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Abstract

Culture is inherently group-based, and cultural attachment refers to the emotional bond formed
between an individual and a specific culture. Existing studies have shown that cultural attachment
can influence intergroup relationships, but the underlying mechanisms remain unclear. Therefore,
this study adopted a questionnaire survey method, using the Cultural Attachment Questionnaire,
Group Identity Scale, Intergroup Contact Scale, and Acculturation Strategies Scale. A total of 550
college students from the Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region and Hunan Province participated in
the study, with 501 valid responses collected. The study examined the relationships among cultural
attachment, group identity, intergroup contact, and acculturation strategies (integration, assimila-
tion, and separation). The results revealed the following: (1) Cultural attachment was significantly
positively correlated with intergroup contact, and cultural attachment exerted a significant positive
predictive effect on intergroup contact (r = 0.396, P < 0.01). (2) Group identity played a partial me-
diating role in the relationship between cultural attachment and intergroup contact, with a mediat-
ing effect value of 4.129 (95% CI: 0.144~0.252), accounting for 50.121% of the total effect. (3) Ac-
culturation strategies moderated the influence of cultural attachment on intergroup contact. Spe-
cifically, the strategies of separation (f = 0.119, P < 0.01), assimilation (f = 0.093, P < 0.01), and
integration (8 = 0.094, P < 0.01) all enhanced the predictability of cultural attachment for inter-
group contact. This study further demonstrates that individual attachment to their own national
culture may promote intergroup relationships through direct or indirect pathways, enriching the
research results of cultural psychology and ethnic psychology. At the same time, the research results
provide an empirical basis for understanding the psychological mechanism of ethnic exchanges, but
they need to be interpreted in combination with more specific group characteristics and situations,
in order to provide a reference for promoting the development of ethnic culture, enhancing ethnic
exchanges and forging a strong sense of community of the Chinese nation.
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1. 5|

Bt S ERARE L H 25 iR, % EZB A R iz SR i, AT S AR R SR 52 At - AN
SCACHERIE] (3% i A2 5 IR L Rl O [ 5300 B B 145 1 B 2308 1] [2]. #EPrdfid2 45 A
[ A 8 53 2 1] ) B B RV 3R L3, HA O W s At g (i 2 A R AR 2 1B e, T Rl I 21
WD AN AL, T 508 B A 2 TR PR 5 2R [3] . doe W) RO B el i b 3 E00F 52 4 ol AN TR ST AR R A 2
25 LA R L TS24 Allport (L954) (R RF PR UL th ) TEMRETE SRR, BSR4
fish BE 0% /L fi WL 45 BCRR[S], ART ST 22 57 A B e s Wi Ak A L 6] [7]. B, A2 B AT B ST AL TR 5
X B O BR R S A G HEAE T [8], A R] B ST B 1] (B iad 2% IF 1) 801 i M1 AR Sk R ) 1 ) e 7 o 425l 75 L )
SN AL 2251 (9] SCHILE RENS 75 B MAAE 5 AN R SCAL TS SR M REAR SR AN, Ik B8 SO 22 e i 7 A4
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HIERBIG 58], ST IR & ANt FLAth ST A 0 17 1R A 58 W 52 M A B 42 ik 1 o e 5 0k, T SO AR
&M 5 BT IR SCAL R BT R R R 1 R IS5 [10], RIS BB AP AE 2 [11], AT mT & 5 1 7 e
Hehid o

PIERTFURIL, BEAN AT DR AEAKS B 5 AN A B BT 70 O — DR SE R AR,
T YD T B i JL AT R 5%, S SR B e ik [12] o FEAARIA [R5 TR A 2 A i o2 S 3B it 2
[13], REME N MASE L CBE A SCRRAN 224, AR S5 AN R R N 58 A 5 Lo RO TS, T8 e
FEPREARIBE T o RIS SOAARAE I 5 A AN AN R 5 SCAC U R R, 3B T 88 S G I AR A ), T
FEZ LT RT, SCHARTS AT AR AE AR AS [ SCAL R A =8 0 2Ry — A LA PR i _E AR (e
e RITIEFER), T REPRID S, I IRIEE AN . CABIRERY, moC R AMATLE S ST
355 rp 2 T B 0 SCA A5 S MR T O [1] [14] [15],  FH3m ik 3 i A BE AN (R (2 e B B A (n o £
RORILFER) A [14]-[16]. A, BLEBFFEIER, SCHARASA AT CLE R R b fil, 38 mT Ll
AN R MR B BRI TR 2 SO AR AR B i o R A AR

