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Abstract

Part of a larger research project aimed at performing the meta-theoretical analysis of the
worldwide literature published on social representations theory (SRT), this article explores
the state of art of the theory in the geocultural context of Asia, spatially and temporally, as well
as from a conceptual, disciplinary, theoretical, empirical and thematic point of view. The Grid
for MetaTheoretical Analysis was used on 194 sources, extracted from the So.Re.Com “A.S. de
Rosa”@-library. Multi-step strategies of data analyses offer a diversified picture of findings: (a)
descriptive statistics and geomapping with Tableau Desktop the bibliometric impact country by
country; (b) structural multidimensional view of significant intersections between “meta-data”
performing hierarchical clustering on the top of the multiple correspondence analysis. The
three clusters detected reveal a shift from a more generic and applied tradition of research
on SRT in 2002–2011 to a more theoretically oriented empirical research trend starting from
2011, identifying the scientific production anchored into different Asian regions (Indonesia,
China and Israel) and mainly differentiated by the methodology employed. Results revealed
that SRT was adopted due to its epistemological and empirical compatibilities with the purpose
of creating an original Asian social psychology, interested in indigenous social phenomena
specific to cultural backgrounds.

The present article is the result of a larger research project launched by de Rosa in 1994, aimed at
performing a meta-theoretical analysis of the scientific literature published on social represen-
tations theory (SRT) with the purpose of assessing the state of the art regarding the diffusion,
dissemination and progression of this theory across time and geocultural contexts. By definition,
SRT was designed to seize social realities dependent upon context, actors involved in creating,
distributing and transforming them, and cultural and socio-political factors at play that may
exert direct or indirect influence on said social constructs and dynamics; given the complexity
and the vast number of dimensions covered by SRT, it has transcended the boundaries of one
single discipline in its attempt at capturing multifaceted cultural phenomena (de Rosa,
Dryjanska, & Bocci, 2017b). Given the aforementioned strengths of SRT, it has become a
research and conceptualization framework in multiple geocultural spaces around the world,
including Asia1 (de Rosa, 2013b), where there is a long-standing tradition of employing the
theory in empirical studies on social objects indigenous to the Asian geocultural space, as under-
lined by several seasoned researchers (e.g. Liu, 2008; Liu & Sibley, 2009; Permanadeli, 2008) who
chose to use SRT due to its theoretical and methodological versatility, which makes the theory
apt to significantly contribute to the development of an original Asian social psychology, a goal
shared among leading voices here, who argue that only by questioning universality and
globalization in their epistemological and ontological premises may one truly capture local
knowledge. Basically, we aim to see through a systematic analysis of publications whether
SRT has indeed served as a tool to further context-specific knowledge of cultural and social
phenomena in Asia, thus contributing to the enrichment of an original Asian social psychology;
moreover, we will be able to assess through our analyses whether the theory itself has been
employed in the Asian geocultural area according to its original European conceptualizations,
and, respectively, operationalizations, or whether it has been adapted in order to meet the con-
textual societal and social needs here. Our results will shed light on both the potentiality of the
theory to permeate the Asian geocultural area and on its usefulness as a future framework for
researchers in this space dedicated tomove beyondWestern standards in an attempt to gain true
insight on context-specific phenomena.

Literature Overview

Genesis and development of social representation theory

Born in France in 1950s from the initiative of Serge Moscovici, one of the founders of the
European social psychology (Moscovici &Markova, 2006), SRT has been of progressive interest
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to an emerging supra-disciplinary field (de Rosa, 2013a, 2017,
2018; Jodelet, 2008a, 2008b, 2016; Lo Monaco, Delouvée, &
Rateaux, 2016; Rateau, Moliner, Guimelli, & Abric, 2011;
Sammut, Andreouli, Gaskell, & Valsiner, 2015; Wagner et al.,
1999) beyond the borders of social psychology, in dialogue with
other social sciences.

The theory of social representations deals with explaining how
people reconstruct social reality in order to control and adapt it,
take action, and share it with others. It belongs to the social scien-
ces, constituting a particular point of intersection between different
disciplines; in particular, from the optics of social psychology,
sociology and communication studies. However, it is open to
the contribution of several disciplines, from humanities to natural
sciences, due to its interest for many socially relevant study objects
in cross-cutting thematic domains. As an expression of human and
social relations, social representations are involved in the develop-
ment of many aspects of daily thinking and provide an effective
explanation for the origin and evolution of common sense.
Social representations express, therefore, the “construction” of a
social object, editable and reinterpretable by an actor who forms
a part of a community. They play an essential role in communica-
tion and cannot exist without it, at the same time enabling
communication and being generated, transmitted, and trans-
formed through it. Also known as theories of common sense, social
representations can be considered as organizing principles of the
symbolic relationships between individuals and groups, as differ-
ent members of a group share common knowledge on the object
to which they refer in the course of conversations (de Rosa,
Dryjanska, & Bocci, 2017a).

The first field of interest of the theory was psychoanalysis and
its image among different types of social groups and through the
media press. Moscovici’s doctoral dissertation, later published as a
book in French entitled Psychoanalysis: Its Image and Its Public
(1961), laid the foundations for the theory, relevant until today.
Although this seminal opera prima has been revised by the author
and was published as a second edition in 1976, it took almost
50 years before the English version became available in 2008
(ed. G. Duveen), followed by other multilanguage integral editions,
including in Portuguese/Brazilian (ed. P. Guareschi) and Italian
(ed. A.S. de Rosa) in 2011. Alongside many other factors, this
may have influenced the development of the theory in certain geo-
cultural contexts rather than others.

Starting fromMoscovici’s seminal work focused on the relation
and mutual influence of science and common sense through com-
munication, many related thematically oriented research fields and
applied disciplines in the domains of health, environmental stud-
ies, education and sciences, politics, economics, and so on have
been developed, with an impressive literature currently produced
worldwide (de Rosa, 2013b; de Rosa, Bocci, & Dryjanska, 2018;
Jodelet, 2008a, 2008b, 2016; Lo Monaco et al., 2016; Sammut
et al., 2015). The genesis and transmission of social representations
intersect the subjective, intersubjective and transsubjective dimen-
sions within the social context in which the interactions are
inscribed and within the wider public space (Jodelet, 2015).

From theory to meta-theory of social representation: for
a “biography of a theory”

De Rosa (1994) highlights three distinct levels at which social
representations must be accurately comprehended: (a) as object
of investigation and phenomenon of acquiring/elaborating the
dynamic knowledge of our social worlds through interpersonal

communication; (b) as theory comprising social representation’s
conceptual definitions, constructs, processes, functions, the meth-
odological approaches employed when investigating social objects,
and the characterization of their adjacent constructs; and (c) as
meta-theory, a critical examination of the coherence between the
conceptual-epistemological inspiration by SRT and its operation-
alization in the empirical studies, as well as the series of objections
that this theory has encountered over various aspects of its concep-
tualizations and the respective replies to the aforementioned
critical objections.

In the 1990s, de Rosa initiated the arduous, never-ending task of
archiving and registering in her library all available contributions
inspired by the theory of social representations. This treasure of
information has enabled her to propose a “biography of a theory”
since its inception until the present moment in time and in differ-
ent geocultural contexts, thus identifying different paths of its
dissemination (de Rosa, 2019, in press).2

For a meta-theoretical analysis of the social representation
theory in Asia

The current article presents the findings of the meta-theoretical
analysis of scientific papers employing SRT from first authors
affiliated to institutions in Asia. Asia does not represent a homog-
enous geocultural area given the high cultural diversity that
characterizes this continent (Matsumoto, 2007), as well as its
socio-political conflicts, as underlined by Liu and Ng (2007) in
an editorial comment published in the Asian Journal of Social
Psychology, where they argued for the lack of a political and eco-
nomic motivation for unifying the Asian geocontext similar to the
one characterizing the European Union, the multiple definitions
of “Asia”, and the multidimensional identities in this continent.
Indeed, the vast array of “national and supra-national identities”
claimed by Liu and Ng (2007, p. 1) for Asia also applies to
Europe – despite the role played for many decades by the
European Union since World War II to harmonize countries –
as well for other continents (e.g. North and Latin America). For
the purposes of this article, we will be referring to Asia as a geocul-
tural area, which refers also to societal context and not only to the
geographic space, in line with de Rosa’s conceptualization (de Rosa,
2013b) and with the ambition of many Asian researchers who seek
to attain an identity for Asian social psychology (e.g. Atsumi, 2007;
Chiu, 2007; Leung, 2007; Liu & Ng, 2007; Liu & Sibley, 2009;
Matsumoto, 2007; Ward, 2007).

