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WML, RIERE, 2003), B, AT RAEAS AR A
T2 2] FEAEX L GIE S 9154 . Harris 58 A {5 H
Prog ERyiX —ARE, JRAT 2 LAHIEF B R FEEAE
{T: (selective trust in testimony) iX — fiff 5% 45 Ja
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trust) AL 7E P8 7 19— R A58 I R 45 ) W1
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i, W5 A 38 I oy b L = [l FRE [R5 B B AL Y
B H 580k 7 B8 P14 A5 AT 1) A Joe R RT3 i A
o 5 B B RRIE 22 5, AT LUE HAMERHIE,
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BEF A FIIRAE T . IR A5 B A FTREPE DL AR AR
BT R B (T IR, 2016), Billn, 58484004
B TR A (knowledge state) (Sabbagh & Baldwin,
2001; Kushnir, Vredenburgh, & Schneider, 2013)., {5
BB FR LM (expertise) (Sobel & Corriveau,
2010; Koenig & Jaswal, 2011), {5 SR ALE P ALE
B IE#PE (accuracy) (Clément et al., 2004; Koenig
& Harris, 2005; Birch, Vauthier, & Bloom, 2008;
Koenig & Woodward, 2010) A K {5 B #E4L 35 X 15 55
5 B B3 IR M (access, F8 2 HUE BB ECE G E R A5
i#1%) (Nurmsoo & Robinson 2009; Robinson, Butterfill,
& Nurmsoo, 2011), 5 —FREtSHERER, F24E
EYSR = N gt = R N 1 e K (O 3 3N
FESE R Rt s b i e WL R R filn, fF
PR LS . A 55 AT A UM 4F BT (Vanderbilt,
Liu, & Heyman, 2011; Liu, Vanderbilt, & Heyman,
2013; Li, Heyman, Xu, & Lee, 2014; Doebel & Koenig,
2013; Mascaro & Sperber, 2009; gt 2014). 8
BIRALE i4E Y (Jaswal & Neely, 2006). {5 B3It
H 5 L B4 BRER 45 FLE (Corriveau et al., 2009) .
& B L E ) 1T 9 (Kinzler, Corriveau, & Harris,
2011). PEHI(Ma & Wooley, 2013; Taylor, 2013). 4
HU JE 8 01 DY R it 4 BE (Jaffer & Ma, 2015), LW 5]
7J1(Bascandziev & Harris, 2014), 7524 > X SL 515
S, L PR AT PT e 23 32 B AL 2 0w L 1 52
Mo, AT A B B BE B AR AT o

AR A TN RN AT E A A N X AT AR R AR E 1Y
HEIR, (B2, MEFRMATRZE K, M
AL AR B i A i 45 8., L2 S AR s i F
e TARI AR B . BN . 3 % 4 JLIE L B fb
] EARAE AR B OB v 2 0 T HR ) R B
{7 & (Ma & Ganea, 2010), SHRHE B B 758256 K
Wi 1A 1) 231 2 & 7 (Clément et al., 2004), Tl A FH4K
Wi BSRMEF IR  HAEREBUNLEM L, 4 2L
HE B2 A B UEF R P T 20 5 BE (Jaswal,
2004), TEFHRYIARRS, 5 2 )L L 3~4 X )L H N
et F e p e s 2, BUMKEE(R B AR At Rty
{5 B.(Bernard, Harris, Terrier, & Clément, 2015), 4§
F 7.8 ZIf, JLEX KSR AR B BIAR
2, MR A O AR L5 X Y kAT o 2R
(Chan & Tardif, 2013). Sperber %% A (2010)IA A iX &
NZER T ARG RE RS, B RNE R
U, B A KRR R 1 — BN T
(epistemic vigilance) 1Y A FHHL i 7 & /E H (Sperber

et.al., 2010),

M2, 25 EER D LERM TS5
RN, JLERE T2 WA R e A 2
Z RNV R Xk, JLEINREEG A
KRR T — 2 2% ) AR E MR
KR B AT R AR &R, TS B
SN HIE: SRR E G BN RS
B AR E MR R BOREE MR B DL e
e R EE . N2 LY, AN EHHEE
FEAFAEN) o ABAESEPREEAE T, AR 2R A0 {5 Bl
B — B0 BA A= P it A A A 2R B ER T e R 1
A DR B BRI T . RS A R R v, B/
B e P R XELLSE Y . e A+Z B
XN <Z A+/D BYRORIE—FERY . BTN, 25%A+
75%B, 5 75%A+25%B, XA, HASCRARZ
PP i P — A 588 T 75%B9RHIE, R TR
FEVEAR B . B, TEEF T Wi fn 24 4T 55 B9 WE SR
rh T FH 17 838 D S AN I B Th A
LIDRER % K SO SN I WS &N DAl - (= DS N

AN E G S48 LE S A NE R .
B, B 5B TARE 2 PR LA ST RE . FEARHL
XA E BB G R 55, hTus BA S
FeARR L L E PR AEVE B R A A C e &, kL
Ol SRR AR B AR HEE A UGR A S R et o
28 R MU 15 L1 £ (Koenig, Clément, & Harris, 2004;
Koenig & Harris, 2005; Vanderbilt et al., 2011; Z-i)
1#, 2014; Corriveau et al., 2009), 1M 40 JL 2 75 3K
A BE e = 3R 058 1 4 R ik = {7 B $R AR 1A
WA EEHL R, AT s S LR ME A
Kt R E, fln, JLESRIEE BHRALE
P 5](Ma & Wooley, 2013; Taylor, 2013)., HEFLW 5]
J1(Bascandziev & Harris, 2014) ., 15 (Kinzler et al.,
2011) DA M J2 i Bl (Jaffer & Ma, 2015)%54E 2 PE A
R F AR

T AR EPERTE B R A RIS S0%FHIE
A5 R B, XIEHHE Bl 2 il 1, 1)
wn, —AF L RBMRAF SUR SR iR k& T 1E
WP S5 OB (5 B (Jaswal, 2004), BF5E# & B, 1F
RPOX AT B BB E AL 55, L™ 4 T L
TS B AL G T [ R AE R A Y 3 B R A AR
(Corriveau et al., 2009). W5 &N K, FEixls BiEHE
T, BT EBXT A 5 B AL 1 SRR R
EH, TAILER RS RAL R, FHi,
ILEAFMU BN RGeS % 515 S ety
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BORHE VR 5 Bl B3 — 2Ky &
FRHE, R A D — YRR R IE . 4N,
—NE LR REET, (BOFA AN
W ERRELS T S RRE, WA T/MA
ZERIER TR o TEARBGX ISR 7 B IR R AR AT 55
QAR TR A E B AR 45 1 1R R 56 U
FRFEA—2, IBAILE R SIS B PE it
PIRPEGAE, DL B FRAN G WA rT{Fa fA 2
PEAFFIRTS B (Corriveau et al., 2009), BO6HE SR
H PR TR SIBEY LK F-(Bernard et al., 2015).

