
Archives of Emergency Medicine and Critical Care

Cite this article: Zhang J, Li J, Wang J (2024) Attitudes towards Gender Inequality and Acceptance of Homosexuality: A Study of Chinese Populations. Arch 
Emerg Med Crit Care 8(1): 1063.

Central
Bringing Excellence in Open Access





*Corresponding author
Shandong University School of Public Health, China; 
SUNY Buffalo State University Department of Sociology, 
Buffalo, NY, USA

Submitted: 15 July 2024
Accepted: 08 August 2024
Published: 10 August 2024

ISSN: 2476-2016

Copyright
© 2024 Zhang J, et al.

  OPEN ACCESS  

Keywords
•	Gender
•	Homosexuality
•	Attitudes
•	Suicide
•	China

Research Article

Attitudes towards Gender 
Inequality and Acceptance of  
Homosexuality: A Study of  
Chinese Populations
Jie Zhang1*, Junnan Li2, and Jichao Wang2

1Shandong University School of Public Health, China
2Central University of Finance and Economics Department of Sociology, China

Abstract

With the increased social attention to individual sexual orientation and homosexuality in China, scholars have begun to study how to improve the public 
acceptance of the non-traditional groups and try to change their adversities. We used a sample of 9,452 cases in the data from the Chinese General Social 
Survey in 2017 (CGSS 2017) and Stata (15.1) software to explore the impact of gender discrimination on homosexual animosity, with a hope to promote 
the “de-marginalization” of homosexual groups. By the ordinal logistic model analysis, it is found in most the respondents of the survey, that the stronger the 
awareness of gender equality, the more acceptance of homosexuality. Women are more likely to accept homosexuality than men, and less educated people 
are less likely to accept of homosexuality. As other relevant variables, age, political orientation, income, marital status, and internet usage frequency all have 
significant effects on acceptance of homosexuality.

INTRODUCTION

Homosexuality, which used to be a stigma, has become more 
and more acceptable in Chinese societies, especially in the past 
two decades. There were more than 21 million gay men and 12 
million lesbians in China in 2013, and the numbers have been 
growing [1]. However, as a result of Chinese traditional social 
values and stereotypes, many people still associate homosexuality 
with psychosis, AIDS and so on. The traditional social values have 
made those individuals of different sexual orientation experience 
social stigma, and it is difficult to gain respect and understanding, 
let alone social support. These prejudices and discriminations 
may make them feel fear and suffer unfair treatment [2], which 
damage their physical and mental health greatly [3], increase the 
risk of suicide [4,5]. The situation is not conducive to promoting 
social civilization and maintaining social stability.

In the West, early studies showed that people’s attitudes 
towards homosexuality were relatively negative [6]. With the 
improvement of education level, the changes in cultural values 
[7], and the political atmosphere [8], the diffusion of favorable 
global cultural messages [9], the public’s attitudes became 
more and more positive [10]. Generally speaking, women 
gender, younger age, high education, being white, living in big 
cities, high-income, and liberal religiosity contribute to the 
tolerance of homosexuality [8,11-13]. Further, political liberals 

are more tolerant than moderates and conservatives towards 
homosexuality [13,14].

Similar to some western societies, the overall acceptance 
of homosexuality in the Chinese public is low, although there 
has been an increasing trend in the past few years. Among the 
relevant variables, age and marital status are the most important 
to predict their attitudes towards sexual orientation, and gender 
is the least influential [2]. Compared with low-income and high-
income groups, the middle-income public is less tolerant of 
homosexual groups [15]. In addition, age, education level, urban 
and rural areas influence the attitudes toward Lesbians and Gay 
men in Chinese culture background, older, less educated and the 
rural public is more negative [16,17].

The rise of feminism and gender egalitarianism challenged 
traditional gender roles in the 1960s. Beauvoir pointed out that 
gender is socially constructed rather than inherently possessed in 
“The Second Sex” [18]. The inequality between men and women 
is the result of the differentiated treatment of the two sexes in 
the process of constructing society. The obvious separation of the 
sexes leads to a series of problems such as gender discrimination 
[18]. Oakley demonstrated the difference between biological sex 
and cultural gender in “Gender, Sex and Society” and pointed out 
that gender division of labor is not a natural entity determined by 
the biological differences between men and women, but a social 
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norm of gender inequality deliberately caused by society [19]. 
These theories make people begin to realize that the existing 
gender concept is the product of socialization and can be changed 
[20]. In this sense, the construction of gender equality cognition 
between the sexes is the key link to achieve equality. So, since 
there is no difference in gender in social construction, there is no 
difference between men and women in the social sense naturally, 
and love should also be a genderless social action [21].

