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BEP R RL, K 1 RAS e 5 RPN R A RIEZRENR M E R . BT 1 45REM . (DR R ZL R
AR AR WL AT B PR B R B 22 S R ()RR B 2 Wi S A A R S 1), B A S B A IR IA
() R s g, EL G5 SRR A 00 25 BE ORI R o BIFSE 2 2R SR I DURRA AT 1 IR A B WL B s 21,
XD B R ZUAR BN G A R Rl TR, U R I A AR B R o RS i ] R A TA [) A0 8 18 20 Al BN e A o
SO, RSB AT UK RRAS BORAE S — Ay, il SO AT A BOS R &, A BEPR 2R BN G 5

B UL, B FERC R o

WIS, RIEABNE, RIEEMIE, RIEINRE; ZIBESR

B849:C91

1 [R)EE

2L THEE, VOIS S A
TR S 2R IR T 2 H (Demoulin, Leyens, & Yzerbyt,
2006; Levy, Chiu, & Hong, 2006; Plaks, Stroessner,
Dweck, & Sherman, 2001; Yzerbyt, Judd, &
Corneille, 2004). HF5% & A FREARE PP 5 B
IWHEA T 20 EN G . s WAEHFIA IS, T &
22 I A 59 0 B RN (Bastian & Haslam, 2008;
Haslam, Bastian, Bain, & Kashima, 2006;
Levy, & Chiu, 2001; #/KiE, ¥, S8, J7UH,
2012), RO NI IE M TR i B G
HMNTEFFAE AT N TERFAE (AN AR 3 BRI E ) 55) 25 57 1)
G, Fefa ARG NI B R, HXTRER
BRI ZIMRENER . UL SCAEHE SR §E #55
¥ A 2 B 5 I (Hong, Chao, & No, 2009;
Rosner & Hong, 2010), 7£E PN LLH ARG A,
T H S RBOAF A REZRENEH LR, AR
T G 2% 1) B 4 b0 BRAA AR, 8 B A
WL S,

SMT AR A BTkt sy . IERRANR RS, B

Hong,

ek H B 2012-09-07
iBIRAEE: J7 4N, E-mail: wanmg@nwnu.edu.cn

231

JE ANELE, EMNMATE O FIE R —RE . A
BUMRS, BEAL TN E Y 8 T #4%
&, LA—AA 300 5 SOR AR L T R4 i AT 1)
45 (Molden & Dweck, 2006), Dweck 55 A\ &K #l—
Lo A i) FIA M AR IR (AN AAS .« B )7 . TETEAE)
SERER . AFTERR), SRR SR R
SIHLAES 7, HIXRAR RMER, XU B R S
R12 (entity theory); 75 —28 AT =9k AR JE S
SHASATEARY, AT USSR 0 85 AR B R, FR
Z #7818 (incremental theory), iX P Ff B i H A7
TN K i, AH A I 5 I P A A A 25 7
(Dweck, 2000), TEREARAIGELFE A, NAREEA ] Fi
FRIE (TR BT AR 1 ) 5% ) 2 AT 198 At 2 40 D R
BRAISE, B SRR A2 1 35 KA S s ZU ) %)
R EN S F IL(Dweck, Chiu, & Hong, 1995; Hong et
al., 2004; Keller, 2005; Levy, Stroessner, & Dweck,
1998), Jii2k, Bastian fll Haslam F 5K % A B L
NN B0 AR BT i HE 4R 2 o i 17 PR (Bastian &
Haslam, 2006), PS8 7T LG AF 2 O B BTS
A — ™ A4 (Haslam et al., 2006).

AR 8 (essentialism) & — 2 =B ME &, a0
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TEVE & P oe b F 24l s p a8 W - 2Rk
THES AL, A2 v 2R FR i I8 7K S )
KT YIS o Medin F1 Ortony KA iS5 AL
b R AR M T AN AR ) 200 2R A it
(essence) {5 & (Medin & Ortony, 1989), Rothbart
Fl Taylor 1 KA BTIe ML 5] ASMT AR T2
5 B FRA 2 v, AT A AT R R R A 2
R AR N . a7 22 N R H #RJE (natural kinds),
BRI AA T2 B A B AR, A2 SOy 45 2R,
XANEE TA BT AR S R AT AR 1, I L HE
TEAR B B3 FRAE B9 7115 B % Ui (Rothbart & Taylor,
1992).

