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B PR B JE A BTN, bR AR e — P R A A A, 321 SPSS 20.0 Ff kX4 EA T o
Mr, K BUOF JEASBEX PR A TN ARG, 7 i 25 Bl i A0 P R SR A B 0 Hh A id 52 2
PSR RIS FISS SRR TR o 2P T 25 B RN SR R A RS ANE R 2 V™ A= 2w, ANBf 2 MRS SRAUN X DR e
FIFIEAN ™ AR, T ANERE PR 73 B AL, 87 i 25 AN PR IR XK X RS R I FRIEAN ™ A A L i S g 0L
FARER . P SR, FHECT RS INMEART-, bRk RE K-, 2 i 285 B8 T AN M 5
Ja ABATN T AR, 2HARATFIE A5 SR, AREL T o SR RSP, (RO SR IR BN, o8 I 2SR A

B PEXT R A PP AR

KA IR, SR, WHIAKRT, RHELE, AT

SFES  B849: (91
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1.1 [E@EREH

e S SO KA, ARAE. N,
NATTHE MG 3 4 B 7T 68 5 0 H s HUR B0 HL 23
o, RETEE . Sl BFEL, AR X R
H SR IR S 2 PR o 7 & 25 (Ambivalent
Attitude) & F8 44X H—F13 B bk [7] B AE AR A
T B9 PFEHr (Priester & Petty, 1996), R4 X} tesE H
PRAFAET TG A RE A, HF Z oo b iy A B AE
O 2 A U A 2 T AR A S R AR A Y, T I
A BEAE PR R 0 25 S WY B b M AR AE vh AR T4
B (Rothman et al., 2017), BIRE B VR EZHTJE S
FEXTAMARAE B8R ST M 3R 17 0 7= 2R R,
B P JFG 265 3 X6 e S I O BB (340 1 R A ) R 5 i
HIJZARHN1Y , Reich Fl Wheeler (2016) 5 9K [A] 5245 15)

R H 39 2020-10-22

T XA, EAIFSESE S Kk B ST T
PR AS 3, 1T RS R At AT T 26 32 6 et ol
WE BRI G S S LR B R X ik H AR
JE A B H A A P I K F- 19 22 5 (van Harreveld
et al., 2009), MHEIAFIL IS, Peifd fERENS TS
Bor & A BEA PR D> ph g S, DT 3 07 i 28 B %
PR E F R IEA B — SR 25 28

P3R5 O B A2 B A R P 3 5 B2 1) 5% 1 (Engel
et al., 1978), U1 JE A MUK G A LI 5
AN SR A PSR B BE RS . TR S, X4l R
(I PEA R D3R v (R S A R D3R A 45 XTI S
BT T ), PR 2 AR AR R AR HERT, RIIE
T 671 TR 445 SR S A, AR 7 A A X O 1 AU B
D IRFAT RS R @A, BRI, 2014), ATH#fERLS
TN XSG A BRI I B AN T
SRR B B A S /N T A 5 SR 7 A ) T R
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AT AR RIROR, X2 T RN E g
BT 25 N X R A5 R AZ e e, S RS IE
()T 25 R 5, ASH 2 AR AT 358/ 1 1E (7)) T /%
Z(van Dijk & Zeelenberg, 2003). 45 R AHE M
AEXT YR BAR S BT ERRTE . A, TIE
AR 2 BOH = 1Y A BN B DT AT B R AR
PR RenS 2 A WS & IS B YRS O
JE AN 2 B AR ST, TGS B A R MRS S T e A
T JEVE o AARXS B — B I RR 1) 5 5 B (a—k)
FFASTE i) X 3 o 32 0028 I A 3R T DA T (BRI, AR,
2013), MRS R RIS, SEMEE RN AE
SRR I TR AR, P A B RN A B T Y O R
DRI IR SS e, BEAMIRUESE T8E HARKA
— S5 S M S e O i A R R A R R G
R, MAERINESE —BHEEEHE . BFEAT

M — B, HMEREERE, OF AR AR A

IS E A i, P S A A 5 A, I35
7 JG A5 X 2 B 5 R 1 SUEE A FH (Jonas et al., 2000
Jiang et al., 2016) . A< 3C 5| AP RME KR AEA—
BUE BRI EMER . EUORIESE T, & . RISE R
MK AR TR T RE AR RS — B A
gE SEOP RSB AT R EEH . IR
PRI XE 7K 7 1T fig 23 5% W 8 & 2 B FUAS Bff 2 P 1) 6
F, AW G 25 B PR s H IR TEN Y
KR

P, AWFIE R T USRI A B B,
JE& A E AN E R S A RIFI R,
If ik — 25 23 B A6 X 4> 52 ) 3k B A9 S P AN B B
TSR PRI XE 7K P gl SR80 43 0 B ke i R 1 VE T . o7
JE5 A BE T 43 Sk 2 P I A B RN WP e A5 B 2K,
AR JEARE, RIEH TEWT &SR
TE BRI 5 A5 AH X B S E (Priester & Petty, 1996).
AW G R UE I B T 0 JE A E X UK 5 B RN
FIFEIE, #NFE T 08 J& 25 B X6 Do I O BUEZ AR 5T
B, R T P i A E AR U R A R SR S AR
WivE 1P JEAS AR A RO SR 0 A A
WFFE L8, BE 9577 G A 5 ] 5 B AN AR — a2 i e
SRS, A AT ) 25 2 TR SR AT B A T
FREERANE = PR e AR
12 BERET=MEIE
121 FESEXNREKEBRITENEIZME

00 J& A5 BE SR AR X — A B bR & AR ] B A7 R R
A AT AR B PEA, B[] B H 30 9 ol (RRURR R T B ) 2
BE RO JE Z5EE (Kaplan, 1972), XA Z 0k 9 25 5 mf

TR A RN FEIS B ()RR AL, T — SR X
vy JEXSE AR B WAATE T ESE . TIES
FEALFE PR ZEAL . WP JE MW G o 2 0F
TR A — B S SEPRAEAE, 38 43 0 I
P I T A A, SR A KB
ARG, T GRS ARAEAE TN wh o IR 5,
AopoE . RE Pk ST R — R IR S Rk, Gl
Ik T4 ) [ A 2 O b S R 8 ) o O R R R A T
w . EMFJE 2 — M & F J& (Experienced
Ambivalence), & W ¥ J& /& #& T 2 XX A I =
(Formula-Based Measure), 72 300 J& [T AR &,
TR B o HL A M X B 5 M (Priester & Petty,
1996), Jonas Z5(2000)IA kAN H AR B DA
FHAR PP A7, 5N AL, H AR AR
Ty TR A, BARA R TS, (HIGE 3
W i 75 B IR A2 A1

