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Abstract

In order to explore the impact of college students’ cognition of gender roles on intimacy under
high self-exposure conditions, the CSRI-50 scale compiled by Liu Dianzhi and others was used to
screen the subjects. In the end, 78 subjects were divided into undifferentiation, androgyny, mas-
culine and feminine. Using Aron’s 36 questions to create a highly self-exposure situation and

CEGIH: B, RR, BREESE, X% (2020). BB ORI NERIA OO R B, OB EH R, 10(11),
1792-1800. DOI: 10.12677/ap.2020.1011209


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2020.1011209
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2020.1011209
http://www.hanspub.org

whis <5

measure the intimacy scores of the subjects before and after self-exposure, the results found that
the post-test scores of intimacy of all gender role types were significantly higher than the pre-test
scores; different gender role types have a significant impact on the undifferentiated population’s
intimacy post-test score, and the androgyny group score is significantly higher than the feminine
group score.
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1. 51§
1.1. BRRE

HIRFEX AN ARERFEEOHEZERIGE « KPS 1958 S5 1. BURRMEMI A, BREEER
RN RRI, OEMINMARFT R . it 0 b, ARBHE LM AVEG Bif, HE
MEHHCD, EHKRAEERRESMNRAT L, 2005). Altman H #2205 BAGR U H 305 5%
TER BRI RE R R EREH %X — 218, AT ESR% K R RS ANBRASAAHHaE KA 5%,
NATH IR BTG AE A5 B 58 . R BRI FE A2 RIS % 00 R 2 R g (B85, 2009). Aron et al.
(1997)HEAT (ISR % BE IR SE | A R BEEAT T MR % IR s A BE MW, XRFT Altman R, 5
B A B A ER 1 0 30 Al e, A B3R TS st P R R R (U, 2014)

o, B B RS H T & DU S U5 6 RIEIL(KTE, 2014)5%, W8 HRBEERAENRLL
A AR E SR E S R . ABFUMG B R BB s hl AR &, ale m E B B EEES T RIT S50
ESNIIPN e

1.2. FEB/XA

KPR R RIS, A Aron W EHBRBESIIMAEL, B HIEMHREMEANTZ AR E R R AR
TRB R B BRME, VOURERAZBBRMSH MM, HLF2EmAmA T ARME. 2
i S, SRE KRR MG MR Z R — MO ARIPERISC R, EERIUNAH S Z W RIE
XELT, 2014). AWFFELCRE IR RN SO R, B0 X055 B OB -

PRI IR A NI T 5 12 BAT WU SR AN v o USRI B 45 RORIE T T8 Rl B a2 . k2
W TR R AR B A 0059, BRI e A ROR AT . ol B2 R T B Bk i, RY
H OX R R R M o KR U555 W G2 10 DX At e 3 e e 00 &t e ialoxe 26 o Sk R ARG, T
AW T MR T AR (F L EE, 2020). ASHTFUEHS B J SNSRI R LA N A A B AT S0
it PSR AIZE O 10 R A il R 2R R ) TR .

1.3. A AREIN
Ve Z R MO O AR T 19 22K 20 22 60 SEAX, AR RIS ANHE 222 2 BRI P AR A ka8
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1) sk P A 0 Il & .

SR FF X He, 2 A5 g i 7 2D 4 1 0 B R, CSRI-50 (X HL 245, 2011), ZERE S Bk L.
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M — I 7e: ek Z AR A B 36 A, JFHXSAL 4 708, mlRERE R R E KRR, SKIREURIEY] 1

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2020.1011209 1794 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2020.1011209

whis <5

HIRRE TS TRE RS EEEH . 36 M8l Aron 4if], S5 SPRBTAREE, HEH N3
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&3 (p =0.000 < 0.05),

Table 1. t-Tests for the difference of the difference between before and after different levels

F 1. RNEPKFRIENEEERS (8%

M t af p

D 3.85 17.50 77 0.000
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics of the pre- and post-test and difference differences between undifferentiated groups matched
with different gender roles
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M SD
4.50 2.81
IR 3.50 2.07
e 5514k : :
i S 240 151
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3.14 1.79
8.00 1.10
e 6.83 2.04
, AL - -
JE
" Stk 5.60 2.17
v
7.86 1.35
3.50 2.07
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55 333 1.97
b Stk 3.20 1.99
S
4.71 1.64

Table 3. Undifferentiated groups matched with different gender roles before and after testing and F test of the difference
F 3. 5RRMAIA & LERS AR EN R EER F 1438

M F df p

AT 5.835 1.492 3 0.232

JE 12.041 3.885 3 0.016
D 6.149 1736 3 0.176
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