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ANEH R R gesh S e REX R
B % BAE BFE Bk

(Feh a2 DA B, 54 W45 O3 517 h B T E R LR =
N R RS0 g e db g R 50 ge s, ;I 430079)

M E RHETANMEIRS. BHEFFRERAFORL; FATAMBEXE. LAFF NE R
NER, e E AR AR L L%, B THR . DIBNENFARIATA X 5. S Tah52
A ERE) AR T AT X R, AR BRI AER 2 EHRAARTERXXAZAZITHRS LH, £
HIATIRT A EEST 5 R DA 20k, EMMEARART GEET L HERG 5K, SHATHREE G
FEARE S THER A E R TFAAATIR G B4 B b vA BAR IR 6948 AR R . AR 9 A 50 B 5k i I AL
TERHEGENRKXZ O, FRE—SEZRET BT ER M4,

KR A, A AL A% BR B AR

SEE B84

AR 2SRRI E O, TSN R, T WEIE 3 A (AR [ L, — 3%
ZIAH2E BRI, s BTN LU S5 A ST S B A B, fE SRS P RS
SO SEARYE R AR 2 5, MR ARS8 R WEZIME T RRINK R, BRIE, 7ER R
%5 (taxonomy )T 2 fif e () 1) 551, 432 R 5 S — il i AU, WEMIEARC KRR 28 TRE M I
WA RORE B LS R RIS A F M T SHLAR R, B S RAPTE R X S5 R 5 Akt
H, TR TR G RSHER bR Rl SR FEM EISUR R, P R RATAE
(¥ R K Z (Saucier, 2009). 1EAMHISEH, ey MOLHIESCME AES IR Z M OC R 2 ]
FEAW YRR G L H E BRI (FFM; e.g., Costa & HRAE B R (A A SR, D, BBl 2
McCrae, 1992), & LUF 2 ff22 ke, (1 AR GEAEAN ] U O LT, 6 250 W B HCAH 5
HZ R TR LSO RS . MRSk R AT ARSCEIOR AR I 9 i M
%?EE’»J@%\(Goldberg & Saucier, 1998)0 %l&ﬁﬁ{l\éﬁ, Fﬁ}ﬁ Lj\ﬁﬁij]'ﬁjj\ift[ﬁjfﬁﬁi‘ N fjﬂﬂ N

fit 3 (Agency) 5 34z (Communion) & Jj —fif MBI =R G 255 B8, WA
g R B AL MR Ak E e e USRI 0P RO, R )
EHANCEREIE, AR, gyl g DOCEORIEISRITREIA, BBy 4R
O R AR SR AT AT A S g, Abele 2 HIRRERERZ.

& Wojciszke, 2007, 2014; Wiggins, 1991; Paulhus 1 agﬁj]'_ﬁ;:gﬂzﬁ(]m@ ,}ﬂ\U%

& Trapnell, 2008), A&, J iz M3E P AERE S
AEsl 5 A A& 5 - i Bakan (1966)3] A

DB AR X P R N AAF I EEATE 5,

Wk Hi . 2016-04-12
*(WEFRA SRR STH - fEHLE B A OB

2 ICFFHEE(13AZDO087); (2)H I 27 v s v 4% ' IE3Z (orthogonal) AR AR I £ B2 1T LU 15 F- 11 1 A AL A
BB 55 28 (N SCHERHE) B RIS F W H Z E % FPA IR R W A, AHESRIG 0 M R AT ORI E
ARBUREEE TR AL SR B (9.0 3 2% 7] B (CCNU 14 YEE AR B . FEASCrh, BEgh SR I 3E 56
702018). REFLRRPIE DA, AP RF WA, F2sE
WIRMERH . S8 E, E-mail: yyguo@mail.ccnu.edu.cn FiknEE WA 1 (Wiggins, 1991; Gurtman, 2009),
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HUMHENMEARZNHEL R, s,
RE B2 A HLARAE R S AMERAFTE R AR AP TE L, X
TR SR FA RO A AR ok, 3
Az IR AR BT R e K A HLA Z IR A
BRI AFAE N A AP, X P& Ml 5
M AFIBES . RS A ERI T K (e.g., Abele &
Wojciszke, 2014; McAdams, Hoffman, Day, &
Mansfield, 1996; Wiggins, 1991), Zfr |, &F
communion —IAHEHEE, ENIHFRERGE—KE
W, BA MR MG, 2FH, dkE,
Kse, 2010, Mok, R, RI57, REY,
2015), Acimtk(iE, 2P, #HE, SR, w5
I, 2013), FEACHEGRERMS, &k, 2012)%,

Communion i HH. TIEFH communio, &= 8K
WL R EZ 5, EREHGER TR EEZ
() DA Sk 5 BB R H A 2 o) i R R A, s S
Hexal” (Harper, 2010), %54 Bakan E X, T
AT A AR I 2 CRAR A Ay S5 s — 2
R R, ZRXT H RSP I, &
FIUARZ A, R AL T HL kA i Rk

