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Abstract

The current study investigated the effects of power (social power vs. personal power) on the sex-
ual objectification to others for heterosexual women. We recruited 60 heterosexual women. Pow-
er-related words were presented to participants to prime social power, and the personal power
was measured via the Generalized Sense of Power Scale. We adopted the body inversion paradigm
to collect accuracy rates and reaction times of participants when recognized sexualized female
and male targets. The results showed that (1) women with high personal power would sexual ob-
jectify sexualized female targets when presented high social power cues; while did not do that
with low social power cues; (2) women with low personal power would sexual objectify sexualized
female targets, but did not for sexualized male targets, regardless of their social power.
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1. 5|

Ry 2 48 %o B B B U ) AR R i (Fiske & Dépret, 1996), XAt A AR FI4T g it 5w s s v b A\ FEAR
AT R 4E R HIBE 71 (Keltner, & Anderson, 2003) . 0¥ 5 R 5T IR T R B B0 Fe AR5, FF AR SR AL
MrE(ERRKIL, B, JuREL, 2012). A0, REFMNERAAL BB, A )20 Hat 2 A %0
FEEAT AP ARG . AU FRINA, AR AT DL A I W], 77 A DG 22 B R b
& HIAT N (Anderson & Berdahl, 2002), [fiiixX L8479 FH T3l & B HA 3 10> N B 11(Keltner et al.,
2003).

T XA 7 (A E TT DABOS S AU O IR S AT i Rl (Galinsky, Gruenfeld, & Magee, 2003). PAfE
MR RKZRAMEEEZ) . 2R8B80 bt 87 XERERTT. MM RIRO EIEE, iE
SR TTENIEE Ay AR, BT DAE G s A A S LR 48 R 3 i se i, 5 AT 55 B4 “BRaml kb 42 A ]
EMZE” . 15 UashE R B Chen 25(2001)#2 H o JT4ER, VL7 E KX R N R a7 20
TRITA AT AR A SN SRR, FFIE S T HoA &k (Galinsky, Magee, Gruenfeld, Whitson, & Liljenquist,
2008; Lammers, Galinsky, Gordijn, & Otten, 2008). /71 BRAIAMNE L R 25 AP AL AN R RN, AT
(A% 3 AN ik 77 T RE 22 s M M AL 2 AT B A IS, S A A i ) T2 IR L )
WA—8UTH, BIRICATEZ MBI . SMHAAEZ BRI i NS 28, XMIRIRAZIR
A= TR TR NS RIS, S A B A ) TR IR — BT, BRI BE kT,
AN FEA N BRSZ, B P B 2R 28 2R A6 A REAT TE BRI, R ZIAR — $03%8 (Caza, Tiedens, & Lee, 2011).

PER AR AR SR R e B A B R0 o) BPE D BRI B N PEARE i, A Ve D9 aloh (1) T 2 B ML R Re %
RBLMEANMEA G . B R AL, Lot Sk, 1 3 SRR I E AR 9 1 B A AN
Hfin A FH (Bartky, 1990). {232k 2o M 2 A4 4 1) DR 32 G A8 A4 oot 2o 1t T G ) s A Ak i, 53 Mkt 2otk
(1 HGERL, W e B ARV S, A FARMIEAT, IR, 148 7155 (Fredrickson & Roberts, 1997;
Kozee, Tylka, Augustus-Horvath, & Denchik, 2007). HH, & LR AL 2 BT 3 et otk
SRR ER . REIFARITA NSRBI, HHT AR A Z s, HIR
A M BRS84S ME R AL BRBE (Kaschak, 1993). 53 e AMA AT BE IR R AN [H] (O Zh LT 2544k 2ot H s
T 3 B R O M S T AR b, Lot T RE IR AL 2 Bl BT & A4k o P (Gervais, Vescio, Forster, Maass,



MG, i

& Suitner, 2012), LR Z AWK FEEBiR, HiEREEMK FE 4 (Fredrickson & Roberts, 1997), i1 AH
TR I T 2= 2 5 % 444k, (Davidson, Gervais, Canivez, & Cole, 2013; Loughnan et al., 2010). %4k, AR[E
PRI AR B AR N Bt 25 57 S 70 55 i U [ e 70 3 1k B 22 9 25 A Ak 2o H b (Kozak,
Frankenhauser, & Roberts, 2009) . M:HR a1 76— & #2 B b 0T AR R & B A5 75 T (19 M 51 2 5 (Engeln-Maddox,
Miller, & Doyle, 2011).

