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Abstract

Both studiers and practitioners focus on how to detect deception effectively. The detection based on
reaction time becomes an important topic in the field of deception detection because of its conveni-
ence and validity. The orienting response, executive functions, and Activation-Decision-Construction
model propose that lairs have higher cognitive load than truth tellers, so they have a longer reaction
time. We summarized five paradigms: differentiation of deception, Sheffield lie test, autobiographi-
cal implicit association test, reaction time-based concealed information test, association-based con-
cealed information test. Future studies should focus on refining paradigm, exploring a specific cog-
nitive process of lie, and standardizing the indicators of judgments.
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T B AT WAL T ARG S, A s @ iRt E S E . ARSI ERENT
WM, 2R ECE G E RN, HEZEHER S RN TR AR, EEGFMARF
BRI NE S R BRI 5k T, 5k52 1, SKINTT, &ZEIRIR, 2011). Mk, B RGHIRHIV
TR T NAEEUE AE S ok U, A RA EERE . BTN S BT S v e s A A
Sk BT [ (0 BRI o 41 SR 98 IR A e o B AR 0 25 55 AR P I BT SR P U8 T R A
1B AT R, B P E 2 T EN IR S B, ik R S Lty e 5 5 sk, BRI T8 4R
e R, AR SO R FE T T .

—Jith, WRAREMEEMBENT, WABTEE 2 S NS R Bk, i
A E B A T i, I AR E R IS L IR, BN, s i TR R B PR AR K, BA
Je 38 OB P2 AR NI, EEE S T R B 0t 5 T 7 AR ) 2% A (Ekman & Friesen, 1969; Zucker-
man, DePaulo, & Rosenthal, 1981). 1X Fii 44 1 2 S — M v] LU i A50AT A A0 Az BREE bR 4 7 T SR g A7 Il &=
Bilan, ANEAT NI, AR TR . RSB ESEE Y S\ A U S 2 & (Warren,
Schertler, & Bull, 2009). A WFFKIL, U AW I E O ESSEER, KRS RO 105
P HAREE EEHI AR, AmmiEE ATH B S22 (Haggard & Isaacs, 1966), HfF 70 & FRIX Fh i %
NS (Ekman & Friesen, 1969). WFRE VML TE#H. FHE. SIEARSLER, WMEHRGED
IATEARSOIR BT S (S, FEEA, &M/, 2017). BbAh, EEMEANTRABERIERR, ik,
JOKPEAD Rz v, BT O bOAT o B M AR U v R s ], 2 BRI 0%, FE HAE R
2R 2 i PR 55 43 3 I EH TS 8 1A S AN (SR IR 4R & 5 = 4, 2000) .

BRI I 5 IR AR S T RE O, (HHEE RAAREE ., ZT0o R, e IR
S IERR L) 54%, VAN = T BEHL/KF(Bond & DePaulo, 2006; Hartwig & Bond, 2011; Vrij, Fisher, &
Blank, 2017; #§%: &%, 2018), I HA WA RIS LHiB o E 2615 B, BRI H %3 RSO R,
Pl P 0 7 A e 2 v T R AT B (B B A 2645 1) 6 #F T (Maier & Thurber, 1968). 1h4h, #E—
WO HTREFE s, T T 152 BB S LR, KT 12 P EA BR(d > 0.2)MZk &R, Hr{Y
A 3PN RIEE L R(ME R RN, B Rk, S), HARBNIEFZZR (DePaulo et al., 2003).
BTSSR, S A A A% I AL B T B A = R, MO R R RN A R U
5, PIFriRERERE S AR, %E, 7EW, =80, &&mE, 2012; R, e, %iE,
&ZARLAN, 2012).

bR 7L Bz R, BTEE R B RIS AR BRI X, R U e 2 T s A A i
faf (Suchotzki, Verschuere, Van Bockstaele, Ben-Shakhar, & Crombez, 2017; Vrij et al., 2017). B4, W&
BN SIS R, T BB E R K, U A BN ZE AR B S E BEA
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ZEMEE, EHETEMIERE EARMCHMIE SR, FK, BTE ZN 200 B 5 147 LA
JTHIPRBERERE,  FEARHEXT 7 O PRBE S B B SR I, DAl SREIREeE &, Ui BB L
SEHFATHEZRINAEE ), JEH, W SHIERTFR I SCRRX MR, i, s 5 3k s W v A B s
PNJN 4 4e7 (Caso, Gnisci, Vrij, & Mann, 2005); R Bt S5\ 048 < 1Ak [X A 5 55 38035 (Christ, Van Essen,
Watson, Brubaker, & McDermott, 2009; Suchotzki, Crombez, Smulders, Meijer, & Verschuere, 2015); 3 Hiun &
HImAG S, R SRR ELZRR S AR, WERSHARAI(Vr] etal,, 2017),

