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FESENRES R

wEE REY
CEAITE AT IR BRI L B2 R, 123 200062)

B B FEIERBNRRBRA L — S B EAARE B A A GBI E KM ik Fa b Fo th BRE, LF &,
FENMAIAL. e MAEFFABRRT T FAESEGRA, FHREMREZEAFLE T SRE., 58m
TR AeAMEM R BA A FHERETRGTE, ARFREZRGELEOTFREENNEFTX, FERTES
BEAETRR XA TR AN LN B ER, TR —FEANREYATHEESEEMAITAHARRGEE.

KEBIE FESARER;, FEISE; &M, KA, ExE%

HEE B849:C91

A PE (Attitude) — B 2 0 3 4 20 BF 5T 40
o VERAPRXREE A i B0 B BT B R
FE B ERO B S R ], A BRI TN N
&5 B W] =Fh 4 (Baron, Byrne, & Suls, 1988),
A EEREE RN, AR OR A B E A,
BN AW R SR, R SRR
% . BrinE 22 5 (Likert, 1932; Thurstone, 1927),
XS R, AMELIE B IR A O,
Xy Tefs i & R — i, MMATFEMN
\CEEAZENE SCEL BT EF/REACS
BER—I0, SR, BT AT TR G S A
FEA B 2R Zmi AR B — Y, AT X — 3
155 R B AR 3SR I A TN . Eotn, 23 SRR 3
FLARD) h, IR T RIS R L E 24,
EATER, & A S MR 2 IR R R, /A,
SRR, JEREHE, R EITHI.ORRE, ]
F A6 ST ], < Foks —UIERIR 25 T Ak, AT R A
B —UNGEREAT T 47 AT, X+
I [ s B T 488K AR I (BRI 5 T ) I P AR,
AT P E OIS R, R IEBLT, AR
BT YA, R R B A R Al S A,
2R TG X T R — 2 A [R] B 7™ A RO 5 T AR
WAL S ERRN T ESE

Wk BT 2017-04-12
* b T AR AR — B (201 7BSHO04) % Bl
BEEE: R, E-mail: jzxi@psy.ecnu.edu.cn

AR [ A1 0 OF I 25 B AF 9 3 2 4 vh e oAl
IR~ 9 N R E A S DO i AR W [ P S
WG, MRS E, 2009; BRAEE, BRI,
2007). PEAEA, FEBR2A TR G AR 0 A K
N X SR W S5 O T B BRI SR A, B T AN b
(AT UEE . ML, PP G 2 i
R FRAE B, B, A 0BT i Y
R BT i SR AT R . A SC TR EAENT I
BTG . PN IR B ) 0 A7 ) B T Jot i)
FLnli [, 2 O P G A BE A4 R B A A w1 kit
SR W 1 T PRSI AIE IR EA T R SRR, IR
R TT Y [R) A I f e g s, DU B NP e S
RS H)Ewm .

1 FESEMRNGES FHRR

SEME: BERNREERBR
EREV R IR B B, 38— 2 ik
FEORM NS, AR TR B RS
AL T PPN PR A B A — 3% S A —
e, 3 RO Y B A B B R (Likert, 1932;
Thurstone, 1927), {HWLA —LEWFRE G, HYE
HAS 8 B R ICE X A IR e R v ar S AR S
HIS B 7E PT- 00 PR AR (B B2 ABAS 28 1A o XA L IX
SR E SR ESE NS, WRRVE B4 AR
[F3% (bipolar problem) (Kaplan,1972),

X F X AR R B%, Kaplan #18C0] DL AR 25
JBE ik 3% 5 T B A R R X R 1 S A R R A T

11
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7 WURNMATER AT SR B ERARAR, B
AATTXS F XA A R TP S AR L Bl X RO 56
Ly WRANMEEW A ER LSRR, Wi
A AT T2 % R ] Bk EL A 5 B A R R AR BT Aot
B A 7 & &% . Cacioppo, Gardner Fl Berntson
(1997 M J& PR R B, AN AR X T ] — & A AR Al
5 AR 0P B SR BRI AN ST Y, A A T A,
WIBAAEAEE TGS, JF B2 AU & 11 3= i
ARRYERNE, Ft, SEVRFERER
AEXRALTY, P ESERISEN . BETES
FEAS B2 FA, SEFRMEEBEZ Y K,

