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P E R4 B SRR SR 2R R R
E kA AN GDP M 1000 3EJC1] 3000 &0 AY
CHENY B, #E M54 SRR B0 ARk, A Rhat 2 KU
a2 77 I ™ R (ZER AR, 2005; DFRE, 2005), X
Hod, PR = 1T DUB AR S Ak 2 07 IS B 28 R
fiE: M 1993 4EF 2003 43X H4F 0], FEARYE /4%
BAR LT, ATV K 17%; BCREY K, &
SRR ARG 12% (&, BiseZ,
ZEHEAR, 2004) . 2006 44 [ A AR A S BE AR ST 6
T4, 2007 4EAH 14 2 8 JT 4%, <2008 AR AL,
AFRMW s, B2, 25854k, 2008), “2009 48
VAR AT AR S BRI 2 AR (L
5, B2, ZEEAK, 2009), “iF 24 HAS U AIREAR
PRSI R A RIRIHE S AT Qs i d, 2
RiAK, 2010), PR 7= A RO SR 00 2 WAL 25 Fn 2
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T PR I 1) NS AT BEAR AR Bl AR (3K 4, T OF,
Jilit, 2010), F2EE IR, 20 2020 FARK 2
TR =R R 0 % I (E e 2R, 2006)

AR 5 R X 4 S 580 R IR 2 1T 5 L
1. 2004 AR PRITHISEAE . 2008 051N %
A = LR B A, 2009 4R
WAL A RN ARG AN A, TC— A% Y
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W, EIREA AR e X, RBBAGE —(F
U, 2009) B ULAYREARPESE R, FEAE R A
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VAN B R G W B e e YT LR DOE TN L RS
X T Y R At S AR, 1z A Y MY E A B
. [HEMMT TG, BReE 22 15 BE ]
BT M SO REARPE S 5 IR LR DL
LR SR o gE . — B RGBSR B s . B4
FEOGT F J7 FI B B35 80 i 6 2 X 0 4 B )
() 1 5 A S — 2 ] 52 0 Ak 2 B L 4 B A 1X 40 TR
M S L R PR AR T, AT, BEAME
2 RARTE BRAT AR A — B A 25 VR O =K

FE R = 0 02 2 T 3R S B g R RE AT
(collective action/behavior) (5kF54E, J&iiE, £ _F,
2009; BRIk, BEEE, SREZE, 2010; 2306, X7,
ERAE, BWEAT, 2011; Zm, FHAME, 2011), FriF <4
BEAT R, BRI 2 5 R CE R BUIR 1917 3
(Wright, Taylor, & Moghadda, m, 1990; Wright,
2009), s&—Fpt [FE 2552 0 SRS T R (Park &
Burgess, 1921). L INHEEE, 35E, 2T, L, w~E
% (Walker & Smith, 2002). fe i iEEREA T IS
Bk E L2 D225 Le Bon (1895/1995), e
EZAEPE TS E2Z A (crowds)—ir), XTEERERY
JETRPEAT AT T IO S, RE SR
Park I Burgess (1921)0] & SeiAmf et T S REAT
HHIREE A2 EREE IRy, PR R AR T N
AR B LR, AT RE A NATE HARE
Wi . 2HZUPETE 194t 2318 Bl (social movements) Fl
Fh 2 Hifi(Tajfel, 1982), X = JSHEARAT M AR &4
ANOBOARTT N, (BFE B bR B0 RN 1T 3 i 4L 4UHE
7 A2 IR 25 5 GRURHT, 2006) . R, PREIEERE T
R At 2 ORRBLE, AN B T R AE A PE S A 3
JIEFRHE, AL AT DUA RS A 1 A ) SR s B 1
RZF

TEREMR P SR b, X 7 09 WU BE 4243 B ——
TR AR5 >4 5 B 1) S0 Fhoat 25 AR PR
MEREAT NS 5ENEE D AN — Titih
RHEZRZERS A B 4 EHEAHE, BmIcihrg A
FRUAEFIAT M RIE S 5K, A B8 ol As LT
FERER ) 55 S b A SO R R I . AR AT Do 22 21 A
X3¢ 25 (relative deprivation; RD)., A [H] (group/
collective identity) . #fF{% 2% (intergroup emotions) .
FEAR S BE (group/collective efficacy) &t £ .0 B ad
o BRI, Xkt S 0B R AESE AT N A B L
el S AR T 2 AR S b Y S AT Sy SO TR
BB ?

AT et S B AL DAL 2 —, ) ok

Z R SRR | SRR AR B e B A
(van Zomeren & lyer, 2009). Park Z J5, B2tk 4
PR ODHPE . BURHPR . TTRBR AT ER
A NAN [ £ 2 46 7 SRR AT B R AR AL o X Y
Py A SE SR E YN (MU S-9E 25K ¥iid
1787 ” (van Zomeren, Postmes, & Spears, 2008).
XF 3 — [l R [ 2%, 96 R B TR . IRFN L S BLAN
4 & Ry o0 oot FE (van  Stekelenburg &
Klandermans, 2009).
1.2 BHAHEXMRE

Stouffer, Suchman, DeVinney, Starr Fll Williams
(1949) 85 & B, B v A4 14 A= 375 AR 0 e
IFARMO A X . B A bR kel B, 2 DA
I NAE R Z TP o RIS R R A T
BARMAL, 237 AR RIZE o AHRERIRF A O 4L
250 B O 2 & 41 4 H #8 (Zhang, Wang, & Chen,
2011), & EHCEI =+ 24Kk, NRFFARR AR
AR Kl (HA 2y BPTE 2R d A s s,
VAVAN RN 220 B 5 A iy i 707 a7 I G 18
T E IR R IA A, B AR X R 2F (oK P 4E A
2009).

OB Loty (BURF AR E R A,
AN [e] B0 A S AR RS o RS0 B B 2
AAROWEAE 25 A PRI 11 £ 2 R B A A X 3R 25, 56
A AR FIVRE A7 T X 2 U0 25 1sf 7 2 XU A2 s A 7
N FEFL . Walker Fl Smith (2002)K¢H1XF FIZ5 52 LK -
52 HBEK (reference  group)#H L, NN H & AF)
AL o S BRI T DURAMA, dn] DURRHA,
AR 2 BB YA R K, AR5 7T 23 S A A
XF3EZF (egoistic/personal/individual relative deprivation;
IRD) 1 ¥ {& #H %+ 3| ZF (fraternal/collective/group
relative deprivation; GRD) (Runciman, 1966). Ri#
BT AE B9 J& A Br HE % (interpersonal comparisons); J&
# P AE ) J& B PR EE % (intergroup comparisons;
Taylor & Lind, 2002). — /™4 80 E) AH X ¢ 25,
o it 5l & — RN 45 K AT o B (Mark &
Folger, 1984), tniHi%, 41, JFnl g S 80 o &
FE 25 Hb A7 B K B9 W 3 5 S R 4T 8 (Mummerdey,
Kessler, Klink, & Mielke, 1999; Smith & Ortiz,
2002; Pettigrew, 2002; Taylor & Lind, 2002), ik
AT R

PAAEWTFE 2R F B WR A 1R 4 8 A vk D
AT 2F o W Syt S ARG A . LTI A
(Foster & Matheson,1995) . Fifgft 25 Hifi; (Wright &
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Tropp, 2002) . EMEZ TR DL (Pettigrew, et al., 2008;
Pettigrew & Meertens, 1995). AR (Tropp &
Wright, 1999; Zagefka & Brown, 2005)% . /A #
AT FF I FFE . Guimond Al Dambrun (2002)
W = T (scenario) BB X, 1EDBRR A K
AE IR ] 52— B S e U B R Bl AR AR R T R/
AR A AR LG, AR S TS A AR 2E 57
A REAR AT S FEREAACRE X 3025, BOR U8R, EA))
B Z XPARAIXTFIZF AR, B2, hRE 2
AR RIFAE R — D R R, AR AL
o RIOFRR, S5MAMXTRIZFH L, AR
Xt 25T 5 S EUERETT M (Abeles, 1976; Crawford
& Naditch, 1970; Dion, 1986; Dubé-Simard &
Guimond, 1986; Guimond & Dubé-Simard, 1983;
Hafer & Olson, 1993; Mclnnis & Grant, 1991; Miller,
Bolce, & Halligan, 1977; Walker & Mann, 1987,
Smith & Ortiz, 2002; Smith, Cronin, & Kessler, 2008;
Taylor & Lind, 2002; Wright & Tropp, 2002;
Vanneman & Pettigrew, 1972), /R4 Uk, BEAHIXT
7 GAEREAT I Z A YA OC = Z W ALAE R 7 P 2
7K (Walker & Smith, 2002; van Zomeren, et al.,
2008) . (AT FEAAAHXTFIZF BUAAAE, A JE LASE 25
EZ R PTERBYESE, 2010), 1T WL, FEARAR X R]
F AR S B2 5T R AR
Feor A, BRI BRI XS RIZF I, AT A ZH
PEFELLKR IS A A FIFE 27 - i 55 ek
A NHAT 5 BCAE 2 BB LAY B AR X 320 8% il
Fh o A U RE AR LA . B4, WIRLK PRI 3R 255 )
FEAARX R SERAT MG R? HFZ, AR
AT AR R SRR T A ORI R 2

1.3 BHAIARE. BRI, BEAZEE

PAAE 2 rh, AT 55 F LA AR B AT
INER Y S HAEEAT R, R ZBUSEEREE T
ANl BOH A S TG 28, BAT SR S FRITER N 2L 32
(Wright & Tropp, 2002). PHit, 7@ A LB
FEXFR2F 5 AT N R R B b AR i FEIA
AR N & — %0 52 0 R 2R (van Zomeren, et
al., 2008),

