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Abstract

This current study was designed to investigate power perception in dating relationship by explicit
measure and implicit measure. Explicit power perception was measured by the sexual relation-
ship power scale (SRPS), while implicit power perception was measured by Implicit Association
Test (IAT). We recruited 88 heterosexual undergraduates in dating relationships; they finished
explicit measure (SRPS) after implicit measure (IAT). The results indicated that 1) there was sig-
nificant difference between male and female in explicit power perception. Female felt more po-
werful than male; 2) gender difference was also significant in implicit measures. However, male
felt more powerful than female in their power perception; 3) no significant correlation was found
between explicit and implicit power perception.
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1. 5|

TESREE R R, O KEXRTHRIMRIT, (ARZH0 A RIS EEE KEF, bR
FRZTRIRZE . RTINS & H G i R U I B 5 RE ) B B, BT DATESE % R R R TR
W, AETEN B SRR A LB DRI 2w 7 H R A 50 75 52 5% 2 AU -1 8k
SN LA B 53 A L M D6 TR IR BN 22 5

5k LA — 8 BATIERU ) 58 SO —FhA A d i Ak sl B B0 Bl 8 i i 48 11 ok o
i NARZS FRFE X B 7 (Keltner, Gruenfeld, & Anderson, 2003). A< 5 it 2 52 i A\ 25 B FI4T A1 RE
(Cromwell & Olson, 1975).

WHBERAT A ETH RIS, A5 B 2 H (McDonald, 1980). FF 5t 25 B ok 5 78 45 25 ¢ 2 th AMA R I
AR FER AU 2 A R, T AE SEBRAX A (McDonald, 1977; Safilios-Rothschild, 1970), PAIAE K% % R
U7 I 1) B L AN A o AR 0 IV (Al A A AR TE 788 02 5 3R R BN 2 1AL

[ e 26 5 2 0% R U BN BRI AL, BRATT R IR EBARAEAB XS TR 1 P4 5 75 B 45 v AT R 9 T AS [+
TEAER I, 53 o MR TE X 215 5 D0 R BT 20 A (B b R AFAEME S 22 5 1. Felmlee (1994)8F 78 K I,
I A AU B XU SR % R R A A S, XM AP RIAE R 3R L 1 s A
AN F=ANTT . BRI AR ARN T 2ot, BEIE BRI, #5058 2 1P sk DL D (115 A
Ao Sprecher 25(1997)RF FL KB, K 2 bl il AR A5 TEARAT T 70 52 0% R R AETE AU B4, TERLUIAF
IR AT, B LR SEABE ORI “EEE” , B RREEER AR s 2 A
I [E] [ — 3Pk . Trentham A1 Larwood (2001) FIHF 00 & B 55 VEE 2 BB 5 A B m sy, M
LAEMR AR (IR &~ 251, B EEAER BAL ) 55 1 Galliher 45 (1999) B 78 50 < 30 B 3 AR 5 15 0L
TB BRI 2 RV R P, AT S NAB IR BEIR, TE LRIk =AUy, Ik [ R P
KM TAUL . MEN—FOEAR S, S5AMEMBUIMEXT R, IEAFE—F E SIS 1, BRFESZ A R
73, I HPRBU B FIFR AT A AR (5, SRH5%E, 2014). PR (2011)38 5 P Bl & i 5 sk
WAL TR ZIRE PRI AN N B IR R R R T IWEELZ W), B ERANEE.

DA OG TR EN I 5 2 R A A R & 107 2, O TSR OC & ot BT 43 A1 6 P9 B JER 1 F 58 A %
b BIEHATNIE, MR R BLE R 9% R A B3R A P BRIBE AR 566 R HEAT AU BB 78 [RIAE
BTN FE 25 b, ARHITF FE 30K FH A0 2 5 R0 P BRI AR I 56 7 i 7 a0t [RIPR I 25 5% 5% R R AN AL °F
MR AL, O R TRUIRAAT 5L 2 LAV 7 SR 5, ARWE T DLAL T2 2 R v i v 6 St
R RWR, F 8 R TR AT R SR AR 2 B

CREAT NI 10, BATHH, MR ERIBUTBEI A SR T Lt AR MR 5% (2011) IR 75,
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RIHT, A

FEATIF FE A FRAT TR I P BB MK T . A F SR M VF 2 H #9555 R A R P B s B2
ZIEAFAERASR, TS A Ak S BRURR A (0 A0 S5 A P R 28 B I & A SR 214R IR (Fazio & Olson, 2003), Ktk 3k,
MBS BRI BAN A BB RN Z [ ANAFAE R R o FERTFUUS ARG AR, VR 22 AR — AR R
MR A ER - (H AR BT SR B 22 57 FF AN — 3. IAEATE T, JATTASXS B K0 () 22 57
B T4 BT O

2. ik
2.1 #iR

BRI AR 5 88 4 KA, AERATE 19~29 B 2 ], FHIER N 21.5 £ (SD = 1.76). EHILIK
HHAREN, HHMMEHRE R EN%, PN 16.7 A~ H(SD = 10.48).

