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Abstract

Intergroup threat refers to the threat of resources, ideas, values and other characteristics that a
group owns to the other group’s survival, security, development and happiness in social life. The
presence of intergroup threat makes it easier for individuals to have a negative attitude to the
out-group who may bring threat to themselves as well as their in-group, and it is called group
prejudice. This is an adaptive psychological mechanism. Intergroup threat is divided into three
categories: realistic threat, cultural threat and identity threat. The current literature focuses on
the study of the relationship between realistic threat and group prejudice. Research on the model
of intergroup threat has progressed from a single model to an integrated intergroup threat model
proposed from a perspective of integration. The future research should increase the discussion on
the model of intergroup threat. About research methods, more experimental studies should be
used. Currently, researchers mainly investigate individuals’ attitude to out-group, but the attitude
to their own group should get more attention too.
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RSB RASEA SRS T, R—BERE NEER. RS EMERERIEN A —RENEFRES
R FERBALSEH R E B . BEFR B HIFFAE S AR 2 X 7T BE4e P A48 S FL R H SR B B S BEAA 7= A2
HIRESE, BIEHMERR. XE—FERMEROENIS . FrRERRREM 2 A=K, BIBLEER-
SCAL B BN FI B - B BT SCEREE P T SUBRSE B S A A &R, SRR BB —ER AR RN
MBS F R BRI R PR BEMEL . SRR KIBT 7 RLINR B PR BRAME R 3R s e ATk b, B
FRAEZHILWBA; PIAANESE, HEBAE EESRNERIBERSE, NARESET T
FEHTEZHFEEEHRE.

XA
BEBREUD, REMSIRIL, DUSCEM, A RIRERR MR

1. 518

Vet oV . BEETEAY, NSBAERARATE A A N AN A Z 7. FENEHEE S b, R
8] B A8 BARAE DL — P RIGE AT, I B E AR E RS 2T R N TIERIXFEIIEOL, AN
N F=AR T OE N EAS S . fE NS, BERZSE (group attitude) — ELUR A IR HELIVE A :
FEARI AL ANEMASEA B T EEANE . K UURCFER AR, TR e R A 2 M ARSI 1
FEARAIEON . 25 25 BE U AT g5 S5t I ik L 28 sk B I BOer . R AR ), SEUR =N =1,
25 5| BRI L (Stangor & Leary, 2006). A 1 LB MERAASE, o 0B 2500 T T IR 2 A,
ForbRiE 7 QTR B AR U AE T RE PR UMD SRR S LRI R &R .

W FEE S BE bR AT TR E AR, Hh QFE i T it 7. @lhn, wFFE R, XRE
()R FEWFNR AL, FEAAR 2 8] B A2 B R A4 4 958 B BE N2 /) (Southwick, Siddigi, Farooqui, & Pal, 1974;
Schaller & Neuberg, 2008). YENEATECRE WAL NISR R, FBIRFEGIATRBE 17— A5 51 N H #9151
F(Wilson & Wrangham, 2003). Dugatkin (1997)iXFf ik BB R 2 (A8 FIE): A BHEEA 1 H 1
B AT RE R AU, B K2 HUE DL R ARt . M4 oot SRR 347 I M %2, Goodall (1986) 145 18 42 :
FEARARET X AR il AT AR S “ABLF 2 —Mion B A2 N R A 0 AN B R BT IR

FAAEE 0 IUAE NI R AL S I s NI R A AR ES L, — B4t
FEARHIIE N 1R fE 6 B (Eibl-Eibesfeldt, 1974; Kelly, 1995; Robarchek, 1990; Schaller & Neuberg, 2008). A
KWV Z IR, VFRIEOLT, JFA R AR BB 2 1A) 1 9C 8 DAK 9 14 5% 0 FTROnS s s (Ferguson,
1984; Haas, 1990). BRI R (] ST PR A A2 10 B8 J34T R ELED, (BIX P2 1 AR SR B AR R T TE 1 g o )
n,  DAZE B 78 A% L v AR (R X AT U R IS ) SV AR IR R AR LN BR A, Gregor (1990)$tH, MAA
(RSP PEAR R B2 AR 7% 1 2 S A=A AN BRATTR PR T A0 2 g i A B S5

