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Abstract

This study used Chinese samples (N = 201) and Japanese (N = 256) to test the mediated effect of
perceived intention to harm in-group on relationship between nationalism and intergroup emo-
tion. First, results indicated that nationalism predicted anger via perceived intention to harm in-
group. Second, the results showed that nationalism predicted fear via intention to harm in-group
in Japanese sample but not Chinese samples. The implications of the results are discussed.
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HE

ABFFRUHEAW = 200)MHAAANW = 256 HHEN R, WX THNEESEKINNEERESH
REERRTHHMEM. B PMEARSERETERE XU NAEEEERIASAPA5IR T B
o Hk, ERANFFEARS, EXEXUUNAGEERERNRATAGURBAR, [ERAEF E AR
AHERBEERX—ER . AR FKSRITES & SCRESTH R -

XK ia
EREX 5%, B, MARESERIAG, FERR

1. 518

TSR, EAFH KRR T, BEBRM R (Inter-group Conflict)— EL@& — K REMF R R
PRI RAR I R BEIR 2 A R A 2y o Eotn: [E SRS, IRIRIMRI k4, RO IAI K2 2y 4555 . fE4E
LB EEEN, SIRBERM R ER — B LR R A E NSO IR . T4 RBEBR S 45 20
(Intergroup Emotions Theory) FF 44 FISRARBEREFR X R . BEPRIBZE TR IR TER € 1At e, KEMALE
[ —Fh 15 2 (Stephan, W. G. & Stephan, C. W., 2000). X S8 15 A 5 S BN IR AT N ek & 47 i,
bAoA 2= 51 K Brdi (Nawata & Yamaguchi, 2012), # 4 F8U5L B (Mackie, Devos, & Smith, 2000)%54 .,
BT AFERR I BEBR Sy IR IR, BEBR 5 25 (Collective Emotions) BN 1 — /NN A] ZB& [ B & .

Horr, PURFNRARAE 9 51 R R AR I [ (R 3 o v SR 1) B B DN 38— B2 B T # A T OG0 . AT
1 5B AT 93 1) A < (Neuberg & Cottrell, 2002: Mackie et al., 2000), ‘& J2& S br ] 2 /1 581
B ZE[F & (Nawata & Yamaguchi, 2012). tbin: fE Skitka, Bauman, Aramovich 1 Morgan (2006) 4 73 5 5l
R, 18 9N1 FMZ )5, HFRENBBMGTS AR, A2 SR T4 OB & 7 S BOR I SCRF . T
RUPE AT B 2 ik e B P A RS A H AN T S R SR A S50 (Lerner & Keltner, 2001), P ARVEE # 5
= 38 P4 (14T 9 AE 2Bk (Frijda, Kuipers, & TerSchure, 1989; Nawata & Yamaguchi, 2012; Dumont, Yzerbyt,
Wigboldus, & Gordijin, 2003). fEHAMKIGIFE P AL, AANTEBRARRII R, AR &R —Fh ]
FIZS B (Nawata & Yamaguchi, 2012; Dumont et al., 2003). B T35 5 R 25 BE R 5% 28 5 R F i 1O RH
BRIk, FEATET Y R IRATH BSE HUR S RVE, X5 R T 5 BRI B AR 1 OB R TIR VT

11 RBSRESERARRIXEK

FR A4 45 )9 & B8 (Social Identity Theory; Tajfel & Turner, 1986), BEAARR 51 M2 ST T-% EH © & 1Y
BEAA LLBOET VPN . EAE 2 OB MU R, ERAEEX N T ZEOEE K L. ZEOIRR
AN T B OB A B S0 IR T B VEA B A i 5K SO AN T I A SR AR A
FITEAY,  [EIISE SO AR AR 26 HE e A5 S50 U 8 I (Mummendey & Klink, 2001) . B 52 LAY R B xt
B @B R 0 %% o 0 18 2R 28 SURMVANR S T A BRI VA 8 =i, R 2 — b7 5 LA A4 A B A () i
Z b, AR E CHTE A I iR, SR B SR Y JA 8 &R (Nawata & Yamaguchi, 2012). Rk,
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K SCH w5 E 515 5E RS S A 2B (Kosterman & Feshbach, 1989; Sapountzis, 2008), i % L
MEA -

