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B B ARARIARE AT AEBIH R R AR RN, A5 20 FF, ERRAHRETF
EHTZF@EAM: (1) FHE S KBREERATHRAZL (2) ARBSTRFRSHRAEAR; (3) &
WH AP P H IR 9158, AL EANBT ZRRAARG FHTEX, AN Z 7 A sF TR R A7 @
xt B ZANFARATER, RRGHREIEEF G EDOINE, KIEEEAE. BRARES. K
BRI TR .

FER BBRM, BN, RRIE-EH A%, AR

S B849; (€934

13]% BTERTIURL, B AR i T 4
BRI BRI, ST Bl B R URAN S R R A (e
LHBAGRTO BRI, SORERER RIS,
oy s B AL s ’ BN DI i DL VT ) 2 9
AT AL, DUE, ALNEBURIATE ) pponegat .« gy 5%
S PR AT BRI 5y . AT, G A e
AULFET T - PR SERURATF S F 0T “ VPRI -RE N R
SEAEIIF G AR 2> ey At A SR g SR A 52 . WE5T Tudge-Advisor S JAS) $5tHHT (Sniezek &
ST KA A (5 O e B udge-Advisor System, JAS) TR AT | Snieze
Zk%ﬁ/l %F@;M» s i»‘rﬂ*:{lh\)\[g’]:tf‘ " Buckley, 1995; Sniezek & Van Swol, 2001). H:H,
P, DI SHSIRSRMBAIILEY . TL20 iy (Gugge) SRIE IR II0EDE
R, ISR TSI 2, R e e
20 (Advice taking) WFFUREZ YT . ZATIRER A A s T o visors
o e - e HAL, LEA T WY R A . IR B R A
WA TS B O, % 8 3R s e e
f I, S AROR A 630 7 AR B, SRR A A
DU AT B E ORI, TR e o ol A
AU o K BAHAY: B, S0P R S A
HEDHAA IR R A R RI e
e R ] 58, VP SLREAT MR YR
, A zo\lgm%u‘kﬁbﬁﬂim%@ﬁ (Initial decision), & MIAEANKITE XS 5 446 Tk 5
%piﬁf;igﬁaﬁgﬁ%ﬁ;zﬂ"‘f N PRI AR, VPRI A,
e Tt et it sy JBUHIRERE (Final deision). (£,
UDT' m6ti“(JZ%Ej%%T$;E CHWE” IR ISR, T TS
npu -process—ou pu mode M SR 7 N W 9 N . “ NV ]
FAERR R, MBIV <5 R
RSN, FEAUSFEET TR k fal
E S 3 AN, RSO RIIR Lk, . T
R JLJHO 3 50, NREBRAITRILIIK HEDURABINSC YT 55 1 5 P
AT TR R I T,
eI, AT T RFSL AR, & oice) TILEIIRL toudement) AT, -
’ P26 TR A T AR, 7

R HESCR AN S G AT T R, R e e o
o U ML LA DR o VA 0
AIRIRFER=THrrx, ” s (Sniezek & Buckley, 1995;: Sniezek & Van Swol,

2001). {EEEFIBTSH, EiSE Flu s s 2t
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Harvey, 1999). {AH (Gino & Moore, 2007). Hf
# (Budescu et al., 2003) =/ 44y (Yaniv &
Kleinberger, 20000, A4 “#ill” st A
PREUE . AHR L, PR S5 TR 0 R AR e &
PR, N3O AR

PHIE-RE R IRk E 5%
i N BRI T A ETE . e BEE T A R e
FH AL SRR SE AR, SO E T HEA sk
X TF &AM At E 2SR 78 “TPHFE-RHE R
a4 WETE M A, PPAETE SRR G D
F A, RSB ESCE B E . Bk,
PR e e SR B U TR UNT S5 S A (R = S
WA IR S INE R ERAM. &
M, HErEAE “dilE” @i e X
AR AGC ARG AT 5, A RSO V)25 1 5 i 3=
BAETERZM. AR RNAE RS T Insd th g &
PR, FEIG R A P i B S LA (1 3L A 4
B, SCEE R DYER - PRI IX S 1L

