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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

JEAR — BN PR N B IBeSS Be HEXE 2 P S ity 55 ey

FHE,E

BB A, pEEL R

(1. PPN PRG3R 2, 54 450001 52. TR TA22£ B , K4 450001 5
3. HOMBLE IR R 2 BE 2 PR BB, WO 213164 54, AT D IRSERE , BN 430000)

B E.CAMRAN, KRB A5 EBAZ N LA BB RS E R R H i 5
o SHARARABERE RABKREABNEARSLELR LIRS AAAKER, £51
AANBHEEEXGEXRATRABKRE EARFLZ MO HEAR, SR ALAKFBRAHE ¢
AL AL RS, FR2FAAARBEAMNBRE B HGLS KA BILE RAMMILZE
HRAEFLABHBLEEAFN RABLS ETARNZINALEARES, ZH3#—FF
BHBIRE AL HBRESA LR LG YR, ER2EAARNEEGLE P ARANKES S
BSEERORMESR, mRABLE D LR A ETAANKRELE HIE% LA B 8 R F 8
FAL, EARBREBLHRE RGBS RZAR AR, ARLERFAN, BEBRELE
FAW RABRELSE ERAFALRDBLE, LX—BERSH%—FPaARAERE,

S RIS EAMAM AR E B Ak

HE 5y 25 :B848 CHKERIRAG A
1 5|7
BB ANBEIS AN BRI S e T S 3L
HREEE LA, SRR AAE R, RO A
A Bk H 5 = R — K (Barsalou,
2008) , JEAFR, BRBRM AT S 5IF R m A AR
UNGIEE R N g R NIy R IR S TR et
TESE SCHF , REERE A7) 3 A9 MK At S H S A Wi 18
TR, TR AP s BE O IRE , 52
BUER A DF R A OB N W A W AR 3 R IOk
( Ackerman, Nocera, & Bargh, 2010; Hess, Gryc, &
Hareli, 2013 ; Schaefer et al. ,2018 ; Williams & Bargh,
2008) . JEARTE 59 ) ML BURRAE , B G TR R B9
W LA R e R A A LR — HoR AN A BT S5 )
ARSI B . TEAR By BV 2 5
ERAROE SE IR BUR AN B IR (5 B BRI B 45 A
SR B, EEREMEMERERmB s
H AR — M B9 Baumar B A 56 R R BT E K T
W R, RE SR ATE R 5 B Dot BE T 55
SEXRTE 2 (Aronoff & Barclay, 1988 ; Aronoff,
Woike, & Hyman, 1992; Bar & Neta, 2007; Liu,
Bogicevic, & Mattila,2018) . EE AL 5iRE . %

MEHS 1003 -5184(2022)04 - 0339 -08

4 FEREW SERIE—# (Liu, 1997 ; Okamura &
Ura,2018 ; Palumbo, Ruta, & Bertamini,2015)
ARG AW UL B Bk 4 BE7E— 2B %
ma AR SR S T . B St R A
5 B PERYBR S A5 3838 D9 55 PEPR L) & B i
FRATEAR , Lo PRy o B B 040 2 (R I T AR
(T, S, E£H795,2019) , BEHE - ZHETLLYE
I — BBy ah Bk R AE —& , #0 A S M 77 TB IR
BRI B ) T IR R B IR A, T
{5 T2 AR 5% 18 > 1R T 4 38 1R 8 ( Okamura &
Ura,2018) , 7EEILFRGE T, B B NGRS AR
MIBE S Wb R, T3ASE P 1 25 A T2 IR BB g Bl B & %)
TRE BRI I T, TR R BIC I,
Jo - 3 3k R0 T R SR A 0 ik 5 N B PR IRLIBR it B, 3
T3 AR 45 1% = & ( Liu, Bogicevic , & Mattila,2018)
FTERR T SRENRRLE IR, & F] 5B MR AR
SERRTE &, 8RB ATARI Bk A3
Wroh B B B AR BT, O EL, Bo (B BEARARBETE AR
RO WORTE W R T R IAR LN S, W
(Hess, Grye, & Hareli,2013) , i S5M4FERE R
AR A T B 7 I B AT . ARAE IR

« BETA HEWASGLaPEESI E (20Y]C190023 ) , FF 4 H2EAL2REMRII B ( 2022BYY020) , M RE2EE BFEUEMR
5B R (202272016025 ) , M A FEE THUNRF I A (201966J8002) .

