OH2EHE 2014, Vol. 46, No.10, 1591-1602
Acta Psychologica Sinica

DOI: 10.3724/SP.J.1041.2014.01591

*
ORMRZ OB 2R B0 A SO BB U S - 95 R o R R B ARAR WF 5T R0, T3 215123)

IS B AE 20 DR SR M AR 28 2 S MR LA ORI 25 PR SR 3 32 B — Bl S0 (B 28 RO i i,

H

>N

AEAE: [0 b 26 BT T/ 09 75 1) 4 J o e ik =AU BER DTS, SRR T3 as A B A TT 58 = AR [R 415 /Y
PR Gy arh, IR SRR IR F AN I BCR AR . LK 1 R 2(E W A AR R 3/ R
gy 2Gkam 8. AODMARBT, L8 2 ML 3 73BT I0 R A BB A T SRR A B AR 4R 1Y

ANRIT G5,

SrHILA 91, 135 Fl 96 A AER KA ik, G50 R . P I [ FRARZE I s A o 4%

Sy RNEV TR ai A A TEARAETS, 52 EVRA I skt 2o VR P B2 R0 T . 25 4 e i BOR AN A R4 A RN
NIFZAET, PSR IE T A ARG Sh A R S 45 A B4R TF, IR Bk A 2 HoR g it i, i AR 2 Sk )

TE R A 28 AR BOR 4 22 Tk A

HEBCRN; BRAEALN; NI, BUR S 4%

B849:C91

1 515

AR B2 AR N H AR 3 R L S,
THT XS VF 22 F BRSPS A 2 iy i 3 402 A 15 5
B PRAEAEAS 2 LAk A 50 A B e, DR R
S AR W o b, TR RS ML B 89 55 1 gl v
FATH W RS EBOT 2k BRI, B
IR E i R TR R HE RS, DL R BE e 37 5 v TN T
FOHET™ o TINS5 22 U, DR AT AE B0 T A
Sy RN, X 02 H T BCR S P G /Y
— K )

2 T ISR A U ) BIF Y 32 B A < e SR —
HiILH RS (judge-advisor-system, JAS) i U
(Sniezek & Buckley, 1995), H i Hes & 48 i & ok
TEAL, TR TR PR — D a2 A B
GRZTT W MR AR . TRz Al b, —
FRIWIEFE N TTBEA BEIE | 0 J 2 20 B T Sl
B BRAE 25 2 A BEAR DT BOCR 943 7 v AT BEAATE
BN EBHLE], A T F & B9 B8R (Patt, Bowles, &
Cash, 2006; Yaniv, Choshen-Hillel, & Milyavsky,

e F #: 2013-12-01

2011; Yaniv & Milyavsky, 2007), Bonaccio #1 Dalal
(2006) it FH % A — i T. — #i i (input-process-
output)” BRI AR 22 1) 75 4¢ K 3R M ST 45 R kAT 1
SRS R, DRI R 2 REELER AT,
BN R AIEYRAUTT At AT 55 MEBE DL S Z A
TS, A BB OGN IR, X443y
ZIH) I AH B S 2 B A R0 . IR 2, A
WEFE RN TER 5 A F R R BRI RE, 5IA
FREERG N (label effect; Becker, 1963)7% 2803 AUy
1) L BI0%F PR 3R OR R 14 5% ) B LA FBIL A o

B RN S A A 1] T B 2 RAT o S
T AR 28 I PN A5 — 30, 2 IR bR 28 1 45 AT A
SB[ AR 2 T A € 1Y 5 18] 4T 3l (Guadagno &
Burger, 2007). PACHED, 7EEE S M i1 7
", JFE HW BT A RSN ATF R,
R RN, SR, N RGP RRPERY, A1
Fe e Y % 3, AT A M n s sh .
ICHERL, XT T USCRNMN 5, AR T 34 A B Y
IR 5, PORFTETCIR 25 A BRI PR st bRk g
AW ERE T REE AL, Cialdini (2001)¥5H, 4
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AT FEF AR B H OO, WS SO AT
Fi, Ht, BRLEE ST H AR e TC AR i
AR ATFRE G S, {42 516 15 (A
R 2N i PO LR R A HOWL A R T R AR s, sy
S BN T, TN R, PSR T fE
IR BCR AR, AR ORI 2

