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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

P 550 ¢ 153 119 DA e B 0 o

BEH XHH

(HFTLARE B BE , HiH 310058)

B OEMEASOEASTASEANLNS LN BB ZAARARBESOERARNS,
BEBBEANREREFRAEGT , BA § ArBEE AL S0 09 3 4 8 25 H K R BN 5 AL F S B4 2 5
YA BA TR LM, AT 3B B R —3UR”, MERN G5
PR RN, A M T 5 kU AA T ERR LN 2R TAN T, BHA L ET ZEN
HoF8 ERNFARF RS GEHENEER,

B A & A SRR s AR E
hE 5SS B841.2 SCHRERIRAD (A

1 5|§

PER B 3 2 Ak e M B R S ) — S EE A
B, BT AR LS MR £ P B Sk SO AR
TE A I (Wood & Eagly,2010) . 511
YEFEVERN 0y WA TR B ARE A E 1) 2 MR
PR Sy BEAT R A3, B R B VEE R BB PRIy, 2ok
MR EIL B ( Terman & Miles,1936) ., X F{& 48
TR ZI MR BN AR T MRV BRI A, LR FR
7 Lot ¥ ER Y b 25 6] (Eagly & Karau,2002) .
SR, BUHE BE M B AR 4 1S, AT T AE Ge
ZNBR EN GRS AAE T 5 0 T DA E ISR 4], AR A4
Al DASRE S VAR oAb R R B, BRI RUHEAL” 4
B E 15 (Rossi, 1964 ; Bem ,1974) , 3 H., KEWFE
SR, AL AR B T AR O LR R, T
ELRBAREA™ 14 B 4 il B A 4 FUORE AR BE ( Feath-
er,1985 ; Martin,, Cook ,& Andrews,2017) ,

HEBFEIR PR B0y 0 IR, 46 > b {5l I M 1) B
I TR, 2 5 B 13 A GBI 9 i B
RiFICCHE . HETERZ O E TRMITERE,
A B 7 AR AE — € IS 5 (van Well, Kolk,
& 0ei,2007 ;Sedney,1981) , {H LA SCHkAH F & kot
PEG B0 & 7 i R i, BT Ik, A SCH
X5 B 03 ) PR R B AT R G BE AN 43
Bt , ELEWIRA PR 5 03 I B (1A [R] SRR B ALE o
2 RSB RS

S PAPE AR O B £A.8] Sex I Gender 4}
SR THEMREEN SR ABMEREE 2
8RS AR EE TP E A S B A

« EEMH:EE AR ERLLH W H (71872162)
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Z S SRS EEA &S ARG R
T BRI AL SRR, 20 22 70 4RAX, MG A
£, (sex roles, JG Wi R gender roles) 54 5| & f4y ( gen-
der identity ) YE 2y 4 5 ¥4 I B 5 G4 19 7 > B B AR
&, B SIE T AR K TE (Bem, 1974 ;5 Spence,
Helmreich , & Stapp, 1975 ; Wood & Eagly,2010) ,
AR AL 23 5B PR MR R A R R LA BOF
PE 8] T 55 22 5 FA 0% 30 95 B 19 3A %€ ( Greenglass,
1982) ;T MKt <R T B L e
BRI A ) AL BB BT MR 5 B 3
BRI AR B 3R B AT 5y i — &8
——1ER Sy BT LA, PRSI S BBk T A& LS
PERZ B SCAGTE ORISR , B lUR»T T B 2 5
H2f# (Wood & Eagly,2015) . HERARMETR, A8 T
TER) S 3 B CAE RN B AR AL X, 3F
T BRI EX B WA I LR =
(Wood & Eagly,2012) ,

