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PR, BILSEMESIFA R BN 08,
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FHRM BRI A B3R W, B 560 A R S B
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2 REBBRSESHRMESHAEMIERE
G R, IR FWZ B EIER,
PR, AR AFAE . U3 X L7 B9 5 W 3%
FREFBOA N RIEPR L , T N Eh 7y (R R it
VTR DA o B R P 15 A, i e — ek 9 L R
1, JE & RS YRR, BARK TR . RSO
BT PR S B R P 5 & — M BA S A
KM, Kurdi 4 (2019) L8, NEHRSEFAA
FAIE T BN RE AT , R REREPR (5 507 T, B ARHA
K AT S5 5 5 AR A JBOSR BK, KF SN RE ST E 25 140
TEAR R ROCHK | BP TR 3 1AV T P e P 25 B R B
RS IEARSE , 2601 J= T8 P9 B B 2 BE AN TR B &
WEREBIEMRK . AT, BB RS R, #HRE
SRR, NI Wl N RS S TR
SENBRESHFEIEMERR, AR EF
TERT 2 B0, ZANTH TR G R i e
WA R IIHAE B BRR R R. SRITITE
W A5& AT LIRS B o h— S5 ie B,
BURBF RS BB AR P (5 & IR 30, T AR BE PR A5
A NIBTE AR BEFPRAE . Heinze I Horn (2009 ) &
W ECTHE PR 55 D AR XT R PR R S,
FE R Ao T A A0 A 28 BE TR BEAR 5%, I BT B
SESHRESHY SR, Kurd 55(2019) K5}
FEEAS TR B [ & P BUR A D ARE AR AL R
AETE PR BE , BB IR e F BE 1 4k BERAL TR PR {5 &, ok
T 2 BURE PR S BE M PR 5 A AR TR IEAH R, BRAHAS
JEHT LATE 1) PR B 5 25, 33 0 N e B 28 BE A
P& B — BRI TH HEDR .
3 REHERSESERESSBENIER
FERSE, UHZ OB R N R RS R 2
— MR A S OB R, PO PR & — A, BT
TR, OB . AR A P AR B AH AT AN R
MG SRR, R T USSR ME T 25 A &, (R
SR T LA, BRVF T DA B B R R T
B, X — R B2 [ 25 R, 1 S 7wl
LASY S, HORFEMT R G 5 T 20 85, B AT 408, 453
TIREEE L R LU EfE HE R BRIR B AR
HRSENERESHIE, ERAEFE T
IESE o BN, A S H A AT BE RIS AR 951 2
BB EFAR N A MY A B B X — B PR
fR&e XA, AT EFENME BRI, BIAM
TRAN BN BT “EEZ " HEEFA
WIREAEBZBEEE " BAEH . ZIRENR
NATER R A ZRRBR, HIMEE AR K
AR EIME B, BFNRA LB TR, R

PEZ] e B 22 N & #5 &Y ( stereotype content model
SCM) By34IE (warmth ) FI1GE S ( competence ) 4E &, #4
TEBEIN I S A B A0 B (] X B 38 R P9 R 1R 0 35
B2, BES Wh i T — M FEE st SR T M A
&, I ZEAE BT E PR, BITEE —1
e pE R4S BTN K 5 S0 e BEAR X BOR  TE AS
[FIZREHE . HRSENERESHARBKERT,
&M RERBN , XEMESS], G RN
RBAFH THRE”, XEaRRT], A RRIEM,
INEAIBER L. FERR A B BRI &M o Bk
P, R TR BRI 5] 5 37 A H 2 72 A Al
P, W SRR IR BT, AR A R T A BE Bl R
FERES, B H —# T ae B IR A . #ERRAS
FEREIA A R VRO 1 B 1 3 (6 Y, T B 15 A
PRI RR A T B, TR P 4 B L B
ADL 2 30 B BRAR O 1) %% 28 I BB O, Wohl 4§
(2015) jf ot 4 LT & B, A A BEPRE & 2T A
BUE BT, s F B (A w] 98 5 2o o R
G, T DAGEAI L 8 48 % DA a5 SE AR A SO, R
FOSE TR S 0t b XA SR BB v] 2B 1 P AR T 32
FTHBMEME, X a0k m AR T R R
Bk,
4 BETFHST BRI

