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The Effects of Interoception, Cognitive Ability and Rational Thinking
Disposition on the Belief Bias Effect in a Reasoning Task: An

Individual Differences Approach
Chia Hsun, Tsai

Abstract

The belief bias effect occurs when people's judgments about the validity of an argument
are influenced more by their prior beliefs than by logical rules. Previous studies on
individual differences in belief bias have primarily focused on one’s cognitive ability or
rational thinking disposition. This study expands on these research by taking
interoception into consideration, in addition to cognitive factors like logical reasoning
ability, working memory capacity, the tendency of need for cognition and mindfulness
tendency. We found that individuals with higher interoceptive awareness, or those with
more trust in their bodies, were less susceptible to belief bias, especially when
evaluating invalid arguments. However, those who are aware of their body sensations
are more likely to be interfered with by their beliefs when belief and logic collide.
Furthermore, logical reasoning ability plays a significant role in resisting belief bias,
while working memory capacity does not have any effect. The implications of these
findings for understanding and addressing belief bias are discussed.

Keywords: belief bias, interoception, logical reasoning, rational thinking

disposition, body awareness
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& F IR LR AR AT 0 (AL BFURRALE 0 AL

_««»

AgpFrerra TRER ) AR > Mo BEEALEFEEA B2 8%0G 4
WeaRid > TRE TR AT ETEBRIFLE ERYAFL L&
R IAARPRE o BE T ARHRFALFRAPEEREE > 11427 &
Pl Aanhit > BEP YR ATHRELAL FAARNUL £ hN iR+ 5 52
o T RF L G A B (the effect of belief bias ) (Evans etal., 1983 ) o
BAGEH B PRS0 0 A R T A AR T GLE e kg

AAEHRR) > 4 § L TG OPE o A PR EKADF AR g G H g Rl
(Kahneman, 2011; Stanovich, 2010) » %8 ic 1345+ K oL 7 & (prior
belief) 25% H $37% = chae > @ a Peid i 74 L 2% Mo TR e 3

( Giovannoli, 2000; Gigerenzer, 2004; Haselton et al., 2009; Schubert et al., 2021 ) »
TR S A L2 A R g o A gkt plE T HUE
(heuristics) ¥ i £ A4 ZFRATEPF DT EREE AT FEELHRT B > Fa
AAELZ R KA T FPEm A PEITE S iz £ R (Giovannoli,
2000; Schubert et al., 2021) = & PF e & it % Pl 8 F f o fods LR 4L T
AT R TR AR AR e TR g "f ERLAECHE s S

- »r s 4] et (Evans, 2011; Klauer et al., 2000 ) » » DFE Y R st TR K
& i ()4 ¢ de Chantal et al., 2020; Schubert et al., 2021; Torrens, 1999 ) -

Pk s B4 kst § - BES Y ¥ I % (Norenzayan et al., 2002;
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Unsworth & Medin, 2005) > X @ 3 & h3FARR 7 € F]1A @ R o 3 & 3B 4
B 52 B S i (v FE AR A
BAF A I REAR S B 0 (T E0 40 # 0 (executive functions ) £ 3T
(rationality tendency ) @258 « 247 7 Bl g 4534 "ﬁ% TR A B e b
PRETOPREEER (LRE RS- ) LFY REB A ABEREY 24
R AR o
M AR R R ARIR G DT WA & RTIR kA 4 8] 0 1R

FHCARFABHLIR G OF R RSRP AT LR REERREAR

$- % BARBRS BT

BA B - A RS 3 1920 # X TAHE E (b]4e ¢ Gorden, 1953; Morgan
& Morton, 1944; Wilkins, 1928 ) » e 3+ 1980 & i* 4 B4R L X DA &2~ 1 (]
4 ¢ Evans et al., 1983; Markovits & Nantel, 1989; Oakhill & Johnson-Laird, 1985;
Revlinetal, 1980) c w B E 3 5 0 = Fih# (T % (syllogism) * & iz B R
Joo ZEHBRMAUNAN ¢ 2ABDROE - BRGS0 FEFF HEIE
W A Favd B8 Bamk o daimd o T WHEEHE AT 5 ox (valid) #HE o
T H 643 RHeo ™ G R (believability, 7 & ¥ 88 k- RiE) g
SHpeiliig sl (logical validity) » @ F w kN R © § »%/F 1§ » £20/F

ﬁ,7ﬁﬂ1?¢,U£§wa1?¢oﬂr%mﬁﬁsﬁﬁ(%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ@%?ﬁ
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PO - REP AHEF T BMEN - BHRERERR DX ETRIE B A G
AFE 0 T L A hiEenkE I (Evans etal., 1983; Robison & Unsworth, 2017) ©
BT FE TEARTERAZAER A P BB R 2P cht ST ITE R A
sl VI egE dg (4o Trippas et al., 2015; Stupple et al., 2011) » @ f& B %
ARy 2o @ FMEFREf- RELATFOLBITL BME L BERLR
rﬂ:fﬂ 1% ( &]4c ¢ Stanovich & West, 2008; Robison & Unsworth, 2017 ) 13 4 i 3E3%

Tedp TRBe R0 = BohE L /S R3h 8 > 23 X RN EM TR A R

HEmd s g B Mota § - RePDAEP > B7 1 KA RFas &
( )4 : de Chantal et al., 2020; Evans et al., 1983; Evans & Curtis-Holmes, 2005;

Norenzayan et al., 2002; Revlin et al., 1980; Stanovich & West, 2008 ) o 4% »? 353 » 7

[E=
ArmE? BRI RIPERAEDERT I TwmEY PRI B ERA
gt RN EEN T AT RREFHERE e BRI GHmPED VR

W2 GBI EAT MG AE S Gk Ben TR 0 ¢ ZAEP
B~ 1% pFRF 2. 4] (Brisson et al., 2014; Evans & Curtis-Holmes, 2005; Trippas et
al,2013) & > 2 PR AR FZORE o NTRAWRE G A BRI

o LR RAER - Hw T R BREC LRI BHRLIE FE -
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i B ABRARTERELS

BREBEREG A RET R A Y o R ARIE % (the dual process
theories of cognition) ¥ - B & & 72 42 » ¥ d Evans § R % § & e fe
AT A ARIE 3 2. B enhf % (Evans et al., 1983; Evans, 1984, 2003 ) o 334w B fr 42
Wik 2 7 f i It > RE A Sdemie ALY AR SR g, £ o
AR AR o R ERAREGARL Y TR LA REARS A 5 L B
14 fr 42 (heuristic process ) » & fi & $t— (System 1, S1) & % - 542 (Type |
processing ) ; ™ % 4 45 |+ 4% (analytic process ) > & fiL & sL= (System 2,S2) #
% = #p A2 (Type 2 processing ) ( Evans, 1984, 1989; Stanovich, 1999, 2011; Wason
& Evans, 1974 ) o & FrA2 e & Sienfy 3 238 (T4 st 2R ¢ FI R B335 M F 977 e

( 514 : Evans, 1984, 1989; Stanovich, 2009a, 2011,2012) > % i+ % 325 % - 25 fF
A2 E_p & (automatic) ¢ Rif L K22 T2 P 42 (associative
process ) » F| ¢ BRAPEEE- - FlXF HE RIS LTI E 0 F) R - A
ARETERTT R BRARM o % - SR L MAS R UP RN
72 WA AR (simulation) 22 BK %+ (hypothetical thinking ) > 7 - &
3 7% % it (decontextualization ) # 3%+3 81 (cognitive decoupling) = 4% » F]

e R TR R R 2R A e 7 AP (T A A2 (rule-based

process ) » 38 (Ti# B APl > 4 €4 P TR

F_‘.

