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F4 if% (Construal Level Theory, CLT) (Trope &
Liberman, 2003) 3B 46 ik fi 22 B[] 4 F1 8% 0 7Y
HFHLE AR ARDF 5T & X Brownstein (2003)42
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B F 55505 B 4S5 (Fischer, Fischer, Englich,
Aydin, & Frey, 2011; Greitemeyer, Fischer, Frey, &
Schulz-Hardt, 2009), i f5 i9 /2 P35 & 5K 1
e oS s B ANk SRR IR A B L SRR &
5 RN, TR 22 2 A AN S AR T A R, A 4 1
(Fischer, 2011); J&5#& 8 09 & e 3R & X T — 25
BB 0 AN m T AR — B AR SR 1 )
(Greitemeyer et al., 2009), XMFTT R EAT I3 1
1EAHZE(. Fischer et al., 2011; Fischer, Greitemeyer,
& Frey, 2008), AHFFEWAF ENIMEN CIP (FEHR,

RZEL CIP WFFY F 252 56 T P AOA [] 1 B ik
B B BAEsh AL s 5 A Pk Sh AL % (defense
motivation vs. accuracy motivation, Fischer &
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(cognitive dissonance theory, Festinger, 1957)
Festinger & H AN A 173k A = Az DA 0 i 58 R #
JRAZ 22 TN Qi 45 25 — B9 5 B (Festinger, 1957,
Hart et al., 2009), J& TR T SIHLTE 2, Abf]
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(Fischer, Jonas, Frey, & Kastenmiiller, 2008; Hart et
al., 2009). EJRWAFIFEE AT A SEE, HEmPE
Sl &S H s 3 = CIP %% (Fischer, Fischer,
Weisweiler, & Frey, 2010; Fischer, Jonas, Frey, &
Schulz-Hardt, 2005; Fischer, Schulz-Hardt, & Frey,
2008), 77 AR X — 43 I i D R ol T UHET PR R
B 2SR . HAOREL, eI R 515
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w2, BRI E]Pr40%L)0 . Brownstein (2003)7Ei8 ik
TR AT BN T 22 B W 5 A A 48 A5 2000 T
2% 2 Bl AE DA TR I 3T A I TG, Yok
TN RE AT PR SR I IV B 2 7 A B 2 0 i 22 M £ R
SN, T Brownstein 4 i IO, ASHIFFE AR R
R ) ZRAE B9 AR R AT 5T A5 BN T 22, SR 5 ik
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Bse, BORA UG TE th S et 5 B8 S 2 BEm
) TS, H RIS S B 115 4% 5 1 ) i B
AN 2 PSR AR B 1) B[] 115 32 14 (Fischer, Lea et al.,
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(Ledgerwood, Trope, & Chaiken, 2010; Ledgerwood,
Trope, & Liberman, 2010), 5 i (8] #1525 /18,
TR S B APE R B 0N TACE, R 2348w
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WA, U, IR RS 51 28 SO Y 5 & bl ml
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R AT T 3 0 = A7 4 T g i R e T
WS4 1Y S 5% B (Davis, Gross, & Ochsner, 2011;
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Trope, 2008; Trope & Liberman, 2010; Wakslak et al.,
2008). ik AF BN A AR 28 5 AL (Cognitive
Economy Model, I Trop & Liberman, 2010)#5 H 7
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T TR KT 1 o L S 2 i TR K T B R A o L
oy, mHEMEAHEERNLR. —J5 Al
HEWRFEYNOHER S SECNREERE IR R
ik . EA MR BT T B[] #5245 (Liberman et al., 2002;
Liberman & Trope, 1998) . 1t 25 & (Liviatan, Trope,
& Liberman, 2008). %5 [H]ff & (Fujita, Henderson,
Eng, Trope, & Liberman, 2006)L\ MM (Wakslak,
Trope, Liberman, & Alony, 2006)% i Bt 7K -1 52
M, o5 — 7 IR R 22 AR 5 B Ar 34

PR BT o A H bR g4 r il g a8 4E 21y
AR S 2 HARFERTR] . #E2 | 28 AR 4 T
9.0 BEE B5 (Liberman, Trope, McCrea, & Sherman,
2007; Stephan, Liberman, & Trope, 2010; Wakslak &
Trope, 2009). TEf#REKT- 5 I RIEE 2 A BF5E h, Y
HAE A G )7 AT R AE B & BN IE K BT
LA I ] TR B, 17 24 SR HIJE R 3R AE I 23 4 R
TSR R (8] f# (McCrea, Liberman, Trope, &
Sherman, 2008). /K5 i [a] B A5 XU 1)
KR, A, OHEREEE A 4 ANHERE 2 R EE A
ISRIRNE o AR T I A AR RAE 5 a2
FE B . A A R S DA SOV B OCHRE . BT
FEXFARAT S LG B R A4 A B X AR E

isf [) B 25 5 36 ik i 22 119 5¢ R I HE— O AR, i
BB PORE MBI, B, TR
TP 55 B ) BB AN R OGP, I ] B 25 5 6 -
25 1 % 2] DL LE B i B KO rb (L 456 LAt 0 FLEE
B)o N ARA T A R K OT B 3 B AR TR SR AF B
T RS IE IR 22, TS A AL TR KT I 2 3
SRIGIE N 25 . IR, AR REIK T 55 B A] R S X T 5 ik
P 22 257 HEAZ BAE FIBL . LATEATSE B 225G 1 R
IR X0 B B A9 O BX M %2 0 (Liberman et al.,
2007), ARG AE H 5 o PR I A 7K - R s (1]
BB X T ANARAT R A 52 e B T S HR P ) 5 i A =
ZANAnE AR BE-IT A A (B)REREE G —
170 A (B)), MW IZH IO BATTHY A B 52 i 5 =X
(AN B AT < I ] BE S — AT ) o & A WE5EHE Hi i [a]
FEBSAAAE H SN TTA80%, SR AR /Y i 1) R 2 5
A A PR — 3 (1 4F—miBE ), S R—IEEE)s
IR B, YA —B (1 AR, SR
— i BE ) B 2 2 9k il 9 ) N (Bar-Anan,
Liberman, Trope, & Algom, 2007), [k, Ao e
FF R AT CHAth O BRER B9 AA 75 52 M MRS T 1Y
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FEAF RO E B R TR AR BN TRy S
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Douglas, 2011; Guerrero, Rialp, & Urbano, 2008) (5=
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Lea et al.,, 2011), A 7 #AEIR S5 09 i ] #E 25,
ARSI A5 B 3R K AR AN [T ] 55 (4K vs. 1
A5 S ) o FRATTEE SR AT ) 1R DR S PEAG
TR B IsF ] [T, DA A Sy Bsf ] B 5 g
PER S, AR DA 3K A~ 1R 5 v Ja 6 1) Ay ek (1] ] B A7
Z K (Bilgin & LeBoeuf, 2010; E&E5E, 2012), %
1 AR, 0= AR 10 = AR

