OFEEHE 2019, Vol. 51, No.12, 1330-1340
Acta Psychologica Sinica

DOI: 10.3724/SP.J.1041.2019.01330
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CHmIT RS, BRGE T EFKS TG0, 6550 EHES0E, M 510006)
Cl AT R gl 35 S A, 70 510006) (HAEREGITIE K220 B2, 70 510631)

B OE ARSI TGN B A BRI AT RENE, LR RIS R S Sh AL 5 X PR
JRYRAOREN o SC 1 VAR B, A BRI G RIR A BIRPTAE LG S0 2 AR A B, BER AR
AREAR, TERER A IR G AR s/, A R A BRI AN 3, S8 3 OSSR AL, Bl St A1
i, AR A TR AR I 2, TR A TR A RO TE AR R, A TR A B, H

APIFAFEIE . WAIE A BIRHA AR 7= A Bl

KR AR, =FUL shil; AR
2SS B84s

1 [a)gg

IR &8 A CHE T -1 5 a2 &M
15 WA 15 W A B4 (Demos, 1960). F 31
FEILSE AL TG TR AR v o R, DARLA ) f
R A IR AE S 35 o B TR IR it B 5 32
TEAE AR, XEEH R THAEE: £—
AR RS R B, ARG SEE A IR O
H A7 B R REE B AR F B AR A O fk
FRAR — W& 0 TR B SRS 5 22 A R & 58 —
ARG R (F ) REE, A RLEO B oy 4E 45 P Fl
X STAF S BIAEFR A 7 BB SR EA T AT
WRORARZS, A ATE O B Qo] 2 533 Fob BE AR A 1 1
S & SR R TH UL A& B 8 JE S SF 7 R S (Mele,
1997).

H T A IR A X N RRR Y, A R IR S

W5 F 4: 2018-10-31

TRX—AET Yy LEABRZHHIEIRAMcKay &
Dennett, 2009). [ 38 2% I A\ SZIE A £ B2 25 0F 50
(Johnson & Fowler, 2011; Kurzban, 2012; Westland
& Shinebourne, 2009; “R#iFN, fEEE, 2,
2016). HHT, OB H FI R R WFFE FEAE = A
J5 T 2T RUR .

B, TESME RS IR R, BT A IR R
1120, S E B Y B S AFTE R A T L BEIESE
U Gur il Sackeim (1979)AAF 5T K& B, Bl 7E N iE
HOAEET, 205 RMRR S 2 B b5 IA
HCO B . Quattrone Fll Tversky HIAF5T(1984)i
A8 S AT B 7 B (1R V% 7K b 2
S, O E T, AR, 4R alss —
UCTE VS 7K rh 2T e ) 3 25 28 1K HUE PR B 2O R 32
TE IR o X — S50 TR J5 22 i F 5T b A 3
T it — 2 WY IE SE (Fernbach, Hagmayer, & Sloman,
2014), Whitson FI Galinsky AT (2008) % L, #%

* URAEW FA SRR = MR E AT H(GD16YXL02), JARA S H A A A KT E, M R R 2019 4R
JE 23R A N IR(2019GZQN 19)FNAE R I 15 A 2 35 AR MBI 8% & 2L 4 1 H (15SK04) B9 Bl

BB 4 VR RS 1R
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TR TGk 58 A e ME B AT S5 AR 5 2 JC B Rk, 25 R A
B 5 HAEBEDL o3 AT IR Mg, 13 JYcHb o T T
ZA B S DL I 0 45 LR . Gebauer,
Goritz, Hofmann F1 Sedikides FJHF5T(2012)3L 8%
G ACEREZEMN, RGN BN i
HAEATIE . S5 R AP, BlAh i i e B
FXN AN ZEAC, AR EZAC
it ZeA N o DI EANTAAEE Z S L B T B3
WomBLg, MRS BRIy H O A IEE, B
B WA e )15 45 (Epley & Whitchurch, 2008;
Gilovich, 2008; Lonngvist, Irlenbusch, & Walkowitz,
2014; Mijovié-Prelec & Prelec, 2010),