Berry S5t 1 SCAIE S HEE AR 0O R A 152, K ST A N SR 73 N DR 4R X B SO AT e 1A 5 5
SRS A BRI PR P AN RS, MR ANERL, SO0 O G MERB R RS, X
BB RN BT SCAL SR SRS I R BAR Y R A SR s @ A MATBGT RS, e BT STAL s
@ FaE: MAEgEOl, RERE RO, B S ECIORE R @ 1G4k MAREA R EE B SC
e, ARAFAL, AT SRR [17]. AERE BT ST R, K A KA AR S [H]
PTG B SREms T AL I8 B D A SR [18] [19]. A RFFER I, SCHMANT SCAE S s 77 R M 52 21 S04k
TSRS (U2 [20], 1 ELA R (0 SCAGTE N S B P ik O e i B A7 AE 22 5, B, R A SR A B 45 5
e W] (2 5 R A, 1 23 2 SRS U B X AP R HEAE I (18] 77 BAAKAE(2004) 1 Y, A SR oy M i85
B A, 1T o 25 SR 5 L M T RO R [18] [21]. SRTHT,  JAAR R (2024) 1 RO ELtR AL X S 7F 52 R I
RISt 2 o 8 A0 1 5 vt R R AR o, ST MRER T T il “ St e TR A IR IR AR BE e R LB [7]. XK
W ST A 7 SRS T R I ] B P 2808, T2 AT R B R 4 P o R, 00 S A 7 S ]
DA 7 S MR A0S T B 2 i A 52

Zr L, AW LA SINR IR [12]45 2 7030t 3 CHEZR[22] 0 28, R “STALARAS — BE AN A — B
PRl HIR AR, BRI AN L (1) SCHARAS RE 5 B PN 3R B R 222 R RE PR Ak T2 (2)
FEAON R R AR A R R AT 2 RIS BIESEAS () BRSO I 7 S S e 3 7 ST AR A0S T B e Mk PO 2
Wi A2 2 BE UL BORE 8 2 v 4R RO R AR BOR SR BRI O BEAL IR RE, I OuEs SR 5 RO I
JE TR PBESIE RS -

2. WEE5H*
2.1, MHRER

AW TR B AE G 7730, T 2024 435 PN 52 3 T DX R 24 7 b e 1 K 27 A 550 44 R TsZk T
W4, SRR AGE, 38 %04 501 fy. B4 251 N, k250 N ALERZE R, [BIE.
Wi . B 15 AR, HASh ik 200 AL (B 59 A iR 49 AL Wk 47 AANFEZ, H
R & BRI 3~10 1.

BT REA I RS 2 ROERER, (ARIERAS 2, HBIRAE RS0 B8, BTG 820t 70 h o dax B
R BGR 2 TREAT LA o [RIINE, B oA N 11 22 A0 8 A b (A B B 5 8 /AR /D B e T e )« A D b (O
TIAAT) FLAPERI N AR &, DAHERR O BEBR e 1) 40
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22. TH

SCAR AR T 25 ey R TR AN A7 A AR G 1 ) SCAG AR S B 2 [20] . 1Z R AL - B FRSCERE . oAkt R EE
CERSCALSEIAT N =AM, 3216 NEH, RH 1 GBEAFRE)~5 (B4R E)5 iy, Hoh 4 AN
HoNR ATy, 550k, RIAMEXT H 8 SO AR A FE R o . fEARHEFe T, %A Cronbach’s a %
#0959,

22.1. BfREMER

KM Islam 1 Hewstone FIREFRZAM M4 [23], %8R 7> AN SR bR BUE AR bR il i 2, &6
5ATIH, K1 (EEAFAE)~T GEeFE) 7 it WRIECUETITT[23], A brkim B 55 br i
BT, VEAREPR AR Iy, ARRBEbREAK Yo EART T, 2194 Cronbach’s a RE4 0.942.
PR B Y — S RBON 0.891, T E 4R —FE RECH 0.894.

