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Abstract

Gender prejudice is based on gender classification, and the prejudice holders consider that the
group of the prejudiced object has a lower social status. This study used a dual system of implicit
and explicit to compare the attitudes of female college students towards marital status. The results
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showed that: female college students unconsciously tended to associate men with high positions
and women with low positions, but the explicit test showed that female college students generally
did not agree with the marital status model of “men possess higher status than women”. Further
correlation analysis found that there was no correlation between implicit attitude and explicit at-
titude. Thus, although female college students hold the idea of equality between men and women
on the rational level, they are still influenced by the idea of men being superior to women on the
unconscious level.
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1. 5|15

TENF A2, Sl A W e R W L, ANBI S R25 0 KB 2B AR . 10w W2
T 5MMAM KI5, N DEERE RN RGBS 2 17 ()5 & (Dietz-Uhler & Murrell, 1992; Eckes
& Trautner, 2000; Hyers, 2007; Reilly et al., 1986; Shepela & Levesque, 1998; Swim et al., 2001). #H—FHIE
SN, A O AR BT R e ) S A B AN A TERBE S RS, B E TR . MRS
FEFNR I (Lewis, 1955; BEELAS, 7KF4 7, 1998; HRESHE, 2004). AAHUZ RUEHE R, BFFLRFAEE
W, M2 AR 2C B ) O L BRI E 2 L 55 1% 7545 22 (Brinkman & Rickard, 2009; Carr et al., 2000; Cor-
tina et al., 1998; Krieger et al., 2006; Paludi & Barickman, 1992).

PR s AL ) A 32 R 53 o sRERI PRI SR, DS R R ) O Loz e v T L (Grunspan et all,
2016; Leslie et al., 2015; Moss-Racusin et al., 2012; Proudfoot et al., 2015; #1:5#F, 2005; 77, 2004; £
i, IR/, 20045 TUKZL, 2003). Holnn, Garrett 45\ (1977)K FH il R A 1 75 2UER TR M ) AR DL 5
ERIR AR, IR, WL w W RE R, B 93 #%0m T (0" Keefe & Hyde, 1983). BE%&
WHAREED, XA IO S Al T —Fh “5 87 ——3& 2150w L (Benevolent Sexism, BS)———Fi7E{L 4 ff)
g Ar B BRI 2o, ARAE U B2 B RS L (SR IINAE, 2019), A BT il 25 7 & 53 1 75 5K
fZetk, SRILEE A FLE(Glick et al., 1997; Glick & Fiske, 2001; Glick et al., 2000 X 514 WAL
R Pk () 52 0B FE A 2 (Glick et al., 2002; Lipowska et al., 2016), &4 2z sk LS5 A 255 10 %
(Barreto & Ellemers, 2005; Connor et al., 2018; Glick & Fiske, 1996; Moya et al., 2007).

PR i WA R Lotk pr B B, RS R 3 SO, R B[R] SR SCAL RG] 5K BE AT 4y
i) J7 =0 (Burr et al., 1977; Hill & John, 1982; Mirowsky, 1985; Rank, 1982; Warner et al., 1986). XA 1E
—iar Lotk beanfo B . RIPER DL R AT A, R T VAR ER AR Oy e X R L, R
ERp A AETE 2 BB T 2ot im0 72 S0 Ab AT Rl A AR R %2, 2013). tetn, 2[RI
AFESRE R R P A RO T A AR A A, BIARR BB ) — 7 Ab R A . VEAR By 3 35 DA
FAEG T FAYHE Z (R 5TAE, T 4E A LR — 77 W 5 4% 48 2o £ 6506 7 (Cass, 1984; D’ Augelli, 1994; =4
[, 1998). X HEHR B HH Lo AR TR Z IR A et ) A S A RN P O RPN AL . Ak, VARG
Wk R PR RS2 B LR, R R 2 S R A A, EAAIR 2 otk B & Z Wi J5L [Fl (Barreto
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et al., 2010; Fredrickson & Roberts, 1997; Glick et al., 2002; Hammond & Overall, 2015; Huang et al., 2016).
BT RIRBEFRAE R, A W 0T R 2wt o SCA R sg e, L AR ILAE P AR o DRI, PR SE A
TR LA B (R ) s WL BF 58 AR A 0 22

PR 0L BRI A 2 B TR, T R DG &R R PR A e L L, EE T R RE A . L
n, IR (1996) 5 AKT “ B A FEEM G E” M A TR, HELRZH TR T LI FE A K ST
W, ARSEER Lo AR 22 55X 5%« 506 25 (2002) 58 NHIBF TR R, T “ 2081 i 2K g A (1) 52
A 2GS T 2 2 B B VTR IIBE /7 o 1522 2(2004) 55 A6 T U510 = I 7L R, PR E
AT R R BEAN I SE IS . BRI, P SG  n [RIRE I L 1 1) s A, o

