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MERMNEBERM: RRIBHHOFHERURMITA

tAhn! BBz’ BRE!
CTRMAHEBRFBE, TP 215123) CARIEA LI INARE 2B, LI 200062)

M OE RN A GE AR

AR TG o LR, AR AR BEAR R A 80 & B AT A 4P R

RABR AT LHMR, ML T AR EERRNTEPHRFEAINTER-FZFWAE, 2204
ZH AT R FAE S A SN R BT A R BRI, Al WRIERIRS N, KRR TUANRERG S A RE &
(BB, EHh, HEN)RBBEFTFANBERGENRRBRELEEAMRENRAYER, DBARREAETT

REARGASEZH A Bl BIRAERFE
KER  RE, MRRWA, BRRM, BRI L
SEES  B849: C91

51

PR H A H 2> Rl s E B ok [ 4
R, A AR A& 7 DU R T i
i B B k42 (Bonaccio & Dalal, 2006; #hi#E=e 4%,
2017; fefd, Wmedl, 2009). HAT, MMARIEIL
RPCLZE T ERNE L LT, AR5
MR R BT A | IS @RS A . 5525
(MEZ BREE . B WA . @i RHE (Ll K
T R A . BT (E A SE R . AT
W R E)FE 2N AT T W IR R (R
4§, 2019; Bt# = 4%, 2016; Duan et al., 2018;
Gino & Moore, 2007; Schultze et al., 2018; Tzioti et
al., 2014; Xu et al., 2019; KA 5%, 2017), J %
W T2 E SO BN, g
PranRhons . BE B0 A5 (Kappes et al., 2020; Rader
et al., 2015; Schultze et al., 2015), HEEA PR TE X
SR R B AN R, — T 1 AT R R R R A
LA AT AR ) T A = TR, LI EREA
i, 5 —JriE, ARFEE D YA I I T
FOR L2 5 d WU B, AT 5E T g U i ok
Fw] LI B R RICR N —MIER, B4,
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X 20 T AR 0 B Sl FR1E (Delbecq & van de
Ven, 1971; 25t 4%, 2002; WAL, i 51%, 2003).

RN RPN T N - IR SN2 <
(two heads are better than one)JIA, £ AL
R A B PO R A TR 24, L,
R 2 Y IBOA |« Al o A DX A5 2 255 (0 )
BEAR K ) TE 2 (Bonner & Cadman, 2014; Mannes
et al., 2014; Schulze & Newell, 2016), TMi#M A HEIY
YER B A 1 i B0 5 R o R SR o 11 T B
A AR AR 1 5 ) 2 S R R (AR . BRI,
AR S 3 LA BT A DG T A AR A R A
HIRFE, Bgs 3 BRI 2 R A E #,
XA Bl 50 4 1 b B A AS ] e SR 2 A ) R
YRAT Sy, AR AT T b A FEAA ) T FH B
BT AR EBCRP IR R . R, F-ATIA
Ry ARG T LA, & B 2 ) e, A e
S R A R B E AR G, DEE— 25
AR R R BOCR R SR, AT AE DS A
G 22 HERIC 7 1T, G A SR 1 DR SR A K
A 2R

