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Influence of Power Sense on Advice Taking: Modulating Effect of Feedback Valence
LIU Yao-zhong, JIANG Yu-lin, DOU Kai
School of Administration, Jinan University, Guangzhou 510631, China
[Abstract]

ods: The present study manipulated power by different power poses, and adopted common sense questions to control feed-

Objective: To explore the effect of power sense and feedback information valence on advice taking. Meth-

back valence, and a weight estimation task to measure advice taking. Results: (DThe subjects with expansive, open(high—
power) poses were less likely to accept others” advice than those adopting closed(low—power) poses(experiments 1 and 2); @)
Negative feedback informations significantly increased the degree of advice taking in powerful participants(experiment 2).

Conclusion: This study suggest that the powerful is inclined to discount the advice from others, which may be moderated

by the valence of feedback information.

[Key words] Power sense; Advice taking; Advice discount effect; Feedback valence; Power pose

PR Y4 (Advice taking) S8 A S Al A
VOB M A PRt 720, H RO T @ BCR N5
i) DS 2R A I SE R SREE E R AR 55 L e
ASORIEPYASTT AT o HA PR 5 T A o4
G FESY , CA SCHRIR DT T PSR AR i
2 A5 AT S5 B USCR AN AR FH Y, I B 7
AMAAZ B RSP, Horb il B R E AL
WIBEARZ UL, AREFETR I AU RS 5 A A ) —
FRYNEBEPFAT A, RN T BT —Fh ok
AT R O AL R - SR AT BAT
BE L

YT DR R SR A Az SR F TP -
HNEHERG” (Judge—Advisor System,JAS)?ﬁiﬁ %30
3 Hi Sniezek F1 Buckley 20 fH£2 90 4% 1E = 4
BT AR X — AR T T — R IIF
5T, JAS BBIRAE It R TP oRAS T AR A SE
Yo BT R I S P SRAT: 55 X LR AN AT
FER, — R EOR AN T e P B — &
S E VAT 55, MU Bl e e s I IR 5 5
JEA R MU A i A BOR N . O — 2K 2
BERAAXS Fe— ) i B FEATAG T, QX g s 48
By MR RE A AT 25 R 2 F R A, o

e R LB P 2 2 A UOR 9 R B 4R A
WOA™ ™o % JAS XI5, B3R B
B 5O DL J AT A0 (Advice discounting
effect) , 245 DRIEE W 15] T 45 F © BRI IR DR, 2
PR LS, B0l N IS e SR h R A A
FHAR/N, 52— T A Foh o AR iU ng , 2 &
BOCHE ISR AR PRI, o] 22 fiffax — 2500,
CBH I 1A F e

B RAE— A NBES A AR RE TS, DL SR T
BRIl B A R 01, e — O DR AR B
i) o AN — BREHR , 277 — R B0 BiAT
RN S AU S XA AN R R
i1 5 v g0 o Ml S e s A A R 2 N
DIHE IR A ORI T R BRI A7 ST o
SEIh ST, DT REARR A AT DL Y B S 202 I
K7 B4 il 5 o BRIV Ay, DRI AU i A 3 381 )
PEHE G A B OB 1, 5k A Fiy 2
P, JET S BEERCE L R AR SRS, A
PR PRSP s b 2l MR D S IR R R S, 7
55t N H Bl A BRABUSE TR, X5 3 O AW
WA R, FATEB, A TR
EN T AR S S N AT e eI Y A D)



REIGROHEFZGE 20164F 4244 3]

-401 -

X RN, A SCH] A — B A ) AR i =
BRJR N RO 5 BCRAN LR
YLHE B i R Carney 28 A% B, 38 33 (5 R
[Fi) 1) B A 2 34T DL AN A A IR 362, A 2
X HAT SRR T T 90 0E , 5 A PR 2 B AU )
BN 5 (F T T A 352 M) M EE B 3E sk Ay
AR B B

