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BUWCR AT A FIHL S

oAk BRI BRET
CHMAELIER, HM 215123) CHMPHEAEINRIREE , LI¥ER, HM 215009)

OB REHOAEL, ARARFT ST R SR MR EFAR Y kKA ikden T, 5
RAHMEKRA. BTN RAIRYOAARLTEZET TFARE 7@, ABTELEAEHT, AR
F @i RAs . ARk d B et A R ARG T ks B F AT @, RAWET Afext RS
HHe. FIB, 05 EREEL. BEKFEE. BF AR il KA EEFR—F 8T ZR
eIk R AR, SRS A EAa S M T LR AR LB AR R . R RAF ST i — AR ok R 0 A e
REM. Ao A E 25 E RN Hrh, ARG S ks e, A EFBIRMABAR.

KER AR A REKRTE®, BAEKFEL, LYk, A KRS

HEES  B849:C91

1 8% S S, AR B F T RS AE T R AR L
b T B 52 008 A R,

AR RS B R i o e BRI R BRI LPALE, s

. U . e s Do N AT T, P BRI,
. AW R T, gl A I, PR A

k ‘ MR TAS JRIER R RS, AT

PRI, tsEta, kb, U T

I, (066 A 3 S R AR =

“ e (independent-then-revise advice sequence)>f JF Ji&
B, SRR RS B IR AT 4R s PSR R Y o Vg L 74 s ,
E‘yﬁf?ﬁ(Larrick, Mannes, & Soll, 2012), A HE S, WATUHREARN, FLRAA R

%K (Rader, Soll, & Larrick, 2015),

NS ,Soll, :
L ROO AR LBEN Tl BAT HEBURAVBE I 60 0 AL B
W R B e e, g A TIPLIRE AR

EVEPRATRA AR R RRE T8 e p A, i, Koo, S, R
TEILSEA G, FRATTH R T 457 B C AU R ] o . e st g
. . N 8, 2013), DAAEXTEE AT I IR R R
UE W] E O IE B T2 At A Y S (Brooks, S B 0 46 (Gino & Moore
Gino, & Schweitzer, 2015), M= L@ W gTinsm e, = :

2007; Schrah, Dalal, & Sniezek, 2006). I AFME
G BcLg T I R IF T — % 7; Sehrah, Dalal, & Sniezek, 2006), BERAH
5| i) W 5% (Schultze, Rakotoarisoa, & Schulzhardt (Tzioti, Wierenga, & van Osselaer, 2014)%, JILF
. R K, —BLHFR IR B AE TR X @SR 9
2015; Comes & Schwabe, 2016), H R R W ] (Kausel, Culbert Leiva. Slaughter. &
o e . JERIEN ) w2 ausel, Culbertson, Leiva, aughter,
ifﬁi*ﬁgﬁfzguf;;ifmﬁf Jackson, 2015; Bfhz, #BEIE, FhEEAE, 2016),
CEvISor System, JAs; Shiese uekley, 1999 A 2 T IR . X
TR UFEIRE . YRS M E = A F - . o e L] S e
T L ok s EDUH, R A AR A, A (L
e = = RS GEWE A FE S L, R
{5 BTN TR 4558 . DO R UG, B
Wk H B 2017-09-21 TR RV A IR IE 2025 5 ) 2] He 5% 3 Xof 7t
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H AR S AT I B R, T AR S PR SR B
e, WBHEE A S INARRAE, W RS, A
SZRME, TSR M LK1 28 00 DA R AR 52 00 45 D7 T
SR I AR G A A AU, S e i mi B
T BORANAT AN 2O LA R &, Ayt
TIEBOCRAN A IHLHIE AL o 5 J SO X AR
FEOT B T BRI, B A BOR N S G
RIS S L

2 BBCRAARINESNEE =

54 DMEWEIE, AR 2 AR XUAS | 4t
SN ZRME © DRI LK 45 X8 DA 08 52 i
VYA~ 5 1T 2 53 A A )R R B 1 AR X
VORI .

2.1 AFAMRAE

TRV J2 52 Wi~ PR 47 0 W R0 A R 3 1Y
B Z[H & (Armstrong, Cools, & Sadler-Smith, 2012),
B RN 1 2 A A SE P g R [ R O o ARG
W5E h, Witkin (1964) B 8K DA AU Hie AR A7 45
TER 53 Sy 3 51 RN A A7 R B P 2 A

