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AXMRFRE: @S NE. FWERRIER
OB A

(CRIT KRB HE 0%, M 434023) CHREBIRTE R A ZEFbE, BN 350117)

# E AT R4S B (relative deprivation, RD)Z A KRB KRB T 5 ARBIR LR MBS E] G4 F RAH
{5, #tM ke B e Ao i S S g6 —Fr LA Je e i 45 AKTE . B AT, AR F) SR AR £ B AR
—BER RD 5 ik4n—t5 R RD #9 — 4t & A 45 MARA . A4o—t5 B RD 89 R4 45 AR AY | AMK—BEIK RD 49 45 4
AR RD 8 = MR . Bt SR ABREIZOBA 04T FLE. MBEEEES
HREEE. YrAaRkp s @, AASHERE cBER. MATAFNMRK TR EUNRBGEE. FHTHERH
KPR B AARUMEXEZNAL, SEHMANELL AL ENSTRHSBRNOMEELEMN. Z2EFVFA
Bk BRI R . FE R A EANA . ZILAE T A A BR L Feds SALAE R 5 .

KEBIE AR SR SR, MRTH, BIRSE, BRAH

SHES B849:C91

— B Rl kAN, REE ER E T RE M SE [+ 422 Stouffer, Suchman, DeVinney,
—FEN, T840 R B T T LA R R AR T Star F1 Williams (1949)7E{/M 42 LART & WA=
FRRRORA o AR, — HIKR/NG TR EALAR o 40 Rk — AR LUK, A0 2P L 20
—BEE B ARG F LAV ER T RR i | kA BUAY Y A S R
BERE o X, SRR/ s 1 B AR B AT AT T EE 5T IR T (Pettigrew et al., 2008; Walker &

UES AU ‘ Smith, 2002), P E 2 2 45 [ (B A
S BCH . ST SISV ) (1847/1935)  p a7 o 7 A 1 R0 30 0 LR 2 — (B 4,
1 3= EF, I, 2012). RS AL SR K

‘ ‘ HR 7 AL TR AT A S (B
HUEIFRC30 ZAR, WEERMEFEIT o poxpr)), BUGLS PmERRZA, BT
He A SRS T RIS MR EL IR g o et e SR 1% R 6 3
i BULE IO SICRTRE S BIE e umep s, mis, £7F, 2000). Wi, 7
RIS, TSR ACRIEORI AR g a0 5 et P s ORS00 4RI
W, LETEAE . b TIrRR AR g e on 930 S s, AT
SRARIFBE K, URMZTORMAAHE i
SOUEDIPID o DAL TR A g e i oAk oF, 4RI R FHE 2
FRFLE Y (P 524, 2001). T, RRFEL L et i L NN
5 S AR 226, AT T B0 B0
SRR SR R, A S LRI R i
RIS S % T UL, A SR i A

Bl — B SR A B AR B b e e T R

’ FRIAR S R SR AR (225 R 4R
Wi H Bz 2015-05-25 2 HEXTRI TR S EER

* HE A SCHE SR 05 MR 2 4T H (15YJAZH] o
00)FIHE 244+ 23Rk 2 BLKI 75 4235 H (2014C082) % Bl - 2.1 HEXRIFRAELS
WIRFEH: ™ —HE, E-mail: yeyiduo@163.com FHXT #4F J (relative deprivation, RD);E 3 [
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Fhox 2 K HTHFL 3B (Stoffer) T 1949 4FAE ( £+ 12 )
— B E RN, FERAM SR EW
(Merton, 1957)% (&S S5t ags ) —Jikh
LR G R . 2 i 5 AR X ) 25 B8 (Relative
Deprivation Theory, RDT)IA Ky, MEAEZEE LS
Al B TR e A R AR 35, 55 B IR A 51 48
VAR 3] B AR BRI 4 1 2 10 B, 3 4 % 2 JRR
AU AL R BT ARG PR Z IS, B4
XF H: o0 B & R A O 1t F (Mummendey, Kessler,
Klink, & Mielke, 1999),

Fhoss L OB BURF M SR R,
MAT AR RS, HoS%R
Runciman (1966)H4f A8 X} 31258 1 % i i 72 i 5
YEMFTEAEE L, A AW REUT 4 4
M, AMEA S X BT RIZF RS DA
WA BRA X; 2)KIEBEHAAINE X; 3)H1H#
YA X; )X PR SHIITH ., FHik, R
i AFHA AT BALZ A BH4EA W EYRE, w5l
STEREMX R, BiR X LR,
WAERRE . W51 0. B A AW A S (5
278, 2009).

P20 2R B 2 M SHOBLAT S5 IS PR R (R 1)
£ B SR PR AE N 0 250 8%, DGR A IR R A 1 X
e VR RN NN E S UV B R T B S € o
2012), Walker F Smith (2002)%fHH %} #1258k X
K. 5B K (reference group)#H kb, NN H
B AT A (%) 32 RN o RIS I 4 B IR S
IR T 2% 5545 3, MR RIR T 5 2 BT
LRSS . S IRBHATT LU AME, ] LURRHA,
PRI, ) 25 B R A & LU R P 25 R, B 2
SRR AT L3

FE] Py 5 B2 4 (200 1)t Xof AH X 30 25 IR AT T R
SRR, YA X R AT T S S R
VOB 77 A6 1 —Fh 3 B R 25 B AT AR R 35 9 7Y
DA o AR FIZR B 77 AR FBR TS BN
YR, W5 H &R 25 0 LR E R R .
M1 B OR) £ BRIk B, SR A B 7 AR R T 3
B (HY4 7 SR 25 52 R 38 0 B 2 7 A A X
R DR, AE X R R Y AR RO T S
BRI RS, JRBORT B B R 2 M InE R 55
TR 25 A3 s e 2 1

VI 2B X AR R R R FRET TS
FEBEAR 1, BIIA Dy AH X 3 25 802 A3 it 52

BEUR AR 1) ELES T P2 A A o T Gurr (1970)7E (A
R AR ) — B A R R B AT 3 %
XA S 5 M RE I A — Bk, A A )
2 J3E XoF AR SRR G T SRE MR, H fH (value)
RNV . X RAZAT; M ETF (value
expectation) & AATIA Ry AT 24 (2 78 B2) 3K 45 1Y
— BN EH AL, (B RE 71 (value capability)f& AAT]
I MATRERE B4 B LR A 1 — AN B AL, A
ATHE AL 23 4 0 o SRR AR AR 19 A= 16 A5 F L AR T
BT A AR T AT 2B A5 B A9 2 T SR AL A
ARXS 250 O 7 A T (2218, 2004)

WLl E RS, TV — 2, M
Xof ) 5 % Y A% G o0 B R R A 23 L %K (Zhang,
Wang, & Chen, 2011; Appelgryn & Bornman, 1996;
Stiles, Liu, & Kaplan, 2000), BEL4%~ 14k 78
FEUR 5 2 BOBEOR BEAT R B 1) LU, AL H5 AN (9
S M ERE D BCY AR S & . AkRRBLZ M)
BIGNIT] FLL oAb, R 5 5 A S AR 3 25 IR
R E S BGX — NSy, I F 38
FIAI I L BTN TG S5 55 B4y, JF HoAk
55 IR 73 AL 2 R T 3 25 SRR AN BT D (1 2
(Crosby, 1976; Walker & Pettigrew, 1984; Smith,
Pettigrew, Pippin, & Bialosiewicz, 2012), #illt, &
AT A R X 5% S S AT BRI S AR 3% 25
JESE AR SR VR 2 5 2 B AR 1) sl 1) L
BTN B H AL T AR AL, T AR 5 ) R
TN T8 45 G101 2 1) — ol 32 LA RIS 28 R 5
X LAY 2 RRORE AT L A 1 A e — AR R A
WAl DU AR SR I 25 . AR EUR R ARAL
2.2 TEXRIZF RS HEXES BT

