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Abstract

Cognitive Fit Theory (CFT) proposes that decision performance is increased if tasks
(containment or adjacency) and information presentations (map and table) can fit each other.
CFT argues that the match between mental processes induced by task and by presentation is the
reason of cognitive fit. However, recent studies show that emotional and calculative decision
makers may hold different mental processes even though they face the same combination of task
and presentation. Because CFT does not consider the influence of emotion on decision process,
we propose two research questions: (1) extending CFT to investigate the fit between emotion
and presentation; (2) measuring mental processes with eye tracker to explain why emotion fits
or does not fit a specific type of presentation. Our experiment adopt containment task defined by
Dennis and Galleta (1998) to discuss how mental process differences, revealed by eye tracking
data, between emotional and calculative decision makers can contribute to cognitive fit (all
emotion manipulation is positive in this research).

We propose that emotional decision makers adopt perceptual process so that they fit
map presentation; calculative decision makers adopt analytical process so that they fit table
presentation. Behavioral and eye tracking data are both collected. On one hand, behavior data
shows that emotional decision makers who use map and calculative decision makers who use
table show significantly shorter decision time. However, decision accuracy is not significant in
either combination. Eye tracking data, on the other hand, shows that decision makers who use
map tend to adopt perceptual process while those who use table adopt analytical process. The
behavior data, therefore, is partially explained by the eye tracking data.

Key words : Cognitive Fit Theory, CFT, Emotion, Information Presentation, Mental
process, Eye Tracking
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197044, » 32 5 ORI b A FRILMEF KRR - Ri2 2 2 &R 09 J& A (Simon 1976)
Vessey VA A TR FL M 2 Ko > 4% 38 4o i@ B3 (Cognitive Fit Theory) » A AN 2 5
# X (presentation format) $24£ # (task) Bl a4 " i@ Ee(fit) ; B 1% (Vessey 1991; Vessey and
Galletta 1991) » ZAFE A » 4o R 2 A& X 4L 75 BT 58 A 04 & B — A2.0 %7 8 42 (mental
process) * Bl 2 3A& X 7T VA il Bofe 75 69 % oK 0 3 Mo 4% & ok 53 09 e RO RR (Bp SR AR M 8 3%
JE) s RZ 0 R ERRE XL RALF KB AmHH R — 5 Wik dme 3
BFRRH BBk @42 EBCRRMM TR - AROAR » KR LR EBMESR
By TRA] -

Refn » EFRCITBEH R R R  47A T 2RO HBERAEEHRRNT
B R ERL > HEHRFBAENER  AEREMAEARI 0 EEARF KGR
T o &0y 8k % %e ¥ B #8(Zajone 1980; Kahneman and Tversky 1986; Slovic, Finucane
et al. 2002) © B BF » J&AP 42 B4 40 45 B ML 09 35 48 (Damasio 1995; LeDoux 1995) » 7452 >
HEHDEEHRAIT THERRAK ,  EFRERT » #HAREFAFRODE
(Kahneman 2003) ° #& 755 R Ik EALIE &5 R R 0916 A » #4e - HseefZRottenstreich
RATREN i@ AR o)k KA 0 AR MAERRE 6o BA2 L FHRA K
(affective) ¥ 3t 5 X (calculative) @ 3t R B /& ¥ F 4 693718 F (Hsee and Rottenstreich 2004) °

B R 3T B AP 48 AF R R 4 R B AR AR B SR e e M R AR R ] 6Y R R B
2 AEERBALREHRIFE - RIMRE > FHRESHERGER  TAIFEAD
Fo B ALY S o RAeBACHA L BRMAA R AIEHFEE XY BRES ZHERSE
(match) » o BL AR & X Ae st I X RORA R R oy fy @42 - Al g & $H48 FAE 7 L4 X oy
HRAMFEAMEZ — LR B OB - HaER 0 B —EHEEX > TaEmR
BN S E R Ea I A E o E A

R CEER > ARZAKKGTE » 484 & A6 8% B2 (Bettman and Zins
1979; Jarvenpaa 1989) ° f& 385w BLza P » Hu[E 44 K (map) L & #4#4 X (table) 2 F L #F 7 84
R 0 T A EIEEAT 0 E A XA AR S5 A R Se X 1842 (perceptual process) @ M kA&
# X BB & 947 X i@ 42 (analytical process, (Dennis and Carte 1998) ° # 5 — 7 & » S HL 54
FHAEAER o H AR AESFEE - BB @18 R %e X 842 (Gasper and Clore 2002; Clore
and Huntsinger 2007) * 3+ 5 &, ik 5 3 B4R & 41 X #8542 (Hsee and Rottenstreich 2004) °
Bk ARIFRD S0 @ EH IR - AIEFAB 0 FRFCRBEX(EE T )RR K
GLE ~ R ZHTRGFETRGERMG - LE—FR > HETRARLEEX - @
STETa @R EEAK o Kot RAKEFARAEGRME L EFLE

