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Z FZIREN K B B ELAF TR

BEX@ O RFF K OR
(HEHITE K 20 B F g A 25 O BEFFT oLy, 20X 430079)

H E OMAARSRG RE R, FE2RP LB BRSO R E. RR THAEKEKK, HAHF
ZIMREP F B, ZFRBP R AIE B AR, AN SRS ST, B AT X T SF 2R 2R 64 BT
REEF TiRsm B L LR HEM L, RIELF LMD LRI ZF ) At £ R Ty REm. KRS
AR F I AR EP R 69 T MR ERL ST A MIA S LR . BRARIAR) . KRIRIEAR . 8 A & 52 I Ae S AL A B AR
SHEFAAFTEARAT. EERERLT, ZFABRGP ZBMA L E R EH AR GRITE K. KET
MY B RARIR . AL S 2 F . PRI EAR B KA B £ % . A ARAMBRL vA B 5% AR £ ALAE 3h An i
A AR A R T 0 R IR AL,

KR L, HF R R AFRIR AR, BIKIAR

43S B849: C91; B844

Pl B R SRR IR AE A 25 A = (K, WRI577, ARIEJ5, 2007, i%EHUTY, 2004; 1T
REFZPRLR, — HLRHAR IS ZIHR EN G 1 o, fomk, EE, BTN, 2012), XFhN B
BROCTE R A R R HE IR B BRI 5 A 0 2 W B 42 ZIMENRAFEAR I 22 5, AR NN BB LA T
M, 5 A AT OG0 2 A 20 A ED R B (Aging W BT 2 AN ERZILARE, I H52EA
Stereotype Threat) ! % 74 15 2 [7] % 12 & 1 #40 FIN AT Z AL = I SC (A R, 2007), 1AL A K
(Barber, 2017), i Z i AL AR A B0k, 28 4F ) HOAR SR AR e A S, g L £
BN, FREERENMFZER, TERE  [EH WA 012 TR 2% 5 o
BT FR . FREDR IR I A A BRENE, RIEZ, 2001 BPEF, Sk, D
FR (%, BRRoE, £, 2017), ) 2017 4¢ % 2013), WL, 7R E A RT, SR
JRHE Py 60 2 S VL B EAENT 2442, R g B G 5 2 K Y S 2 A D G R
AEHY 17.3%. SR AR EEAREDE  ege . i, IRk 24 0B B e s M i 6 7 22
JBUPE N — Bt SN R 5 B A NHORBUREI g iy, 3 LA v R 22 4F 20 B B0 2 g Wh
RAELINY, CREEREF NI LI, B i 14030 TR9, BOK R B0 4
TR B A NI B AR R A . fldn, RN TR FIAT B T e 5 K11 2 00 Ak 1) S5 A 7 5
TR G B AR BRI R o f 9o S
FIRESE A B, R HEAEAN B2 T b X AR AFIE .

EAARB SRR, Mengz 1 ZFRREIRBM BB SRR
CEEE RN AC S T TIESIE SN

EAFEZIMRENGAE NATTX A NI — R g ph &

ek B 9T: 2017-10-11 HER BT RRA WA 5 784 (Levy, Ashman, & Dror,
* [ K [ AR IE 4 10 H (31571147, 31400903) Fl4E 2000), M ZIAR BN 4 N 45 45 I (Stereotype  Content

ﬁiﬁiiﬁﬁfﬂﬂﬂ%%iﬁﬁﬁmﬁ@mu Model, SCM)Hy #1515 f /1 Wik BER AT, 48 A
Bt Tk Bl Jomnma ccnu et A B GRS RO REEE, 2
75 75 , E-mail: wenff@mail.ccnu.edu.cn 2B B (e, SKEBHFH, B4, T8, 2006;
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Cuddy, Norton, & Fiske, 2005), i {4k % 4E %1%
ENRAS 5y T BOE AR ZINEN R B 1 7 A, DT 43
FEAETEA TR LI, P AR 2R B4
PR ZAEZI AR ED G ) PR A A =2 [l B A — 2 1Y
A PERIAROCHE o ZIAR EN G i i 7 1h Steele FiI
Aronson (1995)#2 i, W] A AR R 22k St
T A R BT R B S, T84 T M 58 1 X
Wz AR AT Sy 2 B S Ul S H i A
10 T B 20 B D R (R, S RA, 2011; sk LN
#=AE, TRELAY, 2014; Lamont, Swift, & Abrams,
2015; Steele & Aronson, 1995; Wen, Zuo, Wu,
Dong, & Wang, 2016), X 2 BN 42 Jal W %o 20 i
b A U B T R R BR Sl 20 B ED G I 0