PER BB 9¢ FEFTEVT KRIF AR 58, 2 84
TR AR B R 732584 (Wood & Eagly,2015)
SRR T XA AR SR 1 22 S F 5%
X—EGFE L)L Bem(1974) #I Spence 2 (1975) K
AMEFFERFSE LK Lippa (2001) B 51 S 80 8RB
TR, IFEGIR T “ WA (androgynous ) 7]
B . R AR REENEMNE S
PSR AN TR F R S8R (B R Lo t)
A3 J& 8% ( Schmitt & Branscombe ,2001) , 37 & F4
FZERME, F R RELSM N ERRFREAR T
PE S 3y W B 7 s B
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3 HASHHNE

FIATIRE ¥ 3 5 0y Ry — A B R BE S5
FFHs 55 Ak ( masculinity ) F1 2z P4 ( femininity ) 53-531]
VE R A~ A S AR R 0 5 RS AR I 1 31
BRI 2 5 B A (R ) B 0 R T LK B T 5%
YL E SR B REE B R (Terman & Miles,
1936) . KT sdk BEAR AL, B A 51 5 4 TR
TS AR AT A LT MBI 2Rl B (1) B
AL VAR — X BAAE X ST I PIAR , PO A BT I, 1
PR TG R B 2 B R KT 1 B A A Lo Ak, B
AR B 15 A ] RRBE 2 “ B PE4L” ) (mascu-
line) A" Z AL (1) (feminine) ; (2) ¥ Hhr 54
YRR — 2, MR ORI B RS
B AN 5B PR IR L Pk B B Y A ML R
— i AR (¥ 4 A 5 ) B X (Ashmore, 1990) , Ter-
man il Miles (1936 ) ff B8 L3R JFLIW , B 37 A A%
FRAETRNC A3 30 T 58 B MR B 5 Lo PR
Gl T MER S ER, B - L ER
(M-F&%),

SR, BEE VRS S R BEFC AR TR A, X R ip 4t
FERIPER By S5 M FF 1 2 B B Bk iR, 1964 4F,
Rossi #2117 “ SUPEAL” BE&, A SR BE 8 R AT B
A B VAR FUR L AR B, A UL R A
FAAPER S 38X . Constantinople (1973 ) 37 i F1
NS ER(M -F &R) AT E AR
BT PIMER I Z A B 26 2R, Toik 3R A R B 3B PR AL
LA Z [F B 25857 5o FF H., Constantinople 55—
WA T 1R ) B () X4 BE A M 1 A 0 T 1
LR @ AWM R S . B
I, RN B BRI T 3R R  IF S 4 E R8I
TRAHIF R A6 WAL B 7 & Oy B30 [ T & 5
Pio BEATHERN S0y (1 2 MO B 7 B R AR T A BE
XN
3.1 WA FHeznlE

FERR 25 RUHE BE VR 3] B 0 T B R R R L
DM B ff 8= 32 ( The Bem Sex — Role Invento-
1y, fai % BSRI) 0~ A 4R1E (7] % ( Personal Attributes
Questionnaire , B #f PAQ)

Bem(1974) DAXUHEAGHE & AR HE , LAt BRI
PERERL, R T — 1 WYL R M5 &y B3R
DR M R (BSRY) . ERA AT &
£ L BRI BR =8, B
BRSO ET 20 M%H, Ho, At fes &
FeA A BEE T A B A A2 S U ) R 5 1
P4 B R NIRRT S8 2R P S M Z R R,
P RN T R AR U B R b D I S A

22T ISR E TR, I A T 5 0 i T &
Sartre

[F]4E , Spence , Helmreich Fll Stapp (1974 ) T
£ 6 XA BE G5 RIS R RS gkl 1 73— AR
By & XF— D NRER 4 (PAQ) . 5 BSRI 4
He, PAQ HEOGH:/MARR B BT i 1 LA B AL 25 20 4R
B X P P AR P AE 1 15348 ( Spence et al. ,1975)
AT MEE R EE S N AT AL RS 21
2 PRI 2R B, 8 R B T P A B AR A 20 A DI 1 T A
TPES SR A, B, AT B HERIE T
B (instrumentality ) $F1E , T ] 2 PEAL RAE R 35 M
(expressiveness ) FRAE, 14 £ T — P RIHEA & =
SLArEARIE 54 MR E MR R RS, K,
B BERIAE 23 MRH, L EREE
18 B .5l - KT EREES THAR 13
MoRcH. B - L ERPFRHIRE TRE
PR TR PR

