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R 5 e 1 B 5 0R 3R B 2 e B ELATL

R Ee N AR

(7T B X R BRI 2, TN 511442)
CT MRS DI Z; 3 T MR OB 5 EEDGE G, M 510006)

H OE RRMEAALRAEGARTVHREZ—, FORBRMERWEBRZT, BAERY H T MR AL
FAMEE LG5 P, HEFEAMRT T LN FFATAGRE. FET MBI BF B, @k
B VA Bt A 3 MR LA R )AL A 3K B ) B ok it st ) 7 5 R RG] . % BT A S AR AR R B A AR
EF. AR EEARIEREL., AL FEBZ %R EXF R, RRT U % ATRL e e 45 2
B TFRETH . SEGFHEMR, WAL, SERALFEANETEL, 25 5IRITRTsT P, 2R
o B EAUH

KEIE R, FIWT; R BT AR, B H e

SEE  Bs42

“RUEAR, BN, R 2EWE TS AR B PSR (Sagioglou &
I A7 A 18— R BE R O IR O 1 JRZ % Greitemeyer, 2016; Xu, 2017). i, A IRGE
YR A L ok AR DG I 2 AR 4y T SR P i B FIMR T RE AR . AR08 1 25 BRAIL A1) (A ok 6 32 14 43 F
AHEAE IS 25 72 A BRSSO P 28 X SR A T 5 S ALH ) EAT 1O SE Al R E S
Jare A (G 8, BEEAE, M, 2009), & G, XIALE, 4 &, 28k, 2010; Lindemann,
LA S A N R (sour) | it (sweet) . 77 (bitter) | 2001; Kovacic & Somanathan, 2012), {H&TFBRHE
J¥ (salt) DU HE Al R 5 (52 M S, 2012)" fFUZ, < BLBR S AR T L2 AT pesiax — 8, {75 K
FIMER 2 4 B A B B AL, R BE ARy A2 DL T2 AN R A 8 SEUERIF 5 o AR OGBS 2504,
EENREZ —, WES 52 goe t i 2 Je R KT B NAELHI ISR, 155K
I RN . A SCHU B A 2R SEUERT 5, £33 R
ek 1 00s 20190921 A1 I R DR P 5 9
* E A SCH A R BT S M A 4R T H (19yIcgso DRI I A RUE I, RIS A 4 Fh
113); J"ARAT FA SR = # R #5 H (GD18 PSRBT, X F RSN S RHLE AT R, &
XXL02), J5i T8 2 BT ST A AR B R Rk B R AT T
BEVEE: B8, E-mail: yangwendeng@163.com =
A SRR BT — AR L W0, ATIRLE L
BRI JC5E 18 0 1985 451 Jm bR PRI 235, KR 1 R PNMEFEI SR KRS0

12 N R B BR (umami) J& F — Bl B At bR 52 (Kawamura
& Kare, 1987; Yamaguchi, 1998); J&4 H 4 A 1 h 7 26 1.1 BREXT ABRE S S B89 520
NTEHAR, (ABRA T ot —Fh Rk, j2—mME MRS M AT B3R5 A 08 S5 A
AR SE T AR SR bR (T2, AR R, b, RICE, H, EHKRIEMITE, AUREEZWR, EAS
2018), HUk, HEEA AR FEEHLAL IR L E SOFA PR RS 5% 1 R dE T R RS 55T L
Atk B B2 119 10 75 38 B 2 P8 Y S 46 8 3UF (Erickson, 2008; . . o

555 A 3ok R 0 9 143 B 5 (Batra, Ghoshal,

Delwiche, 1996),
2 TR T (EITLT R ) & Raghunathan, 2017; Meier, Moeller, Riemer-Peltz,
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& Robinson, 2012), 33 I K7 H HYWR 5 14 50 5 %
W12 A C 840 DRSS AR A B A 11T
o FWR, AEXTth A B FIKT 5 T, Meier %6 A (2012)
R, 25500 m TR B U BE AR KR
TR M, B R 0 BE AR HI T R B Dy Sh
Mo MAMEFRHACEREBRMEE, S5EE
2 oy HFIW T S A nl 5 5 % (Ji, Ding, Deng,
Jing, & Jiang, 2013); S EAA T & 9 B K [a] (Wang,
Geng, Qin, & Yao, 2016). R HF 5T Al T
MUY EE R, Sagioglou 1 Greitemeyer (2014) % 31,
HixHsigok S5 F5 M0, R wRAKEHY
Z 5 FRK L R RE ) HIWoh B 22, [FRE K
RO, 5%A 3 2R kek S5 E5 M,
3] Fi Py 25 71Uk Ei A RE 1 AR