BEEE 2%, E — mail: liying@ zzu. edu. cn,
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HFN AL B, B E R AR M), 4
FEMTEAFIAA T ERB0R, EIE R AR M1

i, X R AR RS TR R, e R
TR R R, SRR A R )
(Zhu & Argo,2013),

EAREPREN THEA S HEBE AR
s MRS A = VP NG9 N0 S
FEBA IR X 2 P S B ) e A4 AAERR IR,
TR S WA R B A AR I — T .
HAME (agreeableness ) A% Je A BRE 017 R 8 —1
Yepr, AR T AN B E Z il 2 o R 1E ( compas-
sion) B FL X ARZS (tantagonism ) ) 7 £2 44 ( Costa &
McCrae,1985,p.2) . AMEKENEGQELUTILD
E4i3; 2 o a s L L DN = 5 D i LN =
NHR S EERI R F5%, AR &1
B R, AR SR E R B Ve I i T B Uk
S5, PP T DA 2 S it AR v 5 R AR I, MR B R
W7, oA I T s S E AR R
) T 3 B m E X% Pi ( Costa, Mcecrae, & Dye, 1991)
MR BT B, S TEARER T D R X, 0B
RETHM, X H5RUWEFETE R YANTE
Pri B B — R BT, BEEE T R 9 8 1 PR A
H BT B M SR , TT A S RSB RR G, #
FARREN, 45 N K BUMMER , XA A T IR B Bradi ey H
B R 2 . WA STUE B R
ZHBRTE &, HEam B L S IRE A SHEK R .
AN H R R T RAE A, R E
i B S T AR To O E , E T 2 SR
KIF FIEEERE AR £ ( Aronoff, Woike , & Hyman,
1992;Liu,1997) . HEamiE X2 5 & BN S AHEE
Fo H RINMEE 1) JEREEAEABZEIAF
TERSMTERES A EDE SIREAR  BHEE S & E
NI Z R FFAE N B BR A o

AR ZRTPEAR - A B BREE X 38 4
BB SRR, RS rh R g i s A ¢, IR
EEZS5T ZMERTE -E MEAELZ SR
4 B R 75— ( Zhang, Feick, & Price,2006) ,
J 1) B fp b £ T AR VRl 2 A A o S v B ot it
(Hess, Gryc, & Hareli,2013) , & J5 @ L ZR RE 0 2
BAELEMRIGE T R AT/ MR, W32
HHBR R 2) X I AR A T LI, A X i (E 2
ELALNT-AED) % T = B AL, AT -G 1R
(HZEZANFHE) . WAL SIEEANF. &

A5 EAF A AN RIKS, A EAEL 56
BB ARE—E, MREAEZ SRR E—
# (Costa & McCrae, 1985, p. 2; Costa, Mccrae, &
Dye, 1991 ;Hilbig et al. ,2013;%37% %%,2020), HIL
TEARBE AT A B4R A R P 3R, ik FT RS A A1
SRR B T2 WA R 3R, JHC PR R DIL R 4 ol 2> S TE F
FERIESE SO, B AR 3) - B A PR ATES R3S
PR S 22 [ 6 A 150 9 T LA R S T
B HOIRE 22 HOR AT e, B A T AL 5
JAREN B R 2 E 48 HOR Vo3 . AAEDE
RENGR A S ENERR , R G EREHME S
FAE D 23 B 4 3 W Y J0 B 5 ( Hilbig et al.
2013) AE [ i, Bk B B BB e 2 i ok
LA, R = BN EIBR G E, FIE
RR AR R R 4) TERT B IR S, g0
H & KB AR, SRS R Z T 5
2 g1
2.1 #X

i} G - power3. 1 HEHURAR, SIH TN T
Z0HT,7E1 -8 =0.8,a =0.05, effect sizef 4 0. 25
MEL TR TE 24 L0, B EFLA 34
ZHRASINL S, P B 14 2, L1420 4,13
R 20.71 £2.32 % A BB IR, B
FIF, s B IE S IEH , TCRE W S5 50 AR o
SEL B AE , B 58 AL T SRR B o
2.2 Z=¥#&H

SEER A 2 CEAE R M B AR JE B AR
L) x2(AERAR: T RIE ) MR Rl it
PR 2 B R R IR A BT 4 i 1) S g
2.3 ZEMHAEER

SEEG T T AR B D K 5T A X R T A A,
GE G COURDUE 7B ) B W 48 9 U5 08 BCEL Rl (2
AR HEE G ) MR R (A B IR AR
B) & 204, A 12 MANCAE RN G2 R X 214
T BB A [] 4 1 F i B A\ P A% ( Costa, Mccrae,,
& Dye,1991 ;Saucier, 1994 ; 5 7K, # B4fH ,2015) ., £
15 i P E RS EAERR DS ASHEA TR
B, HAER BV ACE MG 1E R A BRI, B
AR, ELXKEEH S WHE. AZ5EXTLR
) 19 290 SE 30 RN #E 1 T B APERY 5 90F 47,
I RFEAMARFAL,S AREAEAERN S dFEA
W (1.77 £0.33) 5 {E 3 AT AR « K,
GERE P 1(18) = —16.25,p <0. 001, Cohen’ s
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d=3.73, BAWLE(4.16 £0.17) 514 3 #
FTEMEA e, R ER B2 ,1(18) =10.79,p <
0.001,Cohen’s d =6.82, #iANEAWESIETA
FAEEERAEE ,1(36) = -1.79,p>0.05, 1
TERHEEL Ml S I DUE TR R E AR BRI
(0.0192 £0.03) MIEE AIFIC (0.0235 +0.03) 1E
W BB E SR ,1(38) = -0.49,p>0.05,

SCH{H ] Eprime3. 0 4Rl o 9 5 S5 #EA LR
BrBE, 2520 3k 12 M), SR E A 35 8] 90% A4 ]
D#FEAIERLR, EXALA 40 8520 ME
AN & 20 A HER A, 20 B E BEHL 2 P
M, AH T FEYL o e B K 5 T AR s BB S HE
20 NEE GBI AL, Wi AR BEAL S B B
KGO AT e . 5250 i w1~ R 1Y
Block 41, £}~ Block 4 40 /> trial, £ trial FHL
2. #ukETE R 500ms MEM A, 5 2
i 1200ms , 3 iCTEBE B S Ky B E D . Bk
FTB AR SE FIWT e b IR BTN 2
JEE AL (Semin & Palma,2014; TELEE,2019) .
SZEHPEASIEEAFBEILENR ., LRt
1 FJ?ZT‘

/
5//////////

1 X1 FERERE

2.4 4

i SPSS22. 0 Xt B HE AT 43 WA i)
BRI R B X IEM RN 89.80% , =49k
KEIE# R TF 80% , A S 58I 5r#r. XF 31
BB AT BT, W B R IR 1 N B
it B 58 g I = o 25 B O P R I B
MEEERE G M BORER 11.41% , X 1E 88 R 0 R
R T 2 x2 EEMBFZ00, &R ER, ¥
REFAWE,F(1,30) =1.33,p=0.258, HA
PEERON W, F(1,30) =56.773,p <0.001, 75 =
0. 654 , G A% B S B B (671,79 +11.43)
BE T X AEE A EIC 8 & R R (733.70 =
10.63) , EAHBHSERLEAEMAEE,F(,

30) =0.129,p =0.722,
LI R EZE W 1o
®1 FEAZFGTHRAGFHREER (ms) RizEE
KIE 22
674.53 + 68.92  669.06 + 69.28
738.81 + 59.29  728.60 + 69.46

AR T PR B

IR
HAH
FEE A

2.5 it

SET 1 AR R Bk [RIE i BRI Y
RERTFAEEAFNL, K BB IR B AR IC 8
BT BN # 8RR RIS 3
PO R AR, AR PR IR 5 A M B
F b Bt 2 A T FL ( Aronoff, Barclay , & Stevenson,
1988 ; Hess, Gryc, & Hareli, 2013 ; Okamura & Ura,
2018) . I, TESEH 2 FP k5 ARSI RYBR S BE
HENESLIBRENERB IR (AN RBKE
T (TAT M5 ) R E 2k A 5 RIEE R 5 B A
LR AR R o
3 SEIg2
3.1 #K

i/ G - power3. 1 T IXE, G 1T 7 N
MEEAR ¢ Ke 56, 1 -B=0.8,a=0.05,effect sized =
0.5 WIELL PR ML 34 Zyuk. e, 4t
A 37 BRSNS, TR 21. 86 % +2. 88
B, HAHPBEME9 &, otk 26 £, BB E B IE
M IEH , LI A5 e SBCRL i VE Ry SE Sl o
3.2 St