TESERRERAE, XA R AR RSk,
WL TARYE 5 B R P T R . B, VP
ez g AT AR Ak ATRERT L “ 4
PR, R LA A B e 2 1 R A
1 (Gardner & Berry, 1995; Gino & Moore, 2007);
A AZERAAT RS AT R A e 3k, B mT ki ke,
HIEEZ A3 (Sniezek & Buckley, 1995). 1
U, REEE BN R A T K Z A
PR A A, (H ] [N SR B 4 Bl 22 L
(Budescu & Rantilla, 2000; Yaniv & Milyavsky,
2007); BT R TRIRAL, R AR BRIE A AL 2
(Gino, 2008). 5=, PFHIEFHWE NI I HE)
RAAFRF AT 25 VEHHA AL
T I U WU RE T ASE AR 4L, i LIOR
[ RE T HE T H %) (Sniezek & Van Swol, 2001; Van
Swol & Sniezek, 2005); XURERIAEZAFEAN, B
Al REA B & (Van Swol & Sniezek, 2005). Lid
XA B AR T b 22 7 v RE S e BUR AN M de 4
Pesf (Bonaccio & Dalal, 20060, filt1, TR
LT WIR SR BN, Fon &k
(R HE B T B A T A T U e S O )
(Sniezek & Buckley, 1995); 55 g3  1H%F i (1K) A
B BB RESR S VP AR AT RS, AT B B R I
A1 (Van Swol & Sniezek, 2005).

BT, SEBCRANIBE A S T N R

WA Z AR SR R . 24 1k, 2T T T
RN T =07 M (1D A2 KRR B
PP PR, HERWAER A7 (2) R4
NV & St T SR, SRR T ? (3)
R BCRE P PRI R PSR (5 0, R IE
FR TR PRFL R B 2 R SCRHAK O
B =I5B OEATIRA, R A 2 A SN AR
LM%, XTSRRI ELE S5 A 73 #r o

3 IHERERMNTHARW?
3.1 BUCRPEERNE

HVCR AR 52 S b 2 LRt AR TR g 28
R AP I 2 4 S (S U LE ) S
B2 TAB M. BRI &7 A M A
TER AW AT . 8 VR PRAT 5510 J2 K f
LR PRI NHETE R T LU, — & AH R W W
PEAE R TN XFPI R R R, HT
AR RO, ARAFEPIT GG Hok, 2T
VR (RIS, an SR PP (I 40 VSRS Rt
S AT &, BAmA&PFES@EHH—BOFR
REVEWIPPH Rl T il R, AEixXMe R,
PPAE B AW, EATeNEZ, Ak
HATRERE LI 5o

S8 H A W AT 55 DT SR AT ) B0 30 O 48 B A L
i, B, S EEUCRANRE R 1 AR —
g, KRB A EA S 4 PR R L ek =28,
S5 o TR [V B A T H AR R SR K5
AR PP e 2 T AR AL T o [l RL K
B PRSEN £ 4 UM B R h, DUR AR 3E A
[RIAR S, [m] ) R AT o e Al N Sl T80 e A e S
FRAHGS BB, TSRS (4005 D0 T 2 7 Al N S
AETE 2 RFRE R BTN PRSI I 24 Y3 (Harvey,
Harries, & Fischer, 2000; Lim & O’Connor, 1995),
[T Y2 (R DA T 70 B 22 4% SR UGS TR SR 5
AL [ I AN P 3 e [ 1 5 20 AL e o B, JE G2
5 BRI, gl R R m i, A RBOFA
REAEA S ) 45 2% B IUPE e PR SR D IR B SEAL

(5] 051 23 07 vk B0 1) TR B i ied e /s — e
AR VIR, T TR L R AR ST AT R
FFE T RER T RIS A B e, TR iz
PLGAE (Yaniv, 1997; Yaniv & Milyavsky, 2007).
40, Yaniv #1 Milyavsky (2007) $2H T FE1%.
FALE. ERE (Mid-range) F14iY (Consensus-
based) FEARLAE-LA ] ERG R BCRAIEAY, FEAEAR
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ST T LA BB R A R, SRR, TR
SO 2 AR U, B RN G U 2 i B A
SRR L S TR R A A AR

5 M) AR R bR, TR W
T LY R R SR A VF J R 4 A N T A
B o 3 3 S AR S 2 AL TR IR AR DL
AR LA NGB, DAL 2k e g 4%
YR SR VSR N S0 TR R AR P 2, BT
FIE BIVIIR IR AL 2 KRR b “Imiswiine sk, FF
i) Al N CER” (Yaniv, 2004b). 5 LUFERFFL T,
B LR ) WOA (Weight of advice) F1 WOE

(Weight of own estimate), JLAZUWIT:
A\ "L”F%E'J%LE‘Jf‘i%ﬁﬁ*‘ﬂﬁ}kﬂ%E@%}Jﬁ‘n‘%iﬂ
MTE)\EW—W%J%‘E‘VFE&%H it

¢P)
NV A (2
A - R A £
IEE TR IN R SRR S % L GE

YRR TR PSR BB AT A SR I
WOA 1H4 0; i &P 58 245 R TN st
WOA {H% 1 (Yaniv, 2004b; Gino, 2008). 5t
HS, WOE RIRHIAA YA e PR B : 4
AP TE A TN, WOE {E24 0 T
YR B PSRA VI EA ALK, WOE {E24 1 (Yaniv
& Kleinbeger, 20000, HF4XHES/EH, WOA Fl
WOE %0 IE{H. —MRIEOLT, 4R 2 HOFHH 1k
KPR VEACAIR VR B N DL T« TEH X
[7]” ¥ (Harvey & Fischer, 1997), K] WOA Al
WOE MEEH /T 0 5 1 Z0H.

