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(2) BAL . MK HE Gupta 45 (2014) W BFSE, JF & T 28 A IR 19 3 5 LA 5 %0 4 ED 5 s
h T R UESE IR R A A R S AL — A RIS A ) SR B R BRI BRI A AL 2 )
WEET 51 2 5% (A5 MBA 2 G0 ;27 4 5 M 24 2 ok) S Bk, 25 % b
B 43 C 1] 5 — o SC b ) — ol , 22 5 Bl SRR 45 s e 7 R R IEAL Al AR AR 1 AR R AR
PR, T AR AE W Lot X (Bergeron %,2006)

SCUESE RS T SO SR A AR . BART AR RS R BN RN B B A v
FRIEA WM 225, F(2,48) =75.924,p <0.01, S5 trai REY, Wi B 2L A
(M=2.06)1Z 5HRZHEHHAS S5H (M =4.41) A A0 # B2 B HERAE,p <0.01, HIF 3
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B SRAG = AS BRITEAS B\l BL 2 (Scheaf 45 ,2019) 1 il ] 75 B2 1] 25 7 22 KRR 1 AT L4
Z VLR IE B 1) 38 5K S0 b ML 23 4 2 25 30 SR AR R AL ES 52 ) 38 3R 22 681 v BIL 23 11 XU 7 7T 2 52
TN 3) T RZE PP T R — Kl (« =0.831) R FORF S fi R &, K1
FoR“EARNINGET 5 FKoRtE AN . MG, S5 8 R SRR = AN RIS A AR N E A 0
P IE % ( Bar-Anan 25,2006 ; Chen 25,2018’ ; Liberman F1 Trope,1998' ') (o =0.913) , H{k P
1) ZAN AT EZ AR RT3 B R NEUN B BOR BT BUE BRI G 1
1 ~5:52) 2 A b AR W 52 B0 s B iz 8 i m BEME A 20 (IR m 4wt i) 7 1 R “ e RnlaE”,
5 FRTERNEE; (3) TR AN AT =4 IR & BRI K P o i e A JE N7 AR Y
(20 F2k W) AT AE G 2E SR PIKKEE A1 ~5, K5, 3 5&EERMEZE %A
F 4032 )

N T RIE R B HER P, 2 5 T (] A A DL IE A TN B B T R ], R
18 2 1) S0 h e A # H0A JUAR 0 TAEZ 552 ) Witk o v e Bl 2 1 Bl AR A M, Il 22 s R
(2 5 F W MOC R0 6 b 2

(4) B850 B0, ARS8 L T B P R Lo Ve N 1 A LA T N IV GE 2 5 1 10 22 57, 45 R W,
FHEMLZHEIERE (1= -1.324,p>0. 1) LR TAREW (1= —1.526,p>0. 1) FHRIAFIEZE . &
1SR T AIL2 DA s BRI 25 (%) Y9 (8 b o 22
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# 1 FE AN AT FL I B R MR SR
T H A BRAMG ZEREA THAR I EE LA
N
L2 3T 44 3.219(0.751) 3.566(0.738) 3.192(0.813)
INS: ¥ 21 3.344(0.832) 2.990(0.503) 3.192(0.820)
N 32 33 40
ol
B2 4 3.092(0.791) 2.591(0.811) 3.145(0.692)
INE: /- 3.138(1.014) 3.828(0.788) 3.316(0.679)
N 29 31 39

BEORER U - A SO

PLEVPAl AR B BT, DL 2 PG AT LA 1 01 A 220 A BN R A5 S A S8 L I3 . 2 (E53)) = 3
(ZIBEPRAE ) ANOVA a3 45 R R MRS (F(5,198) =12.550,p <0.001) V535 %0 4 ED 4 A5
B HI(F(1,202) =7.505,p <0.01) B F R mag Al PFAG o DA, 220 M D Gl 32 1 1 ol Hl 2>
VAL PR 28 S BB H, RIS B2 BN TORRIAME T 5 Bl ML 2 EAS A9 2 18
T --e- otk

