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[Abstract]
Methods: 66 healthy college students were recruited(36 and 30 college students in Experiment] and 2, respectively). Ex-

Objective: To investigate the effect of two types of self—distanced processing on the self-referential memory.

periment] was consisted of two parts. In part one, three orienting tasks were arranged: classic self—referential processing,
self-referential processing in self-distanced perspective, and other(Wenjiabao)—referential processing. During each task,
participants were asked to make judgment in a scale of 2 points on the current reference object using the trait words dis-
played one by one on the computer screen(2 sec/word). In part 2, a surprise recognition test with Remember/Know judgment
was administered. Experiment 2 was a replication of Experiment!l with a minor modification on self-judgment in self-dis-
tanced perspective. Results: Results from two experiments consistently showed that recognition rates and R scores were sig-
nificantly higher when trait words were encoded in classic self-referential processing than that for trait words processed in
self-distanced perspective. Conclusion: The results suggested that self-referential processing in self-distanced perspec-
tive reduced self-reference effect in memory. Different types of self—referential perspective appears to subserve distinct con-
tributory processes inherent to self-appraisal decisions, specifically self-distanced perspective mediated cognitive and self-
immersed perspective mediated affective/self-relevance network. Based on the results of the present study, self-reference
effect in memory might be induced by self-related emotion during self-referential processing.

[Key words]  Self-distanced perspective; Self-immersed perspective; Self-reference effect in memory

F Rogers 55 1977 4F £ L 121 H & S B
i (self-reference effect in memory) A2 , 13X — (> BLER
L OSBRI IR, 10120 RS IR
IS 2 , AT HAR A A A (e SCHI B A
FIWr AR A T, 5 A T LI AR A I T AT
55 RERNS AT AP HYICIC ST . R A 2 AR
7 H I BRSO 5 AR AR Y A 32 B T [l
7@9‘@“ SR, 2 BEAY Jon L1 B 2% A RE A% 1 ik

ARG — F2 A 5ER]

BB AR Y, AT AT AR FHAS [] )48 A 2k o
TAFASCAR B . AR B [ Fh.od M ae
1, 8% A LD, i LR — 25 s —
(E€WMB] #FEBASGESREDFI H(13Y)C190003); HiIE

HIRas AT 2ABE T B30 H (J2012-21); 4 [ R AR AS “AT 24 BRI
H:4(7)2009-07)

FERXT H B2 P 54T 93 o Kross Fl Ayduk 9
L ATTAT D A R A kX B AR SCAR BT
I, Herp, —Fp R [ FRIE AL (self-immersed per-
spective), 73— [ FAM B LA (self—distanced per-
spective), AT [T AR A I TF BN THS, A4
EMNEEE L, f@.i‘i"%*}\ﬁi(filfst—person)lél/iljf:ftﬁé
X AFAH AR BTN T, TiE A Fehhe p L A
FEATAE BT, AR S — > WS 7 RPN
FARAAGE . WS EATCHIX PR Y A e f5
BT S E AR ZE R, Kross 4 R 511
WEFERM], B AL A B TG R X T A
SRR RE T . BRI, R T A IR AL
FAFEATIRAZIN A 3ok e R 40715 DL i 2 A
WS BI RA0) TE IR EAE , 3 —H A 23
SIS T AR R 5 TR FH B A2 A0 A B, A A



hE G RO AGE  20144F 8224 453

-403-

DR RE B ARG 5 B, B2 M O LAY
5408 X B4 R AR 26 RS G 00 D7 ORIk 2L
B, HE, B/ i RS S S A e A AR S
T2 o

AT AR T A FAIZ ARSI A AT FL 3RS R
T, AR A I TAEEAE g —FhEAAY A
REMT I, e ARSI T d, X R
N ABAF BN T fE 2 S EOE 2/ [ FAHE
LRI, FE AR HE 0421 18 30 2 RN i i 3R
ITEA W A, F RS BRSO RPN PR 2 i)
B, SRR 2 AR AR, AR ES
WSO KRR 55 170 BARA BT H N T3
X—GUR M ATE T AR TR MR 251 i 1 3
Z M ARV AR A4 1A ) F FRZ B TR ]
SRS ANE IR A BT AR B ik
AR 75— A F I, PN PRI 2 M O LA S
@R, ML 5 P A A 24 1R W BEAC S8 TP iy . A
WP 2 A U2 R IR F SR ES LA B9 F

WS W T2 2] H 32 S Z80% K-
1 KB—

1.1 X&E57HE

111 E 36 R¥FAEHRBSMASL S, Kb
42044, HAE 16 4 4RI N 18~21 % (4RI h
19.25+2.31 %), ¥R RIF 808 IERL T IE %,
FIr A B AT B AR, H TG RE A P
SRR RERRE AT . AT A T SR A R
B, Z ARSI SR SE S, S5 R S 5 45 Tk
EEin

112 #MHE5ME DI i 240 > A%
FERUE A TRIE R SEgm AR, B SCiRl iz Sim) 4-2F
o 120 28R F 122 2 B Beadb A7 T, 18 o <1
)7 FEXT IR R FIAR B A TV L5 3 43 B 3
AN TAE S5 5 595 40 120 B 25830 T 56 1 B,
C WA,

H IR A S N AR M S . S50
B LT B IR A B A S RO T AR 55 19 58 1%
T OLHEAT PR AT 55 58 ORI DL 4 114454, ik
X ELCT 0 2 10 2 — 7 DI 58 U T 55 1)
oL, 0K T A 1 IR A IR = M 21T A 3R
W, 10 A58 2 I8 [ FAh 2 A k17 A R A
113 SE#E SR B3x2 Nt , AN
FES5 28 I3 AR 43 e i 3RS B0 T RJ)

LR A RS IO R i A 3RS o T x4
RS G HPRER HC ?2”) A A E LA S
TR A S e T AT, ERERETAC,
TR A WS — R HIX AR AR 1S 5 Ik
TR BIIRAS N 27 Rt A S BRI T (X A G
OB A HERIR IR K T 77) 5 A S 2 0 RIK F W,
A 2K BT 58 By BO H I D27 ) 1o iy 15
FSCTE A O T 24200 H 2~ ) 7 i 2 e
({UASX 200 H R T 524) ™
114 SEARR SRS NS T RN P A B B o
TE2E B Beh , A O S FE H Y. B4
PR S AT S i A 3RS N T A e &
MAZ BN T A A S IO T = UL 55, AR S5
SRR AR HRFP AR RGBT T T 07
b Pe TECSLR, LR = AP S BN
AR AT S X R E R A
A7 ORE AR B ORI A 1 SR e . BRI
FEF5E505 , RUIRZS 1R —TUE 55 B3 , gl 2
JR RS T
SORBAATE B 1998 FHZE A 8 A R SE 5
155 . ARSI f8 S NS B2
BRIV A ], 35 URI% — W X LE I 2 )
TE SRR A C? FRRE e -1+
TE“+" P RIA  BHEE 2 M — D I A i
PRFIBIX M AR RIS SRR A o AR
A VS T AT R A SR A
TR 2 U R R NS R s A Bl
BRI —EA, Bl B, e
B T s AR BT iR 7 A S B LA 2 R T AL
St R R MR GRS A8 R I PN <5 2
i, TE RN F Ol BT AT, B S VR
AR BRI AN T Tl A ]
KRB RN SRR E s B —4+"
TFo EHTFHRE, BIEE S MR- DAL R
Bl ANSRARASCT R I T TR B R
M A5 124 T PR 2 B RO R B B
Ja B2 Ashid R T — MR B L Rk
R I SRS R S M IR " NS IR
5518 T TR SEN R — R AL
T TR IZ — Wk LU 2 R 1 1 A R K
E? A" Y TFIHAR,
A 2 M — D S IE ] BRI A e A
R IE SRR T MR R % 1
BT 1R ANSRABU T RE B TR 27



-404-

Chinese Journal of Clinical Psychology Vol.22 No.3 2014

S, RN G R4 A e R — P
75, PR DL EFER e ANl N | T A A
HITIR

W BT WO B TR SRS A T
FEIAMN G . AR GG T, F T Ts =ik
Y S, PR E OB S B0 A T 55 SR Z J5 T iR
DS o PRI e, R P27 2T B B S BT Y 120
ANEEE]“ [H 1R F1 120 SR 2 B 0 B IR A 5
BEALZ A S B, 15 e BRI Wi s 5 7E 2= 2T By
Berb 2 I, an SR W A B ) 2P
HEAT R/K BB, 465 0] 52 B0 — Bl 4k 22 0617 A
X 43 S B A 55 Xk ik e s ] B A

B HRIAS [ FAh B LA 2 B TAE 55 9F 4
)% .

SRR E-prime 1.1 S i) T S, I A S R
AR SN 0 s 14 P H Bl 1 A
12 #R

5 2R IR, = AT 55 1Y RN I 25 SR I
(F(2,34)=1.80,P>0.05), gk, £H 152
2R ARE(WERD ., XULAZM RS /A
F FRAh B0 2 BT 55 T RE R IA N BE IR AR ALY o

i 3 B R A B S BRI T AT 55 19 58
BLHEAT I H P 4 2R A s R A ) 1
Fie R Fe A 2 0 L A AT A FR K] I (M=6.81, SD=
1.70),

i 3ok Ay 22 43 B A, SR AE PSS A 3K
S BT 55 oG SURINIE SCNA IR 2500 R 4 B LL 37
25, AN F A RS R E 800 A 2 (K1, 35)=
3.49, P>0.05); JE 25 ial A% (0% 1 3 2000 b 3 (1,
35)=69.53, P<0.001); A 2 M5 X 5 I 41020 @
KA HAE .3, (F(1,35)=4.16, P<0.05)., faj¥sg
o3BT & BR, R A 2 A S BT 55 x4
SMAIEAS I 32 R B AR TR & A ;RS U T
55 HAH N 4232 %4(F (1, 35)=6.85, P<0.05); M HIRAE
I Al 2 A S BRAT: 55 o iz AT 25101 1332
FHEZM QRS B S5 H MR 32 R B
F5(F(1,35)=0.21, P>0.05), W32,

PARAE =T 55 TP Y FAR EHRAR SR
PR LB AR () R/K FIWTE5 5, W33,

A7 2550 B 4 SRR W AT 55 A F2 4L
I 52 (F(2, 50)=34.99, P<0.001); R/K 3 7 1
TN 2 (F(1, 25)=188.77, P<0.001); 32 H.AF
PRIE N K- (F2, 50)=30.39, P<0.001).

BT RN 3 AT R ], 2 M B3RS I 26 T

P PN % i 2 o T LA P b 2% 14 (Ps<0.001) 5 F TR
BEMAS RN T A TR AREE R THAS R
Z0(P<0.001),,

FERFEPR L, el (3RS O T4 25 5 T HAl
PRI T.(Ps<0.001); F FRAMES LA 2 B0 T 10 2 1
TS AN T.(P<0.01), 7EKiEks b, 2 (TS
W T 5 Hg R i T 25 55 A8 1235 (Ps>0.05); A &
A Z BN TS5 ASB T3h 2R
(P>0.05),

S DARTHISC A 3RS BOm T st as R —3k,
S ARSRUES PR EE S TASRE
R B REAK, FN, 76 R 645 |, 28 [ F 2 I4T
55 )T L A ) 2 i T AN S BUE 55 .
&, A BRI E A S BRI TAT S5 240 T AR AR AN
RIGHR LR 0 R T2 ARS BIUE S50 T
FRAFF RIEIR R, XRPIAFR A TSI
T ARSI, A IR SO S B Ty
KPR T A RS B0 17K -

®1 =M TESHFY R (mSs; x+s)

