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: Since Steele and Aronson (1995) first proposed the

stereotype threat effect (STEs), many researches had
confirmed that gender stereotypes in society can cause
underperformance of females in mathematic tests. In
addition, more and more researches have focused on the
mechanismof the threat deduction and stereotype boost
effects (SBEs) for confirmation, and further discussed or
verified. Therefore, this 2-year research project aims at
continueing and integrating all of the results of past
researches, and scheduls to conduct lpilot and 4 main
studies to understand the mechemism by using eye-tracking
technology and attribution theory - In the end, 1pilot and 2
main studies has been completed. The pilot study has
susscefully found 10 nutral male and femal pictures for
using in following studies. The important findings are: (1)
Study 1, study3, and study4 found that female university
students show STEs and STE deducation on the math test. (2)
On the eye-tracking measures, study 1 found female
university students in threat condition are paying more
attendtion on male parteners. However, the study 2 found
male university students pay more attention on male
parteners rather then female ones. (3) In studyl and study
2, either female or male university studnets are likely to
pay more attention on slef picture rather than other



oo Mg

partener s pictures. (4) All of four studies support that
in threat condition participant seem to make the Internal
Attribution and, on the contrary, in threat deduction
condion participant like to make External Attribution. More
details have been shown in this mid-term research report.

gender stereotype, stereotype threat effects, stereotype
boost effects, threat deduction effects, eye-tracking
technology, attribution theory
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Abstract

Since Steele and Aronson (1995) first proposed the stereotype threat effect (STEs), many
researches had confirmed that gender stereotypes in society can cause underperformance of females
in mathematic tests. In addition, more and more researches have focused on the mechanismof the
threat deduction and stereotype boost effects (SBEs) for confirmation, and further discussed or
verified. Therefore, this 2-year research project aims at continueing and integrating all of the results
of past researches, and scheduls to conduct 1pilot and 4 main studies to understand the mechemism
by using eye-tracking technology and attribution theory ° In the end, 1pilot and 2 main studies has
been completed. The pilot study has susscefully found 10 nutral male and femal pictures for using in
following studies. The important findings are: (1) Study 1, study3, and study4 found that female
university students show STEs and STE deducation on the math test. (2) On the eye-tracking
measures, study 1 found female university students in threat condition are paying more attendtion on
male parteners. However, the study 2 found male university students pay more attention on male
parteners rather then female ones. (3) In studyl and study 2, either female or male university studnets
are likely to pay more attention on slef picture rather than other partener’s pictures. (4) All of four
studies support that in threat condition participant seem to make the Internal Attribution and, on the
contrary, in threat deduction condion participant like to make External Attribution. More details have
been shown in this mid-term research report.

Keywords: gender stereotype, stereotype threat effects, stereotype boost effects, threat deduction

effects, eye-tracking technology, attribution theory
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7.80 (5.41) 10.90 (5.67) 10.00 (4.99) 10.0 (4.99) 6.80 (4.83)

b Fex gl 4

b fexgl 4

b foengl 4

b Fvxgl 4
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+~ F

+ G

+ H

- 1

-

P

) ¢

b 4 ez 31 4

b 4 ez 31 4

b Foergl 4

Ty

b Foen gl 4

17.20 (5.15) 14.80 (3.95) 15.63 (4.70) 12.71 (3.59) 15.90 (4.20)
B a4 A B a4 b T B i A4
7.11 (5.30) 11.30 (7.71) 8.81 (4.96) 12.25 (5.32) 10.12 (5.41)
% K Z L Z M Z N % 0
‘ - -".
=¥
‘b Foez gl 4 b Loezgl 4 b Foex gl 4 b Foex gl 4 S S
5.50 (1.81) 10.80 (4.95) 10.10 (4.95) 6.60 (5.17) 13.00 (3.44)
S T BF a4 S T S B a4
12.60 (5.19) 9.10 (6.54) 9.10 (6.54) 7.20 (5.13) 12.50 (6.17)
+ T

-

b fex gl 4

b Foex gl 4

b fexgl 4

b Fexgl 4

b Lexgl 4

16.40 (3.53) 15.90 (4.02) 8.70 (2.93) 14.10 (2.95) 7.60 (4.45)
S g B B it L
9.20 (4.14) 10.00 (5.41) 15.10 (3.92) 16.50 (3.62) | 14.50 (5.87)

b THAmald g THOB RS ¢ SRR 0 T oM (L)

deb 2 MR AT 0 R R B Y o A TEP Db L ald g T
A A S REET 2L LRSI AT B MAp Pt P EB 2t 5T ACH A 314 7500
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B4 1240)~ F B (H &5l 4 710~ #&F i 4 12.10)~ F D (¢F &350+ 10.70 > #&%
it 4 8.00)~ 9 G (#5104 1400 && w4 1200)~ § H (¢H &34 870 #cF i 4
1240)~ 3 T( ¢k £w3l4 880  #&& i 4 11.50)~ F J(¢h&£w3l4 1270 &5 it 4 6.80)~
§ K (*H#m=3504 640 B4 950)~ 9 S (&5l 1410 &F w4 1030)~ 9 T
(hZ&wsl4 1390 B a4 11.20)0 F 2. > L fden? Hap PRl 54 A (P &=3504 620
HE a4 770) 4 B (&34 970 #cF a4 1090)~ & T (&304 1270 0 #5 i
4 1220)~+ L (¢h&wm3l4 10.80 > #F a4 9.10)~ * M (#3514 10.10 > #5 i 4
9.10)~*% N (¢F &34 660> #H i 4 720)~+% O(*h &34 13.00° #& i 4 12.50)~
+ R (¢ &w5l4 870 B a4 1510)~ % S (¢ &w3l4 1410 #F i 4 1650)~+ T
(hEwil4 760 HB a4 14.50) #c b itend & 2 L5kgp P B2 ST 240 5 g
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~6-~942 % T F1%12% (locus of causality ) j» 4, 4 4% 3 —‘ﬁ%‘\fr fﬁ M b F1Y B AR
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FHEAFERFEREAREEAAT Y 0 255 FE 1R 3.99 ~ 4222 2.60 ~ F A dr4] 1.39
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L51 LA A3 RRUERT S E AR (B - )
4 =% #8 Conditions
= 5% (Cl) FFI B (C2) A FB(C3) One-way ANOVA
e IE -y ek Kok A RT3 F test
He Tl REL 0 Ak ol REL 0 B Tok REL ok R L re e b
(n) M) (SD) (n) (SD) (n) M) (SD) M) (SD) _ _
¥ H42#c(No.) 21 7.38 4.40 21 9.29 3.51 21 6.48 3.20 7.71 3.86 3.09* .053 .093
¥ # 4 H(No.) 21 14.29 3.20 21 14.81 2.93 21 14.43 4.03 14.51 3.37 0.13 877 .004
I FE 5 (%) 21 49.90 24.51 21 61.36 15.82 21 45.49 17.20 52.25 20.38 3.68* 031 .109
3T *4 p<05 T o
52484 43 FHLBERTEHEREIRTORBREEAR (FL-)
4 2 #5 Conditions
Threat (C1) Control (C2) Baseline (C3) Two-way ANOVA T R
g 1 B REALE R RN F test coTT
Mean SD n Mean SD n Mean SD n Mean SD Effect Fig P& Eta
Time to 1st Gl 415 1.73 19 449 1.85 18 372 1.65 15 4.15 1.74 Con.*GFO.up 0.63 .539
View (sec.) G2 418 190 19 4,19 1.83 18 4.17 1.51 15 4.18 1.74 Condition 0.29 .749
% Group 0.05 .823
_  Time Gl 039 0.19 19 0.50 0.25 18 0.65 0.55 15 0.50 0.36 Con.*Group 2.39 .102
= Viewed G2 037 022 19 0.45 0.30 18 0.37 0.16 15 0.40 0.24 Condition 1.39 .260
e (sec.) Group 5.64 022 .103 G1>G2
.. Time Gl 393 192 19 5.022.53 18 6.49 549 15 5.05 3.58 Con.*Group 2.39 .102
& Viewed G2 3.67 220 19 4,50 3.04 18 3,69 1.59 15 3.96 2.37 Condition 1.39 .260
% Percent (%) Group  5.64  .022 .103 GI>G2
B Fixations Gl 2.19 081 19 241124 18 2.92 2.00 15 2.48 1.39 Con.*Group 1.18 317
(No.) G2 2.05 075 19 247194 18 221 0.88 15 2.24 1.31 Condition 0.71 496
) Group 1.64 206
Revisits Gl 090 094 19 1.16 0.94 18 1.31 1.19 15 1.11 1.01 Con.*Group 0.12 .886
(No.) G2 0.65 044 19 1.06 1.31 18 1.02 0.88 15 0.90 0.94 Condition 1.25 295
Group 1.67 .203
5 Timeto I1st Gl 344 196 16 394225 14 428 2.88 14 3.86 2.35 Con.*Group 0.32 731
_  View(sec.) G2 3.63 2.11 16 396197 14 377 14514 3.78 1.84 Condition 0.35 705
- Group 0.07  .792
1 Time Gl 044 035 16 0.40 0.15 14 0.64 0.89 14 0.49 0.55 Con.*Group 1.19 315
% Viewed G2 0.68 125 16 0.43 0.13 14 045 033 14 0.53 0.77 Condition 0.29 749
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4 =% #8 Conditions

Threat (C1) Control (C2) Baseline (C3) Two-way ANOVA T R
7 B RS BB TR F test SO A
Mean SD n Mean SD n Mean SD n Mean SD Effect F & P& Eta

# (sec.) Group 0.04 .837

B Time Gl 443 347 16 402152 14 6.40 8.94 14 493 549  Con*Group  1.19 315

5 Viewed G2 6.77 12.50 16 427134 14 452 334 14 526 7.73 Condition 029  .749

Percent (%) Group 0.04  .837

Fiat Gl 250 1.58 16 1.84 0.59 14 3.55 535 14 2.63 3.8  Con*Group 120 311

(;I"O“‘)lons G2 243 193 16 1.99 0.79 14 2.14  0.94 14 220 134 Condition ~ 0.79 461

’ Group 1.04 314

Revisit Gl 137 218 16 0.61 0.55 14 133 228 14 .11 185  Con*Group  0.19  .832

(I\?(V)I)SI s G2 129 231 16 0.71 0.76 14 111 1.04 14 1.05 156 Condition ~ 0.75 481

) Group 0.09 765

Timeto 1t Ol 424 211 12 489150 11 342 245 14 412 213  Con*Group  1.54 228

Vllzn; (‘;e:) G2 410 274 12 433217 11 398 3.07 14 412 265 Condition 048  .621

) Group 0.03  .862

% Time Gl 033 0.13 12 0.60 0.40 11 047 053 14 046 040  Con*Group  0.19  .824

- Viewed G2 034 029 12 0.71 1.18 11 043 032 14 048  0.69 Condition 142 256

~ (sec.) Group 0.06 .808

P Gl 333 133 12 5963.99 11 471 528 14 463 402  Con*Group  0.19  .824

5 Viewed G2 338 2.94 12 714 11.2 11 428 323 14 4.83 6.87 Condition 1.42 256

i Percent (%) Growp  0.06  .808

B Fiat Gl 243 111 12 2201.06 11 265 221 14 245 158  Con*Group  0.17  .849

(I;’;a)“’ns G2 191 122 12 189 1.75 11 2.55 1.67 14 214 1.56 Condition  0.65  .531

) Group 1.06 311

Revisit Gl 130 143 12 0.41 0.53 11 1.09 131 14 096 121  Con*Group 156  .226

CVISILS G2 068 092 12 036 0.44 11 139 191 14 085 135 Condition  2.08  .140

(No.) Group 030  .586

Timeto 15t O 466 221 15 498 1.81 11 378 2.88 13 446 235  Con*Group 031  .737

Vll?vi (‘;ecs) G2 490 230 15 484250 11 434 28213 470 248 Condition  0.55  .584

- ) Group 039 537
V.

