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K3, B, MK R TR TR H AR R -F 5 0A %, BPILE RS FAE A . O B R 5 E AR
BEARR T8I E R E L A S, S mAE LR R GIKR (B %AR), MEBERFFERLRTW R
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. Tﬁ%%@$7 /L%L\T)\ﬂuﬂi‘ A¥% Y IR 4 2% 1) 22 — (Wilkinson & Pickett, 2017;
(O EB L IE 30 4T, R4 A BALBLEHIE N
FER S F AR (AR F 2 ik, ATEE %;ﬁ;ﬂ PR .
a . N T e 0 RSEI AT NTFE EF R E, 2019),

SERRMRH) I TR AR T8, I L e
R I 3R 5 4 R 2 (system-justifying belief; Jost A Atjcj%ﬁ%émﬁ%ﬁ%j";g@%
& Banaji, 1994; Jostetal., 2004). B —HMIEIE ) g uppone g s b7 st A0 R FO I
WAL R AR R RRE R LG e L
(Costa-Lopes et al., 2013; Jost et al., 2015): 1E £ HF i ﬁﬁ’%ﬂilﬁ]ﬁﬁ‘%7$¥%%ﬂ@ﬁ%&%¥iﬁi
R, AT EINABRG RIS R O n g ey e e
(Buchel et al., 2021); flufil Ml fEZe 2, =Y %“iBi‘ﬂ:%yazss"1E§ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬂ@%%é@ﬁ@, i
FEACR A9 IR (Cheung, 2016; PRARGE, 2000058 bty ik 0 7 26 P (A S0
2, AL BZEVREA Brandt, 2003 TOUMD. 3 0 20 SR AR BB B
& white, 2018): FMOREC B TSI SO g g it 2o s s
G (Luders et al., 2021), LA K PRI SE2E AT A 1Y . CE, 2007). TERNIME, RGA
J i ARGT OB F (Kunst & Obaidi, 2020, p o0 " e e %%/%
Power et al., 2020), P ESCRHEAINFIIES ) W00 b e e ek a1
ﬁﬁ@%%Mﬁ’w$$%Qﬁ@F%E%%$ WAFIAME, FLA7F 2554 B0 A BRI E A LT HD Lk
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SR E, R AT S RGN IEHE
ARRME L I SPERY RGN, LA DL Y SRR R 4R
2 R E (Kay & Jost, 2003)%,

2 ATPERERMEENERSIES
2 B A 5LiERE

21 ERWMA

A0 BT A 75 M 5T A 3 A 25 (sel f-
interest), X Fh [ A SHALEE AR BN SRS & L AL
F L AEHESE Y B 25 1918 3R (Sears & Funk, 1991),
WARBAEA X BN A RIE SR . AEFEH4Er
(Hogg, 2016)., A+t MIE g fed, Afi1f:
AT HIRFIE M o, RSB xH IR A
HEVKA I (25 FF (Darke & Chaiken, 2005), 3 Fix
P | AR, SR . ISE AR o B
WL A EHEE U, B RIS HLERA A [F]
P AL 2343 2 Z GE v B BRI 19 355 17 55 6 (Lee
et al., 2011; Wilkinson & Pickett, 2017), % T{fs
MFEME, MEATES M4 5 AN
PR 25 1 SBLAE ph e, 38T 25 Al ] B X AS 745
At BUR, RN RS HE R,

Al UL, 7E A ABUR B E K, ATER &
NERGTET B F I A S0 E, TR
AR ) S (Lee et al., 2011), HAKT 3,
PSR i 28 B (realistic group conflict theory)
NN, AT i KA Hor 2 07 8 SR ik
Py RS . e/ ME S ZAHSE R BR (King et al.,
2010), Z5fbldh, #t<x=Z M3t (social dominance
theory)$& tH, & LA N T ke B 3R A R IR 19
D34 57 1 1] F SRR AN KA S, MK &
DU i) 028 RIS/ INAS A5, DABE [ 3R RN A
AR F b 15 (Pratto et al., 2006), X FHWLA 7EA
XA FLBOR A R 2 B P AR B ENE ., filan, 5
FE 2 2 B A I AR AR AR L, 55 BARE A
[N L -2 S S B A N N e N /o 5 2 o = 7
P BLBOR (3 %%, 2021), 4h2x il IR B ig
(social identity theory)# A 2 Gt M ) B T i M oz
NG ASSF- 8 (10 B 547 04 [ (Hogg, 2016) ., /™
T AN SR T AR b 7 3 AR5 R A E TR S
550 0H)E, S TR BRS-GBS aT

TR G AR RS IS B i
LN I B

LB t, n LGl A~ AR (an, 1w B2 R 3h)
SREETHA C WA TS AT BN - 45 1 B
R SRR &, AT RE i i 425 B SR e (o,
N ) ke B2, Sk Rt o s A R
(n, RTINS (Akfirat et a., 2016).

