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TRV, HERE S SO 5T = 5 PR BUR RN S Lo B A MRS sUH A I . A% E
FRFNFEAAR G 2R (185 SCAGRIE FE R T, ZR 0 SO A AR TG D77 ST A B A BE 25 5 52 A A B
W A B2 (Cohen & Gunz, 2002; Zaroff, D’ Amato, & Bender, 2014), 3 H., WE ARG
0 FACVEEEL NP AN R WO A A R R 5 e B R A BORER (FEA B, $0KE,
2009) . XME/RAE T ESAE 5N, AT R B P REAR R T AR PPN 2R BCE I A 2
JEE, TSR AN R AR VA BT R RSP TE Fom FS P ) P 3 850 5 v R e 158 8 S B2 (B AT, e
F, M, BFEOL, 2017)0 PRIIAT 0 BEAE b R oG B PR AUROA R AT B R VERRAE,  FRAE
UL SRR AT N ERHLERIAT NG ROIR R« X R IEE BRI — RIS = =X R.

(2) B fRTHEAARIE IR TORE bR G RAEEAR AT N s e e —, XM 5t
TIERT LN FE 2 St 20 1R 73 A AR, B8 HoAt £ 7 M (0 1K) F-41 (Otten, 2016; 75 75, 14
sk, 2018), 1MAH G L (imagination procedure) A BE WS HERR X BLSLBE AR 1) JE BT 5 & TR E M
T i B A ) PR 5% R A6 36:(Cuddly, Fiske, & Glick, 2007). %5 Bt B iusst v v] 46 J T 18 4 4
S Bt TRT AR B A AR AR SR BT, DU AT 3R — 5 F B L 38 M 5 B F BB 2 B A B i b, A
S5 BETT AR BRSO PR AR SCHIF U4 AL TR B R AT 1 S 30 2R SRR AR ARG
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V5 S A3 (R AR A AN XA A 25 RIAT 9 B RE  Se AEERL o 480G, SE56: 1a F1 1b (13 LA
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T BRABUESON HIE WA 7E [ 5% (Adelman & Dasgupta, 2019; Rabinovich & Morton, 2012).



SR #(Ariyanto, Hornsey, & Gallois, 2010). 145l (de Hoog, 2013) %5 % /MHEAR & 3 15 5t N &R A 5L
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TRV o A 58 B PR SR RIS SCAUIE FE R B, 2R 0 SO M e 7 5 AR B AR EE 2
5% W REAA R 530 15 B 52 (Cohen & Gunz, 2002; Zaroff, D’ Amato, & Bender, 2014), JfH,
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SEIMELZR BIZS BE, TSR E MR BT B VAT BT K4 B AR AEE B Bt DU T 36 3 0B N AN 1 155 6 e
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PR 51 T RER B B K ISE S8 AN IR, 40 5 AR AT RE AREA R 5278 AR A MU ) Fr) e
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S EADHE T CLUEM] T AR S AN R T ISE HA /RO ).

R : ARH KU ARG KR & SO0 BRATHIR SR B2 AR A L, AT
WL AR SCHR, B T AR oA R B 2 VB BRI . TN T XS, X
ANEREMA R EFFARE R ERR R, MRNFERPREH A2 AL

S INEIBEN oxiiha os IRIeR SR Ton I N D pic TN Uy VA Y S PR R T Ve < o PN B
RIS R IS PP AR S R 1 T B, BB V2 T ROE A SE 4 shbL, A
1713 R T A BRI R, i DA SIS PRI L PP 2 5 S50 P R AR e B2 B0 B R F) 175 28 B B (dle
Hoog, 2013; Hornsey & Imani, 2004); i SCH L2 MU BRI BT S E D R SMREAR (1t P2
AT B ERTERT, 2 51 A REAAR B RO A T i L R LR, T AR DS A A ) 175 245
SR o AT A REARRR AT 5 R S AL 2 FE S MEAR AE X 00T, DR A T FU 5 7E 55
WL AR R 2 A BEIEAT T 0TI, S5 RN — RN MIRAFAE s T 55 I AN St
HEPPROREAR S A7, BT LAE B B BRAEUR AN 2 4k 2 VI (520 5 2R (Sutton, Elder, & Douglas,
2006; Sutton, Douglas, Elder, & Tarrant, 2008),

PRI, AP <55 W E el R 2 B3I T3 (10 S48 ik i = S I B o JRATTHE R SC
G| <S5 1 SES 25 RIS IEAL VG B S AN 2, WIRE SR MR, b et A B
A 03 AR PR B RN ZE AL 2 DA RGBT 55 W T M [ o RV 2

