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FABAT (IR ) A8 T R 1 — Fh AL 25 M 5 1Y)
AR LR NBHARGIRZ 29, /N 5255 5%
ANFE, — Bk, AR B ACZ 0 SR N B
WOk, AR TR ARG, EAR)Z gy S A A Y
AR GE, Jork i R AR 5 5 2 R 15 R
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KOAE, 2019). AmlEANE T R4 R,
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L CHERERIRE S A AR Z AL (AR T AR, 2021),
e RO [ R BR U B2 F SR Lo (R . T RE), W
WS s (EES . ik, e REILRIA
W ST 200, B HIFT 2 250 B AE 1Y R
fir, e, B2, BRESMRaE, R WA o3
FAT, B — Rk IRE L FORIRE, RIPAIR.
PR TR, XS BN Z s — K (T,
2003).

W rh A R 3R] A B 3 R P A A [m] A A
(Common Ingroup Identity Model, CIIM)AH%5 &, &
g A RO [ AN R A 2GS 4R . LR YRR
INRIERIIA Sy, Y R PRI 5, AR 1 T
— IR A AR S —— AT, il
AN P T (N o VA £ N S e N Pt 9 A A B i
FLR#EXT SERT MR 94T M (Gaertner & Dovidio,
2012) P RBYFEBRIL I . R 2 A ATy = A
K], Fg W] T LR PUREAIA RIS A0 OB . 4% BR
FL[R] PR A RIS RS (8 F00, v e B S [ (R A [
AR AR TE DN K T T BRI R P A R K
LA B — A S 2 LR AR, JfF B AE
TR A T R R AR A A 2, TEAT R B AR
T 5 AL[E B DGR sh LA o SR, H ETHT
FEZ N T R R R e, ZRCe AT
[F] PR AR [R]RSE A J 7 vh Ae RG H 3 [) 4 23
(R PR AT BERR AR (B, 2R 1, 2020, ERFS
4, 2021), B SRR, Kk, A BT R X rhAE
RO [R] N EACIA R Y SEUERIFSY, HEZh A8 R I
[FATFFE TR, a7 A8 RGE R B A [RIBL

T SRR A B TA R B AN T B o A B 3L e
(Cognitive Metaphor Theory)IA >k, AT UG I 3k
fAT R . AR A S B A ) ok A B AR rh &2 2% . i
guyEmE, g EyE g RS2 808 L
fiff o FhAE RS I A Sy — A E G R R AR Y
Tt e, HRIEWEIEM SRS . B
Flit i Lakoff Fll Johnson (1980)7E Metaphors we
live by ( (ERAVELIA AR ) yrh 8, FH %
AR (DA SR B & 45 4 e 4>
R () BARME S SRR A ) i R AT

T Z A SCHR, WA e e A SR T YOG

(3) /1> 1A T A il R ABE & AT 2 0 AR 56 P (Lakoff,
1990; Lakoff & Johnson, 1980), A4, WpLl HAAAE
D HBAE Ay h A R L [R] R SR AL SR AE B A e 0 5K AR
K (2018)IN R, 25 Faha vl LA G b 3% 3k vh A [ROR
Fe[EAR, 2548 BaE (Container Metaphor)J& T A A &t

W P — B, e R TR T R R R R R Y B AR A A
Ji A HE H Ay — Tl 4/ SR B AR 6 0 43 2 DA
(Lakoff & Johnson, 1980). #E4b.LyBR22IN Ry, 2548
SAEE NSO B L, e R B AR T 25 SR AN RTTR 2.,
YR T % AR IRz, AR sk T
FERE FA AR A SR, HAGHR TRE ML, X
Tl e A A7 0 AT A 30 B 25 4 P9 A0 B SRR 22 56
TRZ M 52 W 5 NS0 LA G At - T 7, 2015), 4211
FIUR A - T BT A B RIGBUR, RIER
RS L, B R RIG I RMA R, s
% RIEA ST ACH, e 45 RIGR A b —FR &
e —k, PSR ERE, X
PR B T AR RO IE R R I 2 2R s o f AR LA
X 5 By ) O B2 ST AR /D, AR R R TG St
IR IINED, EAEZEBIAEN . 38 5 RN F0 I 78
INHIE IR B BT 2125 N LG 7R . Boot H1 Pecher
011 &I, A — 28 51 1 P A~ 1 A 9k T ] —AE &
R, R S e M 0 U T R, AN (] 2 S
TR B T AN [FIAE I s, By S i TP, X g
B, 2588 A BN Z R AE AR Bahay el . 7E A BR
KR, AN IR TT DU SE BB H, <R
TRRFRGEIL, “HNFR K RBIL . 25 HUH(2015)3F L,
AR AR R E B R R, fA7EE AN
—H M2 K FER AR I TO I 56 F2 5% T8 1) WL
R T 2R R R S I R RS . i
A 5T DL B 2 56 FE SO T B UE S5 I A
SRIEM AR R FM 55, 2015, FEHK 55,
2018), FEMDLEE A (2021)IF 52, 255 i 4 i FE A 2,
IEHLARAT T PR 2 2] 30 20 0L i) S IR 3R o A
DIEWFSE, RBE—RBI0EY . 5 MMERRRER
INEH . PETUAE B FE) 5 N FE AR B G HE
AR EY) . 5RCRBEN A . M
IR 5 AT AR BRI IR, .

TENZE2E W IGEREA RS H, H3EEE (Primordial
theory) 2 B 21—k . MBI, RIFBEIAFEE A
TR ) S b e 1 S SR AR IR R, IR AT 17 B
HRAS ) BT IA TR % B B T A 26 P 1 R VE
AR JE il FERE - B AR (2018)IA N, R 3 LA E IR
RUFF L REE G B, 2T XHRESEAT R 1 25 Bk
55 RGNS ot BROBAT S Y ZE RIS AR AL, BT
JEXT RS O R IR . van den Berghr (1981)H#14>
HeWpeE < SE SEPE (nepotism)ARE S S 16 W I RE A
[l o 5% 2k S48 B A AR IR 36 A AR 2 B R ELAR,
DIRUEIZ I IR SELE . iRy, RIEESER LR
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MY ZEAR, R R0 3 SO T AR A, A
SRR BTN 26 o BARZEAR AR RIS A 2
HEPF, R 2220 TR [ BT a5 2 Ja 1 SR i) A R
P BEAR R B S B A A v b, B%Ra R 3 [H]
PR B R G R 25 4 22 (B3 ] BE A A 25 s By o 7T LA
fBeise, Hr A BRG E [RARAE A A Sk o v B R AR 2 25 2
Bailfy, TEZS e N e A ALl | S A & A B A R
B, TERASIMERESMY MR, BT, EHIA
R, AR ERF E N A RO A 15 7E R — SR A ()
W, [P Hedris, 2<RPAR, RPATR, i
W B AN TEHE (L [m] Y RE(A, B Ay v A2 PR 3 ] 4%
NGRS e

