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5 4% Pp 324-1% & (Emotions as Social Information model, EAST)EE A & 72 18 B Ay 45 4o 477 38 1 M B R

J Fedfe B m TAAUH) LR 6 R K, ARk S Ae S iE R R BT E L P e AT A . L BASI A 548
R UATT AT, AT 63 AN T FIEAM T 5T, HBE)aH T EASI BA LR S A B,
JRZIR S K H R BLIRAT IR T8 B, AR e EASI AR 69 i & Ak ——15 B m TAZ B Fm A 16 L ) B 09 AL
KR Z, ARFREMEZANEIE, KSR R ES . BRE AT E T %k,

KR S ALSEERER, HRRE, EH I, A, AiE MR B
SEE  B849:C91
1 5|8

ANBRsgtE, AMI&HRBEACHES, B
[F) e 5 B AR BN 28 o R0 26 AN G
HAHC, @AM, KIELEAHS80,
X4 28 At 20N BRI B AR R T B B S
H1(Klinnert et al., 1983), 21 tH42¥%), 3% APrEZRH
HEREIMREMNIGE, HEL SRS FTT .
YRFNFN i SEBF 5T G AZ B SCTE (van Kleef, 2009).
SR, T G 2 PR SR ATI AR AE LA = AN R R 5
—, & £k VETE 45 89 K N RL N (intrapersonal
effects); 2f -, Ml In] T~ & 1 B A AR 00 35 1T AR
WEL, 6=, BT 20 T HE1E 5
78 H A A9 5 24 FH (van Kleef, de Dreu, & Manstead,
2010), A T &R LR, van Kleef (2009)45 &
1% {5 B FiE (Schwarz & Clore, 1983)5 X R G
#l(Kahneman & Frederick, 2002), #H T —1
WSS NBRFZ LG E . AR ESE, Wb
IR IE 45 Bl 4L 2 (5 B AL (Emotions as Social
Information model, EASI %),
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BERIAE B N AR SR D . BRERAITE S (2013)
LA & van Kleef (2016)% X EAST BLHI AT T 40
AR AHSE, {H3EA X 3ET BASI B A58
HAT R G R RFIANARI . D235 A (2015)
DI RIS ¥ (2019)LL EASI A FIHHELE, 2558 T 40
SR 4 B AR A P R R, (B B R R
Wit 2, AW R SR, EASTHRIA L FH
B IS AR ST R T 47 JE 10 483K, EASI
MR FETEIAS T /EAR AR 2 5 B 454 451 dak A o
TRl R A7 56T EASI FERIS A WL a) i3
EAR Y XA AR TP 2Kk 55 o Bk, A
WS TERLIIT 10 4F3F EA ST AR 7E & 45050 1) ik 2,
BT BASI A5 H g A S HS 2 (A 9 25 55 DL &
EAST R E fif B 26 S UL I A Al RR BTk,
EAST A5 7 56 B 57 Sy 4

2 EAS #HEBEHAE

EAST A BE 1% 25 19 N BRI k1 26 02
— Ak (F R, AT SR IR G 4 0 R, s e
THIANE . BEHFER, AARRKTEAES
I1BE(van Kleef, 2009), % BEIEIA N MELH il A
1% 26 15 B A Wi 107 =X 1% B N 5 4 Wom
Too IR N S48 1 45 32308 i B R S
PG 4 RS, DA 7™ A5 15 45 T2 1T 1 < N B g g s
HE TN U2 48 WS RE A At N R 3B 1Y 15 46 15 2
FERFE PR BIME B A, 351 7= A2 DA )2 1 Y
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“ NBRZZW (van Kleef, de Dreu, & Manstead, 2010).
AT NN T 2515 B, 1% IR s -5 4 W in T[]
A A AE BLAH B S 38 (R B ) R B (R R 7
5] T A R AT A ol EARSR S A AT . SR
SR RS NN (S A 3 R A BT AN T B AR T e T L%
FHINYRAT R, B FHRATEE: FEINT
T2 B A& & MR FI Wi (van Kleef, 2009), 15 BT
(information processing)F2 & 48 ML H N T1E 451X
—{F BT, ©52 WEHE BT
SHHLFIEE 1 AR (van Kleef, de Dreu, & Manstead,
2010; h2Eiie 45, 2015), YL H HAT TR 8
HLAIRE 1 R Ab # A5 B, HEWom T W 1 &
TR, (H YRS W S HL A AL JF B BE T FRAR
L = R ORI A s i e Sk e 2 L}
(perceived appropriateness)/e 48 WLE & 2 R P17 Ik
FIRNA S FE BT 09 5 o B At £ R A
FIL I e 40 Bl N 19 17 3R 38 B A5 G i (van Kleef
et al., 2012), WLEH HY-A PRI 32 2R T4t
SIEERHE . RIBNE . RIAEAGFHEMILE
R (van Kleef, 2009), WM EE#H A A fill A Fr
FIBMY G LA B0 Y, 15 R R Y TR0 6 2
R, R, AR TR 60 ) 558 (van Kleef,
de Dreu, & Manstead, 2010; [%Ez, T4, 2013),

3 EASI REGHEXEILH P

EASI HEAUAEAR T 3= 5 09175 45 AH OC B0 F 4t
SRR, AR H S AL A — Se B Ay
IEAE EASI LRI (van Kleef, 2016), {40
155 25 B 5 5 D Re sl i 38 21 A 1 WL 5 AL 17 1B B
FHLIE BT 7% 1) 0L f 1B B 36 P B CER AT IS (Buck,
1994; Geddes & Callister, 2007; Schwarz & Clore,
1983 )0 T AF R S W AL T A G ) B I A5 17 4 Ik
P A BRI, Bk, ASCEEEE
EASI A1 540 IS 1 5 [F, LIBAMT EAST A%
PPRRR RIS TTME, SAANER 1 PR, MBI .
31 BRERER

15 JE (5 B . BHIE (Feelings-as-information theory)
NI AN A B 1E 2532 (A B IR R EIR)
FERAE BRI UE, 1117 52 i A A 7y S0 W7 AR A i XL
¥4 (Schwarz & Clore, 1983), %P8 5 EASI 55
B A% 0 X BIAE T 38 MBI 5T 2 AN —RE, 15 S
BHIE TR A RNRE BXN R B B s, T
EASI A58 5 £ 1) 2 A IR WL 3 i s G

UK, BASIBERLA i — 548 T RS 1o e 7 i
TRFA A B
32 MARGHE

EASIT A5 0 Hp (g 155 J8% 5N A B T AJL il {8
BARSE T PR S HER T o TR D A LR G A
(Dual-process model) o BURGEHERIIA Ny, A ATE
TR S HEET, W AR BN R BN TR 5
ETFHREMBEXRGEMETEENHEERS
(Kahneman & Frederick, 2002) . {HiZ i X} P4~ 5
BLZ A RS EASI BEAEIFFA AR A . MR
GIRe BT A N R SHER R SR T 4
S AT, NMERTEE BN TR, ARG R — RS
MR (ANE 4, 2007), 1 EAST BLAEIEIIA A
T IN TAB A5 B, 1 8 b FHERT I TR 5
[ AT BLAH B g, (EAFAE SRR 25 57 . =K,
EASI BRI — 2548 T 52 m P> R G008 59 1Y 34
PRI, BRJA, EAST BER FUOCTERTRE B, XA
SRR AL Z A, R AR 1 RS TR A
33 AN EEERE