. Time Gl 045 030 15 0.75 0.54 11 0.61 0.93 13 0.59 063  Con*Group  0.64  .536

g Viewed G2 0.79 137 15 0.50 0.24 11 0.72 1.29 13 068 1.12 Condition  0.02 981

. (sec) Group 0.09 .764

*j Time Gl 450 3.01 15 748542 11 6.10 9.30 13 587 632  Con*Group  0.64  .536

7 Viewed G2 7.87 13.68 15 497242 11 7.16 12.89 13 6.81 11.15 Condition ~ 0.02  .981

B Percent (%) Group  0.09  .764

Fixations Gl 230 078 15 2.831.76 11 3.09 4.00 13 271 249  Con*Group  0.64  .532
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4 5 1+ Conditions

Threat (C1) Control (C2) Baseline (C3) Two-way ANOVA T R
7 B RERE L RN F test v
Mean SD n Mean SD n Mean SD n Mean SD Effect F & PiE Eta
(No.) G2 289 238 15 229 1.19 11 238 148 13 255  1.80 Condition  0.05  .950
Group 0.17 .685
. Gl 1.04 093 15 1.02 1.54 11 1.17 2.16 13 1.08 156  Con*Group  0.06  .941
gjzl)sus G2 1.14 131 15 0.87 0.66 11 1.06 1.26 13 1.04  1.12 Condition  0.11  .898
) Group 0.03 .870
Timeto1st O 478 221 15 423196 11 347 239 13 419 222 Con*Growp  2.59  .089
View (sec) 92 8.14 545 15 3.70 2.07 11 408 2.63 13 553 432 Condition  6.51  .004 266 C1.>C2P=007;CI>C3 P=.003
Total 6.46 0.57 15 3.96 0.66 11 3.78 0.61 13 Group 244 127
Time Gl 038 032 15 0.76 0.46 11 0.96 1.80 13 068 109  Con*Group 1970  .000 .523
I Viewed G2 820 6.02 15 0.650.45 11 043 023 13 348 526 Condition ~ 15.87  .000 .469 C1>C2 P=.000;C1 > C3 P=.000
= (sec.) Total 429 050 15 0.70 0.58 11 0.69 0.54 13 Group 14.05 001 .281 G1<G2
# Time Gl 377 321 15 7.56 457 11 9.63 18.04 13 6.79 10.89  Con*Group  19.70  .000 .523
5 Viewed G2 82.02 60.15 15 6.48 450 11 425 22613 3479 52.64 Condition ~ 15.87  .000 .469 C1>C2 P=.000;C1 > C3 P=.000
§ Percent (%) Total 4288 503 15 7.02 584 11 6.94 543 13 Group 14.05 001 .281 G1<G2
B Firations Gl 204 1.13 15 2.68 1.47 11 292 23713 251 173 Con*Group 29.18 .000 .619
(No) G2 10.64 495 15 224128 11 2.09 1.07 13 542 522 Condition ~ 20.88  .000 .537 C1>C2P=.000;C1>C3 P=.000
: Total 6.34 047 15 246 055 11 250 0.50 13 Group 1690  .000 .319 G1<G2
Revisits Gl 9.69 4.65 15 125 1.54 11 0.84 092 13 096 116  Con*Group 43.83  .000 449
(No) G2 045 0.57 15 0.450.57 11 0.71 0.96 13 409 534 Condition ~ 32.73  .000 .645 C1>C2P=.000;C1>C3 P=.000
: Total 527 043 15 0.850.51 11 0.77 0.46 13 Group  29.33  .000 .709 G1<G2
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(Z) * FEBEFEFRLELR

AAPEE RSB EHT IFER T IR LREI0F 0 H P oarplE D m&%a‘ﬁﬂ;i
33 2 A4tk (index) A B3 T % - AR (4), (Time to Ist View (sec.)) ~ " ix ﬁL
E%F’* (# ), (Time Viewed (sec.)) ~ " jZALPEFRF F 2+t (%), (Time Viewed Percent (%)) -

.8k (& ), (Fixations(No.)) ~ 12 %2 "L gh (= ), (Revisits(No.)) o ¢ b » 5 7 it i

B3 LR AN R Y LR R R R s Y Ry b‘&ﬁdﬁm Tt kAR F o AT
B 5-14 k4cu g > 3¢ Gl # 3% PicOl ~ PicO3 ~ Pic05 ~ Pic07 % Pic9; @ G2 B # 3 Pic02 ~
Pic04 ~ Pic06 ~ PicO8 % Picl0 - A4~ M B EHRY Gl &2 G23H5 4 n A7 HEMERY

GlE G355 T EAREMELERY Gl 2%MHn G255 -

3

Pic01 » G1 Pic02 » G2 Pic03 > Gl Pic04 > G2

el EHCOCHAENE

Pic10 > G2 Pic05 > Gl

Pic09 » G1 Pic08 » G2 Pic07 > Gl Pic06 » G2

B 5-14 FBB® ZRBEALAXGlLEG2- 22 7B (HRYEERT S 6])

AEEEE - IFRBT IS FERB Y 0T gtk 27 3 (3 RS BMER
RS vs. A BB vs. R A RS ) x (%] 1 Glvs.G2) R & kA - F]F F
S SUlS | mxpikpl’ Rt Btk Lqpthan T odk - RF AL F B8 p E4r
FPEAS27 o FH kg 2T B RARS 0 5T IERY TRIEFRERERES AR

ISR EF LR B Y & Time Viewed (sec.) ~ Time Viewed Percent (%) ~ Fixations (No.)
% Revisits (No.)+ £ 7 F L u|F8 & 2 uag2 3 7% (all Fs<5.80, all ps<.001) ° %7 7 F |+
BFF kNS e TFLRTEY?  a BRFORE AP A Dy M ER BT UL

£ W i 7 A4 0

3 MRS ai &%k ¢ > A Time to 1st View (Fse= 6.51 > p<.005, Eta=.266 ) ~
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Time Viewed (Fq36= 14.05 > p<.001, Eta=.281 ) ~ Time Viewed Percent (F36= 14.05 > p<.001,
Eta=281) ~ Fixations (Faae= 16.90 » p<.001 » Eta=319) % Revisits (Fae= 29.33 » p<.001 -
Eta=709) it 2 B F LR (L4 52) - X LCD ¥ {4 ¥ %I > & Time to Ist View (sec.)
PR A B4 AT HERMESE (M=646) 4 R EE (M=396) %{¥ % (p<.007) £
AT HERER (M=646) i wlif & 85 (M=3.78) X % (p<.005); % Time Viewed (sec.)
:}IE TP Ao B4 AT RS (M=429) &4 R EE (M=0.70) X % (p<.001])
B9 MRS (M=4.29 ) uliR & F5 (M=0.69) % {# % (p<.001); = Time Viewed Percent
(%)pr’]‘%lr“ oA x84 47 HEHESE(M=42.88)fi* 4 BHEFH(M=7.02)% & % (p<.001])
29 RS (M=42.88) fftui & 5 (M=6.94) %@ % (p<.001); # Fixations (No.)
:}IE TP Ao A B4 AT RS (M=634) 4 R EE (M=246) £ % (p<.001])
29 PR NS (M=634) Sl uliR £ H (M=2.50) £ # % (p<.001); % Revisits(No.) 4
B AL LSS AT HREEE (M=527) R4 EEMEIEFE (M=0.85) &% (p<.001)
29 HEREE (M=527) w2 & F8 (M=0.77) X8 % (p<.001) "™ Zp# k" =
FAF e S B P R B R B

VN E X B R

W 5-15 7 R u] WA 2 b BT 6

REC R A AF AT UEMER (RPER) Y ORFEARLE EEFEARK
DA Epp R AR GRE T LT XA FA AR T e P
'—‘_;&:‘f&jms' ARG I S B C N VU oo e = A e o)

*(m
._4{,55‘,"3@17 =N
mgw

bl
i
i
o3
LN
‘r"ﬂ\\

M A AR Pkt e ATk B RSN TP AL E

AL L A f BEF AR ENS Pk T ARG AR - BART

ﬁag,wziij?i e fr g w2 (S ehpedr LI Bk AR YW HT I o KA o AR

guR & RS Y L < B4 ﬁv%\ﬂf‘ué”’ff—" MRMESE? Ada P EF LR o mnuT
;*:z-;g—ﬂjm,u X B4 AR L MR k- B s FT o

FHARPES DL E%EY > A F2 A5 - A REMERLREREF > AN A
Time Viewed (Fp36=14.05 > p<.001,Eta=.281) £ Time Viewed Percent (F236=14.05 > p<.001,
Eta=281)if 53 B % - 8 ¢ 4wt [t i eyd AR pE R (M=0.50 )& j1 ALpF 7 A vt (M=5.05)
TP Rk ek (M=040:M=3.96) @ H4b % - =~ 5 =7 &% BT R
PRl R ¢ mulend Ronk RIMAZ NP HE (allp>05)e Ba o T A ERBAMER LR
PRERF o SHFF KRS PTE T i Rk “,ﬁ% 7 7 Timeto 1st View ¥ & if 2 ¥ &
¥Z R (p=127) ¢ » # &% Time Viewed (Fpse= 14.05 » p<.001, Eta=.281) » Time Viewed
Percent ( F2,36= 14.05 > p<.001, Eta=.281 )~ Fixations ( F2,35= 16.90 > p<.001 - Eta=.319 ) 3 Revisits

(Fes6=29.33 » p<.001 » Eta=709) it 2 AT ¥ £ B (L4 52) tptw BRdsfy it Bia &
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A HEAHT MR I ARRFRF (M=348) AR F ~ b (M=34.79 )~ /L AR=x it (M=5.42)
A 5L e (M=4.00) St i 2 ks (M=0.68 5 M=6.79 5 M=2.51 ; M=0.96) =
SRR A EL AR AR ARPAREY ALY - LR EEHT R
TR NI B ﬁvﬁ%ﬁ%;}%ﬁ,’;_} FORE T b 1P BB RISk RS § B AT Y J’mt @gé AL

eSS R A e

i E_ R SN Rl TS ¢ BRI % B % % § 2% (gender-related
STES> 4 r‘!’ll:_”? — o

(Z)REPEHFBEP I EER TR LILLR

AR AR AT R EMEERY LFHFREHE A RPN AR A
im0 AL PP R enT IR - (index ) & B 5 T % - 2 AR (£ ), (Time to 1st View
(sec))~TiAAPERF (4 ), (Time Viewed (sec.) )~ iZALPFF |~ (% ) ( Time Viewed Percent
(%)) ~T 24 g (=t ), (Fixations(No.)) ~ 12 % i 42k (= ) (Revisits(No.)) o ¥ 3 * + [§] 5-
14 ¥ GI1 ( # 3= PicOl ~ Pic03 ~ PicO5 ~ Pic07 % Pic9) £7 G2 ( # 3= Pic02 ~ Pic04 ~ Pic06 ~ Pic08
3 Picl0)» 29¢ Gl 2% ML H>G2R 5T (e TE S5-16) MTRI&HASEL 4
He ﬂ‘:«P TP ¥ p e Ap s (selftarget; T1) ~ % 4+ 24p 3 (femal target; T2 ) £2 § 4k i
ip % (male target; T3) Fepd AT > 387 3 (p e Ap 5 vs.x i ilfp 5 vs. § ML 4p
B R 2EFEF PN nH FF %R s 17 (completed within participant one-way ANOVA) -

A

ZAEERRENLE

J

—
-

o ‘:/

- ‘ - ' P - \

516 2 &S FSMY 4 i@ (Gl) # 74L& (G2) = iz 7 & M

AR (ATE £ 5-3) &8 AT KT Igg‘—’.ﬁs;}%ﬁ‘_a , b'ﬁr»)g S E T BB H A
45 ¢ 3o st b kg ¥ £ B (allFs>8.09,all ps<.005) » @ A LSD thE {5t @ I » AT =&
e #5p| £ & Time to 1st View (sec.) %7~ * 524 A% - =01l p ¢ s de 83
Time Viewed (sec.) ~ Time Viewed Percent (%) ~ Fixations(No.) ~ 12 2 Revisits(No.)? -+ = 5 4 4
PRt o s aIARPER S LA B s LR BB W AR e LR IR B4
FIREALY BE I AP L A il o b B4 A% - KRR E Y B 2 200