H IR A8 X A O AR — BT, B
FRARAE HEAT I £ (Reich & Wheeler, 2016), [ 14T
HEIRARAK R, 23 3 RMERESZ (Feeling of
Self-Worth)AY 3 i (Brown et al., 2001), tAF12 JH
WA E 517 R B —B 2 S EOAEFIE R, H
BEAEA, 2R EE AT A — B S 30 P T S
b NSRS E (AR, R, 2018), 4™
AN SRAR SR I, 237 AR Bl A R e 52 1 Bl AL
(Soutar & Sweeney, 2016), il [7] TR HUfT s ERAK F
B Y2 8 (Koller & Salzberger, 2007), TE4T MY
Ja SRR B, 25 W0 i 285 B 0 3 08 I A5 B 1
KBRS B HETE  (Armitage & Arden, 2007; Nohlen
et al., 2016), TEMIGZEFERT, oG, FEA
B, U5 O FRAR S 1 i 45 S (Sawicki et al., 2013),
H 2520 JE A AR R, AR T o JE S BN
AU AN JE& /K SF-(van Harreveld et al., 2009), de Liver
SE(2007)UESE AL Tl 4, oF i A B B Tk
G I B 2 FAK . Forster Fll Higgins (2005)f#
R T XA ISR AR, A TE DRSS A T o
H A A AT 1) A LR 8 o A 62 I 7 A 5], AR T
ATE N, RS TR S BV . T R
JE SO R AT e R, AR OCER M
70 JE S BT RR fE B RPN B R e, DA X Rk H
PRAFTEA —BOFM 09/, Pesk it 12 5 808 T8I Y
AL, A B PSR a3 FRITAN

P FRAT T R
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122 REEEKFEMERINITFESEFMR
KEBREMHZI

AN MR A R AS B8 T R o B ) — A &7
TR A (Grant & Tybout, 2008), Reich il Wheeler
(2016)UESE T 45 A & XTIk 5 A FAITEAN (52
M, A 25 SR & P (Outcome  Uncertainty) & A~
B MR B — FhORUE, 2 XK B b R 15 R R
(Gain or Loss) AU, J& AR HLH (Risky Choice)
MBI FE R R o 57— NI M R ke TR AR X e 3
H AR B RSB P o AR S X R AR rh 25 ik
511 J& PEA A (Attributes Trade-Off) P g T3 H R,
MR VEIAT 7R 2 4 JE MR Hoh g i, Heik HbR
AN 22 P B =5 (Atttribute-Weight Uncertainty) (Kahn
& Meyer, 1991), AN PRI B bR 075 B0 E P
A5 4 RN E AR R H AR R A E T . 2
BEB 0 MR AR AR B C T REAS BE Y — S AR %
B (Mcgraw et al., 2003). 2% By & P — 8 1 1h) n)
NATTXT Bl R 285 B2 0 R BT BSOS R B, Bl FR A
Wr 1E B 5 A5 09 E o R B JE AT I & (Visser et al.,
2004), HAMRAS E PSR B A5 R RS B AR B
ELEF, A P S H A i 25 B FA W A7 72 A 1 E
P o ARG 38 I — e A AN Aff o 1 ) g =
X PR H AR S BT 8 Pk, AN E PR 5 PR
M)A 5O AHER R, AR B AT 7 A 5 e
(Krosnick & Petty, 1995),

AR e/ IME T AR A SR 7 A 0 T AR e 1Y) 2
ML, AR ShHL T2 H TR MG 197 4= (Alicke
& Sedikides, 2009), 4 I & HK M (Self-Affirmation)
FPFATEIEM (Defensive Pessimism)%: . ASHf & Pk
WIEE T A RO HIROR o 85 A PR
45 SR I B 45 2R 2% A2 7 AR I i 2800 (van: Dijk
& Zeelenberg, 2006), X HEHR A AN & P B 7 B 2L
¥ (Disjunction Effect), FHE &R, MMEK
/D IETF N 2 A7 S il 28 P 9K (van Dijk & Zeelenberg,
2003), [ B 35 20 56 T I AR CRRAR ) 285 SR ™ A T Al (FR
)% 45 (van Dijk & Zeelenberg, 2006). 3 It AS ¥ i
FE, AWEMEPE T T AR R s A VRN Y
KFR o MR IE ISR, AHE R S A A
b B BB AZ (AR DR 5 F 3RV ); 3015 11
T 25 JE B, AN P A v A R A T D B I AR R 7
BE B sR 5 H IR ) . Reich Fl Wheeler (2016)
filRE T A5 RANHE PR A FRARIHLE], TESEAARTE
A EETE B R R 2 RS EAE S —F H K
PRI, S5 RBME T ESE MRS A&

VMBS R o SRS ZWE AT E TG BE i, 76 A3
TTUCRRT, XUk Bhs i 7 JE SR SR EA B
TARBIME R 2 XU BAR 7 JE A A 4R
P4 FH 52 B2 B AN B M A R T

XI5 A — PR DOB AT B IR,
| e AN 3 B B2 (Newby-Clark et al., 2002), H4E
AR HNS, 7 E S AN AT E N R
ZHRE 0 A SRS, O I A R A B SR (R 245 4
FE AR, TS BE A M 0 DR S B R R T 25 AR 4 A
(Howe & Krosnick, 2017), B4 58 & B X o3k H
b 14 wp 5E PE A 72 A AN B E M (Lipshitz &  Strauss,
1997) . 5 FIGEIR e $%(Sincoff, 1990) 1Y {7 i 45 5
SR, 7 JE 25 B X 0 1k b 1 B 7™ AR B I 5 2R
X JE S EE A WA N RV Sh AL, AR 2
—HME(E B R EUS B3 (Clark et al., 2008), [A]H,
7 JE A BEAS G 3 R G AAF B X vh 58 P g
TP Ja, B v 10 2 3 o 3 o e SRt e P B A
&0 42 1E T 520 (Krosnick & Petty, 1995), 3
JE—EE G BA (AL 5, 2020)FAS AT —5
P AR 45 5 (Sengupta & Johar, 2002), I, F )& 4
JEERT AN 2 P %) 52 1 17 7% 1 3R e AL RN X 2
VA S5, 7 5 A5 B 15 5 BUS B 2 1k 1 3 g,
e Tk N wh 9 2 75 BB 65 i T (Jiang et al., 2016).

