Bt AEE R E XS
sy

G TITFERF O R s I TNV R 5 ) LE D AP 53572 R lHr 0, KiE 116029)
WE  fERL AR BRI R MR SR, DU
TR, BB IR BB SR RER. AR KL ARR, D)
AR 2B B2 IV SR, I T 1B A AR A R A
JR IR LRI A B AR M R T, R MATE ERY KB L T
S AT VTR LA RTRE 0N F1 B A8 5 . 3K AT LA 5% 2 1 B 2L
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L7 ARAAER: XRAR: BRI K HLEH

i

NERRAEKIESIENY, MMES M Z KR R A2 2 LE K
(Zickfeld & Schubert2017) BEA 54 ANSAERIABHRN, MESEE ] H DA
fih N2 [ BSR B SE 2 (intimacy), AN BIAT J9 $59A IO e 25t B R B AR 181,
A AR AR, RPHRY DN ARRFHE DN (BRCE, BT,
Jiff, 2015) IXFHIL G2 H F-fth \ E S (self-other overlap) H 3 -fh N ESH
S N 7R WA 11 S o= = o EWANEE £ = S VT T = e ST Nl 121
NBRK R BUEH E 3l N S R B3 AR TG = IR S 05 [F) A AT
(Lumsden, Miles, & Macrae, 201Maister & Tsakiris, 2016 7£ 12> Lb#¢(social
comparisop 13 Fl£E i IE T 2 4t (Thai & Lockwood, 2015; Scholer, Ozaki, &
Higgins, 2013, 1 H, &) HIRANESFEEESAMAREY SN« R 2
fiFAth N B 7 AN 1S 2518 &5 (Bernstein, Laurent, Nelson, & Laurent, 20151 [ 4™ 4
i N2 18] 155 % (Thai & Lockwood, 2015)42 i H H—fh A 5 8 th 1] DA B b
KER BMERIMHERR AR B G , P TR EEENE R AR
B, WA R D A A SN TR i L (Hewstoneet al, 2014)  FEARAN A0}
ANEEAA 1) Z1 B 1 42 (stereotype) Aron et al, 2004 Laurent & Myers, 2011Wang,
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Kenneth, Ku, & Galinsky, 2094 {55 MAAAL K R4 b 5 254> il 5 5 AR
IR ARG KRR, eIy R brffi(extended integroup contacti
2, A g DA A SR (i UL (Simpson & Todd, 2017) Rk, JreEok K&
W E AN EZ R E T, 450, o 3 R N E B 77 (Aron,
Aron, Tudor, & Nelson, 1991Aron et al., 2004 Aron, Lewandowski, Mashek, &
Aron, 2013; Myers, Laurent, & Hodges, 20§ /7 Xt B F—b N E S 347 TR
o ARAERG CAB TR F, X H R NESN R R HRZERRR,
DS E MR 25 R 8 2 TA) ) S R BEAT BT, BT B A N B S A R

1 BER-AESHMS. WEBSZE. FHNNESRE

1.1 8% AEEBMS
RN E G N Z B E2EE . KIE. ZIEFHFRE XK (Pietromonaco,
Uchino & Dunke] 2013, Aron Z5(1991)% 26K H &K~ N E S, SKEIE
MAB CEMAZ AR RRSRERE . 1EH RN ES MR 5 — B ]
P, BFFEE AT AR R (trait) K A 2, 3 H -l N & SO MG EI B
A N AT AR A B AR AAS RS BT, e O B AE B g/b T B CAMt A 2 [7]
Z= 55 P4 (Aron, Aron, Tudor, & Nelson, 199Batson Early, & Salvarani, 1997
Davis, Conklin, Smith, &uce, 1998, %41, Batson“siAAHEEL- M NEZREHT
“LBERARTET 433 (psychological indistinguishbility)” 5lEER), MK E C 51
NHLA—, 568 3 T B o A4 7 IR, MELLIX 2 H S i A (Batson et al.,
1997). Davis 554 H KA NEESH 2 ME S AL ORI LR RS, 7
H C 5l ANAE N R 57 7 T Rl B —FA RN R (Davis et al, 1999. Aron 4%
(199D ZLRYIAAE B H [EHZAT 55 B2 2 i R i 44 30], R AR ) (112 e
SR S0l H CE LRI RN ZERA BEEZR. “Me/Not me’ £
SR, SR 2 R E S A AR O s R S R A R A
FHEE, 4550 2 i B 1 3 4t SO & a3 e 1T A7 B0 U, ek gl s )
W7 PR S BN e R L B IR AR AR A LI, A B SR RAEAN B SRR RAIEZ
6 B0 T 3ot A\ VR (selfother confusion) 3 HIZERAF KA TN, #Rk5