Tajfel (1978)Fr 123k [Fl(social identity) 5t 4
“HIM S B —&B8 7, R TR H R TH 5
FEAL AR RIS A TR BIVE A A 8 01 T
B AT B A7 NN (B RS SO BRI TR B 423 IA
], $8 RS FEAIE T REAAR A By 2 S0 BRIER
F, WU, FEAN O B 0y B & 31 B Foit &

HYFEJE (Tropp & Wright, 2001), #EAIN[RI#GE, H
FoAE & Ak S P (sociality)# & ™ B H AR ML, B
PR H ARl AR TS AT IE SR 1 B xR

2N A #2(Social 1dentity Theory; SIT)IA N,
IR 5 SRR R B DTG - 1) FEAAR ) b A7 1) 22 53]
B A IE Y 1Y (illegitimate); 2) A ] #0371
X5 8 A0 A = A Fa 52 1Y (unstable); 3) BEAR L FL 2
A3 % I (impermeable, B b Av BE A B B3 TG s
T v 3 57 36 A B A7 B 1), 8 D3 23 i X AR B4R
FRITATE], AT 3| 24 TSR R AR AR TEEAACAS 1) b 7 1) SE T
17 A (Brown, 2000; Ellemers, 2002; Tajfel, 1982;
Turner & Brown, 1978; van Zomeren, et al., 2008),
BRI R R BEAT S 0 T AR © 78 R B G 4 2
(Hinkle, Fox-Cardamone, Haseleu, Brown, & Irwin,
1996), 1= T.(Kelly & Kelly, 1994; Veenstra &
Haslam, 2000) , 4 &1z 8Jj(De Weerd & Klandermans,
1999). A% iz 5 (Kelly & Breinlinger, 1995). [F]1E
%3z 3 (Simon, et al., 1998; Stiirmer & Simon,
2004a) . 2~ 432 8l (Giguére & Lalonde, 2010; Stiirmer
& Simon, 2009; van Zomeren, Spears, Fischer, &
Leach, 2004; van Zomeren, et al., 2008) & ¢S5
2z A2 IR B UF 5T (Branscomble & Ellemers, 1998;
Ellemers, Spears, & Doosje, 1997; Wright, et al.,
1990) PG BIESE . TEREAAPER R, BRI R & 4%
I RIAEI, TR

Xof TR AN (] A 6 R <5 0 5 2R, SRR,
— ELRFACTA TR d, 583 ST A A8 53 B fb 1) AR
BrECRE, AR B AR AR XS R8T B, TEACAR
*F #2523 F Tl (Ellemers, 2002; Kawakami & Dion,
1993; Smith, Spears, & Oyen, 1994), FEAAIA R K it
SR AL T 55 S R D1 1 T A AR X 3% 25 8 (Abrams,
1990; Ellemers, 2002; Mummerdey et al., 1999; Petta
& Walker, 1992; De La Sablonniére & Tougas, 2008;
Tropp & Wright, 1999), {15 HEAAARXT 25 K P-4
R AN A S AR 2 SRR T h 2, AR
WEFEIE Ay, TR IR T BRI 19 TR AR X R 25 5
AT RFR : TERFAONFE AT, BEA
FEXS R 2F 5 AT I SC R e AL, T REAR A
XF AR RERE = AR, GRS AT RE 2 5 AR T
FERFARN R B ™ AL 25 A IRl B, B AR
Xof L0 R FEA T S B TR T A 25 i B

T BRI 2% P38 (Intergroup Emotions Theory;
IET) & 28 1 4L\ [R] 32 5 ] 1 3R a9 Ak 23 P X —
PLFf1 (Smith, 1993, 1999). REAAFLEAR T AMAE L,
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B HOR T BN A A9 FE B (Smith, Seger, & Mackie,
2007) . Yzerbyt, Dumont, Gordijn FiI Wigboldus
(2002) % K= AR REAR AT 5T o, BEACIA R A3 53
NG5 e — S AR I B 155 2 S 5 el 1) G B oA A
BLBY o YREAIA LR, N, S A Oy iR A
T H ALY — B0 o AR B O H Ak
TR )T XA RE I X BTN, 20 A L 5% i) 847 2
1|5~ S Rl NI A AR = g (TR SR 5 A N 1
(group-based anger), ‘T B X AP AR R FAT H
(offensive behavior; Lodewijkx, Kersten, & van
Zomeren, 2008; Mackie, Devos, & Smith, 2000;
Y zerbyt, Dumont, Wigboldus, & Gordijn, 2003), 15
RAG L N AEREAT J 0 H R, (A4 R B R HX
HERAT )7 R (Rydell, et al., 2008), FE{AT L
XFFHiis (hostile protest)ZEEEFELT M 1 38l 53 VE R T
HCBH % (Iyer, Schmader, & Lickel, 2007; Leach, Iyer, &
Pedersen, 2007; Smith, et al., 2008; Stiirmer & Simon,
2009; van Zomeren, et al., 2004, van Zomeren, Spears,
& Leach, 2008), Leonard, Moons, Mackie #lI Smith
QOIDMFNEMIF s, BHATUR SHHAZINREN S A
K, I AR S A Y I LD A (discrimination
appraisals) K5 | RFERHAT R K, BHATUK AT B R
TR ] F0 AR AT S (D) B9 Hh A PR K (Smith &
Mackie, 2005; van Zomeren, et al., 2008),

PR 5 b1 B8 (Resource Mobilization Theory;
RMT) WA BEAR BT RE 2l 53 0 B IR R A T e A
By (McCarthy & Zald, 1977; Gamson, 1975;
Oberschall, 1973; Tilly, 1978). 1l Fif 1A Al S5z ke 1 35k
P A AU O N B NI T i S o 1 e SO VU VN A
(Klandermans, 1984). Firif “BHAZRE”, 248 HE AL
GOk I A A W] %5 6E % S B AR B AR 0 1E &
(Bandura, 1995, 1997), W5k, FEAAE S #EA
UAE IEAH & (Kelly & Breinlinger, 1995; Mummendey
et al., 1999; van Zomeren, et al., 2008), 4% b1 A &%
e R RERZCRE R, ARATTARME A A BE ) B AT
ffiv iz A kb4 (Drury & Reicher, 2000, 2005; Reicher,
1996, 2001), Z 5447 N B9 W] BE 1 B 2 1 K
(Hornsey et al., 2006; Kelly & Breinlinger, 1996;
Mummendey et al., 1999). i, BPEREA A R HE N
2, RGO EREAT A RO 5 1Y, ]
38R 45 1T 2 5 H: ¥ (Doosje, Spears, & Ellemers,
2002; Ellemers, Spears, & Doosje, 1999; Kelly &
Breinlinger, 1995; van Zomeren, et al., 2008), van

Zomeren S5 (2008)UF S T HEAIA [R]85 BE AL BE A1

ERAT N E M ZBIAY SR . TR R RN 1Y
Bk, AR A GE R, WESEES ST,

AT 3 S LB R —— BEARIAIA
PR R RE, 275 0T BB IR 1 FF A AR X 325
SEREAT AR OC R 0 IECRE 5 A A A R Y
(mediated moderator) 5% ¥ 7 ' 4 (moderated
mediator)”Z5 &3 ?
1.4 MxiEE

R JEAL, SEREAT R R TE AR E 1Y 1 5 (context)
AR X BLETEIE S, FEA AR R T RS
Fh AR (N AR RAT SRR o e IR A N AT
H LB I AR B /2 Smelser, 76l A4 (1 0
{HFE 8 (Value-added Theory), filt & S F 24k
FEAT M0 B4R 25 (Smelser, 1962). J& 4% 1S UET
FATAR il R TE IR B BUER T M G 8, ik
AR —7E R K SR, 7E van Stekelenburg,
Klandermans fil van Dijk (2009)%& %, W02 1
(microlevel) i)~ A.0 B o L2 1] (mesolevel ) ) 1/
BERE (il & S A SS A, SERE IV AR REAT M Y 3l
BIHLH . IS UE I TE B2 A (A 7 R 1] AL/
(8 S 1 B, power-oriented/value-oriented) ¥ T~
&2 5 £ B AT R 3h HLR BB I 95 1E A (van
Stekelenburg, et al., 2009), A} 5 [ %1% B 54010
S R X AE T E N AR ES . AUISR
BN 2 5 5@ AT SR ARAE s S Rh
SZ 1, I ES M BN S5 E W S AR T R
FEIRF AP & B B U & (Turner & Killian,
1987). Stiimer H1 Simon (2009)k 42 5 % (4ME 5
BL, BFEEREAT R BN 45 20 A B B (hostile protest)
1T H A (instrumental protest), BUEAlEE F, &
H5#H BIERIINIE MR, THAMEET,
Z 5% BIESCI AR ERE H xR

THEEQOONRIE IR FAAEH A . FEAEFN
1Pt ERARTR], KA M ERAR AR A, Hhss
MR DL IR AL =2 SRR R R
WA sz S, PersEOF . i N
S5 dh ot R W TE Z R AR PLR MR, anJs N
F . BREN. AEFEE SR, £
(20 10YBF FF A 1 R0] 43 6 T ) 25 2238 O BE (A1
Fif, BT AWEE MRS, DURGE SR BUA
AR B R 4 =2, FE TR 25 R I8 O BE AR T 35
P BAR R 2T R 25 b €51 k., BIFET4Ed . ¢
ORISR B B R 255 35 T AN T ) A AR S )
TCWIH R g2 FoR, EEAE R AN
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ZEA AN E LS, AN, e REFE, A [A] ) B S B BT RE S R Y RS