TR SR TR ME 7K T 2 8 70 28 15 4 v D SR 9 T . B
FRIME Y 3= WA J 7K - (Hanselmann & Tanner, 2008),
e SR TR XEE 7K ST P 000 — 0 e 2 9 1) A AR X e
5 RIMEZK S 9 32 WA %1 (Zhang & Mittal, 2005), 2
IR RIMEA P32 BIE R FRAE . D NHPUK- R R
P, JF 3o mlahE | JE M. RVIEHAE BEAE
J5i :(Anderson, 2003). H TA /DA F 5 i AL,
M FARHF G SR, &7 &S AR YR B AR
W2 HNAISS T, (HIAESS SR 3R GBS B
PEIG TR o = A B AR RIS T bR G R,
AR BRI PR AT, RSB A
FERAR, A TR LR, X R R E
HAMG O, S IRORET, WRE,
2013) 1H 215 7 J 245 B 35 A 3 e IR DR 3R IR ME 7K,
B EABEXS B AR S i T8 A, N e
Ham, ASBERRE PEREAR . P S BRI R PR
— AN, AL A2 B R RME AT 1520, A
B 1R DO DRIHE AT, AP A = SO DR 55 R 3 7K P A
AR E . SRR, SR R KT
B, 7 JE A BE X AN o M= A SAE A PR R
MEACT AL, OF J 25 B X AN s M e A 1 TR

P /N
Es
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LEE AT E RN RN, AU T —A
XL B A TSR (N1 1) ERE R, 7 I 25
RT1ER SR TR R AR X6 AN 52 A7 R S BN, AN SE
PEANZE R XS R A FIEO = A S RN .

HBLIE T4 SR, AN P A D B

B GTET 2 RN, AN P A T T A
%o NI, SHHBLERETE, AR R XK -5
r N, TS S A B R R ETE, RS
FBR P ™ A T, 5 BLIE AR, MRS
SRR S BARIS, 7 T A B A BAR A A E
P, XFPE R A IR IR 5 B
SR, R NSRSy, o A E A

B BT ENE, XSS A AT A IE TR

MR, R R KRR, o a2
FEA BRI A ENE, XTHRJE B FIPH ™= LE 7
M YR FAT R B -

AR G
K- LGy

WG

FE ' Nl )
HEIFH

Bl1 B AA

Y

ik 20 oF JE AR i AN E PR iR IR SRS H
FRPEH (14 P o i i 52 B R 3 DR A 7K F- 125 SR 28
FROTRITY o 25 H B AE T A5 R, DR RIYE K P8I (vs.
PR R ME A B ) A AR, 7 J 25 B i A E
X PR IG A PPN P A IE ) R 24 B T A 2R
B, P 5 PRI K P45 78 (vs. RS TR HE 7K P 28841 ) A
TR, 7 8 S B A AN E PEXT R RS A BT AR
TE TS0

ARWFFEAETE 1 5 5256 2 rPRE oy S &
R, AR RSB | ERSRE PRI X 7P 25 2R A% A ot
PR H PP AR o SCE 3 aE I X AN E PR
DR, 56 UEAN B 5 1R R4S SR B89 58 ELA TR b5
Je FV RPN BOSEME | 2 T 25 3 AR SR IR XE 7K P 1 52
HARHIR AN E VR BRI . AN E PR T AR T
KEGUESEE 1, 525 2 hAFEIRER .

2 S 1. RS VRN
PSR IR X PRSI H F PR
iBp Al

21 WX REDEIFEEENHM
5 0 S 0 745 2 e o o

etk — A 129 BHHRS5 T AR SLE,
A WO TE RS 3 L b 58 T A AT 55 o FRATTE 48
Jiang 48 (2016)WF5T, HEREAHL N SLM k), 38 i
X AFAIL & P I A AR R T A B 1 AT O i A
BN, B e, W EOR R — FOR HE Ay AH BL
JVC3500, 5 H Ath P9 3 [F] A A7 A5 HL (MVX25  Fi
MX350E)#H kb, JVC3500 7E A =i @ (R K, B
FhBt, EnmA - marECER, Bz,
5, BURPASIEAAIML TVC3500 B9 E L BF
AR FWOPJE 6 & 2R B oF 4 Xt
JVC3500 By W7 J& 7K - (Jm] i A5 1 T A0 7 T Y 1
Brs A BRI B A 4 S B AN E 1Y)
M LGERARTFE)E 98 AT )BT 48, BT
KRAFEIHIREAZ B F &P J& A AL & WA ) A
HZ & IVC3500 1y 6k i3, 10 200 P 5, X T
JVC3500 My EARFEQH AR 7 #7745 . H% ik
JVC3500 BUPLAL, TZMg B, X JVC3500 11E
AP E R T D #EAT4T 4, M 1 GBS
SERANIE] 11 AEF 23T ), BRI
O 71 T B IF T ARRAE A9 Bz iR B, 7540l A 5K
845 (Priester & Petty, 1996), 5 =, ZRHK
DRSRRA WSE ™ o SR DU, BERPE B P %t
JVC3500 M. BEWA ESRE

TR AFCIEEA t K25, X P a7 i 3
B IGSEHAT o, SRR, MR TUORHTE
WP JEASBE(M = 4.77, SD = 2.22), Ye3E)G WA JE
BHEM =429, D = 1.97) i EFEAK(t(128) = 2.96, p =
0.004, d’ = 0.23, 95% CI = [0.15, 0.78]), 1M PKATH
W JESEEM = 6.51, SD = 3.66) K5 B WF G
BEM=6.15, D =443 KA NELS, p=0.179,
22 IEXNKE: P milEhitE

SEHS 1R H PSRRI T A B Y SR RON DL S
R TR XE 7K ST 1 45 SR X 7 i A PSR Je B 3R
VR B SE M o A S0l FH R 22 BE B AR R S 3015 55t
LN SRR SE AT PR R P JE A B H RN
% (Reich & Wheeler, 2016),
23 WiIEXKRE

SIS 1M 2 (B BT JE AR P JE) x 2 (R bk
TR AR PRI RIXE) > 2 (I T 45 2R/ T 45 50 HY 41
B BETE, s B RIEM A E AR R, 8 1 R
Gpower 3.1, 7E B E MK a=0.05 H AP EERN(f=
0.25)F, FMILE] 80%4¢E i1 1K) BAEA i 2
R 211 %o — AR 434 BB 5 T AR
5, BT e RS B L b g UM A AR S5 . B R,
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BORBESR B LA TS, IR E SR 3
MG b LTy, 7 — RS TR, &k
R T AR R AR AE B I R) X I IR SR AT T,
R IRAEEAI UG X T R22 B A ife f Aes Tx be .
FA A HbEAH . Sl SR TR
i LA . PIIT R, AT K2 B,
KEE A WADYERERAL, P4 B 22 (SR 1),

X1 FBERKEILE

£ KA K= B
Hev s A # 5000~9000 4000~6000
ol % 87% 93%
2RI T —2% 2
SRR (B 5 43) 4.4 4.8