SR A N T IR A AR A SN ZRAE (cognitive  representation) {15 4 1%
H O Al N BIRAL ™ A2 TR, SEWGAEX 7 B Ol N, B 2 il A\
AT BB, B AEE R T B (Aronet al, 2000). firLL, Aron %%
(1991)K H F—Ath N F B & ORI N 1) AARRF B AE N RIRAE B E S, ok
RIEH CHMANZ I BPRE KR,

FEVHRBE A, BEARE RS MA SN Z SR H R RN KRR, —&
o B R B n B 3 B 5 Al N AE BT R AU (viewpoint), #1 A ) B
(resource) FIAHIFE FE K g8 N H F—fth N\ = S M2 (Aron et al, 2013), MR
LR ALK AT B E CERIRYIET. FIiR A B4 “ B N F
HIZ G, MES Ny E WA 1 axX e Bl n] DU FH X 25 % 5 (Aron et al.,
2009. @, IRz IadLEse o) geRl, REML E—ER . WRANNA. X
T A NAE “ B LRSS AR N IR SR E 1S 5 B SRR a8 AR
B, AL (decomposediame Xz i (Aron et al., 1991k B, H1EH CAl
BN BEAEN IR Z B BBl b, e B ARG I I R 2 Tl i
TENAFREERSE, HEICHEZ eI T REFKMAA. mH, 31N
KA N “W 7 IANBIRZ )G, MES TS e NS, A IR A
K H A (Mattingly, Lewandowski, & Jr2013). il4n, B4R AT 5 i 5 T4
H ORI RAT AR BN SR 3R, KA N BRAT IR B D BB AS A
2, RS AT AR B R 2 J5, 250 2 H 1 52 R ZOR Rt i)
TH 47 9 (Aron & Aron, 2009) FITLL, H 3Kl N & & MAE D 5 oAb A 22 18]
(RIX 43, Kl A9 E 3 (including other in the self) # At A\ R . S s R 5
MAE CH—#5, 1ERIEE RIS HILE BRI E SIS (Aron et
al, 2013,

12 B AEBRNETE

A I FC AN R A R R B H A N B . Hodr, Aron £5(1992 % )
|0S & (Inclusion of Other in the Self Scafe)H Fifli A& A 2 1 B EH-ABA
& E 7 (Laurent & Myers, 2011Myers et al, 2014; PetersonBellows, &



Peterson2015;Kleps Jaroszynsk& Piaskiewicz 2015, i% & % E R gk fE-L Xt &
SRR LA [ B b, e 43— [ R Atk B A H ARl N Z BB 5 2 e A [
Pl = & 1 AR BOR, Ron B At N 2 TA] 1) 335 F5 2 B K . Hodges, Sharp,
Gibson 1 Tipsord %¢(20137E 10S mR &AL Egmt] 13125 10S &K (Dynamic
10S) . ERYARFE NP B A B P8, B 28 AN R O 22 1D (1 BE B8 e A ik ANk
O N Z B 19K 2R

B TR U EDE LA, BEFE LA A T 284 i e R R AE B 3l A=
SREE . AT BERERPE IR “IAI(We)” RIEZE B A H Frft
NHIFEEHEAT 9 & 1F4)(Cialdini, Brown, Lewis Luce, & Neubergl1997, B &1AHL
PE(Perceived similarityfe: ¢ 22 3K 4 50 & A0 20 1 B O B b A 2 6] 1A L FE
EEREAT 9 sSES kil & B F—fih \ S (Batsonet al., 1997;Myers & Hodges ,
2019,