FHAS BERAE — B8, fE NSV R E A . BHRS R0 3 2RI 2 B
J.(group prejudice). BEAMm A, BIE— At BEE R MEE L H ST A B (in-group) . T 7R AA
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(out-group) I H POBAFNZAR I G o #1200 B2 50K IX — I S PR 2 A3 B fl 22 (intergroup bias).  41HT By
W, WERE N5 N7 T T UE SR bRl 72 2 — M IZ AR IR . SMEFAR R L T B 2 45
AMAEFTRE Z I BT NSRRI S B, TG & BIAMERAAE . DRI, AR 20 AN A S AR
R T R IE 25 5 OB

FLAE 20 tHhad 50 AR, B ILEE O 5 OB SR, TR EA S OHE IR, R E
VB T 0 Fe 0 DL RE S s O L7 AR 9 S R AT s e R 3R 5 9 FR AT AR th— R AU 2w J e, 4l
B SEREAR 22 P 18 (realistic group conflict theory) . RAEF % 3= X i (symbolic racism theory) Kz 3 &l iy
H i (integrated threat theory) &5 (5K 4, 15711, £ 1, 2009). A SCLERT A 78 3 mt b5 B B Ja b S HoAE
FEAA e DT S b A TR AT BB S P38, 5T H AT FC A 2 S AR Sk T B 4 5 B .

2. B—mIRFPRRURE
2.1. BEBREAD

bR te, AT, BRI A R EE. S SAN E SRS 53— BRI A A 2
SRR SEARAE S P A B (5K s, 0T, £ F, 2009). — ML, BEPREMMEASE K AEAE — D EMARIE
B REIE DL RAT BN S — BRI AR AT SRR A B R B BB P 2 B (Riek, Mania, & Gaertner, 2006;
Stephan, Ybarra, & Morrison, 2009). HIT 55 % HF AL % J7 A LU SS, PRI 525 2 52 B HARHEAR . JUH 2
SRIAFEAAT RO B, IXFE R e S BB REAON R AR RO, EE R X BUT A (Kamans, Otten, &
Gordijn, 2011). ARAEHESREM I E LI A G FIRHE, FHIH V2 ARE SR T S P20 R bR B -
W F BT RS, BRERE > 7 =R, RIS g (realistic threat). A [F] @i (identity threat) 1304k,
B (cultural threat) (K0, VL1, £ 1, 2009). BUSEEUYME 2 BT BUY B R SO0 B 26 1R A
FHRBRRZE, AREBUARUTT G5 & 7R i 4% (Stephan & Renfro, 2002; Jackson, 1993). A [RI &,
J 2 A S AN A BT B R 1) 22 e 10 AR 00 B, DRI B BN A R AR 2 DA IR (il i, 2007
Branscombe, Ellemers, Spears, & Doosje, 1999; Tajfel & Turner, 1986). i S ALEIE HI R BER 2 18] iy T8
— gt SRRE B BRAFAE B AR AN ZE R, SR EERE B, RN A, ABRRREN

HiES . JIMWMATE T % (Zarate, Garcia, Garza, & Hitlan, 2004).

bR B2 S ECS BB AR R A o AR BRI R ERAE . B LLRAT SR A EAE, T
DL 23 R AR 26 FTA BRI “SRARAERL AR DA E M NFRIAN At dial” DR PARR
T J& KSR 3n o FERE ) “AE S BRELFAE (T agE, 2009; EIGYL, 2010; 1447, EiFIE, 2010). Ht
AR, PSS 5 T 5 R BUR 2 A4ES . B S SEIE B R 25 8 o7 B R E BRI SEARGER AT T
NF G BN 2% 5 SR TE AR 5 VR R . BAE R MR A S g (5K 1548, 2013).

