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(IR IR B R R, KT 410205)

3 2 2

CALFUINIE K2 kRO BB ST, dE5T 100875)

CAEF MR AE KB O 51T W55 A, dLaT 100086)

R FHREREIRURE T L X0k F AL U T Y 1164 40 sl LB IEAT [ B A, B8k 30fe . Ak mITE
PURNGE 554 23 SCAIE I ¢ 2R R BOAE o 25 2R, Tl LB A S IR E B 4R R AR IR, kR 2 SOARE itk
DURER R SR 0E X 4 23 SO I A S8 25 6 1) B0 P (B=-0.39, p<0.001); 7E B A 6E 55 4t 23 SO I 1Y
T BN Z v, Ak 2 SCRpR R rR A VR, ST A R A g s A, 50N R e ob i, A2 SR i Ay

(LS R NCINE 22 SN DN REI

T JLE; BARUMGE, o Shg AR arilm]s A2 SOMhidE L

Bg844

1 Al R

BCFTF A, AR A 57 8l 3 TSI 1) 3k 113 %
o TERERS R, — SR AT LR R TR
TRNES, BABTFILE?, —RWAE TR
B B T A S T A%, ik sh L. fr
W ILE, 2 6~18 % RHACHE S P ATETA
BT R AR AR DL B L AR G, e
S, XUAg, W75, AEARIE, 2010), 2003 4F 11 4>
E s LE MR A A L R R, E 18 HPLUT
WA R 1982 5, (s HSEH 19.4% (3
AL, 2005). P Bh LB A ACHLAR e A, ifi HL38 K R
W 4N, 2005 4E4AE 14 B2 R UATHELE N
183477, 12000 4F55 Uk 4= A 15 i v 424
Ti, 5 AR K 30% (BUSSE, #7, 2008).

A AR HE AIRT AR, s LE M S ab bk
AT . — T, ST BGOSR Y 4 B AT
HEWE . NSO R AL T LS 95—
T, AT P 0 R ] o 75 Ath 7] 5 22 1 %) ok A T
0l A ARSI A FOR A IE AR, R E

W H 4: 2011-08-29

Fr BB 58 SC, 52448, XI5, 2008; 155 =,
TR, XA, 2¥, 2009; XIEE, H4k=E, 2010),
1308 SCAC, SRR A= 0%, MRS 1T
NBEZ R AR . X R, il LT A
Hh K T Il BT B 3 AT 55 —— k2 SCAR A
(socio-cultural adaptation)5.0> B i/ (psychological
adaptation), Tl 5 ¥ 80 JL 2 AL B A3 T SCAL T 2
ARG RE K, FEME TR ST R
W] 5 J5 A TR A I A e P PR R RS i IR 2L,
N E T RUZ I GEBE DR AF, 2010). AR A, B
Xof i 21 L B 8 A 2 SO 3 5 o0 BHE N A7 7E A Fil
ATk

X R GHE BN R L ¥ KR
(phenomenological variant of ecological systems
theory, PVEST)¥ A48 R G #it 5N & R B i 3%
BIE—E, HITHldR s SR AT DR IR & T
2 (Spencer, Fegley, & Harplani, 2003), A% 2L 1
X Bl L s SO R -5 0 BRE W A8 52 e B
BUE T HIE SRR . Ay —Fh RS HIE, PVEST it
HAEMR 5 R, BT T — R Rk

* HH NS SR E S AT R E ORI H (RS 05TIDXLX163). MR R4 W BT H (2010YBA062) % [,
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UAHEEARY . (1)fG [ K 2 (risk contributors), G55 .
PRGN EN G . FIGRBLAE, XL 2 A5 A%
AN R T 28 S LA Ty S, 3 i X {5 A JRe A ok
Mo (2)E 11K LE (Net stress engagement), G K2
(AR bz 400 ) B4 J8 T80 7 T 37 381 e 4 S 4 W U ) T
SO IR D AR = R A8 I SO ROIR S Y
T, A R 3R RT BB S TR R R ) (N S £
8 B2 BB )45 A fE— AT, 45T DA R A SR AN
F 8 W o (3) )2 i PR N X J5 ¥ (reactive  coping
methods), $§ F T WX 7 (8 5w, A 46 18 N P T
B S5ARE N T B . —FE B A (it XOaE i T
B, 15— Mg s b (2= R0 rl RE AN & Y . (4)
i W PE A ] (emergent identity), 7E K FH N X 5 0% A9
[RIEF, MARR A FRVEMAEgkL:, IRLEX AR L RA
M6 7 I % SR W B R A T ok, I8 T A B Y
PO AT VA & SN NNV 0 A i VA S IN PR R ¢
BRSSP ERRERACH . Uk
FhiGIATR] . PERI A R . B IRAE AP A4 2
TARINE S (5)NEXT = i (coping products), MATA
[ ARS8 547 B8 T FLmll, M e ae 517
R X 45 SR AN S ) (AN RS B L R 5 oR)
SO PEAE T (B O R . RS AT ) . AR
PVEST By BIAWLAL, WahL#R T 2ZEDH D4FE
WAL I EH INRIR R Z 5k, I ZE R AL S
Z RS A OCRIAIE], [R5 R R Al fg e Ak
ASFIFE W0 B A T 2 QERABAT T AN BE A UE
() SCHRE BT IR R R ARL I Y 14 LX) SR, B At 25 AR
Shy f B PR 2R B L 55 PRI S BOR RS RS
TEISLAETE Y, IEAA T K2 LA i 7 3R
ik, B, ATFRYEMAT R, IRMEFTTR
Nt DRI 5 35 R 0 5 o A T T BN i
IS R R0 i 2 R T T 2 ORI AR 17 7 A — ol 32 AR
SRR SRR R T B C T A AT R 5L B4y
CanFpog . 7 1 B4 5 )11 A2 B A AT DO R B 23 IE
XS RECAEE, &SRR, PR, 2011). LA
R ) 2 55 S AR B O ) 2 LS, IE I — 0
PRI S5 ) 2 S R B 5 4T O 9 & JE (Dion &
Kawakami, 1996). /0= 500 AR T HUSARRE, 40
Fh2s AR vh A AR R 25 2R8I (Mummendey,
Kessler, Klink, & Mielke, 1999), /M 3= %38 i St
N PCBAR P M A7 RS, 55 S i D 288 14
5 3 A A 4 340 35 () S, 3 A R SO A
AT e A B S A 1 AR 2 ML S, X L 3
KA R E, 75 B 3 # g I\ (David &