] 4.0

s
33r /\

Hl
AN
25F

z

20 1 1 1 1
P4l P2 EN (5 B4 LAEZIEN A5 B4

2 FRESBRAHNLTHEHE
oK U < A 32 )

ARSCHE— 2 T AR, A T 55 Pk 20 MR BN {5 8 4 Y 2 PR e 2 A5 i A e B AR B AL 25
PEAK (M =2.591;SD =0. 811 vs. M, =3.092;SD =0.791;1=2.418,p <0.05) . SR, Bt 5
FIIHL S TVEAG e M2 B 2 5 B A AR il 2 Z (R IR R R B E W27 (M, =3.192;5D =
0.813 vs. My, =3.219;SD =0.751;1=0.145,p >0.05) . &% H, F K5 L H.

OB B AR B R HE R, O BRIE B AT AR M I AN ZI A B A5 B R S BB . 2 (M) x 3
(ZIMEP G5 ) ANOVA K 50 25 R 3R WY, PR3 (F(5,198) =5.544,p <0.05) P51 5 ZIH EP 415 2.
ZHIT(F(1,202) =7.148,p <0.01) B EFZmL.OHEEE , R, 218 NS g5 OB B A T E
M2 Rk H, 15 3] 308

AL — 203 W T MR A A T BV 20 B A5 BV W Lo M A 2 sl A0 i T KR
. FBE S (M, =30828;SD =0.788 vs. My, =3.138;SD =1.014;1=2.954,p <0.05) ., It
GBS 5 E BRI M 2R BN RS B ARGz R B E S
(M, =3.192;SD =0.820 vs. M, =3.323;SD =0.832;1=0.671,p >0.05) , %% H, 7K
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EIE S
O BRER B B A A T - AR SR T Bootstrap J7 75 A6 960 31 BE 25 (9 A 4 I (Hayes I Preacher,
2014) """ 2 37% T Bootstrap 455,

*2 > FE B B A2 N B Bootstrap 45 R

5 HEA F BB AE 95% & fz X [f]
B R -0.554 0.180 [ -0.853, -0.254]

g3 i3 g -0. 146 0.120 [ -0.346,0.055]
&) 8 2% -0.408 0.149 [ -0.658, —0.167]
B -0.027 0. 186 [ -0.284,0.338]

B M i3 g -0.070 0.177 [ -0.226,0.365]
6] 2 3 b 0. 042 0. 067 [ -0.154,0.062]

VORI I < A SO R

2R T HE 95% W E A5 XA, FEF 10000 YA [l 4l A 1) Bootstrap 45 5 o 5t Zo 14 A A T
F  Z0 W B G W g0 R B X M ML 2 PP AG & HEAE I ) H2 3800 3 (B = - 0. 408, 5 {7 X i)
H[ -0.658, -0.167]) i BHEREA g b A 00 JF A 2 . Rk, R Hy 15 310528

(5)WFFE 1 W WF5T 1 120 305 T BB 0 800 MR A R0 . BRI &, S50 45 R 3R
FEHE T J ) AL 0 Lk 20 B B 5215 I8 A, 59 1k 0 b B0 5 15 J80 AL ) L Wk o n A7 T M B A T T 3 P
Ples. Mg R 5k H) fREET — 30, R W8 b 09 53 Mk 200k B0 15 8 n] GRS T 2o M Xt T 3
B 8 T3 A R TS S AT B A 0 bR B G I R B BE— P SEIR S R R, M L
PE B #1420 0 B 5 a8 o B 98T, b ] 2 K B R A G B S T 3 By, R T A Ml T A T 3
AN AL 2 o 3K — 55 5 R T 0 FREE B AR 20 B B0 2 I AL AL AL S PR A R TR A EH . 5
B A HF 5 AR (Gupta 45,2014 ) 0 AHBESE o B PEREA B9 AV T OF RIS B0 35 . SR, X — 4%
RAE T BT R AR S A Y o A2 A% GE SO SE o I8 M A R M R 45— L A A
XFE P, 2018 4R Bkt 5 SR 4 v 2 5 S48 08, h E7E 149 &R HE4 103,
2 B R M 3% Bl v AN O S ] K AR AR B @ . fl o, AR SCHE DN, T R R B0 AE AE KA
SRR R E MRS ARG S . B, 5ok B A2 25 R S B R
S

