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* #t % 4 % (Conceptual Framework) *

ADHEE: RPN TFNMREZE R EOEHLH

H#le B X KFH THZT HEN
(RIS R 2= 0 B 5 IA B =24 g, L 200062)

H B JREAEATMNGEFPEGRTARER, Bk, KBEFTRERGOER, LARRALE YR T
IR £, RMIAMR S ERTEFLTPHRMNGE, RF BT EAEN, KRB EESK ST
R, I RFE TN EGBREAERLCENH S ER, AAMmTAEOREMRF: QOREFZF
P TMARE, FATEGEFREHAEATR, BRRAMNBEEF R P RFNEALX, BEFETFH
AR £ A KR, QMBI LA A IR M £ AR BT RE, BT A RIEHNA"; R)F R A
PEIR By HLE)” T AR £ FH B R, AR ARG KB EFE, KRB ZLFEMEF RF4 P AR £ 652
WAER, ST E ) &M, KRATH R EIEE, H A feib b s B A ERTMEA, BAFEE
BN, RBELRE,

KR AN E, TR, AMBE, FHIEA

53KS  B849:.Cal

1 jEEE s s, SFEPR KRB AT, R
Db N BRTE v e 4 vh 58 () A BEMEAE T, SCTETE A
NATHAE Th AT T, oh S X DL B o i 5% HRAS E 31 it o 5 AR FA )G
FOF, AR HFERTR AT S Al fext 7 —Jr i XAt N AR T B A T AN AL o S B0 G
W A E | RIS R KOG R A, B, R AYRETHE(Lu & Shang, 2021):
BNz E B AL . Ak Z B SE S HERZ PR R W B SR VERR O A P G, Ak B
[ AR o phRAS B IF TP IR 2 5%, wh 58 B A BT IE SR VER TN T 2% 2 B ar, P AR 5L
2l U 5 AT, AT, AR SRR P AB SR A TN A PR A O — B E, PR
At ST, ARG G A PR U e o S {7 LR MURE o

JRR, AABRCR, PEAHEA, BG4 LE fR, B ffi 22 (misprediction) /'™ IZ £ f&
b SR e (Epley, 2008), A JCk Al 1900 At A PR AZ . AEE

S R G AS IR L — A T JE PR R A R ST, XUE YR T o R, SEAE R
B, (40, 530 AL A B vt waflpy  PROSESRAOXERL, DFTCHLAURTE R AAE T
S X R AR 0 T R AR I e, DUOURE, SRARIURIL. LB JROR, IR
SERFNE, PEEELLRT, maAy S AT i, AR
RS o M A B ] e A T T e WU G2, R RN o

R 22 2 T 2 65 56 T, B AR 6 B R
w22 . % 1 BB ok A
FTAGE FRE, F % T R 2 o o 1) 00 B

ks H Y 2021-11-20

WAEEH: BEHE, E-mail: jylu@psy.ecnu.edu.cn By fif e e 2 A ) A
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2 TARIMIK

21 MEFEMTNEGEZHTNEZE

WFSEE XM A SR DA . BT ER R
FERIRE], X AR i T A 2 02 T A BT
IR T RPER R, AL XU ik 371 (Keynes,
1937); FEROWE T B T & b AR 3%, il
e A B PRI w7000 b AT R SR s 3 BB AT
AESE I (Axelrod, 1980), X HZIHIEISHIZ Lo

FE 28 55 2 G2 AR e T Al N % B
DR FIT T AT A O S R, JF A
BT TR 22, B A At 1 T A
W S BR i O o TN R 22 T RO 20O & Al
(overestimation) Fl{E At (underestimation) , H iij, >
PR 2R R EARVT T AR wh 98 R b i 0w 22, JF
& H TR L 17 B A BT 3K 2 i 2 10 BEATL A
22 ERREBAHPHTIRE

