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Abstract

Social distance is an important indicator of social integration and social mentality. Whether the
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Internet can narrow social distance between groups bears on the effectiveness of building a digital
society. Using data from the 2021 Chinese Social Survey (CSS), this study constructs an analytical
framework of “Internet use - online community embeddedness - social distance” to examine how
Internet use affects residents’ social acceptance and through what mechanisms. Results indicate
that: 1) Internet use significantly enhances social acceptance, suggesting that the “usage divide” is
more critical than the “access divide”. 2) Online community embeddedness plays a competing me-
diating role in opposite directions: bridging communities reduces social distance by facilitating in-
tergroup contact, whereas bonding communities increase it by reinforcing in-group identification.
3) Offline social participation positively moderates online interaction, amplifying the bridging ef-
fect and forming a moderated mediation model. 4) Furthermore, the effects vary by dimension: in-
formational use mainly promotes acceptance of disadvantaged groups, while entertainment and in-
strumental use mainly promotes acceptance of lifestyle diversity. These findings provide empirical
evidence for advancing digital inclusion and optimizing the online ecosystem.
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1. 5|

B RS E S DS EERM . WA RSS20 5T, F DA A [ A AR
VPR P B BRI AR L (1], AR B 5 PR AL B R AR, ARG AT A A A R
H[2]o PEREMBHERE 5N DOULAZ, 3 AR 8] A 22 PE8S  RE A A 10 SRR Rk AR Y
WA RN, ARG KRR B 2 0 A0[3]: 0 T RS AR R AP K R AT TN Syt 2 B B 524t
ST SR B A ) 3L R 2 4]

SUEF, BB QIR IR R R B WA BB Ay, £ ratin. KEER. &F0
RSB SCRFRI AT, RO IR RO AR A B B A R B AR DL, 3 B0 A5 B T 20 M i) S R 56
UE[5]. HERMIFARE T SRR, LR E B T4 ME BB, (HEAE A — 2 A 9
AT ATR X > 1 LSRR RN “Jia M7 Beas SisBCR U “Mr%y” BRE5[6], Al imit
RS AR AT REANRIXT S, e Wik 2 ool B 5 A Ber i mt e, a0 B At &
RS HUR T AT A P e, AR R T2 7]

AT WFFL 2 A5 TR A 5 B R 2 P 2 TR 18 B — e LRI [8] [9], /b [R IR R T 2 15 A7 4 7 1]
MR Z L, B REE ESRTHEZS 5N TER. Tk, ACEH CSS2021 HiEiy
IR - 2 EARRRIRON - AR ERE T AT HESE, AR R ELIE R ] S A S RN R R K

HHLH
2. XRKEI SRR
2.1 #H2EEE

A2 B R MR B AR DB BN B ) SR SRR 2 TR PR B, HA O i R R L 5 12
NFERE[L], HAESAE S AR, AZSREMEREAIT . BAIRERY, R E 5407 U
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AR I B AL 2 B, WS KT DRI ST IR s i S 38 PR A3 X T R 5 AR R PR SR R T 7T
TRREL, AL BRSNS R YR R R SR HE i [4]. R, AR BR e S S AR B AR
REREOIEDN . XA T SN AR AR AN T ), T BEA BT 7T 2 DL — ARl &, 7T BE i o 4 90 R

%5t
22. HEMERSHSER

GRS A2 BB A B AK I 2 Bk A R PR R B, EDET AR . JER B AR, SR AR S
FESCHRFRIZRATE S, TR A B3R Ak BE A BB L[] ELIR AR AU AL B 3 Atz s, e ied 5 AP
FEAAR G SN I H H 006, e 3 20 A 5 I R0 B P9 B AR A B2 15 AR B9 AL [10], — 38 IR
SKREFFAR IR ML[11] . TLIBC R R4 2 BEASRON AR A R AR () F AN S5 [12] . B Iy Wt FU IR RIE L C “ 32
NGTE 7 Bl “AERTSE RS 2 A A e 2 5 20 LR T3 B R, A B R M 2
TR R[], HIER ZGER RS T R IR SR ZER[13], Bl i £ 2 0T e i 8 2= 7 %
JRASTEE B A P (A FA[14] 0 L, ASSCHE

H1: GRS 4k gh il 2 82 EA K.

