Advances in Psychology [OEZ2HERE, 2023, 13(2), 499-506 Hans iXJ
Published Online February 2023 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.132062

—

/

PRE A T RZIARENSR A

3 RILE - FTRRE
BRI R O AR, BisE BEATT

ST

Wehs HEA: 20234F1HA5H; FHEM: 20234F2H8H; KA MHM: 20234F2H16H

R

£ Gt XN T2 R T P R 5 SR ] 2 T S B S BN AR A B B A o SR 7 v SR BUE %
R ER SRIGIEHT IC P AR TR AR T B Y A A B0 THRME R R BR « 79242 (Quad Model) Y 43 B8 AIERA IR 5l Py Bt
BB B RN TR H ML 6 0 TAMESRGE T BRI BOR STRE . SR 207 DY 7 R N A
FEZIREN R TR ARG : 1) AR RBEREF R BEIMH, EHFRTLEERER, ZENHRIELN
BRI 2) Py BRZIBR IR 22 BB D A B R SRR AR BN BB YRR » T B8 S A B T AR BT O 2204
ENGR BRI E IERR ML RE ; 3) ZIARENGRBUE T OB HATE M P& HRMBINIEE R D .
XK ia

ZIREN GBS, WA, XTE®R, ARNE

A Review on Stereotype Activation
Studies from the Perspective of
Quad Model

Xierzhati-Abulaiti

School of Psychology, Xinjiang Normal University, Urumqi Xinjiang

Received: Jan. 5, 2023; accepted: Feb. 8", 2023; published: Feb. 16", 2023

Abstract

The traditional Dual-Process Theories indirectly deduce the processing features and changes of
stereotype activation through the results of implicit measurement. This approach leads to the li-
mitation of confusing measurement content and processing features in stereotype activation stu-
dies. Quad Model provides a theoretical framework and technical support for the separation and
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accurate identification of different processing components in implicit measurements and inde-
pendent testing of processing features. By reviewing and analyzing the Quad Model applied in the
field of stereotype research: 1) Stereotype activation has certain automaticity, but it is not com-
pletely efficient and is limited by cognitive resources; 2) A decrease in implicit stereotype bias
does not always reflect a decrease in stereotype activation, but may also reflect an individual’s
ability to successfully overcome an activated stereotype or determine the correct response; 3)
Stereotype activation is influenced by implementation intentions, egalitarian goal and motivation.
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1. 53|

OB FUIE AR AR, IR B RN TE AN T & RONRIEBGAEE A A E AT
HARHEE. 7

——5F%F « f[4E(2010: pp. 28-29)

5 sr « MIEFT R —E, ZIRED R NIEA S AETE R s &5, ZAhEN A
SRR B R 3 B TE R W . ZI R B % (Stereotype) & 5 — Ntk S BEAR 5 — 2HAE 5 BAT MR IE BC R
KM R AR, Hh a8 7T — BN 7. 5 SR (Hamilton & Sherman, 1994). [Alitk,
PER—FAEE, ZIARED R 51 3 AT oG T B AN B A4 R RE e B i 02 145 S (Hamilton et al., 1990). 47
F—ZIRENRBEARNEE N e BRASE) BT B I MR AT BRIy, 5 AR DG 2R B R ARAE &N
i Sk i F D PR o A B A AR BN S 3 (Stereotype Activation; Krieglmeyer & Sherman, 2012; Kunda &
Spencer, 2003). FH T THARZIARED SBOE 51 AR RN R 22, 230 WANBAE 5 A, KRRk 22
OHEFATEME D “ZIRENR T BaEE? ATHE 5 k5200 BN R 3 Shias kR ? 7 R
i & (Hilton & Hippel, 1996).

FE S8 AT 78 b ZIBR BN R AR B ShEBGE, I8N 2w WAT b, B2 ) L 2 AN o] 3 o
ff)(Bargh, 1999). #RTM, ZIBREDGIF B Btk S H 52 m i AS o] e G ety ok 1 axXAE— AN e “ AT B 2R
ZIEN I JE R, WA SE 41557 (Fiske, 2004). *tit, Devine (1989)%5 XUiN THLE 1 EAR, RIE
N o A2t B A2 3 R S N BIZIBR PR 7L 2, FEUCHZINRED R2 B Shius i, AR AR 0w
BRI AT 88 R R A 7 W TG T 22 A BT % S FH AT AR o 76 X000 T35 55t T ZIARCER R BOE oA 2 H
BN, P DAZIAR BN G S — o iy Bl R A, X2 E T BRI B R A O BRIBAR I HL
HEBR sz i RE A 52 m o AH B, ZIBR BN R S B A AR BB T, DR Ah Sl B4 DA DR S B R A B
23N o 52 RSB FT LU A FERER BT 78 28R BD G ) B 30 i AR AR B0 2B B A T4k 2
T ) ZI A B BN FH 3 75 (Stereotype Application), B PIZEAN [R] BIIA DN 3 R w4 I W A4 ) 52
#ik(Bodenhausen et al., 1999).

