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B OE AEATEAERE A SO, 15— R BTG, FRilE S Buh BRI R IR, RIS
P B BLRT, T LUK AT o ABR | BEBRAIE 2R = A B A TR A2 B8l P I SR A,
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WBRAAE, R RIS, T B 5t S BER IR THEER [R5 SO RTE

KGR ZUTATE ARBERT ABRER MIRER e

T

1 B

EILHEk, RETFZERNAER T NRD L
AT, EERATEZ Y K, RIS (HH
AFERE ), BEREE AR 10% AN HHA 76%
(04 & (Chancel et al., 2022) . 4K, BFHFAFE
( economic inequality ) TL8K B8R 2 A 5 Bk R
PR RIREZ — A TR AEFHS, 25T
SRS AR AL S T T, R A At A
WP BURFEFSURIEIERY], KA TSRS
Jea R 22 A fE IR 1O . TR P = R B O 1 A 1
MR G (R, AR, 2022; B, FAH,
2020; Oishi et al., 2011; Wilkinson & Pickett, 2006 ) ;
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SULRR, AT AT AR R R E R X
1 & RFERHERMEGAS S EIE . EiRFGE
SUA T LK T Z2 (R AR 0474 ((Caluori et al.,
2021; Wilkinson & Pickett, 2009, 2017 ) . V£~ — 4>
FESRBEMAR, ST TFEEM S 24
R Kt 22 1 T 25 FAFAE IR BT AT Pt
2 VR TR 1 1 ) 55 0 A R A A B ML (Jetten
et al., 2021; Neckerman & Torche, 2007; Wilkinson &
Pickett, 2017 ) o #H&BER RS H24E )
S5, TEFRAT S A 2 R . BRGS RN 4 i
B (Friedkin, 2004 ) , HAfFEfgtntldE 7HEE. X
5. S 5RIRREZ A ( TR,
2018; Wilkinson & Pickett, 2009, 2017 ) . AHEAHZ
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TE—NEER AR AIAE 2, ATEXEDAS R A
NP A IS Ry . EAES S BIRUEE AR
L REUE S T NS LR 7 [ S Al e W P R e /AR
HOR, ST AT BEIRAE 2 & A0 3 FROARAY Byt o
SRINT, 2 TE AR LU b BEATLAR] 1 55 141 2t
RN ACETHOMAMA, BT 25 A
SEOF AT T N PR A PR LI A Sl
IR PERTERE, DUV ERIZAEE R A R
FESF AT SR R AL O B 1 SR e

2 BFATEHIBFHSERST

LA AR T RE E PR BT il A B 7R
ANENHE 43 B 22 57 F2 B2 (Wilkinson & Pickett,
2009 ) , ZEPEANT- SRR R B R AR A LS L R Y
ZUFRIRZE SR, A AR ST E A IR
25 HESEEAUIERNAEVERR TEEA
AR EER TR HI S E/ . filhn, fESEE, £
G B R R N ) Ji RS St A St 23 i
SR AL (Costa & Kahn, 2003) ; K[ 24
B E R A R B0 T 2R EE R, BRI
TESANRS5FAENMIEI R (Lancee & van de
Wertfhorst, 2012 ) 5 BEAk, BFFEHXF 1981 4F % 2014
AT A (L XL 2 AR BERC I A1 (L XL 81 2 55090 %) AT
M, MAFET DA T A SRR, AR
G A ST KA, 5 R I T i f R
D22 (Rozer & Volker, 2016 ) .

XTI s A B, A A A 2B B 1Y FE A
TR, BRI, ZUEAESEI INE R A AR
WA BEARTE T34 B A 1 SRR R B A= 16 O =
2 PR, Xk — 20 A T e B ) (4
AETERAEIX . B AR . TARMSAT ) g

ZE4: ( Neckerman & Torche, 2007 ) . f#illn, 7F—
MR EAFATFEN S, ATEAAEEE R —
AT, RSP R e A —— AR AR
WIEAETEA R ALK, il A 6] A B 7 R i
%, AT TSR R M, FEF
SRR R, RIRAE SR E R s R
Al RE R AR [ — b X, (AR A A L, 2
WHBERE, #h2Es s s m AT S fm)fy
BT, MG E A SEER T EE A ( Baldwin,
1990) . BZEIMT, LB AP TR ARE
[Nl IET R /B RN e SRR B WO R 2 i S S
ML SE T HRNEE. SES RS E
i (Ichida et al., 2009; Rodger, 2003 ) .

