PEIANMSE RIS

BH—" EH’ R s’
(ARABTH AN RRIALRTUTE S SHEREVNTIR A, LR 100036)
C A FER S OB, MAKK CBIARMESALRE, CEEERYLRIFR
Sep b (AERIMSEXRS), dEm 100875)
CARAEFTAREOCE¥E, LR 100084)

B E ARRPEARLRESHOELEN, MRRAARFILE, EFRIHETKEN
WICPIRBRARMESESH ORI, BILITHSESEE, BdHRERERFZSHTH
WIEMRFRA, SHEE B PMARFEFREMNIESESIILIFEERMEE 17 TNt A9
taESBRER. MTRERY, FEANMSESE—MESR ZH MR RSB ABRR R
" REEASRMAER, MERZESNEERBE. WG, SFEBRIPIITR.

XghE mtoES, OB, ALY, B EE

4332 B34S
1 5|8
Tt &% % (social mindfulness) HA Ty = B B K F W % B\ & 5£ 2 H (Van Doesum et

al., 2013), RWIBEEFNEZES, HAKRE, "HSET"5ESIEBEHER
(Mindfulness Attention Awareness Scale, MAAS) BF il 89 IF & 7K F % A & & 48 % (Van
Doesum et al., 2013). Van Lange #1Van Doesum(2015) L2 H{&RY “Tt & 1E& "4 4T
‘it & EE (social hostility)” , MtESWEXMZFAEMHSES, MIEMSIES,
E N E B ¥ & social mindfulnees MEJIRSANT "It 2&EE " (FHYl, MNEH %,
2018; YL, HLOTHI %, 2018), FJEEIRESE U CHMEM+AX “KE "R, MR
ESHHFANTENEN, ARAN " H2ES T MRBRETENEY, &
AEfERE,
MeESHNEHREFELERER (Pen-—choice Paradigm) (Kim & Markus, 1999;
Hashimoto et al., 2011), ZBRBRNMEENMHENAXE (flal—XAEEMMZ
L) FIEFE—X . Van Doesum % (2013) S HSERXBIE K, R SIEFERRAE ATt 2

1is B #B : 2020-08-23

* HFRBABFELE LUE (31671160) . RFAFLZEEABACEE MRS OSHRRE RS
(KXTXT201601) . ERitSFEELEARIE (192DA363) &N,

H—MEF AL REE—1FE,

BIEYEE: ¥, E-mail: xuyan@bnu. edu. cn



#2MESE= (Social Mindfulness Paradigm, fAIF% SoMi SB=), Kb IEME —4) & 01T
AT ZES., ZERASRET MEBH IR MANERE, MXMERSETEED
ST A IR SR A AEFEE (Van Doesum et al., 2013), WFREEFHAEKGIZEKTT
SEBREN, MMEABRREREERTE. EEHFRPMMAEFEZEFNF WA (Van
Doesum et al., 2016), EHNFHENANMSESE M OEREE (BOEMAR ZECHE
%) FMEREIN ENEEBHRRGI M AEFERRER) (I %, 2017), EEANLSE
SEMNMEFTAESH RN, FEAREINFERRINY | GERAMNMARE., BEXNH
L, RN BEMEEENIE (B— %, 2020),

U EHRZNITHIRENEBRBRETSES, UEMREBBEMS/ARBRIIVRE
FARETNOERRRA, AT HARKREIGERE, HWalfEAMEEEMTAMEN (Van
Lange & Van Doesum, 2015), ®EEE—FLRE, B2 —Fh4F (2L %, 2017), SCUEHt
RUWERB Tt 2ESUBIREREL, XA LIRS Mischkowski et al., 2018)
o FTIBWAET O, IMET1T, MHSEBSHHNERIIEEZ N CIRRE R AR ATRE.,

a1, EANMESESHMRELRA SMiSERRRTESAR L2, JANEE, MR
Fmt 21T NI FR (Mischkowski et al., 2018; Van Doesum et al., 2019; Van Doesum
et al., 2017; Van Doesum et al., 2013). THEA¥ SoMi Bz A TR MEIt SEEE
R, RO (BRI, 2016; BRI %, 2020), WITBAMMSEBSELEET AN
BENGIS (EYL, 2016; FEY, X@EH =, 2018; Y, HLIWI &, 2018). 0fAmES
E AR Tt &SR MA TS5 5B XERIEN &, AT 5EAMEMRED,
EFREXMEMAT, A2 EMRRMSESHCIELEHNAARNDAERAEH,

At S ESHMERAERYE, CHAMERES LRz MY, TEMNXIEE SR
SPFEETRBENENRR, SRAERF EFORRHEN, HmigmEinsESHREK
(fE=, 2017), Bal, EHXTHSEFSHBE LM RIEENT, UG UERRER
JZESF R B AF A9 (Van Doesum, 2016), HMHITHSESHBE X LM EIESTELE,

L1 FRIXKTHHSES

BEMNERE XRNEE L XILERYA, 4EHTEREIL (regulatory focus
theory) (Higgins, 1997), Van Doesum % (2013) W ANEEARE X XILT, MHEEZHE
F L E % ZBHHEM (prevention focus), A HIARM (Hashimoto & Yamagishi,
2011), RIBFUAWIFEE, NHBLEFRMENIATLSR, BHREXTH “BF "W,
MENMENIILT, HSEZFHOAMIEET 2 ZREEM (promotion focus)
(Higgins, 1998; Lockwood et al., 2002), By AEREVIESE, =LAEERBGHMRE
N EA=E-£ 45k