Bakan AZh GB35 M Az Z 18] 1Y - 2 38 MY
PR e P 2 ] O A EL R YT o — AN S A3l
TH &, M2 —&, W R 5
(unmitigated agency) X A &5 4 Z 4t
A, WA SRR SRR, stk iy
324 (unmitigated communion) i BB A A
B IR) AT 56 42 200 H B I K, st a = AR IR XA~
R ) A= A7 & B (e.g., Helgeson & Palladino,

2012; Helgeson, Swanson, Ra, Randall, & Zhao,
2015).,

YT Re gl 5 A PIRR AR AP R SR T AN 264t
23, FHENERZ AR WSS P L T HAE
IS CHIP A HEZR . #ilhn, Hogan (1983)7E Hifh 4>
43 M7 (social-analysis) ¥R i 24 H FK 68 81 5 4= 43 5]
AR Al A (get-ahead)F1-5 A AH 4L (get-alone), 7E
B K, NEEAFEEER MO FHERPF S
P e ) 2 W 2 A ) o R A 2 35 (RIS AR AR B 7
AEFRATA =2 B G AERY R AL, T4 A HL
(B B At ) ) Fe AR SRR T B S5
MIERERL, X 0 AR AR R BB R R 1
R BT A A AR R SR AAE SR T L,
X SE B AL N B 1 — 0 03 KT R B S Tk
T 7 & T, s R A S e, S
LGl Z B P T B B RE I (nAs . BRI
LR BB SR RMEE P @K R
VERTBMA, gl Wiggins (1991)IA b FfE
M SRR

i+ Bakan (1966)I\ NRESh 5L B F
FAE . ZHERRE, PRIt SR Gy 2 E R
SelE EBIX WA E, Il T — &5
AR AT T H, Bem P51 G R (Bem Sex
Role Inventory, BSRI; Bem, 1974) A X" &~ A
FRAIE 7] % (Extended Version of the Personal
Attributes Questionnaire, EPAQ; Spence et al., 1979)
Bl i DA A W A A B 5 A SR M A AT
H(e.g., Berger & Krahé, 2013; Helgeson & Palladino,

Fz1 TREIGUEPHRER, HELEE

WroEH [EsIE S

Parsons & Bales (1955) T HAE(Instrumentality)

Rosenberg, Nelson, &
Vivekananthan (1968)

Bem (1974); Spence,
Helmreich & Holahan (1979)

McAdams (1988)

%4 BE (Intellectual)

3 14k (Masculine)

X1 (Power)
Markus & Kitayama (1991) 37 (Independent)
Wiggins (1991)

McAdams et al. (1996) fE3h M (Agency theme)
Digman (1997) B [HF(Factor B)
Paulhus & John (1998)
Fiske, Cuddy, & Glick (2007) fE/7(Competence)

Abele & Wojciszke (2014) it 3l (Agency)

¥ /42 771 (Dominant/Ambitious)

B 9% 5 I B R 22 (Superheroes bias) & A !l 22 (Saints bias)

ek ez A5,
F ik M (Expressiveness) anAtad I HEENYIN 2
4% (Social desirability)  #L2XIASI/EN I,

4 P4k (Feminine) 2 N ZI MR P 4
SE % (Intimacy) NG /AL

H & (Interdependent) N A R
PE /B AT (Warm/Agreeable)  AAG/ A FREER

e/ B (Communion theme) A% /A 1 AU

a [HF(Factor o) A /RE T
2N B TN T I 22
[aRASINCIE P TREIE
KA/t 2 0

I (Warmth)

Ft4 (Communion)
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2012), fEixSe Y, Mk (Masculine) %t [
EResh @ vl i, %Mk (Feminine) X i & 3
2 @ P B B (Spence et al., 1979), BSRI 5 EPAQ
BXF TANME R A M 0 255 8¢, Ak ThES)
A 45 G SR w Tz, —Rag AT n
MR LT 45 A 110 A5 2 1 AR R () TR

2 PR ERERD. HEYE

21 BETNSHEFRIKERFE

Re o 5 AR A DU IR Z0 09 b 5 1 25 B,
B R B U AT S AT T A, T O TR
P B 5T U P A AR R TR RS, Ll s A o
23 [A] (trait space) T IEAYEFE A9 % (Saucier, 2009),
TER Z 00 58 15 B A YR FE 1955 i, B 2520 )
F18 SR B DR R AR (H i A DR R AT P
K, WFREEAT WAL T —LeFTEE, Hrh—Fp¢
TEIX — R 2 rh &% 3R Z AR Y 08 B 2 v 45
T2 A A % (Digman, 1997; DeYoung, 2006), 7EI
P AR |, Digman (1997)% 5T i K Z AR
FRAH DA SR PR b AT T R a0, R BT
R JEAFAEPIA & B B IE (0, B), JFH L
FAEX A= B R i B Y
fbi—%tE . 7€ Digman Bk, o &N AR
A2y, Ry R, X A
1M B IR AR A R S S0, XA g
ijJTE)%r//ﬁS(De Raad & Barelds, 2008; Saucier, 2009),

