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BY)—EMPER S E Lo hEA A< RD&E
HR? . CREFLmE . EAMEIIREERY, A
Bl B A RPN BB Y B SEAKR T
ALY B AN RS N B W ) 2 B B 4
(food-gender stereotype), X PP ZIH EI G &2 mx) H
PR NP B9 55 S 5| F1PEA (eg. Mooney et al.,
1994; Vartanian, 2015). [E&h24 35 BIF5¢ & B B 41k
S ZIM B G AE H E SO 5N R ST BYE
S 20 W B G2 an T 52 ma % vh BN PEAN 7 RS A T
2% S0 AR TR I A B Pk ) 2 A B G B kT
NPV B 52 M [B) R, — T3 TE PR 2% R A 6 6 ik
S5 N B PR Bl 0 B BN G AR AE S BRI AR,
I3 —J7 T AL 25 I B B 5 BE ) 4 BE A A 4 s
BRI 2 A ED G NP PEA B S 0]

1.1 ZIHRED S AR ZIHRED S
VERM R B 2 0 SRERED R i A A, 21

W ) 2019-09-18

M BN G 2 ANATTX T e gt S5 HEZH A MR | UL T
B TR R Y TN SN 25 ¥ (Macrae et al., 1996; {1 %,
2015), 1B —Ftt SRR, ZIAREN G A 5t
— PR 8 51 A AR B H D R A A T A R S
1% (Fiske, 2004),

KR ZIN B N 25 1 £ 5 ik At &
LI Z0 AR ER G HUM DR ST A R SO 3 o 36 [ AR
S R Ay i LR AT T 2 ML el I 2 ED 42 4 A (K atz
& Braly, 1933), ZJ5BIZeRkS E R . 5] . 41 .
WOl SR80 B AL SR R ZIAREN R N 258
ZHEMWAE M, 1995 45, Greenwald I Banaji
BT NERZIAEN S (Implicit stereotype)Jf: AL 5E 4
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JR BIAR 225 1R 40k . ZIHR B 5 N 25 B A A 25 A
“RZ7HIAY(Big Two) By 1 25 55 50 R i SCAK L AT
FIMLERFM, TR e NBRIB SR PR NEI T, A
B2 I (warmth) 5 BE JJ (competence) -~ He A
4k B AT N IEM (Fiske et al., 2007; 443K, 2015).
Htl, #1615 Re TR EN G 5 NP (0 B AR 4
JEE FII S AR

P B EASA 5 A AR 1) T AR AR VR 4 43 26
() T 4k 2% (Zarate & Smith, 1990), M5 ZIHEN%
— LA [ P A 2 BRI ) — A o S AR
ENG 2 AT B s PR TEAT R . A RRAE 45 05 T
AR | ZORFEG AR . D2 H IR,
“B RSN, RN ESERARE, AT H
PEIRGRGET, RN (SR 4, 2008; 4k
NG AF, 1999), [ A S A7 78 2 B 1 P s i Z1
WENS (ArifFiz, B, 2005; &, XIHH, 2006).
FWFE E— 25 & A 85 P B R 1) 20 Al B 5
FE R 204 BN b s A7 AE, H B S Ah W
W EAFAE S B BLR (B4R 55, 2001; T35, B
#2006, 2008).

PR A S M ) 2 B B G I DG B A e, BN
A 1 ) 2w e e 31 22040 B 52 B AR IEARY o A
K L Wi AR B RN BE 1 4 BE DRI IR o, 5
AL, B 2 M I S M R N
B, AR LM HE 5 R I VI T R (Park et al.,
2008), T E#H MBI &L, E T B A AE
5 TH G R RE T TR A 2R B4, T X Lot
FETE 25 TR I — A BE 7 B4 0L 220 B B 4 (45 {gk,
FRGERE, 2011); K2EABxt 5 YA 2 T A A
— R BB T 1 P BRI A B 2 D G, X Lo MR AR A
A T % B8 T — R FAIR 14 P B TR A 1 ) 20 A B 42
(GRIR, £3ET7, 2014), SMKRIH, X B MR
“Te i h &, g i 3. HAMER
PR 2 T B, AT 23 B AT 32 R o 1 P AR
RPZARAS— B PR B IE 2AR T 20— B e i, %)
MO —SB M e ) 2R TF 20— 208

Rt — 2 R B, i A7 78 B M 2 AR B 4 25
X AT T BR AT 8 Xl B B 5 8 S A PR
77 A AR K B S (Wol ffhechel et al., 2014; Rocco et
al., 2017; K 55, 2017). W42 M AR
PR ZI AR B G e P iy, AT B AR SEA 4 5
B ZIMR ED G2 25 5 B0 3 19 S8 S0 P fif 22 (Derous
et al., 2015), X i35 TP 7l 2 A 71 1) IR 3 ok 2 35
PR BH S A <R30 (Eagly & Wood, 2012).

1.2 =R IR ED 5 K & N fF 3%

CEWIE AT AL S 32T B8 A AP PEAf
REHAEEEZMER, BA S 0REMMEEN M A
5 (Murcott, 1983; Vartanian et al., 2007). 7E
ANPPEE, AR a5 RTE—i
(Thomas, 2016), UL, £ 908 5 208 B0 4 52
AL O I AT R T . SR 2 ED S 2 R
MTXTEY, BIEEWRA . SYHEA % mRE
A 1 5 20 Mg EN 42 (Vartanian et al., 2007).

