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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

N EBSEFIRBE B AR IR aF i 4«
FEOR DN R HL O PREE 25 Y 55 W

ERE REF % K

(1. PR RAEAE ARl 2 B, E R 40071552, FIRI RS D ERAER, B 400715)

B E:ARRBTNBREAAGESLEHA EL ML, ALRETEAERBFT Ak
ERREETHEFERNBFRBTFON, TR-BUAFRELCH, L) FBKAR (G, 1K), LA
REFHIRT NIRRT, mBRRAR R R TR, FR_RRAATES (A, L) R
PR IEIE B (B ) , LI AL SR AR AT o, CEB B RGAY _HHN AR ol
BEHFETFMEAFESLTEERBRBST, THRZH—F 5N T EIEE L ABIKBT
HAERAA, AN EEZR T M RAGAREF AR 0B ERIT, ERTAA,EA
HEFFHEABKBTEE SR AERA NG R R (HBACHEIES), ML bR\ MR f B

RIE 6 BR 2 (BHRIAF) o

KRR : ABHRARIT s AFR T 5 BIRAR) s S B H

E 4y 225 :B848 XERERIRAG A
1 ®I5

RS BR T B1E, KEEORBIER S5 F AN
A—BETBRMETS , AHAMES BB , 5
PSR I i B 8 UKD 7 85 ) A, fR gk A
B , DRI R 55 5 I FITIT 55 45 ( Tjosvold , 1998 ) .
(BN FRTE S ELR R H LSRN Rt T4 T AR EE
RAMBIREZNE, F a7 A K A B R
(Leventhal ,1976) . H T P B g 4 e 440 Rl A 4
B R A B SR N & LA B, R 9T N AR 4
T YR NIRRT B R T MR S H AR S, B
AR TR R AR RSB SR 5 LR
L1 ABKGRIE A N3

PIEF A A7 — B RS ML AT B O BT FE M BF
AN T4 R 53 L AP E AR 1 L 4 (Masuda & Fu,
2014) o ASTRIEEES B SCAL R AR 1K) SRR 5T 4T
IESE T B 1T B FE7E ( Everett, Faber, & Crock-
ett,2015) , WAL BRI R A A SR, N
FERT) BB BB 1, 3% Bl A 14 A2 T8 s 1) ¥k B 7 20 ik
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0. 82; AT AR M T RN AR Z R 0B,
1(54) =10.922,p <0.001,d =0.83,
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BMEFAT OB X A, #5123 A9 ( 5B 27
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SD=1.69), >3 #5540 9 ik DL/ B 0% =X 48
55 BRIV B = N, B A R A — 4
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(5) #fEREE RIS —,
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G H E R EEIIE 4D, 5 Aron, Aron 1 Smollan
(1992) (1 10S &R WAL B R 5 FHE A M A Z Y
FFEE(RLLHRE) ., ZRRAET T HARE 7
MEENESE, PN B — N R R R AT
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Lo F P B BT
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~6.23,p <0.001,d =0.75; Myyes =3.12,2(32) =
-2.92,p<0.01,d =0.46; THEE 50T B8
AR BRA B 54 A 2Z BB B BT BE, Mgy =
3.28,1(28) = —=2.71,p <0.05,d =0.46; M5y =
3.31,:(28) = -2.09,p <0.05,d =0. 37, B g oh
il 7 g e B R B

SRESIE A M X 430 B R B 11 3Pk, DA 10S
BRSBOVNER M2 (NS H,T) x2(L
FRPRES 38 ) M Z 0. SR BN, NEES
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0. 11, .0oFEFRE T3 N B2 F(1,119) =47.89,p <
0.001,7n° =0.29, “Z WX EAEREE F(1,119) =
4.94,p <0.05,7° =0. 04, R AR M R A,
TENTRFZ AT, U0 B B B 2H B |] .00 BE R
B (M=4.09,SD =0.24) i 2Z/NT3m.0 B R 2 4 4%
HEM(M=1.88,8D=0.23) ,F(1,119) =44.32,p
<0.001,n° =0.27 ; ZE RN TS 5 F L 0 L HLEE
B GOAE M OHEFEE (M =4.48,SD =0.25) Wi
FNTim R E A ek ¥ (M =3.35,8D =
0.25),F(1,119) =10.44,p <0.01,%* =0.08, L»
FREE BRI AR
4.3.2  NEHAERLT