FEVNENI I FRIAESE T, e fa] S0 B (SR ) — DU AR Bt /2 S SN, b T e 5 B s (R0 DA e L fr
AT b G [ 225 e ALY e VL P R 127 o BEAG o R ARARL 5 PR IS g B 8 285 ol T AR AT 9 S 2 I RS I3, {EL— BN
R, JERE T EANEOR B R AR FEa N SR, L OCEF S| TR R oE, I HAERIE T4
WIS T — Sl MBI Z SR, T SOSE B R f T AR PR 1, R IR S E, Bt
I o FLAIE FE T AN e R AT L 5 i, AT R B R N SR S o AR S AR NS I i ) B
WA AT ARk SO S FE I PR R DUAN B 70 kAT S M A, FRERLIERL b, X AR AT
FUT7 1) MR ASE A e () 1) R AT 5 18

2. RNBERY RS B A
2.1. EAER MEER

][] [ i (orienting response) YRR A i ] [ B (orienting reflex), 2844 S i 8355 A S ek
BB R EHES), RICMES LA E R TR B H R b, IRk B WA RS T K
R — RYVEFIAAT B, B kA 03, ik H 5 (Bradley, 2009). 1A S T NS R T
RNINT, HMH A E AT AR . BEFEE AR IX — Bt a] DUR O, i A8 2 Bt 10 (5 B 3
KU BRI, A L 5 A EA I SR, T IR AR SN e 8 4 22 5 A B S AU FRLASC SR A AR
Hisk, AT AT BAYE il B 3E AR (Varga, Visu-Petra, Miclea, & Bus, 2014; Verschuere, Meijer, & De Clercq,
2011). LUZEEE N E A Faus 5 201038 (concealed information test, CIT) %) 32 N 50F 7R fsz ik 2 .
WFAEVONTEM TS+, BT REGEELEEGEE, UWIE B NTeE Fritft s 85 Rl(E ST
b, — HICEE S5 RFARRAN, A2 BaBiEE A miZER, JHRERE FTRINESERI, S5
SN TR A 2R R B e (Varga et al., 2014).

2.2. PUTIHREIE R

PATTRE (executive functions) & 48 7EXF 4T N AT IA R0 I BT 75 B2 10— R AA K0 FE RN T RE IR A AT,
SR B THAT D RERI S 28k, R 1) SCRURRRAEAE AN R B . ZE 9 5 IR A, i = A jE e 80K 19
& Miyake %5 A\ (2000) Air#i H AR, O BAT Dhe 2 2 i =N 7 T AR X TAE IR A2 N B I RR S IR 3%
T SE ORI R (RIHT), AN AT 55 BOOBLIRES 2 ] 1 e (e ), DASOSHAT NI (i) . BeiiedT e
ZFOANEIN TS G 0=, DR I R R R AR S X = A E EE AT TR (Christ et al., 2009; Debey,
Ridderinkhof, De Houwer, De Schryver, & Verschuere, 2015). B4%, #ik# HEET/FCIZTEIE. REF
HEFEE, HERSELARMRSEE: HR Uics SO BT N, & ailtis 50E R &E,
Y RS BAEE R LSRN E NS, FILH T EAE VAN EE Z MEATE S i . T2 M
ITOIRe 2, BMGEINRIAGHERR, IIMAARILEAT N BRI K, $AT DI RE B Sebr EARRE 1 1
VN B s 389 00 478 7E S X (Suchotzki, 2018; Suchotzki et al., 2017). AR 78 &I TAEICAZH B EAH S
5 e S AT 55 B B B0 2 448 B0 )z B2 i (Debey, Liefooghe, De Houwer, & Verschuere, 2015; Debey, Ver-
schuere, & Crombez, 2012). EARWF A FH LN APAT IR S Ui A ¢, (EAKIHARAEH T #EH B A1z
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e Bilhn, A BRI E T A2 B RE 7745 i 5 R S 2 TR OB BT ) 22 S 5 IEAH 6 (George,
Mircea, & Laura, 2012; Visu-Petra, Miclea, Bus, & Visu-Petra, 2014), X#] g BT TR G2 B IF gt 5
Al REAEICIZ R AR B RRGRU S . M, =R HAT D RE T T LE T 5 VR U GT LU AT, B =
Foh D) BEAE UL I R o (R ST R 58 FAR FOO T S RSB T b AR AR 2L, pr DR SR 5 Bl g LR A 1
W0 RS
2.3. BE - RE - 1 - TR

