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WE S5 T sttt nl i e = 1T 9

EHET BEWFE
(HHEIE R OHAE R, B 200234)

H OE GBARRAFETEORLSSEAL, mABLEAL. BN L. FAEFEFTHLEMN LR
EM R, SR AEE AL EEFF N BF TR LI, AT HA B LA E D ZRAAE 2L, &
HEE—EEF. RN FITAER Foxt AR LR L AL R ST AE b 3E B 4 M E 4 T 2t 34m L 6 A AR A
Fe @A LA H B, RE GO T ol sl 4h L= 5445 2558 R, RNIKE. BERKERLRE
XEREGH R, RRAREE—FREFRMEE FAT A QRES . 3T A BEARILBA #6 Ttk

8RR R .

KEIFE R, AR, FHE TR, A4 hil; RIS

3ES B849:C91

VL SEAE DL 2 MR 1A S X G 0 101 Ot W — B
IR BB AAAE, 18— 2252 A0 5 8 RotR)
SRR A PR T — A A2 I o e A e T
ZHCENEHCRE D LA OB REEN, FEEL
FRARER S EMAIRR Lotk B BIE 7= 4 R
EESLes e, B Al Y Lo Mk (8 B e T i
KB N LR ER AR, i B AR A
X R IR R K 55 57 S - & P 21
PE S DL 2% 45 o Ve B B 0 SR A B R 1T 2 1Y
U5 2R, AR R AR 2 . EARRAE 2 AR
1&1% H 3 (Body Image Disturbance), #: 525 E
OMEPERO (B, £3E, BRAEMF, 2017).

s WIFAE—Fh A5 E A2 OB S, T2
s WARFA . A WX 5 25 WL 2 £ 05 A ELAE
AL R M I ZR (B AL, AT, 2017). JE4F
S, PR DL BT 5Y Y o 32 i DA A DL 4 A AR
i WX 5 S LA R R, 2 T 2
TR R LA D UL X 5 a8 55 WL 7 28 73 P 531 fv
DLJS, BARr R fi DL 45 A A B X T Y 3
A7 R B H = e B R A FH (Kaiser & Miller, 2004;
Brinkman, Dean, Simpson, McGinley, & Rosén,

2015), SR, FEVESn WA p, oA
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& OUE By, AT RS M 0 i UL B A2 L AT
L2 R A N T 52 i) Al L 4 55 IR, RS T B
3N 2Pk B I AT R R A AE 22 577 AR SCiE i %)
C A SCHREAT I BE, DA 550 i UL A [ 7 14 73 26 5
H 0D UL AT O B i RS Y, 3 R T UL
03T 2 [l 0 g UL 1 e 6 B HE R R, DA K
AR TT T

1 [R5 B & S L)
L1 MHRMRIEY 5 2

54 UL (Gender Prejudice) & 3 T4k 2 4 5
G328, A ULREA 0 R s DX S R AR A AR Y
* v i —Fh S B (Brinkman & Rickard, 2009).
TERTANE 5 5 Z IR BB, M B (Sexism)
T WA BN AR A B0k P T R R
EXF (LR, > A58, 2016; Hammond, Milojev,
Huang, & Sibley, 2018), ‘B WA AT AR
oz, PR LR O B B A BEAT I, i ) a7
WRATEN LR R N FE ToMZRmE, BT
P 531 %) ZI B BN 42 (Stereotypes) S 18 AATX A [A] £
S0 ) R A A M SRR T (B, R R, e,
2015; Corrigan et al., 2017), H5, & i EN G FIIR 1Y)
BN, Jo PR R DA B 7 A A 0 S

AR WL EFG F SR E, X Lot v i
DAL LA WAl . — PR B im0, o —Fh 2
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RN DL o Forb, et 21 A D3 T O D
FEA B XA G AL G ) A €10 20k i BRI S B
BRI AR FREAER . X o478 28 1k 1
AL RE LA BN R O R R 2R . R iy v
A L DUJ 356 5% M 1 RO 15 4 T A Y 2 Bl BN 2,
WAL I A AT R LA R At SR, RN K
BCPE B ZRAS AR R L X 2 P T 458 945 & DA Bk S
PER B o X AP IS TR 1 ) O D %) 2 () R
PR 2o PE R 55 M M S, Al AL S i v ) A
RYALEL P (Kuchynka et al., 2018),

TE LLAE P ) it DL 52 1) it - (Swim, Cohen,
& Hyers, 1998; Kaiser & Miller, 2004), Brinkman
I Rickard (2009)Kf 4422 (1 31 s WL IR 40 08 =
AL — ARSI €0 20 B B 4 (Traditional
Gender Role Stereotypes), AN L Hi& & HAh T
YE, TERAGUEA TR AR 1, — REEIRL
(Sexual-objectification), 2 PEVE Jy BUR (1) % 145,
XA O I, 5 Lo P ) B AR TR S 1B
SREE; = JE WA M A9 PR FIAT 4 (Demeaning or
Derogatory Comments and Behaviors), 45 A
PR WATIE, DLRAZIGR T & %17
R IR WL ERER, & =FMEAVEE TEE
B D, i PR AT R A AT R 7 A5 S T A UK,
35 00 O LA SR 09 JgUB FUOR R BB /DS, AR G
BT R, X — I R EIR AW T 35 2
L, A S 2 A M e DL R AT T TE 4 B IX 4
NN o T i e b = YT s s 2 K
UL A AS ] Py iR S R
1.2 MR R E R E 5 2

20 38 M O DB, Lo MR 23 il AN TR R
Ji7 o Swim &5 A (1998 )Kf 24 Xk 2L 5 1451} i UL =
B[] 97 U 4 Sk = Fh 28700 . il BT I 1 (Assertive
Responses) . JE 7 K114 /2 i (Nonassertive Responses)
ALy B Vi (Psychological Responses)o Hirf, il
PR S R LA — i O UL 25 7] UL Oy =) R AN
T, LA L RO SR SRR TR R, AR
S A 45 T s B i UL e R . TR
LA, WA —Lb WA IR, b A A&
TG RE - HoAt 23 3CHE; O BRSO 8 A 1A R 7
Az T i DA B 115 25 BOA R R, 20T A
Pk Lo (5 AL A g I WL, WA LB AT AT
H o TGP RN R T AN R, A =R R N JE T
WAE S o

11 2 Z A5 (Shelton & Stewart, 2004; Kahn,
Barreto, Kaiser, & Rego, 2016)&R i F—~A[) A]
e 19 /N HEBR, B A2 3 3 02 5 M Hh X i e
(Confrontational Responses), Hff 5% # ¥ iX Flt [z Jij
B Ry B R FRAT 8l Il S0l O DL A 2Rk ANl o oAt
MY AT e ROV AL HE : AEXHTME IV (No Confrontation) |
Jit 4] (Questioning) . 47T i (Exclaiming) . I 4%
(Grumbling), 7EIFEAE I, Brinkman, Garcia #
Rickard (201 1) 4 531 fis L (5] 57 1% 26 B4 4 & oAy P
B XEPUEERON . AEXTHUME RN O BRI R RIS
BAEAT SR o FoHr, XEHUE S B T e 2R3k X I
BHARNWIAT R, 45 AEE S W3S, WXt A H
M, &R, Qg ud i 1k Bk R,
WFT TR E T, B R N 2SS 5EER
B EER PR LA RSO R, A A X
AT B 4 o AT AR AR I B T BT, R R
e i DL 155 555 1 45

DL E P D 43 S HE B 0% 22 1) AE T A At
AR X HPE”, XA ARTE H SR B MM R
B, BRZEERBENEMAATEGAT . M
BINE, A EEE TWILELERNZFEEZGT
ROASCED B R, iR S R TS SRR 1 TR
P 52 L 1) i UL A 3R 3K 0 X R Ak 5 ) SR
T G 32 7 3 o I LA 3 NS B 1 Rk AR
BE, VAR sk Fh S BE AL AT A R IR R . Bk
B2 BT R TR S — oy 2607, BN
2 M AAT B R B A AT R B B Iy B R, T
AT T REWBESE . AT T H AR, AFFEE AT
AR X B S I 3 R B AR Y RN, AT L [R] s
A 1 00 0 DL R A 2 R E R R 42
1.3 BENEZMENESH T EIARFEER

DIFEAE Y R I, AN Ve I 0L 32 3 5 i 2
S, K 2 B0 A T R S O DL AR
52 B AL £ X7 Tl 7 5t S B 2 S R A T
Bi [0S caE, BV A AT RE 8% R0 IO I e
BRI RE, AT3A R BN 2 e B A S AR 23 KU
RIUTERAY 5 2 (Swim & Hyers, 1999; Stangor, Van
Allen, Swim, & Sechrist, 2002; Hyers, 2007; Brinkman
etal., 2011),

R Al £ RS B B I T B LA o 7 ST
BRI T PIA R AL

HFi—, FE SNSRI (Stress and Coping Model).
Kaiser I Miller (2001)IA Ay, T % i DA< B fif J&—
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BEAERT A WU SR T Lo PR ) e WL B4 [l i A5 1087

Rl TG 8, Lo P M 53 s D %) T 7 3 % 52 B
LR B RSO H T R, Kaiser il
Miller (2004)3# & XJ 1E X HLAT A W 530, 2
T =R AR, BB X — N EES S
&, WEAANNTIREATESE . A, T8
BRI EE, LAk BN X R S s A B Y H
P o 2 Tk P 3 sk T4 1 I 7 SFe e A A7 7 Al T X6
LRI, X BHE LM EA R E S
JIH £ (Kaiser & Miller, 2001),

BeAk, FE R A AR 1 S S, |/
T B W — A F 2 5 B A W AE S F sl s,
VLR —A~ N0 e b #z s, Xk
it WL RN HTAG 532 = A8 43« o X 0 7 Ak
UANERE SN DN TS SEY 7 N A U R o e |
B, XA C XL GE ) 1Y £ B (Kaiser & Miller,
2004) . TAFNPEAL 1 25 Rk Lot SR 45 PR R s
T3, IS X e WL R — I A e i 25
R PE, XA CXPUR LR S EAF L,
W AT BT 2 8% 37 S BT R W 19 £ 1 B A T R A i
780, INIITAL 2332 2 NSRS RZ 0, Lk i
AT S o B BT AT Z A0 28
25 T A JERL At = P Tl g 1 50 A DL P72 o

5, XU UL WA (Confronting Prejudiced
Responses Model) ., 3% 5% M T W H IS M3 &,
Ashburn-Nardo, Morris 1 Goodwin (2008)IAH,
L VA G X BUAT S 23 08 B O R A . SR,
TCIEBA Y AT R e DL S, IR E
P WL B T B =, A CAE S R
A AT H AW BT, ANARHOA T
XU I 5500, B A X B W
F, HOMPUATASHE R A C 50 I A s
AR SE R, SO B O R B R
FAR AR — AT B, 2 AN 2 i X
HUAT N (FRAKAE, MATHE, 2017),

3 0 Yo A5 A R 470 D s g A AR G 3 )
Lo AR R I L Ve 52 T 55 L A A S AT R R
P T4 D T0 7 ) S, i TR AN Ji) [ AT A R A
B4 J R s BRI o R T I X AR AR 3 B 2 5 24
INFPEAR A R, LRIARWE .t s M 45
VNS R R U AR cA H Y VK Rl 0k A PO E N
Joj 55 75 ) 2R A T RN 2 1 45 R 3%t 4k T i Al
TLAT R e, B AGR — 1 3L A AR DL 55 0 ke
AT Ry Z [ Z TP BRI R R BRI, AR

otk F B AR A 2 R LG BUR S 1 5E
My, i ELSER A T 55 WL Z 1] A A X S DL Y
T

2 WESMHT &M xR I Y B
i YSEAIESE S

AR A8 F 77 7 X AR 2 0%t g AL 52 oy 455 281 11 fe
B, WU B4y T 09 2ot — I A A Bk i i DL
HIAEYE, 53— 07 0 MR BT 2 5 7 AR A 2
UM (Kaiser & Miller, 2004) , ELSZAH B FISLFRAT A
Z 8] (4 7 G i A fl AT TAR /0 e B8 5% 1 T R A
XFHLmINE, Ak T 52 55 WA AR By R
PEASASLE 13117 i W Fof 7 1) B A4S 5% P8 AT
flid BN 2258 42— 8, 7 HLAE S XA T A i
2 1y e 15 2 0 R FURR b 2 AN A9 . Ashburn-
Nardo 55 A(2008)58 ], S5 WL AN 2 —— g IR 1L
AT DL XS BT . X R S L
PETEA R 0 T e B8 (0 0 e 1m0 1 75 B A7 7E — 2
AL, W frfEdteez