TEDHAEUUT . BRI NGRS 1]
NV SR, & R 7 M E) IR X (a7
2k, IXEF WOE 4 KF 1, 11 WOA HITEik s it i
AR (T2 TEAEXE, WOA Toiksr it i i
LIRS IR VLIRS T 0D St G4
YR FRETT 1) “ 1L IR B TR X R AL,
WOA K AKT 1, WOE T RA X R,
RYEHE IR T Al Nl BUFH S 24 0 SR RN R AEDNS T
. YTk, BT R SR B R, iR
S — LR L, BAS T I 3R AR TR R

PR A2 T AP s B . RSP
I AT — R Pk, YTt AT H WOoA
5 WOE, x4 EZRANK /AN, Yaniv Fl
Milyavsky (2007) G4l WOE $8tria 1T [F

IO S I B Psk h (SE8 20, BFRE I Wi 4
AW FEARNR (2 1, HELRTRYIMG R
KPS A T S P AR AE, 45 WOE 18
KT 0.33 WRRPEHIZE MR T B SRPIRIGE, %
AR NGB (HE, XM “ARNPI L R4 1)
FRPRAS BN A 1, [ B H AN (7] 430 TR] PR AF O A B
Blt, RS AR Z ML, R BEA T
KA.

3.2 BTN

TEREBCR AR, B R 7870 SR he e (IR
Zoe BTN, (Advice discounting effect),
Wb B - NN, (Self-other effect), B[y &
) T U 4F B CNAIGR SR, T2 N, BT
Al N VO 5 2% SR 11 SE B S AR /N (Yaniv &
Kleinberger, 2000; Yaniv, 2004a, 2004b). Harvey
A Fischer (1997) fE— UG EARSS TFABL, I PEH)
FARAA N AT SS , PEIE IR e A T HEAR )
HW T W 20%% 30%. Lim Fl O’Connor

(1995) AEHL, PEHAIE FIRIAG PR AE L iR 25 ke S
JIT o FRURCER (2 v T N, R (R
AR R 2 At RN RIS T, XA
BNARSRAELE,  HLIX A B 20 R IR s 2 3ok
R A R Bl L (Yaniv & Milyavsky, 2007

WEFCE R B WA RN th T TR iR
Beo B, WPRAEWIEHIERAT “HiSiRE”
Heug, HH DRGSR AL RS AN
WA P AT AN AL, (X R A A 7 5 1,
Rk, A NSO R A PSR RE A (Harvey &
Fischer, 1997; Lim & O’Connor, 1995),

Yaniv Fl Kleinberger (2000) $gH, VP 7ER
F IR O T B RAM AR B FR T
HTIPAE R A O AR TR, HASIBUEHS
B, HABIRAF S A0 20 I SRS B oAb A2
B FEHFE IR A T R AR . DAL,
Al N A i 2 e S RIS TP A B DA AG
sk WK, PPHIE SRS EN IR,
BT RSB, X R AR SR AR IR e
3 Sy M VF 2 308 B MR IR, AT S 6
] T REEW LAY (Yaniv, 2004b).

Krueger (2003) H H&H 0% (Ego-centric
bias) MR A ETHIRN . AL AR A Sk
PETAb A, PRI e 28 e b s i 1) ) PR8I
WEFURIL, B O ZE 7 P I H AT W) UR
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W7 RV Bl A, BIUA 3 5 4 A A2 1) R 55 el R C R
TCVRSRAF SRR A S5 BRI 3R 2t
BB .. KB “ B3RP0 2T
S I S v s G [ Nt o R DN K o
A FRX LA, B 1R (Krueger, 2003).
3.3 BWRPEEHFMEER
3.3.1 BWMRE

e TR (VA BUE A S PR IR . R
VAT NN A A7 A, I SE AR (10 A e 2 ke
SRR E K (Gardner & Berry, 1995; Lim &
O’Connor, 1995; Yaniv & Kleinberger, 2000),
SE b, PRGSO IR AR SR L — Bl
IR . U AL R YO P R I SR VT A
BAE AT R OB S, T H SR RAT A
SRR e A v B A O SR I I
PEARTE G208, EAR /D (U 5 f ) A 15Ut A AR A 22