YT H T SR AR B2 5 AR 3 35 SR 0 2
MRS, Ao ARESRM, Bk OBz
W 5 AR DGR A8 — T AT

T, XX RIS A XTRZF xR
2 (absolute deprivation)thFR & WL RI2F, J&48 T
B KL AERTAE, — SEAN R R A R B
AAE T RAFAS BN R 0 & WO S (258, 2004);
FH X} 3 25 (relative  deprivation)t F5 £ W3R 5, &
FEA R SR (A E 1 5 2 BRI L BT i 21 H B
b F AT M A, I A 55 3] AT 2R RS W 4 1 PR
251 —Fh E OB . A X R F R[] T4 %
F, CEM A EEE TS BB AR, 5 A
B REART RS M 20 I T R R, T4
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XFRIZF AR R 2 8 T Ak 2 3 B 2 5055 S
AL T X6 340 35 B A RS AL 6 TR 264 25 55 34
I, WSR-S HRER, M1 5t
A B YRR AT LA, B B B R R AR Y 4
HAE AT R, YR 25 S B A 15 B0 R B, R X )
I AT . WRTEIE R, AT TR PR A
EAMEAR B 5 0 246 % 3 25 O X R RF I, HAT
N2 A BT AR, 4 Tiraboschi Al Maass (1998)i
ISIER LR R R, AR AR 2 S
TR B 70 T8 52 i 8 20 0T R R I, SR 4 SR B AR
Pt AN TEMBTEAT N, A R A R L 5
e AR REDR RZR I, A A 23 R IR I BT AT o
HW, B AX R St i, #hax it
i (social comparison)¥g B MAILHC S EA
IS BE A EL8, XA CBIRE S . AT 8K
S RAT REERAE L TF M i B (RS TE, MR R,
WA HE, 2004), ETE FIAH BT AR o 1 AH X
IR A AL E 5 2 AT 2 OB AR
R O Y 7 == 1 A = R s N N e - e W
o 302 T, A X 2R R PR LA S LU,
MAME [t 23 LA B A . G Tat 2 Lhig S A X 3
R OC R, QAT TR, R X 2R R A G0 B
iR R4 2 3 (Zhang et al., 2011; Appelgryn &
Bornman, 1996; Stiles et al., 2000), [i] F L4285
7 AR R I e R R, ) b e AT R 2
A T R AN [ B SR sz, — b 1) s A R,
3 — iR A X 0 25 Bk Ak VR B (B8 A AR, 2001),
5=, BLIX 3R X R SR S A R AT
5 SRBHAMELL, MRS XT B B A iy
A ) b A7 B — B 32 LB A X il O (relative
gratification) & S I, RP5 2 MBHARE b, A~k
ECRE AT BB i Ak 19 A7 ) 3 7 1 — o T2 UL R
(kAidE, EOF, JEE, 2010), WFFER B, AR
23 FRIUAH X I 2 X6 i SR AR St 1) 5 WA 0 BE AT AR L2
ik, WA Z AL EAMIFT &I, FHXTRZEFAH
o i A 5 6 B A DL S R AE O, Ul B AR X
) 25 —AH T 1 B AR5 g DL 22 ) 2 — b X
KFR, Mev BRI A OC R, MIEHR— WML R
(Dambrun, Taylor, McDonald, Crush, & Méot, 2006),
M7 RS s, AH X 34 25 1 K LA X 3l e 1
METEA ATRES SRR T A R 14E5F, 2010),
S0, FE DA AR 25 5 AT 25
Runciman(1966) B X X 43 T A4~ & 8 X F| 25

(individual relative deprivation, IRD)FIFEEAARAH X 3]
25 (group relative deprivation, GRD). Fii#& FIr{EM
J& A\ Fr EL % (interpersonal comparisons), $8 4 J2&if
i 55 ] R HG Al N (CAm oA R A EG At g 7 A DG AR
AR 7)) A T IR 2 [ B AL T AN H7 (Guimond
& Dubé-Simard, 1983); J&i & T 1E A2 FEBR Lo 5L
(intergroup comparisons), 5 HJEHF P RER S HiAth
HINEE AR L BT 2 0 ) P9 B AR T AN 3437 (Smith
& Ortiz, 2002), KEBFFERY], AR FFFI
FE A HE T 1 20 A R R B 52 RN . — R 1,
AN AAE X SR S5 XA AR K P 18 2 SR A e TN A
S, U0 1K S FLCs B R (Smith et al., 2012;
Abrams & Grant, 2012; Osborne, Smith, & Huo,
2012; Tougas, Lagacé, Laplante, & Bellehumeur,
2008); 1117 AEAACRF X 31 25 Xof HF A4 K T 178 25 SR A% T
VSR, 0 SR AT 22 A8 SRR AT O (Smith
et al., 2012; Abrams & Grant, 2012; Olson, Roese,
Meen, & Robertson, 1995; Smith & Walker, 2008),

B S, DA R 1) R X 3 2E 5 G 1) A G )
2o M A AH X%} 3425 (horizontal relative deprivation)
590 17 #8 %) 3 ZF (longitudinal relative deprivation)
B DX 7 T BT I ) 2 RN [) o 5 R A ) A
Xof S A SRR ) T R Y A N BRI 5 1 1) 2 R
PR H ;T | A T AR X S 0 SR ) 3 ok i
AN N BRI 5 A ) 2 BRI 1 L, B 5 AS R
FERTE S 2 RO B0E B A JE MR U (E T,
2007), A2 PR AE A0S 32 20 Tl i A PREAE PR
Fh 2 L ABET 77 A A S ) A X ) 250, T BV 2 4
O 22 S T K MR IR I S ik 25 L AR E0E 2
B R AT HE BT 77 A= 1 A 1] AR KT 3% 25 8 (de 1a
Sablonniere, Taylor, Perozzo, & Sadykova, 2009;
de la Sablonniére, Tougas, & Lortie-Lussier, 2009;
Gurr, 1970), BFFER W], ARIZHE & K HIX R
AR 1) %) 5 SR A [ ) 2 B BTN [R] - e [
HIF5E 8 5 72.(2010) 3 T 1) 3% 5 S A 2 1) 34 <5
PRI AR AR T Ak 2o AR 22 S AR o SR 2 AR A, T
B ZR T AR E 31 A2kt SRR R )
SRBEARCRES | AP A ) SRR ST o 45
RFRWT: ARKERAE Oy (R 1] R <F AR X BN,
FI AR 3 (AR 1) ) S SRR G B R AR, PP R A
13 (R 2 1) S 25 SRR X A /DN, T AR IS 4 1 1) A 1 )
R AR R I HE AR S5 R AE 2 8] 1 S
FIZR 1] PG B0 2 32 1 1 fa 34 (] 72, 2010),
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3 MEXMFTRBEMSNE

R ZFB(RD) W N A 251, BRTEN
Shee B BRI A — 2, WA BSCHCR B, B
FEER EZA LT 4 F0 RD 25 HRERL, B4
BEUR RD SIAAI-15 8 RD A9 4k e fL 45 AR A |
KA1 RD YA RRL | MA-FER RD
BIAELE RS RILL K RD B =445 /AL, 5%
TR DL 1 25 R A 780 2 i) 1 R 7 A DU o T L
JEHAT T — 5 A SC I AT SE .

