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FERRAFARENFAFEGREAZ -2 E B E RO RGBT RXETEERN
EHERTFARNTENGRE, MEAENN AN ZEAE AT AT
RS HFERNERZ — ZETXARE, AXNAR AL . E5 HETA
FERTTRHEALED RN EENHAER, 8ETHAA R FRRR, @17
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#t 2 A1 45 (social solidarity ) J&ft 222 B IEMEM &2 —. /AR T
V2 T R A 2 T RE AR A g A A B B L o R
N BEARST B L JE T AR, AU T 38 3R A Fe 25 0 28 1T 32 20 Rk A7
S, T T R E MRS A SRR A ST A TR
5 AT P T I 25 1 — AR A ALY, A RS B AT SE RS AR 25 10 5 A FLOF
&, A VA R A 3% 1 AT R © R TS A ] A R
[ 45 A SR ) 5 BRSO e 22 5 v — L o8 4 A 2 5 {3
B TGRSR, IR T L R ML S A K AR5 3L
PRETFE , HBIARFF RS o (H 5 Bb I, R 2 A 25X A R B 124 4
2 S TR S S B D AL AE —F IR YR B Z RS o T A1 D R T S
FIZ587E 20 22 90 4EAR I IFIE SCEE hag i .

B 55 AT 55 F AR 45 (group solidarity ) 89 Uik B, & ATA 3, R
HEFFNAAEEIAMEAHERAR WX AT EEHEMN JROK,
BEXTHENHARLZX D, KE[EHWNEL2FEXHRY | EFH—
MAWRETR LR ENE TREDSLNEDFEE IR, 2SN, ©

TEAATE e, SBOGX — WEE I 5 2 — Skt &2 F AT LRz iz
FH VA ), T 38— A A 4 S T Sy v 0 7 T A 5 S A
IR, B St T P A, B AE 4 Ak S S e = — A i I
AP 5E o FEUR, S SR I A5 6 1) 0 F IF 5 —— G VA 55 e 7
e —— BN e LA A B RS S M PR . %S0 R R B A TR 30
4, FAb ST H AAEAE 1999 45 @ 2004 4@ 2014 45 © o WX 458, A7)

Durkheim, E., The Division of Labour in Society, 2nd ed., New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2013.
Markovsky, B. N. & Lawler, E. J., “A New Theory of Group Solidarity” , Advances in Group
Processes, 1994, 11: 9.

Bayertz, K., “Four Uses of Solidarity” , in Bayertz, K. (ed.), Solidarity, Dordrecht: Springer
Netherlands, 1999, pp. 3—28.

Friedkin, N. E., “Social Cohesion” , Annual Review of Sociology, 2004, 30: 409-425.

Smith, C. & Sorrell, K., “On Social Solidarity” , in Jeffries, V. (ed.), The Palgrave Handbook of
Altruism, Morality, and Social Solidarity, New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2014, pp. 219-247.
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K UG DU ARAF BRASPE A SO « P25 I BE S AR R BEZRAF— e M i) L A
EYPVPE R S5 T I Z5 Y 5 A= A AR 7 BILAR, 5 AR =2 2R B8 Y BEE 23 17 A1
ERTRIE

AR SO BT A A B AT BT V4 O Ak 2 b v OC TSSO BF 52 SOk, $k
P G ) — 6 S B A RN IR M, I 221052t 7R 2B R R B 5 BRI Y Ak o 7
EAEH, DORE T a2 R ASOFR R R P L. —2
KF RIS GHE X, © RS % A AL A N &

(— ) PSR S

P 7 kb 2y <257 (solidarity ) — i WA a] B AT LA 5 2 o et
WL HE R obligatio in solidum , 378 —Fi i 5B B/ NREUA R b1 3 (] 7 4
)5 55 B2 A . @ (H B E0IE A9 BAR 2 SRS T 7k [ R iy S L 19 72 o i
£, @1789 4R ik E AT il T [ L S B S A S, 1
" (fraternity ) A5 BA 1A R BAE B ME & —— 2 & B 3L B e L p
) F /£ Z 1% (brotherhood ) 4B % Z % ( neighborly love ) YA ——1{H 5
AP R EOA LS AL AR, T T — Rt ot 9 6 TOF S5
O\ RSy A B SR R R I BOA A S BEAR X — 6 T A B L RIR I A, 76K
By 25 24— AL G SRR Ay S R v SR M PSS AN SR T

@ ﬁ?ﬁjwﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂz ZFjUJl/BE’J TS S B X P T AL B P Y solidarity X — & TIAR T, X

AR b S B 2 HE AN DL Y B 2 R DY R R E R 5E 4 T ——
E’Jl%’a‘xﬁiﬂ“(z TE AP R A A X R 69 J2: 9% SC 1 3 1] unite 544 17 unity , AN 2R LY
solidarity.,

(@ Bayertz, K., “Four Users of Solidarity” , in Bayertz, K. (ed.), Solidarity, Dordrecht: Springer
Netherlands, 1999, pp. 3—28.

(3 Brunkhorst, H., Solidarity: From Civic Friendship to a Global Legal Community, Cambridge:
The MIT Press, 2005.
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550 | SR AL O ok AR B R ik, ©

T VA 225 — ] A T R 0 3 R, 2 A I B AR A 3 T T A
WS VEI . © —J7 T, 9 A2 32 U B9 JE AR K a0  ( Pierre Leroux ) |
ffi LI ( Charles Fourier ) 25 AL 3 7E AT I 08 R SR F L AR R Fry ek TR 2 355 14
FAAEL R A o 60 T 25 X A o % — D T, 52 % ik R i ) < JR JELAEL
K, N4 (Joseph de Maistre ) . ELEA{] ( Pierre-Simon Ballanche ) %%, 1
WH T A A LA, FIRATI AN N 3 S —— SR 7 MU 178 Ok 2t 5258
SRR A TR SR 1 o HE BB A AR B I B W . BT 19 i
0 rp, k2 A B AL A B A T T A T SR et
PRI =2 04 M A IR B G B 2145 . 7E AL AR A BRIE R 2R B, 1A% R R
R — A T TR A JFU —— b BT AR A “ AP0 ( the Religion
of Humanity ), 1Rl S0l PUT T8 B BB 40 —kE, AR DL B 1E R
AT, (E R MK LB IR R T I G52, WA R — B 238 T

