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* & % 7 & (Research Method) °

ETESRINSHEREREINEREER

FER Lt= &EM BT ZeFE MY
(PSR K T B, PS5 PR TP AT S b, DTS 010022)

W OE OEMBRELEANGMRTAR, R 2 AR T A 22 Sk R 5T b 5 SRR BAL AR T Hom A
AR B AR X, 2lmEEilmit AER R LA ES ., ERAAMRTEMZ L, JINEE . B84
FEFANK LGB RERHEFRE, #—F T ELTESTEMNRGERE LN EBAER, §ERMALSR
B B F AT o iR A5 B A ) g B AR, AR A A R 5 R B B & 32 8 5 P P ) R Fe ) 87 AR VR 69 e,
FAXA P F T 2% 2 DB b F0 Z 0IE T WLk fe AVE A E Lo ok, bk B fRA%i2 15 8
LA TR T A A ML SRR

XKEIR HREE, 56, ¥aRE, AR 2 HIRIEERG, ZRhiEEEb

SEKS  B849

1 5|8 2020; Pennycook & Rand, 2021), JE-48H 7 i i

206570 TS AR 2 T Sl 1 6 0 1 Lt I A &Y IE 4% R 15 B A 21 (Lewandowsky et al.,

. N . oy 2012; Swire et al., 2017),
Bk T RS, HHRGE R BRI (A e /\)HLE U
#E, 2022; RFFsE 4F, 2022; Wang et al., 2019; {5 K28 ) J — > ST Y I % (Brashier &

Wardle & Derakhshan, 2017), 52055 G Ay, Marsh, 2020), HAZ RN G 4 B LA 2 R
B EL O B b S S L 9 (Vosoughi REGTEI . SLERR 2 WIS A AR =
et al, 2018), FURLLHMIARE S PEc s ppe  EO L IEN B W DR 0 A A 2252 LI,
%, T HED| % iE 24 5 UM (Lewandowsky RG2S e R e 0 2 A T D A A R
et al, 2017), KM, —SERFSEMRRMMEZR T AN RE 0 %) DR A5 B8 Sl B A D T A
A A AT 23 M (S 5% 1% 4% 18, (Brashier & Marsh, AT & (Baron, 2017; Gawronski et al., 2023;

Kahan & Corbin, 2016; Pennycook & Rand,
Wk E I 2023-09-15 2019). XA LIS BRI, BT ORBE ST X 20 F

P 2T U TG 2 B 5T 2R BT A 5 2L 4 % B T A TS [A] PR 20 R 15 B S I A T o A Sy B

(CXJIB23002). R BZRAMSTELR, F5mNheh
H{FEH: £+ =, B-mail: Qshisan@126.com I 53 VR A BB 52 0 A 1B 9 26 PR 2 B2 3¢
TE D AR SCHR I, FATEE RN R\ AE R, “HriR ey ]
EEY CORREEA” . BT RS ARE R R, T A% (Green & Swets, 1966; Lynn & Barrett,

M T RSO A OB R S AR . el 2014)0 JET I, ASCTEBUA BT E AN b, KA A
Fedfih, DR (misinformatiom) S A AIAMNBL g s A 5 5 K W 0 B 1 R
U SR AR RE o B SR B 6 6 AL 1 A 1L A P . , b g

o AR AERG 945 B (2 JI#E, 2022; Wardle & Derakhshan, O, JE— PR 4 SIPLDL R B
2017)0 J7 SRR BN — SRR, W T R iF 25 DR 3R ] 522 i 5 15 45 5 400, L A0 R
ffr e PRI = L ROBTIR . BRI S BT A Al BE S BUM HHE 2 ) B4, R SR E ST B R 40 5K
JERBIRIAE B FFSE %, 2022; Wang et al., 2019), %T y B e b e e B
B, A SCR GG R X, M e 00T PTAEAR, SRRSSCRR AL A0 £ B A

FR VAR X5 PREZUEBIS S HE
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2 RE2hNIEHIEEP S MEIERE

BRMIERIRE?