TP F B i oA O B S ) i R ] LA A —
ERRRE R B AT Tt 2 O R RS
LSRR, HRZHSSRT, YRIEKAHN 225
SRR T AL SRS BR I AR TR L, (H A1
ALFSFT A NE, TR ST 252 3
PR R R 2 R T R AR T M s, ik gl
VR THR 2 A E I i 2 R A
AR H AT MR ). BAAORTE, 1R h—Fhtt
SR BCRI S TERRE, P LT 15
B PRI S R4 TR AR B RITE B A AT ARAS 1Y
U o VT AR SR 0T 2 AN, R BRSO
¥ hRiER (Kraus et al., 2017) , AfITBAE%
HVREE O S AT R EOR R NZ RS, NS A
NGHER BEARSEEARRISS S0 s X dbEZ ik
A, FET AWM, A, HEFAEEET
HKBINBR . HEPR AR 23R8 3 A8 i 9 S HAE AL
PHECH PRAFAT S BER ) G fn] T BRI DG (aniEl 1
) o
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2.1 NPrid#: #hostbdi S g

AH LT PR e N3 A 77 i A5 A B 48 b,
LU F IR Z AT T B T2 i [m)
WA ZE TR, X A5 &R T BB L 7
AR 28 55 AN 55 Fe AU OB O BB o AR A
2 S (social comparison theory ) , A4
IOUEA ARV F O BARX A, R R =
BMPPNFRAERIIE O T (Festinger, 1954) . Kt
YERW & S ECRIRAE, ZB A AR BRI T AT
FEWE & S T 23 LU HEZR N ZE SR AN 75
T R AN IR T 8 i 1 EL kR IE ( Cheung
& Lucas, 2016; Payne et al., 2017 ) , H A TFE %405,
fii e T ) BmdEm] R Eb# (Boyee et al., 2010)
HEAMARTEZS Z) 72 A 15 T KU AR R 35088 failn,
MR MAG, A PSR SR
2NN H B WA E NG ( Sdnchez-Rodriguez et al.,
2019) o J3—Jiiil, GHAFAFIRGE N H IR
ZEBE M W ARAEAT 2 e O () b4 —
DEEY) RS LA SR 2058 T 3 o R A [l
2 (Cheng et al., 2020; Doepke & Zilibotti, 2019 ) .
WFH 2, QU 10 E A AT
YER . ANERLTTHUAL LA RV, 250 B =
B HAREAS A R T = R I, b AT
PAERE T ANTE MBS R 5 A
TN, FRBU A A £ R E R Bl

( Walasek & Brown, 2019 ) . —Uijfiag 73 ME Kk

X 14 71842 55 MBI B, FE 5K
X 2 T PSR S i R I &S 75 2 2 [H]
EIEAHSE (Wang et al., 2023 ) , HiX—% RAELLK
MR W AS 3] TIIE ( Payne et al., 2017; Wang et al.,
2023) o BT AHFRIE, IR IERINAE S M B
SKASCHIH TAT R b BN, —AEZKaiHh X 2
GEAT-ERR RS, % RSB B e X 2% T
FRAEEM & A E S I ER SR E BRoR
B &2 (Walasek & Brown, 2015; Walasek et
al., 2018 ) .

Z SR 2R 0 S s AR R
i N E AR 145 3 (Garcia et al., 2013 ) , 7] il
WTEA T AP RER St MEER S K
R TEGOA, A S SMAM N “IRZ I

