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* &t % 4 # (Conceptual Framework)

MR R AE T E D F BEAEIEN R I RS ENL

mEF mAxH! FEH: FE om' FEH £ &'
(AP0 B B AT 25 DB T HL, 5AMAE D B S AT N HE R A S0 %, I 430079)
C LigAs R BEAERE, K A OO EAAT AR 5B, L 20030)

H E HANZABRBANBR SRS AN ERRE, BAGERZIAMREAI G 5 L R A Gt
BHAERAFRR—KGCEAL, EFRBANBBRALEF VS TARAL R, AEHR AT I G
FrHEomlsRIEX R FAALE N PG, 228 T RIS 0 F VF RN TG oS AR F3)
BEEIR AT LR, KB REEIF BTN 69 2 48 Bk, AR A2 B 4570 69 %0 B0
A0S BAUH) X —FFF M BARBER B AR AR RS 6 OR R AR /R R AN &, RT3 R 4 T R
RN Yo B LB R AUE, SRR AR EIR R LS AEA, BT AP R R 60 0 AL B AR TR O AR T Ak 0
FH&kE,

KR FHUHE, WA, RAERER, FE44FN, AL

HEE B84

1 R W, R G 928 R 1R B — S5
‘}l‘l’ i nl A TAEU‘\}E i» , HXX‘

SR AR L et RIS BRI

230025 1 B Y (Steiner et al., 2022), XA e ; N ’

2008; BRge 4 , 2000); — BERIFSE ) % B e
B ABRR, BIMTHFM SR REEHE %ﬁ%;ﬁgégmﬁ%%EZLﬁiggigg
W, PERZIREIS . R L . PR ’

G AL R Ly o DRI, FIFRRR . AR
SR B . A, PSR Gender T2 A S (Lamer et al,, 2022; MacMullin
’ : et al., 2020).

Nonconformity, B4~ F3H 5 H H AE M0 i+t - " PRORSNPN

oSS A H S8 — 500 0T ) 15 5 A
1 357% 6 ncnes <t o 2022, Ot ot . TEPHIEHERGRE 0.0 MR 47125

M| . N . . P 5 B — N B Y e H

2021; van der Miesen et al., 2018), 4 5] #% 8 S'EHIJ @i%ﬁﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁm;]‘}%jx @ﬁw‘?ﬁ%’ o
WAL AR R R, ) R RS AR R RS
CUHREEEL i I BB R S (Chemey 0o e DI MR A SR S AR, IS
& Dempsey, 2010), BB i ey 20 RN LA R, WA T e
PR VE A R B (Lo et al., 2020; Macmullin et al., ?”ﬂﬂi)\jﬂ'ﬁﬁd{lﬁﬁ)’ﬁ%ﬂﬁ*ﬁfr’f, Ay P 51 B
2020; Turban & Ehrensaft, 2018), H FijifF 7% X4 51l 1o Wen 55 AL (2020)R HI*MISE RIS Hhi e 114
AU R 2 0 IR R A gy T O B BV, R TSI
R S R R 2 W R, RPN A
5 TR HE S PR TR 4 O HE 52 17 76V R

Wk B 41: 2022-10-08 L e g WA - ‘
¢ R AR RS LA R ap o R IPITEAL, B

%gi\ij{IﬁIE(lgzDA?ﬁ;l)%ﬁjo %ljzuﬂ:ﬁiﬂfgiﬁuﬁﬁIIﬂ%Lﬁ}ﬁTﬁ%Eg ﬂ@ﬁl—%
BEEA: W, E-mail: zuobin@ccenu.edu.cn EEriisk . X — R R RE — R AR T T 1%
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GBI RE, (HENTEMEhfEER S A
PROCERW R IEMILEE . HIE, EABSHEIM
— B HEE SRR E RS, AR5 R
FAERHE I AR DUR Zo M B B M8 M (Gender
Property, GP), T2 [l B 4776 F 5 2 ¥ 51| J7 AU o
H) KA J& P (Basic Property, BP), W2, S
S0 DG T 1 R I R [ B T B e L v, U2
X5 L VEMN R AN [ o IR SRS B Lo Zi R
NG AL FIEAE R B E, FUR AT 5 Ml 32 e
FERYBERES Ttk o X ik IR AR B A4S S8 1 O 19
PSR B AR A AR Bl A% S it TRl A, )
i A% T LA ] S 400 Sy 9 i S A g P S T A
N2 B8 PR AR BE A N 45

RIETFFE H 0, ARFFRIAETEZ W B b M5
&5 1R B Z R A TRl At 230 BRALN (ARFE A K- | o0
FREERE | 41200 N ANEARERAEAE) (MacMullin et al.,
2020; Zucker et al., 1995), iR & T EFEIEH
(peer evaluation)iX —74F &, WM AMTHEYEA B
AR B GEOBHIT 7™ Az 1 2 7552 32 At N 0 8 B ) I
NAE B FIWT, 76 NATT R 25 26 T rh 4 i 5 A L
B A f4(Simon et al., 2020), [FFEFEMAE A —Fh
B STEANY, W T R R AR A A 1 42
AR . MGIEURIGH A N ECHE R S
PSR H A F R L Al AR R A 2 B
SR E TR, 25 e [ £ 56 2 F0 PR A R
14 56 5 K 2 (Abele et al., 2021; Halimi et al., 2021;
Wang et al., 2021; Ji5%4s 4%, 2015),

AHIESE LAPE Tl A% X5 - 5% e B 5 b B i
S Ar RS, S B B R AR IR R O
RN FIBLE o 58 PG i B — 0] 1Y 2 4 S8 B,
LR R R RS T 3 AR
WF5E 1 Bt — 2D A SRR IR B B A B PR, A
FBE N2 A BN AT AT S b 28 A BIE
Y5 LU T PR B R AE 75 0 BRI S 2 1A . TF
5% 2 BT B B0 B SR AE 43 ) D 1) B A
TNHURE MR b R BRI P A B — 242
i, P& IR IR SN B AR B, R 2]
Brige, gt 3 MR @ R (computational
modeling technique), 7ETHJZERR M i ts 2 7]
FEVEAN B B A AL, S50 SEUERIF 5T 1 AR 95 e
MYIRG, [ Bt 22 4k Ay e 72 b S s 4 55 79 90 i
[E AP B 1

2 ERMARIVRS R

2.1 (R)MARREER RS

T B Z0 M N 42 (Gender Stereotype)s2: ZI# El 42
MR EAIEEZ—, BB S ETT
R NEFRESE T H A . BORMERNE L
(e, A5, 2006), FiE ZIH ED SRS K I
#Eif . HAT, ZIMREDGUTE REZIR NG N4t
B DNAIN T AR AU S T . (DTENASYERE I,
Fiske %5 A$2H T #E (warmth) FIEE /1 (competence)
ZIBR EN G N B4 7 (Stereotype Content Model, SCM);
Abele Fll Wojciszke # i 5% Fl1PE (communion)-5 fE 3
P (agency) PI4ESE, Ellemer 55 A2 T 4L3c
(sociability). &% (morality)5 i€ J1 (competence)
B = A B, 3ok B 24 B 52 9 25 4 2 O B 1
oo i s S PEAN B A T RT 22 R BT 200 (Abele
et al., 2021; FREESE 4%, 2012; 40K, 2015), A HF
FERBHNZRENZ HINRTE S . AR, f
AT WOl R 25 J5 1 2H B (Fiske, 2018; Fiske
et al., 2007; Deaux & Lewis, 1984), (2)7EIA%IM T
L, RS R IR 2 3 SN 2R BT T g 2
PR RO BT R, IR T R it T ZIMk BN %
TS ) P By B L7 (Two-Stage Model of Stereotype
Activation) (JkBExk, /6K, 2012), BRIL=Z 40, WA
R 2 4t 2 A B 4 s 55 0 Y B A e e
(goal based theory of stereotype activation and
application), B4 Z4k BN 4 Y i FH A F) T SE A~
Wi BRI, 204 ED A BB S 2R ED R 1)
DA FI T B ARSI, 22045 B G A0 3500 4 4 411
il (Kunda & Spencer, 2003), ZI# EN 4% )5, AT
RE23 28 D07 AN TR0 SPA T I TP AR A i Tad 72
(R, Eiii, 2009), EFFIM L, ZIREDEAE
B K BT, AT T, Z8eE 5
BB R B 6 S B sk i s Sl T, (3)7Edp
ZEHLH b, WFIT A B2 A B 4 b 515 B 7 O A —
Hh X5 2 A N400, PRI AR 1 S 2 7 &k
BRI P600. ZIHR EN G i b 22 A48 1k 2 BRI AE N
X B 20 A B0 5 & 1 B nig ok # rf (Rl AF
2010), 5T WR, FEAHAESMUEE ik ) 2 wi
(ATL) 3G F AN FAE S BEAR B Z0AR B R AN IR RAE,
B WCER B AT A8 K )2 (dmPFC) LA HFEN S
JE (R ZIBED R ) o Mitchell 55 A (2008)f{ ] fMRI
KBTI A BN G S S 2 RT BB T A
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W% B2 J2 . b4, Endendijk 25 A (2019) 1Y
fMRI BIFFE % 324 A0 B 31 52 14 39 220 Al BN 4 1 )L
B, ACRE I 5 KM ) 2 B BN AT Ry B A
il AT W S PR R4 I Y dmPFC ATHET I
R (ACC) XU 23 4 8T

FE 5 Z0 M B 42 (Gender Counter-Stereotype)
i 5 M 550 0 A B G AR AT AR A, S ARAS 3 ST
B T VRS 2R DG UYL, R AE TR A AT
75 T A8 2R 5 AT P 31 22 A B G TS AN AR A 1Y)
OH A (Heilman et al., 2004; XIHH, 53, 2006),
B0 Lo Ve 8 B <Re Bk R B S AATR &t
COEFIPE”ZI AR A AR 35 (Tan et al., 2021), %
MZIMREP G R 2 AT 5 55 MR Lo AR DG 1Y Jg
MRRIE, S22 H AR PR D A b v )
1% 2 i A — L (Cheryan & Markus, 2020). ik
) DA% U0 A R AR R B RSN L AT S AL
PRAE 7 AR R S 5T H AR HR e o A 2 R
A=A R B Z B AL %) (Adelson,
2012; Jacques et al., 2022; Olson & Enright, 2018),
AR5, 52 50 2 A B G e H s 5 7 1) 2 Al
WA, REZEBWIRED T TGS, F%
TRUF AATHE T 20 MR EN G 447 BRSSO | AR BN
F K HI %0V (backlash effect) (Phelan & Rudman,
2010; Rudman et al., 2012); ifij 4 1) i % ] 24> 1
JEH R LA A AE 5 H AR 48 5 M A AL 2 B
A=, UEHR FERETEHFDEL RO,
TR S i b XoF /A 0 B B | S AR
) P4 0 55— RGN S B SCIR IR . REE TR 7
AR A5G 2 2% AT AE 19 4 (MacMullin et al.,
2020; Jacques et al., 2022; Wang et al., 2021), 55
P51 i s 5 B S0l 200 i ED R AE 5 SCRNSEBR A5 op
225, AT LU B DA LR AR 35 8 RS 2 8,
XFAAT A RO BT R IE S TR TS
SZIMR NGOG 2 A, TR B TP RGE T B 1
ML MEAE R BT S 07 Ay Rk . HEG G
TR O A% B 5T 0 A Tk A B B, % S B DAAE
S vh RN TR LR DT R ON, v S %)
B BN GAR DG 580 A P i A I S 4T R 1 A

FCPER I ED G X 5 A R, — =2
R A T PO 220 A ED G i A AR AR,
0T BRI ZIMR BN AN R RHIE(Wen et al,
2020), FA SR ZIMRED G AR R i T
2 YT 2 2 50O (XUIE, K, 2006 1%

KE, 2003), Kk, KAEMNZIMREDZAF S0 LI,
SAERAMA B AR IBONAN ST Rk e 4 H B
PRSI ZIBREN G o W05 55 45 N (2020)44 5251 2 Hig E)
G Ry A~ AR i 5] 220 A A 38 1 531 3 [ A AR AR
FR R A, i << S 22 B R 2 4 1 1o R A 2
(the threshold model of stereotype maintenance)”,
UESE T St S 2 A A B B 5 A I 285 B 22 ) oy <51
U #9722 sRASE R (143, 2022) ik — AU /R T
O BOUEAR S 5 AT RE A E AL, i ) i A% B
FEHY B LA

2.2 MHREE SR IENEIXE

PATENFFETE 0 i s 55 TR A D 4 L R A1 SC 3R
I A 0 P B A AUIEAT TR, WESTAS
B —E A, P A% 5 [ A PR
] G R Z AL SR T (R b . — e B R
B, TR ELA v S AR B S PR AR AE 1 52 A 31) 1 W
AR ) 2 52 B 8y T AR/ s R B S M R AR
(m, A AR A s B e, AT
X v A5 A RE DB R A Y 2 M Y 2 BE VT S )
(Wen et al., 2020), X% B A AATTXPE A s &
T REAATE BT S 44t 1 Rl R Al o T o) — 2
WF5E R WY, 1R ) i A 5 B0 T BT Y (R B
(Nabbijohn et al., 2020; Wang et al., 2021; Zosuls
etal,, 2016), MEHEARFTE, F AP it
0 R PE M 5 /D (Blakemore, 2003; MacMullin
etal., 2020), JSAF AR M HLIE OF A 4,
(LT /4 SR S 5 55 e ) i Ak 174 [ A 58 3 L 5
(Kwan et al., 2019),

T P 31 i A% 552 W) ) P DA B9 — B Sl
AES2 BN PPAN X G T ks 26 28 . PR K plil A
SRS o R4 b3 PR E el e A ATTXF
PES A% [ AR P 7 DIAERFR C XS AT T —

%ﬁ%()
2.3 HEARIE R E TN B A R &4

231 MHARIEHNEE

2 T AR S AN L TR R 0 A A AN A A 11
CTAYVR, RERREE B M AR A 2 % A PR
EARFFW , BE TN . SRR . H AL
ETY L ED G 02 dhe R A VAN O S (G i 4, ARFTER,
2012; Zuo et al., 2019), LIFEAFIT R, £HHE—
T8 TR AN S B8 B 2 M s BT, (BN
RBRIAR T TS 5B B, W25 Y3 £ i 7o 9 bk
il (Bosak et al., 2018), Wen 28 A (2020) 1A hy 4 51l
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FRAECAN 27 | T HC)VEE T AATR AL 0
R, HURXT B LR B ANR, FSEE X
B AL MR A B AR B, AR A A
XFZ BT BT, R E U B 2=,
232 MHMRIERIEKER

S TN 2 A B G 1 28 A T S Al A 7 25 78 R
SR T Z% 0 DR I, RO ZIMR ED S
BAT R R ALE M AR [R) 258 (Rudman et al.,
2012) i A 1 5 B — ol ) R A TE R A 55 e/
e e RO I RS ER A 2 S e Y R S R A G U S
K. BB L b DXO)EE R 5B /At N B B R
T, ALHE S 5 AN N1 ) S R < 1 3 A
A = 3% B Ff 2 8 (Heilman, 2012), R 3EE X, [t
AR BN G 2 Xt AATTIR e M P A i 7, X
oI = AT L AT S Bl m ke S AR DG R Y 21
LU R ), WA IE T AR ZE LI TS (R
SEPE); TR AS AT & At k., CaER
B PHAR A TR S5 TR B 5 T Hh AR de e M
PR Z R o R, 275 DA X R P S P 531 )
WREPGR S, AR IR R0 . (DEA
SRR (With the Other-gender Feature, WOF)[¥
PR A s (2)8 > [E] P REIE (Lack the Same-gender
Feature, LSF)PETIRAE . 5085 R, A
X R s 288 TR0 P 0 AR S %k G2 B PE A B AR TR, AT
2xfids LSF, 1A 7 g4 % WOF (Heilman &
Okimoto, 2007), {HHE £ FBF5E L T 5 %% WOF
— R ARBFFHE X WOF #l LSF W AR S AL (Y
PR TR AR QnAn] 52 M 7 20 4F B[R AR ITAN AT R G 0E
HuAG
233 HHER