2 MEFMBEZWURANES., SEXE
=
MRS B2 5, AR LAY A

RPRRBEA R . AH L T MR RN H PR,
REAR DS IE IS B A Db B A A3 5 0 e SRAT:
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55 W45 243 =5 T ZE i 1T e i A0S 1 R 2 (Kerr &
Tindale, 2004; Schulze & Newell, 2016). FrLA, M
PR MR YE, MAR BRI T H A
OO @A BE s B T, BB Y 1 OR 4 ) 22
SR P ER GRS A WL R GA R — B, A T A
PRFNEE AR BCR N 5T 5 2R A TAS #E5X(udge-
advisor system), HJE S gesi # 2 89T 45 25Kk
HABCH SRR BRI (D 46 R ), AR RS
G5 ARG R AL, BRI H i — YR e R R
W (e AR 5R), i J MR A6 2 UK L 9 Yk e 3 1 A
T DL ST o 3 I B BUR AN (ZR IR AR, Z=4F, 2009;
Rader et al., 2017; Sniezek & Buckley, 1995), 7E5E
WEWFZE R, AR AR SEIG Tl AT L B A TR,
G NVIUR N W L R e 1 I3 s 1 s e
[ 9 35138 A0 P R 2 ] 52 B (Kim et al., 2019). LT,
WA UEE B, JAS UL rEh R
B RIEE, @i Ry, Rk
HEEAT LAEIE A O MR, SRS I E)
##18 (independent-then-revise), 87T LAFE %76 HH 1
WIHE WA A 0 T BRI 3 221 (dependent-revise;
Rader et al., 2015; Yaniv & Choshen-Hillel, 2012);
T LG AN PSR B R S8 Z [ A B 5y, RIS %
HEUWCE T LB S8 2 MBS, nT DU B AN TR R
I 7438 (Sniezek & Swol, 2001; #faid, Wik,
2009), fHAEERE, B TRERAERE S EDE
W KM B3 2 ] VR S R A2, B ATE BRI,
WA Aok H T H N0, Wal Dok | T4h
SN o AR SC T A P SR RO A S ST Y
PIASZR G, BIVRE AR P 5 A 5% 18 g U TE TR 3R 1
ZWo

HHT, BIFFE 3 XA AR (A g SR 4 A8
GIEEr RS RN (E PV e N e Ay e w 2 e
. Minson HI Schultze F1BALL JAS AEFRH &
AT P SRAT 55, 43 S0 AR R N B AR
(dyad)#UCR A B THE TN & HF T A (Minson
& Muller, 2012, 2013; Schultze et al., 2013, 2019),
Minson Hl Mueller (2012)%f (% 2 bk 5 — 4] 4 P
)/ RV~ IR R HONE N U8 — R UCR g 22
SIS bR, 45 R A B R LRI T 25 5 R )
H I HJE Schultze 45 (2013)45 H %3158 07 L3¢
NG, ok —E MR, B4R, k=
X HER (B BT, U BEPE R U] (normative
rationality) Ay 55 B 7 D R i #e v o5 A 15

BYAL E (Hogarth, 1978), FATLA, AMAKRIHIHH 56 A1
AUAEAT A EA S0%BIALE(1:1), B g3
TABRZESR, BPREEEAY 66.6%MIE,
MBS A 2 33.3%89FLE2:1), BRI A4/
BUCRAAN A EEBCRAN =2 =, FETFiX
fR %, Schultze 45(2013)F #73HT I Minson Fl
Mueller (2012)A9SE50%HE, LA PRy @ iU b L
HORFS AU A L 25 (R AR R L
M, SR B NSRRI T
SO A WS B, b T i — 2 o i
TR 4R 0 R TSR 49 LA SO Tt b o) E A A R0 e A
BRI A2 5, Schultze Z5(2019)%: T — Al # Y
SRR MBI T R BOR A TR A R
L ATy "
N+1 0.50
Hod Ny BEERE AR, ATig N BFRE TR
BRI BV R A, FH R 0.50 K AR DL
S RN TR i g A

Xt F Schultze Z5(2013) ) Jii &, Minson Al
Mueller (2013)WHA80H T M REFIMINL, &5, ]
IHBHARDOR i e — D BB R, BRI
WIHA PSR T AR S R B 5 L A5 A0 7 BASE2 lE
Fb A DAFE RIS S B AR 04 38 3 AN e 23 7 AR 3 T
PR RS BN, BN O R W A R4 Tk
TR, FEBpat sy, Hit, #Hkyesk
72 B3 AT AR 2 A AR A 3 AR Tl 22 ik
SEAMAZH A (Kenny et al., 2002), AN, flfiTxf
b T N E e AN @ . R
TR A A T 0 SOR 0 AR B (An RN
BB S H SR N AR, R4 Nk
BN W BUR Sk B AL USCE B, PSR
W I A BIAER IR 50%, X5 MEHREH
BB — AL B R — 30, 450 R B L4
(52.9% vs 42.1%)F1 Schultze %5 (2013 1% (50% vs
50%) S RE, 5 2/3 BB S, SR, 7E
PR A G DL RO 2 SEE AT R, U SR 3 IR AN i )
XF A W R B SRS o Schultze 45(2019)
AT R ISR g AR TR 2 L () 25 b B 15 T A 2 5 1)
P AR A B B W R R TR, R EZ
I THE A P 1) 45 b L Bh A 6 . AR, 5T X
IRF VR0 5 SIS — B i, (H2
Minson I Schultze 1A 7E X — )81 F#ES 7] LIAE
ol T AT 25 JE 2 0 5% AR R 4k 2 TR 4 9 R R

