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Abstract

The outbreak of the COVID-19 in Wuhan at the beginning of 2020 spread widely and fast, whose
impact has caused countless college students returning from Wuhan during Spring Festival to be
discriminated against in their hometown to varying degrees, which has seriously affected their
physical and mental health. Previous studies have shown that there is a significant negative rela-
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tionship between perception of discrimination and individual well-being, and group identity plays
a mediating role between them. Based on this, this research uses the rejection-identification mod-
el as the theoretical basis, and takes the form of an online questionnaire to evaluate the percep-
tion of discrimination and individual well-being of college students returning from Wuhan, and
examines their sense of identity toward Wuhan, in order to find effective ways to help them ac-
tively adjust their psychology when they encounter unequal treatments.
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2020 F4), G AR AL TR 7 B AT 4 (coronavirus disease 2019, COVID-19) %54 [F, Wilt& =
DU A2 ] N B e RS 1 b X, 2 ] P 49 AN 12 N0 2 IO IX o D RN 6 e, o B BURER:
BT —RAIPE . AT AL AN ST S, ks d] sQas b SN, SR EE, B
AE NGNS, HONE TR N L R B X o i DL B, — 5 T e R B Akt ), (H
H ) FE I T RARK A N B BN I o QAR R — it i R A TR 5 kT, Bk 2K
SAEEANFREE LEZ R T — 8 BB £, ek O R AR A R R i R T AR K s, AT
AL DR T IR . AR SEREIR . ST, IR PEAE AR DGR £ KA IS A b e AN B
e R R s2 i gfe R A AR O B, m] A AT TR AT R A P O B R 3 4 B TR 1) 7 VR AR AR

SR R RN A O B R SR AR AR FE I B AR AR, 125 1k [ N AR 22 2 35 S 0k L AN [ )2 T
AEHAT IS MRN8 . AR ERE 2 ITHIE, P K H Diener 58252 F 0 H 1) 5E X, BIAMAARYE B s
(180 32 WA o G AR R AT B AR MR VAN P P A I — b UK S, e A I SRR A A KN BTN B AN 4
(Diener, 2000), FAG MM B PERUBE PR M 104F AL BTEELRE 0 B AR IR AN M1 B S LYY
J& R MRS E L H BT 7 PR AS W SRR, R ARSI . B B LA e e R B, AR
BT HELE T TN RS A LA A S AR IR R O R (155, 2019 R 2o, 5KifF, 2018b), HARHF
2B TERR IR A R AL 2 G AT . T el il 28 1 (A DR 2 K28 A T I P Rl oAy
TGS RRAA, X0 H AR R AR ? A 2 KRR EE R 2 DS N B AL A 2 IX
SR A 2

DA FRRIE 0 BIAE 520 AR AR IR K i 2 D 3, BN a2 — N R A R A & . B
e 5 R MBS R RS, 48 MR e 200 B T B OIS R B A (At . Fhge . AR
DX B P FE B A 4 ) 1T 52 B DX BRI BT P2 AR 1 — b R LR SZ, 3R X il 0o 455 B T AR IR S B i 4
PSR, AT AR I TE 46 1 B2 B S e A& BRI BE S8 (Tom, 2006, TS, XIEL, A5, iR
[, 2011). SMATIE, XX B RAT NI 2R B A T B — 5E BV B3 S5 1t o o SN v A
AN H A R EE R IR —, EAMRBEB A R B OB G B ARRAS E R ER, N
M AMAR O R R, BT, KESHEM AR CEER 7 B RLGE R 2 M<K . E Mt
F AR oh T i AR SO ATER (Branscombe, Schmitt, & Harvey, 1999), S WF 70 &K BB AR A3 43 51 Kk
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MK, BRI MRINAL . FERE SRR R AR . [ P B s LB AR BN ) L AR )
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SEARIRIN SR R, H ATECN A AR W s 2 15 45N [F 318 (Branscombe et al., 1999), %I [F] ¥4 K&
SR RN o R Y AR R AR AR S e RS . — T THT, BCRR R0 0 v DL B R PR AR () 2248 8 — 7 T, B
2 T8 A A AR DA (R PR 8 v SR 2 A LT S A B RV A il (L B 1) BEARA TR AR AN B 2 g
(AL 2o AR R 5 S0y R TA TR, DA RGBT IR 33 Al 572 S 0 (RO VT4 R RS B 7 T PR R SL(FE RO, 20110 [ A
FORI, FEAINR R B3 2 s )L E AR A 4L & SCIE R, HF B 0E % 8 5 5 k2 SO
BEBBLEMPNMER RN, TR, XV, w55, LR, 2010). EIRATHR B —ME#: =X
R 2 KA RN A S AR IR S IEAR DG, A S A A R A A SEAR K TE 5 . [RI, ZEFE 450 R
B PR HELLERA 2 b, FRATER Y DGR 2 R AR AR DA [R] 78 R0 1) (10 ISR R i 5 = W0 3 A ek
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Figure 1. Rejection-identification model (Branscombe, Schmitt,
& Harvey, 1999)
& 1. $EL8IAEHERY (Branscombe, Schmitt, & Harvey, 1999)