P 53] e ) A A 52 0[] 4 A7 1) e 00 AR
o, TP BERHET . PO B R B B 2
HAEH (Nielson et al., 2022), FX & tEmis, 5
HLIE X 53 M B 0 A% (Salvati et al., 2021), 7EEEAS
ot B, BE S B A, Y
M ATTAS S SF 3K — fA ), AT 2s L e
£ 40 52 B ACHE AN ) & ™ )5 [t (Bosson &
Michniewicz, 2013). 40, kbEPER0 20085 1Y
B (5 LB ) TE R B b A AL s b AL B AR, IF
LTy i b P4 (Nabbijohn et al., 2020), 52
A, WFIE RSB (5 L 1% o) RE B <F 1Y 14531
17 R W e B 22 B AR Ak /b (Green et al.,
2004) . RIS Pk BIRAE ACT 55 2004t X R 117

Hrige 2% (MacMullin et al., 2020), 5255 4 [ £E4E
#f(Braun & Davidson, 2017); 4 5m#& & i<
5| 5 (M L %) % 2 1A FE AN 244724 (Heyder
et al., 2021), PFHr &M S IPH H AR 52 B
A AR BAE L3 X6 1 S50 s 4 10 S P P41 R0 T LB )
PEREEAY, (R Fhas S nl GE3Z 8] T BAR A9 1 51 i
AU 2 i (Kwan et al., 2019). 5 45 52 10
[} BP0 1 531 22 S R ILRI (AT R H 4%

2.4 ERMRIE R E 4 IEN RO ELE

4 531) 220 . ) G A A TR e B Ay O — B
(Status Incongruity Hypothesis, SIH)IA N, A%}
P A% 2 EATHCHL RS T 44 Mk A%, B,
ANATHEVPAN RS, 23 32 DA HIBE IR A S AN
2 (Rudman et al., 2012), & T 1% 19 KBS
(The lazy brain theory), 78857 FH &5 5% 2 A5 )
(Efficient Coding Principle)f# B 5] 4% .0 B
Bl (Barlow, 1961). RSN, AMI7E
P ARG AR S R AL . BT A WEIR T
2 B 0 SR AE 8 . A O I O =R R I e
(sparse code, Olshausen & Field, 1996), EI{X %%
WA S COAERTARM NS, AN
B EBRICHD, ik, meEiEass
N SR8 IR o G SRR R (AR B G ) R A T
B TR ZR A T, IR A MR A
T R 2 A 2 2 i

MATHEFATED RPN I, 238 X RAFAE 5 26
SRR (A REAE AR <DC L, I B FR X R IE28 5
FMNFFIELE & b IR VT IC A BEAA L B3 (R, 1999).
A WA AATHESR BN TR 7E 5 AL B A
WHRR M GRITTS 5%, 2020), ASARAGH] S50
ZI R A — B {5 2 AT RE 2 RO 15 B 5 A —
BN A ) T 9800 0 PR AE(Wilder et al., 1996;
[, 2021),

WA TR, PP E 2 E st AR
P89 (self-regulation) LA B AL 5 8 M4 51 HLE 0915
BN B E XS FAT R s, 5 B s
8 | R 1 7 0 T R 2 X T N 7 A S i
(Allidina, 2018; FKIEsE 4, 2012), AfTXFEA A
B AE B PE SR AS 2 TP FEAEAN TR, X REAZ
FEHERE ) (promote orientation)FIF; E [ (preventive
orientation) & & i) 5% 1] (Moss-Racusin & Rudman,
2010). I, PERIRAE T D AERIEEPEA 9.0 B
AT e SITH X A i e 25 1 BB A OC
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25 EEMRARE

BT X 3] i A% 52 W) [) P B A 45088 2 A WF 5
W5 AT R B, ARG ARSI O AR T
— & ARG S R, (HE A IR ARAR L
EMTFAR: 5B—, DAERR EZR AN
SRR AR e ks 0, Bz BRI
P 52 ) T /0 A (6] A1 D 1) Ji 28 D P R s 2 ]
PHARI—Zh AL AR AL 55 =, DIMERFIR 2R
TS AR R TR AR 1 ) AR AT S, 2
T A B B AS A S A R,

FET E NSNS 0 R BURIAH DG, EEXT
EEA R, ATFFONG RS IS 9.0 B S T ——
FEATEMEM, WL a2, MFEASE A
P ) P 18 2 R A R R 0 M A 5 il [ A P
) T S B0 5 BN A R A O BRBIL A

