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(Kandrack & Lundberg, 2014), H #4764, 154514k
B TCAEANTE, VF 22 B N DRI 2 F AT 45 5 TR
AT 55 TG 2 0O B 717 15 45 (incidental emotion) IR 7S T £t
W T, A7 2 B NP IS T AL
Wi 4 B2 % BB R B 4 5 B N PSR Y O &R
(Forgas, Dunn, & Granland, 2008; Manucia, Baumann,
& Cialdini, 1984), 5T HARME 2552w B Atk SR A
WFFEARXS B, i EX T [6] — 2804 P AS ] B A4 1 24
ST B AP SRAT AR IR P BRI FE L Dy 0 DL i
T, AWFFE 2R R SR o 5 A A AR A
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ks B0, BIAHREE, ABRSHEIADN; B2

W ABR SR IHRAE =38 R P i ZAEH .

R A7 28 2 T30 B A\ e 5k 1Y) 1 2245 %5 (Barasch,
Levine, Berman, & Small, 2014), AS[EIZH 1% 25 %t
B NS AR B2 . Sharma (2015)2K FHAH &0
GV, IR AR A b RS 28 RV A 25 5 0%
AT R Z R R, IG5 RS R
FAEREIEMR, WSS SRS R R EFR
FHOG, 10 W RRAR I 45 A K T A AT B ANCEE 45 B At A
{3k 5 FI 4T M (Tsai, Chen, & Liu, 2007), 1154
ANVl S B A N B P SR BT S B AT REPE TN
Lamy, Fischer-Lokou il Guéguen (2012)7E B J2 1 3%
F 3 Ao S5 2 2 R T AR 2 5 B 6 B N DR
AIZIR R B, TE<Re B BRNIE 46 451, Bk m
B JLESR BT 2 18k, TAE“FE J17 BT 15 46 5%
T, OB >, LI, Forgas 4% A
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(2008) ML 7E FLAME B R E TR B LI kB, 5
TG 25 AR L, BRI 26 2 SR LS Bh IR B £,
FREZIF R A . HeAh, W Se e = A0 AR AR
25 SRR B B A DSR ANAT O 3 2 TR NG
2 2 (Manucia et al., 1984),
AR, A WFSE A TR T A IR 0 2R
28 %7 AN ] P 3K 1) 52 i) (Angie, Connelly, Waples, &
Kligyte, 2011; Lerner & Keltner, 2000; Lerner, Li,
Valdesolo, & Kassam, 2015), 40, 7&HO A#EZE
ek, AR A B, AR AT A AR .
WGILTR, 1 £E RN AT g I JRURS: |« IR B 1)
P (Raghunathan & Pham, 1999), 7E XU PR,
HHPEHERVEAA L, AR EPRE T MEASTEE
% (Lerner, Gonzalez, Small, & Fischhoff, 2003;
Lerner & Keltner, 2001), fEZ PR, 4K
IR AR AE LK R W (Endowment  Effect) " 77 7E
S, BAKIME, B0 IR SRR BN A8 (0 23
TN SN A, 2R B0 R BRI, 1 S e, T RGBS A
U] BOR A AVR 5 85 A1 At L BTG I S A A, R A B IRk
Ji FJH 2% (Lerner, Small, & Loewenstein, 2004), L)
3 S I 5 AR R HH AH ] 250 p ) ELAAC G 2 2 X RO
PN ESE I, FRATI A AR RO 0 B 2 R
REXRT B N DR SRAFAEA ] Y R0V
HR G AT 25 30— P 0 ] HE A2 (A ppraisal-
tendency Framework, ATF)Hif, & FpiF 25 #8A H
FEE A PPN 4E RS, Hoh 4% 3 A E TR PN 4
BE SRR E TG L8 A% O PR 8 TE1E Z PRI R,
T (Responsibility) FI4 il 4 (Control)3X P Fh B4
Ak FE X TR o O Bl B A 0 RE /E ) (Roseman,
1984), TTATMEH5 K6 N B3 2L Ry A4 ] 1Y
PRI TR R BE e S A R A A
AN AN BOIE B R 6B AR BE (Smith &
Ellsworth, 1985), 4% &5 i AR5 78 5T AE M A0
PP P A PP 2 BE 1 A T AH SR P i (Smith &
Ellsworth, 1985), 4/MAWUARSHS, i TIAh 45
NS AL IR A AR AT Y, W A R
AR ST, RIMBUSAE AP A T A% P 328
RN A TR FEME, ARG, e T
FAFAE R A X 2 N 5 e A, AWK
HTE, H R INBIESE N R Ar a8k, B3R 76 P A
£ Y A s o 2 NICTIE B 0 W & =
(Keltner, Ellsworth, & Edwards, 1993; Smith &
Ellsworth, 1985; Yang & Tong, 2010), [Af}, %
1, 35K (Smith & Ellsworth, 1985), &5 4@ E

