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Abstract

According to the dual-processing model, formation of exercise behavior is not solely based on the
analytical, deliberative processing system (System II). Instead, it can be influenced by the intuitive,
experiential, affective system (System I), which addressing the role of exercise-related Automatic
Affective Evaluation (AEE). This study compares differences among three models of dual processing
in explaining the mechanism of exercise behavior, namely, the Associative-Propositional Evalua-
tion model (APE), Reflective-Impulsive model (RIM) and Affective-Reflective Theory (ART). This
study sorts out the empirical research on relationship between AEE and exercise behavior, and
discusses the problems faced by the related research.
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BRAT AR TELR YN BT AR B A SR B8 b B i B M T B B I T (R 482),
[RIE T 652 25 TR B 3 TR RS (R4E1), H3EE T SBIFMARE B3 FRIEI BT AT
R B RN . ASCHE T 0N TEWR M =AM R BRI TR LR R, BIEAE - fr R INR
. PUBSHIRTANFER - RUBER, IHMBENRR T H3EBIPM ABERIT AR R K SEUERT 7 X K
I T 0 A
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1. 5|8

PTG, BERe e s NG SE, nReE . PRACEIKRMAELE, BT F0EiE B (i B is 5]
LA R IR T AR R BT TR A A 22 18 P st I ERE . O VBB K AE 2R, 1 B World Health Organ-
ization Global Health Observatory (2010)$ki& T S AVESIA 2 FEEEK 10 KA RPN R —. REW
I, N AR EIRZ ANARBESE8) . 2B OAUH T RoRras g BT S0, BARINMPMZE
B s R S Py N BE A ANATTE A2 Bl i B i N B AS K MA@ IR O, (RS2 FE Rt
World Health Organization Global Health Observatory (2010)#i& 7 tH 5ty B iy s N SHARIESIA £ M 16.6%
b 34.5%, FETE /DAL 77.5%F) 84.0% (8] IR 2 (1) N B 5| RG22
AR I AT ES Z 5 EBMHEER R —

— L DUR BN 48 R AT 58 A R 32 BEAR v e O B R 1) R b, — BRI TR R BB 2 S R o BRI, £
JE AR S50 B B ) PR ST IR, X — BRI B A S . - LR T B AT AT Ak

1A B A PRz ] g 2 BE RS AR AT A I R (Bluemke %5, 2010; Ekkekakis & Dafermos, 2012),
R, BEIFT SR ) RIS 4 R A = AT 9 B R I B)) /1 (Ekkekakis & Dafermos, 2012; Ekkekakis
5, 2013)0 ASCIE R BN FBIRAT N EE R JE (2L RE 1, ARERABIERAT XU T EE 8 i 00 fe SR SRR AT
DRRRERLE 15 F), B AR S0 T BV 7R SRR A T T B 1 SR 78 B HA7AE 1) 7]

2. BT AREEIEH KR

Y ETBEAT O H L FEAS A0 HE 4 B 5 & B A (Health Belief Model, HBM). it %47 ¥ i&(Theroy of
Planned Behavior, TPB). HUHEKEL & (Self-Efficacy Theroy, SET)F1#5 # 1$ #58 (Transtheoretical Model
of Behavior Change, TTM)4F, X L6ip F BT — N AR, B ASE SR ERUHE R B i LAty b gk A7 21
PEAT PSR, DRI S B AR SPR < N BARAT NN RIS . a0 A BAT A BB ATHRIAT R EISUCA
AVBIARAT ) TR SR A I SRR AT N AS FE S AN JT [N BV 1) S W e R A A R AT s | Sk AT 12 8 R
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% J P OR ORE s T AR R A5 B 2 v A AATTRBORRAT D9 B R SR e A0 fi B B £ SRR SR 2, D
AN 3 4 T AT S A RREFR A B LA S AN S BZ AT U AT REE RN BEAT AT TR B 1 BOKRE R i1
WA AT AT AR AR A N RIFL R S, XA LR BB —— DA B ST RT3 A
BRI H BRI RE Al AR R M BUARE R ARSI UL RIAE, R A ST E R
IR ERANTNIRER R, BoRaR TR, FERE, BB, EIHTT R A
112 S EAUETAT 9 BRI B i 25 e R R T 3R AT 9