E XML A T Z 5 0 R EMAE LA (BEHK, 8K, 2008), EEAKMIGEEE



EARE L —MER (Triandis, 1995), MEE LFERE L LEBIRE SR L OIS
GUsSTOAN A (ZEEA &, 2020), R, WEDLZRWMLS CENER4EE, BhEXL
ERBRERSEE, THEMBAMBAMNAZIXNMERET YURANZE ST KBRE.
Hofstede (2001) B9 AL Z R TR E 5 N ME/EEE X FNEEMMEREREE. AKX N
ER. B/ZMEEANEE, RREARE (2010) MMERZAAINE (. k2. JE2) B
MARFE A XALBRE, NAREEEE R ELFTE A XL,

Mt REXNFE A UL XA XL ERN L2 ESRIANZ, PU
REA I EKE, RENRFEREACHN TR, AR, & £ ZEFRFY, FX
BELELR, BLHH. By, 0% —EBEIHXcizz), B#E@Es) (7o, 2019),
EFREAETFENMERBREEERZNE MNESRE, INESZHKNERE. ABETF
FEHANE, SEMEREAMSESHNE FSEEMARZ, BRETRBEMAT
ETHEHT, SEMASAZEMFERELE, B2 F XML, U “AaiiiEm "R B A,
EBRBFEMRE (RRE, 2010), MARKEXEE, &K, MiE. TE S ENE,
RAKE. XZ2EN, BES%R. BE. MESIAEZRBNE (BH, 2016), FF%E,
RE. BHMNBHAREFEH, MELRBYHO ERE, BMEATEALIAEBREH, &
AN ERR, MM AMEREENRBEENMAEREATSESH, E2 58N
A, AEZWERT, BANTHBSMANEINEME, SHWREIMILEEFENFL

ZiE, BARAEAET, MESHHTSESRE, EBEREOITANNTE, A
RERFE AR Eh B xR, Bk, HARESARTHRANPEAARFERRS

E Amt o &SR CIERL

1.2 FEXUTHHSES

Bk, REXETHCEEHRIEFTELE ENK, 2004), FEXETHARENY
EMEE, PEASCEEHRLALEANEE, RS OCIEFEOESL, EFELEK
FRLKEZFESKERAERASCIEZN NS (EHE, 2004). PEANCIETAT
ZEAIEHER, FEETRTHEM LR ERNSHRMY GRES, ABE 2006).

ER, e 2EBSHARER, [EZEFEAASEROSENE, BDARKRME.
RHORFEAE (2010) FEHM BRI A EZRETE£F, PEANEEZETONSAKEME
SLEEREIAPRMN S, ERITRRMMERRAEERNFEUESHET, AbRRMEAEE
WEMERFEAARFRMEZER G &, 2010), EEUEFIEL (2005) K&+ EAA
]2 8 X (Chinese Personality Assessment Inventory, CPAI), EFEIET hEAH
BROASHEE—"ARRKRME ", AR, FEME. BFE. ZEABUSE—EEE
EIrE R EAFEE MBI AR, AT REUETHOARKS, SoRHFEAR
SRERKXBREENE, MFREIRANE. FREME. FEFERE. XIS U



TABRRARMEZHREEE R T ARSERNERRE GREH, ABE 2006).

Zit, BUEZERRAENFE A SESH - OIRLEN, BAMTE N, sl HEN A
M= T A, Allport 1 0dbert (1936) 5 HH" BT A M AT MBS MILBIBRIESHE 7
Fit, HREARBARAILERRRPEATMGSESH OCELSN, ZAEZAKCIEE
R CIRE MR RBROR B A A, MUATAR T E N EBLE M, T H /] LAG i 48 B &Y )
BEHER, IUBNRERAIZFERTEISAVLEN (Weidnan et al., 2018). EEBHI-L

454 (Cawley et al., 2000). Hemz AM&EIZEH (Shryack et al., 2010; Xiong et al.,
2018) ; RIFEAMAIEH R (EEIE, 4, 2005). ERARUREBEARNSGHEN
B GKINZ %, 2018; EWIA %, 2019). HFFBMEMABLEH BUR Z, 2019) %,
R ELEENIBRIBRFATEX, EFEXMEERT, @IITRAEKRER R
LAEA M AR I FD B PR At B9 A B R R IIETE 2 FE SR O AN, sl e CEN SR XK
FNE T A,

MRETEE “Az®, MAZE7. “QLUBIMAN"EELGERE, BN+ AKX
HHRPMELN "HEEEAE. ENTAM. Hlkm s os " RE, RARRFREA
Tt &SR OIRGN, LUEBE Rz Ais e ok B U T e9IRIB It R, 3K E A S B
W HE IR IR

2 MRl teESEENRE

2.1 iz B’
BEITRIEE. WILMTENARBRMSESHNE, BEMLSESEE,

2.2 MARFAE
2.2.1 #iR

IBIREER : 6 (kB S/ M RAMEE SRR CEXSE TR, FIREES
MaAR154%, RKEFHE. €8, IT. EHZHTWW =35.01, SD =774, HHN4
FakMaERKZEE 38 &, KEBHF. LE. 28. 7. SEBE¥ZEL WL W =
20.72, SD = 1.04) ., WCIEERES : 43 2 OB L AT E, MR 232 2L
Akt 2 A= (U = 30. 90, SD = 9.09),

222 MRER

W RE BRI CEAAISERAITR . EBEERHGN IR ESESSHOMSR
Eo MERPRMTHANME @ BXA LG SR ELSOA—MEAIRLAFIE, T AR 3
CRE S RBGEBH, BINABA MR ELGA AL A MREILE, =T AR 3EICRGE )
RABE G



R, BN EEF SN BN TS A RMSREERITITRIHE, ZRgi{E
ZEUT=EANE  BAAZERERXKFOALBDF T (F) . £FF2RMELELA?
(AEEaTHE, RFEFRLKRFAGA) . BIAARAERESKFHOALDF T (F7),
AFEFRAMLEERA? (AL THE, REFLRFOLRN) . FEI LB RHAELR
ERXAENIEE(EDS I .