VO A2, A VT 0 3 TR e I s i B
(Yaniv & Kleinberger, 2000).
3.3.2 51F

o VO A AT R A% TR PP J 3 R SR 40 (1 2
J& (Sniezek & Van Swol, 2001 ; Van Swol & Sniezeck,
2005 ) o {5 A9 A AT T B0 Bk ARAAC
S (White, 2005), thAE T2 BTk L
I 15 (Sniezek & Van Swol, 2001), & n[HESZ
BIBARRBS ST 45 152 (Gino & Schweitzer,
2008), {EATFRREME ST, HEUE d 2 PR 3 P (MR
K PP T M A e T 1) B ) S, LT
FEMFAR L TV Sy 2 (White,
2005) . AT RIS BOA HARNRAG AT, Wl
WU TAEAERIPEIT . Bldn, i S
AL SR I AR BN, @SR S ek
4 (Schotter, 2003); X7 Fl 2k H bRA7AE 43 B,
PEAIE SN 2 B P AL RI{5 B (Jungermann &
Fischer, 2005). 7E FIRSTRT, (FAEARERL T )
AR R, IXAEAFA R IR ST PR
3.8.3 Tk

BV TN ACP S, BUPPAIE 1B LK
AR, AVCRARE S R . ADITURIL, LXK
A UUAE e Z SR P S g S OK TR T
(Harvey & Fischer, 1997; Jungermann & Fischer,
200500 HTFHIE LA AR T WA I, X A
BT LUBR R, A TR EF B SRR 6 Pk
(Sahrah & Dalal, 2004); PFHIF /LA G

R IE A 2R 8 e I, L 28 SRS A N 2 AL ) 5 i
/N (Yaniv, 2004b; Yaniv & Milyavsky, 2007). 3
UM, Godek F Murray (2008) &HL, VFHIH A5
BAEMMNEZ, BEN UGS EL, X
M= BT B KPS B e S et
NEB .

3.3.4 EEHE

Gino Ml Moore (2007) KW, #E VT L
T TS G BE AR, A AR
FETRT AT 55 P2 BN, A0 S AT 45 I 5 1 3%
R, IR DR A 45 S S i AT TR AR 25 I A
TR BAE S5 T SR B 5 ) IR 2 X 22, TAA B
CUFFb A, MER IS T UMK . JG8ERK
W, VPG TR AT A, B A T E A
IR RRAEE, AT A 2T R, >
ZIBEUEF AT, BORXHHEF TS, AT A
AR A AT 8 EXETM (Gino, Shang, &
Croson, 2009),

3.3.5 FREVEIAI LA

T 3 LT $0 808 A SE S A 90 b 45 321 34 3w 1iE
S0, (EISAEE RSO S BEIWBIT. mikE
1) ER T SRAT- e A W 1A S 9. 3 1K 22 A AE
T SEIREFTTR N Ok St AR A, LSRR
13D BT B A AT W 2 T o A4S FU R A,
£ 2RI R R BCR AN IFEEE . B, A2 siAT
25 T T i) SO AT Bl A B T M L) WA
(Patt, Bowles, & Cash, 2006), H&wE@ilE %
PLIR AR, AT 435 B 3R 7 & (Sniezek, Schrah,
& Dalal, 2004). Gino (2008) &BL, HME#EHT
VTR 22 5, ol PG S8R A F2 5 1 T 4 P
AR B, T U ARY. (Sunk cost effect),
YR A B 70 4 R A N L LR W S R TR 2
A P EERI
3.3.5 “BEESMIN”

Yaniv (2004b) KIL T EBCRANN “BE 2850
(Distance effect): 15 Ath A G135 4146 vk 5 [R] 22 51
K, BN E AR AR AR A . e,
VA A T2 5 A AT I, WAl A
WSRO B, AT B B R MR
AT I8 WITUIESE, A2 &l fd,
wEH R KM “HkLR” BRA (Trimming
heuristic), SEIEMILE S 24, PR AR N B
7469 (Yaniv, 1997). BRIk, [ PFH) 3 R 200
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25U, SR T 25 B RO I I B B
B T AR NBCE, X i 2 1SR L AN K R )
(Yaniv & Milyavsky, 2007). Yaniv (2004b) K
W APPAFE VAR Z, R« ALNY
Jeh .

4 B ABWNERTHERRRE?
4.1 RERRERNE
e HAr st sa el PP Rt 8CE BT I

PR R S 1) 000 5 A AR IEAAS 58, PSR DU 1) IR R
N B PSR 5 IER S RN EIE FR o 08 PR AR S5
b, PP B R I R TR S AN B e ) H
KRR YL TR 1) = /% (Sniezeck & Buckley, 1995;
Van Swol & Sniezek, 2005). Ifift e &A%, 0]
PR 48%) % (Mean absolute error) B¢ 11
263115 2 7 43 Lk (Mean absolute percentage error) 1
KSR AR (Yaniv, 2004a, 2004b; Harvey
& Fischer, 1997), HUH#ER/)N, 1B Sk MR .
207 1 2 ) WA (55 R . T A 25 S 1) 22 R 48
WHE, AR ZE T o R0 R 7 5 I &
TSR o = AR TR B R e 3 C R N 9PP S0 i
HEATALIE URR, vy oH AR 2 Wi 22 S 0046 0
FHECAR/NE 3 L, 25 58t N 80 P S5 B R i
HEE.