—HH R, S INERIRNITE AR R B ERIFEAEAE. Sutton 55 A (2008) R 7C
UEBIBERIA SR B AN B ROHEDE SN 2, AdATTAS AR T S R RB 0 W AR T B DP A
FFAT ] X5 A S HEVT (B SERAAR IR, CRIFAE 3D SRB8 R IR A 4 B AT Y AMBEAA B £y
85, T2 EBh RS . 0. RGBT 5 T b — A 1R 1R 9 “How willing
would you be to voice criticism of a group to which you belong?” #1“How willing would you be to
voice criticism of a group to which you do not belong?”’, R ] T3 P BEAAR 1) 2 B d 2 v
TARAREAR o XA PYREUA S RO A AL RREAACTE R PP O O AS BE [RL R 2 32 B4 o T I 205, B
N E R @A PP SER S 4552, 15 B2 s ' JE AT 15 4k 2 AE (Lindner,
Nosek, 2009). Jf H., —IUHTLw Fo AL, 2 MV I somi 2 0 40 P Wa BRI 75 5 [FIAEIE A -
D2 45 P R T SRS 453 1T PO R AR 8 B T AN A2 Sk 1 MR AR 1 57 R L T 5 FTRE S BE 2K
M, PRONR E SN R 453 1 A ER BN ANTE 18 14 Btk 22 3B (Thai, Borgella, & Sanchez,
2019).

T ER 5, RATT LRI S EE A 2RI R PR U S AR
TR R R EIRAR A o A1 2o U0 B0 T DL 5] I AR AR A% RS 57 1 55 W0 385 o SR AT B OF A
IS, A2 DA TRV T DARERE PUREAAC R D3 R B NE s R eIl TR AR B iR T AR I 432
PR UL iR — D IR PR BB RN A R B 1 — IMREF AP R RS A 2 [
BRI L, AEVR VA IR] v (149 RS 53 £ TRV ABCRE AR PP e 2 Sk sz 21 B vy P B 03 JBbly » LB
SRS AT g LA IR A B 53 AN B R, ROAZAE R 190 s T AR A A s A R AU A
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TR HAEAOA R m i, Bk B AN R E P S 1 A S TERE RS, # T RE 3
HEPRRBUR AN o BRI, RN RIKF B, R S R PR U SN R VR, 7 2
BEAT E— B IRAIE

BBAt, FELMESTHR Y, AR08 WAL R A B L RAR R T I AR PP R 2 B R A4
()0 S 1 28 BOSE BRI, R IR A AR ARG DA ) 2 1 VR AR AN [ A 2 51 S A7 TR ) S
HULHE T VPN 2 15 B d e B LgE T AT AR PFAT (8 B2 X (Hornsey & Imani,
2004) . AT T BEULARAN T S NATTRS PR DR IR S MII S R B A AL PP IR 45 S M
RRRARF AT AN R A EUAREE A A [F) 2 X PR A N 2 o B D 3, IR O sl [A) #5
7] T 3l PE A AR 4 £ ST B 473 BB ARV T A R AR 5k T DA DR A G0 52 30— B B I
i, AHIX IR FTIF R IR B A A [R]7E TR SR 5 AN A4 T AR A7 I8 B 3% 19 78 H (Homsey,
Bruijn, Creed, Allen, Ariyanto, & Svensson, 2005).

IR PIITTRIE T B AR A AL 2 A R B AR R A 2B 8 T AR DN [RIZE S0 AT DO B AL P )
SR H Py ) A, AELAD R T AR AR AT B AR AE SR AN [R5 B 4 ) T SRR R A o
fR S N 22 S, DRI AR IR 55 ) 13T e AE T BB B R A DA [ %o T R U BN 5 1

