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1 35l

P50 i WL (Sexism) S 3 T 51 22 R S AR
FRANNIERE, o Ftt o0 B T KW e fr
Allport (1954) 1“4 UL J2 — R S IS B2 1Y 18 7
(Glick & Fiske, 1996; Glick et al., 2000), 4 5l WL
F T A S B S PEVR AN L {2 Glick F1 Fiske
(1996) 171 ] [77 st BfF 5% & BB, %of 2z M 114 2 0 Wz AIK
FAF R R AR R . BT 0B EL
P RE J1 SRR, — 1 20 ) b 7] 55K IR R %,
U T 1) Wt A A L T, BV Lk ) B A A T
B FNRRAR (8 I PEAN 515 28 1 S 36 . I At AT
B o & 550 WL B8 (ambivalent sexism theory,
AST), $& th g 445 SCAURN A 5 BT P O TR 7 0K
P ) A DA AN A 5 X 2 A% 6 4 £ B 1 Lo Mk T IR
W, WAE XSGR L E
T I 2 B 1 — PR V9 T 1T DX 43 A W 2 ) s
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(hostile sexism, HS) %% & 1 514 . (benevolent
sexism, BS) (Glick & Fiske, 1996; Glick, Diebold,
Baileywerner, & Zhu, 1997); ‘Ef17ER — &S |
2 [F B FEAE AU B AR SR &, 43 S04 1) %o
A e ) Sy €0 KLY 3 B <R 2 NI DA <
N>, DI 4R R AR 2 4574 (Glick et al., 1997;
Sibley & Wilson, 2004; Glick & Fiske, 2001), X —¥f
VBV M b R 7S AN T TR A LAY R A, 2
S 35 B DA BB Iz Ok

e TR g LS AE — 28 IR E b Aot
B2t A PR 51 70 A% G 1 1) R €8 08 o b S
HR4IE Glick Fl Fiske (1996)F 4 (478 J& 145 i I 12t
(ambivalent sexism inventory, AST), 3 & 51 WL 1K)
DBEZER AL EACAUR I (protective paternalism), P
il 2 5 H #M(complementary gender differentiation)
F1 5 25 % (heterosexual intimacy) ="NEE . F5H
T TR A M AR RO R A
AFCIR TR ZE 1 | BRI 2 X R 5 < S 4 i
T ZIBIE 5, JF X G X se f @I &
LT BURAT A (Glick et al., 1997; 2000), AT
T M A 5 SR ) M ke L I A
% (Glick & Fiske, 2001), 5T £ F 42 FH AST
1R GO0 G VIR UL AE £ 2 BE R T KT 22
S RIBRRR BT, DL 5 TR 2P i A R PE A
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KRG (MEE, BMREIE, 2007), HHCHCEE 5 R
T, 35 M O D0 IR 9% b 9 S R A RN AT Bl IR
AT A ME DL B R B S e L, T ) o M
(Barreto & Ellemers, 2005), XF M AlF 57 & 148 Hi 2
M, 3G R i L 1 B A %8 e K RS o8 T
£ HZE” (Jackman, 1994), 44 PEXE LA R B
JW AR X (Glick & Fiske, 1996; Glick, et al., 1997;
2000; Barreto & Ellemers, 2005), T4k, Kimsk
UERTF 98 %5 48 T 3% 725 M 51 0 UL 7 FA 400K (private
domain) 1/~ I 4545 (public domain) A [F] 17 5% Hp X}
2 P RUF B 5% 1 (Connor, Glick, & Fiske, 2018),
A B AN M A~ A 32 T i R FLAE FHBILRL . i
Yo 33 HB A AF ST w4 20 2R G0 ) SCHR e, 3 T 4k
SO 5 I DS oM AR T R R R Sk, AR SORE
FHCHHTHOE.O B R A MEA S HEZE RS
1 5t (context) 22 H. 5 M 1 A4 I & & OF 5% i 45
(Patton & Mcmahon, 2014), 38 B A L 4
P A T RS 1) 5 M VR P R L 1 B R X g BERL
W7 AT R AN, MM DR TR 20
FRARI 20 PR 32 R 38 SR, M2 P 3 S0 B2

