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Abstract

Collective narcissism is a tendency to exaggerate an ingroup’s importance and
desire for its external recognition. The core of this concept is a kind of dissatisfaction that
the exceptionality of the ingroup is not fully appreciated by others. It is different from
concepts such as collective self-esteem that belong to safe ingroup positivity. It is a
concept that belongs to defensive ingroup positivity. According to the theoretical views
from the representatives of the Frankfurt School, collective narcissism can satisfy the
psychological needs of the weak ego, compensate for the deficiencies of the self, and
even ease the dissatisfaction of the people. When collective narcissism is within a
reasonable limit, it has some positivity. However, undue collective narcissism can
produce a series of negative consequences. A number of studies have shown that
collective narcissists are particularly sensitive to signs of threats to the status of their
ingroup. They are very likely to form biased perceptions of intergroup conditions, and
also tend to retaliate against those who provoke in reality or imagination the status or the
image of their ingroup.

Since the global financial crisis, the phenomenon of collective narcissism seems to
be intensifying all over the world, not only hindering the process of globalization, but
also exacerbating the tears and hostility between groups. Whether it is the election of
Donald Trump as the president by the American people, the support of Brexit in Briton,
or the rise of populism in Central and Eastern Europe, all of these are influenced by
collective narcissism. During the onset of the COVID-19 epidemic, the domestic
intergroup antagonism in public opinion has also emerged. Does this imply that Chinese
people are also affected by collective narcissism to some extent? Moreover, how does
system threat such as the COVID-19 epidemic affect collective narcissism?

Looking back at the previous literature, we can find that domestic research on
collective narcissism is almost absent, while foreign research on collective narcissism
still has many questions that have not been fully explored. Interestingly, research on the
situational factors affecting collective narcissism is rarely seen. To this end, this study
proposes a hypothetical model of collective narcissism affected by system threat on the
grounds of compensatory control theory and situational crisis communication theory, and
carried out three studies (including 7 sub-studies), not only examining collective
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narcissism of the Chinese people, but also testing the hypothetical model in the context
of the COVID-19 epidemic.

Study 1 was a preliminary investigation of collective narcissism in China. Sub-study
1 used the large sample data from the Asian Barometer Survey to roughly look into the
collective narcissism conditions and trends among people over 18 years old in China.
The results suggest that the collective narcissism of the Chinese people may be at a
medium to high level overall, and it has risen slightly in recent years. Moreover, rural
residents have a slightly higher level of collective narcissism than urban residents. In
addition, the older the age, or the lower the education level, the higher the level of
collective narcissism. Sub-study 2 verified a Chinese version of the Collective
Narcissism Scale in samples of college students and adults in the general population. The
results also found that collective narcissism could significantly predict people’s
perception of threats from outgroups and prejudice and hostility towards outgroups.

Study 2 examined the mediation mechanism whereby the system threat of epidemic
crisis affected collective narcissism. First, sub-study 3 used a survey to verify the
parallel-dual-process model of system threat predicting collective narcissism through
need for order (motivational path) and responsibility attribution (cognitive path). Then,
sub-study 4, 5, and 6 adopted the experimental causation chain design, and verified step
by step the causality between variables in the model. The results consistently showed that
the system threat of epidemic crisis could not only increase collective narcissism by
increased personal need for order, but also reduce collective narcissism by increased
responsibility attribution for the entire governmental system.

Study 3 further explored the boundary condition of the above parallel dual
mediation model. Here, sub-study 7 examined the moderating effect of system justifying
belief on the above-mentioned parallel-dual-process model by a larger-sample survey (N
= 702). The results showed that system justifying belief could significantly moderate the
latter half of each mediation path. For those who believed that the social system was less
fair and legitimate, the positive effect of the need-for-order path and the negative effect
of the responsibility-attribution path were both significant; for those who believed that
the social system was more fair and legitimate, the effects of the need-for-order path and
the responsibility-attribution path were not significant.

These studies draw the following conclusions: System threat such as the COVID-19
epidemic can affect collective narcissism through the parallel dual mediation paths (i.e.,

I\
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need for order and responsibility attribution) that have opposite effects; and the latter half
of each of these two paths can be moderated by system justifying belief.

Overall, these studies have some contributions. As far as theory is concerned, this
research not only validates the views of compensatory control theory in the context of
system threat affecting collective narcissism, but also expands the application scope of
situational crisis communication theory. As far as reality is concerned, this research not
only helps to make more people aware of collective narcissism and its potential negative
consequences, thusly increasing the vigilance among citizens; it also helps to more
comprehensively and deeply understand the impacts of system threat such as the
epidemic crisis on people’s psychological outcomes, shedding some light for the
government on how to unite people’s hearts more effectively in such crises.

Key words: collective narcissism; system threat; need for order; responsibility

attribution; system-justifying belief
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1.1.2 SEBRIETEINIER

etk B AUX AR 2/ AT DB W 2 — 22 AL TR, IR 2L AR IR ARER A
T. W. Adorno (1903—1969)#1 E. Fromm(1900—1980)k 7 il Hi 3 dfrid “&EfkEFan” x4
MEE, I BARAT— R a6 st 40 A i B A0 B 7R IR AN NS A2 I — Fl 0t P B A 1) 2 A8 £k
(Cichocka & Cislak, 2020). JoHEMT, A28 Tk #2041 A G (003 WL B4 JE R 52 1 J5 SR I
BUEEAR [ A% — W 97458 ) 27411 (e.g., Cichocka, 2016; Golec de Zavala et al., 2009). % T-iit;,
N HEE R T. W, Adorno Al E. Fromm X 9437 259X AR R4 1 720 b A B E 00 A5

Adorno (1955/1968) 1 —ks 4 A (A& ALOEZE) Mg seHh i LB, I EE
XS NS F R T HIREIE A S. Freud i T AR Z —, I+ HABLEIX RS
WICHFRH, P BiEpLE R A H AR ENIL: B BRI AR A AR A G55 A AR X
FRITCRE N IR N HARRGE (narcissistic injury). ” (p.72) 4R 52234 (Levy, Ellison,
& Reynoso, 2011) )&%, Adorno iX B 22 ff H H 28k Fiid AR I ££ 44 H #R (collective ego)
E DO AN AR By (1) 4 22 20 5 PRI ) 1 B 55 s (R B 4 X 2

TEBEJR R B —F 4R (PHSCHEER) MBS, Adomo (1959/1993)1% | T4 Hi I 4
T ERAE B R BN AAS R AMEE R “ SR B AR XAl B A AR SE |
BT G SO AN B e AN TE B G i e (B A R R R, NATTARME T SRR 2 ERTE T
JROXFPIC Y] T &L BAMETIARELR /7)), AR AME T B O A PO (B IR T MR A%
MR B %A B O R R I B ST E): XA AT, A H
S = (A s 2 e B, s BAER S 5 A3k . 7 (Adorno, 1959/1993,
pp.32-33)

34, Adorno 7E 1963 4 KRR I 5+ 0 SCEE (N JUANMIEIAE ) (Interventions:
Nine Critical Models)H i FH AN [F] (5B R 1 2] T AT 4R 4R B 2815 7% (Adorno, 2005) . iX L&
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WA BT 3RATE a1 AR AR AR AR B AR TEARE K, SEAA B AR S b Ul 2 [ 5K
fii(national vanity), FJREFAET “55/NEIR” (weak egos) MM 75 R —E S IE LA A T
H KRR T P B 22 M SRAFAMEE o Ay, MR B AR B A B 3K ) ORI S 55 1
HMERTH T AL, IF B OCEAR R E BRSO 5 E I, IX K /% 1 22 DO AR IR A R
A 2 (Adorno, 2005, pp.94-96); T W AR IX AN 55/ B A TR X M EEAINIE, I
WE ) E Bl ] BB S2 M DL A2 A (p.110) . FTEL, N TR E SR TIREIERE . B
AMEDT, 59/ B3It sef A T4 B CUURAAE D EAEE . A 51 KR8 844 (Golec
de Zavala, 2018).

AT Adorno i &, Fromm (1964/2010, 1973)5 /2 E4HFI R G/ br THEMAEE TS,
Bl 2E i “BEAEZR” (group narcissism)ik “ 44> H 7% (social narcissism). i1, & (A
O NFIFEBRMEY —F59d, Fromm (1964/2010)% [1H 7 — A& 1 RIEIT “AMA E AL
SHA” X—E8, BRI T X RIEIUIR DL IR AR S 1R DB FL Ak
K, fEsEA TMEBKB) 5, WABHBKIMG . AV DRErRERHE: it 7 A
WEABRARY . (2t B RAEAKDIRE, (Hak R BN 2 ik B 3AELLS i\ & 1E LAEUEE
TN A, PRI AR R AT RN, R A — Bl #3E5, Fromm 455
TAME BRSNS ILR . R BRI AL DI RE LR BRAFAE . MR, BHAE AR
BAEZMEIEA, WRER. BXE. BUAK . REMNEE, MeE R 8l %2 i
PR EARTNAF2IEAL , XA Pl BT S g AT (387K s, 1999, pp. 185-191), M2 e i,
FEAAR B A8 —J7 I RE W (e BEREAR I 145, 3 B3 AMACONBEAR T TR EE 22404, PRI AT DAE — 8 7%
FE EARBERHAA ) AR SE . 55— T7 1], B8 REAHE A il SRS 2, AT AT BARTT 1k BEAR )
ANH—— IR T IR 22 5 F A EARE IR ZE Z N1 & VA8 TR B 28R 9
FEMATIRAT T L (O ME—RIE, T ELH H R AR RURRIE . X s, N AEARTE A2 b
FLSE L, A BT R AT RE UK, DR AR B AR BRI A M B 3R 1 T IR B (Fromm,
1973),

£ Fromm (1964/2010) %} #EAA H AR PR H Rk B 7S — 32 B2 Athoed B B 2R 23 BL &
BN . ST RHR AR, Fromm $2H, BEA RS AMEE SRR DR RIS
W RN P S, REDSERNEEFEIREGE . HP, R A (enign narcissism)
AN R RE T 7 E LTI b, BT ROt ) SEA 8T B R IR AL, A
A [ g W] DA L0 R — @ BREE A, RIS SCRBHEBN R 51 25 0 S Ok T %% 77 TS AR
(malignant narcissism) >4 5 7280 G A T G ARG W IEF Y b, AR S, BH
A POl £ TR S, B4 Tk A B A AR R BRI AR ) S R
B A R S B2 = A R fE B T e R s n . SC T4 B AE W BARRE, Fromm A
5K FRE PIEOUARL, B o, BB SRR DL (PRE R AR ik = 2 P R SR ) T, B
WERAAR N 2 A BRI RE DB P, TS SN R B B M o B8 AR X T
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AR T2, BRI ABHAR B SR L o 58 =/ REIRAE B = FE R By
BURYE, LR UG D FH N A b, ANEX P R B IS AR AR 0, AT TES 2 B3 15
o BAMEA —ANRERR N F T 50 OR ST I T 22, RS B2 B AN AR 2 — A aa i
AU RELL A E] T, AT S8R O, B PR R B 2 B K. T IX BBk, —
BRI AR PR, AR A REAR B 2552 Bk AR, XA PR AR 2 5 SUEGE DT 9 2L U=
K, ARG RELGAE (IR 4005 N) 2 B, R st i [ T A ki ok
IR, 2 R SRR T A R B S It BAZE Fromm (1973, p.205) &K, #FiAHZ A
RBGAT NI EE R 2 —.

&S ER A TE, Fromm S451E, KA Y EDERMEMIF BT —E RERN, &
A R — P LB RFIAMME R . AdA N, ERX BT R A TR, I AR
RO B2 BRAEALE, RO E AR RE. T2, Fromm i/EiE MNME . 163,
SEH RS A R BN — U E T RS N SO A, (HIR TR, X REA TR
FEN@, ALG AR — A% OV s AR S, B NI 58 4 e S L 58 A S AR (B G A
FAEEAR B2 M s~ (Fromm, 1964/2010, p.86).

113 RFBT5REASHXER

T LI PR AR A AR B AR NS, BR T T R AR B AR A T SO SRR 2 A, ik
L VETE AR B 5 AR A 2 1) Ok RS [R] .

HAERIGNRERAES MEAEMRR. MEEBRFRT E R A % (self-love), I
FX R 2 AT 5 B ANERIIA AT (e.9., Morf & Rhodewalt, 2001). B MMEEKE, &k
B A5 AR B AR X AE T BRI SR TR, 4k | AR DA ME B ARTE B
Ptk 277 i IE4H (Golec de Zavala et al., 2009; Cichocka, 2016). MSZIERF KA, Sk EHE
5K B AR 18] BARAFAE IEAH G, (EAH SR ACE FEAN &« Bl —T0 7 43 #r (Golec de Zavala, 2018)
K, A S5AMER E KR | 725 (grandiose  narcissism) 2 (A7 AE — AN 53 KT /N RS
(0.09), I H 5AMAMIMETSR [ 7% (vulnerable narcissism) 77 £E — AN L35 (/N3 (0.19); H:
H, HORI H AR AR A A R RESI PR BRRR, e ss L H AR R AR 2 P . AR SEIL B Pk
BUZ(Miller et al., 2011; Thomaes, Brummelman, & Sedikides, 2018). iX & I /MA H A 584K H
AFAS ML S, ATA TR e M Z I b, BUR RS E T Bk T B AR .
TR B S AMA B AR I A b, VS AR R — AU, SR R 3 RO A A
FERAT Ay, 1AM 20 3 EE R0\ Br A B AAT A W —8R ], S a, maEd
P AR BN NRFAURS, BB TN SO0 PR A FENIAT Ay, ELAnnt N BEARAE o 25 BRIAE T 52 5]
) B S BB AR R B AR R R P RO 25 BE AIAT 9 (Golec de Zavala et al., 2009, 2016; Golec de
Zavala, Cichocka, & Bilewicz, 2013; Golec de Zavala, Cichocka, & Iskra-Golec, 2013).

HIREEIFNRERE SRR EEN SR, F4RH % (collective self-esteem)# A &
— /N ERE R, Sk T MR TE AR EARROTAN B O P8+ 2 BE AR R BE (Crocker &
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Luhtanen, 1990; FA4i4, 2009). H#E Golec de Zavala 25 A\ (2009) ik, SR HASE %
KW EATR S AR A&, B U T “ & 2 K5 FAON” ISR A 2. BT LS AHES:
KB, PR R NI AR, RIS S B A AR R AR AN B Ry, (RIS E
TEMRE TN EE, FiMEE A REMER. NSHEARE, kA &SRR (Collective
Self-Esteem Scale, Luhtanen & Crocker, 1992) L& IU/N-F4EfE, o, FANSEAKH & (private
collective self-esteem)ill & M4 BT J& FEAR AR AN, ‘EAH 9 TAEREAAR/KE B AMA
F & 5% B4 E & (membership esteem)ill EANMATE 2 KFEREE _EICAH E S& A ME R
BT A ABEAR E 2 (public collective self-esteem)ili &> B B0 21 iy A ) B B4
FIVEAN s & 43 5 M (importance to identity) I & F 44 B 17> 6 B FRAE S 10 25 4 . A 1 7 (Golec
de Zavala et al., 2009; Cichocka, Marchlewska, Golec de Zavala, & Olechowski, 2016) % Bil., £ 44
HEMUSEAFEERS S ZERZFILMEX, BE5RANERER, ROATHKEH S, S{rEE
PEHAR R B3 G, (HEARERE SRS YRANERAE., AREREELE
AT ZE LI R I A A0 N T S A AR Rl V3 7 R i 5 R N SRR B B RE8 2 2 1B 1A T AR 14 B
A, NAEEAR HERENS W3 AR R BN, RNSEAR B B AR B B B AR
g 25 MR TR B2 X ERAE, RIRESERR T AR NEAE B, &R
BRI 2 AEEAR B &, 1 RIARAT TZE R AR N AT 2 (0 [R] IS SN N BRI 78 9345 31 Ab
FEAA 5 R (Golec de Zavala, 2011). FEATIIIZE RoKE, ik HBR SEAHEHAGA—FER
TRIRE, ] G — TUHE T3 = AR A 78 (Cichocka et al., 2016) K3, &AEENS “vwEIrH
FILFAD R SO =7 BB & B B3 IEAH K (r = 0.54), &K E S XM ERES
W% BEMI(r=0.20). HhAh, Sk B 5L H BICREN B AR 7 128 (Golec
de Zavala, 2011), X giRALTMA B A 5 AMA B A RES M 59500 77 5 N BRBUt Al AL 24T
NI 1] <k (Locke, 2009; Paulhus, Robins, Trzesniewski, & Tracy, 2004). 11— Wifif 78 & B4,
200 ) AR TIIN &5 AR R, AR AR E ARBENS T3 1 [ T AN AR, SRR EVE R
F TR AN A T 24 54k B AR S A | R A TEAH S e, S B Re g 5
3 25 M TR B 22 R AR I A, AR A 1 0 R 2 0 5 /D (1) S AR 1K (Golec de Zavala,
Cichocka, & Bilewicz, 2013). B4 SRAR A I3 — I LA A A A4 25 Fo RN 52 SR A o 46 R AR
H 70 Bk % B (Golec de Zavala et al., 2016).

XN, GEAE XML SHSE IR, W BRI (ingroup
identification, Cameron, 2004). #4A&7KT-1 H 3 # A (group-level self-investment, Leach et al.,
2008). PN FEAAH R FE (ingroup satisfaction, Leach et al., 2008)%54%, &A1 5844 1% Rl
AT AR B B 5K H R 2% & (Golec de Zavala, Cichocka, & Bilewicz, 2013; Cichocka et
al., 2016). [Fit, WEFLEAI(e.q., Golec de Zavala, 2011; Cichocka, 2018)$2H! | — AR AERE K
FERE B GRIX SeM) & 5 B RS, B EE B 2 1 9 B AR B AR PE (non-narcissistic ingroup
positivity), A DL 2 7 (constructive) 5%z 4= 71 (secure) 1 N BEAR R M s 5 2 AHXS 1k
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5 E AR N BEAR AR M, ] DA AR R (destructive) B 575 781 Y (defensive) 1 PN BEARFR B
P, XA S X LB R T. W, Adorno 8 A 7E (B AL L AR ) (Adorno,
Frenkel-Brunswik, Levinson, & Sanford, 1950)H ¢ T~ & 1R T2 Ak UL (1) B8 A 72, A0A T2 Bf
SR T 3 P B S, HUE S R X R (1 8 2 AR RN R PR A< 788 2 8 Tt e 2
FRFR - oo BEAE TR B AR E FOAME AN 77 3, BVHRZ A SR N, JRaeaT A X
HMEEAR IR FR DLW RO RESK 7, TG K “ 8 H RS T 58 RS B, A
feA S A R — 8, FIRHE R HABE K7 (pp. 107-108). FHELT Y 1A
BRI EAR AR, JF BB A BRI MR E T —F R WM RS K. 224 miER
AP AR 1 (R T T A AR PR SRR T, BT P R (R AR AR PP i S At A A A W, (A
T 'E AEE TN Xk 4 A4 58 FRAR 1) 285 B 547 (Cichocka et al., 2016; Golec de Zavala, Cichocka,
& Bilewicz, 2013). FERENE, REMES EX 5 BARE 5k B B 142
251, AHSUERT S e A AR AR 2 IEAR DG, AR ME B el & 2 aloke i) B 7 B al ek A Y
FEARAIMR I, DRIE A 90 3 2 5 LI 2 M JEEFE XU (suppression effect) k75 21 58 40 () B 7%
R al AR E 28R N EEAFR AR [ TR %R (e.g., Cichocka et al., 2016; Golec de Zavala, Cichocka,
& Bilewicz, 2013). XA, SR EN0AE BRI AR AR AR, X IER
& _E3C Fromm(1964/2010) (W i, RIVEEAR B AL — € IR N R n] BE 2 RAYEATE B 1 -

T OBV (1) 2 SR A 1 7 e [X 0 T ] e I Ja8 1 78 R P AR R A A« SO 31 [ S A
(national group) i —%E44 %, IR E: X 22 1 2= SR E ZA R (15 55, 2012). RO 32 Bk
& Ut E 5 Y (nationalism) /2 fR Ny “ A B AR IE R AZ S RUAR E ” iie), 5 2 AR 2
% [F = Y (patriotism) , BIFE “Xf A [H K715 " (Kosterman & Feshbach, 1989, p.261). iF
W 3¢ Adorno %5 A (1950) W 5, 9% [ 32 S8 w1 4 oy a1 1 %% [ 3 X (constructive
patriotism) 15 H 145 [E = X (blind patriotism), HTEF5 « Fhxd AR PE AR ) v 22 BT 3K 3 1)
FMA, BRIV DL B o SR AT A S AT AR R RHAE s e T 2R, 1Bk
P EZAR, B AR B AARE R BI LA & TE i 25 A AL RS AE ” (Schatz, Staub,
& Lavine, 1999, p. 153). [EFE, [EZiAIE (national identification)m] %14y [ 52 4 7% (national
ingroup attachment) 5 [ %< % & (national ingroup glorification), ka8 a1 “ LAASE B
REEXAC, PEXMANERMS, EH& KRS TEE, Ry et omm”, m
RS ) T “HEAR BN TABE, AR B AL O RAE (IR B, 415) 7
Wit ” (Roccas, Klar, & Liviatan, 2006, p.700). 7EX ey, et E . BEE K
J& THE B AR A BRI, TR . B B EE S ESENE T B N B AR
Pk (Cichocka, 2018). WF7CH AT, RikF: . B HEEE . EREREER 5EAAT—
FETTT A1 WD BRSO AR 2 ] = SO0 H s e M 1 22 [ 32 ) ) 50 2 47
TH 45 ) < Bk A 38 4 f2 i (e.g., Blank & Schmidt, 2003; de Figueiredo & Elkins, 2003;
Kosterman & Feshbach, 1989; Spry & Hornsey, 2007). H1T[7J& T [ 258 A BEAAR AR A 1 B #y &
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HW BT A AR R (AR R AR S &, BT VAR AR AE AP S5 148 KPR TEAE 6
Bl — RFF T RN, Sk B AR RG AR R BTG 0.34(Golec de Zavala et al,
2016)#1 0.38(Lyons, Kenworth, & Popan, 2010), 55 H % & 3= XA R EE E A 0.55(Golec
de Zavala et al., 2013)%] 0.65(Golec de Zavala et al., 2016), 5EZZ A *x ZE N
0.78(Cichocka et al., 2016). JSE WL, A H R 5K LS A P IX 0, RONEEMAK E R
RET WIS B N BERTE R, A& SN 1 SCRC A 3 RO 2 Gl E B %
B 2 A 32 EEA (575 55, 2012; Golec de Zavala et al., 2009). [FIFE( K5 KIE XL R, H
FEWREE H %2 B SN EA AR B AR 2R e 5 e A [ RS2t vr A g b
FFZ 50 (Golec de Zavala, 2011). SEUEHFFTIE K IL, SR B 285 1X He ) S ) i 25 R A A —
B OL. B, AR RS R USRI G, SRR AMAERE 3 ) 5
J R K AR MO AT v B T 2 1IE A 9% (Golec de Zavala et al., 2016). X a3 L 54
P E RS B ARAH G, TSR B AR I 32 5 AMA G 55 7Y 5 Z5AH 5K (Golec de Zavala, 2018). Ith4t,
ERAA 1 7N o A7 T PR ) T 20 v v 1 RO 3 X H 92 B 3 SORI B 55 45 & 1 T
i (Golec de Zavala, 2011; Golec de Zavala, Cichocka, & Bilewicz, 2013).

e BV ()R SR B AR S R BB OC R, W05 4 2 S e i) A0 3R 32
M2 5. 42> L E] (social dominance orientation) Szl 7 AMAS BEAA [R] 96 £ A2 P45 18 J&
AR —Memls, PARAME R AR A B SO 5 AR TR S (e.g., 483, 3Bk K, 2008;
Sidanius & Pratto, 1999). £ # gk 3= X (right-wing authoritarianism)# & X Y LL N =R
HEMR: B H AR S BURII IR, X tE4s R BT AT 4L Go a4, DA
S A2 B 1) Joit S 2 BB 3 S A LB P R R U Y BV (e.g., Alltemeyer, 1998;
I, #hKE, 2007). AT, SAEARSHSSMR AL RIEMS, HXREK
/MM 0.08 F| 0.53 125 (Golec de Zavala et al., 2009). R4 W4 AE4E 3 A BEAR AR KRR 752
HES, A2 A S T2 R RIS, TSR B AR5 DG N R A
PATES . Sebr B R/DIEEEEA T, SRS SRR 1« DU Ay Bl SR
YEFEA R, TS RO P47 EFEASCIRK . AR FE R I, RAR B S BB £ X
—ERR, MR RBMETEEFFEA T 0.02 B3 2 FEA F1 0.56 4555 (Golec de Zavala et al.,
2009; Golec de Zavala, Cichocka, A., & Iskra-Golec, 2013). X i B # A — & FIsar ik, A8
JERE ST R AR AT AT T e B B AP AR B hAh, RSB AR S IR
(IR )5 45— B, FERRRE TR A AR A Fg P B8R A DA BT A 1) A7 T 245 FE BRAT M9
{HARYE Golec de Zavala (2019) 1534, LR IBIHLIRIR AT RE 2 A XA, £ BB I SUE &
TR A S IR BB RR P AT T, S BRI N b AN 2 14 (Duckitt, 2006), 1fi4E
A 11 7 T OG0 (R O PR AR TR AR At (7 AR AR GRS —BOA AT o A — TikE T 2R U 51
AW FURIN, TERIR “ 56 H fE R R pH B A Btk 7 X — e, REEARREAS X
Fent 56 Bl A 7 K I ST A, R A AT T A A e A 1 A s AT BB
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A RGBS i, I HARAT I8 T 48 46 % 55 (4K #1479 (Golec de Zavala et al., 2009).
R 5 2, SEARE RS2 0B A PREREBs e ME ZE R BB R RY, XA —E%
S, HAAR BRSSO e B T P TN AR DG 5 SR, W BR Ao Mok 2
AT N BUAIRSE 32 URTBH 8 JE 44545 (Golec de Zavala, Dyduch-Hazar et al., 2019).