IR AR (A R AR AT D R SR R 220 1 A B R A AN AR, O AR REAT
TR DR NN EEI T, BRI B, R BON K T84T . E i SR 42 X S AR U A
PAVRAE AL, A NN B B2, (E R 5 B AR EIAR R B o R 2235 A
N, AT RIS A R A RO, (B S 1 2R R A B (Dishman, 2001). 17 ELAFFEHATLAX 28
e Gt BV AR AL LAt T4 Hh 1) T 008 X BB R AT DM (1 2532 3 B FF AN K (Hillsdon 2%, 2005). iR P iR 34 58
W AE R SRR SBAT AR, EFLE, ST R BRI S PR MRAT S 8] 5%
RBUN, TR T I R ARG R SLEANME( = 0.15; Rhodes & Dickau, 2012). BATELEAN
SRR T PR R (8] 1 22 G A0 TE 8 2t — 20 5 7 BBRAT W AT AT RE IR AR AR B FY - 1978 4F Herbert
Simon & {EL U IR R tH T ANKAIEMEAT N IR SR A IR, ZBIFAEM A NFARE TR, el
FEUL, B 1 EIRINKIE RS0, NSRIAT R 3T e it A7 Hofh AR B D K A9 47 £ (Rhodes & Kates, 2015).
FEUEIER b, B OB A AT T 4 RERE A SBURAT NI BRI A

3. WinTELRAR R

R 22 (B IE SE T AT Jy T AR B TE B BRI T, [RIN AT e 52 3 H B TR AR,
KR ICR AR BN L FE A RR 2 AU L # 18 (dual-process models). 1ZFEig 50 7 ASH B, K
TEAAT NAEAE 2 B RS A3 [EVE B (Evans & Stanovich, 2013), Hb 240 1 &6 241 B 2 B ek &
HEARERIN, N2 N E 315 (Automatic Affective Evaluations, AEE), {F4E2 &R
W B ) (Conroy & Berry, 2017; Conroy, Hyde %%, 2010). XFhH shiE BOEAN £ ZRIETAMEZ AT AT 2115
(1R S HI B B A (L BB e ) P J JB P (PR SR B0 57 2 R] PR B AR 2% 5] T 8 7. 1) (Ekkekakis 55, 2013);
RG22 RFT RN TR, A28, 352 AT 8 & 10 3R A3 (5 BT A BRI IR AE,
FEAEZSM R, AR, Bt AR RN T DO AN B Can Bt =2 1 BE 1Y), 1T DAL A 8 B (B
oe GBI, BRI NI GIIR P ) R 45 2 (Schinkoeth & Antoniewicz, 2017).

KU BN RG | MRS 2 KA TAFEMAIK, RS | N, sm. B
. BRAR K%K, rhhVErs RS 2 RONMER . R, A, i e, BEER). BUE
1o BRI 2 — AR RS s i N EAR L BT NI R T #BE00 THEe, AT N sk
SRR AR BLAE R 45 5%, T HL B 3 m LRy DUEAS— 5@ 2 2000 2RI " AH — S50 72 B0 B 22 ek
WEFEE PR T RGEWTA AR, LR BEAT o sgma AN [ BEAR W A, BVIDCAR - VP AN A
B BB A ANE K - BUEEIL .

3.1. BX78 - L/ #E8Y(The Associative-Propositional Evaluation model, APE)
ARG 1 MR RS, RG22 RN RS, AL T ENG ERISCT B3 TAE N
T T AH B0 B R W (Gawronski & Bodenhausen, 2011). WA AME RIS B 5 3& RS 56 B s 7

