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Abstract

Doctors have always been regarded as a noble profession, but their situation is not optimistic. This
paper explains the image of doctors from the perspective of mental perception. Study 1 found that,
in contrast to the positive image of the stereotype content theory, the perception of mind theory
suggests that we pay too much attention to the physician’s initiative and not enough to the percep-
tion. Studies 2a and 2b found that high motivation reduces people’s perception of their doctor’s
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pain. This study enlightens future research on doctor-patient relationship, to guard against the
phenomenon of “creating heroes”, and to continue to explore the possible negative effects of he-
roes.
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1. 518

GRAE R BRI, “RrE”  “IRBR” “TOREBR” MR ARATSZ NAAM ) S 5. (H R AR AL
ANEE SR, ] RO B i B R R 45 (2017~2018) ) 28 B 155 45 T4 3 Do B A R /K SR TP 3 R (1) %,
skAil, PRETUE, BRAbWE, 2019). AL, ERARFARIRMDFER AR, BEETDEKIAR (%, A,
2019), HERWBH “HZE N OEAERIRR” “CUTLIRERER” SNV RS R FE . AR
AT A BB, AR AR BRI VT 208 T B2, AR AE WA & BRI, i
RIGFREShVERE ), RSB ARE  FH IR YERE ). BRI RIBRIP N RE S B PP AR BRI AT A
RIS —FPREE MR (55, 2001), BRHEICRACH 22 5T 38 B0 R AR ZIHR I 4 (Stereotype) ,
A B JEVE T A RoE . BRYT R SS BTE AR TS, TR A “IREBUR R 7 “Bh= 3L “%
BTN SR ZINREN B (T fe b, WA, &, 2013; Tifi, FEE, D, HuE, Wb, 2018;
EFi, 2014). {HKEHFFR B EA PO PFO (20, 2009; S/hEE, XIF 2018), T8 G IER(EE bE,
HEZ, 2014). FEZIHR BN P 2545 (Stereotype Content Model, SCM)H, 24 [ BE 77 (competence). Hufi
(warmth), JEEHEZFRMI(S /D EE, X, 2018), FIHITERAGEDHL, FNTH R ZIBR BD G A BE B e e
RAMIRRA LB o AT BN A FEH A, W Rt TE #5218 (Theory of Dyadic Morality) Al fif R =
A CRIFER” MARIZ AL T RO TEMEE W, RATANANBE T REEAEME ) AF. itk &
%, Ml TERAMAES . BURSEES.

2. IE R

OB AI(Mind perception) &4 0087 3 T HAB XS SIS #2(Epley & Waytz, 2010), X035 A
(theory of mind). R s K (perspective taking). L1k (metalizing). 7EBATENBEN 7 /BT B BT AR, FRATT
WA AT SZ BN} 7 110 B (Epley, Waytz, & Cacioppo, 2007). R A5 FE 5 I\ g0 B IR T3 2 XUAE 1K)
39 2 Be s M (Agency) 5 8452 1 (Experience), BT EL4E B 3= A, 2. AR 1842, THRISEY)
Ae: EE B S, FM. JHE . BRE. BiR%EE71(Gray, Gray, & Wegner, 2007; Gray, Young, & Waytz,
2012; Schein & Gray, 2018; Waytz, Gray, Epley, & Wegner, 2010). 0B REEIIHER — 4, TREXTHES
(tradeoff) (Gray & Wegner, 2009; Gray & Wegner, 2010; Gray, Young, & Waytz, 2012). 7EiEEE4H, fF1E
BT A SE M, W EARHR, NRARMREME T, NREMEEZE. LR FEER
B E R RO R, BRI RPATIIRE ). FHR, TEEBIERSZ 3 oGz v, BB ki
145 (1 6E /1 (Schein & Gray, 2018). [ 52 I8 FZh & WnAvRr ) SERHRFE N B B =il 2Rl
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ReJH Gk = N AETE 45 1R (Gray & Wegner, 2009); Afi1&x4s T3 R KIE AR E)E LA (Gray & Wegner,
2009); 7 i i 1 ATk A LASRAS 52 T35 Bh(Yam, Fehr, Burch, Zhang, & Gray, 2019); ZEPABSEE AN
B ZARIG A, DRI Ak 7 B2 e A7 B ERY B HE /7 (Shepherd, Kay, & Gray, 2019). P, fm SR 7 4 i
N v RE B AR B S AR 1T e T AR P AR ) JE SR o

3. EERLERA

AR AR AE 2 B m (25 0E, 2009; Fi/hEE, xiF, 2018; EEWESE, MHEE, 2014), RHREAK
RGN EA R LU 2, (E T R A A T R (U, 2018). By i HIAAEA B
F1E . “AEFUIE” (777 S, #°F, Rk, 20165 k=%, MERANN, 1R%, BRIRYL, FLZ0fH,
2014). ZIMENRNERMEREZ —, BRATTRERE MR /R ARFR, BRIk ST s vl B B T8 = A5
RTEIAL BERL . TF N BN FSR BRI AT B (R pE b, skout, VEHTEE, 2015). FRIEZIRED R A,
BEAE HURPR VR B, T RE JIRIPE B (H /e, X, 2018) . (EARTE O B BN ERE, A 1 F i S
J2 R s RE B AR B2 1
4. ffzR 1

EX A S BFEROE R, RREASEENZRERNE, BATNELERSE&G T BE,
R MART 3, AN, BE. JEEAEEH S T .

