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Abstract

This study employed an experimental vignette methodology to examine the effects of observer gen-
der, victim gender, type of violence, parental status, gender role attitudes, and consideration of future
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consequences (CFC) on tolerance toward intimate partner violence (IPV). The analysis of data from
500 participants revealed that: 1) male observers, male victims, psychological violence (vs. physical
violence), and a stronger “consideration of future consequences” were each associated with higher
levels of IPV tolerance; 2) parental status moderated the effect of “consideration of immediate con-
sequences” (CIC) on tolerance—specifically, higher CIC predicted lower tolerance only among partic-
ipants with children; and 3) the effects of these predictors were primarily manifested as independent
main effects. Interpreted through the dual lenses of gender socialization and cognitive motivation,
these findings shed light on the psychological mechanisms underlying public tolerance of IPV. They
particularly underscore the heightened tolerance observed toward male victims and psychological
violence in real-world contexts, providing empirical evidence to inform targeted public education cam-
paigns against violence.
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1. 5|8

SR 145 £ 71 (Intimate Partner Violence, IPV)/EN— N EERYER A L TA S48, KIS 200 5%
. BUEHIE S FAL S AR Z K. AR DAHSWIRERY, SR4OF =02 M thEd—4
r gl 57 3 ok [ RRAR ) B R B B F1(WHO, 2021) . £E ], JERTUR £ EE2EHRAE 2014 4F (RF 7045 B EoR,
AR TEIINRET LN 50% (I, Hd, 8k, Jr08, 2014). 5 —T%ET 26 F o E L X SR 2% AR
T TRAT R TERI TC TR, TR — R o () B A R 7 o0 R T R B ) A A R AR Ry il
2.5%~5.5%- 17.4%~24.5%F1 0.3%~1.7% (Yang et al., 2019). & FAT NN 32 3 2 (1) B O FE 3 B HT I
SRR E T, MR RKEE R R EE S Fa0e . R B RE . RS TR R E s,
BT iRESZESNEBELS), —AEREER. WA 2R WEEE” 8 AR S
FEo AR IPV AT HR G, M T 25 KRB R 23R R R T B2
RO B )R DR M &, o, MERTET B R B EER, Wim T “Zm” 8 “AmR2”
MBS N, AEN—FR N IERIZS MU, FIREE R LAREE . FFe ST RN EZLO RS, K,
RGR UL PR 2R 52 AT FRAR 5 0 0 B K7, 1 S HLVE AL, 6 TR A TPV 4t 2 0 B B |
RIEAERER AR E 5T PSR R A EZ I 5P L.

CHIRCEIREE, B RT” o BT O, E R FTANRE” e KT AT S
4 E o E A E G, 27 R E A 0B AR, SR E R E R . 1949 4E,
PEWCEAE (R ESCRE ) s TR E A CRZT L kT FERME, YHEE98E (I Rk
PEY AR B T UnREnZ T . WKL AR S B R R B RO A . P EAR R AR — gAY
KSR S5 SO OB, RIFE AT 7ERS SCAL LR ) 40 SR AE 22 TR 15 21 DRE . B R M 2248 (Hofstede, 2011) 32
H ST AGZE 5 BV & B S 22 S A GRS AN SR ARLE RS, RIS N8 S - SRR S BUEEES . AN e 1R
B B - etk KEAEUA - FEHECR S B - A TEIZAELL R, EE e v B m R X
K15 1) 5 3 20 R ERAE 19 S0 AR AR (Hofstede et al., 2010). X EescAbiia 5«27 ix— F Rk 1 e 3
G, IE#R T HIRE T s i it O BRI . AR SO 4EFEFR 12, Fischer #1 Manstead (2000)F8F 58K
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W, EZANEFEEAS, ANESCE SR SCE SR & R R AEOK (R OC R 2L = 0.62).
Triandis (1995)iF—BHaH, Sk TR T S RO MR 5 540, Al seBh K K e & 7117
o R, AR TR B B IES T “A7 X —SEETRE XA “m” 5 %
A7 PR, W0 Ho %6 N(2023)Frdm I v R . 75 IPV BT, Sk 2 v] G BE X 2 14T R
FEE AL X RYERFI I B SR B RS, B R R DS R TE RO A, X TR KR IS
P ANFREE KA