ATy
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By, B, “FHRRHDKNETS 5K
B, K2 S BT A ST R AR AL
HEVCRANE R — A7, BN AR 3h A1
N ZAE P A T RESE ) B B S i - UCR 4, BT
PAFRATTAS REA A 1A phe S 7 AR 2 1S DAL ) AL
AR 8, ZBWHER B Bl B, TR 3%
FET R AR il 5 A2 A L S A TR i e B A
B, 368 3 TR A AR R (AR S B BS54 D T T
14 22 S LS B DR SR S o A R
A E

3 NMESBEEZIURARIEE R
s i

DIEAMER B BRI BE TR R B, Pk id b
AW Be 38 v] REAFAE R 0 A R 2 A5 SR R i L B
IR R R, B, FATHRE 322 ik A
IR ATE SR A FE v 2 B Be iy BAR R BLLL B
HoXF = H A UCRNA W, AR TE SR AT 55 7 1,
TR XT3 T2 15 HAT W1 iR D3RO W46 TR SR Y
5Ly FESN O T, e SR o L 3L
M AT 1 B LS B
31 MEMRE

TR A R WS LR 2 7 AT 55 2 2 TR
TR O 5 e LB S SR A A L PR R 2 —
(Bonaccio & Dalal, 2006; Koehler & Beauregard,
2006; Sniezek & Buckley, 1995), RS 55k
NEL, SRR AE 12 W B B 22 g 0RT AT g
BAAE SUAFAE 22 5, Bk UL, A TR,
43 B WG SR R TR A R, (R AR )
W A GRS TR A 7 T, AR A2
17, A G HA ML AR W 7E R
R, AR EA DGR . HI,
FER 2D AT HE 4 FIF DL, 23002 W DA ST 93]
WL — TR IR PR | Bl b T ST ) B
WL —REARAT WA PSR | <l S Ik S 20 4 0L
F—REARTCHIIR TR, IR 5L Tel 7 ) i W s —
FER T IR DR

WFRE R, DL AR 400 4 P 5 A% 10 X A A4
FIHE A A A SORNAT R B AN F I, & %,
PRI, AT R BTG PR A i
X T SR G AR P I 2 R T DA R SR A A
(Koehler & Beauregard, 2006; Yaniv & Choshen-
Hillel, 2012), #K1fi, Rader % (2015)A1 &3 T H

BUE5 SR, RIAH EF J0 00 n B 3R 1 A, BRI Ih k
TR A AT 25 5 SR gy SO H A AP R 1 T
T o XM IT 2 A AS — BT BE 5 T 1 G
BOERAIA &, DIBUEZEE VO H], 2R HENE
BT e B A A BRI, TG U R S AN AR (Y
KR GAR T H R PRI AA, SR, X
Wi R UL, TCRI IR PSR AR R R 5 5 T
A WU TR B~ K (Hiitter & Fiedler, 2019; Schultze
et al., 2017; Simmons et al., 2010), {HIGiE R i
FRA I, A/ TCRHR PSRRI R BCR 93 B
MR R, X RHAROR, MR RS
IR PR A TR R @ BCR A TR, KL,
AT ELERT AR IR T, B A k7
WL FE AR BOR AN Y B2 M . Schultze %5(2019)
P RIF 5T 2 B A A B B3 75 LA 2 7 R s % AR 11
VORI B 5 R, F S AE A ST WA
1 S A A0 0 TR 194 A 23 v A L T T O
SR, A, TR R A5 A ST A
i <3 N N N K 1 T R = 9 O e VS R 2 Nl
BEIF A B R B B 53 ok ST M a5 %o ke 5% R ek ) ER R
FEF, BIVAS B3 A9 20 7 00 0 2 48 v AR AR B 0 1 D3R
LR TR A I R 2 R 0 T e 72 A A7 ket S R 4 A 7
M. Minson Z¢(2018) UM HL & B, B SR 5[]
36 38 FE B A B TR S R R A R A BT, (Hk
7% TC ST O A5 P T 3 2 R AT TR R R SR 1 1 56,
E BT R E N ERIR - E, XA M
TR IR 0 PR AAE T o0 IR KA 3 2 1 15 8 A
WAL, DA G K A D SR i 22, FLJ2: SRR g 5
X PR AT 55 308 WA T 25 F LS, AT AE 3T
W AR SE A ST A RO SRR DG R R,
RO RIS 5 B SZ WA, DTG B AR T B 3R &5 SR 1 L
i (Minson et al., 2011; Stern et al., 2017), A F4fF
FERW, AR TR R T ) 16 e SR T
Bl A R A, T A D 3R B B R A A
WA T R 1R DR B HE R 2R, XERE A
B SCR A I A 8 25 B 5 7 A TR 4 4 401
Wb, TR WG I T IR PR B B B
FEAA B HEBOCR N, P I AR W 58 3 T B ifE— 25 1)
B UE RN 7T o
32 MHIRRRHME D