gi Lk, FRME BAE N AT SRR AE BIRR A &
. HATRER B . X E B M
Mo JLEE S BEME(S AER B2 &K X 5 Chan Fil Tardif
(2013) & BH 1 5 1if 0P A 3R BE RN (effect of prior
knowledge strength)” A &, SEHT ALY 3R E RN T8
JLzE TH R AT A5 5 B R A g S B S
Sy BRI ISR O JE I, A 2R L= BT R e 45 S

e A LASEAR AR 22 50 m LUR € (S RL Y H WP ),

M2 ILEA 32205 DR 15 B R JLE
Jr SR W 5 S B — e BB AR e P, BANRE
W A O OA ARSI L, I8 AT A
Al BeEE 2 R BRI 115 B

WA, BILHEET A2 WA B F AR R A2
FE B AL SR ALE B IER R 2 fE5E &R
B ORI BV . &5 YRR R BAE B A &
BRI E AR BB, 4 L3 T4k 25 50
UL B BEPE(S AT 40 {2 Bascandziev Fl Harris (2014)
SR E R E BIEE T, 4~5 Z4JLETAE
SR E T LG | R B R AR R R B, X
— Wi B i )L 2 e 08 AR 1 AL A e | g XHE B R
B A e B AR AT B, 4~5 B B TE
US55 thIf R [l Lo —4E, XFm LS i
FESR U P A MR AT . DFSEE PN 4~5
A1 T8 2 A T R L B S PR AR R A ik
PEPE(FAE AT . HZ, {74153 47 Bascandziev Fil
Harris AX —WF58 &3, WF5E R AR 5] 7
(TR AL 7 2 R 22 AR A TP 1, SR RS AE
% HArER] B85 91LAY & HARMEATR] o AHOCHFIE W
R, GLGBNAEXT = W5 g LA e Bt 1) 1
T 1E 22 5% (Boothroyd, Meins, Vukovic, & Burt,
2014), R, ACHF 5840 S 20 AR 25 5 0 s R A fig
A P HL R 3 HAREA GRS 4~5 B

o WAh, WFFEHE ITFRAEZIETE R s R 51 )
T LR R S 28 5, 22 SRR/ NE R IR B 4 L
PR BRI AHRE o DFFEHORE 4 270 5 % A
AR 21 5 O AR R BT A5 2] A 8 £ 15 A A R 1) 22 S
JETIRIE T AR A4 A AN R 45 2

BT X E AW RIREE, AFTERIT T A
%o SCE 1 i i e AT AR R SR A A A A2 LA
KA RRIE I, 15 e R 4~6 B4 LR R R
S AT FLI 5 3 oA it Y R PR A R
A LB FEAEARAT AR S5 PN R 5 o TR 4
N A~6 Z L, IR 5K —Br B LZE A% AR 5
AT T LAY 56 AR E AT RE, JFk$E o8
H AR BEAAAE 35 22 S W R A M SE B A RE . AR,
SRV PRI INAR R X — N ER, AT BN [R) 4R 1
A ILBEFEPEARAL A A R o 250 2 AESCHR 1 A
ity 1 7% 5 £ B e L B LA R A TR 4 X <l L e
PEVEFAT A2 o 24 LB B S e
fRATET, AR AW 5 S PR nl (5 2 R B AL 45
LS R, LAEESEFRERER, 4L
2R B 7 A BRI RS BER,
JLEE AR B PR AR AT 2 T AL 51 )i 215 R
IERATE? BEE ARSI, 2L T (R B e sk
ZJA, TR H O AR A iR, R
— i B DR SR H 7

2 S 1 LS| xd 4l Lk
PEAE AT 52 e

21 LWHEHMSEK

ARSI H 1SRRI 4~6 B 41 LIRS 52N
8 BT ELNE, R B DA AL 5 | ) Ay
MIREBEPE(S AT . QSR B, Wk — 50 4 Lk
PEAF AT 1 A7 5 P ) R A

BFFEARBE (D)4 Lx s s i L 51 115
SR W E AT K KT REHLKSF, 1L L 5|
oM LB A PR TR AT, AR AR T REHLKF, )
VB T FLIR 5 1 AR 52w gl LR e BEbE S AT o (2) W
AR L RN Lk B AT R BURTE],
A &I LG e M (5 AT S5 AR 8 T A G
22 Fk
221 #ik

AT P BT T X2 57 4y JLBE DA B — JIF T X2 57
INEBRBUER 195 0 RIS HS R 4 2 5
B 6 % =AM, HAEEILE 1.
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*1 WHAERER

. A JERTiens
s MR AB(n) Toa—
SO /ME KA
% 33 54.24 2.16 52.08 56.40
4%
% 30 55.20 1.80 53.40 57.00
P B 33 65.16 2.88 62.28 68.04
5
b’y 33 66.12 2.64 63.48 68.76
P B 33 77.88 2.04 75.84 79.92
6
e 33 7824 204 7620  80.28
222 SLIGHE

kK H] StandalonePsychoPy-1.82.01-win32 % ffil
SCEGFREY, E—6 14 JE5F ) Windows 2810 B fin
ISR 58 R IR

S A B4 1AL W 5 | 6 L B A 2 R
. SR B A FR UL N T ARG

(DIAFLIE A ZILEEE: wiia e 3t 10 X, i
B RN . kS R A (2015) 97 & R T L IR
Fo 1 51 44 4 B/ 5 241 LERITE & RS MIE
L), AT I A AR GREORAR) . A
L (TR — A AN B 2 Rl — A )RR 5| g (5 5 B
ANEESVE R —FIWr . o BT SR A IR R A
RIPEFNIT 51 07 B PFE NECL R, IR TG R R A
5, MR B RE Ll JLAS AR ELARARLEE R 5 | 71 24 5734
BN 5 XA T IERSE

()38 S 40 iy BB R e HE o 7 #1883 44 ik A
BCXT 24 BRI SN P . B S I 8 Horst
F1 Hout (2016)3r g il %) 41 90 ity S o825 24 PRl i
JE£(NOUN database). TFEH N 50 £ 4 % F1 5 % %)
JLERZINIER L) P B A R ) 4y L5 B — 5K
A, AT I R AR
fit o SRR L T L S T ARG, 1EZ L BE
FHCUCHIER AR, 24 LA =
Vit o SRR Al LIEBE P 44 FR 0 N B L iE AT S,
FiE— LI TS A S, PR 02 R 2 5 R
W S AUE R SLE A R
223 Wt

KH 3R : 4% 5%, 6 )y<2(tknl: 5.
y<2(fE55 A ) | BERD IR Gt . Hh T
55 RN AR o, AR R S o kR A

PRl AR 5 Ay ko0t i AL 5 | AR BRI
ARG . 0k 4 D8R (DEFMGFERER:
i )R . BRI ) = T L 5 | 77 3 Rt U 85 L i)
g, @FRRIS . VR LI S | ) &
PEHE AR BRI IR L B PR IR BE BRI B (2) i B

EAEFEEE R bR : OB R WRE L 0.5, @
PRI AR R IR R 2L 0.5, P 0.5 SR LFRIKE,
FHR ) &R [ Z2 08 22 JLR K, Rk iy 2 I 25 )L
AR PFREE o BRI [R) B2 B i IR R AR FE R 4
THa 5 i [R] SFN A [R] SR A W), {H 2 Hi 7RIk ik
PRV AR B R SRR, PR A I 5 (T 1 R
BEPEE(S AR B 4845 -