N BRI AR (interpersonal circumplex, IPC;
Wiggins, 1979)45G T ABRERGTS FRARBEARY, F4 L
TABRFE B — DR RS, BRI TR, 4t
Az 2 AR R 5 AU Y 5 — W (e.g., Miller,
Price, Gentile, Lynam, & Campbell, 2012; Rauthmann
& Kolar, 2013), ABRFRITEHEE 238 BR 2 A~ {4
() —FBEATT SR e P, T A RS TR O] 2 — AR 4
(58] J& T HE 371 ) 2R 2 o TE B RAR Y BT b ) 79 4 7
i), E S — 23 ) 1Y P A 48 BE O R 2 A
Ji) AR R R R AR R, T A YA R T
DA FH B ATTAE A Bn il 1 1) 45 5 oK 3R 7R (Gurtman,
2009), Wiggins (1991)% 48 T K0 B 2% L K HAt
FLe AL U 5 2 B AT AR AL SR B AR
RN AR 5 AR X — X TS LU T s
PE L Fk 2 IR I TR 20 i A AR R e N R B
23 [H] g AR bl BARCRTE, BESIAE&XTRL IPC
B SO/ A, AR A X o FACIG /BE A L R N

B = RE SR S DU, Bl = AR T Xof 7 ¥ 1/
Uk Shh, KeREsh . AR AR EEAE S 4, sen]
VAT 5 28 B 01355 0 8 N o e I 2 () v 2 o
M AN TR . Fan IPC i3t/ A AURRs, BEAT DA
MR el 5 AR A 45 5 (A+, C-), HN#Z
DL 5N 1 56 2 AR, SR IBUSEE 5 b oz
TTHEEL AN SE (A=, C+)U AT LAY B A O 30 T 5 1l
NP RUFIFE2OC R, Mk =X H B OCH

22 BEMSHEHRRZEBHXR

YEJy s B s [ Rl 2k, gl 54k A: 2 [h)
MR FREIEALHOLA 1) X — KR FEETIEE
SIS, Wiggins (1991)5 I8 AE Sh HE & AL 5 42 il
B o AT S RBETT LUR 43 B Pk 1 453 5 o
58, WA LU L AR PRt I PR 4 o SR INAT SR
e, AT RE AT RAAR S T DL Ak 24T R
FIR(EERH, R, &k, 2016), EHLVEH A, &
A1 BR AT AR A A, T DLg A T iR
FHL MR R 5 (B, AR, hER,
2015) R LTE Wiggins (1991)F K, figsh 53tk
AR S o ERE A 1 A BRI RES)
SR IEA G R, B A WIRRJE I 0 A A
HRIETTRERY, RIS AR i s AR 0 R SR BT,
o a] D] o 4 A B A S A R BT, P Z R
FETE SR B XT 57 (Paulhus & Trapnell, 2008),

AESh 5 AR B IEAS R R B T — L6 5
M4 o ABETEE ORI G EPAQ LA A
N BR AR BT R N BR OB 45 08 i R K BT R
(Interpersonal Adjective Scales Revised-Big Five
Version, IASR-B5; Trapnell & Wiggins, 1990), 4
PR e B4R T 55 5 Sl AR S RAR AT, I AR R
IR S5 5 Bl /A1 AHAF (Ghaed & Gallo, 2006).
Rauthmann £ Kolar (2013)t.% P, WiZ&7E IASR-
B5 AR H A i BB 3 55 3 A e B B T A i AR
KARZE, SEEFRFTMENIERL KR, S5,
Strus, Cieciuch Fll Rowinski (2014)i% &4 H T LA
SRV TR AR, B H R SR AR R
FRERARAERL, O RE 2l 15 AR 7 4 B A A IR 52
KA T HE— 2L A BIR S

3 THlGUBPRIRER). HLEURE

3.1 HEEMSHEINMKRERRE
ML — AW E Tz H AR R 2
25 PR 6 0 R A F5 A AR 3 (McClelland, 1987)., H
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(ADBUI. %)

(A+,C)

Szam

(A+,CH)

(CHCGER . A4

(CHEIE. )

(A=, C9)

FEAHH(C)

(A—,C+)

(A . R
Bl 1 fesh. AR 0 IE S R (PR IE: Wiggins, 1991)