RS A T A S AN SR RS
GG &R m O R, A X R 2F R (relative
deprivation theory) W7 — 5 A ML B 152 0 1
HRAMOHSR, RAIZHEE, A SRS
WOE AL 2 LA R AR, A 7 R B B
B (PR R) AS IO A5 B4 4R X 55 S 7, PR A R
V14 R X ) 2 A 6 3 — 2L TR BRI 4, P IR R
JE& Sk 6 AN SF- 25 BRI 19 0 B 5 47 R B2V (Smith
et al., 2012; Smith & Pettigrew, 2014), 18 £ SZiFEHF
FEFE, H 25 IR 48 5 A S S oAt 2 LA,
T AR 235 4 OB (Buttrick & Oishi, 2017),
T A A ARG R 2B IR (Osborne et al.,
2015; Sanchez-Rodriguez et al., 2019), 1k —F i
o AR S-S5 P 3 0 SR, 3 A A SRR R 22 T P A
Xof ) 25 JE IS ek SH B A A1 i 57 5 BT AS - 25 BUR 1Y)
AL (Kunst & Obaidi, 2020; Power et al., 2020;
pdE 4, 2012),
22 IiEfkE

AR ] 1 00 0 o Nt 25 JOREAS - 45 BAR
MR ISR T HIS MR, SCUERFSY P, #F5%
HMTE BT DU = Fp BB A2 I v
HRERMGEMEM, H—, EAFETRT
Wit A LSRN SRR S HEESN LR,
UE AR b 57 25 B e i 3 3R G0 4 A A TRk (n:
Leeeta., 2011; Hikle %, 2016); 2E—, HEA
LGSk S AP M S BN, M E F AR5
SR I A € L= TN 397 N % 3 S N e S 2280
M5 RGEEIERNRER, IELEAT-HFME &
GA G AL 25 (AN Li & Hu, 2021); % —,
[ A 2 7 R - 45 5 4k s 22 T ST 11 58 HL KN
CER e o e R 228 R VA O Iy A | I N R
xR, R ERESHEG SN M EMSEA
(Curtis & Andersen, 2015), 4R 54 M5 &8
FR AR, DAFEBIF 8 0 3 22 3R A T 0 Tl A P IRk
ML AP BOAGATE . SR W&, Xt
ST A 1 AR B SO0 A B R T SEE AR

fildn, Lee % (2011)/— IR oT /Wi & B,
TE A 2243 )2 A T AR X 55 A 07 A B AR B B (A
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e ARBT R A B 01 ) LU A S A7 AR g 53 (A
B AU R B 51 ) R I SEAR A A 2 S
fig ), BUEE RO AR R A T4 . ST A M
W85 A5 %40 %2, Curtis F1l Andersen (2015)% 31,
EWANTERR AR A 2, IR A TF4F
HRRE 25 2 151 R R 2 1) TN o A A A B s X R
& MM E A PERENE S, s
R 2 TS — ) T A4, JFH,
BRI AATIA A 2 1 AP 45 B0IR S A Fo A 3y,
Wk A C AT AL REE 1R B, T A
BA Y -4 (L W Garcia-Castro et al., 2020). [
THMAVPEEGAFERE, R RS
B BLF & A VR R AR SAE T L2 A IR
M (McCall et al., 2017, Newman et al., 2015), T
9 Li A0 Hu (2021) 45 7o [ 5K BE 3 B ) A 500 e
ST R, TEAE S G U R R KRR H 4 5 A
5T A R I M DX, AR 7 b R b 7 R
I B4 85 3= XA 2% (meritocracy belief; Son Hing
et al., 2011), HWEEAAH{E LM NS5 1 FRe o nl
VIR T, fHR, iSSR0 A RK %
LTATE R BRI, AR A 3 A0 L =
A AR 255 7 FIRE T I 45

AN, Sk HEGROHEAEN IR MR, e
Gy B AR BOR R RS R G BE &
Flhn, BF 2011 4E“Hhi T R MG RIMA" (the
Latino barometer survey), Zmerli F1 Castillo (2015)
XF 18 AN AT R B, 2L T Y 28 T AN -4
(Gini Z 40 FOULZ 18465 SO 43 L I A28 TE
SR 23 1 ZEREAR AT BOA (S A (B L Goubin
& Hooghe, 2020; Guinjoan & Rico, 2018), 25 1{blHh
X% L 0 2 3 BT (2017) 3 5k e P ] 5REE S8 B O
572012 AEEHEIEAT AT R B, B 22 BRI 2
0 2 AR 5 v 7= 2 s 2 i R A 8 1 B 45 A
AP FBUR SO . AT R )ZTE, AT X &
St PRAT 2 1 52 0 B0 b (AR 9 2% AN S AE R
FERAT N SPLBEE . 2018 K, BUFIMAESA
TR T R E RARKT A 22 BB 45 4 &8 IR
W, 5l& T L HIZE)” (the French yellow vests
movement), L iiders %5 (20221)3# 2 %2 [ EE AX 14
BRI, ik £ A Y R T 35 IRk DL K i A
Sk 1 BRE X (populism) ERIE RS, BAMS S
Y ESHZY MR OCEERE, ES P
BTG Ao RO R IR — A gE s, K

5 140 BRATL ] (B AR X 3R] 25 18t ol R AR 22 55 34
FEAAE i 7 3 AT (Sidanius et al., 2015;
Kunst & Obaidi, 2020).

3 AEERBERMUENREGER
2 B R 5LIEKTE

31 HigWE

12 AR W ES A Ok, AR T 4 A&
MM BRI 3, EZRT A S L2 0 BIE
JET At 2 N 46 1) 3 N SR B (Lee et al., 2011), 2R
M, WAMREUIR K, (KH AL B 23 758 25
B IEFAFER 4L S BR (Cheung, 2016; TRBREE,
2009), FFEHMTARE, didr [ 3 L ILFT e ik
M) 25 AR EE B, (HONIO B 547 R 38 25 32 51 [
HANE LA B R0, 5 & VR A FE B K (Sears
& Funk, 1991), XM (E M A& B T AT F
SR (ought to be)th F i FE % . AR A & T XA
A RN TERY“ SR (to be) BRI, LB rhge
B T — R IR TSR B S A R
F2E M ph e, o5 — R IR TS24k BRS¢ R
SR B AR — . XTI, R ) Bt A B
i IR TE A R M AT B AR AL S BUR, DL 4R
B35 PR R 25 I (5 EUn T Y B A i
FEAE—Fl AR EE 7 287, BT 2 Bh s i 3R 9
VAT AR BCEBUIR), DA E A

