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WIRENR Bt s kA, AR R AEZIKR
EHNEMRUGEERENRBONZERA KL
(Brannon & Gawronski, 2017; McConnell et al., 2008),
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FAEN G ) 225 (Cone & Ferguson, 2015; Ferguson et al.,
2019; Mann & Ferguson, 2017)., A WL, X4Hj&T 4k
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W NGB =R = 2% N %2 N (S S e LN R =
A BRI A SRR S A IR R R, T
A, AT EE R LA A 5 PN Ik 1 Ab
FEUR . B0, Guerra %5 A (2013) % BRI 4 45 2 75 Al
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FRRE SO N AR 5 A E A DT 25 G2 0 B O L 5 1L
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I35, HHOR SE IR S A ek 4R . i T
WK B R HE R o 2HU05 772 A T R B O s 28 (n, 56
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ANFERTE )P BEIARIATA]JER, Sassenberg F1 Matschke
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PR R B 1) BN 4% (Brochu et al., 2020; Gaertner &
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JH TR A 18 0 AR T A B 193 7 48 1 Xof 3 S A7 7 1Y)
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=AIEA R i

TG, R e AT R A P o 2 O SR E 4
TR M, B X AMEAR PR B s AT 2 (B
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117)=3.15, p = 0.079, n2 = 0.03 . =I5z HAEHIA i
2 F(1, 117) = 0.03, p = 0.858; TRk FEA &
BB S EAE AR 3, F(1, 117) = 0.39, p =
0.536; VFH 4 22 F1 I & B Bt () 28 BAE AR W 3
F(1,117) =2.30, p = 0.132,

EUHE AR B 45 A8 M 5 00 S 9 B 19 58 BLAE
#,F(1, 117) = 4.67, p = 0.033, 12 =0.04, JE—H:fd
B AT 2R . X F By ANAR AL, R X A
REARRPE JC R 22 5, F(1, 117) = 0.19, p = 0.667;
XFF By AR, 5 Uk D B SN AR PR K
ATHUE, BERTH KR, F(1, 117) = 6.75,
p = 0011, n) =0.06, RHZ T B2 )5 165
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PRAE ARG FIRE T 4k B L EN R T I R
FEIER .

Tr B F—klE O SRR
61 544544 535 540 | 544543 552 536 543544 546 534
1 | i — I —F

Rl | Mg | ARG | SORA | A | SO
MIKEIZ G 3l fe

B2 TS bouh AR ED R I F A PR 1A

24 iFig

A g - SNEP S 4 i SR L N )
A BT R B TR B 073 22 5 1 X6 e T SRR BN 52 B
TR, 4 2R S B e AT AR P P 2 R A
BRI 0y, T LU S5 T AT SNEEAR B ED R
o BARRDE, 8 i i AR P e U E R 4l



%5 9 1]

07957 S RSy AR VX B AF NEN G UUR Y2 - 3 [ Y REACIA LA B9 vh 1 1063

J5, BT H AL, B0 SR gl SR
TEFANE FIRE ST b B ERGPRAN 3 25 $e T (R B
7 AR PR XS A ED R BT BOAE T IR, X e
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oA 25 50T e fT MR B G BT A9 1 T A 2
0o SEB 1ORFAEREERE b, 7ESM AN B = T
PR 18 o 12 9 R AR IR B 47 72 P o 715 o BRL 5
FEAE R FARBER AR NI ENR AT 7 A0

30H 1 BRSO AR AR
N ENCIE 3 R iuE Al
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SKEFHHF M
311 ELBHEK

SEEY 1A B TESR B R 2 AR
PR S ek, 25 BRARERAMANT B4 NN A Y
B FRE T B PPN e S 1 O, 7EAM oKF BAs
B AR B 43 A8 B M X S8 A N ED R TR 520, 7R Ut
ik, SRR 2Nk s 4 )5, AH LU
KRBy AR, TR B 0 2R 4 0 224 AR Y B
ZVEMARE T Z 123 eIt .
312 XWAHE

(1) #ik

HRHE G*Power3.1 BB LR, WITFHE 24
Z WA (Effect Size = 0.25, o = 0.05, Power = 0.8), 5C
Fraif ol 52 Ao B DU s g, Hh 5
A2 25 N2 27 N, SFRAREIRS O 19.35 2(SD =0.95).

()5 it

K2 (BER A etk : AR, ANAEL]) x 2
(BB . 55—yl i, 55 k) < 2 (BIZIF
Wrdefs . G, EHMIRA LT, H, Bk
Sy AR 4P S ) AR o, AR 2 e 3 A AT P
A BRGNP IR G5 4 B R B 03 K A 72 40 1) B
KA 8, AR 21 H A TR B 1T 43 20 I R AR B (R e A
AR (AR R B I B B g N AR R, B — ]
A R ] 28 B A o 1 PR AR Y = 2 X S AR N Y
S —KEDR A, 55 Uk D 4 SR A 8T B AR 40
H o A5 X B AR BB R BNV, PR 4
JE A AR R AR i B AS R 4R T R
AR NAE DI FIBE F7 48 5F E A ED S P-4

(3)SE g1

[F] 9 S 4

(DT

o TR AR A 2 U S AR SR R TS 56,

I, TER TR P53 28508 — R o A A L bt ok
155 —fi8 ST PP A f F 0 AR AR 1 B RN R B A
AT — AT ARG, RS BRI 4r 2875 K
HEATEE — WA LRSS IR I B vl i, bk
TR AR N B BT FIBE ) BN R4 T 55 I .
313 #R

XA AT 2 (REA S stk . oios
A, ANARL) x 2 (BB 5B — U, 5 ki
i) x 2 (BRIP4 . G, AeJ) =R EZN
W20 (E 3), T2 e R R BEAR S
bk ROV A B3, F(1, 50) = 1.78, p = 0.189;
M BB BN AR, F (1, 50) = 1.34, p =
0.253, ERZIEM4EE ) F300 2%, F(1, 50) = 72.23,
P <0.001, 0} =0.59, FIABIAXTZAEAIE PR
TR, X5 DR A RO —3.