4.2 REFREWREF

MGETE EYF, RO B W T AR R B S

FRZEZ A, O BEAT I R A AR B
WiRZE, ERERENAETIRMIEILT, Frfg
S B INFEIE U . R BRI R, Kl
AR SRR N UM B 256 1 2 BRI R 2 1A
0 B 3RAR ) e 8 Y 3 T8 5 EE W) h v 5 O T
(Yaniv, 2004a; 2004b). KEAFFUFSL, K
YNNG ATE IS Yiie - S N4 IRV (Y2
BAES Y, PP H 2 P44 @ SCE I U 6 H )
HRIEWMELE S T R PR E (Sniezeck &
Buckley, 1995). {ERFMMATE. Jrsebgy . MERAE
SEEHIRAE S, RO R BB AR 7,
B PSR TEHERY (Sniezek et al., 2004; Yaniv &
Milyavsky, 2007; Gino & Schweitzer, 2008). MH{
DFEA AL ) iBzE” h BENLA I — S i i
IGh B, R A A 2 SR I 400 iR 225 R AR 20%
(Yaniv, 2004b). SR, G152 A A DGR AL
A, RZEIEARE R IR, EXMELT, 28
— 2T BV R ZE S 3R A B (Johnson,

Budescu, & Wallsten, 2001).

FOR RS IR T AMUAE T MR 22, I8
Pk T M SO FE . AUFER I, AR T S A
N T BB BT ¥k A R R 4E s 0
(Schotter, 2003), AR %82 115 5 el ik
Ji% (Heath & Gonzalez, 1995). TJHEME R AIH I
W ReH B PSR R DNE SR, A A 28 P SR T Ol I
P4 (Druckman, 2001). I1E#1 Brehmer 1 Hagafors
(1986) Frogili, A ANg it faih ok S T I
PIMERE, AT B ER BB RF (5 58, RIAT QR BUA &
HAIB2KGEH, HARBERAR T I 28 TSR T &
4. 3 REKREWZINE R

B, AU AR T R e B A RS R
MRS R . AR A B I T4 v e SR AR A
M, (AT L], #WUUFAEZ £ ¥ . Hogarth
(1978) $H AL A TIMBIR A, K 6 2 10 i fl
THAHZE & BRI HERA I 45 R o B H g N2
i TR R 2, JUH 2 & A A A S B
PEAIE R MG RN %N E ) (Harries, Yaniv, &
Harvey, 2004; Sniezek & Buckley, 1995). fHiff57
REMFELET B (2 2 8 4&) XHIEMEMN
RO, S5 ARRIN, SR A A BUE H IR G
P, A BCE H L bR DTk b o # (Yaniv &
Milyavsky, 2007). A S 15 dek [A) B 5% 0 2 5
AP . FBI IER 2 S R A PRI IE 2 2
B IEMZE (Van Swol & Sniezek, 2005). %% %
FIEWITIE R e sk, Hopti W Wl T T
WORSRAFI ¥ (Sniezek etal., 2004).

HWR, B TR RPN i)
PRV . BT I AP, PR
FEAEARRE AR R AN BOCRIRIH 1R ZE, AR
JREATAT A AR HAL (Yaniv & Milyavsky, 2007).
Rt SR A T 2 M AR R &5, PRA
B AT MBI, X B & SR U
WA 75 % @Y (Harvey & Fischer, 1997).
B, G RVPHIE BN O IR TN, K e
RSB T 58 2 A, K e R A5 B A 1) o 25 v 3
(Yaniv & Kleinberger, 2000). Kit, MR
YRR IRV 22 BR 22 R A a0 11 57 A0 VT ) 2 1 e 4 e 5
Bk BN, Ab TR T PR IS AR
W, PR R s o, DRI 25 v s
W YERT (Gino & Schweitzer, 2008); K&l (1)
FAES B A YR U W% IEAH X (Sniezek & Van
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Swol, 2001); IRAE LR EEAT 55T 18] T SR SR
T, VPRI 2 MR AN S, B T
WA FHETF (Sniezek etal., 2004)., LA HFIFLRIN,
FRALIETT YR 1 S ABHE B B T PR35 78 5 B 5%
R 8 (Fisher & Harvey, 1999), B4
PIE AT DU S B PR En e win g sk B Al A
HPRSE T, TR A SR g, Sl v SR o
(Harries et al., 2004),