R AAE SN AT E I Hb ) A AR DC AT 55
R E IR EILR RSB E T R . 5
RN R AR B — 4R 48 RS B P, 4
BB RN AR SR A5 BIFTE A, T AR S 15
JEHI 55 A FRAEE R — ML, BT AR
FEARAMAR PSR AR, T X R R O o2 R3O
Prans v B E R 22— AR RIS 2 & AU
J& 2 i A R ) B o A O 5 A
PRI, Rl A CHe SR A IE iR, i 7= AR
Pran. MHE B AR B 5 AT AR AL E S S ik
HAE IE , IR — 30N o AR SEUEFIE LESE
BT 3O R Ak BE A A T R s
RO B AR PSR, UL e, SR
R IUR 35 o B, B LI AR S 153 P A R A A
B0

ASBISE B AE3E i P SR RIE AU 23
BORIATT 7 IX —Fg A8, S 1R B A 223405 3
AR T I8, 38 3 A A AT 55 0 AR A LR
INFREE , 5 2 IO RGN I B0 o A L L
SR 2 R RRHE B RE A SR A Bkt g
BORGNAT R 5
1 X1 WNARITEBCERMNR RN
1.1 #ik

5 40 B AR (T A 21 N, FI4E RS 21,67+
2.23 %), P35 Il 2 AR 4, 5 A R0 35
AL B A 19 NI 21.63£2.25 %), SEE0HT
PRSI A5
12 Ak
121 RS OFREMITHES  RRIE SR
2 NP R EE AT, SRR AR 15 44 KA
4 B B IR SER AR IR 12 5K I R A 1 (55 6
2 6), 1 2 ik M LR R 10 3k M IEAG TR F . &l
B NI RS S AR R AR e B T34 B
1A 173+3.56em , - B4 A 70+6.76kg; 2P 1)
B8 164+5.13em, PR 4 52+4.58kg, T A
PR AR R AR EE SRR R R 40k, Il &

1Z AL HEH R (Adobe  Photoshop4.0 4 , K Ny 1L
FHE BRSO A TAL B DL G R o AT 55 2R e iU AR 4
HL B 5 e 2 R R R 6 A R R R A 1, O
W H CASTHE LB At X RSB 25 R A
PLEAL o AR50 AR, 5 B AR R T A —
AT 2 2 S i — U, 5 el Y
ST 5256 TP AT 10 SR A 2 B9 (S2Br A8
ELARTE +£5%)

QOGN R FHAS A 1) B AR L3 5 sh A
PREARA TR EARTET Carney 55 A\ ST P 48
AP PRI R B A A 5 AU
FH O B - < T 0P (BT DU 3t PR, ke
(O G NN i 5 N 1) B4 8 A SR T N
23 [R] B sh A T, DU B st AT o i e /N2 [e) 7
WA S MARARAU R TS 36 R 2R e on) P
Bl 7 2 AR R AL TT 55 D (10 =7.61, P<0.001, d=
1.82)(1-AE AR AT T, 7B % B AU BT (1
9=0.78, P>0.05, d=0.19)(1-IE & REF M , 7-1R %7 i) .
PRIMEFE (139=1.18,, P>0.05 , d=0.25)(1- 22 2 5 A7 IR ME
TR RME) JF B (100=—1.63, P>0.05, d=—0.34)(1-
22 2LV Y, T—AE R ) DU A 2 AT A O0F
T o SEHHT A PR — D ARIE B S R
NI DN F R A 1 4o o el T
USR] S 38 ) NI e B 3 i A T 2 R
BRI R A N A TR) A 2 4 3 -, 0 ) o X 7 Sk it

RS A O TREUE Z A ER . 3R
R, B4 A sh b,
122 AT ZHEHR LW P AT T

FRAE DRIV FT B 5 ) S0 25 SR A A AS o ]
B HRR FLE 7 T I A B % S
T4

T 25 F PFEE 2 SR Waston™ 18 CRRAR ANTH A 15
25 32 ) (PANAS) VY B R 78 78 A B R 55 )5
H O EEIR A (0=0.65)
1.3 EWwigit

R AR R A ) S i 1, [ AR R A T ek
(7 AR, PRAR o8 SR G RE WOA(Weight of ad-
o) AR WOA= U o
FR M N BEBAE YR T AL, WOA=0 IR
2 WA S A NI WOA=1 N 7R 58 2 R 4t
N
1.4 KRR