W, NEBMERS A4 THEESIHR
T NIHAFAE R 25 o BF9E R B, N2 i Al At A A
X RO A LB e ) 2 R (Lu & Shang, 2021);
Al B O RBREAMAZ )G, H0EXACHE
ZFLJi# (Gromet & Pronin, 2009); @il F O ALAL )5,
FWH N A B KW R (Savitsky et al., 2001);
e Al A A 28 A T ) 3 B R (Deri et al., 2017);
e i b N A AR A 4 BRI A 2 AR T ISR AT 28 8
J&(van Boven et al., 2005); i fiifth A 45 Il ik
Tif) n] BETE (Reit & Critcher, 2020); i fliflb A
4 %% 4% (Jung et al., 2020); Al fl A 5 et
7 S 4 10 8 B (Garcia et al., 2019); 4851
il A HY B 6 75 B (Hsee & Weber, 1997) .,

W, NSNS A &= A oL k4t 2 5 8
A B AE PR 25 o BN, NS ARG B i 44
il B9 B 20 (Boothby & Bohns, 2021); ik
TR AT 1 B M B 32 (Kumar & Epley,
2018); St A A B A S A B O
S IR H A T E (Scopelliti et al., 2015); R ik %A
W i 2 6 b AT 9 = Xk FE B (Boothby et al., 2018);
=R 3 3 T000 T AR B R T A A R, T S S
b W AR R K W AR 1 ik (Cooney et al., 2017);
KIEAE BF ARG B 5 B 4 A N B B 32
(Kumar & Epley, 2021); Jita B kAl R Bh & 1e K
By A 10 s 4 36 (Bohins & Flynin, 2010), 4% 1l
ZF RS T A SRR (Zhang & Epley, 2009);

SR Bl 2 AR A At 28 5 B 1 C A9 AT BE R (Flynn &
Bohns, 2008); % L3 % H U AL & &k 5t
4L ¥ (Flynn & Adams, 2009) , 5¢ & {H I 5| 3 — ik
HAL4 (Kupor et al., 2017) . ¥ 5 #1414 (Goodman
& Lim, 2018), Mg 3L b, WALF AR A EALY
Mt EAR R, B S A AR ALY, B
ARG TIALY) -

XS o 58 = A T e 25 2 5 30— AR5
ok Ja S o X T I, O 2 A R
BARS SRE, plin, S AN A S 8™
BEWRESI K B, £ EMAE QRN
(Epley et al., 2002), & HEAS 06 B0 M2 8 5 R
(Savitsky et al., 2001). *FHUxF G s, PR
ZEAD S AT R IRITT . FR TN BT S T A
N BB B L4, 10 22 & AL
HWEI A CAERALY, X F8T R E GRS
ik 40%IR AL AR 52 K (Kupor et al., 2017), 7E41Z1
L T EHEE RO R TR ShPL, A G
FEATEN A TS H5HLE PR, R TR EZ
Z|#T 5 (Heath, 1999).

2.3 FEMREH R FNRE = RO E AL

A Ay, T 7 AL f h, AR
I 11O REE ol B B £ U A, ARXEKE
B TR G0 f o rf, XI5 37 3% JE a8
X DA R B AR o 5 A e o O 2 1Y 3
A, # XL FFE .

231 WNEHBRAHO

NFEFI WAt A BT R 38 B 3 0 (egocentrism;
Epley et al., 2004; Gilovich & Savitsky, 1999), ¥
ACMEE. F&. HERMEMmAS B, A
FEAE TR ZE . 4 517 (anchor and adjustment) |
BT R4 (spotlight effect) . 4 1% — B 1 (false
consensus) 1 2 1% 18 74 (empathy  gap)#B & B &
DRI

W SR AR TR A TN AR R, B B
HETEH UM L, SRIEEE b AL AT
$ AR, KRR R Ay, AR AR
J WA 3 3 A WA (Epley et al., 2004), XA
FoA T R S O 22, Bl A NS A
Ep S 1) —#ME (Krueger & Clement, 1994)

R RN 48 N H e AR LN R R £
FEAC S, Difhskifa —2=RuhT M5 A
Co. HFEL L, BAASBACHEXTEAC,
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L, A S AT H 2R SRR BE (Gilovich
et a., 2000), X FHEASAGAXT A CHIRIT N
4 77 7 BE (Savitsky et al., 2001).

iR — TR N5 K E SIS A1
ek 1, A NS R S S A C i —
#H((Rosset al., 1977), 451% —BEB ST & TR
25, AN VR R RN i A A At R
R E R BRI, Zachr#r I b AR 2E b

