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Abstract

Group identity is a core construct for understanding intergroup relations. The current research
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methodology system originates from Western individualistic culture and faces challenges of defi-
ciencies in cultural adaptability and inadequacies in capturing dynamics in the context of Chinese
collectivism. This study adopts a systematic review approach: first, it sorts out the theoretical foun-
dations of group identity research methodology based on Social Identity Theory and Self-Categori-
zation Theory; second, it classifies measurement methods into four categories (explicit, implicit,
behavioral, and physiological) and manipulation paradigms into two categories (basic activation
and contextual modulation), and then conducts a critical comparison of various methods from five
dimensions, namely validity, reliability, ecological validity, cultural applicability, and operational
feasibility. This study proposes that the triangulation strategy integrating “theory-manipulation-
multimethod measurement” is the gold standard for future research, and it is necessary to conduct
localized revisions of existing methods by incorporating the “collective connection” element of Chi-
nese culture. Finally, it prospects the application potential of cutting-edge technologies such as vir-
tual reality (VR), experience sampling method (ESM), and artificial intelligence (AI) in capturing the
dynamics and intersectionality of identity. The purpose of this study is to provide theoretical guid-
ance and practical implications for constructing a methodology system for group identity with Chi-
nese cultural characteristics.
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1. BY

FEAA A [F](Group Identification) & 5 4™ 14018 i 4 22 A4 B3 B 32K 0 XHE R —MiZ O dt 2 DB R
E4RF EM S, WHETFEEFREEW. EETIFIEMLER, BRI LA TR, &2
br HBh L R 5 #8285 5 BEAR A TR K58 K B 3 4 F (Navarro Lucena, Molinillo, & Anaya Sanchez, 2025; Xf§
i, R RLE, PO, BOUOU, BEEE, 2023). BLSRr R EIRFR H, BEAIAELREERROC R — AR Y
Aty EAEIKE G AN SN AR B AN D U I 5 BB AT A (R, EREEE, T, 2023), TR IALE
BGEER T BEAAR  3E R RO R U AT R AR R 5 SRS, Vot 00575, 1B, 2020). XX —14
IREE IR R S B T O R A R BRI &, 5 T RS R B AT I SR 8 (B
FEHE, ok, 2011); AHERAE B = AR08, T DU HE R S 5 s &ML O 774855, 2023). 48
M, MAWHRITIERRZ @ T MEE Oz b, 78 E SR S OO E 58 1 38 A7 A 2
JMR, InsCAEBCPEAN AL S X ASh A PEA R AT 4% 17 @ H 2317 & (Zhang & Smith, 2024; #&7f, 2015).
RIt, AL B AR RGBS A PR BN R I 545 A 07, I SRR S IS B, IR
ZYETE RIS . T, ASCRHME S 2 A MRS, S VR Al SERTIREL
ARAEH E A LHE SR RS FTR, AR S St — e R BRI RS 5 UG DI 7 VR FHESE

2. BRA\RNBLER ST RFEXEK

TR R BE FE R AR T 42 A [R1 318 (Social Identity Theory, SIT) 5 E F7> 357 16 (Self-Categorization
Theory, SCT), —# AN OEA ARG 7 HAL, HEER S T RINEREE 510t
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2.1. LN SIT): HESBRINSG EiBiE

SIT W% o2 “HER G M IKBIRERRAT A, WdEtt 28, He N 52 R = AN f2(Tajfel
& Turner, 1979). IR VEF T8 SAIAER T : H—, “FoIB N mEAL" PO S i N
#4353 (Minimal Group Paradigm, MGP)$2 it | B #::8 # Ak i —— i@ ik FE AL 70 BB 0T 51 R N BEAAR W 22, 56
WE T A RN A T A%, 2023); H,  “HEa B TR W de 5 73Tt
T B RN, W TR IO B AR BN R (O AR, 2023).