Thompson, 2005), MRy F FARE & EEd i 5 HE
AR B ST ST, AMAREAR R b5 25 B At
UNGOD A AR S MVAEE o N B B = & i)
A, AT RE AR AR DL A B CRLEL,
AT 52 ) JH B FR AN (8RR 3128 ¥ % B i 5l A 1 7
W ZI B BN A — i 47 R 75 2 (David & Thompson,
2005) TESUEWFSEITTH, FE NS R G A W oE 5
A& A BRI 5 % 0 BRI I A 5 0 7 T A T
— A5 B RN B XU B N A TE I A 5 e
(Pascoe & Smart Richman, 2009; Grossman & Belle,
2008; JrIE LA, 2008; i =5, 2009; XIEEAE,
2010); XA DB B0 -5 4 25 SO R B
By ZPE4T T 4R 4T, W Berry, Phinney, Sam Al
Vedde (2006)HF5T B, B 13~18 K
R PR 2 U IE N (7=—0.30, p<0.001)% 1 %
k5% ; Zlobina, Basabe, Paez 1 Furnham (2006) 14
518 £ JEAETEVE LA 15 — AR RO B F 9T &
B, TEfERAER . N BERIREEE S EE).
TEF AP R EAE R L 5 AT C R . M H]
(S A 22 B A AR TS, BRI e X 3% R AL 2%
SCAKE N PR ME AR 3 O ) 5 A% (B=0.53, p<
0.001). AAFFEE SR, BALHI XS #2303 1
T AR Y BE MR N T Y Ay SO RS I Y 2 RN
H52 3058 R PR BT R g 52, il H A2 3058 AR
AR PR BT R A AL 23 AN R ] #9532 i (Birman,
Trickett, & Buchanan, 2005), & Unil, A B
SR A 2 SO I N At AR Y 2 e O A 15 LA
BT, TR BUIR, AR IO AR
v 5 i 8 LA 23 SCHIE B R 96 R ITEGE - E
RBE R U Bl LA 2 SO AT T AR R

I R B T AR S i 380 3 Bl L B Y A 2 SOk aE
N7 ARHE PVEST BYMLAL, Ah2s SCHp e I T R HCIH
B AR R D AR R R — SR A S, Aoy
SCHFRY B Y (social support deterioration model)
. 7A 7 (Barrera, 1988), H:u& & J 2 {445 7 =11
PEFAF B S FAF, 23S B RN B Ak 2 3
/b, A2 SRR /D T TS 00 B NV [R)
hne X — WA R T —SE SRR A R Y SR,
a, Quittner, Glueckauf 1 Jackson (1990)LA 96 £ %
W LB i) B3 A Wl AT 2 B, Ao SR o0
A TR IESR R 50 B d AT AR . MR )45 R
f) 5 2 ; Thompson %5 A (2000)L) 138 44 K18 32 £-15
2 30 b B BESRIA B AR SE FE 10 L o X SIS
R, AR SRR REAMEE,. SO0HM
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Bl LB e 5 kL2 SCAIE Y -

2 L FEE AR 2N R A 7R 649

TN 2 i IR AR DG, AR SRR B A ) 5.0 e
10 2 (8] & 5R 4 H A 7E H ; Prelow, Mosher #1 Bowman
(2006) LA AE 767 S 48 KA Ml A o8 & 30, PG
PR R0 B %o AUV A Sk 2 0 T SN AR L X At 2 SR
A7 d 2 B 1) TN, #h 2 SRR AR B LA 8 5
FIAR Y TE T 500 OC Z& e B8 o e A PE AT . A, 4t
3SR B ROV AN, FE 23 SR A 3
RO Bk O BG 25 R, RIS 093k 2, A
RIS RAR LSRR G . AP R, #E S SRS R
W A AT 2 3OS N 2 e 2 AR G, RIS 3
FrfiZ, 4 0B iE R B R 4F (Chirkov, Safdar,
Guzman, & Playford, 2008); & SZ#F . B E AL AL
FEXT B 2R 98 A i Ak 23 SOAb G I A% 48 FE Uik R 1
cultural empathy, APFRE 3)j interpersonal endeavors,
APBrF AR cultural relatedness)f i 3 1 [n] T 1
FNZF X ARG A 2 TE ) 35000 Pk (Yusoff,
2011), &I, Kt R (IR . R g
I3 B XA S SR A PR, A SRR
a2 R 7 50 B N ) R OC 2R R R4 A
YERL; TRIBY, b2 S Rp X 25 SOk IV AT 1 [ 7500
BN, PRI EE, S SR B L B B R
Fh 23 SCAE N O & R AR A TR AR .

PVEST #i#ITA Ry, 8 8 B An] fe 5| A&k [R5
R TR, #h21N A (social identity)7E 5 A1 F1 58 55
IR OC R FEWRT R Z 28 TR E T2
Kk AESIAERIEMAXT A O )8 TR et &
FEAR 1 B L B — B AN AR 25 17 I8 A (B
5 7% Y (Tajfel & Turner, 1986). 7ESZBrBFEH, PiJy
R HE Z UB RTINS, I8 52 F R
41 RGN ] (ethnic  identity) 1 [ ZZ 1A [F] (national
identity) (Berry et al., 2006; Robinson, 2009), H:H1,
e DN TR0 2 18 2 A A KT A e A AR g 1 PR (n
Jag SR, XTI B A 5L )RR ARG %), S [R] s ik
(A2 A AR S AT 5 Y 6 P FROR 0 A 0% R Rk
BB oy 1 E BV E (N FRAR & 24 R i B K ) — D)
25N R BN M (Tajfel & Turner, 1986), X5
BRI BARAT Ry, 55 FRF A B8 % 38 2o 15 5 P A A4
A [F] (in—group identification) Lk £ 457 R AR 9 1 3%
A%, HE4a i\ R (rejection-identification model)
WAy, B DE AT BRI R 59 S A A A 25 TR
RNz LA R A R B TR 2, iz, Bl
PHIBE W] 8 14 5 59 S AR 1Y) P 14N W] (Branscombe,
Schmitt, & Harvey, 1999). fF 57 &8, PEAARINEA
AL GE 7 B A0 B %O BB (PR . AR )Y TH

W sz, fan, Sellers, Caldwell, Schmeelk-Cone #il
Zinnerman (2003)LL 267 #AEE L E K 2AA oA
BB BE IR ST & B, Fhi% iR (racial ideology) (i
TA ] — > 24 B2 ) Dok 55 1 T30 R e A 4 %) 00 B
S 4 TE [ TOMAE ;- Sellers 1 Shelton (2003)L4
555 HAEE R EFER AN O LB, g
oM (racial centrality) (Fi G A 6] 09—~ 4E ) 2% v
T IR S A Kk s AT B AN F 5 e, Ward, Adam FT1
Stuart (2010)4 119 44 13~19 %V & B Wbk i 4
RS R R, A MO [R5 2 vl 1B
XA IE R R . AL ST AR, (HE
FONRIR R AR A 3 . AR, R EE—A
DU H 2 ELE A H 91%LL B REE % . K
P — N E A Rk, FRATTAT LAHEWT, Ui sh )Lz b DU
msh L G4 R 240, HoFE T e S A L A
FLLADUE R 35 (R AT 0% U 3 A T AN [] 3
X Z A 2 o X SRE L PE T U sl L B RGN
M. EZOAR SR MR I, Wi, mshl
5 FNFAESELIE SN R T i
) ol G DA () [R) RS ] A ] Im A, fFL, sl L
MARFS 2 F TR BT A 0%, HoAk 2 A m T g R A
WCE P, TR SN B[R] B SR Ji HR X i Ak
TN IR G BRI 45, 2010) £ 5N R i sl )L #
X H CJE TN ZREN S IR LG —I R
XA 2815 B B 5 3 X, 38T R4 i sl L
O H AR R 3T A2 B B B IR DL R —
AP AR 2515 B M 5 2 o AR PEAE 2 A ) 3
& (Tajfel & Turner, 1986) Fl 4H 4t A [H] 455 #l
(Branscombe et al., 1999)(1 b iR W i v g fn T
W - TGS I, B SO TR G T A8 R N
N R T RE 45 it s L B4t T IR sk, i A ]
CELT R R A AP R AT R 4R 4L T s ek . 4
HefbE, ZZNRI] LLGE B A3 v % i 8l L2 A
23 3CAIE I ARSI, 38T A R s 1k N
FI 5

