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RIS, RETHERGHLFI BT A C 5l A Z [\ Y 2208
1.1 BIREMEEMT

NATTHY R BT 43y 4 %F Fe B 5 AHXT R I, His
BT AC RIS FEMILWEER, FHEBILTA
C YR L5l AR R BUAR LU A 45 2R G, Bl i
15, 2014), 76 RSB pIt, R7E—H k4
1200 Jo 22 xi 3k 45, —H Bk 1000 JCR LR
&Ko — AR R S5 R A T/, X a2 A 3R £
AR R 2= TR, XA R

AATXT B C A X 2R B0 0% 40 i 1 13 77 78 T 22
(Chambers & Windschitl, 2004; Rose et al., 2016), 24
NATHHGE B O 2850 2 B0 AS 038 At N\ 1Y 28 %
RIS, W TCEAETHENT B C AR Tl AR AR 2R
Mo Bian, 7e5e U RS, AATRE A 2 &
AT, R E AP T ) RIN . Bert, AfT6E
AR A OB X R, HEWT A O AT
A, TERMERAE 55 RS AT A S
4 T (Moore & Kim, 2003; Moore & Small,
2007), RPZ X RIELGFHE, N 2xmfli A C AR T
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NI, M4axd R 28T, WK B S AEXT
T BRI,

WEoE K B, 3 A b A O 22 19 D B2 3 3R s
(egocentrism) F1{F & J) R £E i (focalism),  H FKH.0
R TR 5 B AT A, A AE S A
B3R, A SN FL B B
T RNIE A O A BT AT 55 h s A 247, AR
T A N R BT, DR AR 1) B 1% 4 X 3 R H)
WrAHXF R, MM N BME B2 TERE,  FaRH W
i 22 58 23 855 (Kruger et al., 2008).

R A AR S TR DU 35 FR T AT 6T T A8 1Y) DG 3 A
(Chambers & Windschitl, 2004; Moore, 2007), AN
ANTEE P RAET AT, M2 75/ RHETL
IS IAG . A5G H & Fl A L anar i
AJEM NS A, EE A CBRIAN
RS H AR, andeRs b BAR s A, X i
2RSS . BN, YA A R ST S = A
DUHRFEAT LU, 2l A C B9 A DTk H AR
MK A TTERA A C W TTEkE thEss, mfiEC
AEXT TR A 00 1) 38 230655 (Kruger & Savitsky, 2009).

SR, 78 BRAEFE T, AATH HHNE | O 4
Xof 2 3 I AN R0 At N B 266 % R B T AN i i 4
5, IRZmHE, ATAUHNE A & 4s X K81,
RN N P e X 22 B, BLRS, XA S5
149 29 0 =2 R] 174 22 B ) i 7 AT 25 1 B0 2 2
1.2 @ERIAMETHEI RN

o Yo 3% BUFIRE X 98 BLAR 2 52 e 4 by 5 e s, {HL
— SRR, AT ie% I8 4a xR, WAt
SIS, BRI T & e, IFH
ARG BENMICRNEZES S, AR E S
FE&H OB X RIR, SRS FEARXT RN (Festinger, 1954),
PRI Ay 2 o) e B 25 HL A D e A NS B s, AR
ARSI R H S Pr Al as . Rtk, HA M=
YN FRAERT, AATA S U X AR ;i A7 7 W]
T () 248 X AR R T, A X AR o 1 5 i gl 23 B AT

SCUEMF IR SRR B, 4 X5 B A XE BT
F Wy 5 P 5K EAA R A SE M, 41, Moore #1 Klein
(2008) #5 YR B A AT 7 AT 55 b A 4 X6 3 B (A A7
FE 10 38 B 245 T 8 R s AR X R BRI B &
T 77%N), FFibga i [ o ARk S . 45
FEBH, 24 X0k 23 I PN 1 52 00 T AR R B 7 Lu
ENQOIS)ATFE h, Yl A 1550 A O Y 248 X%F
RILANPRIGE T 4000 JT)FAHXT R BLCUR LA R 7]
FEZ T 2000 TR, 4 X5 B AR X BT B

Je S B KBS PSR = AR SR RE i . 25 b, A TTHE4S
X & BRI G e B A S %5 TE R o
1.3 20 Rs R EREEH &

RESR AT S i A vk e B, 26 % 2 3045 oy
S0 AATTREAH X 22 B A 0 B2 A58 3k At 25k
A RZ AR B G Rz o) 8 TR A R . AR AT
5 Xt 5 = W %) S HE S 380 e H At A 56 = 4 ) s
W Bilan, AMT20K H COXF i N R SE R AE I EN SR 2
A3 1 A Hofth 75 T, B0 S48 %000 (halo effect;
Thorndike, 1920). 3845 {22 42 7= Fe %00 1 —Fh, 45
NATTN Ry 3R B W 5| g i B ] B L A0 55 5E
B9 ASHA FRBERE (Cryder et al., 2016), A6, Af]
OGRS AR () NIz AR BT AR, AR
If4% (Park et al., 2020).

HH Bz AR AEONE 4 D R AATTIA S 4 22 (]
AR, Blan, ATz ) B AR R B S0 2
SR Z R A B IR, DR RS 23 [ B
ZACEDO RS AW L A S5
(] FE B i, AT A Rl 5 % (Shin
et al., 2018). LtAN, HF A B\ HPHEF 58 — (1 Ak B Al
FoAZH D3 SR B B AR R, BIAEE R
BB, AT R HE R — R AL B 2R
Pz AR H AL B B b, M HEP S — B R 5 R
B 5 00 At B 5% A, 25 F B A (Steinmetz et al.,
2020), WA DIWrX IR R, ) AT B 4 L 22
[E] Y IR PE R 55, ARSI T o Z5 L, iZ4k
SO HA BREEHLH], 2 % AR B ET R R AH R
HBR

TRZ I, <Xl 2 BLIE R FH T 2 BT =2 1]
FEAESCHE A SR [F] 27 A2 U 56 v 3145 5 43, A AE BE
G HER F A s AR IEE Bl 51 AR B L R
HBAR L, e L FE h H R BRERAS AP A4 K e 2 R
WA 22 0] 8B AR IR, N 2 I &
Z I B E M, IR BRI Y itk 7
Ak, Blan, ASH M E 5 g R AR R, 3
FLEIE I T AN E PR R 25 AL, A MTTENA A B
AN 5E 7 (Hsee & Ruan, 2016), £ A —it2iE K [H
— EbRE B RS G AR ORI, (HEE SR BE 8 H bR
BLSE G (CANAS AR I N — 2 15 Bn]), AfTTEMT5IA R
“Ejfi N—2iE K A — B s 5 s g B B % 1Yk
Z, I n] B8 & Z AR A A A %% F7 i3 72 (Huang et
al., 2019),

