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XEF AFIRMI; ETIRAN W RERGER L KR IRRT

2%ES  B849

FAR VPO 2 — RN E AT, HH
B AR T R UL TR T O AR R R, SR,
2008; Reinhard, Greifeneder, & Scharmach, 2013),
AW, A5 R BN AT A 2 E S,
T B LG 5 3 34%, I H AT Ui H &
H GBI A (DePaulo & Kashy, 1998), A #lF5% 4
K, 81% M PRI A CFER IR T b 2= A 35
P — K (Weiss & Feldman, 2006), REH BHET S
RN SR 0, WA A E I
TH 4% % (ten Brinke, Stimson, & Carney, 2014), {HJ&
A I 2B AR T TRl R Sk 2 AN 5 R AT
(Ekman, 1992), Et, EFRATHYH & A 1% F0 T AR
b, A RO U T A AL RE % A B 3T S A sk
SIS TEAG R, T HA BEAE B FRATZ M A B
TEFRR, T B A bk [ B 52 A BN, [e] i xsf
N 32 72 0 ) ik 22 B AT AR B B R (R
4%, 2014),

LEPUNTE S XN T AN 2T, HAfTR
S F B IE 8 R A1 - A Hi 48 (Bond & DePaulo,
2006; R, AR, SRAH, BN, 2012), HC
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&, FARBIGE S 00 IE R AR AT, PR
54%, AUIEHL S TREPLKT- 50% (Bond & DePaulo,
2006; Hartwig & Bond, 2011; Vrij, Fisher, & Blank,
2015), HF=A BT B3R T HEYLKF(Wu, Cai, &
Jin, 2015; Wu, Cai, Zhang, Liu, & Jin, in press), #H
T oMT, LRI, EEMEE)TE R E R
7B IR B 8 3 T8 A ¥ (Bond & DePaulo,
2006; Masip, Alonso, Herrero, & Garrido, 2016),
I B ASR Z [ 7EFUI R 5 0 R % b 22 et
AE % /N(Bond & DePaulo, 2008), 25Bl3t, 7EX} 108
B3 & T 7 WU SCHR I e o A b, AT BIESE A R R
e 7 R HER R S HE . M. AR A A E T
JEE A A 2 (BRI A S 3 A DG E R (Aamondt &
Custer, 2006),

BT A DG T F IR B A AR A R TE 2
PUZ AT Y, FHORES 19 TE 8 % 7T 5e R W1 2 80m
TIARTE G AR RIS . AR5 # B W GG 20T
RPN TAETE = Wl e, JF BB R T ™
FFFET5 10 o — 7 T & LT 1Y A B A T T
B PR AATTHE DE e I 2 A5 23 T R R 3 3
SEREE AT A EUE AR, LIRS IR B IR
i, X TRERE (B S35, BHEA, b2,
2017) Il 2 S A BREOR BT (e AR, 95 2 HE,
2000) M 53— J5 T2 I35 0 B e, A
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SR RIS IR . A SCEE ST T
D5 TS, BRI E & 0% T R U X 5 U
R FZ ] o

W58 D R I e P A RN X DL T A iR
S EEE R R R S R U TR
PR A AT BER B R R R T kg NRRE
PUITTRE 7 AR WA BR, M L 8] Py Ak 38K £
B FRR, AATHER 2 AR 00 B T R 56 T3
HARRNERGE, MXEEES B
FEREFIN B e, ANTTE B2 e 7 i 7 iR
S, ARSI A BN ain T X, WimR 2
b2 BN F A 1 D DL AN Z AR ED G2 1Y) 52 1k (R einhard
etal., 2013). SR1, 7EVEFH RBIH, MWHEHERm
TR IX 28 Ry BRAE T = U T A AR 45 5 il Re 45 B 5K
A, TR S A R 22 W 5 6 D I R RN T
TEVE & W T B9 PE I BEAT T WFFE AR . i,
FHoeE LB, T L—Fh 9248 0 A A 7
HOREBITE T, Ph—Fh il iy A | sy oy 20k
PEATHIWr, BT 108 2 T 4T (Albrechtsen,
Meissner, & Susa, 2009; DePaulo et al., 2003); ten
Brinke 55 A (2014)W ik, 42 452 Bl a2
BEFIZERT, T H R0 R HERf R 4