MY 25 dn by, 283 TOm, AT JE T 4888 N
) [ P 4 R A 1 rh e RO I (R AT N, X
JE T A2 E AP G A T LR SN AR A
S [F] AN R, B2 i St [A] B DA R fig
5 PR R Al - B A 22 S i A SRR IR B B o X K
FIRETF(2019) 4 B, S [a] RGN R (2 3E 1 5
BEARMLOEERE S o N 2 (Ingroup Favoritism/
Ingroup Bias)/&HEPRAS B BLIIRL N . X PR A7
TE TR . 3205 0 AR FBOE IR 591 55 55K B A
Z [ Al N G5 2H A BN RER Z 8], B RS
1= 89 N R4l Z [ m DAL %S 2| (Almaatouq et
al., 2020). LATE [ A OC R i P REAA O 22 BF 92,
KZ DM St — R 1 A8 B R JR 8 A~ RE 1) 2
JE2E S, PR BT s 2 RIGA LRI . SN
AR, WG . LR A 1) PN N AR i 22 55010 22 57
WS (E P, A, 2011), A X< E A5
BARELEE T N ARZHEAR(Liu et al., 2015), fHh
B S 1L B 0 bR AR vl REHE 25 T LRl AA 14 Y
HRAS BRRAE o ANHT R, A R L R AR A M TR
2. M oc. REAREZRIRE 8 . SR
1, AR [R) R 1) 7 25 S VAR LG A7 A 7 220 A B 52 4,
BN HAETE AT (R 7Kg 48, 2013), FET UL, AR5
AT A R G AL [ R R AR AR i %, SRR S
ZARIL PTG B, W TR AN [) R B 4340 A 21 2L AR
SCE Y, A e FLIE R IR A AR R L[]
A % -

FLIR] Y BE AR B 4 ASACE I T % A SRR
B B (Scroggins et al., 2016), 3N T X3 [H]
R R NS s Rl VIR A S 12 DIV B R )
(Hopkins et al., 2016). B AAT RHAVER BAESAT MY
FERIPARZ —, —BIEFa 5T B XA
SCEHS B AAT R o AR L R YR A RIS AL, A

AT ] PR i 53 B A ) A R A DA R A 3 ]
PRI 22, %oF [ A1 R B 53 B A L[] S A 0
FIL R SN UL, 558 T RE s e 216 [ Py A AS [R) R
WERLR BN ANAT . (R, BRI BT Hik
(. MEFE A A R B 4 X5 B AT R (5% 1 (Hopkins
etal., 2016). UNHL¥E E AN [R] B S LR bt A Ry 3
[ AR RAE, o 5 A B — TR 5 (1 B A AT A
FEHMET B AL 5% 22 IR iy v 48 IR e ) P AR A 1 7K
Vb, HEATETZ R L

rh A R 3 | A IR SR AE 2 An e i 7 B
B\ F(Embodied Cognition) i1\ Ky, 1L Aif.0 3
P TIN TAR Y B HL B 2250 1 P9 550 B AIF (Barsalou
et al., 2003). Rizzolatti %5(1996)7E 1H il 4 i) K ik iz
B2 F5 KR T 544 #1570 (mirror neuron), 7&
SPUESE T BRRAE T H B A AE B Bk o O BRRAE
W R MK T AR 54t 2y . B E S Bk &5
(Niedenthal et al., 2005; M-/, 2017), Ht, F&
Z U RGBS SO RN BB i B B 20 £
RGN R R L 2 G EE %S, P b P SR ()
S TR T 3 R PR Sl A R JE B . 1984
AR, SErh e S BERR T 4 E SR VU D Y O
H T B, 2T ZAE TR T P
(F2) o WHL VAR BT (1)) T b dp2g, BPiLaRor A= i
FER T X R 2 AR e N P 2 2 R . A E
G F2 O PP iy AR Y SO AR I 7 RO 3L R
(B 4585, 2012) ., 2l st ORI, 2019)4, Xf R JEIA
[F] . EZONRWA DR ZECRE R, 2007), {HX]
Hh A RO AR B IR I BR AR I A 250,
2 IR 3R T . S Ak 32 5 1 b DXk PN b 2
AETEIAREE LA T B R, SR AR R I T N Bt
e A S A S-S - AR B i fk, fEE T S
Aty B B8 5% (G 2 P B DU B ) A A8 T, 3R A
T B HA RS R A AR [F] A ) | AETR &
5, DLART SN 22 00 ) B SCARRITEE in (A1 45 1 B %
KFR . AR R G EE 0N G L0 e
RO RN IE LR it 7 555 o 28 HEM,
AT 22 T PR ik i ST Ak AR T 28 56 1Y) DY BB s P
A RS AL RS [ Y rh AR R G L [l P A TR, B
IXTEPY . ESNRIGEA AR A AR 2 W2 BERR
A EERBY AT R

2 SEER 1. PR AR E AL
OB A A B T 5

2 [1] By ) 3 HISE U2 22 W) Stroop Ju X (F1F5
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Hg A, 2015, FEFAL 4%, 2018). X80 1 RHAS(A]
Stroop 520 % £ AR R 2L Rl K 55 75 2 B A O¢
Fo BHEBE, NI A R rh AR RS [R) 40N
MG A R IR S, [ 2% RO L Y 23 9l o
LRI A BEIAR RO, ATAE T4 2 A R
B 2R e R AL R AN A, T4 T AR
Hho GnFREXRE, WOKTEM S FIW, Y E N R
I PNE A B R e Y N AES P NN PN B R
SREF, R SN B s, AR IR RSN R, X
MRS, HEIRFES R
2.1 #ik

KH G*power 3.1.7 Al FEA &, & & T
R i effect size = 0.25, a error = 0.05, 1845
FFFE 36 AW AT LIIAF] 0.95 MSGIHE )
(power)o A T PRIESZE R, T A0 IR0 K~ i
RGeS T liGm haE 50 24, B4 24 4, &
H: 26 4, AR R 15.88 £ 0.85 %2, LT RISFIE
MITIER, DUBZAY, fets iz HDGE TS