Haslam 55 \CKE0BRAS BUig 8 o —FPANR 1Y
AR, BMECE s R EBA —DHIRE . AR
AT, XA B 2 B R ARAE, I HLX
SEPEE AR . AR AT e, A
EHA AR RS (Haslam et al., 2006). TE
SCE B 5T A [, Haslam 55 AOKF O BLAR S
(psychological essentialism)[X 43 AP N4EE, BIH
S% K (natural kind) FlSE {41 (entitativity), 882509
WSS X PR A Y e Rb AR &R, SCARME RS S
fEAE S R D N — B . G — A B X
K] B % A1 5 (Haslam, Rothschild, & Ernst, 2000;
Haslam, Rothschild, & Ernst, 2002), i % 32448
(vs B AR FLO BRA BT A & o0 A, AHER At
e EA ESE, SSEM iR AP
HOEA S BA LA SRR A AR L 5
(AnZIMER G . i LA, B LAZ# AT 3 akofs SEiRae
T AL 5 T R A 0 B AR T e A s R AT B AR
(Bastian & Haslam, 2006, 2007, 2008; Gelman, 2003;
AR, 2012),

Hong &5 A 7E B ¥ BOIG % 78 1 0] A7 At 250 7]
MIBESE B, N BRI TE NAT G ey 2 A A L 2>
B i E mE A A A, SRR FE RS B
FEAER, FER AL B O R B MBS
S T T R, AT B AN 5 e R A
B B 3 B AR (A N o N B ELN), X R
EOPNEY o S T (U D O B ey 2 | A W 1 A 7S
PN, X ANEEARREA T 2 00 0L, AHR, #iAs
WHEFH S S MEENEN AR, MAZHE
AR, IRAME A2 B 5] 5 A TR S AN
PR3 M) (Hong et al., 2004; Hong et al., 2003; Hong,
Chiu, Yeung, & Tong, 1999; F/&HEZE, 2012), FEIX
BepF5E  EL Al |, Bastian f1 Haslam $F—259 @ T

BN S o WA EAE PSR, A
TR BEA FUE RAE R N BRAEAL, R T A BOs s &
it AFM R, RIS &5 200w L
ARG, J-9 59 25 B BB O1 Y B SN ) RN SO A vy et
T, ULBH.OBEAR B I 1 4 S A2 R A SC O B
%V (Bastian & Haslam, 2008).

BARB ST A0 RO (BUGHRE . B IX —Fh 2
A PRAR, Hong Fl No 45 A X 43t T W A A B X
S RGO NS, B RGAS BT A R A kR 2y
I8, A AR PR B 1e 43 AR R 3G X R Jo 3L i
(RS WL B Bl S WL S AR Ry P g, DA 50 3A
e AH—3(Hong et al., 2009; No et al., 2008), Rij &
F2 K B A2 1 AN AT 2R 1 AR TR [ B A T T ek
PO G DA B0 A o T R LS B 2 B A Ay
R 2Pk 2 500 AL R BeAl, Bonham, Warshauer-Baker,
& Collins, 2005), JEFIA BT T RGO FRE 1Y
NSRBI RE 1S5 @Ak, FTLL, RIEA e —Fh A
SERAFAE T HEA K B Eal, 2 A W N ARERY
HERE; 5 E Y RIGA B AETE, T 3ok R
AR TE D R AE S i TAE S 09 L Ba Y R i i
AR, ATk, RES 2SS AR, A0
GBI 1) RG22 SO0 AN 02 SO W T B A 0 A Jo 2%
(Hong et al., 2009), "] UL, RFEAFIE S OIEA R
WY A RE S —F, BRI X R AR X
SyPERNAE Wy REA, 0T R A IS 5 Z RS, B R
BIENRIX RS R

