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Abstract

It is generally accepted that men have advantages over women in the field of high brilliance. The
phenomenon reflects the existence of gender-brilliance stereotype. In order to explore the implicit
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gender-brilliance stereotype of college students and their influence on impression evaluation,
Experiment 1 uses the Go/No Go Association Task to investigate the gender-brilliance stereotype
of college students. Experiment 2 explores the influence of gender-brilliance stereotypes in the
competence and warmth on impression evaluation using the combination of Implicit Relationship
Assessment Procedure and Mouse Tracker. The results find that: 1) There are implict gend-
er-brilliance stereotype in both male and female college students; 2) Gender-brilliance stereotype
affects impression evaluation of others, people prefer the evaluation of low warmth of men and
high competence of women in the case of consistent gender-brilliance stereotype and prefer low
competence of men and high warmth of women under inconsistent gender-brilliance stereotype.
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1. 518

MR B N AERR S B0 B B A v B KP4 b 2o 1 o L8/ (Cimpian & Leslie, 2017),
EMIGA AL T BT B, AE— 284k SR NS B A TR (Meyer et al., 2015). MR Zft:
FEAS B AT A7 EEAS R B0 A7 e — Ay 53 8 b 2ot SE DR AN HR O Z20AR BN 5 55 (Jaxon et al., 2019) o X Fif
W& 22 B 2V 08 BRHRNY R FE I R, BEAG 2oV 75 2 s 4 BE ML SR, MR AE K )
A3 1) 52 B2 /)N (Bian et al., 2018b; Rudman & Kilianski, 2000)

At 205 D G0k AT v A e U A7 £ 1 0l 22 5 U L & (Cimpian & Leslie, 2015) A il ke 3,
AL AAIT T AR BIAE 75 24 BE AR Ao Lo PEAFAE Ol LI R T T BRI RN J2 T s DDAIE S, IR
IR, AR IEALIX — B, b0 I, A 2 VAR 5% 2 4 BE O U BE A% 1S5 X0 755 (Bian et al.,
2018a). AWFFURAET E R 2R, R URTHZ AR 1R A 28 2B ED R NIVEOY B RE I, A
SEAIE A B2 3 B NATIAE HVR AR T O AR L L B A A e SEREIIEAT = 8 0K TAERIIR R .

WA NI TT T — RN R Z IR T A 2R B R 2 A, RE THa A “R
TR, ARG AIEE PN Y BEIR T I A IR ED GO0 NP PR (R R o

11 MHRIARHZUREIR

MNATH AL A AR 2 2%, FREALE G B2, (A AN B2 A R . 1 >l sn
U, ATV REU LR 7250505 BEAT 4 i T, ZIAED St =& H o —Ff(Macrae & Bodenhausen, 2001).
Lippmann (1922: pp. 130-156)fE H R (AAEIR) Wi defet “ZIRENR” P&, M ZIREN RN
SRS o xR Sk E S 5 AN SHRAREEIRKARR, WNEHRIAEAEE, X
Tl Sk B B R At RN A I — AR IR s AR D7 THARARAL, Z2 AN K e L (E 3T, 1999). Hewstone
I Hamberger (2000)4% ZIAR ED R & A NATTRE e — 4k 2o B A4 R 0 & R B8 IR A RN 45 44 o 7 X1 FE (2006) TA
SZIRR EI G R S — B A A SRR AIE B LT A5 R D LAt [ e WA BRARE o ZIAR N SO i A4 2 AR
S SE R AE L JB MR FN4T N TR (R BER 2R (Elena et al., 2012). 79 228 ¥ 20 EN G AR N R SE FoAM S iR S
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an AT AR A NS R (e 45 2021) 0 DAPESIN X 40 NBE— B2 AL 2 R i v — i DL IR &I 49 0732,
WIE S B T3 b S8 1R 43 28 05 A 7514 ) AR B R Ry — bl adi (1) 4 23 WA i (Drakee et al., 2018). A
FEE NI T ZIAR ED R 2 AT S BEAR B AR {5 & el FoAth 7 T B9 N 45 #9 (Hamilton & Trolier,
1986). i Ah—Letf A WG I B AE 2 AR FE R A B SE— W & 2 25 L& a0 sem, i Hix—0
IR MR (Greenwald & Banaji, 1995). £5 b, ARSCREME R ZIARED G 8 SCAREAS [R5 FE  — FhAE X £
E B