164 S AR TR 08 I A B R )RR W2,
AR RN TR WSS . B R P EAE
WILERE, PESEALUS N =R/ —&IA
TEEMA—I, LA HE AR B EIF A m]
SN, ZRIEFEITENA B, X EA XTS5
FRZY, = RS INMIT R Mg, bk
SRR X B R A B (E R AR R X R AT
HES% (Lavine, Thomsen, Zanna, & Borgida, 1998),
RIEF ESE RS NA A & reg, FESE
XA LAAr AR . B W (objective) 7 JE A EH F
W (subjective) F JE AL . BT G &SR 2—
PRI R ZIRBNW . BN S IHRIPA AR S
B o WP 5 A R WIS i 2 A R RS2 B AR ZUAS
—HERE, ISR A O} S, 51RO
Prépr | BERK T BLAE — R 1R AZ (Priester & Petty,
1996; Thompson, Zanna, & Griffin, 1995), A X
kR L 3R 0 R o I 2 43 50 BR A I HE (potential)
X JE SR (felt) X J5 A& (Guarana & Hernandez,
2016; Newby-Clark, McGregor, & Zanna, 2002), #
SR R 5% 28 5% 08 & 28 1 A AR AR ], fHR
HRFEAIN [F] 2 J 25 BE I A0 2 AR T[] — %5 1k
[7] B 7 A R 55 T AR R A TN SIS g iR 5, %
PEMN SRR R, 3 H R RUE R (de Liver,
van der Pligt, & Wigboldus, 2007),

TEA KH JE AR LI s, A4
Z ML YRR B8 ,—J2 Cacioppo F Berntson (1994)
B PEAN 25 [BIBE Y, 2RI S AR XS 4 8 & A
BN TAFEE BB AT I R G — st
WRNBRRIE, 59— D AT IH O BURR IR, 5P
BV A T o [ R i A e o o - A 4
— A MU R S H AR GTM (The gradual
threshold model) A Sy 53 JE B 19 34 5 RSB A7

1EIF Ho5 BB B PPA 2 7 A vh o, TR L r
JEASEE, JF H Y BRI R P g s, P S A
Bt 25— 25 i (Priester & Petty, 1996), Xt AJ
VLA R b i 2 e R i R . AR E AN
BERGE PR M EE—h i, Fob
Je S b TSR A3, TS A AFTE — > R [
“H», RIAS R B 3 A8 4y fH B 1] (Kelman, 1979;
McGuire, 1989), HRA, A {EHE 59 R A
BRI AR A {8 1) B 0 [R] — 2 R R g, s A
FEA TR ETEOY 5 IR BB shge s, S
BEMEAT
12 FESERNNESE™M

WL F ERENEEPE, — L2 FBIR
R I R T — X S S A
JeHARBE . G ANTE Jonas, Diehl A1 Bromer (1997)
FY S v, BIF 3 OBUR 70 45 00 42 4 3 % T Sk
RIKE—AT AT IESE ., HEEENAKE,
3 1 S < FR 3K Bk KK X — AT S o T BUE N R R
0T 25 R 0 IR SE P R AKX — AT A S A R
S, BOR T EA WX ) T R SRS A S AR
i, 1 GERMFE T GERARFE)Z X4 H
ATy ML ANFE Thompson il Zanna (1995)
PR FE e, BT TR < FR X 22 AR AR IRl B B A S
FE ST (05 207 i G 28R B ] 1 -4 (R
FraRIEE)H 4 AR RASED)IATIT .

5 b 7 2] 2 B 43 R 43 Sl DN K
XF T [F) — X G R | TR A B R R . AN
A, XA 2CH Kaplan (1972) 1 S,
TESSUERFFE oy, AR A% B8 10 25 BE 5 3R 20 WP 3y,
— 3 W AR T B AR BTE AP (-4 2] 0 3
ATVEAT), 3 — 073 JUD kA~ 44X 1 2 A 1 B P Aly
(M 0 B 4 HE471F4). 7E Jonas 2 A (1997) A9 SZ 5
o, WA T SRR SR T S W
(B4 . 55—y 0] 45 R B A AT <R SE P AKX —
TIRTE O (— M WALH)F 3 AR I Z AT 45 5
Ay T W AT B SE vk K K ik —4T RAE 0
(— SRR E] -3 FAEH )T 5

ARG N Ay AR L TR S R
I A, Hrh—MER] TR Z RIS

Ambivalence=(P+N)/2—-|P-N|.

