AP E NSRRI ST AR

EWZ AR BRT 2 F ¥ R BEE Fak
(HImE R0 R, Fi§ 200234)
T ASOEE AT TR R BN S AR SRR S AT A RS, BIE A 1R
FIRAGEXS 752 A0 AT v —F IR RS, o FITE AR 858 SO i 4 M 5 e A
R BT BN 58 5 A AR Z [ A TN 5% 215 BEIT 2 SR ShaS A3 i N 52
SEG 2 SRR B AEAT IR, DR SR BT o S5 R (D)W
oh A B RN B 5 B A B A7 AR R 2 SO 50 T1 S AR AT g J0 T2 e
B, T2 BRI AT S F T T3 S AEWUR ;s ()7 LW dh R AT =40 $5 9% B AT 5T
BRE L, BN SE MR SR B B A2 BRSO 25 TTAE Ja =58 SR BB RN B AE 45 5%
EEAN DTk A L RS, PARRHA SRR sTik A B RN . BB RGRYT, Bl
R -5 A VR AT IF) 2Z T) A7 AE DN e U2 5 RN 5 X5 BT 3 & AR AT 52 52 217
RERIRYTT, (HBEE B AR RIZE, 25 1E T 2.
xegim  EMRE, SEEiE, ST, BIhE

1 R4

AR ATy, ERERIL — MRV pREIE. SRR E, BRI
FLBRSE . TR WERIIANREREIE(RIAE, 2021). BT — BN EEIT A, & BN E1E
UL o B A AT R AR AR E — RS TE B S RSB T A IR 75 S AE BRTE 2 KA BT &4
P (R 4E R, B2, 2001), ERAMNER, Q= YEE. ast. BEES S
PR, BAEIEER— Bt e ErpEL AR 55, 2006); S1EAT VR IR EUE
PR T8y 7 SE R H AR RS S, REREEREEA A T H C, SCHA Tl A 45 R A5 ASEEL
AT B Al (28, AT, 2014; Henrich & Henrich, 2006), & MATEREE 5 T 474
R, BA 2 REENE, W AR BEAH G (Kohn, 1991), B SR RE RN, S
FRI S B EANT R ME A 5 T8 BAS E 1) & 7 AR (A, 2021).
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Wi [ 400 R, RS MRS 1 B B A B O, SRTRT, AR A VR RIAT gtk
SRSk, TR 2T AL S B B e« %25 MG 25 P 76 DR SR B AACRRAIE o A 25 405 1) 12 1
) S A ER R (ORI (B4R 4%, 2020; Balliet et al., 2011). JTAESR, A28 K, 1E iR
773 R A B A I 43 (Staples et al., 2018), WALANSEAEAMALL T MECIRES, AMUKE S S
Bl—RAETK AR RS SRR B O R 1 R M S (FTSF, 20145 XUEE 45, 2011), PRI
A T R A 32 W 2 A B¢ (Branscombe et al., 2016; Noh et al., 2018; Schmitt et al., 2014), 1 H.
AT DA ) TN AN R SRAL 22 AT, AR BISR 1 Al N B L2 S, HoRAE AT 2
AH 298 /b (Brittian et al., 2013).

AW A5 (Perceived discrimination) & $8MATE H & AE 15 H 52 BA T4 & A A
P T 72 A ) 2 AR 6 (Brittian et al., 2013; Flores et al., 2008). M i 4015 31 i 5000 7] g
PR EFER . AFR. B, SRSLOEIRES . 3 A B &4 BRI S (Brown &
Bigler, 2005), BEGLE TR M B A BARAR A TS, 1A S A SR EEEA L, Homml X
I3 IREAAR SRS S RN A B N B o AATE S SO B BT 7 22 SR PR T LR, SR AR T3l L
RS LE. BIGE R EE A AER R E N FAE B LU ) L S R AR O R L %%,
2008; EHIE 4%, 2012; Schmitt et al., 2014), IXERFEREF AR 1075 D AE P I A B E 2 5
AT A ey A A R L B R B A 0. R, Btk G M 37 95 5l B AR B b,
I 2 PR I BEZRUEL 5 00T [ 2 ) 6 R AR S5 B e S WL Jn o () B, R 4622, 2010; Brody
etal., 2006). 5AMAA KAEM FEBAEIIA 7T INHEET. SAEEIRE ). 172110
RS AETE A, T =83 5 (4K TE, 2009). O 8 RIL, MRS BEUR AL A3
X E BRI E, AMREAE S BB ARG, TR AN S RT DALE A T
IR TCIFAT R00kS: 56 19 ol S 8010 A A 7 T PR ARR B2 TR0 (BRI SG 0 R, IR B AE A
N JZ T ELAE B4 2 1 58 45 2 (Schmitt et al., 2014). A G K& X P BEAR BOIA R AR 9 B A
PSR 2 SRF T LAY/ DRI s 73 B i 8 52 (R SO S 7, TR ISR 1 5 3 7 2 3 0 AN
FATEIX — ML o % T BT 5 A PO AR A 2 23 A BN 38 B 22 5K 1 () £ 101 5 R B Ak
ML, DL JEI8E4T A (Hollenstein & Lougheed, 2013), ASCHUL LI A At RIFE B AT, 4
59 IR SRR 19 FEE R AN SRS 58 0 A AR TR RE IR, BF 50 1R FH B B 2 2 B i
G VR (RISE,  F FE 2R FH 17 55 S8 R B AN 505 S VR AT A IR RE  o