As Kruglanski and Stroebe document in the 2010 Handbook of
Social Psychology, social psychology has extended to the Asian con-
text its Western conceptualizations via cross-cultural studies,
which compared indigenous populations with Western ones,
a trend that continued until the late 1960s when Asian researchers
started a movement toward a distinct Asian social psychology,
achieving visibility in the 1990s (Kim & Berry, 1993).
Indigenous psychologies approach human behavior and experi-
ence from a culture-specific angle in two ways: either departing
from a certain cultural context and building theory and methods
based on observed real life phenomena, or by departing from pre-
existing theories and methods and adjusting them to the specific
features of a certain cultural context (Enriquez, 1990a, 1990b).
The dangers of employing the latter lie in an uncritical export of
constructs for testing their external validity or for cross-cultural
comparisons (Ward, 2007), which has actually happened in the
Asian context when social psychology first permeated this area,
improving later when concern for the local study of culture was

2 Annamaria Silvana de Rosa and Mihaela-Alexandra Gherman

https://doi.org/10.1017/prp.2019.1 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/prp.2019.1


more apt for comprehending culturally sensitive phenomena. The
situation of Asian social psychology was documented in an ample
bibliometric study covering 46,545 scientific papers from 1970 to
2008 with at least one author affiliated to an Asian institution
(Haslam & Kashima, 2010); its findings revealed a steep growth
in scientific production over time, a dominance of Hong Kong,
Japan, India, Taiwan, mainland China, Singapore and South
Korea in terms of volume, significant collaborations with US-based
researchers primarily and other Anglo-phone spaces secondarily
(Canada, Australia, the UK, New Zealand), an increasing trend
in terms of local content and indigenous perspectives paired with
a decrease in cross-cultural comparisons, and a thematic focus
on personality and individual differences, culture, interpersonal
relations, social cognition, emotions and applied topics (e.g. health)
to the detriment of theoretical papers. Nevertheless, indigenous
Asian approaches to theory and methods, and respectively, local
empirical research are still scarce as compared to the use of theories
and methods created and tested in other geocultural contexts
(Haslam & Kashima, 2010). Ward (2007) provided one potential
explanation for this trend, as she echoed the crisis of social rel-
evance undergone by psychology as a reason for the reluctance
of developing nations to encourage research in this field.

In order to better understand the manner in which the Asian
scientific community from social psychology appropriated SRT,
it is worth noting how they position Asian culture and the sub-
sequent manner of empirically addressing it within the global
arena. Thus, while American social psychology was considered
to be “individualistic” and European social psychology “societal”,
Asian social psychology has been branded as “cultural” (Kim,
1998), which implies that it was regarded in terms of its propensity
and not its essence. As J.H. Liu and Ng (2007) argue, however, a
truly Asian social psychology should describe cultural objects
and social practices specific to this area and function for the
improvement of this context in terms of practical ends.
Basically, the authors argue that Asian social psychology may
develop both from within and from outside the Asian context;
no matter the case, the contributions have to be pertinent and
applicable to this geocultural context and not mere replications
of findings from mainstream psychology or field studies claiming
to having been conducted within an indigenous framework, but
with no theoretical or practical applicability.

Atsumi (2007) argues that there are multiple tensions and
conflicting issues among and within nations, which makes it an
ethical duty for social psychologists to focusmore on humanitarian
issues and hence create an applied social psychology. SRT has
already proven its utility in explaining the dynamic interplay
between ethnic, national and supra-national identities specific to
this area, mostly modelled by past events and collective memories,
which has made Asia “a natural laboratory for integrating and
extending” (J.H. Liu & Ng, 2007, p. 5) the premises and applicabil-
ity of the theory, as it articulates harmoniously with indigenous
historical knowledge. Exemplary in this respect are the contribu-
tions – among others – by Li Liu, where he explores the common
thinking and communication of trust within the Chinese culture in
its recent transformation by examining the notion of filial piety and
its dynamic within a family context, the indigenous concept of
guanxi within the sphere of self-other relations, the notion of loy-
alty within the sphere of individual-state relations, the role of
money as deputy agent of trust in the context of China’s transition
to market economy (L. Liu, 2008a); or when he analyses the social
representations of quality of life in China, embedded in its collec-
tive memory organised around the central themata of “having/

being”, as both antonymic and dialogically interdependent
“economic/existential” interpretative repertories overarching
generative and normative power over the social discourse
(L. Liu, 2008b), or when he looks at the yang and yin in com-
munication and persuasion (L. Liu, 2008c). Even when tradi-
tional constructs, such as stigma, bias, stereotypes, prejudices,
intergroup relation, social-national-ethnic identities, social
dominance, intergenerational system of values and social prac-
tices, action research and so on are taken from social, cross-
cultural or political psychology, the special way to look at their
societal nature and way of functioning in cultural contexts in
the light of SRT is well exemplified in other contributions,
including – among many other authors – Guan (2006), Guan
and Dai (2011), Guan and Liu (2014), Huang (2008), Huang,
Liu, and Chang (2004), J. Liu (2008), and J.H. Liu and
Sibley (2009).

At the 9th International Conference on Social Representations
that took place in Bali, Indonesia in 2008, Permanadeli further
developed the applicability and utility of employing SRT for the
empirical studies of social objects indigenous to the Asian geocul-
tural area. She notes that since the creation of SRT in 1961 by
Moscovici, the theory has developed in both theoretical and
applied aspects, not only in its “homeland” Europe, but also in
the Americas and more recently, in Australia, Asia and Africa,
mainly due to its ability to transcend the individualistic approach
to social psychology by offering a holistic perspective of both social
and cultural dimensions in the study of common sense knowledge,
which is highly relevant for culturally diverse contexts such as Asia.
At the same scientific event, J. Liu (2008) added that the Asian
tradition of conducting research in social psychology does not pro-
motemethod over content, which is in line withMoscovici’s (2000)
prescriptions for SRT: “methods are only means towards an end. If
they become an end or a criterion of the selection of topics and
ideas, then they are just another form of professional censorship”
(p. 268). Furthermore, in 2009, J.H. Liu and Sibley (2009) under-
lined once again the value of SRT for empirical research in the
Asian geocultural area, fulfilling Atsumi’s (2007) standard to pro-
duce results that are truly useful for the development of the social
communities under study. For example, looking at the SRT
anchoring and dissemination in China, Jian Guan (2015) observes
that since 2000 to present: “Much recent Chinese psychological
research has been closely linked with economic and social reform,
technological developments and application of psychology”
(p. 24).

Given all of these aspects, in line with the purpose of meta-
theoretical analysis as well as with the specificities that characterize
theAsian geocultural area, we set out to address the following research
questions: How did SRT develop in Asia across time and space?
How was SRT appropriated conceptually and in relation to other
theories? How was SRT used empirically? What are the thematic
areas addressed by SRT in the Asian context? Previous research
conducted by de Rosa provided a comprehensive picture of the
development of SRT globally, across time, space, thematic areas
and paradigms (see de Rosa, 2002, 2013b, 2018; de Rosa &
d’Ambrosio, 2008). Regarding the Asian geocultural area, she
found in 2009 an upsurge in the number of publications
subsequent to the 5th International Conference on Social
Representations, as well as a majority of publications primarily
authored by Chinese researchers, followed by Japanese and
South Korean ones (de Rosa, 2005–2019). In 2013, she found that
SRT was used at a worldwide level less frequently and more
generically in the Asian and African contexts (de Rosa, 2013b);
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while in 2015 de Rosa found that the papers first authored by
researchers affiliated to institutions in North America, Asia and
Oceania tend to be included in journals indexed in SCOPUS
and WoS more frequently compared to papers first authored
by researchers affiliated to institutions in Europe and Latin
America (de Rosa, 2015b, 2016a; de Rosa et al., 2017a, 2017b,
de Rosa, Dryjanska, & Bocci, 2017c). Since these results were found
for publications employing SRT from all geocultural contexts, we
aim to provide a comprehensive picture on the state of the art of
SRT in Asia.

Method: Data Sources and Multilevel Strategies of
Analysis

For this article, 194 publications – selected on the basis of affiliation
of the first author to an Asian institution – were extracted from a
wider corpus of more than 10,000 bibliographic references filed
in the So.Re.Com “A.S. de Rosa”@-library, “a digital platform inte-
grating scientific documentation, networking and training purposes
in the field of Social Representations andCommunication” (de Rosa,
2015a, p. 4938).

All of the papers in our corpus were subjected tometa-theoretical
analysis, performed until 2016 using the Grid for Meta-Theoretical
Analysis (created by de Rosa in 1994 and last updated in February
2014), which requires the researcher to note the presence or absence
of several indicators included in six sections: (1) bibliographic and
bibliometricmeta-data; (2) references to constructs/concepts related
to SRT; (3) references to constructs/concepts pertaining to other the-
ories and disciplinary approaches; (4) thematic areas (and specific
objects of study); (5) methodological profile, and (6) paradigmatic
implications (for a comprehensive description of the Grid, see de
Rosa, 2002, 2013b).

The data analyses have been conducted pursuing multistep
strategies:

(1) Descriptive profile of findings and geomapping performed by
Tableau Desktop (http://www.tableausoftware.com) to visual-
ize some of the results about the bibliometric impact of the
scientific production country by country, and overall produc-
tion at the worldwide global scale.

