markus 4 [ 344 L4 J7 F 74 75 1)
ANF AR 43, AN 2R T B A ORI 5 A SO A RIS R S FEAN RSO 55t
AEVERIAMARIR TE A T AN FE R E T & —RMSr B g, N AT GRIEAMARE, R E K
BERER, BEM, SMAMMBPSEAFRPSLA, FEMANAGHEE. BRI EE, AR Esr
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MERMES: B MREKBEEREES, RUEEE GRS TR, MEILAREERY 212
FOMOC R E Sk, RiAAE AR EE NS RR, BHEHETRIEGENIT N, BAFRMKT
A B A& (Markus & Kitayama, 1991). Kim Z57E Markus [I5E6E B3 H T D0R H A& Wik
B S (MR, AR A5 RS (RS, R EAREY) . Ao R | IR S (E LA, %
HARR), HAR QIR SR, EEARA) (Kim et al., 1996). Cross 25 A\ S 844 3= - A3 U
YeFE N M ERIY, FRE T RRMARM S, XRAMARMSHEFE CSANLR, K508
CUVRH O 1) At N (SCBE I BCAE) 5% 8 RGN B A& 2 H(Cross et al., 2011). B Brewer %5 A&t}
KA HRAE I H = E AR, WM BRSO EE =AHB T MEAR. EkaIRm
KEZBR, xR 53R, SR EARR B IR R BAKS B3R (Brewer & Chen, 2007). LA EBFFLE
B AR A 53 20700 F BRM & 0 AR TR R AL,

22. BETaHEHT LN

BNAVER) B B 253 R AN LA 2L AR B0 AN [ 3R gt 47 73 R AN 58 K (Martin &
Shao, 2016). BEH&EHE A RIRICHIRRE, XSO 2 2 SR B AW I, AT R & 2 0
WEMEET), WAL T AR CL LS, I BAEARFESCISE T, B IO ZE SCARFE 1M A
SR I AL, BB B FIE PRI EE T RIARIE R, 145 B O 24T H) B3R SR AT A
R EINFFEZCIAEE, RO B ORI B R S AR FHAAZR, HERMSRA —E
Fh7 P (Dean & Gardner, 2014; Morris et al., 2015). Hong %5 A (2000)3& T shA g4 3= CH A, #8773
AR S 4458 (Hong et al., 2000). 8NN, O &S EA RIS SAMERIN R 5178, 2R
ATE, LR ITRE) . AT DU AR S & il 5 S i 5 —BUf OB, AR 3 1
AN 2 25 7 T BISE3E (Lewis, Goto, & Kong, 2008; Ma et al., 2014; Wang et al., 2013).

3. WMXUAMEE B
3.1 WAL MEE R SR AFE

RS E XL — oy AW, —F& SCERE S, BN (bicultural individuals) 2 484
A E RN A EA SCABUE P N (18] a1 = PR OO SCA ) BRAE A B TR Rl 53 BIAS (5] SCAG AR PR R i B
(Ban. FRFEAN, BEFEEAN, REEFIEEAN) (Nguyen & Benet-Martinez, 2007). % —Fh25 X _E
R7E S, LA FE Al I F AL IR OSCA AN, I HIX PRI SCAGAR R AEAN [F) 1 B 4e A4
4. 15 BAAT N (Benet-Martinez et al., 2002; Hong et al., 2000).

3.2. MXUNMEETEMEHER

BCACAARASF] TR o BE A 15 BENS IR FH I 5 S (B T B 3. B) A
(Luna & Peracchio, 2001), A LEXUEMARER AL HAR 55 — 8 5 EIERALE B 5 R0, XA
NHSCAXGEN . ST TE MR SRR X B PR S, BICGEME B B S A2
SR . BRSO RUE A (T IR B A S VS EF A IR kg B - SR N) SRR (R T R
FENME, HE = SR AIGART R, B, 58 =30t A s B RIS AR m, $=, —
RS PIR S AN R R ZEAF o FSTAEA A R B B 42 BRE ST R RIRZ5 4, 058 16 5 St
A SIANESR TR R B B WHORZE B ARNIRE M . Rk, S MR SO R e o 1 —,
ST AU B A P A SCA 78 3 B RR S R, SO s BE A2 2% A= 5 (Luna et al., 2008). JITEL, 4R
Fif 5 XA AL BATE 261, TAF R — € R B, BT AN — 52y XE A
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(B, X171, &3KZEZE, 2010).
4. REEILUNMEBEHESHITS

