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Abstract

In recent years, the vulnerable groups have gradually become the focus of perceived discrimina-
tion researches. Scholars have discussed the perception, reaction, and influence of discrimination.
This study reviewed the status of perceived discrimination, and summarized its concept, influence
mechanism and measurement. Based on the review, the prospects of this field for future research
are presented: the study suggested to refine the attributes of vulnerable groups and further to ex-
plore the influence of the groups’ own characteristic on feature and internal rules of perceived
discrimination for members within the groups. It is also suggested to pay attention to the impact
of individual differences on perceived discrimination based on double effect of the denial theory,
especially some positive intervening variables and their indirect positive effects on the mental
health of those was experiencing in terms of discrimination.
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1. ;IS

FES AN AP ELGR T 51 2 PSS AR O B Fee 1) BB 252 0 49 1) 2R S 1) ks A 5], K & I ds
SO ) T B RIE—— D0 A TR I A BEREAT BRI, T R 7 R 54 B A5 —— 55 38 A 8 A0 e o i) 3t )
KF o mILJUE, B Fib i RGO B S R ITIHIRGS, $EALH B A ——55 B AR B B A
WETCRIEE s, B IE 3 T 46 0T 55 A A0 T I R R0 0t 5 S B, X6 ISR e e FE g2 e RORE R AT T —
RIVRDE . MEZ R BMAEZ T ERE, SRR MR, IR, SEEM. Hhaih Ak
RARAT BN e )% . A L BARAT A IS BERE R AL DL — P B RRM T OR AR, B W A 35 A £ O 1) i
B FZ o DRI A 60 PO ST 78 R 35 B AV IR N B AR A B B N E AR, 8 BT 0 TR 22 1 B
TR, GG ARARA RO E 52 B R, i 5k B & T BR A A2 A R 52 00

2. BRI
2.1. BRE

WF 5038 5 BARAT A BT LA (A% DR IEAFAE AN — B & V5, TR X H 5 8 A 48— (Orbe & Camara, 2010).
Fishbein (1996)E BN i it th g SR s AR BRI URE IR B 40 1 32 B A S5 AT N B — P e I 4t
SR, AFENOIHEF B G RSS2 ST, CEA R Rk, RIIESS: AR A
MAMELABEEE, bl i B B (institutional discrimination). M4 5% 21 A0 10 J5L IR 22 5 THI R, A4S L
AR, RS SFEASN. #L AL BLR B0 U7 TH Y BE 1R BL4E (Seaton et al., 2008; Kam et al., 2010; 4=
X, 20135 EEME, 2015).

X LA 5 (perception of discrimination) () 45 — e LA IS A Z 1), 5 1 =2 A 20L&
5, RIAMARRE|H OB A2 BIA AR, TR R E O T8 B B ) 4% (group  menbership) it
B, XA B R S PR AR . LS R, BT DUE SRR AT N B fE4atERS
B Bl — SN A 2 ) B R B H SR (Major et al., 2002; Pascoe et al., 2009; Tom, 2006). WA %05 AR
PR RS SR E AR SC R B, H T SR B8 TS B E R B R B e, TR A
TEAA R G i — b “ EELLIINSE” (Dion & Kawakami, 1996), FWifRF|%FA1MEE. IEW Dion &
Kawakami (1996)F @i, 52 MEAA, EREMARX — “<OBBIS” /Fhehriss, g
NIV IRSERS R
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2.2. BAAIRE R HHRE

Branscombe 5 A (1999) M AR AR AR OUUEE N T 19 47 BE, 32 7 B A5G P py 46 4800 [R) B LAY
(Rejection-identification model, RIM), FH H AR U5 0 it %o - 55 S5 E A4 1 0 Co LR e 1) 22 L sz i) o A5 Y
INA, BN SEBR Bt TR A BRSO R, BEEIEAR FIE. ST RS, XMgELg
VR AT e P A N SL I e — D7, AN BRI 0 0 2 R 3 RO TR B /&, T IR B
PRI G5 AR RR 5 573 — D7 ThD, MO B A ALk LR B B OO R B AR B AN R Ak 35 % 55 35 AT
BE— RN O AR R . AR AN R BRI\ 59 SR B O AT A A SR A [RLEOR RO 5 S
RIPOEAGTE o FEAONE AT LU MBS LR B AR R AL 22308, BT iR MR SZ 25k H )@
TR RO B I B SRR, 38 W] BRI B, B IL I R A Bt 4, s, BRI\ [FERe A
PRI PE—Fh U B A B GNIE, A AMARBZ B RE . 224, R AN 190 28 TSR 3 B0 & Fhc B 5
AR EH.