MRS FEA B VA B BRI, 25 55 7 AT N R R AN AA (1) 155 28 7R 56 (Mackie et al., 2000). EJ
UFEAR R B QIR — AR E R I g, AT a2 EUIRS 2 TR Dl A RS BT A T S 1T 5]
1A 2 THI ) 75 2% (Moons, Leonard, Mackie, & Smith , 2009). fil40: 7E Nawata £l Yamaguchi (2012) 8T 57 24
LRI, FEHOCRIE SN, 2 AR R O IR 5K 32 S m) e I, RS 5 51 R A AR
£ Mackie et al. (2000) A 5 24 it R I JB IR AL 51 R ) — AN B E R R . BRI D2 E V2 i
FUHFE] T IGUE . (HA2 T BB K T BER R 1B 28 1 B AR RO BE R, 78 B AT T S Hs A B
RN TR OB R, FRATHRE B H6 4 fE T R B B RX AN B B, NI R AT K 32 S HERR TS
KR

12. MAREEEANSRNER

Allport (1954) (B 7B, SHAH G AN BEAA T T P HEAAR 1 25 B RION o 2 B I Py B A4 o) A AR PR FBE o
U PR AA B3 DA R A A oS P A T AR PRI AN AR LR, K 2 51 A BREAAR P SORT AR A (1 9 R R S
FAT U] o AR B0 A T AT T AR A G ] VP A B 5 AR P B AR P DA R 2 5 M N A 8T A
(A FE (Livingston, 2002). [EItL, AHOGHMEEAR 2250 A BEAAR Y R & 35 I Pyl AR iR N o 9 350 ™ L
BEfRh g, b KR a, ABEFS%E% (Christie, 2012). FTEATRATICN, WA R IEAMEARI 24 A
TR SR S 5 R PR T AR ARG B PR P R E R R 2 — o AERXFfaHERERBAAE, WA
WM f6 55 A IR R B MRS &, JRATRR 2 oxt 9 1 35 2 B A T

B, BATANGERESEIR NIRRT . Mackie et al. (2000)FIHF SR LR, B
AR R IR 2 fa 5 BN AR, AR5 5l RIS IIIE % . 18 Neuberg 11 Cottrell (2002) A 58
gt M B H,  UEEA R T BT IR A 1 22 4 B B I, AR T B AR 2 0T AF DG AR A AR A
MG 2E . [FIEE, 2 YRR R T A R AN PR AAR A A ANECR B, & B S BN B R L 0 T
FHOCHMEEAR I 14

HR, FRATE N e 3 B AN S R R GG . 2 P B BRSO AN IACKS A faE  BEAR
PIFRIINTBE,  FTRE 23 DA AR PR AAR PR R 2 8 81450 535 17 51 ARt A B IR AR . Cottrell A1 Neuberg (2005)
(AR 5 32 BR 24 BRSBTS DORABAT TR 22 A A AE — PR RE R RPIRFS 2N, AR 2 15 B4 Bl 53 6} AR AR T
RAH . BTLL, AT S W B A A BT PO B M A B R IR, X R SR e REAE AR AT TIAA B O
FE— P22 A FREE 2, AN P2 A T A 6 1 S 1 R ARLURR

e, BT SR 3 SO AR VE SRR I TG 2 R = AR A R T AR R SCRe A, BT DAARAT T
TREARIE I R 2 W RUR . A 7 3 I A O e ORI P B (A S BC PRI A, AT T PT RE 2 LU IR 7% 5 e 0
Lo 2 5 B AT R I, B R IE Y IR AR AL A 4 i IR AN AR L — D AR AE , DA
s AR IR . #E Morrison A1 Ybarra (2008) B 7 4 h st R B, FEREARSS R4 P R ZL T 3
A A (4) S K ER P k2 SR ] PR N 2 LU 28 5 Bk 1 AMEEAA R BB o T DATRATT TN, I 5K 3= X
RN A fEH BRI EZENFEE. 0z EBO SO0 T B CRTE R AR KT ey, Brbd
% B OA 25 fE E R A OREK.