EARLBRMGORR > 5 —EETRZRATREERLEZGCHBEREIELRR * A
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B GEAAT B A6 G A L oy @A B AR o AFTRATIR A R B IR R E o @A o IREIRA
HeraR (o 4% CARZER L RAMFRT L HaFs kit g
B R B A A AR B % i@ 42 (Henderson 2003) © 284w i BL3& 5T £ % £ 2 0% @42
B AR ZIRE 0 plde B Ak (Vessey 1991) @ W A BT E 7k - KOFELHEd
HIT ARG —ROFEHEFR  REGHARESY -

—HMRMBE

ARE - RARE—EHREMAE S AATRBRAGTHEXRARAREELEE T
AR RBEBR L AR MAFRRRE ML ARENCHBELE » M ELAR
ERMAELERRE A8 - B L KRG A — Al FidfL -

B4 ABRE AR A AETRARG THAAFL R LF R ERR
% EEHIARTAZAEAN GLEREL) » TLEEIIBLR S BE AR
%5 W AR o Ao 35 4 BB AR o

B XBRIRF

— « RAERS

e B B L W Vessey T4 8 > AR A Z AR XM FEHMey Tdme, B
1% - WEATRAL  EBRA KB - o RBHISHEZNEH > A0S
SRR AE A NHRBIE > EHERETHERLET - HE FAETRERABXCAEL
KA ARG AR A B — B BAE o JBF o do RAE X e iE AR BAZ TR AR — AR
A BlmF L —3%e) > WIFAA R - RZ > W RMEQH BAEBRAY T AL —K
i# Bewk f& 7% & A (Vessey 1991; Vessey et al. 1991) ©

S AL A AN 0 RRE R F K T EAT SR IRIL o AR R AR T A PR ik 4
FEHT R o A2 5 BERA B RIRRFH TR < A % @Az - by > SRR A
Hets X BAZNFLSEFF @A - Al AR T - GEBORRRAE TR - RZ » FREH
A AR A BT A X842 » JLBF R M B & &k EAERBUER & K 0 i S BOR R EE
M 1K (Vessey 1991; Vessey et al. 1991) ©

BRI R 0 RECEARRREPE SR ey FAR] - I HARR T 3R de B H 09 L
8 - SERBETEHERA = :

1. I RAEFE G E ¢ VesseyHT R 649 K APATAEF; - A fE R A 7 ML 5 (spatial task)3#F
$RAE T (symbolic task) WA o & & BT RAF HIRR 2 £ % A R eh 4275 £ dwDennis
AT WL BE 315 75 (adjacency task)Fw 48 FRAE #5 (containment task)(Dennis et al.
1998) «

2. R AMEBRAR | Vessey#t R 84 H R 2 It X & &k #(table) ¥ [ 77 (graphic) ° %
BT RAE > B E o AR MRS o HR 4 FF % $6 18 (Hong, Thong et al. 2004;
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Suh and Lee 2005; Shaft and Vessey 2006) °

3. SR BANEH ¢ Vessey#F 7 04 A A MY Bl IR AL A SR 4 AL - BT R L KAk
7 AR A Fm 3k e A 3 2 P (Mennecke, Crossland et al. 2000; ##7/%, FR*8 XK et al.
2004; Shaft et al. 2006) °

T ERERRE - RHEERR

LTWMOGERRAR > BFHROLARIEN  HEHARFRRZEL R BAE

(Simon 1976; Kahneman 2003) * Bt » &k REH @ FHRe9L "SHERRE ) > Wk
PHRABRER ) - MPTRMRMARS » LF WA AT L B RITEANR S - TR

WAZFE R A i - Bk 0 F XA —ERAE X R R EMEF -

Wb SRR R AR R XY BRI RE
BB ENAGL nHEEALLAIRRAGERNEZ R Zh& A E K S+ (Zajone 1980;
Kahneman 2003) ° 32 R A s — 5 @egEH RV 0 Hlde > Zajonct 15 R AE BB S
(affective primacy hypothesis)(Zajonc 1980) » &5 AT F4h € %8 & A H R FIE > B R A
G A AR H B o B4 0 Slovicd 3R $ 1 R 3 B3 (affective heuristics) @ 3243 FHF K
PEXFAE RAREETR R (MIERIEP L) - AN SRR A BT A L&
F(Slovic et al. 2002) © mCarstensenF AH EF AR > PITHFH AL B IR LA
TR EG  RAEFANRIAR TR (BEERKBEA) » PIAEFANRR
1 F 48 A BT 7~ ] (Carstensen 1992) °