2.2. BES2EIR(SCT): BEMENSZIZE

SCT #i— B4Rt T B IMER I Z R (A BEfA B, HAZOET “INFN S (Salience),
BNV 5 B 1 755 52 15 B2 Hh G IO R (Hogg & Turner, 1987), % B i HES 1 o BASBIMEM ik Rk B —
T, CAEEER R A B TR ShE R (s S MR ) R TIZ R, G i 5 R E £
U AT B VSRR I A R (A AT G855, 20205 X E 05, #0555, 2019); H—J50H, “REBRIRRMINE" 1)
WA, HE T T8I R A B 5 A B AR A IR SR U T A TR SR BE (yE N CR 07 55, XK 07, TR, 2023).

SIT 5 SCT 43l “7336 - t” 5 “I580M0E 7 WIS ik S it 1 RSt 38 S35 . S5 b IR
TR D[R] (0 310 45 #) B4 17 22 45 (U Leach [RIXU AR5 AL . Cameron [ = 4EAE A0 4k, thfEzh T & T
Hrsdnth. 2R, FOEE R REMBEIFRAETFN SRR D77, imiairigdio, K&
B “H AR E S 5 RS R

3. BMARINNETS %

AR “ER - B LA, KON F RT3 AR WER AT S AR, JRLS
B S RITERI N 3 50 5 R TT R AEAIPEEAR

3.1 SpENME: BFERE

AR RIS B RER R E WIS, AT EH TS, FRERT, Ma %555 (2024) 7 Kk 14
22\ [ g b B 3 A R 415 (Cronbach’s . = 0.89, ICC = 0.93), &3 Filill 1 fif% 4% (B = 0.68). B4E1T AN
(bn (=B RS B, B =0.52) S A ZE (i FEB #El, B=0.47); Leach BITHEREA LA EEfE N F
RGN R IT, OB R B A8 RGN [ 5 O B & B OLE F A (r = 0.27) (X7, 5%,
2019); MRHE TR 122 52 B s 0 g 1) 4 41 DX TR 3R B A s IR AR, AL X DR A ] S48 I | i) —
YeSE R AT R B AR F 1Y) 76.20% (N, S 158, 2025). BRISHMERAZOHA R ZINZmIA
FINZE, JRBRARAA R, Bl 4 s RFERT K 5 51 KI5 RN T ERFAN AR “RARBL” FA L
e DUERCH BB (L 5 0555, 2023; EHEZ, )y, XEE, 2021); TikHERRAE SR ZE, M DLk
KR4, XA S T P BRI R AR AN

3.2. MERE: BanEEERN

PN e I8 S B I 22 R R4l B B AR IR RS, 0RO B3R - AR - R BREE R, N
FRICAEL I & (implicit association test, IAT) T FF AR RN RIS,  SrA R AR S iy, B RIERS
BERBRETANEER LT, BI75, 2019); GO/NO-GO BEAEAT 55 (GNAT)FERS LL IAT 455, EHER
U B s — RN R (G 05 55, B 18, ik, BXEJ7, 2020); EEEshaF, milkEEXT “F
R B 5h)E IR RRNC SN IR B A (G2 75 545, 2020). N el & B 36 T4 E sh ik BESS, {H IAT 12
REDAR s, TCIEAGHEVE Al L — AR Lt A ] SEIR I EFRE, B o 2T, EABEIRE
i, 2015), FREEEAT NI EIIESE RIRIKIHR H .
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3.3. fTHNE: BEWITHIER

AT I WS L SEAT AHEWTA K, RS R . S5rEged, milFEE S AR
BRI AT RO i T AMEEAR (IR AR5, 2020), G LA fu 28 7 3 5 A LIk P B0 95 B8 1 (M = 40.28/50 X)) (1 1%
HeAE, 2021); WEE MRS, A “We” BUAEMANME, HBREAAEREBSE(r=0.21), HEHAME
FHE JJIEAE(r = 0.13) (Van Swol, Ahn, Prahl, & Gong, 2021). 4T AMll& % OB 76 T BLEE P[5
FEARRAT OGS, SR, ARG A R EkR: AT A IRSIHLE B A 2 oo, DO R SR R AT
PR EIMCAA B TEEAR T SO SN, AR I 52 OB AR S T AN 2 SO B s, R AR )
BB ZE S IE ZEE (M = 5.2) BB T T T REA(M = 8.7) (5KHREE, 2020); MRASEIG 305, #EMEE
B AR, BEARBEMERECZRIRS . ok, “HNE + WY MAE T R A SRRV 2,
E P 85 A — B (i Ba e A RAR), AT AR T« B S EE R A AT N7 B MR IRZE
T EE N T2 i (Evans, 2008)#2 43t 7B AL : RS0 1 WS Bk BRSNS ), R4 2 Bl & &
WA 54T (IR R o XFA BT BEE R 2 X RS 1 E Sk e WA H —— = B R, A
Bo “BRAE - UHD” BRES(RSE DM CEEEANE” MYEGRESE 2) AT, AMEARE EOARICEN, sEE, T
JII, 2023). AKFFGIN “HREG 2 hilmEL” WA R (i BRI E RN E), 455 ERP 8¢ fMRI f4
bR, BGUEARZ A FRILAE, G s A T ik R .

