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TN Z BRI, 5 —SWAESN R 2, RIS
AR R R 2 B 5 A X R A LR, s
A G TC K FEILIEA I, Petty FI Cacioppo (1986)
$& 0 TR 4N TonT g PE ALY (Elaboration Likelihood
Model, ELM), ¥4 75 BE B8 13 4 W R AS [5] 19 2 1085
e, —FhFRrh deas A, AR el AR A X 3 A
HARE DB B S0 s HEAT A A A B S R
Ty — M FRh SRR, A MU A E X RS BT

* EEAARPEEEEIE (71171063) | RE MEERAATIHIE | VA4 SBE MR H 13)Y2D) 58,
WIRMEE: AT, E-mail: fuchj@126.com; % 4E, E-mail: ydenghua@126.com

1534



10 3 RBAE S W NG RS B Y U N T AR AR AG 56 1535

o3 U B — LE R R R (U5 Bk IR 51 J7)
M A RHE B B S0 s AT L2 A J5 15
(4 o AN IR B XUt 7 VA R T %45 VRS 48 in T nT g
P A

Brewer (1988) 1Yy X H /il T.#% # (Dual Process
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— P B R, BR O 8 3 A 2] 2 12 &R L (slow-
learning memory system); 75— R 48 U W BhAEY | BT
A A P Y B RAE, B P2 2 02
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KT CUESE N Baat 2 N A E . AT
FER B, AR A WS ) Sl AL (Motivation to
Control Prejudiced Reactions, MCPR)FEAIE, (1] 423l
0B R TIUI X RN B B RIE 1 (Olson & Fazio,
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T SRS AR E R KA T WA, i
WRASE HAERI T Kt 5% & EAH R ME
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% 3a: JeIE R S0 S S EN &2, S S R
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~1.30, p = 0.200,

77 i A A S AR T A D ), — R Sy S
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14 ED G2 T I 55 BP 42 DU A~ J7 T80 4 il A DG atl =2 vk
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A2 i ) 3 24 8 5 R R Y B, S R
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18 SR NIR), TE85M5 D5 i e b e 1 2
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e THRE A A, BRI 28 B
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()L 5 B BN SR ENGRAT B2 2] i 2

ZBHE SR R R — R T A B
PRAR 0 /NG o H2 T A HL i B v e 2R O 48
SEITIA 100 S50 ERE R, BAGEH SR 6 #
B, RIEHNERT —FKFE L. TEHEB, BT
[B] AT Au] ) 80, (LT R0 . DAL BE s AL
M R—4GERE A T R E, EHem %
AT —2, 7

TEEE BB T, A gIE] 20 &
T HA & A TR AR R IWIIR ED R 55 1 5
B R 20 45 5V TE BLEN G A0 I 1947 2. (counter

impression), LA T fAJFK 20C1 4H; A1 GH EN G om i 45
BRI 100 S5 5 RIARTE BB AR S s 2,
PUR PR 100CT 2o 9 PRIE 3 2B — 2L, &2
&5 1 i 2 R 20 5P (S EREDL B 5k &
B4 20CT BIRR 20 AR EN G B (KL
1) S 20 ZArP RS ELBEPLEE B 4 ), B
25 100CT ZH PR YA 20CT ZH 1 20 S5 M LREN S A
HEEHLEB 5 ), XRG4 100
FMER.

(3)SZ I 5 = W Bt Sy PR A% £ ) 2

B 52 S PN B i B R A1 S i B S B i
(PN RGN, ) —Rales s
PR, DA I 2500 )

S TR Y YR A E-prime 1.0 SRS FEH
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225 ETENE

(WM FRAEED R BN £

SR PRy 20 oh RN S . — = R
I E M 7 R AR I T H, BE
BRI B IR B R, RN EFIE 1 4T,
“EFIC T gy o R R R BE T R (feeling
thermometer), iL#IH 0-100 X 5 i & (R 5 ik
AR

Q)P F2 R ARED SR Ay £

SR FHH T A I 5 P B3 20 Al B G2 48 R AR E
W7 e —— N BRIBRAE LG (Greenwald, McGhee,
& Schwartz, 1998), #% Greenwald %5 A (1998)42 Hi iy
N BRI AR 55 (TAT) & 20 3R bR HE AR T g, S5 46 v
— P S WA AN, RSB 55—k
Bl Az, RSSO ARZS BE ), S oA 2 551, LA
ST G S50

