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Abstract

Cognitive dissonance is an aversive psychological state elicited by cognitive inconsistency, yet
whether its arousal requires additional conditions remains unresolved. Prominent self-based ac-
counts propose that inconsistency produces dissonance only when it threatens important aspects
of the self-concept. This review first synthesizes the central propositions of self-based theories and
relevant supporting evidence, then examines recent studies involving nonhuman animals, infants,
and young children. Research using free-choice and effort-justification paradigms has identified ef-
fects consistent with dissonance, particularly changes in preference, in these populations. From a
functionalist perspective, these findings suggest that the basic mechanisms underlying dissonance
may operate without the involvement of a mature, abstract, and highly organized self-concept. How-
ever, they do not resolve the methodological problems associated with conventional paradigms.
Moreover, dissonance arising from inconsistencies between abstract self-conceptions and behavior
may differ qualitatively from that arising from inconsistencies among more general cognitive ele-
ments, a possibility that warrants further investigation. Given that existing studies largely infer dis-
sonance from preference changes and rely heavily on paradigms involving behavioral elements, fu-
ture research should incorporate expectancy-violation and belief-disconfirmation paradigms. Com-
bining physiological measures with multiple behavioral indicators may enable more direct assess-
ment of dissonance arousal and clarify how different forms of dissonance relate to self-related cog-
nition.
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1. 5|

SRR 175 IR R A D3 R DN R R B P AR AR AR O R R — o Bl SEX — I, KEAEAE
PRI s 25— Festinger (1957)F 5k FEIR WAZEEA—2, BRI (1) (BD)BWAMARIGER x
y, WERAE x BhEE y 5, Wsl kKR (2) KIFEA PPN OB AN IR ZS BRAE G 4R U
KRIERFIRIXFAE R, BFESCEEE. BT A%ESE: Q) x My v LR S THEE., AH8E S
T ARER. WAEES, HiXE\moos BA ard P 5 (Festinger, 1957; Gawronski & Brannon, 2019).
1M 53 —FE IE BRI s WA, R R B ER I R 2 AE 5 B LA i B a& fF, (R A7
FES 2 4, AFRE AR T 647 N K & V5 57 AF(Wicklund & Brehm, 1976). 47 93 B )74 % J5 5 (Cooper &
Fazio, 1984; Harmon-Jones et al., 1996) J H [ #2522 8 (Munz et al., 2025), LA H FAE 1 8P (Aronson,

Festinger (1957)% T “Rif” MARRERE: © “KH, MNMZRFEEERNEEGNIXRR, RFRE—MEmMEE. - UNGIES
W PR, ST R RS, BV S E T AU IES — . 7 (p.4): @ “RMIMFEAE, BT
AR R, WIS I R, BB 7 (p.3); @ “(FIMARIGE x 5 y)iRIEx BlRE y, B x My ek
W, 7 (p.13). Mk, Festinger iR “RIH” —HBERRINAICERZ AR R, XIHZXRIBFRIOOIEAERE TR, BT
—SERIBORITE . R YR AR OC 4 1 22 (Gawronski & Brannon, 2019; Harmon-Jones & Mills, 2019), A SCEAEITTEZ MA—FE R
oA “INEIA—E (cognitive inconsistency)” ,  “ ki (dissonance)” 5K, “A %0451 (cognitive dissonance)” 454 1A EIA —E05% & 10
FAEK, BeAh, ARSI KR R IINR, H BRI E ST N T &, R BAT NEE R IR R I AEA S
iy
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2019; Steele et al., 1993; Stone & Cooper, 2001)%¢ .

TENAIR S FEIE SR T, 2T 3 R (self) ML A 1 25 R 2218 (Harmon-Jones & Mills, 2019)3)55 1 1
H FRME A 2R A5 R B R R b B R AR O AR o IXAE— e AR AL B BRI 1 A0 2 R AL 1 Fi00 3
(Aronson, 2019), FH fg 38 M T — S IR IE D A T —Fh B P 3R (Proulx et al., 2012). T H
PRAE N F0 R VAL AR ) o E A DL K B L 5] R K A F i (Harmon-Jones, 2019; Munz et al., 2025;
Proulx et al., 2012), ¥ HIRMEE SR IFIBERPIRR, KA BT A KRR 75 AL S E it
Ft, RS SRS IE B R SE R E .

FA AT OB A LA B IR R R, RS (1) 2PN, Tz o g
BN FE HAZUL B RENR S B IREAE RS, IFaet G HHBEA B RER . BRIE MR B 3bx
#ExF B S A7 AT IR (Markus & Wurf, 1987; Stone & Cooper, 2001); (2) it 7876 :C0xE LAFESRIR Bt
B AR BRI B ISR B . T )L B RS A TR I AR T, T2 BRSSPt s
Z RN EA . % Ha A1 H R RE 71 (Anderson & Gallup Jr., 2015; Rochat, 2003), T4
FAFF IR Z A EPOAIR T ARG R B R AR R, NI X — K508 4 73
f. SR, SRR BT S H RII6 = R IR

ZE L, R R AGMBE IS T AR B A, FEF28 71240k 3 B0 SE S
A, ARSCHE SRR RAUR R A T S K RO BT, IR R EE B O D R R T
BRI AL: B, ARSCH S TSR ST ) T CE AR T AR A T 1]

2. BEME TRINRLE
2.1. IEigHA

BT B FRAR A I 0 2R R BRI R O ) B FRME S TE R RS R B R AR T R IR OER 2. %
PR ALAR T om i B B FRME S B W T AR (1) e, BDSRIEOCTEME, RE ). EPEE RIVEM
H K AL (Aronson, 2019; Steele etal., 1993), X7 TR BAARK B BB B AR (2) RiETE.
BN e 8 1 FRME S P AN [ R R AE BB Bl 4 HT 1 B S5 2 LM e B 0, TR RS T ] e HEh A1k
i) B8 BN &n(Markus & Wurf, 1987; Stone & Cooper, 2001).

E 3 — ZPE 2 18 (Self-consistency Theory) A, 21 7= A= B a7 5k AL 72 WA A0 B0 J& IO %0
(Thibodeau & Aronson, 1992), i &k T/ MEX T B G188, 6877, PR B IRMEE(Aronson, 2019; Har-
mon-Jones et al., 2025) LA f& HH AT AR tH 1) 5 B FAH S IAT R T (Stone & Cooper, 2001; Thibodeau & Ar-
onson, 1992);& B 528 7. S5HE -BMHHEIRARMNZ, HEREEHIR(Self-affirmation Theory)il A,
SRAVRAEA R b — FhE 5 18 8RR R U3 RGO 11 [ 050 3 14 52 B W J5 A4 B 7= A= 1R 9 v (Steele et
al, 1993). #iit, F—HAAERMSWIW, “REFEIN” )22 0 B 1Z I8 T A AR A —Fon
F5 1k 1 3R % (particular/specific self-image; Steele et al., 1993; Stone & Cooper, 2001)ff1gifir: 4R, HIK5E
BNEAE N —Fh BT (Steele etal., 1993), #HHEWFE, WEMAR BIRMEBEM I, “KRMBEIAL”)
AR SN AR e B (B,  “TAEAMER” ) AR, R = A g

Stone 1 Cooper (2001) MK, HER—F IS B3R € HIR RS KW= A TAMEAT AR H A IR
MES R, 5 SN AR B~ iR (the “New Look” Model; Cooper & Fazio, 1984)#H %5

IRTE B BRA SRR EIS M SRR T AMIE, BHE “ 3 IS (self-concept; Aronson, 2019)” . “ & 4 (self-attribute; Stone &
Cooper,2001)” + “ A % (self-image; Steele etal., 1993; Stone & Cooper, 2001)” «  “ [ 3 52 #& 1% (self integrity; Steele et al., 1993)”
. BT 5 BRMRAREE RS THER(Z A Morin, 2017), NFHIFG—RIE, RCKHBRMESKTEZE XL, Bz E 5K
A A AN HAR I () A0 IR AE £ (Gabel et al., 2025; Morin, 2017), F4 EiRME&IIAN “ BRMS” HIHELE .,
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&, BB T ISR ) B I AR R R (the Self-standards Model). ZFEGIA AN, KA SE, Bk
TR B ST A I HARN, RS BV, 1 EIRARE S N AARIE” R R AR
7 AT AN NARAE” S RS M bR AT B FRME S W S FAE R R, AR B 7R BN A
HEXTIEME. G800 B BN SAHN G AR 2 R R e R R AMARERMAEEF AT “MA
WAE” . HEA ST ER T &b, WSER AEMERIE” 1% 0 I 52 24 B i

e

o
2.2. SEIERRSR

22.1. HE5%P

H B2 fa A0 B S (8 Bt A R 4 440 ¢ 5UR8 32 (Harter, 2012; Rosenberg, 1986), #E AR T 7T
ey 3 B AR g — R A (400 B 45 #49 (Stone & Cooper, 2001) . - HIHIAR SR 2 8 244 5 3L B 2K
PG B IR — AT A, 58U, A S SATE RIAT NS E EREIE
(Gibbons etal., 1997) LA % 5 58 21 () 1 B 15 4% (Wood et al., 2009) . 4R1M0, H—&80 WY, KA SEEN
[ R TN 0 2 A S5 s 9 X 2 R I S K &S BE P8 (Nail et al., 2004; Steele et al., 1993), VLKL )& 2
AT 55 () A3 I (Holland et al., 2002).