FIRY, MRS A X5 AR s AT
KRBT HEBERD, BFEARATZRRW T W2 —
(nFRfmss, R, 2011 Bz, A, FRliSCH,
A, REE, 2013), SR, X T ELSE AR H G
BET, S¢S 48 9\ i S 3000 S i 1Al e A ek AR 1Y
(BN R & /DA BT (Gino & Schweitzer,
2008; Rees, Rothman, Lehavy, & Sanchez-Burks,
2013), [A], B/ AIFGE G dESCE 7E AU T3y
X RS A i, A TEAE AL Y SRS
TR, PR RN BUS, TEINHRE 4 %5 7
T PR R AR A B s, iANUR FRTE B S FE AT 55
A7 (Bonaccio & Dalal, 2006), PATEBFZE X i Al
fift TR RN A PR RN o FEAE 230 B
WEoErh, NEIRTE . B 48 SF M 0IE W Rl 217
R EHIARIR, 2 ANTTERIR 2 AT 55, foh H R
TR T PEBE Y DL A . ARWF TR MX SEL £ 2k
PRV AR RO 52 Wi L SR A B

W9 RAETE BRI R SOAMIR R |, dEa
Jia 30 TE T H PR 2 18 T R X R 90 1 5
M), >R FH T TR A2 I S F B ASE4DL I b 0 X, — 7
1 75 Al NAE S I (2 FF 264 ) X ISR 40 1) 5 e
YER Bz mapldl, 55— mw %% AN EAEA
TF A ) I BR8N 2 AT R WAk, [ — P R AE
AN TEAE T R AT RE 3 A A [R] AL ] X e 5 25 A R 9
AT, TEATT SR T FRBE RO 52 M A
TR G AT BE 2 A A B R 45 B AT RO T IR
B, BFOR A [0 BS £ B2 R 12 7, A2
LRI RATE R IN
2 LRk SRR
2.1 BBCRA

TR T I FEA R ] T 3R H — s
R4 JAS)TER 4T, JAS fH Sniezek F1 Buckley
(1995)# 1, HIEAMRBLIE : TRHH Ty T PRIER R
B, SMASRENER, Jor = g R i i
fit; ARG A 1 SRR A——
EH (judge), A 1AM EMEEI A N—— £
WA (advisor), HoH P35 =12 i LML, TE sk

KPR —A SNV, R 2R
DUIE B A5

REFERT IS, 5% dE SR B R 20T 43y
=TT B, WNEBBCRIE S HCRE, @#ER
FUR L 20 50 B I A A 2 X e R 7 AR R
(Sniezek, Schrah, & Dalal, 2004), FIF5E 6 & B, #iY
B E R B, UGB RER L Z (Van Swol &
Sniezek, 2005); HIFH 5P EH BRI, H
R 9h 1) B2 k& (Gino, Shang, & Croson,
2009). X %6 A 2R AR E I B TR X B AR
R m TR BCRNFRRE . R, JRSRE Jr ik
H, WA AU E(feeling of power)Hy ke 5 # T 4
B2 A N\ #18 (Tost, Gino, & Larrick, 2012); 4b-FFH
MR EARAS T TRR, HAL Tk R I OIR ST
[ P o T L2 MR 48 4 1 (Gino & Schweitzer,
2008), 7EA Z A AR, JesRE A E il i
HHOERA By, s drdndtscE i,
A7 7E HL Y [ [ FR 0 1A] (egocentrism) (Yaniv &
Milyavsky, 2007), [MiRH#H H BHR AL B,
H I e ™ E, MISEIE S A8 RE, b
AT 55 AREEE WS N, PSR i T A ) i
(Schrah, Dalal, & Sniezek, 2006), [ 3&C3rdid
Fifi 22 W8/]N(Gino & Moore, 2007), IAh, %% 1)
A, AT S B IR RN R S
(Gino, 2008; Tang & Yan, 2012),
2.2 BRI IE P RIRE R

