B (2008) PEME 5 SCACHE I B =R BB BR . o7 [F 7 250 B i F i CRRDU4R: PR 55
) AL A A SR AL

YRS 55 ST 5 B = Fh B
(BHEE)

7

(PEASOHEZPPR) FHINEL TR T . X8R EEEN MRS
t”, 5%¥—% a5 « BIE ‘mrSseiT, M= CALUT NS X
7 —RBkAHA . FRATREE T 0 SCAR AL — TGRSR S s = L 4, FIRF, 78
X (PP g TAES, BATELELL T =AHHEMH TP, $£—,
BT RARREGNS R, REBE AN EARENEALR G, B, W
TR WLE N E PR RIS E R AL B R AR AT S S B, HEnE
&R SCE 2 M N TEZ 8 O, 1 B g3 B A — AN S AR 2 408 25 A T i 1) i S A
ik 4 .

RAEm, FEEEFIEE, X8 PR rfbERCE, AR
B S UM R A “HR” FIXE. B—ZHFK, WES o rmt
FUAE N [ Br =B o — N AR RS N B #RGR, R A AR I B 5 SRR A
B, HEZEEASE. BECSE LA RESRANIMLE LY N T iR,
B, SHER-AREOE “B4TER” MR XE, PuBlR— AT N “BEAKR”
IR SCEE . BAVIKAR FEALA GRE s Sk N I 2 SLAFE 7T, RIS, FRATA BRI —% (JF
W) MEEIER R — N REFIE 2 HRARRIHESE, FERE /5 B FIE S &AL
PR ) R DOREFRE, XA — AT, TRe S B A s J AT —
ANBIF T8 ATk R IR 22 AR, N B A B3 M b R B I A A

XH, ERATEMERE— TX— () B E. H&5 I RES
b EER ARG DA SR, S T OB R AR, A
B OB 2 B 20 B 2R T (Swann & Seyle, 2005) o JRIKZ —, RN RH
WERIEFEAR I 2. RRZ =, RENEARWIE, LTEFHEEIASLHEZES
LETERN S OB, ARSRAHT R LR AR OB R R A AN R Th e . TR A
Z =, MR AAG A 2 D2 R AR R, AR OB B i AN N AL 1
B BHL, AT NS ESE TR, Sk O BT R NBR . BEAR. BERR. AR
AL S PSRN Z AR B, Bl K, Nk, BRATEFEX 8 GFie) %
B DR ARG OB L FE e O B DL R SO O 3 2 S5 AN [R) 2 R 2 (R R AE WAL

TEIX B BB —1, PR 2 B RS 5 SO ) R IR L. T ax — 2Kt
FE NG OB RSO OIS N 9 SRV, fEXCEMB . =79, ¥

L ARG T2 A I AR S AL, TR R R
2 iR E R LR R A (Email: yyu@ceibs.edu)
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T Ve NS O B 22 AN SO O B2 LSRR R 2, BB e AT I T AR S R v 1)
B RUALREIRTT S AN Ty N, B RER AT PEAR 5 ST 7E 1 = 32 22
Bk FESCERRE 3, B VERS 5 SO TC I — S i i J DL R s AR g e (14
PIAN T R Ay BRI 1 22 HERE % 40 R JRA T AN U I 25 . BAE, FIORSR B L
MBERS A B NX —5] (PRIR) B s P i S w3k & .

A% 5 30 B BT 5T

PERE 5 ST T 4G T FRATTRH At N B3 8o AR R M, FRATTX B AR 1%
W AEEK, EA—DRE. —MEK, B E— D X A E A RN, 3R
AT i oz AR 2 0t Foph B . oAt I 5%, B 70 At S H AR 3 R RE X AN [ B N 78 3 4
Ao WATEMATENER b FTEA FAH R B R 2 40?2 T4 27 XL AH R BAN A 23X
S [) BAN 7] 23 AN 23 B 25 I 18] B HE RS AN Wi A8 2 FRATT L2 AT 5 HoAth SOk SR 8 A AH 4k 2
1B ) IX e ] B A 5, AU BRI 2 IRAT 250, 38 0T LURAH IR T 2R B RL 0 S 4t
s, BURENSAE YT, MAGEAEENE Y, MXEn 8, e et
5304 F ) 3 R