TE LI F W B e S g = AT, LI R
JFAE E-prime2.0 SEFL, B A i — A A fkiz




-402-

Chinese Journal of Clinical Psychology Vol.24 No.3 2016

Bli2E L, S H AR RE R X AR T R A B VR
FHURA A . AL = AN AR AT
1555 — 8 — R Sl — AR AR T 555
wBar. B, AR SE BUA E AL TS 5, Bl
Je B B AL 20 B PG 2, 3 59142 32 i ARAS [R] AL
Jad. PG, WOAT 2 HUE PANAS 1 26 A PP 32
158 = A [A) R 5 AN T B A VA 0 < A W1 7
AR IRIERAZ B A O AU (1= 2, 7=
5642 FENIRI R A 3R e A CAREE (M 1=
SERA , 7=58 40 “TENIRI Y B rh IS A 2
RAF T (M= %A, 1=0 2 0), HFE—1
BAERFEACHESREZ , fe)a, #0258 ik
TS 5 3R

1.5 LWHR

1.5.1  RAFEARE  XPIAP RSN P AR50 A AL
FVIEAT 38T, I IR 3 5 o Pl o AR s
A SR 22 57 B3 16,=6.07, P<0.01, d=1.71,
EU b AP A 28 3, T R 1 S 3R sl A T JER
B (M 5=4.112£1.18 ;M 1=1.71%1.60).,

1.5.2 XA BB R P PR R R
HARAE T AT NI FERNE 25 ( 16:=—0.57,
P>0.05,d=—0.19; M 4,=9.56+2.92, M x=10.18+3.50) Fll
TH 1B 25K 5 ( 15y =—0.44, P>0.05, d=—0.15; M 4=
5.14£1.20, M :=5.41+2.29) |- 2% SF IR 2%

153 @A E I Iesn  EIRT L
Y BOR 98 FE E 22 7 B E 15,,=6.07, P<0.001, d=
0.25, =5 A7 AR B0 20 AR A TARA 7 Ak 36 4 e 13 1L
R R G AT FOAL N (M 5=0.21+1.48; M =
0.47+0.21),

2 X2 REINMEEATER

2.1 #ik

SIS AE 68 L P (L 5 A2 33 A, AR
#:22.24+2.33 SV IE R, HIRRBITL R 2] .
SR TIOR3 64 44 (5 29, F2
AES:22.26£2.43 %),

22 FHik
221 S OFREMIHES :FSR 1,

QBG5S [ 1,

Q) T 64T 55« 52 5038 3 B2 b a7 5 LA
WFAT: 45 Hh 1) TR S 5 S B0 B A () B,
PG 75 20 38 8L, 5% 13X M DU AN BE 0T P 3ok H e
FEREIR, B E R T E KA 55 0 %5 R 1R 4 i
I, I b A% W 0 S N S0 T R R e DY BN

T 2L 0 56 R B T R I B 3091
PR BEUE XS 16 38 R, Pl i 2 5 g2 0 A8 5 P
BN IEBR G, IR B 16: 4, 0056 5 7545
“ORAEA G P () R BT T 5258 709% 7 1)
F A5t s AR R A2 P B A5 802 “ 1 T SR i A
T0% 1 Bl ik RE A% 25 %t 16 38 80 LA K “ PR TE AR 55 03
HA R T T 5258 30% A9 N7, 56 Y 1E 1R
FefiE I 4216,
222 HSLEFehIEH RASIE LIRS
X O AETO AR B EA TN 4
2.3 XIWigit

