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B o5

ERK T

(" RO ROPIFRE, BERT, 210097)
RGBT WIS, Bat, 210097 )

T AT R EAR A FRPTIER , R OCSCHRS . R A R AR L SRR RIS SR i) 22 i M 3

W, WP RS AT AFREE . A REE . S A IRENS RS SR RS . XIS AR RIS R

AT, TR IS F b o 7E R SRR X S e K AR A FRSRIEAT T B, R B rh NI AR F R 2 2R 3
HRAR 2)7EE HEEAR SEAKR SUkaRARk

o, % #y ( Hazel Markus ) F1Jt 1l ( Shinobu
Kitayama ) T 1991 4F Aok, F5k {82 cfk
Mt S, fEhakar B3R, BEAR AR P
&, IR TREEHETT (Markus & Kitayama,
1991, 2010) . 7#57 F FeH4:& (independent construal
of the self ) J& 541 H K AEH —Fh Il 25 A 5E 19 B
AL, B FERAEM RS SR, BEAR AW E

(interdependent construal of the self ) 245 H K5
N, #hss . FREEMHEKRERE R, OHER
XS {3 BAK A RS AT T AR
KEEE, B0 EA R IR, it
T8 Z2 o SO R IE R =E & R (R, (h)
#t , 2017; Hong & Mallorie, 2004; Kagitcibasi, 1996;
Krahnke, Wanasika, & Kilpatrick, 2012; Park, Uchida, &
Kitayama, 2016 ) . 7EMTTF 50T, RAA OB
HEAM AT, JCHLELEARNRET TIRARE.
L MES AN LSRR A S E YN (HE P S
H 5B, B —Fh R 580 AT IR S A AR
RZR (TARE , 52003 , B4R , 2007; Kim, Yang, &
Hwang, 2006 ) , A E—FPgfE CAi 05 ( Tsuda

& Hwang, 2016 ) , LU E A AROELE (B
[ A, Bfi ¥, 2009; 4% FL 5 , 2008; Chen et al., 2016;
Lu, Kao, Chang, Wu, & Jin, 2008; Spencer-Rodgers,
Boucher, Mori, Wang, & Peng, 2009; Sun, 2017 ) .
117 825 SCAR TR ] A BFF 5 A0 8 T % SR AR = L A
J& (LeFebvre & Franke, 2013; Taras et al., 2014 ) ,
e T £ 8 B33 IIS (Gaertner et al., 2012; Gore &
Cross, 2011; Sedikides, Hoorens, & Dufner, 2015; Smith,
2011) FSCib 25 A FRALS R E A RIS (BHE
2015, BAGEM , SR5%, MEE, 2015; Morris, Chiu
& Liu, 2015) o fEUAHI TR ELCRIEM A FRIF, 25 H
] 55 B O o EAR” B[R R, D ARG
Ay B, RAG—M. R
AHACHE S G, B ey, Al DL
MR EAR “FRATOH” |, I E SR
FIZ T AL

2

2.1 DAHDBRIEAR A AT S PR
P 238 ek F 20 20 40 AR AR 22845 SR
(differential mode of association ) JEAH, BEE T Xfrf
EA DA POMEMRATR” ABEHIRAL, filik
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Sy B BEAE VY 5 AR 2, RGBSR BB 54
ABF, TEBEE RSN, FABE R+
Ve AKIE L) — PR 0, N A & HEIE R RN
LS. R, BEMIESE (R, 2016 ) o EF
W SRS —FP LR OB 2E A Jry, LR R AR
O PIHTER T, A BTN R Y B A
MRS, ik HFONFEI LD E A, TS —F 2
ZET AL EAR AR

YN OB T, 22 R AR BE
WHERRE, PR ER, YRPEAHRAE “ACA -
AR ERYERE, AMEXTS HIRMCER, R
FORITRE AN TR LR B FRAL SRR R
FESE R HAR A TR AR/, mivar Am AFRAE
R (R R, 2017) o SIEGKIRHHIL,
MREFFIE RN EAR T2, RIHHZEORE
MXRZFIS, MUEFEmg, B,
L KGNSS DAL S T, R,
MERIE | 2015; ' H L 2008 ) o M4k, Z2FRE Ry
SRR AR B | SR B 0 AR AR AL
SMEIEE T HAL, PR B R, A SR 4
MIRRENZZES (TREE ,2009)