[ EE,  AATTAE 4 ok 28 BUAAR X 2 80 =22 o) Sy T
BORMIRRE FBER, B, FERIWT A O AT R
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I, 205 H O X6 36 BTz Ak 320 %6 A X 2 B0 A0 PR
It Klar fil Giladi (1999)ER B 0FEA A & 4%
FEARIER L L NR X RER A CAXT T AR
iR, Z5REEM, ACHX T AR ERES A S
F14) 28 XoF = A S e BE ARG, L5t A A 68 % SE AR RN
IS A G . Windschitl 28 A (2003) & B, 4 AA]

55 HORE G R AR MU I, #h T B B 2 0 R BT,

A HE BRI T X775 AN B R
AbESEERE, T BB B R R 2E, A
HORRRE T,

XAz A BB A EIE B o BIEE AT B 15
AT AR AR I, BIAE U2 R AR I
I, e gx PRIz AT R 22 B /N A A D B9 W A
i, AWFTERR B AT X R B L Bk i
i1 TIA N A C AR BBy, DR s AR 2k
i I A 22 B WA AR | ORE AR R 451 2 5T 114 22 B D
FHEUIN, TR B LB, i T IA A
FIE AR e B e 22, DR ITERE AR 6T 20 45 N 1) 22 B
FIWTARFEL/N | R R 5 G i f) 22 BN WA K .
FURBEUNER 1 P FATR XA A -t AN Z R
W7 BRI R DAy < 22 L SE 2 AR R

x1 MREBRDE

4 3 4 30
AR 2B B
ELROEIN o Xof i R
FHXS RS A X R B HAXT R B2
“IR oMl () B AR £ “FEAbEEF A T2
BRIOAFRAMAZE B/ AR- AR
MR AR AR A 2%

I ZEART 247 <R b ()25 177
BN AF-MAZERE B ARl 228

(B FE R, AMTIC AT 3 O A X 2
Af, P4t RPN R AT g A, &
M, MHCS5MAZ W 2EECLmE, K
IHH AT B 4% R IR HEWT A O 5 At A Z 8] 1)
ZEME, SR AR R, X A2 AR
(CE=
1.4 FFERHEELE

FATE AT 7 AN FERG 50 25 BE 058 1972 A A% N
R HBREEHLH ., BT 1 2 3 K86 Bk o Ak,
5T 2a HEBRAG B2 BT B2, fF5T 2b HEBR TS
SRR, BFST 3a. 3b HERR B K/ N 35 41
Wo BFIE 4 GEEHZ AR P BREEHLE, 5 bl A
AT IA Ay B =5 4y [) 1) S IR B2 ARG 2z Ak 2800z 30 1 T
BETE, 58822 IR b 012 ALK BE 75 D855 T 2 1

&, WfE, WISZHy THRASROERE . [FIRE, A5 4 6
HEBR B O MR R sE P ik . BFE 5 HERR LE
BS MR ss P i, WIF0RM TN . #8088, 4t
SR =MECBREE ST . G Ek . SRR S, K
B A BRSEAE AN )19 858 v B T B A

HRAE G*power AR, X TR0 f =
0.25, ZLAF] 0.95 MEIHHEUT), B ED T E
210 ZPle ik, FRATIERTA BT R IEEREAR
HRT 210, DIEfR 2B mRgial.

2 WsE 1. L

ST 1 AR50 B R AT 21 13 38—
by N 22 BE UNAT 52 ) B 19 266 % FTRE X SR B 52
TRAS B FE — YD 55 G T B 4 5% FAH X 26 9 1Y
HE, RIFIER A C S5 A Z A 221
21 #ik5i&it

326 WIS 5 TSR, KB 143 4. &
P 183 44, SFI4ERE K 21.27 % (SD = 2.45) W90 R
FH 2 (xR RAEARK) x 2 (FHRFRBL: FR4R/
PRI BT
22 iE

P E A M — L [F 2S5 T [ — A B
eSS, S 5FTERIE—R N8, Wi E %
BB, B aRA—E W, PR IR R, KR £
AER Y 73 0 745 H e U B8 5, WA T S .
FE 4 % 3R 25 —AH X AR 25 1 SR, Bl i s 2
300 4%, ISR G 200 43 15 <Y4a X355 —HANT
PR AR, B RS 300 48, TR B S
JE 400 53 TE“Ha XN —FHXNT AR 25 1 SR, Bk
MG E-300 43, [F]2% ) ST E—400 45, FE“4LX%)
PR R X 1 25, g BR300 47,
[F] 27 1 I BT 2200 47 o

BRI S, B A O XA R A AR B
SERG W EA Z K = 2N, 9 = 2l
K)o fieJi, BRI E P SN DG4 5 B
23 #H#ER5iHe

PRGN R 1) [ TR AN 2Z BT 2 (HaX 2RI x
2 (MHXTRIDB I 225007, G5RBIR, Xt RAT
ERV L, F(1, 322) = 33.81, p< 0.001, n; = 0.10,
95% CI = [0.04, 0.16]; HHELAEXTHILM = 4.16, D =
1.98), AAITHE4a %3 45(M = 5.37, SD = 1.91)if 4 [
O 5 A =2 T] A 28 BRI B A5 5K o AR R B A 254
A, F(1, 322) < 0.01, p = 0.981, n, < 0.01,
95% CI =1[0.00, 0.00], &%} 2 I AT F A28 H.
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EF R 1), F (1, 322) = 19.73, p < 0.001, n, =
0.06, 95% CI = [0.02, 0.11],

O AR R (M A 22)
B AEXTIRA (LA AL

SR FE: 300
A3 200° KLY

BB R A2
—_ N W B (% [=)} | =] el

Hi g ss COSE S
2 %oF 2% BHLFN AF Xk 2 B0 IR0 B 1 IR A 2Z B
SR (BT 1)
T REL AR AR R

AT AN A3 AT R B, TR X Ak 2 s Dl b,
RIEMIXT B2 (M = 5.84, SD = 1.84)158 3 (1) 2
R F AT gt (M = 4.90, SD = 1.88), F(1, 322) =
9.98, p = 0.002, n; = 0.03, 95% CI = [0.00, 0.08]; 7
28 W PG D, SO TEAH X R 2R B (M = 3.69,
SD = 1.87) 15z 2 () 25 B /N T AEXT 0 R B (M = 4.61,
SD = 1.98), F(1, 322) = 9.76, p = 0.002, n, = 0.03,
95% CI = [0.00, 0.07].

