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R AP P — N E R, R BRSSP ER SRR TR B . P50k, fem ABRE1E,
AN Z B AR E, AR T AR EME, HSRAZEER T, e TARRCE, SHECEDIR, Wi
FARZIZUET TR BRA ' o (FAT T AR A O FRIRES (S AL R AT M IOISAT o RO FRIRES
BTSSR A NSRRI 75 . 75 R0 15 T A 66 vl UM o firi ™, 2
N SRR, R IR . AR AT B (S AR AR TR B 2 R R oL R, 5
R A A TR RE 2 E ARAS, AR B C T A WA a s T, WA BT
REME MR L AR A G AR ST W RORAMEIERZE (Trust Game ) {E
FokEE, WNIAGERBEIEZE G ALYSCH s | R mRERSE

AT, FEM G REE N, MBS INAT, PREA . B4 EREA 1T
W54 | FiGETS % . MRS 2 SE R — R L WS A AR A S R B B R, B AL T ABRSE
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#, [FIEGBO A0 — KR T o 1544 (Stigma) J2—Fbrilsibn g, RUgIRICHE BA
AP R RN, S FBOA AMEZI, HES S Oz, HA BT R X35 2 5 I IH RS
BN AT R A TS A BER (Stigamatized Group ) FIMEMNTE 4 % (Stigmatizer ) o —fK
Uk, BTG A BEARTE AT S AR 00 TP AT R T RS SR, MRS 44 FAEAE S FomBaeik. CAMREN,
AATXFAE 985, 211 LI K2 A AR TARRE 1545, IR TAERE 25, itk ky 985, 211 &AL
KA TAERE o 1 o BSEARNE, — A AR BRI B S AR A Rl AR RI A Beds , 47 985, 211 &
KA, WaAidE 985, 211 mfSi2#E . IXHE—ANHIBA T, BTs A4 REA (JE 985, 211 mkeiy2#E )
X PIRER B G RIAMEER R BY (985, 211 e i2éA: ) BUR AR I W7 3ok g J2 AR B 5 AR L0 1 )

AHIFER LAAE 985, 211 Mk iR A A B A HEAR, LLTAERE 1548 OIS, SRS A R Y |
SN R R AT

2 MREFE

21 #Had

MIEFTAE 985, 211 S BEALARZE RK2f R 3 166 AS 58, Hd B4 80 A, 4486 A, 4E#%
TE 19 ~ 24 22 [A], SRR R 22.4 % 0 FrABORBEBENL 0 4 41, 4257 4 FhSCg b B, AR SLER Ab P
Yok 42 A

2.2 SEIOAAR

2.2.1 JFEbrH

HIERNE A AN . WL, B = NAARL © , 54 B s X = A5 i T
Wit BARTE, 15415 BIR s RSB oT # st i) — A O — 2= DB SO, IR,
985, 211 E iy EAETEA IR i s Tl fe 22 . LB R BT A (RPEZIRENG R IL ) o 5
985, 211 i 2=EAH L, JE 985, 211 M2 AR AR AT . FK & mgah FoH % () o
PEIE BUR SR — B A e F AL AT TG A UL M S0 . MBS R E O Y, TeAE e,
BUATRIRI T, 5 T

2.2.2 [EHEATH ZHAR

K H RN B2 R5agE " o ZEEEIR AT FE#H (Trstor) $1H —
ERHI AR S, MEEH P I Y EAZEH (Trustee ) , X BERIEZEE THEH3
o VERER, ZEHESPIR—B S8R X HEEE . HEFSZEEZAMR, DIshALhE, 7
BEA PR A AR WU BRI PR, I EAEFIE A B ZEHE BRI E P RA AT . 7
TEF B GEECER Y RO Tl 25 & GRS b, IRAPEHEIEE A 1 &8k 10 7T,
BEORAGEF BT 0B 5
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2.3 SLHNIIE

2.3.1 FIUEHEST RHAKF

BT TIEARIE AT IR, BRI, AR 10 ~ 12 A—HE 7 R T4
S AR . 7R h, USRS IR . (5 EAT NS R AR M 56 e 7 AT
1] Wit BB 135 AR BTl O IR AT, R AR ek MU A H e ke . o T 3k Wik AE L1 J
WAL, FERAR BT B e 2 i, R AR PRI GBI, IFA AT AT kAT 3 K
AR o

232 #iksnd

VIS AT 25, RO R s, B R ER &8 (SRR A5 MatkaHL>
4.