QNE SO NENY e DELI 7 N N SO 3 A S SN D
Ph I RAL WA —HE, 5200 E AR B R A Sk
R B 1E B s ML BE F1 (Hong et al.,, 2009;
Williams & Eberhardt, 2008). #F5% & B, *f R A
A (4 SE R AR R AT S 55 B PR AR 03 L 2 4 18 L
6 T 220 X 43 R Ry B U PE (No et al., 2008)
(WFFE 1), PN RGI2 A Bie & 2 it T F1 b5
B Wb, A BT A [ B R AR SR ARy — 2
O3 B B SR, T A VS 3 XA [ B R B AR A R T
B2 E SR ERE M, XTRE AR SRR
(1453 B3P (Chao, 2009). 5H5A RMG A1 &
FALLAL, A RGEAS BT 0 AR B0 AR Ak 19 Rl e
FUGRE 2, X T /RO, REAS Be A4 148
AR BB T AT A TR S Ak, iy R A s 5 | A
PRI ATl 31 32 9 30K (No et al., 2008) (fF5T 2),
73— WO FE AL 5 TAERY BN 36 B R T A58
HERMA L8 (Hong & Zhang, 2006); AT
Ve 7 i e B 5 B Y 2 A B G Fil O U (Jayaratne
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et al., 2006; Keller, 2005; Verkuyten, 2003); 5%y
WF A AL, ROGEA BT 18 2 TE A [] SCAHE Z8 ) 7 4
i AR R AR B R, AT EIRIE A O
KA 2 3 ) e B ik i A% oK SF W 3 15, e W4
TAE TR B 28 i 72 A2 1 38K 1 s 7 (Chao,
Chen, Roisman, & Hong, 2007),

gi b, ABUSTERH A R P EENEN, &
SiEZ BRI G (2B EN G . i UL AL 25 A R 45
A HEER LR, T LRI, A RIS TE
b E AR R R E R BT, eEims s
s N ITREZ R ROR, RISk
TIRES RGP LRESmA PR, R
TR AR R IR Z e b R AR FRIEAS R
R H A . IRAR . BRES ARG, TR R— ROk
2 WRMmE . BPER. RPEIR, WA EA
TE Z e —1K, ZICH 24 RE, — k{4
R, PRz Ry R 20— s> (220,
2004), WEIRB XAV, REBEXRTE
H5Pr A BRI 20 . e =T, KE
PR B OC RME R 2 BB AMEGR 2 0F . UL IR
R R S (K 7, 2007) Fe [ AL T4t 25 PR A&
JEFNEE AL R b, RO Z 8] 4% fik H 3 4005, 3L
FE23 DY BTG B 0y BEAE 1 S AT i, A R
A 0D AS T b 7 A 26 IR ) RSN T, ) s
TEAEAE 2 S8 — B [ G TR] o FR RIS i 0t el AR
FOERPERT, X R PR IC R AR 7 X 1X SEHEAA
OB BISE, RetE N d 2o — ok £
-BUA K, T Ek, 2004)” 19 E GN R 5 AE
RO R AL OB RS . BT, FNEBf
[FZROT5E, JTRESEMIRYOTSE, BA H Y B s
B S, AR EBCE T A SC R+, %
KREAFIR XL BRI LR, FEAUT =4
Hi:

B, A ROFEAS BT 18 XA s 1 0 1) 5 0 5

5, K RGAS BUS e BRI [R) R PR A B2
TR

5=, R RGAS Brie Xy ROEZIMR B G R A A
JE B 50

2 5T 1

K FH ) 3 kX R /DR G . iR DB
TEAFNDUG S A B REBR Ao . REA RIS . REIA
R R P 2 i A5 P AT TN . R B R R A
Ve X RERR 058 AL PR 2 BE 52, [A] B 2% 285 B AR

AR AR RIEA B (5 &R 2,
BN 50 B PR 22 SRR, I % RO IR e 3
A
21 WRFZE
211 #Hik

AHEFE BB R P LS 22 R IR A 1Y E AL (DA
DU R E) 351 B R4, Hh B4 125 4, Lk
226 %4, PUK 136 %4; “RJm/DEIRE 148 £ (b f]
K HARG G ER), “HUEDEIRE 67 45 (M
TR FE A N T D At B R 32); A 04 v
1E 17~24 % (M 1=20.86, SD=1.26), MRIZHIFEIE
FIETHAIREE S5 U5IR, FRATMBE A A JE A A5 Y
Bk, AR e MR CRATER E 2R X
Hr YR R AR A RO HEIR, “HMEE o BRI B, BP
DRRE B AN R DU, DU SN R D BRI
212 ®HMRIA