SLEFEF R CIP 2 FE iUl Fischer,
Lea et al., 2011), Fr A #RER S 40 3 — 104 7= i
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B TR0 4 0 7 BT E B X0 PR — B A
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3 4R B SO A TR R L (B S R M), SRR
77 i ) SRR BRI SROHE B A i —2F o RN E A
TRBEREA A= 5, Forp—Set(E BAE—3 (5 2
BAH 6 Fco WIS fo i {5 2 B LA R HL
LAY A ORI T2 iy, R I 7 BB PR
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BT O R AR B R PO B s A TR, B
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FE), 7B EME R ELEEN M A B &
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SR, B S TE T Sb— 1y ST A Bk A
briEfE B, A58 — 8ok (5 B AEE — 2o
BRI E, BT AEREIT 1 SR
Hil_lj‘:l 6 4, TAKH 041, *?EFEWMHM
u”jﬂiéﬂﬂﬁ/j%ﬁ% H T DIATAb 3 75 7 (Fischer et al.,
2008), AWFFEHE 160 2 B E B A L (5 B EZERM
DA T 22 FAE (2 A O — SR BTN (P
TEH IR AR —BOUEAE BV (S ) R A
EARAE Ry CIP B SRFEARCh 1 R I, KX 34>
T bR 0 22 S (85 PR A A5 D (8w 2% | 15 5 22k
i 25 5 B S 22, Hofl 22 4R BN 12 T
A 6 R 1] ) o 22 S (B Y0 IE i 22 K 7R (J. Fischer
etal., 2011; Fischer et al., 2008), IFE/C LI UEF B
PO e R T i Y NN o (T L
213 #H#R5HE
(DEAKE R . W S FEAR t R, FRATH g
PEHHPESE(M g = 3.96, SD = 1.87) 5 MM ww
= 6.29, SD = 2.20) P ZH g 12%F T ek ] 7] o A 2 e
T £ I (0] BRI AR J 25 22 57, 1(48) = —4.05, p<0.001,
d=1.14, 1A 256X T s B) B 25 A S8 E ) o
Q)SUE AR B TN o ATEAS BME . 15
BEZMEAE B8 T2 S EAE R CIP Y 3 ALK
Bhro HIW T 00 25 S R i SR, Je 4 25 5 E
B, A TT DLE IS I 55 LA A 2
J73(J. Fischer et al., 2011), B e LR Z 534K
Je B BE T 2 B3 UE I 22 (Cronbach’s o =
0.72; M =0, SD = 0.81), YE4 CIP %0 1 B8R FE 47 o
VL CIP #8tr(f5 B M E 2 . EEMHmME . #
-t 2 FISAAR GG I g 22 ) VE S RS 6, ) ) BE 2 4R
9 H 72 5 R A One-Way ANOVA 73 (W3 1), 524
I IR 7EAE BN IR 2ZEM am = 0.24, M ap
= -0.26; F(1, 48)puuz = 3.32, p = 0.08, n° = 0.06,
KBNS 0, FREEMRMZEM on =043, M
w = —0.47; F(1, 48)smnuz = 12.29, p = 0.001, n* =
0.20), fEEIHFMEM sy = 0.48, M zy = —0.52;
F(1, 48)w sz = 16.23, p<0.001, 1> = 0.25)2) K ik
AEIRZE(M e = 0.38, M i = —0.42; F(1, 48) iz
= 15.68, p<0.001, n? = 0.25) I 1y =& P& . X
HH 7 0 0 5 0 o S L A B R R
T R KA CIP 2 B 1 A5 E56IE
WGAb, 38 Ak A IR A 3 A FE SRR Fr sk ] T i 53]
ﬁbcmm%A%ﬁ;ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁu#ﬁ
o T A B (W 22 (B = —0.45, p = 0.001, R* =
0.21). ﬂqm»ﬁiifktﬁﬁéé(ﬁ = —0.55, p<0.001, R* =

0.30). AR 2 (B = —0.52, p<0.001, R* = 0.27),
Ph K ih % b 25 M w45 B4 W22 (B = —0.26, p =
0.07, R? = 0.07), wﬁﬁﬁ CIP %07 23 6 5 B[] B 5 1
BN 2 A

£l LWlaGEME. GEREEEHTFMMEEEEREN
RHERE
9o i PR — wad
n UIXIER L B M 2
M SD M SD M SD
M 0.99° 1.77 1.16"  1.68 1.46™" 145
i 0.24 1.01  —0.13 0.66 —0.29 1.63

TE: N =50, 1p<0.10, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001; 2 5{H% T3k
R A B R

Q)T IR RS . WOl IR e A 36
NG, 14 AR FERIR M . S T HERR 7~ i
Pt . PR FAT 8 X 52 95 ) B A 0 TPk, 3K
TS0 2(F T B ) < 207 s df) < 2(HE5) B B3 05

2500, LA DU R PR e, AR I UE i 2 Sk [
At 7S e TR AR e T ] R S
VE R F— ik AR, [ 30 A G i3 il i sk
o GERRY], LS T AR ZE L RIS 2
J&, BT R B8 5 SR IR 22 AT SR AE AR i 25 2Rk,
F(1,43)=11.66, p=0.001, 0> = 0.21, ;=S s . P
S ITAT % 6 DR A% Sk AN A7 A B 2 A 3200 (Fs<,
ps>0.38), [F] B 7™ it Qi 4 A4 00 R B[] Bt AN
FETE R 2 BAEHI(Fs<1, ps>0.45),

SEES la WP BIE TR 1, RIS AR I B o 3R
s SR CIP &L, 1 7E 8 i U O b S BRI AL
o SEES 1o SR HTHT A HRAE 7 s FNSL g A it — 20
YO UEARIEE 1o R hRs B S RSB 2 10 D SRy o
Tﬁ@ﬁ%%cmz@%ﬁim$ Bl
22 =X 1b
221 #HIRXEXWEIT

iR 62 A AESIN TR, MR
AERR IR )4, KRG 60 (A 5k, Horb 54
47 N, WERFIAER 18.85 JH % (SD = 0.99), ASL
95 R FH PR DR Rt ) SE 40, b 1 AR 1A A []
PR, A AT YOk SR . Bk
B BEAIL 153 30 3 7 K SFH
222 XEMRIE5RERF

SEE 16 YARAERRY 5 S0 1a FEAAA, HE
B A1z FH 7 ok R AR Rl R, SR AT O 1 85
MOEHE B e RAT: 55 o ZAT 552k B T LAAEAESE Q.
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Fischer et al., 2011; Fischer et al., 2008), [a]#{ i
RHIIAT — NS, A 7 E R R K
— AP 2GR =) I G R o S T4 )
FEES, FATTE AR R B IR ] B R Ao
MBI P B R R AR SE B S G IR D) s,
PRI IR 3 A H 5 et SERE e3> (G IR )
FATRM 5 I8 1a AHIR] Y J7 55 2k T i 8] 5 5 i 4 7
PR L

TERAR St Fe b, AR i 2 e 38— 13 552
BT, fARK = TAER N A RIS . ABTE 1 4F T
P PR B G 48, 1 AR & R RR P2 T,
ST LA O Tt it 25 i 3R B, A At Ky —
B a] A 4F ) R B A ALY R B, ANTESf
(0 J7 T, A 3E T | PR — Fh BT B9 IR % 5 51 (Young
Fashion) w5 | —HUBN % 7 MAEANGF B I 1H, —
e PRI, PO TS Bk = 5 A
LRI — R, B2, IR SR E R
oA e Y0 o ol 52 S8 A RHE S0 0 B 1 4
(Z% vs. AEEGT), SRIG X% £ R0 E R ik
VRO (MIE R, IR} P 2 KA L4 A
ORI LI RE R EFREE, 0 5 10 $143). He b
AT 12 Z5 ik =R PR A R ) 20 B ek
RIS IRPEE B . G RHE Tk =mtr R
FA RS WA BEA ] o SCHRFFIR XN 2028 1 15 L&
H—2F, HIEAEPRE A%k, —BEEREmIE
—EEFRAA 6 450 PIMNSCRREEZ M B, <ok =
(B AR R L T R T 8, DR (R 125
FNLELE", SRR, <ok = A REik B w1
BB, 2R BUIR A [A] 158 (R BRI A R AN