TEITRM A S REEM £, WHLWATRIETW AL, XMmbtasESHILFES
RFT 5 RIFED (1 = EFARFE, 5= FEFR).

2.3 MRER
2.3.1 IFERMFRAELER
BRTER 1 2 CHEHUN. 2 AR AN 535 BRI 6 L E R K TS EBSHE
fEFA AR R R, TR B BN, RS T ARIT . EEXNFA 4528 /M
HlF o E (E 1 FiR), MEESHIEZEEX,

jfgj f f Ja5 /L . ﬁ’fﬁﬂ: |

A= /Lf _an]}\ )
W s e

FO38 \]

,‘,;;x ) D 247
# o o ‘
T~ U frre 8 e
2t , 2=, i, 4 -
P : THl = ) ol
125 g AR RE = T )
= hr Feg Kl
Sy . Al A afy y
HES ﬁj]j\jﬂl/—ﬁ‘ G ) AN

B Wit E LA NAEE
SRIBATE T IF-1DF MRS, JHLZEHEA 0L ER. BE. BXE,
B, A, EBE. BIANKG. BR. 88, R4, SEH IR, XAKRA SPSS20. 03X
THICREAT IR D47, EEBUNRAE 4 R R EREC, EWELSSRAICEEM E, #HTR X
WL OE SCE B EEIR, X ERENC . RERAVC. FECIREIL. S bR RS T T
W, RATR 142 P REEMSESHRL, o, KR En S EZE 595 Myt
T BT, IR MIRE, SAFRK 66 N RMER S E ST,

B JE AX 208 Mo B, SREN AT ARSI RAOMELEER (BENH £,
2019; KSPEE, 2007; EEMg, LI, 2005; EIFTE, 2011; KANZ %, 2018), #H{TE
. &I W, BRATEKSIAMLSETZI, HPaFELMELaE S 24 ME
e E ST,



2.32 WLIFESR

EFROHELS ROEAM L, 1§ ALTFIEL I A LITET 83 ML Fdmhl it =&
SWIIFEERIITL RAFES (1 = FEFARFTE, 5= EBFE). BETWHBKB DL
R, REBIFEEHH;E 4 DL LA 554, WA ES. 5 S LATRETC 114, T
£ 3. 574 D28 17 ANV BT F LR E,

MR ER 2 A CEEAN, MREH 720, S8R NRDGEIR#) BRIEITH
Sl R SCEE IR, EEARGIAR S NS (B &, 2019; JRSFEE, 2007, EEME, &
£, 2005) HfTHREE, flm“AEN”. “A2FHN7. “EEHN ", URIRESIHN
CATFIENH T ey T CTRISEY T, WIRREES: RIS 7. REMIER 424
WYE, I 2 L AR 2 OIRA LR, XERA AT INEE, RAFEREE 40 M
ICHMSEZHEE, EPBEINaMSBESIAILM 4 MERSESIEL, MUEEHE IR
BN R MR ZE RN FENAEE EI1T N,

Hit, WILEE 40 N AASEE TR B 2 F 20

3 WR2: MSEBSH OB RIATCIEE 2R MW

3.1 B’
ETHR 1 SEMEARESHSELSWELER, BRMSEZHNOCELSN, BRFER
BRI EHENHSESANEES

3.2 MRFE
3.2.1 #iR

BIMKEIRETEEE, HEFEEERIEARMRMEAFE K. (FEREDHRBLIE.
A BIEFER—IEm. A MEFEEENENER. HFx— BTRRERRI,
SEPRtER 368 &, BRI 351

. BH170%, KM 181%, FR 187605 (M =27.05,SD =8.29), A : BT
AEME AR AT FERERL . SLhrigil 326

B 307 &, BH223L, wM8IE., FR 18756 (N = 26.14,SD =

7.28),
3.3.2 MREF

Bk, Al BE 40 MARSIIANmNtSE SR E%R, BEREIAM 1R 5 ZFE
KL EBEC HE CESITNNEE, 1 RRIEBTRFTE, sAKRIEBTE., MR-
HEATHI, KA SPSS20. 0 1T B M ARRERF D, FIEATF AR BN ETEN
B BT, RAFRK 18 NARFIIRMNESESHILER, REMSESHNEWLERE,

RE, WEITtSZEZIFIPEE 2 X (Social Mindfulness Lexical Rating Scale,



SMLRS), 3#RT E 4 A HEXACO I SL-3RFS N E A M S B R (Lee & Ashton, 2018). —#&fE
£ 8)% (Yamagishi & Yamagishi, 1994) . APBRRMNIEBHHOUSARBEMBIE LRI ER
(Davis, 1983; F=FE %, 2010; kXA %, 2010) SFFEAZ ST, 4 AM0S20. 0 3
TR AR A, KA SPSS20. 0 BT —HMEE S, MR &E S/ CEEEM,

3.3 MRER
3.3.1 mMB&#Hh

ET4A2RRUSEIHER KR EHMBLSECRY r XD ERER, 27
BNTEBX2EEN., FIADE S8 HAE SR RREHIAEN N E, S8 2T
i
3.32 REMERSH

XTI & & SR ERITH. KMO{E N 0. 96, Bartlett BRI REE (X
8337.84, df =780, p < 0.001), RPIZEREGIITRRUERFES.

