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A S st A9 7
% 718lARe] AlKapology)s F3ll s}
aE 4 ok drdHel kY A

@ 27k 2l lalel At e Ae 3
wetol e 718l ere] Al whEAl 98] A
Tol §HZ ool e A b Al
of BE M Aol w2, Sl %
AT 2B 2 s ololAly]
AE el gekel A Wge) e 14
e ALRE Aok T Hornsey & Wohl,
2013; Philpot & Hornsey, 2008). 53] =7} 1t 7}
al-alsfe] GAE e A A 3 St o]
FolA7] feiA= Tl Fde] =93 RS
At o2 wARToEHA A F AHE F
Z3foF S (Nadler & Shnabel, 2008), ©]213F Al
F 5 FAAA Tl A 74 FAEC
wxitte] AE 83t AAFoEA I3
o]l Aol XL 14sh= Aol Fast
q-(Hornsey & Wohl, 2013). WA Ho 3+ Ak
7F A 3 g E o]ojA] 7] M= Thel A
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@o] el ARE AA S FJ 7 g9
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A7l viRA o g AAHJATH: Castano &
Giner-Sorolla, 2006; Doosje et al., 1998, 2006). L
St AR At olFola olF e 3
@ FALES] A 7 HE 9 PFo=] &
S AATo] W2 obHrhA B gl
t}. Hornsey2} Wohl(2013)0] #|¢+3F A= 7uk &
gol mzw, sl vl Ak 4w 1 s
2 ololA7] AsAE A Uk dlEu A
7Vl A A e AHHE AAsE Rt

et sbal [k TAASe) el AdE

F8&3ta AAskE Aol FLsith o] FA
UHAEA, Wenzel 50172 T8 ko] 7hsl
Aol Ayt B35 B8 A teeol 93]
AARHATG T AL o Az o] =2
Ao g AZstH, olgd AAG A Zo] 7|
Ao g 8A4& dSES Bustah =3,
Zaiser®} Giner-Sorolla(2013)= 718l A& FAYE
o] T AE HuZ F3 Hg 7ol
A oF-E A7teke A 7l FHdel tigk 1
3 M ALY FAHA FA7E SUrete] [
F BAC FAH JaFo] 2YES BTk
olggh HiAdA, B A= Tisl I Ak
7 e F 849 FelE o]ojX= I A
At ik el He AU ES] HES AF
&7t Fasita AAgTE o] A s, 9
Ak Iz =ol sl A= AFRUHF e AL
o]FoXl Bl F JHA JAD FYA 73
WS e WS oizhat Fsfi=o] g &
& a9 =9 BAE B4ty o TACA
WReel] tigk &9 A&7 5] el gt

Aol 2 Azte] wAEAE Sk

A3 A4 o] Esocial identity theory; Tajfel,
1978; Tajfel & Turner, 1979)°] WEZH AFEE
Aol &3 Rl FAABIAL A Z AL
APE FAsEE 5718 AU lon, oy
3 S7IE QIS WS ATRT SAFH
2 AAeta Friete WY daddFe] ve
doh ARBIAAA o289 712 7Pl uigk H
TE G AZE = okl ik Hue
Ellemers et al., 2002 Z=), WHT YAt UF
@ HEEE 31 WAl B ATFA
Al B % THBrewer, 2007; Dovidio & Gaertner,
2010).

A AFolA E43 Jd FIAY ogd

FE9E 71d, 7} 5 Y M(national identification)
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E w7} gk el A PHASS) Bt BES
AZshs EHQ Aol 53, Aol T
AT AHG HE 3 BAS BAT A7

e FAE gAY T2 Hole, A%
of gk FrjeZ ol A =
WEZ ol F2(blind patriotism)2}F Z]-'E‘LOH o
gk vAd A4S wgste AdE4E ofxF
9](constructive patriotism)% TE 3T Kosterman &
Feshbach, 1989; Schatz et al., 1999; Staub, 1997).
]9} FAFgH Mo Al Roccas 5200602 F7} 5
QAZE RS B RS ool 7}
A Aoz PAEy ALt WU B
(ingroup glorification)= 7f¢lo] WS &
dRn 943 Fdo R JdAsh=A, 18a
o] I Aol drht & Lhe}
A, gk, WS o Zingroup attachment)<
A]le] WS dvht Aile] dRE FAA
sheAl, 18 W] A el drkbg
Neistant shexE B,

Z3 ==

WS 3 ofzke A2 oy A=
SHAA Adeld, ek 3 ey FAdE
o] "=st Fsol 247 g dFe vIH
(Roccas et al, 2006, 2008). 53], 7}3-93)¢] o
AZE e =7F 3 BAC 23 i Wile
= JJrOUr Aghel gk 7= Nkes 4
g el AelM e e e B
et Wgojshe HHeS A W, Wid
ofzhe e He s wAsty WHE BB
e WSS dFide A3 JdaEA aE
HATK: Leidner er al, 2010; Li et al, 2021;

Roceas et al., 2006). ©] 2] Ao =™, )
At A9 F }% T FE FALE
WHTS o9 A Fgst=A ¢} "']'E‘ﬂﬂtq(Roccas
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I sty TS FAHHoRE WrlsEe
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flo

B SRt Tl T Ciet Hid o

A5l AAE 9= THLeidner et al., 2010).
olsh FASA, AW Y sl wesT

el Ae FAUE] STl B Tl A
& AR o WA A7ska s Sxiwel
@ 3% 57l wrhs A%E BIHUAH «
al., 2021).

Hrelol, AT ojEe Agrsel AAe el

3} /‘]‘-‘4'0] lr—E]'(Roccas & Berlin, 2016). WH T ol
e adel B A AP ohje 2
A ARl g AAH HEE FRbste] Wy
@o] A gk 8-S o =3 THCostarelli &
Colis, 2016). A3 Aol wzd, WHE oz

Aol ool B TAUSE AT HuE
sl gEe AFE AU A
o8 mATOH Wuel Wils P4 A
St wge dzdt AF Sol, vaw o
o gzTel AE A7 Wue Hog gt
) Ee] e WS usks 55
2 ©)(restorative justice)ol] e A A| T3 FE
o] old owA HWH wE AT IHEAS
ARt HES =2 AHAS HATHL et al,

2023; Selvanathan & Leidner, 2020).
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(Browne & Cudeck, 1993), SRMR< .08 ©|8HHu &
Bentler, 1999), CFIE= .90 ©]”dBentler, 1990) U
o H=g Adsiio

