Advances in Psychology ‘L ZHERE, 2014, 4, 313-322 Hans )i
Published Online March 2014 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
http://dx.doi.org/10.12677/ap.2014.42045

From Countryside to City: The Research on
Social Integration of New Citizens in
Chongqging and Chengdu

Xue Xiao, Yufang Zhao*

Department of Psychology, Southwest University, Chongging
Email: 471679332@qqg.com, zhaobee@swu.edu.cn

Received: Feb. 27", 2014; revised: Mar. 5, 2014; accepted: Mar. 12" 2014

Copyright © 2014 by authors and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Abstract

From the perspective of psychology, 2158 new citizens from Chongqing and Chengdu participated
in the survey. We focused on the extent of adapting to the city for new citizens and explored the
influence of the meta-stereotypes, social comparison, warmth and satisfaction on social inclusion.
Results showed: 1) The new citizens didn’t adapt into their city in a low extent; 2) Social compari-
son acted on social integration through the mediating effect of satisfaction; 3) Positive meta-ste-
reotype moderates social comparison and social inclusion significantly.
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A CEEN B KA GBI, 2 DRIRBIR T - $E 1021582 H T REMEAAEN R, WaREIEH T RIS
WHESBARRE, HRATIRENR . 2. HEEESHREXNLSBAREE. SRR
1) FHmRBHHSRMABERE; 2) HEWBRUEEEATMEA TSR 3) BURTTRIREZ
B EER BERIRTHR.
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1. 5l

2007 4 6 H, E & Bttt 7 EK TS5 RAER T B L S E W £ AT E SRR X, (ERE W 2 i,
HR T 5 BT 2y 2 th B BUR, 46 T8 SR A & RIREUE R S0, A0 T — BEAES T A ENE R,
X3 53 AR A SR N RSB i R . BRI, M 2007~2020 4R11) 13 41H], A 1000 J5 &+ &
FOEE NI T P LB TI G, 13X 1000 5 A BE 75 ISRt N\ 3 i ek 136 1 B R e a1 i X f
B R E LA B KB 2 BUR 1 = Z0SAT #8 B T B

#h2= N (social integration) & Fe L2 B —4p e ABE, MUK ERBHA, Stk RRAFARIR Sk
WA G TR, HERS N L ZE RIS 7, 2012) (EFRE, BT AN [F) (1 4 B 5 4
SFNINEAESE, X (2005) WIS . AR TRAE 4 NGRS T Ik R% R 7RI AL RO AL SR IR, HoAR
FI N 15 SO A A b 7 6T SR BRSO PR R bR O X S5 A48 EL DG R ORI S 9 MR
55 N (2008) M 14 MEFREEE T FIgHIX T BT IRAE Sl & 450, B A HIE S IR
AN GOHAFRRRE . A SO ES AR S ) RLE(2007) M AR LG R L PRI HE
Hh RE ST 22 A EREE 8 M EE AT AN A DAL SRR . XL A, BRI R I BHA A ],
SIS R 2 5, (FRMFER, MW EAT AT i, ShES N OHYEE.
WA EoR, ABRAL, RHRERR TEAMNESBMASEG . 25, e, MBS 2 MNERETH
K(HAAR, 2008; EAAK. dpEAk, 20105 BEREAE, 20105 3%, THHE, 2010; xIE#k, 20105 FEbk,
2007; AT, 2004; 111, 2006), 107 EE KRR AER TAZOER (S, 2011 sk, 2007). B
TP HAE G B R 2 B AR P 4 TR T BRI T P A, TR T BRI NI T IR R T R T R A
T2 MR RN B T 4 AR 1B Rk i B 42

tE2x Ee (social comparison) g A R7E B a3l i # b 8 ki 47 72 4L 2 D BRI R, W B3 BAT EEER,
SPATHCERN RAT B o AN T B Y AR A T SR, AN B, O ER{E KT RS R, X AMA
67 1) T 388 3 47 B A SR 2 5 1 R S R R (TA Wills, 1981). i IL(2010)F 5t R B, AT 222
it S TAEM R E R BAE, HH, DA TR A G RO A & LR g5 (T iE, 2009). 4R
P ) o B 25 N (2004) IR 9, oK B BEIR I AT Lui 48 v ELBRVEAR, TSR AN 1 B AT LB £ B
AR . A EsF, B REEN RS RS RS ARITIM ARG EE TG E
HEERM . F TR I R E R AT SN AR, R RN E R AR, B IR
AR AT, 52 HRMES AT B m a5 2 W R E R S HRRE DL R AR T
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)39 R

