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Abstract

Previous studies have shown that the resolution of interpersonal value conflicts is usually more
difficult than that of interpersonal resource conflicts. Nevertheless, there is no research which has
systematically explored the psychological mechanisms hindering the resolution of interpersonal
value conflicts. Therefore, the current study systematically discusses this issue. From the perspec-
tive of cognitive evaluation, individuals in the interpersonal value conflicts are more likely to
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overestimate the requirements of current situations and underestimate their own resources; from
the perspective of motivational state, individuals in the interpersonal value conflicts are more
likely to be in a state of threatening motivation; from the perspective of self-involvement, individ-
uals in the interpersonal value conflicts are self-involved to more extent, and these factors may
hinder the resolution of interpersonal value conflicts.
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1. 5|15

NBRAME SRR AR E B, BT AN [EAMAOGE TR0 4 18 DL AR IR S RV E & A —BUh &
B2 (Kouzakova et al., 2014) o A 2235 38 5 AU BRI E DU i 28 5 ) & 1 5% (1A 2 B PR A BEUR I RY)
JRAE — RS REAT S LU T . R i ol SR A FR 0TS [B] L 23 [A) L e ke A I P 535 M 0 R 1) 4 O A AE 70 BT 3 38U
M5 (Pruitt & Carnevale, 1993). [X 7 ABr A E M 7 98 5 | 25 i 9 1 S B AE TP R% 7 M I B g 7
bl EMEMRM TR, MR B OS5 M AANME R 2 F R @ g 5 mER ik, MR
) 28 T B ALK E A b 52 175 3% (Kouzakova et al., 2012; Pruitt & Carnevale, 1993; Schuster et al., 2020). %l
1, Schuster 45 A (2020) b4 00 SR EE R AT IR A, EME LRGSR 28 ph RAG B b, AT
XTI e — AR, Bl —J7 im0 B, 51— 7 R B . PRSI R AL E T
FEMEM I RAIG B, R RIS IS R Z LA B B (DR vs CRIFUE GECAk) s TAER 2 o
TG, R W2 IR I (RAE S Vs ARFST) EAT IR 3L

DL LR, AHEE BRI oS, AN BRU (B0 i 9 S5 I HE LA ¥ (Harinck & Van Kleef, 2012; Ha-
rinck & Ellemers, 2014; Kouzakova et al., 2012; Kouzakova et al., 2014; Wade-Benzoni et al., 2002). a0, #f
FUR I E I A N 25 3 SR 1R R 4 B 22 s s N8 JRi (Schuster et al., 2020; Tenbrunsel et al., 2009), & /5
AN AB 45 B (Harinck et al., 2000; Harinck & De Dreu, 2004; Tenbrunsel et al., 2009). Ktt, N7 HiFHhfig
PNBREI IS, PR TCBHAT HAR i D BRI & B O E 2. AT,  m A IE AR XT N B (e v 5%
AT DA RS 5 SR REAT TARER, (HEIRA B 7O BEAS N BRANE I R (1) O BT RFEIR AT
AT I, AROFAERT B RHEAS b, X BEAS AN BRSO BN BT R R DA, DL
SO E A R AN BR i SRR SRR TR 70, FF ER IS o N B AW 7 5 () At e b B0 (i A T

2. AR ABRINEISE R OIRHLF
2.1, INHNEMN

LR AE M TG BE AR BE R DL B B BRIR DRI VEANY BT RS R R g ok (Folkman et
al., 1986; Lazarus & DeLongis, 1983; Lazarus & Folkman, 1984; O’Connor et al., 2010). —J5 T, MESHTHr
B RAG BN AN 500 2 RS B KRN AR E — € 2 5 H 58, T MEM R b >4
T EEERME R S S, FTRERAEAR B A R ORI 45 R . BRIt A AT (B b A e b B
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PR 58 2 LA 28 rh RAG LT 98 . Lk, B T AR RN E M B A% € (Sundberg, 2016), R MEAR
(Schuster et al., 2019), & &M (B WL 2R AN AT BRI A ZELEXT 7k 1R e (Schuster et al., 2020), MTIAH
P B R T IS B ER . £5 ERTIR, OMEM S (AR RT Reoss T H bR 5 BT, BT 5E SE
] T Al A R SR, AT 5 e 5 B A DA ok