AL L PS5 — M S 1B BN B YIRS R, EXAE X
T, PSSR R AR T P A R TR S, TR, o P 25 5 — M v
B 2 T R B AR T BT T 2 S % Tk Sk T % [ ) 7
555 6 T2 MWL B BRI A o ik, X 7 7 JEUAR v 2 i WL SR T 2 5
F9 77 B0 A T S — OB Sy X I A SELARL sk TR, SR AR SO P RN 2E A ) T e
T o 3 HLBRAT L RE 7 B M 5 R A 1 SR T O LA, 4 8 53 7 T 45 3 —
SR B LS, AP E R — DRI B (philia) B, b
RIS A b 2 B A B A T 5 53— RSB UL S b S T %
% (agape ) W —FhIE S PFE0 . TE 225 | To AR =2 2 B AT . © Xy

(O Brunkhorst, H., Solidarity: From Civic Friendship to a Global Legal Community, Cambridge:
The MIT Press, 2005; Hayward, J. E. S., “Solidarity: The Social History of an Idea in Nineteenth
Century France” , International Review of Social History, 1959, 4(2): 261-284; Stjerne, S., Sol-
idarity in Europe: The History of an Idea, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2005.

(2 Hayward, J. E. S., “Solidarity: The Social History of an Idea in Nineteenth Century France” ,
International Review of Social History, 1959, 4(2): 261-284.

(3 Brunkhorst, H., Solidarity: From Civic Friendship to a Global Legal Community, Cambridge:
The MIT Press, 2005.
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FETAERI DTS AR il e 58 2 MRS & L R, f AR Tk B Ay <l
T MR S B,

DA b 3B W45 B 248 7R 12 250 S — MR BRI PE L& i IR0, (5
JENT T 5 SCHEMT A 254 R — A 2 S0V A3 W R AR A 1) P e B A 2 A S B
W4 G 51 L T TRE S IE B AL 22 1 BIS 1A 28 R SEUERRF 5%
M NRIRR T 78RS 43 TR ) o, WOR THE R 1 0 5 28 20 5 A AR
it PR A iy FE 2 W, B2t AE s 50 B T AR S M HOE Al IRR T IX
O T WIFPAS [ R0 (1 P 25« — o oJ2 s o7 76 () 5 1k TR AU St 1) < B 12
257 W T Aoy TR A A i Gedt 4 s O — R dESr 7E D) RE A1
22 52 RV FAR 0 SE Rl i B HLATSS” | JE T Ah S o TR e H 253 m
B v R 7/ N 8 AN (1119 2 o R 2 R 1 B 401 £ 96 AT A
H 55 41 23 B BEA, MRS BE T — AT 258 50, RV AL S . 7R Fh A 2
H, AT R, (H & B 30A A SR 22 2 A

B PS5 s @A a7 SRR, WR TGRS T ) LR Z G
A R AR 45 3 — AN IE S o AT 38 34 Tp 75 i B 4 2
VI 25 2 B R A Ay | SRR 5 70 AR A RIS A NS IR F R R 7 —
R, QAR IRATE E AL S A RIS X — R i =, Al LI X R )
MZA RV CR 76 RS T8 ) o, MU IR 58 — U fili FH A 453
AR, Ath 5] A B IE 2 B 2485 T AR W e FLL h— A B
U JE MR 0 Jok 2% e 75 5 A1 1 A 2 KT 1o O Ml S 25 AT 19
SR AN T I I —— R FEZ ISR AL, R 2 AR A1, (marital
solidarity ), ¥R/R T-5R I, JTCE A2 05 1A AT 45 30 2 T — M 1) AT 45 #0466 AN 55 [] T
FERHMER) S IR OC R, M JE B IR — P N TE MR A, B0 02K O 1 Bl
FURUREY R4 MR S WIS —, A S, @
AR (230 TR ) TRRS X R 2 1 2R % 6 R INTR W, DL RO A 2548 Ry

=il

Vil
=3

(O Durkheim, E., The Division of Labour in Society, 2nd ed., New York: Palgiave Macmillan, 2013.
@ Tbid., p. 50.
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— R AL ISR T N ATRZIEN R, (HIRIR IR B0 40— AN E R 1S
SERALAT S HERI A 5C T A5 B9 E S B AU i T, R B 22 4t 2 J2= T
LR TE R B R, IZE— 1A B JRA T ED R OB R R 2% 0 A
DU NAE R BEAL A, T ELANAR B SZ1EAT Dy 29SO C Ak ) AR fie it
X LE0 B AT SRR 3l rR) 254 P 2 P —— QAR ELAR —— AT AL A0 3% 1
TSRS T, X ER R 5 A A SRR AL R e 5 2, A
JE X I 2 AT P 45 X — M A AR R SN RO 1 —— P 25 AR B 5
T I B A O — Rl B ATON R, i R AR AR, I EUR — R A
TR X LA A7 X RO — A 2 B A R B A e e A s B
SASCHRHR, X RA TR FE R W T IR

() F05E BIZEARAS H UF 8,

TE4 Rkt SRbE Sk, IS5 — &, I — R R S B #
S E o © B — AN 5 2 A L 2 LT B SOk P R
“BESE J1” (cohesion ), LTI 2 R i R 55 o @ TR A2 5 74 I 9 D 405 i
A A, HR S A <1 (bond ) AR S, (A58 AT 4 4
WIFAEAR T [, R, F AT 45 10 5 K R DO

55— ARk < FERET 0 X, BSR4 B R AT Bl F Y FE M L OB
P — RIS, W RN IR BHL L ASBE DT . R A2 A SR U il
PN TE A () F0 A0 I I PR 5 R R AT B O I — Fh AL RIS . il I
IR RN A 25 52 SC R AR TR/ “AH BAKZR” ( mutual attachment, o8 358 4 4 5.
KT ). © o A R TR ) T AR Bk A BER B —Fh <151 g7

(@O Markovsky, B. N. & Lawler, E. ., “A New Theory of Group Solidarity” , Advances in Group Process-
es, 1994, 11: 9; McPherson, M. & Smith-Lovin, L., “Cohesion and Membership Duration: Linking
Groups, Relations and Individuals in an Ecology of Affiliation” , Advances in Group Processes,
2002, 19: 1-36; Smith, C. & Sorrell, K., “On Social Solidarity” in Jeffries, V. (ed.), The Palgrave
Handbook of Altruism, Morality, and Social Solidarity, New York: Palgrave Macmilla, 2014.
Friedkin, N. E., “Social Cohesion” , Annaul Review of Sociology, 2004, 30: 409-425.