FEAF 8 78 38 2 N AL T8 B 2R A B,
MELLHERR T O AL T B 001 25 R A e 1 sz
(Loewenstein, 2005). FH T#7AELIE M4, M
AL TC I MR AL A O el AT A S 2 RS T 2
YEHERERY R, FEIN =2 A BE e 1 B fl A 5
H O Z A 22 5, DA™ A= 50 4w 2 (van Boven
et al., 2013). fil4n A 25 e Akl A TS R 2 0l i 14
NIRRT AT B, A PR Sy 5 1 7 N e Al
T F O AEH [R)A% 5% v % i i 1) 25 22 2 (van Boven
et al., 2005).
232 FNEXHMI ZEIFE SN RERR

AU A A Tk o8 R AR UG TN fE B
D] O A8 5% 00 b N ok R A B A B T R
(accessibility) /A3 AE L) ¥ 5 1 o

S5—, TN TCE g A AT R . T
M 2 [ S & Bl 8977 R 78 R 0 A A FY)
kg . SR, AR ZAT kLl EE (Malle &
Pearce, 2001), RIS 8 mulifh 2, Hildn, AFRxE
LB SR A O 5, T LU 1 700 A A
Mg A O RS RALF B OO SRl AR TR
(Boothby et al., 2017),

¢ (b E Ay S YN LYNEOT SN N SN
T E B SR AR, B IO fik B At A0 1
ko Bk, ATEFIEF OB OCH A NG
PRI, 7 0 7l N B B 22 Al A A A AT
X b P 48 55 B2 (introspection  illusion) 2> 5 2 7510
{2 (Pronin, 2008). 5l 1, >4 A 1A R A #R3% {H
% T — 20, MR A BmAC—F
REIR AR BN FE 2%, AL LA DT BRAT S H
TR JE 5 AWK (Epley & Schroeder, 2014).

ZE b, R T e LA TR AR (E B
PR 1T G s A T At A
24 BEWMRHAR: 2k HHiNEzE

MAMRZ R FRMREG, BT PR
A PR 25 . PSSR, S, Levine Al

Cohen (2018)% %¢ T J:if S dlix — A AE 51 & A
Brop o iy sk, RIS mAbvhh ol g < B0
IUNIE SR =L WNEIEE S ra AN I il /3
(2021) % 42 T 4 O FAEIC X — AT g 2 51 & A B e
M FAE, & BT B A 2 v A S AT 1 £
S

HARTEREWNIE, hoe SO HpRerE, W
ou DA D= S RUIEAE: Ui & ST E | U A S
HEATXF LA A B AR 5 25 4 T SR 000 O 2%
2.4.1 FHRZERIRRE : MIAED SR 2130 1A AN

YR Z B IMAFRACHE A T Eeyhn T,
RBUE B IR, HER T AR MR B R
WP 2, 4 H: 32 2 D P9 5 465 A w3 b 3z PR T
N LA, e = X ftb A5 B0 T A
ET H B A% (Epley et a., 2004), {HZ ARYIA
b2 101 Wy = N 1" T I 1 9 IR S i
(perceptual set theory)g HAMEIAEE | L. #E
HAE WA R LA L~ iR G R T, X
XA HFIRE 2 6 HZ (Allport, 1955), FH ik, B
B ABEI [ LR A T A i A 10 e 2
A

HAL b, HIN R 22 58 4 7T AR 3Z S ALY 9K
A L A AR 3E 3 AL A 1 (motivated
reasoning) ¥ it, AHEFY %A B ERE
M, N2 M L5 K = 2l A I8 4 X A A
DL H 3 HL(Kunda, 1990). filtn, AHIfFS A
MAFS -BMWBEAR - FELE X
(Morewedge & Norton, 2009); Hifi H C 1R A 45
SR A[ BE % 4E (Chambers & Windschitl, 2004), A
I, FESHLI ST, A AT RE 3 sh A A
AT A H A i T

fEpgEh, NEAEAE RSP AREA W
MRESIAL, XL Z LTI RE AL A8 B 25 A i
M=, IR peE HAR R I R ARG SR . b
FefE i N SIHL, XE i R p 5 S v ) T i 2
FREE, HIRME, pRFMH5IR T AP
BNl

