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Abstract

Social comparison, as a central topic in the fields of psychology and sociology, has garnered extensive
scholarly attention. It refers to the psychological process through which individuals evaluate them-
selves and form self-assessments by comparing themselves with others. This behavior is pervasive in
human society and exerts profound influences on individuals’ psychological states and behavioral
decision-making. This article clarifies its conceptual definition, systematically discusses theoretical
models of social comparison, and elaborates on influencing factors from individual, situational, and
cultural perspectives. The aim is to provide a reference for a deeper understanding of social com-
parison behavior and to offer a theoretical foundation for future research.
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1. 5|15

. “HEAL, WTFAERY SRR TS, A2l 54N EEBCRIGRATPE
i E . R ATRAAE, FTRAELENE % ZENY, KT “BAFRNEZT” R &K
AR —— S . A2 AE R, MEALERERIN MM AERE TR S AM]
FEAE ARSI B SRR T MR AR RN RIAIIEAl, IR AR T 280 iR IipmitE, K22 it
B Al NBEAT X UK SEIUI o A)iEUe, AMAXS B IRV R AE S5 M N BN & R A, FEX
e R 3G 13RI B B AL BRI AT . Festinger fEUX PRI RAR AU, H AR A
WAL — AR S, HFT A DO B 2 AT BA R ZIBIR L, oS AR h B A
2. BRI H AR | HE AR

2. A ESEILEM
2.1. ¥&

A 2x PR B 1 SE [ AL 2 B 22 SR )« SR ATEE RS (Leon Festinger) £ 1954 SE52 H1 0. Al oy,
2 U AR MRS Z B AR HE IR OL T, AR A A A D8 BB RO EAT B VP BEE A Rt
SHBLOHE 5T A RNRARTT, A B ME S g 425 . Wood (1996)7ERT 7T fig th A4 BRI I
AN EETHN, RIEZORIER L2 EBOE SOy BB RTIMA AR ZAER S AR ZEK
KFo EWEHTBEFIATIE K (2006)7EHT N b, BE— B0 T A2 U A, AT 7ERE S b
B REREE VIR, BT ONSEA R AOE Ry, JF H GBS R A B AR AR B
OB . 2% N (2014)0 08, Hhax BRI NATTH 3 S S FEM & R8Nt 2 A7 75 T 3EAT LA
ffeal, M R B S AR

b, AT, BT AR TR TR, A FEE T 2 LRI S AN F
IR T o (HAEAT DA f——AUR B MAN R — Iy St AT Bl s oRgE, e
AR MASERE DT (ARG BE0 W UL SPSEE) SA N 2EAT LUBCR AT B B 25 T AT PPA

2.2, TRipHER

2.2.1. £ ELBIR (Social Comparison Theory)

Festinger (1954) L& LW IR, ARKABAG —Fh 54 N7 (g 77+ W A0 1 P 72 3R Bh
J1o B ZFZMARHERT, 2 EDEMALLE, DB E SRS S RIEIRTEH, ATESM AT
POR I 208 “ ARAMERRE ”, BRI T 55 B AR (W 5t fE 77 ARBEARIL &) 3047 LhA
Festinger it — 042 H T g /14t & LU S WS AL S U403, JEF I MARYETIX 95 28 LA i 2B H AR
FIRDL. MR, MAERATEE S ELEeET, R4 DURHEYEAS [ B 88 o S, i TS B Ofg
TR GAE NS, B LE I GRS 2, P A3 T 8l J ssa i e T A L
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By, WS E T SR AN E A Bk, MRS ORTE H BRSNS
FFPATHEARTLEN,  DH T RER L B 08 A AR A sen) 7 LR HE S

20 ik 2> B HEAR A 5 SR FU (MR SR R A3 LA 1 e 5 56 o Schachter (1959)fF H kA 1%
A2 R VA R R T RE 0 SO At 2 L, M 7 s AR T, (RIS R Ak 2 LE B Bl AL
IEAPEREL IR A, HEELETERREN, AMIeEsIHEEDHHE S HEERENE
Bk,