B, DR T A IR T R R A A
RIS 2R S T Mele (2010)48 H [ 3RS 7 A= 1Y
PUAS FEZE S5 (D) AR A B — A R A 2 TE A 1Y
(2) A A Kb B 55 30 A R O 8 A G 1) B8 B Al A
it D5 (333 APl L 140 50l S AR A 1 WA A T A 1Y
(4 M T 2 SRR RIS I EE . Michel Al
Newen HJHFFE(2010)IA S —4> [ TSR E-80 H TR
BT A E e B IR AYBIL. Sloman, Fernbach
A1 Hagmayer BYBF5T(2010)% P T A shblsh, A
FIKIRAT R 10T BRI F NI B . Ji4h, iy
WFREARVT T B IR 5200 K2R . 40 Ren S5 UMY
(2018) & B, FI FRAZ M E 7 58 1K T RE 48 ikt O
FRMK By e R AN FI, i e Ak 2 AN 2 T LA AR
M Y 1 TRV

B, DHEEER T AR IR . —T7
1, HIRIRIW AR 2 A R AR R, LRGSR T
HAGFIsERR, A RRz5, kERai /&Y. Erez,
Johnson 1 Judge MYHIF5E(1995)45 H 1H FRIT I RE % 4
TR =4, Surbey Ml McNally A5
(1997) & 45 5y F FRIT I~ 1A TE B S VEREHH . Lopez
Al Fuxjager FUBFFE(2012) I A A B 1A 2 0
B AERAE A C, & HCHESESR,
A 5 v B AE s B A IV 22 1423385045 o Sheridan,
Boman, Mergler 1 Furlong (2015)fHF 5% & B k2%
A AR TE R S FAAAE WA OG . T ) — 7 I,
TR B T k2 2 A5 R B L S DR T A 23 R A
R B9 #5 2% (Von Hippel & Trivers, 2011), Chance,
Norton, Gino 1 Ariely FUBFFE(2011) & L, 4 A FRIK
B AT R T R A, 1 FRIIRA T R KSR R Hh
FETE o AATHERT ST Hh B3R 52 50 2H T2 ) 41 R 52 B
AW, 58 B S A X — 18 2 T — o R
T SEU A 8 — R A T A2, il

WA o PR SE S — RS, FE58 B =4
W o (HE 2 9l s — AN T O R &
%o WORTES AN G 1R Z 01, SR X5
TR RS T R R AL . SRR, SEE
ZH A0 B A I ) T A S A v T 4
T W S 55 20 B K A B 2 S S H
A NRES o MATTHIBRIEGEHE— 20 e B, X el A Fo i
TR A T B R iy, 5256 2H Bl A SR T4 38—k
DA e A5 21 [R5 — R M — A 1 5 43 o 3K RT3 94
FETE Y H 3R IR ST 350 ] T Ak i) R 1 T 22,
TCEARAT T 22 14

TE A0 A PRI A G SRR ST R BB, AN XfE
P G| T RS e, WS T FEE W
TR o A BRI 1 77 AE PR R (L C 2245 21 fig
R, FEEUIITE ST IR A H FIR R 1Y 7™ A= HL
AL S5 ) E GEAR, B, XIE, /22,
2017). R1M7, FH FRIGIRAIL T ] R IR IR B A B %8
ety R . IXAR ATRE S H FRAR IR & EL AR X
— A U 58 4 JEE A G o e BT AAH OGS
M5 HT R, JUTBTA B 5EER 20 T — A~ E 2 ]
AL 1 BRI S E AR T A o 440, Chance
SR IE(2011) & IR AE SE 86 2 A b ¥ i &
BEARRMEF ST TS Nie )1, (2T
S A1 A B R 7 LSRRI R

A E, ST A RIS 1Y B 1l PR R, AR
ERTAEAFHE(SEA, BRI, 2016; Neuber, 2016;
Lynch, 2016), 7 [a] 4B (Intentionalism) A A~ 4
SRR O o XA MATE IR AEAE X 37
WA &, fF 76 7 A 55 9 2% B 3% (Davidson,
2004); 13 2 1) 4 #i5 (Non-Intentionalism)IA i A
FFARRCEITR B O, HE i 22 A RN AR
TR AR o AR AR RR Y R — 0 DL
TG AR &, ANFETERR S R N 30 285 R 45 (Mele,
2010), AMFFTINE, W4 E R RIS, AR RN
T IR T, [ D B IR T AR S X ST
MIAE &, ARARXMERIE SR A O iR HE AR R vk
PRI, AU T RS A O AT R, i JAR AT
et T AC