RAT ARG LB RE I EFTE,
R LK TR, XIS NE R, 2 X 2
SRR IRA T R
4.1 Tt A

SCAL AL SR A 5L TR 3 ] B SR AR A
A MEFET e, BRI M. BHMt S
AETEREY . SO B LA AT AL B, 3 B A
FESATE GRS, R XIS B 3 Y
HHE, ATXHERRE &0 0 HOB T SCfk e 8,
LB R BRI RSB, BT, 2
IREPR A BRAL T —F B B, RIEFEBR (5 & I EF
RSER DA . IGEN LR B AR
B, BYAHEPRAS B W] LA R R A B4k, B R 4t
FEMUAZRA . 40, 4 00 i 15 44 6 2 W 9 L BB
BENERSEE T SULERNZ N, AR
E AXAE g R E 2 R A RR I ERRIET
SCALHIARA (Ahmed et al. ,2020) , SCALERIA LA
AAEFRENFS, WAl LU Z e T s s, 4L
TR . SULE BB PR E S L
AR I 5 R N AT O O 2, X R SLEL R
ML R R B = B AL 22 20 18, B
SCAUZIR EN G ( cultural stereotype ) , T T HEZE T A
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1A ST A e BT 7 A BB 5 A U B ToR G FERR R
o
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BN IARE —BORSE —, F )& ERPI AR
MR BEE, GEFRGPE, BRI Rl — &
FIFMEME SRR B o T FEBR A BEFIRE PRSI
FIEPE  FMEVE A R R S ] AR ST AR . AME
TES 1% 14 3% [A] 1k ( assimilation ) | Jii ji ( accommoda-
tion ) \HATA (affirmation ) FlI £l 7 ( creativity ) , H .,
B SRR — 26X 5 BB T EEE B LY
YEREF A PR AE, LR I EREN TR
SRR, FEBRAS BE MAMESON W] LA S A B 5 A
ST BT MR B 7 DAL R 1B ) 4E B Mk TR
TSR, TR S BE 40 2 SUAE B 4L BE, BIRLIE
SHREJI4EE X BRI RSN IR IS, Yzerbyt i
Cambon (2017 ) ¥ H 4y 45 Jy 4t <5 01 3& 58 W ( social
creativity ) 1 5% 72 K B 7R B ( magnanimity )

4.2.1 FEBRZZE IR KA E *MEFR N

TEAMESRRE T , B PR ] ER B D #0311 P-4 s
XFASTEAR $tb A7 i DA B AN B B b B2 (inter — group
compensation ) 2 FF K B 5 7F 41 25 B ) B A48
HIVBE 7 4k B2 NPT 4k BE v N AR SRR, Sb
FHARRAU TR , TAE 57— A48 W SRR
TR, BRI AT B R SR . BIINERRS A
AN A B RRRE 5, ARs®mA NE %
“LEURE” M TURT, RS S A T
BRI E RN ; SR AL £ 1B e R AR TR I AR
AETERERLF], HESFREEHMERE
R A, SRAGIRTT P TS Je S . AP A
wPEAME RIS SR B B 4 s . B, 45
B SR R A R 2B 72, B B A E 2R
MATER R BURAL SN R B &, X — SRS AT LUE
IR TR R S, X BT 3 — N 4EFE Y H
Bt ATTE— 48 BB LB, W25
b — e BE R R, B AR s B iR
BRI 2815 g SR M e 5 B B AR
4.2.2  FEBRZZEJ7 TR HUST PRI A M SR N