H—, HIRI RS, BIERd A B e oh
i sBE 5D A2 T AR A SR RS R B AL . S AR D)
(hedonic principle)fs i, A A |k 5 7
KA FHL(Higgins, 1998), i MELAY MK E,
G T B 25 SR 1) S AILAH Lo AR OB 25 SR 1 sl L
AR A N, RE A S B SRS . X RET
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1 25 (negative bias), BV AT 72 3l 3 HE %) 1F
4 3] 384 5 Sl 3RS (Baumeister et al., 2001; Rozin &
Royzman, 2001), A tbAE sh & S, whRF A
WL, WmEMNAEER. HIL, 7E xR
NeT R B B R AR B AL, A 7 AT A 45
(Norem & Cantor, 1986)., Wk mZRF XA
TR TS5, TS B AR 0 B A% R
HRESE R, AT A E FR AR 1 S

B, MR ARG EN SN, R
SRR TE TR E A S, ©SERT
f N, B BRSENR . AR R AL 2 B Sl b AR SR
B 15 B A B4 & " (Schein & Gray, 2018), A
Xof s N FT BB 22 45 O R AU . A LE AR v e
HA, TE v o N R A T AE 1 A B A
E, REAGEMA B0 AL T fES
P E R R L ARt N3 R AT RE 245 T HE 3 R
EE L 2L S E NN R = 4 SN =R
WA o R o S s S R T2 SR, T
BTk e, DA G 2 sl e A B A3 58 ) B o

MBI R ke, LR R sl &
R N AE o g€ 3 1 g A A1 4 5T R (Kunda,
1990), R4 B T Hie (information processing
theory), fF BN TR/ hEEHREL. &
S TARE . RIEE BB T =AM B, 1
SAGBR, AE S 2 B R R rh ol R sh AL
B B sEm . Blande sh o sk h, NSk
B XS APESS R IR 2000 . AR
R e E R E M R ORIR
E TR WIS iR

gE L, BN AR BRAE wf 28 FdE vh g
T S ETI R 22, EAE vz E g, TR
ZIR T L S ALK S, ik 2 v oS =R
P 22 0T AS B2 B ML, o2 B0 B 93 T B 2k 1 B
BT NIL, B oE R PR T O 22 Al PR Ak
U S AR A 0 AT STHESE, MR &
A LA A T _E PR AR A T e 25 B AR
242 WHWREMER. NBIRIBEMERY

LA B 5T 22 PAUN A s B 1 400 i T 50000 Al 2
M, Bk, BT 22N R T i 25 e — Rl
W, & G H I M i (Epley et al., 2002;
Savitsky et al., 2001), AR/ R 2 T 22 1)
TR PEAE A o DN BT A0 A 1 4 T T i 2
B B I AT B T & BT i 25 14038 o P S

WA, 17 PR SR oY R T AR
T4 0 (ecol ogical rationality), #Ezh T X HME fFE
fift o ZWEHR Y, R AR PO S R AR S 5 B
AL UME — 2, W2 A B AR R ESR, I
X PR AT EME R L B2, BB
w2t rT AR . BA7IE M (Gigerenzer, 2008).
MBI ARE, FR2E R — i
REPE, JRAE SR RA R BN, m Al B 2
L AT DA Atb N DA Sy 00 2 A [ B, X T
T I AT B BN (Klein, 2019); AN TT L3 i 6
THIREE RIS T ARG L A ARG HES, AT
kA% A IR Y B A (Dal & Hsee, 2013),

TSRS, IRATE B 2 BEIEE 75 75
%o KT hREMFRNOHEMBERME, MK
T EAE MR B R H O SRR E
FE PSR, h Sh ALK 3 6 T A 22 RE % 1 —
FERREE A DA AR LT SR, Bk, whagrh
T g 22 HA 1 PR X, MR E RIS
FRPE LA, 4P o 28 2R v T O 22 11 AR
LA&IRTER AT

3 WxRHE

FeF XA WFIE A0 B2 R I, AT H R A
PSSR R B 2, I DA vh 28 AR kit
W RS 0 A 22 A o 5 e R 1 2R B 20 8
O FRHLHN 5 JE R, DT 28 i B A IF 55 19 338 A
BE AT H i v oS AR R 2 OB, BV i
2 TR T A 22 K T X I B4 A e g R ) 1 i
2 IZRON BA IR S HLH, B R sk e
T UG RN AN T R v R R A R
£
31 FAR 1. MREBGARER KR