SR TSR IR, TSR, T AR ARy A% AR O AL (AR
BHUERE, AT MR RIS RIE 5305 X FIRF BRI BRSSO R AR 77 7 AT e 22
RZFEMA SRR BB S . BEE R E 2 RITIE R SR PRI, ERSC S W2 18] (1
SCA R A 5 AR SCACRTR A RN A 500 o R T ARRORIIE 22 52 A RO K SCAR M 5 30
b, SRR 32 B EROSL T ATAZ, SEH RN EAB AR RS, TBsE
BIPIRSL R RIRE R o I, XS IIAE T 3 SO 5 WSS BR3¢ 75 A4 & T X004
ANMATIVEWS o PR TS RS AN B R s S R AR AR (AR 2k S 185 SCA I 7T — A HE 2 )

H

o

41 BESERATREERIUNMEE RS ROHR

XFE BRI S IIEFC, U E M 5T 2 K RS U &L (Brewer & Chen, 2007) 8k BRIEE 1) 7772
(Kashima et al., 1995) . IX P Fh i T 5 S B R & 10 B A - gk A M-S E (Yamaguchi
etal., 1995), —R HFEM & ER (Hardin et al., 2004). kA& A HHEAM & EE (Cross et al., 2000)%5. 7T AXTZ
RSN B B & FIWE 7T 2 R F L3R 78 778 o IR (201 1) AEAF 78 H R 22 SCRRABAT Jig i — A &
TR B S RO NMAR B A S IR, A RN S R AR RS Y | R SRR R
KT HARR AR SRR, RREZEHERFEE MR AR S NFET. R EF RS
AR R BE R UM 5%, 52 R B4R B8 S Ak N EEAMAO M S A 9R . BhAh, FATRRSRAE
FEOARR B & TR EE R PR, XRIAE DR ER USRS T, FdHER
2 SoF AR U S A R AR 32 SO AR (45 32 A5 B2 TRI AR v o 7 S0 05 (2014) R AMEAT JG IDUE A RIS ER
I8 52 IR XA ¥ R A& (A, 2010), 45 RIS H iR K22 4E A RIS RIS RS B K
RULAE . (HEEMGI B B RERS ) b, SRR B2 A T IR RS A . SIS BRI A&
1 B BRI ER IR AR &, A& 2 F RSO & BAKRR B RS, H5E R EM R [ R
WIS (RS0, 2014; G+ =, %%, 2017; %, 2011).

5 EICAE I B R SR i RAE S R LA E—EER. SRS RERNFEEF A M
M B, WE TR RIS R . SEE NSRRI B S, R DOERME TR R
SAFAEE T 30T 3 SIAH B SO ENIR GG R (1 i) 8. RILE, 3% FH 58 SCRR R & B Rk 2 58 1 e MR 1
PM SR, SERATREINARG: 5, WA RIS XSk B .t T HE RS (A ], X
S T R AR T IR T M X S5 R D 2 B R RS R I . R, ARSRAEREAT S XA M B B
TR, R U TR G 2 R R TR (A S A P DA ST T R A T P SR AT [X e YR S
L8

4.2. A ERATRERERINNMEB RIS RAR

MRAE BN AS AL 3= SR, R VONAMER B A S A ST, st B k8 s ines
B 9 ET SO 1) H FRA & AR RLAT MR I (LA « L& 54T, 2017; Hong et al., 2000). T
A B A & R SO A SO S B SRR R T 7. TR, BRSO R Bl SEE SR A 7t 52 3k ik
BOCAAA B A S BB AVERS i W RS S0 0 I NSO B, Bk SOtk
JRANHATG R B . LI IR LW, AR SRR T, SRR A B R S a5 2 b ST
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BT R A A, AN ANE ARSI, Sl RO A S A RS A B A s AR SO
ERZIF YU S N ) PN e SRR il S i b S eI iy 3 O A EN B AP R R P KTk
MR, 2011).