=2
N
&
ol
o
rlr
o
off
flo
N
X
(ol
NI
_I_4

5
° 4
2

(Marsh & Hocevar,

A 1

el Aw we) Gkl 4= WAsw

- 288 -



stafstr] fleixds 7hell Jee] &2 Q1 Akt
o WS T HE 2 Ao 3 Ho] Fasith
(Nadler & Shnabel, 2008). ©]2gF wj7dollA] A+
re S8 egeel BE BaAw At 93
o5 olRoizl AGelA F A BUA FFol
27} 5% W olwsh ofm wAE HoltA

AT

J

ot

v
ZAF 4R U AT

Tk 194 o) 694 ©l8k A<l 300
2 2 HAEGAE B3 & =4}
Atk 20t1HE coth7hA] 2 A
A dgsly, AT AL 5062 TYEA 5
et vEEEgEH R STEAE =AU
(B A8 44454, EFAA 13.42). HAES
T Fo T ZAA el of&d AlElE

Al gkt

thAto
A A5}
2 604

it o

m&

l‘_&

d3 A YRS J4 D o F
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E-Z(ingroup deference) Z} 4702 A= o]
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EFTE Kaplan(1990)2] Aol whel 72|49}
[RIFHFE HgoR 01301]/\1 *Wf& s
A aR]lel 7pg # Rl
o, WS 3 s “6‘(011 e BE
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A FR=EA ZL Aoty HF Ui
ozt s E&el: v Wt el 7]
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< HiRe R ey adl BAe AN

AQETE T2 LR NAENS, XGY)
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doz BE HFE AR 2Es 3§
Hastel $& WY = AuR ASSAT
(Cronbach’s @ = .92). AEA|e] wpAubo] 3HA}

=9 AA AFS 18F¢HsE FAHow o

g ARE s BREHolgln AAFY7,
1=AR, 4=F5% 7=HI"oZ =AU =
SEAEY X g AW

=
AthKline, 2011). Pearson ¥ &4 Az g

al,, 2010; Li et al,, 2021).
7Hd 113 7H 126l e WY 3
W oi=e] 572 mas gl
7H YA T HE 3 LS A
AAeth 24 Ax WA
g ol= b WEEe fo
r=-03 p=.574. ¥, WIS WIS
2y 34 g s 7 BB {od o

2 Uepthe = 29, p < 01).

o He
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§2 o =
2 ¥ o ox 1 K
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o ke = 19, p < opF AT N = & uld o= 3 Al B B A7y s
34, p < 01 BEF &% o =9 {Fod A FEHoR did Axpyr #FAHJG FAH
A FHE BYov, 7 AEAs 1 Al f o2, dWAAS B4 29 uid e JHEn
AZhz = 1.96, p = .049). T WA o§F GE FH v =9 {FF #AAE RolA
I RS e fod A8 dEs 2o FAot, T o & it & 1l
(r= .69, p < .01), o] 5914 7AlO|Z BEH = /Py dAHA 793 AR AHo] YER
A3y AGEe] Aol FARSIKA: Leidner et =3
1. E5F Has 2 g 7158
1 2 3 4 5
L RS 2ok - 69" 197 21" 26"
2. WS o2 - 34" 17" 37"
3. & A o5 - -18" 19"
4. A A% - -05
5. A% -
B 3.97 4.72 0.00 4.04 44.45
EFHAL 1.12 1.18 0.80 1.10 13.42
d= -0.01 -0.37 -0.37 -0.03 0.01
A= -0.17 0.17 0.30 1.32 -1.24
F T p <05 T p<.01
TE Y EE 24 BB AL HEE AR WE T H79 #Y

- 290 -



AL Pearson ATAFE B
IR AR HY AT

Aol F Zrol FA AF
Leidner et al,, 2010), ¥ <

A BE A FFEE
J9he 18Ql Holth ol

kS o Ao
F 7 LA 85
o] Tz HhH.
TFANME F 7}74 5

A A4

ERICLEC

g 7R 5
A

Aol M Aol gl B Ao uRE A
3 ol wEte g © JE AY + o
W FAA7E WS L& protoryporell thk
25 EX3IY= H(Knippenberg &  Wilke,
19990 BlFo] B wl, yiT e A7 &
ARe TR B AToN YRSl B A

yeel UeE Jsye %%%H% !

.
ay)
()
A
301:”4
=Y
g m
to
o
1>
e
v

20l A & wEtelA T 7k FUAIe}
F& wg = BACNA FEdte AeA
JAE zgsto i AT Awst @ FFS

Al =Sk

3 2

AT 2014 ATkl i WA el
sl uzike] Ao daA o olfolx
e Aw TAAEe] FUA Kol T )
4 =g dZels AmdA WHTd @
=9 A8 A7 Y A2 uAdLe A
stk

olN

o SYAL Tl ATTHOf Chet Hid ol=of BA: LHE At £ =

ain}
>
o
=
=
o
2
o
Rl
N
1o
o
=
N
B

KA 70 S EIERE

W 194 ol 3RE] oAl o132 30082 o
gow evkl 2AE AAFYT 24 AR
AE B $EAE mISRGON, $RAEL

Folstart. AT The
4B MY B Azoz A9l
At M A
= d 9ge WA Aol HPolu
Bztel Quzby, A Azl B AT
oA ATFAT} LolrTA e wrh Foidl A
LEWE F 7 BRItk 199 At
2 el 3 AU AAE @ Ao ekt
1, O 19 W 9T e dopatd
Aom Bysiel AN AdeA o F
Bel ggA A9 st BA glol Fo B
o

S0 SR o

B

A BEE d3E Ayl 3EEAT £46
% WHAE F 208WoloeH, &
oA 49.7%, 200 21.8%, 30T 22.1%,
8%, 50t 22.1%, 60t 12.1%(Bd A%
EFAA 1255AT BE %ﬂx}—a—t
04? X‘Oﬂl T ZARAACl o3l oFEd AEE
;(.]]E'_HL kr,].

