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BUWCR AT A FIHL S

oAk BRI BRET
CHMAELIER, HM 215123) CHMPHEAEINRIREE | LIFER, HM 215009)

OB REHOAEL, ARARF TR SR KR EFAR Yk KA kg T, 5
RAHMERA. BTN RAIRYOAARLTEET TARE 7 &, ABTELEAEHRT, AR
F e i RAs . ARk dm B et A KRR ARG iksm i B F AT @, ZAEWET Afext RS
Wk, RS, SAKEKREER. MBEKFEE. L5 AREEA R ARKARELFH—F T ER
thig il K A E], RS S M E T B IR AN AEIAER . KRR TR —F R kR H 1giks
REM. NS E 25 E RN Hrh, ARG E ks, A E T BBRMABAR.

XEIR EBRY; Ao, AEREE S, BEKEER, B iAsER; Ak AE L

HEES  B849:C91

1 3= W SR, AR B T R AR AR L,
bA] DL SIS H KEFENE, &
SRR SR BB R ) e D S R REAAL U S
. U . o s DL N @I TN T, PeE BRI,
fdh . W I R A T R, g e M PREER
, ‘ MR TAS WRIEARR R, T
PRI, HEFA, KRB, i
S, (LGRS SR TR o

“ RN (independent-then-revise advice sequence)>f JF Ji&
B, SRS Bh IR AT S PR R Y o Vg L 74 Ly ,
E?ﬁ‘%(Larrick, Mannes, & Soll, 2012), A HE S, WAUHREARN, FLRAA MR

. " % (Rader, Soll, & Larrick, 2015),
MR RN & — T e, BAR%E o . N .
SR G BIT 5 R % 0 TR) B2 4 Bt ik 823
P R 3 T4 5 e R T e, (L HEBUR AT T BOAZ O T R AT I 130

23 o e d9n 5 (B BEL g, 2R H
IS, TN T ks, e (B, R, HOCR, SR, R
k 3 i, 2013), DUFEXHEE WA A1 B 2R 5 KR O P ok
B 100 B T 0 0 AR R Brooks, ot e & Moo
Gino, & Schweitzer, 2015), M= /E W drinm e . |

2007; Schrah, Dalal, & Sniezek, 2006). #4451
G AR T T R T — R 7; Sehrah, Dalal, & Sniezek, 2006), FBRATAE
Il /) 1F 5% (Schultze, Rakotoarisoa, & Schulzhardt (Tzioti, Wierenga, & van Osselaer, 2014)%%, JLAf:
y o ’ SR K, —EMR IR E TR E R T HBCRIAY
2015; Comes & Schwabe, 2016), H R R4 W W] (Kausel, Culbert Leiva. Slaughter. &
Pt A7 ST e T PR i 52 W ausel, ulbertson, elva, aughter,
defj(i*tﬁﬁ Hfffufff ﬁﬁ(?;i‘ie Jackson, 2015; BR#iZ, WeiE, FNES, 2016),
dvisor Sysiem, TAS: Sniczck & Buekdey. 00 MmiAmA R R R THBLMEL . YT AE
AR IEIIR S . ORI S s =4 - . o 1L s e
e e AN B R A ] 4 WA, PR BT E A 2 IR, AL
e = = USRI W AR S L, R
{5 BTN TR 4558 . DOAJN A kUG, Bk
Wk H 399 2017-09-21 A UL IR AR #2252 i 2] ok 3% 3 X
iiﬁi$$ﬁ%ﬂiiﬁﬂﬁ%ﬂiﬁmg CHGVEAY, MR R SOR 4. A8 2 015258
11D . . o IR .
WE1EE: MBERH, E-mail: tianxm@mail.usts.edu.cn {ﬂ%}ﬂlﬁ@t}(ﬂt%ﬁ? EHU]I&F*HijC@(XT{H:%Tf
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H A RIS AT I B R, T AR S B SR B
e, WBRHEE A S INAERAE, W RS, A
SR, ISR M LK1 2 0T AR AR 52 00 45 D7 T
SR I AR G A A AU, 4 e i mi B
TR BORANAT AN 2O LA R &, Ity
TIEBOCRAN AN IHLHIE L 5 J S8 X AR R
FEOT B T BRI, 5 A BOR 98 S
P IEIL S A