ARG R SR TSR, AR B, AT
25 KA CHHRT TR DL, Xk, &%
KA CAX T AL B2, 5 1 FEEPITT
YRR 5, RIS 1 IRZSERIM A CfE R,
SN RE R, XA RO AT RE R FRAE AT
AT H B XHE B MATET o 24, tEhThe
Mol NATTXF 22 BE ) T o 3R 45 25 P BRI 25, #k
SRBOHMAEL o I, 5 AR 4 X6 FUAE X P
T AR AR 25 B, A 28 R0 e AR 7 — D7 TR AR 25 76 )
— Iy AR, TR Z; 7R 7 AR
B, T4 RIS e H A o T BRI 4 ™ A SR Y
VA, TH AN 28 11 N 77 AR R I Y PF M (Waters,
2008), Ht, THEL AT LU RBEIA &5 8. AMT7E4
X FURH XS 7 7 TR AR 4 5, BRAR B 1 4 AR 3 Lk N 7
AR, Ak B O B G FE 4a X F AR
XS T 7 T AR AR A B, TR T A A L A AR
AT, A A QI b N 25 FrbL, 76 B P Ap
TEOLH, ZRRSE R, A, FE— R4 — 7
TR0 R BsF, AN IS 8 i 1 7 R 3 LB IR 21 5/
MZERE . PR, FRATELEAFSY 2 ST A & AR
S0 SR BT 5155 26 S 15 23 5 i) 22 B H 1T

=

3 W 2. W

5% 2 B E IR GG A I IS | 25 AL 2
HABEERENE, RS E SR AL 8 W
ST (FFFE 2a)FIEFLE (WF5E 2b)Je 15 23 f i 22 B
FIW AR IEIZ LSO B BREE B, [ 8 B L B
TR 1 ] Dy 2 B S 155 4 R 6 AN 25 5 i) 2 BB
B BIZ ARV
3.1 #fR 2a

WY 2a A BBHERR A R A AAE S B9 2 BT
Xof 22 BRI W s o 41 B A — R T B
B NRBLE R, RETEE H O St A Z R
2200, MPERTEAE T A B ARG B 2B S T .
311 HiX5®IT

320 AWAS 5 TSR, KB 129 4. &
5191 44, SEH4ER A 21.86 %(SD = 3.11). BF9T R
FH 2 (HaXb R RAEARK) x 2 (FHRFREL: FR4R/
1 ) B B ] 4 1o
3.1.2 RiE

PG [ &R — A [R] # 7E A — D H
HR AT AR BE A 4, — Bt lE, PIAAS 3
TR EE LSS AE AN AR 25— X IR 25 A0 4%
b, BN 300 JT, [FI2EER 200 J6; FE<4a X}
Fas — AR S SR, B 300 JT, Rl
WL 400 JC; FE“4a 0 R — A XT3k 2 S5 Ak v, Bk
W71 300 70, [F2E5 4 400 JG; 7“4 1512 — 4
YR B S, gl B 300 JT, [F& 545 200
JGo AT T 6T A O Al A B 52BN

Be B2 e AE BE, B aCITAN O RXA [A] 2 AE 4 e
SERTmPZERE(1 = 220N, 9= IR R).
Ja, PORES R AERSEAN DS E R
313 HR5iIHE

R AN A R WNSE DS IS s -2
Mo 22 BRI, X 22 RN G0 AT 2 (Xt RIN) x 2 (4
XPRI) = 2 (BT B 7 25087, SR ER, 5
SEPUTF A OC B BT A RO A B3, ps > 0.450, X
Vi W LB NS 22 B . Ik, Z R EETT
ST TR A X — A

P AN ZIER VAT 2 (BXTRI) x 2
CHAXT R BB 7 225007, 45 WoR, xR 3
B, F(1, 316) = 6.70, p = 0.010, 1, = 0.02,
95% CI = [0.00, 0.06]; MHTF4axFHi(M = 3.81,
D = 1.74), AMIFELXTRLEM = 431, SD = 1.78)
B O 5 N 2 ) i 22 BE 845 R . AR e 81
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B ROV AR B3, F(1, 316) = 0.24, p = 0.623, 1, <
0.01, 95% CI =[0.00, 0.02]. &%} 2 I AT F LAY
SEH AR 2), F(1, 316) =21.35, p< 0.001, n," =
0.06, 95% CI =[0.02, 0.12],

9-

8F
O AR R (A AZ)
= AR RAR (LML)

~
T

N
T

TBAE B 5 Bt A\ Z2BR
L w

w
T

E= Ll HE: 300
(NI AN 400

ElEH ) E B 300
PN A : —200

[\
T

3t xR
B 24X F IR AR X 28 BB AN ) (19 A 3R - A\ 22 HE
KB (BF 5 2a)
T AR T AR

] ARG R A AT R I, FELE X IR RIS R, A
IFEAXT RS (M = 4.70, SD = 1.58)%1%55 3 1) 2%
FE R FARXH S (M = 3.91, SD = 1.89), F(1, 316) =
8.53, p = 0.004, n. = 0.03, 95% CI = [0.00, 0.07]; 7E
A X R G S, ATTHEARXT R85 f (M = 3.33,
SD = 1.48)H15% | 1Y 2= FE /N T AR K B (M = 4.30,
SD = 1.85), F(1, 316) = 13.07, p < 0.001, 1, = 0.04,
95% CI=1[0.01, 0.09],

XEEAIR ST 1 B4R —E, B ZE
Iz AR TEA [RGB AR e Ar e, HAZIE B A
PR () 52 0]

32 #E2b

WFGE 2b A ERERT I 26 e 75 ff e 22 B N o 132
A 5T 26 R 55T 2a #H R A EE BTG 1%, BR
TN E 2R, A T g g . T
2a NZE S R 8 2 B X 22 BF 60 5 Y 5,
WATEARN R LG5 h 2B TAC
HE
3.2 #Hik 5t

344 YRS 5 T, Hd vk 138 &, &
P 206 44, FHEAERE N 23.02 2 (SD = 2.66) i 55 2K
2 (X RB . FRESAIR) x 2 (FAXF RN . 3R25/
OB B
322 RiE

B P Y 2a HREBEIESE, JFEAE A C
M Z B 2E8E(1 = 228E/, 9 = 22HEHK)
A O A G OLE O = JEHTEN, 9 =

w0 FRATTOV A 1 2 B ) W AR 1% 28 TEA 8
M RBY . fea, SOl EHE FRE AN S5
LIS

323 H#R5IHE

MG EHAT 2 (HaXF R x 2 (HXF Ry
22500, B5ROR, daxF R RO B, F(,
340) = 128.38, p < 0.001, na = 0.27; AL T4x 45
J(M =432, D =1.83), ATFELXTzE(M = 6.41,
SD = 1.74)H 18 25 B AR o AHX R B 800 3
F(1, 340) = 17.79, p < 0.001, n; = 0.05; #H b FAHXT
PIEM = 4.98, SD = 2.09), AMTEMMIRZEM =
5.76, SD = 1.98)fF 45 TR o 28 %5 SR U FITAH XT 3%
WA E AR 3, F(1, 340) = 13.33, p < 0.001, 1, =
0.04, TR a8 B IEOLH, AMTFEAXS REE T (M =
7.14, SD = 1.25) L AHXT#i K B (M = 5.69, SD = 1.86)
1L TR, F(1, 340) = 30.96, p < 0.001, 1, = 0.08;
TELERTHUR PGB, AMTTFEARXT IR EE (M = 4.37,
SD = 1.57)FAHXF e iH(M = 4.27, SD = 2.07) i1
LIS, F(1, 340) = 0.16, p = 0.689, 1, <
0.01,

P AN ZIE DT 2 (XTRM) % 2
(RN I BY 7 220007, 450 WoRn, Xt Ry &
R 3, F(1, 340) = 21.74, p < 0.001, 1. = 0.06;
L T332 (M = 3.92, SD = 2.13), A 17645}
REEM = 4.94, SD = 1.99)FH [ & Hth A Z 8] AY
ZEMR A AR B A, AT I RN A, F(,
340) =0.28, p=0.597, n, < 0.01 . 2%+ & B X 7
R A2 HAE 2 (1 3), F(1, 340) = 9.45, p=0.002,
np=0.027,

9.

