BRBZZ TR RICHAERNGTHNZRET S0P EZOER

FRZE %k WX )T 0 RPERERY W=V 7 o 05ER Hdx

1LIFC&HIC

BIERIC L > CTH & Z SN2 SIS ECREN T 12 A0HMEoMBEIE, HRMRELFEL - T
BV (Howard et al., 2018), KEx ZMAIEHRARAKET « BA I TS (Kozyreva et al., 2022), {AEF#H
DOYERCBUE 1T 3T DIERIEH], oA & —x v b BICHBL L2 E RIS T B2 M5 7 7 27 b
T VBRI MBSO, o, T OGO R B Z ORGEERS RIS E D < B ENRET
HID,

LU, BIFHEERCT 28t omE e, BAR - S B HfEfRE ORI L2 IHWmHl o L =, 1F
RO IA VAT LA EEET LT T v b7 4 — LA BREOKRRA~OEMIIERE 72 K12 X > T, BIFHRD X
MERIZES AR TIE 5 Z L1ETE TV (Center for Security and Emerging Technology et al.,
2021; National Endowment for Democracy, 2017), ZAUZxf L C. AEREZZITE 2l AN ZF DR EL %
T KRB 2T 21D DUROIROEN - HRITIMA, & 572D RBIEHRIR OB LIEDK
HHNTWVWD,

AW TIL, ZDO XD BRI RIRERFT D 2720, ZHUCEBRT 2 A0®RMN A BiEd., BAEmIC
X, A EEREV L ASBEOFIEEELT D X 5 ICHIET 5 2 & 200 0 AIFROFS E LT, EHn
RIS L, 4 T A X —0EYME%E T9ET 5 (Endsley, 2018; Van Der Linden et al., 2023) sl L C,
AT RIRE0E 2 AT 5 DR 200 HIEr o F AMEIC S & L7254 (Pennycook, 2023b) I H Lz, AufF
ZeiE, AR BN 2 AR S TR A NI S L9 & 2K ®RICERm L7-HE Th o T
b, BEOHW A ET 2EREALNCTHZEEZHNET 5,

2 BEERZE

2-1 AIRBOE AR %K

1515 R OB N A F R IIAE & 72 A28 THERR S 4L T B 728 (Greifeneder et al., 2021; Kozyreva et al.,
2022; Roozenbeek et al., 2023). AF TlL Roozenbeek & DEN R 2 —IBfENT A DIHIZHE D 5 (Roozenbeek
etal., 2023), #5ICIAUT, HRIIRE < AT OND, F—IT, N2 DBIERICHEMT 212
HRICEIT 2N A EEEL7200 77— Thd, ZOREBIN (D7 F ) Thd, FRNH
HHRONBEO—ZHNCHEZ TEHEENRREEZR-ED | HFROGEE~OEREEOZV T 5, 1Fh»
2, BRI O YA FM T 2 AX V2 mD 5 HEHREBRER ) FE T 2 RR~OERE L&
DD ATAT ERIVT TV —HE Bdbd, F AT, [Ty Thd, V=¥ AT 47 (LR TSNS
EWVWY) THERZLALL D LT 5AIL, ZOBHROEEEICHEEEZNITLIEDY v VX —2RRTH
LOENRD DL, FHEAT TR T Thebb | [EAAMAERICHER L2k, ZOBREEE - 5TIET 2
KR THD, 7727 Moy ZIZTNTEEND, &EB, T3 Y XL I > TRHIFRO TR & ME
WICEESY T E2HOIFTCRRT D THEWNIXY 7 ) Thd,

DX D IThRA ORISR S v, —TEDONRDFRANCHEE S LTV D b DIFZ WA, FEERRYRRIL T
DHEBITABOBMEE SN TWD, o, TbZ2 AL IR BT 27200 BRN T 7 e —FZonT
OREINMEE L Z7 TV 5 (Center for Security and Emerging Technology et al., 2021),