AT AZS 5 FH R a5 2 5 il S 0F B G, a]
DI A3 2 ) 25 AH 5C fisk & 1% 5% (instrumental
incidental context) Fl F z& J& 3¢ fih & 1% % (non-
instrumental incidental context), TFoL i, X H g
A<M #5 J0 6>, JFAESE AL oG, T — Al A
Ko ApLett oxit i g vb o, 25 F LM
W, JETE LI 45 32 2 FE S Ry, 254
AT R B T e 5 [ B e AR Y 55 34
o FTLAHEWT, AN R il &4 5575 5 90 SR A i
AR . BT JCIX A SE RS, il A B AR
SER, X FAEREAT o IR R AR e
1.5 #RiE M

DA RN X 025 . FEAN (R A 2 A%
BEsC AR REA T R I s ASHER tH,  DATEAAAH X 341
FFHERAT NIRRT, BEAOAR S5 Z AR
AIFEPRIDTIR . BRI A 8 45 A8 ot XX — =4l (%) 5% i B
5 Ry BR 0 B2 T OUAIL I A 4R, 2200 1 % 3
BLT A A B F2 52 ) 1) fipd & 15 358 3 — o L IR 3R A 4
Mo BMERER—ERT, CAWRBEERET
A [E] A FEE A AT X 3 57K o AR O BT 327 () B AR

A 22 S 9 SRR AR ) 5 A R B X AR e 3
Foft X6 75 SRR AT Fop B — 2D R, TR % <F
VR T8 REAT 1y 10 3 B W] R 25 R AR M4 IA [m) 119 22
SMAFTAIE . 5358, [Al— O BHLE VR AN R
858 T REAFAE 22 57 o I H RTBIFFE i ik = 3 J7 T
ASEIESZ T o PRI, ASATSE3E AR TR AR AT 0 0 fid A
5, T EET MR RS AL . BF5Em
FOME A5 A -

[l — b K 15 52T, AEAACTA I S ey 80 55 B AR X
FIF —RBAT WIC R 7 BERBURS AR RE &
AR T X — IR 1 L] 7

AT fish SR, ARSI TRD X R (A AR X0 3% 35 —
SEHEAT O 22 A B R A ARy e A2 BeAE 2 BEAA5E
AT AL RETE e P RS2 MR TR AP A 25 577

B PSR AT R AR SR 1 SeiE
T [R] — 1 858 19 3y DAL ) (A o195 355 A 42 il A2 ),
FESLAEREAT O ) — JRROR s S 2 A LA F i —
ARSI 1 @7 BB IPLHI7E AN [R5 =5l
M ERHEEE N B A2 ).

ik, AOFERE R AR EILA 1.

SN e
HECHIXS 25 F:’ > KW
fiah Az A5 45 HElARE
K1 A i RN B

2 S 1 BRI RIZE R ST
IR BEGRARF 345 1

X FEREAT RO EEHLE], van Zomeren 5§
(2004, 2008) £ T A [ 12 #5E A (dual-pathway
model): TERFAAEXS RIZF 50T, AR B 450
PR AR RN ERAT R . YA R
AR A IR ERAT R, X—FRIES
P VX #45 (emotion-focused coping approach);
MEEAANFREE WA, GRS R 4R —
FKCERE, MR TTRES SER TN, T Z,
FEAIA R S AR B S AR BEAT M G R - X T
BRI R AR M AR, R AR ge R, T

549115 (cost-benefit calculations), 2345 #¢ AY
T = 7] (Klandermans, 1984; Stiirmer & Simon,
2004b), ZBRIE fE A5 8l (van Zomeren, et al.,
2008; Stiirmer & Simon, 2009)¥ {11z zlj(van Zomeren,
Leach, & Spears, 2010)3F R T 4045 2ESL
AR E T AH R A REAARRE X 2R KT
TESEREAT R Y SEUERE S v, W93 K 223 ik Xt
EETEAT g T ) I H R AR S BRAT R o SR TR
B —IT MR RN TR, 7EXE LIRS SLPRTT
R, AT R E MR 5T B iR AR (Ajzen &
Fishbein, 1980; Albarracin & Wyer, 2001; Eagly &
Chaiken, 1993; Fabrigar, Petty, Smith, & Crites, 2006;
Jonas, Diehl, & Bromer, 1997), X—5i82 7 [F)RE
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W THERAT B I MERT I Z B R, 57
K5 .

FET U, 525 1 SRR LR RSB

HI: SEREAT R 7 ) (o 3 WO AR TR A T

H2a: FEADN FIE 5 B X 335 — SR T
=N LP

H2b: FEAD [R]E 5 A A X 3 35 — ST
MRFR

H3: DRI 55 FE A AH X 3% 25 A8 [6] K SF T
PRGBS BT N R M Z M AR, RO AT
FIZF | BEVRO R RO A B XT R FEA T Sy T2 1) B9 5% 1
AE—A = s AR

H4: FEARTARS b A B A DA ) X 0 A A X6 3] 25
—SEREAT R I R IR VE R, RIAEAAR A IR X
PAAE X 025 — ERFEAT Sy T 1) 1 U 2 38 A AR 1
RX — P A ARSI
21 A&
211 #ik WwHlm 119 ZALaT A Rk =2¢
e AEIRTE 18~25 % (M =21.86,SD=1.17), % 108
K, 1 B R LB T O 3 e R A DL A
BR A Al AL T TR 27 AR Sl IR B TR 5% 1
HAUWETHIESS5M,
212 TWEF LRORH 2 WHEMXTRIZF: &,
1) x 2 CBEMARIA AL 8 o™ A e AR TRD, T i —
e AL NIN DY AE N [E1 R

AR . AEREAT A I R AT R o

BB RN BB DU S 25, 3R 8 4.
Br—20 NECH 14 850, HA 11N 15 %4, if
S AL HEAE [ — (R R U P, AN S50 1 (1] 1k
B sy, b oS A RIS (R, AR S R
HICH B SOARTIEGE AR RGBT 8 B AT = S A K
o SRR, E R4 S8 B A R A
FRRIIFST) . RO A 42 P 515 B

STy 4 AT

T, X AT AR A ) I 2 M B R (van
Zomeren et al., 2008): FFEFHAINREMN B4, EOR
B SCFRITE PR —4 A RENET,
TR A ARG — KRB R 7 — RN TR
M2, BOR GO CFE A I E TR — 2R
B%¥F, SH SN — KIS BRELN? "8 T
s Ak B T S g AR IE], ST bR o R T 5K

(Normative fit), 7ERIRIEZ SERUG, B BRI TR
A PORE KRR C— 8 A R¥EET—K
Z N AR A A RE AR — AR DA R
HEFAWRE KA~ B EE T —RZ NS
R T AR, B X R A A RS IS — 1y
AL HE FE AR DA R $ G0 56 S L I8 S 78 380 (P 2500 JHR
M A= FERL I AE N Y T — o

LR, XL HEA TR AR X R 2F RO Tk
TR0 AR 05 9 SE g AR, ARk iR T S0 K
EIRAIERXT A K2EF B R2FEWALE AR AE Bl
TAETT T BB BBECRACT XL, A i A AR X 1
R, A KRR A sl SRR K T B AR T
B R AR TEAREHARFHXTRIZFKE, A REtke
Ml AR B 5O AR K ST B AR T B R 5l A= o Z B
DI B R AR A REFEZENS BB, 2
P REIEAR, ELIA y B AT R A 2R s
MRS, SRR LRSI Y T %R %
T Guimond 1 Dambrun (2002)A475 28 . B 32 [4) 132 58
XM, JUS — 0 G55 B AR AR 0 SR B AR
55, FEACAR LB NG . Z
S AP £ AN TR], Ay 104 S A e X A4 R %o 4]
FHERGE S SRR FE AR

9L Aok B Al L E SRR 1R B
IRTE 10 Z050 P9 13—~ A R34 5l 2B PR AR ik
M IE B A By < B S G RGE . Z R
YEE P A = A =S X R AT, K
BB R T o B ) A5 AR I o [R) 3 LSO
WA T T R, el <A1 A K#
BB IRl 2E I ZRHE, W T A 2 S5 ARG £ 1 ) 2% 1) ]
S R AR A O B A I AEAU T8 . TE AN
REFAEZ AT B AR e E 200G, A AR T30 1
KRB E BTN MR EEESS,
5 TERE G A~ TS L B A ik 44 DL AR
)y W N S HEC el e A (I E S S S U
BIATHEILE, ZZRATTEEARN KA THELE
ol A EEA

S, A THE, BB NG B AR 2 DY
BRI . 52 RUE M B B S R B,
HISLEG AR AT Y, SRASHOL IR, I RO E
SR A PR AR 1 B S DR M BUTE AU o
J& 45 T aAH I i (30 T/ N6

U P9 A T R A OB — 1 ©2010 P R ZEHEAT RS 100 R o, MrHEA A REFERT B ORE - (ER

http://www.cuaa.net/cur/2010/)
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A,
=

213 LTERIEMNE  FHEMXTRHZEF 2 A
(Tropp & Wright, 1999; a=0.71), T+ HZZ E#:9\
Ko anefEh A K25, SOk 5 B R¥%F
AH G, FESO 7 T <1 dEE AR 2T JEE
AR By, i (EBE R s T AR X % 25 b
iR

BEAINTR] 3 A~8I0 (Doosje, Ellemers, & Spears,
1995; a=0.70), J T A& REIGE . neFof A c
MA—2 A REpseyr WAl AR E 2
“7 BRI S BB RN RN ) B

BEIARIDTAL 3 4N (van Zomeren et al., 2004,
2008; a=0.93), WX F A KA E ARG
ARV | AL TEX — A, BN —4 A K22
T, BURFP RN JEH BT — S A
b e 182 0 N X (R ST =B TA N A N1 ing =18

FERRLEE 3 AMEI(A] s 0=0.88), Gn“unif A
REFERA TGN, REAER T &M —5 -
U 2 AR R Ry T, N« FE AR R
“7 AR R S E S F R R AL e B

AT I U RO SRR T B AN P IE 1Y
A5 H A Ry EEKRKEIFES
BHVIORAE T, BOEREESm "Wl B
ANEE ET EFER . MEBERRERITH
] R

BT R WOl STEATHE BEA; Nt
A1, R 0.
22 #HR

119 280X, A 3 249l o0 7 I ) S2 56 5
(12 b fe s 5 AR SEFIR); S3f 2 A8k
BAEZAINIL, W EdEsk . ek X 5 448080
B mER . Ry 114 DERAEAR T, B4 103 4,
w1 4.