ZHUARSE ARMEAASIH ASH
SRS 1263.62+418.43  1309.45+449.89  1214.27+360.22

*2 MEAEAESEMIHXARRE
BB MEARAMNETE(%; xs)
TSR W SRR

MRS 0.69+0.03 0.310.04
A m S 0.62+0.02 0.32+0.03

£3 CHMTESNEAZE AE
N SHRE AR RIK

Y TRNCE T TN ,

aksm whsw  sm O A

FAE 0.88 0.77 0.70 0.80 0.24
R 0.79 0.64 0.56 0.68 0.13
K 0.09 0.13 0.14 0.12 0.11

H:CIHIE RS BRI RN R AR,
F 6,

2 XK=

FUR i R IAT SCRITFE sl A B B LA 2 R A
T2 MR R () AR A TR, TR , A7 b X 52
B A RS T Rk, SAh AR
H, BTE A IR B LA Y A TR S 22 RS
HEH 1 B SV B AR A 35 22 5 (R A A 3R
E LA S BN TR SCRAT 55 L, Pl 2R B
THR A D, XA S IR T RE IR B T
MR MR RE . T, A — P AL B A



hE G RO AGE  20144F 8224 453

-405-

B A IR BN AT 55 SR A R LU R AR5
PSR ETY o
21 X&5FE
211 F 304 KFAEABSINASLY, Hoh 4
144, B 16 4 AR N 19~23 5 CE 418 R
20.21£2.12 %), YA AT O BOF IEAL IR
JIT A XS A P I AR A, L TG BR A A
AT RERRG L . A BRI E T IR A R
B, ZRTBEIAR SIS USSR, 45 S0 5 45 138 >
i
212 MHENE  FELIWIFMEE, RER A
1) XE T 2 B AH R, AH R o E i 5 SR B RS
50mmx30mm, M, FEMLE FFE—KIEE F A
IE TP BB R 8 B R RS RN R 5 A~
N R N—3

oAb ] 52 56—
213 FEE R4y NG, AR 1
HAESF AL, I A AR i 2 i A 3RS N T
(AR IS A APRRR A T 77) L B FAh B
FA S I T (35 OULER 3 B4 £ B R FI X A ia) 2 75
TG HERA R E R IR~ 27 G L I8 7 R g
KA CHES A MBAS BN T 1 XA
A SRR RS 5 77) A S BN T 238 ML
TG 0 A BRI A A 758 A HR A R v
AR N 27) GX BB R i R = S ) B
A2 N RIK FIWT A5 2 /KT, Bl A I 56 o B o
H A2 > 3k 0 E i As " A 2 I H T
214 FEBHRAER [EEEH—,
22 HR

J7 28T K B, DU ZSAT: 55 1) 2 g e 2 5 i 3 (F
(2,29)=6.29, P<0.05), F/afuin &M, 2 (RS
TR B A LA 2 BN T AT 55 2Z [R1 i S 0z s 2
A ZE(P>0.05), IS S BRAT: 55 1 B0 B A i
R THZE H IS IRAE55(P<0.05, P<0.01), W4,

Bl A T B AR S BN T AT 55 04 58 UG gk
10 H RPN 25 o0 BT s, Bl AR T 4 IR
H Pt iy kAT A AW (M=7.97,SD=1.35),

i 3 A o 22 43 BT R, SR AE IS A 3R
2 BT 55 o8 SR SN IR 25000 i ) Wr 2 32 %
AR5 5 AT 55 AU 200 A 835 (K1, 29)=1.12,
P>0.05); & 25 1l B I €6 % 1 32 3000 B 3 (F(1, 29)=
189.34, P<0.001); F F&Z 17 =X 5T 25 1) Jd i €8 %
19 22 HAE 535 (F(1,29)=16.52, P<0.001), i 854
A ATT R B, B RAE 1 TR A B AR S IR 55 R x4

SMAIEAS 32 R AR TR A A RS U T
55 MR Y4232 % (F(1,29)=21.51, P<0.001) ; T # ik
e A FeHh B LA 2 MU 55 TP Il SO 25l i) 4
TR E S TN ARSI 5 h MR 2 %
(F(1,29)=4.52,P<0.05), W5,