H—JiE, MEABRR G RR, Z B RAMATT BE 2Ny H S RS B> AT
SEE NS B O S AR S A URE B (Gilovich, 1990; Mullen et al., 1985; Ross et al., 1977; Harinck
& Ellemers, 2014), B H 3R %R (false consensus effect). 76|25 a1, AMAS BN 7 F1 1 CL#f A8
LR AP B BEUR,  IX IO T O I B AT ARRAE — M SN BEUR, B TR HEAT s AEAE W
MR, AMRATIAR AT REAR BN T A SR A R A B, SRTAT  SR BI, AMARI E C TRH A
I, e g i W 5 AN 47 M 1% 45 (Biernat et al., 1999; Harinck & Ellemers, 2014; Rink & Ellemers,
2007). flln, Kouzakova %5 A (2012) &I #ilxt NBRhIHEAT TR, AHECRIZE PP o, AMEM I RIE
B MR B OX T R b 5 —J7 S 1R EE D ANk, A B IR ) ANBRb RIS, A
PR RS2 B T 2 AR ST, IF X 7 B AR 5 IR AT R BUE 2 5 5
Ko XEEERATRER A, T R BE RN, (8 SR 45 Hh A 2 B N 380 B 22 1 ToUBARBL RS 37
IWHECHMR A —HZERER, BOEATHENT, MFEAMENN B Q&R 2% 155 ST
XIHgE. Nes 25 N (2005)iE 25 kI, MG T H CREI A EI S LB R AR IS 5, G800 %0
HAK, 25 0T et AR . et vy DAHEWT, b T R B R AR S BUME WL b R b B8 22 R TS AR AL 6 7
AMETEA T RES A B OB Z RO R SR FIRE 7, I S BCEAR IS 5%, BHASF O S ok .
ST, Kouzakova 55 NI FT AR FUHUHIE T 2 A2 S EUMAT™ 42 22 7 KA T S ik R A
PR G I AN R W 2 3K LA B 2 T BRGSO AT DO gk 47 10— 2B A 5¢

Zi bRk, 5 ABRA G RAHEG, O EDUL R R A% 58 v M SE A AT e 2\ iz 85 v I 5 2 ) B
T, mHCE&RTIEE /D, Harinck 55 A (2018)%F B MR (B FE 7 — @ FERE L 36AE 7 IX— W . fth
ATTR DA 1) 2 IR K P2 R 2 o A 55 A P b, TR E L b SR B b 20 R o s AR LU AL
S2 W KF I T AR AR B L () S e A R B SR A RO S AT B SR ERE s R, SRR
AFEAMERT B O RPN B SR E 2 IEA 5% (Eisenegger et al., 2017; Eubank et al., 1997; Salvador, 2005), iX
Yo I AR 2R o R B, O (EDWL h A% B B AT e SE /D O B R A RO R B ERRE . R
1M, Harinck 558 A I AU & S il oMl 15 th 2 R B RIAE ik 34 v B 75 ZE R ki AT i —
HHHIE

2.2. VRS

AN B SN RPN 3t — 2B i MRS S P SRS o MBI P R BE AN TE A
] TN A R I BRI, AR TS0 v BE R IA B HURAS . HUbA R, 7ER & R
S, METEERTREAN B O R TTIR N, PRI W] R I Bk S W LAR A (Blascovich &
Tomaka, 1996; Lazarus & Folkman, 1984; O’Connor et al., 2010). Kouzakova %5 A (2014) 6 7885 71X —
B, AATTRACo i H B AT A BEL A DO L S PR R AR AR FEAS 5] N s iofr A 858 A Bl ) S DIRAS
SRR, EMEM MRS, AMAR O BTSN 5, BRI B STUIRES: 5 A
5 ER RS, ARG 4 ST SN B S, BEERIUN B SIHUIRES o

