HEPNEFWAZ R AIENRESIEES
KR TR #hk BRE' HAE!
(U R RGO H 22, B AT 210097)
(2 LA KA NS SRR 22 At 2 O BB BT, PE%E 710049)

i E AR FFTRARIGICGERMMA LR AEELELS, ANXEASAd afINE R s
HAHIIRS) . BB, FAAP X RLARM FAMAZ A I AL B F 84, BRILE B 5 S AE B
0 RS R REEROR P ) IR B CE S A Al F AL, dfR BT R IR (BRR 359642 ) ;
LERFHFLERZAGKTFGZIEBRINEE L R GSENFII, St mlE LYl 2 LIk (BP3EIRHE12),
=R A AR L AT F IR T — M ESER, FEARTLE— Tl F K,
XHIE AR FF, RS EEA, FASELIN, AfIN, HRIEHE
1515

CARBFEMEAY” Tk T MDA AFER SRR I 30 F57, REa IR AR
t, AR (MAEFE) ke, AT R RAUAE ) i n]ge “ & EAATE,
RIMHE ARG GG S (system-justifying belief; Jost & Banaji, 1994; Jost et al., 2004) . X—F& 1L
S LG FTU AR E R R A A AN (k20 BEEL S (Costa-Lopes etal., 2013; Jost etal., 2015):
IRZHFE I, AFEEIHA L TR Z AW (Buchel etal,, 2021); AT M AT gERA, H
R TFEEBR (Cheung, 2016; TRERZE, 2009). 48R, X —W it 32 2R £ Bkdk (Brandt, 2013;
Trump & White, 2018): KA E “m B HIZs)” FEHHB0GES) (Lidersetal.,2021), LA FIAT-5¢
TATAERZE B AT AR ESE (Kunst & Obaidi, 2020; Power et al., 2020), LLF5 24t 2A F#H
WEHEL RIS A, BIAFES (I TR (MEESEAD BUR. B4, AFERR
e R BRI F I RAESHEER? NESH, AREKPAEFAFER 2R
P9 AR P U 4 2 ) J 2 — (Wilkinson & Pickett, 2017; i3 #x, 2020), 12 “AFEATEH IR IE”
H2 5 RARSEI B AT TR (FRESE, 2019), FIA D EERSH N o0 R A H N ENLE]

FERR, A E SRR “ X307 m e K ILSERTTT, Ak oA i o B8 2 B 77 1)
TS 78, ATt Ty, MAMBIR ST JE, ML R | AR RS
BESH 2. HFL, MEIFARARAE IR 2Ry " KA E M RGESHES, M
FET AT AL UL AN R 2641 CRIAAENERAD S N AENLHI CRIBIHLIERTD o X5 & RIS
BT 3RAE Z AT 2 O B R TAR P EINA IR (BED5, $KE, 2017). HEBPNLE, R4
FHELGRX -MSET ARG H8AELR. AN, AN Z2ERNHLSRSME, EAREFEENN
RAIANE, FLAE RS0 E B4 DURTED O 2 3R 0 o DMERFRAER I AP RG-S 3
Faisgmn, HEBERRHIFARRT “RAGEES” BMEARLY, 1 HE AR CREA4ET I
AHESRGE (WBUAREE. oA FEE) UL SERMA SRS (SR IA A, oo
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HEAE) SRR . BRI, ASCRA M X FE, BRSO M2 R G A
FEE. IESVEREED, DL R B SCRR I 4ES HE 2 RGNS (Kay & Jost, 2003) 1.

2 P ESFMERBUENRGSERGES: ERULSSNEKRE

2.1 BRWS

AR OE AT AT ERS T HIRAEE (self-interest) o X Fh [ FISIHLEREAIUA AT &« HL
Fl. AEAEZEP TR 25 B R (Sears & Funk, 1991), WAKIIEAMAKT B BRILR . H BSR4
(Hogg, 20160, fEALSAERIERGLRE T, AMEERET B RAZHEE, SIEFEEE 5 R AN
REAE RS (Darke & Chaiken, 20050, F&T-1XA “ HAIAA 7, fhos N FIBLS . BLSEREA R BE
W AEASCRCER ANy, B RIBILIRASE A [F] A7 LE AL 22 43 [ 2R Gt T FORH B2 1R 3 RSB (Lee et
al., 2011; Wilkinson & Pickett, 2017). X} TAKHA T F, ™ HE AP S MATT4Ed B F0AT A FE AR
w B PRR,  BET S AR TR A AF A B, R BRI ARG S HE S

AL, AEEAIEREEER, AMIERS T ERG TR T B SN2 E, oA
SEFIURI CHFSE (Leeetal,, 2011). BAKIM S, ISLHH A RIS (Realistic group conflict theory)
WA, MISB TR S HAt S AL E R S AR R o s B/ M S Z AR IR (King et al.,
2010). ZMlh, #4FEFEIE (Social dominance theory) HEHY, AL E A T i+ E PP BEK K
DS ] T e REANY RANAE, AR AL 2 W ) T SO A NP4, LTS B BORT N A
FIARIAEEE (Pratto etal., 2006) . XML AE AT ASLBOR A RS E R A RENE. Fla, St
AP B I ARERAH LD, S9BREAR R R AT RESCREA A T8/ INANT48 L 3R 1 A 2 i 7
BCBCE (TS, 2021). #HE2siNAPEE (Social identity theory) i 2 Gidth )R 1R f7 & R AS
FEERO LS 1T 9 RN (Hogg, 2016). 7™ B FIAN-T-45 AR T s 5 4 RERUN Y 5 S 5 S
J&, BRSSPSR REPRIL S AT LIBIERE, W RS A RE (an, BB E R SkaRTH
H ORIz T TR BIAFE R REPR L S RIZERS, W] gl i S GG skng Can, [k
BB Skdedr B8, Hel it ammg (LR RIRPIAL (Akfirat et al., 2016).