Regardless of the efforts, gender stereotypes, prejudice, 
and discrimination continue to be prevalent [22]. Such sexist 
attitudes have affected the way people connect and interact. 
From a national perspective, the higher the level of gender 
inequality and human rights violations faced by citizens, the 
higher the degree of homophobia in countries [23]. A study of 
Italians showed that people with sexist tendencies are more 
likely to have a negative attitude towards homosexuality because 
they strongly accept traditional gender roles and believe that 
legal sexual and emotional relationships exist only between men 
and women [24]. Intolerance even fear of homosexual groups 
is deeply rooted in a value system that refutes gender equality 
[25]. Because the awareness of gender equality has blurred the 
boundaries of traditional gender roles, the society’s attitude 
towards homosexuality will become more tolerant [26]. In 
addition, although Western egalitarian social changes can help 
reduce gender inequality and improve attitudes among groups, 
it may also prompt some men to confirm their masculinity by 
emphasizing heterosexuality and rejecting homosexuality [27]. 

The researchers also found that the more frequently the 
Internet media is used [28], the more it is the main source 
of information [29], and the more open and tolerant of 
homosexuality. However, some scholars pointed out that the 
negative stereotypes of homosexuality are associated with heavy 
media use [30]. 

Previous studies in China of this area were more likely to 
collect data from college students, medical students, and people 
with specific religions, and there is a lack of studies on national 
data. Also, most of the research on the attitudes of Chinese 
citizens comes from self-developed questionnaires. Further, 
there is almost no research on applying gender equality or 
gender discrimination to Chinese citizens’ attitudes towards 
homosexuality. Therefore, in this study, we try to fill this 
academic gap.

The major research hypothesis of the current study 
is, controlled for certain relevant variables, the higher an 
individual’s gender equality level, the higher the acceptance 
towards homosexuality. Besides, we believe social demographic 
characteristics also affect the public’s tolerance of homosexuality. 
Such as gender, age, religious belief, education level, income level, 
political party, registered residence (hukou), marital status and 
internet usage frequency.

DATA AND METHODS

Data source 

This study mainly focuses on the relationship between 

individual citizens’ attitudes towards gender equality and 
acceptance of homosexuality. In this study, we use the data from 
the Chinese General Social Survey 2017 (CGSS 2017) to test the 
hypotheses. The Chinese General Social Survey (CGSS) launched 
in 2003, is the earliest national representative continuous 
survey project run by academic institution in mainland China. It 
is aimed to summarize the long-term trend of social change by 
regularly and systematically collecting data on Chinese people 
and all aspects of Chinese society. At present, it has become the 
most important data source for studying Chinese society and 
is widely used in scientific research, teaching and government 
decision-making. CGSS2017 data was released on the official 
website of China National Survey Database (CNSDA) on October 
1, 2020. The data is not only highly scientific, representative 
and comprehensive but also includes specific issues of public 
attitudes towards gender equality and homosexuality.

Samples and Variables

The survey used multi-level stratified sampling to collect 
relevant information in the form of face-to-face interviews, 
covering 31 provinces/municipalities/autonomous regions of 
the country with a total of 12,582 respondents. With selected 
variables for the current study, a total of 9,452 cases were 
included after processing and selection. In addition, all data 
analysis was completed in Stata (15.1) software.

As the dependent variable, tolerance to homosexuality is 
measured in the protocol by the question: “Do you think same-
sex sexual behavior is right?” Choices for the answer are: “Always 
wrong= 1,” “It is wrong in most cases= 2,” “It is not right and 
wrong= 3,” “Sometimes right= 4,” “Completely right = 5.” Value 
size is the level of public homosexual tolerance. The higher the 
score, the higher the acceptance.

The core independent variable for this study is gender 
equality awareness. There are five statements on social values 
for the respondents to give their opinions: 1) Men should focus 
on career and women focus on family; 2) Males are naturally 
stronger than females; 3) It is better to marry than do well; 4) 
Women should be let go first when the economy is depressed; 
5) Husband and wife should share the housework equally. The 
answer options are 1=completely disagree, 2=disagree, 3=neutral, 
4=agree, 5=completely agree. In order to facilitate analysis and 
understanding, we have reverse-coded the items. The higher the 
score, the more the public disagrees with the above point of view, 
and the stronger the tendency for gender equality. In addition, 
we added these five questions into one question, the value range 
becomes 5-25, the higher the score, the stronger the awareness 
of gender equality, and the more liberal the gender role attitudes 
[31].