SR W R R B, B AR R R A
JEFNAFANY , BRSBTS IR, A ORI AL
TR, RS REM AT P A 2K, B S i A W I
it R A i R SR AN WOA
24 ZKRERF

TE S Rl A A S0 3 N R AT, SR
JFAE E-prime2.0 SCH . 5 AR = — P A KI5
PSS AR R B R X AR R A sh AR g
JEEL R R AMA . A SIS PO R - R
FAG TS5 — BB — SRR 20— U B
W —R AT 5558 . ks i —H Y
EAHE S5 3 T 5 LUS SN RIAUT
3480 B [T )45 (G046 PANAS RO $AE
g% ) o RIS, B 58 R R IR AT 55 o S Ak
Jei RS A U IR A TS, oA
HL G 23 S Bk 1 R Bt — A U, WA X 2
R R B — KA AT
25 ZIWER
251 BAEEA  XNAUIE S TR ER S R
P B AR Bl B MRAU T A T ST R AR A
95, 45 R R P 25 5 0 3 16,=6.49, P<0.001, d=
L.61, FFHCPE B R 22553 2l A 7 I b 5 v T 3 A
PELSIA (M 5=5.2121.20, M =2.73+1.82),,
252 SRAAEE AFEZHEIS AP
T BRI (10,=—1.31, P>0.05, d=—0.32; M 5=11.04+
3.06, M =12.30+4.56) FIIH 2 18 25 1K 5 (t6,=—0.63,
P>0.05, d=0.16; M 5=5.19+1.88, M =5.43+1.0) I 2%
Y NTE N
253 RN ATt g igir  DIAMA
Y BOCR AN AR BE WOA (AR A A £, #0477 22497
Bro AU Y FE RN & Fi w0 =10.58, P<0.05, n’=
0.15, AHHF TARMUT AL, S AT AR T A Ry i
FHH L2 A # AT FI(M 5=0.33£0.02; M =0.44+



REIGROHEFZGE 20164F 4244 3]

-403-

0.03)c KB AHY 1Y = RN A 3 K60 =674, P<
0.001,m°=0.53, TH M S 5 41 ) A ISR 9 A 3 B e
T AU B4 (M 1 =0.24£0.03, M 31.=0.53+0.03).,
KBS BRI A8 LAV 8 3 Fy e0=14.98, P<
0.001,0’=0.2, fAJERRLN /AT 45 5 s , s AU M
PEREZ BB 5t B B TE AR R A S I BOR 9N B 25
0% Fu=10.04, P<0.01, 7'=0.14; il AL S AMATE
P2 32 B o T A S e BOR 4R WOA
0L F, 5=68.67, P<0.001,’=0.53, i & KA
AT AN AR H 32 TE AR R B 1) WOA B 22 S A,
W H B3 Fl 10=25.37, P<0.001, 1’=0.297 ; {H J& A [F]
RIS AR TE 32 B R A A5 2R3 1 AL
KNI TC IR E 225+ Fuso<l, P>0.05,

70
» wem (R

60 - K —e il
F 504 e
< .
§ 40 ,"

"
304 o'
o
204
AR S st VA St

ME  hE RGN BRI E

3 it A

I A S 2 A A E A AT 55 ok
BB DL BT AR R A R i BOR g Y 5
Wil o F5E— AU A o B8 S A BOR A R B2
FIRTARK A 80 2 S BT 2 a4
FHBKNE 5 [ A AIF 58— PR 45 SR A L8 4R S AR
SEARN TR B R 3R S A AU R 2 T
BPAMELS . W AR AR b Pk
BRSPS BER R0 B S5 RS AR R
B BCR N B R A AL, s U A2
THB AR , B SCR AL I R 3 .
3.1 ZRBEIHMENEHE

oY — R A SE B AR B AR
5 96 4 I 2 A AU I B A R 2 S
LA SNEAE RS SCHE T T3 iz T, JF
AR T RAREER IR 4R SO, T 4
e A TS KRR A R AR KU AT 55+ 14
Fpoptl, H B BE A i AR S i B 407
O BARME & R R TR, 1 i Aoft L ARE 5 Fme ) o

T N B AR B RIS S o RITE B AT Sl A
GRS LAY B Bl 2 ) A7 7 2 A o 2 A IR
Fe , By RS, AR A O B S e 32 35
Wil o LA s R B 22 B IR, ] LA ot 40 B R A 2
(], DA S0 e P 14 B A S AR X Y SIS . 18
TR U R ) 2 e I R B AU A& LA B A
PO U TINTT) =k M LN DR O S o e
SR, F B AR ST LUR B I, 3X —T7 A
DGE P65, 7 FE P AR B AR
3.2 MAIEIWRMIT ARG

AR B HAER EAGTHE S R B
HESAT IO, (E 2 P 2H A AT N AR B A A
RFZES B TAREU AR U MR D
A ARIERC BT B, S ACGE T A
AP BTUER, th T B A R AT AR A T 3l Y
LYPE S BRI MR BV B B R S
W T HAU B AU 2258, Tk BE 22 B A EAT A
B BURIEAT5 A AR X A AEAR S J5 2 8%
2 AT A RRAT S5, R BT UL I s L
ol BRI Z A, T RUF] T ] B R i R
X — PG, KU 817 S 42 il 55 0k 23175 = A
T ) B DL R 5 LR SR 22 [0 77 A AN L )
2%, il F 2 RO PRSI, A e A
T AT A2 R b A A LA E RS PP AR
3.3 RRESEHIATER