PR 0] 32 T ) O DL P R ST 58 R AT St P R

AJ e UBIESE ST 3 0 % WLE R (6L b S VA A (A
SRR Z AL W WSCAS 4 2o e T SR B B S, A
B P S5 0 UL B S R R o T TSR AT BE AT TR

A GRE
2 BS M&MEEL RN

PR A DR SR LR, Y eE BT ik
Z O INA 1R R BE LS (Patton & Mcmahon, 2014),
{HAE AR 22 A T AT 9T B e B — B3GR . Lok
A HR & i 55 At A % N S B AT Ay T
VERI R BE A 16 B & A M AR U R R bty AN e
A RN A 25 GF AR 2 Ao R A T R R Y G B R R
(O'Neil, Hopkins, & Bilimoria, 2008), #E1Ht, F&fi1¢
TAERERE . WA O TLL IR 56 4 ix st
PR R A BSR4
PRI A UE H AR Ol e AR & R A 5
2.1 BS XL MHEEL RS mALEH

B N B SR AR (O'Neil et al.,
2008), SCHRESZFFFIAE GRS WA AR A U H
FRiE#E (Patton & Mcmahon, 2014), — X finE K
164 X BE2 B XS I8 A DF 9T SR, BESER BS 7KF
ARSI 17 TN 75 B 01 & L BS /KSE R f£ 48 B

R (A A RS 2880 A JT 2R RS, B i) B & LAY
27l BFR GRAF2A A0 220l 845 (Montadiés et
al., 2012), X5 AT & RN Z B E KFE
F BS 7K 2 A K 9 45 AT (Glick, Lameiras,
& Castro, 2002), JB/R T 35 215 WA R E B H
X L LA B4 27l sk AR T B B A T R 5
HEA PR A&,

FBE— T A vh 54T 2 Y 115 2 M A VE R R 1 I
P S EEMERR, 5 0 1) A8 2o Pk A R e 4 LA
YN (Patton & Mcmahon, 2014; O'Neil et al.,
2008), FHRBFR NN, AR R T, Lotkiy BS
KT, XML GEUE A EE a5 F55, L E
PR (DA T B g, R R S R AR I A
PEA IO &R, HiX—&EZFHHRA BS K
S/ IE a4 3E . #1140, Chen, Fiske H1 Lee (2009)%)
WA Bon, B BS KFHP 5 3 1E ) K5k
“ZE SRR M K B S R YA
Moya & A Q007)MATFFE Z I, 28NSt i ] A
Vb B AL I B M R R0 Y S5 ) TAR T,
Tiext H AR S5, A8 BS K FmmyLk
A IR R B A2 X R B A o B B (2009) DR T =11
B N2 P O AR T, MR T H OO E S R
FEERFT T W & B2 7, X —id b R B
Xof 2 P ) g DL m ASAER 4 R 1 O B A S I
FE1A[A] . Hammond Fl Overall (2015)8F 53 &8, &
JKF BS MLtk TE RN AR S L B AR it
TH R, REFASEREN K, A4
SRR AR bR T o sc# B
CACAUPRAFT, AR R 5 O R R A AR
#r . Overall Fil Hammond (2018)7E 3£ %% 3 & 5 4
1) BS BY3C B2 AT AL AR . L BS A A
TR KR U SAR T R BS AN R KSF
(Hammond, Overall, & Cross, 2016); Z H &1
BS U 4t 7] A 45 2% %% OC R AR AR SR Fll K
Ty v I —Fhefi 5 RE R T e 4% (trade-off) (1)
P MER 5% (Overall & Hammond, 2018), Fftth<:
HERY A R S A 2 22 i T Y G AR R A, R
BS K- M T SRR O R e A E A 3R
X — BRI E 5K

RS, Lot LT AR B & R Y A —
AR HR 8 T B0 R B (T, MERER,
T4, 2017).  H i FE S8 B R 0% 2P 5
TR & SRS A S AT A . — IR E
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ZEYIRM BS KFEX LR TIE M LR,
SR EIWIE Z I C HEBK R . HU0 Masser 1
Abrams (20041787 Wos, L HS /K Pk & Y
Bl 2 A ) % 2 P T A e A HEAT T AR PE T
BAKE) BS K8 m AR £ P 3 s e A Y B4R
BETCRH S TC Bl 25 o A — T R 2 53 o 3 1) 5 T
HLEIBFSE R, Bk HS AYBAR AT 40015 Tk 5
Z (W Lo Mt A ZE 35 DAL R BE B 22 09 5 Mk AIESR
MUK, (EIEIEHRTA0 BS KK, AR IR
Bk B m] (Fr R, FRER K, REWE, BA,
2014) . X fBIF- 150 HF HE b 4 s o L 3 114 2 S
(e 3 3 SN MEA =X eIl T RANTIE ==X el
Pl UL o A7 2 Ve i i A o A B RG il
i AL G M S I TE 4 (Connor et al., 2018),
W fi7T5E 2 b3z 3 HS WidE BS MAER, XA A3
B . (HTE AT GBS B T35 B0k I L AN B e
P T4 D0 1) R R A ANAE B AR A [A), 45 3 Fol
SN LR R B . 57— SR T AN
RSB R, M3 T ARFENESE . BT
YAAT & T3 M 0l i DL ) Y, Bkt 2P
38 U AR RZ A, DT A 3T 2 2 1 0 i D X
Lt B T A S ) ) R AL, an A A
REM, BUHEHELLTRBILE TEEZHO
kR, SRR EARMAT 55, XA T b
2P R R S i DL AT DA 23 1) 858 2P B T AE R AR
AT % w3k 15 K 19 L 2 (Biernat, Tocci, &
Williams, 2012; King et al., 2012), A —LHF5E
AU LI S A BS R IR A BT,
XoF 73 L o 2 ) R AR R AR A 55 WL PF 3 1
RIFAT % 5%, 255 R B A FAT R #8532 23
WML 1), BAR: (D E g 56
FT % £ BLBE% . 7E Dardenne, Dumont Fil Bollier
(2007) Y BLALAL T FR IS SE g0 v, Jo IR G B
fT)E BS MIRNIE R ASCAUR I 2 PR 25 57 1
A, RIS BARIAE S5 0f l HS B NS
(no-sexism)fH B8 T AL, AFFT & i Rk & BN 1%
55 i 5 R R DX L M AR T A0 TR, HE
M T XSS B TAEICIZRA . ()55 W X &
PN T2 P K . Good Il Rudman (2010)ik:
e R 2 AR WO AT R 3 — 13 55 P T il X L P g
mF Rl s, Kb E R BS/HS/NS =
P FERENLATHC, AR5 X Lo Ry I 2 Y g g A
JEARPEAATITAN . 2553 & BUAE HS F1 BS 1558 T 8%

TR 55 P TR R A R R, % L e i
H HIRE ST RAT AR AN A e TR B RE BS
DEMERT, BT HS KPR, Bl
T P N NS 3 BS BT Ab (R B A,
PR F T AL, R T PERIELE), AT A&

FCHBFEAR XS W I TEANY . (3)Z5 W& X A B 1Tt
2552 B\ JH % 3 I , Bradleygeist, Rivera Fll Geringer
(2015)4k 22 fdi il Good 1l Rudman (2010) i) 52 56+
BE, g E ] S AR AT A B0 B A

PP B 5K B2 5 . 25 R &M, BS IHHET

B il TAEFR I B BT 32 05 ) 25 S5 AN W,
(AR L PER A A EL 7 HS/NS 1558 T 232 31 &

bR A Y, BNz B ERNIAERA

B X ISAIE ST L R B T R v ) 3 ) O
DA T 8 ) A D g P R A0 8, (H ™ A TR
IIE ) T AR T

A

M s D
@

o
LRI

N

L1 ASEADLH H S v 9% 35 2 1 ) O UL 1) 4 FH 52
7. H4E Dardenne et al., 2007; Good & Rudman, 2010 Fil
Bradleygeist et al., 2015 AYRFFEE 3,

