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B E ZASEMAELIAN, ANSORRELITEGHLZ GBI ANFEEY, X—IME R 568
.M AZASELHRZBR, —ALZAARE LR K IEGTE, A, HAELERET ZABELHK.
N KRR INA, ZRESBAZIITFERBAANMNBZEMGE Z %L EHZMNGTRAZLGER,
AMEBRIERIAL A NS, RAESEARTAMRA G4 Bai8 2. A2 TA %A A DA H AN B 693A % 0016 4%
F AN TFARAZFEFONPEMEZERAASCELGRE. RETUAFX EER AT bkl TR
B 226 A0 A W R T E, AR AR A AR & AT A A AR 09 A S 3210 09 U, 4R 7 F B X Ak4%
H 0 R G A TR IR, ) B 3 ARAR 49 A3 AL B 0H AR 09 S-SR ALAE B R 4, FEAE sb R b b ATRT AR AL 1) M An
% LR AR TR

EEE ARSI Ar kiR, AMERIES; A4

525 B849: CIl

1 R%GE1BL PIRASIN L N ow iy S A N A 7 N e

e A st e LIV IR U, TS
TR B ek =7 N N i N
L Bt e THETUEE S R R 9 e,
MTE, AL BRI AP S o & Sibley, 2013), #E& DR
%%Zyj(ﬁ?%iﬂ(Kay & Brandt, 2016). i £ 45 F) 1 BUK (e.g., Brown-lannuzzi, Lundberg,
AT BF 5 o, A 2 B (social Y & Payne, 2019)%, HLABE T IRIL T 2k
1 7 f = H = 3 -5 . % ‘}“:!Z N N 3
identity theory) i fé A1 i B K RLRE 9 4 7 2 Q’%iggﬁﬂziiﬂ%§222§2§§
W, R A AR s e DLV A, 1P SR
B AT AR AR B Tl o 0 e AR R, i
e e i e gy PEEIFIAIALUR RS, (VL £
J , = % I 52 W)

S A M A 14 67 T 204 5 (B & Jost, 2014),
X E S, BRI T e 0 ISR % (Bonnot & Jost, 2014)
\ e - N ) AU B TR ) A AR A AU B E B Ak
PR FEAR 2 3 — A B A BEAY, BT DAl AT ] e A .
i ) \ 4 (van der Toorn et al., 2015), 553 HEiAXT T 40
IR rp 2 A ) AR A B R A AT BEARAY ] o e e s
it TR e, Tafe g IR, X1, 20155, i
Tﬁ;I%JE JAREeg. g SRR AR T R IR R,
' ° Jost Fl1 Bangji (1994)#& i T R 5t & HIL HLiE (system
justification theory) .
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* HH A Sk S Bl 05T 5 4R 35 470 H (18YJC19 . ONFNTE, BEAFE—FINTT RE A HM
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%, WEREM LS R AR T A ESS (eg., Jost
& Bangji, 1994; Jost, Bangji, & Nosek, 2004; van
der Toorn & Jost, 2014) . iZFREFRIX —15 7] h R 5
4 Hi k. (system justification) . T EUEHIMZ, RS
G —MEERIERIEFEARE ), ERAH
B —ZGN IR A TFE R RS54 3
FEARS] I BN T A0 i 4 & (e.g., Jost et al.,
2014; Jost & Hunyady, 2005), 1R £ 1% 455K (1 # 6
HESH BN R G & HAb Y BAR TR, BlanAE
H 515 45 (belief in ajust world)——E[AH{S fir4b 14
HAREANER, AR SR 615
— AR RS A B ERS (e.g., Jost et al.,
2014). PRankE e SR A, HoE SRR 2
SO BE AN S AP SE A e SRR B, R Ao A
REARFHEEAET IV A At SRR Y,
ST LA v (A 25 ST ] 4 — B AU R GE 6 B
1By —Fh T IIE R (e.g., Beierlein, 2014; Jost &
Hunyady, 2005),