A&45REI%E  Gosling 25 A% 10 00 H A
#% ) % (TIPI) (Gosling, Rentfrow, & Swann, 2003),
Hrp iy 10 KSR B AT B PFASG T R A I
AL, RVAMEE . B AE . SRR TEg Rt
FRE T 2 W IO . ABFSE R HIX 10 30 AR R
i, ERPOATE 6 miit iR LON 12 2R FE”
F 6“5t AM ), Z Bt A R T e il i N
BT (< F B A A a] L BAIE 1) R AMEE AR
B pUBR R PTE . F AR ) B SR R A 7
LEWITAE o Bt LA R MG B A EFE N | Ab
FEVE 2 159 53 19 22 57 R /N e i e gt 3 U o 1) 7 R A
ZSRE . A XBEINFE R, EAMERE
Sun No %5 AR T HHLLEWEFE 7k (No et al.,
2008), KA AN HABAF )5 SC s b, 7R E N
ANz as L, AHFZEXT 10 TS 4R R FH B 1
R 7 AT T F S N BT, JFEA T
R EFE BT J5 0 1 R & B Oy AT T
VA, i TE R LA R a7 IE A .
B s S A REARBER DU | <R JE /DR s
DR, R R AEPEA PR I 2 04 YR — B &R
Boo 25k 0.70,0.76 1 0.83, PEMAMEEA TR %
Y N EB— 3P R A o 4351 ¢ 0.68,0.74 F10.79, X
T R AR — 3.

REARILE%E KA No & Hong il 1Y R
G NFRiS 2R LTRS (No & Hong, 2005; No et al.,
2008) 3 ) 5t B 3% B M o ) AR, iR 8
ANTE MR, /TP H PGB RIGA TS
LR PO R B (0 e <A A AR e A b (b ) FRG
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FEEMEER . ), 5T E AL g R
WL AR BE (B an . < RIGAUSE —Fh 2025, s
T ELRTE, ST LA, ), BFRA 6 ST,
M1 GERARE)E 6 (SEaRE), ¥5mHAamid
R WA e TR S o A5 a3 e 1 I R A R
AT WSS ZY, 22, AR R A
ASHIFFT T A SR FH B2 A0 (00 95% A9 7 3k ) ) S 00 A 718
1, ZJa#aE A R R4 XTI E BT i 3R
HEAT T U8 7 B R PEAL, B X R T T
Wi — 2 BT, XFERIE T R EA RAFAIE
RSO R o T IS B B 4 R R
SAFEA B B AR T A i Y D9 — 3o
ZBCa 43K 0.76,0.76 F1 0.84, RGEHM IS/ &
KON EB—MERE o 05120 0.76, 0.74 F10.77,
SR N —ZE R BN 0.77,0.78 F10.74, A
RIYBUEME R R 4 R0, #4051 5 5ER
A%k . NFI= 0.93, CFI=0.95, IFI=0.95, GF1=0.96,
RMSEA=0.07, RMR=0.08, 45301 H £ fTJm 4 & L1
N F- 3 7E 0.64~0.78 Z[0) . X i A 3 1 B A4
RSB TR R, BRI ESUE, T
PR Sl REAS BT ) T H
RigIAEIRIE R HHE N &S N il i
RGN R ER PR RIGES € R, R Epil
X RSOy E B IR . AR TR R
B — b1, RIRBR &%, ) (R, 2, 7
WIEN, 2011), X—Ha R 2HET Phinney (1992)
(1) 22 B G A ) fE 26 (MEIM), T4 T B % A ) 4 [+
1)L RO, B8 s AR S8R TN SR Y i
NEME, 1353 AT DIZEAS R REAR [ ST oA . DR RO
INF A AR H R 2%, BEE TS St 28 fbni 22 4k, 5
ST B B 1 1 TR A5 B A A R d AR
FE . FEARI(PEANS W (Verkuyten, 2005); (J7HH4,
R, 4, 2010; JTHN, moRiE, B, 52,
2012)). FrLA, BEHRCREE & 4k B T fig ik 2 A
FEME R, It BB REA T REATRE SR
AR B F RS . ARSI —AN 300 5 (RP<3& Xt
) RGEAT R ZL R AR, NN 3 B ¥t 5 b
BRI BRI H B, Bk 6 M H
IR, RA 6 sitsr, M1 AEW ARFRE)R 6 CIEH
Al ), H A —A B mat o i B (B iR A
BHACETHI—ARE. 7). RS, U
B B O ROE B il s, X E RO A
R ZL A A JE B AT AR B S, DU
R JE D BORM R D8 R = A FEAR B R R N

B —ErE R o 4504 0.80,0.88 il 0.85, PN E
R R AT g R Bon, &40 H SERLE TS
B/ . NFI= 0.94, CFI=0.95, IF1=0.95, GFI=0.94,
RMSEA=0.12, RMR=0.04, %535 H () K F &% fof 1€
0.46~0.85 Z [1], U5 F8bnik 2 AT LIHEZ K.

