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1 51%
FEAZSIE (group attitude) A AZEAESTE LK
MRERBERRER. eig—Eus), Bam
At T B P (K B IRV FEI RO L R AR T,
A W] R AR (RIS VR AU, B I AL S FE
iR MIFEE (Stangor & Leary, 2006). #EAR (I
(group prejudice) F&fw i WINHAAES, IR
TR B BT B N R4 (in-group) i 2 I fx
o SR Cout-group) POBFIIZHRIELS .,
75 20 AL 50 4EAR, AR IS i T 0 BAE K
KiE, JEHRTEAL S LI AU, THENEOIT
o WL . SRR RS IR R R RS, AT
FRAVARE AW AN E RS, LS REfAh
ZEH i (Realistic Group Conflict Theory). ZAEFi%
X XFEi (Symbolic Racism Theory) 14 & gl il #1
& (Integrated Threat Theory) Z5%%. It4h, £tk
Z o MSEE . INZE IR R W AR 5, G BERR
BT R R Al 0, R RTE AT R e SO P 58 . HEAT
B RIBUR A 7 T 2 T RUARVE R o A SCRIRE
A O WA Br B RN 2, DS SCAL P A
DA [ ot B2 O L IR T, LA B o g J A 28 55
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PR HEAEBEAT M RS, X AR IIWF T HAN
IS5 1 AR

2 B DL = KB PR A RO IR IE SRR
2.1 AR

Allport H-7E 1954 4 (fl AL1FISE)5) (The Nature
of Prejudice) — P Etig, MWILEAMETAR
I3 T B SEAL L A A HE L SR I OB A, XA
DRI T DL E BT 0 AR, tn) DU R T
A HAANMA . Allport Wi I [ B =M E T 3Lk
P L HE LSRR A AR IR PR JBT, 0T L PR LA 3
T8 3CR RS A AL WA PR A, 1T L HG v i A
PR MR 7 2 2R VR T T R T [ S AT O IR %
(Crandall & Eshleman, 2003; Stangor & Leary,
20060 FELLS RIS, WIFSEE R IUARE A i AL (1 20
G ATAT, XTI L TRV RIE 5T DRI 1 228 I
IR ERIA s S RABEZ IR, AFERITE AR
[FOPAEATREAA L M TR AR At L SRR R T A
CUNZI) I8E R RO R 45 BT
BRI WAIZIBEN S (stereotype ) HERR R 2
(intergroup bias) FIEFEA (discrimination) %54k
MESECRAE I, B DS HA N 1K
AT R0 o ARG T, - 20 T R AA B SR T
TR, EFRRE. NEIRAT & =4
J7L, FEOE S (Hewstone & Rubin, 2002).
BARZEIN 55 YR 1 53 1) i 22 AR 47 (in-group
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favoritism ), X #h A4 1K) RSB FIIZ Bt Cout-group
derogation) . JE S i WAL 5 T FRAR W A
FEAAZS BRI AR M AN BEAR S EPIAN 5T o AHTE 5 2R
HIBEFE,  BFTE AT BT O 1 s L = 2 e h S
PRI ARASE . Crandall (2003) 4 BEA M WLz ok
HLAG W PR R AR R REARAS R o a2 i 1 DL e
WAL T B, MIAZ A (]
BE . EZRREEE NE RRE . AR RATS EE
SEFRAMAXT HEA AT SRR BUE T %At S B R 5
PR TE AT o T AR RS S5 7™ AR A
FEBR P o5 — RIS G RIHARAT Mo Ak, XTREA
i L PR 7= A DR R R e L 35 AR S A R O
S
2.2 BEBRELEND

WERF RN, A SBHETE R LS, — MR
B B8R, BRI AT s A5 &AM E LA
B RWRFE AR VT Re o BV B 5 — AN AN TE . K
JERTEFR o X F 25020 1) B 2 S BT SR
AR A ERAT N o FEF AR B SR U5 AR
JbAS B (RS i, BP9 E SRt T & RSB R RE B B
AFEPLSZ B (realistic threat) AL BUH (symbolic
threat). SCALEMr C(cultural threat). 23 A[A] B
(social identity threat) FIHE/K B 2@ (group
esteem threat) 55, X1, XLEHEFr B BAR G 44
W], TEERIEAAN S X EHFERE X, RIS
W PRIk, ASOR DUAERIF ST P42 B0 L8 B R
B BUME AT IR A3 A G, BN =R, 4y
BEILSZ B (realistic threat). LB (cultural
threat) F1A[F] M (identity threat).
2.2.1 IR