2.2. #H

P BRI 2 M B A RS P o, M 1) e ]

NE AR A R 3 A AR 1 52 A1 TR 2 (i 73] 26 4>, KA T3 26 4N). BL 7 sERIT 4y
IR, ik 20 2O EESE LAV S AT “HRMSCEME” (3= mEMRM, 3= JELR), “HN” (3=
EH M, 3= FEHBM) A RARES = FEHEFM, 3= AEHH )M 7 HiPE, Bba S 0iE 5 Z ik
BRL BT VRS, 3 H IR SCRCPEAR 43 B AR AR I % 5 ANBUTRN o TEAMRNTEE 1, 5 A “ iR ”
TERRM SZBCHEVE 8 L ~F 3543 7 6.34 £ 0.14. 54 “ARALI 1A 7 7EVFE H (135453 734 2.09 £ 0.22, il
SR IR RN, PALEVCAE CRRMGZEME” e FERERE, ¢(8) = 36.31, p=0.00. PRtz 4, X
PIHRESITLE “RAN” EAGAEREZS, t(8) =152, p=0.17; £ “WUEBE” MikE LEFBALE,
%(8)=0.73, p=0.49. BT “EAI” WEMR o k. L B wA . BiE: BT YUK
BT BIREM L B A BEM . KB A8 .

JEPEI Y AR “RAE H IR AATE R SRR T EE o RAE A 5 ANEEM R B
Ao ANy BN s RIS EEME: Wt /B AL AN B\ (55 %2
F O 53 A B AR P e R

23. BF

2.3.1. WA ENE

KM% 240 77 53 (the Sexual Relationship Power Scale, SRPS; Pulerwitz, Gortmaker, & Dejong, 2000)
KFEGMRBZ R AT BEOEE, EEWE 7RRER (W,  “ HIRAEBE—ERNE, VP
BAREM . 7 )FRFESCE @,  “RTURMT—E 2E MRS, BEEEGRE? 7 WA T,
ZEEIA 23 MEH . BT 15 BERH 4 Sitsr, BoBBRA e R AR AR EMIEEA RN
FRIET, J5 8 A 3 mithar, B—@A IR, VRIS 45 LA RAR IR =ik . 1% 8 R AE AR RE 7t
2K H BR300 R R ATy, 4 BOBR & ORI E N % 58 R AN B A8k K (Pulerwitz et al.,
2002; Teitelman et al., 2008). KA 7T H th LA 25300V AR AR 8 52 56 22 vh OGN BRI B4R FR « 7EA
W, ATRHZ AT TR, EAEIE OO B AR R A R S B R S, B A TR
WAL P SCRET B, 0T E R A STy, = A OB T A LR S, 3 RIRA
BRHIE S B3R . 1ZERAEARTFL ) Cronbach o 5% 0.74.

2.3.2. MARMBARNIE
AR R Z U BN TR A BRI R F A R B 25 M 38 (IAT) o FEARTH T, DA TRIIEAR il btk



KT, A

I EE A IS B 3R AN [FIIBE 25 ¢ 28 Tl 1K s I I ) 222 S She I P AR g ko A
HENEIr . S5, XEMEE AT R RE 2 TR AE B R AR, i A BV B
N A EE T RAEAAB A, WS A TR 17 BN . 5 s, MRS T 5. SRR
R B AE “E” BN, BEMEBUTEE 17 RN, = WEagS T RTRA IS TS,
Ho 3 = g, BIUR ORI S . BB AN I 2 R e, RIEER A IAE BIAL )
W, 4% BV B, mBUEEE 07 B BN, LRSS T — IO RS, 3 R SR B B
B3 1),

TEGI B, B RNERR, MBI Er “X7, LAY 150 ms. &—#0 Fihai A 18 518,
BORMA TS LS AR SRS . 45 1500 ms A SR, 2 I B AR SR FR s TR (e . TR 4
% 500 ms)HE 7N .