WHF G A FARARICAZ LI 3] 7RI S5 R o SEIRAT 552K SEAR AN DU 4 R I 1] 26 R (]
1CIFE T =A Bkdifh . SHBHEMAISIE R BI I SIEES, MBGEAM ORI &I FHDOREIES . %
AR, AR BE 5 1 52 gaRsh &K B RS (AL - HARR), FEEE R
AR 1 AR AR IZ IR (] 3R] - hge B b= A sh 48 . BRI, 58 e XA AM AR 1 E Fok &
HA — SRR 5, SRS S AR R A e (30l 2014 27855, 2017: o, 2011;
TR ME, JkES, 2015). [FIRSSEESE FAGHIE T Hong 5& T 207 g44 3 SUFTHe th i SCAAE 428 40455 8¢ (Hong
et al., 2000; Hong et al., 2016).

5. WM ERAZHEXIMRIVR

HE AR EZ RFEEEVIMBR, B A RSB, 450, Thag, @i
RHIN G 1528 247 (Markus & Kitayama, 1991). AT ABFFEAIN, [ FM) S HISER6 &5 00 T4 S0
(Kuhnen & Oyserman, 2002), -t —=%5(2017)% R H SO JE Zha SRS T 5 B S 4 i Ao n L0 4s
Mo SRIRAERRE, AFEME BT LSRR - RIS AR, R SR { R,
PR 2RI SE BT, R AT S PRI A 0 E 3 EAREY B RS, #ikeEsiin T
BRERE, BRMEESERNEL (L=, fR%, 2017). th4h, HFFRHEMNSCHE R 5 SCIR & 1
JE SRR SR I VE R (5%, 25845, 2018). S5 AIL, WSS RMME KA EN T =S
RISt &R, 11 58y B R 25 A T I S A e AR R R o (R, SCH 22 S sg MR RN, X b
S AT BE A SO TS S B A R HE TR AR . SO R B S AT 2 51 i B IR s S
XoF NS ARFAIE PR e et A7 AE AR LA PRI 380 o TF 038 PO AE SR oy R AT DU M R ok S A JE B 2% 1F T B X 00 R A R
JR(EREE, A%, 2015). S5FRIL, TR SRR, SERSAME 2RI 5T SO 55
(LA NS RFAE, BRI H I ASRRHE I 380, I LSS [R]85 R P X e 3 b B AT — 2 R T VR o

AR, W W I AR B IR T 2 70 SR B R S T s 2 B Al . ARXS T8 3o
RIS, BARE B SHG5R 1 75 N ETE (dorsalmedial prefrontal cortex, dmPFC)A1JE &1l i
(ventrolateral prefrontal cortex, VPFC)i&3)), I H. &8 ) BAK Y B FAG &AL 5 A& 0 385 7S s
N A0 R AR A0 S 10 [B] (posterior cingulate cortex, PCC)IEEN Y J& s — ik, 15 B £ 70 AL AMAAE AR [F]
R FRAL R B A b, L0 BRI 265 14 40 22 5 B A7 E 22 7 (Wang et al., 2013).  H iS5 e XL
SCAA A B FRAE) R R S B A AR I P LE ML 2 i R AT 7 R = B 2R, R SR T AT LA
AP T AE 456 1) BERE— D IR R 5 T RS A A A B A & K N AE ALK 2 AR B B R0 S
ORISR .

