(LENZFHR) FRELSEERNM

BH: REGHEQHETOIEEE. ZAEH SR

g

HRA 1B

ARG A AL S (system justification theory) & R ANMARS I J& 55 A HE F AL AT EA
NIE, MR ML A RERX— OFIRARERIE, H Jost Al Banaji(1994)3 ti LA
k, WOGRTEZKE, 20 ZHEMME T ADHFIERE . %558 N R GG IE S4Ed O3 (g
FREVGEAME I A, VAN T = 2RB L], BE— PR R T AR s, JHRHIA T A
By BRECRGG EAE S YO IR BB B SRR, XORORIT AT R . A
M, ZSCBBREW, %8 CREERA SN HET AT, OB sy, JF AR T8
AYERGEELE, e IR REis s RG A BALHT FUOUSCE TR 438 . St BLR LA R, #

BOfE R P 58 R 3L

BIA: AR AR EIR A% L, SRR RIRLT A SR e BT
FEE SR e DB AR, R AR SR 28 (AR FENUIAR) . 4R TH IEVETE 48 (U045 B8) P A=
LU i (Jost, 2019). MIZ M Ei, PRGNS 2 AR TH LIS 26 Mz 2 i iz, 4Ed
DR, WA ER AR TR HIREBIEF UERT S, AT MAEE 1S
B B AR AR RS 28 (R B ATIAR) < R T IE RS 25 (U4 B2) IR RIS BE L i i, E T4
IO
BIR: &R R E W, ERRIEE R, AR SCH IR 7Rk, AR
O 151 F 5 T BER
wEeE DR, E A TEIURN, R EEE S RA M (palliative
function; Jost & Hunyady, 2002): “E47 BT MAAE T 7715 58 B AR G 1 i 28 (B g AN

FAR) $RTF =PRI 28 (A B8) HE R AR i SR DL B Ol s b i 44 Oy B4R RR (Jost, 2019)



B 2: M TEAMEMRIRAN S, ASCHER] 7 RIBUR . KIE A m. IR XA
BRRLRIE A R TIEAFERTANG . SEBRTEA, ARG B “A7i8” 2 X6
TEBAVERE R RESEERMEAER . UL g OEE IR, R,

BIRL: WK ZEAER X — A FREAIHRIE T Jost 5 Hunyady(2002) ) L &, 3X—
MRS TR AT OUH AL ) I 32 A NP5 A, (R YES AN LR 5 2
S AEMMRERIR . HRENN, GEARGH DT AMERAPEH 2B S, RIgERF
—PRIAR A0 BRAS o A4 BR R IR 22 A (palliative) 35k B2 T IX 0N (1) AR IE R AR REAE
(Napier et al., 2020), 2P, MRELEEG “BL)7 KA IERRUAZEME GRS, stnfFE
W 35y (opiate) i, HARMMER, AMUTCIEEIESGE B S BRI, R gy 7 4k
2 A5 Jost, 2019). JASC 4.2 #R73% G AR PRIV BSS EAT 1R IR, (RS IREA T RIR .
BB SRR, FEBBERERANFEZE LT <07 BRI 4.2 #5317
THESY 7, BEEAMEIEE, M 3R, BIAMA. BER(EERR) LA A2 3 MR,
SO R G IR K SRR SRR P B RS . BARIE N B L 4.2 Fi53 80K 3

4.2 FEALGANE AR R

SR AT R G0 B A A L B B L OB AR, (EL R A R
REB. NHEBARIEERE, RAGTERN “EM” DR R T X —
RO ARE SRR AR . AR, MBI E L) 1A K DLZE MR AL 4
9401 [ S Y (opiate) i, JEAUMY K, XA BUIE i 1 S AR, 6 S
et e T RS BT S5 (Jost, 2019). ASSCHRIE, GG B AKX L A 3
TRBLEAA. BERR AR At 3 AN, 5 A T0 8 i1 AL

FEAMEIZT, AATOUH KA #) B [F) R & BRAS & T BRI G & — P “XUII8)” 2%
RIFIEESL, RURGEE HAE & — 7 A B AR RO EUE 7y, 3 55— J7 ] R e H
SO0 T 7 ) BLE KU (Jost & Hunyady, 2002; Jost, 2019). {511, O’Brien A1 Major(2005)
R, FEARMALE (RAFIHL T 8) B REH A AR, RS04 BSOS SL e g IE 1)
FIMAARCEAG AL (A B R FERR) s (ER A A R, T R G B
E LGP RN R R AR T R, FOR BRI AR A 1 81 . Ui, Dover %%(2020)
P BB KA MR, R I D B 5 K2R R B B By, = RS A
EOERRELOEER. FHR i, REEHEESHEMINEE R fERH B
RN 5K AR TGS . EREPR R, RGA S R0 TR 2RI R . B 5E



KL, AR EAMR ISRkt 2o b e A S HR, A A T 52 A A,
R 22 20 AN A4 4 (outgroup favoritism; Jost et al., 2004), - Hi%IM % % H H Btk 5
(Axt, 2018; Essien et al., 2021). 3 —4EHFFENIRE, & RS & HUE SBUEMETIAA
ONFFAE I 15152 3 2 (victim derogation), 514l e4: 12 52 % # (Stdal et al., 2010). £
Gr oW (Kay et al., 2005) 5%, 25 52 ¥t # (Napier et al., 2006). 7E4L22 )20, R &HAE
CFEFERAT Z MR L, e E R TSRS R AR,
IR T ARG GEE ST T M T RGN APEE % (NHUEK), FHRREAR
JE R RS TS AL S BUIR, WISCRF 4 FL B (Wakslak et al., 2007). 25 & A

SRR 4A4T 3 (Solak et al., 2021) 5 JE A A A W (Jylhé& Akrami, 2015).

