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Abstract

In Social and Personality psychology, implicit measures are referred as methods that can effec-
tively suppress self-controlled reactions of the participants. In this paper, by combing through
nearly 30 literatures published internationally and nationally in recent years, we summarizes
seven widely used methods of implicit measures: Evaluative Priming Tasks, Semantic Priming
Tasks, AMP, IAT, GNAT, EAST and IRAP. By introducing the respective advantages and disadvan-
tages of these seven methods, we aim to help researchers to select appropriate methods for their
specific research and application cases.
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1. 58
PAY I 00 R T & S B R A 2 A A BB 2 N Y 1) 2 B R 59 . A R — B SR ok

S, X PRI EERAE TR, MAYEETZ . (B, ENERRRES . SEMASR R RAE, BT
J B VR A R I AN B E R . LSS S B R TE, AR A B AR RER IE T
H CRERED, B2 A S RV RN 45 D 3R A B S Sl iy ) AR . — S s ie R, A7)
AT ULEE T E O — S & gL, By AW, m) E U (Neisser et al., 1967). X E4h G
(e B 7 At AN Re v A b I & tH R K O BRRHAE . R T R RN IR, OIS FAAIE T — 28T DA
B B 2 R & 7 vE—— A RIS . FEAL S ARG OB 22400, PN R I 56 5 1 TG B IR e A 2 DA
HEER, Bt A A S EARVE N R — PR RIRE, 7R R0 A 4 22 A R
AT IAFIRIAT R BL(TR AR, TR 2%, 2003)e 3X— 5 i AT DU RO & H A SE AR L 5 — e 4
O EENLH] o 1 AN R A M A 458 S R 5 D77 V2 A MM A P B o T A A o o 0 5 R ek
A R, a4 2 0 SR R Ty = U A

W RA, OERINE USRI R, I BRI E T R I R R HE A . A TR AR
Z WIS T7E, BRATS G T BRI R o AR SO B A AR AR gl 72 B 1) P Bl = 75 ¥R k4T
BB, R REM P RN & AE I vk R G B AL BR A AT VRS R R, BRI AS R0 T R A AL
AR R R, DAIES 2 5 AT 7838 18 9 R & 07 VR R A N By SR B

2. NEZMBHIEX

P BRI A AL 22 DA R AR OB S, L THRies T A DB R I S R T, IR E
EAE. HE. ZIRETR MRS, Bl EEe T E i E LA (Greenwald & Banaji, 1995). P B
DN (PR O 2 7 N e OO B R SR R B %, AN B R X B b 7 X R o, 1 i e TG R R T
T M B s S & 7 e BRI & Bt DAK, S5 S WU 0] A 2 o P BRI A/ X — X AR 1 (1 7
JE 3t [l (Gawronski & Houwer, 2014). 31X — i) @) tH 2 ROy — 2Lt e F A “ R SRR —Fhill =75
Ko WA LR FREMEH AR KRR EOR A O FEAE, —FhG 5T 40 R A OBSFE . A OB 2R
Tt A Rl R A S A D b Ty, e i 7 T AR S H ) (Petty et al., 2008). & £ NIAH
P BRI A 235 K BRI T AN R ez, A SR BACIZ AR R, P BRORT P BT AZ 43 (Tulving & Schacter,
1990), Al A 15 B TR EAF L2 RSt AL LB IR De (2009) R HI AL, AP Bl & iR & bR o,
DAY e gl DA TG A TR P s e g R R PRI 2 7 5K o LA SR U, T 7 R 5 U S (1 B D %
R 7 O i R s B AR IR R TG ROR I, # T DARRZ O N Rl &, R E I & O AR b i
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BURLS S TS B ERE. M, W R E Ty 2O i SR A sz iR A IR, B
M e g 78 e AR AT LARRZ O ARSI & .