ARG G IS J i e — R A 2375 B At
ATt T AR (Jost, 2015). ANid Bl
TSR A, MR R 22 1Y) 2 35 5 1R B AR IR) IS ——
T Co B R ANART 7 A RN GE AR 7 — T
Mo RIRBORE THSHAE, TWAWRAEN A
M RGT, RAKRKEA RE A MM mn, X
AR AR, X — AT RES
FAL B RE T — B 0 S AR AL, T H B X R
NATTRE T 3 2R G R 9 25 B R FER X
MR AR A ST E Lo R, AR
H—HBTHRRE RS A AT 0y O AR IR,
SRR T = BB A SRR R B,

2 ETINMKEANBRENLA

21 ERWS

FETNAU A B A 2 R G G L IR
2 B B B S S %, Jost Fl Banaji (1994)i i 5
AGAJIJ: I B (cognitive dissonance theory) ]
AR ML R A AL, INFIRTHEISIA N
MMAFEM A EPEE SEIE A CEA RSN
P A—BE R, BRI, 4k i sk
MR RIS EAE R, HMESH -
SRR BRI A IEAE 4, FfANIE L Ik, MR
AT A B A MIAARESR, kffig
O BN EB s B R IR S, P Ak 2%

(Festinger, 1957; Proulx, Inzlicht, & Harmon-Jones,
2012), fEARIE T, X0 GE AT IR A0 R U e R
A FAR 2, 90 0025 — A W A e 5 2 flh 38 i
A FRfE B, S TR AR, sk )
AR Y fe 3, FRNPRsR R, RLL s /O
MELLEG 204, TR RIIR, ST A
Y TA HIHE 1T 3R B X T B 2 2 A TR R B A AT
(Laurin, Shepherd, & Kay, 2010). &4 F LIS
K3 — WO AN AL 2 R fE v,
BERARZILIS AR HIA T A2 RGN G
PE, g2 R A AT AL R At B DA R R I AR AL
HRDN NS RGN, X TSRS
PR Z MR IR, S ATA BRSO B
JE RGP BETC W L A O — 7 T Y U A
M2 6 T RGN BB, XSRS
Y BUIR B R NTC I BRI, i LU R 4
FEA XA 2 REAWN L, D NRARE 5 K]
T I A S A R A . I, A 2k 9 S e oy
SRR 1 O IR 55 BILIR A 23 AR, RIS PR 2 i
HOCARIANIIES, @ikik A CHEREN S
M, Skl A ORI E R A BRI, &
il AN )17 2 1A 56 (e.g., Jost & Bangji, 1994; Kay
& Jost, 2014), FrLAKBELIAE, 3T 48 k28 Ak
b, MR RGN AFIEY . RS MA B 1R
PR T — PR E #Y O B ]

MR, R AR AR R E N T IHITIA
A VR B BE A B AR T AL R G
L, i T — RSO R — R, AN e
BIBEFE A B, U A 06 Tk 2 R G0 i £ T
Zimt, PO RE A HK 5825 (eg., Jost &
Burgess, 2000), A BFFE M I — A TH &, 4
INH T R2GEMEHMEZ G, MEST AT LM
e 175 2 AV EE /D 9 T B 1 4% (e.9., Napier & Jost,
2008). Ji4h, BRIV, S AXS Tk
G BAL N TR AEIR T A& TR
Th(Jost, 2017a), Aidt, (XA i ix Lo dhs, -
AT, FAX —HIS AR ATET, 4
FE 2 R GEAE L LT T JC 2 R R TR, M A
RS EIMZFERG, NI RGEM G M, X—
F AL BB A R Rt BRI 2 Ak, B
PIMARAS SR 13, A0 2K A A T DG I R 48 & 3
RS TE TR S RGP G, WiEH it
BT IX — AU B SSIEF S R 20 RGN RE N
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PR B BE T SR A i R AR o, A R G A FRARAE
REERA R, BRHEZNHRR, THEE—
RSS2
22 SEMIR

