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BEKAT RN . B BR2EF I R B, 1T 25 AL
AT AR, A FREAOK T . BERR
1% 2% #21¢ (Intergroup Emotion Theory, Smith, 1993)
#4412 A A FiS (Social Identity Theory, Tajfel &
Turner, 1979)F11&25PF41 #18 (Appraisal Theories of
Emotions, Lazarus, 199 1)f WL 5, AN 4 MK ]
At SRR S . A SRHRES A
BHURES, 2 NIBEIR AL A (1R PR A B 5
IZFERAE DG B F 8, IFAE B FERN b 7= A ARG 26
(group-based emotions), FFAIE 26 AR T MAE L,
B i S 52 i A ) =R S BRI R AEFE A
B b, AR GRS GO YR A N R B, AT
MRS K E A RE ST B 03 7 A R R A
18 45 R 56 (Smith, Seger, & Mackie, 2007), HFE /)
TR 24 235 R S BOH B AT s, 975 A4~
XN L AR R BT . i, SMESE R
TR PR R L 1 388 1 3 00 17 R 3] 4% (anger), 17T K
HERF 2 AT P04, W2 B BEIR BB A 47
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R B3 25 W (shame), 3 1M SR R B it

AL SBEBR R T, BHA K (collective guilt)
S TR R B DL IR A 2 S Y, N S X A
Profo . REACIERG . FERTERL . BEPRFNME . REBR
HMEESERE AR (B (4 L A7 R 77 AR E 2P T 20 4R
DS GRE X BER PO LR AT T KEWF s,
BT REPFNR . AT X —WF5E FRHIT A
A, RGBS O B BIL R S AT o A
B, BESTHER R T 107 28, IF X S wT g
FETE R R B TR 5 e 2

1 BERRRE

11 BERRRMEREX

PSR — i 6 o oA 5 ol P TP 2, 41
PR B [ O AT S T A kA A
185, A A INPGX BN WD 48 SO . AR
P& NPT A IS SR AR T R SR 4 A TR, 7Y
YA R 50 ANBR NI AR LN SRR
NPCAE KRB, o, R, T, BKHE,
2014), o, FEAR PR AATE LTS AR
HMBERAOE T AN B FE R, TR AR5 &
A B 0 — PP PEBER . B ST RTE ARG 4 . B
MR PR I AN S AR PR A B AR KT 1 T3 B0 328 i
HEANH S ENKAERRIAF, ZE&CHW
5, AT MLLTR L T L AR A PR K 1) JEL AR P 3
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H—, BT BRI A K 2 R RO B
b=, Wk, Y ACTREBHAMEUE T AN B ELT
JEE, HEEAOK B RSN REAR R L, B
HO&A S 5 REMEAT W4 A BRI, B
A P A I DG B A 2 AR AR, A
J& H O SEBRTT M (Ferguson & Branscombe, 2014);

85, TR TR PR — P R AR 2 1 3
1528, ARG 45 07 A RS BRI N TE AR I D E
fian, RIS K B0 R 01 DA B AR R AT Oy R
TE S, AR WURA RN R BEARTT it i T A4y i
TR, Mo R BRI S

0=, AN AR T, BRI S AR

Ffol, AR AZ BB NI 25 77 A PR Bl
E{J\ VAR R R AR AR (A,
EIELAE, XU, 2011);

SO, Ch T I BRBEAR IR, RSB
YRI5 K 1 R R 2 18 M AMEA T30, 54
PIIRAS [ AR 2, E AR KRS 1] B AMEERT G2 9F A8 —
FESRHEEZER, RS2 HEHEALRF S M
MBI B, R N PR — BN 15
2R3, (BB S S EEW AL 245 5 (Ferguson &
Branscombe, 2014),

12 BAERNRSEMBFENXS

340 W PR R AR SR T AN TE AT T
PR T K, BEARR IO T RERIG 2] 25 . B
[F] 175 (sympathy) 55 1f5 47, 1 261 25 25 40 5 ] B
BAEBENNERR, F0E X5,

