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among Xinjiang Uygur college students in Guangzhou, as well as the effect of acculturation strate-
gies. Methods: Three questionnaires and structured interviews were used to assess the intergroup
contact, acculturation strategies and the social acculturation of 139 Xinjiang Uygur college stu-
dents in Guangzhou in the present study. Results: The quantity, quality and level of intergroup
contact of Xinjiang Uygur college students in Guangzhou were significantly higher than average
values and they all had significant positive predictive effects on social acculturation. Most of the
students maintained integration strategy, followed by separation and assimilation and the social
acculturation was significantly higher than average values. Separation acculturation strategy played
a role in meditating intergroup contact on social acculturation, and assimilation moderated the
effect of intergroup contact on social acculturation. Conclusion: Low intergroup contact contri-
buted to decreasing the intendancy to maintain separation strategy and thus leading to a worse
social acculturation. High tendency of integration strategy served to promote the positive predic-
tive effect of intergroup contact on social acculturation.
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1. 51§

SCAKE . (acculturation) A& i i S Bz il R AS [5] 1) STAG A4 BT s SR IR SO O 3R A (R (R 2855, 2014).
T SR R 25 /D B R 5 A S B 380 A T s R SR 2%, A AT A R 32 P 1 S b X B RS s ki .
O AR AR RO ST R AR R B 53 B g N DA A 230 DU JE 2 AR 5, AT X 3T
WIEMN R . BT DRIRRATEIRE . s LA 77 e, T s vr 2 ki, H2s
TR NG 02 PR, L an 28 A R HME (VF R 45, 2010) 0 X SCAE B R HEAMYZS 53 it SR D BRI 77, S 800 BE A 3,
111 EL25 5 51 I A AR TR R g 5 i R

] P9 6 BB 0% R I 90 22 SR IR R A0, DR IRVEEAT o IR FC R IR IR o 4 e K 2= R N R DU S
YB RIS SRS TS SRR 22 5, (BT TR By e AR i (P iz, R 24, 2013). ik iR 2,
YR 2 — WA B R DU 22 A (B i e, R 298, 2013) . IR AT T B4R IR 27 A6 11 28 AR Y Bl sk /)
WRAMEBNT ] 2 5 AR RESF AL, PR N AR IR o — T06 I R R T R A R 2 A 8 SCAIE R 1
(8 25 IR 22 B A T 2 A R AT RO AR A, 0 R 2 BB IR M (VFEY 55, 2010) . — T %)
LTI YRR A 38 IR0 1 18 25 R IR I K 2 AR AN E R Z SR R R B 5 . 2R BN G At 2 S b
DL AR R BB 52 FE X DA A T (71 /> 5, 2009).

T bRz fi(intergroup contact) & F A Rl AR 2[RIl ) A OBl e B R A U 3R
W& —, RS R AT R (A, 2010). XTEE AR AERAERIL, HAR A
TR R O FE s, — AR TG R R = (Toyokawaa & Toyokawa, 2002); JAE KI5 5t &E3)
(R SCAIE R IEA R R, BN S 5421530,  HO@E NG (T 5h, 2010). A4, ek
A 50 R Ak B R AN T B TS 2 A 4R IR e AR AE RN SCAIE RV ? X SR A SRR I R L i —

