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TP EAREBRR A ALERFABRNIBGSE, HEMBRBRFEGEAFILLA T2E Lo

KB AR SE ASZFNE BEERERZ2H BRARER BERXZ

— 55
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AT SN A S BE Gf IR 25 5 = A i R LR AL
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[Fi) A 3 — o B PR 22 A B AT s e X Ak 2 oA ] g i SRR o DRI, Ak 2 28 55 AT B B 42 ok 22 1
AN G RN A A DG A 1 AR BE A2 O BRAE D7 T A3 A 17 AR 0 25 BE i s ma AL ), F 9 AH 5%
BUETAT LA T ffe NATTRE M S BE ) B K2R o AR, #E 2 28 B b A S JF s 422 i 22 17y R 1 50 () Uk
38 AT A1 I 25 22 5 1) F2 A 2 22 AR ( Allport, 1954; Bobo & Hutchings, 1996; Hjerm,
1998a; Quillian, 1995) o AL FEHE G G AN R BRI , At 23 28 5% M o7 B a2z fioh 8 17 1 T 220N TR
T BERDT AT 52 0] R AR A/ M L S B

P2 2T M A AH AR PR N “Z B UMM L™ o JFL 2 B e Ay 5k 2 28 U M AN, S AIG ) A
AR LE , 25 22 05 b AV A58 1 14 18 D A A B /0 52 1) NI 482 1T 1) 28 355 S s A I, At ]t 5 5 5 DA 5 61
PRSI th Ak g5 — MIA, th 2 28 T M7 18 1y, JHE X A0 £ AT 2 B Al 55 B & 4 ( Chung,
2015, 2017; Quillian, 1995 . “BEFREZAMA L7 58I AMTRT LAIE 3 5 4054 AT i) 422 ks /D 1 fie ks
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Turner, 1979) .
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EZ SR

EHE=EHESPEEBERERZRE R, BB XT L aPrat S . 3E 5B EEZ RS GE
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Quillian, 1995; Scheepers et al., 2002) . “Z& 3% BB 7 VR F “4E B EUIR UL” ( group threat
hypothesis) ( Blumer, 1958) o HAZ.CoWL £ 02 , AN [l 82 A SR AL T2 0858 4 vh, AR AR R AR 1A]
(HME) R AA I BAR R EHG T HAE 5AMF AR S o2 & LR a5 - 7E RSN A A1 5 i
2t TR T AR g B 22 32 B A 2R % SRR D N AT MR AR AT R 785 BE o s B A o A S, 7E S MR AR
1A I T 18 52 28 B P K B &, TS 40 N ATT X #0358 45 T 1 3l 8% 9 ( Chung, 2015, 2017; Quillian,
1995) o Ak, 5B ES v S AR S 45 5 B AN TR AR E S B . fh23k Rl 3R A
. A FRAE A LB AR A AT B HE R 2 AT S IA R A JEAR KRR o T Y 2855 50 5 K RAFAERT,
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AbBTE 2017 ARAH RN L H A SR R L E R PG 0 B RE e P ) 9 4Hi A 3, B0F Rl
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RSO R AZ AL PR R AR O = AR i e PRI AR B DL YA 2 R, AR
DU P A 2 BRI, ARG LA O Bl AR A 2 B

(=) Zriirifens

AT AR R 12 S [ FPAS R, P, FAT] 32 2R P U2 5 3 4% ( Ordered Logistic) [1]
AT GETE i[RI, FRAT Tt 22 R PR A S i S e, SR ] — R [l U A ( OLS) Xof P Ik
AR RS R A TR VAR . R 2 S T BRI R A ST

LR 2 Elﬂjtiifcﬁiﬁﬂﬂ‘%ﬁﬁ*f”ﬂﬁ{ﬁ FNTA B, b B R A R X 58 H AR e P A 1R
A Wiy O G, AR AR . Xl BRI 1 T H AR AR D S M AR i 1A 4 dig 25 (7]
TE I o

*2 HXTERE AR ST
A it N - {H b2 w/IME SSFN]
EH 10670 3.25 0. 80 1 5
H7s 10651 2.47 1. 10 1 5
L 10641 3.39 0.72 1 5
EPSINGE 10713 4.24 0.74 1 5
VA s N Hetil( %)
ZhE 10873 52.70
WA 10839 42.60
ACEH
TARB 4% 10243 50. 20
METRFM 10243 18.00
INEAR 10243 10.20
Ll 10243 6. 20
(=gl 10243 15. 40
SR
Wk U 10873 47.51
s 10873 25.97
KV b 10873 26.52
7
K 10873 12. 84
K= 10873 25. 86
K= 10873 28.92
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2
e BB AL 10873 27.70
3 A 10873 22.74
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VU 2246 % P