FEIE AN IR PR G, D3R 3 X W 0 SR 19 1
DS E T @ BRI, R334 86 P 5K 1
fFOBE S A C RSB IF PR, N
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BT AT )@t — 20 B R R AT, KB
F R ARG A, YRR X W) G TR
AR AR O AR IR, AT S 1] T £ B b S 0 1 SOk
PE IR 45 ) B & (Gino & Moore, 2007; Goncalo
etal., 2010), HAG, X ARILE PR A 0 i L
B TRTE R BB, TR R A i DR SR A0 P 0
25 R A A BB X HE PR ) B DR SR A 0 B SF- 29 {H
(Kim et al., 2019; Minson & Muller, 2012),

WFIERW], AR AT HAW) R IR A 5 A
[F i fF AR, I HAazo R R i 1T =& d SOk
W25, AW, BRI 2 NSk IR ok
TR J7 T W] ARG 1 20 R B IR B TNk,
PR BE AN, RO A B DR SR 45 0 BT 3R,
SRR LAY R 0 3 AR AR (Minson &
Muller, 2012, 2013; Schultze et al., 2019)., #X T, 1
AT R R X R D3R 15 O B AIR TNk,
HEA R T 25 5 R A I (Kim et al., 2019), LI _LAS
— B B T] RE 500 d DR PR A R B 4 T AT
K, B A BERE R 2R, R4 B i
WA e LA FE G . BACRUL, B
Rt TR AR, A TSRl S TR 3R
TR 280 5 B =2 R EAT 2 WIS, X —
ik A AT RE 2 U K Y L A T RE S T W T S Y
(Minson et al., 2011; Minson et al., 2018), MR
O T A 5 AT 55 19 0 8 2 35 A A B
MATR R 46 A O T BB R, Hx
S B A R, SRR DR HE 55 59 A
W7 Bl W AR 2 wh i), T (o R
R 3 M T e, DT AS RE T 4 1 P Ak HC ) B DR SR 1Y
i, BOMMKISANAR I (McGarty et al., 1993;
Smith et al., 2001), 1 Kim % A (2019) %3, 4
FEAAR IR 5% P B — BOPE R = I, R M ) i e 3R 114
fF2xim T, XA FUAE IR RN AR B E T
AN E S A R 53 XA B R SR A LA R B
W — B AR, BT IR IR M O ST
AN, Sk AN S TSR SR 4 R 2 TN X
O, RIS LA FRE R XS 0 SR 45 0
ke U — 35 A BOCR AN Y 22 S0, % IR SR A
AR, XA T RN R TR
PHES P
3.3 XTEILAYITM IR

RN A BIGEE W IR SRR TS ORI 14
HBCRIIAT N 1 22 5 LA SR DG s [ 2, 4R,

SRR EEBOFAR BJR AR . RER, RRH R
IR A SRR 2SR, B ILRES 9
SRR T A DT A e R 9 R ISR R B ROk
25 B 56 4 (Harvey et al., 2000), B8 &P, K
FVHE AR 0T i 1 PEAG AT BEAAAE 22 5, MM i
WY B VORI 22 5%, R IR R AR & BT i
AU R AR 50w TR BT A, i A A i/
I JB A L0 SR 4 R AT 22 5 (Kim et al., 2019;
Mannes et al., 2011). X AJ BE 2 1 FHER T & LAY
TR LEAS R T S A, s b A AR T 25 ) S 531 A
Ui 4 L, SRR A 0T O 0 2 ) AL SR
WA T MR AR BE B AN, DR N
5 H O 25 R BRI B i AR, PRt
X — R A R AL BAR (Yaniv, 2004; Schultze
et al.,, 2015), i THEMAE H REGS LA AR 2
F XS RN AR, I A Y B 0 s S G AT
XoF LU IS, AR 1) 0 BT R ), S R ) e L2
R T e, B 53 9 22 A WS AT DL R
BB AE 2 i A, JC R AE AR Al T 55
o, R ZHE L SR T DLHERR 2D #0E IL (Smith et
al., 2001; Stern et al., 2017), N T AFIZR B, Kim
S5 N(2019)75 %2 1 REAR 1 Al 180 R A A LR 25 1Y
FHOCOC R, SRR X DL dk 119 43 H 2 Bk T
WHHAR IR 25, B4 Y X2 78R,
AR BN, G5 R R B, BRI S LU 22 57
ke HE 24 1 3 19 ZE 13U (Minson et al., 2018), X 16 B,
ARG TR, B AT 1805 & 19 B 31 e ) WT g
SR, SRR X or @I Sy, T R T A A
AR IAR I AS A 0 SR AAT 2

B T X U Y R A, U R
B 23 X PSR A R BOR AN A, Y
P B OB T R, TS AR T
SRS B JE 22 A %o S e, AT R R R
o HAth B LA P4 AR 44 (Kim et al., 2019; Stewart
et al., 2012; Yaniv & Kleinberger, 2000), W57 & 8L,
1T AR E B, A CE R B T
A PRFAE ARG W SRNTT R, BSR4
AR BB T AR TR 9 R W 2L T IE %
BARAT, ABAT 1 TC SR AR SR 94 Y 5 0 TR,
HHAET BT, R LR T2 5 RN
AL A RGO, AR FRE A R SR
AT B E 2 H(Kim et al., 2019), J5[HATRERE,
AR R ZOR B BT 2 2 25 AN T IR,
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s S DRI SR PSR R D PSR T R 553

UG S IR T AT T TS A e A A
HE, R AT S = R i i, (AR AR S
T R A8 A I 26 g PR B B
FNERA, S SR A I8 A% 3= X0 0 R 2 s 3
Z )1 22 5 T BE L /IN AN, BT DUER R T k)
PREESCR AN 52 B 55 T AN, BRAh, IF9EE & 3
AR — SR S B A 2R ER ., RIVAnSRAS
M K PR — SR ME R RARAR, A4 fEBE R iR
TR A TS AN 2 R 90 Al g 080, T AR AR DU
H R EPIFZ (Kim et al., 2019; Zaleskiewicz
& Gasiorowska, 2018), X ifFHAH T4, @i
SRR BUR N R i g/, I FLER A R B
) 38 it 5 B 3l B R A% A5 S b B 1k B 2 1 X il
SR — BN G 25 o

4 BEDHNELABTHERLRMNIT
AYLH

T8 A3 X B SCHR A A B S5 T LUK IR, AR
AR AEBCRAMN EF SZ APk 24 B
BRZEMZm, DL R 32 TR I T A T X
PeRAT 55 MO TR R, FSE b, AR
PR BCR MM ZF K ZHIE H FRAERAFNE
By, QTSR BB X AR e SR AR 0 R Y
FIPEH 5, FEA7E 33X 2 i i v A 2 3T 2 LA
(B B S5 5, RUVAH L F AN, AR 3 7 —
N IERGE, T LA B R AE R BE 1 D3R 251
TR R RIS AN TR SR 404 T A T AR R R A TR
N RGN, FL, IRATE LUK D)
J1 RV AR AR R SR i BRI ) TR B LR
P AEDLE . K 3h J) 3B (group dynamics
theory; Lewin, 1947){f5 H T Y32 rh 1y <i M &,
AR BEAAR B 5 — A B . AH L T R A,
MR Z X RME SR T RN &5,
FHHNSEMARGER WS R TR N3 T
KIRE—EER T WS ARER T, T RHAR
AUCRNBLIR A TRHAE ), a2zl FRHAE 5,
FRATTHE DA PR RN TR A IR 4 1) 25 57 1T LA 3 1 )
R R B IR &R .

