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AFESBUMUAER—=MAE M ERELA

ikt HAE?2 B £ ke BOHY FwE!t

(PG A8 R 2E A S S Bl f 2t el & D BAE AT ST BT, FH4E 710049)
CrE BTS2 0 BI2EBE, B BT 210097)

B E ZASEMAELIAN, AN ARRELITEGHEZ GBI ANFELEEY, X—ME R £ %68
.M A RSB RZBR, — AL AR LR KIEGTE, A, HAFLERET ZABELR.
NFe KRN, BAEBRZATAF A RE G MRBZEMG R R %&b RAN16F R f = 26 B,
AMERIERIALA NS, RESERTAMRA G4 Bags 2. A2 A% A DA A AN B A 69A %006 45
R FARZFEFHN RN REREGSZGIRAR., ARTUAZXELER—ANFRT LR TR
Bl 3L A 6 MR R F, AR AT A K IR & H AT B A AR 49 R A0 AL ALK, KA T B A4
K9 R G KR, BB ARA A0 22 AL 5 A4 A BB ALAE th R 4, FFAE b Al ah B AT st AL 2 B 5 9] A Aw
Yo RERT E RO

KBIR A4S EA; AR KR, AMEMES, AR AA

525 B849: CI1

1 RHEEEL ARASINGIBLINTow b s A N A A 37 A
MR R R S e IR B, RO AL
R, G3l% T om0 R SRR i AT 5 (e,
HETE, B LR R R T s g oo & Sibley, 2018), AL LRI AR
SeHi Bl (Kay & Brandt, 2016). 76k 4 ARy Ayl E"Jﬂl%(e.g.,kBro‘v‘vn-lannuzm, Lurldber‘g,
B0 A % BT SE h # 2 A R (i & Payne 20057, kR HIE T il
iclentity theory) iy L ff 13 6 9 K it BF ¢ # FF ik E'%%Wﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁéff%%
i VLR AR B e ORI, DI TR
T TR B A R LR X T %iﬁf:fﬁéﬁﬂmﬁwwﬁ%ﬂ%;ﬁm
PRI O R, SRR F gy o N REHERLR AR . Gt SRS (A
R EL MR A R T D e BB R (Bonnot & Jost, 2014),
B AR OB, TR s o LA A AT ik
SR 2 T TR G SR R Ry O der Toom et al., 2015), SRR T SRR
2, BRSO TR i (eg., Taftel & 1 on B AR CEIR, XUy, 201095, X
oo 1958 CRHI AT BT REE IR RS,
’ Jost F1 Banaji (1994)# ! T & 45 & FEALFE IS (system
justification theory) .
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%, WL EM S RERTAIES T (eg., Jost
& Bangji, 1994; Jost, Bangji, & Nosek, 2004; van
der Toorn & Jost, 2014).. % i FRiX —{H a1 S & 4t
4 Ak (system justification) . T ZEULHIIE, RS
G —MEERIERIEFEAEE ), BEEAR
B RGN IRATE R R 5493
FEARS O BEANAT A0 i 4 & (e.g., Jost et al.,
2014; Jost & Hunyady, 2005), 1R 2% 48 1+ 56
HESH BN R GG Hb Y BRI, A e
H 15 45 (belief in ajust world)——EAH{S fir4b 14
HAREANER, ATEILTRA . s a6 15
— AR RS A B BB (e.g., Jost et al.,
2014), kLS SR, HOE UM HE 2
R e A N B TR RS S A S bR a e 2
RGN FEAET IV A A SRR Y
It DAASE s At 2 ST RE i 1)t — Bk VE R A
1k —FhEIIE R (e.g., Beierlein, 2014; Jost &
Hunyady, 2005),

RAEA IR N B — RIS
ATl it A A (Jost, 2015). AidFfiE
TSR A, MR R 22 1Y) 24 35 5 1R B AR IR JiE——
T O B IR AT A RN GE R 7 — T
A RIRBGRE TH A, AR BAS
I RG T, RARKRKEA RE A M Mm, X
ZUMT R ? AR, X—MBA K TRES
FRAL IR e A — 25 i S AR AL, T H B R
NATTXS T IRAE R G R AR ) B 25 B B L, % T
PR EARR A ST Lo B, AR SRS
H—HBNTHRRARZS G HAAIY B A0 HAR IR
ISR T =R B ES A R 8 R Bl A,