B 20 A BkAl, AN E SR PR R R . KRR TERTE, {E% GDP 2 i+ [E 1 GDP
BN HARZ MR R BAINEZ ., I LBIIE, H AR [E TG 2 45 BUAR UL & SCA6A
B, WANEREEEENKR. WL, FEOERAHARRKINTA S EEKE(Nishimura & Hirayama,
2013), i H A A E i B 5 A k2 —(Dean, Lovely, & Mora, 2009). &2, Jie Xt [E
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WA THARM S, MU RIEE BB SIERE. 2, HTHESSGERmRIGE, UETGE
B N ORAVIE AR MR DI R R, H R AEAF T AN R R A SRR o iR T [ HAR UK H A F 18 NPO 1
WA LR, 64.5% /47 H9 N LLL 849% A A+ ) H A NS4 LA T A KT ED R (Koh, 2012) . 3X & Al5 P
[E o RIE B 1 iRoKmile BRI, JATR L AR R8T 5, XM BATFR 1 AR T RiiE . [R5 2 RE A
DAL, PIE G R AEGE R AR BRI R AR ES IR SE T St EIRATR T T L
B

R 1e [ 5K LB A S 7 R B R D A AR R ™ AR

R 20 [ 5 3 LB A fE 75 R BRI R D v A AR B AR A i

2. ARAZ*
21 HIAER

TR T ER A, FRATT A A KA 201 44 (SR 63 44, Lotk 134 44, MEBIASH 2 44) 0
HAE Py K42 256 2 (551 113 4, ik 142 4, RN 1 Z)3T 7GRy 2013 4
6 H, FIH_EU a7 . o E R R TR 19.79 2(SD = 1.26), H AR K T4 N 19.19 2 (SD
=1.41).

HTACEMEE R, RAVERMIEZN, S5MEEHETERERE, WREHEIIAE, Ward
@AF b HH R B A A A R 0 0 R R, MR T T AR (] 58 7 A 1 R DA B N2
(0 B 5 R T 2547 I 2T o

2.2. iRiBE

RIS EE T WM AER, —MRHIERE, —MEh RN, BTRERAGNHIE, FhA]
HBEAT T AR BORH IR - Bl BRI AR

&2 1 Nawata fIl Yamaguchi (2012) &R 52 10 77 Ko “xFFHA, G ? 7 XH T “4&
A7, ik, “BEBR” X3ATHFEAN: a=.70; HAAN: a=.89). BRI LMICHE KT
FEENK AT, AKX AW, WAERE, HRIXAWHE, TeRXARRN, AT 1. 2. 3. 4,
597

RS T Nawata Il Yamaguchi (2012) (IR, “ExTHA, H&e? 7 KT “FER7, “B
w7, “BEMWR”, XIANAMHMFEA: a=.79; HAAN: a=.86). mERKMAmidrik, KExEE
RKAWAF, AKX AR, WAEE, ARXAWE, TERXAWMAN, FH%T 1. 2. 3. 4.5

i

Y

R 2% SO 0(1994) B 28 3 IR, A 6 NI H - bodn: “ SHAME SN, AiEE K
ERMAERE” , “EREGEOER L, HEMZAAERKAER , P ERIRE T Rt
HREZ =" F(PEAN: a=.77; HAAN: a=.68). EFFKH ML ME, KBRS, KREBA, B
NG, KEBER, PR, 73R4T 1. 2. 3. 4. 59

% ELOAE R N(1994) I E X 3 R, &7 NOTH . ten: “B—3EraEPEAR” , ‘R
W UAHAERE, VARAm RSP EN . “REXCRE” FEA: a=.78; HAN: a=.77). BERR
T, RS, KBURR, WANGERE, KER, %, 20%F 1. 2. 3. 4. 5%

XA E T B AR A E T B B RA R BT I R S BRATE S Al R e H B KX 255,
MEmwEPER. EMHNTH:  “HARNSRMGEMETE AR HARNRAT X E
WAHEE” (PEA: «=.87; HAN: a=.87), BERRALILME, KIFZEARZ AN, AKRA
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W, BT, FARANK, BARXZINK, R4 T 1. 2. 3. 4. 55
3. MiR&GIR
3.1. RS
L ROR T AHI ST S IR AR B RSB R 1 s 22 o
3.2. HHXMRLE
FEA 2 HRGAR 7 LA RN AR N A 18 20 G 25 A2 B [A] (1) AH 51 .
3.3. RUREALEIE

w1 5 2 friRos i, o fEE R B R S 51 R TR RIE (P E N B = .41, p <.001;
HAN: B=.60, p<.001), TLib7EH EAFIFEARRIE & HARNMFEA S s #E IR T fa = = Az
SR A R 7 REAKCE . B 1 KA. BARBAIE HAR N BIREA A, 6o & 35 = A e 20
TR T AR 3) (B =33, p<.001), {HHEARFEA S G BT 0 A T e B R RS B R 5 i i
m(ILE 4) (B=.17, p<.10). FEEZEFXEHFRM KRS S, MHNEFEZREARIH SR EE(HE
A: p=.20, p<.05; HAAN: p=.36, p<.001). FrLMEE 1 Bor, B 2 354 o7

3.4. Sobel #1&

NTEPNZRERZ, RATRM T Sobel k. M4 3, FATALIE BIZA 28R 1T 2
Ro ERENRIREARZ S, FATE B 70 P9 a8 B B X 8 T A 22 b 2R, (EX
[ 2K AR A RORAN 2 . FEHARNBIREA LT, JATR UE 28 3 i B 5 3 ORI A
JRBARHA BE KA RER

4. B

AT i B H RO 1 IO P9 e T BRI [ R 3 S BT DL R R R P R AR
Lhrb SR ROV T 5t ISR 0 G 35 R IR IR, ST 6 5 2 SR 5| AR e 4 17 2 PO LA (g o B A
AWFFAPINER TR 55—, WAEERERARE D EER AR, W8 T E X E S E%
SRR ZR o AEART W T 2, AR s 8O SR TS A R R & EMEEWQF%&FM
OHERE, AR R AL WG E BB AR BT E K R AR R i X
B, B, AUFREN IR EAMBANERHEN R, EXhRATRIL, fTﬂ%I%ﬁ%Z
T, XAEEEEIARIPT SR & RN S AFEZE S, X G R BERR ATV AT DU 2 S 5t
i X R B i SR BEAT AR

AT T B BATIAL 2 Do BR 27 1 A B BE— 2P o 70 T REBR % A A ER A . XF P9 & T B I AR e
REARIEE IR R R, Dol A IR BN Z —, ERWBERATEMR 1 e B 5K 3 S A K
GO AN R AR 2 SR . DIk, BATER OISR H IR ARSI, s, 1R e A A
AN i o BRI 10 77 2RI 58 20T 16 5 B I AR A RN, CSCE R B I (K A L

4.1. AREM

B, B ANEERRIE, TR EARARIE R HARNREA, 5K 3 SCH e E 2 -
AT 1008 o e B S A3 AR RSN RO N BE AR e i, JF AT T RE 2 28 AT Tt ke 1
FIIR, B A AR IR BRI, FRATTA N [ 5 2 BUH IR PR R I — A B A 3



X 1 4655 F ot A a5 = B R R g TR

Table 1. Means and standard deviations of measured variables for the Chinese and Japanese samples

3= 1 FEAMBAASTENENRERESR

s E A (n = 201) HZ A (n = 256)
S 3.88(.76) 3.18(.72)
[ 3.80(.70) 3.77(.68)
PUlAPER: Sy 2NN 3.28(1.09) 2.88(1.14)
i 2.77(.98) 3.56(1.05)
RUE 3.62(.91) 1.75(.83)
Note: F55 N AybrEfh % .
Table 2. Intercorrelations between measured variables for Chinese and Japanese samples
2 2. FEAFIBARA SN TZEMHEXDTNER
1 2 3 4 5
1 EREX — 58" 22" A4 -.10
2. ZEL 23" — 15" 10 -.18"
3 P R B A 36" .08 — 427 14
4. 1 227 18" 60" — 407
5. RH -.01 -.03 28" 407 —
Note: #i b ablrf BRI REOHISC RS, AT b H A AN AR A X G 0455 4L Note: “p < .01; "p <.05
Table 3. Sobel tests for mediated relationships
5= 3. Sobel MK EVLER
HE A HE A HAN HAN
HAE AL A
z-test p e z-test p e
P ES XN e R B fi 2.27 02" 5.51 .000™
ExEX XF N 1 T B A ZYHE 1.63 .10 3.64 .000™"
Note: ““p <.001; “p < .05.
HREX .13/.04
20"
58 xmf%if i} 41 i
.03
.02/.01
O