2 BWCRAARINFS L E =

55 UAEDR S, A0 MRS | 4
SR 22 . DHISR W DL SR 26 % DA R0 Y 52
DU AT T A 43 BT R AR R SR A I DA R s kT
BERYH 52
21 AHIRAS

TN XURE S22 5 T A PR HE AT 40 T FAT T 3 1
2 [A E (Armstrong, Cools, & Sadler-Smith, 2012),
BRI A R A AR L A e ()RR AR A . AEAE G
Wr5E h, Witkin (1964) B 58K AR Hie ik A7 45
HERI 43Ry 30 S R A7 R B RS AR

KEWFRFH, NI SRR T 2
Me PR SREAT o BB BOR AN . A WF S R IR, ERERY
Ber, A0S ZEAR KRR B s T Ak il A
WA RN, S sr A TR EE A O RPILG
P, AN Z A NG AR A R 2 47
Yl Hb 2% JEA U R o EI IS, LTS D5 R (2014)
TN GE T i — B3R5, RS IREAL L
Gyt Sr B o 3R 8 TR R BRI, XSRS
Sy A 1) R SR A AR AT P S 8 6 A A3 R in T
{5 B (Wang, Hao, Maguire, & Hu, 2016), 7£{5 BN
T B AT Z R EEREAAMSS ), B
AR Z P 1) R 7k Jr 0y s e (R S, TR,
B CEs, 2014), PBETE A N7 F O3 A 0T PSR
M1 W AF AL B T SR 3% S pke 3, JF Hsk = 32 0,
MBCRSRE I B 22 M 2 BT L o

WA 2= AR B T 05 =9 B 50 KU
DTRERGNVMARS 2, RS 1 NFRHE R S (intuitive
system), HARAF PR . Atk . MR
B . RFEEN; RS 2 X RS (analytical
system), HAFME MR B . ZHEHN ., AF
P B TR R U R (Stanovich & West,
2000; Kahneman, 2003; Dewberry, Juanchich, &
Narendran, 2013), Tzioti 2% A (2014)7E HWF 58 P AR

Pt g AR e R A B Ty SOR TR,
W3 Ry B0 B SURN A A R L, 25 R R I Lk
Hn R AW (RIEIR 25, YLk E T R i B
R (T R A 25 R 3R W), (R X R O R A2 3|
SR M BCE BT R RE ), Y d s WA
B, P AN 52 L e B A I s, T A A
TR 2 (i P o AE — AR U A Y
AR [ 5 TR 0 R B, TSR EE A g
VU A B B HE, 5 RE A Hh 3 3 oo A8 L A5 o
WHL R UL, X B A A A R T B 3
BT, TR 43 2R A DA SR 4N AN A7 B R

B NAN T 77 A [F] 23 308 ) i 22
BERAURR, W8 5 2 2ok 5
bR, TR A R Y ECE R s (g%
FORA SRR, B — 2L U TN T
E )AL L 5 M P S 3, 23 5 ) 38 2 1L
TR, S SR
22 HLINMEZM

B T AR XA A1, AR e R
M RN EZ R E .+ S IANAE 424 (social
cognitive complexity) /3 B ff)J& A4 i —Fl LA 0 B8
ARRON SRS c =N DN R S =0 B P E
AR S, AR B BR 1) B R (van
Seggelen-Damen, 2013), Lohman FI Lakin (2009)
RSN et 5 A N B HE R BE I R A HE 4
W, Bt 2N E e — @R BT A
HEHLRE ) B AR, T A% A4 R RE ) 2 LAk P ok
DA B4 By BB RE /1 2 — (Lohman & Lakin, 2011),
= HEBRAE & me A AR X IE B POk, T B = 4
HH BE 1 2 B IR B 3R 5T i (Moore & Tenbrunsel,
2014) o ABAAARRIFE SN 2 S 15 5 T L e
e AR B EEBUR 4 7