TER MR E AR S b, MRS SO 7S rE AN RS, tean, RS,
ANERZFHZMNALE (CHEF) (1939 . (ZEHFEH) (1948) . YFARILH
(PEANSEEANY (1953) , PAAHEHRE AN, EDEEN, FEEANZERN CRE,
Fild, EARERY  (1963) ZFA5rh, HON i o NI A 2 0o BN [ BRAE S A I IR 2
ik, WAEA SRV 2 o S AU AR R . R TR R A, A —
SEfE R ELIMRIE B (B EERD)  (1935) 2%, tEAAS TAD S Bt B E
NS 5 A2 IR Z R

VTSRS b, A 5 SO SRR AT OB 3 F A a] By, 7R I
FEMEM, AHLAHEMALEZZXSES T “ERMEH (national character) ” HF5E.
Ho A RFEMER KM Ruth Benedict #5% H A N E R (AL 5ZET])
(1946) , LA} Geoffrey Gorer F1 John Rickman ] (KM ARY (1949) . R4k
LeVine (2001) fixfylEltz, EA4d 40 FARLUE B R KT A, ) CRIFHRA
) XA BB — L NI AR R R By T Hai ) R GH8 LUAE,
Benedict. Gorer . Rickman, PLJz Margaret Mead %5 M\ S5 1% 5 SCAUHIT I 20 44 N5 2
FUAZRNFEETT R, PABRNAERRIRIE S, Wl NR2FTHU
REENZ, XU N R F IR 5F 5 B H AR IR S 1k AT N SR 22wt e i
(P H B R A, R AR T AV 2138 [ (0 A0 R R AR U R TR, AT TR A AR
PRt A o

XA T, AT EIE AT T, FEBARFER, ¥R E
K, LR HAMRE A58/, ISR MR T/EAE. BEBERS%FBICHZSEE
NFBORHER . R T, A O EE S AT N O BESA R, A A N BT
B 5 SCALIE T b oK. 7RO BREZ N EE, R HEAS S SO T R B B 2 DT B A O B 22
RSO BRSPS 7330, IR AN 30 Btked By, AN R7ER® b, kL,
WA STIE ORI R BB A R e . 2 NPT, A1 50 RE A% O3 22
SO ER 22 B R R AR



A LEZRHRE: FRESHSINAR

A0S (BPEM QRS R ENE TSR F B T A5 AEH
B EAFAR RIS R . AN HEAS RO A S 2 T e I R —FE, ATRLA B BRI
LR THEEE, BUENRAES KA R, —&ZE2ERER, MiZEMITRE
KT RGNS ? FRATE oIR8, BB — N KR EAHFOA . F
AR IR, T IXFE— AR, R AE AT R R TAEA Re 8 E— A 1
B RBAENAN

1884 4F, WAXOHAE, fhat, BEY. Gl MRSV 2 USRI T
WRIY) Francis Galton 75— R &R e Il e A% 1 SC 3 LR 3, AT AT DA BL 4R 5 F
KRN AR IR, SR 81X R R 4R T AT AR T AR T BT . SR
IXHE— AR E R A AR AR Y T 35 44 R Bt C(lexical hypothesis) = A5 A
TEMAS M ZER — € S BRI NEHIES 49, o, —ANEHMEZE, Apka
AT e R JE H R 17 B IRV DA 2 50 SR R IR XA Z 5 . AR F SR IR M A% 10 7 KT R
RLF TR, AR — 15T R E FRC I —E 2 H R ——e 1454 e
—HBF S, S AR AR FACE — R AR, A TR AR,
BATF T LR B 3T R SRl . ERE S IS TR, TR MR KR
HCR IS AT, FRATAT DUBAR O RS R B (trait approach)