(2) Beyond the descriptive level, the data compiled with the Grid
was subjected to Ward’s hierarchical clustering (HC) on the
top of principal components analyses conducted with R soft-
ware 3.3.2, the package FactoMiner, to offer the structural
multidimensional view of the significant intersection between
“metadata” (detected by section 1 of the Grid: Bibliographic
item) and “data” detected by sections 2–6 of Grid concerning
the meta-theoretical analysis of the texts from the theoretical,
thematic, methodological, and paradigmatic point of view),
used respectively as “illustrative” and “active” variables.

Results and Discussion

Descriptive profile and geomapping

The graphs and tables below show the absolute frequencies and/or
percentage distribution of the bibliographic sources by some of the
variables selected from the first section of the Grid (bibliographic
item), including:

First author’s institutional affiliation – Country. This shows
the dominance of publications by first authors from China, Israel,
Indonesia, Japan and India (F higher than 10), followed by first
authors from other Eastern countries (the Philippines, South
Korea, Taiwan) and Middle East (Iran, Lebanon, Turkey and
United Arab Emirates; F ranging from 9 to 1; Figure 1).

Resource type. This shows the high prevalence of “papers” and
“conference presentations” compared to “book chapters”, also in
line with the general trend of publishing strategies in the bibliomet-
ric era, and the “Language of publication”, showing a clear
dominance of English, followed by Chinese and rarely by

Figure 1. Geomapping the distribution of the 194 bibliographic sources from Asia by “First Author’s Institutional Affiliation – Country” in Tableau Desktop 10.3.
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French and Japanese (see Table 1). Liu and Ng (2007) offer several
reasons for the result of English as the most employed language for
publication: access to scientific literature from other geocultural
contexts conditioned upon an advanced knowledge of English;
most of the prominent researchers in Asia have taken their studies
in Europe or the US; and last, but not least, increasing pressure for
researchers to publish in social science citation-indexed outlets.

Year of publication. This shows: (1) The bigger latency period
of the theory dissemination in Asia, considering the first contribu-
tion by an author from this continent was in 1992 (40 years after
the first paper published by Moscovici in 1952, before his opera
prima, 1961/1976; for a systematic meta-theoretical analysis of
the two editions, see de Rosa, 2011), compared to the earliest
propagation in Europe (de Rosa, 2013a, 2013b) and in other
continents – in particular, in Latin America (de Rosa, 2016a;
2017; de Rosa, Forte, & Dryjanska, 2015). (2) The exponential dis-
semination effect in correspondence from the 9th International
Conference on Social Representation (ICSR) organised in 2008
at Bali, Indonesia, the first in Asia among the biannual series
of ICSRs, consistent with the results of empirical studies on the
role played by previous editions of the ICSRs (de Rosa &
d’Ambrosio, 2008).

Other fundamental factors for the scientific dissemination of
SRT include:

(1) Asian early-stage researchers who moved to Europe for their
doctorates, working under the supervision of the theory
founder or other leading scientists in SRT, especially at the
École des Hautes Études en Sciences Sociales (EHESS) in
Paris, France, the London School of Economics in the UK,
and at the European/International Joint PhD in Social
Representations and Communication (SR&C) Research
Centre and Multimedia Lab, Sapienza University of Rome,
Italy (see de Rosa, 2016a), followed by their return to Asia.

(2) The translation of some of Moscovici’s books in different
domains of his scientific interests, including the relation
between the man-nature and the ecologist movement. (De la
Nature, 2002, translated into Chinese in 2005); Social
Representations (2000, translated into Chinese in 2009 in sim-
plified version and in 2010 by Jian Guan as an integral
version), and Social Influence and Social Change (1976,
translated into Korean in 2010).

(3) The scientific and institutional networking activities during
the training events organised by the European/International
Joint PhD in SR&C; the SoReCom “A.S.de Rosa”@-library
and the Academic Social Networking in the dissemination
of the Social Representations Literature (de Rosa, Bocci,
Dryjanska, & Borrelli, 2016c; de Rosa et al., 2017a, 2017b,
2017c). It should be also noted that the decrease of frequencies
shown in Figure 2 that apparently sanctions the scientific
productivity for the period 2014–2016 also reflects the opera-
tional process for the retrieval of the sources; therefore, this
decreased frequency should be taken as a provisional result
(as confirmed by experience of data retrieval/accumulation
in other geocultural areas).

(4) The “Journal’s name”, reflecting the wide diversified choice of
journals (total F = 72), that includes but is not restricted to
Asian journals for the publication of the 107 papers consid-
ered here. Most of the papers in our sample were published
in Papers on Social Representations (12.15%), a journal dedi-
cated to SRT, published by the Austrian Linz University until
2009 and later by the London School of Economics; 4.67%
of the papers were issued in the Asian Journal of Social
Psychology (N = 5), focused on promoting social psychological
research in the Asia-Pacific region and published by the Asian
Association of Social Psychology and Beijing Normal
University. Each of the following journals were chosen by
2.80% of the authors in our sample: Culture & Psychology
(focused on multidisciplinary psychology, and enriched
by editors and authors from both the US and Europe), the
European Journal of Social Psychology (the official journal
of the European Association of Social Psychology, open
to many affiliated members especially from the US and
Australia), Journal of Pacific Rim Psychology (edited by
Chinese universities, focused on issues related to the indige-
nous and minority populations and the developing world,
with an emphasis on the regions of Oceania, Australasia,
East Asia, the Western Seaboard of the Americas, the
Hawaiian Islands and Pacific Island Nations), and Youth
Studies (a journal published in Hong Kong dedicated to
research on youth policies, with a stated mission of improving
legislation for youth). In the full list of 72 journals related to
the selected corpus of bibliographic resources for this study
(see Table S1 in SupplementaryMaterials) we identify the net-
work of professional collaborations with Europe and North
America, as well as a focus on local contexts in the Pacific
region (see de Rosa, 2016a, 2017). From a disciplinary point
of view, we find that the thematic areas range from theoretical
issues (social psychology, SRT, cultural psychology) to more
applied ones (e.g. youth studies, indigenous and minority
populations issues), in line with the interdisciplinary charac-
ter of SRT documented by Rateau et al., 2011, and preferably
conceptualized as “supra-disciplinary” by de Rosa (2013a;
2014; see Table S1 in supplementary information.)

(5) The inclusion/exclusion of the 107 articles in journals indexed
in the bibliometric databases Thompson and Reuter Web of
Science by impact factor (IF) and Scopus-SCImago (SJR),
again show a slight majority of publications in non-indexed
journals, especially for IF (see Table 2). However, comparing
the results from Asia to trends emerging from the overall
worldwide production on SRT visualized by the geomapping
performed by Tableau (see Figure 3), together with North
America andOceania, Asia is one of the prominent continents
for articles published in indexed journals compared to Europe

Table 1. Distribution of bibliographic sources by ‘resource type’ and ‘language
of publication’

Resource type Frequency Percentage

Article in journal 107 55.15%

Conference presentation 83 42.78%

Book chapter 4 2.06%

Total 194 100%

Language

English 152 78.35%

Chinese 39 20.10%

French 2 1.03%

Japanese 1 0.52%

Total 194 100.00%
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(where the theory was initially generated in the 60’s and
largely spread in the 80’s) and to Latin America (where the
theory has been largely disseminated well before it was in
Asia), thus reflecting the increasing pressure for publishing
in indexed journals in more recent decades, and the openness
to the SRT of three important journals (Asian Journal in Social
Psychology, the Journal of Pacific Rim Psychology and Asia
Pacific Journal of Tourism Research) among the top indexed
journals in both bibliometric databases (see Table 3).

The influence of other factors should be also considered, includ-
ing: (a) scientists’ individual preferences to publish articles rather
than book chapters or books, also taking into account the relation
with their academic roles and generational levels; (b) their pre-
ferred publishing strategies (e.g. as single authors or in teams
of collaborating co-authors); (c) the preferred language in which
to publish (often English); (d) the internationalization of the
scientists’ careers (e.g. international collaboration, international
project collaboration or leadership, study period abroad); (e) their
preferred approach: experimental/quantitative vs. qualitative, and
to what extent); and (f) the pressure of several indicators of their
scientific productivity and institutional recognition (e.g. research
grants, awards, leadership roles, appointment to international
committees, editorial responsibilities - see de Rosa, 2015b; 2016a;
de Rosa et al., 2017b).

Looking at the descriptive profile based on the following sec-
tions of the Grid, the results show that the majority of our publi-
cations were empirical (68%), followed by theoretical papers (31%)
and 1% thematic reviews.

