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Abstract

The most commonly used basic dimensions of social cognition are agency and communion, which
cover two basic characteristics of human beings: ability and enthusiasm, reflecting two core chal-
lenges in social life. The research on the relationship between agency-communion and self-esteem
is still in the stage of gradual deepening. Although many inconsistent results have been found, and
the relationship among the three factors is also affected by cultural background, age, gender and
other factors, most researchers still believe that agency has a more significant prediction and in-
fluence on self-esteem. At present, there is a lack of research on the relationship between agen-
cy-communion and self-esteem in China. In the process of such localization, cultural universal-
ity and naming should be noted. Morality may also be an important component of social cogni-
tion.

Keywords

Social Cognition, Agency, Communion, Self-Esteem

HLSAHMNANEFERES S X R
5%

BER

AR A OB S NR AR, LI
Email: 18321552325@163.com

i

Weks H . 20194F5 220 #HBEM: 20194F6 HeH; KA HM: 20194F6H13H

WEFIH: ZEE(2019). SN IEALEE S B ¥ RN R SER. O FFFZI 7, 9(6), 971-977.
DOI: 10.12677/ap.2019.96119


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.96119
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.96119
http://www.hanspub.org

H E

HEIE R At AN R Resh RIS, —F W 7 ABKPIMEARR: RIS,
KRBT ML ATE R MZOPRR X T RS MM 5 B BR RIRA B i A TZ SR K,
REBABENRRTHEA—BNER, —EFNXRANMRICUER. £t EHSSHERKEA,
KEABIRE TR RESIEXT B 8 EEE NP E/ER. HorEpxaeshiE - #3258 8k
REBTABARGR, FEiZRAE SRS BRSO E AN a4 7 A, BB A
T EEH RS -

KA
i, BeshtE, MR, AR

Copyright © 2019 by author and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 518

H A 22500 FAL N A R S CE AR H RGEMIRN, (HXTHAEIM A4, bk
T2 IR B - Rosenberg 26 N R I T 4k 25\ R0 — o 4 i 25 44 - B4 BE A4 2> A2 (Rosenberg &
Sedlak, 1972). Wojciszke %+t N HIMRE 1 FITE RPN HEFE3E1T 1 X 53 (Reeder, Pryor, & Wojciszke, 1992).
Kinder A1 Sears 7EEGSAd - B T P AP SRR A : 4B ATRE /7 (Kinder & Sears, 1985). Hrifif stk
W, A2 N R RS AN FEAR LERE, — A 5 (warmth) sk 2 PR AT 5%, 55—~ 568 J1(competence)
BB R A S, EMRRON R BIRI(Big Two). Ei, HNFIRI N A SEEHNEN, Bakan 5
N T H e gE Ry 452 M (communion) 1 RE B M (agency) (Bakan, 1968).

1.1, BWERRFEANGERE: #3214 (communion)FAEEENE (agency)

H BT 0B BON AT AL 2 N EN4E B ) dm 44 R —Floh Fiske 58 A4 H 1) #4417 (warmth) AT RE
(competence) (Fiske, Cuddy, Glick, & Xu, 2002), 73 —# L2214 (communion) MIGEz) Pt (agency) (Bakan,
1968). Fiske &M 5 HTEMAE T Z b 5481, A INFIIPRA FEARYE B NS FRE 11, 75 NPrAEE
BRINE,  NATTARE LA A4 B St A Al H PP (Fiske, Cuddy, & Glick, 2007). X ix A4k B A g
AT N B A 2 AR AEFIUK & (Fiske et al., 2002). HiXPANEFEARNT S, Bakan 51\ T #e3)) 1t (agency) At
ZZE(communion) RS, INIX R AR PR EEAAT I, REBERERAN NIAFELE, HASHERERANAN
VENBER B — 1 T2 5 Bt S A & (Bakan, 1968). HAAkiF, geshtEfana e, hEaHK, &
TR A MEC . E 3. RS bR SRR S AR A MR I OC R Al A B RN SR ) A
SRHE, OERR A REMAR AR S, DU RRIESE. fERealth4Ef B, AMEREH S
FRR) s RS e B, MRS B3 FEARASELERE B, AMRE I OSSR, ST
ARSI, HATEESETT R, Rk BB S BHE R R A2 ot (Bakan, 1968), fEXAMEREF, A4
i B OS5 R R RIFN B3R, TR B 3 (Abele & Wojciszke, 2007). & HISRUE: REB)THEE
ZRBRANMEE T AT I, AP E T4 2 AT N SRR
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1.2. #3324 (communion) 5 gERN 1 (agency) BITh &E

