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("R RFE AR, M 510632) C T RAMESN A KRG, M 510420)

wm O=E

1A RBRAGE BRBMIELERTIE &M T

. AFERBABRAFRE, KRR,

Ml SR B L, FIAIRME J . 15 AR BAR T A& F A AA T AR FR g 2 & A F R A= TARRIC TR R g4,
ERERBEANHT, —FEATREREINEZLOIENTRETRKR N, 2EH T RG> EAFIA L
B AKX & TR, BEFRBGH ML, 5 —7 @ R RFFoin T43 & 69 TAE I IC A RST8] A R 48 AL
I ILHEEEE, HRRERRSEH. RRTAEARDKAEIEEEERETHRE LM IEX, ARTRELYH
TR BIRGHE G SHEBOEE I FMRBABRE LR, KEZAFRRER LI EAERART O L

AR,

KEBIF FEEE, FEmITEE; EEATRER, A i TEd;, LERGYE

HES  B849:C91
HE

T B AL P A5 B R TR R AR BN TR
B 345 2 2 (Eppler & Mengis, 2004), 44}
B BB B A 5 28 P (Volatility) . ASHi 2 7
(Uncertainty) . & 2% ¥ (Complexity) F1 #% # ¥%
(Ambiguity)i%E 5, F#EMZ A VUCA (Bennett
& Lemoine, 2014), VUCA IR A5 B 45 S £ fn i
PR 7 52 BT N A BR A IA 1 BE 77 (Simon,
1978b), Yesk gk o B {5 BRI 32 240 % . 1
HEAR, TR R RO T £ A A R
e, LT ER AR ME LUE) (Stokstad, 2001); 7EFR
WRATUIR, AR I8 SCECR FRAE IR 8%~9%, {XUHE
PubMed |- Y38 C—4FE38 0 100 J7 ks, ZAZHES5
G TR R SC, IR SCEA IR e B RS
sk T WAt (Landhuis, 2016); 7E3 T 3238 J5 1,
ST O 445 1) AR L 20l AR B TR
I 1 31 E A b T 4R — 2% o A B 1) AR AR AR

(Qiu, Oliveira, Sahami Shirazi, Flammini, & Menczer,
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2017)c HIBEAT DL, 5 B8 20T AR % A T A 2% 5 T
ERPPAE7 i B A 7 o

REFE B BB EAEF R, P58
MRS R Z B R EM . H 1967 (5 B
HMEE ERIR LS, XHE BB OGN 2000
A PLJE BT B f # (Eppler & Mengis, 2004;
Schroder, Driver, & Streufert, 1967), #| 7T 2010 4F
i A7 B4 TE 5 (Roetzel, 2018), 2000 4F- 2 Fif {5 Bt
AT AP P . (S B R G4 SUS (Eppler
& Mengis, 2004), FZHIHE QMG e R
B, 2000 FLUG, BEAE B4R RS 358 15 B
RBE RS B, NATHEA: 1 o I fuh (9 45 2.3
WL AR, 5 B 2T A Hh e AL 2L
WK . RIS VEEH I (Hemp, 2009; Kolfschoten
& Brazier, 2013), 2010 “FLUR, {7 EMEMIHE
PUERFF IR R 35 KB4 () R, DA R SR 5 e 1 ) 2
o3 M A5 B A R T4 R H HL ] (Benjamin,
Rainer, & Todd, 2010; Roetzel, 2018), {HZi & 43H7
7 BB S LR T SSUE S v LR B, 6T
T B R AU G 1 B Y T B S
SR, XTI AL A R AT AR 8 e b P DA N
VA IR AR 1A PR M R, P R IFEH X 41
TN B 5 ) ot 288 D T AN ) A DA 60 9 2 e 2
ERR
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WA, Rt oG BRI FRE? A
PR e A B A P AR AR T 7 ST
g (S, AWETOR AN (R B BT T A
PRI DR AR 28 B L AR TR VR I BILEE . AR 3L
EEREEIEANEPSY <k S IR A UM/ EEI VN
A R B SRR TARICAZ B IR AR X B
R A SR GO BRAL AT R, e )R X
TR H M P AT FE AT IR