M AtED 20 EARE] 60 FAR, JLALEE 4 O3 22 T IR - 31 LR T 0] DA IR
MRS BRI, AR5 IR 3 BT B 5 iR X SR A g B T A F BN R L, R
S PR 25 1) 5 Fh B AR ORI N I VEAS e s F B R AT — 2D i A e 25 B,
Allport A1 Odbert (1936) 5 N\ U PR R Seil - g — L4037k 15 8 T4
AT CUBE N AT 9 X a0 R R A, SO T R i f L e A K& A Al L4, He
MR 4 T 5 AANSMRERIIENE, FEQRESR “HhmAm” o KM o “u
SEH)” SERARE, MRZONRERT (traits) o BfJE, Cattell A [F AT 40 FEACTTAR,
T ILHERIEE, B 4F 5 AL, FIAghE] 35 NMEARE L, HaE e O
g B — B REE K 16PF PEMS B (Cattell, Eber, & Tatsuoka, 1970) . iX—
BRI KBRS, AW ks s MO VERicE (John, 1990; John & Srivastava,
1999) .

PP E, —UMLFER A ).

1968 4F, Y E T AR K AT BN 4F M LB 5K Walter Mischel HifR T —
KBRS (Personality and Assessment) . 7EIXAHL, Mischel [a]if T k& f{E
WA R SRR T, 45 S R T 24 B 5 TR T 1 R HH SR 1) 5 M A B SR IR VA% 1)
JIEIRM AT 2, PAT N BE D EAERAC T . b o SRR, B CUR
SR SRR A BRI R N 1) — L LU AR R AR RRE , AR N AT NN
N SIS R R AR AR A, AR A A T v A b TN

MEE EE, ZADRRAETGUN SRS ERRER, EER—DNER
F, EHER T NG OB AR . A A OB 2 1 2 ZER RO & T A X0
B ORTERIN R AT O A8, BRI SE S AN TR GRS BB 2,
M NKE IR — DN F R A AAERI L EL . EIR Mischel 48\ 32k @& 0 #E Fi
TAMKRE, TREABIMRNS S, A NFRA T,

MG =248, B2 AESHS0H%EFEMANE T —37 “Hik 5155
Z 4 (the person-situation debate) ” FJZZ ARG LI HEIRFTA I 0B 2 5K H A S5
FINEAE S0 2 A2 Kurt Lewin 78 1936 SERIA — AW, BEARIAT i ARt
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¥ (person) FIAFTAbfEEE Csituation) FL[EHRE. A, 7E “HAK SR G (the
person-situation debate) ” HL, KA MBI A 1A% 5 B 2200 2 N\ i A 1 17 455 5
HEFWANR X—BIERAT, ERE V2 S0k S A id 3 (Funder, 1999,
2001; Funder & Colvin, 1991; Kenrick & Funder, 1988; Roberts & Pomerantz, 2004; Ross &
Nisbett, 1991; Swann & Seyle, 2005) . X H, AR JIA 3 B ) 5

T, A SIE ST BB ERR — MR ESSUERE T S, XN
R R T YA SIS R SRR B T S W I & 1Y, AR & 5 k2 kAN A
PIZ S HIR, AR SEA R % E T A AT A, XGRS AR
AR SR A Re e TOAT A E A JI R 3R . SEBR b, i R4 — g 25 00 3 52 28 B 5
BRI R — A AT, AT RIS 55 R 2= 5T A R T 68 71 5 PR R R A
M ER (Funder & Ozer, 1983) . [Kith, MH:i& 5 1% 5% il B 5 B AN [ AR & AN 2,
HENE, MESERTTR WRET AN . Bfa, “MERSERZS” FrcEr
o [ AL SEFEASE B, AT K, ER RO (Ceci & Williams, 1999) . ZHZ
1T 8% (Davis-Blake & Pfeffer, 1989; House, Shane, & Herold, 1996) . {7 Nitft
( Moffitt, Caspi, & Rutter, 2005) . # B [J#f 5t (Schwarz, 2000) . %' JJ B 5t
(Vroom & Jago, 2007) &4 ML 2B IAE, RS TLAATE. Thomas Kuhn
(1962) HEaiENEAER R RAR R RSN, XSRS
Ba, FATETTLLIE B AR G0 XA BN 2B SR 52 . [FIR, F A AR DB
David Funder it iR 2], FET BIRESMIER, S SR S RN SR NE
KRMWA LA S (Funder, 2006)