TG ZI R BN 5 (meta-stereotypes) 45 AN 44 ¢ T 4B A4 1 572 5% e BT i A4 it 5 200 i B % (1) 45 & (Vorauer,
Main, & O’Connell, 1998), J& MR F] ¢ F 1 B EER 3R, S ERER S (B B0 Al fi) 195 15 B0
RS R AR 2 (Al AE 2 BBl RRAE . 2022 (2012) 48 H, JeZIMREN R BLG 1E BE I (AFAE, Bl LU ) A0
IR AT A A2 A8 Ak (Lichtenberger, 2004), R EEAE A (2008) 45 HY, sl LB AT @ 53T JLE ALK
ai ST (AN ST« TAR) HeS B B 3RAS 0T B B AR AR A v, RO T RS B AL S TR ZIR B RAFAEE AR AR o B
FORI,  NATVELIR T 5 Ak 70 2R ED RITE A, DA AR i R AT T AP A (Krueger, 1996;
Torres & Charles, 2004), JUH KA 2t A B4R 125 5 A58 2ok B AR E I PPAN (/b 20, 2013), IF
H, ZMBESENATLLE W20 N2 & £ 5 & (Vorauer et al., 1998). TiHE £/ 20 (2013) IHF AR, ¥H
W TCZIBR B R 22 5] KBRS, 2R BHAS A PR RS, IR R OB PE BT, 6 ph 2 BN = A2 T i)
oM. AT, BT REFA AT ZIREN R, e Rl HLAE 5 T B e BB R b R U RRRE, AT 3
XTAETEIRAS I L, F2m H A A IK -

AW TE S AE O B A 4B - HT T R AL 2 RENRHIE, WG R, i b, s BT
ZINRENGAER T RAL RN ORIEE o 256 DA SCHR, ASCIRH: WEEATN LR, oo
AR E AR, RIS B e, R, ARG TTRIREI R L
BRI R B R R ER, B TR T ZIAR BN R A, Forh 2 LA bk, D)6 i BE bR v,
X T RRE AT ZIMR DRI AMA,  HAL 2 US40 im0 2 BB AIG .

FERANE 1,
2. MRFZE
2.1. RFIR

KRR 7 20, T AR IR 7 NX AR IX . WX, BEEX. wHdbX . uRgX . B
X, TLIBIX), Bl 3 AN XCHERIX . BRI . &) IS, RN 2158 frin 45, [FICH 2R 46
1742 4y,

FEA B K P 51K 5 64.8%, RRERFFEM 5 34.0 %; F#drAifE 10~89 &, HRIR{E N 5, ¥4 36.01
% (SD = 14.03). B4, AN R 5B L% 5 46.8%F1 53.2%, HRAAE AN 6. B2 A IH T RTINS
HEEZ, 5 40.7%. BV DAL (R & LR MEL RS WA E, 3T 5 48.2%, Ja3# N 18.0%.
22. T A
221 #HEMNUEBER

EFR AT IR b, 255X iT RIUIR, Mg 7 B4R i AL RN . X a5 R H R 3R
ST, MER R FEAR T 0.40, JEFEMRAIEIIN, H2IRR 33 188, Hh Sl F4EEA 5 ANEI, e
WIERYEREA 5 NI, T7 S 3 NI, NG RORYEER 7 AT, 0 B SO ) AR FE YR
3N, WASYEEA 6 M, AT RLEEA 4 MBI, WERH- LAY, KT 4 2ERIEA
NI, BT 4 0FRCLBAIRT. 1% o RECN 0.786, KWIEE RIF.

2.22. B EER(PICH)

i F W5 (2006) 81T M SO s el R . iz aRat 11188, B3 2 NMERE, eI

o, HPEEIYEE 6 F, WIARYERE 5 . WARRA 7 AV, L RRIEEARE, T RRERAE, %R

FAEE R 0.752, TS E RIF.
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223. A\KEBXR

KA Andrews I Withey(1976) 2wl i A 23R A A3 i RAE TR RE . AR EREW S4B AR
HSiEER, NH 18R, EZERPE 7EIAKE, SAREREST, WSS DL I HE
B, T RO R i B i HAE VRIS N, IR BRI NG e 7 1~7 LSy, HhsoA s
MONLG, WEMNNT .