(Stereotype Threat Effect), 5 H F& 5B AY T 5 AL,

ZIM AL A AE S 2 A ED I 22 ), AT R R
I 6 UE T i AR T A RO BN S . ZI AR ED 4
JER 3 BRAE AR B Rk AR 2B ED G2 8
1.2 FFERREDVRBEMHAIE =

H A& F 200 EP 2 )8 b B 5%, 2 R AR F b
ok R (R £, 2012) . A (BT, 2155, 2017;
Kinias & Sim, 2016) . 4F#%5 (B R\F, 2548, sk,
2015; Lamont et al., 2015). Bk (lhme & Mdller,
2015)., < BHCRMGE, X4il, 2014; Finnigan &
Corker, 2016) . ¥t 23 FrJ2 (G255, BU5E, 2014) Fl it
3 A I (Appel, Weber, & Kronberger, 2015)%5 45
b YN Xa S (RS S NS E S QRO E 3
5 A AT L ELAT IR, R 2R B G R 2
JE AR R RRR I — 28 . B AR ZIARED 4 WU 1 R IR
PE SR BAE LT = AN )51 -

B, Rk, BEZMREN R ML KA
WAL R ZE R, AR AE 3 A ST 16 I A& 4F A
ZINED GO — B RF B . BEE A B Al
KR WAL B AE 2R EN 5, (iR B &
J i AR B TR B T A AR AR A
AP A2 A AR B BEiE, X &4 i [ Ak
AR R 245 20 B0 G2l 25 5 | %2 24 20 A D 5 3L
BUNE, X RRAEON 234 TR B £ (Levy, 2009).
£, dE k. At S IETT, s R . M
AR VE R = Fh R ERF S RER, LH B
(FEI) M A N AWM S B I 22 (HEbR =
HMFETHBL) (North & Fisk, 2012), FF2245 A4 51
JEREEN R, AR T BE AR A0 1 51 2 80 i R
AR N Ry, AR B — % i B B Bt T

DA H 251> B 52 R B 8] B9 Rl 5 32 0, A 0
A R B4y, AHIFAS 2 A NHR AT LA %
FERYRRRL o T AR W 2 LAY B 1) O LA 4R 0%
W BeZ )& A ] s By, BT A AR 23 i B —
149 516 J5 U PP R AR AT AH L 9 4F 8 By B 2 B4R
B =, SRR, RRRECRE . MR WOk R
SRR 3 L — R T AR gL, T AR AR
R 73 ) 2 Bl T AR I X — b i 227 7% i (Lamont et
al., 2015). N, A F &3 Ak i [ Bl A 7 b e 2 4
M- NEZEEHIX 65 % ML EAAEEADL
BlE Rt 7%k 60 % K LA N F i N T L B ot
10%. F& = /N FIGETHLL 60 J 250 Sh 4 A A5,
AV FE ZEHKE 65 J6 2 1 AR NI A,
AR B s B o 5 R S R AR LA S 2t
TR RARBLAT K

BRUA b =05 Ah, SR A A5 & N2 5 U
HE 42 (Multi-threat Framework) B i (14 £ 5 5k fiff ¢
ZAEZINEN R BN, A Bt —Fh A TR EU
(self-concept threat) ifii /A & — F ¥ {4 75 25 gk iy
(Group-reputation Threat) (Barber, 2017),

2 ZFRIRENS BB R AT

G Z MR B0 G )RR T A 2R BV G I AEAE
LA ZHR B 1 P 25 A FEUR R T A R ] (R
PR 45, 2013) FERRZ 1 I, 4F AJEH B
RN RN, AR L, AR AN
WRNRARTRA . BIIMSE . H A% & 4 Z0 4 Ep
SRR EEE DA AT R i1
b b, BRI Z R A A R 9 DG B A N
Sk 5 T AR ST BRI
2.1 IB1ZFRM A B E FEZIR ED K B

AR . PR S B AR AR ED G 0T 5| R 1Y a2
R E AR ANRICIZRI . ngE H i B2 g
T 57 284 Z0AR BN B 1 22 4F N 5 R 32 % BV Y
A NA L, 55 %8 22 (Hess, Auman, Colcombe,
& Rahhal, 2003); AH It T~ % 55 B B A 9 L, 4
A BRI %) T X 2 A N B AL AZ 1 SR e B R
(Krendl, Ambady, & Kensinger, 2015), A W55 & %
J 45/ 38 7 70 X (Remember/Know paradigm,
fai R R-K JuxQ)AFSR T &4 200 B G Jali ot 22 41
N B GRS AR FEUGCAZ 82 3O K #2
W, 25 AW, MR BELRNEBMIE, &
AN ] T SR B R T A 2 [l AR R By 5,
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% 26 &

RN A AHCAZA B AT T A AS R 2075 1Y 1
BN, B2 A FEE WY L, WEtE AR
ZIBENG M 51 & T 4 B WL 1Z(Mazerolle,
Regner, Rigalleau, & Huguet, 2015), W58k &,
WAL N IEXS IS I SRR R AT
Sk (180 35 v R At B R PR AR, 5O 32 U Y
BN LG, 327 B AR R TR D A R
M, X AT REE T IS T B AR N A T
I DRE A 46 DT 1) T % T T80 77 72 1) S, PRIt
U b v AS A5 BEINPR S, AT REAR T 85 D4 A
(Barber & Mather, 2013b; Wong & Gallo, 2016), %
JH 5B 2 1] SR s (An s i« i ic o ok R gk ), &
FEAREAE N IR LS, TR R A 9t 5 I S W (4n
SR IO AR AR B ) A REE — E R
T AE ANKICIZF I (Barber & Mather, 2013a),
BRULZAb, BF90E K AR ICIC SR ms i Adi 1, T
W R ENGIE R W 6 2 I SR Mg, E4E N
ICILRIIEA B 2R, HENWFER NG
e X A 2 W B G B 1) SRR TR A A RN D2
%5 2 [B]E H 41 1E H (Chasteen, Bhattacharyya, Horhota,
Tam, & Hasher, 2005), X5 Hess %% A (2003) 1 HF
GERIABAL, RBP4 20 B B G2 I 52 el 1.0 A SR gk
SR TTRTRY VA 1 SR 351 e 0/ DO TSl
SR o X T s MEeC sk Ut, Z4E A
TS LA T 22, X6 Jg 2% R R 15 9 1 4F
RN ZS OO S R Z IR, TR I i
25 [RliEIZ A6 FT AT 55 25 B (M HfE ) R ) (Meneghett,
Muffato, Suitner, de Beni, & Borella, 2015),

A ZIAED S 8 W X e 3R B S A Al 2% 37
FPCAZFBIA R L | IeAESTRARAE . ZHE
KV KAl R A — RS R RIVEH] . filan
5% & B AR A RO AU N W) BE s, i 12
BGTER 2, XPICACAT 55 BEA AR, X & 4F 2]
M B 42 ki i UK (Hess et al., 2003) ., {H .43 BF 5
BRI T A—2E58, B A AR NIHEIZ St
I TG 45/ JH (Hess & Hinson, 2006). Ith4h, 32#
H K55 B B4R N 5) 52 2 AF ZI R EN AR gl
Y 5% W (Hess, Hinson, & Hodges, 2009), X 5
Andreoletti Fil Lachman (2004)3 i1 (1 2% g
AH—, BN ECE R AR 20 ED G R 2808 1) — 1
Zevhdn . B2 L A RS RE TR T 2 AR 2R
ENG s g, 2 BB & 4 204 BN 4 Re 8 12 &
AR B W iR A0 B R & AR A iE 12 3R 3

(Fernandez-Ballesteros, Bustillos, & Huici, 2015),
22 EBERTAMIELE5HMNEZEZIRENR B

FRINFNCIZ RIS, ZAEZI MR BN g %)
ENE AT WA TERE W, i, PR
JABRBAEMEG (AT) 2B, A5 N 4E AR X
EAEFIHLEEA TH A ZIA NS (Lambert, Seegmiller,
Stefanucci, & Watson, 2013), Z4F & Bl Al &
o TUERAY . B REFIER . AMEL 2K
16K 1) (Joanisse, Gagnon, & Voloaca, 2012), SZH
FE AU R I 2 ) 2 A ka0 IR Y AR
B AE L, 23 Y BT 22 2 B 3 T L T A
10, (R a2 20 450 [R] 14 94745 (Joani sse, Gagnon,
& Voloaca, 2013). WA W5 J B A AF 2R ED 42
o RE % 3 B AR R HLIG B IR RE T R BE, X
SR TE AT AT A B R A TE AR N T AR e A R
i faf sk S IR (Brelet et al., 2016), ZAEZIMENISZ
BRSBTS AR TR, 84 A0 #)
75 R0 BRI AT HE B AR 4 (Lambert et al., 2016).
SRS, BEBMAOCT B 24N B S 1E
s, BRE—MEmit AL e EERE,
PRI BT AT IR AR SR Y JE .

S5EWAT N, BEANELES S Pl s
Z B2 EN R i 29 . N A B AU
T BN OB A Bodh 21t KT 1 55 3 1 L
TR, DTS5 3 A 77 R AR, 2 258 B4R
W, ARG T 545 TAHIILEAR — & W EE
PeFs, BUBE & 81K 5 S0 IR A 510 i AW LR,
B TAEN B2 F SRR EZNEE,
ES U ) IIRVTY 5 W A= <3 2 S [ 5 A 44 A
AR E S ISR IS, TR B
H I R A L R T Bl A A A 2 B A HR A
&, AATI#R T TR AR 4F 42 A\ (Abrams, Swift, &
Drury, 2016). % Z4FEZIMR DR B E4ER T
RN TAL, AEERE TAESE, Bk
TR 22, T ERAR AR E B B n s %4 (von Hippel,
Kalokerinos, & Henry, 2013), Kulik, Perera #1 Cregan
(2016) A WIF ST K B, TR LEHE T AR ST 18 52 2
AF Z B EN G g 4 LA 5L TR T4 T 45 % ) —
EZJE oA BRI

3 EFAIRENR BN AR IR M)

EAT ZI NN G UM B BIE A 2 AN T R 1Y 55
B T S i N A 2 B B G 1 SR
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WOR BAEZINR ED UM, R 56 WA 5C 1 I 384
55, dJE AL AH N AR 55 3R B BRI 2 5k, S T 4
TS50 P, RIS R S RGN AL
PRSI PR A I B R AT A o EAE 2R EN G R
ok ) 38 9\ T =T 43 SRy A1 52 (explicit) F A B (implicit)
B WA, Horb A YL 5 ST G (blatant) FI

Ml (subtler)2k & Jin 3 WiFh (Armstrong, Gallant, Li,

Patel, & Wong, 2017), ¥\ X ] 43 AT
5 (fact-based) 1 3 T %] 4z E[) 4 (stereotype-based)
PiFh(Lambert et al., 2016) (WL 1),
31 SMEIRNSAHRRERYN

S RERGEN R 3, Rk R R B O
TH R AR 2R BN SR T o A AR 532
ML RBEIPIFN N R RERY il
— B R AR AR A . — A B R, e
i 5 T A Z B BN AR R ENTE R AR LA h, R
JERZ R A EAE A AR E, R TEIE I 5
L SR B B 352 AR 1 PR R AT 2 4 22 AR B
%R R (Hess et al., 2003), iZE N iR E T
RS, BN TR R M A A RUE, BARAT
MERIEOR . P2 E IR T X — #9005
(Barber & Lee, 2015; Barber & Mather, 2013a, 2013b;
Ferndndez-Ballesteros et al., 2015; Jordano & Touron,
2017; Zhang, Lin, Gao, Zawisza, Kang, & Chen, 2017),

MR BIP W IR —FEE SRS
W EERY, RO R A2 A
Bl JH“iC 1268 7123 B A AF I 00 3 4 i R
(Wong & Gallo, 2016); “fiE FRF s W, S4ER
ANH L, Z4FEANMICILRITE 2" (Fernandez-
Ballesteros et al., 2015); “iZ MY H K& T %
FAEWE 72537 (Hess et al., 2009); “ 7 E i 2 i & 4F
R T kE Y (Lambert et al., 2016)%:45
BRI o ) Hb—Fh o3l i B AR DG R ROk
[E RGN, Fn, AR K2 S5RAT(RN 2 4

N) 2 izl %" (Kang & Chasteen, 2009;
Mazerolle, Régner, Morisset, Rigalleau, & Huguet,
2012; Mazerolle et al., 2015)%5: 3k 15 B Rl , A
B HZBRY LR MR, AR Y SR
zZH

WIRERGNEN R g 3h, B RE 2 m
BN B AH G I A 200 BN A TR, BAELE T
WERZ T BRI TrE . B Je A i b
A A 2 I — SR + 7 (1000 ms), RS TE
P g B 1) Bt AL A2 B S B — 1 B ] (BP H Ar i),
WA ZIM EN R, EMARITE 17 ms &
50 ms (] ( Fh 750 52 56 v 3 ) L Ak B BE 0 1T E ),
T 52 00 PR TG R SR B AT R 2 0 R R
(250 ms), % Jg 1h A ik 4 5 ) W R A 1 30 3D
W2 B )i 2R 17 (Krendl et al., 2015), X F P &
FRIN T 20T LIS A 1A v T R v 1 T R A 2
%,

F T RIS 0 P B R R = A
N KN 2 51 (Hess, Hinson, & Statham,
2004); H2—TICsr i &8, NSt &&=
PURNFH A ZIAR B G2, 7™ A 04 Ja B a8 g R /N 2
WA 22 5 (Meisner, 2012) . Z BT LA A5t — %
MIE51e, 7T REE E RN 51 Kk & 4F ZI AR BN 4 B
ML REZFEN, BRI W, B R,
32 ETEIMETZMENKASHIREMN

ETHINENERI 218 SRR
BRI STIE L "IXRE—FP AR O Aok E
FEA AR, AR A S 7 B 0 G R I R A
AR, SRR ST E B N, < K E
EN MRl VATWAPS K LDNE 2 PN SURAI R Ri 2
MR, e ARRICENFERE D, THW
EAIN TRt v & G vap || RN RS R il NS TS
XE......" (Zhang et al., 2017), Xl N 25454 05 A
SN T A R AT T BR T 208 ED S B IR 1

| AR gamisay |

|
| v ||

[
EFHE | EFAIRENS

1 BAFZIREN R BT 7S
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% 26 &

TCATHT A R B i B 1 5 5 N 2 I 4 A 4 SR Y
M B A% /N (d = 0.09) (Lamont et al., 2015),
AL IE AR & P BUR N &2
ST RIN s BN d Rl e L T S S R 2K N
WA R L KR — i 3R A O Ok B IR Bk
R, R EAE NS 1k R T RN R AR
TEFE Y — T L& RO TR, 2 75 BhIE S8 N8 4
SRR X HR AR ZINEN S, B, AN
THE A 5w 2R Ay — S22\ L......" (Lambert
etal., 2016), 5E THILNE WAL, FT X
MR ENGE PN 25 BRI P72 IS i 25 SR Tk —28(d =
0.52), P Ak Mg s] & T A4 8 2805 18 3K
AR M ARLAS 8 2 P AT o T AR T 22
PE5 (Lamont et al., 2015), fii A K% 5 1 Uk /D 4
SFEAT N R TBE, XZ Rl SN A
Y
33 EFFZIRENK B FTAIRMNETE

N T G AE AR R U S 6 BT 5 A

XA AT N RINE, AR E ST
BYKLE . 19140, Hess 25 A (2003) 7E 48 4 2& 4F- % Hiz
R, BiE LR 58 B — 1 ZIAR ED 4 3
% P4 T 36 4T 45 (Stereoty pe Activation Assessment
Task) e PEAG 2 AF ZIAR ED L 3G I AR BE, DAk i
95 B AF ZUAR BN G B o AR — T SR AN
YRR ) IR, S A SR B IR S IA (T
SZETRFEEER), R A SR R A AL
FRICT, SR E RS MR BN S Bl RE ) 2
ANAAE A2 NI 33X — [ J0 A A 39 2 41 20 Al BN 42 8
TN AR, A UM S s A R 25 S
YL 0 B0 TR AL, DUSE B R 1 B A A K
fl)(Brelet et al., 2016), AT IR (#4E R T %1
M B G2 Jak JH ek 2 N B R0) ke A 50 pal Joh 11 7 A R
TR KN, 0 — 2 ] 5 25 B R 00 4R 18 A
FABENS AT TR A" (von Hippel et al., 2013),
R — BN BB 50 . BRI IR K
Bk — P BB M, (R SRR I 5 I
A EF R L X — A, WM RS
B Y 22 SR E I RN R

4 BEWIREVREM BT 5

A LB EN G U 25 A N R A T B R )
JEZTTHR, AR T RS e — R bl
B2 B R 1 B TR, DRI A R

AARE EENE L B LI BN G U RN 5 &
ENH SRR RE A, T M2 T A,
ENGEZC YN AR ELE A N e SN TR
P (Phibbs & Hooker, 2017). 4 %Mz BV 4 B
Az AR AR JE R AE T AR ZIAR B I AETE, T 4R
ZIM BN GG AR N A Rz AL EN 4,
AR A B AR NI ZIM ED 4 (Hess et al., 2004)
I H.3Z HME 23 PR 8 X K52 i T AS I8 45 21 53 fk
(Levy, 2009), &4 AWM NFRIEFIIME T S 3058
P 2% B W] R 52 W AT 20 4 B 52 )8 280 (B DR A
&, 2013), AR TS MERR T W EFENH &l
AN, WRLZ IR RE S 5| & A 2 ED Sk
A FEAE S IR e F . AR, AT LLE
LA | BRI . ARPREE ML . i A RS
WEAMEAL . B E (L5 5 FhiR iR XS & 4R 2 A Ep
B39y i
4.1 AERRE

T2 RIS A TR, MBI
i B G B 03 I B, T AR 2 B D 5 B ik 23 52
FMHI G KT 45, 2015), BFF8 4 B, 165 R ZIAR
EN G U I B v ) sh B A 2B ER 42, 5 o
AP NG R AR R AT L 55 s BRI
e 4 22 A 52 %o A S AT AT 55 3 B A 91 i 5 i)
(Levy & Leifheit-Limson, 2009), 1 /E shais] S
FEURe 4 Z0 A ED B2 AN TR, AT DA AE — 58 R
I R AT A 2 B B 2 I T R P T A e
b FR 0 AL S 5 1 AR ZUAR BN S — A R,
A WF5E k IAE B A B2 51 T, X8k
B SR T R L IS A 2 T A B 1 A
U023 P (Fernandez-Ballesteros et al., 2015).,
BdBABRESR S, W B TR & A2
MRENG U R /N d = 0.16), [h#4kit iR
WEEZMHLEHEER, BEZMREDS D&%
LI FR 0 — AR/ R 2 (HJE B AR R R
B AR IS A R EZ 2 (d = 0.5), K
R AN R 2PN O NS RN DS I Z N
P T 5 H MR T 2R ED 4L 15 2 AL B R,
T B 3T A 6T 2 4F 2 b D 52l o 114 5 Jeee
X 5 7% S 8 28 g AT i A5 4L 1 S AT N % AR 20
M BN B B 4502 (Phibbs & Hooker, 2017), I,
] A AT A A X A 0 B R 19 80 i b AR ) R
LA TE — PRI T S RE AT 5 R A 2 4 2 A B
SN
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42 FEENE

FRINENECAR b, B3 38 o 3R 2 AR B AR A [
T WEAFEZIREDZ W Ve . BEACAR 2
A TK T A I Y B 1 A i TR A 0 R
(Bmh, 5K4EdE, 2015), WFFT & B 2 1 I A IA TR)
B, AR T ORI R AR R AR B AR S ]
TEOIURIAT R r 2R AT £, 401
TR R (BT /NAK, SRR AR, AT, HER,
2009), fil4n, B A, NS E 4 iE 2%
R, IS Xof 2 A AR A B s A ] BE 1 2 4 KB
AW 2 ICIZFE B (Kang & Chasteen, 2009)., LA
TRAT N TANFRES 16, 28R IR N R e i 22 i
B4R ZIMCEN S R O, 33X AT DL 4 4 —i [m] 5
#Y (Rejection-identification Model)Je fi#Fg, BI7EH
R EFZIM R G, BTN TR AFE
BB 2 SRR SR B 6 AR BE AR AT, AT
ok AV 3K o J o o o L ft B R IR I AR S T, G
%4 Z2) M BN 42 80 ) %6 i (Fernéandez-Ballesteros et
al., 2015) . G RE, FEIRINETE AR 2 MR B4R
ot 8 o v T RS VR R+ B R, Rk — 2
S BRAAIE T 2 5 H BT S U0 S AT AT B T e o
4.3 KEr¥Ef