TEIF AT, ZEM T N PR — R RAEIX
STEIMEE, BRI S BIRPIKE S RIE 5.
AR I T A7 R 2R BT T BT R s AR LR, BFSE
FXEEANRPRL T LS5 E B R
IR 3 A AT B SE FHA EAT IR R
B, YA AR PIRE AR SRR T AN I 74
FEF, 2[RI A A a0 ) 75 MR 5 KRR, X P A
T2 &5 RRHRM B — 84T, Bk, #ME,
% 81 %(Gunn & Wilson, 2011; Sharvit, Brambilla,
Babush, & Colucci, 2015;
Branscombe, Rothschild, & Cronin, 2013), A[f] )
e, BRI R B WS MR R RN R AT X
AMNBERTE BT 5, BEMRRR S S ) ik gl il A E
1778 B, AR P9 A 1 2 RN R AS 25 52 )
SR AR A 25 ) R R BRI AN AT AR A
BB T 0%, BRI S A CRREHR

Sullivan, Landau,

S0y 77 A B AR, R, AT AT AR A 2 R R
HEGRE SN, FEARA BRI BN, B R R A
BEIAR A 5t 5 14y (Gausel, 2012; Pivetti, Camodeca, &
Rapino, 2016),

A, A RTE X N REAGL B, AT REE 2
PR TR 4 SN, WFFE A5 R A% 4+ (Figueiredo,
Doosje, & Valentim, 2015; Figueiredo, Valenti, &
Doosje, 2015) . N\ F B3 (Shepherd, Spears,
& Manstead, 2013)55 25 F 1T RO FT & B, #EK
RIS 55 R A P E A AR R DG, ELX P
R 25| KRR 50 52 AR A T A M R B
MIAT TR o AR S, BRI T2 m SR
A, AR TR A A 52 20 9 B B9 AR T 24 405 5 1
ORI BERBTRS 245 1] R, RS2
RS G I 51 AT R 3 S T R 2 DN -0
FEARIE QMR E BT . R, B E 7] fig
FOREU B0 AN AT Ry (9 57 AF 5 54775 571 (Harth,
Leach, & Kessler, 2013),

e 175 2 A R LAl A 1 400 £ o B A O S A
B XX 7 e R ] B A2 B — B s 4IRS
WSk, BMETEREPR bR 5T, MAE R4
WSS XS AT 2 B 45 F KRB R . g S
PRI LA i AR G, T D — SO0 B AR B
Xf 2 H BRI R A B L MRS HL R AR B AT R
(Harth, Kessler, & Leach, 2008; Kahn, Liberman,
Halperin, & Ross, 2016). 3 Ir AR A2, PRI
AN R ZE SR 32 BB AS IE 2545
A THE, R NABIRAIE . 53 5h, VFZAT5EIA
F TR J2 NPX I JE A, 55 3L B SRS A . B
A B AR R YK (Howell, Turowski, &
Buro, 2012), fEREVRJZ T, FFEA B 36T SR 19 9
o R, 20 AT S Al e U DR T N AR R
AR Gy e AR BRI 1N, Sullivan 48 A(2013)
e PN TNy 82 WS PRV & 35 UL X VAN
FEA RV R, T RUAEARATT X 56 45 A2 BB v i
SRS TR YK
1.3 BARAREIM A EER

RERINIXZ DL T A 35 T B RERS w2 S,
R R F AR T IL I

B, A LB FE R SRR
A S XM AN TR T, AR
MR R BEAR A 525 T S L A9 i FE B A (perpetrator
group) HANAEAE L BROCHR, H Y F RS A oA
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—E XM E R EEZ G, AR T EE
e HE NP N, R SR R BRI
Mg WORS S RERRE . LR AR
TEfA 22 R e AR AR ORI

B, MM RREPR SR X T T IELE
BABIRERR PO, TS i R HR 2208 X O R
O A A5 B R AT, R 2R — 7 X X 5 ST
TR AEBEE, AR 5 AT RERE
P RE AL it 3 AR, I DX PR (A SR AR A i
B4 B NIK . BN, LI RE SR, L
@32 R AT BE PR e L 380 4 30 T 32 1 (R A 52 X
77 A2 R