LR B R PR (R A 55, A M AT
F) AN LI, MRS NRAELSER
NIRNCIE 5, R AL 5 B GRC I s, R
FBATS B M AL S B SR S 5, 5 i T
LSIFEAGNCI 2R . FARE A TR
B PRI T e Y B L o
3.3 ZRMHAEEAS

TSR ] Okamura Fi Ura (2018 ) H 34 [ 18
AR EFL R AR E L, EAPEENCASE S 1 4
BEH 14 AME AL, 14 MEEE AR, AZ5EXSE
B #) 27 2R A IR B T AL R S 8% A R
HEETER MG REETEN . 1 RRIEFARF
7,7 REEERFG. BEF  ERERRA, A
L SR AERBFERE(6.04 £0.80) BE K
T 4,:(26) =13.10,p <0.001, Cohen’ s d =2.55,
B T L5 R AR B AR S R (6.41 £0.84) B
EFERT4,:1(26) =14.82,p <0.001, Cohen’ s d =
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2.87, wHEAERZEFBIBTI. AN ELSH
NG ERCEONGIES Iy R X T PN S i
REEFEAFE,T REFEERFG . MteA Bk
SRR, A TIL S B AL G RRE (3.9
+0. 11) X 5IEEAHCIHFTE FEEE (4. 21 £0.81)
ERARE ,1(52) = -0.83,p>0.05, T [ @E
L EARNEREZE 1(52) =2.12,p <0.05,
Cohen’s d = 1. 17, [REmIL S EAFILHFERE
(4.28 1. 12) BT HIERANFNCATGFEEE (3. 68 +
0.97),

STIG H B [l Greenwald, McGhee F1 Schwartz
(1998) $2 1) 7 20 N B BR AR DN 6 1, SEBAE 55 0
MBALF AL . BARLRIEK 2 fiR, H
HP R = BRI TS, BN BREAAR
MRS . B—BrERPARZEE AR &
AREE K EALSEICAGENLER, FEm1,
G FIE PSP E A RS Lo N RIRAR N 56
FEFF R H Eprime3. 0 Zw i, 76 i3 i b 2 B0
FRBIN o IER LT M5 52 IIEM R 500ms, B
JG BARRIBCL I, B0t AT O R st s B
FIRAHRIF BT —A rial,

RK2 BR-EAMEAENEERENRE SR

B . S
FE& R Fi Bx FR 5
B b 28 43  BAGIL EE AL
B 28 %3 FEMAT BT
~ L BT ¢ BRI +
B 56 B AT AT
\ WAL + L +
FEE S6 WE kAT AT
BHE 28 4 A NI
N L BATEAL ¢ ERETAL +
BAL S HA gimr FmAED
, B + L +
w56 WE - N ai RS
3.4 #R

HR4E Greenwald,Nosek FI Banaji(2003) DA A 4%
A VBT S R AERER (2015) R
TAT BRZIER 5807 s, ER 1) $5iR % KT 35%
B8 52) 10% LA _E B3 iR SR HIG T 300ms B4
1853 ) 3 R IN TE T A 0T 3 R I = A v
AR R ER 3 2 oA EUR . 34 ALwk
RIS 5 007, BT B R 7 B I 3
88.27% o 75 M & /2 R if 8 5 10000ms B AL T
300ms BRI, W BR SR A T SBIR I 5% . HIE
T B B JORE IS 600mes AR R IR B9 S LA

