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W E.&id5474K8x5#] 4 & 5 & (Personal Relative Deprivation Scale, PRDS) , 3+ X
FABARTRAFTRELESER, REBETIONEREFT  AFNATHARGTSGABAELR
FHARA, MBI FH AR B 565 PRDS -3 £ B %5 ) RIF ;WA R EF 5 ARtk B F 5
A3 B PRDS -3 43 4 & 5 # s PRDS -3 ERI4Z A 4 0. 89, 45 R 7] A A 18] #9 19 36 — B & 8¢
#0.77 -0.81;PRDS -3 # 5 5485 3| &2 . 2 A0 R & B BB R AR S F AR A
AP HAEEGMEELR(r>0.4,p<0.01), PRDS -3 /4 5L BME M) %A Th 2
(r=0.46,p <0.01),, BLAE3 5 M A AL M AN DR E LA A BB ERAH 0, &Lk,
VAR, P SR PRDS -3 1308 4547 B4, oM B2 5 R, THAMHF B 375 TR,

KB AR B AR R S B AE B AR AL Ak

hE4 S :B841.2 MERARIRES A
1 5|5

AR R RS MASEHATE 5 2 M HAR LK
B, % 5 5 55 A7 RIS, DL SR SR B B AN
&5 71 1F 45 ( Smith, Pettigrew, Pippin, & Bia-
losiewicz,2012) , 1 B AH Xt 1 35 BRFE 15 2 5 9 I
AL B MRS Z2 AR RS . BRI
WA DR E B AR B AR R 5 AR I
W R, s 5 S B B a7 A R
IS AEAF 46 L, BV AH R 3% 28 BAF G A AT — 1B RO
HEZ5H (Smith et al. ,2012) , HRA4E LB FIERA
TR B I AT TR R4, A X 3R < Jek S AT X 43
AR HE T #] B ( personal relative deprivation,
PRD) FI#HA A Xt 3 Z5 /8 ( group relative deprivation ,
GRD) . JG4LiFo R, ME - FEHEAX R F kS
ATEHEE . HESWE BENAMEXKR, HER
F TR BT N BB S  RAT N (Zagefka,
Binder, Brown, & Hancock, 2013 ; Tabri, Shead, &
Wohl,2017)

HAT, 3t WA G — 1 A8 X F 25 BT T E,
Smith 45 (2012) P\, A% 21 35 B PEAG T B 7R B
RS RXTR, [R] 0 UPEAG T8 AN W S5 1 48 A T o
Zagefka et al. (2013 ) HRHBIATN — 15 B LE G5 h B R
S R BT ARX 3 < R) 4, WP S B R A A A T
PEE R 2 A B 22 55 AH X ) 3088, I H I 58 E K
FAM, R E KA LB R O CGA
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)7, SEERFAM L, R E KA ST
RUREWE(CEREE) ", EILE, REFRE
FEPE A AN R B T Al — R, W
REXE (2015) gt T R 3h JLE AR X FI PR E 2R, 4 51
ML GROL B R FEFRER e R R
KWLE XRS5 SMERES I m i iF
s TAE (2012) R T B A X RIRR R 2R, IR
Y (3P O RaRe T A0 AT R e ) [T B W

Callan, Shead F1 Olson (2011 ) £ 1 &~ {4 48 Xt
25 Ji% |7] & ( Personal Relative Deprivation Scale,
PRDS) &% TR TRl MR R &M T H, B
A RIFHISEMAE ., PRDS &0 H i, K 2 IR X
FIE N GIEMRERZH AL, X FHTA
i) PR A A G SR Sk i 3R P o S N R LR IR E
S EAAREA, i 5HE B S EE T RN R LA
" (Zoogah ,2010) , “ 58 E KFEM L ( Zagefka
et al. ,2013) %5& FITO B ) ; MM, X BB L5 15K
Jfai L, e gty , B BB (HE S ATE),
REZERCAT B ] PEAR A48 X ) 27 Jk, PR R,
PRDS 1843 5 R Y40 JE 1 vh3h R 178 AL
S HCA 1]\ ) i 3 SCAE AR B 2 A G OC AR ((Cal-
lan,Kim, Gheorghiu , & Matthews,2017 ; Callan , Shead ,
& Olson, 2011 ; Kim, Callan,, Gheorghiu, & Matthews,
2017) ,
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NFEaa, AR X ) 27 8 IR TEAG 2 B LR B S
e —SERI B D, B NFE R JLXT PRDS [
WHEB RS, Kin £ (2018) #F58 & 8, PRDS
19— 26T B I ANE G R E R AR R AT
BRI, T SO R R W EE AR VY A
MM SR FTERE#EE R, W White 5 Leh-
man (2005 ) &I, WY A S BRI AAE I, /& <3547
FHE Efrrt s . [, AR5 XRFERN S
HLXR,EW G OSBRI HAL, TER A
S ASHA R K R W EIRE AT AR T 74
BTN EHEHE 24 (Kim et al. ,2018) . B
SRV AL T A TR BB AR, B AR AR X
HIF R AL B REFEER