WF5T 4 B S PR A B R Z 3] T ok H AN
R EL, RG-S HAMN SB[ EI. 2%
B (system threat) 4% T e T T R G RRE MG
Ptk L E B AR IR S A, XSS
AR IS A5 R, T o IR AR B SR AT Y R R i
INTTRG M AESmAR, e iEdE B
W AFIT R, 7E 011 UM 2 IS, EERAH
TR A BN R AR, T B AT TR
E &0 FFEA T 8% S (Huddy, Feldman
Capelos, & Provost, 2002) . J& R iR FT L /R, TG
W A JH 2 (Willer, 2004), i J& 78 52 = I
(Ullrich & Cohrs, 2007), 448 M2 5 AT, 25
FE AR SR PP BN YR, IFRGEHIRD
A . I B9 — 5T (Jolley, Douglas, & Sutton,
2018) I 5 1F — 245 AT BRI 1R & 5 R R
MERGABAIER, & BT 0 m R4
N YLk (e R ey B 1 Ny N
B, AR R, aEREXTFEER. B’
I R R B ) SRS

Z 55K i (system  dependence) ti 5% A Ky 2 7]
Pk REABEICWEZNH, BE0R, 44
MBI H O AENMREZER NS RELR
3, ZERGEREEZWE, MM RSE S
At i) gt 25 58 W . Kay 55(2009) AT 58 A it #2441
MRS, R R SR, kS
BTN T BB BURT BRI, 25 R R X —F
AR 2 BN S RO BUAT Y R S T 5 )
B, M s A R B AT TR T A O 8
BF, 22l 2 F B X T R A R R Z A S
Fio BT BUNF M2, FRNRHEELH
3 Tl PRI A4 8 77 5 50 1) 4 LA TR A T LA B AE 2 )
ARG T, A7 G TS [ AR T X 5
Al AN T ) B A A Y I Y R B
321 1A [l (Van der Toorn et al., 2015), M T &4
5| & R G A BRAL BN A5 B T FE AT — 500
AT, T DAAE 2 B i) S 56 v i 38 S sl
BE A AR TH S RS, SRR R G A
XE A TR s RG A B AL SRR A —Fh S5
7 (e.g., van der Toorn, Nail, Liviatan, Jost, 2014).

Z G5 AT i 85 1 (system  inescapability) 2 %
— B Z ARG SEAIERIER, 5%
G . R G R RO 2R, YA AR B B
CARMEEE I [ O BT A B9 & R G, Spe g —Fl
T RGO E, SR [ IR, R
T BG4 BRI (Kay & Friesen, 2011), 5
nfE Kay 45(2009)yWFoEh, —d gl 714
AL B [ A 1 X B2 R B (O T e 25 20), i 3
— 21 3 i 30 1 B R R O 2 ) 1 £ S (T
B ZH), 25 I et B Y Rk E S Ui AR 25 1Y
MERE, 25 & AN AT B 20 X AN S Y SRR B
WERTAREA, 55— LUKFA A i
FEA R BT FENBI RN, AF ST A A Bk
2R B I M R OK B R SOk B, SRR
ARG ()T LB, T 5 k24 2R B At P72
T BE B R AR, & R B A Ay = e 3 R K
14 2 1 2 M0 B K IR SE L P25 1 8 DL (Lawrin et
al., 2010) . A5 WFFEKE 15 st il T4 W), S5 5 [l ke
KB, MO AT B TR A A R
BF, 51 TR B S SR A R e, WA
e H A RIB A E (Laurin, Kay, Proudfoot,
Fitzsimons, 2013),

)G, Bhs# b R, BRIl B 43T R 5
IRAE R, MEARES TR R REE
A A, FERFST R, BFSE A e A
PO — B UhRR, SE 6 40 W T B O AZ T ERG Y
B D e e 1R W=/ U0 N W el VT 1 T 2451 26
NEAZ ) & — B b Fi 24 R S0, 4ROk, B
TR T S BUAE B A L T3 A AR A TR A
e P ORI R R A DR, 2 R B Y T 0
BB MG R G AR E R (S EEE . A H
THIREE), SRR, IR T RICILMIER G
SCEMBR, YA BRI S L R G AT
PR R A2 A i, N B AR 4 (Liviatan &
Jost, 2014). X Ui % 3 FIHEIE R G0 0045 B, X
S A TR R R T O SR AL R GG B AL
i1

