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H OE ZNANIBYHFLARIZOOEFERGEE DGR TG B3, AL ML
J B3t AR 4R &, IF SR omikde e TR B35 & B 3T H ik fe i E AR e . X F 4ot m &4
R H, ERBERS. FHREAE LS. IPEMAERARE, sTERA T EELFOEERR.

M 4% b EBUR 2 09 AL BRI AT 57 5 W&, A 2 BUR 4 84 1 Sk AL AL AL,

FF AL R W AR T B -

BTN . AR TH—F IS ENRAG AR . ATTHESEESHE X2 540,

VAR AR e b F 8 R A TR TR

KA AR, B4 BESEER, HHALE LR, TEMAER

SIS B849:C93
1 5|8

T Al 1 22 AT DL IR, SR At A I
(advice taking) BRI PHEERTZ —, 4
THT X 1 22 UL, PSR A I T ISR B 22 I ) AR
W o Al SR 25 T USRI A SR 4R
FERT R YA O R RE R R R FE A A 00 T 3
B RNEWL (B =, 8, BSCH, 256,
HH, 2013) BUA BT R A BUE R SR A 1 AR1E |
HBCER, DLRCHEBCR B R A BT T e
PFE ML, — LB i I I R TR 22 R (e.g.
B, Wbele, IhEEEE, 2016, B, R,
WAL, 2014; Kausel, Culbertson, Leiva, Slaughter,
& Jackson, 2015),

BRI HA TS — R ANPRE. S, A1 3R
AW A B AR IR TN A A S, i
WM T AR UH R IE . TR RIRHE A S TE 24,
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Wi B IF 52 2 BT G 1 1 2 AR 1 D SR o A A O
i, (AT —SERFFEUE SR8 . BURSE PR 26
TE M 26 5 B3 rh 200 B 02 BE D SR X A U SR 4
(Gino, Brooks, & Schweitzer, 2012; Jung & Young,
2012), X0, RIS NN F A E =
ANTEL, Al AU PR R T & %0 A E R 0E R Y
TH B 7 & (1) Fe Al A VA BT 9 19 2 (A2 RO R
3R A DA BRI A 2 (35 50) B 5 SR 94 A A (de
Hooge, Verlegh, & Tzioti, 2014),

TR 175 46 5 T 2 AR A 5 M) PR SR 110 2 DR

N7 HE R PR IR AT i e ag s,
S AR SRS G ik — R, Xl A TR 4 R 1 2
Rt AT L S A, & TSR AT N BEE,
X S TSR AN P DR SR B A R R AR 2 R R R
VORI B FEALE AT 0B, IF A BOR
MBS PRI . O T RESHAR | TR b e ik
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TEARD, (BT T8 45 0 R IRE IE AR 2 Husk,
TR SR ST 01 28 B30 3 0 B #8025 T 1 5 3 %)
WS E, RSP ERRE S A S5 W
#4145 (integral emotions); HT B3 7R 2 F
5| A% ) Ky S5 i1 4% (incidental emotions), P&
L[] AE T e 5 3 % U R4

BEEERRIRES BTG R NIE4%,
KAPSEES T EA T H . REF AT LRSS
15 25 VE R PG UK IR Z —, STk B — &
HYFEIVE R o 4N, PR3 35 T FADI 0 7 XL 45
BB R, IR AR R BT BRI T &
{BA7 B 3 G 1 A 23 ) DR SR 5 i BRI 5
PEAS, 120 25 P o 3 % A 1 P AR B O . RV
A, BIAE 2 i SO e e 5, (E X Y B M A
SRR T Yok % WUTRA 53 HT(Fridman,
Scherr, Glare, & Higgins, 2016), 7] LAl &5 %%
25 5 | A P R 2 % A LA AR T o

THELEE A 1G4, SRS 4% 8 BUCR 94 1Y R
YERE A 2, Jemiis 4 ny B 2R B B #5
iV (carryover effect) (Quigle & Tedeschi, 1996),
BERE PR E N — D E BT A B 5 — B, B
KEME S AN YT WIEEINE N GREES
e, PR B A () 1o 28 R R T A R R &
A BRI TR, A0 A X g S0 T A AR 4l 2 — o
#i41, Gino I Schweitzer (2008)HF5% & M /55|
P AT R8T 4 1 e S 3 AN TR T At N L, T ST
R I R 4 W 25 A E S0 RN . 5B 26
Fof A~ AR P 3R B B2 I S 0 R AY (Lerner, Small, &
Loewenstein, 2004), ML T 4E¥raifE N . 1F
LI — B EAN B Z B T SERTE AR,
Avnet, Pham Fil Stephen (2012)% 3, HSLLT Jy /&
PR AR 32 B SE T 25 52 T BE R, ARl R
UL, SR g S AP R B, X
{5 8= A = WA D