ZEFTHE SR B XF A A Ry Hc i ELAR L 3 FR A 156
BH-F 0BT, AR ) FAR [ A Hoph 27,
FIRF AN AR T LU A5 FL T 7E N 191
K (333, 2016) , (HXEERAAAEE 5 1A R B
UG (IL%E, 2013; TR, 2016) o fREM) “we”
AR A C &, G KIS 2EY, HEE )
WA ARB AR CLBR, AR OMRIL, £
T A AR S U S X, P22 RS SR AR
KfERE, FEBCOMIRAL T o ik E A A AR A TR
WAL T SR A
22 FheEUn R EAR [ AT BB

FEAHUR A EAK F IR ST AE S BRI
FOHULY” ELE . A R EGE TR
R IR REME G, E A FE X RO SE 1 5
&, XHCHEM, FHik, PEAMAREE SN
H SRS BRI Y, TS 2R, EE A TR
B NN PO (PR, 1989) o ] 2 1 32
EEHTPEANXR ARMES. Ml ERE S
— A RARLIRAE S, EHECT, MEZ EEE
HEAR, HHFMEMAAR G EE, A EA
() A R —FhRE M AR AR (Ho, 1995)
LERP X AR AR AR, $20 T “fR s - i

M HRES, M ERZ N7 FEHE
B GBI R “i” , BRI ARELT—
AMIFHA ORI (LR, 2016) .

TEOHE 5 oh A28 B AR A TRFSE
LI ERE (EHRK, G 2009 ) B “HE Aot AT
W7 OB Al AR SR ST TR BARTR
AL RSGE, (HUAESEm P ER AR E, i
Bt S I e h—Fhm Rl SRR SR A B
PG, S BUR I ARE S = NRFNE, 4
LR SN ITEINE 33 AR RPN G S SN EE)
FPAT KRR S EECR, FKMEn F 2R R
EFISEZR, i AT 80— A\ B AR, P
] AE =2 G AR T S RO R X 2
X =R AE A, R RIS A sh ik
R, N T IR AdE R L]

FHSCSHEFFC RS, o E AR B FR E R
R R . FpE U A B A, e DA A ER
mAE R B REE (Sun, 2017 ) S~z FeAHLL,
B N A 23 B ) [ 2 i o s X6 155 4 2 i B R
LB LERISUAR (A EHX , i, 2009) .
XL E e E R A TR R B, b e
s NIRRT DN E o [ SN R0 Y 2 LWNGRE
fok s A3, AL N Z UL ARG BORBHAIR
(LNGE TV IR AT NG R NS S b= P L i
MR ( Cohen & Gunz, 2002) . FfH., HEA
AT 2B A EAR TR RS s, AR ARSI
(BB TAE MBI B FER, 4R 5 ( Jiang
& Gore, 2016 ) .

FE2ERA AR SC A BSOS R B . R
G, A NECE) B AR O OE R Z IR AT, K
AEFT A U 3K B R G ) A A7 =X B I 25 1)
WRE—DMEENRSE, [N, 5255 AR
F—FE, MR THRLZR UMY, X+
AR HAR B TIPS I FEDLHI B Z IR AR R
B RS AR T AR A FRIE B P 7E O BB
T
2.3 RAB—IHAR A FRIFTE PR

EfE A RS (R, 2005) FikAMATER
WA B, DERANS NG #H&. TPiRis
R , DA/ R, SR RN FR, BE = R
NEG—" WEWRE St , R EBT Y E AR F R
PR UGS « CHFE ) T RARE, R
KANE, GRMEGHME, S5HAAEH, Sumts
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Hip, SRAGHEX" o BEA &G KEH—
B EHR R TE S . B G B (Chp
E SRR AT T ) hRA T RAG —ME
KKFRAGEAR P o E SRR R A, —
R LW TFRANEF AN, —HIMEANHR TT L
1 R FEZE BRI, A EAR
HIERAOEMATT M0 Ko, 02 SR A 25
FHMEMERE (FR4ERT , 2017) .