I 5 0 R BE R, AR JE B AR AR
FA) I 1) B =X A ), AT LA = AN T TG 2R 4T AT
58 TRV B8, F BSR4
DL e R Rl e 3 . To R R R B O 2 45
TEAR ALk B b, 0 B R R o O 55
7, RS AT RETE T B UZ 1 F 2 AR R
WA, 5B BERUE NI EREYE R AR e
BWE B R, SEATEO BTG AR S5, T
5 SR B 1 TO AR B X R R AR R Y
SR T DG T TRUA W R SR 8 07 1) e 0 5
W) 1) 5 32 A AN X 15 R % TG R R W A
R, BRI T I RN AR B = U AR
AT IRAS T —E B BCR, (B AR Fil,
AR SC R AR o S AR DGR SY, WA S A 4
WA, 52 Hh R SRS 0 D 1) R 20505 ik ke 1Y o 2

I‘EJ Eﬁo
1 ZEIRFEEIRAN AL EM

11 MWhinIEie
BRI GT T4 H i 22 2RUUN Tsi XL
BT e, 1 L DOKS i TALL 948 #8578 (elaboration

likelihood model, ELM)F1Ji %3 R Gt A (heuristic-
systematic model, HSM) M F #1252 i 5 S~ IR 2,
WA T 1 5 R B W58 2 (Reinhard, 2010;
Reinhard & Sporer, 2008; 57, ZKfH, #hz: 00,
FPW, 4RRAE, 2012) X PR ES A NS HE
FRIN T A B WA A F AR, R
2445 ASHE], ELM FR 2 0 0 4% (central route)
F4ME 4% (peripheral route), T HSM FRZ N RS0
JInT.(systematic processing)FlJi & 2 H0 T (heuristic
processing). H.0 R B R G0N TR Z SN HLAIA
MRS T, E 2 BRI TR R,
HOIM T X GO 5 25 1 AR DGR (E
BNE, B E NG R, TR 25
G FHE RS 22 A BRI TR T SR R W A
PEARER S A0 T JE A ARSI A s Ak in T
WS TERIM LA, LA LA
5 YR OC A DG AN EAE B, @ AT DU E
Tt F1 25 S [ s H 30 0 AR R A T TR S e, b
P R P2 TH 3 A AR S . U LR R T
HEAT IS P, R B B i S HLATA
ya1 Y N TR R ik o o) | I R (1l (17
Il FRERE A S T, WA A AT
FOMAWT A IE A P B A W 25 e, (HOR A B
Fedd M PEvE T O b, WA T BRI (R
%, 2012),
12 REIRBYHEE

B IR A 4EHE (Unconscious thought theory,
UTT) WA AR 43 B ke W7 A1 e SR 2 78 T8 28 U
T2 A, IF B JC & R R4 A 2 44 1 )
fifp DR A5 B AL BRI Wy B HAT 3 (Dijksterhuis &
Nordgren, 2006), UTT X437 B4k PP 257 .
BB TR IREgE, BRERY4 25 H iRk
AT 55 AH O A A RN R R SR A n T R, m kA
TE AR T B b T HARSUE 55 15 T JE &
PUBZE N2 95 24 1 B4 ) AR TE SE X G iy & A=
1495 H AR BT 55 A G 1 DA 00 BT S S A ot
TR AT AR R B AT 55 5 B AR T
SZHEHY (Dijksterhuis & Nordgren, 2006), #ff 5% & 3
NN P 2% [al SRS, A LG T 58 A A U 4
B P PR, S — o ) TE R R R AT
AL 0 R SR T AR H DB 1 Y A SRS AR R A B — S 10
2  (Dijksterhuis, Bos, Nordgren, & van Baaren,

2006), & EHEAFEN TEINELERREHRITT
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Mg A5 DN A 0 R RN X 55 TR A 52 ) 2037