o 52 FE TR Jg I DR 28 5 A R G R R ) 1) E1
#& Sherif (1957) $2 H IS (A 58 B R (Realistic
Group Conflict Theory, RGCT). Sherif £ H{ 11~12 %
AR, TEEAEEINNIEAN LSR5
T T — RIS TR S RIIFISE, RILHA
FEAT 56 BLSE (MR B PEIRIN BT NI
D H bR H B — AR IR S, IR )
Lo R R IREAAZS B o Jackson (1993) H43 sk
B NESHE— Y, U TR B B R R
P R ISR 85 (W PR mT LA S IS g, LA
BUARU) . thatfr. S5 RIS S 2%, It
Ab, TEFN B B B4R D W N B B 5
R R LR B R AR B 53— AR B B AR

AT IS, A ANE X TP 75 LR A7 AL
Hex P AR AR K A A EE MM K (Stephan &
Stephan, 2000). ILSEHHATIREL A 50 FALERH
PAK AT 2 T RIS BT, IS Ul 55 A4 i .
MR RWAE T — RAVIAEV RN SR, UHRETE
HIKAS A FERIBETT T, A RSN 5 B4 KA IR
FETAERZ TN L B2 5 BUH R A S
(Esses; Dovidio, Jackson, & Armstrong, 2001;
Esses, Jackson, & Armstrong, 1998; Quillian, 1995).
2.2.2 XALELA

S ISP PR REE AR I M AR AR A B DA A
U IS W IR 7 AR AR O LB, BN
B PN AR AT AR TSR 2 o R (K DL T ™
A (R S WIS o 70 ARAR AR I AR R 32 X
FEi& (Symbolic Racism Theory) & JAEH S g %) T
P WL SE MR AR AL T 53— 4 iR i& 4% (McConahay
& Hough, 1976; Sears & Henry, 2003), ZAFFii%
= SCIA A SR 3 N2 0] R A L T AN S A A
NEYERS Gk, B & R,
T2 SR BT A A S AN DA ] BT 2
Kinder f1 Sears (1981) £13J J AM A A ki N )ik
QAT FUE D], GAERPR T CH0 EEI 5 S
(AR BN i L T E DB SIS PN 2 4N
WA T A AR ITHE SR EZEME, AR RN
REAFF SIS E (Biernat & Vescio, 2001).
A GAER I T ORGSR T A2 1) A A E )
WFFT, AT 2R A A P B it 5 P 0 A
SREARZ A DL PR AR, e R AR S L
Myman I Snyder (1997) KIN, AFLLIA N [RIPEA 2
BT AL A BRI T A X 7] 1 A R EAR R A S
IV AR RS BE o BIF 537 0 A U 2 SR T
BEARZ RIS M. bt MERItLs
AR5 T3 THIAS [ TS SOREA2 B8 5% IR 2 AN 1)
J¥ o

FERS RS EAMRIE T, — L8P B AE S AL
JH R it L4 L T SCA DX AN BE B T B R S 5
RIS, R SAT BN 2 T ST T ) T s
1 (Stephan, 1998; Zarate, 2004 ), Stephan 55 (1998)
WA ST IR 19 KA AN [ AR SE A AE ) R
B A LS A E E o ST B2 ™ A0
P LA L A A 280 BT b ) ST AN AR A 2
PRI A HE— SRR IR N T 52 2 B I, AR X
AN B KA A FR A B2 0 S AT A A o AR A A



917 B2 W

TRE B 1Y 14 5 S8 B R B4Rl L P S -475-

Mclaren (2003) KI5 A Hh J5 IRAEE 5 F1
A 5 3 R ZE R A RN R AR T AR AS
TN . Zarate 5 (2004) B350 SO0
SE SR 0 B0 HE R 2 ) AE A 2 BN BRARRAE B 1% 22
o MSFHEAIRASEME ., MEHNESE, AP
FHEAREES . SRR T 5.
2.2. 3 A AR