gy (2009 ) 2 H 02 2 R 1 H RS
FESE T iR A5k, WAl “HIR” AEDUE A B L
520, W HRSMNRET A8, U
BRI, T ARSI A
FIETFH Y. WNR BRI A AR AR i
AR, Htte | TRy — R Lo i,
117 X AR T B — 2 R 2, iR KR,
R SEATRE RGP E S ZE (TR, 5B
21, 2015; TRvK, 2003; By, 2009 ) o PP
FHARSATK, ERRSRMEERK, 22k
B ARBEREERHATIMEN B L, L2,
b,

BT[RBT SRR A, EEAMA
WTERS B, RBLH B R BT AE, R
HSEM R, 5, R —Tt Rk %2 %
FHESEAREAESE, XS RASG—WEARKIR
PUBAR P & . G 18 [ TR B A e Ut 2 i
WOt WEREME, SRR SRS, A
RERELELIE AR K TR IR .

3

PSSO A TR SA 0B, SO A
SNlfE, NARVITEA TR AR, BT
Aefi e e Be, =15 H R HE (Brewer &
Chen, 2007; Chen et al., 2016; Sedikides et al., 2015 ) .
AR AT RAE A RIS (B, 2015, BGE
W45, 2015) 45,

= H RIS FER AN A IRAERIEM AR
AR MEAR. XKRARK, BEAEK. A
TR B SRR A B SRIE A Fom T MA 3 A <A
- N FXRMARIEARETXRAT; N
WA S AR LU A AR AR A A 3. —F
HIRHFSTEE N RINESE, HAU SR RETE PN LAY
A TRV ER AT, B 2R iR 24

TP OISR R Y], FlidE (2017) K,
HE ATERNE AR T B, %" itk
MXRAKE B REFOEERAIR SIS, 5B
TR BAMA AT S EF, i E SRS &I
F R AW TR Best R e Xl 17 E
NEAR AFRA MR E—1fT, EXRATRLE, MmZAH
KN BB E O H RS TS
RAHEMERM A, W BRI G R, B A T
5 e HERRE A R AP (B HiTS , 2016) o £
B2, A TR A TR, o EOCEM A OCR A
JEE XA EMHE, MR A RE S T
WHIR, MmBEAER A RAFTEZER (EAME, KB
G4 HIKIE, 2017) o UGN ABARSRERZATR
[ SF L, AR [ RANN ST, XHFRR, =FhA
A XA (Huang et al., 2014 ) o X THEEIRIE,
HEKRAREANANATK, LRAKEEZ (Mamat
etal,2014) .

AR, PP ESE N T, WSCe SRS U
AR TGRSR ARRESIRAL A FREe (BEY
2015; XGRS 2015; Morris et al., 2015) . Cfk2s
RO B SEREE A, MR RS
—RERN e A A A~ R FEHR B T BN
SRARE—FRPER. RPEROEINES S
i, EH A AREE, 2AFSAHRNE
JEGE—, JEIE N OSBRI A E A R R R 1 B2
—, JELECA R AO BRI S NI,

5 SCAR IR A] 1) [ FRATSE T APk AR 2 07 T 1) o
= AR F R Py A A A
AT TRt RO 2 v A TS T RE RN AH ]
it SRR ZI T AT 3Ry, sgm T B3R
AP (Chen et al., 2016) o XKG/R T — 5 H IR
whr “XR” 5 ERT SRS Sy
SRR BT ERA G Ak, e SR AT
WX 2Tz g A BUS &, (HfF
FEX G Ty, B R, SET-HEEE 1R A
AT A AR R g, 7= A X ST A I HE R
(Torelli et al., 2011 ) , SAmE AR A GAEPER
PSR B TN, 76 SCAAR I 25 5 1 3%
SRkSCABRIHER (%2 ,2015) .