22. ZMTRRB RN EE SR RN XFR

2.2.1. LB SEHEREL

FHBKE, PHAREEF T T IR SRS Z MR ISLEb & R aT LB % Sherif
(1957) 4 H (B S BEAAR b 28 3 14 (realistic group conflict theory), X /& & 5% FERE B g PR 30 BEAR OC R 5%
WA RIS . FERTFT, Sherif EHX 1 11~12 2B F A MR, BaFMIZInE & Es), 8 St
FGAT T — RANEIE, SRR, U DBHEE G I SRR B TR, 25— DNBEAR I D) H bR e
XA —ANBEAR IR &1 72 A AR, k2 75 Z) H I A B 18] AR T AR AR S BE I . TEZ SR 1)
W, BUSEEU SR B 1k e . AP EAS 3272 Jackson T+ 1993 AR A 7t . Jackson
WA B BB B i 03 IS 2 0 B5L 22 208 T DAA g B S g, BB S g ok 17 0 5 4 1) TR 3
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Ah, BEFEBUAERI T i, SRR G 242, A, A, SRR R
ANFERRT B & BT AE B A LS B, 2% AN = AR VAR A B, T AN T X g i
TEo RIS SE B Fia 10 2 A A4 1 o 32 W 22t 21 ¥ B (Stephan & Stephan, 2000).

DUSEREAR PR R ER 10 F 50 EARIR H DR 2 T VP2 007, 7RI SE M5 B m WL X R O7TH, WAL
BWAT T B, BHAT, FE ISR R B T AT B B EER B B SRR R R AR
HERBAINE, HPAEEFAEX—HE. GRS REREF RSN bR, &5
SEANESH N, EE LR MBS R B (Hacskaylo, 2009). 1 H., At SHIEHF S 38
£ 1Y JLE M FE £ (Steinberg, Catalano, & Dooley, 1981) A1 5 & i) 5 B2 2 1 & 43 . Hovland Al Sears (1940)
Mk o, 1882 4EF 1930 4F, MHELTIEHANIGA, 3 E bR AR 58 I N 1) SRR £
B IRASHENER R DRI ¥ 8 (frustration aggression theory) (Dollard, Doob, Miller, Mowrer, &
Sears, 1939)y2&Hit, Holvand F1 Sears 42 H & 55 4 5F S AF 2 0 HANE R AN R P2 A el e b 3l . AT
XML i W A b B 1 By 28 5 52 7 PR 8 At A2 DA S B A R0 R (LeVine & Campbell
1972; Stephan & Stephan, 2000). It4k, Cottrell A1 Neuberg (2005)32 H AT ] T4 A BEAR IR A1 A 2 504
VS — BN WEFEEN) EXTIMRE AR T, BF 7RI 2 AR = B0 5 B Sk RAEE S
BRSO\ 25 Ho 8 & A5 R B B, 5t 2 0 Ah SR B IR 7= A 9 B 1) B AR 75 B (Esses, Dovidio, Jackson, &
Armstrong, 2001; Esses, Jackson, & Armstrong, 1998; Quillian, 1995). AR, B W7 & K IAATEEN 3T
T NIA 5 58 4 AH DG RE BT (L an B B 1) L 057 %), T30S U )15 O A2 R T A4 RS 7 A bE LA A A
FEFHRE BF PR A 7 BE S A A $8 (Maddux, Galinsky, Cuddy, & Polifroni, 2008). X, BISZEMR
ik S ik 2 A ot S 7 S5 BN I Lo 4k, David A Kumar Jliid F483E “ 7 O FE 22 R E A HGR,
RIAELEUF B 26 F T A A BRAR IR W 26 F T sl T 5 26 N4 7 L, T R 7E 45 b 2%
PE T S NI WA B3G5 . DAAE “Was” REAAEE “JEm 7 EE A0, RINETF B %
R Bl Rt 7 785 5 BN B 22 M 8 1 BT A 4% (David & Kumar, 2011) . X S8HF 50 N BF &R M P25 T,
LG TN IS B A A A X AR PR T AR S BE R T e IE

