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DRA 2 kA

C AR R ORI, L5t 100101 Crh BRI AR, L5 100039)

B E KkHAk, SHEIFENIAEFGATANMENS 5. 2002 F Leung FAIR S T4E2E N ik
(Social Axiom ), 1£1F5F XA £ FFARXA T FTEAR. ALREN R ) FMEI. ALK E . ABFRFHE,
CRAMRIT FAA. A HR Fodib e o) —RAAE &, 43 AMRRT A A R PN AR £ A o — bt
NIR. FERH b 094 B | B A BA RIFOE AR, AL 40 3B KGR A A8, #4230 AETRR
SAFALEH T TEA LRGN S AEE, FPIRHEBRE. 223 HM, AR A IR, FHMEFGERR. £
1B 6 AR AT A IR T XM EF AR EAHFAT ARG K G, AR CHEFRET IR F .
KEER AR A AN, XAk ATH

HEE  B849:C91

1315 TR AT R Z T, FIbSEA T A LA A2
B AL E R ORE MASARIEHE R, 12 O PR 0B R T R A AL 2 Rt . 20024,
FHD B R S D A TR Ak B 325 0 #Eit 2 Bond Ml Leung 25 AHHE &3 4T T 1 12 M A 10 %
(BRI, MM A OB S, I 8%, SR T AR A RS S A,
B0 TR EZ MR . Kroever Al Kluckhohn AT R T HFFEAMKAT 1 LA SC Ak 2% R B
T 1952 SFAETFAR T IX 7 I HRE  (Kroeber & 0 it oiEN
Kluckhohn, 1952) ; Tfi/& Hot:stedes %45@6)@{@1‘@ 2 1 HEUEY MR
TR LR IR CRIRE U ALX BODIT o T IR SR, T SR
A RIERIIE, TBULBULR), SRR e pempe, (i AIPAL PO
ﬁ;f@;ﬁ;i;%ﬁ%gigﬁz&ifgﬁ PG 2 I RE AR, PR
oT G AR e ek BEAT LR R R, AT LURME R, (HR I
MO SCHIL BT (RFEX BHBEE e v o
M K P 2520 FS . bl D (Schwartz e I &
& Bilsky, 1987) « Inglehart 7641 73 A E ST At al., 2002‘) , gﬂ%%mmz%ﬁgmmﬁﬁi)\ﬁ‘ﬁ%%
e o
E %) (Inglehaﬁ, Basafiez, & Moreno, 1998) ; House Eﬁiﬂiﬁ{%jz%{;ﬁfg{ég%fiiﬁﬁffﬂﬁfii
RS 62 /I\%E’J?ﬁ%"‘ﬁﬁfﬂﬁﬂiﬁ%%ﬁ“{,?:EJ:@J ﬂ;J\};;lDﬁf;%ﬂ?Psyj}ilogiialiBelief)\ }i/;\f;/a\
E/J ? /l\/?fﬁfﬁﬁ’]%ﬁﬁﬁ%b (W%U%E%‘ JEXESZZE j:‘ (Social Belief) Fl¥f35{52 (Environment Belief)
B T R et WA B ona, 1950 4 30, GO
hﬂg:mmm;&&mamm) P TANEES: MU BRI A . T I A R
" T ’ o SAEE, A P W SR 1) 6 R
LS Ak /03 25 2 57 1L PR WK ik e 2 O Ay A
T SO A S5 T A B B0 B2 IR, T ITA : NN
AL thoe. P)BECRE IS (Leung et al.,
2002) o K2R NS AAEE A R D ST
Wk EVT: 2008-12-10 B, e R AW T JLBEEAT R (1) 5 EAATIsK
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I EFF (nstrumental); (20 FIANTR B AT IR

' (Ego-defensive); (3) RILAATINE W AR R
(Value-expressive ); (4) F B AATTIA U2 At 5
(Knowledge) (Kruglanski, 1989) . Kk, 2l

M98 5 I NATHEAN RS8N AT A R A I 22—,

MNTANEKBSGKEREAELZEZ L (Bond et al.,

2004) .