MATHTREA (TEAS H Ak 55 P 2 1 2ot W A mT R 5 P SIS Hh 2200 B 5 % (Rivera & Tilesik, 2019).
Storage Z5(2020)IRfHEH “HERIA B ZIMRED R X — &, PERIA HZIR ED GO 8 AT 5 b Lot
BARANA A, TR, HARW AR A SERIZ B 6 75 TH I ZIBR EP 4 (Storage et al., 2020).
DA o] 261 R 80U R Z A B R AT 5T 22 v S DT THI e 70, 1 anBea el 2R ER R (1 77, 4254, 2006, 2008;
Nosek et al., 2002). & = TERBIZIM EN S (Flore et al., 2018)2% . AHXTFH— 5 HMIAE ST, TERIZS HZIMEN R
(3 R S )z, L B OR, BT I B 2 o AT AT AR AT S 1K 77 ZIAR B 42 (Fiske et al., 2002),
78 tH ZBR B G R R KSR 1A, FRATE L “CRA RIE R IX LSRR I AN . A
FIREIAA B L AE R 1K B ZERIAK, (RTERA 438 55 P L % M 58 £ (Storage et al., 2020).  H A %5 %14 31
75 AR ED R BB 9 0 92 3 B Wk (Bian et al., 2017). IR (Bian et al., 2018b) A1 Py e A I 56
(Storage et al., 2020)5% . AR FT 5 1 B 2815 H B 45 SR ISTE B AT (LG e N 5 ) L 38) B ST B 0oR A e
BVEBRRIE—L, 105 AR R 063G 77 WeBR . 380 S5 AR ARAE ) 58 3 A A& Lok 5 (Storage et
al., 2020).

PE RS H 2R BN S AE ATk A (E (Bian et al., 2017), FHxF L0 5 R IR 40 A 5,
X 3 AR R AR ORI . X — A I AU ISR S, BELE AT T AR IR S A ED &R,
DA L, Bl Lotk iE sk s, BT S B i (Koenig & Eagly, 2014), AAITAT g 52 A2 3 4 i 3]
WA BRI, AT ABSIEE E L2 BRI, MK HSHERT A RE N I [
BEM P AR B ZIREN R . ANIIEA T iR EA B 51 B O S AAEIX P A IEF I A (Bian et al., 2017),
RIX AR 55 5 7 e B IR 0BRGN T 5 88 KT R A g M 0l S48 - Bian 45:(2017) ORI 2 K B,
PERZS 2B B RAE L Rt & B TR 3552 5. 6. 7 % JLE R E/KF R IZIREN S,
ML FATAEAS F ) B AR N R IR — A “ B H AR ER B B, AR R B e p b iz K T2
Y, FAMEM AP LZ LB ZEAREGMGEE QIR XURTE2ETOaesE2 T B LEER
AR, XA e E LR, TSR0 K B SR . Bian £5(2018b) % A I B2
RIKTAEIME BHT T X 808 MBS MR . DL BB AR 77 s B s, (H 5
ZEMK RN, F4h, BIRIRE GRS S bR A AT 1 7 M o

N T EE A R 22 AR B S I AAAEE A ZIR ED B, 5258 15K Go/No Go B4 565 o 8 K 2% 4k
BEARYE RS H ZIAR BN GOEEAT I 7E o 3R M A R o B R 3 AR A AE P RS2 T S A ) T A B3 ke e
PEASH

12. 2 “XZ” BRETHAITESR

CRZT BRI SN TN ARG, NSRRGSR AR, A5
JIRF R A R (w55, 2015).  “ R BRI B0 ST AT B 31 3] Asch (1946)%F “ Pl — L oo
¥R, ZJ5 Rosenberg %5(1968) % i A BN GE (1 “ khax v ” Al <&yt ” H4EM a1, (HEF Fiske %(2002)
P& HH ZUBR BN R ) A (SCM) A B A AT PR 4 2 . H RTXEX AN GE B A RN AT iy 44—l
i Abele Fll Wojciszke (2007)$& H s RIPERIGESh s 573 —Fl o2 B Fiske %5 (1999) 42 H i # B FIGE 1, X b
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e E A g H I A 44 77 o BT F AR ML 2 N R I 4E B 73 PRy “ KR =7 RS (Meik 4, 2015).
BT ORI, NAMEUR T B e 4R BT Ao MAERVEYEE b, BT B .
sz, MTEFmEFEA BRI, hE BRI ZIN ED R (28 255, 2016).

