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Abstract

This study explores the red and blue color metaphors of the gender concept and the balance of bi-
directional mapping. Experiment 1 requires the participants to select the subject of the appropriate
gender for the sentences in red and blue. Experiment 2 requires the participants to choose a male
or female in blue or red as the main subject for the sentence. The results of Experiment 1 show that
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the interaction between color and gender is significant. Under the blue condition, the response to
“him” is significantly faster than that to “she”, while under the red condition, there is no significant
difference in the responses to “she” and “he”. The results of Experiment 2 also discovered the inter-
action between color and gender. Under the condition of male as the main subject, there was no
significant difference in the response to red and blue colors. Under the sentence condition of female
as the main subject, the response to red color was significantly faster than that to blue color. The
experimental results prove that the concept of gender has the metaphor of red and blue colors, and
the bidirectional mapping is unbalanced.

Keywords

Embodied Cognition, Metaphor, Red and Blue Colors, Bidirectional Mapping, Gender Concept

Copyright © 2025 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|8

TEMZE R “HELAWEH CP” o, “4LlE” fER AT —— B MEE, 2RI RE CP
R B e, “WEHMA” . CERBE” 5 “OBRENT SHREMEhEGRIE T R,
T3 AR 0 R0 0% 2R SEARIIAE H AR g b, O WAEACE ety BRI 48 b, 2RIt 60 R 3] PR 56
B o 3K I 3 R A A 5 P A (1 P A RS 5 R g AR A1) - P R A R (5 < RS
%, 2021).

Lakoff 1 Johnson 7E (FRAIH LAAEAZ (RIBGIT) Hh i e AR B MES B, JF Hix = NFEiE i K&
Bami AT B JE A3t B @& A AT B AR PSRt & Sk F kAN B H AR, b, SRVRURE S Bk
s BRI IR, T HbRSUEE 5 A IR S A B, R TR E M. B2 JATHfF
Jh G B AT Hh BB 4 ¥ 32 AL (Lakoff & Johnson, 1980).

Bemgr i 5 5 R vt i A7 78 FL2 F s R 0« B NSO AR 4 1007 20, 2 e 7 2.
BT A R 2 S g o BN 7 EE (HE 75, 2000), 1E5CRHA TR S S 10 2 S g ——
MBS T, B A B RIS . B SR GRS 2 R A P& S mS ok RiE
FEM R TIM . R0 BRSO RZ . X R, B, IRET S, JET a1k,
“Rama” S PR B BRSO AR I F ), = NSRRI RS n L U7 (Lakoff &
Johnson, 1980). & SR 2 7E P FEP) T IR W= SUAFAEAR DG PR A b, AR 44 B & i & L4 1)
WAEBRETTIE A, 3T — @ OB ELSe k. B ATA R E IR SCReMES R B8, a2 [IBa s (Farias et all.,
2013; Farias et al., 2016; Schubert, 2005). ¥ Fa i (Williams & Bargh, 2008). &% FaMi(Rothschild et al.,
2015) BHIEREMI(Sutton & Altarriba, 2016)+ fift/& A1 # B M (Schneider et al., 2011) PR ARAE BT (Pecher
& Diane, 2010), 7% #3BaMa5F 77 [ 5 Fi(Boot & Pecher, 2011).

71 VW) 2 DA PR 22 (R O AR VR, H AR FE 25 T2, 385 284 5 BN 2 (] gk ) S 2% (R 330 1y B 55
fln: FAVEFEMEH “ L7 R 7 @ EYEE S AR RIEBO @R, OFERRE, FRRATHE & KA
“CETOR BRSSO S R AR SR A IO A 2 S 1 G R R S
BRE S AT B (Bl JRAFBONIE A2, 2013),