A& Ab 42 A2 R 44 09 BT AL A S 43 © Damasiodt i T 4R BE4Z 301K 3L (somatic
marker hypothesis) ; * A& H& AW IR0 R HM B TEMEIRR - TBRFASE - KA1
RRIER G ER G AR 0y B % o F]Ae AR 45 AR 3 (marker) o TR @ B B R R
B AR AT IR GRS R AR R G TR R RS A
GoAr A PT R BT Y 0 SRAR W BH AT 2R 5K o (Damasio 1994; Bechara 2004) © LeDoux #
KIG D=2 0GB % 0 dudg d ey &3 (LeDoux 1995) °

BRPEREHFEERRBEFSIAR - bl ChEELVERR AR ERR
B oo 535 d  EGHEEEAHEARKRE  BEmABEAR 3 RZ - BdthadEAF KR
Mx(Johnson and Tversky 1983) o 7 4b » & @ ABEANIE R MG F Mk R FE A T — 3K
(Lerner 2000; Lerner and Keltner 2001; De Martino, Kumaran et al. 2006) ° i R B 7% £
A d o R RO RBAPTARR » €@ kR AR R R FATS
(Hsee et al. 2004) -

BT SREHREHEAHHRATE AR R RNBALREGRRALK T LH
S BAZIRER c RARCHBELTE - AF oA @A R K AR X RSB Sl
Boamegdfesm » L RA L P —FREHoHBE > Bk F—ZRBKX - LRAMRER
WR R R BT EhRZ —  FHemF AR - A RBPRE % - £ @ ¥iaF e
B ATAE R R AR KA @B F & ok i - AT AR Ak il me =t o R skt dk
HF i 2 A K ey d Bl 1% -
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= LEBEMNEER BEEMEESEAIMAES

WE R EABEABMERAATRAOZRASA - LEXEEEXFTHROER - B
%%ﬁiﬂ“%%ﬁmmmm ()E AT RZ DA ABK - 16 AEEH
KoMK EHBEE BE MEAKINZRBEHRGEH QB RALTAFMABEZRAGE > @
% 4 R #& (Smelcer and Carmel 1997; Dennis et al. 1998) * 7 H 3 Z I 7 X & £ A& A4y
E%mi®mmmaawanmwmm1%%vﬂﬁyﬁﬁﬁ%%@%ﬁAm&mz@
BB X o RS BEL WP R AE R 0 SLIE G AN R Z R BAEAMR QA R S
DXL ] ﬁi(perceptual process) * My & A& FR A FH4m By 0 HAEA BB %) 57 A 842 (analytical
process) © FT#A B m ML @42 » 50 R R R A LM E AR - ZETHOEERE - AL
MRS MBRFEEE ARG @G c RZ > AT B EE T H RS o) e b L4
FEFE 0 ALY T AL I A A RF 04 30 A 87 T A (Vessey 1991; Vessey 1994; Dennis et al.
1998; Kahneman 2003) °

Bl —BF R OB H IR R E /1 B Sk (level-of-focus theory)(Gasper et al. 2002) °

Wiwmadd o AMRATRESERET @A TRk RBRZ AP LLEL > Eal
Bk K R e 4k R e K %7 i8 42 (Bless, Clore et al. 1996; Gasper et al. 2002; Clore et al.
2007) © # &) R 0 E@EEEAES A AM SR E AR > 2R W E R o Plde
GasperfiClore & K LRI X W IR R AWM A B ER > BRER  EFEEREEE G
2 %’a”*#;% ﬁFJ B )t dFE T ¥ — 4 i (Gasper et al. 2002) ; Bless#2Clore A B &3 F 1
BRI R R EHEREGFEFRRETENRFLEME A g 8RBT AR
84 4m éﬁ(Bless et al. 1996) ; Isen¥ZJohnson A B K 2R H B AT AL » LA - AL J M 3R
Ay FsE M o B G B4 AL AR IR % 04 779 35 4 (Isen, Johnson et al. 1985) 5 Elsbach¥fZBarr
FARER, - B E R E B S Rk s A Xk ik 0 A A %% (Elsbach and Barr
1999) -

Eb» e RAMBAEGHEET » REHIHKA BRI B2 o RIFRDF0 @ BLH 69

B & M ] AL AR AR & 1 Aﬁ#ﬂ'&k’&’ Rk FRAEGFE T RAZHIE

%zw%&mﬁ#ﬁ WAL R WA RRERET R AEAES R R ESR A
B o BB R TEA \#frituﬁivﬁ—zx 3% BFHRBEE > kR E -

SHTHEA R ERATRARAY 8 i (Hsee et al. 2004) FH e A oA Xk
WA o Fb o SPA AR FE BRI RN Rk oy B2 0 SR @R ORI
B RZ A RRZBIEN > RAREBRARLKABEZ  BEL - B
T EC o AE R R E -