FEEAR 50 54t 25 AR 1 5C & 5 T, B Ao
AT R R T 55 AR A BRI, BEAR T AT
Sh B A& A [6] (Branscombe et al., 1999; Tajfel &
Turner, 1986) . AFFE & R, G B 40 H1 52 5 Foide o0
4 (racial centrality) % IEAH G . 522 AR & (public
regard)* 171 A & (Seaton, Yip, & Robert,2009) . Hf
LARSINCIRSE RS Z S IUE T NI =3 N [ B il 7ot =1
YA RN R — R SRR, AT
A] eSS 7 A BB A FLA R Y, A T R
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252 F1 M FRE N R 51 A9 45 B (Levine, Prosser, Evans,
& Reicher, 2005). 5% R, 242 B4 4L 505 2]
KB RE A NS AU AL 2N R B, SCRER AL
(it 2 B B il (Levine et al., 2005); #h<xiA[A] 5
4 Y FF 2 B 3 IFE AH 3¢ (Haslam, O’Brien, Jetten,
Vormedal, & Penna, 2005). 7Eft2ih A S54t4504k
&G R I, YA R B AR 0
A, A& Fshre EZ LR 5 RARRZER A A
Z ALY 22 S5, T[] — 2 ) A AR B 22 S e /b
(Tajfel & Turner, 1986), PAfij &4tk [F] A4~ fAmT
RETEAL 22 SO A 16 45 T T T Ak 2 E T REIARSE D, A
T At 23 SO B R R4, 2010). Birman 56 A
(2005) 48 th, R R T AE AR Ry <2
W PEINTR]” (reactive identification)—Fi iGN [R], F
TN Rl 5 Ak T F% RO A STk A O A5 R XS 58 [ A
SRS BIT . ARYE AR BRSO B SRS
ZEGL, FRATHEN : FEBLENE A S AR Y
SRR, LN BE T RE Y 5 T A AT Y AT
CERLT WA D, sRAk T A AT 3 T SOk i s
5, ANFTF AT T A 23 AR AR A 2 SRR R I
T SCACR S ;55 00 R, B 0058 T e ek 55 1 il
AR T IR, 3Rk TT DA [R] KT 8 R ATl BHLAS 9 3L
WML E D), AR TSR r iR
XTI T SCAC ARG N . PIE, AR, BALHI 6
HRZONRIZIEA S, 50k E 2 fAe 25K
UNGEST RS S N I & s Y VAT (LSS A T RN
[ 5k He . th S SCbiE N 2 IEAH G, Berry 5%
AN (2006)8 i, MR T Z 5, M40 6

L % U1 A ot 2, IR ¥ ) HTJE
PP R SEIR, SFPEESE BAT B 3L, R A4
NI, UL T B A A AR5 o Xt
WSLE M T, WA 2 R, &SR AT
Sy AR JE B, A AT A AT TR A0 5 X 4 2
THERASRIFE W TR T A2 1 B, kAT A TR
WU AT 6 ol 38 8 JL B X 3k i A 2 1% i 8 B o, DA
JNEE T BN X 4 E 2 SCRF AR R s m . PR, 38
MIE— 8, AR SE R 8 L 3£ ST iy
NI A SINCIEEE- 2L Y A A NG
s e

R, N Geit2f 78 w6 SCAE A7 RS
A PR R EAT S LT LA (SES) B R 4
A AR IS N AR S B ] ek R (Berry et al, 2006), #
F 2 B 7 X L A #E 2 SO EE YA 3% T
T35 R (LIRS, 2010), Rk, ASEF5E h#04F E ik
N EGeit2f A8 AR Ry PpAs i3 AR

gi b, AW LUES RIS ) B4 2 AR
W(PVEST) N HEISHELL, [R] 045 G 4t 2 S8R5 04 )8 by
(R I S YN i B P W W o s 2 28 B - 19 5.3
WAIBE 5 4k 2 SCHE B 06 R DA Mat &5 50 L 1t
INFE RO VE o ZE RO 9 [ 8UA DU . (1AL B
SR SOEE N Y 5 B (L2 SCRPE L A 8
FE2 SCAE W 56 R RSP AER; G)Fk A
of U L i 5 A 2 SO RS T 56 B 1 AR TR AR T
(DL SN2 SR 08 A VR T B A7 A T
RN, BIAE 2 SR TR VR DA 22 B4 A F Y
P . BUAFAE AR R LI 1,

oS dF

PR E v i

IR RE

(A2 Sl Sl

1 W AN S PN R = ISR Rk DI €3 R L S i VP AR (BT BN e e o i

2 WEEETTIR

21 it
ARBFSHRR VS LRI 2 b e 03

RIS R MBI H o 00 H 39 R = A

PR BB, — ATERtM s L, — hdeaty
WLz, =292k AR 8 L E A EEOREA
R A ILE . A5 R i sh )L, AR TE
6~18 % Z ), Jbat 4L 5K AL E A S
55047
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Bl LB e 5 kL2 SCAIE Y -

2 L FEE AR 2N R A 7R 651

s sh LA E A A6 50T B K 7S B 2E i
(SSE/NE 3 T NSERTH 2 BT LRI INE A
WIFP AR FT TP 2B 4e 1 Fny /N 2 =4E%%, LU
RN AL A TR IBORE, T4 I ) L B A opk
i 1164 45, b, 2037 28R L 842 N(72.3%),
T TR sh L 322 N (27.7%); $4: 633 A
(54.4%), 1 499 A(42.9%), MERIME B ok 32 A
(2.7%); ¥ A 592 £ (50.9%), /NFEHE 565 4
(48.5%), AEIRBUFERBRK 7 £4(0.6%); JLEM -1
AEJE N 12.30+1.91,

22 MRIA

221 MREMEEEE S54RI s LE
AIVTIR, X X 85 (2008) Ft il 1) <> 1A 5 400 601 i 1] 45>
HATIEIT . M F% T i sl LB 7R L 5t A 16 v] g i
S AZ B 9 FE L, BERBE X B 4
R O IS AT A RS T IR 2 . AR 4
MR IR BT E, N R,
DE2 Y Nk S NSRRI PSP N = 2 (AI0]
ZHNE S HE AN PR RE . CA R ER,
[ 45 R AT AR 515 B2 O I8 L5, 2008), A BF5E
rh a5 1 R — B RECH 0.87 ABFSER RS
G, AR, AR B A A 50

222 #&£XHEE  ZMEH Ong Al Ward
(2005) MR 45 Z2 AN itk J 3 FEAAR AL B 0 SCAR IR B T i 4t
SRR AW, 3L 18, S RGN T A
YTIRFPIAYERE, 5 505, 1 A N, 5 IRE
N7o A TR AR AR X Bl L 7 R 45 A0 i ]
G S RESEAT T8 S e, QoK S B AR B i
1 Ml SCARFNE 758 <5 Bl AR 3 A A 5 i SC Ak
T X g I 0 (R 45 A 7 B TE M R 22 4007, ()
B BRI G BCNT ¢ odf =2.15, NFI=0.98,
RFI=0.98, IF1=0.98, TFI=0.99, CFI=0.99, RMSEA=
0.052; #5301 H AEXH W 4 B 1 (14 P25 a7 7E 0.46~ 0.74
Z 18] ISR . T HASCHFAY Cronbach o REMKIK
4 0.92, 0.91, IR E ) Cronbach o %N 0.95, A%
RS 58, S Esm, AR RpiR 2 .