KREWFERY, NS STEARRE 5T 5%
M P SRAT o B SR AN . A WF R B, TEREAAS
b, NRXAS TEAR AR BE E52 1 SRl A
AL SNE, sy A A TR R A O RIG
P, AR N HEG AR A AR 2 AT
Y375 A AW AL FIEEE | kLTS 05 AR (2014)
TEHT A AL EE— DR, RIAHIRAE T LE
i Sr R B R SR S R A, X2 Y
A Sy A ) R SR A AR AR P S 2 6 A 3 R in T
1% J4.(Wang, Hao, Maguire, & Hu, 2016), 7E{Z i
Tl R rh R ATE Z W IR S g, B
AN ZZ R 1) R GAR J7 SR e (b B, sk,
MisSCis, 2014), PRGRE ST 40 N7 B 32 00 A DR
T A7 B B Tk SR % S ple 3, JF Hsk = 32 0,
R SR B AR 2 IR A R

A 25 DA 2 5 =04 £ BERE R XURS
IFNRG VARG 2, RE 1 LFRHEGE RS (intuitive
system), JLARAECHODRSEBBEDL . A3y . N
B . RFEEE; RS 2 XA RS (analytical
system), HAFME IR GGH NG | ZEHRR . AR
PR TR Y | 2R S8 #UE Y (Stanovich & West,
2000; Kahneman, 2003; Dewberry, Juanchich, &
Narendran, 2013), Tzioti 55 A (2014)7E HAF 5% H 4R

P HBER B R I E B T R, g
WA B B AR A R A, 25 R R B LR
Hon R AW (RIEIR 25, YLk E T -5 B
R (T A 25 R AR W), (R X R O R A2 3
RS H M BCE BT RE ), Y d s WA
f, Hedk B A 22 HE s R g A R, T AT
T RSO 23 A R AE — AR U A Y
YOk A R S B, ToIR R B T
BUA S 43 T B A, B AR A P 3 3 A0 O A
WHLR UL, X B A A A R T i 3
BT, TR 43T T8 A TS SR 4 U AN A2 B R T

P NAIN T 7 AN [F] 23 308 i 2
BERAURR, A8 @il 5 2 Bk 5
Bk, T e A A I A R R S (L e ®
FORA RN, XS — 2L U TN T
AL L 5 M P 33, 23 5 ) 38 1 1L
HBRBARH, HETR R EBCRA .
22 #SIANmEZRM

B T AR XA A1, AR 2t R
W ORI B B R E . &SI 4P (social
cognitive complexity) /3 B f#) &4 i — Fl LA R0 BE
03, NFER TRtk N B B R TR B RE
FINHERE s, DR B B 1) B 3 H (van
Seggelen-Damen, 2013), Lohman #1 Lakin (2009)
R 2NN et 5 A N B HE R BE T R AH 4y
0y, BIAE 2N e e — @ R E R T A
HEFLRE 7 B AIK, T Z A HE R BE T 2 LAk Dok
WAEA I E B AR )] Z —(Lohman & Lakin, 2011),
R HEBRAE ) R AR X IE B PSR, T B = 4
PR BE ) & B AL P 3R i i (Moore & Tenbrunsel,
2014), MBAAHBAt SN Fe P 2 15 5 ) o
i AR B R4 7