ZIBEN G P 25 AL (SCM) W ZIBED 5t B 1 S R N 2R T B B R A AE A7 23 R IR
WX AR A B O R AR RN G B RIE), DA TR 24 B O B (2 156 68 D)
(Ve Xk 5%, 2006; Fiske, 2018). #E NN A& i #ui iy BE 2T N 22 51 — BN RIS @5 AT N, TIREEHA
R RBE DN K — BT B 25 (Fiske et al., 2007). SCM & T E AR, BF 50 38 TPk
BBV i KR 32 AN SR RAE AR, 25 53R, SCM X o [ P b I+ 2 A AR i
(PRI FH (4, R0, 2011). Fiske 55 22 IR 3R [ T HEFN KRG Hb X f¥) SCM 18 A 45 2R (Cuddy et all.,
2009; Fiske et al., 2002; Wu et al., 2018). iz H[E P 7 % SCM HEAT T 1% tn#i fl R 712 W) 26 & BB AL
(FIRIESE, 20185 WhiiksE, 2018). 4k, WA “RK” B85 HAL T HAHS & R Hot e, ik
WA (2020)FER A “ R BAUENEZIRED R IOV YEE, §R T “ R BRI T A, 7 E %
IER S RIS 3 s

BTG, WPSRES 2 SRR PR ZIAR ED SO0 ANV A LE A BRZ TR, ZE PR A Y
ZINEN GBS A— BB T XA PPN AR E 2 7

2. KW 1 KFERARRMERI AR HZMRED RIS
2.1. B

el 1 e A A P B T A 75 A7 T8 P S 2B R
2.2. MRAE

2.2.1. #t

i H G*power 3.1 AT H LG RAEAN R, MM EIEEN 05, o EN 0.05, HHLAEREY, H
TIEF 0.95 G 11, MR E/D T E 54 Ak (Faul et al., 2007), R NIERREAE . BT #R
E S0 T 3258 S0 A R S5, AR SR RSl BTV K5 AR MR AR B 23 T 23 [R] 5(2022-034), 5256 1F
A IFLARTAE OSF Wk k4T T 113 M (https://osf.io/xw5ch) .

2.2.2. SEHHgI
KHI 2 (HARTER: Bk vs. ) x 2 (Zbdl: —3 vs A—B) W H A A L i, A& ENH
PRIER AT ZIAAL — B, RS O A IR A AT OB

2.2.3. SEIGHHR

{4 ] E-prime 2.0 4 ff1lff) Go/No Go Bt % (GNAT) . fESZIe Y, TSR 5 i RIodk A7 S S, 6
HABRNBAR L, 45T MAR P N BRES B AT IR . B bR oy A B R e 2 7, TR
N5 AN HARNE AN 5 SRS A .

o M7 B VRN L PRk AT T RE TG, BRI SE RITRT EE I RO 5% ) 26 6 X 6 4 44 08 H 1) A A
FREE . VETIBIMAR B2 DL SR FE AT R G, e k4% 5 A, MR VR (MR . FMEAR
M, RRIETE . RIS R) AL e 4 (. V. R, RIS, 1A% Ak
F 77 O M g p g A B ARAS S H ARIVE 488 10 A, AR5 K 100 26 1 25 1) YD AR 5 RIE RIs A
HEFRRE, Ak 5 ANAHIRICERFRUmE . BURAHE. HZRAE . SRR . A HEME) R 5 SR H
ILCPRTER . FLRIB T BB AZHAN A B
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22.4. LWIEFF

IERSEIRHT, A — 20 WK BL  IEASLIRRERFIL 128 MR, 70 I BL (B4R P2
HEN G — B BOM A ZIBRED A — S BY), PR BE 32 ik MBI Be UL — X BREE R BON 5
T, HAROMEE, BRI E ST RN, MR A RN, BARE SN, EZIREN R EE B 5
— i B BLI R Bk 44 RS I AR D5 SR B 88 B B DU R o AL IS T ARA DR AE S B
B AEZINRENGA B BL: 55— [ BUZ UL B P 44w RS BV R A5 S B, 38 i Bog DL A
LA AR BE N E S B BE T RO “D” f, MEE AN, WA 1

IEXSEIRTTAGNT, AEBARAETH AL AT AL, $ IR GRS IR AT 8 S L. DLZIBRCEN R B8 —Bir B
B, EXSLIGHR FEW T R L, 5 O B A AR 1 i D7 B, A I
ST LA RS A AU S, B R AR RN #2 <k TR

5 iE

RIETE

500 ms

1500 ms

SR

Figure 1. Flow chart of Experiment 1
B 1 288 1REE

2.3. &R

BEATHCO BEAS t A5G, a3k 1 Pos, RAERHRAEVE AN ZIREN R — S5 A —BURB oL, ke
IR AR EZER, p<0.01l, d=056, SZIHENIR B IEMF(M = 58.85, SD = 4.265) &3 m T A~ —
IR (M = 55.64, SD = 7.329).

XS B ) S SIS FEAT O REAS e, S5 R, R AR AR ) A5 H 20 B G — B0 S B PR (M =
314.9, SD = 318.61) 5 A—FUIE Ol T 1 [ iy (M = 318, SD = 327.53) LB & 2 51«

Table 1. Paired-sample t-test for correct rate versus reaction time

=1 ERESRNEMEHER 1%

M SD t p
IERZ 321 5.69 3.52 0.001
Jramain) -3.09 446.15 -0.35 0.728
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2.4. g

KH GNAT Xof v R 22 A 0 AFAEPE A HH 2B BN RBEAT AR TE, Ml b 1R s 32 T 45 R
FARAEEMER AN HZIBR ED G, BARRIATEZINR BN R — B0 00 N Bl i 8 IR 2 & T 2R B A — 3
THWIEME, X— KIS EIMNE 5 TR IR, M7 R0 A A 28R ED % (Storage et al.,
2020)7E 1 [ SCAGE 5t FARAFAE . ASER IS A B TR AT N IA L ERHE . BRI TSR R
PEAJE IS, A0 Ee AU i 38 A N 75 B 4 #E (Leslie et al., 2015), {E AT A5 Bk R
SN ZAAR BN G Lk P 7 A SR X S AT 57 B4 I o AT I 706 1 590 208 S 2R B B I T B DL R iR 1)
B VAR BT S 8 Atk i B kB (Bian et al., 2018b); 2) it 5B MR Lot R ThiE J1 i R4 (Bian et al.,
2018a); 3) H- 118 (Bianetal., 2017).

3. SEER 2 KEENREMHIZSHZIARENR Xt A4 B9
3.1 B

SEG 2 fEAES N ORI RRALERAE b, RN BRSC RPN TET 5 RAR BB ARM S G e N
R 2 THT M\ #2757 1 A4 P32 28 M S 2t 2R B0 Gt NP A PRI 52
3.2. fiRGZE
3.2.1. #iK

£ G*power 3.1 A HSLIG AT BAEAR, BNV EREN05, o &EN0.05, IHHEREKH, N
TIEF]0.95 MG 71, W2/ TR E 54 L ik(Faul et al., 2007), #ORMINTERKZEA . A #0R
FESES HT MR8 S AN [R5, A SR R4S il BV R S AR M 1% 2 A0 B 25 01 23 7] 26(2021-034), SR 1F
A IFLARTAE OSF Wk b k47 T 11y M (https://osf.io/xw5ch) .

3.2.2. SEHgIt
K2 WA S vs. ) x 2 (RS98I vs NHIA) IR BORA N sk Be ¥it, AARRN
PR SRS R, RIS E il i S R IR AR 25 (MD At AUC)

3.2.3. LIaHE

5 SRR A B AR S 56 3 v 0 BN T R AT SR VR4, BRPRIBER A S 2B IRAP 5.
FRPRIB BRSO RENS SEIN T % RS IS B, R 3 SRR BEFAL I, SObR ERER 2538 1 10 3¢ SR
1 X ANY MRS TE s 3, UIHRRgalf Bl . fEseiGrh, RGO RIS 5 HAxin Z A1)
SR AR HEAT PR T VR A LW, A 55 v A IS AT BB LI HE RN A K ) P RS

SLIG T R ARN T o S 42 T IS HH SRV KR b — S v % A 22 ) e /N ) B Atk 4 (Y
AR IERR) o AN HH SRR AN BURR] (4 HE s ) AN AS B VR CTHR B 7). BEIZRIANE: BE I RIS
TR S AR A8 1] i AT R AT FE AL R (Fiske et al., 1999) R4 %34 6 A, I 7] 451 2% S21A) L 10 AR L
B ETE AR, e S ARE 3 A BEARBGR(BET . Tk, A T)MBE/EAR (TEN JTEH . TERE);
AERR IR (et IR BO )T AR (P AL, ). RIBAEN “2E4 + AR A
FREIRETE, ZIMRCED R —EUE DL FRIEIE N R IEEA e 7 B O BIEIRCIRTE T s ZIREN A —
UG OL T BURIEGE Y RAIETE TR IO R B CRIEIRA R 7 o RO h A ARTE IR AE 1A T R RE
JIia], AR T A R R . SRR AR B IR .

3.2.4. LIEIEFF
i E-prime 2.0 4wl N 22 R AL FE P (IRAP), BL4EAH BAT S A BAT S, i B 78 35
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A 55 ORI A H B 3 2 18] 5G SR AE H T G SOSEIS S ARG A BR S . skt 64 Mk, B4 4
TG PRI B 16 MR, 4 BBl B S BEAMBAES . LRSS AL
PEAMBAESS . KU — LA PURRE, )2 2B — BRI BOE 5N H AR 456 . 20— BORIEGE
SRR S 2B —BOEOE SR B R 2 G . 2R —BORBEAE S Ak AR R 45 5 .
FEREAN B Berh BRI DU SR B SR NEAN R FERH BTSSR, I« —BORBOE——B A
5 A —BUREAE— AR, BARRd “RET s I BOREOE——EE 7 5 A —BoliK
BB I, BAR s R o FEAMBEES T, BB - BORBiE——HIE " 5 A
BOWBAE—BIA 7, Bbssdds “F&”7 5 0 “—BOBeE——BWGE " 5 A —BOlEiE——HE K
w7 FIWY R, LA 2.

IEASRIG R, AL TR AT AL, $ IR B R AR SE AT M Ry 1RS48 SIE T (BLE YA 55
M), FERERBAR S S CBIEEA R + BIRE” BB IER TR E + TR I
Mbssid “FE” . ke, Bbrmde “fxt” o BEU MG, 5% “Enter” JFah; BYEAH A B
62 MM ORIEEA R + AR BORIEE IR A+ B BAr Al AR, R
BbR s R . BIEVLEME, W% “Enter” JFAG.

FESEI T, FEHARTE 1500 ms WA SR, Fifeas Bl “1 bk, RIEIRAIBAMIE!” & M 4
RN, BERER S HBLAL “x” o S IEwh SO AS IR A A

Eishar
AT
Bk SRt
START = ol
B IEWE A e i
BA
1500 ms AHELS

SR

Figure 2. Flow chart of experiment 2
2. 4 2 RFEE

3.2.5. WIEAIE
TE Mouse Tracker 2.84 W%} iR A HIIE sh #1743 HT (B35 MD 1 AUC), J&¥% Mouse Tracker HJE 4%
Hd T H & SPSS 22.0 40 #1 KN (RI AT RT).
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33. &R

A 206 e R A AR B 2L S RIS (R AT RT) AR AR $LIZE(MD F1 AUC) 45 SR 2 Fiom. 2
NiEF 434 RE AT RT, RI & hETE, BIARIEIT U6 2 IR BAR T G2 S e [ I RE: RT A2 S MR A,
B BRAR I 78 s 21 i o s S 4% 4 2 18] PRI B T DB o S5 i BB L 2B R AAE () /& MD AT AUC, MID 72 85 KA
ZEE, LT BRARSE bR AE S S EARE B0 (R ) B K TE B %2 s AUC S22 PR, SRR RbrE
SEIE A0 B AR IS B 0 2 8] TE B BRI ) L AR T AR (Freeman & Ambady, 2010).

Table 2. Response times and mouse movement tracks
%= 2. Wik MR R R AR S ETE

Ja BA (Rl (ms) J BB A (ms) MD AUC
HEZ 362.19 2389.51 0.52 1.08

e 11
A 387.77 2660.57 0.57 1.17
HHZE 374.86 2622.02 0.57 1.24

PlE
AHE 351.03 2489.91 0.62 1.38

XTRESIAHAE 5 A AP RI A RT BEATRECAFEA tA250, RI CREZ0], RT fAAERZEZN], p
<0.05, d=0.8, HZ&4L(M =2389.52 ms, SD = 1390.82 ms) tL AAHZZH(M = 2660.57 ms, SD = 2622.73 ms)
R TH FE R o

PG A2 5 AF R PIALI RI AN RT BHATHECMREA t K056, TREER.

XTRE ST I AHZE 5 ASAHZE PRI A7) MD FT AUC JEAT L X FEAS t A58, MD A7 7E 2 3 %25, p < 0.05,d = 0.09,
LM = 0.52, SD = 0.50) L AAHZ4H(M = 0.57, SD = 0.53) I3/ Bk AUC A% %R, p<0.05, d=
0.41, AHZFZH(M =1.08, SD = 1.48) LA FHZZH(M = 1.17, SD = 1.62) ¥4 BEAIK, LI 3,

2_ B3
A Kok 14 —— HE
N e [_| P
= AR 12| —— B
1.54 =zt
H
EE 1
4 sk K
14 — iz 0.8
= =
m 0.6
0.5+ i
0.4
0- 0.2
MD AUC
0
-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1
TP B AR B x il
(a) (b)

Figure 3. The Mouse Tracker data for the competence evaluation of the compatible and incompatible
groups. (@) MD and AUC for the compatible and incompatible groups; (b) Mouse tracks of the com-
patible and incompatible groups

& 3. 3taEHIFN A ST HEEAY Mouse Tracker 38, (a) HRSAHEELERN MD 5 AUC; (b)
HAESTHEEENRRIT
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259,
.$Hf§’ EX 23
o | AAHE —
E
o
15 e
BN sokok L’é
E 19 ™ 7
m
0.5 L
0_
MD AUC
(@

1.4 N
—— A

12| —— AT

0.8
0.6
04
0.2
0

-1 -0.5 0 1

TR B B x il
(b)

Figure 4. The Mouse Tracker data for the enthusiasm evaluation of the compatible and incompatible
groups. (a) MD and AUC for the compatible and incompatible groups; (b) Mouse tracks of the com-

patible and incompatible groups

& 4. JRIBIENEES S THEEBLER Mouse Tracker 218, () HESAHEELEN MD 5 AUC;

(b) HESTEFENRIRINE

X #RE A 25 5 A AH 25 P 41 MD A AUC 347 e 6 A R 56, MDD A7 7E 5 2% 22 51, p < 0.05, d = 1.00,
FHZEZH(M = 0.57, SD = 0.50) L AN FHZ4H(M = 0.62, SD = 0.54)I3E4r BAik; AUC A 3% 5, p<0.05, d=

1.00, AHZZ(M =1.24, SD = 1.65) L AAHZZA(M = 1.38, SD = 1.98) [ P4 B,  WLIE 4.

N T BIFHIX o 5 R I ARG BOVEAN, HIR S ERE DAL R4, rERE AL, oI

HAATIX 7y, HEEHZEFEERENE 3.

Table 3. Paired samples t-test for differences at response

3. RNERENHER 1121

Hede it 5 M SD t p
B - 8
AR - A —E0E % 255.33 1125.85 2.72 0.007
— B - AR -529.29 1957.55 -3.25 0.001
FE - A
—H - A -405.91 2290.82 -3.01 0.003
— B - A B K -522.60 2599.59 —2.41 0.017
ZE - fe
— B - —BOH R —458.11 2531.81 -2.17 0.032
I - B
A—ERI - A —BUER -580.97 2390.12 -2.92 0.004
— R - AR 364.10 1339.83 3.26 0.001
DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.142124 1013 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.142124

R

XF % 20 S LI AT RS BEAS t Ar B0 o0 i o 4 HR AT 245 SR a0 R

BRI FEZIRENEA—FUE N T, p<0.01, d=0.23, XFFMRAE J7ia 1) ) S (M = 2812.35, SD
= 1677.65)K T/ M At /117 (M = 2557.02, SD = 1614.00). ZIHEN SR 2 75— S0t B AR A8 1 (R0 A 520,
p <001, d =027, —FHEHFHRMEM = 2283.06, SD = 1162.69)fk T AR—% (M = 2812.35, SD =
1677.65), RIS 2B ED R — Uy, AT 53 1 A 1va v 6 0 A

