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Abstract

Name-letter effect refers to the phenomenon that people evaluate the letters in their own names
more favorably than letters that are not in their own names. It reflects an implicit positive attitude
towards the self and self-related objects, thus, it can be used as an index of implicit self-esteem.
The current paper introduced the procedures and scoring methods for name-letter effect, findings
of using name-letter task, as well as its implications in life decisions and task performances. Two
issues that remain for future research and the feasibility of studying name-letter effect in Chinese
context were discussed.
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EMABBRARNEDRONBRRRSE, EREANEENRERR I ERRR. XENMHTEA TN
BRI FRRF 580 vk CAREAA T BRI AR5 5 2 P Ra B BB SR I DA R gtk 42 - RERS LR T S B
THPSRAMES RSN, FHAERERM IR T FEH— D0 TR 0 R RAE P SCE SR TR L4 715
PLEATAT A

XKigid
WM, NRER; SFEEH; ARBRTL

1. 5|15

PR FEAREN NS A 2R %, RSP E X 7 3 S 5K EZERH . X AAmE,
H O 4 7 HA R 0 B SRS AN B, IR BE MR 2 Bk ae . Fee b, BAEHAMAZ SR
W FAR W T4 5 BRI (Hall, 1898).

T FL T2 A I SRS 28 (R SR FRIK % RHK, &4 A AR — SRR R R T 078 B 3R
EREARE. RHAERRNE AR RERERTIEN “XS IR (cocktail-party effect), BfI, 7EdE
RN B O A T8 RIS IR A 2 Mkl st A0 R (Moray, 1959). 71T 4K R FHVE R i
HEMEEZMEFMERBH T, B ORI P EUiE g B A MR AR LA, e ke
I8 B RRIR N\ SE EE AL I — PR Bl (Arnell, Shapiro, & Sorensen, 1999; Fischer, Dailler, & Morlet, 2008; Shapi-
ro, Caldwell, & Sorensen, 1997),

B 7 AENEIIN Crb R B AR A, | 48 A A SRR 4 7 TH R Ve AR 3 TS, X
FmirH 2Tl AN RZE T BRI K. B, Nuttin (1985) &30, 18 [ 4 160 2 Bl XS 1 7 B8 G /0 i
X 2 A 44 PR A R B ) R SR e t 1 AR BE S R — AN, RUE R IR R A B S
HSHMHARTE RIS TR S B OATFHRR, AR 0 R T 58 2 Mk £ R L) il B k44 117
B, Nuttin KX FRI G FR 2 i 44 7 BERUN (name-letter effect), FF4& H X B Otk 44 20 sl 7 BE i e B 1
Healnt B AR5 B A KK ED RS .

H Nuttin (1985)Z J&, Xf H CL k44 AR BRI Rk I 4 £ 52 /0 16 FiiE 5 RS 2 7 AR, H%
LR H AP 0T H OB A AMEHRIFE R I 1 4 7 BERUN (Hoorens, Nuttin, Herman, & Pavaka-
nun, 1990; Kitayama & Rarasawa, 1997; Nuttin, 1987). 45%F & HERR MR T IE R, 78 DK 45 45 i ek bt R ik
PIAE RO RI 20 B O R i IR I 44 - RERAORE, [RIIN A W] AR G548 — AR R A ERFFE X B DAL
A7 BER AT (Stieger & LeBel, 2012). X2k H 78 84/5 7 5 R B R 2 AR BEAT XS LU PRI, JE#EX EC
PR R A4 78 T B R B B T AT 2 (DeHart, 2002).  FiRBE R — 8GR, 4% 7 RN R — Rl 54
N0 Fe 1 AT DR 110 1 A (R T IR 52 o TR R Rt b, 120 9 AN A A S L (1) 3 e FL— 42 Greenwald
L5 Banaji (1995)% Hh itk 44 7 BERGRI AT g e Bk 7 /MAORH A EH SR AR IS BE IR REE B ORI E N B & . )
— NS Kitayama 15 Karasawa (1997) & H 7 —Fh DL Likert YR & RBEAT 10 16 50 I EFE 7, M 1 154k
A RHR I PR SSAE A B B BRI R 153 1T IR .