BT LA B, At — 25 T A
A REAFFEAR B RRTJC R AR =X 18 3R 30 3 1
W AR HE Y (conscious self-deception)f&:F5
AR T BRI AT o8 R T A O R
—AT R XA A TR 1A R O AETE PR T
MfE S ek HIE S A &, BAE s, BEIR
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1 3k 9 (unconscious self-deception) & 5 A
T HIEIRT O HIFARERB A WX —F1R ., X
il E IR RN O RAFTE—ME S, ELHEIE
IR T A, BAREMN, WA AR T
— SRR SR, BN, PR TE BRI B 3 3K
W TP AR BESE, AMACH TR a8 S OB HETT B IR
I (Lu & Chang, 2014; Smith, Trivers, & von Hippel,
2017; Seiffert-Brockmann & Thummes, 2017); 3=
PRI TE H RS T SE R A 3] T — Sk 4
Y Fi(Leslie & Mckay, 2016), {HJ&, XM EA
ORI AR A IR, AT B S
WESE . J34h, BTS2 MR T AR AR E
X, WA RAFLOBIG . AR AEAS 1L [F]—#R1E
FE U 5T —Foc BRI G 0 A5 A7 78 B FIOE 201
e B R A7 Bh T A SR A DR o IE AR ST AT I,
Chance 5 Y HFFT (201 AR AT BEAF7E P AE 20 H 3%
W o T L, A AT R A 2 R Y =X (forward-
looking paradigm), A 5T DA 3¢ T+ 15 FR I B 1) 477
FER 22 K AT Il o1 1 X Gl 3 A7 2 e - T
Z AN A —SORBA I A FIK ) o X TR 19 525077 1%
HA T W BFFE A5 (Chance, Gino, Norton, & Ariely,
2015), AKX AT PG AR — A AP
A, HEHAT TR X o A U e 21 A 3
5 o

i, ARWFSELE Chance 5 ABFSE(2011) 1Y J5 12
AT, A A T S Y 05 s AT RATE [E) — A
S RS P AOAS [ S B Y FRA R . BT R SE T
AR A PRI ) B Al B T A8 =i, 2
SRS SN A4S 3 A BT R T — e 3X
FE S 5 2H B E A X4 3 B9 G i A PRSI ik
&, — R — U A A R A B S, S —
AN IR B RS ST, AR S 4 W
R 3 AU LS 584G 2 T 24 28 ) LK A
GHEIT, AU S H S A 7E A4S 2 1 st
TR A IR B M, oy pol7EilE: 3 1Y
TG O 17X A O BSRE B . IR L2
P 3 BB LS IR 1A 24 SRR
G4 il, AU BORTE PGS 2 1St & Ak
(2 J0 IR B IR, PR TEHRIE B O B SR
O, B R PR A 2 55 s A o) 1
H O RREST o QiR SE g 2H Wl 104 3 1 Tl i 5t
Tl 1A Z )M s s 20800 %
Z) M Z 8], B 18 B 92 56 4H A 4 2
TR FP AN FE TC TR A FRI S, 1M HS A e

R TR, RO A SR R G R A
SRBTRY G, e LA SRS (X5 2) S it
77 gimifl, 8005 3 BTl st i (L T 45
1 AEEMMEREST (RN N A7 JC =R F BRI
B AT SR ORI AN, P 3 B9 TG LSt X
S T 2 B A SRR ST AN SR
S AEDL, IR AR OIS 3 BT RS
BHEEEIAE 1 ERE 2 s, w5t nT UM
HiZaATE I 2 B FAl 2 0 IR A BRI
(5% 1 GHE A IR A B E (55 2 W
LLIT) . SC8 1 I X — T, RPN A R
Sk B I A AFAE B AT BEE

2 SEE 1. PIRRE BRI ATAE AT fiE
PET5E

21 XWHB

TR LI TR TR ERAALERAR
RO A R A TR
22 WMRFAE
221 #ik

165 ZAAERRAAE ABESINT AR SLL, Hrhh
46 N, WORAERTE 17 25 24 B 2 18], SEH4ERE
J20.47 %, HASLRAHA 103 480K, HHdA
62 281 o PR Ry S 20 W] RE AT AE AN B 22 52 1 Bk,
XA AT G LI BEOR, J5 2o T 20 R,
T DA S B 41 i 92 2 Tl . SERR e RS, P
A AR A 5256 v ) 2 IR R AT — 2 I
2.2.2 REHH

