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Abstract

Gender differences in facial emotion categorization are an important topic in current social cognition
research. The ability to recognize emotions quickly and accurately is crucial for social interactions.
Previous research has found that there are gender differences in emotional categorization tasks. This
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paper reviews the experimental paradigms commonly employed in this domain and examines the sta-
bility of the recognition advantages for male anger and female sadness across different paradigms.
There are three theoretical explanations for this phenomenon at the theoretical level, namely, the vis-
ual structure theory, the evaluative association theory, and the gender emotion stereotype theory.
The three theories explain the recognition advantages from the perspectives of perceptual features,
emotional associations, and social cognition, respectively, and the mechanisms of evaluative associa-
tion and stereotype are independent. This paper provides a multidimensional theoretical framework
for understanding the cognitive mechanisms of gender and emotion interaction and emphasizes the
core role of social and cultural factors in emotion perception.
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1. 53|

AR EEIHSER, WREEE. HWlEE, FRGEE. FRRERE. FikmfL2tteas)d
- RETERMRLR R, ARSI R R E AR i LA 2 FE B AU A R PR —ak
i, ANAITBERE SRR RNE . YAl R, FRIREEEE . LIS R 5 (facial emotion recognition) &
B E W SR SRR T FLIS Z0IRAS , W BRJE TR LA AR AR A TR A2 6 R U R 28R
T FL 14 5137 51 (Facial Gender Recognition) & ¥ i 73 A A& B TH T RFIE (WA B S50 . OB A . R acit
&), FIWHZAT SRR GEE o8 B ) R . B SELE SR RIS, HBEARARRE: fTE R AR
GRS AT, Ja 3 RS 4> 25 . BT FE U T ALY G B S LIS 2805 2000 TR A B ARSI [1]
Bruce £ Young (1986)4 H! i #L.in T L BEAR # (the functional model), %5 AN N LN TAEAE 2 DN AR
MR B, BB —M BURSSHmIY, ZW Bt LA SRR E AT dafl, AFEFSRmEASIERIY. HAL
BEAT S5 K R 2 J5 T S ST AT IR0 B . — 2% AL AL BRIl K 2 B AR S AL R A o . T
FLPER . PR RS BIEAE BALEE: AR mILIRAEEE, NARZN “HANEEK” , FEM
TR FLA N TARHE[1]. 82/ 52 %% AN (2002)%t Bruce-Young T FLIN AR AL BEAT 1 S0 AUE F 7 AL Ak -
fethtb7e, JERUIEIEfERIREAL. &5 Bruce-Young BEEUANE], AATTIN A 45 4 G A 5 R0 o b B 36 % (046 R A
AT THFLIE 5 2T A BB AL S0 AR FE) 2 (AR LA HIE AP AT . 5 AR R B2 BTEAAE— N kb
BB, BB EE A ST R PR, T LGRS AR EE[2] .

SRR, KRB AL A LS 4 RS BN TR IS/, MRAAE I T ESHN, Hf#E
8] XA 28 EAEFI[3]-[7]. 38 EL.0BE25E Krech (1958)7EFL 3 E (LyFEZA4MEE) (Elements of Psychology)
RGN T DURIEAE 25 1070 B HELE, AR Sk(Joy). 15124 (Anger). 2V 1E(Fear) 53545 (Sadness). 1F A%
I AES, DR SRGEAN RS A @I, BRI T8 I RS0 52X B I 44 i i)
PRIARI, RIS I P T AL 2o PE AR T FL IR R0 R I H B35 P D 38 ks, BURR I B &
(1) 5 B TH FE AU AERf 2 . SRTT, RIS B, S S E B AR R . S i 5k
AL R SR R A R B, SR SR SR PR S 1 A I RIS, BUR TR AR E B 2 S I ZIR
BN it 53 P AR AR S G T DA o] DAFE B iR B AR ST RS, B ML PR S UL, B
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SEER AR [8] . AN AT BT FORI,  [RIRE D D 1 28 AR ST, Blae s S A R T AR
Bi4]. FERFFET, CBUSIEGIEE AT O R, RN AEIEANE 25 SRR R s L], A
A B T RIS 2R A 2RI, X SE A R BB HE QL B B B R E 5 S B e