22.2. BK\RIER
K FH S B i (2022) g | (K BEAN Rl 6 [24], &R NN FEFE ZOA R PG, 3t 24 A
H, M5 Sit0. EARRF, ZEER Cronbach’s a 2K 0.963.

2.2.3. XIERIRERE R

S 7 AN S N PRI R 2 A SOAGSE BT I 25 [21], R4 20 R B AR & = AN 4R,
MNEFESH 64 4. SANEH, 15 NEH, KA S fitar. 250k S v A X 12 5w B8 )t e . A
Fod, FEE. [FAITEE G SRS i — Sk & %05 )06 0.814. 0.700. 0.875.

3. &R
3.1. XREFEREKE

K Harman 5 R 38K 3020t e ACREAT JL 7] 77 V2 0 Z2 A 06 45 R R, 35— N R IR 320 37.34%,
T 115 8 40% I SR AR HE[25], Ui B ACHIE TR A7 AL ™ E A SE ) D5 i 2 LR

3.2. ETENMWARMESH

X REBRE . SCHMRA . AN R AN SOAGSE S SR EAT IR IR S 1 70 B RAE N 1 228 B B 2 R
5o SRR, BEbREEAL. SOHARAS . BN EIANSCAGIE B SRS FEME A AR VRN R g I AAAE B3
#5:(P > 0.05).

T A IR RN SCARE L SR I (1 8 SRS 7 J A3t b A7 7E 35 22 5 (P < 0.05), B ks REIR, JE(E
PE /DB SR 5 1 (48 171 /2R 558 B e ik AR B A DA RSP o T SR AR PR D B RO R R gk, R AR e 2D
K PR 5 S b (8 11 1L 558 ) RO A AE SO B S W 7 T B J8 A 7 R /D B R R R J b P o 1 A 1)
Hlg o AR WAL 1.

3.3. BEENHEXEH

XPREBRZA . SCHARAR . B A R R SOAE B E AT AR ZE A G e AT L 2, S5 RSB B, BEbrfi
53K S IE AR (r = 0.396, P <0.01), SEFARIAR S IEAI(r = 0.478, P <0.01), 5 3CA0IE N 5 A 1
R =5 (r=0.779, P <0.01). [Afk(r=0.754, P < 0.01)FI*£5 (r = 0.894, P < 0.01) I B IEAHIG; WK S5
AANF S IEAE G (r = 0,527, P < 0.01), 5 3CAKIE S 5RI H ¥ RE 25 (r = 0.416, P < 0.01). [A4k(r = 0.401, P <
0.01)F1% 5 (r = 0.355, P < 0.01)HIYFFAE & I IEM IS FHAINFE SR B (r = 0.514, P < 0.01). [Fk(r =
0.505, P < 0.01)F1 34 (r = 0.461, P < 0.01) [FlREFEAE 2 5 (K 1IEAH %
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Table 1. Descriptive statistical differences of variables by place of residence

# 1 BELEEREMMNERAGITER

el JEAEHL
mH SRR b AR/ R TR R it tF 14
T B2 it 312.994 + 159.236 282.772 + 163.590 t=1.957, F=0.678
e 50.956 + 7.880 49.930 + 7.105 t=1.396, F = 4.623
TN LR 81.102 + 20.106 76.171 +21.812 t=2.483, F=1.654"
(1= 20.262 +5.029 19.684 + 4.942 t=1.204, F=0.254
A1k, 13.423 + 3.306 13.279 + 3.457 t=0.447, F = 1.255
BE 17.242 + 4,587 16.298 + 4.897 =2.096, F = 2.478™
H: TR P<0.01.
Table 2. Results of variable correlation analysis
2. TEHEEMSHER
A AR IS 2 uSNE] T B i
AR 0.527" 0.396™
L 2NN 0.527™ 0.478™
HE B4 fin 0.396™ 0.478"
ET= 0.416™ 0.514™ 0.779"
[F1k 0.401™ 0.505™ 0.754™
BE 0.355™ 0.461™ 0.894™

¥ "R P<0.01.