3 RS

AHIE ST AT < B G — ik R — LI ) 12 4 B
SR FE I Qi 5 X ] £ DAY 59 5 i R 3 A s BRAIL 7]
KBRS F AR 2 LA 5 i 4 1)
PR R LB A VA L, AR 5] i A% X (]
PEPEAT B S L AR L, IR e A LT
S ASTEACHT I, g A AT 530 i s 2 ) T
[ PRI & BE T RERY T30, HARBESE B ARG A%
B, A 1) Al P A ) R R A e A L 4
P 28 4 B 55—, 457 Dt 2 DG JC A gl
PR AP 531 i 6 522 W) ] P A 2 A P B9 A Bl BIL A
HEAR AL B =, B S i A 5 ] REPEA 1
AFEAHLE . ABFFEBISH AR R LA 1,

FIZELL B = RATTE B AR, AT 5T 4% MR <50 )
BE-RRE-RERTE LB RR, RE
B B i A X ) P PEARY B4R I % HLE £ BRATL
il o BEFEN AR = T7 i (DZIEERG AL

G 55 0] O 4 T [ A D 4 S e, S R
14 A O - B (4 2 32 A Ry R el 22 24 IR
Pito RAFTREETE  ITEHLERGAL B AR | Fiff
AHC R D RERE LR A5 Tk, M v i s 1y 1
SIVRRAE S J M 0 LB e 2 A BRE ;. )NEE
T V2 T4 7% 1 500 A A T [ A DT A 7R DA - Bl bL
PR o R AL SN, 38 0] 4 0
W ATHIRTE L R IR TR R AR R R DT i
VA TN 8T R e sl 2 TR 114 S AL I8 A 1 ) O A
S [ AR PPN 1 R i BEAR AL Q)& T
SR TR 9 3 O s 5 i) [ A DA 14 30 2 T AR L
o RABRAE I THE AR PRI
5 B8 92 0 RN 92 56 45 T v, AN R Bl LRI
TR et b, ol FH 5 A 2 2T A5 AR RS S v A [
PV B R RIIE ad BE, R 50 S A o [ £
M 149 Sh 25 AR AL LA SO 1) D A 2 T A [ £ 2
W AT EE T Blkie 5 3 DFSE, 8 AT I,
SRTFSTRESR A 2.,
3.1 R 1: MRS EERE WA

Lok

WF5E 1 L AT 0F 585 Al A7 A 4R b
FIH 28 A PRAG BR 78 TG J2 1 PRI 3] O A% X [] £
PEM 277 A AT A RE R FE I, DT A 8 A 58 38 1 1)
s 118 1 ) R O AR S 3k — O R
BHET Wen 55 A (2020) A HT B A B iz WF SR,
MR NIBCERHEIE ARG G — ik B &
S HEA MR TR, R R S AR
(BP), J& T B LIt BA wE e, HOER AR,
BN, W ZE I B A M A e, FUR
SRS X S P R B RARAIR, R Lo MR 5 m  FSE 1
FZ R AT o M FARTHIDE 4,
AT LA At — AR AR R R OR x =[x,x,x],
T 3 A i) St o 4 A 2 18 X 7 A PR R AR,

prmmm ey et
--------------------------- L mEs L bl
! i

HERR e ||

R RRBESIA SHERHE e [ \PRSS,

[ L

AR BRI AL y/ ““““““““

--------------------------- RgE | |
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WL B Am

o SEIUR: MEMER RS EPESRE A R
o BRI BR YRR R A R A S B AR L]
o W BRI R AT ShAE A LH
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B PEBImAE R R E Wigrb, RameEE A
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s BEE=: BURRIETRMEE [ o
D | T > . SERGRAEEE |