221 IRYNRRTE ORGSR 2 G A R
Tk L BT AR A X 1) 25 v {1 T L ) R A A X %1 25
BORK R . ARSLI T, BEAAHXTRIZF I 3(E R 4.93
(SD = 1.06) i e {EK P 2EL 14 B A4 A Xt ) 25 28 4 7 7 57
FEAS ¢ i A B, A AR AR XS R 1Y o (M =
4.50, SD = 1.12) W F ML T = BHAM X #IZFHWM =
5.35,8SD = 0.81), #(112) = -4.68, p <0.001. P, 52
I X< FHEAAR A T 1) 23X — A8 e 4R R A U -
FEAA DN TR 35 G0 1% A 2t 3 o b s — R AT
[i) oy b AR B A DA [R] oY S A 2 A R AR DA ] 3
AR kA S . R T REASA R AT T POl &, Ky
H— M TR EHe oy GL1 (M = 5.60, SD =
0.83); M5 kL AT 43 802 GI2 (M = 5.64,
SD = 0.86)c Xf—BeHEAARTIA RN 5 20 FAE 2 HEAARIA
[EIZL% GI_1 SEAT ST BEA ¢ K00 2 B, — M4 IA
[l 2 GI 1 434 (M = 5.37, SD = 0.82) i F Ik
T ERARINFEIH (M = 5.84, SD = 0.78), 1#(112) =
=3.13, p <0.01, X6 g0 FEAAIA 7] 6 25 1 i
— AR R PIEA N . 5 — T, XA
[i) ™ S 2H RN AR AT TRIZH Y G2 R4 T ST B AR ¢
Ko &I, — MO WA GL2 M =
5.32, SD = 0.90){/5 & F (X T4 BN 4l (M =
5.98, SD = 0.66), #(112) = —4.38, p <0.001, FEK2F
T A E X 381 25 1 45 02 A5 5 RS A IR DA TR) ) A2 Ak,
$ GL 1A GL 2 HEATHE X REAR ¢ K 56, 450 oon 22
SEARBE, 1(113) = =9.12, p >0.10, 8B 5250 X%
PAAE X 30 25 (R R N T R 45 B iy R AN [R] 1 ik
E I
222 WRFHERKRTEEERX BHE 1 AW
A be, BEARTBURSRBE ARG 5 R AR —— R R
AT CE ) 2 AR, R 19 2 Bt 2 % 3k A
A2 AR TR 3R

x1 HARFHTERREEEBEXRERE D

Gy M SD 1 2 3 4 5
1 BRI R 2 n.a. n.a.
2 BERIAIRNN B n.a. n.a. 0.001
3 BERfTR 5.51 1.16 0.23" 0.26™
4 FEARRLGE 4.94 1.42 0.11 0.20° 0.20"
5 ERATHER 5.75 1.15 0.35" 0.26" 0.44" 0.33"
6 EREITH n.a. n.a. 0.15 0.10 0.34" 0.19" 0.59"
. n=114; % p <0.01, * p <0.05, n.a.: AiEM,

223 HEBITABERSERITA NE 1 1FHD,
SEREAT N T 1) 5 AR AT O 2 8] A A e B IE AR

X(r=0.59, p <0.01), #H—HHIKR_FHEMHLR:
T AR ERAT R B ERES), 3

S ——
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AT AR T N A B9 Logit M1, 45 R oK,
[6]JH %% B = 4.03, Wald = 24.56, p <0.001; thiltE &
# Cox-Snell R’ = 0.47; Nagelkerke R’ = 0.69, Xf7T
Logit [HIHTIF, B R hik i REC/NAR L]
H AT REOIS 2 KEKSE, #i6, 2004). MR
AT AR AR T N SR INAE 2%, MELAT . (5t
AHFFE Y Cox-Snell R? Fil Nagelkerke R” )& T ] 4%
2K BIVEEFEAT S 2 ) ey s 000 AR AT M o
HI 1330 3CR . LU M i 4 A8 s XTI T o 2 1l Y
YEH, TEAH SRR LT AR VEXT R T PER .

224 BRAEMBEEMBAMNRHET -KHITAER/
ERITAHMATER NEIE H2, SSRKRERIT R
BRSNS g, i 3 U7 22 3 B (ANOVA) 0

AAE T 25 RO ) 2 P A PR I Rg i) 25

(WL 2)FR B, T X 325 0 B0 8 (p <
0.001), FEAIATRNMY & A ERW 8% @ <0.01), —
HAE HARE IR 3 (p <0.05). & 2 BoRXf —#H
HAE R HEAT 8 AN BT I 2 S . MR e BN
My S B, AR A T R 25 A B v R AR X 3 2
BRI T AR I LR 25, Wb TFiem
K-, #(45) = -1.76, p >0.10; H—fRERIALH N i
BF, o BEAAR X R B i AR A T R B ) B e T
TRAEAAI XS IR B, #(51) = -3.77, p <0.001 . FH
UL AT AL, B AR X A AR G 310 25 5 JE A T R 2 1l
KZBEANVER A — B AA R B 551 T,
1o A A AE T 27 B MR TR AT B S SRR T

R2 BROARXMBAENHFERFITHRERXRNZN

ek S Type III Sum of Squares df Mean Square F p
A4 AR X ] 25 17.52 1 17.52 16.46 <0.001
REAIA R 10.36 1 10.36 9.73 0.002
AT 2R < BEARIA R B 425 1 425 4.00 0.048
Error (4111]) 117.07 110 1.06
T FEAR R ERT .
647 1L, o% < o’0s= 0.46) HEE FEACN RN Wi, AS[F]
621 -7 R 25 K P B 0T 5 5 A AT 1 2 5 K S
6.0 1 - - F(p>0.10),
= 58 -
R 56 £ 3 BEHNAROR THIRS SETHIR ST
%SA_ HEUR A 25 PYyRE
) G A it
327 — IR % 20 (19.1) 7(7.9) 27
5.0 1 — — — FEEREEMACAR 2 19 (19.9) 9 (8.1) 28
4.8 - a1t 39 16 55
ik [
FER AT 25 T SR D A

B2 HEMRIA TR S R MR X s < 0 S AR T (R AR i 4
AT I R

HUVERT (A R RAEPOMIN A &, BT
FEAACTA[] X6 A4 AH X6 34 2 — AR FEA T O R A 7
YEH o XHFARFIRBEAA R & F RER T NS 50k
o, W 3 A 4.

N3 A, ek B A KR
ORI, T T 22 AT T 32 B A X 3 25 7K S 19 1
%, PORERET IS SERLE R — A 1 LR,
A3 R AR R A X RIZF Y 7/27 (26%) F i B AR X
SBIZF ) 9/28 (32%) 0 MEPUAK 2 o K5, o> = 0.26 (df =

x4 —WEBERARGE THINS SEBHT ORISR ST

T4 AR X 20 25 S H5ERATH
7 H At
ik 26 (23.1) 3(5.9) 29
[ 21 (23.9) 9 (6.1) 30
At 47 12 59

T AR AR

JNFE 4 FAREL, AR KR A B B
INTE T, ARBEAR AR 25 K R BT S
A A 329 (10%), w5 AEAFXT #1258 A T #i
(EERETT S 5 R R 9/30 (30%), VEPURSHE K
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B,y =3.52(df = 1,3’ > 500 = 2.71)0 H—JBHEHAIA
(] o d B, A AR X R SR KO I B S S AR T
SRy 1) b2 b 2 v IR AR X R 2R A i (p <
0.10). & 3 FW R T HEAR A [R] X HE AR XS 2125 5
FLSCAEREAT M 0] 56 R AR AR

Zi TR, H2a 1 H2b #4530 345 . BEAIATR]
R TR AR X 0 3 S AR REAT O B MR T R 2

3
225 BHKIARIETME B EE M
SRTBEA AT 25 | BEACIATRLRIRE PR A T%ﬁ
RIS T . S A R — W it

LU A E(5.35) X 4 R m BEAR AL RE (> 5.35, n =
48; M = 6.26, SD = 0.48) FMILHEIARLAE(< 5.35, n =
66; M =3.99, SD = 1.08)I 4 . LASEREFT R M AE N
DRI AZ e, 38 3 7 22 90 BT (AN O VA) B 3 RE AR A X6 3¢
25, BN B, BERSRE = AR A5, 45
R SR, FEAHAXTRIZE AR FIREAR L

BE=AN HAR B 00 200 0 (p <0.10), BEARAN X
ZE ARSI R ) — 32 B (p <0.05), =FH =
932 HAE R 83 (p <0.05).

0.35 4

0.30 4

0.15 4

EHH TN

0.10 1

- FEERE A AL i
0.05 A — — — EEEEEAGARY '11'

0

i ' 0
BEUHIR %5

P03 BEACINTR] SRR AR R 2F ) 38 HAE (R AR 4. 4
AT L)

RS BKIAR, BAMENBAENIFERBTAERXRNOZIE

ik S Type 111 Sum of Squares df Mean quare F p

TR AR o 25 17.06 1 17.06 16.82 <0.001
NN TR 8.83 1 8.83 8.70 0.004
R BE 3.69 1 3.69 3.64 0.059
AT 2R <R IA R B 4.63 1 4.63 456 0.035
TR A T 0 25 < R R Rl 0.01 1 0.01 0.01 0.940
[ SN R T RS RN g 0.11 1 0.11 0.11 0.741
AT T 4 25 < BEAR DA R) I 0 < F A0 4.89 1 4.89 4.82 0.030
Error (4[H]) 107.54 106 1.02

T IS A R REAT D Rl o

H TR AR e R 2 A, IR T [l 5 431
BT =B s BAEH o K BEAAE X325 . BRI R
MRS B, 5 REARRLRE R B A LR R, RS
FAT B K =35 M A HAE B4y 2 WE [l
RG2S R 2 W EEHEEE <
0.10).