2.MR2:ABAE

Shy 8 5 AIF 5 2504 1 33 FH S PR RRS: 56 % 5 1 RS VR AR SOl T — AR TR IR S R RS . B0,
i FAFSE 1 55 AR A A RO A A5 B SRR, ST 2 1 1) 3 A, AR S0 e T L R REAR
Fg b, R R AR B E TA SO 8L Z AR B, Ak, T MBA 224 REALE )L 2
5 1B R BRI 2 T B Bl 3 R A R 5 SN R R A SN . B R O T RE S [ A 55
AR v v A £ R TS A/ R, &b 78 0] 36 8 A 2 A B .

WESE 2 {5 By 123 (2ot Bl 3 0 100 4 25008 R 30 17 4% B 8 220 B0 G a0 BEE 25 Rl B 25
VA Z (B PR AT VE T . FEASR A F R 5 9 1AL B, 32 R AL, T3 A B BUR 1 34, X 4
B 7 B ABEZ R 67. 3% , NS A M BB AE 5 ~ 25 N Z 0], B Aok B 4G A 2 [m] 1 2 A LA
K5y T

B R B Ml AL 2 T Ay 728 5 4 o A 00, T S A AR 3 Sy ST AR LS BB Al , EL B R
B A B 3G AN BB o Tl &R N 172 43, B T 24 3 S i 24 3 i, 1m0l ) 46 45
N 172 5 A R AR N 123 1, I A SR 71.5%
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(1) As B o AR SO AR e 5 S R A AR B, Hrp 1 REELEARFE”,5 £R“5%

F A% o B 5T IR ED AR . S SE 1A ], AR B80S 20 B B0 4 0 1) 4 22 T
o — D0 8 B 5 1 R T A R SR IE g T 1 B Ml — 1 S 22 Al B G TS o AR SCHY H Steele
Fil Aronson (1995) 7 (B 58, SR A 7 A4 RIS 42 220 AR DD G B L A o < FRAR BE LA 43 I O TR A
AR TR RE Ty 8 227 A 2o N TR A ME A e 8 FR B 0 AR i TR N, & N R AE A
J5TH A B 2E R R 5 3R R PR 0 N 2 E A A il BE AR R, T2 H E AR N R A Pk )
IR o BEAE A A B ] 538 A M AN 23 5 e At A 3R A g 7 PR 5 3R A ]
PR 8 N AE R A AR 2 8 BRI

PR A g e A AR L AR SOk BOHL 2 DA, AT B B 40 4 o PR AR R R A AR R S5 AT 1A
7, G Gupta 25 (2014) (I, A5 B 7 b 52 4 4 s 0 b AL 2 S A8 0 5, ) 352 5 % 491 b S22 B0 7
WAL 2SS BUG f8H = A B35 HL 2 3P4 (o= 0. 808) 3 I =/ B 33 ) 4500 BB 25 (o = 0. 935)

R A8 o A SO OB RE AR R 3 4 A8 i o K3 Bosma %5 (2012) X B RE A 2 Ty 3k, SR R
AT AR TR A A P A7 B T Al B 0 52 T AR B A F Y kR Az B T Al A
B,

J o A% o AR SCIRI B 25 BB T 48 w2 AR 2 1 0 R AR R AR . A BRI P
T AV 2 5, 28 AR R B 2 R B A DU A (AR ) L 14 A7l 2 S g A 1 13
AW AE B A @ o BEARZ W S T A0 R ) AR R BB KOE
BNk 22 Iy Fn A% L A RPN . %0 B IR IO 5 AR A TR 8 PR DG, P X — 78 B AT DL ™ b B
JE 20 W B 4 W 3 (Judge T Bono ,2001) 7 L Billk %% (JE RGN #) AF W 9 A, 1 AR <25 %,
20326 ~30 % 318331 ~35 % 410336 ~40 % 5183241 ~45 % 6 [8F£46 ~50 &7 ft 3% >
50 %, HE B EED S, 1 ARRY P LR 2 AR R E 3 AR K 4 R kA
2 B DA T B B A O 19 36 sh B e g S o Bl 8 05 . Bl B IR VEAY 12 AR (« = 0.923)
(Judge %5 ,2003) """,

(2)WFFR g A o [RE T 22 K050 -y 1 sk S [R5 5 26 (0] 8, 4 SCRI ] Harman B[R 38 43 B ik, X e
A IR R PE R 43T ( Conway Fll Lance,2010) 772, 4520 45— R E B R BE J1 R 21. 754 % |
TEAR T 50% 1) IR, TE B 7 8 1 [R] 5 7 ) AN 2 52 ) SICTIE A 9 25

AR EGE T S5 AH M7 - 32 3 BUUR T BTG A8 5 (0 35 b vf 25 DA B #5740 b (B) (R A DG M &5 51
FEHT, ZIA ED G2 a0 Wy o0 BRI B A R L R A AL 2 DA 22 [R) A7 76 3 I A 56 6 &, A E— 2B [l e
ST T RE . TR R BRI, 2R 3 R SR AR S R R G T A R B

* 3 WHERIT2ITER
T E H1E ATk #E 1 2 3 4
L. %) 4% B0 4B 2.935 0.715 1
2N HEER 3.331 0.918 0.407 ™ 1
3. 3. 467 0. 851 0.189" 0.462° 1
4.4 b AL % 3F 2.799 0. 997 -0.293" -0.380" -0.010 1

HN=123;"p<.05," p<.01, "™ p<.001

BERLAR R A S A

[ U5 73 A7 AS SCAR By Statald. O R %) B0 BE A7 45 36, A J7 22 I ik I 7 (VIF) 4 56 2 3L 2%

PR, 76 T A [l AR e e R VIF {5 8,36 /NT 10, Ui B i 19 22 L i MR & 5

M ] I 45
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o KA~KRTIRTEIHSER . b TROEERE 2 b X oR 5 75 il A2 B 450, &R
R ADIR T ERO AP AR BE SR i H SETE T 200 B0 G i 81l AL 23 PP Al 2 18]
MRFR . R4 PR R 2 45 R R, 204 B0 G2 g i 55 L 25 DAl 2 18] 22 B 8 35 19 1) S &R (B =

-0.427,p <0.001) , SHFFT 1 45ig—2, Bk H, PRS2 2 50R

* 4 BB AR B A R B A 4R
‘ R M2 3F A
T E "
A ] A2 A3
) ‘ 0.510 ™" -0.427"™ -0.231
Z B & B P
(5.125) ( -3.407) ( -1.718)
-0.385"
NN
( =3.240)
T B 1% B 1% # B 1% #l
HEH L E B 1% B 1% # B 1% #
, 3.023 ™ 3.115 ™ 4.514"
4
(5.046) (3.654) (5.591)
N 123 123 123
R’ 0.515 0. 346 0. 407
AR’ 0. 124 0.073 0.061
iE & R 0.425 0.226 0.291
VIF, 6.85 5.94 5.96
F 5.755 2.874 3.507

" p<0.05," p<0.01, " p<0.001; 0 T/ iE PR, 45 28 2 MR85 R R IR, &R

BORLAR IR AR SO B

R H, QU T 204 ED R M AL BEBR B Z A A5G R o R 4 PRI 1 45 SR 380, 2B BN 4Rk
il 450 PR Y 2 ) S B S R OE ) R R (B =0..510,p <0.001) , 5 HFSE 1 4598 — B, i H, FRK
32 3 SCHF

R Hy SGiE 10 BRI B 76 20 A BN R B 55 L2 P AS Z TR B R A AR T, 3R 4 P RGBS 3 45 23R 3%
B, K 220 Al D G W 0 BR[O (B0 U907 e, 220 A B R e I 25 P 55 LG PR B S P 3
M Z M S B R (B = -0.385,p <0.01) , 4240 W57 (Baron Fil Kenny,1986) ™' ik — 4
Hb, 3 S F7R T AE 95% WY E AR DX E] P, 2E T 10000 UCA7 T[] il A 090 BB B o A 4 F B89 Bootstrap
L5280 ZI M EN G2 g 18 ik BRI R 6 AL 23 AL R4 AR T 8] 4RO 2 3 (B = - 0. 155, B A X A
H[-0.309,-0.043]), SHF5C 1 451880 R Hy FRREZ B T 506,

%5 o 3 BE B o A 2Rt Bootstrap 45 &
17 A F 34 R AE 95% & 1z X |
B R -0.376 0.119 [ -0.612, -0.140]

Z LT RO — 0 B B B —
W43 A

3]

-0.221

0.133

[ -0.485,0.043]

B 4 28

-0.155

0.072

[ -0.309, —0.043 ]

BERLAR R AR SR AR
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R 6 TR T AERETE T RN A [ S5 R . B H, SG I TR AR AR 20 Al ED G U 5 0 PR 2 (]
F RN o 3% 6 PP Y 5 S5 SRR, 2 A BN SR 5 B R ) S EL I 0 B R 2 ) B B K
At AR (B = -0.229,p <0.05) i H, M8 SCRf . B Hy, R T BEREAE O BREE B 5 HL 23T
il Z 18] A 6 5 RN o 3 6 PRI 7 IR IR e R T 20 AR B G UM (RS RE %0 A B B S B A
Y 28 L IGURLC BRER 2 2 ), O BEER B 5 B A 19 52 B0 5 WL 2 37 Al Z R 2% (B = - 0.268,p >
0.05) . i, Hix H, KFFEIHE .

* 6 EREETEANERER
- G HE B iR
. B4 B S B 6 BT
) ‘ 0.463 " 0. 499 -0.199 -0.282"
2| WET & B
(4.785) (5.208) ( -1.450) (-1.979)
. 0.253 " 0.267 " 0.183 0.210
R
(3.078) (3.308) (1.693) (1.951)
‘ i \ ~0.229" -0.128 0.057
B R
(-2.389) (-1.014) (0.360)
-0.4717 —0.443 ™
N2
(-3.717) (-3.514)
‘ ~0.268
T BB A
(-1.904)
o 2, 4 # &, 4 4 4 B, 4 4
kR B, 4 # e, 4 4 2, 4 41 B, 4 41
2.007 "™ 1.750 ™ 3.927 " 4,421
¥
(3.022) (2.660) (4.527) (4.941)
N 123 123 123 123
R? 0.556 0. 580 0.427 0. 448
AR? 0.165 0.024 0. 154 0. 021
g & R’ 0. 469 0.493 0. 301 0.319
VIF, 6.85 6.95 6.96 8.72
F 6.391 6. 639 3.393 3.489

W p<0.05," p<0.01

GEREA R - A 32

R TS E R B e s AN TR R BB A RN T 220 A B G2 i 0T 0 B EE B Y 25 S 5 e, A SCAE Bl
Dawson (2014) ™ (B 58 AL, 28 1 7 5 RE B0 38 35 200 B 28 i PRSI, 3 1 5R JH B4 480 I b /i 2 —
AP E 22 KON BERE O BREE RS 20 DG U AL 23 VAR B AR, An &L 3 IR, Z0BR BN 4 i 5 O
PUEF 25 2 () RO IE 7 0GR, HARBS AL G LR E R T R B L5 48, DLW B AR BRI 1 00 T, 21
IR 300 X - N ST P 1R

HE— 2P M, R T FIIR THE 95% 9B AR XA Y, T 10000 YA 7 LA 1 A I 5 0 H o A5 R
1) Bootstrap 255 . 25 5L B, 20 M B 52 gk 36 2k o0 IR B9 5% M AL 2 VAt 9 18] 122 3000 78 AR % 5 19 1%
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N RE(B=-0.210, EAFXH [ -0.328, -0.044 ]) (HRETEm AN LT ARE (B =
-0. 141, 85X [H [ -0.382,0.067 ] ), .03 FE 25 7E 20 B ED 52 B W FOBL 23 %Al =22 8] o A R0 2
BRSBTS, DG, A R B R A ROV AEAE

30 —e— fREEHEMUN - -m-- FRBRRRAON
25F
20F
L
% L5t
£
1.0F
0.5F
0 1 1
ALAEIES 1) 156 22 1V 4 B
B3 SEHAEZRDSEBNOEESEZ @RS ER
BRI AR 3L
* 7 3 77 8 o A AL B Bootstrap 45 R
Z) M SR BB R B AL A T #HE ## B BL A 95% & 1z X A
BN (HE +FER) 2.616 -0.141 0.115 [ -0.382,0.067]
R G K 3. 468 -0.205 0. 068 [ —0.349, —0.084]
TEBF BB RL (1 - FRvE ) 4.319 -0.181 0.723 [ -0.328, —0.044]

VORI I A SR B

() W5 2 3. S5 1 8510 — 30, BT 2 145 R R W, Lo MBIl 5 B 31 1) 0 0 ED 42 8k
i 2 308 Ao 0 BREE B 51 & WA P T AL T4l . BRAN  UFST 2 IS SRR T B AR A AR BN 4
JE 0 BRI B — B ML IR T i MR . SRR H,, — B0 0F5 2 g5 R, LAk
HAEBERERZ AT, 200 B G2 0 X Bk ML 25 EAl 1 £ FH B 59 T

(B — 2 (0 S, AR SC R B, B R f7 1] 95 10 B s R B WL A 2 1A 56 R il 50 BB
5 5 2 M A 5 e B LA PR AL AR H, R AR B SRR, AR SCHEI , aX — 5 R T BB VR T A RE AR B
(R i R o 3 R JB A3 B0 B O A D R 49 40 35 v (145 R SCHR T, A R 1Y SRR AR
AT LRL R D B S A (4 A R AL BE 3o [ TR B R R SR ) RN I SRR (BRI ST L2y R
SER B BR TR 45 B U5 ) ((Gibson, 2003 s Marx 28,2005 ; Herrmann 25,2016 ) . ALk
) J0T 7 A5 DA & 45 A O BRLEE B RN AL 23 DEAl 22 8] (0 8 1 AR, 4 5 SR 32 B i B e R R AT OR
JEINH AR T AS B 5 A 550 9 A A DX o0 et T B 5 B0 A B AR A T SR RO I Bl KN, R
(R TE -

. JFsEasie S

2R TR A MR I By T A e M AR 1R B K B 9T 248K ( Hechavarria 45,2018
Alsos Fl Ljunggren, 20177 XU ME F2 45, 2013775 v 32 B AAL R 8 ,20197°0 ) | 50 30T (9 BF 58 JF 46 26 1
70 T 590 200 A B 5 A v R A B T o RSN R W R A A 355 2 TR S B P Al 2 ) 20 A B T R L
MBI 1 A P P G DL, S T R o) ] 35 45 B Ml %% U8 ( Kanze 45,2018 ; Balachandra 45,
2019""" ; Lee Fil Huang,2018"") | JR4% et BF 5 £ 28 X 13 2] 47 T 20 AR B0 5 0 407 3 o8 5% ) 410 76 % 150
R P BRI L PR R B0, 0 Bk TR T U 1 7 $70 TR 220 A D 4 e 3 3k R 4 v R 1 B
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Bl A 3 T 5 0 LB R ( Gupta 28,2014 5 Gupta 25,2013 ) | 763X —BF 58 i IR S Al 1, 3L F
A 26 I BRI, AR SCH 2 T 2R B W 5 T WL 23 VT A B F SEBF ST RE 4L £ B 204 4> MBA %
HE A 123 AN M 3 RE AR 43 AT S SR BT 5 R 10 2 98 2 | S2E 2 S SR W, Lo M AE T ZAR ED 4 1
BT 2 I ) 20 B G g TR R ) 4 20 AR D 5 2 14 £ B o 5 0 4 0 B B
T S 0 A A A L2 o I A, B T LA/ 220 M B 5% R A Sf 9 X 376 0 TR UG, DA B
I SN 2 A AR B . ARWRIE 45 1 2 X e MRl B AL VT AG O B B A RE B 5T 1Y
AR, B — R 90 i BE A S (.