HRYE TAT A0 00 56 722 S R P00 565 ) 45 4, e B
L R a2 YR R K, Y R R, il
A SRR AR M2 A Rk SR
TR TRV KK IETE I R R ILTEHEA A
LR RTbR; IETEM O TAT D5 1) B ARiA
10 AR ER G Ia] hy - <ffi HRIOCR 47 L atifgm; H
TRARGF s SMUUE S A, TSR 200, ARG 2110,
ko5 ARA T M55 A REGF YEp UAR & ITARIR &
2 10 DMIEIEI R IR “fEFHROR 22, 24k fe
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v JEL 1] 55 T A B G 1R R AR S R e 2 A L]
ASRELAEIE STINRES 37N S TIRSE AV AEIE STIR (SN
AHZEHE
23 %R
231 HIEmMALE

(HINERBRRED & 57 41

% I8 Rydell Fl1 McConnell (2006) #4508 4b B8 5
3, KT A1 0 LB G 0 7 A S R4S 43 )
g bR E Sy, FORSEARCSE 3, I AER) 46 TE BUH
W EN A P bR HE 53 40 S A S R, I As o B4
RN RSN BT — SRR AL B, 43 AR
K, RWITEWILETE B ED G0 T (R A AR B 77 1] I
R i o

Q)R mAREN & 53 5

Xt IAT %, IR Greenwald %5 A (1998)HY
B A AR O B A T B TRAR B« (1) S g B
T 300 ms MYLL 300 ms i, =T 3000 ms FLA
3000 ms it; (2)55 1R F ML 20% A BHER A AT
(3) M) 153 25 35 D R 2 B v T i 198 V9 N 3 1 8 5

(4) R T A S 56 N ik ol i AR S IE AR S, A R o
R SO, B LU BR B 54T 55 Hh A 158 S 1Y s
IR ()X A B S 1A T X B e s A T —
AZES WA AT

[ 2 I8 Rydell Fil McConnell (2006) %5 #is 4b
PR, ¥ TAT RO AR sibn il o, IS ERI R
T S IF W B0 G217 B3 v R A v o e e AH BB, TS
G ENE R Bt JRLED G 4 B AR — DB b B
SHERR, RUITER] IR T BN G % Bt (R /I i) Y
7 1) b AR i o
232 MR, ARRMEIKERMERITER

12 Fp S5 AbF T A0 A RRE G L N B RRE 4L
PR PESETHES R R 1 iR,
233 INERMMENEHEK ST

k25 ZE A1 bk i B ED G AE AN ] 9 5 Ak 7K ST B
WIRREN GG B v i AR AL A0, LAAI I & RED 52 Ry [
AT 2RI TR B I ED 52 ) < 2 (3R A /K ) <3 ()
WIRREN A 1%) — I R il v) 7 22 0, 255 ani&l 1
K32,

F1 ERBENKRENBRRBINRFEHLEIREEM £ SD)
WY L EN S 5% AL 7K - RPN R IG5 N A1 R EN G PN Bt R BN
100% il 21 1.19+0.34 0.22 +0.84
20C1 15 ~0.32 +0.81 0.02 + 1.00
—_— 100CI 15 ~0.70 £ 0.57 0.03 +0.77
B 75% Pt 22 0.83+0.41 ~0.03 £ 0.85
20CI 19 ~0.28 +0.82 ~0.17£0.97
100CI 15 ~0.75 £ 0.91 ~0.01+0.73
100% il 21 1.17 £ 0. 63 0.48 £ 1.11
20CI 18 —0.08 + 0.81 ~0.18+1.23
100CI 20 ~0.36 + 0.65 0.05 +1.23
T 75% P 16 0.41 % 0.74 ~0.03+1.10
20CI 20 ~0.30 £ 0.67 ~0.10 + 1.03
100CI 14 ~0.36 +0.74 ~0.30 + 1.02
151
1.0
o
2 05
:ﬁé : O 100%32& 4k,
g m 75%4R 4k
o2 0.0
5 o N B
N
0.5
-1.0
il 4l 20C141 100CI41 ‘ il gl 20CI41 100CI41
Bl T

TEAN [ BRI AE T BN R -5 B0 46 B G A% B2 v 1 S0 A it R B R



1540 AL B 2 i 46 &
Fz2 ERMEEKHAESERW =216)
75 5 ke YA - J5 A b e ¥1J5 F P s v GETT R 5
LRI EIE S 0.38 1 0.38 0.82  0.368 0.00 0.15
ALK 2.68 1 2.68 5.81 0.017 0.03 0.67
SR EN R 15 84.74 2 4237 91.81  0.000 0.47 1.00
IR I BN G x5t ALK - 0.53 1 0.53 1.15  0.286 0.01 0.19
LV NEIE SIFE IR GEEIE SR 3.10 2 1.55 336 0.037 0.03 0.63
SRAL KPS WA BN 15 3.15 2 1.57 3.41 0.035 0.03 0.64
WIHRTE WL EN G <SR AL KT < ST W) AR ED R A 453 0.47 2 0.24 0.51 0.601 0.01 0.13