R g R, BT A I E A RS MBS 45 RS RS SRPS B3R, &Ja 4 THA—
SETRI, IR AR IR W R

3. &R
3.1 XENHNERESS

% 2 MERKE, akl, N EREALERT LRSI HETEE, BWEEREXRP L
PEREN BRI TE R . WA EIME G EI B AL 22 ok, SRS LR R BB &R P IS A7 E
REESR, t=-2.865, p<0.05, KHHEMHEEMEIEI)BENTLEEAMEBIE ). Hd, 75X R
VRN E, TCNT € RSB A I 55 1 AE D% SR il 145 40 s 3 /N T AR R R 4543, t=-2.89, p < 0.05,

Table 1. Experimental procedure of implicit association test
= 1. NREAENEE S8 018

13 I RAT S5 Hikt SR
RN AL it - -
e T
1 20 2] FAE A A FAEAR N A
2 20 #%-) AL &AL
3 20 4] SEi I AR b NHEAL F7 78]
4 40 RS SEi =y AR b NHEAL 7 35]
5 20 %3] &AL 78] e L 7717
6 20 413 H oA 70 (EONEY ARt
7 40 pRES H CHEAL 70 (EONE=Y ARt
Table 2. Mean and standard deviation of SRPS and its subscale
2. WRANNERRHESERNEN D FINEE
% % p<!
M (SD) M (SD) M (SD) t
KARBEHER 2.82(0.34) 3.03 (0.35) 2.92 (0.36) -2.896"
WL ER 2.02 (0.38) 2.15(0.3) 2.08 (0.35) -1.831
HXRRTER 2.67 (0.36) 2.88(0.32) 2.77 (0.35) -2.865"
N =44 N =44 N =88

p<0.05
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PEIESC R PRI H rh, 5 PRI B BB 2 /N T Lo PR UL o TR R FSC LR 01573 £,
BUMLHEIAFEREES, t=-1.831, p>0.05, RME B MR LM NP2 1 2L R k.

3.2. NEREREMBRLER

A AR Greenwald 45 (2003)#2 HiH) D HITH L. BRI RE KT T 20% M A 245,
PR B R R 28 7 85 1 (B 3% N 96.9%), SR Mk S ML T 10,000 ms (R BA KA 10%
DAL AR S I T 300 ms AR, 20T 354 +600 ms SRACE 4R I B, 55 i A A A A AT
Z5 W35 I S 3 26 AR BAT 55 TR~ 35 ROSEIT - i FH AN 22 Bk DO ARl B A TR S B (Al 22, 1931 D
. AFREE 7 5 SN ZRERHBATS, “R” 5 “ARBUIIRNE 208 154
HNAFHFATS . D {HBRK, MZRPRIE N R E I A RS ST BREE IR . XA sk A B )
JRENIAE AT 55 FIAAH BAE S5 AR RE A t A5G, 25 RT3 3.

DUR RET R RAR &, AT 2(1 50 53, 22) x 2(fF45 K80 . MBAT 55, A AAT55) & 75 2 041,
45 R, BARVER) 5 AN FME 55 A SR NI 122 ELAE A 3%, F(1, 83) = 39.462, p=0.00, 75 =0.322.
B, Nik— B %A HARH, BATHAT T 8RN 547

MBS L, AR Z AN 25783, F(L, 83)=4.973, p=0.028. M EE N L
PN o FEAAFATS b, IRNHEZE, F(1,83)=9.298, p=0.003. 5580t &2 kT Lotk ) v
o Xt D HREAT BN R 5 Z 08T, RER, B D EEFE KT &Mk D E, F(1, 83) =48.603, p=0.00,
DR AT DA TE 2852 9% 22 rp 53 1 b ek 3 2 b R 21 B K AL D

TEBAR IAT MR, FZR I FIASAH 25 5B I BE AR AS ¢ ARG, 45 SR s AR 28 S B A I 2 /s
TAHE RIS, t(41) = -5.40, p = 0.00. *f D fH5 0 #ATHRAEA t ik, 4R ExR, DEZERT O,
t(41) =5.76, p=0.00. VLHAFERE K R BE BRI BB K. 7E MR VAT W&, A28 SR A
ANAHEE RS AR C X AR A 56, 45 A S 7 AR AT 55 I B i 2 K T AN AR [ BE N, 1(42) = 3.70, p = 0.00,
Xt DHYE 0 BHATHRAEAR tRELS, 45BN, DEZENT 0, t1(42) =—4.25, p=0.00. Wi LMHAERER
RPN BB TN

