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Abstract

Construal level theory proposed that the objects’ representations had different abstract levels that
are the construal levels. And these construal levels were interacted with psychological distances.
From the perspective of emotional dimension, high and low construal levels or far and near psy-
chological distances have different emotional valence and intensity; from the perspective of dis-
crete emotion, different kinds of emotions (discrete emotional perspective: basic emotions, self-
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consciousness emotions and compound emotions) have different construal levels. This interaction
relationship between construal levels, psychological distances and emotions influenced consum-
ers’ decision-making, self-control, persuasion and so on. Future researches could examine the un-
derline mechanism and the mutual neural basis between the construal levels, psychological dis-
tances and emotions. In addition, researchers should pay attention to the application of this inte-
raction effect to the education and judicial fields.
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1. 51§

W HURIE 26— B O BEAE RO 2 R 22 a0 L B #0 e, SRRl A 46 2 I A R R 231 2
WHIEE ). KESLWH RN, TIRREINRAKTIEREMEIKT, NS5 A B,
A HAEH (e.9., Keltner & Horberg, 2015; Izard, 2011; Raschle et al., 2017; Solms, 2017; X445, 2009).
15 26 23 035 R AT L VERE 1012 BATHE SR R S FNd 2 (Allen et al., 2018; Engen & Anderson, 2018;
Ferrer & Mendes, 2017; Lawrie et al., 2019), T\ 32 1 46 17843 FH L B 2% 44 (Lazarus, 1991).

fife R K ~F- 22 18 (Construal level theory, CLT)EA— NIk BRI “ Al S M7 O F R AR
w0, R AT AR AR 0O BRI B A A F R SOKF RV R KS, IR EA Sk sy, HERFER
BV R KT, i R B AR MR AR /K °F (Dhar & Kim, 2007; Trope & Liberman, 2003; 2= B HE, Bk,
2017). FfEREAKT MBI, BB 0. AR BRI S BEsHZRE, Wil hiEsh 2
NT BRI ZEAR . WRA. R, FMIRCLES BRI, Wil AEshE
= HI2P (Trope & Liberman, 2003; Halamish & Liberman, 2017; Rim et al., 2019; Genschow et al., 2019; #{/&
&, 2015). CPRER BSAE ARG EIR IR ZALE, 2 —F R RAAL, EPREEYS C a3k, ShE, ik
M ATREME” AHUT B B, B HE A TR R B L AS (RIEE S . A2 R R B ise M DU /N4 & (Trope & Liberman, 2003;
Trope et al., 2007). WFFCFEB, CHPE BRI SR OE R, MRS FEA Y0030 5
WG, NPT RN R KR, 2 IRR(Pick-Alony et al., 2014). fEERBACFHESIN A, XF O
B S NA A T S K Rs, IR RIAZ O BRI, BIR T M ANCRAS; T
3T B (A U SR AR KT e, SR H Ik AL SR ERRRAE , ST MRS (1) B AR S8 (Trope &
Liberman, 2003),

FEREACHAE N — AN A RN RAE 7 2, LA, BORBRZ R B 108 SR ER, N
FERE AT RN 2 2 [A] R D% 2 X)), 3 T o 00 [ O 28 R MR A 4% H 0 TR R S R4 T 5547 9 (Bar-Anan,
et al., 2006; Soderberg et al., 2015). & TR FEEE B (R FE R, fRReAKF. OIEEE 5142
MAFEC HAER, RIIE Rk L ()2 H R R = FH 2 AR R EETT 7 E A B RR R
G 4EFE L (dimensional theory)-5 55 #1271 #L i (discrete category theory). 4 FE SN NIE 4 EA R I
2 F B A () 175 B 4 i ) B PRI (Miehrabian, 1996),  rmg i (15 45 1 6 55 ) -5 %80y (R R/ W s A ke 47 ), 9
5PN SN A AR A G BE (Hamann, 2012) e MER W IC RN, SRARRE AT Fliz i O 3R B A B — 1)
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o= =