PEbEE RN Oy X 4L BE G5 (32 L, P 5 5 Oy
SPRP BT I E— B, R
U, B — N TR AR R A 5B i
i V46 £ i B AR 15 (Spence et al. , 1975; Bem,
1977) o {HZ, B T 58 F A TTE XS BUME £ 1Y) 22 4
BESAL T R LR R R B AL, HEE T LR
[F] B P 551 B 43 93 28 5 2RV A B D B A o o
A, “SEAE7 7 M &S # A (the “ balance” conceptualiza-
tion; Bem, 1974 ) I “ S &~ #% & A (the “high -
high” conceptualization ; Spence et al. ,1975) J& H 3
323 H P A OBUPE 16 AR & Ak Jr 2 (Taylor & Hall,
1982 ; Powell & Butterfield ,2015) , 1 t B 2R 4258 Hl
PSR 2R R 43 X R T3 P AR ABE A A A 1y
S5 13 53 28 07 ORI BE T ik
3,11 PERETT MU LI &

P AL A UL B R TE B
TN o0 AL R Lo MR ARAS I D 43 A
I, FER RSB SRR T MR B B35
AL AL R S5 IA A ( Bem, 1977) , BT 3X—
A ,Bem(1974) R F ¢ H3 B KR 71 B 13 i 43
SR B AL LA AT ) o XA
PR A BCS E B  E IS FE X
T B SR BUA A XHE B KT 0
B, B R 5 PR AL 73 805 Lo MR 4 B0 (B AP AE
BEEFE, WUV IZS A A, £
FIBELE o, B A A BUDN T 2otk B iE
“LHAL” RS0 B BOR T Lot s 8
MICA R VR S . SR o B R
T 0 B, BN B e A BB AP EE B E 22




FAOBHSW

Pl RS HNN R 453

ST, GoR R BEAL” R B
3.1.2 BRI FRUE AT

B TP S R B 22 T M ) S B A
HIRM & 22 5, Spence S5 (1975 ) XTI F 7 i — 25
BEATH Ay SR TR MR R RS, A S, R
55 B R A b BB 1 AL KT R £ P A K S R AR X
TR A RIEE, B o 55 MR AL AT R PR T 3L
R MR 53 = —A B PR J 0 i 2—— R4
14” (undifferentiated ) , 7E Il & J5 % b, Spence %
(1975) A T 80 28 2 00 7 3 0 AT 4328
TEFRAR T PAQ ERNERFEHLEIR)E , i TE 34>
FXF LB R B e B e B S TR
PRSP Al a3 B0 A B0 LoV A o Bob B 2=
S RO D B A U
B RKarh” . BN EREBEMSEE T
BAEA A 8O Zo A BUR T oM A AL A~
A" F R Z o AR B R 4L & W
a3 AR T AL O Lo AL - B =
TR THE A8
3.1.3 PR EES T WE TS E i

AT AP " BB By L4 4)
HPFNET P MRS B ¢ SR SETE S H
BP0 A R SR BIFSE Hh E FH E 33 3k ( Wood & Eag-
ly,2015) , {H & Wi # Jy B8 7 B B AR I =2 4b
(Sedney,1981) ,