P 75 N — 2H SR A B A A A
PESEATPRAN, PP H 55250 1a AHIA o 5 BN
PRI AATE R AR S (r = 0.87, p<0.001), FA]
H XA AR A5 BIFEAG A FE BR o i mlE BATAN
MRS Z )5, FATHESRPALAARRIR 12 &R
rhpkas AT TR AR — 2B TR T AR AR R, TR
R E B S ARG . ABATRT LA A bR i
Tt 115 B o et il EPiZE (5 B B8 S 800E,
ARG RN 6, HAKN 0o 5 A8 F 2
PEHE . AT BIE FHE T — EorE S B 5
HEFVBCRE DR 25 AR — B R B R AR, 434S 3
FEMME . EEEEE S R, PR 3 A2
SHEFAL R Z 53805 B G USRS 22, FHOR AR
# CIP &0 Y46 H5 o

223 HR51HE

(DEHKES . WS AEA ¢ K5, FRATTR5
TR TD R S PR A M . A AR R T A D ke
(M gy =5.77, SD = 1.94) P B L 78 I BH R SE (M iny
= 4.66, SD = 1.49) B & (1 i (] [B] B, PR 4HLA7
TE D 2S5, 1(58) = —2.49, p<0.05, d = 0.64, i8]
s T B8 4R T A &

QI UEME N T . FATEE B A . 5 E =
B RNE B T 2 R E TR S AR B
A 5 31F { 22 (Cronbach’s o = 0.75; M = 0, SD =
0.82). LA CIP (Y& IHEFR (R SN E . 5 B HZ M
T A SR GG I e 22 ) VE S PR AR 1, I JR) B R
h B AR AT 22 AT (L3 2). &5 S I I ) i
TEAE BN EMZEM n = 0.47, M zy = —0.44; F(1,
58) gz = 15.16, p<0.001, n* = 0.21), {5 & &k
T2ZE(M sz = 0.44, M gy = —0.41; F(1, 58)mumnr =
13.09, p = 0.001, n* = 0.18), {5 B8 FIMEM un =
0.50, M iy =—0.47; F(1, 58)u sz = 18.54, p<0.001,
n® = 0.24) A K BARBAE W ZEM 2w = 0.47, M iy =
—0.44; F(1, 58)ummz = 26.89, p<0.001, n* = 0.32) |
() FE RO 2 o B AR I SR v S R A S T
R 0 TR 22, 1T 7 28 I R B v O] 2 AR TR 6 Al 22,
B SAEE B EITA (M = -0.05) A5 B F-(M =
—0.29)H HE LR 56 it 22 (UL 3% 2)o S ARG I Dt 22 B
B 1] (1] B 9 389 0 in B XS, B = —0.30, p<0.05, R* =
0.09, fBE 1 15 F50E

*2 ZWILESMNE. FGREEHIMNEEREN
RigE=RE

i ‘ TEAL i 22 ‘ .
n A s 2 EE M2
M SD M SD M SD
P 1347 1.81 1.227 1.67 .72 1.60
i -0.05 0.80  0.05 0.68 —0.29 1.99

N =60, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001; 2% F{H% T — Bk (5 B2
F—FHEFEE

G ETE., WiES HAY Pearson FHKN
0.82, Cronbach’s o = 0.90 i i< Ji 37 BEA t #6596 % PR
P AE T W R AR (M sw = 7.53, SD = 1.41) %
FEAE I PR A (M aw = 6.44, SD = 1.28)8AI
B = K A D SR 2 P, 1(58) = 3.16, p = 0.003, d
= 0.81, ‘&2 bifi A7 B[] 25 S8 (R 38 i imi AR B =
—0.23, p=0.08, R*=0.04),,

D58 . T HE Baron F11 Kenny (1986)
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R K T R R IE R SR e M R AR . B
A [0 A3, B () 2 e 2 M T S e 1, B
=-0.38, t(58) = -3.16, p = 0.003, R* = 0.15; H¥kk
T M 1 2 M T SR B UE (R 22, B = 0.48, t(58)
=4.13, p<0.001, R? = 0.23; &5 Wt [a] 5 25 g of
i A R A Sy 000 A0 ke T S AR B UE A 2, 4K
R[] AR R 55 3] 1 (R = 0.40), F(2, 57) = 18.73,
p<0.001, HIRBAHHMEM IR EGAE R E, B =
0.31, t(57) = 2.75, p = 0.008, i i i) 1 25 % T Bk
06 TIF i 25 1 0000 264 1 b 3 L AR, i B = —0.57,
p<0.001 FEAKF] B = —0.45, t(57) = —4.00, p<0.001.
Sobel #46 ik F| 3, Z = —2.02, p<0.05., A5
iy 2 1 ST () P X A 35 g 25 174 5% ) v e 3]
BB AVE L, H2 19 33B 4 34

) THRELN o Ry T HEBRIE B 4F . 0 AR i
XF S P R BRSO, FRATISLN 2 A B )
< 2(HEFEMLF) x 20HEIN R PR 2500, Hh LR
W AR R, BRI R 22 0 AR R, 7 RS
PE 5 & T2 0 AR g I 5 I )R A R I — e ik
ABEARL, {7 A G I BOR . S5 R R WITEE
il 7R AT« PR AR IS 22 A ) R S X B AR
UE A 22 SRAFAE N % .35 1) 300, F(1, 53) = 3.23,
p = 0.07, HEEMLFHERNL(F(, 53) =121, p =
0.28) K . 5 i [H] BB B 1) 28 HE A | 3 (F<,
p>0.60) [R] s 1 31 45 4F il of PRI AR 1 35 AN A7 7 ik 3 1
TN (Fs<1, ps>0.30), i HLP 515 B 8] B 25 A
FETE B HAE(F = 0.10, p = 0.75), 458 £ W]
P ) TRV ATE 85 o 52 38 3550 1 AN A7 Wl 35 R 0

SCRY 1 SRS T S IR NE S T R[] B S X
CIP BN A SEMR, DL S PR SR iff o P A G v 3] 7y 35
S ER . B 1R8N T e miE, ki 2 J
R T ERNEE, I 1 sk TR S CIP
B )5 R S P Al B, T FE S R OR B SE S
P AT I 4 SV FR B KX T 3 S R AT,
T Y I L R AT R AKOT S5 1T BY E  22 2
2 AR I S A AR ALY

A7
3 SLhw 2. R EAERY I /E

31 #HMKEXIWEIT

96 & LR 2z SN T 5288 2, MR 6 1
ANGERE B 5 3 AT 90 AR, Hiph B A 63
N, BORFEIAER N 20.31 A% (SD = 1.37) ., AR 525
K R R B A B, BB G vs. iE

)< figp KPR X R RE K F vs. AR REK
o BB BEL S BC ) A AL BOK -
32 ZEMHMEIRERF

SEEG PRI\ FEAT 3 A D7 T EROKE B S 4R
o IFRIER S S B DA R TE O 22 B DR SRAT 55 o K
TR A 75 S 1 07 2O IR shit K F, BiAZ iR
T Freitas 284w il (Freitas, Gollwitzer, & Trope, 2004),
It oh B it 15t 5 A S e A 1T 0 T T b R AR Y
JASE S (Wi BT, 50, 2011), 5 PI/KFAE
% AR SRS 5B AR S