URAh, ARIENE B RIREIE RS, TR N ALE 4 . BRSNS R = AR . o,
IR A Gt B AR L BIERRIE K T AR F BT B K L BRES . JF HLI AL 25 AR A
e L FRNE M EE AT I L, BAE 2 AR, A LR — M B A4 25 B IRAE ]
WS I B EEARA, (ASSERE TR Y], WS e i S R0 A5 R ik Kz sl A 131
PEA S 1R 2o SR DA 2 AR ST IR A 48 R QTR FEADN AT B, Wi TE R A SR AN i 2 )= T 22
VR Ja A 4 AT

2. BASEEN
2.1. EFLIELE. HAFARES

FEAR FC T FLAE 2R 05 PR DN (9 28 EALR) B AT 9 Bt i, B 0 38 0l > FH O 1 i B X —
—TH L1 5 79 J44F %5 (Facial Emotion Categorization Task)-5 i £L14: 5l 43 25 4F 4% (Facial Gender Categorization
Task). il I8 i v Bl i S I EAT M 2 S5 (B R ) B 1 6 44 P O3 A (S I A0 R SE B8 T, SRk
I TR AECERAERE et F AR 5 28 04T PR HE 732891 Ja 38 W B SR AL R S5 s 30 2% T L SE 7E Btk
TAEFEFIWT . X RAESENRIN LR EAAAEARTIEZ 7 16250 AE 5581 SR 5 IR R S8 bR,
A AR 7R M T 2 O 2645 S AR PR T 28080 s 17 1 A1) 2 AT 55 WU e 8 A 15 4 25 R 1 R A1 31
MRS AET- PR o ARAEBIE T B E 05 B0 7 1) A0 B 22 55, P 90 38 T DA 3 PR A X I A 55

FESEB T AU RHE T, 3T IR 1) S 28 22 3w R 43 o B0 S N 2508 e 5 1 E SRR A RO A 1y 26
TOFLARE . B2 A A R R G DR SR 0, 35 4 2 SCARHAIE T LA B AR S 2R, i I P o P b v A
JE G5 o ] T FL A5 1 1 5 Gu(CFAPS) B Hp B U [l J RO THT 0 3 155 45408 PE[10] [11] 4807, ELSEA
I8 P RE LA AR AR ) S RS AE (B B 8 A B 00 A1) A 1A 22 57 T RdE DAl RV B A . ik, WIS
R 2 B R 5 R AR A RO R, GV B BT T PR A BRI A S R Y A S 6 2 A P
RBE. (EULRIETEH, FaceGen 55 =4k A& U4 )2 18 FI T AR URA W A5 S 805 MR HIRHE 1)
REPATIFLASE Y, HARIAAE T et SCL R & 2 B 5 RS S H M g0 12].