TR R B R % H DR AE T (R B 25 52 17 SO R0 o RO AR RGO, e 17 IR R o s e oo BER AR R )
VERABUE, 5O B R ] DA B4 %o o BER AR B P AR AN R 52, 3 i A A DA [ [ et O L R 7 AR AR AR A
o tbah, FE4a A FFAR 0 St BRAE BRI AN K —— A AR ARIK P, A AN S A BN AR 1k S A K
5 B A5 % V) A 2R (Tom, 2006).

B 5 0B LA R B RO TR AR, BB EAN R 99 A A TR AT 7 2 IR 5eE, IFR3 T
ANFFERE FEYE SR, ZIRAR TP B IEREE . Leondardelli & Tormala (2003)IA A A& 5 7]
A7 [ OO0 B A S A, I ELAE A 57 J ] REAE SRR R0 i S e B AR S A R P i R b R T — s IR
AN, BE S SN LR FE IR, AR R MO S 2B T B, BPIR 25 5 182 31 i J@ A T 52 1)
e REEEL, BT S BUEEAR AR AP . Tom (2006) N A BALEN A BE B AS N SE4E R, B
TH B R 5 A N A B 2 (R B R B A, i ISR i 32 02 T AN B 8 IR B AR B 071 486 1f
A, T2 B B AR I ROZ R R AR SEAR K, AR AN AR, 55— 71, Tom W\ N7 B N1k
FEIOO AN NSRRI BRI AE . A M ZHW R, EAREERE NN B IR BFEE TN KR,
FEARSEAR BT DU HE N B 5 ) 3248 8% (Luhtanen & Crocker, 1992)0 1XSZBR_F AN T AN AR 327
Frib st ik

Bl 1 A0\ [R) B AN T R, FRATT R ISR 0 ot 5 0 BRAE R K o0 R AR, H AT AR A o g 18
JEH AR B 5 O EAg R ER VL. A5, AR EYIFTELINRESAR, ER 58 B
1E, #EA W AR OERFERIER o AR A T PR 300N 4t m 52 10 8K 52 214N P 7 0 38 o BT (Lo L5
P BRI, Bk, A LB OA B IR BRI T e B AR .

3. IR RYE

RN FE BN R 75 2 DLaE S VE DI RO RT3, AH OGN B0 B 2 iR B S R R 22 g (HL )
B2 P ERAE PR 8 SURMESER, AU TS 5 R BB Fe A e LR L s, 34 75 B2 W B AT
BT ORIRR L  SRRAT A R A 1R 32 R FEE A8 ISR o IS RAT Ay ) R i R 2 s RS 7 SIS A 2 i 45
X8 S B SO IR AR AR B 2 BRI R, HLE T M DL e AR i S AA 56 1Y) B0
PE, DR PR R, 0T SAT AT 2 UL B e A AR KR PRI PR o R AGAPT 58 385 4 A0 A 2 % B S i
F AL . Brown & Bigler (2004, 2005)i8 ik VA KI5 Z2 B AN, R4t N BT R L, AR ARG L
PRI PT Bt B0 R, 25 A A X P A DRV ) PRI X AR (] — S SRR B Bt 2 ok, 3 Pty IS H L i (1)
T 3 B B AR AR AR E RSB Lee & Ferraro (2009)38 13 3 W R 15 v Skl & 500 0 52
MR B R BN 2 B R, B0 L S R F AL . AT, BT E AR 56 21 (1) 52 15
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MR R FENHAZHANTF: — BV B SRR B R B 5 T 2 82 B
W, W1, Krahe 25 AN (2005) R85 WAL S RN AR, A S IE B0, T S Bl ml ke . B2 AR B
Bt DA J7 552 1 87 S AR IR R IR L