3.4. BARKPRTIERKRLE

PISCALIR ARy B AR, REPRIEARE R A&, 22BNk . SRR IR Stk AT [ A 2 Hr o [RJI
K SPSS I AE Y Process ifh HFikFEAA 4, A7 78 [ AL AilFE 5000 K. SR 3, & 4. N4

5L, HABONAE N 4.129 (4 54K 50.121%), BELEERUNAE A 4.109 (5 51K 49.879%).

Table 3. Regression coefficients of each variable

F 3 BRLEEEERH

EVEpy ARG 2B EVEFS T E A

R oA & R2 T R F t
5] 0.165 0.157 19.626™ —0.047 (-41.215~10.911) -1.142
Az Y5 —0.031 (~36.091~15.919) -0.762
T B fi JEAEHD —0.064 (—50.282~5.755) -1.561
L 0.035 (—5.996~15.129) 0.849
AR 0.391 (6.535~9.940) 9.507"*
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531 0.287 0.280 39.856™ 0.025 (—2.084~4.127) 0.646
Az Y5 0.049 (~1.065~5.132) 1.289
L 2NN JEAEHD -0.077 (-6.794~-0.117) -2.033
LR -0.007 (-1.379~1.138) -0.188
AR TR 0.522 (1.214~1.619) 13.718™
P 0.266 0.257 29.858™ —0.056 (—42.606~6.345) ~1.455
A —0.050 (—40.464~8.439) -1.287
JEAEHD —0.035 (—38.602~14.220) -0.907
T B i
R 0.038 (—4.997~14.834) 0.975
FAA N A 0.376 (2.219~3.611) 8.233™
P& AN 0.195 (2.231~5.986) 4.300"

¥ "R P<0.01.

Table 4. Analysis of mediating effects
4. pNER SR

RS RN (95% Cl) SE S L
SR 8.238 (6.535~9.940) 0.867 100.000%
BN 4.109 (2.231~5.986) 0.956 49.879%
HHA U 4.129 (0.144~0.252) 0.027 50.121%

3.5. XHIENKREIETIERERE

DISCARAR A N TN A &, Rl o 45 AR &, SO IdE B SR IE T AR BT T E - A, &5
R 50 ST RN ST A 3E N HEE B 2 AL A & 2R B4 2 2, BB 525 IE 1) TR A e i . SC
AR ANRE RS . [FL . G EAR R B35, U0 T SO L SR o SO AR o fid 18 45 2842
B, SRR, BEES AR RO AR TRk 1.300% (AR? = 0.013, P < 0.05), [AI4k 1 5 2508 Xt
A S TTHER S 0.080% (AR? = 0.008, P < 0.05), &4 [ 15 200800 48 57 (1 5T ik %4 0.800% (AR? = 0.008,
P < 0.05).

HE— SR BRPR TR, MR TARRE B AT, SO AR S S 3 bR 122 o Fr) S A AR X 2 55 1T
AT R B B KT, SO B BB () IE RIS TN B . X R, R AT E, SCi ik
TR Ko T o o P (1 A R BRI 5 T S A 2 S R B B ko TR P 0% RS B T AE 1Al R R T A
AR TR R KT, SO AN 0 R e fik (R S M AR 85 s 170 2 M T o R A KSR, STk
ARSI B e Ak 0 I [ 2 I B M 2 KR, TR KPR Ry, SO 8 ] T s P {12 i34 FH R i
B [F) e, SR 5 o S R A S R B B i 2 [R] PR S0 R AR B T IE M R o S MR TR S KPS, S
PR RS T PR B P R AR T B 55 T A AL T B S AP, SO AR 76 B B s 14D 1 i) 5 ) B
NRE. XK, BEEIKTRRE, SO SR BR e 5 1 F kg, RIS SO AR A s I bR
P 2 BRI R T R R E R
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Table 5. Moderating effects of acculturation strategies