21 A& 2 HEER

AMRTEAF B A RIEIFAE—sk 40, ShpLrEHE
HHEIAY, MR ST S . WA H RS A
FE 250 H B W 5 P 3R (Kunda, 1990), Kahan
S RNV EIE— LRI T RGE 2 ShbLrEE
H B I8 (motivated System 2 reasoning account,
MS2R). ZEIEIA N, TAAIRE J1 e A IR TE {5
S ST AR ] T AR RS AR S A B R £ A — 2
AU WL 25 (Kahan, 2013;Kahan & Corbin, 2016; Kahan
et al., 2012; Kahan et al., 2017),

Kahan %% A (2012)#R5% T BF2# R R FECF 1T
B BB 0 0 S 7 A XU B R R S0 4 SR
B B E R IR AR M Bt s, MR
A A5 Ak XL SR 0 2 P A 434k, B0 [ T 45 A A4
A C TR . X R, MARRER
I MECF ISR RE 08w, AT 7R A S 4 ) ek ek gt
mTAEEMLEY A BRI, Ak,
Kahan (2013)[HF 53 & BL, 2047 2 6L 4k 5 19 A 1
TE AR IS8 ) AL [T 2 A0 1) 745 A R SR AT i
JE R WL AL

Kahan %5 A (2017) /40 5 38 o 7 00 A [6] A 15
BT SS, HUIRTT TR R 1 5 3R
IR R R . FHorh—TUE 55 2 AL IR FR VR T L
A RUE, ZAES S5 TG, I — BT
55 VAL B BRI T 40 TR R i A A, AT 55
5 IRMm A XK. iR BN, miraERe R
TEVPAG 37 10k R 28OHIAT: 55 o 3R 30 L B 0 8 v f 2
RN, EEAR SRR S, Mt AR TR
PREN R T 0 5 TR Ml D, X PR UIE] T R S
2 BRI
22 ZHEEER

SR IE ¥ B Ak RSBk
A AbHE S FR(Evans & Stanovich, 2013; Thompson
& Johnson, 2014; Tversky & Kahneman, 1983), H:
RS 1 BM e # T R 2P, M
Bt 2 B EE R AT EE N T, s
(classical reasoning account)ih Ay, 4-{Afdi B &
S8 1 TR S RIT, 23 2 (5 B A0 HEAT R N
8 ik kR0 S W, T AT A R S o
(Pennycook & Rand, 2019, 2020), #H, RHES

2 HEAT IR AT PEAE BT, REAS4R & A AE B B
HERPE o FHICT 5T A4 25 55 2 1 (Pennycook &
Rand, 2019, 2020) Lk KA P98 52 46 90 2 1 =
Wi, RAARS 2 s Hr g b T4 S {5 B2
A VR 1

Pennycook Fl Rand (2019)BIWF 58T T 4040
PEHEPIXT S5 5F B . BFRE R IR T
R 2 PRI, SR T 2R,
B IE 18/ A B BLA ST 3 an el 4B M A BR A B
TR RE BB WA, FEE, A0 s
FERR A B, A M 4 B S R R R B S B =2 e Y
KA EE, A2 ERBEHE LB
I (Pennycook & Rand, 2020), [A]#f, Pehlivanoglu
SEN(2022) BT TR W], A B o M P A B
fE ST AMATESE SIS COVID-19 TR IR S B
IS A, 1T X R O RN S AR R A S, X
A2 S 2 T BIE R 45 R —BOR WL, Zr M P s
AT 1) 15 A A A 848 BB B ME B (Pennycook &
Rand, 2019, 2020),

Wb, A —BERF SR T A LR R
TR BE X R R R S . Qiu 4F A (2017)
RIS R B, AR o 1 S o 28RS A 0 AN SR
SRS BT M HERf 4% o Pennycook 5§ A (2020)
ST BUR R EPSN YIS A W Y M '
AN Z R B P Ok SO0 2. SR, X
77 SO i 1AM B0 B e A 1, AT
BUBEAR TR SE IR A5 B AR AT . %45 R A
FESCHE T 2 e IE, IR R T RS 2 shilik
HEFFRE . Bago %A (2020)R FH T P R i 5K
RIRFE TR B AERHE B R 152 o 4558 B,
AN T Z R AT 4 B PE SR B I (Bago & De
Neys, 2017, 2019), ¥k 7 X5 BAEROET. 1
Sb, MATAIRF SR AR UIESE, AT AR A
PRAEAR TS 3]s B A 3 e P R S B4 L 2
TR W], TCie e f it 58 A2 ) I [h) £l £ A 4
AT M PEHERR (Bago et al., 2020), b2 @3 7E(E
S I S bR 2 LR 43 A 14 4 3 (Penny cook
et al., 2020), YIREHE AL B A0 B HERT 1
23 WIAFERIRE?

