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RABARD, REEMNRREEE ATt
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##3% (advice taking) FIBFFLREZ AR, X
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RRNBEEESNARBRATSRAKERE
Zr-EMBEERESTHIEM. R, Lk
& HEE X ERAAPIRELCHEFR S
I, “EEIR FFRET ST E3
LE¥ERNASXTE L P (BER, FA,
ZEHR,2003), AR EIMNEREIRITELEA
FL BT EHAE N — M N B 4E XS TR LR
o-d:0h- A S

Xt FIHEIRTE 4 (unconscious emotion)
BESHE N, BRILCEFEFRFEFEMH IS
Kihlstrom (1999 ) i\ E R IRIEE R FE F R
BHERESBWERE BB MTI L
1k, XM EE RS T MM ENE R
JHHE%E ; Lambie F1 Marcel (2002 ) (AN FEFE
BT EEWLEE, QF—FTEKN
TEHRBERE, XMHERANIFERE
TR IRIELS, AN 5] BRI 4
JFRXER, MEXEFERMNAHHBER
Ho FH—FMAIAR, AMITXFIRIELE W
FIFEE R, TIXHEE RN A58 EIRK
B4R BV T ERTE4E , Izard (2009 ) X
FXMEMR, AR AR T BRESIEM,H
R EERRFTAENIFEERTEIRE
27 . AURETE MWL, RAREKE
T R TR IREE . ERBIERTE
K, 2RO W EIE B R, ikt
HEZHERMEEEESRE M~ TR
HEL . XMLTRIREEET RAEZWE
ZaRIFERERRBE,

BUEZ AR RY, RIFEER
Z5h, LA PR A B R AR DA R IR AE
FSAGHRFESFEZRE B SIEFZWA
I TR EZEE, Hi, _REEXT
THRRRYBFEERSHZ IR ERN
Kk, BEEHRERY, REEXSVH K
RSO RR, A BN EZRERS
( Jungermann & Fischer,2005) , 3 HiEF&#
BIEHE LK PR ES TREVAT(Gino &

Moore ,2007) , A< RI|IABIEEX—
B, EETCELEREEERMENERZT
BPITENIER. AT, B0 EX gk
Ky BEERER, B RIAM LB AR,
AMEAFREEIRBEETHWEMUEZEAR
SEHBZER ;MY 8 EERMKH, BRA
ERARZSBER I T 832 NI AT B
e, S EEREESPHEBERETHEL,
EZITERFEHEWAETE, MEE
BEHEZMARNED,
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YERIRELEL, SE B R MR RK BB EE
Hep e
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BTS¢ B R 48 o8 IE R SR 36 5O 0 B A R,
BRI EARL A 60 4 (28 £ 5B M ,32 AL
P AT P 4ERE 21.8 2, W IEH , FF
LRI LA B IEESE LT .

LM BAE 3 AE A, 45 A i
EHESE AEEE NP HES, SHSHE
45Kk, IEHIFERIBE MR ERIES
A E s b 45 R O SO R I
HRIAYE S PR RIEE & E A,
SHERR AN =ATE . 0ESILEEE
M. RIS BB IEHIELSE . AEE
PG, BH 20 A, 4 KB
VLT R TR ESERE R —IR, B5kE
23030 B, e 2 4.

VOB 52 8 B 2 )5 #1715 45 B 1T,
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BRaHE 6 NARMIELE R, 43 51 R 6B
Bk ELERFOE, KA 9 AV
5,0” RANEA A< BT #1545,
“8” FR X AL AR IR BRI E
FBs e iEHEFI s R MNIRE, TR B
P B FEYLHED