Zanolie %5 NfIF ERP HEAT W70 AN 2 2% (B0 B 5 T — AMA BB ) iR — BT, Al TR H b
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JE BRI — AN 1 23 (AL B S5 AU SR — BN o IX g SRR TRCR R AT DR 3 A (R R B AR Y
# it (Zanolie et al., 2012). Karolina 55 N i@ ik /> SEEGHIE B 018 2 72 VR B AE AT R pPAh b, 182 7E
BT —ENR B B 3 RS sk, 2 B R R 0TS 2 5 i TE A B (Bl DR US4 2013).
MR NE S B R A, S AR AR, A g M SR A IR R R Bl AT i), XA
S E BME R S BN T2 5] S50 B AR QBRI N A4 38 (B, A3 LRI 2E  2013) . Williams 1 Bargh
WESE 25 T G RIE A GRREGE)E SRR, B PRI B (ERIEA) AR LG 2 18 N bRl i (B I€
AP BE(Williams & Bargh, 2008). Bargh Fl1 Shalev & Bt 2 I Bz 5 FE ¥4 111 B 7T LA pH £ 45 B B €74
PG, RZINR. SRR R 2 iR B AR S A AR B g T DUE A B AR, XA B AR 1 —Fh o
BRI B I TTLHI(Bargh & Shalev, 2012). Balarg 2 — e WA E . St kang 2 L2 08
BRI R B EE A R A i A AR E S R B 7 . TERT A SR A I, AR AIZET AR
B AR, aiiE DGR E A A . XA 5 B A5 B R B A RN 5 E R
W (3 MRS 2 1) S R T R 4

Frank 1 Gilovich B 7838 i — 00X ] ZCRIONE BRIDE R AT ] 5K UK BRIBE 2R T BRIC SR I 0 2 B, P Iitia 5h
2 RO IR I ER AAE T BRI EHE AR BRI AT 21 o ERXFB LT, 24— SCERRA IR BB BA R 46 1 28
AR, SEREE LRGN, TR, o R ] R AR R BR AR UKER BA R L 27 S 2 i) AR )
BRBA 5 AL Bk 1% (Frank & Gilovich, 1988). V2% K, FEM(E B 515 BN — B THES N T
SFA, AR T AR S S B ARG ZE R, (AR SR R A TS S TH AR B A . (HOC T
B R BT R DG 2R 2D, 1 B A5 T DA ELAH BRI 2 AR X e B o AR R Y

P g 2 A B N GG VR ) FH P00 MR 2 SR s R 38 A R B B 7 =R 5241, 2010)6 LA
TR B, PR 2 2 AR AE R, B R A AN DO AL B2, AT 5 Hh A LE 1RO B R S (7 HE 225
2015).

P A g AR MR FE AL 2 AR R B S B S AR RS AN AR AIE A1 AT A48 K (Delamont,
1990), sEftex. b BIIAFEISEZ 7 H 3L EVE R R E RIS, 2014). X B LEEBET. &
FE AT NS T A AFEEE(EEE, 2010), FKEE(Halpern & Perry-Jenkins, 2016)+ 24 (Mutekwe et al., 2013)
IS (Butler, 1990)55 423 PRI R AE £ 7 VEm A I UGRABRAS T B AR EZ R . MERE S8
A AR AR TR ) T e A 21 5 SR A AT AR, X RO B SRR ) S A Pt
S He BT R FE B & .

CAB R, MM S AA PR R BET R AR . B, S Ad e 45 AR SRR fid it A4 35 06 M 531 3 S 1)
SO SIS TR, B R AR a2 B A0 ) TR R T AL A v, T B R AR A 2 B R A TR
FLH 9 A o BB 1) B A i b 22 38 520 7 AT TR AL ) T (2 AP i, o sCg A A, 2018). 8
2, PR EAAEBOIFEEIE ? VF2 Wt REEY], LZH B EZEENMAt, B L ZH S0
(Burkitt et al., 2010). @40, 7£HHLES, JLEXNBERERAAEIENZER, &0 TR G0 A
FIAA , T 2 £% 5 5 U v 2T € DA (Tijima et al., 2001) 02 % B 2o 7% b 5 72 8 W 3k Bk AL A W
2.5 B LA AL A B R I IR T ARSI, SR ER, B OBk A E X0 fu(Lobue & Deloache,
2011). AHFFINEIE 100 73 Twitter F 7 BIIK 5 B 00T 5 R IR BV B e #3675 7, S bL bk
B A, T Lo PE B B MR SR AL A (Fortmann-Roe, 2013) . I8 %} 3~12 27 14 751 [G] B b 1) 55 14 Lot
JUEE VS s 2 R AP 2 R I LB R I 5 1 M S A B R B o i B A 2, R P e it 20 50 B0 SR 0 70 € fh
AT RS AT PR A R A 58(Chiu et al., 2006). VERFSF RIS 5P 2 MIAEERRES R R, RIS
AR, Lt SmEEREEGTRE, 2013) B N RN T AR IRy B A Gy, Lotk 2
(R Bl r v T 59 1 B (R, S22 BRI, 2019). DL EBFFUERSR B, MRS 1)k 2
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FRFEM , IR TR 5 P00 e R g -2 TR e 15 2 ELAH 2 e Wi 2

Lakoff M Johnson $2 I KM FE Ay, MR B b AU R A RRA,  IF HAIE6I S H Frik
ISR 5% ZOR A 7 FIPER, 3 ARSI [ D S g, RO AR AE R AR IR B F ARSI, TiASEAE
PRGOS TG WS, VR 22 SEUG IR A5 RARUESE 1 DL, AT THE 45 88 6T [R] I D82 220 JE 5K (14 22 TR
FAs SR, g A B AT 2 da A MRS OR IR I TR E & (e TR JRR), (HAA = I R
BRFRIE A& (Lakoff & Johnson, 1980). SRIMTVF 2 =7 2 #R I ME-Ex e ey O MRS 5% SRR XA 1Y, B
B (1 W SR AN PRI AR 80 F AR S A, AR BT AR 05 170 A7 AR, I ELIRIOO
bR RAE . ISR N BUME 2 B 5156 48 22 TR A RS RE XU B LIS, 2020), V2 243 tUATHIE SE B A4
T 19 S IE A Z 18] (IR, FREIZFR0UE BRARR A0 “ I AR ™ (1 580, TR AR AT 2
2022). Schneider & B AN A 1A ) EE B 2 52 M AP 256 42 i) AU B P PO, X ) 4 B B4 (R SRRt 2 52
X BB AT (Schneider etal., 2011)o 55 A NI DU SEUG IE B T FEARE 2 5 e 22 W) s 1) 4 S5 3
MR, AER BT [ A B R AT I (B850, BRI AT AT, 2017).

PEI - B a2 A B e B 2 o (Y A BRI 0 o VRS - I R 1 Do M R ey B A8 > rh A
FE R A 1 IR 5 T AR A e 7 A SO B AR T 5 A B A 5 20 P 1 B eI 45 DL
0 - PRGBSI 4G 17 T 1

NS S T T8 2 € 5 0 A A TR RO EL R DL S RS T 1), T 0k, FRATTER XA
AN S, LR R TSRO T R A AR R AR 5, IR ERIXT g
TG € (R I 2 TR AFAE A o

AHTFOR IE L SERE R 2 A SLI R L S5 ) A CO R RO AR e S3e— BT ST AL B
XV TR PR RO RE I o SIS A N RO T AL IS Bk R R . AR DL b R R AT R
Y LB BE: P P ol W A - ] YRR S X ] Y5 AN [ 20 3 B B P 2% P T T UK ) s 36 g R
AR, BEPUEAMR ZB A Y SRR TR A L LD AN K SR AN BT AR
AT RO LA T R ORI RN T B TN IE R . AT R .