BIRXUIN TR AR T ZIBR VR H 38 2 245 L 1A 4018, (B ZIHR BN RB0E I B sh AT 52 2] 17K
BB B0, ENRTTIEZ BRIIE OL ZIBED I B 2hiuiE (Gilbert & Hixon, 1991). Blair
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(2002)7E HL2r iR i 2 H B 2 ZIAR ED SR i D0 o] 28 P (malleability) B K S UEHE, I =45 B 3h ZIAR B R Ak
D2 3 E AL R I SRS . N on 2 1) S A SURUR R R AR AR . SR, X LR SR
R A SR A XU B 0 1) B AR e (F n Lad A2 43y B B R0 52 428 5 R R 725 (N Bl Ah S AT 5590 1) g
fill R FF1 6

e FC R R, B E AR B T SO B 2R BN R SRS R (FHETLAE, 20165 1RE 755,
2019; Gawronski et al., 2014; Sherman & Klein, 2021; Sherman et al., 2014). B %%, WF 70 EATH A Rl 18
BONBRARROE AR &, SR A IR R AR 1 B Zh AR R 2 4k, & R AR AR I AR B Z AR B0 R 8 FH i
FEM AT P BRUT 45 A 1 i s B i — 3 9 (Krieglmeyer & Sherman, 2012; Sherman et al., 2008). Kl 45 P4 i)
HNE R AL T 2R RBUETEEN S EURE XU R E M . HIR, BEFE AR P R = 55 [F)
TEBIML, Ko S E T . SR N Bl & EdE B S MERRE A AR AR sy, IXRTR
W B s AN T2 [ E X 3l(Sherman et al., 2010). #fa, XCLFEHE RS S5 AR HER A
FETE. B, S gh R0 2 5 o] R AN R AT S REIE P S B0 (1 5 4755, 2019).

Conrey %5 A\ (2005)#2 H: (17U 4> 1 7 (Quad Model) -4 1 AN [R) 40k XU TARZY , 75 ZI B BN SR i AL
S PR U DL B R R 3% T B AR (Sherman et al., 2008). SCEESEANE T UM K E AR E, RE
TR ER AN 23 A1 1 DU 43 A 2R AE ZIAR B0 A FE B S, T DA DY 23 A5 R PR R AR BRI ZIAR B R0 1 B Bl DL
ZIRR BN GBS ) U

2. M RBNERRR

Conrey %5 A (2005)iAAy, RUIN T EL R % H shn TR0 3245000 T 00— Bepk X 43 25 1 fE PR R F L
AT By, A FEAEE A X0 TR I (4 B 30 TATS2 2 0 LA AR X . @ln, fEid
12« PSR DL R a3 IR A5 A0 R OOIN A 2R 4 (428 1) R AERE v SHR DGy BRI B LABR ki
BRI 2 P T BAT S R o 17 7 0 A R 22 i B % S5 A3 (0 00 AR T A 4 i m T AE A
FREREATTERE, ROR0 SR HIANGE S AR BN IER I RN . [FIRE, ZERHE U THE S,
E B0 A A Sy R PR A ik A (1 7 B G AR B S B S SO, TR R 2 i g AR . iz A
BRI TSRO B 3N TR A S TE R S IN T #2200 TEG 347 8, MR, RAEGIR,
E BN T A 0] REAE N R RL R EERIR, B 51 AT N T AN [F) AT A 00N T B 4 5 SR o A DA S in T
REFR A N B BN TR SZ 350 T3 8 T IRE R ORI A LRI T A2 . HE ik, Conrey %5 A (2005)7F %
A AN R A 00N T30 A4 H 0 R B S0 ORI AR A2 0 TR AR T U R A, HMBRRTFE
AT AT DA AR, RUIERAR B30 (BCARIBGE : AC) il LA S S A BE D (RT3 D) Thse ik B
BN I AR (vd R 22 5 OB)RITE AT FoAth A5 20T FH - S B (R 100 515 S 1) — M B I Al 22 (35 s G)