K2 B R ARE A

TTAEAHE S T BB I 25 1% 2B ED SR Ak A4 i
R, X, YRR AIEUE x, €[0,1] 6
A 554 7 94 %6 (Wen et al., 2020)fF 19— {1k b B
JEASE) filn, S ERERNRZE, B
FREF“WIE, 5 = AR TE, RAKEAH
PEIE L 0] LA B x =[0.4,0.8,0.4]7 o ZET X Fif
FE X, FATTET LA 4 St 5B A v R AT R
Ko 0B R T T X P A L B R IR T RE
p,, =[0.3,0.9,0.5]" , ifii R 76 13 W A48 8 1 114
FIEHESE p, =[0.8,0.2,0.55]" ¢
ST B B A, AR 3 rheRE iR 32 W
R R0 BB AL GE 43 3k AU Hh 1 < B AR T
WA 1 B HEA T2 . NIEL 3 0T LU B M Fh 432
J7 X s L TR () S AR A B <R 3 F R 22
IEARTEAE W BRI, EE T A Bt
Al LAY ) S R AE R R B R B TR K 2%
Sl o ARG GE ok, KA 1A R BRL R AR TR
RSB A 250, TR 4R A P )RR A < 3
2 Ja P L ) T 3k A 4] 4328 S 3B M R A2

PRV LA, gl i, 125 0k TE oy
FEME A L I AS REF AT 8 R 37 3] 1 << L
LT a2 N =R 3 U N B M e R N e
1S X R A M B P (4 1A

o 1 AREM AR, i, TR La X5
AT < A S O B R A= 6 e ) A A R )
SCHATRY I o BRS040 AT 55, IR Wit
AT R E VAN B 1) B2 R Hof 2 75 6 AS T P LA 1 1
AN RE PE T AH O o BFSE 1 10— 25 fifi FH =5 14 A1 5%
{57 (ERPs) Fl B e % 2 4k 5 R ((IMRDAR R A 7] 12
J3E RIS TR (18 1 ) D A4 T 5 BT DA TR R PR (9 E
A2 A X A2 A

WF5E 1 78 B A HF 78 Al A et 5 se 2 R
FEPIAN T I : 55—, FESEATRIPEDEA e, 6 i)
& RGN RI B SR T HAT SRR (WOF) Fil il /b
[ PERRAE (LSFP R ST, Jf 2R AL . AT A A4
FEFASHATHR . 55, XA [ FREE A9 2 50 4
&R P =S 5 2l A A . (DO E AR
R 7 st DR R H AR B A S Lotk
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LR Z- B R Z,
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3 PR RRAE B AR i P W R

RIAREE, HUHAE R M ImAs IR Q) IATR
XoF 84 ) 55 PR A Lk AR B AT 43, P A
V4 BT BAE A0 AR 8] ) Cohen’s d 84w i1 M
ANG AR 2 TR RON KIS, T 850N 2 SO B
TR BE (3) B8 T 4 3 P 0 AR 0 % iz 1 )
BB £z, B S35 16 41 3R 1Y) £ (B VR S p il
A% FERE O FE bR . WAl LR ZREE BT K, K
A 36 S5 ) )RR < BE A S P
3.2 B3 2: ERIRENE R R W B R

TERFSE 1, S VR ImAs R R AR 3 T
— &8 U dhsk., BF5 2 M H ME T MBI 4E U
i £k BT 42 4 O BAL ]

AR LA AR HE TR AT 5 ) ARy Bk
IS AL DU A B 2 AR

Yy =my+m[-d(x,p)]+ ()
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The effects of gender nonconformity on adolescent peer evaluation
and related dynamics
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Abstract: Gender is the core component of self-concept and a key dimension of social categorization.
Gender Nonconformity refers to the psychological phenomenon that individuals show gender norms that do
not correspond or are inconsistent with their birth sex. In recent years, the phenomenon of Gender
Nonconformity has become increasingly prominent among adolescents. previous studies have shown that
adolescents with Gender Nonconformity face challenges in social adjustment such as peer relationships, but
these studies have neglected the psychological mechanism and dynamics behind the influence of Gender
Nonconformity on adolescent peer evaluation. To address these limitations, the current study follows the
logic of “phenomenon - explanation — prediction” and focuses on the scientific issue concerning the effects
of Gender Nonconformity on adolescent peer evaluation and related dynamics. The overall aim of the study
is to focus on the attributes (different degrees/types) of Gender Nonconformity, and to explore the impact of
Gender Nonconformity on peer evaluation and its pathway mechanisms. On this basis, the study will also
explore the dynamic evolution of Gender Nonconformity and provide possible interventions for changing
negative peer evaluations of Gender Nonconformity individuals.

Keywords: adolescents, Gender Nonconformity, prototype matching, peer evaluation, dynamic evolution