i fEic iz b 5AMER BB R MHRRE(RS 1, BRERS), il dr B s n T 2R
gt 2, wARSG). B, BN E S TR RS IR, RPN TR, X
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e E R AN . Z 5 IR AT Be e AR i, RVBAR TR, R MA S R B AN S 2 IR
RO AN T i . AR RS 1 MRS 2 RRIISITH, REG 1 T AR N RS
2 AR AR M TR, IR T RS 1 B S BRI IR 2 AT BUR AR AR, BT
RN TRk AR 2 B 2 B8 o AH AR T P A JR G0 ) (U s AN — BN B 4 547 9 o SRR BT
fifRE. APE BEZUEFZHY 7 RSB T e 2 RIS & A 07 30, GG PR 26 R F S B AR S5 1 ) AR
o, B 2 R SR X 40 A B T B B AR R0 I R A OB S UIB0 A2 A (Gawronski & Boden-
hausen, 2011),

3.2. BRE - MEE T (Reflective-Impulsive Model, BF; RIM)

ZHIRK RE | MM RE, ZRGLELEREELENMEERRET, BIEECAER
17 B KNI = AT B [RIEA T AL s RE 2 SRR NAE RS, % RGN T NG R
B RT] B M FI B RS AT AT N SE . RIM BSUCAR3) R SR 3 E R G0 T4 5 B ATy
TRTATH, T s K482 S 5E BN LT LR 58 BN T #0& R G- PAT T IN L), 1 #4
ERGARERAZ 5IZE BN, FR BT 208 RSN Tl fF 208 K snee Jy, ik, 7
SRS DL N ANV R e, MR R I B AR 2 T E RIS E . AR, B RIS AT R E R
HIge AR, AN AIRIEA R R ST, WS BCIROL TR GHIAT N, Ul 2 E RGE R L
M RG LR G 2B T . ERLEEAE B, AR P ) RGBT AT S F AL, FFANA
ATV B DA RN T8 SRR A G A RATS AN BB o 1) = 2[5 LR 2 T e 0SB P 7= A2 1Y) AEE S ANEF A, AT R TR 4%
% (Strack & Deutsch, 2004).

H APE BEAUA A ()52, RIM BEARUAERH T RGBS AR, 10— R H T X
1T R R Sy . AR IR IR B R H RO b BT AR (R AR AR SR AN R S AR AR RAT e, TR IO
W 2 B AN H BT N o

3.3. 15R% - BUBIEiP(Affective-Reflective Theory, EFR ART)

G HE— P 5E R OO TR S O B AT AU IR BIFEAT A4 2648 AEE X BUARAT
NP ST BRI DB, ART ANARMTAT ONHERZ SIS R, BRI A 1Pk 2 N 51HE1E
(valence), IEMISHEMBAWS /1, SIS HEMERAHRES, FrANBIAT AR T A E F R AT 5K
RIHESD IR, T HLE 32 21 HARA B (W 51 (EHRE) DR A BRATE SR — T, AARED R B, A
BTN . RAEEE WAL — 80 R NS AT NS A geie A g sk, 55— &
5 DR HEAE g SR At 5] B3 — AN BRI FeHh o ART IR BMR BT =R 1Y) AEE AT REah 21X —HFE 7.
ART it — D, MBI A2 RIRRAR ABE (VLA 2 MR I AT 2 3 AN 2 SR U T PR ) )
TR PUAIE B LA RIBAT O, T B P AR RIS R ) ABE 2 SRAEANBO - DR35Ath H AT A AN B
TN MG T, PIERGSBMAT AN A B EEER] . #aihid, Wl ZBEmAIrdE—
5E BRUA B IT 7 A AR TR N 5 2R, BN BB — s AR BBOR P 7™ A2 (R Y A AR I N2 (9 45 2R (Brand
& Ekkekakis, 2018). #aitt ] MRS, BATHW AEE BN 2 mif) B BRI HI8E 14 e ik 215 B A Bk
AEE MR B2 sh T ., &M s si). 8m, BIEEan T AR E, WR 20 ikiE ik AEE
AAR R ([ R AT 9 B A5 (0, A AT BE 2 BB AT A MR IERR . B IR RS2 1B AN 5 22 A0
KR SR ESE LB, IXSE T G 0 2 /b 2 S BB A o R BN BR KRS o AR AEIX — iR, AEE
5 0 B [ B A B ) P AT A 9. Brand A1 Ekkekakis (2018)4 B Bz il B2 I 19 ol SRAF Ay —Fl
BRAESAE, IFHR A BRI B RAEH BHE 2 3 30 AEE X BIAAT A A KRG . — Se SRR 5e 45 R
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ST IR AR, R T AMRLE B 15 07 AR RERBIG T RN AT B85 AEE XHBRAT Lm0 3G nE
2%(Brand 1 Ekkekakis, 2018).

