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Abstract

“Double First-Class” program not only needs macro level strategies, but also main participants on
micro levels. Relative deprivation may affect first-class educations negatively for different kind of
universities (double first-class vs non-double first-class) and their students in different campus
(main vs branch). Based on the investigation of 362 students from two multi-campus universities,
it shows that students in branch campus especially in non-double-first-class university branches
have more relative deprivation feelings than those in main campus. While the group identification
among students may be helpful for declining the relative deprivation, and this negative relation-
ship is moderated by social comparison orientation. These finds may contribute theoretic guide-
lines on the micro level for “Double First-Class” strategies and multi-campus management.
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1. 5|8

ORI VR E KA TR 5O A U R AR 2 . T AR BRI A PR R
W R R — R T RN B AN T [ BB (5K 25 T, T 7%, 2018). HILKIR IR, BEHEHREE AT, Ll
EEHENRAKRE. R SRS EFRAEAN AR Tk, ERNEASEEEREAL R
SERTHCECAL, 2012)0 HHETA RN —IRE RN, W R Bl JBEE, 2017). BRAETEAL
(7, 2018). HEBSIR(ES %A, BE, 2018). EBFREOHNL, XIWHH, 2018). MMEH&(FE4EE, &
R, 2018)FEANE E M, BURFEML. FORRE AR Z R T EMER, DI, B R
WERFEA A ZHE ), HSSEFRBONEZ . Aaaiet, W—m@REE M EROZFE ENeE,
AU IE, 2017), RO E{ERNA RS, FIMERNOIZEE, 2018). SILFEE, ZRIXIp
B ZAPAE, LN 42 Fi—i K F @R, AEE 2 ARIX A0 AR T AIRER & 18X 2 (a1 3517
K, KEDEE A 2, RSS2 AN TR, HERX WA T2k, ks
. FAOHAEES, EEAMEmEBC RN, WnEEBEsE. . Mg, =88R
(Awé et al., 20165 FRZEZE, R, 2017). SAWFFRFRE, ASFER XA 9L X)) 2 A B oS AR 2
A Z R (Elsom et al., 2017), HAOKXFA R G KA OE FBORPEARS, 2013).

NHEHBE AT, HERTREEAME BEAAWLTIEENS, AT TR s SRR FIZF . AHXS
F|<F #2112 (Relative Deprivation Theory, RDT)W\ Ny, Ml i 5t N ELESR VPN A AR EE, FF 7 AR AH

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2019.94091 740 DR


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.94091
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

W &%

FIIAKN S 1 #8547 4 (Callan et al., 2015). BHARXS RIF AT 51 K TR EE SR, R A2 05 /D48 1 S 2 0,
CLAAR Z W 98 FTIESE(Smith & Pettigrew, 20155 mUE5E5E, 2017) SR, XA [FIAZ X 2 8] K 27 A2 AH % 3
PR BT AR ED o AT FRARAS RIS X 2 AR AR RRF I, FR SR A A, R —RE 5t F 2 RIX I
SR T I ) R . ARHE A DO — IR = P AR 2R X SR KA AN R, WZHE
FAR A FE BB R S AN RIF IR AR R, LR bl m R TSR, AE B B nT A2 A
N - MIXTRIZF R R, B A — i 5 F 2R X G B RS @I

2. BighlmS /|
2.1. W—RERTEREERAFE M RIFRE

ZRE X P2 B T G — PR I, T — I A U SN SR A S SR A E 5K ) iR R
JRIEEAR . ALK I U8 - B R T B U A RE 05 70 2 N3 B S A X 2 TR R st fy 70 2207 2K, B
VERARIESR = 808 IR & . (RS T LB U T T (Awé et al., 2016). MR EmRZ R X B E T
S0 REITBUAMMS . ST IE 2 E R CERAT, L 2017), EEREZRX KRS B RS
AL, A EMRISEANFBAGLOSE, 2001), HEBSEARKXSEZ MER TELZER. HTRE
HETYHREAR, RBBUATE ) E AT IR IERC B8 2 F 560, Bt S8 —R s Z Ak
W WRARAEBUR . By BE5 T A B REIIAGEL, 2018) — BRI —IHI 458, B2t
SR BRI R S A A SRR (R A, 2017)0 RU—RE SRR T 20 X A SRR THE Z 46, 1
WE R R A F 2R m AN AR X A O3 B R AR SRR . R P 1