WA U IR th Tajfel (1986) ffI41 4 A ] 3
& (Social Identity Theory, SIT) ALK, #E4ik
[ EE LAAE 22810l 72 (self-categorization process)
BERY, AR 4 2 A (social identity) 5
AT BIAS NIATA (personal identity) 3T X )
R R o AT A SEAT 2 AR I B I 1T 3R AR 6T
R IIA o Aol it — 244 B B RS
h, B Rl S i A8 I ANME AN NG TR PR,
MAT2:%% 0 SR R B AR AL 25 A ), AT 42
ABATI B . AR B Ak RISk H AT P R A4
ANREAA Z 18176 FI) T 7 I P BEAA T L3 (Tajfel, 19865
Brown, 2000). % MAMEARAT AT RE U 2> 1A
Fr)E W RE R B KT, A e s i A s s
TATEKTEE, R A B 2k AR 5
e N EAAAN B R SRR . AT “ORIRE” AL
SNFPRAS IS, AT B i sg @ i B A4, T >4
R ST AR, AT 2 3Rl S s S i
A K, R AR B i i SR, /Y
T8 3 6T A4 ) O AR SR 3R AT P B (R AR AR A
[Fi] o Tajfel Ko e el T A4 18] 1) 4 2 LG A o 7= A 1)
JFR K4t 25 N A Bl (social identity threat) (Eiifi,
X, 2007; Tajfel, 1986). A WIFTH W
TBAEREAR B RN B N BN E B, BTN
H BRIE S AR 23 52 27 8 AT A A5 58 v 1
RrFITE GBI, X AN B A (E S PR b e T
FEAAN B O T 50T Sk g (RO )
i, Riek 55 (2006) H5it il iy 4 A A H o5
B (group esteem threat). -2\ A g RIEEAA H
40 T P S A AT B AR B v AN T SR A
A TR AR T A2 IR PR« DR, AR SO IR
TN GERR A A R B o A S [R] B PR 38 SR
MSER WS, I B REAR B 20N R KPR AR
SN ) BB X FEEAAR D I PR 5% 1 - Branscombe il Wann
(1994) JILEAT mrk [ 7K1 10 26 B B 7E WG T
T B L FHEP B FER ARG E, T
PR SRR A A . [RIRE, ZEAS AN AR

WA RFA I 2 5, SRRSO 25 B T-AMEEAA
o A FEAR B BB IR T AR T O SRR 1
WASRE, TEAT N BRI 7 A4 43 E T 2D (1) 49 o
42 )i (Branscombe, Spears, Ellemers & Doosje,
2002).

3 BERR BN XT B DL 22 M B IR B AR B

I SEAE AT S BILR R RAE P S SRR A R
S0 B 1) R o B A 5 | R T AR A S B TR R AR Ji
BKlo ZERAIETTT, AF0E AR T s 2
TSR MR BT TR AR LA A 7E e e
T, BRSO PR OC RIS N TS A T IS
FEAA PSP M fHPE (Esses, Dovidio, Jackson, &
Armstrong, 2001; Esses, Jackson, & Armstrong,
1998; Quillian, 1995, TfifE5)—LEH 5L~ HE
THSAEFE S LR KR (Biernat & Vescio,
2001; Myman & Snyder, 1997). WP/
TR TR RN ) 5a FoRES . Sk, UIFoE A
2 TSI B A0 SCAK S o A AR DR 5% T B i B
P9 2 0] R AH AR 78 I [R) B 0 3R A A BE 7 AR 52 )
(Mclaren, 2003; Schweitzer, Perkoulidis & Krome,
2005). Stephan %5 (2000) LL—/NEL AR H
THEA B (Integrated Threat Theory, ITT),
FEBRBI > VU IS (realistic threat). %
iE ) Wy (symbolic threat). HEFr#E (intergroup
anxiety) FIVHWZIMENIS: (negative stereotypes). #f
B £5 S8 2 8 ANATTFEBEBR AT A0 78 b 7= A2 (A 3R 4
(uneasiness) FIJi)fi (awkwardness), >k H X EEFR
AL IE IR B A (uncertainty) FIAL: . T8
W ZNBR BN G 7 BT 60 B4R I AT S (R0 AR 2R
(negative expectations) T /™A= g ek . FEFr AR ISR
TH AR ZI AR ER GAE LAAE BOAIF T b -0 R R BE 53 Jak
Jr, Stephan 55 TUITA Ay 7 [R A S FEAR I 55 v 25 BB
BN BHARAETE R R R BN %, I B SIS
Jolp 0 G AiE g JH TRD BT 5 ) ¥ A RE A4 A R 0 AR
(Stephan, Ybarra & Martinez, 1998; Stephan &
Stephan, 2000). thah, B ST AR K E,
W AR AT, BEARZ TR, A DA M
HIENRER S, FEBR M SORZS LU 42 R) b A7 1) 22 57
&, BT BESEMBHASE LA, BEEREEN
IR AZ & Cantecedents), I PUZSHEFR M T 5E M
SE, WK 1 PR,
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o Realistic Threats
k2 EING
Ingroup Identification
Hef BAE By
Contact / Symbolic Threats \
A H £ 1A
K*:ob/\ij& e > I
wieds Attitudes
Tl
Intergroup Conflict Intergroup Anxiety
ATAE AL
Status Inequalities
THARZIBREN S