SR AR S, B IEE S iE K
L RN AR N, A S M
FART R, BT h i 2 kA
SOREIEEM Y, T LATE R TS 56 g i R A
TR 100 38 F IR, 1k 100 A58 s
Ko SRIG N ERE R E B IR 1T KRR, il
MerP S R E o B RER S E 5k 4. 4
3, FH=MREEE 1. &2 % 3) e H
T Ao AR AR X SR R T 7 4 BiL (123, 231, 312) 0 A T
R =B A g B AR M R, 7EIESE
HHEAT T B 60 A~ ABEALXT =414 i — 17
HATVEZ, DHBIR5r AR e i A7 7 22500 . 45
REM, GBI 2EZR AR E M, =430 +
1.45, My, = 520 + 1.15, My, = 4.40 + 2.18, F(2,
59)=1.87, p > 0.05), XFEH] = AiXE 78 H KA
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S EMERE AR ) W A B AR SE iY o
223 KWigIT

K LR R KPR ] 3 o RS ZKSF 43 5]
F&, W L PRSI AR AR, i
H 1T IEWHATED TiX G A 2, He ™k
MG 2 FE 3 A H WA S mifEild
th, S REBEERA AR, HES55ma e,
224 KWIERF

KRS MR B 5286 T BT AT Bl kA
TE L ) 280 3 TSl e G 1 i s AR P
1K, DABA O 3k 22 ) TG 12 22 Tt sl i & % 7 1 2%
o SLEITIAHT, FEilE Mg 2 A M =y
FERF S H X 2 o AR — 8 DK 2 9k
53 0.5 JTH R T A A e e e A 1, SRS B
KRB s 45 X B ) ek, 3R 4 S 45
R B e e R 2, 7RI 2 FFR 2, &
RIS 2 5106 1 25N, SRI5ZRE
TP Y — TR H, DL A S 50 2 B el i
— A B F IR, g BRGNS 2 eg
TE 28 i R B G AT AL, SRS BT IR ()
FE, MRS 2 5, SRS 58 45 % R )
Fiktt ek, F RIS L PR MG 4 S R S
A RIS 3. EFIAE NG 3 B, BRI
A 3 ATHTTE IR S A, JF BEOR PR
PR e A H %A 3 BE A AR 2 R H 5L
HATHERR TG . X 3 kT od e, AR EEATES
BRI ), Pl =il 28 17 £k,
TR 4 B PR B i . A
B4 3 4340, LGRS ]S 30 #b.
23 #HRETE

R A SEBE 5 6 BT A i B A TR
Je, MM BRTE FHUAG X — R 55 AN DA L T4 i (T Ak
&R 08¢ 141, SEMER 2 A, ¥k A, H
U, IR S 96 2H v A i A 28 W s il . IR
UEPE AR RE ARG 4, W& T 3RS M, T
A, =GR e 4 UL B, BTL
B 1 MG T 4 sk T Be A i B &
o XY I bR I AR R A RS A T R OB LA B,
LR 26 Ao Hi5b, MR S22 1048 2 gk Tk
B 1SR, O =B ER RSN, R
AR WA B R 2 BRI s S A
EZME 1 ks, ARV A T BB R It
1 M AMEERE, FEBARFEA TR
weit, BR8N Bt ATEZ ST Y S 50 2H 1

it 67 A, 4 62 A

Xop i 2 AL AR A 1 ISR, & 2
(A RS AR R S, DA K3 3 B A R G T
GEitor T, TEANZERILE 1o AU MSIAEA
K50 >R A Cohen 1 7 BEA T HAC R 2 d, FoxHEE
7t #6565 % ] Morris Fil DeShon B 75 F2 34 33508
ido dEHN 0.2 BFRUR /N, 0.5 B H14E, 0.8 B
FKCFR). MWFEHRTTLLE B APENE 1 AL
WG BEES, LRHAPILE 1 IS i
TR, 1(127)=9.27, p < 0.001, d = 1.64, %A
SRV LI AP A A REN T, ME TE
o XTSI A A LB 2 BT SR AT 43
Mk B, PRWERTES: 2 AU Rt b o o 3
Z5 1(127) = 1.50, p > 0.05, X445 52 WA P 2H p
KA FESK A . & 2 AL LS B & 3,
WY A 2 T R Sih B 2R, LA
A BSR4 ) Al S, 1(127) = 3.43,
p <0.001,d=0.60, XANZEHRFENY], S5 HP AN
eS| PR TESE, [FRE Qa5 %
ZIE SR NBE T, N A CES NS 2
R RS AT S . X — 45 5 Chance %5 A (2011)
IBIFFE 4 SR — 30