fh g B, RBULERS 280 A 25 8 AN _E (e.g., Van Boven et al., 2010). BSECEERIFRIE I NS
(A BT AT b2 BRIV, 128 25 IA) B 50 A BRI 2 AR AN 2844 i (Hamann, 2012). A AEYiELL,
(A, NITE T LA AR A B S (CZHHS, 2019). BB R, & NS5 sipr
HHMW . MR AL Z PR R L R EAREEH AT, I HEE R T MR R 7, 2
ZRE S FONFIA MR E & k. ERAES%Y, TEZARMLAN, 7FARMELR =41,
RN E 3R R 1 2 (self-conscious emotion). Eyal Al Fishbach (Eyal & Fishbach, 2010) & ¥4, HIRE
PUE G FSEANE 2 SR K T IR N RN, RIS A R RIS T AL TN ER . i
IF] fen R KT, T i A1 4 U B I BAs, B A (AR KT

B3R b, HRTSEMRRK T S5 @M B2 R SC R S8R, Rl R7EE NG KRG R. A
SO VA AR G TR EE, — T “IEG YRR (R 46 8500 A 45 5 ) ML AR BT IR A R /K
AT O R SIS 2 B I, i — TN “BEG2E 7 (A LA B R EOR S 26 LA 2 W i 25 1l e K
SRR ISR B R, AR AR KT RS 25 2 18] A IX R AZ L@ PSRV AT NI REma AT A

2. BRKFESOEERMRERMY: FEERELNA

Williams % A (Williams et al., 2014) 5 tH 1o 3R B AR RE /K- i PEAN FOAT A () I8 TE B (WL 1)
DA R BT FUESE,  PRACT-S2mMA T OB ER BRI EN,  EEn e & x T AR AT R, &0 T H
AN, KT 7K IR B 2 SRR A AT T BB I P (8] 2 B9 (Liberman et al., 2007); 1 AITXHA SN
AR B0 B RAE 25 52 3 NAT T IR0 10 5 A 2 A 100 Lo BB B A B (2 /2%, 2009), X AT RER TR RS
FRIZE A T ) e FL S A Bl A A m] S ¢ R A2 A8 Lk (Trope et al., 2007), BRESHGE, Y AHEH
MBS BT REERAGM, TR AT GENE B S R = ZRE, M R G s A AT
W3k 5 (Dhar & Kim, 2007; Fujita et al., 2008; Trope & Liberman, 2003). 1A &1, 0B PR B AR KF
FAAEXFI R AR (542 1)

[ UV LiE i }T [ 175 28 R FEAIG J

K

s s 1 WS A | 1 v s
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Figure 1. The Cognitive model (Improved model based on Williams et al. (Williams et al., 2014))
E 1. IANFHRB(ET Williams Z A (Williams et al., 2014) R B A i)

A BRER B SAMAIG 4E 0R R . G O BB 1 2 RN O B A I R P, 0 T AR AR R AR 2 ) O VR A (5%
1 2)o AR, HOBERE SRR, MRESRE SR TE, AR A 2 T 15 5 12 0m A
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458 (Williams & Bargh, 2008); Tl 240 B 2E B8 A, 2 F) 55 AATTZE A 40 B RT3 36 BT 1) 17 kS 2 F
JEE, BT 28 2545 0 0 ) B o BB A6 7 i AV PR R it 2 B2 (Williams et al., 2014). XA B 2E 5 )
17 TR i 52 B AT ) 465 TR ELFE R 1 P 3 2 1 A 0 2 A SR M ) 25 1 AR ) 22 Rk S (n JEE 37 BT ) O )
PRERREHIIN, SxBRACIL 22 INE, VAR 0 o 1 TR 38 (B R ) 55 1) B D B B o e 4 PR AL L b
(Hemenover & Schimmack, 2007; McGraw et al. 2012),