P SA LB 5K John W. Berry $& H 17 SCAKIE 7 5K W FRTBURE Y R, IA R ST A 3 . SR B AR PR AN S
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SliE: 1) R—EREMHE A COA BRI SCEE: S (cultural maintenance); 2) & 75 & & A1 57 — AN B A 52
FEfil(contact and participation). SCAkIE R SIS A PUFh, 4352 34 (integration) . [Al4k((assimilation). 435
(separation). 4%Zx{k(marginalization). £5& FIRKIPIANYERE, B SN & Fig M A R e O B A R Sk LA
F 5 TR SCEEAR i [FASRRR AR AT IR B A RO AL, B AN SRR, RN
WA 70 B8 SR 2 FE AR R IR B A RO SCAAE AN 8 R0 S RSO M e s T A SR 2 8 Ak BE
AN TR AR B A BRSO SRR AN T2 30 ST AL B AR e i (Berry, 2001) o Xof 78 AR SR 2 (R 2 K 2 A 1 T 25 R UL
BN N B I SO BRI T DA =R SO E B SRR, LA o 22 (1 SRS 2[RI b S, A
/DR B G SRS (V0 AYH, 2012). 34N, BRI EE: AT DLSRHI A A 505 K 2% AR 1) SO B SR (F
WG, 2002)s  [RIAEERE BB K 2 AR RIBE SR, R0 SRS AN RS SR ] (L s RO, T 70 1S 3
WSS sEm(LAE RS, 2014); [EAMFE AR SRR, BERR R ot R AR 20 Dol 8 TV A P S MR S o S
ARFERSC A = R = s, RUBERR Al 5 SO IE B SRS A7 TEAH DS (Van Acker & Vanbeselaere, 2011).

ZEEPTIR, ANHE T E AR 4E T RIS DU AR R PR ook 45 JR R 2 AR A SO TE B R B
M) L B S A3 I SRS LE R DR FEIIPE R o IRBR DG RAE NIRE A 22 0 R S Z ) — 304, BRI AR
DR AT 24 5 2 M 2 A SO L PR B A sz ma L], o ek BOR (B) HOAR B T A e, S tH 380 91 54
He, PEENZBER RO B KA B BRI E L

2. MREFHE
2.1 W&

AHI TR AR HIRE A 7T P X R SOR SR FE 4 T /KR AR I R IR K 1) 3, SRR R 45 160 7,
[ 160 17, HIBRELE . IWESELIAEE, A IE 139 fr. Pild wiadssqe 5 /Ry A, F4
TR K—. K. K= KU, HA B4 44 A (32%), &4 95 N\ (68%), E#s 17~24 %(20.63 + 1.42).

22. fiRIR

221 HbEMEEINS

T BB B B 1) B ARG P AN 20 o 55— 320 R Walker %5 A\ 2 1] (1) 412> 4 f 52 ¥ 1) 5 (Social Contact
Questionnaire) % SL4E R AEAER N TE & TREL. AN H 7 RO B Al A5 . IR A Likert
Ty, M “AEEARZR” 3 “IEERR” 250 1~5 4, L6 NH, /B0l s i Bl ok .
ARy Ak B A Tam 8N, HTHEANE & 4R A 50085 B Bl (82 . 7] %5 R FH Likert
Faidsr, A EAT B URZT it 15 4y, SR 3ANTH, 3Bl v AR O . BEBR A
B 0| B AE A 7T Cronbach’s a 2304 0.835.

2.2.2. BEPRIERIRE RS

i) 25 2 B Walker 25 A 4 i1l (04 P46 422 1) 25 (Indiividuating Experience Questionnaire), 2% %2424
5 PURBATE NSRAS R B e B AR LTS BB . 046 R 1~4 55iH5y, M “TLFEHCREAR”
B “Rw” , L8 ANGH, M1 “CMDUR NIBFIRRIGIR, BB ahid A7, 4> Hokk i Tl B R S
Ho A TEAH S H ) Cronbach’s o RECH 0.925. WRIETHTAHIFEIL, AT BB Al o7 R AH I3k
FHFHERR oK, VR R BR Al (1) 58 = /NERE, 73 £50 ey 1t BH A /K Pk 51 (Walker & Hewstone, 2010).

2.2.3. XIERRIRO)%E
AHIE TSR FH 1A SR 7 S5 S i 35 D5 i 18 3 S A8 24 ) P S0 K 2 A SO A B T 2 ) 5 (TUAS), -3
BB R AE ) M M X 2 S AR R B SO SE NS, B A, . FAL =R RS . 3R
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Likert FLAic 7, M “dEEAFE” 2] “HEHFEZE", 2t 1~5 7r. &, H5. AR SH 4. 5.
S5ATH, 3 14ATH, 1 “BIRRIT ) Z0&ERIDUR AR S5, IR R AR R — L S (1 AR 7 7
(BA); Tl ST Re R T kB IE DO R 7 (0 8)s N TIERIDURM AR, RIESTT
THT #0527 > DOBR B AT I8 (R4 0 008K vy Ut BH AT ) TSRS o FEAHIT 78 P B 5 SRS . 70 B 3R L [+
LK BE 1] Cronbach’s a %4431 0.434. 0.552. 0.503.