Hi: JER I mAR 5 A AR 33 R i T — I A A

E A TR, R ERNITRE S IR AR L2 MR AL X P — 8, (HFA
X 2 AR R X A B B K (% 57 46 8 15 48 kil A WURS (Ried et al., 2006). £ Awé 55(2016)
LW TP FT EAL , — BT A AR X 2 A 1 BB R L AR X 2 AR By, e 7 /KPPl A X 2 A B
A — R TR X 5 KRIX 2 182 %A B E . Elsom 25(2017) K IR X A0 HAE KR IX 125 ST 4 15
VAN ARG, SHMSE A& AR ¢ Ry KB R, B4, 5 Ballantyne (2012)8F FOFHZRAL, 7E
XA T “EAE” B, SR, BERTFFRNEELY, SRXERERES R
XAFEE BRI ZEGEMRE, A, 2017), SR XSAMAJE BEEAR(R 5, RT3, 2017). ARCAE
BTHABE AL ORI, AR R 25 AR A I35 R i T — I R iR A, I B EE R X e T
FRXFEMIG . NRIAZG R AR, S 1w R

H2: ZRIX AT, 70 XA AR 5 8 T B X 22

2.2. BRI SHEXNFIFR

AFNT 25 B MR (BRI R 1) 5 2 86 G B X 1 B (BB AR A Y 32 U . | T4 2
A FR 8 5 MK RSP RS IERE PR S RF AU 5 B AT, IR S] 1 Ak 2 2 D P25 2 2R 53E (Grant
etal., 2015; Schmid & Muldoon, 2015). RDT tAJAHXS FIZFIEE — N E RN EE RS2, ZRZMEE
fRIFZ IR (Smith & Pettigrew, 2015) AEAGAIH—REQ016) K LI N N D Giit22 40 & . MERHEE A4
B AR = RIS o, AMARRFAE AR B A 3 25 S B S AR ILAE AR RE . AR 7L A2l E
G757, Sen Al Pal (2013) K, 7EFEACAMAAEXT RSP 5 KA, S ANRIRERRESE. 7700k
SPHEAR N RIRR R R, AN P BRI (0 D f P PE S . 76 SRR B R, A St
RN, SRR T AR R I S AT SRR, 9RAEE, 2015). mRAFAMAAYET A TE R A H
B, EERAFIF R RIFEM, A TR R TR 0 SRS B U R (Zagefka et al., 2013); A0
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I, FEARONFE S A RIZFROC R T %, Zagefka Q013K HMF AN E R R KR, Ho, #H2AH
o AE X 25 PR 955 1 H ©A9 B SRR FE IS8 o A AH A 78 SCHF 1 B A A ) 5 AH X 313 1) BORH 5 5K &
(Abrams et al., 1999).

HARBIARIL, EHAFAARIEO T, 5 MO IR I 2 A B AN RIRE B vy, AR A AT
B R H P SRR, B0 SRR GV X A TR AT AR AR Y 015 2 s b T s DA TR A4 10 P O 1 52 T
g A ARl 2 N BT RSN S b i S e B £ 1 NP =i N BT R X TR R AT S Y e i
SR, S S ) T AR R IE TS S, B S BOS REA FIAS A R 30RO B . 5 44 G A
AT EEB R (Crocker & Major, 1989) WA, HEAA N Rl A8 B 7 O 4E4 B B B 85 0, (R A
Xof SRS B R S S, DA S 51 AR T AR AR SR o S8 BEHERE, ANV ITERL X SR AR T, s ARk BT AE
R X AN R R v, H AR S < TR