LEFRATHE B B A O N, IR SIER S, A OB RIEH T
PSRN F IR R TT S — D71, St — PR R, He il ML v DL A% [ Ho Ok
BTk, Bl THKR, CEERENSUESFFUEST, S5 0% Fhe 8 & 2R 1R o] LA
TAEAN R ARz 8], BLR A7k i 2 EEL0O Mg 5178 (Ozer & Benet-
Martinez, 2006) . A& G ZFEREI ZHER— S 7, A A T A R
TR R AT I F BT LR g B A e (Extraversion) . BEFIME (Agreeableness) .
51 fE /& (Conscientiousness) £ ii (Neuroticism) , LA FFjt 4 (Openness to
experience) TN FEKKZEK EK (e.g., Digman, 1990; Goldberg, 1981, 1993; McCrae &
Costa, 1985, 1999) , X EAFEREK MMFA “RIL” . HR, “KAL” REHIE
g, WWfEIELAMOES U, REIEHAERENENTERNE, ULERFE
BN R AN EOR 3 AR S, H R R FANAEA W ER B A1 58 8 (1) 7 & Ce.g., Ashton,
Lee, Perugini, Szarota, De Vries, Di Blas, Boies, & De Raad, 2004 ; Wang, Cui, & Zhou,
2005) .

F—J7 T, GG BRI A Mischel AR HAB DI RS, E# R E T —
B2 MR 440 &8 (social cognitive approach) %% (e.g., Bandura, 2001;
Cantor, 1990; Cervone, & Shoda, 1999; Dweck, 1996; Read & Miller, 1989) . #| 74K,
Mischel 53R BHFFF A RE TA L s, A0Rt R NI4T R o BEE T B AS R R 2R
ALk, IRMEMRR E PR AR TN, Rk, BRI RIEE, RAZAM iR
5O WA TR 7 BIMERE . iU, wi— N AR N W FEA— 8 BRTIE AN A
K I TERA IR, X AN NAE TG [R5 6 PR A 1), THRE 8N B BL S A ) 4 @ i XA A
MR E R R R . AN, N TSRS AZNE, NiZH —E5 RN EE R
(cognitive-affective units, CAUs) SKif#%, B A1AI LLA SR R MR SEA NN A T4 &
PIE SR A RE AT R, — RIS, X R B o SCREE AT 17 58 1 R A



Hbs. #IRE, DLEANMMEN. 6855 A% (Mischel, 2004; Mischel & Shoda, 1995;
1998; Mischel, Shoda, & Mendoza-Denton, 2002; Shoda & Mischel, 1993, 1998) .

PERS (R B0 5 4L 2 A AR 2 4 R I A O B2 B S B B 2 . 2R3k
A ENSE — R M, OISR ENERD LT A a A . 35—,
R FUBAE NG OB B — B R R R, B TR ORI SSUE s Fo D i g e o %2,
AR R T E R E NS — . MBS, A AR E AR OB 22 B K
POREEE, SSERT T AR RAHN B, RAPIFONERE 2. B2, fFiieE
B RAT IR R 5T () 3 N A NAE B AR BT ERAMEZE R, A2 A8 AR AR
KT EAESR ST AN B AN MAMEN AR B=, RRIeAR Lk —8
R PER 2200, T2 AR i T R U RIS R T S TR A L, AR D e B R
Ko

MXALLEZERI IR SERE5HTELR

BARFERESE REAEFEAR, L OHE MM OHEEEREIIE G2
FRAZ AL e —fINA, SO OB O B 22 NI ST 3 SOR 2946 T B Eal 70 44X,
Fr A — BN S AL 1) A % RO BE 2 KB [E HE S T (Journal of Cross-Cultural
Psychology) XA EARFER AR WIFFGE MG, SOOI 2= B W2 78 T g R
FHT BT A SN S — AU E A R AN ], B, BRSO B —FE,
WIREAR B — AN R T8 TT, A T IERE AR, AR A R BAZIR,
ANFE I AR A BEAE— D R T AW RARAN T £