=, ARIERFE SRR Mk ah— AR
PR H S — BRI 2 A 25 AT, HoX Fl
225N IE I, RSB S B E
P S AR A M 55, AT d 2 R A
o BRI A 07 B 555 A A A T R R S5 108 T JRR B T
Yo fln, HA L B, SEEHET RS NS
AFAE R 0 A B o A A ]
T A KA

S0, AR E R B S T
{14 B0 ThTJ SR T REAS 23 ELRE B, iR A R R Xt
AL B, I, SR A TR B AR
AR AW FAT R A SRR, T2k
FIRER NP B, Rk ks RN RARAE AR AT
X B R AR o R A8 2 A AR DR N S A A 15 T
AR 2T 22 0 I K

2 BHEARIRFEROIEYLE]

AT BN B A FE AR, H
R I REAAR KT AR 32 B 1R TE 5 405 3 70 54T
B A 27 AR BRI L, FE AR R (group
identity) ., WREARTI{T (ingroup responsibility) 517
J A4 P (behavior illegitimacy) f& 5% M T 14 P9 95
1) = o Y B -

21 FKIAE

BEAR N TR — A N FRAE & 1 3 2 4
GF o BRI T A AR R A R 51 B 0 R iE IR AR
TRFREE . AR4E B IR > S HLIR (self-categorization
theory), M2 A S N #7424, IF W]
WA C TR, DU BRI S 2 LA &

(Tajfel & Turner, 1979), AT PN FEAAR A A [E) 48 1=,

FFMEE P R REARYE St MO B, w2

100 ] T AR 8008 1 B A AT 3%, JF 3T B 8 A
B 4 % BE AR A G AR AT A . B, M R
FIBEPR vp R R PR F A, MEARARAC
IAZE it AR R — 5, A S G R R
Ay a4 T A 3 B B AR IR, X — M ER, B
PR SRR P A A IEMCR . BRI
5T SR, flan, Jeli¢, Biruski il Ajdukovié
(2013) X 52 B b W N HEAT AR R B, i R 5
% 1l (1) B DA [) ] LA S 5 T At AT T PR P9 AR AR
A TR T YR AS S AT Bl A R Y9

TSR T TR R R 5 R BRI
SO s N TR R RO, 2 NIN RO R N
WAEAE T 2 A o ARt 2 A W e, B
ek [RIE B F A28 A 842 Tt (self-enhancement) 1)
AL, BI A A B2 5E S 3 A (] 1+ 23 LG 3 (social
comparison) k& 5 5 P A AH X JHC A 70 4% 174 O 3,
M 3AS B 242 T (Hogg, 2000) . [ L FEAR R 51 A
g Tkt NI 2 iR A TTRIEE 1/ A DR X AW &N
{02 45 0] 2 5% 150 B0 A R A DA TD 7 A g o Pl Ut
AL, AR BEUR 1A RO S, A 5 7 A
Y3 B RE VA TR 09 B AL, R P R A5 2k i
PRI 3] ) N PR A BRI (Solomatina & Austers,
2014), N, Sharvit %5 A (2015)%} 3 E K DL E5)
PRI T IR R B, B LA PR Y
ANBEZEF G (GEERE A IR T D
G52 ELE AP R, AT AR R
LA N [ AR IR TR BAT ARG E R o