i — 2R )i B — BOCF XA AT R, 7T
FRf# fy Sk o0 BR %5 (labeling) (Link, Cullen,
Struening, Shrout, & Dohrenwend, 1989), 4{#i Ff{—
AT B —BOCTF A A EARZE, Hoh T H R
ik, AFRFE M. AFREDRAE M, MBS %S5 IT
TSR, A ) T 3 O AT 5 I A 2
A AR —2L, I IR0V (Becker, 1963), HRr%
HA S m @ AR, Joie Pk B B ik & m, %
AR A FANFERAT SR EUA L o 25 ARG R 25 1Y
45 JALAE 2 0 ) bR & B AR SE 1 5 8] K B
(Guadagno & Burger, 2007), 44l Kraut (1973)##F
FEE SR WA F0l AR AR IR, SRS AR Al T2
TATRER, R REE RN “AREEERN
AW, o 7 — B A, YRR X A i
TRERAS, &I LLEE — AR T BRI 2
N7, HEFEHI A AR ERE 2, T2 — IR LA
SECNEEBIN, AR 20 AT 4
Ko, B HETLR) Y XS A A —Fh S BB, B
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CHIE L IR TBILBRZE AR AR LR i 4 2 T AR
TR NS B I, CHRE AT &, B
G AT 2 Bk 2 LSO A EN G A BT R 5y, A
I, AWTTEAR I -

BRI 1: TEATFARMET, BaRE W IEm A
AR L 13 PSR T I R A L
23 AFLFKEARBFIAAKIANER

INFASR RIS (cognitive dissonance) H 1951 4F
i Festinger B Q] LIk, — BB R4 S0 B 24 Af
G P B A NSRBI 2 — o FriE A 2
g, AR R A OSSR Z A E S
AT R Z IRV AEAS — S5O 17 0 B 1 7 A= ) — Fh oF I
gy h % 1) N i PIR 25 (Festinger, 1957; Harmon-
Jones & Mills, 1999), HER&RBZ, Af1%5 )14k
RS Z W BEST A Z AR PME—2, Dl
BRI RTh SE FUHLT E 1 BRAS 85 SR, — RO B3R,
WD R IR = — R MURAT R, i AR T
RN AIFT S S BRI, IR A R, il K
S BERF & HAT R, AR UM, =251 358
NG R BRI A AR MR, BRILZAh, ]
I 3 i A A T B AR SO 2R A 45 B N 5

Mg <220 Nk, A S 58%A R shr
L, AT TCBE T SRR AN S A 4 ) 3 20 i
W Bk, HEW NS5 A 15 S O 35 45 A
B, Wik S50 EAX T, Al il
NI, Rz, MARARMNBVEES S5 MIGEK
AR CTC 3K 5 A B2, DR g A IS0 2 S s AR R AL
i, SR TEDRAGH, e b AT I (S TT 551
T), B FAE T bR s 4E S R4 A RENR,
EGAT R FBRZE AN — B NS — 2, Ky
PEECR AR R, XSS A S IAFR
P, MTETLMATEG I FEATF R, T EA
ENRAE B TT, BB 3000 S B R 44 1 i) 30
SR WRARME, AEA TR IR 55 A I,
KA A B NIERRS, ATESRPEIL, X

— R TCREN), P IO B, M IE IR 45 A B,

AR AAT T2 ) A SRR L PRI DL T #R A2
PERARNIR A o, FRATER R AR R R -

BRI 2: fEATFHRMET, Toakstai B, JH3h
TE T AR 45 B PR TR R 3 Y TR SR 1A 56 3]
B BN G R A AR i A BN RN A AR A
ESLE

BRI 3 AEATFAMET, Jidkai i BN, PIH
TETH I FRARE B S S A el S R AN i, ke

WA IR A B2
24 ARBREFEFNIRIEENIIR-EIIEE

Fredrickson (200 1)IA A B A 25 20 S NA R
SCHAY AR I AURE RIVES) SO o BRI 26 4 i 5 4 a1
& (broaden-and-build theory)fi# B T AU 1 25 11 ik
fRIE N, ST RS 2 AR iR T Bk R
YEFIBLH, H A Je 2y Re R AL 9 K D) RE R 1 P e
AL OB o RO W . A SERN % 55— LR
EAEAT AR B AE T Sh g T RE, B fELs
AR RN . KLY R 4R, B RESHS B A
MR AR EAR &) OB 2 % (Fredrickson
& Branigan, 2005). G 450 HAA SR DIGE, 7T
DATETH A 2 V00 5 18 52 R LA, AT 1
XA SR R, A ES A ROR SRR AN AT S Y
B 4 4% (Fredrickson, 2001),