EREGFERT 0 LARFRY S - AEARTA N85 & (BEvans &
Curtis-Holmes, 2005) » 7= W i3 & hEsa g evg 4 > Hd 20 % - e d 4 e §
FREFFNBIES B - An g >  (override) H & BHTIR o i
4
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IR E - GRS F AR T B0 A A e e n] o SE IR
%] (default interventionism) 2% % - SHFARA L 2. P 2 £ F B 5 AP ¥R A
& (Evans & Stanovich, 2013) > %2 7 kcd % - spfAR g K 2 > Rl A % _ﬁ_ﬁ-ﬁ
R E A FH o T iFHL %w| (parallel competitive) B3 i & #F fF 42 e pF i (7 1
FRmLM G FogFRA N F RS EEREF YD S - EARE R

&2 41 (Smith & DeCoster, 2000 ) o & f&/% %] % 30 h A P F B4 2§ F o 24
P FiRaa T LY o FtF b IR & Ptk o Evans (1989) &
G L BTk D 2 EH/H B FMRIELEA (the selective scrutiny theory ) » £
TREBL- R oo W3NG T A BRI % F A 4 % (encoding) FEE g 4
oAk oo i L A RGT IR ok G N Z RAB ST B R
P b IR 0 R H AR RO PT R TRRERT G R R
{8 edes® (Evans, 2007) o F]pt 240" K5 A hiarck » 2 & (1) #p 5
ERF REBEZ BFoofrR ~(2) FrHIZ K F BE (3) MF ez A r L 4 B
~2_ (Balletal., 2017; Stanovich, 2011 ) - Stanovich £2 West (2008 ) » % 5 744 &
PR F BB RFF 2 BiEE c AR RE R RSB HELF R FE
F Rens A ks (mindware) » B =x§ BRIFIFE E R F Beng 0 ¥ =25 it 4
BRI MR R ELF B FER-RAR B ¥ ERBHE
BREELRNF

R o B4R AR E O RTFT R A TELY Y iﬁ"?’fj‘%?ﬁ-fﬂﬁ T g

ER ek 7 - £ F 5% NB4ET £ (logic intuition) 4 - 3u 5 £ P E L
PIER AR d S F 2 RO BED § 3 rFER > )I‘ BoEs e AT % - AT
REFAITEL Y 0 MG A B RER I 5+ 3 (De Neys, 2012; Ball et
al., 2017; Newman et al., 2017; Raoelison et al., 2021; Stanovich, 2018; Thompson et
al,2018) « B2 F3nh B HF BTk T ANEL LREG AN T -

5
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AT EAAYFHAMNBERD O® > A BED F7 o Akp A PREGE
BBIFE BRY 2 p &t i85 A2 & o bl4e Raoelison % % (2021) i * v ik
2 (Dual Response Paradigm ) 2}»_‘72"‘5 T R hEREEF RS XITE &

- IR BRI R R EE A AR SR Y SR

2}
&)
L

FoRPIAVEERRF c ZAELFRAPRI S i o Lo AGZd (A RY
_ﬁﬁg(g%ﬁ»@ﬁﬁ&{)%ﬁéﬂﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁ@,giﬁgﬁ:ﬁﬁ
ERES - XT38 Il % o Fdok X A 49 2 2 R D]

2% p2E FEBIES R OEER - Ti;%gﬁﬁifﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁkﬁ
ML R A R RERIE TR o

TR Ecd % Z dgfEA2ends ] > Stanovich (2011, 2018) #-1d jp| % it

LG Ca P l@@uﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁx;&%’%¢w?wﬁi@rcﬂmﬁ@:toy
¢k » Thompson # 4 (2009,2011) ~ # 31— f&7 g2 » - EEN L L F b

ERF LN VR RFBULT S - AR S T

[

2
~

¢
PR R R R 4 T 35 B AR ATE 0 50

FRARFOPHMLIBFTE LT ARAEAH > AT W -

i ~ Stanovich ez ~ & IR

Stanovich (2011,2018) & H = FIR LA & v BAARE G ER Y - &-
5 $tho o fods A 47 AR BRAL > & N 8 h= Ao AR (tripartite model of
themind) o g AP » Fhm it s - S p e~ @S PFFRRAF L p 2
s % (the autonomous mind ) » 3 & 42« 4 (the algorithmic mind ) P £ # % = #7

2 HP] 5 AAH (rule-based) eha 7 AT 0 B3k A d gt g BN S
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FAFRAE R o Stanovich 35 22 Py - B FREaniak X f FER

WR S BIAR A TR R R R Yrp A I g B F B LR
X 4w 95 (the reflective mind ) e

BIRE PR r LRSI BRI B ahi 4 SR o R oA
FITEHRFH 0P 9= BHw s w | Frd] (inhibition) ~ { #7 (updating) £7 4
# (shifting)> A2 FEEZLF Bos 4710 F i FlEARY BHG adrdlp 2
B AN Z BEF R TR AETRARD 1 (R IEIER FIIT) AR
FLiepE- R (L0 %) kadEd fgit (B Ems) Faaudiro

RPN S N AU R o S R R O R EE e A T A

P BREEELYAF Lahie g Mo R AFNSHRT R ETRES S
FHOHe > M AFERH LY A RS EOHSE > BREVRILY He A LT

B B3R EHLTREIE  RTFT RS 4710 442 5 B (Stanovich, 2011;
Evans & Stanovich, 2013 ) ¢ fe 4r% 2 5 & i /240 A a0 25 P2 & 2
FAREFOEER > T B RBZELLTER 7 - TER L ITHL
F o M R R o R ERCRIE - & Wl € Tl B M el e 4
PII0 M RY H BE @ e

Stanovich (2011) 325 — 4 SRy 7 & = ~ S HFARILH o 4 De Neys
4 (2008) R HEP LY FTEFAWF IR Fr eI ApEFR DA IFE
42 (baserate problems) F¥ > # #ideh i 4 F (anterior cingulate cortex, ACC) jjr
FREFIHFRY > 2R FEFLERPEAATAREUFETRIER M
7 ACC ¥ it R e F M AJLAz? e WRlF B o & fedrdl 2o % 2 8 F an
BALEM - T REEERNL ARG ER WP FEAT
(dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, dIPFC ) =jgcs B ¥ + = > Egor dIPFC ¥ it {0 *
ALY FEEERF REART B oo @ Mitchell 4 (2007) » 3 g (7 82

7
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B FriT % (thought suppression task ) F¥ » § %22 F 74 B Pei LA P dIPFC o
FoE LR AR BER BRI E IS AR ACC i I g B FR S -
w7 A dIPFC § 4412 £ 8 2 #8134 A apit »a ACCH #
BRI G A OE RE &R WA BN R Z A R B

:u%&"_lff’ﬁ ,‘Lllﬁ‘_;céa:“o

% ~ Thompson 7 FOR 323# &2 8487 § chi 1

¥0 fads B Fr A A5 R AR e 4] > Thompson % 4 (2009, 2011) # 422
Evans £ Stanovich 7 g2 - #2305 B AL S E ¥ F R €T 24 - A4
A RAF LB X 0 f5 T 2R (Feeling of Rightness, FOR ) » i &
- f818 F iR A2 (metacognitive process ) © ¥ p & B A i o ¥ o

Thompson £ & el Fizn i e THEXR DL F |~ ¢ R EBWLT P 247

PR FRPHHIR, BAFtRESG v AW RXIEF B g2
2 FRMAFETE G g3 o RV R DERF B ALK
Fiea T REATLY > Flts {3 eHSfrE £ F 7 B % % (Ackerman

& Thompson, 2017; Thompson et al., 2011; Wang & Thompson, 2019 ) - Thompson
(2009,2011) #2BFOR ecnF 2 ¢ 54 2 2 & ¥ ey & (answer
fluency) ~ FREEPA & AR U E X p e Bixehbe » AT E 5:5&5@}2,@
Mo RN T RES G A LR L BRGEERF 0 FOR § RS
FEEBL TR RLY B T E ko

Thompson £ Johnson (2014 ) » i&— # 2 B 4 5 4848 (5 ¥ e R EpF -
HFORBFH - RG> m TR LA BEF R @ BHEE T F B

8
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T FYPFOR B M4 T K BAEE WD BB AR AL ER
R o ﬁ*ﬁ‘?\;ﬁa » Thompson & H B35 BREF &~ 7 R BiEs F&2 1
AERXDEER > BT A2 MFOR F]m { 7 #% € fxd » 471242 (Newman et
al., 2017; Thompson et al., 2018 ) »

H AR A § GF BB E F ? Thompson ¥ 4 (2018) # Fnsriy 4 232

i BT R R R SR FRAE RS U R S A A 1995 Thompson
AR AR T A R OBIED o A A 4 BT L W o R I AL
BB gRE G AL L F R BHEE F R o Flt LA (R PR
a2 FenirR » sr L ac et A TR @ 3 PR i g T T & IRk o
{8 4 Tveit (2023) » # F|BIEE %fii} HFLEERMHFOR » R i:H 7 5
oo WRIT T &2 B2 FFahfrR o

Thompson 22 H [ Ff 532 #; fr Stanovich H32 % & % e Z B 2 At G
SERAAMBETRNETHAIR D AT FRGERF R A v E
Stanovich 424~ X it P AL P4 ¢ 5 P BRI A Ao LY 2w %%E‘; i

BTG ALBIEF PR 2FOR this S 5w 8 & B E £F Boid kg

BER R DR F AT o A f BAD K BED o JR 0 RIT 4

BIEABER T P HE TR F RRMEOTe Fla B LHE O AT T o b4

Thompson % A B33 ¥+ 8 F F B en{s 3K 335 > Stanovich { M1 AL 3 FA2E
P s o 4R BRI L M ot AT L B R R e 1l
BEFLSITHLY AR A PR AR N S EALNEE TR RS
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m ]b : \:I\‘» : réf p:\&fr lﬁ] \:¥‘ —ég’g °