2-2 MFIEEMHBFEZDA D =X LA

DR LA & X, B2 2 SUIRMER A BB LT, 2L L ToESLHREZ R KRILT 28 IR%E "right”
ToL, [ELW] TRWHDTHL ] [#YThHDH] &EZXHEMIERREZIET Haidt, 2001), HEE
DEEECIE, THRIERAEM S . Zhicd 2 b0 L LTI ERAH A AR END A =X LITD
WCRE ARG ST & 7o, FEDDRI T ZAHIET & IRl & b S hdv, RIIT K o TR W7 L
EBREZDHOTIER L WS 72 BTERREN &2 BT 5l A 5T,
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LB SN CEZFHATT A0, B ZERREHER CTH 5 (J. D. Greene, 2007; J. D. Greene et al.,
2008; J. Greene & Haidt, 2002), Z OHFGITOLEECME S0 E CIAS RSN TV EE Y AD*E
TNTHDL _HBREGREEALZbOTHD, “HBRER T, Fx OHWNIIZHriEES L& E
ENEEY S EE % D (Evans & Stanovich, 2013; Kahneman, 2012), ZATAYEE &%, & LR E2 T 5
REZEOEEREBE LT, —F, EENESZSIL, BRBROBIFICE W GRIRICE RS2 2A 1T 6
DTHD, Fl=HOHWOL ITEBHESIZE 2O THD, SIHIESIL. 29 L EEN 72 HE O
TERYR ANHE] S 2385 L, EBIREB I X2 Z2IME Lo, EERMRKZEX M3 EH2 -7, &
TRy ERRRIER TIL. TR EE N IR E AN A L RE e SIS S EBIRY RS 23 IE DA AT HI
Wr a2 {EdE3 2 ERET D,

HEMEN R OMRAEICIE, BEENY LN SN, ZOREE T A RN HE ST
WA ETER Y L iR 1T L DAERK S 72D — AN EZEHIZT % h o U —FHE (Christensen & Gomi la,
2012) <0, TOHifE, HlziE, Z< OmEENTT oY A NEERT 0 E 0 a2 Hl S 538 Biat ek &
De Neys, 2017) TH b, ZNOLOMETIILE L T, MEFEEEST D L0BM R &, BIEMIZEF LA
ITEHORINAL &, TS K- T, K RERFIFCENEAH SN DRI D 2 O0VREN D, EREMICH
UISTEWTEN ORI X T T 4 772G 2kl U, R DE 2 72 0 AUIETIRIRHIENIC S 7223 5
(Baron, 2011), —J7, ZATHIEEIL, L0 OMFITHEER LS EZMEMA L, | AOREHESST 2 U R
N H@BIRZ T ESND, ZDL D efERIE, RAAEMMRA (Cognitive Reflection Test, LA
B TCRT) &vv9) ZHWTONREZEE Z2HIE L2542 Royzman et al., 2015), /HrigEE B4
LEMCREE (B [OEB R Z A1) L)) ZHWESEICOER I TS, SHEBE S
IHTHIEE Z 2 A VS EVEAND T, % 9 TIEZRWMEAN LV b I A2 N33 % % (Conway &
Gawronski, 2013; De Neys, 2017; Patil et al., 2021; Royzman et al., 2015),

7e¥. AN OERHIWHIITERALERZ 1T T < . DRI FEZABE O SRR R0 EE A T 2R
DB T D2 EHHESN TS Xu & Ma, 2016),

23 VY —FFvv 7T

2. 1HiTE, Ax OFTIBERSE RWE TR L LIotkx 2Bl NmT o RBamst s cnsd 2 L
k7o, Ll ZRENCRAR S D, F—I1T, BIFERIZ OV TOREMFERE FANRET LT 7 F
VRT N XU TICONTIE, KEWEZRRES LOZ OMZEIZL Y . ZOREDN NS oo 0 LE Ligh
S 0F B2 ENRENTUV S (Roozenbeek & Van Der Linden, 2019; Spampatti et al., 2024; Walter &
Tukachinsky, 2020), RADBEFOB 2 2B ET D HRARMEE LIV MEENTEEL LS & L2+ 5%
ROMEDREN TH D Z EITEEER I TH D L F R D, 10, [HFROEBIEHRIZ R T 2 HEN
T 7 F L OMEORIR G LARTD B S 31T D (McDougall, 2019), Ak Al Z2 AW THER S =B A D
WAEBEMAZNEROICHBILE D LTHIFEAERAETH 72 & OFEIT (Kreps et al., 2022; Majovsky
etal., 2023), ZORFUCHETHIHENSHEDITHA D Z EE2HENSED, HoI2, AT 47 - F#Y
T I U—HEIX., BEEZEMTDMUOUE L IZEDRWVERIFE~OGEHEMEICER LTS, EETx5FE
WFEOREHIE L ENDRKRFAT 4 TIIRT HEEEOKTIE, A THLAARATHLHREIN TS (AT
Mk BrE@EETAES, 2023) Newman et al., 2019), X5, T v PRHBT N v 7 O AR E
I BEHRIBHEO AT A TSNS 7T v h 7 3 — L DEEREIKTET S & W) BN D 5 (Roozenbeek et al.
2023) , (A IEHA~DOHY $LA 2 B AR D DB S TR AN BV TV 5 D (Kozyreva et al., 2020)
SR 7R E O E SR MEIR S AT 4 TSNS T Ty b T o — AREORER L 720 | AN b3 hr—
NT BT ENTIEREEDE S,