DA LB AB R T 412 2 50 10 38 2k 0 O AL
e A VE R R EIVEFMLE . (DEA IR IRTE, %
BH A S L e 1 I T S B R P AT Ry, S R PR
WA S O R A ] QB A N, £
BE o A R AL R AR SEE, Nk AL
SRAETERR, 2EIMAELESINAREEREH
WWFAT R, Q) TAE &2, XA mik
B XA A3 H %08 (Spillover Effect),

2.2 BS Xt MR F B FRR1ER

TS 4 K Z R FE A A Hh 3 B 0 D ) T
e SE R, AT BIF 5T 3 B WU HE IR 15 5 2 ) D
WX T A Pk 56 B B A (MR AR B, fR ok Ak,
2013), XTHLIRATA A LEHTE TG £
AR FIR SR A2 (2013) 1 28 & M ) D U 5 %6 BR 371
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BRI R R BT, BEL I BC Y 52 50 44 K} m)
B BT AN W 2R R Lotz A, AR
PO BS K5 RBIASE . KR EH TR
AR W EASC . HE— 2 R, Y
3275 3 R MR I A e ) 0 1 Lo M B B i AR AR
BS e AN, iK1 BS AP SR H 57
IEASCIEA R #, 52 FHTTENAALEA
., 3 BS (AR 5 HS A HCEBAT 1.
BATANUEAT LIS BS R KK 4l sEfTIX 4%
W, S osmA BRI o LA KO 8 2 ) 4w D
PP, 2 BERE G N % 02 TO I B L, T AN 1%
R TR J31) i DXL 1 < P AR R A%

A WESEHE— A48 1 R D DL BE Y
P AT I SERRSOH . Hideg Al Ferris (2016)%
FET 5 T 0 O DL %o g o 4 ) - 5 BRS04 BB R
HsEm, FRREmE BS KA RS TER
55 L AT SR ) SRR M M ) AF BOK, T
AR S M 33k o SRR T o e N TR S 42 £
F B . X A I, 3 R ) e
PR RN 1770 8| S N M o B 3 R
P, Radke, Hornsey fil Barlow (2018)Ib# T 5
LRRAE LA T S AR Lo P A AT 3l Y S HF
BE, RMBMHIRMN BS KPR R Ltk
A B 5 3 IR OG, TR SRR IR AT B
B R RN, (HAE SR AT 8l b, Bk
PORA IR . BRI R, X Fh
A BE 25 S 02 R R Lo M T BRI AR 2, T 5
NN LA E CE BRI B R 2 WA, X
B UE T 38 R O D 1 << b AN B TR L6 AN i T
BRI LR FIT. R BT 2B E E
PTG L OC R BT R, BS KPR, Bk
T SR o) X e it AR AR B T A 2 A Bl e A7
B Ak, Lot bl 0 8 SR A 4 5 Bl i Ak
H 3 f# Yt (Shnabel, Baranan, Kende, Bareket, &
Lazar, 2016), #fJRiX —WF5Y, & JiKE A& ##
(2018) & B 55 1 8% 1 £ M 1 8 T A G A% e 1 1]
R R BE 22 X 1 B AT R B R . TR
P B 23 AR 3 B AR N K OF % (Chernyakhai &
Waismelmanor, in press), 3% &% 5w UL /944 51
AT BAR R A A, HA ST B R 2 iR A
RGeS i S VR o

ST, 5 T 0 i DL 3R T A OG22 2 BE RN
FPAT NG RTE R, MR L MRS

©, LA TE TSSO P R R, A ki
AR . BEIh T2 B S, Ealik
FEXTBE M A B3 R R DGR,
R EZWM R PSS . fREI Lt R IR L B
14223 ()R BB 2%, BRI ROk B 32 BRI, i 28
TR THFEEMINBES . BB IRk 1E(1949/2011)
FE R ) TS Y & 5 32 B T R A Y
Woamet, ARE, M EEXMERFES
HEETRR . AT S LU, R WA
R B M A 0 71, Hl KR o0 F & H A gk
%, FARR BT,