H3: W—HER N, 2R X ER AR R S AR5 2 I A K R

23. e tEBIEEI IR

AR A AT P G R PR HAL AN AN S 3, BRUR T AR B R . A IR AN, AT
BATHE 2 LW BUR B — P AL, iR E U 3 AT MR IIE i /N 5 Ml N 2 8] 1) % BE (Garcia et al.,
2013). 42> L 5] (social comparison orientation, SCO)E S M T A FIAMALE 12 EL B shHL L1 2 57
(Gibbons & Buunk, 1999), RES WAL LAT FATAI AT BRI 7 A tege, EANTET 2
L H B, B 228 T HIKIE N (self-evaluation) . H & 42 Tt (self-enhancement) 1 H 3 o i
(self-improvement) (Wood, 1989), Fr LAtk LGSR G LU N A FN4E R, DL 318 5 (E R 11
VERCFERE, SATX — AR HOR T “AMEF IR LM s ML Ko7 [, Tl gs, 2016). FHH
SCO By, XA IBUBME B = (Zhen & Yu, 2016), X ASF TR GRS SR EUS . AN TR
WIE, AMAER) SCO B EA AN TEMEMGME(Gilbert et al., 1995), XFRIN: 7E R IHHAINIH
KR, ANE SCO [/ M R S5 AR XS 37 I BUBMEAN ]

XTT SCO JKN- IR AT F, A T B ERL X BN B =iy, O A (empower) B K, A
T3 R 2R A T AR R BE 15 & (Ufkes et al., 2016). 454 Zagefka (2013)Z55F A [R] 471 i) 5 M A X6 25 B 1)
ST, AR AR A FEKF R, MR ESCRHE B S IR B b, A IO 3R AR FE 3 LA A
[N, B S B BN A AR ARG ISP AR, PTEL, R 1 SCO K22 A B4 i Ab 1) AN
H AL S AU, EREE AN R SE R, OB, XSCRHEE B RS, TR AR RIF
EOBRS . A 6 THIE SCO R4 F, AN TE DA WBOEFE, AR ARG BT EE
fi%; [FEF, SCO BARSFEMRH XS AP BUstE. Bk, RAEXTBHRPAFRREE AR, HEERE SCO Mk
B FE BT H 2 R A BT, RS2 B2 LR BTy R AR EZ e, By DI B A4 i 1 52 ) ARG
FIZF I IO R A A AR . Bt

H4: SCO X BEAAIN A 5 A X RIS 8 22 B W5 A8 AHXS TR SCO 44, 1 SCO “#AEHIREA
DA 5 X A X 340 5 8 1) 7R DA

3. fiRFG=E
3.1. fiREX

W T PR B R (R AV — 8 JE 2 I AR AL (R B) AARER, A B A R D 78 73
DXL PR 5 2 5 RS PSR 8000 B T4 2 A 2% T B8 St — B B b i A MR X
Hrp =AML T ML S ANPIAELX AAL T BRI AW TOESE A ALK X HEA TR (AT AN
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TN B B R 3 R X (A2) I AEAR K2 AR R B, & T8R4 100 43R 110 43, 3 W 1l A5 2% v) 25 82 43 AT 101
B, B REER S8 82%F1 84.17%. =il B AKX, BATR(B )M /312 X (B2) 43 AIAET MM i X
FEERIX, SR 100 43, 20 FEAE 2026 90 43 A1 89 43, A 2RISR 43 511N 90%A1 89%. F-E
NHAG iR EaE 1 FiR.

Table 1. Demographic distribution of the subjects (n = 362)
Fz 1. FIFENAOZETED R (n =362)

W A XL B
Al (n,=82) A2 (n,=101) B1 (15 = 90) B2 (ns=89)
Lt} 32.9% 33% 54.4% 16.9%
sl ELS 57.3% 64.9 45.6% 83.1%
2 9.8% 2.1%
17 % R ULF - 2.1%
18~20 % 12.2% 77.1% 50% 65.2%
W 21~23 % 67.1% 16.7% 48.9% 34.8%
24 L KV b 10.9% 2% 1.1%
R 9.8% 2.1%
K— 19.6% 17.7%
- 24.8% 41.2% 28.9% 55.1%
, XK= 19.6% 29.4% 71.1% 44.9%
o Ky 10.8%
KA 3.6%
R 21.6% 11.7%

e REHEFNEEHRL .
32. ZTENE

FEARNFR A Brown Z5(1986) &R, JF#HAT 7 IEALALEE, fn “FNFFRITFE RS X S 3% LR
SRR, AE 6 MBI, Cronbach’s a A 0.714.