] A1 2 35 2R A1 i R0 P BRI 92 07 1 X i
WIZIAREN G AT T WIE0T9E . SR T A Fe e 7 =L
5T & Pl (Cavazza et al., 2015; Mooney et al., 1994),
AT R B A B, <hels Fed4- Iz k>
SRR B, MY BSRKR T BEA L
PEACKE BT, A0 Whimh 2 0 A PE R B R
F A o A B ot Lt B H.
T/ ERHERAE R Y, i P e 22 5 vk
BYHERK . EXIMNEHEER B Y)(Cavazza et al.,
2017; Drake et al., 2017; Mooney & Lorenz, 1997),
TG AN R Y TR R A 22 AL S AR
1 (Greenwald et al., 2002), G WF5EK FH P &7 %)
B 2R BN R 31T TR % . Rozin 5§ A (2012)
A5 FH P9 BRI AELIN 56 (TAT) & B8 AT A7 76 BH 8 1) 55
H5W., WSRO HNRKY; HA%HE Kimura
EN(2009, 2012)R A SUJH Sh52 56 & B, M2 2%
HF (s FELE L EY RS2, B
WA FAE B AL E W )5 2l I 2 ) I I L I 35
TAME R (LB FETR I EY R IE R
0, BB FELECEYENEZENR), B
P AN TEAE L 22 5 (Kimura et al.,, 2009, 2012;
Rozin et al., 2012), XKW N EY)
(ESHIEAYTREIE

B WPE N 2 M BN R AFAE — 5 ) R SOk 25 57 o
Schosler % AN (2015)%faf 2 B H RN . ff 227 + H
B2 NI B N2 1 B W o P e~ K oY F P
gitae, SR R EE A R E B R
Y, WZ RSB N, BN R RO
M SO 22 5, A LY b fr 22 AR 2 P ELA, A
o= N WY NI = W S I R S R oS R A i K
2SR, T Y b A =2 NP S AR 2 A ) 22 S A6
W5, PR RV, AT R W B PR
S AR 400 W 5 B W R RE A DG, g R A
{8 R B F S s AR I & 12 SRR A 48 53 2R 6
(Oakes, 2004; Vartanian et al., 2007),
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S DT R T N BRI AR I 45 (TAT) A1 5 i X
Jea e =C7E 38 EA H ARE T A3 T B 2k
EN%, (HJE M HE & J 1% P B2 o6 R P-AN 2 (Implicit
Relational Assessment Procedure, IRAP)7E N B F 5%
7 T ELAT T = AR o IRAP MK F TE R L5
R, (BYE TAT B 20w R BN B =22 224 i

RARES, HORBREEHERR 1A B B Bt i 52,

WD T AR ZE T R 2SR A T, RS B
FIE B R R L5 . 5 1AT Ak a shiE AN ],
IRAP HHRE T fp R A9 45357 N B2 75 B (Barnes-Holmes
etal., 2010; Finn et al., 2018; FEiili, EHI, 2009),
I, KA IRAP PRl o 5 A 56 P9 e & 4 il )
MER G BN S A5 0 R L

B ) 20 M B 5 5% e P DEAN i L A Y
FERE YA, MEREE TR
EN4 4 P (Cavazza et al., 2015; Gal & Wilkie, 2010;
Pliner & Chaiken, 1990). {5l 40 A i 1] F-2E 4% 5 P
I BN G AH— S0 B T ke e A — B0 B ) (White &
Dahl, 2006); Jf77E HA I F 0, £F5 29PN
20 A T I 1 55 A 2 i b R s R S Y B8 1 AR
LA HF 2N (Higgs & Thomas, 2016); 45 4 &
52 BN R, B T 2 RISk 4E T L
e ES 47K (Nath, 2011; Pohlmann, 2014), #] L,
BN 2R ED R ABAE S A IRIE S @ S T
Ho B Ao 35 T2 0ME O #) MMM &
Yo M 2 ER G NP s, R BTN R
WELDRENEMWANL LGSR N EWES B 7S
(Vartanian, 2015), Wa<ZcPEAb" &9 N Ebiz <5 P
1B W & F L b (Mooney & Lorenz, 1997;
Stein & Nemeroff, 1995), HIEEHBEMIEY S
TEHEGE TR AN, YA T WL
ALY Y 2ot 23 1k N ve 45 3 ok (Hoyt et al.,
2003; Mooney & Lorenz, 1997; Rothgerber, 2013),
JFEARE &, L LB ERBOA y B T4
Y 5 B 5| 7194 (Mooney et al., 1994; Vartanian
etal., 2007), CA T BRI T & WM 5 204k Ep
SAEVE B AR 5| Iy sg ), 25 T2
TNHTR R, B M 200 B G 6 AATTR AS
FHE 1 PEH 52 el () FE R A 58 75 280k % b o
1.3 #MRBMEiZIT

