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Abstract

Social comparison is the core cognitive process of an individual’s adaptation to the environment, and
the relationship between social comparison and self-esteem has always been the focus of social psy-
chology research. This article explores the mechanism of social comparison on self-esteem, and anal-
yses the current state of research in the field of social media, gender differences, and cultural dif-
ferences. Future research will combine neuroscience and big data technologies to explore interven-
tions to address the complex impact of social comparison on self-esteem, thereby promoting people’s
mental health.
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1. 5|8

fLy i “ WIS (GRiE - BA) ), BKiEd S WSt A RE®: KR, Ha T
REE WO AR RIS ZhHL S B BB, $REIEMEETR. gt b, o U BISEBONR I AR IT (I
FN, WA [F955), AIRBAERE . BB A BARIRARER, o tUARI R A7 sUR A4 T A2 1k,
X H BRI AR E R Ak . PR B — 521 o i 2 AL B A B 2 3

L1. #SHR

#E 2 e (social comparison) & F8AMATESR Z FRAERIIE LT, @I S AT LA B SR8 . WA EL
FE o HIAL IS B (Festinger, 1954). #h2x LUBARIE AR 77 1 0] A58 EAT 2 HUEL(S H B 2 5RBI A )
AT (S B DR JIARBIRI AR N AT HUEO A M AT (St B 2 BN EE) ONEr, mER,
2005). FEe UG —F R A 03I FE, HIhRe AR 2 B 2 MR R PR . fEfAGtb e, e
AT AMER BN, G, “NIEFHF ML, HAZZMSL” ( (81E « B12) ), (HEHN
AL IR AT WARIAIE T, #h 2 LR AN O BR A FE AN 3 &K =2 T B R R 4R s . (R,
IRANIR IS A2 LU HLEIRI g2 M (R 26, 0 T BRARAN A R0 BRAT S DA R R IRAR AT 23 1) O BR B L A B 22
R X o

1.2. BY

Rosenberg (1965)IA 74 H 8T B FA— R B ISR, RN B R AR (R 1 1
Fllr. BEROBE@ERNEZARS T, 5MMRRERR. GRS UL EEBRESE VMR, B
I AR AS DM AN 1 B BRI, M AT RS B SN . M (James, 1890)F2 H 3¢ T H # A4 4L
AN BY = RIAE . X — AR MRS F AR AR X B S B8R PEG . Du S52017) % H
BE XN AN ROMER . XA B RAMERA IS B BRI, W R H B2 KR
AL AN EL AR . FEBUARAE R, B SRR O R 32 2 2 R AR ISR, A, R R 8
IERIER, PR LA B (0 R 0 T (e gt A (o PR AN IS I B 0 BT B2

2. EGEA
2.1. L LEEIEL

2 LR H IS B B 7 i 4% (Festinger, 1954)#2 H, A AATIE D 5 Ah A LR PEAY B S /B8 S A4
. XFELEAT L AR BB (S EMRF RN LLBOA A FE(EAWmE A L) . W b g
Bl RAMRE) B BLIE, M FRE B B, e T L&) ] G818 sE AR AT Bk, MR B B, bk, e

FLBGE 2 BB AL, B, S ARAE T8 BN 2 (A I, S T 24T R LA LASRAR
DB
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2.2. HLLMEEP

HSMEF IS, HERME A B SRR . MR g4 AT B 2R A
SR E OB EKE, EXFEISHESRET, HStBAMMUEN B S 6 103 s, R A S —
MpfdEE. BN, BAMRTEAL S B 2 Bt N A T AN, BB M SERZ R NI T E
FHEFR, BHEN4 TR,

2.3. INHITHER

ZHIB VOB AT R A R, ANE NIRRT RE B AT . AR
WA, P 22 32 B L3RI I BB ARG B A, X AT RE 241 b At AT BUSE 2R, AT 51 A2k
RO, nocEAL G A, BET S R R

3. AR
3.1. #3ZE

AR WK (Social Media) 25T HEXN BZ) &, RVFHAGE. 2%, ZRER, ImA5 AN
IR R AME BAE R F B AR ISR T A2 [ A, ER] 7 ANITRIARGE,  [FB e 7 A3k
BUE R B RN B IR 7. A e, (F R Bl SN, AN A A A
ARG R EERE . AN AN 3 FRREE

FEAZ AR S B RS D T AN AT #E 2 LA IR FIVE . ARS8 AR O A P4t T — AN B R B
RIFG, R LEH - AR R B BN A TR o IX PR SR AE 15 4L 2 LU 3 49 0 A S F0 B0
BE— RS e — RIS AE I BV, DR, B UGS HER I R AR, B AT RERTMAR I B B K R AR
. BRutZ A, HPARRERTHANE, M52k RErEAR” 5. BT F6NEmEEEE, AP
W RINE B 2 RG MM Z, SECO M. G, FH o erae i BRSO AAR I AR TS 52 58 36 1) B
RAACN T EH TR T 2T E), #EM 510K B R . &0 555 2024) 0 e R0, AL 4k,
FEAT AR M AL 2 A 2 S AT W0 SEAR IR, AR v = B DL A%