41 BEH

BEAAREE R T (cohesive force)TE BE A4 X H i 51
IR | K B 8 Z (B AR B 51, ORI RE AR E )
IR 0T H TR B A 2 7 A 42k A
&, (RSP 2 A 3SR Bl (Jans et al., 2015),

TEJCRAG S h, 15 S M EER T LI S R B3
HIRCR AR, A A T RER ARG S 4 0 TSR 4G
B2 5 v B BE 2R 00 AT RE 2 LR B SR A
HBA — BRI B, R IEE 20 B
I AE R . PRI DGR, AN S AN ] B 4
SEAT % (Aurelia & Michael, 2010; 4 & Hk, 2019;
Effron & Knowles, 2015; Waytz & Liane, 2016),

YR A AE PR i v I 3 U A ) Y
AL, BER AT RE ST SRR A E AR 48 AP S
VO PR R IL TR — 30k, FR R ERAT &
KNSR T, WG/ TR, R
MRS AE 55 C 250N TRTIR AR, I8 4 B X
WG PR A TR AT BE 2> B2 i RE R O BE R g, L,
S SRR I T PRI B AN E M, S8
TR TR 25 2 M 2 TR Ry ) JF 2 WO A5 1 — Bk
U, BT AT T RE S T AR IR AN R AR
MRS FER W, AT K I Bk 3R 1 i RE
PRXPHTRIR B AR B 25 B S R Ry, R
XS PP O A5 PR D)3 T R A T S0 S UL R 1
%ﬁ?@ﬁﬁi%(Effron & Knowles, 2015; Kane et al.,
2005; Postmes et al., 2001), [, BRI %R 7
AR, HO PSR A R A A5 O T RE B, AT 52 e
THHRR A BCRNAT R, HE I oE K BURE 1A LA
NPz A EREER: O S S M A N = S e
{(Minson & Muller, 2012, 2013; Schultze et al.,
2019), 53 It R T BE w2 A B SR ) 8 T AE
o BbAh, R JBE AT LAAS 0] A B 8 v] LR
0] SE AT 55, R NBR 5] A EER J1ml iE 2 FH
Tt AR A X A IS E 43 BT R PE A, 17 3R 30 g SR L R
AR B A 37 R S5 A B8 2R 0 U m] R 2 (A5 A
RS T S 3 A BSOXT R SR SR R L, 5 2 LA
PRPEHLXT R AR R B (HE SR, PR, 2002),
42 WHAH

FEARBR B 7 (driving force)F8 #HEShREMR I 4L &
& RAERIERUTM I H R, kA TRHK G
MIRE S MRS S ). M TAMAK, BERE e
i NS I 1) A ) W A 5 R N VR
ARSI, HAHE K o RS SE b, Sl ik T
B E R BRI, RS AR ES
RFIFHAT M EZ M 0. BEE R, BEAREK )
JIRETRI, A TE HL BN R F 5, HOR
TURSE A RO, B TR Y BT R (Nijstad
& de Dreu, 2012; Scholten et al., 2007),
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P R b AN AR L, 3K Bl I AT
REA 2 S R B AR I R ANAT . B OE, TEMR
ST I, BRE) IR TR E B R
Moy, AOFCE S AR R LI R B L T
e LUAE B A IR 8l 1 38 B 4% 2 (information-driven
interaction), 7¢I A B4 B D3 B 2% 3R I8 N S e
Z {5 B AT 5 (Emich, 2012; Super et al., 2016),
T8 534 22 T8 WL o A 1 A LB 1) s oA,
RIAR EEF AN, B 2 DA 5300 4 0 P4 Y el 25
FIWT AR BUR G, e AR A (Kim et
al., 2019; Minson et al., 2018); H.k, 7E{5 BN
L5, LAME B A H Ry 5 1 B 3K Bl ) A5 A A
A0 1) XoF {5 2 HEA T 40 B 1 AR 2R B4 B T (sy stemic
processing), 1M4EfG & =AM T (heuristic processing)
(Scholten et al., 2007), WY 3CH AN 2H — 2k g
WO B0 5 M 22 e T 03 e = T, A U AT
VI3 b 2 G 1 0015 200 TR R A 3k A i i 2
(Kim et al., 2019; Zaleskiewicz & Gasiorowska,
2018). FTLA, K3 Ty E /Ao G B
JRE R I T R 8 35K 88 A TE A 52 Tl 44 %o At
ULI I T FIR 48, AT 38 BT SR R 14 3R IR AE
HUCRIAT R B2 5,