I AR IR 55 D (2015) 46 1 A BIF 53 1) JE A 1 45
TN et @ BCR AN s e, 45 R &,
RN E 2 B AT RN E I, Horh ABR
{FAERF AT AER . B TAGARE 22 P& 3
REJIAR, XTI B E MO AR A, 2R
Ja & TSR e, R E A AN
T 1 A2 2 1 2 0 Ay = ) 1 DT 8 28 (van
Seggelen-Damen, 2013), AR JJ &, X [a] 8
RAEEE L, BEEIRA, ZRMASH =0T
W, MATTEARSE A C BN i de ) 8, X A B R
A LR B AR R R, O I SR G R
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WAk . PR A, JORFRINRE I =%
W 3 18 22 3% 3 (Barham, Chavas, Fitz, & Schechter,
2018), LAMGZEHE, A 0k AT 52 e g o 3 %)
B0 53 M7 5 0 i L R sl 3 i As AT, i
S EEBCRN . BT R T IAENE Z x L
FNTRFR A, J5LL 58] LAk S8 B X
FEBCR AN 3% WAL B i 25455
2.3 INHIRES
NSRS BN BB . &N
PR T AHSE R —in], J5 2k, AT A~ 0]
A NAE I TR R, =il T AN A
EENERE, EEBCR RS, FRE
BRI SR W B A AT T AR IS . B bR g
B (label effect) RN FIA MG Z —, BRI
FRAS (] 0 25 W A TR) 0 A X R P RR 2 — B,
WERM A W NTEINAL, 4 A O _EAH R AR
%, TEWENIERT, 5B GE T 2R R,
s DARZE N A C AT AR, 45 A C AT
R GARZE R B N 25 A0 — 3 (Guadagno & Burger,
2007). FMHIA EE B RIRZEHN, HATHIED)
W BN, FEAPACIEEEZRN. B
= JE R AR (2014 K AR 23000 51 A B BUR
G, & BRAETE Y A FRAR A TR
Keg, IR IR ARRE . AR . BEAS
SHEBARR, BB T AR RN X IR
YRR, AT I P SE I R RAE A TR AT,
it ARG A BTN A E, JEHERD
E T FAR AR 2> i i JL A R A, (H P YR
OIHLHRIANE, TR A BN ATFRMT, Rk
FRNFEVEN T AP ACHIEETES, KEKR
FWIATT, T 345 A BB AT T ek
JASNET A ARG, A 2 PURIE 4 IR,
TR IR 40, R, Norton, Dunn, Carney
Ml Dan (2012)#1 K8, MEERIRERE, &
M Ts A B T EG U, fEerA
TG BRI AU, X 0] B RS2 BN S BN Y
M, AATERA FERA AR N SRE IR E AT 4t 3 B OB %
FIEER, B O AR 48 0 U0 (s ) 5
REHE T A FRERRS, PR TR M A
NF RS 2, BRSO T E Bk, B2,
IRRFFEIT AN RE T 43 U6 WD 2 B Dy 45 R U301
PREET FEOLE A LR T1, B2 AL BB
EAREARZ ST, BN T PSR AR SR R A

4eir A CTERMEHE, M PBOLHE A Z Bk,
R, ARG AT 3 — 250 25 T U W AN (] 1
PR, Xt SR 4N B 5 i S 0 3L 4
24 HERZRIRFZNRMIANSMN

PR HFVE B VR FK, KA SGWmirE
FRIEA 25 i S SR 9, TR I [R) R 1y 807
A U IR BSCR A R AT 5, PR 5, e an
A 7 TR i e TR AR 4 B 7 I (K ramer,
2016; Kausel et al., 2015), Bf T/NPE4RAE, PR
PAE R — A EEN WA R, R0
VNEE YN NVNIR IR oy h O e (]
(Lerner, Li, Valdesolo, & Kassam, 2015), fil{l, 4
PORH AR AN, ST AERE, 1
R S I T R R A S S B, AR A A
B (Gino, Brooks, & Schweitzer, 2012; Jung & Young,
2012); PSR AT M1 UL TR 23 52 i A
KA, R YA 1R T R 1) I A1 2 s PR AR Dok
WM BOR N R, i Z A E T U fE i
1 2 2 M R 5 R BUR 402 B (Tzini & Jain,
2017); de Hooge, Verlegh Fll Tzioti (2014)] % i,
PSR VA R 7 5 11 28 P R AN OC R,
b A VA ER] s R A 28 (RSB0 LU T8 W1 28 (AR SO TR
TR W AR, 8T R
., THAIG 2 (P L BT 28 (375 450 B R 7 L
KU o I8 L T SOR 40 B AL 2 2 A —
HARE BB, HAF BN T AR B £R
JEAF A F S M AFTE I, B ERT RN IA
HANTAHLRA ik — LR CR A e, skIT4E, Bt
B, 2017),