9T HEIE W AR X — =B S BAE R, R

TR A [F)FF AR AR 6T 3 25 7K 7T B AR DA T) o R 44 2
e — BTN RE MR ERN, 455 6 A
7R,

M2 6 AL M aiatab T CHF AR G 2125 K
SEEE, BE AR R R AR R RE 1 B 38 BAE R
F, FEARDNTR B R X HE T AT O 75 1) R T ) o —
M,

F6 REEENRFTTREARMBAMESEHITARRXRNE I

75 5 R Type 111 Sum of Square df Mean Square F p
REAIA A 12.00 1 12.00 8.52 0.005
TR RE 1.56 1 1.56 1.11 0.298
N INCIE R TR RN g 1.17 1 1.17 1.14 0.289
Error (#H[H]) 73.26 52 1.41

W AR NERITNER.
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FT7T BEHAERHEFTHEARNBEAMESERITARRRRNZMN
A5 SRR Type IIT Sum of Squares df Mean Square F p
REAIA R 0.37 1 0.37 0.59 0.448
HEAR AL RE 2.20 1 2.20 3.46 0.068
[ SN R T RS RN g 3.57 1 3.57 5.63 0.021
Error (41[7]) 34.28 54 0.64

T IS A R REAT D Rl o

FH2E 7 A0, S liAl T s AR X 3 2F 7K
i, BRI R RS BE R B S BAEF .
PN A HT 25 R o, AE— eEA A [R)™ B 251 T
ERERALRE B S S AT N BE W S TR
BEARSRE BRI, 1(28) = —2.26, p <0.05; TEHFERE
PN FEY B &R, W E 25, 1(26) = 043, p
>0.10, VLI 4.

BRI, BEAR ORI T B AR AR 325 A [R] 2K
THHARRE SR TN R I Z RO R, BIEHAA
XFRIZE | BEACON [R5 RE X R FEA T Ry 28 ) ) 5%
WAFAE— D = sc AR . H3 138150
226 BKIARETHE ZBHABRBRMER I
HTE AT RS, AR A [R) X R A A X 3] 35 — 4
BT MR AT ER . IR A, X — R 215
A BB TP E I SE I B 2, BEARRTR

HEMAOHLR A 25

TR

BE(AAXT 425
<BEACA L™

K5 ReARtsTh

N 023

TEX Y R R B — A IR E - 2 il sy
TN, AT AL RPN LI g6 (R B, TR, RANTE,
2006).

6.6 -
6.5 4
6.4 4
6.3 4 -
6.2 4
6.1 4
6.0 4
5.9 4
5.8 7
5.7 4
5.6

ST )

3¢t SINGITAT ]
— — — FEEREEAALR] N

I ' i
HEMOE

B4 REARARRT RTINS R A RE R S B AR

ﬁ e TR
) 6** ‘
038
R TR

PIMIDRL e R 31t

TE: %% p<0.001, ** p <0.01, * p <0.05.

A, AR R O AR X R L AR
UNCIEEETANE 32 N PR Rt i S NGRS IS B
TGS RSP RSO B ) R 5 (8 = —0.29,
p <0.05), it BB AA A ] X FF A4 AH 6 300 25 — SR BEAT
SRR T B VR P 2 (5 R 2 S5 R —ED);

FO, MO ST TR A R 2 L AN L]
R ACRTRS R R RG] R1 0, A
AEXF SRR A R AR (B = 0.31, p <

0.05);

eJa, MEEREAT R A X A X B2 A
AR, L BRG] ™ S R A4 1%
B IRIE, BT R B0 3 (6= 0.38, p <0.001), 1H
FE A FE X 30 25 < BE AN TR ) R B B (B =
—0.41, p <0.01, EIHART WR), BN E XA
AEXT 25 — SR REAT Ay 3 1w 1 U8 49 R0 3 433 3 v
A A8 B R AT AR
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I, H4 1380385 385 . BEABURIR b A T
FEAR A TR X T AR X0 5% 25 — A AT Sy 2 1) 1) 15
YEJT,  BIVREAAC A TR) X T A A X 0 27 — SR HEAT W
T P49 9] T 2040 0, A2 3 o TR AR 5 268 14 358 43 v A A T 5
B8
2.3 1ig

AW ST AUE T [A) — fith & 415 358 T A AN W)
X FE VAR Xof 0 25 5 AR EAT S 1w Y OC R B R
YER . XTI 2 gl 3 ] UL, AR (4 38 55 1
JEARRIAY X ARE FEACN R Ak B, TCIs e
PR X SR S5 AR, A0 50 v A BRI T o R ) IR T
1705 R T — AN TR R A D, R AR AR
X R EE N, R T B AR T A T
Pl 2 AL 3 AR AL DA —AS 0 Tr Sz e T AR FEA Tl 2
) B S BR (Y SRR T Z R A OG o IR B, ASBIF5E
Wk — 2 B Uk 1 A AT SR e ] DL B b 7 0 4
BTN X —Z5 R E AE T, TESLPRTT I MELL 3R
RRREOCT, AT LA SRR T S 1) A 0 e A
70 CARTERAT MR SCEkt, = %5
BRAT Ry 0L, A b R 1E ) i A A AT o R
ABIFFE 1 235 2R X 33X — 3 3l AN 1 5 B R R TS
UESCHE .

HA 2R T — A ] 1 S Y R B, SRR
FRXS SR Ak T K, AR T O R ) 2 i 2 R
{7 — AT BE Y AR A 2 B 0 i D3 R A i U
o B4 R, [RIREAE T i BRI 25 K ) —
AR O, R R R B AR AR AL
WERESHEMT . SL8h, TEARK S AR Rt
b R AN RRAE B T 35 T (R BERRE X3R5, 415
TSR S oL e el A= B i A2 2ok B BT AN 2
IERFIB, HET XA A AR BRSO OR BRI 4 B B
R 2 BB 15 (R EVR IR, (A5 1 O 3 1 v AR Y
B (— BN RN )R B E S 5T .
K ZCRE 1 O 52 BE AT 8 19 A0 3 3l AL (extrinsic/
external motivation), FE{X "™ W — M HEARIA [ 14 5%
P, R T EEAE] . AR R A A R B 5L R
TR E bR A lEk, ARHE AR IA R 25 1 e AR R e s
T HZ 5 EREAT N R — Fh 50 52 bR A1 2 A Y s AL
(Doosje, et al., 2002; Ellemers, et al., 1999),

X4 RN R 0 A N PR A T, B
AL BEXT SR BEA T B Il B SE M R (WL 4). Ik
B A K224 G0 RN R BAE DR T
KN SN AL (intrinsic/internal motivation; Stiirmer
& Simon, 2004b)id i TR 2k AR 7 vh A AR 5
KERZUMERIT NS 5 EIEM = 6.05; SD = 0.85),
A AR AT 288 22 it LA A 58 4 TR A FRE A A () 9 77
PR RI2F — ERAT M E I C R, WREEH TH
— PR A [ T i i) B 53 B A v B R AR R,
A RO AR BAE 2 AR A5 20, M hEES S
LT N

ARSI JRIBRTE T, 1 R 5 el & I BT T 4R
AT R BRHLEI A 2w . AR5 BT FH ) SR A A
PR AR G SRR, R T A b 2 RS, A
AR BINF, POARE T BB I A R2EA T 1 A8
2350 B A 2 R (L 2 F1) 5 A OB 8%, L nT fig
AR ZE ) b R A el AR ) T R R AN 2 R AE BT
C B B A 55 TC ORI BT ) . BRI, ASHESE B i
SEVCTEAN[R] fish K BT HE) 0 Rk v R A g o S
55 2 B Xt R R AR S

30 SR 2. AR RS RE AT R
F— R TR AR ik
1 58 19T 5 4

BEXSSE 1 B R BRI — 22 R, TN TR A 14
TAEHR S N A TSR R At 7 52, i
RGBS HEAIA TR | BEAAR X0 <5 5 e AT o =
ZIEIRAR, EHA— DR

KT i K AR B R S REAT N B, A SR
AR AR — A R BRI Y o FER 55 A0 SR JG
KIARESE T, AT 0B O BLH B2 A
B AT TR -

HS - il AR B HE AN AN [R] KPR A
PORIRSESE S RSP E A

H5a: M TGRS, Toieh B FlfE,
TRV ARG 1 25 0 7K1 9 A EEARR K P 8 A4 1A B it
CE-SSESEZE PSR

H5b: X TR TR G, BEAIA R I8 35 B
FAXRIZF SAEREAT N R AR AR . — RO AR

2YEHT B 2006 HRAE, PN 2B AL L, A KA RS> MBA Bl 2k JovE SRS IE R4 A0E, SR A2l B BB 58 A
(FEL http://news.sina.com.cn/c/edu/2006-07-05/13099379156s.shtml), 74k, ASZE 52 M =4 H 5, 2010.09.02 3 (1) 45 s 751 B Ag H 1
bR B SRR, A4 “Beiole” BT fROEPRICE A A B, R 2 AR TR B RS b 38 il E B ATl B R |
A E WA K BV IE AN 247 UEGHE WL http://news.cntv.cn/program/jiaodianfangtan/20100902/104204.shtml)
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S A PATE v B ARORE X 3R 3 S5 T A T s Y AR A
ThZ5EN,

van Zomeren 4¥(2010)7F H A Hr oY i i
XTHEBRAE 28 FIRE AR BE A9 SE IR GIE S T 4R BF AT
AL AR LI B AT 0, B T e — ELAR A 4R
AT T, B THREEES REREET
TREAARASCRE 4 7] A0 2R 8 B A28 2 AH B8 7 AR AR 1Y) (HL
AL R BR TR 25 A G % . HEAh, van Stekelenburg
ZF(2009)7E HAF g ik kB, BEARSRESE 2P T
H Vs Hl(instrumental motives) FIEEFEFT N BhHL5®
J (motivational strength)Z [ 1Y ¢ &, {Hix H &4
TEAL ) T 1) BT AR 5 o] AU A S B rh . Stiimer
1 Simon (2009) B IFFE NI UESE T HEAT RS Bl AL
(MFE THANYEEE T AT I AT, X 5L
A T3 T 1) RN T2 R AR, T A B 5 B U Y ) 4 A
Ke; M ES ) BRI AL T AR I B w9 ) 25
Took o PR, a6 AH RN F) 25 J6 5 WG FP A [] i fih &
TEEER, FEAC TR R 24 RE 1Y 52 ) W] e A BT A
W) s X FRTE, FEARZREXT AT o iy T0 ) B ;
X J5 8, BRI SEREA T A S0 ) 58
WO T R