22 BERLSAE H 38 45 A A RS S BRANA [ RS 2, T AH R 2k 2 - BHIR AP RSS2 4
B 5 P BRIBCAR I 56— AR AR 3z A B A B B R R TR DR, BRI T RERONN T A B E
B, AEEANRASINANSE OISR B A EENERE L A, BTX A Ok 4 2 R B e i
A UE B 22 800 B 1R 5 S 58 U 55 B R (WLAR SCEE 4 3843, DRI 2 S0k P it 7 [ B 3 LA — 5 B S A
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{6 STk, ATV RIN A8 7 RERUSL AT ST FEHEAT £33 70 W 48 Hh SCEBE T LTItk 4% 5B (745 i e
PRUME 55 B AR A REATHE TR AT e

2. R FRYNNNERFSIESFHE

T H e Tk 42 BN (T BRI T Hh S Nuttin (1985)SR F T —Fh e xt HL AT 55 kel & i iR onf 1 O ik
LI, HRR T AR IR R IO 7 BRI DA ik — 1 77 sUN R B AR = R 2 b, s
UL H 48 T I AL R HAh 7 B 0k v (1 B R A 30 B 120 15 0 BT 8 6 8 S A i i ZE LS AR
ZWtad, mT LN E R A B BRI T B B R N, R 7 2 R A T —
TSI AT 55, BB 7 BRI 4E 55 (Initial Preference Task, IPT). WA 5T ¥ HFR 2 Ak 4 7 &)
V431145 (Name Letter Task, NLT). Z%AT55 BMH0E A& LABE AL 77 a4 BR = BER B HEBIIRU LA 7 77 3 a4
IR BT RER BT 7Ry, ZORHAE Likert RNER LT A SXH N7 R0 S 475, @i iy
RIS W 7B BRI A - BEIAS 40 % i 4 7 BEOR EAT R e (Kitayama & Rarasawa, 1997; Koole,
Dijksterhuis, & van Knippenberg, 2001).

TE k24 - REROS N & v 0 T, 8 B S VPME S CHE B s R L 45 50 . B, i REK
PRI 5 — BN RPN LR BRI B, 8 AT DR B L 2 A BRI A S (R SRAT
55 & BERAA AT B 5 B IS 5 R B AN B 0% - B RS R AE (1, AR AN R RERORL. E R
WIFIESS b, AT 2 BRI - RE 5 77 (attractiveness) EAT 1T, 53 7 0F 70 00 & B SR ART
W iZ o BE) 05 (likeability),  J&— 0T 55 fE 45 21 58 55 [ 1k 44 - BE RN (Stieger, Voracek, & Formann,
2012). TMiHRHE Sakellaropoulo 5 Baldwin (2007) ML AL, X PR 55 BT o5 S0 G s2Br F 2 PO BR E B
AARFE . Hsh, EARFE AR F R BB SRR AR L P BS54 5 00 5 T L e ) 5t
JF A HRAFAE RS — Lo AR, X EE PR R A RE AT RE 2 R M BB 7T 45 3L o 4ll, Stieger. Voracek 5 Formann (2012)
I TUT AT IR, LA 2 s ROEAT VAN BT S B 1 4 7 B AF AR & e/, 5 5 9 B RS H|
(145 SR LA AL