155 45 4% 0 DT 32 R80T 38 K 1 T A0 005 1) 5 T S AR 1Y
J KT AR (Keltner et al., 1993; Angie et al., 2011),
BRI ES 5 ARR R RN S, E51E
PRSI 4 L, BURAMA T RE S A F
NN F LR AA TUE, 9 F AN T 5
PEZS AT, RIS N A B R R 80T S04 R,
AT AR B/ g By AR5 % Tl — 3, SR
PR T BR AT ] TN PR 7 A 2R A AR Y )
FRPE: R LS 22 ch O N TI= N E YN G e
Z 1 A\ (Keltner et al., 1993; Smith & Ellsworth,
1985; Yang & Tong, 2010), 4Tk, AT R i
TR T4 T A 70 1 5 4 By N DR SR AT BE A R [ A
e, SHURAH, B S g RT 20 kR
(i 1),

WA D 5T © T iR SC T B PRI 25 A RN AR
Xt B NJESR B 520 . 514N, Kandrack 1 Lundberg
(2014 K H LB RAT 55, 240 TR A AR 475 %)
2835 4R B SR 9/ . Small Fl Lerner (2008)%
HAZ IG5 0T 55, 8 25T AR A3 X S Hp A
FIBUR B RE ), 45 5 S B AR AT 20 B He 198 7% 2
T2 SRR B AR v AR Y AR R B, DA 209 A
REHEZ BRI . AR, RS IER SR
WA 55 45 3 (Angie et al., 2011), #Eitt, AHFFEHE
55 Small #1 Lerner (2008)#F 5% FhAH ] (1) [ 14 1415 5
IR S KNG 2, ey BARAS NERALHS B
T8, SR FH Rl N AE 2% s [ FN 4 4 0 B A e 3
73X, H BRI A 6] DEH 2 A 2 A A A5
L5 B N YR B 52

SEAZ B A SRR RO, AT R 8 A2 Bl
e i B8 S DR (RN B B4 091 R ) A 25 5 il A e
% (Applebaum, 2001; Weiner, Osborne, & Rudolph,
2011), Weiner (1995)F 5K, ALY F AT E ARG
By i B PR AT i an, BB N R = 5% ),
SRR B R (0, AR B I R < B AR ) A L
AMARERAEES BB T REPETE /N, Weiner TAh, 5T #8
VAR b, 14T AS ] 4 051 RO A AR X =5 A
FARGE SR P TR/, e R 2 i 5
By o 3% — W5 7E A BR S RF(Weiner, 1995) FIEL 3R S 45
£hila (Applebaum, 2001; Bullock, Williams, & Limbert,
2003)%F Z R IE B P AR Fln, SRR
AL O PR A, A R B 5 114 0T R X B b Ay 1
B, HCAE BT N0 B R SRR, R 2% 55 19 I8 [
PN A B N R, AT AT IE R, AN RS
W55 BB B2 55, B0 DRGSR s v 0 TR
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IR SRz mg B N ssk . fit, FATITRLE 2], A
bR oA I3 PR T T B N g 3R 0y L 5 15 fn 3 4
R B AP, R AR 1 46 T B i 54T
PR I 1) M TP 24 A AE T DR R R X R AT
I NBRTTAEIH R

AR NPR RV, HUSRIERE T SR NE
AH G B PR SRR RABORI I, W R A S sl 45 44 2 0 ke
W= 520 (Uleman & Bargh, 1989), #5 2, 4™
T o 1 25 W PR 4 B R R sh AR, o6 S Ay
W 2 B 18 DR SR 45 25 V8 1515 25 XoF DR SR 119 5% ) (Lerner
& Keltner, 2001), EAKIMF, 51004k <0 e
TSRO, N 285 % TR 3R A 52 k) 22 57 B K (Gutnik,
Hakimzada, Yoskowitz, & Patel, 2006; Lerner &
Keltner, 2000). 45 P-4 2 5 FH 5 A0 2R 3R 175 1% Vi I
B, B4R A AL PR, SRR /N,
WG B A B 203k v 4% 2 AE I (Solloway,  Slater,
Chung, & Goodall, 2013), It4F, Loersch F1 Payne
(2012)F5 tH, U5 DALk 2 1T LA fift R 17 28 X604 T 1 52
At AT 38 3 AIF 5 A BVA DXL R T 0 B X R SR 5
I (Feigenson & Park, 2006), Hf 1™ Az —~[n] i .
TR SRR B8 v X XF AT N B B AT U3 R 5 5
BURHFAE G 28 5 I NP Z R 6 R 7 XF ik, &
ek 2. ABRTHEIH BRUZ RS 45 5 B ik
FRRMIN T, SFIEW RN BR SR A L,
HAEEMAPRTAEIHA T, EhIEEA LRE

LY S EAIPNGY 8
N T EAELL B AN BE, BRI U AR 1 44

Xt B NSRRI, B EENPRTUL IR —F KR
R, AWPFEEEAT TSR g 1 AR

PR S R 4R D D At AR AL BY RST8] o S #63F APR
SULIAPTENS 25 5 B N R P FAE 5
R 2, S 2 SR 2164 U, AEM)*3(A
PROTAEIAD . BOHT . AnTEans st aTiEm A &)
AR & Sttt SR L, FRATHUN . AR B
TR AN AR AT B A DR SR 7 A A TR Y ), 38 [ 56
EXIN Iy ERESEAE
2 i1

LU 1Ry HAHE T 2 [ D TPk 46 AN TR PP
2 JEE (0 BT AEE O B NP R R2 I o i i) ik
fe it NS be, MRIEgOIE BRI I E
S NE IR EE (R PNZAS/

21 F&
211 #ik

TEASMERRR R 224 90 N, FlHLATHC 2 —F i 2
FAtrh o DIBRABRAR SRR | NI E S U AT
%5 . WRBESEER SR R EUIE, ARCEIE Y 85 AN (&
A 81 N), AR 19.46 £ 1.20 5 . T A kY
TE 2 U0 45 R 4232 SEH AL o
212 KRt

SR AR R g T, A AR g4,
AFEUR . AR R = A K. AR RS B A
W, AR IR AR BT B B ]

213 SREHR

45 A MAT

KT EEE, ZERFFE R A F AR 25
CACAT: 55155 & HAK I 245 (Lerner & Keltner, 2001;
Small & Lerner, 2008), 545 M LA I H . 26—,
BORGOR IR P 2 D1 R EEAG 1Y 4 RS S
TSR A T 4 b Al AR — B R R B R 5l R 4 A
ARG . PRI 2R an e sk, IR Bk
A PR A TE B R S 1 N A, U RB A2 B
FIRE S . Horp, BRI PE SRR RS TE AR ],
XA TR SR 2R ok M s iy 22 0, itk
SAFZR B M2 H F A 3w s o

LE R 3

1 25 VAN 1 3R 02 2 AT AHEY A 9w 1 45 1
PR (BRAR, BB, T K, 2009; Hill, DelPriore,
& Vaughan, 2011; Mills & D'Mello, 2014), >KHL 9 55
ENVEE, BORPORATE BG4 Je s PR e R ik
H O B2 T, 0 = —SHeAr, 8 = dEH i
SREN, BT R R P SRR Ry, X e 4 1 A2
AR, o TR L ORI TR R R RS 4
(Cronbach’s o = 0.940), &4 FIMET FR 015 24
(Cronbach’s o = 0.938),

By AR R

SR FH O Gt W) < A6 AR R AF 5% 4 L5 Bl i) 17 4%
DB e i B N DR, IZ M B g e Nelson S H:
I 2 A F 5% 4 FH (Nelson & Norton, 2005) . 525+
PR TE 53 A — ] 5256 == A IE 2 5 Bl
o iit, WA, ORI
FEAEAE B A I ] (B 2 43, 0 Fon AN AR AL B
I H., Sy Gl M 5 52 50 (Y S MRS D S 5 1)
HiY, e o Mgl SR Ie A NS EXHET
e my LB AT HE
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22 XWIEF