2.3.3 1ERZLI

IERER 202 Bk se g i it. BAR S 1 e shi®l (BAFEREES . TEERERS) 3 A
a2 AEEXS (BRI . ARG ) o PR RS AT R, DA 5 DSR4 T R 5L e
R AR X R B AU ST

SeiiTis 4 BRI 3, BEEEFTEEAT RGNS

154 [ PSS B S SER AR AR« (E R FRSE - AKIAT F i 2 S B Shbhk, BEsR Bk
PSCTRR . N TR AE A AT AT B bR, 5 s — A T2 1 A B B 1 7 T
MR, S ) B BR T S 125 X2 RHI LA

EAEAT NS SRS R SR AR R . AR 2 A 7E TSR R TR I N, TR PRSI,
— PR S ATXT G AR BT (RSPl RSB/ ), BRI B A (ST G R A
IR B (RSl PR )

EATAT A E I SE I G5 AU | AR T T B A R . 301 TR A PR BRI 985 . 211 SR 22k ( ob
FEARRGIZE ) /4E 985, 211 mfemydA: (BRI 2 ) — TR Aftar 7 .

3 &H#HR

4 LA PR A A RIIAE IE AP R TS R L 1 R

F 1 4 KA IRA RN E RN EEEKTF

Table 1 Trust level of pre-test and post-test

WA 455 Je A% 455
V545 BB E + NAHAL n=42 6.36 £2.37 7.55+2.04
V5415 BB BN + AMIHAL n=42 6.17 £2.34 5.62+2.18
R s R R B + NRHMAL n=42 6.36 £2.14 6.26 +2.31
RS B Bl + SR n=42 6.40 £2.20 6.33 +2.00

XS 4 AR A B R A RTINS A T N R T 2200, AR, 4 DS i TE )
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M AH ERA BELRE (F (5. 1) =0.092, p=0.96550.05) . X—45 5180 4 4> 5256 kb A 7Ew) {5
KT FoRAEA

Xof 4 A~ S A B2 A 0 S R A A AT LR B T 25 A0 BT, SRR, BB G ERON
(F (1. 164)=7.964, p=0.005<0.001) , JiF 2h Z& A £ 8 W A B #F (F (. ) =0.754, p=0.386>0.05) ,
PR ZERNZEENREE (F( ) =9236, p=0.003<0.01) . #f— & X 3¢ A H 34T 7 20500 &
B, SRR 5405 A Bl A BT g IR A DR Y 4 W R T AR B 4 A A R B Y 4
(F (1 4),=4.193, p=0.000<0.001) , H¥:(5 B G sh 4l o 45 9 BR AR AN B 5% 19 & 300 B 35 22
S (F (. 4,=0.152, p=0.880>0.05) .

G35k 4 A S5 A B A Y TR B A AU S 0 A TR REAS ¢ R, AR, 1544
15253 + PIRFARZE i Jo 5 8 4 00 ol 5 2 TR DU 98 400 (¢ 4y =3.038, p=0.004<0.01) ; T541F
SR BN + SMEFRZE B i e AR B 4 IR T AR B A0 £,,,=1.878, p=0.067>0.05 ) , FZiT ik FEPEK T
HPE(E EJR B4 + PRFARZ S A5 SR B4 + SRR 00 S DB 9% 4 0 55 i 4 ¢ A 4 T Wl 3
PR (1 4,=0.377, p=0.708>0.05; t 4 ,=0.347, p=0.730>0.05) .

4 tig

AWFFERIL, 4 A4S0 Ab PRA B iR AE B AR R A R A N &8 6 JC/AE Ay, UhIHE SRAZE AT
(EAEEZERS, POR BA DR EREIT, X250 SLEREas B2kp

AR, TG 2ERENAIET, Bl se o PR 5T (0 640 35 i T8 4 SRR B 0 1Y
G, BORLS IR T A4 40 2 i TR P R AR B A N, SRS SN LA 1 A IR TR
M RAE N8 256 UL LESRUE, 152G ERIG, #05A RA NBEA R B E 1 T
XPAMEEA R EAT, BTS2 B N AR B B AEA EIHEH, XML I F A T REGEH
XTI ARHAN S, 1546 BIEHs 20 500N Wik, A XCHEBR{F L (Intergroup Trust) AYHF
GERI, MBI B B, SN BT EL, BRI S A e AR ARG T . AR,
1545 BTSSR IR B S A0 A O APEZIBRENG AR WL, HE3) A OBl diss, &
Z PSR BTEART A O 3 R B BUREBR BUH (Intergroup Threat ) ' o BFFE IR, FEPREUH 2 5 2055 5
FEARMNBHA R AT XTRESM RIS CISMHARDOE ™ | W FZIbEn g -~ 4F)
FERAT A (s o 8o, M. %) 7 o Ik, 1541 B a shdlpik A sk T E N
PR, XA G AEAE LT, XM R AE NI T . fESERE iR, 154 EB
B+ EEAR I G AR ik R B 7 53E 985, 211 @My pA:— TAE. ik, 53985, 211
AR R TR, SO AT, ASAE, MR EESE S, BREEAFERES) + 4
PR R TR AR 5 985, 211 M4 — TAE, AT, Wiit5 985, 211 &tk
B —R TR, HaeapiEi, SHm, Aoz . S£EEPRE VAR P ULE TRt
17 (985, 211 EReHY=LE ) 7 “MITBEAEIRN] (985, 211 Efimzed ) , BB ANRMIIR! ~ “5
fifi] (985, 211 EkcisA: ) TE—RTAE, HESwhsib. 57, BRAELZRT . 7 Wi, B
HHHE (threat management theory, TMT) tACR, 4 AMTEAIZIE A TAMEARL SIS, TRk
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N E ARSI L: SEEPR %S (Intergroup Conflict) P74 7 o ARHEX —HHEAT LIBUL, 75— T
YERIBN Y, — BLRT5 24 B 5 BN AR Z M OC R A PR , BRI RE A REPR 28, KRR A
FIFH A TAERITF R