XA AL — AN E TS, PR AR I R 2 DO T 6 7 S B R & T A R
MAZRNESRE PR EEERNZ 5. E£ARNES, FA7E 0N ERE S MR & o iiEE
SR, MARAENRE T2 E RS SR EE R . R — 2Py Bl 22 R ol e &R
25, HAic AL 2 B 3hva X (Houwer et al., 2010). {H & ABA —Se9 J B FOMIS6, 765256t
R IFREIE RS S, (HRE TR IR L T HEXE £ Z (De et al., 2009). N EHEK 7>
TV ) 2425 5 DA i PR ) PAY Gl 5 %

3. XENRNRNET S
3.1 BRI

3.1.1. M BaENES (Evaluative Priming Task)

M S 54T 55 (Evaluative Priming Task) /& i1 Fazio et al. (1986)#& o SZB& (I FE 2 14 26 R I A ik —
AN B E RS Bh b FHER R AR Z A1), ARG FE I AR — AN R W BRI, Bt e s
N7, JRGH S IE A e AN R ARV, BN GRDE T R o SR S AR A A R R AR AN Y BV )
P SR VPAS JE SR . 1 )3 B A A Ot AR 1 VI 1 5 Rk 48 R e (R 42 )3 sl RO L), B4
JE SRR E AR AR ARC I R B R . A S, SRS SR AR Bl et T AR RN S LRI, R
DGO e RIS A RTE 2 (Wittenbrink, 2007). Hidt B Sl — R AR R B, X L]
F B AR R, AR SRR H AR RSO R B AR . I HL R S A R
RS ML A XS, FORIRBEAAR S S A 1R o 3 S0 56 55 K PRI At A2 I 56 Fo VP 90 3 RE s 250
AT RIS [0 2 04 3 2R A B R O TR0 23 20, 491 G R R BT A R ORI 9 43 % (Wittenbrins,
2007)0 TIAE IAT P58 A BX — o BIALE B 35 A R A e, B DAIX — 23 B A2 45 DA
S RAEH — LR 5 RPN B BT S CE AR ML RS T 38 BE - T 82K & (Fazio, 2007). AT 21T
Yo JE AT 55 BN AE — A B B A, SRR AR 145 B2 R MK (Sherman et al., 2008).

3.1.2. &N BaNES (Semantic Priming Tasks)

MR G 204145 (Evaluative Priming Task) AL S A [ 2 18 X 204145 (Semantic Priming
Tasks) (Wittenbrink et al., 1997) .1 — W55 (Il 502 7 %8 1 Fazio et al. (1986) %2 th 1T 5 S AF 55 LT -
ARMATEA LA, AFRZAAWTF: 1) S2IE P H RS — 2 = S RTC e 2 A &
TR 2) BRI W AT 55 & /R AT e R 25 VT A1k 1 e 2 5 B B TV 2 A5 LA B (B IR R B R
P12 o TSR — AN IR A 1 e — AN = H AR RS R S S A L) R SR, B4 AR
eIX — 3 SRR B AR AR A A R 38 SCRAE. Wittenbrink et al. (1997)7E 5%+ 5% [F B\ ZIHR BV R (BT 72
R B, A H AR HE S N (e.g., athletic, hostile)fl Fazio et al. (1986)fI¥EM B ShAT 55 AN [F] ) 2
Wittenbrink et al. (1997) V=R 15 46 50 ¥ /2 B AR RIBANE SURES 2 T 38 SUBE R, 1T AN 2 H Al OoR
BRI ) RAE AN M — 8. A — R TH A2 Fazio et al. (1986) ¥4 A B4E 5 o R & AL,
WAR BT 25 AT X BRI T 20 2. TRV 2025 (lexical classifications) A iz, 4 ) s 23 5 A 4T 35 Lb
VA B Ul R R SO BEAT 73 FS B IXAE— SRR L F R, 72 R N EAGR] 73 JK (lexical classifications)
B, FRAR TR BTSN . B JE SR R AE R 2 8 AN AE LR AR, AT TR 25 5 = AR I &
W2, EFEEAHE U ST S e NS ISR T A RIS . R AT REFEAK T SEER (S 4, I BB s
MR AR AMAR, X —K, SCIRMIME Rl K.
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3.1.3EREIRIAEIER (AMP)

55 AR R UH R RE F (Affect Misattribution Procedure, AMP)ZAH ST R 5 Sh4E 45 18 X shiF 5515 FE e
TP R Zhlee . B & B Payne et al. (2005)FT# . 7E1Z3E0H, A 20 12 Mashll, MRS
PR BRI — RVIBIEN A R SO . SREER SR E W — A A E SR, KB E
DU . Wl AT 55 2 AW T S DA e A P s (R V7 R S R R R T SO R T AR TR % (RS
A R B SRIEOR BRI, B VPN R SO R AR 1 . AR, B R 2 o Y AR
PR

AMP 1) [ SB RS RTINS By i, nl e a8l o5 A0 AN EELL S SRIEEE AR A T = i, B2
25 FAA R B i 5 M A ) B S R IR, il ATh 4 32 B 2 i (Peters & Gawronski, 2011). AMP A AAI R
PEMEAT A RIS . AMP IR AU flURIAE S AR M L, B 3 s (5 BRI . BT bl AMP
RRRT AT SMR RIS .