ERFEWAE [ AT E SRS RS HE SR AR KR, HYRFHIL (Relative
deprivation theory) W#E—PUR NHUARREE T 52m P #5 5C RO B RE . iR ZEe, A TEIRS B
WAL A RIS AR, AR F SRS H & (BUAREHA) AR R g5 8 AL,  H bR )
FERS RISFAAR R — PR SR 4, I & RN O AP EEBLR AL B 547 8 U8 (Smith et al,
2012; Smith & Pettigrew, 2014). 1R Z I FEER M, H o MEIRE A FE S smit o R, 527
ML 255 41BN (Buttrick & Oishi, 2017), 4K A= A AH X R4 “IRK” (Osborne et
al., 2015; Sanchez-Rodriguez et al., 20190, E A —Ff SRS AN S5 1 3 07 SR M, IX PP AN AR B4R J2 T 1)
R 25 8 S 1 SR OA AR ML 3 S AN T4 DR K B R HL (Kunst & Obaidi, 2020; Power etal., 2020;
sk 4SS, 2012).

LRT “REGEHGER 5§ “AGaBUENL” 1it— Bl NS RE” HNE
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2.2 SR

R B AU AL 2 RO AN IR 2 W AR T BB AR RE . SUERF i b, BFAL
M FZEET LR = F BB R AP A & RS EE MW, F—, EAPEERT, @
WHEEA ST HALS RAEIERIIRR, IESHRHALE s AL RA A S ST (e.g., Lee
etal,, 2011; ML 5%, 20160 25—, BHRAVPESHELETTHAIIAS RS, ME-TA TR
R, B AR THSEF A S REAGHESINRR, IELSAPFENR RS E G
S Z R (e.g., Li& Hu, 2021); =, [FFREEAFEGHSETHALINAS TN, HIE
TAE AT TR, RIS RE X & R # RE A IS S B EIEM (Curtis &
Andersen, 2015). MR4E R G A B S TR, AR TN 3 2R T o HL AP Pl AT
BUAREAE SERAT NS . X LR 5Ty B R A RO s f At T SRR .

B, Lee 5 (2011) M—WIIC/ i FE R I, (E+L2 4 2 b T A 55 55 AL O BEAA R 3 Cln
ik ARBUIAIRRI R G HR A B AR R Cn B RBCIRIE D R ER A2
S, RUSE SO BRI A P4 . JE Tt AN (W R A 4048 2, Curtis A1 Andersen (2015)
K, FEWANAPEERR BRI LS b, ASLSAE A P45 o 5 25 5 451 6 R 2 1) T N I 0 At B Json
AP TBEAFERE R R, A i B et 2 T AR % — AR T b AE4E, Jf
B, BMEATAR ST A EBUR AR ERAHED, WA SRS R RIS, hi1d
A HBOAR T (I Garcia-Castro et al., 2020). BR T A FEREGATFESE, oA P&
ARG G FE S AR EAE SR IAE H HL 2 2 P52 (McCall etal., 2017; Newman et al., 2015).
VLA Li Al Hu (2021) T [B 5K BEIE BR A B 40 B /A R B, FEAE A5 R B AKCFRIK A A
SRR EE R IO, AR AL L A R AR IR S UE & (Meritocracy belief; Son Hing
etal, 2011), BDFEAAE AN NS IFIBE JIPT LAIRAF R : AR, TEAL AT R KPR HE
GEAN T SRR RERAR X, I AT 5 A b s M A 3 5 AR A B Eh A2 53 1 I BE i 45 21

A, SRABUALCEZ IR AEEIN, N FEES RERKBUAGESERAGHES. H
n, FET 2011 4F “H0 T EMAENRIFE” (the Latino barometer survey), Zmerli F1 Castillo (2015)
S8 MEF AT RIL, FEWZH LT T2 (Gini 50 AHOIE THAMAKHON 73 Bt A2 1E 8
w4 BB BUAS/E (1L Goubin & Hooghe, 2020; Guinjoan & Rico, 2018). J&flith,
AXBENTRIZ=EHT (2017) JBIEST “H EREEBEHE " 2012 SEHARIAT 0T BRI, s 22
3 AL 2 b 2 B S v 5 AR R T3 (B AR K P RBUR SO o FEATA)Z T, A TN R R
A B R E AR I RO AT EBUIR AT A 5PTU0ES . 2018 4K, BURINAERR AL
RURR T RIS ZE BE S AL 2 0P JE AN, 5IR T “# 5 HIE3)” (the French Yellow Vests
movement). Liiders 5§ (2021) 38 i X2 B AR R TA B0 F0 AL, 8730 8 48 PN 300518 DA &% i Ut
ORI KR 3 L (populism) BIRER, RAMMIZEHIR “HLHIEs)” MRZOHEER. “H L H
1837 RV RMATPEIVRI — N5, HAF SR 0BHLH RIS IR IR 2 55