RS VO AT I I BAT D Re, AFALE IR T — D N AR S AL WUE - PSR - B
(Activation-Decision-Construction model, ADCM), ZAASAA, BUAT AERERIE. R, B =N
BB (Walczyk, Roper, Seemann, & Humphrey, 2003). B5E, AMEERFmGHE Y 5, SEiE KRSz H
55 [ JUAH OQ 1) LS A SR 2 B 5012, FRR AR BB TARId i 2 . R RSN BeE 2 )G,
FAAR R ACIZ A 2 TREEE RS, DMET &S . LR, TERSRINE, MAEIRYE A SR a5k 52
TXZIA Y. &fF, —BUIGERTE, MATREH B S SRR AR S R R S, M
SR A TR S g . BTz R ERE, R AT TG E AR, B AASED
PRSEANEN B, — BRI GBSt & Bt , UL SN 2R T e . BhAh, Ui on
e 1] AR BEVE UL, BRI R B, AR A BT R T IR SRS 22 S [RRE AR AT DA iR
AEE R . bR ERFFERIL, AR R ) R (R A AE TR SR B B 3 & T T i 8t () B A £ R S
TR B, AR T L AT T 1 OB (Walczyk et al., 2003). BHJ5, BF7i# 75 ADCM {2kt b
P T O EARROE - VLS - @4 - 4730 ELiS (Activation-Decision-Construction-Action theory, ADCAT),
ZERTE MBS BN T SEhrgRak i F DA M i v v FE 4T B B (Masip, Blandon-Gitlin, de la Riva,
& Herrero, 2016; Walczyk, Harris, Duck, & Mulay, 2014). BEARATEIN B B4 HR2 M e S I K5, {E
ADCAT i — 345 LR SN ATLANE 8 Mg 1 115 R 3R A8 D SRR B B b RV E L, s sh LA AR o 1
4 H 2 BN BN SR R K e R ] (Walezyk et al., 2014).

24. BgRL

b = R ER Ve AR DA R ROHE SR T e AR ST TR, TN B PR B NI 2
TR RAEE, AT BT E R BORSE A 1 B SRR, HILE A BT AN o 81 SN B i
ANRAT P2 M) PR #R 2 SOy LR M HAR, IFA RN T 5 TR A0 B AR 18, RO A N T 90 i 4
S0 s 7 R Ve T T e A B A A A R 3 M A A RO, W E TR S
FEFNEE X H ARG B RN AFAEZ I IR . AT DD REEL IS W2 A B JR B8 A SR AL 1 T A A
OB, B =MERR AT IIEE, yk T SOV ISR SR O T RS BRI A, B BN AU
W R AR AR 1 771 . TORAEPAT DhRERL IR ) 3L Al 2 |-, ADCAT SN B AR 73 Bt 1 ¥ 5 2 i) 5
AMAFIERE, DO RFANE A P B T B e SN I 380 10 B AR TR ], XA OB R F 7T 3R )t
TR CLE AT U0 AR BRSE,  t D SIE B P v G e e e 15 5 o B R e I R P A R SR A T AR G
VI KL

BEAt, FEMRRESTCE NI I IR B, AFRERtA X5, 1A SR N ANy A T A
B T RIEERER ST, NI TR RNARSS, S T RN E] . TIHAAT DI REA ADCAT P
BRI BT R LE B SO SN R %, A R A, AT R BUR BN R IE . AT D) RERE
WAV S NN T BE 1 A B R ARRE U e 1 I 72, ADCAT W2 AT ThREE IR SEE— D (M2, 5 =Fh
PATDHRER ] T WA T A BEANRAE, 3 PRI T T NI, e B R ik
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SRR, = FRESEIHG N TR FUE XS U AR AR ) T, SR T BTN U S A L AR S
ZEFE, NFET RN AT F WA A SO T BB SRR (E TR ST AR R R, S8 T T S B
R IBE TS RAIANRE € A ff 8 HABAEAL,  Loln, Dadit) A AR R N BEE I A1 52 10 A B R AR AN AT 9 S
R EE,  PAAE R AL ARME T A

3. REFARAERTER

HTAFRBFARE K, FRFEH R TRESET RN e, HhsEZENA 4 F, 2002w
Iea 6 R B R B 1 935 35 [X 73z 3 (differentiation of deception, DoD)AEHE/R & = Mk (the Sheffield lie
test, SLT), {71 S B S FH ) [ 4% 2% P4 B& 56 A8 1% (autobiographical implicit association test, alAT), LA JET
SN (B 2R (The Reaction Time-Based Concealed Information Test, RT-CIT)F13E T B4k 1) K
= B3 (Association-based Concealed Information Test, A-CIT).

3.1. DoD

DoD & it Wit WA TEIS 28 R0 . B EE . HARMESE S J7 T #RAR G T AL IR 0 3, SR S bR 7
—HH R UL, 7RSS — A, AT AR U R RN U B ) A 3 R B 22 5 (Furedy, Davis, &
Gurevich, 1988). J&i >k, DoD i sU# ifF 71 & F SRk AT 148 JC Uit S B B (Rt 9 o 481l T, £ —T9UAfF 53+ (Duran,
Dale, & McNamara, 2010), #i#k LSRR 5EFedia mnt— R 51 o] A LS B AR A (] 2, I 28 i) R
R A FE A, R A O S, H TR I S A G R AT T R SR (e <A
MW EE 2 7 R A T EE S ? 7). SR B R, R b B AN, 45
(ST AR TGN O AW LB s 0 <o 1 e e 1) 7R P W O A W S R A L D R b =
[ R Ay 75 I, il I AT R Wi R B R AL AR B ()2 e 6, Ll SRR I B e v 75 21
] BB S B B K. 244K, DoD Y AR n] UIE ik 75 i e b 25 22 Fhoy =0id S MR