According to the previous studies, we introduced some control 
variables related to public acceptance of homosexuality: gender, 
age, religious belief, education level, income level, political party, 
registered residence (hukou), marital status and internet usage 
frequency. Among the gender variables, the male is coded as 1, 
and the female is coded as 0. Age ranging from 18 to 103. In the 
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Regression analysis

We established two basic regression models. In Model 1, only 
sociodemographic variables were included. The results show that 
gender, age, education level, political party, income level, hukou, 
some marital status and internet usage frequency variables all 
affect the public’s acceptance of homosexuality significantly, 
but the effect of religious belief is not significant. Gender and 
age affect the public’s acceptance of homosexuality at the level 
of 0.001 significantly. The income level is significant at the 0.01 
level. Men, older, and lower incomes people are less likely to 
accept homosexuality. Among the education level, compared 
with less than primary school, college and master’s degree have 
a significant positive impact on public acceptance at the level of 
0.001. Starting from the college, the higher the degree, the more 
likely to accept homosexuality. Middle and high school education 
affected the public’s acceptance of homosexuality negatively at 
the 0.01 level. They are more likely to not accept homosexuality 

variable of religious belief, the code of religious belief is 1, and 
the code of no religious belief is 0. The 14 answers of educational 
level are recoded into 4 questions: 1 “less than primary school,” 
2 “junior and high school,” 3 “college and university,” 4 “master 
degree and above.” The political party variable is re-coded as: 
“non-CPC = 0,” “CPC member =1.” Income level is measured by the 
personal annual total income in 2016 and the logarithm is taken. 
Among hukou variables, the agricultural household registration 
code is 0, and the non-agricultural household registration code 
is 1. In marital status variables, 1 “unmarried,” 2 “cohabitation,” 
3 “first marriage with a spouse,” 4 “remarriage with a spouse,” 
5 “separation without divorce,” 6 “divorce,” 7 “widowed.” The 
frequency of Internet usage is measured by “How did you use 
the Internet in the past year?” The answers to the questions 
and assignments are: “Never = 1,” “Rarely = 2,” “Sometimes = 3,” 
“Often=4,” “Very frequently=5.”

Model

Because the dependent variable of this study “public 
acceptance of homosexual” is a five-class ordinal variable, we will 
use the ordinal logistic regression model for analysis.

RESULTS

Descriptive Statistical Analysis

From the perspective of independent variables, the average 
value of gender equality awareness is 15.073. On the whole, 
the respondents’ gender equality awareness is at a medium 
level, and there is no strong prejudice or demand. From the 
perspective of dependent variables, the respondents’ acceptance 
of homosexuality was low. 74.64% of respondents think it is 
always wrong; 5.88% think it is wrong in most cases; 15.51% say 
it is not right and wrong; only 1.21% of respondents express it is 
completely correct.

In the sample, the gender and the urban-rural ratio are 
basically 1:1, and the number of men and women and the urban-
rural distribution are balanced. The average age is 51 years 
old, after 50 to 70 about 60%, and the data tends to reflect the 
attitude of the middle-aged. Only 10 % of people believe in 
religion. The Communist Party of China (CPC) accounts for about 
13%. According to statistics in 2019, the CPC members accounted 
for about 6.57% of the total population. It shows that the quantity 
of party members is at a high level in this sample. In terms of 
personal total annual income, it is mainly middle-income groups. 
At the level of education, it is mainly junior high school and 
below, with colleges and above accounting for about 21%. The 
number of married people is higher, about 90% of respondents 
were married, at the same time, most people have a spouse in 
their first marriage. The above three situations are related to the 
age structure of the respondents. The average Internet usage 
frequency is 2.885, and the overall usage is not high. The public 
who never use the Internet account for the largest proportion, 
about 40.08%, followed by very frequent, accounting for 27.5% 
(Table 1).

