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Group-Focused Enmity describes the idea that different outgroup-specific prejudices can be aggregated to a lar -
ger syndrome of  inequality-based derogation of  others.  This  focus  section brings  together  three studies  on
Group-Focused Enmity that had been registered and peer-reviewed before they were conducted. All of the re-
ports advance the Group-Focused Enmity literature in important ways and demonstrate the fruitfulness of the
concept. They also show that using sophisticated methods can help us to address novel and exciting questions,
and demonstrate the opportunities that preregistration offers for studies analysing secondary data. 

Prejudice, devaluation, and violence against different
social groups are interconnected: A person’s rejection
of one outgroup is  often positively related to his  or
her rejection of  other outgroups (Adorno et al.1950,
Allport 1954, Zick et al. 2008). In 2002, Wilhelm Heit-
meyer at the University of Bielefeld, Germany, started
a research project  on Group-Focused Enmity (GFE),
the  idea  that  prejudice  against  different  outgroups
often originates from the same causes, takes similar
forms  and  leads  to  comparable  consequences  (see
Heitmeyer 2002). Others call this phenomenon gener-
alized prejudice (see, e.g., Crawford and Brandt 2019;
Meeusen et al. 2017). Over a period of ten years, the
GFE project ran a representative annual survey and a
panel. It  produced numerous scientific papers and a
series of ten books aimed at policymakers, the media
and the general public (Heitmeyer 2002–2012). 

Now, ten years after the end of the GFE project, we
bring researchers together to showcase recent devel-
opments and advances in GFE research in this focus
section of the International Journal of Conflict and Vi-

olence. In the call for papers, we invited researchers to
submit empirical papers that would

 contribute  to  the  phenomenology  of  the  syn-
drome of GFE, for example by disentangling the
different components of GFE in different cultural
contexts  (based  on  cross-sectional  data  and
inter-cultural comparisons) and/or the empirical
differentiation  of  the  GFE  syndrome  from  re-
lated  concepts  like  ethnocentrism  and  social
dominance orientation; 

 focus on intrapersonal  and social  stability  and
change in mean values and structure over time,
incorporating  panel  and/or  repeated  cross-sec-
tional data; 

 investigate  the  causal  predictors  and  con-
sequences  of  GFE on the basis  of  longitudinal
data analyses and/or experimental data (Friehs
et al. 2020).

We also decided to adopt innovative methodological
approaches.  This focus section includes  only  pre-re-
gistered studies  whose proposals  were reviewed be-
fore the research was conducted (Reich, 2021; Soder-
berg  et  al.  2021).  Eligible  papers  could be  based on
new or existing data, but they had to undergo a pre-
registration  procedure  (see  e.g.,  Nosek  et  al.,  2018).
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Contributors were required to submit a proposal ex-
plaining  their  research  plan  before  they  conducted
their studies and data analyses. In other words, the
proposal and not the final version was the basis for
the decision to accept a paper into this focus section.
The  proposals  for  pre-registering  were  expected  to
contain:

 the  research  hypotheses  and  their  theoretical
justification including the relevant references; 

 a description of the data set(s) to be used, vari-
ables to be selected as indicators of the theoret-
ical concepts, and planned statistical analyses.
For experimental studies, a detailed description
of the experimental design and procedure and
operationalizations of independent and depend-
ent variables were expected; 

 the prediction of the expected outcome based
on the hypotheses (Friehs et al 2020). 

It was clear to the authors that it was their research
ideas  and procedures  as  outlined in  their  proposals
that would be evaluated in the peer-review process.
Thus, the final acceptance and publishing of a paper
would be independent of empirical support for the hy-
potheses. 

Six proposals were submitted. All were read by the
editors (Friehs and Kotzur were naturally not involved
in  the  handling  of  the  submission  by  Friehs  et  al.
2022).  If  a paper satisfied the quality  standards de-
scribed above, it was forwarded to multiple independ-
ent external reviewers. Some proposals were desk-re-
jected, some underwent a regular peer-review process.
Eventually, we accepted three proposals.  The manu-
scripts  submitted  after  completion  of  the  research
were checked by the editors for congruence with the
proposal and accepted with suggestions for minor ed-
its.  We  are  grateful  to  the  anonymous  reviewers
whose comments and suggestions contributed signi-
ficantly to the quality of this focus section.

The  impact  of  the  pre-registration  process  is  im-
pressive:  Firstly, the procedure offers benefits to the
authors, who learned whether their proposal would be
accepted before they invested major resources (in par-
ticular, conducting the analysis, writing a full research
article). Secondly, the research presented in this focus
section truly conforms to Popper’s (1935) ideal of crit-
ical hypothesis testing and falsification. The empirical

research is based on hypotheses clearly formulated in
advance, on appropriate and specified operationaliza-
tion  of  the  theoretical  constructs,  on  the  decision
about the participants to be recruited, as well as pre-
defined,  appropriate  statistical  procedures.  This  ap-
proach permits publication independent of the degree
to which the results support the original hypotheses.
In  other words,  knowledge-distorting practices  such
as fishing for significance and publication biases can
be  avoided.  As  editors  of  this  focus  section,  we
strongly  support  further  initiatives  to  replicate  and
improve  the  procedure  of  pre-registration  and  re-
gistered  reports  demonstrated  here,  and find  it  en-
couraging that many journals such as Nature, Journal

of Personality and Social Psychology, British Journal of
Social Psychology, and Advances in Methods and Prac-

tices in Psychological Science also have started to ad-
opt similar procedures.