T 22 T V2 A7 e T b s AR wh e S F
JUE A W98 B 2483 T AR b g rh i 100 i 2,
{FL R 4 7% TH0IN Ai 25 76 vp 28 S v i A kR SR B
FATEE, R W S, TR 2= 0 R 2k
JBOK, BIVAETE D 22 R RN, B an 5 B At N 3%
of il A B AR 6 7 A s K R A R TN, i B ] il A
UL S A A 00 b B RS

i 25 RO U5 E vh oS AR R R . —
Dy, hoE SR O R E . AR B
fR2ZFES, kST 5] & .0 B R N G 58 T
4 F1 1F P 55 F (Baumeister et al., 2001; Rozin &

ar
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Royzman, 2001), (R itt, o Al g 237 Sk 5m ZU 1
N BN TR U LA (R L Sl WN A Tk ]
AR L UNN (BE s X (NN (i
] (Schein & Gray, 2018). Rt MR 1kt &
PR D W (TR S RU L S G DO RTINS R DS N
PR R B JE SR, B2, MR, FE b
geh, AT I B 2 B TR Y R MR R

XoF B P i R 0 U AT N AR R o 8 (AN A 4
TR OB A5 AE ) I R AR R IR I 2R, AR R A
bR T e ULE/SE: X L RN R TR TP O R IR
MR R, A ARRSIIL, S A
2 3% 15 (Norem & Cantor, 1986), T 7ESIHL
F RS T 4N (Kunda, 1990), i 461 72 7E
DA R R B AR h R FH A ISR, dE s
S v S g 2 174 SR R AN AU DA RN 1 00 S B
A2 52 B SHLE I B .

Ht, FRATHR RS 1. A AE wh e FH1E i 1
I 22 K TFAEXF I (4 AR wh S H g F 0 g 22
32 WE 2: WEMAE A SR EhHLFI

P A rh O 25 AU AR R B,
A AR HLE . LUREAF T MU R BR 4 4 £ 45
W, v o R b T AR 2 2 U TR A
FH L BE 2 ik 2 0 45 2 000 At A, B 08 DA
B o IR, AR o S v T O 22 1 35 4 B8 1T
DIVEH Esp R F b, (B, wpRF 0T e
NWhHL, e 2s N Eshin TA5 B 2, A
TR A ARG 25 o FRATTHRE b 5 A rh s
s 22 B A R RILTR SA = 47 P BR B AL

P IR SAIL R YRR IR R TR 2 R R
o ARAESIHLE IS, A FRAEEY Jr E
Az A BESEw, R, W 2R R
FEh XY R . oS B
M JE M B ok ABRiE, hT ARE W HE
(1, NFFBEAEHUIN T4 37 (AR . 9
JELZAE G5 ) 48 o 8 1 R I T AR 5 SR AR
W, VEER A FT L, LARE X ab %€ (Norem &
Cantor, 1986)., It.2 5 67 P 22 40 56 A9 4 0 B
IR T S IR S L, g B2 Ol 0
T4t .

HRE 5 B T3S, {5 B LAl 43 i i
REE . ASEMTER . RIEERREIFRE =
BB, SRS AL 2 A E R S X = A
BB, 55—, RN, AW FREpR

AR AT R R A SbE S B AR RS R, o
PEREEA WA E S, el & ANRT S, tEA M
Wi S, A Uk R . SR LS f BE R
AN TARUEAEAR, W25 BRI [0 3kt B 4 o) 354
i, fEmpgerf, AFE A0 B k4%
BPY BK h AIL 1 AR DA N T A e B B w2 A
o B T, TR N T B, A TR (R A
AR R E T ARSI, R
= O = B Y B ) (Baumeister et al.,
2001; Rozin & Royzman, 2001), s B4
0 A0 TR B 9 T, T 67 SR S ML A 0 i A A
NAERE F R v 28 SR T AR e, 48 L £k
SEOVAISEAR I 5 =, EEAE PR B, A
SR LM A, WA A 2 R A
TIRERE T 1L E SR G E S, ALk i A Fo 3 3
B H A (Dai & Hsee, 2013),

gi b, RATR B 2. wEopdifh, A&
DAL 67 1 3K st L o T R MR L RO R e AR
B R B I . SR IR A, RIS (R
DA IR HE 0, 0 T e 22
3.3 % 3: HmERESHH TRUREESENER