2.24. #RCWEMER(SCAS)

SCAS Hi Ward 25 NP R FFG E N2 E1T, il e mtse B i, ST ERFmHANEEE T B, &
T CXPRAERBER” SO @RI MR ME” , CSEN MHVIRCEE” SO CERTTMIIREE” o SRH
Likert furiicsr, M “BAWRHME” 2 “BORHMAE” , 2ulih 1~5 7, L 26 ANH, WAMRARE. A
TR WEIIME = AN (Ward & Kennedy, 1999). Zuit 77 i &4 B R B J7 4 J5 R sy 4y,
)5y s R WP 2 SO IE BT o 425 SCAKIE B 3 (SCAS) FEASHIF 7L ) Cronbach’s « 2304 0.9.
2.2.5. GEHLITIRIZN

SEML TR EI SR “ %3] AT ABRCRIEN” FEHHTVIR, A 4 ANEHE, W “AHinA
T B SCAG SR T THUA VA R I 2 o B AR TG P A R 2 A TR T T R R 2 (3 0L BN SE L 1 7B
A LL)IE % — L8517 o
2.2.6. £EHZRERE

AWFFER A Harman 68 246560568 v] BEAF7E 1 3L [F) 75 720 22 HEATAG 36 o 198 70 R FH 30E 1 DX 26 40 A (A
W, WALZR, 2004), WEAHTFHCN 1.

3. &R
31. 25EEAXAAOERER

PR S S A3 2 f M AR R L 28O X N2 BT BOR R 2 S 280G mp
B BO £ DUR 2 A 5 22 HORAS RO A28 b 2 B LU BRI, sl DX P iy E (L4 1).

Table 1. Descriptive statistical analysis of demographic variables

F 1. AOFLEMEMGIT SR

AR N M +SD

I Jo A 1 24 o R B 139 2.12 £0.692
N B A AR B 139 1.87 +0.624
B B B 2 A 139 2.01+0.707
e R T B A A 139 1.81+£0.748

e AR S E R DURE 28 =1, ARKESZ =2, RSARBABEALZ =3, Hib
SRS ZH =4, TH

3.2. #EFERERE
AT H B R R B AE Sl 21.16%, /T 30%, BT AASAAAE 7™ B (1 3 W] 7 V2w 22
3.3. ERYETREFEEWEHIREM, XHIENRESESIXHERRIR S
MEE B, ERAET REEA R EME. TEAKTERE, BoMeEes THRHHEp <
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0.001); 4EE/RIBAAMICKIBCES . AL, B HnE, o Ui NG/ 2% & T He M, W%k
TN AL 2)o LAMERIN A, SHRERRIEA . SCAHIE N BSR4 23 SCAIE AT BT BEAS € K6 56
BB A A A B A R R AT KO B B R, 1, (137) = —2.11, p; <0.05, t, (137) =—2.23, p,<0.05, i}
HR 55 A 5 VUi 2 A 0 o B R /K P 50 2 3 e T A

Table 2. Gender differences in Uygur students’ intergroup contact, acculturation strategies, social acculturation

2. WIRFERIMEM. XWEN KBS XLENMERERSH(M £ SD)

BB AL R R
PR BAURE BRRUKR o e — @

MAR(139)  4.32+05 296 +0.7 13.02+413 4.05+048 222+051 282+048 4.42+0.41
PiE(44)  442+053  3.14+068 1415+4.17 4.09+059 220+055 2.86+054  4.43+0.36
4E(95) 427+049  2.87+07 1250+4.03 4.03+043 2.23+049 280+044 4414043

t -1.61 -2.11" -2.23" -0.63 0.32 -0.71 -0.22

*

: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, Tp<0.001, FF.