Table 1: Demographics of the sample with distributions

Variable Frequency Percentage Mean Std. Dev. Min Max

Acceptance of homosexual 
Always wrong

It is wrong in most cases
It is not right and wrong

Sometimes right
Completely right

7,055
556

1,466
261
114

74.64
5.88

15.51
2.76
1.21

1.500 0.933 1 5

Attitudes towards gender 
equality

15.073 3.547 5 25

Gender
Female

Male
4,618
4,834

48.86
51.14

0 1

Age 51.486 16.234 18 103

Religious belief
 No 
Yes

8,492
960

89.84
10.16

0 1

Education level
Less than primary school

Junior and high school
College and university

Master’s degree and above

2,919
4,534
1,849
136

30.93
48.04
19.59
1.44

1 4

Political party (CPC)
No
Yes

8,211
1,241

86.87
13.13

0 1

Income level 9.973 1.318 4.382 16.117

Registered residence 
status

Rural hukou
Urban hukou

4,711
4,741

49.84
50.16

0 1

Marital status
Unmarried

Cohabitation
First marriage with a 

spouse
Remarriage with a spouse 

Separation without 
divorce 
Divorce

Widowed

827
177

7,068
202
51

258
869

8.75
1.87

74.78
2.14
0.54
2.73
9.19

1 7

Internet usage frequency
  Never

  Seldom
  Sometimes

  Often
  Very often

3,788
536
708

1,814
2,606

40.08
5.67
7.49

19.19
27.57

2.885 1.715 1 5
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than the public with primary and below. Therefore, it is not that 
the higher the degree of education, the higher the acceptance of 
homosexuality. Political party at the 0.01 level and the hukou at 
the 0.05 level are correlated with public attitudes significantly. 
CPC members and rural residents are more likely to hold 
negative attitudes. Different marital status has a large gap in 
attitudes towards homosexuality. Compared with the unmarried 
public, the first marriage with a spouse and widowed at the level 
of 0.001, remarried with a spouse and divorce at the level of 0.05 
are significantly related to the acceptance of homosexuality. The 
unmarried public hold a more positive attitude; cohabitation 
and separation without divorce have no significant impact on 
the acceptance of homosexuality. But overall, married people 
are more likely to not accept homosexuality than unmarried 
people. Compared with people who have never used the internet, 
people who use it very frequently have a higher acceptance of 
homosexuality.

 In Model 2, the differences in sociodemographic variables did 
not change much, and most variables only differ in correlation 
coefficients and individual significance levels. Gender, age, 
education level, political party, marital status, and frequency of 
internet use have not changed, and religious beliefs still have 
no significant impact on public attitudes. The hukou changed 
from significant to insignificant. The variable of income level 
has changed from being significant at the 0.01 level to being 
significant at the 0.05 level, indicating that the impact of this 
variable has been reduced. In addition, the awareness of 
gender equality has a significant positive correlation with the 
acceptance of homosexuality at the level of 0.001. The poorer 
the awareness of gender equality, the lower the acceptance of 
homosexuality. On the contrary, the public with a liberal sense 
of gender roles has a positive attitude towards homosexuality, 
and its acceptance and tolerance are likely to be higher. From 
the perspective of marginal effect, after controlling for other 
variables, when the public’s gender equality consciousness 
increases by one unit, the possibility of very negative acceptance 
of homosexuality decreases by 0.008 units, and the possibility 
of relatively acceptable and very acceptable increases by 0.001 
units respectively, both of which are significant at 0.001 level. In 
other words, greater awareness of gender equality can increase 
public acceptance of homosexuality. This supports the hypothesis 
(Table 2).

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

Using the Chinese General Social Survey (CGSS) 2017 data, we 
examined the relationship between the public attitudes towards 
gender equality and the acceptance of homosexuality. There are 
a number of findings. First, the public’s awareness of gender 
equality has a significant positive impact on the acceptance of 
homosexuality. The stronger the public’s awareness of gender 
equality, the higher acceptance of homosexuality. On one hand, 
it may be because people with a stronger awareness of gender 
equality will blur the boundaries between the two sexes and 
have a looser gender awareness of love or marriage, and they are 
more inclined to accept or agree with no gender of love. On the 
other hand, it may be because people with a stronger awareness 

of gender equality are more open-minded. As a result, they are 
more able to respect different types of sexual minorities and 
defend the right of others to love and be loved unconditionally, 
whether they genuinely agree or not.

Second, men are less inclined to accept homosexuality than 
women, which is consistent with the conclusions of mainstream 
research in China and the West [2,8,32,33]. It may be because 
males have a higher degree of gender dichotomy than females in 
terms of gender group identity. When they think that the gender 
status of the male group is unstable, they will have a strong 
motivation to restore their gender status [34].

Third, young, high-income, non-CPC members, unmarried 
and very frequent internet users have a higher acceptance of 
homosexual groups. The older public is more deeply influenced by 
traditional Confucianism and are more inclined to think that the 
purpose of sex is to give birth and form a family, so their attitudes 
towards love and marriage are relatively conservative. The CPC 
members may be more standardized in their way of thinking, 
have a strong sense of discipline in work and life, so they’re more 
cognitively standardized. The difference in marital status may be 
because married people have a stronger sense of family ethics 
than unmarried people, especially when they have children. On 
one hand, they hope that the children can be passed on from 
generation to generation, on the other hand, they are unwilling to 
see their children being excluded by society. The use of internet 
media constantly reconstructs people’s thinking and concepts, 
so the attitudes of people who frequently use the internet are 
more tolerant. However, the information provided by the online 
media is fragmented and mixed. Therefore, the public’s attitude 
should be treated rationally, and acceptance should be improved 
through active education and cultural propaganda.