1.2 ERBTRRNE

Har, SEARESRNEIE ALK A Golec de Zavala %5 A (2009)% il (47K H 8 & 3%
(Collective Narcissism Scale). %R KIZH 7R % 7 MEE DR HER, WEHBA&HE
Z%(Narcissistic Personality Inventory, NPI; Emmons, 1987; Raskin & Terry, 1988). 5 —fix Millon
I1§ P 22 il 5] %5 (Miillon Clinical Multiaxial Inventory—I11; Millon, 2006). & Z %R E M A
AMA B ER PR EE T H DU S B T A B AR R . i, — T TR E AR
J& (entitlement) T H “ TR IR FFERGIRPT NGB E” BN T “ RIBFF[FRIMBEAR]
PAFEPTNAFH R, DB B AR T RN BUR 7 o 2 B R AR A6 iR A S,
ANT 28 DIUH, (H 7R3 B RIFERUE R RS ER, 28RN IE AR
Ja RAREE 7 9 ANIIH o RN, 320 S R R MR E AL A, I
PL— £ BER R A 1) S R 1R — NI H - Golec de Zavala %5 A (2009) f HI7E 3% [E . 5 [E A
B A ER PR RS 128 R E 228 1, 45 R R INAZ 8 R AR 8 ] 52t I &1t [E]
Fn RBECRFEFEA R 2 BRI B K (o RECEHE =T 0.70).

Br 7 EE 9 NI H AR H AR E R A0, B FUE AT A ORBE Forb 5 AT H R4
725 55 i %% (e.g., Golec de Zavala, Cichocka, & Bilewicz, 2013; Golec de Zavala, Cichocka, A.,
& Iskra-Golec, 2013; Marchlewska, Cichocka, Lozowski, Gorska, & Winiewski, 2019). R ¥
Cichocka (2016) )ik, XMFLIREREWIR N T — DA 2 EACERME R A & M %
(), Hr i E BEORER T AR EARI IR, SR T N A E S T AR R R A SN
I T REFIE R (o RECEH =T 0.80). HAT, 8BMERIIEM HRE R L
PR T 2 EIE S 152072 48/ (Golec de Zavala, 2011, 2018). A E># (e.g., Cai &
Gries, 2013) i 7£ — I 58 £ T [H AR AR B AR IR 78 Th A I i 23R, AN AR 0 SR 4k B R B
FEAHATASIE] o WA SR, At ATTHE B SR Rk B 25 5 SN O A [ 2 S M A3 R I K 27,
TR HRL P S RIS AR [ AR AR AN 22 5 A8 B (p.123) o bk, ARATTACH I K&K H
ARATREAN A B ZERY, 1042 HH E 2K H K (national grandiosity) T E ZX 454 (national entitlement) 4
s IR EEE LT A 222 (Brown, Budzek, & Tamborski, 2009)\ A/ M E 28 AT LU B KA
RS TR A 24 P55 A Jl—— DR 32 B2 M P (intrapersonal) 5 [m) f, 88T 75 F R E 2 R
RIS TN B B (interpersonal) 3 [l Y, (25T 7E4L 2 B BARAGR) . B JAHEE T
NHHRFAUE . SR T, 1X TG0 72 (Cai & Gries, 2013) K H A TG 4E 1A H AN R R A G HI 45 M e,
T i 2 5 3 5 5 R R SRS R AH 9 23 BT SR AU
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TR S, Golec de Zavala %5 A (2009) %k fill i) & 2 A EM AL 7k B 7N ME— R 38 .
FAMEAE 5 (Lyons, Coursey, & Kenworthy, 2013; Lyons, Kenworthy, & Popan, 2010)°¥F
TR T Golec de Zavala %5 A\ ()77 k4 i) 1 HAT REFE BRI B AR SR, A Ab A1) &%
LITHT N E E R EAR B, H HH A H LK T Golec de Zavala %5 A (2009) 4 il 1 &3 .
Lyons %5 A (2010)%| () &R S E 14 MOTH, HoullFES%E 7 B A AR (NPI)
I e (superiority) AR EUR (entitlement) F & 3%, A8 BRIFIK. BE USSR, i
7 B S ) 7 LS RFIE (Raskin & Terry, 1988). EART H w1 “ IR EE 7 Eitr i E K7, “ 3K
Bl e 2 O R R E 27 AR R E kg st 5, SR 2 7, “ REME At E
B E”, i, ERSMEMSUFEREET A RMAR., REENIERA R EREL
B ERS Golec de Zavala %5 A\ (2009) g il R K17 [F, (HETHLIUE oM, P
ROAZAELEAR = AH G, I H T AR 9 R 4RI 1 AR (B4

1.3 &FBTHRREE

PR AT SCHE R (1975 22 AR A IR1RE A Adorno (2005) 1 Fromm(1964/2010) FJFE 14 Wi #4»
RPN LI “55/EIR” KOHTER, FMEERGEIA L, TIR T RS EMRA
A LE . [FIRE, AFFEH IR, TR 5 5 BN R BN T BT 1 4 Bl 2 & il 3
752K (Correll & Park, 2005; Jost, Ledgerwood, & Hardin, 2008; Roccas & Berlin, 2016; Tajfel &
Turner, 1986), L B 75 Kk B bl F1AS 22 4% (1) 17 75 14 75 oK (existential needs; e.g., Castano
Yzerbyt, Paladino, & Sacchi, 2002) & 7 FRAR AN 52 M AR 14 AL 014 75 5K (epistemic needs;
e.g., Mullin & Hogg, 1998)LL K & 7 i I 4f #1 23 5¢ R (1) % R % 7 =K (relational needs; e.g.,
Baumeister & Leary, 1995). [Flit, ZAMAR OB T RGASRN LI, XFCRGLEAG 7] fEfefd
AMEEINFEIL & FAR, TR TR R K, BTSN, C8fF SR L
IRZR 1A B AR H AT AR B I R B R 2, 32 B89 R das il JEor B B el 1t B FRAN UK
EATEEN R AT 5 A 7 2 (Correll & Park, 2005; Fritsche et al., 2013).

TEEHR T, &R AW (Agroskin & Jonas, 2010) & B, 748 5 s EELIA 43 4 1]
TR B = B M T B i vh Uy 32 X (ethnocentrism)—— i & 1%y “Fhjigerpot 32 37 B “IREE
b X7, REFEPA AL BB — PRI A (Bizumic, & Duckitt, 2008). LUK,
AR TER I, AR B 5 A B PR AR S, R oA ) 2 3 0 (Fritsche et al,
2013). #RiT, —WEBRD A NS LA B AR B R AR R R AR BT
(Cichocka et al., 2018)it & B, AN NAZHI X AP A OB T R 2 P S sk 5 74, H
AR B AR R N BRI . BAASRUG, XAMBIETE B SEAE — 06 1000 £ 44 % 22 A
AR R ORI, AN A3 S B R ER B R UK. R5, XA iRt — 2 e
EEMANS EFH LR TIXF R EXHIELEY, 255 WML BCE S 7E K
BUE R NS HI IR, SRE AR ZOR B2 B Ol 25 RE BN Re 4% B S AR IS 1 0.
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ISk, Z25%G 7 H O R R R R R A . 5 — kiR, 5%
MR T B Ol £ s ARIE R AR E T HANK G —DURRIe s — N LA, HhZ
5 A G GC L m e ES 5 5. A — 4R, S 5F &E R 72 E R EEK
H AT A AR AR PR I B3R o IX P TS IR 45 R A o, IR RS I 2 5 E i T iR
I ERAR B KF, IF B AR B RS BB M [A]RAH DG B s 1) 5 B i B 5 3
B AR E AR RN G IR H o XA SRS AR — T000) 398 44 1 = A N I [m] A v R I
A AL AN NS, AT DL R A 2(BD 6 B R) ISR E A, ERFIA] S 1 R H
AL 2 AN NSRS, R, X JUAMIF AR A 1 42 B R B = S ] R fe 4244
W EEENE R —

EEEH, R ECAF 2R A FFEEN R Z 2 SBEENEE AT, HEL
RIVS AR B B 5 850k 5 78 96 R 10 LI SEIE I 78 #0 A R B 3 1) 5. 3% 5% R (e.g., Golec de
Zavala et al., 2009, 2016). HF|HITJLF, A RS SHER U ME B 858K BRI K R
PRt 7 E R SR . —EB O SRR B MR B AR S AR B SR RIS . B S (Golec
de Zavala, 2018; Golec de Zavala, Dyduch-Hazar et al., 2019)if i % — R FAH S} 55 K47 )
fa i, AR E A S5 eS8 B AR A IEAE SR B e O BLSE AR AR, TS B R B A IE AR SR/
IRZIFHERAAEA-FWE. ET RS AREEERETMHER, MAREATSHEEIE
A< (Miller, Lynam, Hyatt, & Campbell, 2017), iX gl i B4R & H 788 1% 5 B BAAE UL R,
BRI 2 WA T B B s K AR B B BRSO R NR B Bl R RAE (AR St
SO A E R — T 5T (Golec de Zavala, Federico et al., 2019). X IiffF 72 @ il 5T . )
Ire) YA 2R S8 —BUR I, K E R0 SRS 0% T B = 7K P I SRR B, (ELXRPOC R 77 2 SR 4
B A AR S R E S 1R S AR S SR, KRy H 5 AR = AR R
FHOG, T AR R P S5 A E AR AR IR ARG, DA BRI B Sl A B 5 R B
IEIER R 2GR0, ESier, B 7E 8+ 2/t (social inclusion) #4234 S+ (social
exclusion) FiFl 26 KRN S 5FH A ERE, HENE TS 5F5 RSB, EARETA
WEHAT S ST . 1R, o FHAS5H RSB EKFRERTHSMMANS
H5ERPRES B8, HNARERERERIFARE, R5, BENBRNEEIEAHE
BEEHMEE, WHRNEARAZUKTFHR T BEZR, 2 RAS5E20H T BEEEK
SPRIERA BN BRI, PTREIE S RN 26 R a0 R R R B X S R Y P B AR AR A 1
FIER A b Je AT 7 [ 25 4R 21 5% R W b xfE DA i 32 21 (Golec de Zavala, Federico
etal., 2019).

S 2, SEUIERU AR, KTEEBBEN NZ T ERHTT 22 TR,
SR BTRREAME Z AN N TR B 2. DMAEHIAR), B T — R MM 5 &
AR I FE—— AR 1) 75 BEAFAS B R B, AT e 2 i8I A F T WA IS OB R
BN FE AT B HIAL, DU $RAT — Lo dss il Bor B oA E K
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2 RGE A EKRB TSN

SRR LR, SRR B AMHE 22 32 BRI DR 3= (U B 2, ) I 52, 38 AT LA
1E— B _LBEE A NS UIRES I & 4222 . (Cichocka, 2016), [Al & 1R AT BE 2> 57 31| 5 L
BRI Z I o 5t RLERAH B, 1 4 R B 22 1) H DHF U6 5% T Re e i AR 44 B AR I 52
[X % (e.g., Golec de Zavala, 2018; Golec de Zavala, Dyduch-Hazar et al., 2019; Golec de Zavala
& Lantos, 2020). Aid H AiX 77 5 2 1 A BB AE AR, T SRR s R . Bana o ik
L, BEARHH XS FIZF(group relative deprivation) bR 25 B % 52 £E /& 5 78 (Marchlewska, Cichocka,
Panayiotou, Castellanos, & Batayneh, 2018). X 45t 513 (Golec de Zavala, 2018; Golec de
Zavala & Lantos, 2020)#fE, HSAH & 78 50 1 41 2 205 - BEAR AL RE 2 BEAR F BUA & & (pollitical
rhetoric) 1] f& 2> B 01X —HEAR A AR AR E AN, MR AM R bR o 5% BRCRE B Jg P 0, ] e 2 19 A A4 5
Wo BRT EREEIR R 2O, ARSCU N RG22 BB AT BE 2 fem SRR B R

2.1 RGN

JaH (threat) BE RT LA ST 5385 e SOA AN € 1 AN A% 1R 32 2% 7 (Padgett & Jorgenson,
1982), R LA “ RARPTIHIN ), S J 3 7 A B AR 7 U B 2. &UFak
UG YRR I 7B fEHL” (MaCann, 1997, p.161; also see Gordon & Arian, 2001). 2 4R,
HRAE 32 B 0 R [ BE TN AN [R], BB AT AR X 23 A NKF 5 R GEKF I B e,
Fritsche, Jonas, & Kessler, 2011; Huddy, Feldman, Capelos, & Provost, 2002). 15—/~ A4t
23 BB () I SRV B TSR DA B A e 1 H F AR B A R A T AR A2, 4
A N A2 T (Fritsche et al., 2011). & 408 (system threat) U $i (1) 52 B B R Se 1E 24 P
A RS, e iz . AER . SRR ARKEESE, CoB ARG (the
status quo) 1) F& & 14 BYIE 24 1% 5 Sk Bk dik B i (Friesen, Laurin, Shepherd, Gaucher, & Kay,
2019; Gaucher & Jost, 2011), Jf H & & & 2> [FI 520> N B (Fritsche et al., 2011; Huddy et
al, 2002). FTEUWHMZ, RIS RGN E CRE T R5 6 BALEIR (system
justification theory), BRIIEXTT “ 247 FIEfET ISR ASG G AR T “REe” —&
AT DAFR AR “ARAT AL B 2 AR (R BB AR ) 2 b it By &3 B EEUE B2
(arrangesment)” (van der Toorn, & Jost, 2014, p.413), BEAT LR i an— S EE XA I /NI 5
gt, Wl LU — AN E KB AN G PRI R AR 2R G (B B, 2RI, Z=3005, 2010;

2 R O R b — R R AN T IR D B F B, BRIV W (perceived threat; e.g., Feldman & Stenner, 1997;
Stephan, Ybarra, & Morrison, 2009). SR s HE 0 -5 2 WA 58 45 25 7] (Dunwoody & Hammond, 2006;
Stephan et al., 2009), {H—MtE A T AT ANFE 2 REVIET, BRI KFBR S, AT 1 B b
KPR TE . FTLL, VF2 228 1 SRR 70 X BEAS/E P2 4% X 43 (e.g., Feldman & Stenner, 1997; Murray &
Schaller, 2012; Riek, Mania & Gaertner, 2006). 2 & F|Jo it /& % W BUNE f2 BUbME AN, AR SR8 i B 1 A
RIEORFRAR,  HCR SO R E A% X 4
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Wakslak, Jost, & Bauer, 2011). a2, RGnI DMEN—N RS2 RS g fi A, I
e 2 Z RGO, e nT DURFRIE R BEE . AL 2. Bk, BURELA A AEE
(422224 (Jost & Banaji, 1994). fEA K RGBMIICH I, &EEMESZMM RS
M %R 2 1) 2 % (e.g., Jolley, Douglas, and Sutton, 2018; Kay, Jost, & Young, 2005; van der
Toorn, Jost, & Loffredo, 2017; for a review, see Jost, 2019). A< FrcvEN) R Gt IE & B4
ZH RS MM, A SCHTIE R RSB R AL 2 R G2 B . W BB Rk A
o I RGBS S TR R R G B B .

HLFET RSO RGBS EAR, A2 B &5 EEBua ERAFPMRSL (Gt 2 2%
JP SR R BUARZNG . BRI R BRGS0 LN R A B, 1 BN
3 FITTHDOS B0 & A &4 B SEAL A BB AT DI R B BT L, FEISETH Frh, KRG
52t E2r. RUEHERE, RERE (EXREKALFFSER2TER) 1)
WA, W IRSEHLEEAR R LR AN RS BARRF R (R ol MG A3t TR
R(UHERIREENE . B LA B RAEE) TR 5 s ARt & il
YA S At R NFAAVE R ERIR R FMEE) . T, 7 RGBS SRR
Fr, FREE TV 2 RGBT (AN AL A B A5 A DA S S5 B A R AT AT 1 A4S LR
SRR, RGBS ELT T A NI sz R4 3 5 (e.g., Friesen et al., 2019; Jost, 2019). /L&
I, AR FARE K TV Z AR R R GBI E SO SEER IR T . Bk, K%
T T EER R BV R B 5 R G B S 520, iy B IR EAL S SCREA % ML IR 3R G2 i »
XA FEMIRAEG RGBS B, ARFFEE (e.9., McCann, 1997, 2008)ffi iR 2. £ )
JUIR R4 S S FR b R A3 3 & W (1) 4L 2 14 @b (societal threat), B4 B 503 (e.g., Milojev,
Greaves, Oshorne, & Sibley, 2015; Perrin, 2005; Peterson & Gerstein, 2005; Sales, 1973)i% H A
[ [ S I R R R AN R R BUI KT, I VR 200 90 3 8 I &1 AN 48 B R A 2 AN 22 4k
(e.g., Rickert, 1998; Stenner, 2005), X f& [ t: 7t B2 28 5 i B B En 518 FE (e.g., Greenaway,
Louis, Hornsey, & Jones, 2014; Huddy et al., 2002; Jost et al., 2007), R f&eZs MR ol
J&%(e.g., Sattler, Kaiser, & Hittner, 2000; Vainio, M&kiniemi, & Paloniemi, 2013), XH& &7
. SARS IR Hi (Ebola) &A% Gy i XU Bé 1 (e.g., de Zwart et al., 2009; Green et al., 2010;
Kim, Sherman, & Updegraff, 2016)%% (B 2= 3R AR R AT 2 T BT 8 S R G i ek o

U — AR, SRR R ST a6 S SEI R R B S R G U, Hh T 1 &
G IR TT 1R RN A 2 BUR BV, Bt R il it 45 i e 2 5% RIAR E A2 IR 2
Bl — A S ERLE VT B RE IR T A2 B L) R R R G K T (e.g., Kay et
al., 2005)——X By K HI R G rl FR N2 “lald R4 8~ (indirect system threat, Napier,
Mandisodza, Andersen, & Jost, 2006), iX BT ] 28 bET-HEBR B s (1) “ GAEYERF AR B0~
(symbolic group threat), WEREI—/MNHKRIE SRS BIES. T2E. S8 EE. MEN
a0 BT 52 21 J8 M (Stephan et al., 2009). Y3 —FAHLR 2R G J i 5 O 7 v 2 o A 2 AN F)
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BUIR R, FARME 2 B Je ﬁ%E%ﬁﬁA@ME%w%E%@M%%*%N?EW%
VB4 PR 25 (O St 2 RS E B B A2 1R Bl T O RE S5 A AR, I Ja BESRABATT [l A 28
IFIRIE H B2 ,UﬁwM@ﬁ%%%x%ﬂ%@mﬁmmnm%¢mﬁ4nom%,ﬁﬁ
— T 2R G0 UM (1) AR N T3 1 ot TSI B (2 e 28 o ) B A T (I BOBE RS O ) ) 4
B, BARMEE RIS 5FH . [FHZEUE AN TR A IR A SR AT RE R AR IR R G
Filp,  CAASEAAT T 7= A 4 2 22 4 B RS R 14 52 3 Jg W 1 /2% 1 (e..g., Duuckitt & Fisher, 2003; Greenaway
et al., 2014; Hastings & Shaffer, 2005; Karwowski et al., 2020; Ullrich & Cohrs, 2007; also see
Landau et al., 2004; Murray & Schaller, 2012)——iX B3 & [ RGN e FR A2 “ B RS
J&JH” (direct system threat, Napier et al., 2006), ‘&8 #F ] 2 Lk T HEBR B AU 1) B0 Sz
REAREE 7 (realistic group threat), 4RI —MEEGRIIALTT . BHIEAN— AR L BT 52 2010 B
(Stephan et al., 2009). FHLF] W, SEBRBIFEH FITEE K i) 22 G0 i 2R 2R R A il AN A s s S 4 3=
B, (BIRRHEZ R

ARG R EEN ATH — R 50 FE 547 77 £ 520 (e.g., Fritsche et al.,, 2011; Gordon &
Arian, 2001; Jost, Glaser, Kruglanski, & Sulloway, 2003). H¥F £ 5K, 2tta RG22
G, NATTAT B2 A 7 40 X e B e 4 4 Ath AT T e 3 48 RO ARAR PPN BIUBR A (For - reviews, see
Friesen et al., 2019; Jost, 2019). fEIXJ7 [, ARG VR Z K& RGBT R A BAE
5 (e.g., Jost, Kivetz, Rubini, Guermandi, & Moss, 2005; Milojev et al., 2015; Ullrich &
Cohrs, 2007; Vainio, M&iniemi, & Paloniemi, 2014 RE & & (system-justifying belief)
TR XS Lot A P4 RO AT & AL ABHP 15 & R4, b@%%mﬁAiMWﬁ HR
A E X BUA RS £ X T8 IEE & s i 3 L EIREAost & Hunyady, 2005;
O’Brien & Major, 2009). Hltr, — T8 v 22 REA FIZA A BF 78 (Milojev et al., 2015) & 3L,
£ 2007 £ 2008 e BkERt a4 S RIEEER], AT 593t it AL 1 RA UG £/
SF 32 UM ) S B H R T a H . FE—TSZIG A 7T (Friesen, Kay, Eibach, & Galinsky, 2014)
H, CHIEREYETAE 2 B AT B, MRS ISR LA TR Z R 53— T
Ft(Diekman & Goodfriend, 2007) & 3, BIfH 2 IS LEAEIE K —LEFRMK H AR #E 2> ia sh A4, 4
FATT R B4 2 BR . FTROEHRRFFI, DR Al At B AR Al AT AR T IS B . it 4h,
WA BT TR, RGBS RETE. 2 8BUE 77 ) 5 BUE PR 7 3 SCZ 18 B InCF
YIS 250N 0.47, AR FFET ™ S (mortality salience) 5 BUE 457 1 X2 18] (BT ¥ 4H
5% 8 (r = 0.50)(Jost et al., 2003).

2.2 ZGBHXTER 1R B IRRVSZMR

R BTG DA SR I E AR R 40805 SR BRI R R, (HMAE SR AR Y
S RRE, REBM T UM INASEAERMEEZmE R, NER ERE,
Adorno(2005)F1 Fromm (1964/2010)#\y, Sk HARILH 278 3 O EM A TR R 2
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WEMHEERRIEK, HHEEE FERERHOT S E BT N (Forgas & Lantos, 2020; Golec
de Zavala, Dyduch-Hazar et al., 2019). %11, 2010 4 4 A 10 HRA M) “ I BEE M oo 25 37
R T CE G LT 40 50 242 A, RAER EBOA N B R LUCRRR
B — 3 E SRR, 4 22 NAir ok 1 s 2 B SRR AN 5 PR BORT K45 18K . 3 1T 9T (cited in Golec de
Zavala, 2011) K3, 1E “HiBEM e M 2 fa, A NBISEAR B AKS- B 5e T, Mk
H A O R KT G B T o SN, TS A () R v Rl 49k i 7 22 1) A0 — Fol
Fraz i, B BT RN E RAR A RO 32 CHEAMT Oy, X A2 SR B A — Fh kb
A% & (Golec de Zavala & Lantos, 2020; Marchlewska et al., 2018).