31 MA-BEARD 5iAF-1ER RD I _4EH

gk Xidl

TE AR 30 25 JR% 10 235 4 55 00 6 45, R 40
G5 BN [ A X 20 A AE AR 5 A LA KR
SEEZy, s T A E-REHA RD 5IAH-
5% RD 1 — 4k 3 B % & 45 B8 (Walker &
Pettigrew, 1984; Olson & Hafer, 1996; Zagefka,
Binder, Brown, & Hancock, 2013; Smith et al.,
2012), F5E, AR RIZFEAT IS MK RD (JET
NBR ) SHEE RD (B THERR LB A B4
J# (Runciman, 1966; Vanneman & Pettigrew, 1972;
Schmitt, Maes, & Widaman, 2010), Jk, 4~k RD
FREA RD 3043 35 DR (n B 21 555
A AR 5 AN F)FOE B (BT . ANl P> —
W 4E [ (Zagefka & Brown, 2005; Osborne et al.,
2012; Zagefka et al., 2013),

Koomen Fl Frankel (1992)7EMf 5% = /b4 R
TR R I3 L g N ) LG 300 2 SRR SR T N 1
J& RD 54M&-—Ff & RD (g - 4EZ5 A, T ASIA]
HI A AT TIN5 8% RD /6 9 — v BE T, e
R-HER RD 1B —B N7, mETER T INH-
& RD. IAHI-HEfA RD. 51K RD FIfEE-
REK RD PO RESR, A4S0 3R 22 plat
AR AED . A . B A A I T
(R ZF RS, S A 20 A0 A1~ & RD fY
FIUIGUAR < 55 2%  H AL 5 B AR LG, i £ 5
ARG 7 >, IAJI-FER RD (4 41 5 fap 22 1)
FIAAREE, Bk o5 e R B R o g 2,
K2R e 5 sy, N TR IR E 43 5 R
“Aed 227, 1K RD ., 5IER—HE A& RD 14 85
Iy BB B N MR RD L HI-FE R RD (4850
), Qext Tax fp e s, ARz a7 AR
W R RN, TRRZE R 5 sty

M1 ARE AR R R 5 B WA E.
kAT . . BE . B R A A
J7 1H A5 40 AR INAS B B TR AR 4, 13450
15 2% WA X A R X ) S SRR SR B B X 81 44
AETR LR AR FE R B, 4 A4 3R I P B — Sk
ZB 51 0.80, 0.84, 0.83 F10.79, MARD 5
AN R W UM DG, BER RD SRR M
WEIEME, BHERNERERL .

Osborne Fl Sibley (2013)7E % ZLH7 P8 2 AR A
B AR X 25 R DX T MR- RD A I
#12% RD, A 1R PN H 172 44 RD, 41«5
HoAh B 7 22 AAE, Xt B age AR B R
(5B RD)., “FAYAZYLFHAHE 2N GA
HIRD), B3 H Z B FHIE R 0.43 (p < 0.001),
R4 SR FH G N300 E PP B AR RD, f0e55 87 04 22 1Y
oAb AH K TEAAAE L, FoXT [ © B 7E i Rl i B R 1
WA R AT (1 RD) L <3k B O T e (0 Rl i e
A T WS A BTG T Y 22 A A A DG RE AR AR
RD), B30 H Z [ YHH5EH 0.46 (p < 0.001), 3
R, ZMRIFRARE S B FWERE,
WA R SR RNGEAUE, AR5 ik
— R
3.2 INEHI-I1EE RD By W 4E S5 HyHE B

TS A3 BIF 5 3 DA R AR R 31 25 8% A 3 4
S R WIS (D)FE R I A v 26 25 BB 3
TR HL B Y 2 B, () I =TS . TS
SN 4K (Smith et al., 2012), I IN R AR XS 3
2R AR AL S A A (LU R i A e
Eb B IR 1) L A U R T T T ) DA R 43 (B
BEEER, HILSFEIIA A, FIRMAHE
J&) (Pettigrew, 2002; Walker & Pettigrew, 1984;
Bougie, Usborne, de la Sablonniére, & Taylor, 2011;
Grant, 2008),

Zoogah (2010)7EHFFE Al 53 TR0 2] (1) #H XT
25 B R TR RD 1Y S 4ESS R
WRA 6 NI EAMK, TR E R TR
MY 5 TAHE, ESREHCHBEHRLEHZ
b, BWMAEIEEERMA T THER”
(A% RD). “HEFRFTERIFET TS, FoxF A O ryHm
FL A A A E W Sy 5 TARER B AR (15 &
RD), XTIghny 27 A FH) 144 £ 58 TE47 R4
TR, SR R R T SR T M AR AR
RD 1% 8% RD) WA SctE, HEARL Y 25 00504 6 5500
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MH: ¢*=20.3, RMSEA = 0.04, CFI = 0.89, TLI =
0.90, A RS iR NT—BE o R
BB 0.91 F10.89, BERM o ZECH 0.94,
PR A AR S AUk, N L ARER R AR
BB s RFRAEF R,

Zagefka % A\ (2013)7E M 35 9 [ K224 (M L
T R 2 A ) 1 28 B R X ) 2 R SR FH T A -
T RD 1 XRS5 AL SR FH PGS 300 H 43 ]
e AR 3% 2 SRR A RN B A3 R SR A3, SR
PEAR L [ R 25 AR 1 BRE PRROL, e S5 E K
2R H L URIA D B R A AR 1 2 TR AR T 0
faf7 > GAEIASY, 1= B AL 5 7 = JE%
Uy, “HEE A A L, R E R 2R AR 2R
LR B R afar? > (LAY, AT = JEROAR
R 7 = B, BPIATE iy, A
Je AR INAS B A X 2R B AT A, A, W
AEXF 2R KO R . TSI E Z IR AR 0.71
(p <0.001),
3.3 MEK-B{K RD B4 185

WA WF 5T FEBFIE AR R 25t L IX 4y 14
& RD FIEF{R RD, BIA A AR R 31 25 B & N4 K
SRR A K BIAN4ERE . Cantril (1965)AY H &4
7€ 1 % (Self-Anchoring Striving Scale)t % M A
e B8 RIARE B L 2558 1) 32 ok D e 3 1740 4 % S 2
TR, i 3 A S R 0 Sk A R 3 2 SR e
BT H2Z —(Appelgryn & Bornman, 1996; van
Dyk & Nieuwoudt, 1990; Appelgryn & Nieuwoudt,
1988; Caskell & Smith, 1984), 3¢ B3k g i i
E—A 18] 10 ARG T3 R EAh A 2R T IR
L, A5G U B A A TR DR, R 2
%, BRI TRENF SN, 2P . BUA
Hi 7 DA K T AR R85 45 0 DR DAl . 2 BRI X 24K
USRI RE VR B 5% RN & B9 ANEERR, B8 TR B T B
Aorit e (D)/AMRAEXTRIZF: 8% A O Y RT AR
AR5 PN B R JH At i 5% SCAH DG 1) SN AAR B 5% A 7
L, PEAR I Z A 22 5 K0, () BE (AR AR X 3]
25 W H IR BRI 2 5RO 5 A O 1Y SR
RIEAT A, AP Z I 22 K/, i T B
IR M EE S B 4y, B AR ATE B
5N _E—AH R 10, STFAR TR AT 1 2F,
MR G MET 10 200, FIILEAER X 25
R 11 o T BT 10 2, RIIRAEFEH
W, A Cantril (1965)0 A R4 E ik fd