WFE A B, BUR B it 2 R AR ey i LT %
IO, T AR S 453 ) 22 A 1X — A8 RE ol AP A #1 J3E
KffFEIX — PR, 1 MR35 Bandura (1 F FCREHE
B, S P A B A B R I 2 R AR AT i
SR 1, 2t — O I RE B S A AR
5, A7 BT A FABERY BT, X Rl A FABEWM Sz
AR RN AT 55 R A 1 SRR T Pz A =
PRE AT S B A A5, TP BT ME
SEBTIREEESG T s AR, TR B X SR T
BB — PP 5E , S AR oK N o P 4>
PRI ST R0 8 [ 2 AT 8™, Bl AR TE
P2 0 A R U B i A A, G
U, NN T2 A5 R 0 2 9 B 175 AR 6 T X AN
Al 25 R IR 2 A AR R 15 4, 2R T e
15 T AR 25 2> fe S T B SR SR I T 3 A
SR PR IR S5 T, AT T R 4524
BT FRDR 285 DU AS JE A ™, X e 1 oA A AT
S5t AT A gt i AT 180 o

AE BN s v] DU ARAL AR



-404-

Chinese Journal of Clinical Psychology Vol.24 No.3 2016

BN BVE U A B UMk
AR D) Z BRSNS B s AR
H—FRINRLER W B AR E R SN, 5556 R
e —B WM, ARWEIEIE K BLICIE R R AR5
AN TR S 5 AR A FH AR AR S 15 22 W] X2, Allwood
LA S 36 B, TR S 5 B AU B B X AR A £
7K SN2, DAL Al AR R AR K2 Al
FERERIANTR] S BRI B A 1F T IR B 2E 5

2 % X W

1 gty gtedl. e e rh L SCR AN, O BRI
2009,17(5):1016-1025

2 SR, kR DT AR A AA R T 2O A AR SR 4
BRI . PS5 A5, 2014, 12(5):601-608

3 Hooge IE, Verlegh PW, Tzioti SC. Emotions in advice tak—
ing: The roles of agency and valence. Journal of Behavioral
Decision Making, 2014, 27(3): 246-258

4 Van Swol LM, Sniezek JA. Factors affecting the acceptance
of expert advice. British Journal of Social Psychology, 2005,
44: 443-461

5 Rees L, Rothman NB, Lehavy R, Sanchez—Burks J. The am—
bivalent mind can be a wise mind: Emotional ambivalence
increases judgment accuracy. Journal of Experimental Social
Psychology, 2013, 49(3): 360-367

6  Anderson C, Galinsky AD. Power, optimism, and risk—
taking. European Journal of Social Psychology, 2006, 36:
511-536

7 Rucker DD, Dubois D, Galinsky AD. Generous paupers and
stingy princes: Power drives consumer spending on self ver—
sus others. Journal of Consumer Research, 2011, 37(6):
1015-1029

8  Sniezek JA, Buckley T. Cueing and cognitive conflict in
judge—advisor decision making. Organizational Behavior and
Human Decision Processes, 1995, 62:159-174

9  Sniezek JA, Van Swol LM. Trust, confidence, and expertise
in a judge—advisor system. Organizational Behavior and Hu—
man Decision Processes, 2001, 84: 288-307

10 Yaniv I, Kleinberger E. Advice taking in decision making:
Egocentric discounting and reputation formation. Organiz—
ational Behavior and Human Decision Processes, 2000, 83:
260-281

11 Budescu DV, Rantilla AK, Yu H, Karelitz TK. The effects of
asymmetry among advisors on the aggregation of their opin—
ions. Organizational Behavior and Human Decision Process—
es, 2003, 90: 178-194

12 Gino F, Moore DA. Effects of task difficulty on use of advice.
Journal of Behavioral Decision Making, 2007, 20(1): 21-35

