Advances in Psychology [0>FR2£HERE, 2026, 16(4), 476-485 Hans X
Published Online April 2026 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.164221

BMARS R L EHRENRXR:
HERRFTER

x 0, Fi

BERHIMTEAA Bt 0m BB, iR HRH

Weks H . 20264F3H 160 FHHEM: 20264F4H14H; KA HM: 20264F430H

wm B

HE: B8 B RSN LEEA S I8 RO AR T BB AR S AL B MR, HFdE— B
ERERFHRETER. ik EH (BERAEEE) (DELELRSENER) M JLERERER)
TR — AT #3006 KTsh LEBTAE . 4R MahIEEMMEALSEN . FEBRENM
X, RELEMHSEMNSHFEBELMX; 4id: FEBEBMMNKESHLERRESZ FERFER.
XA

BMESE, WAhLE, HeEN, FER

Perceived Discrimination and Social
Adaptation in Migrant Children:
The Moderating Role of Hopefulness

Zhen Wuy, Xinyi Luo

College of Educational Science, Hengyang Normal University, Hengyang Hunan

Received: March 16, 2026; accepted: April 14, 2026; published: April 30, 2026

Abstract

Objective: This study aims to explore the impact of perceived discrimination on the social adaptation
of migrant children during their social adaptation process, and further analyze the moderating role
of hope in this relationship. Methods: A survey was conducted among approximately 300 migrant chil-
dren in a middle school in Hengyang City using the Perceived Discrimination Questionnaire, the Social
Adaptation Scale for Children and Adolescents, and the Children’s Hope Scale. Results: Perceived
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discrimination was negatively correlated with social adaptation and hope among migrant children,
while social adaptation was positively correlated with hope. Conclusions: The sense of hope plays a
significant positive moderating role between perceived discrimination and social adaptability.
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1. XEkEd
L1. Bl 5HSENRNXANR

AR Major & O’brien (2005) UL Ao R SRR AN DA & 5 e A MR & o 2 BT B 28 B i
REENFP E Sy RS 32 24 KOS A TERIR A .

Luthans %5(2007) R AR, #EoI& N AR FR MRS A S 2 B R 8 LA Mah &g, Hix
O HFRE T S BAMAR N TE QBRI AT 9 — .

TS T AL ) SAIEE R T A TR e B R . Hodr, sl LB AR DR AR (R 4 T 1
TRAT, MHIGINAIZE R SO RIS E N 55 2 EPh L, T2 5 A A Tl Bk E 2 18 B A A
XS IZEFAR AR T BN B 5 4L 208 RG22 1) B AU T 5

BT 1164 ZshLE T R, BIRZIFEREERA 2 303G RRR S R A, (R AL A4S
o H B B SRR (V0 0% T4, 2009). (T 4ELE(2020)3E— B R R, EEHIAN DR EE, B
WA H R 2@ N, 2 B I 55 OB = AR S . DA BFAIESE, sl ) LEE R R 2 1
PSS HA 253E B RE )2 IR I B I SRR &R

1.2, BEARSHFERNXRENR

A B — P E RO BR, AR R NS AR TR R G 2 T E A . Breznitz (1986)SEUER 7T
RIR, A BRI A RO N A O B B AN R 2, H AT TE TR He 77 B ORARF Lo B~
MAEFR R EAERME, MRS SZ AN BT, X PP S 23 B 2 BRAR T B B ph s s A 2
FH AT BRI TIUA(Breznitz, 1986) X P A I Kl — 5 B 95 M P SR R BRI ANA B ORI, 2 TS
2014),

AREFERYT, BN A BRI BRI, P 52 0 368 5 30 I AT IR L A O AR Bk
SEER, A Ay B IEAE RGBT AT B4 VB o gk IR F2 (201 8) 4R 1 imsh ) LE B A« Ay
NS ) s BRI RO R o (AR, — LS 7 38 e Pt i it e oA B R 7 SO AL PR 2
Bilan, — e R bk B SR Snyder A BIRHAT Tl B8 ST B3 1A BBk
A2 BRI . IS T T CABERE, 2017).

