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An analytical approach to understanding and solving the replication

crisis of the embodiment effect

LIU Chuanjun; LIAO Jianggun
(Department of Psychology, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China)
Abstract: Recently, previously established embodiment effects (e.g. power pose effects) have
partly failed to replicate, calling into question whether embodiment is in fact a true effect. Based
on an analysis of the concepts of “conceptualization”, “alternative” and ‘“construction” of
embodiment cognition, this present article proposed a way out of the dilemma by specifying four
characteristics of this effect: embodied generating level, strength degree, constructing direction
and experimental task. Clarifying these four aspects could be helpful to accurately understand the
embodiment effect and address the replication crisis. Future studies could conduct by
differentiating and synthesizing the embodied generating levels, distinguishing different
conditions for embodied strength, discovering the mediating or moderating role of embodied
variables, and creating new specific experimental paradigms.
Keywords: embodied cognition; replication; generating level; strength degree; constructing

direction; online- offline task

FARA T P, AR S ANARE L KRG RSP IRALE AT, A
G, Bk ba b B a A, 2 RGBT FREGIRES, KRR T AL T
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H &\ %1 (Embodied Cognition) Ay NS AR IN TIE SR T 5 74 5t 5L
A2 B (Wilson, 2002) o B BN 45 B A BRI B AR B0 NN KN Lis I 52
Wi JTAESR, FE ARG V2 51 N H K958 R (Andy, 2008; Bargh, Chen,
& Burrows, 1996; Carney, Cuddy, & Yap, 2010; Zhong, & Liljenquist, 2006). X1,

* ERTELRFEET A (2018BSH114); F4 K F B ERFFITRI(2017THZWYY1L),



I I — S AR R, AN BB\ R IR E S R E B IR, AR
JCH RO S R T T AT T R HL(YRER, 2014; #HALIE5E, 2016).
%40, Bargh 55(1996) &K, 453 1 2HFENKZINREN GG, BAAAE BT Sl % iy
ARG . T IX — I R AE 5 R 1) B SIS R kW (Doyen, Klein, Pichon, &
Cleeremans, 2012). X1 Schnall, Benton 1 Harvey (2008) & i, 24)5 3l 1 & v 1
MESEAEL T T RO G AT HETAT R, AT i SEAN ™ [ ()38 5 4] W7 . Johnson,
Cheung #1 Donnellan (2014)H JRAE &R GEIARIBEAT T B EE, AEAH EIEL
Rio JIfi &2, X T AN PORIR RS 2 BOCEEE 5T M EAZ AL ? Landy 1 Goodwin
(2015)f# FA G4 M 7 16 R B T 35/ DR RO S A5 3 AEHE (d = 0.11), {HTEZS S H iRl 22
UL, XM EEE R T (d = —0.01). EGRMMRAR T, SEARFN A EE .,
Goldinger, Papesh, Barnhart, Hansen il Hout (2016)#2 H! B & P i$ (A 5 W 4 B AN ] 4%
TR (19 0, 0o 52 B A sg e 3R RTIE), BB BRAE AT AR PR (1 dn, D\ ndE
WRAT B RWARAE, T BRI ENSE), TR HERE N R 2= R

Mo, BN BRETAAN? LN LR RFER B, k35 NRHAEs 2
D BN . Bt b, FHMAX BRI IRM A BT, B a8 EEiR 4, 7
NEHENFES) 2 G EE R EA S B EA . 1E41 Nosek, Hawkins #I Frazier (2011)
PIML A, R 2 BN H BN R AR A R0 B B IR % ) 2 oh, Hodh— SR Py BN TRem 5 4 2
vE. FIBIRATS). e b, EVFZ A R RE R T BB, Bl B A mE.
BREE. B, 5RE. K/, GmiT. PHRE. VEAE. BT, BFR. ARSYHEA RN A RS
OHAS AN RR R (I, W, 2012). (HSSEWF 7T HIVF 2 BIEE R IR 51E 1
LARFHIAW D . AR TS EEAIBR AR (2011) 45 H, 7EAE S mnaiis e LR 5 B AR
ZOTF R SRR T v Be TR BV E R A AORAS . RIS E 4L 2155 %« Meier, Schnall, Schwarz
A1 Bargh (2012)4i KR 73 B SR e # 2 R v, W ARMREEn, 72T IR 5 S
(7R B S RSB I AR R A A g, R GAT AR IR &, FF Mk
ZE SRR o IX SERHF U S 0 B B AR A T IR NGB K8 Ry LIRS, AR
WEREt 7 2% . (H2, T B G ER AR A AR . N T PR AR AR R B
RLf AT B VG, AR ST, B AR S0 B BN, TR ENE T
ST I