N SEAH I 2 ) SRR TR S FR G BUPMB A I AT LS B rhots 32 UM R G5 B
2 (e.g., Friesen et al., 2019; Fritsche et al., 2011; Jost, 2019). [ a3 SCRT DA fi] S b ok 341 At
N FEARRR IR AT 5 AN AR T AR B, BARTRT E SO B 5 it B ) H 3 3 2RO
HIEHLE IEGHTSCRRRN, BB H 32 T DL 9 R AR B 7RI — PR I 2 (Bizumic,
& Duckitt, 2008, 2009). 5 — Tl i £ #F 77 (Agroskin & Jonas, 2010) &K I, fEEEE &Rl ENLKT
5, AMARLEBUR SN 28 5 45T IR 2R 45 B e 6 Tl B Hh 0 3 e A — ISR BR BiE AT
(Fritsche et al., 2013) 153 | 8ALLEE AL . XTSI K2 5 K H 18 [ — s R ) 27 A= (R 2R
TEN JCATEEN), AT BENL > BRI SEIR 2, BAE e I BT 55, BRI BeA) B
w7 T A R B, e — AT R EEH R T ANE &, S HNEER
WIHRHETAMBEG R R, FEERR 7 R R AW 2 ) — s, ffE, 2581055
S TURE BT UT 73 A 55 AT TR 2SR AE 32 ANARM W ARRE o2 ] b0k R N AN PG 48 N ATV F
Frfs o Hse o G — A WA R FE b o B30 45 SR R I, 245 5 385 I3 B4 s 1 Solk XU T
At AT 2 B s P AR FO AR AR A, S B e bl B g 7P ) B H 00 32 S W (Fritsche et al,
2011, p.116). B HNEFH 5T (Greenaway et al., 2014) 38 i P T S 56 A0 — I H 2 — B R B, 4
F= S B A TR < ik e AT B P S R S 25 1G4 1 B N 1 BRI rh o = SUAE ) (i T 4k
KA RFE M) . FEARSCEARK, R R I N BEAE A 52 G0 B 52 W S A 28 1) — Tl ] 4%
UEHE

FA, WSO KR T R G A BT &% 5 G BUM e IR B 5T (e.g., Jost et al., 2005;
Milojev et al., 2015; Ullrich & Cohrs, 2007; Vainio et al., 2014; for reviews, see Jost, 2019)7E A
SRR AT DA A — IR . BAR RS G A S SER BTSSR E, HNELRT
AR Z AL AL . RS NI S, Ad8 1 EZOKFR, REEHE S S EEH K
ARG AR A ] AR AR VAR, IR AN I i B A T 0 e 2 AR A ST R P AR H) 1 4 1 1)
R IT A (Kay & Jost, 2003), il f 5 BE RJ LA 6o [ S A R i B 1 (1) o v, 38 mT DA
X HeAth ¥R 22 77 T 19 1 % (Golec de Zavala, Dyduch-Hazar et al., 2019). #t—#1i, RE&F(E
A E WA R “ R EIR” (false consciousness)(Jost, 2019; Jost & Banaji, 1994), T4
UNERNFIRESTNREPN S USIA SSiek e 6 i K eSS M=ok 1S9 AP I RP) G AT = AN E
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W5 RGE TG AR E A AL OB L, I B RRE BRI AT 55 A B 1 471
T 155 28 3 I Ath AT T BIR (49995 735 % (Clichocka, 2016; Golec de Zavala, Dyduch-Hazar et al.,
2019; Jost, 2019). b4k, FUSIERTICINE, ik HNE RGEBE SHOARIAAE P K1)
tH%(e.g., Cichocka et al., 2016). [Flitt, HEAFHBIRGIRIERFAGHE SN2 KRR
B PR 5] o

3 RGNS B TR O

MR LSRR B AN 7T, etk B MR e 5 RO E XMAR GG S Ha
SR RGBSR o ABUE Wik, A2 2R G0 B L TR YO0 BEATL AR T B AR B A AR
Wi e ? e AR SCRRT A, ASCHER, FRFPRR SR SUER AR T RE 2 R GUBU R 5
HHBMEZEPNZE, JFHREGHES T R EH P ERIA R

3.1 FHEER: BREFFKEIFN1ER

R 40 M2 242 1) 2 18 (compensatory  control theory), AT — R AR B H AU B
RPN OEE R SR, B — AP RR R BT 7 SR (need for order)(Shepherd & Kay,
2020; also see Kay, Gaucher, Napier, Callan, & Laurin, 2008; Kay, Whitson, Gaucher, & Galinsky,
2009). 4o TN N FE s e 314 (agency) S &2 BB I, X PPRE 7 7 SR S HESh A1 2%
BCRMEAE SR, DAGESP A T S5 B BRI F B IMEBE AL, AT AMEEAS A28 82 I Bk =
EREERE (AT, FB/kE, MLk, 2017; de Leon & Kay, 2020; Kay et al., 2008; Landau, Kay &
Whitson, 2015). ifii H., 44N A3 PR, AATT4 RIdHb M B S FAR R 1 22 A3 il Yt
ITAME, DB FUR AT — AN AR AT TR SEBEAL A s s an S TCvE i B i Ak
AT, 52 NV AT BERE AN R G ——WIEUR . SR8, RS ORI BN &
Gt b IF A0 SR M B E B L A N, EIRT Dok AR A T S AL T 45 i b (Kay,
Shepherd, Blatz, Chua, & Galinsky, 2010; Shepherd & Kay, 2020). H i, XFHEEW S CL5E
B 7 KBS R K FF (e.g., Kay et al., 2008, 2009, 2010; Sullivan, Landau, & Rothschild,
2010). 140, Kay 5 A (2008)i#id — RFIGTEAIL, 3 HlE 2 BIRARRE, AT T8t
S IIAEAS I S AT b 285 46 AR 15 1) 2 K A8 2 48 (19 3= S B3 BB LA ) Sk 7k
AN NFEHIAS L o BT, 772 A TSR d R R i R 75 SR 2 (R A8 AT TSNS R 5t R A
(Xt

BT BRI, ARSCNN RGP [FIRE e g 8 I 7k 75 SR SR AR B AR AR . KT
RGN SHFFRIRER, REBIMICHZRTSHE RN “ BERGEM” — BB
TIMFRF TR, A RGEME AR, AaiREl. s . ARREHHAELE
FRARNA T 22 220, B AN N33 17K T (e.g., Agroskin & Jonas, 2010; Duckitt & Fisher,
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2003; Fritsche et al., 2011, 2013). 4, A 5T (Agroskin & Jonas, 2010)i it i &4 & I, HH
225 FE ML R (1) JE ol B T e X 2 P AN A R DA PR 5 75 SR (need for cognitive closure), 1A
FPA G T SR — A1 4 5 R 6T PR35 A Bk e A4 M4 14 75 SR (Webster & Kruglanski, 1994). 73
H 17t (Stapel & Noordewier, 2011)i/ i J LA A FISLLG—FUR I, RS0 Er BES 12 2 T/
PRI 2579 75 3K (need for structure); ERIR 5 75 KR 5757 75 SR ™A B HIE 21T X 43 [F)——
GER TR B —Fioet FAT S5 A6 1)« fai BT S T A R e R SR (EHA T, #idte, S67K
£, A, 2016; Neuberg & Newsom, 1993), 1fi#kFF 75 KL #2600 T— M TH TR %
S T ] TR () 1 BSR4 A AE M 75 SR (Kay et al., 2008; Landau et al., 2015; Shepherd & Kay,
2020)——HIL AL B FE H RR PP 75 SR 2 8t ASE M R SR RN 1Y, JF & 4% R A ™
¥ IX 43I (e.g., Agroskin & Jonas, 2010; Fennis & Wiebenga, 2015; Kay et al., 2009; Shepherd,
Kay, & Eibach, 2015). It4k, filr—TdE T Bt 482 0E 7 B 50 S5 7t (Karwowski et
al., 2020)tH A I, FEE B IR 5 Bl (A A R £ RS KT RN S5 46 75 SR K41 0 2 5 o IX LS
FARI T RGN AT REARAE AT A B S AR 75 SR K

KTRTFRGEMA AR, BIREHITICRA W EEEEWE KR, (HETAHHE R
HMITFE, ASCHEN B # RIR AT RE S f THERAA B AR . B 5, ARAEAMEPEE S B MR, B
I B2 FEHEEAN ZR GEERAT VT e B9 A A8 ) 0 SR B 0 A2 1 2 PR PP 75 oK i 42
(Kay et al., 2008, 2009; Shepherd & Kay, 2020). [lit, FETEREMRE A HEHE R

VAV AR B RV TR B P2 AR I R G A BRSNS R A1 2505 . P & BBl
AL 2 SPFFBUE 2, 1M E SO R IE 2 RS04 AL I —Fh B 2134 4% (van der Toorn, Nail,
Liviatan, & Jost, 2014), ‘EAEAATFTIAE R EZ R H2E0 —, RPN NZHKRE
HAGAE S P 1 1 EEE R 5 173 (e.g., Roccas & Berlin, 2016, p.22) . BESRSE 1 F 75 B8 T B A
] 155 8% (Golec de Zavala et al.,2009), H5-4 & rl RERLZ R F /R 10— % HE IR 2. B,
CA BT R I, BRI 75 SR A6 S 3 T 28 5 3 B AR B 7RI RO HhoC 3 L (Agroskin & Jonas,
2010), 1 HAANEIH A 7R e 54K E 8 2 53 IEAH X (Golec de Zavala & Federico, 2018).
IAh, B —T6 54T (Jost, Sterling, & Stern, 2017)F& B, k7 845 #4075 3R LA A1 & 75 3R
#HEUA IR T L AFAE RS RS, TBUA RS £ 5 E H 2 E 32 S(ENAER B AR AH
WM 25) 2 (A7 1E 2% IE A 5%(Schatz et al., 1999), X tBHE/R 7R iR il A S 414 E 27 AE
—EFEERIEAH R

3.2 INHIEER: REVFPERFNER

B T RRT T SR IX — 2R BIHLER AR A1, RSN R G0k m] g ik 53 4T V5 R IX 26 A BN i A5
SoF SR [ 2SR A ] . MR 73 ST E VH R 318 (attribution theory) 2 BRig 2 F RIS G HLAL 1R
& (situational crisis communication theory), fEAHLFHAFR AT eS0T anAh . BURFEA L A
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Z (reputation) B R AE R, ELAEEAUIE B S2 i 4 23 75 2 () S BE R R R a L BT, 8.
F 8 ATIXF fE WL BT4E U B (responsibility attribution) (FEER L, # %1, 2012; Coombs, 2007;
Coombs & Holladay, 2002). — R 55t LR B, AATHEER S W 53R 1844 T2, el g fh
G5 2H 23 75 5 1) A7 THD R W SRR O, T BT A U BT R DR U 3 A T S B A A B ) U
(Coombs, 2007; Coombs & Holladay, 2002; Laufer & Coombs, 2006; Ma & Zhan, 2016)——1II
RN FFEZRH AR KE. Bifizddi. S SIMBIIEEH R )& RG] R (R 52 %3 5
fEp), AT HNE ST THE M, ARG F AR ER AR, AR
SRR B FUAT A% A R AT (R 2 A B (R S R A MLk T TR B fEAL), IBA A TS 24
XFH AT AR I R o Ak, AATTHIT I N 211 fE AL 1 451 35 (damage) 25 S ™ E 4 (outcome
severity) & 540 57T U9 PR ft) 25 22 (K] 25 (Coombs & Holladay, 2002; Laufer & Coombs, 2006;
Robbennolt, 2000). #i#11, — i 64> #(Robbennolt, 2000)% B, 471 SHAF Bt S 80U Jo Sl
FEE,  NATT R A8 AE DA 7 AT BRI i) 3

BB B G NG IR ELL T ZR D 1 2 S LA A B BUR LA S5 20 24 P 2 ) 5, 1B
ZHR AN E FOKE LR i it B 225 (e.g., Ingenhoff, Buhmann, White, Zhang, &
Kiousis, 2018; Paek & Hove, 2019; Rasmussen & Merkelsen, 2014). %-Ftt, AN AH RS
Fop o R A AR R RE MR AN I SRR IR AR, IE T RE AR RN . 5B, R G E ) ANE T BRI
TRk 7 SR E T AR AR B AR, AT BeE X B 5K 1) AT VA B i e £ A T AR R
——JUHIE I AT REAE — e AR E B RS U A TR o I, BT R G U
PEAE i bR ™ 5, (Rt R G PR AT e 2 B I AT TR B K B SATE A R K, DA 5K 75 2%
BUE R TR T84 5K o] Ref BT AR

A, XF EREMRR, AR AEREZESELT, 2R T — LS k. 4
i, AL E ARG L AOREART . ST R 4L 52 1 SL 56 7T (Ingenhoff et al., 2018) &
B, b 1 — SR SR R A G Al At P e ae i 1 H T ] P SRR DR A 35 G (R
KA T AT B A SE L) 5, IXAMIG I T 56 WA EG b Nl N5 G vh [ 1) STAE A
AP, IEBEAR T A LEARAT TR A [ PR A 2 A e 240K, IR IS8 I AR S LA
FEL A N R R ST A R B SR R sema, KA REAE e A SO RAEE I R R (HE,
AT B T RGP — AN GE B s A v ey R 2 EH 50K, SENXH A
JIT IR 1R X PR REAR T R 245 S AT B SRR BT N ORI S . 9140, A — DS B s 50 A 575
(1RI%, 2014) K3, 45590502 538 B AILENLHAT (5K ARG FAR MR, AU
B AT 22 FRAK, (HIX PN, RAE VN FENL ST AE T BURF ) A AT BAFAE . 53— DU & 7L (1
1%, BETSTES, XIWesE, jKi, 2016)iL K, X T 2010 2 2014 42 8] LA A A SLfE AL
FEHIEOY N BEAE = REYR FAREE), 253 IR B R FAR e E A, A AT EUR
FESE LA P B SRR AN SRR R . F AT D, S AL AT BT A R AR EURT Y 53 A U BRT T et
BURF S AR L U R0 o 84, 45410 T B 4MJF 72 (Ingenhoff et al., 2018) 11 & 3L, A SCHE
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RGO BT AR BOR I R 045 S T e R S B SOCF AT B I 2.
33 MASRBEXRE: ARAEESHATIER

BESR 22 G0 nT i B 5 75 SROR S0 VA DRI 9 2% B A2 0t B A | 787 A i), 040X 7
N AR 2 B AN BTG 2 B U, XA T AR R AR R ASUAA,
XRRATREN, HFHRGAEHEES TR E - NEEWFATER. RESHEGES, W
FEEN, — AT B 8 SONKT 2 AR P45 E Gl AT & BRAL R BE B 1145 42 R 48 (Jost & Hunyady,
2005; O’Brien & Major, 2009). —™ NFTHFA 22 Gt HAE 8 10 F% P8 80 e A s A M B2 A
NHRTH 2 RGN SERIE M. R — MES AR A EEE, ARG G
BEEHREMRE. Kk, XA &R R B TAMA G SR MBS i s s, BLR
ZMEETER) RS B A SIH—& W R RAE R B RIBIHL, DL B TR AN
EVE BB BRA TR . AEFEERIC R 3L (Jost, 2017, 2019; Owuamalam, Rubin,
& Spears, 2019). I [ RS20 R GG B & AT BEAE 9 9 AL 5 R AH OGBS A FEARE -

3.3.1 RGABE2NENEERIFET

AR AT SCHR B MBS EL, A N HRERET, Bk 75 SR 2 R Mk 25 M
JRF R SR A R 4t - 5R ¥ M2 (de Leon & Kay, 2020; Kay et al., 2010; Shepherd & Kay, 2020).
bR b, AMEMEE SIS IERI IR 2 BT CAR Y, X RN AL ARG, RSO T
R Fe R AL I (1) SN R G A T REAFEIX PR, 40, Kay 55 A\ (2008) (0 7L K3, Skde
HH AN A2 ] 1) ARG (P v Bk 75 3R ) 2 (R A A BE AR A5 AT 42 ) Pt 5 = 55 e 0 1) B B
FABSAUE B AR SR AAE(RIARE IR E ), 1 TCVE AT T AR S AE A 25 1 b7
B A SR ABLEE B AR AR AR AE (BRI B AR PIRAE &) S, B —F 72 b Al 3 Tt A0 (B0
B HTIE I, RAEBU BLRH BRRe T 5, RABAR BN N3 fe it AT
o BURT AR AR 1 SRR s TR BUR LLBUR IR TE RE IR IR K, BRAR IR A 42 18 5 At AT TR BURE
ISR TG R . B AARIE X P 4, FRIF 75 R0 ER 4 F 2R B 2 it m] RS2 ) T B k2 &
G A IEEBRRRE, BN —/MEXT A IEG B A2 R A 7] Aegh MR A B sk
. XEWE, RAGHESARANTRTRREEEABEBMXR, EMMRZEHE
AP IR, BT T SR AR A IR AT BE R B 1T M R G A L E S KPR
TR, Bk 5 55 SO R A4 B 2 1) TE 28000 W) e s -

SR, ik — B o T I, 3R IR A R O A — s 1ERS, Bl P71 . B 2%,
SR BRI R E A — AN RGN S E R MEG RN, B2, BA—NEX
MBURE T2 R — AN E KW E IR BUR B, (B E K T RS 2 SE s
10 ] B A2 8, s SO RS PR OSCIAEAE, T HATATAE AT THR b 5L 77 TSR]
RE N BEAR H 25 A (e.g., Golec de Zavala, Dyduch-Hazar et al., 2019). [t /K
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SR R A L B AR TE S RGRAMAE M . KR, RIE
FAMRRKTF RS EEE S, REMOAUE S RGN A LGB NS A B 2 3 %
WA, MR T RE R A IR SRR B UK. 55— 07, A T (Kay et al., 2010)3%H],
ISR EL BURSESMBAME IR AR AR 52 T A, —H AR i N 5 —
H o A Hh IR AR S BHI , JEAF O3] B S A S0 B 2N AT RE 29 AL PR 7 oK 10 B EE 2 42
IS AT, AR R ST B SRR, R R RO S A B A A IR RO 5%, 1T 4
IMAI) R GG BUE ST BRI, B RO R AR B AR IR R T 2 g

3.3.2 RGABEZIMIAMBEERIFET

AT SCHE S s B fE WAL IR BRI, 52 MR AL £17 85 B S I E MR
FREE AR H LRV, Bl 7 2 R AE — e R LT M aT fadl FHaad 514T
VA R X6} 2H 23 75 25 (1) 5% il (Coomibs, 2007 Coombs&HoIIaday 2002), thdul, HLEFRR
FEC R (10 75 25 W A ] BB b e ML S st B4 U DR o 2 2 224 i s 25 1) L T 5 i, X B BT 1)
“YEIRRLN” (halo effect). X R E'ééftéﬂéﬂi%ﬁ@ﬁﬂﬁﬂ%% SR VFZ B A5 3 T 3
¥ (e.g., Claeys & Cauberghe, 2015; Coombs & Holladay, 2006; Kim & Woo, 2019). {1, Hrh
A —TSEI T 5T (Claeys & Cauberghe, 2015) & B, A EL T 56 AT AR AZE AL S, SERT A 4L
UF IR AHZA 1) PR AE S L BTS2 SO R /N o 53— TS B 7 (Coombs & Holladay, 2006)
R, AEAS[F S N () S o R S5, X TR JER R AR R R AFED RN 5
FH B T3 AW i e i e, AR 2 i BOAS BH Jit R i o i) S0 B AR T 2 B A AT 0 2H 21
B RKFSHEAR, HEHA SR 2 1A R o IXBE UL T LS A 5 (P R
S NATTRH LR STAR VAR, H EL AT i [ 5% A B o BT A8 tH AN T2 2R ) 5 AT A
BRL, 5 350 B T 223 2P i P 5 i ST B 2 v A7 1T S R JHL BRI ) B A VA DR XS 2 2324 i 7 25 1)
TR o BRI R] L, ZH RS R 2 T R SR AE BT VAR 52 0 2H 2R 24 175 2 ) AT B R
TER .

FRUESET ARSI SCIRIG 2R, H ATE B REHR B E #2 8l A1 25 52 R 40 & B &R T R G0 8U
SRR AR PRA RN AR I AT, AEARSCIN Y, IR IE B AL FE 30 i SR AT et i&
Tk, BONSER EAA S AT DU B B R AE A0 H R B R B R (S 2 %5 K II)( Golec
de Zavala, Dyduch-Hazar et al., 2019), M m K RS G S SMEEEAE—EREfE b A
AT ERP RGNS ENMED HAG “FEZER FRIFMER—"). £#2EHHE
O (LN & T51 H A AEIE SRV & AR I, A B NEAA AT L2 ) (Kay & Jost, 2003;
Jost, 2019)——IXH, WAL S 0] LA Ly — MR “Z7, A R GG BAE Sl R]
REHAT AL T A 25 75 25 (R DG AT 22 v 22 G0 Bl Wb 0 93 4 U1 DRI B4 B 288 ) 47 28K
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E=ES PR E R SR
1 [E)REfR S

RIEZELR, BT RBGTREA T B SENUIIL 308 AU IJE] - G RANHT
AE RIS R R B, [ B R OOZETE T KK, BROEVFS B AR B 1 B B ) EORE 32
S, ARG S A g T. AILE SN, (VR T CEER L2 — SR BT
[ Ah 22 AR ) ORI 1) it . SR BN — MR I B BB TN, s
Ha A IRAGE N Adorno A1 Fromm gt 73 Al #R HL S0 B AR, DO ERR B R ATTHISK
P “F/NEIT IAMERR, JFRERMRE T 2 L B R MV S PR RS R
ERETAAFEENHERER, HXTERNSETRERREHZHE4 I iEME.

AT, — RAIWETT ORI, SR KA T AR A SRR PR A5 T PSRN B2 A A E 3R
WMER, (BB RN A 2 LA 8 BT TS PR (At 57 3 52 3l (14 28 G Sl SRR AT T AN AR
I BE OGS A o 0 i 22 AR 2 5 77 A B TR S8, T EL ST 1 4 B2 0 8 B PR 4%
PRt 1 ARAT PR AT B R IR R o SR, A I AT TR0 5 T AL I IR B o AE 1 2 R T
AT VAT R 22 A B2 A e BRS84S R A AR S A B Ot 25 P AT D 2 R A A e FXO AR
Ko AU, ZUUKH AT O R THEZ T FURR . RE W, U5A V2 E RS 2158
TP MIIRANRHRZ, Blngt X somgdedk B 2R B R It O AR I A4, B dEwT 7T
M2 H, TR TR IR,

B, EREBIGR B P EALFEMRAAAE? WRAAERE, THE RARSER B
PoREREM? JFH, REATERNES S ES—FET ANV 2 80RAE? AN, &
IREEAR B R VT S S S, (HEARW RERIREE ) T h A L, POVEMEABEE S
AR B AR S RSO R AR — 4, B4R B NS KIS B 8 N AZ AR T A
FSCAEA s i HER A 2 A DOR 2 RIS 4R 32 SO fszni, i s 53 S AE B A
PESKIZSEAAR 1 OCHEE R HR 52 BURCRRE L 1 ISR R ], IXn] RE2a SR 1R B AN R R4 it 1
BRI s 4%

Hk, RGEMR S 2HHERER?  BREE A UL BURANMA A 8 A
PR S NMA R 2R SR R AT AR R, (H B BT SRS R 200 Sk B R,
B2 AR AR AN AR —— AT SCIR B, AR & AR s A AL S O B AR E IR LR
B0, VLRGBS I 58 B B B AR Ay i vl eSS Rk R AT R A & . RS0, REE
UM E N 2R G A BRAL B i B ) 10 LB R AR, e RIRE REUE S B 1k XA 5 R g A B
(ko p i EKVNE] vt

K, RS ZE I ERE R DB TR SRR B AR 7 — O 2k A P 2,
ARSNGB BE I I B 7 SRIX — 2R SLEAR T IR IR AR AR B 5 — T2 11
BfaHUR IR AL, AR RSB e 538 1 DR VA RIX — 20 A RN BR A 10 7 1A s S 1

22



| HEFaERL
/' DOCTORAL DISSERTATION

Ao WAL Ui, A ST FR G B FT RE 2 T P 2R AR RN AR B PR BR AR SR A B 07 A S

R U ZR GEBU A S RENS S R Y 5 SR AN SR VA R T B4 B 28 2R mi,
FEHIFEAT IR P A AR R B 2 R BB R R AT 2 i@ Ui, #RFP SR el ST 3R g Ay
VE R B AL T AT ARIEAME MR B BB MRS B fE U HE B 18, ASCE— AN, RS
B EAG SRENS AN R TP 2 T B AR . X T STEIA BRI — 20 R AR, MR RGBS
SRR, SUERVARXS A B R R B SS . X TR F ORI sl AR, A
HEN AR R GG B S AT A, (BEARE R TR R e JEimiil, BURT1E Rk
X G ) L 5 75 ) AERBOR AR L BT T4 2 SR e AR

S AT U SCHRREAE , ASCHR A 3.1 A A AR B B A

AR

RAGUE

E3.1 S RIRRE

2 BRI

N T S A T SCRIT R e A Tl R AGL 36 B AR B W ) BB AR, AR S 2 B2 5 T V2 A S
EIIT T = RS 7 70t 5). BRI FC B v v in &l 3.2 FrosrItESE, i
PRRIIIE T N B AT iR AN ] 3.3 Fra

eeeeeasssasasasae s ann e [THRT] weneeesesesssnssssanesssnanans :
: ReaE ;
sﬂm[%ﬁﬁ&4]m"m"m"m"m"m"mim"m"m"m"m"m"m"m"=§
M BEER N i

Bl = - [FHERL 2] i f

@?ﬁjj [~

R G :4 gean | i

g = i

I -
................................................................................................ C
e 1 A o A e o O B ;

E3.2 AXH 2 HERE
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W MR AT EA L ES, AEPA T K, TR LR U
AT B IR AR BR KA 2D 2% 52 o [ ROAR (R A B AR ILAN A AL i 35, BL R e 5 — LA
AR IR R T 2 Reder e AR A B R B R AR [ A A A AR AR A A 2 N B R
&I, PAREAE DY 5 ST 78 R R[] 3 =% ¢ [ 9 i SR ik B A2 6 5 [ A AR AR B
B PR TN — R PR &

W R 5 5 R GBI R B R PR RIS TEEE. B, TR 3
R U VR AR 06 AR U R R SR B S AT XU P B AR)S, TWESE 4. 5. 6
Rtk —BR M “ LRI REEBLH RIBPAG IR FATXUE o R AR B 2 (A (R R G &R

W =5 5 R GBI M S AR B A R A RO IA S 2% A, B — AT 0hTE . BAdok
Yo TR 7 KR AR . UBOK IR BRI IR A SO IR th (0 A B A, BI— AN
TR FFAT R AR, R ARG EEE ST XA FRESE, TTUHBT
IR A RS AL VB L AN, TIPS 7 ISR AVMRRBUR EIER St SRR AT 2
3 SRAL R L AR 1T 52 21 28 G0 B RS2 AT DRSO Qe £ T W 25 S8 BWM IS BEAT Rt RN
LR R

R , ARSI FEAEREAT 22 I IEAE BRI e il 28 Bt~ J A IIal, 25 T b el
& RE K SELF AT, HAL R L 2 DRSNS U R 2 KAzt 1 AR 7,
DRI A S e i A R 1 N T SR FE I 98 ZRIRIF 9 = 0 ASSCHAE, B et it ¢ 1% A
N Z GBI LA ST DS AT FE R AR R0, 3 AT BLRAEL A FE IS 5 3
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EMHERS SSUEMR

Mr— EHRETHPERLIER

WHFE— BAEH SRR B A IR E A A RIS & FIE o FAITFT 1R 0 Y 2

7 R FEA BRI 2% R AR A B K, (Rl EE B A B AR e T oA A 2R
& E 21 HAVILRIB S . K5, I 2 %58 ORISR ATRER, MR
15 RO P HAE P A R A& Ak, AT Ja S0 T %

1 7R 1 FERAKEETNENRES: ETINERRE
BRI

1.1 AR BH

THIFC LT H BT NIRRT " (1 4 56 RBEA S 0 3 E RAR A4
BT 5, JEREMEAARRM SRS G HE S BUFEER) AL
EaEAT HUAL, AT 3R 3 AR B /KT IS I TR1 R Bl

1.2 AR A%

1.2.1 BEKIE

THESE 1 K FH WIS Y 21 75 (The Asian Barometer Survey, ABS, 3% 4V ¥ X ] A5 4
AR, XA GRS Bk AN 2 B s M ES 5 00— 50
B FIE , %0 H A AT E T, KB A b E R A R 2 AN B 55 10 X R AR
WAEM S ET NIARIE,  BAS BRI 1 24 R4 L 23 v B & PPN (14, 2018; also
see http://www.asianbarometer.org/survey/). [ 2001 41 VHE LK, %30 H C& 56/ 1 VU
WA, BITRANE 4 50E T 2016 FE5ER. ASHEFTHIBIRAG 1 Hh B R B0 X ) 43R DU 4G
WA RS, BAARRES0 24 TE 2002 45, 2008 4. 2011 45, 2015 4.