Table 2: Multiple regression analyses on homosexual acceptance

Model 1 Model 2
Attitudes towards gender equality 0.046***(6.17)

Gender (Female) -0.233***(-4.62) -0.200***(-3.94)
Age -0.021***(-8.77) -0.021*** (-8.71)

Religious belief -0.144(-1.70) -0.127(-1.50)
Education level (less than primary school)

Junior and high school
College and university

Master’s degree and above

-0.195**(-2.71)
0.391***(4.00)
1.226***(6.39)

-0.233**(-3.22)
0.326***(3.32)
1.159***(6.04)

Political status (CPC) -0.218**(-2.69) -0.241**(-2.97)
Income level 0.071**(2.81) 0.058*(2.29)

Registered residence (Urban hukou) 0.124*(2.00) 0.105(1.70)
Marital status (Unmarried)

Cohabitation
First marriage with a spouse

Remarriage with a spouse 
Separation without divorce 

Divorce
Widowed

-0.256(-1.39)
-0.638***(-7.62)
-0.464*(-2.50)
-0.442(-1.29)
-0.403*(-2.56)

-0.515***(-4.17)

-0.236(-1.28)
-0.611***(-7.29)
-0.423*(-2.27)
-0.438(-1.28)
-0.386*(-2.45)

-0.566***(-4.05)
Internet usage frequency (Never)

  Seldom
  Sometimes

  Often
  Very often

0.123(1.03)
0.0499(0.46)
0.166(1.88)

0.373***(4.17)

0.110(0.91)
0.020(0.18)
0.140(1.58)

0.338***(3.77)
Pseudo R2 0.0644 0.0668

* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001
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Fourth, people with junior high school and high school 
education are the least accepting of homosexuality. Starting at 
university, the higher the degree, the more tolerant attitudes 
are. This is inconsistent with the conclusion that people with 
a bachelor’s degree and a master’s degree or above have no 
difference in attitudes towards homosexuality [16]. This may 
be due to sample differences. Junior and high school are in 
adolescence, lack of understanding of sexual orientation and 
sexual knowledge, shy to express and discuss, and the concept 
of love is conservative. Those who receive higher education are 
influenced by multiculturalism, their minds are more open, and 
attitudes are more tolerant.

Finally, religion do not have a significant impact on the 
acceptance of homosexuality among Chinese people, which is 
significantly different from that of Westerners. This may be 
influenced by the mainstream Chinese culture. Most Chinese 
people are atheists, and few have religious beliefs. In addition, 
Hukou is not a factor affecting people’s homosexual attitude, 
which is inconsistent with some scholars’ research [15,35]. This 
may be because, with the economic and social development, 
the gap between urban and rural areas is narrowing, and rural 
attitudes have also changed a lot. So there is no big difference 
in attitudes towards homosexuality. It may also be because 
China’s population is relatively mobile. Some people have lived in 
cities or towns for a long time, even though their hukou is in the 
countryside. Therefore, rural residents and urban residents have 
the same ideology and cultural habits, and there is no significant 
difference in attitude to homosexuality. 

AUTHORS’ CONTRIBUTION STATEMENTS 

All authors participated actively and made substantial 
contributions to the entire research and review process, including 
interpretation of results and revising manuscript drafts. Zhang 
conceptualized the paper and directed the draft writing. Li 
drafted the first version and submitted the paper. Wang managed 
the data analyses and provided support for the writing. All the 
three authors approved the final version of the manuscript.

FUNDING 

This research is supported by the grant from China Ministry 
of Education Social Science Funds (19YJA840016), of which 
Jichao Wang is the Principal Investigator.

DATA AVAILABILITY

 CGSS data is open to researchers from domestic and foreign 
research institutions, teaching staff from domestic and foreign 
universities, students from domestic and foreign universities, 
staff from domestic and foreign government agencies, and people 
who need to use the data for non-commercial (for-profit) and 
political purposes. For those eligible to use CGSS2017 survey 
data, log on to cnsda.ruc.edu.cn or www.cnsda.org. After simple 
registration, they can download the CGSS2017 survey data for 
free.