FEIX s BEE BN, AL 2 LU A1) [ BEgg e i) 22 s BN B R . BRI, EAEASF
& L1 L En R B BRER A H B A DG (Vanoffelen et al., 2023). F P ZE N AL AS BEARRT,
LA BN H AR ST IR, JoH R SRR B sy . 58 s sl R 51 A g Nk
17l (Adrian & Johnson Benjamin, 2022). Ib4h, F P2 Z AR QIR ER T “EanZ)” )5,
A Gy AT In) AL b, BRI B O AR AR A R S AN, AT S 3 E B KPR T R
(Vogel, Rose, Roberts, & Eckles, 2014; Mohamed Johar & Hasbullah, 2024). )5, fEHE LR “ 5%
PRI S A R AR A PR BT, AT S e L E 2K

3.2. HAER

o BUBON B SRS AEE ] BRI ZES . EINEAEQ0IT) R, B5RAME, s Eras Mk b
A7 Fh 2 EEAO I SR IRV R 28R 06 5 L AR AR IS 25 1 0 R IR %, X R Wtk 2 LTy R (M sg e A
PR ZE S BbAh, fEFR BIRMES . BRI ZE 707 k2 bR R, L A b Al A
B A 22 Fe A R (i) b5 BT ) R, HLX e i R L f% 1) 5 R B FME A 2 2 1 L T S (Valls,
2022). BEFLRW], #LACHEAR BRI RE RS B A AE B0 Mok Bt 55 1 B H B (Bergagna & Tartaglia, 2018).
DN == /2 < S = o 11N 2 o P P 1 € Yy 2Nl o S S B a2 ST 7 S e O g B 153
X 7] (social comparison orientation; Gibbons & Buunk, 1999)¥8 A 15 fth A\ LU L BRI . B 75 3R B,
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Fros EBUR A B N &2 TR TE 2 AL S BUAL, IS8 8 th S 0) Al 4177 26 47 IHT A B2 1 (Buunk: & Gibbons,
2006). BRVF L VEAE 2T IH BB R, BRI B i — DR

33. XHER

AT T REAE N E AR R, IRZIF AL 2 FEA K T 1) A T B 2R AL (Heine et al.,
1999). TR, MEFE U EEEE ST T, MEATH S AL S BB WL & H
W NAR IR W3 22 5, X 22 e ANMUER IR LU AT IR EFRHAE b, AR T AR S “ B3R
IR S AL B - (Markus & Kitayama, 1991). a0, 76N SOOI E)F, Ha R O Dhag
5« HIIET” (self-enhancement) SIS %SG o AN ) T 38 5 5 At AR R3S IEAS AR 14 55 R 0 AR 5,
PRI OGS “HEARTEAB N7 (R AT #h2 BU IO A 22 BE —— 1 P LU A AR 9 T “ 3l B R 28 B
B R, STUERFFE ORI, MRS SO T A EAS AR IR SE A1 (40 Instagram . Facebook), LAT#E£xEl
BCR SR RO, W] REARBOR . P A b NS OB IR« mait 207 (Wi IieT . ko A3
), MIMTEIR BIERA LK, (H15H BEFK(Vogel etal., 2014). 1, Midgley 2520214t 36 [E K24 (1)
BERRE LR, BERAEH Instagram 8IS 2 /NI P, ST AT HCECE (0 “ RN R B SAETE
PR IF R 27 ) H 8K BB R TR R, HIX—ROBAEsa i AN AR ” AR 32 SO kst
— B R —— AN ) B R AR O T 5l B A R .

A2 R, SR SOt E 5 ED) A R B 2RSS T “ HIRIEF” (self-improvement)
5 “HKVHJE” (group belonging). #lt, “=AAT, WHERITE” ( (01l « BA) ). —J7H, MEEE
o FATIRBGRAM E AR, (HERIRT AN RRNE S 07, N AT T PAA R
B, A T mAAME S N A BRIz Ab, SR T SO0, AN “ Al N PEAT 7 RO S s —— 4
SCHAR F AT BB VPR N R A 1) B St DR AT RO FERE S T PPANY, RTRE
SR SRR ZL ) 2B W AT LR AR I AR L, W BE AT SR T H 2(Bergagna & Tartaglia, 2018).