XA S5 FUAARBAT ST Bz W S o ik
FBCXEAS ¢ K R B, —BUB S ) SN (776. 50
+ 184.18) ms B #FH T A — 8y ] pL 1)
(1045.36 +266.51)ms,£(33) = —7.43,p <0.001,
Cohen’s d = 1.17 , XJ AR 2 56 254 B #R 45 3R
FHITIX AR BRI, ~BUEHRHHIRE
(0.06 +0.03) BF/NFA B R K 4EIRE (0. 17
£0.17),t(33) = -3.52,p <0.001, Cohen’ s d =
0.70, MAb,HE M MPIRN N ISR 8, A
AN—BUEHR [ S 07 o ek 25 — SRR S L I PR 25 B
DAR B AR 2 , IEEAR R SR Bk 45 07 ) 5 5%
FflRis—3, AR B BB S5 7 m SR sAH
(Palumbo et al. ,2015) , F5 ¥R K 4 HS 0 ¥
IR, K EE R B, 1(33) =7.95,p <0. 001,
Cohen’s d=1.4, Pl d1H(0.42 £0.30) &K
T 0, W B M RIS 7 1] 5 BRI — B #k
EHTR A IS IET AN REE LS 7AW
AR A2 55 i B o BE B, T A 8 £ T L 5 °F
N B L S5 IR BN AT 587,
Ak
3.5 Wi

SEHy 2 Mg AR R A AL S AR AGRNL (B
HE AL S EANRICFEN RS, 555 1 R
AL, F LR K 5T 5 BB 3R )8
AR RENE R AL, T LB R BT
B 3h T MEBERBEAMABEES, TSR X HE
TP 1, 28 3 kit — PR 7E SN 8 2 T R v =
B AT AR B TR R A2 5 52 W Ao At A B B
SR B P SRAT 55 IR o
4 SRIE3
4.1 #iK

i/ G - power3. 1 WK E , GiH T ENT
ZOHT,7E1 -8=0.8,a =0.05, effect sizef 2y 0. 25
WER T HENTFE 2 MEERE, EdEFEA
90 AKX S I LT, % T B AERE 20,17 £2.19
&, Hh 24 £ 54,66 24tk A8 B IR
M IEH , LI A5 e SBCRL i VE Ry SE Sl o
4.2 S£IRIT

FR2(aEE AR A, JE) x 2(4
BT8RN, AF) x 3(Bid B B E A &,
o AR TR G SE BT, Horb 2 EO 3 T LB AR e o
FREIBRNZ R, R A ST E LR,
R B R POATE T T R R,
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4.3 EHHMHEEF

TFLATEHRI 52 5 2, X T AL B APE AR TR R
A Saucier(1994) SCE H #ARME BT A AR A
B, AP s R B D e SR
FN 5 I Se e, Segm koo 3 3R, 35 1.0
FIILERIEHTEAETES . Bl E B S
TEAREALI 3 FLE , B UL I 8 MRl 4 MR
ANWENC (n: /) , 4 ANFEE A GETE (0 % B
1) o BORTEXS 43 Bl & AT B PE AASIRFPE Y
ORAN SR NS B |5 N [ 2 VA | 2 P 7 )
2B a BT S . AR B R 4B E R
H T (EN ) ZXF 100 JTifT 40 Bl , g% F 4k
PR EIR ) B . R IRUM G B4 ) R
H & H RS AN 2 BT U BRG], 3£ 5 Ff
AR B 5B REEPLEI, A A % R (90 3,10
JG;80 JG,20 JT;70 J5,30;60 JG,40 J6) , A TR
(50 75,50 J6) . L PR UE R AT
REASL, A RTETPARE L ; 75 —F ek 2 e
RIEFLTF M. B3 FHRAABERNE
NS REBN R H SR EANE,

4.4 #3%

B EAE S EAER G NEERHET, &
MRS BRI 27% |, J5 27% ¥ 90 £ i3k 17 4 4.
AR HRS AL 24 Bk, ¢ RIRESRE
H, e HSHRrHABABEANEETEZREE,
(46) = —4.49,p <0.001, Cohen’ s d =1.48, HEA
PERI434H (3.50 £0.44) B 5 TR/ 41(3.00 +
0.33),