B ABFSEREA , AH XT3 35 B 23 3k LA 1 45 i
AN RATH , T AR B X 34250k 2 B AR X 25
B AR AR R AR R A B MR D PRDS 3L
FETEPR o (RIS, AR AR X ) SR SRR, A R % 3 8™
HTHS B, Festinger $ 4t 2 LB 7 BB Sy HLAK
AN 3L, BT 2R B SR RE ) S LA, J5
HRIEHE AR S A LB, St
Bl A B G R A T 2 Y R E 1R R
B AR, BRI i 3 X, HE R 5 2, XA
I B i = 2 B B L ( Zheng, Baskin, & Peng, 2018;
Kim et al. ,2017) , AHRT 335 B2 MATEH: £ HEE
Xt B S A H A7 R, Ao HO B ] R 9
TS Zy B B X A A R b A7 (Kim et al. ,2018)
SRR LRI R &G S B YR 5=
AR EM L (Kim et al. ,2017) , 3 4 PRDS 184>
WRZ Sk B, W i 3 S AT R AR
HEWERRK R, FE—2L4 07+t & LB A g
T AT 2 s v 55 St 467 PR R, T R B0 R
SCHE LTI 1 6 = B AR TR, B 3 Bk
AR BB o A4 2 LU ) % 9 o 2
A 5 R B RS T, 3R o A 56 R B BT AL FT A
4 PRDS S BEAG 56 I FEAT o
2 W&EE5FHE
2.1 %

RS 12 SR B O (8 BRURE , 26 BUER B8 R T K 2
FABERALEB 407 N A BLE R4 386 4, A 25 H]
WA hy 94.84% , AR GRS, B 187 A
(48.45% ) , %M 199 A (51.55% ) ; Rl aFERE
Bl s AT S K—Z KW A5
104 A (26.94%), 94 A (24.35%), 88 A
(22.80% ),100 A (25.91% ); R F 1 4 184 A
(47.67% ) , 3T 48202 A (52.33% ), ¥ 105 .
PG, P 97 AEM, siREREEP TR

HICRR PRDS, DL R B AR XS 250 8 ) 2 L 2 BT AR
FIFRRIR S EA WA - BF - ENER . KE
A% o

FEAR 2 46 AR AR B AR R, A A
Winl 45 248 iy, b B 114 A (45.97% ) , L&
134 A(54.03% ) , ML AL FGE B B, ¥ K
TR, RFFEE107 AN (43.15% ) 9RTT P 141
AN(56.85% ) , ¥ RiIUKR. HiRAEHEEP TR
R PRDS, A Rt S BB ER WK E XL E

R AFHBERER,
2.2 HAELA
2.2.1 A AE R F4EER] % ( Personal Rela-

tive Deprivation Scale , PRDS)

Callan, Shead F1 Olson (2011) 4R AT T
PRDS, UFEFAWH ., H—BLHYHIRHEARA
OB X ST LR BT R, B
W13 BT, BH W 4 9418 & 500 A LA I 2215
[ %) LY, AE R B P B IR AT BT, AR
SCHHET feel resentful” B R “ FIRBIBIR” , B3%
XF e R HAE T O R BB, B EITE W
HICRR PRDS (G FATIHE R 6 BRI (1,
“EBRAFE";6,“BREE"). HPTHE 2 55
H 4 hmitsr.