SRIG, BESRAAE P BT R 2 h e B LB K%,
Z: M8 Chernev (2006)[HF5%, BLRPIAPEMiZH R
TR BIMERE, AMEM 1 ARF R E] 9 CEH RXE),
B 8K 3R B Bl e SR TR 1) R sz iR B . S IR
Zemborain A1 Johar (2007) 89 W 5% A% 52 56 S 0L 3R A
MEZKFRT 5 (P ALBO S 538 B0E A “im PR
MEAKSEHIAMAEM = 6.79, SD = 0.80, n = 180), 1E+%
IR RXE KN TET S (P BOMS 5 EH’EN
“fI P 3R RIME KSR (M = 3.19, SD = 1.53, n =
254), MR SIAEA t KSR, 55 (NP TR MK
SLH RIFEAE 25 5, 1(401) = —31.78, p< 0.001, d’ =
—2.95,95% CI = [-3.82, —3.38],

E2 N R W B D W iy NE= 3 1 B S
J¥ . S IR (2010) BB 50K 58 3 5 0T i 45
FERT 7 (TN S 5 EHRE N T ESE W
AMEM =9.81, SD = 1.79, n = 222), ¥7F G AN
TEET 7 (PSS 535 08 AP JE SR
MEM =438, SD =199, n=212), &. KFEE
J 2H [RIAETE B 25 5, 1(432) = —29.92, p < 0.001,
d' =-2.87,95% CI=[-5.79, =5.07].

HeJm, RO R SR IR IE), SR
Reich Fll Wheeler (2016) /57, SR H X
2ERRSZ DL A RS, N 1 AR 23] 9
CEH ), Rk £ R Az Wy . Pk s
H IRV o PO e 3R 45 2R 1) SRR AZ SR R 5
At PR IE BRI AR
24 ZWHERS5SH

(DERDKEEE o FATTR I ST AEAS € A6 50X 1
PR R GBI TRL IS, S5 BoR, MACTAS S fUm
ZEHL(M = 2.86, SD = 1.96, n = 196), 415 5] iF

25 (M = 7.18, SD = 1.56, n = 238), #id/ssz
HUT, 1(368) =24.97, p< 0.001, d' =—2.43, 95% CI =
[3.97, 4.65].

Q)X JEAFE R ROV o FRATR IS FEAS t A
LS00 B SV B T £ O S 54 i i 0 o .
JEAEEM =517, SD = 2.21, n = 212), & rEAE
(M =5.93, SD = 1.83, n = 222)f ik 5 5 [ FeF
MEE T, 1(410) = =3.91, p < 0.001, d’ = —0.37, 95%
CI=[-1.15,-0.38],

(3)H R TR X 7K - Al SRR A 1 1R o FRAT]
AU G A FE S A AR 5, PSR IRIME AT R 48 sk
Wi AR i, PSR R H IR S AR f AT O 2
AT, RN, PIESEXPORE A R E
BNV, p = 0.500; H3R PRMEACE XT3 5 A
FPEN B B, F(1, 426) = 12.96, p < 0.001,
n,s = 0.03; Z5REM Xt ST [ IR IEH B9
%, F(1,426)=326.61,p<0.001,1,> =043, FIEE
FERZE AN X TE A RPN B9 2 BAE 03
F(1, 426) = 4.01, p= 0.04, n,” = 0.009; 7" Ji& A5 Al gk
RAIXEZK T | PRAR RIXE K T R 28 SR sk 3 s A
FHIFM I E L AN BB (P rrsw « wrmekr =
0.08, P awsmmir « wuun = 0.42). FJESE . 45153
M AT e 3R IR ME K S = 33 6 R R A REM RS B
i .3, F(1, 426) = 8.99, p=0.003, n,> = 0.02, #F
— AN BN A BT, 2 B T A R, IRk
PRIME AT B3, P G A8 B Rk e @ R 14 5%
AN 2, p = 0.87; SRR IRXMEAK PR, Hor g
BRI G A R VEN AR W 3 I s, F(L,
429) = 5.33, p = 0.02; I AMGRR, LI
PRIME AT B3, HP G A8 B ek e A I A7 7E
WA, F(1, 429) = 6.95, p = 0.009; F5K
PRIME AT B3, HP G A8 B ek e A I A7 7E
W FIE MW, F(1, 429) = 6.36, p=0.01 (WA 2),

10 -
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PSR IE HBITH
O = NWAWUANOO

BFESE RTESE|KRTESE RFESE
IEHE5R RS
BRI O RRRIEE
B2 S8 1 P RIRINXEAK - RS R 52
HAEH
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25 ifig

SEy 1 R, B, FESEXREE ARV
MAFFEIE 520 . A TAIRE WP JE S EH, S
WP JE A EAMRRR IS BRI BT, 45 R SR
W 1o BB, R IRIXMEARCE RN S8 X o G A5
MR e B IR PEM A5 e o 4 90 0F T 25 2R A,
T PR RIE AN, 2 WP i 28 B Dok e F 3R
VEMMAAAE S W) 520 1117 S AR D SR BRIDE K S B AR,
B G A FEX R G BRI S 3, i
P25 A, L AR SR RIMEACE A, 2
JE S BEXT R S B IR PEN 17 4 B 2 R ) sE ), Y
PSR RIMEZK P2 = i, &0 I 285 B i R VR TR
SR, SLEAE R LR BRI 2. XD IRUEE T van
Harreveld 5(2009) X0 5., Bt B/ 17 7 i
EONE N ORU LAY M 7 PO O Bo A Y =R E i ot
TR RE M o T HLZ S s 25 Ak T o8 IS A EE AR DR
AR VR, R G S B TR AU 45 SR RN i 45
BT FPR G B IRIEO Y OC R 32 B0 5K R E K
H 52 ]

30 SLEH 2. AR EE RSN AL I

SEBS 2 1Y H BRI SR AR T, SRS
5 1A RNASE R . 05 2 W kAR S I I 45 A e
Pl e
31 #WiIKEXRWiRE

FETSm 1 it S8 2 SR Gpower 3.1,
1E B MK o = 0.05 HHEERN(F = 0.25)8F, il
A 80%4t 11 J1 /K F- ) BAEA R F /05 211 4,
— TR 321 AWK S 5 TARRSEE:, Aok
R sl L L U A RS . B0, e R
PELVMESE, JFEGH AR A R A KR
S5, Zead—Beita) pysR I, SRAS P R Al i) B
SO A . R T R S s, 4R H AR B
PEH A — Rk i, A6 B s )% R R Al ik
TP T8, RIBUBMUAL X 8 A i e Bl b 1
Xt. EZEA VAT : H# . e . 0 T AL
AL RN E P R Ak, AR T4k B, 1k A
(R PRS2 FE ARG, T R B 5 25 (TN 46 2)

*F2 WHRLAITEE

“#i i ik A ik B
ENAENE 6000~10000 4000~6000
BT KR 5387 30592
Jr e T —k it
i R (E HE 2 55 9

SR, BERWAAE T Al rh e R L 3k Al
I B R PR PE O % D SRAT 55 () e B (A 2R/
[KI¥E) (Chernev, 2006), 55250 1 AH[R], ASSZHH vk
PEOLR RIMEAK - KT S(h B 2 5 H BOE N
PRI R MEZKSE B9 SR (M = 6.85, SD = 0.87, n =
145), JORFMEAK/NTET s(h oz 5%
B R RS R E A I MMAM = 3.41, SD =
1.57, n=176) WL M LA t K56, 79 2 m IRk 3R
PRIMEZK - 20 [B) 77 B 25 25 5, t(282) = —24.65, p <
0.001, d' =-2.71, 95% CI = [-3.71, —3.16].