FHorb PACR B PEAL 158 B, N U AR RIS BT
il H SR B, FH b ST 3 i Al 57 i 95 A 43 Rk
70 o A AR L T H AL R S A
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(Thompson et al., 1995),

BRI, 2R X F 08 J& 245 5 0 T 2 7] A A7
B AR 2P & 28 5 5
KA, R EE, FREN R G
2 AP 2 Ty =X =2 18] B P9 7E SR I AR 55 (Conner
et al., 2002), 4, Priester F1 Petty (1996)% ¥ir
EEESMEEZAMNOWMEMERBAR
0.36~0.52, Thompson 4§ A (1995)tii 45 T #A{LLAY
K, HABEEN 0.21~0.40, 55—~ &N &
XU T 3% 52 75 L 1Y) E A% i 00 4 1 S (AR 21 1
TIESE, AR EREFRAMEGEGI A S
L ZE N BE 1, (B WFIE & N — e H A A 1
(NS T PO E P QPSR A T EIPRSL
PO Y R S AR, AT TP BN £ X TR
A5 1 £ (Bassili, 1996).

2 FRSERKE

B2 EY, FEREREHEE S A
A6 b B 15 25 1K B (Gebauer, Maio, & Pakizeh,
2013; Newby-Clark et al., 2002; Rydell, McConnell,
& Mackie, 2008). 7 J& &5 B L HAKR B & (8 477 1E
B? BFEEEATAAAL . gy o AR 25 5 55 A Bt
0 G B R AT TIRR
21 INHBE

e, AN E RS GAR B SEEO A
—HORTESE A EERH, XA —
BT RE & A T W — U Z ), H ARt R Y
A=, BIA S FE A H A R AT e,
R AR AT Z B i 5E, kg b W]
TRXT B2 1 B AR R b 0 A T HE R o

WE 5T 5 A1 1L 38 2o DA 612K B S (Festinger,
1957; Gawronski, 2012)ff B2 J& (58 1) 7=
Az o NIRRT BSOS EE 54T N A — B
FEONET G, B HE A, RN A — 2L
PERATE RS ATE (Jonas et al., 1997; Newby-Clark
etal., 2002; Thompson et al., 1995), {H 7 J& 75 Al
INHNS R X BIAE T, AR A IR AR
2R Z 5 WO RBEEIAIE . s i MR R A
A Z 5, O 078 B S AT 25 R A
R TR P A BE I AR A R L
1M Z A BN, AN & 20 A AR 5
F) o 6 DA 2 T 0 R A

IH, WZHRRI, FA IR EBERN

AT I 5 5 Z A PR S B, PR S
b hnsk . B, FEAT AR Sh A ORI B,
H T B A5 0 3 P A5 B Y S I 245 B 1 i,
RIY sb B A B 25 5 TR 2 AN S 1 32 P i A
(Armitage & Arden, 2007). 7£ H G LE AT, BEFEES
SR AN A T 2 4 SR R P G A B R I AN T 2
(van Harreveld, Rutjens, Rotteveel, Nordgren, & van
der Pligt, 2009), FFH, M7 J5&E X EEAHE
AR B AR A AS B, AN A0 320 I Btk —
> 145E (Nohlen, van Harreveld, Rotteveel, Barends,
& Larsen, 2016), o, WA AFIvh 57 JE 15 B
“Bob J& > Ik B H 58 34 19 N R 8 5 Bl A~ 1 i o
“Bob BB S L T5 BRI SCE X A a8, AN
R AR E “Bob B 2 MMEF WS EH,
Rl R A N A PIIN RS 18

IR TS N A R A — BOX )
PR, I LA 302 A A T W 77 2 A AT A8 328 438 1) 17
Bamt, BN — gy 5 E M AT AN & i
FIEE . BeAh, AN OP G PP I B T 2 i
[, AT o ik — 2D 1G5