3.2. FIBREXIE ML

1998 4F, Greenwald 25 A7EFEH T P BRIBEAEII G (Implicit Association Test, IAT), A AIXFP 5 0] &g
2 VI LI N K N R S T (Greenwaald et all., 1998) . ‘B A& 3 4 48 X 4 R AU (SR BEAS SR, 32 9K A5 B2 4%
HRIE XK R R H SRR I AR AE M 2ol i b, DRI W DAGE gt 0 2 79 AE A 7 L 2R e 22 B R B P P R
Wr —F IR . HAE 1998 FEMIX R SCE T, AT =ANSEIRIIE 1 IAT W24 (Gray et al., 2005). MUt
PLE B+ LR, FIRZHFREM T 8T 1AT BIBHSE, BRFeHh kI T IAT WS RUEBom, MATEE),
FEAF VAT R T 2 I A B

IAT (53 9 AP B 1) S EARE, S A&7 Ma Nita s, ibgla 2ok — e
MRM(CERBANML 7% F 8, BRI AR ). 2) 2R, ARk e Ay i i
o B LER R SR (E BIRRIR R 4% F 8, & BIVEAR A% J 8. 3) A 20 H bnia A& 1t
1], LA R (R B 5N & BRI RV 3% F B, & B e NI F B IR R A% D 5. 4) ik
BT B AR IRV AR e I (B B L N 1% F 8, BRISAMA T I ). 5) FREE 20 HR
Wl AE ], LA OB CE B e N 4 TR AR R F A, B RS N4 T B AR R D
o XTABEB A 20 R, SHBCZE W] DT R RS . X R AE R RINVEF 2 T & H I
R, 72 IAT & F .

Greenwald %5 7E 2002 £E X0 17 IAT W56 (Greenwald et al., 2002). Btk IAT W56 4> £ 4B B 56 7Y
ANBY BN T RS I E FRiE B R, R 40 Wk, bR EEFRIME “37 . B BN E
OIS 2RI H bRial Mg P, IR 40 Yk, W R EEFORIBI B “57 o SRS -LB 1R B £
RN AT 23 B, R & B i 20 ¥k, X 58 DURIEE BB BL 2R =) . Greenwald 16 f5
(VR 22 F F0 3 A ILAE 28 DU A28 -G A B Bl i A AR s BN AV, (RLFE S AR 2 5 R 3 00 73X N e
B JE, \AT 85 #oal i B 3RS A R 2108 0. S bRy, pres g SR 591 25 48 38 15 7] 1)
FHKABAS 298/ (Friese et al., 2008). Hb4, F:T Hhgh R G0 LLZNESE = FEE S B Kb ATHE
BRIEAMIE 2 HLSEARIXFEM) . JT58 = RIZE NI B AT 5S8R b B MG, mTRETHN
R G B AT 8BS HR AN BB RIS = BEANMBMERSEN. B Bm
45 B IR ARG T I3, I IAT 25 RS 8l B 3R & i 45 A G . IR, Wi L5406
B I A NPT IAT BIfabs, SRS =M BERI S NI BC R 45 RS R R E 2, HELSEIMEL
B B 1 &5 SR B B (22 4EAG, 2003).
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52 AT R shil g A b, FATFERT T b A AT A — 26+ S0t 1) &R R BR 1R AR,
AT DARCR iz N T BT . 2) R, A S 3) MRS R, LT R s, IR
IAT A —L8uk i, ER KK AUEH AR SRS SE T &, R, 5 =Mk BiA
Fi AR AR TS MRl [ B R A AE — 00, ARS8 I HL P BB AR 46 i A CEATL AR A I R 2545 1
RiHHE
3.3. MERERAEMERITER

P BB AE N AGA — At 2 T B BORES:, O T AR B R — i, — 28 IAT 1)
AR .