3.2.SLT

SLT 525 DoD JEF AR — 5%, H 3 EIF R ok N T ARG AR AR ORI 7 b, DLER ST NAE
VLTS PR AL], K AE DoD (26l Bt —2Pomtb 1 S8 % i (Spence et al., 2001) . P 2 22 51
TET, DoD ZESRA 0t 248 [ 2y Sl HE o s sl it e R (R0 28, 7 AL i iR AR F R ME PR PR I C 1Y, 770 SLT
D 2 SRABLE [FF (0 I R b 20 il O PR B, — IO s, A — RS« Il SLT stia,
PRI R B A N N TSGR AR, 2 1) B R 4 b DL SR AR IR, il 7R B il , b
ZLE I, ) R BT, PR AR RE AL I ELME SR AH S . SLT e FH T B SEIRHIN e s 9 43l 4,
HHFEFALH SLT, WIS A NG B SCH [a) BE(Gn: R2& — A2 AN 2 ) FHI0 5 1 e 25 o it ) s
IF,  H g 5 R A T 1 S S KT 1 L [ SRR (Debey, De Houwer, & Verschuere, 2014). b4k,
W FEE R 1 A ) T B S BRI e 5 1R o FESEER g R AT B M S TE B (10 s E SRR,
FHFZRUEHEME — DB H RN BRI, FER 1238 8 1) 005 iy 57 T AR AR DG I Il R (s AR S
i 17— ? ), FFEIC A i i B (] 2 e 3 1) S SIS, HG 458 SR R4 D A D ) LG 1 L I
K e BB (Debey et al., 2014; Suchotzki, Verschuere, Crombez, & De Houwer, 2013).

3.3. alAT

alAT J2 tH N BRIAENR (AT e >k, T A IAMALE Bl 5 1) B S48 07 2 S AFE Ui i (Agosta
& Sartori, 2013; Sartori, Agosta, Zogmaister, Ferrara, & Castiello, 2008). 7EiZMiA A+, —ILHKBENRELR,
I3 A AR TE R B R I PR R R (s “ FRINAE TEARLE FEUI R ” A “FRINAEEAE LTI B ), PLACAH JERR
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BETEEGRRG:  “Efw TET M CREAMAE” ). 5 IAT 8, KBAEF 0N 5 A EL
55 1 B B i R I AR LR PR I SR B SE (1 A ) B B (1 0 BE) PRI 26 2 B Bt
i ELAG A FRATC SRR IR S 2T SR (1 A BE)BE TEFR (1% 3 BE)PIRFST; 26 3 B BEU R X DU SR PR IR 14T
733, HSM RS A B, TR RS RS WA 0 B 28 4 B BCARSRRE A TR R G S A
PRFAIRECLAERA, R B 2 ik, CIRIG A, AIRIZ I BJRH S BBL 53
B, kR RES DUSRFRIR AR AT 7038, RS R P AN F, S SRR te A &, R fi
A TR 3 8. SIS R n, RAWBL 3 MPTE 5 BRI SN GETH 0T, BT FLE B an g
SNt 1T EIAT e, FAERT B 3 TR SRONIN 2 EURYBL 5 A, UNFERT BL 5 th R TRMRIE S sk R A
. B, XTBAMmE A, AR B 5 BN 2 B 3 Bk, thal 2, 5 F KM
BRiR(n: REAMmEI)S “FHL” AR PSHIVLECR, SN TR 10 pE ALECE, ol
RINAEM R & FBURNARE, KNI, Sartori %5 A (2008) Bzt T 6 sk kAL alAT HIA 2k, 45
KRR T —BUSER, al AT M5 AE A7 24X 70 Ui e & AN S

3.4.RT-CIT

RT-CIT &7 k&85 Bl (Concealed Information Test, CIT) %Al F & MK, CIT Xuhr NILIEsn
PR (quilty knowledge test, GKT), & 54z B AC RIS A A, A Il e N2 75 5% = v R AR S
HATIURSE AP ST ARG R, HHRBUH A H (4 2 & 8 (Lykken, 1959). tbin, 7E
WARES, RAIRLHEE CEH DM ER TR 7)), AR R TIERIMER) MR CLRE
B)IX =R TR, FRARH R ME— RN X o ARG BRI KGN LS CIT o, kR E
HRAEME w7 N, WERE B TAFEGEE B RARRN, JCHRRNME RS RS R 2
AR RN 22 SR AW S o ARSERA R N RS, PRGBS ARSI RN, SRR Rk FR G
M. PRI REFLIBORSE (Varga et al., 2014).