15155 1) XL {f (Dual threshold model of anger)
SR, AL MBS BOR AW A R{E: R
KRB A S RE AL T A~ BB Z ] 1 4T TR
AT RE A B S R, P IR Z AR R FR Ik 2k Y
VA B B2 ) P A 28 DUV B AT i A T AU SR (Geddes
& Callister, 2007), 15T HY XU fEEIE S EAST A
RUERSR IR T I 45 R IB 00 A 38 MW, {2 EASI 4%
ARSI BN TREMEZ/ER. mH, B
EAST RUAH LL, 4505 A9 00 R e HAAR T &,
A BRI ENES -
34 HEHEBLER

/%5 45 /Y #12 (Emotional contagion theory)ih
K, T LA — AR ) O — AR, A
R Z AL B RS SIS R A 0T R
1 26 IR YL (Hatfield et al., 1992). 1545 UL
Tl EZE WA, AR T
e, AR ANTRIE SR A TUEAM ] A )
NBIAT R flan A 3 A BRiS (Laird & Bresler,
1990)TA S AT 5 WL AT] A 16l 6% N B9 45 S
TEEERMER A C N, 154 B0 X — B
5 BASI BRI RHERTIN TALHIAE AL Z 4, =
18 2 I L5 BBz, AU S AR 1E
4, AFEM AT 5 . A 2 R 1 45 2R
MR MERE A O TEL, T EASI BRI EE
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R E BT o B Lo B 3
Y 61 B TR0 1 0 24V R RK)
© B ) Sk B GH E R TS G E R W BT (B
HI R RY ISVE 6 O G R B L ] T B G () 2 B b L B Ty
2 &M WFH TS MERY HER Y E MY E (L00T “1938T1D) %9 S3PPaD)
MW RS ISVE SRS U E MK 3 1 ¥ VRS HHGZHENR B30T G QLR e XK O B
Qg AL B Ly fn 7 0 0 3
HY oW MBS B LR R ISV W B =) GH o B Lt 3 o) T b 7 3
Y TRHEH R -LYHE LIV X HEBRHT ¢ LY R E 7 m
R [l G R g B s g B R ISV WM A EAHEYL T (9661 ‘ouezuedor) 7 sstom)
It © 5 5 R | I RO S CH R X s gk ) 1AV T ' TEREEE |6S Y EY T YL WEH =R
C(ZEE )R X B A B
X ESEW B P TN N B G R ISV NeRieE el €
LG B G B I T
BWISVE W ‘BRI DH BENT ER WG EY T BRT
UMY WHDT XY W et AR AeTAT W AT (2661 'Te 1 PIoYIEH)
UMY HYBNY ‘B (EEYM TR EY 1 EXEEWHE LMY WX SRS ISVE RMSEHF N ERZYL N HE Y
° i GH W I
AR PRGN BB O M g ISV €
AL T R B 4K L SR — TR RGHISVE T T
ESEHE R LE i B H DA B S e I8 2 B GH b G B G
] U S T I 0 S O T O B o B T AL YA O WYEXELETIGH FHEEEY WU LR
R ISVE W MR — B L TR RN R MU XEN-BE TICE G TG VM (00T “onepaiq 7 uewouyey])
B Lk VT CpMEGERERBHE Y AU T B S FHRGAISVE BRI T ISVE f CMESE ¥R R ¥ K
YK GH B 2 G RS el
CEEY YRS EE MR 1Y
chL M TR W KR 8 L R — R ISVE T W "M B AR YA [ G S ) A U ok
TR MY B RS ISVE MY S W T BT R Y AR OE (€861 ‘2101 7% ZIEMYOS)
TR AW TGN SR CH— Y 1 SR S FHEEISVE EE S P E YK B EREAME EHRKSIY NETE R
[ifE XA A CH 3 ISV & WHICCHRE ISV X QRN EHGH R ISVE & HHKVH Ui

EBNHABXHEERIF ISVE T ¥
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WA B E AT R IEA IS A
2 i A S R P17 SR R S I A 1 15 2 e
(Hatfield et al., 1992), 582~ &H—1 A 31K
T AT i ke A e [] b N P TS R A, R

AT SRR, BT bS5 3
Al T A B 1 4 o T EAST AR TR 1 1 S S R AL
Tl b LS T IR AR A IR 2R . (EBR I Ak,
EAST #5E A (14 175 8% S 7 3 5 43 W42 35 o4l 3= 1k
A R N (BN, B s s A R R ik
HHEE).
35 FRAEMHER

1 %55 - 18 (A ffective event theory, AET)HY
HZ% U W R R X A S R B 23 5 1 R AR Y
85 RSN 5 T AR R R N B A LR R AR AT
BT 33 5 AU 0 AR S B T T R WA AT (Weiss
& Cropanzano, 1996), & EEF - BLIS [R]H5C 3
TAER I v 0 T AR R R = AR R, 20T T
TSI (7 HE AL, B IR T A 2 5 8% 2B i b
AT, X TAEF AN AT e T RO
B o AE R B S 5 BEAST AN R Al e T &
Se, 1H B HHIS B AR s 1 B N I BT R
ARG R, 1 EASI #E5 S 75 /R 1% 46 /04
PRIL S S K, 38 R A7 AE X, 1 e A
P IR AR TR IR S I A 38 3 T AR B AT iy
YERI, T EAST BRI b FHBE )iz

SR, UL EINSEE B LR R T
EASI Bi%, EASI KRB AR5 — L0 A BE HA
—E AL Z AL, (R4 5 X SE R AR AE 25 57
EAST AT 38 if () 15 25 i N BR3snt, £ T 1%k
5 B T M 4 0 AR AN R AR SR
B U8 4 B P AN R G A, W15 415 Bk
7 5 Ak S A A [ 2 1 o EAST R f14 56 13 1 T H—
ST A (F AR SRR, o th— e P
Tz (BIANTE 25 B GL BIE | BRI BRI B ) . X
SRR Z AR LRI BEE T BAST AR FE fiff R 45 4T
SRR P SRR LIEE Sy

T 10 422k, Sk B AN [ ST Fn 2= B A E 58 5 AT
BT X EAST BT HEATAS 0 A 4H R . R 2021
fE 1 H, LA“EASI”., “EASI model”. “emotions as
social information” 4% i 7E Google Scholar |
LI ZF] 1090 F5 SCHk P 1 % T 2009 4F van
Kleef & M BE L & ( How emotions regulate
social life) MBI ., ATLIFE H, R

HORE T I R 2 3 Tk, JoILRE 2011 )
2016 AN, KEAE, ASCLLBfEE K L. EASI
LY Sy T 3 5 Rl ) S92 IE SC B SR A A AT 0
FEA ] 63 STk (WS 2 SCEk A 1) S0k . X
63 Wilff5E FEAFEHRNE, —R LTI
A5 A1 R B 7 AR BT XL e A AL Y
TR TFRRAHLE AL RS, U
Sy PSR A HEAT R BRI 44
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RN N SN N SR TN N SR IR
B S S S
Efy

1 EASI BRI R 5 | 5
(BRI it Google Scholar A% 48 2% )5 %% i fij i)

4 EAS| =B A/ HLH B R

SRSKE, EASI AR5 8% BN AT T
B O AR A T 2 e . FHor 405 77 Sl iy
Tt 33 1T, WA PASBUI R B 5T 9 W, S il 5% 4
WRWESE 8 WL, WA G AF T 8 WL, BRIk Y
5T 5 3,
41 EAS REFEGRSHHARPIIEA

T SE B N, T R AR Ak R At
SR ) B B R B (van Kleef, 2009), [Al i 175 &%
RXEGSTETEYEITIEEEZ., T EASI
LY DG T YA 28 I PR, AT I 7 i R 405
1#5 45 An el 52 i T AN A BART B RER IR H . H
i, LA EASI A1k B FEfl R R0 G151 26 1)
PR ARUN S =g
411 TERBEENINSERIERNZM

S TREINSED, SFMEREEY
W T J& X 4005 0 T A LA B X 41 AT RPE R IR
(SBe%, X364, 2018), fildn, — I [a] By 32k
BB AT A B, MR T B S RE
PR TR, GBS 2 il & 51 TAH
R DTS, B T %40 1 BEMY B 22 (Johnson &
Connelly, 2014) . 53— 58 W A7 K5 1) £
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R, FHSE BT 5T 40 T 6 A0 AR A 4 5 Rk
A5 W (Schwarzmiiller et al., 2017), & B80S 3
RAR S BN AT T S IR AU, FIABUR AR
i 3 2o £ 5 T MEAUT SR TSR G R, (H X F
PR S B g 55 T W s il A T A S FRPEAL
JIP AR R SOE S TR . 28R, R
AN ESER UE F, K & A SRR AT A S R X
— WL (4, 2019; Wang et al., 2018), 4] fH—
TS 25 2 AR A T 17 5 S 0 i I 400 S AR 78 R TR )
ST F PTITAN 5% O T Jm B KCTE T R
(van Kleef, Homan, et al., 2010), KRy, Wang &t
A (2018) % R 41 0T A X T Jag 451 5 % B A
P O PR S i RS AU T 57 o EAST AR TR i
A MW S RN, TR AT LU S A
itk 152 A 40T AU AR B ) % P (Damen et al., 2008;
Wang et al., 2018), 7] LUK HA 2 4 A B GiRUR
# B {5 5 (van Kleef et al., 2009; van Kleef,
Anastasopoulou, & Nijstad, 2010), T WFs5E,
VR G AN [ 1 W 2 5 OGS 405 A 38k 1 S ) JBR A
(Shao et al., 2018), EL{RRUL, 4T @ X 40 R 1A%
B A T L ARE K R B, S B S S R
A . AEIZBIF I FF AR S 21 %A% A 9 1 L) 3l
BL B, S B 5 S A S IEAE G

B 7S 2, BT T EAST AR
TRR T G R 8 AT s e 5 A ot . o,
TR B IR TT BEHG n 53 T X 4TS M fig
S PEEWT, A 23 BRGS0 1) 4 1A T N R 2 4
S5 2 A9 H#E T (Ritzenhofer, Brosi, & Welpe, 2019),
FEART G F AU TR, 45 0 T R RN 4
S ZH L AT M (Ritzenhdfer, Brosi, Sporrle, &
Welpe, 2019). A2, 915 RBBHENRER WA T
J& XS B ORA R I R, 7 AR B T AR 2 R
(Ritzenhéfer, Brosi, Sporrle, & Welpe, 2019), 41
80 BB A D RRURR 1) 1 R 3% 38 T =X A% 32 4 AT A,
A LA TE [ 412 2 P B REUR 38, DA T it e 45152 A AL
P (Rego et al., 2019), LAk, 40578 AN 2B A
E AT ARG N & 0 A 2B AR S, wifS S RF(Cohen-
Chen et al., 2019),
412 FESEENTEHHIE

MRAE BASIBERY, 41 o R i 4 | A
15 5 B AR e BT BT R I RS, R Y
T A B TSR0 & 32 B3 (van
Kleefet al., 2012), BZ5UT,

(1) F s 1 AR I EAST B, 451 G155 25 g %
R N B R ey T B, IR TR A A
[ B 2% 1) B9 17 2% K 56 (van  Knippenberg & van
Kleef, 2016), 4— a0 1L B3 i BB A
PR BORAS, N R A REHH A B 1 5 JB AR 5,
FARL, G052 R H RS EORE, TRl
FrAERME ARG | B SR S B (Lindebaum et al.,
2016; Liu et al., 2017), FEFTFIFEY b B 25 24a,
PR AR5 26 7% B 23 5% W32 By L AE LU B A 36 381 1Y
5 2l 41 45 (van Kleef et al., 2019), & £EIEAK
TN o) P S 2 0 T R R 15 2 R AR
JEE, T R T AR AN IR 1k A 45 0 R AR R JE T
Weld et . BT & 8 TAE & B (Kafetsios et al.,
2014), RIEE AT ALY A AN, ] Difg
e 3] A PR BN o 4 4505 78 AT BA A 1% 32 BB AE
(Rego et al., 2019) , i FHI 1% B0 8\ bR 45 15
SRME I, O T REAAR 56 3 T 22 1) B 15 25 (Vasquez
et al., 2020), 1B\ A B 45 5 I AR 155 12 4R
(Madrid et al., 2019); 1 2445 S-fdi 4% BOBAL R
Brf7 4 Va9 SR IS, AT BA P 525 5 T S Al 17
Sl (Madrid et al., 2019),

B8 —2 )%, ST EASI LA i Bk
J2 N7 B AR A 328 1 1Y 2 5 T AR 56 B 1 15 4 0T A
IR T —2(Schwarzmiiller et al., 2018), 40 515t
Ko e METENE S 1H % (reciprocal
emotions)——11&%, AT L5 1L B BAME L
(complementary emotions)——4& & (Schwarzmiiller
etal., 2018),

Q) FENAFERE ., FEHgafD, S
difeis T ERNER, ERERIE, Taxhxe
5 BEAT I TR N, T8 BAH R A 0 RS
(van Kleef et al., 2012), 40, Liu 58 A (2017) % 8
T Y AR 1 24 AR 8 3 2ok 155 2 IR 175 T R 1 AR
MG, M2 = & .0 Bl e 4 ek, 1T 40 45
B IR RE 08 o 4R v A TR R MR R, AT 4R
= N BRI, (F [ A 2 a4 R A A
F1 S HECPEA ) T ) 55 B, MG T ke
AT BT i >k B4 B 32 Wi (Schwarzmiiller et al.,
2017). 5 —TR TG 45 N B FEE BRI
KT B A B AT I, U Y 1B A5
R T IR BB S 2K, NI T
J& X4 1 155 I AT (Shao, 2019), B T BRI 45,
SO ERREE I TR YA SR L B R =




CAAR G

XNE A T Ao fE BRI A 98 K i ] 193

i, P AR RE 22 T4k 2> B k4R A AT BRI [] - 1 51
T AR 58 U BE 5 48 5 A BA B BE 22 T A X 15 B 4
AL 5 Wi (Shemla et al., 2020).

G)FE T H

(a) FIREF AT o ST SCHR Y W78 45 Rk
B, U PR 2550 o 5 S B A (R T &
MRS . FTIEEZ) GRS T ENESITHN
(Liu et al., 2017; Song et al., 2019), {H.3F40 57
AT 28 % 1 5 AT R RS H RTA AL, L
Tl ABLF- 58 S 52 4% . 40 Liu 55 A (2017) R IR
ST I T AR 4 2308 T 8 I T A 4 DA B X 4
ST 2 R, T AR T AT 4 R AR E T
TR FAT R . AR D — UG HIA 0 (4 31
W15 26 B EIR T AT A 53 TR B A B A AR AT 0
=, NI T R T AR S (Song, 2018).

(o) T I R 21T o IR AT 55 3R W] 4 1
SR T BB B4 247 o Bl WF 5T % 30,
AR T RIKm %, G RBP4
S EE, BARTENHA N RTT N (Koning &
van Kleef, 2015). i i B9 BAS 2 e #E I [ B i)
ANTELEAT Sy, SR E b )24 B 1 A M A
FaX, WA G B T AYE 54T M (Stollberger
et al., 2020). BLAb, 4B AT BB WGE T 8 15
#%(Schwarzmiiller et al., 2018), HLR] GESIEINF
i X G50 S P e ] A A SRR R R AT 2 R T IR
J(Schwarzmiiller et al., 2017), M3 T )& %
BT AT RE . EIRAE I A B T AR 1T 46 R 23 AR
TR ST R, SRR 4RIk BT R
W AR . 40 Johnson F1 Connelly (2014)
KRB RIS E G TRIK, Wi e85 £
PR AL 24T o o — TUAR AU Ak 25 DRI 93 1Y) S 3 AUF
TR FRIXEMRETE K 0 T HZ M E1ETTA,
N 400 2 TR BTG 285 BT 1) 1) FRAPI 4k A7 o T B
BT (R, Rt 2015),

DT RBE . TGS T RS 7
BAZ 5 (Chi & Ho, 2014; van Kleef et al., 2009; van
Kleef, Homan, et al., 2010; Wang & Seibert, 2015),
AR TR P PRI 4, S AR S B ] RE 2
fil & F J& 1155 %% (Johnson & Connelly, 2014), 1]
RE 2 BRI M s UL T 8 1A% 55 5 A FI B Bl
(van Kleef, Anastasopoulou, & Nijstad, 2010), M
MR EOE 2 M A BT S50k, BT RX%, 3§
AR BRI AR TFHIAGHL (van Kleef et al.,

2019). MR, G BURIEAN SR BUE T E S,
BT LA B 5 TR O Ak 2 BB, B SR
% (Lindebaum et al., 2016; Schwarzmiiller et al.,
2018), il an4mFom ZU A A2 A AT LUl R T )@ £
1&, i~ 8 TAEH %% J1(Schwarzmiiller et al., 2018),
— T TR AE 5 S i st R B, R
FHBTR IR S X = 24 IR SO T 22 A SRR
2 2R BT A BE 0 IR VAN, (A SE RS 4R
2R 24 2 858 (van Doorn et al., 2014), A
EH KRR H R RABREE R, HER
R 25 FiE (N0 IR A2 5 AN R B —50, A R
TFBESMME, M, 2017) 75 —TRHEO
B3 AT ) 2 B4 400 2 B0 1 ¢ v ) ARUR AR T
LB, A A ER B 22 70 4k T e 0% 12 T 1 A Bk
(Shemla et al., 2020),

K R 22 P SEUEDIF GEUE SE T 26 #E 4 ) R
HEZ M, SRR RNEEE—CRE L
W E T BB . A HM FAT A (van Kleef,
Anastasopoulou, & Nijstad, 2010), (&S —$#2AT/E,
AR BT WG4 B EAST BRI
TN B R AEAT 23 T BUE A 25 3L 1 U8k (T
¥, 2019; van Kleef et al., 2009)J- A . AUFE
RHE GEE WIS &R T e A REAR I Hh 2R A
(Schwarzmiiller et al., 2018), A R & B
— S R TE S R . Bl Lindebaum 5§ A
(2016)(# FH B G 241 5T 57 15 20 7 P #EA T
Kty R BUER BN A AT S5 00 1 T A5 S0 AT AT
25N Jm 5 ST RE N R e Ban 4k, TR R R
U TAESS SR . b, M2, AT H §r
R 1R TS 2 AT T T R E B AR
TELX TR L, OCTF T IR 1% 4% 0% 5%
FIF5E A = Hi—Hu 1 Shi (2015)WF5% & #2151
TARBE PR 23 AR 0T B 2 0 {5 B AL =R,
M52 TR B O T AR 26 2 Re 18 5 3 B A 2
M5 BILZREE . Deng %5 A (2020) M\ 1 25 55 sh#i
AT 5 T AR RS 4555 sl AR e i J5 S, RO
FEMEHT S SRS, & TR
T (1 &4 55 ) SR 23 [ AT AT %o I 1Y) 5 2% T g
B, MWMIEAREEMEZETE, il w25
A% 26 55 S SR s I R A% 35 R4 5 05 0, R E £
LS, RS R LU ) 0 E 25
, BT MIE2 R B W EEF 8T 0 TAER R
5 1) (Duffy et al., 2006). IbAb, A48 % B4 4L
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WF 987776 BE L% ]l EAST KE R (15 e . il 4,
Smallfield %5 A (2020)ix <l EAST #5551k figt 5 141
A AT Sy fiE 6% 3 3 400 1 AT ARG I J i
R T 5 8T 1) SRR R AT o AE A RN,
VA A B B AT o - AF 2 — i s SR s =X, T 40 5
JERHT P FEURRG 175 SRR At AN 2 e R 1 17 IR

4.2 EAS| #=E7E F AR 5% H B9 B2 F

VAT A v ) 17 SRR 3 oA AT BA B B0 T A O . A
TSR T &5 (5 B (van Kleef, 2009). 38 55
TE AN A AT [ 57 Al R 3k, EAST A RLAT B
T TR 2 AT 98 3 A A 5 R D 45 SR (van Kleef
& Fischer, 2016),

A BAFE R 4H 20 A BR St B 2 —, Bl
EH 9 EE T EASTHLA Y A1 AR5 o 1 21, Homan
N (2016) T 57 K BUAH AL T BN IS 4, AT BA A I
FEIB TG 45 B2 5 51 & A & 56 1 BA 3 1) (4]
WA W . BAAKR L ol 5) 5 T 1 0 A A
Wro 53— 58 B, ARG T AR 2 R IR SOk
AT, AT, AR B s R 2 ik BA A
Jfe ) P BA 45 BB AN B 4 (van Doorn et al., 2012).
P A v Bl A R AR B AT 32 B 28 TE MG AR, A
A X FARBA ARG E, FENBR
SN PCNE Z5 AT T LASE W A A 1Y) 20 TE F B . % 2
FIWE R A . B N BB AR 4T M (Hillebrandt &
Barclay, 2017b), #—3LHh, Heerdink 55 A (2019)
BT 3 AL, RS SRR R 3
TR, RTERIBA A, WA H A
b N A8 SRS N AW R AT I B A BE, i
WA G 3 Y S IR R T Al 32 R B Dy it R
T AIAEE, 0 8 DO ) AT i U s Al ik
THSME, YEFHER T ELERER, Mok
- P4 1) [ 2 3 O S AR R R AR 155 2 B 0% 3 1ot 412 20
A VETT R B AR TAESCR (Peralta et al., 2020), A
T 2 [ SRR B ek A P AR FUR O AR, i
S b 5 2Rk E 19 I W E (Hu & Shi,
2015), M8k, FEEEFH I, [FHCGZHE ) B ObE
REMZ 4R 0 BY T (R ) Y0 B 2 K, A 30 &
R B AR 1 25 17 0 (Liu et al., 2015).