2. KU 1. AEHENTHNEENER
2.1. EIE/

SEES 1 IR LD T R R
2.2. HARAE

2.2.1. FRRIR

TSR TR 40 &, PHIFER 2113 £ 115 %, B 214, €19 4. MASHFIEM
J1IEH, T Kt s .
2.2.2. SEISHHE

LR FR I R R T 42 4, B, “OZE ML AR B E s Rl Ha
EBFRRE A E AR R W RS EAEASINIERSERN 72 A RFEGE 4 N, LE28 A, P
SRS 21.33 £ 1.26 &), STMRNE A BT A B R M 1~5 S0P AR, 5 AAREm), Tk
P ST U & T 3.5 4010 35 AN, FLdIn e & B S0P (M =3.74,SD =0.12), FEHE 36 %
KEFAGE 10N, @426 N, “FHER 22.47 + 2.08 £)%f 35 M FREATHERIMR A E, F4M6)T
A =AEDL “57 . 7 O AT, BRI WA 1R AR S G TN . B RR DS
L ATIE T 5 LM T S0% R H , FlR 32 M A F(M = 67.97%, SD=11.64%), ZH4 32 Mtk
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AR IE RSB R

M) TR EIE G ZORMEE, ORERHOCSIRISER: B K, BTk «e” ,
WA “fb-€”, “dh-E”, BONEHIAFEILE S AR, KRR SR A 2L
EEYERVEAE A YRS, BY “EEt/Ah” o R/ o b R Cait” o fF 32 A
MR NS, BEMRP TR T 7 ILRS, A “HEEART . “EGabT o Cai/Ah” M 4t
# 8 . BMPARBRI I &, BT ER BT EREI R @R r A h Trigs
PR, NIRRT AT e T RN, RO B - AR M B - s B, —ANMRTR ) R
ST, BRAET )\ADREF T $ 32 M7 RN\H, F-HhaE A 2307 AR T
AREFP P R I A K\ AT

2.3. SRS AR

2.3.1. SEWgit

RHFFERM 2 (FHEE: B S5 x 2 (U ER: bS5 i)BakNseit, Horh P B 5k it ) 1
NHNA R, [RAS R RO k) R AT TR O IR R LR IR B R Y OB . AW TR E-
prime2.0 F Gl LIS FE T, AR TE I8 I 0 B HEAT I R AR

2.3.2. SLWIEFF

AR FH R ST R IE S B B A K, SER TP g — i AT R, RIK 11 5. ERE RIS b
R SEIHAEE, Ha S AL E TN AT IR WG PR L BoRIHE B8, iR A 08 %s
B 14 U S N S, S 5 5T 3 o AR SR AR S AT IE SR

IESEEG R, THEAUE SRR e e B IEM AT “+7 500 ms R R Sy, BERD A B E s n)
AR, BORGOANT “Ah -E7 . “ah - e B - A BB - it B ST I R R I S E
N T I G S R BRI R A TR g ik B, BTUCR BN R B 3. SRR, G BRI
AEATF, P ABOSREGET A), 4F8% LTI B). Ml miEsn, | Tk,
B H A2 500 ms FEALAL “+7 MR, MO 32 EREH, #olfseseit)s, ot palik i Em
RGN, LRREFSN 8 B, —HARATEERE 8, 8 MEF T EWSE LSR5,
AR

500ms
—+| X AT s )-8 T2 TR S R A

B A7 B, ORI N — 2z A R BB o
Afh BE
Al BE
AE Bl
A B

Figure 1. The experimental procedure of Experiment 1
B 1. X5 | KRR
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2.4, SEIGHER
B SR B IE AL R IEMR ST 75%RI80R, B 40 A, SR E X HBEAT AN R B T 3% B 1) 15 A
RMTEENEFE0W. SHMHTHEMEFILRE L.