M- REEMECEBENEE

Eﬁ%im%%m%¢’mﬁ% G E R —EER - GACHBRET G HIRE
l\’i‘élﬂ’ﬁ A Fﬁ«fi#ﬁ«ﬂ‘léﬁﬁf&kﬂ' 3t B de
FTREHAY  SEFEEBRRILEACALECHFBREFTEFE - LEEHR
%—ﬁ«fiﬁri #lde » Shaft$ Vesseysd & HAEF i A B oA - sLE 48 A AR AL
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T3 A& ol A48 A AZ & #(Shaft et al. 2006)
208 RE  GEFTFAFELELAAN IRARERM A o Flde 0 Vessey FA
Tuttle 2 Kershaw VA 5] & 8] & & %7 # 42 (Vessey et al. 1991; Tuttle and Kershaw 1998) ©
BAEHFA AR o F— 0 AAK P ARREAE o F = DHERETHR

A Pded o
3. XA AR ZRHFG TR 1‘[75{15'%‘&’3%*" # 42 i 47 #% #8(Dennis
etal. 1998) M8 F ik a4k 2 » AN LA F R — 2 HIp BT TR -
R o {BRE %mﬁéameﬂ%%*H$k4 %ﬁz’ﬁ%?i&ﬁiné
Aogdrdl 0 XA A EZAELS -G T T EAHGERE - R TH TG

AT AT £ 8 KISPRE R~ T BIERE S QE'—?M%’Q&#E # (Just, Carpenter et al.
1982; Rayner 1998; Henderson 2003; Isaacowitz 2006) > B b » BR & E#ERZ IR T A £
WES o SRR AT S ZF o 4w > RussofLeclerc AR EAH R L - HEZFBER
o B 48 R AR R Bl A JBRAT L AR - SR LB (Russo and Leclerc 1994) ; Pieters %
ARG A AT B i o S 0 MR ) AR By A B ARG S Ay 38 E B IR AL 3R 1) A SU(Pieters,
Rosbergen et al. 1999) ; Rosbergen% A BF| F AR B A# > A H T H & =fAA » ERIE
th H 7K .0 22 JE 42 (Rosbergen, Pieters et al. 1997) ©

SRR 5248 Bl 6 B AT 0 e AT AR By HAHT %& %Emiﬁmﬁ%ii\ﬁiw
HiBAZ 2@ EATRT 0 FFRF TR RRFIEE N o Btk A (pattern) i & KRS %7 B AZ 0
18 4% (Kahneman 1973; Payne, Bettman et al. 1993) ° f&ﬂ”‘j aéﬂﬁ#ﬂ'ikfiﬁf TME—H3
tWmEh o mALETEMNG Bt Rl BRTRSLMRAE B mERREGHBE S
BT o ARy a X BREREEA AN e R A R TEE - R RE
WAL JRIZ A T3 5 B R BT A 48 B A 3 _E(Dennis et al. 1998; Elsbach et al. 1999; Kahneman
2m$om%£ﬁi%& H A e R R R sm AL - st A R KRR 5o Nidgdz > B
s AR B A ORI B AR 5 EUAR K 0 AR LA R S 0 AR TR (R
FTE—FN) -

%~ R RBIHR

iﬂ%&giia’ﬂ%A%ﬁi%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@&“%%’mﬁﬁio$ﬁ%%“
—EHr R AR A FAEHEAAE A AR ZRA XA RFERR > MATEES
EFRRX GBI ERR?

L TEAGAMAE » KRI85 Dennis F A o DennisZF A6Y 5 5242 » J51E
o BB EH IR RS 0 W 2R X0 LB R I EEE KL - L P HEEXE
BN ERHEAE 75 0 M AR X A RAB R » @ECey S RRIE LR R EEMEREE E
(Dennis et al. 1998) o A&F 5247 & 3B 45 X L R AEAE X - 12 REIEFS F 2 3% A 18 IRAEF
BB BRAETS & ey 2R F o B WA L BRI AR AR WA 2 A X e
TR mAE R R A EAITHER - AP SRR %%éﬁ@%%ﬁ%o
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Eob o DennisF AWFFRIGH > kR E BEBBRALFHE > kb LR (B F R
Ao Ri@AZ) > AR EAEEEBARNE ML S ; it B LRI X B
A2 0 b 8] 20 R A A T SRR T bR -

H1 : 15 FRAEF5 91 30 2 B K o s B B 4% -

Hla @ 2R & & #H30E A X B o SRR R4 -

Hib : 2 RH e d 3 R K0 0 SRR EEERS -

AHF R ADennisF A HF R L A - Ri#E—F IR E 0 A ERFE R EHEEA
B4 X 842 (Gasper et al. 2002) * st H 3k KR w4k 24 Kok SR (Hsee et al. 2004) @ B
B ARFRFe B KR 0 FRAEGEE T R EFBILEA X R edikeky
WX BHpER @A RGP ZRBEXNE Rk RN > HFrdmR - RX > B
TR AR EREEBEASTE @R > 2L B MEE XD RBE - A
W ECH L BB LR - A RO IEAEM R S (Vessey 1991) © ¥t i RZ e T ¢

H2 @ StA R E # Bk X -

H2a @ 3T 4809 %R % 1o & 3 R AEAS BT » SR SRR Rl da -

H2b @ sHA ey R % 8 & 3R AEAE X SRR BRI S -

H3 @ &k R F @ /A& K -

H3a : Hh&ganey 205 £ a0 E 48 X 0F 0 R -

H3b : 54 mey 2Rk @ E A X o SRR EEERS o

ARG F EAFRFEARE ARG T T BRE - ERTROT -
WAMERRREEER  ZRFARTHEERNAET R AR GBI LR 2k -
S BF IR B AR T A AT B AR F o HRHAERE ARG ERLE - X ZRAHZHLRGE
A T B Ay EALE o Bl R F 6 S BAZ R AT R o BR By 48 AR B ] (total dwell
time) & 45 A8 2 B H 2 AL AR A A Loy mbaBER o RERSH EH -

o EPFHL 0 Radn X BAZ T AL LR HBAZ 5 F A T3 0 AR AT R BAZ RS
BRI ATYS>EINFTAMBANLE - W b Bk R H R R R
A2 WA R E R R oA KB4 0 RATR LI A RN e tisa o A
v B M 6Y o BT L R SZERCF ) o F R HARSR e T

H4 3+ 30 40 $HF 4% ¥ 35 8 ) A8 A A0 40 E AU M - BL s i s 4T 35 -

Hba @ £HEAXT @ st H A0 2R HHRAE TR EEARAFH S RF8at

2
H4b : £ & B¥ KT > st Haey 2R FHRmE TR ERFH A BFEaT
3o

= S5 R
— S REREF
B B 0 ik AL F R Dennis % A(1998) 84 B B f5 2 2k ° Dennis*F A 84 B Bx A v A2 4L
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B BB ASMLB RS o RERRIFRAB IR o AE B — 4B AR (trial) » &
83X B AR B K 2 ) A AR AP IE 2 4858 L R o AHE AR AT A MEE R - WA RECAAA
AR R LIERE BRI EEC R R A E Aw mEA P EE A T RSN E
B, (1) -

FEfok £ ER > Rid AL vRRC
EREL T AEE R

RHiT 7 dp b B sk o HE
I

&R i
B AR LR R

e R

SR = R

—-MREH

AU RA REERRFGE SR

1 W4 AT RALAHFFHRA REB LM LAG  PEEAGERL AL -
AERM TR E s B adst e -

2. B EZRMX ¢ A RIRB ARSI @ G s - KA HE R AR RETREZRALX -

AT RO JEGE A = ¢

LR RBEM  RRBMA SIS BA45 - KB REK B IFHS LK —HF R
R HEAE RIS (BTHERE) - WEFMERGRAK AR -

2. RORIEFEME ¢ RO IEFEME VAL R H BT AR SOR SR A AR R 0y £ BEAE A 0 BL
A AN IEAE 0 R & R E#E(Dennis et al. 1998) o ik % ik F B = (3B
AEE AR HARAR EAEME ) /2 c o > B EEME=2RFPTRGEEFEP  (FHH
RARBAE T 09 258 5 SEARIEAEM = TR HPTiEEFE Y > Rl R AEEMHEMN 0 £
BB EH c RMAEAMBMEAEEEEO~IGRE L (BREL) -

3R C RIS F LML AE  defT B LA EIR I A SRR
JEJE o WML R A S R B 7B S 0 AR AT R B fe il 2R e T 5 EL AL IR
B AL OFBE o RARMREG SIS L RHE RS EHRMLERL - &
B R WABREIR T & B 09 AR o AL PT A EAF R B S .