Note: "“p <.001; "p < .05

Figure 1. The model of perceived intention to harm in-group as a mediator between the relationship of nationalism and an-

gry for Chinese samples

E 1 EPEAEATIAEEEEANEERE X SHERNXRPHRNMMERZER



B X 1 4655 F ot A a3 B R R g T

93 X fE 607" >
N

=

E[‘

11711

% [0

Note: ""p <.001; p < .05

Figure 2. The model of perceived intention to harm in-group as a mediator between the relationship of nationalism and an-
gry for Chinese samples

E 2. EAARAEATIAREBEANNEEREXSHEHXAPHRNMMERAER

PSS

23 XA 33
N

%
yid

.00
-.02/-.03

5 [ L

Note: ""p <.001; "p < .05

Figure 3. The model of perceived intention to harm in-group as a mediator between the relationship of nationalism and fear
for Japanese samples
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EP &S

58 X P fe 171 s
KN

-.18/-.20"
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Note: ™p <.001; p<.05; ‘p<.10

Figure 4. The model of perceived intention to harm in-group as a mediator between the relationship of nationalism and fear
for Chinese samples
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PR BRI GT AHTEE ROLE 1), T E AR RARERF 8 IA $) 3.62, BT LR A RER T RIF
ROSETTT 5 80T % A s 3 = B A S R [RGB 2 1 R EG . BIAS AT B2 T o B NAE I il 25 16, X
TRV, AT TR R AT R O TR, BTEL, 3BT R A E T R A R DG IR
NS . B, X HARNTE, XA a3 = B B H AT B2 5 R AR AN I BRI R, MR,
TR T TS, % A e 5 A R T REAS & 3 SO AT 1 7 A R ) E R 3R

B, R E A RIREAE R H A N IR R T 5K 8 S5 0T o e 35 s B AT DR B
Tajfel FI Turner (1979) &£ 8 H, BFbRIOAH B HLEAR AT B 23 51 R BFBR 9 o B 5 3 S —Fh LAREBR EL B
Befitl, A MRAUN ORI B, ©EE SR AR R AU A . £ Mummendey A1 Klink (2001)
M Fe bR B, K USRI IR S A BEAE GG [y, 7£ Ljujic, Vedder, Dekker £l Geel
(2012) FIRHF 72 B 2R B T 1 5% 32 SR 5 51 R AN AAS G PR AR PR R e A7 E B I b AR i SR P RE A BT
K E SO0 T B M E KA B SRR, A5 210 SR M A AR EE (Verkaaik, 2010). B,
] 5% 2 SO T BEAAR (] A IO AT ) AN LU IR BIURR B0 G40 45 L R AR BE R V) I B AR B i A T R PR R
XX, M5 K& 7R A fEERE BRI, IF LA A G E R BN RO A B R TR AN R R R
RUR. BRI, B fer v IR 5K 32 3, R RO AR DR B R — A E A R

4.2. MEFERRE

AHEFA =AW He, BIRADI AN E X L SN EH B BRI AU SRR R, K
AR AT T RU AR T S SR SE S WA R rTRETE, ez M iR R R R
TAE LR SEI R A PR AGHE— P HOIESE . 88—, ARBEZ R, XA EH & BRI R 42w G
TAFEKBISEFE. tdn, P E AT RER X T H AR P e il g, S Seh B S AR &
Fh R T H AN AT B R D T BRI AN B 52 18 B R AR KA R, T2 T AT e
R A A . [, 2R A A T T BRI R R PEOY, HATH A R TR N EER
PRI N 00 58 B IT R BAR B4 L, DRI, RO N AZ0E — 0 BT A0S P9 e 35 R A ) S e
XX A S e R B R AT P BB R o 3 =, AT DA H R R AR e S TR
F BB RO B R R, FEAFRIR ST 5 S MBS R =7 . DR EHHEANINLE S, HE
BE— D YR FEVE L, bR DL A [ SO RO AE SR B R o RIS A SR B AR AT R 75 kA
K HE AR AOE R T B 28, R ERATE P I AR SO T S E A TR R
X L HA TR KA R Z R IR TS
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