6. FHENEENRE

H A St RIS B B SR 2 R G E K AT A B, RRFESEE L
RFTGFEARIR TIPS 2T LAETFFAFAE R AL, SR I BUR LR, AR IRXULAL A A
H FA SR AR WL O BIE Fe i (3t T 47 R F o S8

6.1. ITREEIAME B B MFFE SRS RTEE
CRE UMM FCRE, Z2HW i DS A B RS, BAKRAE B RSN 5% (Markus & Kitayama,
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1991) N HERRMT T8 5y RXOUSCAL AR B FA 245 v, WELIR BIWF Fe 45 RAAAE —E R IRk . TR AR
A FM SRR IR T BRSO R PR A ERER T ESR, HEASGR AR
KA S, A H AR RESC I SRR O R B EREIN T ? R HEE Mk H AT X
AER? REAAEMIA, RAY, BRM=5HFERMSREIEE? B, KRR DI T3)
A B ZIIRT TS, B PG RS A B B AR A R R i, SE X T 58,
TRACACA A B BA B A R i BAR SR T

6.2. FRFFEEILHA B RASAEN BRI TIER R

BT AMERETL, W90 32 IR0 & AT A T JE TR 2% 82 58 AU R B 3R & s A
B 52 SO ANMARTE [ FRAL & 1 A ZE LSBT b 22 25 B TR AR o« — 2R 90 A AR AL AE AP 2K F B
ESE T HTFARRXUE =T, MAEBRKWESHES. AT THAERKSOE LAY R, Bf
ANFATANNE ST AR E I, 854 #2425, 2012). Chiao et al. (2009) I 7% B H A {76 T
S 50 o A R 45T (medial prefrontal cortex, mPFC)Z& 81 HH & 5 A0S » 110 5 B sk DU 7E — i 185 v
PR A0S PR P A o R R AN ) () SO 2 i [ 3K - A NI 3R AE, 1 ELs2 e 3 3K - A A
F 44122 R 4iE (Chiao et al., 2009; Chiao et al., 2010). K, A KA 45 A o A% 3 A KA 78 52 e AL AMA
ARSI TENLE], AL A BT IR . B2, G2 H R0 T 45 A X0 R shia =,
R 5 I RSN 1) B FAE) & (R B A e sh 2 L. LR, AT g ARSI I B e =,
F R G EACCAETEA R S HRIE ST MR B B R 2 5 A

6.3. ¥R BRSBTS ME AR ADEIF ST

I SAE MR OETES LG, 2NN EITE S . A 3 A0 RIS A2 4k 5] I 2% 52 0 A 44 R0
BTN T o JE BN B RS BR RN AR S, 118 3 B Y B B & R R A N AR S (Kihnen &
Oyserman, 2002; i, 8%, 2017). H 3R E IR H00 20m 50 oA A FRsEm, A% T AR
B ERM SR E 3, ML E A S IG5R T AR R 1) N130 TR A (V20455 2013). BRMEM)E
BT DL ST AR TR IS LA BI04 28 B Al Cul B 2R & B, 2012) . B 3G 38 s AN HS AR,
ALFEMA BT FLIR 3 (Sui & Han, 2007). 1212 (Wang, 2008). F1VH [ (Friedman et al., 2012)%54%, K, #*
RAFFEAT LA “ 304k - B3 - N En” A B4R B B 3R SO0 5 RS MR EN SE R I T ST R . A
AL BR B F FER TR, R E A T S A Rl A A 85 R D BRI e E IR IWAH SCHIE AT, 0% T I T b 3
FEE AN ) STARRT A B RO R BRI R A, S/ B RO AR B A & R R MR A R R R AR L B 4 1)
FRHESE IR T AT, A Re i R it R E 2 kR G, JLRERSKE.

&E ik

fpe, 2575, BEA, WIS R, W, XI8(2018). b ZER S A F iR KZEAG R MRSIT R, 05
77 9HF 7, 16(6), 751-756.

TEOUE(2014). E 0 XX SE A F B S . Wi, R I R,

A, AEFENE, WA, FIIRQ2017). SEE K A ERMALNE: M ER GG, B R FOPEER DR —— OB
5 [F GO P (.

X E, (515 (2012). EIRM & B SN BARE BN TS . B Zd £ [0 P R 20 18 A,
SEFEL- LR, RHL(2017). BA A T BIRMWEMBESMERE. OB, 25(7), 1229-1239.

L=, TR, A, BB XU, GKEGT(2017). B DURSALER) B B ST RSO TR0, OB F 2, 40(3),
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JEFEME(2010). Lk K XML B 52 P4 HEFEHF R RS, HR: PR R
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