Negative Stereotyping

B 1 A T (Stephan & Renfro, 2002)

A B PR RS 2 R 5D TR )
KINITE, JaEk— R Y SSER I SRS L Rk
FERERR U RS G R B A D I B, A
T P FLRY A 285 PE T 7T 0 A 4% T LR AR P 4
o FERFAESBEANIG N, TR RFBRAA. 1
ST, SRR T Joi RS s ER A
VU 25 8 1 353 E k3 W PR R A 2 2 i A3 A A 9
(Stephan & Renfro, 2002; Berrenberg, Finalay &
Stephan, 2002). ITT B i 58 H ¥ DT kA2 ok I R 1)
WFFE Rt T 8 S REbr P B L, (EAH S
HEBEA 5 111 35 MUAHRS PO 7 B RORLRS , % T AR 2
) R 26 R H WA MR AR ST . Bizman 1 Yinon
(2001) AL P B rF D DY I S ip AR 08 J oo

T REAIAE R AP ANIKSFE: BEBR KT e

(intergroup threats ) F1 A Br K 1 B i Cinter-
personal threats)o F5 B K1 (140 Ja i ik 18 g Join 5ot Py
EIEA IR0, CREILSE B R GAE B T
NI 7P (1 J ol D) i A ARl 2 A A T 2
W, ELASERERR AR AR 2R BN R . WG R
EERE, FEPr A BRIV AR ZI B0 % T8 S g B4
AMRIK IO, 0 AR K P () i 3t — 28 hn
BOEMAEA, Bk, AR 200 S TR
A Sy 5 I Bl T O A RN R 3, T RS R
PROm UL JE IR (Voci & Hewstone, 2003; Zarate,
Garcia & Garza, 2004),

TR b54:9)
Ingroup Realistic Threat BEFFAT b
Identification Intergroup
Behavior
TEBRAELE
— B, B &
S Py St
Distinctiveness Symbolic Threat Intergroup Anxiety,
Threat Y Fear, Anger &
Other Emotions
SRR
B 1R Outgroup
ZINEN % Group Esteem Atitudes
Stereotypes Threat

B 2 BEBS BV ERR Y (Riek, Mania & Gaertner, 2006)
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FET AL 2N A B T Bt A4 2 R B
P RO, LA R e R B 2 S A 2 R 2 S
(distinctiveness threat) tHZH 5L T HFFH MER
(Jetten, Spears & Postmes, 2004; Ojala & Nesdale,
2004), FEREEATHE S BUTEBR EUPROTTEAA S WL S0 1)
HESE . Riek 5 (2006) % LUTEAT SCHE bR g SCHik
WSS RAE T I050 87, I HABARSC SRR 42 201K
L PR A, AR [a] ) R MR T A
BEAT T RS o« 2700 W43 BRI BB HESE N 18] 2 T
I I 20 SHIEF A BT, AR —
AR AR T K S S R o ARG IE T35
JHMSE IR A vt R Y P AR A SE o AR o RO o Jl
AOR B T IS BRI AL B, IFSIN T RER %
JBUE o AR ED AR A 1 5 RS B ) Wi PRI A o, T
BrAR RS RRARLRI TR A5G 2 I B B Jgb S5 AR RS
FERAT N Z RPN & (Riek, Mania &
Gaertner, 2006),
4 ZIWEM-SEXRWFHTEEMPNET

=23

Tt B S P 48 5 BB RN VB AR A R4 K T S
FEBR B F ) — Lo AR &, A48 PRI ]
REbr 22 (B BEMAHIAY (group status) F
FEPRE 2555 . I PRI X SO AR - S B G R
(threat-attitude relationship) AL ERIER, BTLA
L T AR R s o RS B (R A T LA, A
Bt — 0 3 R AME IE R AL I