AR L, ARG L RTINS, AR SRR S D o R AR AR
2% 72 5 (Maurer, Grand, & Mondloch, 2002). AR50 3= AR T # B0 T 07 30, A #5358 45 2 [A]
PR RLSC 2R AR Sl 32 SO T A M 207 20, ANHORURI I &8 7 Z TR G R o A RPN T —
ANE R bR AR B AN, BR8] S RO b I SRR R TS 2, AR S AT PR N T R e AN A
FEAR B N (Yin, 1969). Bernard %5(2012)8fF it 1 VI S (5] B SONAR UL, R IAMARAE VR ) 1R B 2 1k
HARE, & RGBS, RSN T2, R 2k o 0 TS v H SR )
BEIERBIHIL, BAKHAm T2, B EE LRI x5 1 & 44 (Bernard et al., 2012).

O KT S & B SR IAER 1 564N, Feale FeAN 422 BRI R 58 22 52 21 5 A5 A FH 1 1)
KN, AR HNKE M, VSN2 B A T AR AR, KAt AR TR (Gruenfeld, Inesi, Magee,
& Galinsky, 2008) . 577 A%} G4 2= 48 imy A 3 A A At N 0 5t 2B (Keltner et al., 2003). Civile %5(2016)
WEICR I, B BN ) T A A A R B LN B A, T P 2E 5 A ) A A 3 DU A X e
R EL, HEITMNA BARN, %A %R (Civile & Obhi, 2016; Civile, Rajagobal, & Obhi, 2016).

IR TR0 T 2 RSN AT R R HEAT, I T WBRALU ) 22 X AN A A 23 L IR 52 1 BF A 6
8D R FARD NIRRT LR MR . b, O R TR AR 7t 2 7208 77 Sk
B 5 T (Loughnan et al., 2015), AHF 5T DL B SV Lol ORI FE 0 5, R 2 AR PSR AIE
o IR, ABFFRAANGR AN AR AR, R AR EI1E -

2. ik
2.1 #iR

IR SR B0 77 RIESE 60 44 o KRR, PR 20.98 %(SD = 1.63 %), HRIRE L NFEMH
o WA AL 7/ H) 3 (Generalized Sense of Power Scale; Anderson & Galinsky, 2006)75-43# 1 i 241 43
HEAN AU TEEM = 41.34, SD = 2.62)FMEAN AT EZH(M = 33.64, SD = 2.79), PN ALK
R, F(1,59) =121.25, p <0.001. 7l EBRBENL RO B ARAE 2B A, TR
ok, WA NS SR ZH(10 A M s = 21,20, SD = 1.40), A AMEAESAIZH (22 A M s = 20.43,
SD = 1.43), XM NEHS 4118 N; M 4w =21.39, SD = 1.72), M NKAESASIHA0 A Mg =
21.20, SD =1.99).

2.2. ST

AHFFCRM 2 (AbRE%: L, H57) x 2 (Afsthnl: 5, &) x2 (B mtatUnrk, ik
LB x 2 (DABUTER: "B AR ABUDE)R & LI it Hob HAR% 35 B intkal
RN AR R, A BB AU O IR AR B, s R D) 5 A B8 L Al 2 0 S L DAy PR 22

2.3. ¥

R4 2 1 75 (Chen, Lee-Chai & Bargh, 2001; Z=/N1, M5, Z450E, 2012), AL T 48
ABUIH AT, o 24 ANEROIAESGE (W, s, BUB, B2k, 24 AMEBUIFEDGIE (W, ks, B
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R, NE)e IERSLIGHT, 14 2 0FRFE i 0 A IX Seay A 8% BRI SOBUNIEAT T 7 HiPse .
SZERFRM, BRI (M = 5.28, SD = 0.33)AH HUARAL 7 3A7E(M = 3.17, SD = 0.55) 4 vt 9 5 i (AL )
J&, F(1,46) =259.04, p <0.01. {EFAKLEET M, SAIIHEIE(M =5.29, SD = 0.35) 51K J737C(M = 5.23,
SD=0.32)Z R A EE, F(1, 46) =0 .40, p = 0.53. 7ERC AR5 Y B 7 T, SiA ia)IE(M = 4.37, SD
= 0.45) 51K AV (M = 4.10, SD = 0.66) Z #tHAN R, F(1, 46) =2.83, p=0.10.

PER AR ISR AT R S| ] Bernard 25:(2012) 1 B N4 B AR N SEB8A k, SR T B A {51 B 2808 (1 s 2K
TE MR TE R . SCIR R 48 TRIEEAIE (24 55, 24 %), B A B TEIBRIK AR B A,
J6 BB IE A% Sk, AR, B RS ALFEH 500 x 750 25K . SZIGHT, O FE ATV RE T A R A
TSI A ATV E . EARE L, #lu B EFRM = 2.13, SD = L1 HARM = 2.23, SD =
LOS)ARE ZF AR, t(16)=-0.78, p > 0.05,

2.4. IEF

I E-prime FRFA R E AN, FE IR AST FRICAZM AT S . S SRR,
SIS S, ARSI %A, EIMR B GHETC. ANRVCE R B 2B
[B]& 50 ms, #AE 2T N —AMAL, BERIFEIRICE 25,

