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Abstract

To investigate the relationship between personal socio-economic status and perceived inter-
group threat, and the mediating role of self-esteem between them, we surveyed 399 undergra-
duate students in Southwest University with Self-Esteem Scale, Socio-Economic Status Ques-
tionnaire and Realistic Group Threat Scale. The results showed that personal socio-economic
status is positively related to perceived realistic group threat and the mediating effect of self-
esteem between personal socio-economic status and perceived realsitic group threat is signifi-
cant.
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Bt agaprisr, MEEBESHBRBRMNAR, UKBEN _EHZFRKMFNRM. Hik: KHR
fEH (FHRBEREEER) (self-esteem scale, SES). (tH-SZTFHAEEEE) F1 (LB HER) ,

HEERTNEERZEWRE X E3990. E&F: MEMAESSFMASIEEEME*, BEBEERF
FIFSER B3 .
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MK B AT RIREAATRCY “ABEA” |, TR “PEHMA” DLAMOBA SRRy “ MR o BTLL, 24
HETHATE UG, — MR FIR A B 53— NN T B I BER A5 & A (E L S5 R R AE 2 A AT
H & WHRAELE . KA H bR A BUeT, BERRBU 2 =R (TR b, 170, £ o7, 2009). —k
W, AR O BN B (R B B0 LU e SR B 5 B v, RO AL T 58 S BRI M (B TE S
AL AR E I, DL 249 i) 55 (Branscombe, Spears, Ellemers, & Doosje, 2002), F5| & A0 N
AT A, Ik AR H (Ellemers, 1993). {HJE, WA BT A AL, AN m AL R4 R i 78 KoL
LT 2 LA A B A4 R 573 4R 56 2] B8 v (1) 3 B 8Bk (Doosje, Branscombe, Spears, & Manstead, 1998).

I8 I PP S IR 45 T BEERHLAL I AT B IE A 0GB T RERR D — A ARG, B AR
SRR B — AR B B BT TE R BB, AN X b A T SR AR, B R DR A B
Ji i (Stephan & Stephan, 2000). [Kit, HEIR A BEARIIG 3 2 AU 55 B (reference), {HJE #2555 2%
ARG Yt AV, BRI RS R AE SR . MITEE A A MR AT, A Ar AR 1 e
B, e AL R AR T Y T OS2 BB, TR D Ak T A PR R AR T AT HH B D R R LA RDIR S AN AR
(Ellemers, Doosje, Knippenberg, & Wilke, 1992), gy A7 B LE T I M A7 46 A8, AR St B A4 B 1) o
T ) 8L (Scheepers & Ellemers, 2005); 25 (e.g. prejudice) th EL Kb 44 58 38 2 (Riek, Mania, & Gaertner,
2006). F ymd A B R ATIA M BIRE 2, By IR IERR LB R aRZ, TR, A A
% T BEL L A7 B AR AR PR AR B 2194 R B (Van Knippenberg & Van Oers, 1984).

H BT G AR I RO RTINS AN R . RIREE TR R A T LR 55 A 1 AT 2 B A
NI H & (Branscombe & Wann, 1994); FHXF TARHLAL R UL, & Mo A7 o] T 3508 & 1Mk 3 2K P
(Twenge & Campbell, 2002). {H& H & 5563 £ UMM AAAE IEA R R (E A, ik, Z=e1h, 2007),
HEK Pl , s oA BRI e BRI TR RIS Bt . B B 3Atvr. Rk
W (EAHE, JEim, HBS5TY, 2005). B JE s A BN AN B BRI BRI, R AR O MR
R .y H BRI RS R AT R B bR R S B A A A 00 RN T RE AR

AHIE T IE LA DG MR I A = G Br A SREFR IR G R, ARG H B R A RS TR SR, DA
RAETAL 2 ML B 85 bR B B 2E R
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2. MRMREFHZE
2.1. MR

AHIE S EE R T I PE R K273k 420 ARBMEMCAME 70 R AT MBS, KU 420 4y, JLEIE
MG 399 (A 152 N, A 220 N, 48 NKRE M), AMNER 95%, FFA LEEETF R E R,
PR 18.90 . AT A B A g R A, RS X R E s

22. fARIE

221 THRAKEEER

HEEXR: XHEMZEERM B3R Rosenberg T 1965 4E4 il (1) H B &R (SES) (VL4 LAk,
), 1993). iZEREPIHKIFEE D HERT B RN EM B IRIBH ISR EKSZ, B E OB 2 il
MAmZHAENE TR, 8RO NI10EEH, BRPAE “1 = BIARR” 2 “5 = #BAIFER" 54
0 BP0 B A BRI ) R R R (e AR R — AN EME RN, B SN RTER). H 5
R H R AT, RHBERSES RS, SiE H Sl A& o=0.736.