PR ok, BRI X A P E A
£ Hm 1 AHR, BFESERT 7 (T EOm
S 5H R ENET G REAEM = 9.59, SD =
1.32, n = 191), BFESE/NTFET 7 (T EOM
S 5 EE NMET G SE AR WM = 4.76, SD =
1.87, n=130), & . K7 ESEHEAAED EES,
t(214) = —25.41, p < 0.001, d' = —2.98, 95% CI =
[-5.21, —4.46].

I e, T8 AT R T Al SR I (TR ), LK
B PE A FENT 45 2R ) Az (B AT B /AR H 4T, AR
XA B PEM RS 22/AE 7 4F) (Reich & Wheeler,
2016), Hrh R 45 R PR 0 AE &, RS A
FAFA A R AR o
32 ZWEHERESW

(DERDK S o FRATTR AR S FEAS 4G 55 % P A
RF G E B HATR S, S5 R oK, MR TR A
ZER(M =391, SD = 1.73, n = 148), 45 3] 1E
25 50 (M = 6.88, SD = 1.66, n = 173), #idEksz
Hf 1(307) = 15.59, p< 0.001, d’ =—2.43,95% CI =
[2.60, 3.36],

Q) JEAS LI RN o FRATR ST FEAS t 4
B X 27 J A5 B 1 O A TR B . AR TR JE A
JE(M =5.18, SD = 2.21, n = 130), EmFHEEEM =
5.75, SD = 1.90, n = 19)AIHHKA K G A FIFAHH
&, 1(319) = —2.46, p = 0.01, d' = —0.28, 95% CI =
[-1.02,-0.11].

()P R MEAK T RGN AR . AP
JEAS B A A, RS A IRIPH S R AR, 45
RWIR, FIEBEXPR G HIRIEN I BR8N A
FHIIE FE I, F(1, 313) = 4.96, p=0.02, 1,° = 0.02;
TR IR ME K S X e 3R S 3 3R IT A B 52 e A G
p = 0.44; Z5 MM XK IS HIPEN AU 520 2
F(1,313) = 152.53, p< 0.001, n,” = 0.33, FIEAE
IEAT S NI o P o Sl D S N b 12
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L

IR RS RS X S 5 H 3P #Y 232 EAE
ANEEP rrswammne = 0.93, P rrswaean = 0.30,
P wmmznin = 0.21)0 A JEAE | 45 RN FP 3k
PRIXE K P =5 X e m A I B9 38 BAF T 2 35,
F(1,313)=5.94, p=0.01, n,” = 0.02., #E— {5
RO A3 T, 24 BEAE T A5 RN, i DR SR PRIME 7K P B
W, HOP B S EEX RS A AT RS20 A 23 (p
= 0.63); KPR RXEKP- L, HOP G AR i
Ja AFATH A R IE 2, F(1, 316) = 9.14,
p=0.003, XA ISR, K. SR MEK
PR, HoP R S X OR R A FIE A s
2, A2 7 10 5 525 1 AH R (P nsecnme = 0.96,
P suismxepesme = 0.21) (ANE 3),

*
-1

YSRIE HRIPH
S = N W A L1 N N 0 O

BFESE BFESE | RFESE BrEsE
NIRRT S SR

B RPSREE O RS
B3 S22 FJESE . BRI FIZE R i 52

HAEH
33 itig
SCH 2 TEMUERRIE SRR, IESE TSR

1 PRFEIRE R SH—, FESEXRE)E AP
MAFAEIE [0 o ARE TR G S, S & W JE
BRI R [PPSR SRR 1.
W, RS  RORRXEK- RS RA 22 E.
VRIS IR A T = A5 o BRI IRIXE K- |
BT T 25 JEE NS R 1) =3 28 AT IR P 5
JE AP B 3 o S B AR, %
PR MER P, TR B, Wor G S
XF PR IG A FPPAN A TR 3 I R T B 6
T2 SR, 2 Ji 25 P MR SR DR /K ST 1) 52 AR A
B3, SIRAIRE D SCRHRBE 20 X ATREH TR0
AR IBR 45 PR XS S bk ) B AR T 52 1. AR
B WAREA I FERL K 2 A, DA BT R~ i 4% — fir 2
R F R KA 2 T B F, Bl oK
B AG, SER IS RO S g ARk 4 B A
PEA T B, HARAS I RN, RO B Y

2 ST i A5 R B K P A58 T AR IR %
4 SEER 3. ANEAE PRI

SCES 3 %) B SR SR UEAR A ST I BRI, ARSE
AP S8 1 AR . FESRUESEES 1. SC5 2 258
FORERE b, i BT & 25 BE X e 1 Fe P B S
BUH o FRAT o XA R AT I, 25— A B0 7
JEASFE ) TR, 5 A B UE AN A PR A SRR
A28 HAEFXT R IR B SR AR, 28 =50 E
70 J A5 PR SR PRDUE K ST X AN 2 M s i, 255 DY
IR E M T ER, R n dk ST AR
RN KT, SO UEP G A | 45 SRR RN SR TR XK
X PR R IR AR
41 WIKEXWRRE

BT 1 T, S8R 3 R Gpower 3.1,
TE i EPEAKE o = 0.05 H AR (F = 0.25)F, Fil
ML F] 80%Fe it J1/K-F I B AR R K 211 £,
— TR 358 AIAS 5 T AR, Ui #il
TERS sh 2o 58 BT A AL 55 o Bl iy S a4 5 5
5 1 AR, o, BalR R R T R A e —
BT Ry BEAE K 2

SRIG, BERAARIEAN X 8 B KA 07 S
55080 1 MR, ARG EEET S SR T 7P L
BOM S5 FBEE N H T ES B MEM = 9.63,
D = 1.39, n = 207), FIESE/NTET 1000640
25 H B E TSGR AEM = 4.39, D =
2.14, n = 151), & . (KT JEASEA e 3 22 5%,
t(240) = —26.23, p < 0.001, d’ = 2.90, 95% CI =
[-5.62, —4.84].