Murray $2H KIS LIk, 2 AL 2
R R T Bl B Y R0 R . MceClelland
(1987) 42 11 B A By L s M S AL 45 A 7 (power) |
S 5 (achievement) . Bk 4% (affiliation) UL J 3% %5
(intimacy)ZHL, McAdams (1988) M) 3 45 LA (14t
SV ML FEAL ) 52K B 3 Hl. Ryan Fl Deci
(2000)7E H F& P 58 8 (Self-Determination Theory)
R T S NS HLAIE R Y 3 FEAT L, B
M 1F: (competent) . [ F (autonomous) DA fz K F&
(relatedness), iX 3 Fhis 222 P ESShHL A SL A
A A AN SO 58 2 — S sh LB S,
BB R LA S5 LA K AT S B F R
NLBEH N SEH R B RE S S AL, IR 2 SRS Sl
DL KOG 22 BN A S A R i S A S Bl (e g,
Deci & Ryan, 1990; McAdams et al., 1996; Schénbrodt
& Gerstenberg, 2012; Winter, John, Stewart, Klohnen,
& Duncan, 1998). H, BEshahbL EZHE M AE
SRR RN B OB M L SCC S el A DL R
SR E OS5 MRS AR Zh AL
A AGESR BB RPN . S BRI
Hib A=A B Rl (Locke, 2015), X—3&4&
SRR A CRERE T AR 0 LR B A A 2 PRSI HIL,
BT Bakan (1966) R A 235 X RE 2l 5 4=
BE A SC, A SBL A 2R I B I B,
G IR
32 pEshSHENZEMNXR
REHESHIPAAH PG Res . e

HEZE v £5 & 177 3% (parsimonious) J5 N, (X .4 )
EKENHLI NI T T & Z2 M (Locke, 2015).
N ER 251 1Y B A= M R BUE 8 SCIXPIZEBBLET, AN
)27 F AL SRR RE 3l 5 AR N IR h RO R RSy, T
XA EES R TR E N EPE R E T

F AT ST OC R YW R I RE S G A oK
MMSE LR SNBSS, X 5 ERIKG .
S IEREETE . Do, sesh G4 shplLE
Y SR 4t Ak 1) ) AP B AR R AR . BE SIS AL
SEASIE SR A KU 1 B AR, 255 $Ah N R 2
Wesiin 1) BB A B MY, JF B2 kN6 BRIk
W% 45 (Krizan & Smith, 2014); A FhHL A
WRE A ABROC R b 5 R A, BB AT
RETCIE 26 TAH I Ay a4z o A R ARAN J2 BE IR TH AR 10
PR, TR SR, S GO DL R R A
>R (Locke, 2015),

fesh S AL XL S RIT RN T — LW 5%
M9 SCRE . TERTERRB M R % O R W seh, A
FH RIS AR B D RRESI B L, 5
FEAR ) 19 b 58 AR BAR Y 56 28 0 2 B 22 TE AR K
(Hagemeyer, Schonbrodt, Neyer, Neberich, &
Asendorpf, 2015), i3tk ShHLN 5% € ) FR4E G
FIE X R EE 2 E H X (Hagemeyer,
Neberich, Asendorpf, & Neyer, 2013), &4 W55 #H
& VR R 3 5 AR S LI AN E S R S S A AR T Ak
B4t 2 SCIE IR B 19 43 5 5 Al & (Gebauer, Leary, &
Neberich, 2012; Gebauer, Paulhus, & Neberich,
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2013; Gebauer, Sedikides, Liidtke, & Neberich,
2014), Gebauer %% A\ (2013)7E % TRESh . FeEsh#l
SRBUR MRS S R B, RESh B AL i1
PR 3E SR 5 R 1 SCAb i B, PRI AE E AR U
iy scfer, XEANE DS 5REE ), /2,
FEAE P A AGE SR 5 R SO Rl
MAEEMR R IR Sk, XEANEZ S
REGE ) . EAEMZ W, AR kKRR
(testosterone) A £ F+ A A BE zh B AL 5 FE 30 34 3
HLAYSUH (Knight & Mehta, 2014), A &5 K F
SRR R 1 B R R ZU R RE S S HL LA K
55/ 34 Zh#HL(Turan, Guo, Boggiano, & Bedgood,
2014), S5ZXTRif, IRA DR E BUE 2 (oxytocin)
Al LLFE AR LA Bl (Bartz et al., 2015),
SR, A% EIEANR RE 3 5 3L A4 B HL Y 52
XL, EAATAE R, 85K A B R H 555 G
NHF] 85 Z B ANAFAE IR TT o AR NTELE TS
A E WIS g, HBPLAEE G2
A TRERY, JF HIX TR & S8 8 il W M A% 1)
LA (Blatt & Luyten, 2009; Frimer, Walker,
Dunlop, Lee, & Riches, 2011), WK, 1EXM 7%
T, B E EESR IR S hiE K A B AR AL
EEAL SN, — T, REHRTEA S
1) i Ak 25 BELRS X T At N AR AL W 5GTE . o5 — T,
F P IR T LIAVE g ik st AR H AT #E
RESh 5 ALY A 52 X L R R WA R T
— ORGSR . FEIE TR AAR BB IE T, A ST
H R T W NS AN B 2 R AW, G
B AR A e AU 2 1 R B Re sl sh Pl 5 3t
H E LY )2 90 ¥4 4 (hierarchical integration), E.4A&
M, B PR AR R A s S ey, REgh 54t AR
PR AE W] — B s A % H AR b DL T B a2
Wtk 7 A S, e URUR (T 2P A BB
). NT 2 R SR T (AR Y 3 A B
#L)” (Frimer, Walker, Lee, Riches, & Dunlop, 2012;
Walker & Frimer, 2015), Mt & SCbR R TR A,
Fili ¥ FA% 4K (2005) 48 1L, BEARTE )5 UL =T
A NI Y 3RS 5 A A2 2 et 2 B
] 1) A 3 52 Z (B A AR A X, (B 2
AR TE S Rl SCAR RS2 R, ATRE 2 & e 20t
9 3RS B, s B SE IR RE B S AR A R A
TEHSSIENFFE i 15 4 B ARKGE 3 > 25 44 1L
BRI, B RFERENT AL E L