13, REBSHLEMNERME

FEARAR DB EE TS T, BB IR LU e . AR AR AT IR 2 & RO BRI
FERAE . Hrp MU 1A BB 0 B fIR. TTATHILIRE AL 2@ N AE I SO S (IR, 2021), 7K
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24N (2020)i8 3 T FSZIGUE ST, INENAT NIT Ik 4s & O FE T TRRE A R T e U7 8 38 1 4 S /KT g d
SEENAE ST o A B KPR O FE B A (5 B BN EL R O o) IR S AR AR, e i B B SR [
INENAI AR T, 2 4T S se e R BLH Ot 7 A O B gfbE 5@ MR RE S (=, 7577, 2018).
TR FCHR HY, R A A B RO AR A N AR B . I 2R B A B AN R 24 /T O ERIR S .
A REXTERMY R R P AR BRI (R 4E, 2015). N ABEJIME NS &, REO0 T B BT A 238 B 9
WM (L 45, 2009).

28 ERTIR,  BOLAN D 54 23 N 22 [A)A7- 6 32 25 1R 7 el S, 7 A SR JRE L P DA v 1 A o 2 A
IE R B S R R A
2. [B]REREH

FEN BN )L B A2 N AT I BE A BT Fe T, 2238 AT B ot B o i e MLk TR, (B R Z RER
TR AU A VS0 N B A 2 B R ST A T b, A /D S AN AR A A O T WS 56T BB
JE IR o AR RSN OB A DA B “A R I HTHESE, BRI
T3 RE NS 59 AL B 1 oA 238 7 1 B ) 52 = T sl ) L IE N S IR 7SR, FEA TRt 1848 5.
3. IRG*
3.1. HIsEHR

A TR A ES, S, 4R (20 13) 3B LE BE & e « I LEIMESHAE RN “5
BESHAD I 37N — R AR IR T TN X 22 S B o I ELIG B R 2R DL B 6~18 B JLEAIF DA

AW 9T K F IR E, UM R 2 BT b 222 328 & ) LEEAE Ax G, @i o) 45 18 A s B
AHIFTE I L IRIT 302 10 ROFEARRHRE, MR RCRIER] T 92.35%. #HRFEILE 1 iR,

Table 1. Basic demographic characteristics of participants (N = 302)
1. HIRMERBFRWN=302)

Ik LIk H 43 (%)
¥l % 159 52.6
« 143 474
. I 112 37.1
SRy 190 62.9
& 37 12.3
S i 265 87.7

32. fixIA

3.2.1. BLENTEE)E

AW FAE LT, 4k 5E2010)BIBATF R SRR & T B . ZERH 6 N EMMK, KH Likert
5, WP EMN CREAEARTE” B AR ET o AWFCRA Cronbach’s a REH LB RIS
FERTES, 45 RRHIH AT —HERECN 0.87.
322 JLIEHSERNER

KR, #5013 R RIZME T H, ST R EET R AR, HAER PR i a
PN F AT X — AN B3 o SR 2 o) 5 2R RE N LA R A TR S VS S E SR AR, S 21 A
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PRAEAL I ASHIT TE h iz BRI (5 L R HCN 0.89.

323, JLIERERER
JLE A EEEE RN Snyder MR BINT 1997 fEgwEI5EM, L E, FEQ01 DRI STET
i, %8R K Likert 6 fiit4r 730, WEERIMN “MA” B “Bf” .

3.3. HiEsE
K F SPSS26.0 #HATEFE /AT, AW T REERIBRES . MOLFEAR T /5. Pearson FHI<40HT LA K

P RN R I 5

4. ARER

4.1. Fsh) BB

4.1.1. #zh)LE BT A ILR A

Table 2. Perception of discrimination among migrant children (N = 302)
F2 2. RENLEEMARIERWN =302)

S N M SD

IR B 302 2.01 0.88
AL AL 302 2.18 1.08
T A SR A1 302 1.83 0.90

2 2 Fim, Wah) LB A5 2 80 2.01, MRS R SEAS fe i, R SO 0 B 1500 B 1K
4.1.2. FEh)LEEME R A ORI

o

Table 3. Differences in discrimination perception among migrant children by gender, grade level, and only-child status (M +