HG6 : FEAR U S BEIARRRE X AR IEA T o 2 ) B 52
M 5 A [) i 2 1 858 A I 3 22 5

Hb6a: TEA| i AHOCTEEE Hr, FEARRLCRE 152 e K
T AR

H6b: FER) #3 TC NG, R 52 m K
THEARRRE
31 A&
3.1.1 #k  #h 258 HALatii A Kk =
M ARIBAE 19~24 % (M =21.15, SD = 0.91), A 208
%, 50 2 B VBT O 3 B aUR A L 4
BR A R fa LT e R A AR ik 3R S 15 BF 5T
M4 XAESEFPARS 58,
312 SRWEF ALK 2 RHAMXRZE: &,
%) > 2 (EEA A RS 8 Y S A A RD, o™ e —
MEREAIA IR <2 (fish K A B2 A . R #5 AH GG BE, R
s TCORNE B T . AR S SRR T B ] .

FI A AR AR [l — [ KRB N, B S0
b 1STR  VAR o) R e 5 3] TV AN N 7 3 B
16 21, Br—2H 0 18 ASh, HARAHEIH 16 A

SEH O 4 A BR . T8 TR ST R SR 1.

5 =00, XA T R T BRI . 4 A
P SR B ST L . Rl g2 A OCIE SR . 1E9TE 10
SR E— A R 1) L Bl AR AR Ul

BN« B RIE . O NERRTT N T
PRANOL 28 TR AN 2, BERPTA KA LR TR 240 1
N 400 JTHYERAML IR 2 . Fl2s OISR . ks
IRTE 10 4380 N B B2 — A K2 2010 FExx2EBEHH
T B F R . S AR A Rxx
B — 20T N E i e A, 7R R A N B R 27
FIBE I AN IERFE . 25 LR 2 A 4 1) 45
G PIMESE, 708 AB 3). )35 DU AR A 45 % i
KIGBE AR, BEANUR, BHAR AR, ERT
SRy R ) A e I

B Ja RIS A A ME B AR B P SEgR g
WE AU B E I, SRS R R, 4
TR I R (30 JT/ )

313 TERNSMN=E

TR R 25001 [/ 555 1 (e=0.71), HFH
R KI L

BN RN R S5 1 (@=0.77), FT AZE &
BRYNEL

fil 2 SR 2 AN, T A AR R
Bo: BRI A KRR AR w2 AR OBl 35 1 9%
A R OCEBEFE T IX — 0, 2R IRE T
A S FIZEAHIE? "I <1 J&,2 &/,

BRI RS2 55 1 (2=0.91).

TR R BRI [R] S 56 1 (2=0.89).

SEREAT R 2 AN (0=0.89). UNF 5 4H ¢
TEEE, AN xx2EBE << SE M5 A RE¥EFT1E
HER EREKAIE BE4/8 NEARE —
H AR YO 75 I 2 A email & B KA
president@cumtb.edu.cn LI7s fi$%, IR G IEE;
BRI 1 AR AR R T AR EE". Rk
5 15 1 R 55 2 A0
32 #R

258 Z#H, A 3 AR I R 5L 50 R
B2 4 S g5 38 AR SEFIR); A 3 A8
BIEERINE, Mo, AN, A 2 2800k
Fl g5 AHDCE B MV ER 25 JC G BE, A 2 iz,
P £ JCOCAE B S AVE A 25 A DG B8 (R T M & 1 45
PRI 1) HeK X 10 28X B mER . R4y
248 MARFEA T, T 199 44, L 49 £,

321 HRUNKRIE  HEMAR X5 AN [F R
A SR S TR SR 0 1, 25 SRERW, SCIe B IAAH
X2 BRI A R A (1(240) = —7.74, p <0.001),
Xf <HEARN ] M 2 BRI A A1 (1(218) = —3.58,
p <0.001), H S5 Xt T REAR AR R 5 BRI
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25 9l R R AN R i Y B AR Ak, 1(247) =
~1.32, p>0.10,

fish 2 17 1 O\ B AT R o B T <A R
J7 R ) 2E AR CBOFY B5 DN 3% F R A R xx 2
BEFHEET T4 5 5 B AT H B R 25 2 15 A G )
Wk ks, 248 2430, BEREL B 2 F] 15
TG BE T 1 128 AU RS BT A &
F g5 AHOC; ek AL BC 2B A) £5 TG R TER N B 120

AN RS HRTH B SRz 06, B,
ST 25N T i A B R R A R

322 MWRFITHERRTEEMEX hE 8 Wy
e, BRI BE RGeS R AR —— 4EH
AR g B, SRR, BEARmTRR
SAERAT N B M A E (= 0.46, p <0.01) K TR
BURE SRR T M B I B AH S (r = 0.40, p <0.01),
Jei B 0T v 2 X 3 R A28 S A RCR PR 348

*8 WMRAFITERRLEEEHERXRGELLS 2)

QIS M SD 1 2 3 4 5
1 BEARAXT R 2 n.a. n.a.
2 BN n.a. n.a. 0.02
3 fh & B n.a. n.a. 0.01 0.01
4 BRI 5.81 1.34 0.09 -0.08 0.04
5 B RE 4.97 1.54 0.03 -0.02 -0.29" 0.27"
6 EHATHEM 5.67 1.32. 0.17" 0.16" -0.18" 0.46" 0.40"

. n=248; **p<0.01, *p<0.05. n.a.: ANiFEH.

3.2.3 MHASEHIFESRHAEXRIZF. BIKIAR
EHITARRMEMRIE S5 RN R X
PRARNS R 5 — G AT S R 1) 1 90 55 AL A A ] 9
ik A R R A R MEZ, MANSER
I R R DN [) X A AR X 38 <5 — R HEAT Sy T 1) Y
PR 7 Rk — =B S EAE AT IR

DU T O B g S i, i ad 5 22 70 Hr iR
PRREAAS RISE, BEACOAEN i, il s 3 A

RIER . 4ROLER 9)R W], 3 4> HZAS Y 300
W3 (p <0.01), FEMARE XTI 25 F firh A& 1 5% 19 B 28
H I (p <0.05), FEADAIE ™ R fil & 1 5 09 By
THNG R FH(p <0.10), =H M =32 HAE IR
F3h 2 03 (p <0.10). A T T I M R 7R X — = By
ZLHAEHL, #2050 B AN [a] fi 1 BT FEACIA TR X
FER AT 25 — SR REAT N R ) G R s, 45 R D
10 M 11,

x99 TEMABETEHEARXEBEBXRZT - EFHTAZEBETIER

ik S Type 111 Sum of Squares df Mean Square F p

B AR X B 25 12.21 1 12.21 7.85 0.006
NN TR 11.54 1 11.54 7.41 0.007
fi 252 1 b 13.37 1 13.37 8.59 0.004
AT 2R <R IA R B 3.30 1 3.30 2.12 0.147
T AR X 3 25 < fih 2 A7 456 7.96 1 7.96 5.12 0.025
TR DA I o < fish 2 175 855 4.28 1 428 2.75 0.098
TR MR T 25 < PR AR DA R] ™ 28 < i % 9 B2 4.58 1 458 2.94 0.088
Error (£H 1)) 373.50 240 1.56

T PRI AR REAT 0 R o

M 10 A1, Hpalah TH s S EEET, H#E
AT S 2 R AR A A TR] ™ 2 i) — B 52 EAE A
S i N PO EIRES R R ENINEI TR S EPOE &
AT N B A 3 . A 6 s, R
WU il A 55 S AT A BRI e AR Se, G
PRHIRXRIZE K, ARl RIEEZS S
AT o R TR ) S 2R — SRR A A [

i 2H G B AT SR R 1) A R ) S B T LA T AR I
RERGE S SRR AR R ZE KO BB SRR T
R T, (H SRR X R AR AR L, T
FESERERAARN B4 «61)=-0.52, p>0.10;
— SRR S 1(56) = —0.14, p >0.10), iX
i B I B ) R AR XoF 381 <5 RRRE A N R 6 T A R A T
P =N B T 2 (S IV a B W R L s AT AL
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S HEMT N EENK,

M 1AL, Skt TG R s R,
AR XT3 25 F0AE A A T 0] S R AT S J8 [ A I 25 5
i (p <0.01), H =3B — B s HARHI W3 (p <0.05).
7 BRGNS T 4 3R R, TR — BRI [ 2 451

T, S RARAEXT R A S SR T N Y B R
F i TR 5 B, #(56) = -3.37, p <
0.05; F¢E FEARINRNDY WA F T, JCIRHE A A X 31
RO AR, MTHEA E RS ERTT S S E
], 1(58) = -1.02, p >0.10, W& 7.