Wit R A IE VT, REAEALIIA
HVRTAL AN MAAEAZ B R GE 0 505 S
A C IR R AR, AR 2 BNk 8 R4
M. I A RBRK, DAk 3R [ 2 xf T
SERGFRENEE, NTERE TR A L
Wi, ATLAE Y, X —280 A LA R E IR T
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AAEARGMER, LAE RGN T — T AT
B ASTRNATE . SR 2L RGEA T PR
TEHRIESMA, B TE L A B AR A D R Y
2 T AR S i 1 TR A

3 ETAMEMEERIRERIA

31 LU=

RAENHUR TR LA X T R GG BRI R TR
AT T TS R, WAk R T FE MRS IE
5, HRGG AILIIE W F I R0 T itk .
AT, ARG B OB RN R 2 3 R
SR EN L, SR RES IR G R Lk
T FEAIAE 9.0 3175 5K (Jost & Hunyady, 2005)., 1E
XASWIHEE IR, AAZIEIIG# (Kay, Gaucher,
Napier, Callan, & Laurin, 2008)# H T &M #61
Hii (compensatory control theory), X & 484 Hifk
AT T 584 00 — A AR . AEAMEEPERE G AR
Y, REGHEAREA FMES ZRENT
&, T R A A R R BT R B, X AR
PER R R =

AR T IR IA R, AR AR B
PR N EEAO T K . R, MEAIEAE
Az, XA RSN TR IR B2
REME S, AW TCEEHIR Z Y, o il
B2 PR R TR, AN 23R s B S AR 5
TATFM AR E . AT, 277 .
W, S T ARMEE LR B, SRS R
SR AR 45 F9 75K (need for structure)fiimg, BTG
PG TR T BT . e PEn oK, iR
Xt TG AT IR AR R, 5L
TR T B2 UL R R R Y, B AR 4
BT 10 FRREE B O Ry AE T R AL
¥ o PO A RE, AATTA B30 e 2 4 il SR AR T

P Z—RVE A S A RREEE WK F a1,

AE YR A AR TR, Rt 2
74 (eg., Kay et a., 2008; Landau, Kay, &
Whitson, 2015),

M ARG G AL, AR e A E
R, W AE 1 BRI BE A B A A 2 () — Fh
FLRY R, TR UL BE NS T 1 P R A AR Y A A )
T E . BFERE K (e, Kay & Eibach,
2013), A B AMEA AR MR, AL O A
TFARUL A AR — BT KM AR AN BT, B4

PR BEASAE TG 0 R B T T A, W R E R
MU F T 0042 R E RIS I X F A (0
Kay, Shepherd, Blatz, Chua F1 Galinsky (2010)3 &
IR E A RSB IE, RBF A SBUR R AR
REAE L AT SZ B 3 R il =y PR 3k,
i XA SRR, AR T LR B —Fp A B
il 4715 Bk . Greenaway 25 (2015) i BT 5 JHIE 52
A ANFLLGE AN E A C & — AR R — 5
R AMERE TR AT I, AMEAD A HURAR 2, 1R
AT RS R A HLIS DIAE A0 T2 A e A
LR N —EEFH
32 SLEMR

MR AAE AR FE 428 ik ) Bl L 7T LA
IR ARG AL Kay %5(2008) 1 #F 57 e F %t
WiEAT T %52, B e, Kay %(2008)4t
T 67 MEFKM 93122 &R EUE, 4R LM,
AN N TR R ) e, A AT 1) T KR BT
BN EMAT A E T EHEEZEEN, A
AR FBUF AL & REMET . RV e B
RN E R, X—808 A IR, (B35 2
T RBEMKT-. HIF, Kay 25(2008)iF— 4 i 52
ISR\, 38 3 L — 2 R TR — YRR 5 s v 4
REIZ T, 5 — N 92— BRI 2 5
DIER LIPS [ B 2 LER K, 25 2R R
F—AE RN S RGN T, I8 HIERY
BT 0 J WAt 2 RG] RE LA AR S, B
ORI R IAT B . RIFE R R, &
B TR F RGEBUR E SR B FIA TR