" FERSER (Davidai, 2023 ) o 3K [ 2003 4 Al
2000 4F 1 FEBR2p AP IUE (REA 500k 3 38 4>
32 ANE G ) B Z I, ERBWAANT-ERLRE
52 S A ) 22 () AE7E TEAHOC (Sommet et al.,
2023 ) ; WAk, BRI 2 SR ST AR,
FHLEA BRIV BN -5 1 AL 25, Bl oL BN 55
R AL 2 R B T 5 Y 35 4 5 ( Sommet
etal, 2023) o XM MIAE SRR O S RIL K
BAE HFRNFD . I E T = AR b folan, 28
CEAPAERG SR T T8 A 3L T ( Loughnan et
al, 2011) 5 AETETELR TN V- S5 2 B 50 ey ML IX 1) s
FHIN SRR B AR AT ORI 1Y) B Fe3g s A (B0
AR ) A3 5245 mk e A 3B BANEM (Du, Gétz,
etal,2024) , JF4RE T EARIK - B9 BN B 15]

(de Vries et al., 2011 ) , HRHEFE SRS (social
interdependence theory ) , 4 MACKE Al AR Ky 5 4 X6k
TR AR 25 R PR C R, QD fE
FEAA SRR G N AR AESS( Deutsch,
1949 ) .

MEETE, EARZE, ST E R —F
W& Sy CHEARER 2 1 AN TFEL B U A 25 LA
RN LA ) 5 A 008, T L EAsE i) S
A NATVIREE 28 [Ty L3 R e SR A AR R 208, T
PR R O B A SRV RV, X B IR
SERBIHLIN L 2855 AN -5 AR vt i 19 25 SR A2
AMARTENBR B TR e iR SRR S
5178, XTCERR T NS ANZMBEE SRS,
i B 28R T .
22 FEbridE: HHANE SN
TEREPRZTH, ST AT s ol ot 2

SRERRUE, YRRE AR R 2T AR
Pt ( self-categorization theory ) #2iH, AMIFEAEMK
Pkt SN B A T, B SR — 2
RN 25 5/ NTRER R 22 50, 2802w AT
TP f#4E 2 (Turner et al, 1987 ) . &5 A5k
T ENGH NZE 25, b6 880 B
D] [R] 5 22 TS [0 BEAR A Rl B, 1
T NATT0 Ao W ke B A o 2 s B AR A i )

( Tanjitpiyanond et al., 2022 ) . HAKMIF, ZHFAT
AL NATTHEVTA At A B ) TR 1A 3 R A
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HPPE TN, TESIE A O 7EFE S A A 46
g 111 N DT 4 € T W P Y S 1 P Y B 2
A SRR S AR T, XA E R
a5 E AR (AN “rich” 1 “poor” ) Lt
Bt 2 H RN (Peters et al,, 2022, 5T 1) 5 i
— PRSI R B, AH AT BE BN A 2 1Y
Bk, mAE SRS T AR IR S AR T
P AR A B RER, TR0 TR — R R
WAFEH 2 (Peters et al., 2022) , iXLE& L]
KU PESARET AN TR S &5 LB
MERfErt Ly, TREES SRR Ak
)7 5 “FR95R” SR A FES AR
CHTRBTZRIARIE, o5 N2 S AFRIAF K
ZERYE”  (Andersen & Curtis, 2012) o SR, XFp
PRI T [RDRERB SR AN [T AA B 5% 1) 2 22 [F]— s 1)
Bz, AR BB B 25 . I WLATECE (Jetten
etal, 2015) o flN, HmmATEREE ST IR AN
YR ABHMARI AR S & (Zengetal., 2024 ) , TiX
AT BN REE SR A B R L ( Douglas et
al., 2019) .

LT FERER E ST, WE RS
™ A R B AT B T — N AR Y
HEA S, #E25IAFHNE (social identity theory ) £
MDA SR — A AR B TR, T
PRz RNz —Pe HE T— 1 EA Bk s
H A 2REA ( Tajfel & Turner, 1979) o K, 7
AFEENIREE T, AT A E 2 00 E LIRS
AR FR R A FRE IR (Jetten et al., 2021 )
T R A e 5 6 e S — H AR DU B AT TX
RN A BB, M-SR REAIE
PRSI, AR HEAA A4 B 53 A0 ) TR FHAS T
) 110 9 W 2 SE B AR 1 4t 25 TA A ( Tajfel & Turner,
1979) , BlidstA~ A5 771k A OB s AR
— 01, N, AL FIREY 2 S000E 1Y A R
YT S AR SRS ERT, A TR T
BRI AR S ( Browman et al., 2017 ) ;
XTSRRI S, A T 2R A A3 ok
W& AR H CLBZE T Ve sl r IR 1 B A
2HBETEHEEA) .