Bayertz, K., “Four Uses of ‘Solidarity’”, in Bayertz, K. (ed.), Solidarity, Dordrecht: Springer Nether-
lands, 1999.
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(attraction ) S X HEAA g —Fh “#KA%” (attachment ), © BRI 45 5 UKy
B B % ] — < R TR 195 S AR IR @ A R W S 2 R R, e
i N NG NEEA N GRHAR F BSR4 (integrative bonds ),
3 2145 T B A AT B 2, O A e R A T LR R
J5 T

X RS 141 45 SBE SR 1A — Bl AT G By i A5 B A LA
AR 25 5 2 L& i D s R IR AT — R R R R 324, i Al 53R 28+
— HIX BRI R OC T RIS R 5 R M 27— B4 W E —Fh N TE
MEEE 5L AR S I AE o SN 1 VLR 9IRS —— A — 2
B BL 22 B M NTEPE” AR B MR BERIR B, AT BRI T %€ g T
CELEEART AR . A SGA XA R A DB . RO S B —
N L o V21 B SRt e 14 K A DR S B e S B UR AR SR
RPN —— iR B 3l AR |t b S —— kST, A
FATTHIF 5T X Fob 4l 7 X4 E AT s Ak S 2504 Bir R P B s FE o Rt &
SRR M E” X —HE, TR AR AT B O UL AR o, B —
T BRE5 K, (HX A AR At 22 1) — A SRR A& A AR

B AT A S B B A AT PR 1, RIE RSB VR R AT SRR T
D AT R RIHEAT A G IR —— W PR FR RS By | S SF IR RS . B 1)
HEAE N A I (public goods ) AF P8t DR 555 o XA AT Ry 14k BB AR 1Y)
oA e 2 — A AT @ rE LA S CREGR A 25 i SR ) — 5 o
W A1 45 5 SCOA IR A B 53 6] T FEAAS i L 1) L 55 1 38 M ( compliance ) #2 F
B VN A O S B AR E bR B SRR NGRS 2 5E . il A

Friedkin, N. E., “Social Cohesion”, Annual Review of Sociology, 2004, 30: 409-425.

Wilde, L., “The Concept of Solidarity: Emerging from the Theoretical Shadows?”, The British
Journal of Politics and International Relations, 2007, 9(1): 171-181.

Molm, L. D., Collett, J. L. & Schaefer, D. R., “Building Solidarity Through Generalized
Exchange: A Theory of Reciprocity”, American Journal of Sociology, 2007, 113(1): 205-242.
Hechter, M. (ed.), Principles of Group Solidarity, Berkeley: University of California Press,
1988.
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JE IG5 BRAR S — M AT Dy 05 AT R B 2R, AN SR AT 30 B R A s AL sl
FhH, FEMB A I T — LT G ORI WA E T —E NAESI LA
W) iy S (RIS ) REEMAT oA D5 3, (a) BRI B 3285 S5 1F 8 H
HURLERES (b)) B LA —Fh ST AT T (LI AR et sk 5= 56" ©
S b, AR 2 DB SC TREVRBESR 1 59 SCHR T, RV DL R R 4 2 PR TR A R
RS B U1 AT R — B ORISR 1 R Ge b, @

HEHIESE AR AR B, AR (=D AAE ) —Fl AL B
JEMZS S, EAALAA BRI E T, —JriE, EAFE AMIESAR A 45X Rl
A I AR R Y 2 A AT 9 M HAR—— AN E AR By | A AR | BT
BeF A 5 —Jr T, NESHFFE R MR , SMERIAT o He A LE A Sl AL RTS fE
T Dy WO, DA T 0 ) ) S MR RO S B D R A i AT
N E L —— NN — TN TE RO B G AR 29 F 5 S R AME WSS AT
IR i TR R (R T AT R AR 4 1 i 2 TE AL 2 B
AT IRA A TR IR Y LA

11 ok SCH R AR e 51 g, (R Ao E S B . b iR
KLY, R —Fh A7 o CanE Bhela A5 ) rTRESR AYEBRAR W AR B ShHL. 4
AR 6 14 SR A S [T SR T LA A AT 2 18] ) B B 55 A, (R A R S HL7E T A
TR B 2540 2% PR T LRI BE = A Oy TR A M) i e R AR M 7R AT 0
LIPS EBAGAE . WSRO T O 04 A BE R 155 4G, I8 20X PR PR A
7] (4 B AL —— — b2 B A R, o5 — B R A 1 1 A —— AR R A2
PR S R o XREEATRR TG —— R A R R S T A
M 5258 AR B — M i, TR Ve TR A 4 A2 B R R T FE 22 Y
Bl —— A ERZNTE . BEA IR R TGN BEE R , SRR 1)

O Thome, H., “Solidarity: Theoretical Perspectives for Empirical Research”, in Bayertz, K. (ed.),
Solidarity, 1999, pp. 101-131.