SERRXPEN, ETULESHRATEEBHET THRRE, BT 5 SH VAR
HRFEFRERFERRRE, MR REER 5024 DL 5 Mg 73—
Bk, JCHEA MBS

DA 70 PR S X B USSR R P AL, T — e AR . — PRk Tk
N[FIBEAL (Social Identity Model) () F 4 £ 43 B8, Hornsey 55 A S HRFREBR U KN /& TR B 1y
A5 BT R EU, BN IR BEAR S 0y K 1 1 B, B AR 2 T ROE A SE 4 1B,
T SR B S 4802 () 32 %6 (de Hoog, 2013; Hornsey & Imani, 2004). 7 —FjE & iiasib
(Social Norm Theory), Sutton %5 N\ g SMEEAAR I PP A2 3 Sk S FRVE RS, 51 4 s I AT SRR
B A AL VAT, AATEE R T RS2 ok N ROV, TR AL RN Y E AU
A3 75 4L 23 ¥t (Sutton, Elder, & Douglas, 2006; Lindner, Nosek, 2009). [Fit, & %tiE &G
(A9 BT AN S Y AP B0 B 3 I8 0 e s T AT HEPE Y ) RE (Sutton, Douglas, Elder, &
Tarrant, 2008). X Hy R 10 fFRE 2 325 1 AN [RIE T vP A & UL [ (group identification) /&
T2 PR SOBE P AR RO o RS FEAR S 0 B0 HO MRS, AN [R) 7T BE 2 R MR AR AR
VU SN B LR 2R, AR DA R) 1 P RS 58 28 DR T AR TR AR PTAA I 2 S 2 281 B8 v 1) £ 4 B
FORE BREURBSOUN AT g LERFAAR O R B 53 SN ] s AR S AL S G R AL R, TR HL A
AN TFIZKF R, B9k H MR BTE A PP i3 S 1 Ao B8RS, HR AT BE 2 5 SO PriiU
RBLo PRI, S5E X P ANERIE, BRI RI K0 BB BUR SN (R s2 e i 15 VR, A Bk AT
FEAHALER T o

A FAEPREURBRON 2 R 2R AR FE A AL, FEREAARIR] BOPABERFAE L, A TFRITE A AR
EC AR AT I A F 4 (Hornsey, Bruijn, Creed, Allen, Ariyanto, & Svensson, 2005), L& FEA a]



TR LA L b 2R B S (Ariyanto et al., 2010), #B8<x SRR BRI E AR AR . 2R AR
PN b, HEPP U R 77 38 (Rabinovich & Morton, 2010). & 5 4 % ak H A& 7K
(Moscatelli, Prati, & Rubini, 2019) 12 52 Wi B B BUSBSN 1) 5855 thAt, PPN & E BT VAR T
A B RO Sz R A A RO AR 7 T O A ) BRAE A R PR RTE 5, ] DASERTH AR A7 1 6
[ %% 3 (Hornsey, Robson, Smith, Sutton, & Esposo, 2008) . X EuHIF 57 7F 50 B B BBUR R B 52 55
RSN %A BT T B IR, (E MR RO PR A O BAR BRI SR AL o R — 1k
WEFE 3 B R O M Z TR R 2 Cnas BEERTOMEILD 7T RE 52 M B B OB RO 1) 9 2
(Rabinovich & Morton, 2012), {EA/Hk Z SEUEHT 7T BAILE -
AL 2RI B UL A BEACA R 2 MR B R R GE AR 1 AL R (Tajfel
& Turner, 1979; k%%, Yok, 2006), AATH PEFAIIIA[FEGEGE, A 2] A DSk
(1) &% B 45 (Hogg, 2016). TEAL2x A [F U 53 (social identity threat) 1, ik [R5 B i) T
RPIRARSNS, R 2 A 28 S AT N OBE H AR TR R 2 D B 22 {6 MR s
AR £ B 0 HE )87 R0 s 2 (48, 2011; Zagefka, Binder, Brown, & Hancock, 2013) . DA
TOR DURHEAR [ TR R AR RN I, E A 2l A, SR A I A =
i\ [F](Jetten, Tsivrikos, & Young, 2008; Tausch, Saguy, & Bryson, 2015), iX & & R [ A
RTINS RIR B BRI SRR TR EAN, AR e DB S A S g 8 JOR ST
AR B BT AR S, R AR A SR B A AR P T AR 1) S AR PPN SRR P A7
FEZ S, mlNFE R H SRR R R RTE i, SR ESMEERI TR TN BB 1
AT IR B 0N, BHIR T BRI SORIR 2, AL 77 A AR 5 1) (M RO s 25 1 PR
PR B AR PP e T B AL, A (R SE ) SRR R DA DR — B, Il SRR SS
IR N B BEAR A &2 (Hornsey, Bruijn, Creed, Allen, Ariyanto, & Svensson, 2005) . [Alitt,
M IR PR £ 2 28 AN R AU AT AR AR TP Af X AR R 52, AN AT LUK R BRSO O
TR REMONFIEAR AN TS, AT CAZR & HER S0 AN i IRV P AL A B s, 28
W B A P U R (R PR LA o
SR
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