e AT LUS I BIRE” . <A
i, e KR = 2EwE, Sk TR AR R A R
FHMIFAF SRS, SR T RES) S LA S PLE AR
FEAEXRS AL, AR RS S ORI R

4 MMEVNGBPRES). HEHEE

41 BEMSHENERMRFERAFE

M AE UL —FlE SIS R A&, XME
SEABERN—2rE BReHE T AT B 51T
HARMAT RS, —Mm =, A RxE R
8 X0 1 2 B ¥ A7 £F 22 5 (Schwartz, 1992)
Trapnell A1 Paulhus (2012)76 % i & — 26 LA FE
PR B {8 W SEIE B 5T B UGHEAT e AT e R L, Xk
T FHAS TR (08 0 2t T 5L ) I 9 A R 43 B
i X5 A v S B B A R R 2 A8 R I,
I HIX WA PR AR IR N 25 1T DL 50 9Bk ok RE 3l
LI 4y {255, Trapnell #1 Paulhus i8N, B
ol S22 4503 v TR e 1 A7 (B U8 B RS AR A, S JoT
PR 55 T XA

Schwartz (1992)8: 4 1) {5 VLR A 42 75
10 28 HA SO0 M LA E I, 3% 2841 (B0
i RO B 22 (8] (9 26 RAE I TE PR IHES, BB
AF T 5 HE 225 (A T) IR R A7), 17 B A s A i
FEOT] R B REAT ) o 28 SCUL FROPRABE AR A L — 45 0L
W e brih e B IR 25 - B IR, B L
Yifesh LA 4k BE AR X W (Buchanan & Bardi, 2015;
Paulhus & Trapnell, 2008; Trapnell & Paulhus,
2012), Horr, BESHNEZEAL(A TG 45 TR
. RO S 2ERMEN, BN AR A SR
ta S b s T A M SR (A R O A
ETEMSCEMEN, B MEBEAC, £
e (PN Pk P NEY E
42 BEmSHENEMNZERIXE

R REsh 5 A M E MR O R B, —Lk
TR RE LS BRI E S, A
B AH ELBELAS ;53— SL DU 5 R R S AR & A O S
Wl F S, AR 2 (8] 5O 52 i (Trapnell &
Paulhus, 2012),

EMERAARE A P, fEsh 534 —F b F
— AR S B B RTPUIRAS o X E SR T RE B A
BALET BRI LRSS A 5 R 1 43 -
Schwartz (1992)I\ 2y, 4552 fl 3 22 6] f) ~F 26 M iz
S0 BELAS A AR B A S A2 8 ST R =
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S, YR, A S8 0 (B LT 5T 3 1 IR A {08 Y
AR E M, R (AR AR I A A
pUNIDIG AR o

R sl 5 A M E A X 37 56 RS 3 T —Le it
2% 37 #% . Hansla, Garling F Biel (2013)% %< T #f
EH8 10 53 IR R BOR S EZ RN KRR, 45
SRR WY BE A R OR BRI A AN 25 02k B B
FEAH BRI 45 0 EDWL A AORE 23 i SCRRRE AN SZ
FEHEE RO RO, M TR A (0 Y
AR FEZ AT S, B>
HEFRMASEE b, AW E KB, )5
WO 1 T 2 AT AR DR B R A AT S (T
AT R LARRBI N E), SIS A AE AR SR AT
DL FRHE AN (EDUL hy Al 1 31U A7 M (Evans et al.,
2013),

M {8 0 ERRAR Y 5 3 B 38 iy N AN, (H
IR U SR sl . A gl R AE SC A M (E
b, WX RE B T E RS SO BRI, s
RELAIE S RYRE S . A= ok g SO W= 1a), JF
T4 e 2l 5 e A 16 e I U 1Y) 1 22 1% 4t (Horowitz
& Strack, 2010) . %& T )tt, Trapnell #1 Paulhus (2012)
Bty T DA IE3C O R N BR il Y RE B S5 S A
{E WL £ 3 (Agentic and Communal Values scale,
ACV), I 52 Br (9 1t 0 rf & 3095 {0 1055 19
M. AR H W, DR IE 58 /Y FE AL 3 A 2 X
Schwartz Y L8 SOXF, 17 A& — il (5 FF B8 Joioms i i)
T 23K il A A5 T A0 (1 O =2 1) P A DG DL B g U
Mz 22k AESh 5 AR M AW RY IESSC R At
VRIS B B g Horh — 3%, %2 70— &+
oo Fo 50T LUK 95 3 [ Bl 8 A Il 05 5 R ep A R T
DA B, 25 48 H S8 A T 4 2R 8 Y 52
(Gebauer, Sedikides, Verplanken, & Maio, 2012),