1980 4, fif Z Ak 20 H 25K Geert Hofstede H fiw 7 — A& WY fi  Culture’s
Consequences) ff5. 7EiX A5 B, Hofstede #FL T IBM A#X H 4B LHANEZK
DL TAEMEMF AL, REXEEER (8 ) ERUIEE  (power distance)
Sof AN € PE O FUBE Cuncertainty avoidance) . MA& 3= X Cindividualism) Al 53 14 45 i
(masculinity) DY/~ FZ4ERE EARTAE. H, AMEF X SEE T XM EREA R Z
FEEAR T S AE R AV ERAS B T i 2 (7 R @A, SEE WG AN 32 A
)5 g B, T R N A AR N R B SO R BN B . Jaok, MR E L H &
PR SOX AR LR F R E, gt Markus Al Kitayama (1991) 5| H1 HAH EAK AT
S E ST EFA S (Gindependent-interdependent self construals) , @ iAN, FEHE
N FECH N AE B ST 1) B FRA BN IR, 1 R A S R AR AR A
SEONIE .. B 70 AERELK, V2 OISR OR T 2 HoAl A ME I 4E
¥ (e.g., complexity, Chick, 1997; high-low context, Hall, 1976; traditional versus secular—
rational values, and survival versus self-expression values, Inglehart & Norris, 2003; social
axioms, Leung & Bond, 2004; tightness, Pelto, 1968; Triandis, 1994, 1995; conservatism,
hierarchy, mastery, autonomy, egalitarian commitment, and harmony, Schwartz, 1992,
1994) . XELHERE, HMHRX 4 — A5 5 — AU A AR ECA ], AR &
Y IR AL, BATAT DB EA @M 4EEE 1 (dimensional approach) %1

P E, ARAMEA H .

BT 20 g 90 AR, XP4ERE IR ICH R AME T L BAK SR — 4 2 RTE R 4E
FEE Rt T B P 7 AR . BB, 1999 4F, Takano 1 Osaka Wi H A< 2% Bl | 15
ToT b 3% BN H AR N B85 ST 9T, R ISR BN FFAS LG H A N S m) T8 32 3
H A AN 5R HE 28 BN A T84k 3 L. [FI4E, Matsumoto (1999) [alfiii T HAh— it
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SEUERF S, 45 BRI H A NTE B B & EIEA BAT LS B N INAH BAR A, EEIAE
AL H AN BEFE A EMST, T 2002 4, Oyserman, Coon, A1 Kemmelmeier i
JEA AT (meta-analysis) (7%, [RUB T R &I TAME 3 S8 A4A 3 IS ST oL,
SRR, EAEHARE S — A TR KR, OO BRI O
AU R H BRI e, B TIXE, BAR?

5 NS o 3 25 T 0T PRUSE (R) fe ZRARABL, — T i, 4 BEAR (R i 57 AT SR T DA 2
AR B R k. Eban, Schimmack, Oishi, A1 Diener (2005) EE#Hi7r#7 T Oyserman &5 A
PIEHE, 25 I, SR AN 5] SO A RN B0 2 i o ) PR o AR, At AT A4
F G EAR T SOXAYEFE B2 R R W R0 FE— T R R R BT
Kitayama %5 Nt & HL, BEAREE NG HA NFEAME F AR E X ER RS S 21
ZRIAHE, HEEFASHAANEXLER LN AFERAIEFHE, E£EAD
B I3 AT AE AN 2 SOREEAR & U4k ERBeEg 50, T H A N2> B0 20 A 7E 31X S 4k FE
ATy AR T AR A

AU, A BEM DL ARATR RIS, K — B NS Eh &S
ML (dynamic constructivist approach) 243 , K SCAkCrHE 22 7T 1) R R K 5 .
R A B HIM A (Hong, Morris, Chiu, & Benet-Martinez, 2000) , CALFFAS 4k
FEib e U RN Sz &, BEENEhA. NiEs:, R—ENALZEHNENLT
HIFAHL 28, ThTIX LeRA LA, S Eh BE A AN [F S 50 A8 4 ) FR S B 2 R . ALtk
S AT SO B2 BT BB AR R SCALTE R 48 1 22 57, Bl RIS 58 4 & 115
e OmigsE. HE, HBERU K. X—E%Ul, BARAKEHMNEAK, CE&AHY
H B SEIR AR S

AL B GEEE R S AN AR R S RIS R L R E S 3. R
FEEAVBAE — E O A Pe R, RATTFERE S RIEATE LN =N A AR . 23—,
YeEERTE OO 2 L R R I FERS K, T4 IR SUE AR EE 2, B
Bk B AT BRI g —. MRS, ShaAEM AR A0 B 5 B & J 2
B, SOERFR A BAET B, SRAMBEAR T EEE N2, B, 48 RTEH
SR AHEAE R 5 4 FE (1) T2 RO AN [ SCALTE X S 4 5 (22 5, 1T B4 i A i = B A R4
BAE AR EIESE ST N E S N RS NI . 55 =, 4EE A S K2k
PERI UL, TSR NSRS, AR D RE S 3R K.