&, HFIF.
2.2 it

2(NAEA: ENRIEANZ . ESMNRIEANS) *
2 (BRHMAE: BN, BAMHBAN T, HAERR
PR N 24 FIWTAT 55 14 S 0L s DA R %
2.3 #E

VEHCT 15 AN N B 44 15 A ESMR R
2o Y RGN 44 B A . DU . ARG . T
RS, i 2. mER. BHE. fil. X
WO, skAs . ERAL Ee . e, 2% B
A EEL RIGE . B2k, EAAT, K. W
B HEERIEMABESR 44, HA 3 AL
DIEWIGN 4, Wl DVES R A& (BE. Rt
KRR, B 3TN 1, HASHSE
B0 45 45 PN b EEE 2 AR X 24 1R 0GR P R LR
PEIEAT 5 8T, 5 = dERAZART A, 1 = 3k
ARG AIAY), Iy 250073k, 4 HEREA
AR E LR AN E, F (3, 14) =2.75, p > 0.05;
WA 2 SRR E, F (3, 14) = 1.52, p > 0.05; 75
LSRAREE, F(3,14)=2.55, p > 0.05; ZEHEER
ANEFE, F(3,14)=1.57,p>0.05, FEIMEEAZH
Hoed R R, R PERIE. HESRE, .
TR ANvE. W, B, Zmsz. JUE. #igh,
Vil PHER L BANE  FBJe . TAT . mEE . Bl
Wik, XEEAZ LKA THL . A RS i b
WA, TEARRMRGZEEA R, ek

W, EHNRBEASBBEM = 4.28)5E R %
AN£ (M =4.16)E5 AR, t =-1.10, p > 0.05; [
N R A L (M = 4.45) 5 B ARG A 4
(M =4.68)2R%ANE, t =-1.00,p>0.05, FHNE
ENZ B FEE(M = 2.20) 5 FEAMREAN % (M = 2.20)
ZRAERZE, t=1.00, p>0.05 EHNEKEALNE
(M = 16.13) 5 EIMNRENA (M = 17.60)2 54
W, t=-1.04, p > 005, HIMERT 15 M HEA%
W, AR I AR

24 BEF

Z MR T 25 Jm G 3R 45 4 RO 1 BF 55 (OFN 55 A4f
&5 2015; TEBME 45, 2018), {fif E-prime 3.0 # 04
. N2 ARG e, B R BEAL B
FEFFAREN E B(E . T £ A, a5,
NS BB ER 8 Fdl G A4 BL7E B By
P b AR WAE . AL, A2 AR e S
R RS A CLE 1), LR N
B, TEREFE U B BT <+ 500 ms, $EFETE
St vh e S B E BRI (N 4%), [l 18] B TE E bR Y
ANFELE EREALH I, A 2 s R R, S
POCHERFI T B AR a5 W N4 . IS, #6F F
B MRS, T ) g, TERRR P A A TR
R, WoR RS (31 3000 ms J5), E 500 ms
2Bt M HEA T —ik . EER KT, Bk
AT T 16 IRER 2 (SR MR IMASE S ), IF H 4
TR R S . SR 360 1R, A
A5 NNA, B—AABHEHT 8K, TELg, 4k
T2 WIRE . IR LA 2,

25 SHRE5HH

TR AE B 22 A E 90% LA T 1Y 3 44 ik i £diE, o
Mr 47 8B o S I 43 A AU IR 5 15 S iy
PR . a5 R I 1,

J N7 ) ) I Ay 25 e TR B, N4 ALY
FRN W, F (1, 46) = 9.85, p = 0.003, 1o = 0.18,
BN EBERNALE, F (1, 46) = 0.10, p >
0.05, NZRMEIMMEHLEAERLEE, F (1,
46) = 109.38, p = 0.001, n2=0.70, & BALRLIN SMH7
B, N R 44 5 B BB PN B %) 5 g e 2 T
AL JE SRR, F (1, 46) = 8.82, p = 0.005, 95% CI =
[49.64, 80.81]; AN RN 24 52t IUAE R S 1 s iy
A i T 2B AR, F (1, 46) = 17.09, p =
0.001, 95% CI = [28.67, 48.83].

BRI E Z M 7 225001 R, N4
FRN B, F (1, 46) = 7.09, p = 0.011, n,= 0.13,
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K1 AZ5RER 8 FAE KR

500 ms +

HIWT BB RS
/3000 ms

B2 9081 R

F1 MAREMEANZFIETE KB (ms)FAEIREWN = 47)

N& 5RE Y R A 44 ESPANEN PN

BRI R ARRR RNRE BHRR
[5] Pl P 615 (88) 0.02(0.02) 681 (81) 0.06 (0.06)
[ [ 41 663 (75)  0.05(0.03) 624 (64) 0.06 (0.07)
0 S B AR ME2E (R TR o

S0 RN B3, F (1, 46) = 7.48, p = 0.009,
no=0.14, AZERFMEB BN AR EE, F
(1, 46) = 12.90, p = 0.001, n3 = 0.22, & AR 53 HF
FW, [P R 44 S EAE L PN A A A R B IR
T RIAEE SN, F (1, 46) = 36.77, p = 0.001, 95%
CI = [-0.04, —0.02]; EAMRIEN S ZIAERE S
NI AR 3R 2% SR L%, F (1, 46) = 0.61, p > 0.05,
2.6 N

SEE 1 KRB, LI RAERNET b, AR
R, NARRE R E 2 W75 B 58

HAEM o X UL, TE N RCEE G A O B
H IR A L TS P TR N 44 A8 B R AT R o2 T
ENEILEERS AZ VAR A -8 =1 EE L AN
N %4 LB P N o A RN 44 ) BT Rl S,
O A% FN WY BN BT 3SR B, A s
AR FEL DA ERG 51 JBE g AR AE 2 AR I, ORE T AR R
JR G R BE A AR TE A A At P B B B A B ) Y
TEAAR, [ SRR A L TR MR [ N R 3
[l 205 A AE S N B Ra e 2, [ AP RS )
5 AR IMAAEE NERBRmERES o SR, AT TER
AT I P RO 2, N4 SR B R P9 R S Y
FEIRAFE A W o X AT REJR th T AECHE g b A X
EPINEAINPNCIER 2SS R SN GR T 2 g S
AR5 AP RGN 57 B, 2o B 250
N7 A A A S R R B g IR A5 AR 5l AN
g5k, S22, SCE 1 RS, WRHER AR AR R
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TSR AR B A f IR, R WIABATT FE
SRR AL R AT T B S  X [ P RO B A
T IR R B RS R N R, (B
H A RS [R] R AR, X [ b R A B TP
T —A B LR ) B 3L R SN A —
SMEN

3 S 20 PIRBERS Y R
R RO BEBRAS 1 P

S 1 3RB, NS AR R N RBOE T 2
6] AR DA AL, 6 b RO TR B T 3R ) SR A4 A
A A N RS BB A3 i B AR, X Rl Py
AR BN A R T PR AS B g 22 7 BF 9T R B,
DA B O DL 5 220 A B R TG S DR Y . IR RS . A 3l
) RS At B (B WA 45, 2015). Jii 8l Stroop
02 BT T 75 2 1R Z AR BN SR R 1 I )
I, LA A 5 B Stroop 8K 5 P BT R AR
Xof e R S [RIA (9 18 JERAS B o i B X ) B Al
(Double-Edged Knive Model), 143k i H (1) %I A
B4 — BB, shasmdl 5 Heh g {5 on L
RIS, BFRR ), feidt S H—8E
ST (R B i 4, 55 RFRAK) (Dijksterhuis
& van Knippenberg, 1996). 7ESL50 2 1, K1 A 4b
RG24 FRAE N JE ghid), 4 A 2818 /6 S H AR,
S TS 20 R S RER S E bR i) A 1 RS B —
O BB B TH R T ), a9 B i
SR, BRI R BRI A B iR
W), B R 23, BRI .
3.1 #ik