WK R BN ,3 MHBEEE T4
184y (F 51 =53. 210, p <0. 001 ) FO i 4%
BI85y (F o =52.142,p <0.001) @ F
KEERHEEEN. BEohRN:E
WG HNIEHIRER D BES THAR
H,PHEHEEENEEEERTRERST
MHEBEH; AEEEAN REFEEBT ST
BESTHMAWA, PHEBEHEAN AR
LR BESTEERFSEH, BibEHA,
B A 44 4 B8 200 b e A2 AH O B 15 45, AT A
2.2 EXELHE
2.2.1 iR

ik 101 4 (50 & 4ok, 51 BB ),
BRER KL, FIHFER23.4 86
MPEHIER ., LKA E T, $0k
FEML S EC B &S B4 -
2.2.2 HEBORHE

F A HEEROR B4 BT EEHEE &R
THEMPHEFESEIITEERIRRE. ik
BB AT LR P EBRHFEREHT RN 3
HIFHEE R -
2.2.3 EZEWRITS5EF

St B i X LIS B ST, &
BRIESAEEAKEES S - M ES O
FT.ENMIREEEA-EA MR ITEE
%, M ARSEEIFMI RS,
LHEXTFT R

BRI —ROIE PR IE
BIWN-BARR =R BFELE, K,
2009) , AL 7EERE E SR T Gino Fl
Schweitzer (2008 ) A 5T i it, B A 2

(BE1)InF:

() AGHHES (RAGTT) R R R
BORAHETHEML T, U b, HEH
T—R &GN, REHEAEREHT B, B
3RS . e Al B 2 X9 A
ERTI, BT AYEMAFRT RS, &4
FIAREE , E AV B A i A R & —3

(2) BIEERTI : 2R e 3t B 2443
{ERERESEIT RN, B 0 8ExR,ER
REHHEES.

(3) BREIRELE M - ) A HEmoR ok
BEEIRELE, I8 E S0 B HE1T
HIRRX T AMBUG TP, 1L s B
NE R HFRESHEaMIS, LRk
K RFEENEEHN. BBV ]
ETEREEFEEA. TEIRAEFESE LM
EHH, SESHEENE 4 KB R, &511F
E Bt | oA 2 4390, 5 HTPF R (Murphy &
Zajonc,1993) KR BB ] — 3. BKE
BRER, KD—B

() S (BN 8k BKRE
EE—MBREBEIINEER, BAFTH
B B S E - B IHE, R
EW M iE S —28iAnaitE”, R
Fitg i mE R, “ B —aslnihit
B” SR IFRHEITH, B L IAEREIL
oy 2 ~10 fry=4, 3 FRE—KEF K, &%
BEEFREMITRREEHRRFER
A,

(5) BEERN . ZREAF RN E S
AGTHE B VER P BEFT HI T o
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HHE % (R ) LEN-Ris
v 1
B 15 BE AT BEEEN
X BRI S 5h HEENE o MRS (EEH)
Bl XWHE

2.2.4 HEBHIE

RAEEUPIRPRATZERNE
Rk, BT HHE BN (weight of advice,
WOA) R E IR EBNM T HEEl
CAETHE R BE, AT S B gt il i B i3
3% ¥ (Nlan, Shoham & Maxim,2011) , X it
BAKXWTF:

Won o RICH HIBLE T - RS B it
N

3 5 R

K HEBI AR REE N 5 BB HAT LT,
GRERTERM, FEXZEEAH. B
W, 7E R e BB AL o, HERRXT A B St
TEREER,

3.1 AEREERRLGBUELSE

X1E% BIFRRHFITERERR., 55
RER, TREEHF o« RECH 0.686,KMO H
20.781, RAZBREREW IR, B
K gl B S AR L RO PR A 3, 3T
B E, AREEBEB S HEKE
O JEMRTES 63, B FHRE, RRA
HEIEEEBS (L),

XTSER LR s A AR IE TR 45 5 Ttk
BEB/S EaBHITHFEDT. ERE
A IEHEEBITEHRFEREER
(F(208 =9.565,p <0.001) , ERRIEMERF
GHENEHFERSEES TEHHEMIT
BRAMEEA, EHANERBTSEST
BESTEXERAEESEH; REHFES
FGEHABBLFEBEZR (Fow =
18.112,p <0.001) , B &N A HIFLEHMW