fesh S AE M EIL IERE X R RS T —2
WFFE ) L Ff o Trapnell 1 Paulhus (2012)% B, X}
T AR5 H 3 1 4 (EDUL I PR AR T8 44 2 Fr) ¢ (U0 o
AT F R 53T (e R Ty 25 T %), RE A% T8 i 3t
VP A 43 % N T RE B 5 3R, IR R R A
BT o AR E TR 2 REA P R B T 2K
LRSS R M E 4544 (De Raad & van Oudenhoven,
2008). H4h, Abele (2014)f#H ACV & T X P
PSRN, R IAEA R 0 SO T 5T B
Z A AR BT sl 2, i — DAL UE T W2
W IEAS E R .

5 XASEKHZH

Z, ARSCHBE TR, S, M E SR
HRES) 5 E R N S ARG R . W LUE B,
TEARR B WFFEH, Bl 5 3L B R R AR E
JIT 458 U AN TR T AN [), - LA [ — 4508k P 3
A M TRes SRAEZE LR, [
— U R IR 25 2R S S AN RS N T RE
S E A — B O, AN TR 45U 2 ] LAY
S5 2R3 16 ) 5 2% N AR g R 14 e e LA R 4T sk )
HOAHEAE A K
51 MRS EXHA—E

WHFEE 1ER RE B 5 LA G T I AAS B A
X P R SCHY AN [R)—— 5 1l % T Be 3l i
P EBAN [R) 053 Ry it ], e BT A [RIUF 50
EAITE [F]— 450 2 e ] OC 2R AR 1t B AL
M E A —ER TR AL T, REShAR & B9 9 TR AH AL
AN E AR I

Bakan (1966)#5 ¥ 4f RESHHE & i i i
B A 07 LIRS RS, X I
TRESNAEE H AR A Al R A S S A T
B iy iy o mdm s X, AR A ECh +
o MAEMENE U Sl . AESRE
7 AR AR Y b, M =, THY
F B9 b A3 B A N B e — o X RN —
FROPE % 2 S n] LA H 5 22 ) ) T 22 e S
ok Bruckmiiller 5 Abele (2013)2% FH %5 ¥ {4 13¢.(The
Density Hypothesis; Unkelbach, Fiedler, Bayer,
Stegmiiller, & Danner, 2008)/J ¥ &, B T fE
IR BRI R R iR, 4RE
W: BEShAE Gy BE B A IR, R A G
AR R B [ PP O 7 i, WIS N S 2% it
Hh, AT R, TER TR BB AR A g | It
A JRPEVEE AN IR R0 a6 TR B R A A
JEPEVEE 1Y — B2 W T L RE B R TR E
Ay —2 ' (Abele, Uchronski, Suitner, & Wojciszke,
2008),

Wiggins (1997)48 111, BE3h 5HA Z EIA R
P BOE SR IR T RESI S P TR E AN Y o AR
fFE A, REShAYH b — R 5SROI R B%, &
HA T A RSN R, SHAERIELKR,
RESN Y 55— E 3 s AR gl S M, o SN
IyE, S4BT 6 FR o Frimer 45 A (2011)th 2
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SRR, RIS TR] A 27 25 FE A A S e
BT A [ i R AR R O FRBE B AR R
(psychological distance scheme)5 Fl 25 T 3R & %
(promoting interests scheme), /[»HHFHE Ak R iH 3%
TRES I AEM AT X TR SR AN NE,
Bl RN 5 Al R0 BEEE RS, i e 2R R A
SR OHEEE, GBS AR S SO X
SRR Flaw SRR N S T RESh 5 I AR E
T AR 4 SIS AMAE, eaEh S
KA H B A 5 Y, LSRR R YR
WAE RIS AN O A5 AR B Ok T
A W R ORI A 25 Y, L%
NBR M FEERI R, — M=, FKAS
] £ 55 R MR £ 22 (B8] 7 A A — 7 A B 1 %)
SE, AHIX RS SEIEA LN

gi b, FATANRESIME G N E TR T 3
NIy, BRI (power) . A5k (achievement) 5 43
4 (separation) . AW EG T AE SR & P45 il 1Y &8
gro MU R T RE SIS b s ROk A N H AR
oy e T RE S B SR SRR B,
PRAFFHA M 5 P #4310 Frimer 58 A
(01 5 TR R b RE SN & M 255 T AU
5 U)o

AE SN AL & 9 5 — DU 2 AU, H O 2
el o PERIAEAESR 1), 45 1) Sh S 2 o SR 5 5
Wl s N (FR 3 R AR AT A S M fn); 48 ] N BB A 2y
A 45 5 8875 & (Wiggins, 1979, 1997), A1 BER]
DL T34 B A (A 7 53 AT A 4L, e mT LA
PO T AR LA B B9 (s AT AR R, W EPAL