oM NMAX TPV KPR 32 2 E R HA AR RN A SCHR =B MAMARHIE . B4 E
AkE 2 A 5 U T AT 78R . 5, MEEE N2 — ML O MEZE R B E . REMFTREH,
T3 1188 b At AR R T R I S S AR AR, U 2 E A R L MERS (Gracia & Herrero, 2006; Straus,
Kantor, & Moore, 1997). X5 MIERMN A A SA K, a2 BRIh, BHETRNLS “Bi
AR AR EIYE, XSSV LR — e Y P R A i R 7 sz, DA R A
BE RO BNIRL e [EIES, 5 A I 0T Lt 52 T A T A R A T 2 ) B A 52 ) (Y amawaki et
al., 2012)s R, HAEAFERRERCH 1PV S2FE 2 WHEAR, 185 X 8 147 A N BURFIAN 2% 2. (Sorenson
& Thomas, 2009).

HIR, BIIEMARGWBIERRCEE, Hrphsz®H 5 A5 R R A R E. KT HEME
i, S 5 2 T ) BUSIER AR B i DA AR A, AR A OO RO RN ZS FEAAAE SRR ) A X FR A
Frife —LEHEFURI, Ao AACEIE BV B I 2 AR RS R, AR R
e R A B AT ) TR Ry “ANIR A, R T 2R BN Gk B oy sl A S % Ah, B
FAERZERRER T AL SRR (Sorenson & Thomas, 2009). #R1M0, WA 7L E, FEE MR FER &
(3 Je, 5152 B PR BN IEAE SR T AERIRATTIH, SidE S i i & A LG, RSP (%
L Em) R LR, S B R EE S SR (Peters, 2008) M T HE 2 At/ IME B A 5% R i S 1) IE
oy, M- FBCE S AR XM 7R P B () 2 A, BRI METER ETE B T A
i R E -

B, RRERHEEK, FAREFHEN, & MHMERXCEENERYERE., CHMARRYN, BH
PRAS XS 2 (19 oL ES A2 52 3 A SR I B 5 25 B A% O IS IR 35 (Andeerson et al., 2003) o MIRSEEIR K,
O AN ¥~ 2 3B BN AN A SRR B 23 B8 AR, AT A8t H B T BRIE R E R IR (Johnson, 1992). AEHAER
FRE A A A T I A, RIS T R RN I MR SRR . R, Wi ‘BT 5 Ok
AR XA AT BRI ESTE, R K E ST AR TR b e A

Br 7 B N SRR &, AN A TE OB IR RS B 22 e SR IR 2 IR e, P00 A £
B T AERNARI R T I M A 5 L BUIRR AT ARG 2 A G & Fra i 4. A
VR A AR, TRESE R K g B T AL 22 5, B T Mo LR ) (R 3 — e TR U
FINMA “IEH” B “mrEz” , MR B & 2 (Dobash & Dobash, 1979; Gelles & Straus, 1980).
ARGl 2 FE - AMATE P SR BT 47 9 2e 3 )5 SR A8 8 7 (Strathman et al., 1994). Strathman %5 A [ 2
WHHG N “HREARK” 5 “CHELT” ALERE AR A] ] 4\ =2 8 HAE ph RS B b e S
KEER R, FEEM AR O 75 3 S2F S FF. B4, Moore F1 Dahlen (2008)ZER 55 i 25 Bk st KB, % &
KKK A T R EIGPEAT 9, 0 22 R AR B D7 AR RHBERS, IX B0 A K I I 5 2 e Ak
R AP T RS, FEARIEE RPN . BRI, B FE HEMIE SR 3 AR R I R R, B S iR R
) () 52 e, DRIHC B OG0 BG83 (A B O R 2 i S N AR R R 2]y, AR T DR v R
JE 72 (e G R o OREFRTITED IS5 8 S tn 2, nT ReE A SE A AR 2 o] {0 B 5 g e
BN BRI, AR ah R e B 52 RE 10 2 22 S AR I 25 B DR SRR 1 — AN TN TR) DA A0 A PR AR R R A2
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i Epmid, WHREAEME DR T AN IPV BIESE N2 REREGHA, AU 1PV 23
JEAREE LM, OB XA R REAR AR B8 I 2R RRIOC R SRR AL A AR B E 5 42 T PR A SR -

