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Abstract

In recent years, incidents of discrimination against disabled people have been common, and the
public generally has a negative attitude towards disabled people. How to improve the status quo of
prejudice against disabled people from a psychological perspective has become a pressing problem
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to be solved urgently. This study manipulated the positive degree of imagined contact (no contact,
mild positive imagined contact, deep positive imagined contact) through instructions, and investi-
gated the improvement effect of imagined contact on implicit prejudice of disabled people at differ-
ent levels of contact experience (positive, neutral, negative). The results show that imaginary con-
tact can effectively reduce the implicit prejudice of college students against the disabled group. The
deeper the positive degree of imaginary contact, the better the improvement effect on the implicit
prejudice of the disabled. In the future, we can also try to combine the frequency of intervention
with the positive degree of imagined contact, and explore whether multiple mild positive imagined
contacts and a single deep positive imagined contact can achieve the same effect in improving prej-
udice.
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1. 518

BRI NGE SO AEBE A i B di g, R e e A RE LAIE R 7 XNF LTSS, ] dnir
BRI RTERIE . B E IR BkIE. ZEBIRE NI, #uk 2023 4, e Mr R KR
PR AR NI ZSGIRE . ORISR N RE IR AR TE, ER 2 00 G5 NRIEBUR, AN 2 7R
NXZHE . HlEPENRI DI TR R, X5 N 1S GAT) SR AU 2 76 75 23 AT -
FULE U TAEAFEEIEN . A HE LB . FKEERNA ZaERFA, FRIENZEAL
R AGERSZ B OGBS R E R B T R AR AN SR, SRR, KA
PN EIUBR I P e I (% 5540, 20165 o, 2014). AFREEN, WIS N5 A2 87 A4 hiis 2,
S EAPSE, FEX RS A TS PR P AR I R, DRI I G e AR AR (] 1 O LA S — B
Z RO E R, R AL AT TR B AK Om 2 m A A T T 58 I Ak 3L AR e P M A