R R BIFAAT NI AR HERGRABOE I, EHEFRNA —BUS Bl Me 5T &
AT AR ICIAR R B BB M, Wiy B B A A I i T B 3 5 3 3 S AT N SRR B g
W B A AR BN TR B s A B RE M, AR 3 2K 2 (R A L AR AL
TG . 3% 72 7 (Stone & Cooper, 2003). IX K8, [H BT R A5 M B T3 — 15 5 N NSk i o mT & 1 B 3K
W —— 177X — Sk A o 11 1 FRAE 8 S B 52 B 17 S A A B BRSPS A 2 A R &R s i —— 5 i R0
HIAR—SH BLARAT 2 18] A AR SSREE (Aronson et al., 2019; Stone & Cooper, 2001, 2003). A5 “ TAE
] FME 2 (working self-concept; Markus & Wurf, 1987)” X —H S M s AR &, 1 5 F A AR 72 55 1 Femt
AN E B RERAE 2 B Y TG B S SR B EOE, e RS N R B AR B A

2.22. EfA5%IB

7S 78 R (Induced Hypocrisy Paradigm) i1 Aronson %5 A (1991) B IERSE, 351K T R4 kE
(3T B IR — SRR AR R AR 7L VG R R R AR T — M N 4, BdE: (1) AFER:
BSCRERE AT (TN MONFIZ —4T ), BLA(2) B M2 B R REJE AT P B 347 9 ) 5 5% (Stone
& Fernandez, 2008). i FMMNERETHER —SMEERRE . — B, &30 i RO 5 T Mk
FA L WELMAUK B RRIE RS B CRAWEAT N Z (87 J& (Aronson, 2019; Stone & Fernandez, 2008).
R, HMETEWERBI A R BIAR, Sta R, IWIME SN 2E B S 1 sk
AR B 3RIE & T fe B4R S 7 S 1k B SRR BAT N 5 I HT B AT IR FF— 8. 4R, ik
SESRA TR AW, X E RIS 0B vT R AR 75 5 R O 2T I Wi M — FEFE ML (Mauduy et all.,
2024, 2025). HHFFLRM, XALMVEE B SBRPUAT N 18] 2 7 IR AN e W8 AR S D e b AT
B, LN 30 PR 2 RIS i 5 A B8 AE R O 5 R AT el A8 2 [e] A 31 /i /E B (Mauduy et al., 2025). 108
NSNS 0 1 R BR R R (Stone & Cooper, 2001) ¥4, RIS 2 H0E 13335 th R RE 2 S B0 Ak
W, T BARUFE T3 ERIE R M. 4, Mauduy 25 A (2025) A N S ROy T AT A 2s
RUSIRTREFEAE SR TN R VIR, TR ZHE SR 1) HAth 2 [F) R B8 AR IX — AT U N

223 X5%iA
1 #5856 R (Brehm, 1956)3 2 sk ANMAZE AN [F) 6 G 2 18] F B a8, % v s R L AR S B4
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P2 1 BTt RATE AL, AR T RIENT RINAARAE, IS B0 E AR = A4 AT a7
YRS, PR A i I R SR (B PE R AN T AR AR AE B AH 2 o} S 2 IR PR ) 2 51 R R S 2 A i O 1R
Hoshino-Browne %5 A (2005) 5 SCAL I 708 H B Bk B U 38 1 R0 20 R I 7= A2 2 S B 1 B A&
B S5 F I, BRI = Kt 1 B D ) RO BT R I B s e B A Ak, T g K
N H AR 3 ZEAE S A A RO e R S R I P & Bk . R HEWT, T RIRERY %k SR
INT B Z AT R ARAFAE, AR AR IE N RINAIRAHE " X —INEF &, AR SCHEA R I A2
FEAH RS B N P AL R SRR B A R, T 2 18 B8 ] Rt BRAE 128 — BUgUbh oAz 0 B IS I 2614 F . Ahor
BRI A E BRI AR, FIA NIRRT R 2 B AR ) B TR e i i BAR A B3R
SRAAERF ¢ RANFF G EEM MR, R A NI A M H A &R B2 B I A AR AL B 3.
e, WHREWHN, WA —BRG JLFA R U BESFRINAIR I, RAA QIR — il A B4 Re i)
HEERMESE, A5 RRIRIEJJG8:FNiRE,