2.2. BiibtEE. HR9RES

TERITAE B 1B G 46 R AE BN FIALEIINS,  A415 25 53 2576 2 (Bodily Emotion Categorization Task) 5 £5 T
S A 1 2 2800 155 26 R R R 1 AKORE[13]-[15] o 120 e ik e T 0SSR 98 25 D S AR B, At S TR A
BN TATS AT RIGHESE . BT RIFEIISEI0 @8, A4 A 51 43 2817 % (Bodily Gender Categoriza-
tion Task), & 7ERGMATIE S RFIE S MM 2R & X0 22 ML AEXTT &, H BTAR DA 708 2 N S 4
AR 2 P SR R MM B . (RS NIRRT L, K2 B v 75 B Atk 73 28 2% Al
HFRIRZ M EAER b, ST BTN MR A 28 Ze 3R AR EAE A, I 1R AR 125 L [14]-
[16]. Bijlstra %5 A\ (2019)R FH A4 185 26 43 AT 55, A8 AERRUEALRIIS(BESST 045 Fg ) e it — 10 525 2R 4R
W7 P T ZIAR B G s WL G e 5 e 17 26 B AR S A R, B SOV IR 5 AR R 22 e R I 5 il 2k
R HEAEH5]. =Wisese— BRI, ML RBIEZIRENR(FME - &, LfE - 5 ), BRI
F6) 38 FBE 5 A P Al 1) 0B — B9 2 591 . BRTT, Gandolfo 25 A (2019) 15 FH [ il kA k[ 16], F15 8 4418 it
(4 4 NS GRESRE, RIE 4 FESMUE. BE. PR BB 0). BRITRIUG B A 45 53]
ASZPERIE B RIREI, 5 4505 S AR P50 4 W7 (A A AR AR IR AR B 0l 70 AN B2 1B 45 T 1), X SCHF
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T2 SRR BT AL IE R . 2 J5 Craig (2023)[RIFEEFH AE b AL R S(BESST #di f7) [14], RAX
PISRAESS R U R B, AR RE s PR MER IR0 Ve DU B A SR 5 VB R s, I HLE S S 1 44
FREAEW . FE VOV TSR AMMEE B ERTE . B0 ZIREN R, YRS 7 X REE
T FLRA AR H I T A BB TCiE R BRI S5 L, DU RTRE B S BT 560
ENVERTEARRAE, (2HE 10 ST S5 I IN T [14] . JF HAX BT FAF A — B 45 2R, R T e i T F A i
PR ARAEAG, AR P LA BT H SN O bR A AR, R A s 4 S 10 73 8155, IRFTIBA
kR A 2 50 Z M52 BAFE

2.3. EIESHESAER

YT NRIEDRE BB S RBEA (T 2R G [0 & O P 58 s S iE %), Eas S %R
19 Ak DL 7S 0 AR B S A S BB R R A e . N ERTE SRER A AR RO, R E SINBI AR 4 I
X, RYHER L BN B ST RAM R FHESISHE O IR, SO 2
R TTHEAL, B AVE R IE 26 70 K5 . TEIX AT S5, B TR A — ARG L M 5 — ARG
B, FFE AT I B VR SR B R I BB IR, BB RARAT X M AN [ AR A R A AT AR TR [9]
Inzlicht %5 A (2008)id 3 t1 H ML AR B 5 L T LA T 4 - PRURIIARSELS, KIS 53t S mfL i
NG W IR (0 BLE 18 T L ML FL[17] . Parmley A1 Cunningham (2014) & Bl 2z 2 5 2 e vh kB A i Ar it
e, b PR FLI B 0 B0 AR T B M I FL[ 18], IX LR R AE B AE 2 IR b, FRUGIESE 1 4 g vl
TEGA A MEEI R BUSAGAET BYEmAL, M A AR EIUAE Lo L. ARE T 72 L
B, LA R E .

3. EBiLHRE

ARARAEE AL RALSS, ERAEAR I IAL S, PRI RIG 25 Z [AMF A DI AR . HXR B R AE
FSABEM R 2RSS TP B XL DLIEBIRy 5E PRI 26 2 1A IR 2 AR H Y, A2 s
WA . DIBUS ARG vt X TS BRI R ZAEY 1. (HE R T IR
AR H R RAEAE 2 7, BUA B0 2 DUN =M B ARRE, 0 A R S5 M . PPN EREE B
PR 2 2 ED R B i

3.1. MREWIEL

Mot 251 PEE (Visual Structure Theory) A T £L 151 5 T FL IS 25 FE V) BRAE ) ERIARAVE, fedt 1 4L
P B BRI AR (FIRRE F T MG 48 5 Rtk i)« A 0F 7 2 ] 55 Pk i L 5 s s
RN, LMETFLRHIE S AN 1 48 SR L. B3N Lok A A AN R 0 i 2 TR FLARPAE X ST FLARRHAE S5 %F
SE MR BB R . 0 T B R MAARRET &, BRK TN B BURKI AT BAKE B, XEERHE
UM s K0 BE /T H0ME 5, FHAE AR AR AR A SE 4 060 T o T SRR AE DL B ADTAR 156 48 B 9 3T
X T2V Y R RFAE T 5 40 PO AR IR T AR ALE (B S B AT R 0 T 8 A T AL RS B DR IR ) £ HG BE m 42
BREAS[19]. IXELRFIE S AR 15 45 B B . Becker (2007)i@ 1 7 TR 504 B, 4k o I 5 o ffy 700
IR VR AL LA BT RN o R R BUAE AN (R AR R A 55 vh A R AR 1, 3RWT T A R ks
WA, MAAGE A BT AR IS, W R S R A IR, I VR A I A AT Re A T LY
A G — AP BURFIE[3].