VO 53 B i o B R AR TE R X D9/ Tl AR S B2, DADY A0 B8 g B AR 47
I 22 30 200 TR AR RS 5 ik (RIBR IR S, 20195 Riefer & Batchelder, 19884 s i AH 25 142 48 1) A BRAT 55
R PUAN SRR R A A (Bl 1), I DA DY 3 A AR A e f DU o on L FR) s — AN SRS S Y B Aot
TR AB LI T AR (AC S 550 FOG) TE A S . A B 2 (D 80 2 8] ] A=A — S A — 3l M % .
FEANIA 5 b 4050 IRIBCAE S 51 S 1 f 22 (OB S 40) KA H IE R SOBE o Bl T, 7R AE 84 P BRDE AR I 56
(Implicit Association Test, IAT)H, JHBRAVERAR AT e 2 51 R A TR 2 4F N TH AL -5 T AR 38 3 2 31 [7] — 1 e
ML, WA TR T B BAEARHBATSTED, EEmILS BT BEECK), IR 2
A Bt IERI R S . XS T, DU AC SHU L T X 248 AR MOS8 2. D 3
A TR TR SR LRI RE 7T OB 2 45 S e ik s T o IR v AR B AR % IE B I RL IR 4. G S 3R Bk
TR NAmZE, WA TN AR o
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Figure 1. Quad model (cited from Conrey et al., 2005). Each path represents a possibility. The parameters on a path depend
on all the parameters preceding the path. The right table describes the correct (+) and wrong (—) responses in implicit associ-
ation tests

B 1. MoRAY(SI8 Conrey et al, 2005), BEBEEAR—MARENE. ROBER ENSHERTRXZRENERNAE
2%, AR T ARG FIEREHFEROR M

B PR B AR TR ) — Bl R R, 1% R BT BEPE X K B AR R R — AN S HEL R e . B 7E A R 2R
ENG AT A EAT S5 1, o 2 AR R H TR S SRR 2 9 : P (ERA[Z 5, AN AHZY) = AC x D x OB
+(1-AC)xD+(1-AC)x (1 -D) x (1 - G). AEFMRIEER AT R S TTRE, AR5 FEE R 1)
BEAR SRR A SRR ST 5 o2 (. WSR2 AN R3S, WZARH R A 5 o 1T L o /N RS A T B P
AL 3 f RALh SR A (Maximum Likelihood Estimation, MLE)%:A S, B FIIR[A] 2 /N AT REME, H
W T R P AR () S HUE W] DARRE D9 AH D0 5 2 AR X 7K P

VYo A2 o e B S AR R T AU THR,  FRAR e 18000 THR P BT AN [ B 2 A2 42m T R R
BRI LR, B A B S B AR &, DY A B B A R B AR R YA I L R, JF HL
A RGN T ARSI AE AN RN T FR ) B sh A2 3 5, ok T IRIE B shin TSz 5 n T2 18 )
o). g fE, DU A AR A DY AN g R R AE R — AN IR S AH VR AR B N BRAE S5 AT, BT AANEE
TEAN AT SRR IR 22 57 5 S B0 3 PN BT s SR () 22 57 2 (AT VR o A1 A DO 43 B 28 (1) 3k S A 34, 3 — 20 Sy 3L i
ZARR B GB0E BRI TR SR 18T AL A

3. ZIREPRAMEH BRI

WA B2 ISR 52 SCHE B0 T8 F AR Al R B = 2. &L #1155 J1(Bargh, 1994). F-HIHF 70N
SN B BN TN A A DY ANRRAE AR 1T R 43 B T Sk R T vk [ R A D ANRRAE BT LAIE T AT
I R Hrp —ANRRAE, A e R N B 3 T (Monteith et al., 2013). PN iR S 5L
i 52 BRI /N T B A 0 38 A0 FH SR I B AR BN SR RIS A5 H 2 SR VAR e, 200 B e 58
A T RE 5 A T 194 285 1 R SRR 2R B Gt A2 — A E 3 id B2 A £ (Sherman et al., 2000).