B T AERIIPY BB E R LR T BRI 45 R 2 R AN, 109 T T AN 4y A ik 4 7 BN [
FERESCE T, MFTH WIAC 0 i E B fRh . 1) LR KL IE 15 (Baseline-corrected algorithm). %4 —
ANFRE, THR I EAL R DA BT Sk 1 B A 1 200) e B 4 FE S 2000 IR LA N B 2, SRJE NIk
FRENZ A BRI & Vo R 2 5L, 19 B — MR B B R A, R 0 ik 4 - B
BNAS S (Kitayama & Rarasawa, 1997). IXFC 5 7 VE7E H T BN 12, AL A2 R4 Hil A R 7 £F
BR A A i &7 W B AT 2 AN ] 45 R 3R T i) B SR 5 AR B e I 22 e, R s IIAE T2 2 B AN A
SIS A 1) S BT AE P R e FEAS RIS . 2) E AR IE 5795 (Self-corrected algorithm). 1Z53% & Je 55 sk
XA H O 7 BRI AR A F B T390 5, AR5 2 B - BEAS 2 sk 2% 738 4, DLZEME
V9% R 1 ik 42 7 534 R A8 (Schroder-Abé, Rudolph, Wiesner, & Schiltz, 2007). X Fh8 L] DL 4%
W R AR BT BORSEMMAZE R R THE, H M DR BEL A E FE R4 | 7 B A B R o0t
TR M50 . 3) AL IE 3% (Double-correction algorithm) . X FfL k2L TR 2k R I E 50 5 F R IE Sk
gt G, AT DA P AN R = BRI 5| 0 ) 2 S Al B B R Bl ) o AR, B e IR B AR IE
FEIFR P X 44 1 BRI VP A R R 1T, SRS PN AR 43 B DLZ A i - BER BT 7 BRIV 43 34
(ZIMEVE AMER B THIE L IESY), M SIS — s IF (Gawronski, Bodenhausen, & Becker, 2007). 4) H
bt 42 K2 IE &2 (Ipsatized double-correction algorithm). iZBIEFER 20 N =2, Bk, Extsa a5l
THRE AR 42 7 R HoA B s 2 BT VR P38, AR5 N — AN BRIP4 v B 25 1% P M
(ULRIFTER A L, A T2 —IRIRIE), BBIFTA 7R B s R, st — AN T8k, TR AR
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PRz BT SR AR E S R B RO M BJa, Rt 44 B = BRI B H o BO 2 AE 58 P 1R 3
1% BRI B H 8. 2R AR BRI =P R0 A, BRI AR G 2 ) 2 B B R e BT it B 22
S MR [N A ] (Baccus, Baldwin, & Packer, 2004). LeBel 5 Gawronski (2009)7E H: 764> M 78 itk —
AR T HIERIEEE R A R&EMEE, FRHXE —FRENICHT7E. 5) Z HBHRERIERE
(Z-transformed double-correction algorithm). & 5 7E AN THE AR AS T BEPP R IAR T 7 (X — 28 TAE
SIS N Al [ FRIARE 1), S8 e IR R R A8 1 R R e R B A 2 BE AR AE 20 T 5 S S8 LA Dy ik
2, e DI 4 7 BEVE A RS HE 5 5 1% 38 42 0 BO) 2 (B 9 I 42 - B RS 459 93 (De Raedt,
Schacht, Franck, & De Houwer, 2006).

3 HRFHYNSEH

TER T 42 BRSO () R 7, B T3 00 2 T30 U IR P RS i AR M 5 i v, 7E RS U)K
HAB 2 i 2% (mere ownership effect) ()17 BERIA B & H 2% (narcissism) [ —FRRE R R BIL(Nuttin,
1985, 1987). bl Ux 45k P B At 2 A FNWE LI 6T, B 9838 106 M PN Bt 1 B 1) A 5 JEL 8 ek 44 - RE RO
(Greenwald & Banaji, 1995; Kitayama & Rarasawa, 1997). S5z b, F Rl &k 42 7 R0 10 7 B {5 0P
WA IAE DA BN 1 N BRERAE I 56 2 b X —Fh 88 L) P B 5 #ll & TB (Stieger & Burger, 2013; Stieger,
etal., 2012).

3.1. {EANR B EEFRE B F RN

PIBR B P B AR 2 A R Ak Y A SN A, FR I B RS AR AMANT S B IR B B
VIHEAT DAY B BT 7= A () — b O 15 00 52 (BRAS RE MR 0 %) 1 52 0 4 F (Greenwald & Banaji, 1995). %1 2%
AR, AEEE B ORHIEZ — =X 5 B RA R FERIE — BRI R AR X —E 3,
Koole 15 Pelham (2003)# H 1 A B6r ik 42 7~ BERUN =2 75 B B B P B3 ) R 0 DY AN Bt 8 2% AT 1 IRIE :
oA AL R BERE S Sk B 3R 0 Ok A A BRIV BES R I — AR ) IE YRR ) MA B C
EIRAZIX R —MIR M A S EE R XFOEE R AT A Q4 A R S B R A ORI
JEHABR .