N
S
)
[\
=
%

=3 &7
A% W4 WA B AT o2
R

(34) = 115.486, X’/df = 3.397,
CFl = 948, RMSEA = .090, SRMR = .047% %
Y} A F] E(Cronbach's )= W o2 91,
W= heF 780U

- 291 -



ot

=

0=

2lst2|X|: Atz 884

o

r

AR D i =9 48 A2, 7
& kel g Y AZ

AT 13 vRVIAR & F A 24§ A
gharto] W EWA AAE Tzl hatel
gk AR} olof ek YT thEe Al HE

o] Z|AHEE AABIATE WREe] o

=4 A8 AZ4LE Lin 5016°] FA% o

& B A7 W) g2 FAst] &

ol

ESE Wldel did =9 &S =4 A4
&S 1|3 CHCronbach’s a = .90).
gl ] g Jile] A AR fF

& A3y o:]:rL(CehapC Clancy et al, 2011 DE EY
2 gdloRy WAl AZes AYe =
Aok 5 7] BReAs 4L MEYIES v
e War ficky AZEty, e
W B g A

S W7} slor & de itk
2 g3tk = A3 FoHA ek
o7 = WS EAth. W 2245 A

o] AYs IIFS 2 vFTHCronbachs a =
s1). Al B9 E FHsE WEFS AHERE o
fe WUTe B shoo) i) AL 7]
CAEE BYL W BT 4 AE A8 ¥
224 W Zolv] ol

A W B4 g o=

AT 13 LdHEHA, RS BAdI d-EE 20
Aol AF W&BEd ol Fo| HES 7H A
=1 = X—]s:] ofUth 7 = uj$ J™®hE =4

4

J
o:

shgitkel: “@ Albol ek Aol Az B
A AQe 7, I3 Yo MEYAIES F)
A% LA AW LF Hol WER R
HAA B AAES B AT BAE ATY

=, o BFET tEe] WA} HEY 3
A §71ES FE AT N8 9=
g BCANANA AREA A48T & Ue

g0l su Qlrkm HHSFAAL. Tk

At 9lel 71%011 %8 ST AukE 7]

prgp\];ggqﬁp» = 0¥, 11 = 50,0009). 7]
5 9= & Urtﬂxl e 54 &8t
Aolstnz, AT 137 FAA BE HSE LA

52 Ez:«zz} @ asiel 34 A o= A

A o} AHFEE 7Pgo] FZHUThKline,
2011). Pearson ‘3T 4 Ax} Wdd 1S
At AN = 67, p < .01, A g
9 A& Az = 52, p < 01, F5 W

fr o

rXL E TR LA ¥y B i

= 21, p < 0D % AH FHES

A F3) FTe] Ui ALY 3Feb= F
AZE dEpA] gokth iE ofEe Wiy
of tigk =9 A& Az = 39, p < 01, 3
Aol tigk A A = -31, p < 0, F
& W I5(r = 34, p < 0D FAT FTES
BAch =3 uidddd gk =9 28 x74-e
&) el tigt A I = 12, p < .05)
o fojg A4 #AE Jepdod, & 8
o=t fouet Aol BEE A Ut
g sl el uigk A IH= F& u)
4 9= {93 H3FH #AAE el =
=51, p < .0D).

rﬂ‘Q

l

- 292 -



-2z 7 LHE SLAeH T3 IR CHo Hia of

B2 BY HE 7 g JjEEA

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 WS 2o - 67" 527 -11 21" 19" 29"
2. WA o3 - 39" -31" 347 -02 43"
3 WG digk =9 28 27 12" -02 287 07
4. T3 ] g A 35 - -s51” 14" -25"
5. 54w o= B 14 17
6. AA A% - -.00

7. 9% -
it 4.13 4.78 4.25 3.82 0.00 4.04 42.34
EFHAL 1.04 113 113 1.46 0.81 1.24 12,55

= 0.19 -0.42 0.20 0.14 0.14 0.01 0.11
A= 0.35 0.20 0.34 -0.39 0.04 0.39 -1.14

* " p < .01

10, p = .080), W of22 52 HEA =
-24 p < 0DS HYATE dwkH o

Aol #3 B Ao sMAw d3E At
Ao, WA ofzst Wy

A8 A7k Zholl A ige] &
A9 ddde e Adelth A
Hlwst e W, WHT kel
Ag A7 ke [AgE At W oy
=Y 4§ A o wWdH A
= FYmd Zolrt e Aoz Yehgth: =

2,

=

ot

rlo "
A - )

251, p = 012).
A o7z ot 24

e BYAe) F oA fEo] AR 5
TN FJe 2 BHE 2 FFdd 7
2 g3ke mRgE o2& #H(Roccas et
al, 2000S EUE, WS g WG 4=

2 Mae] mvtE
%% W ge @ use) ZdE SAse
o

(A )

Ag3tATh o] B4 HiAe o 3
Aol A A&t WAoltkel: Costarelli &
Colis, 2016; Leidner et al. 2010; Li et al., 2021). W
A At 5w o= o] #A, 18|l
Wy of2t & vy o= 3he] #A Az
oA WG g =9 A8 Az I3 9
kol tigk A 339 A4 mMAEHE 4
3171 918l Hayes(2018)7} #|FSH SPSS PROCESS
macro®] model 65 A&t E41& AASHAH
B4 A DB TS 959, FE

10,0002 A3t WHT zheFo] T4 )

- 293 -



[ = X o™=

4 olzol MAE HEFE AET dE 4R
%, 9%, WA e EAE BASEL,
WA ool F vl o so] M HHE
}E A3 WE ANYY, A%, WS B
o wis FAISIAch

WA B F& W o= 3 BACNA
ATl o =9 A8 A2 vs) Pl

FEo] BSFE 3 xidel dig A9 37
FFO] =UTHB = 0.297, p < .001). EZF T3
Qo] ik AQ) 39 FEo] EEFE &
vl o) =7} BthB = -0.238, p < .001).
REE#H(bootstrapping) 71 H(Shrout &

Bolger, 20020 ARg&3le] difEdE HASS 4
= F 49 A Y. ShroutT} Bolger(2002)°ll
m2A wiNETHe FAZC] 95% AT W