F_k

F_k y
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AL M P R 2L GIRGEAR T 4 R k1 S
b X REEFEFI YRS ENL ST 4
AR E o A A AEE- IR (RAEFR%RE ) FHT R RS K

(M=5.47 ) ¥+ i 2 (M=1.24,p<.005 )k e % - i iv T # ¥ p 2 4p & a1 4% #i(M=8.53 )
4 i (M=547,p<.005) ke d ;i s - K8

Y EERE ENCR T Y AR e
oo

E]o 5_‘%_1?:(??&_

Fp R R (M=1.24, p<.001) £ %

(o BEPRFHS )Y L 2B HTERTav ik (M=4.14)> ,L_T_—Frg‘%ua ORI Ve
S AR =T @Cirﬁ? (M=231’

(M=1.01 > p<005) 7 #& % chwik=cfic L TRV Hpefph
p<.05) e T AR A L 4 R S HE TEDL > RS- X FEEAY (RS ERER%KE)

EHE T A A RS AR Bl w A i o
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353 L x4 AREFEY CHA Y A ERTAY (BPEAPT) 2 TN Eipr (B Y) pdpd LR (P;Z— )
4 B 4p % 8 Mixed-Gender Photo Conditions
Self-Target (T1) Same-G Target (T2) Opposed -G Target (T3) One-way ANOVA N
EEE LR Gl 9 Bk G2 F test SO
Tk BFL R TPk BEL & 2Pk FFL E 1. b oo
™) (SD) (n) ™) (SD) (n) ™M) (SD) (n) — —

: — - -
(Tslg:‘e)“’l View 48 098 49 420 169 49 415 163 49 13130 000 732 '1=T2P=000 T1<T3P=000
_ Time Viewed T1>T2P=.000 T1>T3P=.000
. Ik 341 207 49 049 035 49 038 018 49 9042 000 653 1) 12000
# IT):;ZIXI?OV/V ;"d 3415 2070 49 491 355 49 378 177 49 9042 000 653 1) X2P=000 T1=T3PR000
B o m =
i (F;I’;at)‘ons 973 460 49 235 128 49 209 073 49 11277 .000 701 L1~ T2P=000 TL=T3P=000
5 ) _ _

E?ZI)S“S 353 211 49 099 090 49 080 062 49 6971 000 592 11=T2P=000 T1=>T3P=000
 TimetoIst 048 075 40 366 230 40 364 183 40 5414 000 581 L1<T2P=000 T1<T3P=000
5 View (sec.)

- g;lfcle)vwwed 329 189 40 049  0.56 40 0.54 0.81 40 W75 000 e L0 DAL IR E
:Z . : . o o
e g::fer\l?ff/" ;’d 3288 18.87 40 489  5.60 40 537 8.08 40 6375 000 620 L1>T2P=000 T1>T3P=000
B = =
. (FI;’??O“S 948 371 40 267 332 40 223 137 40 8397 000 .83 11~ T2P=000 T1=>T3P=000
. 8 _ _
" gf]’;“)s“s 337 235 40 1.14  1.93 40 1.05 1.61 40 4624 000 s54p 11> T2P=000 TI1>T3P=000
3,11‘;1; E‘S’elcs; 084 132 33 397 197 33 4.08 2.61 33 39.16 000 550 L1 =T2P=000 T1<T3P=000
> 330 212 33 044 038 033 040 029 33 5499 000 632 11712000 T1=T3P2000
:R‘ . : . _ .
H ggizxf:;;’d 33.02 2122 33 444 385 33 396 287 33 5499 000 .32 11> T2P=000 TI>T3P=000
0
Boooe _ ~
i gi]’;at)‘ons 955 514 33 233 155 33 203 139 33 5826 000 645 117 T2P=000 T1>T3P=000
e ) _ _
* g‘]’gl)s“s 336 210 33 08 102 33 0890 142 33 4238 000 570 '1>T2P=000 TI>T3P=000
I,ll?; E‘S’elcs; 104 174 37 432 226 37 460 242 37 3007 000 493 L1=T2P=000 T1<T3P=000
il o e 200 212 37 057 .60 37 0690 114 37 2812 000 439 TI>T2P=000 TI>T3 P=000
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4 5k 4p & 38 Mixed-Gender Photo Conditions

Self-Target (T1) Same-G Target (T2) Opposed -G Target (T3) One-way ANOVA N
e dp s L Gl g pE G2 F test A
Tom BEL & TPk BRI R S0k BFL E .. oo o
M) (SD) (n) (M) (SD) (n) (M) (SD) (n) — —
=X (sec.)
fic Time Viewed 2015 2118 37 566 600 37 695 1140 37 2812 000 439 L1=T2P=000 T1>T3P=000
3  Percent (%)
i (F;]’;at)‘ons 786 444 37 270 253 37 253 178 37 oe  G0n  smp DL DEESLID RS =0
5 ) - -
g‘??)slts 254 224 37 113 158 37 107 114 37 1095 000 233 L1>T2P=001 TI>T3P=000
Time to Ist 101 202 36 441 214 36 539 433 36 2099 000 375 L1=T2P=000 TI<T3P=000
5 View (sec.)
ki ;l"slélge)waed 3.09 249 36 053 040 36 347 535 36 B43 o1 ggg Ll IZESLLY A EEE
e }T);‘;ZX?OV/V;"‘I 3090 2493 36 526 398 36 3470 5350 36 8090 001 .18g 11~ T2P=000 T2<T3P=003
B
Fixations T1>T2P=.000 TI1>T3P=.004
s
Li o) 853 507 36 233 124 36 547 526 36 2207 000 387 1)~ 12000
% Revisits T1>T2P=.000 TI<T3P=.048
) 231 172 36 101 118 36 414 536 36 876 000 200 1)~ 120700
F54 4B A RPBUFRTOFARR (FF-)
4 5 8 Conditions
= ¥ HF8(Cl) A B(C2) A B FHB(C3) One-way ANOVA
7 BB A B R B BB F test
T o BFL k Sok BRI & ok FFL PR BFL L. pe o <
m ™M (SD) (n) M) (SD) (n) M) (SD) ™M) (SD) —
| Cl<C2 p=.004
] % 42 *
)% 4355 20 1800 229 21 2067 2.65 20 1900 3.9 1925 298 472* 013 M0 5Ty b
e 20 13.65  4.00 21 1200 365 20 1370 451 13.10 407 117 317 039
b 20 1655  3.78 21 13.00 397 20 1500 430 1482 422 402% 023 122 17 C2p=006
, Cl > C2 p=002
A | %ok
® 4 3] 20 1305 394 21 1705 341 20 1540 457 1520 426 517009 ST o0 q bl

L -

*4 7 p<.05; **4 7 p<.01
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(z) 4+ =+ 84 47 FEuFRT OFFLR

PR AR AT FF LR A R PR p &2 (2003) B LR
= % F% % & £ % (Causal Dimension Scale-1I » f§ # CDS-11 ) 1@ = hfiﬂ\ (2z+ 124> 2
B FF ) w B FF L NG T F% R (locusof causality) ;> 84 48 % ¥ & 77 § 1% fF 7130 B
ARE R A A F AT g e B G TR R (stability) 0 A B F AT g
AR LR Tl > 0 A BMA F AT e FF R ELRF TS T
(external control ) | » & A A% % ¥ ﬂz‘"’ A FF O A FIE > FA KK AT g
Z2brh drdlen® & 5 2% T A F=4] (personal control) | » ?@/a\fLrE T‘rﬁ 'E‘.VE*'ETF )5
BAFIFIR o FaMH AT g e R E] S 2B A e F R e

AR ARL A RREFER e AFFHELT EFLE > L H TS %ﬂﬁtfﬁ
Av\*‘? (6 (4B 5-17) % M u B ES F A% % 12k (Foss=4.72 > p<.05, Eta=. 140)

#] (Fes8=4.02 > p<.05,Eta=.122) 2 i * 4] (Foss=5.17 > p<.0l,Eta=.151) * ?‘@;"g Ed
?—! ) @ ¢7ff<r\']“* PR RAERHFLR (p=317; 4ot F & 53)c Ait— Hi* LSD ¥ 15 3
o+ < F2 AFERipEt A 532 0%B 5 (b P A 53 BR 5-17) A HERER
(M=20.67 )~ & Hu g (M=19.00) 2 § HEFHE (M=18.00)> H ¥ + 4 BRFHY &
rﬂ%’fﬂz}i‘l#ﬂ%QE:f 507 HERER (p<005): @ & @ E- ZELIE S SRVIEFE Skl 5 3R
F BB e (p=063)° e Fl % {Ukhipdct >~ + 2 A A PRI Y PpF FIE
SBARTTR AT HERES mﬁr?rﬂﬂ‘lﬁig PLs P AR FATR o Tt 0 A A F 4 BT
BB ES (o2 F e e PH8) gt el Fa o 8 as R (il
B) v RE R ‘Eﬁﬂ‘)

mEEER ()
B2 MEERS (FEFIRE)
OieetEn ()

(NN~ ) EBD R S

RIRARIR REt SMEEH 8 A2l
BI5-17 + 45257 FRYBRERT QF TR (FL-)

ZISD Fis v g m L X B84 ’L‘L’P’L‘L?’bﬂ*]#ﬂﬁlpﬁ 532 0%B A (4ot B4 532
5-17) - § . EMER (M=16.55) 2 &£ H 48 (M=15.00) 3 ~ B F5E (M=13.00):
He BB ERY vt E?ﬁiﬂ*‘]#ﬁﬁl%{@% BN RS (p<O01) > &t gl ip

38



SRR AR E R Rl N EACRRI A R PR X R EIE R T L R
# K?%ﬁ)ﬂﬁﬁgwﬁ”“ﬂﬂﬂmﬁﬂ°ﬁw’@JSDi@“@ﬁﬁu

R ER (
A FA B ApdlaErd P RAEG (0T A 53 BR S-17) *EEHER

?ﬁ‘EPUmenﬁ9&@@¢%(Mﬂﬂﬁ%ﬁ644®WF96m
¥ 3 *“9#”@@5i9(p<MB)’m*f4@WWiﬂﬂmﬁ‘ A HE B TR
e (p=068)  wbip A frdldplict » 4 2 2 AL PRMEEY R g FFBR
ﬂ:awa BulEg o 2ok 29 BEMER - T AT BEREFE (1
‘QJ’%'HFEF%LQ )E‘A E AR E AR AT A et B S (R

7 FEHBAFE U
(=) & {3t

Fi-faxt@dnt 84 SEyud S RPFRFAerREcl TER SR 7
PRSI B AT B A R A TRAF L R A E ok e
Flo T TFhUBEATT - £ & PR

LRI FERBERE TS CE AR ESE VUL IKFEY LA T LR
ST g o AP o a5l R R B % & 2% (gender-related STEs ) > ¢ #

i it e et i Ak
FOLE A S HBAR L L o 5 AT A L2 BHER Y n I HF R NR A
PSR L2 e e ot 2 L B Y R FES § 30 T LB
%ﬁﬁ@@’ﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬁﬁﬁjﬁﬁt%k%ﬁ%ﬁfmﬁﬁo

UL L

3
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b0
Ef g“‘m

AR O BT RFBEIRENT EEFERTK
> AR ﬁ“i%ﬁﬂgi’ “?fﬁif R B N i CI R I =
AATPEMER (PR PR AR EEFEF R FEL R
DA EHE A o AR Y R RN WA T A R e (7 S B 0 & A
IHRDRPREEY TREOFEFS g5 - TP abg9 B
FR S PR AT IR P R R S @ BT A T R 2 ens Bl w AR Y R
PR TR A A E S AT RS o ARP AR - BRI R E
iﬁﬁﬁ?i’ﬁg+ ﬁmmﬁﬁmaﬁﬁ%iikﬁmgﬂMkoﬂm’giﬁ
B

o4 L ko =
ﬁerA~w£
m.gf
i\

R EM RS L A BA R R MRS AR ol F LR .

- W AL A APRREFRY HY AN I ARARY R B ARG EF
Bk B ERRT  HBA AREFRY IR LAMET LA F L RS-
TS BT R N AR S AR BT b P RIAR S R gt
FRAFRP AF - MR 7

E3 P A B S ARG A ik R
Hoghhr % T AR BARLS - IARPFR T AHI PHSNEFG LR
ﬁrl =

e ad @ PR E it PR T T AT R T L AR g g 2R T R o
TV AR SR PSR ERER LR R § *z% ( gender-related STEs )
R4 ingEs - .
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- Z G FHEBRAY (R EFRRE ) 1 ERHYE T AL RS PRI EE AR
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CAFFERE AL S BRSNS E 2 PG EEEE TR R A
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L DEARE RIIFTY FEFRREDT R R -
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B R R R S Pk sl B H— T 2
B3 BRI 0 (FLo)

_\pi‘pﬁq:

FBeH LY - SRRAE FEH R R HE g 8 iR
Foh B AR A7 RSB T  SER G BRE R ERS (T 152
\ﬁtgiﬁl PRds £ ILZ E'rpr_‘]%\IFL\—E _"_\S,Ko;}%?r 3 (7r H?'I“”v'llﬁ]%*" "*'ﬁ@]%ﬁﬁivs.%]ﬁhﬁﬁ]%ﬁ
EVS/}&.AT’}E;‘ El> 2z _Efr_]ggd; i‘;‘{k_.ﬂﬁ_ﬂﬁg&—?l )rb—‘J_o

=~ REREBEX

1. 4r Cheryan £#2 Bodenhausen (2000) #73 2. |4 & % iRi&2x % (stereotype boost effectws »
SBEs) #73 0 7r#-3% #F Suen (2014) i i+ Shih % 4 (1999) #r3& 41> Y EBWSA
(valued group members ) % iF ¥+ % | *t &8 FF & (high expectation) P (4ricst BAE
B2 RENAES N )L E L TF]'#' st % (chocking effect ) m A %5 £ 3¢ &2 2 4 SBEs»
R RFEL I AFAETALAMEAE e BRI EE T e Y

2. Weiner (1992) #73 - BHE > S # T FnfFFl > RS &EFN 2FF () HFF - @
A RTE RGO AT o sl ERAR AR R R T 0 B R e fafE T 0

3. JI* BN HE p & = (2003) PRFEIR A BRT A B A RF R R R 0 i
Foip A Hdldp iRt AL AR -

BN IR T LI

[

FLgpd ApFgpice 2363y g2 pE -

FIRP AL & 3 (A REYEMER SRS vs. 7 LBMER vs. 2 & 125
FH) 2222 7% ’}—E"fﬁ'fﬁ B3 T &F Bl (cells) 3 21 >3 24t o
Fpn AT s ()
Different Gender Situation (Condition)
S E e e IE R RE M A e

Female Situation Male Situation Mixed-gender Situation
(Boost Condition) (Control Condition) (Baseline Condition)

_ﬁ -

G n=21 n=21 n=21

Manipulation
T AR

/Hl
“
W
=
e

41



B o £ pe ELIE Fd 2 Eig 7l & 7
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W ~&k P txEE [P AR - > ™ + f?‘u
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(No.) ~M#:x3g8c(No.) 2 T2 (%) B ﬁvriuﬁlﬁ ehT 78 4 1% (index )
AL TR - SRR () T ARER () TIEARERE A (%)
rﬁﬁ%(ﬁh‘uﬁrﬁﬁ%(ﬁhifﬂ’ﬁiﬁﬂéiﬁﬁ’*rﬂ%ﬁ%y
TR T Al s 2 TR Al o £ 04 SPSS 14.0 MR (7 S A 4T

r~REHRES

SE-HIFEF AT B PP REE f Pk g 4 B4 s ey - A
PRt k% 0 5 SPSS14.0 St e 7 3 (7 P n BB EE A R ESR vs. ¥ 12
BEE 3 vsR & 158 ) 2 One-way ANOVA & 47 o &% & Bl4rT @

(=) 7 PEMEET BRFE AR

AR 20 AT S HATP A R o A 0 T E AT (No.) T ¥ 38388 (No. )J
2 T (%>J AR ~5=’v\*‘r c R A KHTFF R DAL F FEWBEEER
BEVAERC PR E P A ERFAL L (allFs<0.84 > all ps >.437) > e gﬁ%\
B F S S irﬂ#\ Bor 1w 34k B g a8 st % (gender-related Streotype Boost
Effects ) o
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# 6-1

B AT RHEEEFR TS AR (FY =

4 =% #8 Conditions

EEEHH(CL) Bl R(C2) A& B H5(C3) One-way ANOVA
AL X ks S e RE i Ry oy A RT3 F test
A Tiofk R F Ade Tigk BREL Afe Tiogk BEL T iofe L Fe P Eta
(n) M) (SD) (n) M) (SD) (n) M) (SD) M) (SD)
£ ¥454c(No.) 21 7.81 2.89 21 7.48 3.67 21 7.81 3.87 7.70  3.45 0.06  .939 .002
¥ #4E8c(No.) 21 15.57 2.98 21 15.00 3.35 21 14.33 2.96 1497  3.09 0.84 437 027
= FE 5 (%) 21 50.75 17.16 21 49.00 18.85 21 53.01 20.30 50.92 18.58 0.24 788 .008
v p<l05 T Bk
%629 A543 FEBFRTEAHEREIETIORGRELR (FL-)
4 = 5 Conditions
Boo§t (Cl) A ConFrol (C2) .Baselin‘e (C32 Two-way ANOVA R
M B R B AL o A eI E a3 F test v
Mean SD n Mean SD n Mean SD n Mean SD Effect F & P& Eta
. Gl 372 1.66 19 328 1.66 17 3.95 253 17 3.65 1.96  Con.*Group 120 310
{/11?; t(‘S’eLS; G2 394 142 19 331 117 17 3.07 157 17 346 142 Condition 078  .463
Group 0.47 495
¥ Time Gl 0.43 036 19 0.72 1.09 17 0.59 0.85 17 057 071  Con*Group  0.57  .570
~ Viewed G2 0.50 035 19 0.66 0.86 17 0.43 0.21 17 0.53 054 Condition ~ 0.71  .495
™ (sec) Group 025 618
1”“ Time Gl 426 3.58 19 7.24 1092 17 5.85 8.50 17 572 806  Con*Group  0.57  .570
t; Viewed G2 505 346 19 6.64 8.64 17 427 2.06 17 531 542 Condition ~ 0.71 495
5 Percent (%) Group 025 618
- Gl 256 175 19 339 3.06 17 280 2.29 17 290 238  Con*Group 036  .697
gil’;at)lons G2 253 1.09 19 275 207 17 245 138 17 258 1.53 Condition 047  .625
Group 1.32 255
o Gl 132 1.56 19 1.50 1.57 17 147 1.90 17 143 1.65  Con.*Group 0.08 920
%\?Z.‘)S“S G2 1.07 074 19 121 1.16 17 1.40 2.05 17 122 1.38 Condition ~ 0.16  .852
Group 0.74 .395
¥ Timeto Ist Gl 404 190 16 385 1.73 16 449 188 18 414 1.83 Con.*Group 0.57  .569
=~ View (sec.) G2 417 193 16 443 218 16 439 1.83 18 4.34 1.94 Condition 0.21 .808
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4 = 5 Conditions

Boost (Cl) Con?rol (C2) .Baseline (C3) Two-way ANOVA R Y
A B AL Ry A IRy 3 F test v
Mean SD n Mean SD n Mean SD n Mean SD Effect F & P& Eta

= Group 0.60  .443
% Time Gl 045 029 16 0.50 030 16 031 0.22 18 042 028  Con*Group 126 293
. Viewed G2 0.56 0.66 16 039 046 16 0.38 0.24 18 044 047 Condition ~ 1.02  .367
B (sec.) Group 020  .660
H Time Gl 450 287 16 498 3.03 16 3.13 224 18 416 278  Con*Group 126  .293
Viewed G2 564 657 16 3.93 4.62 16 3.82 244 18 444 474 Condition ~ 1.02  .367
Percent (%) Group 020  .660
o Gl 236 122 16 254 1.18 16 1.94 0.92 18 226 1.11 Con.*Group 169  .195
Fixations G2 253 206 16 1.83 124 16 2.07 0.89 18 214 146 Condition ~ 0.74 481
(No.) Group 038  .540
- Gl 1.07 1.18 16 1.51 240 16 0.65 0.70 18 1.06  1.58  Con*Group 241 .10l
g‘;g‘;‘tg G2 113 1.57 16 075 1.13 16 074 0.74 18 087  1.17 Condition ~ 0.68 514
Group 1.31 258
, Gl 430 137 14 371 143 8 355 1.52 15 3.87 144  Con*Group  0.52  .597
a‘:;t(cs’elcs; G2 455 139 14 383 223 8 429 225 15 429 193 Condition ~ 0.62  .547
Group 1.84 .184
% Time Gl 039 025 14 046 034 9 0.46 052 15 0.44 039  Con*Group  0.79  .464
- Viewed G2 037 027 14 051 044 9 033 0.29 15 038 032 Condition 039  .716
= (sec) Group 044 510
¥ Time Gl 393 252 14 465 336 9 462 52515 437 390  Con*Group  0.79 464
# Viewed G2 3.68 2.69 14 508 440 9 325 29515 325 295 Condition 034  .716
# Percent (%) Group 044 510
5o Gl 1.80 0.72 14 246 1.08 9 279 23915 235 1.67  Con.*Group 185 173
&’;at)lons G2 1.88 0.63 14 221 181 9 1.81 0.77 15 193 1.05 Condition ~ 0.74 487
Group 2.27 141
N Gl 041 050 14 1.19 1.09 9 095 1.29 15 081 1.04  Con*Group  1.56 225
%\?Z‘)S“S G2 064 059 14 1.00 146 9 0.64 0.62 15 072 0.87 Condition 126 297
Group 0.44 S13
% Timeto st Gl 296 219 12 338 1.40 10 373 1.77 16 339 1.81 Con.*Group 0.14 873
= View (sec.) G2 335 202 12 322 192 10 3.99 2.19 16 3.59 2.05 Condition 087 427
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4 = 5 Conditions

Boost (C1) Control (C2) Baseline (C3) Two-way ANOVA ” o
< B S 7 AL AL F test R
Mean SD n Mean SD n Mean SD n Mean SD Effect F & P& Eta
= Group 0.16 .694
B Time Gl 093 131 12 0.61 047 10 037 02216 0.61  0.80  Con.*Group 1.88  .167
# Viewed G2 0.56 44 12 1.63 285 10 037 02316 0.76  1.53 Condition ~ 2.66  .084
B (sec) Group ~ 0.58  .454
B Time Gl 9.33 13.11 12 6.11 4.74 10 3.69 220 16 6.11  8.03  Con.*Group 1.88  .167
Viewed G2 560 442 12 1625 2848 10 373 227 16 7.61 1527 Condition ~ 2.66  .084
Percent (%) Group 0.58 454
o Gl 348 269 12 318 235 10 231 12116 291 2.09  Con.*Group 040  .671
zgj‘_t)lons G2 299 171 12 3.62 260 10 227 093 16 285 178 Condition 223 .122
Group 0.01 933
o Gl 238 3.07 12 1.03 0.83 10 0.94 1.05 16 142 197  Con.*Group 0.75  .480
E\?X}Sﬁs G2 1.66 1.83 12 121 1.01 10 117 1.00 16 134 130 Condition 242 .104
Group 0.08 782
) Gl 342 1.89 14 247 217 8 4.02 2.30 13 343 2.14 Con.*Group 9.47 .001 .372
a‘:;t(‘;;s; G2 352 167 14 758 393 8 441 17413 478 28l Condition ~ 2.01  .150
Total 503 062 14 347 047 8 422 049 13 Group 1474 001 .315 GI<G2
% Time Gl 035 028 14 097 157 8 0.80 1.07 13 066 101  Con*Group 1426  .000 .471
7 Viewed G2 060 064 14 6.00 3.64 8 0.45 031 13 178  2.89 Condition ~ 41.87  .000 .329 C1>C2 P=.000;C1>C3 P=.000
% (sec) Total 349 028 14 048 021 8 0.63 02213 Group 1570  .000 .724 GI<G2
¥ Time Gl 354 284 14 9.74 15.70 8 8.03 10.74 13 6.62 10.07 Con.*Group 14.26 .000 471
# Viewed G2 601 636 14  60.05 3641 8 451 31113  17.80 2892 Condition ~ 41.87  .000 .329 C1>C2 P=.000;C1>C3 P=.000
= Percent (%) Total 3492 280 14 477 211 8 627 22313 Group 1570  .000 .724 GI<G2
5o Gl 201 087 14 517 769 8 297 193 13 309 391  Con*Group  0.15  .860
gil’jt)lons G2 212 107 14 551 447 8 227 11213 295 265 Condition  6.63  .004 .293 C1>C2P=.001;C1>C3 P=.007
Total 534 074 14 206 056 8 2.62 0.58 13 Group ~ 0.01 921
o Gl 066 0.72 14 340 520 8 152 15513 1.60 2.78 Con.*Group 339  .046 .175
E\?Z.‘)S“S G2 074 070 14 718 401 8 094 1.13 13 229  3.36 Condition ~ 32.33  .000 .669 C1<C2 P=.000;C1>C3 P=.000
Total 529 048 14 0.70 036 8 123 037 13 Group  2.62  .116 .669
AP M 47 Tifics “SD” A AEEEL s n"A o A ke
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(Z) 7 FEMEBRFaopR®E2RLE

AP - o R RE RS BEHET FRET SRR 1040 B AR i

Beppp £ 317 T Fap 5 (index ) A 4 & "% - AR R () ) (Time to Ist View (sec.) )

T ARPERY (45) ) (Time Viewed (sec.) )~ LR pFRFF 4+ (%) { Time Viewed Percent (%)) ~
A8 (& ) (Fixations(No.)) ~ 12 2 " 4R 8 (= ) (Revisits(No.)) °

A S - BB IS ERE LY T A 73 (7 BN EHEER
—‘*]“}@]Wfiif*‘vsgﬂﬁﬁ]?ﬁfifﬁ SR A M) x (2u 1 Glvs.G2) R & A= F]F ¥
ﬂ&m&ﬁ,wﬂ;;éﬂpa AR 2 A BT g B L F B p fde

FE & 6-2 #7571 i{%ﬁip ’ n‘_ir B2 Rkt o R N o o5 i TR e R R gtk
ARG PRI EFALR % Time to 1st View (sec.) ~ Time Viewed (sec.) ~ Time Viewed
Percent (%)% Revisits (No.)_t é ol wl B e e n a2 3 7% (all Fs<2.39, all ps<.046 ) - &f
%xkﬁﬁﬁlﬁ%wigﬁ#gﬁx&4§’ag%@ﬁ%ﬁmﬁ,agjwijﬁﬁg
PP OUREE- R T AT

FHEIAERY 2 RS FR S 5%k ? 5 & Time to Ist View dp 1R 5 A E ¥ £
B (p=.150) > 2 ¥ & Time Viewed (Fp36= 41.87 » p<.001, Eta=.329 ) ~ Time Viewed Percent
(Fe36= 41.87 » p<.001, Eta=) .329 ~ Fixations (F@36= 6.63 » p<.001 > Eta=.293 ) % Revisits
(Fose=132.33 » p<.001 » Eta=669) £ oA ¥ £ B (2% 62) 5 LCD ¥ 141+ 2 ® 3R »
% Time Viewed (sec.)dp % # &1 § < F 2 &4 HRMTFHE (M=3.49)# 7 £ B 5 (M=0.48)
K5 (p<.001) 223 LR HE (M=3.49) fftuliR 2 H5 (M=0.63) £® % (p<.001);
7 Time Viewed Percent (%)ip #% ¥ Bm § « 54 &~ P RHE R (M=34. 92) # § B FB
(M=4.77) %8 % (p<.001) &~ M+ B%HFH (M=34.92) @R & Fm (M=627) £& %
(p<.001); 7= Fixations(No.) 4p1%¥ &7 5 < F2 &+ ERHMTFR (M=534) 7 LB
B (M=2.06) £#& % (p<001) &~ B3 FHE (M=534) f@fu)R & F8 (M=2.62) *{#
5 (p<.001); % Revisits (No.) g 157 &7 7 ~ F2 2+ BEMER (M=529) &7 LB
FHE (M=0.70) £ % (p<.00]) &2+ HEHHFHE (M=529) a8 &8 (M=1.23) %
@5 (p<.001)

FiBEd Hn o 7 A B2 A BRMER () Y omEB AL R gREF RS
ERIMA EHP R AR ARG T IS T AFL AT PR g4

G T A R B ALY ﬁ*w\umﬁ&ﬁwmf&»m;,&

)

PRdEENTRP Y B AL HBEEEE?  BRARALET AR I EFOLE > AR
f AR - BASBEARR T €A LN s g h2 Pl LR b AR R
b O e Rm s A AR ABUFRY FAE AR AR e HEREEFRY A

B Y ORTFLE KT R B T D AR E SR ki R i -

FHARESSLExE? T FA AR T X RAEHMETR R RER SH TR
B s 8 e Euihi & ok “ﬁ% 7 o Fixations ¥7 Revisits * A i %2 & ¥ £ £ (both Fs>0.01>
both ps>.116) *t > H 4% Time to 1st View (Fpze= 14.74 » p<.001 > Eta=.315) ~ Time Viewed
(Fese= 15.70 » p<.001, Eta=.724) % Time Viewed Percent (F236= 15.70 » p<.001, Eta=.724 )
FeFHFLE (L4 62) = BRERIH T T A F2HT BRSO - LR
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B (M=4.78)~ 2R (M=1.78) % ZARPEFEF » 1 (M=17.80) 2~ ik L pFkend
(M=343 ; M=0.66 ; M=6.62 ) > ¢z}t 2% B » T * &4 chpeds L LT 0 B2 2R AT AR =T dic
Bwiliik T aA RER AL P R e A W PR ﬁ‘h:}ﬁ%ﬂ%— F3okaom e P A BcE PSR

m,(:ﬁ " AR P *Kktﬁig-i,x;fﬁ”, ERES oo 3T g mp?@éfﬁﬂc‘gk}w %;EP@@_”{&EOH
7% % (explicit activation ) B2 2R B8 ® &2 A 4 BaEsck > B AR BT ¢ PP Vo

FF L6 PRLAEAR ST Bk ek o

(Z) REPHEFE? @7 PPy Lapd LRLB

FERT A5 AT IR EELEFEY LIHAFEE R 7 Pﬁﬁj'r”*l%lfﬁa P A
L2 EEy - Ak o A REROT it (index) > # 4 * =73 - ¢ B 5-13
? Gl (& 35 PicOl ~ PicO3 ~ Pic05 ~ Pic07 % Pic9) ¥ G2 ( ¢ 35 Pic02 ~ Pic04 ~ Pic06 ~ Pic08
% Picl0)» # ¢ Gl 5% (femal target) > G2 B| 5 § $£# & (male target ; 4o/= 3 - 7
Bl 5-14)c M TRIEHT < F2 A8EF AL R o Hp 2 4p 8 (selftarget; T1) ~ = (27 i 4p
% (femal target; T2 ) 22§t X' 4p ¥ (male target; T3) *+ epeds L0 > 273 (p e 4p %
vs. R R AR T vs B4R R ) R 2 R E P hH Bl % R s 17 (completed within
participant one-way ANOVA ) o

AT EREE (AT E 4 63) AU AT X AREhEY - o E TS R
AP e At B E £ B (all Fs>3.65, all ps<.05)» @ & LSD eh% (51t i | > &7
= e B p| € 7 Timeto Ist View (sec.) &1 § ~ 54 4% - =/i4p ¢ o fsE 26 A&
Time Viewed (sec.) ~ Time Viewed Percent (% ) ~ Fixations (No. )~ 12 % Revisits (No.) ¢ 7 *
BA%p e fps o PG e ARPER LAV B s AR B v (BT - b A B4
‘ﬁ>”¢%thW9<§*pP ALY RE LA P e AR hinE > R E
N R L TR a

(2) 744287 FEYFRT HFALR
7

SRR B4 ARy Y ﬁ’lﬁr’p"ﬂ%ﬁ,’ AEL A - i@f%ﬁr%ﬂawﬁ o & H ¥
FREHNLSHT (rd 63)0 F RIS BAFER AT R 4UR £ AR B Ay
FlH A EMF LR (allFs<1.20> allps>311) > 37 7 % §4 473 b s s ™ 4 jFF i mn
ARG AT
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TLAAREFRY CHA A TR (RRARE) AR (R Y ) S E