MR A FERTE , /DA BN 58 5 — BRI S VR BUR) 2 [BAFTEE BRI R R 2 AR
Lazarus il Folkman#@ H i 7 R B0, SRR 5600 55 34 AR A I B2 )6 ok . i
ORI, AMALFE MR H CZ B HAMA B, BRGAE LR, ZRK. mAE

2



LA K 25 [m] 38 (1 S PR A RN AN AT 9 A A (£ BLEF, fi13% 52, 2017; DeWall & Baumeister, 2006;
Oxman-Martinez etal., 2012), IXLEJH M SN 2 PikGMA 54t N Z 18] LA S AUE AR R4 [
PER R o NIRAE R IREEACFIE AR KT b, FIAESS RBER S, MR & VR Bk (2
YEME, R, 2001), R, FERERIFEMER RSB RI SAEE . BoZe Pt £ IR L
5 G BIARINLS, BT OB A FERE L AR N, o BB ) LB AE %A A5 4
SR I |11 38 S 1 (Oxman-Martinez et al., 2012), I3 [ 38 350 2 I 551 5 At N B0 AR 14
HYEREEE R . PR R BRI 2 H 99 M5 N BOREAR IR & VR, S
SRR, AR R

MARZS H BERT , BN B 75 2 S B 8 15 BT P I S AEAT AR ? AL VERAE LRI
N, AEATATHREE HIE I b, AMA A (AT 93 2 i FL i Ak A 75458 B 156 858 v B %A i 72 A
(IR IR CE {25, 2011; &M@, RE2Z, 2007; 5KEE%, 2008; Kelley & Stahelski, 1970),
T LE S AEAT AR KRR EBGR T0r B3 N BA S 3 AR AT 25 18 85 v 1 50 AR IR SR AE
(Abric, 1982). BN JE T % HILHIRAE, Sk 7 AMAX B 5 BA 1) 555 BT b #2555
ALV, FE—EREE 2B A RINMERGEE 45,2012). HFFLHL mBERNE
IR A SRR T B BIRY, T AR B S E 2 S LR A B A 2 T
AT, EeinE A BINERIy 5 T E AR 75 > 4R I 2 B HH Ol NS R
AHLH O, B RETE A B Pk BB 4 (XHE, 2021) . 2 314 I 5% (public-goods dilemmas)
Fe 2 NIRRT 78 B TR e — CUHRTE 4§, 2007), 383 % S p il Bk e A JEIK P ) 2 U
B R EH AR N, ALK PR R IEA S — 2 B EI PG A o, BRIt
B%2: FEAILY N, S BRLREE R I H EAD SAEAT Dy, AR SN e 5 S I L 5
LA N

RSN G A SR BT S VEAT P ARG, IR A FETHDN AN R B VRS RN, AZ 500 5 A7 (E 22
7 RN BRI R, R A G A RN BRSEA “ I AT
NWE? Xf B AR RSN bR S T A A Al NFRAE . AR A2 A R B AU A, M4
A1) TR A L3 [F) RS AR N 8 A REAA R A4S, 37 i Jas A AR o PR A5 B ey A
%™ (Aaldering et al., 2018), FME MG T B CRIRHE, RIS ALF RIS EEAAT A,
IR — 1 R IR R, B4R B AR T — AN B, 17 S 2 (24 AT
S5 N BT 22 1) DR BE AU AE 17 (R VP4 (Tajfel et al., 1971). BFFCRIL, MK E SRR
R R G2 52 A5 VAT N IR 77 26 (Leonardelli & Brewer, 2001), i i 472 B8 U5 1) 43 Bic th 2

i 1) PR D3 (U3 55, 2019),  WSRAOA RIS — R Ak A, INACRT BEXT I8 40 Al 52 i i 5
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Z I H AT A(Casonetal., 2019). (HABATHF LRI, ACHLALREM b A7 7R P9 SN 52 SEAE 13
Zo FLG PUREMAC O )R 2 B T M S (MR 1, B3R, 2015, Vo, 1R [FIVE, 2015); ikt
PR 8 (R A AN O 47 P RE R N8, O 23 S22 B 51 ) LR AR ISR S o %o A A4 i 22 B
AR B W TR, T T L5 25 AR sl ) LB A AR SN 5 ) A B A4l 52 BAT S22 3% 1E 1) T3
WVER, BIBOUARLS AR AL T R I, X BRI A [R5, T A T AR IS
WUDSF AR R A R R B e (MRS, 2011) . HI 3R B3 AR AN S0 O N T E IR 47 BE 5,
FEAR P S VEAT oK S 25 v T AN s s SRR Nt () N B SE 55, A AMEEAR P S R AT
AT REAAEAE 3 75