DMERF R, BURAS S HAG I R B, G0 IS AR 5 SR B, AT 17E
A SR AT 55 T B 23 Al B P B (De Wit et al., 2012), X B2 A BRA (B 58 o AR B i
] T U84 O R R 2 — o Ak, b s v AN AR AT g 2 SR Sk Ik (K] )37 35 B (avoidance coping),
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BARFIA B S HURAS T AR LRSI HUIRZS T AN Re &R 3 582> (Halevy et al., 2012), RILH A
JH#%(O’Connor et al., 2010). Bk 4k, Kouzakova %5 A (2014) IR FCIE KB, NBRAMEI I 28 N 44
B AT BEK T 7€ 7] (prevention focus)ix — H F T 5 M& . AR Higgins (1997, 1998) 11 1 7€ [n] 34,
T 5 19) AR LEIE SR H BRI 2 Aot T-IE AR 45 SR I AEAE 5 5 B U, T84 38 9 R 57 (Liberman et
al., 1999). Zg bLArA, B FAMEM I RAG S o A A T R IV EB SRS, AR EE R & o
RAGEE AT ] BE IR RF O, 2 R I a8 K] 137 55 WS AN Ty 5 ) SRS, AT BELASH 1R ) AT AR e S
(A

X T NRAS M MAR I 5 AL, —Le22 50047 738 . #lin, Blascovich %5 A (2004)I\ N3
WUARZS iy 3 BE VR ) 40 SR e MR R I FEBUIBINUIRAS T, AN = B 0R P] R 22 DS 1T BIAE 55
HREMATE C & EEEE R B b, AT ANMALE M S T OG0T H S AR, 1A AT A 8
M. Jones %5 A\ (2009) M N B HIRZESIE 7] fe 2 S EUN A DI RESZ A0, e ok SPE AR 26 DL ARG 25 1) £
PEVEA . EBHUERTEN, MR TS SR B B SRS 3 80T AN E R R B RS, X
— RS PTREE S VR TR AR @ Rk MR TE R A R R B, BRAS PRk v . SR
MM, XFF Rk 7 dbiE R R 2 A AR AL, B ATEEAT SRR (4 SEUE AT SO AN /> (Hase, 2019), Aknfdk—3
PRI ZIHLRES s MAR I 5 pL ] .

2.3. BREN

B R N B o 5% R R e (14 i M IR R (Rubin et al., 1994), ‘B w] fig &l ge it — 2T 4%, I
HLBHAS 2R (I f# 1k (De Dreu & van Knippenberg, 2005; Steinel et al., 2008). H1-FAMARIME M5 E 22 18]
FEEEVIRR, IMEM MR PAMER B RGN T e LE R 28 R & . Roccas 45 A\ (2014) ) SRR
REP NN ER S B B AR, T AAIME 2 XE SN . #e4h, Yue %5 A\ (2021)
(17 A B TR I, W B P Ak B FRAE S O B S i M (B A I B A 06, 28 Bmlan, #EAN
RO EL R A, A B A — B0nT RE 2 430G VR X A4 B DA [ (4 A {0V 7D ot %€ (Kouzakova et al., 2014;
Shalvi et al., 2011), M MAR B RIER M SR, EREHRES, BT & NFI2E 5 B3R
SRR, MR B3R AR W] e AR UG,

Kouzakova %5 A\ (2012) /78 iX — (R AR 1A 1 SEIERRSR , AR B PN 7820 Sl 4R D ZE X i
FIEAT TSI R 5 S B i AR I A E AN R R B A B R i) B R B ANFRLE . (EWF L —rh, Bl ) 3
W E CENBRME P AR B B R ad v RAE BE A SR, S5 RO, EE R RSO T, #ak
FEANE WL ARG B b EEAER 2 ph RAG B P A B 2 1 B REBN . EARE R, ZHFARA T4
A, X R BB 5% B ) B A AN AR B A R PR T AR G, 12 BAA B E A
B N T PRAPARE S RGBS, AATIZERT 78— A LS8 T BN UGE,  1EaAE
T KB St 75 HE A4 T R AR o AEE L S S v, 41 SOt 3fe KL S HLAE T AR BR3P 1 5
MAERZA P oG B, Wl e “HLI R E TR E R . 45 R R MM LR b =55, M EW R
175 558 AR 2 X IS LD AT TRE A AR RN E W A = 22 B 22 (14123 1A TRl (social identification), 1X AJ & i B
B A 85 1 Ak B OB B T b, AT I TR A S E A ARG B . BRI
TR B A B 2B B0, B O 2 A R RE B P R PR, (I 78 D UE B T 76 A\ B
W AE L FEAB S8 TP AN A B FA N RS s TR 2 i R AN, SRRl it — PR B SRR 1A
ABL AR o] 5 M AR TE AN (LU o 2 8 R N o BRIE 22 41, HEASIE AT B (B VLR AT [ R B R B %,
AT IR B B SR T M4 A B A (E R (Hitlin, 2003; Schwartz, 2017). Hitt
AT CAHERRT, MBI TN 1 B B B2 T et e s AN A1) B A NFERE, AT 52 A0 (B0 o 5% 14 A

