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B AR 1 RN

WS B JER HA BN . 5080 — AR R W], Rr A gl AU B4 N AR R N BA R &l g
Tro SE TSR =R RGBT, fEHELAY AMP TR SR TR B R, A RARER IO . R
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1 Wi

FEEFIN NG — LL T IR I, e L . ZI B B
Ry Jm AL B 42 —Fh A S AL T4 72 (automatic
processing). A1 2| — & 1 E 5Lt — € 23 A shil
RN P4, X — i R EAA A, T
T BRI 8% /7 (Devine, 1989; Fazio, Sanbonmatsu,
Powell, & Kardes, 1986; Gawronski & Strack,
2004), fKiMI, STAERA NPT LI, ZINREDS
P DL B BRI T B2 P Y, 2B T B sl
BRI AZMAF ., Gawronski 55 A XA
PR 1 8 AN BE AT B — R OF 5T kB
(Gawronski, Rydell, Vervliet, & De Houwer, 2010;
Rydell & Gawronski, 2009), #{i{7E#w] 4 1E 5 >
PR PEM S RSB E s 2, BITERIAG 1%
B T B TP 3 25 3 0 4 I R 2 00 Bl e
GG B A G PPN AR S, MITER % S S b >
A3 A5 B2 A5 BT DU B AT I B AR . X IR
HIEWAE S il B8 EEXT G, A2 BOE g B b
1S BRI . Blair (2002) 4T 45
A B At 2 R0 H A DG i L RN 20 Al B R 3 P Y F
58, WA NEREEHE 22 A& S5H 3
(Lowery, Hardin, & Sinclair, 2001). %5 4 [ ZI4R
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EN 4 K W (Blair, Ma, & Lenton, 2001). ¥ E 780
(Mitchell, Nosek, & Banaji, 2003) . ik 2 (Macrae,
Hood, Milne, Rowe, & Mason, 2002) L Kz 2 51l i 51
AMARAE BAEHIF (Livingston & Brewer, 2002) (4 5415 .
IXEERIFTY, K 2B v DRI RO Jo1) 200 Al B 1% 3 32
PRV N B BE A n] S8

TEAR I 20 NG D5 T, B 45 A1 3 A1 oA e N 5 7
W IYAR 2 JeRiF R a5 AR R, SIPMAER AL,
K2 ARl 22 AE N B9 P 0 B Sk T B (Jelenec &
Steffens, 2002; Kite, Stockdale, Whitley, & Johnson,
2005; Slotterback & Saarnio, 1996), #Xkifij, 20 42
90 AR E A 21 AL AT LA, —LEiF AT
TE U6 % A0 2 A8 N0 285 3 0 AN 2 AR Bl i
% 4 f7j B4, Slotterback F1 Saarnio (1996) 181 5% 5k &
B, BARTEINA . AN AKX BRI 0 AT 2 A4F
NBYZSBE FE R AR 4E Y2 5 58 R T i, (H
T T T AR TP A0 1)t 2 PRI 5 T BB RS 45 28 1 Y
AN S BN, T WO R 55 b B 48 I i DL 5l 2]
MER G B —IbF o R B, EAR KA vl ln Sz
9 R 95 N G0 0 BRI AR TE 40 B LUF, (HXS T
AP BARME R A B, Bl ] TR PR 2 AR I
BRI MRS A B (Kaavar, 2001), 3% [ 25k
BB AXVLIR(2006) 247 1 2R N BaF o, ATk
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FH Y 56 A8 56 (Imiplicit Association Test, IAT)A
HE R 18 41 S i 4 3k 25 458 R 2 A 3Ot AS [ R 7
RS A AR IR L, S5 RM . il A kA
G BRI UL, FE TAT Fl— R B Y
B 1 Y BRAE IS I O, A T L Rl . RS
FUAEOE 5AER NIRRT R, Mk ET .
e s A A A Ll PR R R Y BRI 5 AR
I T 3k — &5 B U I AR K2R A AN O
SH CFERMESTEEZLEHE | HEEi,
Lol P SR 1 R B R A —