INIEME S &S (elief in ajust world theory)
BRGETT ARSI« A5 A B
B o FE IR GE RN IR R A — R AT
B, BT EEAR A NN AR BT R, i N
Bk E AR I BV ¥ A O s
(Lerner, 1980). 8k, 73 1F {545 & HA BUR 0
R, e AT AR Lt BRSO E 1
FHUY, AR A A IER . NS, X R
PR A EE 55" (fundamental delusion) i 3 HL
N DR A @ ki R VA - - P S o
2013)—— Y I XA A TE TR, AMTHAIEE &
Z RN, R TG A R R R A AR R
AT BE XA A TEF AR B | 25 R E B ik AT
ff R, DAZEG D T 28 TR RN, 3 B
TR A BRI A HAL . REX T TR 2F
BRI IG SEIE S O X — AR B M R Rt T
& (Hafer & Bégue, 2005),

O IEHEFE SIS KR & T John T. Jost
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AR [ 241 (Jost et al., 2015), J5# 1ENFZIHR
ENZ U FE R, 42T R5G FLHIS (system
justification theory; Jost & Banaji, 1994), i% it [
FENNFEFE —Fi A EAL AL, (HEY R T AIE
WA A, IR AR B A S . )52
M2 R AR, IZEIR AN A E—
T 1\ R A A IEME A EME L IE M R
AL BIPL” (system justification motivation),
i AAT4EY . A AL SRR BUR A9 A T,
YT kLS AP MIBUR RS L R HE,
B LI A IR AR 25 0 (Jost & Banaji,
1994; Costa-Lopes et al., 2013), 7EFIE K JE 4]
X R G A HAL S AL R AR Hb T2 T IS A
SRR 2" IR o AN ) T At 25 oA ) B8 Sy R
FAR, BEBRZ MR A, RS AL
AR A 35 AR X 55 AL BB T 5 A AT
BEARRI AP, RS HXFRENEM. G
PR E YRR SAE RS, AT, Y B RISIPLA D
b 30R E BAICET, AT T8 A X L i 5 R 1Y
INER ARG, RO SR ERN RS AR
AL, 4k, B E AN A B0
(Jost et al., 2004), ZELEHEMIFE I, 1EARF-HHE
BES (M AR AR A4k &, X Fh b s AR 50 5K,
AT B R AR ) 1 R G Bk s HL 25 o
5% (Jost et al., 2004; Jost et al., 2015),
3.2 LiEfRIE

R R o [ N S AT T .
S RGEWE? —SERESE I ER T SRR 4 (Jost
et a., 2015; Malahy et al., 2009)., Yoshimura Fl
Hardin (2009): i3 % %% H A8 A 3¢ H i1 2% BUA ¢
RIS, FA B AT 5 0 55 3 b {7 & 3 5 Ath
IR G A&, MATE el LU T
HATE & H G R iy 55 3 (Bt ) s oz, B %
RS — B, fik B AR B A SO s 95 E A
H B 55 (B3 2 Ak SR IE I T B R H A
FEPFWETAEE ., SREM, M8 H AR
ST, R IHIE ASTE LT By B SR O T R
B SN 2, BDXEAST- 2809 36 H WL 2R IR 6 &
FEEH R G A BRAL A7) . van der Toorn ££(2015)
B RIS B4 T 30 B U, M T & B, RD
A6 T 2 v R R NS SE B (BRI . &%
A AUTIATEE), AT 43 2 AL T 55 3B AN
B RE AN TAE, E ), Jost K HL R S5 i R 5

WF5E E— RS2, 10 2 5 A LR A
B (AR R & 0 R 456 BE Sl R
i T /D RS 45 TR SE (Goudarzi et al., 2020;
Il Friedman & Sutton, 2013).

Malahy 55 (2009) 4 BIF 544 i 46 kI S5 55 %
PR T . MA@ X 1975 4E % 2006
A 31 7 FSE (B 6120 44 W) HEAT T AT R
B, BEE BT HER, AT I A A a4
B ERT, HXFEA S5 IWAASTFERY KEIE
A, HEERSH TIA . BUR B IUE S S8
REJG, %R Fa (R Caricati & Lorenzi-
Cioldi, 2012), Solt %:(2016)3 1 %f — 5 35 & 4= [
VA RIS AT A AT, & BS54 16 A WS A T A
AR ML X Y 55 AR B, AR T R A AN SRR
I A2 1 11 i DX ) S NS T 2 300 S o 1 e 4
SAE &, FAME %S ) TAETT L3R4S T . Buchel
Z5(2021) A SE BB AL T SRR o AT
Froat 2s a5 s 1, ok B 28 ANE S
ML 50000 44525 & AR #AT /A KB, TEAR
AR (L REO S X, FEE AT,
ZUiE R A 22 B E R BRI,
RS ) 7 R A 22 B R K, R ER B o
B RS A B & Zmerli A1 Castillo (2015)th % ¥,
T WL )2 T 1 28 5% AN SF- 85 23 AT (M7 E 3 588 ) 40 i AN
o TR BOR F AR EAE A, iR E, F0
FEAB AL, 43R E R BUA fF AT B E
BN R RS (e 0L: Lee et al., 2020), 25U, %
T 2012 4 v [ 5 i 38 5 8 A 24, Cheung (2016)
KB, o E AT i DX ) 28 B RS A (B AR A X (Y
BEJe B0 23 1F 1) U A R T B 1) A 3 i R (W
UL: REREE, 2009). AT UL, >k A ENAMY LR DF5E
W, 1RSSR A R S R B A B
AT S5 (1 B AR S0