KA G*power 3.1.7 B REA &, TR
Z 36 AR EN AT LA E] 0.95 FGE TSR 1 (power) o
N T PRUESE R ASCR, DAL LI 3 O A B e IR 2 B
THEEMOG R h A 50 44, A 21 4, w29 4, F
PR A 16.08 £ 0.75 % o HaX5 9258 1 p9wilE
T, RS 1.
3.2 i&it

2 (RGP N RIS FR/E SR %4
FR) x 2 (HARFZEAL . B AH BB N et 7R
S AR P 0 T AT 55 19 5 oz B R E A 235
33w

JA SRR P R4 FR o N R FRAT 15
A JEME . WG EUE . DUR . KSR, LXK,
AR . e . ANVETE . AZPERE . BER . IRE
. e SMETFE . SRR, E AR 4 R

B AS A B8 G PR KRR FHEEE .
IYEME . UKER . W BRETIE . BRI . Jen
IRWG . R2EVEG . A LR . H BBk | AR 24
Horpr, b 55 [ 47 A0 [R) A9 B (An P B %) )8 1 R %
LR A, BT DA o FH JHCEL A R 5 44 B (AN A B9 7 el
WA . BTZEFRSRE | PR RAEAE G AL, J&H Ttk
KA TG R DX, ok Py M A e ) e, %o A LA R
WG AR . HASEIRN 45 2 P HU %
e F AR S PR 4 R R (R A RS R 4% R 1 R
HEAT 7 05075, 1 = AEHARE, 7= EWHAL. H
P BT 44 FRIBGR (M = 4.18) 5 [H 4P B JK 4 FR
(M=376)E%RE3E, =159, p>0.05, [N R
HFRIE W EL(M = 24875 EAINRELFRWM =
26200 %A BE, 1 =-6.30, p > 0.05; [EH P RE
FREGFEU(M = 2.86) 5 [E IR A FR(M = 3.20)22 5+
AR 1=-1.39,p>0.05,

Z M Huang % A (2014)AHF5E, £ 5500
Y NHETE 2510 150 A~ (BB TRl R AR ) 452 VE A B
Bt o E— BRI 5 ASBURIE 2510 Fl 5 AT ROE
73], 15930 N BG4 R ] L N RO 4
—TH MR [ Ah R A PR R AR A R 4G FR—
TH AR, DG REUR 3R] 5 T A IR Y ZE T R . AR
FENC A - 45 AN 5 SE0 0 P BT i A 2
BPEIEAT 7 0508, 1 = AEWANE, 7= EWARK;
SHENC R 64T 7 5S0EE, 1= FERHK, 7= B
Btk . PRI 2 AN B2, ¢ (148) =
2.46, p > 0.05; AKELZR AR, 1 (148) = 1.18,
p> 0.05; AN 225 W3, ¢ (148) = 4.80, p =
0.03. PPEHEEILER 2,

K2 TH2EBAEAEER
ERNTIE S 7 e ] EATTR A B i

B ¥EBHE KU 17.55 (3.99) 4.38 (0.58) 6.05 (0.80)
WHGE X% PRER 19.87 (4.80) 4.45(0.57) 2.76 (1.01)
34 BF

K H E-prime 3.0 R4t . SCH AR R 1oL
Bt g AL A S <+ 300 ms, A LA
Al (R4 ) 600 ms, Fifif5425 5 500 ms, SRJ5 H
B S 7 i A o A e T S TS i R ORI (1B 2
PR, % F 8 Qn 2R A Wi v 2 i A,
R T OSP4 TR . HARIRTE
B 5 B 2000 ms JRIH R . A 300 ik, &
5 IR A HE 1 AR AR IE SR,
T 15>, LhmfR WK 3.
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300 ms +

600 ms

PR

A =5
/2000 ms

B3 SCE 2w

3.5 H#BRE55WH

THIB 1E 5 6 AE 80% LA T 1 B S, /bt
49 24 A B o S5 B 3 AT B SO B3 5 15 S5 oz )
B, s 3,

F 3 I HRiEHEE F B B R N B (ms) FIE 1R R (V = 49)

. Il Py [ 5 44 R Il S B i 44
SR 7RG i - -
AT = S A1
b i) 677 (80)  0.05 (0.06) 821 (126) 0.08 (0.03)
Wi i 893 (106) 0.12 (0.02) 702 (80)  0.05 (0.04)

S B ) S T 25 4y i R W, R BRI
RIR ERONA B3, F (1,48)=3.27, p>0.05, Hix
TR R 500 3, F (1, 48) = 13.30, p = 0.001,
no = 0.22. FEJEAFRISHIFN H AR 1A 2 B 22 HAE
B3, F(1,48) = 114.76, p = 0.001, n2 = 0.71. fij#
BN AT R, Y Bl il E Y RO 4 FRE, H
FEURR U] 174 s 7 B 3 28 08 T B A 3], F (1, 48) =
121.04, p = 0.001, 95% CI = [-255.26, —176.37]; 4
Jet B 2 [ A R 4% FRERE, - 40 DB A 1) ) 52 B
Z 50 THIW RN R, F (1, 48) = 31.06, p = 0.001,
95% CI=[-161.95, —76.08].