& 1 AT, ﬁ%ﬂﬂ%ﬁiﬁf%ﬂ?ﬁia‘é%
31 22 TR B G AR A) JE TE T G T
12> i R A S ED 42 E%ﬁ@%ﬂ’ﬂiﬁ'ﬂﬂ%ﬁ/
BCENG T T T —3 . B3R 2 AL SRALKE R
FRON B ER 0 R 0.03, SitHE ik 0.67), TE
100% 5% fb K - T 4h W fh BLEN S (M = 0.15, SD =
0.07) W HEET 75%im ALK F T AME S EN G (M =
~0.08, SD = 0.07), X —&5 R UEIE % 1a £330 5050E
AU ED G 1 BE 0 RN 2 (T n® oA 0.47, Seit
K 10 1.00), iz LSD 320047 0 6 b5 & B,
EEHE S T AN NG (M = 0.90, SD = 0.08)
BEET 20CHESE TSN SET S (M = —0.25,
SD =0.08) (d=1.14, p<0.001), B3 & T 100CI 1
B R RSN S EN S (M = —0.54, SD = 0.09) (d =
1.44, p < 0.001), 20CT 153~ AN B AR EN S B 3%
=T 100CT 1E5E N AT S REN S (d = 0.30, p =
0.012 < 0.05), X —&5R Ui 2a 15 2] 5k

i A 7K 5 S I B G 1 45 1) 28 TEL 0N B 3

— I TR BB N A AT B, HE 100%58 46 IKFE T,

RAVIGEN R B AETE 0 22 57, F(2,204) = 67.46, p
< 0.001, iz LSD #4771 M L 45 & 047 il 28 1)
A SR EN S (M = 1.18, SD = 0.50) 2 &5 T 20CI
ZHI AN B EN S (M = —0.19, SD = 0.81) (d = 1.37,
p<0.001), T 100CI ZHHFM 2 5 EN S (M =
—0.51, SD = 0.63) (d = 1.69, p < 0.001), 20CI ZH {4}
SN2 B T 100CT ZH A A B S EN 4. (d =
0.32, p=0.044 < 0.05). 7E 75%58& KT, oG
N4 A e B 225, F(2,204) = 28.88, p <
0.001, iz LSD WEiFAT WG bb A & 342 il 2 iy 1
B EN (M = 0.65, SD = 0.60) %3 5 T 20CI 4
H AN S EN S (M = —0.29, SD = 0.74) (d = 0.94, p
< 0.001), BEET 100CI A4 G FRET S (M =
—0.56, SD =0.84) (d = 1.21, p < 0.001), {H20CI141 5
100CT ZH Fy4h fib it B BN AN AETE 10 3 22 5 (d = 0.27,
p =0.130 > 0.05), X—Z5FEXHRE 2a 19—

#hFE, RSN I RN G2 A AR Bl 2 5 AL KT AN
IﬁJﬁ'ﬁKIﬁJo
IR TE BN 52 5 W) 4 EP G2 18 B3 10 28 BAE
3, TN A BT R IR, MR TR BN G S R
W, RGBS AFTE B % 22 5%, F(2,204) =
62.89, p < 0.001, iz LSD %34T MW L4 &8I,
PEHI AR AR EIR(M = 1.01, SD = 0.41) 8.3 &
T 20CI A B S REN (M = —0.30, SD = 0.81), d =
1.31, p < 0.001; &F & T 100CI 45k EN 4
(M =-0.73, SD = 0.74), d = 1.73, p < 0.001; 20CI 41
AP REN 4 B2 = T 100CT ZH4M 5 S EN S (d =
0.43, p = 0.01 < 0.05) MHIUHIEHLEN G R I,
AV NG AR AE 3 25 5, F(2,204) = 31.96,
p<0.001, iz LSD WL TP Lb i A B, F5 il 40
AR REN S (M = 0.84, SD = 0.77) & & T 20CI
HAME A RENG(M = —0.20, SD = 0.74), d = 1.04, p
< 0.001; WEET 100CI 4405 NS M =
—0.36, SD = 0.68), d = 1.20, p < 0.001; {H 20CI 415
100CT ZH 1) #h b il L ED AN AEAE 1 2 22 5 (d = 0.16,
p=0.344), 5EE1 AL AN R ED R A BUAE AT
FERMAXTFRIRG, BRI TE L EN G AR G L
AT S Sl i R ED G2 1 ek AR R R TR AR OB
IREIE" S RIEE & =RVl N % N T A BN i o gt
B, I, B 3a 15 250 HE
234 HRERBRENSERSHET
R 7 % TN B i T B G AE AN [R] %) 5 Ak 7K P B s
%BﬁAEﬂ%FFEPE’JMU*&t AP Bl R BN 5 A A
AT 2(WI IR U R EN ) < 2 (R AL K ) <3 (S W)
lzﬁEﬂ%Fiﬁ)flﬁl%%ﬁmﬁﬂﬁ%éﬂﬁ, gk 3,
F % 3 AT, BTAT Y SE00 5 28 AN F4AN b
Fo URAWREIRAE AR IS S, K N R
MR M EES 0 L ke, 253 /R5 08
WFELER, «(79) = 1.55, p = 0.126(M = 0.17, SD =
0.98), 15t W 13 o F22 WA R G T <<t 22 40 ot L 1Y)
5 D I ARTE BT <3 2= 5 R N BREN S . Ak
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R3 NRBEBERMFTESHERW =216)