BEAb, TRGE I 23 52 A A 6 T N BR 6 & 1 A
Wr 5 a3k, 5, BRIESm AATTXT FE AR AR AR
B FEXRT R A AL W, ARFRR, 5
TR S 5 E ML, AR RN S 5
A K BE A B Hp o T AL S B B AL, W E
(Ding, Ji, & Chen, 2016), H:K, BRI WA AL
i\ & 2R B9 % ST Ren, Tan, Arriaga 1 Chan (2015)
PR, T EREUORH S S 5 K
FBK IS5 0 R B 5 5 W (R T ¢
F. Ea, WRiE AR A g SR T
HHIPH . Meier 55 N (2012) 7 — UK il 22 S B 45
5, W2 53R B BTN — A B R AL
B 5% KM, SEildme e Tz
HEM, & TR S 5 E R
Z 1 B (] S A O A B, R TR B R A
AN, ENSRTF BN Fetterman, Meie #il Robinson
017yt — AR IE T3k — &5 28, fufiT kM|, ez
BN H T, 550 %17 K7 B2
&, EmSE A
1.2 BRGE I EEF TR R0

Wk BE 23 82 WS 1A B9 16 78 FI W o Cha, Kim,
Susskind F1 Anderson (2009)fd ] L H #3 F £ AR
(electromyography, EMG), XM Z5&HELTIAN
TE B (BN AR L BRI S HAR AT T %) JR
SR (0 24 S5 TS e IR ) DA B 5 DR (1)
TR TS R, BRER)I, TEIAR UL PR B 1Y X B [
YFEP H O S HEJR S . Eskine, Kacinik 11 Prinz
(2011) B, SEIORAKRE A2l KA L, 5 IRIK
BLTE 25 50175 R AR 3 0 TE A RO, R B

AT MBS FIWTEE ™7 . FE 34l |, Eskine, Kacinik
F1 Webster (2012)% B, 7EbSedEEfEM R, S
HESEMPOE P EYORNY D&, P IE T
BROE S E AW Z M e R . (B BN EIR
BRI, DR | 3 R )Xo T8 78 5 R AT Sy 40 e
B S MR AN S 3, LR iy ke 1 13817 &4 1 i 1 1)
T OC T EFEAT S B FI B B D U8, 2012). ZJ5HF
FHEMER TR SEEAWZ YR, S
5HAE TR sk Z 5, RE—NE A
ONCE R R F R o, SRk, 5
RRFOKIN S S5EMIL, BT HRRE NS5
FORTHCF T SN TE AT R 08 W A
5 {5l (Hellmann, Thoben, & Echterhoff, 2013),

B2, VRO 2 R AR 4 5
TN TE A W, DR U R R T ) W e o A
O IE BR (413, 5k JXU1E, 2015; Pizarro, Inbar, &
Helion, 2011), {HHATFFTIN N, BRWEAR G IR RE
T [e] 00 30 7 5 R T, AT R SR AN [ BR B R
R & 8 TA TR 2R BT A 1 5 e GEX A
2012).

1.3 BREEXT R IR 5 B 520

Bk o fE R i AT ' B 47 o Thanh 0
Marianna (2018)ill & T 3¢ B Ak g 2 5 F A1
TRV . MR . R TR B R OB 2 S 1) B
BAT R, 25 R PR S B BR UK 1) 2 5 5 AE AR
PLE AT 55 ot T E R R PR . A WS
RIBR S IE B AT R, BEMEREGEF R X —
A I 2 [ 47 E IEAH C (Bymes & Hayes, 2013),
BHE DSM-5 AHEI] 45 (PID-5) ) XU AR 3453 70
FETEIE A 56 (Byrnes & Hayes, 2016), £ T B
WIS 5% 58 HLKREAY S 5% 1T,
b T 2 i A W AT 55 v 3R A S 5L R AP A )
(Wang et al., 2016),