EEXT BRI . TH BRZINR ED R G IT IR R, Ak 22 W 7038 M B o 1) £ 2 g PR AR 9 (Pettigrew,
1998; Dovidio et al., 2003). FJAREFRIZAL AT 7T 3 B4 T 7E B, (H EEARAME R 5. BEIN EH3R
B FIEHAZIR, HIk Turner 55(2007) 4 H T A8 R fih . AR R B2 — Mt T 4L S FEfb i O B, @
R RGN R RS OIERE RO T I, SRR AR R A EE . ST R Rl S RRIA B 5 SEhrdE
il FERE N R, SR EDS I e . WFFRIL, BIEEAE SEhriefh, A8 G 8filpe b IR BN G Ffa
P4 W.(Blair, Ma, & Lenton, 2001), F51 AT IR 1% v k5 28 AL S (Dadds et al., 1997; Kosslyn,
Ganis, & Thompson, 2001), [FRF 5B X T/ NAREA AL, X/NEA = BRI E . e ERRE 5S4
AR (GENT S, 2015). B4, HAMBTF A AT R B, AMACE AL 1O B e O E A 5, RS~
5 ANEER S () 8% IR DA R X AR B B3 S AT G, N6 AR SR ELEN S O, IRl BE bR 2 FE RS AN AR )
TH A FE (Crisp et al., 2009; Husnu & Crisp, 2010; Turner et al., 2007; Yetkili et al., 2018). [ E R BflE N
FEBREE A 28 b — Mol i A AT X, FEAR 22 AN O I 0] /b T2 TR FE . AR AR Gdgefidont ik
5 N WL SGEAR LRI 78 BB 52 7 AR R T PR SR8 R AIMIME R . 4N, Vezzalietal. (2020)#R%% 7 2
AR B ATE SR Bk 25 B A T T A R, W RRZA B2 R A S ey, SUOGZA B2 2 KA R A, &5
RRIL, SRHEAAELE, SIS ISR T ) LB CE gl IR S VR A 7 Th A AR (B LB /D, AT R
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MR, HRA R R G AR R S BER AT 1. bk, B R AR R SR G 2 A ) L X R
) A L R B T 2R 45 5, BRI LEE (4~6 )Pl TR AR G 5 5k e il 3 DL T (O R 2 ) A R 4R e
BRI S E (SR ZH) . G5 FRRIN, AT RTREA, Ab TSR0 A% 00 2 A 1T ) LB A I HE B A Y Ak 8 PR D 4
BRI, A 1E4T a5 hneA B.(Birtel et al., 2019). B4k, Carvalho-Freitas & Stathi (2017)tH MAE S 2k
REFHE T ALK G E 7 TR NGRS fERIR M N, B R ERAE S 5 AN (5 A
BN AT IL R TAE, I R AR FRER R LA 2 B S Gk H b, FEARHIRHE T,
SR BRAE R — AN F I (AT ZE) o 25 50BN, A8 GRSk RS 8 I ST R N P YR A S g v 1Y
ST N i SO 45 A A O 3 N T AR 45 R AVEAl . Btk m] 0L, 75 B N T R AS T T,
TR RERAFE RTS8 2, H AR RIS N T 7R 2 588 7 AR IAR G il 5 HiAth
BRI 2 T, IR QAL AT AN 5y, IR AR E AR AR R 5 52 FE U 52 15 2 o PR
i DLIE 2[RI 2 RO WE 2 H R OUR I8 4= HE 15 (2012) 75 11E SE AR AR R B2 fb A BT BRI B T2 1 Py B L
Ja, WA REERAREE, (BRFFRIL, BRI G S IR SRR SRR E S . (HARFAR
WA GAZA AR AN R BRI AR GO TIRFEEAN R B NFR AR — 5, RS X AN T AL
OFREE BANA], AT ARSI P R DL S I AN ], DR AR O N AR R R, 5
B N P i LI, BB AE R AR R P T B AR L SR AP E B 2

BeAh, ARG FAR L AT REE 2 2 B R B A I R . AR R, RRE Bk, WA E
AL, NVRMERE RIS HE), FFEERFARR R R A2 B (i, 2012). K
UEART SR A I I RS, TR TR A AR B2 58 s D0 WY 7 Hh B 2 56 O A o

g LRTR, AN SR A A 00 3L itk b, R ONAR R A R R R R SO R S i 5 e
B BRI N N B L SE M, 6 R AR P A A 2 B BRSBTS A A R

2. 5k
2.1 #ik

DAFEAH GBI 0k F B o 4 15~16 A (2 Hall, 2012), IbAM22% 2 [ A S0 78 (Faul et at.,
2007), KH] G*Power 3.1 #fF, W ESHEYE /108 0.95, o KN 0.05, RN f ol 0.25, 5T 7 Bk
AR 206 N, AT 22 Ao #8558 7 IR FERZ A0 210 L4 ARRVE, o 2 Z0007E M s s
IR 20%, CHEAIBR, 2 208 LRG3 HT(85 44 Lctk), BEALA:BCEIAS R AE G
filiZH, HOXFRVEE Dy 18~22 &, ~FIJEI N 2143 % +1.09 % .

2.2. LWt

SRR 3 (AR Tt fd ., rh Vs, IR ) x 3 (R R . ok,
JERRRAE G A TR BEARAR AR S e k) P DR R APk (] e v RIS B D P9 Bl L AR N2 # A, B D 04

2.3. SEaR

2.3.1. FEREMEEMR

BT DMERF AL (S, 2012), IR FIEREEAA R A SBR[ o U IR S5 15
FHRES, MBARTERFEE K E PRI, HERENKN 2 o8, HRERE, HEBRATE R0 E
AR I SC A 5 TE VR TH AT A 4R L