B FH—YlE O SRR

i
6r — 1555546 55535
- *%k
5.03 , o9 491 ! = —
F 4. .
5 56 4.50 2 4.46
& 4 3.81
S 4r
-
&3

sl | st | A | sdl | A | soidl

BREPZITHY Pl fieh
K3 SEoe T AREAS A8 etk Xt 2 4R A5 S B R TEHT AY
MR R IR ST

SHEZERON B, F(1, 50) = 540, p =
0.024, 1y =0.10., & BAIE HAGR AA BT 4 R SR, 7ER
AR AAET, TR B AP 4 BE i 32 AR A
#,F(1,50)=0.19, p = 0.661; FERAEH LT, Ml
= BT 4E B 22 BEAEH W3, F(1, 50) = 7.62,
p =0.008, 1, =0.15, X 225 4 3047 faf L f7 BLASUN 43
Brios, FEMIELERE I, B aaTE W o 2245 A
PP R AR, F(1,51)=0.06, p=0.800; {EfiES
HePE L, WEPIRIT M 22 5 W3, F(1, 51) = 12.85,
p =0.001,n;=0.25, X BAEFHRIBE S IPFNTESE —
YR AR T4 — I i T

VEA 2 B FURE A B 1 A8 $ 1 1) — 30038 B AR H
AN E, F(1,50)=0.14, p = 0.714, PB4 2 5 A &
MrEx i sE AR N % B3, F(1, 50) = 2.98, p = 0.091,
ny = 0.06, ik B BEREF A B 3 A5 4k 1) 58 T
B3, F(1,50)=6.93,p = 0.011, 0> =0.12 fi] BARL
ST RN, FEE R AR T, SO HTE RO
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BAEANWIVEM 22 RAR B, F(1, 50) = 1.18, p = 0.283;
FES R MR ST, B ET S PO AR AT
MERRE, F(, 50) = 6.66, p = 0.013, n; = 0.13,
FIAE 0 B O B AR N B ST
Bk,
3.1.4 g

Zr b, Si8 1A Z5RW, 8 WA
i, BRI B Oy ARk T LA A1 2 T A
N ENR B = A5, BRI, 8 i i
A3 283 P IR 43 41 5 AR B A B AR N AR —
U3 1 B4R T, Reile X 4R N RE 4k
R EIRIEM AT ] T B AR T, AT UL, FEXT AR A
ERRITA A CEE v, pR R 13T R A P A 2 N g
TR B A et 2 T OCHEME R, AH HEE ik or
PIREIR B Oy N2, BER B AR e 4D )2 1
X AR NI B R ED VAN & AR T B e 1E ) B8 TR
2, TEWBRZT L, BRSOy A8 M 23 %0 R 4F A Ep
G BRI R ARWFIE S 1B i —
XL T T 5
32 EIH 1B: BEASMHTHMEXZEEANRNIRED

KREFB R
321 XIEHH

SEEY 1B FESEEY 1A EEAN i — D IR R BER
Ep 0y 28 e VE e 15 FE N FRUZ TR RSO AR R
EFENNENL I . SR Go/No-go BRABALS5, Fl
HUE SRS i 52, LLBE 14848 d - hdetn kit &
13 7B 4 B S M A T
322 ZLWAHZE

(OBt

HHE G*Power3. 1 BKATALER, W7 E 24
ZWER(Effect Size = 0.25, a = 0.05, Power = 0.8),
SEBRPEIAR 35 Ao BlAL A B I A v A0 B i
NERREEA 35 NG B4R 8 AL i 26 N), F
WAERS T 19.77 2 (SD = 0.80), #OR7EIRES b 52T
FEA S TR AR R PR S 2 S R PR — &R 45

(2)s 5 it

SEHRH 2 (BRI B At : e AR 4, AR x
2 (YRR . B, W) x 2 (W ERrBe: H—
WA, 25 R D) TR G 2 g i h, Horp, BEAR
By A e St i ) A f, e AR 2 el o A R P
259 RGN G IR 53 21 0 B AR B A e AE AR 4 1
TRAS B, AR 2 F P IR B AT A AL AR B O DR RS
A5 B R RE B 0 A B R PR TR SN SR g N A
i, LA — R Ay 2 A TR AR 43 2 T P 0

5 U £ Ay e R AR A3 2RV A R R Y
W fe . PASE O HERI 0y, LAFERI 14548 47
fEh5 o

()L I bR

K H Go/No-go BAEAT:55, fifiH E-prime 2.0 72
J¥ #EAT G R AE B B il SRR S . Go/No-go
IRAEAE 55 Y A A R R R B [ N 23 B AR (5 %)
FT (M), 7 2Rt B AR I “go™
(PR 2 MBI S, X T HE R 2 “no-go” (ANH#&
B SN o 2H LA 5 AR A ) AR g A 3 ) O
BRAR BE P aE 1 B A HReg DA e A5 1k SO s i3k, i
15 5 55 W 7S 8 TT S0 (d ) D E T g Y R B
PRI, AN RIS 2544 B SR sf L @26 S i e T R
R R P I P 2z TR) Y G BBE (Nosek & Banaji,
2001; FHNER 4, 2013).