CODE AVAILABILITY 

We used the STATA software. Do-files codes can be obtained 
from the authors on request.

REFERENCES
1.	 Liu M, Yu Z, Zhang B, Shi T, Li X, Li Y, et al. Estimation on the Numbers 

of Chinese Homosexuality and People with Same-Sex Sexual 
Behaviors and Related Female Group. Chinese J Human Sexuality. 
2015; 24: 117-121. 

2.	 Li Y, Zheng H. Public Attitude towards Homosexuality and its 
Influencing Factors. Journal of South China Normal University 
(SOCIAL SCIENCE EDITION). 2013; 06: 31-36. 

3.	 Lin HC, Chen YL, Ko NY, Chang YP, Lu WH, Yen CF. Perception of 
Attitudes of the General Population toward Homosexuality in Taiwan: 
Roles of Demographic Factors, Mental Health, and Social Debates on 
Legalizing Same-Sex Marriage. Int J Environ Res Public Health. 2021; 
18: 2618. 

4.	 Hottes TS, Bogaert L, Rhodes AE, Brennan DJ, Gesink D. Lifetime 
Prevalence of Suicide Attempts Among Sexual Minority Adults by 
Study Sampling Strategies: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis. 
Am J Public Health. 2016; 106: E1-E12. 

5.	 Ko NY, Lin IH, Huang YT, Chen MH, Lu WH, Yen CF. Associations of 
Perceived Socially Unfavorable Attitudes toward Homosexuality 
and Same-Sex Marriage with Suicidal Ideation in Taiwanese People 
before and after Same-Sex Marriage Referendums. Int J Environ Res 
Public Health. 2020; 17: 1047. 

6.	 Herek GM. Heterosexuals’ Attitudes toward Lesbians and Gay Men: 
Correlates and Gender Differences. The J Sex Res. 2010; 25: 451-477. 

7.	 Loftus J. America’s Liberalization in Attitudes toward Homosexuality, 
1973 to 1998. American Sociological Review. 2021; 66: 762-782. 

8.	 Robert A, Tina F. Cohort Differences in Tolerance of Homosexuality 
Attitudinal Change in Canada and the United States, 1981–2000. 
Narnia. 2008; 72: 311-330. 

9.	 Roberts LL. Changing worldwide attitudes toward homosexuality: 
The influence of global and region-specific cultures, 1981–2012. 
Social Sci Res. 2009; 80: 114-131. 

10.	 Altemeyer B. Changes in Attitudes toward Homosexuals. J Homosex. 
2001; 42: 63-75. 

11.	 Ayoub PM, Garretson J. Getting the Message Out: Media Context and 
Global Changes in Attitudes toward Homosexuality. Comparative 
Political Studies. 2017; 50: 1055-1085. 

12.	 Hall WJ, Rodgers GK. Teachers’ attitudes toward homosexuality and 
the lesbian, gay, bisexual, and queer community in the United States. 
Social Psychol Education. 2019; 22: 23-41. 

13.	 Whitehead AL. Sacred Rites and Civil Rights: Religion’s Effect on 
Attitudes toward Same‐Sex Unions and the Perceived Cause of 
Homosexuality. Social Science Quarterly. 2010; 91: 63-79. 

14.	 Wyatt TJ, Oswalt SB, White C, Peterson FL. Are Tomorrow’s Teachers 
Ready To Deal with Diverse Students? Teacher Candidates’ Attitudes 
toward Gay Men and Lesbians. Teacher Education Quarterly. 2008; 
35: 171-185. 

15.	 Tang J, Pan J. The Time Trend of the Public’s Tolerance for Same-
Sex Sexual Behaviors and Group Differences. Chinese J Clin Psychol. 
2001; 26: 1218-1221. 

16.	 Chen H, Gao Y, Zhou J, Cao Y. Attitudes Toward Homosexuals of 
Heterosexual Adults. Chinese J Clin Psychol. 2015; 23: 822-825. 