R ok, BRI Mz Je R AT 55 i (R
T /AR R RME) (Chernev, 2006), ASWFF8 4k 5
WXEKF-RT 5 (P ABOMS S EBE N =ik
PRI MK S B AMA(M = 7.04, SD = 0.95, n=161), k&
RFXEARFENTET 5 (FREOMS S5 HEERN
AR P 3R PRI ME KSR M = 3.32, SD = 1.59, n =
197), MR SAEA t K50, AR50 KPR A E
TV 2H [R)A7-A7E i 3% 22 5+, 1(328) = —27.38, p < 0.001,
d' =2.84,95% CI =[-3.99, —3.45],

H e, AR B R SR (PR ), R
N e e By N 0 R A€ | N N e |
fi€) (Mcgraw et al., 2003), R HLPEA HoxF 45 1
(IEAZ (AEH 22/AER ), DL A &P R 22/
JEH ) (Reich & Wheeler, 2016), Hi At esf 4 i)
BRI A e, PR S A RIEM R R AR
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42 ZWERSHWH

(DAL . FRATR FH A S AEAS t 4G 55X T Fofo
POREIE R #ATR S, 45 R TR, MR T2 7
ZE (M = 3.82, SD = 1.82, n = 182), #1585 1F
25 (M = 7.27, SD = 1.54, n 176), #if/&2 0
I, 1(349) = 349.61, p < 0.001, d' = 2.04, 95% CI =
[3.07, 3.80],

Q)T JEA I RN o FRATR B STFEA t 4
B X 07 JE A BE ) ERON TR, 45 R WoR, A
TARFJESEM =527, D =238, n=151), &F
JEREWIRM = 6.03, SD =1.95, n= 207565 A
FIFM B, 1(283) = —3.21, p < 0.001, d' = —0.34,
95% CI =[—1.23,-0.29],

() ANiff 7 M 25 R AN A SR e B PR 1Y
PR . FATTR I SPSS 20.0 iy PROCESS #if4:,
2 B8 Hayes & H /) Bootstrap J5 B3t 17 I8 3 500 K
% (Hayes, 2013), #EFRBIAL 1 #1740, Hrb XY,
W BRGNS BRI A M
[ HT B 45 AN 3. 45 SR FIASH a2 M o ke
WG HIRVEU AR 03 T R, 45 RS FAS T
FEPERAS HARE XU Ja 3 FRPE 7 A i R
it — 25381, M E AT (M - 1 SD), 453
A RS B IR A 2 A ) 5 (effect =
—4.48, 1(354) = —21.52, p< 0.001); YAHHE i
BF(M + 1 SD), 4553 xF iR ig 3 R IEA 105
AHE (p=0.96) (ANE 4),

x3 THEEEATLER

A PR
Svall = E R

N Coeff. SE t LLCI ULCI
5 B IRITH P
HE 15.63 0.57 27.37 0.00 14.51 16.76

R -7.09 035 —20.1 0.00 -7.78 -6.40
AEME —-1.44 0.11 -12.9 0.00 -1.66 —1.22
sEMH x 106 0.07 152 0.00 092 120

AN E

(4)7F J5 25 B TP 5 TR ME ZKSF- 19 38 B AE F X AS
2 VE R R W o> B o FRATR A SPSS 20.0 Y
PROCESS #fif4:, =l Hayes # 1} 1Y) Bootstrap Jy %
PEAT VRS9 800 K6 56 (Hayes, 2013), BERFA 1 877
K, H X Y. W aHRERF IE SR . A
P PORFMEAKE. AT A Z5 R SR 4. 7
250 RN e 5 TR ST X0 AN 2 P AR i 3 A ) 5
M, 2% Ji A5 BE SR TRIE 7K - 18 28 BAE XA 2
PP AR R, 2P R B, R RIMEAK

AT M — 1 SD), 77 G 245 B X AN o 2 7= A
40 1] S (effect = —0.828, t(354) = —2.90, p <
0.001); 43R FMEAKF B S IF (M + 1 SD), FJES
JE X AN B A P AR 3 O 1) 52 ) (effect = 1.79,
t(354) = 5.75, p < 0.001) (W& 5),

PIRJE HBIFH

. *kok

8t

7t

6

5t

4t

3}

2L

1

A RE P RATEH:

W EEAR O fESER
K4 AT PERSS RN XH RS B FATH 120

R4 TFIERSER R E MK T X 5 RE M R0

ARG AEIEME Coeff.  SE t p LLCI ULCI
W 8.87 1.07 823 0.00 675 11.0
T IEAE -3.45 064 -531 000 —-472 -2.17

PJURRMEKTE 335 0.69 —4.80 0.00 -4.72 —1.97
TR « 262 042 621 000 179 3.45

TSR IR MK P

X e
7 -
6 -
5 -
4 -
T EE RIS

B ARBRFEME O FPR
Pl S  oF Ji 25 B RS DR 7K S 6 AN 5 P 1 52 )

(5) A P AR o FRATTRE BcHi A 7 97 4,
6 IF 11 T 235 SR < AR ok 5 PRI M /K -, 1 T 4% S < e o
SR RIME KT, 7 THT 205 SR < IR PR 5 PRI 7K ST 0 £ T 285
TR 1R TR SR DRIHE AKOT- DU A B v, AN A 1 X P i
BEMICE R ARFEN P ERH . ATRH
SPSS 20.0 () PROCESS ffiff, £ Hayes #2H 1Y
Bootstrap J7 751718 15200 K % (Hayes, 2013), i
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PR 4 TR, Hoh XL Y. M S RIMRETF IS
B PR ARVEN . At M I s
BT, ARPSR RIMEARCE R, AN 1 i A 3500
FHCHHEAEE 0), PESEXNICEE QIR
A B TR RS20 24 3R A5 0 Th 45 SR s, v DO R
KT, AN M sp A 00 3 (CL AR 0),
XS X PR G B I = A i s Y
AT H S5 H T, R R XEAK T T, ASH E M
HRA BN AN B (C HALS 0), TSNS
HIPE AR R 125 Y 3RAS ST A5 R, e ik
FRMEAKTE TR, ASHAE P A AR08 23 (CT {EAR
5 0), FIEREXIRG A LI = A 31 1]
(g 5), BACkU, MR IEmER, JORR
METKOPBARET, = 7 i A A BRI A 1k,
SECHRRE HIRVEO; YRR AR, SRR
MEAK V- I, O A R R AR 1,
SERRIG A TIPSR AR, ORI
MEAKSE AR, OF & 245 BE X oS A R PR (5% i
AN AT 4 SR, R S R K P A
T RS EAF BRI EE, BRI E A&
WA, UL, R 2 158 T 50F,

x5 THEEBFTER

LEWA P RMEAKT  Effect  SE LLCI  ULCI
MRS ik 024  0.08  0.09 0.43
NEESES [ -045 019 -0.83  —0.09
PIHERES % 023 025 —0.73 0.28
UTIERES [ 160 032 098 2.28