2R (7=

@ B 4p % 8 Mixed-Gender Photo Conditions

Self-Target (T1) Same-G Target (T2) Opposed -G Target (T. One-way ANOVA LSD % # i
Bedpy g M G2 L Gl F test
ED
Toofe L M TR CREL Cf 0 BRE A o,y g
M) (SD)  (m M) (SD) (nm) ™) (SD) () B B
P Time to 1% View (sec.) 0.78 1.45 47 3.55 1.34 47 3.68 1.77 47 67.92 .000 .596 T1<T2 P=.000 TI1<T3 P=.000
- Time Viewed(sec.) 2.31 1.61 47 0.45 0.26 47 0.47 0.56 47 54.00 .000 .540 T1>T2 P=.000 TI1>T3 P=.000
- ‘F“ Time Viewed Percent(%) 23.13  16.05 47 4.60 2.59 47 4.68 5.63 47 54.00 .000 .540 T1>T2 P=.000 T1>T3 P=.000
%;B Fixations(No.) 7.47 4.75 47 2.43 1.14 47 2.54 1.75 47 46.32 .000 .502 T1>T2 P=.000 TI1>T3 P=.000
* Revisits(No.) 3.34 2.27 47 1.15 1.33 47 1.24 1.43 47 38.13 .000 .453 T1>T2 P=.000 T1>T3 P=.000
¥ - Time to 1st View (sec.) 1.48 2.59 44 441 1.92 44 4.05 1.71 44 30.47 .000 415 T1<T2 P=.000 TI1<T3 P=.000
- Time Viewed(sec.) 2.65 1.88 44 0.42 0.45 44 0.44 0.27 44 53.69 .000 .555 T1>T2 P=.000 TI1>T3 P=.000
- ‘F“ Time Viewed Percent(%) 26.48 18.77 44 4.23 4.47 44 4.41 2.72 44 53.69 .000 .555 T1>T2 P=.000 T1>T3 P=.000
%;B Fixations(No.) 7.75 4.38 44 2.04 1.42 44 2.29 1.06 44 58.90 .000 .578 T1>T2 P=.000 TI1>T3 P=.000
* Revisits(No.) 2.95 2.58 44 .83 1.18 44 1.07 1.62 44 31.18 .000 .420 T1>T2 P=.000 T1>T3 P=.000
¥ = Time to 1st View (sec.) 0.99 1.67 34 4.37 1.97 34 3.86 1.46 34 59.44 .000 .643 T1<T2 P=.000 TI1<T3 P=.000
e Time Viewed(sec.) 2.24 1.99 34 0.36 0.29 34 0.45 0.40 34 27.74 .000 .457 T1>T2 P=.000 TI1>T3 P=.000
i Time Viewed Percent(%) 22.39 19.87 34 3.65 2.89 34 4.54 3.99 34 27.74 .000 .457 T1>T2 P=.000 T1>T3 P=.000
%;H Fixations(No.) 6.74 4.70 34 1.85 .88 34 2.37 1.72 34 27.46 .000 454 T1>T2 P=.000 TI1>T3 P=.000
* Revisits(No.) 2.62 2.10 34 0.67 0.82 34 0.80 1.05 34 23.36  .000 .414 T1>T2 P=.000 T1>T3 P=.000
¥ Time to 1st View (sec.) 1.38 2.69 36 3.72 2.00 36 3.44 1.81 36 16.20 .000 .316 T1<T2 P=.000 TI1<T3 P=.000
¥ Time Viewed (sec.) 2.39 2.11 36 0.52 0.52 36 0.63 0.82 36 20.99 .000 .375 T1>T2 P=.000 TI1>T3 P=.000
< Time Viewed Percent(%) 23.86 21.13 36 5.17 5.17 36 6.27 8.19 36 20.99 .000 .375 T1>T2 P=.000 T1>T3 P=.000
%;H Fixations(No.) 7.56  4.85 36 2.69 1.60 36 298 212 36 2725 .000 438 TI>T2P=.000 TI1>T3 P=.000
* Revisits(No.) 3.42 3.18 36 1.36 1.34 36 1.46 2.01 36 11.84 .000 .253 T1>T2 P=.001 TI1>T3 P=.000
« . Time to lst View (sec.) 1.28 2.25 30 4.80 2.64 30 3.86 1.94 30 18.87 .000 .394 T1<T2 P=.000 TI1<T3 P=.000
= ;,t Time Viewed (sec.) 1.99 1.80 30 1.69 2.68 30 047 035 30 581 .005 .167 TI1>T3P=.000 T2>T3 P=.020
%?&]’i‘ Time Viewed Percent(%) 19.93 18.03 30 16.90  26.80 30 4.66 3.52 30 58.10 .005 .167 T1>T3 P=.000 T2>T3 P=.020
i—; Fixations(No.) 637 5.20 30 3.07 2.80 30 2.31 1.14 30 11.97 .000 .292 TI>T2P=.004 TI>T3P=.000
Revisits(No.) 240  2.06 30 2.05 3.20 30 1.01 0.93 30 3.65 .032 112 TI1>T3 P=.000 T2>T3 P=.075
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264 952 E3 PRUFRTOFALR (7] -

4 = 48 Conditions

® f 5 (Cl) #AIE 8 (C2) 5 (C3) One-way ANOVA
R OE L RN E Ly AR F test
Al Tiode REAL Al Tiodk REA A Tiof HREL Tiog X Fié P#  Ea LSD
m ™M (8D m ™M (SD) m ™M (SD) M)  (SD) _ _
BER 12 2017 455 14 1886 2.8 20 18.00  3.95 1883  3.85 120 311  .053
B 12 1342 487 14 1357 576 20 1205 4.82 1287  5.07 045 638  .021
ot 12 1183 622 14 1229 427 20 1375 3.97 1280  4.70 0.74 485  .033
B A 34 12 1783  6.39 14 1771 497 20 1690  4.71 1739 517 0.16 856  .007

3 *A F p<l05 5 **¥4& 5k p<0]
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CEAREFTE S SELRBRIIFLSEFERE TR AP - I B

L -¢ g A 83 kem 2 FEu BSOS 2 R2mT Y L A% LR
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FHET 2 g S
Streotype Boost Effects ) °

BRE T W 3 F P iR 2c % (gender-related

AR EPREFRY A PR R A ISP B 0 § A2 AN - IR

e pF a2 2 8 A Time Viewed (sec. ) ~ Time Viewed Percent ( % ) ~ Fixations ( No. )
1% Revisits (No.) ? § * F 4 %p e 4pd 5 85 iR RF ~ ZAR 5] ~ AR #
T e %4—&»&#w4@m§«§4*F WAL gL
LP e B chixl > ¥R A NP FR R EFRE LR .

A RRERMEFER R B LARLEY > QBT REREI ST EEFL RS
G5 REBARLIEGEFHEPE RN A EHIY (FFEL- ) a2 fHs it
* IR LR R HFnRE T A T o gLt “"% {Fl—r » § o= gimﬁ%@#hﬁ%_} p=p g

s 1pe Lﬁxi&?/?%miﬂ iF A2 ¥ jKLLﬁ&gélTﬁL# JEL E S ﬂbv"—*pg@—iiﬁwﬁ ’é;
MR B % R B ks pF (explicit activation ) B2 28 ARl S 8 ¢ &2 & 4 A%k o
T ARBFT P ATEP T AT PR ALR T i AR o

BB OFETIFLIRRET > I AL A RRYUFRER? RFRLARSEFLE &

ot F] 513 SBEs A chig ko

CSEEEE Y N

FrEER ARG ECRBNES > REF ERR LT PR BEEFREIRY (R
B4k AT ) E2 b BT LM FRSBEs o tr A AV g R G N A DRE o
AR - BT AA SRR PR R KE TR %);I:pgl Wb hE LR LB
EAMES ~ PR e R AL § T ﬁuwﬂ%ﬁ*’%f"&é«+ﬂﬁﬁ
RETY G742 rmp;zgq;a.%z,d_ f‘ffl 65 B gﬁ‘gﬁiﬁﬁvit‘iﬁ
Pl = ’iﬁ,}:ﬁf_—‘ﬁﬁ’w‘h%%{m\la LR HEN G B S A TR
f A KRAFT UEHEY HE g R kiEF i) & K%ﬂ‘?iﬂ_%‘ﬁ{—’g)i{%
mﬁé"lﬁ‘?@j\é U‘EH;ZO
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o TERAET Y G REARY By 20 AL AR AR B
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5= g%,ﬁ‘uﬁ;ﬁs;ae B FIIR I — U 3 R R
A B4 g BARBELELEN (FL2)
- ~R %P
REFEZ RN B L R B &Y T L R R F R A ML
TR RARZEE N AETHRS (PR E N B S e Vs,

AEEFRHE vs TSP ) 2 8 R g ‘/} FHER®RKT > A HE R
AR SPBAREFFEIRLPE - o

SR HREBR

1. i% Steele & 4 (1995&1999) 2 %[ & % = f %k » BB 2 FE T § REF > & X3
(€5 S-Sl e gt S NG - ¥ ek U 2 F & (FA2 R Prek  REH LB ARES KT % )o

2. & Marx ¥ Roman (2002) % Mclntyre & * (2003) %= 3 ,f:;,—% » AR BRT L
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271 XA F2happuIs e RS el AR (P72
% e %] = 7 4y i 2 Conditions
= % 2 (C) e (C2) w 42 (C3) One-way ANOVA
DAL B oh B R A e R o =] F test
fEe Tiodk HREZL Li Todk HREZ Al Tiogk RRA Tiofk L F p & Eta
(n) M) (SD) (n) M) (SD) (n) M) (SD) M) (SD) _ _
% ¥4548c(No.) 20 12.80 3.22 20 11.75 3.46 20 10.20 3.12 11.58 3.39 3.20 .048 101
T FE 5 (%) 20 64.00 16.11 20 58.75 17.31 20 51.00 15.61 57.92 16.96 3.20 .048 101
%4 p<.05 T 3ok
272484 A7 FERIHEEET SHERTR T aRGRELR (FL2)
7 Fe i w] 2 7 5 #- e Conditions
= PR ‘% :f’ﬂ(Chl)w‘ / a1l .@(CZ)L N = ‘f" E(Ci) Two-way ANOVA | opy 3 40 B
PR A e R A e F A e F test
Mean  SD n Mean SD n Mean SD n Mean SD Effect FiE& PE Eta
Time to 1st Gl 3.23 0.90 17 274 1.01 18 2.84 1.25 18 2.93 1.06 Con.*(jrr.oup 0.07 .932
View (sec.) G2 2.90 1.23 17 231 0.76 18 2.59 0.71 18 2.59 0.93 Condition 2.78 .071
Group 291 .094
5 Time Gl 0.46 0.29 20 0.50 0.30 20 0.47 0.30 20 0.48 0.29 Con.*Group 0.39 .679
_  Viewed G2 0.48 0.28 20 0.58 0.29 20 0.50 0.27 20 0.52 0.28 Condition 0.38 .688
= (sec.) Group 2.69 .106
i Time Gl 6.43 3.23 18 6.60 2.93 18 6.21 352 19 6.41 3.18 Con.*Group 0.29 .748
.. Viewed G2 6.68 3.40 18 7.60 2.51 18 6.81 296 19 7.02 2.96 Condition 026 .772
i& Percent (%) Group 241 .127
7 Fixati Gl 2.07 1.28 20 2.18 1.26 20 1.94 1.01 20 2.06 1.17 Con.*Group  0.68 .512
H (;I’i)a)“ms G2 224 122 20 253 122 20 244 126 20 240 122 Condition ~ 0.18 836
) Group 8.62 .005 .131 G2>Gl
Revisits Gl 1.47 0.82 17 1.11 0.61 18 1.45 0.55 18 1.34 0.68 Con.*GF(?up 344 .040 .121
(No.) G2 1.27 0.56 17 1.41 0.51 18 1.45 033 18 1.38 0.47 Condition 0.62 .540
Group  0.16 .696
5 Time to 1st Gl 4.11 1.21 14 393 1.55 16 343 1.29 15 3.82 1.36 Con.*Group 0.14 867
_ View (sec.) G2 3.24 1.14 14 333 1.56 16 2.82 1.54 15 3.13 1.42 Condition 1.01 .373
= Group 932 .004 .182 GI>G2
.. Time Gl 0.34 0.30 20 043 0.29 20 0.33 0.26 20 0.36 0.28 Con.*Group 049 .616
1% Viewed G2 0.41 0.36 20 0.48 0.34 20 0.33 0.29 20 0.41 0.33 Condition  0.93 .399
B (sec.) Group 249 .120
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7 [ f %] = 4y i 2 Conditions