SRAMT, 33 A STk SR, AR R A — B
PE S BT G A BEAUNAE P AT EAHSG (Priester
& Petty, 1996; Thompson et al., 1995), K, A
R E B A LA —F M (semantic incongruence)iX
— M, FSERAESE T R — B S W AR —
SR % 3 A HL 7 b S50 BN OF JE A5 BE (Gebauer
et al., 2013), tH XA—EIE IR F AR R IR
AN—F:, @ AE Wiggin, Trapnell Al Phillips
(1988) I APRIATEHERL T il 47058 . AEIXRHESL
AR R LARE A A . — SRR R
(agency), WIETRAH | M REE KGR, 57
— R (communion), U153 R . TR ER
Bio —MAEOLT, ARIA AR BTE A SE ] T
Horp—32, AR A SHe st 25 e MA R A R o, 3
— AN G A I B A X IR BT . O HLAR 4358
I, 18 SOR—BUHEE A4 T, e, 24/haL
R I/NBYEE B HE A AR R R, /oA
BB FLR R B AR I, IF HLOH I 2 D o JE AR .

BT DL B RN — St 2 A, SehR - AR
BER) 22 R R BOP E S B MRS . SRS
I ERAE 5 B 43 0 RS2 PR A 2 BE 5 A AR
BH SRR MR, XMWE AR Lk 5
(Maio & Thomas, 2007), HLinii, —FR4EE S
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A O A ICTE Y A AT 4 AT, EA s
P L 38 2 M 7% FE T IR - O 6718 58 5 . DeMarree,
Wheeler, Brifiol Fl Petty (2014)FIHFIT45 R0,
SE IR — B AR 2 B 199 22 5 S mT L IR O S S
FERISREE . S—T s A MR 2B HEHA
AN T 24 75 25 10 H AR A (b BN 7 2 [
B, g T A HIRIE R A8 (Sharp) B4
Es SR, K 3 S A = AR R R, SR 3

THANBRIESL F< Al (Humanity) i HFE (Katz,

Wackenhut, & Hass, 1986), K A fi]xt T ix Lbit
WEEATEFERN. T, #EARESTRA
‘R, BRI ESEN— A EERRE,
22 #H=RE

BRT KB B AE o, AR5 SIS
B MR SRR JE S ENIE R, B, FES
FETT R 2 A B SIS R AP L T A BROC R
MIVER

e, MRS X EE AL (LA B
A= ESREF ESE, Priester fl Petty
(1996) &3, U5 X2 2 AT R 45 BT
i, (BRI 2 AT M EEE T, TR
Loy EARXS T2 2WAT TGS S B
i T A AN AT BE S R Y SEUE R A AR
N, ARSI E AN A EEA RS REA K
WP JE A RS R, 5 HROER A RS EAR—E]
SV G A (Priester & Petty, 2001),

Br T S BN TREAS B, D RTAL R S
ST RS WS AR E A,

R o &S B A TE 2 2 B AT A T s A
A, A RN T IE SR SR A —3%
B o He 4N e Hodson, Maio Al Esses (2001) 1 5k
o, A B SR SE  A 2 A A i — [a] R 5/
CAE, RFE—BESZINEWAHS AR, &K
JERRRE A CHSE, 48, ZHHFATFES
BE BT 25 5 M AR Sy 5 A [ R TR — B0
W o [FRE, tha e m A MRl &
T IEBENERTE LG9 S B R IR PEE
SRR, DA U /At AT % T A A e Y R 1)
(Hohman, Crano, & Niedbala, 2016); MASTER
BRI R E R A — PN ARRSEREREYZ
Ja, AN THEREYR P ESE, MR
B TR 28008 RAER R XA B, I BE 45 5 IR+
st [ W 75 B (Pillaud, Cavazza, & Butera, 2013),

R B AR E I UEYE RIS Rk o R R X T
X JEASE )52 . Nohlen, van Harreveld, Rotteveel,
Lelieveld il Crone (2014)f fMRI #F52 & 3, 4~k
GNP ERE IR B, Ruitt S E
) G DX 2 T, I B XA M S L R T IR
5 IX(TPY) B 5407 B2 (PCC)A5 . T EL, AR 7
AT B i 3K 4 i DX ) 35 37 e (BT SR it AW
), HAMRIER BT B 0 6 B 1
W2, XU, FFE PSS E N RS ET R
A C 5 AR S SR > A 2 FE WP R
B IR HASCLE R . BRI 2 0 R AR M BE R
23 MEERAE