22.4. TZINREIRER

MR AR 78 (G720, 2013; ZR%%, 2012), S HGHRGARIE, L4 100 NS B R AaEE,
HA G FEFIBGAIC 50 /S, JEBGAVE 50 o FRIETE R A E N KR EN SR T EEE, MRRER. K
A, BORIANE, BRARIA 54 AN TCZIBRENRE, A4S 27 NFRGETC, 27 NEMGETC, ¥ 54 ANEE PL
BEHLIXFPHED], #4573 R TZIREN R &K,

ETCZINREN SR, B R AT A& 2T RS REERAE, e RE ST
FES T “ V7 (s A B Z AN E T RS H IR “857 7, WAE “E5 7 FrmFEsHI “v 7).
3. 4R
31 FITRALE. HEE. HSARTZREIKRKRA

TR 1742 3 BRI, KB

EARERPESRKTET 4 PIHHROMANT, BHE 1 JUEH, BilRbPREHDEMNAR
e

RS R I RAE 2 LA B ISEH7540 4 4.10 (SD = 0.89), BIHT T 2 ) 5 2 17 Bk A7+ 2>
Ebies =T 14950 N 5.23 (SD = 1.46), RUIH T RAETEHRER S i ROHESEN BoRG
7379 4.83 (SD = 0.49), Ui BHT T IR BRI A R (W15 2).

M3 LER, FHELHTHRSES 9.06(SD = 6.18) MR T2 N %7, 4.19(SD = 4.18) /Ml

B T ZAR BN S 7] o

32. MiMRASMASAOZFEEBN _TiZBHFE A0

AR e B 8] U9 434 7 v (binary logistic regression) 7 BT I AL S BN 5 N 2R BN
KF, Logistic [EIASMIT LM B AR, (H G T AR S o0 s AR, w] DU — 2 T AR &=
E T SE R IR B SRR B AAAE . JEH, ERHIHAL AR EMEL T, FATHT DI —FRrE B &%
PR A S AR AL (RS MR EAT 0 AT . oG B8 T3 [ AR v (odds ratio)flivh (1 JLAELL, B Exp(B)R M H &
AR — AR, 8 T2 AR A LR 28 TS AL K AR EL2 1) Exp(B) %, ZrBrdl R L+ 4.

WERTR, NI 2EAR R AER AN PR AL 2 BN R 200 2. 2 (FF % p < 0.001; “#J5: p < 0.05). BIfE
P AN AR R AN, RGN — AR, LSRRI 1.027 £, Fh&E EA-DNER,

TEZIBREN

l

2 bR e W _— R UN

Figure 1. The relationship model of social comparison, satisfaction,social integration and meta-stereotype
1 R BEE. HSRARTZIREIZR#IX RIERE
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Table 1. The state and percentage of social integration for new citizens
1 HmRAESEANERR B S

BRI ANH H 5%
NT4 235 135

KT%T4 1507 86.5
Total 1742 100.0

Table 2. The average score of the social comparison, satisfaction and social integration
2 FRASLER. BEE. HSBANTHSMiREE

"R 1153 (M) b1 %(SD)
thosthi 4.10 0.89
R 5.23 1.46
[ DN 4.83 0.49

Table 3. The state and percentage of meta-stereotype
3. TARENSARR KR B L

T SERIA (M) it 2 (SD) E %
Rk A 9.06 6.18 33.6
VAR A] 4.19 4.18 15.5

T FEAH(M) FriEZE(SD) HrH%

Table 4. Binary logistic regression analysis on social integration and demographic variables
=4 HRESMASAODFEEN B BRI

B SHE, Wald df Sig. Exp(B)

5 0.072 0.157 0.211 1 0.646 1.074
R 0.026 0.007 14.037 1 0.000 1.027

B NI TT AR 0.036 0.027 1.775 1 0.183 1.037
CEEVNEE] 0.015 0.087 0.031 1 0.861 1.015
=37} -0.145 0.070 4.209 1 0.040 0.865
MWNELION -0.159 0.089 3.144 1 0.076 0.853
FREFUN 0.072 0.080 0.806 1 0.369 1.074
Laest LA -0.118 0.102 1.335 1 0.248 0.889
IR 0.112 0.106 1.135 1 0.287 1.119
BRI 1.635 0.659 6.144 1 0.013 5.127

FE 2 b NFE R N JEOR K 0.865 1.
3.3. FHRESMANERS

331 #HIEBREHSBMANRXREIE
Hi7C 5 ATLLAE Y, AR EBON B R A 22 I TIALCR (8 = 0.092, p <0.001), RIERZeH [F) 2T Rk
A7 2 PR R i At T PO 2R3
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33.2. HEEEHSRMANXREIE

R AE RN TR, 7 5 1 M2 rTRLE RS, SRR S, WEEN ST R
0 1E ) TR R (AR? = 0.053, £ = 0.230, p < 0.001). WA A& 1, 35T BRIl i A A TS b 2, itk
TN