IR, TERE S B RAT MR CR BT, 2
HE® . BPAIRERS T RANTNE AT
PIE PERE T AR R B AT M R A7 BT L
T 3 R 92 B A S R A TR R i o s
il AT R 7 1 20 S 25 Y SR TR
1.4 BREEXHHZIRE RIS

PR 2% B S AH 2RO . RE R BT
R, 50t B G5 i AL AR T AL L,
I S J28% s (A i i i ) S R A 2 T 9% 2 1) I KRR
JE(FRIE, 2017), Cai, Yang, Wyer Fl Xu (2017)F5¢
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TAERX I AT SR, RIS 2L iKY
Z5FEMU, S 25 & e B 2 e
W SE R AR RS S E MBS Y G
PR R RORE, 25 5 E ) T 2% 5
kS5 H5 M WAE S G R RO, S5
S ] TR B B AT REJE S 5 AR R
YOBH 230k 5 MO, I S5 4 A
ZEHAEF, PR B AR 5 A DG A 5 Y
AT BE AR —2, ) T A7 Rk 0 7 2 LBy 1k Aok
IR RS, AR5 BN T R T I AH C A A A 7
FHF S HGE5E, 0 107 2% ok 22 AN e
155 26, M AEAS [R) P8 155 28 R A TR A0 TS ) 11
PRILK . Mukherjee, Kramer Fll Kulow (2017)85¢
IR AR 6 5 23 R T i 2T 9% 1 2 AR R TR, 4
RER, SEHER®RZERNSS5E ML, ¥
PR R 12 5 E e G S0 TE B AT T 2 R
22 BT B (RG] 1 305 2% AS [] il R ) B SR ), I
RS I FOR BRI G, 51K 5B AR
O HESEAT SRy, R S R vh R B X R 2 AR
F3kKo

RS0 IR 235 R T 9 I S ORIk, ik
B )RR AN [ 23 0T 5 A D B 7 A R i R BE
(2018 5T & B, AH LU T i 2% A I 20 0 346 A IR
255, RN BRI R AOR Y 2 5 2 5 i
T AU 25 /N BRI, o AT R Y S 5 3
6% 1) S 3R - 35 K LT . Chen Al Chang (2012)
POBIEFE A s, R S T 1 A R W B % W 3 v
TR, FhEw RS 5 H AT ez 34
ML, A B PRI B4 2 il o R, BV [)
— BRI, AR MK AN TR, B PR
22 B0 . Wang I Dvorak (2010) % B, [RIEER
TEAFHRYORE, A &S E S 535 U KF
TR, AT RO R I A R, AR
PRFEAL, DOH A ERA CCHS EH NS 5%
MBI R 2 Tk, R g3 1 /N 1) 4 k4
Jil, RAMEELRT . B, KA TRIEX B e s
(52 M BILTE A FRR AT 9T, HL B P 3 5 R
IR 2 (R A7 25 V) G R R TR o

2 BREEFNTFIET SRRAHIR 4 FERE

KA BRI SE T IR 8 XA A 14 ] 1 5 e 2%
FEARR N, HRZ R MM Z R,
FHAREAIRICEX AT 5 VR HIBLE] . T 30K

TELRIRAHIC SCHR A Al L, 45 4 O] ReffRe
WA B 2507 1 B B U
2.1 HERNRR

17 285 Hh A BRI R 50 23 38 2o 5 e 1 4 i
HWHIW SR, I, RS AT %
7= B $2 Ui (Steiner, Glaser, Hawilo, & Berridge,
2001), A2¢FiEd MRI A, HS55M
B2 NI, s 1m0 ARz T2 B0 (Bartels
& Zeki, 2000), X5 i 2 FHBROE SRS Y G X
—#((de Araujo, Kringelbach, Rolls, & Hobden,
2003), AR, MEABAFERE, 2 58%
FEER 22 77 A BN OR IR, JFPEBE MBI 45 o Meier,
Noll #1 Molokwu (2017)#£5% T #{M IS 7E H1iH % 5
PRI R, RMGEMAYET AL, 2Ry
WS HERSE TEZMBMIES . Steiner 55
A 001Xt 8 Z W i A= 3~10 /Nt A 2R JL AT IR B
S5 R ST, &) 2L b AR (R
), 1SRN EMEORK, WA L,
BORTEMEE . 32, AR (T LR AL
WA . kDB T . MR AR S
FIRAWREE Ty, (HNHAT R LUE i, A
SRR B BEL AT B R AT IE . G SR
B SR LN FRIR R . HER S AL IIE4IRES
Sagioglou Hl Greitemeyer (2014)i47 T —WiK 5
HUGHHEES S ARG, 4R LT8R
ARG B0 & LS B b, P 1 IR ORI
Z 53 LB 2l oK s ETR K 1 2 5 3 % A 3
INTEZ RS, NAMRAEESSE SN
48, RlEEEER . FEL . RSO}, 4
KRB, 25 FXE RN 52 PR LD B
VPRI S AR, X B B8 R 7 1753 380 2 e = 1)
B RELE ST, 2014), UL USRI T
NG ST YN (RN LR N ER = R AR
R R A IR Y IE RS 2, RETT H R OF A
Atk .

