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ey ATRINF  515% o REMESZON, ek . RaEE W, 2ERaWE . 264
NI RGBS ABRSE 7 | Sllgh © . TR &7 AR RS m

X2 IFFE RS IR T 20 TH4D 40 4548, 20 tH4D 80 4RRTF LRGN, 2000 455 IR Sl SURg K .
SE AN —FRRSGN, ZR T X, SERHERTSETNES, AR TR
ABB 2R, W& HIES k==, RPITIESFUES K=" o BEWATEVEN A2, LrER
PR R H O, A AR R B 42 £, T RE S (g8 SCAk R ra i ) 53 R N T BH N, Lt
FFEAME L R TEE MBI RESERNEN Y Bk AX ARSI R] Tz
K, —HE A, BEEASMAEEILER, SIRTEREINBWLGEL, Btk T A SRS,
MBAR T RBEA T = 687, FSEMASSZ M B T o (BRI W A2 3804 otk
RAAIE 9 25 i B 44 B0 A SR 23 1 55, RIS 55 k42 T 5 | K MR B R 23 R Ol ek 42 B e AR T RAEAIE

BRI AT X R S S A 5 R AN NPRS R, MAARERE T B4R G 25IR
PR BRZS BE LR IS LR N BR S BE R 5 54 A — 2. BRILZ A1, A RRFFE b s U 2 1k 44
AR 2 R E RS, S 5 SR T BE 2 P IAR S A= 1% o () 42 14 LA G 1T e SIS 28 1 7= A 5
Wi o I o e B LT FLAR X F RN L& 5 AT 206 1, [ EAT B LRAAE (Y
FRAE, BB 0E 44 5 25 | R AR R AR O i 1 AR, R, AR RASCIR:, BB S A NTE
TR T80, LA SIS N B PR AS BE RS2 o WFR o A S0, 9288 1 DA S 0 U 48 v ik
AW BERIRON, R 2 (B Bk vs. &) x2 (5SS EEAMERE 3 —H v~
—E0) WALV, B TAER TS, BEEASTIREE RN BB ILNFREH,
Xt & A AR TE R R . SE8 2 AN BRIRARIIES (implicit association test, TAT) JEFH5E &1
ZITE R NBRABRASEE, RIT 2 (Bt B ovs. ) x2 (HEAERIM . 5 ovs. &) x2 (45
B REHL : M vs. NS ) IRELEIIT, BARILES RS & 0T LIS 2 LR R, fit
NGNS BPEA X G B LR, BT B35 144 (N S BP0 TR, (Ht T = e

2 ZR—: SFWUANFEERABMLINE

21 %

2.1.1 #ik

KH] G*Power 3.1.9.7 XA IImFEA AT R MG ", X TARRSEE B 2
BTN, R FEVEKTF a=0.05 HPEHNE (f=0.25) B, HAT] Power=0.80 ) B EEA R 50
34, ARSI FEALIER 86 A WIS 5 S5, ik — 44 gl th S i Bl L R4 85 . i 53 36 A,
w49 N, SFEIE 18 ~ 24 %, IR M=19.61 &, SD=0.71 % . FFA#ERY 0 355 IE R0 15 K
R, BPRART, BAES 55, SREHUR R B SE IR

2.1.2 LIRS {EE

% RS LAEWEFE P AL B S R R a7 A e, PR AR S A R R A R, ik
BUE IS R WS S04 (ABB) 5IEZ 14 (AB) 4% 104>, Hh oAbtk 4 5 B Ak it 4445 104>,
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W 1 R AP IEAL LTS I/ INR AR A TEITE A4 48 1, ZORPORAESLI RTINS h 2 A TE
AiE R RIERN, A WS IS 2S5, b S gl A8 21 Az 17 v ELAAR 8 R T S5 A 5

K] E-Prime2.0 SEATHE I 2 il S5 4RI EE , RIS BUAE 11 P Bonan ROW R L, ey
2160 x 1440155, WIFF 60Hz , PR HTET 54 40 cmo RINE S5 Hh , ZORGG 1E4 L BUR Y 7
RAAE AR N . 2O B AR S S PRI, RO/ 4.87° ~ 7.55° x 1.44°, J5lkEAL
IR YRS B, BRI ‘47 (1.0°x 1.0°) 2.86°, 7 HlK/N R 1.0°, HEHLEILE
— R B R e