2GR M G SRR 2T 2002 gt &G AL BT & (E 2 2, 2002), 1% DL
LB BRINHAT . 42 20E A FIBE AT (0 28 B B FR bR, SO 2 B 7 A 2 0 B A 1) A
W) 45 453 ik A e D A R R, A o = 0.877,

PR B3 . 4% H Stephan Fl1 Boniecki 58 N (7K 4EF, B4R U7, 2012)Frdm il 8 brgiih &%, I
X AT XA R . ILSEU oy R 8 NIH, A IR ORUR A R (W R ARSI 7RI L
VEURAL, s3I0 T 3k 1 A 3RA5 BB, BRI MEFE Bk i N 5 17 R 2 AR B TARIRAL, Ak R TARAEAS
FIFRLEERLT) e BRPGRTE “1 = FEWRE” B “7 = EHAFEE” 7 ADEH ELP E X T8I RERIE 1) [H
BREE, TR RFCRHAERES S, 159 8E a0 ER S . A5 o=0.806.

2.2.2. BUELIE
5B iS5, -\ SPSS FOR WINDOWS 16.0 it ik it 4T i it b B 5 4 #7 .
3. BZREHh
3.1. HSLEFMAL. SR MMEEEN—RIER
B S PFAL PSR LA AR B B — e E IR b, S5 R 1.
GERRH, AMEE BRI EME N 3.89 4, LUK [ B ERAL T TR K o T S AR 2

HE 9 5.12 5y, RYDEAR BB RN LL B, T AL RGPS (0 18.33 4y, AR#ERE N 5.82, &
B kLo 22 G A A7 A — E 22 57

3.2. EEFMAL, SCEFME B EH—RIER

R R DA S22 G AL BLSEES B 8 = 2 (A R 35 I IEAR O . AR 2 R ] LAk
BT AR R TG R R R, K 2,

3.3. MR EEISEAMAE SR B R A BN A IE

RS U S B AR Y IR R R e A O (S, TR, RS, 2004) . X AT IR DA ARG
PR SRS I PR B8 — SR RN S AR R, X T sE AR A RN AR S A RN HS e R e AT .
AJRERPE 1,
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(1) RIGEIHRE ¢, WEREERE, WAL FHERME 0, SUE Lo AR, o &fEt
S8 AT (1 72 ) %o 00 S Py (1 38 ) 1) [l U R

(2) fi Baron fil Kenny #B4r HA%, RIMKIEIES REa, b, WERHEE, BEWkE X XY KA
— W RIE T AR M S, SN b, MREDH -AMAEE, BIEIE. EARMR
H, a Rt AT AL (3 AR E) W AME B B (R AR E) R EE R EL b MR B (AR ) X I SE
(CEEFHEVEES '8

(3) fi Judd F1 Kenny 58 & ik ie i EE = AMa ks, B RE e’ , WRARE, HHETEET
S, B XY fsgma e AR E M SR SRR, U R AR, B X R Y
sgne A — i R Eid AR E M ORI, KRR, AR, o RIEHSZITHA S AMEE
B[R] i B BTV e, e e A R B B 1 [ SR

4 MEFRH a. b EOHF-ANAEE, i Sobel K. WRLLEE, HWHERNENEE, FN
EIPIV I NTE 1 e

AW FARYE R A T =B EIAS T, B DALSEUTHAC N AR R, DL AR 5
AR, SRENTRBE E(0.066° ) H b LIASGB AN HAE, MEEEONRARE, R HE
H AR (0.02777); =0k U SRFrsr, MEE SN EAE, DIELSCE N R, 2Rk

Table 1. The individual mean and standard deviation of socioeconomic status, realistic threats and self-esteem

L LA, KM E SR TIENREES

FHIME IRUEZE
AMEE 3.89 0.60
PSR 5.12 111
AR by K VA 18.33 5.82

Table 2. Correlation analysis between socioeconomic status, realistic threats and self-esteem
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Figure 1. Mediator
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(119 R ¥ % (0.0477, 0.6787), 4N 3 L 2.