EAMIFIE I T B 2R EN S, HEPE )y
BV LR EAAE—E 2, “REUERR T
E YA 2 By 2t . v sefbrh
AL 3 4E SRR D A B R s R A

ALY AR T & i KR L Y
FI7K 4 (Mooney & Lorenz, 1997), 1 E A 27 H
HEYER ZI MBS 7 v [ W L £ 4 2% AU S A
TP BRI R S T 2 A A
I D i i B e

BYVER ZINR BN R AEAE SN B 5 N R A 2 T,
[ Sh 25 oK AT Fig SUR shia o8 & B9 3 1
NG BRI EEA — S Bfi e —E e, mHYS
PRI 28 S EAEARDC o Fl T ) e MR 0 Z0 A BN S
B 2R BN th R R ¥ s, R4,
BN A 5 P B 2 1 ) 2 Al B 5 2 A AT
PR 22 57 B PRI ZI AR B 502 A X N B
P SR R R, A EHRMNER? X
WIRAN R R R WA R, b, A5
B UCK B IR AL i) IRAP PN B2y U 58 9 ik
S ZIHR BN 4

FE T A0 W ) 20 B B G 4 A0 5 ) R
B, AR DA N H R AR HESR, 3i 0 PR
5T g =N Ah S 5 P R P 5 2 A B
ZNEE B NP B 5200 o A5 1 U008 1 PR A~ 52
59, R IR iR 4 L Gk Sl SR 8l
ZEE AR BAFAEIN B AN B il ZI AR BN 42 ;
WG 2 #E— 2L Tm A S SEE, 530l SR AR B8 S 4 vk
N B 56 2 PRAS 72 (IRAP) AN i A PN a2 i il
T TR M 0 2 A R S — B0 B AR AR TE A
1%, BE AL AT

2 WG 1: B2 E S N %
H It

21 X 1A: SMNEBEVEIZIREIZNE
211 #WHxRAH

Sy 1A BTEES S ESURE RN, AR
JE TR B W1 0 20 B0 52 N 25 B L 3 25 5
212 ®WRAE

(DH#X

ARWFFEAH ] G*power 3.1 /4 (Faul et al., 2007)
PRI A A =, N B E R 0.25, o BEE N
0.05, TFHE5 R E, R T k5] 0.95 MEiHRL ],
o ILTE 2L 36 £ 9k, SLPRIFSE 230 £ 8B 1
95 4, LMk 135 4%), ‘FHFR M =24.64 5, D =
8.95 %,

(2)EIi% it

K 2(BGRER . BAE vs. k) x 2(HFnTE S -
B vs. o) x 28PEME . BELL vs. o tEAL)
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RAwTE, Hrgilm: n o gl 22 &, Hhstka)
e ol N s &, KA E e 5
PR A 4 5B PR AL B A e ML B RO R

(3)LBa#4

S it 555 96 T ] (B B AR BN ) 1)
G BRI DIRZARE: #1355 50 Z280X(F
P25 %, &tk 25 2), iR H s A~ E s
KIZHTEPIR 5 DNt E Rz Y, AR5
PREB IR BT 4 R YL 29 Fh, Hrh SR
BYA 14 Fh, Lk EY 15 f, GlnG. 2)5
UEBYBE: R 5E 550 52 e (B 22 44, otk 30
2, FEAEE M = 22.60 5, SD = 3.92 %, L8k
F Wi 2 B Befk BT R X e 2 B Ak . ok
ek Eh e, &EITRBREYNEEL.
PEAE AT TR PEA e, 4300k B HE 2 SERT Y S FP S
bW s M ttb g, Hd, By h.
. MU R AR RERCE PR A 4 i)
. 98.08%, 84.62%, 80.77%, 65.38%, 59.62%); &
PIEEY R WAc. PR, 4. Byt SR (Lt
B3390 . 92.31%, 92.31%, 88.46%, 76.92%,
76.92%)c 3)VEMT BB BB uE B B e Y 10 A
B2 FREEALHESE D PO 0 R R, 48 S0k
RN Z KRR E FIAA B /s LT &9,
FH 7 SIS Q=AEE A ER, T=EE ER), B
CEMHNZIBREN S ) A4

(4RI IE

ik 230 APAEE (BN ZIR IS ) F4,
S8 U A TS S A I
213 #ER

B\, X ETIA A B 55 R L M i 55 PR AL
BY ML E YRR S TR FEAS t g, 45
WEY, ATAKMH Tt y, 540 b
B, Mt T By, LM E R
PR, BARGE R IR 1,

RIG, XIHOX B YR E Y S oM B Wi O
U R B SR A AR TR 25 S A TS A t R, 4
R, Bl e AT B L
KBEER B AR L2 KR SR Lk
ey . Lt KREESRAEAEY LI

HIPE I AAFAEE A 2ZE 5 (p = 0.43; p = 0.28; p =
0.92), HAE“AMTNH B 12 KB sk« ik
BYr—ui b, M RO 2 (95% CI[0.39, 0.98],
t=4.64, p<0.001, Cohen's d = 0.61), HJ 5 iz
TEX—I FPEsr g EM = 3.83, SD = 1.17) 3%
BT al(M = 3.15, SD = 1.05), Bl &«
PR IA R B R e B .