TENTF A R e A B SRAT T, JR Sh Bl iy e
HFAREE, TCEE 2> 2 ialat dfe i 150 B0 R AR 5 AR 17
g, AL T R AR 4RSI CnIF O o ) A A
5 5y SR AE Sy BRAFN ST BB M, 5 B MY e
FEYU ], AEIX A AR T A g3k ST W A 4R AT 55
Hh T 2 B B R S, 3k e e LB A AR AN S S
R MR LR BOT A B 4e )7 X, el ARG
R M, B T AR 5 R g
(Fredrickson & Branigan, 2005), Gino I Schweitzer
(2008) YT L A B, Ak T 2 RS ARAR 17 45 R 25
TR, AL T RO IR AR TR iR S T
Z RN, Ik, FRATHE H B

BRIZ 4: AT, Ak A Ent, JHahk
SR B IE T TR 2 T 4 - R 1 25

BRI 5 AT, AkaaEnt, Hahk
PHE L H AR, RIEH B IE 2K 5 H R
YRR Z [ S EAE GG R .

BRIZ 6: TEATFARAMT, Ak A Ent, RH
T A RPRZE R 3, S B R SR e H
TR AR 26 7K - FR g g SR B 2 [l v AR

A B 5T 5 A T A LU AU TR R Y S
Z I AR E R . DA G T BSR4 1 BIF 9T K HR LA
T SBALRIAESTIT i, AR AR BT I 4L .
WEFEo N =8 S 1 AT E T, EillEN
HWCE S S O (R B g, SRR JC R A
AEPIRE ST, Bl Em A &R, 2
SRR H R UBCRY, PSR R S S ERORH
RSB T I S S B S/ 0%/ o 2K 1 ol A 3~ M E U N
T 3R AR 28 XoF H IR 40 Ko\ R % 8 (%) 5% e 7 E AN
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), PRI T R A IFSE o0 SR e SR 3 T 1 F 3
PREETENTTFNAR 2 TF 2515 5 X e e 2 i SR 94 7
W BN TERLE, SE8G 2 TEAE AT . TekaR A B
M5 P EtAT, BT INVARERAR, E—P %
TR B PR IR T BAR A X PR S  UCR AN
IHIAE IR D286 3 B TR 2 1 e S A gt P
8, WA ARG RAMET, 8 sh P i [ 3K
PRAE R PSR R AN WU R B 175 45 BILH o BIFFEA JEL
KDL 16

AFTCHK (5 1) UNEIES

=iy
EHA
HARE

v | R
AT | APV

AT ]
Bt | B

K1 sk R EIK
TE: AR R B

3 THSCES

R T R IE S A A AR AR A B U R g A R
AR, BT IR B 21 AERE,
R A 10N, 4E#Y 18~22 % (M =20.05, SD = 1.40),
BEML AP, m—dpil 2 s 1, 5H—48
MY 2, BRI Sl oA R s A B F
“WR IR A A 79 5 Likert 2140

WME 1. —RVAERMNA —MTHRR G E
FRY, AL A4, BEZFRE AL LR
Al — /R ey e K, sIMRA1 S A TAEAR
B o3 b S A & Se s AT, Asidfed
KA AEAZ, T He sk RE T OARF— R, &K
MA 2R A5 XX K XX #1005 49 5 #
LS e L o

M 2. — B G RATE — AN F R A )
W R REEEPIREANTHE R, KRBT
HHAL T R T B RIATHIER L, A3 45 o
A kit P EERFEEANEF, FPRATU
iz, RANA LB IERD] XX KF XX F R 1005
8 5 By I E Adm i,

3.1 HROH

XWX PE o AT IS FEAR ¢ K5, 25 5%
RIS, 1(19)=3.40, p<0.01; 5 1 1A 3K
5 A BB INAF R, s 2 JCER 3R A BRI AR o
f, XCUERH T SEE AR A ke, BanT DA

RO S AR AT N o

4 SEH 1. AP R IR A R bR
28 0F i BUR N Y52 M)

41 Bm

SCHS 1 BRVHE A T2 F s ok & 15w H FRAREE
B, MEBHIRGAE, MR E R AR
M), KXk HAA A R KSR 520

42 Hik
42.1 #WiR

91 AAERRKFAEMBR A, HpBAE 42 A,
AEWE N 18~22 % (M = 19.17, SD = 1.81), FTA ik
MR SR IE S IE Y, TCH G5, JoiE(Rs i
R . BT A BB S NS, ST
ANHE LR R, ARSI 25058,

4.2.2 gt

SCECR A 20K IE T AR 8 s/ A
) < 23K M . B/ A . AR A
T, AE PR Rk PR E & St — O 2
SCE, AR F R E St B Sk — e,
SRR — e R . ORI, ME R
RH PR B B SN — O 2R, SR
AR Hoa A . O (st e st 1. 2
Jrik).

