DOI  10.13209/j.0479-8023.2003.039

( ), 39 , 2 ,2003 3
Acta Scientiarum Naturalium
Universitatis Pekinensis, Vol. 39, No. 2 (Mar, 2003)

SR O 5302 541

wWom A
( , , 100871)
) , 0
/ 0 , )
B848; B849
0
(optimism) )
. Deloy D. M. (1992)
68 68 ( 18~ 24
) ;
15 4 , (D (frequency in everyday driving) ,
(2) (seriousress) , (3) (accident potential), (4) ( apprehension
likelihood),
2]
> , Stod-
1) (967005)

112002106118



2 271
dard J. E.  Fem E. F. (1999) / 0(gain) / 0(loss)
, / 0 ,
(risk-averse) ;o 0 , (risk-seeking)
/0 ; 0 | .
Williams S.  Narendran S. (1999) ,
10 , 285
; A
, “]
) Bymes J. P.  Mill-
erD. C.(1999) 150
( : ) ( ) 5
16 14 )
, ) 012
(1997) , >
: Bl (1995)
(61
1
111
b 3 b
276 17~ 34 21138 120 , 156
112
b 4 2
(1)
1 , Yates F. J. 0(1998) 5



39

272 (
12 , 2/
0, / 0
(2)
2 :
6 :
20 6 , 3 , 10
70 , 50 :
, Fl F2
JF1 F2 1~ 6 : Fried-
land N. (1992) 100
B > 3 > > ’
2 100
: , F3 F4 , F3
1~ 100 ; F4 .
(3)
3 , 3 ’ 3
, b
A : ;B » B
’ B , B B 5
| 12345678910
’ 12345678910
’ 12345678910
’ , , A , ;B
, ?
A 12345678910 B
2
211
21111
1

12



2 : 273

4 , 5315% " : 6 :
, R / 0, / La0
3 , / 0,
/ Lb0 2 , 2
, / 0, /Lc0 :
, / 0, /Ldo
4 4 , 4
21112
4 / (Lb)0( Lbf= 31239, SD= 01766, Lbm=
21979, SD= 01838, t= 21686, P= 01008) / (L©)0(Lcf= 21871, SD= 01819, Lem= 21657,
SD= 01891, t= 21070, P= 01039)2 ,
S / 0
, 3 (Lal= 11689, SD= 01328, La2= 21684, SD= 01481, t= -

131190, P= 01000; Lbl= 31393,SD= 01773, Lb2= 31079, SD= 01731, t= 21287, P = 01024; Lcl=
21623, SD= 01830, Lc2= 31127, SD= 01729, t= - 31532, P= 01001),
, / 0/ 0/ 03
/ 0 ,
,2 / 0/ 0 (Lal= 11558, SD= 01497,
La2= 21623, SD= 01449, t= - 141272, P= 01000; Lbl= 21968, SD= 11035, Lb2= 31000, SD=
01652, t= - 01240, P= 01811; Lc1= 21278, SD= 01899, Lc2= 2198, SD= 01749, t= - 51363, P

= 01000), ’ ; /
0 ) )
, ; 2

La Lb2 3 )

2 , - (La= 11694, SD= 01398, Lb= 31765, SD=
01546) - (La= 21891, SD= 01423, Lb= 31321, SD= 0149) - (La=
21044, SD= 01435, Lb= 21498, SD= 01429)3 (La)

; (Lb) ( 1,
5 ) 3 4 One Way

(Fi.(2268)= 1781074, P= 01000; Fy,(2P268)= 1651278, P= 01000; F.( 2268)=
31583, P= 01029; FLe(2268)= 31451, P= 01033) 3

>

( 8. )., - (105) - (81),



— , 3 (F1
D#E . (F (2P268)= 21463, P= 01087),

alln

FUEESELK
Now o

—

0 - &~ 212
Beaei 21211 (F)
| 4 3
Fig. 1 Two dimensional variety of optimisn ( D
, F1 F2 ,F1 (1 (6) ;F2
, , F3
100 , ; F4
) , 3
; F4
, 4 ) ,
21212

1
Table 1 Gender difference on risk- taking

Ql~ Q3 T P
; Q4 D SD

F1 2.4 1.68 2.93 2.02 -2.006 0.046

Q’a4 F2 2.93 1.47 3.40 1.70 -2.474 0.014

F3 51.17 25.24 56. 86 32.28 -1.64 0.101

Qb4 QC4’ F4 57. 15 16.07 52.23 20. 36 2.175 0.030

( 2) : : 120; 156
s Qc2(Mr= )

3123,SD= 2158, M= 4131, SD= 2197, T
= - 31233, P= 01001)

Table 2 Gender difference on risky situations

/ T P
> ’ SD SD
0 Qa4 8. 11 2.51 861 2.23  -1.750 0.1
, Qb4 5. 06 3.32 6.12 3.29  -2.637 0.009
3 Qc4 3.712 3.15 2.87 2.63 2.443 0.015
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Analysis on Gender Difference in Optimism and Risk-taking

XIE Xiaofei

( Department of Psychology, Peking University, Beijing, 100871 )

Abstract This study designs two kinds of variables to measure the characteristics of optimistic attitude by ques-

tionnaire methods. The results show that the gender difference generally exists in optimism and risk- taking tenden-

cy of an individual. But it displays dissimilar farms in the two kinds of variables. The gender difference in optimis-
tic variables is implicit and complicated, which presents the interaction of the main dimensions of optimistic vart
ables, namely / pasitive expectancy0 and/ negative expectancy) . In the other hand, it in risk-taking variables ac-
cords campletely with the traditional conception toward the expectation of gender that male is more risk- tak ing than

female does. Both variables, gender and optimism, can predict the risk- taking tendency of an individual.
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