ATEARTE ko 2 71 £ L AHET (Sidanius et al., 2015; Kunst & Obaidi, 2020).
3



3 FPEHRERM BN ARG ADES: BRWA STIERE
3.1 BigW S

1EAREAFBISE R, AU T4 BN BAARI R, FEET 35 TR0 E T
XS ANPGRS RG (Lee etal., 20110 SATM, WAHIRZHTRIN, A # R BE 2L
FEA P42 BR (Cheung, 2016; TREREE, 2009). WFFEEATVRE], 4idr H 3 S Fr e R 1)
M i ] SR L2, H N )00 B 547 R0 252 30 [ A EDWL A IR 2, J5 5 (1R P AR A 58 K (Sears & Funk,
1991) . IXEAME &R T AT “RigR” (oughttobe) tHAHIEL. AR & THXT A T2
ARNIER “S28R7 (tobe) BUIRES, ORI L T ——"&—J5HKIET “ 52987 BUIRS B3R
TIPSR, HITHERIET “SAR” BURE RIS MMERA—E. Xk, “ BRI SRk B
PETTR” fede Tt B IR SR A 2 IR, 4R B R S WBHARI R, T “MERE 7 I
EAFAE—Fh “HERMETT R, BDAATSEAS BUR AT (MTEAESCRIRD,  DAAESFIMELE

AN IEHFE &L (Beliefin ajust world theory) BFRTT T AN AN IE. A PERHEREPE
SL o AN AYERF “ AN IR 2 NI — PR TR, BAATFE ZARE AN ST RS, 1 “ R
57 EkE NITRE I BLRAZ 5 H QHATIE (Lerner, 19800, 4R, 2 IEH 545 & HAT BRI Lo 2
BSG e NTAE Pt AR E . WITRIN, [FR 2 A AR Ak, xR
N REAHEHE” (fundamental delusion) FIZNAL R R 1 “XII8” RN (FR#E, FhKkE, 2013)
—— YA EFAE, AN IEEEZRE M T G B R R e A5, AATTA]
RESXIAA IESHARRSR . 25 SR EHTATARRE,  DAGES U TH 12 IR, XA S R4 AR
SR A BL 7 KEXR T “T1 %2 HE 7 IR S SHEF 7 X — B [ B4 Tk 4 (Hafer
& Beégue, 2005),

A TEMH RS SERAKHE & T John T. Jost AU AI R FAT] (Jost et al., 2015), J5&ETEMFFZIMR
PG4t It 7, $R i T R AR (System justification theory; Jost & Banaji, 1994), %2
WEFFAAFE—F GBI ey BT “AIEHA” fadt, R EABAMTSEH T,
TR SR CRG. BARINE, B NAAE RN i RE A RN, SN, IEY
PRI “ RG-S FLBIHL” (system justification motivation), 1 AAII4EH . & FLALFI S HRIUIR (84N T7
M, AU TS SUFRBUA RS IR, HRANE DL E IR A AR 25 9840 Jost &
Banaji, 1994; Costa-Lopes et al., 2013). fEFIRKEZ Y], XM RGE HEAHIMEFERS 0 HE 7K
AT F ) ORI E” SR . AT IR RRT M B2 MR, KRG
AR AL AT 55 35 b ik 7 5 5 H IRA A TR R 2 AR R, I 5 HRT RGN ENE.
EEPE. IESPERE SR, B, 2 RS REGREERARIN, AR T SRR I e R
SRAPARIRAL, RTSRIEE R RFE TN, HMEMAER, H2RAFERIUR
(Jost et al., 2004). ZIRHFMARE, EAPEREE S (MIEEM RAEad, &Rl R AL E
Ko M1 (EEREIAED KRG EILIPES TR Jost et al., 2004; Jost et al., 2015).
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3.2 SCIEfKIE

AL 2 R B AT 45, M SR RGN ? —LeRf MR T SHERHE (Jostet
al., 2015; Malahy et al., 2009). Yoshimura F1 Hardin (2009) 3&#id %€ H A A\ %F 56 H#hZB0A 5 R 1
B, RN BTN AHA SR RE G HEE S, AT el S0 3R g T HATE
FHXRTWIEH (iR M, RSN RS — By, fid B AR H A0S 256 B A L 1055
#OERE b AEIE TR AL SEEMBIRBUASE . SRR, N EH AR
HAEET, RRTEA BRI BAR I ESR M, RIS 4558 H i BUA X R R I
FESRIA A FLALAIA] . Van der Toorn %5 (2015) MR FIRF SR ML T 58 BRSNS, ARATRIN, RUEH
SRR AP AE IR CRIFPR . 0% Mo BUNATER), FERUI 5 E b T 5535 1 AATTRE 7]
RESCREANT4 . AT, Jost MK [RIFdid ROV —AESE, W EFAFEMRRMER, BAA
Bwm (MAERD &35 R4 6 G SRR I AP IR (Goudarzi et al., 2020; 1
Friedman & Sutton, 2013,