Hia: {5 5348 A0 b 2 ey B2 0 1 17 ROME 5 T SR A A 1

2.3. & EABHRARBNTHH

M2 AR R AL 2 S BHR X 0 AR T SR E . AT B AR ToR)R . B A AL S [ 5%
SRR RMZ R, HERBER N IR S R4S, (R BRI, AT A s A AR A i 45 DRI S HE e s
JEE LT ER AN KRR, HOEATAEIETURER . RN S[6]. IR A3 F
FREIX PRI . 28 A 5 AR A G AL S B, MR S BA N A R ZA LS R fi
A RIEZN[15]. EBTFURY, TR LS AR AR “ TR - Ri&7 rEm — o fe[16],
HAEARREAR ] 2RI EE 5 7 KO ERFAE[17]. F AR H AR,  “ HERM” JRAR A BRI SR B Ak, 3L
M fE RAEMRKIEE RO T 60 5552 0. BRXR TG E 5B MA IR BT, 1WA 7>
RGP IE G I G WA R BRI AE IR Bt 2 . AT DUHER , TR O A B R e R 2
FE, T A S WA SR AR AR T RN BRI IR 55 5% R I Zg I, B R 5 2 TR
B/ BER s MR EEA MR T 58OGR M ER I, A BEU R 47 AT REBOROE , IR KAt B B .
PE LR H -

H2: 28 EARRERNAE FLIC R 54k 3 B 2 TR R R A AR

H2a: M RN A I 7 8] $2 20N

H2b: & AU BN 7 A2 A 1) (B3 R0

24. ZETHSES5HRTIER

4 E5E THEZ 51K RREN 22 M8 . BAUBRBGIA Y I 28 48 I 5% o T T 52 43 I A,
ST ENR AR TAMEUI R M4 e TR A 2 M, SR T2 5
B 0% AR [18]. MRERREMALAE , SINA ikl MoBmALEL M iEahfeft /s, 55, SR
Pefihdz 5, IER MRS URIERIL R 564 . & SN2 5 B0 EAME SR BT [19] 42038 Ri[20]
ERNE R CE oS-SS P 2]/ F

H3: N2 5 IE R4 EALRHRAGS tE S g 5200

H4: 28 T2 51075 IR A A 20 o 2k AL AR RN SN 1 2 12 0 FEE PR TR 4 R o
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3. fsRiEit
3.1. BHEFKIR

ARICHHE R H  E 4 SRR B A S A 5T st A B A SR SE A TR (CSS) 2021 FFEIRE . 1%
BRHAZ B EMEREE, B 31 MEATHEIX, PL 18~70 & HEE RONX 4, FLFH JFE A 10,136
A BRI EFRFEAS, N EBIASHTHIA SFEAR A 8749 4, Hrh EME - FHEA R 6086 1.
32. TEENSNE
321 ETE: HLEE

S BRI Z T E N AN SRR NEEN R, BOCA “BEZ KEE L9 LN AR
S5 RAEFRESCNERIAE” , WA AN RN REAKN. EFIRW. 8EET . ZHEMS
R REIR IS 2 B R AR R e =R, JRARIETUN 1~4 (1= AW ANREREYN, 4= AEWREEGN). A SCH R TG
BO1E T A%, BUSNRBHRE ARG “HoBaE” 1Bir, BUBBE R N2 86 Bt .

3.22. BZE: EEMEA

HEMAERHA T A SEARANZ R BNZREL “RE LW &= EW, 0= &~ EM); fiH
JEIRVAZ Vi WL EIE s R IR, SRR PR B IR NG, ARSI A H 4w D
NO0~5%r, £EMBEREN 0. A XAERA, BIRR, HAgR, 2558 5 T H R F 248 (8
UL 1), FELA-CRIE S s E M« HBCAE P BRE .