&t X 3X FPF 58 45 38 43 7, Klein, Licata Fl
Pierucci (2011)$8H, W REREMAIA [R] X BEMAR N ECOIE
AN EALPEMRE U B A/E R SRR AR
K EARIT, Bl SO N BEAR A R 9 42 5, Al
T T8 A SRR — 1+, B
SR G MR RIT JOR AT, MRS BRI R AT
DEHSETELENSPI/RIN el Teb 2 NNl S =
Rit 5 A~ R R DA R A B2 8, AT A 4 R
ENINGLPEE R i a2 S0 R 2L P S
4 B T8 {5 5 A S SR Y 75 A 1], b R AR A DA [ D]
2 P AR NIRRT o BF 5T 2 % LR B 64T 19
WS T X — R, A & B, w0 b i
R REPR D TR] 55 b i P B JB05R T ™ A 1 PN KNS 2
FEAE U B8R, MILEAE XARE, §
SN TR B 1) i 2 % i A X b R SR A B R A Y
IR
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Roccas, Klar Al Liviatan (2006)% FERIA [F] 5
TR P DG R AR 3 o) — Pl s . ISR IA
9, Z I LA R HE A R £ T ) AR AR 1L,
B B BN R A B FF AR — A R 4EE s, A
(] 1 53 2 % B A L 1) PR ECAAR 560 7 A AN [R) 520
Roccas % A (2006) R85 481 T AR KA (ingroup
attachment)-5 Py BEAR B2 40 (ingroup  glorification)
YRR 2E 5, X P R4 43300 %5 R T R AN )36 2
AMRIFJE R A SRR, o, PRERIKAR R
e AR 5 N RO R R B EE, mTN
FEARRAN 2 S EOMATE M W) T A © SRR
AT, iz B R K Rl 3h R
AHIL, AR5 W T AR N EA A T 41
BRI ACOT, T P B 25 S 3501 AR TR 4151 1)
THENG BRI ZAAECNELR, Hik, #%
[RI 25 BEAR PO LA B VE . B8 8] T
KB WIS HF, B0, Roccas 55 A (2006)%) L4
IR TR ET R R, R RETRT,
TR ) P B A A 2R 7K X AR A (B 3 1E [ T
WAEF, T P B AR A5 K S U)X B A KA S
By ) UM AE R . Figueiredo, Valentim F1 Doosje
Q011X 4 % 25 K24 AL B 9T o, Bl sl ot 4 28
5 08 PR AR AR OST- B Ry, R ) T 5 DR %
AR BRI ZRAT, A28 Zomim 5E B A4 i B
B, BT REGEN 2 # N R 45E . Solomatina
H1 Austers (2014)%F A KR A AT AR & I, B
T2 PR AR AT 55 AT % L T N A 9K
SRR LA TOAH DGR I &R o

A, MR INFE R, x5 A
C B0 KR SN AR . SRR DA TR] f B
TR A FRIERAN 5 SR 0 FREE B8 K 5 AN
WA BERE R R o YA SR LA #55IA
RS, ZsBE GO AN RAE AL, BE25 5 N REIR
X AN AR 385 8 18 40 T SRR K . I 3 X R 2
I Befay 22 R AE PO AT RS IE W], BER R
FE R AR CGIE S5 B2 ) B SN BER DA IR i,
0 1] T A OB BRBCOR 1 SR, JF XA Rt A R
A B 58 1 N PR % (Figueiredo, Doosje, Valentim,
& Zebel, 2010; Figueiredo et al., 2011),

22 RMRHARE

AR I BERXT SN B A2 B 1 F T
TR, SHA G REEIRHANEC i, s
DLRLISE U 1 % RO B 2 NI BUSK (Castano

& Giner-Sorolla, 2006) . 3 [E A {Z i 3¢ (Iyer,
Schmader, & Lickel, 2007). fif >2 A7 07 Je
A KB R A 7Y 5 (Zebel, Zimmermann,
Viki, & Doosje, 2008)i#E17 W4T, X L858 H,
B A T P TR AT A A AR D7 s B2 R A7 2
W05 3 A DA, A AT 04 B A P R s e
FUL AN, BRESREPR AN, Mtk STEEA PSS
HIFERR R B, PLAFER B AVE W] LU A )
Sh—FPRERRA . H UL, WSROI
PUREDR J 55 S BEOR I A SE 508 170 534, Al
2 MR B YK, BlaN, Leach, Iyer # Pedersen
(2006) % AT 4N HEAT B 98 2 0 50 K B,
WK 43 | Ry 5584t S A 04 T2, il
Xof 25 R R 3