R b LA A 1] 45 PO E (AR I B A
TR A TR 1] T AR ISR BE B . #h &
INFIEHE A, X 02— MUK AL B 1A 1 4t S B 1 3R
W 0 T b (ST AR P A AR SR, B B A M T AR
YEFIREAME . BEPRAMEE R A B —F =,
MERR B —FP R I HEE R T B, =LA
AL SR et S LT JRE S 20 AR B R B B Ak 25 I, 3
A “ L AR . Yzerbyt A1 Cambon(2017) % 3R

M R E TSR WS X TR H A BRI T ROR , H
JE R AE T R H S AR R A A R 7 B 5 B R
MR B BE B &M=L W R (HE M HHE
FUE M SRR, BB T — S IR 25 1| 45 T4
FEOK, IR AR M, DU REAR 0P 28, 2 2R X R Al 3
IR IA—E AR BB TR S i, RIS
2 (e ML AR B DL S O T B B L D T R
U AR SRS, R S T AR ] T R R S e —
i T AL S 7 A B F MR ( Cambon et al.
2015 ; Cambon & Yzerbyt,2018)

ToiE SR H A7 R B 4k 2 1 SR, IR 2 = K
PLFFR I PR IESENE , &0 ATEBR MR 0 &, DA
FIE Ry B L, AR PR AU 78 B AL BB 0
B, [T RAMERON AL 75 AR PE B ARAS T V-5, X
FARMA AT S AMERIR AR RGN T
H LA 5, F MR 1A B 1 55 3 4 L 0 1 20 Al
BN ARHLALEFATE BB ) 48 FE LT hi i H At
T, TR A6 275 — 4R BE, 40 iR R 4k B A AR AR 74
Spencer — Rodgers % (2016 ) BBFFLIER T B 1 15K
WEXT T B SR T M BRAE . W2, — 1 4EEE
FRIS5 SRR S — R B R, IGTE I, 7 BB IR BT
5, 29K, B4R N B AR AE  AMER B 12
G, BN RGE AR SE . U BERRHLALBIA R
RAEWERT  AMERE A 2 B, T # bR —
AR HIAAS B VR Bl R o A8 B B O R X — A 3R
W o JUHOE Ry SLHF A\ RIASHE A 2 A AT SR B Y
THO N AR, A SRS E SR ES
GBS (R, b S B 1At B A B TR [ 4k
KBNS G AR E , N MW IETE S S PR A B
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7RSS — 4 WX AR BUR W M#PRa A
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FIFEALE (Dang et al. ,2017)

4.3 Amz3|

N 2570 b7 22 3] R IR 2= Bl 2 =]
SYE RS RTTREPERLE o M ISR £ B 2 B
EVERRIEAE ST RRK, MYNSHEME
P TE 2 AR ) 4 Bk PR, e PR 5 PR
T R R 4 B 1A B PR A& BE (Wojeiszke, 1994 )
Hamley 55 (2020) &3, P #ER 4T FIAMEF Az 30 0
FAERSTE IS, A BT E] KRS TR T
2B FI AR AFEAS , & BUAE I W] B A AR
JEEBIHLE B A7 T AR . Wolf(2017) K81, 15
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JEFZE (need for affect, NFA ) [R) PEHT 4 #EA (1] $44%
e, A HFHFE (need for cognition, NFC) [ f5 #E |
i BE I 4ERE . NFA 1 NFC 39858 75 8 Brdl o6
RO, A EE M TR RER - e R B RZI R
1k, JEEXTRE I - IR ARA B LE X B & - BB
FHRMTEAR T H Bk, NFA BA N & A48 0 5l skt
HXF B DM AE B ESIERR —Msil,
WE BRI N B 4, 58 DOG AR A E
4, BRFEKPEMABRRIRHIEZ R RS
SEHEAT IR Sk, NFA BERE M AE RS
VURAE G Bt 3R v, o1 28 1 S AP A th B S AR
o NFC WA MG 7] , B 3K 58 A AR5, A
5 325 BB e] , W AZAESR R . B UL, 1T oK
1] B 2 BB AR, TR 5K T ) PR T AR
ZREIIHHA, BCkE, FEERMBRSEZS T
A& NFA F NFC 22 57 (520