[ 1) 5 G B, WU PR R B i) =K 3 i (ShapiroL, 2011; FR#H, 2045,
2014): (L)% 41k (Conceptualization). B A 125 #1 & VX BATREUE MR AR 45 7 1 R 1
BRI . NN ST W) Fr A Sk & 2 2 Bk B SRR L4 B LRI IS . Btk
2N, AR SR REERIES . 0. A R0, R h 253
INATIN T . (2)& 1R (Replacement). A=A & & SR 5 2 [0 1) HENARE T 1E NE SN AT L
()R AN T (representational processes). A KIAS BRI T 75 5 R AE B HL2 00 T (algorithmic
processes) . ‘& fi HE ) DTk 2 AN SRR ORI T B AR, B AR S At hD e O B
ZYRR, BRH AT N FITE B B M I . B AR R T RS S S BAE . () Ak
(Constitution). S A B FLAE RN T i #3388 1 22 3% (constitutive) /£, 17 AN A2 1 B i R A
P (causal) 1 . W AL GEINHIRL = R ROVE AR AL I, B4 B A 2/ B f W R R 2
—, RO e tH ik . SRR, B RTINS O BTSSR 7 AE A T
TR, B s RN &S ARGy, T ae LR R BB A & R REIEA
— 7€ DA AR B I R A RN TiE 3.

AR B B M S A 3/, N2 0T SR mio s S AT M-S it /2, wike
52 B0 SRR STAG IR | rPOR R SR A0 B A DA S AWOUE ) S 8 3 PR SN o DAL, E 50
UL RO ) 2 B PT Re R I R AN R B B 08 o (H:,  H AT T2 5 RS AT #5542 )



AKX ERATHRIX 5y I, X FEAREIE I & 58 & AT B 1 E 2T
o ARG T, EBRAEGEFTFSRIEN TSRS, W, SRR 2 R E SR
W T BB NSRS 2 5 M A IR FEAN ], SRR G5 AN [|] o DRI, 56 2L B 200RE o
WA I [RGB RO R 2 (AR SRR FEI 2 At o ARAB T 3R, B i Bl it S AE 4
I INFIIG B RS, VRN RIS S NI R AR IAEAE, Y T B SR @ 77 A Bt
ANAl o X AEH G RRLSES  R g B, AT IE IT b s Ar B B BRI G T ).
G, SEBHRVEAAT 55 A B AEAE B 2R JE B S AE ARG 22 % . Wilson (2002)4& 14T WML %2 @
TAELEE £\ %1 (online embodiment), 1 3¢ J5 3l & T 25 28 B & I\ %1 (offline embodiment). 75
E RN 75 (2014) 7555 T8 18 B B N AT T80 AT I S AE SR 1tk 5 B 2R VAT 55 34T X 43, R I
FELMEAE 55 1O HL B RUSR T B AR AR 55 1O HL S RS (RUR R/ EE Dy 0.234 ¢ 0.149, AR,
EE R ZESR). ik, AR5 m B G AN M EERER.