A2 PR AR R B L Ui B 08 B M LRI, A RRTE R 1 K ZE B ARTE — iR N K551,
PRATVEE AT MR R . TEIRIGIERR A, R T A8 200 T fh st 1) — e AR5 A R AA AR 1 1% . A8 RS
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KA 2 70kl BRI, IR TR 5T b mlddh 10 S5 08 1 305 FA B E ORI AT 9 B 48

)R AR AR R A A B 15 B P LIRS, AR RARAE B X K 4 B ARAE — IR N 5530, AR
MTEAE AT M PRI AC R . ERRTRII R, AR 1 2 A Bt 1) — S5 AR A B AR 14 o T EL AR 2k 4k
RIFFIXFPR AR, IRIREX T B TR R T e BRINKIY 2 708, BRERE, HIER T ESIRRT
b m A 1 S 17 30 3 S R A AR T 4R L

2.3.2. ARRFSENER

AW FCEE SRR BRI 5K Sl ) Gl N Py B WL IRVED (2012), 3R A AL SR Py BRI AR
MR AR IR NI A FEAE, FRIE SR IP R B &G 1AL, RABFINER SRUZ. W
RIS N E S, 1 SRR SR BRI, TR A O R 0 SR NS, ) BRI S
G . IR S5 TP AR 3R] . IEVEIRNE 5 R RE A 8 A, 3 24 A ZR3IB BUIT I Y
WA SAE E XSGR B .

BRI Wr Jp5git . WL . BB . BB RS R . RERE . N LRI . K
I E

BRI 50, AW, B, B s SR B s

HEHGRTC: RAE. OREER. UM, A&, RBE. Mg, Rk, BE

2.3.3. RGP

FH Voci At Hewstone (2003)f# I (-t i £ . WU EREAANTH AR, NEEEAH T
M, P 5 ANTUH SR . TH ARG ST NMR T2/ fEPF AT, 08 Wk A
W2 AEFHAETE T, IRGIRIRASCAEANE NS ? (5P AT, R SRR NI 2 Y — FIR 550K
NEARRA DR . SRAT 4 AT H A R Je i Sk N A o ffats, 58 5 /N00H FVERI 4
A AT B AR AR . A HaRTESE 5 DNIHIERE 1~-3 (BLFEPIuR{E) MR n 558 N Jani Bl 46k £t
P, R 4 WFRIR S EE NS RT B i A v, P 5~7 (RIS E) W R 5 ik N e i B 2 5
EE.

24. SKRER

SEG AL AR R SR B PN BRIDE AL 56 DA K U B 2 56 B R = AN )

0, ENNRAFFLART, k5 A AT R S I —/ME G I ZR . BalBEL 7 3 H(ToH:
fib 2l BRI R IR AR R k), A TR AR R AR . 7E 2 IR RS,
NTREHEALESE T RGIFMERE GRS RCR, A 4 280 S TR R AE. A
i TC A 2 AE A8 G XA T AN BT ] S ke AAH DG N 2, ToHe i 4 Bl i B PR AR G 68 R S #5232 ik e N
FHORE LS RSO U B, AR 2 75 A AT AR A A iy s At e e NAH G 2%

o, e N FS Y BRICAENE6 (Single Category Implicit Association Test, SC-IAT). 46 (35 AH %%
B S5AMBATLS, EHATHBAESE, bt I R LU FRSIE:  “F220RE: SRS AR R sk
5, VEAFAREE L N RRAR . AL 7 BOUS, BB A, MR RO
MBEEE YL AR BERIRN L WELR 07 B, TE RO IEAR R . LS R NG ST B
TEMATAMHBALS AT, FEarh duls 2ICL 4R S8 “FARE: WOk S AR S5, 7547405 132 LA
NI AL 7 BIVE, BRI RNGR BRI N , WEZN R g b
S TEMIE  WE N 07 B, TERPUBGH IER RS S NG I B T BRI B IE
RIS R 75% LA U IE SEER B B
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SKH R, N TR, BTSRRI AR S ISR U . AT RS EE R
xR R (2012), WK 1. f)a, A #ORE R H S A2 BB R PO AR B . BRI 15~20
oyt