S RES 3 A FR AR R T DM CIT 45K, (R 25 R B 500 B A {5 B H S RE, 2> 8t i1 e 2T 167
TEWA INTAS BRI T EEdesE, Wk RT-CIT X238 TN B IE. 76 RT-CIT H, #kk
TR ERRIE BTGNS B R B BN, TR EX I E O e HARE B <R
M B H bR E B RS AN N B 2 Ge it 3Bt , A8 3 A 28 1T DUV E il 35 A s @ i A,
Tt 9038 32 BEOGVE IR MR TE IR DG B ANTEONAE B R e MR 22 57 o RT-CIT AT T & 5L 38 2 Rl
FEA AW B, TGS A DI RN B RE . BT RAR SRR Tz, miEsest
FEXHFRIAE B 75 A, a4 i) /e IR 5K (Noordraven & Verschuere, 2013; Varga et al., 2014).

3.5 A-CIT

A-CIT ZHimEd 45 alAT Al RT-CIT P52 FIO0H M0 I A LB 58T ) B Rz i e ¥ =X (L ukées, Gula,
Szegedi-Hallgato, & Csifcsak, 2017). 7E A-CIT HAIEMFRAR, RBEEMBEFELE, XEBELR
SO NGRS T SR . FLAA R, CADIES i, SRR AR X4 A A, i A 0 DX 2 U R T O
P Bl 75 B b i) 7 R BRI R ORI G SRR IR “ | O A AN #4740 SR 4L,
735 BN B BN A E (Bl <37 “ARNIIT), PR T BRI S 15 AT FIRE R 4 K
75315 B IO E I TE TR 200 i 1 5 A B (0 F e B e B IRV SR R o T RS skile, AT i
AHEAR HOK), B ZIEA AN K, mEE RN “HCr” 00 X T Uik
FRUL, BRMESLIPEATA B AN A, HR TSRS BIRAEER, e
2 HMBLA IR s, SR RPN 2K, A-CIT KA T, TEEE RT-CIT Al fig 232 2 %HEM
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R AR, RPN, 1T A-CIT &bl (& BRI & T 238, PRI AE B F e ot
WE AR T, A SRR RN 2257, @ 1 TE SRR T R e k. 7 Lukécs
SENQOLT) SRS, BRIl AT oG B, EUTRE MRIFAERR IR B AT S 0 S
o M5 alAT #HLE, A-CIT AT LU IS fif i (el mu AR R, n] AR o 5 2 (A Ity 7%, B AE Tk
EARFIFRGEAE B (I an: T SR SR A

4. RMEFRERI B
4.1 RERARN

AR B3, RS RO AMARRIAT RN, SR — R R, B R EES RN AEESH
NAEULTE, L] 7R FH s S s 5003 A L e 22 R B e 2, B o e o P B DI At 5 B AR o 1) T 2
HE R

AR — PP R F e E T, RIS AR & — AR AR NP R, Kl i R SR 5
R LR/, IITEAT 20 ek, e BRI IG FHEED 5 0. B, 7€ RT-CIT AF55H, FHARNNME B
SSEI 9825 T0 AT B I SRR, IR ZEE R T 0 WA R Ui e, BNiIAARTTE. £ alAT f£55 i
Ffeh, TG TR MRS S S 2 AN U I A A B S B 988 25 DT B PR S BB KT 0 AR 2 i wie, 75 Uik
NRTCE. B8R, BT 0 Db, R HE WA e TR A OV EERMEENIGAE, (HiX MG S HE %
SR TTEE T M, R A5 R EOR o

Ak, ER TR, WA @G R R AN RS E RIS . B, KRS B A [
JRIZH, B e AE 5 —2H S SR R SRl b 38 S 3B R (R A A S A B A R FE e S, SRS RS A Rl
FZIG SR AT FIWT, FETH AW IR . SRS Irsd, Bt A B8O i 82
FHAERHIE (receiver operating characteristic, ROC) it 2 K & I FE . fEHE 5 BUNBH i, ROC M2 L
IERIR B e 1O LR N AR FR R, sensitivity), DUEBSOR S N N T & 1 L OB AL bR
Sk, 1-specificity), PAAS[FIFIWTARAE T BT 30 00 AS 5] (1 AL AR s RH 7 i) S ) 26 o DRItk AAERE B3,
ROC Hh 4 ny DA e & Pl Wb T TR 22, AT T AR H S A B R, DUR A I A V7 £14 4 T T 7
Fo A, FONEER A ROC #hZk R (area under ROC curve, AUC)F] DL B M sz ik Hi 7 2% &
TAFFIWARAE S, 1Z S IR BRI AR SRS LIRS . AUC Big 2V 0 F 1 fME, HiE
AN R 7 R AT R, JLEUETE 0.5 3 1 208, 4 AUC 4 0.5 B, REIMISE SR, R5
FARBHATATER, 1 AUC BUE AR BT A R B . R, 8 AUC MY AT LU BE LA
WKSPBEAT L, 1 m] AEAS 6] S SIS 45 AR 2 TA)EAT PR ASE, 3 0 S R I B AR 5 At A 3 e 45 R 3k
1T EREE