Eyal %5 A\ (Eyal et al., 2004) & 3, i R B YERE 303 BONAT B Al A2 58 2 0 8 e (B e — A7 3 Y
PRI AN S SO (SO HE—AT B B ) o 3X AT e A2 B 9 il R B R AR A8 AT R AT N 5 1 H xR,
X 88 H AR IR KRR B b A W FAR A a] B A (Carver & Scheier, 1990; Custers & Aarts, 2005) . 51 41 A5
SMIERFER WAL 10 57 ZATZEH bR, MALLIX — BARm TR, RERe, ZX—
FBE 5 EYE, Gal & Liu, 2011). HITI#EREAKCF W SEMa 16 25 2t . ALl e, M4k
B2 M OGEAE B E ERHE (A T EUE . H R A S K ROH) (B84 1), AT B30 17 28 R0 e IR (%
12 3) MRHEILAEAY, AN SO I A G5 A 4 B AR SR B IR AN [F) 0 B RR B B AN RIS 2R SR, AN A
R B AR B 1 48 2t

2.1 WERBERAIRERE

FRIE Williams 25 A\ (Williams et al., 2014) AL ih k4% 2 FoR, 54 5RO 5 O B B H & %
VIR R . W50 R IO FEE B bRz, AATEfr I B WL ER AR, 1% 2655 B2 B AIK (Chan & Maglio, 2019). 41
U Kross, Ayduk F1 Mischel (Kross et al., 2005)8fF 70 &I, 24/ MATE B Tz & A0 GE = AR T, 2R
H Ao skmg” (2% AR T 5 R DB, SR BuE A R AR S, B MR DU T
T 5 1A DRI AN 2 BB B0 I T W T R ST 2 S O B 4 R FEAS LA . Williams A1 Bargh (Williams
& Bargh, 2008)i#F —BAIF S, 43 Bt (175 (] O FRFE B, ANE IO E IR Sk, AN O 1
SR R NS AR o O FRRE BRI, E SRS B ERAN R, PR BRI G N T R SRR AN e
(Fujita et al., 2006; Liberman et al., 2007), PHSLAEEMS BEACTELEDRAE . (H2, XT3 0o B PR B 25 BRI 25 0
FEX— 25 ARG+ B, BB (humor) & —Fh AN B SO I A I RRAR AR SR, & — s A fil
[ TR ORI IE S 2 RS . AR (LA™ B R RAE ) 76 /O BEE B AT I 45 Ny K B8 2 (¥ A BR AR 56
AN SE (AR IOE R RAAE) 76 /O B3R B AT I 45 N e K 58 22 (R A BR AR B8 (McGraw et al., 2012), 3X 2 it Bz
(70 R RE B 2 PRAR A B, 2 (8 AATHE ™ E R AT A B 1R R YRR, S MRl BRI . L
u, R (regret) 2 4g —H45 € FAF I A R BOIRES 54 Bk R IPIRESBAT LU P AR I AP 1% 4 - Leach

TG B 1R TR B R AR B, R IR T E S B (R T30 1) B AN AT 30 5 3500 B R R 3 B gt
P X BLVFE Ry BRI VAT S AR A, O BREE B e AT s ma AL BT DU I AR KT R AR
B, BT O S SRR K T 2 I IR R e R, 3z O B PR B A A AN R A AR R Ik S, Jb
Xl IR DAL SH T T (A T R B s e i R 1) I 24 A 6 B 22 1 W R B Rzt O 3L
B LR KT, MRS B O AT AT, TS 258 2 (s RG24 .

e P17 2 i Bt AT DAY MR BN B BEEE B . X AN 2 AT A — Rl A S 250 iy R L4k
R, SRAXSHEEREE CHAIBAEIT(Van Boven et al., 2010; Siedlecka et al., 2015)WF 55 &K I, 1
B AE TR B B DL AE AR 2 /D OB g . X S 28 AT OB B — A~ B
JE R, REEHAESE AR CENER” KA R XV R RO A B S MR AL T — RS 2
HPRES, R ASAEMATURAEX MRS, BEmh I A O FRE 25