FT 1 FWPEHT BRI KSR FAT G KSR (M + SD)
B B 10K H2Ef B2k & 3 Bl
P4 556+1.55 5.53+138 539+1.51 5.53+1.21
SCEGZH 8.03+1.47 634+1.31 4.99+1.52 5.63+1.28

R TR 2 WAL R A TC TR A IR
B A R A BRI, WS AR T T
— 4T, LR 3 AL AE R 54 1
WG 2 WS T L8 o 25 2R 40 #T R 3,
& 3 Il RS T 2 IS (1(66) =
3.34, p < 0.001, d = 0.41), 1fij HIic K T3 1 f
SR (1(66) = 10.77, p < 0.001, d = 1.32), X545 F
LW 3 WIS SR T4 1 IS G 2
ARGt Z 18] o AR SRR, X R
2 B GTHE AT WAL I, AAUFEAE TG H FR R
M A E A B A IR

KT 2501 S A P AR TR 2 B
E KNP W-S N EE . E P =S N E 34
B, ASBIFSE0 S92 50 2H B il i BCdE A T kST 4y
Bro 38K RS 3 BT S 545 1 MG 2
LG BT E, AR 3 B U ik
SRR 1 ISR, B AFRAT AT A Mz gl ik



1334 N H

L

951 %

FEA 2 P TUAL B 0 TR H IR a2 wilE
3 MR GRS 2 ISR, 54 AT LAHE ST
IZAAAE A 2 W TS A TR A FRR # . X T
T E R, B 3 Bl S 54 1 e
SRS 2 I R S A IR S A [R) (P 35 R ), IR
ZIXEWORTCIE G A2 e TP — b B FRI S 2, P
DI S AN N A G S50 AT, A5 R AL R % b
W9 M. mASLEA I 58 Ml AT —2 05
Bro MRHEX —prifE, ks 16 ARTTEIR AN
B, 42 NJEA R H IR, TR Rmm g R_ L
#2,

%* 2 BREREBRLRE=MINEHIORESFMG

&R (M + SD)

FAM A B B2 BN B2 B3 WU
TR

EEiR e

16 7.13+£1.02 7.31+£1.20 5.06+1.53 7.06 £1.18

42 8.64+1.37 6.05+1.29 5.14+1.54 5.14+1.00

MR 2 ] DU, AR A IR Y Al
BRGNS 111 B B4 246 2 19 TRLAK B AN BT T B,
R B 3 I TRUAL BT 4 2 B ELSE R GT ThiC
IR A IR 5 2 FE 3 B UG S — B
B 1 ESER ST XA ZE A6 JC R B 3R IR 1
AR B IRIRIR R XA R T Chance
S5 NHFFE(2011) Hh & B R A6 2 Jah T4 86 P 04 Hip
BT, LR APAAES 2 AL ST EARR B
Tl . Xl ReE M il kA T RE R AR
R, WA TR A C R BUG SE, RIR S IR
YRR SR, MAAT S BRO7E A Ak 4% b
TP il 4 ) B4R -

AR ARIMRIRE 1S 2 AL RS 3 RIK
BRArohWe? Tt R 2 doA B A RIS 2 1Y
oA B ANk 4 il LA & BR, S sl St 3t v T
MR MG, 1(41) =2.85,p < 0.01,d = 0.47, X4
T, AR A IR IR 0 S O T HFRIR IR 1T
o EEFEENRE, AERARKREES 1 K
g ik s T IO R I A IR IR 1 SR, ¢(56) =
4.01, p <0.001, d = 1.26; MFHL L, AR ESL
BE 2R X — S MNEH B RS 2 MR
SR B T LATESE, PRI 2 A SEPR S ]
WA B35, 1(56) =0.18, p > 0.05, X 45 R UL,
AREHARKIRE LR IR AR E eSS L ME
THEZWER . AR A IR R AT GE ek A
HEREREemAACHE TERNFET, KA

fild T RZMWEZRE, UBMEZZWIT e
NGRS, MR IR B IR IRE R T
DEINER, WMBEZEMEAME SR ZRLEAA
A AR RS ], B DA THE R B2 S
iFHE . iX 5 Sloman %5 A FHF5T(2010) & B 3& K
YR AE A b BRI i 25— By . BRI AN
50138 T HT AR S5 e 10 S8R, (ARG HE TR
AT ASE R S5 T o i HLSEE 1 56 T I HE
X PP 2 TR IR 1 5 i R — R, o T
— 25 45 B DA P ASOR 2 o R RO =X B R e L A
S BRI, SR 2 F B R A D RO
TR B X 3K — ] LA TR T