JI7AR & 21 (Anderson, John, & Keltner, 2012),

HXF 37 TSR B 52 A0 5 WA (4 3 W% 4 B (passivity)
AR A SRR — % i), fEgh 534 B OE
TRER

B S ME & A 58 AN A2 sk St
Wb LUR R NI BE IR A i s . iUk
Hm RS TP K, MEEIETE AR D
ER A OB M NEARE S, FHAE AR Al
(McClelland, 1987; Schwartz, 1992), — &5, 7&
JE B AP T I, A A M S B A A H
b o AH[RII, FCHIE 5 0 B B AT RAAE R 35
A BFRR R, B —& XE, fesh S
AR — BB E AT T,

RESH ML & A9 S =D B Sk,

RANRAE A S7 A UK FEEIE 2 (e.g., Gebauer
et al., 2013). X5 EEZN P HAYHE A9 A SRS A —
H, SaAh MM AR T R, RIEX—
&R, RES SR LER

52 HEGEMNARSSEENEEER

FEE L—BUMAE DL (M6 4 LA 25 55Kk 1k
F O AEG, sRUARESh S AR LS A IR 45 S 0 4R
LB PR, AN TR) AR 45U ) B 3 5 AR B 56 R
22 e YR T A5 AR P A 1 LA e A ) £ AR EL A
o ZEATCH, BFAS ) A% F 5 4000 Y 22 5 1
BRI R T Sl S M EWZ B 22 5 . R
IR TR X =3 19 X 43 5 AR AR R BIL] _Fad ok
TG — R, — SBT3 © 4 T fh il 5 1 4n
JCO AT Y U5 Bk, Ok HE R TE B ATZ E A OE R
(Fischer & Boer, 2015; Parks-Leduc, Feldman, &
Bardi, 2015),

RE 3 5 3L A ML S AE 5 AN [RGBk 45 & i, HOAH
R R PN SRR B YRS, S
AR, AT AN R B 58 B H AR ) — Fif
P (McCabe & Fleeson, 2016), n] LIRS T AW
1 bR VER BRI RN S I A R B2 B A )
R B EOR, A — R B IR —E 20 7
— BT IR AR o R ) — A B b IX P
BRI EARRARS, WA ZERIEZLKCR, —L&
WFIE ] 45 3 FF 7 X — & &, Pl Cislak Al
Wojciszke (2008)7E % 2841 X R A i 7 BU & 1) EP
FWF R, AR — OB & A R AT AR, A
T F A Ch A B = K R RE SRR B, i X
AR R BT O AN 2 R0 AR R A A b
AT A, AT Tk A A B KT i 3 AR
JBT, X BE S AR BT B P AN SZ 5w . (W
ML 52 B B m AR, I HLAR R E ) B
bro — MM &, S2H TAME A ELO BRI, A
T EAEIE R A IR 45 00 H bR 58RI 25 Ay B
T 22 [ 4 1R B AT (Locke, 2015), HTfRESh 5
AR AR 3 A 4R A E A #R 98 (Schwartz, 1992).
300 AR — B, A BIF S AE A FRFE (ego
depletion) i S50 HP & B, 45 A RIFELLHL S,
S 50 2 3K ) AR AU AT Ay AR T 4 o 2 2
/I (DeWall, Baumeister, Gailliot, & Maner, 2008;
fERAE, 2014), fE—E R FIH] T AMERTEGE I
2 BRI AF B0 e LA A 3 A A F) 25

ezl 5 AR 1Y 5 2R [R] I I 52 38 4% SRk (1] A
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YEFI Y5 . Winter 55 A (1998)% %8 T gL 5 45 5T
Z IR R, AP T AR BAR 580K,
TTTARE BT 2 52 B H A (9 AR 0 Al A 7 R e 1
AT R MAS N K& Az 27 (ontogeny) Y £8 2k #81F A [R]
G BE ) 5 A R A O SR R AR LA
(Paulhus & John, 1998; Paulhus & Trapnell, 2008),
TEHEFP S ME G2, R4 T E KR
SECIAE HARM S AL, HARN B ShHL S 47 R X
S FIARRE TR IE A . L AndRA RE SRR BT A
T, R i AR 2 3] T A A S I E Y
A T AL, 52 A B RE SRR BT
HALE MG T AT S 8t 2 R B R 2 i s 1,
e B ORI (L T 85 7T BE

PLE, ARSCXER R 5E 8 2l 5 3 A 1 6 &
A B R R B K AT T R RS AETE SR O E
R AR AT A C RS, s g A X s
G RAGIE N F R, TEAHR PR AT, A
[F) A AR 4504k 8 21 5 A G FR Y 25 R TR X T A%
ST R P Y R 22 Z