B TS F A A WA b 5 2R, otk
WAHLHI T, AT RES ARG Sk e SR . b
P R ORISR B RREA T O o X AT o HAT —
FE R IE M, TS B R TR, ) skE
B NFRT & B50ER R, Horp o HA AR
AIEAR, WA IS A e vh 28

AT A TE AR RS B A AR R, Bk
e, BT rhsexd 4, [mkEAT Rl RE R B A PR
B4, BN, FEIEL ARG RIE, mAGgags
(AT AR B IV, TT g 2 (N 2 sh i aze I A o x5
F A, [BEAT N AT B R BN SR BURAE A B AT M 0K
W, BIARSEAT R . R R AU AR Y
T TEAR S R AR, R A S A & A 5
L% R 5 B2 1T 718 & 5 800 J5 ik (Tripathy
et al., 2013), fH = fili B 1 X R 12 ok 11 405 3
AR AN R, S80R S R, faEihe
BRF o HEAh, AR AT REAE 45 AN R W0 A5 e AR 5
PUER, b B AN A A, B A IR Y 3
(Morrison, 2014), XA [F4& 5% H v BT R, A
WS TR ST

25 b, FRATEE R 3. pPgE R i 0 A
ZENG N DD 6701 S SR R AT 3RE A T
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34 IR 4: XREFE

TR TE PR B, BUA B ST A A R rh e g
P Hp S BT i 22 A0 BEAILA, X6 51 ok 000 i 2
W47 T 2238 (Hsee et a., 2021; Zhang & Epley,
2009), Wi F AR BN R2ZE T S, EA A
A IE M, TT LAHS B AN AR R SRR oy PR SE R, A
A AEREE I o ET R ELA T 5 SR A T
25, WEGEE N R IR 22 45 . 2 F oo S0k
R T i 22 A 2k e 2 B SR BRI, AT
B w28 A sl R 1 67 M SR S AL R T e AT
PIAER Rl 22 %

R A LN UENPS 2 o e N ENTTDO RULEAE S
U T2 B SLA S, A AT DA o i AR
A AR AR ek 55 T g 2 . ELAARO SO
— 7T, DA SRR A A . e R
At RN EIN Ty, AR D RO X R
PG B OCHE o 5 — 5 T, A mT DASE Ao AR 1
0N PRI U 55 I 1 AR B LR I () 422 2R
MATR I T =0, Bihn, w7 R 0 2 9 i
WA BT, W A RO TR B, I AR
INFIN T2, A8 Lm0 B . ] 3k —
A 36y o 28 44 v T 4R 2 1 AL, T S
B AT R ik, A S o 1 T

O, FRATHE B 4 3 o 9 ok v g ek AR
SRUEATTDS RULESE: R ET i gi R N1 | = W DD
/NI B3R T A 25 -

4 IBiPEW
AT H AT op g g, LA R sh e

PEAE Rt B8, 40U48 7R T i 22 76 ofr 28 2 o (14
FER BT 205 0 BRAL I —— i 22 R " K
“HUPEIRSIALH], AT B 58 35 5C T 9000 4 2=
BRG Keots BRAILH 0 BEE, Ha Hl fig Bk o 28 =R R 1
T i 22 9 BRI BERY (P 1) o

ZHERC R BT W AR . B e, A
H 7 e F AL A WA, A R 1000 s 2 £ bk
IR BB B L5 K A 25 BORAONE, AT TR AR L
FEAF 5 20 S AL 000 i 25 14 5% X — R 2, JF
P Ut 25 AN FbER 22 . S ALPE DU S B 25
o, BT SR IR HELE