3.3. SRPS ERB N/ MARERE ML R K FR

VX BB ER LB mHES AT 185 2 R854 5% 154 (Pearson #1355 2 %05 51 -0.049,
-0.128, -0.119, p > 0.05).
4. ¥+1ig

MANEE K BT BRI RKE, Mk, 78 SRPS 4> F B R ECT ik, thati, &
WEXFN, P LHERAFIR N, X — 25 ¥ BRI R b X RATT R AT A T
WAL A — AN E . ARSI i b, M-SR, L e AU R
ffa s, M, TR TS O A (Eagly, 1987). B, <otk FiskE hixfftaigid iy, H

Table 3. D value and reaction time of compatible task and incompatible task

7 3. D EUURBRESZSMAEE S8R RATE

P51 N AR IR ms A SR ms D{H
5 42 665.23 + 86.64 729.15 £ 107.96 0.36 £ 0.40
B’y 43 711.76 £ 104.64 658.98 + 104.20 -0.30 £ 0.47
Jus 85 688.77 £98.42 693.65 +£111.19 0.02+0.54
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VR AT R I 1 32 5 3R SRR S TR 75 1 45 4 X % (Johnson, 1976) . T BATT AR A s (1 A
BB, N2 8 ERER S, WENISL . Lo fE AR K B A P 3 w4 (Rudman &
Phelan, 2007), St sEmei s P, Rtz 4h, FEUWWINARZ, £E7HT SRPS 7350, ZEZ:H) SRPS
BT = % “=” . “H7, R ERBUTKE, ARKEROIRERZ 1~2.430, AU B EEKE
Y 2.431~2.820, RLJHE K FIE I 2.821~4 (Pulerwitz, Gortmaker, & Dejong, 2000). B, 5342k
BB T 2K, R BB E T 8B . 255, Arae S M 2 R 18k s/ T
k.

TEARBEFF, FATERRA AT SR EAER BB A, FHE— SRR FUESE TR F 771
AR, MBI RIS RKE, 16 IAT 50 1, BWEERT LM, BRE SN RZE T 5% Lok
ABIBTE R, o, B IAT G083 KT, LM AT 50 RE N TF, Uil 5 A BB 1
R K, T Lot A BB AN B AL T B /N o 3% 5 R 5% (201 1) A FE 45 SR — 30, Ui AfE BRI B, #
AR AU —8UN, BRI R T k.

AN BT3B EN R N B2 AU BN 2 TR ARG, X — S5 RABAF S TRAT U . A0 R0 P Bl & 45
B2 A AN — 35 BN BRI 92 Hh i 22 Yk B (Karpinski & Hilton, 2001). il B9 — 3 7040 it 78\ Mg &
FIA—BHPERE RN R AN 2 52 1E X Fh 2 5 AN 5 R Z 1R & (Hofmann et al., 2005; sk, £
U, M, 2006). FEAWFILH, — 5 AN BAU AN P BB B O] RE S AN AN R INES s S — 7
[, SRPS mRAEN/EIMETH, FRESZ R SHVF IR M.

AW T EFIRDT T KA R 8 R R A AT N B AU DL R P38 2 AR &, B IR A B 18
SRR, (AFETF 2 AR AL, FERIAELLT LM : 88—, SRPS &R C/E KGR T & ik
P BEAR R PAE ST A R, G TE P B A B I, ER TS B R B E IS
VIE, HaxX— 5 39 A (10 2 2 TV R D) 22 5, 76 R FH T 53 MR AN o VR IR 2501 19 22 3 AN 6 37 Wi (Pulerwitz,
Gortmaker, & Dejong, 2000), A KMt 5T AT LA Z ERAE 1 BSOS 5t R T B2, MEFTEA R
JVRENHIRE IR F R, A FEASARX AR FE AL AT B 2 BN o F B ARG R 18 3 8 — U I s
T B AR AR — 5 B R EN RN (R0, 2013), IRILAEAHEFE Y, 282 96 & B I S A i
RRAIFFE A8 TN E I T SORBF SR . =, EHURE T, AR E AR, H
BUNTER RS A, IR TR R B, ARAF T AT KB ST A4, BN A T Hb AR 708 592 5% & AL
JVEG . BIEHATNIE, KT E R RPN SSER L H A RIRE , JCHBE B S 5T
BOVBEIRETE, B, XA RN — MEFRN R,
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