FRT O 5 5k, YA Ay mEE ARl
Kk RA MG FET A OA TR, BakR )
BERPNYK, #lin, Ferguson #l Branscombe (2010)
S5 BRI B 13— e R T AR AR 2% R
2 B NAE P AE U RS W Y SCEE, 2R R
R A ZERAT g (BRI )R A SR G (i 3h)
JFECTR R, SR BN, HEiEANR
B AR AL VA PR T RIS AR T R s SRR, b4
35 BN o B HE RO SR AT IR BN
YA o Harth 2§ A (2013)%F 7 [ 5 3% 18 i 55 0 % #X,
S A RO SRR S B Y T AT, AT AR
TN X —[a] A 978, Caouette, Wohl Fl Peetz
(2012)IN Ry, HHTASR — A R o S 44 J2 vl 4
1, RARKRIFT SN A ERTHE . B, AR
KB EAT BT R0 PR R T B I R
O EF TS RN, AR h 2
SR A ] 152 — 5 O T K Rl B 1 4
S, FHor— Bl R R 09 SC R TR BRI H A —
MAZEERT ET3EEEAN L, 5 —&8
S AR I T 1Y SCEE U SR P AR H AR — A 5 RD
B b Toem ) L AN, A, ik
G — SO0 T ARG B AR R PR E g, H
B PEAL 0% 5 3 A PR B A
YEM .
23 1TAFRHEM

R A A A Ay PR TR G AR A 2 31 19 1 5 R

AR, AT T B X R A L RN IE 2 Y,

A XK. B, 17 AR YR PEAG R
SRR NP R R . Rt Wh o woR, BEA
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N R YRR SN BRSO TS IE S AT A,
A T 7 A IR o i, Telie 55(2013) A X e
HWrhr ke o8RG S0 B HO AT ISR R B, Bk
S B P REORAT S A AN TE T 2 R K 1Y B
HEFASE, Figueiredo 25(2015)% fif 22 gl iR it
TR R S B, Wl A S iy =2 TE XS B JE Y B 1R
WA TR AR, A ATXER e i N R
SR, 534, Mrtos LR BRI N PR AT
SR AR Y PER, b ATd 2 T2 5 % 55 S 14
77 HENPK, 140, Bahns #1 Branscombe (2011)32 45
R R, o) S PR 2 IR R M AN 5 ek
A SRR AT H TS, Pl St X fpoR
SEMA SESRAY YK, T a0 () 2 S P
B 22 5 A GBI AE L P BEA R AER.
Solak, Reifen Tagar, Cohen-Chen, Saguy #l1 Halperin
(2016)%F 35 [F A AT IR IE R R, 5 0
TR 1 FhOBEAY 25 0C RATIIRAR K B8 2548 R A
TR B PIRIRR, (R XA R A A TR LA
R R S BOR 22 ARG B

TP BRI TR 2 R, B R
DL — M BB A 547 & SR i i e, Al
ezt dik . T8 M aliaEr & 0y 206 P4 N B 14
AN ATy, T R AA KRR o Sharvit S5
(2015) A% B KRN HEAT B 5830 & B0, 1 %)
KATH B F RBUKE, — By a4 i 6 0% 7
FRRESPE 11, AT 2 A 30 3 ARG Fry A A4 IR
RAWFTE R B, BN 253 A A AR 21T R
G AL B LT . #1140, Rotella F1 Richeson
(2013)LASE MR 2= A N Bk, 10 g 2B SE W 1
HNZ BTG R, i R o R 5
N (PR B BRI S R(OMEER), 25 2R Bl o8
W5 R ERBA R, LA ABATRSE
T FH R FE AN G NN o SRR AR R,
Rt R N BRI, B e iz
MRS E 22, IR L AT E BN AE, H
PLIE A oA S AT AR S i A . o gl 2
U, AR 0 PR AR S AR AR T AN SE A
TR, BT NBERIER G, AT ERE
oy s e FEAT R, IR EE B ME,
b R, BB AN, X TR
PN FI B L, S 75 AT 52 B A A 0 3 56
W35 05 BT AN S U R 45 AT R 1 K
VER(EDORS = 1 SINTES 35 SV Y PSS