A AT B R SIE 55 RIS B A AT O Y b
L E bR, HPRIE SRR S R4 . 2R PP 132
—ta ik, BE R AT AR B A
i B B AR, SRS EAEE R AT M AR S
4 FhEbR. <8 AMCHE SME S KRESITHA TN
IR E 7, R E S MR RIE R 4k R
PN B s S, B8 20k L I AR A B 1A
R my BAR T X, SRR AR R | BT HOR
B 4 50755

TERYEE SRR S Z 5, KA a] B Y e
FAT 55 WL P 45 Bt o B 1] 5 i e Ay =X 5 52
5 1 AR, (B ERR T ] )R . DRSBTS
KU MAERT ST th 2 U 2 Br SR, R B
BEAPRL, VEBRGE Y A (R 5l R 2 5 U H (1.
Fischer et al., 2011; Fischer, Kastenmiiller et al.,
2011) A T ERPPEAAE DR AT 55 P A9 I [B] B, A
TR A AN [R) A B ) 5 ) ity e e s AR
BRI —Z /N GRS vs. IR 6
MHIEFFGRANNE GREIPESR) o A [ s 8] (8] B i ok
REWIF BT

BRARRILILKR(KEFOREEL, E—F X
WKF)TF — KA EZ R B I (F R0
R BEA A ANMRA QR A8 2 T DU By AR S LA
BREF B L FH— A —HBEREF KK
e BB /NIE;, F—AMREETF—XEZANE &
W/AJE. ZEMERAUE, ERABEFRLF
— o EER R Z - BEAMAER KR ANLED
W R ds AALR R I8 8 22 R WA KT IR A M
RY, RAHEEEE. ZAHFLENEEANEF
RAT-BEREARB®E®G N EATE, RER
R — A AR

PR R 5 T Y SR AR ) 1Y o a5 58
MRS O W iR RE, SRS 2193 8 Sc i Lt
MEMER. SO, ZRrERER
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RS L SCRIRAR & 5 AR B A %
WA AR B £ i, Al A DB D 3 S b ] A8 45 5l
o, P, HEFEIRAE A RPA LR s B A
“HOLE S E LR ZHBURAE & S IR 2 T 4y, [
U, BIETEA LR S R A g X —
A5 B A A EZ AT PR, PR E R
(11 53R S AT SC I AR [R] o 3X P 4 48 B2 1 A 15
S BA R A P (r = 0.87, p<0.001), #iIEM
SEEEZ G, WKIEIPEAN A4S o SRS EEHT A A — 1 1)
B, TORAATMAIEAY 8 25f5 8 A iy b Pk ik A
TR AR — 2P i B 32 1 1 B (R 2R B 315 0
N 4, B 0), IR RA MR, FAIR
FEKE A5 B PE M A T 00— B E 2o Tk Rk —
AR BN T, AR EE B E . (5B E A
BRI ERME, PRl 2 28R #EE
BUBRIUE R 22, 154 CIP U0 A48 Ar
33 HR5iHE

(DERAKE R o 30 3 kST BEAR ¢ A 56 8 2 Hr ik
T IS (1] 5] B J 0 - 1 25 5, 4t S 3 A ol a7 O e
H(M iz =6.33,SD = 2.15)"P 2 L FE T HHHE TR (M iz
= 4.57, SD = 2.27) BN 5T =5 () B ) () B, PRZE A
161 %25 5, 1(88) = —3.68, p<0.001, d = 0.80, X i
WY [R]85 A 45 07 = 88 S T R S A KT 1Y
B R, AT % DL I A9 7% (Freitas et
al., 2004; Semin & Fiedler, 1988)Xf #{ i IH 5 ) PN %5
AT H TERAS, TN FIENIZKE . ARYE Semin
F1 Fiedler (1988)4 Hi 1) 75 15 40 A AL, Xt 5l ia] fJE
ZEAR AT I3 FE Gy o A AR Y i 52 7K ST A ) 757
X3 4 KT R AT Sl shin) | g R4 T 3 i |
RAEZN R FIE 2, 2 BIAE g i T 1 %) 4 43,
PR ST 18 2 B 5 (2 2 AN RN AT 9 A0 X i
B NEHITID(Kappa RECH 0.68; wiSiT4A%

Pearson #HC K 0.87), 1143 kB R F 1B H0Ok
ARGy, AEIUS FRR LR FH 1A, s EMm, gt
FERE o B RRVE B A 255 IaATE F R R
ik EA S MEIK M s = 3.35, SD = 0.40),
1M 80 B 20T 55 i a7 5 1 s L HAA IR
FHMZ KM gzm = 1.67, SD = 0.35), 1(88) = —21.34,
p<0.001, d =4.47, X VLA HIHERIA L

QI UEHEAF B TR . F AT Sk E B A
P22 | A5 0 P O 22 A5 R T Im 22 5% 10 Z 4
B, WX 3 A4 B RS LR IR 5 UE D 22
(Cronbach’s 0. =0.79; M =0, SD = 0.84),

AT A LSRRI UE 25 . 5 B Ew 2 . 5
S B 2 R S A S 22 AR AR HE A3 RO AR
AR, HEAT 2(H RS . I vs. ) <2(f#
BACE R B2 SR REAKE vs. (KA BEKT)
W T7 225001 S5 HRRM(ILF 3) AT A HE 2 7E SR
W 22 (F(1, 86)ummz = 5.82, p<0.05, 1> = 0.06). 17
B E 22 (FA, 86)pumr = 4.51, p<0.05, n* =
0.05). 15 8 HEMEMWZ(F, 86)auprrr = 4.89,
p<0.05, n* = 0.05) FAF7E 8 & /9 500, (HRELERE
BTG IR22(F(1, 86)masmr = 2.41, p>0.05, 1% = 0.03)
AR R R E RO, X U R I SR
F14) 365 UF O 25 7E 38 AR 12 I 25 Fam ok . (R 1
PR ENIUE o [F) B A A 7K T 0 SE A A AR I8 T AR
Z(F(1, 86)wuur =7.12, p<0.01,n* =0.07). 15 EHr
R 22 (F(1, 86)pumz = 3.84, p<0.05, 1> = 0.04), 5
BEZEMMZF, 86)suns: = 6.43, p<0.05, 0> =
0.07)FI{5 B3 S22 (F(1, 86)wsmx = 4.05, p<0.05,
n® = 0.05) L #AF7E A =R, X 1 I ELAT G
KP4 e 2y s e 45 20 b B A 1 5
TE A 22 76 B 1R 1280 25 5 T B i K1 B 4
B BRIk 3a 15 B 5HIE

%3 NI 2 EEEREKEEESHHER

TEAN i 22 . .
. 1 -9 22 SR IG I i 2
S A B 22 B 22
M F M F M F M F
‘ bl ] 1.17 . 1.26 . 1.13 0.14 N
s ] B i - 451 4.89 2.41 5.82
fusd i 0.64 0.71 0.72 -0.20
e 1.23 . 1.39 . 1.30 . 0.22 -
fift Bk N 3.84 6.43 4.05 7.12
= AR 0.67 0.67 0.61 -0.23
& H I 417" 0.73 5.02" 4.42"
R? 0.14 0.12 0.14 0.18

T FEM 2 15 R T i 22 R S 25 (09 7 4 (ER HRUAR 20 40, BUA S UE I 22 (4 T 2 (ER ] Z 4348 "p<0.05, “'p<0.01,
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BEAh, A S 5 A Bk S 1 38 L IR AR 56
UEAR 22 (F(1, 86) iz = 4.42, p<0.05, 0> =0.05). 15
B AR 22 (F(1, 86)pwmz = 4.17, p<0.05, n° =
0.05). {5 B I WZEFA, 86)wawr = 5.02, p<0.05,
N’ = 0.06) L AF7E W E RN, (HRTE( B B
Z(F(1, 86)aumiz = 0.73, p>0.05, n> = 0.008) &2 H.
ERA R,