3.3.3. HEENPNHRIEE

AR I A5 N (2004) s 5 B HR A BN R SR AR Y, SE AT A ORBIAF A UAN 6 1) 1 E AT SR
AR B RE I PIRCR: 2) /AR Exas RAR B R A BN TR, 3) iTEZENE R LG
TEMTNRE; 4) FRERTERES P A TR RSN S, §rE TR NSRS B AR EE,

B2 5 AIEH, 1) o LA (A B AR ) o i s B (&5 SR AR ) A7 W8 I TR, S — AN R GT. 2)
R (PR B AL SR BE BR8N R RAL(L M2). 3) o Bt N F
A W2 AR (B = 0.100, p < 0.001), 5 =ANKAFMAL(ML). 4) LE RIS A [F] f ISNA 23 LU S
R, S5 RR I X AR S RN I T R R 55 (B = 0.148, p < 0.001), HALSs LB T 25 SR
YeRF 5225 (8 = 0.096, p < 0.001), FEVUAZKAFALER 5 AL(M3). HRHE James 5 Brett [R5, 4T B AR &5
Al L AR T (A B B gk AR R, B 524/ AR (complete mediation) . 24T B AR & AN IELE A
AR BT (AR R B 5 AR &, 1) H 2 B e B 45 B B, IR US43 v R4CR (partial mediation). ASH 5t
W, R T DME MRS A S A S RN A A AR

3.4. FTZURENR AV TR IEIE

FZ R S (2005) T RS I AT T3, 0 R LA 6. FETCRIMR EN GO A & LU S T R R 2 A K%
AT RCREAE b, KPR BB N BT B AR AL AR AR, SRR e
B TR T 2R EN G AZ FLAT RO R BT S 35 (I TN AR (B = 0.034, p > 0.05); A& LEE S B T X
R ED BRI A AR PR RS 55 B BEIAICR (8 = —0.052, p < 0.05). HHMEMZ, THARICRIMREP B xT 2%
HE SRR AR, FFRRENRRR; ERMRE T2 R & B SRR R R, WA R
F PR

N B TR BRI, ABTFCRA T Kuo 1 Tsaur BOMH0%:, K4k 23 LSRR e 2B EN

Table 5. Relevance of satisfaction, prior variable and social integration
5 HEE. IIETERASBNKEMY

o SR
R
M1 M2 M3
WEAR
etk 0.092"" 0.100™" 0.096™
W 0.230™" 0.148™
AR? (0.076)™ (0.121)™ (0.053)™ (0.142)™
it R? 0.076 0.121 0.053 0.142
WG R 0.075 0.120 0.053 0.141
F 70.745™ 119.692" 96.637" 94.886™
Df 1723 1740 1724 1723

FE: TTp < 0.001; FHRITOMARAE B REG ML FoRHE A 23 OB A 22RO\ RIS JBON BV BE RS ch s M2 203 3 B A AL S N 7
BN EARE R s M3 Rrmigtha UL, R BE AN AL 2 BN R AN TSN [l A AR A e
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Table 6. The moderating role meta-stereotype plays between social comparison and social integration
72 6. TAIRENREHSLERFABEE < BHET R

R

Al A
LR a5 0.092"
AR? (0.009)™

WAL TR R

T ICHIR -0.069"
U ITCZIIR 0.051"
AR? (0.008)™

A2 HAR AR
L < R ICRINR 0.034
M Lb# x BURTZIR —0.052"
AR? (0.004)"
#it R 0.021
W5 R 0.018
F 7.415™
Df 1723

E: p<0.05; Tp<0.01; p<0.001; FHORITORIAREL B BB

GHCP IO 2 RS A A SR AR L. W TR “ . SIS, (K. (R DURALA .
P X DURN LA R PO, TR, SR 2.

HIE 2 ATREL, BB C LB A AL S i 3 o, 2 Hont i 25 B A 1F R P T 8R,  9F FLi%
BN E(p=0.056). 52, WFICLIMRE REARBMOKCFIE TR, 2% 5EmiRuft, f LM
AT S8R 17 f S R A R 2 (EUR:, AR C IR A LI 2 U SR, k4 At 2 B AT T ek
B, WEE, SCHMRE R R EENACE TR, TREEH 5Z MR, AT ik
B 2 R L 7
4. g
41. FHPRHASMAEERENER

OB E RS 2R B 2007 RSN 2 AR E A, A 6 SERIITE, XEFErT ROk
Yl SRS BRI A SELEO SR T A A 2 BN TEVE — BTt

AR PR OEIR, B A REAAFEIER, AT A AT gt AT it =
tBCkIE H ORI E, TR B3, ZANER B i RS KB, 7 A SR I ca
RSO AR S B, TR “TR” BB GAR, TR AT FESEUE RAUK R, Sk
“CRIRT” SRS, AW A S e (DT WG VR, 2011). ACHIFTEAC BT T 2 i 111
HEWREATH SR, BT IREREZ OB TREEZER, (H2d T AR A,
P AE HIHRNV AT AR, 22 B S A B BB, PRI A A S b b T 5 3. XA “ g9 3R thay