W B0 25 1 E E R AE = KBk & (Sedney,
1981) o Sf—, {5 AR A o SLEOPE Dy 1k 531 B 3 1) 0
SR AR E TIN5 — R,
TS B 43 B R 5 S8 AR BEE FEAS 8 AL T A8
oo B8, X TAEE TR KB 5 3 AR ikR
FER, PO O 2R A T SRR LB E i, 58
HIFEAA LB BT A B B 2K 50 2. B,
TEZE A ILP BT A MR BA & B AR
I RAAE , IR I 7E AR AR Hh RS A R BB
“HF” N BV RS Sy, At ) B 1 A
HAIARAR (Sedney , 1981) . SATH , Hh A4 2SR 204K
PEMERAEREA TR N A X B, i 2 Fl A B
AR FEARB RN B AR B . =,
PIE AETO B E A MRS By o Kb s
B MR B 03 (1 1 e Fa AR AN 1) S G B X A A 3
THET B A X B FUE AR E B = G — Ve i i
PERIBL A, PR D TR BB TR BEX AR
“HXS T VERIF Oy AT HE TS, L, BER A A
ot P o O 2 B R AR R 31 S oy B 280 R
JERR I PR TR, B RA SR e 2
KEEBREMES, MR EA AR,

e BORAR L, ¢ AR 2R R TR TE A,
A MR B ORI EL 5 B I 5 25 SR RE A
A ATEMREE 5SS RM 8, B85 R 8
Ao ZAEA S BRI E R, R, B A
F v bR KB R Z AR W] LA B X E, 55
Hh, T TEBLSE A T b 55 PR AL A o A 23 B ) IR
TREZED R MERF 1% L4, 7/ LUA KR
MEFRBE T X B B W SR A4 R By
(Bem,1977) , B, t 3R 432870 2 AR 1 51| B Y
H (DA B R &) Z AR R 5
W TEAR B T HAIAEE,

R, LR T B B 0y B30 R 4 A Bk
g, ETTRESFBEAEA R L . TEM T ¢ S EEHAT
K AR B 13 3 SRR ST M B 2
ALERT B A R XU =248,
FEPE T BV F OB ” 3 Z 8], R AR “ IR BB Pk
4k” (near masculine) F1“ 35 2 4L ” (near feminine)
XA, — B 58 R T PR UERS B8 P 3 3 18 37
B AT B 2 B P S ok 3 BB ML R A Lo A
XA HFEAS ( Bem & Lewis, 1975 ; Bem , Marty-
na,& Watson,1976)

3.2 BRI LM EGHIEE

ToI R t B ERYEIR S A AL B0k e P 1) B 1 i3

T2t , HRAEAE — S X DLk A0 (R 5 o, 2 T T —
SR T2k A ME 3 B A 2 B &2 5 v
I 2 o

BEXT t B3 AL B B AL 4 #, Sedney
(1981) 2B A5 F AT Ak B E R Z1 E 5 35K
S A5 25 B g AR P LU 28k
R ABUE B e AR, b, Sedney 38 B IUHE
FEEW ¢ WA LR AL Jor A S &L TR AR
PER SRk LR A, BIRERIE L
B ¢ ELER A2k W P SR AN AR (¢ B
PEAL” R ZoPEAL”) SR EH TR R AR (1 A 1 31 i 2
AR A AR A B0 253 X XA R SR 4y
167 BIAMA, B 2T B B 1 B DU AR 5

SR, TEI R A« Ao s (L e SRR iR
RIS A, X 5 R A A 1T M By 28
AR 43, B AR B 0y B — A4 A8 &, ToH]
WA RR T R IREEE B B L BOm oA B
HAEMENBUEG L. B, Bem (1977) AR
38 1T 22 T M H F A ST R 56 5 PR AL 4 B A Ao
P4t FE XS R AR RS, DA SE IR B R 1R BOELAE B
mH 1.

RUE IS H T 140 R AR I & MAS TS0 B S 1t
TR REI A — R R RAMER B iy S B B (M A
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B EEMFAEZENER(ESMA) HfENERNE
A F B AR SR I W AE (van Well et
al. ,2007) . T B L SCA B I R A A i 1 51 5
0, FEMEE G T 1) BT ) LA BB BT 10 il
LB AER Sy i,
3.2.1 EMS5FUFHLEEWINE