4.2. BHMAIESR

SR W v 2 B R S R AR A A, AR AR AR AR 1 AR AR R A T, (X R TS
XA —ER R B, BAVH R TR R AR BME— A B RN, s W e oy
PR 5% ) B o R A B e A7 T 7 A R K B A SR R I 2 A AR IR R N . BRI RIS I TR — AR
HERR 7 X PR LA BRSO I 52, AHE A AR 32 B — Be e, AT A TR I — SR
F, JFHAT TPRIUC T TT, (RS AR, B RO S A VT IR I BE R B O NI IR
% 5 (DePaulo et al., 2003; Zuckerman et al., 1981). {H&, HHAF AN, FBOX—545 R H 0] HEJR K &
FH T U7 1R 15 52 I AN a2 ds M AR e R INF R PR, S IS s R 8 % 38 T T SR R S R 2 B N B v AL
(Verschuere, Suchotzki, & Debey, 2015). i, —IUHT TG HTAELS T 5 T UH ML AR T 1 DU s B s
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75 30(DoD, SLT, alAT, RT-CIT)2 S e A &R mlie 5, Hr 16 54z i 1 DoD 3. 55 Mskis
AT SLT k. 9 seifiz A 7 alAT us, 34 AsLifiz A 7 RT-CIT il (Suchotzki et al., 2017).
HAERRI, Sk b S EARBON A R, Uit 5 WSk AE S IN EIR22 R R UNAE d Oy 1.256, BRfEAE
Pl R R w2 2 )5, ARV Ik B T 1,049, BAKTE, DoD yu xRN {8 & K (d = 1.350), alAT
B/M(d =0.822), SLT (d =1.287)F1 RT-CIT (d = 1.297) M kbF R [E]f7 & . B4k, Visu-Petra 25 A (2011)F)
WEFER I, CIT S 2R AR S B R S 2 s 000 & 7 00 95 ) D 22 _EARRL, i BB A 0T 98 R W A 5%
ISR IER RS GE, b ERP RN A% %08 B K (Allen, lacono, & Danielson, 1992; Verschuere,
Crombez, Degrootte, & Rosseel, 2010).

HETFRI, B TR AR GES A ROR A © &R AT R BT, 38 BB AE X AT AR M)
FR) 00 i B2 B AR AL A AR AR A FH (Noordraven & Verschuere, 2013; Suchotzki et al., 2013). #t4h, S MIFE
RN 7 —MUALET, BRI BBA L, PHasRER, REERER, 2 REHAT SOBINFAES,
T 5 WS P R 2544 TR 1K) S N B 2 ZE 9% 33 28 98/ (Vendemia, Buzan, & Green, 2005). [A 1 R 78 B 52
A E AN EANME B AR VB EIE, BRI 2 A B H AT 9.
5. &M R B FT R RO E =
5.1 RMFERE

AR S ST AR BB F A, AATTEE B TAe (s i R B 2 AN RN 1, B DA 90 DA A B
B RAAE AR R TR S H IR H2, BT RS GEEAR AR T A0 B R, ke —
EFEE L RES AL IR B R R I B (g . ot 2 UE, WP T S S ) SR, AR A A AT
P RG22 WO DR 150 B B PR SR, S S 1) SRS T i 2 W R b AR AR S I B 3 A 1 2851

Suchotzki 25 A\ (2017)%F 17 T5& T s A2 SRS I ST AT T J0 0 b, 70X S8t 50 BB i WA 75 Jn 75
BURUS e ng, £ 2 HE L BARN Tk H R R B 758 S RS AN 2 0o e e 45 SR e
AR E VRO . SRIAT, K AN BRI B S I A SR TE I, T R R I S A A FH AR T A 1)
—UEPR . N, O SRR T A O A R TR, AR B 1K, ELRE HE R R
g5, BRI RINTEAT A2 SBRSE/N, A4 E DOE R . AR, U R i B v 1
BNHLIFAS B BERAR SR I 355 A 24P (K leinberg & Verschuere, 2016; Suchotzki & Gamer, 2019), T2 75
YRR AR 1 SO i 5 5 0 B 2 i 5 77 AR IR 3 (52 (Agosta,  Ghirardi, Zogmaister, Castiello, &
Sartori, 2011). Tfi7E Suchotzki %5 A\ (2017) 04511 17 W FeHh, A 7 DU 70 R B AE FH sl o 55 mes s i 4
Fm N I IERR . XL FRERY], RONGERIEIFIETCH, e b 52 FoAh PR 3= 1 52 o

2 18 1 S e SR s 2 A K ELRS B SIS e AR B S P, P 9 3 A5 B AR HH — e 5 VSR S 5
W R . — b R R U B TR TR T RN G SR, 9 an A AT TR S B B 1 R BB R R I, TR
3] 2 S AN IE 35 B [ s S I 2 7 2% (Agosta et al., 2011); 53— KEL ¢ D01 2 L 1 Aol vk 150 P s 0 Sems, 451
P B I S N B 11 (Verschuere, Prati, & Houwer, 2009).