2 %nu%Pﬁm’ﬁﬁi'&pi

82 X Stanovich ¥ Thompson f4rie fa#s % = S A2 ¢t “TH L eng 3k = 7
iR R EEE A DR LA AR B AR 4 S

FERBEABERDBLU LR FF o A 4 e Ty BE Ae R
Fipdls e g Meadr4 21 vt o 4 & - 8474 (general intelligence, g
factor) & 3£ % 44 (crystalized intelligence, Ge) 22 4844  (fluid intelligence,
Gf) (Cattell, 1963 ) » % 4 * % BB BFF Y ~ GH oy R ff dhmidfedta - {8
—‘ﬁ & AR 24 J8 e 4 o Stanovich (2011) 325 Jn889F 4 i 175 Frd p
fhodrgd M2 885 pendpth e AR AWML BWIEFE Y > A S
v X B %3272 0% (Raven’s Advanced Progressive Matrices ) ~ % » @ H i § 8L 2
FAERIES ZF RPN AHFS A (Wechsler Adult Intelligence
Scale, WAIS ) % o ¥ ¢t 8 i % B|l% (Scholastic Assessment Test, SAT ) B & 255
4 RlB > eqfo- BAF4 F =B R 2 4B (Frey & Detterman, 2004; Unsworth &
Engle, 2007 ) » F]t » 5 7 7 # SAT 4 #civ 5 474 m;fﬁ &2_— (&4 & Stanovich
& West, 2008; West et al., 2008 ) - i3 #7 7 ¥+ 474 LY xﬁ;,;%m—g ERC I
LR RN A RS Bt & Rk | » M (Saetal, 1999;
Stanovich & West, 2008; West et al., 2008 ) &4 Stanovich £2 West (2008 ) % L&
#ER R (SAT) & &~ #cg chBMRF X8 & KFhP 8 2 SAT » fifr=
B T¥ 7 R fp A F 357 SAT » el - REPT 5 ofp bl o &
ek 3294 3 %7 WLABIEHIT > L PRS2 E R o R
10
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4 Sh %4 (1999) HRALS S A4+ £4 (WAIS) ¥ % 42 Ba5% 2 (block
design) w R4 4& & #cF HB AL A X3 A KRR o g > Burgess & 4
(2011) 2 IR 4 B 04 § #4F e d)#4] (inhibitory control ) » Fjell %
A(2015) LRI fended e LF (ACC) chip B 5 B b > A
bed 2 2 > ACC g fotbeg (Rl F Mo Tt 1 B %M AT S folbrR
B~ drdlE Fenae 4 2B gt e bl %o
R o4 3T I AFIRG A RFEIA4 3 B (Torrens, 1999; Robison &
Unsworth, 2017 ) o &]4c Torrens & * (1999) 2 34 WAIS 7 & R ApBE 2 # & 14
=74 £ % (Shipley Institute of Living Scale, SILS) © &3 3 224 % a3 v B &
W ARETEEE FAM 0 7 Robison 22 Unsworth (2017) = 2 33 < <
B B An IR % fr#icF A 7| (number series ) Blok chiw & A ficfe £ BRI
BMERPME -0 5Byt rihfd (T2 -F3R%) 2ilys (F
AL G F B g R AEIL ) PREL 0 1T L - SR hfpih o RA DA AR L
B eIp R L e - RiDg %k 0 oA T AR EN MY TR 2 R
VE IR o
¥- a3 1iveBA B (working memory capacity ) #_m ¥4f feinwiv ¥
PR EE Gk 5 238 (P 3 eni 4 (Baddeley, 1992) 0 # it s SRR

(simulation) fr2 {81 friz ¢ £ & s F Jh (Gabbard et al., 2013; Staonvich,
2006) o 7 7 Bpor 1 iFs e a4~ 84 5 % R 4P (Conway et al.,
2003; Oberauer et al., 2007; Jaeggi et al., 2008; Unsworth et al., 2014 ) > fr= B #H#E
@S s 3 & 4p B (Copeland & Radvansky, 2004; De Neys et al., 2005; Ding et
al., 2020) c & 1 iTeB R BEA g B b ( counterexample ) 372 3
oo @ { o) i A /el (de Chantal et al., 2020)  #7 % FHiu s B AH S
1 iFBA BB _-lez {7 & 4 H# B AH-3] (mental models) > Flm { at fEi4-7

11
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o

e5 7

SRR AMRRAL S LS R EHE G SR AT SR

T\

FAE AR Fepioi A BErck2 Bkl % (Robison & Unsworth, 2017;
Schubert et al., 2021 ) -

BHLY MR EE L REM RO Y o W U ERE LY
¥ (Actively Open-Minded Thinking, AOT ) ¥ 3uw3F +#+ (Need for
Cognition, NFC) & L ¥ h kA &A@+ s - AOT £ 4 5% ¢ Stanovich &2
West (1997) 3 ft > * 12pl € B g 5~ 82 (alternative opinion ) F#f -
HERBEHR AR R > M2 F L - B2 AT FRAOT L4 28 & > #HiE
FTRE e 428 # X (Bronstein etal., 2019) > » 3 &3 = RhEAEHFRIELD

FE% (Westetal,2008) > 12 % i | enf3 & sl (Saetal, 1999) < = ﬁk{;ru J

fﬁ%ﬁ%,’ﬁ fﬁ’é’:’gﬁ’f?ﬁ £ [ ﬁfﬁ?{i;’%‘_% ’ ‘,4 v ravjf'.zg,ﬁgi @ o ?Jfg_‘-m] ,

LGS F 3 A G A28 A W3 & IR .

mnArd LM £ & 2 ORI E B RE LK O AT RO ATGE A B

it 3 % ehif s (Cacioppo & Petty, 1982) - i3 77 3 3 Rin g £ fr= £
HwdeE 1 Fe S (Westetal, 2008; Dingetal., 2020) 3 & = B % > & £ & % 7
Her iz A o2 B F M 2 (Torrens, 1999; Schubert et al., 2021 ) - # iFis 4 +
YRy '?]z;,g;‘-r RACE R (FL R TR e > RBM e iR
12 H| g pr & Fgf ob enF 0 (Furnham & Thorne, 2013) > { 7 € i & & #f & i ot
£ 17 %4 (Dickhduser etal,, 2009) » Flpt 3a4rf £F FAIL 5 T i Fed 247
MR E RN G e F D it G A BEME» (Stanovich & West, 2008;
Robison & Unsworth, 2017 ) = Stanovich (2011) 2% F L8 e 4=
RS IR P R R BT F chk d o A K e Bt

w8 R LTR35S e f 5 B A B R E IR L A iR

2
=)

¥k foe B

B
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BReFE LM I - RO RER w AFBREREFER T8 &
B EEF o ARG RAHN L E o p &K (interoception) ¥ G -
PP AR X PRRER > AT T e 7FI AT F R
AR € 918 2 gL it (B4 @ De Neys, 2010; Kobayashi et al., 2007 ) » %]
PUATP Y A F S A R A TR LR Y ehid T ok IR DRRATERER o T K¢

FrfFEdp R R AR E W pER v a2 4 o

$o8 pREGHAE YV N A4

Z PR EE Rl

\ERE A - AR, kR4 BasaR ¥ - 42 (Cameron,
2002; Sherrington, 1948 ) - Khalsa & * (2018 ) 3% 5 #¢ 5 % Siac 49 B ~ 2R T &
&R AR R IEL s oS s e TS VBRSO EELE 5 A BRI
B E SR :r,j}%;; MR o iTE R AR ‘ﬁfm%“é?ﬁf W g g Ak e
A SR T IR enE BB > 1 ded R 0 (affective touch ) ~ 437 ~ vk
Fraepg ¥ 4 %28 (Craig, 2002, 2005; Wilson et al., 2002; Loken et al., 2009 ) o
T PR L € 5 E A RAR e LRSS (spinothalamocortical pathway ) £ 3 4 4¢
& (vagusnerves) ¥ i @358 (insula) B2 wdedie » RBMH LML
7 #7% 4 (Craig, 2002; Critchley & Harrison, 2013 ) » %2 & 4 &2 5%~ 4 12 7
R MR R o PR kA R EL REF A BB & (energy regulation )
€17 5 & R4F 4 3245 % o (Niven & Laughlin, 2008; Quigley et al., 2021) » F]pt p g
EH B A REE AT £ £ (Craig, 2015; Quigley et al., 2021 ) ©

13
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TER FHFIFTFRAFPMR TS TL B IFRTHEREDEEFF > 4o