= ' 2(C) B#12(C2) = 2 (C3) Two-way ANOVA

LSD ¥ {é v o &

WL Sl e o SR TE 1 R EAH ol (o s SR g e F test
Mean  SD n Mean SD n Mean SD n Mean SD Effect Fie PE Eta
H  Time Gl 5.89 3.17 15 6.83 3.18 16 4.99 3.01 17 5.88 3.14 Con.*Group  0.30 .742
8 Viewed G2 6.97 3.78 15 721 2,74 16 5.09 333 17 6.38 3.37 Condition  2.46 .098
Percent (%) Group 0.97 .330
Fixations Gl 1.43 1.22 20 1.68 1.11 20 1.35 1.00 20 1.49 1.10 Con.*G?qup 0.22 .806
(No.) G2 1.87 1.62 20 1.93 1.32 20 1.63 1.41 20 1.81 1.44 Condition  0.35 .710
Group 6.51 013 .102 G2>Gl
Revisits Gl 0.91 0.41 14 1.06 0.66 16 1.21 0.56 15 1.07 0.56 Con.*GF(?up 0.29 747
(No.) G2 1.04 0.58 14 1.03 0.51 16 1.45 1.20 15 1.17 0.83 Condition  2.05 .142
Group 0.56 .457
Time to 1st Gl 3.19 1.29 14 3.80 1.65 15 2.61 1.98 16 3.19 1.71 Con.*G.r(?up 3.50 .039 .143
View (sec.) G2 4.47 1.82 14 320 1.64 15 3.40 1.92 16 3.67 1.84 Condition 1.26 .293
Group 2.72 .106
.. ~Time Gl 0.43 0.38 20 0.45 0.37 20 0.37 0.30 20 0.42 0.35 Con.*Group  0.52 .597
* Viewed G2 0.36 0.33 20 0.40 0.34 20 0.38 0.30 20 0.38 0.32 Condition  0.12 .891
= (sec.) Group  1.05 311
= Time Gl 7.22 3.93 15 6.61 3.80 16 5.85 3.67 17 6.53 3.76 Con.*Group  0.51 .604
5= Viewed G2 6.00 3.23 15 6.44 378 16 6.02 3.05 17 6.15 3.30 Condition  0.25 .781
## Percent (%) Group 0.50 484
M- Fixations Gl 1.69 1.48 20 1.76 1.42 20 1.61 1.14 20 1.69 1.33 Con.*GFo.up 0.65 .524
B (No.) G2 1.46 1.29 20 1.68 1.34 20 1.72 1.24 20 1.62 1.27 Condition  0.07 .932
Group 030 .586
Revisits Gl 0.96 0.56 14 0.93 041 15 1.42 0.78 16 1.11 0.63 Con.*GFo.up 3.22 .050 .133
(No.) G2 0.98 0.50 14 1.23  0.50 15 1.26 1.10 16 1.16 0.76 Condition 1.28 .290
Group  0.51 479
Time to 1st Gl 3.89 1.17 13 3.53 1.40 14 3.92 1.88 16 3.78 1.51 Con.*GFo.up 0.05 .950
5 View (sec.) G2 3.68 1.37 13 330 1.42 14 3.54 241 16 3.51 1.81 Condition  0.24 .789
» Group 133 255
T Time Gl 034 029 20 042 0.35 20 0.31 029 20 0.36 0.31 Con.*Group  0.63 .534
= Viewed G2 039 036 20 0.37 0.32 20 034 040 20 0.37 0.36 Condition  0.25 .778
- (sec.) Group  0.01 .908
# Time Gl 5.80 3.24 16 6.20 3.50 16 5.41 4.15 17 5.80 3.60 Con.*Group 033 .719
& Viewed G2 6.29 3.99 16 5.44 3.54 16 5.19 423 17 5.63 3.88 Condition  0.25 .781
g Percent (%) Group 0.07 .791
Fixations Gl 1.43 1.18 20 1.52 1.29 20 1.32 1.12 20 1.42 1.18 Con.*Group  0.11 .898
(No.) G2 1.49 1.39 20 1.57 145 20 1.27 1.10 20 1.44 1.30 Condition  0.23 .797
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7 [ f %] = 4y i 2 Conditions

# g 2 (C1)

Fr412(C2)

& 4 2(C3)

Two-way ANOVA

LSD ¥ {é v o &

PR R e PR s e g e F test
Mean  SD n Mean SD n Mean SD n Mean SD Effect Fie PE Eta
Group  0.04 .853
Revisits Gl 1.20 0.65 13 1.01 0.53 14 1.01 0.44 16 1.07 0.53 Con.*Gr(?up 0.05 953
(No.) G2 1.40 0.85 13 1.14 0.65 14 1.17 0.53 16 1.23 0.67 Condition  0.82 .447
Group 2.64 .112
Time to Ist Gl 3.95 1.78 12 345 1.52 14 3.35 1.78 16 3.55 1.68 Con.*GF(?up 0.01 .988
View (sec.) G2 3.81 1.31 12 334 1.83 14 3.30 2.19 16 3.46 1.82 Condition  0.46 .634
Total Group 0.18 .676
.. ~Time Gl 0.36 0.36 20 0.43 0.34 20 0.31 0.25 20 0.37 0.32 Con.*Group 1.75 .183
* Viewed G2 0.29 0.30 20 0.37 0.31 20 0.36 031 20 0.34 0.30 Condition  0.34 .712
I (sec.) Total Group 0.60 .441
= Time Gl 6.31 4.17 15 6.86 2.85 15 5.05 3.06 17 6.03 3.41 Con.*Group 1.63 .207
# Viewed G2 5.13 3.14 15 5.97 2.79 15 5.93 4.03 17 5.69 3.34 Condition  0.43 .652
## Percent (%) Total Group  0.60 .443
M- Fixations Gl 1.43 1.41 20 1.53 1.27 20 1.30 0.88 20 1.42 1.19 Con.*GFo.up 2.44  .096
B (No.) G2 1.22 1.19 20 1.45 1.11 20 1.85 1.77 20 1.51 1.39 Condition  0.24 .788
Total Group 033 .566
Revisits Gl 0.91 0.52 12 1.04 0.32 14 1.21 0.85 16 1.07 0.62 Con.*G%‘o.up 272 .079
(No.) G2 1.04 0.49 12 1.26 0.95 14 0.90 0.73 16 1.06 0.75 Condition  0.27 .766
Total Group  0.02 .892
b4 M AwTiefk s ‘SD” A EEL &7 A fce
%73 S F4 A7 FHR RSB ET ﬁﬂﬁft‘?fﬂ% mn(FEz)
4 2% #5 Conditions
= 2(C) 42 (C2) % $ 2(C3) One-way ANOVA
NETE i S R o I L S e o R Fo A e F test
CH ol BRL A& =k BEL A& S0k BEL Sk BPEE L. pe e LD
m ™M (SD) (n) M) (SD) (n) M)  (SD) ™M  (SD) _
1% 1R 20 19.00 3.76 20 21.10 3.48 20 16.00 4.05 18.70 4.26 9.25 .000 245 CI>C3p=.015;C2>C3 p=.000
R 20 13.55  3.02 20 15.10  2.99 20 13.55 2.65 14.07 293 1.92 .156 .063
b i 20 14.80  2.17 20 1240 248 20 1550  3.38 1423 299 7.12 .002 200 C3>C2p=.001; C1>C2 p=.007
B A Pl 20  16.60 1.82 20 19.65  2.76 20 15.85 2.28 17.37 2.82 15.10 .000 .346 C2>Cl p=.000; C2>C3 p=.000

R

D*E T p<05; *¥*& T p<01

58



(Z) 2w d i apRd LML R

A PE R A B A BB DR LR 10 F 0 B Y ARl E D mﬁiiﬁi%‘ﬂﬁ%i
i IE;}ﬂJfﬂ (index) > » % 5 "% - = 24RehprF (§) ), (Time to 1st View (sec.)) ~ ' i1 %R
E"%F'* (# ), (Time Viewed (sec.)) ~ " jZALPEFRF F 2+t (%), (Time Viewed Percent (%)) -
ALk (=0 ), (Fixations(No.)) ~ 2 2 T 4R28L (= ) (Revisits(No.)) = # #F » % 7 it { ‘}Fi*{ki
B f3 iR § B H Y @b R kAT Y - T R TR - XD BT
TR EBEBHER Y - FRE R 8173 (A RS A R N B S e s,
EABHEE v TS e ) x (28] P Glvs.G2) R & A - F]F SR #cchs 70 {8
FeXREPr R AR gt T o R L CF B p Edet T A T2 957 o

BRIk F 0 hT B RREBHED PR - REENER RS AR A R

#2F P R T

AFTERFFIRIEAIT R BT - BT PR SEESAFE R REE LY
R e R E G MFLE e BRI AU TR AR E AT g
EjFr-]‘ B A R F o .F’Ao\\,_}l’ﬂéo\—*‘%\,ﬁ: \_}ifﬁré»ftp’?rﬂ%é‘}# rfii']% , gg&\‘ﬁ;g_ﬁ%ﬁ&}@g@
EIF'—]" TR F|rd = > @4 ér\:k&&\—*z%\, ﬁl’?ra'ﬁr:rj%“%ﬁ T T U T T
AR AR K A g T ]"‘;J:”"ﬁ,’]r-]'%’fa/w\ M AT g b ]S 2R e TR
RN st 1 ’--v&’é}éf»rﬁdz%\/ AV B FY B A A F R xﬂ/’a\/'&’%‘%«f\,ﬁf’ﬁré‘nﬁﬁf—'—*—]
N Tzl

S H TS %ﬂ@:m/}ﬁ 6 (4o 7-6) 0 # FEul & & 5y A% %12k (Fosn=9.25 >
p<.000, Eta=245) ~ # a424] (Fasn= 7.12 » p<.005, Eta=200) £ & 4 £=4] (Fasn= 15.10 »
p<.000, Eta=346) } wi£ﬁ¥i§i m AT T AEREFLE (p=156; 40 T A T-3)0
BiE- HE* LSDF @ R R TR R 510 A (Aot T A 73 ﬁgn-
6): ¢ B & EHHCe (M=21.10 %"*wﬁwf ) p BREL S e (M=19.00
TR E) 27 e (M=16.00 ?,_;_g_) He P ERA e mﬂ%f‘—”\l
/&#ﬁﬂzw%%““ B e (p<005) > & H BRE-> 12 & 2 f e ¢ %] % R4y e 2t

AR (p<000)° 2 & FI R Rt > APFROT AT RS EY o LA F 2 4
SR P R FIIRRCE B B A R F]ATRR

ZLSD F s g A X B4 A i dldpdtd S 3 RAEG (4ot B 4 738
TERT-6) TS e (M=15.50 0 & ) p BAEL S 2 g e (M=14.80 0 &
Foge) 2RI S e (M=12.40 0 fdlie ) B0 TR gt @t fgr
B FF BRSO S S e (p<001) 0 2 P BRSPS S e e B3 Bk
%“;g%.«ﬁ@gmg.y};uﬁ*w Wi (p<O01) &b pirdlda i) B4 A 84 69 Pas i

e () PR R RIS H T E Y R g R R
mjz]ffﬂ c B A B M S e 7 R B EF R e B e 0 B LSD F 8
PRFR XA B AR At alctd 52 0%AEL (Wt FE T3ETERT-6): B
b gt (M=19.650 #dlie )~ B B A e (M=16.60 0 = g e ) 2 9

59



RN o R (M:1585,A‘4§a‘<9),:gl_6 R A Y iR A ;,,\Q;:gg:’gf’f&
OB M R (p<000) @ AL MR B e A PR A R T A
#E@<W®‘iw@4f¢ﬁ&'véﬂiw4ﬂfﬁﬂﬁ@§%ﬂ”@&fﬂmﬂé

T RS (N2 e g ‘i"fif“)“‘*’ﬂf‘?*ﬁdéwﬁ‘#’“#lmﬁﬁﬂ’ﬁ“‘tt
F@%‘**H%‘Iﬁ fried L g RMBARYIaEF L F 2 BT Earie (fde) d
A B ARG g R A ] ingE F]

B BRI EEEERE (EEERRE)
ANEES L IERIIAEE. ()
O BiEpkanfeiZd] (EEE)

(NN ~)EBEDerE D

AR Rt SRR ERN
B 7-6 %< F2 473 ko dd T DfFFlipdksttss (Ff2)

I~ Fikesmi a4l
(-) A3t

SRR VSR & RE-2.0:2 Sy R 2 RIS gF e Ry AR
§RSHCRE o B IR R 2R S PLB R R A RIF FLE - BB AR T ok b -
WAL RS AT = F & IR

LA pPuds e ik o820 > FRAFHERE I AF L T is
PRB AR DG A YA AP RS A REG S VS R Ew
sHce Y LAk F o 3 F STEs ¥2 STE deduction e & # o

2AFIL AT BRK A LA LR ARE T T BARRBLEL 0 XA

BrefFL3 2Ry - REDRF: i aRE s s %Y 22 TP i

pa]vijé_éqk%g_“fmﬁﬁﬂz\iﬁ/?iﬁ, Lok g @Mr AL 8

% AR ERE B A #]mﬁrﬁ F] o gtk é_ﬁiﬁ'uﬁ
X ﬁﬁﬂ%WB( R PR R il T :
g B F R AT R

60



(=) Pl A ko B

1. ## % # =< %% STEs & £_STE Deducation > gz & % &k ¥ g * { % A4 e 8
FR R A PR L i E s