E 500 S A NS A 0B 2 ] S R S N
BATF, AE AT BA T AR A . S AT BABL 5L R
155 25 M SO BRIV 2540 AT R IR — B, &b
KN B9 TE 1 45 (Cheshin et al., 2011), BRFp4l
HYER L SCARAE AN, T BA B 53 2% 32 MR 42 s 4o FH ik

S RN 2 BN BN AT R LB f R, A
fRBE S, T TE AN B S 2 M54 B (Glikson
etal., 2018), X—&ZBPLIK T van Kleef iz mY
< HUBLIE 2 F TRl e w3 o R ) =X (o
JRARBIAE . 758 . SCT RIS 55 ) 1 3 1 15 24
FE IR B HFIRCR L5 (van Kleef et al., 2012),
B, ARRA D Z i — P HRIHE 4 A [F Rk Ty
T 1 R RO B AETE 25 57 22 i A
WA, MRS OC T 15 SR 1A R0 BT BA 25 SR 22 A) 19
BL A A 1 R R N B I 8 8K D, AU — TE 5T
(Cheshin et al., 20 1) BRI T 1% B0 1 TR A4
5 F A1 BA 1 S 7 B EE VR L, SRR
S X IX — B PR
43 EAS HEEEMERESHIE PN

EASI A1 C 2 T RS 15 R s . —
TG G T 92 M R A RV S i B R B 5 Y
15 24 ¢ 15 9 B 3 L5 Aol 155 JER R N R ) JB 2% AR IR
N S 7 ), S o o A% A DA A I ke
SEHR, TR A N S ALK P S 56 F b R AR
it (Wang et al., 2017), 5 M & IETEE AR, 7
— I T RS R R B, IRS5 01 TAE4E
T HSF T P 2RI 217 B 8 VAR IO I A R A S
N7, A HE A R B B R N, T B i ¢ &
5 BE LA Ko ) S 7 18] (Smith & Rose, 2020), 53— 37
AF5E 0 & BAR 55 53 T3k 5 Z0 1 g 2% s 1 7 e 3
RS S ARAS B RN A aE, AT S BB A
{5 AT PR 22 %) 7= i S IR 55 95 22 )& (Cheshin et al.,
2018). FEMRSS ARG B v, T R vy 5 3 1 A 11 g
R, ARBUT B B B 55 B3 T DR A i R A i e
B 2, T AU B B 1 R 55 5 T B AN il
JECT %M BE /0 (Glikson et al., 2019)., T X% 2%
W BB, Mss 52 TR £ 3P A LIRS 52 T
I 1 A JEL 384G R 8% U 559 O M 55 T P T AR I
24 5% R 55 3o A v 9 53 T IS AT 28 Y IE 1) S e,
A% 11 55 A 55 2o v B3 T 00 W 1 2 5 PR 45 5 S
Jo5 % IR 45 I VA 9 £ )52 MR (Liw et al., in press)o
—IRPAES Tl R S5 B2 TN REAR (BT RS L T 3%
ZE B, B W)Y H 0 iR R S R B SE SR BT A
B, MRS 03 T UR)Z I ORI [ sh 1% 4 1 5 /N gk
s A TE A2 (Hiilsheger et al., 2015), Liu 25 A(2019)
MRS T S5 52 TAEhrmy . 58RI A 2 1Y Bk 55
O3 T AF 45 5 80 1) — SBOHE R 0 I 2% {5 4 19 5 1) o
ZARGE K B, 2RSS By TR SR A YR R R Uk
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B R 55 53 TR 2 495 U8 AR o ) i T AN 2 AR
B, B % (5 A B T Y I SR R ) g R 2 A
RS T A TEbR R 20 R, Wi ZH R
I, % B AE AT BT TR E B L R
TR R R JB5T % J% R ) ) R VAR A, T
FAGL ARG, £ U A% (Liu et al.,
2019),

i b, HuTfER S5 EAST BRI A N
WAL B Ref . 3 —, RTEESA
Xt W 45 51 T 5 A SRS R T I AR 1% 25 O e
TR, T T B 25 BT e =
B, RTF MRS 5L T 4 28 38 0 & A IR 55 550
MR EERET R4 DU RS 24,
Bz Hp g R e BRI RRIL R HE
AR A5 0 P PR T AR 4 AR RS BRI B AR TR
(Johnson & Connelly, 2014), Fikifif. B %M
W% 45 09 J5 2R 5 8 247 A 2% 7 (Ritzenhofer,
Brosi, Spérrle, & Welpe, 2019), Kt Ak A %5
TEMR S ER IR E L EIEE AR, 5=,
W5 2R 1R 45 103 K DA T ] R, RS
2 A R AR TR A AR R B B (BN, R
. REE) MAAHTRPREZREF AL
Feik, X FHEEERERE T AN R 5 2R
AHXT LB Z o
44 EASI EREIRFIFR P

T AR I 9T 28 B 3 ol (] 2 M ik 5 T 1
S FRIR L A TG S e (WR B, TS, 20135
van Kleef et al., 2004), EAST F7 h ik J) vh i 25 A
PRz m i oE 48t T — RGP i R B . A
55 B A R B g BIL A B S S UE IR 9 R TR T
Lelieveld 45 A (2012) K &z )5 i Mg S2 06, W9 &
PRI 17 4 e 2k B 2 BRI IR B KT L
TEZMEW . B TRE, 5—TWEE T
S e BRI i 2 3 A BRI R 0 M R ER 1L T ) [ )i
F AR, NI4T 1 R AL 2 s LG R,
0 5 0 B S 16 2% A 23 BE VR 43 L U 2 (Kong &
Belkin, 2019), SR 2235 5 24 HN R A IR R
PRI, 15 240 0] 1 AT BE 23 15 P2 1505 %o [l g 2
HA R, AR R ik (Hillebrandt & Barclay,
2017a).