2 EREHXRRIFN

2.1 ERBHIRKITAHNEI

15 BB 280 SR 2 R 5 T DR SR Sl an il B
G B AR, 5 B S R SR
U B OCR A 1), BB R RHm, ik
S A TR, (R SR R Y AL, Akeiig
g B EAEARSHR TR SR, SO AT BEXS St
e 4 5t F (Eppler & Mengis, 2004; Roetzel,
2018), 8l U IBC R H i A LORIEAS, a0
2 T B SR X — B4 (Grant &
Schwartz, 2011; Reutskaja & Hogarth, 2009), 58
R A T TR T R BN A W SR I A AT R R SR )
] FE 4

A

Y
%
o
e
SRR
(E B
BARA >

F 1 (FEESRIESHE U B LR R ER
(BRI . ARHE Roetzel (2018) 30 25 %4 31)

GRS R, X TR RN
WA 32 AR F1 % WLFR #E . Hahn, Lawson F Lee
(1992) LI £ fI; #% #& Ml & (Best Choice Measure,
BCM) . i & J& P4 i) b5 (Proportion of Satisfactory
Attributes) LA B JIF 5 356 591 55 S5 A 3 I 174 R X 1
SEAEMIERAR RGO TR, WET 58P
IR 3 H A el J 3 T AR PSR FBE 5 KA PR,
KIAE BN T — iR gk T T s TR

(Hahn et al., 1992), ItJ5, Lurie (2004) % Wikt
PIE A XTI A R AR B &, RIKF
AR W SR TS AR A B, [ S R R R S B AR R
K, Korhonen 4% A(2018)FHER ik 1l i) %k
BRI PE R, 9T T A RS
I S 3% 1k 43 R A R ), R BB 2 R 0 A
R, BRI 2 TR AN, HAESE LAERS R AE
g vk SR R R FE AR, & BT X R R A
BEH FIW A HER P 2 T B, i RO 2 AT
1E K A fig B v Ak i 4R {7 . (Pennington &
Kelton, 2016), 7E2>FEHR 55 4K, 38 m Ak 55 $L it
P RE B s R TH R AN R IRSS & 19 shpL,
A REAA F T 2 2 i e T PR Ak e Bk A 1
JIR 45 4243 (Jilke, Ryzin, & Walle, 2016).

FEEEAASH FEIR A, ST
S R], 5 30 AR P O A IR F AN 3R (Sicilia
& Ruiz, 2010), Shah FI1 Wolford (2007)WF5% T 412
TSP, 4 1R 014 113 LA 2 3] 20 A3 B 75 4
w3, T S R B R REZ S, sk
T R, SR A S LAT I A% A S8 o — 32
% R R P N AE B P3G N, wal i i SE
TR m, (R 10 LM%, AMRTFGR i T
ANWg3E(Shah & Wolford, 2007), FE#EATHLALHLI
SEYSR T, kBT B {5 S B A IR
% (Pilli & Mazzon, 2016), TifE TAER 5,
{7 B 28 5 8 i T /e B4 40 5¢ 1B 3 (Klausegger,
Sinkovics, & Zou, 2007), HILAI I, 5B B#HS
HOmBL R e, TR A IR BRI T Z (5 8%
L A48 F B[R] LA (]

B T XA R P i 3, 5 B MRS
FERRDR . AERHARYCR T, A8 0 ABRif
WEA ARSI . HBUE S BRI A
ARSI EENE, RIFMALF S R
5 Bl 4 i 7E 2 3548 4k 1Y PRI P RO A S PO,
RGBS EALES, flanfs Bk
REAR AN A KT 475 75 2 20 A7 R (B, 1 T 5% mi 4
PU ) BIRLR (Wei & Ram, 2016), A PRif i J&
PRPCR AR LIS a5 B SR g4
R BRIEE, Q4E 20 4T B0 28 B R T R R
%5 Ny /0 (Zha, Yang, Yan, Liu, & Huang, 2018;
Zhang, Zhao, Lu, & Yang, 2016), i Hi& SR
K UFAT A B & N R BE 1T F (Sasaki, Kawai, &
Kitamura, 2015) . 13X #5670 AT BEAH 75 41 2138 It (139 25
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FEREAR (O Reilly, 1980), 1 JC ik 7843 K 4 #F 14
B RE T, R TR SR i A
22 ERBHMNRKREFEENTID