. %5 17 15 4 (Adjective checklist overlaphl %7 i 4 %} % & & % (Absolute
difference in attribute rating®) FH 45 5 T 258 18] SR f iR A4 DL S AR BAG B4R . T2
PRARNE BTV, U RN AGRR 22 A5 AH [ (0] 25 A R AR 1 A N BT Ry
Jit, AR5 Al N 22 Ta) 3R At N S (0 75 B2 8 i (Dawvis et al., 1996;Myers &
Hodges 2011). BatsonZ(1997)\ A M2 i LLIGE X 70 5 CAARLEER 5 B A
m H AN EBREZRMN, &l TR X 7 B Sl AAE AR 4 L
2S5t . L, AATIASE PR B A x 22 e vE AR, SR A A3 TR S 25 R R e A
i H A NIRRT PR, AP 7 B ZE (8RR AE B - N B
JZ(Myers& Hodges2011).

K EFRETRHUE L (Relationship Closeness IndeXCI)fEAT 821 L, FHA
HHE SN Z B RS RNE 5 R AN ES . RCIES =A%,
FORPEAM TS L — R, A OB AL R R, BRI, ZORBOR
FELEER) 38 PRGBS hda th, B 25— A HEs AW —&EZn 11
TEBNRAY, SR, EORBAXVEA B AR AR RE H QR WSS AR
FE, Biltn, “EXANNSEmIBARMETT 247, XA NN A B2
1% ” (Berscheid Snyder, &0motg 1989 Myers& Hodges2011).



1.3 Bt AEBHEH

Myers A Hodges (201)\ AANFER B KN ES N E 7R E | B3R
NEBIRFELDE . M6 10S Bk 304 10S, “TAT” B, Bk, ®
PRNE R RPN 2 S AR R ROR B IRBE N E IR T TR, KN
M - N\ 5 S5 B3 % M (Pereived  closenesd)l & & % 1iF (Overlapping
representationi M4 .

RANSEENERA T MR R B O 5N Z R SR R, MR 3]
O N AR S, RSRE TR il . 10S. 2075 10S. “HAl1” K.
ERAFRAME . A1 RCI 9B TR RS INERAE | RRESR B IR4E R . m itttk
W, AMRRENB ) E SRR R 5 - NS R HEER R
2 —(J8W, J7E$E, 2008;Tan Zhan, Gao, Fan, Chen, & Zhqr2p15). J& i A1 75
(2008 FH 10S SR E R IRBFN BN 1) B S N Z A RSEHRE, KIS
AN BA BRI B0AE B 3RS MR T 1R 5] 25 98] A 4 2 35 10
TSI T B RS 5N BA B R 5 B B0 AR o 1 2517
FNRGRAE A 2 8% A 5 2 5. Tan 25 (2015) ZoRGAIEEH O 5 H A
XIE. MESEE. @R A E -t NESRE, RIBFROE 406 &%
JEZ ) 10S FERAF5r T, 10 AR 2 18] 4 2 58 A R FEE 1 8 o A4 4l A
XS R 2 (A i) B -t N BB EAF 3] T8,

H ARG NAERS BT P B AR, M4 5 A AN AE A% Ry
JREE JE I L ERARALL, S R AEAE AR (Myers & Hodges, 201). 1, 65
SESE[E] B ARSI 2K 2 A B R TR] — SCBRBASF R 2 P M S At N 22 Ta] ) =
B RALAEE o 21T B AR o 4 0 22 e R AR N3 AE [ BB RALYESE |- (Myers
& Hodges, 201). it FIRF 7 A MR 2] B &5t A 2 T8 AR B 2 38 hn 44
b N B o~ N E SR RME 7S (Cheng & Grihn, 2015;Alves, Koch, &
Unkelbach, 2016Davis, 2016 Burton et al., 2017; Kneebone, Fielding, & Smith,
2017, WFFRE AR RN (FIRKEE R ES, Sagidm ARG S
Wi L4 55 (Cheng & Grihn, 2015Alves et al, 2016, #iltn, A 5t A
AHFMK S . MHER R BIE AR ERE— 8 R 5 A L)
M ri(Alves et al., 2016) A I 2 1A i S AR MR R R IS0 3R], 24k