AR ] 18 B A 22 fl 2 38 AT 2 4 220 A B 52 L
B9 R g (Abrams, Eller, & Bryant, 2006; Abrams
et al., 2008). filan, EHMEH, HHR AN
5F MG AT BB il 25 BB AR ZIAR EP
A, T E A AR G s 2 B AR R B,
FRIEM LR E — 2 W h A fE I (Abrams et al.,
2008) . 12 R R B2 il BE 0 (0 i B, AR AR PR B2 fih
FEAR T 248 AR H B AR % 09 i O DL 2 ) 22 48 B
PR AN TR], 33 {75 000 30 45 PR RRAIG, el TN
T %) T AR DT 2 5 T I 56 i, ALK AR T 4
HTE & U A58 A 23t B (Abrams et al., 2006)
*hoy b AEAE I AR I R AR 5 R AR
M BN 52 i W 1 — 4~ 82 ZE AL & (Phibbs & Hooker,
2017), TRLEHIAT TH M & Ak B IR A8 1) 2 AR
SR NFR I 2 AR AT S B URR,  [R] aX
T AR AL B 3R 58 B3 R SR T2 4E AR H
KZMAAT HRI, F1E T HAR A C I ZFEE
AT M (Voss, Wolff, & Rothermund, 2017), 51
B AR B 22 i 16 7T R 23 il AT N 1 32 W0 BRAE 1
T B A T R ATCRT S AR BN ], DA A S 4
ZI % EP 42 R 345 (Phibbs & Hooker, 2017) [ 1t

OB NN TREEIR, 7 F 25 R R
R R fink BE 08 B AR 28 47 AT 2 47 Z0 0 B0 42 Jg 3 1)
Gy Ak
44 ZHRBERIMSMMEL

UeAh, fEiE R B RS ES AT kRl 2
R AR ZUAR ED 2 B b O T L3k 4%, N, 5T
KIEAE R 2E R MR R R, OB R
IR I AR (BRDF, SKIRSE, 2005), &4F
KEREE W SRR IE 2 4E Ntk AT24 ), AT
FAE N O BRARBREAK ST, 55 TR AR e e 19 2 4k
DA, WA B4 B KA B T 0805 2 4F 4
MR EN G BN (Ferndndez-Ballesteros et al., 2015).,
B, EALERTE, FHR LM, MEEL
T AT R B KO, BB A 40 AR B4R
ZIARENZ R (Kulik et al., 2016), X7l REZ K
YIGHTH T BEND) TAE A R, HBEAN
FUGERI AR, HETACHME. TFRd
R T H IR AN (E RE 0% A B AR 20 B B 5
(FFIN5E, 2014), BRILZAN, FhE . ZHFEFEIX
N T B SR g A L S R KSR O R R AR
MWL, Gl REENTA AR R, RO
B REERE T, Bk g BkARHL
AT DAREAR X 2 47 20 B0 52 g 1) 5 ek, A3 B
R ARG S 4T Z0 AR ED 42 M R0 0y, il 4T N REE IR A
— AP R 0 B A A T
45 BIKXERE

ETHSARENA, FREREEBNZ
AT 20| B B G2 A1 BB 8 A A% A1 4 20 0 B 4 B -
Wk, Mg, TR, B, eEERAREL
R R EER R Z —, R hE gL
Xof 2 AF T TR G2 04 1% 4 X AR B b 1 o BE 5%
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Aging stereotype threat and it’s manipulationsin psychological research

PAN Wenjing; WEN Fangfang; ZUO Bin
(School of Psychology and Research Centre of Social Psychology, Central China Normal University, Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract: With the explosive growth of the aging population, researchers are paying more and more
attention to stereotype threat among older adults. Unlike the race/ethnicity and gender stereotype threats,
aging stereotype threat is characterized by its accumulativeness, intercommunity, and continuity. Existing
research on aging stereotype threat has been primarily focused on cognitive aging, in particular, memory
aging, and the impact of aging stereotype threat on older drivers and workers. Five intervening factors are
shown to be effective in mitigating the adverse effects of aging stereotype threat: cognitive modification,
group identification, intergenerational contact, self-actualization and individualization, and influence of
mass media. Laboratory studies of aging stereotype threat use both explicit and implicit manipulation
methods. Future research can benefit from extending to broader research areas, refining differences between
age groups, comparing the overall effect size and gender difference, emphasizing on positive effects, and
drawing upon indigenous studies and cross-cultural comparisons.

Key words: aging population; aging stereotype threat; manipulation; cognitive modification; group identification