2.2.2  FAAEXT R RGE R

F 8 (2012) il B BLAAHRT # FRER,
ZERUFE AT H , -5 S AT
FHEL, B A TG AS B LB TE T 4T, “ R AW A
T AZBTROATE" . R 6 BRI,
“FEEARE6,EWRET). BFONERE
AEMFEHRSE T - 1TEF, BREIZLTRT
47.8% ., IR HARSr AR R () B4y, 4 =
Vi BRI B A T ) 2 R AR R 2
2.2.3  ZFAHXTRIFRAE

KR TES(2018) T — 15 B4 G514
BERY , 255 K5 A AR TG 1B 55 4 Y 28 A X 3 35k
&, LHANEHE, 5 R BN RFEML, R
HCMETPREL A", « 5 5 B 1 K2 A2 0 B, AR
INH B CHEFPIRELIAT” SR A 7 sERTE (L,
“EEAG/AEFARE";T,“ R/ EFHE")
R Init4rJa  IAE R a1 B 47 o
2.2.4 HAMEAR - £ B - K S1 8 3 (Depression
Anxiety Stress Scale —21,DASS -21)

2[5 H Lobvibnd S84 , A TR A AOIR &
PEIAR RS 5 H 17K, 28005648 DASS - 21 #lli%
FEATIE SO R e (2200, I B I8, 1R 38, B R,
2010) , H3ChE DASS - 21 3521 AT H, WHER -
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AR, REBREILE TR TR, R
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2.2.5 Buss i Perry Zrif;[a] %5 ( Buss & Perry Ag-
gression Questionnaire, BPAQ)

IR Buss F Perry St , ZFBA = 55 (2011)
KRBT EARER R, IR BPAQ A%
30 MRH , 4 B iR sl vk, FIE B, TR, B
B 6 B RS A AR, TE B4 AR
BHRaBIGERS”, “RUEFIAFTREZ —
B RHS RV (L, AR5, “ e e,
A ERENEETEO0.57 ~0. 81 Z[H,

2.2.6 4L BAs M & 7 (Iowa Nether lands Com-
parison Orientation Measure ,INCOM )

B3R H Gibbons 1 Buunk %, F B i 5
(2006 ) K¢ HBH P AT ERUE M B . Hh SO IN-
COM 2t 11 Wi H , 41 N BE 5 W AW A~ 40 K, Ti
B, “HEFMmA, RASFEFEZE 2N
TR FREF R, “ K B & A A S5 i A
Heag”, R S mPEa (1, “MBARE”;S5, “Mma
E7)o BRAM—BUERECH 0.88, BMFE N
0. 89,

2.2.7 Bk FE X EF(Material Values Scale, MVS)

R FZEFR AR K X (2009) 1T 1 # Bt = SR
2,3 13 ATE, DB A RRFA LA 55
B JREMEKRAN, “ HERNEORZHA
KL, A AEMY B ARTE, R S SR
(1,“MRARE" S, “FEEFRE")

2.2.8  HiFiH R B R ( Satisfaction with Life Scale)
K FH Diener % (1985) 4itifil A TE W H &R,
5 ATH Bl LA AETE KR, RT R B
ATERWR R 7 S (1L, “FEEARE S,
“EERR"). ZEREA REFNERESHUE, #
Tz N T A TR R R T
2.3 sHmk
SR H SPSS 18. 0 X ¥ 4w #E 17 #i A G 1, AR
B BB SEAEAS o R g, IRRER 74047 R A A-
MOS17. O X B35 47 A K -2 B FI R A2 2 #r o

3 #R
3.1 ERFxmEAR

K F Harman B [R7-Ky 56 6) 35 [6] 7 iR 22 64T
Keds, SEREYL L1 &, FrRRGH TR DB 3
TTHREMEE T, FHMEARK T 1 WEFIE A~ H
FTETFRERN T EL RN 22.68% ;A2 H,
FHER KT 1 MR 7310 4>, BE—E RN
FEARN 14.25% ¥/ F 40% s FHE , i 3
R ImESBE
3.2 PRDS 43R & H BT 5W R 5 ZARG AR X ST