ZEETTC T, F B ARG A EAE SR IRN T ER B g AMER, D “gem”
BUOGE 2 /2 RS E RITIRE, MIHFAREIRA “Ia " A FEEBLRARAE (Napier et
al., 2020a). AL, XAtHEMEAN SCAUR W FCH HECREHE S, A EEE RT3 58
PRHOARAL, AN S AR A — R R T REATH) R G0 A IE (RS AR ), TR 2
DISEi N E 200, AT IR AL 2L, AR 59 SR R RENEAE v IE
PAE AL 2 T A2 A8 (R R B 3R -

25K

Jost, J. T. (2019). A quarter century of system justification theory: Questions, answers, criticisms, and societal
applications. British Journal of Social Psychology, 58(2), 263-314.

Jost, J. T., & Hunyady, O. (2002). The psychology of system justification and the palliative function of ideology.
European Review of Social Psychology, 13(1), 111-153.

Napier, J. L., Bettinsoli, M. L., & Suppes, A. (2020). The palliative function of system-justifying ideologies.

Current Opinion in Behavioral Sciences, 34, 129-134.

B 3: WXHEiIEFTAE L. RS TE D, 52 M)A /N, 53
HRIYEEAT IR A “48 ERNR” MR,

BIRL: UL 500 SR A5 K (5l BATESCP I T 3.4 Naiil oy, JFRAR N AR i
Ao BARIEEUL 3.4 H73 8N S

3.4 IhEg



gi BRI, FETDiHENUINE R, DIAE R T RS A E F S AN S I )i
Gt FFRMIREE T RAESE. HE, X T R R, A L iR T
SRR . —TEET 18 ANEFRFEARM I RN R T EEATFE, e L
J IS T BE X A FH A o BIFFER I, RS04 S & HA 1E 17 F0 0 AR it = P LA
T A7 TR £ R85 HAS G 2 AR SURE, AFX — 3OS SRR Y, TR B —E K
WL 6 A H); FEHAT LR ARIESE B AR (UL Gini R85 NRKRRIEE
HDI yfar)-5 £ W #k 2 A7 138 5 76 A (Vargas-Salfate et al., 2018). Ib4h, HHFFH
87 AUERIEA R T A ON 22 5, (BEURFIRE A ILAR G A BE SR 4 59 %5
Hiuf7 #2225 Ak (e.g., Li et al., 2020; Sengupta et al., 2017). iR i 77k 45
N T ERER ARG — SRR E S, AL DL ) — 80, X Fs BRR T R G
B AU E B A E L B R0 B R I D BE (A0 RT SO, BB AL 4R 52 31 52 L8
AR RE), [FIN R R GG B S 4RO BRI T e v e i AAAE S bk

“RET AT

B 4: B LR R SRR, BORASCH) EE PR TR, 2 75 MAZ ST A,
AR RTE 4.1 B2

[B1R : & SO A SCEIS B AT, AT ZFH T WA B T 4.1 S M HAE S &
—REL AR ARRE: 5, BRI RN BRI SRR B B HL 2 AR
RS, A R R R S LM Oy — R e BB, “NN T BRAR MR t, B R
DIREAE TR “ Wi 4E” BRALI R PR AL (A& B Bk ik slor J& BE S EAT A 78 59 e, HATHAR
FEAEME B 5 2R o A HIRZ 0 5 BRI R R G E T I S 3L 5 2%, IRl
XFEEAT AT RERI PR R AR B . e MEH AR IEE, A e BT 4.1 501 5T S0
7S SRR AT REEE A . R R A B S, JRAT IR S — 2

P TEALIR AR SCRIRD -
[BIRZ: AR RS L K AIR IR, CESCRAh e EARSCOCHR, BARMEEUL 1 51 5 S =Bl
s



GORPER B, gl 1 ORE FUE MHZ N TIR T, IR H A2 5 U0 R
Z TR 1k A 2D R 25 4538 (e.g., Bahamondes et al., 2020; Connelly &
Heesacker, 2012; Hammond & Sibley, 2011; Napier et al., 2010; O’Brien & Major, 2005;
Vargas-Salfate, 2019). Bl 5T IIABIERN, IR — L0 55 46 % 540X — RN
WAENLH, FHES T 22 a R (e.g., Bahamondes et al., 2020; Li et al., 2020; McCoy et al.,

2013; Vargas-Salfate, 2019).

B 2: 2 REGHGEEMEMER: =FC BRI ENLHRAE#S MG S 45 1R, HARE
FRRMAHW A, PR — AR A EiE,
BIRZ: FOHL AR, OOk “Heth” Booh “R47. BB 2 OELHEIE — Bl
-
PR, L2 T0 DMESCHRI A5, AR EE R G0 6 HE @ 4E O B A B (22 FI1E )
=R BHLH] . MR PRERIE . A NP SRR LR 5N BGR AL B o

B 3: 2.2 #05 —BCfERT ABF A RIFEAL |, Landau 55 A (2015) 5045 1 DU SRV i 8

At aWfEIZERY?

BIR: L RKIE I IR 4 FAMEEE R R FH L LR BRI ARG HESE T
Forpi “ IS TN X — S, DL B HAME PRI R I D RE . I RPTEL, TR
4 NS, 5 ITFAAAERIR, RERGAHERIT. Kb, JAVER SR IR 17X a1,

B 4: 23 05 B RN RGN IEER B . 7 X A SCSCE Y ? AR A
P ?

BN : L HKWEIN, CAbe ESH k. XATRRIZERE, BERMAME KGR A IR,
AR08 58 2 IEPE R B L OB 2= S BUNMA A B SO, BE T A SR AL B .

BN A 2.3 #7058 B R 3

WA &AM A AE ARy, 2 X R G0 TR 1) 2B (Napier et al., 2020b).

D52 3 HRYMIUAT ST, WF 78 12558 1 PSR B WA ok A, H— s e,

il



Bk A4 ORI S, RIS Cn (BRI & . PR AR SE) . i B AR A
TS LR
BIR: PR, CAbERR, BB AL 3 10 F AR A — Bl N 3

M SCHRRE, B E RS T REE WL AR, K iEsa s, Wite
AP (Hadarics et al., 2021; Onraet et al., 2017; Sengupta et al., 2017); H — /ML 7,
RI(R) #h =M fr, FEIAE o PR FTFR % 5 (Hadarics et al., 2021; Li et al., 2020;

Vargas-Salfate, 2019).