Z B Bl 5 N 25455 4 (Stereotype Content Model,
SCM)J& 3T 47 e 52 i A8 R 1) — Fh 2 ED 2 BEE, B
N Z0 AR BN % 2 R A1 (warmth) AT RE )
(competence) X 9 /> 4% .00 4 5 F A 20 4 BT ok 5E 1Y
(Fiske, Cuddy, Glick, & Xu, 2002; Fiske, Xu, Cuddy,
& Glick, 1999; 1k, sKFHFH, #%§, T, 2006).
T A A0 2 B2 A0 1 — R A G 119 200 Al B G2 ELAA Ry
fiE, S AL BR . AE. i,
M5 RE S MR AT . A . AfE. HRES
(Cuddy, Fiske, & Glick, 2008)., SCM Ay #% .0 Bt &
AATRE K 22 50 B bR R 0 20 B ED G2 TR M), 7E
G A RE T I EE_ R RO AR TN
NG | ARRET SUR BTN A A R T 1R,
BTN g BRI AT RE ) B3 v s HLIRE 17 1
BERAR D i — B, FeE il E AL BAL
MARN. BN, Ll A% BArBEAR G TR
PEANER”, J& T Wi (envy)”, M4 N B
HORNER NG B AR R WA S S B A (A g
TR ABATAT Lh g AATT 2 0 AE 2 A A5 U,
J& T2 (pity).

FE 2 B B G2 N 25 B B Y — IR I BF 5T
(Carlsson & Bjérklund, 2010), BF5 % fdi Fi] |AT i fil
S [ S0 TR EE X SCM kT S 4k B R AT
TR SRR, AT O A A
(785 BEDE O e B VI - IR A 09 H B AR PR
¥4, S SCMTE H ST S SR A T —
3 o

UL EAr BT K, KT EFE AT ZIHRED 4,
Kalavar (2001) A K 5K 58 FIXI| VL5 (2006) 1) i 5% 5
SCM LAY F 5% A B A% B8 B 25 RAFAEF I -
Ht, 454 SCM AR FIEIE H AT TR EAF 2R B4
(I RN PR ER, ASWFSE & 72 A [R] 9 £ BE O F-R
FAR TG0 7 8 K 2 A o 2 4 N B AS BE A1
BEs o MR AR T B 2 A A& o 48

ZIMRED A5 SCM MR, e TH k5 R
PEMY, (ER I SEE BT T (WK BE 16 58) vl B 5 | & K27
AR A N R TRE R D) PR RS B T
A G B (AR E 18 2h) s A AT RE T 215 & KR
X EAE N BT I B 55 | AT3hIR % L K
ANREF . ARG BN FE NAEW 60 J% L
N, SEE R 0 B R A AR R AE 60 )R
L AN

SCM Al T AERE Sy 2 e 1" AR EE A —A>
i, S BB R, AR D TR TAERCR
A L AESE B TR (McCann & Giles, 2002) . ¥
KEAN D WBUR U AR LT R RS, S5
RSB Z R 60 % LI E AN R IRIKR S
S TAE, EEHEMAYEE ST, I,
WFE LA 2 2R g AR 0 4R 8 A0 22 4E ATE T 43
BN E R R A S B E L —,

2 XW—

21 BHH

SE I — 1) BRI R T Lk J7 AT AR R
NGZFENB 225 5KE 5 FXI LI (2006) 1)
R & A, WOl (IR 55 )1 BT 0y 4k B, K
AR B2 RS AN B AR R, X5 H
HAETGE T AATEA R —B0, il AT AR
W AR B lk LT A4, B{ER(E 6, 28
. wBEAE | 2R HEMRYE SCM KA, &
AE NPT e X KRB ERARRE 1" . S T3
B Ml T R 3K — OF i SC g — R B AR R AR AR A R T
Wi, BAENTAELLRFE, BIKNE, 2FANS
B SN 2T nE ATHINEE S S e TN b |

E g
22 FE
221 #Hik —IfH 60 M REARESINT

SEEY, ML BUER IR ) IR R . B BR B E A AL T
80%M4 B Ik FdE, A 55 &4 Bk B R IEA LT .
Hrp B4 20 A, &4 35 A, FHER 2018 % .

222 Wikt S % Casper, Rothermund I
Wentura (2010) i 8F5%, R FRNE AW E =X, 158
AT H FRiA A R HIE A7 BAR RS
i) AR, AR AR, KR AE
MATHPNAITEAN BB N S 25 . WIRGEM SRR
TR AR, AR IS 35 2 O Bl R
MRS, XA S HE IR & M 1) ST T S vy B B e
PRI AR g S o A ) %) 0 D 2 57 o
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g T A R 0 T X S 56 4 SR i ) B
Wi, SCES— oK = R RIR AT, 2 (R Sh4ER . 4F
LR x 2 (Hbsi: £alkolifm) x 2 (il
. Bakid), HhaimiAE 22Nt
223 ## iF 20 RAER AT H 10MERE
M A=A, Rl iE] 190 A4, e [R] SR IE
e e B BRI A 12 AN lia) . BEECS X
A TR TR N AT TR i E RS | 5 W SR T
B SR 5 3 1) o 8 B 6 17 b ) S 2 i 50 [ 174 7
ARG . SRl 12 e O i . 3
TR R MR 2% Bolk . B3R B &
K. BES. LiE), 12 MR GRE . B, R
E)o i 24 MBIF(ET . &%, MAEIENIE
FEM AL T IR 4 WA Z IR 1R R A BRBE LIS
i, —FLliAS5aEER SR, 55— F5FERE
FFEIC, e aE i A foe] i —AE . St 48 AN IE SR
FiE LI R B 12 Wk, H bR SR B —k .
AW EAENTE R 60 LI ERA, KLkt

T 60 Z UL ABEREALE o AR AN SRR T
TEAS KA AR (AR S S sk e i), Bl
ANYERAE 18 2 L) | 25 B LT o I H B4 A4
BN R B RE M S| hadie, SR
1%, hE&EWS ). FJeEXTmLIE R TR R, 98
TR R, 168194 12 %

224 #BEF OB TEITEVIRNEI TSR '
Seil g AR . M, AR e e s, SR
PRSI EK L PR KW B Ar. BAREEEE Q
SETFURCE . SR AT AN 500ms, RJE IR
4ENBAER A B F 100ms, F1E 100ms, x5 B
Hbrinl, BRI AT G Pt 30 Wy B bR in] 2 18] i 2
deinl, WA WA 1. BAsi N AR s . W
AV ERECF IR FREA . oA WS BT
— A andi 3000ms P B B B, N —
ALy B3I G . IEX SRR 8 K%k, &
RSBt R RFLE 2 B 4 534, AER | AERB K A
1 HE A i) 0 i & R s 4] DL 2,

PR R ;}fé;;{ L | At
500 ms F100 ms 100 ms F|
B 1 IR
R o) 51 %1 RR—HENFER
e A, o 75 SEA Wk df FE p
Rt P HERAN A 4252050 1 408 0048
u . | - . wF ek £l 2197052 1 175 0191
B 12102842 1 291 0.09%4
Bl 2 SEEG—SEER AR B SR BNl 85872 1 008 0776
JA SRR <A ) 1240276 1 119 0.280
23 HR5IE i 198810 1 016 0692
USRI 1) A FAR 2 I Casper 45 A (2010) 1) AR LB 1774901 1 170 0198
5% . 7E Casper 55 A FUBIFFE H A2 56 41 L2 854 H B o e
[, G TE A 90%; A2 10 P bR FL i ® 2 SMRAMATER
I LK, DR L5y 80%. T A i 0
76 300 ms LA F RITE4HE 3/4 L4 H050R, [Ri 2o YL 653.49 12078
JIT A AN TE A 04 0B HEELAL 676.16 128.34
YRR AT EE M E WA N RN = HR 2 AR 674.78 143.27
ST, G5 IRFRIILE T W) EROY SR AR, H AR 700.82 157.65

AR SIARRE ROV R o T 22 IR TR ST 4
RIFE LA 20 i THAANE B A JEAS S50 T 1Y
Asdg, JFH A BRSO ERAS 3, DR R AR 5 B
PERIA AR TEG TR

SH— RN AR R, RAT R s AR R0
B3, KRRk RARR R, KA
AR A Bl T BTN AT 55 S0, S o X R B SR
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SR AT LARE4E Ry 41 5% T D6 AR 28 08 3 i T AT:
S5 BT AN IR M, B AR ATEAL BRI REAA S
BN TAT: 55 I 2 A DL FARUONE . 45 88 LITE R B} B,
VAN T HAT B 3% 2 B2V (self-reference effect,
@ F% SRE), #&AY2AHXS T HAB 2 T =, 5 A
I N7 B R By 0 TRE 98 AR A5 R A Y 90 12 80 R
(Rogers, Kuiper, & Kirker, 1977), XMl 41 b it
LIFFRZ G, EA I M i) 45 38 T
DGR E I . AR B AN S B
FRAH I B A5 5 IO 4 2 PN R A0 e o, i Ak 34
T B A S 65 AT 55 I TR 69 i X T i A e
(Kelley et al., 2002; Macrae, Moran, Heatherton,
Banfield, & Kelley, 2004). [&]Af Afi1x} FI & LAY
1% 9 G (Sui & Han, 2007; Sui, Zhu, & Han,
2006). Fi NHfL5 R 4E A B BT, s
EAEZEAL, R EXMERmE LS 3h )5 w5 B Ab
L5 B FARCAE DAL TR o B, R A 3
APEH . T 27 FH 20T 8 Ay B2 (2007) 4 T 5 3t
— W IYRE, AT T S AR S . Dipll
U AN ) B REAR (R RO S 2 B 4, JE 5246
RS 2 IR TR R AE— B ST L, anEsk it
F e R RS A THRAA T RN S5 R
Z: B[R A N T 07 3R A3 00 A LS 0 35 8 T2
PRI A AR (GE N ) o 34> S 56 Tk B A [ 44
5 DAL A LR . SR, 4R N R
RREEA AR FAE AR, 5 HIK R TE—ENE
B AT REIRTS EA RO AE BALBE . (H 275 SR
BIRGLLTE . B B2 W 5T 1Y 52 30 AT 55 (1045 0
T H W) 5 A T 55 1 25 5, PRI — ) LA 7
B RR

TR Z W 5T FRUE S T 0P 1% 28 %0 D a0 T2 A
TR An=E BRI WoR, ArEREL T A
PR W2 T, S S S AT et o R
NS E IR (FE 5T, 4L, RENdR, 2010), k4
2SN TR T (Murray & Janelle, 2003).
S B 0 G B A R R A A TN 2 A N 3 AT
3RS, HARR I 0 P S 38 M SR AR
(A, B, XM, pgA4E, 2005), [F] AT
TEXF VR B S ), © 213 2R 2R E 1Y
1 P K 2B £ 13IESE (Hansen, C. H. & Hansen,
R. D., 1988; Huang & Luo, 2006; Yuan, Li, Chen, &
Luo, 2007), &4 ARLEIN 422 I sl ok 6 i i 4%
ST, B4R LI S AR B R A L 2 AR T AL
L i ke %) A X 9 A ) Je 52 T R R 5 | 3 R Y U

(FETHE, PEKHE, 2009), 1k Fi 2= 1] B 2 5 80T
55 FASCLEBE N T-/E 1A £ (Yu, Yuan, & Luo, 2009),
NI 3 BSAT: 55 S ) A REE R o AR T AN [] A9 72 1] 175 2
(s, AR ), ASIR] B 25 08 XA R R
AN [FIMEBE B IA IR 55 A N WA AE L, anbit o & 81
AN TR] Y /155 28 8 AT e 2R v X 5 S ik 1) 52 W) 92
AW e, MO SRR 0 kol i, TE I 4
YR A WA R, g g S TP R 2 R R
i 22 S A ik 25 (MR R 45, 2008) , A it & 4 T FL 5 E
TR T 1T 28 DA T s BRI S I s A, R —
Al REAY MR, IO LR A A BU A5

Ll FRONA R, SR IF NI
AR NAE L 7 T AR5 AT SR 55 . X 45
e TR, SRR RA—F, HiE
WASLF; SCM I ZH N RRE S iR . Bt
T2 RN — A —— 1B, AR BN
e BAE FEE ) 7 TR E AR N N B B