8 -
O MIXHRR (A ZE)
B IR (HAALF)

(=)} |
T T

s
T

RANEI B R AR

Sl BE: 300
(DAL A 400

YRR A

ECMUEEN
P30 260k e BURIRH X 2@ BN 21 4 B e — Ml A 22 B
HISEIE (W5 2b)
T R AURIR R

TR BN A AT 2, TEAa XT3 zs iAg i, A
MIFEAIXTHEZE (M = 5.34, SD = 2.09)%1%5 3 (1) 2%
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FE R TARXHR (M = 4.55, SD = 1.81), F(1, 340) =
6.49, p=0.011,1,=0.02; 7EZaXFHIE A HLH, A
EARRT SR T (M = 3.64, SD = 1.96)H1% 2 il 2=
PR S A AT (M = 4.20, SD = 2.25)%F &)
25, HBaHR SR, F(1, 340) = 3.24, p =
0.073,m,=0.01,

R T VI 0 15 S e 22 B W, X1 45
EW AT M, SRR, TS ER M
FEIAH AN T2, r = 0.096, p=0.074, 7EfT22HH

BE B Ge o Bk, K 1 g AR o B AR I AT,
ZMEHIGE 25 RANAE
LA GG 1 M2 RIEAR —F, B 2E0E
W L2 AN FEAS [R5 B8 RS e A2 7E, HAER I
175 28 JE AT AR AFAE

4 BEIE 3. EHIEUE RN

FETHANTFE T, Bk B 04 26 % R A AN )
AR B0 BN, 7EWFIE 2 B, REHET
M PIRAS ande], g [ O B3k 28 B 2k 1 2 5
300 TG, BRI, Al )& Xk 2 BEZE AR X 3R £5 AR
IR A R TR . X R R GA — A5 S i
B MR PRRH I A FLEE, AT AN
(10 A1 20) 22 8] ) 22 5 F X AN REE (n 110 A
120)Z [A] ) 25 S ARk, R EUE Z W) ih 22 R 58
Br_FAHTE (40 10) (Parkman, 1971). 7ERF5E 2 1, 1F
Y XF AR AR SR, AT A O kS 300, il A3k
%5 400 BRI 225, BT REXT H k2R
300 . fth A3k 25 200 B9 25 5 SOMAEURR, 7R 4 X% i 2k
ByAcPE, AT A OB 300, Ml A2 400 B
By A IR 22 5, BT BEXS F Sk 300, M A
105 200 B Y 2= SR INRRURE . DRI, BUE RV Ok
(1) 2% 5 [RI FE BB AS f BEIILAT 45 5L .

T HEBREE /N SE ik, BT 3 7E 4 4
A R T TR)RE B e BEBUIE R/ IN i %,
B0 AR 2 25 AR X 2 i B O At N 228K
JINRE [RIREAURR; A5 I DL TR B SR AE RIS
3o, ZATRYSE AR B E R, W E A S
TS T PR IR Z 5, Z AR AT SR FETE -
4.1 3% 3a

WF5T 3a R SHF5T 2 HFE BTGB, (B7F 4
ASZE A RIRE B . e 46X 3R 25 I 1%
WAREMIXT RS, I awikikes 300 oo, fh A3k2R
200 7C; ANARRARNTER G, MBApkilikas 200 T, i
NAR%E 300 Jo; FEZALXF 2k A e b, Bl 2k 4R

o L P A R
4.1.1 #HiIX5&IT

339 AWIAS 5 TSR, KB 159 4. &
P 180 44, PRI N 28.19 % (SD = 6.33) B 5E %
FH2 (xR RasAR) x 2 (HIXFREL: $ss/
PRI BT
4.1.2 W2

BB T 5Y 22 PRI, JFIEAEE O
AR Z BB ZEE (1 = Z/l/h, 9= 22 K).
TE 4 5X5F 3k 25 — M 3R 35 7 10 25 1 v, Bk gk 25 300
JC, FH AR5 200 0, FE <435 35 —AH x5 2 il 4%
frp, B3k 25 200 o, MAA#KLE 300 J6; FE<4aX)
PR —AEXT IR 85 S5 rh, Bk 200 o, A
PR 30070, 7E A% 0 Sk —AH X0 2R i S, Bk
WK 300 o, MR 200 o6, A, #AIAE
1168 1| I T N i e S = S O
413 HR514

P A RN ZIE BT 2 (HXTRI) x 2
(RN B B 7 22000, 450 W, gaxt Ry £
BN, F(1, 335) = 28.63, p < 0.001, 1, = 0.08;
A T2 X5 45125 (M = 3.94, SD = 1.99), A T7E4a %}
3REEM = 5.07, SD = 1.97)BHE H C S5 A Z EI 1
ZEWR AR R . AR I RN 3, (L,
335)=0.21, p=0.645, 1, < 0.01, %%} F I FIHI S &
A HEAE B3R 4), F(1, 664) = 11.59, p =
0.001, n;=0.03,

O AR (B A 22)
m XA (AL

=l AE: 200

BB B R A2
— N w E () =)} = o] O

LI i A 300
A XFIRIS A xR
Bl 4 4 X 3 SURA G R U BN 2 1) B - A 22 5E
B M (F5Y 3a)

e iR I AR R
] BB N A AT R IH, FEAE X AR S s R, A
IAEARRT SRS IF (M = 5.38, SD = 1.88)HI% 3y 2=
BE R FARXHR M = 4.76, SD = 2.02), F(1, 335) =
4.42, p = 0.036, no = 0.01; {ELXH 2 B B,
MATFEAIXF RGBT (M = 3.52, SD = 1.81)AI%EF 1)
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ZIF/NTAXT (M = 4.35, SD = 2.09), F(1,

_ _ 2_ 8l
335) =7.32, p=0.007, n, = 0.02. m AR A )