SEHITE 45 5 5 A1 45 X U ok A BRI 32
We) JEA SRS Y, B 0 SE I 4 A
FRE AR, SR 5 e SR 2 A B A A
T M — B IE AR SR H CE Y TS
2510928 U (Lerner et al., 2004), /#3372 P
i BRI, (A Yip A1 Coté (2013)WF5E R,
T A 45 i X Bl B PR A RE TS Bh o Ok A TR 4T
Hb X A3 SR 25 S AR 25, DT 820 SE i1 24
X AR A T4

22 BEBNSHXEBIENGSE

PR R 5 J 0 B A A4S B AT 5 4R
o T DA e SR A B 4t 5 R A R AR T N )
RWEFETT I, DU e SR A, s AR S AT
MG E T, S EGAHCHISHT TIRER

FRE I 5 UT L B AE (regulatory fit), van Kleef,
van den Berg fl Heerdink (2015)AF 5% ik B 4 SR
BOR B F BHELR, IR 2 iSO oy bRt R 1k 25
IR ERER G R RZ, R BRI
{5 EHELE, R4 LU (I 4 R R BOR T A
Malaviya F1 Brendl (2014) B> 44 i) B 5K 5l #L
(hedonic motivation) H &, PAE Y B ) #iS Sy Hk
i, 2Pt (pleasure: gain & no-loss)zhHLEL k]
5 K9 (pain: loss & no-gain)shtLE e, A 5% & 3L
o P 8 £ 2 B ) 5 A0 9 114 B 0 BB ] B2 5 LR SR
HHNHEW . Fridman 55 A (2016)%1 % 957 VE AL Y
SRR C B TR, R BN IC EL(E B RS
B R A BT 2O T, AT I VG35 A 15 4 ) L
KPR, S m @ Uk . RS A E T
LA 1 B 1w 5155 2 1 DG B R A BUR 9 1 450,
PRI 2 1L R 3 BB < IE A (van Kleef et al.,
2015), PRIMR A, A5 AN DT BLAHT R <5t 15
B, AR R B T e 2 R ) A IR
AR, B AR AR DG B AT B A Ok 19 I A — ek
SRR, W TSI E B AR 2 i
P A itk — L IR E

2t & fif B 7K - PR A% (construal level theory),
WHoE# R AR N R R B %, o5 ok
TN RE LT R, HEWUTER S 3N Reyt,
Wiesenfeld, & Trope, 2016), Karsh il Eyal (2015)
NN A — R T 15 28 I R R KPR e 25 5, A
ATHER SIS 7 A A IR 5 F IR B DG I 15 24,
Lb— A IR 26 R BE S o SR T3 i
TEHT, iR E R TEA S RS E X HE A
WEEINT., B8z . il R FrE e R
A UHRINRIREE, A AT R OCTE

7 5 RN T A2 X1 2 16T 2 O B 5 43 25,
— [R5 4 B A T AS B 42 1 48 75 17 26 % R BUR AN 1Y
PERL, i bScprik, B R — 80 g i 46 b
FEAEZE S, AT UPPA, b BRI 45 RRAE 1 43 B o
R A A VR FHBILTR] Y DG 6
23 BHMN—BEBEITEBERANENT

X ELARAE 45 IR R O AR UM R R UCR 90
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TH VR Bk 3 HR 4% Mehrabian (1974)1%)1%
45 PAD R5iR1, B TR, Mk AR A R 2 1
T EEYEEE, — L IR SR S B
Sy i A A R 1 £ T B 2R ) R W SR A X
FEIL A A5 (Calanchini, Moons, & Mackie, 2016;
de Hooge et al., 2014), ##& Smith Fl Ellsworth
(1985) 15 2 NI PPAN B aes, BTG 2% B i 1Ak
BN FITESY, LA 6 NYERER A, BB |
WM . EREED . R WS, 5, —
SERIF 5 LA Sy B MR J3 A LR A 4 ) s DU B
BIVEF o DARREME R B, W0 M A A o) g o 285
SR T R X e SR AT S5 PR AR AR R R BL . AR