NRERTAL 55 (2015) 7 Fi AT 5 (19 FL Ak -
PRI TN 2 M X s BOR AR i s ), 25 SR & B,
NN E 2 B A G RN E I, Horh ABR
{FAERT AT AER . B TAGARE 22 & 3
REJIAR, XTI AR B E Mo AR A, 2R
Ja B I TR e, RN E AT Al N B
T 1 A2 A 1 2 0 A Gy = ) 1 DT 8 28 (van
Seggelen-Damen, 2013), AR 7 &, X [a] 8
RAEEE L, BEEIRA, ZRMASH=0N TR
WS, MATEARME A OB e, % T A 8%
A B B AR R R, X IS SR G R
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WAk . PR A, JORFRINRE I =%
W 5 18 322 3% 33 B (Barham, Chavas, Fitz, & Schechter,
2018), LAMCZEHE, A etk nl 52 e g o 3 %
WP B 0 b7 5 407 DL RO s 808 (5 A, T
S EEBCRN . BT H R T IR % L
KNI, J5LE 58] LAk S8 B X)
FEBCR AN Y53 WAL B i 32555
2.3 TAEREE
NSRS 2 A O B R . &g
WA T INHE M — 1), J52k, AT A~
TN TR R, =T AN A
BEEMEE, ERUCRAPI ST, AURE
R HI SR W B 52 M AT T A R B FSE o Bl bR 2
R (label effect) Wil &N 2 —, FIRE 415
HR A (] £ 25 W A TR) 0 A 6 R B BR 2 — B, N
WoRYE A C BNTENAL 25 B O FAE R bR
&, HRRZMERTT, BIEE SRS T LR R,
s DAREVE N A C AT AR, #4583 C AT
H SR IR B N 2540 — 2 (Guadagno & Burger,
2007), B HIA EHE A RIFZEHN, HATHIED)
W Z BN, FEAPACIEHEZRN. B
= JE R AR (20 14K AR RN 51 A B UR
RETIR, Tk PRIE Y 3 KRR A R TR SR I
R, IR R A RN . AR . BREAS
SRR, PR T AR RN X BUR
YRR, ST O S SR I R IRAE A AT,
TR A R s A Bk R TR e A, ORE A 3
TE AT A 3R 2 A 23 8 BE @ BOR 4, (0 W35 N
OIHLHIANE, RS BN AT HMET, kK
HRPEVENT R HOWIERIES, RIFK
FKHINTT, A 45 A BB A TF & T ek
JAEhE I AR S, SFE S BIRIE S ik,
TR IR 40 . R, Norton, Dunn, Carney
M Dan (2012)#1 k8, MEBEBIRERE, &
M Ts A EUCE T EA Uy, A
T BRI AU, X 0] B2 52 BN A5 B Y
ma, AATTERA 7 A A N EURE IR T 43 F 2B S
MY REER, I B PR A Y B (BRI ) 5
PR B T AR RAARE, JokH B TR
INFIRYTE 2, BAESYS MG BTk, {H2,
WRRFFEIT AN RE T 43 U6 W 2 BB Dy 45 R U0 U I 7 1
PRET FEOLE R LR 1, 2L BB
AR ST, BT S SRAS SR R

B ACTERIBE, MR HT AL UK.
R, AR ARBIFFE AT HE— 250 25 R UCE W AN [R] 1
PR, Xt SR 40 5 i B 0 3L ) 4

24 HERRIREEARMIAZZMm

PR EAE VR £k, HABMTFZ2
FRAE A 23 2 R A SR 4, DR IR R Ay A 180
AP BRBCR ARG Bl 5, R TS, edn
A AN B SRR 5 1 (Kramer,
2016; Kausel et al., 2015), B T/NEHFAE, PR
MR — N EENEW R E, B
T T8 25 A AT IA RN e 3R 45 1 Y B EEARE A
(Lerner, Li, Valdesolo, & Kassam, 2015), {1, 4
R FH TR E A, SRR A ERE, 1
AR SR I B SR A A B, RO A\
1 (Gino, Brooks, & Schweitzer, 2012; Jung & Young,
2012); PSR Y T IS 1% 4 [R) R 25 5 e g 1L
R, SRR R R 10 J5 AT 2 2 AR TSR
HE IR BCR AN R, 2200 E i LAY )
T2 24 R W SR N (Tzini & Jain,
2017); de Hooge, Verlegh il Tzioti (2014)] % #,
PR H A E X TR R BRI R,
b 05 PR B R 1 48 (R0 LT AR 1 25 (A RO
FITEBCRA; MY A RBEEE, T R
%, T 25 (PEC) L B AT 45 (37 450 B8 R L
R AL UCR AN B AL 2 AT —
AR BB IR, H AR BN TR AR B 4R
JEAE 2 BB ST M AFAE G, AR A SR 9N A TA
AU THLHA Friff— L WA CR A e, SRIT4E, B
Bz, 2017).