=
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Y, ARRBEFUAT X B BEREATHE D IR I S Rk

FENBRHE R, B TMER BRGNP R, AT A AT RE 2 T T B Sfg il &
AT 1A BB, AT BB AT 8. B, BEFURBL, ML RHR BT, #x S AR
RSB T R, AR A Tk 25 (Steinel et al., 2008). FARZK, AMALEF] i vh FAE B8 A K5t
Tt e g R AT LA S2 0, AR E I pP R G SR, BRI e 2 3R L AR TR X U5, H
HbAT IR 2 AT 2> M fir koo FodE AT E (Harinek & Van Kleef, 2012), XAl REERM, T MALEMN E RS
A BB AR, 0T R BUSE, MATTRE S EBIBUZ fa M A O, AR B Ok
PR, BIE, ARATR RE S BB A E I, JFP A KRN AERAEIL R, X TR R
P PR AT RE BN B R E, Bk, MASEIREFC I, AT AR TR -

X N BRI E LR 5 b E BB S Ja L], H AT AR Bt RS . E5E, JRATTEF ]
PAZ 25 Ak YA (LR 2 (R L SR FLEAT e . 1%,  Furchheim %5 A (2020) & BA A 4 3B 40 (EL A 1
T2 M B P T I (self-concept clarity), 3 A AN £k 77, 10— B L AEAEI R 5 B 3K
WS IE ML < AR o 2 oa] DU, A2 NBRO EI 2, Rl 5] (A0 (EDWE 21 75
I, AR B BB T AT RE RIS, AEAMAEA 2 BRI B BOAR, T E A
MRS it DA AMAT R IR T, SEM AT i R EA R R R AP R B Ak, B BRMSTH
BT P B AL AN AL TR] (Campbell, 1990)F1 H 25(Story, 2004) B EE Ry, 1 FRME 35 b 4 19858 7T et 22 5%
Wi 5 F AR ), A5 B RZ BB . (HE, KRG THEN, AR LLBE— 28 IF AT FU RS
HBEAT R

3. [REE

B, EEENE I B i HA R MEILE 2 e 1 B, R AT
XFRFE EH CAME B B PR RE — R B A 15 1280w 7] (B 75 2, 2014) o BRI 78 3 WA SRS A RBAR P A s
EEFEANE LD S BT 5 3 SB35 2 F(Kouzakova et al., 2012). {HZ, TTHEIEA HoAth 15 28 5 ma (e W np
REIFEI, B, BEFHNE TR AL &2 2k 7)(De Dreu et al., 2004), AR A LAXFIX L415% 2%
FEME R R o B4R AT 1 — PR T

2 AR ZE e ] s e AR AN E O R R ) S E AT AN B . BN, TR B AMALE 2 B H 3R
A PR 1) 2 I8 3% 1) ) 26K TR 28R 5 1 1§20 (Bushman & Baumeister, 1998; Kernis & Waschull, 1995),
H &K, B ST AR 2 B R 55 (Zhang, 2009), A7 AT LA — BRI B B4
NS FAME L 92 [ 52

H=, DA AR B BAMRAME W SRR RR I, MR E R G2 DA BEPE R FE AT HE 7
17, R SH A [i) 8 B0 PT B 25 N BN (B LI SR T B A FEE T A i R SR A [R] AT s o 451 2,
DA U3 B 24 PSR 5 A B BRI (N ) s AL 585 D) HERAI, MATEZS 5 A B R 2 0% TR 3R
(Brockner et al., 1986). Bribz Ak, AMAEE SO EW S /E—MIE LFFE, B, RIMEUGEEY
XA E VL AR AR AN F0 ¥R (Tetlock, 2003; Tetlock et al., 2000). FH AT 21, AN [F) 5 B B A0 200
o T AR DA E A0 98 B RE A AT BEAFAE 22 5, AR AT LATEIX J7 T — 2R 5L

S0, DML 2 BORAE PG J7 ST AT 1, RSB T T 1 — R T e v B SO TR AN BRAED
RA 7 5

SE 3k
AT HE(2014). ISR, TS5 H R AL
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