(2 Festinger, L., Schachter, S. & Back, K., Social Pressures in Informal Groups: A Study of Human
Factors in Housing, Oxford: Harper, 1950; Lott, A. J. & Lott, B. E., “Group Cohesiveness as
Interpersonal Attraction: A Review of Relationships with Antecedent and Consequent Variables”,
Psychological Bulletin, 1965, 64(4): 259-309.
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WA, XA [P A I AESIAIL , & A ML R R A= = AL AR A 2 5 X
Bl AR ERYE R AR R b A MRS A0, T REJEAH AN [ 1 2 2%
o ATy Lo UL, SR FRA AT 75 5 WA IR Zh LB AN [R) S R
BTE—, Wi A TR I MBI A 250 B R R, 50 1, AR SCTESS 64
ST AT 25 (0 DR A A SCR AT B ok 24t AT 1 e SO 25 e 3R e iff
O B v R BE SR D RIS B A BRIE R 1 B S P 22—

55 = Rhoxt 25 A B TR N “AS R PET Y, BT 25 1R R R R M ek
KL IS5 R PEARAE , ANt 23 25 40 v A AR DG 3R | 4k 2 000 0% 1) o6 3 M 5 2R
TS AF o X BUA AR ER M I 2 T /R W] SR SR 57 B i — A R . il
T4 HR A 285 2 Sk T A I 46 R AIE « 3% 38 1 ( reachability ) Fl45 4 45— Pk
(structural unity ), © v, 338 P A 7E H AT 0 4% o A — A>3 510 55—
T A5 B A Ik DA B LA R A R ik . WU MTE — 7 SRR — 2
W IRAT— At T A5, IS4 M 45 B e (R . S5 RS — PR AR AE I 2
S A A PR 1o R 5, (PR ML 2 ) AR 30 1 /N IR T . ISR AN AE X R 1Y
AN IR W 4k B = B A5 R gE—E . TTIA D, I ER Al i e i
R R S G — M T R A . AR HESR L 4T 30 T ELA A1
e N A i G N TP 95t oK A Er R

DR A 45 R S e G M PR AR AR AR, 1T AT e T AT 7 BB A 4
BN BT AR B —Rh g, BNk 2e A A FIRE 23 56 R 10 Fa E FLRE A s &
PP o (S5 F M e SO TG — > 517 S M SO AR R, B[] — o 25 4 1
REAE T DA TR 1 ST S AR ) A S DA 286 14 32 S Ry 9], o 34 1 T
KR TFAT & T A 2 S (E AR = A 1258 5 B8, rTRESRIE T A
10T A 3R A 25 5 KA TF R 1 38 B 83846, 34 T BER5 T 20 245 5 AU i
FHE T I AR AR RS B AL MR, S5 55 X SR ) P o 1 JE PR 7 &
A Y ZR AV LE R BB T 2200 . AR ESATE S 1 2o SCHA
45, S FRAT T R AR R] ) PR 3R VR VA A — R —— Qi — e 3 T ) 3 4 G

(@D Markovsky, B. E. & Lawler, E. J., “A New Theory of Group Solidarity”, Advances in Group Processes,
1994, 11: 9.
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FA 4% | — A 11 A B X R I 6 Rl — > 125 6 3 (AL 5 3R I 4 T A e 2
WY, RS = H B RIS L T e 5 R 5 .

b R =l B BN VAL O B SIE AT R4 R = A D TR
SCPASS o 55 DUAP U —Fh LR B R A, BIDKE LA b = AN D5 T i 7
WS RN A S TE R, IR — R A A . 1l
G0, BT T R B U 7 B 0 ML U A TR S A BRI B B A A
NI AR SR o O 3 — 5 SRR A B A [ F R 2 R, 445
A5 | IR | AR 45 | S0 1 5 (A R 26 T B PR T
TR P9 BT 30 D00 2 05 6 045 g 2 B o L 4 7 [ T R ) O 9 4 S ik
i, BB A R DB E TR B AT [
WA, PITE RO 25 B FNANE B4 B85 VR 5 8 0 AR P B % @ iy i 45
A A [0 5L B8 305 1 % A A 5% 7 (team cohesion ) 14 k23 0y B 2% SC ik i %
B, 1 200 24 ELARBESE Z 6 h, 45 20 ZAWF58 6 F 10 2 [ B0 45 1 4 B
FIAT A RS & ORI, ©

R A T AR TR M E L7, WIFE R N A, kT T 7E
R = AT T BT IR (0 R, LT R A ) . (R AEAR SO R, RN TG
FIT AL R L7 377 A B B L 5 I o LE QA B2 A IR 4k
T A 4 R TR 7 B AN R — M AR, SRR BN T RS R
T i e S ) 2 ] RS O 2R 00 TR o @ AT A R SR A% b o A R [
(B2 2 I LA I B X 4, T 9 7 6 0 T ) — A 2 eh s SR 0 1
B AINIE A VEAT 9 R 26 T I 1 DO 4% 22 308 P 0 7 10 1A 4% 3 — M A P TR L)
TATHIR RE T, X SR RFIE LI 2538 8], JE 35 B AT145 76 R R 4% 1

Festinger, L., Schachter, S. & Back, K., Social Pressures in Informal Groups: A Study of Human
Factors in Housing, Oxford: Harper, 1950.

Friedkin, N. E., “Social Cohesion”, Annual Review of Sociology, 2004, 30: 409-425.

Salas, E., et al. “Measuring Team Cohesion Observations from the Science”, Human Factors:
The Journal of the Human Factors and Ergonomics Society, 2015, 57(3): 365-374.

Friedkin, N. E., “Social Cohesion”, Annual Review of Sociology, 2004, 30: 409-425; Markovsky, B.
N. & Lawler, E. J., “A New Theory of Group Solidarity”, Advances in Group Processes, 1994, 11: 9.
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dE AT AR, = 1] ) PRR G R R AT AR 25— R B R, 5 B 2 4
MG, A AN YR B I A PR SR A 2% b o 408 ) — A BR 9 s AR W R i A, JF
S —FIFSIR R BRI ZE 0 R b, NTESIL ., AT R S5 F R
ik JLAT7 T DRR B 2 LA BN W1 AR 7 B2 5, AR ANl B A
HIFN I AERERF R o AL, QETSCATIE , (7] — R ANEAT S il BE I Tk
Ji5E 4 AN TR PN AE SIAIL, I [R] — b S5 A4 PR e okl T RE VR T OO AN R 9 47
RN 5 QA AT A AR AR A S5 B RE S S TR R T X e AR i 1 R
B, TR TR M AR S DR 2R 5 R i AR R Y IR

(=) G&HNE X

A SCNA, AR R UL N G B R R FE, SRR B —Fh N TERE” I L,
¥ S5 B AT sh & O BRI — M4, 05 I ShAILAIZS B 45 D i i) 22
o BRWIE, B0 LR E AT 3 RO XS T HA AR B BT & B A i —
FA S G ML AL 7 (affective bond ), A pliM: 2 A FE W I8k 1 5 X0 7 & A
Ik 4E (attachment ) | ZhAIL_F X x5 J7 @ wk A9 RIS SC T AR & AR R A 3
SR B CREXF T A AR S 2 ), ARSI EX T R FRae v iy 7K
% ( commitment ) .

