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The Effect of Stereotype Threat Source on Defensive Response

Chen Qing Zhao Yufang Bao Yan Chen Bing lLiu Lai Chen Qi
(Faculty of Psychology ,Southwest University , Chongqing 400715)

Abstract ; Based on the Multi — Threat Framework , we explored the effects of stereotype threat( gender — mathematical stereotype threat
in this study ) source on women’ s defensive response through two experiments. Two kinds of stereotype threat ( self — concept threat in
experiment 1 and group — concept threat in experiment 2 ) were investigated. The results showed that under both self — concept threat and
group — concept threat,the number of mathematics questions that women attempted was significantly less than that of Chinese questions,
indicating that there is defensive response of domain avoidance. In summary,both studies suggest that self — as — source of stereotype
threat has an effect on defensive response.

Key words : self — concept threat; group — concept threat;domain avoidance ;the Multi — Threat Framework