LA DS JAAEE,RH 2(NHZES:H,T) x 2
CULHEIPERS 3, 3m) M Z 00T, R RN T S
FMN B, F(1,119) =20.07,p <0.001, 7" =
0. 14, LIRS FRMNBE,F(1,119) =47.53,p <
0.001,7* =0.29, “E WX HIEHEZE,F(1,119)
=8.21,p<0.01,n* =0.07, fRIBARLN A 45 R 3
B, it A T FR 5 S, 00 B R B 2 A9 gl A L
IR B 21 B W B R AT R AR, F (1, 119) =
50.50,p <0.001,n> =0.30,F(1,119) =7.68,p <
0.01,n" =0.06; [F]BF, Xf F¥T.00 B B B 41, iR A
B LHNEEREZMET DS ZRABE, WX il
MRS H PO N  & 0 T LAER NE3E
Grik T E WA MR AT AR, F(1,119) =27. 18,
p<0.001,n° =0.19,

B O E R
oor # STOEIE

701
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30+
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Bl ARANBESMOCEEEKETHERSH

DAL IR T U B B LA B TR D
Sa T AR BRI AT , B BAEA ¢ A Tt A
So G AR T NG SRR B 40 439 DS 20515 0 2
TR, SR E, O HER A PR DS BF
KF0,t(31) =8.12,p <0.001,d =0.82, RE T &
) PR 4F 5 T 2220 B BE B A B B DS MR
BEKRT0,1(32) = -2.00,p >0.05, B F6 H #EfA

TREf o
4.4 b

SEIG R LSRR HALO BEEE B T AR R e
FANEH AR R EN TR KT 08
FEES LA Al Re T B AT . BIAE NFRZE S35
BT NE 2 IR APRE X R 48O BRER RS, 4
BBA SO AE R BRI AT o

SRVE SEHG — HP L O B G B8 24 1 P9 B RO D 47 9
MLHETRERR . B\ B HES, DHEE &%
ma B A OB (6 T A R AR M) , 3
WO W) 290 58 4 37 A1 47 2 ( Baranan et al. |, 2006;
Trope,2010) o BRI, 0o 3P 28 5 W 1 P B8 7 s 47
M BB R E W, — S A MR )2 AR
T TP ERff. ENBRFIRET,
O] LS EA R R AR SE. AF
P83 2R P B 57 1A S0 08 B[] B9 R 3 o 4 R, TP
IERX RSN T OB T MR 5
W1 S % i F S 5 P B R A
e
5 EW=
5.1 BB H

G360 5 2] 1) P T 4 SRR A TR B O P R
i R F P BIERT
5.2 Fik
5.2.1 okt

HRERRIT, AR OB E (T vs. ),
394 ZHA (77 Z0,17 B) S O
N =54; im0 N =49, B4R TE 17 3
24 (M =19.72,5D =1.58) , LB 45 R 5 38 48
EiaL 8
5.2.2 TRFFMSLEARE

SEEG = PFRE T ST 5 — AR AR, ({10 R
BNETEAR, LH=H—49.5m .0EE
B2k (Muto, et al,2015) AU 10S i, L&
Mot Aom i RUGRMAT B O, T 7% 27
HIIME EhrEs — & U BEERREAC S
AR MBE Bk, AELLT 10S Bk, DAaX Al St
AR DU B (mm ) 28 7 /> A% 400 3 0 S O B, 45 ()
BERBTERMEBE. WA, DOAEF &
A TP A T BRI IE SR 0 — A 2R

ST BEE B A A B R AN R P R
FTEZE R, KT = I A B[R] I 2 -4 AR S i
Tt PR G 7 A SIARI R R, IR SR
B 1A SR B 1) N A SR 4 e I TR B S H - Stro-
ebe Z(2005) R 7 MVEA (1 = 3EURFRR, T =
SREVEE]) , VP AR SE 2 1 T A aE B
IR TR 4. “FE LI, N R R B, RS
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5.3.1 WAk

R ST AR A ¢ R 4 T I & 0 R
(mm) IR S 2R R OB R B A e, 453
RIEOHEFRE A A (M = 18.47,8D =13.26) #f
X OB PR B A g (M =35.65,8D =17. 83)
ETHEIROHIEE,(92) = -2.78,p <0.001,d
=0.28, LRHIR BB IAE R XS A TRl AT 2 ST
FEAS ¢ K36, 45 SR WR , T 0 B R S A PR T 4R A )
(M =5.51,8D=0.54) B FimOHEEHAM =
4.61,8D =1.01),¢(92) =10.90,p < 0.001,d =
0.75, Bk, 7E43 4 5050 B B P F8 5 4o B TE L FLER
BRI BF AR 400 22 T B R A MR I, K B AN [
fE R AR,

5.3.2  NEHAmAT

B FSEH R4S R R B O BB B BRI 4 r Y
FAR AT, Lm =/ H 2 — B A [ & T A
YR I TIE o 3 PR BT %o P BRI D 4T A o

A tRERER LN, EATEST,E.08
PR B DS WE KT 0,M =53.14, 8D =
45.67,1(50) =8.319,p <0.001,d =0. 76 , f¥{E N7t
PR AT 5 o0 B BE B A g ) DS B /NF 0,48
NIRRT M= -26.72,8D =54,71,t(42) =
-3.203,p<0.01,d =0. 44, X WHE R T.OH
PR AT N ESE 4 MR B IR S (1 4555
5.3.3 a8

FRAPA AR N EBTE A FAE T, ORI
X N EAR R 4 (9 2 A AL . A Baron and Kenny
(1987) (153 25 151 I3 1k Ak 0 5 21 19 N 3 38 4 Ik
R LMER A2 &, FF45F Bootstrapping 15 Al
(B} R 1) S E1E ( Preacher & Hayes,2008) . 7EHF
5 FP AR (R B 55T DA o 3B B 5 30 o 552 W 1 5 1L A PR
T GHRR e AR IR 4T

W 5 BUE S 38 T HHA RS 563
FIARR T BRAE A Th A B R (A 2) : (1)
O B X0 P R A iR 4 ) 52 ) B 3 ( BP SRR B
) 5(2) L F B B X H15E B 4 9 R 3E S BR R I
=5 (3) FERE SO FR IR if, 158 B A P9 3 5% Gkt
PR R Wi 3% 5 (4) FEFE R A s 2 I N R 3E
GRS, ORI B X R AR I 1 S i PR, B e
IR R A IR EL

Bootstrapping T15 T [B] #3800 1 s A1 A B AS
X ], 412k bootstrap 95% CI A3 O, I [&] £ 350
50 R 2 E (Preacher & Hayes,2008) , IR ¥EE
SAMFEBE R 5000 IR, FEIEHIARIMARAT , PEAE
E] 43I 11 K /N & 3R, bootstrap 95% CT A453E O
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[ EEAmAREEE |
0. 530" ',fi "‘\\l 5=-0. 580"
j 3
[ omsER | Sy per e I L. S

2 LEESE-ABESE - REFTAHHPAER
(bootstrap 95% CI = —45.479 to —11.247) , [A]4ERL
i3, Bootstrapping Y5 1A T 156 2 1) N B 35 S
JRRAE O3B B 220 AR AT TP B B T A E R
6 Ritit

KREWFFRIEL T W R AP E N E L. 2
THEER AT B0 M AR 7 B BB e &, 34 B IL 3R
WRF IR . PRI N HRTE 4 X N BEIR (R S A AR
W A B SRR M. BFSERF Tajfel
L A0 B R B AT R R SE BT e S v B A
AT B 4ERe , B RUESC AR R R ER S (LR ES)
B THeR e A5 W N BE R IR T, X A1
FHER 3 2l AR IR o SRR SC B . WA LA
VFE] e 37 3 P B B R T S R B R S8 B N B 3 4
SRR, BTSRRI O 22 DAIE SR 25 5 30033 7 25 )
AR E 2 M NFHRTE S, Sk aT N HER

FEPROC R G A IR IR T BRI W] %) S i
ThEE , (H Y RTH IS R RAEAE TR G, BRI [RDxe
AR NIRRT MIERIFA BE . HERIBMEHEISIA
A N3 1R 58 A AR G A Bk Y- IR &5 i
NN SHERIBC RS . BRBES =KW
BRSRZ BFED RN, 4B R T
B 55 MBS B 435U £ AE X 32 1 i ( Oakes, Turner,
& Haslam,1991) , FEHUHLHI H AL L5 B SR A
F A SAGN P ATTRET o 5 A ARZ 2 BT
FZIRAL T Z RIRFF SRR . AR ANTRIAT N
FA AT AR B 5 1) 20 B Ak T A — 30, B AT
Ref A1 G #¥ 4 5 15 19 %€ & ( Beauchamp & Dunlop,
2014) . METHFEE AT, A 1A FT BE S 0 W0 L b AR 53 AE
PERSE 4 MBS & R B 1) N T S AL
0, XSS AT B 0 5 B, FET 2 EHA
[FITEAERF BRI GT L YRS . ATk P (e R B
MVERS) TRIE 1M1 T B AR IR XS 5 03 2551
MW E RN, R BRE AR ZIE RS 3
iF, I 58 1] B 3k 48 ( Beauchamp & Dunlop, 2014;
Hornsey,2008) . 7ENF 3, 76 G+ BRI 00 HLAL A
AR, MESZ G H SRR M B A
BWERL, WL AT E5NMASHERRER
R, D RR S AE NP TE S35 T X 4R N
b= T HEZME.