(1) 5 BB AR R B . A& Al
B B, L S — AL & AR AL
Wik s WA, MArTER9\ T AL W) & e T4 1) KD,
BRI AL G R G e A 1 T A
AT, S5 R R BUR h AE K5, S R
JF 44 T % (Reutskaja & Hogarth, 2009), M KL
46 o P SR A 2 B I B O T U (Messner &
Wiinke, 2011), TENEAHERZ RS, B
T K 2 R b 850 e 1) A 5 67 T AR AT P P it
¥ (Liang, Lai, & Ku, 2006), i A # W23 E
SRR, 2 DD R4 S R
TREJI I, 23 T AR T BT 2 T AT T AR I
=¥ (Hunter & Goebel, 2008),

() FREBHESIREME T, $F SO,
TEAR BB BT, MRT AT E 2155 Tk
NIXHE S5, [HIE% SR — g4 >k BT I RCR (Eppler
& Mengis, 2004; Thorson, Reeves, & Schleuder,
1985) . W 5% & W AF S 22 1Y KK 1 (D Arey,
Gupta, Tarafdar, & Turel, 2012; Misra & Stokols,
2012), 7R 52 (0 7 TR 2 A 1T | RS (Swar,
Hameed, & Reychav, 2017), AMAZ, FHE%E
HY £t 2 IR S (Hallowell, 2005; Misra & Stokols,
2012). Bawden il Robinson (2009)% FLE 13 1Y
AR FBOME R R R ER k, HE R
Ve . AEALASTT I, ARSI T A 22 it
W BEAR A RS, JE0 Y KR )& (Chen & Lee,
2013). 15 254t 32 P 2% iy A b B 22 p kRS2 (5 L,
Al RS DR AT AZ M 28 IR 55 9% 57 (Lee, Son, & Kim,
2016), 1 H A MRS 0N A S IR RG24 5
SO0 BUFE M (Schlotz, Hellhammer, Schulz,
& Stone, 2004), FJ UL, {7 5 2R A H 225 i J 1)
PSR 26, T L 23 XA AR Y B 0 il B 7 A
PE .

3 FEREBHMERRNOCEFZER

31 EERMIEEMARNEIR
FHEFEE I THE, MHEEMEE. =6 .
PRAFFIIN T AR 5 ZEH FE N TN BT IR, AN BE PR A A
PR K B 4 pe e AR AT DU BT B & 2 A
B4 (Franconeri, Alvarez, & Cavanagh, 2013),

MR BEN, FERFZORWY L A A R
FYIN BT, S ) P 58 B — R S R 2R
H R MEAY (Simon, 1978b), A AYIA I IR 23 Peidi e
R, SBHCRGREAL . TR 5EM LAEIC
FORAE N P A BB R INNER, AEfEEM TRk
HEARRMEH

o B A T e AR B O R, U
DrReRR HlF A 5 B, AR AN B —Ik
AR BEBE T AR I B 1 E A TAEIE2 B 15 B
i, R TAR G A R R B L, g A
EECINDN &=k S <A L e A
(Roitblat & Riley, 2018), HAEHIJZBT 1A KIAE
B R, AR BB R T a3 ug 48
B, R Y A R T R e B AR, X FT R
23 F o U8 By B 9 3 & 7 (van Knippenberg,
Dahlander, Haas, & George, 2015), TM7EELEMEL,
AR TF BT A A5 BB R gy B Ok
(Broadbent, 1958), £ ik 5 F4 15 18 i i AHOC 1
{52, FHHW X PSR M E 2, X FEENE
BEOLHR UL — PR . ZE AW XTE Bk AT 0t
UE L ORRE . AT R Y R, ASA Y
MR EE BT IRE R, 2% IR Sl i
FNES- A0S

