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Abstract
When people make decisions about things, they often unconsciously predict the results based on
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emotions. However, there is always a bias between predicting future emotional events and expe-
riencing immediate emotions, and people often overestimate the time and intensity of their emo-
tional reactions, which is known as influence bias. In this study, a 2 x 2 mixed experimental design
was used to create an experimental scenario that induced positive or negative emotional expe-
riences in the subjects. The aim was to investigate the phenomenon of emotional prediction bias
and explore the impact of self-involvement on emotional prediction bias among Chinese college
students. The results were as follows: (1) The phenomenon of emotional prediction bias is widely
present among college students. Under negative feedback conditions, there is a significant predic-
tion bias in predicting negative emotions. (2) The emotional prediction under high self-involvement
is significantly lower than that under low self-involvement, and the emotional prediction bias under
high self-involvement is significantly smaller than that under low self-involvement.
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Figure 1. Influencing factors of sentiment prediction bias
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KV AN B B RE ST T HED R AR I PR ACE I, o I “RTH N7 M Rz,
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E U B IRENER R E, SiaM EMKARaR, S 7EE N, W, a5k
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BEBLACH Wielel 83 4 i, AR EREE, fJaiilel 74 4. Ak e B RGN AR E BB
FEACTHIRE 18 PR, DL i 1R S0 (A RHT T 264t

e 1 rh R R, BRGNS R R0 al R 1E 5 RIkRE . BRRE IAFIRE /1, BB
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Table 1. A descriptive statistical table of self-involvement for various abilities (N = 74)

F 1 BMEDNHBRENERRIRZE RN = 74)

et MIN MAX M SD
=W 4 10 7.86 1.32
M5y 4 10 7.47 1.50
BHAES 1 10 6.61 2.06
R LE e 2 10 7.12 1.85
+ATRES 1 10 7.47 2.08
P 3 10 7.23 1.68
Filkr e 5 10 8.07 1.15
LA A 3 10 6.85 1.58
FL# B 1 9 5.41 2.13
BRI 5 10 8.38 1.30
Ve VAl 1 9 6.14 1.82
RS 4 10 8.14 1.29
e B2 AE 5 10 7.97 1.22
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B, RAGR BRI SR RIMRE 1 v B R BNERE ), HWIRRE I KEe IR B BN R
7o i HERGAEAE A RGN TEFEA K5, P LRSS Rk 2 Fiox, ts>8.24, ps <0.001,
RPEATEGNE LEF R, 7T DUER AT fE 2L L0 7 gl .

Table 2. Paired t-test of high/low self-involvement ability
# 2. BMRBERENERENNEI t 1238

X fie M SD t df p
FIWTRE ST - 43 FKAES] 1.93 1.73 9.61 73 <0.001
FIWTRE S - thdsag 2.66 2.13 10.73 73 <0.001
HfgRE ST - rI8RE 2.00 2.09 8.24 73 <0.001
HfRAE )T - HhERE S 2.73 2.41 9.76 73 <0.001
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FEAFMRARAENEHS 28 Ko HABHl 19 N, ik 37 N, #ls miTong 522k, P4
212 %,
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1) SR IE A MEAE 26 R (PANAS)

BSAK, 465 A0 JE K (2008)%5 AMEITHR T Watson - 1988 “E4m il ft] PANAS, 3t 18 ANIH[18]. 1EME
TG ERNT—BUEE AL 0.85 DL L, FEIEERIAT] 0.84. ZIEMAZ LM 1. 30 5. 9,
10. 12, 14, 16. 17. 19 MNIEMEISZ, HUEBOK, 4N, 2. 4. 6. 7. 8, 11, 13, 15, 18, 20
RFPERE S, BUEBOK, H9 BN,

2) Fgmae 1R

A S5 AT I A R AR B vy, s o P R AR B, SR IS P RS 3 T LA Sl i 0 kA
Blo FEANRE IS S H ¥ 10 @, SZ36 i E-prime 3.0 WAEE DL, Hm B NELLE T RIAE 8 5
AR B3 N AT T HRe 7708 B 3AH ], [F— B RN FEKE N B # A Ee i H AN E .

224. RETE

HAR R N ARG NEAR . BRENEAWRNAE R, AR SR . e
M P ASRE B 15 B SRR R, AT A2 (1 P R 5 B AT R N RS o N NP AE R T IR,
BNEFGE, BNETNEEREANE., S EREBANE. KB AR R BFER RS BT E R
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IR B LRI RE 1P T A TE 65% 7 47, R %5 FELE SRl Bk 20%, FF R ILZIE it AL A
RO AR IE e . R, BRI THE S L RUR R R 2 0 19%, REEE A
SRACH v e T B 0 56 S A PR T A B (R IR o v Tk B R AR D TN 199 45 SR S 5 e SRR R 5t
I T AR BE S0 TR 199 1045 B8 SCNTH R B 2503806 B CURE S /K I 1 s T8 65% 11 AR
T8 35%, BB 84%F1 16%, BLIE, 84% NARMG I, 16 A& .

