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Abstract

Object: To study the gender roles and interpersonal relationships of normal college students, and
further analyze the correlation between gender roles and interpersonal relationships, so as to of-
fer advices for the life of college students. Two hundred and forty one normal university students
were surveyed with BSRI and Harmonious Human Relationship Scale. Results: It was showed that
there are four different types: androgyny, masculinity, feminity and undifferentiation, and there
are significant differences in the four dimensions among students. The present state of normal
college students' interpersonal relationships is good in general. Four Kkinds of gender roles in each
dimension of interpersonal relationships have significant differences. Students of androgyny per-
form better than students of feminine and undifferentiation; androgyny is a better model of per-
sonality. We suggest that college students should play the advantages of their own gender role
types, cultivate androgyny personality, improve interpersonal competence and build harmonious
human relations.
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PR AR (2 MATE H B 7 AR RS RE R 2R b, At s R il L I AR S B &
PERIAHULHEC (AT A ARTE (Pleck, 1987), JeWi T tax SCHOXS 55 AT 20 4T 9 IR 24 1455 (Shaffer, 2008). 53]
B I A LR TR 5B PR L A S S £ € TE SR I P Bl . Constantinople 28 56 I EE 8 J2 1 5 5
WALV 1 OB A B T BURE, S tH BRI Ml A (1380, DA B A SUBTRT 2o A ST 2
PRST ) B —4EJE (Constantinople, 1973). )&, Bem il & T XA ) Bem M5 f 8 % (Bem’s
Sex-Role Inventory, BSRI), KPERMA G AR WEA. Sk, LR XUEATR )
FeMRFE BRI N AZA MR BT, BISE R R AR SR, RETAANBCEE e i B iR 2
AR BAT L Z 1) R PR B VR 5T s 2V B AR AT 022 1 L VAR o T 6520 1) 53 R R I
RACFE PR VER A B AR, 55 R AN L PR AR D B o FREDDC TV A e A 7 3=
FAEPAELLU N AT 1) BFFUIRE R Ak ORI Ok . SR Bem VI Mt B 3 al
HASTRR(S ), 7R, 2003; Ekeath, skotfd, 2000, £, 20, 2007), 5RFH, A B
M EL] 2R B S, U MR G 2 (/0 g, 1998: ERFath, sk, 2000). XUPEALANA
(3G 22 SO T 4L 2 ST IR 2K, 51 S0V NS B R« 8 G 2R A A PR TR B e AT FRD R AR
TR, 2) YRR A ERAECHEFL, Bt ) M O B E BEKSFRIAR DG (5, F40, 2001) MM
MK RHIERIA R (G2 7547, 2006) YR A M ABRIER AR (LD, E 50, 2006) AL At S A
R 51 AR O (Kulik & Harackiewicz, 1979) . fF 5t 2 BH XU AY 2 fid AN R AR 1) A g #5550 (Gilbert, Deutsch, &
Strahan, 1978; Lefkowitz & Zeldow, 2006; Panayiotou & Papageorgiou, 2007; Spence & Helmreich, 1981), &%
AR 2 A 5 TR XA NS RFAIE

NBRFEFIER NG N Z 0385 B AL GRS R B AR L [R5 IR 2R, 8 S 1 AR 3 A A7)
FHHLZ 18] R 1 IR BE B AAH LR 51 S HE R RO BDIRAS . A H B4l CANBRKREEIZHER) KPR
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FACE RN ERE, BIABRRZIR AFRACK . RN S A T 5 1999). ABRECIRIEMNAZ
[ ANBRAE A A A i AR IS RS BAENIRE D, TEELIES. RIES. K. FASRLI;
NBRAE KA 5 At N A AT R A R 87 3 B A e FE 5 s R N3 FR A 415 A 5 A 3N B3 (1 e
SR AR MA S FERA AR IR 1. KA ANRR R R RN R FATE S Eigh RAEMAS A
IR OHR R . RFERTIAR ABR K R E AL A — AN EERTH, B ARG R, T KA
AASRFN I, AEEZEIER . DRI TERE, BRI R [ R w5 A O 3 e i) = 22
RZ (MR, 6%, 2004),

AW NG T B A IE AR R A  f . ABRCRIBUIR, 80 = % R R TR A B
TR R ANBR KR HAEYE R A A, JF BAE R b, RS 1S R ARk R g
SR, R AR A N RO A B KT

2. MR
2.1. #ik

739 IR S B (R DR A8 TG L B2 AR) R L 90 22 e A0 7 g K 2 (L 7 g s K 52) = e B2 20 SO
BN RE =Tkl 270 A, ORI KR SCRMEE &R, BERLE AL R ar R
B, WHBW RARE R LRIAE 270 43, A0 241 43 ARy 89%, A RN 100%. FEA
FEN 2245 PR B R PEAR A WA 1o

2.2. fiRIA

AW FCR A MG AT, 036K A Bem Zwiil (1) € UGB M (38D AU H B8 N dwbil i CNFRE
REFHELHER) .

COV MR A ER)  (BSRIE H Al (8 MR M el & TR, ZEREaHRE 3 MrER: Bk
NER. WHESERATETINER. BN ERSE 20 MH, L 60 AMHH. ZEREMN “waERN
Fr&7 B “SERMFE” ARl 1~7 45, LL 4.9 55, AMRTESE—HFIE IR e s B — AU
TR o R BRI HE B (N — BUE(E FE 55 0.8691, 42 0.7846; EEMI{E S 0.939, 4 0.922) FI%E .

CANBRKRGEGSWIER) JL 28 AN, 35 K PUANYERE 4y il NBRASIR NBRASK S FE NS 57
M. Ak 7 Bk AT [, “R7 B 1, “AE7 180 . BRJE ABR R ERGLIE
FEI N 0~28 43, 3 BB N FRIE ZORBUBET o WS A0 1E 0~8 0 Ut I A BRIE S D, 9 43 DL BB N FRag
HAFE— W, ot 20, RPANFRCREP™E, M HAEOH FAATERCH I R IEERT . 7R
HEH RUFHERZ (565, 2008), PIE8—E0ME(S B 0.952,

2.3. AREF

WEMEM MR FiE. UAHK R0 E PO A%, 24 SPSS 18.0 for Windows 4t
TR AT R B REAT G i, H8 ORI TV BB R =2 AR Ml e AR DL . N BRI RO e — %
(R AR S ]
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REA RV ORI RIS ottt B AR S DU RS AL, DY
Rl Sl A ST NBOTHFHES N B AL - Lotk - AL - Rk, o Kb s SRR ], PERI Mtk
FE R B oA 22 5 58 25 (n = 241, 4% = 60.494, df = 3, p < 0.01).

3.1.2. AEMANXFEEMIAERBNS

AR T R 28 A 0l A R R o A, LR 3.

F AGIREE TR, DURP A A (SRR PE R — 4k E B ARIEE 2T (n = 241, df = 3, o =
33.985, p < 0.01). P fulb s HRM, DUR MG A G RBILEVERILERE IO 2R ¥R, P FE 2 3,
111) = 31.894, p<0.01; %’k *(3,130) =37.163, p<0.0L.

3.1.3. NEFWKRFEMA B ERESH
AFEA R 2R T o A, WL 4

Table 1. Basic composing of subjects

T 1 R EARARE R

B eS| N H 4 H (%)
5 % 111 46.1
% 130 53.9
Ll SR 72 29.9
AR 83 34.4
wH 86 35.7
LR K— 56 232
K= 59 24.5
K= 118 49.0
PN 8 33

Table 2. Gender-role types of population distribution in normal college

3 2. IBERRAFE M AR LN EENTH

TR £ € Y ¢ 173 H (%)
S 22 7.9
/X 70 29.0
AL 50 20.7
Rk 102 423

Table 3. Gender-role types of population distribution between genders in normal college

7 3. FRIMHNAFEMABEEBSH

Ak (n, %) LAk (n, %) XA (N, %) RIr(n, %)
B4 15 (13.5) 17 (15.3) 38 (34.2) 44 (39.6)
A 7 (5.3) 53 (40.8) 12 (9.2) 58 (44.6)
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e K65 TR, DRI ) A €I AE DI — - B A AR B F(n = 241, df = 6, o =
10.922, p > 0.01).

3.14. FRFEFRFEMFABRBSIH

ANFEER KRN S oA, WA 5,

K6 S5 TR, DOR I ) A RIS EAE X — 4 A AR B ZER(n = 241, df = 9, o =
11,579, p > 0.01).

3.2. IMSERRIRAFE ABRRBRRAR

AT FAL R A TR A AP SRR M BRIC R I DU AN EEN T, I DUANEFZ 79 3l 52 N\ B
R NS R NE S AT . Bl BR R R BONIK YN L 7 Bz M, 4593 i B D 0~28
71 o BRBGAK APRR R B E 0~8 73 UL ABRINPLE D 9~20 7 LW NFBRAAEAEAE —EREFE MR 73
Hokaid 20, RUINFRR AW, T HAE B EAFEBOY IR A FRAS .

3.2.1. BIMBRERAFEARXRBERR
IR AR NP R R RO AR O, WL 6.

3.2.2. FEMAKEFEE ABRXFERAR

KA NBR R R RAEE S B B A, WL 7.

VKIS RR I, KA AR RARGUAENE R IX —4EFE EATFIE R 3% 2 7 (n = 241, df = 2, o = 2.433,
p>0.01).

Table 4. Gender-role types of population distribution among majors in normal college

4 FRIBMAFEMANBELBSH

B (n, %) Ak, %) AN, %) K 4(n, %)
S 8 (11.1) 23 (31.9) 10 (13.9) 31 (43.1)
R 5 (6.0) 27 (32.5) 24 (28.9) 27 (32.5)
®E 6 (7.0) 20 (23.3) 16 (18.6) 44 (51.2)

Table 5. Gender-role types of population distribution among grades in normal college

5 FRIFEAFEMANBEST

B (n, %) Ak, %) AN, %) K 4(n, %)
K— 2(3.6) 12 (21.4) 11 (19.6) 31 (55.4)
x= 3(5.1) 19 (32.2) 12 (20.3) 25 (42.4)
= 13 (11.0) 33(28.0) 29 (24.6) 43 (36.4)
PN 1(12.5) 3(37.5) 1(12.5) 3(37.5)

Table 6. Interpersonal relationship of population distribution in normal college

3 6. BIMKRFEANBRXFERASHIER

NH 143 b (%)
YNNGk 149 61.6
— R WL 88 36.5
GSE7/ WS 4 1.7
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3.23. FEAFMKRFE AFRXRRA

K NBRR RRBAE T e E o3 AR, DLk 8.

VPRI SE R, KE AR BRI B VIX — 2B ANAELE 35 25 5 (n = 241, df = 4, % = 4.394,
p>0.01).

3.24. NEEFKEE ABRXERR

KA NBRR RARUAEE R LS L0 AG, W4 9.

CARIG LS R, KA AR SRRV E X — 4k 7R BB 2 57 (n = 241, df = 6, ° = 24.518, p
< 0.01). J TR ARG RAIRVAEF N FAELEZ RIS, A ALEIABERE, ABRKRRGAEHE
i, FAREEATZEMBE, AT PR NEARES, T2 EIE, & 10 hEssdR
(& o

RK—5A 5 HAFE LA N RRRWAAERZEZER, K—ABRRRRGA R TR K=K
VU2, PUANEZR 25 AR N Bk SR B % & R BIAAE N BRIRBL AR Aok — - KU - K= - K=

Table 7. Interpersonal relationship of population distribution between genders

1. REEARXFRAAEMANERE LS

F(n, %) 2Z(n, %)

NG 74 (49.7) 75 (50.3)
— R N 36 (40.9) 52 (59.1)
PRk 1(25.0) 3 (75.0)

Table 8. Interpersonal relationship of population distribution among majors

8. KFEARXBARAEZIUERE EHSTH

RN, %) FERL(n, %) A5 (n, %)

PNUREE = 38 (25.5) 53 (35.6) 58 (38.9)
— e R AR 33(37.5) 28 (31.8) 27 (30.7)
PRl E 1(25.0) 2 (50.0) 1(25.0)

Table 9. Interpersonal relationship of population distribution among grades

9. KFEEARXBARAEFREE LS

K—(n, %) K=(n, %) K=(n, %) KPG(n, %)
UNGRESEY k5 49 (32.9) 30 (20.1) 66 (44.3) 4(2.7)
— R 7(8.0) 29 (33.0) 48 (54.5) 4 (4.5)
PRI ™ 0(0) 0 (0) 4 (100.0) 0(0)

Table 10. Multiple comparison of interpersonal relationship of population distribution among grades in normal college

7 10, REEARKRARREFRER ERZELIRER

EZR(I) FLBHER () SFREZEAE( - ) pfE
K— x= —0.367* 0.000
K= -0.350* 0.000
PN -0.375* 0.049
7E: *p<0.05.
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3.3. HAlAES ABRXRNEXHSR

TR DU AR 3 1 € ST AE N Bk R DU RN FRSCIR . ABRZSR S e AW SRAESCAE) BT
FEREZER, AUFIUMER A ORI EARE, APRRRUANYEE KRR AN E, FEBRER
TrZESHTIMCAGE], N 7 DI M RAZE RGO, BT ZEEL, & 18RS SRR

GEREZH: FENPRSEAYENE b XUEAAME R I B0 T AR A, MR
BTt RS s WAL R B AR T L BRI R ABR G 2R
B e REACAMAR BRI B AT 2 AR A

4. #Hig
4.1. INERRREREFE MR A e XB o/ 2 ERT

AHIFERN], KLERER A OSRRAA, BIE 2O B Likth . SEA AR 1Y
FRVER A B RRL, HAM VAL, SR, LM AR A T PRS- AR KA T IR0 BRI TE e AL
fREAE, LS Bem MIWFFCAHEL, SAEALAMART 5 ELGIEUR T LA AR BT & LL BB s . BFFerh, R
THAAS PR B BB S AR TE (Bem, 1977) /1. ARZMEMERBURT B S50 A Gl A B, B0 91
MAE Hbn, WARIHGRZ G0, BIFENAENZE, RZTUEOLE, AFTIEWKARRSZE. RO0RE
REILEN B i N SR AR FREEAAE SRR, BUAE AR AR GE T« pit” TR R EARAE —E R
& EXTH D EAAER T

ME L2 RS, HRAERE & T R4, SOAm R R —B(dmin, K
Gl 2000). BEAN, FEBMERAEA R, VAR EL B T AN LS =, TR R
LA LB R e T A A . X5 DAE MW FEAAAE 7 B, RN T RERAE T RE e, 55 e budil ™
A, AR T HE, AEmE T L, TR A A LR . AR IR
M5 B SRR R E A BRI AR, A2 NFRAAE 2 5 B IR AL (5, 2008), BRIk, Iive
KR B AN 5 R AL .

ARHIF T R 2 A A (R AR LV AR R B o A AR R 2 57, HLE R ARHIE SE A 9 %
BV R EE AN A SRR A BT, RGO A A i SR e A e

4.2, ISEBRRRKRFE ARRK R BRI
AR, H TR IR RS NFR SR FORDL AR R AF o AEPERI Al b, B AR L A 22 Ta] (R N B

Table 11. Multiple comparison of interpersonal relationship of population distribution among grades in normal college
1l REEARXARAEFREE NS ELLRER

INGESA P A (1) R 1 £ €1(J) SFRRZEE ~ ) pfE
NBRZER WAL QL —1.479* 0.001
Fok -1.089* 0.013
Lkl Tkt 1.100* 0.001
AR WAL ZiAL -0.890* 0.035
R4 -0.820* 0.045
INISSI=Viy BEA /YA —2.560* 0.035
ok —2.536* 0.034

7E: *p<0.05.

)
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REARUAMAAE R E 27, HIFRATFOAN TR : R B A LA BN BR IR R A £5755
FBEEH R AT, NBRRAIRDLF RIFT5 ARG Rk b, KA NBR o RARDLAAAAE 2 22
5t LA NN AT REE A2 REEH BUS Tk 22 Al o N B 0% 38 il FRLR) BE 77 40 T BON BT PR
FEER b, RAENBRRRROAFAERE T . WNERNPRR RGN BRI R KA BIA7AE BRI
R R — - K - K= - K= HJRRARF AP — DNELN R K2 AR RE ) i
S, RZR=TNBE, KIUEARANBRAERE MRS . TR 2 AR S —ANBr A EL, 18 V) 2T
INBRG R, AT NBR AT PSR 8. Tl )5, BT RPAEEREERY T, AESA
PR A @ R — Y, FECR TR =M EE NS SAE AR R R . B4, KPR 2R AR 2 A4
PN -SSR T SR = E AR S IS B A Al S R 3Bt i M N T R S U s A B e RL DLV ) O ST N
U ANBRAAERET AT EITE,  NBRoe RARGURE 2 2838 (P54 53, 2007)

4.3. IMSERERAFE R AR5 ABRXKRRMEXEE

A FO VN 5 NBR R R BEAT AR T, 45 RO IR Ay (0 SR AR N Bk 3R S (N B A
W NBRSER S RN L) B R ILZE R B2 . SR AMATE N BRI R 73 BLR N BRAS AR
PESZAEPIANYEE RIS T LA MR RUR A, BV AMALE NBRSS R BRI T %
PEACAMA . FEELE, AW TT RS SRR A TR B B R ARG S BRI AR RONERE IR
R BUKS BN EWMARERR, BIEE B SALGEIENALDS, @RI, B A5,
DR RS (TP YR E AWING 3/ 7 e <13y 72 B < SN T e [ B e o RS R i E el N E RS
IR 00 5 A AUk, SR 4% TSR R B I R IA AN A A AR AN ) 2o A KU, I BLARATTIR B 25 B 15
RE LMBATI T £ MR B S AR L B S A AT IE 2 10 H AR ER, XFERIE B A St N3, i
etk NBrok R IR RE (I, 2008)o BRI, XU ANARAR B A PR A (S8R BAT BB AL S o XUPEAR A M
R AR T NBRR AR A R, A TARE AT AT H R R A A O AR 5T, A 0
PEHOO K22 R BEATVE R M U - BlInR B AR, HOMERISEH, 8 RINEBISE, BiE KR
TR HIXEAL AR

5. &1

ARSCRF R )36 VA AR A B T I Be e SOk BRRMRIA B = AN B M R K 25 A 18 1 3l €680 A B 5
AT ARG, Rt TR A S NP R Z A . JEib@ i aie, K ErE
A ERMAAALM, RG2S B L SUEAAR AL DI FI SR, B PE XA A A )
B oL 0711=7 e 'R o8 2 S E ST L (A N2 NI R TRV S N = SN e DN TRy o
BN YESE EAAFAERE LS, EERYEE EAAERE R WIERI A G IRRIA A PRk FUIRBLA R ok
A, VURES] A R NBRoR R B YR LRI ZE R B2, XA MALE A BRI 2 S AN BRAE A A
Lo SEVEAAEAERE BRI T LA AR AR . XA R B AR L, AR A brAn
WA RRAEHE R ENBR IR RIS R E, T A B0 s 57 K 22 U RS 5T
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