2. 3k
2.1. WRE5EF

AW TR LI 50k, 2 ONEEE YR B, b)) <2 (ZEHMR: B, b)) <2 (B 2RA:
IRAREET), RS x 2 (BN O, RAEBMVREEIRE BT R0 7T 1R F
gy, BATMSSHWEENA TR EE, FUN T A SRS 408, H TR, 25%
BN R 5 7 nTRE NG 8200y« IR B Bk S 58 ke it f S B R R R REBEEE,
JE RN N2 1 B D 52— DU BEATL 2 B ) = 5 e bk, I IR fE 2 5 AT H DA & “ 27 17K
W ST EFH N BB GEFEN =AREIET T, HRE TS 5HEIEANE, R
R —SEI AT T 2 5 #H 5 KBS,

AR Z 0L Mk FIE 4007, TAS A4S 4 ANy AR R 3 MESAS R, #H G*Power 15
R FATRIREA R, WEPERNE £=0.15, BEMHAKTHN0.05, Stk /8 0.95, A A & H
KON 28 (F 7 AT 21 ANAZEIN), HARARI N EIECN 21, IHEBH TR R/ DMERER
226. AREFEUAL ERERERELSDE, LB EHE 582 4, Hrf 82 e Ratimid i & k&
AR AR AST I RIS B0 T A S B, B RN N WT K1 R R 500 13, 4670 %N 85.91%. S5 # ikl oy
N8, HAHNBAE 60~66 N2 (], HrpBH 205 N, S 41%, «tE295 N, L 59%; “FIIFER 24+
45 % ZHERRERVITELT 2 N(0.4%), mTEitE 10 AQ%), LTRELT 72 AN(14.4%), AF}
400 \(80%), WFFTAE LA E 16 N(3.2%). BB RHF ARV B LLAIAS 58 41, H AR 58 77 20 B 7 2
FEAE(N = 420) 88 e /N SR (N = 226), ARSI 45280 (2 = 0.15) IR 56 77 > 0.99.

22. fiIRIE

AR FIE P ERS SEANME NN MG, BE5 MO — BT R a2 s =ik
FoBE BB B Tie Al Zheng (2023) 0T (EMESMF X2 FHMER . B EEH R =K
FRAT THRY, HAS T 8 Bkl RUI(CAER - WERT) - LERZFLADWT:

KLk -k, BHLF, ARNFTA—ANET, CE=ZFT. RNERFLEFRRAZA LS. —
K, "WMERTEAALENF LT FE, £FRGEIRY, KAEES R, AHERBER, FHFTHR-Fk

BAEB BRSO RER N R/ EARE X RS, SIEHSE, LREFE 1M EF, ©
2 73 (LTI (EAEF): BUCOREA/ L L RRE X R, SIS TE, BANERAEF " (REH).
BRI BN EZFEEERN /IRy TP, kR L g s, SRR,
HEINFH TR—ER” (RERET))s B TEG P RR, sked/ L biEg Ry, HOES TR, JfHi
FIm" SR,

SHEABZR ) “A7 AFHEATHME, S H Ho %5 A\(2023) B 4w il
FEAFR” o KA 6 SN “HERAFRE” 2 “dEW R 40idh 1~6 4
SR AE R I BN KF R R . AT 7T 2N SRR I — B RO 0.879.

ORUEXS S BERT T = AN T R 28 106 RaR N, EER 2 535 SRl (318 A~ SRR A I “ 9 1)
1E IR A T A2 7 F1 “EITE RS ERRARTEAEF? 7)), BIEHREAE N ICSEHE5 .

15 FH 167 BA P S 1 1) A B2 S E R (SESRA-S)I =S 58 M M 88 . ZER B H A% Suzuki

WA, W RO
P, AARERES SR

975
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(1994)gwthll, A ¥ (2017 34T 1 o, ARYE B ST Semilbe 7O H 08 )5 L e — e B e SR I ik,
M H ORI o o5 ER IS 14 NTUH (i “ By 2 b B R 5 Fae /N, BT LAl
SRUTARAH L MERGRIREE 47 7 ), BARAT 5 miihar, 1= ERABFEET] 5= FEHHFE, 28&ERR
PRGN f LS BEBRAE 8. NP5 . FEASHI T b ] B P S5 1) £ (225 FE 53R 1) Cronbach’s o %05 0.901.