122 ARMHR
VB FR 2 V2R T MESR BE R LR (0 5 i S SR, Tz i T ShX 1 18 % LA
RN, P e B K X DU AR A 43 i A 3183 4. 5098 . 3473 1. 4068 1%L

o BT ARHE TE T RIE A 2 TR FR B SRAAROAS—, 8 TR AT e R B 50 A Xt , i
FEGEUH I M I I A D R A AE SR OB, T AR SRR R e v A, IR gt Bt
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FERS TR BRI T S B SRR AFAE SR IAR 10 et CRAR N Gt A KR 7 45 R 3CH
).

1.2.3 $EFRIEER

T P R 22 18 2 2508 v s U5 B A B A AR R R VR N ASHIE A2 A% o R A, T AME
BIRAFE REGHE S BUNFGBENE I HAE AT SRR LR E .

Hor, BOnHRR SR AR N TR PR B PE S H o AR 4 25Ty, S EoE
b S5 SRR ) T E AR N BRAR BAR AR RS, JEFEIN 1 3 4, 155 Em AR AR B KT
e a B fi A, MESER BRI R SRS LA, M HIAESS 2, 3.
4 1A

MERGEHESABENIERERFTOESEE, CHAR 3. 4 iHEd, BAuT.
“CRAKE, TATHIBOE ) GBS A TR E FT I I R M o) 7, « AT F , FONFRATHIEL
IR BIAR G “ARIRATXAE RS, BIEREER) 7, AR, IR
REAE B (1 A BUA A, BT AT AR TEAETRA T I BUA A 7y < BRI A HIAR L, A 3RAT
MBUARAHIEEVE R, 025 ERVNICE, MBURRERR S, HEaHEER? 7 XA
& 4 piitsy, EEHREEICFAME, SEERR RS A G SRR, EATRT,
FH X TR ZH A ) B R o RECH 0.71.

BUREERTabn R UL R RIERE H i e I b RBURFA 2 46487, “ifa st
WITBUNA 2 G487, EHHEEMN 1R “EFEEE” 3 40K “— SWAEE”. MXH
RS ATy JE B IME, o Bos s A AR BURHE AR K B

1.2.4 %5k

SR SPSS2L.0 X B AT Sl 4047, W BT SETE . ARSI AL BRI 2 07 2247«
13 RS0

F 411 EHRET. REABES. BREENERMSRITERM £SD)

TAAT AL IR (A4 4) E AN AGEHES BUEAE

%5 1 %(2002) - - 3.58 +.53 (N = 2897)
%5 2 #:(2007~2008) 3.14 +£55 (N=4551)  — 3.22 +.57 (N = 4608)
% 3 #:(2011~2012) 3.19+56 (N=3340)  2.93+.41(N=2590)  3.24 =53 (N = 3229)
5 4 #(2015~2016) 3.27 57 (N=3744) 290 +.41(N=2416)  3.04 .52 (N = 3589)

EHAL. REFHEES. BN EASRHT DR FBREZ LR 411, FE
TR, R BRHRIEAR B2 2 R A OISR AN, T RGBS SRR

PRES 3R EA WAIEEHEN, HILRE A BRI NRFATLURI, 3K
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ERAMERAT. RASEGESMBURGIAE 21 a2 Dok — - HERPEA LT
FIKT, FERRBUFEEMEAR B, SRR ELEE 1 TFIMER T 3 7.

B, BIURIHENEIRES G, MEAET. RESHEES. BUNEERX=MEKH
RHHTH T SRR 4.1.2), FRATE KRG ESEEEIEML(r=036,p<
0.001), SEUMEIE R EFIEMHS(r=0.23,p<0.001); HH, RESHESSBUHMSEREIL
FI(r = 0.41, p < 0.001). Bh4h, EAREE. REGEESHMBUFEES 55N O %A Ed
fE— SRR R Hb, SRR SHEREEFIEMHX( =020, p<0.001), 52 5%k
ERFIEMK(r=0.05p<0.001), 5%#EREEELEAMAE(=-0.10,p<0.001), H5M
SR B2 (r = 0.01, p = 0.19), X PLHTEH EKFHIX 18 & DL R RACYH, FRE
EH S SRR ZHEREBICE MR BTV T HER B . EER . XH5E
P2 FER T & e

F 412 EHRET. REABEARBMSENEXIIER

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1 5 ° -

(n=15797)

o5 -

2. Rk

(n=15722)  (n=15740)

b -027 06" -

3. W2

(n=15743) (n=15686) (n=15768)

) 09" 10" g™ -

4. ZHEBEK

(n=15462) (n=15410) (n=15428) (n=15482)

.01 207 .05 -107" -

5. BERE

(n=11612) (n=11573) (n=11587) (n=11380) (n=11635)

N -.03" 2717 127 -197" 367 -

6. RGEHEE

(n =5005) (n =4995) (n=4983) (n =4985) (n =4908) (n =5006)

N .00 217 -01 -14™ 237 417 -

7. BUNEE

(n=14302) (n=14256) (n=14276) (n=14050) (n=10711) (n=4843) (n=14323)

Ve CPEBDN AR R, Bt 1, oth= 2 IR S AR, =L, S H1=2; p< .05, "p < .01, ""p <.00L.

g, HAUERAE. REGHES. BUHEHEENFRRFITRER T 25, H
T AR I, WU RS L 2 BOE FRRE AR N AR R A 5 R AN S AR 9 I 4
N TR SRR EG T IF R IREAR 8, T R RIAERI N DA R AR .
DASEfR B ARSI, 55 2. 3. 4 ROAEMER A TKTFZ AR RE 2R, F(2, 11632)
=53.91, p<0.001, 7,°=0.01: HULRGAHE S NAL RN, 3. 4 RIFEEN RS
BACPZ AR B E S, F(1, 5004) = 6.77, p=0.009, 5,”=0.001; 4LABUREIENFA &
I, PURS TR (MEUFEAEAKCT 2 A A B35 2 5%, F (3, 14319) = 529.22, p < 0.001, 7,° =
0.10.
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F 39
ﬁ:l\
¥ 370
i =
350 >
i “s —e—Egm
B 330 -
. R---"" - —eo— ZHEIB{EL
3.10 ~ o .
) - - a- ERTE
T 270
2_50 T T T 1
1 2 3 4 BHERX

411 &FEN. ARAEBESRBMEENHERERL%E

e, o0 2 EHBOMT. EEBERRETIER: 5 3 R SEA B TKT
REETH 2 RN ER AR, p=0.001; 25 4 5WRAMEARATKFRER T3
A NEAH KT, p<0.001. 25 WRBUFEERZR: 5 2 2 HENBUFEEKT
BEMTE L RRAENBUIFEEKT, p<0.001; 5 3 HIAENBUMEEKT 55 2 #iHE
MEUFEAEAKFZR AL E, p=030; # 4 RIFERBUHE K RZCT 5 3 #IHER
BT, p<0.001. 4T HEEMMEERAET. REAGHES. BUFFEERNEIZR
WAEMARRES, ACHIE THLELE 4.1.1). WHRTLDES], B SRS,
SN BAKFA P22 BT, BUMSAENI B SA BT R0, 1M R 505 BE O S fch B TR
AT, AR S REEEE S BUHE R MR S B AR —2, X
HAEAR B e — A ST AR &, BIME RO A AU PR BT S B, AT SRk B
TACHE I RE= ETT

1.4 g

THHE LR T ISR R IAE " (ABS)H AT IUAC#dE, HP 4 7 IR E RAR &
ETAKT RS RGEAEE S BURGEEARE S NSRRI R, R T HEAH
B RGEGHES . BUNMEERX =R BN A 2R . S8, T E AR LM E
THERAR BT T mok-F, BHER . REAFEE. W2 KA R R{—FR
R, ZHE DG, WK B AU 2R RECREE R B A SRR a8
K T H, EEEEE RS EESMBUHE AR A B E R EMICRKR, XSRS
R —%}(Cichocka, Marchlewska, Golec de Zavala, & Olechowski, 2016; Federico & Golec de
Zavala, 2018).
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BeAh, FHEFE 1R, Sk AEHEE S RS A TS & UURBUHE A F R B R 221
s, JF AR B AR BE I 8] AR PR W P S e T R G5 A R B I TR AR AL MR, X AR
B — ML RGBS ST IR E NS &, TE2E 5 52 IS 58 DR 28 1 s 0 1 L 300
Wy, I HIERTAHEN, SEAK 5 AR AT BE R AT A SR A B AR AL, T L6 ] R, I
FE R A AT 4511 (Cichocka & Cislak, 2020; Golec de Zavala, 2018)i/ 6 4E 3 FirfE L &
kW5t 7M. 5140 Cichocka 1 Cislak(2020) st 521, A M 7t S ER 58 A0 L6 ml Ge i S 14k B
TR BRI RS DR RN PR S, 164 BT ) BH AL AT T A i i A B A “ A T 75 3R (needs
of recognition) ¥ J5 2.

PEACIB IR )2, (E “ M R A7 T H a7 O 58 BOF A DY e TR A EdE AR
H AR R G0 6 BE & HIAH AR b & TE R 5 J LS TR A A TR R B 9N, BRI AR 5 T8 1 52 4
e bR AL S . B, REGIHGEERGE 3. & 4 fRrsdE. &k, %
THBUMEES RG-S HE SERT A P @ EHR(r = 41), BUHEERZRESA AT DIE—E
FERE ERBUH KA G EE SN ES, BT UEAS %, (HREEENZ, BABUTE
15 R &GS A BT AR BE & — 28U, (e B IR EAEREZER . 7
&, CWPNE IR A” 1 E S NS XA A TR SR B AN IR LR, BARIX A
B AT DA B RAT THE — e R FE B IE8 SAEAR B 78  H 5 HAR AR B () o0 R, (HIX Rt SR AR 5
AR & 5 48 R AR AN HERAFI 78 70 (1, R BeE o — P RH G (1 45 S U EE F, DRIk
A B S AT SRR A AR B AR E T A

B, TR LR N— APPSR XA B AR
KEEAREE, LEFRATREG 77 73N 21 et DORER B R AR BRI Rets i L e S
FIRMIERR, XNEE TR T — 2 S FF.

2 TR 2 EHRBTRERNALIE

2.1 M BEr

FHEIC 2 (69 HAORTE T HS 5 PRI ER AR R, B8OOI E 285, ST
(SR LR, TP AR 12 7 P [ A R & I, I )5 806 T RGBS M A4 1 72 1
B TSR 20 I & T A
2.2 MRFAE
221 IR &

TWEFC 2 3695080 3 UKl o A0 UCHEIN B e AE AR AR 1 BE T IR R R R A, A
DRI ) A 2 AE AR A 2 R NEREAS 3 Bl WA T IR IEVE R Z 0 Hr e FEAS 1 MIFEA 2
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Sk B RDHE X B T AR A, il [N 25 393 47 A1 406 1735 FEAS 3 it 48T & i & [l
WL TF) 25 242 473 o X ISR 1) 36 HEAT S A%, S0 PR FOURNS TR L Ade [R]— e Tl 3 A v
K5 (] 17 45 (Porter, Outlaw, Gale, & Cho, 2019).
w5, FEAR 1 SLORER 355 A AE, A AN 90.33%, Hr L Btk 163 4,

ok 192 44, PHFERS N 20.86 2 (SD = 2.58); FEA 2 LR 366 10 MAdE, HBH R
9 90.15%, Fr i Bk 167 4, Ltk 199 4, FEIEEN 19.65 4 (SD = 1.83); HEA 3 3L
R84 208 A3 UH, MG 0% 85.95%, Hpa & Jiik 88 4, Lotk 120 4, “PHAFR
4 30.89 % (SD = 7.13).

222 fiRIER

£E4K 7% 82 (Collective Narcissism Scale) >k [ Golec de Zavala %5 A\ (2009) ##) 4 il] 1) &
#*, HAEINIIH, KH Likert6 sithsr, JEREIM 1R “mIIARE" 2 6 Fox “ oAl
[, ERSSBCFIE, 0 Bok e AR EEAR B K- .

N T LSRR B AR R I &R0, BT R AT %2 (Golec de Zavala et al., 2009;
Cai & Gries, 2013), fEFEA 2 BN 0 L ZEE . EHEZEEEL. HpEL, REE
M AN - BBV RS m AL SRR B IR(E S A .

52 [H ¥ Y (patriotism). & H & E 3 X (blind patriotism). [ fx 3= X (internationalism) )l &
#ikH Gries & N(R01L/EWT 7T b B I &R, Horb o2 [ = CERAE 34T H (I “ IR &
MECETEAN), BEHEZEEERCE 3ANTH@ “LRIREMBOOTHE S5, RED
FUASCRE” ), EbREXERAE 2 NIH 0 “IRATROZEE BAIWFIVa RE N2 AT
FEAE TR )o X =ANERACKH Likert 7 sitt 7y, JEHEIM 1 FoR “SREIARE” 2] 7 R

“ORFIFE R, SRR BCFIME, o BEEARERE E T B H 2 E 3 S R
KPR .. AP, =R o £E0707%109 0.81. 0.61 A1 0.42,

EUJ = X (nationalism) EAL A ¥4 (authoritarian personality) (0 & B3 FH E P 2% 515
BB UZ PN (2019)FEMT 7T Hh By FH I3, Herh RO 32 U R AL 4 DNIUH (B0 “ B SB35 )
TR DA, HIE IR 2 in) S 2AA TE T SR A7), B ERAE 5 AT H (W “ B
IR R K E KA, AR NERROAZAR AT ), XIS ERECRA Likert 5 fiit47,
JEHE A 1 HRox “HEEEE” B 5 Ko AR, B AT R m Ty, BRI 40 HL
I, o o AR RO T B AAS KF E . FEARBEFE Y, RPN RRE o REUT
%24 0.62. 0.66.

ANEEAR B 850 (perception of threat from outgroups) il &2 Golec de Zavala 5 A
(2009)8fH FE IS, WS T RS 3 MIHMBIMER, BARKIE . T =Rk )
72 %of o L ) — AN EE R 7 WA A% o PR AR AT I 530 v LR S 1 s« TR e e i 441
FeXt R E AN E R seAh, BT HETRE S EERRC R, EINAT Gries & A

(010)FEWFFE BT & 1198 BRI B A B R R, e, ZE SR (military threat)
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AL 2 ANTH W “EEENMRENTEARE” ), Z&EM%EEM (humiliation threat)th 7
2 NIH (0 “ R EBUFATE R E AR SEPr ERERERTE” ). XEARRERH
Likert 7 siih4, JEHEIM 1 RR “HZIANEE" 2 7 FoR “mAIER", &ERNEHBCTE
18, 73 BOBk S AR B R A KT FEARBE T, X =ANERN o 5250505178 0.76. 084,
0.75,

%o 2 [ A 0 W, (prejudice against the American people). 2% [ BUR 17 T 5 J& (negative

attitudes towards the American government). X733 (policy towards America) # i & #fi% F
Cai M1 Gries(2013)ZEMT 7eHh F I B3, EAMERHAE 4 ANTH (an “ 56 EJH AR A WL 7
“REBUF R VETE 2 a7y E BUR N Z R DU SR A R SR ER ). X =ANEERACKH
Likert 7 s5it4), JEFEM 1 3R/R “SmEUAREE” 2] 7 £oR “SmPER", SERNE S HICEY
1B, 73 B0k s AN 5 N AR i LBk s o ) 56 [ U O S BEBR T o X SR BUROBGRAE . (A
Wy, X=AERE o £8090%009 0.76. 0.78. 0.50.

I T 1815 & e I R A BR800 &S 3R (The Conspiracy Mentality Questionnaire; Bruder,
Haffke, Neave, Nouripanah, & Imhoff, 2013), & 5 AN H (40 “FAE LR HL, Eilke
RIS B B PRSE 7 i ERAEVFZ AR EE I, A AR En ek
17, “IRERMEERREEHRNEM, B ELSCH ANTERHRR” ), 58 FEE—
AN 11 FR R _EdR AR T AN T H O BB AT ReE, JaHEIM 0%fA3E “HEATTEE” 3
100%A0E “5BaHE”. AT, ZERN o 2E090.80.

2.2.3 HiRiFiE

SR BRI, B 50— SR 88 T (1700 3 2 AN il R A R A R SIS
BB WAL B T N AR 2 BRI TE S, SR G G A7 4ixt Eu b Sehi . SRR [R5
W 0B e A T et TR R ORI BN E R . BE, FEREAS 1 ri et
SERATIUE S B AR R M R 3R AT e d5e0m, FEREAS 2 RIREA 3 o I UM /5 0 &5 F kAT 3
WEPER R i 515 JJZ M.

224 FitH*E

KA SPSS21.0 AT B BB AT, Geil ik F B KRG AT, IR
R, KH AMOSL7.0 S 50HE HEAT IIFPE R 220 H7

2.3 ERE5HH

2.3.1 ImBath

XEFEAS 1 AT E e AT I E 7047, A ¢ R DL A Il F Be 2 (ceritical ration, CR)E A
T H X4y EER3ERR . CR MEE KT S 5 F s 2UEHT, DS 0 mEERT. &
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J5 271%15 535 (355>R27% = 96 44) 77l i i HAMK 704, XS 5F R —H LR
ST Z R . BURAHIR & CR &5 RNk 4.2.1 Fis.
F 421 HUIRERBRERVINB BRI XK CR LR (n = 355)

T

T H IS EPS CRME

L RAEERN M E K A R AR S o E L E bR AUt AL 76" 17.30™"
2. rPELE E BR bR %A R R 5 74 17.93™
3. R EERERBINA AT, REASRWHEMN. 70 15.39™"
4. FRUBFF P EEAG T E AT M E, 65" 11717
5. 5 ¥ [ 50 o [ Rt 0P 2 S BB EAN 757 15.58™"
6. fRunh EAEEH I LR SRR, HARSRE. 747 17.317
7. B AR P R, WA AR, () 17T 1.81°

8. Fu o ELfE T E I E AT EAZ 56" 12.40™"
9. FEMEIEMELRFE PR 607" 13.35™

P p<.10,p<.0L, p<.00L. WiH 7 MRIHAE, X HE AL RIS

MR 421 0150, Fra o H S ERESMAHCEE, mHRTIE 70 ATH78) 18U
FHR RBUBAK(r = 0.17, p < 0.01) LAAE,  HARI H s AH 5¢ R E344E 0.5~0.8 Z [H)(p < 0.001);
UbAh, tRERIL, B TIE 71 CREMERIALEE KT (p = 007), HAMIHM CR{H
B4 8% (p < 0.001) o X VB IZERATADUHBR T R IAITH B H 7) 2 M BA B X
B

2.3.2 REMEEEZED

XTI BT AR REAS 1 BRI AT IR R I R F 50 0. KMO(0.844)Fil Bartlett BRIAKLS (p <
0.001) 45 5 2 B L AR A A (B S AR R i . B 2621 Golec de Zavala 25 A (2009) i
%, KR BKASAE (maximum likelihood) % £E Kk B 7 &R IFATIR R MR R 0. 45 R ER,
FHEERT LI TA 24, WRDIH B R 48.63%. HAHF 1 FIRHEE A 3.96, fi#
B AR E) 38.59%, [ 1 2 HIHFEME A 1.39, MR B AR HE A 10.03%. HITXANPIET
1025 SR 5 FOUH IR) B TR - 5 A A S N, BOFEAT 38 — IRIR R LR 320 47, [RIRER B R AR
EIXYRIG AN T SO VE PR TR AE A 5K B RS e % (oblique rotation), DAFRZE —AN 3 &) BRI 25 5 i
PRI R T 454

RN 4.2.2 Fow, B 7TIH 7T(R )AL R EART 0.30 LASL, HoAhIiH 3L
[F]FEHRAE 0.37~0.70 Z [8]. #H4h, TiH 1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6 TEMK T T 1, MIWH 7. 8.
9 M FEAFTHF 2. FIERHH 7 2ixERTHIME——D M T, I H e R 8
KA CRAAH AL, AOFFA LR TR EEAR BRI 46845
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F422 PXEABTERZIE REETF % (n = 355)

T H HT 1 A2 LR B
1. B 0 1 Il o R R AR B o T L B LR A 784 -.047 603
5. Sl i) FE S0 o [ At P o 2 FRBUTTAS T 753 024 574
2. I ETEE PR S A R R A . 743 -.073 536
6. franhEAEEH A LR 2EH, HAKRSITFRE. 664 113 482
4. JEED EESR TR S E. 629 -.016 392
3. MR ERARRIRA FAAT, R 604 .033 374
8. Fu 7y BRfE b i) EEAME AT IEAZ 293 724 691
9. hEMFEIEMEZ T BORME. 350 632 607
7. BMEHEREARE B ot LA IR EIA R -137 342 118
RHIEE 3.961 1.387
RIRTTRE% 38.592 48.625

e WUH 7 AT, KRR AT R AT .