Malahy 5§ (2009) FRIBHF0R X L0 I SS9 e 1) 7 I SEAB 58 . A T8I xF 1975 4F %2 2006
R 31 MISLEEA (3L 6120 A44508) BEAT TR, BEE I A RHERS, AMTRA IEH FE &5
B ERT, BRSSPSR K2 EAS: BEEESR TN BUARIRESSHI
&G, 4B FE (B0 Caricati & Lorenzi-Cioldi, 2012), Solt & (2016) Bt X} —WisEH
S EAE ST T, RIS AN A P2 X S EAALL, AETEEZ B AT
T P A v 1 M X 1795 [N ST 2 0L HE B v AR 45 S R, BEARME 8% ) AR AT LA3RAS 2. Buchel
%5 (2021 MW FABIRAE T SCRRIESE . MM T “E BRI E 7 B, @ik 28 ANE
KT 50000 4432 i B EAT 00T R, EATERE R RE0 FamiX, FKEfonik
K, ZUEBER “YNERREFERTVLTR”, BAFZ “ERMBIAZEEKRKR”, R
MRS A S & Zmerli A Castillo (2015) A, 7 W2 H I 5 A T2 FRAR (i 58
DEEAN IEBOEUA MR EIER: FeME, EWASMZEBIK, AN BB EEE TN
TR RS (LA, Lee et al., 20200, Zflih, JET 2012 i E K EEE R A, Cheung
(2016) RIL, v EARAHIX AP (RIRA X 3 JE RED 2 I B A R A
WERE (B, REREE, 2009). AT, SkEE MM ERGIFARME, TS, (A # R
R A BT LS 1 R

Ak, A ST RIE S RS A BB WA, FEERIL T AR Y (e.g., Brandt,
2013), 4, Trump F1 White (2018) FESCIGH B LRI T EBFATEFRE, RENE M &R
GEHES (BRE=MER, —RARGGHEES, VMEE, ASFRAEHEGER); SRR,
LA TEN— R ARG G BE SN EAE T R E R, (HEE A INEF fRa6HEES: JFE,
R AR I RIUE LA TP 55 AL s AR & R A S HES.



4 IIE5BE: R QI 6

Zt, AR TATPEREIALE KRG G EE SR L7 W L SHEK . ATEL
B, AN FEEAR SR B A § B R T AR B bR, O BRI EI B (G R 573 St A1
PR MRS S EACHEIS N e O Z AL A, 5 BRBIPLIRRYE, FFO8 Rt & HAE)
HURAEARH (2 3 S B AT 25 o AESSUERT T, PRPERS A 70 AR 2 1 — S8 TR SR, (HIRI
W AR 2 BsE . AR i P AR PR B 0 507 XA B R e T T2 L SERIERE 17 DIE
WHFE /RO T PTR T SRR, ORI — R TR IR, BATR R A =R .

4.1 MIMABTHE—FHE

H— MRS HE T ER X SRS, SRS R TE ) 2 R AR BT AT I U i, LR e 7 b
WL AR, 220 AR AE 1A S 5% AF . 4N, Vargas-Salfate 55 (2018) KA KFEA
PSSO R AT TT, B R ESE . FERR. KBRS ST RVEMIE 19 NEZK 14936 L4, R
TEHFEHHZFAEE (ERARED £EHITHHSS5 N 5 2R GHEERZHIXR, GRE
SN 5 5 JE R EAAAE S35 AT HLRURE, AEAN-T S5 12 P B vy 1 5, WO NBRAIC I R 4 5 PR bl
X —RIFEE FUESE T RGEAEAAIIR I A . AN, Brandt (2013) M#FFLRIL T A—EE L.
At = ANE AR R A (55 [ A E 280 70 55 [ — oAt 2 VA 2 Ktk SR E WL 25D 24T 44T
K Z P brll & AR (ke RE HAATFERED . HhaZ A (N, ZEERE.
BY2. Ml R MARGEHEGES (BUFEE, SHESPMAREG), TFRRI, AN FEFREE
BRI RGE G EES: ERATEEMET, WEA R 1 UEHE R UCHAL # 2t AL R I H
FEM AR SEES (B Curtis & Andersen, 2015; Li & Hu, 2021).

X FIXMA—H KB, Garcia-Sanchez &5 (2021) FEFIAFIRFERIEH, “XAPFERN A
W7 SRR R AEAE T P4 R BRI BUORFEX AL 1B, 95 AN 2 N3RS 1)
1M1 “ANTEE” SRl R RN RN RIS, AT AT S0 ) 7 2ok A A T4, AR, X —WM
MFRER IR PR, Lee 55 (2011) HIBFFLIRAL 1 5 M R BJIEYE « IR A F T 1992 4E 2 2009 4
Z 1B 118 iRt Fuak sl (% 25 RARREWFO #AT 00T, MATRIL, P GRiHdEAFE) 1
thoxrr, Ahosdifr (PRI M) S ako SCRCHR H IR m) 96 R M S, RIFE B8 P4E fpL a5 v
BT 2 AR R I TE SR R & BB AT, 4RI FO T R BRI R Al 3t iR,
Ti7R A& AR T T BRI DT HAh T RE I L o EAE RS, SRR SEAL A iR Al R s
“IEH” REEIEEAFES RASGIGESXAMEIE AT ? &1 HArf 7RG 2 —H Mg,
PR G 3 — Bt 52 77 T % ] 2 B AR e AT B = 7