214 g

T 35 T R 42 1k A n) 2 vk S B T
T NATTA Sk S T A S 2R B G P A R A T
WM, Bl BEEa s B 2 e A,
HABATIA R 55 M0 O 4o 53 MR A B 0 (o s L R
FRL R R, HEERGZEeey anys
2. MR . B, &), A, RTOREME
S ) B M I 2 Al B R ) o3 Wik A BR, 5B PR
ENE e i W R R =R e X A S P Y 1]
MU, R T o A e A < T M e 4 5
LB ZINEN %, (HAH T gk, 55 Mk
WEA R B E R B X — R
22 X 1B: AREWHEINZIREI KNS
221 HWMEE/

SUE 1B BTEH LT ESURE ST, AMTEN
FZTAE SR A EYER 2R R LR L %%,
222 WRAZE

(DH#X

[FSEE 1A, S50 1B Jr s M iipkilahy 36
2, TP SE 45 A RPUCE R AR K= A, L fE B
FERR T 20% 8K 3 44, JF I BB o BN 14
1 &, BIEASER 41 OB 18 4, Ltk 23
), FHEAER M=19.71 ¥, SD=1.83 %,

Q)L it

KA 2R . B vs. AobE) x 200 L —5k
P —F vs.A—E0) x 2(B 4t B vs. o)
IR A SR T Horpplalv: By pl it A &, 1
SC—FCHER B BRI g AR i, PR AR o R
Y SN B

(3)LIa 1t

£ % Kimura % A (2009) e ay #F 5%, i
E-prime 2.0 % il “if A shii 2087 o Zn iy &

x1 BEMTHERFEEHELEYMXELREMEENEIFER t LK

- 2 Al M D 95% CI t Cohen's d
5B Y 4 1.88 1.48 [1.69, 2.08] 19.26% % 1.81
peg =y Ines -2.24 1.50 [2.43, —2.05] —22.71 %% 2.13

He M= KO B (O B A & P R B -5 () M dr L AL B RR B *p < 0.05 **p < 0.01 ***p < 0.001 (R [/)
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AN WERBOASTA NP 2R BN 4,

BUEACEYIE S5, B 544 7 0 S0 I B

YR B IR sha, B ot 4% 0 s s
ko BRF R RS SR SE s 1 AR FIAY 5 R
RUB VAN 5 AR L Ak W A FR,  H e Sy g
IR MR L M2 745 5 A, 2l i iR
ML ZFPE, Hh B s h. Mok,
BOXIBRE D BRA . T—U; BTN B
fif. WISCHE . B ERM . BB kAR 5 34
Z (B 15 4, Mage=23.03 3, SD = 2.20 )ik Xt
fT A 4 FRPE R B (=T H B B k&5, 7=1k
AR L NERA F) AT E, SRRV A B AT
B AL PE (M = 1.35, 1.29, 1.85, 1.82, 1.97)¥) &k
ZNTHAIE 4, ps < 0.001, FIrA ZoPE4 15
LIS (M = 6.62, 6.44, 6.50, 6.65, 6.85) L KT
4, ps < 0.001, HFBIABEFE PRk 1) 2 72 A 5
(LOMER T

HARmE, 58—, g2 iEshin,
SR B0 B brin), BOR B B Ar i) i 17 i 6
N HAPFEE BT, BB HAEYE 2
MBMZT, SR EY s R 2T
TEWEUA—FFT, BB b ey s 28tk
HF, SRS EY R R B AT T
P B A B A R 22, IESUSEER AT IS block,
TEEE— block 1, WX &4 Tk D #, Bk
2 K 75 F— block W, & 2| otk 4 7k
K 4, BH BT D, FRLREIE 100
MRIK, SEE AR TE TR R 2, B
P 4e b s S, Je SRR N R . AN Y
mEEmE 1,

+ RIE R =T S N
500 ms 500 ms 50 ms

Hinid
B

B i SOR s 2

(4)Eemiz

PG BB L g = HE TSR, LR R
g, FRIE T, Bl SR As R iE kT
SN, LIRSS UG YA TN A R .

LR S B N X & — R E PR AL S, A F)
LT, H¥e D 4, AR B MLT, ik K4,
RE ST E AR R, e EARSE NGRS B,
223 #R

AT 28R . B vs otE) x 2008 X —E

PE: —B vs A—F) x 2(BEM: BIE vs.Zotk)
R IT 20801, BREM, L —BE 5
MR 58 BLAE L W3 (An &l 2), F(1,39)=4.17,p=
0.05, 2= 0.10, HAE I F AL, ps > 0.05, i
— AT TR BN S BT A B, 2 ) Sk e
AR AE A — BT 1 B B I 25 KT — 85,
95% CI [4.68, 21.80], p = 0.004; fij 24kl 51 g 5
PERE, p=0.74, RIS M7 P AR ST 18 S5 0 Fsf
To E xR