WL, BB SR FSAEAE N, (RAE SEIG I T 72 b 75 B B B RO 1) AR =
R SRS AFAE . BT ) LA R AT S5 R S DU A D7 T SE A SO X 4y, AT dERf o A B &
RSE, AR L B 2557 P R R T R T AR ) R A SO I Y A T R L B RS R AT 43 A AR

i
1 BEEMNHERER

FEGNFIR S E B RSB N R G ———— I AL, 1 B R IR 845 A 1E 5K
IINAE GBI . BB AR IE A b B SE IR S0 3 B A RN e . AR
ShapiroL % B & Ak = K FE @RS, B S\ mhn TEA X i 2 7% (ShapiroL, 2011).
TRAE NI R, FRZLRNSE5 B AR LA . Eadsie
FHETR, G 5N RS DT AR EA R, WE 1 R: MBS 500
FHE BRI B A 2 SRR AR B, # R T RSN ZZ IR, SRIRT K&k 2 5%
OWNAL, BFESREE. B B ARG RASE, MR T RSN RZER, BRNE
G IBIE Z 5% 00N, AR TR AR S, MR T B SR RO Z K. A S
MSERy—A8, BIARIAFEAE TR, RBNAEAE T Bk, B ALEAE T3 B2, 2010, 2013).
FEIX = RJZIR G, BB 80 i Re e 1 v] Re bl 2 O H 22 MR oW T Bk . FE LR RIE T, 7
H e NANE S R AR SR, T BRSO IR S AR A T P 12, ELAT ZE 1 Al bk i A2
SEME; A IRT S AR AR A T B &, A A EN G RIS ORI s BOM ) B v e
TR bk, HATFET A AL AL AL BRI S Nt PRI, 2 002 IR A2 A dk
FE B M T R AT i B e R AR R U 23 IR P A A T3 B B PR B 17T 5 B B AR e MR 55 IO
JE IR A8 A3 P F bR S SO S e e M 2 o (R, A B 240 It 2 B A0 L B 25T T Ak 2
YT E X 4y, DMEER AR AT A ST 2 B g N Bk AR EE .

1.1 BRAMXUFES SN

KRB NI EMIZ IR (RN b, BRI ER (2= AR AR 5 v] R 2 9818 AN
PIANENE N . FEASIA] b, BB A K/ AT 56 A 55, 1 B RI/K P 25 (AR IE SR O R 4,
XA 2 () PRI A AT BRI N A% O HNE B o N SCIRIE R il B[R] L BT i3 17
SAMMEM R LG SRR T RESZ B N AN Lo EABETErR, AnAE RS A 2 (R A 5%
f12K % (Bai et al., 2017), SCan DX IR FE 5 2 A kg Z )R AH G (Wei et al., 2017), #2355
AL ORI B BEYE . 286 SR SIS B B REE, AT SR S /AN R B B,
WK BEREENT NAFIEIE; GRS KSR B, W RIS 5 SO S Rgm il &nin 1.

TE SR SN T AT, A ARRE BT 7 AR NS T 9T, e in DU O PR
JA STEAEPROE B) J51%, LA T S PRy SRR 55 300 X 1) 5 DTG 5 1 8 141 W 5 7 7 (Schnall,
Haidt, Clore, & Jordan, 2008), 7Ei&E#TIISLH =AM Y P MARIMH H 2 EHS5(F/T
(Liljenquist, Zhong, & Galinsky, 2010)%% . ix £ 5256 # & 5 S A PTIR T HEAN B SRELEL I % /R




B i AT o /RS A S RIS By T, ARERMER 7 B & R% S5 BUA S (Inbar, Pizarro,
& Bloom, 2009). sE#4liE 1 (Ritter & Preston, 2011)A1 Al SCAAE S A B0 G 7)1 7%
(Inbar, Pizarro, Knobe, & Bloom, 2009) %516 3 it A SCHMELHI A PR % £ (Rozin, Lowery, Imada,
& Haidt, 1999) [H] [IAH & o FAmAE 72 35 J 3 7 #1355 (Bai et al., 2017) < i (Wei et al., 2017)
S5 BRI N 2 5 B R A B G 20 NI AR 2B 1

NE—VINENG Sh#ED0R T — M B R A ST, R 52 31 B SR A SR 58 (1 A% e
ARG . fE=REIRH, FEIAET AT R Bl X Fh iR YRR s F B 2 8 R 22 1 5 e
VB R IE — 2 VA S 2 1) L 5 0087 B R o 24 B AT S0 (1) k5 i S 30 PR R AR
SO ST B[R BRI ST 42 N, X — 2R R 5 RS R BT e e T B A
WP EA AN E 0BRSS 5, R S 38 ] BeAEEIR R 22 ek b, 75
FEAIFNTT 5 (2014) % 8 X — 5 SCA S S5 BEAH DG R s b (1 2L B RS AT o A R, B
TRRYE [ ZO0 TE AR B N B R R T EH(Q = 79.454, df = 41, p < 0.001, T
(FrEETE, M55, 2014)).
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1.2 LFREMES 510N