HE, WAL T RNAE NN RS B B — MR I, A IR RS UE 44 S A R B
HHBAR. X HLhbr BRI S I, TR REREE AR S B L FS S | A % Sk
R, M H CM4 T B R KRS0 S 07— SO ] 7 B AT HAD A A e in T3, w40

“Y8REIESMM” (Moray, 1959; Shapiro, Caldwell, & Sorensen, 1997).

KT 4 hrE, BT K, WA FRERN E Nuttin (1985)2 5 CERKSE KO 15 A E 5K 1) £ Flis
FHARTIESE, XHAPASE T RIEM HEF R4 A (Hoorens, Nuttin, Herman, & Pavakanun, 1990; Ki-
tayama & Rarasawa, 1997). B T HMTFRAFESS, XL FAETANT 55 8 R SRR % 77 T HEs A i 2
S, (HEEREEAER —2, AMIMIE T AT @ Otk 4Rk B BA 3R F e A 3 AR AR R -

B R TR SRR SR N R R, IR AL AR E BORA B IR R S H O
BRI T RIS EAWEF. T RIEX— &, WFE KA T UL X278, BrR 5 H
M 5IR G RIET BORE AR R B SIS K LS H Y, AR 2] T 5 € 145 R (Jones, Pelham,
Mirenberg, & Hetts, 2002). F3 A B 7R B, RIS B A b DL s & B 0mh i X 25 SRS BB 1 2544 B
XTSI TR AR 1, A BRA RIS B O 2 T 0 RAAEI 2RI H 2k 4 7 BN (Nuttin, 1987).
Wentura. Kulfanek 1 Greve(2005)FE T SEiexf bbes 7 A U I R0IESE . 7EiZse88rh, MR EE
DL R 7 U I IR B CBO FAN A E FBE, SRJ5 45t NKEARR 00T 250 1) SRl W A 48 8 . 45
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RRWY, NN E O 70 FRER, R RAR S T 25 18] 1) 4 W 33 8 2 R T T AR A T 2%
il

JE, A 207 HEYE ReBsFERR X B Ok 44 20 e BERM R 47 U5 B T B ali4 i 2487 (mere exposure effect)
BT SS SRIK S R R I AT e o P i B Al fik 8 S, 48 AR 0o i bRk i) S 52 22 Uk e ] AR v ot 12
WU 55 B (Zajonc, 1980). {H 2 TR Fe 4 A 30, #aont B itk 44 40 i B i 5 - BER R B R R
B e REE /D WL, ABAT TS 2 06 R 3 HH Bl oA 5 LI A ek 44 7 BE ST S R AT, 1k 44 5807 LI B
REE T LRI H T R0 k44 = R} 308 (Hoorens & Nuttin, 1993; Jones, et al., 2002; Kitayama & Rarasawa,
1997)o  Fyhbh— et 57 45 SR U 56 B R R W k44 - BN 5 A N B 0 B BT A A DI ORI i,
Jones 25 N\ (2002) IR FE RN, SARAMNE B BRI, SR A BT B O 4 A R R R T
1 H B 52 B B 2 R E I 0. 0TI A4 T BERAORE (R 14 ) 22 St e R B, BRSE TR 58 K H AR ) 55
PE5 2R RS il 20k B SRR 44 16 1 7 BER I I 9B Y - 47 (Kitayama & Rarasawa, 1997; Pelham,
Mirenberg, & Jones, 2002). HT-BA UEHE RE 85 UE I 55 M 15 LoV (0 He A2 AR A8 I K 2 AR ) 7E Sk A0 42 1 456
205 EoA AR, BT LI P sl 22 S R M FH LAl kR0 LRSS AT e S AR SIS N S Y
S O, TEIXUEE R, VEaS 50 IRk, XA 1kul, A R &AW S frbr AR
M BENE, BYEARE W& EE E R R ATOR . BTSN, T H0ldE S iRA R
FE%5HCIHCATFIRR, HRA USRI B Ok A 8T BEa 45 3 Nl RSP
BFAL, DRI R AT PAAE RS B 2 5 0 B Bk 44 7 BERLRE Y AT RE(Koole & Pelham, 2003).