223 #eXkiERNESE P H Ward F1 Kennedy
(1999) )4t 2 SCAATE I 1 3% o T ok 2% FH R I 4 1855 S
iR Ja # e B Sk TR A aE R e, 3k 29 B, 5 ATt
gy, & AR 5 O & #57 (cultural empathy and
relatedness) . A F5 B 3l 5 A B i XF (impersonal
endeavors and perils) i 4ERE, Fi& 5B HT SCAk
A LA B 5 Y i N A T VRSB R e T, 5 8 R
N BrH 8l (an 5 AU = $T 38 18 ) /sl il o 17 5% (an

54 NS NARLL) B8 3], 5140, S5 25 A
NEN, &EERN: OEEES, QUERES,
QA mHXE, @EEME, GAEH FME. AR
i 9 2 L2 AE 3 T AR 0 P T AT R X R R
R4 H AT T A M, Ak BN R SCfb 2
(B 22 SO “ B b 5 B RN ER . <5
Tl (8 N A8 A < b 5 S M (9 LB RS i,
SRR 28 B, AHFIER I RIE P B 2 43 b % )
B YL FE LA HEA T A ARG I . SR R, AR
12 54 AASHAPR A AL 78 < N BR B 8 5 AN
VRS e 0 o = T s B 2 S s = W]

Hoth 27 4350 B 4R 1) 4 SR TS PR BN < /df =
4.78, NFI=0.98, RFI=0.99, IFI=0.98, TFI=0.97,
CF1=0.99, RMSEA= 0.053, 45301 H 7T Jm 4 L1
HF#MTE 0.45~0.72 Z 0], CALBHE 5 R AT
HEPE (B 6 I H) PR E B 5 AP 4R (21
AN E ) LA B S )4 1 P — Bt R BRI 073
0.90. 0.92, 5 R HIH —+E, AR RS L
Y1 VERN G e i Fe bR o BrA 8 B R JE R
Sy ay, Rk, AR A S SO R
DL AT

224 #ZiINEEE 4 H Ward Fl Rana-Deuba
(1999) iy SCALIE B AR S METTI R o BRI 21
R, R IR 8T e B R AT A GY, ALFE
M AR 5 R A TR P AN A B2 () 465 4 il
T i, AT AT DU R AS (8 BRI B0 0T 0] 45 251 H
S4B AR TEE E O, T AR A S T
Ml JLEE, PRI T ) 465 v X7 3 i) 78 2k
SR OE s SNEER Sl (I EZ SINCINND R Y| NI ASHE &)
BB X AL RS (BT AR, MR <57
HUAE I (religious believes)” . “3C Ak i 3l (cultural
activities)”, “JEAAR I (employment activities)”, “B
1A EIHIE A (political ideology)”4 ME H . B1T)5HY
3L 17 8, 2R RIS H B A O
AN SCER NIRRT 7 S3F, <17
AL, <7 R B AR, BT IS ) S AL A
[ 5 EFINRI LR . 5 UE T R o iR, B1T
Je 2 BRI AT ECR . M/df =4.75, NFI=0.97,
RFI=0.96, IF1=0.97, TFI=0.97, CFI=0.97, RMSEA=
0.061; #5351 H 76 X 0 4 B (4 A7 2 A 76 0.42~
0.72 Z[al. IRTTINE . & FKINTRAY P93 — 2otk R 4L
390 0.90, 0.91. 4EREF-I 50y, AR R
SCAR R DA ] R R R

225 REHMASZFHAI(SES) HAI, HARAE
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R AR SRR E | AR . REEIA S8 AR
A T A I R BE AL S L TE ML (SES) o ASHIFSE
o, ACRESCARRREE AR A R . (DI Bt (2)
N GRIH, D, (S)RE, (O)AF &L, (7)
AIEHE, AR EE R (DT TA, (2)
BIRMRS ABL, G)ERBEES AL, (HFEERS, (5)
T TN, OERFR, (THOMAER, 8)A% 5,
(9)AFHEY, (10)HUf, (11) F ek, (12)HAth
(5 W), HFRZHMNILENFERAASKT
fift, DRI, SRS E W IR FL R A7 fa) de 0 o, 6 1)
PR B G AR . B, BIE. KA. T
BL. TAER . Yeisiit . 55 . BBA5 9 WK E A
FHR i -

ARSI 2003 EFr2e A A5 H (PISA)TT
B SES ik, i FAIUAS BRI E SES (51 AU
e LA, 2008). H—4, X AERIRME: Rk
PR AR Z U IR B 5y, W/ 5 9. W)
Frid 8 43; BRAV /02 H IR Ganzeboom 451 [E Frtt:
AL O 432 R 5] (ISED By 3C 434 i 2
1T. ¥ ISEI M, FrfBOlid /37 16~90 432 ],
WEF TN 29 45, BIKMWS NGt 34 4y KEEGEIR
A 13T 1455, 9 WA AT 0 48, S407E 0~9 41
ZIA GBS A, N b O R AR R A T O e i 46 -
PEMAL O . BRI 2 8 E AR R B s . Bk 4y
FAG 53t 0 — 5 AR R ACBESE SCARRR B L BROE 4K
%, IR, SR AT E SR P X 5 E BT IR AR AT
SR, RS EAL bR, 5B =0, X AR
PR ERRAE AT AN B . BEARKE AN . Bk
AR PP B AEA 2 0% DL E B REAS A Bl e REAS b
B TR 1 W AR R REAS, TSR A A
A g AR e AT RT A 43 AT O 3 A e Oy R A
RN B ACER AR . S DU, SO . B
v GREEGEUR = AR B bR HE Sy, TR ERAL
T FER 500, IR T oA E 5] SES 48
iit: SES = (B1*Z SCALRRIE + B2*Z Bk +B3*Z K
BEGEIR ) efo Hoh, BL. 2. B3 KK F AT, &, IET
— AN HEFRUEEFAR . SES fomll, RERE S
255 M7 R R o ASBIFE R BB S 1 SES AR HEiEAT
AT e B EON 0.00, BRUEZE R 1.36, B4
JU I 7E—-4.98~4.03 Z [H] .
23 HIRWEIRE

A s s LE R A i o, Sl s
5T DX 7S BT 2 AR S V8 A 2 A O DL BIE Ry Aoy
PRI &, BB — 4% Zead 55 U1 A4 O B2 D A

g EIR, EAGEM RS, el bils s A R
AL, IR AT AR R S . AE
PEA P R, SOTF R IES, Mt h 32
TR T B Y R () AT 2 B . BB A S,
F 3 S B LA H R 200 )35 e T A A, a0 & A T
BaLE IS, i EEHEPOR NS 4 1E, Bk
JEAR IR, (R g AL A DR XS 5 50 H B
W g R, FEilgksz L H Oy 20 AR B,
SR R K SR AN R S B
24 GritsbE