13 Yaniv I. Receiving other people’s advice: Influence and be—

nefit. Organizational Behavior and Human Decision Proces—

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

ses, 2004, 93: 1-13
Gino F. Do we listen to advice just because we paid for it?
The impact of advice cost on its use. Organizational Behav—
ior and Human Decision Processes, 2008, 107: 234-245
Yaniv I, Milyavsky M. Using advice from multiple sources to
revise and improve judgment. Organizational Behavior and
Human Decision Processes, 2007, 103: 104-120
Keltner D, Gruenfeld DH, Anderson C. Power, approach,
and inhibition. Psychological Review, 2003, 110: 265-284
Galinsky AD, Magee JC, Gruenfeld DH, et al. Power reduces
the press of the situation: Implications for creativity, confor—
mity and dissonance. Journal of Personality and Social Psy—
chology, 2008, 95: 1450-1466
Emerson RM. Power dependence relations.American Socio—
logical Review, 1962, 27: 31-41
SRR IT  BREE AR, AU BN 2 AR R
e BT L REIE. NG RO B A4 R, 2014,22(6)
957-963
Tost LP, Gino F, Larrick RP. Power, competitiveness, and
advice taking: Why the powerful don’t listen. Organizational
Behavior and Human Decision Processes, 2012, 117(1): 53—
65
AR, 2, AT A, AU 00 =l BRAIL ) SO O
FHRl2,2014,37(4): 1008-1015
PRCT-, SR, PR SRR BB 22 5. o
[ i RO B2E 4R, 2013, 21(1): 62-65
Fast NJ, Sivanathan N, Mayer ND, Galinsky AD. Power and
overconfident decision— making. Organizational Behavior
and Human Decision Processes, 2012, 117(2): 249-260
Carney DR, Cuddy AJ, Yap AJ. Power posing brief nonver—
bal displays affect neuroendocrine levels and risk tolerance.
Psychological Science, 2010, 21(10): 1363-1368
Huang L, Galinsky AD, Gruenfeld DH, Guillory LE. Power—
ful postures versus powerful roles which is the proximate
correlate of thought and behavior?. Psychological Science,
2011, 22(1): 95-102
Avraham NK, Angelo DeNisi. The effects of feedback inter—
ventions on performance: A historical review, a meta—analy—
sis and a preliminary feedback ntervention theory. Psycho—
logical Bulletin, 1996, 119(2): 254-284
T B AR, Bm T BN SR 2. OB, 2003, 26
(4):658-660
R, IE PR SO B FAR A R AT TS, DY g R
AR, 2013
Waston MD, Tellegen A. Toward a consensual structure of
mood. Psychological Bullet, 1985, 98(2):219-235
Russo JE, Schoemaker PJH. Managing overconfidence.
Sloan Management Review, 1992, 33: 7-17
CFHE5539950)



REIGROHEFZGE 20164F 4244 3]

+399.