3.2. TG EER
PR IR 45 318 (Evaluative Associations Theory)fie Hi, 14 71 A1 65 175 46 R 2 18] A4k 2 155 IR G 45 72 DR )
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A T AL AR B O WL I ER IR DAKS 48 280 (BRI AR 0 RAYERE, VORI S H 5 &
PR TR N B ORTE, TR . B0 55 VA AR 26 DU 58 2 15 5 Pk O 2 57 1 sl IBR 45 [20] [21] » XAtk
FHITE S - 528 200 VL BC RONLAE T FLIR T BRI . =4 AL -5 oAt 2 FUYI R 1 28 25— BUn (W0
PERIEPRIR . FPERIEBUE), MR R E EMER I B 24T, Rz, Atk ST B s
JERIBRGE IS (B T AR SR B e VA ), WU R Ut B SE AR RN R IR R N [8] . Becker R JH1H 2 73 FAL 55
P 73 AR SR TU I AL 48 5 T ALYE SN TS BAE A, U8 R B s S PR 1 L L 2 v s T FL
A Gy, 0L PR AR AL b 55 PR DR R T FLBE 7 2 IR0 [3] . Hugenberg SRAI PR A5 26 K 7028, LY
TSR AT k60 . RPN S IR T A 2 552 5 TP B N B PP AT BR A, T AR 2 A SRR
LI IR B [8] . ANidixk —Hid BOR W] DARRE ST, oD, (HADME CURE SR s iRl i
#o

3.3. MAIFLEZIRENRIZIL

P 53147 4% Z B N % 3118 (Gender-Emotion Stereotype Theory)#ifi, #t4xSCAb i w56 T 51 515 2%
FORM A (S A, I AR U R A AR T AL B S 260 B BN T ANl i 215
BT, R S i g Rk g e NI R R, xR R SO SRR IR S B ER R, (HB AT R
MAGMHmE . X—EIRIAN, KU SRE S RIIEE T “BrHESR. 5187 MRS
B, BRI EON R ) - IEE A A IR AR . JUILAE BN UM S (iR SR ) AR, MG
S5 2R BN R AR 0 35 AR T U 28 8 BV IR 45 B [4] [22]. 4N, w2k T3 57 1 S f )
TRIEWER(E “HE” SN RER), it b T RIAEG (S CMESE” I ORER) . AMIAE
T ALIE 817 3 3 FAT 55 R RPN BRI B ss, BRI R & 2R ED R PR - A5 I
IR, B HERA[4].

PR el IR 0 R M 50 5 1 28 UM BB BRIDR 4, AR T 1 A1) 17 4 R B G BT i A P ) e R )
WEIRSS . AT B ] TSR R, 22—, BARHEME, mEEme Tmes . i A ARE
B, DT IS B e A A 48 2R ED S B HAT A RNT I o DA B4 R )15 4 AR B R AR BT
(170 VAN IR S B0 SR VA 1 5 U (B Y W) 5 s A 2 S (PR )« ) (0 155 J% B Bl AR BR &, T P 31
25 R AR ED G A5 1) 6 AR TR (1) SCARAS SN BERAE . & 2 il 6t R IR R 48 5 A B0 R GE 10 7 25 14 [ 23]
[24].