- EERERET

AERZKA L, B ERERF X 50002} 20 M ERFZT - 254 - ()&
— B ZRFTR QFEAREF—FRBEZAFT K Q) EBF B ZRFTK  @)HE
F—RBERFX - (k1) -

$
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®1: AR ERDHEER

PR ARIRAERS | IR AR st
W 12 12 24
ERT K
i EH 9 8 17
3 21 20 41

M- REEEERE

AEBRHIE L IEFE L AHseeFAQ00H) TR - £lhtktad » 2R FEE 2R H
4 %L 3] (emotional priming) * TFBP > 3§ EEE B R 2R FIREH L @AM O RYE - LB R
EEEE R AGEETRTRGEZR  FTA M — AR REAR EQEEGHE (o
B2) o miestiad - 2RlH €223 %5 (calculative priming) » JREF © 35 EE €%
KAl R BB F R (WwE3) -

AR R4 FOBEAGE

FREI T B B R LR NI & T PO N
FrARER- BRm A ag gL o SR RDIFIFABE RPE R -
g B RE

e X N 45 Fa¥d 50 =2 54 22 58 =2

6222 66 22 70 22

B2 : 5SSl &3 : St EE5|

B E > FEZTRFHREFI —IRE o B LAAEMHEELT - HE
LA MAEE  p G B R o AEEAY 0 —ERAEEE > REKREESR > —ER
#iEE (wE4) - MAeERSERE  SFETAFAGEHE —KEK - RBF AR
[ 49 % A% 248 B (Dennis et al. 1998) » M A » BB R F A~ FHLE24EE (oE
5) ° W LA LT AEA P B4 -

532
=33
EE
$520 $575 19
$575
w
-
$520 43
i
.
$415 6.3
533
=8 5415
$460 $460 7.9
g o
208

B4 : e E %= E5 : RAZIEN
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h-ERIR
ARHFRIABRIRIL E A A A IR LSR8 #9EyeLinkll « BREEAMEZT N » MiE
}ﬁﬂA%m%%&ﬁﬂ*&ﬁwﬁ%%el%’ﬁ%%ﬁmﬁ%&%wz@ B K34
i FLAT 7 09 7]‘/1"?1\7‘/11

N BEBRINE

TR A - KRR — L RAVERA AR AR R R P B4
% (BT K255 £82) » oM274 (L3 K216 £#8) » FHHK1TRESS
R B ER TR F AR c FETAFEANTRER  RHETHREREREHE
TR AR EAL B o BRUEIR B B & € 2O 2 0 F de A 1 4T 4R A% 15 1B (drift correct) * VABE
RIRBEH R EBA - REKLTZE LR L ER—EREER > iF L8 & TIE20
o BRAEQCHEMI A —MEEM  BETAZETER - HETAF — L2 RETHER
Ko BRI R AR BS A o AR FRECKEIFEESOTA LR F B it & o

5~ 4 R ¥

ERERY - #HREAE R I T4ERE - 2 24EXB ARG A B BRIEF R
SO R ROEAEM T T 3 R R A R (p>0.67) 0 B ST A A8 2 R 64 A8 2R Bk AR
A — A A B s R B 1648 A -

—  REBESH

PSS YAk S E R EBLZ B - BER A R E e k2 K3

Hdgred s A ML EEREG6 -

T2 RIRERER (RSB )

HRERA R it Sin Mean Std. Deviation N
Hek 6583.125 5091.62 48

M B 8297.875 5887.237 48
&%t 7440.5 5542.205 96

e 14263.94 7244.251 36

A tHHEm 12265.13 12615.54 32
&3t 13323.32 10102.58 68




SNERER E+/E FHT
R3 I RERFEANOVARETHAER (ENHI&EEER )
Source df Mean Square F Sig.
HAREIAR 1 12.8676 35.1040 0.0000
LK E- =i 1 0.1548 0.4223 0.5167
HME AKX I 1 2.6595 7.2552 0.0078
Error 160 0.3666
Total 164
Estimated Marginal Means of LnDuration
Ematicn
Emotion
940 —(Calculation
E 9,20~
=
B
5 omd
=
¥
E HH0—
7
=
T T
Hlap Table
Presentation
E6 : tE - FA& - BERE ~ ST EAENTEER
BRERER B Mk Rk AR EkA Ak o HERFAZEP<0.01) » HItHIafF
B ZHF o A RIS Dennis(1998) 49 TAHA @ E A Kk K F R R E B EAMBA R - 2K
HREE—FHZAErESEGaf e THER B ZRATAT  HE&aFF
a4 R SRR R B dE éw‘ﬁrfﬂ)‘frﬁéﬁﬂ%f"ﬂ%c o R 0 BAAMOR A RAEAE KX T BT R
SHE A F Rey R RO M > s AT B e Rk AR EE MR (
p<0.014wk3) « k- ﬁ—_ﬁi H%’f’aﬁi c W E A Nl R R

Bl Eost kR E 0 #H2a, H3a/F 3] £ 3% -

S RERIEEM AR

BEoERBIEAw RS 5o RREHEMGEAM R BN ZEELEE (HL - 4‘;‘?
N IEAE) 0 W AAEEAAREIR E0~ 10 RE b o kR BN B Rk LW ENE
#1# ] ANOVA By Rank (Conover and Iman 1981) °
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R4 ZHRKRIEFEMHFI98 (Rank Transform)