WMAER T, RE 2 ShPLPEHEI LS FI 2 it
I B HL I F OO0 R AH X ST U A5 (Bago et al.,
2020; Gawronski et al., 2023; Pehlivanoglu et al.,
2022; Pennycook & Rand, 2019, 2020), B-HLiE
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IR DPTET . REE 2 ShLIEMER IS F5KIA
JHRE 1 s B9 A ATE AR B S S i S TR ] TR AR S
F C IR — BN AR B 100 28 M 4 B U A
H, iR fEBRA S MARSEIR L — 2, A
8 3 A P SRR R, A S DA 0 A R 2 B
(FHLT, XIE, 2022), AR —LERFSOR X P
PRI AR g AH X ST, A S0 AT T A BOHE R
—J5 T, FHOCES MR T I B T RS
FCRHYR i i (4 0] AN 68 T, X AT BE S R ELAE IR
FIENEERRZ — SR 2 IS A
B3 RUER A0 53 S A R RE ) 0 JEL A A ) A T T
(B3, %, 2015; Stanovich, 2016), {H5HA4
PRI AR OC B A FFE LT R BEFE 43 X 21X A7
T o RR) e — SERIE ST ol S B TS RE ) R A
F [ £ T. B.(Thomson & Oppenheimer, 2016)5
43 BT 1 4 B 55 W] B2 0K (Bago et al., 2020; Kahan,
2013; Kahan, 2017; Kahan & Corbin, 2016; Kahan
et al., 2012; Kahan et al., 2017; Pennycook & Rand,
2019, 2020), =75 HRE X 28 P 2K IH A AE
(Kahan & Corbin, 2016), iX 25 45 1% ih H R 1X
SR BRI, JF5] R BE 1 or &
HETENZE, MAERCENESZEANN
B RE 2 LIS R AT AN &M
SNHLAT S 1505 S S A5 5 1717 £ i A 340 0 )
2 F A A B LA T BE 0 6 A R A B B S
At 2SS N BE I E e et R R AT 1)
LT IFAE 24, PR T 25 7 R 1R A5 B S S
FERE AR A . IRRBE S AR A AR 58 1
155 O BEARE ), HA B IF A B e 9 H br g
s TSR SR A AT S 0 B 1] B
TESK Ty, BB EARAE k. PRI, SR 2
177 I R RI B 1 Zh AL, B L8N ] | IA
HBRE T, LA A P S 2 R 3R X A TR RS
SRR o 4N, Rathje 55 A (2023) ARS8 ME SR DY
TAMETEAR B 4k 2 VE S AL 5 v P Zh ALY
TR KT, WA, 8 BRI T B e
PEZALHEAT 1R A RE A Ul 20 4 2 0 15 2 s 1Y 3 Uk
Lo 2, @ik g iR BT R B AT BE &
TR A5 SR XA 2 P S HLEA T BN 2 B AR R
RSB R R I o X R W HER R S LS
LA —EMTERME, HA, BATIBETEIE K
B, A3 A LA 5 A P S LA [ A2 6 A 5
FEAE2E 5 . BLRSRUL, WERRPE S ALY 5 IR fr WL AH

PSENIUEAUCE Y& N 3 R 05 0 v e
2 X R JEL 001 40 5 W A R T P Sl L
XA 7R T HERPE S LS 3 B v SR Ak Y 7 22
5, WA REUE T #E 2 MRS LS e 1 Sh AL 6]
MFERITE P R o Rk, PIAS B OGHE
FOFARARELXS L, MRS T A RS

ZE LR, KRG 2 LIRS 2
A 2R PRSI A A X S UL LT R — R 2
X 227 A AR AR SR 7E TR RE FE 23 IX 23 AN T
R RGBS RER . ROz
Z I AT HEZE, (R SR E BE I 5 2 S
W 4 SRSt A (] A1 2% 40 O A 52, DT A S A i
He WA BEIE A A X 37 1% 23 (Batailler et al., 2022;
Gawronski et al., 2023),

3 ESKNiEMEXHAR

31 ESHRMILE T

{55438 (signal detection theory, SDT)/&
RN A HUR P SR 9 b 1) B A3 AT HE 22 (Green
& Swets, 1966), Hoths a] LI F P i A [7] K & dn ]
S B4 5 (Gawronski et al., 2023), # i 2MHr
FREMMAFERGE D Tl . RIRFNIERE
#i), 5T T DL A 52 e A R R S A Y
HRPAE

