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Abstract

Schadenfreude is a kind of complex social emotion that produces happiness due to the misfortune
of others. The production of schadenfreude includes cognitive process, emotional process and vo-
litional process, which can occur between individuals and groups. The influence of intergroup re-
lationship on schadenfreude is worth exploring. In this study, self-report and experimental me-
thods were used to explore the impact of intergroup threats (including realistic threats and sym-
bolic threats) on schadenfreude under natural group competition conditions. The results showed
that intergroup threats would enhance schadenfreude. The schadenfreude under realistic threat
situation and symbolic threat situation was significantly higher than that under control situation,
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and the intensity of schadenfreude under realistic threat situation was higher than that under
symbolic threat situation. Group identity plays a moderating role.
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Table 1. The participative results of participants and players in a currency game

1. EMiENTE5E5RRNE5ER

PRAE) T

Aig +10 +1
iz +10 +10
=S +10 -10
=S +10 -1
Fis +1 +1
AR +1 +10
REIE +1 -10
NEE +1 -1
AR -1 +1
AR -1 +10
B -1 -10
Fig -1 -1
H 7RI -10 +1
AR -10 +10
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Figure 1. Task process diagram
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Table 2. Analysis of differences in emotional vocabulary scores of subjects in experiment 1
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Figure 2. Test results of direct measurement of threat perception
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Table 3. Regression analysis of real threat and symbolic threat on schadenfreude
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Figure 3. Regulating the action path
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Figure 4. Moderating effect of group identification on realistic threat-Schadenfreude
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Figure 5. Moderating effect of group identification on symbolic threat-Schadenfreude
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