BT 2298055 AT PN UER, SX U, TR PN AR
PIAN AT 2R, R DA R B R 23 77 A T R 2 19 B
f# )2 1% » Miron, Branscombe # Biernat (2010)1#ff
FEMAE R T AN, BFo 4 DL 35 I R 2E A
W, M T AT 58 E R LA %, TR A
B, M AREEAOA R B, SRR gL ot
R 0 S 5 4R N ) X P AR A AN T AT SRy ) ) D
PR R, T BT 2 (W IE Ok 2 8 N BEARXT Sh
B T AR E, T R W R R
AT ARG BT Z 45 F R, I B Xt
BFERE PR E S . X UL, X RER
AR B4 X AN (A B . ) AN BB A E BRI R LAR
ME RO, (BT LUE i 5 s uE e bR o L ARA
TR 7 SRR AR 3% 2677 3 A A S P14l

FREFVRINFISL, PR IR 32 35t 2358 B4R B
FOBEA AT 0 A B ) . SO 2E R R
M, ZFEGHBEGEEFTAER, WNEHE ST
T 4B B Jl o P A Sy A A TE 24 473 36 B4 1
& 11 . Wohl I Branscombe (2008)8/F 57 & Bil, Mafi
TR N RFIRZ 5 1 Dy s il 8 s, T4
Gy B XTSRRI 05 34T R A0 D IO o) T ) T
N, BN PCOKE d4&8 K . Sullivan, Landau,
Branscombe I Rothschild (2012)#5 !, 4REIAH]
AR AT AL 2 O R BE, T (A R
IRHR S A —Fhe5i 4+ 37 F (competitive victimhood)”
B, AMESUCH A O BT REARA B REPR i 28 5
PPERZRNZER, M55 KAFERMAHIL,
FREEINEER W RAT, LA O A& Bk N BER
SRV R AN N R NI N Ve S (1
Sullivan 55 A (2012)%} A5 5 PE S L A IR ilE 17
HIBFFE R, W W i S R (GRS
L) B TR R 2 AR SRR T 2 3, koA
SR ZLAY T 27 A, AT 23 T ) T A
Wt Z B TSN IEST /R, 346, BT E ST
FEFEANSTHTRER, K EMPOLERA
AL SR B 7 T B 4F N A 45 B, B
A AN SZ A8 A= 07 7 2 A R P 9K
WEREMR, XA UL, PRS2 E T LLGE
T XA A7 A 1 B AR TS M R A PR 56

b, BRBEAINTE . PIBEIAR 5T AT AR Y
P = RKAS RN, #MERME . M (E X . BERS ]
A5 2t 25 B R IR N AR, BN E
X AT A A CAR AR, EEEE, XU, 2011),
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3 BRRIRRIITEIRE)

M1 25 0P BRIE, R RS 48 20 kR E
AT BT o A PRI T A T A i S X
R AT 2 Ay, L2 X it A A 5 1
T3R5 A RRARGE WA o TR B 5% £ 38 3o %of 32 T A
RIS SR 247 2 LA S T 281832 . #b
HE A T 44 255 A8 52 X8 R4 17 3 A ) U,
[ I i3 5 A2 FEHE RO REPR OG5 o
31 RETE

PR N IX 2 S B T RF AR 52 & R
B A S BE, A48 /0 i L 34 0m 4 oo R R
iR E L ORI R L BRI SE, X SE RS
JEE R 238 R LAY B o R A B B Sz, R R
TAE AN I REBR G Z o Bl 0, Stewart, Latu,
Branscombe Fll Denney (2010)# 53 & 8, EEH A
PRI 2 5% R N B e AR 2 BR3P 9 U
AT DAREARABATT XS PR DL, 4 e 75 RN
PR PEAT RO B B 22 ok ¥ B2 )2 o Mlyers, Hewstone 1
Cairns (2009) % 1t 2 /R 2% K 3= 3 F0 5 2 R) 7 2 op
FEFAFHEAT I IR I, BT XE 37 B A B 99K
JBGRR AR, R I R 2 SRR T R o PR AR 45
% Wohl, Matheson, Branscombe F Anisman (2013)
Mg R A NP MGES, B D R )
Ao NAEMCN S 1 77 Az 08 PRIk AT L 00 At AT T %6F
IR AR B RSB, 0O, Bl
A LI OAT LASGE N SRR RERR G AR o
32 IR