(Craig, 2004 ) % # & (Fiistos etal., 2013 ) ~ p 2 £ # (Babo-Rebelo et

ri 4% 3l
s /4% (Dunnetal., 2010;

AR

al., 2016) ~ =45 ( Werner et al., 2010; Umeda et al., 2016 )

Singer et al., 2009) % - gL T il > PR T L RE
(downregulation ) » ¥ frf 327 (reappraisal) 1% h

a4 B gcw (affect-

related arousal ) T {7
B ARAM T Y AR ST RS RR Tl wpEdge
Bed R &2 7 R Sop SR R Y R R OB
PR g g Ao &5 ¥ 0 m R 2 Damasio (1996) #%
g8 e B3 (Somatic Marker Hypothesis ) ™ % i 22 | & il = o %2
R Y By TR S

qdr 2

=~

A
o ?é

1

B R PR AR B T ATl end WA BRI
V‘ﬁ%?’ﬁ@%%ﬁ%ﬁ@%?iﬁ%fg Boig 313 i

4 e AR ] A o Bechara ¥ 4 (1996; 1997a) i *

Bz e i » 1t

(TIowa Gambling Task, IGT ) & #F 7 gt - 372 » BH:E
i 5s iR Hp 4 % & & (anticipatory SCRs, aSCR ) » @ aSCR S ¥ 7 [F 8 M 14 £
TWAE AL T 5 F 4T

FEBMEREF R PR Rk Mo BT A

= »

FT‘IFI
fd 5 o
BEFERREFIAA R Y BHEIRAEREST G 7

i s g
FRMEEHEEES BAEATR 0 &R Tp Ak s

4 oRE B RS LR e TP R TS - S

v 5 i&ﬁ/zéﬁﬁ/ ﬁ?
o Ae L LA e

WA GG R A T e

AR E LR E s ST
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B4 g (salience network, SN) e A #7 pP R R L F b s iR
Flr a2z By - EF R L2 77 wded L F (anterior cingulate cortex,
ACC) ~ i *g § & (anterior insula cortex, AIC ) ~ * | % $f &£ & i (ventrolateral
prefrontal cortex, VIPFC) ¥ #9% > f § @RI fljp L E WSS g (default
mode network, DMN ) £ ¢ & 3 {7 %52 (central executive network, CEN) z_ & *»
He o P F) b A pE ¢ dr 4] DMN enjE ds ¥ 3% 2 2% CEN i 7 p 3w
dgEd o PR ERY B AICe RF S AL HET AP ETEL P%F (Craig,
2009; Critchley et al., 2004 ) » AIC sz d jk ji 7 TAcp g F G BlenpEF £ 4
(Zakietal,2012) > » s FgRIp g ¥ i B L E (Wangetal, 2019) -

SN s st¥ > BE¥F ¥ ¢ (salientevent) 313 2 LRI EL € 356 ¥ kol r & RIS
By A G Ed T A g (bottom-up) K& I AIC &2 ACC > AIC &4 %7
PR R % (s kxds CEN I drd |8 F {lgcenp & it & > * %ﬁ?’ fe ACC et 5y (£

£ (functional coupling) #3155 -if i@ T # (% % 5L (motor system ) 112 47 {7
% (Menon & Uddin, 2010; Sridharan et al., 2008 ) - F]* SN v EF M B £ v
et g s Fraplp vt 8y Moo

WY FRACEER € 518 2 WALt > &4 Kobayashi % 4

(2007) #RBREF ¥4 5 P (Stroop Color and Word Test) FF - & ¥F &,
LArEEd B - cippd FWRA L KT K (SCRs) MEFR WL Lo - kb
Fd F3 o ¥ DeNeys (2010) ~ 2 R BREE (7= B BT > 5 348
BRABRDEIFAEAL DFTF REF 3 REST LA - RDILP o Ftudr
e el ,lef THE LRGSR LESL s e ¢ FHTRREFEHERIIF2Z 4T
AEHLNT g o q*mpru cR RN REHMPN ANELOBRET {5 F RPN
TER B M AERORELF BT R A R a P REITE BRG]
PR ELa 4 B RO HE X e o i 1T R gk R WA

15
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Lo S REHD R AR R LT T RBSY D 4R

=\
gt
o+
i
-
=
|
gl
= »

TS I S TE ST A

S PRBEERIZ R G HE A BROBELDE

BREDERT 5 ARAPEEFRY PR EARE S RN E - &
Rep REFZ - ZERPIERRY F FARTTELR ¥ Lap T E
R e o it E o B o pf cip| 8 FIE 2R s gk ir S
M b AL R L (Breneretal, 1993 )¢ ¥ L2 prEERIITEF = 1o
B¢ % 317 % (heartbeat discrimination task, HBD ) £7.< gt i g /¥ ¥ (heartbeat
tracking task, HBT ) o & 4 & FoX 3 21477 & flje (Dldofkcnit &%) L3
2 p e e pedp i (Brener & Kluvitse, 1988) 5 @ {6 4 % o s dic v %
(heartbeat counting task ) » B ¢ & F ;é"ﬁ h- B EOPEFERREPN TP B
A & e B (Schandry, 1981) 0 & §_7 %rendidg k3t #icp & o B (Richter &
Ibanez, 2021 ) -
Garfinkel £ Critchley (2013) #-p R E %A 2= B A=t : p R R EmAE
(Interoception Accuracy, IAc) ~ p g % & % (Interoception Sensability, IS) » 12 %
A B %A (Interoception Awareness, [Aw ) o P & ErE & ~ fiEp B ERRE A
(Interoception sensitivity ) » 4 B4 it Sy FE L HEP AR - W ¥ 1Ot R
BARE PN HGUELA A BLAETE F RIS R 2 B B IV S 4k Tl ¥ ARE (TR AY
N R 4 RehE iy - (Pinna & Edwards, 2020) © B L B2 BAHM LD &
AELAMEe BN AR I BAER (F L A8 HEN4 ) ¥ grup

PR S SRR 0 d e pt TR Y RIALE T B RGLUELRLD 2 ETS
16
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AMERE LRI AL 2R o PR BRI BHEE P ALY
¥R s K K % (meta-awareness ) > 7+ T BRI PN AL P EERE R o R
2B RAER A F P R ERASN R G SRR DL B FL R
LSBT R S B p R TR R BB R R BRI L v
Bo- RABR CPRTESFS BHE ) PR o B DL SRR @
PREEZARM: BHE) PP R EmA DT 2R > FRMOP B ERR

MEPHEF B ARG AR REERAD FHL G KRGS TE L B R

SOERITE PMAPREREEA L B RIFL PR ER BRI
EofaagppERELAe RS ARP AR 2 F2E £ (Multidimensional
Assessment of Interoceptive Awareness, MAIA; Mehling et al., 2012, 2018 ) ~ £ %8 4
2= ¥ % (Body Awareness Questionnaire, BAQ; Shields et al., 1989 ) ~ ¥ %8 v & %

( Body Perception Questionnaire, BPQ; Porges, 1993 ) % o ' =¥ ap chp g £
ZERACRITIN R HE - 4 (6l4e BAQ @RI BAEH P ¥ L E 1 2
ARG EFEAIL ) SRR RETEL? ZHWPERERLE SR T 3T
B~ AYEEE Y L6 » (Eggart 2 Valdes-Stauber, 2021) » F]pt it { = B
HRIIPRELHLE 2 2 FRHEAEFIFT RSN R EHP L
o

MAIA #-p g4 5~ B3+ & #2128 (noticing) ~ # & < (not-

vy

[

distracting) ~ 7 £+~ (not-worrying) ~ JL & # 3% & (attention regulation ) ~ {3 %
2 (emotional awareness ) ~ p # 3 & (self-regulation) ~ ¥ 4 E & (body
listening) ¥ 2 = (trust) = & AR | » BBl E BHETH 3 44IR ~ £FJR A ¥
BEHRELPER (SR An AL I grgean) T2 2w (6]
LM ALREE > A EEBAZAFE TSR ) BT AR A (B3

17
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N BTN FR 0 R E R v ) RIE BMEE X D2 SRR &
AR R EE et AR AT e i T R A B E e
BRIE B L AF P ME L e (GHE: §A0 o> Mg d
HERAER) TpABE ) o RALPE RS ERLL S ALV HE T
iﬁ*%a%n%%@ﬁﬁ@(w%:ﬁvuﬁmaiéﬁ%%ﬁ#@%rﬁﬁ
TE v RAEBHEZINLHE Tiofafk b2 B amicai 4 (H3g: § 2
RIF > AR L3 L ) N VMR, » RAPE BRI &HFER
LR Rk % (insight) e (B3 §F AR FELERER > N g E R