5 BUCRAIREPRIELD
5.1 FORNE

A R 4 AU R 0 o R (R KB
WA AT . — AR5 O A UCR A &5 1A
H, I N BUR TR = T A R R AE
Loy CRBEOERN AL R, BHRENEE KT
PR PR A 75 55 M P SR A el 1A ) R SR 5

WFSL 8 LA =P 50 2 PR ) 2 B U 1)
fF0K P e WSS, B8 3 b
R4S VA DX TR, A DX A) R )2 s i 1 ) e 3R
{500 (Sniezek & Buckley, 1995; Yates, Price,
Lee, & Ramirez, 1996). {E{HAEEIIZ, 2 TAE
AUCE B B (nformative), 8 fid TR 5672 ,
BEBCE S ST I & S A R B R X (R, A
A AT] 0T DX AR I A A B IG (Yaniv & Foster,
19970 DM, EAR X B IHA—E 2 @il AER
T DUEAE DX A A S 3CE S O FE bR T RerE—
TEREEE Ll T B SR S O o 75 E ML HRAT
&, WESE SR B O T IR R A
R, N B E B LA OBk 57 (Sniezek & Van
Swol, 2001; Van Swol & Sniezek, 2005); =%}
T B o B, BRI L vy R R AR o
PeRAT LHEAT Py, 0 0B v B0 WA AR 0o 7K S B ey
(White, 2005).

5.2 M AR WERERATIHEAIFNEL?

—BORIT AR VE A e 52 AN ST S5 43 )
HAF 0K, SRR, PERIE 2 A BRI 1E O
AP B F T2 IET (Heath & Gonzalez, 1995;
Savadori, Van Swol, & Sniezek, 2001). V¥ iH
S B, AHEA PSRBT R B,
R Z R I R B IE S m S ot d, B2 LA v o
HIH I FAS O (Heath & Gonzalez, 1995). F#
LW, VPRI DA DA, 0l AN i
852 B = (Gino, 2008).

WL SINA T35 W P e PR AT O 1)

TR & . B, AR HER 2 Y AR O )
RN R AR, VR U I
{5 OOFEEE S (Budescu & Rantilla, 2000; Budescu
etal., 2003). %5, FHEE S IFAFKMFEO L
IEAH2% (Budescu & Rantilla, 2000). %=, PFHZH
AN E B AT S SR R O e PRI Z A A BLH
B8 AT 3 %% B AT I LN, R R R SR )
U IFAR BB, AR VPR 0 R SR I H S iR
H{5 (Heath & Gonzalez, 1995). VU, MWIRIFH
BRI F 52 2 4L, AR RN — BORE X YA
DAEH EH (Budescu & Rantilla, 2000). 14454
WA L A H B PR AME N
S, T HEET B AR, X, PRA
O I AR HK AT {50 (Budescu & Yu, 2006).
AR, TR St iR ZE Bk, A e (it
Yesk, RO AR T PEHIE {50 (Budescu et al.,
2003; Savadorietal., 2001). {HAF K2, =E
B USRI T RSRAE O, AT RARRAG R A
SR AR o I ULURAR SC R i e AR T 78 7 4K
W, FBOTHIE R IEAUER 2 R
Oy AR, HE SR BAH BN, BARREE O
BAG, (HSEhr B3R SN MR (Yaniv,
Choshen-Hillel, & Milyavsky, 2009). &)5, thf
WFFTER I8 PR 2R PP (5 s . B, £
Je R E R RBR ST, BUE AR Ll
FIARE RESE R PP I IO US4 L (White, 2005).
5.3 BLEMELEEIRH TEIBRN?

KGN i BT I R AN B B AR B 5
Wiy, ECE FTRBLI I B A R RE RN B, PR
HEH VT AN A N BN 2 R AR08 KU
(Confidence heuristics), HIIAN HAE I FE T
e NRRE ), FE AR, aedR Ak s
i (Price & Stone, 2004; Sniezek & Buckley,
1995; Sniezek & Van Swol, 2001). [k, Tt
WO SE B ot ey, G FAE LK P BE i T4 s
THRITE )& R @ FERE (Sniezek & Buckley,
1995; Sniezek & Van Swol, 2001; Van Swol &
Sniezek, 2005). EATHIFEAIL, 1B AAE LI
& EE TR 1) IS PP H B RG] S B (Price &
Stone, 2004). M H., HAEAF LoaK-FH5 & 4@ 30
AUV 59 Jr 3R A5 1R di 2% e SR L ] B 1 2295 S8 HE Af
(Yaniv, 1997).