EVER W L S, DU AN R G5, BRI 45 18 A% (Garrett et al., 1977; Nordby, 1997;
St. Pierre et al., 1994; Ti&PH%E, 2005). 1% 5% &% (Gatton et al., 1999; Harris & Satter, 1981)k P FR kAR
B (IAT)%E J53%(Glick et al., 2000; Greenwald & Banaji, 1995; #4E45%%, 2001). DR E XA AR5
HMNEXURGHE T, I A 534 1) s DL AR &7 S22 A2 1) s AL A2 23 25 BRI (Augoustinos et al., 2011; Baggenstos, 2001;
Devine, 1989; Dovidio et al., 2002; Kawakami et al., 1998; Lepore & Brown, 1997). i, 2o K224 H4h21%
DL 5 K244/ (Qualls et al., 1992), {H 4 Le 3 1 2 0L H B s i R G it I B DL (Bo et all., 2003) . A 1iff
Fork,  BUAUT (2013)R ] E 4 RS AR BARHE T3 0 00 1] 6 (GMISS) L BECR AN 38 5 1 ol i WL R 5 N BB AR
CroEa v MU= w73 2 NT AT | SRR S IE AR V-3 I L AW E U A i 7 [ AN | e S /AT SR 3
WIS €,  HE A7 LE P BRI 00 DL o PR BRURH A S ) 4 DL 1140 0 9 T L R0 765 P A B R ff g
NATTRE T [A]— 25 FE AR T B [ I A AE P AR AS B P-4 . — Pl BRI AT 2R BN B AN A i3
BE, BRI TERIRE . E SIS N BRAS EE(Wilson et al., 2000). PN FEIIAR —BUR KRR 1 A%
g AR S IAHCE B R =, BRI S i L B A e R SR — I S T VR R AN I

i ERTR, ARBFFOERZOR AN B ANBE, REAR T LR A AE P OR R P B A7 1 ) i A o
IAT RHZRRZRRZIT LR, RIS EI VY IR A 8L, SR & A B ) fw WL s - DL RCR:
FR 2RISR 2 7] 5 (CMLCQ) A ¢ “RZEMAL” I H I B4 RASE . AW TR oK A%
PRI B R R ZE AL IS BE W] REAEAE N B 54 R A — B, BIAMRASFE RN AINE “ T L fik” 1k
T, A BRAS EE WA S o ANBIF 9T %) R SCAE T30 0 0 2 R 2 A o R AT () N Bt 5 A 2 B2 B A
AT, TR AR R AR T 1A Lo o BEHOAL I TRUAS B2, D ) s L PR AH DG AP 58 B e S

2. AR FGF*%
2.1. #i

HIEAE5E 13 AR KA, PR M =21.25 %, SD =245, Fifauat i@ aE, WheisriE
WMAIER, WALARF. Hd, 2 8808800 R R 5T 40% 8 Bk, 1 AGEIH seas = i, A bl
MEx, f&ja T 8ot B A 2ailon 70 A

2.2. SEIESHFnAAEt

KM 2 RERRMIFRIE T BRI R IE) x 2 (E RS e AR AR A 1) A Bl
WBLTE . PRIAR R AR IR A 0l (5 AR R e L iR] e MR IR MR L 1R 8 55 5 A0 S Bk & #i (%2
PEFR S Al et ] 55 VAR 1A A A 17 ) A 55 v A S LI

KHZGIIAT a3, HEARZHOY: IR R R R A VEMNZIREN G, AERR G HEESS
o, M (PR 1) AR PR B 5 R SR A RS — B8 IR AHE S5 S 2K A s e in T, BRI
IR AHAEA BB S AR AR S5, BESTR AR PRI 5 R S ORI A BR S EA — B i S Bugl i
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INHTIE, I FERIT 55 50 22 AR 2 2 B R iR 1, AR, RIS RE R K

N BRSBTS P AR SRR R P EUR 2, H AR IA T SCRERUT K BE R R AR IR, &
SOk 12 XWHARR(T MY, s kehe . R ME ., GO iSRG AU
GHFANGHGH . BFEPRIGE T GRRFIGR LR R ARE . AN RIS FHAFIE ). JE PR A NIARDGE
] i Pk A SO S T S A R AR R DO iR E S 28 xf(tbin, e ERMAME R, B R4
L ALEACER A RIE), R 5 R ERMET, 1 = EEARTE. 2 = WEARFE. 3 = A
B 4= WA, 5= FEEFE, 11T m T 3.5 MAR L H A3 0 B m AT 12 SR N IR S IRA kL