The “reference to SRT” was specific in most cases (84.02%),
with an evident focus on the functions of SRs (68%), specifically
orientation and control of social reality (58.24%) and guide of
behavior and intergroup relations (42.3%), followed by the trans-
formation of social representations (SRs), present in 38.1% of
our papers, genesis-related aspects (29.4%), process-related data
(28.9%), and how SRs are transmitted (24.2%). The structure of
SRs was only mentioned in 13.9% of our publications, and we
found very few papers employing specific paradigmatic approaches
as defined by de Rosa (2013b): 6.2% of themwere conducted within
the “anthropological and ethnographic” paradigmatic approach to
SRT, followed by the “dialogical, conversational and narrative”
paradigmatic approach (4.1%), with only 3.6% of them included
in the “structural” approach to SRT, and, respectively, 2.1% on
the “socio-dynamic” approach. The focus on the anthropological
and ethnographic paradigmatic approach to SRT as opposed
to the other paradigmatic frameworks, together with “cultural

knowledge” as the most referenced construct and “culture” as a
main thematic area, may be due to the fact that this paradigmatic
approach studies people’s knowledge in context, which was pre-
scribed for the Asian social psychology in its entirety (e.g. J.H.
Liu & Ng, 2007; Ward, 2007).

The “most referenced constructs and concepts” in our sample
were: “cultural knowledge” (63.92%), “social processes” (53.09%),
“context” and “practice” (each found in 50.52% of the total number
of papers analyzed). Concerning other theories and paradigmatic
approaches, “social identity theories”wasmentionedmost often, in
25.26% of the publications, distantly followed by “social cognition
theories” (13.92%) and “social constructionism” (10.82%).

Thematically, the most popular area of study was “identity”
(18.6%), followed by “politics-ideology” (16.5%), “SRT, meta-
theory and methodological issues” (13.4%), and “culture” (11.9%).

SRT lends itself well to the study of cultural-specific, indigenous
phenomena occurring in this area. Moreover, the focus on “cul-
ture” as a thematic area was also found by Haslam and Kashima
(2010) in the bibliometric analysis of papers from Asian social psy-
chology in general.

Investigating the “methodological profile”, systematically
detected through the meta-theoretical analysis of the empirical
papers (N = 132) from Asia, we found that the researches were
mainly conducted in “urban” areas (28.8%), followed by “rural”
areas (6.8%), “islands” (2.3%) and “metropolitan areas” (0.8%).
The most popular research design was “descriptive” (77.3%), fol-
lowed by “quasi-experimental” (9.8%) and “experimental” (2.3%)
with the most research conducted in a “laboratory” setting (54.5%)
and “comparatively between groups” (36.4%). The preferred sam-
pling technique was “convenience” (78%), while the size of the
samples mainly exceeded 100 participants (52.3%), who were in
most studies “subject without social positioning” (44.7%). “Open
instruments” were employed in 50.8% of the studies, with semi-
directive interviews and free interviews having been used in
14.4% each, followed by word association techniques (11.4%)
and open-ended questionnaires (9.8%). “Structured instruments”
were employed in 43.9% of the studies (questionnaires/structured
instruments in 42.4%, and scales in 12.9%), whereas “observant
techniques” were employed in 9.1% of the cases, and “figurative-
graphic techniques” in 2.3% of the papers. The data analysis tech-
niques were mostly “quantitative” (42.4%), followed by “qualita-
tive” (38.6%). According to the bibliometric analysis conducted
by Haslam and Kashima (2010), the Asian context may be marked
by a positivist and quantitative empirical trend due to the fact that
most recent research comes from developing countries (e.g. main-
land China), where science and societal progress are construed in a
modernist framework (a top-down approach, implemented in all
public areas) as opposed to a postmodern and postindustrial one
(J.H. Liu &Ng, 2007). As a consequence, the vast majority of Asian
empirical papers in social psychology tend to merely describe the
phenomena of high social interest rather than theorize them, which
makes them resemble more closely the mainstream and applied
social psychology, rather than creating psychological theories
departing from the empirical analysis of local experience
(Haslam & Kashima, 2010; J.H. Liu & Ng, 2007).

Crossing meta-data and data – multiple correspondence
analysis and hierarchical clustering on principal components
analyses

How SRT is appropriated conceptually and in relation to other
theories, as well as further insight into (1) the theory’s spatial

Table 2. Distribution of articles based on bibliometric databases indexation

Thomson Reuters Web of
Science by impact factor Frequency Percentage

No 67 62.62%

Yes 40 37.38%

Total 107 100%

Scopus SCImago by SJR

No 60 56.07%

Yes 47 43.93%

Total 107 100.00%
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and temporal trajectory beyond the descriptive profile, and
(2) the main thematic areas in which SRT is employed in Asia.
We analyzed the data obtained by applying the Grid for Meta-
Theoretical Analysis on all 194 publications through hierarchical
clustering on principal component (HCPC) analyses and a clus-
tering algorithm that combines Ward’s hierarchical clustering
(HC) with k-means (for more detail, see Husson, Lê, &
Pagès, 2010).

The classical bibliographic categories included in the first part
of the Grid (e.g. resource type, author, first author institutional

affiliation, country, year of publication by decade, language,
empirical/theoretical/thematic review type of paper) were used
as “illustrative” variables, while the categories and modalities
included in the following sections of the Grid specifically related
to the meta-theoretical analysis (references to SRT-related con-
cepts and references to other concepts, theories and paradigmatic
approaches, thematic areas, paradigmatic approaches, typology of
SRs – hegemonic, emancipated, polemic) were used as “active”
variables in the preprocessing step, which consists of running a
multiple correspondence analysis (MCA).

Figure 2. Percentage distribution of 194 bibliographic sources from Asia by “Year of Publication”.

Figure 3. Geomapping the frequency distribution of 3,234 worldwide articles by country of the first author’s institutional affiliation and by indexation in Web of Science and
Scopus (de Rosa, 2015b, 2016a).
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Ward’s HC was applied to the MCA results (the first 61 dimen-
sions, which explains 90% of the inertia) to determine the number
of clusters to be later consolidated with the k-means algorithm. The
results of the HC show that the data is best divided into three clus-
ters of publications, which are then consolidated to engender the
final solution (see Figure 4). Chi-square tests of association
between the variables presented above and the three-cluster solu-
tion reveal the modalities of the variables that are significantly
associated with each cluster, as well as whether the association is
positive or negative.

The clustering solution reveals that there may be three manners
in which SRT is used by authors in Asia. The first one, represented
by the publications in Cluster 1, concentrates 55.15% of the

publications from the initial corpus and comprises almost all the
conference presentations (95.18%) and most of the papers
(90.32%) that reference SRT in a generic way – that is, without cit-
ing specific SRT constructs, processes, or functions –which is quite
common for conference presentations rather than for journal
articles, according to results based on meta-theoretical analyses
of corpus from other geocultural contexts, also due to the effects
of editorial formatting. All the Indonesian publications may be
found in this cluster (100%), and more than a half of these items
were issued between 2002–2011 (63.16%). Thematically, this clus-
ter comprises most of the publications on gender and family roles
(84.62%), although these publications make up merely 10.28% of
the total number of items in Cluster 1. Regarding the language of
publication, Cluster 1 is significantly associated with English
(89.72% of all its items). Moreover, we found significant negative
associations with references to SRT-related concepts as well as with
concepts, constructs and approaches pertaining to other theories.
Thus, Cluster 1 shows that in the Asian geocultural context
(entirely represented by Indonesian publications), SRT is often
employed instrumentally for the study of socially relevant
phenomena, with less focus on theoretical development.

Cluster 2 concentrates 17.01% of all the publications in our cor-
pus and ismainlymade up of articles published in journals (90.91%
of the items in this cluster). More than a half of the publications
here are theoretical (51.52%) and all of them treat SRT specifically
(100%). They were mainly first authored by Chinese researchers
(66.67% of all publications in this cluster), published in Chinese
(54.56%) and issued very recently, from 2012 up to 2016. This line
of research is focused on studying the processes through which SRs
are formed (both “anchoring” and “objectification”), as well as
their functions (“familiarization with the unfamiliar”, “facilitating
communication”, “orientation and control of social reality”), their
genesis (“socio-genesis”), and the way they are transmitted
(via “communication”). Regarding other concepts and theories, we
find significant associations between individual representations,
common sense, value and collective representations, and social
cognition theories, discursive psychology and social construction-
ism. Thus, given the theoretical orientation of this cluster and the
fact that it comprises 50% of the papers on the topic of SRT,
meta-theory and methodological issues, we may conclude that
recently, mainly in China, researchers have been closely focused
on the conceptualization of SRT (mainly the way it is formed
through processes and socio-genesis) and on a meta-theoretical
debate, in the sense that SRT was compared to the other
approaches in social psychology with which previous research
has found epistemological ties (e.g. for social cognition theories:
Augoustinos & Innes, 1990; de Rosa, 1992; for discursive psychol-
ogy: de Rosa, 2006; Potter & Edwards, 1999; for social construc-
tionism: Moscovici, 1988).

Cluster 3 represents 27.84% of our sample and is mostly made
up of articles (92.59%) presenting empirical research (81.48%),
specifically referencing SRT (94.44%), first authored by Israeli
researchers (40.82%) from 2012 to 2016. This research direction
references the functions of SRs (“social identity related functions”,
as a “guide for behavior and intergroup relations”, facilitating
“orientation and control of social reality”), their genesis
(“micro-genesis”), their transformation (via “social influence
through interaction”, via “social identity”, via “knowledge”, via
“communication”, via “social changes”) and their transmission
(via “social identification”).

