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» ESWH HERAERES— R E (11YJA190025) ,

& Terrace, 1998 ; Ross, 2003 ), il Sophian
(2007 ) B9 WESE M B , F R /D X S & A
Wi B & R, BD X R B BOE R B, B
HEFANBE DRSS ARESHEE.
Allik , Tuulmets F1 Vos (1991) KB 38 X,
OB BE (LB R A B ') K
BN S5 R FREE M (dots size) K, {H
HA TR (RIS R E#T AT
RIS RERER RAHRK. REAZ
5] 23 8] 52 78 B 2R At 7T RE X $ B 1 i 45 3R
FRAERS W LN, A8 A T RENLS 16 KRB
AORUL, T AR A R ER S
B #5407 ) HBE S R

s EREE EH, B WLKE OB ETTHAE R U, 18525 FIT,E - mail.:zjzhang® zju. edu. on,



FHREIRERIETH T B LI Yh/ 2 HF 11

REER—EENER, EBHR XS
{&A% ( Ginsburg 1978 ; Ginsburg & Goldstein,
1987) . Sophian (2007 ) 32 H , 38 K /s XF
BEHAWMZ U= ERmn, KR E
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R FTHER, M TN A /AW E &
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FFEE ERTREZ R TR ERWEE,
EHREEMEXFHWEERR. FHE
WIS B X E I TAF LW, H A REE
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1 HMTBRFRETHE BRI HFIRLERAES

FIuFLE R EHI&HF KA HHRG R HEE BDmEE  Hsf— H kb —
d’ 1.812(0.590) 1.473(0.555) 1.748(0.503) 1.517(0.637) 1.438(0.453) 1.093(0.598)
: 1. 885 0. 344 1.525 2.246" 3.85**
8 0.868(0.405) 1.236(0.662) 2.395(2.824) 2.239(2.611) 1.668(1.713) 0. 808(0.391)
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The Effect of Unconscious Emotion on Advice Taking

ZHONG Jian -an' ZHANG Xi'

LILi’ ZHONG Jian - ping’

(1. Department of Psychology and Behavioral Science ,Zhejiang University , Hangzhou 310028 , China;
2. College of Education, Shaoxing University ,Shaoxing 312000, China;
3. Zhejiang Hangzhou Drilling Machine Manufactory Co. Ltd,Hangzhou 310016, China)

Abstract

This study aims to explore the relationship between
unconscious emotion and advice taking, and examine
how confidence functions between them. 101 partici-
pants took part in the experiment. We used the
method of masked presentation of material to induce
unconscious emotion. The results showed: (1) Peo-
ple in unconscious positive emotion or in uncon-
scious negative emotion tend to accept others”advices

than people in neutral emotion, and the phenomenon

is more significant on people in unconscious negative
emotion; (2)The initial confidence acts as a moder-
ating role between unconscious emotion and advice
taking; (3) The increase of confidence in uncon-
scious positive and negative groups is more than the
neutral group as the same with the result of the ad-
vice taking.

Key words: unconscious emotion, advice tak-

ing, confidence
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Influences of Non — numerical Visual Properties
on Numerosity Perception

LIU Wei'

ZHANG Zhi - jun' SUN Yu -sheng' ZHAO Ya - jun’

(1. Department of Psychology and Behavioral Sciences, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310028, China;
2. College of Sociology and Psychology, Southwest University for Nationalities, Chengdu 610041, China)

Abstract

Previous research has reached inconsistent results in
influence of non - numerical cues on numerosity
comparing tasks. The current study investigated in-
fluences of different visual cues on judging results
and analyzing data by signal detecting theory, in an
effort to determine whether numerosity deciding para-
digm could steadily reflect numerosity perception.
The results showed that numerosity deciding tasks
were not ensured to reflect real status of numerosity
perception, since they were apt to be affected by

strategies, while abilities of numerosity discrimina-

tion could remain intact. Different mechanisms of in-
fluences on numerosity deciding tasks existed in dif-
ferent non — numerical visual features: some features
only affected judging strategies, such as dots’size or
shape. In contrast, chunking affected numerosity
perception directly by influencing judging ability of
discrimination.

Key words ; numerosity perception, numerosity
deciding paradigm, signal detecting theory, chun-

king, object representation