3.3.1. Go /No-Go BXESS(GNAT)

SNEIAS 5 37 Bk AR 36 (The GO/NO Association Task, GNAT) /2 1 Nosek 1 Banaji #3212 H (1, 1
N Y BR AL 2 AR TE R R, GNAT X% 4 B 6 AR 56 (LAT) ) #b 78 F1 K J& (Nosek & Banaji,
2001).

GNAT PRl 5T WA R 55— AN RBAE R . 125 B OS2 Ao S5, S UCHTEAT
K P AEAESE — A IR R 48 4504, SR AN 0 X 4838 1 AN [R5 s R RR S A . S s .
AR FEAN KT GO — 5 BIVFAT AHIER R, T84 om0 Rt 2 3 80A KNS B EM & 2% 8 5 30
DAL 3 L A 25 5 7 PR AR LR VPR ] o« 72 GNAT M, g iaCisad x H AR 850 A& PR 2, A
TR AKX P BBk 2 5 L Y A FROA R (5692 45, 2003)

H A E A SR R . GNAT WA E T IAT BARMIAS 2 — 52 GNAT PR & A
S SR 1 S S U, T 5 T E SRS T M BUR R AR d7 o TEES R, R BRI
RIS TR E R, A s B U, MAR TR A R EF SR AANER, ik
AT N E s S, B d” K.t B As & (BB () ERE S, K B (R
TYFIE PPN R, 4 2RIV (R, il 2 ag S S BE (B Go), 24 BRI dL-F- 1
PRI AN SR (R 9 No-Go).»

GNAT BN LIGB B, EMT B 1 h, Balnt HARHES (B 4) 5 @ MERE & () il e S S, 5% -
SRA SR, FERT B 2 rhsizie: 5 i H AR S (B ) A& PERE S R B0t SR, % o A ANl HH R
[21]. SEBGFCRA d7 f8bS, K IEFN “Go” RMFNTHTR, KAEMK “Go” KM AEIRE, ¥
R RFER R AN Z 2 8)E, HEGEN A o d SEERENES X MESHEE S, mEd o
LT 0, RN RMNEE T X HES, X—Ho8IRES A HRE. B GNAT #ittH)E, ¥
%2R X —BORHEAT T KBRS (Blair et al., 2001). WFFE 45 5% 8] 7 GNAT MEF AL WA -
HAWSEESRE.

3.3.2. ShERBRMARES(EAST)

HNERS MU 52T 55 (The Extrinsic Affect Simon Task, EAST)iZ 525627 /& H1 Jan De Houwer 454
Greenwald 1] 4 B2 R A %6 (Implicit Association Test, fRiFR IAT) & & Sk (De, 2003). RATIER], 7
IAT F1 GNAT 1, i 75 B B 0] 0] 1] 711 P v AT AR BT AR I 28 PRI PR P S B o T AE X — 3 72
o, BERE AT RE 2R B O ORI AT A EOR AR, X HSE T BRI AR . TiE EAST i,
ORANTT ELE BT B ARRIEOHAT VR I SORE,  ANTTT8E B 1 B 2k T BT B i R P A = TR s il

EAST (s B 2R IXAE 1 B8 A 10 /> 1 (T8 25 18] (RR AR AR R 2530 2% 5 M) AT 10 AR (.44 1] (R
WA 417 % 5 MV NI RE, SCEe AP B TR — BB, il B e B A i s B, il
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B Jm e, W% Q Si N, WA MRS TENTE P s SN, IXAERS PRS2 B T 1 AR s A
M3 BB Bl ZX R A U N, IR A SR 2B, W% Q B, WRDUE 23, W% P
i, FABRES B LIS EME G RO, 75 EAST B, BURMAAERAEEH A6, Eemga R
Blo LB, FATR FICRBARS R AT K SR, I BB R — 4430 70l 5 Q BN P AH
GG ) S B 22 5%, T AHERI AR 1240 A N RS . Bt +— 44, RIS B RIE
SCHEARARIBRAS I (10 S B PR 2 5 AT YR A T SO SR AR ER 5 R 1) S IS 5 D 358 P At 12 44 1l A AR
A, RZBHMEZL AR ERIAE . EAST MET IAT (05— EA T BAG LA )2
S, AT LA [ S A Ao — S m LK i ) P e 17 TR s AT T A P R A B SR T v 2% (De, 2003)

3.4. HBRXRTHHIZR(IRAP)

M B2k 2 A5 R A (implicit relational assessment procedures, IRAP)/2& Barnes %5 A (2006) % T3 R 44 #
it (relational frame theory, RFT)$& Hi ) —Ff 487 1l & o B S BEI R 78 0738, 7 V2R IR —Fh it 55
UL R FI BT A 55, LSOSEI 485, i oo B bR 1] 3647 5C 3 HI B, DT 28 524N 4 110 )4 R s B2
(Barnes-Holmes et al., 2006).