2.2 #IBNE XIS E

FEASB D T EM . A B AT
SELHIE

RS M WAE . e, MR
HIRERMEINLRSE, Ak @ e Ma T4k e
BRSNS R PRI RS 2k, M ERAE 2
WNRITE XA, MERFRRTEZ: A Z2E
LE/AFIN s AL 2l LI UL A F1 B AH K

(A F1 B AT LIARAAEAT S S A A B R 5D,
o AR B G A AT LY PR BRE ARG R e
P AERAREL T 0 AT 5 2 W AR K 1) B
b, HEANER UKL H AR, #h 408 WA
WA PR R ] S B TIE SR ¥ H AR - (Safdar, Lewis,
& Daneshpour, 2006; Kurman & Ronen-Eilon, 2004) ,
Bl 5@ W el B4 H 22— “ LAES I AR
SWEREZ 7, eI AR T A B AR AR i
KEZ . Bond 55 NAE% LA A IO (DA AL 25
WS ARBL, PIEAAEMS S E AR ES

(Bond, Leung, Au, Tong, & Chemonges-Nielson,
2004) .

P L[ P R i L d A -
{54 (Evaluative Belief), AWM A& ESE
5 ST IR 5 RO TN P AN B AR SE AR G AR A
W, AL (Leung et al,, 2002) o lln: “fg
FRI) A 7 VP PR A & “ AR
SRR 7R TR T) Z B IR &R
PRI AT 23l I 1 5 e

A D) T AR . Ak A il
M fEE AT A IZEE K (Winter, 1996),
F N I R LT A BT W 5 &S,
K, A2l ) 5 A% HAT ARG, RS ATk
1T AR 2T AN o Chen 552 1 4k 218 N R AN
NEOPI (Costa & McCrae, 1992) LA} SAPPS (Yik &
Bond, 1993) M AMEINE T HZ[HRER, 40k
KL AEAL TR A A R 4EREA KT
FERR BN “ Rt e BAgar N, #hin) T

G “B5 0 AR A ITNGR”; TEAR SN “ 4
SZPENE” TR TSR RN “Hhmtk” 4Efs B9
SRR, BRI AN RS M LA R S R 2 Bk
%, IETEAR LN RO AR RECH e s R Ah, 4
SITRIIAERER) “Hitidn” M “PZ " NSRRI
ERZ. 5 “BAME” AERAAEG, XEWRE
TR 7 B ATENBR T A A AR,
B T, R BRILE T A 1A A5 5 N A 1 A
W, Frilig # 4k 4 (Chen, Bond, & Matsumoto,
2006).

3 H=@EMAETNE
3.1 #H£@MEFR (Social Axiom Scale,SAS)
2002 F, Kwok Leung 5 NAERIEHIFFTSCHRF
B R IR L, St T AR 20l ) 55 (SAS).
IR ERAES T 182 N4 H, KA Likert 1ol
Fitoro TP R SETE . VHIE B RIDOE =M R4S
3.2 HLBNERENMASERIFINLE R
ALl ) R S AE A HE (358 ) TN A St
(222 0 I IR PR R AT R R W], Rl
SAHEAREAR, SAN R T aii At e A R . K
MFEAGTE i, RAB T4 HIT50 ik (Meta-
analysis of factor structure) (Becker, 1996) it
TTHRBREN o0, S@HAARERER R
0.25) 4 H. MIERAEe S Z F ¥ o A4 B AH G
fiK. H5R AR RMmAESH, BEN8a
TN H L ST Rl N, &5
YERE KIS X TR (Leung et al., 2002) :
(1) B8R (Social Cynicism): 7E “15iiH
07 Y B4R IS AN PEASE, Al AT 3
Loke e AT OL, AMEEAL 2B, I HIAF
AT BT H R IR AL S ) o At e 7284 oy
BETEYE HEL A SO G 1R Al SRAF T A R0
RS, (R B T JpE 2 B 3= SC7 S F ) (Christie
& Geis, 19700 o 4x H Bl A4 “4f LI NEFIZ 57
(2) 22 FeE (Social Complexity): f£ “4t
REFENL” YERE EAG I MRS TS B e
HREN, 2B HAsi T8, JF B AN
AT h S ROV E A — B “dha 2R 2
TERT AT EEAT I K R TR 2 - 4% B 4 At
CNAEANFI )6 v LA A S RIAT 2R B
(3) {45 1E4R (Reward for Application): 7£
AT i BRI m A RS AR 55
I3~ JEVER R vk AR A A 0 B U5 2 5 oK I TR