AR R 1 B DR R X N B S B AR TR A B 22
2 H W ETE ., BF9E (Casper et a., 2010; Casper,
Rothermund, & Wentura, 2011){8& A A4 R i
WA YRR TESE, B ASUER AR LI 7E R
25, ol FH TR AT 55 (4n“ slow™ ) 8 2R 4 3% Z1
M NG ARRAE 1A B 300G o 25 R R RIC FL A IS 4% . 1T AL
R A28 R AE B A5 A (4n“ She is walking across
the street” +&4F AT ALK +“slow”) = #2558k
Al o 2R AE H A 7] (slow) B 0 ;171 A DT E 4
= & VU i ) JC Bt &% N (40 “She is watering the
flowers’+ & 4F A T fL ¥ /i +“slow”, 3 “She is
walking across the street”+ 4F # A i fL & A
+slow”), AR AR 200 B G ARRAE 10 38005 B
TIEEE, B IH R R TS S AE N 2R
ENGR BRI, — M S H RS — M e 1y
ZIMCED AR o HSEX A IFoE A — 28 [n) i, Eean
NCHIWAE 55, B BAnialEB 2 B A L, X
RATRES P2 R R R0, 3 IRVE . AN T TE4E
B2 SAR MR A RO R ALY, TSR R
M5 AR5 | AR NP RER R A R AE AR AN 2 At AT fe B
RYARAIE, 405 “old” B¢ & (1 “proud . embittered |
content” . i 7EIIE B 52 55 A R Ve B4 kL, BB 404 i
F By & P TR) AR A B e e A TR B e g |
ME — 4% fE , W0 “heater- warm”, “lion-wild” .
“sugar-sweet” (Casper et a., 2011), H4 ks T 200 B
e, B HREE—REE S R S XA H AR
FEAEEL H B b, R AR X H AR 525 B R (old
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young), S iER R EREIEBGE B R o AIX A
JE LA, KRR B AN SR PR I SRR
A FTME o H I SE 6 o DL — i 9 S 56 Y0 SR Y
9 358 DR 3R AT 52 M R AR A B N RS o

3 LT

3.1 HBI5RE

SCHS T H AE TR T iR 2R A A
RN N RS EE, 3 R R AL AR A Ll Pl
7 5% P R 2 A X AR IR BT THT Y N B R 4 o

HRAE SCM AA, AMTZESIELEE X &4 A
PN S, AR EERFER A, BFAERE . K
U R, e ud, M A L. AR
KA 2EH R, AR A AT Sy 0 B ik 1 A
(morality) It fE 71 (competence) 5 i 5 -k (Wojciszke,
2005), W75 & 1% SCM #E AL 1) — R FNWF 58t 3 8,
JEA G FBE 1 A GE R SR AN (1, T8 S A %
M BN 42 1) 5% ) L AN %5 22 #1L (Leach, Ellemers, &
Barreto, 2007; 4 fi, 2009). 5 Casper % A (2010,
2011) K 7 R 1 B T SR AT AR %)
M EP SR I Mk A B ST AN [R], ARBIF 98 SC T A, 7F
B Mg BT A A s TS & A AT 1RO 1
TEM PR . LT SCM BIBFFE & B, % R b 204
EN 4 W fE Wi 45 24 (Cuddy, Fiske, & Glick, 2007).
DAL I AR BIF 5 A A DI JE% A B 2 A7 F 9 O A S R
s

AR SRR AE AT ZIMR BN G2 rhr, B4 N TR
. SRTEIA, LGB A S 51 & AT %
AN BIBRG B AR ARERR N, B 2 1 )
R . A SE A B A ) (il N AR ) B
Y, WA VRET R AT & N RS & 78
Al ELE, MXHER AT NG BRIENE .,
FEEMAL . Tt HE LIRS RE, KW
LA S B0 B 5 Ll 1 B2 AR B 3 & AT TR 24 N
PR IR, (a2 4 I S A HE B RN 1) P B R
B o TAE— A AT, ASBFSE AR5 5 Rk 2 BB
G, MR BAEN, Bl SR AR
TR 1 PR B S

N, BB SO 58 4 A ) B gl iU Bcd e, WA o8 s
1154y AR AE 37 N, LA 78 A, ~FH4FE#E 20.23
% POARENLS 53R 35Sz —.
322 It M ERE R R Y (affect
misattribution procedure, AM P) &35 it 24 (1) DL 4%
555 Ry A S5 — il oA B 52 56§ X (Payne, Cheng,
Govorun, & Stewart, 2005) ., X Fh 7 2 AK 5 HE 5T 19 5
L, AE AT B e e a9 10 O 3 st 2wl ok
R AZ, DT ] F % 2 T ok S B JC 2 X H AR
A B 22 BT o ot AT 2488 H S Sl i
SR I R B MDA  3) H AR B, RS g
AT LUK B b 5 3 REUB S T L 481 K HE e AT X
Jeb Sl I R ] R A O ) AR L £
e T I X0 F 8l R 98 ) RRUBI 5 B s o Y
AMP e B gl S sh 8 R 75ms, R
J £ 3 — W % P4 7 ok 1 22 T B SR Hh SO I
HEDPEARE R 100ms, JE s E A5 HERE R Z ] —
Mt o3 100ms e 45 1Y [R] B o d5 52— Rl K 7 B
RS A R o BT S5 2T SCFE R
S S5 S AT BB P kb 38 A i B Ok ) W b SO A
N AR R S A DAY o PR BRI TC R R H
B R A BB S 4 i L . AMP JE B8
B Payne N HoAt 2k I 5 2 SO A P
WA R4 iy O PE R ER E P (Payne, Burkley, &
Stokes, 2008; Payne, McClernon, & Dobbins, 2007;
Payne et a., 2010; Prestwich, Perugini, Hurling, &
Richetin, 2010; Scherer & Lambert, 2009) , A FE 4
SCFE R B b E R OR U SRRSO