B 6: 33 MM B, AR HER T EAEREARRMALZ BN 2 5, BER
[FIRE R DLAR G5 BRSSP R4 59 5 AL 3 25 58 2 (1 Do B 2 A I R < o
BIRz: ROHLKIPENE, CMERZ R

BR7: A1 REGHESIERNOEEIE. ... A SCCCES? HREE 7.
BN : LR EN. ETHRMA IR, 41570 CITHH «Pi— R B S
TR TR SR, ZA R CIER . AR T IR B R G & BE SR L BB R 7,
JEADYSCE IHED, RIVHE BRI E 30, NN RGEE B S R (et KA B i Dh g o A th
FE— L E IR

HBAIEN:
AR BARLFAETE, E T T RE S A SHEREE, E0F LT LA

T E R BT

BIWA: -, Sl5&E - BURH QAL E T KRGS BB R & HE K
RBRAE ISR I T Bise”, (HARREIT IR AR A MRLEFGE . AR 51 35 oponf DL o St 45 1v] Rt )
SKRE N A BEAT T A M, DA R SR A A

BIRz: AR R AT AT NS n 7 B W, X RAR S SEEEAT T ] 2
ik, BARMESARI 155 s — BECR 3

UEAh, BEET SRR AW R, REEA A SO B B 1 4E 3 Th R8O35 T B f AR



FEREAT fARE T I B B PR AR F 0 R I A FH AR 3 AR A — 2 (L et al., 2020;
Vargas-Salfate et al., 2018); #ff 5L & X & 48 & BEAS & () 30 WLV Bl R 42 1 o &
(Owuamalam et al., 2019; Rubin et al., 2023); A iff 71K B R G0 & FE 5 HELL B B

8] B A AU e Bk (Maras Taskin & Singir, 2022; Samson, 2018; Li et al., 2020).

B 2: B, w5l S, MEERBEHEIER SRR, RS ZHRIR,
AMESH BRI . E 2, AR NEM IS SSE. t, “AiX—
ARIEEMARE TEANHIF? ARG AME . G =R R RIBENLH] 2 a3l
Pl A2 B —BORES AT, EEUN, AHEH—ANER TR S 7 =20 BB L
Hil, AH, BRI B Az Ef =R R, R T, BT SRTESE .
(55— MR AT

[BIRL: RS % AR LR R L, X SR AT 75 2 5 o A S R L4

B, At RS E BRI 9 22 A (palliative function)? Z2AMIE HTIX — 44 ki
FIRIET Jost 5 Hunyady(2002) 1305, 3X—HES B TR AT OUH AR AL #) 1 52 4
SAFEEIHETR, (ARG AL DRGNS A EHNRERIR. &N, &84
RGBT AMERI AP B, BIAERE— R 1 D BRRES - 4R8I 228 (palliative)
F52 ERER 7K — RN RS BRI (Napier et al., 2020), thgh i, MBI R4 “
£)7 WA IR UAZR AR DS 4 BRI R A (opiate) i, FARITER, AMUEIE R RS
B H AR, R Ry A2 A T45 ost, 2019).

Hixk, ZGia Ak (system justification) . 4t & B {5 2% (system-justifying belief) 5 2z 1{f:
H(palliative function)-2 B 12 K 52 MERINATS5H RRGHVR, H HKE TR A2 A
AR AR IR R T, BRI -5 9 4 100 B 72 (Jonas et all., 2014). A —id FEok
B, REEHEAH R OB, RPN, e RS A SN X —
DB FRIE R, R RS EEUE & RGE G BAGIE SR B B SR, b g B
AR OB, 1X— BB A2 G AR o

IR, R SRR, 4 GErr = E IR DGR 2 PR SO0 ) R s
AR LLEF AL 13X UM R OC R, RIS MR SE A TE S B S AN b . 56
=, SO “EAERD RO ERRIALEI R AN Z 2, ETCATR, RGE EA A R AME
JSEXoF B R BT A SR, T G AR X — B AL R D e, RBUNBEIR MG 45 . $2TTIETE
THG N AL R . B8, SRR URA R M NI ISR DL R




BRI IR O E AL 7, 0 R A ALK — BRSO S R, S AR Y
VURAL T OB A A OB ] “ B A iU 7. R BRSO Eui—>Bi i (R
GETUL)—>RA GBS R—> PN (F MR AME )T O BN .. Re G
BRI BN R T ERIVER, T “ 28 AR M G2 W R T 2R F I N ZERL o
B=, BEAMERIRLIG, BHE R — I G HNLHIREAT TR SR, (B H AT <ot
FREERN, SRZHA. B, ACH TR S /e T 85 7 ARSCHIT FE AT
T 3R], BT MR RS R AMEAS N T i BB R DA e 28 i 1 o J
ROQE: “gent” XA AR EANHERS, 7R 6 O T TR S 2 IE).

WRJE, B SRR R A A O PR AR R R M AN 2 1% R T [ R SN
THESHEZERSEE, ARMEIRATE T s B IE T IR A AR . X — “ZhiliE” e disk
A e Bk BT RGN FH 3 SN AN —F (L et al., 2020; Vargas-Salfate et
al., 2018); W5t & X KRG & HAE SRR B T 5 %8 (Owuamalam et al., 2019; Rubin et
al., 2023); AWFAKHRG G EUS &5 FELL R0 T ) B A Fk CH (e.g., Maras Taskin &
Singir, 2022; Samson, 2018; Li et al., 2020). X8 SEHE i A1 EEH AN KRR G HEESE
OIMERRAICR, MU, X — BN A AT Ry “ B AR R Y UK
W GO RS AE SR PR AR, FRATRIUEA FAEZE (AN T, 5 “Bifi” XERIF I “ 3R,
XIAZY, BB SR, 0B SO BT IR O B A o
1 3 F% (adaptational process) I 7t (Cramer, 1998; Kramer, 2010), B 75 % 392 FIX 2 T K
AN 435 3 15 (adversity) () S8, B4 (defense) 5 3 %) (coping) . B A1 TC R #E5h ()
Bz Bt R RN, i R R &R E BRI AR T 10 i f# Ui (Cramer, 1998). X
P2 RN AR FRA B R G 5 BB & 5 O B IR ) ¢ R AR A T S0 9 2 Il A, ot 2
Ui, RYEE PSS YD OB A D) BE [FIAE AT AR S A PR S A, Ty “ B
H oy “RixE . BT, ASCHEBEE CMSHEL, ST N A AR
(defense-coping model), JH: PAMAE 3 &8 A& 2t o

i b, WA 15155 =B =B K 2 DB SE —BUIT T8, AkS WIEXC
B R 3C:

(1 SIEEHMASEGHEAEIR N, MR SR P2 25, Wie T HE =K
Ho Rtk

5 E(existential need), LAZZAREI 5 A 24, =&K& R/ PET E (relational need),

, H—Z N METS E(epistemic need), LR E M S-S0

i
o OXE



CLgES A 2 A 5 3R R B (Hennes et al., 2012; Jost, 2019), #t52, MAZN RS
HEES, O RE BT R S BUIRZIHLIE 5 2 (Kay & Jost, 2003). 1%
Wik — B, ElX S A FEDURN, REEE HAE & B A ZAM{EH (palliative
function; Jost & Hunyady, 2002): ‘&4 Bl T AMARLE 4% 55 A BRAR 07 12 175 46 (an £ &N
FIR) < $ETH IEVENS 48 (U045 B2) JE o AR IS 0 BE i, T 4970 BR{E E (Jost, 2019).
S, MRANTSIRERGIVR, o H BT R Ak AP A1 % 2K
71, BIRB N B 5 BA R O FE I FE (Jonas et al., 2014), 122 A FH N 280 N ix — B
3 R O ARAR C FRAOR

ZEFAER 3R, sl T REFAFZR TR, IR A5 i e
F IR A D R 25453 (e.g., Bahamondes et al., 2019, 2020; Connelly &
Heesacker, 2012; Hammond & Sibley, 2011; Napier et al., 2010; O’Brien & Major, 2005;
Vargas-Salfate, 2019). BlE W IIABIERN, IR AEA LB T LEHEEIX— N1
WAENLH, FEEUES T —L8 3% 5% (e.g., Bahamondes et al., 2019, 2020; Li et al., 2020; McCoy
et al., 2013; Vargas-Salfate, 2019). /L5 H#j A D &SR S AT T fidk A
%i(e.g., Napier et al., 2020a), fHakZ X H AAOBHLH] R 55 b4, BEHEHT
FAUEHE AR R, RGEE BAE SO B FE (1 4EF7 T 58 AU T B AR A HEAT fRE 1
I B PR TR I A F 3 8 A —3 (L et al., 2020; Vargas-Salfate et
al., 2018); WHFTE N KRG GBS SHIBIHLIERRFR T 5%k (Owuamalam et al., 2019;
Rubin et al., 2023); AR5 R G A G &5 L R0 BHE A BAT AR OCHE (Maras
Taskin & Singir, 2022; Samson, 2018; Li et al., 2020). %-Ttt, Nk DHE RS HH
BEE5 ORI, A SCE % 2 T4 DR SCHRIE TR &, REFE RO A R
GG PSSO RE IR QBN S A5 IRIG Il B R A2 A R PR, 4R
TETE M B RIR R4, I B A R G0 B A A e O T B 110 97— 7 o) 8 L A AR
(defense-coping model), LA B 72 [ @ 9 J5 & AR 7T

(2 IR HE AT, AMACEE TG 2R s F 4, IS R A E
ALK, X FEME OB RN . REGESHEAERIEH, MEATS
FRERGIUR, HH e T RO Bt 2 B = AR 58K T, CABRI R Atk 15 24
FE4Eyt P B (Jost & Hunyady, 2002). tHaiA i, MEAEN ARG EHES BG4
O PR HEBUR IR, BIGERUER . A5 A2 RE A IERLHDR A4 2 & gy g



PRERR? DA BT IT 0 12 0t ) [ 2038 0 2 R, SRZ RGirthr 5B, B,
AT DM SCRR IR, AR SR H RS E HE & ge O BRAEE R (ZEANE I =280
PR SR RIEA R AMEAD NI R DL S A BRI . R 30K 73 )
W IRIX = AL

S 3R
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B 3: =, 2.1 5 BN —BUNA A WURVE A Z NI OHE H I, S5 L,
AT . RIE I, 1EE A RO I PIHE IE S BT IR G R RS R H] (32 45
BRAR. X —BM A At s S E AR A — 8, 28 TR ISR 1 — i
B2 BT — BRI EAMEZINR BN G0 IR AR S R 2 B e AR R 2 B2
—APAESRAL Y TR BN SRME HAEE  IA] HIE AR SC R AR B . X A RP AR OCHR 11, EA R
BEt), BEarRKRANME, #EAE. BRTEAR. BB AR5
MINA, SARCEBZ AR TN BIER G B S AT

[BIRZ: ERHTFE LRI FICh 2.1 58 RSB =B EEERREH TN “EM= iR
BRI RMBNE. FITRERWMARIL T AMRK TP S 5 HARR A — 2, KX wsg
SRR, BN ARG S E S 45, 2018). ERGGHACEILE K,
REME LRI YES R G AN S EUR IR SR AT HIE G0k v R G165 HE & (Jost & Hunyady,
2005) , A Bk TG 2 1% AL B B ORE 95 3 A & (meritocracy  belief) 8% H. kb Z B EP 5
(complementary stereotypes) 5552 _E#S ] AN —Fh RA G EME & FOCHEERE, BE =R
A KR PECOMEERIE KRGS EE S, WA LA RG-S HE SR A TS
RIARIThfE . EIEH KRR, SO A BN S5 H10E 5 R LU R, BA5H Lt
W, WU UL A B L IE SHLEE 0GR, X SBuE AR, 7R RSO B, 3R
MIEFE S T ARRR, JREn 7 —2e5Ck ). 55—, RATE 2.1 38 — 55 =Bultiy 7 &JF,
F BACE PR BRI T RS A5 R G A HE S EU AN EN R B R RS
KIMITRe, RV E 5 T I S AR A — 3, BE A IE N BIE ) D) Re 2 55 i
(1, SRS AR AN RO 2 5= A . 55, (EBVE AR T s ghh), 1o
T AU S BIIE R R . BB N A I 2.1 #7055 B R 3L

