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Abstract

Subliminal persuasion is the process of changing an individual’s opinion, attitude, or behavior by
presenting subliminal information. Previous studies have found that visual subliminal persuasion
can influence individuals to a certain extent, but the existence of auditory subliminal persuasion is
still controversial. Through combing the relevant research of subliminal persuasion, this paper
summarizes the main controversies in the research of auditory subliminal persuasion, and ana-
lyzes the influencing factors of these controversies. For future studies, we should continue to carry
out more in-depth and systematic research on auditory subliminal persuasion from the aspects of
optimizing experimental paradigm, focusing on variables and enriching motivational categories.
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1. 518

HLYE 1957 4F, James Vicary 4@ Hid B N Bk, At P AR IE I ZE SR ST AR IR B R UK AE
AARAER N E R, D — S AR ST i )4 A3 B i (Packard, 1963). 18] T 1 R R R N B
FKEAMNR A BIRTE 5 )5, Vicary A&KINEH COhE 7 SL308dE, EAIT T8 R 3R 7T P 40 22 2
BA WD

B Ui R AR I A BRI R AR, A SR AMA R L . SR ERAT SR, B’
VRAFETHETED), EARRRSCEMAIM A, EREE M MAM AL 2R AT, B 2 U R
R H (Moore, 1988). H1T B N Ut IR 912 th James Vicary #8857 M (1 S FH Mg 32y, BT A S5 R it
RIS 2 5 5 ARG

Vicary [FSERRIE, — LUt 7 1k Bl i 25 55 fih PR S8 R ik B )T 1 IR AT DA SR 9 5 147 A,
(EIEARIUARME 2 BIUILAFF TR E WA, BT URTGES ARG o ml, BUEA, A2 R s 1)
(Trappey, 1996). &AM 1T B R RN 300 £ ki8S E, KLU Hr A SCEEHASREIE Y]
B NS SR SR 5UR (Pratkanis, 1992).

EXRFEANDPEEAMIRGE, S 7ML s R B, B R 3R O 2050 I\ —Flfig 42k
T, AERRIUERZE NEEE, $OAM EWBEZ KA T REWZW, I~ T 5220 RTH
2B (Dijksterhuis, Bargh, & Miedema, 2020); [Ff, WFFTEATC 2 R ILE T Ui AR B8 0 6T AR B0 & Tt
FE I B, AR AT S 2 B B BT (Hsu & Chen, 2020)4% . 353K, £ S60F 58 C4E AL B
ROT LT ROR M OE N IE @ RSL (AR, EWF, R, IR, XUERIE, MM, 32K, 2014), HEER
17 N B (Karam, Haida, Khawaja, & Laziki, 2017). RUEELEAESNL, H B RIER T 15 80T LAk
AT A= AR B AR AE F AE— 2520 i i R LS

SRIM, A H 1957 40 T R e B3 L&l 72> 2 L2 IR, (Hf BT 1 AR SE 56 40 3=
BERIE ST, WS R BRI SO A N R, HARAE 5 S WSz 4.

2. W E FiAk: SN
21 MITEBRE®

P KXW B SR, B O NEIRRGZZ BN BRI S T BT H B SE alg — E H E B
ANBIERE T, DB SR SZ A AT AT ECE SRS &, Sl mEREE, dizsishil. —
TR A 5 SR R, A DY 322 = 0 36 FE N R aod 8 B, e — 2 i N BT IR BE AR 21— I RCR
AT 25 B K H B AR R 14 5000 /5 3L Te A Al (Rogers & Smith, 1993). A1, BN H B
B BRI ANE AT REAE MR E A AA B 5 KT HESRIRCR, 1R/DAH BRI e 08 10E Y]
B T 3% 35 1 2 A 2K (Merikle & Daneman, 1996). Greenwald, Spangenberg, Pratkanis fil Eskenazi (1991)
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MW FEE SRR, B R E ISP AR ST AT EAE I AR 2255 . Greenwald (1992) 7 [ T LA
AERRUE 256, R R DT T UESE BEUE I BN B Bk & DI BCR . Ott (1998)7EREFE 1 R EWr i B~
VORI SEI 2 JE N, I B R SR AMARAT 97 A s ) L S I8 G A5 R 1 . Egermann 45 (2006) B
FABFIREIGAE T Ott IR AT, FEAT B 1 13 TR 5T )5 » A AT T ik Be it 727 A IR ROR 4 2 IR R 22 BRI 08
Ott (1998) k218 : L Wr o 8 N A5 BRI AT A E R AR A 5E )

