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Abstract

In almost any professional field, choosing a good advisor is the key to success. So how do people
choose their advisors in real life? In present study, we used two experiments to investigate whether
people value more warmth or competence when choosing advisors based on the Big Two Model. Ex-
periment 1 presented information about the attributes of the advice-givers through textual descrip-
tions, while Experiment 2 used a more objective scale. The two experiments were relatively consis-
tent in showing that people valued warmth more than competence when choosing advisors. These
findings reveal the primacy of warmth in advisor selection and have implications into practice.
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1. 518

IATEEM S TR SRR A — Le B PSR, thnm % i GE I, R TIES, ARl —
O IR B AR R R, i 2 Bk sl TR N A NS BN TRAT TR ARG 15 1 8
IS FIRE A, 38 RESE AL BE 2 115 B, A B T3 = ¥R SR 15 & (Minson et al., 2011; Gino & Schweitzer, 2008).
R, B — AL A& R I N E B

—MRIM S, EUCE AR AT S 5 Z A (Gino et al., 2012; Gino & Schweizer, 2008; Pol-
man, 2012). DMEEIHEFL 3 BEE T “Usi - @il 24”7 0 (Judge-Advisor System, JAS) (Sniezek &
Buckley, 1995), FVEAMATLE RGN BN I SR S il R 3R () % %5 %5, 2017; Bailey et al., 2022), F¥&H
T 2 VR R AN S VR R U B R, TR R A% R A SRR o IRl L R IR A I 2 ) R S 4 R
AR SRR EZ A (Hur et al., 2020), PRICASHIF 78 SGVE M HH B 8 DS AT A0 g I e 3 1, AR /R i
TRBER) A, SRR R A I A S R

W ESCRTIR, (R JAS U BIEt s, @IE R SR R E R G, HAS S5 REH
47 H Zh(Budescu & Rantilla, 2000; Schrah et al., 2006). #RTME H W A4S, @F S5IIRE LR BE R
e BT AE — AT LR LA ORI B (Hoffman et al., 1994; List, 2004). K, 070 % % ISy 5
N CRRBE T AT T ERTE L B A — IRV AT S5 R T FL I AR S AR S ARG Y, B
IR AE— AT FEA R OE R RO R PR A5 IR K S FE 5 R It (Heath & Gonzalez, 1995; Noe et al., 2002).
AR “EACE 7 IERFETIX S A (Hur et al., 2020), BIEECE AMYAE HE AT 55 1515 4 it
i L ie] L, [ S R SR A R SR 4 T AR AE RO K A G &R o X PR S A B T SE A ot e g 45
W HE K B Sk oK

IAEIENEEL T, MAER B E R, 2R IR A 1 @ WCE 1R T 5 B S0 15 B &R 6
R BRI TR R R A AR RS SCGE ? ARG B U, 20 TR AN AR
TECn B, KI5 ATH R, AR TS AR N2 BRI 8GE 282 X 7 ] L2 A
ST R AU o

TSR P 25 45 M e 52 1 Fiske et al. (2002)7EZIBR NS A AR AL (SCM) FIE IR, LR g AN it
ARYERE: Horp—/N 5 HE (warmth) Bk 2 PERE A O, 5 —A 518 /1 (competence) B J) YRR A 6. #4
RN B BB, WA BN EEE: BRI SEILX M I Re 1B, a0 7). HiRe. miRL
(WA, 2015)0 A RZ R 7 AR 9T F BEAE v TSR F 0 T 1 R i 4 AR | A A HERA
PR A4 FEE PN 0 ) O R A P R R 22 SR A e I /L (TR P, 9807, 2011 Mtes, 2015). (HJE iR A B
RAGRFTARVCE RSB T, AMISERERFILRAET].