Ak, WA — LI RAIE S RS A L
WA, HZELZI T AR WIESE (W Brandt,
2013)., fil 1, Trump FI White (2018) 75 52 56 o & 4
BT AT TERE, KAEllgE TN RR
GHFET(EE 3 Matr, —-RARSIHES,
PUHIERE, MRS GHER), &R EHM, &
TEAFAEN — I R G A B S AU R B
R, {88 E AR BN E T RG-S S; JFE,
GRS 7 STRSEY) ¥ N O X PN AN 3
TSRS A &
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4 MIA5ES: BRAOEHNAR

Z, BRAMEZBIT AFEZWCHA H R
A HAE S B PR XF 3L W B H GRS . TR
el RN B i o S D BN S R AN
SHEBR LA, IAA A R SBLAR A A7 35 6 AS
SEAEBUIR TR S0 A HLAL HE W) 7 T R 2 0 AY
WA, F8 AR SHL R R, JRAh REEA HE
AL SIHLIR (AR b & 5 BEAL AR 45, 18 SRS
R R I 6] 43 A BT — SE R 5 Y SR
L[], TG W AR 22 0 6 o JO{RT T S%o 19 e L 0
[l 407 SR R AT % LB S 1 e
J17 DAEWRSE /0440 T P A i o S i, R
bl 11 2 £ v o O 1 O A (R =S 5. 7
=K
41 XMIMATHE R

55— Pl R R R T X ST AR, SRATE
K12 RS T Hr 095 2, B 56w
BLN oy N i i R = W e S R e o8 Y B
LA, 1N, Vargas-Salfate 25 (2018) 5% 1 R REAS
SR A AT, Wk AR, PEER . ARER .
W R 19 A E P 14936 Z ik, e
7 SR Z T 2855 (R JE AR ) 2 15 R T A
DA S RERIEGZRINER, 4Rk
P 5 5 e R B0 A 835 1 38 LN, FEASF
SREE SN EE, BB RS A HE S
WMo X— AP LIESE T RS A HILF S AW
M. A, Brandt (2013) AU 58 & BL T A — B 45
o Ahxt 34 AR I Bl 2 (56 [ 4 [ e 25
58, S — At S R A Kt S (RO A ) AT 4
Br, SR Z R bR ARSI e 78,
BIARTVEFEE) S S LT (A ZEERE .
). R R RN R G A S S (BUR R AT, XF
FEPMEIME L), PP LB, ARFSEIf K
BAMMWRRGHGEE, EE AN PEEXMET, B
VA I8 R UEE 2 W M 17 25 45 He v st v e B
HE RS S HYS & IL Curtis & Andersen, 2015;
Li & Hu, 2021),

XX A — B & B, Garcia-Sanchez %
(2021 F FIAFUR TSR XA TFAER & 8
b E A RE R AETE A L R Bk, oY
EXF ST, 55 ANHEZMHLSA8 R
(IR N A SRR 280 SV PR TR N NI U N

TIA BRI T ZoR A BT, SR, X —
SRR T I PR AR, Lee Z5(2011) AU sT 8t T 5
ZAHRCBIESE o 3B X R R T 1992 4 & 2009 4F
Z IR 118 R T & (% 25 R R R R W 50) AT
JCA BT, AT R B, AE A (3R A4 ) i At
Sevi, RS H A (R | i) 5 A2 SC A ] 1) TE
] G R BT BT, BIVAE 5P 45 (9 4k 23 R85 P (IR
PL# IR R F RN RGE A& HALSIL, 7T,
2RI ZE 0T T 1 o P O A 32 A A AR, T
TR A A SR BIE 5 7 R A BT A T B A 1 AL
il o (EASAE [A] A2, SR FHOGE 7 A0 A 4 10 o] ol 08 6
F R RE A LR AT AR S RGBSR
ERGART? % T HEF 7 R A8 8 — 20 45ie,
PR 3 — R 55 i) T [l 25 S il i = o
42 ESWATHE_FRR

o TR B KR T RS R A LA, G
AR SIS RGA FAL S HLTE AR 45 5 I 7
HEREGHGESXRTWIER, RS 4
ATILIIN- A R RS Fo) LI WS S NS RS R ) =E S G |
4n, Osborne, Garcia-Sanchez #il Sibley (2019)i4* A
S-S5 55 HE X S 25 118 % 08— 08 AR L B R — e %
o ZAERIAN, 72 WAE B I 41 2 R - 25 2 1 i
PSS LRI AR, ER U RO B R X S 2 RO A AR Y
TOWLC BRI SS (an, E 2% A SR RFAT N R 1 AF)
FEAERE I R, AR R G B S L AE
5 X5 33— % W0 B B ok R B R AR, R
150 1 22 G0 B B SN BIL B 8% U5 55 4 XT3 25 T R 114
TH L 325 R, Osborne Fl1 Sibley (2013)19 & #L K
X BRI T SRR L AT B L A S
(B0 3 A s i 3t 6886 AMNEEAWTIT A B, BEAA
R X 25 I ) B0 5 1 AS 745 IR 9 A B
5 (political mobilization), A~id &40 & #AL SIHLAE
PIEXRTRBIETER, WREGHEMALIILS
ok 553 A X B 25 RS R IE A P S R R R