ERVE-S R

FL2IE W L HA R -1083-

I B T8 e FORIN . “ATHIE IR %%
AR MR, BA “HARAEES” 19& L.
AW TS HMARESBERES” .
(4) 2 (Religiosity): 78 “52#k” 4Eps
1353 A RARAE QAR IR IAEAE, N E MR
R wm . R RN T BRE R T
TEAE s VAR HOG NRATE S A7 AL R A & o
ZHEBIAm: “REZ P —ADEE
(5) fiviz#Hl (Fate Control): £¥ “fvia#ih]”

YEJE B E AARAR A FA R TR E N, R
NATVHTA] DL e i, i3k B — L8771k 2 58 0
G5 “amisdR I AT RN RET 4 8 S FH AR
B, “Amigisl” FOCNSME” MG, HE “W
MR T, R FENAMEL TN, fE iR,
SABIR: “ArisE T AR

FESST M S AN ERETE IR 41 DN E RS T LT
B—EWIRAE . A 2B ) — SR T AN AE
AT FE P S A T 2 (Bond et al., 2004) o “ 3%
AR ARIIL T AN AR IR AT N B R N RE T s “Atss
ZREE” ARTL T NSNS T 0] RUAR PO R R 3l
RSO 208 R —Fh o7, LR S ARk
ANFEEE T AT R “AH A R 7 IR 0T
L5 JIRIARZ IR SC R PR, RIS AN OC R RIK
AN RIS Sl s R ” AR I T NSRRI R
FIFH HATRT: “ Apiafhil” M T s
e 1N g
3.3 HSBNERHNE. WE

WRFENTRA T 27 ERIE T SAS T8 745
FAITRIRIE o SR P 0 TEPE BRI 38 23 17 2% ¢ SAS 7E H AR (i
ek = LEFO DURRE. fEE (FipiE
BHIANREXHEZD WE8UE, 45REY T
TRERLAE P AN A HE X AR BRI R 47 (Leung et
al., 2002) . B4k, K] Procrustes Jighs AR (Van de
Vijver & Leung, 1997) , LA A s FIZE P S 47 [K 25
g R 5 AR T R — B0 &2 2L (Congruence
coefficients), ZiH IR, FHUEAZLGMI—IMER
HUL 0.88 ~0.98, BNEIHIZ 0.90 ~0.97, ZRKHE
MG e %2 1) (Leung et al., 2002) &
76 41 A E S ) 45 R ARSI T #h 2 38 I ) T4
iR T RIRERAE AR, AT RF IR 45 4 0%

(Bond et al., 2004) .

3.4 BN EEREENEWY

FESIE M 5 AN RETEA [F) SCA R R BUF A

SCRARIEH, X RMMEZ RTINS, T
FLE A SO G . SR, DU KSR
UEWY,  BIFFET 28 52 (A 2 T AN TR 2 1A 098
% (Leung & Bond, 1989; Robinson, 1950) , 1
1 Schwartz M EAAT SEAEAMAJZ TIAFE] T 10 4
Ye), MAERHAR IR 7 ML, T2 mA5E
A=A (Schwartz & Bilsky, 1987) .

E0E Schwartz WNAMA L [ KA = AT ST TT
%, Leung % 41 NE KA SN 5 ANHERE FAR
IR AT T A B FE T (Bcological
factor analysis) (Robinson, 1950) , 53] 7 -4l
DLERERE T E PN R . BhAS AP, (Dynamic
Externality) FIft& it kIR (Societal Cynicism).
(Bond et al., 2004)

