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1 3|8

PR L 0% i X T ik T A A RS A AR
HNBEAA () 25 B 5 0 U (Pettigrew & Tropp, 2008,
2008), fHZEI L IAEE o, T H 9 RE bR fih T g 2>
PR 2 AT, E R AR S o R fe i
FE b i AL2x K (Wright, Aron, McLaughlin-Volpe,
& Ropp, 1997), i H B # M HEPR T34 vl Ge 51 &
PR A S R . RUE . NAEERTEIRR,
MR BEPR O 2 ToIE 2R SR A (Voci & Hewstone,
2003) ., HE Tt BFSEE B TR fil RN
(Extended Contact Effect) : 4154~ {44551 P9 {4 A%
U5 AR BBt Z A AE AT DG FR, T A b
X AR (4 Ot L, o0 X SRR 1 25 B (Wright et
al., 1997).
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TR B85 R A7 A 4 fh 3 D8RGl 74 155 S
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DU, 7 JRAHE B 1 il ol A PO B PR B DA AN 26 1
JEE 55 ANEVR B B4 25 % O 2R L FT LA BIC X S M)
ASPE, AR B A IR B i DL 18— FofA 28R s
(Wright et al., 1997; Liebkind & McAlister, 1999),
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Wright 45 (1997)42 1 I35 0F T 9 R B2 fil 28 1
AT REAEAE (I AERL] . FEURR A N BRI B, LR
B SMBER B FE, DL EOK A 90 A B 3R (including
other in the self), EAkE, B mBEBRE, B
T L 55 S B A 1 5% LA 28 % OC R 1 I BE R B
AATT A T A A (%) S Al i 5% AR ST — i R L T 1Y
BErE, FUL™ AT = AN BURRCR . — 2 NIk
B GIAR B 5 A AR Y B ol R R AR BT AR
(O824 PO ACRL DN, 2 30 o O P A
GLUIAT R NS B T LA e 70 B . 3 v o 32 il
B2 AT B (B B 45 R 0 B AIR), =2 o 5 Py
AR B3 0 58 37 T LAY 2 Xk AN B TR, 2 i
U BN ANBEARAERE, RIS PRI K 52 g S A
TR F W HMEE AR 0Lt B — s AR AE L, A
R T AR X R FE A 1) 25 BE R B 19, %o i
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LT B RE PR OC 3 02 BB 1 (058 2 1 S B A4
HED, i BT T PR B 5 R B B Bl fig
TAAE R — SE T AR T, L 5 AN A g 53 22 1 AT
e BHE L | HEF (BEPRARIBMIRRAR) . 5,
PURE VA R A5 0 S AR AR DG RAFAERT, 23R4
— RN AZ R, —BSkRYE, MESE N
AR B PR B3R —8 5, B A", m
SRR LA RN B R — B4, B
KB o MR8 TR0y A B9 I A o2 TR I A
(32 5, MR R B DL SR T A R
W5 o Pt A B FRIH 55 T AR XF P S AR L RR
PR, B T XTSRRI A B (Wright et al.,
1997).

25, IREMFER Wright %:(1997) %42 1
B =AW TENLRIBE LR Ia 25 . BERRARIE . A9
BB N BEARISNEEAR AE T DL OB A A F, T
AR T EATEY R B Al S B RS B T B b A
Y& (Gomez, Tropp, & Fernandez, 2011; Turner,

Hewstone, Voci, & Vonofakou, 2008; Tezanos-Pinto,

Bratt, & Brown, 2010; Eller, Abrams, & Zimmermann,
2011),
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S EE, A RCBEAR T AR B B 52 78 79 T B 15
B AR PR 45 K- (Wright et al., 1997,
Turner, Hewstone, & Voci, 2007; Turner et al.,
2008), WF5E A, MY FEREbREE A, JL& K
b DAY R BOE 5B R R 7 A T XA I T i AR
W AR BE, I E — 25 34 T X SRR (B, T
TEIX A AR B A8 K BEAR 21 B 2 Ay
& ] (Paolini, Hewstone, Cairns, & Voci, 2004), [r]
FE, Turner 55(2007) M BFSE R 81, 4 R RE PR f
B> T E A NS R R Z R SRR &
it A R AR B A R AT