RATHEFEFAT S 2 bl 0Pl RG4S e SIS R . £ IRAP BN, H i
ek b o Ry S EPU AN I, FERROREUR) v Y% EOAS 5 Y R R 7 B R T ) 1R, — A E bR 2
WAEBR R R], o R A T 7 22 IR RARE “HIEL” A MR, HIXAS R RAERAL
BEAEBENLI . IRAP SEIGAT 552 i 1800] H b 1] 55 7 ek de b 07 AR 22 T4 £ O 28 CREALLAR SO At 7 . 24
LR RN R AARER, Bikie “F7 B EEAURRRAER, W “K” 8. mREalEs 1
HHREISE RZARNE, WSS E AN R X, HEMREREERRERE . £ NS EF,
P BE Ok RIVPALRE P23 P ANk 2T B BORIN AN IE RN B, HOX AN IE A DA — SO — B F 5558
HARGI . B, BN S0 PR — B 0 AAN — SO0 56 PR S SN 8] o 25 (A Dk BRI DAy P9 B 0% R VR 80N

4. FEIMESEEE

FERMEALL, AREREIEHE T R X — OB E R AR, R BN IV 211
m BB PR OB, A RO T R MR, B oA R R H SN O SR,
iR AR A6t T DA 7R Y R A EE A LA ) B SR BR AR . SR, A BB AR U 46 dme KPR B M HE B 1
PR B S NEARTZ RIS, Jsb 1 AR 22 R MBS SRS, BN A s 1 LA IR B

4.1. BEhNIEE A ERECAE ML AX EE

HARAE BB, Mz E e IR H Rt A, RBETIE R HIWIE 2 7y 3, SRk AE I
Ll = (R VS 4 L = D0l == v R o S 05 U 1 b A= A 1 6 N 5 P = < = i O N = 5
(Gawronski, 2009),

4.2. ARREIENNE S ERTERAIXTE

IAT BORIES T BARZAI (PR M, WSt ——=att. 2 A—FR AN, SE AR R
fRIFELER, ot AE i SIEARE BRI ELE, R IAT 1R T B 35 Z R B VA T A
HAMZESMEbR, ARG AT 00, *HEE R IHEW B — @ fIPRS . 1 GNAT, EAST NI
RNRGE, ERTEEAERE), AR RER R VEA, Bln, HEPR A, FONEAER
AL R, AT DUR FHIX = A 78 7 i . RN A € R3] AN 4% € (037 #5 aT LA 22 Fh 8 SC(Hkdn 2k el s ol
POERARE, RMELIEN), FrLlH EAST if 0] LAFE — M55 Ll & £ FhESE (De, 2002).
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4.3. MERBIEMNE SABRXRITERERF

DA BRG 2R DA P T R U0t P BB AR I 36 AR 5, R T BLA R B TN A BRI AR 36 A 5
%, REVESNEBAENRA — AR XA —— e MR B TR A R 1. A BRI AR 6 LA 22 k4
RTLVE VBB EAY, IR B RAZIIE SRR D R HLUERARIF A v g i b, PR a] DL I &
PR 2 72 UM 2200 2% b ) R 0 SR A T — 38 I AR o th LR S 00 A% A0 8 A P e S S I S A
MNTHERIAMAR B A BEAS B o 15 A BEOC R PPAL AR PP I BB FE AR S0 RESH L . BN W ASE S A E 2
FRREE ). RAREWER EIK, KRG NP BRI, st Ne=4, Hid
R B ARG RS . T X eI R 8 1 A 7 ) S LA A R SEBLT . B OG RIFAERE P R
FEAEAE T WA A gt )7 30, AT Z TR MRS 2 BUE, IR RBORI SRR, HE IR
AR
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