MWERE KT, AT H /R T AR s 4,
NAE P2 v e B0 R ) 0 O 22 . X
BT AT PSR R b R 22 BEE . AAERF ST £ 6T
vk I 22 X B 3k & H B /0 52 1 (Kahneman &
Tversky, 1979), i A<3 5 502 I 22 4 8 B BR
iR, DR A AR T Al A B [ RE A A B
25, BIAHEGAE whoe ik, R i Kk
PR AR SR I TN 25 o k4 R T 6k e 25 2
WIS FHYG L, SRR AR5 3 FE 4R DL B0 1R 3
A9 PRI BRI, A Y 7 2 B P 25 (5

MHLHIREE, Wh7E AT R (5 B IR 3 a9 A0
f1, AN XTI AR, NERAEAE [RIRE 1 2 LA
SR B, AT G e R Ay AT v 2 A e ) 00
FEAH A th 28 R b 8 00 i 22 5E K. AT H 28
T XA A SRR, DA S HILEIR 3 Y R A
PR AR EA B R M R S R R TN
H IR AR S LA EE G A PR E B L, s
P& S T g 22 1 B0 RS AL o AL

B2 K BB B2

e A :
LA §
i |

3l aRE | BOAR | | BEWF || &R

i HhL | | GiEsbL| | shELEE 31
% - :
) vV |
x iR !
VAN |

SRR SRR aFTLE -

B oo o S50 i 22 1y B AR
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SRR T SN TR B, HESh T sh AL
INFNELS 1) K R o A W Sh AL A i B S 2 R 45
T BB A4 P9 B 3 AR 52 e, ) an S AT
WA A B 25 R SIHLEK 3 T Ak BRI 2 2 e
TR 25 B K3 A (Mataet al., 2019), T A3 H ¥
SIFLE B R R T AR S, whRE
ZRAEF NI, eI sh B2 1E
B, TR 3 Bl EE R XSS B AN, G T il
NGRS, fEABRhR s, HEREPSIPLRZ
TN T4 B B, 1 R AR M R
FELAE AL A, S S E RS R, ABRE
BIAHLE RN TR S 2 A, R A AR A N Z 0T
S, AT H 2R W shALE A A R AE AT DL R B
S ARASUN UL FS N LL R

Hoyk, AT H AR T 05T & L B e B
fift, MAEZSERMENLE &, X F000 0w 22 4F T HEHIE 2>
Bro DIEERFIE HETER WA KRIBR, A Hal &
B R 25 . AR TE A2 I (Epley et al., 2002;
Savitsky et al., 2001), #IZM T 7 E A HIFE
T, WO 25 T AR 55 T AR S LR R o A
T H 8 7 00 i 22 6 3R Sl AL ] A0S R PE AR
AR ol BF 9 T T o] g R, R T A A
PEXL A5 0 F

A, ABEAFhREH, BaihRE
2 H S i 22 1 B 50 BRAL, T A R
e, A S5 EUR e B BLRE S S5 80E, s
R OB ARG . TR M2 R, W BA
TH AR SE S T IR 22, A B TR RE M 200
HAED, BFTRAE PRI E, B
B kPSR, $RFH PSR A XK, H
T 2 A TN g 25 1) 1 R A B o A T b
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Inaccurate mind reading: The misprediction in conflicts and its mechanisms

LU Jingyi, QIU Tian, CHEN Yugi, FANG Qingwen, SHANG Xuesong
(School of Psychology and Cognitive Science, East China Normal University, Shanghai 200062, China)

Abstract: The prevalence of misprediction hinders conflict management. Therefore, it is imperative to
explore mispredictions in conflicts to facilitate effective conflict management. However, research has
mainly shed light on mispredictions in non-conflicts and neglected the uniqueness of conflicts. This project
investigates mispredictions in conflicts and their mechanisms and consequences. Specifically, the aim of this
project is fourfold. First, it explores mispredictions in conflicts and proposes the bias-amplification effect of
conflicts. Second, it investigates the negativity driving mechanism of the bias-amplification effect. Third, it
examines consequences of the mispredictions in conflicts. Last, it develops effective and feasible
interventions to eliminate these mispredictions in conflicts. This project is intended to establish a theoretical
model of mispredictions in conflicts. The results help to extend theories on behavioral decision making as
well as guide the public and social governors to make accurate predictions about others, to improve conflict
management, and to reach high-quality decisions.

Key words: misprediction, conflict, negative bias, motivated reasoning