il

FHIRAIT FE R IR0 R G0 & BRAS SR 2 S VU A DAL HA S AR 5 T S — 3
WA RBCT B, Xk e MR AR R 2 B s e m . B, R T ES

(meritocracy belief) )\ NILAE R AW E % 5 E 2R T Sk (merit) K &, BN AREIS

g

%% 71(Jost & Hunyady, 2005), [ 5 %% 5] 24 545 2 UK 58 0 2 SCREAR Ta] it — 20 .



TENT ZRET S BE R SR AP RS EEES, BEEUES5 P AmULEDY)
FHR. —IUEEETROM 36 NE KA MBS ST TR, (5K T S UE & MEE
PR, XAt i = (Hadarics et al., 2021). 55— TR R BIFSE TR E X ESEH
BRI By A i B[] B AR B S BE (MeCoy et all., 2013). AHABLRY, 2355 £ 484 T 45 & (economic
system justification) [F] £ s it T AMTTIA AT 4 ATE5F RGN NFREE T P& N2, IF
WA NSRRI R IR TAS NSRRI 25 . Goudarzi %5(2020)i8 i SEIGHR AL T %
RAGHGESAVEBARK KR, MARKN, GEFRAGHESHE, H£WET L
FATVAHE PR VTR DA Ja, ARG P AR, I AMY I Sk
et T A RAR  R DAR PO SOV 4, [ AR IR B T B /> 1 A SRR (LA
4 JEWUOE KT 5 Bk o K AR BRI B H R AR) U A B T 1 AR TR S
I, SERFERERY], EEEAETEES NS NSRS, SEit R aH
BT WKW FUENSZE S . JEAh, SEH — S F O T HAMEZIIR ED RAE R R
BERES RN OEEIIE. B ANZIBR E R (complementary stereotypes) & —Fh7E
UEFF A AL SRR ZINR ED R SR L, R FAMESEAE ) T 993 A, AR > 15
TARHAREAAR KNS (Kay et al,, 2007). SCREHAMNZIMRED R S5 4E9BLF R G RAHE VIR
B WEFERM, ki 25 T F AN ZIA BN G (22 5 (A PR . B MR ),
T T = RSS2 (Kay & Jost, 2003) . AHABLHE, X 53 1 BE B4R 5 (agentic trait)
521 R (communal trait) () BAMAE SR, AR B EE A AT 2 mT A S i R A
IEPEJost & Kay, 2005). [KItL, B AU FHEMBEIR BLAME ZIMR ED R EAT RSt 5 BAL DI fE
HAHBIT BB 5P BRI 7 G R AR, BNZRE (et N AR, BT
UESE, 3R EYE A (benevolent sexism), — AP ERARIE R K AT, AL MEER
5 I 1 [ AR A A L8252 53 M B LR 4 ELAMAE ZIBR B 5 (Glick & Fiske, 1996), 1E 1]
TR T Lo x5 AR S BT R EE (Napier et al., 2010), H &G4 B & EX — R
MR E] T B I (Connelly & Heesacker, 2012; Hammond & Sibley, 2011). Hittn]
W, G RARTEAS K2 R GG B S A A0 2 g e ) — T LA

S 3k
ke, #OKE, WA, GeiEeE, REL YRITAL (2018). RGEE HALATLLE K

AR, O
PRI, 26(12), 2238-2248.

Jost, J. T., & Hunyady, O. (2005). Antecedents and consequences of system-Justifying ideologies. Current
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B 4: B0, <G mtiX AN P A A R SCRITE ST, AT S ARIE B X
P Gt BE A LR BN BB TR A .
[B1 R - Rk SO0 S 1 1) P R M RO SR

B 5: %, 23 i BOFRE LR ARER BRI A BOR E th 35T W
2B B A TR ARREON, AT Y 7S

BIRL: JRUHE K AOPENE . JFCHh AR RN 7 S5 Bt 1 R G & BLE S 4O PR RR
() RO BERER”, FRIASHERS, I ELIZR S5 )5 P AU K T AR RO TRAE T i, T
BEF2E T Tk, JRATM 7 MEG B, 2.3 Fa B A IR
O RO BRRN . S8, AR 2 A)1E, AR RGBS S R AR
BN, 53— FIHR RGNS B M E . HARBIN R I 2.3 i e — Bl R 3

w5, ST NE R R 7RSS BE AN RGeS R B AR O BN
RGN B A BT 7MKL B R, WA T RGN E TS A

(Napier et al., 2006).

B 6: N, SHTMAHLEIFLL, S shE U — LIS BT b AR ag . 51T
F A FINAEZ AR R ATEMW . KU AN B AT 26 th do2 2 ML, AR T3 =%
R : L XA RN, 1% S SRIA LAV ER ai i “oh” X —M&. Frig “g”
(buffer), AT ERRARIE — OB MY BAT 155 10 R -1 Al 0o PR A (1 D E (Lambert et al.,
1999). WAL, RGE PSS AME BN FIBI O BN HR B 4 I AR “ G2t
XF T REITUE AR BB E BT P A% Tt s B, RIS b A1 B P BEZESE 1 H P AR AL A
(NI AR ), FATRARBEFE SN, sk, sl sk 7 Hiix T2
AN FBIE TE BT A A2 1D i L, RIVE 72 2 ] R HCRE 28 0 BHXT O PR R RO AR B Zh e AT PR T e %
MBI /E F (e.g., Hammond & Sibley, 2011; Jost & Hunyady, 2002; Napier & Jost, 2008;
Napier et al., 2020; Spaccatini & Roccato, 2021), T A A& 4 24 [X 73 I B ARMLH| X 5L B A
HTTER) . EIZE X R, S RS SR B AR T EAER . iR RS, R
fEH] “ g2 pp bR 7 25 5 S BURME, SRR EARHLE]X 70 ATF, (21X 32202 i A AR



