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Abstract

Objective: “The Chinese Dream” is an important concept of the 18th party congress. In broad terms,
“The Chinese Dream” means the willing of the China’s national prosperity and contribution of
China to the world. While, in narrow terms, “The Chinese Dream” is every Chinese dream. What's
the means of “The Chinese Dream” for the immigrant group? This study developed the question-
naire of immigrants’ understanding of “The Chinese Dream”, which is their Social-mental Repre-
sentation of “The Chinese Dream”. And then, using the questionnaire, the social-mental represen-
tation of “The Chinese Dream” among 800 Beijing immigrant people was investigated. Methods:
The literature method, interview method, open-questionnaire investigation, item analysis, explo-
ratory elements analysis, confirmatory factor analysis and reliability analysis were used. Results:
The Social-mental Representation of “The Chinese Dream” Questionnaire had three dimensions:
national dream (8 items), social dream (12 items), and personal dream (5 items). The cumulative
explanation of the three variances was 83.948%. Internal consistency (Cronbach’s a) of the ques-
tionnaire, national dream, social dream and personal dream were 0.986, 0.979, 0.918 and 0.983.
The split reliability of the questionnaire, national dream, social dream and personal dream was
0.985, 0.974, 0.978 and 0.908. Confirmative factor analysis revealed that the three-dimension
model was proper (x%/df = 3.781, NFI = 0.927, RFI = 0.919, IFI = 0.945, TLI = 0.939, CFI = 0.945,
RMSEA = 0.087). It indicated that the questionnaire had better construct validity. Conclusion: 1)
The Social-mental Representation of “The Chinese Dream” Questionnaire has three dimensions,
which are personal dream, social dream and national dream. The questionnaire has satisfactory
psychometric characteristics. 2) The personal dream scores the highest, followed by national
dream, and finally social dream. 3) The social-mental representation of “The Chinese Dream”
among Beijing immigrant people has significant gender difference.
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HE: “PEE” 2EET/\RUKRRHEOBREENES, | X “FER” REVPEREELSHIEE
RIBRFIFR, AFMHTROETESE, Mk “FES” 2BR§—ANFEANEHE. SFRAIA
OSR¥E, MfIxF “HEE” S OBERERERAR? REFREmH T RN OBEFENT “HEE” Kt
SDOBERIER L, HHZAEHT TSN, %8004 b FEsIA O#T HBHVIBMNA, HEfh
i “HEE” HSOBERIERRER. 7k RACEE. HiRE. FBREEBRE. JEM. TR
HEERMT. BIEEERRIWRAEE SIS E. G8: ASas=/M4E:. EXBBNEH). &8
(12N E)YAANAZBGAT ). =AME R BT Z TR % 83.948%, ek J5 &3 B /i 57E0.6 2L L.
BER. BRE. LB ANABHAT—BHR250551°50.986. 0.979. 0.918f10.983, 715 E 5
#1°50.985. 0.974. 0.978%10.908. WiEEFHRSITERERH=FFHEUF RFHUAIRE(2/df =
3.781, NFI = 0.927, RFI = 0.919, IFI = 0.945, TLI = 0.939, CFI = 0.945, RMSEA = 0.087), ji#% E#H BiF

MEWRE. 4i: 1) WIIAD “FEZ” HLSL0ERIERNEAEEREY. HEBNNMNB=AEE,
W BH B K OENE R . 2) WA DX “HEDS” IS O0BERE/TREHR MY, HKE
HXE, REEARE. 3) WHAAN “HEEP” WS OERMEEFEHESR.

XA

1. 518

o AR SR E SRR AR AN RAR R SR M R R M. 2012 4F 11 A 29 H, ik
TR ACES P E E P RN B RN R ChEA o S R R
B A DR SRR B, BFUOVIZA AR, e RBEREM AL T U E N — A, el 7
AR R RN R &AL, BRI L E R (C1I1, 2012a).
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FE i RIERM . NRER. PEBFRIEE ANRPE” (21, 2012b). XAl 7 “ g7
IR, SR E R E R, RIEE M NRSFME. i, A, JaBic e “hES R R
2, WERBMARKE” , thiiehESEhE N NROB BRI, 2013).