3. TS5 B ILHARMER
3.1 EHEFSEFE M

Egan %5 A\ (2007) 1 A &g i) EH BEFERSE G LA 4 2 LB G B VB RIEAT THFFC: SERGTFLa AT
FRE eV T B 2 AN R G (TR ) L3 A SO ARG AR R T, 7545 BRIy M&M HE
By, M = ARSI ARSI, FEFRICA AL By C; FEIERSEZI PR T, $al g%kt A
5B A HHEEEH —, FJEHARERIE DS Bkl C 2 M TS, ERIEFERMT, #il ek
ST A BB, BfJEFNRE TIERDUS C 2R, SRER, EEREXMFT, LESEREREY
REWATIERE C; MEIERFZMT, JLEXS C MEFEALRENKY, 45 M 0 B i Ik AT R k45 T 1)
T X R B ANMARTE B E B0 S At T 2 1 3 B 1 AR 328 32 00 P A 2 -2 vy 0 04 24 T P v 47>k 45 BEAK L I
MIEREAT . ZF LR R, B N SR VB FENLHITE A & FOZE AL 2 T RS YR T [R) 7T B L SR TA
B L, R, T HE D N SR I P A S SRR PT RN T AR S B R 1 B BN & 2 A
R, T L AT A B R [ B AR R (R R

SR, I G W e R 2 Bt Z2 e i), R i A gl A7 78 2K R A 80 2 H w4, T IR i
PR T Wl i (Chen & Risen, 2010). Egan %5 A (2010)i8 i g SL 46 78 A0 X — R EEREAT T [ N: 7F
JUEESEES Hh, TE O I IURFAE (B E) S 0 T AEBT R A R B Z AT WO 3 s fEMR RS,
A2 U3 A 2 o B IR A O B ) AT TR R B I IR R L) . X PR AT B TR R A IR 0 o A
TS T AL, M SE AR MRS B0 e AT A B 2 TR S R F A2k . 85 R R B R, fEHIE
L)W T, LB ST 3 PR 7 AR IR R & 0 e i A ) T IR T . % S E R
ERRZIETE A LR T Chen Fll Risen (2010) )i %, FEik—5 30 FE TN AR HLE AT BE A8 T 52
BT B R A I A

West %5 A\ (2010)F— DA TIEIH KRG 28, REABSRS R MAFTE NI R IR o 1% TR A
KH Egan %5 A (2007)B)s250ya 5, 7EREKME T, NP GEAH [F 0 &4 B ik —A, S H
ARG BB V5B RIR B IESE: ERHIRAET, P dr A8 5] B &9 pla e g —
(FHA— s E), FEEAREIERN S S 2NN a2 ks, SRR, NRKKS)
Yk S AP0 L) 2 T s AMARAKCE b, A — RO A — e R TE SR S T
HHEH 2R B3 & T RENLK T .

TENZEHEFL A, Silver 25 A (2020) JPRERFF 780 Gk — B4 e 28 10~20 N H KIS L2 izt AL R I,
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BPARAEE R T T IR AN B Z M BT H LR, HAEZ Ja £ rh I AR R B Be R C 1w 2
4. R0, MBI R RSB A EAE B , PRI AR AR B E R R DR
HIR L2 B QR EER, Bl MR 525 (B 1AM TSR BB (H B3R T A R ke £ e
oo 120 ORI RSN BT FUAE SR ™ i 22 AR A e i 28 )L, IRt — 2B BoR T I ph e 4 56 g
PR B ML, S FAT A B RV DL S Sl

Wiesmann %% A\ (2022)%F 16~36 4~ K14l LA H i v U R IRBLRBEAT T SEMIRA MR TT . S5
AR EOR RS 26 F P Br BT e 3. SR EoR, 5 16 & 26 DA KM% LAHLE, X 26 = 36
NA KRB VB EVE bR TR SOV E R, DU SE it 3 A R DA v 45 5 R IE 4 R
£ 16 % 26 A KL INFIR RG2S B B KRR Z MAFE SRR WHEE AN, AR
T RE 5 A HMES A i B AR (B B BB BN L 15 F B RIRA) IR, 1 E M s R
77 T (0 40 BRI 4« A LA ) T RE AR DA RN SR T O TR B B R HAF A R D 2503 s 3 — Ml ek
WEIRIH S HIRMEE TR, &) LIZH B A S TGN N AR BE /1, X AE L BE 08 SR R A 5
JRTERI AR, TN E LSRRI A GG 1 260