EAERARZ, DUAEWIT 3 20 AR A Al 5 B 0 i el 2 i s B, Bl n S8 N eV SE (Brown,
2006), BARFRBUNITBILE . BT JLERER, AR AR BB ARG S A B\ R I A AEAR
KIOAE N SIREAARFLE, Hrd il R IR K ROUR £ KREEAAUTE BRI D S, B
J % By B AR AT A2 1, i LG B S, AR B A R AR BONIR Z - HLAR TR 0 —
%, A SS9 BRER . ST, ST A g SRR R 1O B AR IDUR £ K3
A BB B 5 AR SEAR R T SR R AR A 21, A EAE R W PR 2 R AR A N AT &1
Hit o

g b, AHTFTCLE il 5 R IR BOUR 2 KA M IMASEAR IO S RS R, IE AN R B IR AL
Ry EERL, RO EUPOR 2 R AL R R [ R AE BN 3 5 A S A R T AR B A . AT
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W 1) RPUR £ K22 5 H 0 4w R 2 A o6 2) BBUR £ KA RO R 5 MR 2
R [ A O, 7 BB R B A RS2 B 2 () e Am i, AE VG S IR AR A B s 3) B AN R 7E
HBGR 2 K224 BB o 5 32 W SE 48 i TR)E A1

2.
2.1. #ik

WA N R DO B R4, PRSI, Joikd PUSCERUE . WCRIUT (EHURE, J8id )& A
RN 45, FEEUA S 121 4y, FIESEERT 1 28 E NN EIRS e, IS >T
1 3B I G 0mRE, BE 3 EE G4 110 . AR E 8 o Am e 18 & 28 X (], HAPIFis
N 22.82 %, HAFHME 40 N(36.4%), &t 70 A(63.6%). KIIJEAEM AL E SN 78 N(70.9%), K
JE A AR N 32 N(29.1%).

22. ARTEHE

2.2.1. BARENR

%} The Outgroup Rejection-Revised Scale (Postmes & Branscombe, 2002)#E47 24w, 4 il &1 3 DGR £
REAE R BAR AN D0 5, FRE SRDUR £ KA H R AR W R 5 B 5 SRR FE o 12000 3 FH X
PUR 2 KA TEMPEEA R, it 7 DIH, KRBT 59F7r, W1 “WEAFRE” 2 7 “BEFEZE"
HATE 6 9 [ a4 o k4318 2 WAk 0 o 381 PR RS P8 B sy, 10 65 PR P9 3 — SRR B BE N 0= 0,915,

2.2.2. MEERR

FRYE Diener 5 NI IT, FAETE G = B2 RAT &R AR BN A K 2 (Diener, 2000). Z&ERIL
BSAEVEIH, REL7 mvF, W1 “WRHEANFEE” 27 “RHFZR” o WISy EE, RHEA
A 2 R AR VRS I R P B s o 1) A 1 N — B AR BE RN 0= 0.797

2.2.3. FHIAR

X} Multigroup Ethnic Identity Measure (Phinney, 1992)3ET 24, 2 il £F xS BN R 10145, SR 5 %2
BPUR £ R XTI RIREEE o a5 U DUR £ R A B MFE A, it 7 ANITH, SR 7
MUES, N1 “HHARR” 2] 7 “DRILFEZE” , b IiE 4 MIHE 5 NRE T sl 7Bk 38 o
P BRI [FIRR FE i R o 0] 35 1) A 38— SR A5 FE R ECN 0= 0.908.

2.2.4. iRiZRF
W58 K F SPSS22.0 F11 SPSS %27 process3.2 #EAT 0. #H—4, RHAMEMLSH, +HEIGE4E
FIPIIEORIbRE 22 . 2800, R R E RBE Y KR, B0, ZEERIAFRPFHNER-.