REBWEFE—BON Ny, 4= b T LU 2%
R PR A B 5% ) B B A IEOKOF-, DT i 38 3o A/
RIS . {H Cernat (2011) 0] ™ 22 fish (1) 175 5%
1B BE PR AR SR R AR DR R R TR B . i
T 0, T e Al R 0 U ) R AR R ) 1Y
R TETECE, LCAn R R LA R ME, SRR L
GRS TR, CARBERAGEX R, FEI,

IR R RS A R 00 P A A B T ) A3 G 3R
FECTREPR A A RRAL, WO A GG R T A
PR S EUA B 5L A ERAR 2 1, DT 380 T B b £
IR . RIE Y Rz Bl 25 A 3
KB SR R) 35 25 2 R AR S5 8., AT Rk >
AR 1 HE AR B0 Z AR ED 52 LA SRR 5% B DR A IR
AT AR R PR AR RS, DB XA IS . 244K,
K FHEBR I ERAE Y R B2 b 300 Hp B 5 18 ke =
WIAESE, AR TS IAR AR, MREBRAE B 0 A
AT DL T 2 fal B AT TR B £ ER A L 1 42 3 — P
1 A R o
2.2 FMEBIRA/SNEEAED

PARRE A M D 2 i Y RO A5 A0 L 1 4
FERIEAT 5SS A2, AN (A I DU A2 48 SN AR X B B B
BIAASEE o A PSR (AR i D B R B % T R A
FHF, B AP BT B 42 fil 2 P9 AR T S0 1Y R
PEABHY, ALY R Al W B SO A se =, A
B, B AR R B 60 BE ] A R A o U)o 2 R Bl 3 1
PERDRAE R EER . YA RMER], MBS
FEAAAT RN 0 DA TR, b 7] 8 B P B i R
14 SNEEA (Tezanos-Pinto et al., 2010), ¥ & il
JIT R B0 B B B By R AR A PN AR S 7 T R A
P DU 77 A BUA P SRR, AT o0 AR 245 J32 (Wi gt
etal., 1997).

Liebkind 71 McAlister (1999)%& B, %A
P DU (39 200 5 BB 08 oS A i D o AT R T 0% 22
AN 13-15 B AR pRk, i LT 7E
i f SRR L A8 (DA b i N T o B2 IR
FTA B 5 B 7S I e i e C T, SR I B #1142 3%
SCEG T T, SEH A RLE I 2 A 8 A B Y 55 A0
PR R A AT A B ol R B LA TR R I ELSE R
Bl B R fol 0 Ay A R, — Bl [ AR
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A DL O P AN A X B B L B A 309 B K
(FetnFe A R TR AR 5 K 2 BN L 5 A U AR AL),
A T U7 T AR X I 0 19 4 M 7 A R ST 28
1M FLAH b 22 OB AR JE, /D BOREUR 31 3 31 1) SR
A o DR il LA A S R LA B Y T A
(Gomez et al., 2011), /b HUBEIRAEE 23 08 A
B RO AT AR TS R AT e, AT %0
B B (1 SR AE N FEAR KRR B B sg b AT 5 24K
T VA 22 fo 119 01 BE K SF-
23 ¥ AMANER