2 ETIANRRARBENLA

21 ERWS

FEF NN iR 2 R A kS
P A L BEAE JE %, Jost FI Banaji (1994)i# i 5|
AGAHIJ H B (cognitive dissonance theory) ]
WAL= REA B . WAIRIEBEIA N,
MMATEA A E R B A O EAE RSN
P A —BE R, BRI, ki i sk
MR RIS EAE R, HMESH —MH
ok AR PR RIS 45, SR . I, MAR
AP A B A MIAARESR, kg
ORI EOB A B R IR S, S bk 1E 24

(Festinger, 1957; Proulx, Inzlicht, & Harmon-Jones,
2012), FEAIG Y, 3l Ak I AR A SN SR g Ok 1
T FAR 22, 51 00 25— W A e 5 flh 38 i
WA F G B, S8 T RSN, stk )
HNRH G E, BaFR A, BeR A
MELLEG 20274, S TR R, SR C
Y TA HTHE T 2R B L X T B 2 2 T SR B AT
(Laurin, Shepherd, & Kay, 2010), &4 FiALILS
R — WO TS M Ak 2 RGE A #
BERAMERZ IS AR MIA A ARG G B
P, e PR A AT AR R At DA R R 9 AR O
HMNNEEE SSRGS, SXTH SRS
PR Z R R IR OR, AT A B IR TR
BB RSV BETC IR R A O — Ty T Y T A
W= 6 T RGBT, R NSRS
AR H B RN ANTC ) R A, By DL AnZs IR 4
FAEXHE S RERNHEL, D NRRE Z KW
TG E SRR R, dens, A2 I8 B o
SAR R 80 B S LR R S R AR D, RS IR 2 o
ACCAMANARER, EilibACHFEREN S
M, kAW ES BB IENRE, &
ARSI Y 2R K (e.g., Jost & Banaji, 1994; Kay
& Jost, 2014), FrLAKBLLIAE, 3T 48 k2 H Ak
Uk, MEREMATFIEY . b RGEAME B
PO T — PR E YO B ]

MR, ARG A EAAEIS IR E N T HITIA
I VR B BE A BT T ARG ASEE
L, i T — SRRSO TR — R, B an ]
RS R, Ml A e T2 RGBS
Zint, POk RG-S KT 5825 (eg., Jost &
Burgess, 2000), A BF5EM 7 — AT A B, 4
INAT T REMAEMEZ G, MESTEEZ M
A1V 26 i HE /D 19 9 B 1 4 (e.9., Napier & Jost,
2008). Ji4h, ZEISERFHIU, A AXF T2
ARG AE BRI TR AR IR T4 N &8 KPRk
TH(Jost, 2017a), Aidt, Ui i ix Lo dfs, -
AT, FRX—EIS A ST, Y
FE 2 RGeS 0 0 T TG IR R AR TR, AN A
R EIM ARG, NI RGEM G HME, X—
FAE PR AR R R A M 2 b, Fr
DAMAR A SR U, AR TR A BT G R e & 2
RS T MAS RGP E, WIEE i,
FT X — M W TR 5 R 2 RGN REWE R
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PR B BE 5 SR A i R AR o, A RGeS FRARAE
REERA R, BRCHEZNHRR, THEE—
XL,
22 FIEMR

WF5E % B S BRI A B RS Z 5] T ok H AN
P ET, RG-S AN SBLURH. 2%
JEH (system threat) 4% T RESEXT T R G E MG
B T E R AR AR S, X e A il
AR IR £ R, T o IR AR DB SR T A Ik T R i
ARG EESRBRA, FACHIEEERD
W WG R, 7E 011 R k2 IR, EERAH
T AR R B, TR EATTR T RS
E &0 F R A T 8 3 25 (Huddy, Feldman,
Capelos, & Provost, 2002), J& k5w 8w, G
16 S 7E P8 A (Willer, 2004), if & 78 523 55 B
(Ullrich & Cohrs, 2007), 448 K 24 32 i, 58
FEAES S RID PP BN )5, IFRGEIIRD
T . il B9 — 5T (Jolley, Douglas, & Sutton,
2018) ) B i — 2B 45 AT BRI 15 & 5 e R
KRG B R, KIAANTHER0 m FK4t
23 3 R 0 R AR A 25 I3 45 S I8 S8 AN Sy A R
W, AR R, aRWHEXTFEER. B
i RS T i B0 Y SR A