TS S KM P (Green & Swets, 1966; Lynn
& Barrett, 2014), 4 P~ i [z B S8R0 0 #0048
bre R E) AR FA) . EFEBLEST, &
Hh AR LI S IE A A 0 Sy S B
A7 BN ISR B L] . AR Y, BRI
IR AR R 1% b S 1) A L A UK R R
P RE LA o 3K PN ST F8 s oAy i — 25 LA
S A 1A T 90 DG B PR R AR A T A

S AR DX A3 T R A A A B T S G
HE K & (Green & Swets, 1966; Lynn & Barrett,
2014): HEHIEURPE () FH BbR () o HE N UK
PERME T AKX Sy HAIAE B R (E B g
i v Sz e IS A S IR A B IR AR R U
FLECA R o Kt T BRI AL A b
DA z B0, FTEEAT d=z(H)-z(FA)ITHE
HE PR I BB DL R 50 e=—0.5%[z(H)+z(FA) 353
Hh BT A A

TEAE S Rs b, HIWE s . SR A
P18 A MR 23 R SR SR P A AL 2 552 e ) T 11
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H 545 (Lynn & Barrett, 2014), FIH7 5 FI U EE 2
FE A VRAE AR 430 22 340 W 5 7T B 3RAS 1 1) 25 i 32
HIF, IXIS ES A 2R A THH 25 5 e - 1R 19 )
bRt o F 4 & 2B I FEAS E 25 ) 9 K 31 v =1
RS IME R, A2 5 A R 109 ) e b o
85 %) AEADL P 2 A8 A 5 5 W 2 Tl A A R
25 A VR 1 0 GURR IA = TR ] 1% R AL
B, MEX TR BB, SRR
MR S AHR, = ) AR LR AR, A
A Ty X 43 BAT], DN 234 va B ) S
32 ETESKHNRAHHBREESINTEHAR
Batailler 55 A (2022)¥8 {11, SEH7 W58 £ 4489
AR AT 2 AR B R AR B, A HE 0 2 5015 B
FE 1 NS TF B SR 25 TR —R, AT g3
THORE W . B, MR S R N T
BRAE BT IR, LA G 3 AR A R S ol 25
HAA E5 M5 B o Batailler 55 A (2022)2R FH 5 5Kl
T EEE B 0 T Pennycook %5 A Z i & #i I
P I0AE 5% 2P (Pennycook et al., 2018; Pennycook
& Rand, 2019). 45 %55 Batailler %5 A (2022)5: 4] 4
B —3, RIS IR e 0L 2 58 2 5 e ) A o4 ok 5
e {5 8 S iy o Bk UG, AMAR TR S AT
WIRSLHA—H W E BN RE B . BRI
SRR U 43 AT 2 S A 2 3 A 2 i AR 10 0 1) sk
PR (E B, AR YR, St RgEAR

AT LA o B e £ A o AR o 52 i £ S 4 5,

A AT LS o 38 0K A5 R 31 A A 158 P 1 1] A 5 il
FREH . AN, AT B SRE BE— LRY T 4
Bk B S IR L Z Mo R . 4R R, R
AR R A L =P TSRSl N S o R G
R 1IN 5 B A D S IR D UL o X ik — 20 SR TR
SCHULAS, BDRSG 2 shilPEHE s 5 2 B
FRIS Z [A] B X6 A7 S PR b —Fh iR o

[A)#f, Gawronski %% A (2023)AF 53 LR T
ARG 2 SRS S 2 M HE LR I TR A
PSS o B E S RIS AT R, R R
R RINET, 25 TR0 TE 2 09 43 B v R A I ) 2%
& 1 AT R AR, T Rt 2 B R £ B M
Ay R B ], (R 23 0 AT B DR D UL o
X— k5 Batailler % A (2022) 5T 45 51— 3K,
FEURAEIA T 5 IR s 0L 0 43 4 M S 4 5 AS 24 B2
Wl 1o [RIES, 530 22 30 5 R i WL 2 38 3k g A8 A
AR F1 0 D s 9 S T £ L S ) o LRk, AN