Regarding other constructs and theories, we have significant
associations between “self”, “behavior”, “change”, “motivation”,

Table 3. Journals indexed in both bibliometric databases ranked by impact
factor

Journal name
Web of Science
impact factor

Scopus
SCImago SJR

Consciousness and Cognition 2.235 1.639

Applied Psychology 2.098 1.391

Journal of Marriage and Family 1.899 3.241

Journal of Travel Research 1.884 1.958

Journal of Health Psychology 1.882 0.983

European Journal of Social
Psychology

1.779 1.679

Social Indicators Research 1.452 0.713

Journal of Conflict Resolution 1.373 3.302

Social Cognition 1.373 1.126

Journal of Business Research 1.306 1.215

Journal of Community and Applied
Social Psychology

1.189 0.634

Theory and Psychology 0.988 0.392

Educational Research 0.907 0.588

Journal of Community and Applied
Social Psychology

0.880 0.546

Journal of Applied Social
Psychology

0.834 0.548

Culture and Psychology 0.754 0.485

Journal of Social Psychology 0.711 0.539

Telematics and Informatics 0.705 0.412

Journal of Pacific Rim Psychology 0.591 0.243

Asian Journal of Social Psychology 0.544 0.445

Journal for the Theory of Social
Behaviour

0.543 0.267

British Journal of Guidance and
Counselling

0.526 0.316

International Journal of Conflict
Management

0.439 0.322

Social Behavior and Personality 0.372 0.252

Asia Pacific Journal of Tourism
Research

0.359 0.324

Israel Affairs 0.229 0.197
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“attribution”, “context” and sociological, philosophical and
anthropological approaches, and between social influence and
attribution theories. The research is mainly conducted inspired
by the anthropological and ethnographic paradigmatic approach
to SRT (58.33%). Thus, the research direction in Cluster 3 is of
a more applied nature, as reflected in the type of theories with
which SRT is presented in conjunction. As such, compared to
Cluster 2, which was significantly associated with theories that
share epistemological ties with SRT, we find here theoretical
frameworks that more easily lend themselves to instrumental
empirical research of social dynamic phenomena and social objects
(e.g. sociological approach, social influence theories, attribution
theories, social interaction theories). An additional difference
between Clusters 2 and 3 is that while Cluster 2 is associated with
theoretical aspects of SRT, highlighting how a SR is formed (e.g. via
“processes”), Cluster 3 is more focused on the impact of SRs on
social life – that is, people and groups’ identity (“social identity
related functions”, “transformation via social identity”, “transmis-
sion via social identification”), and group dynamics (“micro-
genesis”, as a “guide for behaviour and intergroup relations”,
and as “transformation via social influence through interaction”).

In summary, our findings reveal a temporal shift from a more
generic and applied tradition of research on SRT in 2002–2011
(also noted by de Rosa in 2013b) to a more theoretically oriented
empirical research trend starting from 2011 (evinced in Cluster 3)
and paralleled temporally by a distinct research line that deals with
meta-theoretical aspects, and hence, a recent preoccupation with
theoretical developments. Spatially, these research trends are
associated with the scientific production in Indonesia (Cluster
1), China (Cluster 2) and Israel (Cluster 3), which is partially in
line with Haslam and Kashima’s (2010) findings, according to
which there is a preponderance of Chinese scientific literature in
Asian social psychology. Regarding the conceptual appropriation
of SRT, apart from the generic trend specific to older publications,
our results show that the theoretical references to SRT cover all the
categories proposed by de Rosa in her Grid for Meta-Theoretical
Analysis, as well as the vast majority of concepts and constructs
pertaining to other theories.

Empirical publications on SRT from different Asian geocultural
contexts and in different decades articulate theoretical aspects with
methodological options in various thematic areas. For the purpose
of addressing our research question focused on how SRT was
employed empirically in the Asian geocultural context, as well
as gain further insight into how the theoretical aspects articulate

with the methodology choices in certain thematic areas, we
employed the main theoretical categories, along with the main the-
matic areas and data about methodology from the Grid for Meta-
Theoretical Analysis as variables in another HCPC analysis con-
ducted only on the 132 “empirical” publications in our sample.
Results revealed a three-cluster solution (see Figure 5).

The MCA, employed as a preprocessing step of the data, was
performed on the list of variables presented above, to which cat-
egories related to methodological profile were added (e.g. type
of methods, data analysis techniques). The HCPC subsequently
took into account the first 36 dimensions from the MCA (90%
of the inertia).

Cluster 1 concentrates 42.42% of our sample, and presents
empirical research conducted between 1992–2001 (81.25% of
the empirical items issued in this timeframe are in Cluster 1),
mainly by Israeli first authors (65% of all the publications here),
who employed mostly structured instruments (questionnaires or
structured interviews, scales), as 82.48% of all the papers using
these methods are in Cluster 1, and quantitative data-analysis
techniques (descriptive statistics, bivariate and multivariate
techniques), as 83.93% of all the papers using these statistical tests
are in Cluster 1. The research was carried out in laboratory set-
tings on convenience samples and was of an intergroup and cross-
national nature, with a quasi-experimental research design.

Cluster 2 concentrates 17.42% of our corpus, and presents
papers that refer to the theory in a more generic way (42.11% of
all the papers addressing SRT without any reference to specific
constructs are here) issued as conference presentations (73.91%
of all the items in Cluster 2), mainly first authored by
Indonesian researchers (60% of the total number of papers)
between 2002–2011 (21.74%), with no statistically significant
associations for any theoretical, thematic or methodological
aspects.

Cluster 3 concentrates 40.15%, and presents empirical research
conducted by Indian first authors (85.71%) and published in jour-
nal articles in 71.70% of the cases, within the anthropological and
paradigmatic approach to SRT (81.82%). The reference to SRT was
specific in 96.23% of the elements of the cluster, focused on SRs’
genesis-related concepts, and their functions, transmission
and transformation, mainly on identity and deviance as thematic
areas. Methodologically, Cluster 3 group’s empirical publications
employed qualitative data analysis techniques (content analysis,
thematic analysis) – 88.24% of the publications employing this
type of statistical analysis are here), open instruments (free and

Figure 4. Hierarchical clustering – initial partitioning for the HCPC on all 194 publications from Asia.
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semi-directive interviews) – 62.68% of the publications employing
this type of method are here, and observation techniques – 75% of
the publications employing this type of method can be found in
Cluster 3, in descriptive research designs, longitudinal studies con-
ducted in field settings on convenience samples.

Therefore, we may conclude that three different lines of empiri-
cal research are delineated by each of the clusters, mainly differen-
tiated through the methodology employed, which was found to be
articulated with the use of SRT only for the last two clusters. Thus,
when SRT was employed generically, we do not have any signifi-
cant associations with a certain type of methodology or data analy-
sis technique, while when it was employed specifically (Cluster 3),
the methodology was more anthropologically oriented, and more
qualitatively inclined. Cluster 1 represents the “oldest” empirical
research line in Asia, conducted more in the spirit proposed by
the mainstream tradition in social psychology, which reflects
how the latter penetrated the Asian area, via North-American
influences and standards (Kruglanski & Stroebe, 2010). It opposes
Cluster 3, as it does not contain any publication employing observ-
ant techniques (0.00%), and only 7.14% of the publications
employed qualitative data analysis techniques, while 35.71% of
the papers used open instruments. On the other hand, Cluster 3
only comprises 13.21% of items employing quantitative data analy-
sis techniques and, coincidentally, the same percentage of items
employing structured instruments (13.21%). If we take into
account the fact that many empirical papers employ mixed meth-
ods and consequently mixed data-analysis techniques, we may
notice that the opposition between Clusters 1 and 3 reflects the
debate between the use of quantitative and qualitative in SRT
(see Garnier, 2015; Wagner et al., 1999) and, combined with the
temporal trajectory, our findings reveal the same trend noticed
by de Rosa’s meta-theoretical analysis from 2013b on a global sam-
ple of SRT papers, which revealed a trend toward the integration
of quantitative and qualitative methodologies. This may point
towards the fact that the evolution of SRT in the Asian context
shares similarities with its development in other geocultural
contexts and can be an indicator that the scientific community
inspired by SRT is more ready to welcome a more integrative
epistemological and methodological vision, as expressed by the
“modelling approach”, to overcome the fragmented subcircle
of diverse schools of thought and the polytheism of methods
and move even beyond the traditional multimethod approach

(de Rosa, 1990, 2013a, 2013b, 2014; de Rosa, Bocci, Dryjanska,
& Latini, 2016d).

Conclusions

The objective of our research was in line with one of the larger
questions of the project fromwhich it originates (“Is it possible that
the same theory is differently referred to when used by researchers
adopting different approaches or working in different cultural sce-
narios? If so, what does this mean?”; de Rosa, 2013b, p. 95), thus
tracing the development of a European theory across time, space
and disciplines, to identify whether the theory has undergone con-
ceptual and/or methodological transformations while tran-
scending to other cultural areas over time.