FE2x LA K A Gibbons Al Buunk (1999) & 11 AT &R, vHb MRS 5 AT LLBCREEAT
E AN iR » Cronbach’s a 4 0.753.

AEXT RIZF IR Abrams Fil Grant (2012) K& Cakal 25201 1) IR, M FIFIE B A5 TH =M 5
S AT JF RIS R, B “ SRAEE AR PR A, SRR X AT B AL
%5 4 /M, Cronbach’s a 4 0.865.

P &R R Likert 5 5idit4r, 1= EHEARE, 5= FEERE X TRATH T, HATH R
R NG T

TR E, ET R AR AR T RE X AL S L e AR R, FEAE ST 7 L DA

3.3. RS ERERE
REARHEPTRNTELES .. SUURRSEFES, HEWEFIE, TEFERLRFEmE . ik,
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B 45K H Harman B— R B A 560 7 V1 HE4T 46 36 (Podsakoff et al., 2003), K4=ifigbs — [FBE AR R MK 74
M, @REIR, BARTRTEMREN 15.91%, TKT 50%, BEIEEE I AAEIE e 08 il R 246 K35 oy
B —RF, AT, 5, RARICE AT R (Lindell & Whitney, 2001), E&F— N5
R DA EAHIG EAMKCHIRICA R . H & Callan “5(2015)%F 18~30 B EA [E—4n X £,
H HAEAHE T R AE BRSO I, T RIEREZ U5 & RV E AR id B AT (R AH S b . 4550
Wi 2 s, AR 2 A M5 REOFRE K AR B E AR, FHIARE T AR SZ L7 7 0 2 0 8 S0

Table 2. Correlation matrix

< 2. MXRIERE
1 2 3 4 5

151 0.108" 0.023 0.062 0.064

2 4F S 0.155" -0.001 -0.006 -0.002

34k 4t ) 0.040 0.025 0.051 0.078
4 TN TR 0.061 0.003 0.062 -0.382""

5 XI5 0.056 0.002 0.076 -0.375""

6. Fri A 0.200"" 0.280"" 0.101 0.023 0.008

¥ifE 1.68 20.10 3.244 3.810 2526

bRt 2 0.52 6.847 0.511 0.604 0.967

e @R p<0.001, TR p<001, FRp<005, TR, WEMK: QMAETHEFNEERAMEMHELRL, AL LN
bR DAL B SR AR R

4. ARGER
4.1. MEERKAFELSLEBRMEIE. BEARFMETRIZTR

5 2SR, TR RIZF, A AL O vs JER— ) E RN R (F = 8.216, p < 0.05); A
FRE X (R X vs AR X)) RGN 3 (F = 87.653, p < 0.001); AR AN AR X {28 BN i 3 (F =
5.519, p < 0.05). PIFTEREEAELE SCO (M, = 3.289, SD, = 0.526; My = 3.198, SDy = 0.493; F =2.885, p =
0.09)FIEEAINFI(M, = 3.761, SD, = 0.614; My =3.86, SDz=0.591; F =2.484, p=0.116) ENFHEREER,
{ELAE AR R PR 22 53 B 2% (M, = 2.419, SD, = 0.959; Mz = 2.634, SD = 0.967; F = 4.505, p < 0.05), JEX—
Wit B AZ A ARG RIZF BB T 030 A 2R, HI B3R

B0 ER XX AT IR, SR ER, A KRR X ZEE AT R FFEREE
S, Hd A1 BEHRINE(M = 3.882)F T A2 (M, = 3.662, t =2.449, p < 0.05), 1] A2 AHXTFIZF (M, = 2.72)
BEET AL (M, =2.043,t=5.045, p < 0.001). B KRPHAL X 2= AETEREARIA R -0 .38 72 7 (M, = 3.867,
Mgy, =3.854,1=0.144, p = 0.886), {H3HLIX B2 A AHNT R K (Mpy = 3.191) 23 =y T A0 B1 A (M, =
2.083,1=9.336, p <0.001). H2 1553 #F.