SRIEBENLA AR I 48 TRV PER LI fr, 24 5K(12 1E5z, 12 BIS0) SRR, 24 5k(12 1E
3, 12 FIE) e L il e i R T A R, BT RS R S R IR, R — o SRR E
FURAZE WAL BGE A, FrEERABENLEI, St 96 MNMRAIKk(48 1E L, 48 {8l5r). 5K A 23
250 ms, BHfEZSBE 1s. SRJE, Biss LRI 2 AL WKE F, ZERPETFIMES, BRI ST A+ 1
430 B A E PRI ) 72 45 5545 18] (Reed, Stone, Grubb, & McGoldrick, 2006). 4 5 22 321 () B Fr 2 IH B S
MZEFaRE F i wRA0mE R Z2IHE R, BA TR afhi . 2hic s e 2 B
IS A A IESE B R RS2 5 1 B R 1) IE A R RS R

3. R

FIr Bl 3 Hr 38 4E SPSS18.0 EdhAT . 43l AR A B b B B R A 28 A0 s R I R R AR &, DL H A
RIS, BSr). BN, ) AANE R, #HSPUNREHESBUTER, RAESBUTEK). A
BV AU, AR AU IER) ek () A8 5 a3k A7 DU PR 3% 8 00 s 77 790 M
3.1. IEffAZ

HEWETTZ0ITRWE, BiatEnl. BFREHSHSB0E N AR Y R 322 BAE B3,
F(1,56) =4.39, p=0.041, 7> =0.073. AR AR IRE B FAMELEAR FIAL BT ERK AT P % A
ZEst, sraliE . AR AR MR AT HE BT x BARtER] x BARLH R =R R E SN E T 2%
I3HT

BN ABIBH AL AU BRI B AR 30 = R &= A BAEH 23, F(1, 30) = 6.65, p = 0.015,
np =0.181. fRIFRMHTEE SRR, S SBUTRE T, BARt S B AR L3 A B R, R,
9)=12.24, p=0.007, 7;=0.576 . HBEFEAIEL S K F (M =0.89, SD = 0.03) I % 2 2% % T {52 5
P£(M = 0.75, SD = 0.12), t(9) =3.76, p =0.005; 1ESZ LMK F (M =0.92, SD = 0.07) ¥ 1E#f R 51837 &tk
K A(M=0.93, SD = 0.07)MIEMRZ A EFALE, t(9) =-0.43, p=0.676. KISBAEEET, Hig
YRR AARE A HAEF AR, F(1, 21) =0425, p=0522, »2=0.020. BI@E A ABO7TEANMEL T
AL BB R BN VR, 2R 2 B AT T07 0, R otk B AR R AL,

X 54 H R ks AT SR ERE A, A R A BB 1 FTR).
AR NG 4SBT H ARSI B AR LA =R R BEAER AL, F(L, 26) =0.19, p = 0.667,
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5 =0.007 . 4RI, HAREHS HARMENM —HRZ TR, F(L,26)=753, p=0.011, 7, =0.225.
B T L SORE Ar 4 R W, AR A IE ST 5 M R (M = 0.87, SD = 0.09) [ 1EAf 2 2 2 vy T3 3 B

(M=0.77,SD = 0.09), t(27)=6.21, p<0.01; 1ESZZ MK (M =0.91, SD = 0.09) 1 IE#f #5537 2o &
J(M =0.88, SD = 0.10) I IEAfI R 2 [A1% A B £ R, t(27) = 1.15, p=0.259. EMEA ABTEMNMEFANE
JRACPER, 2R S 2 1 AP n 07 2, 0 tous ot B AR PR A4k, s 55 0 H AR A PR 44k
AR PRS2 21 [0 4 22U 7 IO 1 B AR A A N A s (] 2 i)

3.2. Rt
HEREMETTZ R TR, BbstEnl. BARZES S DM ABTIEEINY H A TAE AN
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Figure 1. Average accuracy rates under various conditions for women participants with high personal power sense;
(a) high social power condition; (b) low social power condition
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Figure 2. Average accuracy rates under various conditions for women participants
with low personal power sense
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%, F(1,56) =0.507, p=0479, n;=0.009 . =FHRLZOMEHBIIALEEP>0.05). i, HIFEHL
AFRERIAC AR 23, F(1,56) =7.04, p=001, 75=0112.