SRR R EE XS R E AR Gy R ERT G SRR B, T
SC R EAE T AR A RORAE SR e A, 9t TTER A SR LI . PR R E AR &
TavE g s ) v BN A SRR B O B3R R R B RS i 2 S B SR A A 0 1) S B RN A AR (V2 I, S,
2008). MAWETEHE MM FFIE 2. BUAE. AR, MBERIZEE. BUh. Xt EF S5 AREmk
Jetigh &, SRl b EA R dR gt E A VR E A SO E AR ANE T EAE L SR b E AR S A
E AN “5 + 17 ARG R PR IR RGP E A (L4007, ERTE, 2013). FESEARMITR AL
FEXTHRTE AT EA” BEREAT A, RIS F R EET NIREES R, EEA TIul.
ARG, 1) onid, B CrpEART R —Rh A R KA S, 2) =i, B R EA
WA =AM E R R =AM R SREAMENE . NAMEE, ERTEILLNE RY, WEKE,
EoEsREA, MNRIRE, ERA L THEXCH P ERIRE S . 3) 4Eu, W “rhE%” RG24
JZ, Sl CrpEAS 7, AR URE S RIHERE, TR ER. RIR. e DA LERE(FEEAR,
K, 2013).

15 [ 2 3 S RL 4 75 (Moscovic) 32 H 42 R AE 2 18 (Social Representation Theory) & —ft 23 A
MG, PR S RAE T EME R AR I E R E I S LSRRG o M RAESE R B
JET AATHFAE AN AR RIS . W0iR SRR R, M TG P Rl & (5 & R gl A it
AR R (Abrams & Hogg, 2006). o RAESE [F]— SCA AL BB AR L AR JE T SR AV HIHESE . At e R AEBE
WIHLAKRE, BN — NS B I RAE A 2 AR I 3R, R RAE W Re A 0 T
HAtb Rk . EANE I FE T IT 1 I E A RSB B AL 2 3R AE . WRT IV R A0 BRTT AR AE
JEEF AR BB o R CBAET o REHHORAEAEXS BRI . ALK “RERARRE” . AT “HrEe
BEOR” o X SEREATRY « BEAX N7 S IR 2O BERAE (Jodelet, 1993; Meier & Kirchler,
1998; Adam, 1998; Lindeman, Pyysidinen, & Saariluoma, 2002; Sudas & Goregenli, 2013; Batel & Castro,
2015; Batel, Castro, Devine-Wright, & Howarth, 2016; Moreno, Sanchez, Huerta, Albala, & Marquez, 2016).
MR BAATE R — S EH D AL R 2R . ENKBFRFNIOH 1 b EE e EA 5
W7 R “HEZE” o ORZAEX “F27 . HOEN ChEEGSU” o DBRBEDES CRET A
X BRI HERE IR RAE (KOG, 2006; AeBETT, 2008; ¥R, 2008; WiET, MR, EfEHE, 2012),
MR T A FBEAN IS RIEE 257 BRI, ARRRKEDESHEf SR
MEEVET e EAFE R B 22 5, AN L S alnt b B PAN B AR, DU UG . 5l e A e 2 [h)
B REZER. WL, MEEH R RRRAL S RIS 2 AN KRR, g 7 MR
MR A2 OISR .

MR AL RAEHIR IR AL, SRS “ P [EAS 7 X —MEE i A 250 BERAE th 2 oA W 2 O R4 Ry
P, BRI AT RIS A TG O . B b T A AR TR AR E, St N FURAE IR E B B LBy
PRI —ADREA, ARATES T P BL “8R7 BPIRA A, AT “ R EA” k230 B R AR B iR 24l AT ]
FESRTT P IR, BRI, TRERBI N DX i E AR Ak O BRI B R R LS L. R
H AT E xRS D RS TS — Rk, (HEAR IS BUR BRSNS R 2 IR ] 2
), R Bl H 7 R A E (5K, 2014). 284 A E(2011) A “HRBh N DRHE NIFER A A
JEJE AL RSO, B DT AER LN NS5 T, 220 ARS8 i imal, (HHERR
VIR b5 Uik TR WESERSIE” o AU FUMILAERTREIN DO R, ST Estish A0
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AR ER AR T E AR RIPR, BRI “ R AR O HERAL, AL RS 1 E A A S O PEERAR
W2, FEXHACETREIA L b E A 2 OB RAEEAT VP A .

2. R 1: (RHAQ “HER” HESOEBRIERE) HI%RF]
21. (RIIAQ “hER” HDEFMERE) WRERR

CRBHA T “ RS 2t B E %) 90 H A A0 3 SR, 20/ AL 6 5 7T
RIS IA SRR e, 126, MR EB IR, BRI RARZE, 5% T o
e T AT, (5% PR RIRRIA T k. VLRI T 51 4WEhA DT T
HEUBA, BH O 1 RN hES” BI-ARE? 20 5 “hES” , (RiHEmL
2 3, (RAEIERT LU, “ S MIRIRE? Ma() S L LT RS R,
SR 6 A UENA 0 SN AR N VTR 28R 55 36 W o X7 5 DA B T R 2 SRR 3]
IO BEEHERER T, VISR T 85 NS BT H .