5
600 | K
550 |
=
& 500 -
1
450 -
400
B ks

Bl 2 3h 2k 5 g ) 52 B A 1A

224 g

K A S ghya 206 ih B SO R AT
e 22 T Y B0 M O 20 AR BN R N 25 AT I IS B,
A LR TE R 3 &2 W v Fn H A 44 18 A
— BT H bR A 0 SR B S, 5B Rk
PX PG O o 4G 18 SR 37 20 52 9032 5 0 SE 56
1A BYZER, AUPFEHEN, R otk A 4
MM R ZIREN S, BHE R A SN &
YIS 2R ER G

3 WF5E 2. BRI ZIARED R XA
A

31 LI§ 2A: SNERYMRIRIMRED 3 AWIT
kA
311 WxEE®
SR 2A BETOORZTURIRL RSN R AR
FIVRE 7 W5 A4 B2 2% 2812 Wy Ml 20 B ER 2 %8 A ) F
By 52 .
312 WMIRA®E
(DH#IL
[FISEE0 1A FISZES 1B, SEE0 2A Frds Bk
N 36 £, FPRiEEE 208 (R 84 &4, &
124 8), FEEHR M=23.76 %, D =5.15 % .
(2)EWiZ it
KR 2R ER . B ovs.2r) x 2tk —Fk
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vs. R—30) x 206850 B vs. R AWT, H
ol B o g ) A b, ZAR A R G 53] Sk 2H Y
Arte, AR R AAERE )« TG X PR A4 B
PIPE I Z B 2 75— B SR HEA T N E o 1 5385

(3)SELa#F44

VRS EG 1B Hf (i FH A SR 55 /A P 44 45
N(E—YL. BRI | skaAe), S 51k
AL E YA R (I . 2R RS . A0 T4l
B Gl S E A AR, e AR 5 4 S AR O
LY s A L Y F+ AR L B B
P 591 Z AR — SRR SR (R 8 I 43 iz 4= A,
B X el S I AR, IBAE), <HLAL S
P 24 -+ R L P Al W e R A M 4 -
B & A & YPE A ZI A — B X e i (R
“CE—HlE Iz ERS, WA R IR Rz AR A,
U)o SRJE LB A S o BB DT PSR EE VAN
B 2O S — S0 A, P S 4R S
NPT B TR L TS R I Bk 1 Fof
FEET R IR, eI 4R AR XTGBT “A1E
1S N VY| RN < T £ < S 3 B W R R T
PEMT (Fiske, 2018), ¥IRH 7 S0F4(1 = dEHA
A1 EARRE, 7= AFFHAE/EE ).

(4L FE

LB B W S 2B BN 5 2 R — B X &2
HATIIE SR AN, S8 BUS RIS
313 #R

B, BT AAE R RE 1 9 4 B A R
VEOr B BB AR Ry s G RIRE K15 43 . R
FHECXTRRAS ¢ K6 56 Eb el aloxt & 4 v ) 2 s 75 —
T (L) R G RE T KOF I PR 22 5 (WL 2),

Herp B0 20 Ml — BOB PE R BE 1K (M = 5.05,
SD = 0.94) P B3 T IIE K- (M = 4.85,

SD = 0.92), ZIMR—BLHEHMEKTEM = 5.15,
SD = 0.91) & m THEJIK (M = 4.64, SD = 0.93),
ZIMAS— B PR G KF-(M = 5.00, SD = 0.95)
W TRES/K (M = 4.44, SD = 1.05), ZiA—

B MERMBESIKFEM = 5.07, SD = 0.93) ¥ & T
B KM = 4.91, SD = 0.89), #:#, RAIM T FE
At K SR E XS PR A R, 255 kB
M A AR DAY 20 B — B R D B AR AR 2
5£(95% CI = [0.02, 0.53], t=2.12, p = 0.04, Cohen's
d = 0.30), ELARFKIN 5B ML 2 b — 8o
RE S PEp i T Ao, RN F AR E,

FeJa, AT 2R . B vs L) x 2k -
—H vs A=) x 20 B vs. ) E RN
T2, B SOAAE G . BE LYY
P 0 2R S 75— B PR L P AT o X I B
Brag e, g i 00 B 2, F(1, 206) = 5.45,
p = 0.02, ny = 0.03, XFZMEHNS %M k38 B AR
%, F(1, 206) = 13.14, p < 0.001, n; = 0.06, HAxM
BB B3, ps > 0.05 X 38 B A 47 ] BAsi iy
TG R, WA 2 b — 25 M IS K (M =
4.85, SD = 0.92)IFHr i E AR T ZI A A —BOH %
(M =5.01, SD = 0.95), Tl ZHx— 2k 2 1 B i 7K 7
(M = 5.15, SD = 0.91)FYPFEM It 3 = T ZI AR A —
HL MM =4.91, SD =0.89), XFHE S1PEM 123 B v
KB, XFGPER ROV B3, F(1, 206) = 12.15, p =
0.001, n; = 0.06, ZIHxfbF5Lny ¥, F(1, 206) =
5.11, p=0.03, 0} = 0.02, XF G515 ZHfb =g HAE
&3, F(1, 206) = 72.93, p < 0.001, n; = 0.26, H
AIEO T YA R, ps > 0.05, % 58 HAEF #E17 & 8
BN AT JE R (A 3), B Zi R — 5 1 Y fig
FI7KF-(M = 5.05, SD = 0.94) I i &8 T2k
A—F B (M = 4.44, SD = 1.05), ZIHR—BLtEm
AE SR (M = 4.64, SD = 0.93)iTH B K T %)
WA —E LM =5.07, SD =0.93),
314 itig