2.3.3 WIEEEFE T

X IE M PRE AR 2(FR R AR ) FIRE AR 3(khae N L) R HEAT IR E R 3 by, B4
AR R N ERIE . BT AT TR B R R T H AT 1w T, 5 EAMIF 5T
(Golec de Zavala et al., 200956 1iF Fr 75 1 B DA 78500 A e AR — 2, DRI ARHIT FU8E 2 I a2k
MR (BRLL &, RS, 77, 2014; BREE, PR, 8OKE, KRB, 2013; £, 2,
7R, iR GEE 2019), LRI UENEDR A AT HORt LA AN R S5 R AR R AT LA

W 4.2.1 i, AWEFURE 53 505 S P IR R L P R AR AR R R DR - R PR UL
BRI PSR A T H 3T — AN, R R A IUH S TN & E R
MIETF— T MAE TR (bi-factor model) AR 4 & J5 5 K- 1- 474 (general-specific factor
model), BEA2RE T XA REE T (ML 5, 2014), EAWMEGE: F—, FE-A 2
JRI R F AT AR A T E LR S 36 =, AAERRE T, BH T 2 RE TS, &R
R T R MERE R U H B LR AR R . B, Rosenberg H B R — A N2 LR T4
4, AR T R G e S m) vk, B PR PR A 2 DR B2 BT A R ) s e T UL S R AR
(DiStefano & Motl, 2006), &4 W 50 (4L % %5, 2014) K FH XA T4 ALk 5+ Rosenberg
B RIATIAEER R8T, SRR, RT3 8 [F B 5780 T— AN R 30 BB 1R 0B 74
RPA R, BT RE A, R IX SR 7T (B4 & 25, 2014) 8, 4300 H Rk &%
JSE (U S ] 3 ) o 2 B A 45 ) PR S AN W] 22 PR R, — A BRI I 9, S e X R A Y
JEFF 3. TR BRI, WA FRBAMUAOE H TAAED H B PER, &M TR
B Y ER (.9, T % 2019)%%., STIH 7. 8. 9 fERTTH KRR R E 5 Hrdh
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SRR LS

F4.2.1 EHRBETBERMTFEER

PYGSER L

IOAE T R 2R s R R (LR 4.2.3), EWTEREAR 2(BiR 2240 R AEFEAR 3(#E & A1)
o, SRR LA R 2, CHRIE MR AR A, T A G TR A R REA B2
I KT (S BB, 2010); 1T 5 DA A R R0 XU IR T A AR 40400 RO, 3K 8 P 7 IR A L
WU F AR R AR AT LA SZ o T 79 R B R RO ] A 2 UL I o RS, 5 T U 7 A
ﬂﬁf#A%WEWMéEI¥@Tﬁ 0 EAH EE P Rl TR R B A AR ), AR S s XU 1

BBy B A58 At

IR 22 N EFEAR P LS TR EAE THE R A AR

o LA TR RR, X U SRR B R R R B IE A T e R AR, SJOE T AR
#4223 HPXIREFBTERNIIEME R 547 (Nes, = 366, Nixag = 208)

T P df  ,/df RMSEA  GFI AGFI CFI IFI
R FREAI(FEAR2) 24948 27 9.24 150 .87 79 69 69
PR PR (FEA2) 7685 26 2.96 073 .95 92 93 93
WA FRERI(FEA2) 6466 24 2.69 .068 .96 93 94 94
PR FREI(BEAZ) 7033 27 2.60 .088 93 .88 94 94
PR PR (FEAR3) 5421 26 2.09 072 94 .90 .96 .96
WA PRI (FEARZ) 5009 24 2.09 072 .95 .90 .97 97
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2.3.4 EEDH

HOSCRREE AR H AR Cronbach o RE(F R VE(E EEAEREAR 10 FEA 20 FEA 3 il
4 0.81 (M =4.31, SD = 0.82). 0.70 (M = 4.48, SD = 0.67). 0.85 (M =4.25, SD = 0.98). ix#H
ZERAA RIFREE.
235 BEME. XOMESHIFHE
F4.2.4 EHRBTED SHAREIMEX(n = 366)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
1. £EEE -
2. ZEFE X 37 -
3HHAEEEN 417 527 -
4. EbrEX .04 307 207 -
5. RIEFEX 4177 16T 297 -207 -
6. BN 357 44™ 507 13" 26" -
7. HNEBEAR B TN 7 N AN 247 11 -
8. MU 407" .09 227" -03 427 13" 43" -
9. ZEFIEBM 4177 32" 25 ar” 397 21" 36T 49 -
10. XFEE A 28" .05 A7 -1t 43T 21 22" a0™ 25 -
11. XM EBUFAE 257 .10 187 -02 40" .03 A7 4077 38T 42 -
12. XFSEBUR 29" .07 a47 a7t 37T a2t .09' 297 227 37" 35T
13. FdRlE& .02 -19™ -09°  -10° .08 -177 .05 2077 04 .09' .09’ .05

7 'p<.10,"p <.05, "p<.01,""p < .00L.

MRTEER B R(NE 4.24), B, £EALEZEF X (r=037, p<0.001). §H
ZE ¥ X (r=0.41,p<0.001). E#EE L (r=0.41,p<0.001). EAAM(r=0.35p<0.001)ix
SEAH AL S B IEAR G, X SR BHARAA FAN ER HA R 1 5 A 2 (convergent validity).
Hk, S£AREBSEPRE X (r=0.04,p=042). BHELES(r=0.02,p=0.66)fHK N L%,
T FL A T A 2 ) 5 6] B 3 SO IR & S e R A G, IX R MR AR R A RIT
X 43 20 (discriminant validity). 55, 24K H 254NN (r = 0.19, p < 0.001). K H
2 [ A ZE FAE BN (r = 0.40, p < 0.002) A1 25 B PE BN (r = 0.41, p < 0.001). X 3& [ A ) WL (r =
0.28, p < 0.001). 3 [EBUMF A FEIAS B (r = 0.25, p < 0.001). %3 [ s B L3 (r = 0.29, p <
0.001)#R 2 B3 IEAHIC, XK BHAEMR BN &R BA BT 1) R0hs 2% (criterion validity) .

2.4 1+ig
FREF 2 6 E A IR ORI AR EIT T . 12, IR 1
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AT, XSO R B AR E R I H TR, ZERAUE R T RAH (I E 7)
2 AN A AT T e R SR T (R (X 20 B o SRR 1 IR R R RN, SR E
RAAEWA N (% B F AR THH 1~6 FIITH 7~9), S50k 1 848 7211 38.59%
F110.03%. FANIH M F AR TIH 7 2 4MEE T 0.60. HERITH 7 &% EEME
—H— N REIH, 8 CRAERE WA S T BE /KT, &AL
BT REFART, MW HEEMR, FIAHRAE TR ERERTOETHE 7 ENKITE 9
ANTH .

X IE I AR AR 2(FR AR AR ) FIRE AR 3(khae N L) B BRE PE R R i 5 SRR BIL, HH SChi
etk B SR DO B RN R R B R AT, AR TR R PR LA e T AT
FTRIEN R 2RISR B, BRI PR T2, AW s i A . &
BRI, IR T I SR R AR G L7, (RS R AR A AN R L R A (1Y
WAL SEbr Bt A, AR TR R B B2 B0 s ST (5 10 (o /df = 3.19, RMSEA =
0.09, GFI = 0.93, AGFI = 0.88, CFI = 0.86; Golec de Zavala et al., 2009, p.1079), X 5 AW 5 FE
A 3 R PR G EAZ . AT IR IE BRI RN 7, Golec de Zavala %5
N (2009) 55 WI7E g il e AR F AR R 3R SR 1 3901 22 W 77 22 (error covariances) 1) 77 V2: R 0 15
BUHAT THEIE « IXSEF 5 AR 70 R FH WU A5 A SR B0 IF B2 1 B 2N R S5 M I AR Bl . B
RN 73 A 00 ER] A5 2 o Jey 350 R i S T00 L 7 < RPASE T Ny AN 21 v [ ) e, Rt
g NIERIAT” ) TUH 8“7/ B fEHh E i E M ALTIEAZ” YFIIiH 9( “HH
BT IEAMES TP RN 2 G rTHED, A IX = AN H #R A B B ME L soh 5508 2 (R
1A 5 Al 6 DNIUH LR T — DN 2RE 1), EENraEH AR A A5
FURFERA ., #ieR e 7 — ARy R R 7~ (FL vl RS Sl A I H R AR R o

UEAh, (B EE AT BRI, SRR MR B R R 1 o REUE = AMEAR AR — 2 R B 3,
LG 0.70 2 0.85, XFHANRFTRER T A FEFEAR B SR E. A, XFig
A [ A 7T HR L AELE , 6140 Golec de Zavala %5 A (2009) T4k 25 1) 5 AN 7T ) o R B E A
AEFE 070, =% 0.86 1EHL.

B, MO H &k b 5 [E AT 7T (Golec de Zavala et al., 2009; Cai & Gries, 2013)3& 4
—H: ERATESEZEIE N HHEETE . RIET S BB X AR #7784 G
(H5 EFRE LTEK), FFRe 2 TR S B R, AR5 e Aotk B 26 B 2
M U RN 2 R R T RN o S8, BR A TN R S 3 TR X 38 [ AN S T BSURT 1) i D,
AR ok 56 (R ST B (B o X et AL | SORER B E R AA RIFREE. X
I3 R RIS

B, WO B AR R R B U S 9 R AR R B AR, B I 0 B
M2, I BT DAAE A [ A AR REARIAE 2 N R P I & T B, X85
S AR AR E AN FE I R IT B8 1 B4
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MR= RGEEMENEEB TR HH]

I — B ER 50 R G5t A B AR 1 52 S FL A pL], R CR R R A . B ARSE
Bk DL S B SR B0k 2R e iR 3 AT 78 B 42 Hh ) AT U /B . FR R U 2
70— DA R Bt i (A 98 = FF B 22 I IEAH 2020 4R AL e R dE Mt SO IR R 2 1N, 6T “r
S 98 2 T TR RGN E S, FE BARTFUIX — RGBT R A O BRI 5200 B VR Z (1 R
SR B RL R TTA O AR DX IR e il 2 G 7 AR i T 1 s e o TR A AT S

R 38 A NP AL B, FORA0 3 Ml i o 5 vk R A 58 5 0 i T A Ak 11 7
PIFHAT I AR A BAY ; SRJE, T IE 4~6 4K « S0 D S5 1 17 (experimental-causal-chain
design; Spencer, Zanna, & Fong, 2005) kKA 46 1% A5 A AR & B I TR SROE &R .

3 FHR 3 REEMIUNERBTRFAITREFR MR

3.1 BRI

THEFT 3 IWFFE H I, BL 2020 SE01M “Hrodiii R 27 Nt s, @SR Esk
5 A GUBM R B B TN A P R R Ao LR AS B AT FU TR A (0 AT XU AR
AR LR, KRG REW IR “ RGEM—IRFr R —~EE BT M “ RG R —
TRV — S0 B 287 XA AT AR A AR P EE AR E 25 I ELIX P 2% 42 (1 RN A J
(1, W R IR, 1 5 RN .

32 MtRFE
3.2.1 HARIER

TEHT PR A A I8 I A G R inl A, SLHH3E T 354 2 55 M. &
G R AR SE RN 4 4 17) 2 DA R 2 R ) i B RN L1 3 il 45 )5, B A9 B 2 n 45
347 1y, HRE N 98.02%. Hoh T 148 44, M 199 44, FEAKFIFERE )y 29.78 X(SD =
8.91).

3.22 fiRIE

RGEHHIE, AOFFRIEIZ R “Hrmt il & et~ 15 500 57 A\ (Jost et al., 2007; Vainio
et al., 2014) I Sk & 2 G Jal W 851 (perception of system threat) i@ H 34T 738 Mk, JLE
TULT AATH Xt i 2 B X R NI R T 2 R 7 X 3738 el 1l 4 S 1 et
BHE RARMIN B A8 % 1 2 KB 7« X 3738 et it 98 % 180 3 IR AR AR & 7 s Rk T %2
KB, X et it 28 A R E A 2Bk PG il 1 2 K. A T H ¥R Likert 7
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My, JEEMN 1 FoR “—RRA T B 7 2o “AER R, BRI ICEIIE, s HoEAR
RAGBINEFIK T . AR, WERN o RECH 0.84.

R sk I, 225 AW 7T (e.g., Friesen et al., 2014; Jost & Kende, 2020){If#i%, *
FHAS N 4546 75 R & 2 b i (personal need for structure scale, PNS; Neuberg & Newsom, 1993;
PRRH, SEHRES, T4, ifR¥, 2008). ZERILAE 1L ATH, W “TRASFE A TEH
PEELTCT” (St o) “FRAR AR — B H RS ARG P& 7. g W H ¥R
F Likert 6 s5it4y, JEHEM 1R “IEHAFZ” 26 Fox “IEHFAR". &E/™7ICFY
B, BB S AR MR R AT . R, HERD o RN 0.74,

SR IA B I, 2 BET D& B 53 4E 1)H H 772 (Coombs, 2004; Coombs & Holladay,
2002), X 77 % =3 (Blame Scale; Griffin, Babin, & Darden, 1992), FHR¥E “Hr ek fili 2 2 17 7
B RO R ERIATIE S SR, SnfaWERLAE 8 ANTH, W “XISEE BN THEHA
FET A6 S T BURE” (S alit43) . B B H $52% H Likert 5 st 4y, JEEIM 1 %R “HE
WAFR” 85 o “EERR". AT FIME, HEE RN REH 5T
HRACFlE . AT, HEXRK o RECH 0.84.

SR A, EHRH TR 2 iS4k 3 285 3% (Golec de Zavala et al., 2009)
PP SCRR, B8 9 NITH o BT WUH ¥R Likert 6 fiit4), JEFEIM 1 FoR “ 2R
B 6 Fon “CRFIFE R, BRSSBOFEME, B RS B KRS . EARBE T,
HEERN o RE0CN 0.83.

3.2.3 MiRII2

B, ¥ Lk R R S AR N % W 26T & TR E NS R A, SR 5 B 9T R )
LR R B QQ MFE AR F & HIBEALH, LL “IRFERMAE” (snowball sampling) i 7
AHESHE. BT LRERZIN, S5ECFEHG AT HSMR TR, ZHERES
NIEE R, ENR) 58 B G B 3 A5 N AL B 22 5. WS, W ITA 1) 3533047 5 [ Al 4 AL
BTG . BEHITET 2T
3.24 Gtk

KH SPSS21.0 K H: PROCESS ittt 7 Giit/rdr, Seit rikdd KAk geit. Mi=x5(nl
43 Hr. FAbR A AMOSL7.0 #E47 4L 7] 77 1w 22 RS 56

LRSI

3.3.1 HEFERENESI S

1 TSR I A T AR O A, AR A I W (Fl i, JBSL2R, 2004), A FTAEHs Y
I >R FH B A4 TR 2 DL 3 I H S e 23 15 2K, MR D51 BA 1 — € (K21 RN SE 4k
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& Ja, KM Harman 50 3656 7 AT SR R U vA M ZE R 36 . R ASHIE TE BT 25 82 1) DU AN AR B
A 5H BAT R AR R IR R i, 4R EoR, 7 9 MHEE R T 1 ¥, BS—1
DO REMRE 2 7 2210 19.20%, /T 40%IIIlm FbnifE . BRAh, AHTFUIL PR 1 DY A A 7Y
5 EARR) CRA A8 DL, 45 R B, DY EA R S 15 D0 e T A S A, TR,
AHIE T FE R iR 22 AN ™ H

3.3.2 ARG FHEX ST

X AR AT RIR G R OG0T, S5 R WK 4.3.1 Frv . 240800 (r = 0.14, p < 0.01).
PR TR (r=0.25p<.001). $TAEHE (r=-0.38,p<0.001)#5EMAEEATEREEHL. 5B
Ah, RGRI B SRR TR (r = 0.34, p < 0.000) A SHAE AR (r = 0.16, p < 0.01 )#B £ & # 1E
FHIG B, BRT 75 SR ST VA R AR A 5 A 853 (r = 0.05, p = 0.38) . ix 24t JL5 T — 3,
FEA AT RO A M I RS A GIRLAE B, kTR, EARZR, X4 =, 2004).

F 431 BLEBIHIRGT SH% S5 (n = 347)

B M SD 1 2 3 4
1. REEM 5.60 1.14 -
2. FRIF R 4.34 67 3477 -
3. FEAR 3.14 87 16" .05 -
4. E£REE 4.32 .89 147 25" -.38"" -

I Tp<.01, p<.001.

3.3.3 FITWNEFNEBEL

FE R A ONE [1) — AS SO R RE GRS, M4, 2014a), @IS 4 AR JTREN 4T WUE
AT DA . Hoh, BARER KRG, AT N R R TR 5E
HEF, FBREEEERES. HTIEGEREAEN, SRR SR E AR
T AME I Hayes (2018, p.107) %I, 13 FH BE B4 4 M~ 157 R0 (validity) FIASE 56 /7 (power) Y
EZHH 70 f Bootstrap VAHHH 5000 MEA)RIEFAHN G THE . [BIE 54 45 R sk
4.32 . °

M 432 7] W, EHRAETTRE 1 rh, BRG0P e 2 3 1 m) T AR 44 5 2%(B = 0.11, t = 2.60,
p=0.01), XUt RGBT RSN AR BN, ik, fTEARE2 MR 3IP, &
G RS 43 ) I 2 1 1A TR RR 5 75 3R (B = 0.20, t = 6.73, p < 0.001) FI Tt/ E (B = 0.12, t =
3.04,p=0.003). HJEIETFE 4 F, RGUEMNB =0.10, t = 2.54, p=0.01). Fk/F7F>K(B =0.30,
t=4.41, p < 0.001)M F74EJH (B = —0.43, t = —8.56, p <0 .001) = #S A % T2 T ALK [ 725

TR, R, R SZEE X A A R R S RN AT A4 R,
I, AW R T AR D AR RS
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X HIRR P 7 R A ST VAR [R] I 78 2478 R G035 8648 B A 18] B RAT th A AR B R
JRAZI; LR, RGN AEWIEE “ RGN~ PR TR~ RIE B R C RS R —
TR~ B I 2 AT o R AR T 25 T A B 2

*® 432 RGREMHTUNEFBTHHITREGNREE TS

Tits P A H A R? B SE t 95%ClI
JifE 1 LN CRIN RGBS .02 A1 .04 2.60™ [.03,.19]
JifE 2 B R ARG 12 .20 .03 6.73"" [.14, .26]
3 FHTLHE ARGy .03 12 .04 3.04™ [.04, .20]

RGBSy .10 .04 2.54" [.02,.18]
T4 LN SN PR AR 23 .30 .07 4417 [.17, .43]

TR —43 05 856" [-53,—33]

H: "p<.05 "p<.01, "p<.001.

N T AR ABON (AT IX R, 33— PROCESS #fift(f7! 4; Hayes, 2018) ) 4+
RUBLo M. AR, FRIP 75 RAE RGBS 5 844 B A [ HERR AL IR [B) 23S AE 2 0.06,
H 95% & {5 X [A] [0.03, 0.09]; 1M1 T4 VA K75 R e a5 46 1k 1 28 2 B FEAm A4 1) [a] 42 25k
5 4-0.05, H: 95% & {5 X [ [-0.10, -0.02]; & A4 NAE A 0.01, H: 95% & 15 [X 8] N[
0.05, 0.06]. FJ WL, PAANMAIERANAA IFFSAHR, FAE TAHHE G, B, BEIRXH%
HATHIHR AN R, (HRSMMEN AR E . WA, R RSk B E BN
fH4 0.10 (t=2.54, p=0.01), H 95%E (FX[]>N[0.02, 0.18]. XUilH, K& T AP T RATI(T
XA AT 2 A, R GUEE AT Rg ik 2d i Hofh sh A AR R TR AR

3.4 7Hg

THLTE 3 IERL AR A DL, 22 G0 BT RENS I AR e 7 SR AT ST AR I R W A4S rh AR B T 73
AR F, HUESCRr TS ST R . Horb, RGBS I BT i SR R4 E R R0 2
B, BRI SR R GUEM R, R SR sy, Xt i & AR B R
KA P BT b TR G U B DA DR SR AR B A RN R e Y, BIASAR BiJRn 21f
GUBECOR, HO6 BEANBUR R L0 DU A PR sy X kT 2 SRR B A T T
Bo XEURF, RGBT BN B AR O BRI & ¢ R~ R R~ SRR AR
ARG — TR —~ AR B A X PSRN R AT RS R, PSR TFAT A R
A3 BR8N T BEAFAE ELARRIE B 00, AL, P S A R RONL T TR e, SRR 1K 2%
AT A BRAR AN B R AR AN o LETHETT 3 7, t TP R AR I RN KNI, DLt
PRSI AR I A B2E  (H T RGBT SRR BRI BN B, Bk, RGN
SR B AN ST R 3
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UL T DL, ASHIF 5 (R 25 SR TR I 7 45 M2 P4 1) 2 12 (Kay et al., 2008, 2009) Fl15 15 fa Hl L%
&£ (Coombs, 2007; Coombs & Holladay, 2002) [\ 55 . ESHHLERAE J7 10, H RS TS
FUORRT T RIGI0 T AR A UK, XU SRR AR RERT B — e I AMEAE . TEIA
PRAZITI, EH ARG BU  F BUN ST AR VAR B98N SRR B 2K, XUt B R AG H
(1) B K G2 52 B 2 Ge g S 3 53 A U BT ) A7 T 5

SR, TS 3 (4 IR BARG A ST R K AT XU th AR AL T S04, (B TR
AR IS EE, a2 MR RAR AR RO R, TRIEMH R ST . R
M, N THEHEERKR, FEENFII 4~6 K RH “SLI0H R8T (Spencer et al., 2005)
Kk — DAL IR A AR B 2 [ R R

4 TR 4 REEMIRFEKR. TEERREEEFB TR

4.1 R BRI

THEIE 4 T H I, LA 2020 SEH)11 Rl 205 7 N 5t 18l B AR S5 "(natural
experiment approach; Dunning, 2008, 2012) &5 56 5 48 @ Bk 7 75 3K« ST R R A Be 4k B 7
IRENR, LIS I AR SCRTH th I FRAT X FRo 8 b 7 2% A BR AR T30 A I R G &R o AR
B T AR B A2 2R G0 UM RE 8 5 25 14 A A (R RR e e SR S AR VA ERK -

42 MRFE

THHIL 4 RAH BRI, BRI B Z DK A RS TE . B RN RS
o G5 FARENRRT TR SUTIHFE ISR A, RO R, HARSLIS T B H SRR &=
ARSI R AT RN 530, AR EADJE TSR 7T, MR stas, SAm e reg
SRR R B EAR TR G 22T 9% (Dunning, 2008, 2012). 3% 5 [E P F 58 % (R 8, 2017)
MEVEZEAL, RIESZERHT 78 H AT DASSAIE R SR O R o B0 22 U B AT AR 72 (1 15 18350 4

421 HARITR
FE W S R R A, I 2% 0] 45 T S BOR A 2, B TSR T i M A AL X
194 %5 5ESMARETT . SHIRATFEHIB IR . 20 B A 45 2 S 21 53
1

GG, BAREIE NS 141 1. b B 84 &4, L 57 &, FEARMERIER N 32.18
% (SD = 6.97).

422 fizxITH

ARG IR E SONTE “ Wil R B8 2 558 2t A T RO X .
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AT A AR SR RN TE AR R A AT (13 R o, QAL DX 28 155 J P P 7% A 3 S 3 1
T (LS HoAh X TE N 1) B N BT HAhX . AR RS 5 F S T H A RIETE
X (BLFEEFITT), RIS T S 58 Z 80 B M2 1P Hitk, DAk hnix —#e s
SRR ST Ty G

N TSI R G R R U R, E IR T S 5 H W RGP &R, R
BROKESANTH, K 4 ANTHE S0 3 —FE, BAMNEIN T —AE, B “munga
JITAE (R T (M 7 ) e i 28 1) &2 300G 2 PR B2 7 P I H 55K H Likert 7 st 4y, ®J5
R BCFME, B AR RGN B KPR . R o RETEARMT L H N 0.83.
RIG, SRR EERL, BRR, 2016), EIE T 250 E RS 0 @, A
WAL AT - B B b IR 55 i 28 Pt R AR DASK, 8 0iAF “ AR 1S SE N fa B R A
207 VB E AR AR R 202 T OB E A AT IR R 2 b 7,
“HERREINARERRERZ /DT 7. Prami HSRA Likert 7 sitt7r, JEHEM 1K
“HEFAR” B 7 ARER AR, BB RO T B R R . R R AE AR
FHH o RECH 0.93.

FRIF RN E S 73—, RN AT RER TR 55, 2008), fE4
WrrcH, HWERK o ZECN 0.72.

FULAFE M E S AT 3 —FF, RAZGE w5t % B3R (Griffin et al., 1992). 7EA
W, HEERR o RECN 0.76,

EREMPNES TR 3 —F, BEHESRHTIIT 2 FriiE 444k B 28 E % (Golec de
Zavala et al., 2009) 1 XChi. EARWFTTH, BEEEMN o ZECN 0.84,

423 ffzRiEiE

B0, B bR E R g i 5 7R X 4% 0] 57 & I E N NS R R 2, ARG E RO T
MHCAAG X S 5% . 7 EdERZI, S EFLFEHEG T H SN, £k, 2
HEREENDEER, R 58 p 25 3R 3N B 3. BEJa, XTATA MG T
B AN gmis, FERERTCA M. BEHATSR T .
4.2.4 GitHE

K H SPSS21.0 JH: PROCESS #6171t o, Gt rvkid MR Gt Mo AEA
t A0S A5 BIH T
43 GRS
431 BT ERMEUEXNBMMERIE

TERS I AT 7 MR 2 /T, 1 5% B AR B R A RO AT RS 56 o SRSTFEAS t G
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WIS R BN, ETe T U X 2 55 1 R G BUEA1 7K F-(M = 6.22, SD = 0.88),
2 = TR R DU X 2 5 38 10 R G0 PRI 7K (M = 5.73, SD = 1.14), t(139) = 2.84,
p=0.005d=0.48. b, MHELTFWILEIERIUX WS 5%, B RMHX S5 &
FIMBEE NGRS A4 AR A E A E (WK 4.4.1). XRY], KR EEE
IR E SURA B

441 ATERECE AR t RINER

) AL (n = 70) WALAE R (n = 71)

A5 B i t p d
M SD M SD

BN G e 6.23 1.19 5.72 1.12 261 .010 .44

HEARA 6.11 1.39 5.59 1.20 239 .018 .40

P NN 6.31 1.12 5.68 1.09 342 001 58

HARHE 6.33 1.07 5.62 1.15 378 .000 .64

4.3.2 ARG FEX ST

X AR BT RIR G AR DG AT, 45 IR WIER 4.4.2 R . RG-S 44 B AR AE
ANEF(r=0.03, p=0.70), MHEFEFRF=0.21, p=0.013). FAEHKE (r=-0.24, p = 0.004)
HEEK AT EEEZEMK. 575, RGBS T 75K (r = 0.29, p = .000) M ST (r =
0.29, p = 0.001 )R 2 B3 IEAHC. {Hag, BT F KM ITEHF R IHEA R E(r = 0.04, p =
0.66). IXLLLE R G HUH 5, FFE AT RS BT TR S5 AR (IRUAEBE 55, 2004).