H Williams &5 A (Williams et al., 2014) fRE RS g 4% 1 AT, O BRRE BS SRR K PAEEX RIDG R, N
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Fi O PR B RE U PR IS G500, A R AT R R S PR 40 B . (HF 5 SRR ant. i,
Pierre, Alexandre I Gwenola (Pierre et al., 2003) il Je ik AR iC Hid A E % T 12 KR 1 St
R, AT X I R, S B R R B I (RIS AR 7K T R4 12 (B oo e e
IRV 7 2 A5 1 46 SR 45 TR R DR R 7K P 2R R o P 1 o A T R, T v R /K P 2 ik
WA I RS 5 2 BT FTIC SR —3. Watkins, Moberly F1 Moulds (Watkins et al., 2008) ] Z& %1 5T
WU 73 50 R FH A S R0 PN R i LR B R I B AR, IRt il A /K7 (why AT45) BRAK AR R 7K (how AT
) ARG R, B R EMZ IR T, 85 IR FH S R KT 5 24 B ARk B ialont 2%
W22 A B IHAS S B RS . 28 BRTIR,  ARRE /KPR B PR B0 175 4 5 IR S R E 25 LR R KT 50
P PH BB 8 RIS AEET & o DA FE 5 Hh i AR AP X RLize O B R B, (AR /K TR B3 0o B
PR B E S5 A 48 I TR DU R KT L Iz 0 BEEE B9 PRS8BT o IX PR3 B ) Ji BV ] DA —
AR O B 5 AR AT AN A R T a4 F AR B AN 5 38 AR AEAN A

2.2. MERKERIREETMN

R4 Williams 28 A (Williams et al., 2014) 8 (18 4% 3 PR, MR- UMt a8 3 . AWt Fea i,
AMERIfERE AR, OFERIEBA R, e TR0 B E S 25 (EPES ) AN R A RRAIE,
O FERAEAR B, Bl ) A6 3 oA 28 (S 2%) (Williams et al., 2014; Emma et al., 2018). i#1,
Marigold, Holmes 1 Michael (Marigold et al., 2007) & B [ 28MAAS By e i 701 175 48 78 225 e /K
JE BN G HAG N AR B A, 3k AR SRR AN . [RIFELE Emma 55 (Emma et al., 2018) 8 5t 1 & B,
R LA G 1) 7 2ORA IR SARA A FIT s SR By, AR 2 2 T AR IR AL AR o s e /K 2 A
MAEGAR RS, B2 R @ BB EmBAAIN T2, BRI, MR 458040 .

TEE BN WS R ACE P2 A IS A S MR H m R A R o =K. i,
Labroo £ Patrick (Labroo & Patrick, 2009)#F 78 & B, — ANFRAR Lk 2R (6 BRAR MR (1) 15 28 450 247 MR = i
R eAh, MHEC T eSS, IR A MAUI R H AR Ak HARE M E 2, S e
MRS, TEPETS 28 NI/ ME T ZIE B R BAR: JE HEMER AR Kk m i 07 k47
EAL P52 . Pyone 1 Isen (Pyone & Isen, 2011) & B, 1EM:AE 28 i@k e om A kn Rys b, Skigs A
AR B e 5 JE 2 /KT 18 T T 17 oA SR AT R 1) 0 #5 (Future-oriented time perspective), 3 i 75 1Pt 25 B £ 11 4E
IR AT 55 rh 2 B R A e v 2 S AT S B AL i R

IR A G 2 M RAAR R ER AR A e, Ak ot MR
R KA &1 7. Chowdhry, Winterich, Mittal 1 Morales (Chowdhry et al., 2015)#F 58 & B, JR3%
ER—MotEtE g, HABKFAEZEETEY%. BOGRR S, BRI RS S N AMALE s
JEARTHRI T RE S HR B A [F] 3 i 2 [ R 2 AR e . DU R, M EE T BRI RREAKCE, HR R
TP 2 (15 AT e 5 52 21 95 M8 2 TB) PO AR UL (Liberman et al., 2002) . PR 45 il 7K T AR S 58 v
()R] R JER R AN [E) 28000 1) A7 TR A S R B N SR A R I S AR R P S B Bl 58, i IR 11 25 2 5 ik
AT [N, ST 4 5| BT S B (K IR T2 4%, 20125 Williams et al., 2014), JRIBIGZIE N ivETE %, 2
— i LRSI LA TS 2 (L, 2019), I BB A4 5 a2 DRI M B i) — o BRI B8 IR
R, TR MR SR — @R EE B3I 7 AMA S F AU S A O R . X RCAMREK T 5 OB B
EAEE T H VIR R RO E 1 B8 A% 1), (O BEEEREET, AT B 4B 5, MRK-Fim, MRS
ARk R KT 1A