FEAS 1(n =386) H PRDS [ NF—BUERECH
0.57, K4 2(n =248) v PRDS B AHE—FPE R
047, BHEEA(GHHA 1L FIFEA 2,0 =634) H1,
PRDS [MNF— B PERH R 0. 53, W ALF & B2
BEOR, FRAMTE R ER, AR FRRER
KF 1 MEFERA, A BRI EF
EEEN. STMEESETFHEMILE 1. AR
A A HE T AR EHERER,

&1 AR PRDS (ERRIER F 4547

- B 1(n=386) REA2(n=248) MAEEA(n=634)

> Wr1 Er2 Byl Hy2 HE71 W2
%ﬂ%g%%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ@-ﬁ%ﬁ%%&%mgﬂﬁkmtl:,%*zﬁ—ﬂi%)}z 0.70  -0.03 0.58 -0.08 0.70 —0.03
2. BEIRLMILEARZH ML, RIEBECEEHFNN. 0.06 0.68 -0.02 0.69 0.06 0.68
3. BEFMBEALZHAH MM ER , RIBBLEB 0.76 0.03 0.79 -0.02 0.76 0.03
;}Eggﬂ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁrﬁ%%ﬂ?ﬁﬁxﬁﬂﬁkﬁtlz,?izﬁﬁuEB _0.05 0.83 —0.06 0.82 —0.05 0.83
EEY 1.74 1.14 1.64 1.14 1.74 1.15
BT E 42.09% 27.77%40.07% 27.99%42.09% 27.78%

WRIFRR LR T 04553, 73R PRDS £
Frer s —4E 2. K PRDS T H 1.3.5 5010, 7k
9 PRDS -3 4830 H 2 4 (R it )sq) ,
A PRDS -2, 43 5|% PRDS -3 ,PRDS -2 DL K
PRDS j.735 4 55 b 51 5 45 43 #E 47 A 58 20, 45 2R
N2 2 izn . PRDS -3 1570 H5ER M A4t & LB

ST A RO 2 P B UL EASCC R, T PRDS
2 HELFEHBEEAEREMALXR (r= -
0.17,p <0.01) ., ¥ Wong, Rindfleisch i Burrough
(2003 ) WL, ¥ PRDS - 3 FE N AMAA X R4 Ik 1)
PEAE TR, FE%F PRDS -3 fili# — 25 RUE M7 o
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R2 MEEXRFRE ELIROHEXSH

¥E Fi#E% PRDS-5 PRDS-3 PRDS-2
AT LR 2.52 0.98 0.70"*  0.83*~ 0.03
2GR R R, 4.13 1.25 0.32"*  0.33*" 0.09
E5 0.90 0.77 0.45**  0.51*" 0.05
e 0.84 0.83 0.44**  0.51*" 0.02
AR 0.72 0.83 0.46"*  0.54*" 0.02
Bk 2.09 0.81 0.52"*  0.59*~ 0.05
BB 2.39 0.98 0.41**  0.45*" 0.05
g 2.21 0.88 0.45**  0.51°" 0.04
HE 2.19 0.75 0.49"*  0.55*~ 0.07
BRI 2.04 0.97 0.52"*  0.58*" 0.07
#hgs g - e 3.55 0.72 0.46**  0.46""* 0.12
*h2s LEERA ) — WA 3.86 0.74 0.11 0.11 0.03
EEHEE 3.78 .44 -0.50*" -0.47*" -0.17""
WYl £ X 3.96 0.81 0.48**  0.48"* 0.11

""" p<0.01,
3.3 PRDS -3 &5 B 447
PRDS -3 ({5l B R W E (CR {E) 58
MAHXRREL NFE 3, ERER, £ H CREYE

BIGE 2+ W& K- (p <0.01) , HA T H 50 5
& B HIR AR r fHAE 0. 80 ~0. 88 Zja], HyikE| 4t
HEBEKF(p<0.01),

3 PRDS-3 MBEMXRY AHESEFHE

r CR Ii[% (i
BiH (n=634) (n=634) (ﬁz{xl,%i%)
L MRERTMA N SHEMREALH - e
Matt,@*zﬁ ﬁ%ﬂi%@@% 0.80 24.61 0.75
@Jﬁ& o . . .
3. MK R A KN SHLMEBELRLH - e
AR, B A 0.88 35.92 0.84
FHEAR 1.74
AR 2= 72.50%
3.4 PRDS -3 8B F45#