POBEAACIA ]S TR 22 S FOBRE A A7 7 T Bl
VR A R RS ALY e 2 5 v g 1) i DR AR
WHCE RN, XA ik 2 DA 1 AR & 1 7 SN B
M-SR R WA R DU E R, AT
DUEE I, B RER I R AR R [ AR OCR T )
GESGO) Famgs QRAGEE A%, 5KE, 2005,
P REAA DA ) BB A R0 15 AN [ 2K ST R R s J il 5
AR R, 1EHRLAT KD B )1
BT RIL, EsBEAAOA RIS T, BEBRK
SEI B Cn CAERLS I35 BRI, L3k
SPAE) BTG AR R DL s AECHE A TA R 1)
TEOLT S NBRACT I B (BEFR A A £ LS R A 1
R 22905 TERETIGNI (i . (Bizman & Yinon,
200100 X THERRZE S AEH, ARAE AR OC R MR AL
ZEF R, AR TALEGE T AL, B4
5 SR Z AR P W o€ o i ELARARUE e F Ak
JTUS3 o R R S (1 1 P SR = A S, M AN A

TR ISR G AH DI YRR AR IR i, sk IR A
158, B2 IR BT T R T AR S BEAE st &
PER . AP BATE S A E AR DG HE R EAH A
PRI, 2 Sk BT B4 T AR A B P 4 gt
2R3 (Zarate, Garcia & Garza, 2004), FEfk
LA KT B BB R A28 J8E 2 T8 (1 DG R AT i,
PUP A0S L VA A 7 Y917 S0 e e 2 ENTT =
I B, RS AN TR U
V¥ (1) SRR TC SR I P B A i 2 5L B 2 ) 7 A%
MBI IRASEE o 54k, SR BT
T SE S AR B R BE R, T T AL )
e NTTE= I /1 SO R A U A I IDN
(Stephan & Stephan, 2000; Riek, Mania & Gaertner,
2006).

FEPRtE2E (intergroup emotions), WIAERE, A
TR S B OC R WA 9T 152 634 . Stephan
(2000 FIHEABBLIE T B£8R AR 2 7= A A4 Dt A,
(1R, T Riek (2006 [R5 77 A5 R tof 3 5 45
AT TBIE, BRPREEEN B S TR
KAMP AR, RIESEBERR BP0 BB i 2
T RE M AR A REBAT N o B SREBR 1 4 AT
FERIET XA G G BRI BT
it (Appraisal Theory of Emotion) ANy, 14k
IS AR 28 IR A 4 1 45 B 1 1 B AR S B
SmithFiHenry (1996) M H#LAZEIE, KMk
KPR S TR BRASHE 20 T AR AR
FAGBRIL, MK A AR TR — S BRI
R A A, B RS 0 AN B &
= #E 2, ERHMATEEET, AMERIEEER
INFIVPAN & DABEAAC A, K P BEAACRT N AR
1IN RN H AR o BEBR IR &89 R IEPERT S 28,
IEMERE 4 B2 4R F L (empathy), ML
HAFEHR (angry). B (fear). & (anxiety)
FIFEA (contempt) Z¥. NeubergZF (2002) AW,
AN B S B 25 5 A (R A A 2 SN, 3RS Jg
2o EBUR TR, GAEEFI AL S TA R ) 2
ShREEY Cenvy) FWHE, THHFEMBEPREE X
PEIEA A EEAIAT . Mackie®§ (20000 &I,
B KPR S BN AMHA BT (attack)
FXfHT (confront) HIE IR . Smith%% (2007) X &
REHAEACEIE 2 (PRS2 IEES 25D RIAH Y.
TARE NPT, SCREFIREED T R%E AR,
bt i A R =l T ke A E BN P - S
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Fo HIRIEMHENE 2 A48 T 3232 0T 90D A4 AR D
HIRIEFEAR, BRI, T A O L (%) s [ 3%
LR Cintergroup contact), FANE A% i
WA, T BRI 2 1R h A X RS
AT K775 (Miller, Smith & Mackie, 2004;
Vescio & Hewstone, 2003). Dovidio%s (2004)
SCRE T BEBRG SO0 AR AW L T AR, RIS
SRR P [ JBi P A 208 T T o 17 s AR AR e A D o