3.2. MBEHHWEERL

AN TR AT T 5% 7 & FEAL OE 70 B B T B T & Lawrence A1l Festinger (1962)JF & — &R 41 sz86 . H:

FENEN, i ARYFERL %W E BN RIEEN PR, bR S RAN BRI IZA
AW A RN S BE PR, =ANLR15 B3R 100%2 05 50%2 A 0% fi. 7FkE
Ja RN B, B R SOV S B R TR 4, LA I TOAEAT 32 s Al A 5 UORREAE 120
PP HEN PR, TR IR B IR bRk . 455K, 0% ph2H e Il th S w1 W IR K41 7, B 2IVHIR
FRAEIT 75 BT X B 5 3 e T 50%22 i ZH., T 100% 22 3l 2 Aty 31 3B 5k B2 de b o 9F 908 6 T A Jen 2k R B i
Peth, 277 0% A RAEATH “FRHL” B30 2 RAE PR RAS 5 AT AAERF I BRI, 27~ A 5k
W AT AR R, ARSI R B M T AR Y i SsME, DS B E S
“TEEEY AT BT OBV 1 2 B TR R R 5, e BRI BSMIME R, TETH IR B
R FONRFARIAT NS (Lawrence & Festinger, 1962). Lydall 55 A (2010)# A\ 1 K SRONFRATHERE R il
PSS RRRE,  FEH K R B I A 2H R B R 2 A VP 22 32 WA B R/ A o 285 SR 3R A
FLAF 42 s 2H KBRS £ BRF P 2 e N ~P- S5 R IR B0, 35 v T A6 DA R BF TR) R S A 4, 3 B KBRS 0 4
FLAF JG 2 05 2 WM B R B T IR ARAN H I TR — PR 3R 28 4k, %% 50 UKL A R 384T RERE 2L st oK B
(1Y ZE B PN P S5 AR R CER 5 25 v TR 4% 10 2 RIRT SRAS TR 00 22 Jah Bf (10 2E ke N ~P 350 R OB, X SR IS )
FRPE R T, TR 22 Jah i 3 WA e R OK

ZBA B R R BLAE S At i Ah 2 . 7E Clement 25 A (2000) IR 78, BT 38 DA B A 68 ) 3
TH s ok, YA — B BT OC PR O e o £ e BB I, B S R AL R AT
FRE T AT 3RAF 2 s R, /S 7 B A RIEOEAT 20 YK T A BN L OC A e o Bl iR
thy,  BEJE AR CORIBOEEAT TR RV AT IR A3 2205 s B RS TAE R Rl 5 2R AR DGR IR (i, RIAL (s
ANZR N TR I 3 o 25 SR B, RS 0T LT R5 58 A 20 YR T A e PR 6 SR T B3 I T
Czaczkes %5 A (2018) Ul F 87 Y U 7E 22 B RIS T GBI R . #7034 iE BB SR B
i A3 I BOR R BN B i, LR RIS Y )5S R, R BB RGRE &
5 R DU AR N PPl FE 250 2 ANME RN HE AR . S5 SRR B 24 BB WOR & i b 7 i By R
g, HAARKE R RIIRE R R E & T e RO W HERN WyEE. £5 e, s
B BGE A FMEE R E (Y B ovs L 2, FTEAFAE S X, BRIA R T JE ), iRk
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BV RN NS RN, SRER, SE Y Mg En, BERIAERRIFERE S TET L
UK E I I UTUE & . X PRIAS RALE R, 8RR m a4 T B E AN 1E