LI AT T ] 52 e g SR AN I F 9 — B
KB, M TR, @A # A G R4
N, B @A F B AR, EA 5 2
AMEEAl A (Mourali & Yang, 2013; See, Morrison,
Rothman, & Soll, 2011; Tost, Gino, & Larrick, 2012,
2013), K AHFIT TN AR BEXS 25 IR 42 1 1 5t
%t, de Wit, Scheepers, Ellemers, Sassenbegr A
Scholl (2017) AL 7 Y 144 1 BE R 1AL g 0 e
VORS00, K AU B AEDL 2 AR A
B RN, TR T T AR BT AT AR D) B
] TR M N, AR R B, AR R 2F (24
ZINEF S A R B 52 ) 5 5 5 SR 4 i (Hausser, Leder,
Ketturat, Dresler, & Faber, 2016), MIAFIT) £ K
fifR e, BRI JE 2 B3 AR T A, DA 5 5 A
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BT R T ACAZ 03, BN LK FEAG (Lim
& Dinges, 2010), T E ML,

Rifi 5 P28 £ AR AW R R s T, Mok
I NTFIRTE R b % %l & WL, Nguyen, Dabbish
H Kiesler (2015)& 3, 76~ AN FETT LR @I
FESL AU Y TAETE shish, BefRm 5%, 4k
fEE AN DR YY; W L 2RSS TI/ET
KHTE B, HEBORNER B 25 Ak . B ZE 45 )
P ENTFEEZE, A NAET ERERY
TAETC KA sh B AR (2 F AR BUR 4, X 7T g2
TERE B AR RS o0, A JE o6 5 B
JETR B T PSR N B W BGRA T A, AT
VORI, WAV LM, JORFH N =R
BACEF @I E TR LR, WA, WESR
fb AT I (Reyt, Wiesenfeld, & Trope, 2016), iX
SERF ST AR BA, FRDE O 1 MM R R R B
F YR E TE BN B U0 I R AR AT, I i) e ¢
M SR 49 F2E FE (Reyt, Batia, & Trope, 2016; #)&Ez
%, Brik, Bz, 2017).

LTI L, JEARSRFFH NI R R A A
ZRRFEIT R VRV MAE R, XTLEAHT
R DR AU AT, WAR M Z A 0F 5T %
HEA AR TIRZ AR R

3 BIRHPAMNGIERZENRE R
A

IR DU T NSO AR A B R T DA S E
g R, TR BRGNP B L B e
77 AF TG BB AT PR SR A A G T,
WSS . RIS . BB A
WA RIS, S SOCR A0 A A B A T
SRR, I Sk A A LSRN Y DA I i A
Y, DUHAZRAS 22 00 )2 T (%) B AR 2R A
31 SEXNTHEE

SEURIREEZE —FENE NS, A
YR O AT RSB L AR AR . A B R
BN, YEWPFRNEESHCRITNE
A ZEHE TR, MEAEABSRIFACHEL
(Sherman & Cohen, 2010), [, FEMEEE, 4
M) 1B EE A ORI RIS, EL e B LR
TR0 06 WL Y 25 PR R, ISR R T A
SR AR o A B B AR 1 A BT AR 6 A
TR, HHPAIANAINT R85 EEAFTHE R G

RIFIAS QNP BEPEAAY (the elaboration likelihood
model, ELM), 3R GBI 3 F B3 g & X
RGEMETHMERN TR, R KRG,
5B R BT . A S . B,
R &, MRS, (5B TR SR
RS | I AR SR TR
B E ) (Kahneman, 2003; Kruglanski & Gigerenzer,
2011), S UEASIH], ELM 42 H FIAE B 16 b i
LMD G B LR RS UL . ol 2 (central
route) 4§ 4™ A 3 & TE A A9 0N Tk &, xHE &
PEATGREE N, A7 205875 FOPT 05 B LR 53 #r i
HLR; DL (peripheral route) 2R T8 &
KRG, AR THRHEAS, 8 R i &
SR