+ 4.42 UL ERHARG T SEX (0 = 141)

A M SD 1 2 3 4
1. R 50 50 -
2. BIpdK 4.43 .66 29" -
3. THEAR 2.99 82 29”7 .04 -
4. RS 4.65 .88 .03 21" —.24" -

H:a RGBSR, Mkl T SRR DU IX #9mD 0 0, 21T Ak T1db A sCiCH X 35 4mid oy 1;
"p<.05, "p <.01, ™p < .001.

4.3.3 HITHNEFNIRBEIEIE

5PWEoT 3 —KE, FME A/ 2R ) — SRS I AR (R B, 548, 2014a), @i 4 A
VAT FERS FEAT XUE AP AR AT IZ O 06 . Horh, B ER RGEM, WA TN A&
R T RATARAE, FABERERED. N TSR EEW, S EAEN TN R
Zd FRUEAL AL B . A% IR Hayes (2018, p.107)IEIL, A5 FH BEM S5 f7- b~ 45 24 ARG 36
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fr9ell: 2808 530 Bootstrap ¥:(JlEL 5000 ANFEAS) R SAR RIS TR . [ 5347 1 25 R 2%
443 fimn. *

MERHE I, HARTEHE L, RGBT FR I SR A 22 (B = 0.06, t = 0.38,
p=0.70), HWK, {EJ7FE 2 RJTHE 3 1, RGEM e B IE MR T #5R(B = 0.39, t =
3.63, p < 0.001)M TTFIH (B = 0.47 t = 3.54, p < 0.001). /S /ETTHE 4 1, BRF>K(B =0.27,
t=2.42, p=0.017)MTfEJHH (B = -0.28, t = -3.07, p = 0.003)#VHE T & M K H A%, T R SE
R T2 (5 R B4R 1 A% (B = 0.08, t = 0.53, p = 0.60). X 7 B Rk 7 SR AN 34 A1 81 5] I 78
MTE RGBS S B AR R AT R AR B IR O AR, KRG RE IR
i “ RGBT TR AR B A C RGN — TR — SR A XA IR AT
N IR AL E XN

% 4.4.3 RGRHEIER B ITEHITNE B AR EI S

Tite A A HA R R? B SE t 95%ClI
Tl £EEE RGBSy .00 .06 15 .38 [-.24, .35]
JiRE 2 RN RGBS .09 .39 A1 3.637" [.18, .60]
JifE 3 SRR RGBSy .08 A7 13 3.54™ [.21,.73]

RGN .08 16 53 [-.22, .39]
JifE 4 N SN FRF K A1 27 A1 242" [.05, .50]

TUEIHE -.28 .09 -3.077"  [-.46,-.10]

¥E: "p<.05 "p<.01, "p<.001.

k2K 1] PROCESS #fi (171 4; Hayes, 2018) K1/ RS oM R L, FRIF 75 5R1E R G
13 5 B B 2R T R AR AE AL R (B2 8RBy 0.1, F 95% E {5 [X 8] 9[0.01, 0.23]; 1fii
TEVARTE RGeS 4R 1A [ 708 2 TR AR Fm oA (9 TR1H22 20084 29-0.13, F: 95% 8 15 [X [A] [-0.27,
—0.03]; el FIAMERNAE -0.03, H 95%E(E X [H2H[-0.19, 0.14]. AI UL, PANMAMERNAE
MITFSAHR, FPE HAHSRIE MG (Rt BARIZ PR IAT IR A B AR AR R, (ELR ) )2
BN HIANRZE . b, RGBS B 3 R BN AE 4 0.08 (t = 0.53, p = 0.60), H 95%
BEXEA[-0.22, 0.39]. XULBAEARF LA, R Rl AT R A AR SR B
ARFEA R, AH TR 2 R A R AR I AN A R, PR ELAEARTE BT LA R G ] AR A
H AR RS FEAN 3

TR, R, ERE . SZEE XL A A R I S AN AT A A R,
B, AWTRE T3 —F, REIT AR DR R LS
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4.4 g

THRA 4 8 BARSEIE R, 575 3 R MG REIEMER—8, RGP
AR 7SR ST AR AN R AR ST s AR F A, DRGSR TR AR . HiH, &
G U E I AR T SR AR B AR B RS IR [, RN T R8RSR
VI 1 L =TS A TR B YN = A G o T i T2 0 ) S BN s e = 175 P e Y N E RN
SO 2 AR 1), BEAMA BT R0 3 (1 B AR, O AN BURF R GE ) S AT A RSPtk s, 1X
e AT N . XEWE, RGBhEmEE RO EIEI & “ &
G — BT TR~ SR B AR A RSB — DT R — SR AR 3X SR BN AR S R I
ITHAT . DRI, X 2R IFAT TR B AR R R8ORE R BeAAAE BAHHRIE B 0L, BITLL, M S/
RN TT T an ], SR HHR T 1K R 2% HEAT A B AR BN B R BAK N . TEFIRFL 4 1, BT
A AR BB KN, R RS AN B3 . R, RGBT SR B AR B
BN, R R GRS R H AR SR AN R

TEERENE, BATIR 4 181 AR BT I0E T KRGS #7755k STE A
MIEEI, F B NASCAT R AT DU AR ER A T PRSI, (A8 AR SEI0 ¥k fig
HH R SR BTN R 2 #EE . AR AT A (Dunning, 2008, 2012)f¢RK A5, HARSLIEA R By E T
WLELPERTE 7T (observational study), AN B SLES, UMW FRE L B R SL & F . By
W IEVERT FE 2 tHE T AT R MR FE 0T G55 ie 20 Ab R ZHFI R HR A 2611 N o ST, 7L A
RRR b, AT FR TGRSR T, K E AR S8 “ BEALI” B “BLBEALIY
(as-if random) 73 Iic. B& % 7E — 5 % B b HEBR eh A% G 00 5 M Wi 70 ob T BE AEAE I 1 RO B
(self-selection) FT s KRG . 1H5E, WIRAAHHA DAL 4 “PIBENL”, A XFh T
AT RERLE AR ARSI AR dE, JE B RS 2 2GR R TH. TR, 78M T
A AR I B AT AT I S DR 2R I SR 1 1 TR AR R TR AR 2 BT, ARSI TS —
FA] & 48 2L 9206 1 8 32 575 (Dunning, 2012, p.315), J H & H AR ESE . 5265 b,
B YT 70 (R, 2017)IN 0y, R BERERA S IS E)_E (055 5 IS I HERR TC R A B i T4, B
2P BEER A S T DU R, i HLAR B SR IS B 7T AR T USSR R R OC R

T 4, KRG FHRVENE GRS 5 YRR it 2% 155 HH ) 2 15 5 b T
B BTN, I HFHI 4 B 50 RER e i S AL T SN e IR, DL E —
SEFESE Rl 2 538 2 B2 o AW TR SHZ IR E e SCE AR I R B, FEA
HeET A T AL T N S 5B st S ar b Tk g ER N T RN NS 556 E
2 TSRO R G N, S ELARATT JE B RS A A 2 KO R R R A4
JE AN ORISR TR, X Ul I R R G R E AL SO R . (H 7R B RE
) 2, FEAR AL T T i RGBSR T S 58 R EA v Re 2 K B i & 4 T3 Fh
FAFNR, WRXPES S5 H 2GR IR AL 2 A SO, WMTREHANME, B
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BLES "o FANE TR B — SRR, FE 75 AT REAFAE — SRS 3 (1 5200 X 2 e 8 J e
U 55 S RALRE B ZER? ik, ABTFER T & TR 700 SRR E i db A 55 A 1
Z5FUSL, I TAEEE T FE . REEREREAN SRR R REE, 4R
KRIIXLEE N 222 B 5 6] 5 S IF AN AR U 4518, IR R Hoft & PR AR 2 11
AN TR 2518 W AL AR R SR o

5 FHIR 5 MFFERERB TR

5.1 Wiz BRI

THIFE 5 FIWFFE H A2 R S g02, R 5 SR I BRI AR AR B I &, SRS
SRR it RO S A B AR, DARRZR I Z IR R RO 2R o AR RORIT SO i A AR IO RR e
i RKCP R, HARAR B KT

5.2 iR FAE

THLTC 5 RSk, BRI B NI R KPR T B AR Y oK
BEONER AT,

5.2.1 ARITHR

T IS 25 FH SR AL iR DU X 1Y) 195 44 SR B N AR IS B s in i 2 538 . &R R -8
I (8] A B S IR BRI TC AN 29 L2 5ENEERIG, AT 21H B3HE 166 1y, SKIRZH AN
WM 55 NN 83 4. Ho 724, Lotk 94 4, HEARSEFER N 19.60 % (SD
=1.77).

5.2.2 SLHFRESHMR

HZH5FEFNELRIG, B HRABATRENL B2 SEie 4H 5 0 fE 2 b, S8 5 2 8 AT A (Stanley,
Marsh, & Kay, 2020) i, R EHZIE SRR N LI 2 58 B F kK. fE AR
WEFEH, SRR TT 2 TG V2 A8 FH R I il eS8 AN ) Bk e 75 SR ez il ik (e.g.,
Friesen et al., 2014; Kay et al., 2008; Landau, Kay, & Whitson, 2015; Ma & Kay, 2017).

SKIGA N Z 5 E KB LU SOk ARG T S A LA TR B R N T, L
PR ETEEE AR . RATIAEMAENCIRIZ T RSB, 15 2 £ IR — K
R 2] TEREIN 1T B P ARG R LA ] SRR A pr 2 s i IZ A AR (R R A T AT 4),
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H R R VR A S A H P I A LR BE 7

MEXMANS 5E, AU FOIFRIAMATET EHZIFHS AR .

b5, N T RIRRR R TSR I ERAECR, ABT TR T NG TR E R (MR 4%, 2008)
HH R = AN SRR SR AN A 2 538 (KRR PP 7 SRR, BRI E O “#EAN — MR
TR B AL TR BN A 227, U5 A B A VE T E SR 1 “RRILE E—B
R H L BBEATAE R RIS (KR 6 miitor). Ha, WHRE IR B 7 SLie AL
Z5E M ENLRE, JHHRE TS T EATT S ERINA RIS 5% . N T IRIEFKFF &
RIGBEHPIFBA WD 7 — 2% SUE AR ER AR, AW TCENE T2 5% M EARK, FrH]
BRETWII3. 4 k. EAWITT, ZERN o ZECN0.78,

B, T 2 Frinik 0 SO A B R BRI &2 5 H A B KT fEA
WrFtH, WERN o RECN 0.71.

&, WNE TS 55 MR Fit. ZAFREENDZAE; I HEN0R 5 s
M5 53 KT /N

5.2.3 Zit7k

S SPSS2L0 HATSETH4MHT, Biit Iy RANSLREA thaT.
53 LRG0

5.3.1 FKFF KRB

HRHHATROT TR MRS . Wk 4.5.1 FoR, MOLFEAR t iES R85 R,
R T SR B SRR T SR 1590 (M = 4.56, SD = 0.79) % & & T 5 IR AL R F 75 3R 1530 (M
=4.20, SD = 0.93), t(164) =2.70, p =0.008, d = 0.42. [N, wFkF: TR B S TR S
43(M = 2.76, SD = 0.65) 5% A 5TAEIARAF 70 (M = 2.71, SD = 0.77) Z IRl Z 7 IFA R,
t (164) = 0.48, p = 0.63, d = 0.07. XK, AT FHRIEEI EAG KW, HHEHA
S ST A A

* 451 BHFERBHASHBANKFER. REARESHN

SR SIS RN ZH ) n M SD t p d
T R SR SA 83 4.56 79

P R 2.70 .008 42
o U 2 83 4.20 93
T R SR SA 83 2.76 65

THTIH 48 634 .07
Hof 1 2 83 2.71 77
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5.32 BFERMNEFB TR

TERRORRR 7 75 R BIRINE R G, Heds ) SEgn 4 S50 R 2H 1) Sk B 2 22 el AT R e o
R A52 R, MOLFEAR tEIR M4 R, ST SR A SRR B KT (M = 4.52, SD
= 0.60) 52 = T X B2 A B 4K [ 2K (M = 4.28, SD = 0.73), t (164) = 2.30, p =0.02, d = 0.36.
XFRE, BRI TSR AR B S AR I AR A KT, MR R SEAR B K- Bl R T 7 R
Mg . Bk, X SCRE T AR AR B
%452 BHFERBNESHREANERETERHF

R SRR n M SD t p d
R 7R JE B4 83 452 60
£ UNERIN 2.30 .023 .36
of 1 21 83 4.28 73
5.4 it

THIFC 5 IR TG BT SR I AT 90 1R FP 7 SR SRR B AR 5 RO, =R R R 1
SR B RE S 2 BN AR SRR B RUKCE, XS0RE T AT SR R, ke R R
JA B AR TR 7 3K AT R SR VAL TR R 26 R AT (0 Fh A B AR 2 TR I ANAF AE IR I
BT TS MSLIRTER, AT LR 5 R S AR H AR 18] A PR RS R AL I - 458 Tk
T4 ARSI MIEE R, ATUAYCN “ KRG — Bk f R~ SRR B Xk ie AR R
B HIPRIRSR R AR RROL I o BE— DS & THEIT 3 1A BRI R, BiA 70 B d ] DA
HE, RGUBM S RE U5 I PR R RO — FR A AR R I AL (AL S AR AR B 22

6 33 6 RIEVARTEAFBTHIZ M

6.1 #3BERY

THEIT 6 HIETT H R S sc g6k, @i DT B RERAVRIER AR B AR &, SR AR
B SRV PR S B AR, DARR7R I Z R R R O 2R o HAR RO SO i AR 1 54
VAR AT, FLARAAR KT A

6.2 R FE

THEIC 6 KA SKIE, BARKI B oy R KPR ALl it EH AR RN ST A,
A EONER A,
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6.2.1 MARITR

TEBT P MR A ), I W28 ) 357 S R 5, 3R S TR A DO IX (1) 247
AR ES IR . ZHRERATORL. B G a) i 5 B 2 MR 1K 66 05 )
I 249 B 208 181 4 Horh 531 108 44, it 73 44, AT 4476 0 21.31 % (SD = 1.88).

622 LT SHK

NS H5EPENERG, H KA L BB S ST S S ST A S sh A,
SR 5 5 IR S 9T (e.g.,Coombs & Holladay, 2006; Coombs, Holladay, & Claeys, 2016) 1% L
0, R B AT 55 KRS 5 38 5 AU RS SR RIKF o SCFA R AR 5 e
B AR PG LT 195 1), A AR MR B 22 S0 18] K& B 8] 4GB AR VPG . BARIR RS
PSR T, NIRRT .

TR s : “HeT REHFERE. e, kAR FETEZ N L8
Jeb i A B W AR HEAT T B . W IR A BNy, R IR GBS BB 43 0 AL BT 47
TEHEZ AL, HNEEAKE, 45 E & RBURHTTHIVE 9 530 L AR S 1A A ot AEBCR
PR Bgb T Ab T e E NPTl e 2 (45 2k o DT P TTHRE - B, XX
PG A R EVR AR RAIRE I — IR B RFE LS, IEPAS H LIk, e 5 SRRV 5T DL AL
P2 A B I 7 UM B 45 2k T 45 3R IE G T BRI R, (HUERTT &, IR BAH UK E NI
By YRR AR AT H BT AR AL Ui st . H 2002 A1 2003 4F (R SR LK, HiE
RN RE TS E] TR AR

mETEEHRE A T OREREARGE . YFE, SR RIEMS IRV 2 N X
T AR PEAE R BT T /B A ARZ P E B, VORI KB AAD R E, BUN
FHIER T TE N5 RINIA LA S IR TR 2, VF 2 @ IR, DAEEIR KFERE |
ik E A RJCHZ A NRATH TS ERA . =R WS TTHERE -2, Hretfif
RIEGEFrE I A, RE 21 BAR R (B FRER R) ) 2B A HIE KL 1 [F)
WRFEH TEZ R AU, SkEIEIM A HN 25 UIR BRI 51 FHEA A 1ER
R —a)ah, oI, AR ERR LA, WEIERE, ARG, XX,
HRWAT LU ST E g, A fE ek

FEF 58 EIR SR G, 25 E SR BT L A)E TS T WA BT B S i S A
EE IXFES 5 1 BE U] DR RIS AT 2 S A SRR AR (G, B IR A
be] 7R S 5 R R A, FRHERR S T IRER e A nZiE EIR ST MR 2 5. N
T RIS ST I R 3R R, BEEIE  2 5 A B SO RS I TR A R KE, B
HERS T3, 4. 5 —F, ZEREARVPITTE o RECH 0.80. A 1 IRIEITFIH R #
PIEEA W B ) — %7 /oK AE, g T 255 MR RAKT, THERS T
5 —Ff.
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e, R FRIE 2 FrSul i) SRR B R E R RN E S 5% 18R B UK. fEA
o, EERR o RECN 0.77,

G, ENE TS 55NN TR RBEEENOEA R, IF LG 58 8
2538 KT /INEREL AL 2T o

6.2.3 FitHE

TR SPSS21.0 HHT e 0T, Geit Iy vt B s REAS ¢ Kol
6.3 ERE DR

6.3.1 SREVARRVHRNELE

YT SR AR R A BRI . W 4.6.1 R, MOLFEA t RIS IS R,
B TR R B SR IH R (M = 3.29, SD = 0.66) &2 i T 51 AE A RS Sh4L i 5 4E
HE 5 (M = 2.71, SD = 0.72), t(179) =5.67, p<0.001,d=0.85. [EiNf, EoifEIAKEEh4H
HIRR Y 75 K195 (M = 4.44, SD = 0.87)51KTi4F 0 8 sh4H #6775 k1553 (M = 4.37, SD =
0.79)ZFIHAEZE, t(179) = 0.56, p = 0.58, d = 0.08. iX L, TT/T I HHRMN A R,
I B EFHFARIRRT F 3K o
* 461 BREREAERBHAKFER. REARESHT

A SIS TR AL n M SD t p d
AR AR R s A 81 3.29 66

FATIAM 5.67 .000 85
(S s SISy EEEE 100 2.71 72
AR AR R s A 81 4.44 .87

P R .56 575 .08
RFHTIA A G BhA 100 4.37 79

6.3.2 REVAEMEAFBTRIF M

TERAR ST I R RN Rz S, et i~ AR ST 5 RS shA I A 1 78 2 St AT A
5o 13K 4.6.3 i, BUSLFEA tRr 3 45 AR W, & DA U DR Bh 4 AR 44 B 28K T (M = 4.36,
SD = 0.76) & F K T 5T AR AP J5 sh AL i AR 4R B 287K ~F-(M = 4.68, SD = 0.70), t(179) =2.94,p
=0.004, d = 0.44. XK, TTEIAF GEGL 2 5720 AMA R AR B UK, AMEIEAE B 2K
P B R EEANBUT R A ST IAB K 3 I B . BRIk, X SCRE T A AR .

#4.63 BRETEEBNANEFETERHN

g LA RN AL n M SD t p d
ARV R JE shd 81 4.36 76
LA UNERIN 2.94 .004 A4

RSV A Bh 100 4.68 .70
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6.4 it

THEFC 6 I 1B LIV T ST IA R X 44k B AR R« 5 ORI, ST AR
S JE B RS i PR AR ISR B K, X SCRE T ARSI . FIRT, S R SHEIA
BRI JE 3l SR T SR B, T SRR 7 75 5K, DR 2% 9047 1 TR BR AR TRD AN AR AE
RVE. BT 6 BRItk i, v AU STAE VAR 5 AR A B 2 TR (1 BRSO R AR AL I o 4
GFIE 4 BRI R, WK “ KRG — SHTEAFE S48 77 X —&h A e
TR (A R SR G R AR AL I o 3 — D25 G 09T 3 B R EE M A IR, A EAs 1
B DAHE, R GBI SCRENS I I 57 AR VA PRX — rho AR BT A m) s SR AR H AR

K FH S5 PR SR 85 ¥ TH(Spencer et al., 2005), FHFFL 4. FHEFL 5 AIFHEFL 6 iIBDALE T
“RG B~ BT TR AR BT A RGN — SRR SR B AR X PSRRI
PRAT 2 rhAR B[R] PR R SR SG 3R o X AT 90 AR (AT 8 45 SR AN 5 5% F ) o VA 2k 10 1A
F 3 SR —E, EERE T A SR R G S B AN HAT SR A,
H HIEE— P AESE T AR B rh AR & 2 [ R SR OG &R
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M= REBFEHERBTIR AR FH

WHFE il 4 AT ot EERAE A SO I R GBI AR AR R FF AT X
SRR, BT =t — D I R T BEAEAE AL TR 25 A F DU R IR R 46 SOA
P EIe A . 534, BT EAETS RS EE SMBUFEERETIIRR, TR
i[RI 25 50X SUAR SCAS B 15 BAT 5 R U B TSR ALY 52 R e B 52 Lo BEATL A AN 1T ELAEE
SR H S I AR AR R 7 A

7 FHR 7 RERMEEEBTIENE: FETRBR M RE

71 ARENSRIE

THITC T WEFE H IR, 4REE0L 2020 SERTH “Hdifi R 7 NS, B S RE
R — 2025 58 A GBI R SR A B 7 R A SR AR B R WAL, AS 98 ASAIT 70 P $72 1 (0 47 X0
AR S AL SR A o BeAh, IS G SR B N 0% B RAG IR, DL R G2
AT M BURE AT

BARMOT R BOR . RGEREET “ RGBIH—~ 7 f R~ LB B A« KRG
— SRR —~ SRR B IX PSR RNAH S I RAT TR B AR AR AR E s HOX SR BR AR A
PRI R THEGE ST .. W “RGEEMH—~TRFFR R~ RAE AR KRR,
AT R R A AE A R R BAS T, BT B A FARBE. X T “ RSB — TR R~ £
B RXFBAE, ARG EESACFEURN , RGP R8BI DRI PR fm fE e B4k B
B, MH ARG EEE ST RGN, RGBMEE DT ISR AR B 2 7N R S o

7.2 MRFAE

721 RITR

TE T e e R R I IR JE Ik P 45 [0 5 B 6 Rk il A5, JLHZE T 738 4 5H S INAE. &
SRR A SERIIN 6 4 17) 2 LA S 2 I 1] 1o 4 sl 2 RS DA BT 30 M 36 i, A1 314 A
5 702 1, FHRCEN 95.12%. Fo b 514 363 44, ik 339 4, PR N 29.50 ¥ (SD = 8.62).

722 HARIA

RGBW . BRF TR TUEEE. EEEEMNE, 57073 M. AR, X
BRI o REMIN 086, 0.73, 0.82. 0.83.

RAGHEESMNE, KRRS04 B4k &R (System Justification Sacle; Kay & Jost, 2003).
ZERBMEN AN FHERAAEME. G5, AR, G 8EME, flaw “HE
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BURRRBEERAER . B4 7, “rh EH 2 T EA R E # (R i) 7. B o E 3
KH Likert 7 sithsr, VG 1 FRRx “SERAFE” 27 RoR “HRFER". RGE7ICT
B, 2Bl E R ARG A G SR . ENEMAEHZEREE RIFNEE®
W, FKE, WI/NE, RFE L, ZEEE, 2016). TEAWIRH, LEERM o RECH 0.89.

EURHSAT I, % BT A (Grimmelikhuijsen, De Vries, & Zijlstra, 2018)#F 5 4 4w 1
AU 2H 2 {5 4T 8 3% (Citizen Trust in Government Organizations’ scale; Grimmelikhuijsen
& Knies, 2017)ff1 9 TiHEATER. ZERILAE =AYER, 2500 & MAXT BUR IRE
(competence). 3% (benevolence) M1 52 (integrity) I TEA, R NEEESAE 3ANIHE, Hilhn “E
WA BHEAT 7 B SIRAE” (/1) “BURNFLIIGO RAMIAEAL, A2 R E & B~ (%
) UM RAGEIIRM T (WSE). BT R m R s K, AR R T
PEAR RN b, BRARG SR A SR AL S HBUR S AT . BT T H 3R A Likert 5
Mgy, JEEM 1 RR “SEAARRIR B 5 Ron “EAeRR”. BEASHICEIE, 25
i AR AR BUR B AT KB R o ZEARHT ST, RAT H R BUR B AR R R o RECH
0.97; RAXHHAL IS HBUR B R R R o RECH 0.98.