RAF 25 (T, EAE, R, 2016). 7E(H
Br%a b, TERB4REEEGE LK TFER
B RE BLR, JF HABM 0 — 2K )
BB Z AR ER, fEE B L,
Jo =R 4k B % % A B 00 K= {F B AT 0
e A F AR BT 2 X5 B0 Ja A e A )
W, EL I A TR A U)X TR i3 e 4]

UTT &8 Z M TR BRIEM. &
FETE R o AR L T A e D R B 3 ) A 4k
(Dijksterhuis & Nordgren, 2006), .40, JoEIN T
BEAS IR X B3P A R Y A (Yang, Chattopadhyay,
Zhang, & Dahl, 2012; Zhong, Dijksterhuis, & Galinsky,
2008), AEMSLEN G EIR  iUH BE AR AL B (Messner,
Wienke, & Weibel, 2011), RE#SMHEAIE , A
NAE MR A B (Ham, van den Bos, & van Doorn,
2009), BEMSAKE & Bevs B A BAR R IR B 5 03
Beffi B(Li et al., 2014), RERSHE & XS EBR L P84
T B9 HERR P (Ham et al., 2009), 55 Uik A
(Handley & Runnion, 2011), 2% UTT #%) V2 [
FH T 0 #0047 B, AR 22 B 5% 3 0 A gk 8
UTT WA THF RS, DR ERERT
PUINM IE R 2%

13 #HULEFRRESIER SER

AR OB U 2RSS0 R RN A SR e it
FErh, s T R T R A Lo
FEHLH, PR Ay ik SE AL A AL RE 65 5 B> 14 T 4
B WD ECAE, o BE A B A 1A sk S AE T
P, DTS B A S T A AR AR AT . )
m, ARG R RK H 3 C 2 a8 088 1 5
G T 2R AT IR N X U0 (Byrne & Corp,
2004; Wheeler, 2010). 1M fb 0 BEIA Sy, AZEiHEAL
HH 10 ETL A1) A 2 o7 X — S ) 3 I (7] A
MW RS S5 A MBS R R RN s R £
fIVEHI(Buss, 2008). #itt, 7EHEfL.C B4R RERY
FembZ b, m 5 S (the tipping point framework)
=2, AT SR F B,
FEHIWT R 255 EPIRIACHT, — 515 ok 5 50 )
Wr ¥ 5 AT BE B A O 448 BT M A 5C R 2
(FH&ARHY, social cost), —EsiiRMAHEIR S A
I RE R ECH C7E N B W77 07 52 B2 F (B R A
#fr, failed detection cost), FH2RUH LR b2 B
A, g IRAC L PR B2 T R A A (ten Brinke,
Vohs, & Carney, 2016), Joit 25 B H ik & ol

KA T BAFAEX B R, HORBF M Y
A K/ NFAE 22 5, FEX PRI T 38 4UF,
MTEARWREEE B S RIWH I, AR A
FI] {93 Wt (ten Brinke et al., 2016)., I 5 s A5 1A,
SR FICE UM T RN T R B o
B, A E RN TR A 32 A R i 1] ) 5
Wi AR, A SR A S KT SR AR A
MATFE AR 2T LA JE BT IR 00, o
BAAGEMA, HILEFZHREBERNMER
T2 T TE25 55 A R X J5 2 4k 52 1 JE Ui i (Street &
Kingstone, 2017; Street & Masip, 2015), TMiHHZ,
TR AR N7 TG 2 T, AT % BE Bl
TN, RO ER IR e R R,
R AU K, sl A I = 1R 12 0 ke
PR PUNTES MRS, MR, Stz
TR IR B, AT 1] B B A T A
W7 4 3 R AR D, PR, DR R RN TR S
PUNESfRSA —E NS . B2, IR s
N AATHE TR 2 O RE AR LF M RN =, i
A Yk A /N F R IR A i, A7 IR
JZ A RES B MR BT, e AT S0 A B
RN AR BL I B A b, FE7E— NI BT,
B T BN T3R5 R m R IR T
PR, R, AR B S I B 1 IET R, —
JE AT DL oL B AT UM T AT L
M TR T, R ] DR 181422 51 PN B
W7, =R m IR A IR A 2 AR
14 EiERE

A U b B O TG R AR TR A R e Bk
PR EE, AR BISER X T R B
BUUNT A TR, HaAEIR& A I E S
HIFE S . WU TR — e 22 0 L2 1
BRI, XA T RO T, I ShHLATA 0%
V5 i B AAT AT ik 23 6 FRT Ao o =X, K%
Hi N ORI A T AR A B S A,
AR T LR G588 AT 5 0 S A 5 7 A B
T TG A PB4 0 WO B R 20 0 B3R T 43 0 AT 55
ST HRAT 55 2 5 1 — B0 B U 4 e R X A e
R FEM, AT 00N T RS, BRI 4E8E i
TR A, HHAR SR 56 T B & T2 BN AN B,
AR P X — e 2 A0, PR It 3 4K 40
P — S RS 4 R . M T IR PR RIS,
O B R NI AL SR AL DU o Sy HLAR, (Bt
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— B B DX o A B i R T 22 1) R A R A
AN HA S iR E %, ek Al i
T B AL R A o B SR RE R B R, SE 2R R
RN AE 27 TR T I 5 A5 7R DU 2 P A T
U ST SR A AR B T ) BAR E S,
SR A 2 A R Bl £ QA T 3 22 8] ) A R fi
R URIE 2R T e = R A 2, 22
DL T T i IO IR 7 U e BRI IR
S SR, A i R T B TR IE ) AR RE S5 B 7
g, I BT AR R B e A AN, I S
SRR RAFTE R IR, B 5, AU Fgm
P ARMED £ BAR B B (E, S50 B 2 A SR AR R
JE ORI RARHY, SRR B L RN T
TR, AN RE T IR R 2 A A
AN T TEME S g, UL AR X L IE B S0 IR I 5 A5
PR, RAER MR A 9 224, 0
B A 7B, HOK, I AR i A
X A TR0 BT b B AN ] 5 R R AT g R, i
FIT Al T #9245 R B4 532 W) U 5 9 T B R,
WA X H RIAT A T s, WA
Oy 5 BOE LA A TR F 2 0 A 3 B9 R — R 2528,
XA H ETTE 7 R0 AT IR X ) T R

o T BRI E A BT AR, N TR
HARWTFEIE, W58 o 23 28 A0 A 1) 9 B2 R
HEAT AR RS . AN TC BRI T B ) ) 4y, A
MG UG O TORE RS SR 5 B
Ja B TE R e | LU TE R BT R 3R = AT T
Horb, o RR A B i S B T 00 T EE,
B RO 190 R U M B T R R e R
W, TG R U IR R 5 3 I T A O BRI 5
JBERL S AR SORE b3 =77 77 8153 ) LS A S
LRI ATAER IR

2 RTERERER

BRI SO IR e R B AL iy i R,

(T B R A A 57, B R AR A S AL

KA, bR AT R B A R T AE RO

T, DA% %8 o R B R B o T & 45
1155 R BT B F R

HPE XU T2, AR POl s pLEAR, Hpr

JE AT B A 58S Tyt A, AT M R TR

P L T S LAY B 2 A, RO 2 4 f

RTE I TARALBEAE B o fE T & P G,

S AL — A B BRI EOR BR N, 5 Sh ALK Bt
SRR R e A I g R o = B e =
[TOR RS INUP=Y i ra R S S v SO D R & O 0
R, QRAEAE AUG S B LR AT T S R
S, AL U U B A R R T
RS HLBER, 3 R WIR S AL R 0y T 2 0
PUF B30T A 2 52 5 0% 7 U B9 TE 8 2 (Forrest
& Feldman, 2000; Porter, McCabe, Woodworth, &
Peace, 2007),