KRE G PZER XA ZIGY, AT R R AR P AN 5, e i 5 4h
RIS I BB A BTS2 B AZ ORI L3680 XTI e MR B2 R A, ansk,
ol ATERL, SRR ER AR . IR RIBIR TSN, FERE NSRS
AL BT TS0 ToRE . 85 LSRRI (i, BT ERIRI 46 55), A
TG SR ELE FE Y AT RE A2 RS .

B R HABARN ARG N FIE S AR, & TR T8ES 500 TR AR .
tean, Carney %5 (2010)fH)sikienin it B A S 42F-ANMAR ) J7 S IEAIE R L Fischer, Fischer,
Englich, Aydin 1 Frey (2011) &3 Al 774 3548 AT B QRS MA B E A E 0, i &
GePEAT ) T 5 AT 0 e S 4 — BU4S B Rotella 11 Richeson (2013) 111 2 FAS [7] f) £ 4 45

LRTREHNRBAE, —HP BN Ranehi 11 % (2015) FER BT FUM AL 1 #8510 BB LR RN, (=
FEBIE. REEANREGAT R 7 T % R DAL 2% » Garrison, Tang Al Schmeichel (2016) FERIIEM T XHBUSIEH I EE
AR, WBcA KO L3 SO TFRAT A, EEBA KB A BRI BT 1L M . Gronau A
(2017) st 3 DUM-Br R R e #r, SRS SUREAT BT 0B, RIUE IR SR AIESIE W1 2R AR AE,  EAE R S0 %2
FIRAENERISEW 2 5,  RILZRUN R PSR AR ISR .