TEN 2 F RSB VR /2 S BB —MBAR S, A 2 U 78 5 42 1 1tk 4 5 B B VP A A8 55 1 DU
SAHFAE T 5 HoAth Y B B BB AT 4533047 7 % B (Bosson, Swann, & Pennebaker, 2000; Krause, Back, Egloff,
& Schmukle, 2011; Rudolph, Schroder-Abé, Schiitz, Gregg, & Sedikides, 2008; Stieger, et al., 2012). = IR,
PPN EAT 55 BA B S B, B2 A AN E 8 - B L PPN A 55 AR e B R A 0 A Bk
FEDIGAR S 5 B s (BRI T B TR I ZAT 55 R I HE 2 T A, 2 B R v ik 4 2 B m i PP T 55
A5 A1 5 B AT 55 AE SR, RIS B AR SR 5 Fo At p B B B AT 55 A G . AN, IX sz
ERPTA A B SRS LR R ) . 2 T AR B, B A N R IR AR . SRS A R AR 6
Go/No-go ARG . HMAHE 44 14 Simon T:55 LA k44 - BE B VF AN AT 55 5545 N I 2 Fh A B B B 24T 5%
1T B IS 25 S48 b 2 TR R HH BB R AL H AR 55 I AH 5% (Bosson, et al., 2000; Rudolph, et al., 2008).
I, 0 4% R U VP AT 55 1A A0 R 2 A A 50 X AT A ) P 26 SR S A AR P A DR AT
fi(Stieger, et al., 2012). #lf0, Verplanken. Friborg. Wang. Trafimow 5 Woolf(2007) &3, & 7R3k
I 5 4 R T A 3R R 4 = 15 45 % (Habit Index of Negative Thinking)Z [BJ 77445 B2 Bt tbAh, g r
BERGSIAE 8 S T IR I A SCES 4 #05r W) E— @ R FE T AR BEUIE B & 1) 00 280

32. HRFHYNEIEEH

5 Am NS B BB R, 14 BERUN 5 K F 7 11 Rosenberg H 2 53¢ (RSE) % L H I & 31 (1) 1
H 24 (A A RS A 5% (Bosson, et al., 2000; Rudolph, et al., 2008) . iX —45 S FIET 7 MR EH 2B 540 8
HER 8, WAE—EME BUEsSE 72 T RESONAE N N B H BARFR 1 X 40 30 . B £ 07 18] LAl 5%
TAERIRN, BFFtE CANH R TR R & 2 A oA OC, M iaE— B H S EATE M & T 2 B
RIS IAE AL . IR Z Tt e R, R 25 = J7 N Z v e Bk 4 7 RN 5 4B 3
BIAHOE

BT B8t [ RS XS B KW S AT VRO e, BRI RS B AT A
(accessibility) /& P Be/4h i H B SCHR 2 B — @ R, HRI 2z — 2 N a5 A0 Sl B AT 55 P it it

288
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J7 R RE 2 5 0 B P AR OCRE B B i A SRAM AR5 58 T BRSSP DAk St BT 55 2 U Bk
) B R EEMAE L B mmy S, Brb e R S 40 R B B2 AR AT RE s TR TR TAME T
HEI A O o M RN AE DA 44 - BEAR B P 9 P9 RS AT 55 1) 22 TTRIE 78 A oo 20 H #8433 1 IE
5E(Bosson, et al., 2000; Krizan & Suls, 2008).