BR T LRt ik %) ) R 2 o, AN Z B AE
M 22 S B A IT& o JE S B AR

B, AT T AL AT I A
o3 U, SRR BT A A TE M (B RME (P
Personal Fear of Invalidity). I I £ 80, MA PFI
SR, T2 TP JE A R, R 2%
PR S AR BB A, XSS ETE— 2
455 (Thompson & Zanna, 1995), % —, 5 —&4
A L T A N SR 7 % ) BN B, X R
R 0 B BR 4B DA 0 Y T 22 (Need for Cognition,
NFC). NFC 57 &4 B o B S Mo, RPNk
NFC #sr, fibir & n 7 J& 45 JE #55 (Thompson
& Zanna, 1995), Ff HEEAN 23R X ]k 1) 251 Fr) S s
(Hanze, 2001), X T B 67 4H 3¢ 09 — A~ 402,
NFC & AR B % % T [a) AT B 0325 140 1) B o,
XF ) R B B R, BT LA TR AN 4 B B B P
o ARZ, R AR A ORI B RIEINA
R fE B IR MR Z )5, & NFC AN 2007 &
SR HER, AR NFC AMA b AN 23 7778 AR 5
%W (Tormala & Desensi, 2008), %=, XI TR
i B FE S M W R, 2 7 JE A JE S ik T4
6 2 N ASIE F B8 (Newby-Clark et al., 2002),
S0, B IE&RE AR BT & D0 0 e A AR
%55 (Haddock, Foad, Windsor-Shellard, Dummel,
& Adarves-Yorno, 2017),

H R, AR A T R — 3K (5 e R
SEBOME B, MR SBIRREAR . A—3
HfE R, XA SHTHA—-SRENOM
hoE, SRR TN s 5 SR (anticipated
conflicting reaction), JfHALf1#2H, iR 4
SR SN A5 55 (Priester, Petty, & Park, 2007),
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— Py e YR 22 S R SR A AR IR TR] . A A
WS [ e 23 R BGERIE R B i 7 X, 2 NE
Tp IR R, T 3 — SR )R T, A%
BRSO, I, 1 & 528 5 7 A T b R
NEo BB, S ERIE S B REIE R 4E 7 2 R TE
18 ) AL A B 5 B, TR s
JEASEE, W HAR SR OPEE R, AT TR
5 BT AR O 67 35 SR E Sl 3 B (Pang, Keh, Li,
& Maheswaran, 2017; Wang, Batra,& Chen, 2016);
I HLAFA BEIE S22k A9 A~ PR 7E 18 21 1E 101 45 67 1
i #8257 A 5 2 18 F J& J& 3% (Hui, Fok, & Bond,
2009),
2.4 N

g5 bRk, OF AR O T GIA L kR
AR 25 55 = KA B o

MO AU BERAR ST G B IR, 7T R 3
FESERBETERA -, FEABEHNRT
A= B SUR—BOM S br— R S 22 5, 7EAL
2 b, EEANGSE . PR RHA S A2
TG HR 25 el IR I 25 BE BT RS . M A
28 5 A A G R U 4 — R B AR B AT XL
¥, BNATMEZME . E&Mk, NHFE, —
B e AR DT A IT XS B R, FEIER
I X JiG A B R R 4328 L B B X
ASBE RS0 J5 10 SE AT TS, BARILER 1,

3 FRESERMNT
TS HEDIE I, BRCH AR R s

T G A5 BE X TR BN T 52 e Y A5 5T
ARPFRFESR LT AL (BReg, BREE,
2009), —LEWFRRNY], FIESEBEEL, X TE
BEZHEM, n—SRNEH, IFATES
JE AN AR S XAF B HEA TR AN T 0 DT I SCRR A
RE, KA B SR AT RS T AMA
X T2 JE 75 BE AT T A Tl 108 1o Xof 5 g T3 B0
X AN (] () 07 X SR W T LA A S =2, R g s
TREWE A5 DN R R S