2.2.5. XEGEREEFSRE

TEARBEFEH, BAREISE . AR SE AR R DA A TR B s AT VP Ak, O] B AT E L /) 5 ik
e o ik, TERRCER ISR b, ARAEAE I SO LRI, ear e, 2004), TEINSEFRF 7 AT T ¥,
R A 4 7 AT A, 000 HAd R it 55 . BdRicEse G, St EE Y AE T Harman
l%&%@%n%vx,wmy%ﬁmﬂﬁ‘¢W$ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁwmHkﬁﬁgé%mk~A%
RYERZE ST, B RIEHEIR RN R, 45 R 4 MEERKT 1 MR, B DNAHFW
T ERRREERN 29.601%, AT HILR AT H — AN 7 3R R PRI 40% B L. A FUEE A
AFAE W S I L 5] T 1 22
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3. BRETR
3.1. &8

3.1.1. BEEBEXDH

K HI BRI ZE A R SR 2 K22 AR AN G « A S AR AR G AR [ B T8] A 5% R 4
SERWAE 1o MRIITAREY,  FA A SR A DO 5 A iU R B 2 3 TEAE G, R
A Z AMRAEE . XSEAIBAMRAKEN, ERATBN G, X 3 DMEZ G B K.
XA Hd a5 Ry ge AR T e X 2% 07 SRS, BdE i E A S AR N, RH 110 A8 DU AE
AN E T AT 8 H ), EEXTRBUR £ K2R I R CL48 B3 Il N 6, X7 9 R TRA TR TE 1
AR > AT VRS R IA o
Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis of main variables

= 1. EETEMRMSEITMEX S

M SD 1 2 3
1 BRSNS 20.75 10.18 1
2 M AR 20.95 5.05 -0.067 1
3 PO R 55.50 12.74 0.001 0.390%* 1

FE: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***<0.001, F[{.

T AR (B A DR K R AR B BE AR R R —, B 2R B Rk A R TR A DG AN 235, AL i
A g QBN RV AN ANAE G, WOCIE AT IR B A OSN3 At BRI, 138 e K iR AR UL TR
R a2 2, A EFEA DA B R R AR B O AR AR ¢ A, DA S AR SR A A R R0 A 44
AR AR R

BEPGA I ER A B 30% R E A m a4, 3536 N, 849 23.14 4, 159 5AKHI 30%40
VERACAT 40, 335 N, 451 18.46 4y BHATMOLFEAR t Kl K I, AHECTAREERONRIAL, miH A A E 24
(AR SEAR R 25 58, 1(69) = 4.128, p<0.001. iRgEFat—Suing, :OUR £ K224 AN [FF
M SEARR R BE RS, X EPUR BN R R, AMASERR BNk GR . Bk 7 RATIR R —.

3.2. Wi

3.2.1. BRMABEFRIE 2 XEFEENMEERBRHT

AHEFCBA RILEAN L 5 E0DUR £ K2 A MASEAR A &35 TG, X5 DMERT U8 RA — 2 (]
¥, 2019; iz, 9kEE, 2018b), DMEFHR KA REAR OB FUA AL T SRR 58 X6 AR SEAR 12 1 97 17
(AL S 52, 2016) BUXARE RIS AL, ARA AT e AR AR B0 X MR TR (7 H 21 H ik
8 A), BRTEIUR £ K224 1B LB O 28 8 25 /b

AR S, BB A R R 2 — R A S RIS R R A (i, I 9557, 2020). Btk
Y, RGN BIERER, S 0m—male “aCBUH LT /T BLAAR N s 7, 38 AR R B
AR, A CRDUR R RN B —E R, YONERDUE S N Rt A5, i
TG L35 40 bRaE . IR ] LA R aQ S B T AT A AR, W X BN B SR, B X LR 2 A 7
K125 . PhAh, BEPRIEZE M AT AT, RSS2 SR B R SN A (BN L (Stephan &
Stephan, 2000). BEEEAIY, BE . BUSEMMTEE S, FXAEE TICH AT REREA 4 iU 2
UNZAT: ST
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T BE A N P15 B o e, B QDU B HUA I IR A, AR 20O aS IARMRIE T R 77 1 86 4% . 4.8 SR
DR, AN SR IE R TGE, 5 H OO TR R, S — B mah ik 1 il 2 4 1)
e R RIS DS R AC A, B i B . TR e PR 2R 0, 5 A
(B A AR AT 15 SRV T B R A5 R T o BEBR B 00 S (55 A 2 — R B BB VA3 (0 3 HF
(B, AL BRIKK, 20, 2010). WCETEOT, BBCHANRRITE . 5248, 3218 J7 SR
Bl XA R AR A R TR B B

BB, RPUR £ RFAERBEFRNIMOCERFIEK S, 590 NATHAEZ) . T brE
DAY R AREAR B 5% AR R A 28 (AR RE L %R, B IIOR SAEAA i 57 R IE PR 175 25 (36 1%) (Pettigrew &
Tropp, 2006). XA & B2 v LA RO # 0 sBUR £ R AR, thsh, IPGR 2 KB 5 5l A
AR Ak T2, ] AFE B B 10 N SIS 9705 I8, A B AN i AL o o AN REAR (DR & K528 ) s B )43,
A LME 538 N A L2 A AL I A R R o M DR & R, 30 1 B 75 A4 AR 28, Db SCRE A i L
(Pettigrew & Tropp, 2006).