& A 3u9 &x4 d/ja= oA 0& Z3balA Zow FomE wEA )
-G e el disk =9 A8 A Uehd Aoz #Agd F Stk F uisi|Se]
Zy, &) el i AU 3y, &5 A 295 BAG $o T ek & ad
o= Y ARAFTE £ 33 I7 20 AAE} 9= 7 APEA= FAFCE FY3HA 23
Ak WA-G F FEo] E2FE UiFddd thB = 0074, p = .189). F HHEAE= BTAZ
gk =9 A8 AR FEo] =oemB = 22 Fosen, B = 0.065, 95% CI {-0.133,
0437, p < .001), WA tigk =9 A& Xzt 0001}, SemilassE A2Ex ok UH
H 3. LHEEE Y, LHTCHN ofst =5 A8 X2, miof QT chst el oo, 4 Hi4k o= 7to| HEAH
95% AZTF3E
A2 B SE ¢ —
a  Ud
WG 3 - U g dig =9 A8 A7 0437 0074 5911 0.292  0.583
WD 2 — 3l AR g A 39 0.059  0.112 0.529 0.161 0279
Wl tig =9 A8 27 — Fg) el tig A4) 39 0297 0083 3563 0133 0461
WS 2 - &5 9= 0074  0.057 1318 -0.037  0.186
Wil ok 29 A8 A7 — & 6 9= -0.047  0.043 -1.085 0.131 0038
3 3] digk A 39 - & wjy = 0238 0030 -8045™  -0296  -0.180
F U p< 05 T p<.0l, ™ p <001
wso) oy | 0307 8} el Fchof
£5 A8 X2t thet 2l 3l
006  __.e-=m"TT Tl 0,05
B L
0.01(0.07)
O3 20 LHEEE Xt S HiA ol 7to] 2HA(O)| TSt &K1 Dj7i=Ho| ZA2AIs
F T p< 05T p< 0L, p < 001

294 -



R - 22y / HHUE SLAR sl ATTof ohet Hie ol=of BA: WHE Al & =5 MEat MY X|Zto| 7=t

H 4. WHE B, YT Ciet =5 418 X1z, o3 AXTHof thet MY olurt 24 Hid o|=0f 0jX|l= =at 23|

95% A7t

FE4 9 AdEd B SE

a ura

FTa% WS e — 3% w)d o= 0.009 0.059 -0.108 0.126

AR aH WS 2t — & uld o= 0.074 0.057 0.037 0.186

xRk} B SE a ULCT

% R a -0.065 0.034 -0.133 -0.001

Wi B - G g =8 2§ A7 - I )t o= -0.020 0.020 -0.064 0.016

WG 2F — 3 T g A I3 - F& ) = 0.014 0.029 -0.070 0.043

WG g — Wded iz =Y A8 A7 — 93] 43 -0.031 0.013 -0.059 -0.010
g A 33 - F& i o=

o o] FE uY =R oofA= ARAA ok WY ofFe] wSF Widel Hd
Wl gk =9 A8 A3 dsf ool =5 4§ AZe] wgkoems = P
h

0.160, p =

gk Q) 3Fe A mAECE 2-nE 025, AT Oig =9 2§ A7t £ =
It Ay, 95% AT ek -0.059, 25E I ] oigt A 3|9 FFEo
AFHE 001002 02 Z3EHA] Qolr £x1A EJTKB = 0297, p < .001). T3+ I3 <3
iy &7 FEE A of gk Q) I FFo] EEFE TL A

WG AN & B o= B WA e el ddgel ue = A X
WAl tid =% A8 A4 sl el 23t s Aol U A HNE B =
LD ERE R b & W elme] WAL (EHE REAEY

WA oi2s Ul tig =Y A8 A e o8k AFH Ase ¥ 6ol AT
7, S8 Slguel oiE MY 3, F& g ok T oopiEse] ERE FAG FIE WA
o= zbe ARATE ® 59 1Y 30l AN W oNEHT & w o= 2 AHEHT 5

95% A2k

AE B SE ¢

ua  ud
WS of2 — kel tig =9 418 A7 0.160  0.071 2.261" 0.021  0.299
WS of 2 — F5f zide] gAY 37 0476 0102 4673 0676 -0.275
el i =9 A8 A7 — Fa) g oig AY 33 0297 0083 356377 0133 0461
Wl Az — & W) o= 0133 0053 2492 0028  0.238
Wil tig =9 A8 A4 - & 9y o= 20.047  0.043 -1.085 0131 0.038
A3l kel i A 39 - & W o= 20238 0030 -8.0457  -0296  -0.180

- 295 -



0x
i)

et=aalst=lx]: Atz 8

wago) oy | 0307 3 oI Z oy
=5 Mg X|Z} et 2ol 3o

LHE S of &t B4 HjA O

H 6. LITTH Of%, WRITH Ot =5 418 X[Zf, T3 BT oot M s|mj7t =<4 Hi4 o|=0f OjX|= =ah 2o}

95% 21Tt

FTa% 9 Adasn B SE
a ULa
Fas WS o3 — & ujd o= 0.228 0.057 0.116 0.340
23 &z Wi 2 — 3£y o= 0.133 0.053 0.028 0.238
T ast B SE LLCT ULcr
% Qe 0.095 0.032 0.037 0.160
WD ofF — gl i@ =9 28 A7 - F& ) o= -0.008 0.009 -0.029 0.007
WA o2 — ga] Fictel] tig AS) 3|9 - F& ud o= 0.113 0.030 0.058 0.175

WD of2 — WFded ozt 59 A8 A7 — 13 3t -0.011 0.007 -0.027 0.001
g A 331 - 5w o=

HoZ FoATHB = 0133, p = 013). 3 I+ Oigk 141%]‘4«] A & URE THEAY F UL
HEaNes FAFLE Fo3idlen, B = 0095, A 73] & Wit g=o nx= I 7]
95% CI [0.037, 0.1601, F 3l <ol tigt AL  AE FHe2A Ath =9 AJAES
o] g EolM 959% ATl 02 o2 AN AF 204 UG Feko] UiR
23R gol mAEI FRHUY, B = Dol dF =9 A& A4 ds) G| o
0.113, 95% CI {0.058, 0.175}. WSl et = & Y A& wNE T4 wid o=F d=
9 A& A7 g8 el g A I3 e =AF wEdr #=EHJT olE JHE

o &2k wiNEAHCHE 222 FEEA F% 213 gHE AFolrh v, WHT ofFH &
o}, B = -0.011, 95% CI {-0.027, 0.001}. & wd o= k] BACAE TE] e
gk A 3lue] wheuislaztt FEEoe} st
A 228 AAEHZA skt 7HAd 2-101 111131"1

i

g]

2
-+
[\
rr
2

T 1& FAstel s 9wl

- 296 -



4 (Hayes, 2009; Rucker et al., 2011; Shrout &
Bolger, 2002)°] $-AItEE, B Ao 7143
WARE B olgHoz fEs

