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The Research of Football Derby Culture

XU Dong-Li, LIANG Bin

(School of Physical Education, Chongqing Technology and Business University, Chongging 400067, China)

Abstract: By methods of literature and expert interview, this paper studies the phenomenon and con-
notation, forming factors, characteristics and theoretical explanation of football Derby culture. It is
pointed out that the phenomenon and connotation of Derby are extended with the social changes. Phe-
nomenologically, it extends from the initial geographical confrontation to the cultural field or even to a
wider extent. Connotationally, the definition of Derby extends from objective conditions to subjective
conditions. It is believed that conflicts, peers and prejudices among groups play a significant role in
the formation and continuation of Derby, which shows that the factors of formation of Derby are char-
acterized by competitiveness, similarity and difference. “Dispute density” and “rival threat theory” are
the two major theories to explain the reasons for the formation of Derby. After a comparative analy-
sis, it is obvious that the theory of rival threat theory can explain the formation and continuity of Der-
by more clearly, and overcome the limitations of previous studies. For Chinese football, it is of great
practical significance to explore the football Derby culture. By learning from the mature experience of
the West and cultivating the football culture with Chinese characteristics, it will also contribute to the
realization of the “three-step” strategic goal of football in China.

Key words: Derby; social identity; internal groups; external groups; rival threat