3.4, IBNE: MLEIRIERR

AR RN R IS e A A AR SR A AR Y YR, AR AR ELEE fMRI A ERP. fMRI A FE I, BERA
] BB 2 B G X (A e A%) , T8 25 N BEARAS IS PN R4 52 )2 (mPFC) s B 5 (7 A8 %%, 2023);
BRI BN (Xie et al., 2025)45 G AT SIS R I, B[R] GR ¥ H] ALE PSR AT 55 T & K 2 (PFC)
M D B g, H SRR IEM 9%, ERP MF R R, 2 M5 B e R LS 200 ms (N200
FAR) RIAEIN T, e AL TR AL 5 A BE K N200 Je, S e LAY 25 93 U5 43 Bic (Chiao et al., 2008). A 2R &
O DTk RIS RN, (RS PR, FlanfEre “ 2 H—5” WS mPFC BUE rTREE T A RS 1),
T GAT BRI, Pt EEE R, RN NNRRAR: BB S RN, FEA
BANAAR L REZ.

3.5. MBS EELE

Table 1. Comprehensive comparison of measurement methods

=1 MEFEEERER

WRET  AUOTE BoodE e B EAMIE  SCHGERME BT KR
e LEACNEATHR o o TR, s FEALL  BOEEE, BEY, B
&I‘MUH»UE %?% %)ﬁ_ﬂ)\]ﬂ EJ%WE%ZE}E a>0.8 fﬁl(ji*izlg) 'ﬂ%‘[l— 15~20 ﬁj\%q]) %%(2019)
aantt AR, e FTERATRE (I, A, P

- AT mear bhgxpdgy 0007085 TORMEE) oioum 10415 48 556(019)
el B N s 3 Ve N - - S
onar BB WSRO RO 508

UNG BRRLEL /N i 2RRE 5~8 44) (2020)
R E S (TR, kIR
LR OVAS N 1 /) (2020)

AT NG R,
M5y SR BN R 2
ENAERE,  r=0.75~0.85
BZH—F  (EREN)
B RS HE,
{ELAE 52 57 figg [X.

TANE S5z RS r=07~08 E(LEE)

s el ey o MOE(RTRAS,  Xieetal
A P

r=07-08 (E(ME) pidrkeAN: CECHEUK, - Chiaoetal.

ERP Uz n <50) (2008)
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VORIFEAAME: AhRIEE N T RREAIL LR A, PRI R B an ks, 179l &ERE
IUEFCSAT NG A, AR B SR AR L (P A 1) SR, (EAE R AR A I i N B S e —
I TA] KA R K, A R TR RS, Rl SRR R A SN RPIR S o R SCRR LR A [R] R B 0,
NIRRT TSRS % .

4. BHFIARIRIRATER

HERINFIR AL O R “MGE S 67 5 “CWTINFESREE” WL 4% “8RAE B - BT s 28w
. CHBNERIN RESHATLEE, SR TR, ESEERNT RENRBREET, & TR
T, PR A - N B

