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1 [R)REE

M, BRSO RO TR AR S AR
FERER, TR A PN LE AL BRI AR BT 1Y A 3 1)
A 2T, = AF] 2020 FEHRK S REA NS
IR R I (E R AR, 2006) FEAPES AR AR HEAR S
24 5 BB 1) B Feat s L W A BTt vh R (£
F, 2009), JoHZERARSEUNFHE GBS E )
(M FEEE, 2012), HIB R 2 DL T AW HE AR 6 024 1 B
JFHLOG, 82055 FH 4245 (0 Brien, 2002), “fh24i
G2 I AR [ S R BOR R B AA RS 5
HRE (14 15, 2012), [ RT3 % T REOR M 5 1R B
R A A IS A 25 AR, R A A 2T R S Y
SERETT M (collective action/behavior) (5K-H4E, Jii%,
FOF, 2009; BRE, BERE, AREZ, 2010/2012; 2
W, X071, ERAE, BRFD, 2011; ZFEaw, FEAE,
2011), HPREMA R 3 2 5 o o8 1 0 B0 R 19 47 3)
(Wright, Taylor, & Moghaddam, 1990; Wright, 2009),
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BARRI R, BT Hil. mEs (Walker &
Smith, 2002), Jo it b 43 B R S S PG
HRIAERT N, Y2 RARTEIAT RS Z S 25
VRR TR GRF4E, £ 207, 20115 BT, 2006), —
TR NFE T BRI R 01T 30 ST x & 4
FIRCRY CHMUBER) S B> CYHLEELOC M H A
), RIEEIRLE R oA At SR, Y
M EA B RGE A, EAUT AR, WERRE
S Y b A BO T TR R MR T A B BBl XL
JrWTE N YEiZ, "I LL AN R 2 B2 SRR AR S
B, B F SBIFAS IRFR AT B SRy . AR
o BURS M 225 2RI R A T4
FEAT R, (B2R B O3 27 ) ff B T BE 2 A 81 24 1Y (van
Zomeren, Postmes, & Spears, 2012)—— 428355 flfh
AR EREAT W A SR A A S, R R R AR Ry
RN IRS 5 EBEIT B3Pl (van Zomeren,
Postmes, & Spears, 2008), #1250 P22, Xtk
AR TEAT A WA RIS B A AU R, A FTREL N

* Pl R8s TR =HIAERTH . MR ARBERESFEREILETH (71301170) . B R4k SR 2254 = K H (13&ZD011)
PR ERIE A 51 #E BB H (2012M511853) s @ A SEARMIN L 45 27 L I3 G W i 1L R FF AR BT BT H

(13wkpy45).
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Trah HARTE AR . ZHEUH T & 42318 Bli(social
movements) Fl 1 2 ¥ iy (Tajfel, 1982; van
Stekelenburg, 2010), K1, HIHERET A FES 0
FEHLA, ANA BT B R A SR 00 3 ) 2R,
WAT DL AR A e S S ) SR Mg R IR HOR SCRE, e
5 Ji F AL B A B 2 e IR

X T EEBEAT A S 5L R RE, AU AR A A
(dual-pathway model; van Zomeren, Spears, Fischer,
& Leach, 2004)Je /i W I L iz (9 BEIS . I%BE
WA & B me BRI B
(group-based anger) FIEEAZLHE (group efficacy) i 5%
BRI TR T A . JHorh, BRI AR S i
T 2 53 35 F 1 4 10 1 X} J7 X (emotion-focused
coping approach), H[Vif i 1% 25 8 B 52 ) 5 2447 15
MR R BE BE AR S e T 2 5 35 25 7T 0] A8 1oz %o
. (problem-focused coping approach), Bl i *f {5
SN IR TR E B BT R o A R BT R
IR RE S A SEFEAT Sy AR 58 28 34 T R LU AR
B, BAK S, SeniA QAT BT A = I Y
WF 5838 ¢ BT B 105 81 2 i) o0 2 20y 53 A T (A
Iyer, Schmader, & Lickel, 2007; Leach, lyer, &
Pedersen, 2007; Smith, Cronin, & Kessler, 2008;
Tausch & Becker, 2013; Zhou & Wang, 2012), 7E4E
FEAT A v A TR 2 A 2 5 1 B BR 5 Ji
A Z —(Leonard, Moons, Mackie, & Smith, 2011;
Livingstone, Spears, Manstead, Bruder, & Shepherd,
2011; Shepherd, Spears, & Manstead, 2013), TfifE{A
TPARIA S IEINARTEAT R 0 ' Bk, A B O R B
R AT M )7 U (Rydell et al., 2008; Halperin &
Gross, 2011), HUL[RIIS, FEAARRE S HEA A 5% ) 58
it 2] %5 5 REE S 1A H BRI 15 & (Bandura, 1995),
AL A AR BEAT S 53 — Al ST 1 £ B AR & (Doosgje,
Spears, & Ellemers, 2002; Hornsey et al., 2006; van
Zomeren, Postmes, & Spears, 2008), 7EVFZ 1R T,
FEARZIRE A T LAAR dog b Ao o8 0 L0 5555 A R A 1 S
17~ (Mummendey, Kessler, Klink, & Mielke, 1999;
Corcoran, Pettinicchio, & Young, 2011),

AR, WFE e R AR T N I BRI =2
Ab, JFUR T R M AR AT A P A AR AR B, A5
IS /R B FE(E ) (moral conviction), AEZA IEMEDE
#t (injustice appraisals) . & =5 5 B 4 (counterfactual
thoughts) ., HEPRIEfil(intergroup contact)F K Z 4y A]
T o R AT TR TR AR A58 T 1 L I A2 A AR 52 e 2
17 B (Cakal, Hewstone, Schwar, & Heath, 2011;

Milesi & Catellani, 2011; Tausch et al., 2011; van
Zomeren, Postmes, Spears, & Bettache, 2011; van
Zomeren, Postmes, & Spears, 2012; Zaal, Laar, Stahl,
Ellemers, & Derks, 2011), b4, 51 &ERAT MRS
BEHREAMUE N ERER, B UER 2R
KFREKAYE, £, JHE, 2012)0 A [FZER
Y T B S5 (intergroup  threat) W] LUKE A 5] 6 17 45
T IX A (BTG, 2012), #5 B4 7 B IR Sk A R i
SEAT MBS B 2E S . ABFSE B Y EITE TR
ETEAT I P —— T B UM 2 A B AR AR 2
b, RIS A SR SR T,
AN i 28 B e SRR A T A A AR N R

FEBR U R TEAE R B b, B — AR B 1Y
BRI AR ST BT R E RS ) — AR A TE |
KA B bR A 1 UM (K T, YL, £,
2009). ERAETE—DRHERINATEN . (58 AFIEXS 55
— REARY B AR S AR L Rk R G T 2 I (Riek,
Mania, & Gaertner, 2006; Stephan, Ybarra, & Morrison,
2009). SFoRPFEARAALL, S5FFEARL 2 070 2 PR
B, DT 5 5| A LB X i AN 9 X5 H0 AT
(Kamans, Otten, & Gordijn, 2011), #AEEFAHNSS
B, TEAMASRHAR 4507 T, #RE A 1A R AR EE Y
AT SRZF AL, BIXS B AN A7 ) BN (K 4R 45,
2009; skA4E, £ °F, J&IE, 2010; Zhang, Wang, &
Chen, 2011), HARRSEH—Tr. B, RARBAAIHE
B U A e 284 AR A 1 e 475 TR (2 SE 0,
2011), MTBURAE SR AR AT SRR, TERHANE
Fiffrh, TETERE BRI REBR U A ik

M [a] 18 30 A IR A R B A B 4 A, SR
BTSRRI RE PR R . Gk I =R
2. B (realistic threat) . A W] J& M} (identity
threat) Fl13C Ak B (cultural threat) (FKE4E, 2009),
S B i B A R B 3 R A B8R A R DL A A
(welfare) (IR R, BLITBUAIT) . ST AU F B 14
{# FE 4% (Stephan & Renfro, 2002; Jackson, 1993), 1A
[ U R TEAL 2 LR L, TR A 1 22
S 0077 A2 UM, B B AR I AR 25l R (R il
XIJi#¢, 2007; Branscombe, Ellemers, Spears, & Doosje,
1999; Tajfel & Turner, 1986). SCALEUIS 058 2
(L 1 P = SN U [ R et S (17
B AR T AR NBRRHIE B 1 2% 5 (Zarate,
Garcia, Garza, & Hitlan, 2004), 55—, HyERE
RPEFAETE BB . FRAEFAT S48 ) ERAR TR, A
Hooy Sy T 2 8 1y B AR AEAL A, BE T A
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EE ¢

45 &

Y R At 2 T 1S S R R T RO R M R )
AR At S BRALS A (T RIER, 2009; EWTT, 2010;
AT, L, 2010), A ERETEH, S
T 5 S B = B TEYE . P IO SEELE B A
tit AR R AEACE A KR UM 5 T 5 S 20 2 0
WA R a2 VoK, EEAE AN At o ki k. 4R
A2 KL A R0 A 2 T 108 A B R AR 1
FAFR R LR E EF I, A [F] Sl A R Y
NHEBEA L T L[ ) S 1 AL G 2, STk
J B A AE LI AN S o PRk, A 5% SR AR B
JEIRFIIA ] S p, TR AR ST 3k T o 17 52 T A 1
SRR FIBL