SR IS P A Ay B SCAY S e, S BT TR I b o s MR S ) 30 S R B G b
FPYR P FRICHR . AL GEA BB VR RAT 305 50 19— Fh A 78 175 J&%
M B, 4858 B 5254 S B B SAE S5 T 0 B AR 52 B A 45 BT 5%
M P — A 5 2R 5 5 R P AR A ) 2% 32 3 e IO AR ) DU AR 90 LA 17 B A
V52 ) AT 45 808 10 Dt A 5 A2 B AT 45 BV E TR 5 2R dd ik s mpal 43, 30
PL AT SRS R T Y PR SR AUE A S 0 2, i HAE RS E s
Sy b PR [ M Jo 1 St PR S 3 ] — S SR IR, i, FEax M HE SR B S AREAT
RIFAEE T4, e BT LASZ B A 455800 52, ] DLAZ 31 H A AS W] 7 B i
JE PR CAn B B R ) A5 o SRl SR A S5 R RRAE A R IR AT LLRAT S E 1Y
25 S LAY Dy, o mT LA Al AR AT 25 Ve s FL AT o
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(Y ) ZAN 2R A1 25 S i A ) et

TEDTR T S5 O TS AL X — A E L2, BA e 20 ie
— AR ), R AR AT X R MR S 125 M 1k, EHRAER D =AR
G IT X A5 P AL I BE ST o

B NEFIEN NG NZ RSB o A5 R4 70 AR, B
‘AR ET A (dyad-to-dyad ) B ERYALE . B0, WK T TS R A
[ (4 A2 2 ol R FERI A A 455G &R, TRk b LR A X R A0 1 AL
N A PEALAT BIE L, I AT 2R AR TE A S RS 2 b BRI
A Jett o r 3 B N R TE R WIS R AR B B, TR AL 2O B2y R 3 SC R O
FEAH UL AU, (ER AR Z (BT AL A S A BIL R 0 T A5 5 v i ALl
AR K 45 AR o DRI, S 3V R 1A P 1 45 B JE L il i, A7 b 2
fEF O T R 5 50 AR BT 5 SCRIR PP 2 11 A9 B R

BTN ZYOETERE AR T LI R S, R RO REAEER ) (group
cohesion ) o X2 FE HEAA L B I J8L A4 LA AL 182 575 by X G2 R0 LA AN B4y X
I IRA T o RL— BRI 0, — > BA B3 OX T oAt g — A~ BA 5 AT R BESE B
SRIEANFERIA AT . BEAh, MR TR ERBA A A] REJE L — Fift U Ja SR 15 ek K
Fo X PR AL AR V) OCHR, (A E AR X AL, ol AR
VEREMRIAIZE B P SEARGESE o X T RE T, HIE LS5 A AR i 4
AT AL AR 5 5 TR R — B I R G —— R A B ——
W] BB LA A BIL A A A

ARV T RUEAS R, A — A1 O R AR A R] o e
WAL /I | R 22 B0 bR ] T 0k 17 B Sh AL B2 ), B LR Ry . 2
2 YRR B R | HOR Z BN 51 Z [k =2 10X T8 A2 1E B L2 i (A R % ]
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AN, LSS T LATE X = AN 2 RAFAE R R IENE . AR &2 5 0]
S TE RV E 085 22 19 J2 v 4] J2 A BRI VAL 495 ELRREAAS A 495 (9T 1 — T 8 AR
TEAS RIS PR 22 ] 068 5.7 B AT RBLR S 53— 77 Tt B R T 5 3k
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TE K YA 5 T EA) BRI B AT B 25

(O Bayertz, K., “Four Uses of ‘Solidarity’”, in Bayertz, K. (ed.), Solidarity, Dordrecht: Springer Netherlands,
1999.

(2 Brunkhorst, H., Solidarity: From Civic Frendship to a Global Community, Cambridge: The MIT Press,
2005.
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TS YRGB AEEFH —AHANIER, wF— RN
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R)EXBE, R Az Kk, @

BN U B AT T B B, B T kR, R T R R X

(D Friedkin, N. E., “Social Cohesion”, Annual Review of Sociology, 2004, 30: 409—425; McPherson, M.
& Smith-Lovin, L., “Cohesion and Membership Duration”, Advances in Group Processes, 2002, 19:
1-36.

(@ Lott,A. J. & Lott, B. E., “Group Cohesiveness as Interpersonal Attraction: A Review of Relationships
with Antecedent and Consequent Variables”, Psychological Bulletin, 1965, 64(4): 259-309.
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AN A A5 D], AP 4% R A - g SR AT Y . X — U X
BB ASNER B R R LR EE . BN, 258 5 R R R4 e
BT H , AR EAE NBRW 51 I3 B0 58 b 4t — A G — PR i B, Tl 1 32
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BB SRR, O T A T47 gl ik i H: H FTA ) =204 H bR B dE
LY. W52, TREMPEX I Z T3B Y H bR A R E, X
A R BE P T X X F e 51 77 .
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(@D Kelley, H. H. & Thibaut, J. W., Interpersonal Relations: A Theory of Interdependence, New
York: Wiley, 1978; Thibaut, J. W. & Kelley, H. H., The Social Psychology of Groups, New York:
Routledge, 1959.

@ Rusbult, C. E., “Commitment and Satisfaction in Romantic Associations: A Test of the
Investment Model”, Journal of Experimental Social Psychology, 1980, 16(2): 172-186;
Rusbult, C. E. & Farrell, D., “A Longitudinal Test of the Investment Model: The Impact on Job
Satisfaction, Job Commitment, and Turnover of Variations in Rewards, Costs, Alternatives, and
Investments”, Journal of Applied Psychology, 1983, 68(3): 429-438.