SR, At ST E s RGN IEPEEARES,

AR Y 2 255 A 1 380 T it P R A A 0 38 3 L Tk
AR, X AHESIBAT TR TR B Y Ok S
Bkt 2o R B AR, nifEfrasgl. Puil. 25
( Kawakami & Dion, 1995; Turner & Brown, 1978 ) .
SR, e A R A Bl B 253l ok 2 A4y
s ( Qs AE A BOR BUAES T B ) RARFET R
AT A4 s 057 B 7y ( Turner & Brown, 1978) . X fil
T OLTCEENR 8 UL R PR v as . filn, — &80
JEZR e 22 R B O 7 30k BRI A B RATE T
— AL E RS ( AP ERZEERT ), 5
R SCRBUE SRR L TR, SR, X
BEEOR R A TR A S R E 23 022 22 B A
I BXELARCAR /Y, XS PR RN A — A —
R E5lk T “EEH” 54tz sl (Jetten et al,
2020) .

SESE, ERPRZE, LU AFAEE ™
P I B X0 A AR E IR B B s T AR S RERR G R
AR, S5 AT T LUV & Rl A
SYARITE, BN TSR R R ] Y S
B, SRR Sz Bl e, 5
WelR, RS ARS8 T —A> B B R A B
By, DA AT B T 22 0 & LASRAS B 14t
Zxikfal, WAk, PAGER4ERI B 1Y 0 N b 1 2s
T PEBL R G A IR IR R A28 A, R
ARIRREPR SN ST s R G A IR
By, AT Tl AR SR TE AT R
PAFME s [z, FARHYE AR Z A ] eI RS <7
PRk hss, ik st 28l SR L.
2.3 IR Fho R SRR

DL B RN S PR BER 3 i 445 1, &80
AVEFELHESR AT T A B AL OCHE, AR
TR SRR R . LI
AR RBEA BT RIER AT ARG T AA
AP PR R, TENE S HAH RS sh P n 4t
o, ARXTHBO AR E T AR & B RIS
BRI, ik, A& BA dfraidd s A 5
HAZRYBIAIL, WA T B AL ok 7 7 A AL
P2 3RS IR ( Anderson et al., 2015) . Rk,
TEARLESE LR 73 R W iy At 2, AR SE 25
RN, T A Rt B Y S C AL 23 0 5 J
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Z, IR ST, AR S K R
MRS A E AL &g (Boehm, 2012) o 4T
BRI SR FEMRIRIEA, AT DIERE 2Tt
AR R e ol & AR o B e st s, 3
T 3HC 5 TR A A 2 SR HAA T v A 3 R A
MAEAF AP SRR, BT HES S
YERAE 2R mE B ELAE I PR (B ( Wilkinson & Pickett,
2017) .

— R R 3 i S 2 B AT oA O W A R A PR
R ELEE PR, AT 4 I 2 25 B R AT SR 5K
i A 3 7 7E T 1% 2 5% (Sanchez-Rodriguez et al.,
2023) o XATHEWS PR R, H—, AfTE0FIA
RHRZENN T TR BREE b B A= A D e
M R IS B A B AN B AT R R, R
i, AR AATER B SRS 5 4 A SRS = AN
S-S5 BRI T ELE AP EA L AT RE LS TN %A
B R ZHO AR & e X A ( Zhu et al.,
2024) o HZ, ATATREIARRE PR 2 5 | A
SRR N4 ST WS )N i< 3: NS S NS B2 S UM 317
FIrEE Y, AMTTREMS B IR BIAS RIS R VR T,
AT S BB Bl T R FE AL . FeRe RN (0
fFR5E (Rauthmann, 2021) . 4N, 5[ AGHE % 5
AL — T Ty, TR R A P
BRI (Rogers & Wood, 2010 ) . [AJH, A
TIHBVFIA R B 2T AT A5 R PREE 22 W5 IR 5 4 L
) e AR, SR T IR 5 4 D e FR L Pk
IR t. 28 b, AMREEE IR S BIE LT A4
TR A ey BB AR v S B B R A T SR,
TSI SORF IR )2 A A T B B Y # 25 B
G b 175 FiR i3, Sanchez-Rodriguez %5
(2019) A% T AT T-A5RE B[R] B 4 ki 40T
2, P LW A A S AR 3 SR T
e rnREE, 2R EM, M-S, A
SPUHE AR S P Y e R EA R s B
Tty HEENANER, BRI R,
(LN TS = R NS SO S R R =5 4 ) S
R, MTSHENEAFERE P REZHAR
AR . B2 R B MR, A
FARMIKT- . TR Y [ IR G SR AN (0 DL S 55 1
H MM EUL ( Cheng et al., 2024; Moreno-Bella et