1.EBEENX

(1) WFFE L5130 R T 0 B 55 00 375 20 5% R0 F R 2 1SR o 0 B 385 7 R 8 P R 5 1 e o
V830 W7 v %% 4% 5 244 ( Trope Al Liberman,2010) ™ Chen 4§ (2018 ) " % @1\l i 7 #1381k
S F A 5 SR 2 B LR AT 0 % S A O BT T AR S0 B B A R AR U, O B
AR T AR T MBI B T 1 B AT B A B . SR, 2 R B 0 B B 7 b A B B4
) 5 A 06 RE R LTS AR S0 2 e A o AR SO A0 B B 385 10 Sy o A 7 T LA R £ M T A T £ B
HL2 A0 BRSO 10 3 B B E ML 23 VAN eb 7 R A R T 0 BB B A A 4K o i B
R

(2) WFFEL5 6 5 T B AU b B B RE TS o M 20k 431800 Sk ob AT L 2 B, 5 R 76 b IX )
V3 3 A P B b B R A J2 T & 4F % T B4R (Bosma % ,2012°77 5 Scherer 45,1989 ; Van
2 2006 ), SR, X BB B A T B 3 1) ARl B v B A 5 L 35S0 LB RE R A AR 1 5%
W5 A LA T, A BT 52 56 18 T B X )l 725 JE A A S 1Ml AT Ay 3o 2 o i B b A3 9 B B S, O %
BB RE TT LA A 75 2 VA 00 BB B L WRSESSIE TR TR RELE A A PR 2 T R A 1
WF5T, hy HE— 25 3 A 0l R 55 RS RE TR 55 50 Tk

(3) BF5E Il )5 1 Bl BF 5 75 290l 250 B8 EK 2 f I I ( Chatterjee F1 Das,2015) %', 45 4
ol 5 0 38 DRI 35 A Al 6 R L 1 B e B R T A C 245 8 T 2 R B2 A AT ( Baron,
2000"* ; Baron,2004"'""" ; Davidsson , 2007 **') | Hisrich 2 (2007 ) "' 38k 5 | %F F Gl &% 0 Bl P 2
BORFFEA IR AN KL o AT S0 T 5 W Bl WL 2 VP 690 B R0 T B o5 325 7 6 ) 4 31 20 A B
S 0oF L PRIl 23 10 B A7 I 5 M L VA X — DA R R T, T T A L2 A AR A 0
5T

2. LBRER

(1) BIF 584596 X 300 LoV 0l 35 0 A SEBR AR 7R 76 1 o AR BIF 5 4 B0 200 W D 5 ol o4 38 5 434
Lo P ) B Bl B B SR B M AT B L2 TR L R AT] Lk T B AR — 2, R ST A
FERE S A 250 1) 55 220 W DD 55 R W4 SFe 59 57 TR 280, 5 38 o L 35 APUR A6k Bl AL 2 ) T R i
J T Rk 2 55 SRR X4 S0 ST R A BERE | Ay b A O B PR B o ) L PR A R ) S M 2 B
QY 75 1 9 e P T B AT B e, B B X AT L 22 3K 0 B Il B R 14 6 AL TR, T Rl & K 4
T 2 0 R L VE Bl 5 R A i 3 BT 10 L B R 1 L

(2) WS xt 32 5 BL 20E A HoA B R VE . BF 0458 32 W1, %0 M2 B0 %2 kI 38 4o 3
T 4 Bl O 8B 85 17 5 M R AL 2T o S R 2 Rl BB AR Uk BT BE b BE  E
4 I H AR AR 200k 1 TN 1 SO B 2 X R RN Y 2R B IR R N A
B8 T AL F2AL G0 0 T BE S AN Al 92 B B I 22 b L 3 R 1 A I S DA Al 2 5
R 1 B A S R ] N (41N A o | A 73, X 0K I g L (B BRI AR08 - A 1 4 R R4
E7 A R B A Ok e [ A I

(3) TS5 18 X I A AT A5 B R /R MR T o SEBG 45 SR 32 W1, o P 7 7 T80 P 9 20 4 B 4135
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LRUL AR, 23 R0 2 A [R5 2 134 20 B B0 G ja Wy, 2 10 52 o (T Ry HL 2 PP AL SR . (R 53
PR A2 B i — 00T 20 B BN R B9 R R o KR 28 DR AR A A AR B b A A R 3 S, al LA
2 AR I LMD T ST S — WK 9 B 47 55 1R B B v B A T, UL 23 00k 81K B A
o — HL 2 P ok 2 9 60 THT 20 Al ED R A B D, W TR TP B 3R PR B ] 2 AR X —
4 SR W RE 0%y 2 P A Tl U BE , B 77 B A1 5 P 531 X AE AR o