ZHEWKRER, W ERX A AT E FHEREEER, HMRKX %4 A2 5 B2 /=44
B EWGEEREER, BARIN: A2 SCO (M, =3.363)EEHT B2 (My, = 3.202, t = 2.161, p<0.05),
A2 BN R (M = 3.662) B EL T B2 (Mp, = 3.854, t =—2.069, p < 0.05), 1M A2 X FIZF (M, = 2.72) ] &
FET B2 (Mg, =3.191, t=—-3.284, p < 0.01).

WISCERPT AR, 2 T AL B3R T X AL 2 5F K-S AMEFR L SR A AN R, SR 2l 2 AR VP I e 22
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BB AL T M0 B RS X BR B, s 2 A (RN B R BEANTE], K ANEE S A T 7= A= R R %) S 25 Bk S A7 AE
7251 o PR T AHIE 5 5 Sy AR R 358 A PN 78 DR R (BEAAR DA [RD) o Ak 2 Dl ase 2 I B 7 A A RE R S 25 JER R 52 i
Hrp, SCO AR, BIEREAIARIFEEARR, AHXT R B ] REAFEANH o
4.2. #ESEEBERBR

AHE 5K SPSS 21.0 G i+ AR T AR BERUZ IR B 434 . e S i R B )3 5 2

RD = a+ B,GID + 3,SCO + B,GID* SCO + &

Hrb, RD AMINFZGFR, GID AEHRINE, SCO i< LB A .

T AR Z B PE RN, FZIB Aiken AT West (199 1)V, X [ 48 B A A B HET o b Ak
P, FARCAEMAZ T, 2 ELEEekiEoR, SR ETE AR VIF /N 1.1, ZE T 1% 5
10, RN HE L MBI E, 2010). FHRSERWE 3 Fix.

Table 3. Results of hierarchical egression

= 3. BRENVFER

A5 AF X 0 3R K
BAL | B 2 PR 3
PE5I 0.081 0.078 0.074
e 0.003 0.008 -0.001
b AuNINE -0.374"" -0.385™" -0.391""
#L4 H g i 0.111°
TR 412 gt i -0.142" -0.151"
R? 0.14 0.16 0.172
Adjusted R? 0.137 0.155 0.165
AR? 0.14 0.02 0.012
F 57.703™" 33.699™" 24.474™"

B 1 BoR, BEAOA R EE R N (B = —0.374, p < 0.001), R FIFEARIA R XS AH X I 25 84T
E G, AT AT B BRI N FIRERE i mr, AR R, H3 B EISCRE. A 2 BUR, A
IR 4 23 LA ) 28 FL 0 bl pE 2 R ) e dE NBERY, HLRER E N (B = —0.142, p < 0.01), #HIAS
FLIURE B R SR (AR T, Ak LA ) 5 AN R 5 A 5 08 REA T RN . E—20, 1EM
T3 b, BRI B R EUE 3 A (B = —0.391, p < 0.001), T 412> LB A B RECAHIEB = 0.111, p < 0.05),
AR [R5 44 2 P e A0 17 22 FLIRU) R AR A 718 = —0.151, p < 0.01), R 4L 2 P AU A % BRI [H]
LR RIZF (096 RAFAE T RLN, FF HHIX 6 5] 5¢ R AL B 58 AFE FH o #2H] Alken I West(1991) 1771,
rHILL SCO #ME + 1SD NAR#EX o3 I/ 4, B0 SRR A R B X 43 i [RIAHFA TR 2H, O
ZE T RN, K SCO T, ik [R5 AR R 2 1A XS I35 K TC 2.2 22 5 (Miign 61 = 2.087, My, 61 = 2.510,
t=1.553,p=0.127); MifER SCO T, Erik[al4 AR XT3 3F 8 2 K TN A (Myign 61 = 2.273, Miwer =
3.20,¢t=3.324,p<0.01). £, H4BHR|EE. SCO BTN W 1 Fiox.
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Figure 1. Moderation effect of SCO on group identification and relative deprivation