323 HASBETEE: & EHBHEA. &THSS5

AR . 2 EARRERON DL DRI T LR R R _E AR AR/ N, SRR AR
SWIEHE FIERE SREUSMRE F 28 ROHE. XolaE. AmttlIRe. ML+, 2, R, )
K ABJES A5 R 2 BN S RALRE, RO MR, Ak ST FO MR AL R, —E LR
ERIUNIDEaR LRSS 67

WHAE, & TH225 “SEWNELRE ST LI TRIRAL” &, W smd8Bik. 505
IR, BRKS SURBREMBHAL, At BALERELE, DS 5MBECHRTTER.

3.24. BHIEE
ZIOAWI, AR R ZHERE. SR PO SR FERA. =
WAL S 2 BF AT R BE IR SRR E DA K 8 AT X [ e RN, %38 B X SR M ge it W2 1.

3.3. TR

AW TE T 7> TP T ARZ LD T 0 A 46 S R e P IF AR i (8 2005 s DA/ 3R ml Al 1 5 3L
JS2,  JANNAR AT BUX [ 58 R85 57 77 ZE R fdbn e (HCL); L Bootstrap (5000 X)Kx%6 o 208i; PASE
G I A] )55 fa] SRR TR IG T S RN AR B AR AR B AR BUE 5 5B AT BUX [ 5E
RONEPY 5 T T Fe A i LA 56
4. SBESRE SR
4.1, RS SEHERL

M7 LAl g, AN 4By 2.290, KT 1~4 ERIISHE, HINFA SRR RN A7 7E W]
B. BT HRAYIMEYY 0.681, T {H IR EAE Y 1,516, AT MAKD A . #ri 724 {E(0.698)
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W R AR T 26 G AL IE(1.789), ULHIS2 UG & AL EALREERES U3 LA B itk o o RO

Table 1. Variable definitions and descriptive statistics (N = 10,136)
# 1. TEEXSHER SN = 10,136)

A =i B i 22 HU{H G
PR AR
Mo H N g FNEBEA N A (1~4) 2.29 0.570 1~4
LA R 2R (1~10) 7.192 1.998 1~10
B
BTN A EM@ = LK) 0.681 0.466 0~1
FEAEH YR B {E E.(0~5) 2.344 2.181 0~5
TRARTUEH R SRR N (0~5) 2.664 2.246 0~5
A AE A Wi K22 4%(0~5) 2.62 2.258 0~5
oI RUEH 52138 (0~5) 1.361 1.930 0~5
THAEH W35 3% i %% (0~5) 1.559 1.721 0~5
LI P i LA S 254 (0~5) 1.516 1.464 0-5
AR B
Fa AL BRI R IAR R R F4 A 2 BESL 1.789 1.668 0~5
iEpitan R IIGHBI A BT S 0.698 0.985 0~4
AR
Lrtezsh 28N I SR 2550 (0~T) 0.663 1.005 0~7
il A
1) =1 0.559 0.496 0~1
R 2021 5 Ay 46.612 14.489 18~70
RHERE e i 9.537 4,398 0~19
Ry EME/F s =1 0.788 0.409 0~1
FOE gl =1 0.654 0.476 0~1
TAERSIL HILE =1 0.521 0.500 0~1
F WAL B A H VT A )2 2% (1~5) 2.343 0.925 1~5
FEEWA PSS ONIERIITE 10.798 1.586 0~15.50
K EERUIE [ 2R B L 72 4 4592 2.110 1~20

{ERE R I 45 RN 2 Fios, AR B R R KMO 18y 0.732, Bartlett BRI B3, H /NI
Cronbach’s a 4 0.699. #/NAI T R iHARFE 77 28 56.84%, 43 il S WA B R R BEAR B9 5 4 % 7 R FE
PEdEgh, 22 FAE R R A KMO {4 0.859, Cronbach’s a 4y 0.796, & a v 0.783, Hi#ERlf a Ny
0.605; Harman B [K] -6 56 b 7R 55 — 2 RO R el 7 2 LUy 27.62%,  ANAFAE ™ H I FE ) 7 i 22

Table 2. Exploratory factor analysis results of the social distance scale
=2 HEEEERNARRERFIINER

I R 1. A FI R Rl BT 2: A3 R RN L[
AT R E R -0.163 0.761 0.606
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i3k
REAMRAZE R -0.080 0.864 0.753
ZEPPIRILZE 0.518 0.241 0.326
FEA I ER 0.813 -0.008 0.661
REUS 7 R 0.724 0.232 0.579
e R 1L 2 0.608 0.34 0.485
REEAH 2.408 1.003 —
T5 E R (%) 40.13 16.71 56.84
Cronbach’s a 0.699
KMO 0.732

T ERONERM. J5 Z RIS eSS .