SCEGIE i Qualtrics EV M 5 81T . A 2
KRR EN I B MR E B2, &
Qualtrics FELIHMT- 15, J k4% fi4g RIBEOR AT
SEE SR I S R, TR S A
PIRZITRNEFE, EARUGHE T 3 Dl gy /MIF
5%, WFSE 1 WIS SEICICm g, BF5E 2 MAT o sk
5, BF5E 3 S AFRENNGE: . FE L, R 1 A
BTG 25 Z AT S5, WI5E 2 N NSRS AT 55,
5T 3 MG 2 A TRV 55 o Bl 58 s 45175 & AT
%5, FATBIANDRAT 55, Sl S 455 A U0 Y
HIR, BJEHITIELE .

FT A ST 55 58 R, ZERRIET AN A
5, VLR BT T I B S A ST M . R,
F i ) p A RS B Y ELIE B R, a A S R
B BT 0 L E H AN HNE, O 1 % AL
i BEEGE A O A S, AR S A 55 2
i, JFAERE e S S 55 Ja 2 A AL A 2 il .

23 #R
231 BEFEAYRBRIERE

XHE A R A RIHAT I 2250 I, TERUREE
PATE b4 ) 800 3, F(2, 82) = 12.44, p <
0.01, ny = 0.23; AEMGIFAr25 5 B 44 10] 400 %,
F(2,82) =42.51,p<0.01,n;=0.51., FJFZHEHLK
RIN, AR [ IR UK AERIT 5 i =
TFHEGIZHMD = 2.23, SD = 0.57)F1H k4 (MD =
2.63, SD = 0.56), ps < 0.01; HEMiZHpR A TR
B ERIE o W = TR MD = 2.52, SD =
0.53) I EZH(MD = 4.72, SD = 0.51), ps < 0.01, X
FRIE LR AR
232 BEIANREK

ARG TR 2ZES AR, F(2,82)=1.32,p=
027, 4FIAS I RPN AT LG AT o

X% 7R B N DR S v AR L A B A B ] s
TR E Ty 200 3, 15400 800 8 3%, FQ,
82) = 8.63, p<0.01, m;=0.17. 5L E LV,
AR A B R PR B B[R] (M = 39.24, SD =
3.49) 5 & Z TR (M = 24.23, SD = 2.62)
ZH(M = 31.50, SD = 2.44), p; < 0.01, p,< 0.05; HF&%
AW AR B i /DT k4, p = 0.046
EERIE 1),

2.4 itig

SEHG 1R FH oAt AAE 2R IR B A b SRAT 55

PRI EARAG 25 %5 B N SR 52 . S5 8. 51

457

351
301
251
20
151
10 4

H

=

FRASEHR B ) (B

LE
K1 =RiEes T sl R S AR By ) G . R 224k
FIRARELR)

B AR b, ARTE 4 N MR SRR Z ARt
()5 B s — i iF o s SR AH b, U4 T
AN S AR T A g I ) 3 Bl o — L5 o X R B,
TPEE 2 RN AR 6 W NS AN [R5 e, ik
1 13 BHIESE

AIF 5% v 15 R RI IR 7 52 e B N e 3R Y 45 SR R
A [R) R R ELAA 7 28 X6 B NSRS Rl B 52, X
5 ATF BT 325K 091 24 3 20 200 PE A 3258
52 M P 3R W 55 A — 2 (Lerner & Keltner, 2000,
2001), HAT A 7] 57 A8 1 R A5 il v 2 4 B Y A
FEEG By ANV B s AR 6] . siASBESE N &, 15
b [ R % N 0 R T S RO R e e i e
Braefresk B A A O S, SICE, W
FATRALAE B, W58t nT DL sd xR Bl
i R ] R0 ) N B B2 A D AT, DT B A 4 AL R By
14 B[] 2 B /U TSR A A B3/ B ] % B 5
e B Wy AT BRI AR 5 B b i, Y
WA E— O Z 0, Bl 2N RIS,
i1 VWS By e add s SN g e o = RS YN 1 =7
HER BRI S 22, ik — 2B iR R DL X — iR RE,
S AT IR IR A 15 2 BT 245 1) T AT P N A A O
W JEREAFAE T 0 3R B2 X X R b A7 1 B 54T I
Hh, #R 4 Uleman Fll Bargh (1989)5¢ T ) 81 26 5%
e PR 3R UL AN, B SR AE 45 v B 52 A1 R A AR
FH R i#E — 20 PRGN AR 4031 28 0 Bl N D3R 1) 52
M f it 1SR

WAL, D[] 014 R A A 1) A1) At 2 A A e 32
BRI R (YRDE, BAEE, 2014; Cnaan, Jones,
Dickin, & Salomon, 2010; Gino & Mogilner, 2014),
AR AR Sy A {8 1 B T) R 4 R E A7 R 3R s LA R
[F] AR AR S RA T (R ZE A, fRa I, XK,
¥, %2, 2010), 7ESEE 1 thIRATR A
AT B NI SRIE BE, IR A, WU ARG 45
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XTVE R (B 42 B AR SR i s ey 2 PR, SE56 2
K R NAE B & B i B N DSRAE B8, X vt 42
AT NBRTATRIAA, ST Mg 5 8 A
Y AP

3 5L 2

S 2 G A A AE TR A ER RO B AR,
PN RSN YN N AR =S PO R R
SRR, #F— PRI G s 1
ELE
3.1 A&

311 #Hik

ARG R 2E A 75 N, BAILY P 2 PRI 2
A . IR PR AR SE IR L AN UL R AT
% . MREBESLER B EREURE, ARCEUREN 70 N(&
453 N), FEAERR A 1932 £0.63 % A ik
FESL I 25 o 5 8232 S AL o
312 KWkt

SCES R 2(1E G - AL AR <3N BRTRATIH A
BOWI . AT 5. v AR MIR G LRk
Tho Mg A RE R, ABRTT R H N AR A,
PRI S 48 S Ry At A 2 4 R B TR 3R
313 LIgwH

95 2675 M BRIV 2507 28 1 3R IR S 1,

By AR F N % Small #1 Lerner (2008)#F
58 32 B G — RO DU B NS B A R, (B2
KBRS A R BN AP . B, Empidzas
15 B 2 32 B 2 — s, e, ZERPA
MIZEHE 100 ST A R Ma B 2 mlixsz Bixd £ 4R B 2
DER, 100 T — U AR AR H 8 & 048 e
I 50 T bR PR il E o

ATRFTAR B S ABRTTAE I RS 58 T
B NSRRI Z X 20— SN, SR
Weiner 55 A (2011) 5025 (1) S BCAR R 55 75 245 Bh 1
JRA, RHEZ/ANL . LK K 4(2013) . 5K &
JEIATX AR 1L (2002) 7E B 5T g i VA DR AR 45 0 O 1k
FRAE T DIASOR AR B | U3 PR X G A il PR SR PR 54T
VA 4> = BOBIAE . AT S E R Al
AN, J5HFE T E AR . SO
VA DR A 37 10 D B NG 5 A2 B R e G R A B
Ji PR A U PR G G R il AN AT B 15 S U DRI
Z X GBS B E R RSN IR R, 2
B 0138 1 8% 07 e A T R B A5 R, 2 A
XX — R RN AT %, g [ 3R IA R4S 32 Bix 4

T I R R R A BAS T, 2 e e
PL3E A~ N85 07 AR 5 AR B X — 52, 2B
Xk —J R AT 45 = AE B B BARERE LT . BOR
A PRI B U X G 52 R4, S Al 450 5 A
PGS, B TAHBES R, Uiz
B B B SRR AL SR A e T B R, AR TAR
W LRSS 1RO TT, (BT RTER BBUE A R E
MIALSE; nTER ARG, 502 AR
B s R, SR ULz B T R Bh ey IR R A
CUFIZMG . NS, #2855 sl T w4
A LA AR B 55, (R HORRA AT 8% 7).
32 ZWERF
321 ARRHRMFEERFEEREN