75 5 ke YA - J5 A ¥595 F p fn SRS
LRI EIE S 0.03 1 0.03 0.03 0.876  0.00 0.05
ALK 2.27 1 2.27 2.24 0.136 0.01 0.32
SR EN R 15 2.97 2 1.49 1.47 0233 0.01 0.31
IR I BN G x5t ALK - 0.12 1 0.12 0.12 0.733  0.00 0.06
LV NEIE SIFE IR GEEIE SR 0.70 2 0.35 0.34 0.710  0.00 0.11
SRAL KPS WA BN 15 1.00 2 0.50 0.49 0.611 0.01 0.13
WIHRTE WL EN G <SR AL KT < ST W) AR ED R A 453 0.88 2 0.44 0.43 0.649 0.00 0.12

K R A B E, B 100%58 ALK FIE LAY
B 5 75%iKF FIE N R o & 2 5%,
Uk, WFFEARIE 1b A4 358 2 R . YT AR BV S 1% 45
A ERON A B2, B4 . 20CT 415 100CT £ #
RS EN R I T0 B 35 22 5, 9T 2b b
HAS BRI o WIURTE BLED G2 5 I W Ui EN 4 15 B8
(A58 EL RGN AN 2, IR 3b A5 B BRI, B PN RS
BN BB A AFAERM A KT FRBL S

2.4 itig

WFE ke A 48 I &2 2 ) JR W BT AH N A Ak
WA RIS, HIE A S N 4 2 i ThE S &2
I RVIREN G5 B 201 kAR As, X —25 3
BB IE T Smith 1 DeCoster (2000)42 Hi i) X
TR .

PORTATY SR R R Y S DR Ik GREIE X [ §)
A HRE N s, 76 100% 058 LK, ¥R TE
AN B EN 2 AE 20CT 38R R AR U,
TE 100CT T 58 T 4kS kA 3 0088 WAE 75% 1158
IR, WIGRTE B A . R EN 4 AU AE 20CT 1%
BEF kA REWAS, 78 100CT1E 8 T It R gkse k4
S E VU (D 20CT 5 100CT 1555 T A0 M EN 42 %
AEEZER). X—458 Y5 Rydell 1 McConnell
(2006) BT 5T 45 R IE 47 AH S, BIFE 100%58 4k 7K ~F-
T WA WA A X <Bob” (1) B 4 75 [ W) 15 BN 4 1
Be b ok Rk A RS AR, WTE 75% Ak KT 24T
Fr&p 2 |, Rydell F1 McConnell (2006)IA M 7E 100%
SEAAKCOE T B S R < R 4518 (“rushing to
judgment™) 1Y S W&, BIVH] <28 — ED 2% I g2 i
HEATINL; W0 75%58 A K P B2 R < T Se B
1k” (“forestalling judgment”)f¥) 5%, HI g AR <58 —
BN T4, 4k2ext 100CT 8 rh i (5 BkfTim
Too BRI, X BARASRE UL M AT A B 7E A
[F] A 5iR A KT 2 RBUAS 6] B T3 ms o 5 —Fpm]
BERFR R, TEAREACIRET, #O7ES 2 &)

G TE B 5 7 A AE X A SR B TR AN 15
MR, X FE, B TCIRAE 100% 58k KF- T id &
TE 75%58 ALK Y AT RER <200 T 4518 1 5K
W& o H & T7E 100%5R KT, Blialon << == 7>
i JEIE B 2 58 A FR B 58 A T R A S BN, 7
S B B 1) g A B S ) 4R BN 5 58 A AH IR
mn G S, XSRS A SR, Ry
TRENG = A PR BE, DR A AT T2 it 1) 1) S 1 4
HORIE U A EN S . TTE 75%58 0K F- T, #k
CL 1 fifccith 2= 48 5t RO 8 56 TCHR B — SCAME, At
ATTRT it =2 7> 5 R B A 2 R 43 BR AR B KR A
TR B AN R ER G, 7555050 — W B m ik 2 B 5 )
GRENG 58 A B S BT, Bl A a5 i £
AR, PRI ] TR 2R — BRI s 4 1
ENE 38