R G3—J51H,  FREBUE AR Lo KSR PR (1) 5
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BRI i, MEuCE R A R AL T T
100%I0, PEAIFIEA L RS “ Al R kX7, i
B A &R A (Yatesetal., 1996). FHH,
B BAF 0 KT IS e U0 B A B 5 1) ey
Ko BFICERECE B VIR DR RE 5 H S
BRPEEAT A M, PR &S RIFA—8. W TR
F T AR RS, HA5 LK REE— e FEE
RO H SR HER P, AR S AT R T B B
4y Bf5 (Sniezek & Van Swol, 2001; Van Swol &
Sniezek, 2005); MIXAELN AL, WIAREEAF
oK SR W FL A SO R IK =G (Yaniv & Foster,
1997),

6 RFKIFRFAIE
6.1 F£F “Ei” WIME

H AT A A @il A A i e
B EAGTE, XM I T SR RS .
FESERR RS, RN UM R A5 %, 1
HREFE B A i, FU2AE G0 BANRH, ik
IS AR &SR, IR “HW” 1
WS, BRI ERE . Fist b, PRH
TR KBS A R A A5 B m AR T %
T T AR SR B FE AT R A BR T30,
FRRE AL (Tyler, 2006), A UFHEW, +
(A — 41 g W LA A 1 07 SR & 2R AR, 1 33
SEEAF R (Zhang, Hsee, & Xiao, 2006).
MIXLE SR PRI K, A IR RIBESEAN G e s
LSRRI AN, NiRtErEE . [FEEI
K BRI RIS SE T TR+ AN E, AR
SR P RE T R T . BT T RS SRV
Wy WESHTRERETT I, ISRk T IR
A B P E N AR R YRR AR, R
FE TVRHE-EUEE R SRR

PR, A R 4 PR R 52
Wt 2 I, AERPURIB AR ZE . AR A T
FUHEWT,  Fe 1 17 BRI A 2 S Rl e e Sy 1 4 RN
{EATIRAE ORS00 ) e i VA
o S TR ) 0o TS I B 5 BRI
175 T B JU) BE 0 5 b B T e £ SR T i . WF S
NG TE I SR g R R U SN R 25 AR
B, [ T DO Tk T SO R O SRR, AT
75 G TP A ST WA S I TR 2 R P
B FE S, HET SRk v R H B LA
R B BIRY, RS Al 1P 4 B 5 R DA R 5 4 R

FERBCRAN T R A, KT BN B BCR A EL S
PR R R A TR
6.2 X “BIYE e

H AT B 700 50 AVP A A s,
PEH I (Advice giving) [FITFREEA IGF . (NFH
BLI R, AT NS AT, JLuhsf
Ji M B KB H AR (Kray & Gonzalez,
1999); H T EBCEA T it NI, Al IAREAR
Pt 7 i AT 168, RS T RE “ %
BN =L (Kray, 20000, ZEARHE RN,
S KA N USSR 2 PR A e AU e ok, R
Hr F2 BN B TR HEE#E (Hadar & Fischer,
2008 o W6 BRI 25 fit 5 45 B 2 O MERA R A THAth A
UF? 3X R FR IR AT R T . iR
B, EUCE S UPAIFEEARLL, SUERRE R, #X
AR 00 S fi SRR e VP LS L (Faro &
Rottenstreich, 2006). 4~ & R &y HAh 7 55 4 8 25
FHER AT @ BRI AR I LE . 5 — AN
B SO, i) 5| S i R e
HXRTTI7 AR, A “E S HAK” 2 Hadar
Fl Fischer (2008) A& B, @ICEFRE B M wLF
BT, FFAERE TR AR 65 Th . RkA Gy
PR — L T B MR 2, DR S A2
TXF 5 R T 2 A AT

KEHHETT, BB AR T ko
B, ARRNEEZHN N7 MEM EoE g
PRSP Rg . RS IR BUE RV B H ),
REEATH (Sniezek & Van Swol, 2001 B X [fijisf
1 (Van Swol & Sniezek, 2005), iTH2 % M
ZENEUE AAMEW, MAERETEEAS. A
Wi R A N ZE R VP A R s . 2
i, 1545% )7 (Emotional intelligence) %5 f1: %
FRE A O S H R ITE 2084 (Goleman,
2005), IEFETAE RIS HLA T AP th i, AExt oy
5 (Gino & Schweitzer, 2008). 35—/ MH.
M7 R R E FIVPAIE R R, XA
WP AR Ko STt RO, @ CE Ve &
V) P9 ARABL P 52 1 V) 2 SR A I A2 B (Giino et
al., 2009). HAbANBFKCRA R, WAEBHE. &
FE. ALPMERCRST, WTReaRucRand
R RAEVER . B, AGE FIVE R 2 (A A B
B WS AT IR T (L BCRS (Van Swol &
Sniezek, 2005), fHEPFHIE L T i J7 AR
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FPSRPT AT I HR, T e S U S R 45 2R
FEA LGNSR, AT BT 1 B PSR P KRR
FREAE SR, WU RATHE Z LB MR, HAS
BALTREBG g TR ARRREE, T
AE LA “ FUT N AEDIAR BRI L, AT
AR VA AAT I T S ATk, XL
R AR IE R R R B R 2