HoAth, 175 25 23 52wl A ATTXE =5 ) 0 0 0 5 o
K. Schwarz Z 4% 41 & T 1% B—15 B BiE,
WIR TR AR UA K B A e 55 XA 44 b 7
A 2N (Schwarz, 2011) o AR 25 25 T B A
[l — F ) BT AS [F] (Niedenthal, 2007) . 24 A A1/
B IF O, AT 2 00 5 W A8 S A A B B
(Schwarz & Clore, 2007). AU 25 2 i AT 5]
T XU B kE(Roidl, Frehse, & HoGer, 2014), {3
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MBI SL4T M (Rook & Gardner, 1993); T 154
FECE £ 1 K 55K (Jingjie, Naiding, Chao,
Jintao, & University, 2016). AN[RBIEEIRE LS
AR SR R AP A TR
LIRS B A 2B AR S T S SR, R R A A b
RARTRATR; MR 2 RET, AR Y
4 W7 W) 9] 4f AR ) (Noel & Dando, 2015), Chan,
Tong, Tan il Koh (2013)if & 8, 5% 5 1P
A RAR L, BG5S R 2 6
IR VP g S, TR 3R ] 32 LIS 28 2 5 g N
TR 232 T

h Bk, R s Y, e L m
AR GO . 2] LA e, 2]
FE A R 0 52 0 T T 5 SR AR B2 5 b Ay, XA
UGS i R AR 5 e ) W5 TR SR AL A ) 2 — e
RUE—1F &5 A i . A6 1 BRSE R 30 7 A T
AN TR B I 2, I g sk L 1 & 119 v A XA~ 1A 1 )
Wi 5 P38 7= A T 52 i (Skarlicki, Hoegg, Aquino, &
Nadisic, 2013). LA, 7ERIRAME T, S 574
TR, SRR S M E. BAS
AR AT TEEIRAMETS, S 5EAETH
WG 4, TR AN 3 A 1 S D ™ g GRS
12, 2012),
22 BERMERLR

B Gy 23 2o B R R 36 3R A5 0 B A A
AR (Wilson, 2002), E4kBE . mHAE FIIRAG
FL(2018) I\ Ky B B i o 5 By i 2 30 A G iy B Ak
MR (i WR5E |l EE 25 ) 5 i G 2 [ Y e e
B, HARBURE S KN . &Pt Bk s g
kR S . Barsalou (2008)5 45, %
R B B AR AL 2 LA B IR 22 50 g kAt /), o) 2
SOl “sweet girl "R F IR L AL TR, Ko
LA SEBUEAR A3, X R AR 1 %
HIIZ Bl 22 55 25 WL RO B S M S ad

F5L b, B ETEFRATIA R A e e
HEEVEM . Flan, WG & A B Z 4]
{5 1T (Lee & Schwarz, 2012); filt 5t 5 Wi A4 %t
rh v AL B0 SR W (5 AR, A SRR, IR,
2018), Schlosser (2015)% 8, MRIEFIFES AT
AW BRI, HANTE KBRS, SE
EUOH R . W, FR S5 BREAE RS
F&gy 1Y % 4% . Chen 1 Chang (2012)%%¢ T #ibk 5
BN R, KRG siFKHM L, K

FHAF RO 1) 2 55 2 06 A A7 R S 0 a3 A 7 1
PR ARG, R L B ARG i AR A A AR
PR . A SR, M IRAT B AR B uk
FIERHE, BRE Y S, HAZ S F
S0 b, R EREMAR T B W A S,
n, <FR A R, HRMFESGA, AMTEH
“honey”., “/INEHFETSETRIERRIF RN, fidHE R
SEM ORI, 2015); AT < R Bk 7 R FRIE
PRSI L (T, BER, Bb, HRIAF,
2018), Batra % A (2017)7E LB UL S 5 H U
BB S SO s R, & BRI R S R
B, B AR RS TS Mo AR G
PN, R T B Y 5 Bk P 22 TR e R Y
TP QI