KA UESE W, BEPREU Y B S R e 2
55 S RE A X (5 ) A RE R Y U B S RE L i DL
(prejudice). ZIHRE[N% (stereotype)=5(Riek et al., 2006;
Riek, Mania, Gaertner, McDonald, & Lamoreaux,
2010; Schlueter & Scheepers, 2010), LRIk A £
J& I ) (discrimination) . R & (retaliation) . iB
(withdrawal) 58 K17 4 )2 v (Stephan et al., 2009;
Yuki & Yokota, 2009), Kamans 25201 1)H#F 784 7
PR U5 X PO R AR REA T VIR R A — S, (HAUZR AR
T IS UM (B AR A R 2 O R A U ), A
X3 30 S5 R R T i B FEA T A B A W] E
eAh, MR HE A B B8 (Integrated Threat Theory,
ITT; Stephan & Renfro, 2002; Stephan & Stephan,
2000), FFAJZ LAY B2 AR B3 7 A Ah AR 1)
AR TR R AT 4, AR 2 T ) S U el Gl 53 7
Az DN ER T ) B SR AR R AR 5 1 2 o BE B i 25 R
(Intergroup Emotions Theory, IET; Mackie, Devos, &
Smith, 2000; Miller, 2006; Smith, 1993)#t— 45 i,
MARTEARSZ Bk H AN U, S HOR 1A R
AT 7 5 X AT R 5 SRR, SO 5
PRS2, Y BN BUali s FAMEIR (L g2 5 if
R EAR PR BT 2 WS ShRMEE 4,
HETTXS AN 158, Hf e HE DY, AR BT A R 4
A RO REPR U 5 R T A i rh A o BRI
FIE 23K 118 590 2 1 5% % AR TR A4 i A % 1Y S LA
W (Klandermans, 1984), JEHEAR T 1Y E A BB
5, E 75, 2011),

PSR TE H, BEUREETEAT g 3 AR 2 (AR
(R, T A AT . SO S ) 45 A AT O B e
(intention) > T 247 5 A AT R 52 I It 1A A 5 3
W3 A o AL S DB MRS AT
KEAMHIRC U], 7EXELLRIT LB riT AN, 17

HE RS 8 i BT 1 A8 5 (Ajzen & Fishbein,

1980; Fabrigar, Petty, Smith, & Crites, 2006; Jonas,

Diehl, & Bromer, 1997; ik$4E%, 2012),
FT UL EZRR, RIPTT 1 AHEE 2.
HI: FEARCRE A& T B B 52 e 2 1 47 o 2 1)

AR
Hla: BEAZSCRE S B S W 52 i S AT 0 R 1)
U Rt g8

HIb: BERRCRE S N[ROSR AT O 2 1w
AR AR

H2: TR A 2 A B Ja W 5% e B AT Sy 72 1w)
)RR

H2a: BRI B
I AP

H2b: BEARATRIE N[ B 52 ) S EA T A 7 1)
R AR

WAATHR H, SEREAT R U AR IR vh 5 K R A
TR IA S RE IS DG SR 1, HRIE R I B T
JIT THT e B4R B B 7 A 156 28 AR 36 AR o %k
TR A (0 B, FEA R B 0157 28 1 46 AR
BrRAFTEZE 5 CABIFEIESE, Joid I SE it
SN TF UM, HBE B BRI 51 Y BT 4 (Riek et
al., 2006; Stephan et al., 2009), 45532 AR B AT
TEMS (CEf, X, 2007), 53 —J7 T, REEHA I
PRUTRE PR U X BEAR LB B2 e, (H i T RE A RE
TEBLSERER R 45 22 L TS 52 T B 5 S BUEREAT N
(R4S, 2012), PRI 30 S L % AR 258 R 114 5%
M T REEE R . 55 ZAHXS R, A Tw) iy B AT BE 52 i
DTSR 28 o F st 4t A R AR iR 3 FIMIRX 4

H3: B S 38 2o AR RE 52 R AR EA T N
[ B HR A T 5 T T e B A 1 A8 R Wi R A T
R AR

H4: D[R] 8 G B AR 1T A0 SRR AT
[a] B H A T 58 T T o B A S8 RE R e SR A T
R AR

VE R 2% 52 2 R S R AR AT Sy 10 2o AR AL
i, AU AR O 25 3] 17 )z 1 92 SR (A
Stiirmer & Simon, 2009; van Zomeren, Leach, &
Spears, 2010, 2012; KA 4ESE, 2012; FeE, PRI,
SREZ, WREF, 2013), {HiZ, XA EIRE LA
SAF T SEREAT Sy 9 R A AR R R EL A A [R] A
B, WUMEMIR R, A — DO 22—
AN [F] (group identity), 23X H= A2 M0(Giguere &
Lalonde, 2010; Thomas, Mavor, & McGarty, 2012),

AR 5 Wi SR AT R R
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FEAR N R 48 A4S 1R 5 3O 58 T BE AR B 0L B 1 3
SO FRER R, AR AR A S B 0
H A FRAE S WL B (Tropp & Wright, 2001), fiff 583
W1, BEAN IR AT DASE i AT 28 0 B — S5 R 15 25 S
J (Gordijn, Yzerbyt, Wigboldus, & Dumont, 2006;
Yzerbyt, Dumont, Wigboldus, & Gordijn, 2003), fit
% 1 AT 4 1 T b PR AR BUEHE 45 (Miller, 2006;
Smith, Seger, & Mackie, 2007), [F]if, BEAIA[R S5
e K % BB IE A 5¢ (Kelly & Breinlinger, 1995;
Mummendey et al., 1999), BE{AIA[F] GE LI 58 AL 51
(Y 1 1K %% g /X (Klandermans, 1997; Cakal et al.,
2011). PRI, BEAN RIS SR REA T o0 IR 15 4R 2 22
T L2 X B A RTS8 R 7™ A= 52 e . R IA
W] 5 47 DG A8 1 14 28 HAE 28 R B A1 208 RN AR 3%
BE 1Y A I M R EAT 9 (Smith & Mackie, 2005;
van Zomeren, Spears, & Leach, 2008), S H —Fj
Hr B9/ (James & Brett, 1984). HAAR L,
FERRAE A D], S B, R (A AR X 3 25 FH T R AR 45
AR BE 1Y) B8 AR 23 B 58 fb—— TCIe AR X
IR E AR, BER SRR AR AR B AL T35 K,
M S B SE BT I B R A g R R R = e
FERRFEAIA LR Y do (BP— SRR A A TR oy b )Asp,
A A X 381 25 30 3 A AR 10T 2% R AR (R 00 T L % A A 7Y
M SEREAT AR A 25 0 B —— LB — e A
UNGTEE YR S TR iR 2 LN G R A LN g
() H A ke SRS TR A R AT R R el (9K A 4 A
2012), Ty iE R, FEAHFEXT AR TREDR B B
PRAAXTRIZF AR T, A i U2 55 SR ok it
T S IR, — B AR R 5 o
5, MAHEPR U AT, UM 5 a2 A 45
ol i AL I 2 T G R AR XS ST B RREAAR . TR Ik, X —<rfp
AW AR T 2 7R R s gl 2 AR AT A R XL
BRI R B A ST G AR e AR B, il
FEH LT =4 Bk

H5: FEUR O R B PR 0 5% e SE EA T B 1)
SR/

H5a: B[R] 30 S U052 ma £ A T R 2 1)
AR AS R BRI, AR T Rp R A [R]™ f
AP DL, — MDA R] ™ Sk B S 5 SEREA T
A B IE SR BEE Y],

H5b: BN R A ] @b 52 me 4R A A 7 R 2 ]
AT AR R BRI, A TR RIS IA [ i
AIAE DL, — AT Rl ™ b B oA ) i 5 4R A TR
Y IE [ R Y

H6: FEADA TR B0 38 5 28007 38 o B AR 2L RE 1Y
A -

Hé6a: 3052 B AR A DA ) f) 3] 55 4 13 5
RRLBERY A S AR HEAT S B ), R BUNARXS T4¢
TRFEAR N 0 R A 0, — MRS DA [] ot o s 390 55
U5 R SSCRE ) 1E 0] ¢ R % V)

H6b: WA [F) Jg B A AR DA (] f 8 15 4 i ot
B A S I AR AT R B ), RPN ARXS T4y
PRI TR R AR 00, — AN [ i I P A [
B 5 RSB Y 1E 7] 6 R % V)

H7: FEADA R 04 9 5 28007 388 2o B A 455 2% 11 v
AR SE B

H7a: 3052 g8 AR DA ) f) 3] 55 4 13 5
BRI AR AT ), R BUNARXS T4¢
GRFER TR W B 0, — MRS IA (] s 390 552
U5 AT A 1Y) 1E 0] ¢ R % Y]

H7b: DN [F] B A AR DA (] f 78 15 4 e ok
B T A S AR BEAT S ), R BUNARXS T4¢
PRI TR Y R AR 00, — MR AAIA [ i I8 Py A [
B 5 REA A Y 1 7] E R Y]

W R AR THT Wi 1) 0 Bl JBr 55 B AT Sy 1) L AR
BRI ZE Gk, TR A DA TR 78 AT B A AE
YIRS RE S 17 15 1 SR AU 0 A []—
WFFEHELE, 30 RE A% PR DRI ] X — 8 35 722 2 52
EREAT I EVERIBLE, BT DAAE— @ B L 4e R
PR S 2 . Sy SEB B AR, i S aF
FERTIC AT RGEARTT o W8 — R F M) 4 W A 7Y J7 %,
PR R AR T I 1 A0 o J Bt 5 i 2 FRE A7 Ay 2 1) 114 4
FHBLH, A7 90 S W AN [ 5 T A A28 e A
HEAARASTRAE T T AR AT Sy 2 10) 8 XL R AR A Y (5 36
HI-H4), W58 AL EERE R S0 2= S0 i i ik,
DR IE AR 5, B TR] anfer 38 5 R AR
T I 40 B gl e 2 B A A 7 oy = 1) A B AR . B¢
FEREAA RN B AR N B AR, BRI A
(]l Jotn 380 AR A AT o 25 ) ) B AR B AL T AN [], DA %
TE 12 5 2800 H R A R0 RE R A 5 28 1) i A AR
(K98 H5-H7).