D
Sﬁ)s RENLBEMMBAEMR . FRMESTHE EHNERIEL(M £ SD)
N OSN3 4E (M + SD)
¥ IR 5 AR SRR B A B S0 3
H(n=159) 1.95+0.87 2.13+1.08 1.77 £ 0.87
5 Z(n=143) 2.07+0.90 2.24+1.08 1.90 + 0.93
t -1.18 -0.83 -1.32
Y (n=112) 1.85+0.88 2.04+1.10 1.66 + 0.88
EG =9 (n = 190) 2.10+0.88 2.27+1.06 1.93 +0.90
t -2.39* -1.83 —2.48
AT L (n=37) 2.23+1.19 240+ 1.32 2.05+1.30
RBNEF L b A= T2 (n = 265) 1.98 +0.83 2.15+1.04 1.80 + 0.83
t 1.26 1.33 1.16

#: "p<0.05; "p<0.01; "p<0.001.

Wi 3 fion, sl LE BRI SEENE R EAFAE R E Z R (p > 0.05); AFEEB s ) L 75 B AR5
FRZEREE (P <0.05); FiahJLEBRL AR S B2 R AR E (@ > 0.05).
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Table 4. Social adaptation status of migrant children (N = 302)
= 4. RENIEHSENERN =302)

5 N M SD
FEEIE 302 3.50 0.63
o1 5 R 302 3.63 0.65
A TE S VE SIS 302 3.43 0.70

N 4 Pos, s LEALSIE RPN 3.50, 221 5 RGE R fm, AR SIS AE AT
ko

4.2.2. FE1)LEHLSEN & A OFEHE

Table 5. Comparison of differences in social adaptation of migrant children by gender, grade level, and only-child status (M + SD)
=5 RBILEMSENEMR] . FRMEDME EMNERIIEE(M + SD)

UNEELEZ0E oI R 5 2] 5 RGN AT ST B

F(n=159) 3.52+0.65 3.61+0.66 3.43+0.71

P51 Z(n=143) 3.54+0.62 3.66 + 0.63 3.42 +0.70
t —0.29 —0.64 0.10

WIF(m=112) 3.64 + 0.60 3.72+0.61 3.54 +0.67

G 1 (n = 190) 3.47+0.65 3.58 +0.67 3.36+0.71
t 2.20" 1.92 226"

AT (n=37) 3.60 + 0.63 3.71 +0.66 3.49 + 0.69

RENMAET L JEMAE T L (n = 265) 3.52+0.64 3.62 + 0.65 3.42+0.70
t 0.74 0.82 0.56

Wk s fon, Wsh)LEMES LR TEM EATEIE R Z R > 0.05); fEERTTIH, Hsh)LE
FEEER R AR E 2R (p <0.05), EIFSIENERN FAEEEZER @ <0.05).

4. RA)LEEMAE, HSBN. FEBRREXSH

N3 6 P, =HZIAAFAEREMK. BHRERER, B SHa@Enages). A RREIE
MIBARSS, Aol B RE )5 A SR LR 0 IEAR R

Table 6. Correlation analysis of perceived discrimination, social adaptation, and sense of hope

6. BRMAG, HoEN. HERMEXST

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 1
2 0.91™ 1
3 0.87" 0.59™ 1
4 —-0.24™ -0.26™ -0.19™ 1
5 -0.23" -0.026" -0.15" 0.94™ 1
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6 -0.025™ -0.024™ -0.21™ 0.94™ 0.78™ 1

7 -0.028™ -0.028™ -0.21™ 0.64™ 0.56" 0.65" 1

8 -0.27* -0.027* -0.020*" 0.59* 0.52* 0.59™ 0.92™ 1

9 -0.025™ -0.25™ -0.12™ 0.60™ 0.51* 0.62*" 0.92* 0.71* 1

e 1= BRI, 2= AMERBARAIE, 3= BHRBMIAN, 4= R, 5= #5¥REN, 6= Eif5EshE
M’ 7= %%%’ 8= E%//T%‘Eé‘éﬁ, 9= ijjj‘%'\éﬁa