CEIAHNBEE” AFE 21 ANKH, SRAAMEET
HILA R DYANZERE : “AT A R 7 (10 450, “ = BE”
(8 %), “dmis#iil” (2 40, “ARZ R (1 5.
ASHME T AR AA T AR A is 1S 2, A
Dot AN T EYGE R, e R R A
WREER, RIS %50y, — e R L rl LUk E)
B dTis iR AR. “ A BIRS ” BFF 11 AN H,
R TAMRE T s g

WFE IR 41 AN E KA YERE ERI1S5, 4%
ARG T 6 Fi2kR (Leung et al., 2002) , F:M
B THFRPR AL B2 F R AR A A REXT 6 28 E KT
IrHT, A3EIAN 4518 (Bond et al., 2004) :

CENASHNEE” YRS E K BUR G THREUH K
RIS = “BNaHbiE” R ST T
A SR AN AR . IR BOARR] . B
RO RS E, Bk, 75 “Bshet” i
ARSI E K A B BUA R BT R K, A&
TETE IR AL [E 5K (W AMATE 22 A Wt Redi AN e g fR b
AT E TS A . “BhAAMERE” FLO
FREAROC SR : = “BhaSAMTNE” 5 TR AR S T
i HEWIEEN . BRI T . )
By AT SR AESEAROE, DI, 7E “3hE
AR HE I EAS 0 m IR K B G R b
MBEsRAL s Ay, BRAESFL, Kathaiil
%, HELAGER, FRkEEL,

TR “AEoBithgin” 455 ERKBUA AT R
B ER: “AESWHRn” SEESNESIET).
AR EARM IR A SRR
B BERIGAET R, FAUR 510 HAS M
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EIGEN AR, AR UIERR T R K B
R SEF ), AR AT AE ARSI AR
FEAR, ARG BT, I TAR IR AL
WU EARKS S0 AR BUHIRIG” FE KW
NIAJ T EARAE AT, BT DAL SmAHL
T Is o

4 tBEMBIER
4.1 FMAZEITA

WM B ARSI — D B 55 2 T
TAMEAT A o BTANBIFTFURIN, 308 3 A (DU R S
ANBITHEEARWMNE, WEZ AR

(Leung, Bond, & Schwartz, 1995) H- 2455 [fIAH<
(Feather & O’Brien, 1987) ; [AJFELE AR ARG

U, — M A R AR U AN B 2 1R 1 T
1% 5E47 0 (Fishbein & Ajzen, 1975; Mischel, 1968) .
BARE NN, RAGEE T CZE R T AMEAT
F N EMEE %L (Schwartz & Sagiv, 1995) ,
DA A ol AR — b RS e A (5 &, BliFRe
8 T R A A TN SO Ak 72 R R I ANMAAT g . Bond AT
FTWEM tEmN 22008 R AT R 196
R, RIALLSIEN ) “AHHAA R e AR IS
JE 2 BRI T #0474 (Chen, Bond, & Tang,
2007) . SafdarfE ALEFEIRIWFFTIAGE], “AF AT
[P ™ 2 5 RSN 149 )3 ) Sk s AH G (Safdar, Lewis, &
Daneshpour, 2006) . NetoX] 7% 4" AFEAAR I 5T 3R
W, ph o otk g4 A 2 08 N 2 AH G (Neto,
2006) o

ik ISR AT S 8 WIXHAT O R BONAE .
FLo T R B RS AT A BATHIOC, WA R
AA L0 AR Z TR 5 AR RIAT g ARG,
Johpb Sl M “ apia il dEREFAE R ARG
AT SRIEECTIEAR DG AT AT IR 4 BRI R
JEEMBS AT By TR, gERefib N RIFCR
IERDG: “E{ETRA RTINS A 5.
BRI “H a2 R M5 A N AS I E]
it K NOBEIFASS.  (Singelis et al., 2003)

FE£3 30 WA T AR HEA R SO R AMEAT R ZE 7
MR Iy o ldn, ASESCHTE B AHEE N B
SRR R SR FI R e FE 2488 (Vocational
Choices) J5THIA T 755, IXPZ2 508 1 4 JE DA A
) SCAE T A MR AH 57 (Leung & Bond, 1998;
Morris et al., 1998) o K& ABRy M R SE0E o W0 55
W RPNV AL B DGR FIN (L Ao T &5 A 0 9 R

W, ASEUTENER A, S TRNEERE. o
AR P SN R 0f SR LA T K LI AE ) (Bond,
Leung, Au, Tong, & Chemonges-Nielson, 2004) , A
I A FEE AR AT 1R OO0 4 FH PR AN [R) 1) SR N T b 45
BIEEAF A YEAE (Safdar, Lewis, & Daneshpour, 2006;
PRENAI, 5KEHr, 2004).

WEAN, gt TR BT LA R i 2 A0 A= e R
TEAL 2B ) “ T igeis 7 4 A5 /- IR MR B A
B g5 (Suppression) [, “dvizfEifl”
AT A R A 1E 2500 (Rumination) il
i} (Chen, Cheung, Bond, & Leung, 2005). M4 /2T
PR Tt DA 4 P FTARR A= 35305 755 B2 AH 5C (Bond et al.,
2004)  “fpriHiRin 4R E A K “anis il
Y ATy B [ 5P B H) AR B BRI AR
Wi (Chen, Cheung, Bond, & Leung, 2006) . #f
PRIZTHY) “AL 2ot 7 4 B Retg TR Rk
I 2E 3% ¥ =% & (Safdar, Lewis, & Daneshpour, 2006) .
4.2 BREFIXRITK

AL NILE 41 A FE S0 & 25 R W], A 2sl
A Z T BAT I 5 AMERE, (RN R E K
155 AL ERASy BAT 225, XM sikii T30
LA 25 (Leung et al., 2002; Kurman & Ronen-Eilon,
2004) o RAEAFEFAXHAYEL BRI R
133 6 N E KRR, B RS AR O A
BPE AL S B EFBUAIKT LA BCR BRI EERT
X6 MG TE IR T AERE, HIX M AR
PR SCAARGE 7B R . WA, AN T
B “ENFSHMEPE” R RSBtk 7 RS T
DLAE S — B Do) S AL (08 b E R 2 A T ) 40
Hofstede [¥TPY %M E A EL R 70 O HR 22T ST AR 4
S, JCR AR AR S0, AN N SRR B A e
b SCACHERE (RhR o AL TN “BhasETE” 0
PR S B P AR 2 SO, SR . AURIEE
B ORSE S SCEIAAEAHIC, XU “Bhassh
TN AR ST A2 B BAT AR o “ floe to i
&7 PG N SCAGHE B AR OCRRAG,  EEVFRoR TR
NG AL T (i 4ttel, AR B ik SCAk e s

(Bond et al., 2004) .

L2 38 JUFN S A 2 T8) DG ZR IR A B L, BT
R IR AL 2538 T T FI SO R AT S AR A R BAT
TR o RN AL AL 238 W ) AT [
PRIFIE Y R EFE 453815 (Chen, Cheung, Bond, &
Leung, 2005) , M4k, Sz B AR N,
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FERE N SCAGFH A SO TR AR 5 I 22 5, T RE TG
BN H M (Kurman & Ronen-Eilon, 2004)
Fh o1l AL BE TN BTEAR (1) SCAL TG, B R
TR R RBFAAIIHEGY, #illn, Safdar &8 NH#4
MIMZE ST INEFERNS B BRI, K
IR N 5 H AR s EB R, AR
AL ZE FCR IBTRAO R TR, o, th & aa )
IR “OREPE” S TT RE TR I &= AR B AE 72
MEEARRIHEF (Safdar, Dupuis, Lewis, El-Geledi, &
Bourhis, 2008) .

5 NEFNRREE

DLAT O B 27 060 T SO I 5T 2 LA B D 2
fith, fESENE— MRS OB, B
MNATAGET AR BRI T3 R 22 R, LT M PR AR
Lo FEHLHIFIAT A Z TR DG BR o A 2 38 DR A A4 L
DK, D& ETFEMIIREER, AT —L%N
e S Ak B 1 T R 1 B R B )
B, HopAfr S HINEREAE, ArRedoikie
THIR) SRR E BRI P2, S 1 (1 0 i kAl
AEREE s AL 238U B SR AT LA AT 4 TR A 1)
185, HRERENCN28 % TR 3], AbATxt
AT HEITE S ARG R (Bond, Leung, Au, Tong, &
Chemonges-Nielson, 2004) ; 48 W AEREA 2 H
PIPIANERE, FIREARR T —FBr i scf i, (Hi2
PAIRAT SARACE, AATTAELA & 45 T4 B R . K
SRAFFTNT LU BN Uy T
51 TEMHSBUMNE, FEERSHAE.