HARERFT X R Mean Std. Deviation N
ek 77.4792 52.8630 48

Hy 8] i 75.0417 40.2493 48
&3t 76.2604 46.7496 96

ek 90.2083 48.2110 36

A FHHEm 92.5469 45.7305 32
&t 91.3088 46.7244 68

5 1 SRR IEFEMHANOVAFETAER (Rank Transform)

Source df Mean Square F Sig.
HMZRE X 1 9078.132 4.1070 0.0444
- Sin 1 0.097252 0.0000 0.9947
2R KR 1 226.5326 0.1025 0.7493
Error 160 2210.386
Total 164

B ERER  EBHREHT » B KIERIF(p<0.05) ° & R FEDennisF A
(1998)84 4 RAAR = L LHF R > ZABIRALFE T » 48 R A& 04 ok 5 % & 88 35 o8 30 IE
B RS H R RAT6g R R EAEME o FLHIbZ A 35 45 - £ A EFAdAER -

AARE—F 2V EGAGE R EL > LHERFHLE ZRAXEKIR F
MR E W 0 IEAEME G R R EFEAR ] c AANOVAMZ T » BBRZ/EA R R KkEEE
F2AE (p=0.7493 » hnk5) - Bk > AR FEEME L » FRERR ZHHE % XK@ fE
o o RS Rl mLt A R A9 0 BH2b » H3b A AR L -

= - REBEHDH

HRAMER > THALERBEREEEKXT » EqFgafst fafnghI@/Eas
Mo mBRVEEEREAN  FE—FHRATER > ARBEXT @ HHa ek
FREANR > Mzt LAk R F RS FHFEFRELT R ANOVARZH R ZA/EA » iE
BEHR (p<0.01° %7) - Ri > ARBEXT > BEXZMERAHERT (p=0.884 -
%k8) o TAEEENR  BRER (wk6) » THERFGARSN > LB E/E LAY
RERE MERF L afedbrlr  REBBAAMR HERKZIT  THIFEX
Hepm o MILBTFHYFEERELR - Bk 2HEBKXT  HEakre X842

st AR/ EITRBE  CEEAREBAT AW ZRETES - ¥ TH2 L5
H5a * 127 £ #&H5b -
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7<6 : REN A

Dependent Variable : AR 48 £ 4785 Ml v fs] (32)
L E i LY Mean Std. Deviation N
T &k 4 ¥E df 0.1598 0.1211 48
& 1% 0.6937 0.1416 48
H 8 4 R, M ¥B #fe 0.2371 0.1343 48
1B 0.5859 0.1469 48
43t ¥B e 0.1985 0.1330 96
B 4 0.6398 0.1534 96
R S AR5 Mean Std. Deviation N
Ttk ¥B #fe 0.3772 0.0666 36
1B 4 0.5411 0.0953 36
R A K St B #ft 0.3748 0.1673 32
184 0.5453 0.1765 32
Total FE A 0.3761 0.1236 68
:ges 0.5431 0.1384 68

E 0 ORBIREH - A 50,1598 0 kT e M S 42 R T 3 TR AR BE B SR04 ] A 48k R BF 69 %15.98 ©
Ao B B G JE— R 100% 0 B AR BARZR - AL E R AR R I 09 BER -

=7 : ERKNEE HMHANOVAR

Source df Mean Square F Sig.
I xin 1 0.011 0.601 0.439
FER (B R 1 9.351 503.110 0.000
B ek & AR 1 0.411 22.104 0.000
Error 188 0.019
Total 192

&8 | RIBMBNRE D MHANOVAR

Source df Mean Square F Sig.
LK R Tin 1 0.000 0.002 0.968
AaRmp (e B 1 0.946 54.170 0.000
BRI < H AFA R 1 0.000 0.021 0.884
Error 132 0.017
Total 136

LSS EU R

A RAREAREA  (DIRAD ARG LS EAEERAERERE &
ng* RERAE AN 5 QAR RSB 042 LG B ek fF st ok i
WAZ R B 0 VA BOS A @A AN F) ] & RE 8 FL A% o
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&9 © RERRERIE

B | a5
H1 : 5 RAEFS #2830 2 B R v S BL B 4% -
Hla : 2R3 @3 @4 X b - e RaF ks o Yes
HIb @ 2% e d 3 R AR X BF > R R B S - Contradicted
H2 : st Rk @R A K
H2a : 3t fnay 2Rl @3 RS X0 R RaFmRsE - Yes
H2b : 3540 eh 0] # e 3 R A R SRR BN S - No
H3 @ &R @B E AR -
H3a : W&k aey <0 & w3 B A X BF - Jofn s - Yes
H3b : HF4kamey 2Rl 4 @A X o R T EEMLRS - No
H4 : 3 3R A S35 e A8 F Y 40 R A NF B B iy 4k T35 -
Hda : AMEA KX T @ st ey 2R ZHSE A ERH > B - BIF4a-Ty - Yes
H4b : A RBK KT @ 3 E a0 2R HHMAE T ey 4R M o6 > RFgaTg - No