BT BT AR EW RS, A O S BR N SORR I AE R L, R AT BRI E
JE 4 KRR R RE (20 15) 4R 1 1 R 38 T8 P R0 150 AR T 3R AT 9 IR i o B7F 70 205 SR s ) R o
PHRENE B = N e ORI 2R 75 5K, R0 ) A5 R AN Z S 7 A R S B R I IE TSR . AthAT]
WONE W s SR INNGE B TN ER AT (i, 7748, IR %, 2009), X— “RBCR” BRI TT4s
T E DI URER . (HAA A8 BT T 5845 B RZ R SO e 4 5 I TR AT s A 75
PR i s 7 5 4 H % A2 3% o 95 R H IW(Daltrozzo, Signoret, Tillmann, & Perrin, 2011). 732 8L, ff g 1 A6
FL(2005) L L B RARL RN “ i EAA L TTEE T MRS S, BRI S S TS R AL AR R
T Eil . SEIREs SRR, BN A S AR B 5547 e AR

BT Wt R UL IRER L7 EC&AT TIRZR, ALEECaf A EH, ElTbE
NULRAE R BRSBTS YRR 1S E A UK IH AR E 418 2 Hh (Pratkanis & Aronson, 2002).

2.2. Wit AR MAIT AR

B 1w, Wb T 1 AR AR R AR g T 5 1R I T2 96V E . 1990 4, Judas Priest Sk BABIFAL IR F %,
kR F B Judas Priest SRPAFEF L4 (Stained Class) HF A — & &k RN T 3 Fh 5 # fic (backward
masking) (118 T 484, AT B 42 5 800 A7 k1 B 25 o PSR 19 SN FE 52 4R BARE Ay ik S8 w4 (1 S 44 £
BT, AHBIR 2, BB E RNTCTE, AV 28 58 AR R % T B R BAEIEE (Moore, 1996).
Vokey F Read (1985) 4 A& MR A SEER B FTIE B T & I FERGAE SRR A AEAIER . REH /D EIETEIE
BH I F T B T AERYT, 1 Merikle £ Daneman (1996)%F N FIREFE, {H & K 22 e 5 i 1 75 52 X Fp - BL
YEHH (Swart & Morgan, 1992). [ (2010) 4 & SR 1697 R T AR R B OERR AT F, 8RR 7N ME EXF
NRIFIN 5475 4 A KN RIS o BIF 70 A B2 SR VR T 0T G2 Ao B2 ) R RRARAVE LR W i A5 2 BRI N
BIRBITUHACR, RIS EFIARFR R (K, SEE0 R B T 05 ARG RAT SR, HREMN
B I TR R P 2 PR s R

SR A — L8 SO AT LB R A5 B A ARSI . Merikle A1 Danema (1996)7E X8 1 44 AN R [A]
RAEFMMCIZ R, RO REIRAELT 36 /A, ks BETFARFIEAEMICE. Borgeat %5
(1989)HIRF7E A B, i 7 BRI PR N FIRIRT e 2 S8 B N (U003 AR Ak, B R IR SN &), B FE 358 AT
S DL R, ARSI S B AR 2 AR o IS5 N (2014) R SEES AR E B T W ) T 15 B 2 15 R
(R 8. Sofi, Nika, Shah HI Zarger (2018)FEX —AMHBIX ] 390 44 K2 AEHEAT IR 0 R I, WAL Hp
(78 =S B R 2 U AR T AT R, A AATTRE 25 5 b B 9%

2.3. WrieE] T AR A E R

Strahan, Spencer 1 Zanna (2002, 2005) fHH 51 3 BH B T 15 i SE BB AE — & S A4 T sgma AN )ik £, 3
BT 1 AR e 75 B S R AR R AT = AR T