(6) PR TR PRI XE K P F g A A0 i I8 15 4E . 25 DA
XGRS AR, R E AN AR, 25
SR PSR R XK R AR O 22508, 4
RAIR, FJESEXNYCSE G BP0 F 20N A
F IR, F(1, 350) = 4.60, p=0.03,1,” = 0.01;
PSR RIXE KX SR I FR A 5 N 35 (p =
0.49); 45 RALH X UK 5 A FoAIEH 19 52 G 2
F(1, 350) = 168.79, p < 0.001, n,” = 0.32, FJEAE
S R AN X R e A AP 1Y 58 BAE ] W 3
F(1,350)=17.17, p< 0.001, n,> = 0.04; He5 R ¥k
SERNEE AN | OF i A FE RN PSR R MEZK - X D3k I
HERIFNM I BEAEHAA B E (P rrswasne = 0.56,
P soamoenme = 0.07)o FJEAEE | 45 RN PR
PRIME K SF- =35 %D 3R 5 B 3R 19 38 BLAE L B 3,
F(1, 350) = 30.86, p=0.01, n,” = 0.08, #=—H: ]
PO AT, 2 P IE T4 SR, e R PR K

Bk, P G SRR G B IR I A 2 )
S0, F(1, 353) = 10.43, p=0.001; k5 K XK P
Bk, o G AR RR S F IR AR B A R IE
520, F(1, 353) = 6.10, p=0.01, 4 H B 67 i 4%

B, PR R AT 1, P e A TR R A
Fe AN 7 A W B IE [, F(1, 353) = 16.24, p <
0.001; K23 RIMEK T8, Hor Ji 248 B 4 ke 5
i HIRIF A B2 (p=0.94) (WA 6).

Hokk
| |

BFESE WFESE | RTESE RPESE
IETZER UIEAE S
R ENE O SUORE
K6 S 3 FJEE . R IRXEK - RS R i 52
HAEH

43 itig

JHe 3 TEASIL L PRI AEK - FEE R
XYk fa H R IEO s AL T TR R R L
B, FESEXPORE A FRVPU A7 7E IE 15 0,
SR TRHRYE 1o BB, UESE T ASH R M A I 1
o YA QEAROSE R, A E AR D ™
AR (TE )RR G H IRV . 5 =, FIEBEEM
AN S 1 1Y O FR 52 B DR R EZK S B9 30 9 o o JE A
JEAFAE T AR ISR, PSR R XE A P B ARm), oF
oG 785 T AN o e 7 A B R I S, R R
AR, 2 28 B X AN 2 P ™ A o 35 T ) 52
Ml e, ASCER IR TR E A ER, 7
Jo 25 B 38 2 AN VX PSR TS A IR PR IS I 52
BN G5 RN R RE AT RIS, S5 R SRR
2, —J7 I, PSRN M5 A5 R 5 B AR K R (Krosnick
& Petty, 1995), ZZEISTUESE T 0 Ji 245 B X 25 B 53 i
MR AR 25 R o U5 — T, Y SR R OT N A
(Metacognition) 1 2 3 J5 2 2 (Outcome) J& R 5 Jix
I ) 8 (Yeung & Summerfield, 2012), SE56 3
TS| AP R G, TR TR S B
SRR E AR, R TSRS, P
A BEXT PSR TN A= A 5 )
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12 8 VN
5 GRSITE
51 4ig

AW EBFH LT =458 85—, 3 Mk
PR B F & 25 B XU R Je A RPN A AL IE 1) 5
AT JE SR, S ESEMMAIR G A3
VN, S5, SEEG 1 RISZEG 2 SESE T ok IR M
IR0 45 SR80 X o8 5 7S B LR R E R PR Y
PR o 24 H B IE T 45 s, IR SR TR KO-
M, FWP G XA T H BRI P2 A I s, S
B 1 UESE T Y B A SR, PR R KT
T, BWP G A X YR 5 B FRIEA 1 1E a1 520
SRS 2 BORIESSIZZE S, ARSI T s
SEHG 1A, PORIRESER T SE 1A IT 4 SR A AR f
B, SER 3 UESE TANERE R R A ER . Ak
AAF LS R, AR TIRPR AR, SR
PRI AP B AN, 8 LT S 265 38 3 2k AN 1 o e
FIn A BRIEMN = A B R, 2R RAS I i 45
11 B S 2o = RPN S B G A (12 5 S b ) i R
T, B WL i 258 10 5 A o P D S O FRATAN
FEAEBIRG , SEES 3 38 & PP 5 25 B PO PR M
Kt AN e 1 B e AN A 8 M 0 0 B s, I
OUE TS 1, SCE 2 IR,

52 Eitwwk

A5 BRI BTk B R BUAELL T = 1 -

B—, FE TG AR IR G 45 1
FAWEFE, #8707 70 JE 4 B e o s B v i A 5 2
Fio AMARPR 2t I8R5 5B R BT
PLR PR 5 45 8 7B BE (Engel et al., 1978),
WIRFGE I 2 E 7 G S X IR AT B R . &
JEETE BRI S R B, (LA /D G v UL 3R s 45 SR B Bt
(Tudoran et al., 2012), 7EfF BRI, CAHU
UE S 8 20 I ) A0 ) T A BESRAS B EL L aRE S Ah
PR BEAE B (H 2% %F, 2010; Yang & Unava,
2016), HiZZ518 32 B HERACE FE SRR AE 55
RRA, 79 JG 25 B A A0 mT g g 1) Ao B80S A5 B A
[F] B [958 92 745 B {5 . (Sawicki et al., 2013; HAHE,
BT, 2017); FEPRI B, A AFITIESE 7 G 2
FEREAR T WL IR (5K E 58, Fh2T4E, 2018), 5516 T
B —EEMASE 4T NI KR (Bee & Madrigal,
2013), {H-A A5 AF 5 30F 5207 i 25 B A A1 = A o
£k F IS 3 B (Moody et al., 2014), 55 | &5
— AT R E R (Jiang et al., 2016), TEHSE 5 245 /Y
B, ARG T 20 I 25 B X WA J 6 o B 104 R i)