TEAR LS 530 i 2 BB 1) 5 AT 5 3 IR S 3 — 2K
M5 R . MTRIZEG 7B A BE, € IR D DL 7 5 R
F R LTy T AR ORI . BORR BETESE
OREE AEH S AR R oAbk s A AR R
RAZWE TSR T AR AT B — AR 5 M 5 IR
WETRIZR N

4 ETRFESHMNEHERESENE
RiRE

LR EFE SR K L R4E H, RS
2 ZhPLPEHES S S 2 M B S I A A B X ST
(Batailler et al., 2022; Gawronski et al., 2023), 45 1%
K T 25 A0 kg o S W A5 S 43 S DR A T SR TR 9
KRBT A X A3 AR B R A E 1R 5 B 2 v R 5
YERM . Gawronski %5 A (2023)4: T5 5 K 18 1 43
Braf R, ST — A BRSO g i 23 (5 4E 5 1R A
BB R GREAL, 5 A TE T H B AN [R) R R
SRR BN, FEZBERIE— 2,
R R AT B B B R 43 D 5 B R N
SEURW I . 25 R MR A MRS T s — 2R
RIOBIERE . Ban = 2 Fr Pk R RDG JAEY
A 25 23U B BB B A i A A
) 3 SO T BT T 2 I ) 5 K Al T,

B R Batailler %% A (2022)F1 Gawronski %A
(2023) (9 TAEWI AL A i T 5 TR -5 A 03E 19 58
BAF BT 2B, (BRI — 207 /A FF
SEH . G, RS R R R AR R Y
RN, MARMAWMNEL . [FEFEFERRNE,
I Batailler 55 A (2022)7E HoRF 5T i i, J5£LAf
G 12 35 A5 5 KIS 43 BT ok 2 TR AR Bk IR
S FL A PR 28 X A iR S M s o LR, AR TR X
B VR A UL 52 M £ 1531 25 0 A R 2 R PR 43T
AN/ (Gawronski et al., 2023), b4k, %A1 5
BT R EP R BOAE 5, P iUk R L
AR B XS S0 SR, A5 RAE B2
PR F By 40k, -t ] fE7E HoAth 22 Fh gk 2 S0k
B FRE. FI, S8R 0 0L 7E S Fp AR - N
A B TR A B Sl W NV 0 o U1 Bt
LR TS RIS A A5 R M5 B A IR, UGS
FTHET N A5
41 FENEREEENNZIL

TH L ST W ) B 22 R R 2 —(Lerner et al.,
2015), —SERFFEHT T2 XA ER R B4 B 15 R
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(Bago et al., 2022; Martel et al., 2020; Weeks, 2015),
T, TH4RE NS WA A TE S B R AR RS
(O F T BRI . Weeks (2015) IR ST 4R TR 4004
XS E B MR . R E A RS
KT R CE FBE IR (14 SCRR AR H AU B A&
W2 RIS, B PR %00 & A 58 IR S 7 1 A
WG . SRR, BURIEHIIR T MRS R
URSE A A, T 5 P 28 DU R A 17 3 — i
Wl XA RESE B T AR R SR AN RN A R
RN, NI R T4 5 4 0 ek 1) 3 IR MR DL o A
PAARBOR T AR B 02, 980 T XA SR B
ST, DTG I A S S e 8 S YR AR DL P
W, 1 2 AT LS A g R AR A A AT BT R 5
TR A5 2 A0 ) e, 2 1T 52 e 4 BRI
FOUR, 1 ST LI S 15 4 Sl I A 4 R
MR, T 5 00 A L 45 ) g 9 o R
1% 8% {5 B F1E (feelings-as-information theory)#§ i
(Schwarz & Clore, 2003), AfT1&% B B 101 25 18k
Z (O A R TE R ) VR Ry T 1 15 Bk
T, F AR DA RS R T 7= A R, R ARE, A
2% )5 k& 2 HE R I (Slovic et al., 2007), MMATE
Xof BT 55 B 7™ A 1 2 UG 28 1 36w LAAE Ay 4 1
WA, ELX RO B HI W REE 1 ALY E
BT . TER ARG, WO 25 i A
VRS B 4 ) W A 7E — JE AU X ST G R o Martel
85 N (2020)7EAF 5T v 38 37 175 4R v SO g 4y
FE G AL EE IR A AT AL, BT
R A L T3 v RS TR A RS LA A [ A
FH BRI, FES5E B, O 1) 7
WA IR TE S R o AROCHF SR LRI R R I, TE4E
wAE BAE RIS, TE4 S 5 BUR & 552155
N HERA I AR (Bago et al., 2022; Martel et al.,
2020), XECHFTERI], FHLERE R S 1L
FOMRAE, T L E i 0 1) S BE A5 A B B AR,
T 5 S5 R A7 B 31 8 1 B A1
R R R, 1E 4R AR IR R B
PSR Y . — T, I 4 a5 A A
BYFN B bR, 3 I 52 e A IR AT B A5, O — 7 I,
% 2 340 23 3 3 5 e AR 10 9 o R A, T S el
FRRE . Bago 4 A (2022) Y 4h 85 B
BSUE T 33X — WA o
42 FEEHENBRESLEINZIT
iR AR B 5 B SR BAFE U] B R AE 22 57