R R B, MEERE SR EEARLE R £ EAEEE “ IG5 (the primacy of
warmth)” S8 . IR AR A, AT TX FAR 0 P ir E B T]_E R X 8 7 () A8 (Y barra et al., 2001), AA]
SXoF A 0 A W B T L6 i 7 O U (Willis & Todorov, 2006),  AATTE A v ) FH #uf 45 2ot At A 32t
1T HIWT(Ybarra et al., 2008). X} T X—IL R A PIFHERA A H B9/6E 71 f# R (intention/ability account)H1XX
I 25 ff B (double interest account). R &ML A E, IS N GET et = B ae JiAa L, A
N 75 P 4 iy SR 0 EL AT B B B ) ZE AR (Wojciszke & Abele, 2008). & I N VKRBT sk 7 A A
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ik, BN AT CLE B R B & RO IAE R T R 2, TRE D S BAMA B B3R, RIRE T2 %
K5 R4S & 315 13 (Abele & Wojciszke, 2007).

WMAEEWEEFES, MR EW SR RERIRN? TR, U3 RS EE TR
JRANAIFAFIN, B MR G = A - IKRE I Eim e /) - RS UG, MRS A EAE
YERETIAERE 12 FET G, ANHEFUIREN 15 K2 AR AR TR G ) BV AR SO R I FRAE SR EAZ KA, 2022), 1@
TEPRAN SRR % 0] . S50 18IS SR A R I T =G - KRR 1 IR R RE T - (RS ST
S 2 DL 29 Je B AR PP 1T R IR AL ST 2, DA D SO iR i 00, SN 5258 1) A 6

MK
2. SEI8 1: UINFEMHEERSIHER
2.1. ABr

S 1 RSO HA TR SIMRE R, RGP B R I R, DI IR T R I
B I R A AEIAE L B RN o

22. MRAE

2.2.1. R

FEAS Bl I 26 1K Th 0t 5 (power analysis)fffi i€ (Faul et al., 2007). AF 77 35 B R I BC A t K 2631 T
s b, we R EMAKTR 0.05, itk 8 0.8, N TSN E, BT E 34 Lk, B
FIRZARSE 64 2 KR, AR P W 13 5 B 0 R8s 5 A, IR A R 59 . mAH R
FERSTE 18 & 21 $ 2 [H)(M =19.35,SD = 0.75), HA1 54 10 4.

2.2.2. Wit
KHARRRPORA BT, ABBEANFENXTSR, GFEEAE - REEUCE SR - RAE &S
PSR o RIS B A i AR [R5 1 38 B B SR R 64T Ay, e rp gl ik ) o 338 25 B R il 05 =K

223 HARERF

Wi R E O — 2 R, HEEF RS 2. BT REEEaLEIMA
SIMPHE, X T AdE - AR RITHE Y. SRTBIA, RATE G, R NMERETE; HEZ
A5, AR LEGHIEALS, MFRe %I, X T REel - RAE IR AFF AE, E¥R
EHHE, MEFEFEDY]; ERIMNAAEEAKL, SR G, AKE T MR A
A “B” o AFRAAPIAL 2, FEXE R BN EAT 7P .

KA Likert 7 sl BRI E PO FRE, Bl 0 BITPO R 2 KR b I R s s - (RRE 702k
RS - RAVE I, 1 REBAER AR, 4 REAHE, 7 REFEHEEE. Wi, KA 11 fERNE
Bok PR, B PP A 7E P AL 3 ) B8 B S B — Az, 1 AARARH B ik H Ay - fKRe
FUf, 6 ARAHE, 1LAARAFE BRER SRS - A T, BJE LEgaRAE AL IR AT e %

A AT RAA RN, ARSI ST LR RR B FIRE AR 1 2 7 P IRY, 1AARTE
WA, 7ARRAEEHER: “APIMIEFHERRD” « “APMAEERE” . “BRIMdEEARS” . “B
FIRARFE G o RJE LR A R IE N, AN S LSRR B ORI 7
WA B S ik F A afa 22 M2 7 &), EPUIRE TR FERMELFERGEL .