HRERA ERDDIEFRRMBS AN 40 MAVCHITR RS, KIEHF 6 1TH
FHBMEOKRT 1, BERAFRILT 60.60% T OEMERERN, £MEEERERE
L EHBHRE (T 0.40) IR, REMERERFHRTE (ESNREHGHE) ZFAH
e, REMBEIT2AMBMNAR. BRAMBE—IIHES—IMREER, REHBAITRER
MRAFES., EdREBAE, RERSE 18ANTE, XX 18/ B #H1TRA KR, 4
RENFEERT 1B 3NEF, REBELZRIAE 60.36%, FE0E 4LIEFKRTF
2, A, BB REEAEO0.5570.90 2, EARTRETMLRENR | FiR,

*1 HLERAWLERN=FERSEEE

InA ESE E) E3) e i)

HHLIRH 0.90 0.75
BEM 0. 86 0. 70
BRI 0. 86 0.70
BHE 0.85 0. 59
BIEKIEH 0. 69 0. 63
ERM 0. 66 0. 61
B 0.55 0.55
BEH 0.71 0. 50
B350 0. 67 0. 43
A BE Y 0. 58 0.50
RFBIAM 0. 60 0. 65
ALik#y 0.75 0.67

F b &9 0.79 0.48



e =1 Rz 2 PR HEE

Sk 0. 89 0. 60
(SN0 0.79 0. 66
M E 3089 0.65 0.63
SRWIT BB #Y 0. 62 0.61
BT i &9 0.61 0.61
B1Eo 8. 27 1.38 1.22

TUHRES 45. 94 7.64 6.78
S TTRRERS 45. 94 53.58 60. 36

i AFEATEET 0. 40 HRAHH.

3.3.3 WIEMEERERD

HFRARA AM0S20. 0 X = AFER B FHITRIEMERFZAHM, URRERNEIEY, 45RE
B9, A x/df/NF 3, RMR/NF 0.05,GFI. IFI. TLI. CFI#3KF 0.90, RMSEA /T
0.08, REAXEBRN AR, BEANE2 FIE2,
#2 HLESM=FERRNEGEHE

x dr x*/df RMR GFI IFI TLI CFI RMSEA
379. 08 132 2.87 0. 04 0.90 0.93 0.91 0.93 0.06

Wiz 042

0.65 0.42

;i;‘

0F HHALRA 0.51

066 Feh 034

s

. AfEom 0.53

E2 #HLESHW=ERLEEN



EAENTEMRRRE, Z=ZAZRUVUIEIRMERLSN, FSEH -SRI, £T
MR, KMAIILEFRPERER ; BT SIRFRMSIEARRMIE S 2 MEMAT,
MEIFR— MR, BRNAERKEE 1, 85T S2 AR S3 AFEME F it AB B
R, AR —NEE, BRNARER 2, CRIFITRIEERRSN, SRMK3AE

Ko

x3 HSEJOEREMZERBSIERIERR

x? df x*/df RMR GFI IFI TLI CFI RMSEA

BN R A 593. 04 135 4.39 0. 06 0. 80 0.82 0.79 0.81 0.11

BMREFRE ] 394. 04 134 2.94 0.04 0.87 0.89 0.88 0. 89 0. 08
BMRERFERE 2 541. 37 134 4. 04 0.05 0.81 0.83 0.81 0. 83 0. 10
—HAFRER 379. 08 132 2.87 0. 04 0.90 0.93 0.91 0.93 0. 06

MER3ITTUEN, ZRARERENERINEYY, PRAZERBEANRARER 2 Gt FiEix
R E, WARRE | BANBEI=RREY, EIEAFHID. SZ68FE =ZERE
BZ BRI AEE,

WNEZRAFREBABEHECAMPET TGS S RFEREREN. R, ER
By, @IEIAIEN. BALImM. BIARN. BEN, MATINMERBENNFTRNE, &
ZAEBERBE., L2AXVEEEN. BN, MAEZHN. FTEBAM. fLikw. 7
gy, T XM ARIT AR, N BRTIERT. SSERVEHMESA. KU
FEERRY. ShmEy. MEITER. BECH, T AMERNM L. AT &RE, @&
NIRRT
33.4 EHEKRR

MEETREREE. GFER. PFIITRAEENNSB—HM o RE2580.91,
0.87, 0.80, 0.82,#7£0.8Ll L, RAMSEZHIIFEERMAB—BMEERS. &
RRE5OHZ MR EN0.8270.90, STERFZMHMERX, KUREHERL, ¥
NN ER—H ; BN ERFZMOBLREN0.5670.77, BTHEHEMRL, KBXIH
ERE, ZFHAUSNIRRLEENE, ZEXREFRFNBHRE. R, HAKA
HEXACO I SE- IS FIBEAM A 2R, UR—METHE. BIECHAMUAREIERMEN
Hbr, HREPHEELEBX., BERLKR 4. REMSESIHILITEEREARIFHY
PR RHRHEE

R4 HLBERWOTEERSS . BHEERYITZEHEX D
itRES EROE QFEM AU WSS BAM fBE BEXE  WARE




HtRES BEREE GREM  PHIPR O WE-EES BEAM (EEES BIERH MRRE

EREE 0.90% -

ARIEHR 0.89" 0.77 -

FURIT 0.82* 0.57* 0. 56™ -

[ Bsr o 0. 22" 0. 24* 0.21* 0.12° -

HAM 0. 417 0. 30 0. 36" 0. 41" 0. 37 -

E1E 0.60™ 0. 52" 0.53" 0. 52" 0. 24™ 0. 36" -

BiERM 0.30™ 0.33" 0.33" 0.13* 0. 23™ 0. 24" 0. 27" -

W R 0.53" 0. 46™ 0. 53" 0. 38" 0. 23" 0. 39" 0. 38" 0.17 -

E kkp < 0.01, *p < 0.05,

BETHSESMSILEE, WILREEBHRYE, NFMSERIESTFE—ER
%, BtaESRIHNBEAERILPRERERSER, #ETRERICSEHOELME
R OEEERMEEI L, MR EENERE#L, FEAITTSESARESRK,
R 33 — 2 B0 UF H O ER A5 1

