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Abstract

This paper systematically summarizes the main framework and theoretical contents of Terror
Management Theory (TMT), and specifically introduces the dual processing model of TMT—
proximal defense, distal defense, the basic assumptions of the theory, the triple distal defense
mechanisms—cultural worldview defense, self-esteem defense, and intimacy defense, and finally
reviews the shortcomings of existing research on TMT and future prospects.
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1. 5]

2002 4 HRE 2P S G AE(SARS)E TS, 2008 ) IRHIRE, 2010 FEREMHGE, DLAIRITI 2019
B AL AR BE(COVID-19)8 &, FFLANE 20 A B[R] B, — IR PR R AR A 45 iR 37 1 1B 2%,
WERSZTIRINATE T 7THELLE KL R A, BHhEARES T2EERN A, X PR T 1%
FHER, JETXRAPRE, TEHET RAMER TR “IET” Far B AT 2 A, AT 51 A KO
HRIR A AR ——BE T £E 8 (Death Anxiety), HSAFET BB AT G A VA R EFERZ0 2 FRAT S Wifar
25 LN BE T AR LR AT SR (W 52 27 3 IR DY T ER RS S M R HL A 3L o) 1Y) 2 1H A 2 P 12 (Terror Management
Theory, TMT) 7R A4S H 1] R 2 52

R BEHL R AE S0k ANJS2E 5K Ernest Becker (Becker, 1973) TAESRA 3 H 4t 00 227 8, 2
R BE T AR BT N AT N i R SO B 2EAE AL . BBk 7 AN @ gol s e 1 = AITRGRE)
ET- B IR, RIS 5 R T B W AR AR AR REAR PR, TP JE P2 T AR A AR VR, O TR AR 28,
NEAIFAN I HAH . O BB AL, AT SR ASE 38 N 2R 2 04T N I 7 A (Greenberg et al., 1986).

2. WEMTRE

WAL T AR R BB, e ERRAMARIZE T AR RS, MiAE ™ 2 (Mortality Salience)ift /& LA & F
J7 ARBENNTE B “BIEPE”, Mttt AR R SRR AE . ARYE TMT, EEAFEIRZ T8N %,
AN L R A [R] R B Al g FE SR AL 3, 53 23k 3 B 71 (Proximal Defenses) FzE v i fHI(Distal Defense), J¢T
TR, AR 1. BAWE, ERIRZIEHTA TN EE, SE ek MErE i aEid iR, A
a3 BeE R I, “ASRREAE), Bty 50| s, “ | oibER”),
BRI AT Y SRS T AR SR A S . BARIX — I RV R T AN R AR &, HAETRAR AN T
WG, T N AR I A I AR . SET AR RS TR RN, B S EEE iR
RMIRZ, HIZET EYEHEEUE (Death Thought Accessibility, DTA) ETt. B, AMkiE—2 18 5 i 5 4
HERE, BRI AR PERR A — N RAEPE M A v 7 5, BN AT DU i 24k 2 4 1)t S A0 BT 2 4k 1) i Sk
RIS IRBRAT HA N SCHARHER SRAT AL 7K 2 CUBERBE T, AT P DTA, N BRsET £ 815
FIZME. AN, R AT E AR T RRE N, WS 8 shi B A, 2 BB A A
FRISZ 3 B Bl (Pyszezynski et al., 1999). HdFEMLH], WL 1.

ik

Table 1. Difference between proximal and distal defenses

= 1. RPN S m iR EE X A
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Figure 1. Terror management process
B 1 BimEREiE

3. AR

N e DL BE TR R OB g 4, W T i) A2y S5 2 1038 5 AR i A D) S I A0 T 4
FEBTAALE 2 XF B AL S E A 00 ks 56 75 22 S R B B A T AR, X AT SE IR IO E .
BEAE S5 TL-HAE R T A0 T AR R E I B AR L (1) SE 30 0 78 26k B DUZEHE S, A NI T = 2640 BRIk
P EEF AN TMT 3R A, H TR — MO B S E 5 LA U T A BB DI BE(Wisman et al.,
2015).

3.1. TR (Mortality Salience Hypothesis)

RN, WA RENS AT T AR RS O IRAL, TI04 38 5 & 5 2 AR I P8 1 £ LRI
AN BE X ML R R, BIZET N RALR . B MR, — TR ER 277 WS TT o ARt 1
SCREVELEAR, 48 A0 T N A — i o 5 R ZU K B = 0.35), 8 T4 20 B AR AT IR A 2 AR 11
Al 20% (Burke et al., 2010),

3.2. EEE MR (Anxiety-Buffer Hypothesis)

ZERBAN, EFRTIM R, WRAMRINGRE M T AR R R OS], 2D AR IIBE T R R
PR RZ, WISX PG, AMARIE AR SRR S e . N, eI SRIRER b
B T IMBATHE 5 F IS T S A SR, AR B BRI E Rt A C R A S
FETAHSRIRRIT, B B0 A IR 3G 5 s> T AN A A DL HIE T A8 14 30T 3 977 480 S B (Greenberg et al., 1993),
3.3. AT B4HIREUE Ri&(Death Thought Accessibility Hypothesis)