Table 1. Average accuracy rate and reaction time of gender selection in sentences of different colors (M + SD)

F 1. TEHeaF FEITHAEENFHERRS R NEF(M £ SD)

it I
IEff% JX S (ms) IRZES JRJSZ R (ms)
i3 0.99 £0.28 1401.54 +£360.63 0.99 £0.33 1509.90 + 562.21
AN 0.98 £0.45 1552.54 +£558.94 0.99+£0.20 1466.31 +462.89

T EMEERER: B ERNAEE, F(1,39) =039, p>0.05; MWHERNAEE, F(1,39) =
1.63, p>0.05; BiEFMRZ EAERAARZE, F(1,39)=2.68, p>0.05.

XF 40 4B IR B 00 S BB HEAT IR, R SR T B IAAE 3 AMRIEZEZ N, O 40
NI IR PR S NI 3EAT & 7 Z 08T, SRR, BB FNA R, F(1,39) =333, p>0.05;
PERERNAEE, F(1,39)=0.10, p>0.05; BRI EAEREE, F(1,39)=4.92, p=0.032, n,
=0.11. 3 — B RN T R I, TR 2T, X “fh” RBIRT “ih” , F(1,39)=4.11, p=0.05,
0’ =0.10; ELLGKMT, “ib” M “fh” MRNEEREZEN, F(1,39)=2.16, p>0.05.

2.5. ¥+tig

SERG 1 SR SERRVE, #AR S A AT Rk R, SRR, WaKMT, “ih7 W
SN RT b, UESE T W SAhEAERE,, B R BRI . X S R AR - B
WG IAFEM A (ERE, 2013). [FIRHBIEZR 7 55 M5 06 5T 5 45 BA T R B A7LE AR o i 41 36
B RIE B SRR A3 IS U 5 BEAFIEAE R, 5200 2 Wik — 2B AR SO ) A N 5 B i B
TAFAERZ

3. 5CHE 2: MERIAEINXLLEEE EE R
3.1. SR EH

e 2 A TR B A I 4T B LR O S -
3.2. MRA*

3.2.1. fAIRAR
S E SRR T ORAER A 40 44, IR 2073 £ 1.10 %, B 20 N, %20 N. M8 EM
FIEH, Tl K asikang, BRSNS 1.

3.2.2. SEIEHHE

L BAEA) TR A T3 23 Ay, BHONEIER 124, N FEER 1A Flin, B
“OR— NS o ZtEFE: “LREROMN DMK ERSZITER” . @dnEE HEAS
IEASEEE HAR SIS 1 MEEE R 36 AFABE 19 N, L4 17 N, FHFEE 21.78 £ 1.29 &%}
PORME ) BBV & BE VR LA 1~5 S0 0 (1 AR RAR, 5 K &mm), FitS e+ P asmT
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3.8, TR MR35 55 th s BMROE B GS 1t e  & 8 MM IE SIS R, FLIE & BRI PE 7 (M = 4.27, SD
=0.12).

16 55 Lot )7 35 DL EE 8 Ak IR K, DA LS i SR H 1), HR Ty 2535 20 < it - h 7,
SIS B BN, YRS BUEAF VL S A SRS P AL, B, DERCH): WA A/ A
VCHECH: W/ AIL /At . Syt G dae 5 1 Ao A e B P AR o, PR I N 25 383047 /2 4G F I NP A, BRI
Jufth - s 2P, AN FHIRD A AR T IR 2T A EE TN R T . 16 AR
RV, FHAEMENAR A&, o 2007 XM, AR a8 20007 AR YA A1

3.3. SCERTFNIERF

3.3.1. SEWigit

AHFUCR 2 ()70 5 %) <2 (Fith: BES)BaANBeir, Hrba) T rEnl SEit s v AR
B, AR E A5 A TR R IE A A SR o ASHIE S E-prime2.0 B ) SEIR AR
A B e RS X B AT W SR AR

