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as being in the middle of the social hierarchy, but young teachers have relatively lower subjective status i-
dentity. Increases in annual family income and promotions to administrative positions significantly en-
hance teachers’ subjective status identity. The improvement of subjective status identity can effectively
improve teachers’ mental health, increase leisure time, and enhance life satisfaction, but it is not signifi-
cantly related to the frequency of smoking and drinking. The policy implication of the research is that uni-
versity administrators should consider further improving the evaluation and appointment systems and salary
structures, providing equal development opportunities for teachers of different professional titles and ad-
ministrative levels, while paying attention to the career development and psychological feelings of young
teachers, thereby enhancing the subjective status identity of university teachers, promoting the overall de-
velopment of higher education, and laying a solid talent foundation for building a leading country in edu-
cation.

Keywords: leading country in education; university teachers; subjective status identity; life conditions;

young teachers

Ethical and Social Impacts of Cutting—Edge Brain Science Research
Liu Chao, Sun Wenzhao

Abstract: The continuous development of brain science research brings unprecedented opportunities for
humanity but also raises a series of urgent ethical and social issues. Neuroimaging technology’s analysis of
the correlation between individual brain activity and personality traits, attitudes, and even unconscious
biases has sparked profound discussions on "brain privacy. " Neuroregulatory technology can treat neuro-
logical diseases, but its "cognitive enhancement" function may exacerbate social resource allocation ine-

" and compli-

quality. Closed=loop brain devices directly challenge human cognition of "personal identity
cate legal and moral judgments. Brain organoid technology touches on bioethical issues, and although
current brain organoids do not possess consciousness, they force humanity to consider issues of ownership
definition and life—and—death definitions in advance. Beyond these four aspects, the significant impact of

neuroscience on human worldview and self—understanding deserves more attention.

Keywords: neuroimaging; neuroregulatory technology; Brain—Computer Interface; brain organoids; ethics
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