Z G K #i (system dependence) t # A 2 A
Dk REABEMWEZNHE, BEE0H, 44
WEMEIH CAENMREZER TS RELR
2, ZEREHEZZME, MM RSE S
Pt i A 2 € .. Kay 45 (2009) AT 58 e A3t 1
EAEEWEE, 75T &8 L e AR, ks
BT T B BUN MRS, 25 R R X —
SRR S NS R U AT R R 4 T %R A
L, M5 sh2E A R B A TR T A O 1R
b, 2% AR A 2 F B X R A B R T AR Z A 3
o BT BUF MR, FRNREELH
3 Tl PRI A4 8 77 5 350 1) 4 LA TR 0 T LA B AE 2 )
ARG T, A7 5 TS [ AR T X 5
Al RN A ) S A A 0 I Y R B
PR ZIHIN R (Van der Toorn et al., 2015)., 1 T &4
5| & R G A BRAL BN A5 B T E AT — 20
TATT, it DATE 32 S0l i 5 36 v i 6 3 i J sl
BE A AR TH 2 RS, RIBRPH RS G A
XE A TR 3 R4 BAL IR A —Fh S0 563
. (e.g., van der Toorn, Nail, Liviatan, Jost, 2014),

F Y R T] i B 1 (system  inescapability) 2
— M RERLZWASEAEANBELIEN., 5%
SR . RGARBR RN 2B, AR R A
CARMEEE L [ C BT A B9 & R G, Spe g —Fl
YF RGN, JE L H IR, R
YT RS AR IN AT (Kay & Friesen, 2011), i
WAE Kay % (2009)MAf 5T, —2H Bl 2 1124
I B ) A 1 e e Ofe B R O mTEBS 4), 1 55
— 20 1 D 3 Y 2 A R OR B2 5 1A 8L (T
MBS L), 25 B B Y mirat S AR AR/
MERE, 25 TR A AN T 0 B 20 X SO S 1Y) SRR B
WERTAUREA, 57— LUKFA A i
FEAB LI T 2SR, B 34 3 5 4 T K
Sk, A O E B R R BRI/, SR ERGL
R (CER) AT B P, 5 1L A R SR A
ST BE PR AR, % TR DA Ay Jr = e B AR e K
) 2 A 2 BEMIN S X S L T2 4 ) 2 WL (Lawrin et
al., 2010). MG FHH RN T AR, 451 R
KB, BN AT 5 T AR B O Mk e
W, A TR BT o R P E, WA E E
e H A R IBA B E (Laurin, Kay, Proudfoot,
Fitzsimons, 2013),

BJa, Wi kB, BRIl B 43T R 5
RAE R, MEARES TR R R5EE
HALRWI . TEBFSE R, BFOTE ek p i
o2 — B YR, L AR T 2 e A2 B
AN T MR S BUR T UM DT AL, i i 4l
NEAZ ) S — B b JFi 24 RN S0, 4ROk, B
TR T S BAE B A L I 1) 3 A AR A TR A
Ja& PR ARORS T B R A I, T 2 BRI 04T 0
WaE N REREENE R (NEEEE., A
LR, SRk, AL ZRICIZIE RS
CER L, MAATE BB IR 5% R AT
PR B R A A B, R B B JE (Liviatan &
Jost, 2014), X Ui B2 B PR R S0 (5 B, X
Seg C RN & T RS R A FAL
02 ]