1987 4£, Eisler #0 Skidmore T, B 18 7 32,
JRIHE T — ML 40 AR5 5 Ak i 51 A 6
JE J1 E 32 ( Masculine Gender Role Stress scales , 7] fif
MGRS) , Z &Rl EH R AR ] S ARk 2% 4
PR A 8 2R BOME 3 B 1 32 B Bk BR A IB B (B,
FRRAE R M AR , 91RO R E 8 B ik
B, B AR IE B B ARSI 7 AR BE I i i
PES S o 2 PR AL 5 A 8 ) & 3R ( Feminine
Gender Role Stress scales, f&jFf FGRS) ## fR [F)FE IR
T, B 39 A R] I 4 KR ( Gillespie & Eisler,
1992) , BAKE M ESRPHEAATEH#HITE
AP I & 7 XA R B K7 X —#7 7 (de Hou-
wer,2006) , GRS /SR BiHI € St 5 3 ) ELH U &2
Jitk B2 5 BSRI Hil PAQ AH LY, 38 2 ] 43 [0 1K
B BB B, TR 58 2@ il i E AR
R PE B, GRS SRIA T F M S5 E MM LG,
TEME MR LA BEREA
3.2.2 EWRmEANE

32 B N B BRARIN 3t L TS SO A R R e RS &
VT AR R 25 00 3 [ B P 1) 5 3 U 2 Jr W IR B 32 31 56
FEFIE (van Well et al. ,2007)

P BSBRARLI 38 (TAT) & — DB B S,
TE AT I N TR] 22 S PO R S A TO R TH Bk
R, DB E B 3R A X — MR B AR
( Greenwald , McGhee , & Schwartz,1998 ) , Greenwald
Al Farnham (2000 ) ¥ IAT 5] AP S il & , 14
T T S B B B R H AR 1R E i 43 B g A 4 2R
(AR B L) PR, FETHEIINE
BRARIA ( GIAT) X — P50 B 5 & i GIAT 7%
BTN, AN PAT — A -4,
SR LR e A O, AR A B
b A R 5 R B AL e A
FieE, “IEI RN LovEAl” A S, R YR
T3 2 43 2SR S o B 1 25 5, B R 1 B
AR RAE . RE AR E NN GIAT 2
—AEE A &R 5] B 6y 7B A4S T B (van
Well et al. ,2007) ;{H2, | T GIAT { R H“FH &
7 FE Lot XA G 428, HT IR G R 1
5 5 F B AR Rk

BRT GIAT, [FIFEEE T TAT {5 B & ik

A 54 4R ( GRT; Ferndndez , Quiroga , del Ol-
mo , Aréztegui , & Martin, 2011 ;Fernandez , Quiroga, Es-
corial ,& Privado,2014) ., GRT e iR EE F 2
— TR MBS 5S, R FE L R A e 4%
Ho\ Oy BB BB 5 AT X AT 55 & I M 5 (53 R sk &
PE) , PR 9 X 7 W] 48 45 35035 3 B S B B[] 22
SRR N BRI B

4 51 )3 31415 ( Gender Priming Task , faj # GPT)
W TEBOE SN A R T REA B o TSR F Bk
R BT H B BB AU BArsan, MERE
BPHR A S B 5 1F B B8 H A5 517 ( Bargh,
Chaiken, Govender, & Pratto, 1992 ; Fazio, Sanbonmat-
su,Powell, & Kardes,1986) , {k{ExX— 8, GPT &
Seild —ME B FEIE PO B AR (R)
B RICK A7) IERFRA], 28 iR 2 2
BB BB AN B (ANBW) |, FEZER
PO B E B BT B B3 8628 By
N7 AN B LR LAY
7 vh 3= (van Well et al. ,2007) . K Jy#iknm R 8
RAASC HAr A3 L B 5 I8 H R BB,
TE I ELE T B S I JH] 2 S5 BE R 8 T ) B
. B GPT ke T ikl #t T B IR, HETT
23 IR A 30 55 R T W AR——1F AR
( Bosson, Swann, & Pennebaker,2000 ; Fazio & Olson,
2003) ,
3.2.3 [EHSmHNE