7 ANE RS E AT T RS .
Albrechtsen 5 A (2009)7EAMEATAYSZE: 1 o, L
AU 5s MU, H Do) 35 A 5200 1E
W RAEARA U = TREHLKF, i 3% & T
F AR, I HWUE 568 U Y Y
BB R SRR A B 2R, RELTR 1
WU Z MR TS RECE M
TEAR R, (E A [ 4 1 7 T8 2 U T nT B SE BA
BT, TEMATAISEE 2 1, BIA T IRIBHMESS 4,
BB i AE LB A0 R 1 [R] B 34— 3904300 19
AT 55, H2E 3 BRI T 55 20 w1 IX 43 3 35
F S IE A A TR AR 3 5 T BE ALK RS 1 4 9k
W, EEMRNY, TR TR RN LTS
PUI S RA PR 55— RS, 1kl
TE WL AR B[R] B AT 31504 55, 45 Rk
I3 OS5 T Bl D o3 TR 5 R S S Y TR 25(53%)
W T AT MK (47%) (Feeley &
Young, 2000),

SR, WAPFR R T AR ME R, FFR
FHRM, FRE BRI SIPIKT, (2
PTG 75 4R EROR A0 5 AR, HEBR w0 58 A5
BU5, sl LR o AR sh AL stk B B i Y
PUNTE T IR0, 245 2R AR B e U T7E
AR T AR S 1B —BUW UM (W et al.,
2015),

XUANT. B AR BRAR - Hb fiff AN [ A 458 AT
A6 1) T R AT o T, (R0 JE R R IR B ALY
A=A, ARSCA I T A B I T2 A —F¢
BATAEw EE AR, 30N T3 UM N T
KA, BeA X MR AT R E XSy, S38T
HOB R F AR BR, ARA AT BEAS [A] i T2 X R
AN AE B A, HAA R 2% T 2681 515 B
FAUA RRAR G M B H T JE 45258 . fln,
U TR] B AL R AR BT D U, TR
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Mg A5 DN A 0 R RN X 55 TR A 52 ) 2039

TR Bl 3 5 A B R
3 FREEZRMEEIREYE

5 B0 1Y 0 R R B A e G R e e T
WHERZ b, BRI T3 F R
SR, A% O BB B R AR B2 5 i — B
ik [] P 1 TG B R B A R 75 4 i S AR S U
BIIE# R . X — 5 M f IS A Reinhard
S AQ013)H) 5 ASeIeirse, M1 st BEHLS>
[l ry =R s I S N L o A
HRAFEAGETPER, AT EE S TE
WIS, 76 56 BOOUA S, i A0 ] B A 40 1
AR UL e UL LTS TG A TR e 2 ik
R 1T S A 05 A 8 2 A7 i 5 U
WAE55, 3 AR 20, |Rsid T 3 4
B IR R AT 55 (43 04T 55), SR A X AR BL
ATURE et e 4 N 0 2 A U T TR A A S
T 1 B3 3 o, HFE AR 3 FoRH
FERIPEH MR G S S T Ui K LR B B UL
Tie . DA BRI B 5717 Ui i), FLa R TR A
TN A— S0, JCR R A A i S R B E
TR S i Rl A, I BRI
B4y 5 13.13% . 13.94%7F1 29.17%; FEFAA Y 5
g, BEINE YN R E R
77.78%, - G R UL Sk 41 /Y IE A R L g AT
3 S BIRE AT R B AT 40 S S I IE B SRR T R
P SLIRZE 0L, JEIE T O R T A BT 4R v A IR A
R pl, WH A 5 R IER R K, B LA B
KW 54% M IERR & A D, 1Ah, BF5E
BRI 4 ikt —2 LB, WRAE TSR
N TRBOR ZLE AT IR AT 55, A AT
5% F i A e & BN A B, A
7 22 B2 J0 3 YU 4 77 3 177 B 19 430 AT 55 32
PN S WIERRR . 5, 5 5, FRF T
HE—2 & BTG B PR SR T U IE 5 = A $E 7
P 22 2 38 2 o X R B IR AT 2 R () B
AR W) FNRIE 5 R R (A7 35 i S5k B IE AR
AT

R LR 5 AL T HEE —80m &S
ERGIHRETHFRENM S, HPhEhEENR
Xk B T H A 5T H X HAF A EE . Moi Al
Shanks (2015)7F Reinhard 25 A [ 525645 92 1 L il
LRSI 1 RIS 2 HEAT T A YRUF, Uk