BT RBENLIMIR T 34 4 Ol -t e ROt oft RS DRE I H 32647 B, IR T 4 28
R A I WL B DA S O 6 AT . LA 7T ANTH,
BT BV, SRR T ARE S, L RERRTHE, 2 REWERGS, 3 RERE, 4 %
R4, B AREAERAF ).

22.  “hE®” #f2LERERE) HEINSHERREERS T

SRR AT I ) 77 3% 280 44 B Rt Eh N It AT “ A Ak 2e O BRERAL W G O T o 040
)26 2 T RO AR AR S SR A o X Bt AT 1 DA IR B B 1) B AR 5 il 36 (1 Rl s 2) MR
ARG (40 17 ) (B R M aR e s 3) BRI A VP A [F) — R I gl ke . 3k 249 445
VIR EEER e

22.1. MBS

B G P il H TR SRS . SRR DI HES, R S0 s ARARIAE 27%40
538, A S BOR A7 A o SRR A A 2H . FIBRSZREAS ¢ RGr 62 8 9 AL AE B A R 11 DX )
B, i Rah KA B VK 7 ZMER, MER 7 28 TEEH, BIX BEAEF I H BB -

222 BEWYEE: REMEESH

X 57 AN HBATIREMER R, e R T e S — A7 EERA RIS MR, FR
43N IH .

N T B TGS R T, ekt B Y 2 R 1 43 ANITH FEHE T EROE Bartlett 1K
AR . 4 KMO fR@ ki, FopaZRRMHRAREZEEL, @IEEETHEES, Brolhsd ;e
=11376.932, df = 903, p = 0.000), fCFBERFAA AR AR (A SL R R R AFAE . KMO = 0.966, 7~ i itk
(S i

XSRIA6 ] 1) 43 AN ITH BEATIR R MR K0, R et 70 Hridind i) B 3047 58— o i, R IARRAE
AT 1A 134, AR H A 1 68.164%. AT =M E M ILEA —NBER, A IIAEH
FIF IR 0 A A LU BT 22, A5 BRI 200 BRAR AR RE S8 S 1K B 40 LU B IR D, il e i 3 AN
T, X 5ZECERP SRR 3 F TG .

b, KA “HEE T 4 OERAE NS N EAYERE, FRE AN A )
THM 4. HTF— “4bass” , A5 20A4A0H: HF= “BFES”, a4 UAHH: BF= <

O,



A7, A8 9ANIH. HAKNEN: By— “Aa®” , 5N R 2 B8 R A b [ 25 )
BRMES: BT “EREB7, fBAWEZR. B BOK. BOMSEDT e o E A B, B = “4
ANB” RN NAE R RS EA, far Bl A%,

223. EESR
THHIUG 0 45 (43 AT E)HEATE 8T, BER. EEREE. AR A1 58— 80 R 500 5N
0.982. 0.958. 0.974 f10.935, 4r¥{5/E %14 0.928. 0.917. 0.944 A1 0.923.

23. (FEaAQ “PE¥” 2 0ERMEEE) HEIEEERRS

RGN 1) 75 206 400 A4 AL BTN I BARBEAT S bk B 2 20 #1052k 366 7
izl AMOSL7.0 AP AT SR VE R ZR 20 M, DARORAT SR 10 0 U J& T AR SR 4

2.3.1. BHEERS

TEGER T FERERL(SEM) Y, 8 LIS % F8F5 4 y2/df. NFL. IFI. CFl. F1 RMSEA. b y2/df [F{E
INRTRAR T (A A R ET, AR RN T 2, AN T 5 IR R DABEAZ . CFI AT NNFI R EETE 0.90 bL 1
TR AT ; RMSEA II{E /N T 0.08 B Fm i AL G 8L, 1E 0.08~0.10 2 [B) R AL AT DL 52 (i
R, BEANZE, SAHRMA%E, 2004).