11 FH A ok 485 TR 25 HE 5 3R (CFC-S) Ml 2 MATE Y8 T AT A X Rk 4 R FEFRRE . ZERB
Strathman %5 A (1994) 4w, 1552255 N (2020) % HFAT 7 il ZERBARKGREE D N TN,
53 9 5 F& A SR (CFC-Future) f17% FE 24 R (CFC-Immediate) . 2% F& A R4EE L5 5 NIH B0 “FHe%
JEFEE AR A AR, T B O H S AT Rk m AR S 7 ), BRI S 7 ANEUE (i
CERAFZRBLRTHFN, ARKEE AW T ). ERRM 7 sty Hb 1 RS H iR e
B A O, 7 RERTEME BAYEE TS IUE 1155 RPIME, B & 4TS5 . A0
TR H R AR KAy BR G H 82 R/ ERI Cronbach’s a &E437°4 0.791 1 0.900.

2.3. HIEALE

i d sy Hiridid IBM SPSS Statistics 27.0 A TE M. XS BT RIR MEG TR S AT, IR
MOTFEAR CR IS T WA ZES . KA EZ 0, DUFER S5t e, sl easE. %
AR, BRI T SRR R RN, R EiEE U 7RG MEE 0= &
e 1= 51), SZHFFMEMO= 2tk 1= 51, £FHEWNO= KEF; 1= CEF), FIR0= Kt
71 1= YRR ET)) . DLW RUUR 7 RS I P2 GHAT M A n b R AR & 1R SRR B Ak
MBS, ERNATFREF, B BRNFR TR, B EMNTINAS S, 5= 2N TNAR & R
TR HI, ZEILEIESHTE IR R, T EEIKE T (VIF)<10, FUIWCHALELE 2 B IR 8.

3. 458
3.1. XFEFERERE

AR TR A T B3RS 07 SRS, o Fu 45 5T Re 52 B 3L [ 77 2 22 i sema (J5 s, e
2, 2004) R AT EEAE AT FE LA SR D5 ik e 2 e, B o SR B AR, B A R
KH AT )77 B el Harman SR EAGRE, PG OUH #HATIRRMER =08, SR 8RN, 5
TR KT 17 54 DA F IR N 23.85%, /N T 40% 11 FHE (Podsakoff et al., 2003).
FHEF Amos 27.0 FAEEIGUE M PR M1, BEJGE M1 (1925 EA AL J5 ke IR M2, LhEspse
T MI IR M2 ) E B AR ES: AGFI=0.034, ANFI=0.033, AIFI=0.031, ATLI=0.027, ACFI=
0.031, ASRMR=0.018, ARMSEA =0.008, &Il &+5 222 IE/N T 0.04, R INAILRF I7EH T )5,
BRI G IF ARG RN R E ST, U E P AR B2 1 ILF D7 i 22 CAl T2 45, 2015),

3.2. ARG SSRGS

MEEMET . AR BERK. BRU TSRS T ST RAE 1, P50
. BEAK, BEY T ESZHMFEAR IR R I 2. RN REH, WEH M 5H5
OEE. BEAR. BEEMKX, ZELATESUHNACSE. ZRAKEEZERFZFEMX, FHELK
5EENNREEZEAMK. N ZER T, BHEMENAEEESRSM=3543,SD=11.16)2E&ET
ZYEM =24,29,SD = 6.77), t=-12.76,p <0.001; FPEHEAKIRIKF(M =547, SD = 0.98) & =T &
PEM = 5.27, SD = 0.98), t=-2.35, p<0.05; BHEMZAMKTFM =20.19, SD = 5.91) & & & T LM =
17.85,SD = 6.50), t = —4.09, p<0.001; FHHES5LZHEZELN T KFLEEER.
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics results and correlation coefficients for continuous variables and observer gender

F 1. EETERNREMINRRIHERRBXRY

M + SD 1 2 3 4 5
1. WA EOARE  28.86+10.39 —

2. FIEARK 5.35+0.98 —0.05 —

3. RN 4.08 +1.37 0.21%* —0.20%* —

4. 2 18.81 +6.36 0.01 0.23%* —-0.07 —

5. MEEE MR — 0.53%* 0.11* 0.01 0.18%* —

e MEEMERNO= &tk 1= Bit); *p<0.05; **p<0.01.