6 NEERE

A fig3h 5 A A B2 D 5T 3 0 L B
RIS, XT3 P B BRI AN (] 1 F 50 45l o 7
TR R AR, REsh 5 A LETE 0
Bl g B2 B R B 2 (195G T (Abele, Cuddy, Judd,
& Yzerbyt, 2008), HEELR T LT R T 52 MK
M SEIEAE R R D . I8 B REsh 5 AR 1y i M
LG Z AR E— 20 Hb B B D) B SCAR IR B8 6 1 3 7
AR RS, ARRPFR AT LI LTE
JUAJ5 T -

i —, #E— 2D AR B 5 A 2 G
FRIFEM, AR 5 56 R AR g s Bt i 3l
DA, BRI EHT . B B =K
gy, IR HE & 78 2 i A N IR EEA
) jii 53, BIIE 78 (morality) 5 41 52 P (sociability)
(e.g., Brambilla & Leach, 2014), & & H & N iEH
AN 2 A RE 3 5 AR R R YOG &R,
A AR IS S, TR 908 K T e AR T 5T 25
SRR 1 (Frimer et al., 2011), 74, WAMRA
fir R A LA R X P R, BT RE
FRATRE 25 SR 0] g 1) 15 2B A B AR F A0 BRAL )
B HEEARINH (Locke, 2015; Walker & Frimer,
2015), BRI oA > 0 F 5838 AT LA A 1) B AT,

ZEWH Z B NERR,

B, RIS RE S Z IR R
M, Markus F1 Kitayama (1991)IA A4 A F X 54
E S FHAL SR AERTEZFHAA
i\ [Al (personal identity), 3 E[7# 37 (independent) 5
H AR (interdependent) 1Y F F& i 44) . ZE A 37 1 F FR A
PR, AMAAE T DURRRR A A R e L H 3K
MiE BAR R B M, A T 2LABR &R
e LA WK, 1BR A B RS A E
SRR Z FISE, 767507 30T 5 T AR AT REAE7E
EXE . B EARR AR 7 36 5 N E A XS 7
FERRAER, Bt T H AR U, 38R =l i
A H M B W 2 — e T 5 EZ AR
FHE R, T A R BE 2 b (L4 3hHL)
(Markus & Kitayama, 1991), 13X 1] fg & K W 7E 5
SCAk R, R IR AE LA ZE AN (R0 A% i v E R
GBI T (R N T2, I T3k
e, BT CRMEIE” . /BN, RELE—
R I G e fl N A BB ) ), AR A B
HESM. MRESIE Z Mg 0 T2 WA,
v A S B B, I R R ST G
FMA T oM, Bk, fes5ERNHE RN
AR SV A ER

=, REX—FERZZAETE AN AT
maE M. SHERSERGHEEM, sl 53t
A FPE T IR A R R B, I HA DB WS
K H T T N R UL B 7 i (e.g., Abele,
Uchronski et al., 2008). £ [E P @ it —25 i 90k
WY, B SCZE da il AH N A & T B, & TR
TR, RETETXTLAT =AY R4 . 78
i ] T T A R 20 R A A AE DAL P R 1 1L
T P B0 A2 5 A7 26 AR BL 1 a3 DA B FEAH G R 2
EAEAE LR E etk

Aat, B ESCETRE Y, W2 L 5
SRR R B 5 A ME S B R Y Y i SOk
WEPE, JEH Wiggins (1991t F 4548 2] Tk 9 &
H5EFREHZEMKRR, ROZIBE, miIENZ
FiRM ARET; O EAZEA, RN EE
AR5 A (B, B ERK, 2005), RiEC,
TN, UENZZINE, T— AR AR A
JiEpEA RS AG SIS, BHRETER M,
AMRFECEHBEHRZTEANAB 4 RS
(K, 2014), HELIEHRMBR S AEET . Kk
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Agency, Communion and their relationship in personality research

PAN Zhe; GUO Yongyu; XU Buxiao; YANG Shenlong
(School of Psychology, Central China Normal University, Key Laboratory of Adolescent Cyberpsychology and Behavior,
Ministry of Education, and Hubei Human Development and Mental Health Key Laboratory, Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract: Agency is the pursuit of individuality through power and control; communion is the participation
in a large organism through care and contact. Agency and communion are regarded as a personality
taxonomy which can be properly used to classify phenomena within domains of traits, motivations, and
values. However, theoretical reasoning and empirical findings show some disagreement about the
relationship between agency and communion. Specifically, for traits, an orthogonality of agency and
communion is supported; for motivations, a divergence exists between a mutually exclusive relation and a
partially exclusive relation; for values, a divergence exists between an orthogonal relation and a mutually
exclusive relation. Possible reasons for the disagreement are as follows: diverse definitions of agency and
communion by different researchers; unique properties of each personality domain, as well as interactions
between these domains. Further research should focus on the influence of culture background on the
relationship and the meanings of agency and communion. The application of such taxonomy to the
personality of Chinese should be explored as well.

Key words: agency; communion; personality taxonomy; trait; motivation; values