WEFE R I, Pttt 2 %K El 4 (Racial Emotion Stereotype Theory) /& 15 25 Al 1) 175 2% 218 BN G2 AR BL IR A
F, RS2 e o PO T FLI 48 IR B2, 3 9 ZR B G 3R A/ 1 T FL BSR4 17 4 1R 3R 4t 17 5 40
RAEYE . Amodio 5 Devine (2006)i8 1 1525 73 AT 5598 X5 S0 I 200) LB 25 IR FE e [23], B
KIARN 2 BN I AL 5 T RS 25 ) (0 “ SEIG: 7 ) A7 76 s 25 R BER s, 1Mo ;9 T AL I 55 RO A7 28 1)V (A
CRFE” )EIE BRI RN . X — PR AE BN R ZE IR AF A PR B B AR OB, SRR
P 5515 26 U0 TR AE E SIS RS AL . il — B X AR S 1B IR R GMIER, W70 R A A B IR
L (Implicit Association Test, IAT), JHEE /@i (an “BEE” ) 5i@sh @i (n “8EE” ) rxs ks,
RPN 26 BN 512 8 J@ M A R4 S AR BR Y, DRSO, A @ s 4 5, i T T4k 2
SCAU AL R R ZIAR ED R o Bz JRAME G /BT, P IAT AT 5543 0 R SR & Se vk Rk, IiF
SEVEAN B 45 (17 48 800 45 FE) 15 ZIAR ED G (Ja PR A N 4 BE) 20 R AE 1S IR R 40 5 W 0 R G BT I8 fE AR X
[23]. Bijlstra (2019)itid BN A MR RMAE S SFF ST H P RES, REER T IEHRUEAHMTR)S
Ry e [ S YN N I EALEIE SR ESONTTEIN A R ECy 1K R T e B vk caeg e ]
I5CAEL I 56; (Emotional Implicit Association Test, elAT) 5% 4t R BCARIEG Y, SN EGFIE - 5%
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WESEREE 9B . 5 SCI Bl o, BulrE el AT FHaRILAY “BEIS =) - WUR/M =2 - 64057 BREKT 5 3147
RS AL 25 U0 i 22 S B2 I O, AR50 |AT 2R B RC. mai Ry, RTHa
FEIN I 2 ZIR EN Gl A s AT E A - TS RIREE, € A 2 T AL B AR DA RN TR 4 22

Adams i = 4 i AR AR 15 45 70 AR R IR I 6 5 [ AT AL A0 45 A R AIE B R R ARG B A
T B 7 5 LN T LU SE R A SR Y [23] . B IR A BN RE WAL S0 45 R BV 1) ) RE AR “ USSR T
FLIE RIS, X EIEBR 72 RM AL S BE . XU LR R, “BUS IR R
FRIRE L 2B EN R AREN 1Y, RO 2 AR 5% RN SRS R 10 45 R AL 5 DL PR R I A7 2 2
ED AR R 2R

4. BREES5RSE

B0 AT SRR B, AR — N2 R3S AY (Multi-Level Dynamic Model, MLDM), &
1ERBBEAI SIS . PSS BR S5 MR T 2 2R B R 38, o5 St 45 28 AR F A
KZH GBS ZHES RN T NEREZ . B2 WEZ, FRoRiA =3 8 %R 22 B ##42,
T i v 2R R S Ak 2 S A 5 — R o

BRGNS FCRRRAX N . RS T IS, 51 YRR AR
(i B3R 50 30 5 R R AE (AL GE 2 SR B i B B B T iX — 2 g e R B LBk
RHITEAS E R (N BHYEACRTAT. L RIRER), TR RS, HMrE o E S BES) e
PE[3]o 1HERZE: PPN BRGE BL AR ONLRITE B2 GURFEAE T, 500 515 28 200 (RR T A) AT K 3 1 e ik
SECUN S - WA 2 - AR TR . BN, BYERTR AR AR A REIR T AR, R« B -
B PR — SR R [8]. X — B TZIREN S, RBUGERGH AR ZE. WHE:
B ZIBEN RIS F R UCZ I, A2 ST B T (U 55 A& L A8) il I |/ b T A DA e e 428 1 8 n T
R FERBIRE R ST, ZINREN % 5] S9E & 70 l0 2 556 U A4 AE (e o v 53 1 JE S LA
PRITAR), TSR R AR 345 [4]