PLEMNS, 9RO RITEHOEMRTOILERHH—H T, ZNDDORAEZEE 2 7-f7eh e xR Z et
TOHOUENDD EHR LT, FFC, AT 4 TR Ty M7+ —NIREPELAESND Z L7 [HFROEMR
MBI K & HRFETIC, TTRICHEIT 2 o Tid @7 fllr~o B2 B8 2 BRIk & LT,
T—=A NDO—D2ThHILHEZMRERICER Lz, 72, ZOXKOHELE LT, BARMZRFRERCHE,
EIZERZ Y TS BEHRICHITT 2 9 2 THERAMERNER S TV 2RI ERHE 2T 2 & & LT,

7L, 2. 2EICHRAZLBY ., ZIVE TOIRFERAPHIWIC R T 20013 AERE R > 72 b D TiEA
< ATEEICIE S AT RRZ M a9 B3 S DR R Z AT I 2 (322 DWW T H NI STV 2R, (AT HIT
AN 2R 48 08  EIC S LT 57200 T < 200G 1 &2 @ 5 TR S 71T % (Bertolin et
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al., 2014; Dimitrov et al., 2021), Z O X 9 R@G~OEPUIEG Tldev, £72, PRI s
LT, EiRoIhF A 223 7 OG22 o BB 1T 2 HRIIAHTH 5, KFRITZNG %
HONCT 2720, BT L~ iIREORMEEIC, BER R AR RmATREE U, ShR Al o 2 b4 8l
L, ZHhEoIEBSICET 2 E ROV TOEMA~DRIZE EBET S, ZUCL-> T, BE#RICSIH X
AT BR O IR EZRHPHIET ~D AT EE OMEEN R 2 5HM 35, KBk | TEREMICHOITIEZ R 2 A L DY)
FFEZRAVHIWT A~ DB LR T D, FBR 2 TIXZOFKREOFB A B L>o, LV EENIC R0 EZH
#HT 5,

3 XE1

3-1 EmE

20 N5 69 E TD 800 ADSBMENRSIM LT, ZHHDOEMEITA o F—F v MiHEAEIEREHL T
BY., ZOFRE~OSIMIOWTRHRIELIZEANTH 72, ZORBEEZITDITHT-> T, RFEDFNF
HaxHPELTNDZ e, T—FIIEANERE L2 WE CTIUE S L, MEHEIT OFREROLN AR SN D Z &
LEDA L, £2. IROLOBMNMFEIL, BESCHEMOERICRES N, ZORFETIE, HESFT VA
WCREE SRR O EER & U CREIZHE U VERICEIE T 20BN S o 7o, BFEITEE L TRV E AL,
VA DENADRNEZIFECTE WA Z RN T D7D Th o7z, EBRSMNE%Z, 2ME A ¥ —
v MBS L O E ORI, BINEINE B 72,

BERICIZ 1 4 OT — X IXERA R DT ORI S, 8T LI=DIE 799 443 CEEIAFD 43. 96 1%, 4% 399
£, 400 4) THoTm,

3-2 Fm=E

AFAEIEL, NPT 2RI ONTOMBLERE (H ALY, 2011 129> Tkt sz, £, FHD
FTEMEBE O MELE B 2T TEE S, AR A2 RICER Sz, SME L TOFIEICKE > TERIZSMN
L7,

(1) B LUTRE

Blo, BIMFEIEEA Y Ly ~BEICRY A, o, A4y F VL EBEMOYF Y+
(Supplementary materials 1-A) Z 3 FT UADEARIIR o722 H D Titk, TR EZRA 2 HWNICET2E
MICEZ2 T, ZNDDOTF U AT, TR TRENTWIEE Y L~ (Biat ek & De Neys, 2017)
Z . AR O3 NEOFER & U THFAMN O A A0 B A 72 AR 4 2 filE T 2 141 s
EEEINTZHRIOEDRMICBWTHELZL D TH B (Guess & Lyons, 2020; National Endowment for
Democracy, 2017), ARFEFRTHIHE L72DIL, ABOEEM TOMNRRTH D, U FDFEANRIL, i
EDL L DRETHEHERSIND BN 2/ MO BE ThoTz, A4 v U AT, W
FHIBRFHAIIZBIN L T —o D2 (UK TR L)) AN, REARFRSZE-0 ., hEIcEE
EHZIEVTHZEEAMNE LEARETAZITo-E LT, ZOMHA N SHER SNz L& i Shr-,
BT VAT, EAXORENRINIAEE L ORB| 20 S22 LT, —EREOCHEKREH T-Z &N
B Ry