FEBCR NG BE N TS50 A g Aokt 38 3 Pl
2T SR 4 IS ) R [ 25 3 A

T 3R] % D SR FH A 41 2 9 ] 45 (Elliot &
Devine, 1994), iZ[n) 452K 9 AR NI A 2B S
YR SIS A R B LI ARz, R 3 AN H
ANEFHRIA) . FEIER . BN . (RS Likert 7 55
wRITIHr, 1 AREEEA, 7 RFEIEF, K
B 1% [0 %1 Cronbach a 2504 0.75,

423 EF

— 24 B AT RS K2 A 2 2 0 A B Y
455 2 T R B B ) 5 B O, AR LAY
— % F G A E AN RS S . 205, B8
B HRARZELMET, BimptedaE—4
WA RTBIAMN, AR EXFENE, AR
AT A C RIS R T BRI, 2 ]
B, WESRPAE T 3 A I AR TR
REFHM(HIES W Goldman & Seever, 1982;
William & Oopik, 1992). &4 )3 shiE 1l A FARE 5
o R SN . W T R g N R A e T e o I 7 <
B WIRP A TR A BEDL A 2 4, F23R 550 1) 1
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W 1 2 N, NS, sl
BB S INE Rk B G aAh . B A iR
S 2, JF Rt R m, LT g
Bl 7 0 B S ) LS H Y, I 1 g AR IR
AN EE A NBRFL, I35 R g #3193 578 A
IS I
43 R

IR B A R O 5 5k T B DL SO AT
AR 9 £ 8k, i SPSS 20.0 XAy T AT R AL
PEIAT N ARG ShIE T A IAR%E . Tk
T A B 4 BN SRR T LRER T D3R A R T R G A LA A
W, BTHRRE, IR 1.

gERLL, A s i I 1 [ R AR PR
ROVEWEA B (= 9.98, p < 0.01), 1E/H
AT, RELABLBIN 75.0%, X TFE
K Ia ShacE T RGN EL ] 40.5%, )8 shek
HIETH A FbRSE, JURE TR 55 R,
o, AR A AT, RSN IE AR R
BHFRNELL, v = 5.15, p < 0.05; TETCIRIEAEL
PET, JESIIE HRRES s &t T () R AN L, o
=4.62, p <0.05. AIRGEALIR G5 T UORE RN
WAL (16)F T2 T Ioik 5 A BRI A%k (14)

LU PRS- PR AR i, XHEHE 64T 2002 75
JashiE T HFAREE) < 206 okt A ) 5 22 50,
D7 2257 MR 50 R 45 S5 KO (8] 254048, F(3,78)
=2.15,p>0.05, HHFEHBE I 2004 ROLE 2)
R, IR H IR F RO A B3 (F(1,78) = 1.07,

p > 0.05), A IR 55 A B RN A 3 (F(1,78) =
3.34, p > 0.05), Wi# L EHAUN B3E(F(1,78) = 4.61,
p<0.05) (LA 2).

KT BN NERRG T Rk R H
IE T AR ZE X A P KO- sZ i, 4k S2 67T 1 FA8K0
BT ok s Ay BRI RN, IR bR 500
WE(F(1,79) = 4.81, p < 0.05), [FE 3ok 1 m
FREEAIEE, A shi =4 AR RN R . A
RIEABIOR ST, IEm AR E R 56 35K
MR, F(1,79) = 0.67, p > 0.05,

4.4 itig

S 1 HER T A SR W I T A AR X T
RH RN AW . PR EIR : 5 sk
TR H IR, PR FH AR T 5 R i
TER R A BT, RSB AR PR H RN
AN L i (80.0%) = T oK JE Bl L i N %K
(44.4%), FETCIR 4 A BB HRSR 5t 3 o IE HiAs
25 M PR A R gl i I EL A1 (70.0%) 55 TR ) 8
NEB(37.5%) 0 X —45 Al TR 1, FshiE
1] F FoAR 2 AR S B IE 1 [ RARE AT,
FBHRPEWNBAAE B EARE s R SR
BN — B, RIREING EAR 2 A A A A 1 2 e B PR 2 i
TR 1 75 18] % & (Guadagno & Burger, 2007).