XA G R HOHAT LU BRI, B RLA Fa 4y, NFIL RFILL IFL. TLI A1 CFI #(B& KT 0.90,
y/df /NT 5, RMSEA B KT 0.10. &I AFEE ], EAZEANES, FEH—PRIBITOLE 1
HIBR UG . KR4 12 IE FE 2 (Modification Index)45 MIBREE H, MFR 18 MEH J5, 153 HR&RA,

X B AL (LR 1 ) B A A (0L 8 Sdk AT LR R B, 25 4N E RS AR [ 00 & i 58T LA, NFFL
IFI il CFI #B= T 0.90, y¥df /NT 5, RMSEA /T 0.10. XEH, “HEE” 08 RENE AR
USSR, FFEIESER. 2k, dbRtmai A0 “HES” Ha OBRIE &S 25 MEH,
FAYEEALE 8 MEH, B4 aE 12 MEH, MASYERAR 5 AMEH.

23.2. RERNENERLW
X 25 AN @ H 34T = RIR IR R8T, K =R 0 it ) 520047 0, =N Al ke B B AR 2 1
83.948%. ek fE IR R ARITE 0.6 LA L(FEILE 2).

2.33. HLEENEES T

Xt 25 ANEH B BRI AE L (1 P AR — S R ECR o B AT A, SRR LR 3.

G AN R AT RS EE T I ARG, AERUREh AN L P A 2 O BLRAL 7 46 BoA B
MISHIRULAMFE, W] DA 1A 2 TR A

2.4. RITiL

AT FEE R ST PSR & R AR VN VTR EE T30, TR B 2, 280 A
400 A AEstRAI A L BEAT AT AN IE SIS, 08 H AT H A IR 2 A A ek R 2 e
BRAFCR T 25 M HKIER AL FBEE =AYER . ABTRREER RN, AN X “ R EA2 1
ORI S T =AT5H: ERS . BN AR XS5 5 R AR 15 (2013) I TR 1F
IR =AU ARG . =AU BiE T ERY. mESMENE, WMEE, ERTEILL
e A WEKRE, efBEY; WNRIEE, AL THEXU NP ERIRENS . 5 AR
K&, WENANDH “rpEA” it OBEERIEEE TERERS . 22NN KD ABNN T ER
&, EEBXN 7ENE, MitaBs “ =it PridessE2ma AR, Jbatmsi D fit a2 5
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Table 1. The results of confirmatory factor analysis (n = 366)
< 1. BEEE RS (n = 366)

kit e df y2ldf NFI RFI TLI CFI RMSEA
JRAGHE A 4195.6 857 4.896 0.844 0.836 0.872 0.865 0.872 0.103
23 kit] 1028.4 272 3.781 0.927 0.919 0.945 0.939 0.945 0.087

Table 2. Rotated factor loading matrix of 25 items

3% 2. 25 N B ek R RO E T fa far AR R

B5 BH HTF—#&%) BT Z(EX%D) HTF=(AS)
tl Il 558 PR 0.800
2 E/3SE S 0.817
t4 RIREE 0.814
t5 EHINIDN 0.769
t6 7S i 0.790
t11 NP 0.733
t15 PR 45 0.762
t14 B A TH 0.750
t3 g4 0.699
t7 TN B 0.776
t8 s AT R 0.701
19 R 0.683
t10 LR, DHRFE 0.607
t12 Tl > [ £ 2 e 0.697
t17 P55 0.696
118 AR EEAR 0.679
120 BUFI 4% 0.637
t21 EFRRE 0.650
t22 WtaE 0.704
24 HETAE 0.647
t13 N AR 0.794
123 N 0.691
125 A 0.793
t16 ERIRiNIA 3 0.760
t19 R 0.721
Table 3. The reliability of the final questionnaire
i 3. MEMREENIEE
o BE SHEE o B S¥AEE
N 0.918 0.908 & % 45 0.979 0.974
Ry 0.983 0.978 HERhE 0.986 0.958

O,



LRSI AT A SO RESE, BRNEDE. BUA. X ST T E A2 3
£, SHARTTAEREIRBIE 5+ 1 SRR SUE — AL, s AN D2 AT LA L “ =473 T
VR Z IR E 2, "TRESHah N DR S rAE 3, Rish A H7E i E 3T AL R v B AR R B A
CA W TR BT A R R I CARTE ST A R R, andfi] B PR S 51 R 0 s B “ XIS N
FRARIREE S (2 5%, 77 °F, 2007). BdL, s N7 “hEE” FRRIEPEE 7T 2
FIHARE .