ToRAE I BERHE B AR m L 2
PRI BEHL; {5 BB AL LI 5 5508 5 i Bl
BLECXS; & AR | 7 LR 5 A B e e A
A7 B ME SR AL, BT 2 R s . AR5 ) L
F R PR R A ML AR R L
224 XWIERF

SIS SR FHAN BRI, RS a2y 5~8 b, H
RIS AR AR

(WU B

5L ABAE R, I B U
e

(2)1F 5L 55 5L it

IERSR R 5 AR, AR A T LR
A HA A DN TABGRI A RN TR], ELR Y 2 56
PRAEME . BN BRI E -

O AL . SEHA Y IR R 2 L2 5 IA
PazWiR., B, HVUFJLE: BTk, Bah e
I LEFRATAHIE PR, RAEHEEATRA 4,
PREE A BhFR NG 7 JL 3 0] 25 58 1 7] R 22 )5 78 B
e B EUHT AR Y R R . B RIZ L AR DL
SRV ? RAE BT A 28R EIE RS
JLB RO o 4L AU & B T4 1 T
w24 PR, D 22 00 M R At T AN = P B A R
QR LIRE AR, W1 T — D5,

QMRS o FEr B IR HE R P K 2
PR R R, SR G ) 4l L[] o <33 o7 Bl 1 Hh o —
A7 e g8 1 3 W KR A P i 1 44 72, URAEIE HE S R AR
XA 24 e 7 %y )L i B AEFE 7R 35 1 Sk i
H Ty Ao e PE, Bl e SR YL R .

@M A ME BIRMLE 4 Y AR X —B L,

HURGIL: X P BT AR Uk T FRATT NI X A
Wik &5, (HEH D A — A BT vt i o2 X 1Y, ik
TAVATF B MATERUL T AT "R )G5—
Y2 FR . SR PUR, T FL IR A TR R
e, PRERAEAY N TAR IR 2 B F AR B R 9 IE T
J5 o F AR R B R IRl LG AR S B R
Py i
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PTG AL ) R 8 B X 40 LR £ £ 1 B 7S

@RREUESS o 5, AE bR I HE B P 5K
FLIR R, TEPIRIR 7 B IE R Oy s E B a iA  mfL
Mg A ar B A fs b o RIS TRDLE . fRETT
WIRAS7 BT gk 58t 9 44 TR X R LR R 44 e 7
4y Lot i S AR sl Skl 0 A e, I
i i F B SR 4l LAY SO

(A5 5

Fe IR Gy IL B FEVE RN E I 3% 45 4 )L /N I
YER 20l
23 %R

% F Microsoft Excel 2016 Fl SPSS 19.0 % £
PEATAL BE 5 43 AT o
231 4-6 S 4L EFLAIEEMEE

H T 5% 4~6 2 4 LI % AL S | 15 B
PAEF A R BEEGAT, VL4 %, 5 2 6 4L
F14) 16 ) 8 RV [R) R O RS S R T PRRE AR t KRS (S
BEDL/KF 0.5 oA, 455003 2,

2 AL, FEAT 55 R AT 45, 4 %
5 B 6 % B L 0 = LI 5 | 3 i B
LR B = T REALK T, 13X R B AR AN HE P 44
FRIE, 4 5 . 5 8 F1 6 4 11 5 % A L 4% 34 e % 1 w55 1T
LW 51 JrE m G B 2SR AEAS R 4 i 44 R
BF, AT T A ) T ] v LG | T 3 4 S R

FFke XU 4~6 B 4L, Toig B ke L E kR
B T T AL | ) A B EAR AT
232 EBEMEENERMERES

KT 53 0T 4~6 2 W LN LR 5 | D) 3 R BE
PG AR AR R R a5, DAl LS s i LI 51 g
I [ R R RNRE (R R B i O N AR i, E AT 3(4F
. 4%, 5%, 6 Fyp2(Enl: B, L)x2(fE52k
AL i) R [E]) Y E A I 25 40T

T 2T EE R R, AR ROV B, F (2,
189) = 4.86, p<0.01, i n*>=0.05, i#F— % HF#ET
L HL(LSD), 45K BL: 5 % 4L i Lk 5 |
NFEWEEEGEREEE ST 4 2 4%1)L(p = 0.002),
4 LM 6 XLl (p=0.071). 5 %41 JLFI16
Bl E((p = 0.193) L E2EF, XiEH 5 %0l
REJE 4l LA T AL 5| 7 i #6015 1 4 J 1 %
Priv.

PR FRON 2, F (1, 189) = 7.35, p < 0.01,
fis m* = 0.04, L% LIS | 1 & PR EE T
PR T 5 4%, X U0 L 4% L 55 0 it 1) 1 1) /=5
TAFL I 51 35 00 1) 49 ot 24 RO [l A AT T 00 At o
GNFAERS B2 HAE A 3, F (2, 189) = 0.27, p =
0.765, X it B 55 4% Fl £x $2 % i i LR 5| ) 3 1) 1k
PEVEAG AT R BE BEAE I 1 A e, AR A a3 — 3,

R2 4-654ILEARIEFERRSHIKFERLLER

AEE PE () I F(M + SD) t d B[R (M + SD) t d
%(33) 0.61 +0.28 2.21° 0.39 0.61 +0.28 2.17° 0.39
4% 4£(30) 0.71 £ 0.23 498" 0.91 0.65 +0.28 3.037 0.54
HIT(63) 0.65 +0.26 4.75™" 0.58 0.63 +0.28 3.67" 0.46
5H(33) 0.77 £ 0.21 7.49™" 1.29 0.68 £ 0.23 463" 0.78
5% 4(33) 0.85+0.21 9.53™" 1.67 0.72£0.26 476" 0.85
3T (66) 0.81+0.21 11.90™ 1.48 0.7 +0.24 6.67"" 0.83
5H(33) 0.66 + 0.24 3.817 0.67 0.65+0.21 4.13™ 0.71
6% 4(33) 0.83 +£0.25 7.737" 1.32 0.7+ 0.23 492" 0.87
3T (66) 0.75+0.26 7.7 0.96 0.67 £0.22 6.44™" 0.77

. "p<0.05, "p<0.01, " p<0.001, FI[d,

K3 4-65HILHAREMNEREM = D)

AEE PER(n) ) i e )
333) 0.11+£0.28 0.11+0.28
4% 22(30) 0.21+0.23 0.15+0.28
333) 0.27£0.21 0.18+0.23
3 % (33) 0.35+0.21 0.22+0.26
H(33) 0.16 £0.24 0.15+0.21
¥ (33) 0.33£0.25 0.20 + 0.23

R4 25 500 3, F (1, 189) = 4.86, p <
0.01, 1 n>= 0.05, 4~6 % % JLAE ) AT 55 v Xk v i
FLW 51 J1 3 B B S AT AR BT LU AT 55 h s,
B BT 4~6 2 G LIS B E AR B — 2B