AT BRIS AR HY e AR 1 5C FRoR B UL 1.

2 WFEE—: BRI I HOHE R g5
i S T AT o T i) 1) XL A A 2
WG ik Pl 1225 R T 1 0 T B B S 7536

o T 5 T Al L MR B 5 11 L B

Uy S T A 67 53 K A VA e



1414 TN il = Eile 45 &
PRI Xt T AN [R] B B Bl - S BE AT 0 B m) O &R WORA R 4, —IL & 570 4y, MICE RN 4%

B A B 25 5 o RS K 5 In) 45 T IR 3 1 3
ik 4 PEATRE I
21 FHiE
211 WRMER

i AR IR UL [ g 1) 4 25 25 B n) 35 ik 47 4
B A IR R A R, B AEA
GBI E LA 2R 20 Wi SR Ey AR
J7 N A IR X TS X RV ER X, LA KA L i 3
B X, FEANTEZ RN ) b 5 N 37 T Bl AL &

548 1y, ARLECR 96.1%. AT RR I kB 7Y
AR PRV L . SR 8 AT
A PR IR 2R RS 430 4y, IRDICA L)
362 3, ARL MR 84.2%., 444 WH A 78 5¢
BRI R, FFE N 5L 2 % — 1 /NAL b DA S
Z 5T E R HER S 34.82 & (4F
VIR 15~82 %), HAOGE A8 in R4 1 fr
TR Z 5 ARN R RSP R 37.13 % (RIS
il 18~63 %), A H G m I~ 3R 2 iR,

. Wi N

.Ir ]

! i

i BN |

! i
peeezmoooaeee- sy TR oo ;
: PSR A
| |
| | : e
i i ! A 4 R |
; s i :
| ]
| NG ESEN S |
| ~ R
I-_-_-_-_-_-_-_;u_-_-_-_-_-__-_-_-_-_._"i ___________________________________ 1

1 Ao BRI ALY W AR 1 O R v

%1 B5RTHHERMAOZITFTE(=548)"

51 LER RV BUATESR EHSM F# (%) BReREREE
L 582 RIE 41.5 ToHE IR 59.0 MMEH 75.4 <20 12.0 INEE 9.0
o 418 B 54.7 L H 5L 28.4 3 19.5 21-30 30.3 vt 25.0

B 22 ARk B 12.4 IEE4 1.5 31-40 26.4 f=e 25.2
A 1.6 B 356Uk 0.2 FAB 2.4 41-50 13.9 rh 10.6
Pl 22 % 0.4 51-60 9.6 KR 10.7

HE 0.8 60-70 6.1 K AR 17.6

>70 1.7 T 1.9

E: L RPEFHEGI. 20 GREBHE . 3. GH X HBRAREH. TERRE. 4. QHEG-LALRA.

R2 S5RERFAERHAOFREITZETE(N=362)

1451 LER R BUAHESR SEHEEM £ (%) ReaYERE
3 72.9 KIS 17.7  JGsEdk 87.6 PNEE 97.8 <20 2.8 e 0.3
ks 27.1" Sy 80.1  HFERIH 1.9 bt 1.9 21-30 32.8 /N 11.9

B 0.8 rlbgg it 10.5 IR ¢ 0.0 31-40 29.9 wih 69.6
el 14  RERIK 0.0 B 0.3 41-50 21.9 wErh 75
PR 22 2 0.0 51-60 11.6 th 7.7

He 0.0 60-70 1.0 KELFR 1.7

>70 0.0 KEFEAFR 13

T Lt TAER AR R, o rFE A R, M B T AR AR AR B0 b 2o 19 L4 D 1K

2. F T ARNRT, REETREAN S

U ARl 20124E7 H-9 H .

PR B

BEIEUEUF AR R, fr HEAE HARZ S AT R DU RO IHA 1
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212 TENS
Il 548 5 S A% Likert BU4 28 4% 048 R 39 1)
KR MAZENT .

PSRy, 3L 4 NI, 2hg I Stephan 45
(2002)JF kiR, M EXANER, B RA 8L
R4S ) TR e T« R H AN [R5 B <S5
EHF ", BT Cronbach’s a REL(VA T H o,
FIR)N 0.90; RATHRA Cronbach’s o ZEL(LATFH
0 Z7N) N 0.90 0 J3 A ey 3 7% IR ST gl i Bk 5

INTRLE My, 3 3 AN, M4 [ Ethier Al Deaux
(1990)JF kiR, W teixX MEZ, ALk T 5%
B, B R TP ARSI A1 A5 5 A >
s JEHRIE". a0, =0.87; a,=0.92, JMEMEE
7N (R JE A

FERRLEE . AR RN AR FEA T A R o] 400
HE S, DLesidfe™ GOl i) Feqik > (R RR)
R, WE T —PEUFAMEARRGEL TR 2,
SRS AR A 2 D A P BB A, PRI
T AN A R )N R

B e, 3 3 AN (van Zomeren et al.,
2004; van Zomeren, Spears, Leach, 2008; a, = 0.89;
o = 0.89), ANUnH/NXJE R/F RIBCG AR, BETEIL
FF EBUE S N RAF Ry I T R H A [
BBles AERRED . S E 8 RS AR RE B

B, 2L 3 NES(F L o, = 0.93; o =
0.89), n“fEA/NXJE /R R, Xt b F o, Ak
FPREIT 1 JEF B F) <5 — SR ABTR 1A
T8, (e s B AT & .

ARTEAT R B ) I o T () R A e R/ N X ()
WA (B R 5 3 REAKHIIRTE, BRIEBUMREGS 1R
I AT G BRI 48 R
JEERE M A/ b 5 A 7 CREINCT SRR R F] 5
IR s MR RN A T O ] i
213 ST A

A58 2K I SPSS 20.0 A1 AMOS 20.0 X i 4 4t

frgeit ot BARME, R SPSS 20.0 #EA7Hi ik
ST RAHIE AT, SR AMOS 20.0 3 i 4544 7
FR 7 (structural equation model; SEM)$: R % 2L i
B8R 38 S A A R B VR AR B ARAE T TR AT A R
] (X EE AR AL, X B FEATHE o AR,
PEHC AT # R EVE B A U5 B i R Wb . L
B A 18 8 (comparative fit index; CFI), L&
F8 % (normed fit index; NFI)-5 T 1) 7 H 1R 22 (root
mean square error of approximation; RMSEA), —J#%
SKidi, CFIAINFI KT 0.90, RMSEA /NF 0.08, it
WA 405 %5 - (Hu & Bentler, 1999).,
22 %R
22.1 #RMHEITE

EFEIPNBE W RS R R R TS ¥ PN il
TR, RIS AR SREUFI . BOATH
05 SRR 190 I B v 2807 R T SR Al AH G

MR 3 AT, XTI TR AT, B R |
INE U . BEARRBE RIS ST T E M Z
(] () AH 5 347 f 2 (p<<0.001);  HLTiij PRI A% d5t (3 52 gl
AN ) B ) 15 v A 722 B (REAASCRE FRE AR 51785 0]
AR AR SR 73 31 1K 21 4 25 K P (p<0.001) . LAk, B
JE P55 IR g R BE TEAH O (r = 0.47; p<0.001),

R 4 Al X TARMEEART S, 2722/ a 1)
G I REA 2 KA FER
222 Rk

AR 1Y BRIS AR Il T A A B XL AR
BALEA TG o MR IT = 24.47, df = 2,
p<0.001; CFI = 0.97, NFI = 0.97, RMSEA =0.14, p
{E/NT 0.001, 7R BISHN S A5 MR RIA 5 T
SRR E, ZIEFIFTHEA R P EEs
ZERVB AR (LR 3), AR ER U S R T
R EHR R, RS BE TR TS Ry & 43
o TR E RIS, SRR LBRIILA 2), 15
RIS RBRY, RSB SE R =
1.90,df=1, p =0.17; CFI = 1.00, NFI = 1.00, RMSEA

R3 HRFTERREEERBXRIATHA)

BTy M SD 1 2 3 4
1 PRSI 3.59 0.95
VRN AR 3.37 1.17 0.47""
3 BHAZLRE 3.47 0.87 0.45™ 0.29"
4 BRI 3.75 1.00 0.41™" 0.517 037"
5 SR RN 3.58 0.94 0.45™" 0.37" 0.54™ 0.48™"

HE: n=548; %% p<0.001,

ST SR ER AR P B BN (Y AMEE 7 FO A R T, A5 AR B B o AR R O, M AT IR R
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% 45 &

=0.04, XTERT R RB T E R =042,

LY A 1 1 RS X A R A B XL B AR
FERIEAT LG o WIEEE SR . o = 24.96, df = 2,
p<0.001; CFI = 0.96, NFI = 0.96, RMSEA = 0.18, p
fH/NT 0.001, FRFLBIA GEEMBIALRE T
XA HEIE, BB MmN AR
SR ARG (ILER 4), dEr A REPR U S AT
R R R, SRR R P A 5
Ao FRRBRON WL I BE AR, 19 B R AR (LA
3). BEARULA RECR B, RS FRERIILA 1 Ol R4
x* =2.53,df=1, p=0.11; CFI = 1.00, NFI = 1.00,
RMSEA = 0.06, X ERAT R IMR 2 R =
0.47.,

LEATIRTT 5 AR REA B DU AR AR A, ] A B

1) BEASCBERR 23 b v BLIC UM 5 BE R AT SN 2 1) 1Y
KRG SCHE Hla);, BEABBETE 4 A N TR B
SERAT N E R R G HIb), Kk, H1 FEA
FHIE, BUREARSCRE R HE Pr BUb 52 4R HEA T R 2] Y
i As R, 2) REARTRSER v A IS Ul 55 4R
PR R BRI HF H2a);, FHARUSSE 2T
SN [R5 AT D A I R R (G H2b)o
I, H2 SEARFHIE, B TRIE R br b 2 i 4L 7
1o I By A A o

F R ORAE BUH AR AR Jil 57 1 il b 7k — 2B 1)
WA IR RN GRS, Tk, A%, XAz,
2004; I EEE, EARZE, KT, 2005; Zhou & Wang,
2012) MG 2 Fron, SRRl v, S p b e i
iR A OE SR E =AU S G AV I

x4 HEARTERREERRBEX(RHERE)

AR M SD 1 2 3 4
1 PRSI 3.60 0.97
2 IA[A] b 3.38 1.2 0.46™"
3 WEAR%LEE 3.50 0.90 0.46™" 0.30™
4 PR 3.73 1.03 0.39™" 0.49™ 0.38"™
5 SERHT N E 3.57 1.00 0.50"" 0.417" 0.54"™" 0.55"
s on=362; *** p<0.001,
018"
0.20
BSCH 039 BERLAE .
0.35
l 0.42
023" g s
EHET oA )
0.117 0.31
AR R HEVRIAE 029
041"
B2 BEBR g M A A T A R m) A RS A AR AR (3 71T
H: n=1548; **¥* p<0.001, ** p<0.01,
02
| 0.22
SR 041 HEARE
032"
v 0.47
021" sy s
AEHET T MR )
0.11° 0.28
A IR HEVRIAE 0367
0.39™

E 3 BEBREUESE SRR T R B A BB AR R (R )
FE: n=362; *** p<0.001, * p<0.05,
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0.39x0.35~0.137; 305 Jg Joipa 3of A A 105 7% 5 i 2 A
TR B HRARN N . 0.23%0.290.067 ., Hij & ik
KFE#H . WIEE 3 FiR, KRR IS0
38 3 AR SRR S e SR BEA T A R ) B R A RO A
0.41x0.32=0.131; 305 gl Jolpa 3o FE A4 1 7552 o S 7
TR BB N 0.21x0.36=0.076, R & IR
KFIE#EH. Lib, H3 F39E, RIEE S b 1o A4 sk
FE S W) S FEA T SRy 25 ) 1) v A A FH i T G e A
PRSI REAT B m A PE T . (RIS, AR &
2 s, SRR rh DA TR S R A A R A A
i) S FEA T R R 1) B R A RO R s 0.41%0.29<0.119;
DA TF] a3 38 AR 0B R e AR AEA T M B 1l i R A
BNR: 0.11%0.35<0.039, R K TIEHE . R
Kl 3 B, ARRTEAEI R DA [R] S 3 2k B A 1 A%
SEMR AR TEAT S 2 ) B R A RO R < 0.39%0.36=0.140;
DT W 38 3k A AR e R e 2R A T o B 1l i R A
VA . 0.11%0.32=0.035, Ai& Kk TiR&E. 2L,
H4 13E, BRI\ [R] g i o B A 18 768 5 e SE B A 1o
T ) ) HR A AR T o B AR R RE R i SR AT
pop=S ks b (A5
2.3 1t

58 —WUAE A & BF Rk ) Ml f& o R &
KPR, X S A R (n = 910)/9 5>
B, L 37 R A T I 1) A o S T 52 i SE A T Sk 1)
XUFEARREAY P A 25 SR LA B T8 AL 1 A 8K
PEo ELXTECIE 2 FnEl 3 AT BRIk T AR AL RN AR A AR
BB FE FHALH S — 200 - B OV B Y BE B a1
(B2 S RN () SR ) B A 175 e FLAE AT R ) E
T, 7R RGBT, 48 e BEIR KRR R AR T
A, A B CRBEER T R XS
B AT B B, BeAk, WRFEANESE, ISR
S NN N SR o ENPANEp i
RG24 o P FR BN R 2R TEAE AR L 22 5
— J7 TH B IR 1 3 B a0 3 2 B a0 5 P (5K G A5
2009; Li & Zhao, 2012); 53— 5L UEHH, HXTA
[ S TR0 1 Jg By, ERAR AN NI (RE IR L B ) FN A7 26
PTG (A2 X R AT S 58 1) 1 52 il I A T 22 5
1) o 1 TEAAR B T WU AR A5 A (1) 41 HARET
() R %) I o 6 A28 5 R 1% 4 R N X B AR AR 25
RE Ay it AR B L T RO AR A T 1)

At 2 TS RE R AR A8 B AT 58 2 vh A B
SRS R EAT N I Z MR SC R e — AT fE
AR, AHXT TN ] Wy, RS -5 R A 8 5
18 L 2 M) A B R 10 I S —— R A o,
% R Z WA R AR R IE 8 T2 5H 8BS
(), JE L2 5 A i 1) H (H JBER, 2012), I,
25 RS 7 SO B S B B A AN, RIS SR O
7R R T AR (R A SCREAS ), A1
RN A 1 AR T BT, FR 73 B DTSR AT RERE £
T, SRAAESF 2012 SLIAT 7T L ZHIESE, 1E
TR M) i 52 400 a2 1T 1) g — S AR 25 B9 1 BT
MRS SR 0 B n] BETE 4R 2 AR5 (B R KR

WFFE— AN RAE T, SRR I A el 25 b PR
AAFAE, JOI M e bl . A A 3l A AT
PATT TR R BB AH B EDIE, EAE—E AR R
fAERY R ER, (H AR EEA RS PR a2 e, AR
AL R AR AR REALIBORE A b o R, 150
A A5 I E LA IE A 30 A0 o (B B RS R, ARESE
PR I RO MR . 5 =, FEAIARE
U R R, AP RIfF AR . I,
WFE Rl — SRR WY, TEIE— 2D A e U
PR SV E R (R I, TR3E SR AR AR MDA R A g 37 4
FRE A T 4 AR P J 0 B S A AT R B9 T

3 WS TERSEU BRI T N
[ R XL AR A T —— REAARIA TR
HURRER (S3E!

WFFE— R 2T RUBARAEA B AR, FEA
IATA] 2 A5 23 087 3 B W T S BEA T R 1 AL
ALY NS, B2 081 8500 i 1 FE AL an ey 2
G 400 S 1 BE AL A 7 R R R X — [, A 56
B 5-7. ABFFEITHS K i A8 B H] SC R AN 1 FR,
A ) [ P 8 7R % B O e v A AR i 1 R T 0N
G307 o
31 FE
311 #ik

R 203 24 ) M T SRR AR 2D )
INTEIRITEASARRHE FERALFE R — KR K= %) 4
HATE 18~22 % (M = 19.6, SD = 1.03), H 105 %4, %«
98 %, FreFiEE SCHE T30 ALk, #idle

YOS b, ARSI E TAERAAT AR TR R DC R AR, PRI, XTI AR TS M . BIFSY T i S T BE SR SRS AE T

SERIER .
PR 58.0%; KR TAEA N 37.5%; K= 4.5%.
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EE ¢

45 &

E SRR T )M — TINE R R
PRI BRI H 2 LS 55500, 858
UG, B2 R R AE R A 280 2 51553 (20
TIMWE R SEE 4, T F AT ERER Y S B S (0 57
100 43
312 KRR

ALY 22U : 5, 1K) < 2GA R - L
1) > 2GR RDN 8 o S AR I R], o o —
FEAN D R . AR RN SERE T & n) .

