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Abstract

Gender singularization in stem field has become a global problem. The paradox of stem gender
equality means that the more equal the gender, the greater the gender difference in stem. The pa-
radox and controversy come from the analysis of Pisa survey data over the years, and Pisa survey
data come from a limited number of developed cities in China. We will deeply analyze the unrea-
sonable basis of the paradox from the near end factor, the far end factor and the central idea pro-
posed by the paradox. Therefore, the paradox of stem gender equality needs further research and
confirmation. The research results provide enlightenment for China to further carry out education
and intervention on adaptive behavior of children with autism in the future.
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il

1. 5l

STEM (Science, Technology, Engineering and Mathematics)2# &4 & AJSIAR S ot i vest 2
o R 2L TR [1]. 2006 4F 1 H 31 H, EEEAGAmH A 7 (GEEZESiHR]) , Mg STEM A
IR RS I R 73 JEE PR EARBE KT 2011 45 3 H 24 H#E 26 HELREZT, 8
N “HER STEM 55377 AT F—”7 : 2016 FHEFEHHEM (BE B =107 MK
fRHHARZE STEM HEMEZEME. STEM R AA N KR ECRHES) ), RO 1 E S5
FH.

WAMRE R I, BAAAAETE STEM 22RERIUE 4, STEM AUt Mol A SR DL B 4 v 32 2] [3] [4]
M HRLFFE1E S K& & 4143 (Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development, OECD) i i [E 1, %2
A AR 22 2E A B Lo T35 A B 25% [5]; SER . Bk, RS A R L EAR AN 5 20% A 47, NN
MR N Rt R 10%%2) 15% [6]; B P /5 B A STEM 1% 225 B e e 1 AR [7] - Rl ik, STEM
WA A BV AU, T EWAA R, LT RS,

WA SR AN L IR STEM BB FAEMERFEI21R, RIS X, STEM 4538 A 1 2o 1 ik
A, X TCEES AT RN FA T JE o AR SR STEM PSRRI 5 AR, B — ot a2
P, 2% STEM FALE & BRI 5 5 5E -

2. STEM M RIEZiFip
2.1. LAk

T R E A 2 KR, I RETRRIE T 2006 SE IR R T (RN ERIRE) . FE
FERE—R. B EES, DR BE. BUAS 5. KFFKFIUA S0 M) 22 B 25 & VA T2 Ak
4k 2 748 %50(Global Gender Gap Index, GGGI) [8]. 172 e G E M 0.0 2 1.0, HufE#kEir 1.0
F U ZE MR 2= N . GGGI s 7 ASER 93% LA BN 136 ANESK, A& H ATt A 4 2 v
2 R

W2, STEM BRI Z RS GGG & A KEC? M AT E I E K, &4k
W22 N ZE N, AL3E STEM 4. 4R1, Stoet £l Geary [10]32H! STEM AU fEfE “Ih 7 P48
PER TIPS, KU RIEKEZ, STEM LV i) 22 mof ok Al 148 FH 6 A B 208} SC2H 23 (United
Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization, UNESCO) (http:/data.uis.unesco.org) % i ] 2012
F| 2015 4 STEM 2ERMENV A Bds, KB EAIXT &5t S GGGI £ 8.3 fidfi =%, rs = —-0.47, p < 0.001 [10].
RN E AR RGBSR o =2 N ANRARH MRS, mim B R 2w 5.
3T S R 25 R 20 A s 42 355k 1 PISA (The Program for International Student Assessment)ftj4 5. PISA &
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OECD F g ) — Wi [E B2 2L BE I 1PAd 1R, WA BRERE . BRI 68 790 LA A AH 2R 1] 45
2.2. FeHIREA

2.2.1. iEiRE®E

AN NILHFH IR PISA RE ST IR 46 7> B AL R tE 2 72805 5 TS BoAs &R E 1
MR, 30 EmEnRE SO Z AR AR H . Stoet F1 Geary [10]iH5H A, JUFATAEEZR, FHEM
HepHR N AERARE, B L AERRARH . FR, GGGl fRE s ME R, A ANLHFH I
A ZE SR, BIETERBCr S E 5, B AR B A AR A AR, LA I BRSO . R A 2
IEHE, MRRIZIHLK B T AE S5 BRI T REPE IR [11], A A2 A A P RE 2T H SRR H ik
BSREKNT . GGG frlim i E 5, FERHeA AR AR, 5435 2 Ji2E1E# STEM s
LR BREBER, XRESAEL AT TR T, RZ&MRE 7 STEM SUKiI 2z, ity
WK