DLSEEBR TS ST AR — B R AN, IO R B S AR T B AR, TR A S B i fi
R — KEa 8 BT KINEIN 122 R AU Fh SR B RN B R N . B, =3Pl T B 524,
AN 117 24T V5 Yt i B (Ezenwa, 2004; Fleurance et al., 2007). b4k, S R4 7E [F 26 2 [ #EAT A %k
PEPER 2 HE SR B, DARE G 5 #5705 1 B A8 3 B A% (1Y) [R] /M4 42 fik (K avaliiers, Colwell, Braun,
& Choleris, 2003; Kavaliers, Choleris, Agmo, & Ffaff, 2004). fEAKHSHIEEG L, Bt —HREEEE
MERH . AR, SBT3 H B B T, X0 AR U R AR fa i, B
FOR BB S ), I IX R 5 AR B 7 Fe ik 2 3 350 18 1R G4 (Curtis et al., 2004). TxET-A 4]
RO, EAB B B R 2B, AT 5% s H AR RS B L, X y DAFS B AR AL s . B S
FR(Navarrete & Fessler, 2006). ItAk, BFFLE K, AL RO B BN 25 5 7= AL OB AG 26, T LAHEAR
FGH T AT BEAT SR A0 B (Marzillier & Davey, 2004). BT WA A K Z A0 &, i35 19w
AR K 2 AL, IF LA AL S R 48 T AMEEAAS B 53 AR AT T R ST R0 T By, T P B A o R
X I RE B0 R AR A e Re I, BRI, AMRZE B 6 A BEAR B 5L P AR RO A 4 (Navarrete & Fessler,
2006). Vartanian (2010) 8RB, DRI RT LR A P00 AL frE 05 A ) s iR B PR A (Vartanian, 2010). Park,
Schaller #1 Crandall (2007)8i 875, RIABLELHAH.0 B OIS g B 52 BRI IR Ri
2 REMESEE; AR IR s, XFPRN AR 2] T hnsE(Park, Schaller, & Crandall, 2007).,
AR, HERNAML, AR P T 42 2 500 LR Rk (Duncan & Schaller, 2009).

BrubAh, —SUREFiSE R SR, Bl BB AR L, 2 —Fod MR OB . £

BiRE S —
B HE S A

Fo o
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ATET, BEARIE P B AR TE R, R XS #7478, ISR s A A A il
TSI PO T 2 4 s T ) P B T A A7 22 A 5 R SR AL, 25 PN BREAAR 180 08 s SRAR KT g 5 Pk i o ERITTT
ANAKS P AMEEAR B R BEAT 4, RT3 LAY/N S B A RS 573 H SR PR B 5 o TR R R — O gk
ORI — O ERALREANA B = Al s, W2 405 PORAMERAA, AT AEAN A g 32 S E AR
B BB (Schaller & Neuberg, 2012). Cottrel 1 Neuberg FIRF 5T R, 4B SRR 5 BEH I 2 /13U )
AN R R B, it A T 2R 48 (Cottrel & Neuberg, 2005) . Olsson Z5E7ERIF 53 A i £ 1 16 754k
X ARV P BEARE 2 A T R N, AT AT 5 IS R IR TR Xt A R S 7 A T P AR S AR A IR
T P TR A () 2R g I T 2 25 5 T B ) (Ollsson, Ebert, Banaji, & Phelps, 2005). b4k, &G REH, 24
PR A T RIS RIS NI, B R A B B 2 A e e R 2 5 BB E (Schaller, Park, & Paulkner, 2003).
Schaller & DLANEE R AAE R, LA AT 43 73 75 BH 5 R A BB 5 AR R 5% R 0T Eh i 5 N 2L RS P B o D A
FH Bz 50 N 2R A0 AR Bl 52 EAT VP4, 45 R R BLAL T SR B PR R 1 K 2 R 0 o O R ) B B 22
Maner SE7ERFFLH, @R E T B R (UUBRINAESE) PRSI A — MR B T =4
—NEARJFRIEEZE B, A THREE I ES), MEREERE, FmE5egEieaN, &)
WS DB EN T R Ta s, T AERAR D S B PR RSN SR BB, TSRS 45 R K
DX S AR A B E e 2 T R AELE, e A A S E A (Maner et al., 2005). PRI AT &L, iX
Pl BRI T RE R RE 2 1) BRI, B W AN A R A 1 BAR IR, X6 B Bl 5 R B VR A
AFAEIZBEI W, o A Fx SR FULE S B S BT 2 s UL R 52 i B2 B SRR IR IR, 3 1 A (i L A0
TR O R 72 BB 9 5105 SE e X