FUERE L XIS B2 B G B — S S MRS 4Lk AT 408, p<0.01, d=0.18, EZIREI G —
BRSO N )N (M = 2383.33, SD = 1182.01){K T ZItR ENR A — 5L T B (M = 2789.24, SD =
2088.74). {EXHH M A SN, p<0.05, d=0.20, —&UHHL T IR (M = 2454.97, SD = 1076.98)
IKTFA—BUEH(M = 2977.56, SD = 2541.00), BRI 5PERIZA H 2B EN G —BURy,  AATT0 55 1% s 2 AR HA 1 F
o

TYERE I ERIRED R — BUEOL R, AATIRE Lt e 70 (AR 3] 5 T AR m] B S R 35 22 5%, p
<0.05, d=0.18, XHFRHLAE S7iR(M = 2294.56, SD = 890.73) L X % fE 7117 (M = 2752.67, SD = 2548.01)f1]
SRR S, RIS VRIS tH 2B B R — SO, AT Lo i 1 v B D PPARY

LG EZIRET SR —EUENL T, p <0.01, d = 0.24, X #IEERI(M = 2116.51, SD = 1058.15)
1) J52 S ISHEG T 78 B A 17 (M = 2697.49, SD = 2200.36) . ZIHR El R 2 75— SO0t L MERR B A (1 PP A0 A 52,
p <001, d =027, —FHENTFM = 2480.61, SD = 1375.62) ) e Bl K FAR—F(M = 2116.51, SD =
1058.15), RIS tH ZIAR ED RAS— Sy, AATTF o A 1) oy TS VPAN

gr b, VRIS HZIREN R —SUE DL, AT 55 1 e e e e AR VA, o e MR 4 5 e 70 VR
s EA—EEOT, A BRI VE, X Lo ARG S Hs PP

3.4. g

ARSERHET R BRURIL, AEVERIAS M ZIBRED R SO, AT 55 A AR e v e AR A
MIVEAY, X MR R BE ATV . FEZIBRCED A — BB 0L T, X MR B TP, oMb e I
P

O BT BTN BE 0 Rk 01 22 57 O L L2 P IR (Eagly et al., 2019), ASSES: (R 45 2R R LR X T
IAEIVEOY, BESIVPOT AOTERIZ 57 /N AR TER WIS T PRI A B 2B ED S LK S5 1 B B i N e %)
WREN BT ANATIAE BRI SIBE, TGS 2ok S b B B 1A P 15 22 A B G U5 AT DU 2 o T ) A )
A P E(Veat, X, 2006). AL FT G4 RIAF & IR, EZIREN R —EHIE IS AT 544
i 171 755 BE VAR FAAE B PP, 15 AR GO IRR T, (ES 2o i S e BE 0 PP 18 0 AT AR el
XA B 5 LS BE D R R ST A L TE B AL 1, I AR Ak 2 Rt B AR (Abele & Wojciszke, 2014),
ARSI A INATTNE 55 AR A4S RO DR A 52 P 9 25 HH 208 BN BRI K e AT SR ARG 2 P ) A oAl v
FPE(EH A, 2016), EANHZIBCENR N X PP BOA A, AR, AAIE N BRI A
RIS PP, X L PEZS AT S v B I DR A

4. B

AT T R S A P TS AR B R S LM EAT 1 N B THT R . 546 1 33T Go/No Go &
56 (GNAT) R R 2 A AL PN B2 T L 5 A7 AR PR 208 HE AR BN R HEAT AR TE , &5 R b [ R 22 AR AE
B2 TR SEAFAEVE RIS M ZIBRCED B o SEH6 2 BET-Ah sl R =7 B, ANRE ) R P4k P 25 52 )
A5 ZIBREN GO NDVEAN BN, BF TR IR PRI 2Nt 2R BN G —BUB DL, AT 55 P Al e vt E 11
IAEVRA, 0 LRI R RE I AEA - EEOL T, AT B AR AR RE S TP, 0 2okl A
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WA
4.1 RFERMRARHZIREN R