KM SPSS 15.0 #1741, SHIAL S5
BT BRSBTS 36 R4y . W12E St T A A
BB B4, SRsLEE R . 1A SkiE
AN S Rl 2 N = S YN B i W B 21 2 S B )
ZOHTAFEMER] . I BE . SRR AN B LB AE
iR R S 2 SR TR SR, B, R
Pearson FH2ZEMHICH SR FE AR HEZ [AIAH DG . BFFEASE
ARG DU YR . S—20, R E A%
EAETE RN O GE 24 A8 i A R B RS X sl L
FAL S SRS I AR 55 =20, RSZBIA
GIHT RS SRR B A S5 A 2 SCARIE R G R |
(IR T 58, 55 =4, RS2 A0t
Fh 2N RIFE B A0 58 5 4k 23 SO AR N 26 R iR
VERIEA T 5, SR0UE, AnARss — | 58 =2 uE i
T AR AER A2 IAR AR, R4,
FE& HE AR R A 2Z B SR T 7 AR
WFFEMAE Muller, Judd 1Y zerbyt (2005)42 H! 44 715
1 HP A F (Moderated mediator) 1K S0 A5, K4
JZEUE ST AT % 58

3 AR5

31 WMTHiItHH

FERGET T K B(ILEE 1), Fish LB AL
BEAF4> N 1.80+£0.65, v T HA L HEANFL
(2.00)FfFix; #t2x3CAbidE A5 430 3.89+0.62, i T
T HA RS (4.00) T, #2335 K
2.52+0.95, X FEISHE 3.00; TN FG53 N
4.85+1.30, WA THLUSTE 4.00, Z5INFETHT
g 3.82 +1.42, WK TFHLS P HE, T IARIKF B
FEETEZINFIKFE(=14.53, df=1019, p<0.001).
R eegE B, Ui 8 L B e AR B i, At
23 SCARTE P AR REAR RGT, 423 SR KO ERAIE, Bk
HIAFEIZKFE, B FINRIKE AR .

LRI CBAE VS 24 ) AR Br (/N VS W)
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SERERARVANSLFIE VST T o ) o el A i,
P OIS I 51 RN 3 R O AR ) [T 3 -l 2l & o
Univariate 43§ f1 %+ 2 A R #E1T MANOVA 4387 .
SRR, FEBALAIGE T, AR B 2R SR
2 H AR W3 (F(1,1016)=8.57, p<0.01), 4F i Bk
(F(1,1016)=15.24, p<0.001), A ZKEAI(F(1,1016)=
145.51, p<0.001)AY =R ¥ 2, P51 iY =20 LA
KA TAEIA R E . W RO TR, 4]
TF oA AR AR o 3 = T AT T o 22 A
INZEAE(MD=0.29, p<0.01). ASLER/INFH(MD=
0.67, p<0.001). 7337 2% K ¥ H 4 (MD=0.63, p<
0.001), FT T F o 2F M /NS5 B 2 & T AT
2N A (MD=0.38, p<0.001), 2N 7224 A=
(MD=0.34, p<0.001) 7EAE 23 SCARIE N 7 T, ALF AL
B RN (F(1,1052)=199.85, p<0.001). P51
SR B 32 AR (F(1,1052)= 4.74, p<0.01)
Fo MAZEAEHB T R, OSSR A A
R TSR A (MD=0.11, p<0.01), T T T
R B AR (MD=0.58, p<0.001). T T. ¥R 4
H(MD=0.64, p<0.001), \S72A8K 5 AR LB
EE T LT3R B 4 (MD=0.47, p<0.001), 4T
T T 52 K 2 4 (MD=0.53, p<0.001), TEAt2s 304

J7 T, AN AR F RN T3 (F(1,1065)=29.80,
p<0.001), 25 2ERR s LE M4y & = T4 T
TR s LTE . FE A 2N R D7 i, A )
(Wilks' 1=0.99, F=3.60, p<0.05). “£MKIERI(Wilks
A=0.93, F=37.73, p<0.001) RN &, HE—4&
Jr 25 M aE A R, AR T A R A 0N
L2 (F(1,940)=7.10, p<0.01), ZzA= i3k Rl K
BT B A, =R AN W T A TR (F(1,940)=
74.74, p<0.001) . & Z N[ (F(1,940)=21.94, p< 0.001)
BN R, SR S L 3T IA R
FERTH TR RILE, EZINRKFEH B
FHT TP 2R ILE,

PN NS 7 e ey s G 51 R N A
2NA] . #h S SCAbE N 1T Pearson AT, 4
REBLFR 2), BARMGE 52 SO Ny 5 3
TR (r=-0.49, p<0.001); EALAIGE SR
fFAH S (r=—0.18, p<0.001), #t23 L Hr 540 fbiE
5 TE AR E(7=0.36, p<0.001); BEHL50% 5 A
[ 5 171 A e (r=—0.31, p<0.001). 5% 5N [EF EAH
FK(r=0.16, p<0.001); 3k 5 IA [R5 4H2 SOk i 5
1EHIE(7=0.39, p<0.001), EFKINE S+t & 30k
N5 A E (r=—0.24, p<0.001), MEAF, *:2:3cfbid

R1 FRBKRRHIEETETRTELNES

. AL B FaRA S E (AT [aRA S & O IPNG 5N
A N M+ SD N M+ SD N M+ SD N M+ SD M+ SD
FENEN 1024 1.80 +0.65 1060  3.89 £0.62 1073 2.52+0.95 948 4.85+1.30  3.82+1.42
B 557 1.83 +0.66 586 3.85 +0.62 595 2.50 £0.93 521 4.72 £1.29 3.88 +1.35
Tt 465 1.77 £0.63 474 3.92 +0.62 478 2.54 £0.98 427 5.01£1.30  3.74+1.49
TN 512 1.75 £0.62 526 3.85 £0.62 533 2.55 £0.96 479 4.87 £1.28 3.81 +1.39
wih 512 1.85 £0.67 534 3.92 £0.61 540 2.49 +0.96 469 4.83 £1.31 3.82 +1.45
ARVAE 2% 735 1.66 +0.57 759 4.04 £0.56 765 2.62 +0.98 675 5.07 £1.27 3.68 +1.47
T LT 289 2.16 £0.71 301 3.50 £0.57 308 2.27 £0.82 273 4.29 £1.20 4.15+1.22
F2 WMRLBHIMEX
QIS el AR B 2R SES SV S =3 S 41 R /N I - SN [
A B -0.01
A AL 0.02 -0.04
SES 0.02 —0.04 —0.42%%*
R R 0.04 0.07* 0.35%** —0.25%%*
[aRA & -0.03 -0.02 —0.20%%* 0.22%%* —0.18%**
Wk —0.11%#% -0.02 —0.27%*% 0.27%%* —0.31%%% 0.26%%*
FoC SINE| 0.07* 0.00 0.15%*%% 0 13%*x 0.16%*%*  _0.09%* —0.46%**
w2 S04k i -0.05 0.07* —0.40%** 0.37%** —0.49%** 0.36%** 0.39%*x* —0.24%%*

e (1)+p<0.10, #p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001; )i : M. =0, F=1; FREk.