WS RGEME, EHRYE B2 2 MMt S mamrImAEE, Bk
N RY SRR B T R FH B ANEON S I R 7 DL R BB HBURTAE P 2
MHE R T HE R AEN S, kS 5HHIMNX A TE K SRR, BRA
Likert 7 siit4), JEHIM 1 2R “ERAAE" 3 7 FoR “ERE". 01— @5 0m R
AMEEERT CEOTHREE” B S RAG AR, TS — ARk s AR AN “ BURFI R
RV & RAB KR

7.2.3 MREEE

T, K b R S S A I 45 1) 35 5 rh RV g IR R B, SR 1 4 -t
TR S 5%, BT EREBRZSN, SE5FEFEREXRT ASWY. Fik. ZHE
TR S N5, FEIGUR) 78 B2 B 4 3R A5 N AT B2l . BB, 0T ) 36347 6 [ A
i, FERIR TS . G AT 4T -

7.2.4 itk
K SPSS21.0 2 H: PROCESS Mt AT Gt 40T, Goit Iridsdh Rk Goit . #2651l
. A AMOSL7.0 34735 [ 7 il 2 A 36 .
13 RS540
7.3.1 #EFERERNTH SR
H TSR o) R A R RO, ARARAR S @ (A s, ear g, 2004), AW T E SR E
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Iy SR e 44 1 2 LR 0 T H B e k93 R 7 5, R D TN 3R R 7 i 22 1 L T 3E 145
il fEdEESE R G, KA Harman DR A 36 7 i AT L [R5 i 224 06 . X AT S P 5
SRMZ ORI AR B AT I AT R e IR R & 0 A, iR doR, 384T 10 4
FAEERT 1M, B — AT IO REMRE ST 2210 24.28%, /N1 40%(1 I - bnitt . 1k
b, WEFCIE LR T TR E AR S B R CRA a5 0L, S8R EIR, TR AR
ST R, R, AR TSRS 200 22 96 A ™

7.3.2 ARG FNHE XD

XFAHIT T %0 (A R HEAT MR e T E A G BT, AR INER 4.7.1 o
% 471 BUTRIHIRGET SH%X (0 =702)

AR M  SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. RGN 568 119 -
2. BFER 431 67 327 -
3. THEIAR 313 .87 147 .05 -
4. AR 431 1.00 08" 197" —45™ -
5. AG&EES 470 138 -06 08" —-637 607 -
6. thkEUNEE 400 105 —o06" 07f -617" 637 757 -
7. MMIEUMFEAE S 250 119 -08° —08° 5777 427 5677 49 -
8. MUy RIE 243 163 08 06 06 237 02 09" 13" -
0. BUMBIRERE 479 191 187 107 4077 —177T —3977 —20™ 48" 167

7 'p<.10,"p < .05, "p<.01, "p <.00L

YRS BNBMEAT . KIgHE, AR TRREABIAT, 255 KRG BN
(M=5.68,SD=1.19; 7 £iit7) BFFERM=4.31, SD = 0.67; 6 Ait7) EAE (M = 4.31,
SD =1.00; 6 fiit4}). RG-S H E & (M =4.70, SD = 1.38; 7 it 0) b e RS 4L (M = 4.00
SD =1.05;: 5 riitsr)#BAb T-4axtK-F Eraya#, msi4E )= (M = 3.13, SD = 0.87; 5 siit
AR AL T 20t AP [BVE o AHEE 2N, 22 538 I 7 BUM B AR AL T A BRI KT (M =
2.50, SD = 1.19; 5 s it 43) . Ak, B Beag RAB AL THULK (M = 2.43, SD = 1.63; 7 £iit43),
T BUR IR A AL T 7K T (M = 4.79, SD = 1.91; 7 sit43).

RIEESZEZIMHRER . RGBT M 587 K(r = 0.32, p < 0.001). FiEH
l(r=0.14, p < 0.001). £E4&H7%(r = 0.08, p = 0.04). L4HBUMEF(r = -0.08, p = 0.04). “¥k
JrHEEE” 1% E RA5(0.08, p=0.03).  “BUMHIR” 1 F K15 (0.18, p < 0.001)# £ B EAHK, H
S5 RGEHESTIMIIEARE(r=-0.06, p=0.11). EEEESHSHKFFEREr=0.19,p<
0.001). TfEJHME(r =-0.45,p<0.001). RGEEEEE(r=0.60,p<0.001). 1 HBEUFEAE(r
= 0.63, p < 0.001). 4HIBUFE4E(r = 0.42, p < 0.001). “H#E” 5 HfE(r =023, p <
0.001). “EUMFMITR " ¥ 5 KA5(r = -0.17, p < 0.00)#P L B E K. BFFHRDHE R4 &
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{52 (r=0.08, p=0.04). FREIFEIE(r=0.07, p=0.06). LHEUF{E/F(r = -0.08, p = 0.04)
2R ERIAGEE MK, 5 5EHF AR IHFA R E(r = 0.05 p=0.20). Ak, Ti(EH
K95 R A5 S (r = -0.63, p< 0.001). 1 REUFFEAT(r = -0.61, p < 0.001). 4 HLBUH
f54E(r =—0.57, p < 0.001) £ & 2 T Al %

AW, AT REGHEGES . PREUFEERX =N EAEAR T 587 7 KA 5
AR VA DRI 5 A8 B AT AU AR DG KR R, TR 7 BURFS AT I A 9696 2 A5 B AR [R] g b
I H 2 G B 5. 2 A7 1) TR0 B AR s S M BURF B A o PRI, R GEBUM T 0 T7 BURHE AT
s S LA [F] T HAh X JUANME & WEHAC L, S5 B2 Mol A% e 7 BUR S 4T

7.3.3 FTNEPNMREILL

FFHEIT 3 —FE, TP 308 1 — RS S0 R FE IR IBE, 3248, 2014a), @i 4 4N
VA7 REXT FEAT W E A RGEATIZb R 5. b, AR RGN, BT TR AR
T T RFTEIAN, FAARRERAR. A TIEEREEN, SRR #RA
LA AREALALBE . 3 4% IR Hayes (2018, p.107)AIEIL, 8 FH B % Bt 1 1467 2508 RS 56
(14EZ %0 E 57 Bootstrap 72 (il HX 5000 MEA) KT EAHRLFAL THE . B/ Hr i 45 R an sk
4.72 firm. °

;

® 472 RGEMFUNERB BRI TRERNMEREFNH

Jite P A HAR R R? B SE t 95%ClI
TRl BV UNEPIN G5B .01 .07 .03 2.05" [.00, .13]
JiRE 2 RN ARG B 10 18 .02 9.03™ [.14, .22]
JiFE 3 THEA RGBSy .02 10 .03 3.84™" [.05, .16]

RGBSy 07 .03 2.46" [.01, .13]
TiE 4 LN SN e 25 27 .05 5.28™" [.17,.37]

TEH -55 04 14257 [-.62,-.47]

*: “p<.05 "p<.001

MERAFT I, ERIELFE L, RGEMRE B35 IE m T &4k B 25(B = 0.07, t = 2.05,
p=0.04), XUl RGN LR RPN RER . Ik, A2 M3, &
S RENS 73 73] 5 3 I R T B Y 5K (B = 0.18, t=9.03, p < 0.001) M5 (£ H[H(B = 0.10, t =
3.84,p<0.001). JEETFE A, RGEMB =0.07,t=2.46,p=0.01). FFFHERB=0.27,
t=5.28, p < 0.001) M Fi 4TI (B = —0.55, t = —14.25., p <0 .001) = F #S A% 5. 35 T4 14 [ 7%
X R BT T RN ST VAR [FI B 78 4 7E R G 54648 5 AR 2 R FRAT R A S R 2
FROLIN s MER Y, R AR “ RGP — T TR SR AR B “ RGN —
TUT AR B4 F AR IX R 26 FFAT tho - AR 1T I 2 U AR A4 1 7

ST AVRIL, WIER AR R E X N AR B S AR A TSR, T
I, AFFFA LI T AR D FRERER. TH.
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T AR BN A T IX R, 33— 2SR F PROCESS #ift (127 4; Hayes, 2018) 1) H1 4
RUSLAYHT o GERRIN, BT 75 SRAE RGBS 844 B 8 2 [ HEbR A 1Y) [B) 42 308248 0.05,
F 95%E {FIX [7]24[0.03, 0.08]; 1 54T HFI7E R G0 BUbl-5 H Ak [ 728 2 (A1 AR Ak (1 T2 350
18 N—-0.06, H: 95%E 15 [X [A] [-0.09, —0.03]; i [ [H] 42 R MiAE —0.01, H: 95% & 155 [X i) N[~
0.05, 0.03]. WL, PAANMAERASAA IFF SAHR, AAETAHRGE GG, Bk, BIRXH%
FAT RN R E D, (BRI BN AN B2 . hAt, RGUED B E R B 2R B B0
B4 0.07(t = 2.46, p = 0.01), H 95% & {5 X 6] 59[0.01, 0.13]. X ULEH, Bk T FKF7HRMTE
IHFIX A A A T2 Ak, RGO AT RS 2l ik HoAth A AR B R e AR AR A

B, AL HES T ARG EE S T RBUTE AR VAR B RSB 5 Re i
T I [FRE (1) AT XCE AR A B AR BT AR R o A SR IR AR AN 72 T M AR A A E S R AR
=R —FE. FASHIINEERINER 47.3 fon, ST 2. 8 3 B LT 5EA BB E R
AR AR T FE— R, WOX BT A FE T DL R

& 4.7.3 RGEMTN ARG SIRER K hREFHEERNFTRNERNERE A

Jite PRI H A 5 R? B SE t 95%ClI
JHftla  REGIEE  RGEEM .00 -07 .04 -1.62 [-.16,.02]
TR lb PRBUREE RS .00 -.06 .03 -1.70 [-.12, .01]
R -01 .04 -.19 [-.08, .06]
FHftda  REGIMEE BITHK 41 23 .06 3.59™" [.10, .35]
SR IHE -101 .05 -21.49™ [-1.10,-.91]
RGBSy -.01 .03 -31 [-.06, .05]
TRt 4b  hRBUMEE BFEEK .38 .16 .05 331" [.07, .26]
TAEIAR 74 04 203177 [-.81,-67]

¥: “p<.05 "p<.001

MFHRT L, ERTE R 1la MG FE 1b 1, RGEMERTGIE R E TN RS A HESB =
-0.07,t=-1.62, p = 0.11)Alrh R EUFF(S4E(B = —0.06, t = —1.70, p = 0.09). H:k, HHEHE 4.7.2
AL, FEJTRE 2 FIJTHE 3 7, RGN RENS J3 n) i 3 TE I\ TR P 75 K (B = 0.18, t=9.03, p <
0.001) I FT4F (B = 0.10, t = 3.84, p < 0.001). EJTFE dah, RSB =-0.01,t=-0.19,
p = 0.85) Lk W3 Wl KRG & B S &, MFF 7K (B = 0.23, t = 3.59, p < 0.001)Fl 57 (F V- (B
=-1.01, t=-21.49, p <0 .001) & fetf 235 Pl R4t & BAE & . KU, 727782 4b ., RS
(B =-0.01, t=-0.31, p = 0.76) Joi% & & T3l -h SR BUR S AT, TIRKFF#5>K(B =0.16,t=3.31,p
= 0.001)FI 5T AEVH KB = —0.74, t = —20.31, p <0 .001) &5 it 5 3 T o R BURS AT o 1X 8 B RE 5
T RN ST VA A (R R RE 65 78 24 R GUB R R 48 4 B & s P R BURHS AT 1 IR 4T TR A AR

. XEWE, RGBT RGBS S REBUSEAER AP S R SRR Sk
57



W+ F45i
DOCTORAL DISSERTATION

EENOE G IPSY I PR

#t— K ] PROCESS #if (174 4; Hayes, 2018) (¥ /v RS0 b R B, P 75 SR AE R 48
35 R 4G B S TR ARARAE AL R A1 BB A 0.04, H: 95%E {5 X 8] 24[0.01, 0.07]; Tfii
TATIHETE RGBS RG0EBE & AR I M BB -0.11, L 95%HE {5 X [A]
N[-0.16, -0.05]; =k ¥ [A]4 A0 NAE A-0.06, H: 95%E (5 [X [A]4[-0.13, -0.00]. UkAk, FREGEE
%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ@@ﬁﬂm@10wp=0%ﬁA%%EEE@ﬁ[MBO%]
HARIEBIEZAKT. XU, RGEEUN R R FHFAT P BN R G A B &R,
H T IX P & A A mﬂﬁﬁmﬁ&.%%ﬁfﬁﬁ%ﬁME% T A RGN R4
HESH SN IFARE .

FAehMH, BT RAE RGBS T RBUE AT Z B AR A [ [ 33086 9 0.03, F
95% & {7 [X [7] 4[0.01, 0.05]; 1 5TAT U K 7E F G g5 o S BURFAE AT 22 [a) AR dE AL 1) Tl B2k
Ri{E H—-0.08, H: 950%E 15 [X [A] N[-0.12, —0.04]; I IF) 32 SiAH 9—0.05, F: 95% & 13 [X [ii]
N[-0.09, -0.00]. MtAh, FRGBU R A B E AT I B4 RN AR A-0.01(t = -0.31, p = 0.76),
FL 95% 15 X [H]24[-0.06, 0.05]. X ULHH, Z G S i 2 AT T/ B AR o U
FEF=HE g2, AR BT IX P 2% TR B AR B RS T TRl AR, PR A AE EARFRIE I oL, L R4
BT H SR BSURF AR AT R RS AN 22

734 BiTHHRNMEELIEUAEFBTARETE)

® 474 BFTHPNUNOITAEFETEAIEELE)

TR (AR A E) TitE A(SEAR AR
T AL
B SE t 95%Cl B SE t 95%Cl
ARG 10 03 38"  [05.15 .10 .03 37777 [.05, .15]
RGEGHES 44 02 2001  [40,.49] 32 .03 11617  [27,.38]
TR 7 K 19 .05 4.09™ [.10, .27]
AEIE -19 .04 434" [-27,-10]
RABM=<RZG & ESE 01 .02 -.56 [-.04,.02] -03 .02 -1.95' [-.07,.00]
TR R <R GG HE & -07 .03 240" [-13,-.01]
TR <R G A A& 15 .02 695 [.10,.19]
R? 37 44
F 137.02"™" 78.65

: n=702; 'p<.10,"p<.05 " p<.001.

FEIRAT T o RO ) — R SR A (T S BB, 5245, 2014b), i PO T7 A2 X A 1
PRI HATIZ bR . Horh, AR RGUE, AT R AR R T SR
TUEAR, W EERRFAGHES, HEERERAD. 7ML Hayes (2018, p.107)/)
TR, A BE NS A T RS 3: J3 1K AR S50 J3 47 Bootstrap v (FliHX 5000 MEA) R
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THE AR G THE . EASI AT Jes 48 T AR S AT rho oAb 3 . AT SE R 4.7.4 T
N BT IIHE 2. JiHE 3 5 BT WU AR S AT IS (AR R R A, WO RRX A
TiFE T LAEHE o

HoEMNRATATNH, 7R 1%, REGEIHB = 0.10, t = 3.80, p < 0.001)F R4 & H(E
(B =0.44,t=20.01, p < 0.001)#FRe B3 M LA AL, (HRFENE RAGHESMZH
TR . 25 TR AR 4K 5 7% (B = —0.01, t = —0.56, p = 0.58). Mk, RIERICMIE 4.7.2 AT WL, 7£
TR 2 FRE 3, RGBS RERS 23 i) 2 I A WO FR Y 75 SR (B = 0.18, t = 9.03, p < 0.001)
ATAEIAK (B = 0.10, t = 3.84, p< 0.001). X, 1EHFE 4 H, RGEMHB=0.10,t=3.77,p<
0.001). RGAH(E&((B =0.32,t=11.61, p<0.001). FF7FHRB =0.19, t = 4.09, p < 0.001)
HOHE S IE R PR B2, 1 ST A R R Bl PO AE AR H 25(B = -0.19, t = —4.34, p <
0.001); [FH, #FHRKERAAHEEMA LB =-0.07, t=-2.40, p = 0.017) LA & 54T 4
K5 A G A S S HI5(B = 0.15, t = 6.95, p < 0.001)#f A8 5 2 Hu FI S5 44 (1 725, 10 RS0
95 F G0 BRAE O I A2 B g 2 I 2 I A4 3 25 (B = —0.03, t = -1.95, p = 0.052) . 7]
W, RGE G SR B F T TR S A BRI R R UL THEAR 5EE B BRLR.

550
= B=.09
E 500 ’
4t — -
4350 A
Bz -29333
400 - /
‘o - R EEES
] 1
o BRHSEGE
3.00 .
1 R =
BEEk

E 471 REABEANKFERSERATXRBHIERCE: “p<.001)

N T R R GG SR RT TR S EA B R, AT R AR, 453
WK 4.7.1. JRGEHE SRR (-1 SD), 775 3K 82 1E 7 Tl 448 5 725 (B = 0.29.,
t=4.85p<0.001); HRGAFERKTEEN (+1 SD), Bk 7R ICH: B2 44 | 25 B
=0.09,t=1.34,p=.18).
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550
= _
B=01
E 5.00 -
i
i = -
450 -
400 - B _39™
350 - L
—-—EEEEEEE
—— HEREEEEE
3.00 : :
i3 an =)

HEHARE

Bl 472 RGABEANREERSEFRETRERMBEHIERCE: " p<.001)

N TR RGEG B E & TR ST A N SRR BRI G R, AT AR, 4R
WNE 4.7.2. M RGA IS SRR (-1 SD), TT4F VA PR 5 2 7 i 444 | 725 (B = —0.39,
t=-7.40, p<0.001); %RGEHECAKPE SN (+1 SD), TR VH EITGIk 22 Fil 4 44 5 2%
(B=0.01,t=0.28, p=.78).

AR IR A R 5 45 (2014b) WL A, RGBS B4 B 28 [RAAAE A A1 1 A 2808,
MU “ RGEBID—FRT FREHRBER” MELEHEEZE T 2a6EEEY, mH“R
G — TEHE SER AR G SAERZ 8 T 255 HE SR .

#E—25 K F PROCESS it b (45 #) 15(Hayes, 2018) 3/ TH6 5, 455 KB, /T FR

XA, IR (index of moderated mediation) 5—0.013, 95% % 15 [X 8] N[-
0.030,-0.001], AEFE 0, Frbl RGEEAG SIS E T 1 RS SRR 75 K Sk
H AR RN I B, 24 R GG BE & KFRAR(-1 SD)I , JEARHEAL (1 [ #2248 0.052,
959%[K] B {5 [X 7] 4[0.023, 0.089]; 1M 24 7 48 & BEAE & MK T4 i (+1 SD)YI, ARk Ak i 1) 12
NN 0.015, 9591 B 15 [X 18] N[-0.008, 0.036]. MAt, 7ETHEHRIXEMELE, HETH
A EECN 0.015, 95%E (5 X[ 9[0.007, 0.025], AMLHE 0, Frbh RS0 & HE &5 234 1
T ARG BYHET TR R SR AR R AN . IFH, MRS EEE S AP EIR (L
SD)Y, JEFRHEALIF A HERLN 9-0.040, 95%[H) E {5 [X 8] 9[-0.065, -0.018]; Ifi 4 RS HHE
SAKCPE S (+1 SD)IT,  AEFRAEAL TR HE2RLR 0 0.002, 95%f B {7 X 8] 9 [-0.009, 0.012] .

7.35 HFTHHHPNMRELE (AP REFEEARLE)
5 B —FE,  FE AT IR o RN — R R AR Gl SR, 4R, 2014b), JEREPY
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IR PR T E R . K, BRERRGEN, WAIFTHR AR
FERRFP T SR STAEIHR, TR 2 R G HE S, R R REBUGELE. 735ME I Hayes
(2018, p.107)HUEIL, A I RE GG Ly - i R ARG A6 ) i AR S K 20 Bootstrap i (4il HI
5000 MEAR)R AT FEA RIS THE . FEAR IS AT SEHS 2 A T A AT DA AL 2R . BT S
RUNK 475 fion. BT 2. TR 3 5 LIHIIFAT WU AL 43 47 I PRI RH S 7 B2 — 4
HUR RIIZ A TTRE T LA o

* 475 BFHHPN YN (APREAEEAEEE)

JiR8 1(h RBUREAE) Jit8 4(h REBUMEAT)
TR AL 5
B SE t 95%ClI B SE t 95%ClI
ARGy -02 .02 -073 [-.06,.03] .02 .02 92 [-.02, .06]
REGHGES 57 02 2998  [53,.61] 42 .02 18377 [.38,.47]
TR 7 K 04 .04 1.19 [-.03,.12]
T -27 04 760" [-34,-.20]
RGN =<RAHHEES 01 .02 75 [-.02,.04] -01 .01 -73 [-.04, .02]
BT T sR=<R G A E S -09 .03 3577 [-14,-.04]
THTIE <R G A M5 & 16 .02 899 [.12, 19]
R? 57 .65
F 308.95" 182.89"

: n=702; " p<.001.

HHEMERATS AL, FEHFE L, RAEGE(E&(B =0.57,1=29.98, p < 0.001)f8 &%
TR b RS, (H RSB =-0.02, t=-0.73, p = 0.46) X R A BN 5 RS S HAE &I
ZZHIA(B = 0.01, t = 0.75, p = 0.45) &\ Jo ik i 2 Tl v R BURHE AT . ok, ARIERTCR 4.7.2,
TEFTHE 2 T2 3 W, RGBS 43 ) 235 1F 1A P Bk /77 75 =R (B = 0.18, t = 9.03, p < 0.001)
M (B = 0.10, t = 3.84, p < 0.001). FFiK, fET7HE 4 Hh, KRG &#{E5(B =042, t = 18.37,
p < 0.001)RE 23 IF [A) TN HH SR BURFAS AT, STAT VAR B8 2 2 6 i) 5000 Hh S iBURF (5 41(B = -0.27,
t=-7.60, p < 0.001), ifi &% EMHB =0.02,t=0.92, p=0.36). #FHKB=0.04,1t=1.19,p=
0.23) JoiE 34 TN RBUMHEAT; FIBT, BFHRE RAAHESNL B =-0.09, t=—
3.57, p < 0.001) LA & SHAE VAR 5 R4 & 35 & 1A BLI(B = 0.16, t = 8.99, p < 0.001)fE & 3 1
TR S BOREAE, T RGBS RS A FE & A BTGV . 2 1 Pl o R BOREAE(B =
-0.01,t=-0.73,p=0.47). HILAT I, REEHAS GRS BE [T RS P RBUFE(E
(196 & A K StAE A B S o R BUR B AR R R

N TR RS GG S WA RT F RS P RBUFEERCR, EHATH AR,
ZERINE 473, HARGEIESKCTBARN (-1 SD), 5 7 K 52 1 1 Tl - SR BUR (51
(B=0.17,t=3.44,p <0.001); HRAEEIE R TR AN (+1 SD), FR/F7ERICIE R ZE T
h R 5 4E(B = ~0.08, t = -1.48, p = 0.14).
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5.00
— B=-08
=H = —n
E 4501
=
8o
=3
400 -
B=17"
350 - Gfﬁﬂrﬂﬂaﬂéf#”ﬂf#ﬂﬂﬁ
300 - -5 EEEEES
—-— HEHFEEE
250 . .
1[i3 H =)
BRFEK

473 RGABESNBEERShREFHMEEXRMNIFTHIERACE: "p<.001)

N TR R GG BE S WA ST IR S R BUR BRI R, TR SRR,
ZORWE 4.7.4, HARGEBESACTHEARK (-1 SD), TIP3 5 F N o R BURG S 4
(B=-0.48,t=-11.19, p< 0.001); HRF LIS LA PR EN (+1 SD), FTTEIHRFETCIL R E T
b R EURFEAE(B = —0.06, t = -1.31, p = .19).

5.00
— B=-06
b = -
E 4501
&
£
oy
400 -
350
B — _-48333
3.00 s
- SR ESEES
- REHEEES
250 . :
1% ) =
H=HHHEA

E 4.7.4 ZEEARESWNRETES PREMFEEXFOFHIEMRCE: T p<.001)
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AR A T RS BB AN 2 45 (2014b) W 1, R GUBND -5 R R BURHAS AT 2 [RAZTE A 15 (1 A
RURL, AT RSB —FR T 75 K — T RBURHE AR "I J5 F B AR 2 B T RS E S SR,
i B “ RSB — FATIHE - RBUFEE” )5 RS2 3 T RG-S HE S,

HE—25 K Fil PROCESS #1157 15(Hayes, 2018)HH/T k4%, 45 R AL B, ERF TR
X L, TR FE50N-0.016, 95% B {5 [X ] [-0.032, -0.005], ANLHE 0, LA
ROEHE SR ZE R T REBUME I FEP 7 K0 h R BUE AR RN 5 H, 4
RAEHEZMACFEAR (-1 SD)RT, AEFRAELL I 32208 9 0.030, 95%H) # 15 [X [6] 4[0.006,
0.061]; M4 ARG SHESHACFE (1 SD)I, JAEbRAELFI A 32 3408 -0.015, 95%f) &
{5 X [A]4[-0.035, 0.001] -

AN, FETHRIAPRIX 25 B8 4% b, AT 48408 0.016, 95%E {5 [X ] /9[0.008, 0.026],
AELFE 0, FTLA RS0 G BRGS0 S0 B W T RGBS 5TV RN AR SR BURFS AT IR )2
R HH, JARGEIESHKTER(L SD), IEtruEfk a8 2% 8-0.050, 95%ff
B SIX [8]29[-0.079, -0.023]; 14 R4t & B & HI/K PR =i (+1 SD)RT, AEFRAEAL A IR 322808
9-0.005, 95%F & (5 [X [A]24[-0.014, 0.002].