5.2. NS

MANKIIN 0 ff B R, 7 3 A IR A U T 2 B o B SR 2 HRAA e I, DRI 2 i iR )
WHISAT, U AN, ot — PN e A SEAE N AT B 22 S, Dt R
T S IR . ZETN T B RN 3t 5 WOIME S, BRI — IR R BT UEiR . BEROREF
FOGE L i) SR A R (R AT XU 55 56 77 sORI I s B, e — e R B R B Ik
AT REE IR R B 5 0 1E#5 (Levine, Blair, & Carpenter, 2018; Vrij et al., 2017).
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NI ARAE Ny — TN FTE A B3 5 IR A 7%, AR AR 38 hnoh A7 er SR 52 iR ) IR 2 1 W] R
P, BT RN R, AT Re AL G075 S 5 SRS (g2 . DR, 7R 8 A T T AR aR =
oL g6 AN A s 7 SOBES e TR VR A, RIS T — SRR 4 R . AR E RBOIUE S 1E K,  KIAE 78
B RT-CIT AE55 [FIIS 58 B— TS5 $AT DHREAH DS B9 43 CAT 55, REE 35 H I It e & AE AR IS BTG kA5
B _E I iR} )2 57 (Visu-Petra, Varga, Miclea, & Visu-Petra, 2013).

B 7 A& Ge S I A AT R 7V 2 Ak, 5 R 3 S B I R R AV SR R R I, AT DL E AH B
MEFI T BIAN(E RT-CIT 1, #alFE 20 BHAsE Bl <27 B, Tt #RIME BATE S B
“BT RS, PRI DA AE PR R s b B 4 1A M FEE T AR A A R AR B s . BTSRRI, TR
WG RT-CIT AR5 HbR(E S 248 FE AN E & ] DL 2 I R s AR IS BTG A5 B B SR 2
%, Wt U R % T A R R 3% 5 (Suchotzki, De Houwer, Kleinberg, & Verschuere, 2018). 5, W5R
TE S5 IS AT 55 38 It 3 32 o ERRE R B (451 a3 m R A IR P i B DD T kA B ), 2
TE—E R Bl AN A A s, I B A B ARG B R B WU 12 P 2% 77 (Suchotzki, Verschuere, Peth, Crombez,
& Gamer, 2015; Van Bockstaele, Wilhelm, Meijer, Debey, & Verschuere, 2015),

SR, S AR TR R 22 WO TN S g A S EAT 1 a2 A, Has BRI RIS A Jn 47 e fig
A5 2R TR I L B AR 5% 1K) %% 1 (Verschuere, Kobis, Bereby-Meyer, Rand, & Shalvi, 2018). ANid 1+ 3 &
D, HOREH TR, Hl T RN T —SIEAREE V28 Il 74 (10 5= (1 an
HIHFE), KRG Rt —PIRUE, SR 23 AN (7177 2R DA R0 57 far R R A b fige o H R 7
R4t

6. REMARRE
6.1. Hfk3ER

AL T HABSR R A, B AAEVF 203 &, MECTAES Bt i E e, =
IS WU e B FE AR SN2, LI G R A [ B e s FEUR, A BT AR B AR (1 G0 22 T A ER A AN
o A, s N B BE IS A 22 5, R @ )T SR RT DATE e BT IR AR, e S
FORA A AR KA R A0 =3 18], fH 2 B & FH IR R s e v 7 I e B2 A7 — e R EE 1 R
Pl DoD M1 SLT F#ia - TWF A i H G A S e MZE N A R B2, FRARRE e . 7EIXANE
o, BT ERIER S SRR PR AR — W B BE R SR Ui v, H T UL A 2 1 JRURH B 1 R
SBE, DRI R R 3 QAR s FH B E S AR 5 . alAT Ju B S R R Bl TR 4%, 5%
AR % HAH BLUUEC Y IR0 PRR AR R RR, EANE B2, alAT (I IR 28 75 BT A 1R S i 5K
HOR AR . RT-CIT 6300 Rk A S # 6 PRGBSt , 7RISRy, BRIME B B T
JE At R, I B I D AN EEBRINE B e R 4, XA — R LK RT-CIT 2%
77, Bl RT-CIT PSSR FIEEEIR. &5, B A-CIT #E5 7 RT-CIT # alAT fi#, HH
BORXMME R AR AR AT, XIERZIER P AER, HbTHREBRH
JiiE, WEZ 7R A BRI . 25 ERTIR, RRICT B IE S0 T R % R S 2 ROV
g, WEBEMGERRAT. FAREIE M ZFIEERI %, FEETE IS AR 15 1 B TR A 0 X L Uy VR ) AT
SRR R