Table 1. Procedure mode of the SC-IAT
%2 1. SC-IAT 1254

A REEC Thig 2 B (F) A ] (3) AL HR
1 24 45> R + FRIEAN T BRIR N R AR = 7:7:10
2 72 e PR + FRIBEN AR BRI N A AR = 7:7:10
3 24 %3] FARR T+ BN BRI N AR = 7:10:7
4 72 IR Rk T+ BRI BRIRN AR = 7:10:7
2.5. WIWBHH

TRYE SC-IAT Hud A ¥ 75 M bR JCRE G . 70T SC-IAT HiEit, w7 o B R 4% K+
20% 11945 1% LA K S B2 (] /T 350 2280 KT 3000 R0 AN G s I 1] 1 S 87 o AN TEAf 1) 5 o 43 5 45 A A
INE X e o A R 11 2 s B2 B TR i 400 220 [ 485 5% 4% 41 i) [R] (Karpinski & Steinman, 2006). ZE51 6. &
EJG, BRI HI R + RN )BT SRR 22 58 AN H B (BRI + BRI N) ISP 35 ISR, FERR
LSS AN CHHORN 28 DU b BT IR IR S AR HE 22, B2 IK D 20 B0V N B L FE AR . D 2%
K, FORPA N B BRI, X HARBEAR I BN GUlker . [z, D 0Bk, SRl ial oy e Ik e,
XFEHPREEAR I EN R . A s o prid Bk A SPSS 22.0.

D= (ﬁ%wmm —RT s ) / SDyy et

3. &

H

R TR GAFE B S Bl 28 30 5 e N N Bl LA, JEAT PRIR R 7 Z oA (L& 2 flAl 1), &5
BRI, AR R 2 [F(2,107) =337.703, p < 0.01], T4 AR AR AR 5 322 s 4 P B fig D0, S5 3B (K T
BRI RNE i 5 o 2H, 5 AR R A 2L 1 P B DL B I T JC B A, RAE G RRE ERR R, X
B N H P B DL B G RRPE 55 b 2256 3 250 (2 2 [F(2, 107) = 99.907, p < 0.01], #if5 IEPEREAN A58 1)
Pl R N 10 P i L 5 S5 AR T 90 7 A 22 6 R 2 2 Ak 2236 Bt K 1 P Bl L, R i 2 56 1)
Bl Rt T N 1 P B O L IS T 90 St B 2 30 I B s AR B Al 2R A S B i 2 0058 AR B
[F(4,107) = 27.688, p < 0.01]. JEMN M HT I, SAVERMALRAFT S, WEPIRAE R Ak
i L2 A T 90 B AR AR R A 4 5 To e 2 (p < 0.05), 4% P AN AR G 2 6] Bk e N1 P9 B LA T
TR, (HAFIE R E 2 R (p=0.084). Bt EMEEMAI KPS, REFNAE R BRI TR N
F167 PA) o6 i DR 5 20 T 4 P R AR R b 4 5 TE B A 4L (p < 0.05), 2 FE AR AR AR G i 2H P B AL 85 3511 T
T AR (p < 0.05) HEH AR T IS, AN FIAR G Al A AR BE X e 5 N\ 1 P9 B A W AN A7 1E
i3 % R (p = 0.091)