B, FEAREF A, ERDGR 2 KRR BRI S M SEAR IR (8] 33 R IR & U R R &R, I
ATREE HT T 2B, S EDUGR 2 RS TR0 2 B D o

SEAh, T B G, AT A il s R, SR 2 77 ORI A, SRR . B R A,
FEAR R R/, 02 T BT 1 SR BOR AT SR SE R S5 A o

3.22. BRARISEUW=/ENXR

WFIE 25 R R EDUR £ RS A iU [ HAMA SEAR R 2 B ARG, X 5 IRATI Tt — 2.
BEHT— RV AR 850 UE B 7 BN R BE 68 520 AN A O BR A 7K ~F (Greenaway et al., 2015; Jetten, Has-
lam, Haslam, Dingle, & Jones, 2014). #FAA AR #E 2 BE AR 204 KO 242 FRER AL T TSR ANERRE, A4S
PRGN AT AR S PR R e R O BR BT, AT s ) SRR H RS B ATIEOR 2 4K (Jetten
et al., 2014). FrE BTG IR SR DUR £ KA 72 A 151 BT ARG WO sQBL A R AT 8 ik, 50 8 1) %
2 P EE £ A 5 2 NIRRT 1 2R 200 S kIR, AT s 1 HAMASE AR . AT ABFFedE
FEARMEM . H AR AR T AR H S S MRS 3 11, Bl A5 HAb A Rk
TS S SEEAMAR BT T 5E UK H AR(Jetten et al., 2014). ZEAE AN, BEEDUR £ KEAE ST H, 78
HOEAERT ., XRS5 ERETES), @ 2775 IR XAAE, S anse g8 ki
PERIA, 55RO — iy B @RI s 2, JLEA B Ax, 78Sk i) A 0 3 B 42 i 4
LIRS, DARARR (e O A RN AR

ST B K 40 Wt 8 #UE SERE A A B 5 MR 3248 B AR 2 35 IEAHOC R R, A W H A 2k R L
FIHEAT W FE R I, FEACIA [F] 5 A A0 PR B 2 (R 1) 5% 22 32 BIAMA BB AR AL AN B 0 PPA 55
K& HJ 3 75 (Amiot & Aubin, 2013; Hughes, Kiecolt, Keith, & Demo, 2015). Ryan #l Deci (2003)i\, R4E
UNGIESIGINE=S= I e b 2% NN CIINY S IEA WIS Ei 279 et ik s SINCIREE | S S Ei @7 et ok 2% N NI P E|
FRE AR [ 2 A Co B = AR B R 5200, Sl B R s ARV AAS DA [ DU A0 3L 7 A YR AR PR 520
T, AT NESR mEQDOR 2 R 5 AR 1) T M SEARER,  mE A A i AR e s G A R S5 e 41, B
A EERSGERANE . MAN, AR, ZHERERNME LERMELERER: 5% B RZERH
WAHEL, $E AR 22 D7 AR A 75 3 B S 5 5 (Kuppens, Easterbrook, Spears, & Manstead, 2015). Kk, &
ATV B DR £ RZFA R 48R, 7] DO & HAOA RIS AT, B R R . EARTRAN
R B FEREAR QR 2 KRR, X — BRI 2 BB R Es, A — e aIRCERATRe ), 78
TH X 92 175 U T £14) 52 ISP 30 % e 008 3 B 1t 04T B R 95 o (R S A AR QPR £ RIR T IR 2 )L 345,
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2) BPUR 2 KA AR B SR N ] 5 AR AR R 2 IR A AE 35 IR A SG, XTRE S 2 8A e
FERGRT . IWHUKPBGRA Ko BEMOA R BN 0 5 A SE AR I (B R A AN 22, X T RE 5 3T
TR BRI T A A e I S5 P 3 AT K

3) EARIATHIH A SRS WA R K BIANF, BB R AT BCD0R 2 A2 A B SR 5 A S 2 A7
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TSR TEHT E B R R A B, SR T S DA RLEORT o, TN TSR AR T 5 FRATTR I R AR
RESEERIE NN, (RIFTEIE. ORISR LT UM EIEATE, fHErR S &2 AR,
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