3.4. BEPREEM. XHERRE, H2XHEN. AOFEEBZENEXSH

X SCHE R SRMG . BEPRIEAl . AR U IE R N A8 S 3R 4T Pearson AH G T (WL 3). FRIMEE
Priefih K P ix —Fabeok B MECE SEMT R, Ntk O SRBE PR AR T 5 A AR B 2 R R . B
bR A K P 54 SR B E IEAHG(r = 0.29, p < 0.01); BEBREMAKTE 545 B g 2 B A (r =
-0.33, p<0.01); FEPREEMl/K T 54L& SCAIE N 2 535 IEA S (r = 0.44, p < 0.01); B4 HEns 5k 2301k
TG B 3 AR (r = 0,07, p>0.05); 49 B8 S 5 4 43 SO IE B 1 8 35 RIS (r = —0.28, p < 0.01); [RIfLIE
M5 54 S SCAE B 35 IE AR (r = 0.18, p < 0.05)5 A F AR B rp /N i B S A M 1l 5 4 2 SOHGE B &
B3 HAH 9% (r = —0.17, p < 0.05).

Table 3. Correlation among intergroup contact, acculturation strategies, social acculturation and demographic variables

3. BIPREM. XHENEKR, HEXWEN. AOFEEZER) Pearson X517

A HE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1 _

2 0.19" -

3 0.06 0.29™ -

4 -0.03 -033" -015 -

5 0.06 0.12 023"  —0.04 -

6 0.02 0.44™ 007  -028" 018 -

7 0.02 -0.05  -001  -0.03  -0.08 0.01 -

8 -0.06  -0.12 0.02 -0.06  -002 -017" —0.06 -

9 -0.14 0.03 -0.07 -0.02 0.12 -0.01 -0.12 043" -

10 -0.20" -0.1 -0.14 0.09 0.05 -0.01 0 0.1 0.33" -

e R MR =1, BAUKE =2, BEAKEE =3, /RS =4, [FLERS =5, M SULIER =6, K
JEAEH R RAG R =7, ANERTBUA R =8, I BCEAEM R =9, B EM R = 10,
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35. EERMAFIMEMK LN WENZ BP BS54

BT B2l K e — e br i SR B T B AR ST, DR S SR AR R A P A Dy B
BLITEAR, AN IR e ful o & 5 e B 5 AR B 2 R OC R .

23 Zhao %5 N\ (2010) 38t 1 o A 2508 43 W R (i A8 B 25, 2005), R = A2 IEJE S 50H 4 r
Bootstrap 2/ HEAT ARG, GBI 4, WA RE N 5000, EAE XA 95%, LANFER B
AR B, 3BT 43 B SR AE TR SR K P R 4 2 ST B 2 8] B R A RS

S EEVA TR, 3R TN ER BE AR AR F S, B BR A A P f k2 SO R AN 43 B SR
WS P TR A FH 3573 1) 45 28 7K1, B B A ST 4 2 S SE N A B3 1 IE R TRIAE (B8 = 0.427, p <
0.001), X735 sFms A 532 (7 A FINAE B (8 = —0.327, p<.001); )8 SEMS 4t £ S0 Ak 38 B 15 35 1) 1 1)
TRIAEF (B = —0.288, p < 0.01). 4 [F] i 25 SR B itk 1Rl 73 B9 S RGN b 23 SO R (1) A FH I,
T BB 7K ST R A 23 S A IE REATS A 2.2 1R AE 1] Bl 4 FH (B = 0.371, p < 0.001), {H [=1 )5 2 £ F#AIK, th 0.427
458 0.371.