Therefore, we first looked at the pre-existent, socio-cultural
conditions in which SRT was adopted in the Asian geocultural
area, so that we may get a glimpse into the reasons why they have
chosen to adopt SRT according to their cultural academic agendas.
Thereupon, a review of the literature on this topic reveals that the
researchers from the Asian geocultural area are interested in creat-
ing an original Asian social psychology based on their context-
specific cultural and social phenomena; hence, they favor a basis
in indigenous psychology as opposed to one in a social psychology
created in and for other cultural areas (J.H. Liu & Ng, 2007). This
type of social psychology should also have a practical orientation,
in the sense that it should promote ways of dealing with contem-
porary social issues (Atsumi, 2007). SRT, albeit created in the
European space, is versatile and highly flexible, and designed
specifically for capturing culture-sensitive lay knowledge, which
explains why the Asian social psychologists employ it in order
to attain their goal of the creation of an original Asian social psy-
chology (J.H. Liu & Sibley, 2009). Therefore, the current situation
of SRT in Asia, as revealed by our findings, has to take into con-
sideration these two aspects: the striving for a unique Asian social
psychology and the social utility and applicability of empirical
research. In doing so, we may understand the weak focus on theo-
retical developments (J. Liu, 2008) found in our HCPC analyses
(especially in conference presentations, compared with other types
of contributions) and the over-abundance of diverse thematic foci
evinced by our textual analysis of abstracts and keywords, in line
with Chiu’s (2007) listing of pressing social issues in this geocul-
tural area. Regarding the latter, the lack of homogeneity of Asia

Figure 5. Hierarchical clustering – initial partitioning for the HCPC of the 132 empirical publications from Asia.
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reflected in the controversies surrounding the territories and
cultures considered as defining for an Asian identity, detailed in
our introduction, is also apparent in our textual analysis findings,
as the data corpus was divided into five clusters, each significantly
associated with diverse countries (in particular, China, India and
Turkey; Taiwan, Lebanon and Japan; the Philippines; Indonesia;
Israel). Our results reflect the fact that SRT is indeed employed
for a wide variety of objects of study, mainly focused on the
socio-cultural issues specific to this geocultural area.

All in all, the trends highlighted by our findings reveal great
potentiality for further dissemination and development of SRT
in Asia, if we take into account that no reference to SRT can be
retrieved in any of the empirical studies that apply diverse social
psychological theories and approaches, to understand and address
a wide range of social concerns in Asian societies. This result is even
more impressive considering that most of these studies are mainly
derivative ofWestern social psychological paradigms, with the excep-
tion of a couple of studies that adopt emic indigenous approaches.
Hence, our results support the potentiality for wider reference and
appreciation of SRT among social psychologists in Asia, as it fits well
with both the holistic style of thinking characteristic of this particular
geocultural space (J. Liu, 2008), as well as with its societal concerns,
which are more and more argued to be the truly valuable scope of
social psychology (J.H. Liu & Ng, 2007; Ward, 2007).

Regarding the limitations of our research, we refer to the issue
signalled in our introduction regarding the geocultural definition
of “Asia”, given that the Asian space is very vast and multilingual,
which may have also led to our sample potentially not being
representative for all the nations in this continent. Although the
“A.S. de Rosa”@-library is themost comprehensive specialized rep-
ertory in social representation (de Rosa, 2015a), also compared to
three academic social networks (ASNs) all together (Academia.
edu; ResearchGate andMendeley) have empirically verified that only
31% of publications filed in the specialised @-library were present
in at least one of the three ASNs (de Rosa et al., 2016c); the sources
analyzed in this contribution (extracted up to March 2016) are
not exhaustive of current research findings. Also, many of our
conference presentations were available in abstract form only, which
may have biased our results regarding the generic employment of the
theory. Due to the nature of this study, our research was exploratory,
not confirmatory in nature, but – inspired by the Moscovici’s vision
that research in social psychology is for “improving, not for proving”
(de Rosa, 2003) –we are confident that it is quite unique in its meta-
theoretical approach and methodology used, thus providing a basis
for further studies on the continuously growing literature.
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Notes

1. According to the United Nations, there are 48 countries in Asia today. The
full list, with current populations and subregions (based on the United Nations

official statistics), may be consulted on the website http://www.worldometers.
info/geography/how-many-countries-in-asia/. Within this categorical frame,
the assignment of countries or areas to specific groupings is for statistical
convenience and does not imply any assumption regarding political or other
affiliation of countries or territories by the United Nations, being based on
the methodology “Standard Country or Area Codes for Statistical Use”:
https://unstats.un.org/unsd/methodology/m49/.
Due to the intersection ofmany factors (e.g. geographical, political, historical,

cultural, linguistic) the attribution of country to continent is in some cases ques-
tionable and it may vary according to different criteria over time. Two cases in
point of controversial exclusion/inclusion are Russia, belonging to the so-called
Euro-Asia (not included in the list of Asia continent based on the United
Nations official statistics) and Israel, assigned to Middle-East Asia in the same
list, which may also be considered controversial when taking into account other
factors beyond purely geographical delimitations (e.g. Leung, 2007; Haslam &
Kashima, 2010).
Given the focus on the dynamic of knowledge production-dissemination, and

the determinant factor of the author’s institutional affiliation country/conti-
nent, this variable has been coded in the SoReCom “A.S. de Rosa”@-library,
filtering the information through the official source of Universities and
Research Institutions MyWHED (linked to the International Association of Uni-
versities’ Worldwide Database of Higher Education Institutions, Systems and
Credentials) that allows an advanced search on a database filtered according
to Institutions criteria: Institution, Region, Country, Field of study, Officer,
Level of study, Student Services, IAU Member. Finally, the countries included
in the geocultural Asian context were: Afghanistan, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Bhutan, Brunei, Cambodia, China, East Timor, Hong Kong, India,
Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Israel, Japan, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan,
Laos, Lebanon, Macau, Malaysia, Maldives, Mongolia, Myanmar (Burma),
Nepal, North Korea, Oman, Pakistan, Philippines, Qatar, Saudi Arabia,
Singapore, South Korea, Sri Lanka, Syria, Taiwan, Tajikistan, Thailand,
Turkmenistan, United Arab Emirates, Uzbekistan, Vietnam and Yemen.
2. Details about the meta-theoretical analysis research framework may be found
at http://www.europhd.net/sorecom-joint-idp and some of related publications at
http://www.europhd.net/winter-lab-meeting-2019-scientific-materials, as well as
in de Rosa, 1992, 1994, 2002; 2003, 2005–2018, 2006, 2008, 2011, 2013a, 2013b,
2015a, 2015b, 2016a, de Rosa, 2017, 2018; de Rosa et al., 2018; de Rosa &
d’Ambrosio, 2008; de Rosa et al., 2017a, 2017b, 2017c; de Rosa et al., 2015; among
other contributions.

References

Atsumi, T. (2007). Aviation with fraternal twin wings over the Asian context:
Using nomothetic epistemic and narrative design paradigms in social psy-
chology. Asian Journal of Social Psychology, 10, 32–40.

Augoustinos, M. and Innes, J.M. (1990). Towards an integration of social rep-
resentations and social schema theory. British Journal of Social Psychology,
29, 213–231.

Chiu, C.Y. (2007). How can Asian social psychology succeed globally? Asian
Journal of Social Psychology, 10, 41–44.

de Rosa, A.S. (1990). Per un approccio multi-metodo allo studio delle
Rappresentazioni Sociali. Rassegna di Psicologia, 3, 101–152.

de Rosa, A.S. (1992). Thematic perspectives and epistemic principles in devel-
opmental Social Cognition and Social Representation. The meaning of a
developmental approach to the investigation of Social Representations. In
M. von Cranach, W. Doise, and G. Mugny (Eds.), Social representations
and the social bases of knowledge (pp. 120–143). Lewiston, NY: Hogrofe &
Huber Publishers.

de Rosa, A.S. (1994). From theory to meta-theory in social representations:
The lines of argument of a theoretical-methodological debate. Social Science
Information, 33, 273–304.

de Rosa, A.S. (2002). Le besoin d’une “théorie de la méthode”. In C. Garnier
(Ed.), Les Formes de la Pensée Sociale (pp. 151–187). Paris: Presses
Universitaires de France.

de Rosa, A.S. (2003). “Non pas pour démontrer, mais pour innover” Serge
Moscovici promoteur de recherches au delà des frontières. Journal des
Psychologues, “SergeMoscovici. Le père des représentations sociales. Seize con-
tributions pour mieux comprendre”, Hors-Série Novembre 2003, pp. 55–59.