= ENLHIFFIEICLE A, i B R s AR R R SRR R . B2 1
HRRFAE (A0 53 ALY RR R O 2R BN S ( “ RS ), i N E T R 225 R E ZIRED R
R A TR R (N G e VR DA BB A), TR ORI D 5 R o 410 - 1 48 416 5 28U B T
Wb R (0 e HEBTER), IR SIAE TR S 3 T8, FEORAIE B8R LTt 1Y =3 — B0
(S ERTR), Eg R REE B T I TR

5 FRMEUEARMRLZR

JE DT W AR 7R TR ARG 26 5 PR A ELAR I A RIOL 5 S 1 B e, EAAELUR
JIRRYE, TR AR KRBT LA SGE 5 90 % -

F— WHREAAESHE SEREES AL DA R 2 BET G RN, xR AR K<
TR A IR, HSIA R AR LR B, TRl 26 23 AT 55 v A A 8 AR A F s v AL cdts
JE (W BESST), HEW{FIRE . SRRSO RE s g8 — 421, SRS R R R [14] [15].
UEAh, BUATHIE T 2 K A A B Bl A, Ml DU, st A0 gy 5 rp SRS 1 28 Rk (i o8« ek 5
EFHFEE 2I)XER - 169858 H R AN o ARRBTFUAT 45 5 B SH(VR) BRI & i B S UL 2
PR SERIAET, BRI R R ARHEAL A 15 25 5 2, DA GEAR AT 1 a1 24 28 8 AN R R0 T v (10 3l A T 9%
B

W, BERMRRR P FEIBRAR MR M. MR A MBS . PPOTIRSE BIS 5 1 1 2k 2R D S B 18 20 i)
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MIEEN RS ARUR TR AL, (B =35 Q] (7] B8 G582 SSUESCRF . B, k-1 2541
EEMBRAE . R BREE S 2R T 2 — B (n B ERTR), HARBIR S AT REVR T 2 JE AL 1 BN Ak
JS2s 17 2 = R (U L VETR) AN TR Z G I A M AN T . ARk s P JE R S g (i R IR
A LML SRR KRB U A T AL) 25 6 T S AR DU (90 2% ) AL A% BRAE B AR ok, BCR AT st
BHARN EMRIL ERP)E SLAN FIHL T L A X GE A, TR s A EL R sh A 2 54

H=, BXHERSHSEERT R . WAERZETI ST S, EERIEME S5
TN SAFAE B2 SO bk o i, A SR “ AR ] 5 T RESS AL TR - 1 48 A AN R4S
TR AR 2 SCI (B PT BE SR AL R AA A5 28 VR B 20 i 22 o BN, b P W 2 ) 3 25383 (n Al — e il
WNF DR P e 2B AR ekl - I BBk 4G, (H LA 2 ASE X I B2 00 R AT FHESE . R
R FEES SACXS LEAT T, TR R THB EAA 2 WA Qo e 55 P55 5 15 28 i 22 HAR 2K

B, BAZHMEANMEERRIEAL. WA LRDZHIFRPAERE, HER, BERF LS
Wl B R R, BRI AR E . B TR, IS4 R RE D BE AR R G I AR L AR [18], TS
[ P] R IE I B I R S 2R P R BOE SR o BEAR, AN RS (W A7 1)« LA 7K P K B
i WA P S5 AR B T B TR ) - IS S AN, (HBESRI TR MR R H 5. AR RAEATEH,
NN LR . SO FORAMERNA RS, IF SIS AZ B M DR IME 2 7 AR .

Fdn, NS SEEMEA R IZE . AT U w AR B, BT H A S NS . B
an, PR - S ZIBREN RO RE S ERIE R SR D U AR R R 2, SRS I bk
TR IEPARAL” BZWRZE . RRFTEE N TR RER B, Tk 0w WIS 26 IR 5ik; Bt
WIZR(U I 2N B 5 2% 52 ) U 55 E sl A fim I, 3R T+ 3R 55 P IR 1 48 T 24P 1k

B, MR SRS BRI BT R VG ENET . BIS A SO R R SR AL S5 2 4R IR
o A RME SRR, AR AT B RV SRS TR, VB A 2 b
MR e A LA

SE
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