(3 Finkel, E. J. & Eastwick, P. W., “Interpersonal Attraction: In Search of a Theoretical Rosetta
Stone”, in Simpson, J. A., et al. (eds.), APA Handbook of Personality and Social Psychology, Vol-
ume 3: Interpersonal Relations, Washington, D. C.: American Psychological Association, 2015.
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— NG MG, — AN T RATHRN R A RSS2 S e
gy, 35— A AR R T S — o PO A 17 SR ALY R R A [ ) S
B i TA SOl SO R AT O B B SR SR R AL BEE S 1
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PRI R o © 3 B G B0 g S TR S A L B A A IR
XA A BB A BT 5] (E AR A GIE 4 HE 52 FUR R WA BT ) T 5570k 46
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A6 15 5 IR A (A S PN 7 B9 SRR AL AT EOC CABATT B AR I

e, SCH N IR 22 00 2= 1 X LA AR R 2 4 06 28 MIBE 3R 0 U N I 1 2
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(@D Lott, A. J. & Lott, B. E., “Group Cohesiveness as Interpersonal Attraction: A Review of Relationships
with Antecedent and Consequent Variables”, Psychological Bulletin, 1965, 64 (4): 259-309.
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TE R R RO ST, © A D BWE 58 & B e 3 3], U AT i
B bR e SCRI PR R R RIS, I T B HONAT A G s Lk
B e ORK R4 L DGR AT 3 Ry WA BE A O R P BT e A . —Fh
&3 Wt 54 & (exchange relationship ), 55 — Fft /& 3 7] /& 3¢ & ( communal
relationship ). 7ERTH 1, 1780 & i BT HL Ak sh LA A5 28 e J5 00 >k 47 sh 7
JEE T AT S E X TR 7 BT KA A AE RO, RS B X 7 25 A AU
ST I SR AN % 7 e 7 B R, © Rk R A e RIS G
()2 B2 ( Aron ) T 1 “ ¥ A9 A A ZH” (including other in the
self) By A IR AL A IS, MRIGZIIL, WA HIE RERETFH 1 AR
WE R A T EEA, it L 50 B IR A S B SR [ 3R
TE— R LA TATSEANN B I Z A, A B9 RHAE 755K
A bR e — & B F AT sl A O ARRHIE Bk A B AR, @ 0T LU 3, 3 Fl
Wt N2 18 3R PR AR AR R ZR T AR X 43 P 45 R0 A 4047 g el s 18 1) O
SCA R RVAZS R E X T B MR " RAEMSG . i
LA RIS R ARG B LA A, I8 B T 5 T R £
WSS R A E AT XN, BARANE A F T A 5k i ¢

@ Clark, M. S. & Mills, J., “Interpersonal Attraction in Exchange and Communal Relationships”,
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 1979, 37(1): 12-24; Clark, M. S. & Mills, J. R., “A
Theory of Communal (and Exchange) Relationships”, Handbook of Theories of Social Psychology,
vol. 2, London: SAGE Publications Ltd., 2012, 232-250; Clark, M. S., Mills, J. R. & Corcoran, D. M.,
“Keeping Track of Needs and Inputs of Friends and Strangers”, Personality and Social Psychology
Bulletin, 1989, 15(4): 533—542.

(2 Aron, A, et al., “Close Relationships as Including Other in the Self”, Journal of Personality and
Social Psychology, 1991, 60(2): 241-53; Aron, A., McLaughlin-Volpe, T. & Mashek, D., “Including
Others in the Self”, European Review of Social Psychology, 2004, 15(1): 101-132; Aron, A.,
Aron, E. N. & Smollan, D., “Inclusion of Other in the Self Scale and the Structure of Interpersonal
Closeness”, Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 1992, 63(4): 596—-612.
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i, 0 TR RN ARRA RS Z —. QT HI LS,
VR R SRR 2 P 0L A R AT 9 — ol AL 7 T SR A A TS (SUASLR F A5
BLHAb FLAR IR

WA B F T, SR TR RIS LG AR IR T B S ok 11 AR AR o —Fi
2P S B o @ RS S A 0 1 ) L R 3
R, N TR AL P T T S ST 4% I R A B A B BHRE ), LA R B
F) A B 25— B R 5 R S o IR BT S L 2 TF B B A8 — 2600 20 RF 37
5 B TR AT A B v S AR 0 ol 2 000 4% 1AL 2 6 5, U0 4# 7 2 (oxytocin ) T %
YRR . @ 7 3000 R 2 14 AR 0~ 2o DL (0 S, 2 o O 5 2
L1 T BT 5 VLA 0 B , T 35K 86 LA 3 — 25 b 2 B 40 (00
& SCA HRAR 4 R R TR (AR AT AT DU 6 T 5 U A

Maslow, A. H.(ed.), Motivation and Personality, New York: Harper & Row, 1970.

Baumeister, R. F., “Need-to-Belong Theory”, in Kruglanski, P., Van L. A. & Higgins, E. (eds.),

Handbook of Theories of Social Psychology, London: SAGE Publications Ltd., 2012, pp. 121-140;

Baumeister, R. F. & Leary, M. R., “The Need to Belong: Desire for Interpersonal Attachments as a

Fundamental Human Motivation”, Psychological Bulletin, 1995, 117(3): 497-529.

(3@ Gintis, H., et al, “Explaining Altruistic Behavior in Humans”, Evolution and Human Behavior,
2003, 24(3): 153—-172; Griskevicius, V., Haselton, M. G. & Ackerman, J. M., “Evolution and
Close Relationships”, in Simpson, J. A., et al. (eds.), APA Handbook of Personality and Social
Psychology, Volume 3: Interpersonal Relations, Washington, D. C.: American Psychological
Association, 2015, pp. 3—-32; De Waal, F. B. M., “Putting the Altruism Back into Altruism: The
Evolution of Empathy”, Annual Review of Psychology, 2008, 59(1): 279-300.