L AR DB B 22 1 55 A B 2F » TR 4 R R L) R A5 e D X — R . DA
KIL, #HENREEARE (FIansRBsh# s 7 AR5, MMERHET L), MEH
EAEARCFAUR EFF, i 5 T B##a 24 (Anderson et al., 2008; Van Lange et al., 2013). X2 [#
DB AN [F] R ELBA B, MR TGIEHER SN SRR )= K, 0 IBEATAH S 0 3 B
WA ERNIN SR R . DT T 2 R R AU e R RN B, T AT 7oA BhJavaili 5 4 fs
MR R I H L s 2 e AR E SLvust, BN G 5O Ka1EKF#0R
BHSEIAME CRRIBARESE D SEbrllas, 4k e S5 RN SR . ST 555
A DU 35 5 H RERAE S50 A RAERIOC R, W I H S0 58 R0 IR TR R . B T IR
245 318 (phenomenological variant of ecological systems theory) IR 5, f& [ R 2 (72 55 -
SSCHL) Y P S50 T i 32 381 5 6 SR BT AR VH BT T (FE % 4%, 20125 Spencer et all., 2003).
2 H. B0 R E R BONE E R F A B, AN Z B RS R R R W A 5153
58, B BB (A GE A, A S AN W AR 415 [ 72 [F) pF L) ) SR E IE B SRR AR
7R B 2238 MR N [RIANAT 9 (Spencer et al., 2003), AT SRR BE RIFE - b L5 H BB
4, TESEEX RBAT RS EENNS, NIRRT BEAE EAE N R, m R s 44
O WRERCA B SR B2 2 T AN

2 WL A AR RS RN B 5 S VR R 5% &R

2.1 7%

2. 1.1 #ik

AT ST IR BT N B A — 22 AR AT T — AR R, = I B 1) 40 5 2201 64E 11 H |
4



20174 AI20175E 11 H o TIHRIIAAET680), [MCA R 57520, F32E36444(48.4%), &
H:38844(51.6%), WX THIFER N12.70£0.40% . HEFKFELTFR L, 0.7%40 T H K,
4.8%4b T 55w K, 61.0%4 T HEEKF, 28.6%40 T-H & LK, 2.3%4T & #iK
F, 2.7% AR E FEEETORDL X BERE L, 31.9%H 3R HM140.4% K BEE ] A
PAR220, 34.2% 050 5K A130.3% M BER A h 8K 22 1), 24.3% 952K F119.7% IR
AREFETNEZTT], 9.6%AMA SORMBIRZ B E L. T s %5 RE, T2RT3H
IR ER S, T26RE10N, TIBRKITN, 25 =R A XA 705 A.(93.8%). Gk
FEA 545 ROPEAAE ACSE A BESE I 52 208 FEE (o (2)=3.35, p=0.187; 4 (2)=0.78, p=0.677). ZFK T
ZHRM(A(3)=2.78, p=0.427) L AFAER. E 2R, BB AL LAEER K (A(1)=16.81,
p<0.001); =y B0 v FIS A 4 40 7] 4 1K BE 45 5 k2K (¢ (703)=-2.14, p=0.038; ¢ (699)=2.00,

p=0.046).

2.1.2 MiIRIA

WARENBE 5 . K F 280201 2) % ] (19 75 /D4 oL 3 ) b i R AR B R H . a2l
B, FEFELY) R AR A R B A KT, BEER I 5 E ANUAR . 5 VA,
FEEW Rt BIFRKAAERE, RASEAT . S Hm RN R SN v K P A
TR BUR A R, /df=2.85, CFI=0.868, TLI= 0.845, RMSEA= 0.052, 90%CI=[0.046,
0.057], SRMR=0.061. T1. T2FIT3[HEN{EE 40.35~0.64, Cronbach’s a RECH0.93. 0.95F!
0.94; T2RIT3HEMAE S BB /K2 H 2 EF WX (=036, p<0.001; r=-0.29,
p<0.001), IXLESRFFZ YA T8 SO0 123 BAT BT A A

EEBMER. R BB A Q006)4m A1 5 7 4 ARl SR M A 1R k.
ZEREILIBAIH, AfFEAE. BEEMESH SRR, RASHFT, BrdimE
A VR ER S o AT T A AR A ) 2 Y S B 290.34~0.60, T1. T2HIT3[]Cronbach’s

a R B 50.89. 0.884110.88.