4.2. FYRMEE

ELIRAAE R AL A FE R EDA S5 R AN 6 3 s, AL 1 DLAerE ARG TH B AR,  “=25 bk
W7 S 2 R0 B (R O S S35 (8 = 0.015, p = 0.256). 1L 2 DL M TREAN T84 FI R, 13
BA(B=0.048, p<0.001). £RA(B=0.043, p < 0.001)F1 T E (B =0.038, p < 0.05)f Fl ¥ 535 HIE, #
AL 52 )RS R EONIE BN B35 . B 3 DUs A s B ARy R AR B, OB N IE(B = 0.122, p <
0.001), HEBIHRE S 0.099 F+ 2 0.105.,

H1 13205047, Hla RIKSCHRF . BB ORI R ], 5 B 2G5 R VUSR] 2 18] i) 22 5 AN 3%
Y ELIR 0+ 2 0 B R (R R A F Rt 2 — R (2R s, T R S M8 SR A Al e 458
BET, ZHEFR. FKERAN SHSERMNERE EAX, FRm2E U k.

Table 3. Effects of Internet use on social acceptance
7 3. BN AT SEME NN

AR A 1 PR 2 A 3
BTN 0.015
5 R B 0.048"*
BREME A 0.043™
AT RAEH 0.023
)RR 0.025
THAMEH 0.038"
CELIPE DR A R 0.122"*
P AR i CL 4% il CL 4% il EL 4% il
B RAT BIX [ 52 24 CL4% il L% il CL 4% il
N 8749 6086 8749
R2 0.099 0.138 0.105

7E: "p<0.05, "p<0.01, ™p<0.001. FEH 2 K EMFEREA, B 1, 3NEREA; W 3.2.4 AR .

4.3. PABNKLE
2 FALBHR T/ RS Bootstrap R i 2l RN 4 fas, DLEERIAE FH SR N B AR R, £ bk
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AU IA] 32508 4 0.0190 (95% CI = [0.0080, 0.0303]), £ ik & AU e A A1 5 258 4—0.0447 (95% Cl =
[-0.0654,-0.0239]), —H IR 0{HITIAIA . Sobel KI5 H 52 —#. H2. H2a 5 H2b ¥15 33 FF.
PR 2% A BR AR DT 1) 1S T AH S, R RS it A, A R SR EE IR R AN Y 0.1217, i TR] 3 RN D AR
(-0.0257), BNy 0.1664, AR A 32 Bk [ B H UM LA B A 97 1 B AR 401 IS PR R AR U
PAME B Ay B AR B, 28 p e R R A ) )32 RO $2 25 04 1E(0.0047, 95% CI = [0.0021, 0.0075]), 4 Hi
A AR BN AR, R LEREZ 705 B8 H M AT N B S B BAL BE R U4 -

Table 4. Mediation effects test of online community embeddedness (Bootstrap 5000)
F 4. & EHBHRARI PN HRARLE (Bootstrap 5000 XKX)

B alleic b @fﬁ@ 95% Bootstrap Gl 4it
LR R R R R A RN 04594 0.0414 0.019 [0.0080,0.0303] & IE
BB RET B A R A ST 07343 -0.0608  —0.0447  [-0.0654,-0.0239] A

4

= DA A > M A B A g 0.0991  0.0474 0.0047 [0.0021,0.0075] W IEH
15 BB~ F & DU B~ A g 0.0997 -0.0068  —0.0007 [-0.0033,0.0019] A&

44. BHYESHRTHERNBX

LN 5T IS R AN 5 FR, MRV OB AR BN, T HBARERE
NIE(B=0.035,p<0.001), fAiHRZHLZ NS E5HCH 1 0.016 F 2= ER ) 0.087, RUBIHKL 4.4 £5.
PABE A R BN O R AR B, S HIASCN-0.003 (p = 0.837), ANEGiHE M. H3 8330 R.