P35 N SMEE A A Z B B A G R R, e
AR KXo I AR 1 B3 1) R 25 B 7 A 38 A AR
o Kt A A RAL PR EENIER. %
NG A B TR SCHEAE TSR RE S 1 & HORE N
PR DR S T X R F FR VG R (Liebkind &
McAlister, 1999), HA A AREA L 5L E R A
CIAA, AT RENA A B A& i A . BF
FER BN, B A f T LAY A A6 ) 28 ) i DL
F2 B A AR I A 5 TR 2 AR AE A R R
JIE LAAS R B A B IR A A B 3%, AT T %
[) ¥4 7% 9 4l L (Capozza, Falvo, Trifiletti, & Pagani,
2014),

ot AN A IR T E R ARSI . Y REPR
PR i O 9 2 S 2 ek S P TR B O B, A
o5 15 P R A B B T R R B B S R AL B R
ANIMEEA . BFGEE BT T Y R i E R L3
X e LB A DL VR, O A6 S B0 AR X B
Ml BRI AT TSR T 3. AEe 2 Bk
(decategorization) (14" R il il F b, 1A TR A 42
ik Uy 118 T A B 0 (L G A3 L 38 38 2 1 L
), 1M 2 R A A A By (e An 2k =
ZEP0); FE“FEPR” (inter-group)d B HE Ml ik =

5 H B R XU ) FEAA B 073 T IR A A8 B9 1 B 17

TEHR SR YT R il iR b, X079 AR B 5
RER Sy H5AT L] . gkied i 2 im, =
I3/NASCR AT TS . PL R T kRS R
JE, BRI, RSN T B R AT LS R
AE L B L B B B S BE A AT Dy re, (H
5 Y RUT5 REVR B 03 (4 7 Jo 2 il T F500 s JL R

AR5 B A RCR- B i 3% (Cameron & Rutland, 2006) . 1
FLAFgE AR fE A0SR R 4 T U 3 AR
J5 B 5 11 ) s i 3 U BT 4 A 1) 3 [ B 3 (L dn
[ — PR . AR ECRIR), PR R b A
2> W] i (Cameron, Rutland, Brown, & Douch,
2006),
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Kot NG FoXF B e g B A EE Y oAy
TERZ AN, BIRRE (LIRS AR E B
[F) 750 3025 6 5 ) A AT R B fh o5 A AR S 11 O
R B —E MR, RN, HAN SR
RZE Y Rl i, A IR T 0K b
RES M3 P9 B RE AR S E (Turner et al., 2007), fHOG
TAHREZE FHNHFRERNEREZ, Hithai
TE 2 T Bt — AR R 8, e, 7 Ak
— Rl A, BEOR BB A AR R R LSRR
MR FE RN, Hik, BRI EE 2
SR RAE D BIAR G R L, SRR AR R
R 1ZoAE— A 3R R R 1 B AR R ]
A, iEE B il AR T S A R T

3 RIEMRAUN B VAT AL

HE A W J0 5 19 22 5 1k (Sharp, Voci, &
Hewstone, 2011), # £ iR 4 B 19475 (Dhont &
Hiel, 2009) . PN #E I R 1Y % % 1% (Tausch, Hewstone,
Schmid, Hughes, & Cairns, 2011) ) &% 54 A B
FEE AL 2 £/ (Mereish & Poteat, 2015)%:1E
PR AN PR B BT ER, 2Tk
RELAG 4™ Jre 422 i A 350 2R o
31 EMENMWMRESR