3.3.2. LRIER

ASER GRS RNE SR A0 B, LIPS — M ARG, Rik 11 55, BikERAtAH
R E ISR, 1R T el AR THSENLRT LR B i R R 1036 T3, AEPOXRII A 04t
AN EIERS S S WINEP i NS R b U k22 =il oo S A v 1 ) e v ] e VA

IEASEI TR S S IR “+7 500 ms SRR RAVER g, BERD R I U A
T, CEBERENT, BB REREE, OXERITZAZ IR MK . ), ZRPORAEA RS
R “ At ” AN Ay B (L) A Al ()7 B Ca(Zn) 7 AT Al () 7 B b i) A A4y
Z IR, O T I G g R OUM Al I A i g e £, TCURAIBENL 287 30, seiarh, 4
FORPORME R AT, FET% A BECHRAET A), A T4 L SO BLEEI B) . #l#iTiER )5, Bt
TG BN E A A 500 ms LA “+7 KRB, 3t 16 B H, #alfoeskin)n, MR TR
BB A8 SR 356 1 L 8 O DA R A R IR BRI RN . — B A R — MR, B MRS
WA LY s . AR

SO0MS s Bt e 9 ) T o B

i

CABERNRANT, B RREREE, XA
T KIS TR AR K.

Adib B
Adl Bk
Al BAh
Aldl BAl

Figure 2. The experimental procedure of Experiment 2
& 2. 3236 2 BOSKRRIERF
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3.4. SLIWER

B BUE LI P IR R T 75% M0, A RR 40 4>, SR G HAEAT AN F R F) 7 I
IEMRBATE R M E T 0. & FRFEIER R WK 2.

Table 2. Average accuracy Rate of color selection under sentences of different male/female genders (M + SD)

2. TRIS/Z A F THITH @ EFH T IERHERM + SD)

fth, i
IE#R S Wi} (ms) e JZ SiE (ms)
15 0.95+0.10 1610.73 £384.76 0.90 £0.19 2218.21 +579.45
2L 0.91+0.15 1704.06 + 387.14 0.93+£0.13 1998.58 +484.99

T E AR RN MR ERNAREE, F(1, 39) =043, p>0.05; P TERNAEE, F(1,39) =
0.27, p>0.05; MERIABEAZ EAERARSE, F(1,39)=2.36, p>0.05.

XF 40 BRI B 00 S B HEAT FEORE , MBS 2 T 3 MR dEZE 2 A B G R A o5
FTA IR R S ER 1 1.25%), X Rl R B AT E RIS 7 2007 . & 54 NI IE BRI P00 T3 ) SR
W2, GERER: R TN EE, F(1,39)=6231, p=0.000, n,2=0.62, NBEMHRNTEIERE FERE
ATl (P Bsf 1) 92 35 T DR L P B B ) T A M AR (k) e BN B3, F(1, 39) = 1.08,
p>0.05; WRHIMPOTEAEMEE, F(1,39) =514, p=0.029, n,2=0.12, HE—D R AN K,
ERHNFERFMAT, X3 ARG R R s R VB EH B 2%, F(1,39)=1.56, p>0.05; f£4&
PENFBR AT, W TGRSR ER TG, F(1,39) =426, p=0.046, n,°=0.10.

3.5. it

SEEG 2 SRA S, HEOn R A F T ERIE R, SRR, MR B AL G IR R B T
B, RS T YRR G BAEIE R, H bR IS R R S U W AR I . X — S5 R BT AR
- WL RIAFAEATT S (ERE, 2013).