DRIAR S R S TN s 175 48 SEBRAAR SR o 175 28 TIUMIAE R 22 (1 SCIRTRRAE O i 22 ) o AT i 22 42 T 4 17 45 AN
SRt B ZAE, R, FUERRACE . RN, S0 17 25 P AT 28 S bR A8 35 75
NIETEE AR B . AWFFI SR B R B E SRS 4, A g TRIAE X w2, X FEREDS
TREH T 2 RS B .

2.2.5. SLIRTERF

B R R S AT B e DI (R R N TR BN BE I BE ER AR RS AT RE T, AR
H AN AT RE I 7 2K 0 5 HUELRE /D), RIS RG R G MR Bl R IR L 5 # k4T
eIt RE T HER R, BRI BE S K s T H 9 2 2 /DR . ETFIG SR — A g 1SR AT,
BORMORIES EA B VFRER, NSRS . B, EEA T A X Ee KRBT e 2
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REBORFA, FIAE T 40oR S RAT AFEN, HE B APFER. 400, ¥IRER SIEFah6E
M, 5EK 10 WS, REE TR —ANBREE R B # 3 M R GRS R E S % BT =
X, UEWEERR. KL, RERAMAE T, SR, THET IS, & A6
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Figure 2. Experimental flow chart
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RGUNLE TR, ZIMR . T T RE 770056 1) AR AR I B S 153 18] B R s U 520, KA ABBA
FHAT P SRI BB IR S B BB AR T BAREE ) - BN, HITRE ) - AR
Bt HERRES - WU FIBEE S - BRI FIWEE S - B, BEARRE ST - IS HITEE
Iy - R, BERRE T - B B IREREANERM T AT - BRI B  LUERRE D) - TR
Wt rREES) - MR, BUERE ) - BN BUERRE ) - BN,y RRE ) - TR Bt ELERE

R He

T3 - R, rSREEST - AR5

BRSBTS, ORI 6 77 2 v T R 2 B A A NG DL (5 28 T ATAR AR s 45 1 B 1
LIRSS . TR RBURAE TS, ORI BE 7 2 AR T R 2 HORA AN DL IR 28 TR0 AR A S 58 T 1) 15
ZEIRIS
3. HREHHh

3.1 HAMGIHER

PARAE LI A SR tE 28 . TS 28 . L8 TN W2 . RE 0TI AN SEBR
MR PESE T 45 R a4 3 Frn .

HE 7 B L K e 77 1N 4 22

Table 3. Descriptive statistics M(SD)
& 3. k5t M(SD)

S5 (%) R = 15t TH IR = 15t
EIN 1544

T S2hR Wz Tt MU Wz Tt SRR Wz
T 6418 7731 1304 2829 2793 036 1082 1121  —0.39
(15.08) (9.56) (10.07) (9.19)  (855) (7.50)  (3.60)  (4.15)  (4.63)

(N = 28)
- 6732 4882 1850 1521 1600 079 1950  17.79 171
U (12.87) (11.80) (265) (6.68)  (7.07)  (5.07) (8.26)  (8.27)  (4.38)
E 5389 7196 1807 2925 2800 125 1168 1243  —0.75
(16.09) (15.22) (342) (8.35) (9.41) (527) (335 (3.75) (2.74)

fIR(N = 28)
- 59.86 4086  19.00 1561 1582 021  21.86 1714 471
U (12.26) (1226 (0.00) (6.98) (6.68)  (4.70)  (8.45) (6.73)  (6.07)

32. EEMESRES

DIE S AR &, 2 (BAE) x 2 () x 2 (THZ 8 x 2 (B VPG )RS NE T Z 0, &
N (AR B RS NE) AR &, RAG(H AR BRI TR (IE  SPENE 48) RIS 26 VP4l A (T
MtE4E . SLERIE2E) Y AN R . SR WE 4 s,

I 4 AR N E RN R, F(1,54)=0.24, p=0.624>005, »2 =0.040, £H@AELEAN
FE TR 1524 (M = 18.34, SD = 0.80) 51K H KB A 1 25(M = 18.97, SD = 0.90) L i 3 % 7 . JRABHI
RS, F(1,54) =44.53, p<0.001, n; =0.452, FYILEBIRSE T HIE45(M = 19.96, SD = 0.65)FliH
W RS 265 (M = 17.37, SD = 0.69) 4 B & 2 5% . THEA BN RN 23, F(1,54) = 96.20, p <0.001,
5 =0.640, RHIIEMAES(M = 22.01, SD = 0.81)F1 f L5 44 (M = 15.30, SD = 0.63)fF 7E 35 % 5 . 1544 VT
AR R, F(1,54) =874, p<0.001, 73 =0.139, EITIMELM = 19.03, SD = 0.67)F15Lkx
1545 (M = 18.29, SD = 0.63)f7-7E .35 % 57, RIVIE 44 Tl A 22 35 i A7 42 T R A . RIS TR =2 |
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TERE3, F(1,54)=114.29, p<0.001, n2 =0.679. RIS HEHITAL A LA R, F(1,54) =6.97,
p=0011<005, 72 =0.114. RESHHEBNAIHFE AL AN ELEAEE, F(1,54)=9.89, p=0.003
<0.01, 7, =0.155;