Estimation on the Numbers of Chinese Homosexuality and People with Same-Sex Sexual Behaviors and Related Female Group. Chinese J Human Sexuality. 2015; 24: 117-121.
Estimation on the Numbers of Chinese Homosexuality and People with Same-Sex Sexual Behaviors and Related Female Group. Chinese J Human Sexuality. 2015; 24: 117-121.
Estimation on the Numbers of Chinese Homosexuality and People with Same-Sex Sexual Behaviors and Related Female Group. Chinese J Human Sexuality. 2015; 24: 117-121.
Estimation on the Numbers of Chinese Homosexuality and People with Same-Sex Sexual Behaviors and Related Female Group. Chinese J Human Sexuality. 2015; 24: 117-121.
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33807845/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33807845/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33807845/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33807845/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33807845/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27049424/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27049424/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27049424/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27049424/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32045994/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32045994/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32045994/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32045994/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32045994/
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/00224498809551476
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/00224498809551476
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2001-05940-002
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2001-05940-002
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1455025
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1455025
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1455025
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0049089X17310414
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0049089X17310414
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0049089X17310414
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/12013575/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/12013575/
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0010414016666836
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0010414016666836
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0010414016666836
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2010-00688-004
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2010-00688-004
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2010-00688-004
https://www.teqjournal.org/backvols/2008/35_2/19wyattetal.pdf
https://www.teqjournal.org/backvols/2008/35_2/19wyattetal.pdf
https://www.teqjournal.org/backvols/2008/35_2/19wyattetal.pdf
https://www.teqjournal.org/backvols/2008/35_2/19wyattetal.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/320089960_Attitudes_Toward_Homosexuality_in_China_Exploring_the_Effects_of_Religion_Modernizing_Factors_and_Traditional_Culture
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/320089960_Attitudes_Toward_Homosexuality_in_China_Exploring_the_Effects_of_Religion_Modernizing_Factors_and_Traditional_Culture


Zhang J, et al. (2024)

Arch Emerg Med Crit Care 8(1): 1063 (2024) 6/6

Central
Bringing Excellence in Open Access





17.	 Wang F. The analysis of the influencing factors of differences sexual 
concept between Urban and rural Residents in China. (Master), 
Shandong university. 2014.

18.	 Beauvoir S. d. The Second Sex: China Book Publishing House. 1998. 

19.	 Oakley A. Sex, Gender and Society. Feminist Frontiers Rethinking Sex 
Gender & Society. 1972.

20.	 Chen C. From “Equality”, “Gender” to “Citizenship”-Theoretical Turn 
of Western Feminism Collection of Women’s Studies. 2002; 04: 53-
59. 

21.	 Luo M. On feminism and the Gender Basis of Marriage. Legal System 
and Society. 2009; 17: 2. 

22.	 Haines EL, Deaux K, Lofaro N. The Times They Are a-Changing … or 
Are They Not? A Comparison of Gender Stereotypes, 1983–2014. 
Psychol Women Quarterly. 2016; 40: 353-363. 

23.	 Lamontagne E, d’Elbee M, Ross MW, Carroll A, du Plessis A, Loures 
L. A Socioecological Measurement of Homophobia for All Countries 
and Its Public Health Impact. Eur J Public Health. 2018; 28: 967-972. 

24.	 Rollè L, Sechi C, Santoniccolo F, Trombetta T, Brustia P. The 
Relationship between Sexism, Affective States, and Attitudes toward 
Homosexuality in a Sample of Heterosexual Italian People. Sexuality 
Res Social Policy. 2021; 1-13. 

25.	 Santona A, Tognasso G. Attitudes toward Homosexuality in 
Adolescence: An Italian Study. J Homosexuality. 2018; 65: 361-378. 

26.	 Choi KH, Shin HJ. Gender Equality Consciousness and Attitude toward 
Homosexuality. THE J SOCIAL SCI. 2019; 26: 81-102. 

27.	 Falomir-Pichastor JM, Berent J, Anderson J. Perceived Men’s 
Feminization and Attitudes toward Homosexuality: Heterosexual 
Men’s Reactions to the Decline of the Anti-Femininity Norm of 
Masculinity. Sex Roles. 2019; 81: 208-222. 

28.	 Wang X, Liu W. Internet Use and the Public’s Tolerance for 
Homosexuality: An Empirical Analysis Based on CGSS2015 Data. J 
University of Science and Technology Beijing (Social Science Edition). 
2019; 35: 89-97. 

29.	 Tang Z, Chen J, Deng Y. An Analysis of the Public’s Tolerance for 
Homosexuals: An Empirical Analysis Based on CGSS (2010) Sata 
Chinese sex science. 2016; 25: 151-154. 

30.	 Jia-Wei T, Tien-Tsung L. The Effects of Media Usage and Interpersonal 
Contacts on the Stereotyping of Lesbians and Gay Men in China. J 
Homosex. 2014; 61: 980-1002. 

31.	 Wang F, Wu Y. An Analysis of the Factors Affecting Subjective 
Gender Role Attitudes in China at Present——Based on CGSS 2010 
Survey Data. Paper presented at the 2013 China Sociology Annual 
Conference “Gender Development and the Construction of a Beautiful 
China” Forum, Guiyang, Guizhou Province, China. 2013.