AR £ ) a TiE, »ARERERHE T CRALER I w2

i
[e=2

RS (R AEFp e chEME BT 2 3 )o Tl F 5 BiEdE L

=l

LEEe ~ I PMERIASRE D U2 FEWPREDERE > Fiir
THPREERELTRIEG @ o

PR OPREET R EHGABERT FF OB v o & Garfinkel &
Critchley (2013) B~ M2 pRgE=BEk =" > P R EErR S £ B0 R
PR 4 Bt el m v 2 it RAARR F BTG P ERE R 2

AR Rfrd F LAy o Ra 2 T Ay F R R T B R R

g

-

CE e FHBAPNRBENTF o bl B R E SR 2 Ho gt |

= »

AP AR 2 H 48 (Desmedtetal,2020) * P RFBMAET i § X B

e :FP #c (Body Mass Index, BMI; Robinson et al., 2021; Murphy et al., 2018 ) = &

J& M (Pollatos et al., 2009; Van der Does et al., 2000 ) #2558 » F]t B % 3] 2. o g
HELEA - T A 2FRHE AL RIE Ry Rl 7§ 7 i £ BT

BOE AL il o BN AR SR AR H 2 A el PR B

W

EEL R BHMIN Al ) AR LR > AT ¥
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Y

AL IRAR & T HPMR %j;pumfr_,% B A SHERIR R R G
HAGIRR L AR E S TN L RRHE A BEEET A AR o bl
AR P AREAHIHE X PORE it R RV HE £ F ks i R E]
RAERE S F M e RHGABEDIREE e T AR R EERAEApT T f A

BE L PRRELBHASEL AL R FTEREOES 0 AA T AR

GRS e R A MR F BT R PE T ARG S HES R

BT > BRGRIIIZP A2 ERL KRS kg FREERE > ARG T
R F PG AR RE FMEER R TP ORGSR F LRy o @
Tz AR AR R I RALEF I TP » AE ET

A
for WA g X T | L8 en7 PR & B RE2 3 R T e T g FL VR

A TR ARG R - RE UIERF LS o
PEEERADEAHD &P LR A hE R BT @

IR BB 4 o G RREIT R L AR RE R @ PIRUELA 2 R P FREL

5 AT R o F BRI SO 4 B0 T g R BB R

T o

gE Fi’f’\?ﬁ.f]’

R LR PG RHKRG A RFAROBMLEFG 0 B LR M
L2 gnAricd BILBLL e (R SR LER R MR R
A2 e L 2o oA B ER A BENF]F o ok F BTy (blde t Evans et
al., 1983; Revlinetal., 1980) » A3z % = Eh (T ¥ k=R B2 & 4 HFaR

—»p:u

%P HHEREE - REFOIREFLE o fvd #8077 7 i (54e
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Brisson et al., 2014; de Chantal et al., 2020) » s #-¢ 3 = B @ (T ¥ ¥ & hHAL
e 3 2hBEHAUDTERFREALAR - F2 AT JhFRAFREY > &

e

H el

i

WP G (AE%V RH) PP ARSI RBELRRITE (3% F
= %8) 48 p X (&]4c @ Evans et al., 1983; Stupple et al., 2011) » & F|¥ it £.7 3
S a3 3 FE 2% (confirmationbias) > @ BRI MwiF L HEL B L ©

iz & e P (Nickerson, 1998 ) » F]pt i 2 A 2 7 gt o @ B Ew JBG &
EARF PP YT AR FIMF T BRI P ER TR O 0 EF
#% o Thompson (2011) ~ 3 B A4EX HEPF € 7 #8 2 FOR » 4B 35 it pF A

F $FOR » Flpt 2 7 17 4L F % TV R B EE G 2 § TR

FIFOR » &7 BUEA T L 4 o B R AT i 715 (EBRE 4 2 F hi 3

L
=%

Mo ATRE A A IR L av B PR AR R 1 IRIAR B 20 SRR TS gk o F]p A
IERRF BT A R AR RS

A2 @ oz AP 4% 3 9w 3 (Torrens et al., 1999; Trippas et
al., 2015; West et al., 2008 ) & A #rfhenf S 3 2 »7i@ * 2 487 (a&23p~
2019-2022) > FPEE R Y hF R 0 D EHEADLE L LR RER
HPPRB AL AT T BBEAEA N T RRAMNE AL S [y

WMo (1&E2 2FEF)TF L4, (384 FfE) 12 Tk, (52

(I)FA‘FK‘{BcC‘%’K% {Bcc%m LA (F%haE)
(2)TAEB-C33 LA-C#2 LB | (R*%HhE)

(3)FA#2 £ B JL CEB- § &£ CELA | (F %)

(4)TA#3 LB F £ CLB-F £ ALC: , (&ochiE)

(5)T4c% A>3 & Bedok Co AL A4k Co B2 LB | (}2%h#E)
(6) T4c% A+ B3 £ Bodrk Br PR Codek A B3 £.Co | (E%THE)
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hinirii 4 P AE Y ZRRE TR RS (AIREY Gnag i
AT AP B AES ) (75 BB 4 eh o N A B G e

WIEITE 2 (2R RTA 4 o d 02§ MR R A B L BT

_—

TOEIRTA - IR0 ARfRAR RE A A ff”%rﬂm‘ﬂp‘ Az Bth#Et o T 2L B B
B G JaI g 4 g%ﬁd Bz FRExicdoy 4 APEE 4L BESE
( Torrens et al., 1999 ) » 3 & ﬁ, foFFE R JET0 Y % = EATER &—‘ﬁ? i ﬁ i BRI

g %;tg’*m@uii%%?%@ﬁiﬁok%ﬁéﬁﬁ’@ﬁﬁ4%ﬁ

5 R BIEE K > Flpt o R T BER G A FER 0 B i B A
xE‘-f’rt ’T‘d ‘:u“l'% j\mﬁ' 'ﬁj;}@ ’ 'é L2 P“g’;féﬁ;i'n]'&ﬁ—ﬁ?ﬁi)iﬁ{

Joo 1 iFeRA R HRFTEL CLARFBRLIEFT VE® D2 (blde i de
Chantal et al., 2020; Robison & Unsworth, 2017) » #-12 3% i} & ¥ % (operational
span task, OSPAN) ¢ chi RApihiT5 4 - fp B @ el iv < 5 DR E Ay 3
Fadad b o TR MERIE R T TGS RSLE a4 0 F Ak PR
B R TENOREFRRARS A it i 4 o ML M B3R
AR R (TS R A S TFH RN S BB AL T EFEF SR -
AR A e R EEY BT EY S BRI (PRETERAS

EELRAE) 2 g pPEREEL (FRAP BEXEELEL) ~ B R
e d W TR

AR IR RIEA A B 1 AT o SR AriE > AFEHBIEN 4 1 FERA R
T f e SRR BT & RFARR o (LR R 0T 5 fob o T R AR e 484
B2~ o p e TERIB R E A BEAR o R LD A TR A2 A 4
(BB 4 21 FeRA R ) §6 L RBFDRE 7 W b o 47 L f iR ad 3

,ﬁ%ﬁ,ﬁ% R G AETRMIEAE > 5 7 Hbﬁﬁ’ﬁ’ﬁg‘\} F PR G ER RN

.@lv

Jﬁﬁﬁ£%%ﬁ%%ﬁwﬁ4%ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁgimﬂgga%gorﬂ,m@
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i BRERDFELpEL - 2 T f o BRI BHOL L RFER - &L
GBEG A 1 FERARHCARFDREL Ty A ke e p R AELR
FoPREERAFFFSEGRINFC LR QIEGHFRA L 2 3 B A ke F
Lbdped iy o Pl E Y op B R (PR T ERE S PEET R
B) MEAPREEASATAL ) w RREY N L » I ERIBIOT LRFER - B
REERAFEF A § LIS TBS LRI F 22 mpes T f > Fla B2 1A
FERIATEER KB F LI Pl MR REFRENTAADS  w RS
B EALFREFFREDTRE ) 2R TR PR f e FRIBHOT L R
B o

Tﬁ] 1
B4 % f?% 2§

P:\.}Ir' m 1\ ]PEI I?'