AR, SE5 1 M H AT A Jok 4k A R
PN HUR K- g i . 25 R A R sk IE
T FRAR 2 X P AN S KPR 52, A
TCAR 25 A BENT et B A7 i R . E— A AR

F1 BRFREHFEZHETERINAREEMERNEXRANE LI
Bkt A Tk is A Zh
T TR — SE— — — S A —
el L R RN Ry L R RN SR AL RN I
13 80.0% 20.0% 70.0% 30.0% 75.0% 25.0%
- (16) 4) (14) (6) (30) (10)
SR 2 44.4% 55.6% 37.5% 62.5% 40.5% 59.5%
- (® (10) ) (15) (17) (25)
BN 24 14 23 21 47 35
v 5.15% 4.62% 9.98%x*
I FE S NECTF MR . *p <0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001(XLfll)
R2 REBRIELHERBME. EERBEFEMNMINARAKEHNFES TR
1B A PR 3.31 1 3.31 1.07 0.303 0.014
R 10.30 1 10.30 3.34 0.072 0.041
R * B AR 14.23 1 14.23 4.61% 0.035 0.056
R 240.71 78 3.01
H: *p<0.05
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124 O AHhEm AR 522 gitFIM R

@1 R Bk I E A 2 R FAH )% (e S B T E R AR B

107 BRI, W ARSI 1 BTG 8 A A

ol —F + et ABORMIIERSIR 1, dd ptn

Jofti A B A7 3 g A
PN

25 4 TB IR 95% CI

B2 TFMF T A shib T A Fepn 2 Mk a5 A i e
YEHIZS

ACH AN S, BIFEJCAR SR A B AE R, SR BhiE T
I FRARE I PR AT R KT 3, RS TR
20 HBLHTR, fEA O A AT T, R ShRE
TE TR I R 28 0 1R 20 3 TSR 52 0 I AN BE A ] —
Wi TR 1 REATIRT, ok B
PF T DR BN R RESE T B FRED R A B
FIAE 2 BVRE B TR 0TI RS o SRR IR, ER
NIFZAET, XAIE R A AR H 5 ST sefs A 2
AR BOER AN BN, SEEe 2 RS At — A 5t
DA E A BAREEAE AT o X T 3 4 A B ok
s, RUEREEA —ERGIE, HiE
SR TE T BN AR PR 7 NI
PR, MRS Sl SR IE T FRARSE T RE a1
6 LR 19 441X — 308 i Xof BRSSO, R A S
% 3 Rt —2B Rt

5 SEER 2. ARAIT R A A T
TETHT H HbR 2T SR A2 )

51 BH

S 2 VTR AR A FF 564 T J0 3R 5 A BRI L3R
Yse v, I [ 3RS0 S 3 SR 4 e L 52 e
X PR A HT R KA 52
52 A&
5.2.1 #Hik

135 BAER R Mg, Hh 54 63 A,
AEWE R 19~25 % (M = 20.51, SD = 1.34), Frf#k
AR ) B IEAR R, TotH (8, JoAR ks
B2 . A A A BRSNS, SR
ANHTESL S, BRSNS 2RI,

5 R A ) A [ 25 A 0
523 #EF

R T RIETEAE A TSN B 2R H RAR%
PR R, C5 2 R AP
M7 PEFT, W Inquisit M E R FAE A HLE
AT o F R Bl B E A TR AT PR S 58
%=, RJIE BRI, B A e b iR
PTG . B A S R 2 AR AR AN
ICA WA BATA A N, ETA S8 56 5 72 fn
SERECERE R, ASmE AT, TEE ShIE
HIRPRZEZNT, MK 1A R 2R Pl B
IR BRI T ROV, I A 3 RS
PFo TERGSHEMET, BN — 88 0 K ] B
N o e, PRt BN NIk 45 A BRI PR 53¢,
WIS 5 . Ha AP S e S RN . i
J&, BT R A ) A RS
524 MEITH