4 AR 3 B EH-CESAMBRIUE K B RS R

4.1 B/
EHR 1M 2MEMLE, FAESESEMRER, HERRMBIELTSESHN0EL
¥,

4.2 ARAE
4.2.1 #ik

BEMEIRETER%E, MERESZRELRSGIIE. EFER—ET. MNEMEEE,
LARTEFER A “ BRI, HEFEAFE "EERERANEIL. 45— HTRIERR
D, SERREIR 405 &, B RHEIR 377

. BM239%, kM 138K, FREI18 754 B (M = 26.74,SD = 7.23), FEARZ @ BT
AEERFEA T REMERL., TLhatkik 225 &, BHHEIE 220 &, BH 1648/, M 56
%, 8177525 (M = 25.98, SD = 8.49),
4.2.3 MREF

B, wAlmliitcETaRER D) EERITSEISXEAEM L, SEEEMAK
MEHNARACIEER; 2)ET LAHRABILINMSSESSHE, KL #TERT R,
3) L ERTEARTE N B PR IAXN T/ Bt 2E BN AR TITRIEL D, 446
K=ZHENE, HAREMLCCEZHIN., 2T REMNT R RRTSESHE
BiRM 331 (K@ ¥E 25 TR M) . 1) MP T B bl TR, #iG 2 OB H1E L
REXNFB B HITIFFIRLE, HERNEEZHAGETIER RKRESIFHECEERE
ML AR BB R RE R EENRIE, 5) LR Rt S ESERMWAENDIE,

p



REBGHRMNINE . B 62 4L, MEFRFESESBMREREE. 6)%IF5 LML HR
EMIMIECEFMHOABT LR, NBPERMEFE. SNEE#REHETIEN. DA
MREM LS OEERIE T SESNEREREMNE I, REEDB 35 &Mt, #
Bt &S BRER.

ARla, MNEAR—FTEN, ZEXREHAMLE S IFERXRERAFTEEC HE CERIT
PRRE (1 = EERFE, 5= FEER/FE). KA SPSS20. 0 #1711 B AT FIRFR MR FZH
M, AHHEFR A BAR B S N ER DB TR, SARSE 17U,

&, KTt ES BB ER (Social Mindfulness Self-Report Scale, SMSRS), 3%
PRI B4R A HEXACO i SE 25 F1E At 5 8K (Lee & Ashton, 2018) . — & 1EE A%
(Yamagishi & Yamagishi, 1994). APrR N EHEIUWRARFMBIE RN S ER Davis,
1983; #H =T F, 2010; KRR 2, 2010). *tMEERA BN L (The SVO Slider
Measure) Murphy et al., 2011), XFEARTZTHATHRIN, KA AM0S20. 0 HITIRUEME R R 5
M, RA SPSS20. 0 AT —HMEE A, BRRIEMSFSH OELH, BEHSES
fRE R,

4.3 HARGR
4.3.1 MBS

SRR, 126 “HERBC—PMARE "BoHSESHERTEE, BHSMHEILR
B, Bk,
4.3.2 REMEZRSH

SNt & ESBRERSITON. KON 0.93, Bartlett BRIEAINLEREE (X7
©5238.31, df =561, p < 0.001), R ZERNIEEEMRRERRIT. RAE
B A AT EF R AL RIS A AT 34 2601 B TR R4, KIEAE S ANEFHRIEEXRT
1, MRRESAR R EIAE) 60. 52%,

ETHR2OMERES T, RAERBITATE. XX 17 AN B 2475 A KRG,
SRRKWFMEOIXRT 1EF4NEF, RPBERELLRIAR 58, 11%, A 03 5 LUSFFA
Fog, RN, EIEFHEEAEO0.4970.93 20, BARTFHAMLREMR 5 B,

*5 HLESBMRERNNERGHE

ESES ESEP R%E3 ESE! HEE
T21 BAE W H LM B AEE, 0.93 0.77
T19 A FEREW AR 0.75 0. 64
T 20 K& ﬁzﬁmﬂ@emA%EEm#E 0.73 0. 59
T 22 RABEEESNHBIBA, 0. 65 0. 54
T 34 BRI L, H—REBILEHA, 0. 80 0.61
TBEMTHIEEAENEEY 0.70 0.53

T11 AR A B R ER A RIS, 0.61 0. 50



ISE! R%2 FSER] ESE HREE
T12 FMNRE Y EE B L T I 8 8 i 0. 59 0. 55
T27 B—M 2k iLNABILERE, BCSHik, 0. 49 0.35
T6 XA EM TfE, HEZRWITEAN, 0.88 0. 69
T14 EXFRARWEFECERE. 0.83 0. 70
T15 HIRFF B R ELRREF, 0.61 0. 59
T18 AR E B TAEE: 2], 0. 60 0. 54
T32 HBFIHEFRF . 0.82 0. 64
T31 KB H fth ARIEFE. 0. 68 0. 66
136 HTHREMBIRMIENE, BEATIOAIA 0. 65 0.51
T35 EAEYEREE NEBRIKBILE, 0.61 0. 48

5.78 1.58 1.29 1.23
TR 33.97 9.29 7.60 7.25
SFTTHRER% 33.97 43.26 50. 86 58. 11

E  RRAEEET 0. 40 FRBFIH,

4.3.3 WM RERERS

R AR A AM0S20. 0 Xf A R MR B HITIRIEERFZAN, 4RETH, ZREHN
x*/df (INF 3, RMR/NF 0.05,GFT. TIFT. TLI. CFI#3KF 0.90, RMSEA/IF 0.08, FHiZ
BRE R, BALERILE6FIESI,

*6 HSEXBMRERRISETRE

x? df x*/df RMR GFI IFI TLI CFI RMSEA

209. 688 113 1. 86 0. 04 0.90 0.91 0.90 0.91 0. 06
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T36 0.24
T19 0.52
0
T20 0.49
070
HE=
073 T21 0.53
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T22 0.40
0.6
0-80
HE=
0.70 T15 0.48
035
T18 0.26
T11 038
0.66
SENL .