ANV R WU T AR AL S A i 1] R AR A
ABAH 15 20 TR B AN e 5 2 N AT BE ) B
T BN, AR H A B A IR S LA RE
I, A TR A A SO B T R
LS, TERATE Z MRS, WA
WIS HLRTRE Ty AN BRI, B 22 R F e & Xk
NGB TR, TR A R, A
T #9775 552 i 2 A A 1) 285 B8 10 R e ¢
%, 0 Lim #1 Dinges (2010)3: T IA BN T AL EI4R
TSR N A AL, AT IA SR 0 26 52 g 1L
R 2 1 DR 3R 23 R AR s 4 8 A R 1 LRI K,
TENLBIS LA T, Pfundmair, Aydin 1 Frey (2016)
SN BRRR B S S 4 B 1A, B A N HE SR o
F AR T 25 2 AR o (5 R B AR, 3 AT e A
Woki ITELYTE - QNS T U N7 ) S B
PL, TER AR, OSSN AE R, AN 2
R PEAL AT A, DN 4 2 BOR AN
32 MRKFEL

il AT S AN RAE 1) — > T B R AT
5, NHIRAE AT LA pi AR A B 7K 1 3 i R K -
TS, BRIy, IE T XU RE % #E T
Hf K (Vallacher & Wegner, 1989), Reyt fll
Wiesenfeld (2015)3A i 1 FFAili AATTXE T 3 i
T AT LI H VBl AT A i AR K, A B K ST R
155 AN Ao A (how); & Al R 7K SF- T 8 AT A X 4
¥ (why) (Trope & Liberman, 2010), AfITAY.OBEFE
iE S AR Aifp B8 K F- 21 g i B AKCF B 24k, v i
FEK - 23 (AR 55155 5% 114 .0 BRI 2 B I8 (Trope. &
Liberman, 2010),
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SEHTHFFE 3R I R RN SR L B ) 235
M 2 18 K 4/ (Danziger, Montal, & Barkan, 2012),
Danziger %$(2012) &8, M T b fi15 PR .0 #
PRES TG, U X Al B R R A Ll SR o
%, van Swol Fll Sniezek (2005)% H} H2 18R 44 1
T PR B X B T, AR EIIES
ZE S AT A C AE T3 % DA O (Wakslak,
Smith, & Han, 2014; Palmeira, 2015), Reyt & A
(2016) P A I fift EAK T 19 £ B2 BAF 90 X it R
G EIR, S5 R R, R KOE B I B AT
REWON N RER, AR, HEWBWHERS
RN . BXABTE R T 33 19 R K 2 i T Bk
FEF XTI NHEL, PITEm T IR
33 AHAHmEL

H B\ M8 (embodied cognition theory)ih
R B REIE SR . B RG. B3 R G LK
TAEF IR R G252 0 AT A %0 T
(Glenberg, 2010; Goldman & de Vignemont, 2009),
R E Z, INFURIRATH SR . R W 3 5% 40 A
VEHI %45 S (Borkent, 2015), L&, ATH—
B, BRI R Y AL S R 5 I B AT X
Yre N mn T, At L MTE b T B A
KR, ML THESRBLZS, EH LSS
AE A% D /0 B 15X I 52 1Y 1 45 (Shu, Mazar, Gino,
Ariely, & Bazerman, 2012); FRib=Z4b, WinHEiR B
(R FA vs VK& 23 5 i B AR At A A 35 5 3 T Jak
H1(Williams & Bargh, 2008), {HixX®h 023 3% 2|
X7 R A MBI R T, BRI Y X 2R AR
W) 38 G0t 05, AH LT TR KR e, F4EE R
WA e ) e A A X T T A, T Y X R R AR
A AR KRS, v T 8 X 5 A A 3 3 1 BRI 5
- I3 (Citron & Goldberg, 2014), XTI HEZ:
BRI SA AATD X 3L 8 R A 38 B DA 0 I TR AR A 1
KN A RBE AR BT, I LU B0 oin i B %
P& AN A RN, VKR AR AR > 3
WU TGS R Ee M T AT AN T (Kaspar,
Krapp, & Kénig, 2015), ZFE A NEERES
HVCRIE IE 0] C R R, BT, E£BR,
2015), FATATLAMEM, an R a7 4R AT %
YR —FRIR AR A I ME, 23 02 i P 3 3 Al
O A P, DI S FEWOR 48, AR5
AL — D LI P E LR