45 FEREBRNANRESHLSENNBTERKRR

BT REEANT S, RGBS T A BRI BRI 52 ENRE R AP IR Wk 7
JR, B RN PL I AR R, 5 RN X AR W, G5 SR BB ) A 2 3
RESIA TR AR FH (B = —0.12, p <0.01), T Ay 8RO AL 203 ML RE A B35 I IE R BIAE I (B = 0.34, p <
0.001). H=JZTEN X M W BIZZ LI, 45 5 A BUBSCAILR 58 AN IR 58 TINS5 1V R 07 235 1 Tl
MAERIB=-0.11, p <0.001), =57 B2 RORT SO R0 58 A 238 S 5 0 09 1 /T G825

Table 7. Regression analysis with social adaptability as the dependent variable

® 7. UHSEBENENAEEENEASH

2 oy F=2
B t B t B t

5 0.02 0.32 0.08 1.22 0.09 1.47
R —0.17 —2.22° -0.10 —1.46 -0.08 -1.26

X -0.12 -3.31" -0.12 -3.36"

W 0.33 8.78™ 0.36 9.37***
X*W -0.11 -3.76"**

R? 0.02 0.27 0.30

AR? 0.01 0.26 0.29

F 5.51 26.88" 25.28™

X = BaiE, Y= SENES, W= AR,

RHE—5 oM A BRI AR E R, R bootstrap Y25 A5 BEEGHEAT A0 4L, ARAE SR NI — AN bR it 2 K
A BB 9 e Ay SR IEORRA SRR . 25 SRR AR 8 PR, A B BRI (B = 0.0484, p > 0.05), B A5 X [H]
50, FWBNAREE. U7 EEE (B =0.475,p<0.001), BEXEALE 0, B SEETEM
Pl L S YA A (AT R TR T

Table 8. Moderating effect test of hope on perceived discrimination and social adaptability

7 8. HERITEAL TN 2E N RE N BT

R A K B t D LLCI ULCI
M - SD 0.05 -0.06 0.96 -0.10 0.09

AR S CINAT WA M 0.04 -3.46 0.00 -0.19 -0.05
M+ SD 0.05 -5.19 0.00 -0.34 -0.15
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Figure 1. Moderating the effect of hope on perceived discrimination and social
adaptability
1. HERIEA MG I & N 2 B H T ER

5. T1ig
5.1. 7Eh)LE B 5 B FFAE

AR B, FEh)LEE AN AR AL T rh 2K, HAMARIE AN b8 52 v TR A N b . IR g
5 )LE NIRRT B e—— A ATTRE RN B B & B AT, (B DL T BB Z H AR, RN
FIfER RIE AR LUK, X RE NS ERAT T N BUREE S, 2024). YAl &8 N F 405
BN LB SR T M, XSRS R T . A S AT A R ARAR A, i AR B R
Ji& N EBHFAE (Gottschalk & Hoigard, 1986). ASFESEF SN LB AW S AEE 2, AR B A
PSR .

5.2. MENJLEH2IE M AHHE

KRBT B RE LB AL 2OE R AL T Ak, 25115 S RaE R T A SR EE R, X5 Lu &
Zhou (2013) “FEZHLVEA” Hb A —FEh K BATEAG, (HAHE A R T4
W, FEROE R TS, A SR SR A . A SRR 2, BRI T . A
R ER AP T B AL, RIS SIEENEN 2 Roe . MR EURRIATER “Zmi1” . Sl A
AL AR R B T . AR S B PR, A R R

G RAR, RS R T AR TR U A R, UL O R Bl ) LB
BN AR, KOS PR, B A RO K

53. AR, ARLEHSENSHERIEXXEA

Tish ) LE R BRI 5 Ay B PR 1 R SRR DUA DEFE S50 5 A STk 28— SO AL,
FAE(2018) 2 I SE AT AR I, ) L T A58 B ) S A B 5 HeAy BRIBOKF 2 B3 AR K R
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TRV R DR AL N 0 LB 5 B RSR I A e = AR T AR T, 1 95 1 ARATTR ARSI BB J ER AN Bl )
A BRI AN AT S PRI S IR 10 2 2 0o B BRI, ORI 5 RO 0 P REAR S I A B0, i) L2 S8 5 s A\ T B
IS