ARWFFER B AMP iy (K 3): S v H fik 52
e D RISETER . Ll s AR AR
B Ve s shllg, SR U5 2K SCE R VRS B bRl
W, TR BRI WX A B R A R R IR . AR
P 1aUTE  AF 7 I TS e e 10 LA 2 AT ]
X NEDZ BB, T i) B 5] sy 100 B g 1k
Xof A N P B 2 B R

DAL 4517 B2 5 s FNAE IR 3 sh PR, 55805 2
A RAE . Lol Tl =2k, FR RS R
FCARERRT WARR I B N R 1A E R I AR IR
5 5 = 2N R 15 B R s iR A 2
Sr 2 [ S = R SR T S 3 i I = | A T NS5 7}

BENE Dy R A

32 FHiE

3.21 ik R AL AR 126
Jri 8lyin) F1it
75 ms 100 ms

100 ms I an A

B 3 AMP LR
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T FAREET | AR ER AN S 3 AR —EU
o XL 7 Ry LA B A . Rk A B A R
WG . RN IR Ll AR R, Hop
A 2 A SR g SN AR g sl AR
B A RS shil A AR E sl . £l
1 BE A AE S R A AL, AR B8 b )
B 3.
AR, AT AR XS E A
5K B R i fe (A, TR 97, AR, 2007). R
T REAR B ALV (Scherer & Lambert, 2009), 52
5 R BRI BT o S0 I 2 i Sh AR i A
BERIVER, PRS2 g vt s ms BRI il . 2055 30
RIS . BB )x3(IEEE . B, Ll siEiE).,
Wi v, —3Lf 6 FLg 4k, B — gkl HkE
M5 —Fh w4k, Jashat SRl 3,
323 #¥ RN, Lol e DL AR
WEARSCHIRNC (2 . AERRVE RIS ZhAT R, 15 &R
1415 e 0 A A S TR sh ks 2 Y, an 557

i) shill A SR I L R 8, HEAE & shillil a1 25
FEAE S b B R, I B Lol T
WAL, HEsE AR o AR AN
RS ST T, B4 (FFR) R s e RS A Be
R HIWT A G ) e ) R AR SR | &l A 3 1)
AR R 17 B A Rkt 2 B i, B A X ik
8eit, ASE HXTAE 2R 3 FVAE 5% 8 2h )5 Y
W HEAT B8 1537

1A 66 2 M4 Z A 16 7 . T34 I%
26 % AR HER 21 (RS IERXEER)E FAC
O HFR 16 FhEf . g B IR 8
MERLI ARG A0E: 5. ik, HR., #
T, BN IEEL. BEAR. RSEE). S DCEC 8 AT
2 I AF T A T R R S s AR B D . RS A .
I 20 PR AE NS 10 MERE R A1
i), UL 190 A4, £85d R KRl 26 s ik
BB IR R = 1 8 NI (32 . K E
Ay B, W U &% A0 ATESE),

x 3 TRZHMH

e FEE TR EE] i D]
ExT
g 1 8N I+ 2
AR 2 8 A FEABIA I+ A4
v - ; s R K 0 i, f
ERE k3 & - N N
i 4 8 A M A+ A ”igﬁn ¢ﬂ$ﬂ%§f%*n¢
- “
o 5 8 M AL I+ 2
e 6 8 ALl B+ A
324 BF  Filigw sl EitEylar, &17% B, 435045 2T AR 525 3l B BB T e i Fn