WAk, AN FAE A AR G PR — 2P OR T Sz R e . i, fESRY N ARG AN
F G0 Instagram) b, H A S A TR NSO 5 A S U7 2, AR BAT IR “S A
BRETAMERE (M ol BRI, ATAINJEN B 2 sl e SR 3 SOl b i+ 22 & (anidE A
K, HPAREOERERS. NGS5, MrUsnseE 2 B “BHRRE” , Mz
7 ZI 22 e 2 PR YT b 2 ROGT E B 2

gr b, SCAZESRIFAERI B MR FE - AR T ook, Tl e MR LS L. 2
EREARE R RGBS S R A IS T Ak 2 LUBON B R RR B AT . AORWIT T R 2 — P 45 G s SCA SR
R Canoes b S K A AR AR AR R A S AT & B EEBAT A ZE ), FHRA I BAR SIS 5 -7 Gt
5 H e SO 28 B ALRE, AN BRI SO T oot wh 2 LU ) B 5 1 1T R A2

4. RREFBEARKAGE
4.1. EEMEPFRNRRZ B

RKMTE 0] AR L2 S TR s fh 2 PUR e B B N e L . — 5T, R R AR,
I RE MR HE AR 4% (functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging, fMRI), IR AR ST A A J7 a4 2 LA,
R 5 i X & B A8k e Ho 5 B K B 06Ee . ltan, fEREAT ) b AR, B RO S B RANME R
TR B YIS X, A P FT A B2 )2 (Ventromedial Prefrontal Cortex, vmPFC).  Fi 11717 [7] J Jii
(Anterior Cinqulate Cortex, ACC)=5[FIE BN o B 71K L8 i X (1) 385006 F2 P8 o ol 4k 2 LU AR I B (1 A Ak T
T, DLAGX AT 5 AMA B B K AR BRI B TG . i o B AN R B 2K AMATE 3R 47 18]

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.159516 265 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.159516

HH A5 B

B R R PR X i X e S 2 R, R T R N M R A A 2 LR ) A R 2R A

A—J51H, {8 K (Electroencephalogram, EEG)Fi AR, W 7042 Bt A2 b K i ) FB v 3h 2B 4k,
WI=E A4 #H 5 A7 (Event-related potential, ERP) 7 o 73 HT fEREAT 4L 2 LLECHS, H¢ € ERP B (1 N2+ P3 %%)
AT AR BA R IR AR AL, X S ARb A B8 S B T AMATE e A2 fA FIn T FEGE R e 1B 46 N, 12
T 7 k23 LU M) B B B 2 L o

4.2. FEARBEMA LSS IHERNS T

B, FHREER IR & R P s kA 1Fie. FMESE, #Em ot Hh i s 4 £k
AIECACHEIRNC, 0 “RE87 “BEar” “LeA B &, DASRHEWT H P st 2 et m A RS . 454
FUH B () 5 A, AT, RS HE T i B RS .

HIKR, NIMZEM 4 (Artificial Neural Networks, ANNs)A] DL SRS (HEHB TR A1 25 LU 28 Y, SO BR2ETFF
FEERALHT ) 5 1L ML (Jabtonska & Zajdel, 2020). [AH AT LU BN A48 9 28 M AN AR I T TAERE R
Gto % RG] UARYE H A AL S BARAT MR . B EOKE e BEAEZ T HERE, BN E
e TR B, X TEET A B R BB ERAKIH . RG] DAHERE I TN R4T 997
%(Cognitive Behavioral Therapy, CBT)I LN H o %8 A 5] 5 A 7 RAIAHG S 3 OAEE R “&
SIS ZI” B PR AR R HEEAEAE S, W “IRAGEA TN, SRS E B PO X B AE AT EAY, AN
M BB, W RN NEA B CEKAAE K AU .

4.3. RFFAAL T AFFER T

BB AR AR R R T, B AL A S AR, FUE Mt 4k £ LSRN 1 26 0 5 i g T
Ao AR TE T BT IX BB 04T & Hs D B A PR, 9 A MU & BB R k. B4
TP E S T R . BT R I S 7 kLU AT A 1 B, DU S i it A
FAMLL, HEmLE e 2 5

ST AR BT £ FT REHER IR T A AL 2 LU I B, R R B T IS . W T LR dE TR
FHH RS, A LAFFIF & B S R REE oot P OLIR I . Bt 7 & T BLE I e B,
Y o B R R AN BRI 27 (0 S, BN £ 2 0. ESRIAETE S NS . R, TR AL
WEREEIhAE, 2 K RIEAT I A LA, B AR, B SR e G L R £
5. &5

FEIXAS TR 5E G5 U AR, A2 FUER SO M AR A R AN TR G 1 —FB 2p o AT, AR LR
B BRI AR — AR, TR 2 B MR R A . B RN 1A S R AL A R 2, AT
AT LA AR B4R 2 LEBR B XU TN 8RN o — 7 T, A2 BUARTRT AOR SR B R B, et B 5E
3, AN 2 AT RE LA B2, SO R PRI, AEIX AN AR AL AN B RIIFAR,
MET E A ER EHESE, R OBE ), BB AR RIS R, B AN E H R
Rl IR, AR AIBE RN RIER TTE, B4R A0 B RO AT TS, W B M SR
M EBIAAL BTHE AT AR FUR AR R At 2 S B Z AR 220K, et MR RO
AR A 203 MR B 2 I B SR AN SR TR

SE

FEME, PMREE, M, FEZEQR017). AR BT S s SIS R —ANE T A A AR R
ER DHEIR 49(7), 941-952.
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