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11 HARBEEEVISLFK

NS IR, B 5 AR R AT
TN T HEAEARH B R RERES A, &
AR R, AR LSTTAERTRY IH A R, Rk
EMALYHL A TAAEUME (Serpell, 2019) o Tl &y
Joi ST AR N T A A £ K B R —— AR gk
ekt “BEFRRT BT MIIREET R E#T T,
PRACHRTT A B AR AT R U H 280 o MR I (2024
SERIRBEYILTARSE ) . EREYITIZHIE T 513200
f¢37t, HrhhETIGES K AK18.7%, #B60%1M7EY
FNEEHA S R RERR .

SR, PRI B R SRS M RE SRR I
Z IR G B #5238, EVIN Y IR b S B0 B
20234 A [E Rt S R AR R LU N 15.3%, B Mg
A7 FEEF G HIA3T%; SESFEOREMST, 22%
53 AT R IREASE (Ui r SR iCA T
PR “PhiE” ) o X EBIR R — O
N MRS BHE M B YRR D IERS, S8
RO DU BRSSP

1.2 BB SHRBNR

DHIEENT N R R R R B RET YN
AR, W TR SHARLE B T
R (Mueller et al., 2021) . {HIVEEFSEAAAE 2R

(EEETT: EE2R, T AIEAFEEFHMEARE, HRLHA: HESFRVES,
YESIA: EE2XT. (2025). ZMSEAHABLRENENTENZIN: EFARABRENEDHNESHR. DEVEZELS 70,

1538-1543.
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MR Ho—, By dozsiili iRy r TR, ZHH
VERISE AR AR 22535 H ., AU L
TR, S W BN ESA . Tk,
T (Transspecies Psychology ) E s
B AAPER TSN, SRR L EX 5 R BT i
BRI ( Gosling, 2001)

AEREGEY OSSR, RERIERTA
MEHEISAER . M. DALY R I SR, BRI
P T MRS DEFC A B A | B R AHUE S B AMETE
ANIFDE R B 22 AL E LR . RSB, HETHLAS
25 B NAE UERCEEE Al SR TR B A 33K 22%, I B R4
B S AMGETCHS R M8, sk N g e =t
FRMLHTHELE

2 EYABBHERELSNE

21 ABRRIEYIES ST

TN IS AE Sy B2 o e EL R i ) 8 A 3
FER, FA DR (PR . R3HE. Shmde. BEA
P AT AMUGEHFAZ, BAEEYFITIE TR
S P, XS Al — SO Y AR S B T SR
B YL RN IR GE—0, S-BE
HEERE 2R GG P 22 S BE RS ) AR I 2 K7, 5k
KA T IR A5 (Canli, 2008) .

2.1.1 WEFLEATR AR R

(1) K2 VN5 AIIeA: 7 B & A B PR,
KRB NI I RS HHTHK (Gosling, 2001 ) i
S XTA8 LR MK IIAT LS, R T R M 1 =2
R,

OFMatE: RICHWESKT (g HZEH) | 4t
LA shatE ( EIAEME A IR )

QBN W “BEAE N EEI” ik (anxd
B A= DBz g )

OF Y WD =0 3-% i @ Uk PN )
K A IER . REFTRHE Y R ER T (g
A M HESR ) FIFFRCHE (X3 b2 IR R ) ZE R
(Turcsanetal., 2012) ;

(2) #iZs: FAFE/RE%E AN (Litchfield et al.,
2017) FFEMFeline Fivem R &2 AL, GF& 0, #1358
e MBS RS AR, Hoh s (PR
184) SAEEAMERAMKL (1=-027) . HHOH%
FERL R EREER R R W, 5 AT AT
R EEARRL (1CC=0.61)

2.1.2  JEMEELBhT A NG IE TR

(1) 28 R BM R, X “Hse
P (EFIRGASOETINER) 5 “BRE (K
IR FAERENMRZESR, HXWIERS

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc

TR BAMaE . JFRCPER IEASE (Cussen & Mench,
2018) .

(2) eiTahdy . S2Mimide “HodtE” (S By
ATk F1 “TEShE” (HIGEETR ) eI )
AT AR, (R SR Sh i i R TR E R
ik (1CC<0.4) , TIHES KMGAT Z AR BEAHOE ( Wells,
2009) .