34 IAEKIFIEIL

A S 5% 8 8 (cognitive  dissonance) % F H
Festinger #2H, ZHEIR N NE— BT, AM]
FEAE IR o A T R A & B R — BOmT R BIMESZ,
T REMS X A A — 0 2 R SZ R T B AR, AT
RS Rl D X AN, FoR—Ffe
Bz, HIt, MAECEAINESHE RS
A5 EATFRY I, 52 AR5 BN M 2% 8] (Festinger,
1957)c INHIR I FEIE [ 32 DOk & 2 7 bk, it
Iz B R BAT e R e, ROk R R A EE R AR
FI4T H 2 7Z (Hinojosa, Gardner, Walker, Cogliser,
& Gullifor, 2017), #£ JAS R4iH, M Af1EH%
AU B AR AR, Ak 2 AR G,
NATAR AT R @ U0 A MM (E Y, DAk IR S B
CL AT AR IR, 3 A3 A B T 08 4 RV AR T 75 149
T E AL BRI . ana frik, Bt
QO EIAEN TS T WIS
P 35 B, 8 3PS TR T A AR RE S 1L
HEBCR Y, HEEAE TR EmirERE, ok
TR ACHIELT AT — BB, MLIET
SR E S D, AMTE S RCRA IS
T H BTG S R AR, B TS S TN T o)
ML, AT REAE N B AR, (H T
AT AT, NN BT IEmbRZs, At
SHIVNAIKRHE, B THYP T ECHWIERES,
P I RE AR [ O A AT S, AT 3 i
BRI

LR LR, BERE . BB, BB
FDA TN R TR BRI A 2 3 TS AR A DA g 0y Aok
AT BCR N E & AL . A, Sniezek, Schrah
1 Dalal (2004) (R 5T S0IE T 0o B 32 2 78 B SR
b Ve T, AT e R SO SRR 4 R
P S e B R], o EC = AR BRI, 25 R ke B0 B
AT VR GIRE B PSR iR A & W
Wi o T AR A2 4 PR Ao 25 9 P S e 1) B AE 0K
KA TCIE BRI A, R EC 8k E
AT | 32, R R B B K AR BXRE (Thaler,
1980), UNRAEHLIR ZHI, XA AT A, B
g B B AN R, PR L S ) TR AN AR
I E I (Gino, 2008), SUTBRAMY G, BIRL
PR B2 PRI 5 DT A BHAE 4 B At & 38 ¥ 1)
JEFAX AR 0L 25 A7 1 1 R B R LR AN R
ADLH, BIF R 28 LB E R EIARIN T, 7E
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B AN T 2k BTN s AL BE 1 Btk — 20 45 B0 T4, BRitk

G UEDRIE A B, e A BUR AN A IA
AL T, AF SRR 0 B, AR AKX
M AR NS e L AR IS L 2 T 4, AT
AR R SR AR B S
AR MR T ORI . A4 A U B TE
O BRE AR, LR X R SR R b £ R AT A B
M G HT . B56 X% T A SCHRAY R B L ST
AASCHE W B i, FATHI A0 2 T SR AR
BlLER, T 1,

TG, RIRE A S BN TARRE 25 i 25 R
I, BHAnH A BN N J5 R BON RN et
R B 22 SR e X G 5k B ) 7 7 RPTA 5
KL, T 37 S BRI A2 2% 1 s 9 SR 22 R 4y
Fral (L B8 43 B FIEAG (5 B 4k, Duan, Xia
il van Swol (2018)% B, (RN 2 A PSR
Ko R E RG-S HEDL, W — LU,
TER AT R, AR A S Y P 5 & A i T
FER RN G IR, TR A 5y W — LE R TH R ik Br
Mool anfE BURRRIE | FEIRER R SRS AR (Tl
& Michael, 2000; Tormala, Brinol, & Pett, 2006),
AT AR i BSR4

Hok, RRFMTE S . AU A2 4
W23 B [ B IR S HL L B s 2 E
BOE BN, DT 52 W ORI 45 FA
e XU HA R, BR T AMERTEEARE 2T A
s oh, MRBINFZhAL . BE 55 [RIRE 2352 R
BRI A AE L, T 4 2 R RS e DR R