AAFFRIN, AL EAR T ECRE ES P RIS ST, R RN A R B R A R
8] ) AH 5% 1] DAAS 3] {2 3 4 1 (Koole, Dijksterhuis, & van Knippenberg, 2001). Koole %5 AM#E Wilson.
Lindsey 5 Schooler(2000) )X B2 FEAAL N G HEAT 1 ke, A0 B BOTAS OB T MK AZ A 32 i 3
SR, TS R 8 O B SR BAN AL 25 AT BRI B BITAGI, M2 52 MO B O L
A7 FIWT, AT AT RE 23R A R/ N B B IRVl I — B . 5 IR G5 SR e e i) ) — AN R I, PR R &R
XA REROR A A0 B B BRI AR G B W R R . R Lot XE G R E m TR, %
SERAEALSE . WRIMANZR I S AN [ SO A T 557 T AR 45 21 7 IESE(Pelham, et al., 2005). HBLX AR PER % 7, W HE
A DRy 2 VA AR 0 v 2 B 22 AR B DR AT I WT . Shimizu &5 Pelham (2011) 9 B % 23 520 Y Fa/4h 2
BN AHR X — R W 1 S E RS 12T Ul B B A ) B 1 (intuitiveness) KB,
L M PR R 2 L P B 42 - BRI 5 40 S5 1 R TR PR RH DG B

It4bh, Jones. Pelham 5 Mirenberg (2002) ) SEEGHF S R B, 75 B FRAE ST BT, M5 H Bk
R S BIPORAE L A P W AT PEIME S P OB . SARANE B SRR B, AR B
TAE H FMES 32 3 U 0 B S 44 A R B & E AR H I R # R R I T S SR A

A FIRBE S A AT LUE Y, BRIk 44 - BE RN AE (i B I P AH SC fr b R R BRI 54 R A
BEAR R SRHE, AR DA S PR DA R S ) B A5 U T AR R R (S A5 R ] L
FFPFRRERIAE O, DRIk, TERRHE Ik 4 - RERLS 5 A0 B B0 7 B RRIE P Ba/A B B 53 & T AP AN [F] O
PGSR — R A N I . XSS IR FIN LR, BURNRE E XD, (HEIFAEE AR
A2

4. W2 P RN 7 SEBRAE FE R ORI

Br 7 HTR SIS ST B RIS, AR 2 U Ui — DU IR B Ok 2 T BRI R A
W RIAE LA, BRI A4, TR E FEE, 5 AR SEBRAE T it e sk
FHEWRER,  IF AT BE2 520 2 78 BT 55 1 R S

B, MANOGHEEAR AT TR, X B QA 2 T B R G T B 2 52 B Ak B R AT
M. PO, BB EERARFRE. i, 52T ack) I AAHLEL, FELL(Toby) e EI 2102
(Toronto) A= 7% , FlJF Ul ik (Tonya) 25 48 5 1 7% o U 5 AT B 2 4% 21 A4S v ifb 4 /K (Jacksonville) fE 1+, 1A 3E (Jackie)
#5498 (Pelham, Mirenberg, & Jones, 2002; Jones, Pelham, Carvallo, & Mirenberg, 2004). Anseel 5 Duyck (2008)
IR FEI I, AT BRI AT Re ik B AE A R e B S B Ok | B R A T, X —45RAE
B X AT A F-BE RSB 7RSS Wi X PRI R EAE < LA R B E I as R, R R
B /MO IIME S5 AL 0. A ABIFRE, X H k47 BER b8 22 50 B4 NFEVH 7%
ML T £ fltn, FEH(Toby) B W] A 4x 2 3K 3 H (Toyota) i 4, 117 b (Jack) JU BE AT fig 23 1l SE4E
) (Jaguar)ii4E . TR S SR ANATTIRIRE 30 0] Re 2 e B L8 it WL A4 FR 0 8 - BE S B k44 1 1 7 BEAH [R) B
AL BT AR . B4, 478 Susie f9NTE AT RES AT A B 5 (Starbucks) I 22 (Brendl, Chattopadhyay,
Pelham, & Carvallo, 2005; Knewtson & Sias, 2010).