HSHEMmgML, wRAH R ERFRS R
ZIIEH . BT ARG SRR [R] 288 R ) S 55
RIRAERH v 22 35 BRI BE S 1 I F-XF F ik A

5 B M HfE T (Adam & Brett, 2015; Adam &
Shirako, 2013), B8 5 XF 180 21 (1) 48 =) gk iy
(Adam & Shirako, 2013; Hillebrandt & Barclay,
2017a), M H 5 2 ik (Adam et al., 2010),
MR, FBBURM AT REIE I . AT
AE S POk X T AR 40 i 20 B /D 1 W R (Lelieveld
et al., 2012), RATRES B RN FXT FRAE WA
FLHERT T SR I ZL(Yip & Schweinsberg, 2017),
T R A] B2 AR IR R RN 5 R bR
(Wang et al., 2012),

WA, PR S TR ANE B R s R
Wel A RAF YK 22 B AR SE S = b AT, AR L SE B )1
Bovh, 3XATRE7E — 0 R LR W 458 19 Ah AL
JEo HeAh, YRETHFR R RN AR A, HI L,
BEAR RN IEA D W, o AHEFAMREHR A, 1 2
FERER P A SO B O S, EXETU, BT
A ke 2 B ATTREXT LA T
45 EASI #=EI7E i ARA 55 A A9 B2 F

van Kleef % A (2015)i3F T 5 438 i3 A R i
A CHIE ST B R BUURL R R 15 5 ) R A 3
il NAE 2 S50 B, AMRAEFR A B OIS BERT,
Sl N RIS 45 IR R —FME R . IR
T LA ARG (H T 18 ) A 45 1538 BN Y 77
VI 26 (R T 643 B 1 2 AR s i, DMATE A 5
Wikt iK (van Kleef et al., 2015), M4 F DM | RUIHE |
1 2SN AR 5 NI, AR T T ] D3 Ao 1% 38
55, 5 & P ok B X IRsR 1 4 U HE R, DA
i VR WSR3 1 8 IR ) T B (Calanchini et al., 2016).
MR, A RITA R R E TR Re s Ui e . 4t
TR P A7 BE b A AR oy i, S AR Sk A A L
PRRXFELEREDGEINNEAFER, WEFS
PR R S AN KA FIRE AR R B, (4
HIE TS H R (Riet et al., 2018), 4ueik E4E4s T i
TR HE R, 23400 R 0 AL 2 M (R
fEH RSB ALREAR, JRAERES 1Y B3 45 A
RS AT P PSR AR TR AR 4 B ek iR,
D] BE % 2% i 3 P 67T 5 (Belkin & Kong, 2018),

5 EASI BRI 458k b O 9 2540,
R ST A F 5% A S B S R AT, HOMHIRE
B, XAE—ERE LA BTSN IR
UbAk, H Al oe FA5 R IR A A AR B R R
75 B N TR B = o B AR 10 ARk — A 2 5
FIBT RIRAAAE BB ER R, A IR A 15 8 B v Al 2%
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RIS 1S (van Kleef, 2016).
5 EAS #HEMRZEHHR

SR EAST AR AR R [0 2015 26 3k < /B REFI
] 5% e W2 PSR I R R, (HAS 452 A ] 8 2
AN [F) 175 & RIS 388 38 4 151 0w A WL RT i 7= A AH
H P& BRCR (140, Adam & Shirako, 2013; Yip &
Schweinsberg, 2017), 4 EAST BRI WL A, W
S A5 BN TR B G 3 M W 2 s i S
B4 1 J 2 N FNAFE TN T 50 )i (van Kleef, 2009), 1§
Pk — B BE, B A E G T I 4 Ak 23 R 0 B
BLHI B, B a8 B A A 52 T Mg AR B
TAEEERAE MM (Chi & Ho, 2014; Wang et al.,
2018), X Fs MW £ 4 15 B T2 B RN A 35 1 )
WiHZE MR —ERE L RRMTET EASI
BT, DR X6 3 5 18T A 5 IR BEA T A 2
51 EEMIEE

PG EAST LAY, SEH M5 B TR 2
B F W2 25 (R N AT S HL RN HE B RE ) (van Kleef,
2009),
511 Az

KFAF BN TR BE A IR TV 0 8 A SRR
PR UR T van Kleef 2% A (2009) /%5255 . 1% 5463
3o 18 TR0 T SR AG A 1 T 2K ) A TR S AR
B SRR AT 55 S, DL B SRR G X T s
SRz, HES R 2R T R 7605 B AN B I 1 Y
A 222 57 0T LS ) i AT T DA 4305 1 1 BR84S
WEWT IR R Bk UG, YOI RIABURES, =ik
HBHAILAKCT 1 BN AT T 47, T 2 405 Rk
XA, AN A BT T BA RIS BE 47 . 2l
M, ABERE R IA X B T A 1 0 5 e 45 SR A PR A A
INFIBNHLIN 57 o AR IRTE SRS AL > A
SIERAE F1, (RGNS LB A R R A Sk
YR A3 ) (van Kleef, Anastasopoulou, & Nijstad,
2010). 3 — A5 [ RIS T 0 R R R Bl
HLITR AR, & BN 0 T 0N A sh L & i
AU 28 RIS X R AR B TSR A BE A FH 23 8
55, MR R T a0k iR 2 F 23 1R (2K,
ZEHAR, 2017), U AIA SN HLIRIRE S 500 T s
2555 S ARME Y S5 R o >4 51 TR IR T 473 8 SR gk
B, BB ALA G SR SR A T, IR
i1 1A 1% 51 T B8 11 (Deng et al., 2020),

A5 SN AR 2 % 9 5 VR T AR 3L B 4Rl o, ] A

W BIERR S BB, M I BB K -
B, G TRRAR N 4 3R Ok Y R 3 T T 5 S
V14 T 1) 5 W) 2 0 41 559, T DA T ARURM A 4 e 3 1Y) L
S X B 7 R IR E (14 1 1] 5 M 23 19 5 (Wang et al.,
2017). FERRFI, & HECFAR) N A A 7 K 1)
PR TR AT BN X ARSI B i T
T H T (Hillebrandt et al., 2017a), 7E 223 PR 4 77
B}, van Kleef 5 A (2015)% ¥ R A5 ML A& AN
H SRR R I, A 1T BE4Z 4 A A ik ik
PN PEGE R, BB H R,

5 HEREE B HLA S RTH, Chi Fl
Ho (2014)IA Ry )R 52 M RE A% S it H b 5l sl AL AN
shE il RE T AR 2 5, BF9E 2 B0 Y4 8 ST AT 0
ST, TR AR 26 2 3K IE 1] 52 N JE 44 (Chi
& Ho, 2014), Shao % A(2018) MUK A~ i) 4 5
PN LN TN A R NS B Rl N R & R N7t
Xof - AT F% 110 HE BT R AR TR A G, AT
S5 A % (Shao et al., 2018), Liu 25 A (in press)
K, A6 FhM SRS R TEREENES
TNHHERTAH DG AT S —— 5 U #E17(5 B354
5.1.2 #IEEE

ML 1 T 3 8 AR T R R i —
TR TAECAZRE F1, (Hd 2 B3 [ B (A %0 £ fof
FIOKG P 55 10 5% B A8 AL A 52 ) (Lavie et al., 2004)
NG AT 30, 25 HI 55 S PR TN 45 i fn 2 5
REME BN EE S . B, AFRIAm G~
ARSI 2 Xl N 1A 7 28 235 004 70D I i Ak 3,
55 AR R S 7 19 50 77 T 3 (van Kleef, 2016)

van Kleef %5 A (2015)53F T WL AU 1 1
wf 2 R A b R 1 R Ak X LB A T A 5
Wi, LS A 5 2 A0 B IR R AT S AR
o AF AL BT, b N 417 IR 35 X W 58 5 28 Y
BB 5 S 3, H 2 RS 195 B AL B A
TR KT B35 B DA B A I 55 I, A 2 1 N PR
W] {8 23 Y 55 (van Kleef et al., 2015),
52 &EMEHIR

AiE MM TE EAST AHL R R AE H O A5
BT —LIE, BB R, M T RIS
PIFA G IR, SRR T BALARITH
B 071 T 5 0 23 1958 (Koning & van Kleef, 2015), i
ATRES B R B, MWMig| & T 2 s Tl
(Schwarzmiiller et al., 2018). iR H 3% FIN A £
BRI GRS, 2 2BOE/ I Z PUp(Adam et al.,
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2010), FEERFIMBEZ(Yip & Schweinsberg, 2017).
M2 AN SR I RER A I AR B IE N, 1
AR IR 1 (Wang et al., 2015). te4b, &
B 550 5 M 3 B P DT B A 2 5 B R
KRN . BIRHMUWEE WRRIEHEAT THR,
R .