BRI 2B NS B S B AR LA, ol S N Z 18 1) B - N E &
PR

14REER- M AEBIEENTG A

Mk, NTiREERMMANESEE, HFREETZERRE R b A
WA, B SRR AL At N B BIAE R B i MR B H 2 5 N2 18] B 2R 2
2 DA S ARARR B

KA N B ARG OB R il A\ K 3% (Galinsky Maddux, Gilin, &
White, 2008 Goldstein, Vezich, & Shapiro, 200# 1] LAHE & 1 - b N S FESE
W ECKFE (Perspective takingg N4 M At N 8E AN B b 1 55 %, ARG, HED
il NI 55 AN 2 BE () O B 75 (Diazgranados, Selman, & @ine, 2016) # # i# it
PO B I S M NA A B PR TR, LRI ] RE AU SEH R
EIAMEANEE SR, ERPBUCR AR C(imagine selfyy i1 48 L At A
(imagine other)yiZ, KX HAx APPIM S (Laurent& Myers, 2011; Myerset al,
2014;Petersoret al, 2015;SassenratiHodges, & Pfattheicher, 2016; Cooke, Bazzini,
Curtin, & Emery, 2018 Oh, Bailenson, Weisz, &aki, 2016), 8% [ O )5 1L E R ik
WG EA A B, BRMGBM NR AL KAEEE S B, BOCafaH a8k
2 RGN 7 V5 BRI AR GuAth N AE 22 I A I | 2 AT AE V% (Baston et
al., 1997) R H CIU7 k51K M 3 -t N E SR & T R4t A\ J7 % (Daviset al,
1996; Myerset al, 2014;Petersoret al, 2015; Buffone, Poulin, Deluryinistero, &
Morrisson, 2017) —J71fl, R ARG H S5 T ARRIH %R, 51
o Hbptt NP4 T SRS . AR E 253k 1 H 3T 7 (selforiented)l
fib A\ 317 (otheroriented Py A i@ A4 56, 43 BB 0V E AN (o SRIRALAE T
AMANHE DR ) XRETHCS GRSFHARKZ? O AN TR RS
TN SRR E O OB NIEZX RS T A H A& ? ) (Batson et al., 1997;
Myers et al, 2014), A —5TH, BREH HMEG M AN H - A X 4 (self-other
distinctionyff AR HIFEMN . SR H CINEMHE, BRMATTES FBEL-MmA
X 7r g hn(Batsonet al., 1997) MR H C A ME LT L 15 H RN



FHAREE, B S AR AR (Davis et al.,1996) &A% H - A X 5.
IeAh, fMRI BHFERIL, A R E O TiE B s N IEES TSR, #
RN A 50 DX R 4o 2237 Bl SR ABL TR 108 B e D P N ) R A 2235 31 4t
TG ABNZ P36 P Ol i R 2238 3 5 SR AT B A X 53 TFk
INF (R K i #2275 3 A& — B (Buffone et al, 2017)

H il (embodied simulatiot, &4 i AMA 540\ 2 18] 1) B b\ S5
J%(Gallese& Sinigaglia,2011). A A 712 KA AAE R 5408 b () N W0AH [ 55 2
AHRIE) T 28R e T B Iz s, KIS SEAFRLAMEL, ShifERD A0
1E 10S &R F1EE H AT 1 ANV 35 5 1 5 -1 A2 & (Lumsdenet al,
2014), #iff i N I SAEAE 81540 4 2 45 (Ruggieo & Catmur 20187 5[ T 5k,
AT Z BN R Bl 2B AL 49 22 3% 3 (Avenanti, Candidi, &Jrgesi, 2013Lumsdenet
al., 2019, 7] LAFEIAMAMARLS i NI4Ty, BN OB ES], HER T A
HIRAS (Tiba & Manea, 2018 AEAF ML 7 Al N A SO FRAE,
Wk T BN E S

2 BE- U ANEBMA R XS YT

H -\ B Lk & [ e (relational selfyf it —Fh, JEoRiH E A AN B A
FRRARAE R X R AR, &AL BIRY 7 (selfexpansion)y B 11, F Al A HI 558
M FERINE EH R HI45 R (Aron et al, 1991; Aron et al., 2004Aron et. al,
2013;Sedikides, Gaertner, Luke, O'Mara & Gebauer, 2013)
21KXEHEBEK