Go/No-go BRAEAE S5 1Y SE 06 b B} 322295 Je i 28
i) MR ETE SRR, FEA SR, AR EE
8 MIEE AR NI FIE 25452 N ia), Horp 248
NS AN L F58 . B KE. RS K
I, #hkF . BRK”, ERAMESTEEE . L
#%. Bz, ZE . DNEIR MR D ERA,
JEMETR S5 8 BRI AITE AR IR], AR IR A < BEBA |
W, mE L PR AT RUE L AR s TH
Weal g . M. BLEb. Jmer . nTHE. JCHE.
SR L (o 4§, 2007).

(4) LAY

TESLE 2 W, Go/No-go BRAEE 55 5 WA~ 1E 5K
SEH RS, AN 16 MR AN IER
SCEG BT — NS, B IMES TS 8
MR, FEAE 1 h, BB (G, W&
BEAR A G Y SO, R AR 1) RO AR TR AS AR B iz 5
TEAH 2 v, BAEWANEIR NG S, TS
VR RO, X AR A R RS R AN RN o FE R
g, B 500 ms RIS, ARG 2 EUHIFL,
FECH 4 AR TR —A, BolaR 2R IR i
X S At AT TR L A 4 A I R o B
BJETFIR T — R, 78 1 B NealIo o, W
HiZE R T — ik

LA 1 52 6 AR A B A R AT A 2L 58 LR
—K Go/No-go BRAUAESS, IRE 5 4345 is FHsE
L SR G S N = TR S R N e A WD O A v o WL
WS (87 53 20 AR REAR B e e, 2 )5 9 58 B
%5 K Go/No-go BAEAT 55



%591y RITT5 4 BHR SRR Wbk 24 NN T2 . SLm )RR R A F A1 H 1065
323 #E 4 SCEG 2. FETFAMNBANERZE AR

PIBA7E Go/No-go BRARAT 55 i Bl 1 45 5k
dVERN IR FER, d'BR R I 7 by Ak &5 vh
Ko AE S, RIS TA55 A& il A dE 1 i I R
R wAeIM RS PR AERCR, R P M) =
b U Gl TP B+ TR D), Horb i g vk
IEHIE Go R, TmfisE#ii AN IERI 1Y No-go S hi;
B P (FA) = BIIREV(BIRREL + E6E 4
WED, Hrp BRI IEM A Go K, IERHE
Z JE WA IE 00 A9 No-go SR o B 7 21k i 2R 18
1 POZ $EA5 AV AR 1Y) Z /3 BUE A, WA 3] d',

DAHEGN 4650 d e NS i, SEdR A 2 (HF
G At . R, AR x 2 (JE MRS
TR, THR) > 2 (B B« 2 — il 55 ]
)R =R R G Ty 25 40 A, L JE R R R
FEURR i 6 2 4 R AR BRI AR s AR RS R, T AR
XoF AR N AR b A AR ) Sy o S5 5R o, Je
TR A By =R B3, F(1, 33) = 17.48, p < 0.001,
Ny = 0.35, YA A B I I 5 A — S S )
IFEE A SR H, A H AN (ps >
0.05); ERMFIR LS L WNEE 1 iR,

F£ 1 X% 1B 1 Go/No-go BRI S E LG TR N
BHHEREE)
AR 2] A
B TH M T TH
3.12(0.75) 3.89(0.73) 3.52(1.14) 3.90 (0.62)
3.34(0.84) 3.94 (0.76) 3.38 (0.86) 4.09 (0.52)

R BB

S

H
5 RN

324 itig

SCE 1B ZEHUREL, TENBRUZE b, R
TER T 23 20 AR AR B Oy AR e M X 8 48 N1
ENRITAN IF AR IR BNA A RCR . 5 1B A5
GRS 1A fAEA B, KUK S A5 4
PR X 2 A N B G T T 1Y) 52 T AT RE AR TE A ik 5 A B
JZM 8 . RS 1A LK 1B A5
BT T SR ] 5T, A HERR AN W] 5T T g i
BCTHE, [RIET 5 RS 1A MENRIPAN E 2R
2 BRSNS TN RE D 4E N2, MSEE 1B
() EDGRPEA 3 SR B X 18 8 AF N B ZI AR EP 52 9

B, NPRUERT AR N BRI A AR — 2,

S 2 K R IBEA N BOHE [ — gl e T o
P52 i R, [ P R 2 DA E T 4 S
AR HEE AR N ZIMR ED R N A1 D ER R IE Y B4
I kAR R R e B0 BEAILAR]

SRl N AEACA R L A 55

41 RWHM

SCE 1A FISEES 1B 43 BIFE S A P B2 1
FRIT T FEAA B 003 75 4 1 XoF 2 42 N B 52 53T 1Y) 52
SR T AN BR A R o B . AR 2 B
FESI i RPN BRoK Pt T Rl —Fb i, R de e A4 5 £
A A NN TR A RE IR, E P B2 i il
FH R 2600 L 3 Y BB ) A BRI P S B AL 56
(SC-IAT) R FHATHE IS, TEEPZPEMN Al &t b A
15 . BB R 00 G i) 1) 3% 5 0 A R A T 0 o
(] Esf A, 3 — 2 W0 St AR B 493 700 46 1 o 2 ) P
IR RS2, 85 3 [m] YRR DN [) ZE A4 B 17 A8
X AR N ED G B ) vh T A A o
42 ZLWFE
421 Wik

M4 G*Power3.1 BAIFITHELER, WiTTHE 34
SR (Effect Size = 0.25, a. = 0.05, Power = 0.8), &
PReilda 55 T mAe KAk 56 AL A4 24 AL
LA 32 N), FEAERE A 19.48 5(SD = 0.74),
422 KEEIt

R 2 (R S AR 40 . AR, RARA) x 2
(B 55— &, 25 i) IR A L5
Beit, BRSO A etk S sl a) A8 f s I B B
PP AR i, PRAR AR A S i P O A S A TR
TRIRUAE | BE 4R RE N AN 2R ED G R B iR) B
AN T BNy, PRAR fAE PN R o o b
KA AT, DA D AEAE 9 P B aS BE f 46 5
423 ZIawrel

T, TEAMR I, B R RE ) 4E R 0 D
MOEHS SR 1A R SCspRHHTE, R Fiske
5N (2002) 2 B A 4E BE (N —BUE R B o =
0.83)HIfE ST 4E S (o0 = 0.79)PEM 35 o ZIAR BN G 4% o
T {4 R TR AR SE R (#h L, 2016; A4
4, 200719 10 B4 ANZIAREDG R BTR (a = 0.79),
LA R R S B G L BETE R L IRRTAY L fRBRAY
IR, MO B . RS . IR . AR
ARy A, YR T SEYE, 1 RN
EEAREE, 7 FonIEFAFE, HA X R 5T iE
HEAT BCIA1 T 53 (A 2 BE 1 AR DA 78 P 3 — S
ZH a=0.85),

YR, AE P BRI {1 BRI P RS I AEL U 6
(SC-IAT), SC-1AT ¥ KA & a1 & M 18] P 2 ml i .
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FEARSEES h, MR 5 S0 1B fif A9 5256 44 kA
1, R SR EENRE, SalJE g AN KH .
AL Uy ZET . FURE MR R AR JE P T S
SRS A AT R ST IR A R B, R L
“HReIR . HAER . IR . BRI IR, T
MRl B89 0 . B . BAR  RE R . WK
(97, A3 T A2 AR R R A A | ik T 4k R
AN ZIAR BRI 1R A5 P 25

It H R H Ufkes %8 A gmifil (2015) Ay 2L [R] o RE{4
DA A o 2R 0 A AR 2 KT 22 4F N A 3 [R] P AN ] A
BE, IR S 56 S bR A pl ket 1 H AT T G (o =
0.94), ZaFEMH 7 SIFA G, 1 FREF AR
G, 7 FORAEERE), AR FR I L [R] AR
FEBRK .

BRubZ Ak, SCab i s 1 gkl i s AR A 3 3R
Fa 8 L DN R P o3 2 B A B 15y B 1 1 4 S AL
A, H 2 ORI A O IE gL 7
MRSy, 1 FoRAER W, 7 FonAEw B, AT
SR T EHEESF ANQ009)EITHY A F iy &
F(a = 0.61); INFIREMAH T Martin I Rubin
(1995) % il O 22 (o = 0.77); 8RBl il v 45433
H#EAT 7 8P4, 1 FRAEHAFTE, 7 RRAEFHF
G, IEXP o EGHEAT TR, S BUBOR R BIR A A TR
(SR PN N SIS c =i

SR A

NG

NS

B WCEAE
NSNBE4)

BRI
TS

FE—IRBAE
NSRS

BB
NS4y

B IRELE

424 KEERF

F& P E-prime 2.0 BX/F 4 il (B 4) . B %6, #%
TR T 25— U B AR BN AP B4 - A
I H S SLIR AR TR U R A L B T R D 4
FERUEEN RPN A . NI ] SC-IAT #17
D f . SC-TAT 3 3o ) 5t AE A8 1) (& A 3] 5 S 1 1)
(FRAS TA) 5 TE A5 TR] ) Y 3 Ak S I 5 58 ke Tl £ P4 R S
&, FEATR T I LA e A 2 B0 SR A 7 4
H2E . fE—ilkd, FEah e g 28 800 ms
ML, SRJE AT, R s in] i R A —
AE, BT EE AR 4 5 A A e R A T
AR fERIAZE . LR I FE PRI 55, TEAHZAAE
55 v T B X B 1) RS A A T A R [ i
JIE(F B, X6 T B i) Al A ) A 42 B S (3 6
TEAS A AT 55 v it Bk 3 Xo) T A 3] R 2 4F ) A
HF A ) e B S L (F ), X R AR T A s AN [ i) e
JRNE() 5. BRI SSEE 15 MKk, BAE S
IEFSE I RTTA 3 MR BB IR 55
() SN B 25 5 R B T <2 A N —FR AR IR] Fl < R A~
THARIR) R 45 5 B8 1 22 5% . b4k, AE IE S0 T4
A, BSOS [ FRA & F R R T i R
PR TERIME e AR 5

B eI FSC 1A Pl A f fRT i
AP A3 23 0 X R A 7 R R o 1T 43 AR A

4 Y

LHRIPEY
Syl
s

4 E]PEAY
Yt
BT 40

\\\ %ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ/

[ )
800 ms

M3/
Rk
IIIII
SC-IATIRYK R

N /

Pl 4 S8 2 BT A1 55 P9 62 1T B[R] ARV DA [ AL A 360 U AR
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R By AR, R o R AR B A7 2l AR 4R AN AR
2, FUGEBRRT AR NHEA T 5 R A A Sk A
WSt B o 58 B0t 2 4 N A 3 (] Py 3 1A DA [
W+
43 4R
431 FHNTZERMSH

O3 BT AR B 03 e A 21 FVIE AR B 03 AS A5 24 7 A
SERAH A R T L A IR R AR
% 45 SN SR AN S BRI AR 2E 5 o B Ae R o
s, S BUBRFRNARAN I RGBS . A
P A T ) AR A 1 R AN 2 IR, SR X B
3 AR 20 R0 B A AN AR LA AE X = A AR i B iE AT
SEREAS ¢ KB, Rrgn g RR I AN A EE L, B
PR S (M = 5.23, SD = 0.7 B AZEHM =
5.06, SD = 0.65)NFFE R E 25, 1(54) = —0.83, p =
0.409 (95% CI [-0.55, 0.23]); 7 HFM &b, By
HASHM = 3.66, SD = 0.82)HI F{n NAEHM =
3.50, SD = 0.80) NFTER E 257, 1(54) = -0.73,p =
0.471 (95% CI [-0.61, 0.29]); 7Efs45IEZ 1, By
RARH(M = 4.85, SD = 0.9)FI B R4 (M =
5.06, SD = LI2)NFEFE R ZF XS, 1(54) = 0.69, p =
0.496 (95% CI [-0.40, 0.81]), #AFNE 51943 B2 B
FEWASSCR L, RPN RS . AR
TR G LG 2 TN AN AETE i 25

C 1 el NG I B <18 D 1 5 o e N o VT
Horp 2 AR 58 S g B AAE DN 0y Bt ) 4 o T
32 AN SR H A AE T 50 AR S B L 14
PRI R SEI H B AE T e S R N L 6 44
BN S5 B ATE T 5 XA A A R K 2
AN R SIS H B AE T 0 BRI R 6 P 9
SO o XF SUAB ) A6 9 4 A 2R I R A B U8 T s 51 6
I 0 B AR B A A28 X R AF N BRI el AR
0p AU

432 SNBESER

TEAM K-, T SETE SRR BRI % ik
MIPE 1T 2 (BEAR B (0 A8 Bt o8 2, ANAE4T) x
2 (I H B B S — U e, B R ) E A
22000, SRIEHE— A T AN . BTN ZIMR EN 4
)t 5 1 sl T W =R b= W =0 T
(& 5):

TERMRENR I b, B B 0 28 e 1 F2 3500
N3, F(1,54)=0.47, p = 0.497; WK By £5%
N3, F(1, 54) = 5.62, p = 0.021,m7=0.10, M5
T LUE S RO Y BN AN T A —
YR s R PE A o A B3 0 A8 4Pk 5 0 o B i) 28
HAERRE, F(1, 54) = 5.49, p = 0.023, n2= 0.09,
i — 2L TN S T 45 R s . FE B A AR,
WU & B Be W ED RV L i E 22 5, F(1, 54) =
0.00, p = 0.975; {HFE S el AR gl rfr, 55 Yl i s
Xof A N B ERGRAT43 J 2 e T — U I Y D
4%, F(1, 54) = 8.67, p = 0.005, n2= 0.16, F M@t
I RS, S B AR T T X AR N B
RENRIE41, B ASAB R &4 N ED R AE Sk
bAREARAE,

T TE BN R B = A BAR Dy i E Y
MRS L, SRR b, B B AR e 1) 328K
MR, F(1,54) =235, p=0.131; MEHEHE
BN AS 3, F(1, 54) = 0.06, p = 0.801, {HFEAE )
AR 5 00 I B 22 BEAEH W, F(1, 54) = 5.61,
p = 0.021, ny = 0.09, i — A SRR 43 BT AR B
TN FEE AR U S B B R AR T4 2
S, F(1, 54) = 4.81, p = 0.033, 0> =0.09, F1}
AR L] X AT N B PE 43 AE 5 U B R
WETRE T (AFES MR, PRI 0 &4
AN T R EES, F(1, 54)=1.74, p = 0.193,
F W B R 4028, B s 4 R RE AR T X

-k Ok

4.81 474 493

430 429 432 g B 45246

.
: —
6 153653 54
4.56 =S =
5431 :
' 418 4.19 |
S er
gt
b
'amal | Rl | oAl | A4l
JUIN #iE

Mol | A | wewdl | Al
feh ZIMRENS:

K5 528 2 A AP A e S IR
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LN TESY, AH B AN AR A N AT
VEMMAESE R B 2 B 2 TR T .

FERE ST b, BEOR B 03 A8 B Pk i) RN AN B 3
F(1, 54) = 1.39, p = 0.243; & By BL Y 5500 8 3%,
F(1,54)=6.09,p=0.017, \NEISHATLIEH, 5
WO AR NI RE TP 3 00 128 — O 4 A
P RE I TN o (EREAA B 05 A8 Je 1 5 000k B B 1 22 B
YER B3, F(1, 54) = 4.90, p = 0.031, n2= 0.08.
— BN AT SR BOR . TER AR, W
N [y B O BE 104 o 3 24 57, F(1, 54) = 0.05,
p = 0.833; {7 GOyl v, 55 R i X
BN RE 00T 43 o 2 T 5 — Ul o B I 4
F(1,54) = 8.52, p = 0.005, 0, =0.16, W38 i 5 fij
TEARFAY2E, BB g2 T T X &4 N BE 1 vF
51, TR ARG BAE NIRRTV AR R A MU

TEZINED AR I0T 1, BEAA B 0 A8 401 1) F2 3500
N3, F(1,54)=1.93, p=0.170; WK Bny £k
B3, F(1, 54) = 8.07, p = 0.006, n2=0.130, 45—
U B A PPN 47 55— R DU B A B o TR
S0y Ak 5 B s AR AN 3, F(1, 54) =
0.66, p = 0.421, FRULEZIM NG AR I, i #E A
B 73 728 40 T 6 AR N IR ED G T 1 R R g ik
F| &g E K
433 HREMNELR

TS X A Y D R R AT AL B L A
Greenwald 25 A (2003)42 i 554 4 7 i, Sl R
THERFERTF 02109 11 8085, WA SSEEdE
Mt wl it o 45 2 b B 1% 21 44, FI4EI N
19.49 %/, SD = 0.73), FifiJ5 HIBR S /NF 300 ms
HIRT 10000 ms HYEHE, FEREE R A SO I %
FAT 55 W BN 600 ms B (IMRA 45,
2019). LA D {EAE Rl B BE 6 b, D (AT
B TS AN AR AT 55 g s FTAR 84T 55 I I I 22
5L BB A IE W SO B bR 22, X RRAS B 4y
Bog e N RS B RSRIE . 7EARSCER P, D {E
INFRBANT AT NI N S B R AR A o SR i — 25 A
SVA EXT D EBEAT 2 (BRSO A2 bk . s, A
) > 2 (BB S — i, 55 kI )
BT 220 (18 6), T 22 B R W

TR B 3 A5 ek i E50% AN i 2, F(1, 43) = 0.53,
p=0.472; WM HrB ER00A 2, F(1, 43) =0.01,
p=0.934, FEA B AR5 5000 i B B 28 BLAE
WA B, F(1,43)=0.625, p = 0.433, EHLENKEZ
1, B AR REA BORAE X A N B EN S .

1.0_
09| H F—RilE O F KR
08L

0.7 L 0.50
0.6 r 0.43 0.40

%‘1 05l I . T
04l I
03}
02}
0.1+
0

Ceil AR
Ko s 2 WERI AR TES T

434 HEHNFHEFIARNFNTIER

W5 58 U R ) S R A i B G 0 i 2 A —
Y 5 ) B SP WED DA, 1 BIXT AR NEN S
VN RS THE . BEJS T K 36 e 5] N EAC A R 2 75
T B AR BT ED R P B T BRI, DAXTRE A
B A AR AT R U S (1 AR, 2 ek
AR ) Ry PO AR i, AR R RN AR N 2L R]
WINF g A A b, SRED G PPN I R THE S 25
AR ST A RUN B O ARSE T A BN (2017)$
A AR TR A O BT T vk, R SPSS R AR T
PROCESS H A A 4 S8 St w] py B A a] B A
BN, 183 Bootstrap ¥ 5000 RAEAFHAE LT 95%
EAE XA T R A SO0 R 5, 4575 o (| 14 [ )5 56 3R
SITEE RN 2 iR,

x 2 HEABKABEREEHERESHRENRZ

8] B4 H 7 S0 Rz 46 B
" DSBS
[&] 2= o VPAS =
=y A FEYEN VLS T B
SRR O AR & R R F(dfildfy) B !
ENgIRTF Byttt 0.30 0.09 5.49°(1/54) 0.25 2347
ERANTE L o -
NG Byttt 034 0.12 7.197°(1/54) 0.84 2.68
Bt 039 0.15 4.707(2/53)  0.18  1.60
ERGRAETE Sy e
N 0.09 1.91

SRR, DS M AR WA R, B4R
Ttk 28 AR w1y B T R R R (F =
5.49, p = 0.023); LB A8 St AL 5] Y A A TR]
R TIOIN AE B, EGRAR T A 48 A 1 Y [l U5 05 AR A
i TR EERK(F =4.70, p = 0.013), S5t
AT DAIE [ F5000 3 [/ AN R (B = 0.84, ¢ = 2.68, p <
0.001), F:[w] Py HE A DA R 1 ) F00 B G2 42 T3k 3 i
2 E K- (B=0.09, £ = 1.91, p = 0.062), AR
Krgn 25 R ULER 3, thA & A aniEl 7 R, 3k
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PIRER ] (4 (B 23 N6 R 0.073, H: 95% B {5 X
[E][0.01, 0.15TARf % 0, ULHHiZEHESY B, &
3 708 4 Xk B G2 £ T B4 300 AL (E S 0.18,
95% B 15 X [A][—0.05, 0.401162 7 0, Ui I B4R
AN G5 FR WL AR R 7E B 47 28 3% B
SARTH Ry R e e T AR R, A0 e R
B LR 29.2%, 2% B B 47 7% i 5ok 45 v L R Y
FEARNE], SEmE T T X 24 N ENG A o