B Rz, BEEFERE IR, BT
TE Ao L 3 RN B 1 25 S AR A, 0T
— 25N i P O A R 2 BT R R (1 R AT
(Walker & Pettigrew, 1984),
3.4 RD W= L5HRE

AT 5E 3 A R A R 3 25 B A A A A%
T B S ARG BT R A A, A B R A
55 FIAT S 1) = A B 53 i 3 ) 20 B 1 — e 38
0 ) (35 38, 2002), 38 A AR X 35 B A
3AYERE . (1IN 43 (cognitive component): 1%
BN FE; (2)1 B 43 (affective component) :
J& B B & RN W (3) 47 A L 43 (behavioral
component): H UL T8 A& FPAT R b, LFE A BR
R (HB) TAERIL . %5717 M55 (Cropanzano &
Randall, 1995). RD A1 AT 0y = eSS H 5L
BB T RN K28 H P, 1990, H
H¥E, 2006) LI K [ A EH8 43 2% # (Cropanzano &
Randall, 1995)f% 3245, fHJ HAjX — 25 R 1
SE R T EE IR R B, o A DL LAt Oy
it e 2 ol LA £ T HL

BAh, Wickham, Shevlin 1 Bentall (2013)4 T
F 5 5 A ) A A 2 30 2 5 AR S A By O R 2
ERMXR, FET —MXEEBI(16 HR LT
FNAR X 25 (perceived relative deprivation, PRD)#E
A7 W 0 a9 T, R EE AR B BN - S i
(Perceived Inequality in Childhood Scale, PICS),
SCUERF SR Rz E R WA T 3 MEE ., RAML
TEL M XT 683 ZueE K= # 1T A, R
AN Y T R I A Mk e — 2R R
AT R MR Z 51T, 15 30— P9 2 0 s
B B X R (12 B M A AR (4 ),
TP BE AT UE M B R b, SRR T =
2R SRR A 8 A AR5 (5 A LA
TEW . AER . 154 B AL LA R IR A 7
T EAT EG BT RN B B A XS RI2F, 6 &) | 4k 2 AHXT
25 (5T T A 2 LA i AR RN ) 1) A R 3
6 )R ZRBE A 2 BE A (5 2 52 [ A 0 408 o A A A
FREAFWREN . KRR . 54
— R B ] DL R A BES 5 R R A O T AT
#, 4 #), =RERBUE R TR
FRT AR ZRET, 2(95) = 183.77, p < 0.01,
SRMR = 0.06, RMSEA = 0.05, CFI = 0.96, TLI =
0.96, KM Likert 5 siitsrik, M 1AGERARHA
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I g s AR L. 3 AR I R — Bk
ZHU4Y M 0.77. 0.83 1 0.75, PICS &— k&
B /NI 5T AR A K R 5 A4 fR7 2 17T 55 N
TH,
35 N

R AP X 0 2 SR P AR S, AR 3 2 S
PR A% O 45 ) 107 326 2 AR B 43 R R 4, TR
TAF—175 8% RD (19 BULE 45 R 5 7 17 32 R % (R IR AH XF
FIZF R EE RGN . SRINA 2= F5 1 (Walker
& Pettigrew, 1984), TEHFI AN LR N B 45
FA B, ARG DX A3 A0 B R SRR 43, 38 B [X
A3 AV X 25 5 AR X R, B S -
& RD SiA M%) RD i — 4 T B 45 MR A &
AEGT ] 25 8% N 25 S5 R 1 8 AR . B 19 Sk
KT, H AT E ST AT ) 25 IRk i) 5 Y S
ERFIE B AR £, (HARYE RD 11958 4 P 45 4544 (RD
MA-FEA RD 5IANFI-1 /& RD 1 4 H 451
) Fife Gt ) 1) e 2T AR 2 0L . MWL Py, FAR
A2 90 AREARHE T G A 4R AR X 2R Y
NI AT N = Y5 MR, (A2 A 5
FF R T B SEUEIE . BbAk, AN R E IR
EEA, CHFBERYFESRE D O
et AN &S, Wik, FERFIT—J i b AR
AR FIZF KA SEE N RS R A EE .
HRCBETE S P LR oy — 5, TR
T 1 BT G2 R0 L B 4 BE R TS [R] (Walker &
Pettigrew, 1984), A i 75 im 5 %o e 5k A HHE (4n 3t
SILE . B SF L) HE X 25 IR P 28 45 F i 3
T H 4l .

4 EIEHEMNFFRMEXEER

ARXS R P2 A e B L DB
Fs o U AE 2R R R L R S . PO
HYBFSE, R e R X ) 0 SR B A DG R R R B
MAE 3 MAERZEE, BAASIT#a . MR
TEAS B AL S IR AR 1
41 ANO%GHZ%T=E

NG AR, WA AR A
K32 BE RS RS E WO A AR .
Zhang Fll Tao (2013)XF [ 5925 & K 2=k 1R
R, MR AR . ACEHISIRIRGL . phAE 5 A
T BEARAR LA T A 1) 2% TR D0 -5 A R 30 25 R I
FHIC(p < 0.001) A AR XS R 25 ik e T4 A 2%

A AR AR, AT 3 S AR I B DU SR RE 2
Az B AR 0 25 AR T AR BUE R R A 2k vk
A AR R 25 B T AR AR A R AR AR
Az R 5 R Tk B IR R R IR
24 I R R 25 R GE T AR T IR K 24 42 . Moore
(2003)51%F 6430 442k A LA B ML K24 (3
PR ) 1 U 850 407 2 2% A (5 IR Y R A 3R T, 59
PR R B 10 5 BB IS A A A o 3 20 IR B
WM M MIER@B = -0.78), Pettigrew 4§
(2008)%F BR YN A A & 7R, Z B E TR S X R
PR X ) 25 7= AR S e, T 6T R B A O A 5
Wi, WFIEIE R, 220 FEEE L2 5 i A Y AR
Xt 2R K-, A2 H0E R B AE 3G AR R0 R
FEYT B RE ) 0 TR, BT A A B4 R X ) 2 Uk
(Crosby, 1976), X Gurr (1970)f) 4 {HHHF5—
WrEBE ) BEIR Sk A R, Y HE B E R, A
VB0 (L RE 1 T RE S5 AH 7 R ver, TR)ERH A1 (L30T 15
2s3RO A R B2 o IR R = T A (g
TR RIRE, AR XTI A T
42 NMEABEZE