42 BEMATHE_ME

ARG T EIR S IO, RN SE BRSNS R G A BEALSINE AT 55 SR
AGEHEESRATHEM, Jrmif Ko & AP IE AR EHL OB 517852 #illn,
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Osborne, Garcia-Sanchez Fl Sibley (2019) [ “ A48 5 FH X I35 19 % W — SO A 2~ B —Fh s
AN, YR (AL AP A e it o LUBOE R, R RIS R R 560 <5 3048 PR TR O
AL (o, B AL SERHTONEE) AR AR, RN RGE AL AR X X —
CEFM—ROW” HANE FRREBIEIER, B RS BRI RE S Dk 55 AT 5 BT R BT ARG
BIZE R, Osborne Al Sibley (2013) AR —HRALRME T 30HF . MATIRET “Hria 28R S a0
AR 3 6886 MFEAHIFLA I,  FEAAAH X RIF 1E 1) FII & 78 B IE AP S5 IR I EUE 3 A
(political mobilization), ANt RGE&FEASIHIAERE R R PEBFTEM, BRGESHASIHL
S AR R IR S 5 IEAF S IR R .

FAUM, Jost 5 (2017) £ “HERATNHIAL SN ” Jeqth I, 3R 17T N 5 —
T SRR AR SR A AZIHL (B NREAONED B, SIARGEEEAEIHL, BEHRERA
M 25 (A2 5) o (BdEd) Ha RGMNERITN. 25, Osborne, Jost %5 (2019)
B P AIM IR S TR A RS AR ANATTEEA SRR “ SR RGEHIERAT 7 X
R “UEP RGEMERT N JER, X TARMALE, RG-S EL AL rE AL 5 RS0 CRI A
PINTED - BEBRAN A IERE BEAASTAS, REm A6 SEAN SR SO RGN RFAT v BESCHF 4 R G 4E
AT N FET “2019 FFHE 28 L 5IMEM A" (HL 16147 28K, 4079 DRI FB R s
RHB AL REARD, DL —IiSEEAE LA L (35 1513 24k, 2Bl LR NF B A A s IRHL AL
D, AT 3 IFIRAIE 73X — W o IR PR BB AN [6] T DA A AN O — M AIL ) B — R
1, KBNS RGEEEASIIESE R, TR 7 DR T R A0 B R SRR AT NI
A A A, B AW ARG A HESHUE A —FE 7548 & (Osborne, Garcia-Sanchez, & Sibley, 2019),
B AR N A R ZHLE —Fh TR 4Z & (Jost et al., 2017; Osborne, Jost, et al., 2019), /& 5& 1
ARG a HACBIHLY B MBI OB 54T 95 R HMHI R, IR AT 8 7= I Ah S AL AE B2
S HAE I o

43 BEZMBH: HETTFEFHMRMAERFSEESHNREERE

5 &R HT TR B — AT TR BR RIS B — B S5, AR AT TR e i R g A P
BB B MBI R sz, RIHGX R T T R IR A R At e g Eg . 524
[, Ao AFR A EE S RESEABEIBRHSOFATE, MR MEETME GEE K15
RGUKT SLFEMRE T AT AL H RS B S “ 7. AR TS, A7 ML
NI (1) DUERF T S — e SRUEATEE “B7 iR (RIs A5
FEE) LS RGEEEESHANERR, ASCAIE N RTEATAE “ B (2257 LA FERN; (2)
PAEBETER IR LA 5 5 A M ZIL S R GG BB, B Tomid — & 2 —RPER] AR08,
HAMZIHLS RS S BB B2 M AR B oC R, M IR AN IREN A T4 5 R G0 B
EEMAFRR; JFH, (3) RIEATEE “J7 FZFAT BT G PR S an T & #4405 . PRIk,
BRI AR BV ANE T A4 FU s N sRin R S IR AL F M R RS BE &, R T A48
HE R BRI IR H REEPE SRR CBIARIEERD AL NENLE] CRIZIHLEAD .
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4.3.1 INHERL: T FFHISEEMN SRR

TERFP AT, AP RBOR IS ICHA # M R & BE 27 MR EE R A P47
5 “RKREGHER” MAMEXR. HXFPREEZN T “ANPE” REXT ANIROHEE X 1
NI RGEPARBEAT HIWT, ARRFRREE BB T AT A HIA T X — % WS & (Schwarz,
2007; B, Walker et al., 2021). [Eil, fERIZAFES RGSEESHRRZAT, HERAZ, “A
AR TARHAL F BEIRE 47 2 DA FOCT “BU (threat) 38 WAL NFRA T X — v &
PR T —FhANmELE B (AL A8 (Stephan etal., 2009): — 7 T, /™ 5 (AN P25 2510 ¥ 5 3% 4+ (Buttrick
& Oishi, 2017; Wilkinson & Pickett, 2017), HHIE AR #4575 B2 5 56 S H AR AL EE (Jiang & Probst,
2017, HAFIHE O GHI/NEEE, 2019) SFISERI R, M FILSEEUl (realistic threat); 55—
Jithl, PEREAPERA LSRG AT RGN EERESHE, Bkt /5041
P, MRS — PP RAE B (symbolic threat) o PAERF T AR H T AR Ao B4, Fritsche 1 Jugert
(2017) IS EE 3T T “EBEAT4E” SR T BIIEME SRS Kaiser 45
(2008) JU N GAE U 1 A JEIRTS 1 “FhRAF4E” fER] (WA, Friedman & Sutton, 2013). Hisk
JE 5 RAE B T BRI (1 2 L3 2% (Stephanetal., 2009); 5 Z AR, B HIKIE
Fe—PAFEE N RGBSR PR CTAESEASSMEERD,  BUHM R0 G2 £ Ak H A iR s AL A

S PRI U AT BB ARG, B PIFE AR BA ANRIBI RN (Stephan etal., 2009): M4 B F A
PRI, AP AE AR B A K P (I S B PT RE 2 10 AR & ) RS S 2 RS R
SGaEAEIR, EAPFEERGACFRSIERD SR N4 R G NRGRH SR, R
R ERPRASTEE S DAE LRyt 7Y IEds . EILSEE 71, Du %8 (2019)
BT [H KB ERA SR E (2010~2014) B FER I, FEWAAFEREEECRIIA 1, AT A
TR AR, QIR JRH, S A, AT AR T R 040 A F A 3
TR (0 Wienk etal., 2021); 1EJYBLSLBMME—FhR I, AU R AR V59 1 BE 4k 1T 22 PR IR R A 2
REMIATERA (Jiaetal,2020). 7EZRIEEM 7T, 2005 FFE3EE “REFEHE” R FELER, EfEH
529 2 N SIRIZ TS NRDEUE R (B D5 Napier 2 (2006) fEXHZHEAEEATHF 7L R I,
X R G55 N CARXAEEE “ AL T0 7, B95E N5 215 2 1BCR BN, AT EA N X
AN, BIRILHE ARSI RS, (depressed entitlement effect). XTI, Napier 28RN N, “FHFHE
o7 REXFEAFREE TR A IATE, ERAPERLSIUR S M T2 RGN ESGHIE
AR, MR MR RGBS (BDSRAEEY) . Kaiser 55 (2008) i — LWt LRI, X Ti%5F
P AR IOAETE S, A TR AR U R BRIITE, g AR g e 3 SCIR i SR 2 ol P
ot e ) 22 S A BRI R GUBW (RO RAERUY ), 75 A N R I HE 5 5 1) P B A A I

A, TEBMLA T, BREFEIRS RESEAIIRT S —, BITET e 50 E T
HA 50 AP A AN R AR R —— 3 i T AR R A, SE SRR AN SR A AR B A J2 T 11
SO CAnBLSe Bl ) 58 WA T 20 f, M E TATEE RS Z I (MGAER) . HET
R, APEXMEHALH RS G EE SR IR T AE R (B S A h s
(CE R



432 sHilEAL: BFHISRESEURI

AN S (RIS B -5 GAE B AR I 3 SO B HE R GTRER A T “ 2547, T BB AR 2 DK )
VEF U2 BRB AL, B ERISINLS RS EBINL. I 2C R LA RN A & &
GLEFUE SN BGERICEIER . 88—, WSO, —EXH R &HE SR RER. 8,
JE ZH MR, AHEATRMFIER T ARESTIKFRBI. BRZINERE T A
K, AENATGEY B RN BRI 1R G A FAL SN R T o R 1 RGUKF, fEAMT14E
. BEAAERERGEUR. FL L, RAGHNIERIATINARIHUGIER, R Z 4
P EBFZS BN H IR A AL (ego justification), BHREVRZ [ 4EY A REAR 25 OB HLAR S etk
A FRAL (group justification; Jost et al., 2001; Jost & Banaji, 1994; Jost & Burgess, 2000). %=, Xk
WA, —HEAEIEBK MR LR Jost et al,, 2001). AR, SHAATLER RGN SRS
2 HOAFIHAL; AR T ir#, & HAFERZIN R, FOE AL RGIRHAA
SREHMSMAL, F, A F IR RERI SN ARG AHE S, L AR ShHLUE R,
FATTEE AT B SR A A FE IR (Jost, 2019)

W R, AR 3 RS . SR A YUE T AR L RAERIE? X4 A P28 Bt R
19 288 JEU U B 2 LT P A B AL ] R AR R OGS PAE . BRTT S, 4 BT S AR B AR T
IS BN, B T RE OS4SR R B RIBOAL, dE SR R RS S
TEL “URIFEEAR” h, FET RSN ROC R, B I SE B G 1) B R BIALAR AT S R G e
BEACHHL, HMESE REEEES. AR, BNZEEMEREMRIONE R B3R R
A3 BE (Duetal., 2019; Wienk etal., 2021), 3 i 3 Houf +h 22 RS A IR Jiaetal., 2020),
S, A BAPETE RGUKF I RIS, SR BRI AR RGIUR . A RGHHT N R
G FLEINL, BEMISREL R AT S, AL WA T, ETRRMESININMRLR, BR
T B 1) R G0 A B L ar s ] BRI ZHL, R s R G EE & RSOk, <k
R LR PR EAEH, 55 NFTRILH B BCRIF0HI 808, (Napier etal., 2006 BA K A THDG Rl 32 S H
11 I L R Y B[R] (Kaiser etal., 2008), Atk 1 HIAHIESE . tb4h, Friedman #1 Sutton(2013)
I T3 — 3B VEIE T AN P2 B RAE B X 2 G A BRAL S ML A BE BORE o Al T S v B8R it b 5
HRAC 26T B 5 R G P R T T T R, 4RO ) RIS R (B ATE 2D,
ML TEA XL (R EE 20, BUATRSFIR GRTE A BIR) a0t ik 4 i ser R T2
MR B e IR, RIE ZIEX LSS0 RGN —FI RAEE, IS
RGEETAENN, AT I 2 EBUF AT & T E FBOE: HFH, X —BNAZ EWALSE T
HuAT IR