PARXTEPUZEAT: 55 P AR B HRA R RV
PRI () R/K FIW25 5, W36,

G W7 2250 Il AR W AT 55 288U 244
M 2 (F(3,27)=16.25, P<0.001); R/K FI i 77 21
TR 2 (F(1,29)=62.64, P<0.001); 28 B AE IR
IRFHL B 2K, (F(3,27)=17.53, P<0.001).,

AT RN 3 AT R ], 2 M A IR S B T8
(P IA S . 2 5 T LAt = 2544 (Ps<0.001) 5 [ TR A
B IR WAS IR RS IR 2 =T
FRCRITE i 3 22 7:(Ps>0.05)

TERA8AR b, 28 { Fe 2 IO T 38 0 1 oAt
=P AR (Ps<0.001) 5 H FeAl B 0L A 2 IO T 5 M2k
fs N2 BN TR 183 22 5 (Ps>0.05), 7E K 45 4%
b AR S RO TR LT =R A
(Ps<0.01); T HoAth = Fb i TAT 550 WM 25
(Ps>0.05),

R4 RN TESH TR R (ms; x£s)

A 7 : :
WREL e wasm wAsme

JRERE 1311.20+866.16  1476.62+633.08 1123+513.33  1053.19+315.21

R5 WEBRSBEMIFIAR
BUE ML ARIRIES R (%; X£s)
PG EIE v S VR L] 0 v

ZM RS 0.730.02 0.21+0.02
H Il 2 1R 0.60+0.03 0.29+0.04

R6 MFMIESHBAE.EE
AR EIREINEN R/K H B =

e TV NI )
HREM WSR2 sme OHH B

FAR 0.88 0.78 074  0.71 0.78 0.19
R 0.77 0.57 0.58  0.54 0.61 0.09
K 0.11 0.20 0.17  0.17 0.17 0.10
3 i it

3.1 XTEZHMEAASRMNITRENERE
A A SR A ZE AR AT AACEE, F A e LA
Z IR T RE A RS BT KRR DFE
ARG A A R BN — 25 A th A Fedleg
MAZ R E B T RS20 . el A 2 7e
F il 2 75 2O AL 55w A BN SR T LU
PSS PR REAS 44 I A Bl LA R T



-406-

Chinese Journal of Clinical Psychology Vol.22 No.3 2014

H S fH

TE S Y PRSI A5 0 b, RS [ 9 3
Z: BN T RICAZ RS K AFE BT R i 22 5 (H 2 PR
Tt AN Z: BRI A0SR KT8 L B 3 2
Sto X—GURRYL, A B AUE A TS R
INTAT 55 H = A VR T, Xl N 2 B T2 350 ] i
M, XWHERE & H RSN A SR AR
Z RN K AR, IR AR R S g il ) T U B T
H IS BV IK T AR

Libby 1 Eibach"'$& i , A 34l 25 4L M 1) A 3R A5
RSN | IS NG (I ) 14 7Y [ R R SR e - 1 S E 2%
1) — BT, i A FRE A 0 B FRAF ST AT
i) T H 3% 48 58 (self-enhancement) , 8 FR 2 4
A F8 1F 1 i UL (self—positivity bias), BJMAFEFEHEIE
T 245 R B U PR T E AR E A AL, T
AT A RECR B A O B AR RREAARDC
By TEARDTIE R P SE 5, e R D7 0 A
FZ: BRIRA T XA TR (0 0 NS B 25 iR i 4252
25 Libby A Eibach W8 25 A — B0 25 5L, 4
X T2 B IS O TR UL, 7E A A A 2
I 254N Bl ) 58 2 e 2 e LA IE 2%
i), R T L ASIE 250

I DL A IS R R B IS DR R AT
F A B AL 2 BRI T B A 80
32 BHIHMEAAMBEERSRICIZHUEF N

NATAT A3 A Rl 0 A AT B A
T L AR A 25 S BOR [R]85 2R, AIE5
PP S B 45 S e 1, [ R S LA 2 o
TR ARS IR L, X 4R TR
TARGREIM TN, S, ik A
SR AN 2R H IR 2 BSOS A S B