AT BN 2 BT 26 B, MR A (8157 53 P &1 F (M = 1476.78, SD = 498.50) () s S I i 35 K- 1E 37 B (M
=1251.40, SD = 455.08), t(59) =—5.677, p<0.01; fEI5Z LM F (M =1290.29, SD = 439.05) 1] e b7 ] I 3%
KT IESL 4o (M = 1180.92, SD = 408.61), t(59) =—2.51, p =0.015, IE L F 5 1E 7 Aok i SO Si s [ ¥
BEZES, 1(59) =1.957, p=0.055; {5375 MR R EEKTE LM, 1(59) =5.01, p<0.01. FHit
AT IS P H AR S B H AR B B ZE R, RECHHILT R AR HERR R PR A B 2
P H bR R TERA 26 2 1R R (i P4 3 BTR)

4. g

AW FEAR I AL T 5 L e AR M A A N B2, R 23 At 2 B IS AR ) AT
Wt R RER: (1) MM T S 2 DU R & A, At B AR, X 5HPEE
PR A TR AR A TR B R, BRI, (2) IR AR LS R AR A 2
PEEFR, WX ST AR A R HAZRS A Z 42 B B0 .

BRI BN AR AL T itk AU ISR h S R B AR M E bR, TR 554 H bR A 1
B, R RGOS0 BB MR E R AR N RS . DUEREFLR I, AR 20
RER BARE R, 1 E 2l B AR HEduE, i T EAL A (Gruenfeld et al., 2008). Civile 4%
(2016) K I - 2B ) EFDANAME 2 % A A AR S 140 B TN B A% (Clvile & Obhi, 2016; Civile et al., 2016). 4%
AR AR EH, FHAAAE R, RIT Mg B v B AR ARk, 1 I i A U
AR XA REIE T b E AL Gk 2 ST 55 AR A AR AN R . Hh SO A 7E AL R 1R 2 S0k
2 k(Casimir & Waldman, 2007; Shenkar & Ronen, 1987), B4 ARSI HIREE, LS8
PN RRT Bt R MR F AR S M B AR, A & BT R 22 2 H br B B 24
JIRIIFZIA R T ) 55 2ok A 2 AU IO AT 2 BN 52 . BRI SR ST IR S 5 Mt 2 i R AR AL,
HEA WL AT AL S k4T (Loughnan et al., 2015), AW B b E 0K, TTEEM
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Figure 3. Average reaction times under various conditions for women participants
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VB E R BN SR RARME A, Tt REAR FE bR, KA Fi o0 54 H br
I ARACAE L L P H bR o] R EE 2D — 2

T, EAN AR NE LN TR 2RO &, AR £ — @R ESCR TR
W& AR A KNI % (Civile & Obhi, 2016; Civile et al., 2016; Gruenfeld et al., 2008). AJ & JFE &N A
W75 4 2 BT I AR A 22 N H R 2 M A AE — SO HAL 2B IR 52 oK TN AU ik 24 BRI
A IR BRI, AN [E15EEE [ 4380 (Keltner et al., 2003), % HARFILH B0 Hr N T, #IA
BB TR AR H I .

XA NI AR SR U, HAE B AR A ENAS 32 P AL 4 B SRS A Pl sz i, @ I H R
A B ARRIER AL, TR PRI 5 H bR A PR AR . T RERI AR N Bt T 2R 20 A
BRI TN B2 52 B3 B SN AR IGPEH « H EAL Ge ORI AL 2o SRR 32 00tk etEgtiA
A EAREIN AR, X PR T 4k 2 SO PR B 22 et At 2 A AT s AR R . Y RN R
FESITERRES, A BT 2 B AR AT Real HoAR & B R B A E i a5, R 9t
SRRV RAN R o DAHHEWT, YMISA ABUER I RS, 4b T et AU SR, A
JURMER T RE 2 BILRE 2R AW, BHATXAAUR —FHEN, 72RO 7 — P E k.

AW FERE T T SO S AU LR AR E R AR A I, IR A S 2 B RS
MNMABTERIER, BRRZIFESRSTEE L. RFFRERER, DAB BRI SR B Mt
SN R0 AT A 2 PR 0l AL 2 SCA AN [RGB 22 5, ARSRIE ST T LALLM G ) i, IR NIR DS
BT AN IR 77 T S AR A 2 A RN B (F 545, 2014) . SR AW FEANAFAE A frdfuidi 2 b 35—, (U5
SR Lo, BRI TR TR R RIHETT o AR ST AT DAY ORI FOREAA, 8 e A 5 M AN D O
FEA,  RGURVIRO TN 2 T MA R AR N5 . 28—, AR AR E R L, FHgEA
BRI, Gtk STl REZ BIREAR BRI, 5B =, AW 7R EIAUITAIC K 5 28 s ik 4k 2
BORE, RTRFPAERRIB IS AR, TR BR BT 45 R4 Bk, USRI 5 a] Bk
H 2 ML E KBS U, RGBS AR 2\ R 1520

E&WH
AT FEAT BIHCH BN S 2 B TR G 70 A “ R 2 AL 1A S5 R 2 ML 7E "(15Y JA190011)
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