AR MORE O R ViR 28 T UL ), FERR A RN
B mE 30 AL 1, HARSEE R S Reinhard %
NI 1, 2 —3, {02 Moi 48 NI HI R B
SHIaT AR, KA LR IR BN ANIRS
PUIN IR R S AR BEH R, &
F Reinhard 55 A7EH S8 5 A AT R BI—
S LA [ 26 R AR AT T TR B MR R AT L S R
1, Moi 55 AN WUEE T3 5 bR 41 8 4 (i,
LU e L 2 0 S AR AR RN R 1 45
[F] B 3 G 2 30 A D00, T L D5 L A ) R B
B2 LR, TR A Rt 22 1 A AR R DA KT
BRRAS) o R g 25 B & BT A AL B4 T BBk
TRTE T WU A B R A B T R 2
ER IR e BTG 2 PB4k 21 K A 3 7 TR I
Rl M T AL,

Reinhard %$(2013). Moi # Shanks (2015)7E 55
50 vl AR R 2SR SE 56 AR RIRR T, ANAEAE L
AN, X 2 T AR RN — B A R JE A
e, RS BT AR AT, R
BRI AT T RN A FE AL, AR AR B A R
T 1 E A, RS TR A o T =X R G AR
FE A EVBURR, I8 B RE R AT Rl R 5 A N A S
MYEER R Z —, R, HAr e FERERRS
PUN BB SE I AT 25 T AR EE 210 6, AU
WEA LA MR R, e S gD
PR AR B N2, X AE— R R TR
[ Z A ) B o Lk, TR 78 S 56 v e £
PATRA Ak 1) B[] 4 S0 A5 — 28 22 5%, Moi Fl1 Shanks
(2015) i I B4 #0450 b4 L B4 BsF 8] (G- 25 99 s) % T
Reinhard %5 A (2013)A95E5E 1 A4 kL A B R] (1
228's), (HEKF LK 2 1 4 MRHGEFEI(M = 30 5).
4R A B ) i R B A AR A R
BRI BRSO EEZNGEL, WHEs
BHEZ A AR S AE A, (KA R
SR 2 R EHE TR A B RS,
SO 2 EE R . A AT R AR (E B
AR (BN B P R A S a7 v = S
SRR (Strick et al., 2011), %F HEiH %A B
FENF TR & U Rk 2 A I R HE AT R G
FIRTT, FRATHELL R S8 VI 4538, (HIX —8 4t
AL BAE G SV it — B R . K,
Reinhard 4§ A (2013) 45256 Fp g 85 i 20 (A
REBRAET 30 A), T Moi Al Shanks (2015) 2 i
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%26 &

P24 AT ) T2 0, X LEER ] fE S B R,
KR T BT 2 1A A 0 FE R R S SR AT IX
7o

R T LR AT RE B D DR AR RE AL, X R I 2 o
JE TR — R T R RS0 & 22 A
Et, Tk b, REXTIHEEEYMNES L
I 2% I R TG R R AR A 1 25 SR E DL T
B2 M 1 (Nieuwenstein et al., 2015), JFH.,
A BB @S RS A B,
g Z w2 W E BT TR IRERE, B2
FATIF A BEHERR A 3% B oA 45 i A U
Yt 2 w2 I AAE BT T AR Rk, BIFRAT
BT XA TLEIRMEIUN TWIER, Ak
TR H AR TE I TAE T S L

4 FTEIREYFIETRK

T I A SRS B A — B 0L T (R 46 52
W= ), SOl 2 S = TR
Hr, 752 AR AR R B F0R m), R f

BRI T P36 TT B2 U L R T I e SR o 1y
) 1F i % (ten Brinke et al., 2016), J& 2% 5 Wi pe o
B 75 B R T — Tl ) 422 1 T =R PP X {5
21 T TR U R e SR R R s AR AT 55 R AT B
WBEMES . ERTRINPRSE, R
AT LA PR AP 2S00 T 42 D00 £ Py Bl
41 a2