P p . PR A A R PR SR B R E A, T A B

PREUF £ RS DN Jsz it HH {1 22 P o Tiedens 1 Linton
(20013 33 R HAF 25 P (0 00 MR TTEAL, & 0 i
FE VA 28 o AR R A = L, e Y e SR 3 T 3
HEERFEN T MA A S BARNE ., F
T, PR R R SR e B M AT S SO, 2 A
SR XA AT BB A B, T AR IR T s e
AR AN 5 M 23 fel A 1) 1 TR AT BRI 1
FEME, I BRG] XSRS A fE, Rk
e T L R 1L (Gino et al., 2012), {HH
XS £5 BT 51 & Wk A T 07 AR AR 4 i

Tiedens 55 A (2001)IA A £5 A AN o S L 2> £ i
AR IEE AT, SRS AU T, T ) — sk
IR 8 2 W 58 SR B T BE 1 (Gino
et al., 2012; Sengupta & Johar, 2001), ¥ 5, T g &k
AT 77 Gino 4 A(2012)IBEFELE R K
FRIEF AN RRAR AT 1 73 BRI BT, TESE T AR
YA TR IS5 4E o 75 B B2, £ P
WA Y AE DGR R R 25 T SR 3 TN T R

TR RS S A 22 57 DL R At A DG I I 45 R %
JIT LA SR PEXT HE SR 94 1 A AL A R i — 25
I .

3 EBIRMBENHREEW

SCEE b IR MO A A 1 o A SRR ST Y
FRESER, IR AR UCR N b 41 45 BL ] 2

{77 AR ST HE 25547 O DR S U 1 2 AT DG BE

R h s B . B2 fE BEE . A B
HEZR, Xl SR 94 Hh 17 25 ) A T A 1R A 20 A
IR, If dAEBCRAVIE HLRIELR, LU ARG
% WL THT £ B

31 EBCERABENGIRE N EZRIRKIE
311 1EZSEEE

15 4 15 1% % Bl (affect infusion model, AIM)
(Forgas, 1995)7& KT AFrE shiE 58 I 2516
TR 15 2695 35 2 5 A 15 45 0 e 145 Btk AT
REAPIMER TR R, BHENBERE Sk
FF BN LIRS B UIAE G, M1E 4B AR
B, Zp 7= AR PR IO T . shALaksh i T.56
W MMEEBBEE RN, B &R EZS
T, RBIS R T E 26 F0 A B AR, AR
o 5 JE% % (emotional contagion), 145415 & 1 15H
R REAFIYOR M TRE D, HE H i dow ok
SERWRER, LA, TR, 240, 2014), 2N
fRB DU 4 0 ik . B PO 3 R IR DG il 45
TR PR HE TR . DU 2 e e B e IR
WS PR B HREAR LR, B4 5
JEM PR FANEE T B & AR s H AR sh bl 17k
e T2 R 2 ke Y R T R A e I S R
1L FFE LI, 1H 2583 R m, EE%R A
U0 W TP I 250 A R T X L RN
MAE ST 200 A F 2 AR 2 R 2 S )k
B TEAR
312 BHEHSEERE

15 %% # & 1§ B % % (emotion as social
information, EASDJEF 1% 25 1 A FRRNE, AR 1
iR — Mt S FE R, MRERIRE SRR,
R T HONH, BEEER, TEABRRE S AA
{55 1Bk (van Kleef, 2009), %S NA ST
il DA WA T = %R N S HEW N T .
BRI UCR N R MR, miE R E s %
HEWME TR EMFAMNIESE RS, 5188 &
T EE R ENEEE TS NELRE
HRAM TR A S Ak . U IE 420
T T HXHOR AR . AESEE L X BRI A
WAL 25 5., X LARRE s PSR i i 1 &
PR LA B bPAS Al N BB A 315 B o EASLSRIA T
1 2 AL S T RE, K g AR D R R g LK
Pz —,

ZHS IS A TR AN, WSl H Ty
2% (Schwarz & Clore, 1996), Be3R #2008 i F 1
25 R A B 1% 28 IL VR b PP AG WU AR YR . 9 Ab,
I A TR R 25 15 B 75 e AT S0R FHBGR T
P I SIHLAARIRE J] (van Kleef, 2009). #L3fE
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HBA RPN —BUg i, xRS B
Bk 25, DU E iU 1 2 I B F o o
FHHHIL. MUk EH B BREPLE, SR
ALY I T (Jung et al., 2012), Holn TRz
B F X i IR 5 I BE T o van Kleef 58 A
(2015) B 5T 25 3R I A Mok 3 3 50 2 A
HIBRR, A 2s5n 0 MM A IE 5 S .
3.1.3 WNEEESE