A SR S T R0 T B i b VR SR, R BB A T B i g B2, (HN R
IS 0 25 IR R FRAT S SR AR A . TR SR AR R AR AE RS R T A7 AE TR AN AR EN B 2 JETE S 2
A L AR AE T IV A R A T I R AEZE 5 BEFER ], BARMERLLERE ) T7 I I Wi S e 72
B dn 53 1 B B A3 (AL B (Laver et al., 2019), {HH ATJFACAUESS BEUSIE W] 5 LAERA R /) AR Z R
(Colom & Garcia-Lopez, 2002),

MALS: M 30 K (Koenig & Eagly, 2014), AMTFEAS AR LA R AR 14 fi 21 1 e 4 3 /K S A iy 24
A2 T, AR 2 SR AR B AT TR 2AS L 4000 55 2 LU AN S5 (R, AT I — A B e 4L
LE E B RN, TR T ERIAS I ZIREN R . — 71, EREMESIAET, AT B HRBCE N B E RS
FE, hn 20T £ 56 4R ) 55 224 (Moss-Racusin et al., 2012); 5 —7J51f, W& AAERER R CL BB A4
REFRIPE A ZIBR ED & (Bian et al., 2017), X &8 BRI 20678 BT JE 5 A 52 o WSR2 ST MTIHE KIS 72
oSk o, FATE GRS 2 AT TR B B = AR (07, 1992), fEcKad R,
JE L NTE X T 55 A e Ve ANt AN [R) B V2t e 7 R BR AL b A R i

PERAS 2R BN R AL 2 M A AP AL 2 RRaE, 0 T8 AU P 01 20 B 1 P E S ) 1 2
A FISRIR R JE (Bian et al., 2018b), A2 LAFFil. 1l ZIAR ED R (BLAE S A0 A K2 THD E AL 2 K
el e A (Eagly et al., 2019), {HIX AL H RS 1, JCHRAE AL STHAZH, XM
AR T RARME) o DRIE, AT RAE R R A A ) A A ) S5 RS SR (Carnes et al., 2015; Devine et al., 2017)%%
T S35k, WA AR EAL R AT SR 2 e B AR .

4.2. BRI AR HZAREN SR T AT B9S2

SEEG 1 CUEBA KA BEARAEAE N BRI AR HZIBRED R iRt il T e B &, mTRES A L
R KA TE A AT, X —AENE (1 25 B R L M N BE X LA (193D (Leslie et al., 2015).
T S ELRH TR N BRI 2R EDGAE N BRAS AR AE SRS 2 BE AR R B, M
G FRE J1 A4 25 52 M S 2 HH 2R D R AE A VAR R

AR, AT T L VAR RE 2 I ZIAR BN GBS TR TS, AN S L hZERA K. WH L%
HH KPP RERE, ANH BRI, 7E 5 4 P SR AF A RO A7 1 L o) 4 i g
T 5 #:(Okahana & Zhou, 2018; Miller et al., 2015), AMIXF 2 PERE JI VP I S5 BRI, X Lot A
VEAN AT - FH(Eagly et al., 2019). 534k, FEXFHAMIVEAN T, 8 770080 58 BR T # 1 Anbi (Abele &
Wojciszke, 2014; Fiske et al., 2007). FrLh, Xt NPTV ET, 5@ IG4E B Z= Rl & KT RE 148 .

Z R CUE BT 2 R BB, AT ) 45 T 5 Pk e 0 R0 2otk B I PR (220 1R
S5, 2016)0 AATTRT TSI MER N BRZIAR BN A A AT RN I8, R0 2o PRI P B Z B 5 0] 5 0
e ARG BV PN [F (20K, i, 2006). Frbh, FESCE 2 IZINRED R —EUEOL T, AT H
B2 AR m R D EARE VAL, X FVEAN 5 AT BERE A T — 2. A A BRI R
(Koenig & Eagly, 2014), ZIMEDGA—EIE HUET AT, 72X MIEo0 ™ MM 4 7 5 KRR
E G RVEAY, T P AE VPN EMR R, R AT A e VLS NG . FEZIRED R A —
FHEO T, BMER TR ZINEI R, UG 531 0 3 SR A ) 4R SEARIIVRANY, (R TR
ROE, NATTREZIAR ED GAS— 35011 53 1 B 3R PP AN T 18 o M2 AR i 2 AT TR N 44 H AR 3EA T B
ST HAGFIRE I & MAME 4L 2 HARTE R 22, ~PiEx H AR/ MA BIPEAY (Cambon & Yzerbyt, 2018),
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AR T L 5%
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