R 3 HBEHMEEER

A L OALEN SE LLCI ULCI
HER 0.18 0.11 -0.05 0.40
[A] 42850 7 0.073 0.03 0.01 0.15
R 0.25 0.11 0.04 0.47

LRI B AA R
O'SV \19 (p=0.062)
0.18 _
BRSO i E1E

7 S8 2 P IR [R] AR A ] B Fh A RO A P

4.4 itig

SEEy 2 RIMAESN B ACE I, 5K 1A 4551 —
B, BRSSP X 2 AE N B BN T A
REN, FRITE By AR 22 T T X 4 A AR el
L5y, 1B A AN AR LI A N BN TE AR R
RAEWAS . BARE B AR 2T T X &4 A
BESIVEMY, 1B AN AR ZH T R T B 1) [ AR RRAIG
T X BN G . I HAESN K b, XA
B NN A N A 5] P8 B AR N W) 7 B 493 722 46 Xt B
SARFHE RS T e A ER . AE N ROK
b, 59K 1B 45 —8, S0 AR RE AR Bt
X B AN BREN R4 .

5 Bt

THEAAEN G BT X T8 BR A G DL L fe Ak 2
WA E AR S AT 1 R T < d ] AR A
PR AR IRPHER B AL e, PR ILXS 4R
NFER SN S 5 PN G R R 1Y) 52 R S 3 [ A AR
KRB PEIBLA o SRR, FE5h )= b, A
TER Sy AR, TR B 1 b e 4 X S 4 AR A
TERUR A EN G0, L [R] NREACIATR] 76 H ke 4
YRR, 0P RS TR = A I A B BT R o K 28
5 B —J7 10 SRR 5 AR B 0y B 0 A o — A0
FH T ENR IS, I — Tt

BT — T ) I P e 18T R A A0 S R AR B 1y
AR 3207 2 I ST TR T AR R
ZNINCIRIVSEEH N NG R T 7 A e A i
s, HAEZNILAETE X,
51 RE#HEBESEXTLAXEEIEEEDKIT

MHIER

TSI PRER T I T A P A 2R 0 gl
FHEAA B 07 28 $80 P X6 T fic 187 AN A B 52 BE BT (Y 52
G5 L R 38 o P O A ] o AL AR B 0y, T DA
RO XA MEAR T EN RIS, (HXT N R IR R ER G I
AR A B B 0y AR P EAE T N R AR RN A
PRI ED G 0 s e EAFE 22 5, XA Rese R
TEAA AR 381 T 52 8 1) B A4 DN ] T AN 25 S HE At 1) 1)
s IR, X AR R SRR AR R T BN P4 2 A
P70 BRI 2 (Abbink & Harris, 2019; Osborne &
Sibley, 2017). Gaertner %5 A (1989)¢ T 3 [a] Py 44
TA ] ) S A 5 0 3R B X6 71 4 Bl D, 1) 9 /> 2 F
TXF AN A B D3 %) SRR B VT 3 A, AN X
PIREAC I D ) Mz 4 005 9 i 45 2R 5 A A IESE 4518
— 3, BVHEAR 0y 0 A8 A AATTXT SN AR B 53 A T
P InAR A, (EXT PN B 51 AN AT & AR AR AL,
— A T K S

T AE A B 07 78 48 21 $2 T T X S A4 1 ED 2 3
B, X5 EAA RS R — B, HorER
TSRS TERATT, (AR RRERS 5 kA4
THish, FT8E T #ER A A (Gaertner & Dovidio,
2000), 7E B 2ead FE XA B 40 AR e ) B
e, AT TR RSN, B TR 55
HKHBR . —Jr T, X AT BB B 10 A8 8 i IR TE XS
il N AT VA i 25 28 931 £k (decategorization), HI AN
PR NEAE— MR P i B0, TR At 1 ER
AR, B RCEA PR . SRR SRR A
(Ensari & Miller, 2010), X4 PE LI REA 28
5550 2 T B W (Palese & Schnid Mast, 2019); %3
— 7, YT B R AERAENTS, AT et
PRAE I SN B B0 4808 28 1) N REAR B OL, B4 3X
LB SRR B LR RE BT P A O 2 1T A 1 5 B
PR o ABTCIRTE o R AL ey, 35052 55 1 BF 52 45
SRR WY F o 28 00 2ok B2 0 i T AT B Ak 25 03 28 i Bt
PR, TR R SN B BN PE
52 B ESMTHENEZEANNMNBRINKZERMN