Weabh, B4 3 X A2 4 (social constructionist be-
liefs) FI 2R i £ X {5 /& (social essentialist beliefs) [1]
AR RAERW . FFAREFEHMANR,
ZHIRH THRE SR XA G BEHNE, Mt
A 3 SO R A T S R R o J2 VT 2 JR R
Kung ££(2018) K3, #t &80 £ LESHE I TR
BERRRE BRI )15 I8 B, TH AR L BR 0P 28, AH LR
[ 8 A PR E &, T E R B R S A B T 58
PIMHARSGAT , IR B i (R HE TR Zon B Al
RIFEFRAEDS . MEEARENFE, Ha@EmE X
FaIFAEEA S OGP E AL, B MK
AR B 22 R AR B (k) Sk 3 AT H AR Ay 2K
( Gaither et al. ,2013; Chao et al. ,2013), thEL &
Ui, Ao 3 SO0 TRERRE S AT B, A+
sl TR B EEN S EE B80T
FRR, SR R R R PR il , R TE P 5 AR Y
— ], Halperin %8 (2011) 2T RLA3 - [ 85730 wp
RIEULH TiX —[BR, BEbrA R £ UEEMRAE
& KX ETREEALEE, HELEH
P B AL R 2 R Bl AT AR
5 BERRESTHRENH#H TR

FEBR ) B2 > B N E A g —TH s B 22 K 5]
B, TCie R B 2 A IRE | B HR 11 b 5 ik 2 R 1) 4l
R CER S R BB R PR RS, BT
RIS E KA B B S LET 1Y iR T 58 1
BT 2L NBEFR LA N A2 B R . BERR S B AL PR
{5 SAE N TERR IS 1 2885 10 Bh 3% 1 X FEE B[R] R K 3
ABE AT, A SR AL FERES, H
WEER B HRZICBR M R s v e [E B2 X EE

RIS BRI E R D 5, 15 W RS S
B ISR A BB B TR B (R AR T 1 [
%o WA, NS EMABRESHPOA N T EIAR
TRFE BRI A, Fh S8 P B R B 25 BE 0 N R B B
Sa—H LR EBOA R 5 e IR TR
MRBERRAS R bR E SR E 1, M T HHESR
— SR, AN SR IR A P 2 22 (B 7R S e 51 T A 7T
REAT B, MTCTE P44t T W EE B4 , sl M 19 T
PRGE. T4, W cAE N B B 2 B FBE PR fE &
We , L B T 7
B, BME & S U AARE R AR, H
Wrl AR PR M B2 A M, Glaser I
Knowles(2008) i\ g, X EH I AXMIEHEXE AR A
ARk B TfER M, X % 55 B FTHEE N RA
FEEEHZREMER, XEKRBAFNESEE.
Dixon %£(2020) & 3, @ 1 GPS i RAEM R IE R
25 (] M3, e BE T B s ) S R R AR AR5, T2
WA G AL BN , LA B AL P A5 B 3 B 5 .
BARBEBR AT DA A, (ER e E R E R T
e 5 Lkl BE PR s AL A, AR R AT R CBRAL AR
ZRNRGAL X FR B2, B A B R AR T LG
DB R FH, AT I E g8 R B R
VLA, Carr 45 (2012) @t 8 MELIWm A B, KEH
FEAR 5 00 DL A5 8 T 7 A A DA T D, T A 1
TAR S BT W AR 1) S T , A 5 R AR B
MRS DGE . Hh B2 EMESHFWEA
SRAZIFSRM M EA RS, BEAER, MENERE
Z /% (beliefs about malleability ) ff [ AW 34 2 H
PUZAB O, B w] DUR B, 98/ DL AT DA MR 15 &
WA EAT
HIK FSAAR R RR , RIS 8 AN B A 47
B HIE S RS E R R, e WAZIAR BN
IR} SR S R, 0 o 245 BE S 8 ik 3 [RH =X i g
ARAL T UESR . BRAE LR W] L2 BR AR BUA AT R
FEBRICZR , F I AT LA g 300 o0 38 70 SN 1A i B 15 4
ik LR HH7 , Netzer (2020 ) BRI B Prid 45
MFE I (motivated intergroup emotion regulation) ,
o E T 4 DR R I, XA R 51 B RYR B
SRR B N AR T B S AR B A, i 2
Ui, BHAIE S T LA B B R X R, BB AT
Ko Kurdi 5£(2019) & IE 13 B TEA 24 3T 0T DA
W N B R PR B, M NP S A B R ER,
RPN RS PRSBSOS R R R TR
B L EBA L S A FTEN, NRBE RS BT
DA SN BSREPRE & . 534, B34 (1 - sharing)