FIXH, ATCEFEE BRI YRS SR R AR O B A Ak B
FEAMKERE. 2R, URMBRTE, EHETREO=TE, AR #E
PERE 5 S W FeaE— P R =M R R, BN R e SRRt
IR S BB FA T O = MR, A T XFENYE R, AT K 53
AR A B U EINAR, A AT B ¥ H e i (R A 9 0

BEZ—: FREEEER

MBI IS R AT A, AR O PR R 8 A0 SO O PR 2 R 4R 18 1K
PIE AU ARFIE AR W L. tean, BT A KR 30 A R 2 AR L 4t
RIER I AR A, R TR Z FSHEDT T, OHerik M g—. it €
1A By A2 SR PR 2 U o AR EE B, EATTA o IR A B STk 73 A B AR ot
oE YRR B ERN, L RAMR B SO i BRSO 4 =R, B,



FRe 54w EBEMZER, WETRSEPEMEKFE L, mgEERER7EL
by B, fteiKr L.

B T AR IR SERRAE B AL AL, FRATIE T DAIEAR B 18 5 4EFE e R 1) 5 A —
JRUCREE . BATE &8 F], FAE 1936 4F, o OB%E 2 A2 Kurt Lewin ghid 5k “AEfT
— AN OB AR [F R BT SR RIRAS, AR E FT AR R SE, RN EAN[H
WHEM Z I EBEWE AR (5 12 1) « X—Bitid, Wl Lm— ARk
FKik: B=f (P, S, HiFrBMREITHN, PAREANMMER, SARES, LR
MM SIERZ AIR R XA KT RV 2 73 S R R  AE — N SR
M, ZEKE, AOHZWEERT P R, a0 EERT S KR,
1E “VER S 47 RAED UG, KX APE DA HEMHER, FTREERT B
[IRE S o

K, JATTAE B A XM R, MR B=f (P,S) , A P=f
(S,B) , #AJiEih, AMIPEME AT DL ANTER e B S R e AT T e . TERER IS
B, BAIEBERBA R RS E B, A4 ICE, FAFEERBI AR
P SCEFBYEE . ARRFIUL YT, WEHZEP =1 (S, B) IMAaALELHE
BXT P IR, RAE—ANEFREMEKTE L, B ANEREKT . 3%
KT P RIS, B2 O il 2 BRI 2, R, R S 4EE RO
SIS A SR AN S R, i g DB 0 R A RS

EIX—4 (PP 2, FRAVER T 1R SRS S 4 SR A R & .
Horb, skasp 5 R (2006) 50 3 MWFE S AISCE 1 A BEAR T T b BN A M S5 4,
He[E A 5 x| [F R (2005) B F iz ST TR EERER AR R, HREH#
(2007) WISCEMUE T SR ZE G AR O 22 oTmk, kit (2007) IS
HE TS BRI RR, Y75 Nisbett (1999, 2000) [, NHERT
B NREA O BEIE L 4 77 5

Bz = )R EHEEMR

FERTSCHITT R 2, AR AT DU BRSO B 22 (4 2 R A AL O B2 1
AR XN E LU i, EAES B SR D T
R ARG, RIS R Bk, AR W SHERT TEARXE A, WA
BONZRE. BAN, BTSRRI N A N eR K . R EE A, EATTHR 9 I A A B
B AERE B S AT NI BN, DL B SR 70 T3 £ A A A B S Ak Y
5. WA, SN EHSENRREENER, WETHSAFIRE R AN
KP B, MEhAEMRERAEL. B, MirKer L.