5. MIIE R SRR BT

PR 1 BiAd 2 A 3
e
Vi t P Vi t P i t P
P& AN 0.396 9.633  0.000™ 0.087 2.823  0.005  0.075 2.489 0.013*
(T 0.743 24240 0.000™ 0719 23406  0.000™
SCAARAS x B R 0.119 4210  0.000"
R? 0.157 0.613 0.626
AR2 0.157 0.456 0.013
F 92.791 394.711 277.884
AR 0.396 9.633  0.000™ 0.112 3525 0.000  0.104 3297  0.001"
A1k, 0.709 22369 0.000™ 0687  21.317  0.000™
AR x [El4L 0.093 3.095  0.002"
R? 0.157 0.579 0.587
AR2 0.157 0.423 0.008
F 92.791 343.002 235.800
AAKRIS 0.396  9.633  0.000" 0.090 4249  0.000™  0.074 3551  0.000"
By 0.862  40.901 0.000  0.849  40.751  0.000™
AR x BE 0.094 4699  0.000™
R? 0.157 0.807 0.815
AR? 0.157 0.650 0.008
F 92.791 1038.286 728.844

H: "FIRP<0.01,
4. ¥+1ig

ABFRIEST T SO BB B SR, B A5 50 T BEVR DR B PP A 4 R R SCASE 7 S £
PHVEF o BFTCLE AT T SR AS S REBR B A B B 56T, BRSO R A — BEAIA R — B
BREEAL” B ER R, DA SCALSE BIAEIS (Bry Rk REES)AEIR — 52 B P HBRAL RN o 3 — % TN B R
LIS S T I RERR ARG T H BRI R A R 2 rh AR R St R AR R T
SEHE S

4.1 ARSI R PRI AR Y E RN

WFFCAE RO, SO 5 R B i 2 825 1R AR O, OO MR AR R e i B 2 2 IR A A
K—diig 5o SR F IR A e R R TLEh 7 MR — 2. SR FE 4 18— $[26]. 2N
SE(2019)4R i, TR AN S T Jg ST L) T B 1 IR AL, b 201 B 1 oA (AR STAL R A )
VA AN 22 4R [10] 0 4 MAK A RS A SR 2 ARSI, e LSO B S R SR B E PR B, A
IAE 55 AR SCAC T A iy 2 300 L0 B8 iR X T TSP AN 3 %k o i, 2R AR A7 42 (2023) I, STARAR AR
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BRI RS AR R B AN AR IR A [1L], AW FCBE— 2BUER], XA A W] B AR DA R R
el R A R b

MRIRCHEZIAE, X8R Ex T AR 5 “RIRE” MIERSKE. MR A IR
WHPNF AL, HFAR2 S B T, S ml RE RO RERR Al I A AE SN /7. 31X 5 5KAR 555 (2024) (1
AR —E BB S b AR A RS B BB AR, S 2> # i Mok rh 4 RO IE R A, 3R
et s RIRELEN[6]. XIRRHFAT, ERBMX St , ME AR SRR, @ Ry A
Pk BRSO, DA b fih B UK 1A Lo B AL A

ERERAR, X RUNAE R E A P SO B2, 3R SO AR A T R 52 B4 X 3T
WA T[],

4.2. BARIB SN ER

KRR, BRI FITE TGRS 5 BB e ful 2 (A1 30 0 A E T, AR08 5 B 2R 50.12%
X BSOS BE Rl DA B B R B b, AR ) DG Ik 1 5 B A (R () B (R S B B i . 3 — WLk P &5
4 Tajfel F1 Turner (1979) 1tk 2\ [FES MR HEARN R MBI R R JE 2 XA REFE, 49Nk
Xof BT I SCAU AR AR IE BRI, X B R [RLER 2 Bl 2 B TH[13] 5 17 e A A ) 2 AR A A A P AR g N B
IR SRR AT (R RER), AR D BERR I, I e [12]

Y H 371K (2019) 48 H, AR IR S [F) 44 = R 1 g AL AR T AR RO S Ak, TR “ 2 on— R HESE
SIS IEAE[2] [26]0 ASHEFEHI A B AR N LB A T OO BRSNS . SO AR IS — RO R — JE A A [ — B
Prifefid, MIRR “SCHBAE - RIS MR .