T AT ] 52 e g SR AN i F 9 — B
KB, M TR, S # A G R4
N, W mAUE T m ARG, B ZAH
AME A A (Mourali & Yang, 2013; See, Morrison,
Rothman, & Soll, 2011; Tost, Gino, & Larrick, 2012,
2013). JTARAYBFFE AT A B XS I E5 e 4 Hh T 5
%t, De Wit, Scheepers, Ellemers, Sassenbegr Fll
Scholl (2017) AL 7 i) 248 £ BE BRI T A 07 %
BERG W, BRI B IS A ATEAR
B RN, TR T T AR T AT AR D) B
] TR N, AR, BEAR#2F (24
JINBSFAS AT HIR B 52 ) 25 B 2 SR 4 L 18 (HiAusser, Leder,
Ketturat, Dresler, & Faber, 2016), MIAFIT) £ 2k
il R, BEHRAS B 28U F AR IIAE, M4 35 4~ 14
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BT R T ACAZ 0T, RBOAFIN LK AR (Lim
& Dinges, 2010), MTTE ML,

Rifi 5 P 28 Ho AR AW & R s T, Mok
I ATFIRZER L% %l & UL, Nguyen, Dabbish
A Kiesler (2015) &3, 76~ AN FETT LR I
FESL AU Y T ARG shit, e & H 5%, 4k
PRE A R BCR AN, M B HEW S TAETL
KHTEBET, HEBORNER B 25 Ak . EAE 45 )
P ENFEEZE, A AETERERY
TAETG I )T 2l it B AL i S USOR 4N, X ] fig 2
TETE B AR R RS o0, A Jo o6 s B
JETRBE T PSR N B GRA T A, AT
PR EBCR, WAL, REE N &
B E TR L5, WA, WEESR
AT I (Reyt, Wiesenfeld, & Trope, 2016), X
SERF ST AR A, AR IEE O T AP R R B IE A Bl
TSR Y BN 23 I A R Wy, I 5% ) e ¢
M SR 49 F2E FE (Reyt, Batia, & Trope, 2016; #)&z
x, PRk, B =, 2017),

LTSI, SEARSRFH NI R R E A
ZF KRBT RVCRMN N E R, XA T
R BUR AU A 5T, AR T 2 A0 5T o %
F AR TERZANEE.

3 BIRHPAMNGIEREZENRZE R
i

IR DU T NSO AR A B R T DAAE S E B
g R, TR BRGNP B L B e G
77 AFE AT BB AT PR SR A AE SN TS,
WS RA IS . RS . BB HI
WA RIS, S UOCR A A A R AT
SRR, I Sk A A R BSR4 1 A ST i A
R, DUAIRAS 202 T 00 B A4 3 A
31 BSEXRTIER

BENTRAEZZE-FENEmNE, M
XTHEY) O AT RSB L AR AR . B R
AEWINR, HEHRANEESAC RN E
BAHZHEEA, MEAEAERSRIFACHER
(Sherman & Cohen, 2010), Kb, FEMELERE, 4~
] B EE A ORI RIS, S ELRE A B LR
TR SR 0 XL A5 Y 22 B R, R BB T AN
BB BEAIG o 75 B AR 9 A B ML IR 26 A
TR, HHIAAIN TRE EE AR SR

RS A0 T 0] REMERR (the elaboration likelihood
model, ELM) . B SB35 T B 38 15 &K
RGEMET AN TR G . ERKXRG D,
fE M LR R R B B . B3y . B
K% &R MfEA RS, BRI SRR
RS 2R AR TR R
BB E M) (Kahneman, 2003; Kruglanski & Gigerenzer,
2011), HUEAE, ELM 2 AR 20 T Aol i
RN BRSO . 0 B 2R (central
route) T8 A7 0 1 AN A9 A HUIN T R xHfE 2 ik
TTURBEIN T, A7 240 B2 FaT- R4 B LA B o B 8 i
&R, HLG L (peripheral route) NZE L T8 & =
ARG, MEEM LR, @ R E kA4
BEUE,