X Ak 20 D) 4 3000 SR P 11 2 1 R o B8 )
Bk, —HMHEEEELSENER (SAS), ##&
HAF WML A P, 59— 7 AR AT A% i
LEEB 2R 7, BB, SR v R ik
st
5.2 H—RITHE SN AT 2 B94E FHLHI

AR 2B AT IR 255 X AT A R —
FRTIEIAE F, AFR FET0 AT B, BT LAEpkad )
MEM EEZSE, W REAETEH AR AT 4 M
A AR AT ST AT Bk R AL 2 30 ) 5 HAh )
LG CInER ., &SR Zl. HE. B3RS
ZIAIRER, Wstlasim M 547 8 BAEL R,

NEBAT AR E AL S tE B N =k, 22
Z SRR, #L2s @ WAAT A 2 A AR AL
OS2 W o Aol 2 A B — b 4
fEd, TEAMEAN BRI B EOL T, Aol )

AT A (R SR A £ o 2 480, o 368 0) 9 1t
AR e 3 4 N 8 M NBEIIASEEM 4%
H, fE P sRex 3 M H B B
THABMD, AR = AR I T s A AR
SRS BASEE, RN A AR N R A HIL
TRSN BRI SE, BAATEAT N FR ARk
BEAHMIZM (Zhou & Wang, 2007) o 4 J5 mI LA 4
WBEAE S IAS . N RRENPLIIFS 5%, BRill— 284t
ORI ZE (ks Hasgma, 25 224k 2o M
FUAAE S RN FPAT A HEFRI G R
5.3 1Mt SN hn R 3 AL BV IR R

B, EAMEZN b, Aol MAEAN W] [ 5K
TR R AR 5 ANERE, (RRTEH LU 5t
TEIHE M, B E A58 5 R 1) & 45
R BN, ExT L s R BOE R AT b A3, BA
BN LR I G R RS A P 1 R TR Ty 5 R
(Almog, 2007) , Bk, 7F “HLosZHEPE” XA
B b Z HATR S A 23, AR A IR A R A
BHNTE “HS 2 XA ERE A e
(Kurman & Ronen-Eilon, 2004) , X )5 REA
RATERE, EEZZN L, BT RIS N
T 1R 5% o T 8 P A DA R /S AN RS T IR A7
X, RRFEEFTEHERBUALG . LIEES
fef. Hok, hEE AT ZEIN 2 RiEE
K, RRIWBFFILTT DL L, Aol WIFEA [ X
FUASTR] B B NFE R A O, 15 L B 3RAT T B 47 1)
R EA S M E S B, ALl R
P AERSABL, R A IR0 JER S WA Bt A
o3[ RN R B BT . BUETF A, T
NI ERAR R T IR ZIAL 3, AR A]
VA AT R BT 5T 207, S BB IR S TR I
IR AR S &

S0k
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The Researches of Social Axioms
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Abstract: Over the years, in the field of psychology, researches of culture and culture difference have been based
on values. In 2002, Leung and his colleagues developed a framework of generalized beliefs called social axioms,
which gave a new approach to define culture. As a new psychological concept different from social attitude, values
or personality traits, social axioms may be conceptualized as one’s social beliefs about oneself, the social and
physical environment, or the spiritual world, and are in the form of an assertion about the relationship between two
entities or concepts. Researchers conducted social axioms survey (SAS) in over 40 nations, and found that the
psychometric property is satisfactory, moreover, SAS showed five dimensions worldwide: Social cynicism, Social
complexity, Reward for application, Religiosity and Fate control. The researches of social axioms provide a
different prospect for understanding culture difference as well as the relationship between psychological mechanism
and behavioral tendencies, exploring a new research area for social psychology.
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