T AR RF AN T2 B 2= 234 TARICAZ 88
TARIEIZH S T —ATAEE &, S5 A B
B KO P ERENE S . 455 E B T
AT 55 AR T B X AR B, T /EiC1Z B A i Ia]
BRI, HAEGEET A B L, TARIEIC R B
25 R, R L E B AR, etk
TN, A A2 3 43 BRAR 5 RDEURE AR | 12 W7 A0 i
A5 O 1 55 H (Simon, 1978a), {HAZ2 5 T4
JEAZ R BR, a AR B AR AR B B A T, i
HEGERBBARET, MR FHEIZ T8
BUMI SR, A X 4 A (GBI AT B 4 9
TR, X PR S T R E
32 ETARIENZEENRE

A PR 7 B IR — B A0 38 LR AH 5
J 2% B} B o€ 7 W 4% 0 HE 4 (Franconeri et al.,
2013), % FHER %M (a pool of attentional
resources) > M i3 7 1 IR 1A B PE (Kahneman,
1973; Lavie, 2005; Wickens, 2002), F&fiTiAN, 1
BRSNS A AE S R Y L, BT
55 T M AR B RO, FEHL AT LA FE B IR (U (8]
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2)o FF IR LI S I Y T O A Al 3 B DR B 20 P, 4 TR
P S PN RL B IR SEmE, Bt pe o i, 24~ Il
S8 A BT, AT 55 BT e A I 2 S BRI B 22 ¢
P EEAROLT, R KRRk IIT—
ARG, R T SR B — AR AL 55
b AMREERERS T 2 TE B SR B AT
%5, WIS W BE R i AT i 25 0 5 B
Bo B — R EEAE 55 b, WA Al REFE R IE R
U, WA RS IR BB AT 55 b,
R [F] I AT AT 55, 8258 AT 55 1) Bt
ROt e TR AR E BEREET, ASARE[E
TRAZADRERZAEL, TR IR
TG, ok uE A 65 B A S REd sz B 5] 2
N B IR R R R Gt e ok TR B
IRAE ZAE 55 15 Boh i o, AR 95 B2,
73 HE B B AT 55 A BEIRD AT 55 59 S
o fF BB B S BIFETE R B, R T %
TR, 2 FRARAE IR

|
]

2%
— @wam
5 R

2 TR BT A0 A R R

() 5 BB EE R IRBFE. W%
HL B R 22 1Y Bl B s BAR L AR, RN L2455
FRMSHEEE TR, &%k, FEBEmn
17 J15% B (attention residue), {175 158 5 BN PAT
— A 55 1 B SR A A 45 B AE S b — M S5 L
(Leroy, 2009), {47 J15% B4 23l /DN 0 A9 A 30k,
PR il 4 B # AR RE 1, AT B FE AT 55 R
(Leroy, 2009; Leroy & Schmidt, 2016), 7£ 8]
T, M EANES EAME TR, SRR ENE
= 15% B AR TA/ER B(Leroy & Glomb, 2018).
S, FREBESMET, X T OG5 2
THE 250, EPATINIE ST, 2008 J6 Gl
WAL T EAT % Ty, B AR A T R
BUF, AT RE S Y BT OB R A, A TITH #E

& 1 % i (Gaspelin & Luck, 2018; Barras &
Kerzel, 2017). EMEAERMES T, KRG TR
F RN Z A TE O R, RIS R,
2 30 S ) 3 A 3 MR AIG T AT 55 B AR b
(Bressan & Pizzighello, 2008). 2 =, {& B #k &
R M, 258 (Alerting) f& —F B 3 () e B2
RAS, AR TEAETE 2 BEIR, B0 R BERTE
BB BE VI . 5 B AR By

o, RGN, FE SR EREEA R,
PR WER SRR, ST 5 SIRUCRAL; T
AT I, R B R G A S M A
{78, (5B WRRE g s FE, S35
ST R T HITCIR A e T B SRR R,
4 8 2= W6 25 B H) A9 4 B8 1 T B (Reteig, van den
Brink, Prinssen, Cohen, & Slagter, 2019),