A7 204 7P 227} AREA ke A
= bR ZRel A4 FPsETh AR, i
SNapol oz el w6 UsW AH Jne
wel Ashe sl el o Wawe A
B b AE FANA s e
B3 O wiAS F23 B F Atk ZaiserS}
Giner-Sorolla(2013)0] W2, 718l A FAYLE
< Wi AERE RdEe ojvA] &
4 ¥ tel thet o5 Z7Kobligation shifting) S
SN0l AU & 4T 2 WY & e
AgelA A A TAASE fade =9
oS WA AZTA drhe We uesd
(Shnabel & Nadler, 2008), ¥ 7ol A W A
= 2 WS =Y o)A deow A7y

AL 2ol whEt WRE oz JA =Y A8 A
Z A #AE BAS 7Fsdol Aok EA,
WRITE ofZto] A} A Ze] GewriE F<55 )
FYEE &% Ade T o =Y
Ak ko] AAll i M AFE B oA
AE FE2IH)E = ATt Leidner®t Castano(2012)2]
ATl WEH, W ofz FEo] BSTFE
NS =Y AT oA 38 AHE F
a3k &Y 7jgto g At A =Y 7
< ERRlAl FAHSL HAFEA FSIAEA
g, 28 s =49 7Rk ERIYA s
NAEAE HHg3Th £33 Costarelli®} Colis(2016)
£ WS ofzte] Yo ® slodg WRTe
[e)

il
K

RS T El

ek
Fgst] izl id wig Bede A4
2 s H AR 4 otk meA, B o

=24 / U SR sl ATTof ohet Hieh oo BA: WHE At & =5 M8at MY X|Zto| of7f=at

To| AgzRE WS e YT Alalo
w2 YT =9 olnx 45g AZsiEe
% o]& ¥l F(inaction)®] TAZ 8317 Z3L
y3g FUe AfdFoz FE3tEs HE

B8, B ATE WHe AU 55 g
o 7+ WAS WATl tE =9 A8 A7t
3 olge el tg A )7k e o
WS AzE BEGoRM HY A7E I
stk d oo} gk o8 B3 W@ 1
BE AP WA BFe e 3
4e AR B, WAS e I3 9
£ z¥5s wgow 4

choll thal B
[e)

3 o=
B A9E ¢ & Aok

Ao x| WEHoE
RIS B RO
el WAE A F AEeld zWsy, 1

R Ry R -
ASHAND F 7 FLA

N,
é
il
o
ol
N,
Ho
:Ocl'f,
>
o?‘:‘
A
2
&£
o
re
-
it
of

b ER ARG F WS B Wl o
zto]| z}z} } o5 Z7 =YHo=w

et mES AFH, YTl o Al
F Rl U@ =9 g Azo] W) 93]
ol @ Aol Bo] AAste] 2 HAE
B e 42 g 9T A,
Azt ARAAE WA e & u
o)zo} fold AH BAE Jeden, YT
Age AT 1L BASD F5 A4 o=
o froldt BAE molx Uitk E@ VT
Aore WAl gig =Y A8 A7 )5

- 297 -



ot

2

0=

2|st2|X|: Atz 8

ot
0x
I

r

SBl B A e 24 wAE 5
F% Wy o= dZsgont Wuw e
S el B@ A AR T F5
W elsel 3 o .

oeld AW T A QA fRe AEA

e AR J1E AT AvE Ao 3
A

s )
W 3 AE AFAA T A YA FEol
2 OE pgom Yo FHUY g 29
5 glee nolz
B a7

AAEE AFE A, WP 9w
of AslATsA WA e BF ATl
AT B G el £ 71 59
A §83 g = ke BAE BE A1E D
TFEE WHBe A ciRel w3 AR glo]
FHUE] ekl T AT sk A
WA BAG, W sheo] BE Yug
e w Hvl U HEst P}
i depjeAd 2He St w7}
25 54 4 AsA A apgReE Yo
7 Sl i) oyl Wl sl WG
A3 FolE F7 e Fo) HolE 5%
slop @k 53, A7 2004 WG s}
8] Szierel e @ AelA NPT B
e =Y 4§ A A4Y Y9 Az F&
W olmel ¥AA Y WHTh ot P

2 o

¢

rlo

Jol 4370 Felshe ol $4H JFL o
A 5 edee AART oMY B aE WAl
W YA T eo] A 5 4ol A ofg
A AFHEAE BAGoBA 4T M AT

= AEE SAsAT ol¢ 24, 3

& Aojo] #3 thero] AF ATellAE W
2 E AgolA e 74

Al Wl 2T

Aol sl drby A}do] utkar AZsk=A)
Ahel: Cehajié-Clancy et

al, 2009). ¥ ATl ot ylsf ejFd
ok Al Fa= WRTe] ARE FAHZA I
NS Wxdths oA A3 AT
A7 Az #d WeEH He ol s

A, 7)E Aol BEUE A Az

il
2
o
[}
2

Lo B orr 1o o

-4
o X

T
=

I
gl

of
O
rr
o, 10

>orr 8o
e
ich
™

i) "
Mo
—E Y
4 =
oX,
rj(_),
X
e
lo
re
i
oX,
o
olN

FTo
ulsd
tlo

o2
oi[{ ﬂ
e
fo
2
o (o
olN
ol il
ye 1%
id ox
o
=
tlo —l:;l
\1 4
I
rd P
o
o
[ )
o g

"
f

K

)

N

Ir

2 =
>

2=

Lo
e
2 > 2 X oo U

il
rlo
v
it
i)
i ©
Rs
oL
e
L Lo
2 bl
Hinie
ox

o
L

=)
R
s
of2
oot
o
-0,
ofs
ol
rir
=
B2
i)

2
2

O L)
o
o

RO o4

me =

Kouchaki, 2011). ©]¢} 2]
Aol 5 A gl we
© e Pl goha

b e

2 e
4
(o

4
o X2 >
g o op
f tlo o
LAEVN
oft > 1N off
& by Ok oh

Lt
o
™
ay)
)
o
i
B
ot

¥o oL ofm

20

- 298 -



Uezl - 2z / RS SUAleH T8 IRt cigt

A AR S ol o
sl o} s&%ow 04

ﬂJ[O OU
ox
2
N
N

Flro[}l
X
o
23S
_Tjgjg
5 2
O =
Ffﬂin&drﬂ
mﬁm&r&rﬂ%’m‘ﬁ
my) VRTINS Omlal—h
e R < SO < 1

o e
T
> %

o
ol
o
o
o
2
%
ok
rlr
o
odt
(o
il
2
ol off
do Bt Ay

-

i
=2

o
2

>

£
i)

e}

=2

° g
e

-

o,

o

il

4y Lo
2

a5

T Nz BTEm, P 7 BF
BN WA Dokl F4 RRH ANE
zesheA o alAE F71H9 welzt e
st Q¥ Ay ATl aw v 7%
3 BAGE FEFoEA A W A4