DR R, 76 13 WA FH i, R~
I7) 54 003 B B 2 PEAE XS Bt s DL P 1 22 S £ 5 10
RO PR AT G, B A i DL =4 1 o A AR /e
#a VPAL MR PEAN G SR A D DL 5R
IR v 1 2 AN A AR A ] (Kaiser & Miller,
2004; Ashburn-Nardo et al., 2008; Good, Moss-
Racusin, & Sanchez, 2012; Brinkman et al., 2015),
2.1 KY(Optimism) 5WE G T &1t B MR I

ppriges

DATE B BIFFE e 5 WL PR 3R AR g — Tl [ 42 52 i)
PRI ZRAERAE T, SR04 D U 32 35 2 % s 7 XU 1
TRURRPE R, A 1) T I A X e O DA 75 2 7R 41
RKREY ST, T2 B2 BYFEAT 1E X1 E % )
A B M N+ R & (Kaiser, Major, & McCoy,
2004), SR WY 2 PR 55 WL SR AL 2 0 45 43 L SIE
WLR 2 T, T2 SR 2 b R R B 2 A
X it UL =R HEAT T 100, X B d UL 4 A (Bennett,
Banyard, & Garnhart, 2014), ZIiHF57(Weber &
Dickter, 2015; Sechrist, 2010)iE52, 2 ) 5 MK
SF-A573 T LA 2 T A S 5 0L I X B AT A Y
KHEMER, X5 Kaiser Fll Major (2004) A& —2K,
N SR FUR I (R 5 1 55 W AL i UL =07
KA A I £ e A, S AR A el 488 X T o

DA GR 2ot T =Ml . 58—, SRV
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T EIRAYRE ST HIMT o A i UL T SR
FLA SR AAR A 1] 19 2 25 A S8 22 9 X B UL
AR, RIRRAE N2 T EIEZZIAHE, AT
2 A C A T 2 R EAL B UL 1 (Kaiser
& Miller, 2004; Kaiser, Major, & McCoy, 2004), 5§
T RGBT AL o SRR et
65T 1] TA SRy % 01 31 A DL #) AR SRR, i AR B OKR,
It EHXT A OB 5 UL B ) E AR D, A
A ELOHE A C 5 0 WA SO SE R
(Ashburn-Nardo et al., 2008; Sechrist, 2010), 25 =,
SRR R 7T B AR SCR U . SR Lo
AT ) TN A R 0D UL AT DA ZBOE i DL, R Ok
AV DL AZ R, AR AR/ TR ), 2 4
Fl © 1937 3 (Sechrist, 2010) . A I AN 76—l B
By, RO 3 A [ ) O DL S, 8
R L 5 e UL R Pk IR AR A A Y 25 R
(Kaiser & Miller, 2004),

T TR, SRVUAEE W 3 SCH A X T 1
L TP R I A PEAG AR 2R
F ST, SR L A A PR 2% 484 o 8 o e S i D %
PUAT KA T R, B2 e TAK XS HUAT R A Y
J& AR TA I 3 AR AN Lo M XT O I Y SEBRAT S, T
AT 22 D3 VEA Ry i UL AR
2.2 RMN/UKEE (Cost/Benefit) S WE & #H T &

5 R s 0 O 3R 1

JUAEAE A S0 i L T R DR BRI A — 2 AR
X IR A R, (HR B B 4 R M2 PEE AL e
W iy DL A7 158 T A1 2 0 5 25 i i s UL BT A 1 Y
AR FNAT BE 25 (Good et al., 2012), ZEIIA i
FESSAL T B O WL ARF A T RS 0 O L 1) 2 P el 2
BH % i /> (Ashburn-Nardo, Blanchar, Petersson,
Morris, & Goodwin, 2014),

VAR A, Lot it X sl o 2
AT ILE: F—, SR IEmXHnT g
37 A TR e SR 67 T 2 4 A MR JS R (Kaiser &
Miller, 2004), 25—, APpfUfr. ZFEHFMH N
XRE— /NS A ANPR R H
ZAIL VNS F R TARAERAERI R, M55 WE WA
JE T BAMT PR B (Kaiser & Miller, 2004) . 5
=, ABRILRMAM . JCHRTE TAR sk S
TEA, B2 R A O UL X A AT 2
PR R AL AR, RS2 E — R S e
A E R (Swim & Hyers, 1999; Stangor et al., 2002),