1 BEHZS5EEFEHRA

Table 1 Repeated two-syllable names and non-repeated ones

BEIEHS ERA G B ELEA e !
IR E/8 I %
JialA] E/8 gl %
e E/3 S '8
UL /8 ZEHT '8
A % LN '8
JE B E 5 JHa 5
(ZEy % Lz 5
IMbith 5 PMh 5
XRR % PUES 5
B 7 et i

2.1.3 ERFIT5HE

R 2 (BAMER]: Btk vs. &t x2 (HIS S EMANERE 8 —H s A—80) MRA
SEg Tt b ERA AR RIS & S AR —BO AN AR . PAS A SR IAT 55 1) S
B T 6 43

BB E AN ANGRL, SRS AE R B 24 h HIWE AR A AR R Rl A RN, WARAETE,
MRS E 25098, SRS S, JeAvt R BRSPS A IR e MG S
56 BT IR

T EHLE A FERE TP IR BL—A> 500 ms FYFIEE “+7 FERLS, EALEIER SR 500 ms AR5,
B e T e A AN B — 0 B SRS E44 L 1000 ms G2k, BHABTR (Argo) 25 AOBIFSE,
PR, BRI RS, TS TR P % B 0 A 3 e
B N, BORPORLAIWT o RIWAIE, AR, W CFT OB, LA, W (17 O, AE
PRIEIER RGO TS ERAVEZS, 45 3000 ms PN ICHEE SO RIS 2k o il al i 3000 ms RAIEZ
BT IR, LA Shic R SRR, S 1 FR.

SERIAE S5 3 90 MYk, AT 10 MRV LR BB, T 80 MRV IER LS, RO IE S50 45
RINAGE 7M. R T T SO0 X SERG (2, B 44 53R S 44 B A2 A 60 & A 5 0
TEFOR N BEDLIH T, SL8h—i sl S s WA e e, S E W ATEA MR SE 855, SR
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RN EIIRERL, 55— RO WIAR B . PIRRSE R IEAL 5 " 3 S B A T — M A 48
A IR AE S5 W EAREM AR, SBaATaiist, RAMIRR, WRILH 3 ~ 504

1 RN RTEE
Figure 1 Flowchart of the dot prob task

22 HBREDIW

W8 DATERF G B AR B %, SIS S sF <200 ms B >1000 ms A EHE K Fi5 0 B e - A 5400 ™

2.2.1  RMETRIEE R A5

ARSI A E — SRR A E S S 2 05 ) 5 A — S CERIMNE B IR E AR B kA s )
PR A SR 2 2 B, Horh, B8 595 (Mac Leod ) 5 I0EHT ( Mathews ) #0571 ,
TR EREW IR ", BOIEE, R B ik i R R

F2 WAW—H. F—BEFENSPRER (M+SD, BfI: ms)

Table 2 Subjects’ reaction times to consistent and inconsistent detection points (M+SD, unit: ms)

e K P Vw2
M SD M SD M SD

3 390.82 75.02 395.05 84.76 4.23 18.45

@ 378.55 62.65 381.06 63.34 2.51 13.18

J=s 383.74 68.01 386.98 73.03 3.24 15.55

E: REEEm® S = (AIBr—ABr) + (ABI-AIBl) ] /2, AP A=# %, B=3KMNE, =4, r=%),

222 WHEBEULHIANERT —BHFEEINN

VRN AR &, 30T 2 (M) 3B vs. 2 ) x 2 (RIS & i k4 M B R — 3 — 3 vs. R —
BO 2T GOREI, RIBORE B0 EROA% B, F (1, 83) =3.87, p=0.053, 7,’=0.05,
I 5 B 4% R B — SO R A R R (M=383.74) MG T IS B ik 4% B 7 B AR — 5K
(M=386.98) M Nilt; BRI 800, F<1, P 526 B2 g B ERARE, F<l.
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3 R SERAMARARKERW

31 &
3.1.1 #ik

K G*Power 3.1.9.7 AU RREA R 7 1, BERR IR ) E A I R Oy 25 4 M aE Y B M KO
a=0.05, TR (f=0.25) , THAE] 80% ST K-/ MEA SR 50, A SEIRREALIEHIR M
BBt 62 B R FHES 59, L3714, B2 4, 19 ~ 224, IR M=19.63 %, SD=0.68 % .
JA BRI SO ERLI IR, BRARIT, AES 55 E R E R