SEIGUE S 1A Dy 55 M DR 1 R ) T e B 22 0 A 3] () PR IR ) S 3 R T M D A R ) ik 4
2RI (), X AT AP EE = AR “h” ROm T b A — A RE, 2021),
1E o B LA D7 SO B R T B M A o bk, 2] A BB, IRRE i
AELE, JEhaE LA AL i, PP T i DARX M B, AL S5 Lo AR 4R BAK
g, BRI SR 5 J5 3 R A R 5 e ) P PR 08 1 L 2t ) 1 38 S L 2R

4. B

K 1 SR EoR, BESMERAZ A MRE, RIS B PR AT, B IR
A7 BARKIBES RES RIL N R AL RIS, SRTIAE A LRI 21 F A3t )X — S gt b, s e
PITER EAFAEAKARIE S AP, IR ORIET, X “fb” BT “U”, EAGKMET, ‘i
AN Al R B ML B 22, iR U, AR Tk B W (7 R, B RT DA B PR, T AL
EICVEBR T Lotk o X5 DAERIBE TR P 45 SRR R (B8 U8, 2017). SRR 2 SRR, PRI AL
HARMIRE, UER] H AR PG B A AE M, Sl SR AR I e S B X RE R T B B
BESHET RIS, X5 DRSO — 808 8 5, 2017), SRTAS DA AR FE AN R] R H ARdsl im) ) 46 dkm
S AEEARI AR, B MO EERFAE T, NI ORISR R IE R R NN TR B R,
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NEBRFAMT, S TAOREFERERT I, WAt ul, 7Nk 5 S W 11X — B[] U
M e o S 7 G P AT N EARGEN S P TS R S RPN S D Rl

4.1. MRS R e

SEEG 1 FSEES 2 R T B S HERINES B BARR, BEARRT L A - L5 - BN LR,
WESE 7S B e kg, BRI, AT I A 200 P kR AE H RIS S . X R R TS
[ e FE 2 (Lakoff & Johnson, 1980).

B A E AN —Fh o7 20, SR AR IR A 2 b, ARAME AR A R A ) i R P R AR A R
YERGERE, 2013). FEFKEHE AL AR, AAT2K 0 5 30 2 B AR T NEER R, BT
TR Z MR BT RIEE, IRIZ A6, Pl 200 5TEK. A5 RN, L&
FIITERZ N E L EERE, RG22 I (B R, Bz B a2 2RI, e, X AR 78 AR B
K2 PA AL PRI T, T S AR EKZEE, P BV A E N SR . A
WEFE 8 1 A R R AG ) L2 et i, A BIARAT TP B €Al & 5 A E% ) AT B AN — £ (Chiu et al., 2006).
XK BN R A R 2 e B L, FERRARAL G B 5 M0 DGHG . B4 LA R IR SO 1 Bl A B I AR )
i (Implicit Association Test, IAT) 5 E ¢4 ZF #E MK A I, BESE IR EA 14 1) S ZIAR B G208 ) L 28 P e it £ 1
ZIBR EP G 7= A — e R L BN, BESE I S ZIAR A FE Ay, #5175 P e )2 T8 I 28328 PR 2 €8 2 ) e ALt 3
ARG SC, 2022).

AR TN NGO RI BRI R, IR T - B 40 - LRIBREIERS . I Rk BRTIRE £ 1 B e
ZIRREN G, NATTRF €0 ER) SRR 0 B DA R A il AH DR BR ARG O (Wang et al., 2025). ZEPE 7 SCAG T, BE (il
5 VEAISCER, TRy (U 5 L MEA SSBE(Bonnardel et al., 2017). IXFREE - 1 5 ZI4HR BN 52 52 mi AT ER
SIPNAIABRELS), ik AT B SN PR o a5t T, AN E A A 55 A
S AN, T L AR e S AR 6. RIMEAELE Y, B 51 2k EN R
FHORER, #iltn, BT Rt 5 Z 1 5 B A Btk fi 2 5 B S PR SC I TE R (Wang etal., 2025).
X0 5 PR BN LM N A B DL R PR OB M AR ED R o AT 2 2 T 60 5 14 ) 20 AR B 3 7 A
Sof HE—5E B . S5 BhRE AR E B AR (Picariello & Pillemer, 1990). fEXTTTEMEN AT, JLEE
BLEI B B B AT M 3 2 (Weisgram et al., 2014).