AYEEE RS BE R TERAMITERIE
HFEH, ERNANAEEERSITBER
TRBERE®EFESH.
#£1 FRAHMEEITES
EHEEEY SHREES

FHIB R R R
EHH 33 4.303 1.225 1.626 1.030

EEULEMEESES 34 4.873 0.988 1.049 1.012
FRRAMEELEE 34 3.716 1.048 2.647 1.263
3.2 #EBLER
A 3 ik E 4T WOA B9 H{E BE4T
SGP(R2). BEEIZHTER, B2
BEXEAARFEREER (Fou =
4.834,p=0.01), H, HEHFEHWE
WEZERTEHMA, HERBE; AHEHF
EHANMBNEZERSTEREEA, 25
ABE; ENEEAVBRINEZER TIE
WA, ZRDPABE,
R2 FEANBUUEZEE(WOA)
AB FHE REE
E=HIE 33 0.255 0. 169
TERIREREEA 34 0.32  0.220
TR RAKEEES 34 0. 409 0.217
3.3 afFA .
AITEERL, IR 5 O 5 R
HH S BOR A 100 SRiHE . XT3 HEika
i BT ESN, ERER IR
HEHFEH . TR RAEFEELEMES
HEMMBEE L AFEREZEZR (Fow
=0.776,p =0.463) ,#HH 3 AP REHE
BEKF ERFRM
3.3.1 BEEWREUAHEAZL
KR B FEME 8 15 EMBEcX ¢

A
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K, ZAEHMEFERERTHNER
BE(t=5.810,p <0.001) , HHf AR R
—, ®iF T E2HF it (Van Savadori &
Sniezek ,2001) ,

BEM B FEEREZNEEE, UH
EERTBEERAR(KRS), FHARE
EFEMPRERBEERERFAREHNZ
EHER. HHEBEERIFABRBFEE
5, HERIET /T B /7 B KRt , N5
LU ABRENEEERBR. &R E
N BRERABREHANFEREZES
(F(2.98) =3.442,p=0.036) , H+,LEIR
RHEEEANWEEERAREER TEH
H, EFREHRFEEAVBFERARS
FiEHd, TR RAERBEHN BEER
AERTEEREEFESESA, HEZRHA
B&E,

£3 ARANBEERAR
B PR REE
EERE 33 1.879 4.414
ERREHRFHA 34 5.588  10.207
EEIRAHIFEA 34 6.735 7.898
3.3.2 Wil BEEAWERNKE

AR BERES WOA EERHE
FEZENEEG R, R ER, AN EE
BEXT WOA AEBEZWMMIER (Fuw =
12.690,p =0. 001) ,BZ1F R* =0. 114, $r#E
LRSI R B -0.337,

F 42 BT 807 X HT I B 5 E K
WEHBMHTEE(BERLK4), F—%
EFSH, EEREE IR (1 =&
#H,2 = EEREHELSEH,3 = TEIRNAE
LA, FFE AR EXd.0fk) ,WOA H
IEEE,ERBEE:H_RERSN. K&
E P L EEIREEMETN 8 15 R
FIABZE, WOABENEZEE, WES
WOA WX RE B ZE; S =5 H T 57, %
EH LM EERBELE TN AFEERMA

HRMSIABZER, WOA HAHEZRE, /T
PE S WOA KX RKIBBE, MRERIAS
WOA WX REHNZRE., ULSHRNA,
HIdW B 5 EERA —ENAWER.

R4 ZTRIARE . TNAREI WOA B

SEBRPSHT
TRRER B R? AR?
#5—3E (enter)
0.299°* 0. 089 0.089
B=tb(emter) 20+ 0.186 0.097
T ERHE
W AaEE -0.312**
4 =3k (enter)
0.270°* 0.216 0.030
B BEE -0.255**
RO
BT & 15 B ]