£ Kay 55(2008)W&is kR ZIG, BEMFR
Wil SRR, s R 5] R R G A FAX — W
SPRAE T Z UG . B AR ST R I, R
BARR R S A TIAK T AE B S R R
g SRR R s ol (M 10 = 1 LK (R CERACER (1)
] F AR 3 Bl RS 45 fkE S AR R BURSE A B
(Friesen, Kay, Eibach, & Galinsky, 2014), &4 #ff
37 % (Shepherd, Kay, Landau & Keefer, 2011) % #1,
T2 1 JBR ) N 3 4% B U ] 4 2 SR 4R 28 A AR
TNFE e R BT R E MM R N, [RIRE R SR
BT A SRR, A MR RS S
B ER . BRILZAN, KRS &k R A2
A — W s A — 28 55E, Bl van der Toorn 45
(2015) & BUAL 1 BRI B AR 25175 R 3R 40 BRAL A 1)
B, T EL SR A AR SCEE A IR B A AL
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W, NIRRT BRI S R A G LR IE &
B TAU G R . SN HIRZMR
IASTE] S BE, 42 Bl = 2 a2 fl AR T R 5
MERERERGMENS, WFEH(Kay e a.,
2010) . Bl W& (Rutjens, van Harreveld, & van der
Pligt, 2013), SZH¢ [ 6% (WIak ik, EibEiL, ),
2014)% 5%, XLLOIPRAT R IMWAE S RG 62
1A BT A SR B

BEEDFIE AR R, AR T 5 R RS A
ALY X — R BN A B T T I I S2RE . AEXT T
NSRRI A, M 2 O 0 DA 1A
H 5 R R R R RS A LR, (HES
IR PR A A — f 3R, 2 5RO R
BRI RITIE LW, AT, R
A3 A 1A TR AR A T SR R A R T R SRR R,
A A T A A TR R A A B B R R RN AR MR
Ko MARRT REUEBE TR Tk, REA B
FETE TS A1 R Sk 0 7

4 ETHSINMERNBREAA

41 IHERWMS

BTN Z R 2 —HH 5l R4 46 b
SR I B A0 R AR OGRS A R
b i A 2N E RS R R G A HEAMER,
J2 11 Hussak #il Cimpian (2015) 12032 Y, 7E—
EMLEE |, Hussak Fl Cimpian (2015)32 H i3 16 01
SN T R G A AL IS I AUB I P4 Kay
Al Jost (201X F RG-S MBI RE, 7EiL
ZHI Kay Ml Jost (2014)42iH, REeA AL E—4
2 2% 0 B R R, T RE A V5 B £ T 0 BEAIL
Hil ., Mi—4F 2 )5, Hussak 1 Cimpian (2015)1A 14 M
faNH TR EA, RS0k
S TR R

SN R R AN, R A LR
FETE S A R 75 ZALE, At AR FiE, &l
fe 8 B F I\ H 5 T A9 P #E (Hussak & Cimpian,
2015), A AITERE T = FhIEREA M . — SR AR
F= X (essentialism) i ], BB H2 0 2 6 FEH Y Y
PITEA BTAREAE, TR A E B IR R AE, —J2 A
25, BIVEE A6 ) K 4 1) R R AR A S T A 2 R
HE5 A HNERE R, mAEHE AR R, =2