PF {5 7] #E 22 (Appraisal-Tendency framework,
ATF) RIS 4 A e B, LUIE 2 e R
B, RWRERN 500K ¢ R W ES (Lerner
& Keltner, 2000), AFT Fi ik g & Fi HL A4S 45 4
PPN FIIEN AR, O [RGB A 1
BLRTE A ORI REE . 51 R B R BARIE 2 1 F 2
INFNTE 4E B TR 2 A% O P 328 (core appraisal
theme), FHAZ.OITH 38T 51 & B 1E 46 X2 A4~
R TPA S 0 Y B A M ), RO TR E LS
e DA R 1) s [ 489 B> 4K 8 37441 1 1] (Appraisal-
Tendency). ATF SR T 1A K515 45 19 8L C &,
SR BT ELAR 45 AE s SR AN v 0 VR AR AL T B
s, LIRSS A0, B RERERIEEER
At A PR 2R 3 B T AN T R R PR, B i g A
OO 28, BRI . sreh
R A BRI 54T 0 ) o ARG STUE SEAH LE
TR a5 B e g i, e XU e SO 1 43¢ % AL

BRETR M TR B O, 5 AR5 BT R B 1A
0 1) 4 A — 2, PR L e 28 TR ) 4R 44 (Lerner
et al., 2004),
3.2 1REME

4L %ok SRR Y (01645 B A I 1) B 3, AR
O3 Xt EESOR 94 15 e ML R E AT RS (LR 1)
BT S AL LR Ry - A3 BT DR SR 3 S WOR 9 1 2
1 F B IR -5 A BIPRR AT 55 th X Sk I A
TSR — PSR S A R AN L

TG, YRR TE HOR N b T AR5 2 1 2
IR ETA . (DRI AIM, Pesf 5 s 22 5 g
WHEIEL B BN, HB s R e T @i
TR G REWRBE, DEENGEES
PR AL R DC L BE (Line A); (2)454 EASI,
PR EXT A BUR S . ORI, DR R
A LA AN RE 7 IR T 26 S M s 45 5 B
FL{R] A T H T @ UCE W1 45 I b (Line B)o (3)
WG AFT, Posfs i BLAE 45 32 A 50 PPk i 4 .,
RN BN R B (Line C)o 3 5h, PR XT
T 25 T 0 B Ay o 4 7= AE 00 BSR4 45 7R 58 (Line
E). ()M e mi G 28 4 e sk, 5Pk IR
PR 22 T 5 | e )1 4 8 Ak 2 ik A BIUSR AT 55, K
P T P S PSR I 2, O Bt R A 1 4 2L R A
FHF XA PE A (Line D)

FOWK, i SR R FE NI (DA

]
@R |
D
\4 i i 4
S i "
ot Gaan | erm, F LR o
Wl . B AR > (RERA. > 7
. RE, FHET C SHFRINT) SRR
THRIES) G
A
Ale—2 P B NGRS
(B, RRIRETD) (CEREST )

B R BCRN S 2P L LA
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EASI, #1125 LRI B (15 46 1 23 1R
FPRAR BRI T, RRE SIS
AN T RE 7 R T 811 A M0 1 81 25 7 S0z,
2R R BRI TR . ISR B R
PRI IERPE . T3S e SRS R e M, JF H
BAF &N IR, T2 5514
AU T.(Line A’, Line B’). (2)AFT &8 T 1% 25 X1 A
HEA R VER, PR E A AT 55 5 A UE A
TN B I 7 A B 2 23 0 — 20 S AR AR
JNT.(Line C)o G140, >4 2k 56 5 I8 1) 4t A g U
XF A B SR A AL B S PR, 2R TR
FilRf . POBR BRI, a0 A HE
J¥ (Baer & Brown, 2012),

B Je, MR P X AR B A RN T4
TR P 5 RN AL LA T ] Ffr R B 1) SR 44 (Line
F)o 45 AIM, 1545550 n] B8 H AR T/
K (Line H)o 5 FEE, K230k in%
KR RS20, 7E S Bn 2B 0 d A ATA] R 2> 2% 1& 3 I
ERNP S NN R VNN EE S E RS
FTRANAT o IR Sy T I R i Y
HF, REFHTBE Ak B E, HERIFA
K4 SR P, B Sk B Z AR R
SR T HW AR, 2012), PHERA R BRI
ZHNBRF R A7 (Line G)o
33 RSB R IR NI R0