Egermann %5:(2006)3& T35 SRAHH AT AR ELIS 56 R, R RS R T E XA R B 75
S AELEBRIT BN BN SO SR B S AR, BORBAR TS CERHE AT 55 . 2R BRI 1
FITUAL &, (A Egermann H A T IAFAE R o AT B W7 5 45 S5 SR B AN o B2 mT R 2o e 285 SR A
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HER . Karam 45 A\ (2017)did 5 6B R & 2 B 70 BT U A5 B AT e B i o fEYROUT TN
i HEE RO T4 “wBAGE" « “TRIEFAE” | BT 128”7 H)NEEE RE, #l
P AN R B W O . AT B N TS B R E R D 5 e A RIS B BRZ . s
W) RS P o T LA D8 i AT St PT RE S S Mm T  R  UEIR P RCR . DRI R A B I F T R
2250 Tt IR PRI R 7= A R

Wy E L A B 9 fm SRR, KIA 5 MU N SR AMA AT IR, BN E) 4 RS
N T IXFPEEME (Trappey, 1996). FE—DHAT 0T R, B Ui IRAR S AMA AT it s, R RNAR
R 0.059. B =M, Trappey AT 7L M SLE KEMY R T 1 KB FER, A 7k, BT
fE R IR, BT AR RCR kB B 2 (Dijksterhuis & van Knippenberg, 1998). [Elitt, B ARG
RSB AMRAT AR PR I A5 R BT AR A 2R 5

3. Wl FiAk: ZRSIEHE

br 7SR A S, B FURKIBRIEZE] T AN AR R0 . Pratkanis (1992) 4 H 15 (cargo-cult
science) RILZ B N UL A ST 5T, FEIPAT 228 AN B LA Tz Ak . [F A 2 500 B ARAS 21 T RS AR,
EH I 0 45 20 o (ELIT i 0 IR P AR I I AR LA R R T 2 8

3.1. SCEEsER

SR TAE,  H RN SRS E — AU R HRE SR ie T . SR R BRI SEE
WEFRAE, NI 2@ B T 5 B s & i R 7o 8 R BRI . Greenwald 45 (1991) ZERM 72 H K B
B RS bR AT S RO AZ AP S s B i EIARZEA G, TS s bRl B B F {5 B0 KRB, SLinss
RR PR AT REAN 2 ) T RN LI . Kouider Al Dupoux (2005) I\ A -3 78 2 ir LA BE & B 5
FE5R, WTRESE R I T 0k BN AR AT 1 I B AR A 3 JE I A ST R R S B i TR,
AT T — B e ke, B ORSEIR ARG T R AT N, AT et g s AL R B, IR DAtk
SRAFTEIT B N R TR I, 4SRRI K R 4 o SR 35% A1 40% K, 8 Bl REAE AN B
PR S i 1) 7] IR 4 35 52 i ) S R o 3K 15 B W o ) S 1 A S AE AR D TE R R — A, AR E SRR
FEAE LU

{H Kouider 1 Dupoux (2005)I\ 8% IR TGIERT 8 N5 BT UKL, X — Wil 3] 7 A K
J*t. Daltrozzo, Signoret, Tillmann Al Perrin (2011)I\NZEZ BIIRFFE g, B R iE BN A B EH AN
B AS SAERE A ) [N R 4 . X AT REHISS 1R B R B E SO, ROy EE H B ATTR
MEIB BB RGPS B o AR R4 N E R, TASCK B R E B4 DUFEAC 10 dB JF b4t
EREHATIN T SESea5 FAESE 1At 1A AEYE,  Blalae W o B~ A5 SRk A7 38 SOKF i L.

B J5 » Degner (2011) & IR i3 v LIS W o 18 T 15 S5 P 1B 2845 2347 0 T i 7E: Kouider 11 Dupoux
(2005)Vu A A FEA I, 45 &0 Al e (U0 Meade, Grainger, Midgley, Emmorey, & Holcomb, 2018)i#k47 5K
5. SCIOZE RO, WPk NS BT S IS4 E BWREAR RN T, 5 ERTIR, AR S i STk Bt
FAERAAE . ABATT NS, G LERE FURH SR BT o 15 T 1l IR B8 S 3] 2 2 R
3.2. T

Randolph-Seng Hil Mather (2009)#2 1, SEk12 520 B T BARBCR IR ZR R, MAREEIEE H O IE