Jei & (heuristic) il T, AN AAILE M BEAT 2 F RIS,

WA A K 0 R R ST DN B A R A R, i

258 B LK B4 42 (Cimpian & Salomon, 2014a,
2014b),

Hussak 1 Cimpian (2015)ikk, METED T
KT ERENEEBN, ZIUSERBLREH
AR AR 1), e R T BRI mIR R e . A
AR A 2 R G A R I T A ATT T
FESAELERAAL, X AR BN F b S 43
74 5 (socioeconomic  disparity) (19 1% IR A5 ) B
WE NRIG5 N % 1K Hi X 5 4% PR 1X 33 8 22 531 A
AT ok o T & SO T e A, B T AR )
AR e S N B MR A S A T, 3 2 B S TN
PR BH B R AR 3 O, W2, A
T4 A SRR M gA Ry ax e 25 22 3 22 RN A1
SR . AT T AR B 4 A I 45 582 e N
A S R 2R T B(E AN 22 BT LA B 20 O
NFIGFN A BFFEAE], 1AM ER T PR 2R AN 2 K
), DA R R AR GG S 2 A — b BT 24 4%
ZEK, AR A R G P R AR R A IE A
HJ(Hussak & Cimpian, 2015), Fi AT & 2, #H£ik
HIRR AT T R G A B R, OGN
ARG PR T AT AL S 20 22 S0 i
U DR A B, T A A R 2 SRR 2 3 T3 R A
S I ) Bt b, AT SR T SR b A ] X A
SERMATHIANE, HEE S T AN RS S
HAEM . FTLA, TR IZ UL F 4R Hussak
F1 Cimpian (2015)Ur A5, 2 i B0
WS e, HEIEREMESEN ARG A
AR BT IR A AR AT T S 2 22 R A
42 SKIEMR

Hussak F1 Cimpian (2015)7E#2H T k¥ e
WA Z G, W RS SRR N A A
PRAET SRR Bl A Bk Blarks i
Orps & A3 (W~ N34k e 4a, LLHERR # it 79 5
BT, K PR S T ) X I 25 S
A PR iR (KA Blarks He Orp BEBA (BET), 1 HL
PR PRI iR 3 I [ U R G 5 BRAL . S T B SRS
B BEAR 77, Hussak il Cimpian (2015)43- 517 5 % #1
8 % MILERIIUE LR EEIE, v FRE i, X
Ut B Z B0 T SiR 3 119 2 A0 P T R 1) 7 40 4 1)
PO, TN EE A2, Hussak HI Cimpian
(2015) M A T #a il T R B X —H 4 B R, w2
Uk, BT A AR IR 5 1 25 4508, i X
2 LA A S A S R, AR G A HAk A )
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B WH, XM T SIAME RS T R4
G R, UL A2 I B T RE S ST T
HoAth 0 BB Z 40 . Bk R GG B L —
Az

H:SZ, 78 Hussak #1 Cimpian (2015)2 /i, 8
BT R B, A AR 2 B 45 5 59 53 R AT LA
I Ak 2 2 - B9 PE 4 (Jatridis &  Fousiani,
2009; F i, 2011), Ng Fl Allen (2005) i 58 £
BLEA T 24 IS A R A A A2 - 1 0
FEBLH, 455 Rk AR R ) de s i 2 A E R g
f: RO S AR E DS TR AR B
SR (e AT L B I RN, I8 Ak aAiE
SRS A R U PR A Can A | e LA

TR, ATVEERGE AN — 1 BIKIER
(e.g., Jost et al., 2014), JrLhix—F 53t ml Ak Al
WA R GG AL RR U J) 3238 . MifE Hussak
F1 Cimpian (2015) eS8 th 5, A EZ
B RRE R B, AR T 25 22 B0 )3 K a] D
H T R S8 BAL K- (B ik e, S8k E, W/
B, §FEoar, ZEFr, 2016), MRHELH AN T A
A5 S A — B o

LN i S 2 0 e 1 NG (1 DO ml e 1
J2 i3l (social class mobility) it 2531 vl L 5] 25
gua Ak, i H X — 208 B A LSRR A A
YFRGFMERER . BTk, FEEAS T
By 2 W A & i T AR W8 i B (Kraus & Tan,
2015), XSz T H 3¢ [E A (American Dream)
A —— NN DAE A~ ABS ) sl 3R
BT o B2 AR T B 2 0 3l 14 AR T Al 2 5
W O R GG EAL A TR ? — e 5T X
WS F LA T % 1¥F(eg., Day & Fiske, 2017); 15
HE—2 MBS R I, B2 T sh U 2 BT L AT LA
O RS EARAR R T HEM P AEM: A
A B4 9 J2 A 0 T AR R g 1) TR N 5N Y
22 RIE % S BRE AR (RIAEA), iiiRIE
] 4 05 1 e 52 DU AATT S ek 2 AP 2 14 A AT
78 5 (Shariff, Wiwad, & Aknin, 2016),

i AR LA, BAX IS
Y42 1 # Hussak A1 Cimpian (2015)48 4 24k 21A
MERGEEHAMKR, (HICISE IS I 75 I A
WOETF A OGS, S M BB &R
EFHAE, 2R F SN NETE RN