521 [EEYSME

B UL BAE SRR AR T 4 SRR HN L SCfk
FikH 5L E 1 R (van Kleef, 2016),

()B4 FR U F75 45 ¢ 1 100 3 5 2 — ol
FRE AT L 2270 DA KON 1% 1w At N 3% 35 W 26 155 2 1)
et At SR, B A 2 R 20 ST AR I AS [ T AR
[fl(van Kleef, 2016), 40, Bt T-7F 1FE =LA 2 10HR
P i O RAE A 2 B MBI I, H B
A T8 0 W7 17 AR AT B T R i Al I 2 A S
PErb, G BCEE AR B, (R R AN S5
Al 7 RN, A 23 A A ) I G AR R
(Glikson et al., 2018), #RBA K B Rk B SH N
i T HE R e SR e R T 7 A T iR R SR
(Lindebaum et al., 2016), 4553 ik B MR A
Al BB T J& A9 i LS 7 (Wang et al., 2018),
HLpRSR U, 0T E X T AR AT N AU
REIM SR AN S RLRE, EAFX T IE e B AT MRk
BUR S FE S SRR, E—-BRBIXR D, L
T R IR PR AN, FUA 20 PE 1 f
KX GPMAE RS, A Refeidt &1k,
P2 TAERR (Peralta et al., 2020). IRFIHHTAER
T 1) B B 23 5 6 T 1 A 3 R B, AR T A
WRAE W CGE AR IR B, FERA—FF IR (5F
— R IR ARTE AT RE A B AN A A (Yip &
Schweinsberg, 2017), T7EZ U535 #, Homan 45
A (2016) & BRAHEE T 55 T B BA B3l A9 1% 26 3R ik,
A FE A BA T 3 2 J5 IR 40 (B SR ) 1 25 R s g B
K WS X AR A B D RE (B A5 AT . W =0 L A
IBA 280 2% A ofr 5 ) B T A CFEBRA ) O HEE BT

(2)304k o BEELAAR Y R 3R I 34 R SCAR AN T
AN, B Ry SCAL AR AR 152 e 2 AT S8 A
7077 (Adam & Shirako, 2013), % TR A
SRR 3= SRR 38 N AR 3 SRR
i, Adam %5 A (2010)i 5 3 A [FIZEAY 1R 2] 52
B RIAB T RE AN, VAT LW R A
FHRRRBIUNAEGE, NMERNEEZD
(Adam et al., 2010), 1M IE A X FP2IMR ED G, M3k

KRB R AR WA R F £ E A O, dH
fe5| KX F B £ ik 4 (Adam & Shirako, 2013),

Q)RIXFRMMEEH MK R . Adam Fl Brett
(2015)5R A T R A TE A B B, RIKHR
FEAS TR AE AT A5 358 v R 23 5 okt st el i T DA
T3 O 7 B 2 (0 ik 2 —— U 7R 38 A P 0
B A o WitEsE S R S E A E R SIS,
FR BRI M 2 WX T R, HFASFHE
Z Wik o) — TS G T 45— T 8284 ¢
RIFRAE T JE 1B AR 25 AT 8 X450 1) U 1
LEVFAR X R 8 O B 2 A 2 Hp R R 1R (Liu
et al,, 2017); YMFE-TRXLRTEKZEN, TR
B 5 RS 25 FOG 400 1 RS 28 P4 6 T T8
40 B 22 A BRI S ) B 68, AE [RS8 22 (R, R0
19 06 3R T A 22 I, AZ IR0 T B O 58 ] i T
PEFEPE R F AT MR SR (Liu et al., 2015), fF
R 55 & s, YUy LTS R, KRR R
155 BE S 3 2 I B A VR G 7 TR A R 155 R N,
AT 184 308 5 B 5 ) S R 5 2 U Sk 2 e
FIF, HIBEA LAV (Smith & Rose, 2020).
522 RIEAEB

WAL 35 K17 24 9 K 1) A 3 P WA =2 6 TR Y
ARG . SR W) AY 520 (van Kleef et al.,
2009). 17 45 3 1K 11 1 B R EL S AN T B B
A B, B AT RE A R S R A3 1 (van
Kleef et al., 2012), i 40, Riet Z£ A (2018)3# i 4~
17 B IOTE B, AR TR A 3 5 R )
RFGR, BREBEIWNNEAGE, FERSIESEP,
AHEE T 2 3k o ZUY & X4 et A%, IR 45 51 TR RN
14175 25 2% 35 23 L0 B 56 45 5T FLIORT 1A 24 (Cheshin
etal., 2018), I4h, van Kleef (2016)ik45 Hi, 1%4%
FEIR T ) 255 R S S R R . SR AR
N 45 R IR B KT R, 5 24 3 35 T AT g
INKRABIER, WIS 5] & WAL H 5
1R o iR S, YT & B EAST BFSE
RN G B TR ) 55 35 B 1 ST 9
523 RIEHHE

CA SR, RIBH 1Y RS (15 AU ) |
PEFIRN R RAAE . AL 5 1A DL S S50 25 5 e
S 1) Al M T

(D)SIF AR o G015 RS £ 52 T 315 1 25 36
MR o 2 — U Ay I8 JE 4 e i, X ik
T 16 7 1 3 BT 3 3K A 1A 1Y A7 TET R 2 R
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of 5 T3 A 1) 1 I 3 38 ) AR ) I T R A 2
855 (Wang et al., 2018). BERFZEHIR(2017)HR T
THEEE T 250 FX 0 T, &3
SR TN, SMSHERMESEHCOANR
TR BB, MXHMEBCR R TS, S
LA S & A 5 T HEWHin TR RS 5k
Wang Fll Seibert (201558 & R, 4515 3% 1 473 1 451
SRPFHT TG X 8 AN B S A 2 R
AR N B SRR ), Y S5 3 1 P v A AR
TG, 855 AU T A 19 15 4 R B8 v LAAE &
B SA% T R FEFRARAE T, (B 22 4505 0 ¢ i A FH 3%
MRS, S FBEMIEE R LS TR
GUBCRNAHIC o ST A1 BA PN - 240 T8 117 &4 3Rk i 3
VAT T AT 1] T B A AT AR 2 IR T
BESREN . ST ALHE WA T8 RILH
W A% 25 ), 40T 0 T AR 1 28 R 2k v LV T &,
{22445 450 % 7 A1 BTN R R R TH A I 28 B
TR R B W T AL 45 Rk 5 P B SIAUR A G
(Wang et al., 2015), tAb, STE RBIBA PN ARAEZ 2 11
DB AR— BOPE X% 36 1 0 B AR 5400 A sk
Z PR ZATREAE R . AE BB AL (W) 4% 38 1) 0
PG AR — S0 B v ) 40055 Ao T AR AR 8Dl 7
MVER, SHGEMEE T N B L9132 (Rego et al.,
2019),