TEABIFFE DO i F R 2 O T, plilA e
A B LA 2 BRI 250 T ] T 5 2 b 4R 4 22
PN FIAICIR S B ON 5| Z St v € IS E
THTESRL A ] RE L /D 32 3] A FRIG s ShHLECE H FKIE
TR UL s e X LB AE A T A R B A = R
JINTAT 55 B /Db BRI 6 A o Ayduk F1 Kross™
- aE i [ IR AR A T 2 IR AS R R A %
H O TR 2 AT oA, SR e SE g i AR
SRR N H KPR R AR &, 4558 & B, AN T
H IR A A 172, A s ol 2 dr oy b
P DRI A AR RO . BTN, A
FAM B (14 3B 5 2 D i ) T ot
55 (feeling) 19 7 X HE B AT T 78 H IR A =40

a2 RN D RS = T 3nh 7= AR T/ Y
BB A DRSS 5iAM0 2 IR MR E 2
KW AF LA St A B AR A AR AR D RE™
ST, H IR LA S B b S D R 2 AR
I RER T H S IO PRI B 2 5, A2
HRICIZAN AT BESZ 3 [ FAH S 45 PRI 5

FRR] [ A CIF L Aot 7 32 R0 7 A
SN, AT BEAATE PS5 T AT REYE , — D7 T, 7R
B, FHFHgom 5 R A B AR 25 n] RE A E 15
Gty , oy — 5 T, TR S B B, 5% 45 AR DGR 1Y 1242
TREEE D) T, AR SR AT S — e FE
BRI T X R W2 B, NN TR R R
(medial prefrontal cortex, MPFC)7E F 3% £ B i F2 A7
TERRE MBS, EEA IR R, ARSI
BT L HER R 5 MPFC F)38006 /K SEA7 AR IEAH &
B, T MPFC 4505 B S 308 F 2 BUCAZ 0N 9 T8
KU FEARS N T, MPRC AU EA A
PR ZIRE 1 H A 4 RAE DI 4%
RAERDIRE AT RES IR HF IS 7= o 739k,
I F A i AR 5 33X & B, A6 2 BRI T AT 55 A 3k
BB, AR T IE AR Z: IR B SCHRE 2510,
N NEE e B NG G A AR RN TRAVAP QTS
i DX B R TS, X B/ AR W A 3R 2 IR A
—EFEE EAOE T A R B AL IRIC ISR
R LAIA

IR AT RER T T B Tt g 4 £ vt
HFZ RS 520, F AR T A RS 1
RO e 75 0 S A A B W R AN TR 3K 5 5
ZWPEHE— DRSS . FEARMETE P 2R3 B T
B A IS BN AR 2L T RE 2 A A
TERA 1 HANAT 530 A T 2 IR0 AR

FXFF 28 [ 382 B0 T, w7 Al B L
2 BN T8 ) T 0 2 A e 28 L AMSTE S
i), 2 e LASIE AR, AR T2 g RS
BT, AFRMEAAS RN T BRI T ATRS

WRICIZRNIK o X —85 3R, ARSI
LAl RES A FAH IR B AA K.
£ £ X W

1 Rogers TB, Kuiper NA, Kirker WS. Self-reference and the
encoding of personal information. Journal of Personality and
Social Psychology, 1977, 35: 677-688

2 MaY, Han S. Neural representation of self—concept in sight—
ed and congenitally blind adults. Brain, 2011, 134: 235-246

3 Philippi CL, Duff MC, Denburg NL, et al. Medial pFC dam—



hE G RO AGE  20144F 8224 453

-407-

10

11

age abolishes the self-reference effect. Journal of Cognitive
Neuroscience, 2012, 24(2): 465-481

Kross E, Ayduk O. Making meaning out of negative experi—
ences by self-distancing. Current Directions in Psychologi—
cal Science, 2011, 20(3): 187-191

Johnson CS, Smeesters D, Wheeler SC. Visual perspective
influences the use of metacognitive information in temporal
comparisons. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology,
2012, 102: 32-50