W EREA T HPE, REGEIA
HRAMAIN T SRz BRGNS
A C IR AR HARE, AR BN Ji R4
MA . IEMARSRK, DAk TR B 2 Xt Tt
SERGFANEER, NTERE T RE AN
Wi . AT LR, X —280 A AL i B E IR T
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AGEARGMER, LAE RGN T — I AT
B ASTRNATEE . SR LE R GEA L PR
TEARIEANA, ST O A B A P R D R
2 T AR S 8 1 TP A

3 ETiMEMHEH YRR A

31 EEWS

RAENHUR TR A X T R GG B IR TR
AT T 2T ES R, WAk R T FE ST
i, ARG A A MBS E IR0 E T it
AT, XA B O HE RA R 2 3 R
SR ENM L, LR RES R E M L
T Sy LRI 9.0 3175 5K (Jost & Hunyady, 2005)., 1E
XFEWRFES T, AAZ G5 H (Kay, Gaucher,
Napier, Callan, & Laurin, 2008)45 T #M k424
B (compensatory control theory), X} Z& 4t & Bifk
AT T 582 00— AR . AEAMEEPERE S AR
i, REGEAARE A TAMES RGN T
J&, e B AN AR R R T B, X RS A
PER R R R A B =

MM S A, RAR X S B 2
P BOR N AT R, R, AR TR A
Atz XA AN S T RO B2
REfE I, N W kB RARZ 3, X4
RS BRI R R, NS PRI R B S A A e
TARTTHEE MR AEHE . AT, ez RF .
BEEE, T RMERE R 0, SR SR
SRFUA AL 5R (need for structure)fiifn, RIJCiE
PSR X T RTME . #E TR, BiE R
SR RS2 Y I S 9 B e I 1R VR NG R =
TR T T B LS R A R, B AR 2
BTG 70 FARREE B O A2 TS 4R ARk
J¥o B HAERE, AATA RSN g 245 il AR X

LSz — RV A C AR E R R W FWistT,

BRME DR RH A TIER, Rl &
74 (eg., Kay et a., 2008; Landau, Kay, &
Whitson, 2015),

M ARG G AL, AR EIE A E
K, BhRAE f I O i RE A SR AL B2 A —Fh
FLRYRMG, TR UL BE NS T 2 P R A AN Y A A )
F o5 BFEEMR TR (e, Kay & Eibach,
2013). B R EAMEA AR B R i s R, AL O
FHRAE LA AR —FpaR K AR E AN LT, LA

PR A AR T 1 R B T TG, W R E R
MU F S 09423 RGN 6 BRI X Fh A €6
Kay, Shepherd, Blatz, Chua 1 Galinsky (2010)3 &
O SRR, SREUE MR S BUA RS
REAE LR ATz B 3 R il =R P RUR Sk,
i XA SRR, AR T LR B —Fp A B
il 71 5 F A . Greenaway %5 (2015) BRI UIHIE 52
NIRYS UGN IR S NI E N R
R AMERE TR AT I, AMEA AR 2, 1R
A RE R R G A AT DIAE A0 i AL FTAE
SR N —EEFH
32 RIEMR

MR AAESIERRFE 48 Rk i Bl 2 LA W] LA
Sl R RS A AL ? Kay %5(2008) 1Y BT 5% ft B %t
WitAT TSR, B A TR, Kay %5(2008)48
T 67 MEZKM 93122 Z ik EE, 4R LM,
AN N Az i TR R AT P 4, AR R T ) A4 8 R
TRBUMZEMBATT 2B 30 vh B HE AR, (R B X
SEA X F BUR AL S RGE R AE . B LE T AR
AN E R, X —808 A AL, (B35 3
T RBEMKT., HIF, Kay 25(2008)3F— 4 i 52
PR, g Lk — R AT — R A 5 e v s o
BEEZ T, B— 02— B R R 2
PLBR YN FLIE 18T Aok AN [ B 4 1l O 7, 45 51 2 B
Xt — A I AL S RS, KR S
BRI RN A2 R G T RE B AR, BTIACh
BRI B IAT R H . RIFE R RS, &R
B T X F RGEBUR E SR A A TR