FLFERZ M BIANAXAT R A OO AN A2 R . BEe S, R BUR i 25 (2016) M) A 3 H
EAL ST 5 NI AE B A4 34 5 1k 2 M ST A7 76 X ] BV RIS o 3K SE i FL A S KT 24k 5 4
FH AT A B, 96T B AR 1A [RLAR A X S DA S ARt S EAT AR T e o T £E 3
Iy PR BB AR 2 5N i TE S e i, ) iz AT R B ARTE AT O, He i
Zhong #1 Liljenquist (2006) 4 3122 7 [ RN, BV FE8 BlCAN T8 B8 B eA8 AT 172 A2 38 v E &
AEVEEAT . Lee F1 Schwarz (2011) & B4R B b AN A T35 75 17 w4, Schnall,
Benton %5 A\ (2008) K BLHEAT T B i 2 J5, A8 W KA v £ BRI 55 o 76 53 20 72 (Preston
& Ritter, 2012; Yan, Ding, & Yan, 2011; &35, 2011). BRSS9 (Helzer & Pizarro, 2011),
E—%EX]‘LmilﬁI%ULﬁE’JE?ﬂﬁ(Xu, Zwick, & Schwarz, 2012)f1H & #5457k s (Yang et
., 2013), WA ZAURI . X8 & I BRI AR5 i R e T imig v v, SiElalih
‘fi’—i%%ﬁ%%ﬂﬁ%@%ﬂiﬁ%ﬁ%%%ﬁ%%‘zI‘Eﬂﬁ?f%K%%?@f%o
9K B AT B A BE A RS B A A, AR R T B o A4 v 20 £ B 2 A 1) BRI s
3. Rk, HEERT J B RRES 5 SRS\ RS B o] ReAEE — B M Th ez, MR I H —
E BB 1K — JE IO BN I B B 3R B PR T R AR A, HL B SR IBE R B A
AR . AT F AR SCAG RS, X PP b A8 AR AU TR B 2, AR TR T AR, 75X — 2
R BB M 2T AR R SCAL PR 1 B By O, ] #E 53 1 A B 2 B A1
1.3 RREBEES 5% 0NN
X2 BB ROUE R o BOW 2 THT = 25 1 B Ak P 308 i S 0 ﬁ?ﬁ“‘?%ﬂ:?ﬂf‘ B
WA AR . B 7 REAREN G, QOALsE . Ao BROE. WRSE. Wric 2 ob, A Ao 4
HR] BE2 S = SO KN &SN .
TERLSE b, TE AN 18 5 i/ 2 5 (Sherman & Clore, 2009). 8 it B 22/ BB IS (416 9R,
R, 2013) A2 FLN GG LI A S 4% (Song, Vonasch, Meier, & Bargh, 2012). 4#h&kERLE
7‘6@25’]5@/5 T % (Banerjee, Chatterjee, & Sinha, 2012) 2 [A|fFfERRMI AT . 7Eflnd b, A= PR
fESH SR CTEMER T 2 [RIAFTE— A M (Williams & Bargh, 2008; Kang, Williams,
Clark, Gray, & Bargh, 2011; #3324, 2013; 257K, 2013), i . FRESGH . AL
fik i ) B o A AR AN AR DR R N R 11 3 W B AT 52 e 4 FH (Ackerman, Nocera, & Bargh, 2010).
FEWRYE b, W EE G R B 5 2 155422 M (Meier, Moeller, Riemer-Peltz, & Robinson, 2012),
AH B, Wb b 1R DR S 5 06 AN T8 48 30 5 189 DR S8 A AH UL 1) 1T 8 L A s S5 (Chapman,  Kim,
Susskind, & Anderson, 2009), 48 k5 BRI 2 520 BAMA Y BG4S FE (Eskine, Kacinik, &
Prinz, 2011). 7EMA3E_E, 5T A AT DL & B2 R0 263 (Liljenquistet al., 2010), X & [
] LA A 26 8 25 AN 3T Jd 5z (Skarlicki, Hoegg, Aquino, & Nadisic, 2013), LAz #HEF
J&(Homan et al., 2017)%; &AW 50k IR RR 5 A 2 PREE 2 [ A7 1E X A] B ¢ 22 (Lee &
Schwarz, 2012). fEWT o b, ¥ 508 R0 ANTHE B BRI R, R AR S B0 A E (S
BERIED, X B2 FE 1 N (Ziv, Hoftman & Geyer, 2012). Seidel Al Prinz (2013)%
T Rl T 15 2 R T A T P A R S o Y e AR AL 2@ i ATV = (executive attention)
SRSV 2 2 AR A AT 055 TH A J R Bl (Kang & Lakshmanan, 2017). 7EAARE G T
%E?EE%XTEEXMZIKE HEEEN A ST T %%, it Day 1 Bobocel (2013) % Il A~ 1
AT R ZERE BT 428 i 2H 2 B 0 A oo 4 B 1) 32 R T o T AEZS RN T IE R (2014) 4K T EE SN
J’XZIEHE’JE*EHJ%ET%%O 2RI 15 2R (2014) 255 11 A BIF S0\ B B F 55 i 2 7 7 B R 1)
S pRae 2 b T S T8 R I At S0 3 1A s 1) R B ELA R G It (), T RS,
2016).
JEGIEE Z 5NN L, RICALT S s, WS A S i — e WA, £ = KZKH,
X JZ UGN B B G RS LA 4% T o828, B PUd AR AE MRS L, S EUR LIS
EZ 5 HIN TR B S N e MR, A R ek, AR e e T S Pt i 2 .



AR B AR AR T SO AR S A 0, L S RN A ROE CRAT ER 2 B B0V ) 22
Mo HRE, FENFNFESI AL T S iemt firh, X = KRR UORZE AT N FGARNE
i, FERFE-ZRSE TN LES) . 3B S8 A SUZ R Gr, 28 AT
T A M A B B RN A P S B O, AT AE B B 0 (SR Bk e DAL S S R s, S n 4
TR Af HUEA T30 ) L 5 0 e UL AT A 42 il ) B R 36000