4. g
AT 50 S L B A (IR (AR G i, 4 TR S B A A AT R P AT ek 28 36 ot T 8 A 1 1A ¥ Bk DL )
B, GERLR TN, ARG A A ek AT A e e N B 0 P B L, AR R B TR R,
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BRI PAY i AL o5 R BT A8 R B b AR AR P2 A s L P AU 7 T 32 B 22 IR RS2 , gt 7 P frh 22 6
IOV, IR BEARAAR G 2H P9 B i DL AR T R AR AR R LR 2, e AR AR S
RPN T A B WA T g, EAAERZEZR . SRR ARACr TS, WA
FALSM AL TR A A i I 2 A T AR AR S e ik 4 5 e P 4, 8 P AR AR G 2 pAY i L
BERT LMY o A U0k TS, AN AR SR AR AR AR B SR 1 P9 B i AN A A2
BEER

Table 2. D-scores under conditions of different degrees of imagined contact (M + SD)

2. FRIMESIEMIZE XM TE D % (M £ SD)

185 Dwirg;%%% G I IEHE
T i —0.95 + 0.24 -0.60 +0.03 -0.38 +0.05
BERR —0.65 + 0.14 -0.40£0.10 -0.12+0.15
REERAR 0.22+0.15 —0.15+0.06 0.33+0.16

- T
vz B AR A
R AR

St it T
B L0

Figure 1. Effects of positive degrees of imagined contact on implicit prejudice against disabled people under different contact
experience conditions

1. T EEM A TR SIEMARRIZE X TR AR A R R RS2

4.1, TERIEMPARIZE SN AR AER

KT B YR Gl R R B SR R P B I, B Fe 4 R B, A8 MR B B8 A R0k %o B A 1)
PR L, AR R LA AR BB, AN AR VE, X AMEAS A, w LEGE SRR EE. 5
REAE T 50 15 A G N AN R R 2 il A8 G Bl K 5 N AR P 5 A — 3. WAL 75 ORI 22 AT HR AT T W I
FANE HARBER R LTE . SBAJLE)IBFTE . JLE(4~6 %)W ERAE SR 5 A H A b3 LT (% TR 41 ) sl A %
BAMAR A S5 (LR A) . g5 R, FXTT X HEAL, b T SEI6 A A 1 R A ) LB AR B B i ) B 1
ARESTEE, FNET AR E 2 E 2 a5 Birtel etal., 2019). A (2022) FEER 1 48 G4
T Bz ot P B ) i L R RV ORI, SIZ 0 20 R P 25 R AR R A IR R B 5 BE A2 A A8 I Ho ks
BREREE, X HRA N N T AR QAR R AT, 5 SRR, TEe B A, SO0 AR T HR X S ) A
5 EIERESE . LR RS EER R SEAE NI TERTS, #9 KT HEGEmM =0,
ARG, HF HMBEE AR, IR RSP A E, BRNAPAETE SR Z TR
HERE KT MR RGN, BRAT I 70t 0IE SEAR AR AR G2 ok 368 3 A R FE AR Bl 573 2 TR AR AR A A P Ak R ) 3
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U/ D T PR AR AL L, DASE N EREANE AT, S A4 A 2k R (Miles & Crisp, 2014). £ L4155 A (2021) K&
PR AR SR AL RS SR B 03 PV BEAL  ARER B B, T S e ik R M AR S B . West 25(2011)
WAL, ZRE BRI L 1% 5 T CAAE B AT TAE S5 1 o0 0 R 3 EL Bl s/ A R O B8 X A AT T IR 2R
i A PERE R A = FEOH ALK, LR RN S R ah b SOLRE . hk
ORBSAIEWT TR AR B AN 2 i A B i S B LA