W R, W2 I 77 2 Ja IF AR AR B 1Y
MR REN SR, H G WG BRI 5 andel, Y&
mn R ED R Y OR KA, X B RS Smith
DeCoster (2000) )X & il THIEAFF . HFARMSE
FFAR LS 2 N B BN S TR B S U2, AT 1T e
1) — b figp A 2 R BB IR BEAN i, RIIK
HBARET, Bl nT geBcA X 25 BT IR E
T,

3 M52 B AR T A EENR
T IS AU R XU i T A AR A

3.1 RigEH

R TUEBIBFGE 1 R T B R eI, WF5E 2 4%
T A P L P 4 R 1 R B O A B
AR, DLk 25 & ok a0k i A 20 TR
IE . BT mE A AR AT 1 T2 B A
%% 3 P15 . (Toncar, Munch, 2001), R4 Smith
F1 DeCoster (2000) 1 X i T B3 A LUAERAL, 4n sk
W FEA i L5 R B G2 B A B 2 EA T AN



1542 i Bt}

EE ¢

46 4

FIIREZE, TR B I FRAE T 45t Z2 Yk 8 5 PR
WA R Gk AN~ 2] R Ge, T SAH R Y A1 2
JRED G 5 N BR S MER S o H 4 H an T R

B d4a: FEEBARET, #id Kb
>, BT I A5 B Ak SR R Y A8 R R,
HA b it BN 1A T B AZ 5 AR K P R 52 )

% 4b: FERBARET, i K iR fbas
2, W R TR A A T SR () 7 ) PN I R N 2,
H BB SR BT AN 32 5 A 7K F I 52

T 8 AR T g 2 8RS 82
SYFATRE A T, PRI A AT 2 40 ) TSR FH <9 S BE
1R, S REE —ENZ M. 4% Greenwald
H1 Leavitt (1984) [ FEIE, K40 T &8 AW =
TR, Ab T3 — 7KV 52 AR 2 e K o A R
P, DRIER T 55 B S HE A RR#E TS, B
T A AHED, 20CT 5 100CT 175385 T #4421 i %
KA AR ROR, PRI T S i BN g i ek 2
N TCZE 5o KBRS EEN R =, HIE Ok A 182
2% 21012 2 58, Smith Al DeCoster (2000)f5 Hi, BRIk
AL R s [] B AR PR 2 2] 04 R G R i
RIS B ILIE, 75 DT IR B ) 0 00 I A 55 e 16
RN, ZEAS4m TRET, — B smicieE
(IRCIEZSUE 20 R-DN VST RS ¥4 87 N 57 o
R4, FTNESRENZRTE 20CT 1558 N A& E K
A%, TE 100C 1B EE T A4k s . i it DU oF
FEARL :

ik 5a: EEHARET, XCTITERBASM i
JRENG, AN 2 E /D 5PIREZVEFAH I AF
B, YR DL A A0 R ED &, HLAM R
ENR Y BUE R 515 B2 R8s Ik,

i Sb: TEEBARET, XTI AR
il LN G, PSR B o 5 ) 0 B AR I A
SR DLekCAR J5 A 1Y P B i R B 42, T 2 R A
50046 BD G P 5 AR B 045 8 AT LA T A Y A B
Y REIE
32 FHE

SCEMORLRIIESY | SR —AE, FURTESLR A —
By BOFN SRS — B BE A 48 iR e . B Ry & it 4
TR R T S A B R AR

A — B B s SIE R AEME A 1 B — B
By ds B EE N — S48 S Uk ROk R RATL
0 H E ARG o TERE R KT, Xk kK
mn A OGS B TR R L, =R K
Ve &K B, BLAE T B AR R R B S — RV

K, T 2 I E R AR R — o ORI
IR S N G oy L S S SR T B A TN
franihE 5% .

AT B B R FIE R (IFSE 1 SR
BrAg BB B ). midNA 2B E S, Xt
LR B2 T —E W TR, TR YT
SEVE R KR, BSOCE] T HAl R — (5 B, X EEE
B AT N AR A R ORER
i S5 e AR YA R R BG4 100 2545 B,
HEAGRBYSEM 6 B4, READNERT —FKF
B LB B, BORT BIE AT )8, HF5 220
A ECH B B LR B A — A B B T Ao
WERB A, PR 7,

210 24 AR 2 AR B AL A3 Pl 42 32 o e —Fh 5255
AbER, Hodr 8 2w P A B4R e e T AR s PN B
¥ rp AR R AT E KT 20%) 1 B 5, IR 202 4
AR A G W
33 #R
331 HIEmMAE

Ah b il R ED G2 55 9 B B ED 1 k(W]
T 1,

332 SNERBEINKRE AR MBI RER NS
TER

12 PRS2 56 AbBE T A0 5 R ED G | N R R E 4
MRS T ES R & 4 FiR.

333 ERMEZMFERSHT

R LA b i R BN A A R R 5 Ak KT S S )
YREDRAE BT ARG DL, DASI G ff BN G2 oA DR i
HEAT 2R U N Z) < 2 (SR ALK ) < 3 (SRR EN
SN IR Ry 22500, RN 2 ks,

HE 2 AT, R E S T RE T
3T 2% S RS B AR A S TR R TG T 22
SR A BN, HLA S ED B A T S 40 B T
B ER G J5 4 1) — 3K

5 0, RIS 0 800 8 (W 0 A
0.02, GEit# i /1o 0.52), 78 100%58 1L 7K F 4b
TR BENIZ (M = 0.22, SD = 0.08) &5 T 75%%
KT A S EN S (M = —0.01, SD = 0.08), iX
— 4L IGTE T ST R 4. ST GR DG 55 £ S0
BEMR 0N 0.26, BitK¥ /18 1.00), iEH] LSD
BT PI LU R B, I BN A e 4
(M =0.76, SD = 0.10) % 35 T 20CI 152 T A9 5 ik
SHRENG(M = —0.18, SD = 0.10) (d = 0.94, p <
0.001), W& T 100CI e T RS &N R (M
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T4 NERBIKRSENRRBBINKRYFEHESREEWM +SD)
IR TG eI 4 ALK FLHIIR BN AR BE N PRTA TR A B RN 42
100% 4l 17 0.82 + 0.60 0.48 + 1.00
20CI 14 —0.14 + 1.12 ~0.27+1.13
—_— 100CI 16 ~0.38 +0.94 -0.59 +0.97
75% = 18 0.74 £ 0.54 0.32+1.18
20CI 18 —0.25+0.86 0.31 +0.81
100CI 16 ~0.25 + 0.90 —0.45 + 0.66
100% i 17 1.11+0.83 0.44 +0.77
20CI 19 0.01 +0.81 0.45 + 0.96
— 1oo§1 19 ~0.11+0.85 -0.24+0.76
75% = 14 0.36 £ 0.61 —0.23 £ 0.49
20CI 16 —0.36 + 0.55 022+ 138
100CI 18 ~0.30 +0.76 ~0.31+0.97
121
10
0.8 I
§ oo 0 100%3 1k
s 041 W 75%3R4k
_—35 02
= 00
s L
0.4
-0.6
4 20CI41 100C141 P4l 20CI141 100C140
Bl | THK
2
x5 IERMEKRMAEDTERW=202)
75 5 R YA S5 o ¥575 F p (R <87 ¥ L
LRI EIE S 0.04 1 0.04 0.06 0.811 0.00 0.06
ALK 2.61 1 2.61 4.13 0.044 0.02 0.52
SRR EN & 1 4 42.61 2 21.31 33.66 0.000 0.26 1.00
WIIRIE BN G it Al 7K - 2.15 1 2.15 3.39 0.067 0.02 0.45
IR IE LN G W) iR EN G 5 45 0.19 2 0.09 0.15 0.862 0.00 0.07
SRALIK P > SRR BN I 15 1.26 2 0.63 1.00 0.371 0.01 0.22
HIHRTE WL EN G <SR AL KT < S W) AR ED R A 453 0.39 2 0.19 0.31 0.736 0.00 0.10

=-0.26, SD = 0.10) (d = 1.02, p < 0.001), 20CI 1%
TSN EN S 5 100CT - BT A4 2 5 EN 4
ZFRARNBEW = 0.08, p =0.579 > 0.05), iX—455H
SR TR Sa. WIIRTE ARG | SR KOF B
WIREN GG B Z M — k22 BAE R . =R HAEH
S P NITE N
334 HNERMISHERSKT

k75 5% N B B N G AE R ) 1 s Ak K P B R

WILREN R B ARG O, DL BR SRR EN S 0 A
A AT 2RI IE B BN 52 ) <2 (SR ALK P ) <3 (L
VIR ED A5 58) = N R okl 7 22534, 5 SR anisl 3
S EXN