3.1.2 LIkl 5{LEE

WS — i i 2 AR AT 3 37 AR (BA 104, LA 27 4, PR M=19.78,
SD=1.34 ) XL HATHRIN 5 s0F5r, 1ARERMI ok, 5 ARRMmm B, SRRt 3 X975
K/ mEE s SEEE A W EA L B ks, SERGERIE 3 iR,

73 WMRREERITESR (M+SD)

Table 3 Concept word selection rating scale (M+SD)

L PR ] 44 LA 1 k44
B M=SD |20 M £SD B M = SD S M=+SD
ZENT T 1.68 +0.92 =T 224+1.04 EAFHEH 424 +0.72 BF 4.51+0.51
Kl 1.76 £ 0.80 il 2.22+0.92 JE R 3.27+1.15 JEa 3.97 £ 0.93
EAN 2.14 +0.95 iy 2.70 + 1.00 BNt 2.70+1.18 s 3.59+1.04

JE IR IS % P e (Fiske ) 48 AMBFSE ik HIITAN BE 1 SIRBE A A0AE KT
SCIA)E o PN TR M A S RO I A IA) T, S AR B PPAN BE ) 48 3 55 1 a8 M) S PPAN I 8 5 vk 1) e P )
%104, i 64 24 RAEE (34 254, 30 4k, FHAERN M=19.83, SD=1.53) Xf 40 Malifd#EfT 7
SCEFVESy, PRIEH YRR ANHT 8 MAlE, WSS 4 R

F4 EBMHRES (M+SD)

Table 4  Attributive word selection rating scale (M+SD)

eI 4ERE TR R

RE i 55 [IEE) 1597 Tt 55 VK 555
TR Y 5.12+1.44 TCRERY 2.16 +1.34 K 5.56 +1.30 JoALAY 2.14+1.30
LRVALL] 5.09+1.51 TR 2.31+1.33 FIZEF) 5.55+1.31 ZITEH 203+1.21
BEIR 505152 FHEAEK  270£1.50 FHIEAK  552+1.23 ey 2.50 +1.50
RET I 4.98 +1.30 R G 273 +1.41 PRIEEY 5.45+1.32 TeIEHY 2.69+1.58
H A1 497+ 135 S 2.89+1.43 T 5.36 + 1.31 ARARY 2.89+1.48
=yl 4.94 +1.39 HAERY 3.56 + 1.60 EUI 5.34+1.34 HRAM 2.97 +1.69
Hie4 i 4.81+1.42 RELRY 3.05+ 146  AFLHA  531+1.34 P 2.98 + 1.61
A5 477+1.38 TSR 2.75+1.60 TRZRK) 5.30 £ 1.40 SRR 3.11+1.53
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SRR S — . PIRRIBCAE S I, BRI S B B O 0 SR A T R N .
Sy AT S JE P, ARSI/ K 3.15° ~ 5.01° x 1.44°, JEIEIEA/INK 5.01° ~ 8.17° x 1.44°, 525y
Pras BRI 07, R L 14339,

3.1.3 FEIiEit5iE

K2 (BTN B ovs. o) x2 CHEBES]: Fvs. o) x2 (WA SEEWFM R EME: HE
vs. AAHZS ) IRG I, #alth i ol Ag i, WA SR EHA PN AR R, DL IR
5 (implicit association test, IAT) #1754, KASE R D HSRVET .

E 2 MBI REE

Figure 2 Flowchart of the implicit association test

[ SEge—, SEspil 2ok A P2 W ARSE, A7 IR SE AR 1 h JCIR] 44 W] ik A A W] 2 5 J5 22
SH . PHRTEHE TIN5 P ARRA, DARE T 5 AR T A BT A X R AR . S5 B34 A
THy, BORIE G AT BRI A AL, ISR E S5 L G ~ 3 MO IR TAT 525 .

K F E—prime2.0 Zit il b7 1 (1 P9 B IBC AR 50 A2 7, 0 5643 2 AN /NI SG, REAS /NG 23k 7 A4
block, %4> block FUESRANT . (1) X &G SIS E 4047 32 WL, (2) M—XFaE 1k /
SSUELEAT 32 AP SHIWE, TGS X AR / VKA TIESEA T 32 A HIWT;  (3) 2k XAREAT ST
16 AR (4) IERNSLE . XTHIAAT S5 I4T 64 WA (5) BBy SIEES T 8 ik
FEE RN (6) R3] MARKIZAT S HEAT 16 2 (7) IERSR . WAL 5 T
64 AT FEFNWT o A T TAHENUF RN A SEIREE SR, (3) (4) F1(6) (7) BT AE R A TP,
(1) A (5) BT e IR TP . Bl e S g — RS —, S — S a R E 3 ~ 5 434k
ARLLSE I —