KT R 51548 8 2 1858 R TR B T A KRR A A A RIS 28800, RIS AS [F] (1 1
N R R AR AP, EFEEERNE, HAlE 23U 5 0RAKCT BI% ROE R M A —
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SEMF G, XA R TR 2R RS 4 10 2 I T I8 S, ANREXS PN 15 28 5 AR AT IO I 58 28 A
s SER R

3. RERMRUKEAMLIRERR M : HEEIE LA

ARG R FRI, TR NIE RSN EA/NFEAE (R B, Bk, 5. 1R
5 RE) (Ekman, 1999). X SR A G 25 BA 15 04—t (Wang et al., 2006) B R EIRTE 4 2 — PR E A&
BAWMEEES, LAWY, HB—ReMFmEN. REMEGErES, B-Reifaz. ZMMNREs
(Sznycer, 2019; Z=ifil=%, WRfkig, 2010), HERB G AR TEEAE S, FILTE L Sfa e 1 B R RIE.
AR5 FAE S bR AEVHl B IRIAE T, JRREXTE S M AR, R e BB AR 45 A RS 3 B8 52 44,
TE N % FE o H 3 AR e ] 945 (e.g., Tangney & Dearing, 2002). BRI, 130 E U 2 AHE: T HE A 45 5
T 4. Eyal F Fishbach (Eyal & Fishbach, 2010)id i P BB AR 56 e I ATV 7] 2 AR 1 48 4H S 1 1]
T (R SR R ) 5 0 B R 80 30 P 1 Y (B SR R R AT T) A 45 , T4 R L 8 AH DG ey (i B2 25
Hik) 55 /0 B PR B9 328 (R 3A]V (40 LA J5 AT AR ) ARG . E 52 (pride) o2& —Fh B FRE R 26, 2 MR e S
BRI S F R T B B e 7808 TS i = A i — R AR ¥ 32 WL 26 7Rk 56 (Kong et al., 2018). Karsh #1 Eyal
(Karsh & Eyal, 2015)F 58 & I H 52 LU AR GOKF 3 i, 28 Nk BE B EE 52 JF Bk PRI A4S
FEXT AL O EHEGEZE, HEWPURERRT . XUHIEARG S SRS, ThERER
B SRR KA G, (HA2,  H RTINS [F) 22 A 45 A B J R IR S 4 L S AR TE A R AR R K P
L P R

3.1 EXRENBERKERLEERRY

MIGZE BN YELE R, IEVERS 46 (PR SRR AR R KT, T vk 15 46 (B0 ) AR A A AR AT
FERE AP AR o AN [F) i B2 ) R AR A 4 2 3 3OS [B] I R 7K1 (Hong & Lee, 2010). Yevgen £ Florian (Yevgen
& Florian, 2017) T FLIE A N BRIBAEIN IR AR S5 0T 1 ARSR 5 O BB B R 2R AR AR Bt 0 2
PEES, M ELE ST R 13 S8 AL ST I A1 5 DUt 7 Iz o BEPE B o R R B AR SR i 51 i B I 26
AR, PRSI AT N, PR RIS (E 5 iEm: S BA SR, AR
vl RE N IEYER AT BE N Ve, XN AT 2 20T A BRRIEE . [, ANFERER
U 26 2 T BRI AR R KT, bhn PRI 25 )75 % 1) 2 36w AR /K P (Chowdhry et al., 2015). 4,
W0 R DA LU R SRR R AT BAMA, 8 3l SR AT I A A R 7 8 BE 25 5 6 R (K ross et all., 2005);
AR AIBR AR 20 B OA 2l AL T AR KT 1 2 TR ) 38 364 X b 1 2L s Ak
K HARBUIAS IR (Schwartz et al., 2018). fHZ, BUAEIE AT I 78 LA ) Ay 471 A7 8 PRI AR A DRSS i Jse bkt
(R L SREE, BB AR RE KT AR B 1K