4.1. I3

411 HRIR
R 180 Hrinl s, [EIYS 147 il a5, [EIUSCRN 81.6% (86 4 Bk, “FI4EWS =28.76 £5.5).

4.1.2. RIIE
BIELE A RE: “akJedE R — 4 32 BIEEAL, BIALETT EE IRV NRER TAE, 15 HERAH
DI SN R 7, R HS ER LA ER

413 LERMER

KO BN % 645, 218 Steven Shepherd 2019 FIBF 7T, I RESH L2 51 & H 1 (self control),
iciZ(memory), i1%ll(planning) 22 & & % (intentional thought), H: a 2% 0.79.. JIEJEAZ M« YLk (hungry)
FM(fear)s JE (pain) Mitsi(pleasure). fEAIBRINE “Mtit” J5 o RECH 0.54. TiH LA B3 5k A
(Shepherd et al., 2019), WI“MM R —TFHATE 12 /NFEIZAT MR TG T, HES BB EYIR? 7RR“ IR,
FERFRIEDURH BFH SEAMELBRNARRA = BERLEE, 5= MiE, 9= HEREE), MWED
H LR -

4.1.4. FUREIRPIE

SRR NI ED S AT, P ZNLED 8 2B o LB L B (i, 72005, 2010).
I 6 THHAAMGN < AIFFRN” REM: HRANT AN RERS: M
17 “WSEER” RFEEE, o REHHIH 089, 0.88, 0.6L. FIRERMMM LA LA (L=
ReB#, 5= FUIE, 9= HEREL).

4.2. 58

5 5 NV AHEI /M8, HEAT 5 ONHEME R SRREA the e, /N T 5 AR EE e, KT 5 REEA
o . GiREW], A IERAEEsh & T 5 (M = 7.29, SD = 1.23), t(146) = 22.497, p < 0.01.
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{HIRSZ VAL T 85 (M = 4.04, SD = 1.76), t(146) = —6.57. fEZINRENG N A F, EAERHEM=6.9, SD =
1.67),t(146) = 13.81, p < 0.01. fit /1 (M = 7.17, SD = 1.4), t(146) = 18.75, p < 0.01. i/ (M = 7.2, SD = 1.33),
t(146) = 20.03, p<0.01 ¥JE T HH (W% 1).

FHORME B, ESZVE S IR R A r=-0.24, p<0.01, 1FzhiE5iEME r=056, p<0.01. fE
r=0.61, p<0.01, i&lE, r=045, p<0.01 BIEAMAHXK. (HEZMSEMEEFAMEK, r=-0.18, p<0.05,
HRIE RN R, HRFR I OEIREN S ZIM ED R A 25 48 FE AR A R R 2 (Shepherd et al., 2019).

Table 1. One-sample t-test results of sensitivity and motility

# 1 BREMSEIHMENRRER (RINER

RIE M £ SD t p
izl 7.29+1.23 22.497 <0.01
R 4.04+1.76 -6.57 <0.01

Pty 6.9+ 1.67 13.81 <0.01

Hel 747+14 18.75 <0.01

PR 7.2+1.33 20.03 <0.01

4.3. ¥WHig

BT IR AL DR FN YR L Resh M T8, (BREZIEAR T 8%, RSnesitt 52
PERT IR RS o BRUIEZ AN, OB A AT R ZIBR B R N 5 AT R I I 481, A A ZIREN R A
BEREE M MRRIIER, LG R AR AR 2810, OB ERIR W AR A me stk
(7 IS T 75 T M & S AN A 1 i

5. fff3s 2

WH9T 2a 5 2b i@ BN AR ReBIME, RIS RESN M SRS M B R RN IR R G R % TSl T
FUE B, AT I o SR gk A7 2 AT 42 AT I B AR R I i R s M 2 S BUBRSZ 155,
TN 725 BE T # IR A (Gray & Wegner, 2010; Gray et al., 2012).

51. A&

5.1.1. #ik
R 80 f3 4, R 62 A R, BN 77.5% (36 4 B E, P =25.3+3.2),

5.1.2. LI

R B RS ge R “oRER AR AR B AR AR R 3 T N RS BE TAEMIBE A=, TR tE R, 135D 12
KIG, FREA I BB BRI, Skt IR A S — R, morEAEZRKEA RS
Hy FTHEBEANUA NI TR AR 7

NBAERESN IR AR EH R, EBIEAL 1 BEsh I E/E NI H , o RECH 0.84. XiF [RIAR Sl &
SR H IR BN 1 5t (Waytz, Hoffman, & Trawalter, 2014), Btd JyHh SCiES . G5 7 Mg (i EiE % m7),
Wy ARV HE TR 2R R AR B R 2 7, RS P iR =R (L = B ER
fKEAE, 5= AHiE, 9= HERNELE), KRN o RECH 0.88.