Benozio Al Diesendruck (2015)M AZREHT ) LB ARF TRt R BT 4 D1 6 % JLEFENL Y BC 2
2577 (B G s ) - H T ) BRI SS J (18] ] 25 7 0 P 1 S5 Il D) A 55 2 A, B S T LA AR R R 51 )
BTG S HIMGAAE N2 fE3RBUX S e, W 70 ik JLEE B B e IR i — S G 48 7 o 45 P
A RS N (258 2 9 HERR JLE R B, 4 FE AN BT &) SRR, SN SRR
{10 2 8 155 458 v (R 7 5% 13RI 51 F7 352 05h), 6 25 )L BEAE %% 2640 b 20 B 1 R 4R 550 W 3 /D RS
A, T4 5 ) LE N R ESRA AT i, A B e E SRR 5] B AR R B i . A
N, 6 % JLEMA TR AT BN AR 7 R R AR PR EE,  RIFE D02 T 558 VP4 I 22 W ORI
We 5| JJ R E R A, DL S IR ST IS s SR, 4 5 )LE BT RAEE AR ) MR e A, iz
= AERRE 5 B RN SR 2B, HME DUBRIBAT 52 % (0 06 F 1T #4E (Benozio & Diesendruck, 2015).
PRI, ABATYSEA 1) 3R AT N7 5, 8 AE P 3 2 T 78 B8 51 R 2R T RO Sk (K 5 R 2K 1§18 95 Joi s 440 ¥
i N BCE B 25 55 ) R BRANE IR . B AT PT AR ) 2 A L AE LR B I BUE REAR IR B AN R, BN
AR A LE NN M SR IR, AR O Sl 52 T L BRI AT D S AR =X v A 6 o A A = AR 12 35 (Benozio
& Diesendruck, 2015). 1 HIEM KR RE, LLEAMERIE S HeH6e /7 B3 TH AT 5 A2 DR 1 Fh 25 1 22 it 55
WS IR OB R 22, (AR R AR I L LR A

4. g
4.1. BEMEXIARSIAAXBERNXR

ZAEYS B R SSIEUEE R E , AR R A IR ZE 55 R LR R IR B rT R AN 58 4 ik
T 2R BRI . JE AR R KL TR TEMESIAE B Bk #EE0S 25 7045 5 R B 1w
HOBRILR R, AN AL G LE R4k 2 T R B Rz T N 2R 4 B IR R IR i (Czaczkes et al.,
2018; Eganetal., 2007). [AIfE, fE/MEKRREIZM, HIE S EE BES AR EY))L, (EIEFEL) W
AR AR I T e 0 i P MR e DA B R A e 0 19 [ ik (Silver et al., 2020). 33K & 540 Foft 5 4F 108 B (1)
WEFE AL [F 3R 7R 1R S A AR B e B B B BRI E . FEIZARZ R B, SR A
AT Z T BRI S, AR MEZC B IS ) B . XIS — R DR 3 )R E L
f: RAEH S E SRR PR S CEE, ORI AT BE A MATE BRAE 4104780 77 =X, dEmise
Wi 4% 15538 S PE AT N (Gawronski & Brannon, 2019); BEAL, AKIA—30AR B 45 i 2 ) 5515 Bl M AYEAT N,
A —EHIE & ] el 7~ A B8E+ 47 807 £ (Harmon-Jones, 2019). EXFHAMBZN T, HA—FEA%N
B 51 R IAE A A —ME S, REFLETHFHIANAARRFEZIE, DARTE5E M R1T A (Gawronski &
Brannon, 2019).

Bk 1, HAR E RS 54T 2 8] A — S5 R R PR AT REA B — B A BT R A — 3
BRIRAHAER — R0 BARKRUL, BRI (8] 22 5 AR 2 51 R R REE, Al 2k 8 J2% 14 56 B T
RERUI, HILIS@MER TRt S A R 5 8 S AHCHIIARN LA 1) 22 7215 KIS BRI A E, X
Al BESE BT AR S0 5 il GO R L B M b 1) 22 S 52X (Devine et al., 2019; Harmon-Jones & Mills,
2019). AHFFLR, X —FhE RO RS E M 5 1ZEEHR NS BT AZ RN ERS5ROEAE,
{HIEARS 5] K [ 3RS 10 7 1 2% (Harmon-Jones et al., 1996); 111 5 1 S 2538 5AH ¢ (0 1 FRME & LA K3tk
NSO S ANTEAEAT N 22 1R 72 e AT g 22 51 R ANE DA S B 3R A A T 1S 25, 45140 A 2K (Harmon-Jones et al.,
2025). ZEhtSF. MRSk, HEANVMEGF SINAS S 0A—8, ZFEI RSN 1EE. IANEIFIAT
NIERREFIRKZES, (HRFHS BB HFEEE F (Harmon-Jones & Mills, 2019). Sz MabR ], A
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SCAKHZ I AT T, ABAE AR RBI FE A AR A R I 23 25 5 J2 40 0] AT SR N R