2.2.2. LB SF#HRT

IS e R SR O FH T AR AR 3 R ) AL SIS P 7 A R A R LRI R, AL T N A
TE AT AT SR 2 v S PO 5 00 7= A SR S LA SR IR 5, IS S B TV AR, T A 1)
P L5 1 2 28 R A T 70 SEACFE2E A RAE R 32 SCEE 18 (symbolic racism theory) I =l E 30 S % iy
ZE T B R AR T IR I (B (McConahay & Hough, 1976; Sears & Henry, 2003), —fiHh, Wi
W RAE B 2 SN TR Z AT . (W A ehrvte . WSR2 25 B 45 T AN (7] -5 S50 E A4 1k
BB K H AMEER My . ST RAERP R £ X, A2 50T T — RPN 5L. Hlan, Biernat
Al Vescio (2001)7EHAF R RBL, A NN BABHEBIR 7 A AR FTE S 1 EZNER, b Tk
x50 BB N AR I AR (RS FBE (Biernat & Vescio, 2001). B T % 2B\ 5 (9 A BEAIX — 2 S ERR
i WA WFTEA, AR FE SR RS 4. B0 Myman F1 Snyder (1997)i@ 33 i 70 &L, ARLEH A [H
PRI A E G AW AN, A 20 R B AR S I AR P B AR S B (Myman & Snyder,
1997) BEAh, 2k 55 (2013) 76 HMf A AR A S SRl ik, A - A2 va 25 5 X RAE R it
17T HRYN, BERARAL 2 255 M7 K 25 A oF g o AH DG 1] 5 H PRI A 7042, 4 SR e B0 i 2 Al X0t J i A
SR P2 e T PR, T 52 B U 2E A R O B ARV iR R R E R, XU AMATEZ
FIBEPR B G B BRI IR, 2o R A R 8 D BEAZ LR R B AR
2 20 HE R 2 AR A X B ) i Hh P ST T 17 8 T R R A 22 S R AT e, Sl R P 17 & 4
FESS R EBR AT B VR, MR A 023 TR S SR R PR, 25 SR 6 L Sl A D 1] b w1 1) B 22 1t 5
i T MRS RN, B 52 B BEBR P A4 3 PR TET AT X 4), X R IAMALE 52 BB J5 240
1l of BB R R I T (2 5, 2013)

A IR T8 TE RAEBUU LAl b, B2 T SO B X AN B2 B AR . B N v MR . AT
B GAE NN B T STAG I O TE S 1 (Stephan, 1998; Zarate, 2004). Stephan %5(1998)#&H1, Ahk#% R



48

FAETEAEAEN . RS DA S AN S5 75 TH 5 2 1 8 RS [ P O A S = A ph R 5 fa s, SO
P PRI SO B2 SN2 AR R o 24N R B 5 — S a5 B B e e R —
PEEL A5 1] A8 T 08 170 Bt (R AR BE AR IR N N BEIRIN, SR 2 O B [ B KT b O BE AR 52 B i, AMAKTIX
AN GRS A [ R TT AR M3 227 A Al L EL B IBORE . Zarate 25 (2004) 33— 524 SCAG BT 5 SR 5 BB A 2 [
TEAL 2B NBRRFAE B0 22 5 AL SRFIEEFG M I AT A 08 REAMNMESE, A BREFEG R P 25
HES. MEFEE S . Mclaren (2003) IR FE R I, AR i RS B 7= 26 1 W A P 1 32 2 SR TR 4
K G A MR RAEE S MAE T R LA AR . EETER, T a0t SRk S, M
fbu el s STAR B3 AR S B (1 B2 A BE K (Stephan & Stephan, 2000).