M 2% 6 P, SRR BN AR E . Mk
VIR ENRAE B G B, BB EN R 1 53
BAES 0 ARy ¢ 56, 453 B8 & KT 0, #65)
=2.38, p<0.05(M=0.27, 8D =0.94), i)iiuitm
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0.6 -
0.4 -
‘ﬂ,ﬁ 02 F
‘% 0.0 O 100%3%4¢,
f[fjg 02+ W 75%3E 1k
R
04 F
0.6
-0.8
P ildl 20CI41 100CIZH Fsildl 20CI41 100CI41
iAYe TH
Bl 3 FEARFERRIRIE BB S 5 RO UR BN R 5% Hh i PN B it R ED 5
Fo6 HNBRREEIIKMAENSTERWI=202)
AR 2SR kil H B ¥y F p i m? G K
WIRIE R EN S 0.01 1 0.01 0.01 0.917 0.00 0.05
[y 1.01 1 1.01 1.11 0.293 0.01 0.18
rE AN GEIE IR 14.91 2 7.46 8.22 0.000 0.08 0.96
WG TR L ER 52 < Ak 7K - 5.42 1 5.42 5.97 0.015 0.03 0.68
WG IE L EN G < R IR EN G2 1 5% 2.57 2 1.28 1.42 0.245 0.02 0.30
SR IK T < S 0 4R BN G 1% B 1.94 2 0.97 1.07 0.345 0.01 0.24
IR T 1 B G2 <8 Ak 7K ST < J 47 Uiy ED G 17 B8 2.39 2 1.20 1.32 0.270 0.01 0.28

A B WO B O el 2L A S L E B R TR R T 5
WG T B ED G M i —FE R I B ED &2 . IRk, F
AR 4b 15 FBIE

JAIHR EN GG B3 1 850 1 3 (W m® A 0.08,
G 1ok 0.96), it LSD 5 EL R K BE,
EHITEEE NN B EIR (M = 0.25, SD = 0.12)
5 20CTE 5L T I N B RER (M = 0.07, SD = 0.12)
ZRAEZE, d=0.18, p=0.270 > 0.05, FHEET
4 ARG R EN 4 2. 25 8 T 100CT 458 A 1N s i
EN%(M = —0.39, SD = 0.12) (d = 0.65, p < 0.001),
20CI 15T By B EN R W25 5 T 100CT 155
TR RS ENZ(d = 0.46, p = 0.005 < 0.05), X
— SRR T W5 Rk Sb.

WA TE B ED 52 55 58 Ak /K ST 1 28 B4R I 2 (WL
Kl 3), fRTFRRCN A IR K B, YW T L ER 5 Bk
I, 76 100%5 K- N NG METR Y 75%51k
KT N BN R 22 5% A8 3, F(1,190) = 0.90,
p = 0.345 > 0.05; MHIUHTE K ED G R AT, 100%
SR AL ACE T R EN R (M = 0.21, SD = 0.89) 1%
FHET 75%5R ALK T MBS EI R (M = —0.26,
SD =1.01), F(1,190) = 5.69, p = 0.018 < 0.05, X—
RS R 4b W —2B b TE, UEBA IR

BN B8 1 i 5 AL K P AR TR i A ]
3.4 it

TERE S TR ARRIE S, M R Bpite
JAE 2 2] 5 TE BT FE R 1) A0 38 b R ED 52 R I B i
JRENG:, HAI R BN G 55 04 e i it B G2 1 el A
PEARTR I TR, BRI, Ah 55 e 5 A7 5
AR, B3IE T HFSE 1 ISR B2, S5 1
AR 55—, MR SEEIZRTE 20C1. 100CI 1
R HAFEREZES, XEHTRBEARET,
B AE 20CT 5 100CT 1 FIFA TR KIIER
TR, AT IR A B AT TR AR T, iR
LT P FRE BT T A G B el TG e 2
55, WEST 2 v A B G A AU I A L AR A
XSRS, X TR T RS S AR 4,
B B AE B ANE IR AE B4 T T R Y O
S,

H5#5¢ 1 AR, OF5% 2 haile sk T 59
TRTE BUEN R B —FE A PN B ED &2, X U7
BARET, X5 B IE BN I FRAE I8 1 1 25 i
A2 30 R S R, BFoEiR & B, PR
JELEN G2 T ok B i Ak /K S AR TRD T AS [R), 3 A5 1] g
S T O B A T T R 22 R T R A
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TS

W5 AT I i, RAAHKAE 20CT 1 5%
T P B AT BN SR K AR T W U, {HJEAE 100CT
TR N R EN R kA T B EBUE, H 20CT
55 100CT F5E b i1 N R Sl RED R AT W 35 22 5 o i 5
Gawronski fll Bodenhausen (2006) Y APE A& #
(Associative-Propositional Evaluation, APE)Xf 7
WU S PR B R, A I A R R A U T N R A AN
BAMUE, 3K TR B e A TR
FEso e, BT ERAR DTN A 7 A 4 B R 42 5 e
B o AERABATTHLAE B 045 2 6] a2 ™ A
FESZA 5, P 38 5 i A A 2L ] 422 b 5 e B ALY
MBS RS . WS R & A SUE ., al L
1%, Smith 1 DeCoster (2000)) 3L & T3 g 5
Gawronski #1 Bodenhausen (2006)f{ APE £ B #BIA
Jy, BEEE R EE BN Z, WERSEEITR ] &
A — B A, ARHIF ST 45 5 IR A SRR — WA o