3 ZMF BS Ay OENHI

QAT AT, 35 R S O X T AR AR
R R A B I RIAT ok S
— B R, 2 T D KT R Y e,
1] TN [FME 58 f (2 # V8 (Chen et al., 2009; Overall
& Hammond, 2018), (HtB A W5E KB, LtExtEE
P 30 DL ik = 45 3502 91 (Barreto & Ellemers, 2005;
Moya et al., 2007)o 2 24X 385 T 1 0] Dt UL 2 4%
IR, IR TIN5 L RN R R Yo
BB I DG R AT 47 S TR
B BRATLTR, B9 5 38 A0 DDA e % 3 4 31 g D 1)
AN BE BT SIHLT 5 T4 1 T ek .
3.1 TS BS HIAMSE

B R B, Lotk A B i3t 2 ) m D0 7K
FZ B 5. BE KT EB AR
ZHEwm, B A ASI R 200 SCib A
ARSI, SR E B PR HS B BS /KPR T
2ok, HAE BRI S0 T S R R 1K )
X IbiniF 2k EhEE, ALt B HReaE
7K1 BS (Glick et al., 2000); Chen 4 A (2009)
F P 38 R A B SR e gt R B, B
L 36 B Lo MR T R 7KE 1Y BS o 3K LT 2 R S i
SRR BTSRRI IX, 2 R v EE A
e bl (WG 7 1 e T O A (1 B9 S e o R
R, 155 F 0 LAY %% (Glick et al., 2000), £
WREER LN ZHERES BS KRR
A (Lipowska et al, 2016; Glick et al., 2002),
FPE 22 0 — I E T A RFEAR T A LI, U
—4, BN BS KT RAMRE KGR, ik
PER) BS AEAFE U B, BIERZHU4E
W% B 1 A H B 2 T R ¥ (Hammond,
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Milojev, Huang, & Sibley, 2018), /M2 5 H 2 il
AR 2 2 m %t BS MY EE, a0 BALF)
(psychological entitlement)izt 1 £ %0 1% o Ath 4 571 i
DL PR 2% (AR e ) FAH DG A (AN Ep 48
), AIA RN L BS JKF-(Grubbs, Exline,
& Twenge, 2014), 454 BS W= £ A WN<7E kK
2 PR L BB PR S R (Glick &  Fiske,
1996), LA KA FEXS Lot 3= SCRY R AL T2 A 14
41 HS #1768 BS (Kilianski, 1998), [>FRALF] K
LR SCE T REEE BS RN BRI BT AT 1)
— T BT 24 9K A R AT AN 2 i UL

RAE LM H 5038 Z M0 e K7 2 A1k
a5, (HERRUE, R 0w DL e DL £t iR
530 A i 'J_nl(Connor et al., 2018; Barreto & Ellemers,
2005; Moya et al., 2007). X A] A& F A4k &I A
Pt 2, 8 A A WL AS 5B AT TR v 4 531 i L
Y0 B A (Barreto & Ellemers, 2005), 1F 0
Glick I Fiske (1996)Ff 7, i 2 AMTIAA i W2
— RIS EE, T BS AN IEE M W Y,
TR LA 5 i WUAHER 22 o (H 2 BE BARHE D, 4t
MRS UK TR B i, XA A AL TE 2
%% HE UEE (Rollero & Fedi, 2014), Hik, ZhExtst
T ) D L %) ) BB 2% 52 A 336 Y By RS AL AR
BRI Z R, i Moya 25 A (2007) & B, KA
St 3 1) 3 M A LA B DA S R B A Y, 4
IR = DA AR s A B RE T A A i B8 (<R
OIS BS, M2 5 AW 2 T 5y
B (PR L ) BS SR PRSI LR, HA
PEA S/ BS KV R A2 Ff W, 1 oh,
VX BS B SMEDHH W 5 S B 7 A 7T e
FEAEIBETY, X233 Xt BS A PPl {22 (Bosson,
Pinel, & Vandello, 2010),

Lihr BIRWESE, Lot R 0 O LA A
ERE MmN RZITmE e, MAEES . X
SOMAE SR . X SR IRATNE B Lo R
PRIV ER Y S B, DA B A 5 HG il Ak 7 5% 5 T %
£ O L1 B 2 P 5 e
3.2 HEELENERRE