Kross E, Ayduk O, Mischel W. When asking “why” does not
hurt: Distinguishing rumination from reflective processing of
negative emotions. Psychological Science, 2005, 16: 709-
715

Ayduk O, Kross E. From a distance: Implications of sponta—
neous self—distancing for adaptive self=reflection. Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 2010, 98: 809-829
Symons CS, Johnson BT. The self-reference effect in memo—
ry: A meta—analysis. Psychological Bulletin, 1997, 121(3):
371-394

A B AT AEAT: A REREL H Rt , 2004

PO HE , SKREBK. 562 I AM R B A i b B B SURE
BB HIE. DIRE,1992,5:17-22

Libby LK, Eibach RP. Self-—enhancement or self—coheren—

12

14

15

17

18

ce? Why people shift visual perspective in mental images of
the personal past and future. Personality and Social Psycho—
logy Bulletin, 2011, 3: 714-726
W2, Bh RO, TR, A5 PN I R T D D 280 1Y
ERPAFFE. H E G RO FR2A 24, 2012,20(3): 297-300
R, B3t e A i A R T T D 2 L, o
FE I RO BE2E 4%, 2013, 21(3): 368-371
Ayduk O, Kross E. Enhancing the pace of recovery: Differe—
ntial effects of analyzing negative experiences from a self-
distanced vs. self—immersed perspective on blood pressure
reactivity. Psychological Science, 2008, 19: 229-231
Kensinger EA. Remembering the details: Effects of emotion.
Emotion Review, 2009, 1: 99-113
W, B A BE TR ARSI B i —— A R Rl
ZLHER. PR AR, 2012,20(6) : 853-862
D’ Argembeau A, Jedidi H, Balteau E, et al. Valuing one’ s
self: Medial prefrontal involvement in epistemic and emotive
investments in self—views. Cerebral Cortex, 2011, 22: 659—
667
Pauly K, Finkelmeyer A, Schneider F. The neural correlates
of positive self-evaluation and self-related memory. Social
Cognitive and Affective Neuroscience, 2013, 8(8): 878-886
(KA B #1:2013-09—-13)

(¥ 41270)

10

11

12

13

14

ning. Granott N, Parziale J. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge Uni—
versity Press, 2002. 131-156

Benet—Martinez V, Lee F, Leu J. Biculturalism and cognitive
complexity: Expertise in cultural representations. Journal of
Cross—Cultural Psychology, 2006, 37(4): 386-407

Pettigrew TF. Secondary transfer effect of contact. Social
Psychology, 2009, 40(2): 55-65

Cheng C, Lee F. Multiracial identity integration: Perceptions
of conflict and distance among multiracial individuals. Jour—
nal of Social Issues, 2009, 65(1): 51-68

Butler AC, Chapman JE, Forman EM, et al. The empirical
status of cognitive— behavioral therapy: A review of meta—
analyses. Clinical Psychology Review, 2006, 26(1): 17-31
Mcclelland DC. Identifying competencies with behavioral—
event interviews. Psychological Science, 1998, 9(5): 331-339
i, 2R, B L AR B 5 5 IR E i C 2R At

15

16

17

18

SRR AR, DR R S HE ,2014,30(1)

31-38

Lafromboise T, Coleman HL, Gerton J. Psychological impact

of biculturalism: evidence and theory. Psychological Bulle—

tin, 1993, 114(3): 395-412

Pepperell JL, Rubel DJ. The experience of gifted girls trans—

itioning from elementary school to sixth and seventh grade:

A grounded theory. The Qualitative Report, 2009, 14(2):

341-360

Pepperell JL, Rubel DJ, Maki LA. Conceptualizing gifted

adolescent girls using the bicultural skills model: Implica—

tions for school counselors. Journal of School Counseling,

2012, 10(10): 1-26

Torres L, Rollock D. Psychological impact of negotiating two

cultures: Latino coping and self—esteem. Journal of Multicul—-

tural Counseling and Development, 2009, 37(4): 219-228
OKAS B #0:2013-12-17)