AR A o X AF X 0 25 J% 1) 5 i) 2 A4 B
FENRSFRIT . AR 53X AR | i 4 Uk
AR5 R4 25 IR S5 5 T . Crosby (1976)i 52
E M EE PO DN T 3R A TR UNISE RO
RO, — RNk RE T, N
(self-blame) i AT A2 45 F 05 09 lOH B T H &,
L T R ) 30 2R SRR AH R, AR5 B (fate-blame)
PN LA RO p i = S e PN 7 NS 7 5
PR T A R 2 SR e . R AR R TR 2, A
A B4 B R T BN, X R 2 SR R AR A
U L, AR R R KT R T . Smith 5§
AN (2012) 53 JC At & B, I PR 7 34 AR R
P ZF = A TR, AR EL P U R B AR, R AT
A1 A B B A A A 2T B AR 5K 3 A G 3 R
Koomen FI Frankel (1992)LA 81 44 faf 4 /b 4k B i #E
IR B A Ch i, SR FH IR 8 2 1 205 SR
R A2 T8 o A~ A B AR A AR X RS R RS ], 4 SR
IR EE XA RD K BEfA RD ¥ HA BER
E [ FMAE FH . Moore (2003)%F %] 6430 443k A LA
0 (R O 2 A R T B 4 B 2 A R A SR T, 5
AR A ok D (L A8 B0 L 2 A ) 8 R A ok o A

p <0.001), Kawakami Fl Dion (1993)L) 113 2.
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AT 2 A g, AT SRR A ST R B
b2 AN B BN AR X 3 2 R L I 3 Y IE M
Wi, G o B A AN S 45 BRG] R A4 A X 3 2 SR LA
TE ) TR, TR P AS S S5 RO A A R X
2R A TE [P . Sen #l Pal (2013) M4
LTI AR, 25 SN0 [ 1A AR 0 A X 25 IR,
eI HAL SRR, DR T 5 REIRAS
PN 25 B B A2, 5 R T I T R X 3 35 ke
o 2 N BR AR AT SN R], U B At 25 A R W]
REEARAS AR AR SRR R, R4 T A S ARk
43 HIRELE

2 T35 A A o AR %o ) 3 R 1 R ) R R
AL WAL A . B A IEMS R
KRG T . Pettigrew 55 A (2008)3H i3 X B ¥ A 47
NP AZE BoR, ARLEA T84t 2 b A7 9 HEiR
M 7358 555 Y T 37 B 2 SR A2 BI85 Ay i B %) A A X
F 25 A~ 4R A8 X 21 25 . Mclaughlin, Costello,
Leblanc, Sampson Fll Kessler (2012)P 6483 44 3 [F
HOENPR P RY, WSR2 TTHAS
FH /DAL R AR X )35 K B A 55, Zhang Fl Tao
(2013)id L X} 5925 44 R4 HY IR A R W], K
2EA AT R S S R R E RO, e
AT B = (24 A, R N 3R S AR B R 55, 1
A 2 SRR R AR R R B R R R

FE 2 R 2N SR A N ) 3R R A i R A
Folger, Rosenfield I Robinson (1983)L4 60 4 4 K
A YOR, RAMSRAT MR, HRETFA
IESHEXTRFBRZE MR, SRRV, HEBF
AR R BB T A TR 4 I R (B 78 4 R )T
ISR, B2 A 0 A X 3 25 B (A A R AN
B D, 15445, Cropanzano # Randall (1995)
R P A~ S 56 5K 25 2845 38 0 55 A X 3 258 5 2 )
MERCR, 4550 L BBRATE A (— AL )
B f% 184 0 (3555 AR IR 1 ) R 7 8 TE R, B T R A1 L
AR RIZF B, EARRINAE, RII g3k As T bk
PRI, M gl e nimsen T X —{F 8
25, PSS B s K R T A IE ALK
INIE, BARAKT By R

BT L1 H A (B 2 BRBEAAR) 1 FRAE 2
B M A K ) 3 ZF B K SF (Walker & Pettigrew,
1984), Z: REREAR IGO0 St (o7 1 i, A 1 4 X6 3]
Z5 7K V- 75 (Crosby, 1984), Tropp il Wright(1999)
LI 176 A0 T MNFE A 126 23RN 36 B K24

AR, S AR R SR Al A B R R
FER LA R EAT HAR, 5 %82 IR A X 555
HREFIXT RS . G5 R ERW]: DIEREA
EEK S, A A ] A 41K AR A RER A ]
F4 B A B R K B R X SRR R 2) A AR
FLEOK S, 58 A O B0 S BIR B0 -5 SR b ik
AT ECAEI, v PR DA [a] F) A s A A ) SRR
R TR A O S AR O PR B B A T
PRI, e AR A A T 9 i o 1 B e A

JE S ULH 2 BRI (UL F AR ) XA O 25 R B o
B
4.4 INEE

VAL A GEit oAt . AR AL i
FIAE 2 PREE AR B =S 25 AR T 82 e A
TFIRAM RN R . RMAK S IREAT, ik
alHE AR X RS S AR DG TR R A 1k ix gk, A
Gtz R AR . SR, AR AR
PR A RARE . ORI, LR S R
TR SRR | A XSO S R A R T
RE XS AP SR A 09 AR X S0 < O™ A AR T e
b, R R O — D E A AA I G R, A
PUEM N R ARZ, 1 HAA R Z [k ] GEA77E
SIRMZZHAE I, Ui PRRRAE AL ] BE A A 2 ER
B3 A8 X AR X S0 2 SR 4 2 W) 22 (B v A ]
PERL, N GEit A8 4 ] REAE AR i AL B AL 2
PR B3 748 X A N S < SRR R ) 2 [ A 9 A
Fo 388 R ROR AT 5 A HE B A

5 B xR R R 2 IR K AE AL

AT A 321 2 SR 1 5 i 51 B A R ML
AT T R SEIENESY, 32 X 2 A SCHk i 4 i
WIE, [AlA8F22% Smith 58 A (2012)#F 47 7T 43 Hr B 19
Oy ZERRAE, FRATTHE AR XoF ) 25 I 1 B i 8, A% U
G4 R A PRAR SRR AR R, P N RS
F= BALEE (P 7E )00 BE 4kt J3E R (O TE ) R T A,
TR AR AR o A A (P9 7E 1) TEBR 25 B R (OMTE 1Y)
ERAT R
5.1 FAXTHZ R ANMKT 2 H S0
511 MHEMFFESLEEER

0 3k 5 T PN 32 00 b T 7= A 1 A S 2 R
A R 5 A A B A () FE B . Eibner,
Sturm 1 Gresenz (2004) 15084 44 55 [E i 4F AN
B, BT LB AT RIZE (L) Yitzhaki 35 BN TR R)
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Yo U SRR (AR | £2 IR BERS  Fe A5 ) 52, 45
SR+ 28 T A X 25 (IR AR ) 5 A4 1.0
U felt B R W AR OG; [IA AT R B, AR
T ST Z 05, X 2 A 4k 11 0 B
it B 5 L A 3 0% I [ BN A, 2 AR X 25
R 25%HF, o0 R B 1 11 2% 2 R B 22 R A1
T 9.5%. Buunk Fl Janssen (1992)ifi i %} 248 44 faf
2226 % 3| 55 2 i HL B M T R A R I, 7E 3
MR BL(26~35. 36~45, 46~55 %), HIXT
SPLE B X D 58 M A O B R CREAS L BIAR . T
PEAS T B HAA 35 B TR, ER X 4R 5
P (O T /E F BE 58 . Mclaughlin %5 A (2012)% 6483
S EEF D E AR, HXRFSE SRR
17 26 B i S 35 IE AR 06, AR R 25 K, &4
AF 8 5 2 BT Y XU S . Abrams A1 Grant
(2012)FE 1t XT 911 44 ek 2 FH /D AE MBS R W,
A AR Xof 340 35 Xof A A P RIS 4 3 EL A 0 G Wl 2 1Y
MAE . Zhang F1 Tao (2013)L4 5925 44 Hr[E K
2 R, BIFST T AR G 3 2 R RS A BERE R
ZIR R, G5 H R KA A 4R X 3 25 B 5 4
BB, ARESREIEMIE, KA MR X #1258
R, DU HAMAR KRR R, & H A BN AR
PR

Osborne 55 A (2012) 4 953 4 FEE A7 KR
FOR G T o w2548 i o MO O S BU A
PR X 025 (Al B R A WA D )Xo 0 B B
B, g5 SRR 55 R¥H A AR
A5 O PR R T 2 1A G (p < 0.001), fHEAE . 2
LT B A0 155 285 7 A AR KR T 380 25 o B B ) 5 i
il % /- fEH . Schmitt FIl Maes (2002)L 7t [
585 44 AR N1 387 24 VB B, 43 3 A AT
Y FE XS 258 L PR AT R] R Co B BRE R AT P YR
B RN, 455 R I P A PR DA (]9 7 R X 3 2 Jak
N 2 N L R A0 B ) B PR R, ARG
PR R A DA TR J 5, 0 A St ) 25 e o L i R
) A S T AR 55

AT 3 25 BN AR AR )00 B A R HL A i
FR PR SR, A2 A AR 17 B ft B (A A R
FEAE R K E I (Eibner & Evans, 2005; Subramanyam,
Kawachi, Berkman, & Subramanian, 2009; Cole,
2012; Lhila & Simon, 2010). X325 0
. MR, SEERAT . RIS . AR LIRIE
T % ELA 11 1% 5% ' (Eibner, 2000; Deaton, 2001;

Salti, 2010); 7EFEM T AW . ZHE R .
W, LR AR 2 s, T A
il S B B AR 7= A (1) A X 34 25 B G B T ) Tl
fiE P (Eibner, 2000).

512 HEMHZTREMEITH

AH X 0 2F B 23 XS K 47 R (individual
behavior)/” A B B R M, 32T ALHE B (W 22)4T
RANBGEMEAT N . BT R iAo AT
TARAT A . PEiRECGR AT R (IR . T | 24
YT W FE SRR A DL KR T S (an 2
AIIEFES . HIRTED) . 2025 J755) (Smith et
al., 2012),

T, AR R R o T B A Y R g 2
1M o PEIT 205 FRIS (frustration-aggression theory;
Caskell & Smith, 1984)I\Ny, #Pra] LI — &K
FIARRI B AT Ry L B, Hoh 2z — 5 EREMIE
K BCEATHy, Fedr B2 X RIZF 0779, ik
— A NKEMBZA W), WA BT R (D
BFaE, 2011), A A S B ST 2R B, SRR E B A
X FN R AT 23 51 AR 0 5058 RN W 1 28 (e v
), HE TR O R 2 PE AT 8 (Crosby, 1976
Donnenwerth & Cox, 1978; Wright, Caspi, Moffitt,
Miech, & Silva, 1999). Stiles 45 A (2000)3 i X}
6074 % K EF EMBITRR, R8T .
Bl . SIS B E RE TR s, M
it G GBI LA Be— 36 G BE AT L BT iRk
SHVR] 1) 26 55 AR X 03 25 SO IR T A 1 R AR 5
HETT 5 | AR B S AT I N i sl L W=
AR . 25 45) . Bernburg, Thorlindsson 7l
Sigfusdottir (2009)3E i3 % 5491 4 vK & 75 /D AF A A
FEW, XFREEEHBILX PR EEDE, &
AR X 2R XA Y 2 AT R RSE SR AT A B 5
AR M TR AT X R AR,
25 % FH T 3 2 % 3k B S TR AR o 199 52 W 300 B
o AN WAVIRE LM, @it a i e A
A A X 30 25 B 23 34 0 7 2D 4R AR SR AT R A 1)
A2 T B E LR AT A (Webber, 2007),
J& SRS IE 1 — 2R 5

TR, FERT 25 R s T 3O A Y 2k sk GR 4R)
TR WEITRBA, AbF AT 55 S5 b7 i #E 4R
Y S SN UK G SIZN SOM K (NI A 7 N ko
5 B R ) FNIAR, e LA LA K S 5 fa AT
AR AR | TR | 2 £ s 2 W ) ) XU (Eibner,



446 DN = = S S

248

2000), Kuo FI Chiang (2013)id 3 % 1 [ 45 15 R [F]
M ZE R R, EFE T XA KT K&
oAl 28 (AR B . WS WRR DL . B LA &
ZHERE)ZIG, =WAHXTRZFE L Yitzhaki 15
BONFEIR) SRR AT R W E A OG, SRR AR/
B NHIZ5 N Z ] B A 22 B BEAS M AR A 70 Y
KA Callan, Shead il Olson (201 1) i %} 7%
. EEPINEKR 83 it X E R EAE, BT
AP XoF 30 35 X)W TSI AIL 09 5 e B F 0 BRAIL A
25 L IR VR AR X 3 25 BE XA R i gt sh AL A4
Sy B B TOMAE L SORTIE A X B A AR Y
VB B B) B 5 G T AL, B AT BV (] ) A TR
BEAEA AT 2R 5 S DL Z MR & 5  h A
fEH

s Ja, AEX R BN 2 BN R B T AT
Sy, AL AT RE AR O A A AR FR R B B AT O
Zoogah (2010)LAEMM NG 144 & Al B2 T A4
W, R4 4 5 FRAR R 25 88 T A R AH X 4 25 X 5
T.25 AR TG Sh Ay 52 m K H p L hl . &5
T, A AT RZE RN BT A R TG S S
HEMESSE WA EE, mRED A REFE D)
(e RSN TP JUIES A RIS ] S e K Fte
AR XS R IR A RIRFHE SIS 5 B Z 0]
RET T TANER; FEF A LA M X 31 25 &
HSAREAEHNSHEZMESR TAMEM
Olson &5 A (1995)3# i % B 3 £ 36 F1 T AE 2o
TFFE I, P22 PR A R AR %o 3 2 SR AN W5
BROEZE S TR, HT/ELHTA
BRI AN T BB (AR X R 2 B 2 3 IE )
2 A R TFHE S BB . Turley (2002)
WXt 3563 ZAERT EEILE MR, SRk
AR HE AT P2 A B AR T S0 R L EE R 2l
4i(b = 0.483, p < 0.001) LA K B AT M (b = 0.437, p
< 0.00)fF7E B EMEEF W, XafatEh TS
PSRRI AT Eb A T 7= A B AR O R 2 R R T A
R e M BE GBI, #Em 51K T AR
WATH o
52 HEMRFFEMBEFRTENTMN
521 HENHNEFREHGRTE

TEPR 7S B (intergroup  attitudes)— 8 X PN 7
A B LR 53 UL B SRR B G i 5% %) P40 o e
VITEBFFE R W, AR 0 25 S o 0 1 B 285 B 7 A
BEROON, BT AR X AR 1 A8 BE (P R A Al e

MRIL . TGN IE] . TR RO 3 L5 L XA
R EZS BE AN MR L . AMBRIRZIAREN &2 . X %%
RAA S U RIS RENEE A FEHR
& BURIRHI T FEEMA kM. X2 R
FF4) = 77 Ifii (Smith et al., 2012).