4.1, BRI SHEERR

SRR IR R RO A S 6, R IBEEDY “ RIORAER TN . ZHTHEEBRIE. Fl, &/
HEAVE(MGP)IE T RARHERENL 2, (XEE “ 0 2RAR%E” RN, 51 R EBAAT AL (PRt T,
HE3E, 2015; 77 7ANAE, 2023); JREhEGEN S 2R IRT AR Kb, SRS AT e (1 e e
20215 ARALGESE, 2020). FERHRARIZ OB ZRHPALE . ERERBE . WA, & KT, H
JRPREE: MGP {UHHIE “ AN FIRN” , SRS ZRVER, 8B SE A — BT 30 20
HB 52T, EERUER: EARE SO RN, &BRERA S, WEMERESERAT.
4.2. tHEHRY: BEETER

TEE R I R B A AR, % WA REPR S S AR RN BEPRIBUMR N R R 55,
HizonZ o BRIt 2% . ZHTRMBIT. B, #bess(2021) LA G0 & N A AL R
(Cronbach’s a = 0.91), I SCHEFLIIGGAT 55 Bz MG 2 i ft, i A SE) IS RAE 55 D R P A A5 4T
N, R G BRI = R0 TMi45(2023) DU R B SRS SR A RE R U, B TC AL, JLIR N B
AU [ BT Y5 55 A s R R B Jg o 7 A6 R B ek 3 5 - Breton [A1 A (2019) it S B4 43 e i 75 B2 (= 26 . R0
BRARFE B (Uni s L g5 52 B HRME RS AT AR ML AL N, 1T A AL 2 oz S o T X R A 7D A 3R e
Bio VLB SRR OISR AR SR B USSP AE) . W2 IR IIEESE + 1T + #E),
BUE T HEA BN, IR AT 55 BEH R 2% (60~90 73h/7Kk) . TooRA B ME . FEA A R AR U
e PR AR A 2 PR G K Ak, 5P A AR S S T AT VR AR

4.3. BYENELE

Table 2. Comprehensive comparison of manipulation paradigms

=2 BYSeREERE %
WS Bk SR ER Kidi A ABBE CHERE RETATE RETTR

gy MOP TS %?ﬁiﬁ% n? = 0.12~0.25 Gg&) ﬁ?;ffz'f* (5~1051qu) /J(Z%O;:)%
T {%ggﬁﬁ o wﬁgﬁ% Eéﬁ:— (5~1o% 53h) i%gim;;
mate ST T 0208 sy m coeose Gory
i I e S T O L NN
pepfe CUPTARL e 20708 BRSO o0y Breton %

Al

(FEEE) T AIE (2019)
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LAt ERAE(MGP . 8 87 20) A B fRIAL 1 BExt B s LN CABSIE, DR SERb AT Fe 3 B k4 8
BIEGES A B A7 %) S UL L SIS 0 DA ) 9 HEAT I T, D92 R FU 3R i k7 SR (VF
WA 2)e ZHEWMES S, fla, Jeidl MGP Kl oy “miTd - RATA” GEREGE), fHhEd
“Bh 2 EAFTERA RS (GBLHRIE), BETCOR LG ARG AR 22 200 & n? = 0.15 %% n? = 0.08
(HiEESE, 2021). (EAVERME, BsRORFURATZHZLRAE, MBI NS G ARSI RINE, K5
PR N ST N SR E. B, B Jr A DR R B AU, ARORFEEE “ R - R
an “EEeE + SIRRTHERE” ), DEINT AR,

5 MBSHRANEENR: ZHE=ARIE

HEAAF AT 7T AL o — DR R IR, Z2UE=AREEd B “META - #I0Gu” sl “Big
BB - T - Bl ¥R, RIBTIRUERI R, AP EIIESTT, BT RS SR XEN S A
dIs, FOE I ROVENTIZ ORI, AR RS

BRI iR

li%ﬁ&fii’a F_\L"Fﬁ/:Fﬁﬁ—l
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l l [ e
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it

I

MGERS: BT ER/RAF TN
e

Figure 1. Research method selection flowchart (Legend: Rectangle, decision point; Diamond, judgment point; Arrow, flow
direction)

E 1. MRAFEEFRIEE(EG: IR, RES; EF, FES; &%, RiEHME)
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5.1. ZMELS RHIRHT