22 BYMNBEINESE

Bl T R VS ECAFIE AT . HRTER T
RSB G B, ST NS, ERRE 54
BLIET=7 TN | 5 YA N A N

22.1 fTAMERE: REKERBEMLSH

WA B S, R TR R
TR TR, BRI,

(1) JFEeH:I: 76 P 2E Be 8] PO 08 3R 8 B
(IngskFEmEk. PIER) |, ICREWAE 10 58P AT
R K 5H 7T,

(2) RETH. @ “HERW R SR WEis 4
;NG FEANEH T 8RR, FIHE
G TE DAL B T

(3) M B s (FAEH B
e ), AT AR RS (U FAP-120 &
&) JCREEL . HEMAE AR T O,

GBS T B W, Rk, B
DEAPAEE TP (AR XA AR SR T RS 1
) .

222 EANMEE: BITROEERN BN A

FET AN R BRI R Y IRIAE TN ER T
Ho wE 0 ETuresanZE A (2012) FF & B Pet Big Five
Inventory ( PBF-1) , ¥4 NEO-FFIf1y441 5 Hi Ak Ny
FEMAT Ik

(1) TPt Y B s uli &4/
BLE”

(2) fhegfn. “FAREYIA ) NI /B AR N
-0 S

ZAERERE PN —BHMEE o =078, E
{FBEr=0.69, H 517 WM FREK0.52 ~ 0.67
(p<0.01) , Wowih RAFIIRE .

(EARFER AR, B 22 TT B8 52 M 4 4 1
Yo Bldn, BRI A AT AT R
R g (ORI AR “mE ),
B2 RS R e (Epley et al., 2007) o Hit, of
PR € R PN Wl o=KL S L 9 7
DA FAAR 0 22

2.2.3 AEIBIRIRHEY . NER B RN AYFIER

(1) EFEFRIC, KRJ& DRD4 HF TR £ K 541
M E A OG, B ERMRE S R E AT R
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(vonHoldt et al., 2010) ;

(2) WERIKTo MRV R RV B 5 & A o 2
IEAZE (=038, p<0.01) , FIVENEKHE T 7KF % 0
bR,

(3) WidgHEAR . DBetEmEILIRAA (fMRI) &
N, REBMGEEX (VTA) BERE S5 5 AMER
IEAG, 8 THASK LTI ZILR (Gomez et al.,
2020) .

2.3 BYPAENEYHNES SHHRA

AN [ Py ol g A A T 2 5 A A 4 AR OG
i, RESE S, A 4iES
ARAE SR UMEEALANSE, &I PIREEAES
HikFw D “BErEThae” n9RR Ak HHCHR (Serpell,
2019) . RSN “CSRCME” WK E S BER
TEANG, WFSERN], IR SRS W TR
M (1=3.12, p<0.01) , RBUEAR SN AR RIR NI
(Litchfield et al., 2017 ) o

A B2 A, TS AR S VR T 3
R FREE (35 M SR I 43 E . MacLea®F (2019) #2119
“fhostE AR UL H8 i, S AT IR ERMYFE
K. RS ) St b BB SRS, DB E 24
It/‘ Ulﬁﬂ 1_44£¥ SR 9FF]K£ *rﬁ%q“%%ik

>N

HHEH T%ﬂ%’]ﬁ iﬁ/ﬁimﬂﬁﬂ:o

3 EEMHEENEISRE

ERNVER T BC A TR S P RO BB R T,
YRR L@ A 20 B2 2 MR R, [ £2 2 1
MR A R MR S B AMATF AR SR, T
SEAEARLERE . ARSE R B BeshS P id i

3.1 FBIRURSHRGE: FLRICECHY/IEE T

ARIMER S | BB IA , AR ] 1 54 AL gt
SEERFR, X—HLHENE L SR NH—B
PETER” 5 AW -

311 R OHE AR RN

EIFHCHE RN CRHIE . BORAT . 25083
FOBRIR RG] . —IF 217 X AAELA
FiR, EANFFBER S S0 R R R
BREEML (B=029, p<0.05) , WERAGKHEE
I AR FFRCEZH & #541% (Hsu et al., 2022) . 3%
FRUC I AR Z B “E?izﬁﬁj‘” —F NN