31 [BEEFILRE

TG, A I 4 0 SR N X P S
B 45 Aol 75 = a2 ol T D 25 BE 5 kR 1Y 47 T
T, BRTHEIE. BIkZAN, &f —FEERIm 71
T 17 8% . FUI MR (anticipated regret), BT
3| [ O &M E 2 5 3 )5 M (van Harreveld,
Rutjens, et al., 2009),

— b 2 AT A 1 A b SR R AT R
B3R i e e A B[R] o 6 48 B AR 28 1 WA 2R
FITAKAT R, (HEW R 2R e 7,
FE B BE A% 80 2 S A DRI T I 328 5 T 7 A A 0
(Klingsieck, 2013), —JiUXt 3000 44 #i i FF i 1y ot
FERY, G AR R G, AR 7 G 25 58
i, AR E X JEHE 1 R BOE K (O'Neill,
Lipkus, Gierisch, Rimer, & Bowling, 2012); £l
B3 TE X R 5 B W 3K — 1 R KRR S S B
Sl TR LR & . (Pang et al, 2017;
Roster & Richins, 2009)

T3 —FhiE 4 LR e e, HRIATE B

BEXTFAG BN T LA R AT M & m AR . DITE, 78

®1 FESENRE

A ORI RRES, BN % — P Al

Iy A b
N | BEMNBSTCAA, &, 158 A—3((Nohlen et al., 2016) E1h]
i A —3 (Gebauer et al., 2013) nag|
SEBR—FEAR A B 2% 5 (DeMarree et al., 2014; Katz et al., 1986) 1E i)
sy BB A ZS JE (Priester & Petty, 1996; Priester & Petty, 2001) N
JiT &8 £ AR 25 (Hodson et al., 2001) 1E 1]
1125 #1 75 (Hohman et al., 2016; Pillaud et al., 2013) nam
A2 AN {E2HE (Thompson & Zanna, 1995) 1E [
A5 2 (Thompson & Zanna, 1995; Tormala & Desensi, 2008) TE ) /47 1]
— H(ME WL (Newby-Clark et al., 2002) nam!
1E &M (Haddock et al., 2017) 1)
8.4k 5 (Wang et al., 2016; Pang et al., 2017; Hui et al., 2009) E 8]/ e
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P 1 45 B9 13 45 5 1% (Aldao, Nolen-Hoeksema, &
Schweizer, 2010). b A A =5 1 & VT BE A% LR A
R AC AL, N A R E S,
W T S RS L A AN 38 (Itzchakov, Kluger, &
Castro, 2017), 75 —WUWF 58 W & 3 1E & ——R —
L YN, APEAMbAEEA Y T SRR GE ) (Brown,
Ryan, & Creswell, 2007)——4 5 A4~ A 2 1 Y
T 5 B4 55 (Haddock et al., 2017).
32 {EEMIKRE

3R 417 28 v O SR T LA 280 el 2 A A 1Y
R, ARAEAE JE A ik B O Ak 5 | A P i AN
PIARIE . B, AMRAY ST — B2 R BUE B
AW, R SCHE G| B IF JE 25 B DL KOS 338 a1 [R) R
LAG B, 2 i ik BE B B ok ) DR 4% F
C P 5 .

— A SO T Y SR SR X AR S TR At
T.o APEEUEERVFE P ESEN MEsR
DI A A I T R . thtn, 66 7 ESEM
LTV 2 5 7 G S BEXT 48 K 1 AHTE (Jonas
et al., 1997); HZBh~2 47 -t /s B A1 i 450 -
X—5ANEEEd . B4 TAHRRNG X, 7 &
Y3 Hh 8% (Cunningham, Johnson, Gatenby, Gore,
& Banaji, 2003), [ Z, UNARAMKLE ST IR BB
oA AR T, O TR AN T, R
Ja A B 07 & S 23 15 2 3 % (van  Harreveld,
Rutjens, et al., 2009), >4 12 2R B — 2B 56 g R 15
B A AT R AN T, AN e Pk (amplifying)
MR, AT AU EAE R, X RS TIRA R,
It B SR BT 3 (Hinze, 2001), 3386 3% BUK 40 T
SRS (AR T 25 ) ve IROA RN B BF ORI 58 | HESE
BN GRS 7% %) (Guarana & Hernandez,
2016), BEWE MR ff B T 1) R, DA 4 s 4 e
RIHERTE (Rees, Rothman, Lehavy, & Sanchez-Burks,
2013).,