FERER R MG BAE— € LUE T HESH . BT B PRE WX — R0 72 B AR 2 Hoit 7
JE L, HIRFRAPORIRE 5 S P 1152 2] 1 B E S EIEARER NME B E LA E), A
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FRAFIIN Tt 2 R AR . i, AU 0 Real e S kniE B~ RS BE e — e R B
EATHIAT N, BB BRI BCR T RER & 7= A48k, H & R (Glaser & Kihlstrom, 2005). [AIGTEE
176 KB T AR, 2625 PR e8¢ 0 218 T 15 B (Glaser & Kihlstrom, 2005). Dijksterhuis, Bargh
Al Miedema (2020) I 78 K I R A AR B AT IEAEH2 52 B0 A5 BT, BB A R e A2 J s
Ao L5 LR, A RB N E T R IZ BT CAJCIE R IR 2 RN, RTRE A R R AATT8E 5 3
TABATR 2352 ) F 5 2 (Randolph-Seng & Mather, 2009).

3.3. Bl

JUEWT 5 ) YRTE A BT T 8 F0AR D, (EFE L@ T R R B0 A 7 R U P4 7R T 3l
Xof T IR AR B R

DUAE BB SN, R MR AL T4 5 B2 R s, ATTIAT A 42 52 33 B 20 (Higgins, 1996).
Y “rude” 1ERJESERT, ARG ERIR B A BEE R I T ALAT NI E B T (g A AL 3 FF)
B, A4 R TALIIAT . BT, AT R S B ERAMASI AR — B, B R R A 2
XEAMRIAT P R o AR F IR HER:, B B AR 4G ST N SR S 3 HLI 5% & - Strahan %5(2002, 2005)
ML R I, MR A5 B S EKAC, CE MRS R M AT RE R IR R — Mk . FRINEZ 510
PR, XFPUCRHEA S T T VR . AR, B R U R A SRR S RS MR R S AL
EAM A SHEEIEH . Veltkamp, Custers £ Aarts (2011) 1453 4 7 HLAI M £ - Karremans, Stroebe i1 Claus
(2006) 3 I ¥4 17 ) 2 (B SR A £ FH v 3k ) R A AR M OK B, S5 SR RRER BT 523 1B U AR
H . Bermeitinger %5(2009) ¥ L6 FIFE R BL T 23 1R B AR, . Smarandescu 11 Shimp (2015) (1 721
HESE T SN A5 RS Sk ST IR KEEMA, AR 0 £ K] Ay s [0 F) 0 34 12 P ek

—RIWFFAEN, S SCH S SR B R UL FEAE B ZE % 0F, BN BLRAE B X A AT
AT I PR S5 R o BT VLR 75 eSS AMA AT AWE ? SRl (M R LA IX 348 50 4 1 4+t s b
THS.

3.4. MR

Wood A1 Neal (2007)i\ =) 15821 5t 5 RN A Al BRI . XFhoREk— B, HEM RS
FED, AUt BRI KI5 2 X RIAT Mo R P U 3 r mnag £, SIS RE AT
22 N —HE S R AR BRI P — R TN TR ROR AL T AOEE R, BN R AT ALk g 2
H % B4 B Bh A L B (Bermeitinger et al., 2009; Karremans et al., 2006). ASAZER T Uik, s 41315
TakEFREmR ST, AR T BRI R AR G ?

Verwijmeren, Karremans, Stroebe 1 Wigboldus (2011) (878 R I, 4T % S5 0 B4R AR [ 1) 1%
TR, BRSO RO 2 RAT I Wt 2, AR AT SIS Tk B — s, A BT 1ok
TRMESAE AT X — 1k £ VPR R ) 1B~ Ul iR SEEe e A 1 0] F R SRAE AR, BRI AIE 78 5 A1 138
FERER] TR VAL SRAE S SEER AR . (R ST ] T R] AR S R OR), B AR R TR e, A
MRS S FEBE T O n K. A ER, WRIEAMIBEE R 6 MUk, 4ok BN —ETi2
Al AT SR o XA R A AR GF MRS 1 AT BT FEAR ML Hh Y 3 1 46