3 PBIALL - 1 RS RS RS A 1 -2 RS SR X H AR A 1 -3 B A
RS HRASE o ARSI “Z2 57 BUMMBGR ™, AN SO 2RI A 20— Tl R e e A R A O R At 2
LB AR AN HEx 56 HRAY S Y 150G, AR B MR R IE A 2 25 AL i
AR AR RSOCE AR . WP R, SR A RE 25 52 W AR B0 A8 L HACE
B R BB R R A X SR T S B A o HARR U, 55 3SR SO AR BE A T S LT YR 2 A
FHEE A3 LA 8 T 27 103 1A R A T 2 ) 5 B A IR & A LU AR 85 21 4% (™™ = 1) SRR R
2 R LA 1 R R BE (¥ R A 124 % 9 T A SRR P 2B LR 185 16. 6% (™ — 1) o A, R Jig
b2 2R A B R B R A R R [ 2 B AT

%3 KFRZEINIESENFRIZEHEER TS
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*H H7A A
0. 186 0. 242 056
itk (0.043) (0. 040) (0.043)
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1
kit (0.055) (0.052) (0.056)
AR ( SRR K I)
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. 0.071 ~0.096 0. 175
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. ~0.010 ~0.206™ 0. 186
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o -0.056 0.151° -0.138
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R
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gk3
AT -1 AL -2 1 -3
EH H4s B2
ALY ( S BRI R BEAL)
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(0.063) (0.058) (0.063)
0857211 Fik 0.457™* 0. 587 0. 422
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SESINEIlR
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_— (0. 156) (0. 146) (0. 160)
2.738 % 2.281* 4,350
N (0.161) (0.152) (0.167)
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XA A I o 5 B 7 A B S B o L AL S5 A 2 R B o X 25 i A 5 5, AL S 2K
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A o P (R R A T A X 2 7 G IR R AE LR 8 17 4% (™' = 1) , R B K K L)
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AT DU A LR BN 35 RS

AR “BEBREEAMBLUL" A R 22 B A B 35 F R B0 25 B B S I AU o TIB 4 SEAIE 45
S “BEBFAEAMBUL R B2 35 3 DOBIBMR A I T M 2 15 X A AR 25 HARZS B (1 5%
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it ,2016) o RIS 35 B 0 (4 11 1R 26 103 T R Szl b A2 5 45 5 26 0 H AR PR 255
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Column on the Longitudinal Study of Chinese College Students

Chinese College Students” Attitudes towards the United States, Japan, Russia and the Influencing
Factors ............................................................................................. Gong Shun( 1)

Abstract: The United States, Japan and Russia are the main countries which have formal diplomatic
relations with China. However, the corresponding empirical studies regarding Chinese college students’
attitudes towards these three countries and the influencing factors quite lack. Using the data from “The
Panel Survey of Chinese University Students” and combining with social identity theory, this paper tries to
explore the influences of several related factors ( including socioeconomic status, experience of intergroup
contact and sense of national identity) on Chinese college students” attitudes towards the United States,
Japan and Russia. According to the findings, regarding the socioeconomic status, there exists consistency
in its influences on college students” attitudes towards the United States, Japan and Russia; the higher the
socioeconomic status is, the better the college students” attitudes towards these three countries are.
However, regarding the experience of intergroup contact and the sense of national identity, there is no
consistency in their influences on college students” attitudes towards these three countries. Hence, this
reflects that the national relationships among China, the United States, Japan and Russia in the macro
level could influence college students” attitudes towards foreign countries. These findings are of great
significance for understanding Chinese college students” international perspective.

Keywords: Attitudes towards Foreign Countries  Socioeconomic Status  Experience of Intergroup
Contact Sense of National Identity International Relationship

The Impacts of Left-behind Experience and Its Initial Stage on College Students” Non-cognitive
Ability ............................................................................................. Guo Yaping( 12)

Abstract: The non-cognitive ability is an important component of human capital, and its influences on the
acquisition of individuals” social status is gradually prominent. Using the data from “The Panel Survey of
Chinese University Students”, this paper tries to empirically analyze the influence of left-behind
experience on college students” non-cognitive ability. According to the findings, the left-behind experience
has significant negative influence on college students” non-ecognitive ability. Comparing with college
students of non-only—child, the left-behind experience has more significant influences on non-cognitive
ability of college students of only—¢hild; comparing with college students from rural areas, the left-behind
experience has more significant influences on non-cognitive ability of college students from urban areas.
Moreover, this paper also tries to compare the influences of different initial stages of being left-behind on
college students” non-eognitive ability. According to comparison results, the negative influences of being
left-behind in the stage of high school on college students” non-cognitive ability is the greatest, then
followed by the stage of pre-primary school.

Keywords: Left-behind Experience  Initial Stage of Being Left-behind ~ Non-cognitive Ability
College Students

Articles

The Study on the Early Health Security Acquisition among Children of Floating Population
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ Li Sheng & Su Runyuan( 24)

Abstract: Based on the dynamic monitoring data regarding the health and family planning of national
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