Journal of Pacific Rim Psychology 11

https://doi.org/10.1017/prp.2019.1 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/prp.2019.1
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2945-6103
http://www.europhd.net/sorecom-joint-idp
http://www.europhd.net/sorecom-joint-idp
http://www.worldometers.info/geography/how-many-countries-in-asia/
http://www.worldometers.info/geography/how-many-countries-in-asia/
https://unstats.un.org/unsd/methodology/m49/
http://www.europhd.net/sorecom-joint-idp
http://www.europhd.net/winter-lab-meeting-2019-scientific-materials
https://doi.org/10.1017/prp.2019.1


de Rosa, A.S. (2005–2019). State of the art of the meta-theoretical analysis of the
social representations literature. Papers presented at the yearly series of the
International Lab Meeting– Winter session, European/International Joint
PhD in S.R.&C. Research Centre and Multimedia Lab, Rome. Retrieved from
http://www.europhd.net/winter-lab-meeting-2019-scientific-programme and
http://www.europhd.net/winter-lab-meeting-2019-scientific-materials

de Rosa, A.S. (2006). The boomerang effect of radicalism in discursive psychol-
ogy: A critical overview of the controversy with the social representations
theory. Journal for the Theory of Social Behaviour, 36, 161–201.

de Rosa, A.S. (Ed). (2008). Special Issue “Looking at the History of Social
Psychology and Social Representations: Snapshot views from two sides of
the Atlantic”. Rassegna di Psicologia 2-2008 (pp. 1–217). Rome: Carocci.

de Rosa, A.S. (2011). 1961–1976: A meta-theoretical analysis of the two
editions of the “Psychanalyse, son image et son public”. In C. Howarth,
N. Kalampalikis, and P. Castro (Eds.),A half century of social representations:
Discussion on some recommended papers, special issue, Papers on Social
Representations (vol. 20). Retrieved from http://www.psych.lse.ac.uk/psr/

de Rosa, A.S. (2013a). Taking stock: A theory with more than half a century
of history. Introduction to: A.S. de Rosa (Ed.), Social representations in
the “social arena” (pp. 1–63). New York: Routledge.

de Rosa, A.S. (2013b). Research fields in social representations: Snapshot views
from ameta-theoretical analysis. In A.S. de Rosa (Ed.), Social representations
in the social arena (pp. 89–124). New York: Routledge.

de Rosa, A.S. (2014). The role of the iconic-imaginary dimensions in the model-
ling approach to social representations. Papers on Social Representations, 23,
17.1–17.27. Retrieved from http://www.psych.lse.ac.uk/psr/

de Rosa, A.S. (2015a). The So. Re.Com. “AS de Rosa”@-library for documen-
tation, networking, and training. In Encyclopedia of information science and
technology (3rd ed., pp. 4938–4949). Hershey, PA: IGI Global.

de Rosa, A.S. (2015b). The use of big-data and meta-data from the So. Re.Com
A.S. de Rosa @-Library for geo-mapping the social representation theory’s
diffusion over the world and its bibliometric impact. Paper presented at the
9th International Technology, Education and Development Conference
(INTED) 2015, Madrid, Spain. In INTED 2015 proceedings (pp. 5410–5425).
Madrid: INTED Publications. Retrieved from http://library.iated.org/
publications/INTED2015 and http://library.iated.org/view/DEROSA2015USE

de Rosa, A.S. (2016a). Mise en réseau scientifique et cartographie de la
dissémination de la théorie des représentations sociales et son impact à l’ère
de la culture bibliométrique. In G. Lo Monaco, S. Delouvée, and P. Rateaux
(Eds.), Les représentations sociales (pp. 51–68). Belgique: Editions de Boeck.

de Rosa, A.S. (2016b). The European/International Joint PhD in Social
Representations and Communication: A triple “I” networked joint doctorate.
In D. Halliday, and G. Clarke (Eds.), Book of proceedings of the 2nd
international conference on development in doctoral education and training
(Oxford, UK, 30–31/3/2015; pp. 47–60). London: Epigeum Oxford
University Press. Retrieved from http://www.ukcge.ac.uk/ICDDET.

de Rosa, A.S. (2017). The So. Re.Com. ‘A.S. de Rosa’@-library: Mission, tools
and ongoing developments. In M. Khosrow-Pour (Ed.), Encyclopedia of
information science and technology (4th ed., pp. 5237–5251). Hershey, PA:
IGI Global.

de Rosa, A.S. (2019, in press). For a biography of a theory: From Serge
Moscovici’s visionarymind to the worldwide dissemination of the social rep-
resentation theory and its impact within and beyond social psychology. Acts
of “Colloque international en hommage à Serge Moscovici”, (Paris, 16–17
March, /2017). Paris: Editions de la Maison des sciences de l’homme
(Collection “54”).

de Rosa, A.S., Bocci, E. and Dryjanska, L. (2018). The generativity and attrac-
tiveness of social representations theory from multiple paradigmatic
approaches in various thematic domains: an empirical meta-theoretical
analysis on big-data sources from the specialised repository SoReCom
“A.S. de Rosa”@-library. Papers On Social Representations, 27, 6.1.–6.35.

de Rosa, A.S., Bocci, E., Dryjanska, L. & Borrelli, F. (2016c). The role of
academic social networking in the dissemination of the social representations
literature. In Inted 2016 proceedings (pp. 1051–1060). Madrid, Spain:
INTED Publications. Retrieved from http://library.iated.org/publications/
INTED2016

de Rosa, A.S., Bocci, E., Dryjanska, L. and Latini, M. (2016d). Verbal-textual-
image-traditional and newmedia-basedmethodologies adopted for the study

of social representations. In Proceedings of the seventh asian conference
on media & mass communication, Japan, 27–29 october 2016 (pp. 35–59.
Retrieved from http://papers.iafor.org/conference-proceedings/MediAsia/
MediAsia2016_proceedings.pdf

de Rosa, A.S. and d’Ambrosio, M. (2008). International conferences as inter-
active scientific media channels: The history of the social representations
theory through the eight editions of ICSR from Ravello (1992) to Rome
(2006). Rassegna di Psicologia, 2, 161–207.

de Rosa, A.S., Dryjanska, L. and Bocci, E. (2017a). Profiling authors based on
their participation in academic social networks. In INTED 2017 proceedings
(pp. 1061–1072). Madrid, Spain: INTED Publications. Retrieved from http://
library.iated.org/publications/INTED2017

de Rosa, A.S., Dryjanska, L. and Bocci, E. (2017b). The impact of the impact:
Meta-Data Mining from the SoReCom ‘A.S. de Rosa’@-Library. In
M. Khosrow-Pour (Ed.), Encyclopedia of information science and technology
(4th ed., pp. 4404–4421). Hershey, PA: IGI Global.

de Rosa, A.S., Dryjanska, L. & Bocci, E. (2017c). Mapping the dissemination
of the theory of social representations via academic social networks. In
M. Khosrow-Pour (Ed.), Encyclopedia of information science and technology
(4th ed., pp. 7044–7056). Hershey, PA: IGI Global.

de Rosa, A.S., Forte, T. and Dryjanska, L. (2015). Geo-mapping the evolution
of the social representations theory: The Latin America scenario. In M.E.
Batista Moura, A.M. Silva Arruda, and L.F. Rangel Tura (Eds.), Anais da
IX Jornada Internacional sobre Representações Sociais JIRS e VII
Conferência Brasileira sobre Representações Sociais CBRS (p. 412). Centro
Universitario UNINOVAFAPI.

Enriquez, V.G. (1990a). Towards a liberation psychology. In V.G. Enriquez
(Ed.), Indigenous psychology: A book of readings (pp. 123–136). Quezon
City, Philippines: Philippine Psychology Research and Training House.

Enriquez, V.G. (1990b). Cross-indigenous methods and perspectives. In
V.G. Enriquez (Ed.) Indigenous psychology: A book of readings (pp. 210–230).
QuezonCity, Philippines: Philippine Psychology Research andTrainingHouse.

Garnier, C. (2015). Construction d’une théorie: les représentations sociales\ A
contrução de uma teoria: as representações sociais. Revista Educação e
Cultura Contemporânea, 12, 4–53.

Guan, J. (2006). Construction of identity stigma and social representation: An
example of migrant workers of Tianjin (身份污名的建构与社会表征——

以天津N辖域的农民工为例). Youth Studies (青年研究), (3), 21–27.
Guan, J. (2015). Anchoring the Dissemination of the Social Representations

Theory in China. 2015 International Summer School of the European/
International Joint PhD in Social Representations and Communication:
“Mapping the impact and dissemination of the social representation
theory across different geo-cultural contexts around the world:
From Europe toward others continents”: Retrieved from http://www.
europhd.eu/international-summer-schools and http://www.europhd.eu/
internationallab-meetings

Guan, J. and Dai, W.W. (2011). Stigmatization of the urban immigrants and
intergenerational difference of social identity (中国城市移民的污名建构与

认同的代际分化). Nanjing Social Science (南京社会科学), (4), 30–37.
Guan, J. and Liu, L. (2014). Recasting stigma as a dialogical concept: A case

study of rural-to-urban migrants in China, Journal of Community and
Applied Social Psychology, 24, 75–85.