ANV SR U AR B 548 J2 45 200 0 T v R s 7
FRAR AT B0 TR B R SR 3 A BE 7 Bk
HMBERAARA, YA EA B AN S PR fE
Jrask, TR A b B TAF A,
TR S, R ATE Z MUV IRIE; A
AN FN S ALFNRE 1 ¥R TR, 2R g & sk
NG IEGIN T, T DINEIR,
[ f i T X5 e o A A Y A R A R 6
%, W Lim & Dinges (2010)%: T AN T AL EI4R
TIHEBOR N HIBLE], A AT A R T £ 52 ey 3L
RGN 1 PR 2R 2 B AR 2 v A B A AU KO
TE UL E S FE A [, Pfundmair, Aydin 1 Frey (2016)
SN K B EL TR B e 9 A, Bl A A HE R 2
AR T 25 5 A B M B R, X T g2
RHERR P BT N BG, AR B Z A 0 3
PL, TEPRH AR, RO AN AE R, AN 2
FOTTAL T L, A4 2 R4
32 fRRKFIER

BT A M RAE 1Y — A B R
5, WNHIZRAETT LA B AV i R 7K ST 30 8 A B K T i
TTHS, eI, I T KA BE % HE W i
HoA#BEIK - (Vallacher & Wegner, 1989), Reyt Fll
Wiesenfeld (2015)TA 3 i Al A A3 1% 20 19 1
IR AT LU WG AT A i R KO, AR AR BK i
15 0] fift (how); e Ml o 7K OF- 1 T O 4 23 4
¥ (why) (Trope & Liberman, 2010), AfITAY.OHLFE
TIE A2 DAV A B AT 21 v il A /KO B HE 2K, e fi
T2 (A 5 17 3% 14 .0 BRI B8 W 478 (Trope &
Liberman, 2010),
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SR 7T 3% B A R R SR A O B ) 4 5
M 2 18 K 4 (Danziger, Montal, & Barkan, 2012),
Danziger %5(2012)% B, o FAbfi15 ek .02t
PRES TG, ARUCE X [l B R A L R A
4, Van Hl Sniezek (2005)42 ' AL SR 40 Bk T
TR X E P, AW R R S A
it A A 2 RE T A B DA )G (Wakslak, Smith,
& Han, 2014; Palmeira, 2015), Reyt Z& A (2016)M
AU R RKOT 1 A BT 57 X B SR 40 1 5
SRR, = R AKOT 0 U TR AT RE B IA 2
LR, BARS, HEVRMERED PR Xt
TR T BB (Y A B K ST 2 R T e SR 5 0 LAY TA
A, RS T R BUR AN
33 ASi\mER

H BN FLiE (embodied cognition theory)iA
FEERMIEEEH . BERE. BhFZHEUK
FAE B A Bl 28 R B X 2 5 g ATk AT T
(Glenberg, 2010; Goldman & de Vignemont, 2009),
R E Z, INFURRAT SR . KN W A 5% 40 6
Ve B9 25 5 (Borkent, 2015), 2, FATH—
A, B RR AR AL S S 5 B FR AT
YR HIIN T, Ao AL el 5 m A
KGN, ML TESRAZES, T LLEES
HE % D/ B 1R I 52 B9 R 45 (Shu, Mazar, Gino,
Ariely, & Bazerman, 2012); BRitb=24b, e
(RF vs VK& 2 B2 i B AT At N A 35 7 JEE 1 JRk
HI(Williams & Bargh, 2008), {HiXF5 i 432 2|
X7 R A MR, BRI Y X 2R AR
B34 X T8, AHIG T TR vk e, T4 54
WA ) 8 A A X T B AR, i Y X R R AR
RO B VRO, ol 3 8 X 4 0% e 1 S e 5%
Wi A .3 (Citron & Goldberg, 2014), X 7] fig &
BRI SA AATD X Sk 8 R A 38 I DA 0 2 TR AR AAE 1
KN ELA R E R R BT, I AR B0 nin o B 6%
P& R AN A BB, VKR A AR - 3
WU TGS R Ge M T AT AN T (Kaspar,
Krapp, & Kénig, 2015), & THIHE MEEEE S
HEBOCR N IE 17 5C R (R He M, AAETS, EBRK,
2015), FRATRT LIHED, dn 5 a8 3 1e £ e B AT
LEULTRE — AR I ME, 23 R 0 e 3 3 X A
W A P, DI S FEWOR AN, KRR AR
AT it — 2 R IIE P R .