BT BRI, ARSI NAELE—F “ A AP LA 3 2R G0 & 3G & IR AR (i
B 1 AR, AREZER, PSRN RADIRG RG-S G & Z AL BRI K A7 10 B
1, EIRET MRS AP RS RAS, SRET RGUKTIIGSRIEAT, 1709 FR AL OLE

TARMALE AT AP A R GEBRBEAT AR, S A e A o s AR L R BT A AL, 40k 156
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RIHBARBE R R G GBS S #52Z, ARSI AL SR SO R GBIt 13077,
T AR AR EALA S T2 3 PR R (57 3 a0 e X AN S5 HEAT DA R o “ XUHAR R 7 3 5 70 B AN 46
SR B RGBS S MR LA, 3E T S A FIZIHLEE A, R DR 5T R AT T (1
GERE T, NEEATERMCHA # RE A G RN RSN <o 4L T
=B RS, RS H TR AR I SR S SRR Y S, (ESRARSRIETT AT LA FEA T
INCAFZA HF X AL AT 56 3%

AREIAK IS A/ BB R R fEVEHAL RGEBEES
(+) . (+) _ )
LS B B R/ R A LB

 BHAPE 3 - RAGEEES

© BENTE ! o © AR

. BEREZ - BUAREHE

© REAFE « AFKBORAERRE
o SUAE BR o RAEResl o

Bl #E2TEFHMERCERESBESHNEFEER

5 NEERE

Mo A IEE RPN A S I SR M AE B, C ROV M 2 22 4 5 R BN R
BN BRI (GBS, 20190 Ja /IR, e 57K S0 T AR X 32 PR 1) 17 A (R % 4 202005
S IEIRI, DA R e DR s 25 fili 4 2 175 9 AR AR IR 4 BRAE AL N S I BE s SR AL J ™ S b (% 2k
2020). EULTEET, WATROAE AT/ 2R R U ) MASGEHES. &
AT U IR B, DRSS T AP AL # R S8 & B S ARG L T AR “ XA /)
B A ERER PR ES J SRR SRR b, ASCIR T MBS VR ARRERESE, B “4h4
ATPEE MR AL R GE S B SRR ” (BURfRIFR “ XA ") . W SLERES, A
R BB S0, ARORA FUL 5 AE LR T AR AR R

B, DA AL S AT AR IR AL R G B SR AR . AT EH A
BB MA G S B, —H T MESVERMRAEL, FRE A A 32 R AR R S
Fet— AR . FEBLIE R, A EEEE LA SR R A (1D 2R 0 0 DR 3R AR A A XU A A 7
FAE T IATEE, EIFATIN R AR, O HrRESUS R T AT A T45
SR, AAEW FOR BT E AL 2 A PSSR AR AR AU, B2 AR S LR A TSR
CT%G DB, 20210, B, RRBEFTAEL L O QBRARRAL” I, W% K SRR 54 22 1 T4 F
Mo (20 8B 2 DR th T RERR A “ XUBR AR ™ MR 7. AT R G SR ST AE
PRI 2 AT AL — R, AT TERUR . 2L R AT F WA = R R
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RIEHEBBEIEM. B, ELFAFERER S HANEKRIHID, A 1 0] 56 5 s
M3 H S A SRR, RIS RS S HES (e.g, Cheung, 2016). K, RKHF LR
FEM LR R R o (3D “XUBRARARAL” v, B g5 PR RPN 2 18] R 56 R AFAE W] BE VAL 5t
WUl Blan, FETHMEMEREIE (Kay et al., 2008), % THRHIEREARIIAME, ILSLEM 5 A
9 FT R [ S M M s I ok, RT3 58 R G0 & BAK B (Fritsche & Jugert, 2017); 1fi 244t
R RGAREE RIS HRET, P50 RAE B T RERY 58 AR ZIHL, MRS H RS A G
& (Kayetal,2008). (4) J7TJEiEARZNE R G EUEHAFEIER, “XEREHRE" R4ET
552 AL AR, AN S H AR B R AR R o B, ASPASTEAME ST Z TH 1 RAE
JE Carn, ANFSE T B UM A 5 B N BRI 5k154E, 2013). RIHAERS
JETH LSy Can, B AT e F 8042803 Engler & Weisstanner, 2020) 7] 2520k
HAL W AR EIHLS RGBS, AT RE S EE S BFIHAEIERIUE] b SRS E
PP B AE B, T DAR T 5008, AR 7T R i — B 5 SR B R, 37 J “ U AR AL
12 JNEIFE R . (5) “RUARMEAL” BAE AR, HArR Bk E TR A B RIS R G A
PAGIHLIIR SE R (Jost et al., 2001); HXF T mdhr s, PFPEINIEAAAERE IR, HAY
LA TR ™ L SE BN, BRI “ XU AR FEANE R T m iz # . X8R T A
AL R G BAE &R AN RIAEAE AR B X, Oy “ AL BRIEAR UL SR A T — R AR A
B RS, 2013), KRB TR HE— 50t ARG R S8 A FLAS & A A SRl 5 B UL R