(group-based pride)°] FLE ol W
AEF FEol HETE KT H2 dig A
Sk FH #HZgroup-based guilyS Al =71
ThSchori-Eyal et al., 2015). ©] A5 ZA¥e} H

TE FTHSHE, T ko] Fd 1+ A5 A
%LOM 3AA 9L 7] HsliAe S
o] Jwtel s FA3 TAHE Pl A
of Wiy Roe WY 3HA 54 AAld
7% %_]&_o/] i]'Z“(afﬁrmation) HgFo] F8T

Sl oleal 9 WAN AR 47
t e 2o WA Addh A
o

e ngon, GHMH BE
N g geld SAe AT Al
TE kel s XA eee AT

Hie 2|0 A LATIEE At

ot
H-|
jln]
=
0

i
1%
i)
Ral
i
10
=2
~
Er
=]

Aol w2 ¥ ofzte] wApRS}
Fdol UehHth Li 52023)° AdFNME =
F, v, @, TR, 59, o228k, T T
70 g2 2 Roccas 5(2006)2)] 7&4155 o]-&
3t FUAE AT 2, Fo FTEoARE
WAY ko] A= Bt o= yHY
FS

iy

p

b BAe) B Aol

| 29 Avae AAET,
A FUNE 39 FEOT U] 1

EIE PTG AT} o} REHTE e 7
‘ e

157} 9)3nkel tal AAE 2

< Al A DA A el ]uet
o @77k HAHUG. WS oleiF o] A
F B AW, @Y AN T
b 2 Slaaisl Bae ¥ Arsie e o
A % ok & ATely =3

A Belo] 2Ee AA2A gk
bdo] olml FARYOM, 95t

S WAl ov] AskE @ Ageld. =9
WEe] BN HE, EY 28 Azsl
ol% FE37] A Aol 2o AW BF
o] EEA4E 7IAMET BA3 FHA7E u)
A PFOR AN, Fny =HHL

AT B fsyii s e Ao

0

o2
.
flo

o et

f
= |
= ['10 o
o
\l

él B
N
N
ol
>

A= 2951 9;5 A%, wx s
st A TS 43
A WERe A 383 we $E =Y
Age AFHA 2G sbsdel Ak olH@

- 299 -



AgoME B8 282 B3 93 Brke
A =4 94,4% mw}q 2o =44 oy

9o At =494
Azl =72 AHEE 7t
AAFEA R, AT AES 141%1‘4 ALz}
ol AIF 288 ¢ U
S ARFHoRE HIAE £ }%‘D} a4
3ka812019)9] ATl e ZHEl Fde) Aol
71l g FELEY AT B HX = 9
Fe BEEAE, ATAEY A4 2 A
Z2100| 4] AbaEA] ‘3%8 47@@ 94%11“4 H]
2 et
A7t ﬁrsﬁa— 313 } 1B RS AEs)
ZestAY TS HFAHoz He
AL = S AlARRIT olEdt A9
T B A7 AnE FTHe=E 1,
WS A 37 AT SYA fFEel o
g g2kl 71eAE FEY 5 QU B A7
Al 7HARE vkeh Zo] A YA F¥o whEh
A T Al gk siQle] o] tEnh
|, RS o2 AgE Uit dxz A4
S5 9% 7132 AFste] RS AL gl
o] BsiA o =2 FH HEE 45 F
Atk v T ke Wi AT /IS
R WHE AR S o T =94
o] FE3H ﬂl-i% Zo R 3|43t e 3}
A HER olojd & itk FF AT Y
o] Ab Oclf‘r%— zAt 7 74 Y9}
o] AEAg e FAToERN B ATE g
A8 4 Qi

A

ki
re o r{r

[e=)

A A2
AeAe QB A stneld syt
£ wa, Susteld AslAYet A
& #EIY Fo A7 BAACE P9 3
253 gel, AW 1 B4 A%, =64 9

Aol gt

AzMe Aznmsn A% e A2
Zolwl, Ae 74 2 AW 3+ AR AT
o Aools PuFe sHxsh 59A Al
AUA mEe Agstel AW v, Azt
shslsl AEals, AT @ FeE)el
wE, Al Aee] FENG SO FAS

aFskx ek,

it

A
Add, "3 2019,
Past Wrongdoing Can
Dehumanization. $H=22|83|X|:
=, 251), 79-99.
http://dx.doi.org/10.20406/kjcs.2019.02.25.1.79
olAE, 2FT (2014). XA WE =HH
@& ztol. ShRyEaRX]: Atel X M
—|, 28(1), 1-26.
hetps://doi.org/10.21193/kjspp.2014.28.1.001
Bandura, A. (1999).
perpetration of inhumanities.
Social Psychology Review, %3), 193-209.
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327957pspr0303_3
Barlow, F. K., Thai, M., Wohl, M. J. A., White, S,
Wright, M. J. (20195).

Ingroup’s Apology For

Increase Outgroup

=2t & ARZ

Moral disengagement in the

Personality and

M.-A., & Hornsey,
Perpetrator groups can enhance their moral
self-image by accepting their own intergroup
apologies. Journal of Experimental Social Psychology,
60, 39-50.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2015.05.001

P. M. (1990).
structural models. Psychological Bulletin, 1072),
238-246.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.107.2.238

M. B. (2007).

Bentler, Comparative fit indexes in

Brewer, The social psychology of

intergroup  relations:  Social  categorization,

- 300 -



R - 22y / LT SLARL sl ATTof ohet Hidh ol=of BA: WHE At £ =

ingroup bias, and outgroup prejudice. In A. W.
Kruglanski & E. T. Higgins (Eds.), Social
psychology: Handbook of basic principles (2nd ed.,
pp. 695-715). The Guilford Press.

Browne, M. W., & Cudeck, R. (1993). Alternative
ways of assessing model fit. In K. A. Bollen
and J. S. Long (Eds.), Testing structural equation
models (pp. 136-162). Newbury Park, CA: Sage.

Castano, E., & Giner-Sorolla, R. (2006). Not quite

Infrahumanization  in

human: response  to

collective  responsibility  for
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 9X5),
804-818.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.90.5.804

Cehajié-Clancy, S., Brown, R, & Gonzdlez, R.
(2009). What do I

intergroup  killing.

care? Perceived ingroup
responsibility and dehumanization as predictors
of empathy felt for the victim group. Group
Processes & Intergroup Relations, 1X6), 715-729.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1368430209347727

Cehajié—Clancy, S., Effron, D. A, Halperin, E,
Liberman, V., & Ross, L. D. (2011).