(@) Donaldson, Z. R. & Young, L. J., “Oxytocin, Vasopressin, and the Neurogenetics of Sociality”,

Science, 2008, 322(5903): 900—904; Meyer-Lindenberg, A., et al., “Oxytocin and Vasopressin in

the Human Brain: Social Neuropeptides for Translational Medicine”, Nature Reviews Neurosci-

ence, 2011, 12(9): 524-538.
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Ik AT AR IS X T2 00 104, S A R R B 25 5 S R
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@ HHTAFAER DA DA SE FUR ST X — LA AR R A o B0 W9 o, SR AT DI 3% R
% ( Autism Spectrum Disorder, 045 T % UL F FAIGE | B4 25 B 0E 55 ) IO, AE3ETE R
FH AR i 45 0T8T B BE IR AR o AL B A 33 A B ARk AR, SRR 22 5 09 s 9 401 4 0 3
TR R TR, LSRR AAAE N AT 22 5, FATEA I Z

(2 Finkel, E. J. & Eastwick, P. W., “Interpersonal Attraction: In Search of a Theoretical Rosetta

Stone”, in Simpson, J. A., et al. (eds.), APA Handbook of Personality and Social Psychology, Vol-

ume 3: Interpersonal Relations, Washington, D. C.: American Psychological Association, 2015.

Ibid.

Schachter, S., The Psychology of Affiliation: Experimental Studies of the Sources of Gregarious-

® ©

ness, Retwood City: Stanford University Press, 1959.
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JUEE ), AT RE 5 WA A (Ao HE ST B A IR AL A B ok . QIR R, B T
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. @ WAL & B, — ik P 37 5 00 3 4 P 0 05 3 7 /8 T Ak (e
SEHORIAA ), SRR HE LT A 2 11 58 s VI ) O R e R g, @
AR TR B T 25 755K B0 A 7, SRl AT LS i R MR A 1 )R Je
il LR, B AU B IR RS O TR, M TR I A A1 45 37 4 4
L5 M AL (R BL 2

(D Benard, S., “Cohesion from Conflict: Does Intergroup Conflict Motivate Intragroup Norm
Enforcement and Support for Centralized Leadership?”, Social Psychology Quarterly, 2012,
75(2): 107-130.

(@ Clark, M. S., Beck, L. A. & Aragén, O. R., “Relationship Initiation: Bridging the Gap Between
Initial Attraction and Well-Functioning Communal Relationships”, in Deater-Deckard, K.,
Celano, B. H. F. M. & Whisman, M. A. (eds.), APA Handbook of Contemporary Family Psychol-
ogy: Foundations, Methods, and Contemporary Issues Across the Lifespan, vol. 1, Washington, D.
C.: American Psychological Association, 2019, pp. 409—-425.

Maner, J. K., et al., “Does Social Exclusion Motivate Interpersonal Reconnection? Resolving the
‘Porcupine Problem’”, Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 2007, 92(1): 42-55.
O’Reilly, C. A., “Culture as Social Control: Cororations, Cults, and Commitment”, Research in
Organizational Behavior, 1996, 18: 157-200.
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(D Earley, P. C. & Gibson, C. B., “Taking Stock in Our Progress on Individualism-Collectivism: 100
Years of Solidarity and Community”, Journal of Management, 1998, 24(3): 265-304; Schwartz, S.
H., “Individualism-Collectivism: Critique and Proposed Refinements”, Journal of Cross-Cultural
Psychology, 1990, 21(2): 139-157.
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(1 Finkel, E. J. & Eastwick, P. W., “Interpersonal Attraction: In Search of a Theoretical Rosetta
Stone”, in Simpson, J. A., et al. (eds.), APA Handbook of Personacity and Social Relations,
Washington, D. C.: American Psychological Association, 2015.
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©) Feingold, A., “Gender Differences in Effects of Physical Attractiveness on Romantic Attraction:
A Comparison Across Five Research Paradigms”, Journal of Personality and Social Psychology,
1990, 59(5): 981-993; Finkel, E. J. & Eastwick, P. W., “Interpersonal Attraction: In Search of
a Theoretical Rosetta Stone”, in Simpson, J. A., et al. (eds.), APA Handbook of Personality and
Social Relations, Washington, D. C.: American Psychological Association, 2015; Langlois, J. H.,
et al., “Maxims or Myths of Beauty? A Meta-Analytic and Theoretical Review”, Psychological
Bulletin, 2000, 126(3): 390-423; Reis, H. T., Nezlek, J. & Wheeler, L., “Physical Attractiveness
in Social Interaction”, Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 1980, 38(4): 604-617.
Langlois J. H., et al., “Maxims or Myths of Beauty? A Meta-Analytic and Theoretical Review”,
Psychological Bulletin, 2000, 126 (3): 390-423.

Solomon, D. H. & Roloff, M. E., “Relationship Initiation and Growth”, in Vangelisti, A. L. &
Perlman, D. (eds.), The Cambridge Handbook of Personal Relationships, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2018, pp. 79—89.
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@ Vaisey, S., “Structure, Culture, and Community: The Search for Belonging in 50 Urban Communes”,
American Sociological Review, 2007, 72(6): 851-873.
Vaisey, S. & Lizardo, O., “Can Cultural Worldviews Influence Network Composition?”, Social
Forces, 2010, 88(4): 1595-1618.
Byrne, D. E., The Attraction Paradigm, New York: Academic Press, 1971; Lott, A. J. & Lott, B.
E., “Group Cohesiveness as Interpersonal Attraction A Review of Relationships with Antecedent
and Consequent Variables”, Psychological Bulletin, 1965, 64 (4): 259-309; Montoya, R. M.
& Horton, R. S., “A Meta-Analytic Investigation of the Processes Underlying the Similarity-
Attraction Effect”, Journal of Social and Personal Relationships, 2013, 30(1): 64-94; Solomon,
D. H. & Roloff, M. E., “Relationship Initiation and Growth”, in Vangelisti, A. L. & Perlman, D.
(eds.), The Cambridge Handbook of Personal Relationships, Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2018.