SR 57— LEBIF FUAE PN BT 45 82 3 T 1 FR 19X ZIAR BN R B0E 1 2 1E (Sherman, 2006; Sherman et
al., 2008). Reichardt %5 A\ (2020)H] Bootstrap J7 2%} P4 ke T 55 6117 10,000 AN & #h £ 350 & — N Hdf gk 47 1Y
OIS, oA 60% ) K dh S5 R A AT LA P BT 45 S I ZIAR BN o Rivers 25 A (2020)% U J
BIAE 55 T 1 5 SR A o 3 B I 1] 1] B (SOA) ¥ B 9 150 ms. 200 ms., 325 ms, J:F I 43 1704 4y
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Br 2B BN R Bam MRS AR o G5 5REIR, B SOA FIMG NN, ZIBEN GIBAHH N, 1 24 B GRS o> o
B2 BN G L B B I, ZIARCED R A b o IX B A BT S5 v B i 22 Db B 2 AT BEAE ZI AR ED R
PG A . SR IX LRI AT DRI A BRI B A2 B N T depml etk LA IR 55 IR A RESE
SR ZIBREN B E BT . BRI RRAE 55 IR AN RE DX 70 P9 156 Ml 22 D2 2 TR D 2 BRI R 1A 2> »
B ZIEN R D o X BE— 20 S EC— LA IS 2R ED R B SR RORTFUIRE 1 E S RN 2
X SEIG A5 R o T DY ) A5 R B ST A T 22 A ED G AN B 5 P AR R D 13 R

HARE T B HEER SR E R R I N AR S5 TR, ZUBRCED S 2 1 B SRR 2, (I
R TR BoRBEE SOA SN2tk B S s S 8Rr 8 N, RN T B85 AT I (8] (980, ZBR BN
G5 BAFE) T H 78 KN T (Rivers et al., 2020) . 32 B 2B EN R BOE H A BE A2 H 30 T A 4 ERFAIE -
ZIMK BN R BAR W] DAAE TG e RN TC i B2 AF R0, EIRA R 2R R, [ELWKINFI IR (Gilbert &
Hixon, 1991). IX Wit — DU W] 1 N0 i FR An SR A2 B 20 T VY AMRAE A AO2E —MRFAE(Bl i, Sh=Z &
W), B IR R B SR S5 R S B0 U TRV I — N T AR 3 2 HeAt B 3hhn AR AIE (k= 4% 4
BANSZ I FIBEIRBR ) o AL, 6 T 0B B S0 B S L I G5 75 200 — A B 3l N TRAIE Sz He i A 3R
BEATRSLAG S, 10 DY AR TR TT DLy e PR ER A AR AT ik RS

4. ZIIRENRAERIELEE

BRI R0 B B 2B ED G A (s D0 & AR, DRI G 45 SR AS W] 3k 4 (Bargh, 1999; Devine,
1989). {H Blair (2002)F&xiR Hhk s 13 50 Tt 745 H B 2h ZIAR ED GOFI i I AT LLd ik 22 R 28 R 8 75,
ELFE A IZNHL REE I T SRmE R B R R ORI ZR R AR e AR, 3 HH X e R 8 (1 B T
KT A BRI ARG (IAT; Greenwald et al., 1998), VL ¥ 3445 (LDT; Macrae et al., 1995), i 535
4% (Banaji & Hardin, 1996), B i #h4:fF55(Gilbert & Hixon, 19971)%% A e &, P kb1 i s XUhn T 3 16
FIAFAER 1) 3, B BT 55 45 SR I AR A AN B L AR SR AL IR e n T B e M5 2, A R4t B s fie
ST I RN 25 B A R E

Sk B DY o B (R 2 B, MR 48 0 e A DL VI 250 J5 16 oA e i 22 k20> 5 5 1R 2 TE A ISV e 71 (D)
BINAG 3¢, 1A BEARISOE (2D (Rees et al., 2018). Rees £l Ma % A (2020) tHilF B 554t 222 1) 5t 4
SR PN B ZR B B G386 055 Za B D G 82 P PR 38 00 e ZAR B0 RS IS INSE R T, SRR AT A 2R AR S
ST, SR = ARG BRIl AR AT Re Al R IME S . Krieglmeyer A1 Sherman (2012)1)
ZEREIR, MIEZINREN RIHE T8 52w 2B ED G 98, T ZIAR B0 RIS A2 R . X g SLUE T
R T BRI S IR Bk o PR G R 22 E X SR B o DA —Fh sz 45 1 7 b o

SR, F RN T H ARSI R BT, ZIARED RIBOE 2 7T LABE 4. I, Rees 1 Rivers
£ N (2020) 15 FH DY 43 155 8 43 A1 ZI AR B G4 R URAT 55 (— RT3 B AT 55 ) B 45 3R R 58 AT =
(Implementation Intentions) ££ J& /> A Ba ZIARk BN S0l 22 O BLE o 45 SR o, AT R m) i S0 /b 1 IR B SR
W, PR HI YRS PR AR O0 T AT SR AT DA 208D IR ED RIE - 3 4h, 3k BliA5 A (2015) ] FH Y 4 B Y
g, BRI N IL AL iR AR IR R AT 1 A 2 Sl o0t 55 R AR A “ LetiAh” ZIBRED . SR T T
X5 EEA, ARTC W WA HLEWOE 7 “vh” 2R EI G, TS o LB HLE WA .