Affirmation,  acknowledgment  of  in-group
responsibility, group-based guilt, and support for
reparative measures. Journal of Personality and
Social Psychology, 101(2), 256-270.
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0023936

Choi, H.-S., & Euh, H. (2019). Being nice isn’t
enough: Prosocial orientation and perceptions of
self-uniqueness  jointly  promote  outgroup

reparation. Group Processes & Intergroup Relations,

228), 1215-1234.

heeps://doi.org/10.1177/1368430218801078

& Colis, E. (2016).

Costarelli, S., In-group

attachment and glorification, perceptions of

cognition-based ambivalence as contributing to
the group, and positive affect. Current Research
in Social Psychology, 24, 31-39.

B., Branscombe, N. R, R, &

Doosje, Spears,

o A8} Q) XIzfe| ozt
Manstead, A. S. R (1998). Guilty by

association: When one's group has a negative
history. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology,
74), 872-886.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.75.4.872
Doosje, B., N. R, R, &
Manstead, A. S. R. (2006). Antecedents and

Branscombe, Spears,

Consequences of Group-Based Guilt: The Effects

of Ingroup Identification. Group Processes &
Intergroup Relations, 93), 325-338.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1368430206064637

Dovidio, J. F., & Gaertner, S. L. (2010). Intergroup
bias. In S. T. Fiske, D. T. Gilbert, & G.
Lindzey (Eds.), Handbook of social psychology (5th
ed., pp. 1084-1121). John Wiley & Sons, Inc..
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470561119.s0cpsy002
029

Ellemers, N., Spears, R., & Doosje, B. (2002). Self
and social identity. Annual Review of Psychology,
5X1), 161-186.
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.53.100901.1

35228
Hayes, A. F. (2009). Beyond Baron and Kenny:
Statistical Mediation Analysis in the New

Millennium. Communication Monographs, 7d4), 408-

420.
https://doi.org/10.1080/03637750903310360
Hayes, A. F. (2018). Introduction to Mediation,

Moderation, and Conditional Process Analysis: A
Regression-Based Approach (Methodology in the Social
Sciences) (2nd  ed.). New York, NY: The
Guilford Press.

Hornsey, M. J., & Wohl, M. J. A. (2013). We are
sorry: Intergroup apologies and their tenuous
link with intergroup forgiveness. European Review
of Social Psychology, 241), 1-31.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10463283.2013.822206

Hu, L.-t., & Bentler, P. M. (1999). Cutoff criteria

for fit indexes in covariance structure analysis:

- 301 -



ZEREEE L

Conventional ~criteria versus new alternatives.
Structural Equation Modeling, &1), 1-55.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10705519909540118

Kaplan, D. (1990).

structure

Evaluating

models: A

and  modifying

covariance review and
recommendation. Multivariate Behavioral Research,
252), 137-155.
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327906mbr2502_1

Kline, R. B. (2011). Principles and practice of structural

equation modeling (3rd ed.). Guilford Press.

Knippenberg, D. V., & Wilke, H. (1992).
Prototypicality of arguments and conformity to
ingroup norms. European Journal of Social

Psychology, 222), 141-155.

Kosterman, R., & Feshbach, S. (1989). Toward a
measure of patriotic and nationalistic attitudes.
Political Psychology, 1X2), 257-274.
https://doi.org/10.2307/3791647

Kouchaki, M. (2011). Vicarious moral licensing: The
influence of others' past moral actions on moral

Journal
Psychology, 101(4), 702-715.
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0024552

Leidner, B., Castano, E., Zaiser, E., & Giner-Sorolla,
R.  (2010).

behavior. of Personality and Social

Ingroup  glorification,  moral
disengagement, and justice in the context of
collective violence. Personality and Social Psychology
Bulletin, 348), 1115-1129.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167210376391

Leidner, B., & Castano, E. (2012). Morality shifting

in the context of intergroup violence. European
Journal of Social Psychology, 42X1), 82-91.
https://doi.org/10.1002/ejsp.846

, M., Leidner, N., & Prelic, N.

(2021). Close or Distant Past? The Role of

Li B., Petrovié,
Temporal Distance in Responses to Intergroup

Violence  From  Victim  and  Perpetrator

Perspectives. Personality and Social Psychology
Bulletin, 474), 657-672.

https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167220945890

Li, M., Watkins, H. M., Hirschberger, G., Kretchner,
M., & Leidner, B. (2023). National glorification
and attachment differentially predict support for
intergroup  conflict  resolution:  Scrutinizing
cross-country generalizability. European Journal of
Social Psychology, 5X1), 29-42.
https://doi.org/10.1002/ejsp.2881

Lin, S-H. (J.), Ma, J., & Johnson, R. E. (2016).
When ethical leader behavior breaks bad: How
ethical leader behavior can turn abusive via ego
depletion and moral licensing. Journal of Applied
Psychology, 101(6), 815-830.
https://doi.org/10.1037/apl0000098

Marsh, H. W., & Hocevar, D. (1985). Application of
confirmatory factor analysis

and  higher

to the study of

self-concept:  First- order factor

models and their invariance
Psychological Bulletin, 973), 562-582.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.97.3.562

Merritt, A. C., Effron, D. A., & Monin, B. (2010).

across  groups.

Moral self-licensing: When being good frees us
to be bad. Social and Personality Psychology
Compass, 45), 344-357.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-9004.2010.00263.x
Miller, D. T., & Effron, D. A. (2010). Psychological
license: When it is needed

functions. In M. P. Zanna & J. M. Olson

and how it

(Eds.), Advances in experimental social psychology,

Vol. 43, (pp. 115-155).

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2601(10)43003-8
Nadler, A., & Shnabel, N. (2008). Instrumental and

Academic  Press.

socioemotional paths to intergroup reconciliation
and the Needs-Based Model of Socioemotional
Reconciliation. In A. Nadler, T. E. Malloy, & J.
D. Fisher (Eds.), The social psychology of intergroup
reconciliation (pp. 37-56). Oxford University
Press.

https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:0s0/97801953003 14.

