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Abstract

The current study aims at investigating the possible sources of the individual
differences in girl students’ math performance. The results showed that the ability of
active inhibition affected the accuracy in a mathematic task. In contrast, the ability of
mental rotation affected the reaction time in the same mathematic task. In addition,
the ability of active inhibition also affected the reported gender stereotype, while the
ability of mental rotation did not. Hence, the ability of active inhibition might affect
performance via the effect of stereotype threat. Finally, the effect gender stereotype

was revealed in the present study.

Keywords: gender, math performance, inhibition, cognitive control, gender stereotype.
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