547 A I 0 R S R ELAR TE T MR S 2%« Rt ) B BN, (E AL A R A B R
A FIRMAE N R S AN e, BUR & BERER, M B B RO R R, BEE
FER A A AE AT 5% H A0S B (Morin, 2017) o HF A — BRI &0 2 7 7 B 76 7 R P A T T AR 2SS
A REA A= AR R v S AN IE ARG I 5| RS SRR ARAT A (McGregor etal., 2019), Fik, #HAMEIGE R IR EHF
i /7 B S ULAT AT AE S, Hx e B R s 52 3] 3 S8 5T N2 I o, dhfi = A E Kk ? 8
SRE I TR ILTC 03 B B MR AT D9 I 8 iE 5 E 1 R R xR AR AR B A% AR It L R R TR B8 BT
D25 P 4088 %087 (Lieberman et al., 2001), fH 5] &3X —BL 4 1 A ZEAL I AT 68 38N AR 1 (Gawronski &
Brannon, 2019). FHICHHRNETE N5 BAR 4T

4.2. I BSENERHERAERTS?

BIRK I HUAE S kO B 2 AU 1) AR TR T 9 R s B IR 5 R RS R IR R R T B R AL A,
H—MZO BT, EAEALSY S 24 L BRI S, A B B0 e N 7RI Sk
WNHIR I o FEILJFE R, & DA AR FR 0 K B 2R PRI 0 (048 23 0 DA R S5 R T 90) Y0 050 A B e
BIRHA G PRI SRS RS (Elliot & Devine, 1994), 11 & TS H i U 28 AR —Ff 2 1 22 A S g5
TR A2 75477 A 1 728 A SR TR HE W O B ARAE NN R T o I AR A B RUCHE R 22 Fh 5 4 1 B AR
il o

B, BIFEIIMRGF RS B SINAUR A 2 B 2 A RV AN R 7838 560 28 4
N TENL 355 A R R (2 1555, 2019), ELFEDTE A (Arkes & Blumer, 1985). ik P X L (Pom-
pilio et al., 2006; Zentall, 2010, 2016), A& H £ (Campbell etal., 2025). Filt, HA {48 N EE o LR O
PREAIE 5T G RO e 4 AN 2R U8 1) A FE T IR 5% 0 5 S F MBI R R IARE, R TR W 2 NIE =237,
TR A %] EE (within-trial contrast) %537 #1425 b 2R B 52 (1) — i 5 Ay ] it 1) B (Lydall et al., 2010; Zentall,
2010, 2016). ZHLIATY, BRI (trial) FILRI FRIATR B (relative value) 2 . 243l AT AT AN bR )
PRI (B An55 . B LEIR . RIS HAR), AMAREN POBIRZS (aversive state) . HE K AR XS B AR S 171
{8, FEBEAE POBRERE N AW PR AG. SRT, BRI E S, IRMAAME SRR T, B
AR AE T A R A E A B S TR, IR RHZ AR A5 5 B AN RAE R B 2 52 T B XX
— @B, Harmon-Jones (2017)iAN, MRIEINEIZRHEES, 2N 2 545 NS MR, PLIE BT X Fi
B0 BRI s S A ah R AR I R B (] R AR A R 5% 0 B, F HUBA R UL © 58 AT TR,
T2 2l 75 J5 252 A LA AR AR B AN T s (R PR Ko B 28R 9 7= A AN 7 B i R R BI85 )1 5 2%
AR, RIS 2R L JE O IAME MR AR 18T S0 2 mT WA 25 S i 2 i 5 %% 047 N TE K,
T 43 18 3% 5 b A L v 5 F T (Harmon-Jones, 2017) . 3230 © 4 B 7078 Bk P 5ot e A 34T T K656
FLAE RS F T AR A (R T (Harmon-Jones et al., 2024). 1B AE NS FI4N ) LABLT- 38 % 2 A8 [ o
NGB IR ) 5 %% 134T J9 AR (Harmon-Jones, 2017), R GI% — 75 A8 1% T A v 1) 82 AR SR 726 TR
Mo BEAL, HIEAR TS A I i fF AR A DN IR 06 R AR RS2 4o BN, AR BT A BUSUN. BB AE L,
EREFEANR GIT N2 ZR R EGAMEZ ML —FOCEE, JET ik, AMAXT B A BRPEE 245 8 2 A
XA MR R I T B FRA AR B VEAN IS, BT BSOS AT S B0 ik i G BE PR TE A AR AR AR K
AR FEE 2 s A VPANY, LR e AR B 7E Al 3% R S AN AELE DA RN SRV R 1 L R AT AT R Kk A= (Gawronski
& LeBel, 2008), %It BARTER AR AR A& — 2 68, ERREWHETRLA S TR TTIES HE
P AFRE (1) AR 3 A2 AL B % (Gawronski & Brannon, 2019), {E7E B A F1RE S BAR K AR NS WA B2 41 ) LA 8L
TR Z SR AR T
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AR, BSERA I FR BRI A, MR IR AR AN R, BN(L) RIS R R IR AR R
PEBEAE F 22 AR SR W& (Hardyck & Kardush, 1968; Szwed & Szumowska, 2026); (2) & FE R, #HR
AT AEAE 2R RS T4 ) Hodth 22 AR 5 & (Devine et al., 2019), 4> r(Zanna & Aziza, 1976). & (Elkin &
Leippe, 1986). [Hl#E(Benozio & Diesendruck, 2015)%%% .