A ATE T A o D0) 2 %) SR TR A AE T 22
SR 2 ) S PR ol RS R R
(Dovidio, Eller, & Hewstone, 2011; Sharp et a.,
2011). WFFEEB, PIREMMNGE TR P A
X F A PR R LA L R AR A B, & Lk
% (social comparison), BVA4ANERRUETE N H B1F
R EZE S, LE I R R B 5 AR AR
Ho #h2 BIKCFE R A, 574 fik 1 2008
MR R, FRSERGE MR TR, Mtk
LK BAR B A A, R 422 ik )RR 280 7 9
A, ZFLUR X AE L, 2ROk i
KV 358 8 1 A R B o) Kl N (P RRE 8 ) 1
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SZHEEEM AR, EHEMERACH
OB, JCHE YGRS E A bR
i, B SR A 2 BB (Gibbons & Buunk,
1999; Sharp et al., 2011), Niixik, ¥ Tk
KB AR PE, B R fil R B T N S A
RO R A R FR, AT 25 5 JER A 3] P R A o
WA AR A, T R A TS B S AT O ek 1
S MeARE, AT USSR A 2RI RS
1R .
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TR T LA B2 R AS BE B A 1 32 S
il (authoritari ani sm) I 7 4 JE 42 fil 80 1 K /N BF
FERI, FE—AHA L 3 S A S R
Bar, IR PR il v Oy 2XRT DA & ) 3
R TRE A D L, UG ) s 422 fie, B B 405 PR AIT
Ll ELE IR, Rz, BEERNEERS
g, FEBESHE T L i 3 S Y f WL 7K - (Dhont
& Hiel, 2009)., ff HiZEAEDREN T, ¥ RE
ik XoF s 20> L ) 32 S0 0 AR L LR B K
Ho Ll ESCE N XA FUR AR . AT
DU . TR M Y, 6 N A B SR M B . (R E
LR A T LR At 7T AR R R T ) SRR A
P2 Tt T AR B AR AT KO, B0 A AT S R
1R (Dhont & Hiel, 2011; Pettigrew, Christ,
Wagner, & Stellmacher, 2007), 44k, BER a0
fA] 52 B 4 sk b 1A TR B — R R, R
ok H T AN U 2 B 2R, LS
PR Ak S TR UR A R B R I Y SR, TR
I 8 0/ B BB 5 | & AR 4 R 4 AL R WE 7 X
XA AR = AN A 43 Hr o
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WHERWEFEREGE. FFE. k. R
)X 4™ T 42 fl T30 3 A R S B LA A R Y A
M, AEEI LR EEHREAR, VB
e N AR R . WUERARA S A OO REE WA
(Hean A F R ) 5 A BEUA B B3 22 TR 7R IR A %
R, MR X S ARTE = N E A, B
R4 fnb B4 0007 U B A B S (Tausch et al., 2011), X
B, WERONRIAMZ, AEHASC RN B %R
PeFA RS G R BB e, TSR 5 R
PR BT I DG R, DR RN 2 I8 11 6 3R A Ak
AR KA R S R %, R, X—45n 5%
N A B TR R R 2 — B0 . Liebkind

McAlister (1999)45 i, ¥ fth A4 A B3R 1 CHAE
FAMRBEE B R 0K 9B B 5L A R 1 X 2 40
A BIFEWE, A AR A TR R R R R
A&, A T REIN N AR A& /YRR 2 AR A o
WA 5 H B RMER, BMASWEER
B3I —B o, A MR K25 5 ik A [ 3R
G,
3.4 EiEEm

PSR 2 il e /0 B, 97 e 0 2t A A
AEEFCNA R )7 R (Christ et al., 2010), M4
FHR R UL, SR RS Sk, PR
T AR SR R, AR, 2 R kK
B, 37 R MliN AN 2.3 (Eller, Abrams, & Gomez,
2012), X JLFEREAAR MY B fil T Pt & B, bR
Bz fol 6} S8 FE AR B T WL 23 R4 T e B ke 1
A7 Ji 3% T 76 4% (Cameron, Rutland, Hossain
& Petley, 2011), X 1 BES2& f T BBl i 7= 2R 1
Xt AN BE A S A A A R e B R ek AR
(Mereish & Poteat, 2015), Fbin, FRIFEIEZY R
fih T 191, I 58 R BT i 41 L EE (55 4N IR R 2 AR
B i 38 A o ek 21 L 3 Gl B B b el S T 5 A0
TR 1) 0 56 20 IO FHF AR 785 2 14035 T A i (Cameron
etal., 2011), M LTI LUE 1, HER PR AL
AR H F AT W s, AR B B0 1 56T AN
MR B e RS T, R f ) B 808, A B
W,