XA A LB 25 T R RHFAT 20T, 4
RER, AR FERN BFE,F(1,87) =
4.01,p <0. 05,4 n* = 0. 044 , % J7 [E Vi TG FL I Bk
HEEZ % (0.79 £0.03) 5 X 7 2% M m Al
W32 3 (0.745 £ 0.03) . Z0BC 7 3R ERN B
& ,F(1,87) =76.28,p <0.001, 1K 7)2 =0. 47, g iR,
XTGBT EREZER(0.94 £0.02) BF 5
TARNVAHEF EWEZH(0.59 £0.04) , Pk
HEBEAENEZRYZWAEE,F(2,87) =
0.46,p>0.05, TR G4 R H RN EEAEE,F
(2,178) =4.85,p <0.01, 772 =0.052, fajBa&n
SR, FES T BN T gl R R
BE,F(1,89) =9.83,p <0.01, XFJ5 42 & i 1 7L i
AMEIEZ (0,64 £0.04) B 3E T T X 724 M
LA AHEZ2(0.54 £0.04) R 588 B EA

X E/ERARZE,F(2,87) =1.68,p >0.05, 4 AL
FRSPA A BEANZEEHEBR ST R
MR A FEAE=ENRX BRI A ARE,F
(2,87) =0.07,p>0.05;F(2,87) =0.81,p >0.05,
AR T BRI Z R R 3 iR, mALBIRS
SYBC T R AR AR ILE 2,
£33 AREKHETHIXGEZE (M= SD)
Wik a5 BAEIL IR 7 E L
HAE AP RAT AP BAY
& 0.92+0.28 0.56 £0.32 1.00+0.00 0.70 £0.34
=2 ] 0.98 +0.15 0.55£0.36 0.93+£0.26 0.63 £0.40

15 0.96+0.20 0.50+0.40 0.88 +0.34 0.63 +0.42
Lor i & BATETL
0.9 .
o8l -4 [EETE L
0.7}

0 6 - \ §

# 0.5} k)
0.3
0.2
0.1
0.0 -

AF A

B2 FARAEABRRSEHRIEZROZN

VLA, SRk B AR AR R A
FLEIAWIE G b5 0% O, (B 1 T £L B9 A M R
N LB TEAIE 2 BN PR 1R N
AR, PO PRI T REZRNALR,
K Fil Hayes %l i) process /3 I B 4 3/E4T o
RIS (AN 3 Bian) , 45 R KB, I FLIERXF
BRI B3 (B =0. 88,SE =0. 11,1 =5. 68,
p <0.001,95% CI =0.57 - 1. 18) , [ 70 4R T L%
AIBENEEN A E AR A AF /AT RIEZ
R EE (B =0.07,SE =0.03,5=2.48,p <
0.05,95% CI =0.01 - 0. 12) , J3 0 B iy 75 B A L4
T Yo EZA A F RO RENE . EALPAR
X4 52 4 1A B BT 34 2% W3 (B = 0.10, SE =
0.06,z=1.86,p =0.06 , IIA B AVERRRIPFH)E , 1
FLIE AR 32 AR M T RN A 8.2 (B =0. 05, SE =
0.05,: =0.76,p >0.05, JBHE AEH N BN K
0. 06,95% FJ & 1% IX 8] 145 0 (95% C1 =0.01 -
0.12) o XYL E AP AL R 58k %2
REE T e H e
4.5 ik

K 3 BB R AR AL Bk Y
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AR

0.10

EALTEH

0.05

B3 s

B R E AR VE I, 45 R R B, SR AT SLAH
B, 245 A2 B TET L A AT 2 e 32 AN A 4
BT JFE BN I B A EEE SRS/ 1E
AT R 2 5R&RE 3. XA FEAERE
M RS2 44, IR SRR 4
5 ZAEWR

LRI E R =AW B R TR A SRR
RN Z A N BRI ES B FXF A 7R 5K

VRN, SLhe 1 HoR R BIEE 5B A EEND BB

g, KR SIEEAENC W ERS:, K5 2 Pkl T
AFPEARRTE FL , 2R HI P B R ARV =0 B T 1R i T
FUER S EAIL, %A mUER 5B ARILAE
TENBRERES , 5550 3 £5 AR MR RR S @ o WAL IE
RIBF BN A I — R SRR, BRER
SCRF T AL AR 5 A Z 18] FE B e I 45 1R WL R
(Okamura & Ura,2018) , [A] iyt 32 F¢ T B B A R
W RIA TR AR BB 2B T MR B W 5ok
732 ( Liu, Bogicevic , & Mattila,2018 ; Palumbo, Ruta,
& Bertamini 2015 ; T BE, JE£E , F175,2019)