% 3 A 2 0] DA HY, *h 2 8 55 M AN 0 3R S i Jolp 2 211 49 52 el 7K P 474 S 2 52, B = 0.066, p < 0..001,
LB 2 Ko A LB AL MR B A B R B R0, B = 0.027, p < 0.001. f#hex&fi
By AMEBEAEN AR R ENEA TR, L g P& g W25 2, B =0.047, p<0.00l, B=
0.678, p < 0.00. LA FAGES, ARIEHREHAGE D) T WA, SUME E AR S VT HLAL A
IS gl B B RN 2 (B B T A A E A, BRI TR R
4. ¥ig

AT R R, B PFHAL S BEBR BN RIAELE TEAH DG, o G A7 bk vy FE B e 3] 1)
Ja o A, B AE AL RSB R UL R, R AL SR B AN I BB N S B A, X SR
PRI FL s R — 3. B AR R A, S AL B E G V8 AE M A 4 AR ), 22 B0 R B AN A4 B 3 1)
JB R (Scheepers & Ellemers, 2005). {4 iyt A7 #1440 2% 52 1) 5 5 1R B Jak 1) B DR, LA B B IR AL B
PATT BE 2 ol 20 FLH AT PO, A IR BRI ARST N RBAL B, 450 B ek BAXT AL o [
N Z AL 2B GFHAARRE, Hha@Br A B s R A A S 2 1808, SBimHEmk s, Wiz
B2 SE A9

AL KA =GB AL S B B2 [BAAE IEA DG, X517 ARt 45 R — 2 (Ekehammar, Sidanius,
& Nilsson, 1988). {511, Rosenberg iA Atk Gt A2 — N N MEB B E LR R, mthaabr
RLRE T AR AT DORAG B8 2 3R AU sl AT 3R 49 B8 /& (1) | & (Rosenberg, Schooler, &
Schoenbach, 1989). 534k, WFFT4E R RN 1 B X HE A A7 0 3 bR s R s e G2 i o s A, 358 1
Tt 25 AT 5 BERR BB 5 R GARAE, BEAAR AT BT B BGPTSR JE b B

Table 3. The table of mediary effect analysis
3. PSR

R A2 SRS AR? F B B T

BT —

L2 B P 23 Y VA 0.117 53.872" 0.066 0.346 7.340"
A

OENER= HEA AL 0.066 29.125™ 0.027 0.261 5.397"
A =

P 23 Y VA N 0.047 0.249 5.506"

IS R 0.244 65.303 .

M 0.678 0.371 8.227
INEE:

0.0273™,

ML N —
0. 0660™ (0. 0475™) S )

FE: *FRp<0.05, **FR p<0.01, ***Fp<0.001,

Figure 2. Mediary effect analysis
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FEAT KA ORI i, SR AR A 2 IR SRORAEF BINIE R, & B B F 2RI,
WHEEYE R IE % . Susanne Tauber and Esther van Leeuwen [IBF7EIERT T, 7EREAARHLAT 52 5] 5 i
fie, HBAL AR ST AR R B B, DAILIE B 2t $5 1Az (Tauber & van Leeuwen, 2012). i B iy Hb AL
TR T B B, X P R A e 7 ) Joe g 0 JR R B vy o

AR SC MG B0 £ FEE SRR T A A 5 R B Jgl B 2 TR ) G 2R, B IROR IAERE AR 1A ST B & s L T, B
ARCHO LR A, v AT A J8 i 8 P o P K T B8 o IX SRR AN IS B I O R (A Rhie), 2R
FHI B o FEAR SCHRE S B IR P I5 32 1 52 0 2 B B B R AL, R SR IR 0 B2 — SR R A
(MO & B I, AR AR (A >k B AN B R B, AT RE ER T AR R, AERE AL R B IE
FR i, BT 2R 2

R EERIEHAE NS, n LS e = I, SRR R, Wik SN A
[FIAE, BT AN [ (0 BRVR BIF 70 A0 B A< By (KR i, FEBR B o] LAy B S gl RAE BB A 4 2 A (5] i
T AR SC A ARV (2 B gy, DA BT DA RAE gy A A b s — 2 it 7t

B2, ZSRE S I T BE EGR, FERERIBEN T, BACHALEEA, w1 2
TGN BN TE Z (RESR BN, H B BN A A 5 IS bR B ) O R AR .

E&WE

[E % 5 AR5 4 I H (31371055).
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