IKPRANE L BRI AU B 7 A IS, IEREA RO RS T MR B i, B —ErDhaett. Mo
YeFE I 7 N A E TR HIE A Z O — A S SBEMISERE R, 2R
Haefseg 71, USRS RBIINS . NMIRIEIZ I ANGE AT B3N AW . BARR A A 5e 5]
PERR BTN, AT BRI, A RIFIINBRIC R, Ref8 BB 44 b (1) B 4 1 57 (Sherman & Cohen,
2006). HFFTIESE K B RESh I AIAL AT VE e ARSI AN 70 B B R, e 1) iz ik e 1 A PR i 32
544 (dominance)/HE C> (ambition)——8ESN 14, F1FE & (nurturance)/#1E (warmth)——#: 32 4 (Wiggins, 1991).
KT NHE 2 B A m AR 2 AN 55, BEAS K (agency) Fl#E 24k (communion)  (Blackburn, Ren-
wick, Donnelly, & Logan, 2004).

1.3. XA M

AWFE NS, MRS, AR H IGO0 T AL T 5 Bl AL (Fiske et al., 2007). AL
R, MISRAT @R &, i Maes 20 IifE S, H B i ME R
JBUH o (RIS, AT S8 PR BT (R AR BE 28 3 S SN AE 4 A 23 5 AR, T At AT 23 32 7 5 22 (Baumeister & Leary,
1995). #EAZPEMIAR et FEARBIAE LU T =5 e B0, AT A A8 A 0 110 ) B B %o R 0 kA 1)
FIWr. Ybarra, Chan F1 Park FIBFFE AT, 4B RANAKT 745 Ef AR AR IS, A4 #E 28 AR o A ]
T T AR T RE SN ME4E A 1 (Ybarra, Chan, & Park, 2001). K, AT AR SR IS R L RES)
4 755 (Wojciszke, Bazinska, & Jaworski, 1998), a2 MNMITE RS BN SBNE Z N TIE, 1550
VNI, IR F 458 MEAS B S (Fiske et al., 2007). e, LS HIWr, AT B TR ks
R RPNt A (Ybarra et al., 2008). £5 EFTIR, XML AR IEARYE RS & A H R R 5068 BT
TETERE A &b, AR MEYERT LRSS IR 45 1 T LA, T B L.

2. AR SINREFERESHE

HHT, AR HE RS RA SR —, NEPBSMESAFE. RS, &3 2
AMEK E P 18 (self-worth) Al 5 32 B 71 (self-competence) ({15 BME RS, 2 B IR R G0 BA TN = U0
RS (T SR &A= AT, 2005) . i 5 2, B B — ot B A PPN PHEAS BAE 44 %8 (Wang & Ollendick, 2001).
Brown \y, H & &AMRLERN N AEFPRERN, A NREIFIAS AN E L SRS (Brown, 1996). EIX A
E X, BE T FIOMERE VR B AN AR

2.1. AN AEERY B X B SR TBUN{ER

H &2 ME H RS oL g, 0Bl BB mER, S i B ARG A % )
BRAR . AN PYohaE 0t BB E AT DUE B8R AN B 3R PN SRS, T AN 48 i il A 24k
b BRI EEAERRREIAME . LM R S e R i Resh PR 4E AR B U AT, RI4R
M E RN, ACRAET) . BESE . S, RESIERIT 5 H BB R E M Y] {H Leary Mtk
21t & (sociometer theory)iA oy, M H IRANME A RIT Al AT B FRAFRIATEE . AR A P
RIS, MR B B BT SR NTE AL, B &< T ¥ (Leary, Tambor, Terdal, &
Downs, 1995). MIXAMAEEHK, HAHEITFHEES B8E T0 %V R.