Markus F1 Kitayama@991)a 742 Hi H F 4 (self-construalft &, H K
FaA R B SR N 2 R 9% &R B AR B SR BR AW E K. Brewer fil Gardne(1996)F It
Fert 4R = H R FE L (the tripartite model of selfonstrual) i\ y/MA& K] E
FEMEFENMEETR (individual self). £k H F(collective self) RAHEZ ="
iy Horb, K& H IR H O HARL MEZ 8 &, A HAME S B EZ b

ANZ A% B3K5E ok & H F(Sedikideset al, 2013:Ra hat & i).I'EHHEsn |

PEEMNRIA 5 GRS RS B AR 2[RI 58 & 5% D) 9% (Sedikideset al,
2013, EEABNRXMAAEEER N BEE MM, BIECEE WA

2016



Ry A EEEZ(Leising, Scharloth, Lohse, & Wood, 2014

— 7T, <A B IGREAMER B CRRAE 5 XN RIRIEZ TR B 22 5, #Bh
MEKH S SMAX IR, PAEERANNX S, EFMAERA 10X H A
ft NHI4T A (action). %14 (perception) JEii (sensatiom)l 5 £ (emotion ))& AE [X.
3 IF K RE J1(Tomova, Heinrch, & Lamm, 2018) % —J51, <& B WamiE
PSS B O RAEFIR i R AE 2 7] (AR ALLS 73 (Aron et al., 2009) 1 LEAR{BLHY)
RALRHEAME G AN Z 18] 58 R %0 B2 R BT B Al BRI
KA AR, RPN ANMIRARMR s IX AR ALLEE — 20 s s A B S0 1) B AN At
NFEINSEE . i, KR B3P MO B DRI A A AR Z (8] AR BES 73
15 2R, 5 A Z T8 X 73D, AMARE A N\ 21 5 324 7 (Aron et al,
1991;Aron et al., 2004Aron et al., 2013) JEAK T Xt AME& HIRAE S B WM& 3R
fEZ AR ES. prik, AT B3-S 91l 5 AR A=A FRAE
IR & H e

R A H R FREN B LSRRI 1% & 3 S WA (relational
selfreference effegt(Huang et al., 2014) 5 T N S 18 54 b g il ks o i 25 14
e IZ G B E T — et NS B B 18 U T4 4641 S BiCAZ 5 (Wu, Wang,
He, Mao, & Zhang, 2000 Serbun, Shitfll Gutchess(2011 8, BHIXSWHILEE
Z WO U 218 B e 12 BoA AR R e BEPE T, i BBt 1 #lilns 54 i A
RETHHTICIZ . KA H AN EBREEH SN Z 05K RIS 1
FAARI L5 R (Aron et al.,1991), H CAIRESE Z [A] i i B8 B B Al 45 Al ot 5 B
A E CAHIB R A1 B B2 RS A B2 2 57 MAEIN T S8R R IE
B, AR T 5T B 3RA OE BARRUR I AL (Aron et al, 1991;Aron et
al., 2004,
2.2 BEY K

H Y TR N KBHL R G0 (Aron & Aron, 2009, i HEAd A R BEUE
s AR R I B 3 (Mattingly et al, 2013k s2 B3Py 7K, REMEAREEHD
5 N2 [a]ff)2% & (Aron et al., 2004) Lewandowsk Jr, Aron, Bassidl Kunak
(2006)M\ 5% £ B %4 (relationship dissolutionlf) £ 181 T & & — B i) 2% R E1%
ok E R AE—BOHIR R, WERAMARES IR 2 1O IR BB 2 1Y RE ),



TR ZZBOR RERI, MR B M &2 2 BTE G oS, Bred, —Bek
FH Y IR Rk GR, MK NN B IR R bk s, AR B -
S K (Aron et. al, 1991Aron et al., 2004 Aron et. al, 2013 Aron & Aron,
2015. [, FATANEE M NESZMELLE Y KV H PR, TAPAE
A 4G