R AE B LR SV I R AR AN B i
4f o

6.3 FRAKMES: RIFIHEREK

VUK AN T BT B ) PR SR AT 45 LU T B 0 )
F. Yaniv (2004b) fi& i, H4E e SEPE T A,
PSR 53 kg “ M A “ AR iFE” (Decision of fact/
taste) PAZR, FHRVHE, A A iR AG S5 S MR 47
PERIX 730 BHTIREUSE b Thira, BI g sf il i
M EAETEIEME R, MARUUSF SR, G
AT, By ARy SRR RS, HESE b
HIF 2 AW B M AN o155 i 4 Ve 1) 7
ZRWAT S, JHmPIbenE, HunEedEmin. o
SEMATHI R . BHEARIER . 1EX Bl P v S
BE S AL L PSR A L B — e R R . 28
—, BT YSRIEE NN A, PRSI R RE
H O, Bk, 7525 A gt O @ s n
MARTTRESE I o 28 =, W T i [l AN £ FE R
HERF S, YR PR A RE A7 P L I ff 28 B3 4 X 12
ZERAiTE, WK PSRRI SRR
SRIFERR. =, MBI R ZEE AR
Ml PE R h AT, A RPEBETHE)
THREE PSR, WA P AR
NS ) R P E R E A, 2 R W
LFPE” PRSRIEEE, I LR S M ARG L 80T Bk
SRR (157 7 o
6. 4 FRITIHLERIIEM

AT FTF S R 55— AN AR S ) AUl A 1 2
TERBCRAS R ER . H A A D> ET 9 E
FE B B AR i X — ) . Godek A Murray
(2008) 7EPIALB AR 2350 sl Ak B R 0 T
#3 (Experiential/ rational processing mode), & ¥|
TR I TR B RS R R R S AN A
(Willingness to pay, WTP) g ZE T F N LAk .
XU B TR A R R SR S FRAR A T A i s B S
4, ZRHL AR I .. AR, S
1 ATV T o) BB N, AT E A T f%

LY SR IUER T, ARG 25 Ve s
FEENCE, AN L, A = PR I PR
(Gino & Schweitzer, 2008). White (2005) &I,
231 2l 3 TN e AR BT (0 B DR YRR N, A T ek
TR ISR ATRET [ BN vt s, AbATT T Rk 4

B A A BB T AN 25 R SL Tl B ) v IR
TR BUR AV W T R I PIAS T . 7
56, VPRI AT RENS H IO A I T e S i A,

MBI RIS B HIR, S 4@ k&)
B SR 2 TR STl e 5 AV HIE NS s, N
T RE M S Rl BRI UERA M s SR =, A7 LBl i) i
ST R JE R T IRy, VI R B
I 0 15 78 CAnticipated affect) K 5% M 3 vk 3¢
(White, 2005); 25U, 54HTHIETGR ML EL
BT R 2 VP A AT B T7 20 DL A B At
AR (Gino & Schweitzer, 2008). 45 (KA
FEAWIH A b3 SR O 175 28 % SR A 1K R T
JEHABAR I (1) 2 & P A 1] ) I 2 7 SCR g i 72
HRE L PRSI e 2 S TR 3 () 17 Jek
AT BE AT SR PR SR 35 VR b AR R R A
PIRERE, TPEHIE AT ORI AR TAT
IR, R SR EZ T (s AR AR B
TIPS D SRSEIL . 7EDRAR & (PR EY b, sUCR
M Z JeAb R brk % S A IPE R, BR T 3 FH I
KA £ LAAL, BRSBTS (WTPD, sk
RN TOR SN 35 @7 (R G = e da L ==l e )
Uk, AR A B WA R

SEHR
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Advice Taking in Decision-making Process

XU Jing-Zhe;

XIE Xiao-Fei

(Department of Psychology, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: When facing a decision, people often rely on others’ advice. In the past two decades, research on advice

taking has investigated how people take and use advice to make decisions. Specifically, three issues have been

addressed: (a) the extent of advice-taking, (b) improvement in decision accuracy, and (c) confidence of both advisor

and judge. This article first introduces the Judge-advisor system paradigm, and then summarizes the measurement

and empirical results regarding the above three issues. It is suggested that future research should enrich the content

of “advice”, pay more attention to “advisors”, extend the scope to decisions of taste, and explore the role that

emotions might play in advice-taking process.

Key words: advice taking; advice discounting effect; judge-advisor system; decision making