@) Solomon, D. H. & Roloff, M. E., “Relationship Initiation and Growth”, in Vangelisti, A. L. &
Perlman, D. (eds.), The Cambridge Handbook of Personal Relationships, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2018.
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TR A ), T G A RO T S GE A T A T R 4
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(@D Lawler, E. I., “An Affect Theory of Social Exchange”, American Journal of Sociology, 2001,
107(2): 321-352; Thye, S. R., et al., “Relational Cohesion, Social Commitments, and Person-to-
Group Ties: Twenty-Five Years of a Theoretical Research Program”, Advances in Group Processes,
2014, 31: 99-138.
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KD B BRAT | K R RSN —— LS. AT SRR ARG , 75 145 i 7] A

(@D Lawler, E. J., “An Affect Theory of Social Exchange”, American Journal of Sociology, 2001, 107
(2): 321-352; Lawler, E. J., Thye, S. R. & Yoon, J., “Social Exchange and Micro Social Order”,
American Sociological Review, 2008, 73(4): 519-542; Lawler, E. J. & Yoon, J., “Commitment in
Exchange Relations: Test of a Theory of Relational Cohesion”, American Sociological Review,
1996, 61(1): 89—108.
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S5 B : (1) H B (2) H SRS HIMERRAF 5 (3 ) 1 3 v 175 TR i 5
(4)EFPE “AREBR 5 (5)RMEED,

EFhE HAEAY, SRR R g e R S, &
XA R s . N B IR R, HEh AR B, i HR T A 1, H
BT BT Rl P Y T OF B AR S B A IR LA B T B o X
Tob S B Fe BLREFR Ry 7] BB SE KB 7 (mere exposure effect ) —— H B4
G 2% M RTE AT B 3R P, WO A A ) B ATk A
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(O Bornstein, R. F., “Exposure and Affect: Overview and Meta-Analysis of Research, 1968/1987”,
Psychological Bulletin, 1989, 106(2): 265-289; Moreland, R. L. & Beach, S. R., “Exposure
Effects in the Classroom: The Development of Affinity Among Students”, Journal of Experimental
Social Psychology, 1992, 28(3): 255-276; Zajonc, R. B., “Attitudinal Effects of Mere Exposure”,
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 1968, 9(2, Pt.2): 1-27.

(@ Nahemow, L. & Lawton, M. P., “Similarity and Propinquity in Friendship Formation”, Journal
of Personality and Social Psychology, 1975, 32(2): 205-213.
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(@O Lawler, E. I., Thye, S. R. & Yoon, J., “Social Exchange and Micro Social Order”, American So-
ciological Review, 2008, 73(4): 519-542.

Ibid.

Molm L. D., Collett, J. L. & Schaefer, D. R., “Building Solidarity Through Generalized Exchange”,
American Journal of Sociology, 2007, 113(1): 205-242; Molm, L. D., Whitham, M. M. & Melamed, D.,
“Forms of Exchange and Integrative Bonds: Effects of History and Embeddedness”, American
Sociological Review, 2012, 77(1): 141-165.
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(D Jackson, J. C., et al., “Synchrony and Physiological Arousal Increase Cohesion and Cooperation
in Large Naturalistic Groups”, Scientific Reports, 2018, 8(1): 1-12; Liu, Y. & Lin, T., “Rituals
and Solidarity: The Effects of Synchrony and Complementarity on Cooperation”, Advanc-
es in Group Processes, 2019, 36: 95—-115; Wiltermuth, S. S. & Heath, C., “Synchrony and
Cooperation”, Psychological Science, 2009, 20(1): 1-5.
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©) Dutton, D. G. & Aron, A. P., “Some Evidence for Heightened Sexual Attraction Under
Conditions of High Anxiety”, Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 1974, 30(4): 510—
517.

(@ Garcia, D. & Rimé, B., “Collective Emotions and Social Resilience in the Digital Traces After a Terrorist
Attack”, Psychological Science, 2019, 30(4): 617-628; Paez, D., et al., “Psychosocial Effects of
Perceived Emotional Synchrony in Collective Gatherings”, Journal of Personality and Social Psy-
chology, 2015, 108(5): 711-729; Rimé, B., et al., “Intrapersonal, Interpersonal, and Social Outcomes
of the Social Sharing of Emotion”, Current Opinion in Psychology, 2020, 31: 127—-134.
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(D Aron, A, Aron, E. N. & Norman, C., “The Self-Expansion Model of Motivation and Cognition in
Close Relationships”, The Oxford Handbook of Close Relationships, New York: Oxford University
Press, 2013; Collins, N. L. & Miller, L. C., “Self-Disclosure and Liking: A Meta-Analytic
Review”, Psychological Bulletin, 1994, 116(3): 457—-475; Reis, H. T. & Shaver, P., “Intimacy as
Interpersonal Process”, in Duck, S. (ed.), Handbook of Personal Relationships: Theory, Research,
and Interventions, New York: Wiley, 1988, pp. 367—389.
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Social Solidarity: A Critical Review

Abstract: Solidarity is a foundational concept in sociology. But sociological studies
of solidarity seem to lack momentum and have made little progress. This article
critically reviews the literature on solidarity, focusing on the debates surrounding
the definition of the concept and theories about its generating mechanisms, so as
to shed light on certain fundamental obstacles in the field and find a way forward.
Regarding the definition of solidarity, we review four major approaches—intrinsic,
behavioral, structural, and multi-dimensional —and propose to define solidarity
as agents’ emotional bonds with other individuals or with the group they belong.
To understand the mechanisms that generate solidarity, we draw on not only the
literature on solidarity in sociology but also studies on group cohesion and on close
relationships in social psychology. We argue that the dominant theoretical approach
in the current literature is flawed, in that it relies on, explicitly or implicitly, a
utility—maximization and exchange paradigm. We believe this instrumental view of
solidarity needs to be rejected and replaced with a perspective in which solidary

bonding is itself a goal that agents pursue. Based on the new perspective, we
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propose a framework that looks at the process of solidarity formation from four
angles: ego, alter, interaction and institutions, reviewing relevant findings and
identifying blind spots in each area.

Keywords: social solidarity, cohesion, emotional bonding, cooperation
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