BAENAZOZ “HIS - Y - WE” WREREG. T (2023) 1B SN FE 7T AL 20 EE 1S
B LR WA R O SR, BRAA T R AS B B ph AR E SR g, A “AhE (AR Ak
HR, W CEREGME 4E)-WRIAT I B - B BREE)-17 9(CRT MMt ) ) ” AESE, 15 “I
2 - P\ - SRR AR, RUE Tk FRA R AT g p g 5 R B, B BRIARR R AER, =
FGMRHOALE IR T T 4510 SR  Li 25(2024) 1 VR R A FIRT R 454 SCT 5yt A En e,
BT VR K8 R st (h B AR S R SRR T B, T 7 AR B 5 2 MRS Bl), MR A “ahas
(EMA SERSPP4r)-AE B (MPFC 3075) ” WU4ERESE, A% RPN BB 0 3R TH 2 3 = T i o ik, EIE
HE S “BRARE S L MRS TEIRENAFE, AL VR TR . Eil BRI R
TE T4 78 7 B (3 ) 9 B R]) 5 A o ) (2 26 i 5R) R AR 10 (8 D5 AT 48 ) 34T T B S5 4
Li BN VR BF 78 0 B Dk SCAAZ O (BEAR L5l vs. ANMARARER ) e b o SE BRI AR &

5.2. ARG EIEE

Z B = MR R R THE RUE R LA, T ERT A TR SCE R 7 e, R IR X
—HLEER, ARENEHARG . UL R SRR BT R AT X RL A1 T, PEE LA 1.

6. B SARKMRAE

AR A% O BR RS T S E LA 2 5 I R 4 P SR K2 . 7E OB N |, P77
BRGIEAE P EEAR A B3 22, 0/ DR TS TU(MGP) 7E A [ B0 SR A4 (Gn B . It ik) o
(0 B AR T 0 T REAR (R 75 5255, 2023), Ho “TooRordshnitt” M LAUUHD A [E AL 5 1 1 2k . ik
MR BP0 B LA, P E TERKG “Z5NA" X — MR &, Mz &xins))L
B OIE N A B3 g PR F (RE A, 2015), B0 A 255 A L BFAR IR R RRAE BT  FEDN =4 |,
AL SR A T R RN R T 3h AT T BRI BN L Bl R, AL G A R (i e R
it 0 ) DA A T DA [ o B ] PR AR 08, 5 SR R R i Bl ) LEE I T R, TR 3R “ o2
IFIF R FEREAC B3, I TR bR Z (e 0, 2015)s [FIRY, MAZ B 5 4y (1058 AN
(I “RET + RFE + BIE” WAHSIH NS, FEirSmrREsdn <y 5k &% 7 ),
A BV A OB, T T RS/ IR BT

EFXTRL EANE, 3 AR ARSI R E BRI R AR AR LN . AL THIFR S AN EIRER
=5 ERARRH b, BT RE H E S G R B VR 5t (W R EE R . RIGEMRIRIE), 3
X B A I BRI S8R A% G )3 33 s i, HL45 & S B0 VR (EMA) RERS HEAHE WA [ 7E 52 R B30 )
WAL, SOIR T ERASIE A RIR (LI, Wang, & Zhang, 2024; 7K#508, KR, 2025), AEhZAIAFEBFFTIR
L7 RTER AT . EANLEBNSU, Wang 25 (2023) IR R AT FE K, THEHFS Al BiFKEE) 52
BRI BRJZ T ) “ AR " BEEE, BANEZTINE Al VNN, XF “PBR - MBS ” RS
F S FE SR MR PR B, R ER O ANUE AL S SO TR, R T RO R ORI A
W o

KK ATES T EA LN, FARRME. BIREH 5 SCBT WK 7 . £7%EFE, &R
GuA I8 v 7 4 i ya (a0 MGP)TE [ (& R, 458 AR T SCHHRHIERHMT BT (ks “K 2”7 “IRiR” S5
RFF S N 2ehRitE), FIR RG-S E TR, W “A-AlLAE” “PSHEREART 55, il
PA SRR ERARMAZT, NFH VR + EMA RN MIEEDT 7T, MSmshJLE. B
NI TR N R SIS KB [FIR 454 ERP S5HLE I HAR, MWEIAFEPRGSER I R4, 2
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u

o 2

THIU R RS HENE S R . ARG R T, P e s, kA NS B3R R
WRLER (N “ BRI R R YR SC B &, SR “ERARRNE T 7 IR AL IER, 105
A B PR AR TR AESEER TR, IR Al fEHH . BT SRR A (i fE s it
RERE), Bt AHLIMERRERR T U %, VR & . 3RTHAE 2 A SRRl 22508