al., 2019; Sanchez-Rodriguez et al., 2022; Sommet et al.,
2019) o XEELIERY], AMTREEIE LT TS5
VE—FhERSEAIE TR A 23R A L AT

TR, —BARIER eSS T A SR
FEWTHS T AR AT 2RI, AT TR AT BB ik 26
G LAARE & I 0 07 A BZ A5 h 4t 23 5.5l
( Chiu et al., 2010; Deutsch & Gerard, 1955 ) . filll,
FHARA-SEE 2, AT Bl s A PSS AR
s e IS N1 3 S F I A = O e i |
RO A X A AR AEEE TR Ah, 24
TS B A A B AT I, R ARG T
ARt B ] TP BE LB AL, T B Al e AR 4 ok
H A FEE) (Chengetal., 2021 ) o

i bR, TR MEE T, SR AT NUE
TR 2R AP P R A (B BT
M2 B VAT AN E— PR 2R AN R
s i 4l 3 AL R S A, R TR SR
OS5 XA SR U, JF2
AT A AT S Z AR S, At 252 1
TR B I e S

3 RESREE

LBV EG M S 2B )17 RSO,
ZBFA AR T — 2R 5 IR sl B 4 23 B
WML TIZIET R AN 2 B, R st
BRI S B A5 T BER Ty, BRI
. ENBRZRT, AT AEE s T S
D e REHISS 1A Z A A A R B S R e
P TEREPRZ I, AP APl A 2 St
SO AL T AN AR TRI XS A7, I RTRE
FUEREBRXTPL S 0P FEREIR I, S AFF A4
e AL R S ML B R S T S
RSN 10 I IO 1 (W 3 e L A A
fRiEf A PLE AR, SMaE 2t A AR
A/ NANTRRER I B0 B 2200 . SERSE ) o,
BCHPEARE AR 20 AT E BN BRFIRERR G
A E AR, IR, A TR BT —
LIERE S SIS R G EH Bivs x/amp: ] 71

B, ASCEEEH) =R REAE BT B SRS
HAHXS AL, AR RDR B G A A TS, B
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BHVPAEZE O Z BB HAER, DUER
Zh BRAR 22 B NSRS EER I SSER . 41
m, LA PERER SIS, A2
SERMBERTESEE, MTaeE T s i
FREIHL (Payne et al., 2017; Wang et al., 2023 ) ,
AT B R A AT TG T A e A B R Y s 5
55l ( Sanchez-Rodriguez et al., 2023 ) . [Fitk, ¥
IFGE AT LK 3 S8 1] BE 100 B R 4 B 7 [A]— M5
T R IRRIP A BE AR A TR IR0 . AN, REE
(O B AR AT 8 B 3 FH A SRS A sl A
FERE TR, BN, X ek g ) (e
KWEMBAHR ) MRS, EmA TS
T TE R T OV B T A P A R X
T 7 ) (LTI HbR) B4~
KT, SEPATHATRE R T kSR 250 Hu
M= n A RO . T, Aok 558
ANFABER AT R 5 22 e OB /8, SO A
W7 i — 2D RS 2 5T MM i k23 06 3R B H:
UL S S