BREA 1 EAE (n = 386) TR RER F41
#io Bartlett 3RIE & B {H Jg 390.51 (df =3),p <
0.01;KMO {4 0. 74, HHAE & # T R E 4
Bro XHEAS 1 8045 (n = 386) FEAT F Mo 404, R4k
WAT 1 HRFRAE—-1, S EEZHNTFHEM
EO0.75 ~0.84 Z (0], WK 3, XA FHeBME
72.50% W AR R . WA 2 BOBE (n =248)
ATHE R, ILE 1, &5 B 5 A 200 R
NGB E (p <0.01) , B /df = 1. 66,
CFI=0.99,SRMR =0. 02, Y35 B M & 2= 5k, 1581
R R B GR AR AT Hb P& B .
3.5 PRDS -3 844z FE 5 HF

KA —BERE, EIEERBIERGEE
flitehr . SR ERN,FEA 1(n =386) 1 PRDS -3 H’J
NE—BUE &% 0. 81,44 2(n =248 ) A PRDS
N —BE RN 0.77, BHEAR (n =634) H

\‘-Iﬁﬁs

1 PRDS -3 WS iEtEE F44F

PRDS ##—BUERECH 0. 79 A 191 97 AHiJE T
i PRDS -3, EEI{Z 4 0. 89,
3.6 PRDS -3 #43EHH

DAGERR S8 BE WSSO BE U IR AS BE S5 DA o
SRR PRDS -3 MR . SWiEER 7T E R BR
W3R PRDS -3 B B ST, ISEE
L 1 7 2= 3 BU{H ( average variance extracted,
AVE) RAE MRIFEAZ AVE = $A*/n(n BREFH
TEHE A AR E 725 ) , 718 PRDS -3 /)
AVE {H 0. 56, KT 0. 5 IG5 58, 16 W1 2% 1A) 65 Mg 8
PEET . PRDS -3 5 A AH XT3 350 B 22 55 AH X ]
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FIRRERITEA PR (r>0.4,p <0.01),
&2,

TR B, BATE PRDS -3 50 B & &
FH:(1=6.86,p <0.01,Cohen’ s d =0.55) , ¥}
JUEE R4 PRDS -3 B0 WE S T K
K (1=3.50,p <0.01,Cohen’s d=0.27) ,

BE— BRI A AH X ) 25 BN AE BB ) AL 25 HRa
] 545 E X AEEHEER T MMMEN . BRI

PRDS-3
/ X\“\

ZERE 2 s, BZE R (Bootstrap test) kR , 78
BERY a o, bR #E AL )T B B2 3K N (INCOME #E ) —
PRDS -3 Jii & ) 1 95% & 15 X [a] 3 (0. 08 ~
0.21) s TEFERLTY b b FrifEAL 5 (B B30 AL (INCOME
REJ1—PRDS -3 1B L) 19 95% B A5 X6 K
(-0.07 ~ -0.24) , YA 50, PP ,PRDS -3 18
A3 BERS B M P A B A 2 e o iy X 4 iR 3 A

HTE R E RN,
\

INCOMEfE 7 |—C0337.C=0.397 YR EN

PRDS-3
EIRWREL

INCOMESE 71 C=-0.48"",C=-0.34

B2 MEENHEREENHIEBEEATYREX EEHZENFTNERER

4 itig

WRERTF 58 R BoR, 30 PRDS A
A HYE g5 M, 3% 5 R A1 53 M 45 R ARl ( Callan,
Shead,& Olson,2011) , {HAFFT L5 R 55E M PRDS
HF e R—3 (Kim et al. ,2018) , H & BH
AR EEER SRR, Wong,
Rindfleisch F1 Burroughs (2013) &3, 2 [a] 143 ) TR
HERBNESLE RS, B ¥ <K SEERNE
R, FE TR (0] 4 5 B B 3T oI BR IR 26 7E 3=
AT A ER R E . B— AR
RS I A B ¢ SR F IR 2
AZHAAHE, AR B O BRE R, “ R
RIFHA M SRR 2 A 2 AL, &R A
SIREAR" VT X, TP 2R S A B
RRFI T ARSI AE TR E SOk 7T BEE 2 i A3
TEEYZE S EE NG R, B~ H
FVA R R R A BRI R . 2B A A
Mras Rt i, Wi R o 8 B 4541, 5 AR
|2 R 2R TR LRI A 2 LU ) SRR N
FEEEMRRFR, FIL, # B Wong, Rindfleisch
I Burroughs(2013) By &1, [F] Kim 28 (2018 ) 1&1T
Fh U PRDS 175 ¥ — 20, MBR T WA B il i 43 1
=8