TS UE R A, 28 2A SRITISMNE
IERE IR K, oA & Y 24 B
%, HARRIAEW T AT : (DS, Btk
RAE G BB 2 M ER S 1Y 53 BE 1K P e T
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B T HE R 20% 980K 6 44, A B 1 B
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K 20 E R B vs. o) < 206 S )
B vs AotE) x 2ZfE: —E vs A—ED)IR A1
T, Hrb gl ) o 20 ) A8 s, 28R Ak R G 4 51
R N AR R, PR i B TE N B DG RIEAL R T
(IRAP)HY W Hif

(3)E I At

HPE Barnes-Holmes %5 A (2010)Fr i a4 o 5%,
{8 ] E-prime 2.0 %l B 5¢ R VAL FR P (IRAP) . B
BLFE A AAT 55 FUARAH AT 55, 82t b s wl il AE I Fb
A 55 v 6 0 R AN AR e 22 18] 9& FR A T

IO s, A B P PR AS E

TEARS Y, BAREEE 4 DR, ahl%E
B0 1 1 P 53] 200 i P R TS P T P B R R
TP, BB TE A SRR Y o DL PEIVIE D
PR R, R Sy B R SRR/ PR A RS e
&5, BFriEN 5 DTG IR 5 A TH R 1]
(Fiske et al., 1999), J¢Z&ia] Ay «[m 2 Fl« R0, i
o B S S 4G B AL AT O R W, RO 1 Sy
TR Wz ARG 1) B TGS + BB 1) B BRI S
TR P X I8 I A ] e B [l &2, 4% D B, ]z
W SO, 5 KGRI 2 SRE00 1 R %FAH I
BEAFE P HALHE 2 1 ZR T BHAN 4 S 1E 2 SE AR
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FU 1 FF4s, AR BRI 1 RIAR I 2 e, O —
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W HEAREHRR IR, TR, % D &, WA F
TR IS I 2 PR R BR] 7, Bl R De A =z
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FRNE I SN IS AT R X FEAS ¢ A 90 A AR A t A
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ZIMIE T — B B PE-RE T o B AT IR t
R, b R A — 305 1 B R fE 7 ] S5 I s
(M 5 = 1522.12, SD = 367.31; M s & = 1527.76,
SD = 366.19)FIIE L AE J118] SO F (M s = 1527.15,
SD = 371.36; M % = 1524.93, SD = 374.97), K3
PR 2H [ 0 A 2 25 s T Rz 5 — 3
PR (T A8 ) 6 77 18] SR B, R A s g s 38 AT e 3
225 o RMSTFEAS t K0 55 % 5¢ 4 FE G0 T Sz iy
HIPEN 22 5, &I MR MR SO i) RN 22
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—HOR TR -5.02 19.88 —1.64 [-11.22, 1.17] 0.11 0.01
AN — R —TH 2.83 93.87 0.20 [26.42, 32.98] 0.85 0.01
— BB AN — SR -5.63 21.36 -1.71 [-12.29, 1.02] 0.10 0.02
—BOE A —FH 2.22 95.56 0.15 [-27.56, 32.00] 0.88 0.01
S AE
— HORR T A% -1.51 14.03 —0.69 [-5.94,2.92] 0.50 0.00
AN BB TR -6.70 19.39 -2.21 [-12.82,-0.59] 0.03 0.02
— B A — SR 1.65 19.61 0.54 [—4.54, 7.83] 0.59 0.00
—BOH A —FH -3.55 15.64 -1.45 [—8.49, 1.39] 0.15 0.01
T PE-fE
— SR T -21.71 132.38 -1.10 [-61.48, 18.06] 0.28 0.06
AN BB T AR -0.12 13.59 -0.06 [-4.20, 3.97] 0.95 0.00
— SRR A — SRR -0.93 18.43 -0.34 [6.47, 4.61] 0.74 0.00
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I
— BT AR -3.65 24.27 -1.02 [-10.86, 3.56] 0.31 0.01
AN — R —TE 0.86 14.72 0.40 [-3.51, 5.23] 0.70 0.00
— BB — R — SR -0.68 21.07 -0.22 [-6.93, 5.58] 0.83 0.00
— B AR — 2R 3.83 14.02 1.85 [-0.34, 7.99] 0.07 0.01
ZINE B —B B E-IE . EE iRl 2, MR ZIMER 4

R Z AR — SO M 00 AR BRI ] S R B (M s
1528.21, SD = 441.07) RN B HE TR S B AT (M £ 5
1529.71, SD = 442.44)% 4 B & 25, BZMRA—
BB MBS IE R B (M s = 1526.56, SD =
439.07) N B B 17 S W I (M 5= 1533.26, SD =
447 3AFFE R FEZESE, p = 0.033, VA AT B
AR ZINCAS — BT PET I 2R AR — B
FEUR (I AR ) FR IS 1) S o7 B 80 A b 35 2 55 O BB AS
TETEPES 22 5 (p = 0.429, p = 0.415, p = 0.427, p =
0.397), BV 551 L 1t 381 5% 0 M A — 350 58 P g A
FETEN R ZIMED 4 .