30 SCH 20 DOHIBERIT R B FH
i ) 52 M)

31 KIEHM

2 SN HISR AR FE 1 /N R T B IR AR R
EEFE € TibE A T
32 WRF&E
3.2 #ik

100 AIERR2AE ARSI T AL, Hf 5
L4550 N, AERAT 17 23 25 B 200, SE RS
9 20.61 % . PRI R4 50 Ak
322 EIGMRY

B0 2 SRS E 1 M SRR, A
i, L2 WK 1 NI AE.
323 EWEit

SEHS 2 SR A R GBI R RS K vs/N)#E
BB o DA & 38 X VR B T o0 1 B 4%
FREE; WEMEE H O A 128 R W I\ SO R
ANy RZIR o AT RR B A DR/l o ) A 2
FHARF R B 2Ok 51 & o TEINFIBORIRR /NI 2%
R, B 1 P28 LB S T 20 2 A U
T, WO S AR AT T, XA
ERIN ERENS NI B E A O R RME T
bax SISITIPOR k=g e SNPINSIE R N I 51!
BOIRRBE KSR, BRMWEI TS558 1M
[F, B 1 MAERDIES EMERE T, X
WIRA G BRNEE.

kT U8 UE 25 5 E A8 37 6 DA B P B AR
Bk, WAEHEIT 60 49 Bl 4 31 1E Sz AN 3] 57
A rp, Fig BE S0 — B4 3 AR L 5 N 3k 4 B
B, FER AR T H RIS — 0y o id 4 [nl 5 R A
SAEAEWAEHE . ()RS EERNE T T
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27 BRI (2) FJ7 I S48 R fife ke 2] 11
WA 2D GERBARR 0, A — S
1, A—EfWB 2, AR 3, AIRKHED 4, 4F
WA S) . #olEIX B WIEN TS RS, 31
otk H ¥ mEm M a1,

60 B A 58 il T BRI B IS | SR 2,
RN, 2% IE S AR S 2 i e e ik g
ZERARRE#58) =031, p=0.75 M ¢ -7.36 £ 1.63;
Mgs = 7.50 + 1.68), X5 AISLE— A4 il 41
AT LRI, WA T8 % MG A
EE R R, 60 MPAHIER S T F A MESR,; M
T8 22 X i A A 1) 5 B R B T 24 i 25 2R U
PR 2 AR A R RN 2% B 2R B VE A,
RIARIAMIE T4, 4RZEA A H R TE 1
PIN o (HEAM BT, B8 IE A AR KA
RIS BIVE I (1(58) = 2.98, p < 0.01; M ¢ = 0.47
+=0.63; My =0.97 £ 0.67), 3% N4k5 5108 B & 4
SRR A A RN IR LR, E
i RN 2B 2 X RS 2 S BIVE FH o AR DA TSR] 4
78 S, DN HURSORA M 48 4 a0 A B A7 Ry 1 ok 258
JE o PRI, 25 2 S AH 25 58 1 37 20 B o S0 AR
PETE /N H R, ASBIFSE 38 i 22 58 S 9 U7 XA
ILR iR e AN O SR g
324 ZWIERF

SEEG 2 55 1 RT3, WOR R EAR S
MR, =AM AR S SR 1 AR e e —
H, 5 FiE s e FRE, S0 2 SRS S5 1
AR RN 22 il 7 =X, A i 7E 5 sl ik A i 24 At
%) TE A A5 R4S AH I T
33 #ER5itiE

SN T S8 T e [ e i Ll B = ol |
FRASAEL TS itk 3 N, b 2 Ak A UV
FREER 5. SRIG, MR P 2 il b B8 AR B 1)
K29 A, Hop 15 Ak A IAHER AR B K SR i
LR R B ORISR R B /N P AS 45 1 T A B B
3k 33 AHT35 N, RS R 3.