34 NEKIFER

A %1 5% 98 PR 8 (cognitive  dissonance) % 5 H
Festinger &, ZHEISINNE— BT, AM]
FEAE 22 P g AR 30 v Y 2% bR — BOmn R B E 2, N
T RN K AN — B S RS I B R AR, AT
AL 85 1 5D sk BN P, R —Fh AR 2 1Y
Bz I, A C A RIS SRS B
B BT ROETBE, 3SR 2 TA I 5% (Festinger,
1957) INHIR IR [ 32 1 DOk % 2 7 bk, it
Tz B N BT R g R U, F R e S B = A
FIAT M 248 (Hinojosa, Gardner, Walker, Cogliser,
& Gullifor, 2017)., 7 JAS R4, M Af1EHI%]
TR B AR ASRF I, DRI 23 7 AR G
AR AT RE A g B A A R, Lk A
C IR I, 33t sgf A R 1 T e D AR SF- i 1
IR WA TR WoR AR IR . QnaiET A, B
a5 Q1)K IMAEN T G T =W ATZ T
B 35 S, R Sh P SR IE T A FobR 2 R A8 i
HEREBCR AN, HERAE TR B mbr 45, il
EXHCHIER A T — DB N, T
Z TR G B B, AT B VGRS
T B T 2l 0 A, R X S 5 ORI 2
M, AR RN AR R, Hih T
TEANFET, NP T IEmmARZ:, gk
SPARIR, A T4 A O WIEHTE S,
R H T RE SR [ O WA EEFIAT 2, AATTHS
VR,

gE LR, BEBUE . RKE . BB
N % 1] BV 0  J6 TA A  A im0 =0k
BT BCR MM & AL . A, Sniezek, Schrah
Fl Dalal (2004) B0 58 5 E T 0 B A 7R PR
Ay VR, AT e R SO R 4 R
M 43 BB ), L A B3R Y, 255 R B0 B
LN T @ BRI R T A 0 R
Wil o T AR A2 A o 25 0 PR SR R 1) S AE 50K
RABTCIEBUE PRI A, FATE X E &k 4
AN AT W T Y S, BR O TS R4 (Thaler,
1980). ASRAEDIR ZHI, W EWHA T WA, B
il A BT AN I, PR 2 e TR N A A
I (Gino, 2008), SUCBRAMYI . BIRL
PRFL L PR 5 UOR A BEIR 43 51 At 23 38 3 16 AR
JEE X A FN 25 A7 S 0 ) A R R BUR N K
DL, BT A 29 KRB R A AN L, 7E



154 L R 2 g B 0278
B AN T 2k BN S ALAIRE ) M3t — 20 s B T58, BRit

A DA R, 8 UCR 0
HBLHI T, A B RE T3 e8I AHX
M ARSI etk . NSRS R BAB &, A
R WG B R ST
STREMAVE T RUCRN, SiESEREHIBEN
Y PSR, A P SR AR T 05 R i AT R
TREE REG BT o 456 X B A SCHR B B 38 LA R %)
AHCER Y IR, AR5 M8 T @ BRI A
LA, LR 1,

e, SR E AR B DR IR 235 ma 35 2
7=, B ARAE BN S0y S s 0 &R 2k
R AR 2 R R 2 (B 5 8 40 43 A NP4 45
B, g S AN & M v A R 2R 4
M2 (O L) BT FIITEAL 5 B BE4b, Duan, Xia
1 Van Swol (2018)% 3, RN B Y PSR T
Ko RN RG-S WD, XWE— U
B, fEdesRat fd, AR ShHL R Pk A
INEE MRS PR, R H AT v — LR FF
TEFTR G, anfs BRARIE . TR EEk . RIE/FS
ZF(Till & Michael, 2000; Tormala, Brinol, & Pett,
2006), MM FEIE PR