6.2. H{LIRFERIN AT

IR T E i A U T 2 A 5 22 B RN G A AT B AR S AR [8], (B R v ey B AR DA R R A B
HUIIFBCA IR E W . AOCNFE I ER X TR e KA RIS R (iR B 2= 5%, AIRER B IR R B T
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SEAANFE BRSNS . Bl AT D RE BRI N TR 7 28 5 FSE 2 (AT ZhRE, TR AR L (3R AT D e B 58 B %
A7 5 U RE 7, B DAAEBIE 78 0 A B 350 1 AT Th BE R 1 T A IS A2 BE 0 8 i 1B 7 B R
(Visu-Petra et al., 2014) . X677 i FIIEHE R B] BAR S BRXT T U v (A RIS RE4R 1 B AR i Beise, (Ex
T R A RSN T A B AR B4 P A IR AN B, T A A 1 B RO T T S5 SN2 P U 5 R B R
PRV R T BCRIIBEIG . 55, BRI B0 S BURXMEMRAN TP JE IS5 Rt XE DLVPAl SR A
RV 15 458 B AR A B8 T B0 Rkt Lok, AR AN B M 5 SO A A S S I I e R e R T —
FRORVLAE B B B VA RN D RERI AT IR T, A XS PN R e A AT, 3R OB Ie I 2 T
{H2 H AT IC M S5 R DA RN G IR AR, St i B B BAR I BT A R R AT B0 12k
s AN T, SECIL TR ARG . I, AROR ST S A I i ) BV F 5T N 1% B o A
e, BT AR AR RIS A A R AR AR S BEREAT IR R AT 5T, HLAX T AR 5 R A (B T
T R U T B X AT O A U 1) AR R A R A R R BEAT EEBCRI 34T o

6.3. IEFRROFRAELL

S Jsg S0 5 192 PR P 73— A B B ) R AR TR AR TR A o FEARARAEAL K 2 — A 1) B A N TR LE i HR
ARG 0 732 B AR F SOBEIS R~ S B0V Dy P W AR A, (ELASE FH B —Fia s O Bl RBk 52 3135 5 0T 978 11 B,
M HE 2R8I I & TE BB AR I I W HT A 3SR . HATE R, T8 NI I3 Hh B8 [F] I 25 2 (1 48 45
ALHE S S FRIARIEZE . IO IR 2R 55, A B T IR 25 R8s LIS RSP 350 L S SIS FRIARIE 22 R LI
—HME = TR AR, Hah R IR A AR & X T S A SE (1) IR % (Walczyk, Mahoney, Doverspike, &
Griffith-Ross, 2009). FArbnHEA 55 — il B2 FIWT PR AE B0 o« 7ESRIGHIEFEHh i vl OE i ik 2 AL i 77
X, AR RS F RS H m AW e, (RIS A A A X R 26 F o DRI S A 36 AF 0 b
TRE A FRY A2 W 5] DU 8 AR 8 s S B U e P A J o — N R 1) i A P 0 1 5 S IR B B 2 22 1)
RESAE R AME N FIWARIE, O RSB RN 25 1& 7S EOMbriE 22, HAS 5 e REAC R RN, AR
KL A P I BRI 5. AR AL RIS LA Cohen’s d {E 4 0.2~0.3 fE NI s i), REAEHUAS S i
FA 3] 7 1IE T 38 (Noordraven & Verschuere, 2013; Verschuere & Kleinberg, 2016). 2448, 1T 28 78 4%}
b, HRBAEZMFME T RERIUE, PIGE T 2A 1 2 B 74 Berf & S A S BUE ya L, L
e 12 3 HAM G B R R A

6.4. AH&MIE R A

A UG AE A — B A2 F 708 A A Sl B 7 Sy R B (vl i, AF BT R T 2 Rl VR B v (1l
#, PREST, &V, 2013), TS EIGEAE — R E ) 75 S ARSI B S B G, Res IR
Huiz T AV E MR b BT HRARMRE, TR A FE B b g ARG I 5638 %% 5K W 4% 33847, [
1= R S =)= VAL N OB~ 3 TR <ol S R T i o7/ E I AVA U RPN /A 18 15 VAL o [ P S =
DA 0 T R BSE I 9 48 JEAT 16 RT-CIT I3t 5 BS54 R AR 3 8 55 119 IE A 28 (Klleinberg & Verschuere,
2016; Verschuere & Kleinberg, 2016). PKitt, & MESIGE MR 2 0T U FZE ARG 3e ), (EAESE
BRRFH b SCHEDGVE 22 2T b R o dn, ARS8 ) 1 A A 18 0 15 L — B it 72,
LT AE AR 56 B B 53 R R 20T L, i e G A\ 58 v BT A AE BTV SR S SR BRI 2 55 o ARk 1)
WU DURAE T IX 2o, MSCPRifAR, R AMAERE € 15 5L T R ORI SRBEAT MG, 7 RSS2
The R 82 FH ¥ B AN A o

SE K

ZRIRLH, 75 ZHE(2000). OFEAFMGEE AR SN, 2 F 5 No. 6, 752-753.
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