2ol Hh, Jost Z5(2017)7E“ AT A B FESIA
AT A it b, $E T S A REAT 1 o —Fh
He A R AR R AR ST A R SHL(RD P9 B A A ]
M, 5IA RS AL, B e8I AN
W25 (A2 5) RO (B ) 2 R G R
7M. TR, Osborne, Jost %5 (2019)it — 44
PEIF 58 TR B RG-S B Sh ML A
AT A SR O RG R EREAT " S A
RGMERAT ", JFH, TR, REH
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BAE S AL T 38 3 0 R SR P EAA ) |
BEBR AN IS B AACIBE A%, b i (o L TR SRR I
X RGEEREAT | SR RGBT M
FF2019 FHVE 2 E S M AWM A" (3 16147
R, 3 LARRIN 7 B AR L R
), DR — 035 E AR A AT oY (3 1513 2 4k,
AL R A L AR EER), A TR 55
FEAE T X — W . FIR IR ISR AN [R] F LA
FERFFEAL S S —Fh B LA B — WA, K E R 3
M5 RG A HAL L & % &, v T LAARAF S
PR A R AL BRI R DA, R
i, KB R G A FAL Sh AL/ S —Fh iR AR
(Osborne, Garcia-Sanchez, & Sibley, 2019), i &4
HAE R 5 A A S — F Al AS i (Jost et al.,
2017; Osborne, Jost et al., 2019), ¥ &R RS54
FRAL SHLAT [ F ShHL S0 B 51T Sk I 0 0
VEFH, A 4 1 M8 7% 195 b 2 AL 14 #H 5% i) S
YEFIALH
43 F="MBE #HESAFEZMEMAELERSE

AHEESH N EEEER

% S8 B M T ST AP A — AR T IR B O R A5 3
— LI, M MR B EERMERSE S
FAL B HLRT B R Sh ALK S S0 sE e, (R sk
RS 7 1 9 R AT i A IS . 5
Z AR, ARSI E R B S R G A B
WHSFHAT NG, 250 3R & F AR ) K
V-5 RGKT . SRR T ST S 5 i 1K b 7
REAHAE AN 25 E BRI i, A%
ZEMNLT LA ri e — 2Bt (D) AAERFSEAAE
PR — R ORI (B R AR S
ALY R H 5 RS S LRI R, A
TA R I I G AN A i Y 22 S B A [ 0
(2 AR FE R I S R A 5 58 A ML S RS A
HAL ML, B TR = 2 — i, A
IR, HFBIHLS R %A AL Sh L B = 18] 3k
M RR, MRS BB T A%
REGHEEMAFXR, JFH, QRIEATE
R 25 SR A BT I T R st L G ] & 4 4
2 E I v A SN B R e 7 o R N A
TR A R L ) R GRS, MAE
R W N S SR e R WA W L =1
AN ) S (B LAl ) B e 7EHIL R (R0 B BL
At o

431 ANHERM: ANTEENIRZE S REBD

FEMTRN SRR, NP5 23 1 5 s s 55 I b o7
HRRGAHGE & DR B A4S
HYRGEAHER MAME X R, HX A5 E
BT A EE A BTGB S A
ATandar s & ge SRS T R, AR KRR b 25 Bk
F AT AT A HUAR - 45 3% — & WLF &, (Schwarz,
2007; L lL: Walker et al., 2021), [H i, 7EFIZEAN
TS REAPE RN ERZAT, WHERE, A
AN AR ERE AT DHER LT
“J (threat) i) == & WF 58 R FATT AR 23X — [ i
HET T W A8 B (19 4L £ (Stephan et al., 2009):
— 7, T EE A S-S5 2 R B R 3E 4 (Buttrick
& Oishi, 2017; Wilkinson & Pickett, 2017), Jn&E 1%
Hi A7 TE 9 e b A R Ak BE (Jiang &  Probst,
2017), BFEHG.OEREA/NT 5, 2019)% 50
25, K —Fl B 52 B (redlistic threat); 55 —JF
W, feEAFE NSRS TR THE RS
INIETERME Sz, BBk R G4
PELL B AT 412 R MIATR], 9 — Fp A
Jir(symbolic threat), PAAAFZTE ML T30
W5 454, Fritsche 1 Jugert (2017) M 3152 g Y
FARESM BT T G- 5 A5 2 R U AE A R 5 4
PRIK - [ 52 ;. Kaiser 45(2008) I A G AE 18 1) £
FEBRVT T PG BE (R L Friedman &
Sutton, 2013) . IS B 5 AL B 3G T PR R
JhER I 1 45 4325 (Stephan et al., 2009); 524
RS2, B I ok U5 — R AN P45 Y R el £
BUAR (AR B A SNEEAR), il B X 5 U 2 B 4k H:
(14 1 7 B A

S T R U T REAE A G, (H R A A
A AR RV (Stephan et al., 2009): #R4E 1 FIHL
], 0 RSP S TR R SORE (AR KT 11 35
JERJE T RE 2 B E AR M ) R G AR & AR
R G AL, B AR FEERFEKENS
TR 23 N R 58 . W RGN EIE,
FHERMEERMREGHEE S, DA L5
F SR T R ARG . FEBLSEE W T I, Du 4§
(2019) 3L F [ 5% 2 38 B F 9% B30 IR (2010~2014)
WHIE R, TEMCAAR TSR BRI A 1y, AT
A A T R R G O B R R T H, St
DL AR b, AN 28X A= 15 6 5 BE A i AR X
Hufv % R (HL: Wienk et al., 2021); 1 BLSL