X T N IETE R A B REBR vh o, BEAR 90
AR T SR A ] A DU 5 RO, AR R B 22 P
5504 . 49140, Solomatina F1 Austers (2014)%f I K
NH#FT B R I, B L L e ge b DLy 2 07
A Bl = A Y KRR, [R) L ST $H R A R
PRI R BRSR ZY, O BROAS T [ 4 5 f RO
W& . Leonard, Yung il Cairns (2015)LAdb2& /K 2%
R EB SR W HAT W REEIE, Bl
PRI 5 BB A O ST 380 ) TG 7™ A= B FREAAR P 92T LA
T 55 SN SEA T AR 5 % PR R . Kahn S5 A
(2016) XL UE B, 76 F 3 & i 1A 3R 45 Bk
M5 T, LAES GBS P, M fTxr o7 iy
AT, TR S ) 2 7 BEA TR R 5 I
33 BHAIME

YT DA DR PR AR G SN A B AN 224 405 5

O PR UK SRR IS, AATTASE 2 % AR 2 B8 1 R
WA B, B AT A SN I4
140, Gunn F1 Wilson (2011) % /i 5 K A 5T % 34,
T SRR AE 51 R Bl 0 R 4 2 IR R
o, WO X AME 1 AR R SRS
Mashuri Fl Zadugisti (2014)%}E[1Je #b e IR B2 bk
HAE(ENE Y 2B AR B 5 R B, il
E[J ] 22 3ok R AT P R AS 2 R 388 T 7 A4 ) P9 IR
AR, BT I T S AR IBURT X B 3 e YR A A IR A
WARHEAT RME R 1

I Ah, SRR Y17 AN 2 S 3R
W PR AMEERT 42, AR AR | IR SR BEIRAE, SR,
TR 8 D3 PRI 288 s G T A 3 381 £ A AR P It 23 12
AL AR BRI AR AT B . BN, Ferguson Al
Branscombe (2010)3Z55ER, 51 % # i A HE iR
BRI B PR, 2> S B AT R R
BAT sh i % S AR fb i #2 . Pensini FI Caltabiano
(2012) % R F WA AT FE K B, 1l X & ik
R 3ok i ot S EURBE DR B A5 100 7 A ) NIRRT LA
& U ABATTX 7 5 nI ORI Y &5 B2 o Harth 58 A
(2013) % 48 [ Bl 1l HEAT 10 S2 g e B, Gl A 92 5
RO\ = Bl O A AR A TR B IR, SR EL
Pl A T R Y B 2 RO B B T R
34 BRI

Mt DAFEAR RN IE T2 06 R, R
AR 5 PRI 30 81 14 P 9K 2 KAl 1] S 4k
Z: 5 g 55 SRE R BRI 25 19 B K47 Bl (collective
action), 4N, Shepherd % A (2013)A91F 58 & BX,
2 MR R R 0] A R L B 2 A AR A g
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Collective guilt: Definition, psychological mechanisms,
action tendency and interventions

YIN Rongl; ZHANG Fei-Feil; WANG Yuan-Yuanl; XU Zhi-Hong2
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Abstract: When an important ingroup is considered responsible for immorality harm toward outgroup,
individuals can experience collective guilt. This kind of emotion can result from past harmful events,
current intergroup conflicts, unfair social relations and future harmful events. Group identity, ingroup
responsibility and behavior illegitimacy are three key antecedents of collective guilt. Collective guilt could
cause members of perpetrator group to perform positive behaviors toward the victimized group, such as
friendly attitudes, reconciliations, compensations and intergroup supports. Methods for inducing collective
guilt include group affirmation, self affirmation, promoting common identity, highlighting ingroup
responsibility, showing existing compensation actions and so on. Future research should clarify genetic
mechanism of collective guilt and further explore the complex relationship between collective guilt and
reparation.

Key words: collective guilt; group identity; group affirmation; group-based emotions



