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Abstract From the perspective of social integration as a two-way integration process of migrants and locals,
based on the data of National Migrant Population Dynamic Monitoring Survey, this paper analyzes the impact of
residential integration between the migrants and locals on the psychological dimension. It finds that inter-group
residential integration has different effects on psychological integration between migrants and locals. Specifically,
the scores of migrants’ psychological integration are higher than those of locals; the policies which improves the
situation of residential integration through self-owned housing and increased residential proximity between
migrants and locals can significantly improve the migrants’ psychological integration, but have few impacts on
locals; intergroup contact can further enhance the promoting effect of residential proximity on social integration
between two groups, which validates the theory of “intergroup contact”. The future integration policy should
include the promotion of the migrants’ own housing property rights in the place they flow in, the residential
proximity of two groups and the inter-group contact, in order to eliminate the prejudice and exclusion of the locals
towards the migrants, so that the migrants will believe that “one shall have his peace of mind when he possesses a
piece of land”.
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Table 2 Descriptions of other factors influencing psychological integration
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Table 3 Descriptive analysis of psychological integration index

NG iy
5 At WEIA T (N=15997) FIEENT(N=15994)
HHOr %) KA Fe/MiE HfE 5 22) KA /M
1 TS B B ] = 3.52(0.571) 4 1 3.31(0.653) 4 1
2 TS B R A S 3.53(0.572) 4 1 3.20 (0.707) 4 1
3 BB ST AR O A& 3.55(0.563) 4 1 3.30 (0.659) 4 1
4 BB AR BB AR R — A X (X)) 3.48 (0.580) 4 1 3.17 (0.705) 4 1
5 BB A R D 3.35(0.667) 4 1 3.10 (0.784) 4 1
6 BIBSUEE s O R RS X/ A 3.38 (0.596) 4 1 3.22 (0.644) 4 1
7 ¢ 3.24 (0.661) 4 1 3.21 (0.675) 4 1
s EetAMARAERMESAD 1810679 - s o 25700806 4 o
9 A NN EWR B H 1.84 (0.664) 4 1 2.73 (0.785) 4 1

B WIS P AR O IXE D R B 1T U IR AR S A N S AN R =1, A=, BARRE=3, EaF =4, % 8~9 M

WMIEARR 0 B e el E=1, EAFE=2, AFRE=3, TN HE=4.

F4 LEBERETIEFRES
Table 4 Scores of psychological integration
and the main factors
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Table 5 Multiple regression model and mediation analysis for psychological integration
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Table 6 Mediation analysis between residential integration variables and psychological integration
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