2.2.2. X RIZFKEIEL (Relative Deprivation Theory, RDT)

AEXTRIZF B (relative deprivation)iX — & & -1 58 [E #1225 K Stouffer (1949)7E (EE =) —Hid
e, Bt RS (Merton, 1957)7F (HEERR 5 2450) — Rl RGP, A RI2F K
MR RAL O SH AU D, BEMRMR A RS B & 5 LB B AR E 2R
M= R G 28 S HAT G R ZEIRIAA, AMRIANHE 26 R8T 400t ()4 i st Ar s ok, 1 72
VT 5 NECE S LLE . FEHE 2 PEA R R A A T 95 58 () A 77 AR Y R AR Bt TR DR e AR 1 AR 1
2P, Runciman (1966) K AH X I <5 1873 g MAE I FFEEAARPERIRE . AMATERIF R faMA E 5 51K
PO BRI SR AR BT SR AR S AR AR W LU, 53 30 5 51 REERAT B (W 22 1., #t&xiz3h), WA
A AN U DR T AR (R R 5 A PE AN 2 o

2.2.3. TF{THB38 (Downward Comparison Theory)

AT RIS AL S FS I — N E By . fE Festinger #2H 42 EECFLIR IO 3ERE |, Wills
(1981) H R RGuFE th T FAT LB . Wills A, ELBIPRAE T, MAEF TR EHR(GRTH
O ERER), DURE A AR THE S, ZERR 32 W SEARBCRIAR AR 19 E FR PP o SR1M, 24 2852 21 bl (A 2R
FUEVPAM) I, AR T ) R A, @ kAR H e . I R R AT ARTEEX 3 & F
BR el v B SIS DU (1 —Fh B R AR OB, e BRI R BIL.

TE AT IR R R R, G S S @ N AT LB R IR NIR 7T, i — 5 R4 R
e FZN BN AT LIRS TR B B P AT LU A . Forr, B3 30 AL R AT LG AR Iz 451, 1
P EE 2SS AR IGESE TR, A NMEEUTIE BT B SGERE ). BB AL T 5B M H
MR, DU BIRAMER S OB R B, IRBI4EY B H . R OB R A B R SR I S E
(R, B H AN A TE TGS O B 77 B 1) 3= B0 SRR o 17V Al e s 284 AT ELBE R MATE R BUIRES T,
Bsh BN ST KT HARNRIE R, AR AN IEAT N ZE AT AR £,
772 2T NN PR A 0 A B A 0 S, 38 5 AR AR v R B IR 0L R S O B RE T AR . AR A
[ X AR T X T AT HCBLO BRI AR, o8 S 2B T AR AL 2 DA 0 3 P 5 0 3l P 2 7 it
TSR

2.2.4. #£IAEIHEL(Social Identity Theory)

Fre R B (Tajfel & Turner, 1979)IN g, AMAHT B TR KR T J@ M BE A & 4, FFilid #h2s
HeBR 4ERF BT B o A2\ RS A HE A2 0 25 A2 A A RIAE S U =AM Ol AR o 23N,
AMEA 2R B OS5y, e E AR S 4. MK B A AN F A 2B«
A7 CRPER), B WA > AR SR AL S AT . F FUB B ARRRIE AL, TR RS TR ) B B
FEAEA 2R, KA RS B R A ARG . B By o B FON R —38 4, s i AMA 2 BEAN
TN AR LU, VEAS TR B4, 72 AR R R L AN SN O LR o PN B i e — bt
JIT JeB AR 1 D PR AR A S BE A I, RIS M 52 P B AAS, SR RO N B M BE SRR (Ze A HE, RS, RK,
2019)0 AN WAEFERT SN B RO VR RS B, RIUCAZIREN R . AMEEEFEIE A ERA AT
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(Stangor, 2016).

2N R AR AR T BEARIAFTSE B A, IR #2028 A\ R AR 2 LBk 1)
A X -HIRACURE 7RI BN, S PRI D L SRR A R 4
Bt 7 E A .

2.2.5. BRI 4188 (Self-Evaluation Maintenance Model)

BB g A, AT 07 B 4R s T AP, BAMR S A SCR 20 H R
PP 2 A 3 R (Tesser, 1988). AR AL A R R, 73 2 O i R A L B 2 o axX AN I
BaEMASBRAOEEENE. M NIRRT XA R 52 BAE R E 3P
My ABZEASRLSE AR AR O ) e A A S o SO It FE 4 1A A2 2 5 MR A7E S 25 6 R AN (%% ) 75— 40
BRI SRR, AMATDES L R RO BT A BRI . Bl MR R BON IR R, ARE] LE T 5
VX BRI R, MG E BRI . SZAHR, SEE MR H R I 0] 8 I8 56t bR 3 AN AR A T
W4, FEEARIEMBEIL, HEGERE. 1, i ZEBO LR E A O, AMEG P4 A b 1)
BT H AR

H VPN 4E S BRI R T A S LA I R A, BRI N R I AL B SR M X FRE A X
S ZAR AU TS T AT EUBCEIR BN S, BB AR I ST R I LEBUAT AR A T B A IHESE.

2.2.6. EFFIHIEER (Selective Accessibility Model, SAM)

IEFRRIA AL (SAM) B Mussweiler (2003)#2tH, B FEMPRAL 2 LU AT i i DA L] 5 me B T4 -
IZAE RS, th o e EGR E I PGS 5 R H AR DG B 3R AR, AT 2 B3N . Mussweiler #4
the BT AR bR LR B AR - FRUELLECRIVRAL =SB Br(Mussweiler, 2003; =445, 2006). %+
BB R B RE LU IR B R WAFIYESE . R ERET, WM B o8, B UUE A e85 | RIS
MZER . SAM AR, e tbBOd AR B — Mk S 72, fFEE A R R e : AP E Rk 56
MZE R R R . EEEELT, BT ARG, MR R a7 — M. S M8 HE
FRAl B CARARS, 2 dE T AR A 5, Mt B BORUR] AR U B4 2 e XM OL T AN B 3RVF
et e itn 15 b sbr e SE R,  BIP= AR RS . S ME U BARHATE AR, 2T 2 vt
B, SRR SR EURIR F 22 S Ve RS B o SRR, AN B IRV BA W e T 5 EE RO AE T S
B 7= AR 6 b 2K

3. WA R
3.1 MEEER

311 #EHBEARE

R R 22 TR FUAIE I, AN IR A 22 55 2 S 35 S T AR 2 LU ), 3 7 AR AN TR B AT 45 2R Olson
1 Evans (1999)HF 71 K T A 7E 4123 P 7 ) R 134 SR v R4 FH R, TR TP AR5 I 2858 o 0 A A R
BLNPEAMRTE i 5] T 0E4T_EATAE S b, mah e, m R STE . AR B AR i T R R b,
255 LU T A B35 Bk . Vander Zee %5 A\ (1996) 78 i AE £ MIBEHL N BE 4R S AL 2 Ui 5 A% 196
B, RIAKE 542 e FE A et AR 59 . Vander Zee 25 AR 45 R, mdp 4 iR MALR T
TSR E A 7 oK, SEAT AT AT A, I BB BT AT AT R AR BE T 22 Y AR A
FA, RIS AR L P AR SE A T AT R AT BhAh, —SEYE RN, A RIMERE. KA A
A % e VR AR 2 T /A AR 2 B S R (57, 2013)

B AT L, SR F A2t S ARG K BRI A 10 M AR TE S — BN . AR AR RE R 272 A A A

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.158457 139 a3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.158457

HBU k%

ATEEEL, O BRANAT 97 A AN [F RIS

312 LB EBRBSEWE
TR T I, SUPRN ) FR AT & 75 2 (self-concept clarity, SCC) /&4 [ FRMES 19— AN G5 P 77 THT
BARRIUNANMASS B BRIRITEWE . A7 — R sE K F-(Campbell et al, 1996). 7F [ TN FIHF 52
I, FRMEETE A OGRS MR A 2 LURUE BB T DL R k2 EE AR A
A BT = A= I B2 IR (Butzer & Kuiper, 2006; Gregory & Peters, 2017; Saadat et al., 2017).
X T 1 R AT W PR B A A 9[*??13 U H RPN EESRIE, Wi S AT gt
W& 07 AT B FRE AL, (FE BEAR IR AMIE B AT BRI AR A 55 1 1B FRME S AR e v, BRI B FRVPANY (Emery,
Walsh, & Slotter, 2015). [ FME & T i TH)LmE’J/\TZIS, FETN #E 2 LU 25 SN, R 3 H B s O B R I
REJ). BT ARA BB vFRE HHF AL, Bei% DATE N ERPE S B g BAR B R S LS B IR A1)
ZE o IXFRERME NN RE08 2 il p k2> LU SR B S i 46 (B Br . 2542k, 2022). Saadat %5 A (2017)
FNN, B MR W pE 2 EUBRA ) B T R, A1 B TR 77 I 12 A DRI e = A 1 | 3R
HARAANB R E LA, FECEME A R e H RN STE A R B RS e, b
AN R o SIS N (2020) B Fudt— ARt AN B RMESIE T R, B a4 A AR B AT
MRt FRAEAL o LB R b RIS AR 0 LU RIS, AT B2 5 32 B i szl . jbAh, Aot R,
AT S B IR SR Wt BB OO (R R, MR, RS, 2020).

3.2. RIEER

3.2.1. BHAER
FE2 A AR BRI SO TS SR s2ma, 38 & FEAR T H AR . IR R, #ha LR i1 sk

g5 RATAT 5D WU T4 2 E B 77 1 WEE%EXHHDH:Attiﬁﬁi%‘f$ﬁ$ﬂ$iAHﬁiﬁ‘ﬁ’]ﬁﬁ
(Lyubomirsky, Ross, 1997). #E2iARIEIR I NS WA R R EANM RIS R AETERER K. fE N
SN R ERS B A —— 2R (Tajfel, 1982)48 Hi, 7T LIS A £ [R]— PRI A [F— MRl 5 H
WAAED e AR DAt 2 [E— Mo R s, 200G B SRR I BB R i — 01, AR AMEs R,
U N =M A BE GV 3 5 X TN PR R T . BRI, AR AL Rl — M A AR —1,
KRR BE T AL 2 LU W N B LU RN BE PR L e . A BR LRI AR MK B B 5 HA AN TR . R
BRI ELER . BEBR LU AR MRS B S BER B 7 B DA Z [RI3EAT PR, B AR o N
FEAR 5 AN BEAT EL B (Brewer & Weber, 1994). 7EREBRTEBE FAMAR BRI A2 tb o 20, A Bl
NEOEI SRR YOE . MRS O 5 R, B B IR AR T SRR S, AR S
GIRRT RS AR S N 3R ey “RATT B, R BIRIAJE TR —REARR, ABREEiS
S EMLRN, FEBR B2 5] X EE RS . Mussweiler £ Bodenhausen (2002) FRIWF 78 & IR, 244M& 5
DA P I SN el = A i T i R A N S A NS [ 2 27 N K G 15 AN R GNP B 2 LN D
ELiseist, 54 HBRIEM X, RIS K H R S AN A Z R .

3.2.2. AEESNEE

N B B IS 1 BB AT RIS J B NBR SRR, @ 2 LR se oot B VPl 3871
I6AIF 5 55 ¥ (Taylor & Lobel, 1989). Stapel 5 Koomen (2005)IWF 5548 HY, #<x ot id #2 i 3% 4 Bi& 1R 1)
HUARHE, PARWCEBAT AR B KA SSRGS MIEEE T, g 7 BRI T7 Mtk . B FE 3R
T 4B R EAMERAE A B AR T, 252Utk 2 oo 3 PPN B2 o SEI0IEHE 2 I -
AL T 38 S M SRR A e 4 HARRT, AR LU 5 RO LU N i T A R PEB IR B DL A
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YE I AMA, oAt 2 P dsgast 72 D) B8 i 1) 1 7= A2 [R) AL 3RS . 75 Stapel 5 Koomen HF 52 #1254l |-, Colpaert
SN (Q015)ERR T, P — IR 1A VR 56 4 (118 B k2 LU 0 o

3.2.3. {EHHHIE

RS REAE R S M A 25 LU ) — A LR 3R, AT 25 M FE AT 455 B R0 AE G - Suls AT Wills (1991)
RIL, WAL, AMEEAE AT N TR LLERF A1, TIE R AT %5 h A & . Diel, Grelle I
Hofmann (2021)i@ i3 %} 5400 £ M4t 2x EEUE SR LRI, SINLK P 5L OBUFERRE, S MEIAA
AR 5 O B AR DG B A VO R S UL N, S B ], S T AR AT ) BT
o XM UL, 2 T4 MAREEE, BIASCHE R, MRS i b shhL, ST L
1T H A

3.3. XHAFE

SCALIRIE T NN S AT, M B R A R AR R 1R B ARG BT A 12 IR Z
(Schaller, Norenzayan, Yamagishi, & Kameda, 2010). H Ai22 5 WIAA, HIT 5P 5+ SR AN R 72
77 HIAFAE MRS 1) S04k 2 57 (Niisbett, Peng, Choi, & Norenzayan, 2001). 7577 AL SZAMA T OCAL IR, 18
KM A FE, A ANHAR TSRS R E T . 52 A, URTNREHNRTHESZMBERR
F SCEESAL IR ZIF M (Menon et al, 1999), HESGUEERE SRR R &R, R MAMNAE 2R R4 Y
W, RRTMARIE . A2 TS AL

WFFCIER, ANFESCATE 5 FAREEAL S LRI A (Gilbert et al, 1995). P87 U 56 FIIAMA LA 3R
FEFHA [ RIS LS LN, B AT EAT A S R, B R R A 2 2 B 2> (Lockwood &
Kunda, 1997). i 45 77 SCAL T 5% R B/ ) T A b se,  BAVBZD 344 Y 98 (Chen et al, 2006) . AS[F STk
TR AE BRI, 0 AMA kL2 LB ] i S P A AR . N, — IR SN B g K H A
A, ORI E AR AR SRS A I R [ PR G BN AL, TN B R A A A v T [ B A
YE35 H 2 (Heine et al, 1999).

SRR, RIS AR A EARAER S SN IAMA T IR AT A . IRTUR R
F AT 5N AT AT S FAR AT B S PR, AR R S AE R R A X M 7 S B
(1) B (Diener & Diener 1995). B3 5GTE M2, AERAGHERE IEAR (6 P FP SOOI OB ETONT, 2 LA
XEIMHIREFE. B, hEEE—AREREEEE N ER R FER, Wi 7NN E S 1 3E

AR, FEHRND A R St SE AR AR E AT Ir) bR 1P 7 ks T UG S AN N S Bk, B <A
BR&E” MOEEENE, AR A AT HUER AT SR IE &
4 BESRE

i b, RTHSWEMTIR, il EJUHERE T EE MR @0 ko SRR 5 i 57 i
) R AE SGBE 18 AR e R 36, W AU AT AL 2 LU T IR T f o A5 H B IR AT AR AE — B A AL
PUE N AR I S 700 RIR NI £ R VA0 N wt g 7o O S5 Q1 S TWIVAY L C L B g = 2 LN
5 SCAG LU A AT IR A8 OB T IR 2R R N s Ak 5 BRAGAIF A v 2 6, DASR T 9 R HE A
PERANEE . HbAh, JE RO 2 LUBTE B8 2 3 AU B FVE 7, I N TR Re . RIS SE, DU
R N0 HE e FE R A 2 R R R 42 (AL 1) JE B R 5

&5k

S, BRI, hER(2014). & HEST S RAESS A R U520 R B ERP [RIEHR. 02157, 46(3), 405-414.
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