2 RRAGFE R T LG AT RN - SRS RE & Rl L RIE
P EATE RIS RPN MR RER R RIS T o &
GEFRERE %’ﬂﬁgﬁ*%%@d@ﬁjinﬁ,ﬂaﬁm%m%ﬁ #
ARAFTUFEr LR R AL R KT - BT S AR b ko A faga i
LB HER{FIMPRBL AT -

“’\

34

4 3 NFT - BT D 0 AR EES > DAFRG EFHEE > ke A
Peapd R RES > T VR EHRDFLHES > TRZ AR SN OREEY
FRTAL LS .

ol
3

AR AR RS o AR REd ERM S PR R R AT R
7z A3 f\’f‘lriirﬁ\‘—’ Eﬁ&; féﬁ\f@i&ﬁﬁ:ﬂo‘?i%j\?u-ﬂfixfﬁﬂ 1&1’%;@;{31 A
’b&ﬁt 15—]'"*7“(—"} Eﬁ ﬂ»\;’t.me‘ LL#E”}m‘L%O

N,

61



P R R PR R — T RRRREF (1
BEED) HE AR KFARAE (FLe)

- ~REP

#4100 # (NSC100-2511-S-040-004) ¢7 101 # (NSC101-2511-S-040-002-MY2) %=
TEYFER G UL G AH PR B AT AR rRRET R
B RO E AR B S LN O T R R ® ok (4 © Marx & Roman, 2003;
Marx, Ko, & Friedman, 2009; Mclntyre, Paulson, & Lord, 2003 ) » ¥ g% 4 < 4 { i fpigenp
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281 4+ B4 a7 pHuKFEeTOHECcE AR (M)
7 e %] S EF 5 iC 2 Conditions
= R "% 2(C1) e (C2) % f 2 (C3) One-way ANOVA
LM BETE E A § T e F test
T Tk BEL 0 C& ok BEL 0 & Tk REL T FFL -
(n) ™) (SD) (n) ™) (SD) (n) ™) (SD) ™M) (SD) — —
# $+38#(No.) 20 13.70 2.87 20 12.50 3.47 20 11.15 3.03 1245  3.25 3.32 043 104
% (%) 20 68.50  14.34 20 62.50  17.36 20 5575  15.15 6225 16.27 3.32 043 104
i *4 p<05 T ok
28244 B4 A7 R R KR LT S HERER T AR RE AR (BT )
7 Fe 14 %] FEF 5 HiE 2 Conditions
w R “$ 2 (C1) 412 (C2) = ¥ 2 (C3) Two-way ANOVA PN
HOL R &
R g B 51 7 R F test LSD # i v i
Mean SD n Mean SD n Mean SD n Mean SD Effect Fieg P& Eta
Time to 15t O 335 142 15 297 086 16 336 188 17 322 142  Con*Group 0.76 474
Vll?; (‘;ecs) G2 322 158 15 3.03 146 16 312 125 17 312 1.41 Condition 3.08 .055
) Group 1.47 231
% Time Gl 054 031 19 0.60 028 19 055 022 19 0.56 027 Con*Group 0.52 .597
_ Viewed & 051 033 19 0.63 025 19 054 026 19 056 028 Condition  0.58 .561
= (sec.) Group 0.01 .938
. Time Gl 007 .03 17 08 .03 18 07 03 19 0.07 003 Con*Group 0.52 .598
" Viewed G2 0.07 .03 17 08 .02 18 07 04 19 0.07  0.03 Condition 1.07 351
i& Percent (%) Group 0.43 518
Ta Fiat Gl 218 127 19 247 1.09 19 2.42 91 19 236 1.09 Con*Group 1.86 .166
B &’;a)lons G2 201 123 19 2.80 1.03 19 241 100 19 241 112 Condition 1.35 267
) Group 0.20 .656
Revisit Gl 124 46 17 156 .40 18 1.30 55 17 137 048 Con*Group 0.74 .483
(I\?ZI)SI s G2 130 .58 17 150 .52 18 1.50 52 17 1.44  0.54 Condition 1.80 .176
i Group 0.62 436
5 Timeto Ist Gl 374 147 16 250 127 18 317 105 18 311 134  Con*Group 0.57 .570
_ View(sec) G2 333 161 16 248 099 18 314 122 18 297 131 Condition 3.74 .031 .132 CI>C2P=010
= 3.06 021 16 236 021 18 200 021 18 Group 0.84 365
. Time Gl 0.50 037 20 0.65 036 19 054 022 19 0.56 032  Con*Group 2.67 .078
" Viewed G2 041 029 20 0.65 034 19 061 025 19 055 031 Condition 227 .113
*i (sec.) Group 0.03 .873
T Time Gl 0.08 0.03 16 0.09 0.04 18 007 002 19 0.08 0.03  Con*Group 194 .154
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7 Fe 48] FEF §5 0  Conditions

® j’" e “f :fsﬂ(‘CI) i;';ﬁﬂ E_(CZ) @;‘» ¥ E_(C3) Two-way ANOVA LSD ¥ 41t i %
1 FEF E LR AR i) CANER Sg- F test
Mean SD n Mean SD n Mean SD Mean SD Effect FiEZ PiE FEta
¥  Viewed G2 0.07 0.03 16 0.09 0.04 18 0.08 0.04 19 0.08 0.04 Condition 1.58 .216
Percent (%) Group 0.02 .879
Fixations Gl 1.95 142 20 249 135 19 2.15 0.75 19 2.19 1.22 Con.*G@up 2.15 126
(No.) G2 1.76 132 20 2.68 1.54 19 248  0.89 19 2.30 1.32 Condition 1.94 .154
Group 0.97 .329
Revisits Gl 1.10 0.47 16 1.59 0.89 18 1.18  0.41 18 1.29 0.66 Con.*Group 1.37 .264
(No.) G2 1.12 042 16 146 0.82 18 1.35 0.80 18 1.32 0.71 Condition 2.00 .146
Group 0.09 .762
Time to 1st Gl 2.54 117 14 3.00 1.76 15 3.50 1.48 18 3.06 1.52 Con.*G.r(?up 0.12 .886
View (sec.) G2 3.14 127 14 330 146 15 3.10 1.32 18 3.18 1.32 Condition 0.28 .761
Group 0.16 .695
.. Time Gl 046 035 20 043 029 19 047  0.35 19 0.45 0.33 Con.*Group 0.55 .580
*  Viewed G2 046 034 20 0.50 040 19 045 0.32 19 0.47 0.35 Condition 0.01 .995
= (sec) Group 0.20 .661
= Time Gl 0.07 0.03 16 0.07 0.03 16 0.07  0.03 16 0.07 0.03 Con.*Group 0.30 .746
- Viewed G2 0.07 0.03 16 0.08 0.04 16 0.08 0.04 16 0.07 0.04 Condition 0.09 915
## Percent (%) Group 0.72 .400
= Fixations Gl 1.87 133 20 1.79 122 19 1.68 1.14 19 1.78 1.22 Con.*G.r(?up 0.79 457
B (No.) G2 1.74 1.19 20 2.06 1.60 19 1.87 1.23 19 1.89 1.33 Condition 0.09 918
Group 0.67 418
Revisits Gl 1.09 048 15 1.38 0.59 16 1.21 0.58 15 1.23 0.55 Con.*G.r(?up 0.01 .995
(No.) G2 1.06 0.39 15 1.37 0.69 16 1.19  0.80 15 1.21 0.65 Condition 1.37 .265
Group 0.05 .828
Time to 1st Gl 2.54 1.17 14 3.00 1.76 15 3.50 1.48 18 3.06 1.52 Con.*G.r(?up 1.84 170
View (sec.) G2 3.14 127 14 330 146 15 3.10 1.32 18 3.18 1.32 Condition 0.59 .558
Y Group 0.54 468
z Time Gl 0.39 031 19 038 031 20 0.57 0.32 19 0.45 0.32 Con.*Group 0.13 .880
~ Viewed G2 047 036 19 042 0.35 20 0.61 0.26 19 0.49 0.34 Condition 2.57 .086
- (sec.) Group 1.57 216
.. Time Gl 0.06 0.03 16 0.06 0.03 16 0.07 0.04 19 0.07 0.03 Con.*Group 0.12 .884
?j’ Viewed G2 0.07 0.04 16 0.08 0.05 16 0.08 0.04 19 0.08 0.04 Condition 0.26 .772
" Percent (%) Group 2.22 .143
s Fixations Gl 1.53 1.16 19 1.55 124 20 2.09 1.14 19 1.72 1.19 Con.*Group 0.43 .652
(No.) G2 1.92 1.57 19 1.80 1.60 20 2.17 077 19 1.96 1.36 Condition 0.88 .420
) Group 3.15 .081
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7 Fe 48] FEF §5 0  Conditions

® PR "f :fsg(‘Cl) a‘;‘;#! E_(CZ) @2» ¥ E_(C3) Two-way ANOVA LSD ¥ 41t i %
SR < LR E LR AR i) LEa Sg 10N F test
Mean SD n Mean SD n Mean SD n Mean SD Effect F& PiE Eta
Revisit Gl 128 048 14 158 079 15 105 080 18 127 073  Con*Group 0.08 .924
(IEZI)SI s G2 124 040 14 139 050 15 091 041 18 1.16 048 Condition 432 019 .164 C2>C3 P=.006
: 126 0.13 14 146 0.12 15 098 011 18 Group 0.86 .358
Time o 15t 91 3.09 130 13 391 208 15 412 211 17 375 191  Con*Group 0.86 .429
Vllrﬁ?\:/ (‘S’ecs) G2 297 067 13 356 2.01 15 316 195 17 324 1.69 Condition 0.82 .448
7 Tota Group 3.07 .087
. Time Gl 041 038 19 048 049 19 042 031 19 044 039  Con*Group 0.16 .852
¥ Viewed G2 038 035 19 041 038 19 036 025 19 038 033 Condition 0.11 .893
I (sec.) Tota Group 2.94 .092
= Time Gl 007 004 14 0.08 0.06 15 006 0.03 18 007 005  Con*Group 027 .763
#¥ Viewed G2 0.06 004 14 0.07 0.04 15 006 0.04 18 006  0.04 Condition 0.67 .518
## Percent (%) Tota Group 0.75 .391
¥ pia Gl 143 121 19 176 1.66 19 147 099 19 1,55 130  Con*Group 037 .695
5 (Iil’;a)“’ns G2 1.54 140 19 168 162 19 150 098 19 157 134 Condition 021 .809
’ Tota Group 0.04 .843
Revisit Gl 122 084 13 143 070 15 113 049 17 126  0.67  Con*Group 0.84 .439
(I\?Zlfl S G2 098 033 13 095 061 15 094 056 17 095 051 Condition 040 675
: Tota 1.10 0.14 13 1.19 013 15 1.03 012 17 Group 9.66 .003 .187 GI>G2
b4 ‘M0 A TiEkcs “SD” A EREL n”E ot A #Hco
£83 HAF2 A RPURFRIELT SFFLR (Fye)
7 Ie %] 3 EF 5 H-%2 Cnditions
® PR ‘% 2(Cl) 4] 2 (C2) ® 0 2 (C3) One-way ANOVA
L S fF Py ¥ g R F test
CE ol BEL A =k BEL A& 3ok BEL S0k BPEEL L. po e LD
m ™ (SD) (n) ™M) (SD) (n) ™M) (SD) M) (SD) B
FER 20 2005 3.10 20 18.65 221 20  17.85 228 1885  2.68 378 029 .117 CI>C3p=.009
L 20 1645  4.06 20 13.65 2.83 20 1255  4.49 1422  4.14 543 007 .160 C1>C3 p=.002; C1>C2 p=.025
hhgEdl 200 1450 2.06 20 1480 3.14 20 1685 2.3 1538  2.69 514 .009 .153 C3>C2p=.013;C3>Cl p=.005
o C1>C2 p=.010; C1>C3 p=.000;
A 1 ) s
B A4l 20 1990 3.09 20 1770 2.15 20 1580  2.50 1780  3.07 1233000 302 (o it
il %4 57 p<l05; **4& 5t p<.01
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