x3 BAIMFEHT=ZHNKMERWM £ SD)

PR . B, A DA S S ALY
WEHEAT T 08, G5 AP, VAR /N
BUF, 4 3 TG S 2 3 R T 2 IR
4%, 1(34) = 1.94, p = 0.06, d = 0.36; i B FLTH 1
FIVEBE IR %5, 1(34) = 11.04, p < 0.001, d = 1.88., [AIKE,
INHIBO R B RSO, & 3 BTN LS i 35
T34 2 MR R SR, 1(32) = 3.87, p < 0.001, d = 0.68;
R FLT 5 1 MR RS, «(32) = 6.81, p < 0.001,
d = 1.100 XDEERBI G 1 SCUH 145 18
FAH R o X R B SL5G 2 TP ICI A AR AR B 1 K/,
PR 2 B B A A B S TC R PIRE C
GOREE R 4C 8

R 2 PG AL, AN [RIRR BE DA AR
AT FIE R A RO AL, SR T 558 1
FM 2T RFERAS 3 MBS 546 1
(VR B SR 30T 38 S 5 4 2 A9 S PR i B 4230 X — e
YR W U2 JC BRSO A BRI A RIS 7
XFFA TP Z R U AT — 25 095087, A
B R /N AR 4 NBRIBR, AR B K
MIALAT 3 NBEAIBR o AR XA PR v B e A5t P 4%
PR JCRR B TR A TR A BRI R B, T
R 4. XA AT IIA B ES, RORE A
T Phi p(w), w fH/NF 0.1 BFUCHRCER E/D, 0.3
AP AE, 0.5 ERUARD XA KT EEIRAAE
B AR AL AT R R 2B, A A
PE R A JERR A FRIRIR A0 = 2 (o (1) = 6.35,
p<0.05, w=0.26), FHOMIFEREE K HLABORIRR B /NS
O ATE 2RI A RIRIRH . WA TR R
WA TR 0 N BB A TE B 22 R0 = 4.03,
p<0.05, w=0.21), BRI Z THOMIFEEE /)N
SN A R A TRIGORE BB D X4
HRW, BORIRREE R/ NRESZ I T 0 R A TR
B, G2 T A IR A IR A SO R Y
REAG, TR A FRIUR i A B b, i R
EEEET TP ETE S DI

x4 MIFHTEIMERNAL
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Abstract

Academia has a long discussion of self-deception. Self-deception provides fertile ground for research in
biology, philosophy, and psychology. Philosophers theoretically discuss the possibility and conditions of the
existence of self-deception. Biologists study the applicability of the self-deception from the evolutionary
perspective. Psychologists want to provide empirical evidence for the existence of self-deception. Nevertheless,
the presentation of self-deception remains controversial. Therefore, an empirical study of self-deception with
direct evidence is required to tackle the existence of self-deception. A large number of studies have investigated
the existence of self-deception. The results showed that motivation, external or internal, and cognitive vagueness
are the triggers of the existence of self-deception. However, it remains unknown whether self-deceived people
believe in their own deception interacts with the effect of cognitive vagueness and motivation on self-deception.

In this paper, we investigate whether self-deceived people believe in their own deception influences the
self-deception and moderates the effect of cognitive vagueness and motivation on self-deception. We further
propose two forms of self-deception: unconscious and conscious self-deception, where those unconscious
self-deceived people believe in their own deception while those conscious self-deceived people do not. As
cognitive vagueness and motivation have different effects on the two forms of self-deception, we further
investigate whether the two forms of self-deception share the same processing mechanisms.

Following the research paradigm of Chance et al. (2011), we investigated the above hypotheses in three
experiments. In Experiment 1, we improved the research paradigm used by Chance et al. (2011), and we showed
that self-deception could be categorized as conscious self-deception and unconscious self-deception. Experiment
2 showed that cognitive vagueness positively and negatively associated with unconscious and conscious
self-deception respectively. Experiment 3 illustrated that motivation increased the conscious self-deception, but
had no impact on unconscious self-deception. The diverse effects of motivation and cognitive vagueness on the
unconscious and conscious self-deception suggest that two forms of self-deception are driven by different
processing mechanisms.

Key words self-deception; conscious; motivation; cognitive vagueness