L B gy {15 15K 1 DA N M 5 R U 17
PR A S RS R 5 % 4 DT e S (g s el o LS AE 2
B, EANEBRAERY B, AT R 5 B
55 04 38 By 3OK BRI 1B Ry il 42 1 4R
SEH, e, FEERAE L B ARG O S T,
XEARIAT S A 25, A PREE B, X Rh ok
() B PR A5G 25 5 25 B8 I3 28 T D e i K
gk, IF N AR T (LB & e b4, A
BT — B R R B, A0 RN B AR 2
B, SHEARRREIE, 55 XFBR R
PR SR T SCFAE S R AIE, b FKe P
e (RHEER ) | FHUR T 24 T2 al0RE 1 ik
Sk, TR BRI TR 8 AR
B

B2z, 76 H B B 0 M B R, R
ANEB RS IR TR W EZE X, AJid
WD BRI B T — 22 9] -5 TR T B 5 R B A E 1Y
TS S SIS, WMeRRAE ., T EE
WL CRJEER . DR FHC, FE, HAML
TSR] R 56 A5 AR, 5 R R X B ABE A b
WoHE, HE T AEASAOR A B8 A BT R T A AT
E N EIOPTRSPeAY
2.3 LR

A B 2F A A o 25 B AL BRAIL 1 1% 56 i
(Buss, 2001), M BT 4R, AJWBE RN
AAFRIEE DA DI E G L, AR T
NG PRBE A7 38 7 10 A B S o R BE IE X
FE—FPIGE N AS, BAR TR AR A EFE
Y, Y B A PR A H A A N )
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(John Tooby, 1992), 4 J5 4R FRAMAR J#i i KRR,
SR AARFFAY RABATE IR B A o5, Jf i i iR
Sk Xof W S A S % 1 B ) HEA T W) A6 19 4 7 (Breslin,
2013), FRAEREWE FHEE, L0, Wikl
BOA A JETE R AR E (Zhang et al., 2003), ZRx A
K AA T2 MY E Y (Schienle, Arendasy, & Schwab,
2015; Pavlov, 1913); 4MEELA IR, 4%
55 4k BT ) 98AH OC 1 X8R 2 B (Zald,
Hagen, & Pardo, 2002),

ZERUL, TR S YRR B B
88, ZBEY)RAEMEFESR . Tan 55 A (2020)#:
FBIRIT — TPl ST TR R e RSB B
B 3 o 7 T — B R O ok S A 2T R T Y
P2 TTRE, S WX B2 7 A SR B I 4 o PR
5 M8 - R AL — R, R A e AR
AT I ) 5 B T 0 A A LS N o A SIS IR B il
YR URIE A, AR X MR 2 LATEA
FAEw =2t AR S EY . Wik, @A
BT YER, AR AR E SRER, TS
WEEY 5 AR RRER . TR F A
WEhehar, hHA MRS NS ARHAE LG
o 3K — 2% S N 2K AH I IR i ) £ 40 (A 4 X
AT BRI A NS 58 S F AR R g W 15 45 5
B, IR — il H B A 1< BALE .
n, FHER A REM B TR, AT IR/
AR AR P A TR A B R DU AR T AR M
DO . BURSEREME, Bfm L TR
FREYrhay sk, LA R SIS HE Al Sk Y 2F J Ok
BT R 5L

Kk, 7ESEAEUE LA R, ot N2 R
TRE Y e B — Fh 3l 2%, B RINEA I O
FL AR AR AT A e e, i
RAE B2 ] 23 A AR B 7 A B2 i 2%
AR MW AKCE TH s, 7247 R 2 2R AT &
SRS HEEY) . AR O B2 E S AATERER
A, AERE TR B O HERR RN, TR R e
DA A [FT sl IR B o 2 AT TR AT S DB o 3 )
mpgE, AATHAR [FBRGE R &), 53X FR g —
0 AL 22 WO, BTN i A
SR A 2
24 HSEBER