Nevertheless,  these  advantages  also  need  to  be
weighed against potential costs, such as the potential
discouragement  of  surprising  or  high-risk  research
that is more likely to change scientific belief systems
(Gross and Bergstrom 2021). Additionally, it should be
noted that, at least from the editors’ perspective, real-
izing  a  pre-registration  procedure  for  the  first  time
was more labour-intensive and time-consuming than
handling a paper  in  a  conventional  editing process:
We had to develop new administrative procedures and
critically reflect on the criteria we used to evaluate
the scientific merit of the submissions. We also had to
share these new guidelines with the external review-
ers, and both their and our feedback focused more on
optimizing  the  content,  methodology and statistical
approaches than would be the case in a conventional
ex post review process. We received similar feedback
from our external reviewers, who described the pro-
cedure as ambitious and challenging, but also enlight-
ening. All in all, we firmly believe that what is gained
in  quality,  rigour,  and  transparency  totally  justifies
the extra work that this procedure involves. 

Even though we had offered the opportunity to sub-
mit proposals based on primary data, two of the three
papers  published  here  used  secondary  data.  Up  to
now, pre-registration has mainly been of relevance for
publications  based  on  primary  (often  experimental)
data (but see, for example,  van den Akker et al. 2021
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for a template for pre-registering secondary data ana-
lyses).  The  papers  published  in  this  focus  section
demonstrate that pre-registration is also possible and
valuable in the field of re-analysis of existing data. 

The focus section comprises three papers presenting
new  perspectives  on  the  GFE  phenomenon.  Maria-
Therese Friehs,  Judith Masselmann, Maike Trautner,
Patrick Ferdinand Kotzur, and Peter Schmidt demon-
strate, on the basis of the 2011 German GFE survey
data,  that the GFE phenomenon is  not a homogen-
eous  one (Friehs  et  al.  2022).  Using  factor  mixture
modelling they found two (but not more, contrary to
their hypotheses) latent classes of equivalent factor-
analytical composition with consistently high versus
low expressions of target-specific prejudice. Member-
ship in the high prejudice latent class was associated
with higher age, right-wing political orientation, high
right-wing  authoritarianism and high  social  domin-
ance orientation. Their  findings point to the import-
ance  of  exploring  unobserved  heterogeneity  in  atti-
tudes  research  and  outline  how  person-centred  re-
search can complement variable-centred research in
order to better understand social-psychological  phe-
nomena.

Hayeon  Lee,  Hoon-Seok  Choi  and  Giovanni  A.
Travaglino extend the notion of GFE by identifying its
structure in a non-European context,  namely,  South
Korea  (Lee,  Choi,  and  Travaglino  2022).  They  also
tested new hypotheses suggesting that independence
in self-concept  and a collectivistic  value  orientation
interact to predict the overall level of GFE. Using data
from two  nationwide  surveys,  they  use  exploratory
and confirmatory factor analyses to show how preju-
diced beliefs against different social groups are inter-
related with one another to form GFE as a second-or-
der  construct  that  explains  first-order  factors  in-
volving prejudice against different social groups. Fur-
ther analyses reveal that independence in self-concept
and a collectivistic value orientation interact to reduce
GFE and that this interaction remains significant in-
dependently  of  national  identification  and  political
orientation, two variables that had predicted GFE in
previous research.  

Amelie Nickel draws on Institutional Anomie Theory
and the theoretical framework of GFE to investigate
the effects of economization – in the sense of the ex-

tension of market principles to non-economic (social,
political,  cultural  and educational)  institutions  –  on
attitudes towards groups that are stereotyped as eco-
nomically  “unprofitable”  (Nickel  2022).  Using  data
from twenty-eight countries that participated in the
2018  European  Social  Survey,  Nickel  carried  out  a
cross-national  multi-level  analysis  to investigate the
relationship  between market-based values  and anti-
immigrant attitudes. She concludes that hostility to-
wards immigrants is more prevalent among individu-
als who strongly embrace market-based values and in
countries  where the institutional  structure is  highly
dominated by the economy and non-economic insti-
tutions  are  enfeebled.  Moreover,  macro-level  influ-
ences, as indicated by the aggregated level of market-
based values, are important mediators of these pro-
cesses. This study contributes to a better understand-
ing of group prejudice under conditions of economiza-
tion. 

Overall,  the  studies  in  this  focus  section  provide
multiple new perspectives on GFE. They demonstrate
that ten years after the end of the seminal GFE pro-
ject,  research  questions  related  to  Group-Focused
Enmity  are  far  from being  exhausted.  We are  very
curious to see what the next ten years will bring for
the study of GFE. 
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