FRBAA N, WRAFIE MR IE T AR A OB, T2 B 1% 0 BN 2 580 DTA Fhi, BIVE R
BT M AR E A S A BIE . EILSHIERF U, DTA (I S 1 AR A ANE SR AT, (E5%
AN SE BB T A DGR AR 2, BRRASE T AR L RO 2 . 0, D — RS 3Rt SRR AR K 3
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B IE IR A1 2 5 3 BRI Kb 58 B 2 (AR T AR SGIRL, B gk DTA 7K-F(Schimel et al., 2007).
A MITERNLRFAT 55, R B R L DA I R — o B, R UCAIR i is 2 R e, X
SET AR AT [ B ASBRER , o DTA 7K

4. = KB EHF

PRI L R T, MR 2 DLRAEPE 7 AR A FRIE T in) L, R R AEAATT ) SCAG 45 31 1 AT B AR T
AEM, RIE Sl IROX SR e A B AR, AR B B &= — MERF B AR FH A
ERTTERE, DIGEMIE B BAFT . IERFE T IXAOU m, TMT $& 1 =zt b5 48 1) 2 AR B AL ), B
AL A 5 fE(Worldview Defense). [ 2 fl(Self-Esteem Defense), LA BBk 55 % 5 R BlifH (Close
Relationship Defense).

4.1. Xt FpLE

SCAGHHE FOB(Cultural Worldviews) & —F Ay 8111 H A R SRS S AMART IS, F DUR e mial
LR RIS RGBS, EARMEMSE, X—fF5 2GR T T ARMAER L MEFMAF, @l
H & RUNFER 1) SOt FOURIE 2 HAE A, AR AT SRAEPE b BE T TR AR T AR & . ML, R
A7 SOt TR AN B bR e I SFRAF BN TN, A REAF UK, @ — P23 8 GAEmE LS50 E
(Becker, 1973)o SCAGHEFOUAT DAAEAS N F= A — PR B G, XUt v] DL 307 B, 0] L& SAE
PERY . T X ERIK A (Literally Immortality) & 48 A0 15 A0 tH SO0 AR 38 FPE Uk, i, R
B, ORA Ay BRI (Vail etal., 2010). FAEPE KA (Symbolic Immortality) & 8 H A R A ZEMH, BIKE
H 52T S — 3 RSB AFI B, BInFiEmgt . 2R % (Hayes et al., 2010), {EHXIAET-H
JEIF, A2 3CRE A o AR A 45 7 8 2 IR FOY, I AImiEe S5 oo AR N
DLILE AR B & 15 & (Simon et al., 1997).

N T AIESCAHE SO B B AR T AN [E) A FE AT T SERR AR . SO SR A A SR T
RARGE: AN TEA AR, SETN B AR T B IS G SR AR A B T e R A, DA
I A ST i S T A A, 4P SO I R (Rosenblatt et al., 1989); FET: (™ 2t £ 38 2 %o Jal Joiy tH: 5L 00 (4 Al
NHIBGE:, FESR50 Rl A ML e B H bR F 48 2 D A0 TR M Bs B, AR T RIZARB R R BUA AU
Hbr, B4 W EE W AU H A2 BC 58 2 (155 (McGregor et al., 1998). SCAHE FUUL BT #1133 2 5E
TSRS B A AR T HRAH, ke B B3 A S XSO LR st (N TS, e DTA /KP4
=1 (Schimel et al., 2007).

4.2. BEEH

B, AR B S AT H SN EARHE R RE I PR (Solomon et al., 1991). 2 TMT, AZKHIH
BRI T2 LI B RESS AN ZARA T SRR ORRR B 5 & S AN R SR 2 o X AR RS % 1 14
iz B QAT ARGEIE B bRAE, AT SR R AN SR, A& B At LT IR BEE &% 71880
s AT AREREAET, RARBISCREER R % T T By, AT RO 2 4 k. AN
ST SRR RS AES Jie B H BB SO AR R AR AEA (B, 38 I 396 2 SCACTHE R WL A ER SR B,
EARATR IETE I I SCAG R I P 25 22 5T R (Schimel et al., 2008). A LA, H & AT SEFET B AR Tt
M, EFETCE &, ME SR 2 [ H 5 5 5R1T M(Self-esteem Striving), RIEE NS /1 HIE B H
T AR ST B SCA A AR HE, TS B SHIR A BRI ST R Z b, SR RARER A% ] 0 A A7 AR

FEXS E BB AL SIS0 R rp,  FIRRATAEVF 22 SCRFYEIESR . SRS SCHF T A0 R e, AET 2N
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J& s AR XSS N AR A4 b 2 57 RV e B S E DAZE R B L (Arndt et al., 2003)0 SR SCHF T
BB, A O iR 7 S iR B iy BB IC R 1N | 2, AR O A SGAETo =%
1B, R I E B B RS A TR FE R D, AR G e R v R B 1Ak 11 BRI (Greenberg et al.,
1992). HBHIET B4R IR BB AR SCRE, SR B2 SECMERHA SRS I s~ T2 1 H
TS IAR, F HAMA @ B FRSS H RS T AT S5 #) DTA 7KF-(Mikulincer and Florian, 2002).
FESZING S, AW TR E BB A B mKF AT R B (Koole et al., 2014).