ZE R IEAESH0E 5047 Bootstrap F2/ 7 K50 7R, 43 B8 SRS AEREBRH MK T A 22 STAE R 2 [8] ) A
RN %, AN K /N 0.0053, ab = 0.0053, BoOtSE = 0.0029, [X[d](0.00, 0.01)AEL % 0. #5541 H4
AR B IS S, PR Al AL SO IE R R A R 25, X F)(0.021, 0.053) AL # 0. ax b x ¢’ [HFF
SNIE, FTCAG B8 SRS LEREBR R KXo A 2 SO I (S 2 [ R AE T EAN AR A RN o 40 8 SR AT A
B K P AR 2 SO I 2 T A 8RR DL 1

AR
-0, 32740k -0, 288%x
//
 BREMAY - HAXMER
0. 371%%x

Figure 1. The mediating effect of separation strategy between intergroup contact and social acculturation

B 1. 5 ERRAARPREMK A S XE R Z B A AR E

3.6. BEARARA R PR EMK A2 W IE RN 2 [B B ET B

BB SRR S MKy 4H(Z < —1SD). H[A]ZH(—1SD < Z < SD)FITE 730 41(Z > 1SD), F4) Hl k4T PR
P A 7K P 06t A 2 SCAGIE B K RIS 20 B o BEBR 42 Al K 7 X A SR L BAEF 3%, AR, = 0.042,
(AF(1,134) = 7.64, p < 0.01), UiHIFaH] T /N2 B AR . BE BB Al /K S R 45 S mE (1) 32 340N Je,
PrRigefili7K1 > BEE FERE R 2 SO B AT 035 00 1F 1) SO0 R FH o 7 B A0SR AR 560 32 7 B SR K 40 4
T 2 o 56 2 SOARE B V& 535 TN AE FH (B = 0.105, p > 0.05); &4 55 I v [] 2H 3 s 122 i /K P Xt
Lo ARIE N A T3 IE A TRIAE F (B = 0.471, p < 0.001); #8450 157 40 4L 1E Bm 43 A K S o) b £ S0 Ak
A R 2 IE [ TNAE (B = 0.754, p < 0.01) %A 5 M (B 43R T 22 i 2 LA, TR fid K~ X6 4
23 SCANE I 14 1F [ SR04 P B 38 i, B A 38 K o 100 ) 2 5 SR 11 00 18 4 FH A 184 s A o 2 i K P
SCAIE PR IE 1) TR A A543 v 1 ) T A FH AR i . R SR R AR R 4 K P AN A 2 SIS R 2
TR R
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Table 4. The moderating effect of integration strategies on intergroup contact and social acculturation
i 4. BERBETEREFMERIK F Rt S 30 IE B 2 B AT 3 5

R — R — AR = AR Y
B4 WEE .
. N . -0.174 -0.121 0.118 0.131
INEERRY B A MR
Bob EHN
- 0.427 0.444 0.425
R brEefi K7
B= AR
. -0.057 -0.082
D RS
FEVUE WA 0.209"™
BEfdkoF x B4R '
AF 4.264" 30.872" 0.515 7.640"
AR? 0.03 0.179 0.003 0.042
AdjR? 0.023 0.198 0.195 0.233

4. g

AW TR IR AR, . BEPREE LR . BEPREEAACT 40 2 B TR IO, BTk
TE B ORISR S A e e . TR RE BT T DA SO S TR IR 2 ST AR 0, iR . 4L
ETEED . SIS BN AW A RSB AR T VP 2 AR LA BRI 2, X T £
(1975 B SR HEAR [ R I3 b A8 R 7 2R — o AR 5 R T 53 e A 7 B SR B R Bl o L B
P 2 5 PR A M Bl R A K B R T e RN, SR AR R — B, 2002), 4EiE
2 SRER ) SCALIE LR IR AR VR BB RIS B o D34 R 2% R B R s, BV 46 158 B AS B 1 S04k
(B R DURAL 57— (AR 25 TS 7 R ST WA, RBESE R K, X AT A ek
A P VR IR TRV AL . BV P T AR AT . A 3 S T o T R I 2 A A AR MR AT 2
L, TR I 2 ST T R A B R e S 2 S 8 00 ol T4 B R e AL R P 2 A /N 3
(X AR, SO BRI BN R, AN E AT SR e AR AU S A R AR P B A