55 W [F)RE 2 A1 g AU 6 30K i A0 A2 B A DL 1
BT ATt AR tele g K, AR HEAT SEBR A XL
(Brinkman et al., 2015) o {HJ2& 7 & & B f UL 1% 35 T,
2P 55 WL S ) AN T A A A S 2 T 35 R T e
i W54 # (Fischer, Greitemeyer, Pollozek, & Frey,
2006) . 3% AJ g2 A AT LY A N fiE BB R 19
BIRBE M B2, BEASHI Rt E RN EL
FAAL, R 32 % T /N (Ashburn-Nardo
et al., 2008),

2.3 EEIKFE(Distress) 5 WE 5 #H T &t B &

16 DB 1% 45

DB R, 2% Mo ME S h A
[, 3 ST A 36 81 % 906 5 15 28 I KA TR, A
(7o 2300 G Ay = W N i I (2 [ UG - o N
FHR KT R, R BN EF MR Z,
Ut AT 2 S ) X AR DL R o S Bl R B
8117 9 2o, LTI et AL A X 470 T i e 4%
T 4 #4800 2o B R K O T R
(Brinkman et al., 2011; Shepherd, 2019), 7 [ X} ff
DL AR RRAT A BAS Y 22 T, el iR K
O WEEAG, PO PR B SR, A AT B i 1) 26
FE 16 55 0 WL 175 5% (Ayres, Friedman, & Leaper, 2009;
Bastomski & Smith, 2017),

H5ZEHEARRME, M thm e gt
BN, RIS T, A AT 4 A AR
9 B /= B IR KO, BRI BRI R 2
Xt 300 WA # (Chaudoir & Quinn, 2010); 53
P55 35 A LU, 2 55 0 1 9% M 56 1 B v 1
KT, E R AT 0 3 R R Lo M X O L
A H 19 ] BE 1 (Brinkman et al., 2015), SR M 7E47 2
B S0 A0 DL =02 L G B 1 i MR ER P E, BESY
K, WA S IEX T Z2ESREX A C
B Lo M R AT RPN, TR R ] RE R otk
L2 % P A R A ik o I 21 Al AL 5 2 S
B, A Gy e AR A, R B R K
AT A5 b 7 4 R RS B2 AR BB 2 i B
i (Benavides-Espinoza & Cunningham, 2010), 7]
DL, FETH XS R B M5 i DL 8 fr A T T
TP, 2ot s W W R R = AN R Y, X5 4o
XoF g L = 1 7 PR AR G, TE R L I
NSRS e Y, A S PR SR B R B e L S
4 1) 7™ B M B A A T BE & A X BT AT O (Ashburn-
Nardo et al., 2008),



ol

BEAERT A WU SR T Lo PR ) e WL B4 [l i A5 1089

WU B 43 T 2o ) [ 22 55 7T Re 55 b AT T 7E
WEETMARBABRER L, ZFEHEAREA
RS, AT s WEERENES,
B AT T B TC I B DA > O L S Y ™
R Ym0 5 14T o FR & Ot i, 5%
R A 56 3] 14 3 5 KT A IR A 1 AT X BT A AR
% (Ashburn-Nardo et al., 2008; Chaudoir & Quinn,
2010; FakE, AR, 2017).

TEFENE, BARKE IR KTEEE
BT L pem L, EERERE AR T AT
SO, RRE X P p kAR, 1R 4%
T X BRI R, H, e
o7 3% 4 5 R T 105K W T g — N T A R R A M
ma R 2R o
2.4 T E X (Feminist Activism)5WEZH T

1 Bl R LR IR

RFT R B, X Lo A 3 SRS B 45 5 ) X B
B0 Lo X UL T R o S Lo A S 32 E A
AN B O LA FE L 5 Lob 32 F 53 i Hotk
RRA 56, AT RN 25 S R ) A DL A A 1
ik, AR AR SR AR, JF HIA O H
O WA 5 18 2 P 5 UL (Weis, Redford, Zucker, &
Ratliff, 2018), Leaper #l Arias (2011)& 3, {2
TR E SO SRS PTG R A, Lk
AR E U2 PR A F A G H B2
PR, Bk E—MER, N A Y
S, AT, RA IR I
AN A A B Y oM R B R O DL A
15 o H TGS 2 P8 2 Rt oA 3 S5y, TR
T, 52 3k 2 S e ) SR AUBA A L A R ARAR
RSB . 5RO HUX AOIE A e, SR B
I 2 A T L B N 4