G, JROCHS ERAR T R T Sl S AMERIHLE], RIS A SGR AL EUE (denial or
minimization of threat). 75 I\ B BUIX —HLUEEN AR U HERR SORZAh, 52, B
AEAMARERED RS B BT A AE o BRI b, X — LA 0 T i RS SR Bk s sk
K, ABAESZERH, XL T REVRAE (A RIXE WA, WL 2.4 /). R, 8T
WML AR, JATM T MBS 26—, R AR “ T INBGRA U s 2
XTBUE W ABHATIEE, BT 5 51 R BOURRNCER) 1, (%R B S« N B AL B 7
BEAT IR . BARMBEA RN 2.3 #7055 2.4 5y B 3L

2.3 TINEIRAL B

AR S R % S, B EAE T ORIR T AR 2 RGN R B, AR
LRSS A TR E S RGAMER B, Wiz diel 5 R K F 2 B AR
Fifh o GEANE B0 38 = RO BT AR g B A4S 2 B A7 A, RIE )75 BR

WAL 8P (denial or minimization of threat) f4F i .

B, FAE B (discrimination)iX — ZR 4t A R B P U ST X — HLHIAR (T SCRAIESR
] e — TR B R BT RS . FIBT AN AP0, 99983 (e, D HOR &l
LGBT #E4A) t1 T B & S st ir R R, £ 9 A0 vh B8 m] REIE A8 21k B HAb A
PRRCR IR, 2R B RN 213X e AT (RIE AR A0, perceived  discrimination), 1]
R PRI = A 4% 285 By Ui JE 1] 8 (Pascoe & Smart Richman, 2009). B AN & k> i
HER R, 20 FR G0 IE R P (Napier et al., 2020b). yBEISKR B SR ) 51145
Wi, FR4n - BRAG id A i O B R B, PHAS R Y 1 AN T SR ) . B R,
RGBSR FBEOMET NSRBI EERT K . McCoy FI Major(2007)i@1d —
TV EL A1) T4F %% (scrambled sentence task) S 3l T ZoE# s RS 95 32 XUE & 5 R I, 24k
AESIGAESS s “HRAL” (ERERZEN, AR — RS R A Tl A
Sl SCAL 5 [ A ) 5 P it IS S RN 3 7 B D B S . — T AT A AR
/DM B B I R G BAE & S BT HR ARG, B S IR 2R R I ARG
(Bahamondes et al., 2021b). #f 75t R4 HUE & Sl SR B/ E R A
A YES AR G T RE . 1, Napier 25(2020b) & 31 2ot o HCRFA A ) 75 Bk
RBIHBEG A NAEHEEAT BRI 7 . Bahamondes %5(2020) LA LGBT A AE At R L,
151 58 G BRAT R T TR 1 2 B D R B0t FL N BEAA R 1495 44 (sexual stigma), AT 58
/D52 B0 B N IR 0 o



Hoik, BUR OB USRI ORI R G E RS S B B AL S A S B I BOR
Hobe TR SR A 1 32 4R 8 Y (happiness gap) 87, RIS 3= SO R AR 5 4R
A @ . Napier 5 Jost(2008)45 i, rsF 3= X iR JE4S (conservatism) (4% L DI RELE T
BEAAERATEIUR, I35 A O #E L, R EXEREHE
M BN SEAR I S B 2 1 PT REAE T AT T EE AT T AR A AR S AP SEHIAFAE . DT TT
UEYE SR, oAl I 56 EREA B ST REAS, B0VA TR ST 3 SO N WS4 R B
W LR IER, FFLRGSEE S AFEEE IR, M 1974 5 2004 4
Wt 5% [ [H A 2255 A28 (DL Gini RECUTEAR)MIRFEREETY,  E 3 S8 SR R Rr 2L %

I, AEPRST 3 SO ) SEARI A R 32 520 (Napier & Jost, 2008). Ji ZEHIF 78t 2 IR EGAIE T

=N

SEARPE VR RN (I AE(E (e.g., Butz etal., 2017; Newman et al., 2019).

W5, ST R B T R GG B A T R SR U AR O BN
RGHMR B A ERAE TR QIR R, WEEE T ARG E TS SR
(Napier et al., 2006). 7 2005 “FJ& X FRHFFEPR F A, BFFE LK, RE%EEBRE
KIGRARL R B 58 T AR, RSB R DAL IR, 48 5752 538 i gh
ZIRENRERG G ETTE N TR — B TR E S KRG SEIENRE, Pt
HERT A2 RGN A IS & T L2 AR 175 45 A4 (Napier et al., 2006). 2008 4F 5 412 ¥
NI R E, ENFTRE R, 52 KERGEICHRRG R A AIER, WD
TN YR 19 b FE ¢ T AN e P, T S RS ORI E I 51 R AR 5 AR RS
@, IRNEIE 2 A BRI BT BB R I AR N RN AR AR e 55 ) 2k Bk 25
FeJd . IR PIRER T L BT 9 (Xie et al., 2011). 251BLK), Vasilopoulos 5 Brouard(2020)
RI, 7E 2015 FFEERAMIZRE T R, M HE R RGN EMES & HMERME,
b2 PR R, BIRIUH T R BMR SRR S AR S A k. b
ROFFERY], W RIASGRI RGN, & RGGEE S B T MARLE B G 5
SRE SIS E=QVSLLic s 8