W, RS, AT R
AN N B AR W B 237 G SR IR ARG B 78 4 AR
5%58, —J5H, ANE S T RRER T2 0%
AR, YR 2R ARIABINE LA 2 1
FREERT, MMANIZAKATRES SHHA T8, &
AT AL SRR 20 A O R BLSE SO T
AN 5 A2 (Jostetal., 2004 ) . F—J5 i,
ARBINAL . A7 &SR PUR 25 52 e R w3k
o IEWFESIARIENS A & 1), Mt Sishithek
IS IETERARET, ARG AR 53 7 X i A4
25 5 Uk A 2% 7] ( Turner & Brown, 1978) .
FH AT DAZSHE, Y MR A RIS B 3 S Ak
B BT A T U U, MfiTeT RS E A
BRI BT i 285 B R v A AR IR 7 Bl i 8]
( Lucas & Kteily, 2018; Madeira et al., 2019 ) . &2,
X T ) R AR R AN RE RS 56 2 T 1 LSRR
(R ERF, AT AP At 2 i o S OO By TR A4 = o

5=, HETEYHr BRI T LA
FEIG I 2 B0 R B S S 3E 4 (Buttrick & Oishi,
2017) , (HEGEAHR LR T 52ZA—84E
Fs A AT Rt . ok PR AR 1PN 3 H )

BRI, A TFAEREREE RN FEAMUER
B o B sE A e) R E A R B H TE E A AR
) ( Sommet et al., 2023 ), HAh, R LEAFFT KB,
FH AR B AT 2, B b m A5 A 2
IR AEHR S A H b sS 58 b B i iy e 4
AR HAT v T AN (R BIRe IRz A
BKGEIR ) W ERR A, X %00 n] Dl {3 5E
HARRIFOG I Ti# B (Cheng et al., 2023 ) . X%
LR T 2B ATAE MR F AT REAS 2 ) FR e R 5l )
AT, WRRT TMEX TS R T H M
T MCHA I . St 2 O 2 A B T SC 8 i
PEERTHE, AfTEE AT 5 A T T RN
1, MICEIARGX— H AR, N5 A5 How
Gro ML, ARAFEAN B HRAE 2 RN 5 5
HEEXMAIEA, M5 BARssh L /A RS
YN L T4 T4 28 B SRS (1) 520
HIK, @A TARIZERIOC R M52t E S
F—2PRE L Bl RS AT TR R 2l
M1z 58M g, HX BN WF A S
TEMN A BCE N FR ™4 (Lin et al, 2024) , #
Z, HTAEAPESTI LN LIRS, &
FEEFE IS ( Blake & Brooks, 2019; Du, Huang, et al.,
2024; To et al.,, 2023 ) , XM ATREL B A LT
Kok A HEEA A RS SR

S0, AEWFEAT LRSS ABR . FEBR AL X
SRR, WA RA T AT it anER
TIZ IR, IEFTSCrR, S8R IR —
PR Z AEFE LGSR, has T 2y Edabs. Bilan,
Dragolov 4% (2018 ) $&ili, —/~mBER it 2
HFE IR 23 A SRR ) 7 A R P 1o SRR 2R B
X AL [l Ak s B e, BARYE PRGBS
fGE. ARSH5ENAGE ., RERAHRONE
AT S SR 1 THEPR ORI T T H g,
(EAT A — e SRR bR ( QX At 2 U] ) 3 e Je
XFAMEARRGFEY4E ; Dragolov et al., 2018 ) A2
TR, FETAEGARNAH OISR, TG
PRI, 200 AN T-45 1] B X AR B[] R A7 A £ 1
YERL. lhn, fELBEAFERENAE T, AT
650 1va) T30 0 W T 2 S A TR AR A, X T BRI
RN (B R/ BN N Ve S A TR G (N AR
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T B SRR XA A [ 4k 23 SO0 N R B A e 2
o 5Ptk esM, ARt HE R SRR
FhNGR AL 24590 (Bell & Mo, 2014; Lai, 1995 ) ,
It Bz stk i i R R A T S AU IR B M5 &
( Schermerhorn & Harris Bond, 1997 ) . X Fh¥ A
SR HESZ T P RERZ M 2855 AN 48X 23 0 R i
B flan, TPy S B RS A
B BRI BRI Z BE, TRAWIR 3T
EELERES Y Gl Z- 5 a SN e MNP g R 735
NFRRETE M— MR (Jetten et al., 2020; Sprong et al.,
2019) o MAERWIAT, ST S5k ake
Z BT BEFF AR R B R . N, B AR
AV S R R s A b S 2 T A ) —
"5 (Cheung, 2016 ) , X AT REFELKZ HhE
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7 (Shariff et al., 2016 ) o A, AFSCHET A4
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Abstract  Economic inequality not only adversely affects people’s physical and mental health, but is also linked to various social issues, including
reduced civic engagement, increased social conflict, and higher crime rates. The underlying mechanism behind these negative outcomes in societies
with high inequality is often attributed to reduced social cohesion. It is plausible that in less cohesive societies, individuals are less likely to participate
in communal activities, advocate for policies that benefit the broader community, and provide material and emotional support to others. Therefore,
this paper adopts a social psychological perspective to explore how economic inequality weakens social cohesion through a range of cognitive and
motivational factors that arise from the interpersonal, intergroup, and normative processes.