T34 0.43

3 HSETEMERURERESH

ME 3R ES, Z4HE5MR2H=RNEERFEER, FALEERRZ-—FER
mM&EJF, BHZRFERLEN, SAMANARB_NERBIE—HREFAFN S5 1T
SimBERIRI A (RARER &, 2004), ATLIAE LABSHmE—ER, SEENZH M
REM M =EAFREE, I EILAEN R R BT IR T 2R 7 BT R,

RT HSBESOBEHTFERELISERERE

X x? df x*/df RMR GFI IFI TLI CFI RMSEA
—M=ERER 263. 02 116 2.27 0. 05 0.87 0.87 0.84 0.87 0.08
“HhERFER 263. 02 116 2.27 0. 05 0.87 0.87 0.84 0.87 0. 08
— R FEER 209. 69 113 1.86 0.04 0.90 0.91 0. 90 0.91 0. 06
“HhHRRER 211. 61 114 1.86 0.04 0.90 0.91 0.90 0.91 0. 06

MERTAIUEH, HMRRREMPDERINF T=ZEAFER, BN LEIRTEF
Wr—Fr MR FEBAN ) MARER (ENER) LS. BUTRERHEATUERRXYE



SR YL TR (E AN —F I AER, KA AECVI A1 AAIC fE NEBFEBMIEIR,
), KBS WER %, 2007), EEERIOES AR,

®8 HIEBERVEEHTFEREMSIERILRE

X ECVI ECVT e/ ECVI gaxr AECVI AIC ATC e/ ATC sy AAIC
—MW=RFER 1.54 1.40/5.78 0. 14 337. 02 306/1266. 30 47.41
“Hh=ERFER 1.54 1.40/5.78 0.14 337. 01 306/1266. 30 47. 40
—HRRER 1.32 1.40/5.78 0.08 289. 69 306/1266. 30 0. 08
ZHE R 1.32 1. 40/5.78 0. 08 289. 61 306/1266. 30 0

MKRSEH, “HNRFEEM—UERERONLERERED. BENERL
o P RENKRARSESBENAN4EE, BN ZAERKS 0 RN —5
PR T XMABRHRE—EMNNMEE 2 LR FE—NENFRRAR, CREMZN T H
TEIWAEE, Rk, FIRERFRIFFEM E, NERHNAERERSESH ZNEE
REGHAER,

RFE—. =, = 5R2HLSBSHFEILEHE—, HFHITEMNERFEN, X—F
REZERUNENEOWLEH, X—RERLAHNE-—RRTAE LR, BREMILHE
Y, MEET "EREBEHE. AN, BRANMMIUGLNEREMLKS, EHAESH
ERMEREELDRIETRBOEST, STREBNNZZ —MUSFOLEE, K EMIL

RANSE “MERFRLSHEROER, K "EREE "M "HNFL " LEMSHRE
NIBEARRT, K CERER M RN T LS REN TSR T

B 24 R AL B Z I M R SR 4G M R BY K 0[] 4 BTR.
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0.6

0-80
0 T15 0.48
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4 HEESHZMHERBERE

4.3.4 IEHERL

MEESREREBE. ARER. PINJFM. HRANISDEEHNIB—HE o« RSB
790.86, 0.70, 0.78, 0.75, #H#E 0.7 L, KPMHSBESHGRERNONIB—HREEER
5. SRAFRELAZMEAERLRECN0.7470.79, 8TFTZEFZHMNEL, KRBREUER
o, HANNER 4 AN SEFZRNEILRECN0.3570.5, BFHREMEK, RHEKX
APHERL, ZHAATUAANTRALENE, Bz, BEERIFNBHAE. RN, HRER
FA HEXACO I sE-Hi IS n2RMEAMSER, UR—RETHH. BELKIIUNAREE
xR, HSMARMERNEIEARIR, SRROBHEFALELERLC, BE0NK IR, RB
MeETBREREE RIFIEIF R,

*9 HLELERERES . SUEREREHEXSH

N ERE  ®FE  PHIFT OB WSl BA _ BEX MW=k HEH
MHRES (E§ES

3 i Pis' O ES [ o B 0B A




ERE wFE  BEIF BEE WEsHiR BA BiEX WREK @M

MHRES 11
3 7 i 0 ES [ 0 B 0 B A

R IT I 0. 77" . 043" 0. 45™ -
AN FEidh 0. 79" 0. 35™ 0. 50 0. 48™ -
SRR oS 0. 34™ 0. 20™ 0.22% 0.19™ 0.41™ -
BEAM 0.51™ 0. 53" 0.27* 0. 34™ 0. 37" 0. 39™ -
21% 0. 59" 0. 59" 0. 44 0. 36" 0. 40™ 0. 23" 0. 39™ -
BIE R 0. 26™ 0. 20™ 0. 30 0.18" 0.15 0. 23" 0.25%  0.30" -
W R 0. 60™ 0. 43" 0.38% 0. 64™ 0. 38" 0.21* 0.41%  0.35" 0.13 -
M AR
o 16* 0.04 0.02 0.15* 0. 23" 0. 25™ 0.21* 0.10 0.15 0.11 -
A