B B X R SR R B R R R B S TR R
me &R 45 ] T B K P 38 (1 32 #F ( Kreilkamp,
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1984) , ZIISI\ R AR 1.0 B IR B Sl MR R I
AR AT R, A AR A R RO B AR K
FEUEREM W BIA R N B PR DR ATE
ToE RS H 3.0 B B A K A (Baranan et al.
2006) : —3m (T ) B 25 LA (AIR) AT 98, T sy
(%) 7K F-Hy S Rt 257 e o 3 E B (G ) HUBE RS .
O AT, e B AT AR R B M
(Trope,2010) , Wb, fif K FISIA R = 7K Py
BREETRR M SFHNRL, B TEZXT
— R SCRIAT A BAE S TR g AR
R E RS LR RS, A E T R R AREE T
) BAAAN T (Trope, 1989) . BFFEHT, B [H] Y I
OIS (Lo FEIR B 4 ) i 1) T80 W AT R
MEAREENER. X T R8T (EF
1) &2 BT S, ¥ KR NP BT E W
WAEHBTHE R P HEE, B, BIE s O
PHPR B oA AR BB 2L N AT 4088, DL B ARl
J1], RS T HGEA A WT . 2 TE.0HER
2RI, 1 LA I 10 BB S Al R T AROK P R
AL At AT %) s B BC AT 45 1 B B LR A ) T IR
BRI o AT TR SR ok S B B B S TR I
B st MRS A T 2RSS RS IR R .
IR, 00 BB B AR T RS 408, B R T
S RN B AR 7o H 1, 052 B 39 S ) 3 4 Jo%
FEOHBEEMAREREHLARPRET PN
YEH.

R AR RIS, A DR Rl R R 4R . =
B PR , B[] PR AL SRR B AR . X LK 4
FENHERAR G, BLERA — -3k [R] i1 & SC BP0 3 R g
(Stephan , Liberman , & Trope ,2010) , BA B3NN
R T s T R B, H il fy B8 4 B K O T 2 1 (B
(B BEES ) sk 4r Al 1 (i &R & AR M) o ATF]
HIRE S A 45 A K i O B B B A S — R R
[ ( Trope ,2010) % T I, 5 B S0 3th 55 T
PR —FPRRES , 12K O B R B4R Xt A SR
B RS B R AR . TE/R Semtge bl DA%
JEX S (]I ) A2 R i PR DU AR R B A S &
FFAELHIFE

DAAERF PR G 3R SR A B 58 58 2 4 367 T M4
FEARE R (RN |, 38202 SR B0 B KT 11
RARUNNIESEAN T HRE EREm, B
WA TR L, R ILAFRZE 2 BR W AR 4T,
AFBRIKF-H 26 REREE AR A S B R] 95C RER S
AR THFFAMEAIRE T AR b,
WFREE RSB R EREN AR R , OB 2,
ARy B DR AT B TR AN B B X TR
HEMMEAREAEER N, B MR OFHES

RBRIITT WTF R o T3 (AA) A (B AN ) 1
BRI oR 9 kB P B (AR MR AC) , R
SR W AT LATRER 55O BRI B X 5 N TR A4 Dl
IS .
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The Maintenance of Ingroup Favoritism under Intragroup Competition ;
The Effect of Group Identification and Psychological Distance

Zuo Youxia', Zhao Yufang’,Chen Bing’
(1. School of Life Science,Southwest University ,Chongqing 400715 ;
2. Faculty of Psychology,Southwest University , Chongqing 400715)

Abstract ; Ingroup favoritism is of great value for the survival and development of individuals and groups. Present article conducted three
studies to reveal mechanism that individuals maintain ingroup favoritism under intragroup competition. In study 1, we manipulated intra-
group competition( present vs. absent) and group identification( high vs. low) ,and found that intragroup competition indeed damaged in-
group favoritism,and group identification could not buffer the damage to ingroup favoritism. In study 2, we manipulated intragroup com-
petition ( present vs. absent ) and psychological distance( distal vs. proximal) ,and found that psychological distance could buffer the dam-
age of intragroup competition on ingroup favoritism. Namely , proximal psychological distance helps to keep ingroup favoritism in the con-
text of intragroup competition. Further,study 3 analyzed the influencing mechanism of how psychological distance working on ingroup fa-
voritism, the results revealed that psychological distance affected individuals’ ingroup favoritism through perceived intragroup competi-
tion. Together , these findings suggest that under intragroup competition ,the maintaining of ingroup favoritism did not rely on the connec-
tion between members and groups,but the relationships between members.

Key words ; ingroup favoritism;intragroup competition; group identification ; psychological distance