FES BRI 2 EAE AN 3, F(2, 189) =
1.82, p=0.165, Wil 4~6 % 4 JLAE ) AT 55 Fie (]
55 vhowl e AL 5 | ) 3 S B (S AT R B 1
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JE B, AR | ARSI I 0 38 AR IR
. F(2, 189) = 0.38, p = 0.684, XULEH, T Fh
T4, 4~6 6 19 R 2o i ALK 5] 14 1
PEREPE(S (T FREE 10 R R — B AT 45 28 0 A 51
(238 HAE 3, F(1, 189) = 4.38, p< 0.05, fii n’=
0.02 (K 1)

0.40 BifiEE B BFES
w035} | s
mﬁ 030 |
B 025}
@ 020
4T 0.15 |
# o0}

ﬁ 0.05

B L
K1 MR 55 2 B A S B

HE—2E XL 1 e R B A T 1T RO 3T R B

() X w1t FL R 5| ) 35 i B e B AR AT
RERNGFELSREMES, F (1, 193) = 1.59, p =
0.208, Ut B 5B 4% A 10 10] 49 i 44 Bk FNBE () 45 B S 4t
HHRAL Y SR BRI, S BEEAR L = LS
PR — 20 o T Lo 200 L 51 3 i e R
G REAET SR ESR, F(1, 193) = 18.03, p <
0.001, n* = 0.09, Z4Z%FE i) [T 55 Xt i i FLI 5 |
JIE WS AR B o TR AT 55, XU, &
FZAE ) 0] ) 5 24 R ) B ()15 B R 2 45 1
st 44 PR BB T 1 A A e T AL 5 )

QIERIMT S, 4~6 24 LX Em L 5] )

BB GRS 22 R, F(1, 193) =12.10,

p<0.001,1°=0.06, L%t E LS| ))& MR
PR AR & T % AT R 55 v A 1k
WS, F(1,193) =148, p=0.225, XU, 7EI]
o B BRAEE R Y A BRI, 4~6 LT %
SN I AR L S| R AR AR
T W A FRE, 522N o v T AL S |
P F AT R AR
24 T

SR8 W= N PN B S 0 S S e v
R RIBR, %11 4~6 2 0B ML &R SR
s AL S | ) R BRI R AT . S5 R KB, 4~6
4 0 I %N A 23 B X AL 5] ) A ik
PEVESAT . ;X UL, 7E Bascandziev fl Harris (2014)
BT, 4~5 % BEZEA RIS L 51 )
BB BEPEAR AT, AR T R TR A A T L A 1 55

HAREYE 4~5 X B v ss, ik, SmfLaik
I 5| )RR BE 3G S WF X R, 4 5 5 B 6
% 1) 5B AN L 1 Y R B0 LA LW 51 ) o A Y
HEREMEARAE .

LA T LW T | ) i 3 B M AF AT PR i
Feo — R ANBRAE T I <2200 (halo effect), B
SETE 2 B S SRR — 7 B T i 2 B AR 2
FEBT . BT —A N AR 5 T 1 SR A2 52 ) 1 X1
NIEARPEN G . FEAL e rh, AT W 5| J7 vy i fL
AT Y 24158 SRy B AT A A RN B B BH ) — 5 (Todorov,
Pakrashi, & Oosterhof, 2009), #1522, 21JLHT
Z RN ROV I FE R, R LIRS | R B S
B Tz AE B A T AE R AR |

Iy — iR A i 1 171 1 e UL (general  negativity
bias), RFAMNTAEAERFGE by AP T 250
T, TS5y A H 25 5 52 32 552 el 1T 4G vt L
(7] 35 /17 4 (Baumeister, Bratslavsky, Finkenauer, &
Vohs, 2001; Rozin & Royzman, 2001), R X FifiF
B, WLZ i LR BEPEAE AT i AL 5 | 3, 2B
AT AL 51 T35 4l L I [l — 7 . T4
JUHIRTA LI 5| 138 B e AR, E 8 —ny e
T 2 R T AL | B R AR B AR

IR 4~6 B 1N B ZM L1257 T 2T i L%
SRR, (HRARFAER L LIRS
EREIFATE 2. 5 2 4L X Fh 5 FE R 2
Fe 4 24 L5 AN, 1 5 % A LA 6 4 LI, 4 % 4)
JLAN 6 Sy LW AHIE . X UEEH 5 & 4 LaT g4l L
Fe T AL EBENEAS AR R R T AR 1% . © A Wt
FKEM, 5 BYILHTRM AT A S8 mG
YETE 3 B 1% N (Hertz-Lazarowitz, Feitelson, Zahavi,
& Hartup, 1981; 2=+, 1987; X4, BEEL, 2001),
AR B R 0 E LS B g R, i
2 M AE N B 22 43 b il A A — {5 B R A8 A 2 1 vk
FEAR IR, XA AT AP R R 5 o

S 1 DT T AR S5 28 4~6 2 4 LI
PEBEMEAG AR IR s . S5 R R, TEAN IR 14 55 25 Y
o, TR 4l LX) e AL 5 ) s RS
FREEA—5, FEmnAES5 T, Zofxt s L s
FHINEUR, XATRES LA EZ 5 X —
HESAH G IRA G, AR EZM, BEEA
] v A 51 ) TR LA T 43 S i 44 5 TR L 2
1% 2% (Rennels & Langlois, 2014b), 1 HZ#Z L 5E #
0 A 5 5m ZU 0 T LW 5 0 A & IR (Dion, 1973),
Wb AT b BB % 2 M2 o 9 45 (Mller, Lurye,
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A AL S| ) AME R IE S X 4l L B AR AR i 52 77

Zosuls, & Ruble, 2009). 5h, W51 Jy i 44 53 2K AE
55 v I 2R B RE T2 0 Lot W | R 20 A B B 1)
— T [F 2 (Rennels & Langlois, 2014a), I,
B AZAENW 51 JIME &7 A 22 57 ] e 2L T
T AW UL fl 98] [R) 4 55 LX) L PEAR S PR it &
TFLI 5] 7 Y 25 S O U

L AW AT 55 v LB [RIAT: 55 Hh T8 45 AT =
WAL 13, X ATRES Y LT 2 15 B AR iy 4%
IS AN R 5C o R RME 55 2B TR %A, Ti#E
[F]4T: 55 D)2 % P 44 15 4 b ) —kdefil . IR 290
URAZ i B 08 45 A 4 W7 AT 55 7T RE A2 2 4 )L e FL W 5 |
3 S AU D7 TS o AT AR I A/ N &l L
X T L 5 | 0 AR AR O 78 4 8 55 200k i T AL
We | 8 W Eem i 554k . A, g LAE P RT 55
T TR R, PR AR AE R E AN FAY
FEW AT S5, L R 7E P AAS [R5 | ) 4 T L
FRASCT PR RS, AR AT 55 h LB AN AT 2% &
L5 X —H &R, BT HIEWIRL X —HER.
BARY) i A FRIFICA B X W XRIF AT T
A, AH X — PR A, AT RE 1S4 LT i T
LI 5| 3 B AR AR BE A T REAR

Yy it 2 FR X )L B 1B B A5 AT 02 T A AE i 294
M, HRIFE LR A, RJRAE T, a5
55 2 QT AR A,

30 5L 2 R EIETRTEX 4 LIt HE
PEAE AT 1Y 52 i)

31 LWHHMSRE
SR H RS B A B R HR (T EAY IE
PEXT &I LI F 18 FL 51 7 (0 3 B AR AT A 5
WFFERE « (D)FET S0 A 75 i P R R
Y5, Hm . ARmALI S| ) E AL 5 BE s R
50% vs. 50%Z&AM R, AR LY i LG ] SiE

BEREE 5KV m FREVLKE, Uil )L
VEPEMEAR AT 0 B R AL S| 5 an Sl J LT & i
L5 345 B4R E 1SR K55 TREPLKF, 1
A 2 ) Lade PR AR AT i 25 8 I IE B M . () TE BT
S PSR EAN S, Hos AL |
T BB 5 BAERIME N 25% KL 51 S & 12
BERYE BIEMYE N 75% M 50T, IS ah L3
FL 5| I35 05 AT & FRENLKE, UL 2 4))
JLEEFEMEAR AT 1) R BR A B IER M, an R4 JLxT
T AL 51 138 WS 7K 55 T REPLAKT, B 52
e 4y JL 36 9 M A7 AT 19 2 A5 S, 1% TE A P A T AL W 5 |
15 SRR L 5] T3 & BAE KN TR
B, U I &)y LS B8 A A 1 2 J2 T L
5177,
32 7k
321 #Hik

AT R IT T X 28 37 40 LB DA B — 7 7T X2 57
INEBEIEI 177 440 RIBFERAEILN R 4 2 05
B 6 % =AU, RUNE B 4.
322 IEww

SEEFRIT B g L B 2 PR AR T A 5 S
1 AT

SEESAPRME AR LI A SR B LI R
55255 1 A0 G IR ik 1 Jaswal (2004) 4l 1)
B BEEEE . MY, — N RY IR E TR
KA B, 25 B, FR TS%FES . B
H— ARG IE R T Y £ FHEE . Jaswal 6 A
ROBFFT (Jaswal, 2004, 2006; Jaswal & Markman, 2007)
EAUESE 2~5 S 4 ILEsARYE 25% vs. T5%FFE i X}
I (A S A o 73— 2R RN 4
5 S0%IMRHIEPIT A B & L, 2L 5 B, BRSO 50%
FRIEG L BDE BRI A% G s BAT A~
FYIAS SO%RIRFAE . It e B Al

x4 WHAERER

ERIYER 50% vs. 50%

EHITEN 25% vs. 75%

A 5 NH (o, ny) At 1 i Ak 1 i
M D B/ME WORE M D RAME EBKRME
4 5 (14, 15) 54.66 4.10 50.56 58.76 54.05 3.33 50.72 57.38
% (20, 13) 55.93 1.92 54.01 57.85 55.29 1.58 53.71 56.87
- 5% (16, 16) 68.75 2.76 65.99 71.51 64.81 3.53 61.28 68.34
'S (15, 12) 66.75 3.07 63.68 69.82 64.59 3.29 61.30 67.88
6 % (15, 14) 77.71 1.78 75.93 79.49 78.6 1.49 77.11 80.09
% (12, 15) 77.38 2.15 75.23 79.53 77.8 1.79 76.01 79.59

o HIERIYER 50% vs. 50%55 1 F B AZL, no FIERIPE R 25% vs. 75% 554 F Bl A%
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L

051

R T HE S0%FFIE G U A2 2 AP
MR AS SO0%MRREG LY, LUK 75% 451 A i)
752 PS5 3 03 25%1 75% AR E S Y
AT 58 T — I TiT X 28 37 4l L LA B — e i [IX 28
SENEIRI A~6 B NP4 32 44, L% 38 44 WRIE
I 4 % 5 B 6 % = Al Hih 34
ZILFEXT S0%FEEG B #ETIVE, 36 £ JLEXS
TSUAFIE A B ATV o PPER, A R R
PLRRIE R B, SRS TE %)L I R v i P 2
BRI REIE A XL R B0 5 44 BRI A U 1
fiE B XFR AP A FR . BN “REEAS e 4l
BER? 7 IPES R R, 4~6 F ILERSLE 2 K
(1) 5 Fh SO%4FE G L4 X6F 17 B R b 40 il 44 R ) e 5
N5 0.5 TR EZES . X5 Fh 75%FEA B
VIV E Iy, e 25%E 00 PE 09 24 R B B L
5025 T E 25, Bk 75%IE M4 5 4 FR 1Y
ANBHRS 0.75 TREES . XU S0%FFIES
HUITE 4~6 % JLE B A S B PRI 5 25 50% R
B, TS%AFIES TE 4~6 % LR KIEH
AP 25%F0 T5% B AE A LY
323 =LIWIt

K 3EFER: 42 5%, 6 2)<2(f5 B B IEH
P 50% vs. 50%. 25% vs. 75%) ARk Ia 3t . 78
IERAE R 50% vs. S0%Z&E T, mmfLks] S
AR LK 5] J1 84 AR S0%HRIE & M $E A
[ 2R 2 FR . FEIERATE R 25% vs. 75%RI 54T,
FETEXT T5%FRAE G I, & T FL I 5] ) 3 de it
25% R T X L 2 44 Bk, AR AL 51 )

AL 75% B FRAE BT L 1) 2B 2 FR o AR B 5 S0
1 AH ]

T RAR A e E B AR L A 2
BRI B AL, 15 B SR mfLIE R 56 s i IR
S BEHLECXS; . AR | D LR R A B A
A AN ASE B ) ABE R B AL o
324 ZLEIER

SEEG AR AR LS8 1 AR, ANFEZAAET
Al LAE VB AR W3 XA ARV IS 2 AR08 B T4
M7 5k P AN () AR, Gn R4l L Rl 28 ) 44 02 B Bl
YA R AR X L 4 24 R 22— (AT F), W) 323468
B4l )L, WA AT GRS A R IE R I Y 55—~ 24 B
(L), #LRZZEZ )G, EilEIFGILA
2 i 25 1) 28 Bk 75 TE
33 4

A E S DR N CIS S T
331 4-6Z4)LEMMERERMZEHGTHIERE

MEE

XF 4% 56 % 4l LI iR ] SRR [R] 2
18et, 5% s,

P2 5 BT AR t KR (S BEPLK T 0.5
LA, 25K ILER 6.

TEW AT 55, PIFPME BIES SRR, 4 2 .
5 %M 6 % WX R LIRS 138 k£ R
i TR . X UL, Y4 LA e 1 b A i)
50 s 44 kAR L, 0 1) 5 A e T AL 5 | AR
SR/t

FEREFAESS T, 4~6 % 4l LIS BEPES AT AE M

x5 HLETREEEREFHTHSEILRSAENIBEIRMERERM = D)

BTN 50% vs. 50%
Egﬁ%éﬁ(nh n,) A

EWYER 25% vs. 75%

[IEES e [ fHES GyGIES
4 % (34, 28) 0.61 +0.29 0.55+0.21 0.66 + 0.22 0.31+0.33
5 4(31,28) 0.71 +0.33 0.56 = 0.27 0.72£0.26 0.24 +0.23
6 % (27, 29) 0.80 +0.22 0.58 +0.24 0.70 +0.26 0.17+0.17

H:on HIERIYER 50% vs. 50% 5514 F B EL, no WIERPER 25% vs. 75% 4514 ik A Bk

*6 HILETERIERERMEFRGTHEREMLER

ERIYER 50% vs. 50%

ERAYER 25% vs. 75%

AFIE(y, ) RS AEES ] i) 58 AEES
t d t d t d t d
4 % (34, 28) 2.24" 2.10 1.44 3.87" 0.73 -3.10" 0.58
5 %/ (31,28) 3.70" 0.64 1.26 4.46™" 0.85 -5.83™" 1.13
6 %/ (27, 29) 7.03™" 1.36 1.70 4.22™ 0.77 -10.62"" 1.94

e on HIEFTE R 50% vs. 50%55 1 T8 KL, n A IEBTE R 25% vs. 75%551F TR HL
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A AL S| ) AME R IE S X 4l L B AR AR i 52 79

P BUE B R S5 0F F R R o 7RI
PR 50% vs. 50%55AMF T, Z)L s L | 1
B FE LR 5 B LK - B AT 28 5%, B4 LT AS ]
AL 5| 7 A BB IR = A e B AR AT . 7
EHITE R 25% vs. T5%5M T, 4h)Lx LI 5|
138 W BE HR B IR T ALK, X 368 4l LA
] T2 ] ph AR AL W 5 | 0 5 BT B AR 1 ELA P i 3=
SRR B A FR, KB LS &
R PEPER AT

T4 LEERRAT 51 50% vs. 50%5:14F T,
FEARXHE B E = A PR AT, e % 55k
PEMEAG TR B A R 5T, o3 A TR 55 2544 T
(e
332 #HJLEHERESFEEHETREENER

LS

M 3.3.1 AOZESR AT, G s B IERTE R 50%
vs. 50%ib 2 25% vs. 75%, 4~6 % & )LAEW AT 55
I, ¥R E AL G| E R . R
Tk D R PR R AT R R S AR AR IR 2
5, A AR E BRSNS AR LA L
(iR [l B2 R A T Ge i, SR ILER 7,

F7 HILEEILNS WEEERHEERE
ERPEN 50% vs. 50%  IEAIMEN 25% vs. 75%

IR

n M D n M SD
4% 34 0.11 0.29 28 0.16 0.22
5% 31 022  0.33 28 022 0.6
6 % 27 0.21 0.29 29 020  0.26

DLy [m) 72 B o R AR £, 64T 2(17 B OE Bk -
50% vs. 50%. 25% vs. 75%)<3(4EE: 4 % . 5%,
6 2B Rl 7 22501 . SR LB, AR 35K
MAE, F(2, 166) = 2.82, p = 0.062; {5 E#TE
FHATELZE, F (1, 166) =0.08, p=0.783; 4k
HEIEFPER S EAEA R, F (2, 166) = 1.20, p =
0.303, XutH], 7EmmfE QPR AE mnE R m, 4 % |
5 %M 6 & W LAEARNE B IERR PR S5 T X s i fL
W51 1 5 P PR PR AT RE B AR ]

333 YILEHREESHEEMHEEEENFER
e

B 3.3.1 BZE IR AT, fEIERAYE R 25% vs. 75%
FMUF, 4~6 BYLIERERIESS b, B R
XKL 5| )3 B E AT . it — D e %)
JURHR T LW 5 | ) 3 3 16 VAR AT 72 0 A7 AE
AR 225, DASLAHIR I FL IR 5 | 7 35 1) [nl 7 B ik

KRAEE @4 % M=0.19,SD=0.33;5 % : M=0.26,
SD=0.23;6%: M=0.33,SD=0.17), LME#R KA
AT R B T 25008 o G5 SRR BRI AN A
B3, F2, 82) =2.27, p=0.110, Vi, 7615 E FH#
PR 25% vs. T5%2:ME T, 4 2. 5 2 6 % 4 ) Lxt
T AL 51 T35 s Bt (5 A R AR R
3.4 iFig

SEG 2 1Y H R 5 4~6 2 4 LR SR E(E
TEEE, & DUE B 0w L 5| (k2w D A
RYNER, iR UEBIEFHIEGGRIERR) LR
() o FRATTHEAR B IE AP 150 Sk 1E W 1 A 25 D I
ANEEWFP AT . FEIEMPEASE T, P& B4R
BEFE A3 R S0%HFNE G L% I BB il 4 R o TR
IERHEARE R, mEfLs| & B 75%RHE
B I 25%REIE XTI 4 i A BRI AT FLI 5 |
F1E WIHRHE 75%FFAEXT R ) 4 PR o S5 SR R,
TERIAATE 55, TR IEf A A58 A5, 4 LYY
FEI X E AL G ) R AR . XU,
FEIZSAE T, 2h)LBEdem b A if) 45 B 32 224K 4
SR E B EFL S| ), A RS B IR
X ] GBS B U R4 45 oh gl LR B R
TEBE AR AT 1 AT 9 2 & A {5 BRI 1 T
LG IME B Bk, S5 BAE B ik = AH G AR
LR, 2)UEHE B AU L 5 TR i
PEASAT AR, AT 28 B0 Hh ok o T P 5 | ) 25 B ke
BEHEAFAE

WA, 4~6 % G LAE R MESS T, TCIBTEIER
PEMZE SR, B RAEIERITE AR50 R ¥ A TEAE
EEMGERENFERER, X451 558 1
WA 45 1R A B B PR AR AT AR IS 22 5 R — 3K
T HOX — BLG JE R AT BB R S S8 R X 4
ARG RSN, S2E 1 AT ST B T4l L
SETEAEREA, MYZK 2 T ST B R 4
JLAT BRI S A T o BTS2 TRl L
HAG B A9 5 A AR50, b iS4 L5
PR LIS | 7 AR R B RGPl
A SR G 19 200 IR TE v o %y LA I Y 17 1)
WG, (B4 LR 23 56 TP FHRA & .

SR, TEERIE S, 4~6 % 4 LTEAS [FE
TE R A5 T % i AL 51 g 25 1 e R M A A O
A=, TEIEFTEASE R, 2 LARXAS R L
W51 1 s B L = AR e PR AT o 7R IR 1
ANEFMET, )L REEE AR AL S | 1 (5 B
UL . X —Z5 R SR —8 BELLRHE
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051

L

SRR 1Y VA AT IT AR 58 A MO8 T T L |
1o A5 B IR E SR UL AR G BUYIXT N 1) i 24 FR
B, Z1JLBEREARYE A C 25, WA W H W ok
FKAFAE X R A9y 5 (Jaswal, 2004, 2006; Jaswal &
Markman, 2007). LB, 2 JJLAS P A LI 5] 7
KHNWE SR E R SR A E Y, M2 IEE R
A TE R . LRI B0, 4 2 4h Ll BEE 7E (5 8
PRALF W IERTE . D BEAENET, ERRE Bt
B IR PEAE A (54T IR 4K B8 (Corriveau, Kinzler,
& Harris, 2012; Harris et al., 2012; Ronfard, & Lane,
2017), XKW, 4~6 ¥ G LC ARRUE XS5 B AL
AT R T A B 0 T

W LB, 4 % .5 % H 6 2 g JLIEHEFT 55,
FEIE B AN G S5 00 IR TR AL 5| 07 35 i e B
RERE B X 5L 11, 4~6 5 4 LEEVEFE
55 TN e TET AL 5 | 07 35 1 2 B R A5 AT R B Y AF 0%
ZRAN L8 1 R 2 s T LR 42
FEAE, #))LJCHE R AR 2200 W i 2 5] . 5K
5 2 o, FEIEFHEAESAMT, BT A SRR
255 W, 4 JLREAE AR TR 28 56 1 T & B ) 25
A, Y AE AR AR E SR AL A W 5 44 FR S A Y
BREHEA—ZH], 4~6 5 4))LEEW A —2 £
PR .