FEIRFRA I I 7 25 W R, RIR A PR
R R0 W3, F (1, 48) = 4.75, p = 0.034, 3 =
0.09., HAREZRA M EHN W3, F (1, 48) = 7.23,
p=0.01,m>=0.13, RJEZFRISHFNE brid 251

THAEREE, F (1, 48) = 449, p = 0.039, n} =
0.09. TR SR BRI, 45 shiF) e B N R4
PR, ) DR RRURK ) £78) 5 152 238 b 250K T ) DR 3 A 3]
F (1, 48) = 8.60, p = 0.005, 95% CI = [0.11, 0.217;
5 Bl i) [ Ah R 44 RIS, AT W I ] R AR )
H SRR E AN B, F (1, 48) =1.01, p > 0.05,
3.6 NG

SEHY 2 KB, RSOV BT AR b, R AR
FERUFN H AR RIS T i 28 BAR ¥ 0 2, U RH YR
fe FR AT R P AN AN [ (] P AR A A T
REA—3 . fRTERRN BT R B, YA a2 BN R
TR A4 PRI, PR BIE e v A S BT ARG ) 7 s g s Jd 25
FLTHIMOFEAR, BRI 28 e FE AN R
TR 24 BRI, e AT AT T R 1) 5 o7 i Bk 2 et S
Bl X R, X Bt s b AR S, BN R
FE ARG E A AR 7 18] B IR s« 7E P R %
ZFRIE BT XA TR] Y 0 W A — B RN, X
TH AR ] 8 0 Ui 7= A e S AR RN 5 7E [ AR B 44 FR
JA B3I R R AR] %) I W 7 A S AR AR, R TR B
1) P S DR 7 A — B RO o X A gl SR AT
BT ] P BRI (i A ) RS e ) g ) s ) Py R ) A
] A/ B P A [) R A 8 ) s [R] AP A 1) 15 B A
JEASTR], X P B (e [R] 9 AR A7 78 B B 1 3t
[F] A g, T ] A1 R (B[R] SN AR 778 B T
AR 1y [ AR AR DL



5118 A

S AR AECHE S T A ) L DY A RO B A e B L TR B 2 R R B A A 1) 1373

4 SEES 3. PURRIER A E A A
PR B B A 15 T 5%

SCHG 3 UG T 4 LI A B ORT I [] 1) By A\ PSR AT
55 (Nelson & Norton, 2005), il T B G 1) B A
1155, BRI [ P R AR 03 R ] A R A 01 42
MG R B3 RS Bl o e HE L [R] Y B A N R AS Y
T SR 3T e [m) A RE A RD A R S AR AE AR A (]
AN IR IS B, N7 12 2 5 M X At 17 %o s ] Py
A R B3 R [ AN A D 1 BN TR, A I N R
B TR G Y 4 BRI ) 23 e 2 B AP RIS IR 25
Z, PO E N . ARG G ) A R R (R B AT
BEZER
4.1 #ik

KH G*power 3.1.7 U WfliHEA &, e
3 i effect size = 0.5, a error = 0.05, X EBEL,
WZH B L N2 / N1 =1, AR T2 105 £ 9%
BHPAT LA R 0.95 WIS TTHRE S T (power), b T &
UESEIGROR, PRI LI T 25 B T IR IR 2 e 47 55
BEh A 320 44, B4R 146 A, 174 N, P
AR R 15.94 £0.84 &, w5500 1. 2 M
BT, RS 1 S 2,

4.2 &t

B ZR (Z B G0 RO . [ o R/ [ A1
RGO N T R i R S 1 4R Y
4 R RN (8] () U
4.3

oA i 14 4 R AN T A4 B A RS 35 4E 55 (Nelson
& Norton, 2005), B NIEEE - AP (1)E SR
S8k (Q)IE P HERT B . WA B BE G A L2 B
s

(B NTEYE . B2k, %, 15%, aF
A, WFRERBARZ%RSE S, AEeALERA
WALBRAF WG S F b, e RARILER 100
Ak, WMBREBW_ STEEHA 0 ~ 100 L 464
BB HA),

QI B NGBS : R sh—A#E, FHiEF R
MBH—FRFAERL, FZHER, 15 ¥, BAR
ZRLAFRAR L, FIAEZR FHF, mRIRILE
AR, 31 AR OR B A 6 B B ) 5
AR 0 ~ 60 o4F 2 1) oy B ).

R T 22 B G B, K 4 A AT B ]
(1) 52 Bl X6 G2 1) 42 S R BT 43 T 5

(H&ER: ENRE: 2Bk Z)Fg5 M

AR B &), Wil EAMNRE: AEEALE £) M
TR (AL 47), AT,

()BFIE] . PR . I (R £ 44 ) BT LR
(A2, dEH KR, EANEE : #lok 4 4)
FFRIR (AL £2), ks 25

R E AR S B B A 8 Rl G
(EWN 4 Fh, EAN 4 Fin, FokE R EESME I 5
AL — A A R B B TR — A B R4 B B
NI, R—HA WSS ITE 80 17, 4 320
4 ] P RS %% 48 4 1) o 1 320 453 I A1 &S e 4 i 1] 5z .
T — A T 2 50 B — i 1 P R S 5 85 Rl 4 R — ik
FE SME I bR 1, Wik IS4 A R RBENL. R
SPSS 20.0 #4787 -

4.4 HER5HH

LR 4,

x4 NEHREMEMREEE&GT)MRE (S S

BEER
T BN A R I g4 Fi ]
[ N R 65.08 (23.51) 35.80 (15.28)
ESPINESR 50.98 (26.20) 27.24 (15.99)

2 (BTSRRI . [ Py R/ E AN RIR)
2 (WBMES : &8/ 2200 £, # BT
S0 ERON L, F (1, 638) = 487.92, p < 0.001, 4=
AT S8 (M ou = 58.03) 5 K TH A 55
(M wiw = 31.52); 32 BhXF 5 09 ROEZE A B 5000 3%,
F (1, 638) =101.90, p < 0.001, [ P E %G 1520
FEWE (M s = 50.44) 502 KT EANRE R (M sy =
39.11); =2 Bxt Gy RS A 5 1 B AT 55 19 22 BAE
2, F(1,638)=5.32, p=0.02, AN HrE
W, TE&EMT5h, BN RGBS 2RI (M, =
65.0 8)I & = T EIAMRE L 51 (M =a = 35.80), 95%
CI = [10.23, 17.96]; FERFHIAES5H, [ P RG A8
RN AR (M wy = 50.98) 53 i T A B % Al 5t
(M s =27.24), 95% CI = [6.14, 10.99],

R T HEBRAEAS 6] SE B AT 55 A 44 B AN [R] X 52
BG5S RE TS B R, 43 % A AR RS R] B A
% T E N R . EAMRIER 2 AN RN 204 B )
GEARAT AT FEA ¢ K50, G5REV] (HTERER
ES-ENEBESMT, £ (318)=0.70, p = 0.49; (2)1E
ST S -EANREAMET, t (318) = 1.57, p = 0.12;
G)TERTEME S~ B N RG &, £ (318) = 0.11, p =
0.92; (4)7ERF LS - EAINRIEF/ET, ¢ (318) =
0.19,p=0.85, XKMH, ANAMNFEIAZWLIGLER,
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4.5 NG5