B A AN SR T IR AR TR, TR AR I — 8 PR VE Al B A 6 T2 . Harvey (2001)% il (1)
BENSE M)A, 3L 18 N H, WA TH NRIATHSr, LA LikertS siihsy, Moy, 3R 2]
(PR FE BBk o [ P 2238 () PH(2014) S NZ A, SRIBE BT N SOAS, B8/ sy LB A H 2323
BRI FERE . AEAZRE TR, BRI SE 0 35 (1) Cronbach o 20N 0.762. XIIFE%5(2008, 2010) A AMAFIEE
PRPRANGE B2 il 7 B AN v m 45, )45 37 N H, RA LikertS sithorik, o3olkaE, BEARZ
A SRR S5 ™ . 7 I S5 (2008) %6 He mb (R “AMA SR IR A AT BT, IR R 4 Hid
T 9 MR HMETER5y, N2 BRI, 1908, AREE BB R . w5
AP BB — 2 R BN 0.87. FRE ¥ 4k =525 (2009)7E Postmes (2002) ) SMEEAAAE 4 i) %5 A1 Krahe et al.
(2005) [ BN 1] 5 J5 00 1, gt T 1 P 3dE A 0 SN o 1 o, BN RTERAR T AN 7 T, 1% RS TN
U R B BN 0.81 A1 0.82. X EE AT 4EAE(2010)RIE XA SN L e R K MZ I DR S5 R, &
B sl ) L BB AR 2R AN A 2 25 v vp ) TR SR i A, AN AL 0 17) 45 (Perceived Personal Discrimination
Scale)fi Tt — B HIMEI, WA SIEEM . SALGE . Pl 7, il WX e i K AEEH O
B L, FHUE RS LA SR N AR A B SRR . B3k 21 AN H . RA
LikertS sSi140v%, HBRFIWHIX S H G RAEE A O 5 LRI, 15708 53 B 1 50 b 21 1 B A 5
Z . ZECKEENZ AU A R ORGSR, 2011 Ju%FE, 2012), RABEFRERIE. LA
LTI AR SO B R ) 5 9 BhR AR AR (A ES, 2008), —FH ZIEMS5N 0.59, p < 0.01, FHRER
Ufo FEZBEFOH, 4 I P — BOEAS BE RECR 0.86.

4. BATRIEXTR
4.1. ESMRS

[l 412 T L ot At 7 B AR R TR ROCHE BB 7T A IgC B3 0 BRLARE A SR T 72 55 Uk, I
HRZHW T COLAUESE, B SEAE A 15 25 15 S O B AR BER b T A7 A2 56 EEELAORE R, IX A2 3
LR H At v ) AR R A A A

Finch (2000)% %} 5 P4 2FF% R M B AT UL, B8 IR MIBALFNSEACT SR B MC R, JFHRE
IS TE NI A5 2 A B R X AN 9% SR HIEEM o Foster (2000) ARSI FL AL, MR BRI 6 5
B, MR IEERAR, BRI SIS, AR AR R ™ & . Diaz et al. (2001)
A Corning (2002)#% H FIHF 45 RIFEH, AMARIBAL S E T B &I th /AR B ALK, A
BRI Z TR 2 SBOMR BRI HIAE . R8P EREE EIMZESE . Nyborg (2003)FH%S A JLELEAL
FHGE AT TG Y, R0 B RS 5 AR IR B RS T AR O AT IR TR TR, B RRON L EE 108 1 5
MERZ, FAVERMARE SR, B AP, Samuel (2003)% LUINEE K FEEAEERS R 9%t ST ALK
B, PR SO A RN AR PR SR K- B 225 A IE R TN ] o Edwards (2008)43% NI i B A 78 AL
RGP BT DI 5 B SACH A IR B T KT, SR S S AR R T 3K
A2 A X B I I e B AR A 2 18 AT