WG 3a MYSEHRFI AR 20 _E K /INE R Y
H IRt A 22 FE 25 7= AR FI T Y f 22, 3R A K52
25 5% 2 3 FURE X 2R 300 A e ) 5 i %‘% TEIZMF 5T
o, 4 DRI EBUE R /N SE AR TR, RV i 5256
VO 1 BRSO I, T4 R sz AU ATy
SRAFAE, X Uk I PR S AN g 78 2 BRIz
R .
4.2 R 3b

WEFE 3b PR G EE, TE4E T EUE /N [R]
BF, RS lEAAR ayBeRaR g Xt R 25, “BRICR
2% PR, TP 22 BE 1 32 AR 38 2 A5 B AT
P AR
4.2.1 #WiX5&It

327 /WS 5 T, Hd Bk 151 . &
176 %4, PR N 21.73 % (SD = 2.95) W58 %
2 (AaXF R . g AR) < 2 (XK R4/
N 1Ok S ETNE
4.2.2 WiE

AL A C S EFEZBRIE T, & A7t
SEHARI AR B KA T — 0 SCF . 323 Al AT
R —foCaE m e Bk . BALE T AR
BRI B S B M AT BB 5T o TE e Xt
Ras— AR5 SRR, BhAAE 3] 60 e, [
FAGH] 40 A HE; FEL X IR S5 —HIXT I O i) A
o, BEAE 2 40 B, [R5 5] 60 N BE; FE<4
X —HAXT AR 25 i A, A 2] 40 pR,
[ A 60 AN<BR”; 75Xt 0t 2 —AH X 51 2l 4%
b, AR 60 A~<BR>, [RIZEAHE] 40 BR>,

Bel e e 3, BOAPEH B O A AL [F] 2% 2 (/] Y
ZHE( = 2N, 9= 2 R). &5, #iliE
MR FREANOSIT4E R
423 #HR51Te

XPRNEN ) B I A ZZ BT 2 (LX) R x
2 (MHXFRBOB I 22007, R ER, gXT R
EROVA B E, F(1,323) =2.18, p=0.141, n, = 0.01,
95% CI = [0.00, 0.04]. *HXH%BLE’JEAI e
F(1, 323) = 0.02, p=0.901, n,"< 0.001, 95% CI = [0.00,
0.00], ZaXFBFIAIXT RIS HAEH 3 ( 5), F(1,
323)=7.99, p=0.005, n. = 0.02, 95% CI = [0.00, 0.07].

] BN o3 AT R B, FE 2L X0 4k 25 B I Al b, B
AEHIXT FR2EBT(M = 5.26, SD = 1.98)H19¢ 5] i) 22
FE R TFHIXHA BT (M = 4.66, SD = 2.09), F(1, 323) =

B X ARAE (LA L)

=)} =
T T

BB B R A2
EN (%]

51 aa 40 aa 60
2 L
' T Xt
B 5 o X 3 PR X 28 30 X BN B 1y [ Fe— i A\ 2= BE
B2 1 (BFST 3b)

T RZEL AR ER

4.37, p=0.037, 1, = 0.01, 95% CI = [0.00, 0.05]; 7
A X G DL, BCE A AR 2 BF (M = 4.99,
SD = 1.69)%15¢ 21 ) 2= 5 /N F X LR B (M = 5.54,
SD = 1.53), F(1, 323) = 3.64, p = 0.057, n, = 0.01,
95% CI = [0.00, 0.04],

WFFE 25 o, FEHERR T 8 R /NMA e Fr ik
ZJE, ALK A B A AT AR B b AT A,
UL T2 A0 9 25 1 B R 1

5 BT 4. B AHEREEHLETE BRI 22

F5T 4 B 7EAR 50 PRI L ) B Bk R i = AR Y
PALTER R 1| BE0F5 3 &S RER . A
TNy, 4 X 3 0 FIAH X 30 22 (M) 77 78 B3 B AR
LK A O B 4 X6 B0z AL =X A OOM R B
WA WER T AT T 9 OCHE, BRIz fh sk
I & A AT R, TR B T O 2 S 23 ek s T A
&Ko L, ARWEFEE i AT B R N, 1k
T T —Fh £ 25 (debiasing) 77 28 K K 5017 AL 3N 1
BREEHL

WFFE 4 I HERR B 3O MR £ i e 4 i
B UIBT AR I A B S5 40 (R] 1) S5 285 06 R AN S el A
AT B IO AR R RS, F, R R
ZEAR P AT AT R DA 00, D56 B 3R v sl R A
STCTR R SR RN
51 #HiX5i&it

442 HWRS 5 TR e, Hbh B 175 4. &
267 %4, PR N 21.57 % (SD = 2.54) W58 %
FH 2 (R - DI AR < 2 (axT R0 : 4R 25 /1K) x
2 (FEXFZRB . REEAR I BRI B
52 mfE

TEVIWr AL, FNTEURgal: <A, FATH
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52 %

NN — SO R SRR Y, ML b, EfIvTaE
WA W BRIR 2R, I 1) B 1 S 3 3 — L A5 7
MolF: — R EE RS TR 535, A
HE2 AR s — i n SRR i 4, (R & it
L PR K Z 5, #Oli ZIHE =X gl &
R, (HHESR LR . s hldp, &A1
YRR RS T 20 AN [ A 28 78, JF ) Bl B A2t
P E TR R 2. POT ZHEE =Xy
JRZIEIE . I R R 4

TR B X AR AT e, FRATTHE T T — 30
TSEE . 64 AWHA(32 A1k, 32 A, I
1N 23.03 %, SD = 4.43) B FEAL S BC 2 9] B 21 5l 2
W2 o BB EARMRITF R BUE S S, A A O
XoF <S5 W) RN W) Z (Al AE 3l B R <SR ) R =R )
Z ]2 BB ORI ) PR (Y [ R BE (1 = 584
ANEE, 9= 52&[E; a=0.79). VIKH N #HL1E
PHIE A A5 B 3(EM = 6.14, SD = 1.60) . E 1%
T P R(M = 7.10, SD = 1.69), t(62) = —2.34,
p=0.023, Cohen’s d = 0.59, 1A T #A9A bk
IR W 77 15 RE W8 U W AATT T S 8 S [R) Y R
IR R, G RIS A R Z B R

% &R UIB 2 A4 55 ME B T BE R Tl 4, i
145 MEE AT RE 2 X Je 82 s = A e, IRk, 3R
ATEE SR A VT < P Ak 1 PRI > R < 58 LA T
FHIRMEREEE” (1 = ZAKME, 9 = dEH RME), D
B ok S 1 n] B A R 1Y T

ROk, Pk 2 PR, JFT
fili A O RRIZE Z [ 22851 = 228580/, 9 = 2205
W) o em, BORIE MR AR AN D G245 R .
53 &HR51HR

JIT A w5 A U0 Wy s AT 55 o i e A B AT
R4 ESR, HeAh, VIBrZH(M = 5.32, SD = 2.06)A4 1%
W HEEHRIAM = 4.34, SD = 2.30)IN N5 BATF 551
MEJE B K, t(440) = 4.74, p< 0.001, Cohen’s d = 0.45,
95% CI = [0.58, 1.39], {HFEHARAA AL A0 XEFE 5 T PR
HPA WE S, 1(440) = 1.12, p= 0.265, Cohen’s d =
0.10, 95% CI = [—-0.40, 0.11].