Haslam, N. and Kashima, Y. (2010). The rise and rise of social psychology
in Asia: A bibliometric analysis. Asian Journal of Social Psychology, 13,
202–207.

Huang, L.-L. (2008). Taiwanese consciousness vs. Chinese consciousness: The
national identity and the dilemma of polarizing society in Taiwan. Societal
and Political Psychology International Review, 1, 119–131.

Huang, L-L., Liu, J. H. and Chang, M. (2004). The double identity of
Taiwanese Chinese. A dilemma of politics and culture rooted in history.
Asian Journal of Social Psychology, 7, 149–168.

Husson, F., Lê, S. and Pagès, J. (2010). Exploratory multivariate analysis by
example using R. Boca Raton, FL: CRC press.

Jodelet, D. (2008a). Representaciones sociales: contribución a un saber socio-
cultural sin fronteras. InD. Jodelet, andA.G.Tapia (Eds.),Develando laCultura:
Estudios en Representaciones Sociales (pp. 7–30). Mexico City: Ed UNAM.

Jodelet, D. (2008b). Social representations: The beautiful invention. Journal for
the Theory of Social Behaviour, 38, 411–430.

12 Annamaria Silvana de Rosa and Mihaela-Alexandra Gherman

https://doi.org/10.1017/prp.2019.1 Published online by Cambridge University Press

http://www.europhd.net/winter-lab-meeting-2019-scientific-programme
http://www.europhd.net/winter-lab-meeting-2019-scientific-materials
http://www.psych.lse.ac.uk/psr/
http://www.psych.lse.ac.uk/psr/
http://library.iated.org/publications/INTED2015
http://library.iated.org/publications/INTED2015
http://library.iated.org/view/DEROSA2015USE
http://www.ukcge.ac.uk/ICDDET
http://library.iated.org/publications/INTED2016
http://library.iated.org/publications/INTED2016
http://papers.iafor.org/conference-proceedings/MediAsia/MediAsia2016_proceedings.pdf
http://papers.iafor.org/conference-proceedings/MediAsia/MediAsia2016_proceedings.pdf
http://library.iated.org/publications/INTED2017
http://library.iated.org/publications/INTED2017
http://www.europhd.eu/international-summer-schools
http://www.europhd.eu/international-summer-schools
http://www.europhd.eu/internationallab-meetings
http://www.europhd.eu/internationallab-meetings
https://doi.org/10.1017/prp.2019.1


Jodelet, D. (2015). Problemáticas psicossociais da abordagem da noção de
sujeito. Cadernos de Pesquisa, 45, 314–327.

Jodelet, D. (2016). La représentation: Notion transversale, outil de la
transdisciplinarité. Cadernos de Pesquisa, 46, 1258–1271.

Kim, U. (1998). Editor’s preface. Asian Journal of Social Psychology, 1, iii–iv.
Kim, U. and Berry, J.W. (Eds). (1993). Indigenous psychologies: Research and

experience in cultural contexts. Newbury Park, CA: Sage.
Kruglanski, A.W. & Stroebe, W. (Eds.). (2010). The making of social psychol-

ogy. In Handbook of the history of social psychology (pp. 3–18). Cove, NY:
Psychology Press.

Leung, K. (2007). Asian social psychology: Achievements, threats, and oppor-
tunities. Asian Journal of Social Psychology, 10, 8–15. http://dx.doi.org/10.
1111/j.1467-839X.2006.00205.x

Liu, J. (2008). Social representations and culture: An Asian European approach
to symbolic meaning. In R. Permanadeli, D. Jodelet, and T. Sugiman (Eds.),
Alternative productions of knowledge and social representations. Proceedings
of the 9th international conference on social representations (p. 189). Jakarta:
Center of Social Representations Studies.

Liu, J.H. and Ng, S.H. (2007). Connecting Asians in global perspective: Special
issue on past contributions, current status and future prospects for Asian
social psychology. Asian Journal of Social Psychology, 10, 1–7. http://dx.
doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-839X.2006.00204.x

Liu, J.H. and Sibley, C.G. (2009). Culture, social representations, and
peace-making: A symbolic theory of history and identity. In C. Montiel,
and N. Noor (Eds.), Peace psychology in Asia (pp. 21–39). New York City,
NY: Springer-Verlag.

Liu, L. (2008a). Filial piety, guanxi, loyalty and money: Trust in China. In
I. Marková, and A. Gillespie (Eds.), Trust and distrust: Sociocultural perspec-
tives (pp. 51–77). Greenwich, CT: Information Age Publishing.

Liu, L. (2008b). To have and to be: Towards the social representation of quality of
life in China. Journal of Community & Applied Social Psychology, 18, 233–252.

Liu, L. (2008c). Yang and yin in communication: Towards a typology and logic
of persuasion in China. Diogenes, 55, 120–132.

Lo Monaco, G., Delouvée, S. and Rateau, P. (2016). Les représentations
sociales. Théories, méthodes et applications. Bruxelles, Belgium: De Boeck.

Matsumoto, D. (2007). Comments on the future of Asian social psychology.
Asian Journal of Social Psychology, 10, 45–47. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.
1467-839X.2006.00210.x

Moscovici, S. (1952). Premiers résultats d’une enquête concernant la psycha-
nalyse. Revue Française de Psychanalyse, 3, 386–415.

Moscovici, S. (1961/1976). La psychanalyse son image et son public. Etude sur
la répresentation sociale de la psychanalyse. Paris: Presses Universitaires de

France. Portuguese translation of the First Part by A. Cabral (1978),
A representaçao social da psicanálise. Rio de Janeiro: Zahar; Portuguese
Edition of the integral book by P. Guareschi (2011), A psicoanalise:
sua imagem e seu público. Rio de Janeiro: Vozes; English edition by
G. Duveen (2008), Psychoanalysis. Its Image and Its Public. Cambridge:
Polity Press; Italian Edition by de Rosa, A.S. (2011). La psicoanalisi, la sua
immagine, il suo pubblico, Milano: Edizioni Unicopli.

Moscovici, S. (1976). Social influence and social change. London: Academic
Press. (Translated into Korean by Puriwa Ipari, 2010.)

Moscovici, S. (1988). Notes towards a description of social representations.
European Journal of Social Psychology, 18, 211–50.

Moscovici, S. (2000). Social representations: Explorations in social psychology
(vol. 41). In G. Duveen (Ed.), Social representations: Explorations in social
psychology. Cambridge, UK: Polity Press. (Simplified Chinese version by
Chinese Renmin University Press, 2009, Chinese translation by Jian
Guan, 2010.)

Moscovici, S. (2002). De la Nature. Pour Penser l’Ecologie. Paris: Métailié.
(Translated into Chinese by the Alliance of Independent Publishers for
Another Globalisation, 2005.)

Moscovici, S. & Markova, I. (2006). The making of modern social psychology:
The hidden story of how an international social science was created.
Cambridge, UK: Polity Press.

Permanadeli, R. (2008). Welcome address. In R. Permanadeli, D. Jodelet,
and T. Sugiman (Eds.), Alternative productions of knowledge and social
representations. Proceedings of the 9th international conference on social
representations (p. 11). Jakarta, Indonesia: Center of Social Representations
Studies.

Potter, J. and Edwards, D. (1999). Social representations and discursive
psychology: From cognition to action. Culture & Psychology, 5, 447–458.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1354067X9954004

Rateau, P., Moliner, P., Guimelli, C. and Abric, J. C. (2011). Social represen-
tation theory. In P.A.M. Van Lange, A.W. Kruglanski, and E.T. Higgins
(Eds.), Handbook of theories of social psychology (pp. 477–497). London:
Sage.

Sammut, G.Andreouli, E.Gaskell, G. and Valsiner, J. (2015). The Cambridge
handbook of social representations (pp. 3–11). Cambridge, UK: Cambridge
University Press.

Wagner, W., Duveen, G., Farr, R., Jovchelovitch, S., Lorenzi-Cioldi, F.,
Markova, I. and Rose, D. (1999). Theory and method of social representa-
tions. Asian Journal of Social Psychology, 2, 95–125.

Ward, C. (2007). Asian social psychology: Looking in and looking out.
Asian Journal of Social Psychology, 10, 22–31.

Journal of Pacific Rim Psychology 13

https://doi.org/10.1017/prp.2019.1 Published online by Cambridge University Press

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-839X.2006.00205.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-839X.2006.00205.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-839X.2006.00204.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-839X.2006.00204.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-839X.2006.00210.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-839X.2006.00210.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1354067X9954004
https://doi.org/10.1017/prp.2019.1

	State of the art of social representations theory in Asia: An empirical meta-theoretical analysis
	Literature Overview
	Genesis and development of social representation theory
	From theory to meta-theory of social representation: for a ``biography of a theory''
	For a meta-theoretical analysis of the social representation theory in Asia

	Method: Data Sources and Multilevel Strategies of Analysis
	Results and Discussion
	Descriptive profile and geomapping
	Crossing meta-data and data - multiple correspondence analysis and hierarchical clustering on principal components analyses

	Conclusions
	Notes
	References