I R o BB 55 R A1 0 B2 R & B R4 AE
(attribute ) EARIEIG T, MEFHEFE —E5R
FEVER R AR —E B RGP, BIRR B AR
FH AR EHE R ( Best,2009) o R, PR 5] 5 1y
WHEE —EREEN . MEEARMFEE T LR
PSS [ B, BU N TE 22 B At A SR B 2 A R
J, TAE SE A A 55 I R BL i 55 PR AL AT i ( Bem &
Lewis,1975;Bem et al. ,1976) . A LAl 0, [ &
TER S e ) — N EEE R, R Z P&
TR T B A X R B 0 kT B &
(Mehta & Dementieva, 2017 ; Mchta, 2015 ; Pickard &
Strough ,2003) ,,

Pickard Fl1 Strough(2003) i@ i — 2L 8155 %
21 Ao A 5 5 R MK B AR e B BT
TRETHE R B B IR A . X MFER R, Pickard
1 Strough JA it kg IRk & B © EHT B AT
i BSRT 53 Hp B 25 1) 4 348 1 B Bt v 1, 345
RBREER F O E R . MBITER B 24 R
TFE B T 5 BSRI B4 o3d A 1 B 1B 5 I &2 19
11 P 51 £ €652 % ( The State Gender Role Inventory,
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fRIFR SGRT) ., LIm&5 R BN, it HEH ARG 2L
PR, 1S SR B VR B BT S I R £
MRS AT S R RS R R . R, 3%
TIAMGEN TS B EFIRN R T A
PRI BRET R S 0y, AR SR At T BB IR 1
MNEHETE,

T TEOKG o b W & 1F 3R 1% B & 4y, Mehta
(2015) g W B 58 # 2% J 28 5 BUAE 15 ( Experience
Sampling Methodology , &% ESM) W& M5 B 13 7TEAR
[FE ST PR EIR . ESM 24 BRI Pl 12 (ec-
ological momentary assessment, {5 Ff EMA) i) —Fh %}
W= (H PR A K, 2004) R E B AAE
SRR IATER @ I AR B O YRR
AT, NITTTESRL S T6] 3 2 R & MATEA [ T
YEAR TGS T 00 (F) B8 , 3 T 3R 45 B ) B 1% 52
A4k 74k {2 B ( Bolger & Laurenceau,2013 ; #4R
W U&mE g, A1 15,2016) . ESM (¥ 5 FHAE 451 510 5
B HOTE BEOF 98 KR8 B — I S ) S IR BB MR
JRBN T AT L% B AL AR A TR B B I LA R
( Mehta & Dementieva,2017)

4 HANEGHNENBEENARE
4.1 HAFHMEEE

g5 LR TEVES By By 2 B PER R R O AR
ST, BT AR B, P B B &= O T F A
i : (1) FT 25 8 3R (BSRI # PAQ) Y 4 Bl &
(2) FE MG 55 M (GRS) Z W -F [ (GIAT GRT,
GPT) R A%35% 6] (SGRI) KF BU M &, £33 & iy Y
SN FEE A B R A B F WG, BEER
BRI SRS ER . BREHNETEDIE
PR BB AR B A& A TE R W
PERERR I WA R B R . SR A
MWL, FEMRERE T t lLRE S5 A
EHESEENF RS X, ERRET FENT
) 256 B T I 0 L2 U 1) A R DA BB B =
[r P00 2 S P 1) S 0 R R B B v X SRR AR T
TR R T 22, DR LA 8 D 5 3 ¢t (1 44 531 B 0 0
PATHE RS B T FEAi
4.2 BRI H 0 E R B

R MR 3y I B i B BT DAV E DT AR
BAEMXMIRABRIT. (—) &6 Bk, FM—
PR B 4 B B D7 VR AR L S R, B E
A LAGE S AP B Ay B 46 T 2K, TE U TR
PR B IR A ME, DA T AR AR HE AR 78 R0 51 B4 T
BRI, MEES BRI (XA
5] B Oy XS 52 ) BF, BT BE 378 A ] 1) Wik bt 44 1) 5
#y, Rt ZEBEAT I B i 7 A R e B kAT