SNBEIERMZSE R Phinney il i 2 RN
[f] 42 MEIM (Phinney, 1992) i) HoAth B % 5 I
(Other-group orientation)43 1 2 & Il & 4% 10 5 FMiE
RIS EE, H3RM 6 NI H MR FIn . 3=
MG DGR E5E A ™), R 6 jidtar, A1 (dE
WARE)E 6 AR RE), — B ito35i (] b
TR RO [F) 2 N R A A — R — 2k, ),
P AT 8 v U K 5 A R B A Ml g A B
R, 2 AT . BN AR (R R A,
2011) 3R Wiz i 3R HA 8P A5 B0, A =
MEATR RN — B R AL o 535174 : 0.78,
0.83 1 0.85, BANZEIIENERN R oMras LW, &
Auit H 5ELA A 8 %0 ¢ NFI=0.98, CFI=0.99,
IF1=0.99, GFI1=0.98, RMSEA=0.03, RMR=0.03, %%
I H B R FEAmT7E 0.40~0.92 Z[H], F8hr¥yikn]
ez KV, HAEC AR, wTLAVE I &gk il 5 4
RSB T H
213 WRIERF

WM 321808 32 ok A8 U 2R O B 2= it e A, I
A AENEAS AL R e BB 2 [R) 22 5 a6 A o it 0
F GO G E 44 A, $di (U TR
T, WA TR OREE, AR . S i B
VR . Bl e e EEAE B IS, RIFHKIK
SERAEPR N . RIGAR TS . RGNS fil
SRR, AT A2 10 min. o PR HL
YRR IR ) i Oy R R s, Ik
WA LR G 351 1y, ARCRA 97%.

PAFBAR A SPSS 17.0 e it Hf: 4745 B AN
Giit o, R AMOS 18.0 Geitikff w4 ik
TR UE MR 2407
22 H#R
221 RERARBS X EHA 5 B 220

P 1 R REARTRARTE K NS GEBE X R
ARV A 147 150 (M) FAR E 22 (SD), R FH BC X BR
AHY ¢ K 5 A SRR PIRE RIS MRE DT AN 19 22 S0
M, SRR, BRIUUGHTE M 4R, LB
JiE R R AE AMEUE AT P 4E B B ANEEIT
ER LR FEZER(P > 0.05) 4, HAKAERELIEN.
SMEEEIN AR o D IAE R E 2 RAEWER 1 o fH),
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Ui W 1% R B AR 2 i) 7 AR R ot | B I 2
25 5

Sy Ay 36 A R A A R AR U AR A B AR
B S R, AR [E] 25 F 5T 1Y 480k (No et al,
2008), TFEH R TE K NS 4E B 6 Py S A0
FEDEAN 15 53 10 48 % 253X — F5 b R 4 12 8% 0 3] 1Y
FER2E SRR, PR ik 1) RO AR e 15955, ¥
Bk o (5 e 43 L b, N=155)FHIK
ST AR T84y, N=196), KM REAR T
Ko 50 >k % 52 15 43 ARG 43 A9 X 7E K DR 45 4k
JE LA xf 22 E Y 25 s L . S5 SR, AMEPE R T
TRV YERE N . SMEVT 43 1) 48 X6 22 (B TE /51 43 4 R0
A AgalZ B BE N ZERGR P fl), B
IR 1 ROGEAS B W e B Z, e SMPE F o 41
JEPIANERE FIRFNRIMN  SME 2 R, 25
WE TR o
222 RIEARBE &R E S0