2. 1.3 HIRWER

LB N AL, s Tk IR0 B AR B FE AR PR 2, Sl i 5 gl i B 3 S o
X253, S REUC K, HAWR S N R ORE - 0l 70 R HISPSS25. 0% AMplus7.4
WA, AT Ny 2 o M AN AR S S e R R AR R B AR BT o
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2.2.1 HIhEEMRARESEEREA RS

3 ) A= 0 (R B S i A S VR ) g R AR B, BLPESIN(0=53, 1=) B &, iEAT
HEMETZ0Hr. SRER, BRI L, B E R EE(FQ2, 624)=10.87, Wilks' A
=0.97, p<0.001, 1>=0.03), T2 LA W15 2 2 5 T TIRIT3(Mr2-M11=1.95, p<0.001; Mr>-
Mr3=1.17, p=0.001), I v A£ SO AN 58 1 AR A 35 S T i B s ) 1 2808 8 3 (P (1,
625)=24.70, p<0.001,1>=0.04), ZAMEMFN AT B4 (Mwe-M5=-3.22, p<0.001); ] [d]
T 51 ) 28 LRGN AN 55 35 (F(2, 624)=0.29, p=0.750). {EA1EMIR b, ) 3 280 8 2 (F(2,
608)=8.20, Wilks'1=0.97, p<0.001,1>=0.03), T2 AEWI K T TIFT3(Mr-Mr1=-1.16, p=0.001;
Mry-Mr3=-1.46, p=0.001), RS R FEASEREE T PR 3308 BRI TRl A
PRI AE BN AN 2 2 (F (1, 609)=0.20, p=0.652; F(2, 608)=1.05, p=0.350).

R APERBERANRESSERENAEREX S

A HE B e 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
LR BEZ TR 1.00
QAR B E TR 0.14™*  1.00
3 RPSE R L 0.16™ 051" 1.00
4. T1EALSN 28.46x12.52 24.86+6.79 -0.03  -0.02  -0.01 1.00
5. T2 AL AT 30.17£12.74  27.04£8.09 -0.08"° 0.0l  -0.04 036" 1.00
6. T3S B 28.90+12.83 25.97+6.88 -0.09° -0.03  -0.08*  0.40™*  0.65" 1.00
7. T1E AR 49.18+9.86  48.80+9.64 0.02  -0.02  -0.01 -0.17"* -0.18"*  -0.14™ 1.00
8. T2AEMIA 48.25+9.90 47424934 001  -0.01 001 -0.16" -023"*  -0.13""  0.60"" 1.00
9. T34 1EMi M) 49.1049.99  49.49+7.76  -0.01  -0.02  -0.01  -0.10°  -0.20"*  -0.22"" 035 035"  1.00
e TUNEE— OO, T2O85 U@, T3 =M. *FRp<0.05, **Fxp<0.01, **Fxp<0.001.

FHI BT &5 R
FE ST A 2

Ny FEESTEROS T2RTIR B 2 B E FAHDE, BERZHER
B IG: T1. T2 T3 M SAREN U A7 7E PR P (8] 5 2 TEAH 9K (5=0.36~0.65,

ps<0.001), A AEMUA HAF7E P 8] 535 1EAH 5% (r5=0.35~0.60, ps<0.001); BEALHIHE 5 A VE
[f1) 2[RI AEAE 2 2 A 26 (rs=-0.10~0.23, ps<0.015), i /& 32 X J5 20 BT O B A 4%

2.2.2 FHEENMESESERENELFR

N EEBRAE 5 AR BUR AR SC R, FHIEHINE IR ZL, A0 TR A B A5
T3 REAARBEAT AZ S e AR AGL I, o SR RN 5 0 > 7 4 FEE AR D UL DN A% 8 A BB R B T AR

6



B, AW I =AS R AR AR B B A R A B A8 R R AR AL R, TR
([ DA S, 75 Y () — B ) VAR R ZE AR O, T T TR R I O 00 A 4 % 22 1 AW
5 A IRV A B I A [ T A A B A [ s A A A8 S I 4% (Liittle, 2013) o AT

F T BRI E VRS T THIAFAE B 2 5, REEAFPRILE T2RI T3 B AN SEA7AE B E AL,
BESRSZH A M S T3S o R E AR, TR BRI (0=5), =) B2 HE
FRIEE  REELEURIR BT 45 SR o Ay B8 52 B LR B 4 (5 8., AR Duncan® A (1998) &1,