AR Bon, =ANKZE BT Z 5Tk R 83.948%, e 5 141 B 77 i ILE 0.6 LA E. MEER,
R 45, th oA RS N1 56— B0hE 2 %020 718 0.986. 0.979. 0.918 1 0.983, 43215 & 73 11N 0.985.
0.974. 0.978 F1 0.908. i1 K 243 Hr B8 W = Al TR A KL A4 & F5 8 (2 df = 3.781, NFI = 0.927,
RFI =0.919, IFI = 0.945, TLI = 0.939, CFI = 0.945, RMSEA = 0.087), % B A RIFHILEHIRE . XTI
SRS, VORGSR 72, BE o R, AT R 18 3 B R RS RS bR, BA R
U2 R o
3. Az 2: (RzEhAD “fER” S 0HERMERE) NEEA
3.1. WFR#IA

2k B () R )L R (AR 7 AT EI . JEA 960 L4k S S5, Wsh A 800 4, H
1k 314, &tk 486. HRR 678 44, Fik 252, Lk 426.

32. IRIHR

EH BRI (sh N0 “FEE” o0 RIERE) .
3.3. ARERF

BRI, WEBKEAT FEE, (EENECN 5~10 08 STEHR BT T BT I B
HDIR: 1) MIBRAR 72 BINEE R BR B s 2) M B P A 7 (405 o ) (B 2 R R Bl s 3) MR &
VPP E HR Ak R R IR T AR B . S 678 MR IC N IR & I B s T .

3.4. AREGER

PRI s N O “Hp[E A7 42 DHRE ) S54SR R RE D ILE 4 3 5], L)
NN NS fem, HREEZRE, M2 8 05K,

WA FEMERIORAE GREIA D “HES” #Ha0BRME ) FRS AT MR t RS, 455
FWH, BHEMLESFEESMESOERIEGEREESR, BUHEE=AREMLERE S LHEEST
(LR 4), BRmE, BATEREHEE LS EeE, Lkeda®, MABRE R it
ENNBREE RS e, B RERSRIK, BRBLTHE,

3.5. #AEITiL

AR RRY: RN DN NSy m, HOEEZRY, iS850 5k, XM
Ui, FFAERREI N DRIE, AT A E AR A 2 O BERAE T N E AN A, At A TR e Hp [ Ak
THCRM, ST E AW 2 EOGE N AN, AR AN DXt “HhEA” fOERET,
FriB R EES, Ee 2R BE — AN ARSI NS “ANFHERMT/E” . “apk” . “FH
MAE” « “TIFRANNESR” FSFERAEE .
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Table 4. T-test of the score of Social-mental Representation of “The Chinese Dream” questionnaire between different gender
subjects

=4 TEMNWREFERHSVEBERIESINERET

HEkM+SD BE(M=xSD) (M« SD) t p

KA 3.297 +1.393 3.735 + 1.258 3.199 + 1.392 -4.918 0.000
s 3.265 +1.351 3.644 £1.242 3.185 +1.352 —4.288 0.000
N 3.322+1.135 3.598 + 1.095 3.260 + 1.130 -3.613 0.000
HpE 2 4y 3.287 + 1.259 3.664 £ 1.160 3.204 £ 1.258 —4.605 0.000

BV P EA N =AML Ey PR REER, BUE=ANEENEER ENEIHEER
Tacttk, BAEERSELE LGRS, LIRSS, MM ABREs &I X TREMS, k]
WAHTEBEZMYES “EHRRE” . “RIKEESZ” . “REEX” . “ERBRKR” SR, HocH 2
M RHAR S FA, 0 AR NIE 2R . U AR L e REEGR” SFRGE, TSR
MINA S EB IR RR. MR, WEENABRERNG M RE, HSBHREE R XS
T HEGI A BERPE, X R b [ A AL O BRAE MM 22 R AT R — e AL @ R, Lotk
RIETH B UL T L HRE, W0 ERERETRMBHE, safd a3, EREEIAR R . W23
MIf ek, HEMEGSCE “ B EAMLEN" M EM G, LM RET BRMERE, 105 S
SAEZR, BT LEmE, BEEREBa M.

4. #hig

1) WshAH “hES” 2 ORI EUEERY . BN NS =AY, RS A RO
BN B R

2) WAINIXF “ A" 1Ak L ELRALAS 2 e 1 2

3) WA FS “HEE [k S O BEER AL R A R 2 5

E&ImHE
b 5 T A S Rl R 4 T H (13SHCO035) % AT 78 i S 4
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M F
REIAO “hED” HLERIEEE

B! BARBWESIAIRE, AREEETIARZH, A RERRA, HERNEGBUE,
ZIRE O ESCAREES . S FEHicsed “hEE” miE, B0 “PEERRENE, s
NPEANRE . 7 A, i R EAE T U A DU R TR AT A O E AR R B, IRt
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