SCAX U N AR (B 7 5 LS R 2 o I B8 1 7 A IR M AR (4 T A e, B S it 5
P IRAGAF NA TS AT M PR AR ST . AEARSREORT AT, o STk S R B8 = 8 A e Sz

2.2.3. I\EIErS#FRI

W] (R SRR T Tajfel (1986) 142> A [R1#E i (social identity theory). — Mk Ut, MARCAHFHEH:
SRR RS , SRR AN A o Fa N A A AR AR 2 73, BRI AL 2N F R B AR
HNEEAR 2 1845 R T A B AA ) L2 (Tajfel, 1986; Brown, 2000). 11 2434 — AN IR SEANA BT 42 TR AT 58 w0 1)
Pt Y AN 2301 N B8 e =Rt B e 3L i S I ) R e T A R N = i G P 5 P 2 N
FR) 8 D A 2 W AR A A 2 N AR AR AE T R R B o IR, AMA AL T —FhAN R T AR AL
ZNFEPIRES, B WX i BRI A RIS A ME LT, N AT 22 2 0 39 B 8 e s T A B A i S
DA AR B AN P SRR IS D0, NATT ik 2 R FH LAt SR DR iy N AR B R K, T A 05 22 1 U B4
V2 AR BB R, BJY g ik ot /A A SR i DL L 2 R RS B, AT SR SRAT %) B g P A AR AR A ] - Tajfel
TG IR S E A A AR [R] P Ak 2 B AT 7 A2 1 B 7€ SO AL 25 A (R g (social identity threat) (i, i,
2007; Tajfel, 1986).

H BT 705 A BB AT T /D 2850, 1994 4=, Branscombe F1 Wann 2555 A 5] @i 47 1
WS BEARLERE N AHAR, EMATWE £ B R G TR RS i FHEm g £0E T xMBZ5,
WEFCE R, B A T kA 7K (1) 38 BG4 0 307 B A PRV AR S FE A5 31 1 36 98 (Branscombe & Wann,
1994). fEZ JaHIBFtH, Branscombe i #:4F, (EAF R AE SN0 B OB ARG HOT . 1E
EMIEOLT, WETC R IR B 0 MR = A2 T BON S BE s AHRHE, B TR IAAT1ZEAT A BRI )
AR 432 B /D B W 5 22 (Branscombe, Spears, Ellemers, & Doosje, 2002). BEiEEE ALEFHHF 5 A DL 2010
SErR HEMT A BRI A, 1A KT 431 4 RS AR T IR AT AT, W AU S B E SO R (R fE 2
W\ IF) AR HEAR S FE 1R s i b B A, T SO RIE 9 2 SR i DA Bt 9 AR S B A Bl (1
i, BRiG, REZE, BkE, 2013).

WEFEE RI, AN FEZKF B SR BER S B AN AR o 2 AL TARH ALY, BA S Sk
N IF AR B 25 5 P AN P2 AR T AR AS B2, RIS IR B 225 % B LT T8 P BEAR A (WA R KT 4 1 B3 )
DX B SRR T BARU A, AR AT SN A e, B A2 A IZ A (Brewer, 2007).

SN E B I 45 R AHE 3 28 T B HEA . SO BHAPIRES DL RS2 I IR AL 2 DA [R5 SR (i,
I, 2007)0 5 HARBIAAEL, N F BN A 2B SR o FEARRBIBEFEA, XA R g R 7t
HHEMFEE .