ISVA
)7

RG2S AR S, DA T2 2 . Bt
W1, 7€ 6 s3T50 (1~6 Zh)ae R, & HHARBATE R %
AT . HEE 8 ML il A B 15 40 B8 7E e
HE DL Lo BERH B IR 4 Y B AS e R
BORWI N, XA ROGEHES A BRI E S B, [
A 5 40 G REAAR A B A A B . BT REA Y
t R IRAS IR R, = ADHHARN NS E15 1 i
AN A B (R 2 56 5 9 ¢ fH). HRINE T2
IITEE BRI (F 4 (2, 348)=4.49, p < 0. 05; F sa(2,
348)=5.78, p < 0. 01; F y(2, 348)=19.61, p < 0. 001),
AR BOATE RIGEAR BT . NREE E FAM 4
SR BIA RS ZE R EIR, R
AR b, DUBEFN LR DR R A Z 4] TG b 2 22
5, AHRETHS R EN TR BB RERAR R
Bk FEN B ER 5 b, PR D B ATE B 225,
AR 3 i 2 T OURR L, RSN L =
TA WENZES, 15950 5w & BUR DB,

2 B A HEA B B AR R E S 190 B AR DU, <R/ R B A s
Tl TRBAREREASFRLAA. IMEFTIRERNE
DU REDE R D8
KA NG t
SD t M SD t M SD t
3.99 0.73 3.91 0.83 4.42 0.98 .
M -1.34 -5.67 0.59 -2.36
4.11 0.72 4.45 0.86 434 0.91
4.14 0.78 . 4.89 0.81 5.01 0.90
HAME 2.73 9.50 6.70 —-0.48
3.90 0.87 4.02 0.95 3.95 1.19
) 4.45 0.88 . 4.99 0.95 491 1.03 . .
TUT R 3.42 7.07 3.52 -2.06
4.14 0.81 433 0.86 4.46 0.98
4.14 0.73 . 4.55 0.92 4.69 1.05
5 dhfa e Pk 5.88 4.03 4.23 -0.72
3.60 0.86 4.11 0.97 4.14 1.02
) 4.47 0.80 432 1.12 4.64 1.22
T 7.21 —-4.07 -1.20 0.95
3.82 0.89 476 0.84 4.84 0.96

T BPRIAMBE S ETWAT, EAT X NERETT 2, TAT XM TRy, ¢ S 3 BT HEAS P 022 S 0 25 2
G —F ¢ {HR EAA BE b X YRR SN TP 3 240 X0 22 B A RORAR BT 85 43 2 VIR 43 2H 1 2l ST R AP B0 R R 4 45 5, . "p < 0,05,

“p<0.01,""p<0.001, F[.

F2 IETEmEAST

R & T2 M SD t RiEARit REEBE

RGEA BT e 4.02 0.71 - _

o MR E 4.89 0.68 0.56" 0.17 -
SRS EE 4.08 0.79 -0.09 0.10
REA TS 4.08 0.84 - -

RJm B WS 5.21 0.83 . 0.51" -
SMEEASEE 4.64 0.88 >3 -0.34" -0.17"
RJEA BTt 3.73 0.87 - -

[ PR 5.03 0.89 554’ 0.44™ -
SN EE 4.72 0.91 0.06 037"

i

FAR T N A FOKERR R NS E SIS B FEAC ) RIS, SR 6.

75 HAA K FR AL
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45 &

AT 25 6. 73D BoR, RIEARRE.
PR A A MR il 25 B2 22 [A) R S 5 AR OG, (B
AR R 25, RIDUG Y = A48 i 22 ] 3
To b EAE G, R JE DR RIG AR =48 i 22 1] 1
ARENMXK, MREARBRES NS 58 IEM
XK EAMEEEE A B S AAE O, WS S AN
i 285 B 2 AR G o T < iUR A B R B R
FE AN il A5 B R AR A OG, RGEAR RIS S5
T OE 5 0 B IEAH DG, T 5 A4 il 25 B T W
FHK