4

FIRl, PIARRECE T B2 Fh H FEEAE O 2R
PRI IR IAF AR, 254 ORI SO, X3
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PR A IR G R A2 ARG 7, 55Ul ]
HE A EAR AFREE 2 H 2R . B2k
M EAR A RAFEIL[FE A HLEIS? BEU, REmAE
RGP AA R B IR Atk A2 DIAFIL A
R, RIPEANRNAREDFIER ., B
TETER), S5FNZE AEUF A A (naive dialecticism ) £
X ( Spencer-Rodgers et al., 2009 ) . [fi 75 #b B 2% &
HHEMRME X )1 Z G0 A KB ( Hermans,
1999) , X GG AL (2001 ) FULAARIERL,
JE BN NAAAE ARSI . PRI B 5
R BT A5 P SR, A AR A A gL
A3, TIAERSRE RR R M PO AT, AT
BRE R TH AT, MRHERF L T RA
iy i

TP, BN RIE Ge LU
BN A e B B ik Jy o T SCHEFRFR R ( the

meaning maintenance model ) ( Heine, Proulx, & Vohs,

2006 ) LERMOL TIXAALM . BRI R
X RAMRIERE A B 2P — R B O BERAE
—J7 I, B SCEM R AT ARIANRIE, AL
WESFI RS, O s A A TR 092 55— T
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W FIHHEIE, BN T — P RAZRERNE LA
AL AR I T HX AR AR A R, &
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TR B, BR BT ATE SE A Y 2 1 F
BRSO AR TR LR AR
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Theories, the Challenges and Integration
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Abstract Hazel Markus and Shinobu Kitayama first proposed that there can be two views of self-construals, namely the independent construal and
the interdependent construal. Many scholars recognize that the Chinese are prominently interdependent self-construal to their western counterparts.
Besides theoretical disputes, there are mainly two approaches in studying Chinese interdependent self-construal. One is Chinese indigenous approach;
The other is cross-cultural approach.

The Chinese indigenous approach advocates that researchers should base on the principle of "indigenous compatibility" to study self. They
construct three typical theories: the theory of differential mode of association (DMA), the four-part theory of the Chinese self (FPT), the theory of
moral self (TMS). DMA treats individual as the center of the world and gives different values to other people associated with the individual. Some
studies discover that the contemporary Chinese attach not only to blood ties, but also to other forms, for instance, classmates, friends, colleagues, etc.

Ideas related to FPT first appeared in 1960s. Hsu argued that the Chinese self is situational or social centered. Inspired by Hsu, Ho regarded the
Chinese self as the relational self. At nearly the same time, Yang believed that the social oriented Chinese interdependent self contained three subtypes,
that is, relational orientation, family orientation and others orientation. Some scholars who supported TMS had different viewpoints. They advocated
that individuals who had the ultimate meaning consciousness under the enlightenment of the Confucian culture could make a new psychological
identity of the unity of heaven and man. However, studies supported TMS have mainly stayed at the speculation level or phenomenological description
level.

Cross-cultural approach recognizes the tripartite model of self-construal (TMS) and the polycultural self theory (PST). According to TMS, self
can be divided into individual self, relational self and collective self based on different levels of representation. Some studies discovered significant
differences between the Chinese and the Westerners in representing themselves at those three levels. For the Chinese, in the early stage of processing,
relationship self and collective self are more dominant; In the late processing stage, the individual occupies the advantage of processing. However, the
Westerners have always been the dominant individual self. The differences between the three levels of self in Han, Tibetan and Hui Nationalities are
compared also. Chiu and Yang created the polycultural self theory (PST), and argued that some people had a new type of self-construct, the polycultural
self, to adapt to the complex multicultural environment. Possessing a dynamic structure, the polycultural self was characterized by its hybrid cultural
identities and managed multiple cultural identities at the same time.

Those theories concerning interdependent self-construal can be systematically grasped from the Meaning Maintenance Model. From different
views to understand the essence of Chinese selves, DMA is suitable for explaining the individual centered interdependent self-construal; FPT is
suitable for social oriented interdependent self-construal; TMS is suitable for explaining the ultimate meaning self in Confucian culture; PST is suitable
for explaining the new kind of self-identity emerged in the globalization era. In sum, the Meaning Maintenance Model offers a dynamic multiple
perspective to explicate the Chinese interdependent selves.

Key words interdependent self, differential mode of association, moral self, the tripartite model of self-construal, polycultural self