PMEBIFE P, A RAR T e &0 75 3k,
A 5 IR & BB & 7 — & (Liu, Bogicevie, &
Mattila,2018 ; Okamura & Ura,2018) , Mt A IR
SR B MRS S RTE . TEAFB
Ha T, WA R B A 5 EITE 5 B A AN B
o DUETD,“BATCBERENMEE M A S
HiAb ;<35 A, © Sharp tongue” JE AR UETE R BR %I
o SRR SR LR EPEXMETRT,
B RS EAES RATERSIEEAMEZE
FIENERERSS, R TR - AR, A
L HERAER, X BRI TS5 R4
WA, REAYRSBEER R, Bkt
T, W EE Y S ARG R A3 A RTE
A E . HAEMRIAEEA Y ISR R, H
NPER A A U ELR TR A SR I, 4 3l S R £
TE RN BT AR 4 S 11 (1 O BRURRSZ AN BE e B
AR ER, SR E N R, SR AEHA R E
1A, A H AR i K B R 2 B R 8 T A Y RE A

(M4 ,2010) o MR T8 A 5 BIE R &1
7 A EATRER D SR 3 LOE T h B>
21, FE S AR R Y A EAE AR R, M
TRETRMAZRE 2 SR E O HRZ IR, 7
AR AR IVR rE Mk SAEE A
B2 TRV R AR AU, T [ AT Ok Y SR 4 SR 6, TR R
SRR B AR AR T Ao B e e
MHTEH W AEEMEE T,

RSB RE AT 55 b, — B ki B WU i
100, — I RIRE DM R EAG, 1
RIWEE A, FIERD IR, WA E R EE
ZEERYS  HZWTE, DU ERRE SR R S I, 4R
Y [ , W7 #R 45 A 2 43 BL 8 ( Giith, Schmittberger
& Schwarze,1982) . RIFHEME AWK, NLEKRE
AN N (o 5 a T ST IS =920
AFRESRBLE X T P2 A A A e I =X, A TE
KPR —E2TEZ TR SUATFREGR
LR 3 R T BT B MEZ R T MEX
HEANNF I R Z (Sunfey et al. ,2003 ; B25E
P, TIERE, WA ,2019) , EEZEME, A R
Ti e F T LI, A B 25 5 e 52 18 1R T LA H 9
AAVAET, BB 4r B B A E AR R B AE R
A ER. BFEIAE, X 8RR BREH
AR BB S ™ AR T 5 B 3 30— B0 R4k sk
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Metaphorical Relationship Between Shape and Agreeableness

Personality and Its Influence on Fair Decision — making

Li Xinyan'”,Wang Yue',Feng Chao’,TLu Xiaoxiao*,Li Ying'

(1. Department of Psychology,Zhengzhou University ,Zhengzhou 450001 ;2. Henan University of Engineering ,Zhengzhou 450001 ;

3. School of Economics and Management, Changzhou Vocational Institute of Mechatronic Technology , Changzhou 213164 ;
4. School of Psychology, Central China Normal University , Wuhan 430000 )

Abstract ; Previous studies have found that the metaphorical association between shape and abstract concept can affect individual’ s

judgment and decision. This study assumes that there has an association between shape and agreeableness personality,and the associa-

tion can further influence fair decision — making. Experiment 1 investigated the influence of rounded frame and rectangular frame on a-

greeableness words judgment. The results showed that there was no implicit association between rectangle or rounded shapes and agreea-

bleness words. Experiment 2 adopted the implicit association test to explore the relationship between the face shape and agreeableness

words. The results showed that there was an implicit association between round face and high agreeableness words ; angular face and low

agreeableness words. Experiment 3 further explored the influence of metaphorical association between shape and agreeableness on fair

decision. The results showed that round face was more likely to be perceived high agreeableness,and participants accepted more under

unfair offers. Angular face was more likely to be perceived low agreeableness,and participants refused more under unfair offers. Agreea-

bleness mediated the relationship between the face shape and the acceptance. The results indicated that there was an implicit association

between round faces and high agreeableness words ; angular faces and low agreeableness words, and this association can further influence

individual’ s fair decision.

Key words:shape metaphor; agreeableness personality ; fair decision ;embodied cognition