"
= »
o

'
v

\ \ A ik
1 iFBA A

\ 4

N R R
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1y
el

4
W

AFHVTR LA EFARIRINGT L FOIN gL 2 a4 o HY
27 ¢ 5 T4 (29.7%) > o F &84 5 18 2 28 0 $4 % T 352085 f (SD=
224 F)o mEE ﬁqﬁg;e—-ﬂ'z?uzé%ﬁ%fr; 400 2 FFEN o AR ERE SHLE

A7 B¢ o uEE (NTU-REC 202303HS027) -

=
1y
i
b
il
h
A
\\%
B
A

KELHRRE R RY BB LR R 0 2 1 vRA R - RR
Fie PR ELBELBFRNE A BIRPREL R o BRI L S

2R E N SR T RS - KA AES LR -

FEEEFEHEBUER O SREF LA o - ARHRAEF R L
T Mg mEReFL TR RTE R REe R 8 RRETE ¥

SARG R RS RREEERN S SRR BR S e

- Biarird s LB AFTEM o5 X F%E Y60 A4 BEL G120 A

fg_o
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FZE RlRAFHRTE

F AP RRECRKSIEAEP R X T RE 4 (the Chinese version of
Multidimensional Assessment of Interoceptive Awareness, version 2,

MAIA-2C)

PER RS ARN AR EEREA LY LR Rp R LR =R A
P2 R Mehling & 4 (2012) %Bdlans xRN AR XK RE 2
( Multidimensional Assessment of Interoceptive Awareness, version 2, MAIA-2) » H
pR- REE R (Cronbach’sa) % 0.822 & F & &2 p 30— RILE R R
0.656 = 0.838 (Tengetal.,,2022) } & % 5> BZ 5 ;Y E 4 » X 3748 - %18 "F’i‘
B hp ¥AEg% ke Es (10, RAK K4t 15 A48 4
e dABEALGABIw ROELS > LRG0 R A FEFOP AR X ERAR
AXF o AN BF e R EH GIE AT L
1. /23 (noticing)» £ B F| 4 4R ~ &FIRA P M R K > blde s T AR 5 E

2 AL etz g {;—-}li £

2. # & (not-distracting ) » M3t % 3 LA P 2 B X P HE BB R &7 IR
B AL LR AR bl TR ERLE PR (F
AL )

3. # ¥ (not-worrying) > M3t 3 2 E o p e BRI RYR G N A PR T

TR FE SRR TR bl T AR ISR A g T
24
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SRR (F e AR

4. ;1% 4 B & (attentionregulation) > st /13 4 BAF AL HE F
doo TAG RIS KLY B PR £

5. 4% % (emotional awareness ) » it 53 F Z 3| & MR ¥ foli 558k 2 FF oo
%1 » G4 > T 344 frl;l B?E/ P HE-deasgiv

6. B #: & (self-regulation) » i iE#1 F 4 I R LR 2 k3B & FiE
i o blde s TE AR DA B gz o AT e pow BT AR A

7. £ a8 (body listening ) > iR R L REILEFTF R 4o T A E R IR
2 AR AR

8. fix (trust) > RXF|p e P MEL 2 EFT I b4 TAFEp &

PRGEEE R S

o~ ¥ 2 gt K& 4 (the Chinese version of Need for Cognition

Scale)

o g A A wplEinwd R 4 o 7 2 EmiFp Cacioppo % 4
(1984) Bl annseg £8 £ - ~ 45248 &~ (Need for Cognition Scale, NFC ) »
Fre— B2 g 5 R 5.80 MR- R Z AR (Cronbach’sa) .87 (3 & ¥ >
1994) 24 52 B 5 R4 0 KX I8M - FEF R A 2 hp ¥ 2B R
Rit T ALR AE B AR P nske R (T0, RAZF A B L 05, May
BE) BmAL 0T 904 o B A ABARE 0 N4 ﬁﬁéﬁm;,afr FAxg > HA
T T AR o LR GIATACT A RE B SR 7 B Bl B
AL
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% ~ 3 TR B (¥4 (Operation Span Task, OSPAN)

PeieR R FELY 2R R I GrEiRil 4 niFE o AR Y R AR Jen

27 Lien (2010) 2 P"o%:Q.%E?—'F,'Z&ME;?:@B%Fnzﬁm4’lﬁmﬂ?%+;ﬁ( L& D

a

e
:‘
"
—
F.
‘HCF
e
5
k-
(=
o
-

FE e p Y o X EDS

E]

ﬁwﬁiwmﬂﬁﬁiﬁiiao?ﬁ%ﬁ{f—ﬁ?ﬁ%lkﬁﬁﬁ%i?%
fedt > dopt F RiB(T o F A GBI - BEFL - A AT BT RRER
FRI IR T ¥ ddg7 o ?}ﬁ?—‘ﬁ}ﬁ%?;;@.fﬁj;gzﬁjgmﬁﬁq%ﬂﬁ o
oA ZTRIEBER o

W RREFENSE (¢ BRI BEE) AL BIE - 5 BIRA
3M % 1881 BEZF - FHEF AR - BEFY pmAEE S 22T
D oEw IR wRIGEE ROEF R E R s L A w R ke
FoAE¢ g ERE LM RO E R PR L SR RIEED o &
Py el Riptha 2 5 0 B0ty R EeRadip P o PrE NS

REFES = 5% > DBz B AR FliTTS .

£ -~ wpritdicit ¥ (Heartbeat counting task )
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g F L enadp X gk L § RE (ChoiceMMed = 7 2 ) > JE R E %22

Hee ke BIEERRLT 0 SH I ABAPRARLBFER BT KL
BRI ERFA IR IR PE R L5350 MY LR B TRLT XL
= F

3]

FRBEREF AT E BF E R SR g%ﬂiﬁﬁlé JNE J R R S
P ielice - I %ﬁf'ﬁ’ﬁ%"i‘“iﬁﬂ B e 22+ 0 3] 100 p
B 100 & 5 8 Halg

PR R AR s 0 R R R DT
ki —fé% e cripE

RO A W 5 2530354045504 0 &

BOIE R S8t R g AR 4 P Z B 7 o 241 ik iy Desmedt ¥ 4
ERE LA A &R

(2018) ehiais > 477 S8 % LB BoC BPF L f 2 R T

NN 0',—“:;\'?},

<

B e FrandrB R AL U FER] o
TR AFE %4 A Meessen & 4 (2016) @& * 2 PR R BRER 4y Rt
EXEZFRpHRIE 2 (CRESQ) - PREXE

Bogx (At Mz
& P\ f)—;'ﬁj’*fﬁ ﬁﬁ «’J’}‘J’ﬁi

FER AR > R A ARG HBEEIED P2 p

B X

GEHEFEE e RAP R T L FARpIRARL AP ETEREAE G oK L

BEAR S S g fOLER > PR R R BRARARS > AP BT AL

AR P i BARL ARG L R AU R F LA

1 EFoprlc— fIFEept
ﬂ%“i’-’ﬁf/z‘——xE(l—l il ﬁ) (1)
E 7B
2
S(A B LR X100 — £ 2R
PEEERE =—ln( (ng xrs - ) ) )
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L~z RK#%H#EiT¥E (Syllogism task)

W

ZEHGBETEIY R R G A Wit E o 51 (¥ 12 Psychopy 3.1.5 %42

;% (Peirceetal,,2019) % B - = BRBmETERE G 30 B = RBmzEA); 38 p
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B #EF{‘EP rEwmA TG s EmAEITRRERY B HHmAEITE Bm A T
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\
%
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HowmEbF A Mokt TR 2 TENYAVE | FR A
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Bh hit R F R R L DT L RFIIER o ATLERY SR AR
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\\\?{r

FAEPFen A A TSR0 A Echikdy > 7m i

IA) P AR FEFOT RRAT R SR SWATE GGRA]

x‘\
\\\?{r

I ) PRI 0 g AESEFITR BARE AR SRS
SRR G - E - (GEAENI ) AR > T R LB F G LR R

BBt E R p s b BATL AR T AR AR o F s g el
BT A MRS — AT 0 RIS IALIR G A R RS R B r
B A AT st o

ARG RY Dz BREAED 53 p A REL TR Y 2R (R o

2019-2022) > $H3p e UM R T 2 TP FE R o AL R E K26 480
ZRwmAE RS S RGN (F e RTRR L) FR S
%?lm‘°ﬂ%ﬂ%“fﬁiiﬁﬂthﬁﬁ@*WWOmﬁﬁﬁﬁu»’ﬁ%
S FFHREP EHE S A A S H RS IE R L RFE - FT OEHEREA) N

T (1) FAAF’K%LB ° C‘F"’W» £ B- CT;”Wr A 1 (2) '—AT;K%LB o CT;”Wr i
A-C¥3EBe ;(3)TA$2 E£B-F L CAB-F#CLA (4 A
?EBej 2 CEBeFL AECe | ¥ 257 %P Torrens % ¢ (1999)
ik o AT S A 2 N BIEREAN 1(5) Tdek A0 R A B 4ok Co BIE
Acdrk Co B2 EBe 12 (6) 4% A> B3 EBo4rk B B E . Co 4%
A> P72 E Co | P BERFE N hd BM 5 7 2hE > BB £HE -
TR AHENN T RBAENERA S T A (1822 2fEF) T2
W34 BHEF) UE Tekd (S 260 FEER ) 7 W3 EL § ik
By R iR* - fEmEA) ;Y (54 Stanovich & West, 2008; Torrens et al., 1999 ) »
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AFELEY A RREYSLL PRF AF L 25 RBYE S A DR