43 F®EAH

BEIRFE L J1 (dissipative force)f i IR BE RS
FE L HE A B PR L BELAS R A Y
HIFER ., PN, RO T TR L
SUIARIRE ) A 4IRS, FERI Ny, 7ENH
A 3 J7 10, FET 43 H TR A R B T A,
Rahny oL BN Sy, 5 EE BN T I 22 5
TN 4 RS T T, FERCHE e T R 1Y R
JB% | AR BRI 42 4 J8% (de Wit et al., 2012; Desivilya
& Yagil, 2005), 4R R S IO S0 EE T,
FEHC T Ffely SR 9 DA 0 67 £ R 67 T A7 2 T 00 1 R A
X U SAT: 55 FA I 25 (P4, S BORER AT BE
PSP e 90 G s 1 [T QR AR 2 NULENS
FFERERAEML AT H AR AL BRC 2 55 5 T 1Y 43 1,
Aok R PR AR I SR DR AR AV A i 7 Xk HE P
— BRI, R TR R A R A O,
ANFIF A 2Z 180 B 38 i R A, SO REIR A A
TS RN L (Kim et al., 2019) X iEH
FEROIMEH TR 3 72, SHHAE I A
T R P Ry I, R A S A T B A2 B A B R 5
Wi, FITLA, YRR B 25 5 17 A RER A O I

FEAR DR i R 2352 25217 (Minson et al., 2018),
EAHZ T, RN 2 BT AN K 5l
M7= AR R RERCT, BRI, fEFAE R RIS 5 T,
ZH ORI T R T e 23 R BEUR A RE IO T R
Wil 25,

FEFE VRGBT, AR DR AR A o
IARA XS 5 PRI B, i DS AN ok
PR R A . Bl 2 A R IR (A R SR 947 A 2 5 i A%
DR AR TR, BEA T Zhad B v i B
RSy, RS T RFERC A TAR . B0k
B AL ek, FTLA, BRAR T REA N A A3 R
FIPE, TR YR B 0 2k e 254k, L an
IR SRAR | AT 55 L | ] R i IS Y 4
FRATTHR T LA M4 Bl 77 1) 8 JE ik o A0 390 00 A A 1)
PR LA S G AR BRI 22 5 0 LAh,
AT Ll b 5 & TR X = AN IR,
1R A 28 R T A S, S R A
R

5 HiE5RE

FUAT, A BCR 20 SSIERT 58 2 800 1
2 ERAR R BCR MR BT AL TR B, 2
e TR ARG Bl 5 B D5k A A R AT
SIS F A BB HESE . AR I T 5 4%
AR TR AN B A2 1 RS 52 IR TR AR 1,
J(Eb - N N e EN R S W R R E )
TG, AR T LLR DT R 2 A B3 7y
X R BOR RS, RIS o 2 ALY
TR LSRR T EL 5 B RN, BE LA AR P s A

R RSB RS, DMERIE TR
R R AR AE (8T 1)
(DFEAR S R BCR N

A 2 RS0 45 1 104 725 WU 20 B R 4k 2 1 2
Ao BEVR IR T HER 0 & WLZH B 2% 1, A B
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Individuals vs groups: Advice-taking in decision making
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Abstract: External advice is often considered as an effective approach to improve the quality of decision
outcomes. However, there is a significant difference in advice-taking performance between individuals and
groups. According to the existing research, the main factors causing the above issue include: the presence or
absence of initial opinion, the confidence for the initial decision, the subjective evaluation towards advice,
and the objective feedback of advice. Furthermore, based on group dynamics theory, the dynamic system
comprises cohesive, driving, and dissipative forces. Thus, future studies may explain and predict group
advice-taking by investigating the change and transformation among these dynamic factors, with
implications for the arrangement and placement of decision-maker in various situations.

Key words: decision making, individual advice taking, group advice-taking, group dynamics theory