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.116156 1398 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.116156

SRBUEL, TE/NHE

5.2. &8

KA 1 gt 7, B 5 A MR t KIS IGE, KT 5 R EASG S E S, MT 54K
RREAES D E R SRR TFEAE R T3 EEKT5RKEAEM = 3.68, SD = 1.74), 1(62) = -5.94, p <
0.01, REAEEIAG L. FrERAE P RS2 M B35 = T kR4 (M = 6.08, SD = 1.32), t(62) =6.45, p<0.01.
TSR EENE, TEREAL 2b Hh, BATSCBE SUGERMEAEN E N, SRFUGRY, TREARN TR
FARTIKEEA (M = 2.74, SD = 1.56), 1(85) = —13.31, p<0.01, FHIERMH . HFEAKBZIEEEST
JKEEA (M =6.23, SD=2.03), t(85)=5.59, p<0.01 (¥ 2).

Table 2. Single sample t-test results of sensitivity and pain perception

2 REMSHEERMPMBARK QL

ot XTE M+ SD t p
REB 1 3.68+1.74 -5.94 <0.01
a IR IR 6.08 +1.32 —6.45 <0.01
Aezh i 2.74+1.56 -13.31 <0.01
» IR IR 2 6.23+2.03 5.59 <0.01

6. Bitie

ATV DL BRI T RELLZINR BN R A A 5 R R AR IR N BT . A, KA, BRI S
RESH MRS S AR ZIREN R A TR R 2 fE 1. IRBRIE B4 FyR I alm T3, X5 LMt
FARCRFE—E (5 /NG, X, 2018). {H 2 ZIBED SR N 25 AN ReAr IR 21 2 A mT e AR A 358, S A A £ 1Y
PR 80 SRR L R 80 4 T 5 A A 3R A5 v RE S M 1 [R) I B A 7 MRS 1k, IR N “IE AT
W38 57 7 245 (Shepherd et al., 2019; Yam et al., 2019). #&itk, BEHFEMA KT, s, Ml
2020) = A [ TRDRE 71k dek FEE R FH PR30 2 6 R T BB IR T AATD DR = A= Rl e 1 22086 1 I A R RS2 P (B A
1), ARXS T AR BN AU (T AL 2)

S e AR BEAR R A R B BT E RN 22—, TR BEAE AR I A2 BT R A AL B 5 (5 /N R,
X, 2018; /NI, A, 20205 Wi, 2018), ¥MABARE EEHMGERE MAGHEME, K
HIRBIEARR RIS S EITHEARMA R, LRI 505 KEE A Re s M LLZE T X2 M 1) 208 . 1 H
R RRERTTVE N TR UF B AR I s L (B Bk, TEARIA, 2016), A ARBREERITHAR H AT rI R . [FIFE
PATEAT HE A X AR B, BRI ANAESE G TEME” LG, XU R BIRE — e R WIE T R A
POEEIE SR, R “HR7 A, ERMIFFATERY, RSB ZAN TR, i s R 2 AL
SR 3R 2 20 (Gray & Wegner, 2009), AAHA KT EHE Bi(Yam et al., 2019). X RIERER G 25 547
RIS REBI AR ZE, MG EAETERMAIENE, B TAZWE, FNHRERKZHERRA.

7. RERAE

KRR RAAEA R, B, PR RAARICIRTE, RIATHBERIEFR ARG %, Gray A
N B2 1 2 S R AT L4 S N (Gray et al., 2012), fEJREEAFFTH, Al R b fabrte it 2 A4 2 75
BRI . Hk, BERMEBPEH LR, I 20 5T W% 7 0 O8N 1 IR 3R BE O UK (Gray &
Wegner, 2009), 1H H# HARFI 752G HEIEH .

W FE R S A B N AT TR B, TR TE AR P SO, Sk ke i A i (R 7, (1R 0, 1992,
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5K, 1996), AT 52 M AYIEFECIA RN thRHE N FT AN BEAR S 770 o I ST A BV SR A 75 SR X D
(MBI ? R NNl TETEAS R TR AT G E L se s Ik, sz, R[]
20 ? X EE DRI T, B S i, BATH 2O e s AT A 5K, H
RASRESOIMATEL P R 24 3255 (B o AT S AR % 12D T KA AT TR K, T D) St 35 B i
11, ARG LE RS FRATHIN

BE K
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TR, T, VERTE(2015). TEME: ZIBRENVR AR NUE4ERE. OB FHR 35(5), 442-447.
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