7. &g

SO AN R I 5B TT AT T RGRVE, FEPAFLUR SR 15k, BHRTTER LR
JUEAEHAR B 7R ILEC S A TE R = F M S G ISR o SRR PETE FC AT RN e M RVE S U(MGP) 5 4F
BN BRI R A A BB, TS T TR T R AT B S AR SR B RIS, RS S AT v dRbr sl
SMETE. K, 2T MBAERRIIIARUE . kR — 7R R IR R g e . JoHAE T EA L
Wrgeeh, SCHERIVE R AT R A ek, e AE R R SRR ER T R A AR
W7 ORI EARLCE R, DSEILEIE MR BB e, mOn R E A S S R 2SI
FMENASPERFAE, VR AlL EMA SEFTX BRI FEER O 15 KI5 ¥R 5345 . RORWETE NS
NT R RERARGEGIEANES, WEBRE EPRAARRE CRA T E SR G BB R 5 057
PRZR, MR N B AT R e it o (A 2 FR R B A S (46 e S (R R 22 R

E&WH
2024 55 v [N BRI Bl 22 TRE RS2 Al 2/ R 26 200 H (KYSZIKQTZK23006) -

SE MK

SALE, Vexk(2011). B8N FRIBARIN IS (SC-IAT)FERHR N A IBIZ R . A IO PR, 19(4), 476-478.
Brittor, £7%(2015). WAL NS WA E N INEEAR I Z R RE. OB 5174117, 13(3), 422-421.

TWENYE, 3 H#8(2025). FREH:XINFEIGA 10 42005 §THE. OB/, 33(8), 1443-1456.

X, B E, Tk, B, S, F5(2023). H[E] YRR DA [FNF BE R S A S S IR N R ) S L. OB R,
55(5), 752-765.

FFAR, XEMH, FEL, SEH2023). “ALN, KILN"? WERIUE BN 5 BEAR S 2 LR A ZHLH]:. — 0
fMRI TR, W 28 =+ 7 £ [0 PR 2K 2 i H 245 (pp. 442-443).

RIFE, HTE, AR, RETFF(2020). FLE BRI EXT O BTG FE 3RS K AU, OB A S, 43(5), 1147-1153.

Rk, BEF, FHRM(2023). I PR R 23 R OB R & AR R R (0 R AR R O B2 2, 46(2),
386-393.

HILERE, PR, EAX, EAEZE(2021). SR, HRIE: SERZ DR R AL ST 8. OB 7K, 53(1), 81-
94.

HALE, Vo, 5577, 1 (2020). FEAA A RN TEBR BURRRL K HAT R BLNFEmR. O 287K, 52(8), 993-1003.

Eili, ¥R, T)1(2023). IR NEARIAFXSEEPR BN 51 R BEEAT NIRTTER. 02577, 16(2), 153-160.

EREZz, X177, X (2021). WAMVINFRIERIMET LA b E 4 LR RN . 702 14 4, 35(4), 324-329.

RENR(2015). JEB) /L EAAXTRIG/RE #FAT. sENIATESTEAPL#). L2 Mg 30, AR R ImiE R,

TRATHE, TRARE(2025). T s A X AR ARG S EAOA RIS ——JE T VR ISR ER 3 SURSN. &7, (4), 120-125.

