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Gender Differences in Characteristics of Trait Inferences and Behavior Inferences

YAN Chun-ping, SHEN Lu—jun, DU Wei, GAO Hong-li, YANG Shi-chang

Department of Psychology, Xinxiang Medical College , Xinxiang 453003, China
[Abstract] Objective: To explore the gender differences in characteristics of trait inferences and behavior inferences.
Methods: The experiment which used Maass’ paradigm was carried out in 30 male and 34 female college students. Re-
sults; (DMale subjects’ recognition accuracy of trait word was lower than female subjects’ (P<0.001). @Male subjects’
reaction time of trait word and behavior information was longer than female subjects’ (P<0.001). @Male subjects’ trait
inferences were less than female subjects’ (P<0.001). @Male subjects’ reaction time of trait inferences was longer than
female’s (P<0.001). Conclusion: Females are better at trait inference than male,but there is no significant gender differ-
ence in behavior inference.
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