RGN EI [ IR A2 BE U T 2 (BRR) x 2
(HaXF B > 2 (FEXFRB AT 200, 4508 BoR,
2 9 2800 %, F(1, 434) = 6.74, p=0.010, 1, =
0.02, 95% CI = [0.00, 0.05]; & %F I E80
&, F(1,434) =32.73, p< 0.001, n, = 0.07, 95% CI =
[0.03, 0.12], &%t B0 FIAR X B0 1) 22 HAE FH 2. %,
F(1, 434) = 10.88, p = 0.001, n; = 0.02, 95% CI =

[0.00, 0.06]

B SE, BEAR . AR RIUAAE XS R =
W22 HAE B35 (18 6), F(1, 434) = 4.48, p = 0.035,
Ny =0.01, 95% CI = [0.00, 0.04]. A #E— LRI =K
& HAE TR L SC, WD e 28 R0 458 i) 28 Bl A 45 i) Jek
ENR H AN ZERE AT 2 (HEXFERI) x 2
(FHXS LB 7 22537 o

9~

LN

8 -
=
H O MR R (A ZE)
= m AR ALASD)
® st
I
£ 4
=
g 5|
# L=l HE: 300

2L (VSPLT i A 400

1

YRR 4% ESETES

’ I

8
&
27
36 o HIXH SR (A A 22)
%_ 5 = FEXTERZE (HU A L)
{0
£ 4
=
£ 3
# S[ER EE: 300

2 200 (1Y T

1 |

AR A XTHIR
Bl 6 o X 3% BURIAR Yo 38 BT B A 21 1 3 R — i A\ 22 1
52 MR (5T 4)

W R2EAA AR R

TEFEHIZ , Zaxd I ER00 B3, F(1, 201) =
11.80, p=0.001, n> = 0.06, 95% CI =[0.01, 0.13], 44
XF R AAR X RI A BEAEH B2, F(1, 233) =
13.07, p<0.001, n = 0.06, 95% CI =[0.01, 0.12] . BFy,
A X R AT L) = 71.30, HRIPE Wagenmakers
A N (201 7% DU 3y R~ /N B4 3R i 2 S 3l 4
B, BOFER 0 25 A A7 =R 5 o i Tkl S 4 0k e 3
FAEX RIAEAE S HAENT o (AT BN A3 R W, 7E
4 %t 4R 4 (4G DL, BE AT IR BT (M = 5.04,
SD = 1.86) 1% 2] 1Y 22 FE K T AR X 2K B (M = 4.06,
SD = 1.73), F(1, 201) = 7.55, p = 0.007, 1, = 0.04,
95% CI = [0.00, 0.10]; 7E4aXtH 2k AE L, Bk
TEAIXT ARG BT (M = 3.22, SD = 1.54)H1% 2 1) 2 i
INFAIXFR (M = 4.10, SD = 2.16), F(1, 201) =
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5.64,p=10.018, 1, = 0.03, 95% CI = [0.00, 0.09],

SR, TEVIMTZH v, 4 %h FE 30 5 A0 0 F B0 52
HAFRFEE 3, F(1, 233) = 0.78, p = 0.377, n, =
0.003, 95% CI = [0.00, 0.04], BF, (£ % 2 FL <A T
) =0.27, MY Wagenmakers 55 A (2017) ) K143
bR, BIFEVIWrZH rhA rh S AR AR SR 8 A
FEAESC AR . daXt ket —MIXT IR, M = 5.06,
SD = 1.77; #aXp3kas—AHXT 4R, M = 5.13, SD =
1.76; 4axt i Jc—HIXT 3R 250, M = 3.77, SD = 1.82;
A W5 Je— AR, M = 4.25, SD = 1.69. 45 %f %
PR S0 W%, F(1, 233) = 22.24, p < 0.001, 1, =
0.09, HABFTH MBI BE, ps > 0.050, 5T
RS IRIXERE BEAE DS BN ASE T, FaRZE AR,

ST 4 W25 SRR, 12 A0 7E 45 il 40 h A7 A,
BAEVIWT AL rh, 25 AT A 135 s 16 22 4 DD BT )i
ALK, 20, BN PR A LT R
RN A R b (HE, BRIl T k2= 1 9,
DI 2 i Bl i3 3R 58 A B, A T 446 X 3K 25 1) 1
50 T BE A 280 4 R P 19 O v R RN 1 B R 1 3R At
ANEW ., X251 57Tk, SRV R
Z ML AT G o 13X — 25 FAR TR SCFF T 465t 2%
BRI S T AH X 2 B0 A A

WL 4 WS ALHERR T 3 3% oo R 2R AR S fi
o HIRHLFE AT A CAF S0 AT A5 v i X Al
MNAE BT A MEAC, B 1 ORI Bk i
17 AW (Kruger et al., 2008). FERFST 4 H, VK4 Al
PR ATE A RGBT e B 25, I
A OB 225 . X T RE SR,
F ¢ 2 B R A B b ] DA e A% gt 3k 1) 2R 4
M7 U3k 55 J 22 (Kruger & Savitsky, 2009), Ti-H] K74 Al
il S5 A X b A E AR A R, SR A SRR ]
U1 W7 2L R0 4 ) A AR 1 R b SR S T T A
25, HBAL RN, Wik, AP OoER N
TCik R 22 R B i 25 21

6 WHIT 5. HEBRZS MAAE

H T 22 B BE 2R TR A B RS b N SRR
R R v, HEACH 2 N nT RE S e 22 R R0 o
L BRI, AR AR R R AR B A R LA 2
BB A 2 IR U e N YR, TEZ %)
PR B 254 LA A R AR 2 IR e A 2
MR, A4, FELRAREGE BT, A2k Rt

ORI AR X SRR

1 2 B0 AT R — AR 28 (A0 H 2 +300, it A +200
B, +300 S B, 2285 0-100), #Haiidemtng 2
BRI —FP AR 25 (I A 2 +300, il A+400 A, +300
NS, ZEBE+100); T 7E 48 %5 85 2% 1) A5 1R,
Fho R 25 B Y 25 B2 — PR 25 (i H 2300, b A
—400 B, —400 S JH, 22HE°8+100), #E2i Bt
) 22 R — A bt 2 (A F ©-300 ., fl A—200 A, —200
KSR, 22HE°8-100), AR 4 AT 5= P8 (prospect
theory), AMTXI45 2% 1 JAZ X AH ) /N 38 25 1Y
JAZ 3k Bl (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979), K, b
BRSO REIIIE 1. 2. 3 194ER,