FESCES 3, B BT S5 Y 0N FAS Bh AT 55 5
Z W5 0 RG22 AY R 22 BAE FA 3, T RERY
Jert R 2 79 A R A 5 ) {22 B DX () AN [ (s (] 4
5 BB RS XE] S 0 ~ 60 min, 44T 55 198HE
BEREIX[H] R 0 ~ 100 JT). H I, e HAER 34T,
FEI PR SS T By B 0 RS, B AE ]
PRGN Z PN 5 BT 2 ARG . 2R M
F4iE Bh s B B 2 0 B o R R A Y R G A —
L REAE UL B AP E BEIN B8 A e . T R B, TG
WAE SRR AT 5, B EAERT ARG 55 H, K
B v T A XA P R A D (R ) AR B 5 A
WM. XRY, M Es, b
A RO L [R] P9 B VR DA RN PO B AA O 22 S ity 1, PN
B e v Az H0E ] P R B B3 (e [ PR AR A i 0 ) R 3
LB S iR AN S B R

5 HHe

51 XFRBEMSHERERNIDRKBSEEEM

g 1 ORI, PR AR XA R R4
INTAFTEE Zi i B2, AT P RO T4
RN, K EANRE R B T AR AN X R, K
Prop R NA AT T E B2, B P R L
DR R I A BRSO Ah R R 5 IH 2K Ry 3 [
HMRER, I 53 BIRfA i v A RO L R AR DA

BT B A Ath AE T8 RA, I H AR A b
2 )2 1 3 31 3 ) HE R (9 7 (Huang et al., 2018), 4
PR e r AR XA [m] R A s i i B A A IR
X, UETEMAT.Or, ARG A 5 A 4% 2Z 1)
FETEAG o 8 MY R IR 2 v RO L [ 44 1) 75 4 1]
KPS E] T, 7 T 76 S K% B b Al i1
(E A R RL ) B E0E . IRE A S IA
BT TR B8, 08 F3AT M HEBR T
“HATT (PR LT, 2014), $RFIE(2003)1A
H, RARE S AR TR EIE B A Z R Y 5 TR R
INRV R AR AR R, RREBERES
PO R B FRAE o B0 K2 AR Ak T LA Sy 21
B PR I, AEAE S 0 SR 2 BRSO (T e
Z WA T I S B4, (BAE LU & 240
19 5% b, 0RO AR S IEARON BT O T (L, 2020,
Yang et al., 2008), 7ESCH 1, SCE MR REGS I A
%) e Sl 2517 B R 2 I P R B B 5 R A BRI K B
X5y, TEMIESE T, HA S Minpail T, “rhie
PTG 73— “FRATT A AR 2 it B A 5 3 ) P RE 4R X6

A By B, IEJE T RSMR R A4 BAETE,
fdi 45 phy AR 2% RO R B “FRAT T (A RS
(i) () A MR A 81 7 ot d, DA SE A D00 3 A 1N TR
ey HR AR S iR P A A Y R e R I [R] A A A0 DR
AR AT 2

WHFE A B, fEAEa s, Rl —2E5 =) |
SSMESSESINIUE 7/ RSPV TRIUE R 7/E s 1 I
FECHE 5 T A K [ PN RO R B B T A AR N, BRI AAT]
WO EN RS A SRR T—2, RREI,
PEBUE 4, UESE AR RO L AR FE A g HAT 3k
[F) AR RO AE . 3% 273, (2003) Iy, AR R Y
JE WA E— BRI AY, 2l T — MR A,
] T REEDE 1 e g . THRL. AR 2B, B
LI T — MR AR RPAIRZ T8 —K,
PRI BIE g v A A A G e A R 3 ) A B 2 g 3 UA
i, IR AR R 22 0 — S Jr e O 22 T Y Sk,
RIASATE OB B H— a2 R 3L [R] Y
TR MEH 2, PBCHE e b A ) e RS [R) AN
A LR AT, OF BUCE T A AR
52 XTFHEHSFENENIIMRENEHRSE

TEIL[RIN MR IR S SERE b, N RE s P AR
X [ PN AR 7 A 1 1 TS Bl 22 o T I ) = 9
e IOV SUL T SN (NP 2 AP G N N R rA e €2
BB PEAR B, ALHE FRAEZS BE ] (1) Z MR ED G415 2
(Krieglmeyer & Sherman, 2012; Kunda & Spencer,
2003), SCHw 2 SEZE T AR EI AT IEFE Y . M
PRI 73, ARAT T A [R] B 44 RIS A0 1 RS 2 1
AR 225 . SR B, PRRBE iy rp AR 1 [ P RS e
A FRIE BT X B ] B W S T I A, TR
] A1 B 44 Bt 3l T T B8 ] 18 40 e f =5 DR
FRB AR, 150 B PA R B g o A ok ) P A e A (I ] P
PR L [ AN B 1 IS AR WA TR X [ A
PR 1 285 B TR AR, %k ] A R 114 285 3 R X6 T
e X BERH,  RIVEflf FH AN [7) B 44 Bk R AR SL[R] 1
SMREMAR, e REIE [RMARAT SR N E by — R
SRS, 75 ILE NI RIBIEY . JE[E
PR A DA T 4SS 280 of M [ A TR A B 2 114 At B 22 S A
oA BIE E o A2 A W Be AR 5 M A2
IASER, YAARSE A 732 ELIA TR B @ AR,
SRAERHR B R 2 N AIE T, R A2 25
S5 ARG o A5 BT E AR A TR (R
FASERAR), RS A N i 2 SR D
WL, HELBUR AR 2R ED R B 1k Se 80 2 361, Y
FECHE 5 P A ) v A RO [R] R, 22
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FREA B IRERAER—ER 5, IF H R XTE P R %
F14) i 22 R ] 471 BRI 7 g D,
53 XTABMSHENERIMRERNE AR
X L [R] B DRI E JEGS B, B e T 2R+t
AT B R AT IR o SEBG 3 2R ek 1 4 R RN s [
I NPERAT 55, LU B8 2R 2 28 N s Bt & vh
A0 [T P R i B3 R [ A R i B S B R 4
ORI, P i AR X PN R B B 1) 4 R RS
(] R 355 B 24 dd 2 KT X E A R LA o SR SR A
#(Kin Selection Model)th >k, HILFA A Nk 48
LB, NMEX AT 2 B LSRG R R RN 2
N B I REAR B0 R T8 22 A 3 B R, SR B
ZHGEA AT R, Of HEA AL R SL(WRFH,
2014) 1EJE H TR A YRR R BT Y S S AR R A
FE, A A5 PN BT v A T R R B O R AR
B4 o PR i A X AT A ) 3 R e T T AT ]
55 [ P R B3 22 1) A SRR RN AR T o R R A
P 5 BER ) JE 5C 22 % V) (Gaertner & Dovidio, 2012).
TESCE 1 RSS2 v, PO b A P R
DUE TN, JEXHIAT A T R AR %
BB AT & 58 B TR 3 Fe S A B 3R 8 O,
K A ROGAE R B = 2 R I JE A . X A
PR BT B DL 4 v, 2355 ] P Al R
P12 8] 55 25 8 (West et al., 2014), ik 75