AR, PG RBSIARNT, PO A AR R FIAMFA R ) S8R B 22, K]
BE L A B DR MREAA I 5% 1) 480 55 i P B A B A NI Bl W 25 5 SR A DL R EE SR Ui,
YRS , B B REHAXT RO . AN KB A N B TR SRR 5 A . s RO
A ARG AT e L . B BUPMAOME B, B TR 44 0 B O R . TR 1
BUF, XTI IFAFELESMER AR AR X 53, SCgeh Irid M AR R L . NI R B S R 2R AT
Te2E5, PR BLAAT T4 B2 4 MRS BL | R B B3 BB AR N ) & B Ve 0 3 25 5 o TE S8 SR B DR
HPE(E BUR B + PR B K A 3R IR 5 AR 985, 211 il — & TAE, hiE R 3
+ NP R B AR B FOR I 5 985 211 B2 —i TAE . ARG, A paldR s Sudih
YL A AZIER T 985, 211 mkeWe? A Ak 7 AN EE ST (985, 211 EAHY
SE ) A TAEWR? MEE A AARRIG? SR 7 Mk, JEORFATSMAT (985, 211 Ek
2 ) AN —FERIF L AT FRAT D 3 — L2 7 nT L, BRI AR BB A AT AT D D
AL USRS, AR A I A R A AR RS T N EEA RO MAR R X A, PRI Z
EF T —E 154 )8 s o

ARWFFEIRIT T 5 S BEAE TS 205 BUR sh A T XTI AMEFAR R B MR AT, S5 B, X TFais 48t
I, —BERAA OIS MET, M AR A EES BT, XM G R TR
BTG, — AN TAERIBA B A A AR 2D 5. B s, Ml s, sy 525, 54
FIAEAE ST AT A TAR YT PR AR 7 KA SE o B SR N BRI R B2 A (5 AT BT T s 4 BRI 1 &
1, HRWAEZ P LA KA/ NAR . XM R G (S T ] Be S S BUR =2 ] ™= R A5 . f =
MMEE . AGVESE, HR TR ERBR g, ko™ i FHLAH A A TAER I . AR RIS ) LLiE—
ARV BT XX — IR AT T B, BSR4 . b, A AUNBE TS 24 BEIAR Y
i RERRS T HAETS 415 BJR S A T XS NSRS AT, LUS B9BFFE ] LIS 44 5 i B th ke, #R
FHX BT 2R (E AT

RPN
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The Effect of Stigma Information on Group Trust in Stigmatized

Group

Shen Panyan Zuo Guoguo

Institute of Law, Southwest University of Science and Technology, Mianyang

Abstract: To explore the effect of stigma information on in/out group trust in stigmatized groups, with
the stigmatized groups as participants, trust game was used to compare in/out group trust between two
groups (priming stigma information, priming neutral information). Results: (1) Under priming stigma
information conditions, the amount of money invested to the members of in-group is significantly higher
than that invested to the members of the out-group; and the amount of money invested to the members
of in-group is significantly higher than that invested to the stranger; and the amount of money invested
to the members of out-group is significantly lower than that invested to the stranger; (2) Under priming
neutral information conditions, there were no significant difference among the amount of money invested
to the members of in-group, the members of out-group, and the stranger. Conclusion: Under priming
stigma information conditions, the stigmatized groups have more trust in the members of the in-group
and have a little trust in the members of the out-group.

Key words: Stigma information; Stigmatized groups; Trust game; In-group; Out-group

AEEA

https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0411156 www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc



