PLBCICIZR : R -HEFLZAREN R — B M X B RIS

B2 BRSO 2 M T gk ¢
A AFOEFR RKX 430079; ° EFFEAFASOERLFL KX 430079;
FEMAREAY KX 430072; ' BALRE AFOEFERE ZM 730070)

W EAREZINREN QORI WY BUSRY, @I 2 MFAT 3 ASSEER A I S T M gk L gAY
ZINEN G N 75 (BT ANBE JD) BOUEA - AL 2D R — B S A — SR A IC A2 FRHA IR .
FC 1R 5N SEERvE s, RO RS k4 ST LT — S A S, R BLSR
Hh kA% 55 T AL AR SRR T — B0, A S A L 7 P S A AT R R oo T 2 23 ) B A S
R MR EAE, AT RS . REIES Sl B A SR, RUEAE
BEZIHE AR EZIMREN R — U AR S . SRR, k-t ALZIREN R — S, 35 Blxs
FCIZ T B A HER R S v, SN AR ASHITFUESE 1 kA4 - T LB R B A AEAE “IL
BACtZ s, B4 AR T 2R EN R AU ANCAZ A UK 7T

REIF WEAZIREN G HALZIBREN S Hk; ZIREN RN AR, DR iC Az RN

1 17 A2

HAESHEFENEL, W5 . RBEEE RS RS (Mehrabian, 2001) . 7EH
AR AT R AL RSN, R E AL BORE A e B R E AR, XA
I FERIE T 4 ZIB B % (Names Stereotypes) o #EAZIMEN R 248 NI T4 e &
(RS L St o I FE AT, S 3l A7 76 PR S 44 ZIAR B G 2k NATT PR S e 1 7 55 7= A 5 i 451
i, B4 IR R NI IZAMR R AL SARTES BT EAT (Lea, Thomas, Lamkin,
& Bell, 2007; Slepian &Galinsky, 2016) . Slepian 1 Galinsky (2016) & Itk 44 & & HIVT 4G &
51 S P IR BN 5 SH A 5T 55 PR B0 A SRR, 75 s Y IR 3h AN 5 ) 5 M) 22 PR B G
KUK EHWTTRKI, 255 K LA BB 5 BT HTETR (Laham, Koval, & Alter,2012) .
S A2 ENR AL, AENBRASAE T 3RA T 2 A T FLZIR ET R (Facial Stereotypes) #E4T 1
RN THFLZIBR ET RN g e — M e RO, BINAT TS T FLIR R BN RZ K 0t T A B
MR FERE . BEAARRR 4 EN 4 (Ellis, Shepherd, &Davies,1979) .

AVIHE A3 A A B0 e 48 302 DU ke 42 22 B R A T FLZIR R ORI EE SR, MTT TR
-1 FLZIAR EJ % (Name-faceStereotypes) (Zwebner, Sellier, &Rosenfeld,2017) , fLFE— €4
REAZT AR THAL AN, BLA 5 ALz R R A 44 . AR SRR
(Walker&Vetter,2015) . & & i (Klapper, Dotsch, Rooij, &Wigboldus,2016) 5555 ,

A R T 1 44 - 1 LR ED R T 7 32 AR R AR I I B A SRR DA R i A - T LA AR ED R
— B FEN . FEEN RPN T, BAREIERHT TN Lea 55 (2007) HFFT, AT LA
A% “Bob” + “Joe” WINBRHSIZRZRK, M4 “Rick” « “Tim” KIS Z
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KA. W T AR R — I VR T 1k 42 1A R B R AIE AT T ARALE 2 1R R A AR AR FH . “Bob”
F“Joe” AE IO, K BNHT, X —RprE A8 A IBCAR 1[5 1l 048 88 o 1M “Rick ” A1 “ Tim”
NSRS, S EEIE S ESE R BRKRIES, MO R A K . B, Zwebner %5 (2017)
W RO T IR T E " REA-TALZIR D R —BON R . thoh, 15— BN 5
Wi 5 T, AT R E R I, 20k 4 5 T FLAR L P S0 e v A — B, MBS iR 51 7 (G
AFAE, 2006 BLIERFESE, 2016) o 4/MEHAE 5L MR AT ZEAA RS, AT I
WIS RN, o5 2 AT 44 551 AR DT FE AN AE 26 HE A8

H B T 2644 - T FLZIBED R — SR 78 2 SR AEAE DRV R 51 iR e,
FEAE 2SN A (Recognition) A AR 7T 17 PR H 6 5 20 Je ot fr) 40 P IR e (1T
E 7, T4k, TRIAK, 2009) o AMTTER: NI HR I 2 2 315k e 5 iy A DR IR 2 R AT
NN, X — IR R IR T S R S L i N BRAs i 2 Ik 4 - T FL AR EI R — 5
P RRER M FOARCR MR A ERE M. W4, WA-TALZINR B R — B0 B A FiA 2
FEAEREIIRAIANE 2 AHIF 7T 0L 32 BT e I LARR

H 3 R BRSSO TAH SR, 5 B 46 I 20 SRR AR | IR X 2 A5 2 R SR
AR, H4R A R e T —8UE B S A—8UE BN i Lo 7y o8 B s . By ss
1Y (Schema Filter Model) X FF—HUE & 5L, H Taylor Al Crocker (1981) #2H, W HN—3
EEHETAEAAER, HEA—BUEEE S E LI 9SS ERAE.

XA 28 1508 (Associative Network Model) M Sz REFEIA A BEIR 78 40 B, A —5f5 & 5 1E,
ot P e PR AR AR Y R AR T RO R L o VA IEARA RN R, —3UE B4 B gmhd
PF TN BER N, A—BEEHEZ R, SIS (Hastie&Kumar,1979) . X
5 A I R N T A RO R MR, A —BUE B 5 AT ZIR BN A T T A8
K, S NEVRE X% (Erber&Fiske,1984;Srull, Lichtenstein, &Rothbart,1985) . iR
TP B S AE AR R L8, RIS B RSB T 78 0 BB IE, H A IDCAR ) 28 A5 28 1 0o [ X0
IR ALY I3 BV B AT BR A, IRAL TG B g

RIGGmhLHi (Encoding Flexibility Model) A NTEARIAFIBZIRET, A—2E 2 5. #2
HHAE NI BRI AS B, AMAA )% — 35015 ST R g i AT 15 28 DA N B8, 43 B B 278
BIEAR—HE BT A% 4Y (Sherman, Lee, Bessenoff, &Frost,1998) » #ii AT A~—3
5 RS FINZEREAT, X —FE BN AN AHTE A S iR X— 0B e B R A
ARG T 5 — B0 B BHZAT Fa 10 1k ELA T AN HE B o R 35 G B A 78 AN G 5% 7 55 33—
AEEIFE TINEE B CEIR I JE K, FLBRFATE T I AR HT P35 1E B R 1 41
BT RN AW T AR B =R RIS BN TEIS I 48 (IR 1 s A S H
VCACICAZ RN, (R 4 2k 44 - THIFLZIBR 0 GAH — BT R, B REER T+ PN B8 HEATWAIE,
HAR LR S 1

1 ZXAMEEMIELHRS

Bt JE s 2 AP R R




AR BE —HEEOAEEL A= 35 B> — 2]
fRIAFN BE IR —HEEOAEEL — 5 B>

oif

i

s

A—HEE>—HEL

oif
CIF

W RS SO CR R i H B ZIAR ED RS2 A FUn L AR v, AR A
o 2 R FHZINRCED A5 BA — B 2 FHAS A o AR PR WL A, AT FRAIRIEAZ 5 PR &%
., W d e P12 (Expectancy Violation Theory) it & FR AR, N R ZIMCED G 1 /MA L
FFE 2R BN R AR TS B 50 2% 1 9L Fn ik 2 (Bettencourt, Dill, Greathouse&Charlton, 1997;
Burgoon&Burgoon, 2001; Roese&Sherman,2007) » Af1XF 5 B & ZIHR BN R A — 1) H br 5w
PABEAT A 22028, R NZIA— B H FRFE S i OB G  IX 2 T AN T A RER
BEAT KN, 38 2 R B — Se SR SR A AR B, A A B S Z0A BN 35 B 4%
B R AR NN R A AE S PE S E TER T 22, ATt 5 B S 2R ENRA — U5
SHEATHRE],  BI UG ZIAR B R 4E R A T AR R CaliE,  #3K, 2006) « Hansen, Raki¢ #1
Steffens (2017) HJSEIAIEH] 73X — i, AT 2503005 18 ASVLEC I AT AR R AN 4 A 2R
B0 s MR BEAS, 5 a0 — AN AN E AR AN bR AR 13 A8 A0, AT
Xof LA BE S VA . S5 2R BN R AE R i [R] L, Zwebner 58 A (2017) 5256 ] DLR
FEX—ILR, R AL o N FAEAE AR L, X — AL 2 (S 40 A AH L2k 42 1R A4 7= AR 3R
HEBNRRSE, BMAMVCOIECN “&8” , MIAZIRFEH2AFIRPRAS, AT
FL AN RIFT S ZIBREN R EEAL . B0 AATINN Katherine M A% KA YRR 2o, 4
A Katherine iX — 4TI V2 A B 503 B KR USR5 AT ZIBRED SR o 17 244 25 vh ik
FAAEREA - T FLZIBR ED R — BRI, AT et sl Fn it — B [

SN, NATIEE HR ARG AT 2 I 0 S ZIRCEN AN (ZIBRENRAZ BA—BMA)
WAZRZ, BIFATE VLR “PRBiarse” o “EH” #HRETX MR K&l T/RE A
XA —HUE A WAERIRHIER, B AT A iy, &HHEANS —3UE BB Sgm i
FIAN R AL B ER AT o IX 2 SRR T 290k b5 RO g DY (R R . IR T &, RN gmfid it
IR 2 AR IR ORAR ) “ AAEIX”, AR OR B AR DhRE, TS g i i g (5 B E
FEHE N RIR ) “AEAAE” e RN B 7E 70 B B A —BUE BBV BRIFAE T, F15E 9
PR R I A BRI R, AT —BUE BACIZ RO R H o A AR B JEAN R B A7 R K B 7R
PILHIA—BUE B, A — 85 B B2 R I 5 T 7 55 5644 1) —8UE Bz %
Fo WO A - T FL 2B ED R VL RC R REAE HEAARTT 5 A2 O, (UEA KRE—BER 508
A—HUE B AN 7 200, AR BRER ERER T, A—8E B2 A B,

FEET R, KT AT L2 BN R — S5 e 12 5 0 i A 07 2 800 T e i
—HUS B ARSI AT, DL AR VT HC 55 75 5% B A (R 52 0 A EATL ) A 0T 18 T K ) e 5%
— AN WETRRAE, MAES IR F . T AN R R S0 R 5 M ER N, &
AT R BN T HE 338 S LR AL A A A

gi b, AHIE SRR A - T AL IR B R — BRSO, il T



RN TR, AR HN R BRI, (AR R T e SN SR, RV BLDL RIS 122%
Rio i, Lea 25N (2007) R B 21 B R FL-5 2E4 BIZIRED R — B0, AR ST 5y
AR B HA U, R ZIRENGAEY RO, LI NATTR 5 ZIREN GRS 1015 2 A2
A, RN TR AR AR FEEE 2 AR BRI, AT 3 BU RS ZE « AWFTORs LA
ERIGRR N4 -THALZIR ED R VL EC R . FR DU — 4R AT R, JRIT#E—
2RI

WU ASHF 72 35 0 UL BC RO RN A, 5 Ttk 4% - T FLZIAR BN G — EVE XS FA 2 IiX
i L R G 2 B SR AR X B A i AL TR N IR T, 3K 10 A ) A R RE 08 S AT SR 5T S 2
IS SEAIRET . A4, FUE I AT AL 2R BN R A — S AN EE TR A RS AR B A A,
FLART 5 UHER A B S RIS, A7 (TR BE (5 2 25 35 K — LR aE A R AAN T B i
A IR CAlE, 23K, 2006) ? 10— A —BUE B 2 MR AT MBS R RERG 7 X
BH A AN — SRR RE 9T R RIS RIS AR A ?

FEXSR LS, A TN SR, X kAL - FL 2R BN B — BUMEXT A2
WAL RE R FETTHIETC o AHE 2R EN G0 HO XU BORERY, AT B B Z AR BN G0 7 Tt 22
TR ZUARCEN R AS S P AN B B BRI, Voat,  2012) W9k A4 - i AL 2B B RO R A
g2 th T A 73 DA P ) 2R 2 2R AT 2R BRI R P 2 5 A A T o AT A 70 T3 A T3 AN Z R
EN G 7 (RABATRE J1) PS5 TR IT R TE » I LARF A RO PR 3 B S S A 9 FR IR (A
WbnitE, o BAIE 2 A -1 FLZIMREN R — B0 5 A — SO B AR I F 7 DAELRL,  [RI xt UG
P 2ONE ) S WAL BEAT FHIGIE o CE BB FEVERIZER AN ZIREN R WA GRS RIRE ) =4k
FE b, k- L2 ED R — S, D2 A HER R, M IER R R, SOBIN A
PEA - ALZIBRCED A — S, CIZ BN ROHER AR, AR IER AR, RN,

2 Pmt 5L . #E4% - LA B R ARl

FE SIS TFAEHT e X 24 5 T AL BEEEAT T, 15 tH R B I 44 = 5 i AL IR 44
FLARMAL, @G- KRG S S ot 2 7 ULRIHAL, miRe IR I k5 Lot 44 7
DAL L. EE 159 2 KAEZ 5050, Hrp Byl 72 44, ol 87 44 (M 4x=21.55
%, SD=2.75)

2.1 HETFEME

B, WML 48 MER Lt BFE N 77 B 7 8 =2 % Ak E #
WEMY KR EERHESHERENESRRRSFEREREREFE
m¥a4E REFHEEL, ANERSNMEHIEST, BN &% N & R
BB BT B A AR E EERMFEREERNRERELC
XA EF FH B KRE T LB K AEF NG IBEAE BRI
RIS, 2 NB IS a4 rp kit e B ot AL, RS ARRE, mREJI/ARRE
1445

PR BT I B B VA S e AL, RS AV, DL R D RIKRE D Bk S



LR I RO BT, ()RR TG BT = e 7O lE. . B, L

PEACAS 2 BT =R e o B0 J7. () REAS 0 T =il B4 7 K. Dt i,
T ET = RURIAE SRR 78 3 Bl s BRI =S L2 7ok . 95, 19

AT = AR R A2 7 O G . Q) RBUS 2 HT =M BE 0 R4 AN B
R, BRI =RUREE I A TS B, [l =it s, &, i, 5
JrET = HUREE I Ay ohdes I7 . W (W3R 2 Bios)

F*® 2 HAMFMNARRIRENR AR NSRBI S =

et e o AT AT (3119 fKAEST

LEEZ e LR e CEEZ e LEEZ e LR e

HE(44)  EF@43)  FK(G3) @4 X(38) A1) &A@ @GBS B42) 1E(55)
W4 wi(G2) k(B8 WR42) 36 W38 G  EGe 1136  J5(46)
®HG2) 560 MG @35 EG2) WG4 G0 #Gs) o G4 HGD

Ve S BR N ATE BRI AL

2.2 mALIEEM

HHL 20 Tk S AL, KRSt 109k, ik 109k, o4 AL, XL
Jr ¥ RAERR R R LA IR TS 55, ARHESESRA PRI IE IR, B R R THE N, 1
FAK, TR, BWEZERIES, BEHELHA. KRB R TRG RS —8%. miLEA
FETE T, 72 24 5 87 4 L pk it fE R I #s S5 B8 JJEAT likert 5 RVFATS
H g &R 1 Fon AR, 5 ZoRIEFEIG: RRERN 1 R iRE, 5 ®oprdEs
A REST o ML AE T FC AP O T AL BTN AR P 2401550 K, 23 B S 2o ek A7 T
MR BT HET, 31 B S AL A . AR B8R, BRI AL 3
ko TSk R 2R R AR 0 fil R M 20 ED R (Macrae&Martin,2007) , i ASHIF 78 i AR 43 I AL
e A B2 B IR B (RLR) 5 e R it (K R) I T AL -

LTREARBIMA BN ALV LR A RV IC, B E . B EREAC
ML 3 5K, Horb A Bl i FL (M=3.29, SD=0.54, t=12.97, p<0.001, 95%CI[0.23,0.34],
d=5.29) . PUEKEFL (M=2.75, SD=0.98, =-6.31, p=0.01, 95%CI[-0.36,-0.15], d=2.57). HE
J1E AL (M=3.18, SD=0.70, 1=6.50, p=0.01, 95%CI[0.11,0.26],d=2.65) . HE K FL (M=2.83,
SD=0.09, t=-4.35, p=0.007, 95%CI[-0.26,-0.07],d=1.78) KITF /14 S 3 B & ZE R+,
HEREA RS RSB T 1, R IEFLATE RS 8RR TR A AR .
3HL 1: DCALIRIZR: ETHFRR KR
3.1 RENSRE

A 3o X DA R T B A R B — o B A 2 S AR E P A s, B Ak
Z-THFLZIAR BN RAEPE B Z T E A ILE S & 312 FN e md . 7ES R, k4 -1 fL
ZINREN R — 3], A2 PR e v, AR RS s, ORI s 2 ek 44— T AL 2 i B
FA—BU, ICIZFINRHERS A, FHRLIERR S, MK



32 ARG
3.2.2 Rk

TEMRRE AR T b, A SCIES ARSI 2Rl b, R GPower3.1 #HT1HEL, 7
ST REA t K50 I NURAEEE R, B R d N 0.80, BEAE/KT o 0.05, 4iitIhak (power)
790.90-0.95, 1FEIFEAEN )y 68-84 N, 73 ASEIR S0 IRAIM A, R4 34-42 N NiLF|
BRI DL R B R G DA, AP R — B AR 80 N, 43 Ay SEIG2H 5 0t HEZH
H, F4H 40 N

WF9E 1 PRR VR R 17~28 % 222E 80 44 (M 4+¢=20.70 %, SD=2.08), H:rf 5k
354, ZetE 45 . SIS AR B, JET— e A 0 i SR 1 LS RE
3.2.2 ERE I

RIIA 2B vs.k4) X2 (BHFL vs. &AL AT, RAERNFE ARG, &
80 LRI BANL A AP, — 2 NZIRA—BU, —4UNZIR—8H Rz RS
PEZIRED R —350 o AR S50 1) PR 7AR B g B R U 56 v 17 TR P38 DA B S B o BRI S
JE—2, BInt 6 XA I E 4 ST LIS ECHETICAZ IR, MR 6 4, Bkt —i

B4
3.2.3 LI MR

S0 1 AE AR IR IR 2 P A T =1, b YA D WL i, ot
By Wi 75, I IS T FLADRE A A Lot R 5 I A T LA A BIRE X o TR 4 T B
PRI b, TSR W SR U AR 8 LIk B P LA o VAT, RS — S A R A Lotk
L 73 o0 S SR A, Ak AL A0 00 I e At ik 44 o AR — B AR AR B, 92 itk
FLor ARt R e 4, BT LA B B B 4L . SEER S 8 S) LT s, R
A E-Prime2.0 F2/F7 52 )%

3.2.4 ERAEFF

ZIMA—BUEH S 20— B 80 N, BFXAH — NENSER S, TR A9 5 34T
RERS, Horb B S 3 N2 — 5L, WS Y N ZIR — 8. kil ks =
AR TACAZI NS - RT3 e i B IS B B, B B 2R oI S I AU
(K 1),

HE R

Bkt ER R

15000ms-

5. EF R

IR

1 SRR EE.



FEACAZI BB SR O LT 6 3 4 5 5 ALEEATICAZ, B0 445 5 AL B () 3
Mo, LSRG, SRR 15 ARSI TE . FERRRH B, bRy Dy L
T FL I3 IR0 10 44 7 ELAJe i T I TRD AR R 195 2, RN RTIE 6 5K SLATRERERLFP B,
FRPAAE OAF 6 M4 il ik H 5T AL IEM MBS 42 (B 2) o TFLMRE excel A2R%
WELHOIFr AL HES1 LT 5P RO o

TH LIS FE LA 4 7

L
Fet

s K= dZEW fER BN kEL TEN

B 2 ML B A FLIEFEC X B B F R

33GR

ARIIAESS Sy 6 4, WOH SIS IR 7 6 3, R 1 AR 1 4y, BRI
FEH5 2 R R A Cohen’s d ZFM &, 24 0.00<d<<0.20 i, RUFAFE 45 R AR
ANRERE; 2 0.21<<d<<0.79 I, RIAS TR SRR B RN 2 d=0.80 I, K
A BN 45 S R BAT R R o

EIERRE b, ZIBRCA—EUH 850 8 133 43 (M=3.33, SD=1.72) ; ZIMR — 5485 182
5 (M=4.55, SD=1.69) « ZIHR — 4 LA FE o0 2 3 o T 2RO — B BRI B 8 0y (=-3.21,
p=0.002, 95%CI[-1.98,-0.47], d=0.72), MEHIFEARA—FO 2k 44 - FLZIBR BP G AC 12 FA I IE
B LA AP IS

TERE IR B b, ZIBCA— B R BI 9 1017.599 7 (M=25.44, SD=6.22) . ZItR—
B B NI A 713.89 75 (M=17.84, SD=8.30) o ZIHR — F2H e NI {2 2 7T ZIRCAS — B4 e
NiF (=-4.63, p<0.001, 95%CI1[4.33,10.86], d=1.04), PFIFEARAR— B0k 44 -1 FL %R B
FACAZ A S S B A BRI o
3.4 it

TEARSIGH, ZIR—SHBZIRA — B B R m, ROV R .. RN T
A ST LI ECS AR 212 AAEERE T, BT AR 2RO BOIn AR 57— B BOw At
SRR (GRS, 2012), P BRUZTH b1 Jefnt Tk 44 B 24 B 11 5l 1 ST FL S
2 EA HIE R AT (2 RFREE, 2016) , TMHIX—HI/E— 2 2R _EX AR R —I 0
RS T H Bl 2 B e £ S TR, AMETR S TR A I,
i BEfRTAE T AATTx i 4 -TH AL ECW A ez n Tl 72, 56 AATEA AR B, ik e
T NS EE e 55 e P R 75 22 (Stern, West, & Rule, 2015) o 24k & — 80, #r=E—
Fpt o) 2 T B ARSI X — N ER RS AT, AATRESEHER EIZ .



WA R PEROR s T 38 AN — SO, 47 A —Fh 5l 2 T A 2 RS (lHESS:, 2006)
BRI EE 6 AT BAEAZ P A i BB
4 W5 2. DLECIZZ RN : T ZIREIR A B KR L
4.1 5 2a: #EZ-TFL-ABFRREIRIBIZHEIA
411 R AR SREK

0 3o X A SR B BAE 2R 58 o B 2R B B A SO B P AR R ], B
Fo ik 44 - FLZIAR BN RAE B 2 T B ILEC S B XA IZ Bl semd . bk, Mk
THALZIBR BN R — B, A2 PN e 5, MRIEW R m, SO k4 - T L)
WRETRA =SS, Q2PN AR, A IER AR, OB
412 FFF T

(1)

St 2 WK BRI R AL 17~25 B 242E 80 44 (M ##=20.88 ¥, SD=2.10), FHr 5k
46 4, i34 4 SEREE R i A T B0k R 77 N A s g i s A

(2) LB

ARSIy 2 (G B4 vs VB IRIEAS) X2 (VG E T AL vs VB IR T L) AOZELIA) ¥t
— A EERREAWL-IE LIRS, 5 A BRI N AL-PIEZIREN G, KA &N A RS
WM Ak BRI AR B A Sy 1 AT SR, s ) e 1) A AN [ 3 R ) 2 S [ A 9 EE A
PRGN 73 AR, ASEI Xt SRge BT T & T NSRRI B A IR, HE L
B 72 g B, 2013), NARHISEIGKE 55000 | AR, FR A I R AT 55
FidH, ASZIG e BT 7o 4 R BB T AL =5k (B 1Ak, & 29K), EIREmE AL =5k (O 2
i, 2o 1K) eI AR, Ja. B I, RAEEA L B B TN A S,
TSR AR &, (AL 5 A% 1 T PRI I o AR S50 1 R A B A i 5 v 1
B LA KRNI, THor TR R SRS 1.

(3) sEE#4KH

ASLIG ARSI 1 A R R S5 RAR L 2N — B AR A ALy
BT RS PAE 4, AR T L7 90 L i PG 44 o ZIBR— SRR RHUAR B, s s
THIFL A3 % . A e 4, AR A AL 23 D0 RARIAE ek 4%, LA 5 ek 42 M A — B,
o] DR ) A B de BT 22

(4) ERARFF

L5 1 A1 1A
41348

BB 72 TR RIS 1o A2 IERR L b, ZIBRAS— 4L 738 160 70 (M=4.00, SD=1.65) ;
ZIB—BUER B8 191 4y (M=4.77, SD=1.72) . ZItR—BUA IE#AE S50 B8 m T ZIRA — 3
HIEHIE B9 (=-2.06, p=0.043, 95%CI[-1.52,-0.03], d=0.46), #IEFEIRA—EOFE4-MH
FLZIR D GACAZ PN IR A B B 88 KT (5



TERE RS SIS b, ZIBRAS— B4 5 S R 2y 897.48 7 (M=22.44, SD=6.93) , ZIti—E4H
SN 710.108 7 (M=17.75, SD=7.90) o ZIH— U B I  25 /D T ZIARAS — B OB
i (.=-2.82, p=0.006, 95%CI[1.38,7.99], d=0.63), #IFFRIRA—BOF k4 - FLZI EN R id
AEDNGOIIVUNEE RS S AR
4.1.4 11ig

TEWRE 2a 1, ZIBR — B2 — SR M IERR R R, RO 800 o 7E A TR
B BRI B B B, ZIARCED G5 BRSNS 44 5 AL 43 0 st 1 S R BEFE TE
AR A B HE B SN F - ZAE B2 228 (Macrae&Martin,2007) , I #5 — F #UE 2 E B
ANVC K W FE T 2 A K0 U (Mason et al.,2006) , AATTHEPH S Ay is FH 5 5 S ZIRED % —
UG B AL X —INFES, T NEEHRE (Govorun&Payne,2006) o F 112 ZIHk BN 5 4E 3 4F
R AT ek 42 - T FLAL & PR IO T 22 2 BEAIK R, #3k,  2006) o BLA 07 Ay
TEAE 22 B R 1 A5 IR R 3 T LR 51 ) B BB s, iR G 2 ik AL B 51
(Okubo, Ishikawa, &Kobayashi,2015;5KWN RN, Zat, 5K@F, 2016) . AW Adat, AL
5 55 TH FLIR 51 /7 553 A 5% (Otta, Folladore, &Hoshino,1996) , 17 F T L — B AF bt i i FLIK
51770 LG ke STmLECT i, ARG ) E T B s —5, R AFE AL
KPR GRFAZR S, 2006) o {HLE LU TE Hp B 0T 2 42 B RB R BR 10T, AHiF 7l
HH A SR 78 06T T T AL I 25 ZRR B 5 DA R S 3 45 SR HE 5 tH 2 2R ED R S TRALIRIRE A =
IG5, HmEm s & s N LB s] 7).

4.2 BH5T 2b: A -HFL-8E D ZIR BN RABAZ A
421 FFFRE K 5/

08 T X DA RN TR B A R 58 B B AR B A SO i Re 1 AR B s,
Fe k44 T FLZIAR ED RAEBE 0 2 0 LM UC RS 5 A2 F A sem . sk, k44—
T FLZIBED R —Bh), A2 N 2, MRNER R, RNV M- T AL Z)
WEDRA—E0F, A2 AR R A, AR IERA BEAR, RO
422 R TTE

(1) ik

WA 2b BRI BRI BRL 17~24 %222 80 44 (M #4=20.79 %, SD=2.02), H:rh Bk
40 %, LMk 40 4. SBGEE R — ) fEm i B R R B R O 30 AR S I Y B

(2) LRI

ARSI R 2 (FRE ST UE4S vs ARBE S 42) X 2 (Frfg J1TH L vs MR AE J1TH L) B4R BT, —
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Matching memory effect: The Influence of Name-Face Stereotypes on
Recognition

AbstractPeople have name stereotypes, which suggest that the name corresponds to the kind of
face, gender, personality and personalcharacteristics. Individualsalso have facestereotypes where the
face corresponds to a certain name, gender, personality and personal characteristics. In previous studies,
researchers tended to focus on the individual attraction level of name-face stereotypes, the gender
tendencies of names, and facial attraction, confirming that the individual has a higher attraction when
the name is consistent with the gender orientation of the face performance.However, questions have
been raised about the schema filter model, associative network model, and encoding flexibility model
and whether consistent information promotes recognition or not.

Based on this information, this study divided the evaluation indices into gender, warmth, and
competence by referring to gender cues and the stereotype content model (SCM), to investigate the
influence of name-face stereotypes on recognition. It further explored the influence on recognition
when name-face stereotypes were consistent or inconsistent.We first selected 159 college students to
complete a questionnaire survey, during which they were asked to rank the experimental materials of
names and faces according to gender, warmth, and competence.We then utilized E-prime 2.0 to conduct
three sets of experiments on stereotype memory recognition. Study 1 had 80 participants divided into 2
groupsfor the name-face-gender experiment. Thiswas followed by a 2*2 intergroup design, an
independent variable for the name-gender stereotype that represented a masculine and feminine name,
and another independent variable for the face-gender stereotype with a male and female face. In the
experimental (inconsistent) group the female face corresponded to the male name and vice versa, with
the control group being the consistent group. Study 2a had 80 participantsdivided into 2 groups for the
name-face-warmth experiment.In the experimental (inconsistent) group a high level of warmth-face
corresponded to the low level of warmth-name, while the low warmth-face matched the high-warmth
name. Contrariwise, in the contrast (consistent) group the warmth of the face was kept consistent with
the warmth of the name. Study 2b’s 80 participants were divided into 2 groups for the
name-face-competence experiment.The experimental (inconsistent) group’s materials displayed
low-competent faces corresponding to high-competent names, and high-competent faces matching
low-competent names. The control (consistent) group was the opposite. To control the differences due
to gender variables, in Study2a&2b the gender of the face was kept consistent with the gender of the

name.



The results illustrated the following: (1) The total ACC score of the consistent gender in the
name-face stereotype groupwas significantly higher than that of the inconsistent group, and the
response time in the consistent group was significantly lower than that of the inconsistent group. (2)
The total ACC score of the consistent warmth in the name-face stereotype group was significantly
higher than that of the inconsistent group, and the response time in the consistent group was
significantly lower than that in the inconsistent group. (3) The response time of the consistent
competency in the name-face stereotype group was significantly lower than that of the inconsistent
group.

In conclusion, when the name-face stereotypes were consistent, people better recalled their
memory, which we coined the matching memory effect. This research aimed to increase the evaluation
dimension of name-face stereotypes and desired to improve on consistent and inconsistent studies
regarding name—face stereotypes. The arguments regarding the schema filter model, associative
network model and encoding flexibility model were also addressed.

Keywordsname stereotype, face stereotype, recognition, stereotype content model, matching memory

effect
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