RItk, W98 5 TR A S IR, 58
2 [ S 15 BB R 25 B N 60 12 AL RN o TRz Ak
BN S N A S S S8, IR A S I &
PCAR AT 25 BE 15 o 1 An SRy Ak ion 2o FRATT T
P& RSB, IS ARSI AN S 22
6.1 #iX5i&it

668 AR Z 5 THgE, Hh ik 346 £, &
P 322 44, SEHAER K 26.37 %(SD = 6.51) BF5T R
FH 2 (HaXb R RAEARK) x 2 (FHRFRBL: FR4R/
PR) < 2 (LSS . A OO,
6.2 iz

BB EEFSE 3b A AR AR B, TP
TANZIEB R 7ECH OO RS B B A,
PO T BN NS5 TR MR, flA
I ? ARG, WEHIWT . AN SIRZ AN 2EE A
2K 7 (1= ZHEWN, 9= ZHHK); fEfA N
FLE S WS I A5 b, B ) 5 B 58 A N AT 55 -
“TEAH—AL MER, PRFEBLW? SRS, IE A
Wr: RSN Z I 228G 2R ida, Pds
PERI . RSN DG A E R
6.3 HR5i1HE

P AN ZIE BT 2 (XTRM) x 2
(FEXFRIL) x 2 (WSRO T 2501, 4585
N, 5SS BRSO SR 2, ps > 0.121,
Vi A B A UEHE S RF AR 268 X0 3K 4 A 2% i 1 2l
BN A S BT

P AN ZIE BT 2 (XTRM) % 2
(FHIXF R BB 07 2200, S5 WK, 4ot R 3
FON A L3, F(1, 664) = 0.14, p=0.705, 1, < 0.01,
AT F B RN B, F(1, 664) = 19.10, p <
0.001, 1, = 0.03; ML FAAX2KEE(M = 4.99, SD =
1.77), ATAEMIXH (M = 5.54, SD = 1.57)HE A
CL 5t 2 ) ) 22 BE 0 B 45 T o 46 % 3 BRI AR X
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52 %

IR ETAE T W 7), F(1, 664) = 30.12, p <
0.001, np = 0.04,
9

8 0 ARG (A )
% 7t m RS (A
=R
® 5t
Qang
24l
® ﬁa 60 HE: 40 ﬁa 4o HE: 60
25| g e
# TR 40 TN (A A 40
o S K O Ko
! ) SH
7 % 3 BRI X 2 B0 R 1 11— fib A 2 B

HS 0 (BT 5)
T R F AR
fa] R 3 AT R W, FEAE X AR a5 U b, A
IFEAXT BRI (M = 5.32, SD = 1.76)%1% 2 1) 22
FE S AR M = 517, SD = 1.65)% A 257,
F(1, 664) = 0.62, p = 0.431, ;= 0.01; 7EZEXH%k
RGO, AATFEAEXT IR 25 B (M = 4.67, SD = 1.71)
AR 22 MR N TAXTHUR P (M = 592, SD =
1.40), F(1, 664) = 48.88, p < 0.001, ;= 0.07, A
FERI SR GHTILA PR A AR . 764 %0 3R 45 10 1%
BUF, X RN ER AL E, XATaREH N, &
FF 98 A 0 5 R AR i, B R OR F O S AN (B
P N5 B O Hede, X Fh 4R R N ss T AH X I
FER, AR IHA R e B RN B . AR L X AR
i AR, AR I RN FIZ AR A fRT B AN
MAEF T AR, WA A BRI . (H, RV,
AW SR SE LR —8, MR T 2
"B 52 246 6 A X 2 B A 2[RI 4E o
Zi b, W S IS RHERR T IS B iR

7 BPHE

ARWFFEIRT T 4% M2 FE BRIy, A AT T2 e
EFITAL A -l A28, 45 R R, AT 22
R R i 22 19, K5 A B 2 0 R B AL 210
FXFRIBYHIWT b o TR AR AT, AATTEARXS 3R
it R AR 458 2 I JRR 380 B R 9 1 e — A 25
TELERTIR I I, R AN 3 4 IR HAT X 458 2 i B 2]
/N A A A ZE B AFFITEHERR T A FO
R BUEK/A . SIS I 52 BB
7.1 FHAR XS SR A9F B iR =

AW 5T 78 B2 AL SO AR B T AR A B A

Xof 2 L) S T A AE A 25 o 33K P fid 2 S B AR 1 )
T 32 11 B 4 %0 8 i S HE 5 At R Ee A 2 4 45 R
DML H R I,

AR LI, AT AT 2 BLAY 2 BT 77
T 122 (Chambers & Windschitl, 2004; Rose et al.,
2016), AWFFRNLAT L HES T A AR B
Je, AR A, 4 HANE H O R4 X RIS
B A B 4 RIS, AT B AR R I P
M TETE R 22 (Moore & Kim, 2003; Moore & Small,
2007; Windschitl et al., 2003), H % EE A i 22 1A
ONER, BT AMTTRETER B2 5 iR A
Wro TASHEFE B, B A58 50 1 /% ORI A
Py xT B0, XX R TPAG SR AFFE R 22 . X
b 2 0 HABAS 9T 38 O, RIS A48 T
AEMFEE, ZFUWMACAZEC S, £
1’%%&5%5@%‘??2?&fﬂ%#ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬂ%‘fﬁ“fﬁﬁifﬂT
NATHAE R

FAb, R T X A WO 22 00 7 AR DR L, B BF
SRR T A I A0 (Kruger et al., 2008) 15 5 5
(Chambers & Windschitl, 2004; Moore, 2007)fi#
o SR, X PR BCERAS e g BEAS I 58 2 B 22
PR GG Iz ARRON o AR AR F F G, QR AT A
A PARZS, IO 22 51 23 7 2% (Kruger et al.,
2008) MR8 2R A A R, O LA B R

IR AT 51 5 AT A NG L, s e D/

Wi 22 (Kruger & Savitsky, 2009), #Xili, ASHFFE [
PR T T A R R R HIME R, I
AT OT H OO AR AE B 2 BT (W5 2a),
NATTXF 3~ 25 K /)N E’Jﬁfﬁ%%ﬁfﬂﬁ% o
HAEIAIEAS 5 ) A8 A AE ) S Y 2 22
TG, B RO THE R 4), .Jﬂ: SETT P
3 i A R T R 22 B i Bz AR RN, A B 5
PR T — B0 A A B A X Ao D g 25— K 45
72 HdEZMEE

ARG HE IR 1 22 BE o vz Ak sk, B
MR A O A28 %7 R Bz AL 31 1 5% A X 22 20 %) 4 1
o — BT TN RIGE B 2 [A) A6 i 156 R AR
BIH R, Z A BRMELLEL T, AR SEIH S T o