X BERRAIE 22 5 0] AR g A 1R A B S I Y R
e AR IE Vosoughi 28 A (2018) A9 BRI 5T, 4
AR HATEY, HER, i, TSR
FRAE, WA SRR, W5 51 R AR DO
2o XUHERESE N (Q018) W5 iR, #E 1R (5 BN A
BRI [ T T AR RN . BhiEl . A — AR
I WETE |« AEARIETR L . AR5 A B A R R A
Li %A Q022)MBFFEfa/n T 55115 BN AR ILA
KEERHE, WA sk s by Fik . FHRK
PERTEEE . A ETREIRTE R AR E A R
PERIAREE M . FEAR RUAF S ] EAAAE RS o e
Sb, ZBEFARE Y, B R B A HER R 2 3 K
WHA —E ARG, Zheng 55 A (2021) K 3L,
B IR AT bR AR AR A 1] T 08 0 7 Pk i k[
AL 55 B 22 A AR SRR R o R FSESE N (2022) N 22
MHBELRR T HRE B R E, BENE . AP
FAERE, $5 T 505 S ST 43y SRR AR IR
B (ANEDE | TE SO LA R AR SEARHAE 3 (a5 B Y
BEE . BIEAAL).

B UR R AE W AT IVE AR R B
YR LR R ARG . R 4% Hovland 48 M3 AR I ]
R BERERY, AMAXIE B A A ok P Y T (5 B 5
{5 B 0] {7 B B &2 1E A 2 (Ismagilova et al., 2020),
I — 2B A5 ER IR AT A5 BE 43 Sy B SRl
PIANZERE o Pilditch % A\ (202038 1o #3222 i
MIBFEE, TRIT T AR 8 2 50 RS R IR T 5
FEXHE B B 52 . TEAATTRAT ST, {5 Bk
182 SAL 55 W B R BN L, AR Bk
TR 1 1) 25 5 4 a0 W 1 S A5 G TR She A hy B S
RO\, 7] o 3 AR RS 1 24 A RO S AR
RHEBELRERY . BEREI, MEE BRI
AR B2 RGN X F W s K T BB S8, )b,
Trivedi 48 A(2020)/AF 52t 5E T 15 B R IR v {5
FE R S ARG BAR R Z A IEA E R o IeAh,
AT B BIF 5T 3 5 R 2 48 A5 & B (Trivedi et al.,
2022), FEIRAE B AR T BAR A ARTE(E B 40
IR B S B R R, XTI R PR D A AT B fhi ) T
K FE Bk IR G R 2ok S5 B . X L3R 3R,
AR ) TR R B AR R R IR T A Y AE B A
S ELAE R, TR AT BE AR SR I & A A
B RIE R .

AR R AE ERAIEVE A A 1R R S 5
FIZRARAE I, A5 R0 B 5 HOE B AR 22



1214 DI = N S

532 4

SR/ B S FRE, fF S Aie
PO S8 P AR L A, 2 R i R T Y G S R AR, S
F2 52 A A A 14 98 501 UM (Green: & Swets, 1966
Lynn & Barrett, 2014), [Fth, FiREERE B S EHL
5 B ] RRAIE 22 57 1] LU AR A2 A5 55 A0 0 3 A 4
TES 5 2 MY EARE 2R, B GRS
BLAAE B B RRAE 22 Sl /)y, AN B B ) AR M ik
FRAIG, DX e B 5 LS fE B AL R E ., i,
— SRR AT BB A 23 O B v E B A BORIR
L REEERE B (Trivedi et al., 2020), X2REEHE IR,
YRR RAE BB M . AR, ARG R S A
TR RRAE 22 5 R, AR 1 9 o R R
WG F XA e B 5 55 B wiln, o Fs
KRS R BRI 24 = A AR B T
43 MEIFURFBRRFITEIRE B LS