£ Kay %5(2008)4it kFe2Z G, WL
Rl 2z BRE, Gk B R R G A B —
SERGE T Z ARG . B AR TE R R, R
BARR R A T T AE B S R SR
T A S AR R Z A, T H ] 2 B
] F IR 3 Bh AR S 45 f kS R R BUR R A B
(Friesen, Kay, Eibach, & Galinsky, 2014), &4 #ff
37 % (Shepherd, Kay, Landau & Keefer, 2011) % #1,
ARG 1 JBR ) N A 3 4% B B U ] 425 SR 4% 28 75 AR
TNFE o R BT PR E MM R N, [RIRER SR
B T A SRR, A M RS S
HALR ER . BRILZA, KRS &k R A2
A — W A — B 524E, )40 van der Toorn 45
(2015) & BLAL 1 B B AR 2515 R 2R 0 BRAL A 1)
B, T ELBIE 28 AR SCEE A T A 4
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W, IHIRATREAUT RS R GG LR IE &
B TAU RS A . SN HREMR
IASTE] S B, 42 Bl = 2 il o AR TE R (5 2
MERGERERMMENSE, NFEH(Kay e a.,
2010) . Bl W& (Rutjens, van Harreveld, & van der
Pligt, 2013), SZH¢ [ 67 (MIaktk, EifEL, ),
2014)%5 5%, LI T R IWHE S RE5 6 AL
LA B 2 Y SR B

Wi DI R, AR TR 51 R RG-S
FRAL X — R RN A B T ) 2 SR, AR T
NSRRI A, M 2 O S0 A 1A
H 5 R AR RERG A LR, HES
IR PR A A — m 3, T2 905 W R ¢
AHAEHRTF R LN, 2EAEH TN, B
A3 DA IR TR A O 5 R A R T R SR R,
M 4R A AR SR R A B Y B R A
Ko AR T BB B TR Tk, REGHHALE
FEAE T3 A 8 3k g 2

4 ETHSINMEZROBERILA

41 HEBEWSE

BTN Z R O 2F —HH 5l R4 46 Hb
SR HE e A R Z AR, Aad AELS L H
b i A 2N E RS R R G A HEANER,
S 11 Hussak #il Cimpian (2015)iE 2032 Y, 7E—
EMLEE |, Hussak Fl Cimpian (2015)32 H 316 01
SN T R G A ARSI AUB I P24 Kay
Al Jost (201X F RG-S MBI RE, 7EiL
ZHI Kay Fll Jost (2014)42 i, REi A AL —4
A0 IR B, R R A ) £ 0 A0 BEAL
Hl. Wi—4F 2 5, Hussak il Cimpian (2015)15 14 M
fha N IR R, RG-S B0k
W TR I RE

FSINE B, REAEILRE
FEAE R AR5 R ALH, At AR B iE, &l
fEVR B T\ 0 5 T A Rl # (Hussak & Cimpian,
2015), il fiTaR A T = Fp AL . — AR
F Y (essentialism)ffi[a], BpE 2 2 HEFHYH
WA BUREAE, i AESME B Rk, 2 IAH
2=, RIS T ) & R 5 i 45 R
HE5 MW ERHE R, maAEHE Ry AMBE R, =&

Jrt & X (heuristic) I T, WAATIFE AR BEAE 2 R,

W AR Sk R v R S DA BRAG A BL M T, IR

8 B LK B % %8 (Cimpian & Salomon, 2014a,
2014b).,

Hussak F1 Cimpian (2015)ikk, AM&TEN T
XFHSRENFEEN, ZIUSRABRES
AR WA, e F LR EREN . W
AN 2 R G G B G T AL AT
FESAELERAAL, X AR TN F b S 40
7% 5 (socioeconomic  disparity) (19 % K A5 ) By
e NRIZF N Ak M IX 5 37 R DX 2 25 1) I
Tk o a3 TR A, B T AR R
TR S5 50 DA B SR A AN T, X e R S T
MEMEER W RETARE XA, Bt A
T4 A SRTTER HigA Ry ax St 25 2 3 22 RN 219
PRI, MATZ BT AR B 4 A 0 25 SR
AR S5 2B (L A 2 T DL B 2 R O
AFSE N A BFIEAR R, ARG R AR
), DA R R R SR GG A — b BT 24 4%
ZR, WA A RGP R S AR A IE A B
i (Hussak & Cimpian, 2015), ff LAfai &5 2, #49A
HIRL AT T R G A B R, ORI
REEHE T AN TH S22 58001 H
U DR T A A R 2 ORI 2 3 T3 R A
SR 1] ) BE At b, AT L SR TSR b B AT ] F X
SERMATHIANE, HEE S T AN RS S
HEM I . FTLA, TSR IZ UL 14 ¥ Hussak
M Cimpian (2015)Ir A 5, 62 S F i Bie
W B H e oE, HEIEREME RN RS AR
AL AT IR 28 BB AT T S 23 2 R A A .
42 TEMR