&7

iBR AR RN R A R S R & 1643

SR I — P I, AR A T A A T 2 R AIG
Hoxb 44 R 48 10N IR (Jiaet al., 2020), FEZRAE
BT I, 2005 AF 3 [ ¢ g EL AR RE XU 4
WM 2 K L2 A SR 57 AR BO%
(B2 N); Napier 45(2006)7F %1 1% 25 (F #4855 B %
PR, X A7 55 AR SRS AN AR AL T,
AT E NS B E 2 B RO B, A9
HIXA A, BRI AR 1 % 5 (depressed
entitlement effect), X}, Napier Ff# BN A, “F
FEELO R X i T R E A SRR, X Rh
AFEAFH SR G AN X TFHERE N IESH
PR A AR RS, 14—l 422 1) 3R G0 W (B 240
JR) - Kaiser 55:(2008) it — AL WF 58 K B, %
Pl BRI A 8, A TR R BUN
JHRITEL, A4 AR Sy B FE SR JE SR s B
g — Tl ok Ao ) 22 S PR 0 R G0 R (B R AE
B, FE A N B R A P AT
AL, FER AT, BRIBU IS S RS
AHALBIE A2 —, BEFENS3MET
AR b 57 5 X A5 B AN R A R R —— T 3 T
A RECHEBRAL A, B G SR SRR R
THD ) 2 M) (o B0 5 g ), S ) R T R LR A
) B F NP S5 7E 2R 558 2 10 5% ) (AN AiE g o) o 3k
T B s, A TFEXHTHLALE R 46 E &R
AL T B T R (A 2 1 B ) v A sk
JoAR 2™
432 HHEM: BRHNERESELIIN
AN S5 1 B 52 S5 G IR A A A5 2 S
X S HF R G IUIRARHE T SR, O AR 3 IK
SR 02 2B s L, B AR EiPLS R4
GBI 3 1Y & R B A [R50 0 o AP b o7
HARABGHEENIE RS CHEEM. H—, W
BISCHT R, 3% R G A BUE & B A AR
M8, REZFHEIYNAN, HEfTEmMIE
B, A FARR ARSI, ARSIPLRET
AR SFERACE, A4S B 3R R R 25
MRS A B SHLINRE T F RN REKT,
A4 SRR R R, FE L, &
A HALBL I IN A FISIHLPE A, IRRAS
M2 e H IR A 35 W S ALRR O H KA B4 (ego
justification), ¥ B2 14 B YRR OROR 25 (0 S BL
FRAEEAE B4k (group justification; Jost et al., 2001;
Jost & Bangji, 1994; Jost & Burgess, 2000), 5=,

XFFAICHLA B, B FEAE R A% 4K 1Y 1 28 ¢ 2R (Jost
etal., 2001), 24K, AHILATHR R G BRI
FEZHARMAL, BXTEMAE, —FHHAR
fEfEsR I vhse, B & B AR50 RGO
FARSIEHA AL, FiL, T H IR R
EFEMNBRENRGESIES, YL AMIHILE
SRR, AT AT G SO AN A B BER (Jost, 2019)

[, A 3 R . R4
e T3 R HEESIERWR? XA 50k
V14 T 24 1 A 2 JBRL 33 T s L ] 2 4 FH ) 56
e, HARTT R, M B AV Rl i i
KV B B0 S B B, BT BB I A A AR A B
L EANBEARF R ARSI, #EmiELRES
A A TEUL W ES AR v, ST AP sh AL o
GERF, IS UM Y E R Sh B T s A
Wl R G A EA AL, FEMEEE REAHEES, W
FISCHTIA, Ui 25 BF ™ 5 45 FE R A 3 19 B T A
% AR A T5 W6 2 22 (Du et al ., 2019; Wienk et al.,
2021), #HimMHEHHERENAERMJaet d.,
2020), H—JrT, MY EBAFEERGEKENER
TR, TATREROS AP R GBI . A RS
B RS A B ShAL, SE MR R A G
&y TEUL SRR AR R, TR LA s %
R, BRI FOE I R A AR S L T 5
Ml G R ShHL, DR R RS A B AL AT
SCHR, R AR LR AR, 95 AT R B i
AFM RN (Napier et al., 2008) A K A T X i
W 32 SCHR TR R B 1 B (Kaiser et al.,
2008), MILERME T WIAUESE . AN, Friedman Al
Sutton (2013) (Y AFF 5T 1 — 2L AUk T AN 755 i Ak
JRE T R G A B SHL I B RN o A AT 7E SR
R SR i 5] T A A L O T BT T R A O R A
ORI, MiZmE e FE B R)
A (7 2 22 HE), AR E TR X R L) R
MR PR 22 8E), BUAPRSFIR(MAE B HJR) B R
A BT R T I A 2R B T s A AT
BN R, R IR A A A R G B —F
SAREE, IS RS A BB,
ey 2 EEUF T E T ERBOR, JFH, X—
BN AS 52 32 WA £ 2 T i A7 BRI T o

BT Bkt ARSONNAFAE Rt SR
S5 52 IS Hb A B R G A BT A B A A R
(W& 1 R) . ARAEZAERL, AR R IUR S
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RETHR ISR RS B RERERR

T > S t | A —>

‘ IR AT B
- YRS X - RRGAIE S
HERTS L HEREATES
- RO ' AT
- KR gé - BOATEIT
> RACBH > >
+ + | amesml | +
Bl 1 b2 B M M i 3 3R 5 T A ) DU A b Y