2 ESWNHERSSFM

AR SR« R w] N, B RN B AT RS 22 it . R BRI, &
CINHIRG(IN) SR IETE R NS AT BRI TR, X = AR5 5 AR B
R, F B RS R . RO IAER . BRI = AN A B 2 T RERE A =2 IR A 58 ELAE F 0
o ERZINENESIF, ESINTRAEVAFE. SR NAES P BERR AR R
SR R ) — BN, ¥R R = R G A AR SR EAN ], AT R S
I EA SRS 22 5o T AT [B) A R, L B 00 ] i e i P ) TR I A 9 55 X 40, s
FEAR AT AR P OR B B0 e BRI RE A 35 1 B B N . (R, R T ARG, A5
M REAR L L DA 305 PR R R ) — SRR FE DL [R], B AT T s i L B 2000 55 (1) DY AN J A
%At

—RWHES T ESIN T RGN 2 5. R B a7 Fmm o TR R 75, EarE
INFMESS B, AMARE I T RGBS TREBEAAFFERERE. B RGN,
5l EEMK, B2 R, ARG RNZ, SV, B0 515
Wl s XA okl sr, F-H#A5 Dijksterhuis 1 Nordgren (2006)#2 Hi o F AR BAR 1« TL &
PUEAREE 2 (Unconscious Thought Theory)ZS L, X 43 T WA B4R LR INAE =N, 1
5530 B 0 B0 0 CANER A I TR A AR b . AETE N RIATIE, Greene SFELRAHTA
PR R AR 2 B AR R A b, X R B AR XU LB AR T 2R ALK 5 (Greene,
2007; Greene, Morelli, Lowenberg, Nystrom, & Cohen, 2008). Ferrin (2017)7E %00 BR 2R HN
BEE SRR, KNP HWANRE”: —DRFE(RG DR s, B0, S,
ATRESEIRGR, TR — N RE(RG 2) WA N HIREGE, IR PR 75T, B4R,
FETH IR R S N T ARAE RN, SR X PIAN N R G AT A 3800 Bk LAZE%¢ . Schnall
et al., (2008) &~ H B PRS2 i 1 £ 4] Wt (1% 2 0 S e 1 3 22 0 D g v in 3R sh i B, 1
AN AIHERE . IXAESEMPRLE FUERH R SN AT ReSE ZARE T How R4t . fxilt Zesteott,
Stone A1 Landau (2017)%} 55— B B By 0% i oA B VE R ST TR, I R
EVE RN T2 Bt L 5 2808, tE B B RN T R AR T B R 4R . (HAE HoAth 2 £
ROBERIEFE A, HL R .

TRNEES R S M R R 2 e . R SR MR R IR R R E S 5\
FIRAT AL SS AR L o P an SR Al A 48 AT 55 2 AR b FUREE L I8 38 S Rk, AN 75 22 o Ath ke
WIRIES Y, B SRR T AP R s 4 S B, DROE AR By HAT B AR DR
Wi, 2R S A AR I B AL, 5 3508 A B A N 25 A B 88 3 IR B B A 1k ik PR,
Sy MR FE A o R T RGN, PR R MEH, EL il Eisenberger, Lieberman #1 Williams
(2003) A A #- 2 HE B = A= R v 45 A B A B B A AR B # 2 ML o X A 2 0
()L Byt ELAT A ) B By e AR T o DRI, L By R R BERE A RIME 55 1) 22 e T A BT AS
7], MTIAS B B RS A BAT AT 55 B RO — Bk, 7EAS [FRA KT 25 2 (R 3E AT B B RRE 1 L
BT AT A SOZ AR B AT X 55

SRNENE S SR R — B B 2 e . TR ZR AT LA 9 H AR R 3R F Ak 2
SO IR 3R o 2B L B RN S5 PR DR 36 v FE — U, ARS8 B Tl i) EL By SO8E R AR T
AREPERE Ry, RS E A 2R . LRndE B IS O 22 g Js A s 25 2 v, 4t



X EAEAE N AT S AR TR SCAR AL S, DR A3 4 A T I IR 2 S B0E £ 1)
BRI FE (B4R, 2016), (HZIX R SRAE 55 B B IS St BT b U AR A A7 AE o THAE
DAAE A8 2 i, 0h L B RS SO e R 5 — SR I 5 AR D . 5 B (2011) 42 )
B i 1 5 TE A OCIRME IR 5 SCAE — BUE D 2 8 R IR NIRRT (0 1] R, 4% 4k 1 11 26 75 g (2016)
WA SO IR B B 280N (A8 E PR — BUEAR A7 0 22 o 1 24 A 1) B BT S 2 BT AAS g
5 U FU I B B RSN 2K TR T, X SR EAR BT R B AR SO R 2 e
ATKFR . JETEFIFNTG 5 2014 T 18 15 B B 28R 76 73 Bt A 3L 17 Aot it 18] 51 ) ol 3
WHER .