3. BAHIRPREUNRE
ENSE S SO T o e TR R N A P e B A TN
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XFU R TIAT N, W FE S BIANARAEAE, (R, AR MR S AR Rl R P AR R 26 5 R
Nio TESIARIBE A, A1 I T F B — D3R SR AR R R B B 5 AR AS BE () some), B e s 1 T
FHIRSERE R i R B AT AR, JUA AR 58 T WUR ) AR e 3 SCRMRE, T 1 A A B 3 0L T Ak T —
FRAERERIAE FRAS o FEJERAIWEFTH, 22 (RIS 25 S 1 E0 S ol R0 SR J o ) B RS B TR S B, A
KT AT RE RIS 6 BEAA S B 2 AR i . BRI, Stephan 25 (2000) AW & 1 A FE 3R 7 364 B A Y
(integrated threat theory), fEIX MR, MATEREPRE 7328 7 LTSS IRSLmlh. RAERH . #Ebs
£ FE (intergroup anxiety) FI7H B ZI4K B % (negative stereotypes). #EBRAE TG 12 AT REPR A L R b
A ANER 2 (uneasiness) il it (awkwardness), AR X BEBRAE AR I B A R ANH 1€ (uncertainty) (114
5. TEARZIR BN 2 48 BT 6 AN B 14T NI T A 22 (negative expectations), M7= A6 AR 0 21 A1
FER R I B . A DMERIBT 7T, BERR AR FE R A 2B ED R I35 0 N BEBR B, T Stephan %5
I CRTEREARAS AT R, IX B #2 th T T B e I B N B B & B A A5 R R 1T -5 SUABA T B
AR E, EEE P74 B (Stephan, Ybarra, & Martinez, 1998; Stephan & Stephan, 2000), BliHix — 3t a]
PLAN N B BEBR B 1 JE . Stephan A1 Renfro (2002)i@id i 7#R H, BEAARS S Pl — s A R &,
EAIAML AN BB MBS RE , IB1E AT A A2 & (antecedents), 3#Id_F 3 PU B REBR B K 5 R BEA S S,
XK A X A BEA R IA [F (identification of internal groups), #MEEAA K %&1IR 85 (knowledge and expe-
rience of out-groups), A& 8] ff14%fif (contact between groups), FEAA AT )2 5 (status differences be-
tween groups) bA K BEBR i 22 IR 75 (intergroup conflict state)&s . BA SR (5 32 2 RS TR K
Kk, MEFREN T T — R . CAVRIESE, EmXTFGEEA. BRBHMA, MR,
SRR AR DL S S R AR, IS . RAEREND . BB AR RS DL B ZIAR BN R AR RE A 2 T
ek L PR B AR 285 Wi A% ) (Berrenberg, Finalay, & Stephan, 2002; Stephan & Renfro, 2002).

Bizman #1 Yinon (2001)AR4E BT T B IVE R, SOR RS g B8 v R DU S U A 5 A4S 7K P
FEBR/KF 1 i (intergroup  threats) AT /K ~F (1) g (inter-personal threats) . F B /K ¥ (14 Ja B 5 1 1) A2
i %ot P9 A AN BEAAR R A0, T N B 7T (1 S P e R P D A P %ot P AR B R AR R A . AL, BB
FE AT AR ZIAR B0 5 3 L5 1) S AR AMA K I SR, AR 7K 1 gl R o2 31 1 s mafE e, B
I, AR 22 S0 TG ) TR A 9 BB O /N2 el DR 2%, T AN K A1 0 5 R A A i DL 1 i R
(Voci & Hewstone, 2003; Zarate, Garcia, & Garza, 2004).

B RE R BT S e T s B bR UL S5 R ) — Lo s B R, iy BN BB SRR
A, XA DL SRR A By Sy N AT e b R AR s P 5 R B w2 A T R 2 SR K

4. BESERE

TR BRI AE R PR o0 28 BOAE AN AT /N, X B B U (O F A Bl T BRAT T SE S s B A A i I . 523
ATLEEWETE, FEREPR B R BEAR SE 3L AE AR T IS NRBU . STILBUE . AL B S, 12
REPRBUD 2> 2RI LA b, WS IMEIR I TS B, FEANO BT IB IR, 478, XL
B ANTESE 1R BR U IR T
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