R GEE BRAR & 2 I A7 A PRI AR BT SUIF A7 #Y 0 B
HAR, RV TS REAOKF s A2, 5
REET RGN ISR AL, T P Rl A2 1) B ST
SR T AT M A 5 A o 3ok A 25 Y 3R ST BUIR AT A
R, o o A R o e Ao R A B B AR B AL, 4k
T R B B R s i R A M .
Z, ANTRI S HL A U 0 5 SRR R0 AR G B
e T3y, AR S AL 4 A 0 O TR
M A7 2 AT P AR AT AR R AR A R 3
TINS5 S M IR R B 5 A S A [
DRI, T TR A [ Sh AL A, K DLTE AT
FEPREMT G NSRS T —, A5
R (0% R G A BRSO | R DI B Y
COrBECARME TS AR RS H AT — B RS
B 8 S ) S UE R A Dy SO, R R R T T
A F1 BEATH 0 DA 3 5 0 AR A5 56 3

5 IMNEERE

Fh &N IE =R S B AL A 15 P9 AR 30 T 1 s A
A, TSR A S E A S BN G
BN ELIER BRI, 2019), S /NEERTE,
TR AT R 0T T AR % PR Tl B (B 4 4, 2020);
SR, DA T e R 7 il A 5 S AR 1 4
BRAE AL N 08B B AL B ™ R (135 AR
2020), TEULAEF =T, ey g XAt SR S ds 25
i) 81 R AR R H R AR M 3 ) 1) R G A A A& A
MHTFFE AT LLE B, DUAE & T A 45 X IK 437
REAHF AR R WY L T W R AR ) 57 3
VA o FEAEE R EE S SR 9T A FE Al L,
ARSCHE T — AN A MR RAESL, BI 4R
-5 5 WK M A R SRR BT A UK A A AL
(LAF R B B AR BT ) o KT E A, AR
SR [0 FE G ORISR T AE LR O R A
BWR,

B, b5 S RS 6 Ak 2 S - A5 R K
A R G0 T SR AR R, ARSI T A
R HS M R G A FAL S, 2 T —FE S
PR RERESR, FLA R 0 N A 25800 A o AR R 5
WS I — K5 . fEdFE v, AT L
AR (L) ) DR 2R A1 . XU A%
BREA? SR B A5, (AR AN 1 AR
SRR, LA AT HE 448 18 O T i AKF I A
4 BRI, DAFERRSE & BRAATTX 22 WAL £ i AN
CERR PR RO, BB SRR S PR AR
SRR (T %, 481, 2021), HI, RFMFTAE
5 KU AR 1, 95 T K 2 B O 22 19
PeAE o (2)— 2672 WAL 23 P 2 th 7T B B il R 4%
B (R ST o AT HE 2 R G 10 S FR S B IR
IR S AP S — B — R, T & A
AR | SR T R RS R WA S &
R EEBTEM . BN, E25 A%/
A HORWM KA X, (R 07 5 n] e A 5
R B AR BT AR, R I R B AR R R
44 P54 (40: Cheung, 2016), 1L, A SEBFGEIE
o7 s il I 28 7 L DR 2 B 52 (3)* XU A AR AL
VAP R -5 5 o s AL =2 18] 11 O 2R A7 FT RE 1 320
BLHI o B, 37 b 420 4% o 388 (Kay et al.,
2008), X T4 il ALK 1A, BRI 5 R AE
JER U T R[] s 30 LA M A T R, 2R T R 5
H ARG 4 M4k sh#L(Fritsche & Jugert, 2017); i 24
Fh2x RGR AR R I RS, RS
TIE B FT BE R 58 3 RSB, SR RS A
P& (Kay et al., 2008), (4N T HiE H A LS
ARG A AL AR IR, U AR A A 5
T 22 RN A R R, T AS ST S % A )
BEMEARR T o BN, AN 257 A5 T A 2 1 1Y)
GAE RPN Can, A5 0] RE JEUPMICHb 1 1 R
X BRI BOA ] gk 4, 2013)  Je AR &
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2t )7 P PSR (U, ™ B AN AR T R R Bk
2233 Engler & Weisstanner, 2020)41, ] BE 5% 1 ik
i 0 A FIZh AL S R G & BALSIHL, Ak imisE
HAGEGMEE, FHAEERILS E5A e
HER R A E R, TR TR, KR
SR A M S e, R XU AR
REFY” (1K) Z2 TR N HIFEAE . (5) WU AR AR TR 3 4 FIK
Hihr s, FHorieFRal A TR A BRI SIS &
G PRAL SIHLIA T 37 #h %€ (Jost et al., 2001); {HXT
TR, WAV EREREI R, A2
AN EE IR S WA S ™ E A I SE B, R
CRPEAR IR IFNIE T m AL . XWIBAR T
AR HAL R G A PR & 0 - A WUR A TE A X
B, e H A A B AR U Y A AR AL T — b i R
WAL 55, 2013), KAFWF5 AT —4 %)
e AR AL R GG HME & A AR B AL 5 30
HLIERL