J TR UERF AR, 20 A R G A B R
DI A R AMEEAS BE RS2, 43 5 A DS IS Ak
P2 Ml 2 B Ay DRI o W P SRR AT 8 A Ay 4 o) A o
RIGEAIS N A AR 5, Xt = NEEARTEAR IS 7541 1]
9. g5 R F LR 3), DU B AR BT X iy
FEH A2 RS2 Ml 25 B 20 AT BOAE A, R 2R
JE B R G 1 R A BT X NS 2 B IR
] BAE FH (8=0.51, p < 0.001), T J1H 26%, %f
HMREA BE A 3 Y B ) B0 AR (8=-0.34, p <
0.001), T J1° 10%, i “HE /0% B ik bl 1)
FRAS BT i A6 A B A 25 B O ) F A
(8=0.45, p <0.001), T IIK 17%, HK53HrFS)
2 A 25 SRR, R (DB R R ) xR A
Bt 5 NS . AN A B A O R AL B TR
YR, BPERGEAS BT e %o /5 B w1 Y R TA [l A7

LM, T DU B AT 5

R T S U 4 s B AR e R N R R AT
TR o 25 R B B iy, FRATTNT PN TS o AN fh 25
A3 TE RS B8 5 A RIS Wt A T He A
MSTFEACIY ¢ KRR 2s S, RIGEA T & 4l ik
BN E 1S4 (M=5.21, SD=0.71)% 3 & TI% 440
Pk (M=4.84, SD=0.85, t (349)=4.22, p<0.001), {HJ&:
AN S FE AR (M=4.31, SD= 0.92) . E (K TL5>
PR (M=4.59, SD=0.83, t (349)= 2.88, p<0.01).
223 REARICENEEEIIIEIEMSEE

BN EA

AR H A LA S A S R B0, 3R /D5
O 1 BT AR i . N S8 RSN S M 25 B 2 i)
A W BIMIE, ROGAR IS N B o AN
ik 25 B 4 Wk 2 A B ) AR T o A TR R T
AN b S B I sZ AL, R B AS B 7E N
W E SN S B 2 R S AR AR T, K
MTLASMERZS BE N PR S o, AT % R ) Ay 4 1 72 o
PR E RN B G AS BT 36  [ A8 (1 AR e E A
RTEAT T oAb B, DURE G0 B 3L 26 M b A7 )2
WA . G5 RERGER 4), 7R RIAT, N
T BB NS 0 25 T ) B AN S BE (B=-0.17, p <
0.05), (HETES =L M, 4 REA B A7
FEI, PORE 2 Xt AN S BE i 000 VR AR AN 3
(5=0.01, p > 0.05), {HJE& R JGEA RIS A M i A5 i
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Abstract

The simple understanding of ethnicity by lay people is called the lay people’s theory of ethnicity, two
theories are used to interpret the ethnicity by lay people in their everyday life. One of the theories contends that
ethnicity is determined by nonmalleable, deep-seated essence and the essence would give rise to stable
personality traits and abilities across situations, this is called the essentialist theory of ethnicity. The other theory,
however, denies the real existence of ethnic essence, ethnicity is a social construction that is arbitrarily created
due to social and political reasons in historical contexts, which is termed the social constructivist theory. Some
western studies have shown that people have different interpretation about ethnicity cause different group
perceptions and group relations. It is necessary to test and extend these results in another social background, like
the Chinese one.

First, 351 students from different ethnic groups participated in Study 1. They completed a questionnaire
aimed at assessing their attitudes towards inter-group perception, ethnic identity, lay people’s theory of ethnicity,
and out-group contact attitude. The results showed that: (1) the stronger essentialist belief a participant has, the
more sensitive he or she is about group difference; (2) essentialist theory affects people’s inter-group identity, i.e.
the deeper one believes in essentialism, the tenser he or she feels about in-group identity and bias, the more
passive attitude is hold towards out-group contact.

Second, 104 Han students participated in Study 2. An experimental method was used to test stereotyping
differences against the minorities in relationship to lay people’s ethnic theories. Participants were randomly
assigned to read the article advocating the essentialist view of ethnicity or the article advocating the social
constructionist view of ethnicity. The result illustrates that: participants in the essentialist ethnicity condition
showed stronger stereotyped impressions, especially negative stercotyping than did those in the social
constructionist condition, but participants in the two conditions did not differ significantly on their positive
stereotyping.

In conclusion, the essentialist theory of ethnicity has a great influence on ethnic identity and ethnic
stereotyping. Practical implications of these results imply that lay people’s theory of ethnicity can be used as a
vehicle for reducing prejudice. Specifically, we can teach people to hold more social constructivist belief and
less essentialist belief.

Key words lay people’s theory; essentialist theory of ethnicity; social constructivist theory of ethnicity; ethnic
identity; stereotype