TF#=1; 3)SES=FKEF L BTN . FH.

=0, WIT=1; ¥ ASLER=0, 1T
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¥ 44 %

NSRS B . 2ER T | SES RYAH G R B A Gt
PR SRR RA R . T AP
ERUPRES 23 S S AN s INC s &S S R ey
SCARIE N e AR B BIVERT, D, S T A o R AR
B, SRR SES R ST LIRS, R A
EAHSH .
32 #HEXFH HIINREEMMESHEL

&R K & AR AL

2T AN E 5 4 23 SO I 22 I 3 DA oK,
LA 1 WFFEE 8 g A e SR, 0L i YA 25 SR AT
g (1) BB A2 SCAIE N A A S AR 5
(2)75 54t 2 SORF X AL 58 A T B R A 308 (3)
AT e ORI R BE A AR 1 2800 (4) 5 %%
R N CID O E 3 A3 Bl AP (SR E (R RS SIAS
3.21 EMARMHSNXUERBMIER X
Y2 A A, FEREHRIAEREBL . 2R | SES
MR A L, 25 BB R B X 2 SO Rz Y
SR, S5 LR 3.

* 3 BRSNS X E R B [E] Y3 5 47 (Enter)

B KA B !
e
A Bt 0.07 2.41%
=L el -0.30 —9.87%¥*
SES 0.25 8.00%**
AF=95.84***  AR*=0.219
W2
1B AL 5 -0.39 —14.34%%%%
AF=205.74*%** AR*=0.131
AdjR? 0.347

3 WOR, TGS E . RER | SES 1Y
YERG, B8 4k 2 SCAbGE AT ik 2 1 672 ] 13
MZ Y (B=—0.39, p<0.001), fEFEHRN 13.1%, B
il 7R R AR S, 3L AR B,
oAt 2 30k I R O 2
322 #HESITHMMEMMEMAMFN  HhTiE
P E XA 2 SO W A 2 T AR, FRATTaE
— BTSRRI A EH
Baron il Kenny (1986)IA°A, HI RN A7 7E B i
DL =25 2 (1) T 2% X5 75 A 2% o T A

3 (AR a); (2) TN A% & XoF 2% A% 1 70 4
2 (BEAR ©); (3) MR T A2 o | ¥ AE TR A AR 1 X
SR AT A B, VA A AR R X 2 R AR Y
FOUIAE G (AR ), [) A P00 AR 6 45 SR AR
(R TR AR 58 (B 42 ¢ TESE RSO h, W
TER AR A RE e, T A B X 235 SR AR 1 (1)
FOAE A #1502 7EER 50 th A &0 vh, T A% 5
Xof 23 SR AR e 8 SR el E A T B o ARBESE R
Zsobel = ab / (b*S%a + a’S?b)"2 A oA HEA T
fade, X a, b XTI AR a. BEAE b BYAEPRMESL
MlH 250, Sa 5 Sb 43058 a 5 b ARk .

4 WoR, TEEHAERE . FREA SES 1Y

YERG, BN GE X4t 2 32 HF (Path a) . #H4:30fkiE
N (Path ¢) i 7 ) 500045 FH 3% 0 35 S o 5
Fhos S — X Ak 2 SO B AT U A, A4S
FE XAt 2 SCABIE R B IE 1) T 4 A . 3 (Path b),
S LR e A 2 S Ak 3 R 1 1) T A R AR SR i
EE T 22 BOEAK (HD Path ¢ 25 4 Path ¢ ). 4 Zsobel
L AR N1 L R S & WS KR R e
T8 IV 1 A7 [ TR 56 (Z=3.03, p<0.01).
323 #HSINRXMEMMEERANIAT CAHH
FEN R, BHARAY IR T AR i 5 T AR R 25 A AR
[a] (Y A1 S HB A 1= (Marsh, Wen, & Hau, 2004), %/
[r[<0.40 k55 AH O (4 1 T br o (5K R 58, 1 i,
2009), 7 2 FTINE . N S B A L At
22 AR W A G R BG4 X HIEAE 0.16~0.39 Z i,
J&FEIAHC, FFA IR AR R, FEFEAE SN
[F) AR 1 B8N B, Al 2 R A PR G, B
A A RN NS SINCB FNE L E by SiipC I S
LAk, BATRAE B IR b e i AE i 2 FHL
DIAEIS B . F MM SES WEE— 278 &, LI
A AR SINER S B ARG, DA e <At 2
NS = 248, DUk 4 SCAbas iy Ry 25 A8 ik
a2 mIE AT, SRR 5.

x5 WoR, TEES T2 RIS )Y
1 DL R B 56 08 FE 800 =, 3T ik [l e 4k 255
A3 R 1 TE 1) 5508 (B=0.29, p<0.001)F1 5N
[i) F14 B7 1) T 28 (B=—0.14, p<0.001)¥ g &5 7E$%
il TP AR VR RN BT | A 2N R Y BN

R4 HEXFEBNHARSHEXUERXRF P NTERRE

Path a Path b Path ¢

Path ¢’ path axpath b Zsobel

—0.17(0.05)*** —0.15(0.02)*** 0.37(0.03)***

0.33(0.03)*** 0.03 3.03%*

T OFRAE S AN A AR AL B R B, 155 B o B A bR, QT T AR B, AR

SES H)1EH
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x5 HIINEEBMHESHSXUERXFRF AT ERKRL(Enter)

B 5 A TN e SN
B B t
2
AE S Bt 0.07 2.23% 0.06 2.16*
e -0.32 —9.88*k* -0.31 —9.83%*x*
SES 0.25 7,89k 0.25 7.80%%*
AF=93.49%** AR*=0.235 AF=93.08%** AR>=0.224
R
LN B -0.32 —11.47%%%% -0.38 —13.74%%%%
AR N 0.29 10.54% %% -0.14 —5.54%%%
AF=155.46**% AR*=0.195 AF=119.11%** AR*=154
=R
LA E <At 25 A ] -0.06 2.27* 0.04 1.71"
AF=5.16%**  AR*=0.003 AF=2.93, AR*=0.002
AdjR? 0.429 0.376

Jer, AL < I T DA TR e A 2 SC Ak s I Y e 15
AR FH 25 (B=—0.06, p<0.05), I HLHI5E <& 52N
F14) 1 [ 00 4 FH #2230 4. 3 (B=0.04, p<0.10). >R A
PARER BT L X A BAR AT 40 R B, FEIRTTIA
A 4(Z=-18SD). A4 (-1SD<Z<1SD). 4>
H(Zz=1SD) I, I A0 00 56 3ok 4k 45 SO Ak o7 B4 19 0
ZE0 B MK N—-0.30 (p<0.001). —0.38 (p<0.001).
-0.39 (p<0.001), I TN [FAFh L5 23 = 2
SR TN = 2B s S 00 e & B Tl VA 1
BRI G EN TR N N AN TR AN RO s & i
B 52 SCARE I ) B TN G R A SRR . TE
EZONEMR . b B, B xRS Sk
IE N B T R AL BRI N—0.42 (p<0.001), —0.37
(p<0.001), —0.43 (p<0.001), 4 EFKINFKFA4T
Fp R ZELE, SRR RN B e A 2 SO IE N ) 7 1) T )
590 VA, 3 BE A& SN R A] LLGE i 0 R o Xof
#2323 IE W A AS RIS M