() 15 BB F I REN . BR
B2 pyn] T RE 2 iR s AT 55 ik, (HAT 55 4t
RO AN E A 2] BRI pR AR, Bkl 32 ) BE R
SRR 7E 8 2 Fos g, mBEBR, 200
SR TN o O N LW R R T =Y
ECT BRI BCEE Ae i £, S En
TG B Z, AR R IEAS [RS8 5 (4 15 2R E0
TR B A RTE P R S )
(Rapid Serial Visual Presentation, RSVP)H g fig 4%
B BB R A TR R, (RS
— RIS X AR AT A T 45 2R 32 B L
il B2, Y 250t 2 5P A H RN
o AN I E A s, AT 1) AP 2
S IUARH G S AR (BT H A A S 1] 4G
i - 341 (Kunar, Watson, Tsetsos, & Chater, 2017),
X8 T AR L 23 M A A B EAE B IR .
Sicilia 1 Ruiz (2010)WF5% T P24 W B}, T4 %% 4
BTN RN BN, T o] 52 B B S, Al TR N T
e PR = AME B, R BRI TR,
LN R [ T R UP= EDS S N 47 = e o =4 L
AT EER . OB BaE =,
SRTE BRI TC OB AR, IR A AT xE LA
T EAR, FIE, 58 AR5 B EE A& R IRATR
TR 417 Hbr s e E R B, 2
WEAT 55 TE R A A o AR A XA AL, FRATHE
SR RAEAT B AR I S b, 8 3 Tk 5 U
LS o

(3) A S A A A ) R R R
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B HOR AN TAER M, i FAERH R R iz
RS, NREEEF A RIERIRNER . FE8
45| # 15 B HL#E (information avoidance), 15 &
P2 A RIS B RE S 52 m R SR, AMTIATIAR
FE#E [ 85 B (Golman, Hagmann, & Loewenstein,
2017), X FNALEEAT 22l M5 BN T, (HREAR
AT R R G 7 BB BE A 1] RES 2 A
2z, 1 AN B Bk B R S SE RIS S g W
FE. WX IR RGN E SR A, M
BT AR B8 Ty, (B IE A W) M ik
PeLoE, B A G, BRI THECET
W (Grisé & Gallupe, 1999), IAMZ M iy kit
Z 110 BRI A 2 S 80 O U O (Bawden &
Robinson, 2009), E-mail, #1354 . F£3) HL & FI
TCLAAR W AN R AE LIRSS, R A
W= A AT AATHE, SRR Z BT E
/D RN, X Se AR O B IR AR P, K
& T 12 1 %R 09 B FH %% (Sergio, Teixeira,
Andrade, & Silvs., 2015),
33 ETHERIFIRIZERNER

TAEICAZ VR FHAE T8 I ORA5 AN T — 2 L
2 115 B UL SE PR T 55 (Baddeley, 2012), T.A4E
ICAC 2 B ) g BRI, GO RE e P g fE B A
G, IR B NS I (McAfoose & Baune,
2009); TAEICIZE 22 525 PR G, HAAEA = —
el 7 + 2 AN gHE(Miller, 1956), 25 TAEICIZE
| S 3~5 4 H(Cowan, 2008; Vogel,
Woodman, & Luck, 2001), Sweller, van Merrienboer
Hl Paas (1998)FF TAEICIC A A R AR IR H
N B, AR PR A2 2k 2 ) i T
TAEEAZ EfE Bk, e A G 43
=2&. WIEIAJI U fef (Intrinsic Cognitive Load) ., #h
TEINH 7 fif (Extraneous  Cognitive Load)FIAHEIA
111 (Germane Cognitive Load) (Paas, Renkl, &
Sweller, 2003). PAZETAN G fif A2 R A4 B} A R AE
LR, SMEINEN T B AR BT 5 R Y,
AH G H B T SR AR 2 B B 5 2 ST A G5 B B
TAEICAZ R, 32 2R AN AR [ A RRAE,
AR IR . =AU i SR
Ae Mo TAEICIZ M ae 1, & W RD 5 B 2%
(Sweller, 2016), TAHIH fif B2 H A 2 T R
TARICAL A 1K i B2 2 M TAE S AL N e 4
AR 4 T A B