Table 4. Repeated ANOVA

T4 BERENH
LYIVA F df p n
BN 0.24 1 0.624 0.040
JR A5 44.53 1 <0.001 0.452
IEE ¢y 96.20 1 <0.001 0.640
VAL 8.74 1 0.005 0.139
K x BN 0.15 1 0.705 0.003
Rt x G 114.29 1 <0.001 0.679
THEERM x BNE 0.22 1 0.645 0.004
R x TGS VTAL A 6.97 1 0.011 0.114
AT x BN 4.25 1 0.044 0.073
THEEBAN x TGV A 1.68 1 0.200 0.030
R x TEERN x BANE 0.00 1 0.951 <0.00
St x ST R x BASE 2.61 1 0.112 0.046
St x AR x BT R 9.89 1 0.003 0.155
BN < HHIMG R x BN 0.11 1 0.745 0.002
S x BB x WBEVFE R x BN 1.29 1 0.261 0.023

3.3. R
BE— D HEAT 2 (BNE) x 2 (T4 P0G A0 1] 808 70 A, G5SR4 5 T

Table 5. Simple effects analysis

5. BRI

df F p
- T 155 2 1 0.72 0.398
EAE bRt 1 0.01 0.927
AU e E RN 1 0.40 0.529
RERENE 1 12.59 0.001

7 BN 7 A G5 R 3 ez, v H 3R N LA TN TIN5 25 (M = 18.35, SD = 0.88) M skbnts 26 (M
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=18.23, SD = 0.88) LH . 2 5%, F(1,54) = 0.40, p = 0.529 > 0.05. 1% [ T ¥ A FE 4440 F , Tl 175 4% (M = 19.60,
SD = 0.95) .3 K T SZPriB A% (M = 18.46, SD = 0.95), F(1,54) = 12.59, p =0.001, FEI MK =1
IEVENE 28 S B 4

v UL
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O RFRIES
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Figure 3. Experimental flow chart
3. SKEIRAZE

3.4. TEREEBN I
HBE— BT 2 (Jt) x 2 (G 2A) x 2 (6 A VP Al md) A fRT S AT SRR /0B, 5 R 0K 6 I

Table 6. Simple and simple effect analysis

6. EERBAYMNINT

LA df F p

EVEEZ 1 0.87 0.355

AR I i
iRy 1 1.28 0.262

TE TPl

— IEME 1 0.59 0.444

VR I 15t
S 1 19.43 <0.001
P VN EES 1 123.30 <0.001

W1 2
SERRIE 2 1 95.60 <0.001

S5

S 1 77.88 <0.001

B 2%
SERRIE S 1 35.86 <0.001
Pp— TH A 24 1 230.08 <0.001

A I it
SEBRI S 1 160.11 <0.001

TELE AN

— S 1 14.15 <0.001

VR S 15t
SERRIE 2 1 1.27 0.265
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6 ERL T BN A BT 4] 4 Bz, BRI TR P4 48 I 28 Tl (M = 28.77, SD = 1.17)51% 44 SE A
(M =27.96,SD = 1.20) 2% %%, F(1,54) =0.87, p=0.355>0.05. FAHl S i I Gt As 25 i 4 28 i (M =
11.25, SD = 0.46) 51545 SLPriA% (M = 11.82, SD = 0.53) L. %5, F(1,54) =1.28, p=0.262>0.05. JHI%
SR IETE TS 2 TS 4 MM = 15.41, SD = 0.91) 51545 92brAK:(M = 15.91, SD = 0.92) K5 % 57,
F(1,54) =059, p=0.444>0.05. T7HRRE T ERETE L RIEZE(M = 20.98, SD = 1.12) 5% 445 SERrfk
(M =17.47,SD = 1.01) A B # %R, F(1,54)=19.43, p<0.001, FHIANTEAGHERFLEE RIS .

35.00

2 TN &%
30.00
%7, OSEhRIEL
25.00 é%
s 200
Hr
= 1500

10.00

%
_
%

EMHE%

] EME%
FRUIRR 5%

T RELARLL FrdEiR.
Figure 4. The simple and simple effect of Feedback xthe emotional valence x the emotional assessment point

B4 Ri% x BEMN * BEITE SRR R E BN

3.5. MMIAEEA t I8

PAGE R T N R A &, BN (s R N E AR, i DMSZREA K06 . 45 R 7 PR, 1(110) =
3.30, p=0.001<0.01, K] HEENETHIZRBN R E m TR ARG AT RS-, B
AT il B E AL RE

Table 7. Independent samples t-test

FTTOMITHER R

BNE N M SD t p
I 56 65.75 13.98
g5 3.30 0.001
1% 56 56.88 14.49

4. RS
4.1. &

t$

(1) REEAAETI AR RN 46 A BT 28 S LI A7 75155 25 0000 0 22 o JH R 3 PF T A0 156 8 o000 22 JC 3L &

i

(2) BIENEERMNATRIE LR ZE . = B HEN LT 22 TR A BB T I
ZETN,  HLvs N JETT IO 48 T 22 52 /N TR B 3R N IS 48 T 1 22
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