Hussak il Cimpian (2015)7E#2 1 T Fik s
WMz )5, Wl EE . SRk A
PRALT SR Blanf ] gk Blarks iz
Orps & 43 (W~ N34k e 48, DL HEBR # i 7 5
ZLRG T E), K B R S B ) X I 2 A
N PR R R (IR R Blarks He Orp BEBH L BET), 1 H.
VA O R B O [ T R G Bl Ak . D T TR SR
AR 1, Hussak #1 Cimpian (2015)43 51 ] 5 % #1
8 % MILE R IIUE FREEIE, v R ¥, X
U B B T 588 3R] 14 33 o Py I8 R0 1) 4 40 4 B 2
O A, HohEEAYJE, Hussak Ml Cimpian
(2015) A T 45l T R IE X —H 4 B R, Wik 2
Uk, BV A AR IR 5 1 25 4508, i X
2 LA A S A S R, R G A HAk A )
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B, XM TSRS T R45%
G R, WYL A2 H B T RE S ST T
HoAth 0B Z 40 . Bk RS G B L —
i ¥

H:5zZ, 7 Hussak #I Cimpian (2015)2 i,
R TR B, B AR 2 B 45 5 59 5 IR a1
T L X At 2 2 F B9 A (latridis & Fousiani,
2009; FHi#), 2011), Ng FI Allen (2005)4 B 57 £
BLEAT 20 R IRE A AR AT 1O
FEBLH, 45 5 Rk AR ) de e 2 0w E R i
fr s RS A E S TR ANA B
JEE @R AT B REAR), BadiastE
SRS T A R U PR T A Can A e LA
(), WSRO SS . MR G R G A B ELIS 194
TWAE, ATEERGE SN - BIRIER
(e.g., Jost et al., 2014), FrLLix —fF5E ] A
A RG0S B AR R LA ) 348 . THIFE Hussak
Fl Cimpian (2015)f9HIS LG HE S, A H E
FH R KRB, AR F20E 28 A AT DL
H T R S8 BAL K- (i e, S8k E, B/
BB, 25, 2016), KRB IZ 0N BT B A
) 5 S0k — B

A, K — SO T A R AT T A S By
2 (social class mobility) /241 ] LT £
GeA Bk, T EL X — 08 Y A L R A A
PR MEMAIERE, BF58 &KW, EEAS T
W20 sh A & i T 5 W T8 (Kraus & Tan,
2015), X /2 BT H 35 E 2 (American Dream) iy
S —— AN AFR AT LU A A% ) L sh . 3K
P o B2 TP F B )2 0 80 1) SR LI Al 2 75
23 A R GE A3 BAL = AR AT e 7 — BB 5 X
MWW F LA T 245 (e.g., Day & Fiske, 2017); T
HE—25 RS & B, B )23 O sh FU 22 e LA AT LA
R G A BARAE ST ER G AER: A
A 11 T )2 . ) 400k v A 0T o K N 55 N 1
P25 T IA A R 5% SRR A9 R (P UL ERL), T P 0
] ) 0 1k 52 DO AATT S et 2 AP 2 14 A AT
78 5 (Shariff, Wiwad, & Aknin, 2016),

i AR LA L, BAX IS A
Y42 1 # Hussak A1 Cimpian (2015)48 4 241 2 3A
MY RGEAHM R, AT IR 17 I AT
SRR DG A, FLSCHE R SR B i
ETFER, AT S ma NE T4 R m