OB N SN s L W S Y A P N G a e B
A2 RS 58 00 2 1 26 52 T 1Y 45 2R (Cassese &
Weber, 2011), FATHE5: 26 24 KFAE$EAT 4T A FR
ST N ER A SR . S50 R B T,
PRI L = AR TAT AP I B, bk b s R
15 BT ROR TR 45 0 S e, T A B B 2 o R
1G5, o WA BT IR TS R 11 P
R NBRSAT A, WA R — R IH RS
fabr, T ULHISZ B35 2095 Mas 28 B A, 1 =
SEA R B NNFER, 11 = 2R RN, 49
i 2% BH A7 Bl o T B A7 4 B 1 I DR RT e R
BRI R de Ar, U0 A2 B3 0 i LT
B R N AR, 1 = WALz
T ZLES B SR A 22 Bh e AT LI, 11 = Z B
SEARARNREEEN, FYUM SRR AR O fE
Bel iz A b —FESEa, SEA 11 S RO, SRR K
WS EMAESE . 7EIE R, il A
B BT AT U5 PR B2 5 AN AR R T4 R A A

LEETES SRR E% LR Major, 2011; Quigley
& Tedeschi, 1996; Weiner, 1980), JiiB] sk 2 5
SEE 1 MR R ERE AR TR, FRATHESF 34 B,
X ASORA N B AT U PRI 58 T 18 A RN A 5 1 245 SR
RS . SCB0 R B BT, I sl ial e 1 e
R BR B¢ AT 05 PR 53 05 445 B A 0 84 R 38 405 15
HIRZ, R 1 SEYOFE, 1 = —m#RA, 11 =
Aew MR Y, BT R R SR WG 25 Az PRk . 4
AN B 53 A8 5 DR B B 45 1 R AR
X B NSRRI, S A b U I S0 2 FNSEER 1
WG BAR TS 25 AR R, 76 B N Do 45 3 J5 i iz 2
o BbAb, BT IR A P AR L BR B4R 05
B P RRAE G 45 R TR, R4 A BT
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BN BRTTAE VA R s ma 1 26 5 Bl NP3 56 R I HLA
322 ERFLE

SCIRFRF ML 1. KBS 48 FiE sk
S8 A IS FSE, F5E 1 RSB IE A2 I 5,
5T 2 NAT NP SLS  BA E UIE 45 5 AT 55 )5,
Be) P24 5 AN BRTTAT A RS B i B NS RE, e
SERABERM B NDRAE S . 5905 1 AL, T
N B b i AR B2 AT VA B T BB S AE AN
T4, THHWESLIFA TR RN E ISR INE R,
S 2 WA TEDR AT 55 45 R 5 - T I 46155 & 454
PEKG AT
33 #&R
331 ARRERMTARBIERE

X B 7 UE R R R P A R AT B ST I
R B E A2 it 7 22 0 AT R R, A BR 520 R G B
FRN B, F(2, 50) = 129.41, p< 0.01, n2= 0.84,
HigLZEHELN, HEMARESE TS BEST
AR A FIFHTEEE(MD = 2.04, SD = 0.31), {Hi
FRTAENE S HKNEREMD = —4.81, D =
0.56); AN A5 1% 50 05 PR 58 F 3 43 b 25K T T 4
) [ F T A 58 (MD = —6.85, SD = 0.40), ps <
0.01. &5 APR T I P IE et I3 B G0 5
BYH

X B 7 4 L P o R AT N B B AT U
Ty 200 kB, ANPRstiEa G &
RN B 3, F(2, 50) = 102.31, p< 0.01,n3=0.80., T
JG 2 i kB, AR RS B PR e e T T
) EFRITREBEMD = 1.77, SD = 0.30), {HE &
ARG ST H G (MD = -4.50, SD = 0.57);
AT FIHR GRS TSR E R T rE0 A&
A% (MD = —6.27, SD = 0.45), ps < 0.01, 4%
FEWIBR 5T AT 05 PRI 458l 4 il 1 o 5 45 A 338

DL ES5IRRM, ABRDE I S B2 T R 4
R PR AN 7 TR A 2
332 BINMREK

ARG TR ZE S AR E, 1(67) = —1.09,
p = 0.28; Bl A3 i [ R 40 I 1Y) 4 R E5 A0 7 1 )
AR FEES, F(1, 67) =1.85, p=0.18, X&
WA % R % B KR SEANAEAESE A, DRI, AR i
FE N A AN SR B2 581 3 hT o