2.3. ARER
BORIOER . AE R AN 10 RIS X R A A RS, ERURE ST R R .
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2.3.1. BB RIE

DAPEAN X RANVPAN 2 B2 (B8 /308 B AR &, 0l AR BN R AR &, g T R E M 77 2 W .
CEREH: YR R RN R, F (1, 54) = 19.10, p<0.001, fkn2 =026, #OXEE - RS2
P VRS> (M = 4.92, SD = 1.95) T i e 7 - IRV @i # (M = 4.23, SD = 2.37). PRUMERE 303 5. %,
F (1,54)=17.63, p<0.001, i n2=0.25, #iARHAELER RIS (M = 4.25, SD = 2.41) K T-HE J14EfE(M =
4.89,SD =1.91),

WAL, WiE R EAR S, F(1,54) =302.58, p<0.001, fin2=0.85. fajsizgisr#r&m(E 1),
BRI G - KR TG L mRe ) - (RIS D T, F (1, 54) = 357.32, p<0.001, fin2=
0.87; N AERES) - MRV I Lo s 3G - (KR W IE AT RE ), F (1, 54) = 94.55, p<0.001, fi 12
= 0.64. IxX gl G5 R B AN A BOE IR AT 21

Table 1. Descriptive statistics of subjects’ ratings on the different dimensions (M + SD)
= 1 R A EYEE TS iR St (M + SD)

X TEN I R IR S
TEM 4 - . -
mIAE - KRR HREST - RIS
Fdi 6.33+1.20 2.18+1.23
et 3.51+1.48 6.27 + 1.15

2.3.2. M HRIENEEEEEFENL

DAV S GO B AR B, s e P A7 U e B s RO DR AR o, AT RO R A t A 56 . 45 R R
PR R R B I B R R 2 5 2, t(58) = 1.86, p = 0.068. #lixt i #uid - (KA frik
WA IE PR E(M = 4.64, SD = 1.52)#& ) = T =i B8 ) - (K # 2103 (M = 4.00, SD = 1.58).

DAV X G0 AR B, AT i A S0 ) o R e BRI R B O R AR &, AT B A LG58,
96 A B3R 1 A E 6. 25 SR I VPN S B R 3 /N T R R E (M = 5.47, SD = 3.15),t (58)
=13.34, p <0.001, Cohen’sd =3.50. X&KL, AL TEBERERE) - KB R, Pl FERER
VG - KBRS .

2.3.3. MR IENEEFITHRIRN

DIPEA S SO AR, AR ERAT MR &, AT ROTR SR . 25 RR . AT 2 0k A

- R AE SR (fo = 39) i IE TR AE 1 — (R AVIE R 3 (fo = 20), 47 (1) =6.12, p=0.013.

2.4. g

SRS 1 SRR EIEARTIT N, RGER T MMEREEBUEFET FIRIT . 45 53R AR b= 1%
B - ARBE 1, RIS RN T B IS 0 S BN A S S e B P ARAEAE . SR, SEIG 1 BOARINS
FERUGERHMEEE — R FENREE. RIS 2 B &3 i F iR MO BRI, S FEE
FIRERE AT EAL, DA 5 SO A P9 B0 R0
3. X0 2: UBFFLEUNEMSIFER
3.1 Bn

SIS 2 BAEHE— SR AR N B IR B U B e AR B T S 808 .
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32. MRAZE
3.2.1. #iR

FEARBIHAOH 55256 1 AHIE, #FFC RN 164 4y, ARHER 115 47, BRENT70.12%. f
Rl B4k 36 44, EMATE 18 F 21 % . [A)(M = 19.50, SD = 0.72).