4. U TIE LB SSUERA 3T

WHGATA, AEE #058 SO SR BURI Y B 2 15 B (EBU) RS, AEE 23R AR B R A
ATREF= AR AR I R B Y, HERBGEIEAT AT AR s AR, AT RESE R EIRE O
TER T 5 B AN A 46 () A ORI, SRR R REAT Sy DARE e 52 2145 55 B B (Brand & Antoniewicz, 2016).
XM AIR A S BRSO TT SRR O B A AT 7T TR ARG X — W BN I M K AN 7 T )
WH7t: 5, AEE H5BMBAT NIRRT =, 5T AEE BISE M I 57

4.1. AEE &I TAZ BRI X RMAR

TR4E APE BLRY, 4MAAE B4k 07 E 2 B 18 B — AN RSO R S SR I SRR, XS
MRS 28 R BIEAE IR TP G I, IS AMA B 37 T — MR ECE A TRR B R (R A g
SN, BE 51 R i s (R — A2 (94T . BRI, Williams & Evans (2014)% ABE 1€ N2 #i %Hg B
TN R M55, FHIN N AEE $8 5 AT 8C# I B4 1753l . ABE FUBIHRAT Nk RINTF AL 45 R
JNIETE AEE FIEEMR S B L,  [FIBS AEE X ARSKRABHRAT A B AT T .

T i A A T UGS B 2 AN RIS 20 AN ABE 2 8] (1) 22 57 46 K 2 400t 9T BR800 B
A AN GRS B A £ 1 IEH AEE (Bluemke %%, 2010; Antoniewicz & Brand, 2014; Rebar %5, 2015).

H, fEREEER R, AEE #0008 5 5E 8K BAT IEME, BARBNZS Fissh N\ E
1EE) I NE A A R AEE. X —HF 725 AL RIS MW 70 A9 8] THESE, AEE #8UCNEA Tz
B AN IS 558 B AE F (Berry 25, 2011). i1 Calitri 25(2009)487~ 7 1IEM: AEE Rl Fk &5 i 25— 10
AT RZ IR R Eves 55 (2007) B AL 45 B SCHF 7 IR A 45 3, FFuE I IE 1% AEE Fl4% ok
— MU AT A B, T AL D T R — JE 1947 8 5 51 AEE X, Brand & Schweizer (2015)
WFFC 7~ AEE 5§20 T SRS SRk 58, IEPE AEE #73 5 vl BE A0 R T 808 4R 5« Chevance 25(2016)
WA EoR, TEARRERAH AEE SHBUEAT NI KPR v e b e & . fE, BRI
AEE % 25 [ 45 1 0] (R HE RS 5 IR R AR RO AT A 0%, X SR s AT AR B B PPl i N BE
W RETEZ B IME B iEsFIE . W1 Antoniewicz & Brand (2016b)i# i —TUNH 14 B FI8BIGE RS, RI
WRRFA 0 B IETE AEE, 1fi HLIEM: AEE Ref5 A 201X 7> WRRFER 2 . IR AURIEIR 4, [FIRTE &I AEE
o SR R AR ) TR e

4.2. ET BB RIS TR

M AEE FHHRMRAT RO R R FE R FRATRT UG tH A R 4518, 1EME AEE FIEML. & BT i B &
A O, T H AR ASRBIHRAT A IEVETIN, 46 2028 iE IR AEE A REXTBIAAT AT A
3 Marteau %5 A\(2012)F Conroy & Berry (2017)¥J\ JyF0 5435 AT 2480 T/ T T i AH LU 3%, 25 T AEE
R e U129 T s A e S S QR S 7 B8 G B U M v i S D BB S VIl 7 g ]