4 B

41 H)LIEFMEER RO REE

Bascandziev # Harris (2014)fJWF55 & ¥, 4~5
% 41 JLRE BB AR 4l T AL W 5 | (5 B4R RS P A
P UL P BEBEEAG AT o (HE, 4. 5 % 1B ZAEM R E
55 ORI X R 1 LT | ) B B AR AT
SR HMF R ERAER AT, K IAEAAT R SE AL
HEUR 19 56 TLRR BE 2t R A AT PP E Y . IR A, 22
TREHEN 4. 5 %0958 T THALE H AR5 L EGR
Bli7 BEARBUE N C & Re0% 5 B i LR 7 iy 56 1,
BRERZEREAT 2207 8L ER A
WA SR LR A 25 5, DA B5ORAS [R] 1 5 |
J1 Y LR R B PR A I A O 1), RS AS R
ILE R EBEIEET

T IHBR IR EEE, SEEG 1 EAETE 4~5 Z 4L
XPTAFLA B S| 13 70, SR e e m L 51
7125 5 W10 BROR 2R R S e okt o T TRIRE Y
TG BE G AR AT T80T, 25 R,
MU BRI EREEE, 4 2 5 56 X1
P2 AR R I X = AL S | 7 R B A . X

5 Bascandziev Al Harris (2014)#F 58 45 R I A—
., UL Bascandziev MUMFFTZE R HIRYE T M BHE
HAEX—TORAR R, T ALADRY 38 AR B 4~5
2 8 ) LIHFATIPAN BT, 4~5 4L B ML R
O g T AL G A PR R AT . X UP, AL
ORLIYE B2 53X Bascandziev 45 ABFSEHT 4~5
% 4y JLA R B R e 0 LR 5 | ) R AR AT
SR, S 1 R FLAR I R x4 ) L T T L
W5 | 3 B 3 P A5 AT ) DA RS o
42 #)LiEFEMIEERNER

HE AW IEAE 5 42 40 Lk $EME A5 AT A2 B 25 e
FEAE SR FH ) [R] AN ] 3241 O 9 2% £ (Kinzler et all.,
2011; Bascandziev & Harris, 2014; Bascandziev &
Harris, 2016) 1A~ BiF 5% W)t FH 36 1) 2 5 5 7% (]
FREE B ) 0] PR B i VB[] R 2 2 45 4l LV R
PEAEE AT R PR AR TN, A5 R i
BBEALK T (0.5) B FREE, B4 JLXHE B4R HEE 15
FEAREE . B ARV ) 2 B - RHE ) A Bt 5 90 ] 25 R
B[R] SR AE HEA TR 3 BT I, BR T IAMEAEAE 0.5 1Y 22
s, HAWZ R —2, (HRE, i) S [m R 7EA
& BT ERE SO B IR, TN X R
R AERE LAY B A s T 960 [R) R JEE B [ A 8 i
DU X PR AR AT A AR BE Y B4R o T HL
PEAR AR BT IS T2 25 SR R S5 4 F w2 R A7 7
PR AT, A2RAFTE, W ARl il 22 [H] e
PEAG AT AR E 25 5 o 8 R T 100 [ 2 R ) A 32
AR N bR, S5 AR R ERAE SR
H s 81, B ZEAR B b FATR A 13X W 35
TEVRE PSR AR B A PR AR 6
43 HYILEFEMEENESXEER

W25 R A, LRI PE RS AR TR 552
RU2E S o WTAAT 55 th 4l JLX e T AL 5 | 3 A e 4%
PEAGATFR L 2 TR AT 55 o X AT e R i) IR) 41 55
Hi = PR EAT AR BN R, R4 JLHE
SRR AR PP R B 1 0T 22 i1 SR i, i B
FAESH, LR AR R i T 5 B4t
T AR, BgLE 3 T AR
SCHTINTL, BRRRPE SN, DRI R, 17 PSR
BT R PE U B EE TR P B IR AR i (Pham
& Avnet, 2009). KL, 5157 B R o6 4 RA Az i B A
o370, B LB BEEAS AR & TREPLK T, M5 BIE
WM 50% vs. 50%I BRYE L8, 4 LAY e+
PEAEAEAL T REPLAK P HE R IEFTEN 25% vs.
T5%0 BRVERR BE 5 T, ALk SE T IR R IER
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A AL S| ) AME R IE S X 4l L B AR AR i 52 81

EARE AL 51 13 o BESR T IRIAE 55 4l LAY it
PEAT BETE 2 (12 5 R Wy, TR 4 [RAE 55 i 45 2R 3R
IR A S 5 A i g 2

IR E N, (5 AR WX — e sk i) P B A 4 3
P B 43 A0 45 3 B B 43 (Ellsberg, 1961). H I,
AW FEIN R 8 [ AT: 55 v 4y LA A7 A 40 8 B A 465
17 I i ARG IAFNHIWT . Todorov (2008) 5T
R, PR 4 T AL AT AE BE BTN 51 4 LY
B PEN 2L, Al AE LR A ER, ASATAT L
BA Y. LAk, Oosterhof A Todorov (2009)5%
NHBFFE &I, X AH [R5 46 0 B i T L =, AT
AT AT T L o 205 380 B4 it A7 2 2 LA 15 AT T £L
fers AR, MASAE AT T L H 0o B A T 4 22 1L
{5 AE AL S o (5 AR RO T AT 5 2 BRI,
PRI, A0 2 6T <A 3 —TA P RO, 83 0 1Y)
WA, XA 2 X0 J5 47 R = A2 i (B A,
14, 2010),

H UL, ASBHESEHED, 380 (R 4E 55 b L2 90 3G
By b AR I A2 N v~ W — 5 SR, B B0
Ji B AR —F W 7 AT AE 5 A -7 AR E 1 B PR
iR IR 5 A PR . DU R IR RN . O
PR IR N 2O “HIW R A E 5/, —HJLE
TR AR E AT AR, 07T L5 R RO A 25
ki PSR — Bl X ANMERE AT
I, HS 2 A R — e 2 PR, TR S
SEEEY o BT L, BRAEZE IR AR 55 h 5] & 0 3
B R A A e, H G I B ] 3k Y s g B, i
EFAESAEIEE 2),