A

ANRTE A 8% B s T R B A 5 R A L, 9B
L RREETFTIHYMEEERG RS, A5 iE—
B IR L 5 IR Z RS AL, Ak, FEUR
i DL B2 5 o T WA 7 1 — SRR BB, 3 I I
AL 28, LB 4 T B A M L O 1 B
Wi PRI, A A R AN FH A 9 SR

Lewandowsky Fll Oberauer (2016)I\H, #51%
B TR S 1 7 2R S R E I AR S )
e, MRt S BARNE A . MEMAEAE . £
EAt 2 . B EEN TR AR B
Yo R AT B B I 25 R LA R I AR R R AR Ak
S5 AATTSER IR, AR R A I 4 X A R
5 RS IR 2 HA AR SR R R (R
¥E, Hornsey 1 Fielding (201744 %) 15 .5 31
8 EL ARSI AL RN A BE LU I S A i RS A, T v A
MME . AN R . Rl . Bk L B
W B A R0 R 2 K Sh BL ELAE R AR .
MATIA S, B THEE DR A5 B Sl v A 1 1) O B A
FR AR O R FH 3 R 2 UK Sl AL AT A AU AR R |
5. AN, Van Bavel il Pereira (2018)% A3 T
— AN I T B E A BT A BN AR A A ]
W TAE IR MR LA . A ALA D, SEIRFE AR
WA AR R IR REE B L AUR]
FUVBE E 1 ARHLA BGHE TR A (A . Rk, A
MRTT REIA A SR AR IR 25 /N T2 R VR 7 S 1
Wezs, M TR IR S TR EONE B . X
— WA S RAT BRI G, RIFE R R S

BRI, S8R 735 B AL HE AR 1 B BILE X ST
B, XSS R, IR H IR A R R
RSN RIS, W RE A SRS I 1Y
S B ) 25 5 0 B SR AR TR 2 IR B AILA 2 5 e A A
HIWrbrfE O E R, SRS MAT
(Green & Swets, 1966; Lynn & Barrett, 2014), iX
PR R R SN HLT] LB AR A WS i as, Hosim
I MR R RIWThRAE, SET R AR R B

WAk, FIRSEGENBA TR LS, FEE
T5F 26 B W 56 ] R R BUR 1 5o IR M
AR (R A0 B 2 T g 2 BRI R Y )z 35
P B, R IZCHE S IR i DLAE A 5 e 0 D o o 1
— AR, IF 7 BEHABSR ST I (e L 25 i
7, tha e s skdn R AN A TR A . -
WX LIRS T R IR B RSP IRER, W H
TR fige B 5 W H) W A o B S [RD S 35 4R L T 3B SE
Feo Hlhn, H5RAE B s P Kok 5 ak 28 B A
GRS, ARAEAS B 5 00 B i 1) T 15 4% 5 46
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Hierarchy model of misinformation identification
based on signal detection theory

CAO Chengxu, QI Shisan, JIN Tonglin, ZENG Xiaoye, AN Yeqing, BU Tana
(School of Psychology, Inner Mongolia Normal University, Key Research Base of Psychological
Education in Inner Mongolia Colleges and Universities, Hohhot 010022, China)

Abstract: In the field of misinformation identification research, the motivated System 2 reasoning and
classical reasoning accounts probe the influencing factors that shape individuals' ability to identify
misinformation from different perspectives, yet diverge in their interpretations of cognitive abilities' roles.
Building upon existing research, this study introduces factors such as emotions, information characteristics,
individual stances, and their underlying motivations to further refine the hierarchical model of
misinformation identification based on a signal detection theory. The objective is to enrich our
comprehension of the multifaceted ways in which these diverse elements bear upon the process of
misinformation identification. By differentiating the influence of various factors on both the discrimination
sensitivity and the judgment criteria within the identification process, the model not only reconciles the
contrasting perspectives on cognitive abilities posited by motivated System 2 reasoning and classical
reasoning accounts but also furnishes a detailed and systematically organized analytical framework. This
framework is instrumental in elucidating the intricate mechanisms that underpin the identification of
misinformation.

Keywords: misinformation, signal detection theory, affecting factors, motivated System 2 reasoning account,

classical reasoning account