ST S R R, Hofmann 25(2010)32 H Rz 3 -5 AR RS0V BRI X, st e iz s 51
R R AR, B T G I ek b 2 W i s AT ), IR R — AR RR L AN I SR S S i AR
(evaluative conditioning, EC). Antoniewicz & Brand (2016a)>KH T 15 ML EC {155, fEIZE5%H, #0R
BB 53 A 2H I ST B ok B P (SR A I, G ek B8 (8 ) AN T 2 A7 1 155 26 T P (AR SR PRI
WIRHYE T BIRIN B IEAE 2 DI B TR I S BC H B 45 S B 1 WG B A IE M 155 28 B RS IRC 19 4%
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A B AN S ARE SR B E R, R T B s R TS . 53— RS Biondolillo &
Pillemer (2015)42 il it #0% B AL RICIZ T 7732 T IE T ABE MG IS8 . B 78 ih BLR AR 52
BT PRI IAEZR A A, SRTH FR 0 T R AE SRR BN, . (R — BT B R e i TIs B RS B L 3l
MU AR AT R A TR A VPG . BT R, BRI/ B IR — BB THARE DI RIz, 4%
AEARFATATAT IR o f5 5 RGO B ORI BT TPl 8 RIGRHTEE B B i 5 1 2,
Hoh EFESHABATTE AT — & B TS DRI DL VT AL o 45 B R IR (5117, 4 1) 2 A= Ll bl 28 1) 2 AR TE B
J PRV AR 0 2 AR 5 P SR I B 5 V& Bl K, T A7 B2 A A 2 A i s T T AT RO,
T T BOE S HRAT A DG IR A5 S s B IR EAZ o 2 A B BB RIS B S35 52 . Markland %5
015l — MEFH IR FIBMR LT, BRI AR — R G BARESZ 1 S RS shE T, SR RIIEE
FRFHY, AEE HCAE RIE & — i )0k B B HAG MM . Berry (2016) BB FE Y, ZRPEIR B T —
T A RBIAR NG R, %5 EAATTION ) AEE AT 0 2 S M AR I ARV A — . 45 R BRI
WA IEYE AEE BRI 1 TR G BB PR IR A JS R AR R R tHAE 2 5 AR o e P I
AEE.

5. IAMRFENEESRE

SRR, AL E B R 25 5N XU TR S A AR S AT AR . BARSRUE, Bl
5T 53 WA AEE FVBIHRAT AAH MR S0 AN S8 T S I S AN T T 3R AR T R BB SR SR . R i,
5 350 B 7 9 AR KL ABE FUBIRAT N Z A58 R o 41 Endrighi %5(2016)R A 2 MR IE 2538 IO A 7o 45 R
PR, FEEINE ABE FORTII 2. 4. 6 MH G A HBJERT [A] . Chevance Z5(2017)BF FL R &I AEE
AT FAR 5 AEBRRAT N 2 TR 3 A 5% Eves 25(2007)WF 58 A & B AEE Flid 25— J& 1 B Fedh i i 25 A0 e
S5O AR AT R AR O . X IS T SR AR S U B A T AL T BB AR TE A R 2 A

5.1. MET E6)RR

B, AT AEE BIVEAS YR A B EIN 7, IR — A IR s i S 1 Sk B B AR i 5
TEF, I A S BB TR AN 1R 2 AT VPAL, 45 SR 0 B E bt & an s8R 1 S s 2 T TG
AEBRFE (148 PR (Schinkoeth & Antoniewicz, 2017; S EE, 2016). 5 F I & T HA P BRIBAEI 36 (Implicit
Association Test, IAT) & HAZT, Bt SA B 50K H WA 4 55 3)4F: %% (evaluative priming tasks, EP). 4h
155 I 7 52 4F 45 (Extrinsic Affective Simon Task, EAST). GO/NO-GO EtAH/E 45(Go/No-go Association Task,
GNAT). #3714 45 (impulsive approach tendency tasks)Fl1# a4 1% T R F2 7 (Affect Misattribution
Procedure, AMP). JSE X L6725 REHE 70 70 S 126 SN2 () B B ECARL, (BB S 7 oAb\ @ PR B
FIEAR, W23 AR (Berry, 2016)80E 12 30 1) B LB AE (Forrest et al., 2016). ASRAF L M3t — 25 8
Tty I 30 B i I BN 2 A W R0 BT 3R A e AN Al = T R