% 10 FIEBXFRTRROARMERENHS - KB ITAERMIATIER

AR 5 R IR Type III Sum of Squares df Mean Square F p
B A X B 25 0.23 1 0.23 0.18 0.676
REAIN A 0.91 1 0.91 0.68 0.411
A AR XS ) 25 < BRI TR Y 0.05 1 0.05 0.04 0.841
Error (41 18]) 165.48 124 1.34
T FEAE SRR T .
1 - L5 1, HS SRS . B 5 B8 A R[]
o —— FERIA T TR X R4 S AT R R
I FLURT 7, 50k 126 JE AR BE, MDA 8145 e 14
2 55 HIRERIZE 5 S BEAT A B0 R - — SR PRkl
£ 51 8 B A PACTE e AE A AF R S0 2 S5 1 T A T v Y AR
2 49 P, TTRZGRE G T IR 1 EER); 4 TR
471 — — — FEEREEAAR KAEEE, Joi AR e, v A A X 3 2F 7K
i' (A AR AR AT R A A 6T 340 25 71 18 1 44 0 )

HEHACHTO R 2F

K6 4 ARG BT T BEAACAR X 30 253 A REAACIATR] ) — B

ZHERT N, HESARE.
3.24 FEMEBMHIFE TR SEAMEE
MEFITHERBERLER DU SHAL

3EH. REXT T HEREAT S 2 1] A/ T ML 7R 52 58 1 2R TR
F A1 R TC NGBS T REAA A IR X R A AR X 3 2 — BEREAT S 2 ) 19 94139 4
75 S R R Type I1I Sum of Squares df Mean Square F P

FEAAAH XS #1235 19.33 1 19.33 10.78 0.001
REMACA R ™ 14.48 1 14.48 8.07 0.005
REPARE X 0 23 < R AR 7.58 1 7.58 4.23 0.042
Error (ZH[H]) 208.02 116 1.79
T AR S EEREAT R R .
o SRT, AR AN T, 0 AR T 1 ‘
TIN5 500 2 XM ] -

OGAHT A R M TR R -
REXHHEEA T 0 R B A SR R
A, X REACAE XS RIZE, BN, BEACBTRARE SR
RRLBEAT M IH . SR (LR 12) R BB F 49- _
BRHEALIELA R HO 0.33; BEAACRERYBRIE LI 5 471 IR
BR 0.42 9 2 #5353 g 35 7K P (p <0.001), Adjusted 4.5
R’4 0.35, 43 " , .

(7] — [ U3 A 28 e i 4 s A [0 U 2R 4 (Beta) HEAHI 125
By 285, HUGHNZAEAR R X P~ B 722 5520 K/, K7 g JEORNE B BE AR XT3 25 FREAR A R] 9 — By
JEAFRUL X R 22 5 T LIHE S G, PRltl, e 2 b ZH.
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F 12 FEEXFETEHATEMBEAMEN KR ITARRNFMN

SRS B SE B Beta Model F R’ Adjusted R’
17.75™" 0.37 0.35
B AR S R 25 0.11 0.16 0.05
2NN EE A 0.19 0.17 0.08
BRI 0.31 0.07 0.33""
LN g 0.39 0.07 0.42"

T PSRBT N R . n=128; ***p<0.001,

HRBONETC 3522 5 o K BEAR TR A M H R4
iCH by, A 0.31; KEEEARREERY [ H REGCE N by,
7 0.39, FiBE J. Cohen, P. Cohen, West Fl Aiken
QO BIFH T by B2 HEEKRT b B
RN Hop: by < by (B HERI Hy: by > b)) KRS
T
b, —b,
Fodr sep, B2 by Al b, BUBESARUEIRZE, A1
FZE RN — L n—k — 1 1 ¢ 37 o

_ 2 2
se, —\/S€1 +se,” —2cov,,

=

(A0 1)

(A3 2)
A, se? il sey” M2 by Al by (U2, coviy I

by Al b, W22 TG REOES SR L 13, se)” =
0.005, se,”> = 0.005, cov;, = —0.001, B HACANT
2, 15 se;;=0.110, 5 se, BIHEARARAKX 1, 5. =
0.764 (df =n—k—1 =128 —4 — 1 = 123), p >0.05.,
M, $EZ IR, by IFARERT b BIYALT
Fl 25 A NG BERT, HEAARRE RIS R X R/ T
MBS TC W 22 R . Héa WA SIE,

LTk, SR 25 T NS B8 T REAR BT 5 A
BREXT SEREAT B M Y52 . ik R, A5 AR (I
T 1) R BRI AR AL RN R Bk 0.44; B
RRRE IR EAL ENH R ECh 0.15, PR HRIL S 1 2%
(p <0.001), Adjusted R’ 4 0.36,

F 13 ME@EBEXBEAEREFREHNTEERE

M AR N B X B 25 REAIA TR AR
LN A 0.005 1.913E-5 —0.001 -0.001
B AARAR X R 25 0.027 0.000 0.000
eI RN, 0.027 0.002
N TE S 0.005

R 14 FBEXIFETEIKERFAEB AN ERBITAE MM
SRS B SE B Beta Model F R’ Adjusted R’
17.68™" 0.38 0.36
B AARAR X R 25 0.53 0.22 0.19"
T TR i 0.81 0.21 0.28""
AN Y 0.43 0.08 0.44™"
LN A 0.13 0.07 0.15™
e AR NERAT AR . n=120; *** p <0.001, * p <0.05,
Fz 15 HBLXBEREAREDARBMNAZER

M AR N B X B 25 REAIA TR AR
LN A 0.005 —6.823E-5 0.001 -0.002
B AARAR X R 25 0.047 -.0001 -0.003
BN RN 0.045 0.001
AR 0.006

FREARZLRER [EH REGEH by, A 0.13; 4
BB I REGCA by, A 0.43 K50 by 215
FERT by, 1sen=012 AR, 141=2.47 (df =
n—-k-1=115), p <0.05. Kk, EZHEEBLL, b,
BERTF b WRYALFFI2E TG BT, BRI

XTAEREAT S 7 0] 1) 52 M) Sk 5 R R AR B e v 4 B
AT W RISEN . H6b 133 50

Zx b, Ho 13 BF 5y 3CHF . TEfzs ook, #f
PRITTRT SRR T R R 1] 1552 i) ik 2 K T AR S8 g ot
AT R IR, TER SR AR B b, BEAE
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SRR SEREA T Bl A 52 TG 3 25 5
3.3 itig
331 MAEREEATER S 2 MEIRER
Tl RN B R AMAS 5 AR T N IR B 5,
Fl#5AHOCTEBE Y, AMART A B RO X 3125 R4
INFAITEC AN IR 32 H I8 5t P AR, il &
TEEA SR U RECMAS ST . X
7 A S B OR E bR DT kSR [ 5 R 55 82 450N
FE H g T EAE M (8 W (instrumental  value)7E )
ti A OGBS SRR T M R BB Pl MR, X
FFAZ UL AN IR S 2 A VEH, et TR
PEE WX —Hh R Bl #5577 . Giguere Fl
Lalonde (2010)f%[A] & J# A W R, 76— RN
KL AL 5T A48 2 A B SR R XF B A 2 B R A 2 4
RN ENFEEZERZ T, BN
(ingroup ties)iX — 4 BLHE R IA IR] %) 51 22 Bl 43 Sl o
T HAEME R 58 4 Ak 2 R EA T A Y o HAK,
FERIZEIC R B, 256 1 rfsssie, BRI TR
XoF A AR R X6 3] 3 — AR FEA T SRy ) 8 915 4 IR
W KT A KA SN BRIk, 25
PRCYET E BR] 58 JCOC AR T O, F R TN
[F] 3¢ — PR S, PRI TG V8 A A% 1T Ik ] oo [T 5%
(15 AF AR AE X 30 25 AR AR AR X 3 35 ), #— Bl 3%
P B E AR T R R ) o R T R 2R A By
I B RR O, R AR AR R T 2R K T A kL
Z 5L AW E A B R X Wi, 52
5 1 M5 TR 5 JC R E B . B S 56— A fik
RAG R 22 B e o 5 R 25 TG R
JiAb, SR 1A fih R R R LS Y B
WARSHEE 1| WeBh R =28, R)E
AAFRTEAKR ), (HNTE 2 R B&R, 825
F g o TE B S I 25 R AN W] . X AT W s &
AR B A B F 25 A0 SR 0 058 D ] T pR
S BVE RIS A ORI s A OGRS BE, R e —
FECHEMEI A O, MRS H A NS A SR %
Tok o a1 ER G s G,
R A AT 2 DR B — I RE M, S XTRE
PSR A T R AR A — 2 B SEPR S BRARA
[] fnl 2 15 45 T AR REAT R 0O BMLRI AR ], A 3 i

T TREAE A K A B R A O 25 T 1, AT L
A B0 b 3 43 17 ok« T R 25 A O TR AR P =R,
TP S 58 B BB MRS 5 5 iR
RCRE P 7 T A T DA R 25 TC OB AR PR,
BRSPS LT L