S RETE WIS IR 4 5 B BRI KR, A
SCHEE TR A W5 Y [l B, 3k BRUAST SR8 17 28 A8 151
M BEEEBLRANS o 5 —, R AEAETEXS BRR
e BRI TP AR G5 R B — 2, A
WP SR B AT A RN, AR HIALE 3 &2
Fe, BURIE IR JUARIZ S 5 B 2 G 45 (e.g.
Calanchini et al., 2016; Gino et al., 2008; Jung et al.,
2012); 35—, ARTASIE — Tl ngi P e B A oy ) B M 1
4, e S A i PR S AR M SR AR AR,
HYSRHMHL . BRI AFEEIRR, KA SOk
HAE R IR

TS DR AR RE A, A S AT BELAS-A> 1A
H bRz glm 5 R i v 4t BA H s shil
a2 B AR X B AT i), O HARTE I T 4h
o WCRITHT A BUS TS 2 ARK D, IS
SRAE 55 AHUCIE, IR 2 D33 2R A8 DR U [
HNTRFAES AL, I EDHFHRGACEEA—
BUNME B S Z B AR Jung 45 A (2012)RYBTFSE,

) LR B SR H SR A0 S AR 3 DL A A R A
UK, PR SHIEEENE T A CHRE,
S S5 s Rl SR 1 T <2 G R (W= -4 A
8, HPBRAR SSRGS, WA 6 Rk
B AE DR AT 55 VPl S S8 U 25 R h A 6 AR
THREZIME R, B5 5] kR i gl
FITRAGIHT, DA AR A T SR 45 2R

Hwk, WEEUCE I A B, BB i
17 2 HAT i i R, ARl T S 458 B 51k
PRI — BT A SRR Y 5 R e, H
AT (Y 1A P SR A TV AR AR 4l e
MR =B WIS MRS L EHT,
TS A T U B R B R TR kX
TN o ERUEE I AT AR AN T S5z e X A S i A
P, BA RS EE, HILRRAR T e o g
BRA SIS HL(Tidends et al., 2001),, 1fij 75 —L4
W5 A g B P B0 A TS T A 1 0 RS,
W I BT R B R U ok i AE R R Le i oy ™
MO DR EAT A H A, BUR IR T @I
Flz5 5% . MRYE EASL X 26(F B AT E i SR ITAl R
PEHEA BRI AN T 1AM, Calanchini 25
AN (2016) FYBIF 5% A, 2% W % 2% v [ Bsf £ 336 14 g
55, &FS5E N E XTI mT, M
M4 12 EEBCR AN AT fE

Zi L, e HiRIE IR A AL, #2 %o ik
A B HI A RO L DR B AR O A A b
PSR A TN — BCEEUE BRET R . R A
far AR AN T 5 203z B e 5 3 sh AL 5 IN AT Be i
P . AR PSR AR BB 4 0 — S
BT A5 P A, W 5 ok R R & =20 T 5K
W AR PSR AR A B AR A R, Xk
SR I 2 P 5 4 o R s R il I AR ) DR SR o B
T H O PR R IG5E [ 3R DI (self-validation) Ul
Y AR TSR it o H AR, B4 /8 B
R S g, R B BRI gh AL, 3R
R EAEUEETIRELZALA-FNEL,
H TR B #AUE (de Hooge et al., 2014), IGHF, H
RHWMBEA R0 AIRE S, $0H 242000
PR, B2k Re T d AT T AL B, BEik
ST B B RR

4 HBEERE
AR R G R T 25 B BUR ah i 1 AL,
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Hk, Hat Xk TEA1H% 5 et 2 &l
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B 28 % BRI IVE R o

e, Hauh HAREE 2546 IR 2R IR
YUIE LT IE N B, TR LT N 25 A B % 4 BT
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The emotion mechanism of advice taking

ZHU Yuelong; ZHANG Kaihua; DUAN Jinyun
(Department of Psychology, Soochow University; Key Research Institute of Education Ministry-Center for Chinese
Urbanization Sudies, Soochow University, Suzhou 215123, China)

Abstract: Guided mainly by providing decision makers with advice adaptable to their emotional
characteristics, the emotion research on advice taking explores specific emotion and cognitive assessment of
emotion, based on analyzing the emotion valance development and the emotion influences on cognition
strategies respectively. Combining with the previous research and drawing lessons from Affect Infusion
Model, Emotion As Social Information Model, Appraisal-Tendency Framework, the paper analyzes and
elaborates the emotion source and the mechanism associating with the emotional impact on the advice
taking. Besides, the research hotspot-anger mood is taken as an example to further explain. Future research
can try to explore the direct effect of emotion on advice taking, the relationship and role of integral and
incidental emotion, as well as the combination of new emotional theory to enrich the study of advice taking
field.

Key words: emotion; advice taking; affect infusion model; emotion as social information model; appraisal-

tendency framework