AR B — B
ﬁ%—»ﬂ%<i
AEME ——> RIS —> [l

K2 LT AL R O B Tl R B

X — W5, <y mlAT o R BT L X
B OE R X — BT, A ANHE : —
PR — BT, #iol BB, — AT
IR IEL . 75— TR, — B3R BIE 4,
e R BIET T, — ARG, Maik
[IRETT R o AR O BIFSE T LIS 56 b AR Aip 4 S5 ki
ST AR AR
44 H)LEFEMEEINEARES

IR FE ST T 2l LA et D 1 o 43 1 £ A 1 4 i
ER, EREM, SFI 4 E,SF M6 2. 4
L6 X ZETNEER., X8R E5YILETH

W IEFIER RN EREIEGFE R G — B (EE
&, FCHE, FKEE, 2012), 5 2 4l LEEE KKK &
JeFIt AR B P i, AT 4 B A LA S TR
AT A AT BN O A2 B4 2 16 R B 52,
#2515 AR AL Al 5 8 JC ¢ A 2 i UL R
WX ABATT A AL 2 7 A F R e DX A # B ok
F, Aol LaE 2 B B i X r st 2 A s
XTI LA 377 A T IR A 2, X R (EAS 2
BHEMRA— S, Rtanfe 5] S —Fr By 4 J L
R WL E PR AE B RS S EE/ N —1
Kt Ao

WFFEIE PR, 7E Al R [RE B Lo e 5 %
IEAE AL 5] 3 o J5E PR AT e 22 200 T L
TR TERURE, A AN AT A BT S ) AR AT Y
SMRFRE . AN, AR AR, TEARN—4r,
2P FE 1 LR 8 A T LA A2 T T e T 2 b B
5% (Sommer, Hildebrandt, Kunina-Habenicht, Schacht,
& Wilhelm, 2013), Xt 7] G858 £ 1% b 55 #5000
(S AREATEIN G IE
45 NFREREXH)LEFEEEERNE D

S 2 TRV TINVAIE R, BIME S g R
B IEH XL LE SRS B . AR
YLFEA 222 S i R SR X B L, 5
JE I Y WM SR X 3k R PR AR AT O A AR ) IR 52
R IEAl . — B T ONRMEER &R, WE BOIE 1,
JEFHR 2 5N A A7 I MR 2 R X ey B A7
R TR PER, 2L2 20 R A O SEHT it
PEVE(GAT . 280 2 IS RAE L, M 4 53] 6 514
JU, #RAE A H R AE 52 A5 B RS0 M & i AT
PEPEARE KA AN o X Ui LB TR TSR 1y
A, 2B A — 2R, X5 Bascandziev
1 Harris (2016)FIAFFE 45 - FHA—2, MATBESRE
RI, 4~5 %41 LRIIERENEAR 100 2 1Y 52 31 1 L%
SRR o 3K AT B PR PSS B AN TR
AT 5T R T R — B 4 b i 44 Y8 XK
25 2 ) Hgerr i B, PRIk, 2426 By 45
YRR RE (75 )L 3 0 oG i {7 B4R A5 i i 51 )
2, ISR o tAh, SRk 2 X%
Yy s B TERME AT T, 4 b SR TE A M A
BRIEH M, WA TR NS A . X fetd 2R
HA TG RA— SR

B NSRS, 4 Z41LAN 6 2 4L (5 B
TR 5 ) R AR AR R Y o IR — ey A, L
FARWB/D, AR A RE 2% . (HTEAH S
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*# it %514

4 24 LY 6 % 4 LEA [RIFE A5 SO . 7R 15
SR 11 CR B, 50%IERN BT, 4~6 % 4
JLARE A RS i TR A B, 2445 B EAT
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Effects of facial attractiveness and information accuracy on preschoolers' selective trust
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Abstract

The research area on children’s selective trust in testimony was initiated by Harris et al. (2014). Previous
studies had found that knowledge, as a trustworthy source, is conditional. In addition, the certainty of new
information that is decided by the knowledge cues can influence children’s selective trust. Bascandziev and
Harris (2014) found that four- to five-year-old boys in an ask task did not show biased selective trust to an
informant with a high facial attractiveness when they were learning new information. However, the difference in
facial attractiveness was possibly not detected by the children and the children’s age was not controlled.
Therefore, the aim of Experiment 1 was to find the characteristics of selective trust on the basis of facial
attractiveness when children acquire new information. The goal of Experiment 2 was to examine whether
information accuracy or facial attractiveness is the main factor influencing children’s selective trust.

Experiment 1 adopted a 3 (age group: four-, five-, six-year-old children) x 2 (gender: male, female) x 2
(task: ask, endorse) mixed design. A total of 63 four-year-old children (Mage = 54.72 months, SD = 2.06 months,
30 girls) and 66 five-year-old children (Mage= 66.00 months, SD = 1.47 months, 33 girls) were selected from two
kindergartens in Tianjin. In addition, 66 six-year-old children (Mage= 78.12 months, SD = 1.80 months, 30 girls)
were selected from an elementary school in the same city. Experiment 2 adopted a 2 (accuracy of information:
50% vs. 50%, 25% vs. 75%) x 3 (age group: four-, five-, six-year-old children) between-subject design. A total
of 62 four-year-old children (Mage = 54.72 months, SD = 3.17 months, 28 girls) and 59 five-year-old children
(Mgage = 66.48 months, SD = 3.59 months, 27 girls) were selected from two kindergartens in Tianjin. Moreover,
56 six-year-old children (Mage = 78.12 months, SD = 1.80 months, 27 girls) were selected from an elementary
school in the same city. All children in the two experiments participated in ask and endorse tasks using a laptop
computer to selectively trust one of two informants with different levels of facial attractiveness.

The results of Experiment 1 revealed that four- to six-year-old girls and boys show selective trust to
informants with high facial attractiveness in the ask and endorse tasks. Moreover, five-year-old children have
stronger degree of selective trust to informants with high facial attractiveness than four-year-old children. No
difference was found between five- and six-year-old children and between four- and five-year-old children. Girls
were stronger than boys in the ask task, no difference between was found between them in the endorse task. The
results of Experiment 2 revealed that four- to six-year-old children in equal- and unequal-accuracy conditions
show selective trust to informants with high facial attractiveness when they completed ask task. Moreover, no
difference was found among the three age groups on the degree of selective trust to informants with high facial
attractiveness. However, when they completed the endorse task, children in the equal-accuracy condition did not
show any preference to informants with high or low facial attractiveness. By contrast, children in the
unequal-accuracy condition tended to selectively trust informants who had low facial attractiveness but
mentioned more accurate names. However, no difference was found among the three age groups on the degree of
selective trust to informants with low facial attractiveness.

On the basis of these results, this study proposes the following: (1) Girls and boys aged four-six years show
selective trust on the basis of facial attractiveness if the information is deficient. Moreover, girls aged four to six
years are more venerable to social bias factors than boys of the same age range. (2) Four- to six-year-old
children can make rational judgments on the reliability of the information provided by informants if the
information is sufficient.

Key words preschoolers; accuracy of information; facial attractiveness; selective trust; social prejudice