N T IE R s H T IR TARICAZ B A
{5 BB X SR BT R, AT LA 3 B s #E
TR RDRZE Le A fe . DL B A 2 T TARICIZ
D BN R RERR S TR A, ARRS R
ANCIRAR BRI S AN TR SRR R E IR
A2 T 5 AT 55 B I A BRI o 24 TR AR
BOETE ML A S Y, AT LA B Y
GO SRR 2 PR — B R e,
TEHLLE T AR 2 i s I A e sy, 84t
ROEAR, M HLRNAL Tl RS . ML 2
TORPRHR DU E BE S R N TR, AR BN T Y
PRSP T HLE B DU IS, U TR s ez )
TR AR AR o s ] FR A 2 R R S0 A T 2 R
A ] 2250 b7 IR R REAE A H S0 ?
Ao Bl R, HmhE R, TR LIS
P AT BH AT, A B, H Y )
B, ARBCA G I EI AR, i A
ey, MEILE Sl

/l—>wuﬁﬁ

@& Nz
TS |

L

TAeigiz

> Fif ] PR

B3 TARCAZ A I M AL A

LMD P 23 = A R o0 o vINE i o i e
FENHE SN IE= S e s - A oA NN SR i
T, Ve IR R R R 2 1 A TE A R B
T o Bl 2 TR R R P R R3S I, AR 4
R AN (Fasolo, Carmeci, & Misuraca, 2010),
AR T AR 5 0 328 45 A 50 3] 9 A W E 1 T
(Greifeneder, Scheibehenne, & Kleber, 2010), H:¥K,
RSO R A A AR B A e B R
BR TARICIZ s, I8 & 45 B 1S T AEIC
fCHTT o A7 BRI AN etk . BRI | R E P
BRI P 45 40 23 520 {5 55T i (Reutskaja & Hogarth,
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2009; Li, 2017), =#EmMEME B AL BT K, 1Y
SN %N £7faf (Jackson & Farzaneh, 2012; Schneider,
1987). WAk, 15 B2 HPEAE SR 2 1F R
i i) B R R, 5 B 2RI B
R AL 23 15 KA B8 2119 TT RE M (Macdonald,
Bath, & Booth, 2011), f/i, 1782 BAZEH AT
ARSI o 5 B 451 R4 H AR
2T RE A BV 2 e £ SRR AR R R,
YR D BN B 19 A 2 % (Flavian, Gurrea, & Orus,
2012), M5 B HA MR X R, HERS
WU AL AR H AR E B, PR IS B i a] 5
% Jj %/ (Cain, Vul, Clark, & Mitroff, 2012; Pirolli,
2007), HEREE P ECR AR MR 2,
Z 1) Lk #5 23 4 K o 5K B ] (Jacoby, Speller, &
Berning, 1974), #5 %19 HL {115 Pu o Hh B0 IR 7K,
AN E P I 23 LE A HAORE DL B R SR, TR)
I fF AN R 2 R . TR R 22 I N 4
UF N g T AT R M TR Y L, AR TR A R
a1 R O fA T2 (Benjamin et al., 2010; Mogilner,
Rudnick, & Iyengar, 2008),

A TR Sy — b B % B 22 B0 R 23 2 A 3
— D5, CHA ARSI E] 25 58 AT 55 k2
F A R T R AR S R R B —
S B EBR L IAFIIIRE | SR AR IR SR (A,
Bise, BRK, ik, 2778, 2015), 1ERFE M
TE I P 61 s mT RE 23 in il 45 BB 48, 91 = A= A
PEFE TAER R Ak TR i, B R 1 R/AN &
Wil{E5 5B 2R Y FLEE (Hahn et al., 1992), B[R] 7645 5.
AR B EE, T 253 ] Y £
B SUE BB AR, AN T AR B R B B A T AT
JH B[] 56 2 5 B #8 2 (Schick, Gordon, & Haka,
1990). 55 —Jr 1, {5 ol E 23 R E] s Ay . 18
{5 BB RS b, AT AR B AR S 2o 4k
B RIHEZR () ARk, BAfr B A AR BESE Z 1 fF B &
B ek 1] Ak, T HL, 7EShA R A 1E AR
v, OB B AR B ECE B T R S PR AL T e ik
B TR, R B AUIE O, HE T KX I A
AR . FRATT AL TE I E] 2T 55 AR, X THE R
R AP 5 e ) k) R i A AR 22 (A R 1 )
(ZEZMg, NG, REER, FRR, 29K, 2016).
{51 e T 5 45 JE A3t AN DE TR R ] (AR08 7 1 PR 3R 2
R B () 47 i 2 R E (9 B R 47 () B8R %o T e
SRAT RS ) o5 KA F S AT IR A