AT I AR G A R

AR RSB AFER AT S RFEB LB ERTERDMAS
R o ﬁéﬁ”}ﬁ?ﬁ?zi?ﬁ%‘r; S0 AR o ERIARE I N R %Y RS IF R
BAFTRSRBEAR > T3S ARV 9 0 BN 2 R TP

LR rINFHRATLEATLALD o 97F AP TR L FARE
dedin Tl o AR Y 2R L RFRiR ST 82 B LR
¥ ARGE 0 3 E - RAfe#FR AN FE ¥ enZ @ (Stanovich & West, 2008;
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PESTHG AR TR AV R 2 PRS- Erx T TP 2
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I
s
<4ir
N

o8 TR

A G R M j%f?‘ %] (multiple linear regression model ) 7 #& 2% % ¢
RIRIBHE L RFApIFOB L oot s A A 5 - FERSFR LS
¥ B e i F P (both-direction stepwise regression ) k5% £ i jF HE
3o gy MR G e e B LA RS B A BTG AT T o B iR i fF BN
F&wwiEH 2 (forward selection procedure ) ¥2 & w8 75 ;% (backward
elimination procedure ) » % —‘ﬁ AR T RRAB A P HEREERER S 5
R BHY " E D JfEfd 4 o) Rl FlR B BHREFZT L] G ok
FOEHATF A SH W RS PR R R HERRA L R
(Henderson & Denison, 1989 ) o

F e r BREML DA AT gl 0 g AR~ AT R o
it pF AR RR R Y LR AELTREF o FRIRAR e 7 BWBEL S
1 iFBA R R R R R felBdBa 4 (2 o1 (FRRBA
B) ehe 3 iv% 0 ~ 5 -HEFREFLPRELRAL L P B LR fofodiii
A (MR e (FfgR R ) T TR IE o odEhiriE > @R T (AR PR
D EER ERIAR M 2 FRRI F]F ik o TR IR R OTRLAT & IR R R

A

B e o R LW L Z AR A
PRR R LR AP R
0 A 47 @ % R #08 (R core team, 2013 ) & {7 » AP HA i & @ #
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interactions & *i& {7 53 0 Bl & @& * gjPlot ~ ggplot2 & & i* ® 1% o
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% 2
CEHETE LA TEARER
ALK kiR BHVER Tivimdy  TioF @R

- R &% Y3t 0.90 (0.16) 10.14 (11.48)
F % G 0.94 (0.09) 8.26 (5.00)

g iy % AR 0.52 (0.29) 12.26 (10.91)
4 % 3V 0.70 (0.29) 10.61 (7.41)

1 % AL &% ¢ 0.38 (0.33) 12.93 (10.95)
4 % ¢ 0.89 (0.19) 10.00 (8.30)

ISP E SRR L o F BRFERFEEH o N=91 o

el Y o fE Y et - RAHT BT AT (0920 SD=0.94) 1t
F FRALAT a0 EF (0.61 0 SD=025) & > #(180)=11.11 > p=.028 @ %2
¥t RALNT IR R (924) 0 SD=7.284)) frirR AL T 305

(1143 § » SD=8.88 #)) chi B A ¥ > #(180)=-1.85 » p=.065 o #* =

it

R ZERGEDERT DR SR UF LS FHWmECR AL S B R
RS » 23 2 A hEsceenis to ¥ ¢ o 4ok Stupple % ¢ (2011) #4gi] -

Tdih ki % 2 P3EP B AES (0525 SD=029) v Tt sel ik

-

PV ehiEp 2 AaS (0.70 0 SD=0.29) B % 5 #(180)=-4.187 » p<.001 o £ 12
- RAfeERILAD mF LB ¥ LS L R MR QDR FRE (040
SD=031) ¥ % % >} »cALHih 4% (0.24 > SD=0.31) > ((180)=3.50 > p
<001 B EAAAED L2 5515 A BEAs o FI T 6 A58 d & eAT

HEE KRG A BRI & ik T -
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AR SR

23EMEFELAR 2 T30 ficdr L (T X2 4pM - = BhHE T E97H 410
2t KB TR BT EEFLAAM (r=0260,p=.013)c i&- #4547 » HF R
FREI I AL TeRARTEF LMY (r=0238,p=.023) » {rilili 4
(#0 %452 2 ) FHFE M (r=0418,p<.001)> - RIEL G HiZie
PAvicd dp AR M o RS ST BRI H FERARAEE A7 5 A
LR ALBERERH FRBE AR A BRI 2T REFIPH (r=
0.215,p=.041) -

Fobo wptplITEREL PR LT FRCEEL S ERFERF AN (r
=0.200,p=.058)~ fr1 T HmAE AR EREFL M (r=0237,p=.024) &7
RREFFRTE - wehinimid o R prdprLp B2 AR FEmAE 25D
faiari 4 R FARM o

GpmPARE LR THEER  »ARAfZEhETE 2 mS 3 HF
FARM (r=-0235,p=.025)>m TiaR ~Tagsas, @2 THEYR, =9 &
Wig- HfrtrR S5 BEF AN CLL 1r=-0271,p=.009 > ;L& 4
& 1 r=-0219,p=.037 » FEL R r=-0253,p=.016) 12} %% &SN

EERFToIphd 7 0 F M@ o sy ot vh s pRpELEL2 2w
BepREEmEMZEREFAM S EEEF (r=0.03~0.19, ps <.064) > &

TEMRPREEABZEZ 0 p AT PR L EREASEERT P o
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%3

2 v ¥ A2 Tras el L LI 2 dp M

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
l. = Bh#EDr s -
2. - RE FE S 0.35%*x* .
3. WFRAEL FE D 0.91**%* 0.06 -
4. BiEa 4 0.64%** 0.06 0.42%*%* -
5.3 R -0.04 0.01 -0.00 -0.14 -
6. 1 T hmA B 0.26* 0.04 0.24* 0.22*  0.01 -
7.0 EAR -0.10 -0.06 -0.14 0.07 -0.09 -0.03 -
8. PRERXLZA 0.16 -0.07 0.15 020+ -0.14 0.24%* -0.01 -
9. MAIA i3 -0.18+ 0.10 -0.27%* 0.00 -0.04 0.08 0.15 0.19+
10. MAIA_ % A 0.18+ 0.07 0.18+ 0.08 -0.09 0.03 0.19+ -0.05
11. MAIA 7 # < -0.14 0.01 -0.18+ -0.00 0.16 -0.11 0.14 -0.19+
12. MAIA 13 4 3 & -0.21+ -0.07 -0.22% -0.06 -0.09 0.01 0.11 0.12
13. MAIA %% % -0.24* -0.02 -0.25% -0.12 -0.03 0.14 0.03 0.15
14. MAIA_p 334 & -0.09 -0.04 -0.08 -0.07 -0.07 0.01 0.05 0.15
15. MAIA £ §8 M e -0.13 -0.08 -0.13 -0.03 -0.08 0.00 0.03 0.15
16. MAIA % ix -0.09 -0.05 -0.06 -0.09 0.06 0.11 0.03 0.09
Rk 0.74 0.92 0.61 0.63 44.77 4.40 0.70 -6.03
% % (SD) 0.13 0.10 0.25 0.20 5.97 1.05 0.20 1.28

it p<l;*p<.05;**p<.01;**p< 00l.N=91.MAIA 2 s » Ep RELREL -
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%3

2 r¥ ARz Tiohdker L A2 A ()
9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
l. 2 B iTEr s
2. - KA AEF
3. FRAEE AL
4. BiEi 4
5. ATE &
6. 1 ¥ HBA R
PR A L
8. PREELER
9. MAIA i, -
10. MAIA_ % 4w 0.02 -
11. MAIA % -0.06 -0.17 -
12.MAIA i g+ & & 0.61***  .0.00 0.12 -
13. MAIA 3% % 0.60%***  -0.02 0.07 0.69%** -
14. MAIA_p #3 & 0.45%%*%  _0.08 0.17 0.67%** 0.54%%* -
15. MAIA ¥ %8 V8 ¢ 0.5] %% 0.02 -0.06 0.66%** 0.63%** 0.53%%* -
16. MAIA % iz 0.49%**  .0.01 -0.04 0.48%%* 0.45%%* 0.49%* 0.47%%%* -
e S 3.43 1.74 1.68 2.71 3.19 2.66 2.55 3.15
2% % (SD) 0.77 0.83 0.71 0.79 0.89 0.93 0.96 0.98
o4 p<l;*p<.05**p<.01;***p<.00l.N=91.MAIA 2 5+ BEp R L BT 4 -
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P8 PEBHCLARFRROERLHE P RFLIT

RIE T i FRCA W A % R PR F13 (Variance Inflation
Factor, VIF ) ™ Sk 3F P77 5 et W o

4ok 497 0 AR LIERIRIE L VIF B9 £33 10 Bor LIERIRART
FTEREFEAM S A LA B ZRRRARI B > £ FIAAM LB

B i R R TR A2 R

% 4
¥ Fp P78 2. % R #Y R F]5 (VIF)
——— %R BOUIE TS R %R BOUIE TS

(VIF) (VIF)

BiEq 1.171 MAIA 7 3w 1.303

g R 1.219 MAIA 1% 4 # & 3.413

1 FBA R 1.198 MAIA 4 % 2.729

R A 1.328 MAIA § 3 & 2.091

PR KRR 1.400 MAIA ¥ 48 5 2.186

MAIA i3 2.083 MAIA iz 1.679

MAIA_ # A w 1.162

M CMAIA G p P REXEZEL - N=9L

§ RO & it L S A

T

SN T .