BT 1528 RN, SRR KRl T (robust maximum likelihood estimator,
MLR) 7 VTR T, F 4 B 5 KSR At T (full information maximum likelihood, FIML) /5
TEALFER 2K AE (Muthén & Muthén, 2012). M ERER S5 R IR, »%/df=1.62, CFI=0.977, TLI=0.970,
RMSEA=0.030, 90%CI=[0.025, 0.036], SRMR=0.037, I EAAIFLA RUT . JEAR A8 S i 45
W 7 R IS AT 5 R R W], S WUR bR AL & BT, p/df=1.65, CFI=0.976, TLI=0.969,

RMSEA=0.031, 90%CI=[0.026, 0.036], SRMR=0.041,

T1 B A 0.30%** 0.61%***

D19%0k% e 002

T15EfA 0.39

BT AR 5 A RN B 1 52 S e
A2 S SR ARG T R V7R . SRR P RENS 22 0 1 TN T 1A T2 0 5
(6=-0.17, p<0.001; #=-0.09, p=0.024); i I &1 15 ) (0% 5 25 00N J 0 45 A A e i 00 S R
B BE NS 2 TN I S0, B AR R RS N o8 B — s AR E Itk s FESE | SRR 5
WAL GE R0 JE AR AR PR A, TLE B BE 8 1 A T T2 R bE, T2 R bE g

g SR T3 G VR, HARSE SO e AR A 2 .

3 WEFE2 WAL BRI A AE 2 A i R S S EAT DN RS



3.1 73&

3.1.1 #i

AR T3 AN T B 45 5, A5 BT 2 7% R 0 N T B ke 24, 1870 J527% 4k
W NREAM AN, MR E2AA B S NS, A SINE6SN, T4 5256 ik
N63N, HArE A H2T N, RN B ZH36 N

3.1.2 SEENgI

KB RN GE KT BRI oE s ARBLANGE) X 2CHE AR AL AR, AN IR
BRI BT BALEIE AT O E AR, BHARSRRUBOA A A R, AR A s N 5T
AT, AR BT LU (RRRE AR B A o5 A B A < 1 B 30) RN DT ik 30 (R A0 B B0 o 2 3R
IRIL L2004 HEZ)VE IS 4R PR .

3.1.3 SLIGIER

T S A5% Tajfel & NS FH & BRAEFR AT 55 (Tajfel et al., 1971), iBiFE-primeft 7 S I
RAS TR S, R s ARV AT OB 2H . BT i TEBR R 2L — 28 KN AR
[ EL o A AT i, SRIRET R 158D, BERBEARAE 45 5 BF 1) P ik o1 Hh o et A s P A
BOFNE S, A3EL4 M08 EXNAE. WG HR)E, A2 “WiRE s ITe:
657 MR BB, T SRS . AN IR RS A I 2 I 04
AN ARG o A5 o BRI AR - B BRI B IR 4 2 /N AR B D 38
RIS R LS B BRI S B 1) 35 P R st 578 oy i

NI R RSB TV R Javail S 9mfE, [ I RS #ER 126 BTE R — 1
RN, BERLZ AR 1248 A RN AT 5208 . SEERHR SN “ RG ORI IRNTZE NI A It
137y B, Rk 5 HAR =4 w2 (BUR 0 B AR NS R - AR IR RR — 3%
BEAT/SERTE 70 WERMI . B NHFF D ALK, B ATRAL R AR 1007044,
A DUEFAT RSN ALK, izt MU SBT3 120000, S 4050R 1%
IR IBLE AR, AR H KD F20008 HZhEE . A LI R AL

SELF1250, TTGHEHEVE R GOSN, 5 65 HEVERS B BERAR .



3.1.4 BIED

K HISPSS25. 0% it AT i ik Mk S v A B =7 22 0

3.2.1 BIREMATEN T EHBHLIERLE

1 2RISR AT B BUR /> SR AR R AL 2 LU RO B SR ELIRR (1 L ZORYE, PRtk
X e SR R i L AT S RN 5 2 AR 3 70 5 ISR — 4E L _E IR i 4500 1 AT 22 57 1
K, S5 RSN, KB AL IR 715 S A 43 94.19+0.40, AN LN 715

GBI H9.56+3.24, F(1, 61)=97.20, p<0.001, MAZEREZE, SHAEN.