FABH2W B Y RRSESHERE M

FERIE? 153

B~ N5 N Z 85 M50 7] AR B bR
RER LRI HIMHE A B B, ﬁﬁﬁﬁl‘%’iw
PR A BE, o BT DA B AR X AN (R R B2 i B L1 &
( Pinel et al. ,2018)

AR HEPRS B IUH R N R EE RS R 5
DER T EIRNES, BT B AL IR, 7R
AR Py L U e N A i) el

—EHRSERNP A Y E 2, HREAET#
AR ] PR S IR PE SR J PE i FR i E A R
W2 B X FEA b AL R 2R ERG BN HL S HT . Xk
TREH , A BR A58 )3 B A1 BRERPEAR 38, AR A
BB S 2 T B 0 A0S Won] BB AR E TR K
Triifl o
TREREESTRZIMEREFEZHERD
FE[E W, AR R AR ) R R IES S 4t
z:«n*’] H A (Kung et al. ,2016) , J ZEF 5L
Ko Blan, AUR I, WA A5 EMEE S (status
— legitimizing beliefs) | IR 4% 2R 45 5240 /v 1IE, BN

TP IR, A SR E BB (Wellman et al.
2018) o FULAT LB, BEBR (5 SRR EIE, Xﬁ’iﬁT

SEMEWAREE N R R, LE, HEPr R S
WAL ARG B AR S S YA D ROR B A
FHRIIRRA N BT R BHA, SRR, B 3hiR
BT A 28 O T T AN AR R A (Alves et al. ,2018) ,
DA TR R 2 BT A R B <o

ZRREPRASE S REPRME S WS OIS,
AT P DA A B A T 0 B L AR X
WA HATENLE T, IR B E R ERAE
B, X LEAPHAE L2 BT FTICE BT S
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Intergroup Attitude and Belief . Coupling or Separation?

Chen Shuyu
(Zhouenlai School of Government, NanKai University, Tianjin 300071 )

Guan Jian Fang Hang Zhao Li

Abstract ; In recent decades,the study of social cognition,in particular the study of attitudes and beliefs about groups has been domina-
ted. Intergroup attitudes are generalized valence attributions to social groups,whereas intergroup beliefs are specific trait attributions to
social groups. Previous studies have suggested that intergroup attitudes and beliefs are coupled, interactive and interdependent. Howev-
er,less attention has been paid to whether and how the separation changes between the intergroup attitudes and beliefs. The reasons for
the separation include cultural stereotypes,compensatory effects and cognitive differences. The compensation effect mainly occurs in re-
lation to two fundamental dimensions of social judgment. Compensation has been interpreted as a social creativity strategy to re — estab-
lish positive social identity for low — status groups and as a magnanimity strategy to maintain positive social identity for high — status
groups. The present research shows that there are separations between intergroup attitudes and beliefs. Overall , these studies provide val-
uable evidence by using two ways to intervene the intergroup relationship.
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