32 BREDM
SRR (Greenwald ) %5 NS H 0 TAT S8 AMHT D73 7, A S o A 0 sl O 1 X 5
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B B (E A X 5 T 80%, CTCAUIBRE I o K B I HEAT AR AR : R AR U RN B SRR 8
ARV Y SR <300 ms % 300 ms i, >3000 ms (3% 3000 ms ic; R4 MK /RFES A ( Greenwald
et al., 2003) #2HH A D (ETHHE PR BRI N AR : KA >10000 ms B SIBR,  [RIE5IBR A
10% LL_E <300 ms AUBEREE , K8V i 52 0 5 e S ~F- 349 TEAff s g st + AR L s g o A 22
AT 55 S AR BAT 55 1Y BN I 22 B LA AT 1K RO BR E 22 IR A A BRI “DE” o FH SPSS 23.0 X 4b B
e BRI TS 3

XiFBE 1 4 SR B 4R B (Y D E I TR K, S5 R K ILARE 4R D H (0.29+046)
1 (61) =4.87, p<0.001, IEBELEER D (-0.40+0.32) , 1 (61) =—9.64, p<0.001, 4&5HF Ui xS
B E A R B IR HLRE T3 A N Bl R

PEAT 2 (RO Bovs. ) x2 (HEAMNEE: B ovs. ) x2 (HHRHEEZTHE: H
25 vs. AHRES ) MGy 22508, 20 05 S 7E e S Re 4R L T 5 R R AR Y
PEAFEA H B APRBE TN . 7EXTRE I 4ERE BN BEIT M b, k44 5 A8 B2 A AR 8 1 2000 3
F (1, 60) =10.28, p=0.002<0.05, 7,=0.15, W4 SEEME (SEE4 56805 /S5 HL 56
5 ) BYSNEET (M=994.01) W3 Tk SREAME (REES 5aeim / EE a4 55 ) W
R (M=866.38) o HAEM TR EE, ps>0.05, 1EXTRBEAERE N EITEMN T, 4 558 EE
BWRERNIBE, F (1, 60) =42.11, p<0.001, 7,=0.41, W 5EEAE (BHEL SRR/ EB5
WA 50K ) BRI (M=786.34) WEMTHA SEEAME (Buiks 50k /eS8 ks S5 )
RN (M=1014.75) o HARMEOL AR, ps>0.05. Jr 20 Hras A=l 3 s,

s

AHZE AHZE
AHHZ AHHZE
1500 1500
E 1000 E 1000
= =
= =
1 1
500 500
0
k4 hrgdacza Piea ez k£

E: EEARAGSE, ERABBELEE; *p<0.01, #FHp<0.001,
E3 BEENEFEDHER

Figure 3 The results of repeated measurement ANOVA
3, +
4 tig

AWFFCE L P R, B A B EE AN E . ARSI, &SRR
A4 P B —FRRER B I 44 250, RT LA R AT TR O 1), A [ 9 o 331 -5 A [l ) 4 e ) 22 1)
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LA BEMES . RPNt Ed By, 5 WA RmE AIXEL A E A RAPRSE,
A5 B W44 O AR L T AR B8 i 40 9O ot O Sl 2 ELRE 1) TS, 45 2RI AN 52 B R ) 45 1k 44
B P ) {5 1) OS2 00 o AR5 e AT D6 B AT S L BT 7S B9 T LR AR A L S T LA B 5 1 3 8 i 1)
ROmi ', ARCIEMEEREZ b, B R BT B AT B L R R B A, B AL A R
GORE=X AT NG R RPN AT N (NP e SR CR AP 12 DT S I S 1 -2 ] YN
BE IR EEIFA -, AN S5 4 09 N R HAE e, JF X — R0 A 252 5
124 PR ) B ) KR o RO, ARSI e BB ) O N 2% 52 B Ik 44 P i) -5 0 4 A o e s A — B
AR S o