CA IR Z WA X Re s MEANHLAS VR M 2 A RN R AR LE B2 5 H 22 R R A 7 IR T AWHAE
18 F NH& 55 57 1) 25 (Personal Attributes Questionnaire) X k24 #EAT Il &, & Tt E %, hT
ZIa 4 BB T P. S. Rosenkrantz (1 51 1 5 ZIHR BN 42 1] %5 (Sex Role Stereotype Questionnaire) (Rosenkrantz,
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Bee, Vogel, & Broverman, 1968), FrlAHrpf & =4, BIEALRFAE(RD agentic), L PEALKFE(BP
communal) FIXUHEALRFAE . S5 SRR I 182 B EIn 2 Lott, AL RFIE (communal) #1 55 14 AL RE1E (agentic)
Yk 1 (15> #R 2 IE A%, HAR S H B4 .2 k5% (Spence, Helmreich, & Stapp, 1975). Keith Z58F 78 E 42 1Y,
7 A v RS S AR ) FR A S (positive self-views) 5%, (HJE 28 MBESH IR, 0 A E A8 k5
(A BN B BTN, VORI 2N TEAR T B B [F) i A Re B PE AR L2 PRI £
NN E T 7KF B4 75 (Campbell, Rudich, & Sedikides, 2002). X EISIE 1 8588 %) T BEsh At 5 v
HEEXARMERGE . XTI BRIV 77 2O e s AL A VR SUEEAT I B, AEIX AR EE T 5
WEE I T, BESRIAMZN N ERRE S, Moo T, ek R/ P ArELsEgH
J2 [ B TR BORT O J A B B2 SRJF (Leary, Haupt, Strausser, & Chokel, 1998). R Ji%& A\ 43 iI7E 35056 F1 78
SRR NIRRT T AL S AR AR LE R0 B TIE R, 45 RR TG R T, RS It #R A T
HE, MAL PR B B TR R (R0, AT, 2280, A&, &Mhh, 2017). AWK, 18
o IXRE I AR 3 SO 5T, AN B FRANME B (R RE 5 252 BN R 3 AR5 1) 21 (B, Ybarra, &
Zhao, 2013). A UL, KT RESIMEMMES BERMXRPLRIHAT —, XN RAREMEMIER O&T
2% (Bialobrzeska, Parzuchowski, & Wojciszke, 2019), £ %7 & IAA H B+ E 2 2 Ge sl A5

22. XUERBIER

AR S, B A S LA RS — L A R RE B I 5 A A8 AL A T [ R T A A T
K&, ARSI AL BB Z 816 R8T Z 2ISC IR INE 2 Wojciszke S5/ 712 43 il A A
RS S: WS IR, AHEGAEASrE, Reahthxs T B i 5 2 58 EZ T+, oA E R
SRENAER I AINMER IR BB WS EER, SRR XOC R, AR AV RT RE R BE S L
WEF, WEANNE S, BeahtE b £ SHAL. AT 0%k B 844 3 SCEZE AN N 3 SCE K K
AT, SRS L, sl b A2 PE R AF (O TI0 [ /KPR N R F 7R AR 1A 3 SCE K
BV B b BT A Y . JA SR F IR BT F IR, BRSO 2 ERE 5 S S
£, PR FEARAE I BT3RS 3 N X B R N Ge 770 i3 2 = (Wojciszke & Bialobrzeska, 2014). %7t
A EARAETUARRE, "R R — IR A7, BRI A 8 5 0k B T A 15
8 5, AEABATTIC I LI b TN N SO0, RIAEREAT B 3RV I AR 25 55 52 31 S DL R A
SR, SRS R PURZE . FT William James 55T [ 2B (James, 1923), Gebauer 2
W < BRI FIMEEE B EIG5R” , WRAMAX B R R AL R R Resh e, B4 REEh M5 H 5 &
AR R, GT ABFARERW, EANNT . EEBEMRA. BHEATENF, GEshitkgE
SR AINGIRER IR e & S AN =X T N g i | BN Y Rl P i - 4 = S A N L S 3T (X
PR E 11 FOC s Sy TIE, RIS, SR AR, METERESh - S BB KR
AT RORLE . AN AN OO, RESh M SE BRI B B [F A RS ML AMA I B 2K BIRIA
[7] e A R 3l PR BICAE S 1 (R AR 1Y) B 7K T4 L 4 i (Gebauer, Wagner, Sedikides, & Neberich, 2013).
SRIM Wojciszke %5 A 70 K L5 REZN MAH O (R BTAE XS B B 00 ARt 2 SR, X fh 3= S
AEVER . ERBBA, DU EBE AN E T A F# A A — S0P (Wojciszke, Baryla, Parzuchowski,
Szymkow, & Abele, 2011), Chen %8 AX} i [ JLE B 81K EEL, LA AR SN mgERES5HE
BRRMAT TIRTS, REUEAR )L A 20 R B2 5 Resh MR A 5, A3 M E ol 21 (4 F A
555 SR 4B AR =T, R IMMARAFE RN S, A8 VxS R T A FH A S T 3 i 1 95 (Chen,
Zhu, & Bi, 2017). A[ W AN O Git- B EIE =F X R/P TR EIMER, 7EH AT FEETr 248 . B
SERAFWER, BT MELAEE T AR VRS I8, 10T s AR et AR
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&
ki
X