ZHh, IEH AT RE AR TR

M ) F R R U, ARy X2 5 ey
BRI vs. 0T ), g REK LA A5
KNI JE 7R 2 5 WA R 3 )l A R AT {5 B A
fili, PEMEEBCRA . AMER I, AERRAT
DU I SR BN HRRAE LA R A 4, #R 3k [
PERI TPl AR, IR m SR 44

4 REERIE

AUCRAFIN AN R A 1k gs, ML
Iy mT & B, AT5 AR A V22 B ) 75 i 2k RO F SR R
TR RIS . TEARRIFSE ., WA — 2R
AT SE R, BN, PeskH fA A A T
ZOINAREE S EUCRAMN R, DR
HR L], 5%,

41 AHAEFTESEIRS

FEAHEFE M HURA | AR A Ze bk . A
W& 25 A BETHE TN BRI, {5 H Al
W ARAG 2 WA B ML 5 1) JE A5, 1R Rk
FSHLEIAHI A 75 2 (need for cognitive closure)
— FE X EEBOR A K A R AR 4E Kruglanski (1993)
MR RE SL, DA A A 5 B2 2 8 A M R o SR 1 AN
i S T S5 R Y s i 1 R 1 A SR 1
AL g DA P T B A A B f
RRERAR, ST 20 RN %, B
DA BRI 7E A 70 R A AT 0 A £ e 4% 57 B ke
W, DAORZE i AR, SR, fRIA

|
: INGHHE > ek
RGN N CRLY, KT
|| ke, L)
! l
! I
| HEHHE !
| (CENET=- Vi |
! HEMRRAE) | :

! \4
| | B
I - . .
| P BT :_, f5 E(ﬁ)ﬂni"gﬂ&fﬁ v
Lo oA ] GHRRT PO B, R

B R RN E L) [ e |
A
BN AFAE
(ERAT, AR,
MMNEBBTR)
1 EESCR A B AL 2
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VA 53 38 XSO P 1) 728 PR B A v, 1 TN R
T LI P A i fR SRR, A AT L ZITHBR AN 8
PE, AT T RE R AR e s, PRI B TR A
BT — AR AR AR OCAR BB 0 E B TR A
Hu o BT IS, DIIH SR fe it (Jasko, Czernatowicz-
Kukuczka, Kossowska, & Czarna, 2015), BRIt 2Z 41,
INFI & i85 3] A PR{51E, Acar-Burkay, Fennis
Hl Warlop (2014)7E HAFF H & BN A& R BR
WAL H W BRE AT, AR, Al
MG EE SEEERIEN AL, HXF TR
WA G, NPrREE IR HAE R .
TR 27 LI, 7RSI, w52
TR Z AL, X R] RSO P 0 75 2 REAR, 3B
V5 2 il e 5] I B AN 5 J, T fE 1 SR 4
HEIL, AR T AT LA E— 25 B S8 P %o L
KA L S I 1 23 2 B N PR R A R Y
W
42 INARTEMSEIRA

WHTSCRT IR, 3R B0 SR g 23 4552
HEUCR, T A R0 1 S e 1 2 1R R 8 2R B
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The cognitive mechanism of advice taking
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Abstract: This article reviews the research of the relationship between cognition and advice taking in recent
years. The advisor, task characteristics and the situation will affect the adoption of advice through the
cognitive process of decision maker. Firstly, this article briefly introduced antecedent variables. Based on
previous research, we summarized cognitive factors which affect advice taking in four aspects-cognitive
style, cognitive complexity, cognitive strategy and emotion. Then we tried to explain the mechanism of
advice taking through four theories, which are attitude change theory, construal level theory, embodied
cognition theory and cognitive dissonance theory. By analyzing the cognitive factors which mentioned
above, we attempted to put forward the comprehensive model of cognitive mechanism. Finally, the article
suggests that future research can enrich advice taking in following aspects, the effect of cognitive flexibility
of decision makers, the need for cognitive closure on advice adoption and the cognitive mechanism of
advice giving.

Key words: advice taking; cognitive mechanism; attitude change theory; construal level theory; embodied

cognition theory; cognitive dissonance theory