3.2. BRERBENERKEMOERRRY

HTAERBNEEREMEAREA, OHERFRERED AR FO, FikARENESBG &R
BT B R g D ERE S i E A . E %, BIREIUES R ENTMIMER A 20765 5 &, Wil
M= RN B & 55 FUHBE A G P, B DA GOK V5 R, TR A 26 75 AT BE 55 11
AV B S, nRAR R AR X R R B B S E N, B A GO AR ik, BIREIRTES
(WEZEEAES BRME . A B AR AR, T AR ARG 25 (bR 2R) 5000 56 17 B bR 038 SRAH G
BX(Eyal & Fishbach, 2010). f&fi5, ERBRIGZE THm ARG PNIEARE, 1A RS B EAHCHRE R
AR5 & ff A K SFAH 2% (Henderson et al., 2006), PR a] PAHED (3 & RS 4% 5 S iR KA 5.

pud
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fHZ, ANFIFRE ) B 3R UG 2800 AN [ 2 FE AR R Ko I PK (Quilt) 70 25 1 (shame) 320 72 5 21 1)
HIEZIRES, 12 AP ERAN 115 2 (Tracy & Robins, 2004).1H Han, Duhachek 1 Agrawal (Han et al., 2014)
R, MLETE) T ZEMREE I, B3l 7 KIS R R 2 RBCEAR R AT LR AEFAE: X
2B AN P A5V S P (L A A 5 45 SR 1R 7 1) IR AR R 0 2RI 1 B L (IR AR KT R R) o AR
Ze RS A3 A B EE A S EE B P (L 45 3 5 45 SR I PR AR R = SRRk P 2R (e AR 7K P AR )
X AT HE A KA N A ) T 0 AT A BRG0P0, NG 1 R A En i oA i, S BUIR AR K
T 25 PR AL o] T30 A | 3RS T AT, TS 1 AR AR VPN A, 3 B R AP o

3.3. HtbE S REBE KM OERERRY

B T X FEACKE 25 F0 3R R AR 4 R KT RO B R B B R AT AT, DUAERF RSB ER T T HAh B A
S AR KT R B B8 R P o DA A A0 2 B MGOHE R B A FE IR B A 48 5 O BRER B 2 A] (S B 2R R o
T Co BRL A B8 5 AR K T35 UIAH O, DR T LIS T O B P 28 5155 28 2 [R] 1 9% 2R HE U AR /KT 517 4 1) A L
PEF, AR PRAENT G 2B R e g — PR

£E F& (anxiety) AR (depression) & P A G V- 48 o £ 8 — MR AR IS 18] P9 B B P i A A O, 1
AR — % 5 3t 2 I R P B A $5 2 E i SE 75 A 2% (Eysenck & Fajkowska, 2018). Caruso % A(Caruso et al.,
2013)F& HAH bbad 23, AATTA s A kv A SR PR 125 JULCE 530 1) i) 42 - Rinal dli, Locati, Parolin 1 Girelli (Rinaldi
et al., 2017)f# F§ MMPI-2-RF (Minnesota multiphasic personality inventory-2 restructured form)& 245 4% i 7>
NSRRI AR A IEH R % =4, e bl v ERE 25— H SRR SR — A H B SRS
PHEERS B O, 25 R, FEREFRR I NI ARk b 2553, T T AR R o i N B i 2 bR R
T, MRIEAR KPS, O B R R K, OB B S BURMREACE, R AR
P, RG24 T Re A AN ) TR R KT, SRS 26 o] e AN AT T i R /K7 i i 4
FE IR 26 T Re AT AN T SRR KT, SOV 28 0T B s A4 ) T AR RE KT, (LI — W v 75 2 5
BRI E o