KA R, FHXT R 25 B2 5w AT 1X
FERIYZSBE . Tripathi A1 Srivastava (1981)L4 112
HENER I R, SRR AE I %
WP E VR, 55255 BRI Y P B AR (R M) Fn A
TR A (B0 38 30 3H )25 8 LA RRE %o 34 2 S vt L RRE B
BEERRFW, g5 RAB, BltkEd LA B
PR BE (M = 134.5) R A AN RS BE (M =
78.5); AR AR A I B AR RE X R L KO R,
Yo AR A (R bR () 285 B SR AR AR, XoF ST AR (B
W ) PSSR . Appelgryn Fl Nieuwoudt
(1988) L) 361 44 P AR TB I 120 44 LA 7 22 18 B8
PR AR B, 5 A X 3 35 85 A A B
ZWPRR, BREH, FIEAAXNARERYE
FETT R RN, R AMEER AR 2 e Al RN A
A mE AR R R AR B R
AR, BUHATRV, AR mIERA
RO B S B B3 RSN AE o Guimond Al
Dubé-Simard (1983)if 1 %F 80 44 LAk i A HEiFE Y
TnE L 55 A EE 1223 X A B35 a2, b
THEE Ty T AL T AT 55 # A0 B 5% B, B
AT RIZF . BEPR AR A RS RE = S E B
EAR SR, Bl A R (AR X R 2R A, BEPR A
PR R A, AL S BOA S B (M) R
SCAG [ R ZN) o

A B 5T R AR T 300 25 SRR 2 5 ) A AT X A1
RENF )R, Aleksynska (2011)L4 1000 44
g 2 AR LB RO, % 8] i A X ) 25k
DL R # B G A A A2 RIS BE, 451 R W
A RO T AR X ) 25 JR A 1) S et T 0 S TR
MY EE, BI3E 58 R L 7= A 0 3 AR XoF )
RIS R R E A RN R A LA
MAIE . RSP A P RIWBUFECR . AR
BRIEANBROBPRSE, RERA, AT
Lk o N o = B R VA N el Y 1 1R N T
ZUIY 22 5 R X R ZF A ) A 0 B R B A R
TIPS EE o BFSEE A TAE R A A X 31 35 A
AR Xt 3 25 % A o O DL 19 166 5 T 4 R ) 3 & 30
“Yis O (spillover effect)”, BRI~ 4A AR X 3 253
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ok TR AR Yo 34 25 194 v AV 6 B B Al L (o S R
B0 L) P-4 52 (Tougas & Beaton, 2002; Tougas,
Rinfret, Beaton, & de la Sablonniére, 2005; Pettigrew
etal., 2008),

WEAE, HEX 2R IRAE 25 i AR S R G
HYZSEE . 4N Birt A1 Dion (1987)%F N4 K [F] A B
B 5T FBA, T AR IS AL 60 B 0 A o) 380 25 A 6 o)
AN 28 I B AR E R B A B W
TR FIAE . Caskell Fl Smith (1984)38 12 % 7
FE] gl b R 2 ) BN R N 7 A I B T B
PN T AR 0 AR X 25 R S S A 2 (ki L
Bt SRR A AOMERS B W AR oG, (LR XA AR O
PRI AN
522 HEMFFRSERHTA

SEREAT A (collective action) 8 A8 2 B AR B 51
2 55 o036 BE AR IR (149 17 36 (Wright, Taylor, &
Moghaddam, 1990; Wright, 2009), f&— 3t [E
50 R B AR4T A (Park & Burgess, 1921), Fb
WAL GEIE T HU R B (Walker & Smith,
2002; KFHEZ, 2012), Wright 5 A (1990)3F—#
T, SEREAT N EEALSE T ARRAE . D DARHARTT N
B BB 217 0 B 0B e 32 T s R Y
Flas . DMEREPIFRFW, FHXR25F R0 R
fFRr= e mE R, I H 5 AR X #2540 H,
BEAE X 25 00 5 S BURBEAT R, ANBEAR BT T
. BUARIIED) . BERTCGE PES (Smith et al.,
2012). Walker Fll Mann (1987)L4 4% A 5 4R
FIBIFFE B B, B A AH T 30 25 X BE AR AT o A
ERTIAER . Olson %5 A (1995)%} 50 44 ¥k
BESERN 62 & TAE T £, BoRRE R T
V2 M X F B BT LR T R 057 B4 AN 36 728 % (R AR A
of 3 25 k) 43 I 35 0 ) 00 5 R R A 0 B A BT
AT H - Birt A1 Dion (1987)i# 3 X N K 74 4 [l
PEARBE IR BT T A B, 55 ST A A AH T 3 25 JER N
7 AR 0 B 2 8 At T X BREAR BT AT R B SR RE,
AR AR A A1] ) 428 A T 2 0 W R B

AR 1 25 B 25 388 i 55 S BER Y BOA 2 A
F ({8 []), A Canache (1996) % AT 7E 5 #5 b IX 1
LB 55 1) T L 0 A A 56 3] B ik 1 e T B RN R
W, T RFBUAZ TG 3. Osborne Fll Sibley
(2013)idE 1 X 6886 44 P4 = W AE N A 5T R W],
FEARHE X 035 55 B R R 18 3l 0 SRR 1) 2 1E
X, HFHX—KRZH RGN EGERNIET,

151 1 R GE N TEAR SRR T R A X0 300 35 %o 55 34
WS BURVFRIE SN 20 .

AH T 30 25 G 23 1 0 55 S BE R R B R 130k vk
A SR PR 35 4+ 47N . Koomen Al Friinkel (1992)
X 81 £ 22 DR RERE A D) IR A5
SR, BEOORE X R 2E X B R B M B B e
i) SO P, O R0 R 56 38 o A R X 1 2 11 58 4
FRAAE FH S BRI T 7= A2 52 0 . Halevy, Chou,
Cohen £l Bornstein (2010)% &£ B [N 1 P 1L 55
(IPD-MD) 5 55 3 25 £ B 44 7K ~F- 1 4 X %1 35 gk n
Al M BE PR SE S, 455 & I 55 BBER L 5L = AR i
IR 35 A7 o0 R 2R 2 0 25 TR S A A
By, U B R 2 R T S S R R IR
PEREPR T AT N -

KA R M, B X #2540 W] fig i@ it I
by A B T AR R X AR REAT S (R I ) 7 A )
Wl FEIAMFFR R, BEARAERTRF S EHIT NN
KR ZEAEREARTE &0 A, BB R
(Smith, Cronin, & Kessler, 2008) Fl i /A& AS 5
(Mummendey et al., 1999); H&728 {5 MAEREA
FHXT 025 SAERAT A B I Z R EEET A EH
(Abrams & Grant, 2012), [EP223# RSZIRHFEH
RW, BEARBUSFIREARRCBETERE A AR X %125 5 4
BEAT O (G 1)) Z 0] & & A 1E B Ok 15 4k 5%
2012), WFIER KB, BRI FZEREARANT 2125 5
EEREAT 0 6 & Z W] 5 9715 4 FH (Mummendey
et al., 1999; van Zomeren, Postmes, & Spears,
2008): TEREARIATR™N WA A5 0E T, BEAH X R 2F
HEMAT N X RS, TOIRHE AT R 2F
PR R SR, BRI E AT RS SERMIT N, &
NN 8 T SR A= g YN B i D 2 T
Ko ) 25 T R REAT Dy ) O A P A 2 S B (G A5 4,
T, 2011),