Table 2. Gender differences in continuous variables

=2 EETENMAIER

P 53] M+ SD t df p Cohen’s d [95%CI] E=5
HERmESE 2429+6.77 —12.776  307.78 <0.001 —126[-1.46,-1.07] 5 > &tk
B 3543+11.16
EEARK M 5.27+0.98 —2.35 498 0.019 —0.21[-0.39, —-0.04] Bt > it
St 5.47 +0.98
RN o 4.07+1.34 —0.15 498 0.882 —0.01 [—0.19, 0.17] TREER
Ttk 4.09 +1.42
2 Ltk 17.85+£6.50  —4.09 498 <0.001  —0.37[-0.55,-0.191 Hik > ik
St 20.19 +5.91

3.3. HAER, EREXRSAKEREES “B” HIFMm

ffFH SPSS 27.0 #4743 EBIA /34T, LLAAE AR &, 55— B MNER 525 1 AL &, 7558
EANERF R SRR R BTN R, F=ERAE AL ET. 52 RIR5
e 3 fon, HTREBUEZ, R 7 HrA 3% Bl 4 025 58 BN 45

F—REREASPTEEREH, FREZDXT “A7 WA RE. £ BRSNS RERA, %
JEARK. WEEPER. ZEEVER . BRI TP EE . N THEARK, HRARRIE F T Z
KV, WA T 25 FE AR SR I MA R S i A KT S E R T, BES 5 MM = 20.19,
SD =594 S 558 M = 17.85, SD = 6.50)H & L = M 20 K (B2 FE R 7, M T2EE
MM =15.93, SD = 59N KGN, 42 EH & BEM = 21.64, SD = 5.40)KF, AMAK) 2 7K T 58 =5
e SIERT T, M TR R I (M =17.57, SD = 6.76)[AJ1E I, 245 71 25H k54 8 J1(M = 20.06, SD =
5.68)BF, AMA M ATt K B

SHEEVARIEE =2 M T 21 DA I, SRS % T AR & 2 (8] 28 AN . S5 ow, A8 H I
VB —AN AR B 1N 1 AT (R fRRE J1(AR? = 0.06, p = 0.002). Jof%ihil 22 58 LIy SR B RR I XU, SR
Benjamini-Hochberg 775X 45 347 FDR (5% K ILF) KL 1E(Benjamini & Hochberg, 1995). & HIAH 5T
KFZHAEH T A TRRE M, B O 58 55N AR IIE # 5 2 5 R R AR B (B e v T sl
Aiken & West, 1991), ALE R FEHIER MR BUR RN, P Sh LR IR . A ESE U
P, A1S% FRIR RV RS2, F FDR (8 EERE BN q < 0.10 (Tung et al., 2021). iEFtk
FRAER RSB R 5 N 2, TTAE B ARUEE p < 0.01 RN, B AL N R MRS HAE 1T 18 s i g2

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.163126 131 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.163126

J&

g

Joo B EERKIFRIESERIZ EHEL 1E q < 0.10 B B, RAEHEES THEFRIZE LSS
THEE M. XERUEARR D, SRR <27 KRR LRSI ER0N, MEAE R AR BRI .

Table 3. Hierarchical regression analysis of gender, scenario, and consideration of future consequences on forbearance

=3 MAIER. ERERMRKGEREENDHNS ERIASH

THAS & B b SE t(p) FDRq R2(p) AR? (p)
H—Z 0.01 (0.54)
R 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.69 (0.49)
FPISH: B
ERUAE 0.06 2.49 2.12 1.18(0.24)
N 0.01 0.09 1.41 0.06 (0.95)
AF} 0.05 0.80 129 0.62(0.54)
WFFLAE L ULk —-0.06 —2.10 1.40 —1.51(0.13)
R 0.32 (<0.001) 0.31 (<0.001) (<0.001)
EJSTS S 021 1.33 0.26 5.13(<0.001)
MG ) 0.16 2.04 0.59 3.48(<0.001)
2 FHE VR 0.44 5.54 0.48 11.56 (<0.001)
E-VAE St -0.21 —2.68 0.48 —5.61 (<0.001)
HF=E 0.39 (<0.001) 0.06 (0.002)