4. BROKE, LHEBERSREX IR AT AR

B 1 R BT A, ARREKCT O BRER B 515 25 1058 BAE F 2 i AME PPN FIAT A . R AT
OVHR A B8 5 15 26 1028 BAE R S S mAMA RN Fn 7 2. B G 4EFE EIB AL A Hi %, Pyone Al Isen (Pyone &
Isen 2011)RF 7L R BA, IEMEIEZE 2 (8N A RGN, BEMIIREE T AN S8 /K- 14 58 25 AT [ R
SR F B 18] W (Future-oriented time perspective), 75Vt 5 1% £8 (1 4B IR R A5, S0 BIgm i 9 5%
Fe R . BRI ELIRIL A A, AN )4l G R 7 2 1Aty 2 (2 A o ARG TC P K 3906 0 ) A s
K, BRI B RE VIS HECT AN 2525 5 WO T B AR 138 K (Katzir et al., 2010). &
FRRE KA IA H AR IIE R, 2 e 24 AR I oGAAT N IR T (Herzog et al., 2007), 8 A4 144
5025 Z R AIE IR, TR S RPN AR, S 2 IEEAT N, ) 2R LA B ARG B
Z (Williams et al., 2014; Gilead et al., 2014).

5. 7Hig

A SRR K T 0 BRI B5 57 4 2 1A M LA R O S — 2B I 7 AT NS S 1 4 AR
FA 7 ROBRR, AR E BT M — BB AR — S R S R AT T B, DR KT B S S A AR FR
P ZEAL RIS (5] O 20 6T, KT R B 6 1 3R 2 U 48 2 [ LA ERE I AR R R, LR AR K
PRI 25 2 IR AR FLAE FIZE SR Rk A 0 2
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5.1. ERIKESBEZ M AENHI A E R

DAAEA St AN BARRAE 1) 7070 A R I S0 B A4 I T i i B2 R A X B AN [R], 5 BAARNES AR L,
TG AL & AE AT T [9 (inferior frontal gyrus)F155iH [A](middle temporal gyrus) 312 55k (3, 1 BARHE &
£ J5 #1145 [9] (posterior cingulate). i M- (precuneus). #2:4K [A] (fusiform gyrus) Al & 5% [A] (parahippocampal
gyrus) 5| H S He i S 51 2 A B K (Wang et al., 2010). 3 35 B 1 G SR AE B0 A2 7 SOR0 0 3 T2 )
S BRI X, EAR AL IO B 1% 0 4 10 [X 35k (fronto-parietal) (Gilead et al., 2014). {HAG WKL, sk
TR 308t 2 0E 1S AN BT &R B2 2 (The dorsomedial prefrontal cortex, dmPFC) (Baetens et al., 2017,
2014). HAFOFEEE RFZHLE], Tamir A1 Mitchell (Tamir & Mitchell, 201 1) %2R A R 48 BT 78 K DL,
ANA 0 T30 O B P B TRV (A 7E I A% L 24 /N S I ORI TR ) BT i Tz e B B A (n
TERE S T —4 RS  FRE—A 5 1), WIIHTAI K JZ (medial prefrontal cortex)F1JE Ji5 5 7 (retrosplenial
cortex) FRICE TR 2 50K . VR AR 78 AT UIE ISt 2L AR 700K X 23 iR 7K T AL BRLER 9

Ak, H RIS % A A BELHI I ST LU EOR N, ANFREE ARG 28 0 B BRI 4 R L) s 2%
ARG T g e 7K S R 4 22 1) AH ELAE R RRORE B IS2 PR A ZE BIL A A0 ok 22 Lt o8 A E FE EAT IR NIR D o B
i, Wang, Mo, Luo, Xiang #l Hu (Wang et al., 2016)% F 24440 5% AL (ERPS) H AR W] 20 44 1 28 FllCa B
PR SE AR RN E Z A AE NS . 5256 — 2P0 500 B 25 1 g MR, BESRAMARTE — S0 (.
AR A, HEE T B R BN — B AR A] , R R ST, PO e S g A, 45 R RN T
VTEE BRI, EA B AT — 3% Nl RE R P2 B, RN TR BE B, A5
A H b5 BB B R AE, 51 5 Sk R AN T o AR 78— 7 T n] DL S 4k 4R A fMRI
FiARF AR AT OHELFE B 55 A0 BAE R A BN, AT BIR g iR (A BRI AL kTR
— 7T, Z PRI (TMS) 82 B I H R (tDCS) 4 A AT DA 1ok 1 b 38 0 7 il X 7 3125 88 3k — ki
XAE R — NG TRk R fOE . R SR 78 AT ALE FMRI BOAR X R K AL 26 5% W 7T it 3kt |, R
F TMS B tDCS Fz AR | 5O 7 M RE K 10 i [X 5 5155 28 1R N L, s o) o0 5 488 o L ) i X
BRI N 1.