AHIFOL R I, A G ARRRE BRI B i UL R 1 28R 2 32 B 5 5 N3 i 22 56 14
SN, RIUNAE DM A RCT b, TR AE R 2 Py B i I 2R T R EE AR A R 4 5
PefihsH, B AR R B SRAN B P9 B i AR T e A, (EAAFAE B2 22 5 . AR IR 14
25T E, IREERIRAR RIS AU AN B Y B i 2 2 T R AR R b AL 5 e e 2,
R AR ALk A A B L 2 2 A T e e A vl ik A2 P R RR AR 30K b AT AR R AR AR B X ok
PRI A BE i WAFAE R 25 225 o %45 R 5 RAT SR P B G i g U0 HL AL R A7 i L BRI BE T 45 AR 5
Husnu A1l Crisp (2010)8F 7 & 8L, HEX SR SEBr i MG Z . SEPrif A et i AE B i, 727t
MRS, SRR ERE. BFRE. ZRER. SFEESEREm. SHE2012)H
KIL, BRI RE R B T A T AR AR 2R 50 1) R 2 A e AR B R O L, 7 VR A3 0 AR B e s o 1 A
SRR R 06 ) S AR ORI o AR, ARBKESE N (2021) A HE i 2256 22 /b R A8 R F o v K 2 2 At
JRANE RN BAS EERIRE M, SRR EL, R Sk IR B0, ARG BE s B R R ) A1
SEASEL, TS T A RS 7 0 o B P A AR S AR AT O o IR RS A R 06 kD i AL
J7 MR R AR . SR, AR5 SR FERUAR Gk fih 15 7 P AU AR G A 5 i L B R PR 41 P AR
I, AWFFAEREI, IR AR SR RN i WL AR RCR e R &2, HLAE IR e
TAEFEMZ I, IR FEAR IR b AR FE AR A A7 AE 525 A RCR 22 57 . (20 12) WF FE AR A AS E X
PR LI BEARAE A, a5 RABL =AM IR 20T T, AR G BEGS A B i L A B A8 R B AN AE B
EZSE, SAWIRGRAYI G XA RER AT SR S HAR R R T AR F AR 1 s
2k ASLIRAEIRUEAE R RIE A RTINS, SEK T ERANBRBEIE, DAETN 2 284S,
AW 4 o, JRERAATSE P RAPOS R B SRR, REEFEZA RS, dAsE
W gE ARG TR, BRI ORA RE RIS R, A BT X R R AR

42. BEX.. BIRE5RE

E D LT T P A P AR ARt ANOUA BT 2 AR BRSO (T B AR, 110 ELSA Db S (R F 7 v A e i 14
BRSO TR IO, AR IR MW FE SR it 7 Ikl L IdRmE . ASHT 7E 5 22 K% s e 4 i
RO SIS R IEVE RS R T, O ELR AR SR AR AR FE R 7y, SR B AN A e fih 2 B8 )
NI LA A PEE PRI AR AE S i B K O L S BOR T KA . M TE R SORTE s ARSI NIRAE R
PR B At R P 0 i ke e N PN i L ORI FE 4R AL 1o B e, AR Rl 2 DL A 22 B AR o o IS
CROORYE,  REPA R & 3 S O B L AE R, R I 5, BN
KI5 B AEFT T E XA S R R R 5GE, 87 vl i 4 A8 R B R PR R 5 R A B e A R A B
i T R JEE e AT AR PR A 22 36N S R SR A4 £ v L -

BRI — 2N . 58, AWTTEREAT 7 R R, DU IR S AR Rl TR
RGBS, TOAHT TR, F R AR Rt (i W s I RCRAR T IR EE AR G e, B4
2 IR FE A AR R A ) ORI 75 RE I B SV IR FEAP AR AR A% 2 T UM 5 P e P2 2 75 RE IR
SN AMRAR B P B I ? AR AR R R AR ERCR . R A MIRHACR, TR SEE
REZ AN FEBC A BE P AR B I T FURCR K AR S A FAT Al AL 75 T PR A A B KA, KRR R TT
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SR AR SER R IR T 1

5. &g

R R S 2 PR K 2 A PAY i UL PR A 8 it AR G A BRI A R T B N FRD A v AL 4 P
RORZARMA I T, AR AT 25 T TR S AR SO AR R LA S, IR 22 R B R AR S 42
figh 5 B RERS PEE A MM A G 42 A 75 BE A O DL 503 T A B R S5 (R R0R
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