324 #HSINRAWMHSEZHHPIMEANAET H
HTH 3T AT, AR ATE 542 SCAaE I e R
e RPR TP AR, (SR AR R R4,
Fh2 AR A VR R 5 32 B4t 25 A R A 8 1 2
R 25 S5 04 A A 2 A5 2 0 i R AR 2
B R T TR A VR RS A AR R A T AR i
AR S R Y R A 2 R O T R S AR B (Muller
etal., 2005), BT AR VE AR . Tl
A0 g 5 IR YT A R ) AC L X H A AR Y F0 A
b 2R/ AR e 5 P A AR 1Y) 32 BN &5 AR AR
A FAE ) 2 (Muller et al., 2005), #4E Muller

SRAI A o0 R, WY i A AT DL 3R %)
[RMEVELEE S ST

(HMe = Bio+BuX+Pi2Mo+BisXMo+¢;

Q)Y = Bao+PBuX~+PoMo+ B3 XMoo+ BuMe -
B.sMoMe+¢;

L, Y ARERE AR R, X, Mo, Me #KkAR
REPOMAG BN AS G TR AR,
XMo . MeMo 4351 A 2% Hhuta Ak Je B 10 A% 8 5 98 7
A Z B PR R SR AR R Z AL IE s,
WA Bis FI/EL Bos W3, WU OT A 77 76 4 R 1 i v
MER . 3R 6 BB T AHSCH BIE - Hr 4R .

F 6 WoR, BUEIE IR TTIA R #H 2 SRRy
B 1) T AE FH 525 (13 =—0.09, p<0.05), M40 %158
LSRG £ SR B IE 1) WA P2 3 (B =
0.06, p<0.10); {HFE2 L HEIRTTIAIF (.5 =0.01, p>
0.05) Fift2y L Hpx<Z N A(B25=0.01, p>0.05)%f 4t
23 SCAEE W A PR IR S 2 . Muller 45(2005)
M, Bis 5 Bos Y, Hi— B F O R E, WETE
P TRAER . AU, B B, HEIA it
S FER R VE R B, RPA S SRR A Y

A 8

RSN PO RS RS- Rl sE I I =R
R IE S, ARIERTIR T iR A4 R S ) = A 25
BE, XA 2N AR T A 2 SRR e
Fh2s SCARAE 1 OGN ON AT T A, AR
W% 7,

HRA RN S N 2 EE RT LA A R
AR R /NGB, 5K B, EA8F8, 2006), H ab/c



656 R Bii| 27 i 44 %
F 6 HSINRI ST IFF IR TE R 5 #(Enter)
WiAIR] g NG|
SR KA ik T RMe) PR D) URER(Y) (R 2)  AEAHRMe) (FRE D) SURER(Y) 5 FE 2)
B t B t B t B t
H—)2
AR B -0.05 -1.37 0.07 2.32% —0.04 -1.15 0.06 2.04%
e &3 —0.14 —3.77F%% 030 —8.83%% (.14 —3.62%%% 029 —8.64% 4%
SES 0.16 4.15%%% 027 7.92%%% .17 4.55%%% 0.27 7.87%%%
AF=19.68%** AR>=0.069 AF=84.12%** AR*=0.241 AF=20.86***  AR’=0.069 AF=82.49%** AR*=(.228
)R
XA —0.10(B11)  =2.67%*  —029(By) —10.13%*¥*  _0.12(By;)  —3.24%**  _034(By)  —12.08%**
Mot 25 IA [ 0.20(B12) 5.40%** 0.24(B2) 8.16%*%*  _0.03(B)2) 0.92 —0.12(B2) —4 4] %%
XMo: A S At 25 IA ] —0.09(B1z)  —2.58**  —0.05(Bn)  —1.69+ 0.06(B13) 1.75+ 0.04(B2s) 1.30
Me: At 42 HF 0.20(Ba4) 7.05%** 0.24(B14) 8.75% %
MoMe: #2337 x4t 231k [A] 0.01(Bas) 0.29 0.01(Bss) 0.18

AF=15.52%**% AR*=0.051 AF=63.71%** AR>=0.218 AF=5.24%%*% AR’=0.017  AF=57.50%** AR’=0.198
AdjR? 0.114 0.453 0.080 0.421

KT TRINRKFEFTHEIFAEBSMMRESHEXUER XA PHIRNTBESH

UNGIE:R] Path a Path b Path ¢ Path ¢ axb Zsobel ab/ ¢
441 0.03 (0.12) 0.13 (0.06)* ~0.26 (0.07)***  —0.22 (0.07)** 0.00 0.27 ~0.019

IR T X
NG| Ha ] £H —0.21 (0.07)** 0.13 (0.02)*** —0.34 (0.03)*** —0.29 (0.03)*** —0.03 —2.82%* 0.094
EAM ~0.18 (0.16) 0.13 (0.03)¥**  _0.33 (0.06)***  —-0.30 (0.06)***  —0.02 ~1.08 0.076
441 -0.23 (0.15) 0.12 (0.03)¥**  _0.41 (0.06)***  —0.39 (0.06)**  —0.03 ~1.38 0.069

TR X
G Ha ] £H —0.20 (0.06)** 0.16 (0.02)*** —0.34 (0.03)*** —0.28 (0.03)*** —0.03 —2.91%** 0.113
EAM —0.05 (0.14) 0.13 (0.05)%*  —0.42 (0.07)***  —0.39 (0.08)**  —0.01 ~0.39 0.017

e (DRPERIEH] TAHRE 228 SES MR, s =4 HOR M N #) Z . Z<-1SD, --SD<Z< 18D, Z>1SD,

A X EAR .l 7 AIAL, eI e Ae sk i A F] e
SETEEZONFEBIE . . m =4 L, hEHNite
SCRFIY AR R T8 S 2 HL AR A SO ¥ o de ke, Hofl
PIZH A VR IR 238 HoAP A RO A o X — 4
KU, AN R AL T B K, A& SRR
I AE R WA

i LA PSRRI 0 T, AR R AR (DL
BRIBERFE 2 SCACTE A 25 DA BRIV (2)FE2x
SCFFAEBCL B 54t 23 SO R AY T ) TN 56 &
RO B S (S E R € 7 S IN RO s 5 SR S s
I A B 1) TN S5C AR, HerR, SRR
HESEAE, EZONRA LR (R STRr oy
I Z B 2R B IE Y, B2 SE R A Ry
AP As i RIRERIIE T I 1 PR .