BB REHL B R 8 DA T, 2t 8 4
H=dlk 26 N, HARdlh 25 N Fifs gkl
HETE [ — 8] R 23 1L 3 P, A S 30 0[] 2t 7965 5,
PAPh ) S RHEE 0, FERR R CH S, i)
AW TN 53 AT B BT 8 AR S s,
F ik ) B A S I 5 A (M T AR KR SR
). SR A B

SCE Ay 4 AR

T, XA T R AR 2 M 4 9 (van
Zomeren, Spears, Leach, 2008; ik 4E4%, 2012): 4F
PRBEARIN R 4, BOR B SCFE R IEE T
MR — 2 ME R YT, B — R B
B 7 > — BRI R Y A, R SO R
IHENAEN—2) NESE, Br— 2R Ed
17 ok TR AR RN B A BRI IA R, ST bR
)77 2 (Normative fit), 7ERRVER SE UG, FRIRRE
NINGIRER TR RS (W i QE IR E R A Nl N T i
= 0 LR — S 2 an el BE S A AR R, FE— A
PN FY o 2 B 44 R — K BT < — &) N 4R
1) ML T8 — ] 2 ] BE 5 A9 R o R SR o A
B S — A3 BN [R5 R 50 8 H % LB
SECFE AL 2500 R A= TE D AE I 1Y TR 4 —

vk, MR T IS R . i
RIS SR ) S SR AR, AR SO R IE R T
SRR T s _EaRoERi AR ¢ Rl A 7

62013 4F 22 [EEE s AL SO A IR 699 TT N, HLEAERTN 19 TT A,

XUEE Y 56 T ) N T R T SR B X i, e,
e B K - R PUAEEE ) P Y 1 Jre 5E ol AE
(YERE P R AR 24 BRI 4 0, T P A b S 1 e 5
Ml 2 5 B AR R SR T 04N 500 ST/ Y
SV IEIN D ARBLSE UB K. SRR POARETE ) JH 4%
A9 07 Jre B A= B SRR P T HE AR 44 WU N IR AR DR, T M
2 b 68 1 Jre 55 A S B 1 AR R 52 B 0 44
g4 300 Jo/ AR BRI SR . AR AL T
Kamans %5 (2011) 473X o 8 18 5 132 58 13X 3 0 M oRL S
S — {0 G 45 90 S U P R AAG 5r, FEASTA ] I o K
JUAE 3 70 UE N IR0 4 o 2 T AP U 2 A A A
(], Shy P o A e o) 32 B ) 45 A A 23 R A
NG A

o =, RPORIE TN A U RGN . LR B
TGRS — ) M Tl BORF XS AR 2 2 0 2 Ll g
1A, HSE— AT B 5 S il T i M A
Z R ESCEARGE S Hep, AR K
TE5 )b AR TS, ) M BUM AR OCHR ]
RMAFAR s AR A FH A AR R B K
Vo FES)TAMEAENRRE ST, )N BN A G
TR RIS LB R B H ARG E22 A Z iR
(s G E S I E St e DR AP WINGID AR S E N i
EUH, FEAARG ®, FERTAS, BEARGE g
AT R R ) S LGB I e A )

S, K NE B SR E GRS
DL RO S 55 3 P A I o 5 iU 1) kB L ST
R, A R0 SRR HE AL Y, SR A Bl e i,
I PR S B T O R R s 1) M PR P
R,
313 TEBRISNE

PSR 1 AN, M H Kamans 55(2011),
AT A AR BRI S . «7 MHTT R & B4 i,
X T4 S VU AF N T M 8 2 - B R AR R 25 1T 75 ik
W1 AR AR 2SS AEFHA R, BRI B

R LR R Z A A R Z B —4F . SRR < bR

MEFAAE" . B R Rl 4R dn Bk fi% ) |, http://opinion.people.com.cn/n/2013/0510/c1003-21430624 html, AHF5TF 2013

4R 6 J1 S, MR Bk AR TARSE 2 SCHE A5

TR 2010 AFIRAEE NI A E A O A LR, TOMTTE AT (G AR 1270 1 SRR ST, WAERBIAL 200 J7,
TSR MR T S R, 2] 2020 FERT)T I TS A EERITE 1500 J7 LA

SHRIEALA, R ER R L) ARIMESN AR F A 2 X, 75 A S R R RER, AL e SRR S R AT s, A A
BB R EREZES ., WM BE#H: (A= BB L5 ) | http:/gzdaily.dayoo.com/htm1/2012-11/21/content_2025099.htm

T3 A SRR A R R, AR A

* B AT, WX AT R R R 75 S 5 R A ACA ] A AR 1K
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SR E X (Jackson, 1993), S 43, A0 {E 8
7 I kR

INFEEUE 1 A8, HF A AR RS, < b
AR, BOA B A s IR E TR, 7
L2 AR BRI B S b, ) O T BURE Y b A 1 15T A
“1 dew g o Fs JEwame . HAE bR mA R g
i X (Tajfel & Turner, 1986), JME#E RN
IFi) JL I A

BEAIATR] 3 A~ 8UI0 (Doosje, Ellemers, & Spears,
1995; a = 0.71), T HAZ BRI R . <FF A
CHR—2 T M E AL 2= T I« JEH A
BrEes AR R S8 RN B R R

FEIARSLRE 3 AU (R 5T —; o = 0.90), Lnein
TSN AL I A R R, AR AE AR R i i A
T A 28 B 0 VP A = vl ol A 2 A R A ) Sy T
PRI 1 AEW AR E S AR R, A E#
FRBEAR AL R AR

TR 3 AT (R 98 —; o = 0.86), UN“/F
K—2 ) MR, X N TR BR RS b
FVE g g 38 PR, SRR I <1 R AR
Fe5 — SRR Ry, A E SRR
R A

ERAT R W 2 AR B ESE, 20125 o =
0.84): J M R m R AER A Tl H oL T — 440
CEETE]TMIAR RO AR, L , PR eHhdE
br, BEIE, &M B T 1S izt B TR H
KM LN TR &E4TT8 . “BERIBEE
%A O 4 B e AR DL SR e O R
BTE AR R AT RIDRE A 0 2 44 B L2447 ik
W1 EH AREE ES EwWEE". /iR
TNAEREAT N R e R
32 #£R

203 AT, A3 44 Bl A A I 3 S G
B (125 g B A R . <IH @R <RI 4%
FHR); Wb X 3 4w A BRI bR . 43RG 200 4
HREEAT, A 103 4, & 97 4. HRIFa4
#kI ok 25 £
321 BRYKI

IR S 8 I H A 1 A A5 B S B v
R 20 1 B2 P A BOR A B0 o AR SEB0 v, B R
J S4B K 4.22 (SD = 0.59). o v 5 195 4 At B0 52
FR AT AR ST REAR ¢ A & B, KBRS 4 B 40

(M = 3.99, SD = 0.50) & F KT @ BLSL @ (M =
4.45, 8D =0.58), 1(198) = —6.02, p <0.001, [Ht, 52
IR IS Sl I — 8 i A ER R A R

DT 35 0 1) A 3k P il Ao e A DA ) Dk v
I L I R U A BOR A 55 . AR SZB0 v, TA TR R
WrEIEIME N 4.36 (SD = 0.56) . = P B TA[R]
AT IR ST REAS ¢ K30 A B, (RN ] 4 14 43
(M = 4.16, SD = 0.53) . E L FmIAF B M =
4.56, SD =0.52), 1(198) = —5.14, p <0.001, Pt, 52
56 6T DA 7] 3 — 728 i A R A A

TR TR B G0 1% A AP o o b A — PR 1T
ERERTR Y7 S NI TR AT RN R S ENINE B R 54
Ay R A . T REASA R AT T =il i, K
55— TS B GIL 1 (M = 3.76, SD =
0.64); K55 — Y& fir s 43 80d  GI_2 (M = 3.73,
SD = 0.66; a = 0.724); F55 =Y & s 3 50e
GI 3 (M =3.74, 8D = 0.67; 0. = 0.713), &, ¥f—
PRI TR o L RARRBR R AA TR 41 GLL1 ifF4T
MSTREAS ¢ K36 KB, —MeEA A R S 40 ) GI_1
SHE(M = 3.53, SD = 0.52) 8 EAL T AR A1 [R]
4H(M = 3.99, SD = 0.66), (198) = —5.43, p <0.001
T 158 B S 50 X6 AR DA [ o 3 M X — A o Y R
SRR . R, X —EEE A DR 2 R A
WA TR ALY GT_2 AT ARAS K30 e R, — e
PRINFEY B A GT 2 43%(M = 3.52, SD = 0.57)1%
AL TR R BN R 4L (M = 3.95, SD = 0.66),
#(198) = —4.91, p <0.001, A2 B g M ) R N
Ao AN R 224k, K GI_1 F1 GI_2 #E47FECxT
FEA K0, S5RWIRZERARE, 1(199)=1.427,p
> 0.10, 25 =, XF— M AE A A S AR iR B A
INFIAL GL3 AT ST FEAS ¢ K36 R IR, — AR
INIE B 2H Y GI_3 73 4(M = 3.52, SD = 0.59)1)3 .
FAR T H R BHACARIZH(M = 3.95, SD = 0.68), #(198)
=—4.79, p <0.001, FF-A5 25 A [ g JBlr i) 4 A2 755 | ke
REAA R 224, ¥ GI 1 FI GI_3 #EAFECRHREAS ¢
K, 4R ERZEFALE, (199)=0.89, p >0.10,
g5 b, U IH S50 e B P ) 4 I R 24 1 R
NN U RTE 2y f
322 HRAFTHERRTEEMEX

H 3R 5 A1 AR, BERACRE FIRE A4 5 A
A —— FERAT N B E IEA K (e <0.001), T
S B 43 BT Hh 2 5% 330 A A S 4 4 R n el 38

" GI_2 Al GI_3 SATHCMREAS ¢ R, 45 R WoR 22 508K 8.3, 1(199) = -0.399, p >0.10,
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45 &

EE ¢

£5 HAGHERRTREAEFHRD)

By M SD 1 2 3 4 5
1 B n.a. n.a.
2 A [F n.a. n.a. <0.001
3 BT n.a. n.a. <0.001 <0.001
4 BERREE 3.73 0.88 0.23" 020" 0.24"
5 BRI 3.91 0.75 0.19" 0.31" 0.29™" 0.61™
6 ST HEIN 3.74 0.95 0.29™ 0.19” 0.24" 0.66™" 0.68""

H: n=200; ***p <0.001, ** p <0.01, n.a.: ANFHEH.