EH T LG I BB PR LT B A E S350 R 2 I SRR R AR 0L, LR R N A R % A SR S PR R SO oK
AL, —IREH XA INER FAAERIR Ve, 2k — SRR B i b B FRME S 5 2R 5 K ok
R DA AR S o A OV LR e, A RN S B R B A B AR UE S AN RTUE DR eV

5. RFKREE

B, AR R R TS E ST R BEFE. ARE IR TSEHEE SN
Z B F J& 51 & (Gawronski & Brannon, 2019), {H{E Festinger [F g @ b, o U-F AR5 & 2 18 A R
FAI AT IS R, DRI AE S AR AR T R VR IR P A SR SR B4 5 AT N BEFR AR OC L 1T AR AR i e A
ARG AR TR B F S0 @S HE ST S 2k RIS B 2 (R 2 55 2 5% R (Aubert-Teillaud et al.,
2023). lan, BUSEE A —FUh) - B TR I TA) A R 48 LI 3l DA R A i A 1 Rt o RV A 1
35155 (Levy et al., 2018); #A7EF B3 WU A THIFL(Proulx et al., 2017), BREEA N ATHE IS5 B R
BZIf(Sleegers et al., 2019), HEEfLEASKAERZEY K. ERETEAT, 98 IESIIG#E(Martinie et al.,
2013)FnEFLY 5k (Vaidis & Bran, 2019)3) vl {5 NS5 K AR &, XA B2 TH3E— 2 R B 50 58 1 77
A IR IR B RAT REEZ . R FiAL 48 LA SRR AE R s2mm, AT R 3R BN 2R R R AL A
AT ERPE BHEFSRS EEAEN, FE RN ST A Z B AR A LI TR S, #)
FEARIHAN S BN 02 T 1R 2R I R AT I R ) o W 7038 7 A SR B 3 — 20 e gt AR FH 0 2K 1 PR AR E 720
e, BT R e e SUE L T8 &5 (Harmon-Jones et al., 2025), FF Ak ix servu e £ 504
AN S5 e L A NTTE S r N RPN SIE SRR SES 7 v iU SE N

Hk, IEWRTSCHTIA, KA LUK A 2R TR 870 2 S0 158 T 30 5 00 I 2 B i 47 P e AR A Rt
HER I IIAAAE, IXFRITVER 1R B A 22 A4 SR IR S AL AT 5 S TR IR0 46 155 DL A3 P b sk Sz R AH
R (Devine et al., 2019; Szwed & Szumowska, 2026; Vaidis & Bran, 2019), A LAX 23\ %0 2% 8 3 16 4
S5 A BACVERRRE,  SE VR BRI IR RS R T T R . T AR B A )Lk AR S B &
(B 2RI, DRI AR SR 70 75 K FH B 224 000 AR BRI AT il 2 77 vk AR 8 AP DA A — B0l 5 R
BUAERAS o Fan, X DU R A R0 &, D) w00 I Sh P 58 o\ b 2R 5 0K A S HoJe B B E 3k
FEE . PHREE D17 M (Kremer etal., 2020), BRI & 75 D\ HIAS — 25015 JCAE D00 22 D00 3K Hh oo ARl
Ji& & B W) (Harding et al., 2004) o % FH/NMER TG L, BR T 01 O BACR SO Z R0 %
A S AR BRAR A, BV S5 E T ) LEAEAT S5 R B 2 HEFER DL, Wi R AE (B E) « K (BRI
W) . VERLDT )L BRI, DL KGR A Wb R 3R 2 PR AT Ny (Sacrey et al., 2021).
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