2.4 /NG

SR, EIR =R A R A R T R G B S 4RO B B OB L,
A BIAAFERR A S @Y SRS ()2 IR U AR T I

1RGSR E NS SIF G 1k, R T ARG E B SAELEY MAPN RN F— Bk
HEIRBRAE ], RUE I RAL S DR BLAEIR A, MRS AR s 25 (2) %M



AR R U 2 A R G BT @ AEAMEE A N I I 2 R 52 1 75 2 TP
HEAEH, BRI E RN NSRRI, RGEBE S M T MR R R
SRR S R OB, (B) M NBGRAL B 5 1 28 8 5 BRAG & O MR R i 0o BB
7, X WU RIS T AN AORT M B R RN T SR S5 P 4R 0 PR

o
=R

=

Ak

HAR IR 3 TALHIERL S FAFAEX ), (RAESE b 2 K2 gL, AR A B, —
7 T 6 P DAL S R AN P S R A VR I R 45 2k (Hammond & Sibley, 2011),
55— 5 THI AR AT B[R] 5 A P 149 DA S b AN T 453 2> N 42 il J (Fischer & Holz, 2010), B
AR A RGE RSB BERE S S RN IR R, SCRERS IR, [RIN TR A
BRI g5 A0 PR B AN, B 2% B AR PR [) AR R A 45 (i k2R 3 AR R
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BW7: %6, W33 E, BRI NMAAET JEKIFE FCUESE A B, At Ay 2 A
NIEFTREAEAE ARSI AL, XS TA20R. BAER—Beb, B N4 E )
W FCUESRE AR 45 P AR, AT AL, R R T 4.1 8, (FEEIXRIRNN
X ShHUAA R 7y, BEAFRIT.
[BIRZ 1: L K AIRIE. FOCHE RV, SAEHEA EREMEEE. iz
SIS TR —Bebk, X SERR_E X B B AR PR, RO BITE 6 %€ 5230 A 26 AFRORZ R . (H it
HERIE P REAFAE“ARBIHL BB, WSl T2esmim H A IFAErf. Ssg b, 3 Bk “pi
RSB AIHES, X BSOS ERR IR B2 AN R G0 BE A 4R B (g e 7T REAF 7E 2



PR B HERAT, EHURT]H R SO “ RN BT R I 18 DA S R AR L e B R
U, BAT 3.4 Fio feJm—FJREAT THEEL:

EIRWEFESR SRR T AE R e R s S e . M DA I 18] — Bk, X FsK
Edbik 7 R 40 & BAE S OUE N B S LS 2 4k 7.0 B AR RE) T BE (W AT SCHTIE , B 5)
PSR 3 B LETH FE A ZR HZI), [RlIN B IG 7R R G0 PSS 4y OB AR BER D) B8 7T RE
IAFAERFPAE “BE 7 AR

BIRE 2: KT AT EL 4.1 35 XSRS o JEEHE RIGIRRE, FATRIE CHLE
AL BEAZ IR 43 A A S SR TT, HAT SO K HERATVCX E A b HAA A LR T
FIAE T o S EIRATELA SN 4.1 T893 1O B AT SCRER N, 275 18 2l KT B A0 iR A2 ) 9 58 HH K
I [ 8 A S A AR o X 3 R B A S M URA R AN AR S R, (HA
AUTHEGHE: 56—, RGEGHEGESHEIHURE RGEE L), RSB Z
—NHGE  RR(GRER 2%, 2022), HEH R E BEERHZ S AEAE $ R S (e.g., Owuamalam
etal, 2019), X RG & EBIHLII NG SE LR XA DS AR AN, BIEAT
U0 AT RIS AT R, RGEEE SR AN S IR, 5, X5
SRARIRATIVHEAL, BIRA TN 5B UG BUrE 44O BEE BRI DI e b W] R A7 AR 22 57 3RAT
HEM, A5 2R S04 B A5 A A S LA B 437 OB (g R PP s 17 0 S 10 2 B ) e s e
(RO BRI, A8 A HANRIR A, RIS RGP AR B I AANVERI (FA /N 5 4%, 2016),

HA—MBONFRE M L3N MgEy OB @ I DI RE . XTI —HEid, FAELAgkLE
THRAUESR, @7 ETHIREAL . 25 b, RAVRE T WA, IR AT T A&,
FERT “E” X —TRMBIRBE 4.3 #5, JFHE 7 HMRRE, RAEESNEL 4.1
AN BB R

BB, MR RGA EME R B AR SRR B E LA 45 R, ] e L 1AM
EZNHLL L 1. RGBS STENR T A2 RG A BN S & B 1) W el vr A
A ER—FAESES. AaEiRt, RESHEE SRRy MAZIA R R
(R45 5, I anss T2 U BILIR ) 52 S ik (Owuamalam et al., 2019; Thomas, 2021) 5k H
F ARV LB ) (Hussak & Cimpian, 2015). 45%, AVIHFAHTINRG GH
SR IENHLE SRR, T4 K R A S RSN R T, X RGH
PG S RSSO HRE B AT MRV X 0 A7 B T B LSS A0 BT RE . AN SCHE



W, B RS EEE & RSB U e 4SO BR A B b 47358 1 SO0 B A I PR A L 4
kR DI RE, A FAANRIRI R, B2 240 TR R B BCRIAN DA (/1N 55

7, 2016), FRERA MEONEE M. TshgE OB R DIRE .
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B8 I/, E 1R, ARMEGE 4.1 X080 7B, HEPRRIAR A
HARE D, BB VEEA IR AT 73 A TREREAT o JXHE 5 AT AT AR SR -
JRTH 4.2+ 4.3 KPR PITIR IR A A AR FeAd A IRl AL, 55 AT A 2R SR RAN K, AN UUBAE
AR