3.2.2 IRMATEKER AP ERT =G = ST AR

DRV BRGNS S AFAT I RE R P RN (RN, R R RR SR a8 26 A T 65 SRR 55 0N
HI3REANJE3%E, S 1FAT IR A B LM DTk PN iahs o B088 LU R AR BT & A%
AW R EIIME, TTlRA R R BB AL IR IS [ THE S #2007 1 EEAR I EE, %
B HORT TR A8, Fon el S AT N Kl . T E R A RS, Bl A K
Jr e N SR RIS BN R A AR, i LR — R IR A A —FE
i HLEEE R, ARSIk A e RE AR, REegaa R Fe A a0, mT
TR TR W A FUSE A AR R, RO A K 2 i e A e 9 ki b »
KRR G =R AR N S8l AR A AN 58 v B4 2 BN 3R 2 s

R BIZRAEZREFITRS S ERLFTTIE) MHR Gt (M=SD)

=% JE =4
) SRS 5 BT BE HMEERTE BE BTG B
B TR Rl TR B TEkE REE TR
mBALATE 036+ 025+ 031+ 025+ mEMAE 023+ 048+ 023+ 067+
(N=21) 0.23 0.23 0.30 0.26 (N=16) 0.32 0.68 0.35 1.08
RIS 054 041+ 062 055+ fREMHE 050+ 127+ 055+ 209+
(N=23) 0.26 0.23 0.27 0.27 (N=16) 0.37 1.09 0.41 1.68

DAREAA SRS AN 5 KT8 HAZ B, W AT =50 it BUANsTiR R 8472 CNAEAA, AIEE
) <2 GRIBARENSE, AREALRIE) ERIMET 2o, 4PRER, =I5,

BRI 0 2 28N S22 (F (1, 42)=10.28, p=0.003, 77=0.20), R AILEN 5 4 A 3% 5 LL 5 35 s T v
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AL EN B A (Mi-M5=0.24, p=0.003); FEARRR [ ERM AR 2 (F(1, 42)=0.21, p=0.651); L
R0 5 AR 28 RN 0 25 (F (1, 42)=4.36, p=0.043), fRIFARIM MR (LK), R’
BT AN AR, ARSI e 2 #5255 LU 2 3 v T e SO B 2 (M e-M:=0.17,

p=0.025; Mix-M=0.30, p=0.001), {HPNFFARSTE L AR A0TR BE T, 13 BB N B X P B

Erand= At A LN

0.80

0.70 f

0.60

AT =$0 B LL

020

0.10 f

0.50

040

030

0.00

= M EE A
PBE A

RIS

B2 i =56 R K AR R AR L I FAE T (PR 2 b )

TERT =50 DTk R b, AR R B A SR AL 3 RN B 3 (F(1, 42)=12.45, p=0.001,
77=0.23; F(1, 42)=4.51, p=0.040, 0>=0.10), fRBHLHIHEZH I RT =46 DTmk R 535 T s n
W (Mi-M5=0.23, p=0.001), MAXT PRI IR BT = %6 TTRR % (2 35 5 T AN AR (M15-M»=0.08,
p=0.040); BCHLEN U FIHE (ARSI 52 BLARN 3 (F(1, 42)=4.31, p=0.044, 1>=0.09), i R
AT (L3, T PR, RIS AN G 4 1Y) TR 14 2 2 v 1 v B N S A (Me-M
#=0.16, p=0.027; Mix-M=0.30, p<0.001), {HNFFARRT =5 TTRF M ARMIRZ R, BEHTERL
I X AR AR DT R [ s 5K

0.70 r

0.60

HRME

W=
=
o
S

= ShEE
A RE A

PRSI BE

B

K3 H =5 B S AR SR AR SRR RS AR (iR LR R R iR
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IR, DA S BRI A5 Ko AR &, 6 e =504 B LU R DTk 23172 (9B A,
SMBERD X2 R, RERENSE) BEME T Z 00, SGRER, 755 =fR%%EHL
b, BN E T AN 2 (F(1, 30)=6.08, p=0.020,12=0.22), fREAML A G =B iR 2
e T R BN 58 H (Mie-M5=0.29, p=0.020); FERIERL T 20N SR 5 RERSE Y 158 B2
MNIJANEZZ(F(1, 30)=0.34, p=0.564; F(1, 30)=0.15, p=0.706).

G =TTk E L, BRARSRAL E 20N B (F(1, 30)=5.57, p=0.025,1>=0.16), MMAXTH
BRI G =5 DTN R B2 = T AN (M -M4=0.50, p=0.025); A0 H15E 32 208 5 2 (F(1,
30)=9.32, p=0.005, n?=0.24), IR L 4L 1) o7k 26 8 3 w5 T vy O A o 2H (Mie-M =111,

p=0.005); {EBEAR RN AN FEAR SRR ZZ B RGN AN 35 (F(1, 30)=2.20, p=0.148).