ZINE B —B L ME-RE )1 . B iRl 2,
RIMZIMUR S — B MR RE TR BT (M 5 =
1443.76, SD = 347.49; M & = = 1444.69, SD = 349.65)
FITE A BE F1 1R I WS (M s = 1465.47, SD = 370.87;
M s 5 = 144481, SD = 346.38)IK A B FH 5, %l
M — B PR R (T %) B 18] AN A AS — 35 Lo PR
e CTH B ) BE 7 1] S I i Y2 A B 25 55 4 R OL R
PR Y S B e K T otE(p = 0.001, p =
0.015, p=0.002, p = 0.002), 4333 5 &9l ny
N7 A A TECAEAS t A5G, 8 USRI,
R 55 P 0 L e X 2R 2 A — B M R e T AN TR

IR — B g . R Rt 2,
K IRZIM I 5 — B MR A RS 1] S W B (M s =
1401.45, SD = 352.42; M 5 x = 1402.13, SD =
351.10)F19H B BRI i8] S5 B B (M = 1405.09, SD =
354.42; M 55 = 1401.27, SD = 350.33)I% A B & 2=
S5 B MR — B2 PR AR (I A ) FA I 3] N 22 Al AN — 2K
2 PR (T AR FA T0) B i IV A I 35 22 5 4 Fb
TEOLT 55 M Y s v s it 3508 T e M (p = 0.003,
p=0.003, p=0.004, p=0.003), 4% 5B Wity
J R B 4 SR T RO A t K g, 55 PRt i
— B T 1) T AR AV 1) SN B S 2 T Z AN
— B R IE R R SO, p o= 0.015, BIAHLL
TZIMA —B e, Bl N BREEA <2 Lot
TUINFACE B 2R BN 42, 1 Lo X 2B A — B L
PRGN EAE N R 2R BN S .
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AWFFEE AR EA 2T =T, S22
AR P BRIERT T B WVE ZIAR ED R N2, A
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i g7/ Li S EIL TP SOPNCY/ b ST
A58 S BT X AN [ B 4 3 2 A B G — B 1Y
FBEOME 4 BAKEREA AN RR PR, B2
WA —ECE A AR BA RSN o 188 % AN
T ANIXT P 2R DR A B, i T AW
P SURAYBIESE, T X AT B R ENR AT B B
A —E BN E
41 BYWMHERLIREDKREISNE K A R R

S 1A B ISR 5 Al 5
PEACEWI(ET . MU RN R RER)AT 5 B
RV (WI 2% . R 20 RO D),

P B HPOAR SN B YN 2R EN SR, S5RE M,

EHE ST, BRI EA < e a5 v
CEY), Ltmed LB Yo S Y %)
WENG . B FE RIS, WEER
B — S BAESEEE . W03
PR, B ] R e 5] g,
BHPAEM Z <R —DF N (Rozin et al,
2012; Rothgerber, 2013). 1A SCALAE H 7 A& K,
ARk 5A Crst s sh 20 LB v, Hikrh
EAE L SCfbrh, <l 5B R BK R L R
Y EZ N YOR A, X AT RS Lo P TR )
IF T SR IO SR AT 5 . WIFFE R, S mT LAl K
JRIE DMV ZE JE 1 (Tryon et al., 2015), TiiZcH7E
FEJPIRZE T 25 58 Z W B S BE 1) B 1) (Zellner et al.,
2006), XEfFRE T HESUET, “EHErSehtrz
] Y B AR R AR o WP UEASBI TR, & W) Z R B
G et K R ST BT 9 Ak 3 AR R 2R
HrEy, S s o B B R0 — A S i
Hh, AR S, il Y, R 2 R
K S, Lok 2 R AR s AR R L W 1
ZIBRENR A — R . Sz, BRI ER AT L
BBt o Y o I B, A AR A R 3
BN ZIMREN S