A 25 FETE 78R FH A R K2 95 20 4 1) ) R S AR S 78U T 4 1) 45 (CMILCQ) SR LS 46 7, 3l
CRESHIALT L CRBFIRNT L CSUHKE” L “SURA—RZE” UK “HEIZENT AR,
KHZRRS it i, 1= EFAFE. 2= WEATE. 3= A, 4= WWKFE. 5= FEEFR
Go 3Bk E Ul AR R A [R] « TR AR MR, [ R 3 B A A AR R B M R D o AR )
AR R SR, ) 35 (10 A 38— S0t R 80 0.847, 6 MK R BR M 2 FoM 0.694 2 4b, H 4314 7E 0.706~0.802
2], ASEERAF, XF il 4524 R 2% 2 18] AR AR AT ] 45 e 1) 4 2 8] A DS Ve AT TR SR, 35 IRV 2 Al AH 26 R 4L
£ 0.086~0.541 . [a], AAKENIFEIEASC. &&= 5050 Z A OC R AL 0.508~0.721 2 [d], ATl
FEIEARDG, R IG5 0 3805 R AT
23. KWTRRF

RIS AR B S0 AT LG, BT A BT ENL_ LT . BOSRIE TE LR R LT SE SR IAT .
FERIRCLVER A “+7 JF8R, F74E500 ms, #2235 S 30 H Ar ) 3000 ms, B 2I# R 25 5l k.
3000 ms A M RN, K2t N 500 ms K17 FEEE M, TEZR SIB B 500 ms i I i, FL ik
S BRI 1 FR .

Table 1. IAT materials and procedures
F 1. AIBRERAEMILE RO M R RN S TR

2T 1554k b gl R
, e YRR F %64 F
1 HI4e H AR B
LAERRIE R 25953
2 AR R 5 LR AL
AL A J NHERI
3 ———— S HERE R AR F FHlEmmELF
ELP Nl
R’ NTE NI S DAL UALEIUNCEE TN
A ———— S HERE R AR F FHlEmmELF
ELP Nl
e QNN YDA VAP GIUNCE=E S
o LAERRE R F W9 F
5 A H AR 5
FAERRIH R J FHI
6 ———— LRI A F sl e b F
=RV
SYERRE W MR FEINHER
; R LRI 3R] F Pyl e L F
=
SYERRE W MR FEINHER
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SCI L AR T B ARSI “REEERNNSE” STV, IF 58 KSR AS A 2 i)
E(CMLCQ)- LI AJY AL H'S W A5 (R ZORBEAT T AT U], il 1 2R 5 T 95 70 B A 2 i 2
VR EAE S L E L OPI S e i an W IV e e B

3. SCIR4ER

TR IAT o, 50 45 5 b v KF 3000 ms FE % 3000 ms, Jso 2B /NF- 300 ms fE % 300 ms.
H4 11 S SIS 3R AT 5o B e 5 bR v o B R i 5 LAT DG (OS]« SIS AR 55 5 A0 S e A5 )
R I R NI AT A OCRE A t 4GS, 25 SRR A THRBCE IS, WORrER & HEnES L)
ROUTELF . [R50 B UTE N R3S 5 2 T B ) T4 R 226 R i B PR AR B A R R, R
KAWLt SIRHALRTEA R R, BARZE R ILE 2.

Table 2. Paired sample t-test of joint discrimination and opposite joint discrimination tasks

* 2. KAV SHREKEHAESHE R (1610

(it M % SD t(69) Cohen’s d
kel 6.61+0.16 "
T 472 1.14
A B 5 ) 6.70 +£0.19
o BeA Henl 122+1.14
PrRiE> ‘ 4.72 1.14
FH A ) 0.48 +£0.81

*:

: "p<0.05; "p<0.01; "p<0.001.

HK, WCERIIANG B4 R AT R G i, KBRS AN T “ SR fik” fRZFEM AL pr i
SEESUERFEAR . H4 3 TR, LRFEAMRE “Fmzil” MRIHLAR, B “AHA T
LA BT 3 46, 78 “Hefir Bm LR o U o RN R E” B TS
LENT FPFEIEEDT 3.

)i, KM Pearson FUZEAR, W KA A A RS ORE A LA 73 5 A8 RFEAL S EEAR 70 AT IR
e GRUEIR, AT 5HERENE 3T H 2 WA, Hp KT 0.05. BAERIE 3.