CHRAH HIRRIEMT Al S E AT AR AR
T2

HAEREAFEAN CERE: SARES, Bhahs)
T EEIRINTEY) . Archer & Treland (2021 ) AY3E ERHF
FRH, WENET AT AR RS AR E A A R
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567%, HATEPLHDE “HHEae R —xX K EAN
XY G T A (UFR ) B TR BT
27, MR “EoEpkee

3.1.2 MR RES

AL RN AFAE “EIURIIZR” FRAF . 38 B AR
(3 ~4 NEEEILHD ) FHRACRIHE R, (HogaFmEmT
REREUINECA L . Fldn, XEMaRaEs (EAEE+
G A
PR CUSRER A YRS ) RIS B EE,
T 7 90 14 45 B 2R B0 U Wil 2 N R4 22 K (1=0.53,
p<0.001) ( Protopopova, 2016)

3.2 GxNEKIBL: BMAUCEHVINEENE

MR TER, “ToR—bs” ghtant, 22
SR REsRIE RPN . XFP EAMEA R [ E—Fhisy)
Pl OBEAMEMLED , WL TR S5 ARyt
HRFEH,

3.2.1 A ik— P R B T B i B A

PN T 70 N (3 Tl i 1) ) 3 ek e o ) 2
Y o(4EFER) Kokt FRR, — T S
7N, 3 R A R AR R TE A A2 Bl R R R TE B
WESRSRTI34, EANGHRE I A IE K 58% ( Wood et al.,
2013) o XFPRLNIE T ¢ m% SR AL U R —
TEYER “AEBIER SR, BRI T FEASTAPRIE
MY e

3.2.2 MZJRUEERE NS MRMN

EMAREN (HEE, &) SHEMSFTEYR

HAERA BEROIERN . HRREEN, ZHE

E’JI}\& 12 JHTHE, BEATRER (SAS) SR
22%, BERTEMEF—EMWLHRAS (SMD=0.41)
(O’Haire et al., 2013) . HARZHLHIZRI . YR
SN (UNTE E A B AL EEAS ) i RIS
F AR L Z R L E T AR . X — i R T A R
BRI ERGE (O’Haire etal., 2013)

323 REMEERSILHRE

RRFTFE TN (HgE ., B MR SERsettdEdy
CUhsEER ) MITERL “ITHIFIERE” - FRAE
B, IERAA I AL SE RN SR . B AR
ik92%, WERTIRITIEAS (58%) , XFIMEL
B B AR TG IR, AR T A R BEAE N
(Maclean et al., 2017 ) .

3.3 [UCECEBIX SN

NS YIRS R AR CEEE T, HFEEmn
PR SIS KA #% ( Amygdala ) X AL EE
RV SRS IR DX, 78 SR T A
S ANVCECHE, TTREfAE  “FmaRibiEsns” |, SECCRB
SR HGEHL,

N
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331 BFATHBOEFMEE

Logistic FUHAHT BN, W42 25 R 7 i i
PR T (OR=2.3, 95% CI [ 1.7, 3.1] ) . Bfk$k
A SMAmEARMETEY: EAREY R
RN B2, TR CIEREERIR Y I R
MIZ RN+ 2B . B AT (N
AR ) RN CORTTERRET , fil & H6hE AL
(Wells, 2009)

332 JEFHTHRINEZER

- FEI I (Protopopova, 2016 ) MR ER,
JERF AR B =B ANE S R SR 22 BAE TR E
TR AMEEAN (Bez FEBLL ) XFE S ECEEY (s
HYUBRIOM ) WARTIERE A& 4fs; 2R EAN
WS E YR A 470 IR s ) il “Phig
BUE” , s ek AT A E s, B AL I
Fe—HihRAL” BRI

34 FERERENESLRER

AR Z ST RS R TR B, Mg SRR,
FREIRIFAE “VUll—E Y — 4" e, #)
an, A R AT NGRS
4y (AM=-12, p<0.05) , A& “SEMHEEH  (Mueller
etal,, 2024) . PhEAY2HiEEE—SHR, VLECH 3]
BSOS N X (VTA) A= ZBL (Su et al.,
2023) , iARALL A W fh K 754 A% - B2 SR 7 4% A 3R
(r=0.51, p<0.001) o AAFFAVHHSRE B E4EEAE
B, KA EIA L Cngh R AMm HEAES T RE9% )
SERAEWEM (WRRFEE LR LF30% ) WA
SR, SEMERASRIR SRR