AN, PR fh T R LAY PN AR A R 5 T 1
L A2 5 A A0 2 5 o 1) Al P T R 1 SR
RO AN R AR B T Y L A 1R
X Al A A A B3 o B RS B I g e R,
T i 9 AR 80 B B (Eller et al., 2011) ., A1
EINx2 L CS IR U R D A B N
A2 BE 8% V75 AR b JER S AR R PN AR B 22 [ A7
FER R TR o ALARRAMARAR 2 AN A B
Z IR IR A AR B, AR AR, A&
BRI BCERAAS T, X H B — 5T,

4 WRFRSRE

PR AT AR TR A S,
HE— PR UE T8 AR W A R A i DL b i B 2R
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JLERPE, RN BE AT B b 4 fok T
e, AR AT B8 2 22 Bk S AN 1 s, LI
RS 50T, JLE S HE A L) R %t
HMERIAR I B AS BE, DRR SRS B R A S BB 1,
WARHIHHTIAT Y, J5k, Gomez F1 Huici (2008)
W R, 1EH HEH M 00T, @ty e
2z fult T A SCE o SR A (4 25 B 5 ZARPEANY, R
JE A BUBR N SRR il AT B, IR B
1R 265 B A0 TN A o T AL, R ke 4 25 AR
A RES 2 BRI . FESEVE . A AT SR
PLAY R, HIX B Z VR AT 53 4h, A
VAR A T RS R S 5 4 A R A R % T B T 14
e XPAMEAAR IS B o IR AR /NS B Py (L
[l — R B TAR AL, SREA A IE R, B
RER S AR VIR IRIB 19, HOR 2RO A R B
R T X ARG A BE RS, AR T BB 2338 TR
VAR BTE 5 A R Tk 2 %o & N A4 A1) 0 D
42 XEATRIRBBANYT RIEMYN

B, BRI DB AR BT R fih o B 5 HL
il o BEARF ST Y i UR 2 RO AR AT o R
ik /D T X A BORER 1 O UL, D TR
Hz fik anfar ke T BORE IR T ZROREIR IS B . D
HOREUA 4 7 AR, AT RE RS A58 2] B B 1Y 25 3,
FIT LAAAT] 4 7 T X 601 Ak B8 — S A R ok 25
T B — e AR AP (i R [ e, ST R IR R B
BER D28 R0, HIUG, /0 BORE VT X 4 JR 42
PO 56 T RE PR A AL 1 BUR AR B, T2 5 st
S ANEER A ZS B (Tausch et al., 2011) ., {H 2 /%
BEURIY A R, BREEYT R 45 Al iy i) B 52 4T3 1H
R, NGE A T 48 7R A BORER Y R 42 il 30007 1 N
FEHL

JOR, BRI ST 5 T 45 BER R
LS o VR Y BB AE . 6
S5 25 PR A TG AR S S SCAR T S AT
MAEAER 32 b, AR R i e B2 At
SxMZg R, B R S R DR O R
BEURSC ZOMPRUE . ROZUE, KR SO S 22 5
X7 R fl A N R R N TS, PO OC R BN
AT G AT 60 58 FUR R REAR MR, el Al N8 A B

YN IR T BEHE— BT (Turner et al., 2008), A
PRFIE & T8, PR M 9T N iR F 200 30k
FXSE R LR TAREZRFEAR
ZREPEBOR . RS B HE N DL Bt 25 5836 il 1)
8, SRFH I TR Al X B B S AT N A
Blo WIRECELM], H— M HBURZ
KT B, B DL 25 W 2w b, T RERR B
B0 PR A A o D R 5 T R 0 A AL B A — B0,
M5 AN 4k 23 B A A5 B JE ¢ (Guimond et al.,
2013).