(Q)F IR H I PERIFIRNERAE . ST & B 1
ST A AL Y Jr 2R IR BRI 2 S BRI 4B 5L
¥/ (Fuller et al., 2017), Homan %¢ A (2016)% i,
ot 7 F AS (7] Bl B 53 4 B A AT AR 38, 1T A H Al
R AR AT (PR AR ) BAE 26 23k 2351 R WS W AR R
AT SN Ty 36 B 91 i (B R ) ) 41 T o

GBI FIHLAL . Wang 55 A (2012)RF 58 & BE, A%
(3T i) BT R 40 25 7 TR X T e, 23 1A
BT SR B ) v XU SR T SR B D R Y
PR ATT R IR TR SRR L 2 W
IR, AR RIR B I AT, PR STRR
DA R4S, ISR BLL Y Y B8 I 3 /D (Lelieveld
etal, 2012), HLH, s b EARET, i
TR IS IR IA S BRI 0 IR 77 (Wang et al.,
2015), 32 R OB 6 ik R (e HE PR H AT
KIS T 3R (Liu et al., 2015), [A]Z 350l A
B B 50T DAL R 3k H R I RO r i B ) £ TR
Wi, AT R4 2 S Xl N B B RN B A X R SOR
(Ritzenhofer, Brosi, & Welpe, 2019),

(%R, Smallfield 55 A (2020)8 1 5 4 Fll
BRI, B A 55 S a2 I 55 P AR AR 17 Jek
BLVE XS GURAT A BYFE R 24 P BAT: 55 BT8R i,
ST AR 1Y) AT B BR AR A7 SR R Yo 41 S R A
A7 B 5% M R T 555
524 WEEHHE

WEEE PV RHE (FI AN B . T E )L AT
PR )t 25 B35 5385 M # Br. Chi F1 Ho (2014)
HREIY T IBTAM R, SR 2RE
IESEM T IRETN . AR R, HRET— 0 4
A AR 1) S 0 28 A DA A0 S 36 A5 11 T AH S I 4
e, MRS N BT AR, SRR ATUR
S FRBGEER ) ) HE3ES; (RS TR E
AP, AT IR IR G A el %, SR
IR SN T S SRR AN B () A B A DA TG 1 7%
B 2% (van Kleef, Homan, et al., 2010), % —Ji&F
VRIS R ] BRI 5% 30T 165 98 3R 38 B 5 42 v 2 A
E ] Y 2 2R B 5 2D B, (RURE T B A2 1) 9 22 A
Toe FIM 2 U T O IESRIE T, XA
25 2] G R W% 7 22 51 (van Doorn et al., 2014),
MRS I, MR TR i 8 ) I, T B
Tia] 1) B 2 Xof i 45 51 O Bl R A TE U, TR S
3 SO B A1 W AR Y IR 55 96 B BE (Lechner &
Mathmann, 2021), 7EARSS KM, BT
BB S5 01 T4 W T 30 S T X 2 A 1) o 2
FETE D, > R s s, IR T B A IR
25 03 Ta T 3 0 W o FA ) T 2 b R 2
(Glikson et al., 2019), 4214 T @ AL 7 HE B3 % )
% JRENSF A SRR, SR HERE S EIES
B SRR B OGRS N R BN AL =
W, B A T R e 1) 71 9 T T AR
Rk 5T IBSHEUN X R (Chi & Ho, 2014),

FTF LIS, ARSCLL EAST RN LAY,
AV P E XIS S IRE NS . 1EH
BLH At 556 1 S8 A I 58 45 38 5 o — B,
wmE 2 fiR.

6 ARREZE

BEKTE, EASI B E 455 T E MM Z
SRR ST R L HF . ISR EATIXT EAST B4 g
U M S5 I i 1) 7 B2 FH B IR R A2 90 L PN 7E 52
ML B HoE B e B B EAST AR () 3R 4 ¢
FS FHAT i TRt — 25 58 3
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AEHEAN )
o TEAHE "
— AU, A, R, HRE bt
Mg i TR W B 5
- Xt HtEE% S
o kEFH - FEERMEHNLR: Sat, ag TR | | - PEUNRIE
war || wmmang SR, XA, SR _fw %2
o EHIES - TR - MR -BE
- 'I’E’f%&\ —‘l%']_“\\ _ }}\%uﬁﬁ — Ei'ﬁ - lﬂ»"yﬁgx 1§1f\ %/%
W, K. " -~ Felt, ATEHI, i
i, B, || WREHARE o EAERIE BAB AT, B
P BB || - RS - WA BENG, BERRG. avkmy || | o WER WEE
o BERH - L VR, GEwRmgdosnE, aeomyek | | 0T
) — B SR SAT . A1,
- BARAEY — B R BE., B, .
~ W " o BERAE. B
— AR - B ER3
= — Hif: GR/FEIEE N
© RTHE o MEHHE . 4%
eyl - RIS, THHE.
- R N
~ BB R, BASER) A
v v
HET AT

Bl 2 EASIEEIFNH: — A rHE SR

6.1 JniEXT EAS| HEK RFE N IEIE

WREZ 35 %) 1 2 W H SR A A Ol e A A s
i, Bz EEREZE N, GBI s
BRI, BRI (Lelieveld et al., 2012)5Y
# #E B (Schwarzmiiller et al., 2018),, 151 %438 A] HEHY
PRI A A BR 55, BT i B R S %t
H TR, 83 B E(Liu et al., 2017; Shao et al.,
2018), DML, HFMIERHEE, FREEHERU
FEH W IR N AL B BR T 25 R AR 4, i
ZEREAMEL . U, WEE T LI Rk H
I JBTHE AT HE T (Shao et al., 2018), 7] LAXT r b
&5 FEATHEWT (van Doorn et al., 2012), I 7ERE
FAHE I G B AT 40 75 =, O AR A R0y — BRI
Wo WAk, HATA AT I AT (R B 5017 Jak
2 FIAE TN Ty A AR R, WS B4R B T
B 05 2 40 BT 1 955 4 P (B 40 Hillebrandt &
Barclay, 2017a; Kong & Belkin, 2019; Koning &
van Kleef, 2015; Shao et al., 2018), i [& /< 1 Fl
Wi T LS & B A ), WA WA AT B Pt
£ B AN 15 K K (0 (Tett & Burnett, 2003),
IR B R H S — A A S0 UL, IR
LA B A SO T B T £ R T i ) R R
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Thetheory and application of
the Emotions as Social Information (EASI) M odel

LIU Xiaoyu, FU Jingyu

(Business School, University of International Business and Economics, Beijing 100029, China)

Abstract: The Emotions as Social Information (EASI) model posits that emotional expressions exert
interpersonal effects by triggering affective reactions and/or inferential processes in observers, depending
on the observer’s information processing and the perceived appropriateness of the emotional expression.
This paper discriminates EASI model and related theories, reviews the application of EASI model in the
fields of leadership, team, customer service, negotiation and persuasion, summarizes the factors influencing
the boundary conditions of EASI model—the degree of information processing and perceived appropriateness
based on the analysis of 63 empirical studies using EASI model. Future research should strengthen
systematic theoretical verification, enhance the integration with other theories, extend application context
and improve measurement methods.

Key words: Emotions as Social Information Model, affective reactions, inferential processes, epistemic

motivation, perceived appropriateness