22 B HTOE 132 AR 2800 S R — R i Rz Ak
{lf 2% (overgeneralization bias), B AT JE 2L 45
&85 i AR AL B LA AR G 3E 2= TE RIS 5 b o
DUB ARV B — 1. REZEAEO T, #E5F
CRNBLR SRR | AR Z R AT A %% 7 8y 1) L4k
LB IR, SRR RS b, dR22%5 12
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AR AT REHT R T 22474k, I ATS SR A 3 o 0 DU
A AR PRV Y (Arkes & Ayton, 1999), YTT LA 4
PRI AT AE R 2 OIS O 47 22 A 85000 F ) i
FEZ A B — 2L 2 H A B TCRL R I o )
A, ATeat Bz b N2 L2, HEAE
ANHEP LS &, RIS A M ATEG I, gl
Fb A A B B /D A% AR 1 5 (Jun et al., 2017),

AR TS b i Bz et 2=, /)
NATTHE B O i e X 3R Bz A6 2] T X6 AH X 2R B I
B b E 2, ANTBCA IR RN 40t R85 AR
PIFA—E M, N, 7E—KIH5R 100 50 %
WS 90 73 I A —E BURAT At AN 15947,
B IR I 5 Al REdE 95 4. Z LA B
i Bz A 25 0 N R, AT 3 T R 240006 i
WAT AR R AT H W, T2 TS R R E
THH
73 HAEXEX

T T B SR BT LA BT TR
MR PSR . B, HERRIEAL 3 2RSS S R0 RE
JInTUUAS Bz sh it | A Rl R ERAE S TP R S
MRS, WMTEsE S et . AR LB, A
AR H IR AN IR AR 2E 0 . PO 3 0 Y
IR BN AP R i 22, JFR B IR TR R R
oM. APFFR T T 2= TR, GRS
I ER I R A i 25 0 22 BE R RE, T B O] S A A
AL B 3R AN 22 8RR/, 33X 25 i 22 1 0 14 O
FET, AR AMTINR B [RS8 Z [ R A AE K%
PR X —Fh a5 AT T TG it . XA DIy
IR BT X4 F e 95 AR R B Z M B &, i
SEEEXT R 2 A Y OCHK . AT AR I, X AP )
bir 5 = AT AU 555 AT 2 %) 28 Rz Ak 31 A X 2 B
AR fB Ik

38, XFLUHESY 4 U)W 2H R 2 A ST
BRI B AR AN ZFETT LUK B, VIWr 2 A L
BRI, R IR AR SN, HHXTH 2 4L
BN ZEFEIG TN, FELAXTHR SRAF R, AN IR R4
4SRN 22 BE XG5 T 7 28 XoF 4 2 —FE T 3R 2 << ok
PR A SR G T, 70 2 AR o 4 e Y
ZRRFIBAR 22 A K . X AT RES2 T, 4aXt . AHXTI
AR gt B B FR S5, A S o R A R B
U e IR G O, B O R Az B, IR Az
P 22 T 10 RIS K o ASRRIBIFSE AT DLt i
T 240 25 0 22 T 0T B, FE4 52 MR A5 A AR AT 1
TR T, AR R AT 22 BE A HER TP

[y, S48 X — W 25 T TURE A% A R i/ A
TR~ N\ 2 B v iy T O 22, ELE B AT TG 7
WIS 22 BRI W Y 58 28 . 7ERFSE 4 h, A
AT 2 % AL i B R 28] 1) 25 B AT AR L K T 46 Xk 4
PAGHLT o AR B 5T 5 BB A R0 0 25
TWFB, ARSI [ &R AZ=E S5 &0
FETER 2B DR — 30, AR TXT 22 FE A R PPA
74 WMRERERE

AW g A TR ] [ - AN 2285,
BA M X — RN AT A e AL, Fan AT T2 nfer i
Jilh A B EE S INPE TS B AN, B0k SR R I AN T
O A A Sk b o ASBIF 58 22 BT DA 22 8 3]
MY ZEFE RN, 2 PR Sy 22 B ) A B 5 e e 5 ) — 1>
K2R, AT R e RATEATE 52 HoAth i 278 w455 5
M, Lban, AMTHEPOE R BRSNS, A<
FIRAC SN FZEMZER, (ZIRiE &2 3L
(Huang et al., 2017)F1 A #% (Klein et al., 2020)%5 1% £
PIZR 52 o A I BIF 8 AN 5 11— 20 ) 2 )
MIAT R G R o AR, 4o X SRIAAEXT R A G 2552
M NG 264728, F A ST B AT A BR AR R R 35
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The generalization effect in gap evaluation: How large is the gap between you and me?
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Abstract

In many social comparisons, people know exactly how they and others do. These comparisons induce a self—other
gap. A variety of important decisions are made on the basis of judgments of the gap between ourselves and other people.
Existing research indicates biased judgments of self-other gaps, with unknown absolute performance of others.
However, the question we are interested in is whether judgments of a self-other gap will be accurate when both
absolute performance of oneself and others are specified. This research investigated how the self—other gap was shaped
by absolute and relative performances. We proposed the generalization effect, in which individuals generalized their
absolute performance to rate their relative position to others though the actual self—other gap was specified.

We conducted seven studies (N = 2766) to test our proposed generalization effect on perceived self—other gap.
Study 1 adopted a 2 (absolute performance: gain or loss) x 2 (relative performance: gain or loss) between-subjects
design. The participants, who were informed their performance as well as their classmate’s performance in a test, rated
the gap between themselves and the classmate. The result indicated that absolute gain caused a larger perceived
self—other gap for relative gain (“I am far ahead of her”) than for relative loss (“I am not far behind her”). Conversely,
absolute loss caused a larger perceived self—other gap for relative loss (“I am far behind her”) than for relative gain (“I
am not far behind her”).

Studies 2 and 3 replicated the results in Study 1 with investment and social media scenarios. Besides, Study 2a
excluded the influence of information order and Study 2b excluded the effect of emotion. Studies 3a and 3b ruled out
the alternative explanations of numeric size.

Study 4 tested the association mechanism by cutting off the associations between multiple dimensions. We adopted
a 2 (association: cutting-off or control) X 2 (absolute performance: gain or loss) x 2 (relative performance: gain or loss)
between-subjects design. In the cutting-off condition, we designed a debiasing intervention where general associations
among multiple dimensions were cut off. As a result, the effect found in Studies 1 to 3 persisted in the control condition
but disappeared in the cutting-off condition where associations among multiple dimensions were cut off. The result
indicated that generalization among dimensions accounted for the effect we found. The result also ruled out the
explanations of egocentrism and focalism.

Study 5 manipulated the reference point in social comparison and found a null effect for reference point on the
generalization effect, which ruled out the explanation of reference point.

We reveal that assessments of relative performance are biased even when people have sufficient
information about their own and others’ absolute performances because people generalize their absolute
performance to relative performance. The generalization effect reflects the overgeneralization bias in social
comparison. People fail to realize that absolute performances are not necessarily related to relative performances.
Moreover, the current research offers a feasible approach to reduce such a bias.

Key words self-other difference, social comparison, overgeneralization, judgment and decision making