4 e TR A E

4.1 EILTTHE

AP ED G 55 PN B R ED R T T A IR
ST B S O AR AR AR ] o WS4 2R s A
At ED B BT S A TG B S KL T, R
s BN 52 B 45 407 A Y SR BB AEUIN T, B Ah
0 LG5 PN B ot R BT R e A L ST Y T A 2
F, X —Z5 R SRR N TR AE RGeS . BT
XUE JIN TSR ) B R AR R S8 5 B . ZIMREN R EA T
PRI, AR i Ao 285 32 0 R o A A P 3 i
BN I8 B e AB 5 v, 45 5k B SUEE i T
U] K T LAAR e i it 88 it WALED 2 ) JE 5 28

XF A AN N ML AR AT A R R B AT
Petty Fl1 Cacioppo (1986) [k 41 i I o] e 4 455 AU
(The Elaboration Likelihood Model, ELM),
Greenwald F1 Leavitt (1984)1)%: A PU/KF-RRL LA
K MaclInnis Fl Jaworski (1989 Jii . 15 B i A 45
X BEASE R ) 2 ] 22 Ak A T 2 iR I 52 AR FE IR 2
(T K- B3P 08 e Ji 7K1 ) % it R 2L T Y 5%
M, AAFSE & AEARE ARSI EmBEARET, B
AN A EET SR | Y BE A ED R B TE RS A KL
IR, UEW] T MR B ACHRAS 2 52 M0 i L B
ZIE G BUE B — A EEA AR R, BEIITEE B
TR i TR B ARSI A2 5, (7
ANAXHAF BN TR EEAN TR, AT 7 A= A [6] £ i it
ENRIE LS U 45 2R .

Smith F1 DeCoster (2000)H4 XL i T4 &1 7] L)
ARy b fige R A 00 A LR R W JE LS U2, (AR RESE
2 U0 I PN B R B R B B 5 e E . Smith I
DeCoster (2000)g i, BRI AN TR 48 H >k fi 2 >J
— BRI, SR JE AT S /AT, JERIH
BT =0T AW EE M, X
FROUKS 20 BOBRAR . SR, X — 3 R 2 R
FAERIE KT, HBAT RS A B IR, B
P AN KT BE 2 X5 BN T 7= A KR 22 1) 5% ) (Barrett
etal., 2004), AWML RIEHFFAX—MM . A5
BRI ANRET, B I ARTE BN Y PN B
FRENGR, LR i LS B A T K A, MR
TN T 22 B8 T8 B A0 0 D0 & A1F oA 3 A 1 A8 T2
Z%:. Smith Fl DeCoster (2000)4 %L i T4 7 -
K2 B A AR BB 2 AR B X AR T T A )
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Abstract

With the development of emerging implicit social cognition research, it is suggested that the researches of

social cognition should be re-discussed from two different aspects (i.e. explicit and implicit) in order to provide

richer and more comprehensive explanation for understanding human behavior. Previous studies showed that

personal involvement is an important variable when individuals process and understand information. The
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subjects were divided into low personal involvement and high personal involvement in the present study. Based
on the dual-process model, the study aims to examine the psychological mechanism by which new brand
impressions are formed and changed in groups with two different levels of personal involvement.

A 2 (valence of learned impression: positive, negative) x 2 (level of reinforcement: 100%, 75%) x 3
(counter impression condition: control, 20CI, 100CI) between subjects design was implemented in the study 1
(low involvement) and study 2 (high involvement). The subjects were Chinese university students. They were
selected by convenience sampling and assigned randomly to 12 subgroups to participate in the study 1 and study
2. The sample excluded subjects who omitted items in the explicit brand impression and had an error rate of IAT
equal to or higher than 20%. All analysis reported here involve the remaining 216 participants in study 1 and
202 participants in study 2.

The results show that explicit brand impressions are independent from implicit ones; Following rule-based
procession, the forming and change of explicit brand impression are developed by fast-learning memory system;
Whereas implicit brand impression forming and change follow association procession and are developed by
slow-learning memory system; In information processing individual difference in brand involvement has much
to offer dual-process accounts of brand impression formation and change.

The study suggests that managers of enterprises should show the positive information involving the brand
to the consumers through multimedia and multiple perspectives so as to establish a positive impression of the
brand quickly. Apart from that, the managers can also improve the personal involvement of the brand by

interacting with consumers. For example, they can let consumers participate in brand co-creating.

Key words dual process model; explicit brand impression; implicit brand impression; involvement