3. BRMEMREFARTE

AWFFERA — T W R BRE o — TR A SOR e R S5 3 2R S5 36 760 i) A 91 A 1P Ao 77 326 ok i 9 748 it ]
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From Zero to One:Stereotype Threat and Opportunity Evaluation

ZHANG Hui' ,ZHOU Xiao-hu' ,SONG Di’

(1. School of Economics and Management, Nanjing University of Science and Technology,Nanjing, Jiangsu,210094 , China;
2. School of Management, Zhejiang University , Hangzhou , Zhejiang 310058 , China)
Abstract ; Opportunity evaluation is a key step in turning opportunity beliefs into entrepreneurial actions and is defined as
assessment of whether specific circumstances create value. There are gender differences in opportunity evaluation, which is
women tender to evaluate entrepreneurial opportunities more negatively than their male counterparts,and finally fails before
the last step of creating a startup. Previous studies have indicated that such gap may be partly explained by women
perceiving stereotype threats under negative gender stereotypes and thus evaluating opportunities less favorable, while men
are not affected under the similar circumstances. Stereotype threat is defined as a kind of mental “predicament” , making
women worry about doing something that would confirm the negative stereotype. Meanwhile, we only have a limited
understanding of the processes through ( mediation) and the circumstances under which ( moderation) stereotype threat

impacts opportunity evaluation, providing us limited understanding of the gender issue in opportunity evaluation.

Draw on cognitive dissonance theory, we introduce the psychological distance as a mediator and role model as a
moderator to explore the both microscopic mechanism of the impact of stereotype threats on opportunity evaluation and the
contextual factor between such relationships. Thus, we suggest that among women, stereotype threat impacts their opportunity
evaluation through increasing psychological distance, and further that this mediating effect is moderated by the existence
effect of role model. To address these issues, we test our model in two independent studies. Specifically, based on the
samples of 204 MBAs we did an experimental research to examine our main effect by ANOVAs and bootstrapping method.
Moreover,based on the samples of 123 female entrepreneurs, we did a questionnaire to validate the mediating mechanism
and further explore the moderating effect by hierarchical regression and bootstrapping method.

The experimental results show that women perceived stereotype threat under negative stereotype information and thus
making women entrepreneurs evaluate the opportunity negatively, while men will not be affected. Moreover, the regression
results from second questionnaire survey show that 1) stereotype threat perceived by women plays a negative role in
opportunity evaluation; 2) psychological distance plays a mediating role between stereotype threat and opportunity
evaluation ;and 3) role model play a moderating role between stereotype threat and psychological distance,which means that
role model can reduce the entrepreneurial psychological distance of women who under stereotype threat.

The research have several theoretical and practical contributions. First, the paper responses to the call that more
attention needs to be paid to psychological factors in entrepreneurship research by focusing on the psychological process of
women entrepreneurial opportunity evaluation. Second , the paper extend the literatures on the relationship between stereotype
threat and opportunity evaluation by adding psychological distance as a mediator and role model as a moderator. Third, the
paper contributes the research of stereotype in entrepreneurship by focusing on the impact of negative stereotypes on female
entrepreneurs themselves,rather than on resource providers (e. g. investors ). Furthermore, the conclusion implies that we
can activate female entrepreneurial vitality by optimizing media promotion content and entrepreneurship education courses.

We acknowledge a number of limitations of our research. First, the paper may not completely avoid the potential
statistical bias caused by interaction between relevant psychological variables, although both experimental research and
questionnaires have been used to ensure the robustness of conclusions. Second, Although the paper have tried to control the
relevant variables,the effect of stereotype threat may still be affected by individual cognitive characteristics that are not
taken into model. Third, although existing studies have not found gender differences in role model effects, considering role
gender will provide more detailed insights.
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