JE ikkp < 0.01, *p < 0.05,

5 PR

MeES, BN TRAEARBKRARAREXM XA (broad trait), RJETHFR
(narrow trait). WIFRBEINNBKIE A, STHBE. ELEBWOSIESE, HSTEL
REOMLSTEMTE F0a] MBS (Ones & Viswesvaran, 1996),

5.1 HRESHILIEEN
5.1.1 —BA L&A FER

M@ RARN M S ESHCIREN, BILTHSESHNEE, RKE=ZEHR
i) ERBE. AREMANPNITK. e REE. HEE MABET RS EE
RNt SESHWHRZLNL, WEESREE. SRIERMPNITR CIREHAR, B
ERFMRBEEFEER, FRET  E—, RARELABRYE, B “#IK " FiHl%
MEE "EREBE"H, EEBHREXRNUIEHEITEYBEERE, BEATSEING)
DM, O RIS TR ARRERRAENOR. B2, NRIEERRSTERKE,
ZRARWEFTIEFZMIMELE, AREMREDKITHEESEHRANERFHEMWL R
B S XM Mischkowski et al., 2018; Van Doesum et al., 2019; Van Doesum et
al., 2013), Rk, 7EETAPFRAATRLIEL RO E, G SESHCERLEN
WMERNEREE. ORER. BN RAERRENANRER, 2HENMAENEZER. X
fth AROIRER . 0 SR AT RRD B KA.
5.12 NBR45R S Z 254

Wiggins (1979) #& H AAEAF A — N EZ RN R ABRHFR (interpersonal traits),
REFREBENHIITHSRE, WHARFZ HEARTEE LHABER, S20HNA
AN A RIS R, RT3 B BRI N3 5 (Ansell & Pincus, 2004; Brown et
al., 2004; Gaines, 1996; Gurtman, 2009; #X%5, f&i&, 2013)., X—MBRRFHZET



MEESHMSRE, BAHRINAMSESRET AREFHR.

K, XAARPHOEAEFIMAMKINAZRRER, REBHARTR, IBEEX
% M A B4 i (Mccrae & Costa, 1989) . 1k #E A& #9# & M & & (Two higher-order
factors of personality), AWMRABHEAIAKHRKINT HNTHE KN SHETFHIEE
(DeYoung, 2006), ¥ EARICNFAEM (Stability) #1784 (Plasticity) . BTEZIEIELE
FIT AR MM, EBRIBERE. BABRT, MEESTRIBAMBENIT HE9EL,
BRI A SRA BT, B, HRFABENZNUAREGWER G, HEREEM
WRASIRIIRAN T AR, BRI B8 B IR R AN IMIEE

o, ABRKEFHFEEBASEAANE F#%, 1992), MK ER (cricumplex
model) fE N ARRE R EAMER! (Trapnell & Wiggins, 1990), NABREFRAIWIRIZE T —
ANEEUAE (K %, 2010), Wiggins (1979, 2003) & HIABREEHRIME TN “Z 1R 7
&l - T B YERE TR . KRR R AT 2E TR RGBS EINTEREH, N
%51 200 A BN B ABREF BT ESE MR 1L,

5.2 HEERSPEXAR

Wik (1999) A [l A AR LOMIE, #18 TS5 ERUEMEAN K
Ad 7, PEAMSESHCELEMAS R T RENELS L, hEIT A S E
B K RARAE .,

oEESHN  EREE M CEMKD RS RMEENESE L. (ZFZ)
CAZE. MAET, (EF-EFL) AMZED, RAKZHRTHT, (BiF R
W CBFRAZE THRAZD, MARE”, (FXF-X#EL) “HESKTZ, B
e, thE L EE H2IhED 7, REAGBRERMURBRT PEANERE, 6
EITENRANBEMA, SANE, WIESHA—RTE. (A% Wi “HikE
F, BB, (RFIER BEHii: “AEASNEBECES, EAESR, HUm
BZEMREUTA, BEFH ", KEIANEDEENEESKLMGAELE, FHEK
EEE, SthAFSEMRL, EREACH, EDEAGER S4EERE HIEEAR
MERIER (BT, R/, 2012). CGeif - M) BHM ALz, fhs ", ik
REHTERPERERLL. HEErmEsbts, R TUF WL "M “flk " w
MEERM, XthIFRERBKREN LA "HRB LR,

R, MEMASTTIMCRRE, IRFEUbh R EBETL, MitSESH
CBRAER A CBNTR T ERENRPEE FTREBREI, HxhEAL I
RAR "HONE, SRE2E, YRPEANBATEANRS, ST ERARE TAB @
FELG AL RO KT ERE (ARE KEH, 2007) . RS0 %5M0HERK
(2011) th#5 H R H{ A B SUEME R & T RAZME, MERAARCEBHMNBIRER. <o 5F



BEEFZARRAFETK. FULRE IR, ZEGRESEN T EZRNRARREH,
TEHARBEEITBOARER, XS5AUREHOPEAGSESH " S Hi%HR " 82

A
Ro

5.3 FRRHPEAMSEVEBERREX
FE A ESHCESN, NELBELMRAAET-—ENEREN. &%, FE

ESHCESHNFEET ARSI REATHOEE, YTREATBXLE S

ABRREFEARER, RRT — (UM EBHIBENRETEHNEECELS ML
B, MRAAMRRBIEFEAGSBSHEAMNMUFROSHER, X UTAKS
MrRZRERNFEMTE, NARHNSHARERRE T HOEERE., TSESSHA
REFRAWBMTEBABLEE L 5EMMEXREE (1A, BEE) 1%, K