WBRRT . BRI AR L MR, R R
16 318, HURMATE 2 F B —A1, SRJE 24 E S
o i FREORES, #0550, R RE T
SR E M 5% 2 A PR 5 43 PRI I e ) DR A1 ) S
TR AR . A H R Q BT LR 10 4~
2], RIGARIEXSLE . WA RNEF. I XK
WA, SEBGHFSE 2 B 4 5y Bh . S5 U R R
O AC T IR R PR R . 2 5 3R A nT
PLARAF— 4L
33 HR5IHE

K4 Payne %5 A (Payne et al., 2005)H 5%,
BRI B A B A ) — By i g sl gkcbs 11 47,
b BB 8.7%. il piiAfE R R AR IS SR
i X} s P R A A REURM B 07 5k, ok AR A S

X AR IR 2l BB T L 5] o X S B B8 1A T 58 42
BEDLIVWG R R Ty 22000 3 (. 67, Hid ., %
k) x 2 R s . 4R ARER) . Jr 22 i At ik
A e () A

x4 RR2AESWER

75 S A YR ¥k df F i
15 5% 0.03 2 0.30

JA AR 3.76 1 41.91%**
T35 =8 B A % 0.04 2 0.49

TE: * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001

XP 15 a3l (R TR] L Lll R A i) H bR
Pl B I O L 451 i A 7 PR DR 3R 5 22 40 BT 4 SRR B
ZR R, F(2, 112)=4.40, p=0.014, H &5
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THT 114 FEUR 40 T L 81 e v, 351 M=0.80, HLuE &
AP iR], M=0.77, $5 IRy 23 6] M=0.68. = J5 i 4
& I S 18 9) £ b 1) 118 FEUR B ) 4R B T
i), RS LI 25 RN B . XU SEFE RN
LIRS & TR BRI B, R BUbATX ) T
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Abstract

Although many studies found that in general negative attitudes toward old people were widespread, in
recent research there were evidences showing the negative implicit attitudes toward old people had context
effect. Old people were regarded as warm but low-competent, convinced in a stereotype content model. However
some researchers discovered that people are more like considering old people having connections with more
professional career. So in this study we tried to find out the implicit attitude toward old people from young
undergraduate students in the contexts of career, virtue, family and so on.
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There were three experiments in this study. Sixty college students participated in the first experiment, and
they had to decide as fast as possible whether the target after a youthful prime or a elderly prime formed a
Chinese word or not. Experiment Il and Il applied a newly developed research method: the Affect
Misattribution Procedure (AMP) and the fundamental principle of the method was projection. Its hypnosis was
people would feel pleasant after they saw a positive picture, so that they were more likely to judge the
ambiguous symbol to be more pleasing than average. Both experiments added context factor into the typical
method of the AMP, and they were similar to the AMP used by Scherer & Lambert (2009). The second
experiment used words as primes, which was different with the typical AMP in which pictures were used as
primes. 126 and 57 undergraduate students participated in the experiment |1 and |11 respectively.

The aim of the first experiment was to discover whether people thought the old were more professional than
the youth. The experiment assumed that old people had been more closely connected to the concept of
“professional” “experienced” and so on. So the average reaction time for professional words after elderly primes
would be shorter than after youthful primes. But the result didn't show a remarkable difference in terms of the
two reaction times. This result implied that participants didn’'t consider old people being more competent than
young ones in considering of profession. The age factor was significant in the second experiment and it
indicated that the participants expressed more negative emotion to old people. The main effect and interaction
effect of the context factor were both insignificant. It demonstrated the emotion elicited by elderly primesin the
virtue context, common context and the profession context was very similar. The third experiment examined the
implicit attitude of young participants to old people in three contexts of sport, number and family. The result
indicated subjects showed more negative implicit attitudes toward elderly primes in all three contexts. And the
result from horizontal comparison showed that even those targets after neutral number primes was seen as
having a better implicit judgment than that after elderly primes. The last two experiments were between-subjects
design in which it excluded the possibility of contrast effects when a very strong positive prime (the youthful
prime) and a negative prime or a neutral prime (the elderly prime) were appeared together.

Finally, the participants in the experiment 11 and |11 expressed negative feeling toward elderly primesin all
of the contexts. This result supported the idea of automatic processing stereotype. Participants did not regard old
people as more competent than young people. And the result did not give a support to the conclusion that old
people had more positive implicit attitude in terms of virtue. This is not identical with the SCM being based on
the explicit methods.

Key words implicit attitude; old people; AMP; context effect; automation