REME, A5 DR A WS R (SGRI) £
S Y ) N BEAT 22 T £, B sl A i 2 32 B LT
TCAZ ISR, AT B 5% IR 38 % R s 14 31 B 3 1)
SO TCEE A B S B s T BE A R 2% W )
I & (GIAT) , BARTE—E B2 BE b vl DA Ak LR
FAUBG ,H T GIAT Hadid 5B Ak ” f Lok
7 PS4 AR 0 41 (1 ) 53 0 AT B 0 1Y
S8, MEERA R HEEGE .. Hitk, EXFE
LT %% SGRI 5 GIAT X B 51| 5 I & 5 2: 48
25 BB EAIALE, (Z) BB, 4
BIERRWT I (BERNE) ¥ SR LN E
ZIAEFE R (van Well et al. ,2007) ,{HEAH]
BIN, KPR T 22 [a] % ] — 4 B A T VP4 B
0, A RRLLBF Y B AR A5 bL H b 25 00 1) (R 82 00 &
P(4n GIAT. . GPT %) B ZH A M E W EE S -
B, AR5 E 7T A B TE — NP5 PR B |k
HRWERRNE, R )5 iz % 05w B
BORFATIE . XA SRR Bh A ST A TERR G UE
B PE S S A R BRI, SR OR B T W] b —
BRI R 2R M FIE 2L BUEFE N
ERER .
4.3 BAHHMEEARE

PEB B A0 EBR T TEAL L BIAL 2 PR AR GBS
HARDANI A 38 BT RAgE T RDUR LA B,
A LU TR ) S BT 5558k, B THSHE
W B i B & 2 B I R I R R
A Z B0 ( Kark , Waismel — Manor, & Shamir,
2012 ;Kent & Moss, 1994 ; Koenig, Eagly, Mitchell , &
Ristikari ,2011) , it , R R BFFEE LA A=
FHHA R, gt x R E ) B AR 5 AT
(XA ) R R S 2 ) B R R AT L % 5%
WA LT & B BAEL R A A B, e M B 1y 5450
SR A RO 22 A B 06 3 B AR A R ) 3
ZEMZERBATRART . MEEHIESP, H4A
TR PR ST I s 7] A5 DRI i sz A ) B 4
BT, AT P8 B8 AF G H AL T/R TR HE S
HR BB T2 T 0 FE Ak BRE R F 5 DA A0 B
PR T A2 B BAA AR . BiE P 5 1
SO MPTR ARME B 5 SRR B I R
(Whitley , 1984 ;Lau,1989) , %5 [n] LA 5 K SE B 2 X
A P IR 46 0 BIR 25 1 R 7 ( Guz, Kattari, Atte-
berry — Ash, Klemmer, Call, & Kattari,2020 ; Kalsoom,
2019) , JATH X J) B 3 W00 B2 1) 28 UL 14 R A R T
PR THEREMESR, B, R 5 5 I & i vk N
T JLE W BRI FPE R B . B E bR
RMZIREN G T MR B F E—E B EE RIS
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14,2009 ) , 1L 1 LI 4 )L EE A8 K 1 B P
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Gender Identity:It’ s Connotation and Measurement

Yan Shimei

Wu Yike

(School of Management , Zhejiang University , Hangzhou 310058 )

Abstract ; Gender identity is an individual’ s understanding of the cultural meaning of one’ s gender, which is an important part of indi-

vidual’ s self — concept. Under the classic personality approach,the gender identity model has evolved from a traditional single — dimen-

sional structure to a two — dimensional structure with masculinity and femininity as two independent dimensions,and a new type of gen-

der identity called “androgyny” has emerged. With in — depth studies of gender identity ,the measuring methods of gender identity have

gradually developed {rom the classical scale measuring method based on subjective reports to some new measuring approaches such as

the subjective and objective combined orientated measurement, the objectivity — oriented measurement, and the situation — orientated

measurement.
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