ETIAS

BEA Y 2 e RGRIRON Bt ALEFE R

i)

i fEATE B A R R MR B A S BRI ARG A

Wi RRAZAFAME R FAS L FRRAL AR R

R o EFBFROPRETBZANKEF L »IRRIA T & BIFALR > B=-
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0.261 » 1=-2.636 > p=.009 - T B RE AP & R F LD FESF 2102
Bf-RE (FTREEERRGEF ) AEL (iR G AR PoRR
4%455( s FIp A ek ﬁ /|

ps pRpPREERFL TRE ) e ROEATREY | v FREELR
AR B=-0262 1=-23525 p=021 - 3B A% R4 BRI M0 G

piz LR AEEFLMEED e BRI HREIETL T LB Fafe

y
Tl

B BIEM o WL Rk ] o
b AP RERFL TARL v ROEALA > RHEFL » I RE AL
BAMAZA > B=04301=3797 p<.00l - ixB %R & BHA LR LR

S P PR AR S AR PPRR G TR A BTk

g o
%5
EI R N D i s S R R l“*ﬁ]él.‘*ﬁfﬁfk’“liﬁiﬁ

ﬂ PR & T ip iR
TR PR W §F R d(B) AR t p-value  sig.
(#3E) <.001 0.097 0.000  1.000
MAIA 1 &, 0.430 0.113 3.797  0.000  F**
MAIA % = -0.262 0.112 -2.352  0.021 *
VR RERL B -0.261 0.099 -2.636  0.009 *x
LE % (RY) 0.180
% g (F?) 0.220
power B 0.969
F & (3,87 6.369
#-A] p-value <0.001

ASig A EFREE CN=91L.MAIA i p P RELREL -
+p<.1;%p < .05; ¥*p < 01, *¥*p < 001.

ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%’m®§§%§~ém9@§§$irﬁgj

AR ) » ARFSIEREAY PR hdpth o & 6 R ETILT & HhiF
P RREHFEEEA R FAo TR RER o g A SRR ERESUN 1P
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F)o W ABEL v RE AR A B > B=-0246 > 1=-2334 > p=.022

ERHEEMAGEL S U E 0 LR BHRENY R LERLT Y
Tt &R Tt R - RO FEF LB ] o
% 6
EAAG & R iRl Rt &ﬁl@@
EATALG & hEp iR

U pF d(B)  REE t p-value  sig.
(# §E) 0.025 0.102 0247  0.805
BB 4 -0.246 0.105 2334 0.022 *
1 iR B -0.095 0.107 -0.888  0.377
g L -0.120 0.105 -1.135  0.260
MR FER -0.186 0.108 -1.724  0.089 +
MAIA 13 0.436 0.117 3.724  0.000 ¥
MAIA # i -0.232 0.116 -2.004  0.049 *
B 4 x TR R 0.022 0.106 0212  0.833
1B R x A K -0.121 0.125 -0.969  0.335
B x pPREEER 0.024 0.126 0.192  0.848
BiEN 4 x MAIA i1 R, -0.149 0.148 -1.008  0.317
BIEG 4 xMAIA i 0.059 0.129 0.455  0.650
1 iR B x MAIA /iR -0.187 0.141 -1.330  0.188
1 iFfBA B x MAIA = 0.176 0.136 1294  0.199
1iFRAERE x PREERAR -0.109 0.124 -0.876  0.384
A% _th#c (R?) 0.301
»c % £ (F?) 0.431
power & 0.985
F & (14, 76) 2.338
#-3] p-value 0.009

olsig AR FM PR o N=91. MAIA 5 p i B & 8§ B
+ p <.1; *p <.05; ¥*p < .01, ***p <.001.

_‘El,k ’ F\

R RN EE

-0.186 > t=-1.724 > p=.089 - sz B G % B ¥p ¢ P R

HESE
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BRA-RE (mTPERERRAEF ) BETH XX § AP EORA
4 H] P o

b pRprREER2 TRE | » B s m N FE » ipplE ek
£k > B=-0232>1=-2004>p=049 - iz RHERLpTHRG IR L
ZEHES > GREFSMARA 2 RIRENFE o RS L4p P
i 3 ﬁqggfgs@ e TR A BT R ,ﬁ o)

Bt FRAIF o PRPREETRL AL v RDEL > F A AEF

=
9

AR E AL A AR 0 B=0.436 > 1=3.724 > p<.001 > &5 p =4 it

XL ERFORR PR TTE L RF

Er
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e
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fot.

e
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e
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Pk 4 o AR A ot R T BT R AR R L3

RORALT & T3 12 S G RCR % HE 2 6 0 &

F:\.}Ir'fﬁ) Fge K

~
~
~
I SO
I ~
- ~
g 0046
PR » | A BERE
1iEEBARE |---—" A\ - —“—
Fr==—=== -\———-\ ___________
mE AT

MAIA_ii %,

MAIA 7 =

MREERER

TMAIA S pmp R EEREL - RARE T IR

o+ p <.l; *p <.05; ¥*p <.01; ¥**p < .001.
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oo g fMws AFIEDH P B FIEF 5 QLob s 1 il AT

f ok o

A BBEN S PRI G ARFIREET T A RFIFARE?

L BRWHmEITEY > WFRE S p PG AERERAE 2 Ty ATEER LA
FRAAL XTI BER > g2 A2 BIEE K EoRrIR%RFRI 2
BFRF ARG gFL S F 2 FHMEEN 4 MBEE TR P RT R
BB RGE TR U B ALBIE FenfrR sy LR SIF L o F AN H P
FABEL 4 ¥ b pe W\ﬁ D LEER e B RT R B T A B BE iR
ﬁ CHARBARENEZ NS EXPABRARFFRE c BB 4 P %
WLy Sdpth o TS <3005 0 S AP F BE » &k SL A e

B AR K A E AL E ¢ o AT T35 S L 0.61 (SD=
0.25) > e RAL 5 0.55 (SD=0.30) &rc— %425 089 (SD=0.15)° &it
W ORRER Y o R A2 T FES 5 0.95 (SD=0.12) F rciEFRAL S 0.78

(SD=0.25)> @ 3 »z— R3AL % 092 (SD=0.12) -

27 A GRS K 0 ROCIEE & RS R L R AT A
SEFL O PRRALIIREZZPRETRET - APERREFR TS |

LR R AL & hiEAER 0 B=-0.283 > r=-1.788 > p=.028 - iz B 5 % AT B

B 4 o Hp 2 pPREHS O AT E AR g - R0 R G

s PP REEEREL T2 A e RE TAARE v ROEAS S
AR FE b SRR TG &R (3 4w 1 B=-03511=-2916"p
=.005; p 23 & 1 B=-0301>7=-2215>p=.040) - & B &% % & F ByEA 4
FoATAF LML IR > AR SEESILY T IHME T
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K TR R HETE G A W PR i -

FRAEREREL TR » RO ERANFDL SR E LG A B
B> B=0469°1=3302>p=.002° xR %t i3 BELS o PFLELRER
FIf L2 DR R G AR PAMDRR 4P ATE LG

CA R

%7

FEHEL G H AR R R HE LR &R p R 3 R AU T
iF &

EATRER & i
whE e (B)  RME t p-value  sig.

(B IE) 0.000 0.119 0 1.000
MAIA /iR 0.469 0.142 3.302 0.002 o
MAIA_ 7 & -0.351 0.121 -2.916 0.005 *x
MAIA p 3 & -0.301 0.142 -2.115 0.040 *
‘BT RR -0.283 0.125 -2.265 0.028 *
A-T_thdc (R?) 0.336

% g (F?) 0.506

power & 0.984

Fi& (4,46) 5.824

#-74| p-value <0.001
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