Vi) 22 D0 2 AN T ) Im) B A B AR o =
WAEVLTE, MR PE0 5 B A% 3 5 1 HAh(F
BOnNNAE—sERE . BREE . FERES,
T A 43 AT 30 6 1] 42 1) B8 7 43 SR B A g a5 R
1 13 75 UL 4 2T (DePaulo & Morris, 2004).,
Il SR, TR B g AT 3 5 iR
S, B At S R AR AN, A O B I
Y (ten Brinke et al., 2016), #lll, A5 HE K
L, Bl T A 0 R X T 482 0 S 8 A (AN iR o
JE I I 28 ) e A% LA X L 0 R PR (R B )
B U M 750§ & (DePaulo, Rosenthal, Green, &
Rosenkrantz, 1982), I.4h, van't Veer, Gallucci, Stel
F1 van Beest (2015 )4 [] 42210 1 o 4% ] S48 Sy X 40
B ) B G B RN AT R B TR, Hi
R, BN BT Y R R R A R B T
MR AR TR SE#, LB RN R X T
MEMEEA —EME X, van't Veer % A (2015)

T PR AR A I 1) T R R (57.42%) i = T
BEHLIK T 50%, (F 2 7F 32 il 18] 422 D & 11 Sy 1,
ELEE I T 8RS ALK Z 5% A T W
PE2E S, T B R AR R 2 S,
45 BT DA LB A U 1 TE B R 0] AR A2 B T IE]
B 5

FEAR DA b 25 SR BRI I o W] R Lb B
Wi BT S T e, (AT R E R T RO T & 2
H, RIS A 1 R B Iy 2R 2 AR 3 IR
I 1E AR 575 LR 5 (Street & Vadillo, 2016). 1)
m, —PREM, HELEFHF LML R
S B T R (E I, R R A A AT ),
DU SR FH T 42 1) 7 202 A 0 5 R0 7 v R 1 L)
2 5 (DePaulo et al., 2003), B2 45250 EF1EpR
PR IR A5 BN BEAE A 1 5 IR B A A B R
(Bhn, 2754w ), iR B A ) W Ty
K& HA T BT 15 LU R (Street & Vadillo,
2016), XELEERLLH, (Al EN RO A A AL, T
PR 5E 3 A BT L A 4 2R 2R AT P AL . X
S5l A R Y BRI A, ERAR AT AE R B2 A
AR, A AL X S R B bR R
o TR R AT, 5 U T 422 00 4 v R 30
ZWIEHR,

SR, AR SCIA A 78 JC B AR 75 UM 52 45
w2 T e R (Y ) AN 2 L R S A A X
Sy E RIS, T HOR A JE T 0 R A
W FETGE S WA R, AT A O &
WA A T R A ORI U B R R, RE T
R EELR R BRI 5 s, 7
AR, NISRLRMERE . AL B0
TR, HR A BRI T AT, 1 IR S b

TP Y 45 5L, 3o o Ta] e 00 1 S DR e S il
51 7 PO A TE A R 52 m AR 58 2 1 45 T iR
. GERBOXHIWTE S I ES SRR TRET
R TUNE S A R R A TR EIR
IS AR, DUAS BB DA I ol [ 422 4 B 2 B T JC R AR
TG o [RIEE,  BEAR R D 1) 9 9 4 R4 i A
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The influence of detectors’ unconscious process on deception detection

MEI Hongyu; WU Song
(College of Psychology and Sociology, Shenzhen University, Shenzhen 518000, China)

Abstract: One of the most important findings on deception detection is that the accuracy rate is just slightly
higher than the random level. Therefore, a number of researchers have paid attention to the impact of
unconscious processing on deception detection. This article summarizes theories and empirical studies on
unconscious deception detection. We presented three aspects of the empirical results: unconscious reception
of information, unconscious thinking, and unconscious judgment. In view of the current findings, we proposed
five approaches to studying unconscious processing in deception detection: proposing specific theories,
exploring interactive deception situations, studying the cue-processing matching effect, examining effective
physiological and brain activation indicators, and applying unconscious deception detection.

Key words: unconscious process; deception detection; dual process; unconscious thought theory; cue-processing

matching effect