CREIXLERIE AT UKL, A R 45 SR 1 2 DR 3R OR Y [ &5 SR AN — g A F T UVH BT Zi
B GO (R 208 o P Bl 5 25 SR 1) 738 At R e 5 0 S TR SSE IV e 70 (D) BR R D) v ik 1 ) X AR /2 /7 (OB)
IS O o X e R B B Sl ZIAR B G 1R 70 5 A 1 S 38 35 40 F T ose . 7k B A5 N (2015) 42 H 1 %1
R ER G AN WL FE R ARSI N, ZIRCED RIS FE N NE TR A 5 4+ 2 AL ZIR ED RAHRF,  REAE 21
I Z A SR WAT N BEENNEEFFERE, THRZEH B2 S 2R BT S, AT 538 Zi ik B
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FUE. B, Gonsalkorale 25 A\ (2011)UERH,  PIAL ISP 25 3 SCOMEL WA 1 B U AN AN K25 5 52 B
R Z2I B B G A WL PRI S o 17 DY S0 A TR A0 AFr 2R B, 3 X6 I T 20 A B SR 0% P i 2D A Rf o 1 A S B2 BE 1)
.

5. R4

VU5 BEAL PR T — P ER AN 792, AU VRIS HE IR B G M 1A BT 25 (9 3 Ah o T 3o 2 o 23 5 1
oK, PRI AT ABE G AR BN Gt At I TS R VR G« 9 Ah, FESEIR W THIT,  nT DOE R i ZIAR
BV GBOE (AN 2 oAt n T FR i B AR &, W] DAE— D UG UE ZIAR B GOR0E 1 B B PERRAE, BRI A
3618 22 IR Z0t N R ZIAR O 22 7= AR R e O o B DY A AR TE ) — AT 55 Hh 40 8 Z1 A B Sty Fi
AN Ty, BRG] DU o AF 55 73 25 5 SUIIAT 55 KR AE 22 7 R S0 45 A 22 S ARV o

ZIAR BN G ERARTH JE SN TR 3 TLANRRAE  (E 96 A2 Ik SRR A A4 2B BN S 380 52 S B shin 1
FHoks B B MEHE S B A B SRR A W . 454G H AR A B IEE,  ZIARED SO oA — 2
MEZE, BEEIR, TEER, EHFAEEENE, TELEIIAREE. AR EEENE, W
FNZIHR BN G 1) 1 B 42 H i — 238 (Blair, 2002; Devine & Sharp, 2009). Conrey %5 A (2005) 7 P 43 455 77
(958 I HH I BA i D025 B PRI IS AN S BRI AR PR o SR Ol L FH B D R 0 A A AR R DX AR
FE VPN TR RAR A0S, T AR ED SR MO R AE BRSO BL A Tk P 0 AR U (Wittenbrink et all,
2001). B4R D 1 OB UL T2 Atk — M 782, TEARF NI VAT 1, AMEZERA TR E, 1
AC 1 G #R2%rE T WA SR, Wi, B ERRTREE IAT 1 %5(Calanchini et al., 2014).
FIT LAl T PR VY 43 A5 45 380 1) B Bl 1 25 SRAS B HE VR B 20 Bk BV R A3 T U 43 R R S A T 75 2 A ZIAR B R
IS AVREE O, EAEL IR 30 AH OGBS AR %

B, PRI ZRRT PN R B 4 SR (TR T R VT A B 58 A ARRE AR ED BRI . R TP A AR A )
UEHER I, TEASIA) 26 1F T Py B fin 22 1A ek R o B i 22 6 77 (OB ) R Ml i 1E A S B2 RE 77 (D)3 g 5% . AR
A UEHE 22 B ZIAR B G0E 109800, AR 43 P e i 22 AR/ of LT SE AN SZ 4% AR 72 o SRR 78 B
VBT P9 Bl 5 SR ) SO AL 5 DY A A B & A 2 TR R R o B FE IR SRR AR LRI 20 T AR B X 4 £
AR ZIREN G B B0 B SRR AT WA S 0 SRR, AT VI DD R B GRS W AE AT IR A4
FERIZRATE N A R

S E 3wk
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