4 e
41 BALENSE S A SO IE R E S S

ABETE R B, sl LB R BE A 3 T H

B AT A M, 5XIE % 2010)% b5
sl )L A A0 R0 i ) e 5 SR AR — B, BEPA Bk
JLEE A A0 S AR B R A3 Wt o kR
M5, 7T oM i sh L EE R B 00 5 I & i T
ISAEEFRGRBNILEE, X 0T g S IS EAL 2R A
TE B2 5AGK. H5AVEEHL, 31T 75
A8 Ml Ak Qi 6 B AT, A P R BT 22, S0 it R B, O
YRS, ORI R, XEERAIT T8
SR TS LR T AN FHE R, Fo
AT A2 B A 25 R4S, DRI A AT A At s 4
S TIAN, AT T T AR o b sh L EE i a4
R TN B L . X T RE SR s L
HTAL DB SR B oG, WDELR R R, W
kB gk AR, AR Tk, B
H 3R PO PR B, 25 5 16O D — el
FEAI LA (PRE2F, 2009), 3k — 0 FH A 45 A5 A fig
450 v it gl LB IR B A A 1045 B H /N2 3
Bl JLEE T A AR, R R R
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AT RIS &3, 3t s LR 4 25 SCAbE A
ST B SR By W, s sh LY
FE 2SO IE RCR B AR R AT mTRERY SRR @ W7
M. —J7 i, fEFRE R S Z oo scfer, 3
b — AR LT AR SOk, 30T B 4 o % U
AL S HE R RN TEFE, sl L b A3
AR AR, XA g sl o R TR AR T OEAS
(AL, A FF AT 3 8h Zad RO T AR N 59—
1T, Ui sl JLE 03 T 38 N 5 AR A S A 1 TR s )
— RO 5 N AN A b 2 0] ) SCARIE B, IR 5 3¢
bz 22 I T, IRl LES S &
J H RS T B SCAR I IE N . F ARSI, N SL 2
K 8 L Ak 2 SCAREE B B B A T AT TP A
K L . X ARe R R, AR A
HE IR, HARFEZOR AU A, X Eef N
NNSEEEAG TS LB B A S A L T Y
o SCARFRHE T LS, A A F A AT At 2 Sk
N5 TMFT T o 2 A — B A S 3k kB . 38 38 A X
M2 AR AR AL, SERshILE
Sdbat M A\ fhde b, IBHAT T Hoat &30 ikid
AT R, FRATRIE RS, FEAR T T 752
ONSLAF R B L A B oy B 27.7%
73.3%, “FALIEAINY FE ROV Z A 5 WA I AN B
EFAE KT A CHR R, 2003~2007 4F 5 4E ], 7EdL
AR E2EE R s LE(7~16 %)t
ST U Bl LB S B E B R R TE 65%~75%
Z ), 3] TF e B AE 30% 28 44 (1
77, 2009), Ui AHIFFEREA TR S 2R A B L)
5546 5T R Bl L FE A 2 A A A B ] S AR
—3, BN, FRATINA S AR BEALIE B S 4T T 7 o
A R] 9 B B B0Hls SR 17 0 A, S5 AR
TN, FRBERIAEE NG . s RE . AR IAE .
FhS SCAE R Y R RN YA R A AR A (R
TR, WK BB, U A RSB R
MR ER T ARG BIR, A5
SER L B LB 0 4k 2 SCAREE B R B4 ST
SR B S ILE . — BT, LB A A,
B, EEE S M, X AR AT
RE A A 2 A B I SCAR IR AT B (AR A, TR AR
Ik, 2006).

42 BEMMRSHSXHERBXR

MR SR BN, BN DE 54 2 S0 Ny 2
T UM 56 (,=0.49, p<0.001); TEFHIFREA | 4
W4 B DL Kk 25 22 5 M2 (SES) U VE i, B 2 ot

XAt 2 SCARIE 7 Y PN R 55 B A 5-0.39, B B A IRk
M, fh 2 SCAbIE I 22 . XU IA, BRI X
Bl LA 2 SO N A B B I, IS B
FY 45 AR (Berry et al., 2006; Yusoff, 2011), B53C
A3 07 A 45 O B 1 5 4k 2 SCARE B B T T, DAAE
A SR HN BE 1 BIF5E — i LA R BOIR JE A 1
B DO BRIE N 25 R A, A LA B L
Jpik . DAt scfbiE o s R AR R, KSR
T AT 1 SO AR TE I X — 5T U R

IO 6 B S A AR E B G R T A TR A A
AR B3 B 3 (7 11 ) 32 3 A9 X0 0 3O A TE 7Y
X, b2 SCAREE I R i A A A = i S AR R
AT ROAE S T SRR ST, TEREIS b nT DL
b/ R I Rt 2% BU I M | J= 811 3 el RS 43/ 3 R A i
i FE(Ward & Kennedy, 1999), 55 H 38NN,
K138 A2 B AN, B RS0 8 D L2 9
6 B O, AT I AR 1 FR AN (BRI
W2 I 5 N B B 0 B ED G A — B AT o O
. (David & Thompson, 2005), iX — W5, A fi B AT
LSRR TGS . E H AT S ool PR
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Abstract

Presently in China, there are about 19.82 million children under 18 years who migrated with their parents
from rural areas to the cities. Literature suggested that a majority of migrant children once suffered
discrimination from some of urban residents and their schoolmates.

It is widely accepted that exposure to discrimination is a risky factor for psychological and behavioral
problems and there are several theoretical perspectives to explain how stigma influences individual adaptation.
For instance, Phenomenological variant of ecological systems theory is presented as a theoretical framework to
integrate issues of context (eg. discrimination), coping, and identity in human development. Social support
deterioration model indicates that certain types of events, especially traumatic or stigmatizing events, lead to a
decrease in effective social support, which further leads to an increase in psychological distress. Social identity
theory suggests that recognition of dominant group discrimination against one’s social group increases in-group
identification in an effort to maintain a positive self-image.

This study was aimed to explore the effect of social support and social identity on the relationship between
perceived discrimination and socio-cultural adjustment among Chinese Migrant Children. We would examine
four hypotheses: (1) Perceived discrimination was negatively correlated with socio-cultural adaptation; (2)
Social support would partially mediate the association between perceived discrimination and socio-cultural
adaptation; (3) Social identity would moderate the relation between perceived discrimination and socio-cultural
adaptation; (4)The mediating effect of social support could be moderated by social identity.

Based on cluster sampling, 1164 migrant children from 5 public schools and 1 migrant children school in
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Beijing were recruited to participate in this study. Data of demographic information (including gender, grade,
school types, social economic status), perceived discrimination, social support, social identity (including native
vs. resident identification), and socio-cultural adjustment were collected through a self-administrated
questionnaire. The data were analyzed using analysis of variance (ANOVA or MANOVA), Pearson correlations
and hierarchical linear regression.

Results were as follows: (1) The perception of being discriminated was not obvious among migrant children
and their socio-cultural adaptation was good in general; (2) Socio-cultural adjustment could be significantly
predicted by perceived discrimination with the § coefficient being -.39; (3)Social support had partial medicating
effect on the negative relation of perceived discrimination and socio-cultural adaptation; (4)Resident
identification intensified the relationship between perceived discrimination and socio-cultural adaptation, which
was attenuated by native identification otherwise; (5)The mediation of social support was moderated by social
identity, i.e., social support was a moderated mediator.

The results of this study suggested that the theoretical perspectives of phenomenological variant of
ecological systems theory, social support deterioration model and social identity theory could be supported in
our sample of migrant children. Furthermore, the results implicated some advisable measures for future
intervention in discrimination against migrant children, i.e., it is quite important to reduce their stigma
perception, to increase their social support and to maintain medium level of native identification and resident

identity in coping with discrimination in order to improve migrant children’s socio-cultural adjustment.

Key words migrant children; perceived discrimination; socio-cultural adjustment; social support; social
identity