12 Rasgon N, Bauer M, Grof P, et al.Sex—specific self-reported 1997, 41(1): 1-14
mood changes by patients with bipolar disorder. Journal of 23 Watson DR, Anderson JME, Bai F, et al. A voxel based mor—
Psychiatric Research, 2005, 39(1): 77-83 phometry study investigating brain structural changes in first
13 Arnold LM. Gender differences in bipolar disorder. Psychi— episode psychosis. Behavioural Brain Research, 2012, 227
atric Clinics of North America, 2003, 26(3): 595-620 (1): 91-99
14 Adler CM, Levine AD, DelBello MP, et al. Changes in gray 24 Arnone D, Cavanagh J, Gerber D, et al. Magnetic resonance
matter volume in patients with bipolar disorder. Biol Psychi— imaging studies in bipolar disorder and schizophrenia: meta—
atry, 2005, 58(2): 151-157 analysis. British Journal of Psychiatry, 2009, 195(3): 194-
15 Lochhead RA, Parsey RVO, quendo MA, et al. Regional 201
brain gray matter volume differences in patients with bipolar 25 Lopez—Larson MP, DelBello MP, Zimmerman ME, et al. Re—
disorder as assessed by optimized voxel-based morphome— gional prefrontal gray and white matter abnormalities in bip—
try. Biol Psychiatry, 2004, 55(12): 1154-1162 olar disorder. Biological Psychiatry, 2002, 52(2): 93-100
16 FESLHE, XBA AR, 25, AR P70 ZR0E FIDUUR 17 2% 26 JH T i 73 S0E 5 U B 1 A8 2 B A Ml 2 RE AL R
I R R B R BB LU A . D R 224 AR AR 8 A9 LE BT 5. IS B R S 2 A8 5,
2010,41(1):5-9 2013. 1-63
17 EME. B OSUREAVAR B sk 8 5 T UK R FR A I 5. R — 27 Mitchell RLC, Elliott R, Barry M, et al. Neural response to
BEBEmi 12~ 18 3¢, 2013, 1-50 emotional prosody in schizophrenia and in bipolar affective
18 4 SCH, WA, R, A5, R AS T AR T3 Tk disorder. British Journal of Psychiatry, 2004, 184(3): 223
RILEAWIE . S22 4%, 2014,30(7): 1075- 230
1079 28 Fuentes P, Barros—Loscertales A, Bustamante JC, et al. Ind—
19 Almeida JR, Akkal D, Hassel S, et al. Reduced gray matter ividual differences in the Behavioral Inhibition System are
volume in ventral prefrontal cortex but not amygdala in bipo— associated with orbitofrontal cortex and precuneus gray mat—
lar disorder: Significant effects of gender and trait anxiety. ter volume. Cognitive Affective & Behavioral Neuroscience,
Psychiatry Res, 2009, 171(1): 54-68 2012, 12(3): 491-498
20 Luders E, Steinmetz H, Jancke L. Brain size and grey matter 29 Mincic AM. Neural substrate of the cognitive and emotional
volume in the healthy human brain. Neuroreport, 2002, 13 interference processing in healthy adolescents. Acta Neuro—
(17): 2371-2374 biologiae Experimentalis, 2010, 70(4): 406-422
21 Peters M, Jancke L, staiger JF, et al. Unsolved problems in 30 Koziol LF, Budding D, Andreasen N, et al. Consensus paper:
comparing brain sizes in Homo sapiens. Brain and Cogn— the cerebellum’ s role in movement and cognition. Cerebel—
ition, 1998, 37(2): 254-285 lum, 2014, 13(1): 151-77
22 Pearlson GD, Barta PE, Powers RE, et al. Medial and super— 31 Sirata P. The Emotional Cerebellum. Cerebellum, 2015, 14
ior temporal gyral volumes and cerebral asymmetry in schiz— (5): 570-577
ophrenia versus bipolar disorder. Biological Psychiatry, (B FE B #7:2015-12-30)
(355 404 50) 2007, 93: 1040-1053
31 Cuddy AJ, Wilmuth CA, Yap AJ, Carney DR. Preparatory 36 Fragale AR. The power of powerless speech: The effects of
Power Posing Affects Nonverbal Presence and Job Interview speech style and task interdependence on status conferral.
Performance. Journal of Applied Psychology, 2015, 100(4): Organizational Behavior and Human Decision Processes,
1286-1295 2006, 101: 243-261
32 Lammers J, Dubois D, Rucker DD, Galinsky AD. Power gets 37 M, 35 3E. Banduar BYRLHE U HLS A PF. O HE
the job: Priming power improves interview outcomes. Journal 2#,1999,22(4):346-350
of Experimental Social Psychology, 2013, 49(4): 776-779 38 (¥, F54E, KPR, Bal AL AT 5 Th ad B iskohn T fng T
33 Cuddy AJ, Wilmuth CA, Carney DR. The benefit of power I R HOERP AYIESE. O B4R, 2012,44(9): 1149~
posing before a high—stakes social evaluation. Harvard Buis— 1159
ness School, 2012. 13-27 39 XU, 2 MPSRAT 55 A RPFA AT 24 L. 75
34 EPIH B AL SRS A T SR I e U R A A R~ E 83, 2010
28,2014 40 Allwood CM, Jonsson AC, Granhag PA. The effects of source
35 Brinol P, Petty RE, Valle C, et al. The effects of message re— and type of feedback on child witnesses’ metamemory accu—

cipients’ power before and after persuasion: A self—valid—

ation analysis.Journal of Personality and Social Psychology,

racy. Applied Cognitive Psychology, 2005, 19(3): 331-344
(A% B #1:2015-10-08)