BE BT B K P ek 2 SC3E B A 5 (0 T O (R T Bl P s, i S A k2 S0 qk
TR Rk, SRR RE BT A A 28 T A S A AR 2 SOAIE T o W A R DU 2 2 M T B
K PR ARG , SRR B A B ST A R 4 5 I A P i 1 43 B S, T A e 2 S A3 7
KF, SBOSRME . S AR R I SO RS 5 R HE BB SO TS i B AR 2,
SRETHIGVF 2 PR . V2 BT WM M % — AR, R T Al (225 B o0 X R (1) 5 92 FL 2 (Bery,,
2001). WU HBEE), SBEERREEAK TS, DB SR B Rt 2 AR, L S
HE 2 5 SRE A B AR, TRl A 1SR SR — 25 S B S A P AR N R . DRLIE, BRI
B G RR AR, SR DU B R R AT RS BE . T X0 S L M S e R A N, R R
B RIE.

BEBREEK T x B2 S A 2 ST AT TF B TR0 P 50 0 5 S B B e P il 2
S I8 2R PR DR 25 o 5 S 0 8 5 200 2 SO B8 BT e ot k- 2 S 38 O B MR R FE T
TN S DU o S 3 SR o B AR AT A e S0, B B A BRI SO NI AR RS AL
1, M HSALELE AT EBRBEAIOC R, B EShEON FARBECR . DRI, S/ B R e A SRS 191160 e
HEL NG, SR RERR B KT T R HA 2 SO
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SO B AL B SO A TN Bk, EADOE— e, R —Fhai R T, &, 2011). ik
&N SME S IRIRZ —, SRR SO R B . AN R, MERA AT
PRI B RSO ZE SR BT el 2s, DB R T 2 DN B RdoRT SO A B - AR AR S . DM ST I I 48, Bk
FEXRS M AN R 22, X AR SCAIE N AR T AT BE A R B AR RE i [RILE,  SRVEES SCALRE AR 3L
MIERL, PRI R SCAIE R AR AR PR R AR 3R, S8 3 SO MBI, X8 e 8 SCAU A X ST A
A HEEEE L. NOERIEAEME, F3h 50K MPUR SR, SnEhbiis, (AR (&
B A RS R Ri s SRV & SR A B T S A& BB A0S . MRS L, SR ATiRL, /b Bkt
ADUEAR BB 2, SRR bt AT CAFE B/ B A S8 A i3 32 A A3 . FLOK, Sl e B
DRRIRIE TS e ST G S, NDUR TR BRI SCALIR BT &, AR T sk B R AR DU R
{10 SCAGIE N2 SR SR X LD 9 FE 3 S B A B

S5k
WELH(2012). 4 274 HEA 544 X ALAE L R R TS —— D AT R A, WA A3, e T R G
K2,

ZARAR, WKAR WRERTE, ZE40(2010). BEBREAMIERIS———FhGERBR X RINELR. L 2RI/, 18(5), 831-839.
Zehifize, RN HE(2013). 4EE IREA A 1 SCARE BT R R A e —— DA M K s e R Kt . %,
29(21), 85-87.

PP, AT, HAE011). BUR KA S XGRSO EERE. O F4EFR, 25(4), 312-313

SRR, X7y, HKEESE(2014). TERUEU K A B U N RIS PR B A 0 o & RREE IR, G R P A
22(4), 668-675.

T A(2010). 2L T AR TE B A 08 AT P 7T, T A S, K% I T IME K

FME(2002). ERIENFRIGF IR, O =R, (1), 102-107.

R /DB (2009). 5% il B AN A S A R . WA 0L, P BRPEITVE R 2%

TS, pEANZR, TR (2005). YRR S A RS LR . O FESAR, 37(2), 268-274

VFE), FRERAE, BT FF(2010). RE M ROHT SR 4E R K AR B SCE R R &, fg7 F 4, (4), 284
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