BEAR AL R IKCT
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Figure 2. The moderating role positive meta-stereotype plays bet ween social
comparison and social integration

2. BRTZIARENR X TSRS HEE TR

4.2. AOFZEEME SRR

S W /N R A PLAF W BOR IR A AL S BRI o 35 DU IS L WE FEAAAE — Bt (LT,
2008; xllgEdk, 2010), PUAFRAFARIMHRR T EEACHIEE . Sk, SSWEATRBEFER, Mm%
AR A7 T R A ZOR R TR AL HE 5 OA NIRRT 2 B 3 FHRME SR,
BEAR S IS ) 22 B0 PR ) 5 A AT TR AR S BN 5 TR IR AT T BRI Tl 55 AR A 2 T IR O 22 57 (K iR A W
X T AR R B s R R, R T RES B A s S RN

FIEHTH RSN RS, RS SMAREA K. WSSk, 22Dl
H KRy, FE ) B4R S U P B G P AR BERRSE, 2 AR A PRI R D B 2 . A
FAE ML, LRI RS 2 P 4 AT RE A 5 SRS ION s (K A TR L 6 S S R NI T 1) 2 W
G

4.3. REARENE M S LB S HEERFTIER

WHFTath, R Ak o LB BB AR B S, M2 [l i 2 B (Klein, Blie, & Janze,
2001). Oldenhuis (2007)5I\ 4, JEZIMENR 2 ki, AATSE R T REBGE R AT . FFA Rtz
WETRIF TR, T MR R 2500 5 T B BMES, DR S ATA a4 2 Bk 3 fr 787
e E B H K, AR BE™ A T 1R

AT, FET B, R BATE MR FATAE RN, 2500 LIRS, RS
W2 B AEBA T AR AT A BT B 51T BN RN A 3R BLIE I A O (S 1, 2005) 87T IRFEAE & HE
BRI TCZIREN B, W AR AR R M VA SE U A R m A B i 2. N Vs, R
UEE SR ARSI, AT 2 i AR G T A T 2B D R AE A 2 LN B R AR R, AT 7
BT R TTRIAR BN R AN SR B R 2 A RS R
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RIE VTR R, A B AR TC 2R DR B R EIE &0 E AR 5k, BifE AR BE e T
TRV, AR URT AR TR R R, BRI RO T A 2 LU A 2 A R A R M PR . A
I, BRI RS TG R BN R AE #E 2 PSRN B B 2 A 1 R Gk B3 o iR SR AR K P
TCZIBR BN G 8T 17 RO i A 36 LAl &, AR TGS FEARR, o] Dhdid #h 2 b BadE— 20 Sl B AR s A E
i 2 (Tesser, Millar& Moore, 1988). Kk, FAKAKFRIFII IO 2R BN GAE A+ 2 LR = B 2 1) 75
1EH 3.

44. HREERBSRNATMIETEERNTHERE

—J7I, B R L BOE I R AR T AR RN . Feastinger A, AITEAGHSZ M T H
B bR AERS, BUHEA ST S B R EATX, SSE A BIPEIF E . DA A
R EGEAL S LA A R (R0 VR, 2007) Bl RIEARTT G, SAELEEKP . AiETr & T 5
W RBEATHAL, M S RA St SRR BT . 55— 07, Bt Rkt & e B T4k
SR BT R B SRS AL (AR RE ST W WA IKP) SR U5 T 45 2 T RGBT ELBE A, R
gt RILE CEAFROL BOLACHE B T IR E, e EE@ ) OoByEE, XMLEE
ZEAE AT T S S MR 2122 117 B Ak 2 Pl 7, B i 2 A 45 SR LM iy RS AUt /N . [A]
Bt il R BEAE AL 23 BRI S N 2 8 20 Hh A 2K

5. &hig

AWETAFH AT 4518: A 86.5% M T IR AR AT, (HALSBAREEEA G B R 2 EA
SEARWS S SE DR : KR T REBE R R 5 SEEUE R RN, S IR 5 S RN 5
g PO I R IR A TR A E R R AL O, BIUBRZS S b5 2 IR AT LU R T I, XAl T 1
RS R, A SRR s TR EN G BB T BRI G0 2 FLESOMI R K 5% 2R
TR, TR T 2R EN GO AR AN 2
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