MR, 5% T RESHA, XH T
A F SR S A R 2% (e.g., Cimpian &
Salomon, 2014a, 2014b), Fif Ll &G &FALA WK
T R R AR BRI . AR, VR T AL
SHE, AR LT AR S A IA N T fig
ARG A PRI TR, H 3 5T Rk A B 5T A
TIRAMELET

5 5Tt

S B A T =R T RS S B AL
SR R . R AL A RS PRI T
AN FR G0 1 B T TC R A Bk,
M3 1k 3R 48 G B Ak Ok 9% i 5 B S 45 (e.g., Jost,
2017a, 2017b), 2 T ok, #MEME T 00 A g i R
G54 BRAL SR H T SR fih 2%, (E Mz 45 4 00 A o
T E F e R A AHZEMEM, eIkl
Z RIS K W S5 R T R e 5 R R g A
1k X4t (e.g., Ma & Kay, 2017; Kay et al., 2008).
7 S5 M B2 1 ) 4k 25 DR £ 51 5 IR 7 R 5
N E, BINHREGHEZ IS AT
A W —F 0 B R, R AR S
FE R AR TR 2 2 U 22 5 1 P T DR v i
3% (e.g., Hussak & Cimpian, 2015), 7 LLii, =7
PRAAERA 7053 00 B FE R RO T, AR 1 3
AR . MRS . B ATEX =R A A G
U, R SN % A ] 3r 2 T B SR, JF
J R ) A SR W 7

B—, Wi RGEAHARA, 7T L% EAE
—ANBIE ST H A R N TR ES A A R A
. HRSEAHAIREE LR, ZRAGGH
PRI B R 5 5 R0 — R IZ SR % 0 e X
FRGEGHE BT, Toi e FIs Kl &
RS A B Em—BME . RGNk, A48 X
TANHIZEZ (e.g., Jost, Becker, Osborne, & Badaan,
2017; Kay & Brandt, 2016). {HJ2 T, B
i AR B N B A, T LS TS TR R A T T R
B HIF 5% HI 6 ik 57 (Hussak & Cimpian, 2015), X} itt,
A AR F AT AT i, AR5 % e ) — A~
WFFE A& ok B TSR BE 0L AA A IR R A 1, X
FEMBETT AT RE S R BT A ME R 25 K . Bl st 2s
N A DGR R A R AR S A I, MR
A 0 R A R R R AT R, B A5
ARG TUALY & A HUEIN, T LLE o b L
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IRERY, ZRG 7 IRt 2 DA JRIRIRMEE P 42 1) 79 A 4L
FARERDLE . CABRE T T X 2R,
Wik e (2017) TER DMK B 2 BEAATE iR 426 B4k
EORUR LI I e B S R I i P2 AN i v
S50 R BRI J2 & a5t T R A ik 1T H R G
A RAC R B, AR 2 23 UA R ] DU 5
Fh 2 DA AT A BT 3] B ARG 1) 46 1A AH sz 181 1T 3
il 7RG A AR TE L, PR B R AR
IR R, Al UL, FERFSE &G B P B
FmBEAA, TRSERTEZMEL, LU
“1+H1>2" BRR
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Three explanatory per spectives on the root of system justification
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Abstract: System justification theory proposes that people have the natural tendency to see the current
sociopolitical systems as fair and legitimate, which is called system justification. But what are the roots of
system justification? Researchers have provided explanations from three distinct perspectives. The cognitive
dissonance perspective posits that the tendency to justify the current system exists because people want to
alleviate those bad feelings which often arise when they feel the system cannot meet their need. The second
perspective is compensatory control, which argues that system justification is derived from a sense of
lacking control. By a system-legitimating process one can find a sense of order to cope with the threat of
personal control. The third perspective is social cognitive process, which proposes that people express a
salient and inherent attributional tendency when explaining socioeconomic disparities. It is the attributional
style that serves as a main source of system justification. The future study should include explanatory
variables from different theoretical perspectives in one study, draw on the findings of similar fields to
explore other possible mechanisms, seek sources of system justification peculiar to Chinese culture, and
explore the application issues based on distinguishing positive and negative system justification.

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