55 P PN B PR SR AL 2347 0 17] (Lopez-Rodriguez et al.,

2017). SULRIET, PAecBE A A A8 R A 5
TAEARIL, Ul B A ATRE [ A B AR AR Sy A 3,
X 25 FEARADATT 55 1 A B A 51 =2 ) A J2% 0 A AUk,
PR REAR 5 AP RO B Z [ SR 3K, SRt as AT
S KR RS T

Zi b, PNRCHE b A ) rh AR R S R Y AR
TAE, JEAURGESRAF . BRTRZ0 S0 bs
%, BOABCNNERT . WIZ R0 FAR TR [ A 4t
[F N FEARIAIE] . Gaertner Fil Dovidi (2005)IAR, “3&
P At T iR At 23 40 20 S T B0 2 R Ol DL 1) BE 22,
HA @R E e, A BRS 4> 43 2 i A
A LR — ALK T T g Sk [F AR Y i 3RATT
(ERFF 4%, 2021) i it e 7] P AFAA [ AR (the
Common In-group Identity Model)Fr F 3K #Y . ABF5%
UESE T SR N AN RSB R T, A T 2 185
RGsce . B b BT amm Pt ek, o4
R T — MBI BT AR N AR R
AL IR AR, I HX ik —J[a] YA = AR T R
A RS R R e 1) S B U

54 AEMSHENDERKEBNEEIAE
= EHERER?

TR A I 2 (2021)iA g, rp A R L A 14
AR & —A H AR A S i B, 77 245 RO WL B 7
e fr]cs PREL At b AN By b 55 1

(HWESZKHZMm

Weber AR, XA, ARA7 2 [mA 2 4] 7Y
AJ 02 SR DhrE A N AR R, X R e T
] RG] B SO 5 R 22 57, 1EAE S IE Y]
b DX, 3 R 2 R R SR A58 2R ] — M sk Ay i
T fE(FHLEL, 2019), T 2 HIRGEMAIFABA F
BB SR TR AL, Pk, A R R AN R
FEARRE—A BRI AR R . P i T AR 1Y
rh A R [A] YRR AR B AR AN | A RS E
Fy i A~ Jr i, FEHR A, R T N RO
AR MR 5 b A RS R AR DG B
B8,

e RS, MR ThAE RS T FEE
TEPREZ MR 2295 o T PR i 48 A Al o 5 AN IR AE
AT B fih, G UEXTAMEAR I T A%, DR
P UL (= FR AR 4%, 2010), WFoTiioR, 5 BPR#FIARE
SRR Ry . R R, BRRE S I s X H AR
HER DR UL . 38X B AR BFAR Y & 2 (Zhou et al.,
2018), Fifi S [F] A= iE IRl 0, AR R — A
[F) R B AN [R) A5 400 1 25 A B T g IR e ) 9 A A
FNZI M ED G 23 Wk /D, % 38 A BT %) LAt R ik
A W AH 2398 /0 (van Laar et al., 2005), B i j& ] 52
AR PR i, LR A gk, W] DL AR
1 FH (Pettigrew et al., 2007; Stathi & Crisp, 2008),
P ey v AR 5 A R A D A 4 Mk A 5 e A 4
M2 (D) AR AL . N 2R 5 PN M DUi%
ol A PR A D3 B kS, U A T S ) M A RN 3
TG, ()L (Rl B Ar : I e AR 7E S HA R %
(A ASATE Y, WU e RO A 25 5 B B As; (3)#F
PR - PNECE & b A2 7E 5 ] N A [) R L B A2 11
S AIRZGENZD), W EAEHS B A58 i3 [F] Y
ARG . RREE S A, (OB IR SR
B v A 5 A R R0 A [ R BOR S L A
PREEZ T, Bz, POsBUBE e v AR 5 T M 3L e
5 1 O AL BEL B, -5 900 e sl JEL Al T 7 i 5 A S A 2% A
T, B A SO T AU S E g, BRI TR
b BTG ) A UL, 3807 R A RO B B . XA
R b scE g, i TIRZIGRE] B &
K S T B 5 H A R =2 1] 2 40 37 J2 50 o i < r
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SEAHBY, M SR B O R PR, fEAET
P R AT, BT 45 BRI ASAT 28 I 38 il iy v A R
RN REALES, IE b A RS [R] Y R AAIA R 55
LSS MIUE 2

bR PR B ShAh, NIEHE A S5t B a4
SRR B2, fh o2 a4t 250 B2 (Sociological
Social Psychology)s# A B #+ 2 A7 M Fndt 2 4E H
P, HAAE SRR E ], $2HE T RS T
FESEE RS | BRI RE (B2 5, 2020) £F
SHFEEK, AESHSESPOIEE X, &
4y, i H S (Markova, 2003), 7EFEH B,
e RS R A RO — Rz s B, BEE
MNGHSE I, N T A e e R
AL EERAR A FE, BETAMER
PRI RN 2= S e R R 3 ) M R R ) — 4
SRR AR, MRS S rh A R B LR RS
J& o AL SIS I, BRI S 85 (it
SrEC. ML ARSI ARSI XA EA
FE [ AR RO R A SRR 1 DOk,
W) . BURK S0 . #KRBE N, N4
B Z OB BN AR AR O R R T
S RGBS | A — RS R AR K, X
WL T AL HIE . AE SRR . RS RS
Mt e PRy o M . A FERENER. N
JBIE =5 v A Rt XU RO R A LAY P TR
e AR Y R R T R RO BOR BB G, g
R K s St S E AR AR RE o 3K (A5 PR v
A= RS DY) B Al 25 JER 1 3 Hp AR R G R A 1Y
HEE, BZ, PIRHE S AR BB SO AR TG 2
BEESH 2N H ST, ARG IR
PIRER AR 1 22 3 S0 T 48

HE NSy, ABWERG R, ¥
JBT 2% 11 FNER UG 2 Bl 42 06 2 A A A 4 R TR AR
(Niedenthal et al., 2005). X PNHEE A M, M
FBSCAAZ 0 DX TR T 2R T DXk 1) DAL SCAR R R
BhE . Zooscks g ZRGILAERK L, 15
TEEWNERBERESR M ST EEE , XFh
L) B, IELF A T RS R B B Ry
TE, 24BN E BRI S, ST HAREEE
(5 BREER, TERL T rh AR RO IL R N BEAAR N ], 44
AR — i B ke L P R L R A B[] 10 B
25 1] 3 20 TS [) B 195 TR B R T SRt ]