[BIRZ 1: JEH L SO A SCRIFT IR AT . FRATEFEAE 4.1 &5 “ xS ” BRARIHR tH S5
R R TCE Tz AR s, A NIR 3 mR A 55—, RN ERARRNS BT B
RIS, EREEIIREAE T X “BiE” BRI KR A BT RN 78, DAL 5 B i
BERG G P S OB BRI T e . 1R b, P REE RN, BTN [F— 38
(ARG BE S WYy OB )RS, PSR B TN, B, B
— R [ AR R AN L L SRR AR T M D Re . TR B RFEH
ARV T B AL s , 14RO T2 A F AR FE 50 RES MBS R SIEBR b X 7y Bl 4
5 RX AN Z A VRN AE, AR E ROy iR T A SR AT B T s B AR T
WIFMRRE LT AR . IeAt, SRR RS AR SR AR 2, AR T BRI
LI HEEE S O HERA KBS, A T 5 S FURE D AR U A R X P A S R A AR
DA S=, A79% “NIXT” AR SCIRECR B H 2 N RIS, A R R RS
M, BTV B TG i R X B SR R FTRE MR 2. 436 LR RIR LA
LA REIE, BATRE T 4.1 8 IF 5 TR A 3T T (i T BN R
B, HEHEERVE 41 0P NABSED). R ERRAA DR, A IR
eiStima VRS @




BIR 2: HK 425 43 HrHwENE. 4.2 330 K GAWE I SS iek, “g2f”
XA R, R TS R A& RVERRE, B R G A BRAL RO ARG R, XA G 4R
KVEN E £ (Jost, 2019; Napier et al., 2020), Ar[2HE, HEALEBEVIMER. LBRiZiEy
e BT ZAME R IR AT a8, 1 AR 5 S BOT AL <o AER AR, BN
HOR G E SRR . R, 4.2 ¥y R B HAAE, FAMRE T2 T X 110
PO HLREAT T 5B 55835 . 4.3 #R20nf BORMRY AAh AT, o xd B SIE BT 58 il A AL Y
AW Bl 4.3 TR BRI RG G HUE SRR RESEW, BN 7 )RR “IA
75 CHNLT BRI, RE T X PIE RSO S 2)5R— Rl B A AR B X 4y
“CONE” 5 <l e, DR SRS . 4.3 F IR IR XL K 78 K e
SRR, FSIEEIIRE e, W TEERE . R R AGE— DN,
BATVE 3 — G

ZH 3R
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B
HRA 2 ER:
TEEAE Bt B4R, FPae O P AR RIS RN ERIR Ve, Ay AR H REE £ 1R 5L
7 S R AW T S IR LSRR R X 2 AL A2 Ab . HEREZ Ak,
BIRZ: LKA, BATEIESCHREE PR TAB XA MEIAERE 2 4k, Fik
BHENER 19585 —B 4 RS RER BT (BRI OARE). B,
PATHUGEEE |43, WA B A BN 717 sE A2 1T 1R

1 5]

i

ZAER MY, WG| T REFRETZENIATIRT, I AL S E A
W E T WA R A /D B 254535k (e.g., Bahamondes et al., 2019, 2020; Connelly

& Heesacker, 2012; Hammond & Sibley, 2011; Napier et al., 2010; O’ Brien & Major, 2005;



Vargas-Salfate, 2019). & 7EHFIAWIIRN, VL RMWA — LA ST 4R35 220X — RN
WAENLH, FFEUE T L8 5% (e.g., Bahamondes et al., 2019, 2020; Li et al., 2020; McCoy
et al., 2013; Vargas-Salfate, 2019). /L5 HHj A D &S S FIE AT T fid A
“i(e.g., Napier et al., 2020a), {HNAEBNERE, GtZX0HOEEHLH] S DA F& 4 FIR AR
PIAIREE . bAh, B TR R ARBTAR BR, AUET B A AR R G IS 0O
SR R 1 4 T e T I 2 S B T B T B AL A T TN 1) 2 AN P 3 SR
N AR EUAS — 845 18 (Li et al., 2020; Vargas-Salfate et al., 2018); W 5t & X R4 & H 5 &
FIFHLME R 2 T 5 % (Owuamalam et al., 2019; Rubin et al., 2023); AW 5t &£ 2%
AR A 1 R 6 B R ) LA R AR Bk (Maras Taskin & Singir, 2022; Samson, 2018;
Lietal, 2020). %1k, N7 PR R GGG & 5O Mg R AR FOCE,

RUIAHL AR, 51 FEEVRIT T, AL T4 USRI E, o
SRR B R G0 BEAS S A F O BN 10 R 2 F: ARG S B sl B A B 4%
P RIBRYE, $& TR BRI BRAT, I B2 i R G IS S AP O R AR B 1) B 7

— 3 o #4455 (defense-coping model)
4 SRS

KREWFUIESE T RS0 B SxO B R 4E hRE, MHOHT TR IE 2 IE K
B2z % S TR AT SRR RIRE 58S, AT OB, M S
T ARG A BE SYEyORME RS AE I 3 A HINLE], R R R
MR NIZHER RS THASGRAC B DARGE AT 3 SRiL o, Bl
AP At SRR . ST, TR ER AR, IR LeH SRR T a6k
AT AR A 0 RS, TR 2 AR To 78 B RS R G B 0 O B A B P A
ThgE, RIS A 5% AR HEAT AR BRI « R T, R S Je B AR A L Rt
17 7RG RN, Ik B I R B A — NG SRR DU R B S T 1] 4
Bio BEAh, UGS A — LAl G A U AR W FE B A 1R
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(1) RGEHESX—E8, AEANBUAYE SRHE, Bk, ZAESHECIE, K&
W e 2 SCRR AT S 485 R AL B 5K, WREERE A R R IR 9T, ke ib N RS
I, AT B R AR RIIBUIA B ) R

(2) xELK, FAEHIE 1.4 TTFHN.
B 1 : B m AR, BATRAEERIL . REAHESX ST R4 B,
IR MHEAE 3 % F L B B Y A 15 SRFIE O R K S BUA R RS HAA R % Rk,
i, Jost etal., 2004). ESRA SRR IERIVE FIFEALSE . RRINBR RN 52 N B 2 UGiEsE, H
[E A A S B IS AL T2 B B (e.g., L et al., 2020), FHIEFISCILVE 2R, HSEARENS A fith
B HAET B E N, AHFATIA A A SCHE H AR Ak [ P9 (A GBI AT 58 0 B i 7 3L
(o AT EGIE AR, BRATEFASS T ST SCERIG S 1HIE, SR 1 51 IE SR E %K
SREARTIR, A IESCHR AR N AR T “at,
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