2.2.2. miRER

e AL 2T R R, BE R B A R U R A 1) % [ R A AR e AR AR Y 2 7] 4 (Oweralll
life satisfaction, OLS). GGGI 1 STEM FEMy A5 (5. Stoet F1 Geary [10]#2H OLS £ GGGI fil STEM
ERV AR o LG TR A A AR, B TR &8 = 0.35, p = 0.013. PERIE-FEEES, EELDt
MR IE, AR E R (rs = —0.55, p <0.01). [E RAIIE BT L5 &M 2 4 4t SR
PO ERER A B EE K. H2, GGGl IKMEX, @HAT G, SAREmEHEEMR, mH STEM IR
MAE I 5] R, RO E A 2 R kN STEM BN, 46/ T STEM AR 14 1) 2 5%

2.3 XTERHFY

STEM P FEEIE 10— S8R ol ie Ak 2 2238 IR 6, BEAA #8 [ 0 . Breda, Jouini, Napp
and Thebault [12]1A A AT LA PR A ZIA ED SR fERE STEM PERIPFETR 8. 255 GGGI Fl PISA2012 %%
BERGHERRKI, HEHIEFENEZ, 55 ENBRRE, B STEM P51 28R B GUBRRZ],
T STEM 5 2R BN G2 248 Lot S B T BE[13]-[18].  ARLLVE BB SE 0 E 2R, PRI 24K B0 92 58 ™ 5 [12],
L) STEM RESEAR, XK STEM SR 2 5%, SR,

"4 K 2% Richardson, Reiches, Bruch, Boulicault, Noll #1 Shattuck-Heidorn [19]iA A STEM Y54
PRRIRAE AT, 1FIRAEIE. 55—, UNESCO RATHIEHE 2 STEM Yk &tk (2 xt  Ek, Stoet ¥
HEAL AN LG, (H GGGI FFAEAEXS 5 Eb s, Btk =& —AFE A EHE, AR T . 28
., GGGl KR F LR R bant & E W 55 Lo PSR THES, WA W ABEN S 2 FEER
A, HAF ES STEM Bl &4 Sk o508k, 5=, 8 GGGI #t% BIGI (Basic Index of Gender
Inequality)f5, STEM EEMV 2ot L] 5 b X PR - S R B A i & 5 &R, rs = —0.075, p = 0.518, 1iHf]
PR RS E . Hi, Fie AR e ids g e it 8 (A B H NI E, BN TSR
A1 STEM S5 P 501 22 S ANAFAE 3 AH K

Stoet fI Geary [20]% % Richardson & A[191/ B SE ity 7 BIR: B oe, BT EEERA STEM Bl
LAY L EE, 15 GGGl W M, rs=-042, p =0.02; Hk, BIGI HEfRHIE T #4E
BRI ZE S, BAREBIAS 5958 )10, 5 STEM Sk otk HHIJEoe, & AREMAH S HTs
W, FARBERHRE ST KB AL NP RER, X—HERAHMZFERH[21]. 82, FIRIAA
e R FE STEM GU & & Stk M PRI, AMREFEEH, BAaRKEE
RYEEIFEENE, B2 STEM AR A 51 22 S b K
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3. IFIEH AR M
3.1 TmimE#

Stoet $i& H — > H /MBS SR g Bz v 4k 22 DR R AR IE IR IR T B AP AR 5, N RS AR TR
FEAG, X AR ATER S H STEM B0k, @i/ MENZE . (H2, S4TSR AL — MR
UFRTHR A o AR AR TR R RN 5 A DG, T P TR S AR A AR R B 2K, A5 %A . TR,
AT AT AR A VR R A B, B ORI . AT RAIEE R, 5 STEM Sl it 5 2 &
TK. FH, MIEHESMOMY, LTS YRIBAFEE, K kM i 22 57 1), X 5170
EaHA R . AR, STEM SIS ZEARES BT L. FIRmBREAR U FMFZRHX, A
BRSO, AT RRIE R LA TR &1 TAE, Blang:mh. FEIm. BT, H kR
i, HIHFAET STEM 4l Ft, Stoet DU ARA: G 2 BE IS 0 R/ 808, SKARFE GGGl F STEM H
AR ZE S Z BR R, —AGHT.