X— RIS UL, HAEFESER
A 23 SR JBORS 2000 T SR, L B Ag B 4 oA G
R, MEBHATERZR . BEENRSEES,
I 2 TR

EH TN . IR PR AT AR BRI,
A RAE A TS5 AR AR BE AL X (] B T DI |
SEMERE . B, SRR EUE A E R
TS s ——3 Il (biased) B9 5 BB, FE X R
T, AMRAEAE R RS RN R BB S T i —

T, A=A £—ihitk(one-sided) AR E: (Nordgren,
van Harreveld, & van der Pligt, 2006), B g 1] TR
SEREAS IR R 7 5 A5 B Y 5T {5 B (Yang & Unnava,
2016), 5 AT BEAE R 0, TEINAS S nsR o
JE S E 8945 B.(Clark, Wegener, & Fabrigar, 2008),
BE N T 0 B ECE R — T AR BE, A
A S LR B I A B B T A Y S
(DeMarree, Brifiol, & Petty, 2015), [A#f, Bell
Esses (2002)fF 53t & B, Ml as B H bR IS
BTG R A ARG 18 B, AT 237 AR OB TR
ft.(Response Amplification). FLAN, JEAHE XTI
—REACRR A T A 1A AT B B 2R R 7 T I
BJR, S XA IR N R H, AE
AR BALBEZ 5, A7 B A BETE AR A
TE 77 A2 20 T 25 BE Z Wi AW 1R 25 B —B((Clark et al.,
2008; Nordgren et al., 2006),

R T b3 A A AR G Y R SR, i —
P AR M EEM T X —B & T
(van Harreveld, Nohlen, & Schneider, 2015), 40
YERIRL AR, B ) 25 B B T 1) 2 BN
{5 A © 9 25 (Hodson et al., 2001; Hohman
etal., 2016; Pillaud et al., 2013) K T I Ji5 /&K,
TEWCUENR Z A, A D> 575 55 B AR e &
T %E (Zemborain & Johar, 2007).

33 FMEMTREE

RIS B X S R S S E B
BH TG R AT AR, BRI, AR B IR 2R
B = A, BIUAMERPE AR SRS o AR A 2R
JE G (Festinger, 1957), MAK 4 HA X F—5
PR Dt 4, 100 28 i 28 B e ] A A B P AR AR
RAEAN R T AR BT SR B — 2k . Bk, A
PR R I — FR N SR A A G 25 B 5 S 10
PR A o AN Tt £ 45 [7] K (assimilation) . IR
(Accommodation) . i\ (affirmation). £35%% (Proulx
& Inzlicht, 2012; Proulx, Inzlicht, & Harmon-Jones,
2012), [EMbHE AR RF B R BEA — B & D,
FHA R S —BUNE T . AL ATEIER]—
S D) AA 5 0 S, 2 R R Y 4 5E
ZENMATA, a2 B3k A 2o e B 4 2
HFEE KRBT, TR A S HEER 7R e 2 F &
IS R Z A0, SR RR BT PAZ A 24
T o MRS DU Fr S T 1 22 1 R 2 22 5 2 i
27—, Wik A 2t B SRR = T
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Attitudinal ambivalence: Origins and coping strategies

XU Zhan-Fei; XI Ju-Zhe
(Department of Applied Psychology, School of Psychology and Cognitive Science,
East China Normal University, Shanghai 200062, China)

Abstract: Attitudinal ambivalence refers to the co-existence of positive and negative evaluations and
feelings of attitude toward to an object. Recent studies of the domain investigated the origin of attitudinal
ambivalence as well as the strategies adopted by people to cope with ambivalent feelings. In this article, we
report a systematic review of recent research on attitudinal ambivalence, highlighting the origins (from the
perspective of cognition, society and individual differences, respectively) and individual coping strategies
(emotion-focused strategies, information processing strategies and compensatory strategies) of this domain.
We proposed that future studies on attitudinal ambivalence should integrate different measures of attitudinal
ambivalence and unveil how attitudinal ambivalence vary among different cultures and development stages.
In addition, researchers can explore further into the variables influencing the relationship between attitudinal
ambivalence and behavior.

Key words: bipolar problem; attitudinal ambivalence; information processing; origin; coping strategies