3.2.2. IRt
[FlSR56 1.

3.2.3. ARERF

TEEAI S 1 i i S ITIE SIS, (R IR RE M EE 1T, RV A2 Bk,
T A TR ITPE 20 DA T Je B R X L IR P 1 O ELAPER ML 2, A AREE A AT BE 1K
7zt Am. ey AR=A, AMEZERN S 3. 6 A1 9. B FT R UM RBUGFFEAT TP AR
IR S BRIA R R 5500 1 M.

Table 2. Ratings of the three groups of tutors on the different dimensions

* 2. ZHSINETFHEERITFSER

A AR ) 5 o e SR S

i i el i
KzERA 92 89 89 92
S ImZE 5 TR 93 87 87 93
e 91 82 82 91

33. HIRGR
AR A AR BOCE 1 2B X AR B BOA W, R R AN

331 BAFHEKE

VPP X RANVPANZE BE (B J1/30E) h B AR &, Ol 8k AR BN R AR &, g T I E M 2 W .
SRR

ERESAF, MR ERNAEZE, F(Q,114) =2.600, p=0.110, PF4EE ENAEE, F (1,
114) =2.223, p=0.139 1M {7 R EAEM 8, F(1,114)=55.302, p<0.001, fiin2=0.327, fi#%
MR, ORI\ S RGE - KA T (M = 5.63, SD = 1.333) b mifiE /7 - IRAE & ILE (M = 4.83,
SD = 1.344)FE#uf, F (1, 114) =52.309, p<0.001, ffn2=0.315; U NERES) - CHAE EIE (M = 5.64,
SD = 1.201) Lb = A - MG AE 1135 (M = 5.02, SD = 1.284) B GE /1, F (1, 114) = 32.748, p < 0.001, fki n2
=0.223, X LLgh BRI )4 O ZE T 4 8 WO PP B B A A

ErhERAY, MR ERNEF, F(1,114)=17.264, p<0.001, fin2=0.132, Xl i
- (KAEJTEEE V4 (M = 5.37, SD = 1.328) /& Timifig /1 - IRIAE &8 (M = 5.09, SD = 1.371), ¥4
FEEBNARE, F(1,114)=0.057, p=0.811. M4, HEZBENTHEAEE, F (1, 114)=169.433, p<
0.001, 1t n2=0.598. MEFEMBFHRY, Al mPdE - KR & 18 (M = 6.04, SD = 1.012) Lt =ifig
H1 - ARBIEE S (M = 4.40, SD = 1.220) B #41%, F (1, 114) = 189.988, p <0.001, fii 12 =0.625; AN
AEJ) - RAE &I (M = 5.77, SD = 1.155) bt s #vi - fIRAE /113 (M = 4.70, SD = 1.270) EEH REJJ, F (1,
114) = 67.120, p<0.001, fkin2=0.371. XLL5E LA hont b 22 5 i B0CE IO VP70 BB 2 A 2301
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EmZESET, PP RERNALRE, F(1,114) =1.612, p=0.207, /M4 EHNALEE, F (1,
114) = 0.042, p=0.839. ffﬁﬁﬂ?il'ﬂﬁcﬁfﬁﬂﬂﬂ%‘, F(1,114) =90.243, p<0.001, fiin2=0.442. faje
BN TR, BRI E I - REE /13 (M = 5.47, SD = 1.259) LE g 7 - IR AVE &2 E (M = 4.22,
SD = 1.349)  #fE, F (1, 114) =77.368, p <0.001, fn2=0.404; I NERES) - RIAE &I HE M =537,
SD = 1.280) b s #uiy - (R AE S8 (M = 4.30, SD = 1.370) G AE /7, F (1, 114) = 57.364, p < 0.001, fi n2
=0.335, XLl BRI ) ot 22 S AL DOE AT B R A R, W05k 3 B

Table 3. Descriptive statistics of subjects’ ratings on different dimensions of different tutors (M £ SD)

@ 3. WA TR RN RILEE T4 8RS+ (M + SD)

. TR IR IES
SR PR 4 — . .