23 Bt AEESHLEEHRE

#L2x R & (social distancéi 5 H 3 fth N\ E & % fHik (GarciaRetamero &
Galesic, 2012) 43 i B8R AMAXHB AR H 2 [F 26 RImIEFE b, E1r%
R AR G A N 2 18] 28 REUBETE A, 0 R A 2 BB 32 AR 090 B R 25 (mental
distance)Mantovani, Andrade, & Negrd, 207 71 #& = 2 )\ AR 4 (familiarity) .
2% %5 (intimacy AT ARABLE: (similarity) =N £ & 2K @ MR N 2 8] i) 4 2 BE
2 (Sun, Liu, Zhang& Lu, 2016;Krueger, Ullrich, & Chen, 2006 MA& 54t A\ 22 8]
PR BRI ATz M Bt BE R i . N, KA A A B O
B A iyl T R S = N = 1B A SRS Sy N 2 el 1 T R
(GarciaRetamero & Galesic, 2012)H C. 5 # A Z [t <R/ T B AAPE A4
ANZ [ & (Myerset al, 2014; #9157, BT RE, Yuifh, 2015. HEAMh
N2 815 N B AR ALE (interpersonal similarity sy, Me£s\ yiRLe 5 A O a4 T
2. HEEFRPUSTE BB, 5 E S E 2 S 0T (Farley,
2014,

Frox PR A -t NS0 AL, AT DU SR RAE M S5 A N 22 18]
MR RICITHENE . Ao R BBk, MARRAN R 5 SN 18] K RBkoRir: e
PR, AMARIREN R B A N Z 7] 5% R BT IE (Sunet al, 2016). [FIFEE, A4
RN TR B -t N E B R, MRS H B 5N Z T8 H) 58 &
MR MESMAZ B N ESEERK, MM CSmAZ
IF] )% R ARIEE L (Aron et. al, 1991; Aron et. al, 20L3)fij H., #<:#E % (Trope,
Liberman, & Wakslak, 2007 5 b A E & (Aron & Aron, 2009¥F50 | M4k
xif A AN 5 _E R F AR VAR (attribution), SRR ) TSR F 4 S5 VA R S A A
5B O iR S EGT AN B B AR AT, SRS S R RS 5 | A
22 PR BRI N & Ik A H) 34 (Tropeet al, 2007 Stephan, Liberman, & Trope,



201, fEHFTABNES P RAAERBUNILG, A A TR A 15 589 PR ke R
5 HOCESREEE M S LR, HRRARRERES HCESRE
BURKIAR A S b AL AT (Aron & Aron, 2009)

g, WATWNARER AR E E- N ESXN ISR . 5%,
AR R OEEE R AN NS, & 50 (temporal distance) =5 (A
= (spatial distancefJI 2 5 = (probability distance)-%1/(Yan, 2014, CH W7
SR TR S SRS S O R F R, H B EH SR [E
PRES. SAEE RS MERIE S 2 A B RWIEA M. HIRk, iR B E IR
NES R ETVEAF . BRI T E NGB SREPEAARE =AM ke X
SRR, (HEAKECK T 10S &% (GarciaRetamero & Galesic, 201 &4t
2-PEE, B ANEBSRIAN I0SEE (Myers & Hodges 2011) Rill&E T H
T N B B W RACE B . 5, LIRS IR RN E SO A, 14T
fOAE SR B AR b0 SO Ak 25 BE 5 AAE AR AR B2 b 8 SR Ak 25 BF B VR VA 1 H
(GarciaRetamero & Galesic, 2012)H $—ft A\ & 7L, AMERFNEIH O
AN Z AR SR B s H R NE S EERN R —, MRS
[ (¥ A B R P 3R N B 2 W W35 52 (Tan et al., 2015) Jirbh, ARRR4:
SRR AN B - N EBIRIEHH .

3REERE

FERGE B -t NE S NSRS 0. MR T Emaity, LURCH H R oo
HE-ANEBR ARG L, @l B AEE S5 RABHZAIN KR,
AT BH -t N E L H S N BAHLRIER R R B, —ARE
H Y KA ZIHLIRAE T, KAl N RIS W RIS BN B FRIE BN
EHRMS LR ES. BRE RN ES S s MSAAEL, ERAEA
i BT A INEAX 7)o AR AT BUE 5 5¢ R H FATZ BB T R RIS B -
M NEZ R L], i B e ZOGUE T i B - N B0 2R 58 R 1
SR



3.1 BR-ftt AZZRIHEZANH

H NG AT AL TR 3 AN B SR . <R B IRAREA
A0S OB R AE AR il A B3R AE 2 18] () %2 57 (Shaw, Czekdva & Porubanova
2019 [FINF,  SCELESAMART H OB RAEAN A R R AE 22 18] AR LS 73 (Aron et
al., 20®). HEABNEBAE 7R FRERPAMERS B SRR i FIRAL
AR 73, EHR R AR SN “BFR 7. BTEL, AT RAASR &R B 3R E L]
SRIEHEE T it 5 F -t N E SR AL (Mitchell, Banaji, & Macrae 2014 Liddell
& Laura, 2016 Liddell et al., 201Y.