MY AT, AFF AL E LS
FE 05 TUI0 Atb AT T SR BROG4702 151 197 194 FT 14 (Brinkman
et al., 2015), ZePEZ5 WL B A] REKE X Al T 14T
FAE Ry Lo A U - S B DA . A FFIRIZ LAY
B0 IR E, AT S e R LR, X
A C X B 0L 00 45 Ot iR 5, AT SZ R A
HE47 IE 1 %11 (Ashburn-Nardo et al., 2008), A%
— B BFEIEIA R, Lo X S O DL ) AR S
ATAFA 0 00 - 58 A5 2 0 %o P 30 g D 198 % 5
LA B i — 2t (Weis et al., 2018),

K, Ashburn-Nardo %5 A (2008)iky, Mifi

2 M Y 2 B R B0 ) A D P A T BT B
FRME o S 7E R S5 R HUAR IS I 2 A 32 i
HEHE, WinkArEaREXFEHITHSS
BE o WAL, BT R, 2455 55 0 R BOE ™
i B 2K Tl g s DL AR 2, %o e i s DL 1) 2R
[F) 4 i 2 (Drury & Kaiser, 2014), XFhE(EE
L EFE IR 2 > R o

3 TEERE

g5 LTIk, ERXE XU By T L 4 5 A A7
FEFRIE L2250, (HARLAHE, F-H /2 i A
VAR L 1 4 AN T oA SB35 PR 51
A LI 3 Lt A RSP 30 A DL B 8 X T S R 4R
1M AFE IR G Sk &, 2EXT 0k B DL, K2
Bl VA S BEUTBR S 20T o X [l iy 2 5
Al B T A BOR 7 A BEE S i DL A A 1 S
AR 7 BR T SRR BT Z AN, A T AR
b T 105 S AR, B SR LM UL 15 O
FIRET 7 B TX A PR, RRIZ IR
WEFE AT LA AR = A7 i R aE— 2 %R
3.1 BEFHRAMERITHRME $IL

FRSR T U 2 2 A et UL 1) 800K e,
EWFFE R B, w4 R A UL RE A2 5 R AT TX 32
LS IEE RO P e P SRS /NN R Y3
A BRICR o T A A ) A DL A0 A Ry — A
R, % # M (Gulker, Mark, & Monteith, 2013), 4
A X BT S0 O UL P R SR 25 5 N TR W7 AR (I F 5T
2% B A DL TF LA ] 8

T, NS ) 28 Y O L 1) s 5 P A 2
BAFAEZESE? Crosby (2015)46 Hh, Fhik ) 8 7 P4
J5 B RO &I B Ak 2R, AfTTxEE A
o1 i DL 2 348 38 A4k 2 U, i I 3 R DL
X GRAE X — A i, (A O L A
A RN A M EM . Hyers (2007)IAH, e
FAEAEE TR DL PR S . — B ek
S R, B Y R AR R ) O DL B, e A
O, BT R RE R A ot E B R AR
TR Y P X ) O DAL ST 20 ED 52
LU SR G e e et e (A (NP S NS E R HE 'S
—ZIMEP G, IR A PEXT PR R RAR AR, AT
file2e s b e AN EE A "X — ZIBEN G, ax gt
FRIETCIE 4 Lo VRN 7, — 5 THG R T A Pk
XFHC AT e th AR, S —Jr R R A2
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ZEXT LA PR TR DL AN 2R P B AN AE R, X
i WA B R AL

HWR, R H Lo M52 55 35 1 SE PR PR 75 230
i DL A5 A 2 B D WL K7 A BIFSE Y45 R IE AN
—3%, Simon FI O'Brien (2015 )[Rl &£ 547 1 51
WL BE AL 53 S W 2, o — 2 5 i o %
%, WA MR I B R A, 5O —4H
AR, <TI0 0] i DL 25 3 2% S48 1] 7 S 28 119
AT 55wk F AR LEXT PO AT 2o P32 3, EXTHE
I WD O UL R 38 X6 LoV O LK o TN AE
Parker, Monteith, Moss-Racusin F1 van Camp (2018)
MBI R B, A4 AN AFTE N 5 s LT
A SJUETEHEAT R BTN, e WA & 2R R 2
i) A AT, M A CARBL R L Jx s
N R B LIRS B A B F A WS, &
PEAIN B PR, ANl G Rk ST AE, f WL A
A T SRR I O B %32 S e AT R -