HF R R4 K I H0 k9 - & 28 0 1RDennis ¥ A(1998) 49 B FAA] » fr 15 FRAL
PoBE AT AR RRRE > AR AR SHRFTESENE AFRLER
AT 0 ERRRE L HEKR KR EMHLa) 0 12 kA X LA RSk R B
(H1b) » £ Zdfadasm R - BR » KU RH% A Dennis¥ A(1998)0#F R &R - #2AH o
BiFarmtiztAm o BRER - ARRWME > MERXESFE AL > RRIFH
B s d Rk AEAE KB AT LR H B R Mtk o BB KT 6305 B ELH 6Y
TAH ¢ R KALR W Kooy @42 - PR AR B EREEE5] Mk i KBy
REE o L FHMBRANETIER c 2@ A ga L Bt BEanik
RFME R B ARERXT  HAAEEEROFBR > HEMERAHMEE -
R > fERFIEREM Y Kot T L ARMGEREL - TE—FR - ARELX
PHESRRELLZAREIRZOERENE  MAERBELP  FEERRFLEIARIYE
HEVE o RAVE TR » R AWML KB RERYBERAAG - 1224 kR B
ME o ROFRERT LA RBRAAG  HEHAR -

By W FL AR R OR R A SRR 0 T R R AR R R IEREME T AR )R B R R Rk
RFEVREREMRE  F— 1 ARMEE - F = 1 REFE(Simon 1976) © KRS -
EAMMEEHE  ARETHREEZ (XL FR) Hikok @42 DORRFIER - Mt
W R AR FAFR L o {2 0 ERFEFIETEE > HAFTA FRCERETERE > B
AFRERAGRES (HEBREwMEER) » Bb— 2R FHTEGTENA L
o At SR B EITEA - Bk AT R MR RIEARFRE L -

Bz ik R B a3 ARP @K T A HIE - {23 K M8 T EHF R (Vessey
1991) ° Vessey ¥ A(1991) 09 EHEHF R » REE A AL LA 5 mDennis¥ A(1998) 84 #F
% ARG WMMEE Sk R AR AAEAT B o A R RIRREMR
Dennis ¥ A(1998) 44 31 56, B 42 ) B #6912 75%5 (14851 » 263278 ) - fm X » KutjReés




16 ENEESR F£t7% FH

Rig B0 He @ BH —EHRBEF RO FT @ ¢ RO E AR ERHG 0 LA
Bl » REAPTAE?

FSH BRI @ FRERER > EHERAXF  HEREFLFE LS
EAGARE R BT 5 R R R F REEN B i X @A e R R
B@ A R iBAE o2& > ARBRKA T R ACHER L IEEREGSEBER
BAETR - AP RABL > ERBEAF SHBRBINALE > RERRELEHT - &
RBEA = 1. XIS EBARGER T IT AoRFRE5% 5 2. RBRREN
RAFMERD TRE WA ROERAE (k6) » ARE T » 2AH L BRI KK
RiBE (BE/BER)  EEBEXT > 2RFLRBE>HRBL (FHEERE
AR o Bk FERBEXHCHERNGBRBBIFEREFEF AL EFERTERR
B LT AR BAZ  mE o BARAFE K - RREEILEIK S AR B2
REy » BRFH TR A CHBRMGNRG AR FHRT - EHEEXTE B
2y R FEE 0 AR S S MR A O IR By R o Bk 0 RAZR R — R L S
BRBRFRSATMATRRA » TRAFTERK - @ FEEATRRA G REH - £
AR TR

B AR R CHBREARBESMELER > FOORPRITHERN
BYFF AR 1A A R B R R K 09 iR R 1842 (Bettman et al. 1979; Kahneman et al. 1986;
Vessey 1991; Payne et al. 1993) o i@ Bp 4 hu bt » KAV T 2 B 48 4% F 09 E R > IR BP »
M E AR KT R EA TE KB - BRIFR B - A @A TR
QY B A oy  AKJE R R R A TR TS - TR TAEE 0 SRALGYF IR L 0 1
L3k K a4 A & K F) 89 (Roehm Jr and Roehm 2005) © 72 5% ZL 15454 A F » 2040 38 ALY i
A2 XA TE R 2 2 & — AT IREITE 6 o

M EZ o AMRARRFREAR @ (DT A2 XM EIRF AR AZ
TEP > ek B B B KBRS R R E 0 MRS ARAEFEREF - (2
& A IR ER AT E 7 3842 0 AR Se KB A2 I -7 X B AZ 04 7 ) AR A il BT Bl 1% o
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