(MRl &, 2020), H R BT SCHEANATE DR
SRR R, B X UR B AR EEARER &, iR
TR — BB ) (RO BRAR S, o G A8 BE AR R 5 By
B2 A FEMT 9 25 1 o ASBE SR 44 Reich Fil Wheeler
(2016) AT 0] A4 e B PSR IE B b, RSP JE A
FEXT R B IRIEN B E SR, i T
0 JE A FE PR G 25 R 1 ¢ RIS 18 . ILAh,
A58 & B 7 & A& B SO0 T A
(Rothman et al., 2017), AMFFEIUET T FE R HXf
JIT 35 EL AR 0 2 i 25 B AN e 1 7 A o A FH G 2R,
PSR PRE AT, o8 T 248 B el 2 AN A s 1
YR RXEK PR = I, o8 G 25 B AN 2 1

WL W R T A IEAS AR AR
W 432 5L, Reich A1 Wheeler (2016)5¢7F T F J& &3
TEAR HbRia sk iy B AR, WESE 3K H
B B AN 5 PE AR B, AMARSE SR 2P RSB, Y
PR30 1T A5 R, PSR RIS A B RIFM L, P
JEASJE A T R M R B R IEA s, A
R — DM X B e R B AR T, 5 Reich
F1 Wheeler (2016)% 25 AN & P B A5 A0 — 2K,
DB E PRI A FROP VR, 4aR7S R 4
B, BWEEAHE XK A IO 7 A T ] 52
M), MARA5 I 25 AT, AR E XUk S A
TAFA = A s, (A5 RSB A—2, &
WEFE K B i 25 BE RN 45 S 2500 X F 3R AT-H i) 52 )
AW, UESE T XU BRI G S XS A
AP = Az BB IE W5 X BT XU R B AR
B G A FEARXT PR BAs 0IR G VMY, TR 2
HE AR B2 G S B (LR B IRR T 2 0 4
PR A4 € (van Harreveld et al., 2009), P35t
PRI T X IS ER IR, 5 T AMERNIE S
H IRV o AR IE 0] 25 8T LA TSR0 A o ke
PG RGO T G A 1) m gV E FHZS 3 .

55 =, MR OP JE A X UK R H RPN A 52 R
P& SRR I 58 BT o AR SRR S I A
A 3l S XU R 2 (Risk Averse) R, [l sk i 671 i [H
HIEE NG, B IEW R L (Negative Bias), X5
H A% 09285 BETE iR 87 FETE AR VPN 6 A |, 145
VO 32 B H A K R A 520, 40P SR AE 42 (Frame) 55
(Kahneman & Tversky, 2000). AHF57 7 T AR
SR e A IRV, &I HARIR A AN XUk s
SEIR A IE M, 0P A B ]S A R R A AU
(IRE T, 5 B T G 1 X 1T R i R 5 2R
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53 ARMREE

S —, ANk M e S R ME K S 4 TR R R AT A
I o WIBEPEE A FRRME (254 . BRINGEIT) | A 25 5 (D
UFANHA E P | el 22 56 BRI S5 P 3R (N 1) BR 1)) S5 34
235 PR TR IR ME 7K S 7= A2 52 (Anderson, 2003) . KK
F5E 0] 2% JE AN A He 5 PRI ME K-, 3 — 25 10F 98 H5E
2% 0 JE S B A IR ThRe i m . 55,
FH A [ R SR RZ i P R e ISR e .
WIRFFEIESC T . A F B AT S5 R 204 B Fe A
P2 $E M (Alicke & Sedikides, 2009) . A< BT A K
XL R R A SIS B PR AU, TRARER Eik
PR 28 2 785 4 % W) e 58 TR 7 SF 0 i 285 B A A8 L
e 55 =, 458 ARWFFE A Reich FI1 Wheeler (2016)
IBFFEEEIE, AR ] % X A P 3 i 72 AN o p o
RGO o7 & A X [ R IEN B oo 1E 45
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Abstract

Ambivalent attitudes influence not only information search, attitude formation, and decision-making

behavior but also self-evaluation after decision-making. Although the existing studies demonstrate that

ambivalent attitudes exert an impact on the cited aspects, their impact on post-decision psychology (i.e.,

self-evaluation) remains unknown. To address this concern, the current study constructs a two-stage moderation
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model of ambivalence and self-evaluation based on outcome valence and difficulty in decision-making.

The objective of this pilot study is to select the best method for measuring ambivalent attitudes and test the
very changes in ambivalent attitudes in the process of decision-making. We use a camera as an experimental
material and manipulate ambivalent attitudes through positive and negative evaluations of the attribute
characteristics of the camera. The purpose of Experiment 1 is to verify the main effect of ambivalent attitudes on
self-evaluation and the influence of the levels of difficulty of decision-making and outcome valence on
ambivalent attitudes and self-evaluation. This experiment is an inter-subject experiment. Experiment 2 uses
different experimental materials and employs choices of enterprises as an experimental situation. The procedure
for Experiment 2 is the same as that for Experiment 1. Lastly, the purpose of Experiment 3 is to verify the
mediating effect of uncertainty. Furthermore, the study supplements the measurement of uncertainty.
Experiment 3 uses the same scenario and procedure as those in Experiment 1.

The results of the pilot study indicate the absence of significant differences between objective contradictions
before and after decision-making. However, subjective contradiction is significantly reduced after decision-making.
The results of Experiment 1 suggest that ambivalent attitudes exerted positive effects on self-evaluation and that
difficulty in decision-making and outcome valence influenced ambivalent attitudes and self-evaluation.
Experiment 2 verified the results of Experiment 1. In Experiment 3, the study noted the effect of ambivalent
attitudes and the difficulty of decision-making and the effect of separation on uncertainty. When faced with
negative results, high levels of difficulty in decision-making and ambivalent attitudes exerted positive impacts
on self-evaluation through uncertainty compared with low levels of difficulty in decision-making. In contrast,
when obtaining positive results, low levels of difficulty in decision-making and ambivalent attitudes exerted
positive impacts on self-evaluation through uncertainty compared with high levels of difficulty in
decision-making.

In summary, the three experiments confirmed the positive effect of ambivalent attitudes on self-evaluation,
whereas outcome valence and decision difficulty moderated this relationship. When individuals faced negative
results, high levels of difficulty in decision-making led to the greater effects of ambivalent attitudes on
post-decision self-evaluation. In contrast, individuals with high levels of difficulty in decision-making
experience the negative effects of ambivalent attitudes on post-decision self-evaluation. For low levels of
difficulty in decision-making, the positive effect of ambivalence remained significant. Furthermore, the study
concludes that ambivalent attitudes and difficulty in decision-making influenced uncertainty, whereas uncertainty
and outcome valence influenced self-evaluation. Ambivalent attitude and difficulty in decision-making exerted a
conflicting effect on self-evaluation due to the dampening effect of uncertainty. Thus, this study supplemented
the lack of research on the effect of ambivalent attitudes on psychological feelings and broadened the boundaries
of ambivalent attitudes as a self-protection strategy.

Key words ambivalent attitudes, outcome valence, decision difficulty, uncertainty, self-evaluation