e, B LB [ AF 0 R A 9 TR 42
N o ZET BB T AR (LR 24 4E), 5
KAPFRAIR L, R Al Xy L2 A B A
L EL A [ B BUR 9 1 JH (Liebkind & McAlister,
1999). HIATA I, BATHFFE i = X5 97 42 fuh 25
N R JRMERR S ME R S . WA SRR,
L2 %o 0 S O D) 8 R R KT B v, R o DO X
JE 2 fil 5 1) B e VE P BBy Bt (Cameron et al.,
2011; Cameron, Rutland, & Brown, 2007). Kt
A T T AN [ AR B 2 ]9 R 422 b A iy
RIE RIS S . BN, 35 METELHA TXF
Hh BE 4K (9 I W (Rutland, Cameron, Bennett, &
Ferrell, 2005), {EAUTAS S 71 F20E . HFAAVE DI R0 50
KRR, I REE B R AR E 35 %
JLIEXT AN A I DL AN, XL o
43 ZEERT REMMNER

P sk n B IS R I AEWIELE 7T 7 JRIA
LB R AR I 2T AR BR T IR R
2 ol T BE AR S 8 5 AN Ol L9/ I PE L 22 40,
I 12 5 22 Ml G 1 AR A R LA AT O R ek
(Hewstone et al., 2014), 53 4b, A LAitk— 4 %%
PR b O 0 R AR FRER AR, FH USSR R4
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R A A ] 502E T R ARG i 43 23 1 A1 2 O
Z 55 WA — B 0 RIS BE L A 3l
HRLAI 45 60 S 3 20 A A, A b i e — A
SERE AT B, T A ) A B A ) I R 4 S AR
W ARG BRABMAR., RE, M5 &
ARG PR B0 Y R AR R AT B AR B El), SRR
W, FH A B A AR B AU, SR T
ZBW AR T IBIT N D R E S R R, R
TR, Y REMT RN AEER S TR
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SEASAET G B W R T RO, OBk R T TR
S B HL, BFRE WK, ¥R
V2R —FhE& FHREBR O 2 09 T TR w% 1] LA B IE 3R
BARKT G 4 53 245 0 25 B AAT A (West & Turner,
2014).

Hsz, ¥R AL 5 R Z g E N
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il T MR AN AR SR, HX IR E KR
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FaM SEORE A R AEMRAEN L, ¥ RE
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5 e A LR A Py s, A RIS
AR, EFER BRGSO SBOR R, X
AT IR 20 0 2 4k T 1l 5 19 31 2% (Dixon, Durrheim,
& Tredoux, 2005), Ak 57 34 T 24 AN St
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RIFHREPRICR
44 BRETEEEHREMNEETN
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I 2 A1 i A 45 48 5 B B B2 il (Imaged  Inter-group
Contact, Crisp & Turner, 2009) 1) Kz 8 A B 4 il
(Vicarious Inter-group Contact, Dovidio et al.,
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L] A8 ELAE I RWE 7 XA [ [ 42 3 Br 422 A X 2%
B ROV R K S Xof s 4 i B S I 2525 HLIR
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T b 0y 5 U R NI A B R IR AR, 5
RN R A 06 B AR 3R 8 I A 12 AR B X #E AN Ak
FERS B ek, X — iz fhad R e & 1) 38 ke
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“[A) Btk (Wright et al., 1997), SR T Af13%
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2004; LR, 2014), 43 R E MBS AL TN
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PRI WAFTERZ Ak, IR i e 7
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Extended inter-group contact:
Viewpoints, mechanisms and future researches

Al Juan
(Department of Psychology, Tian Jin University of Commerce, TianJin 300134, China)

Abstract: Extended contact effect proposes that knowledge of an in-group member has a close relationship
with an out-group member can lead to less inter-group prejudice, and more positive inter-group attitude.
Inter-group anxiety, perceived in-group norms/perceived out-group norms, including others in self, and self
disclosure are the mediators in the relationship between extended group contact and attitude. Individual
differences on sensitivity of group norms, closeness of relationship with in-group members, attitude of
social consciousness and direct inter-group contact are the moderators in the actual effects of extended
inter-group contact. More studies are needed to explore the motivations behind the extended contact effect,
compare the differences of extended contact effect on children and adults attitudes, focus on the far-reaching
social consequences of extended contact, and intensify integration of different indirect inter-group contacts.
Key words: extended contact effect; group prejudice; group attitude; inter-group relationship