Regarding the interpersonal level, we argue that high levels of inequality undermine social connections through processes of social comparison
and status competition. Economic inequality, characterized by disparities in income or wealth, alters the framework and outcomes of social comparison.
Specifically, individuals typically prefer upward comparison rather than downward comparison in terms of socioeconomic status. Consequently, people
in more unequal contexts face a higher standard of comparison, and thus experience heightened status anxiety and desire for wealth in societies with
high inequality. Given people generally view the gain and loss of wealth as the result of a zero-sum game, individuals in societies with high inequality
are more likely to develop a competitive rather than cooperative mindset, thus eroding interpersonal trust and bonds.

At the intergroup level, we argue that economic inequality increases the likelihood of social conflict between different socioeconomic groups
through processes of group categorization and social identity. Economic inequality accentuates wealth disparities between the rich and the poor,
leading to a heightened tendency to perceive and categorize social groups on the basis of wealth. Such categorization diminishes the sense of shared
destiny and fosters alienation and hostility between groups. At the same time, in societies with high levels of inequality, the affluent group becomes
an advantaged group identity, which drives people’s desire to have more wealth for a positive group identity. How wealth is obtained or maintained
depends on perceptions of social mobility and justice, thereby influencing intergroup dynamics. For instance, low levels of social mobility and injustice
lead to the adoption of social competition strategies, resulting in increased social conflict and chaos.

Finally, at the level of social norms, economic inequality increases people's expectations of a competitive social climate through normative perceptions,
which leads to less trust in social interactions. In societies with higher economic inequality, social strategies based on dominance and competition are more
adaptive. Thus, people view economic inequality as an environmental feature and make inferences about the norms in that environment. Specifically, societies
with high inequality are expected to foster a more competitive climate, which in turn increases individuals' social vigilance toward others.

Based on existing knowledge, several issues remain underexplored and warrant further attention. First, the three processes summarized in this paper
have been studied relatively independently in existing empirical research. Future research should integrate these processes and explore their interactions
at different psychological levels to better understand how economic inequality weakens social cohesion. Second, the conditions under which people adopt
individual mobility or social competition strategies remain inadequately explored. The choice of strategy may depend on the level of economic inequality
and on individuals' cognitions and beliefs, such as system-justifying ideologies and meritocratic beliefs. Third, while prior studies have highlighted that
economic inequality increases competitive behaviors, recent studies have produced inconsistent results, with some finding that economic inequality enhances
people's willingness to engage in instrumental cooperation. Thus, future studies should not solely focus on competition and cooperation but should thoroughly
investigate the effects of economic inequality on various other facets of social relationships. Fourth, although existing empirical studies have examined the
relationship between economic inequality and several indicators of social cohesion, there are still some key indicators (e.g., willingness to follow social rules
and acceptance of external groups) that have not received attention. Future research can more comprehensively examine the relationship between economic
inequality and social cohesion based on the three processes of interpersonal, intergroup, and normative. Finally, future studies should consider the potential
role of culture in the impact of economic inequality on social cohesion. In contrast to Western societies, East Asian cultures place greater emphasis on social
hierarchy, and individuals within these cultures tend to hold stronger beliefs in power distance. This heightened acceptance of inequality could significantly
shape the dynamics of how economic inequality affects social relationships.

Key words economic inequality, social cohesion, interpersonal relationship, intergroup relationship, social norm