mIE - KAE N A (i N

) g 5.63 +1.333 4.83+1.344
RESFH

fie 5.02 + 1.284 5.64 + 1.201

. i 6.04 +1.012 4.40 +1.220
R

fig 4,70 £ 1.270 577 +1.115

. i 5.47 + 1.259 422 +1.349
A

GIEWA] 4.30 +1.370 5.37 +1.280

3.3.2. M RIENEEEFEEEHENL

DAV XS GO B AR &, sl o w0 M i B s RO AR &, AT RO R AR t 156 . 45 R
EARZE A, PP R0l DG e R 2B B W& 2, t (114) = 2.919, p = 0.004 < 0.05,
Cohen’s d = 0.368. #{ i00f iy #A I — (K AE /7 ECE MIEFE 2 (M = 5.63, SD = 1.217)f T mife /) - (K #
(M = 5.14, SD = 1.438); {EHh 2 741, ﬂnﬁ%/\m&ﬁﬁ@x%mﬂ%sE HA & &0, t (114)
=3.057, p=0.003<0.05, Cohen’sd=0.395. #ifxl @ - (KA NGE kP =ZIE(M = 5.48, SD =
1.241) = T =68 ) - ARAVE @ IE (M = 4.95, SD = 1.433); Tm%‘ﬁéﬂﬂh, PO R i W 1%
PEEEA RER, t(114) = 0.943, p = 0.347. {H2H 0 S #VE - (KA T UCE IR R R E(M = 4.98,
SD = 1.439) i T fiE /1 - MR 2l (M = 4.80, SD = 1.476), &5 HA WM.

DAV S G B AR B, AT 7 A 0 ) 5 R e B R B RO R AR &, AT SR A A,
REIAE N R I 60 G RKW: EMCE AT, W R a5 a 30 1 P2 8 A4 g e,
t (114) = —2.349, p = 0.021 < 0.05, Cohen’s d = —0.440, ZE i3 # 1k =SV B & /M FER P {EM = 5.33,
SD = 3.057), HAkyl, FHECTREEERES) - ACHVE @, ol I sk # m s - (KR s 1
NECE s ERZE R, PP RT G o Bl i WO e B AR B A R, t (114) = -1.994, p = 0.049
<0.05, Cohen’s d =—0.374. va%fEﬁlﬁ%iﬂ?ﬁ:ﬁm%d\?ii%*ﬁ(m 5.43, SD = 3.087), HAk¥iit,
TR R - RRE R VCE, ¥ B RE B m g - (REE @ E R NG fEmE R A,
PEA O G R A A O kS A 2 t(114) =-1.157, p=0.250, {H&@#HMEEE
JEPPor /N TR (M = 5.67, SD = 3.022), BIAHLLTEFEmRE ) - IRAEEBCGE, Blma Tl ae s
1 - KB TR UGEE N E, EREARENBR.

333, TR RAENHRIETHHBN
LAPFIN SON EE R, WRIIHAT AR, T RO Hese . SR
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FEARZE AT, PR G R AT N A A B, 42 (1) =7.313, p=0.007<0.05. £
IS, #ON B Sk B s - (RRE T (fo = T2)I) B2 T3 i e J1- MRS &G (o = 43).

fErp R A, WK R R EAT VA E R E W, /(1) =7.313, p=0.007<0.05. H
Wi E, Hah B QISR - KR UG (fo = T2)W 22 T ik #Emiae /) - IRIVG &1 (fo = 43).

TERZESAT, PR R BN IR BT NRA P E B E R, 42 (1) =3.139, p=0.076, SRHik
N SRR RIS - KRS ST (fy = 67)IN B2 T ik P mBe - (RIS U (f = 48).

3.4. g

KR 2 RAFEMPF T BB RIER, B2 7585 1 EIasat, BEANTR SR T a8 mk
& - RBEI T SEI6 2 LR T RIEMBENLEE EINZESR, RIT REFAL, PR ST @il
FIEFEE. BURAERAT N RA B, Mz Al b, PP SO UICE i s AT ik
AR, (HARERES.