Hk, B kA B 38 2 5 B N SE AT SS  st, RIS Fh i e m] G 2 [l 434F 95 5t
7. i, Nelson Fil Simmons (2007)—2HWF 53R, BEARTEBER LR PHERFEHAHE R =EHA



PR RO N RE E B — i S B AR

T RN (AR RIS B, (A2 E R A K I ERT (B Bk 3eh =R R LA B K 9A3id)
KA RE B =R R BP0 Gin) aAr R B, w445 By C B D R R B AL 1) P 38 S
#i(Grade Point Average, GPA) MM KT 1 F B8 AR B %42, AR T4 DA E 21 Z (1) HiAth
TR SR A (TE G AR e, 78 AL By C. D W H RINER S 4 MRIRFFR A ol iS55 20) 5
5 R RAIN N, R EERTIEE T, A E TR A BB IR A A L B T HER SRR
EEERE: BT R JUICR A SRR AT IR LA, ) — DTSRI B 70 SE BR[| k44 B T
F AR o FEIZSER T, TR SE R 10 AN S FE IR B SCRRAT 55, ARG H OO 5 IR e e 1
AT 25 HEAT VT AL 488 I R R A1 08— N SR SR — A v (1) 22l B 5/ 1 2 e 2 (5B |, 31X 10
KA Hh A PN To g, DRIEARAAN P R A1 3 58 I A AT 55 ) o SIEE0 BT R 1) SRR AR R A I I BR 25«
X AR U, B B ot B A B AR IO BRI A B, 2 B4 U D — AN BE ALY
HAt 7 Ebrid. 5 ZHBAARE O S AR, BE 2 DL ST BRIl B DA E B Rl
FANEE —H R IR, IR S DL S A A RO Hofl T BEAR id . SEERAE KR,
TR TE A AT S5 I RS 3 2 TR A O IR, SR R IR E

KTk 2 B 0 T IR SRS, A 83 N R BRI R (A B B R O) I AR EE T DU, 5
AR B A NG B R R 0 75 2R BRI S, X PR TR EIE A T X B Ok R R B e i L2
TR RS BIRA R A EY b, AN P EBOLAERAT RN 2 ik 5 5 O 4 F el w1 s
FREEA AL B A S B SE4 (Brendl, Chattopadhyay, Pelham, & Carvallo, 2005; Pelham, et al., 2002).
TE SRR 44 7 B I o TR 55 SR B2 AINE, Nelson 15 Simmons (2007) &, J&F-%F B Sk 4 41k 7
BRI ST, MESE SGERERIFE S 5 O A HLER R . RIS LA 1) 5 R e A
SRS, HTAMENT B AR E TRERA IR, 12 13 TR 2o 45 FEAME — M\ (44 21 17
BESAESS M GHE A AR IR FE UK . B, fE—E R b, BIREARIE R 7 B R B S U X He 2
TR T R R SR 2 R AR 25 R A B RIE K .

EAE RN, RS FIR SR 7 BRI A0S R AT 5 s it Feiie s, (HAEH S JLF
FCH B T A B A R S AN S s MEUEHE (Gallucci, 2003; McCullough & McWilliams, 2010, 2011; Simonsohn, 2011).
BN, fESGE TIHHRINERE, Gallucc (2003) A REMAS R ZE 4 1 7 BE S JE s & (Rl AFAE SRR HESS ;17
Simonsohn (2011) EARE A H T Jones %5(2004) LA K Pelham %5 A (2002) 145 5, (EE0 R BLIX Lk B sizfs 7T
PARARFR S (CL RS 27 AR AR BRI, iR — KRS 5 otk i s B AR E) . B4 (IR
ZNMATHRIET HAR, H—BEEEAXE, AR AEMS B AT 3 Sk 5 ) S5 Mk
WIBIS(CRZEZ KB T [F— Pk, 100 5 — PR A4 B ARG T 5 At B A ARABU R ) 45 D8 22 0 AR R T S5 A
B P OB LR S5 R e £EXF Nelson F1 Simmons (2007) 6 Ttk 44 1 - BES AT 55 45 2 A AEAE SRR AT 55
4538, McCullough 5 McWilliam (2010, 2011) 42 X & —Fhgi vl R (artifact) . X P F038 70T HcHE it
ITEF VR, BT C. My Ry UMV NEZEFRINIES RS, 42 DAL R Sk kEkiE
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