INEVJS TR R RS20 1, 56 2 B R
Cronbach a &%l 0.71,
53 #£R

R BEA N R O A R T BN DL SOR 7
AERI 13 A, i SPSS 20.0 X4y T A &8
PEHEAT M. SR BN, ERNTFRMT, Xk
RMPR R, A Sl IE [ AR R
BRI BV E R, = 1.60, p > 0.05 (I
% 3),

x 3 EAFARIKRERLNIEEBRIREI RN ILEY
A

PN
T T TR A4 T
Tl F ARG
. 56.5% 43.5%
A5 (35) @7)
o 45.0% 55.0%
A @7 (33)
Nl 62 60
2 1.60

155 NEF R

DI IR K AR &, DGR T 1 Fobn 4 it
TR 200, SR ER, B A REENE
BN B2, F(1,118)=10.46, p > 0.01, 1 = 0.014,
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54 i1t

Wy 2 T T HAEANTERMT, Mk A2
B, e S S I TH 1 FRAR 2 3 R gl LY
M, AR, S S E T E AR X R
RPEVARA WEZR, XFERIE 3. HY T
TEo&AE, MR BN TR TR sh A AR BT,
B ENGAE B Bt SR R, AT
B T AR 22 R AR B S AT R o X —1R
PUREEIS I ES b S 2 e S S i
B TF A TR s o 3 16 T AR 2% HA
KRR 2 X E— LU, 725050 1 v,
PR R T BN G A BRI AT SRR RLN, A A
R 5 1 7 B HELCR Ry Tk S A R T, ARAFASR G
A,
6 LI 3. AHARG AR R

IETA A AR ST S R A Y

52 M Bl

6.1 HH

SEE 3 RWTTE AT RT3k a5 A RISk
s, JAshJe & B IE T F FRARZE X DLk # R0
BEUAIPEFIBLE, LU S Z2 e 2 A B gl i R
ARG 2, PRI BRI 26 2 75 5 ) Lt R 44, LA
R FE 38 S B2 5 TE B AT 28 T BOR 44 22 )
EHAE
6.2 FHiE
6.2.1 ik

96 ZTER KM, Hrh B4 47 A,
AEWA R 19~25 % (M = 21.76, SD = 1.14), Frf#id
AR B IERE R, JotE (s, JoiR Al
JRE M . AT A B A IS NS, SEHT
AFELREE, HARS M558,
622 LRERF
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The Influence of Prime of Positive Self-label on Advice-taking
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Abstract

Advice taking, which is a decision-making process formulated by decision-makers with the reference of
others’ suggestions, has become a research hotspot as the interactive process between advisers and
decision-makers, and receives more attention in the field of behavioral decision making. In this study, we
proposed that the labeling for decision maker is a potential predictor in the advice taking process. Specifically,
whether the decision-maker takes the advice from others will be influenced effectively by the descriptions
(labeling stick to the decision maker). This study assumed that labeling in advance will exert an influence on
advice taking by different mechanism in different decision-making scenarios. Using widely-used
“Judge-Advisor System (JAS)” experimental model, this paper explored the influence of the prime of positive
self-labeling on advice taking in three decision making scenarios which were decided by whether there are hopes
to benefit or not, and whether they are public or in private.

3 studies have been done in this research in a gradually deepening logical sequence. Study 1 included
preliminary and formal experiments, and used 2 (Positive Self-labeling Priming: Yes/No) x 2 (Hope of Benefit:
Yes/No) between-subject design to explore whether the advice taking process and the cognitive dissonance of
the decision maker will be influenced by positive self-labeling in the public condition. Study 2 used
between-subject design to further explore whether the prime of positive self-labeling will influence the advice
taking in the private condition of the scenario that there is likely no benefit will be available. Further, study 3
explored whether the positive emotion of decision-makers will be promoted by the prime of positive
self-labeling of decision makers, and whether positive meaning-finding acts as a mediator between the positive
emotion and advice taking under the public condition of hopefully benefiting decision scene. The participants
are university students and the number is 91 (experiment 1), 135 (experiment 2) and 96 (experiment 3)
respectively.

The results found that the prime of the positive self-labeling of decision makers would promote them to
take the advice no matter in the hopefully benefiting decision scene or in the likely no benefit scene, but it only
caused cognitive dissonance of decision makers in no- benefiting decision scene in the public condition, and
there is not a significant effect on the advice taking and cognitive dissonance. It also showed that positive
meaning-finding mediated the effect between the positive emotion and advice taking under the public condition
of hopefully benefiting decision scene.

The implications, limitations and future directions of the study were discussed as well.

Key words advice taking; labeling effect; cognitive dissonance; positive emotion