- 302 -



R - 22y / HYUE SR misl AT Ciet Hie o
003.0003

Philpot, C. R., & Hornsey, M. J. (2008). What
happens when groups say sorry: The effect of
intergroup  apologies on  their  recipients.
Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 344),
474-487.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167207311283

Roccas, S., & Berlin, A. (2016). Identification with
groups  and  national  identity:  Applying
multidimensional models of group identification
to national identification. In Grimm, J., Huddy,
L., Schmidt, P., & Seethaler, J. (Eds.). Dynamics
of National Identity: Media and Societal Factors of
What We Are (Ist ed.). (pp. 22-43). Routledge.
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315746111.

Roccas, S., Klar, Y., & Liviatan, 1. (2006). The
paradox of group-based guilt: Modes of national
identification, conflict vehemence, and reactions
to the in-group's moral violations. Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 91(4), 698-711.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.91.4.698

Roccas, S., Sagiv, L., Schwartz, S., Halevy, N., &
Eidelson, R. (2008). Toward a unifying model
of identification with groups: Integrating
theoretical perspectives.
Psychology Review, 12X3), 280-306.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1088868308319225

Rosseel, Y. (2012). An R Package

Modeling. _Journal

Statistical Software, 4%2), 1-36.

https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v048.102

Rucker, D. D., Preacher, K. J., Tormala, Z. L., &

Personality and  Social

for

of

lavaan:

Structural ~ Equation

Petty, R. E. (2011). Mediation analysis in social

Current  practices and  new

psychology:
recommendations. Social and

Psychology Compass, 5(6), 359-371.
heeps://doi.org/10.1111/).1751-9004.2011.00355 x

Schatz, R. T., Staub, E., & Lavine, H. (1999). On

Personality

the varieties of national attachment: Blind versus

Zo| A WET At 2 =H

constructive patriotism. Political Psychology, 2X1),
151-174.
hetps://doi.org/10.1111/0162-895X.00140
Schori-Eyal, N., Tagar, M. R, T,
Halperin, E. (2015). The benefits of group-based

Saguy, &
pride: Pride can motivate guilt in intergroup
among high glorifiers. _Journal of
Experimental Social Psychology, 61, 79-83.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2015.07.008
Selvanathan, H. P., & Leidner, B. (2020). Modes of

conflicts

Ingroup Identification and Notions of Justice
Provide Distinct Pathways to Normative and
Nonnormative Collective Action in the Israeli -
Palestinian Conflict. Journal of Conflict Resolution,
649), 1754-1788.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022002720907660
Shnabel, N., Nadler, A., Ullrich, J., Dovidio, J. F.,
& Carmi, D. (2009). Promoting reconciliation
through the satisfaction of the emotional needs

of victimized and perpetrating group members:

The needs-based model of reconciliation.
Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 3X8),
1021 - 1030.

https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167209336610
Shnabel, N., & Nadler, A. (2008). A needs-based
model of reconciliation: Satisfying the differential
emotional needs of victim and perpetrator as a
key Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 941), 116-132.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.94.1.116
Shrout, P. E., & Bolger, N. (2002). Mediation in

to promoting reconciliation.

experimental and nonexperimental studies: New
procedures and recommendations.
Methods, 74), 422-445.

https://doi.org/10.1037/1082-989X.7.4.422

Psychological

Staub, E. (1997). Blind versus constructive patriotism:
Moving from embeddedness in the group to
critical loyalty and action. In D. Bar-Tal & E.

Staub (Eds.), Patriotism: In the lives of individuals

- 303 -



s A12|8H8R]: AbS) U

0x
i)

and nations (pp. 213-228). Nelson-Hall Publishers.

Tajfel, H. (1978). The achievement of inter-group
differentiation. In H. Tajfel (Ed.), Differentiation
between social - groups (pp. 77-100). London:
Academic Press.

Tajfel, H., & Turner, J. C. (1979). An integrative
theory of inter-group conflict. In W. G. Austin
& S. Worchel (Eds.), The social psychology of
inter-group relations (pp. 33-47). Monterey, CA:
Brooks/Cole.

Team RC. R: A Language and Environment for
Statistical Computing. https:// www.r-project.org

Wenzel, M., Okimoto, T. G., Hornsey, M. J.,
Lawrence-Wood, E., & Coughlin, A.-M. (2017).
The mandate of the collective: Apology

representativeness determines perceived sincerity

and forgiveness in intergroup contexts. Personality

and Social Psychology Bulletin, 436), 758-771.
hetps://doi.org/10.1177/0146167217697093

Wohl, M. J. A., Branscombe, N. R., & Klar, Y.
(2000).

Collective  guilt: Emotional reactions
when one’s group has done wrong or been
wronged. European Review of Social Psychology,
17(1), 1-37.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10463280600574815

Zaiser, E., & Giner-Sorolla, R. (2013). Saying sorry:
Shifting obligation after conciliatory acts satisfies
perpetrator group members. Journal of Personality
and Social Psychology, 10X4), 585-604.

https://doi.org/10.1037/20033296

1 RIS - 2025, 02, 12.
FAYITHES ¢ 2025. 05. 15.

HAZAANZAA : 2025. 05. 26.

- 304 -



st Melts|X|: Ate] W 84 Regular Article
Korean Journal of Social and Personality Psychology

2025, Vol. 39, No. 3, 283-305
https://doi.org/10.21193/kjspp.2025.39.3.001

The Relationship Between Ingroup Identification and
Support for Outgroup Reparation:
Test of A Serial Mediation Model in A Post-Apology Context

Yoojin Kim Hoon-Seok Choi

Sungkyunkwan University

Previous research on intergroup victimization has identified two modes of ingroup identification - attachment and
glorification - that independently predict reactions to the past wrongdoings committed by the ingroup. The
present study investigated how each type of ingroup identification affects support for reparation to be provided
to a victimized outgroup in a context where the ingroup (the perpetrator) has already apologized to the
outgroup (the victim). We hypothesized that ingroup glorification would negatively predict support for
reparation, whereas ingroup attachment would positively predict the support. In addition, we proposed that the
perceptions of ingroup moral credit and perceived personal responsibility for the victimized outgroup
sequentially mediate the relationship between the two modes of ingroup identification and support for
reparation. To test these hypotheses, we conducted two surveys with a total of 598 Korean adults. Our results
showed the predicted serial mediation effect between ingroup glorification and support for reparation. In
contrast, for the relationship between ingroup attachment and support for reparation, only a simple mediation
effect of perceived responsibility was observed. Implications of these findings and directions for future research

on intergroup reconciliation are discussed.

Key words : ingroup glorification, ingroup attachment, outgroup reparation, intergroup reconciliation
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