4 MRASRE

41 SCERNA: WERRI TR

4.1.1 FRILE RSN E SRIE

FE I ERF M2 (ASPCA ) F20204FHE H
i) “Personality—Pet Matching Algorithm” & 24 Bij 5 A
NFAZEB, ZARG M LU PR S BUREEVC L . X 3T
fili: FASEM PBF-1 3% (10004h) , Y2 hrilk
TR CAnRI B Sess” ) 5 4EREAL:
RG5O AGE (IR E TR E A,
REPERMESN L) 5 shastfets: TR ER T,
Al 3 ~5 HICEEY), s ST S s S L ahdil.
ASPCATR s B R, ShASILRCR G641 H SR B AR
IN6T%3ET+ 289%, HFFFEE T “MEAE” HILA
37%F%7%19% (ASPCA, 2022) .

4.12 fTABIEREDMTHR TR
EFXFICHC R B A N R AL A, TSRt 2 T . 914t
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Ry . SRR (MR ICECRE R ) |, AR 4R S
Bl (N R o 32 N g S e R < 12 g/
dL WY ) 5 I B R E NG TAEY
B2, MESFMEAEFEARBEYR AHES
BYAET" (RS EEIZ IR R ) 5 fEHLT .
Yo B AR RS 21 A SERE BRI T AR I, 456 AN ATET
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FEEEARIE) &

42 FRRARDE

421 CCEERETIER

AR ZEET VAN AT 0l Mgk E e
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T
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(2) WA A B “BYWAL" 508
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Ak AR

TRV AR T XSk 3 % VU B A 1814 F S B A4
M., “TRIRER, EXRMEMEEET, hEEE
HuIX A S NS A T A IR S R e R (R
sitt) (x7=19.3, p<0.001) , TP HREAH Y3 AZE
P XHER RS B R (RO ) BT A ( Chen
etal., 2023) , BT AT 5 F X ANBERD)
BERF 225, 7 AP — 225, ARBFSTHR I “sufbig
BOMHAER" , B CRIRMAME" 4 (AngErt
FIEEMIENNSEE ) |, R B A% A
P (XA R AR TN 5 A A B2 ) .
X — T B AR AR AR W X R S iR 5 S 25 R
GRS TRE19%) o HARK “EHRAL” REI s
W, 72%8FNE N TEY AL H IS EARE, X
RN AR S, TR MR EY—REREN
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BiHhA PG L, A LB IR FI7E 2024415 K37% (H
RTINS ) o XN S FIRZ R UG i
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The Impact of Pet-owner Personality Matching on Attitudes
Toward Pets: A Cross-species Psychological Study based on
the Big Five Personality Theory

Wang Xingyun

Department of Psychology, Faculty of Education, Guangxi Normal University, Guilin

Abstract: With the evolution of pets from functional partners to emotional companions, the establishment mechanism

of cross-species psychological contracts has become a central challenge in human-pet relationship research. Grounded

in the Big Five Personality Theory, this study pioneers the construction of a “Dynamic Bidirectional Matching Model”

to systematically elucidate the measurability of pet personality and its interactive effects with owner personality. The

findings reveal that: (1)Pets exhibit cross-species universality across the five personality dimensions, with biological

foundations closely linked to neuroendocrine systems shared among vertebrates (e.g., homology between the canine

DRD4 gene and human extraversion); (2)Owner-pet matching follows a “Similarity-Complementarity Dual-Track

System,” where similarity in Openness and Agreeableness enhances emotional bonds through self-projection, while

complementarity in Extraversion and Neuroticism addresses need gaps via stress-buffering mechanisms; (3)The dynamic

matching algorithm (ASPCA, 2022) increased 6-month adoption retention rates to 89%, demonstrating the potential

of “post-adoption adaptation” to correct initial matching biases. Breaking from traditional unidirectional perspectives,

this study proposes a “Cross-Species Psychological Science” paradigm, offering a theoretical toolkit for optimizing

bidirectional well-being for both humans and pets.

Key words: Pet personality; Big five personality theory; Human-pet relationships; Personality matching; Cross-species

psychology
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