41 SENRZSIXERIVERRO, AEEEINER

S — B I AT A TE R A 100 0 ORI, RIS M BRAE 2 3 0044 i B SRR % S I I S
KU BF WA STIUREEMI . SN AT REAE T &5 14 0] DIIE 2L R, B 2LRHIE & & 1k 4
SR NN TREFE R BN, W51 A SR LA ARG 2, WS AT 2 502 5 Bt T o, LAk T 3 &
LG A e, fe it NSO R BEATT . TR DN 07 22 0 A 4 R R sl ) 5 Ik 424 02 15 O B i AP AE
LHAEM, SUTFERBEAAT . R R RETE T2 LR ok i 2 52 52 2 i in 15 oK s pLY IR BR A% ik
D TR B B URHIE A 2 S R ANTSRZU A M RSz, AT A VR 1) o T AH LG 722
JUTAL, B4 I B RS LA IE IS T 55 00, AL B2 F H A G n LA T Bl
RO SR AR o BEAh, AREARE BB, BILE TR, 22t = Af17E
JLEW (6 ~ 102 ) | HAEY (11 ~ 15%) AN IAFSONEI X 2/ N S ROGER, T AE
FHRY (15 ~ 19 %) MRNHEOGHR, AR A B B 2o PEAR HE T 55 P2 e B g 4l JL R g ) %
EL VAT D ARG 0 T4 LR GBI GBS, AR SEER B eI A B RE AR Ak 155 30 B AF:
R, BILER BROE R IK BN K, PRI 1k 44 5 | e 083 B O 1) B0 AR AN [R50 2 (B AN 77 7 3

ZSto
42 SBURDHEENRRAGRSENRERBENRE

S A I AN P R B 5 22 20 Al SR AT TR BAT B 5 40 9 N N RS B D T 2 ELBE 5
— Rl PR T RE A T A4 R T ALE TS 2 LR R OSSR, PRI AT TR N BN RS BE A A2 31 52
JUEZR 5 55— R T RS2 S k44 5 R T ATROBUREZE ™, AR AT TSE At TR AR A
R ELRE Ty, MAh, ARSCHARE 1 Ik B RGE BEX PR BRSNSk iR A 5 RN BR
BEA—HAYEIN, ARRAIBTTE T L E— PR TE B  144 SAE X A PR L A R MR R A RS 2 5 A B
SRR

AT R B A BN 0z, LSS RO FAZ BB . k4 P T AT, SR
NWFREFIEA—E " o ATRE S SR i I B AR AT ¢, Bk 2 b THBRIWIBBL, A RITERIX 4]
JURERZE AR . THEA A B S FLI A2 PEAR L T 55 ] RE S A7 A B e A B2 1) S8 J L L7 ST 3800
ARHRMEFE T L BE— 125 JEAF RS I R X SR A 20, ERFSAEL) LGN R YA B By, 2 2 N LIEDR
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WG AT R AR TR B / AR E W4 BN PR B A5

5 &ip
SEA TS K ERAE SRR, EENZEEA ZER; MM EE 4 0 MR N R RE iR
oE, VRBEVEMN T S, 2h AN S2 44 1 S B ) 5 o R )
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The Attentional Bias Effect of Repeated Two-syllable Names and
its Effect on Implicit Interpersonal Attitudes
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Abstract: Names are an important identity feature for individuals, not only in social cognition but also
in social interaction. As a special category of names, repeated two-syllable names have attracted attention
due to their ability to elicit infant iconographic effects. In this study, two experiments were conducted to
explore the attentional bias effect of repeated two-syllable names and its effect on implicit interpersonal
attitudes (competence/warmth dimension). Experiment one manipulated subject gender and stimulus
congruence with the repeated two-syllable names, with reaction time as the dependent variable, and
required 72 subjects to complete a dot-detection task. Experiment 2 manipulated subject gender, name
gender preference and name compatibility with attitude ratings, and asked 62 subjects to complete an
implicit association test in both the warmth perception and ability perception dimensions, using D-value
and reaction time as dependent variables. The results of Experiment 1 found a significant main effect of
the location of the stimulus appearance and the consistency of the superimposed name location, but no
significant difference between the genders; the results of Experiment 2 found a significant one-sample
t-test for D value and a significant main effect for name and attitude compatibility in the warmth and
competence dimensions, but the rest were not significant. Conclusions: The repeated two-syllable names
elicited an attentional bias, and there was no difference in the attentional bias elicited by males and
females. People implicitly rated the holders of the repeated two-syllable names as warm and competent,
which was not influenced by the gender of the subjects or the gender orientation of the names.

Key words: Repeated two-syllable names; Attentional bias; Implicit Association Test (IAT); Interpersonal

attitudes; The dot-probe task
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