332 AREMAFBETHAEABBREHAYENE
BITAREMER RN TERT YO M
B B 52 e AR BRAEA [RGB oh, BRI BRI
RAERIVE 22 5 b o JOIR 2 45 AH DGR J& 1) 25 0 5%
5%, BRI R REXT BT 0 B AR AT
F R T ACE, i van Zomeren £5(2004, 2008)4%
H R XA A AL BT AT B 13 P o FEIA TR A R
by — Tl dg L B 1 B R S K 4K (context-specific
emotions), — FLJE 8, X AEREAT 0Bk A o 1Y =
[/ (Flam, 2004) . RIIL, 25 A SCIE 5 T #EAR L
A S5 AEA T A VR PR Gt st A HE R T B
ZNEA I, A B R R 35 7R 2 22 B E,
H SRR R T A RIS o TN HE R 45 JC NG
B, HUA IR FLE XA AT 58 ZU A R ER 9 %
A S HEMAT . WA BN R X R T 1 3
BUVE T i BEAR ST R i vh A R S B T A S8 RE 1Y
T T R AR A A AR B OO B, I, %
BN, BRI T o = 09 7 35 KT
HEARLRE ., X—%5 5 van Stekelenburg %:(2009)
TEMGIR P R —3 . MRS, 5%
TR YIRS SIIL * SHER T B Sh PSR ¢
A BEWEW S AU S EESRT, BRUESSHL
FEACRE R B TE AR TR T A A S AL

4 B

AIETE IR B AR SO R AT O B B A
B, T8 3 P SE R R 1 floh 2 155 55 F) S5 ) 6T AR A
HIGF RIS AR EEIEAT 0 (R Ry SE M, ik — 2%
B8 T RN TR BT 1 3800, LR H: AR BRI T RS A AT
RRERIPE I o RTS8 A BE XTI AR 25 T A SOT
U4 A P IE S [ AL

B, TEF A RS, ASRE XL 25
PUREARRE XS RS K P AR RN I AT 28 52, (R BRAERE 1A
PALR] X AT 3p 25 — SRR T D (R 1)) 5 2R 19 3

3K van Stekelenburg 7EHAZE Y E X, BiHIEZBIHL(Ideology motives)d§ 7E M1 1% ¥ (value violation) i g T 28 35 Al (B0 i
Z 548817 M3, van Zomeren Fll Spears(2009)IA K, %L ZIE M B ACARI&E S SEIT MW EERZ ., MEETE, 2

M 38 B 7 A 2 TE 15T 4% (moral outrage) AR5

4 van Stekelenburg SR, fBATULEY “SIPLERE" B8 MAS 52K E T A0 o IR TFABFGE A ERFT I E I,
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YER b o —J5 T, — AN R 0 AR TE S A
AEXT R A T A P ER T S 5 RN, 5
—J7TH, XFTREEFEAA R B AMA, TCIe A
XTRIZFACE R AR, AR S ERTT S 5 EM .

RAIRFE X — AL K B, BN R R
A7 R 2 B 8 R B AR BHS 2 rh A, f ss AEAA
A 0 257 7K — AR DA TR] ™ B A A 44 22 LA
RS S5ET R, 5B AR GE &
Ko XS RAE LT N U R AR AT AT,
T LR F 2B ALY Jj 3] 1 AORE 0T 3 25 A9 A [R] 7K
o WELEVL, AT XHER T b kA B TR R &
CHEARE X 287K P 1 s O B AR, AT i — 25
WOMSEE TSR, HARGREISE X,

HK, TEAR Qi G BT, BRI T .0 3
Pl 2s R AR . FER 22 TR BE T, BEAARIAIA]
VAT BRI X RI2F SERAT MR IR, R 55
OGBS, Joie™ AP A IATR], o AR XoF
S 25 7KCF B A A B AT A A X 381 25 AT g A 1R T
i 2 S5EAT . ARG E R R, 7E
Fl a5 TCRAEEE T, BRI T A 2 0] (14 5% )
W E KT RARRAE, AERIZS A OCIE IR T, BE AR
ERATUR N TC 255 . AT, FEIRTHERT
(R LIRS LI e S A PS b A S P N 1
8T RS IAE S50 2 v R Sk K 1 B R AR ST R 4
FEAT RO HHLRI R E MR, S0 T SO F 5
1 A RS B () G 8 & i R B, R J5 24
Kt 7R LS4,

TEXT A [R] fish 1 358 T HE AR 1% 8 RN AE AR R e X
AT N R M E IR R T, AR A T A
BRMEER . X TRIZEAECEEE, BEARSRE FIRE A
185 26 [R i A AR, — 38 X AR REA T R 1 52 i ME 431
it SRR 25 5 B AR, ARG 25 23 N
KNS GEERAT RG> Mt FH 25 6%
T8, MARRR 25 A5 A B, IS 25 X047 1 3
GUVE SR S 58, oA sk A D) 3 Bsf A2 38 1 100 4l
GX BT UG 246 H AR 2 Fe BEIR TR, A A 32 224k
IAEXS FEASRE R HIWT B) o ZRa 7k, REARDIRGX
— 1 25 SR AR ) B AR T T AR B AT O R 1) Y S e A B
PR TR 0GR X — 0] R 2R AR 1Y % 42 (problem-
focused coping approach). J& i (2009)A9HF 5T 3% AT
IR AE A R SRS AT A O

X5 AT 45 R — B

AWPRLUES, ERAT N R TR NE
RGP 7 o S5 RS T A O TR Ao
AT T N R 0 0 G BRPE DASCUE 3R o 7ESEBRTT N
MELLARAS BOIEOC S, PTRL RS REA T o 2 ) AR 0 £ 4%
AT T I 48K, LR rh RN TR A2 %471k
—Z 554 A NB A b B BT R (low-
effort collective action; Miller, 2006)a¥ 3 5 J2 ik Al
A9 4 B 17 4 (soft collective action; Brunsting &
Postmes, 2002). ¥ FE T | T~ EFEERS5H
i 8 2 A N8 1 1 % BE AT 4 (high-effort
collective action) 3k & i J& 3 21 () £E # 17 4 (hard
collective action), £ 4T H & M & H b A Fa fit
(robust) Y TIIN g, WIF5 i — 20 A g .

AR AT LA R B, &
AL AT BT AR R R R R, A
WY AE S INER) B MR G o S5 e F o Al AR
KETZ W RARESE, KI5 (field study)i
7k, BRI S A5 W T HE .
W, BFFETESE S0 % vl i 28 2 R RO A T R
Y7 V5 B — o SLER AP TR RS AT R R
[ T B ARG T 2 5 AR T R 55 04T, dWEE
TE LS E 58 BF AR B 51 R 7R 2 44 SRS 14T R
TCRUE, A 23 iE MR BUR B & 85 AT R . X iR
AR5 E S IE IR ER . B, ARPFFEHE A
TR FNE R 5 RE AR BT I A A, 2 X
AR R SRR T A R I Y RUIRC R, BT A
SRR o H X AR R, I TR FR I A B A%
R AR TR 45 2

R ERAT SR, 2T E YR A 24
PG T 2 M AE YDA PR, A 2 iR AR T
AIRTHE—— FEARFEXTRIZE, 21— RN E B
IR . BEARRLEE, W —— RIS AR —
fifp RS AL rh SRy B A S i 0 X B AR T SR
W o A IE ISR, AU BGHE IR R,
AL A B AR i, R A K A (de-
individuation) ., ## A4 # JI (emergent norm) . & &
(rumon)fZHE 5%, St WEEREAT M ZIHLHI, 41
e R SEREAT NN J1 AR E o A, BT DAEE X
S R R 2 1 v S TR AR (o R R ZE R ML AR ),
i — 2R B A I 5% BT A 45 1 s FH P

SIEARZEAGEIl, B 2008 4 11 4 3 HEPKEWIXAAET 8000 L i FHL 4= Bz S LISk, PI4F ] 4 & MRl gk & A T MBS S5 1

MR ARSI Tk
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Bugt: PEF LK (T HEELIFH AR
BAR IR BRI T M., RN RSTE & F 15
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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, consisting of two experiments, focused on the
motivation mechanism underlying collective action in different incident contexts (i.e., instrumental vs.
non-instrumental) which were manipulated by using scenarios. The main purpose of this study was to investigate
the moderating roles of group identity and incident contexts in the relationship between group relative
deprivation and collective action. Moreover, the present study also explored the effects of group-based anger and
group efficacy on collective action. The results indicated that:

First, regardless of incident context, group identity moderated the relation between group relative
deprivation and collective action (or collective action intention). Specifically, when general group identity (i.e.,
identity with undergraduates) was salient, individuals with high general group identity were more likely to
participate in collective action because group identity moderated the relation between group efficacy and
collective action intention at different levels of group relative deprivation. That is, in the high group relative
deprivation condition, when general group identity was salient, participants’ collective action intention increased
as their group efficacy increased; while in the low group relative deprivation condition, group identity did not
have a moderating effect. However, when special group identity (i.e., identity with undergraduates at a certain
university) was salient, participants were very likely to engage in collective action and collective action
intention increased regardless of group relative deprivation condition. In this process, group-based anger
partially mediated the moderating effect of group identity on the relationship between group relative deprivation
and collective action intention.

Second, incident context moderated the relation between group relative deprivation and collective action
intention at different levels of group identity. Specifically, in the non-instrumental incident context, when
general group identity was salient, participants’ collective action intention was better predicted by group relative
deprivation; whereas in the instrumental incident context, participants with high group relative deprivation were
more likely to engage in collective action than those with low group relative deprivation despite of the
nonsignificant difference. In addition, group-based anger predicted collective action intention more strongly
than group efficacy in the non-instrumental incident context. Nevertheless, group-based anger and group
efficacy exerted equal impact on collective action intention in the instrumental incident context.

An important theoretical implication of this study is that it extends the dual-pathway model of collective
action in different incident contexts at distinct levels of group relative deprivation. Furthermore, the current
study provides a useful experimental paradigm involving the successful manipulation of incident contexts in the
lab. Regarding practical implications, this research examines the social psychological mechanism underlying
collective action in China by examining motivation, thus informing administrators and policy makers on how to
monitor and reduce mass incidents in response to public administration.

Key words group relative deprivation; group identity; instrumental incident context; non-instrumental incident

context; collective action