Q)X HyEBIE

WA BRITERIE Iy, H AR 2 % 5 s g 2%

T s, 38 I 5R A ER A R AR 57 il 2 S A, A
“fisi UL i P i (Holyoak & Stamenkovié, 2018) 4F#1iF
T 326 0 3R £E AL 32 ] IR A b e 3 W] SCfk
oo XM SRS B, S 25 S RLE
PERER G SOOI (P, £, 2021), BSE, 76
—3Cfegh, ARG R L 8 ) R 2
B AEAR IR R E 1Y, AR BN B 2 B0 28 SR
Vetlo PIFBCHE S Hh A BRAT Y 5 e rpr A R 3 [ 4 A
KGR, BERATEARIERES I HEZoem
REBORTE ST, KA “F A h A R G I R 45
PO BEAR S0~ o B, BRI RS . A2
B BB 2B 155 7RI, —2 54k23C
b5 10 AN AT I 2 3 sV A R A, BB AE S ] O
JE G A ORI ., YR, SRR SCABIA
HUE A RO R N BEACA R A T8 o X Fh 3L [R) A
AR ZAIE, anrh A BRGSO IS, . BRI 38
TRASAE S WA P SR O A2 5 o FE R [F A S A 4
T, A RS R A S sl A5 B e A T L S N
RGBT, RFREUT, ME T, w7k T WRFA IR
%, B2 T SRR SAT R R SR A R,
TEEZAU . NRF 5% )7 A S EA VAR, e
Ak 14 T BRI 35T Lk AT R 3 [l A R e 114 B A=
PR B RSN A ULRE A 987 0 A, AR AE
B e [v) A R A 1) B B 7 AR S TR B R R
L (DR . th AR RS R ISR, R
T QRFERM: hERERRFRE, &Rk
JERBE T, Q)OO HRFBanG . rhAe RG 25 R 4n [+)
RN —FE, BRI, X2
PUAESE R E R T PSS FIBUR I SO | 1
RAGE A AR T I SCF T, BB A, AR
Hh A R S [R] 44% 14 e ni 412 1 T b A R A W] P R
PRI IR T
55 AHRBBTRFMER

b e AT B S BEINVAIT EN R (6T
SR ASF AT R B A 25 3 20 ) TAR, #54
He R IL [ AR R R A UL ) 4 i, < rh AR R AL [ 4
HHRERG —2Z 5 RIEHSZ A it a2
o " UAE 2021 AEr g RE TAESBFS
SRIE TR BE AR AR RO I R A R S S i R
GETAER T2k, » b e R FIAZIRE 28
PR EG AR S | Ao AR T RIS f A T SR EE K
A o FLECHE R A AR RO IE AR R, L
PR v A RO I R (R B TR 0 BRAE g KRl
T R A AR ST T A BT L B R R
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FE SR D SEUE S A IR, AT DI X K
PR HB SR 27 1 A IECHIE e A SRl o e R[]
iR NSRS I - I i 1710 [ B 8 o 3 S 2 N
PRI (5 AR 0 A RO IE [ R A R], BT
RGEsc e . B b ETRam i E e, hiFdE e
B [ R B R BRI T RE T8 R % o (HAHE 5T
(245 A S e — > iR A S 2 A TRt . oy 4 B A
rh A RO R AR B IR 5 N i iz L Rl R TR A ¢
A7

PR BIE ey A P R R TR A A I, X
] A R B DI IR A B ARG . A T A B R,
4 1 I BTG B A AR A 0, X A R A 3 17 Jak
ALV . B BRI, BRI P R
B HA A RS AR R, G EAh RO K 3 A
Xz N fimis AR R SRR AN I 25 (2021)
MR R EIR 2, NN TEZ RE
EZE, MEE AR, REmAERKEE
TR, 7 RO B A SE Al A SR e ek AR 2 [
WEIR, BE B A N dris e RA R
T AR RURD ROV R R 7 A & — AT AR 1)
KRR, RO FEAE R A S ris e Rl AR
AT B MR G, TS A SO Ak
JAT o W, AMEA S B B SO A
RIS, A SRS 3 25 FN R B AH BARAE il
iz 53, AR T & 2R E g L, AR
TR B ANz I FEAR R BTl 5 AR
Z N R AR Rz g 2, B A 2 firiz 2k
[F) % B DR b 5 BN 22 1 TAEE

VIFEX A [ B BEARPEIF Y, ANE 2R TR E
B SERE bR AL AT AR, 2P B R £ FR
FeFAE(Liu et al., 2015; Ma-Kellams et al., 2011),
o A RO R AR B A . KR 2 T Y
Pk o AW ST FHAS ) R R 0 24 R B (R e 44 kR 36
fIE AR G AL [RIA, REAE T A i M4 /s ) P e BE
o AR B A PR (] RO A L S [R] PR D
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Abstract

As a common ingroup, the Chinese nation community has unique characteristics. First, its properties are

complex. Second, as an entity, it has various components. However, previous studies focused more on macro

analysis, theoretical generalizations, and policy interpretations and less on microscopic arguments and empirical
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studies. Therefore, an empirical study on the identity of the Chinese nation community must be carried out. This
study employs senior high school students who grew up in Tibetan areas and are current hinterland senior high
school students to participate in three experiments. The most special characteristic of Tibetan students is their
experiences on cross-ethnic communication and cross-cultural life.

In Experiment 1, 50 Tibetan students in hinterland senior high school were employed as subjects. The
relationship of the container and the community for the Chinese nation was investigated through the Spatial
Stroop Paradigm. In Experiment 2, 50 Tibetan students were also employed as subjects. The Emotional Stroop
Paradigm was used to explore the attitude of Tibetan students toward domestic and foreign ethnic groups. In
Experiment 3, 320 Tibetan students were employed. Situational tasks of Money Helps and Time Helps were used
to test the willingness to help someone from the domestic ethnic group or foreign ethnic group.

Experiment 1 exhibited that the reaction time was significantly shorter when a domestic name appeared in
the circle or a foreign name appeared outside the circle, which revealed that Tibetan students constructed the
community for the Chinese nation as a container, placed the domestic ethnic groups in the container, and placed
the foreign ethnic groups outside the container. Experiment 2 unveiled that the judgment reaction time of the
positive target word was significantly shorter when the prime word was a domestic ethnic group name, and the
judgment reaction time of the negative target word was significantly shorter when the prime word was a foreign
ethnic group name, indicating that Tibetan students preferred the domestic ethnic groups and prejudiced the
foreign ethnic groups. Experiment 3 showed that Tibetan students donated more money and time to someone
from the domestic ethnic group who needed help, signifying that Tibetan students in hinterland senior high
school had a stronger willingness to help domestic ethnic groups.

This study suggests that Tibetan students in hinterland senior high school with rich experience on
cross-ethnic communication and cross-cultural life constructed the Community for the Chinese nation as a
container, and placed domestic ethnic groups in the container. Conclusively, Tibetan students had varying
attitudes and different levels of help willingness toward domestic and foreign ethnic groups.

Keywords Tibetan students in hinterland senior high school, community for the Chinese nation, container metaphor,
intergroup attitude, helping tendency