DY ot . B 25 B B IS TR A8 4 o IR R B K 22 0L B 28R S 2 A i sl v = R L,
JE B RIS A R P B I TR R TR SS . ELdn Zhang #1Li (2012) K B — AN E AL (HH
X T ) S il 10K R P O B D EEE, (HI R G R 52 B A SO A R I A M I R A
YER o Bt I R B E, X Muds Mzl T, I3 8RS IR K. X AT Re 2 —Fh
ST RME ST, Wi AR IAESIHUAR I T2, B AR LR 2 b
DAL ) i T A0 38 17 48 i B 3] H A a4 i (Chartrand, Huber, Shiv, & Tanner, 2008), M ifif# & %%
I ZEH Ry — o B T 48 58 ) B % (Mukherjee, Kramer, & Kulow, 2017). 7&K 31 fa] HEfE
—— A ST T, BN S E R = AN T B I E R ARG S
1 FH BAE OGRE B (kb Fr 95 42, 2011), ] ReJEsgma B G N ) B R 35 . R Gt &
SIS R SEIAFAERT ) 22, [RIAES ORI, BRmi N AR ER E S S ER AN R
WEBATELE . B, A 0T E G 208 9 SR 55 (1 TR A g9 N B 5 3Rt e T
F R

FEFRZINEN () SRS RS BN 2R, RSN Rt S ER .
BT = A5 TS [ R A A 247 3504, SR B ST e FEHEW R4 E T, A &S5
FEFERE, SMBER R EE - SUORHE, MHXTS, BEGSMNHEERGES, B
PR TEAR RS, 5IREE R 2K — B B A —BRHIE . 1 38 PYAN J7 T AN B TR A ) 4 A, E R
BODAFRIRE T, v BRI IR SR T R AR R L By 2 B 2 58 4 TR RN (R
TR AT B BT 1 =N 7 T AR AN ™ DA S DA J7 TR N A 15 S-S 80

3 AESWNMERFGE

ARAE 2 S AN ) M A Aere il 328, 2 B Rl R AR A ) AR B AR TIAFEE T A
FKEM S AR R . RS Sui RO —FOAER, WA E R SS S B AANES
IR FR, UABEE ST AZRIRRR . 1T B 5 80N 1A 77 m] 10 /8, 75 Z ERAh T
77 (2014) T B0 T Hh G 5 HARRE R 1) ) B Ry O R] BRI G R . SEBR B, BB RN
A T7 1) X 53 FEAMUAFAE TS BAR SRR 18], TR AN 146 17N =AT7 1)
TELE L B 3508 (VA 77 ) X 43« AE NN E IR IX 23 2 R I S 5 BN 2 TA) 7 e i
#H5k A(Gilead, Gal, Polak, & Cholow, 2015; IJzerman & Koole, 2011; Landau, Meier, &
Keefer, 2010; Schaefer, Denke, Heinze, & Rotte, 2014; ¥4k°F, FiF5H, T 24, 2017; Bkfl,
TR, WA, 2013); fEIEZE b, FEGHE B SIS R S AN GG 457 2 [A] B ) B AL
] % #4) 5% £ (Montoro, Jose Contreras, Rosa Elosua, & Marmolejo-Ramos, 2015; Niedenthal, 2007;
Oosterwijk, Rotteveel, Fischer, & Hess, 2009; Price & Harmon- Jones, 2015; Sheikh, Botindari, &
White, 2013; Wiswede, Muente, Kraemer, & Ruesseler, 2009); 7E47 A4, T8 e H 847 848
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