BT V) 22 S 5 AR BV G, Btz Ab, AR BRI, 5 ONE MR A Oh
K(Weisgram et al., 2014). KT BUEM TR 2 FEISEIR 2, WNERAA B, BFEsRd 74
% - KA & F18 (hunter-gatherer theory) (Weisgram et al., 2014). MAE#)22H A %, Hurlbert £ Ling $2
H “ALAHE - XL X EE 437 (the cone-opponentcontrast component) R i (Weisgram et al., 2014). % & F|
Ol I 5 RN SO A S, SR AT 14 ) B X B 18 (Gender Schema Theory) (Weisgram et al.,
2014). LLJZ Palmer F Schloss (2010)42 Hi 1] “ A& XM HIL” (Ecological Valence Theory, EVT)% 55 (Weis-
gram et al., 2014),

Frubz At B S  ZIAR B G e A ST ML IR R R TR E o BR T 20 08 i 4\ =2 2 i
ah, MaamPI R LEie. EiT R, heAsRLtrntE, EaRHAAREENEE, B
AR SR GAE, JCHRRIED RSO t, [FR, B EmARREMRNIZ S, BT BHEMAER
Fo £ 20 HLHINRE, VF2A R0 RIRAREHER “ BrEAR 6, RO o R E OB L
TN T RIS R, KEARIGETZ, 757 ME T 5008 40k TR MR
XFER ot E L R BT otk b PIISETE, V5 20 7 R 6 5 6T B P ) [, e X
XA T HHE Lo
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4.2. 1ERIERE SRR A1 B AR R

KT8 I P S S BGAIE B, B M TR A T (1 B B S i XL F, A R R 8 Bl S TR
RZ, MR MU . VF 2RSSR T RL BN, TERESE N i A4 PR - B LTS5
KB, AR € P 55 e ke 4% RIOR € F L ek 42 0 W B B € 5B M A4 RS (8 o ME A . B BN
P&t N 2 g PR L e P T DA MO BRI S A B2 LR ROR BRAR, Bl — BB R, GO ERILSEVE MR G, R
GRS B AR (8] AT DAAH ELs, g2 1 ) 5 0 e ) (O BRI SE P — T A, MR 5 B 2 [ (s ]
DAAH EL WS (B A8 S et al., 2017)

R0 SR NR U A [ (1930 Q0 VI T8 A MR 2 5 2 1] o i (Y B, i 4 43 MR 2 B %0 S0 1 2 e S5
AP AW, W2 BTG T AR 2 H AR, H bRt n] DU B Gk, (HWIIRIRS H s
S T (AR BB SRT  AN ST, AR AE B BRI RS B L B e g v 2 050 P kSRS 55 (R AL LA,
2017)0 SRTMAEA S o AR IGHIE | HIAR385 B bRIsi [ IR RS & R0 1 (1), {FL A B SR (R AN AR 1 3 22
RIUAEFC P g B S b, GnsEas 1 P I A R B WU, (RRIEIE BT, X AR 1
RBLPRT “h” , fEAEFAET, “Wb” A A BRMEE BEZER, UL, 7B R A
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FHN, LEFE” A, FRNAEEESRCNZIENES, WNBHEERENENE, N
FREATH IARER . X Pl WL BRAL S 26 FRA 1 T S0k Lo e, SO B EAEE . OGE
FEAFAEZE S, BRI T HEM = B A X PEAMA ) 2%

XU R ILEE T, 8 55 A R B A0l 3G b Lot ) IR B R RN AR
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IR P ORI TR RS A, M BE BB B A, BRI RN, XA S S 3snL
NV T =
5. &t

Za UL BRI A R, WP BURE5E . MR A CARE LS R R et T
RS AR LR, (H RS B AP .
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