B, KIEAHBHE R TES RN TE” RN RG GGG, Tk AR HUR
HLIC R ARG SN, HITIRMATRE TH A PERX —F W F L. DAERFITH, WAFEE R
FREEMRIANAFZ Ml iR, MIXEEST . @R, HEFHmMZER. TEk, H
TR BB AREAER N, AR TE LI H s RfEs, IR
R CHIATE” GHERR, 202000 i, DUFE 5 2 AR AL A LT e 2 I+
SEHEMATFERE, FRARNZE. WS X 2 BIESFEE. SO 22l & ) %
WHEAFER IS, 2IH—FXEEATFEIS (e.g., Rodriguez-Bailon, 2020; Wiwad et al., 2021;
HALE, 20200, MRIEASHRHE “XERAAMR ", AFLAEHUIFEE T 09 KU A 558 I S2 g i1 DA
M HAEGINR, HTHRICERGN, XA RSN A5 ] e 2 ios SRR B FIBIL
(Zhou & Wu, 2011), HXF R EHEAF M ARFE AL ZM (Rodriguez-Bailon, 20200, [Fith, &
KW FAEHBRATEER KRG A B S, NOGEASEHITE IR CHATF5E” m
B FCHLH]

F=, NAEMES Z A P X RAGEUNNE RAGEES. RAGHELE
— PRSI LE ISR Jost, 2019). At A ESRIAHSINEVENE ? Jost 5 (20100 R, A
TEFZH, A HH (TRERLE IR SEMESDUR, H B MEIE T EAFEME (existential
needs). TANiR{4: (epistemic needs) FI5¢ZH M (relational needs) —FhIEALITEE, SR, PUMERFI
XFTIX B AR SR 1. —T7 1, XML R A B ARS R (Jost & Banaji,
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1994), A HoME Ui A% G i) A S D& T BB R “HidR 7 o — 5T, SEIERE S AT AT s RS
HEESRFRNEMEE RGN, EMSEHRAGHEESS KRGS AN BT
PNTFE—NEE . 1E40 Hafer 1 Begue (2005) XA IEHFHE SHERIBHRIE, RAGHESER
HIWIFAREA RIX 7 “EHEAMBNLRE” (BRESEAIIND 5 “SEURER S RN ()
REGHED): MZXERERITZHIHIRHTE AN R A LM GEME. A9l
AT (Kay & Jost, 2003; tH L Vesperetal., 2022). Xfit, B 7 EMESZHX 2 KRG & HASNE &
GEHES, ENRREESNNEINELRREGENSINL. BAk, DAERFAI 55— A2 b
T, RGEGHE ST M2 — PSSR ZTH RGNS & (prescriptive beliefs), & —Fhsizdh
JE BRI EAE & (descriptive beliefs), #l1ag ~# )% A ? Zimmerman Fl Reyna (2013) I\ NEH
DI IAE R INCAX 3, ARSRAIF A RLTE B 5 X A AP RS S I 2 T (eg, Li &
Hu, 2021).

W5, BARRAH XTI 5757, BRSSP R & B SR, K%
O E AL IR B S ER  IARRAE I (M £ 05, F07K K, 2017) o HE T A SCHE HH I “ DU AR AL 7,
2/ NPT N T FRAAT T, —J7iH, FT “WRE9a”, RMnsEs A&, AAIE
) “PEERIEE” (RER, 2019, b, XFTAah A s, HaRIEE B iR 0%,
A PRSI Z B AR e, BRIl ) CEE SR, 2021); X TAb i) 5555
i, ISR B Z RN N A, Harkm B ERESNE O S A8 (FKESE, 2019; 7KER
%, 202000 FH—U7H, FET CHBRERAE”, WS EPERTRE RG-S ERASIHLE “ XU TTEIEK8” (Osborne
& Sibley, 2013; ML H5E, 2018). MHIKE, R EHAINHUS THFAETEHZE (Lietal., 2020).
Ytk fasE Jostetal, 2012) HARWRE L MKMIRE, A5 DR 16 B R AT 6e -5
AP IE 2R (Garcia-Sanchez et al., 2019), AR IEAE AN A KIS A (Tanetal., 2017).
R, [ A Ah 53 TS 2R Ge i BEAL SR IX T AR B, SRR U BRZR A6 1% 1 TR e s
KB AFIMEA (Jostetal., 2019; Fernando etal., 2018). 42, “XUEAMRERL” 78 SR /R~ A T4
SR HIA 35 R GG EE & I R 2 OB (R b, B RA O B2 TR SS T4 A B A 00 3

EILYR
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Exploring the effect of social inequality on system-justifying beliefs of the
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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.
Keywords: social inequality, system-justifying beliefs, system justification motivation, self-interested

motivation, social governance
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