5 REERE

SERRE B B AT BT 48 7~ B O O 5
(R Lo BT o IF 5 AR S 1) AN [ B A5 R
TEAR T IS . SR A2 AR
RGBS FE RS B . BRI
SO DGR (O FRHLD b, N — TR AR
JEPIAEIR  J BHE A MREY, FAN Xo BR R AR A
BHATAE IEAAN 78, ION T BEPREARZ R . ZIBEN %
PWREVRINI] . BERR 2250 BEOR AL FIRE b1 £ 55 5
Wi B o J P T B U Y AR B R A AR e, IR ST
L OB S R N T TPV IR RS /2 FiS
TR,

SR, X — AT 78 4 A TR R AT B
AP — L )

TG, TEB R ) P TR RN A S I T D B
Wi FIOUSCEIMEE LUK, BFFE 8 G50 % Fln]
REr= AR RS EE I JRIN, JF ok fiTd: 7 2 Pl
FrE A, BEAT MK I ANMARRIE, XA B
KBRS BT o K52 B 5 J 0B bm i AT A 2
TS, b AR A AN T BB REA T A A
T o BEBR BV E A BEANS BT 77 A (O K7,
AN AR (0 S SR TRIE o T B 12 R4S 155
PRFAE R, IR SOtk Se 4 BBE IR B R PE 25 4
K s SUREBR B . A SCHs B T PR L IR IR B
Jop SRR AR AE R 2 = K2 1Py e
B S A SR BT 2N 7

FLUR, T ol R A 4 B DG R 1)L AT 2R 4T
oyt R BRSNS L ok
fRRE ST T BER S FEM R, TR AR A 5 %4
AR R 5 R I BT RN TG AT B 50K
LS SCA BRI IA [ B 445 31—, BRI
SR RS B L RVE R o X TR b
IRISCER, LA M g5 25 B A P R (¥ 1 A
BRI AZE MR D E R TIRAE R .

en, fERFSTOTIA L, AT R W

BOVL A ST ST, D02 X 30 SE B AN SC Ak o 5
BRI CRT T, A PR ke TR
J S BERZS BE AR DG o AH DT LS = 6 A 1 7
ERN, AR THRALEZMPFERCR, TEH
SH 22 S S RS (A4 S 36 UF AR PRI AR RS )
FEBR B R AAS BER R PR A T AT
FERERIE SRR R R AR I R, T AV AR A4
BEERBERR 5= A I, T BRI PR AL S R
PRI WA PSS (EHEAE S ROt T 8 . SR,
FERILS 8 T 1555k N (context-embedded) 1574 )
I} (Tsui & Lau, 2002, RIIAN i [ 5K R HE B ) 75 K]
AT B ZE R T . BREE AT &5 Tk
JERAE SR, b DX ) 28050 K RARASP 4, oF
RIGGE A R 10 7 FE BT U B R e AR . 7RI
PR, KEARREES T, @A R K TRF
RSB ENBR, DURELIERE, 4B
KTHTARFWANLRS), Wik T AR, A
(R B O NTRERR ) i efale o X S8 AT R = 2R BB

P WA o SR, SR AE R RSO T IR
(i, S AR Y A T 5K ) T SRR o il A ARK

Do PEIT A R IBT LSS RAN B R Al T
T A S S, AR, A m AT
SE, S TR FE, AT A E AMITUSCR
R 15 T B A SO IR (A B B IE , R TR 2
e th B, IR A A 2l

Sk

i, X (2007). AN FIEE LR T (A S R g O
FRRPFIERE, 15, 822 - 827.
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The Classification of Intergroup Threat and the Effect of Threat on Prejudice

ZHANG Qi'? FENG Jiang-Ping’ Wang Er-Ping'
(MInstitute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101, China)
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Abstract: Intergroup threat occurs when one group’s resources, beliefs, or values challenge the goal attainment or
well-being of another group. This perceived threat will lead to negative out-group attitudes and behaviors. Based on
the intergroup threat literature and relevant theories, intergroup threat was classified into three categories, realistic
threat, cultural threat and identity threat. The theoretical model on the relation between intergroup threat and
prejudice has evolved from single threat model to integrated one. Future researches should pay more attention to the
exploration of relationship between different types of threats, the modification of current models, and the
development of intergroup theories in Chinese context.

Key words: group prejudice, intergroup threat, social identity, intergroup emotion
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