#6 HMOARMRAXLEMSERTARRXRNRME

AR SR PR Type 111 Sum of Squares df Mean Square F p
LS B 14.05 1 14.05 17.98 <0.001
BRI, 10.13 1 10.13 12.96 <0.001
PRSIl < B DA TR Y 421 1 421 5.38 0.021
Error (ZHf]) 153.08 196 0.78
H AN ERT R,

323 BHRIARIMBEFREM — &R ITAERA
ATHER

IR HS5, KT R AR R AR, G
1 75 22 53 BT (ANOVA) BRI B B 0 A1 44 A ] 1Y
WA R WS, 4y W HE T 55— RIE Hia.
gL (LR 6)F W, BUSC R M A9 3R B E
(»<0.001), FEMA AN 0 F2 200 W 2 (p<0.001),
TH L HAE IR B (p<0.05), K 4 BoRX T H
& HAE AT 8T BN A AT A 25 3L o SRR BRI
(] ot Sk, APR R S e ) 8 3K 5 vy R S ) 3K
FEERAT N E N LR EER, WA FREKT,
#(98) = —1.498, p>0.10; 4—BRHEAIAE N WA, &
TSI Il V) B A T O 1) 8 v I R S 1
Bk, 1(98) = —4.274, p<0.001 ., HL AT %0, BEARINE
XTI B SR T R I O R BRI 7R
— M AE AR, S A AR, e B SR AR T
MRS SEMAT . T2, MXTTREEREE AN
WRTAOR RV i 22 NN T RN R 1 ) RS =¥ 2
TR I R EHY], Bk, H5a 133F

5 B AIE HSb, B (LR 7)F B, A TR R
1) 328500 2 3 (p<0.01), FEMAR DA [A] ™ (19 32 3400 G
F(p<0.01), —FH M3 HEAEHIN T (p<0.05). Kl 5
S R X 3 A AR AT (R SRR A BT A A SR . 2
FEERIER DN IA] ™ B, AR ] i 1 35 v A T
B TEE R T I LR E XS, WA T
BE sk, #(98) = —0.62, p>0.10; 24— RN
Y, AT U B AR AT S A e e T
R B AW, 1(98) = -3.11, p<0.01, HHBLAT%N, B

PRIA [ T DA [R) 5 R AT S R 1) 56 2R HoAT R
YERT s TE—RAERIN Y A ZRIE T, Al e
AT ATRES SRR T N . B 2, M TR A
UNGITERTA: vl W e 3 SN R A RN )0, RS
LT N ERMAIER SRR E Y], NI, H5b 13k,

4.2 -

4.0 - -

sl
L=}
L

W T )

— — A R
— = FEBREE AR

It wh
B

E 4 BRGNS BUSE B %) 58 AR (A /&

pop=AE))

EREAT

ZE b, B HS A, RVBEAR AR HERR B
AR TR TN R I R PR AR

AR HTC RS, BRI R X PR b -
GEREAT Ry B R AR O IR 4, 3K — IR 5 RO
0 38 2o B R KRB R AR I B A VR S B . e
B2, B MR DR TR X e R E —
AR A B PR VE 2 6 e DA 5 T HEAT IR E .
WESEAEFE A WIS M — I E A
R,
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F7 BRARMIARBMSEFITHERXRIZM

LS 3 Type III Sum of Squares df Mean Square F p
VNG 6.48 1 6.48 7.87 0.006
2NN T 10.13 1 10.13 12.29 0.001
A< A A R 3.38 1 3.38 4.10 0.044
Error (ZH18]) 161.47 196 0.82

T IS A R T D Rl o

—
— —
—

W T )

— — A R
— = FEREEAARY

It o

PA (R
Kl 5 BEAIAFE - SIAE R 2 BEAE (R AR w . S8 T
R

324 EHRIARIHATI MG Z BH R BERT P 4Y

BRI EE AN IR0 T B0 SC g — SRR T A
B A A (BRI R T R S an sl 6 FoR, 43
SRR I IR 5 (R, sk E, AR, 2006;
HREEE, X, BANEE, 2012; M54E, R,
2013).

S —, R T AR A R PSR . AN T
I SR B RS DA R 0 TR, B <
FEAN RN B R 2 (B = -0.26, p<0.05; Kl
KT ER), U IEE AR R B0 S2 8 — 2 REAT N
A BT E R (5 R 6 45 R —E));

55, ARORRIAICRE X B R AN ]
PRSI B < B A DA ) ™ S 0 [ 05, RS2 B > B
AR Y R B (B = —0.24, p< 0.05; 5% 8 4%
R—20);

5=, MUERREAT MR X BRI . BN ]
P BRI R SRR B Y [l 1A,
PR RE B R A 25 (8 = 0.59, p<0.001), H I
Fi RO DA 8 ) RO i 2 (B = —0.12, p>0.10),
ICRE A DN ) 6 B0 52 Jal Wy — SR AEAT Ry 32 1) 79 9080 1 4K
Jof 38 2o v A AR B B ACCRE TR

B -
N4 HEARIE
0.43™" 038"
-0.24
<INGINL { T
i ENIN TR 039" 0.59
DS 0 S HEL T R
<BEVIARII™ 52 -

6 FEAACAR A B U - R FEAT S 2 1] 1 8 1 2800
R
H: *** p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05.

i — 2L 3 BT RER R A A 0 R AR T G 3R
o 38 Ty 22 53 BT I S U R A A DA ] o e
AR X HHARLRE R SZ 0, £5 (L& 8)FBH, B
B FERON 2 (p<0.01), BEACIATR ™ 89 F5%
N 3 (p<0.001), & 22 BAE IR 3% (p<0.05)
K7 SRR 38 A BAR F AT 187 SR I0N 43 A A 445
SR MR B A D S, AR ST B A B S
LA I B FE R RS e e 22 S, AT
BEKE, 198) = —0.51, p>0.10; 24— FEAIA R
S, e B ST T P R AR S e v T R S

F8 BIARIXILEM SR IAMBE R RAE M

gl S 3 Type 11 Sum of Squares df Mean Square F p
S99 5.34 1 5.34 7.70 0.006
2 SINETRE A 8.82 1 8.82 12.73 <0.001
PRSIl < B A TR Y 3.04 1 3.04 4.39 0.037
Error (41[1]) 135.78 196 0.69

T AR AT RE .
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BB, £(98) = =3.25, p<0.01, FHILATH, BEAIA
[Fi] % B0 S -5 AR B DG R A R VR . AE—
MR R B 25T, = 30 S UM i A AR AR
SUBETE SR, BT 2, A T ARRREE A AR G 1
W, — AR ] 7 o s R S B 5 AL B 1E
MEREHEY], HI, H6a 1HIF,

4.2 4

4.0+

HEAE

FECHEACTA R
— = REEREAIA R

324

3.0

fit &
I

K7 REACON RS B B 3 HAR (L - BEAKAE)

FE T R AT AR TR X A R by — SR AT
N E A A (BRI R . D5k TE b,
HIRUNT (55K WA 8):

B, MEEEAT B A R . AN ]
L DA TRDE B AR DA R 0 1T, DA R <
FEAA TR ™ 1 R 3 (B = —0.24, p<0.05; EH
KT R, Ul BN R A R U - ST
W RETE B (53R 7 4R350,

SR Q¢ N g A RN N 2 NN TR AN
DA B > B AR DA TR oY S 4 [T U, DA T R < A
NIE 2 R AL % B3 (B = —0.20, p<0.10; 53
9 Z5 R —E);

I ), MAEREAT AR XA R . BN [
M DA TR BN ]y R AR R R Y 1T I,
AR AERY 22002 (8 = 0.63, p<0.001), HIAREL
Jolr < BRI )™ S ) R BN 35 (B = —0.11, p>0.10),
CRE A D TR RT DA TR — SR AEAT Ay 3 1w 1 08 49 2%
o7 38 3o H A AR e R ACRE I AR A o

% 45 &
NG w
‘ N 033 iR
0.33" 0.35™
- ¥ =1 .01, k _0-20Y T
AR 2 037" 0.63
NG 011 B W)
BN '

&8 BEAARICAE A A R - SR FEAT Sy 358 1] 1 811 2800
Y
T *%* p<0.001, ** p<0.01, " p<0.10,

HE— 2L A AT AR RCBE AR A By IR VR R Y R
o 38T T 22 43 A RO ] U RN A DA TR o e
A R XTRHARLRE R . 25 5 (W3R 9)F% B, IA[H
B R0 2 (p<0.001), FEAIA RN By 5L
N 3 (p<0.001), — & M98 HAE M & W
(p<0.10). & 9 WXt A8 AR FHIEA T fa] S i
B2 IDESE ST S 27 Vi 2 L NN [ T T 42 W N [l
) 3 5 e DA Tl O 1) XA A A e G
Z5, BT K, 1(98) = -1.59, p>0.10; 24—
RER DA IR] ™ B, ok ] i B AR I i Wk 2
TR E B I BR, £(98) = —4.31, p<0.001, Hilt
AN, BN R DA R B 5 AR S e O R BAT R
TAER : A — AR AA RN, AT, EIA TR R
AR BRI RE BT 0 . 075 2, AR FREER IR
UNGITEETAOE VWSS ¢ 2% NINCI RERTA N WON )0 s
BEASCRE Y IE ) SC R, H Uk, H6b 13HE .

g5 b, H6 3k, RV [R] i3 7 250 e i 7
Re ) AR SR B
3.25 EHRIARHATI MG Z BH AT RA I

BT BER A R X T B0 S sl b — SR REAT
B AR EHARTRO MR R . kR,
BRI (45 R ILIE 10):