FEAERR WOA, xp<0.05, * *p<0.01,

4 it it

4.1 REVRFHFRIZZGYA

BEH M EESEX TRIERZRE KN
HFT LR ( Gino & Schweitzer, 2008 ) 32 HY,
4 TFIEEE SR EL dh HE1E 48 B9 AT
BUREZMEER, WL TP HEEFEHA
I L sk TR IR 45 B A XT B DU S Y
BER. XHEWREUGEENRMEREK
RRX—igad, Bl IEH1HE 45 Nk g o sy
NS £ NTTE 302 IR AR B S
B MRAMERFE N RSP A B EE
BT A XS R B SE, R, 4
MRMNERRY, ETERREEFBLEM
EERAEFE N EEHRBE P HEFE
e TR RAMARY, MERATL
BIRARENIMEASRA L ERAB KR
W,
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Schachter BN R IH &L AN, H%E
FENEBPERPILATTLHER:H
—, MRS ERR B & E R A TR R
=L AR E TR A A B AR RS B9 AR
Abr=rE e iR, ABRITH, 1848 BT HE#
R R, EEZRMERE, $ltE%
ARI6 30 3 m R PR IR S R LA R TR A
— R A BR B, {8 AT X 3 28 [2 B FF AN
EFITIE MR RN AR R, A £ F
PEERIREE, WIEHEEEMAEIESE
#HRREA B E KT LB THHIE
4 MM H Z BB BA =AM ERAT,
Hk, RABAR , MMEREZESEER
BRI To2%, T 5 TR RIS 45 &
IKFE R, PP HEIBEIEN EHEE T,
MGER W HEWT, 5 4R B AR B K
FgE, EEEE A EEENZERE T
MR AR 1 e e 2 ] g — A K . Stk
BEERSSIREEERN, EEZREEER
BEHRZHXLFIRRES T (ZRT, AR
HK,2005 ) th RNt X AP E R A EAIK
BRI, AT RERSFEAEEETE
AR EER .

245 15 45 5% & = KO Y A P e R
B, ZER R A HITEREENIAABEZ
BT, M4 F— Bk A E B AR
B, ATHBEXMREBKFE, MMEE
HUB AT R, T R e 5 AR
— BOR MR O E N A TR T I RAR, B
o, ERIAEEZHSH ARG MA
2o
4.2 HAEEAZ RS EPOHER

S5eAwaaE, AR RM, MEE
FEEPSRIAE T BE BB E
ML T AR RN BEE., XA O
KRR A, BEERBRE , XIMRKER
By &t/ (Ilan & Shoham,2012) , [d]
B, 8 AR R A B I ET G B {E

BELRMA, EMMARDUS, MEBEO
KEEBERE. RITVMBBESIA—
B AIRsAEd SN E TS, REHE
KPR E RSO S . BMEZIEIF
REERBRERER, HELRSVEHAE
B = 3% 15 .0 ( Kelly, Elizabeth, Naomi &
Jack,2011) , ABFRERE LRI, FFETL
BRBERE T MEEBEGENRAREE
AR, TEIRAEFEEAMEERIEEHE
ZAEANMRMEEERARS THRHES
H,MELRIRAREEEHRTHEERNHN
B, XTRENBERSHIEHARER 2
B, BR7EE i AT A R AR IR I R B, 1
Rt BE B OB A M MRIRE AT EE,

BIE . RINMERB, METESITHI IR R K
B, BEEEMNEERSELTREE MR
BEZMXRAPEIN —EWANIEM. 48
SR BT, FEE MK F RS, MEXT T
BUMEZEETFEE MBS, R¥A8
BEREN RS ZEINFE B RREHE;
M4 B SRR, A B /K PR, &
X PRI A 32 B B 0, BRI X T
RFEAEF W TILEHE,
4.3 BRRE

AHFFE R A AR E A T HE S AR X SR
BEE, \MIEERZNE HEEBER, &
TEAET 1f 3 W7 i 5 BB A6 B HL B ME R A
i, AT a2 A AR BRI B /.
B—3E MR AT RAYE R — e MEAS B E
MPSRAE S , FEERAENFER P TEIR
B MBICRAN TR, 555, AT LI
Jmxet /2 B e I &, 7R SR R A AT
FofE R IR e, B0 B 3 DA 382 3 s U 3 A0 Bk
EFFE R E, PR A E TR IRIE 245 7T 5
SR B ZESR, SET A TR IRELE
e 8 b I B E R A N
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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