4 MLTHE

4.1 BV HE SERE R E RN

MIBEZECHR I 10 F B A, SRR 545 5 At e 22 [a] S B0 H IR e s m A, TR &
VAT B 8% 670 1) T T2 PR B B, 1T T2 00 5 MR 0 3 6 0% 67 1) T T3 PR A v o X — 45
RAWFFAR B IFATE R B, RYIEIFNE 5 EAEHR 2 FIEAZ B E R KR, WA
SR ELAE RN — Rl DLE VRS m (058 XA R 5% AR o e s F) 7 2 Ji PR Rl REAT Y
A H—, ERFEEERBEE, PORXIEA T SO EBCKIIE R, A SR 1 R
SIS AN FEAE TN LSRN & 526 N3 58 (Casey etal., 2008)0 X~
B Bt 5 WA EE NGB 22 AR 3R] — PR A S (R SR BRE IS S, 55 /50 ) £ 5% 2 ) ST A g
& W SCCIE NS RE  B SCA A AT A 2038 N RENS 2 25 0 B AN 5E 7K~ (Neto, 2006), £
WAL IR, SR BN 0 (A6 R 52 b SR 2 32 B R PEAH AR SRR RE 0, X AT LAFE B
B AT 7T A B SEE 3R i 2 5 1 AT T AN SRR B

9 BATRGE EEEUE BAMARIE T P R AR TS R, IR
Fe st B e S RIS S s, RGBS, 2 — Db ok B A NS B A
PRFBE B R B, SN RISAE B, WA 5 L RIF AR R, B 8K 551
) th B2 - T ez, WERAMRRI SR BURAR, 7542 Bal Al o) il R LA
Fr o BRI AL S AR A RIS B, B MA BN Z I RISC R, BN LR RO B Bl
1% =R T P i o (N SR AV ST LYNR= XS =/ 8
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4.2 BEHAMREXMTIRESIE TR : BELXENATER

AWFFRIN, W AEAE A S S NS b S EAT 2 32 B BRI FRISEIE s S
BB I EAFAT F KRR 2 R TR e 2 . AT TER I, BB B AU A
AR 55 1 BT N 2 IEAH % (DeWall & Baumeister, 2006); J6 1 A S it 4 [ 175 26 %
ik, R E W ERR, BRI ZEAW T SFET 8 E(EDL 55, 2018; Rand et al,,
2015; Van Doorn etal., 2012). fEAHTFLAT, s flivh il g6 5 IR S35t 2 il Al T B 55 5,
e B RN BE 25 5 7 AE RS S HE e R B g, 0 oAt Bl 5 75 SR B BRI SE A TR
B, SEONRIFEFEMEEABUR, B ALK PR R RE D, B T A,

BRI B AR A S RUAE T = e 43 B8 LEAN DTl _EAF A2 835 1S AR Y, AR 5 4L 1)
AT 5045 B LRI DT R 26 il 25 T v SO o 2L, 150 B 3R S A0RL 6 o 1 SIC R0 38 i 4] o AR 40
HIEAEAT e, HIBARRI R ARG EAT I ROTHARRE M 525 i AR, X — 45 R 52
MR B3 FEA —F. M Schaller I FFIA IR 55w [0 B8, AMAE—EJE A “3RA17 MRS, #ie
T B IR 501, SN R e AL O REAR, RIS 2 & TREARRIAT 9o ABHR S il
WEIN, AMAS LN H CA A M ) & 03 bR 25 A7) 52 5 £ B (Rabinovich & Morton,
2011); FEAE£ R EE b £ I45 5 N4 7 (Aksoy, 2019; Smaldino, 2019). AW, BEIRAHIIE
oAty R 57 R U, ELIRIAE AR 70 BT S it oAb AT JHe A [R) 4 6 7 A 1 P AR A B DA [ S A
JE I, TE ELBIAES5 Hh S S ST A RS AR AT, RS /N S R 2 A B R STk {5
5 ZR B RS AINS [F) R A AR T 2 S AR AT D97 A 1) B A AL (Irwiin et al., 2015; Mulder
etal., 2006). {HFE Ui B HIE, PREA I RN B 22 R AEARIBALFN i I A FEAR IR AE T, T
XF T BN R UG, 7R S WRERIAMNEEI) S EAT N EIRR KB ZE R, AT RE e RO R 3
MR S5 G MR AR IR A4 P R R 1 K, RISt 28 5 51 hont Hofh Jl B 45 A K
SRR R VAR RIEE T, DA BB e 3G 0, AT AR AR AMA S A EAT v B R B 3AH
Ko

4.3  AIEEIEXN AR mFEEFNE

AHEFCRIL, B EAERIRIIG N, FERSER AT R TR . RSN e 2
T i =R 00 AR R 45 A DR ARG e P2 20z A, VRO A 1 35 N5, B8IE 1
fEisz4, OB R A ST s o RS R S AL B