RRMZESHWEMIEML ST NN ENGIRE T FREM. BM, 2 =1HRK
Wt ESEMEREE TRYERHNETER, AMSEBSNIB/ELHNLUFREE T
A,

HEHBENE, ToBESREEEHE. RELHE. £EHUF. XEHFEWES, *
BTN CESEABEHNAE (8 %, 2018), wHRAN, KHIERTHOERER.
EEFEEALNSE I A TR KEIIMARRBAFTONA, Eit2diE, ERAits

SHABEERIERRMERRAWE, AT B HIARFE. MiEL <628 8.
FRRERMNPEES CERSERS, RSESHTEES "HEEEAE. EHEFAN.
Mtk m Epnt 08" BB HNER.

IHk

5.4 FREERE

e S E A SME IR FRER, @I AN RBEEIT AR E. W RE, ™
BIZBAHRFMRE, NECRIE#ENNZE, 2ERBIETPEEEZR TS
SOBEN., EMRERFEE—ENRR. Bk, HREBAGHHELHBERRESBREE
BRN, BTSSR TAMNXKEESERRIE Bauneister et al., 2007), HEXR, HEE
DR TMENE, @ CEEIEREFANHSESERER, EERMES
FiE—FYV BEIE. TEZXNENHESESHEXRRARZTETNARANERR, &5, MHE
MET ARSI S CIEENMRAKR, RKERAUMSESHRBERANE AL, 46
SEHEEREY. HSEIRF. MENMENEZZH, RREUEEEERMESE Y,
LAHA 2t 58 K Bt 2 [n) i,



6 451t

KR EELLF L

(D FHIL 40 MAE RNt S ESHE, BiE6 I MeitsET M4 NMERSES
1A, NFREXE TS E SRR T a7 gmidak g,

@ REANHAESEA “NNERLNY, QEEREE. QEER. FRITRME
MABUNAZFE, DAHNEAE TGS R AN ZEE R T £ O0ELEH,
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Abstract

Social mindfulness refers to the ability of an individual to sense others’
states during interpersonal interactions, his or her willingness to respect
others’ choices, and his or her ability to transfer rights. Exploring the
psychological structure of social mindfulness against the background of Chinese
culture is important for cultivating a friendly and harmonious society

This study explored the psychological structure of social mindfulness with a

lexical method. In Study 1, 59 high— and 24 low-social mindfulness words were

selected by word frequency analysis and multiple rounds of discussions. After
being evaluated by 43 professionals and 232 nonprofessionals, 40 social
mindfulness words were selected. In Study 2, exploratory factor analysis (EFA)
with Sample 1 (n = 351) and confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) with Sample 2
(n = 307) were conducted to obtain a three-factor structure for social
mindfulness; these structures include kindness and respect, tolerance and
understanding, and optimism and open—mindedness. Additionally, a social
mindfulness lexical rating scale (SMLRS) with 18 words was formed. In Study 3,
we used the same method as in Study 2 to explore the structure of social
mindfulness (EFA: Sample 1, n = 377; CFA: Sample 2, n = 220) through scenario
descriptions. Then, a new 17-item social mindfulness self-report scale (SMSRS)
and a model with two second-order factors and four first-order factors for the
internalization of social mindfulness were generated. Both the SMLRS and SMSRS

have good reliability and validity and can be used as measurement tools in



follow—-up research.

Through lexical analysis and psychometric analysis, we explored the
psychological structure of social mindfulness, which contains two second-order
factors and four first-order factors, in Chinese culture. In this model, the
two second-order factors were agreeableness and extraversion, and the four
first-order factors were kindness and respect, humility, optimism and open—
mindedness, and tolerance and understanding

From a theoretical point of view, we established a vocabulary of social
mindfulness, verified social mindfulness’ s second—-order four—factor
psychological structure, provided a new empirical basis for the higher—order
factor theory of personality, and enriched our knowledge of personality and
social behavior against the background of Chinese culture. From a practical
point of view, the definition of social mindfulness plays a positive role in
moral education in the field of education, in the training of employees in the
field of organization and in the construction of mentality in the sociology

field.

Key words social mindfulness, psychological structure, lexical method,

Chinese culture



	1 引言
	1.1 不同文化下的社会善念
	1.2 中国文化下的社会善念

	2 研究1：社会善念词库的确定
	2.1 研究目的
	2.2 研究方法
	2.2.1 被试
	2.2.2 研究程序

	2.3 研究结果
	2.3.1 访谈和开放调查结果
	2.3.2 词汇评定结果


	3 研究2：社会善念的心理结构及词汇评定量表编制
	3.1 研究目的
	3.2 研究方法
	3.2.1 被试
	3.3.2 研究程序

	3.3 研究结果
	3.3.1 项目分析
	3.3.2 探索性因素分析
	3.3.3 验证性因素分析
	3.3.4 信效度检验


	4 研究3：社会善念的心理结构再验证及自陈量表编制
	4.1 研究目的
	4.2 研究方法
	4.2.1 被试
	4.2.3 研究程序

	4.3 研究结果
	4.3.1 项目分析
	4.3.2 探索性因素分析
	4.3.3 验证性因素分析
	4.3.4 信效度检验


	5 讨论
	5.1 社会善念的心理结构
	5.1.1 一阶结构初探
	5.1.2人际特质与二阶结构

	5.2 社会善念与中国文化发展
	5.3 探究中国人社会善念心理结构的意义
	5.4 不足与展望

	6 结论
	参考文献