A 2E N RE KT H A B R LR IR R ORI . R A Sl B ) L2 7 2 2] AN AR I h A
S AR ARG, T 1 AR IS RSR BRI U AN S 7o IR IE R 2% R En AT, RTHRB ) LE A&
TR B AT B TARATIAE 2 BT AL A5G T S A R B, 0 R 1Y SRATAT I TR AR R A5 O R B

5.4. RE L EFERASMMENMSENENPRBETIER S

SR, VBN LEE A ) O 0 i A 2 08 B RE 77 2 B R ORIV 52 B Ay B BOX — DB R R ) 2
FHPWNT . BARTT S, ARIKP A B JRORH SRR R0 0 A 23 v 8 ) R 1 RO AN 2 285, T v 7K1 1) A B UK e
8 A7 R R R h i 20 L B+ 2 38 N e ) R SRR 0, I X R 2 A SR B A Ay SRR P 13 &
. G Ay B LB RSN BB A, AT e e BB SR A R 1) R ) B AR AR B R FRE R A v R IR Y
(0% S8 AR @R AEFF IR AL G B RE /), TARAT BRI ) L8 SO N e 25 2 51 ROR AR AT 9 Eltsh 46 1n) il 5 Bk
SIENRE SRR A, 2017).

KRG OHEFEABR—F, IR U A BRSO SR e AL M T I 7 i SR AL N AE S
71 HESRAMARIN K J1RE J1(Luthans etal., 2007). SCUERF LR, 4l ) LEEHEAR BT IR0 2 (0 B A0AR B
AbTAHFEZACFI, A SRR R THIG 2 3 B R AR B A & R RE ) o X — IR AT AN T 3N )L AR Ak
PRTREAAR P T W RO AMURR AL 2 A5, ABATIAE A EX P 8 £ 0 IR AL S PR RS AL RIS DA S A 2 5 A6 VAl DR T 7 32 6 ¢
SRR S . FEXFMEOL T, KE B & WO R SCHE A RS AR B T AR B 3R,
A BRSO AT T 0T R HE B B IPEA Bl 77 03X 280 BEBE IS T LS B 3l ) LB S M s 1R R 0, A AT T A 4
2318 N BE ST REME B 52 BB A (R (K, E TR, 2019).

AT FraE Rt — PSR 7RO B PR AE S (AR 0 5K, BN B B A8 IR AR AR O BE BT A1) 22 X
FCAE 5T P 1 B AR e B FR AR N B B R E . AR AT E LR, EARM SR,
B R () A R ANV B e 9 ) LB B A SR AL 00 S o BRSO A, S E B ARy — M O M N AE B,
B GR PEARARENT ek 250& R RE 777 AR TH RIS . SRTT,  AF SR 2R IR AR K A B AR O 1 A T AR
RIXEZEAKF, X IR ARGV T 244 R P TR BB, ™ A i P FE SR Bl g 5 AR AR it v
PAFE /0 HE I SO A0 58 A S T b o, TV 2 LB AR O BRI S g R AR AR YR I SE AT SR . B STk
W 3 U S v 7K A BN DT RE A S 2 I 55 I A ) SCIEG, T A R A AR IR A 56 e A D AR R L A AE
#) 73(Whinston, Sexton, & Lasoff, 1998). &+ FiR#F 7RI, EEFXTREN)LEIF B OB, NY4EE
I R G B A AR IR IR 07 SRR T OB B AR o XA BT 5 A R A AR YO B K R TR
3K, TR R AR O A b o) A 20 N D) it B AR 40 5
6. &5

(1) B S AR, H2IE R R/ 2B AL,

(2) A BRGE B AN AL G N R ) Z (R AR B, BAKI S, @A A B, IR Rzt
SRR 1B 0] 4 2 38 L R T 7 AR TRV B R
7. BEEI

7 I R SRR O R 2 M ST, T L PO TE B TR AT B 1 R 5 AR
S RIAHE TSN LR 7 S, BT
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