A3 DLER SRR 22 . 15 B 18 0w 22 FE B8
00 25 Sy DR A SR AT BA AN A 38 43 BT (LI 1),
SEREM . DLUBIARIRE 22 0 AR i, 7RG R
KT, BOXTE TIPSR (M ww = 0.60)Z HELAEIT
BIPSR (M ww = —0.17) R B R K- 19 B A S0 e
2%, F(1, 86) = 11.49, p = 0.001, {H27E &Rk
TR, BRTEITIHIOR (M o = —0.21) 5751
M am = —0.26) 0 BRI I 25 AN A7 7E B3
Z 5, F(1, 86) = 0.04, p>0.05, 2)LIE Bl 2= N
AR, RSB KT, #7e i s i (M
w = 0.63)Z IR K (M = —0.24)FR L
KR fE BB 2, F(1, 86) = 9.78, p =
0.002, {HZ7E & ff Bk, il 7e i B e sk v
(M i =—0.20)57EEATFE M ww = —0.22)00(F
S E W 22 AT 3 22 %, F(1, 86) = 0.003,
p>0.05. 3)LAF B4 0w 25 IR AR i, 7 IR K
P, BOSTEE IR (M ww = 0.62)R91F B4 -
it 2 B dnd 2 b g T AR (M ew = —0.18), F(1, 86)
= 8.11, p = 0.005, HEEFBEAKTT, BilfEx
PR M wm =-027)5TEZ T M an =-0.13)
I B SRS AE R E 22 R, F(1, 86) = 0.21,

0.8 -

0.6

AR R

02 e~

(a) (b)

p>0.05. fRiX% 3b 15358 3 HF

(32 43 14028 X Bl 2 119 5 M) o 3 7 PR IR T
FP MBI 11 N, R RI A
79 N o DUBARSSUE (i 22 V5 Ay PR AS S ASOpk N7 REAS ¢ 46
5, 25 Yl AR e PR O 4 o 2 DR R AR Y
B EAR 22 (M s = —0.56, SD = 0.50), #fkxF—
AR BRI E— Stk B AR A A i T
S22 IR R e P s 3k 2 7 A 56 UF i 22 (M e
sus = 0.08, SD = 0.85), #iilxd F—8oh: (5 B ayhn
TAAAEREM], 1(19.22) = 3.56, p = 0.002, d =
0.92.,

(4) TP o Bl AE DT 4R BEHE A 2 (K B £
VA L S 025 7 31—, S 7 G 30 e 5 3% 45
UF o PR BIRIAR IS P REXTZ S B0 7 A g e, AT S
Jiti 2(FF TH] BE B8 ) < 2GEEFRAR LT ) x 2(PET) I P 7 2243
Br, For DUAE S S A8 5, SR 001 i 22 R R A
o SR RWITERE T TR 2= . MR FAAR IR Z 5,
s [) B X A A 56 Al 2 1) 32 350 AT 8K 38 31 3 2%
PERR I, F(1, 81) =2.73, p=0.10, n* = 0.03, i HiA
7t 1 SRR I AE BAE AN 3 (ps>0.16).

SEBS 2 3 A R N A AR 248 YR
AT 55 AR D RO\ = IR R K T SR A B ) Bl
¥, VTR REKT Gk 3406 F CIP 3500 Y 52 1w K
5] PR B A BARE OG0 SR 45 SR 3R W A e
TRV SR 78 F0F CIP RN A7 7E 1 35 1 20007, BIIK
il B K - 2348 v e BN T B B IE D 22, TN s e R
IR )2 FRAR %M 22 o [ sh e 5 s [ B 2 A AR 6
WEIR 22 | 5 200 18 O 22 A4 S0 25 A7 A i 25 19 58

—® {LiFkF
- > -- 1::][{[**?"}‘:%1

-

(c)

T i)

LiFN <N EEPN <

B < H

LT AN [ AR TR K P S5 A2 I ) B 2 0T 35 s 22 114 52 Tl (512 58 2)
TE: a,b, ¢ SPBICRLIAL S Z 7350 SRS IR N 22 . 17 S0 8 O 22 AR 848 50 22 1 D [N AR H i e A T PR
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HAE, RSB, ifEBEE S CIP &L
JO7 4 170 i) S R A BsRAL, TE e iR KF- 264 T,
THRMAM KRS XU RS
CIP 5N ) 5% 22 2 Bl A 1 1A REL 2 B4 my il G A B2 T
B . 288 2 3 & BRI IR AT i R TR
P b PRARKE N 22 . BEAh, TEFER] TP L |
PERI AR 2 5, I 1) B 28 ) B ROM AT SR A7,
I ST 6 245 2R ] DAAE — 5 R B HERBR X 2828 48 1 T+
PR o R KF- A RAE DT SUBR T AR BT E ARG S8
Y5 H AL E A BT 55 M RAEFRRIE [ 55 3
B TR AT 55 AR A FRAE D7 20 ok T AN TRl 4
T B Y AR J7 XX T s T B 5 38 M P A T
RO IR AR B R W) B S F AR AL o 2% 5 ] B
55 B0 Al 22 14 56 R 0 15 23 6 AN [R] B SRR AR I H B
ES5to

4 SCH 3. BROIIVRME/ATAT MR AR
I TR

4.1 #HiX5LWILIt

149 & BigRER2E2 R Sz i, HdH A
114 A, #EOFHERH 19.05 8% (SD =0.78), A<
S5 R P PR 3R g 1] i, B R GE I vs.
PE) <SR ARAE R IR AT vs, AT AT
PEARIATFE) o K il B AL 43 FiE 31 2% 1> S g b B
42 THMMEIERF

Sy 3 X6 s A R S iR Oy DA KT R Y
LR AT 50 2 A A, (ERIRATRAE TR
FHNFRAE AW EY . 52 Fitzsimmons Al
Douglas (2011)IFFY, FRATHE LGP RAE 55 H
BT 28 5 R AR 0 VR S AT AT R AT S B
Y\  Fitzsimmons F1 Douglas TA MM = g 10 &
DURIH WG] 7, e . 3B XK
FUTAESS Sy RERE, T AT AT PEdE B2 Sk SR 00 5 1
H & % 68 A1 Mk 1E 71 (Fitzsimmons & Douglas,
2011) FATTEFEWCA/TAE H FME 5 XU K-/ TAE
B 1R RIS B9 W PERRAE, 1R A ARG
28 3 A AL 23 BEURAE S FF IS B AT AT PERRAE o FRATHE
A B I P R AT AT VAT A G, B B
VFPE—R AT A7 P 5 v AT A7 PR/ 43 0l >R
FRAEZTEUORRE . SV R AT M &
FEAE R eim TAE A F/m I A—R&E MR TR, &
AL AT MRV 08 4 R R < 2R 0/ 1 TR
— e KU /R B

SCIG AR T RE S5 5525 2 AH IR, Bk B LS

BeE] 4 FhcmabBieh, B pIR R, RJETF
A B[] o] B BN, SR IO/ M R T A M R AR (B %
Lu et al., 2013) (# H /352 I % — KBS 1) 5
U AR BRI — SR PR I 1 IRIERZ 2, 0 51 10 7
A1)V RUEN PR 56 (XK ARG £ 5 F1 A HLE S T A
FE2, 0 2 10 7143). HEE A A S EAME B, I
O B AR, S A SRR E RPN R T Y
1545 R T PANAS 3, 10 8 H, 0 2 5114, &
2% Watson, Clark, & Tellegen, 1988). & S IFAL{34k
KHE B MM E S, P4 EAAERHEr =
0.90, p<0.001), 17 B4 T 22 )2 H — SR B
AR — B BB (PIRME Bl 4, &l
0). 15 B IPh 2 548 FImZ bk Z 2 8UE %6
TG AR B i 22
43 HER5iTE