SR, SEH 1B PN BRIE R B S g 45 R A
R, TENRZET, BA L MEReA 2P m 2k e
Ko —JH, MESHTERE, AMTTEEYNita
WX T LM BT EAE SR

(Pliner & Chaiken, 1990), P itt, AIxt 5 M im0 75,

I W S A D R B R 2 A 5 N
RREt:; 5 —Jrm, WSCeMER, A SR
FERIR, WY 2 5 2 ML A 3 (Galinsky et
al., 2013; Johnson et al., 2012), Ti#H EHE ZIHAE
Xof B 55 22 A A M AR AT 5% 1 1 SOk DT s (B B B,
2012), HAEMEARE CEZR, LI E T
RS ERh, SXF R A5 AT Lot b
SIZIMR EP AR, B e S e — R Ak S fk
(Hofstede, 2008), iXFpZe Ak SCAL e 2k & |,
AREZ S E0R E AR IR & m otk fb . Rk, B
TEN B2 TR BB SR 2N EN G Ak,
BB B0 () AN B 7 M (precarious manhood, Vandello
et al., 2008), B 53¢ B (5 ZARAG 1Y, Rt T
fif B A 45 SR i —FP AT GEPE . Pohlmann (2014)%5 i,
FVEZ T LA A S Rl AR AR A 2,
kb o xt H B AL B 4R T Sk B, T
H T ARAF XN B Ry, BT R
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WFoE 2 KB, ShEJEE, AT EYHENZ
M — B0 M 4 R 1 KOF B T B W B 2 AROR — 3
M, R KPR F & W B 2O — 35058 1,
W ) 2 A — B M B B KO T W )
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P B2, 5P A e R P B AR
AR — TR A 2R AP . X5 AR
T ) 22 M B G RN £ 4 v ) 2R i B G A A v ) 22
S REE AT S (Cavazza et al., 2015; A&, XIJHH,
2006). X—Z5FAT LA LT JLAS 5 T ok L
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RE T IRIAAG >, Lo PR RAE AR e 1 i Z0 AR B4
(FEFE %, 2016) ST BRI, GES 2 B PEM
FERET, AN D, Y2 B A A A
X AT, PR b2 45 30 BE RS " TEA
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WA VERF A AR L T8, TR e 275 31w
IREE 1 B PR o A SRR ED R 43 B i 5T
AR I ZIRR B, AT AR HTRIA T2 A4
77 T A S ZI M AR (Plaks et al., 2001). FEAWF
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ZIEREAT A B I PE B AR T, R R BRAIG T X
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15T B T & W PE B ZI AR A — 305 1 e J1 K P88
RN, Bt LAAAE I M2 2 16 HHRE ACF 1 2F
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RAE AP RAR, AMTTA B 1 X5 H A8 1 K F B PF
P LLIR BB AP b A DR, AR AN R,
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— B, BESIKPAR T ZIRA — B Ltk
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Mg, BV el O W S 2 p oA — 3505
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#4n]—2 (Eagly et al., 2020; Hentschel et al., 2019).
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WAEAB g, BIMEBEER T ey, A
WIFRFEACKT I RE 1 PE A o BEAR, iR Z5 Atk —
A RO T R 1 PR AR SCAR X N (AT
EIRBEEAS R, XA3EH L 5 r 1 H %)
MR ENG A BTl 58, YR RS B S0 R WA
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fili o A BT BI ZI R ED R N A T
1717 0 45 ) 2 P S el 55 B i) 22 A B G 8
AP E RS E, IR P A A RE AR T AR AEA BA
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T VR N B RIS P (IRAP), N EROC &
S5k 77 B 5 BT B WM ) 2 B 7 — 2R
AN EN AT, AN T P e AR I 56 458 F) << )
PWESASEE, TR A T AT TR <208 N RS L

B =, SRR S B, AW S R YR
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“You were what you eat”: Food gender stereotypes and
their impact on evaluation of impression

ZUO Bin, DAI Yuee, WEN Fangfang, GAO Jia, XIE Zhijie, HE Saifei

(School of Psychology, Research Center of Social Psychology, Central China Normal University,
Key Laboratory of Adolescent Cyberpsychology and Behavior, Ministry of Education, Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract

Interpersonal evaluations refer to people’s perception of someone and how they judge personalities based
on existing information. Recent research has focused on food gender stereotypes and their effect on impression
evaluations. However, past studies on food gender stereotypes were mostly conducted within Western cultural
context, while few studies were based on non-Western culture, and unsystematically only focused on the
impressions of sexual attractiveness, personal qualities, or masculinity/femininity. Therefore, this study
examined whether food gender stereotypes exist in the Chinese cultural context while investigating these
stereotype effects on impression evaluations based on the Big Two model, which provided a good theoretical
basis and measurement index. We hypothesized that the Chinese also held food gender stercotypes and had
different impression evaluations on individuals consistent or inconsistent with food gender stereotypes of
different genders. To test these hypotheses, we performed two separate studies. In total, 788 participants were
recruited online and 132 through advertising on campus. Study 1 comprised examining whether participants held
explicit and implicit food gender stereotypes using open nomination, self-reporting, and semantic priming
paradigms. Study 2 involved measuring participants' evaluation of competence and warmth on individuals with
given food gender stereotypes using questionnaires and Implicit Relational Assessment Procedures. Results
revealed that both genders held the explicit food gender stereotype of “men like masculine food and women like
feminine food,” but only women held implicit food gender stereotypes. Additionally, participants reported higher
evaluations for competence and lower evaluations for warmth on men who were consistent with the food gender
stereotype, while for women who were consistent, participants thought they were warmer but less competent.
Implicitly, both genders held stereotyped evaluations that inconsistent men were warmer. In conclusion, this
research explored and examined the unique content of food gender stereotypes in the Chinese cultural context,
which deepens the understanding of food gender stereotypes and contributes significantly to the field of
cross-cultural food gender stereotypes. Furthermore, we creatively combined our study purposes with the Big
Two model and systematically investigated people’s evaluation of individuals with consistent/inconsistent food
gender stereotypes in two aspects, which has important implications for future research.
Key words food-gender stereotype, implicit association test, semantic priming paradigm, implicit relational assessment

procedures, warmth-competence, impression evaluation