HAHK AL (ERPSIT LI, HMAEM TS B CRA SRR A
F S, ALK L B HL 7 N2(Chen Zhang, Zhong, Hu, &i, 2013) 515/,
HHLA X P{Matsunaga, Yokosawa, & Abe, 2085 5 K URIE . 5 — At A
AL, #L e N T T 5 A QR A R B E A A 15 B (Barton, 2014), fMRI
R TE BN, AEOHFIS . BN, AR 5. TEEAMT S KR
BTN FNEA S\ F oA, AET & B2 5 (medial prefrontal cortex, MPF@)
H &AM B RN TS 7 BEE/EH (Krienen, Tu, & Buckner, 2090 7ER i L2
W HIMMES S, MPRCHESIE B RS KA BRSO  IA1 R B35 2 5+
(Zhanget al.2006§. HaradaLi £l Chiao(2010¥& ¥, SFa‘E NZ1EHIEL, B
Z: WM AL 2R 2 ST T B35 F T . 0 A2 AF 55 #0825 A e P9 0 A1 20 e R 5
(VMPFORI LB H « XA, S5aANEEME, MomT5aeH
e o B A S BB LRI L B 3RS B AR L 2 (B AR R 2 A1
A2 A GRAER, BATRHE, BRLE, 2014) BT B3R NES R AAENENE A ]
H I 15 BSR4 H S (Aron et al, 1991), 1fi H R A B B\ 5 8 R FE &AM A A il
NZ IR & IR A A CAERESRAE 5 M & R E S, i MA7En T 5 £
PRAT RS B AL A 1 500 B A7 A5 B ARLEY N T HLA (Aron et al, 1991;
Aron et al., 200 FTLL, TATUNA KA LT MPFCTE H &b N E S TH 1)
VE R BLHIHEAT HR 1 o



3.2 Bt ANEEXT ABRK REVHRF

O B 90 F ZR W T 3 -~ N E B AN R A At N 2 18] 56 & (1 AR A
(Lumsderet al, 2014 Thai & Lockwood, 2015Maister& Tsakiris 2016, 1R/ 45 #t
FEORVERL FEI B - N E B4 B S TR 1) 58 F 0 R I I EE R . RN
U5 DR B 8 ) B2 TR R R R e« IR Gn B1 O 5 AR R S
AR 25 B AR AT Y B B 42 (personal controfjii > A & 17 (personal identity}z 5]
TRE BRI BN Aron et al., 2004) ARSI R H OS2 B8 i sl +
Wiy, MARERMS . BERKRE. B IKIIBEI AT BE S Z B AR, =5
EAETE R H AL . B0, HIRRRP R — R BEEZSEE AR, i —
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Self-others overlap and related concepts

ZI Hongyan; HE Jiamei

(School of Psychology, Liaoning Normal Universltigoning Collaborative Innovation

Center ofChildren and Adolescents Healthy Personality Assessment and Cultj\dithan
116029, Chinj
Abstract: Self-others overlap is theverlapof self-concept between individuals

and others.In previous studiesmultiple conceps of selfothers overlapwere
proposed and different measuremest were formulated to measurethe two
dimensions ofperceived closenessand overlagping representation Moreover a
variety of methods were developed noodify anindividual's self-other overlapwith
others Furthermorethis articleanalyzdthe relationship between selbther overlap
with relational self, selexpansionandsocial distancelt was found that edf-others
overlap is the resulof selfexpanding activitiesthroughi ncl udi ng
identities, resources and perspectivesnto themselvesin futureg it is necessary to
explore the neural mechanism of theelfother overlap,in addition to negative
impacs on the interpersonal relationship.

Keywords: Self-other overlaprelational selfself-expansionsccial distance

t

he

ot



