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Study 2 combined the Stroop task with the IAT paradigm to explore whether power is
mentally represented as color in different memory phases. Experiment 2a used different colors
(gold/grey) to present the power-related word (powerful/powerless) and asked participants to

decide whether the group was powerful or powerless. Experiment-2b-used-the-implicit-asseciation
test-(HAF)-to-explore-the-imphicit-effect-of pewercolor-bias—Experiment 2b used the IAT to test the

implicit effect of “power-color” bias.

Experiment 2b, the results indicated that the mean reaction time was significantly shorter in the
compatible test than in the incompatible test, with participants tending to associate powerful words
with the gold color and powerless words with the grey color.
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BN 5: 1.3 1.4 0L FHA— —Fhrdl,
BIRI: KIEFHFREREN, TESCF«13 WER B 514 7R &I — R i,
EIFE N3 AR H S 7T .

B 6: BB MEHANY, KRB ZSCEE N — SRS B AR 1232 AN
B “PEng — BRI AN RIE o (E AT IE R BUE RN ? 2SO I E . HIK,
SR T A S AN R B A& AR, T ELX A WS AT RERE AN R R ST AE T AN T PRt
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BIRZ: AR WA TR S b By — BE RN XA RIS, Gi—RIBN“FERIERAE”, & &
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(1) “sZ5g la M45 5 Schubert 45(2009) £ IR —, AKIAU ML M0 THEGE 1 K/NE
WIRAL, 24 BRI RS A AR FAN S R B i S B 2 25 I ER, 1T 2
&ﬁﬂﬁﬁ J\%?M—i 1&1‘)Ujﬂﬁﬁ}\%'?ﬁizfﬁ'ﬁf %ﬁm’lﬁ}ifh}ULﬁHﬁﬂ]T Etxﬂ” W

Wa%%—ﬁﬂ%,iﬂ%%wﬁﬁﬁﬂlﬁkd\%mxiw%Mskd\ﬂﬁ%n HEL
T E MK/ Stroop BN . (WL 2.3 45 R 55 HrE )
(2) “5286 1a 5 1b Z5 R, TR 7E Stroop JE I ELE W I AR TE R WU HE & #RAEAE
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B 1: JOCRIE PAEE— LS 2 3R IE : “Study 1 combined the Stroop task with the Implicit
Association Test (IAT) paradigm” . “ Study 2 combined the Stroop task with the IAT paradigm”.
LSSy 1 FHSRES 2 HRR 0 HIR ) T IR A LI, IR A A LI e a8 S e — sk
b, bl iR R IAAE 24“In sum, these results indicated that: Using the Stroop task and IAT
paradigm, we found that power is not only mentally represented as size but also mentally
represented as color.”— M) FHNRERE R 45 R K, NRBATKI . #HE RGN —ik
FEAHE
EIRL: X e E BT T RGBS, FAME RGN

(1>“How human beings represent abstractions is an important issue in cognitive psychology.-Fhe

that-affect-cognitive-processing. The embodied cognition theory proposes that individuals’ abstract
concepts can be associated with sensorimotor processes. Hype%heses—ab%ﬂ—embeehed—eegmﬂen

Fheery-Two origins for embodied cognition theory have been posited: Perceptual Symbol Theory
and Conceptual Metaphor Theory.”( W3 3CHii tc% 1)

(2) «

Experiment 1la used the Stroop task and Experiment 1b used the Implicit Association Test (IAT)

paradigm to explore whether power is mentally represented by size. Study-2-combined-the-Stroep

task-with-the tATparadigm—Experiment 2a used the Stroop Task and Experiment 2b used the
Implicit Association Test (IAT) paradigm to explore whether power is mentally represented with

color. ” (WLIESCHFELEE 2 Eﬁ)

the results suggest that the mental representation of power is associated with size and color cues. ”
(WA 3 )

SEimze

B 1 CEL/MEFATOH, SOCRH B E R L KT RN IE.
EIRL: 5 PP L S 4O JF B AL o FRATR A GHAT T INEAF A S IR T, LA
WA TR (R, B8 S A2 iy LA Tinberg K24 Richard Tillman 18 134T 7 E40)
B SR IE, MBS CRARE S8 SCHE S 2 )

(1) “The embodied cognition model proposes that cognition is based on body, individuals’
abstract concepts can be associated with sensorimotor processes. Many previous studies found that
the abstract concept of “power” is embodied within space, weight or size eues. (W9 251
E)

(2) “Different font sizes(large/small) were employed in experiment 1a to present a power-related



word (powerful/powerless) and asked participants were asked to decide whether the stimulus was
powerful or powerless. By assessing automatic associations of power with big of small squares,
we designed an IAT paradigm in experiment 1b to explore the implicit effect of the “power-size”
bias. (W.JE L2 5 2E)
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BR L CERARSURRERK, BRI RET FEAN, @UCkaieitns (LU
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BIRL: JEH U 3 2 L S A0 DA I o FRATLE S 18I 73 LA R R 75 347 1 BR &, &
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(1) R StroopHMI P FRIARTE N, N 25 25 Kehay A PR v [ SO0 TS 56 R AL RN B
PR kEm, AFE2N L . SER IR DO AU S BE T R B K/ INEIT R AE . SESe lak ILAE
AU R 5 A AR /N A S IR A A B SIS B R 5 S8 1o R AR AT i AL
D15 RITYE MRS  ARBU) 5 /N7 YL@ PR ial Beah 1A SR SR BE A s SIEBG 28R 1 VU Hh AL
WG RETS 5 BN (o R SRAIE o S5 2ak s B0 FH <t AIASU F 2K €0 S LN A ) S5 S Isf
SR SRER20 K AR BEAT AU 5 < 77 B m MR B4 L IR 5 R (7 B & ] BB b
(1) SR BE i o I L AR B 7E Stroop A P BRERARNE S H, R B ES T AR
N BUEHEATRE MR AE . T E AT 5O AAMEE TR s AU R e B AT B RALE, T
BB . IREOEAT BRI R AE . (L S 245 77)

(2) “sEi1af 45 2R 5 Schubert5(2009) 45 R — B, AP T AU ML B i TGE 1K
ANEEITRAE, 4 AU R FH R A ARKU 1A F /N5 A SRS e ik A S B 2 R, T
= BT NG AR ARBO R R S AR U, 4 SR W B0 1 SR8, A
B T AU KRNI W 32 B T R RN, IR T 22 3K K /N Stroop B8 o K /UM B e 7
Stroopyu X\ RERF R, 4 W ERERAETE AU I RN BRI R AE 2 ST ARAFAE 2 A SRAE
P RS IBAE Y 2 A B K/ IN BRI R AEATS SR AEE , U AN 5 — 1 B2 DA D Hh AR R B DR/ B
Rt TP A IR . (W2.355 R 5 1)

(3) “In sum, the results suggest that the mental representation of power is associated with size
and color cues in Chinese culture. Chinese participants tend to associate powerful words with the
large font and gold color, and associate powerless words with the small font and grey color.
Obijective differences, language, and culture create ecology in which power and size or color is
correlated. Based on this, we argue that Chinese developed a strong mental association between
size and color cues with power.”( .23 3 5 22 55 4 %)