7 6 1JH1, & a2 5X A AR RA IR, MR eEN S, ATT25R%FIE
() VRS LI A5 P — M BUAL 73X — T B AR (s FH SR B 128 BT AR 0k 0.120, p<0.001; {5 B ALH
Fi7 0.027, p<0.05), AT ATEE 518 0.0053 A1 0.0015, #H8#E NIE; MESMEKEN S,
FH 3 X R 48 20 0.0046, M5 2 AL A X B [ FE %0 0.0003, ARE . HA 1531365 3K

Table 5. Moderating effect of offline social participation
=5 HTHELESS5IFTHN

K36 25 A PRt i p 1E

WAL R x TS s 0.035 0.01 <0.001
MR A T 2 0.052 0.015 <0.001
PR FHEMAR x LA TTHeEss -0.003 0.013 0.837
FHA IR T 28 -0.003 0.014 0.798

Table 6. Moderated mediation tests

6. BFTHHRNYARE

AR X 95% Bootstrap Cl ghit

A7 P R — M 2 B — e 0.0053 [0.0021, 0.0085] e

5 BB — R A Y —~ e 0.0046 [0.0024, 0.0072] E

13 B — W e — He g s 0.0015 [0.0001, 0.0034] i
FEM-FEG M~ 0.0003 [-0.0007, 0.0015] NTE

45 REMSREERE
LA T4 B 43 BV AR AR f Bl A 45 R AnZe 7 fior, —EEINHERSE. X “AbIEAF) B
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gy s, 5E88(8=0.072,p<0.001). #3288 =0.034, p <0.05)F1%>] (A = 0.030, p < 0.05)fd
HABZE LR, FHERHRr 83 81E(8=0.040,p<0.01), GEMS THMMEAANZEE ., X “4i%
D7 REREVEREGN” TS B IFM R : 1R (8= 0.059, p < 0.001)5 T A7 (5 = 0.075, p < 0.001) fili FiI & %
NIE, FERAUEHARE, FiE RN Um0 b T /53 (8 = —0.050, p < 0.001).

FREARR R R, MR R AL (4 1E 17 BONAE 74 (B = 0.083) 145 K LA N #UE (B = 0.062) LL K&
AL TZ 5% =0.084) T R, EARFS (B = 0.056) 5 55 A H #EA(S = 0.058) 77 it 2 {H 5 L ALK,
MAEPZFEMEL T2 5P ARE.

Table 7. Regression results by sub-dimensions of the dependent variable

F7. AEEHE S UHEIEER

Bl AEBEAFI B (A Bz g AvE 75 N FEVE RN

{5 B4 0.072" -0.01
W ARBAE 0.021 0.059"*
ARG 0.034" 0.012
FIRUAE A 0.030 -0.004
THAMEH] 0.001 0.075""
xStk a4 0.040™ 0.043™
FA R -0.02 —0.050"

N 6078 6043

R2 0.074 0.185

JE: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, *p<0.001.

FefE AR IR S5 Rk 8 s, 5 —, MR SOHAEINALEH, MR RAERE(S = 0.060) 515 S AL
(B = 0.051) FRIRUN PrfF IR 2, & AL AR ) 0 ) AN 3B k25 (B = —0.025, p = 0.079). 25—, LLEAA
TRV N ERF LR, FEAEHIRE NIEB=0.083), PR LB AT EE, BHHIEH
AR AR R R AESE. B=, MEFRANNERERER, BABNAKIEA R
#(8=0.008, p=0.638), HrizldtlBF{RRRE 2 (8=0.081, p<0.001); AN HATEX [F 8 RN IS 3 HE 45
WINAAR o PUIURLIG 1) SCHF A% 0 25 18 AR A1