FETTRRZE B A A BH I s R R AT B = A 35—, RFAR R AR D e A7 A S e 3
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() Co BRARRAE B AT 9t 458, A2 4k 2 PR 58 o 5 R Al e R T R A4 R 28 B3 KA I 1 3 (Didonato et
al., 2011; Robbins & Krueger, 2005), T B &X05 LM —i%$, MEAEMHEEARS
TERT LI ORI A SR BRI RE, PO A B 7 22 DR MGk AR e () i 58—, LR L
BEERAENEER A Z B ST T S AR E AR AL R, ok B R AR S s AN AT BT
RS, HSL Ead R ntatk, afErEs: RAIEEEEEN, KEEES
RURR A 2K RES (R HE XS TEAAC PR RE A . 26 =, SV BBl I ), AN AR P AR SR A & AN ks
A TTRR BN A IR BB TS A2, Bl & A A R A KT

4.4 AEFMRE

SRR TS T 0 47 A0 R A RTS8 S 06 R U, AHIE TR B B 88l 70 B AN 22 58 LS BB
KIS AR ERA YRS, EAESCR B AERAIE EUMAE LN AL : B 5E, IBEREIRRER A
P B —, St [B] (R) B R, R 5 8 RIS S 72 s IR, B o P N A L AN SR A
T RAEBEAL, RS HOM BHABRE AR BRI S 2=, S1FESRIR HERA T2 i) A 38
an PRBEEI, R A S AR AR A S NS S RAT N . B, BT REASRAR
MPEAN it 201X A SR A RERE 3, AR X — BRI 2B 3EAT 75 1
AT LAY R VE ], ERIBERIS 18], SIABEWTALEER K52 it RABEHL 2B
BABBA 5 AREREARSRA, WA RIS S RAT AT I A 0 b B 2 N H3)
155, MAARER A B T 3 BT SRR R0 5 M T i PR AT L

5 5

(1) NN, T1A TR A0S SR BN T2B 0 A5, T2 B 0% A BT &
VR, S B 52 () 2 A7 3 MR e B 3% 2

(2) BB BB eh A A 5 R e 1 A AT, LRI Bxed 5k 36 1 S 52 )
TREAAUI, TE AR AT, PORERERT R AR TR0 4L T T Al ] A
K, M.
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Abstract

Discrimination perception refers to the unfair, negative or harmful treatment that an individual
perceives due to membership in a group. This experience is subjective and affects the individual’s
psychology and behaviour. Cooperation is the basic form of social interaction, which is an essential
part of personal social development and an important issue for sustainable human growth. Junior
high school students undergo puberty, a stage of rapid development of mind and body. This
development is inseparable from the interaction with and feedback from the environment. In this
study, the purpose is to reveal the influence of discrimination perception on the cooperative tendency
and behaviour of junior high school students from the perspective of traits and status.

The first part of the study was measured using Cai Min's Education Discrimination
Questionnaire. Survey participants were 752 first-year students who performed three measurements
in November 2016, April 2017 and November 2017 (T1 to T3, respectively) to explore the influence
of discrimination perception on their cooperative tendencies. The second part of the study was
carried out using a multi-round investment public goods dilemma paradigm. This experiment was
organised into a 2 (discrimination perception level: high discrimination perception, low
discrimination perception) x 2 (group type: inner group, outside group) factorial design. The
discrimination perception level is the inter-subject variable and the group type is the intra-subject
variable. Each participant carries out 12 rounds of investment, in which the cooperation object of
the first six rounds is a member of the outside group and that of the last six rounds is a member of
the inner group. The dependent variable is the cooperative behaviour of the participants, measured
as the investment ratio (ratio of each round of investment to the current round of principal) and the
contribution rate (ratio of each round of investment to the bottom line of public accounts return of
200). The participants in the experiment were 68 junior high school students selected from results
of the T3 discrimination perception questionnaire, namely, the top 27% with high discrimination
perception and bottom 27% with low discrimination perception. The outside group situation was
controlled by the simulated point estimation experiment.

Results showed that: (1) At the three time points, a significant negative correlation was
observed between the discrimination perception among junior high school students and the
cooperative tendency. From the vertical point of view, the cooperative tendency of T1 could
negatively predict the discrimination perception in T2, which in turn negatively predicted the
cooperative tendency in T3; (2) in the first three rounds of investment ratio and contribution rate of
public goods dilemma, the interaction effect of discrimination perception and group type was
significant; in the last three rounds, only the main effects of discrimination perception on investment

ratio and contribution rate and of group type on contribution rate were observed.
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Findings suggest a vertical spiral between the discrimination perception and cooperative tendency.
At the beginning of the interaction, the cooperative behaviour of the inner group preference is only
observed in the low discrimination perception group, and the influence of discrimination perception
on the cooperative behaviour is regulated by the group type. With the extension of interaction time,
the regulatory effect of the group type disappears and the inner group preference of cooperative
behaviour generally increases.

Key words discrimination perception, cooperative tendency, cooperative behaviour, junior high

school students
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