(DK I o 3 3 P07 AEAR ¢ 4G50 D0 UF S A (7]
P B BRI AT R, 25 R RO R (M
w = 5.58, SD = L75)HZAET IR M uw
4.44, SD = 1.63)HH /B BT g 1) i 18] (] B, P 2HL A7 A
WLFE 2R t(147) = —4.04, p<0.01, d = 0.67., VLAANF
[B) 3 S PR T A 8 S T RS AV A aT A
SFAE BRI R, HOBR T B TE = T A T
AR =D R AR e O e S B ol 5 5 2
BBV RRE PP b, Dl7E s B K
AATPESRAE F AR m M wmeas = 6.28, SD =
2.35 vs. M sarimmie = 4.84,5D = 2.06), t(145) = —3.87,
p<0.001, d = 0.65, fiT7EPRIFE o JBR N T =5 19 35 4F
FERE; FE AT AT PERRAE AN I, Bl s nl A7 A1
MAVFESM F A EALM  gasmems = 5.46, SD =
1.70 vs. M swwmair = 6.06, SD = 1.62), t(145) =
—2.14, p<0.05, d = 0.36, b T7E k55 v fily PRI e S
BAR . X UL IIIRATAE BV E R T AT MR AE | 440
R

Q)Y UEEAR BN T o 1 e 15 B (8
25 A5 B EE w22 i SR 2E TR Z 58 SR
JE R A USRS UE IR 22 (Cronbach’s o = 0.82; M =
0.01, SD = 0.86), 3 ik 7 43+ H7 & BT 1] 2 2 Fh ke o
FEAELE A 6 i 25 F0 A 22 Pk 25 b 3 AR A B 2 AL
Jof FNAE AR, PR FRAT TR A5 2 {1 O 2 A e 22
I 22 (Z 5350 T A LAl i 22 (Cronbach’s o = 0.95;
M =0, SD =0.98), & F KA, FRATFERM
SVRIS IR 22 . 5 S IEAN R 22 S S 25 4F S CIP
b7 -

3 LA SRS TR 2 {7 B PEAR e 22 4 - O

5
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ZAE NN AR, EAT 2 EERS . ] vs. I
B 2(HRBFAE . = AT E— IR vs, S
PR AT ) T 22 3B o 45 AR W B[] 2 7
SREE 22 (F(1, 148)swmz = 13.01, p<0.001, 0’
=0.07) .5 B IFAl 22 (F(1, 148)iuumr = 7.70, p<0.01,
W= 0.05) . 48 FRZE(F(1, 148)m4mx = 13.60, p<0.001,
1’ = 0.08) FAFLE B & B F 00 PSR AR A
KRR 22 (F(1, 148) sz = 9.78, p<0.01, n* = 0.06)
5 RIEER2E(FA, 148)pumx = 7.33, p<0.05, n* =
0.04). 1 Fh22(F(, 148)w+mz =6.74, p=0.01, 1’
=0.04) P AFAE W ) ER00 o B il AT A
PEFEAEM gpmr = 0.17, SD = 0.96) T 4 S AR I8 31E Ji
ZT W E S TR WA TR IEM s =
~0.14, SD = 0.75), f&i% 4a 152 5IE

[Fi] B Fsf [) P 25 5 DR SRR I A S AR B0 U 22 (R (1,
148)wimrz = 9.38, p<0.01, 0> = 0.05). {5 H T4k w22
(F(1, 148) iz = 6.89, p=0.01, 0> = 0.04), % T
Z(F(1, 148)wamx =6.74,p=0.01,n% = 0.04) FA71E
WEMALEAER . A LBARIS IR 2 | 5 BOEAY
P22 . 15 0w 25 1 by PR A5 B Sfe ABUTRT B30 A6 36 43 BT
(LA 2), ZRBET: DELR RS 22 N 72 5,
FE = ATV SR T, s AE i ek
(M iw = 0.7H)ZEHAEEINRE M an = —0.16)%
P B KCE SR IR R 2, F(1, 145) = 21.52,
p<0.001, A7 WVFE—R T A M 4510 T, 8t
RAET BT M an = —0.10) 51 PP P M
ww = —0.17) AR IR I 25 A AF7E 1 3 25 5%, F(1,
145) = 0.18, p = 0.68. 2)LA{& B IFAN i 2=k K AR it
FE = ATV SR T, sl AE i e s
Mz = 0.7D)EAEITIHIL K P (M aw = —0.14)3
U KBTS R 22, F(1, 145) = 12.54, p =
0.001, {HRTES AV E—NATAT 4T, BlAE
TR M i =—-0.13)SFE KM gy =
—0.15) B PFAR I 25 AAFAE & 2252, F(1, 145) = 0.01,
p=0.91, 3)LME S T 22 4 AR &E, 75 Al ATk
— IR R, SORAE R M e =
0.78)Z HAEIE NI T (M = —0.22)FR I T 5
KR G 22, F(1, 145) = 18.95, p<0.001, {HZ
FE = VPR AT AT 2T, B E i e sk v
(M iz =—0.05) STEILIHR K H (M wm = —0.22)8994
TR EARTIE R E 25, F(1, 145)=0.71, p = 0.40,
% 4b 153 2N 50 HIF .

(3) 2643 A0 8 XoF Bl 2 114 52 M) o A 7 S 2 P
FHIR IR A 26 N, RIEEAZEIAE 123

N o DUEAR S I 22 75 S PR AR S SOk S REA ¢ 4G 56,
S5 A5 X A E DA TE I 3 25 5 1(147) = 5.26,
p<0.001, d = 1.06, RIHIKELEIRFEAZEHT(M g
=0.17, SD = 0.77)7= 4= B B AR B0 IF I 25 22 1 T e
LB BER(M wossre = —0.74, SD = 0.93),

o—@ (il PPk IRI VT
D i o i e

(a)
4 i i
R NI

/i N
I [

Pl 2 AS[RI DR SERFAE A5 T B i 22 ) 560 U i 25 (1) 52
i (S5 56 3)

TE: a, b SRR LU Z 43800 SRS UE G 22 | 15

SLVTA g 22 R S0 22 7F S PR & 9 58 AR T

(4) T o Bl AE ) 6 1E 48 O LA Bl £
B3N, AHLES 76 Ao N T HEBRBEE MLy . 7
SR AF 9% XoF S 56 wT R 7 AR I PR, FRATT L
2(IFIAIFRES) x 20 MREr) x 2(MESD) B I 225047,
HA DRI S AR i, SRS TIE (i 22 o A AR &, 2
R TR Lr . PERIRIAE R Z )5, W]
PR B 5 SRS T e 22 TD AR AR 8 35 1 800, (L,
137) = 4.93, p<0.05, n* = 0.04, i e L . T3
A8 0T PR A2 g 1 32800 R i 3 (Fs<1, ps>0.35),
(i) Fsf 326 45 O - 1P 591) - ol 5 s i) B ) 22 B AR
AR 2 (Fs<1, ps>0.80), IbAh, % EFIR A& K
SEAEREAR, RATFESCE 3 sl T ol He 3R =
25, St 20 A FEET) <2(PRIRAFAE) I BN T 22
O30, Hrp DAL IR P A e, ST IE I 22
JHAR R, SRR ERIAL R Z 5, ARLE
FF R[] 25 (F(1, 144) = 13.99, p<0.001, n* = 0.08) .
DERARHE(F(L, 144) = 11.04, p = 0.001, n* = 0.06)F)
FRON A HAER(F(L, 144) = 10.38, p = 0.002,
0’ = 0.06)8 B (E R Pl ge a0 A R B
B FE RV (p = 0.67).