Table 8. Robustness checks

8. fRfEtai

W SE ZE R p p 1H
RL AL [EN4 BreE AL 1 0.060"* <0.001
RL A=A FhE AL -0.025 0.079
R1 JALENA 5 RBEH 0.051"* <0.001

R2 B AR AL & BRI 0.005 0.762
R2 BREL= FA TR 0.021 0.165
R2 B AR AL fFEAMEH 0.083"* <0.001
R3 A LEEIIN 0.008 0.638
R3 &fEA Ui ik aned 0.081"* <0.001
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i3k
R3 A TR -0.021 0.189
R4 TH AT FE Mri R4 0.059"* <0.001
R4 THYATHX FE ERERitEanicd -0.027 0.054

: "p<0.05, ™p<001, *p<0.001. RLAIALEIE, R2 LLEAAT BN ABREZE, R3 SRR TR
N5 RA RGINAELATEL X [ 78 B

5. it 5118
5.1. FELD

AICHET CSS2021 #idfh, My “ HIRMAEH] - L EALRHRN - AR 0 HTHESE, SRR I0 B
WU A > R s L], BB A RN . o, HEMEH SHESmEEEIEMR, B
i PSR R R i P TR NS, B BN Ak N To 0 25 SR Ik, 1T EL BB ) 68 6 2 B £ S 2R
GO, THRRAME Y 5 SE R B35 LR, HARMANN IR ZES, Wik 158 a8
TR AERF S LU & e . 58—, R EARBFIR A SRR SEF PR AR, R R R AL 2
AN Lo B AR . TR WO S P A0S L 3R TR B R A B N 7 2 I R TR RN, 7 P e 5 A 286 5 AR A A I
NP RN AR o A 5% S T A2 PR 17 LIRS ML ) R TR 1 TR S M A 2 i 5 ) — ekt
SCNER, HAERITT BT MAL Bt g @t B2, KT E5ML LS 5REANRR, KiE
KERTEM . 2T 55 IR RBOCMH R R IR R T RN, [R] IS 1 55 T I5C X 0] 2 15 B A2 1 47 1)
6, R& LIGRAUBELRMBORE . FFCAERE AR R 2 pi gt S5 00, TR AT A0 6L A 2508
FEEYETE AL, AN SRS REAS RIS 5, o AR TR 1A 97 1P S A7 AR 28 e e, P —Hb
PR AR TR e SR ELER I (1 28 A LA R . AN, W E RUALAE 1 IE 1) IR HE AN R AN 2 DAHRTE B
RUAERER SRR ROSE, 1 (RN N B, i B EARRHIR AAE A _EIFR A 3 TH At ik ah i

52. WRSRR

Bt BRI, R ULIBOR AR s By @ B E O NN N R B A IREE
ENIRTE RN TR Rl AR, ASESS 5Eab A MRE ), B R8T Haeni )z
o =, AR AR, R R B I R SR SRR P 22 I, O SR AL B L 2 AR S ALE
AT AT AT RE IR e, FEARES ARG T RSAS,  [RII RS BT AT BRI ST A Z U A, 0
2o LA FEE AU . =, HESE LA AR S SIS, EEA T AR A E, i
NEETERN . P HSNME RS N E R SL. FEERBS A TahIg R . BRI, 08T RE D B
IR R SE AT S PE SRR, B AU S RERT I SAE RG] . WERES . 2L T S 5 R R R
PERAZE R BR 1, J8E GE B Ak 2 PR BB AL 2 B o BeAh, R IR T [FIRE S5 A AR B3 IR AR R,
Ut BN S B AR AL MRS i B A5 IS AR ERE /05 T2k AR HRON B4 () 5S8R A A7, U I 2%
RS A S T B ARAL R SR . I, BORBUH IR DR NN “I R EIRMAER 7 B “ Ui igs
BRESSE K7, IEALE 6 BEN [R5t A B FITBOR RN -

6. IRERERE

AW FAAESE TR 55—, CSS2021 B Hod, e dasii] & JATBUX [ i ROv I F 2 ARk
K, Uik e R R M PEIR SRR R T, AR A K BRI A R B B BT R AR R b
WOl B, R I R OO g N SRR ELARO B Bt RIXM RO RS0, AT e szt
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