HR, X THEAT ARV, 4R 28R EPEE 5, BT EMIRE 5 5 2 2 Bk
HEZ AW ZE 80 (Duncan %5, 2001), FrRERIEHE T RE IEA RR AR L brfi AT BV BIRAT . IR, ARk
WEFE AR 1 32 S SRR AT I ) AR P FORG A 12, 326 3 I B 0 PR N B g VR A AT X S S A R
A 51

5.2. BIPHI B H A RIBIRE

FEBUARO BRI SN, UM T EAS IR At 7 —Fh T ) E AR ZER AR RE 1 Sl 00 TN 248 N T2 18] 1
FAEAE R A BGZ A AR AR T 5 mi ATy, (B T3 — s B FEUESR A B A 2 o IRZ WIS R AT T
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PURATTBAE N BIARICZ . B AR S, AR FE A DA AL/ A7 TR, Tk
W NFRAEAT BA B E IR AEF IR F I A2 A 2 R AT T Ko T BB O B 5 A0 P R
Z W FUE PR R B TR RN EY Ml AN R R R ) B A A R AN RS B R T — N B T FE b
(Ekkekakis & Dafermos, 2012). {HIX— rilbBA 78 0k sE, 7520 2 ARSI EZ 4 8

FEh, WETETAR, AN TEWERME T AEE FZGEI T2 MM EAER . R4 RIM SRR A, X
LERF HAE R Z BIAMEINENRE J. ShHURIE R TSR 20 . 1 APE B84IAN ABE FI#EPEO BIAH BAR
FH 2272 H AP () — B B — S SRS (HILE BB FUAORVE T AEE X 8BUAAT NI REIR, T
TP R G0 58 HAE X H S ma B AT A BN A 2 o B N A8 090 UG R BIiX — A,
HREMERD RGN BB EIE, 2016: S0, BEHESE, 2016; FREBZE, 2016). K
KA Tt T B — P R IR AEE F 2 R fer DL R AR AT M 4k A A BLAE o

53. f RTAMEHAR

REWEHAZIEERS | ' ABE BUNSEAT AR TR, i 2+ o —E &, gk
B LR SCRAT N E 1, BAEE T BRI R . S, TEIUA I SEIE T TR L AR A A i A
Hig B ST BRAT AT, 4R ZH SO T AEE BB SmE, AR KRR FE PR AIK 1 %38
WEFCRI S AN, AR ZE 2 Se 30T WM 70 %5 58 ABE SU 6 AOSRBRAT NI B s . ok, Fnfs
RFMRT ABE SHBIHRAT N2 75 R AT FLE0 5 R T J 0 18] N 1138 4k (0 Conroy %5, 2010), HUEHERY
AEE JHREAT N B ARSI (Nederkoorn 25, 2010), {H H /T AEE SHBMERAT MK ER = 7.
J&, BUA WA AEE S8 SRS R A i Bl — IR AN AL . RS2 # 1R T AEE A B0 5k
W&, FX S FEAAAE A e () BB 9 b e AR AR I T3 4 Antoniewicz 1 Brand (2016a)f£ EC
R4 2028 AEE (AT 5 Hh 23 30l K H 48 8 JUR 35 A0 2% Biondolillo (2014)7E BB AZ M2 AEE (A
FeARGE I K2R, T HSE RPN, Lot Markland 25(2015)Ei85h £ % T-Fil AEE ik K224, Berry
(016)TE RN ENE BT BHIEH T A& B MAZ AR HET AR AFESCE 5.
AFIEEE, H2E T AR AT A an A8 A S 7 XNFE RGN S sh AR, DRI AR KB FL RAEAS [F A
HEE A AEE MR FE AT IR .
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