S —, MEEREAT B X B . BEACA ]
L S B AR DA TR 4 TR, B R <
AR RNY W R 3 (B = —0.26, p<0.05; &l

RO BRIARXIAR BB S BRI BE R RAY RN

AR SRR Type 111 Sum of Squares df Mean Square F P
PN 14.22 1 14.22 21.79 <0.001
BRI, 8.82 1 8.82 13.51 <0.001

DA TD R ol AR A TA ] 2.00 1 2.00 3.06 0.082
Error (ZHH]) 127.93 196 0.65

T AR REARGE.
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4.0 1 -

3.8+

3.6

A e

3.4

— —MERE AR

3.2+
— = R

3.0

fit &
AT

B9 HEACA RS AR B 9 S EAR (AL - SEAAAKRE)

KT oR), U IR TR X 858 g - SR AT R
B I R (SR 6 4R —FD);

C U ¢ YN iE SO B A N i NN IR TN
B8 S 2 NN T R TR N = S ) T B N
AR A R 35 (B = —0.23, p< 0.05; 5% 10
ZE IR —F);

8=, MEEREAT B X B . BEACA ]
Y ISR A D] S R AR Rl
TR BT ALY R B0 % (B = 0.63, p<0.001), H IS
Jol > AN [Ty ik 1) R B8ORS W 3 (B = —0.12, p>0.10),
SO A DA T % 300 S iy — 2 FEAT A 1) 4 911 2%
I 38 2o A AR R A A T R AR

B N 031" REA
043" 42
BEVRIATRL M a 063"
0.39""
B/ o2 EHE TR N
<HEMACA RN ke

Bl10 REABTS Hh A B - SRR AT DR B 1) 14 9 1 2
O
TE: *** p<0.001, * p<0.05.,

25 3 T BRSO A 0 IR R T G 3R
PR, 38 2 Ty 25 43 BT R T B S U R A DA TR 1t
AR XA TR R, g5 RLER 10)RH, B
S EUH Y 38O B (p<0.001), BEMAIA TR ™ A0 3
R 3 (p<0.001), — 3 32 HAE M IR B3
(»<0.05). & 11 /R X =3 38 BAE A T ] BRAi g
S ININECE ST £ Y7 S 27 NN TR 1 B (39590
149k 12 5 e 30 S W 1 B R AR AR | T e
2 WA T K, 1(98) = —1.33, p>0.10; 24—
JBCRE AR D[] Jod B, 30 ST P AR D 7% Bl 2
TARPLSL B B, #(98) = —3.46, p<0.01, Hiltt
AL, R IA RGBS U 5 A A% OE R HAT
TAER : AE— AR A RN AR, R R
AR BRI AR BT . 075 2, AT RRER IR
UNGITEE Y0NS ¢ 2% NINC RERTALN BN
BEARBUR M IE M S REH Y], Kk, H7a 14E,

FE RIS BEAN R 6 TN [ Wy — SEREAT
R A A (RO IR . JriEE b,
RN (S5 R WA 12):

B —, MEEREAT R B XA R . A ]
I A TRD B AR DA R 4 T U, DA TR <
RN A i R A 3 (B = —0.24, p<0.05; Kl
KT Bon), LR RN R @M - SRR T N
BT EN R E (53R 7451 —30);

O ¢ 2N v 5P ORI AT N R NN R TN
DA ) B > B A DA TR oy S AR [T U, DA ) Rl < B A
AR, i R G 2 25 (B = -0.20, p<0.10; 53R
11 250 —20);

5=, MUERREAT R XA E U . BN ]
D[RR AR i R AR A Bl
FEAR TR 22502 (B = 0.65, p<0.001), HIARIEL
Jiip BRI 8 ) RO Bk 2 (B = —0.11, p>0.10),
€2 NINCIRORINGIT W/ e ¥ TSN R R
Jof 38 33 A AR S R AR AR AR

HE— 25 3 BT BEAR AT A R T AR Y 3R
o a7 22 4 BT AR T O ) R AR A DR

F 10 BAARX BB S BFKERRX RN

gl S 3 Type 11 Sum of Squares df Mean Square F p
IS 6.13 1 6.13 12.79 <0.001
BRI, 9.53 1 9.53 19.91 <0.001
RS el < BT TR Y 1.93 1 1.93 4.04 0.046
Error (ZHH]) 93.85 196 0.48

T AR
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45 &

EE ¢

4.4 -

4.2 1 —

4.0

3.8

HEATAR

3.6

— SRR

3.4
el NN

32 T
{L\( [:‘IJ]:

IS gl
BO1L BEAON R 5 S gl 1 58 BAE T (R A 4. REAA

THi75)

NG

HEAA RN i

DA I
<A ] A

HE TN

Bl12 BRI b A DA ) B - SR AT Ry 1 1 o 9 %
IO AR A
. *%* p<0.001, ** p<0.01, T p<0.10,

AHEZEX BRI R, S5ROLE 1DER], A
I J Sl 1) 35800 W 3 (p<<0.01), BRI TR iy 3
BN B (p<0.001), —EHEWMXZEAEH L% B FE
(p<0.10). &l 13 %%t — 2 32 BAE AT 1] SR80
Ga I DESE S T 37 Wi 2 NN TR T S0 B AN [ )4
19k 128 5 v DA ) e 1 S B AR A% T e
25, AL THE K, 1(98) =-1.91, p>0.10; 24—
PRI R B, v AR R R A A 2
TARIN R B B B, #(98) = —2.90, p<0.01., Hiltk
GRS 3 SINGIDO N RS R AN 3% 5 E B = S i
WVER: AE—REARA R WA, A
BRI TSR, 5 2, HIXT THRRR BRI IA

i) R S 0, — MREAA A ] ot I8 P oA [ jl e 5
BRI IE M X R EHT] . K, H7b #33E,

25 b, H7 A4k, RIVREAACIATR] Y38 5 240 8 i 1
AT h AR TS 3
33 it
3.3.1 BMIARRIATIER

WFE 30Uk 7 FEAR DA R X B Br gl 5 S B AT
R B AR BA T E ] XS LR 4 FEL 5 AT,
FEAAA R A I8 15 VR P2 AR . XF TR A 14 A [m]
T A W vy os A K AN W (R 4
ARG ETAT R W X T — AR Y
BT, FUAT B S R A BN [ R K v i, AR AT
R A

At 25 T — A A Rl Y R 5L, YRR
JEEAL TR KT, R T O R T R
— > R HE Y A R gl S A RO TR A SR AR AT M O I
#l 2l ML (intrinsic/internal motivation; Stiirmer &
Simon, 2004), XTI RN (N )RR BT, A
TS 2 AR AR BRI 2% AHLLZ R, K]
TR IR AT J8 ) 9 180 53 B 22 DA 14 ) J3E SR THRA 2R
(Louis, Taylor, & Neil, 2004; Blackwood & Louis,
2012), A — H AT FEREAR A2 B Bl T 1E 12 E 11D,
[EVNG LR AR AN G S P A S R i)
TS, PEBETTR Y A AR 2 5 5m BN X HidT 0 B
RGN [R) Y 0 B AT 2 A e ™ E T T
B2 B AR 45 1, A AT RE AT S Bk UE .
3.3.2 BRI EE S REHAIRX BEIARIHA T 1E

FA B9 I 8L

WFIE 3R Bk 1 AR i A 28 i FEAR KRR
T AT RN T A TA m) 3 5 AL B9 VR T o 45 SR 5%,
T B sl A0 AT T 1 22 B AR 5 52 i B4R 2L
REFIAFAAABTRS, R 7 A% SR A AT Sy 2 1) 7 A 52 W
(# 6, 18, K10, & 12), HARKIAEARXS T 455k
REAIA R R RGO, — RN A . s
JEU 5 R R RE Y 1 1] OC R E A DI(E 7); N [E] R
-5 BEARRLRE 10 TR 15 S R R DI (E 9); 3 S U

F 11 BOARXIAR B 5B BIR R R R0

LS 3 Type III Sum of Squares df Mean Square F p
VNG 4.40 1 4.40 8.98 0.003
SN A 9.53 1 9.53 19.45 <0.001
A A U R A TR 2 1.45 1 1.45 2.95 0.088
Error (41[1]) 96.06 196 0.49
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SRR IE 7] 56 R YN (E 11); AR S
TR IE 7] 56 R Z VI (K 13).