TkHR, FEME, EEE, B, ENENL @R (2020). AR 2 BB SE N ? SRR R AR AT IR L.
Lo PEFI2 A, 28(2), 329-339.

iﬁsaé(}g) 5.7937;%0%(2019). SEIF] AN Rk R o B e XUa) B2 85 SC-IAT k. 7L F A #2F1FIR),

Breton, A., Ligneul, R., Jerbi, K., George, N., Baudouin, J., & Van der Henst, J. (2019). How Occupational Status Influences

the Processing of Faces: An EEG Study. Neuropsychologia, 122, 125-135.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2018.09.010

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.1511586 126 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.1511586
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2018.09.010

it 5%

Chiao, J. Y., Adams, R. B., Tse, P. U., Lowenthal, W. T., Richeson, J. A., & Ambady, N. (2008). Knowing Who’s Boss: fMRI
and ERP Investigations of Social Dominance Perception. Group Processes & Intergroup Relations, 11, 201-214.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1368430207088038

Evans, J. S. B. T. (2008). Dual-Processing Accounts of Reasoning, Judgment, and Social Cognition. Annual Review of Psy-
chology, 59, 255-278. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.59.103006.093629

Hogg, M. A., & Turner, J. C. (1987). Intergroup Behaviour, Self-Stereotyping and the Salience of Social Categories. British
Journal of Social Psychology, 26, 325-340. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2044-8309.1987.tb00795.x

Li, Y., Wang, H., & Zhang, J. (2024). VR-Based Dynamic Measurement of Ethnic Identity: Neural and Behavioral Evidence.
Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 55, 189-205.

Ma, R., Fink, E. L., & Atwell Seate, A. (2024). When My Group Is under Attack: The Development of a Social Identity Threat
Scale. Group Processes & Intergroup Relations, 27, 738-758. https://doi.org/10.1177/13684302231187857

Navarro-Lucena, F., Molinillo, S., & Anaya-Sanchez, R. (2025). Effect of Social Identification on Esports Viewers Behaviours.
International Journal of Human-Computer Interaction, 41, 9262-9273. https://doi.org/10.1080/10447318.2024.2423353

Tajfel, H., & Turner, J. C. (1979). An Integrative Theory of Inter Group Conflict. In W. G. Austin, & S. Worchel (Eds.), Social
Psychology of Intergroup Relations (pp. 33-48). Brooks/Cole.

Van Swol, L. M., Ahn, P. H., Prahl, A., & Gong, Z. (2021). Language Use in Group Discourse and Its Relationship to Group
Processes. Sage Open, 11, 1-17. https://doi.org/10.1177/21582440211001852

Wang, Y., Wang, X., Song, Y., & Li, Y. (2023). The Effect of Temporal Focus on Implicit Space-Time Mapping in a Life
History Strategy Framework. Acta Psychologica Sinica, 55, 781-791. https://doi.org/10.3724/sp.j.1041.2023.00781

Xie, E., Zha, S., Xu, Y., & Li, X. (2025). Group Identification Drives Brain Integration for Collective Performance. eLife, 13,
RP100000. https://doi.org/10.7554/elife.100000.4

Zhang, L., & Smith, J. (2024). Cross-Cultural Differences in Professional Identity: A Longitudinal Study of China and the US.
Applied Psychology, 73, 56-78.

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.1511586 127 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.1511586
https://doi.org/10.1177/1368430207088038
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.59.103006.093629
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2044-8309.1987.tb00795.x
https://doi.org/10.1177/13684302231187857
https://doi.org/10.1080/10447318.2024.2423353
https://doi.org/10.1177/21582440211001852
https://doi.org/10.3724/sp.j.1041.2023.00781
https://doi.org/10.7554/elife.100000.4

	群体认同测量与操纵方法的系统述评
	摘  要
	关键词
	A Systematic Review of Measurement and Manipulation Methods for Group Identification
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 前言
	2. 群体认同的核心理论与方法学关联
	2.1. 社会认同理论(SIT)：分类与比较的方法逻辑
	2.2. 自我分类理论(SCT)：情境激活的方法逻辑

	3. 群体认同的测量方法
	3.1. 外显测量：自陈量表法
	3.2. 内隐测量：自动化联结探测
	3.3. 行为测量：客观行为指标
	3.4. 生理测量：神经生理指标
	3.5. 测量方法比较

	4. 群体认同的操纵范式
	4.1. 基础操纵：身份激活范式
	4.2. 情境操纵：强度调节范式
	4.3. 操纵范式比较

	5. 测量与操纵的整合应用：多方法三角验证
	5.1. 经典整合案例解析
	5.2. 研究方法选择

	6. 挑战与未来研究方向
	7. 结论
	基金项目
	参考文献