Table 3. Correlation analysis between the average scores of different items of CMLCQ (M + SD) and IAT (r(p))
% 3. SNERREIEREB BT (M + SD) 5 ARREIRAIHEX 4 (r(p)

Fha L 27 TN AR SCRA PR/ "

BEhlE  WEklE Bkl %k LN L
M + SD 2.06 £1.13 3.07+1.28 251+1.12 2.63+1.17 2.14 +1.03 2.48 +0.78
IAT 0.01(0.918) -0.05(0.699) -0.13(0.298)  0.02(0.848)  —0.09 (0.455)  —0.07 (0.595)

4. g

A TERFH P B 5 40 S8 0 2R G (KU IF 5007 3R 90 4 2 A 1 % 2% v o 2 7 1 7 P A 7 G e 6
ZAR AR L. SRR, LRSI RFIAL AR AEIE N 5 4 B AL

IAT W55, ook F A T8 F AR B AR 7] 5 e oy B 4T, T4 B bAoA
e R R ] 5 b S £ J T P o X — 5 R 5 AU (2013) FORIF ST 45 S — B, B4R K2R 7E R R
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Xof 2 A E PP S . I AN IR T 78 75 9F 5 rb SE AU I 1D PR 0 A 2 PR S BE (Aronson et al., 2012; Swim
etal, 1995). FEIJAD, AIfgse: 1) MSMAART b Lrplas, Iy “SEHRET A “ BRG]
AMELS TR R AR, o Rk % LT 48T 3F T 4% (Buss, 1989; Buss, 2015; Buss et al., 2001
Gustavsson & Johnsson, 2008). [FIAf AR M WE N B RN A ITTE, 885 TEL DT LRSS B
7188 B4R 2 LB ) 32 R (Godwin & Scanzoni, 1989; Safilios-Rothschild, 1970; Szinivacz, 1987), M+
TR R T e shhr, AR FERRIARNIEIGR (B AR, ViET, 2008), EIMIEGSIRN RZEALK N
B s i T “ B afl” o 2) hEEGE R, B B ikl — HAER T
NATH P CURAL s AR SRR ELIER R T4 ) 0 2 PR % AR 1 2 200 1 ) A e RIPE 5% R V2 (Ward &
Harrison, 2005).

H2Z AN, RIFMA SN ESERIAE LR TR, LRBATRABR B E K" MRE
R, (BAE “EPFIAN TSR ZAERE FROoRH SiT NS —B00a R —J7 ] a2 b T8k
XoF A AR N AR I B T 5 P 0 Rt S S0 (Bretl & Cantor, 1988). A — Ik Lotk Bl 5, Blsctt 4
w2 T B RS R R P £k (Objecttification), FBULIEr™A IR Lot s, AR NESIFLIEIC. BILRE
JEFRAR . BURASBRR DA B S R 25 B 4 (Calogero, 2010; Fredrickson & Roberts, 1997; Hebl et al.,
2004; Kristen & Fredrickson, 2010; Noll & Fredrickson, 2010; Roberts & Gettman, 2004; Slater & Tiggemann,
2002), MIME—L 51 K AMEAELTHER B« 5 N s oA HEAE.

FFEUAT (1) N B S FE R B2 2 (R AR D AT R, KA N BRAS TS 54 A FE I 5 A4
BIAAFAER G, B2 R AR T R AN S E S NWRESEA B, MR SEFRARER “HEk
IR IR AL TN ERAS BERNAR S o 1245 RS DIAERTFEEMEL, 219Kk £1(2003) 50 3~ HRMb A 73 i I FRI9F 7 o (2
AAENRR S HM R A —ZUREI . HRHE Wilson %5 A (2000) 3 H & LR RIS MR, AT TR—%
AT B AN AR RIS RS E A B SR N RS B . AR AN RS RIS, R AN R
A AE AT e 2RI AT & A ER A 54T, AR S4E2IVER EIE R, 808 THa k7
M A CHTE . AR, CARMES A OO RESFMAT /RS BRI STT, R&mRIS
MG LR R EE . SR NAT N B2 R (Eagly & Wood, 2013; Prentice & Carranza, 2010; Ridgeway &
Smith-Lovin, 1999). Rk, ABFFAEH IAT yuza] sl & sl riE sl b IR AL, BB “ 5
AR RFE AR

KT B AE N R R AR B VT (i W3R AL SUE R FEUEHE , SRR 5/ B R GMT 5:, K
WA R AR T KRR S AP AN BRI A — B, SNBSS FRORAERF “ B B R
TS, TN s RS A
B O

AR TSR AETRI) T R ZEZ SRV A DR 2 T e U . ™l RS R, P RR %
FERR, RS R SRR B AR, IRIR BRI B 3 . TR e 6 30 00 B i B2 58 1, H 2 AR IR %%
BT HRAMOHTE FAAMPISCR . HEZIMAAES FA RGOS, FREELRE, T/E LARR
LRGN, FEILIE ) 2 M LR 16 S A 5 e e

AR, FRIE BRI — A SIS 2019 JE &2 R TT, IR B TR B A SCHE, A BAES 183
HR R VE AN BE I R A B, I HAR 2 B BRSO 5 0%

RO IR ) T DA R Al T 2] BERZRIF AT, A TARAT, RIS RE
DGR e R, FRAE PR SV EA N e %, BN RTURR V32 THA, BHAOA TRITKE %
S HVLLH A
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