B 1. A B B S MR HIZ 3 R AT MR
5. Vit
5.1. TN —ARERERIEN—RER, FREXEEEMYTRESTRAREE

AHIFE AR R F BRI TR B AR ST S N BORUEYE o AARER T T R T s R,
T AR DX 2 AR (PRG3R B 3 v TR (B AR X)) . 1X 5 Aweé 5(2016) Elsom Z5(2017) BTN A
S o B X VA L R R B o — 5 TR P RE S 422 50k 20E i BE SRR B I R A 0% 59— 7 T,
AT R [R 20 X BT A E T Re SRR B A o6 . I0FE Awé Z5(2016)%F RIS [ B BER I 7, B K4y
RIXMARZ MR, BB R SWEEMIT RS 7 A BB XN FL L, ALK
PERINF, HHIHEEED T ERX . AHE TR E TR, RATRER LG AL X A 3 £ (1) Th i,
JPERBC A% WGBSR WA L I X A (AR 7T B AT BAL B F A0 X i),
X LG b (14 22 57 2 0 R X )R SR AR R o AR TS R SR SRR S (20117) 5% 5 M 2 A VA S S 11 TR 2 A
BRON—8, MARXIMAERR. PEHFESE BN TRA . BT R MEENHE R, AFEE
DX 2 2R W PR e B A ) AR AR D[] 19, 2 52 M AR T 31 <5 J ) 2 A

5.2. ZREXERFERNFENE T IR FIFRE

AW FLIGAE T RN [FIX A XS RSP A EA, 1X—4518 5 Abrams 55(1999). Sen 1 Pal(2013)%%
WA —3, {25 van Zomeren %5(2008)4 FSHFAA I [F1 10 1 FEAA 15 AR 28 TR 2k R AR AT B WL AN R] o 3
/DA DA T AT R Ho—, [A] Zagefka S5(2013) I ER 0 AH— 2 ML IAFEEIR, Bk
RO ANAR 7 A R RARR S e R INAE : FEAA B R B A% e Mk B R i A i 7y, IR AN X —
PR O3 GRS R IE T VP o 4B AL T AT b A7 BRAEAE AR 0 S5 SR 5 DRI, 2 /A BT AE B4R B TR
FERE Ry, AN Tk B R T BN IR TS B DS B 4edr Bt A B &, IR A RIS BT
RV I AR, NI FRARAE R S5k =, RAEETT el B )2 AR X “ P e X 2 AR B 1)
INFERRRE, & TRIXZRIIANE: B2 A4 2 = IR 3 I #E A [F] (common in group identity) (Ufkes et
al., 2016), W<z FEACES FAE A R D206 B AR AN R AL P S 00 %7, AT 92D AEDGS 305 0k . X o] R 2
T A2 R B A R ERT SR A AR, AT OK T R A AR I A A

5.3. AR tEBEENEHEIAR - BNMFROGZEXRIFHHIER

AN SCO GINBIFXS FIF 5, AMUAF Tttt , WA BT BN [F - AHxE
2 L[ R R e 2R BRI 13 4t (Zagefka et al., 2013). WFFEKRIL, XK SCO Mk, FEAAINFE S5H
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X RISF I U DRSS R LSS, AR B vt EORH ARG SR <5 TR B2 M AN &5 T T SCO M, BN
[7] 5 AR SRS ) AR OGO R 5, BN AR R AR B DA TRt v, ARDRT SRR IR . S5 [l e A 1
FEQO16) BRI SRR BT FUA — 20 SRR R 5 2 BB T R A PR AN 22, (HIFAN DS+ &
ECHSABE ) Xof AEL X S (AR - AR AT 58 v 0 2 3R 3 R 58 L8R AE T RURE ) B ) S o 5 BTIE R DT R
WAL, WERZEAEXE X BONINE, JExbk & B R a8 RO BENE, AR IR IR A 22 A9
WA “CBATBEISCAAR B E IR IELE, FREEK, HRXEmZE TN, EmEFR” . “8FH
Fith, JFEMS 27« RS T R E R B X, (BRI BEE G037 55,

54. HRERERE

ASHIT UK OV S5 TV 58 X0 AL vt A 3t B P R BB AP AE B R IR R, R R 7E 2 A% X B (A S
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