SRS 3 JE A XS 2 B U SRAT 55 B T A
FEAE B\ 5 Z PSR R AE X T CIP 2500 1 52 M A
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L R [ R A S A G 2R o ARSI BT BRI,
R VR — R AT AT PRI T AR K P 1 SRAE AR
fiE, i AT AT PRI VR B AT A K B SR AR
ik o 45 R WK PR B SRAFIE XS T CIP 2O 9 56 R
5K 2 BRI RE K I 2800 06 RS ALY,
R VPR T AT P B A BRI 22, =)
v —RVF PR 2 P m R SRR 22 o [R5 i
[ BE B XS T CIP RN A7 7E i 25 AL HAR IR R,
HAR AL 5 525 2 WAL 76w i AT —R I
PERFEAFIET, WIRIFEE] S CIP 2500 AY B 1) 6 R 4
R, AR R VR T AT PR B R R AE T
TR R 2 o S 3 pE— 2R Tk
AT R AR A E AR B TR 22 o [R],
AR E—E R EHEBR T oSty . Pl ARk
R 22 6 8 T 5[] B 5 45 0 2 T2 4800 56 AR 1 T
Yoo SLEe 3 Pt 5 T AU I AT ST R

5 e

E A B 5 3 WY s 1] B 25 25 52 e - 44 1) TA R 3R
fiF . A5 BN T (Brownstein, 2003; Ledgerwood,
Wakslak, & Wang, 2010; Schimmel & Forster,
2008) T IXSEAFFEAE R, AFFTHE H i [A] BE 2 A
ASRTEAS Y T — B P SR AR Bk B ikt SR 45
IR SR EZMET . BAOREL, ABFFRR A
PRAE T D3R T S 3 e B UE AR 0 T, T e
PR rh 2 AR IR BN T, PSR E Pk mT L]
KA HrP R C R, R KF (L4 5 SRk
SRARFAE FAE) W AT AT =35 1y 6 R B R -
FATTRAT 4 D ILH XS W TR BEHEATAL IS o 25 1a
Al 1b B4R R R EE RS 5 CIP Uy B A B
FRYTAHICICER, T8 2 00 PSR S 1 e H v
EEFR P VE R . 9280 2 SR A AR5 S AT 550k
Ja SRR, S5 SRR WM R K P 235 A I ] B
B35 CIP W I A GG 2R, T e Al R /K1 U 25 535
EZH KR T8 3 TR T AR PSR- IE R AE K
Ay i B ] B X T CIP BN A G R, 2503k
WY AT AT e PR R AR < s AL N R BE 25 55 CTP
ROBLA SR SCIC AR, (A i B VP A AT A 7 PR AR AR
SR — KR, WA, AT TR
o CIP AR [RIHTFNA80, A58 A B0 DTk 32 2R
B9 LR 77 1
5.1 KHEEENFEIEMESMIAEN

A58 76 SR RR E & XT Brownstein (2003)8F 57

H

AT RIAR [0, MRN8 AL DR S BT CIP ARFAIE,

IER BT Horp Al S B T RO . AT T
& CIP W98 (Bk#e M 1E B2 ) B A HEr IS
X, RICHPA T : — 7 PSR SR B A A
RKAELS5 0 CIP, DAfEWFSREE AR B IA R ZRAE T
2 He AnAE SR 2500 A1 H BN AT (. Fischer et al., 2011;
Fischer et al., 2008)2% ™ A= AS [a] K - B9 35 UF e 22,
AR /DA W 5T AR 0o BR IR 88 5 B /KT 1 R AE 7 X
X CIP RN A SE IR, T ARG & AR XS TP o =
A 0 o B R B RS [) il 52 K I TR AR 2 F2 3K
RAE BN T ik w2 R 5225, I — Tk
R H B i Al 25 CIP, DAFEE
GERE NG DR F A e AR 0 B TR 3 PR AR R — A
HORE R, 280 45wl 2 IR 102 LR 1Y
TR B[] A5 o AER i B 7K B TA R T SR A i s
[i) ffe B SR AE N 22 05 A B T B A S A 5,
2 B 5 0945 S 2 MR T 5 A ) TR SR I ] R
(Trope & Liberman, 2000). Kk, AT NG i H
FE PSR A4 (4 e [R) IR EE X T e AT AR R 0 b i
R 25 B 2 A/ER .

TR R Al G ) ) BF 5 4 S O e 1) TR B —
HEAL) R B 14 3 B2 (Slovie, 1995), P35 Al
SRR BRI T O SRAR AT XT T IR AT AR SR U,
S UEPE AR B0 TR — i i JE U e 1k #, W)
AR X i A i A R AL T S IR B T
TR T IR A6 1 R 1 4 — B R B EAE
S e T BRI A A 2N AT Sy, AT e
HWak B RA —SMHILR CRNE RS TES
BN T AL EE o AW 5 R FH Bk ] 3 25 R i B /KO PR
KBFFE CIP JETE MR — R RO HL - )46 1E ¢
rh A I ] B R 2 0 Sk A A S O A B v B A R
PR, TP kil CIP HXd TR bh e SR e B 1Y
A, T 0 400 £ 5 B PR A OC I R TEAR B, T
T8 3 R S 2 B HE O T A TR SR A 5 1 ARORSE R FR
X TR — SRR B AR — SRR B SR IUE &
PRI T =

DMERF IR R CIP B AR REFEAGA RIS, i
MRS BAT M (Frey, 1986), ABFFEETE—E
AL b 308 TR S M e S al . A 5T
Bl i AT BRI A AR XS T A R0 2 ey Ak
DL KN 4570 D 3R v 1 A Al 23 38 20 B I (Freitas et
al., 2009; Trope & Liberman, 2010 ), 3 i< s [A] 5 25
FIRE R AT I 3 G FRATT N g A A 35 7 %o 2 8 J
0 P SRR 0 2 A i A e O 22 . FRATAESES 3
o R IR, BT I P SR v 2 AR R TR v ) T
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LG (I AL . BOR . FEHEN . B mE
M) (M iz = 2.30, SD = 0.97; M = 2.00, SD =
0.89, F =3.09, p=0.08), A ithJ i s i ] e ok v
SR, AT 16 PR T S E PR
AL, AT T 3 SR v R o SR R
T 7 A B A 25, AF A 376 1 DR 5 b X i e )
i ss, SEmiFREAN 2, Mo P i T
52 RRWEMRFNIER

AW FE 4G 0B 2 1) P SR M AR A B TE) R
B 5 CIP X R MNEAE AR, (ARRATEESLE 1b
FRAS R T ERAN IR, PR M FUR B TR A AR
H, BIL, 52 LA T R