4.2. EAMR

1T 3R E AL R R I IS [, AN 57 Bl KB T e R T “ R . L 7 R
FREuf) “BHSFILEE” « “URBhJLE” SEREIRACE I AR B 5 55 R o DRI ] pAY X SRR o (7 7 T
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ST B SRS LB L 5 2 DA TR AL I A DG T B SRS L R 5 I L £
VTS 5.0 B BB AT ST S0 S 0 770 S 25 2008) FRIIF S84 B, 378307 ) L 28 B B ML 00 5 EL AT A
FRYIE A 6 5 2R3 3] 8 3 MK S T8 BRI B 87 % 7 24 Dy eh A BB T 35 R 1E T« R 4K 5E(2009) Ay,
T LI BE A BE G AR 5 R (A HE IR, IR 2 SOpe s . AR, M i
AL B P EE B R B, L SR LB AT, 7ESRBEIREE . NBRIM%S . 20 R R S5 V5 T Ak
TGS H A0S . 0I5 & AR FE(2010) AR SRR FCHG e, PRESREEh LB oA o (0 E SRR 3, 4
R SR BRI R | RSB RB A4 , W195 95(2012)—THUER S0t 35 817 44 AL )L BLHEAT 1B P AN 3 5
o FESE 7 15 RS R I, B T0%RTESh L LA vh SRR P RS, IS5 v 1 R 4
SEPUAER . JIHE . R BRI A B G R TR F Ak S R L 5 0 B B 1 5 R
TR T AR FE o /B ot A B 0 T 36 7 2 4 ) 3% B A7 ZE VTV
5. Bl

HE 40 4ELASR, TFTE R LS5 B LR MWL (T 50 SR RN o B (0T 000 A S5 T M B
ST RSB F REATE (00 LRI ZIRG ED 45 R HEAT TR, B Wi B 90 S e h T 59 380
1, E R AR BRI RIS SR BLUR AR, oA (0 B IR A RIEAT T 4R . BB
CLAUESE, L 7E 5 5 5 TR o B (6 R b A7 2 B, 1T LSS R B 2 B0 i M4
BN R AR . SO SE AR A5 B T 1 ST OB A 54 8 % (group  menbership) i 52 21 (1) 7 2
ORI A P S P R SRR AT R T DA SEBR AT BN, A AT LAZR B R A P 25
FEF B R A TR AL 2 R 2 . R T S TR B R W A S R, B R AR [ A
TH % 2 R A AT A R A A SRR 0 7 2 SR VT, L9 2 L 0 5 0 e 08 O B (U B R i
TEAER A B IR FASCR R R AR ) o A8 o e SR (0 45 S S AT S0 R A A R B
R — AR T R SRR . 47 DT, ML A5 LR LA T AT BT

5.1. LEHERM

HIEZ(2008) 55 NAR A AR D3 BEA% 7T AR PR AT A S P AN R s, 295 35 AR 1l 3 k) 20 P DU A 6 7
RS T BRACERE R0 5, AR RO A e HLEAT AT LR R 9 58 B, WA BN, AT B AR Bk
HANENE, R 55185 NFTER . 55 N BARR NG BECERERER, Ayl s cgm s
BT AR, AR MARF E RS2 . BUSFRREALOILS T, 28 A B AN 5K, AT O ZRAE
JEr A TN FIREFEROSE M o AR ACE ORI T AL, AN [ 55 55 B A2 14 i o 1k 3 JEL S LR ot R EL S AL ) 4
FAAEE N FI S R A B DA DA% T R SRR B 52 i R0 ) — S B (R 1 A8 o ) B P 23 (1 7
=5, 2009; JRSERSE, 20155 RAEREE, 2016)K B LE . B ST LE SRR SR B A8 1 R R AT
Fo, FHE T IRLCRER LB UM R S AUMIE 2 OFLER . ARSI R DS &R
LA A AL X SRR LB AR A B A BEAS R AR R e 1Y, Id B 555 s R MK, el A
SARAATT TSI 1 Sy, BB B T BRAT (KORE AR k57 B A DL BN IR — AR SN, A A BT
AL (R HERS SR A TARAT T O BRI T AR A FOR B ko DRI E, AR AL 5 A et
FEFF, 2 AR R A BEREEAT AL AT X 0y, b 2D IR AR AR B T 14 P i 1 X 4 A Bl D (BRI R o
R s PSR R BT A RS

5.2. EMEENMEERNIERMTR
ER RS 55 SR ) L SR B X B SR A T R A 1) — P 0 T PR BE A VR RS B, (B iR AR
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G, AR PR O T s e R B AR BN R R R R AR MR 22 e, T AR X P 22 e R B R A
A R AEHIVEFH o I8N Diaz et al. (2001)F1 Corning (2002)FIHITF 7 5 HH IS0 50 oK £ i 1 288 1) 43 5 i ) 4
WRHIIAR K, B BRI 2 7 2 S EUSAN s AR A E8 p A I FR R = A 22 S 1k ) R