XHE, BAOTEAFETLER P =1 (S, B) ZAAHKE— PGt Fie 53)
SRR ERILE b IR VR B B4R AR A ALK P, ARSI
it SRR ESRIEA S AD (S, B, MMESRSITNNESI R, HA
B - DMEPEMOKT B, 55— DMEPEOKT E X—RKTf (S, B)
DRI 2IRS2 Sl W e Uig P Y S 1 17 S PR P == ¥ e S R S I OS2 4
WM RS S FRINRSE, EADTRIRI T REME AN T LE ) .

R4 (PFR) b, BATERE 7 =R S\ it Sal S @R <
MscE. Hi, EEES5EL (2006) WCEDT 7 AT IS — Bk XK 51T
NIIKRFR, BEM. FEA, LA Dweck (1997) 30 & &I AFE R MM P BRIB W 7L
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KR, BEJE, BEM. KB, RS (2007) 13 E 8 SEpl g vl 1 an e i 7 Ak 2
AL ABAEAT NE R AR

Bz = ALOMEEP

MR P =1 (S B) INAXWELCEHR L SLEEIRKICT PR, H
WEAFHSNAMBESEEWIRKT f (S, B) M, MR CERA NN
BT ?

AR, E ZTERA L OE AR ARG ME T =M. B P
=f (S, B) BNMAXEARFMBNZ R ERER T, (H2EBAR B ISASCERT 7T
AR, JATHEE LD, T 007 AR5 o A R R 0 B 22 B e 5 T B X T
Hh ] AT [ A 2 A&

MEHEZE 70 AEARE] 90 AEAR,  SCAK L B ZE I SRR 78 3 B 2 B R AE B UE AT
J7 SO R ORI & A B2 B R 5 T HRAE AT AL KE . b, — 3R
FEREMGR 72 FR SR, OB R SRR R & T H R 5 ) v [ R A
UE. FEATSEm B, XLk B 7 1B 5 TR A S R DUE A [ 43 33— 20 1A Con 56
iE, ATIERAS i e B RE A, E5 —tem g, X 5 T A RERA L
AT 20— 2P (B oM BRI LU B rp AT [ A i B AR O, A, LR T [
AT A2 P AR S T RAX S Ak SRS BAR OB SR — T SHIER
PR, ZoREEE, FELOHEEREE TUEMNIFAE, R X A E R [
e HIEE A ARE &

Mg B A 70 SEARTTAG, —dtbrh ELO PR SOR R AR St O BER, JF
AXFOR B 05 O B BT IR ZIN e, TR s ENI LB A N E 2
AR ER. BAE 1972 4, [FPER S SO IR SORE A 5%, 2R el A7 (R AKLE A A7) 3 4
M (R EANRPEARR ) — B g M@ BA L OB M . Bk, DI,
Wi 55 KMV 2 BB A RES AR A LA B, R R FERERS ),
AR O BEA R R BLE T SR At o

fEX 8 (UFig) i, JATER 7 URA DT EEA L OB B SR
Horfr, ZE3CH (2003) HISCEARFEAE RIS T OB R EAT e B A
FITTRE, THARE (2004) MISCHE SR T VRSB TC R b E AL AL, M R4 (2006) 3C
BB TR AR A T s, MR (2007) HYSCE A AT AR T RS
AR OB TERR T e fedm, ASCLAL (A OEAPPR) R, BT
LA A0 A o0 PREARIT T — i DTk

A% 5 SRR KB 5T

FXHE, RATCL BB 7RSSR IR AR OB 22 530D B2 1
KIEPIRE, VARG 5 SCAUHIE TE 0 =R 8BS o JRATTZ AT B v AR 4R v 50 I sk ) 2 0
W, FHRMZ R ARG, H AR T BIERS 5 SO 78 18 S ik % . fEIX R
E R ERSE, ERATERE VA 5 ST TR ARG T, AR — S ik A £y
RO ), KPS R, AR REARE MR H U AR KT [, 4R, B
B AEAFENERS 5 SCR A FURAR K “ e EZ” [IWFFET [, 1 A 2R R —.
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BIE— TR, MRS ST AR OB R B O — AN, BR T —
LT % AR EE, £ (Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology ) - ¢ American
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