HOR, REH G . DU UL R At 2 8 05 5%
W 255 M 3] 3 B (A H B AL LA SR A8 PN 5 sl
B BN, AT 52 M @ WOR 45 1% 26 Ak
HUERL BB, BRTAMEMIERRE ST EA
FE 258, RN ABhAL . BB SRR S
BN PR PG 25, TG 45 45 i ok s e ok 3

ZAN, MR RE B TR BRI

MR B A BER UL, H Ty U2
BRI (5 vs. 0T A, g RE K LIRS A
K JE 7R 2 5 W R 3 )l P R AT {5 B 1
fili, PEMEEBCRA . AMER I, NERRAT
HEUUH I 2 DR SR BNV IE LA K 2, 3L )
PERI TPl AR, SRS m g SR 44

4 REERIE

VORI R A hax ge, DL 1Y
Hgy T K B, AR VE 2 B Il fE ek 25 i F o o
A R . AEARRIGE T, ol DLtk — PR
A HIFSE AT, N, PR3 A il 5
BN R IE S #BCRA R, LR IR
AL, 4555
41 AHAEFTESEIES

AT A . AR etk . A JNSR
W S5 A B S TN HEBCR AR5, (H H R
W ARAT 2E 3 MINF S AL J7 ) @ TR 5, 7B Ik
FSHLEIAHI A 75 2 (need for cognitive closure)
— X BRI AR HE Kruglanski (1993)
7 S, A AT 9 2 i A A I X ASORY 1 AN
8 5 B A R I LTS T PR T 1 R AL SR 1Y
SHHUREEE A A 2 1 R BSOR 2 174
RREB, S BRI mERE%, i
DA RIS AE A 70 AL E 4 14 17 10 s 2 6 428 57 B o
W, VAMORZE i S AR S AR, (R

|
: INGHHE > ek
RSN e N CRLY, KT
|| ks, L)
! l
! I
| HEHHE !
| (CENET=- Vi |
! HEMRRAE) | :

! \4
| | B
I - . .
| P BT :_, f5 E(ﬁ)ﬂni"gﬂ&fﬁ v
Lo oA ] GHRRT PO B, R

B R RN E L) [ e |
A
BN AFAE
(ERAT, AR,
MMNEBBTR)
BT EESCR A AL
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P 55 38 XSO P 1) 728 2 PR B A v, 1 TN R
T P2 A i fR SRR, A AT L ZITH BR AN 2
PE, AT T RE R AR e s, PR B TR A
BT — AR AR AR OCAR BB R B TR A
Hu oM FIE S, DIIHe SR et (Jasko, Czernatowicz-
Kukuczka, Kossowska, & Czarna, 2015), B It 2Z 41,
INFI & i85 3] A PR{51E, Acar-Burkay, Fennis
1 Warlop (2014)7E HAFF 57 H & BN A FI B
WSS H LW BRME AT, A HBAZE N, Al
M5 e o 2 EARAE R I N (W), EX TR
INHIH &3, NBRR % B IR AR AR
TR 20T LIAEN, 7ER SIS, w5 b
TR Z NI, X ) RSO P 0 75 2 RE AR, 38
Y5 il e 5] BT B AN o J, T 1 R 4
HEBL, AR A FE AT LA E— 25 BTN A 5 %o L
KA L S e 1 23 32 B N PR R 3 A R 1Y
W,
42 INRARTEMSEIRA
AETSCITER, PSR I TA R SR I 2 R R
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The cognitive mechanism of advice taking
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Abstract: This article reviews the research of the relationship between cognition and advice taking in recent
years. The advisor, task characteristics and the situation will affect the adoption of advice through the
cognitive process of decision maker. Firstly, this article briefly introduced antecedent variables. Based on
previous research, we summarized cognitive factors which affect advice taking in four aspects-cognitive
style, cognitive complexity, cognitive strategy and emotion. Then we tried to explain the mechanism of
advice taking through four theories, which are attitude change theory, construal level theory, embodied
cognition theory and cognitive dissonance theory. By analyzing the cognitive factors which mentioned
above, we attempted to put forward the comprehensive model of cognitive mechanism. Finally, the article
suggests that future research can enrich advice taking in following aspects, the effect of cognitive flexibility
of decision makers, the need for cognitive closure on advice adoption and the cognitive mechanism of
advice giving.

Key words: advice taking; cognitive mechanism; attitude change theory; construal level theory; embodied

cognition theory; cognitive dissonance theory