AR

A TSI 56 %o e ] AMEE AR DE A B Sl L, ARAFSY
AL 1 RIS 2 430 ok B R Al oy i+ %



1070 N i}

5 54 4%

L

G T B 19 B B4 207 IR R O\ ) B A B 10 A8 o
X AR N X — T LS A AR DR T (R 52 45
IR B AR By 7R P AN 2 B T e 1 A Al i 4T
BAFIHE B SR ED R DEH, T ELXT T 5 KA AR HiF
PAAH X 14 28 4 NG — LS A B AR AR AE B T
R TN, BRI E, SC8e 1A RIMAEHAT R
TR AR P43 ST X & AE N N PR & T
TV . BFSEAS R SR A —2, BT 2 4E
NFEA mIE . ARREJI IR & B ED L 0F A (Cuddy &
Fiske, 2002; Fiske et al., 2002), MiFEZH; T & [t
RERIE, 8 1A KBB4 AR X &4 N/
eIV IR T T, 1 B AR R B A AR, AT,
TCVe M e (87 SRR A J2 B 22 AF NI LS AR, HE
PR B 03 AR 4 2 25 % ER G TR P AR SR THE I, X —
P T RION S AT DL L T oA R — E ) Y
FABRR R (Roth et al., 2018), Hik A5 13 7E
A B SRTREUAR ()R A A 48, 5 15 79 20 AR 3 BA LA —
FE A NE(RI R R ), B2 B 4y A8 He
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By i 2 B AR X BE R 9 i L, Al ) AR
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AN, AW I T NS A B BN R R
R, FENBRJZTE L, 505 1B SIS 2 Y2
SR T R B3 A 4 M X S AR NG P R ED 4 TR
KA B EE R X5 LUTE N B ED G fnAh
P & B 87 ] BE A7 A A — UM 19 45 R AH AT (Cao &
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SEM), iX W] BE & B T PN BRoF A 48 T 18 2% o) Bk 45

ARG, ANREPGHEE S HERXT R A0S B, R EAE
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AH X S 4E LA 22 (Rydell & McConnell, 2006;
Rydell et al., 2007; &35, #ouk, 2021).
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)i 22 1 5 LA T

AW EE R R, ER BRI 2KE, BHA
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N R B 10 13647 %5 %8 (Park & Young, 2020), /A
G IR BRI 5 A B 03 728 48 M % B 52 T 3 1Y) 5 e
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The effect of group identity shifting on impression updating in older adults:
The mediating role of common ingroup identity
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(* School of Psychology, Research Center of Social Psychology, Central China Normal University, Key Laboratory of
Adolescent Cyberpsychology and Behavior, Ministry of Education, Wuhan 430079, China)
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Abstract

In the field of impression updating, most researchers focus on the impression updating of individual targets, while
few researches focus on the impression updating of groups. However, the intervention of prejudice and conflict between
groups has always been a hot issue to be solved in the field of social psychology. Since group identity is the basis for
impression evaluation of groups, based on the perspective of Common Ingroup Identity Model and social categorization,
changing group identity to improve common ingroup identity provides a feasible “change makes sense” intervention
path for the impression update of the target group. Considering that the large elderly population has become an
important part of the world population, it is of great practical significance to evaluate the elderly population positively.
Based on this, the present study manipulated group identity shifting at both explicit and implicit levels through
“minimal group recategorization paradigm”. The purpose of this study is to explore the influence of identity shifting on
the impression updating of the elderly group and the role of common ingroup identity in it, so as to explore a method
with low restriction, simple operation and obvious effect to improve out-group impression evaluation.

In preliminary experiment, 119 college students participated in the psychology class as subjects, to examine the
effect of group identity shifting manipulated by the minimal group recategorization paradigm on the updating of
minimal in-group/out-group impressions. In Experiment 1A, 98 college students were recruited as subjects. The aim of
Experiment 1A was to use the “minimal group recategorization paradigm” to manipulate the shifting of group identity,
examine the change of young individuals’ perception of warmth and competence towards the elderly group, and
examine the effect of group identity shifting on the impression updating of the elderly at the explicit level. In
Experiment 1B, we recruited 35 college students as subjects to explore whether the impression evaluation of the elderly
can be effectively changed at the implicit level by using Go/ No-Go association task. In Experiment 2, the effect of
identity shifting was tested on both explicit and implicit levels. At the implicit level, a Single Category Implicit
Association Test with higher application rate and wider application scope was used, and an integrated perspective of
warmth, competence and stereotype trait words was used to measure the impression evaluation. At the same time, the
influence of identity shifting on common ingroup identity was also measured to explore the role of common ingroup



94 WI797 A BRSOy ARV B AR NENR IR R0 . LR N REACA R A9 v A A 1075

identity in the impression updating of the elderly.

The results of pre-experiment found that shifting group identity could effectively update individual’s impression of
out-group. Specifically, the evaluation of out-group in the changed group was significantly improved compared with
that in the unchanged group. The results of experiment 1A showed that at the explicit level, shifting group identity
could affect the impression updating of the elderly, and the second evaluation of the elderly has been significantly
improved, especially in the competence dimension. The results of Experiment 1B showed that at the implicit level,
manipulation of group identity shifting could not effectively improve the impression evaluation of the elderly. In
experiment 2, it was found that at the explicit level, common ingroup identity played a completely mediating role in the
effect of identity shifting on impression improvement. At the implicit level, consistent with experiment 1B, identity
shifting did not change subjects’ implicit impression evaluation of the elderly.

In conclusion, minimal group recategorization paradigm can shift individual group identity through two
classifications and improve impression evaluation of out-group, which is an effective tool to change group
identity and alleviate intergroup bias. At the explicit level, common ingroup identity played a mediating role, but
at the implicit level, no intervention effect was found. These findings have created a new recategorization
method for enhancing common ingroup identity, and opened up a simple and effective method for intergroup
prejudice intervention. Moreover, the application of minimal group paradigm is no longer the static application,
but more dynamic, ecological significance and realistic value.

Key words minimal group recategorization paradigm, the elderly, impression updating, group identity shifting,

common ingroup identity