Mg tEa x ZEHMER —0.22 -3.30 1.19 —2.77(0.006) 0.126
HKEUT x EBRI -0.15-0.98 0.38 —2.61 (0.009) 0.095
BB < ZEEMR 016 229 095 2.41(0.02) 0.112

PR AOSE x AFRW —0.16 -0.13 0.06 —2.29 (0.02) 0.116
EEEAR x EHMER 012 1.09 052 2.07(0.04) 0.164

7£: FDR #IERH Benjamini-Hochberg J77%; MEE MR (O0= ot 1= B, ZFEHMWERNO= LH; 1= 5,
AEEHENO= KEF; 1= CAEB), BHRAUO= KR 1= RIEREID),

21.000
20.000
R4 19.000
- & - KAEFH
18.000 —=—Cin
17.000
{K(M-1SD) Z(M+1SD)
EFr =

Figure 1. Interaction between type of violence and victim gender

B 1. RNRBEZFEZUHNNZEER

{#H PROCESS Model 1 (Hayes, 2022)i#47 7041, g5 Ranl& 1 fron, HRES T AA RN BAEH
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P#0b=-0910, SE=0.415, p=0.029, FDR #;1E/5 q=0.095, AR>=0.01). EHRFSPER, 2O
EHE, B TR E AN TR AR 2 B AN K EAR(b = —0.774, SE = 0.292, t = —2.653, p =
0.008, 95% CI [~1.347,-0.201])s HAKRAEFH, MEHEE T BIKFXT 2L BA W% #200(b = —0.136, SE=
0.295, t = 0.463, p = 0.644, 95% CI [—0.442, 0.715]).
4. Vg

AT LIS T, REHR T MEEWR . LHEHMEN. BHRH, EFHNEERRNE,
PASAE T F RS FE L AR B S DB, o 218 %5 AR 2 704 55t (0 20N 7K ST IR 37 5 48 L5
FEG ORI AL T LA 1) EBHIAN DR R, FEAR, WaE. ZHEEERMET)
FRAIX A AT A R ERERR; 2) Bk b, & TAR & £ 2@ o i F N R, 28 BN
BARTTIA PR 200 ™6 2 BB IEG, A — NS ETUA BT B AR 3) BRUYTE54F
UL A BAE A B Gt g v, RABROUENT 7 %8S IR AR 5w 4) 8 AR R 1
FDR K IE, Mg MH 52 EH R A AR BoR s, BAEENERER. DUNESE
WA B 5 B AR DRI LR G118

4.1. EHMH A SRR

AR I, REA RS B K- B W W R AR A, B T B AT aze A I SR A,
AE T 0T 55 565 AR 58 I R 2R 30 B8 v () A i i v« 3X — 25 53R T EB 5 Strathman 55 A\ (1994) AT H 1
“CEARSKREUA G B TR R ) MR R 22 R, (HAESEE S RIX — B BAR A AL 2 1
B, fFEZMATRMREESAT. — Pl BEIOMREAE T, S B AR MR “ O RIMFFEENE” AL
PN E R H bR, BRI TR (Rusbult, 1980), 4/MATER RPN KERNE ., BHEREEEE, H
KAZKWIKFBEZ 52T, IR m T 73 T A —— BN 2 B SC R P AR ) O 3 4R 525U,
e e TR AR AR A RO R . FEMRESR T, RN AT AR ER e O — Fh B AR R O R
AR IR 0% R YE R R

Fok, WS ) 0 3 ROV (55 1 B 5 ) 5 R B BE A A AL 45 18— BU(W Gracia & Herrero, 2006). 1X
SCRE T AL R AR . IIMEEM LSRR R 2 AL T SRS < SR MO, X
LGRS T B o BUh P A R e ) R B B e, DL RO IPEAE G R b 3 AL A TR . R,
VLS R e AR TR — e R FE IR AR R R R IR BRI ERAR T IS Ay AR, ZotEAE
N IPV W FEEZFHEAE, FeT B By 5 m 52 RS SRR (R E G, R R AT R I AR R A A A
(Sorenson & Thomas, 2009).

FR, 2 HE R R E Lo B2 HH ERED) AR AL ORI — . XRS5 R R T A
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