£/

BT dcTE, Sz IR B R R AT

HER A A B 7T SO A 2 A 4B S B TR 96 R AT SRR B RN g R R . i dn
Bialobrzeska %5 AR 7T 1 SR H B A0 AR A6 0) 75 BE B AT 15 R AR E S8 &R o AR T E M - Joor i
SERFW, KRB A B R £E Re B ME S5 H B ¢ & bk 213 75 1 H (Bialobrzeska, Parzuchowski,
Studzinska, Baryla, & Wojciszke, 2018). — i fMRI W T RIS RF T, H B 54 M SMU F1 8 F0 X
it BN M B IRV SO R ARG, AT RE AR RIS B BN L S B B AMAT BRI 2, Al
FR) R P o 1 BT T 1t B IR (Jiiang et al., 2018).

3. BEERE

H A T Besh I 54 R A S A A E 4R FE 5 B 500 R IR FURAMAEBCHFE R IR By, JEAT
(12 AT AT, IR YEE S B B R/RE V) WFRR T B 20 T e AR H AR
RERBA—, KT HEMBESARESIPE. AP IR G W AT H PR BEEA [F S0 T T4 DL —
—EIE. BTN AN E SO E S, IR A RE T GeahMExt B BK-FA 55 1 T B 77 (1 HE
Wo TEAHERXAE— N ISR A BRI R FAEE LSO N e FvE R B 5K, TEVEAN B BRI AR SR B i
HARIYERE . FTLL “ R BERTE P ELO A TR @ T RER R B, Hort @ e A 5 T — PR
e

W AL A 4L e % B aT A $ik . AR E AN, TGS AT RE R b #E B E B 4T .
Brambilla S5 78 #044 #15 R 0 AL A VERIGE A R 45, RIAEAS BAR AL AR b, ANk 5 54003 1 THI )
1% | (Brambilla, Rusconi, Sacchi, & Cherubini, 2011). Brambilla, Sacchi 2 A\ & HiAHEL S ELAE /7, 4%t
HAKEN) 0 F50 £ ) 58 47 (Brambilla, Sacchi, Rusconi, Cherubini, & Yzerbyt, 2012). 1 [H 2% 535 7 i@ s
YEPEAE R B S IAEE T 4 B A S R (s, owk, &IJ5 75, 2014). wI WL, HAETHIMG 4256
W AN R SO S5t A2 BN E A S E A M, ROR A I Fp e A7 gt AT R o i 4, 2
AR AR T 75 AR A R ) R

28
R AR TS A2 2 W UETTE  ASC0) JB B 4 T 109 AR I«
S5 3wk

VG, Yok, 775 (2014). i\ s s SR8 RIAME RN, O FEFIFZ i/, 22(3), 502-511.
FHSEME, ZEX0(2005). [ EMEEHIHT. LB 45, 25(2), 26-29.
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