IR H S8R E , PRDS - 3 B S A G R
¥WIE0.8 ULk, H& MW H K CREXLBGIT5
BEACOY, UL AT E Y H A R 550 0 FiE
fh— B0 (SR, LBE, ZZmm, 5900 o, 5 E 4,
2018) . BWRMEFEF 4R B, 3R PRDS -
IEMALENE, KB R FEMYA0.70 DLk, F
AT BB R 72.50% M5 22725 57, BT EH &
THW AT AR REMESR . EE T, T 3CiR PRDS A ER—

HHERBCH 0.77 ~0. 81, EIFEH 0. 89, YiBA L
BEREARIFREEM B S, Wik
PERF 4R B , PRDS - 3 By R A GRS
TG kA B3 , 3] PRDS -3 HA RIF M Z5H3K
FE. AVE {fH} 0.56, KT 0.5 I AHE, ¥ I 1] 45 4k
SR (BN TR, SR AR, X, ki, &
F5,2019) . PRDS -3 1543 5 AHX R 35 B 48 5%
FF A ER R P SFREMIEMXER, W =
MaBITE — SR E LI T AR R, AT
LRI )L BRI AP, PRDS -
3R SR ES R AR EE R E Y
BEMR, X HRIAKRERF L B (Liu, Zhang,
Liu,Li,& Wu,2019; Mishra & Meadows,2018 ; Peng,
Zhang ,Zhang , & Gong,2019 ; Saito et al. ,2014 ; Zhang
& Tao,2013) , hAELE—E F2E HiER] PRDS -3 K
A RIFHIRUE . #47 - WIS AT & S BOK
1547 4 ( Rodriguez , Baker, Pu, & Tucker,2017) , AH%F
FAR S 1 A R R g P TR, HE T R AT
( Greitemeyer & Sagioglou,2016,2017) , Z5R &K,
PRDS -3 134 5 H R G & M E A E D &
FREEMIEAHE . Zhang Fi Tao(2013) AH E K4
BTG, RN B REAL S & Tr AL R N
TEAG AR R e 05 , RIS A A R GE T
LA AR P EE IR 2 A AR O I SR B T IR T P 4
REH, PRERFEFELZINEE PRDS -3 B#15
SR TR R P EE R R4 PRDS -3 1853 B3
TR P EE R AR A o AR AR XS R L SR, A XS
FIFEGEAE TS R, S R R EME
ZREEEER H MR SR 51t AT b
AR, Kim ££(2017,2018) WAFR L, £XE S
s E AR D A2 BU B ] 19 BE ) 4 BE A B 2 T
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TUAE X )25 Rk, T At 2 DA o) P R S 4 BE A B i
AR X ) 458k, PRDS -3 Wgkir Ml 544
B R I 4E AR A IE A OG, SR 4E AR A
FEEREMIRKR, XA HEEFE WA 5 b A A
—H I AL REE EAt S Hb A7 1R, T RE 1 4
b N2, 200] DL BT #GR. 45 L AT
A4 PRDS -3 B BATFRIE EAIRUE

Kim 5% (2017,2018 ) B35 & B, 7E P9y 304
TR L A R T SR AR B E Y, 9T
LR SR R BB Hh A S AT [ X 4 i 2 S
Yy LR, BF9EEH T Kim % (2017,2018)
BRI, F HAUERR T A X ) SRR a8 h 4k & Hh 3
B Jis] ) A= 35 W B BE (W SE A . Suh (2007) K, R
NITRE i) 52 22 B n) ( relation — oriented ) [ H TN A1
A_EAT EBOT EM R BE R EE, HIF R R
REH A BIPLE . AR ST AT B R B ATt
SR, 18 AR X 58 At S AR, R AR AR X
FIFE, TR E SRR W R RN R BE R