7.4 g

THEFT 7 LA “HOE R A N S, i H G R EE R T RGBT AR 5 2R
FoAts— e S AR T A HFAT U rp AR R A TR 2 A, TS RO AS SR Y ) B AR s A Y
M T SCE, BARWUR: He, MRATTRIL, REEM SEEATEREIEMRK, SRS
FHESMRARE, SPRBUFEEEULEEML, SHTBUTEEERE IR, X
VIR LR S R X . AR HTE KDL, SHERR SEREER. REEHES.
REFFEAE HOTBURFEAEA R R E G P FRRSEEAT. RAGEHESU AR
BURMBAER =R RH 2 535 B 4 534 IR, TS BUFEER R k. XE
W, RGEEES. TRBUFE A T AEIE N 5 80K B B 00 RIRE L 52 2R STaU
SO BRAh, BT AR R ACT BERERAR FIAR . RBURE AR AT BUR (5 A 535 1k
)TN, TR AR 3 R B ACT W RERER A B . RETEEE S T RBUGFEEMI T
BUMEAE R Bl 7T, RSEEHEGES BEAN. PREFHEERA AR, XX
PIARABL, AR st A ST SRR SR A 25 o

HIK, AR, RGP A RENE S R 75 R STR A PIX A A AR B
EREL, RS RENEET XA A 2SRRI R G0 BAS SR R BUREAE. H, RS
BB R T R R B A RGEE TGS hRBUFEERI SR 1 8, BIAMARTIE
FIEIR R GUEOR, HAR P @R s, M HERAER. RBAGHESUK
HRBURE AR AT BT RS EPNE L SRR A B REEEES. PRI
IRFAB AR AR S A7 A 17, RO P RN PR 2R G SR, FER BN BUR R G ST A PR K
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P, XS HER AR REEHE UL REIFEEAKEA T N . XER
, RGBHEERBAE. REGEES HRBUFE AT R OIALHI P K& R AT
AR, I HIXP S B AR ISR A S, AFAE BRI SO, DASCR G Bl x
EREN. RA GG SR RBURES TR SN A LN, B2 REAAR K. T
BRI, XM B ERE IR B A8, R RAZISE  “T b
Mr” B RN HOMEZE R B (e.g., WRAEME, M348, 2014a; Hayes, 2018, p.117).

B, BTSRRI, RGE HME &0 SR B35 AT R R 7 R A
T YA PR 520 £ A4 5 R ml b SRS AR B AT XU A BR A o R P 75 SROX — B Aok i, 4
RGGPE BN, RGNS T 7 R 84k B AR R BUMHE A R IE RS R 2, Y
RAGHE SR, RSB BRI 55 R0 S 3 AR REBUGEE R IE SN A R .
KU T RAM &, B XS RBUF R A ML T Ao KRG AMEEESRIER . s3I
RIX — sk Ul, MRS A EESEARK, KRG 5353 B e B sl i e BURHS
RN RE, MRGEEE SR AN, RGNS 5T FXHEAR B 2R s BT E
AR G RN AR IR TS EAN T - X I 0 R G A S S S B 22 v R G0 UE L 54T
DRI} £ A 15 788 B SR BURFAE A 11 57808

ST &, AW TS 45 SRS HF 7 ASCATE M I SR OB RS, B R Gt s i B4
AT E RN B Z R ARG GG ST A, REEE H RBURFE T2 A
FAERPAT RGBS 5k B AR (AR F BILH] .
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BRPS HAWL

AR B AT BN AL — Bl e 2 A PR IR O RO AS [ R AR AR & A R PR B AN
TEEE TR 17 T AR LA 78 70 S EANA AT A B B E K. R SRR Bt S X [ KN %
(ERE s AR AR A T 3 e B i L« SR AR RS BEEAT Oy, DR AREAT: BE T RE 4 1T
AN E R B IEARHE . F N Adorno F1 Fromm SR 7 A S i B AR A& LSk 2

WAL, HAMMAT-IERA 780 INR B I EA AR e SBUR S, 24510
BT E R ——AMESRR O, SR BRI SR B G A0S IR K n et B3 1t i [
RN, B A DA ORI (I 705 THR R ORIE FF T Fe SR B 72 S Al A 2R AN
[ PYBIF 2 S B A RO SRR AR D o i, AT E e 5 T IR AR A SR A 5 2
WL L AARE S, SRJEAR S T [ AMIETE & P O R4 B AR B AR A B [ (R A, i T
TR R PEE T T TR T RGBT AR BRI RS, SRS TS BRI, N
KR G TR AT TR ER

1 EFRBTHPERLTERE

1.1 FERAVEFBRER

THEFL 1 BT RR ARSI R 8 T C AT RIS “TPNRE IR A7, ZR A 7z L
HREE T2 E R EHIX 18 5 DL BRI AREAR, B RIFIAEME(E —IL, 2018).
MTFHETE L MISE AT A, fERGE =48 M\ 2007 “E 3 2016 EHJAE LR G a5 HEEE
AAHOCTEbR), TR AR B AR v REAE AR A T sk, REZ B RAFRE N —
2 E A RMEBNR e A 5, JF HREMEA LS A B EAMEE . 48R0 ER, &
H AR A EZS EFH#a%, BAE 2015 4~2016 415G — 1 2 CURg okt
AT BUR FIEATAT . AN, AR AMSFEE. ZHERE. W2 LKNHE — e E
Ry (HEWERITEG. SRk, 28R RIS B KP eI E R SR B KBS & —
B, JUHORFRER . LA RO, MERISEAR B A st T XA ESE
4h— LT 5T (e.g., Marchlewsk et al., 2018, 2019) A& BUAHL . IX 15 BHEEAK 2R fE RIS R
ZHE R ANFE P A T RE I, For R R R e X A o A HE RS SRELEE 77 At )
PERLAERE TINS5 o Bl — TR ORI, AERBUR . EAE ARG, FRA R DR
A AT REE T ARREAIE A R (S5, F&3, 2017), mEitH A R AR LA AR EH

ARG RERE NS . AL FERANE, R AR RS0 R 2R, FIARE
A=A N BRI 5 23 B FE B RURIE R A P D oA N BB B w5k

B, TR RE RO AE N AN W] e A B SRR BT . BAh, SRR E TR
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A AR PR IR, I A 7 b o R AR XA OA RS S vy i R R SRR E
A5 A R B 4 TR 22 T B 45 5 (Cichocka, 2016). 1E 41 Fromm (1964/2010)7 5, SHAHE
WA B — Pl BRI A AR ], R B R R IF HAE—E IR EEN .

52, TR 1 al R T 3 E R AW AR A B 2 m) w] Be I FAMIC, T HAE 7] A IE
B TS . SR b, X RIS E M T R — S 41 Golec de Zavala %5 A (2009)
TR T 0 A Sk o, JUHORAE SRR 2 Sk, AR B AR T REAZYE T & B
JEERARI A4 FERIZR S . iR U, FESRAR T S0, AN A B BT SRR PT RE A2 R A
H%.

1.2 SFEBTHREERSREN

TR 1 BANERBL, 5 E 45 (e.g., Cichocka et al., 2016; Federico & Golec de Zavala,
2018) 45 KA, RAMIEE BBMUE RA GG SRR AKX, ©5BUNFEE
AR . AT, SRR B AR ) 224 R A R T R Gea B E S MBUFEAE, 10
BERAR R B AR LR R A T I BT, T RS E EUE S BURN S AL Rl J LA T 2
TS A Bk . AL, SRR B IRE AR K T RGE FE S HIIANIE AL . XL g5 AN
VLA T | E RAMIER B S REA HE S MBURF AT 1% ILART XA X 3 2, 8 15 B
TEEATMHET REEHEGE S BUFEE A R 2 AN 2 B 518 2 FEMEERL, X
S5 E B EAEL, MATIAA, AR AT AR ) i R A a2 —, HSOAE R
F kA B AL 2 WA ) B E4E R & 43 (e.0., Roccas & Berlin, 2016, p.22), MM &E44 5 28t 1F & —
e 20 B 5L [F] (Golec de Zavala et al., 2009) .

N7 HEEEMAERRERAEREE, TR 2 TR T EARERER, 45
RAS B T 53R I RS R AT ) SRR E R, TR =i AR AT 2 N R A e
17 THE. THEF0 2 AHSR /M 4 SR R B, SRR B S % B 3 L B B2 E 3 L Rk L.
JEAL N 3K LA T A8 S AR AE A B K IR ARG, 1X 51T A (e.g., Golec de Zavala et al., 2009,
2016) AN o I —F. IEAIRT SRR T 5, R E BN — R T B R AR AR
&, EAMNSE T AEH BB N EHA R R A G, SETRe S anE H 2 E 3 X,
FOWR = A R J& T B AR N AR AR A S AR AR = A G . (R B, A ER S E
bRt CRIAHSGIEAN B2, TS B B ZE 3 X JHRZE 3 S ERE LR —E
FEFE L35 TEAH DG, RO = SO 5 [ B 32 2 35 A oG . IR BB 25 U B T &R IR R S
ALK . ZEE N BHEZEFE X RIGEEXAEE—E WX, I H0RW 7&K 0E
FEA T B b5 CFM R 4 NSRRI tEAL, & R &= IR T A #4410 % (ingroup  love;
Golec de Zavala, 2011).

THETT 2 (AR o M idt— 3R], B AA | 708 e 6 35 TOUI AN AR SR Jg il PSR, AR5 3
S AT R 1 5 [ 1) 25 S 1 AN 2 R M B PR R R, AR U, AR KO R, M
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RNy o [ 32 B 544 0 i BB, JCH RN Y32 2156 [0 v [ 30 S B R A B -
A, SR E AL R b 2 TR S BN 5 (5 BUR ) f I DA B S8 SRR « IXEE 45
JEHIHTE 7L (e.g., Cai & Gries, 2013; Golec de Zavala et al., 2009) ({1 & BLAHALL, &I 1 A& f& [H 4k
TR E A, SRR E AR AT A0S R v P BBURR, T LG ] T % SR AT i DL RTRO0) 25
[Eo XA S AHUER), PO TAERS RRMMADNER, —HHIHmR, &I705%E
1 2838 T R AR 25 G AVAN R 2 52 2156 5 B 5K r s A IR 1%k e B ol gl 5o %o A [ 5% 7 il
OB AR G 0B, A5 SRR B 5K EA AT AN 5 2 B s AR 19 30 B 2 5CRF, DAB R
FHETH 2 (e.g., Golec de Zavala et al., 2009, 2016). % T-HlA 352 [H 'L 5K % R (Gries &
Wang, 2020), iR ARIAGALE 2 AR BB B 20

AN, FHIESE 2 30K BL, SR B AR TR TR — M B (E & Bk, FIEFE 7 40
DB T BT AR 1 TR0 FNE X P A PRI BH T 12, 5 B i 8 2 15 393 1) Py o D P4 55
— R T B HBUR IR WS, R R T “BANSON B RET MRS . 4
BRI, S0 E ANHE L3 IF R TR BB 08 5 R AT, 1T 0 35 7 ) RO BURT IR 108 5 >R
G Wi, kB TKFRE, AR AR B e i 35 2 BOT MU R, BB AN
(EERENE T EPCY HBUR A TE R 1016 5 . 1X 5[E 4MJF 7L (Cichocka et al., 2016) 1) K I
ok, BPEEPR B 25 R RE TIPSR AR B U 18, 1 a2 T B8 v AP P B B 1
L AT R SE (Van Bavel et al., 2020) &3, BE4A B AR BEMS 25 0N 26 1 0T “Hie i 2 2
P EORF RCE HO)” X  BA R AR SRR . SR, R EAME R E N, iR E
ASHS B A AR RRAE B R

2 RGRNF IR B IRAY O IRHLH

2.1 S INNBEER : HRFFKRSREEFRHITHAER

T Wi R BEIE AT 5, THEIT 3~6 L1155 TR LA R GBI gk B 28
FIIFAT U TP /AR, IO TRITSE 7 I IeAE 1 iz b Ao K I B S SE LR N R G
AR 5 R RO B R E 2 B AN BB A 2 Sl 2E T EOR U, 45 65 AR GUBUH B PR,
I HAEAW TEIT e 2 I (3 B AR (R 1 ™ B IR YT, RO BBURF R GEAEIX OB b DR
IPURANHE MZ AL, X e R N URE IS & AR S8 A ST BB I XU AR A .
WHFE 3 il —WOR A 1 AR GUENE I B R TR A RS R S A B AR IR AT
PR, SRR “ RGBT FR-EERBER” A RGEM— SR -4k
HAR” IX P 5N AE [ AT HP A BE AR AR RO o L, R GTEPE I B 7 SRou AR B AR
ISR A P, RIS RN 2 B B AR, B FP /5 RO sy, IXREm 2 (R A
AT T £ o 15 28 GBI DR VAR AR E AR BRI SR, RIS RN 1
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RO, R EEANBUR R Gl ST A R Py, Xk < AR AR B KGR B
SRIE, FHIETE 4 R BARSEIVERT IS T FR P 75 5K 5 514R 0 RIE RGE U 5 88 4k B A8 T8) (1) 9F:
ITHRAMER, SRE T 3 —FF, I T RGBS AT AR RIRBR SR, #
&, THESE 5 A6 KWL RN T R FR R TR, JFllE 7 EE B, 2584
SCRE T XA R R SEA B E MR R &5, FHT 7 85 55 1) 2
WHIE T FIRKR R AL, X LeF R e & A w7 F « SEIe PR SRS 51T (Spencer
etal., 2005) 8 4G 1IE T A SR & AR 75 3K 5 SR I3 B AT SCE PR

IR R G AMEE R L AR R A T S . — T, ARYEAMENE
il #i$ (Kay et al., 2008, 2009; Shepherd & Kay, 2020), [k = AN Azl i 7= 2 (KRR 75 R
SHE AT RBME VSR W AR iR e 12 iy R A&, TBUR . SR8 BREINE RS
LT TR MRS BAR, PRI 3. 4. 5. 7 HHEIHLERIR IS FONSER B R M
ERSRME T JI3CFE . S— 51, 4R B L& #2218 (Coombs, 2007; Coombs & Holladay,
2002), fEHLFR AT BEE L ML ST AR VA DR T X L 4 20 2 A T A, 3 FLSTAE DA R K
INMEEER T SN TR (s B E ). TR 3. 4. 6. 7 BUIR AL H A AIE K
T¥ G 2252 B P 15 FEMUIX TP R G0 B K L TR VAR ) G fE ], DRI A i B 42 1) 45 SR R 1 B
HULIEEAS WS R T4 J1 50 . Ak, FHFA0 6 it Bl iRl STAR A A 3 0 B 35 5
Wi BRAR I SR R R Bk B AR, IF BN S #AL T K, X B 1B R E R AT
HEE (narrative discourse) i SZHE I 2 52 M AT

TE VLA, BT ZNLER AR 5 N HIEE AR I RN AR A SR, S B AR A 2808 A T g 67 EY
RF W EH KN ER LTS A OB TS 34 4 7, PRZRERAR (3808 KN+
FAT DASCH B EARHRE 5 0L, BRI E i s A SRS B3 . R F0H9T 4 1 B RN A
AR, FrUA RGBTSR B AR L SN2 s AT 3 R AL 7 B B AR
HoRIE, Bl &G AR BRI 8B 525 HONIE . XU T E R G S4EA H 78
Z BB A R AETE A /AR, T HLE SRR FR R — R AR A AR B VKT . ANEERE,
XA — 2 M H AR A SRR R R AT A P A ) T . 2, RGBT AR E
AR AHUEITEA R 1), FTESSGIHERAFIAR AT A fedis 5 5 B AR L .
ER, KT H AT R, SIS AR R & — M i Jost et al., 2017), i&w] LA
Pt AR HGN 15 ¥ 0 E (Jost et al.,, 2003), Bk B T2 S L5 HE 6 14 3 HL (Fischer &

Greitemeyer, 2010)%5%% .
22 PAEBERXRE: RGAEESHNIATER

R LA Al R AT 55, T IT 7 381 — BUBCRFEA R & 1 F AT X
AT TR A, ITRAE AR SCER Y S AR B s . X B B R R TR B R g &
B, ERMETAMEITARG SRS RGN AT SEMIESEE. £ T LT, RES
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HES ORI EA A ERE MR, EBAR S EN A £ 75 7 4,
RGBT R A B E S RNHANEE . Fk, REGGHEGESEAT R EN—K
R AR BB E . NTFIEIE 7 A TR R A ER A s R T W, RS A FLE SR
RERS 5 T “ RABIM-IRTF F KRB EER” M “ REBM— THEHF A7 R
X 2R BRI J5 2 B8 A

UK Y 55 RIX — BB AR UG, TR 7 KL, M RSGEHEESEANNT, R Emd
FRIP T SR SRR B AR IE RS 22 s T 24 RS HE SRS, RGEEE B 7 7 Koo 4R
A B AR IERN A2 o WAlad Ui, 2R AZ 3 B T A AR T RN, S TR gkt
RGBAG M ERAR, AT SEAR AT I E K5 KB R iRkAG M, BRI fA B AR AT g
RIFERIAMEEH X BT, X 52 R0 T RARIMN & 2B HEAE RSB RS,
2 RGEMNA RIFA G SO e B 5O HAMEER o LR 45 Rt th I T — i
T35 EREA A 7T (van der Toorn et al., 2014)——4¥%H KRGS MAFER, B o3 SCGE AR
S FEE RABARKE ZOARIK S RGN, RGBT 41 RS &3
ANPLAE PRI E i L ARORSE 32 38 I E SN A K F, DL 5 78 [ 200 R B2
AN EARZE . HT HHESCE MRS S HE SRL—ost, 2017; Jost & Kende, 2020),
X IR FE AR 3 B T SO RN T RS0 A S SRR AT fe K ¥ KIAMEAER . v A,
XL IHERTT G 1T N (e.9., Kay et al., 2010)F R s, BIAMEBAME2 AR 0T AMAT 5 2 v] BARACE
1, —FFEB) A RN N 7 —#F (BUFEER) . B, BHAb@ 2,
AT O 15 1) L K (R SRR B A RT  J Tki JR PR e e SR I BE B B0 4%

IR — NNk, T 7 R, URFEEGESBIEN, RGEMNET
TR AR F AR AN B3 T S RS S SR E N, REGEUIE 51 I3 X
A R ARS8 2B AN 2 < X U L R R S R A SRR S G i R G BB B I B AT
A BRI O B AR B AR AR . F e R] L, X — S5 R A 1 R fE AL A% 376 212 (Coombs, 2007;
Coombs & Holladay, 2002) 10 &, BPZHZUVE RN B R I 2 Bt A B A —Fh ORI
Al R gz M LA 8 SR I3 RO H 2 BT A R SRR . AN, SR RTR 2 H it A
AUKF EIGE R IX Fh IR RN (e.g., Claeys& Cauberghe, 2015; Coombs & Holladay, 2006;
Kim& Woo, 2019), 1Tl U1 A SOXFELE 5 2200 I SEAA 7K1 Bk IX MR R0 o

FAMEG PRI, T 78K, R e s A e R AT AR R B A b
PBURFAF AR 2 FIFE SO, AH B 4 it 77 BORE AR MR AN ST, 5 BRT ] e R AR I
Y B AR IX 7 s T B AR R, BRI TeiE R EAME P K D BE(e.g., Kay et al.,
2008). XULH] TAERX G L, T REUFEAEANRAT 58 B AL ) #MEE P 4% i
Tiee, AT LATE BCARSZ 2 Bl J5 1 2 ABA TR RR PP 75 K, BRI & AE— @R B2 B T4
BRI AT MR o BT 5, IRATERX S 15 U A — & B R AR B AR PR E2, JB ] DL
1) JLBURE, MRS Hh SR BURT IRAE AT TP RS — E R RO M o X 55 [ AN 503 AR s R R I
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Fe AU, RO an U 55 1) A1 8 22 GERf S R A BORIME AN 45 il (Kay et al., 2008, 2009;
Shepherd & Kay, 2020),

3 MREX S

3.1 BIL5ILE N

MR NS, B, AP TREAR I EA RN S, £—ERE LR T
SR ARG E S —BE, e DO TR E T RIRE L BB SEE &, JEH
1oL AR A B ARAE [ N AN AT RE S BOE ISR . AMEEA IR S A R LR, AT TR
AR AR ARG B 5, Rl TR S SRR AR I RVE A, e T x4
B AR . B, AT AL T AMAVEIE BB LR, SCRF T AMB R G 18]
FEAMEVESR R BRI AR, A b e T BB el L B G RG], SCRF T ELEfEbl
HIEHEFERERR LR

BRI SCIN 5 » AW T AL — 5 AT B ik 5 2 N B RIS A B 72 S HLmT RE AR A
SN, BVE AT DAAE — 5@ RE R B AT S B A R SR R B R Ik D B A AR R R A =
TR A R R 5 53— D5 T AT BT 5 A AR AN U R U b O e i R 1
ZAERELEAFBCRGTE S RO BT IE RS20, R DN U] AT St A Sa LS R ke
BNk —F R HEME, RERNNAGEGHEE ST A ATRT 2, RZEE
FAE VI T SE IR 4 AR R Ge & BAE &, B AAESEHL A Rl A%, 15 St AE S8 A
AT R D SE AL AR Bl SR (K AR o

\

3.2 M TaEk

SIAET AL, AR T ok 3 EARIUE LUR LA

s AWTURER AR MBS A BIEA, JFRIE T URERETER, NS5
[l Y SR B ISR ST T I R JT BE5E 17— € [ AR

55, A ARRAR AT AT B ORI R BN R AR B AR RS R, AHIE Tl £ M ST T
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W=, HHTIEBA W BT 500 R G R AR B RIS, AW AR R T
R e RANTHE AR AR ER], E 48 T EATRL R %0, =X A B FERITRAL -
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4 FEERE

K FOILAFAE— A, WAEARRI T — 5 s

GRS A E ) . A SO SRR RS B e B T U A
(Cichocka, 2016; Golec de Zavala et al., 2009)(1)5E X, B HEAGRL —MMEss 8 B, A HA %
% (e.g., Cai & Gries, 2013){L 4L 1A H AR A — B R AL B AR, DR MR SR BEER N OB 58 AT BAIX 43
g5 7y 5 B R AR B SRR R AT A .

HRZERBIT S POOREEBREREEMIFE S ER, RERREMER RS
Bt 5 38R R 2 20 Wi () 8 SRR WY b SCR B 5 R e AR AL o R e, IR T i
AR Nt BT HREEIE SR LR EREE ST SORER, RRFEF T DU
[ 4T 52 (e.g., Golec de Zavala et al., 2009; Lyons et al., 2010)f) J7 324 il B F 2%

BRI FINE RS BT AT SRR R, A FRACRH B R LRERIIE T R %
B S AR R R R OC R, BARR AT RIS TSN R, By TSR R A58,
F KM T 0] K F A m I A B 1 55 5286 (e.g., Duckitt & Fisher, 2003; Greenaway et al., 2014;
Hastings & Shaffer, 2005; Karwowski et al., 2020; Ullrich & Cohrs, 2007)>R56IEAHH 78 71 1) B
RIS

55 VY 2 25 SRR 0] 8 o ANBI FUAN R T el S 8 P 1 1 R B 4 T R G Ut B4R R
SR, S NS BU 2 AR SR R G, (H AR SRR ) RS v] e B AN e —FF
I . LEANPEBUR STEAR /N E AR 9 b, SRAR VA DRI 7 80n] e v] S 1), 1 R
AR RAAEME o SN E AR AN N 22 & SE AR Bl 1) [B) 42 R St 8 (e.g., Kay et al.,
2005; Napier et al., 2006)4 1, #k/F 7 K FAE AT Be <980, 10 534 U PR ] Rk 442 B B 2
PIERT, EEZEAWHAR AP IR FE T DAt — PR &

G R SRR H RS BRI AN R o ARBFFUARRE L T IR T S AR B AR i m] R R K S 2%, 5
X J5 I 5% (e.g., Golec de Zavala, 2011, 2018) ¥4 f i S i HH B 44 |9 70 3% — A% H: /) B B3
SR HMIME o PRI, AR SR FE R B AA B AR 3R I A 3 55 R ] B A 1) IS R AT T
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Typical instruction: Please think about [this group] when answering the items of the scale. Please
indicate how much you agree or disagree with the statements using the scale 1, | strongly disagree,
to 6, | strongly agree.

1. 1 wish other groups would more quickly recognize the authority of [my group].

2. [My group] deserves special treatment.

3. 1 will never be satisfied until [my group] gets the recognition it deserves.

4. | insist upon [my group] getting the respect that is due to it.
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6. If [my group] had a major say in the world, the world would be a much better place.

7. 1 do not get upset when people do not notice achievements of [my group].

8. Not many people seem to fully understand the importance of [my group].
9

. The true worth of [my group] is often misunderstood.
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