3.2. iiwkE

B, 1R AR ERHE DL PISA BiGU R EEG, H PISA G A RE URER —NEZRM
HKF. DA EH, 2015 4 B, dbat. YLIRRIT AR PUANHLIX ARER HR BRGS0 PISA WYY, BB
MRS R A A 10, 2018 4F i, dbal. LI M#NT S, BAREHRE 1. U T Hp—4
A, HEREEAT ERARM, Ui PISA BUREXTE5 SRs2ma E oK. H b X DY A5 2 18 P K J i 1)
X, BOE GHRERACIE, ZHh X =R Rz m T B PR . RIS PISA MR ZLR ™ kA, R
ERA RIS 5H A B ER TR E%K, TR & 0 — R A KT
BEHLIX, V& 5 1 X 2R SRS Y. Bl BATER MG PISA R, NRe B AN
XANE KRR RE 1K

FHU, B GGGl 5 PISA il il e ANVLHL , — & ARG B L ES P IUANE r & 5T RIS,
PER TSR . {2 2015 45 [ GGGI B30 0.682, fir41 145 NNE R F I 91 £7[22], 4T 71
B . 24K, hEE GGGl e 54 E PISA S 3FHIXARILEL, TEikMAHo% 4. Stoet [23]
FEJEREEIE BAR S, hEFFAEERM GGG 54, (8 it 3547 5 W Hh [ 1 Bedf anfr A F . A s 1E
PEEH [E ZUPVU A A REARR B ch [, 17 At ] 52 A5 T 8 HE BAH [ 1 B ) j 0 2% . IR H. GGGl
Wz g R, IR ERKHE . PN FERE . DR 2B E IS TE
RIHBIX, STEM HEMbA: f M 22 5 5K IR, A TR AR 18

33. £Xig

PR RO BAEIAY STEM MG — AR RAE MR LF[10]. F5E, SIHERIZo R I H MR ) 22 57 5
2ot A SIS FEOFIERM[17] [18] [24]. HATVFZWIFLRW], LHAE STEM SUSARREA L, £
SRS 2 T ZIMCED G [17] [18]: i )ik A2 TAE, B RAETE S STEM 4, LHEAREA[L7]
[18]. AT iXFhZIBREN G AL 3055, LoMEf) STEM RIS E3E TR, I HBEEZIREN R nE, RN
SRR ZE[13] [14] [15] [16]. S5ABAMIMIAEEEL, MNERIRY:, $2E, Y Em R g T 154
BT RZHOE T A, REGIENAESERA R RRBMAEL. B8, ENEZAT, YERZIR B S ] g
CARE T ARG ). B TRAANEVOE R ERZR IR0, PRI R T 1 ZIR
EP[25] [26] [27]0 MiX etz A 7R 3] STEM bt 21 PR XERS, b A5 FH 14 3 20 BR B0 SOk ke, MW E O
SRR PE R, BHAT, Mot SbcokbkzE, DOt BsREc[28]. Fik, 5544 msibrg
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DUBCR BT S VE A ZIBREN G, AT A0BAR (51X te 22 e R AR o
4. B&

B WA g, Xt STEM U A KRt H i Ul. il s fEfE . AR ER 5 Lk
BEN STEM AL, PRdh 78 DA 220 A A RSk 1 o (HHTIE ) STEM ZE Vo) S5 e AMUE 1 AT
AHINED, WENEE T YRR E TAEF KIE 0. ST 0, @ AR i A R, AT e R R A,
H—— B TR STEM L2 5 " A GHR R X APCRHFIEXT STEM Uk ik 71 22 57 1 £
WINAL, AR 7RSS s TR, BB TS AR E 41 AR STEM 4, BUHR
RV ISR 2R .
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