PRDS -3 3 H /b, 38 & 78 48 B (8] Y P4k AE X
FZpiR%, Callan,Shead 1 Olson(2011) #E 4] PRDS
EHAH B IR A B M, R i1 3 B
[ S AR 5 A ) FIE R (e RE)
SSAR/ NG ) WY R4, BETTT B AR PRDS 2 B 4k 45
fE ABWAF A - BB SEHINE M, 555
FRIAFX 3R 45 R PP Ak T L (A28 B AR X <R IR R
AHEE , HXE 2 BR H AR BEARAAL , BT A [l A
S LT

PRDS BRI IR S5 BITH R FAE—SA R, B
95, 3R PRDS 23 —4EE5H , 521 153 i w4~ T
HESSrHXARE, XRFTREENETET I
Ak ER,BIEE N PRDS -2 HF 2 8, 1341 280
Ib/NiE B, R RS TFR E— R, Ak,
TRAG A AAE XS R 518 5 K AR T A BT, SR A (] sl
B R AT BT (8] e, X ] fe e i T A AE Xt
IR RS R AR R R TR R LBt g, BT
AN [T B ] 43 1030 A {2 A ) 3 35 8 5 H e M R 3R
b, DUHAT B E MR B 45 R
5 &g

HH3CRR PRDS H, Il i P30 B ZE £ A
TEHMRE, BRI AR EHLLTR. W
SRIX WM H S PRDS -3 (SRS R AT, &
M F 2R, TR A AERT RBP4 TR

2% 3k
Tz AR, KR, AR 2. (2018) . AEXTRITFES R
20 MR RBUR IR R . — A AW AR L 2

2R ,50(9) ,1041 - 1050.

BN, AR, IR, B EREE. (2010). MAR - B0 - B &
AR SRR (DASS - 21) 78 W B K2 A v B I iR 4
o Wi RO B R, 18(4) ,443 - 446.

SR, TBE, ZWAAN, SO A, 7 E 4. (2018) . L BEEHUES
PRI 4 ) B SR G 8. O H 517 A B 5 ,16(6),
847 - 853.

Tz, AL, SR WA, RS, B, R (2011).
Buss 1 perry B i[RI SRHMB T FIE UK. 7 H £
FEM B2 ,37(10) ,607 - 613.

R, HK K. (2009) . ¥ 5T = AW & R1E R FERFK
THIEIT. DB ST RBTF ,7(4) ,280 - 283.

B/ TERTE, TRRIA, XU, SRR, £ (2019). A EIE
B ORISR AL 515 BRI . O B,
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Reliability — validity Test of Personal Relative Deprivation
Scale in Chinese College Students

Peng Jiaxi' ,Fang Peng®, Chen Hongxu',Zhao Yamin',Miao Danmin’
(1. College of Teachers,Chengdu University , Chengdu 610106
2. Department of Military Medical Psychology, Air Force Medical University,Xi’ an 710032)

Abstract ; In the current study,the Personal Relative Deprivation Scale( PRDS)was translated and tested in terms of reliability and va-
lidity on Chinese college students. Exploratory Factor Analyses revealed that the two reverse — worded items from the original PRDS did
not load onto the primary factor for the Chinese — translated PRDS. A reduced 3 - item Chinese PRDS, however, showed good convergent
validity. All items of the Chinese PRDS -3 showed high discriminability. The PRDS -3 accorded with the one — dimensional structure
in both the exploratory and confirmatory factor analyses. The internal consistency coefficients of PRDS —3 ranged from 0. 77 to0 0. 81 in
different samples,and the retest reliability was 0. 89, proving excellent reliability. The PRDS — 3 scores were modestly — to — highly cor-
related with criteria such as the general relative deprivation, economic relative deprivation, anxiety , pressure , depression, and aggressive-
ness(r>0.4,p <0.01). The PRDS -3 score significantly correlated with social comparison tendency of abilities(r =0. 46,p <0.01) ,
and significantly mediated the effects of social comparison to materialism as well as life satisfaction. It can be concluded that PRDS -3
has high reliability and validity , meeting the requirements for psychometric tools. PRDS —3 can be used as an assessment tool of relative
deprivation in China.

Key words: relative deprivation;personal relative deprivation;reliability ; validity ; social comparison