4.3. FHEXRRE

B, TMT EEEREICT M N AN F B0 75 SR A SO 4y, SRR A BIR R &, A
FE B T — PR S B AL —— R % S R B, NS B SEE C R B R AL TR
F&(Mikulincer and Florian, 2002). AR, 3% % & (Close Relationship) & 8 X5 4% AR B 520, H AR
H— PR R IR R, LRINSREE . M. AiH. . MRS LR. RO, SEEMA
REFFRFA H S BN R RS — PO B F B, mT DABE my AATTRIN 9 e SREXBEVR I AEAERE /T, RIS
MR T AMEEARL B SRR TR, HIR, SEHERRIMERZ R B & 2 E AR —855, 2%
AE = X EX BT ik (Mikulincer et al., 2003).

VERFT LB ENLE], SEEXCRBENE MM E T 2 EA KL, ELd, T E kst
PR E ST, ARG ESR P S SRR TG, FRb AT S S e HE 10 5 TR) Bk 4 5 AR R AL,
GERRIL, O RS R Rk AR — T AR B AN, RIE T AR RO MO SRR R R )
75K (Wisman and Koole, 2003). 7E5—3L3e"d, FIRIEFHEEGRE R L, oy Aok s s
SRR IR, 45 R RPAEIE T R 5 P8 T AR &I D18 S REjg /b, SR % 7 SR IK i i 31 1 I8 T £ 8
ZEPARHITEH (Koole et al., 2014). 74h, iEAMTEZSHERASE, BHHERELR, BaFREME
DTA /K42 & (Florian et al., 2002).

4.4. pHEAFIEIEXER

R30S B AT L] (0 T 6 248 2 0F B — (T B AL AR AR 3001, B S S — B R L Sk
FABG AL, ARAR XA [R B AL R B O 56 2 RIEATHF I . S22 AHRI,  FHIOS y =FL
TEREZE T AR B I Th e b A P45, HABRAMEMIER, BB — B L sIer, AMEiLH 2
BOs B A2 B AL (Hart et al., 2005), SXF B AL E] ) 004200 RAE & “ BN AMENLE]” (Fluid
Compensation) (Heine et al., 2006). AT, FAIFMENLHITGIEMREMTRIG S, RIZETSMRG, &k rpifE
MURIAECE PSR, o —Fh B AL 6 SR 55 55— AL, RS Aobh 2 i 3 B B s AR Je S B ALl
KT IR RSN, BN PR T “ BRI (Priority Hypothesis), A AAMIT£:
TE A SR B e G L SR B AT T f i, B 2 g S i B AL, L BRI e g o
FERFEHTHAMN, HAWET HE(Luetal, 2019),

5. REERE

BB EEZ — T TN S AL S LB B, BT TMT SR E Boain, ek K=
WAEARZHITH K55/ ARSI 24E, BIRWAR S ML 2 ERREIE. HIR LA
FHEE, BHAEWAIL T TMT BRZ SRR . %, TMT S 1 5 i B AL ) e a8 Tk bk
77 SRR “ e BE1E” Rl EBT SRR ERGIE YD AL H] R sE T i, Rl s
S AR B RE AN DTA 7K TR (8] B AR T FA 5T o ARSRABIE FTRT LLBE X T B AL 1 (4 5 T Bk DASE O B4
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77 AT SRIR IR AE . FLUR, TMT A U 18 =l iz g 977 40 40 52 28]l Jp sl i 2 R 82 B2 U ARG 000, %o e
Wisman (2006)52 ) 1 BT RAEVEHL A ——2638E 5 BN, X —HUBAR T RAEE 9 = Fh iz i B L 72 2 1L
Mk e EHONIEAR, AHEGAMRENKKES S, ATCERMMENIRIRRS B Bk, ARRR T
S 1 AEDATL A1) 9 2 A 7 S EAT SE 2 T FUANERTT, K A RAEVENLRI AN BB v o fe ), FLAt SRR B (5,
AN R M F RO, BB AL 5 5 HAd g B R LR R 2 R
B IR R IO AR 2/ E o 2l DTA o (9, (B A b A R OB M ANS 2 o R sk
WIF TN TR AZ I ) (B, R 3 ST 5 LAt B (20 5, W TR AL (R B A
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