XA AR I ) 4 BR BB AT 2016 4 . i R
P x3(ABRTAEIA M . B . A ATHEA IS SE A
AL E 3R R B T 2550 T R B, T S
] B4 O 3, F(1, 68) = 13.89, p < 0.01, n; =

0.17, BN AHE WG 1 4 B EUHI(M = 35.42, SD =
2.78) 1 & Z TR M = 20.76, SD = 2.78), AR
TR IH R 200 B 3%, F(2, 136) = 138.68, p <
0.01, o= 0.67, G LEILE LM, ANnlfihEH
PR 2H B 4R G 1) 4 ER B (M = 58.43, SD = 3.49) 1
FLZTHMAM = 21.46, SD = 2.94), nJ#m Ak
ISRZH(M = 4.39, SD = 1.34), BRI 2H 948 18 1) 4
BEE D E L Tl M ARIBE4AMD = 17.07,
SD =2.64), ps < 0.01, Wi [ 28 5t [B] 1928 BAEH 3%,
F(2, 136) = 6.04, p<0.01, ;= 0.08 (&5 WK 2).

80 1
"7 T o e
& 60 - O %
E 50 1
&
& 40 I
3%330- 1
;?_;(:20-
® 10+ |_P I
O mmEE  AWERREE AR ERIEE
BRI
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Abstract

Previous research suggested that emotions have an effect on prosocial decision making depending on the

dimensions of emotional valence, little research has verified the role of specific emotions of the same valence.

Drawing on the Appraisal-Tendency Framework (ATF), the present set of studies aimed to explore the carryover

effect of two incidentally negative emotions, i.e. anger and sadness, on prosocial decision making and the role of

the interpersonal attribution of responsibility in this effect.

We conducted two studies, where emotions were induced via the Autobiographical Emotional Memory Task
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(AEMT). Study 1 investigated the effects of anger and sadness on prosocial decision making with a
between-subjects design. Participants were randomly assigned to angry, sad, or neutral conditions and were
asked to indicate how much time they were willing to spend helping others. Study 2 explored whether the effects
of anger and sadness on prosocial decision making depend on interpersonal attribution of responsibility. This
study employed a 2 (emotions: anger/ sadness) X 3 (interpersonal attribution of responsibility: ambiguity/
uncontrollable and external situation/ controllable situation and recipient own) mixed design with emotions as a
between-subjects variable. Participants were randomly assigned to angry or sad conditions. Similar to study 1,
emotions were induced through AEMT. Interpersonal attribution of responsibility was manipulated by varying
the information about the person who needs help. In the ambiguity condition, the reason that the person needs
help is not clear; in the uncontrollable and external situation condition, the reason that the person needs help is
due to uncontrollable external situation; in the controllable situation and recipient own condition, the person
who is in need of help is responsible for such circumstance. Prosocial decision making was measured by the
amount of money participants were willing to donate.

Across two studies we found that: (1) Participants in the sad condition were willing to spend more time and
donate more money to others than their counterparts in the angry and neutral conditions. (2) Under the condition
of ambiguous attribution of responsibility, participants who experienced sadness were more willing to help
others compared to those in angry condition; in the uncontrollable and external situation conditions, and
controllable situation and recipient own conditions, anger and sadness had similar effects on helping behavior. (3)
In the sad condition, compared to ambiguous attribution of responsibility, participants were more willing to help
when the responsibility was attributed to uncontrollable and external situation, whereas participants were less
willing to help when the responsibility was attributed to the person who needs help. In the angry condition,
participants were more willing to help when the responsibility was attributed to uncontrollable and external
situation rather than when it was ambiguous or when the recipients were blamed.

We conclude that (a) Incidental emotions of the same valence have different effects of carrying over on
prosocial decision making- sadness facilitates helping behavior while anger impedes prosocial decision making,
and (b) Interpersonal attribution of responsibility contributes to such effect. Anger and sadness have opposing
effects on prosocial decision making only when the interpersonal attribution of responsibility remains
ambiguous. These findings have important implications for understanding the mechanism underlying the
impacts of different incidental emotions of the same valence on prosocial decision making.

Key words anger; sadness; prosocial decision making; interpersonal attribution of responsibility; incidental
emotions