4 RKRMRRE

41 FERAFCERERERESBHE I ANMEOR
RIVIEBS T AZMANR B
HRZMAE, KA BR ey m B IR R T

HEEBAEAR R SRR, #E

SRS FHITUOR, MATH E R (E 2

{5 BB 023 XA 1 43 L 7 AR B AR R R e 7 IR

BIRAS 32 X6 F 10 58 A1 Q] 7 B 58 ol i o A B A

BREE-TEFAMENFILEE T %,

2017) 8 i MR S A AT LA 1 XS et 4 2 Bk i e

DR R P T R AR O, N H RE NS T B S FE AR

QE AR A AT A B A S AR G EE B

] LUE i Zh SRR A AT | A AR SRR

RAMEME B R @ T, 224, 2015),

Ja SR T DS B IR S E R L, SRR E

BRI, MMRMEBAE WA (588

B T0 5 {5 BRI G5 B 0] 5 4 v = WEUR 7

MR B TS B R AR B
FAAE OC BB AR PR FE AR B AR IA

LR AE T H B . ERP 40 A TR I B e

E 00 FE o FE ] B & 45 (Kutas, Mccarthy, &

Donchin, 1977), il ERP 9% i 5 B I T4 528

R B A A 2 SR B B, R AL A NI

SRR N SE I A5G, S5 IR 0 P35 R SO

TR IH 25 A 56 (Polich, 2007). TEZAT55 %

7T, SRS RN N R P3 (7R 013

R FMESERETT . Y EEST RGN

AR, R A 43 2 Hh AR 1 PR B A AT

B IE (Allison & Polich, 2008; Miller, Rietschel,

McDonald, & Hatfield, 2011)., P it ERPs 7 2 Bk

PHIBA far AR Ak B ) (R AR R AR BE AR AL T B 4.

42 ZERAERBHEMIERBHENNTEE, B
BMMERBE
TEYOR AW Gk, BIRR Y2 B 2 6,

R0 B R A 7 58 AR 2441 55 B RT RESE INA 5%

(Dijksterhuis & Nordgren, 2006), Pl 8 4E7E PR

SRR T R AR R RS, BRI Ty

A LR, BEAE X PR A5 BT R T 5

EREFAINNMERERZ, K522 TAEN

PR, MR EYE T moh B R, JHE

BTN RS /D, RS2 T4 m i BRI, {HJ2: H e

X R AF B AT AR TR T, £, WAL,
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2016). $Kii, FEATIA N PIAE 4R LB 208, T
EHVIBER . S EATE—R, mE 4 FiR,
R FIE BB A 2 5 P R,
SR BIRRE A B 3 IR ERE . (DFERRYBOERY
VB, A B T L AA RIS ), R4
HAE T RS (22 Zait 20 5T M SR e
DB, ARG b, T R AR 4 B
R, (3 RS i e 1 1 A 44 B 25, 75
UL T B R R . AR P
B RS LE AR AT A, N R R AR AT
e B, 5 — B A R B A AR, At 4
A BUF B BOEOR R . M I TR £ 1 K
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Why information overload damages decisions?
An explanation based on limited cognitive resources
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Abstract: Information overload occurs when the current information processing requirements exceed
information processing capacities. Information overload can impair the quality of decisions, prolong
decision-making time, reduce decision satisfaction, and cause chronic stress. The attentional resources
theory and limited working memory capacity can be used to explain why information overload damages
decisions. Attention resources for filtering and managing information are consumed quickly under
information overload and the allocation and utilization of attention resources can be disrupted by irrelevant
information, which causes the efficiency of information processing to be reduced. Moreover, the available
working memory for information processing can't process massive amounts of information in a limited time.
As a result, decision performance is damaged by information overload. Future research should further
explore the information processing model under information overload, the eye movement empowerment
method allows us to examine attention resource usage under information overload. A dynamic coupling
model of conscious and unconscious thought is required to provide a method to guide individuals to
alleviate information overload. Additionally, intelligent agents and interactive memory systems should be
investigated to find their potential roles in alleviating information overload within larger organizations.

Key words: information overload; information processing; attentional resources theory; cognitive load theory;

unconscious thought