5.3 /&

L ARTFGTERT T A XS R0 25 B PR AR . A
AT M EAN KT R RASE  ERIT N
SEREROKV-AS B 1Y R e S A AL, B oe 45 2R
Ko R B A X 3 2 SR ) T I SR o LA B2 SR
ik — S RAMI R B A EEAREME L, BT
AHXT R R B s RN A R E 2 2, WAEEM
ML 4., TR 2 4 T 22 B0 AH X 31 35 8% 5 X
AR Z M AR IFAE G o AR R 2F B 5
M 250 07 735 kU 499 A > R 708 Sk RIRRE A 8 o RS
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RIRATH — A 250 23, SRt 4 vT A
B: —J7 5% Smith % A (2012)/9 73 Hhmif, At
ATTHE X AT 380 25 8 5 I A 1) 06 R AT I8 4 BT
R, H A 32 25 IR 1Y 5 SR AR 1 o B K A AR
o CRUAMARAE B, ALHE ITE O BRR S RIS E Y
AT SR ) FURE B K O 14 A% B AU MR 1, 4
FENTE PR S R INE AT R, 53— 7 I,
2 7E 4 T (R0 B LA R AR o6 SOk B 6L L, et e
G B BRS 43 BT R B I A NS e S Ak,
AR A5 S AH e 3B 25 J 110 T 22 2850 0 A TR (B %o 5 AR
AR B EL R WD T 2, T AR R R S
AR B 109G ZR ML (AN 2% b S B R | 34 285 7 A
RO FE MG 55, RIS Seifoe i ik — 25 ik
X5 I

6 MRIFESRKRE

AMNEE SR Stouffer 55 A (1949)78 2
At 20 AR HE R X 3 20 Bk — R Dok, AR
FIFRZ R T DI BURY LA
2 S U T B TIZ OGTE, ARG BB R B
EE LG, WHAS T 28 M E TR ek
SR, RGURA AT R WAFTE R Z A R Z AL, 2B
FINH, ZAT LU RATR AN T R X A X
PR E— LW
6.1 EFMTHHEMHSTRMMSEEM

Xof T 5 R PA TR 1) A X S < AR A N 4 A T
ORTE S N 7 S N N e o S D
I R X ) S R 4 AR A I T B — 2P TR A LA
o DIERFTE R 22 AL 23 LB 1Y ff1 B2 53 8 AR N 340
SR IR CURR X R 25 R 1Y 2 5 2 IR 1L, A A
XF B A F AL Y 32 LR T, Walker &  Smith,
2002), fH H ARSI RSy, R
FEFEW, AE IR 3 S AR T ) S SR 11 T A R
4r(Smith et al., 2012; Walker & Pettigrew, 1984),
PRI, AT R A7 S 79 1 T X A X ) < SR E A 7
RO\ E S, N 2 I S AR X 3 <5 O S 2
PRTAE o I A R 2 R N R 5 4 I T 0 —
iZb et oY 1 10T % A = i N ES N PO DO
S SR 5 R 2 B P 1) A T R AR UL RO AN —
, A MINE-FIR RD (£ B EIFRF9E, A1)
MAE-HER RD 09 1 B2 R IFAT5E, WA AU
Z&7 RD MINAUSY, (H R S H R 58 38 o AR X
25 R P 2 2 R N R AL B -1 B RD, B

A EAMER-BER RD, HILINAI-EE RD 54k
FEUR RD (1 248 7 1 205 R 8 1 i HE 6T 31 20 S
UM R R R, LR H AT T X — 528451
B (1 SEUEAF 28 38 KD, oA e o
6.2 FEMBHHRBAURST L ERAMFFER

R

WFE Xt % R ve, EEAWA W —2
IR FE K 22 DA 38 A BE IS8 % 42 (R 2448 ),
T 5o 1 AR A7 2 FLAH X 2 I, b g
MR S AE FALE], U se 45 R Ae ) 2 H
PRt nd v ge sz BBl . BRIk, J5SEr o N A
X 1 b VR EE X H AR B AT ST, AR R TR A
FRTT R A B L AR R TR R 2 R
R E SRR (T T 4R %5, 2010), HRFTT4E
REHABNE, —RUAHR KEZLEAEANR
WFFE R 5, /D X 5 /0 A7 L2 AH X 30 25 R ) A
T B/ LEAL T N KRR A VB i A e
B, —segg A LI AT s LI . A
SFILE, RRFREILE ., B R LE)mEid 5 —
M ILIE M AL, Ak A RIS B R 35 A 1R
F, TG e OB 1 A R A 0 A R X 2 R,
T % L A SR R {4 NS 114 37 1 3 RS )52
Wi RO, X /A A 5 SR A L 2 A X )
FREBIRATFSE, Joie BRI FiR RSk AR A
AEBEWIMEME X,
63 FEHEMHSENARAESIARMAA

WEFE N R ST A A S R R BLAE =
ANJT s — S AEEBIFSE K 22 DR ) Lo 8 £ BE AF 5%
AR X 2 g, i 2D Xk ) R X ) 2 R 9T
(Smith et al., 2012), @it 5 H A RSB ARIELT
R 1) L A2 10 7 A 1R R i 4 3R 2 R S 2 RD Y
HEMWARMMRHNE, HEE TS AT
ol R R R AT T 7 AR A 2 1 R ) S 2 JR A
RD W ZHFFE N2 o 107 HLXE T AS R AT i B AR
T 5, ) AE T 380 25 R 1 R X ) 25 174 0] v
RESAH BTN, Xt T — B TAEREAOKR UL, ol GRS
T A X 0 20 o0 X T AR N DL R — S
IRPR BIRUE, AT BN ] A X 2 B Sy i A
TRAEEWMIR R T, TR KL A R
— AT S BRI R (A | AR L fh sl
FRF A )X R X 40 2 R R T, T K %5 i PR
T2 56 F S LR A 5 w5 o A /095 K,
A ARFRE A 5 54 S IR AR f 22 8] DL G PSR
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s BRI R Z R SRS HAE 7 X2
5 SRR AT S DR Y o SR AR R AR
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The concept, measurement, influencing factors and
effects of relative deprivation
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Abstract: The concept of relative deprivation (RD) is identified as a kind of subjective cognition and
affective experience. It refers to that some individuals or groups perceived themselves at disadvantage
circumstances by comparing with the corresponding reference groups, thereby leading them to experience
some negative emotions, such as anger and resentment. In previous studies, the main testing models of RD
consist of the two-dimension vertical structure model involving individual-group RD and cognitive-affective
RD, the dual-dimension structure model of cognitive-affective RD, the two-dimension structure model of
individual-group RD, and the three-dimension structure model of RD. In terms of influencing factors, the
existing researches have mainly investigated the impacts of demographic variables, individual factors, and
social environment factors on RD. As to its outcome variables, previous studies have focused on the effects
of RD on interpersonal level outcomes, such as mental health, individual behavior, together with the
intergroup level outcomes, such as intergroup attitudes, and collective action. Finally, the improvement of
concept and structure research, the study of adolescent and special groups, the broadening of study contents
and perspectives, the strengthening of longitudinal and intervention research, as well as localized and
cross-cultural research are the trends of study in this field.

Key words: relative deprivation; mental health; individual behavior; intergroup attitudes; collective action