4. RFKHAZRE

BRI R BRSO TLAE BT S AT T — et g, (H F TS TR R SR AT TR 2 s 2 DAL
JREONE, BRI R 2 Rl (o, 5908, A0, 2012). DA IRt SR, BF Uik
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TEWT L AL 2 T R M AL PT B R A R (2 fe ke, o4, 20472, 2019). BEE ARt A TG 2k
FIANWTIE 5, & RERRER 2 RN B 1 FRATT H W AT B T, S SR AN RIS RS B,
W i 3T 3 (1 ) U R R ST BIFRATT 8 AR 8 PR (0 5 T THI TR % RS I B AR IO 72 4 L e 4
B RATAT DL e 0 B A R T SR AR SR AN BT e 2 W i T T IR A OB AT . R AT DL
GRRT Ut B R RG-S AR IR R, AR IR =ANT7 T, RS- AHESEYT 50 BT 15 IiX — s it 7

B, BKAME, A FiEa. B ETEET 0 B T SR S B 3 R R 2 Kouider AT Dupoux
(2005)Frig FH SR Be iz 48T BT PRI 58 BE 22 s M W o 18 T BRI 285 5, SRR SLZ 0 8 T Rk it 2
K HEAT S0 Ag Az, MR DR I 52 2] 1 25 SR S8 B i IR 7[RI RT DAAE SR B B Ik ) A S =X,
PR H I o B 1 it e e =

B, AR, AR FURE . BUAR H AT AA Wb B U AR 7 A A ) BLRRIE Y , (R Karam
SE(2017) R TR AHENT,  BEARIT B R R ST A R DA 20k AT ) R i A S A A — e 2k A
Trapey 1EFEAT 703 A i B ade B DR3840 S50 1) B R APEHTA 23 T 1 Ik, X AR DAk 215 Ul i) B
ffJ. Daltrozzo, Signoret, Tillmann Al Perrin (2011)t A AW 5t B 15 B AR %2 DL R 4 (R i 0 2
). bl BRI, HE— BRI R, MASIATERER LR, SRERSKETIE? X2
XT B A4 E A

B2 FEINL, RAE RSP R . SIPLE R BUZ B R SREE R AN R . A TR R
T, AU ST SRR T . R Wk, BFAEATH BT AR AT T BNV B, B
LSRRI AR, JL-FaiB e BT U IRt 7 #E #% 1 f il 2 33 HL.  Bermeitinger 45(2009) G114
b3 F L AR BT I, X USRS AR B A T LR AR B SN, 4 Ja o] LUK s R sh L gl
ANBIRE R . By R E R FE, 583835 R AL A2 A e o Ji a2 —. a3
B, MAERSIPLI TR, TRES A TE LRI — 5T .

TEE R, DR B S U IR A A T 5 A R o A FE AR SR xS B it R AL AR
W& R AR BB T ), SRR 48 R 7 B SR, R R ) 55 #p thy pr b . R E T H R
ST AE RO R )5, R R S R A R e R B . AR, BUE R ZHER Y
BRI A BIGTAGE . Sofi 25(2018) I FL i, 75/ 5 ohfi N — e R 5 BLAS 535 B A7 /0 4 31
A AR I HUEL R S W IR sk . [RIBS A DF FUR BH B R T 45 1 S s i vy o 3 e v 3
(Sofietal., 2018). K, Qfar ) FH & B R Ui R 2 4 5 75 20 = i — AN J7 Tl

FLSz 5 B R R A A S AR B C s FH AR O BRI . #0E MBS T 254K (Doan et al., 1995; {73,
2017)o WIHMEAA Y, AR N UOREGF RE XS ARt 2= A 20 R R R, WIFEZE 0 SR TR
RN OB R FUR, BCEEAITIZAEAN BRI MEE, BRI T HRE SAF
TEIE AN IR . BN Ui iR 1 SRR 2 JRAT T A eT R A A ) R i iR 2 X AR 2 AR SR A F 3R T 75
2 ) 7] 7

EemB
A FEAFH] 2020 R AEQUH GV RITUH « WA WK 5 ——Wr 58 B R SRR 24T A5
7 (202010304017) 1 3 ¥

STk
MR (2010). & SR AERIPR 15 BT BRI GRS 46 Al Jnse ma A F SRR R 7. 71 2 4, (L), 244-250.
MR, ZfH, ABIM(2012). B N ILIRAIFFEILE 55, O F 1, 20(4), 575-583.
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