4. Bfig

AR BCE I G AR RE ) 2 AR K A, AMARTEAT AL S A, 2t Sk
JVIXPEAFEARYE FEFEAT R . T H DA W E R, A ERUE I 2 G H A, BIRILH Sk e 2
o AR T T AN HI R - RETREAY, Gl PN SRER T BEHEAT TR BT A RO — Bt R
MHEG B VCE N S H EREMARRE /1. B R Ay e 2 @ E m IG5, RN EL
PREWFR, AR RIS PR .

DAAEAIE FE A — S R I o LBt 7 B, N N BT 250 Bl b AKF Fii B oo 8 0O (R £,
T SEBRAE P S5 I 10 5 T 230 R BLAR L (Hur et al., 2020). A, RAGBSZHIES S A, HHL
TR B &, XM BT 2 B 1S S (Dweck & Leggett, 1988; Ruttan & Nordgren,
2016; Trope & Brickman, 1975). fEFM H kB FECE B, AT 2R X RGBSR IR
YMTEIEFEERR R VGER, 2 B S BCE R AR M AT B

CRABCSR RN T T AN B SRR UCE B R B R B AUERAT N, MR B B TSR
Pr—Sb R . MRIE AR KCTHIG, SAMRS BRAN SE ) 0 BEEE B0 I ) TR AR /K S 2244 (Trope &
Liberman, 2003). -0»BEEEESELLE AL, BEIS R, 2308 LA A0 S PR 20 A 39 00 T 425 (Trope. &
Liberman, 2010). /M4 H CakSERT, LhEFRVAIE S, MR OEREE BN A . AT DUHERT H A A
9 CIE UGS R TR R AP ARRE . TR RERE T, AATTRE &3 T 7514 (feasibility), %% &1
f# 4T HIE T (Zhao et al., 2007), BRIy H kSR B RFR BE b 32 2 AT 43P R A s ma (s bl 2, e,
2011).

TERVCE RN, @UCE VSRR @I 2 B EERNS SRR E RO fE . #uEfE
JE ol v Ut IR R U R RS TSR T A — A RIFI BB G R, FRABRITx g s gt AT IR it [, #4
T G S FRA IR — MR IR0, AT LR S BRATC RN K. SCBFESE. WiA R 11
HWEE, 3R AMIRI TR BURSE, AT KPR E, BRI H AR TR O E R B, B
BB FEL € MEEA T USRS EI XA b RATE M LD, JER ML 518 G 8

— AN AU RE JE, NS IR AR B E R, BRI L. T
(RS, AN PRTE I 8 B WO I L% SE NG B8 8 R 0T o 1 S B b BRATT 2 SR [ e 56 v PV IS Ao T () UL
KA ULAIRAIHA—E R R L1 “RBENT , MRSAAENE LRI A6 TS i
HAFREWE2EMEE A, MBS, SR @ E T . BTG A SCH I
RETF RN RS R, ErTReME LAY I MAR BB v . X RAE AMITE B AR S 815 1.
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HE CPIXERLER 7 . R ATRE J0 e AN AT AR A I (A DOCE IR, R EL R e A B .
ERBLSE AT TP 2 T REA IR 2R R R (e, 2014), (EAFARRWIFI R Hk, 2 1 5525 2
R FITIEFRE S, R A, %A B R BRI B AR AR TS A 1 e sk b S b T

T e
5. &g

MATTER S e e 2 R B 020, BT 5 o A 48 R T AR R S 4 FE
BB Hk

NEEE, BRI, BUIZ(2017). tREEIEFRE IR BCRANSRNG « R0 SRR, O ZFI i/, 25(1), 169-179.
FABRK, T4, EHRE(2022). @UCGEERE R B RN REZE 7. OHARA S/, 10(2), 112-120.
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