FE 23 FAE B I R TR AT A 2 S T
K (Burr, 2015), FITR AR M T FE 2 ST 3

(MR, 2009), BRGE(CIL, MR, bR W7 A ) IR I
[i] 4% 1) i B A R S Ak A% S8 19 A 1 (Gergen,
1999), A=A ftamksi, 5 AZFhb i scik
I B AAHOC ean, AT 2 b, A
AR 3] S o 0 A P A BE, 3 R LA AN AR A
ZHE AT 2 O, P IXAS AR G A
FEMEZ, Wante Cirfe) b, <R REFE #ITE,
WAGE YA B S | THRIES, B .
Xy, HFE, HIL, — BRI Ay 4 Rk,
IXCFh IR g T R AR T A A AR BRI, 524
KBS S ERAL B T 2
AR B T AR A L HE, LA, Wang
1 Chen (2018)FEHR ST M 5 5 111 FI W7 i 52 e v
B, A TR ORI 2 5 3 IR i ]V A
YT AR IR RN, R BT BR 2 5 il A CRER
18 32 47 i TRV AR A — R 5 T 2R A v R A
(2018) it A AT HF 5T & BR, A EL T IEPEAE IR &
YRR P T RS B A, IR E SR B
Z: 5 H AR PEo 0 3 0 . X oY AR
P AR, (HARSIE T “FH " 5 <IRE X Fp b &
SR E BT I Ah, Chan 25 A (2013)7EWTF 5T rh 82
KRS 5 H TR REPER . BRIV . L R
FBR) S ML CE . W, BIE . Bk
ECRRBEEAT 7 s 0E4Y, 4R ER, “B BB S5l
R I DG B, BRI 4 A D 5 R IR
TRIK R Z, BRIz BE iR T AR T I
— 5 A B 28 GBI, 2012)0 XKW, BRAEE
B WG RSB OREk, mH, ANFE
CAAEGE, TR & LT REAFEAE] . Gilead,
Gal, Polak F1 Cholow (2015)%& 3%, LIz AMTIA
S E R R NN, E B B T
RN IE T, 3 55 At SO A W s A — s X
HUb, Mt @R AR E, W h
FRIEH RS, SR AFHEFEY
B HIWT 5 PR o R S TR AR AR 1 A il L 247
e, HAE SR &5 ORI, REEA A
AWk A, AT AR AT 3k G i A2 5 S A SO
AR, TR SR L 1 R A R R i Sk . b
m, FEREZH T, AR EZN  AES
Ehf; WREEER . RS HMIE XL, BREE L
b L TH i 11 R A S 1 R B N N\ 7 N
P4 IR B0 2% A IR, AR B 1) SO T 2 T A e N3
X 1 S I 2 S I I R AR A R 1 W
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A

SR, IR 4 FRERGET BN . B
R B At 2o J2 T RS I 5 52 i A DR -5 1R 38 1 L ]
7T iRe, YA —EmRETT . 1548 A RU0A
HWRSEFCR T AR 2, JF i 4 i A
My A PAS 8 0 0 5 DR 3R 5 L o e {0 5t 941 A 5
SRR Y B R R S, BB AR, A
TACRE TR T iy 5 A TR 0 I Ry SC A 19 56 L35k,
T T PR A 35 0 AT 5 e 5 A R IA
DAy R NI e ket T A A I e 114 5 2 ) SIS
F18 £ BN, X A B N g 332 A B A 2 S
A, T TR R 2 O BEATL ) A 2 o A I
SR, e A B IA Sk R L S AN AT 6
WA 415 5 AR L ) SCAE R 2, X SR 38 SCAL B R B
BESAELE A 2R A 5 H 28 A A 1) H0 1B 15 e
Wo 4 FPBEAEAN ] B2 AR RS T IR BE X Wy 5
P BRI, (R = B B SRR S E,
ATy HE— 2 BT o

3 mEmERE

3.1 HFEERE

W i B S 2 X A S B H T e SR e AR s, (H
e 7 B DL BB R AR g —IAiR, —Lk
R R MAEET EZL . a0, AR
PR AFAE LR BR:

G, BRAEAY 3 VLA B A A R 25 5
Al RE FBON EF R Z A A —BUW S5 R . PO
U B AT R W 2 PETE T 2R IR ORI SR L
OB R BE B9 RO S (Schienle et al., 2015),
Yoshinaka %% A (2016)%F 4% T HAMAERE N | 4R
NFAE N R S B, KX — AR A
2 PR B RIAR 4 25 S, AE SE SR AT AR P A A I
Vi SR B A A 25 S 2 T 5 v Sk = 1 2 DT 5 5
Schienle, Giraldo, Spiegl I Schwab (2017)%& B+
RN 25155 & BOE (hostility) & 25, S5l Sagioglou
F1 Greitemeyer (2014)IWFFEIFA—EL, XA Al fE
B EWEZZF S A, Hik, BRTTN
AL RO Y ME I o, R R T = 1 A 2
5, DA R 8 XA T Ry S AR Y TR N

H, D R 2 L RSB R R B
FEMELL R, AR R Z, ARRSE R
KL, TIITRImMRE, EH AN AE R
AARKIRELNE . BN, FEARIEER 5 5 B R i

SRS, RIS IR A T 2 D T2 -
WLz /N IR SEAN [R], A 2 A A A R 7 A R
(BIRZE, 2018); M A F2 NN LB /2 R A% Ik
JT S (Chen & Chang, 2012), [RIRE, {2k E K
PEAT R B S 25 AR AR TR, FRATIA &S A —
Y JE R 2 — X B AL A BE REAR N0 T 5T 3,
[ R AR 2 S 56 e 6 BEAS BR B[R] B EA T 5, TR
BRI AT IR ST, R LSR5 A 25 R TR
WEAR, 25 BRSSO bR 2R, R — 2 BB
TG RAR—FHIJEHN, Ren 25 A(2015)KH, 5
THIREMNS 5%, BEZESMA#ET LR,
{H & Dubovski, Ert A1 Niv (2017)8Y5F 57 45 5 & Fi
R T AR 2Z [0 B 5 | ) %A e, X T RES
P SE 8 2e 5 17 R[] B EH R A A 2E, Ren 48 A
QOLSEFET WA RYFTME R, AhilH LER
WL, WREASGI RS SHNRMBES, S
AT R S A BE AE

A, RTWENLEEF HATE A RN
Bi—. PRMERITRE . FIAN, S E YT A
WBF B SR B AT 55, 30— 3 b 2 RORE— 10 58 AT
%0 T RGBSR &R T, S25%
AR 30 ml B & 50 ml, i 2 44 1 RE A% 4 11K
IFFFE XTS5 F= A 7 Xk, 14 2 I HEAE
H AHHE . van der Wal il van Dillen (2013) % ¥ 4T:
5t far 23 52 W AATT RO BR B2 B, S5 IR 45 B far A
A= e Rl Ve AR Ve SN 0] ST
TEE NIk, BIAA e AR, SR
AN . W R, YRR TR A R B — A
] s 1E A7 B9 AT 45 B, JRR AT B B2 19 R ) & 7™ B
550 LT UL, FEZ AT — SRS BT 5, WFsE
b2 585 0 AWRSEOR,  [RIE #4755 HI W
SR, X AT R 3 5 MR S 00 0 o A M O R 2%
2018; XA, 2012), F L, B E W5 L5 MR
AR 3 2 A R B A — o
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The effect of taste on judgment and decision-making and its mechanism
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(' Qiaolian Middle School, Nancun Town, Panyu District, Guangzhou 511442, China)
(* Department of Psychology, Guangzhou University; *Center for Psychology and Brain Science, Guangzhou University,
Guangzhou 510006, China)

Abstract: Taste is one of the indispensable feelings for human survival, and has substantially extended
beyond the direct feeling of “tongue tip.” Taste affects individual perceptions and judgment of interpersonal
relationship and ethics, and changes individual decision-making on risk-taking and consumption. Emotional
intermediary, embodied metaphor, evolutionary, and social construction hypotheses are different perspectives
used to explain the influence of taste on judgment and decision-making. The existing research has some
limitations, such as individual differences in taste perception, difficulty in ensuring the validity of taste
measurement, lack of unified research paradigm in taste experiment. Hence, future research should continue
to verify the taste metaphor and apply it to the fields of sensory marketing and psychological therapy. The
current study intensively analyzes taste from the aspects of physiology, psychology, and society, and
discuses all facets of the mechanism and effects of taste on judgment and decision-making.

Key words: taste; judgment; decision-making; emotional intermediary hypotheses; embodied metaphor