5= HXTUmINIR A 55 W, HA R R
B R4 ? Chaney Fl Sanchez (2018)11 i Hr
WFFE R B, 25 LA 38 o 1 Sk HE P X 0 ol e A DL &5
T2 WA T 2 B NP, R I SE
KT A mba), fed A — & 5 WA & TR 3k
IR L O AT S B Al o T X S T — 2R 4
I, X AR SCAIT ST B T4 M A B, 7 S a8 3ok A 031
W EHR P2 G, I WA 50T A SR P 23 O L
B 56 1 B S 184 22 (Parker et al., 2018), {HE2 72
A AR A B9 S i DL 8 S8R A R A A R R
FEHHEATIE .

S0, XEPUE E R I ROR R S S R
o h . AN FERZEGR? OAMW
X S0 O ULBIE 5 O T R AR 2 02 S PR Y
K, AR LA HE L Al 12834 (Lesbians) . 5 [A]
PEAN (Gays) . W AEZR# (Bisexuals) I 5 14 71 &
(Transgender) i 1% 2> B VR (LGBT) A W 58 X 42 o
T /0 BSORE A T R L S P 700 R A T8 O 22 1 P 031
fi W.(Brinkman et al., 2015); 4h, B T2 M58
TE S0 %8 BEAT SR BUIG BRI, 7E X058 J5 it
Xof i WA AT A B, X e LR AR
255 MR AS AT PTG B2, 52 B0 )
i WL o BRI, KR RO 58 N1 B 22 b DG T
PR BOREAAR DL R 8 6 0 Bt A s 16 DR 728 0 6
(], 3 n dE R, R FE XS Bk [l R AT Ry e
P53 i DL v A R AP E o

32 XKIEXMHRMARILFEENTHER

DAY 22 3R £ XU EE B3 T 114 2 ok i g %o
PR TAIOR IR AN N TR R e BT
WEH AR AT R, 25 5 RPN T
VA e i AL LU B B, 3 R E T 2%, TR AE Y5 T
AR IR DLAT R, TR Rl w5, I HL P B AR
R IFARIR ST —FEARME S, TE TR BIHL .
EARFIE% 1 A BEW % (Girvan, Deason, & Borgida,
2015).

H AT AE T P B i fi UL ) T BF 98 vh & 3,
2850k B HIR S A LN S5, i A8 o i L 1 4 1)
s WK S-AE — JB 5 45 B B B {K (Hu, Antony, Creery,
Vargas, Bodenhausen, & Paller, 2015). It 4},
Forscher, Mitamura, Dix, Cox I Devine (2017)%
IEE XA RAT K 25 0 T T RE % T BONAT X Fh i
AH S B M5 A kAR FF A AR i, B4R S5 5 % BR
HAH L, THHTE A REAEA LML ERRK
KGR WL 8 o

KL, SR 7 300 1 0 L i) A A, DA SOWER
S0 1 Lo P X 1 S O D T X 1) R T AR
B, AR BITEFE AT LA S0 dn L T T 55 BUAS:
YRR, FRZ P Bt 3 O D 5 2 ) T TR
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The confrontational response of women to gender prejudice
between two identities

CUI Jialei; CUI Liying
(Department of Psychology, Shanghai Normal University, Shanghai 200234, China)

Abstract: Prejudice is the consequence of the interaction and joint construction of perpetrators, targets, and
bystanders, rather than a unilateral social psychological phenomenon. As targets or bystanders, women’s
responses to perpetrators are different or similar.We discuss Stress Coping and Confronting Prejudiced
Responses Models that interpreting women's response to gender prejudice between two different identities.
In particular, we analyzed the various influences of optimism, cost/benefit, distress and feminism on the
confrontational response of women to prejudice while they are targets versus bystanders. Finally, we outline
directions for future research and call for greater consideration on the controversy for the validity of
confrontational responses, the intervention on perpetrators who hold an implicit gender prejudice and the
substitution effect of expanded imagined contact.

Key words: prejudice; gender prejudice; bystander intervention; prejudice prevention; feminist activism