NGRS BS BTN FE S o] 2 i A 1],
TEAT MG R LSS 2 3] T e R, R
T H F BN F M7 K (Dardenne et al., 2007;
Moya et al., 2007), ¥ FXILAA.OHBIEHE, PR
FATEZAR L T LU JUA IR 0y B0 A %

(D ZIH EP 5 i

Z\ B B G2 B S i 2 A A TR AR R B 15 B
WA ST B R T R 2 AR BN R A e, TR
AR ST 23 B0F 1 B UT 8 T A 1) T A% 220 A B
FX - FEEE, SERAL 2011), H TR B
s UL B — P A M 95 A T 32 55 I 20 Al B 42
(Connor et al., 2018), HE & 1L tERE ) 55 &
W, IRk Sl Lo MR Az B 20 B B 4 R . AE
Dardenne 55 A (2007) (116 T ) A5 40047 1 52 56 v
RGN BRI BS 1B AYFH I
5 A M W& S, HEAZ8) T BS 8T
—H B EAT, PR E AR TR
BB T BS (2 EN G, A T AT
FEMSCHESS IR B . 7€ Rollero fil Fedi (2014)
5 5E 0 Je5 1 ) O DX 2 A AT R R 4 £ 52
g, ORI — iR 5 A O AT
B AL 2> 8 A 45 SR (HS/BS 1 BEREHL AR X H &
WK R S0 I T BE MR AR T AL, S5 SRR,
bt HS 1658, BS 1585 T i MR T s &
FFTBCIA AU 1 40 54 A SR, Dardenne 48 A
(2007) P FF 52 H i 2k B0 Lo M 10 8 P 3 A ) B B 1K
H HS HEFZIREN L g, Hxt BS hET
8. 254 Leicht 55 A (2017)MIWFTE KB, 76 ZIHR
ENEEE T, ik [ 5 A LR &2 1 ) 5
SR H WK MR DRGSR, XA
A2 B Ao 3 SCAR ARy, B RAE s ik 3= X
INFIRE R P RE S AR 2 HE . FRATIA R K v % &
WF5E L P B P BN )RR 2k 32 SCIN R #0538 5%
Wi %t 5 i BS 24 0 42 g i 9 VE o

Q)RS

254275 (2008) 0 5F T R £ K 2E A ) 3 vk
Sl UL 5 B S PLIY DG R, R BB AT HE <A AL
PRy 4 B 1 (A5 53 5 38 0 2k T S HLAS 4 2 1 2
TEAASE, P22 5 1 AN 4 BEA 0 5 18R sl 3L
AR B E MK, HEE L BS #8455 istshbl
SRR B L XTI BS SRR
ORGP 22 5 E AN S e B SR
HE— LM, SRR IR g Lotk cn i
BB B AR) I A T RYH (fear of success) T i #
BT EE I (N3GRS %) GEEE,
2008). AR LI AEAN B EE ), TR RMAASRF A
PR BT o 5 22 A R I S AR 1
i [ BEAR 7 (backlash avoidance model)Hiig, it
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RHHC 5 AE G 30 fa AR —Z AT B R AR
AT 25, M A R T S5 Z ARG
n] B8 T (Kosakowska-Berezecka, Jurek, Besta, &
Badowska, 2017). MSERT ik, #a2—Rh 2Pt
B AR PR T AR BT 5 25 1 FA ] A A B

()il B 1E S e IS

il BE 1E 24 fL B8 (system justification theory)
N, RIXBEAT N SRR EIERGZ
TG B —Fh AR mE, AR AR S 5 5 8 A
M AC S EH, H 2 A RGP XS
4% ] BE (Jost & Kay, 2005; Jackman, 1994), 3% 7%
P 531 s LA B 1 DG 2 DA 5 <l Ak AN g 55 P
BEXT B AL S AL S A Ao e IR
R4 (Glick & Fiske, 1996), W23 w2 tEx) B
WAt 2 B s 1A R (Jost & Kay, 2005), X4t
22NN AT (Connelly & Heesacker, 2012), 4
151 B % (Hammond & Sibley, 2011)F1 35 %5 5 & )
F4 5 & (Hammond & Overall, 2017), RN &
ORI 64 1) 55 FNAE G FR Ak T sh st i . X SEHR IR
UE T 38 B T A D0, 2 — o % A P-4 AT B