BRI S, SCHARAE IS B AN AR S B PR 3. — 5T, s8OSO R B R M Ui B A
AR REBR BB R B N2 o — 5T, SCHAR I I s A BE PR TR], (R AR AS R RO R I9 2 “ R
HERBILRR” X — EATRER, BT EEREE R R W BT, 76N S AR KR A, R R
HRR R S M A A RN R TE (3R 1), B PR B ik P A A B i, IXERE T BN R A oA
B RBVER . X — &5 RO 7R TP AR RO IE R AR RN R A T SEUEAR I R SRR SR, AT
P Al FO AR R BN ), S 2R & IR 2 IR IR P RS A

4.3. X ERRIREATSIER

AP RIN, SCAGE SRS (A A BE B RS T SO Ik A S BEBR Bl R 06 R, BT 208
YINIEM . 1X—45 5 Berry (1992) [ 30K IE R AE FE R BEA — 8z A, AF/E—E %2 57 . Berry $2H,
HE L TR (PR B8 BE ST Ak FLRRN B SCA0) A2 B BB 03 192 75 5K, 1 ol 125 55 s (48 37 SC 4 ) T /e BELRS A8 s .30
[11]e (EAHFITAT, [ S SR W (A 1A 45 2500 55 35 N IE BT B A i (0 AN A, SCAR AR B B e Ak 0 12 a3
TER 58 XERTEMEER, FaGIREZ R “RARE ANRIE” 1RIR AT #5152 bR Ig SR .

ERE, “FHE” AR A, MR AMRTE R B BRI RN, PR SO IR RE <R e f”
MIASEE . Biltn, JEAETED BRI R M A A ) TR SRS (5 1), RSt 2 A0 1) ol 25 SR s 7 /A
FosoupcasiReg, thnr gl “SCER 07 G AN iR (W02 5 RGN HESD), M ELREF ST
A (1 R B SE A FRAB AR R PR BB hAbh, (R4 SR RN RE 2 SR B PR U 9 38N B0 UF T Berry A5
MG EE: BATIET, MERECRE RSO RHT SO, SCRAS AT IE I “ R SCA BRAR e 3ERF B
el [FAGSREE T, AMA B R BRNBT AL, (BN BE SO R A ATS R 1 i AR e o 1) Sy A e 1,
GRS A 1 2% 1 [ i EL S [18]

PRI, X — “REEER” PIRENHENTERAE . RRHTFE AT KRS 7 LB, 56 v b 20 0 ) HLE
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PRz fid S S R AT IR FE VIR, BRI “PRES” 1 B AR (2 B e SO “ SO i £ 30+
PomdE B E 7 ) R BB RGBSR S RARE SRR ), ER AR R
PEUEHE[27]

=P REE AR T RN R B, TR R AR IE RT3, ORISR B A B ik A AR A T 45
Pro IXFEINFRAT, FEARHEIOEACAHERT, ANMBRR G — [ A& AR, 1T B EE MR S e £, i
SR SO, LA RE B SRS T I AMA R BE 1 3 2 5 BE bRz fi

4.4. REX SRR

AHETEE IR AR GRS T SCHARAR . BEAGATE . SCHE B SR S PRIl KOG &R, B8IE 1 “ SO
— B[R] — BB fid 7 R R, Hh e T ST B AR AR IR - BERR SR R BORT T L . [R]I
W T2 R I B 12 SR R AE R VR, 2% 1 Berry BOSCHE N B AE R 22 RRIG 3E T RN, s ST
& BRI TS T B AL A -

WA R e RS AL . R th R RIS A S IR B A B R, EEREIRIE T “ AR RS
7RI, RVECE B SO AE 1 2 (e B 5 Bl o BRI (28] B, ROnsE RS EE , did ARttt
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