5.2. BRKFESERBRBEEELXRNHR

H HA AR K A 28 BAH CRR T, A8 K /b & B IR 2, WK, ZE P (Han et al,
2014)F1 5 ZE(Katzir et al., 2010)%, ARG, R M5 3 RERTE S RRK A & 1ot
FULA R — PR % . WA % B ZEMITF0K B 521X 79 HSE 1 E 5 (authentic pride) A E K H 5% (hubristic
pride) (Kong et al., 2018; Shi et al., 2015), XPi#H 2 85 S {RARRE K0 B AFEAS [R5 B 2% £ 75 R .

tbAh, SEEMEIE AR PR EX 5. FE RIS 2RSS BRI R, R =R
AAZRFAFIIEAG, WEESEAREEN — 20, WARFRETEN . &5 S AR 5507 A B
£ R(EM%, 2017).

6. REERE
6.1. B4

ARG SCREAR R, MBI SNER AR, WIBEAEEAEMBEEIEEME, BWRTREKE, O
RSB MAENZHEAER. LR, BESHWMEERKT, EMREEMEERRIREE S
AMEFE L E R, R S MAE RN, U RARAT N IR ANMARTE TH AN [ S e 1A
T, BN T HRYINAE, SAMRENAT AR TR, B BRI, ek 5 R
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FREE] TR o S AMEREAKST  O BREE B 55 1 4 5 ELAE AT SR A S I W] LLRE — 20 Ha R AR R /KT BTG
FEAN R AL £ U B

6.2. MBRKE., LEESSHEXEERANERER

A AR K T B B P AE 5 R JE B 325 (Henderson et al., 2015), /K- OFREEE] 51545 AR 558
RICE B BT R TR AT 2N, R FUE AT DLE X PR BOC R JE PN B #E
EXECE TR

15 48 5 R 7K1 2 8] X A LG AR AE mVE SIS A 2 N HANME . Biltn, AP 3 B mRE
K, FEMIERS SRR (Han et al., 2014). ARMERE KT B L4E R T HA IR ERRE, angs M
FB M R AP B R T HA R EBRE, @R KA H #R(Trope & Lieberman, 2010). Kk, W
PATATE NSRRI BARAT Sy, 17 25 1R R % 35 B A4 B I DGy AN BARAT BT B I3 — K478,
P 1P 26 LR P DA TR SR Z AR B B SRR P B, NI T . BTk, FERNESI,
RRAE T T LA B RE KT RO 26 2 (8] I A o6 R ok o SRR AR 9RA7 ik . — D5 THl, AT bAidsd
PR S RAL B 25 TR 4 (W N 25 TR 26 BN 25), Dk D LI 4, 1k LN R AR KR AEARSRAT 9, NI
FEARHCARSRIUSEAT AR AR . 59— T, AT DAIE e 5 o 40 R ], 388 i 48 1 0 SR A0 4T
W, RTINS AR AT M Bk AR HRAT M

FEZUA A b 8 AT AR BIAE 2 5T . %140, Tracy F1 Robins (Tracy & Robins, 2008) FIHF 78 & B
AR ORI 25 TR 4 DA R 7 XA AN R, 2 0K 5 — SR (0 7 ik 25 SR A DR T L | SR e AT It (n
UM R T B CRAS 1% 2]), =B NP T S AN SR SE RA T B B 08 A SR
(W% S G R FN E ORI R), B Az k. 5T DU PR 2 5 BURIRRE KT M 25 sk 2>
SEERRACTE I AR, AR RT DL & A 3 — AT R Ja B N PR AN Z5 TG, MR KT 1 B
BN A AT IERA A A0V o BEAh, ARSI FUIE AT DA REd i 1T A 2 SR U 2 AR (R AR R K T
], JETIAR S Sl Beda, AT DL R K ST IR T AR AR A S 3 A Jenin T =M T e
FERAS, Rl 35 Bh 2 AR B O B o AR R
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