AL 1 B AR IE 25 T H.(Mosso, Briante, Aiello, & Russo,

2013), UnAR A M TR B 58 BRIl L AE T A
JEE A, N ORI B A KR4
Ak, SRS E RIB R H B R E Y, Dardenne
FNQOONAZEIHITISIE, MikA~E L ki,
LM T8 B FOAFHAL < X (accomplices)

VLB LRSS DS [ AR B il A T 8 2 1 0 Al
XS L RO R, —E R LR T R
o 2 T O DL B PRBS . (B AR BRI A BRI R B
B, BEERAENMRREMAE ., Yotk et
X PATREAAR () £ T VP AN SR LSS AEAE B A 2 L g ke
S, Ao tia ok B IR E LU 2 AR AR
fr, 3% AR IR A4 3 02 T RE A e Y R, Tl
B IE S AR BRI S o MR iR B 3R BN F H7 £7
— & 74T (Dardenne et al., 2007), E1EA X Lok RE
RPN HEAT X 4y, RS B e A |, b
XALE M EZE R T E AR 54
SRR, WAl I M M0 B 3R RE B 1k
(self-agency), 2otk R A TR 24 0 FEIS
T, (HAOPE2ERE ST )2 S (.

4 THEFWOEENATHRESRT
H M3 X Sigmund Freud 26T MO8

BBV L A 4 S BT, otk 3 AR — E
3t 0 A T I SR O B 548 B U ST Y
T J5 Ba ik (9 55 1% 3% 1 i AL (Eagly, Eaton, Rose,
Riger, & Mchugh, 2012), % &2 51 UL B S 14 42
BB E AR, BiEn T UAEgEAN]
20 A F RV I — Rl B Al X L P 3 ) T A
R, VAL T XN 2 B IA TR EE 0] i
ARG S, Rl E, W R
FIAIE N EIEA], F RS MR AFTEAR R .
oM 3 SO0 BEAE A A SE BEIE BEAS b X SE A 5 $E 1
KBRS
4.1 MRERB

(1) 75 1) s D, EL > o7 A 331 25 S A 1) 25
X Z U T . Glick 1 Fiske (1996)I\h, R
0 TR ) O UL P A < ) 25 R AN E
PEVIA 53 M P i (1 S AR (A AST iR i
SR H R B TR N E R A
WA BN Z el . < NS AN
T 1 SCAL U ) R A S AL, B Glick &
Fiske, 1996; Glick et al., 2000), {H“ix 4% i #R 12
TR, MEAERE ) @ M B R, kR
B X SRR, FE AN 2 YR ELAT ACA S BC R
4 5 M 1 iR A A T B S 5, B H R skt
25 5 1 Z0 A AR RS P DA b AL 1 & 3R 1t
Rb BB RS UE AT A — R E TR, B R
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Sweet poison: How does benevolent sexism affect
women’s career development?
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Abstract: Benevolent sexism (BS) is a set of interrelated attitudes toward women that are subjectively
positive in tone but viewing women stereotypically in traditional gender roles. These attitudes failed to be
detected as prejudice by the perceiver but still reinforces women’s subordinate status. Benevolent sexism
revealed in family education and intimate relationships and in workplace contexts restricts the career
development of women by disarming them and, rather than compelling them directly, persuading women to
internalize these restrictions. To explain the function mechanism, previous studies have investigated how
women perceive and react to benevolent sexism with corresponding theories such as stereotype threat, fear
of success, and system justification theory. However, the objective and neutral standpoint that the
researchers hold in the study of benevolent sexism is worth debating from the perspective of feminist
psychology because masculine value has been implicitly admired and heterogeneity among women has been
ignored. Considering the recent trend of feminist psychology, some further research ideas are implied and
discussed in this review.
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