4.4-

3.4 ——— AR
) — — RERBEAIAR Y

ik I [';‘r']l
TATF)
B13 FEAON R] 5 A R U 9 52 B AR P (A 22 o . BEAA

)

nn

=

TR AR 255 B A1 TR AR 105 v A 28R P A A E— 2
7R T PR DCTR] U8 5 1 B s 55 SR B AT Ol R G
FABVEFBLE] : XF Tk R (00 ) B B
Z T LA ICAE T e B 552 B[R] s A e IR, R 2 A 4K
el 8 AR AT O R 1] 2 DR R P B A A T A
B IR RE AR AR DRI, A 1t — 35 A 3L [
YERZT, B kEaRMAT N E R X Tk
(AR ) BB BT 7, 254 AT 194 B 552 J sk ]
TR EEARRIS, AT AR PSS BE SR AN AR A A IR AR AN
e, A ARICIR R W W AT o R B U Y i Y
IS5 Ml O TR M v B, T CREA) T AL (A
TR, HRMELLFESZ, IR I A A 15T 28 A 1A 550 RE A 1k
FeorVE SRk, HET I B A E AT AR
B (4 M 5). 25 b, AN R — AT
A B N PR Sl AL 3 e 3 R I RE AR AR BT A R A
EAEF . TR 45 2012)MIF5E R T BFA TR
S TR (] 81 75 A6 1A R Xof 8 35 - SR BEAT S B R A
ABIETE WAL PR b 5 R AT N B S R P,
UGIESZZONE, HLE W 1 REASTS S A RE
XA ASTATR] I8 5 BIL AR A A AR 5

4 Eifie

AT A St 2 Fa0E W BRIS A0 75 fl Ak S A8 8
S A (¥ (van Zomeren, 2013), MifEREAT M IE
ORI O Z —, o Rz 2t 25 8L
WA LR E M YR H Y R B E AL (van
Zomeren & lyer, 2009). AMFFY R A M4

— Y E B R R T, B TR RS
PR T B AR T Mm% 3 o J2 i 3 7 A 8 AN AR
FHT RS Ml A AR SR A T o 1] (R AU AR Y, i — 2P
FE T RN RTE A B IR R . DRSS RT3
IR 1A SO AR 32t 1B A CEHDOBFFE R -

TG, FRARTHT I ) s sl Joih 3 o T AR e R
PRASTRS SUH AR AL B p A AR T S M SR REA TR, ik
W1 AR 2 ARG RN SR, Hor, ISR 1
AR BEFRARBUS A Th A B AR Z 50, 38 B HAE
TR AR, X5 1a F1 2a HHA, B
FEAAR L GE 55 A 10T 282 B S Jal Wl - SR BEA T o = ) 1Y
o miAESE by o HE— 2D A R AL RE R (A 158
RS A RO RN B, B B o AR RE B
e SRR A T Dy T 1o B PR VR T S i DA [ e ot A
IR FEREAT g B i TR AR T BB 3k — 2
RIEESCR BB 3 Mk 4.

HWR, BN RIE A REBr BUMHE T8/
) BB AR A, R 5 AR RIS R, RILAEAXS
TRERAEAIA N R RSO0, — AR DA TR 2
I 52 Jal 5 DA TR) Rl o R B AT Sy T 1) B 1 1) O
RGBT SRR RN W, TCIeRERR
JEE R R AR, R DY A SRR T R e A AR . TR
ARFEX — T AL A B, AN R X SRR T 1Y
3y 5 AE P o AR R A (A 1T 28 1 401717 S B -
FE B Ja B VR (A DA ) 104 52 B AR T 8 56 52 i R A4
REAFEARSERS, R A X REA Ty 2 1w 7= A 5
RIAETCIRATA AL B, — AN R, i)
TF o J2 B -5 PR AR A% RE AR AR A4 155 288 ) 1 1) SC R B
oI IS EDS S 27 ¥ £ 3% SN TR ALY o wox 3l )
WA AR, B0 YT R RE R AR 0T AT 452 B AR
Ko 3K — R SE A SRR 6 R 7.

ASHIEFE BB 2 Ak A T A ST R AR T I A R B
S W AR REAT R R ) A T AR Y, O A S
A (REAAIA TR A B2 23 A 7 A [ 2544 T B9 A [l 7
B H 2o 1) 5 8 5 S0 00 == F AR S G i U7 vk
X BRIS AR AT IR, X AEAH YR EOIIE TS
S5V Y N RSB R AR AU R I LAR A SR
172 D B B SSUERF 5T, BUBS AR £ 45
BNz W EZ M (W0 Stiirmer & Simon, 2009;
van Zomeren et al., 2010; van Zomeren, Leach,
Spears, 2012; sK-F4E%E, 2012; BEEESE, 2013), {H
AT BIF 5 T4 5 T AN [ B s Jal 288 25 (300 552
SN ) X AT M R, Bkt — P4



1426 TN il = Eile 45 &
NHAE T ERAT MR M, Bk, RF5E ISR, &0 LU A HE /948 5, 4 My 3 7 )

(4 BEE TR AE TR 1T SR AT D U R T A F 5
[ PR R G MR L E b2 A X E
AW G K, TFA4 0] 2 LA HR ] vty Tt
A AL g AT E R R B 1R &

SERETT T, PAECE O EE A B S ] Rk
FROARTHE AR i 52 1) Jl o sl 35 R P 3R o — EL B pak
7 A, AT R LS A RAR BRI BEAT o MBS
AR TN T ol 0 A 230 PR A RE 8 A 5191 Bk il 22
IR, A5 MR RS AR PO AR AR BE R 424 R AR A1
(FBEROE L X P T AT, il BE A% B A 250 470
PSRN S AEREAT N R R R IR RERS A AL
HA DA T 5 R A AT S T 1 O R o AT AR
FRAR B TR SRR TRRI A A DT /RS IR IO 1% ISR 4
GREEANRI Y REA T AR RN, — BRI
PRI} 3 B — e B REAR B 03 IR, 2 A0 Bl
7K AN R I, 5T B4 AR R A 1 R
REERFFE BRI, o I foe KR B 8 D 2 AR A £
HEAT a0 o WOk H Y, A AR Bkl REAR Y
FEANFE I Z 04k, 7 B A T —FRaR e
SR RIER . YR, IR REIRHASGE, &
FEARBUS AR S AL AON R, #RRACEZ 3. HA
FLIE SR Y] S A PO AR AL, 72 55 S A K
{37, LI 3 G T s P R S B A ) i, A2
FEARYER ORI AR Z R . [, ZRR DG —
IRAEPATA ] ™ 2 1) BB AR, ATTAR A RT RE RS A
PRPER AR Y AR Frp I T

AR AFAELL F AT A . oG, R
FHAEREAT O B R AR AT o, RS KA E
UESEHT A X T Ja A ARG B Ay, BAT R ) B
SEANBERE R TSP AT N o IR SR BERS R BL
W5 (field study)AIFEN, 7EECIE AT o A AR T
TR kA R R, SR — L B 5 A I
FHESIERYATHE) R . Rk, FIERINETE H 8, A0
TN AL REFIRF AR TR DUR U T A fif:, 4%
ZHRPX T HE RIS ERT AR HR LR,
R AR o R, IO 2 WA 1 ) A e
FIREA U T A4 2

ISR T R Zh RBLE], ST AT s
PG R A V) B PR AR 2R R A T
175 58 At —— 0 o Ja 0 (B 52 M 5 DA TR ),
B 1 Z R TEARLRE | HEARBUR | IEHON R &
R — R L rr, DA A S R B R o AR
TIUERETERY SR . AR BIBESE, AN B Bk

(morality) 7EMA S 5 EREAT A i B2 T 40y 8 09 A
ff(van Zomeren, 2013), iFigE AR S EUA Y
5t (sociopolitical context) X} & = 5 17 4 1Y 52 M
(van Stekelenburg & Klandermans, in press), 4[5
INERBEAT M B 12 R AR o Ak, I8 AT DU X St st
AP =R 00 v fe AR Cn el T 9 3 P BE AR R
TG AR B, 3E— 25 K 50 AR F 5% I 45 45 18 1Y il
FAE

Bt 45 A Rl P B A RS SR BT R A
B2 FRAA G T 0 E SR,
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Intergroup Threat and Collective Action Intention: Dual-pathway Model of Mass
Incidents

ZHANG Shuwei

(Center for Chinese Public Administration Research; School of Government, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou 510275 China)

Abstract

As the representation of social contradictions, collective action in China typically involves mass incidents,
which refer to the conflicts between certain civilians and local administration. A group member engages in
collective action any time that he or she acts as a representative of a group and when the action is directed at
improving the conditions for the entire group. This research focused on the motivation mechanism underlying
collective action in different intergroup threat (i.e., realistic threat and identity threat) by using a survey (study 1)
and an experiment (study 2). The main purpose of study 1 was to investigate the mediated effects of group
efficacy (one pathway) and group-based anger (another pathway) on the relation between intergroup treat and
collective action intention. Moreover, study 2 explored the moderated effect of group identity in the
dual-pathway model. The results indicated that:

First, both group efficacy and group-based anger were mediators of the relation between intergroup threat
(realistic threat and identity threat) and collective action intention. Specifically, group efficacy mediated the
relation between realistic threat and collective action intention; group efficacy also mediated the relation
between identity threat and collective action intention; group-based anger mediated the relation between realistic
threat and collective action intention; group-based anger also mediated the relation between identity threat and
collective action intention. Moreover, the mediating effect of group efficacy on realistic threat-collective action
intention relation was stronger than that on identity threat-collective action intention association; whereas the
mediating effect of group-based anger on identity threat-collective action intention relation was stronger than
that on realistic threat-collective action intention association.

Second, group identity moderated the relation between intergroup threat and collective action intention.
Specifically, group identity moderated the relation between realistic threat and collective action intention;
whereas group identity moderated the relation between identity threat and collective action intention. In addition,
group identity was a mediated moderator that group efficacy and group-based anger mediated the relation
between the group identity- intergroup threat interaction and collective action intention.

An important theoretical implication of this research is that it connects the dual-pathway model of
collective action with the different types of intergroup threat at distinct levels of group identity. Furthermore, the
current study provides a useful analytical paradigm for mediated moderating effects. Regarding the practical
implications, this research examines the social psychological motivation mechanism underlying collective action
in China to inform administrators and policy makers on how to monitor and reduce mass incidents in public
administration.

Key words realistic threat; identity threat; group efficacy; group-based anger; group identity