WIHE T, 5% T RESHA, XH T
INA E R S K e 2 (e.g., Cimpian &
Salomon, 2014a, 2014b), Jii Ll &4 & FALA B R
T RO BRI . AR, WVERR T A
SHHE, RAEAEILE AR R B IA B AT g
& ARG A BRI R VR, T AR i W S AR
FIRAEET

5 NE5TR

LSBT T =R T RS A B
KRR N R AN RE SR T
ARSI R G F 7 I TCE T A BTk, B
M 38 3 & 48 G #A ok 2% i 45 81 46 (e.g., Jost,
2017a, 2017b), 2 T >, #Mzek 4 6l 0 A d s R &
GBI TR R T A, (E D 4 o A T
JpE TG A AR R WER, Bk E bk
SRR & TR ) 25 R R GG B
1Lyt (e.g., Ma& Kay, 2017; Kay et al., 2008).
T A W 4 B+ 2 DA DA AR U O e B R R S
TR R, BINAHRGEGHIZ I LS AN
ZFEA B — O B, S AR A A 2 A A
RFF RN T4 2 2055 25 5 19 o9 I3 R8T ) i
53 (e.g., Hussak & Cimpian, 2015), 7] LLii, =7
WA ERA 7050 1Y FRIE KR ANBT SRR U, AR MEDL
EEAE . UL o IR ATEX =R A IR A 1
BUF, AR U i A0 57 2 I LAl JF
JE TR AT g 7

B, WITRE A MR, 7T LI ELE R
— NS AR R BTN R B A Y AR
. HRSEGHEHEIRRE LU, ZRAGAH
T 1R 5 JE RO — R IR U A% .0 Y] . X
TREAIERNAR, it E2HInER L E
R as A B m I —8E . REE, AR48 X}
TARANZEZ (e.g., Jost, Becker, Osborne, & Badaan,
2017; Kay & Brandt, 2016), fHZEXTF M, BR
i N i S = S THEIE - S R N B NS s
I 5 ARk 57 (Hussak & Cimpian, 2015), i iit,
FEWFE ALV AT LUA IR, A5 % S8 AR R — A~
WFFE AL o B TS IR BEE 0L AA RO R R A o, X
FERIT T RESs R ITE A MME 5 R . st 25
NI RS 8 1 s ey a g = S Y o G
R AR ) G B A R A8 et R A A oK, IR AE B 4R
RGP & A HURI N, W] DL i b W
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MRS, 255 7 JE AL 2 DA TR A 42 1 P e AL
FMPEIALE . CA DR AT TR R 25K,
Wik e (2007) TEAR DR B 2 B AR 1R 524 B
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Three explanatory per spectives on the root of system justification
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Abstract: System justification theory proposes that people have the natural tendency to see the current
sociopolitical systems as fair and legitimate, which is called system justification. But what are the roots of
system justification? Researchers have provided explanations from three distinct perspectives. The cognitive
dissonance perspective posits that the tendency to justify the current system exists because people want to
alleviate those bad feelings which often arise when they feel the system cannot meet their need. The second
perspective is compensatory control, which argues that system justification is derived from a sense of
lacking control. By a system-legitimating process one can find a sense of order to cope with the threat of
personal control. The third perspective is social cognitive process, which proposes that people express a
salient and inherent attributional tendency when explaining socioeconomic disparities. It is the attributional
style that serves as a main source of system justification. The future study should include explanatory
variables from different theoretical perspectives in one study, draw on the findings of similar fields to
explore other possible mechanisms, seek sources of system justification peculiar to Chinese culture, and
explore the application issues based on distinguishing positive and negative system justification.

Key words: system justification; cognitive dissonance; compensatory control; social cognition