32.	 Ling-feng G, Shi-xin F, Guo-qiang W, Wen-li L. Intergroup Contact 
Intervention in Attitude towards Homosexuality: the Impact of the 
Time of Coming Out and the Difference of Sex. Chinese J Clin Psychol. 
2021; 29: 897-902+909. 

33.	 Paul PV, Dorothy LE, Brain WK. Willingness to remain friends and 
attend school with lesbian and gay peers: relational expressions of 
prejudice among heterosexual youth. J Youth Adolescence. 2009; 38: 
952-962. 

34.	 Bosson JK, Michniewicz KS. Gender Dichotomization at the Level of 
Ingroup Identity: What it is, and Why Men Use It More than women. J 
Personality Social Psychol. 2013; 105: 425-442. 

35.	 Zheng Y, Wang S. The Influence Mechanism of Gender Discrimination 
on Sexual Attitude. J Shandong Women’s University. 2017; 01: 35-42.

https://www.abebooks.com/9787506806985/secondary-full-version-2Chinese-Edition-7506806983/plp
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0361684316634081
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0361684316634081
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0361684316634081
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29514190/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29514190/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29514190/
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Luca-Rolle-2/publication/348646635_The_Relationship_Between_Sexism_Affective_States_and_Attitudes_Toward_Homosexuality_in_a_Sample_of_Heterosexual_Italian_People/links/6076d96ba03fca55fe2a4d89/The-Relationship-Between-Sexism-Affective-States-and-Attitudes-Toward-Homosexuality-in-a-Sample-of-Heterosexual-Italian-People.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Luca-Rolle-2/publication/348646635_The_Relationship_Between_Sexism_Affective_States_and_Attitudes_Toward_Homosexuality_in_a_Sample_of_Heterosexual_Italian_People/links/6076d96ba03fca55fe2a4d89/The-Relationship-Between-Sexism-Affective-States-and-Attitudes-Toward-Homosexuality-in-a-Sample-of-Heterosexual-Italian-People.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Luca-Rolle-2/publication/348646635_The_Relationship_Between_Sexism_Affective_States_and_Attitudes_Toward_Homosexuality_in_a_Sample_of_Heterosexual_Italian_People/links/6076d96ba03fca55fe2a4d89/The-Relationship-Between-Sexism-Affective-States-and-Attitudes-Toward-Homosexuality-in-a-Sample-of-Heterosexual-Italian-People.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Luca-Rolle-2/publication/348646635_The_Relationship_Between_Sexism_Affective_States_and_Attitudes_Toward_Homosexuality_in_a_Sample_of_Heterosexual_Italian_People/links/6076d96ba03fca55fe2a4d89/The-Relationship-Between-Sexism-Affective-States-and-Attitudes-Toward-Homosexuality-in-a-Sample-of-Heterosexual-Italian-People.pdf
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28409704/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28409704/
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/341347606_Gender_Equality_Consciousness_and_Attitude_toward_Homosexuality
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/341347606_Gender_Equality_Consciousness_and_Attitude_toward_Homosexuality
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/328957927_Perceived_Men's_Feminization_and_Attitudes_Toward_Homosexuality_-_Heterosexual_Men's_Reactions_to_the_Decline_of_the_Anti-Femininity_Norm_of_Masculinity
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/328957927_Perceived_Men's_Feminization_and_Attitudes_Toward_Homosexuality_-_Heterosexual_Men's_Reactions_to_the_Decline_of_the_Anti-Femininity_Norm_of_Masculinity
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/328957927_Perceived_Men's_Feminization_and_Attitudes_Toward_Homosexuality_-_Heterosexual_Men's_Reactions_to_the_Decline_of_the_Anti-Femininity_Norm_of_Masculinity
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/328957927_Perceived_Men's_Feminization_and_Attitudes_Toward_Homosexuality_-_Heterosexual_Men's_Reactions_to_the_Decline_of_the_Anti-Femininity_Norm_of_Masculinity
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24325259/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24325259/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24325259/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3341517/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3341517/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3341517/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3341517/
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2009-09408-008
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2009-09408-008
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2009-09408-008
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2009-09408-008
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2013-19785-001
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2013-19785-001
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2013-19785-001

	Attitudes towards Gender Inequality and Acceptance of Homosexuality: A Study of Chinese Populations
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Data and Methods 
	Results
	Table 1
	Discussion and Conclusion 
	Table 2
	Authors’ Contribution Statements  
	Funding
	Data Availability 
	Code Availability  
	References