T L TR BRSO A 0 E EL A OUEE Z5OS, A  BEAOR 280 i o o B R P 5 A A D e LI, T LA
W AE R M2 3. k5, A K fE(high risk) 2 D5 AR J& 520 R A W BB, 7EE AR R0
TR I e s [ [R5 R O B BAT M I RAH DS BRI [T BF, - 20 2088 1756 3 b — A Dl i o5 5% B AH
BRI HOAS F R AMA 2 AV 22 5 (8 JE 2145, 2008). Rutter T+ 1972 4E B0 A X B2 R HIBF R 4554,
] TAMAZE T IR S . X8 ) L3 H KIS R AR RS A A fER R R, 5028 7 i 7™ B 455/ 645
(R ZAAT AL 2 TR AR SZ B B e, KB R, HRA ISR —SEE R RS s
GG BB “TEM” el =B B T “BR” MERIER b, IR RBILGIRZ OB
PE(resilience), /CERFAPE AT FTHLL R BN o BRI\ AL T AR EL 09 NATHHA B BB AR 7] E 1 6e
73, T HAR B By HL A% B LR 1 DR 3R SR A S B BT RIS RABZE I DGR . — LB TR I, KB b
S T T W A R 15 B LA 8 (o BE B A 2R, X e AR AP PEATL 1) P DCKE AN 1) B TR 5 i e 4138
ARV AR 2> B8, A FITMA B AN B PRI R R FR (X255, 2011). 4N, 3@t [ 44 1 H AR
Rett, $8 AR T B SME T R IR R, RS T MR R H KT (Crocker, 1989, Carney et al.,
2009)o A AR5 N(2015) R FH X F5 465 4 I AR N o 1] 5 F08H 3 55 L HH e g il (YO BRI 23R
MEALTT 577 23N ) L2 AN 20 B SR B KSE, S5 RN, B AN N ISR 73555 1]
AT R A B E TR, CoBR s i N N 75 A 0 5 1] RRAT R o R LA B T R
PEoR T R T AN L O BRI BT S 1 DR 2R A, DAk BRI AN ) LB O R R AR 5
WA H . STk, BT AT DUIE I B RS 2 R PR A, B SO E MR M R R AR A
A S A R A O B ) TR R MR AR AR ZORE ,  AATT Ay FIESTS AR T LR 2 Ak A, DA B gl R 3 R %t 41 5 )
ISR Y R 0 ARG

E&WE

J7ARE A RERIE (LU 5 2014WZDXMO024).

&E ik
M, TR, XY, BB, BRTFQ012). Wish L E B 5 4 S & N At 2 SR AR 2N [F B 0
PAZEIR 44(5), 647-663.

JiBe S, fuXete, X#(2008). RO 7 A LS )L E B L S IS 25 5k R LI AIER]. OB RESHE, (4),
93-99.

I F+Q2014). BT/ ELEH G OFEHE S T FE RN HFZ DT, WL, #E: LK
ZESCVE(2013). ZEN LR A58 5T 7 2 B 82 R BFE G pL ). TR, T TR,

Az, R, X, Z£7(2009). Fsh)LE B 55 OB B KE 10 R K O HELE]. OB R, 41(10),
967-979.

XIES, H4E52(2010). WSl LERIEMMGE S BEBHXR. OHFF 33(3), 695-697.
XIES, Ak, IRORIEQOLT). BRI LN e L. DL EES#H G, 27(2), 216-223.

B, Tk, HEFIEEQ2015). HoR P A 5B ) LE A SEN IR R BRI NMER. OBELESHE,
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JEJET, b7, K7 (2008). OFLHME(Resilience) it 7t (1 [F1 5 R HE. Lo FEFI, 31(4), 995-998.
BEVR(2015). ATt bshid /L 3 BRI S S WwETE: #2035 X 27 209 EA. WS, P22 Bt ImiE ks,
BRI, ME, DR, ERFR(2016). BRI 5 AN B LB R L R R R RTRENRIEM. 0
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