B, REAHABIE =T iEEZH AT
& R R G AR MW, Toe B AU Y
ISR R e A B, HIHe AT 7 T4t
SARTPAEX —EMFT, DA, XRT4E
W8 ETRBUN S AT B E . MR . i
ALY . . HEFHHNES . TEE,
AR . Bkib DL 47 R 5w 55 1) 52
AEPEX AL EZ I B 5 e &, FHx
I Z T B B2 (13 2%, 2020, fil4n, DL
e it A8 1 AR I 3 T AR S AL AT B 23 IR
HEFEAMATERE, FHEARNE. HHls
WX Z [BAEZTrmaut . B bl . 22l sty
TR B AN TR B B 55 1, 22 B — o XU R - 45
P4 (40: Rodriguez-Bailon, 2020; Wiwad et al.,
2021; HAL %, 2020) AR AR SCHR S Y« B AR AR
RS LGB BT A0 XU AS S 45 fiff 300 5
JAg L i (AR R, TR IRER
Me, 3ok R B R 7 S T B 3 OE TE R
H HZh#HL(Zhou & Wu, 2011), HXt RS 4 H(E &
B A ) 5% i AS 25 2490 (Rodrriguez-Bail 6n, 2020) , A
I, RAEMFRAEZEANTENREGHFE SN
L I SR/ o (R = =l N v U N
)5 M) S AL

8=, NMEMESEmMIET R it —2 X
FRGEGHAINES ZREEHE S RAGHE
—Fh ML B0 B FE (Jost, 2019), A4 B

WILBIHUEPEWE? Jost 55 (2010) B IA S, AAT17E
T A B (AT RE R TR R ) & B A 2
AR, FCH BB T AR AEE (existential needs)
AR (epistemic needs) fil & & 1 (relational needs)
SFPEACOHETEE, R, DR FiX—3)
PLS R 0B S HUR A Y — 7 1, XA sliplat
TR ELAT 300 i N BUm M (Jost & Banaji, 1994), fif
e DA 3 A% 0 0 A0 S D T LA A AR
Mo — 5, SIS HEAE T RE A HES
EICRN R MBI REGHEAIIL, FEREES)ZM
ARAESIESE RE AL SV AN F
— A% 1E 40 Hafer 1 Bégue (2005) %) 23 T it 5t
fFAaRe 4 L AT, REGHAFEERLTIN
IEARRRAM X GRS (RS E
FALSHHL) S A EALR S R S N (ARG A B
fF&); MixmRAER T2 R H I T A
RGN IEE A | IE M 0 R B 5 B (Kay
& Jost, 2003; Ul Vesper et al., 2022), *fit, B
THEMSZHX RGNS R G811
&, BN REE AR I ESRRSE S H
bl BLAL, DIAETFSR R 0 — MR Z T, &
Gu 5 PR I TE S W A — 0 AR 2 T A R
& 7% (prescriptive beliefs), A& — Fl 524K 2 18 1)
R (5 2 (descriptive beliefs), LR & 14E
42 Zimmerman 1 Reyna (2013)i\ A X pis
R AR 43, RSB 5T I VE B % A X 43 AR
SEXT PR A 22 SRR (40 Li & Hu, 2021),

W, MR EA B XTE R T LT 5 07k,
PR S AT R G A AR SN AR, &k
5.0 B AT 58 A6 A & 7R B S B P 0 BUAE (B
FIF, TAKE, 2017), FFASCHE H A9 DU AR
R F /A A I AT F R AT T B
Ko —IJrH, FETWEIEEAR", NN AT
ARNIERERE (RBR, 2019), tein, X
RS BBER, 5 & B ) B H O
A, WAL B Z 0 R IE B ),
F I ECR M (3 %, 2021); X TAbsshiy
SRR, TR AR HE Y R TSI HL S N A, B
L PRSI E O S A B KE S,
2019; SKER %, 2020). B — 7, JEFCHgoR
7, R PR X R R A BB AILAY XTSI 5K
Ji” (Osborne & Sibley, 2013; # k)i %, 2018).
HHPEE, REEGHEAPNT TRIA0E W2
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(Li et al., 2020). #EPrit2F85E (Jost et al., 2012)
BAEBWES, MEWRE, XA TFEIRGE
PR A [ D0 1T i BOAS SF- 45 19 7% M 96 24 (Garcia-
Sanchez et a., 2019), A& IE4E SR 1 BHAS
[HZ (Tan et al., 2017), (A, [N AN IR
1% R G5 A BB LA X B AR R R, SRR AR ST N
PREAT A 115 19 1 190 5w ke B3 I AR R FH (Jost
et al., 2019; Fernando et al., 2018), M=z, “AUEEFH
R 7F 22338 /R A A5 R IR b 3 R g A B
SRR AR AL A LR L, T8 R 0 B 2
FEMRSS T 4L 2 A BAR (G0 B2 JA G

S 3k
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Exploring the effect of social inequality on system-justifying beliefs
of the disadvantaged
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Abstract: Previous research on the relationship between social inequality and the system-justifying beliefs
of disadvantaged individuals remains inconclusive. On the one hand, self-interest-oriented theories (e.g.,
social identity theory) argue that inequality decreases the system-justifying beliefs of the disadvantaged,
given that inequality conflicts with their self-interest. System justification theory, on the other hand, predicts
that when inequality in the system is made especially salient, then system justification motivation is activated
(or increased); thus, individuals (including the disadvantaged) would be more likely to defend and support
the unequal status quo. In this article, we intend to advance the debate by proposing a dual-process model.
Specifically, when the realistic threat of inequality at the individual or group level is salient, it is more likely
to activate the self-interested motivation of the disadvantaged (and thus inhibit their system justification
motivation), and in turn weaken their system-justifying beliefs. However, when the symbolic threat of
inequality at the system level is salient, it is more likely to activate their system justification motivation (and
thus inhibit their self-interested motivation), thereby enhancing their system-justifying beliefs. Our dual-
process model offers a new approach to bridging the research gap, and future research is needed to test and
develop this model.

Key words: socia inequality, system-justifying beliefs, system justification motivation, self-interested motivation,

social governance