Fischer (2011)7EH A T Z Fp B WL A5 19 SE ik
BRI PR, AR T A SRy SR 3 A R SR
FEPE R M R CIP RO AT 7E O BRI AR, BN B 1)
e 30745, RO ) 0 P AR 5 3 ok R S i M 1
i) 717 = A= R [R) 2K S /Y 56 UE P 45 B T (Fischer,
2011) . FATIR VISR PR TR AV E 22 T 5%
WENHIZ FEAE R TRl B S CIP & R IR,
SR — R IR TR A SR . TE
AHEGE T, PSR ) AL B[] BE B R AE S5t T o i
SR M 1 2 S5 R BOR [ R B2 1) 390 UE D 22 o FRAT
Tk IR AT BE B 2 = A R i e e 22 5, Tk
SR %) B 80 R R XGF B, 2 B SRR B A A D)
ARG . K, BATIE LB R B E TS CIP A7
FEIEAIEIE R, X 5N GRS () B R S —
B o P X I R SR 1 o MR RN TEAIG, BRIk
A8 SR T2 W AE B H R P R X e 5
(B R R i, R S 48 SR T — Bk
B FR PR ik R F A E R, FRATIA
A AT RE A A7 AE A0 B O R Ok A R ) BE R S
CIP KR, T B ARMITIHATIRR, #M7E CIP 1)
P HLA o
5.3 fRREKFERLFIER

C A B 5T 48 Al BE K7 5.0 B B HLA QR
PE, EATHRME A E AR, BArFEg g%
I 325 5 M AN A Y O BR R 25 70 52 (Stephan et al.,
2010; Trope & Liberman, 2010). FRAT7ESZY 2 F15E
5 3 LI uE TR AR O BEE R 5 CIP X R
P AR, Peo o R e 3o i i 5 R AE e 3R
[) R v %) il G R A R B s 1 5 8 U 55 00 I g 2
) B TD AT 1800 o 3 Sy )6 i A /K T 500 P B8 1Y
RIS R P AUEIE— 25 (R SR B ERIE A
Shy U B B 5 it R K S LA S s BB B 4% 4 B 2 )

HBAFAE AN S BEPE (Trope & Liberman, 2010), A
FEHE— 25 B KT 5 Bsf ] B B X AT A 1) R )
SARYEAS ] 1) 58 TAR S, A ) ZRAE e X (AR RAE
TICHE B IR RE vs. MR KA. mEEE &R
{14 i [ B2 5 5 i R K ST FE R O B 5 47 Sk i R 1 5
M) _b A7 7E DM RIREONE, SRABROUN & R — B0k AR
[F] FAE BC X (IRHE B — = i R vs. 1o B B —IRAR )
FA B R 5 i B K S AE RO B 5 AT o i R R
i) A BT Ak, S ot L AR e 2R o X AL S
ARFIFFEARAT ) 55— FRIR T o

FATTXF T it R K T 1 2 B8 B R BT P
W, —FlR RS 51007 X she ok 8 B 4gE e 3
HIRAE K, KRR L E ARk, 5 ah—
Fofr J2 38 1o R PSR RRAE K I S R TRl R AE K, 56
NS SRRIE LR BK T J5—F o U R E
BIa s KT, (R R RO 50 BEEE B
DA Rt B 2 45 4k B 2 1) B DG, ATl o
TR YA [R] 149 48 i R A R 43 ) % o7 41l 52 e 1E A EL IR
RAE, IR RPIFERI 7 A58 BAE ML I
AR L
54 MRMIZEEX

ISR £ B SRR, AR S 25 S X T ok o B AT
EEPEIRE L, BV AR R — B
BETIE—8EER, SRR R, PR
f YR A2 1F (Kray & Galinsky, 2003), A58 HY )3
7 0] DA e s ) B S A R K ST B S 10 WA Ol A
PG BN TP 56 UE I 22, $R R i i, T
AT R SR A A B T 7, AT LB e R R 3
& RGO 22 19 77 A, T3 e A 2 ke S Rk
- JEL 24 R R SRR A SF B AT R SR v ) 50 e 22,
e IR B AR T TF-BL . BT, (DZEMUH
IEHABDY . AT ITAL R4 438 S I 2 ko
HHT G B, WSRAE BPEM FE S B A
T, RIS R A MRV AE AR S, R AR
GG B R R R IR (2)SE PR PSR v L a1 i
TRV R RO AR I IR 22, e B2 AE i
WP 3 o B R R A AT AT R RRAE A R A, TR R
HE IR P AR Sk BT T T S0 2 . PRI,
ARBIFFE 285 5 0] LA G b A5 B A BN T A S A 22
55 WMREBEREERE

AR FEAFTE—E A SR BRPE,  [RIR, hy A Sk 42
SR ST DR (4 )R, (1) ] B S A R K - £
SCHGERIN o FRATTX Bt 17 B 8 ) B NS 18 4 LA AR 5
AR, R 1 AR (SESG 1a). 3 N (SE5R 1b)
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Abstract

The present study investigates the influence of temporal distance on confirmatory information processing.
Confirmatory information processing principally refers to a tendency of individuals to search and overestimate
information that supports with their decision rather than looking for information conflicts (Fischer, Fischer,
Englich, Aydin, & Frey, 2011; Fischer, 2011). According to the theoretical viewpoint of Construal Level Theory
(CLT, see Trope & Liberman, 2010), temporal distance or perceived temporal proximity exerts an important
discount effect on confirmatory information processing under individual and organizational decision making
context. It is hypothesized that low temporal distance will increase confirmatory information processing and
high temporal distance will decrease it. This discount effect is moderated by construal level mindset and
decision’s desirable and feasible representation.

We have conducted three studies and our results have found to support our prediction. In Study 1, we have

conducted two one-factor between-subjects experiments in which we manipulated temporal distance (near vs.
future) and employed a classic selective exposure paradigm to explore the confirmatory information processing.
Fifty college students participate in the experiment la and sixty college students join in the experiment 1b. The
results have shown that participants in a near-temporal decision scenario strengthen their confirmatory
information processing, while participants in a future-temporal scenario reduce their confirmatory information
processing. Further, we have found that perceived decision certainty plays a partial mediating effect in the
process.
In study 2, we have conducted a 2x2 between-subjects experiment to investigate the moderating effect of
construal level mindset in which we manipulated temporal distance (near vs. future) and construal level mindset
(low vs. high). Ninety undergraduate students from a university in Shanghai participate this experiment. The
finding have confirmed the temporal discount effect as study 1 did, and also supports a negative impact of
construal level mindset on confirmatory information processing. As expected, the moderating effect is testified
as well. The negative relationship between temporal distance and confirmatory information processing is
stronger when construal level mindset is lower. And the negative relationship between them is weaker when
construal level mindset is higher.

In study 3, we have explored the moderating effect of decision desirable/feasible representation on the
relationship between temporal distance and confirmatory information processing. We conducted a 2x2
between-subjects experiment to verify the hypothesis. Fifty-eight participants take part in this experiment and
are randomly assigned into different treatments. Apart from a main effect of decision representation, the results
also exhibits its moderating mechanism that the negative relationship between temporal distance and
confirmatory information processing is stronger when the decision scenario is represented as
high-feasibility/low-desirability, the negative relationship is much weaker when the decision scenario is
represented as high-desirability/low-feasibility. The result is shown to support our hypotheses.

Our results support the temporal discount effect of confirmatory information processing which shades some
light on a new cognitive mechanism for biased information processing. This research brings an insight to the
underlying process in mediating role of perceived decision certainty, which responds to the cognitive economy
model of confirmatory information processing. Moreover, the abstract and concrete mental representation
primed in both mindset and decision context exert a significant boundary mechanism for this temporal discount
effect. The negative effects of temporal distance on confirmatory information processing could vary
significantly with different level of abstract representation. Finally, our findings also have some practical
implications for managing and reducing confirmation biases in the process of information search and evaluation
when making a decision.

Key words confirmatory information processing; temporal distance; construal level theory; psychological distance