2O XD BRI BV TERI AN &1, BRI BIN L TS 2 < OREETFH -0, &t
SEARZE DB FUHALI D OPEBRE XFFTH 2 & EEFR LIz, — ., FEFILRAVHIMT & 13, Z OHEBRIZ KT
L. XL O ORFFHZHGFT b0 L Lz,

(2) EEMFEROZ(TERY

BT Lo~ K2 Tk, SINEIIEGERE 4 BT | B EIORKICEF]EZRAHIRIBE T
DERNCE Z T, R HIEHRIL. 70 STFLUNORE 4 7280 i L CT&H - 7= (Supplementary materials 1-B),
ZINEIL, EALDRESORBHICFEBETS LEFEEOBWERIE AR SN TNWDRKRF= 2 —ABUEH A
h CHEBEREAES, 2023) T, ZINOLORFORHLERTWAL L5 BTHZ L a2RO LN,

RFEORIHULIT4 Yy MBS, £ty MUE3 FEORAH LA 1 ST oGEh Twe, 1 DHIT T
ERIRME L) C. EALAOSFOEMP 2B IONE, R am) BRI Z HmIR T 5, (AEROREE
ELbLDIEoT, IHIT, PO OSCHESENEED ST 7 = 7 (Dinitrov et al., 2021) & &.H LIZHA
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AATE (FHEREUICER LT 7 = 7 OFL Supplementary materials 1-B&R), 2 > HIE [Zhfl| 35
R L] Thotz, DFIERIHMIA R L2 |, MNABEOITHEZIEH L=V T 50D 57, 3 O
BiZ VAXRMHL] THY, VA SITEERRVWEFORNL Tho7c, RKF=a—ABUEH A F
(2 # S50 BARD KK, BiR, T3y 72T 2D R L% ChatGPT4 IZ/ERT 5 L S FER L THL)
b oThotT,

(3) DB ERZ AL E K PHERFFIEDO T
&RIZ, BT AT RS T BE 9 2 BRSO ARRHE B 2 BN R LT,

3-3 IR EZAHIBTIC D LT DEE

ARFHAD T DI LT 2 DOBER Z W TESINE O DR E2p0HIEr 2 1E L, (0 L2EREE
22 (Ql, Q2) T, WTiLh 6 AR TOREZRD L b D Th o7z, Q1 Tid, LA T TP
DOHERRITS T 2 2 UMz, Q2 TIE, MEEEORGIHERICHEETH 5 X&), RaIlimild o~
MBI, AT VA EFEAUIZEROZ QLIS BT VA, RHLEy &Rt Lckeznth T
T Q2 IZEFICEELTE BT,

4 DB ER 2 A I)LE &K VEHEE O STR

AWMQ%X&4w%i@ﬁﬁﬁﬁm\%ﬁ@EEﬂﬁﬁﬁ%i@%@?&ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ#é@ﬁ%mwf
HE L7 (FHEBBLOSREOWKE (GRS %5 1) 1L Supplementary materials 2-B), £ K&

ETCOHEHZAATE ESMEOAENIEFICRKRE L D70 HOEE 22 A CHER Lz, Jefrifze T
WE IR TFAWMEREL, o, tMoEB ENEREHE LRWHEB Z®RAL, /-, BElloXHO—F
MEESOE I, WS ODOHBEOERREORBZETEE L, b2, FEGEHEZHE LA X%
HETAHREICETHAEBIL, FEGHICBE SNARW—RARFRFICET L, BIZIL, 6 & (1 TF-o
Y TITESRN) ~6 FEFICYTIEED)) TIMEd 25X HKiE LT,

1) FRENACR R EE BAR (il & BB, 1991)

FRABCRITAE O T ONFEHEE T TH Y . DR EFRACHITOMEEER & L CGIE LT,
>m#mm% EFERE (& MR, 2004)

WHEMEEOAR] . THERO), %80, BXO TEHLOER] O 4 > A RERZEH LT,
)&Aﬁﬁf& DEIRE HAGERR (B & FRH, 2010)

ABBENCET D 3 DO FMRNEZRE L7Z, Zhbid, [T£=21 27 (NERKE 72 Lo m o
L), fary be—) (BEHERGCEBRRE L Wm&ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁé@ﬁ%%@&ﬁéﬁ%%m% EFE) .
BEO A XM GREICET 25k & B ORI ORI 2 55 Th o7,

4) Perth Emotion Regulation Competency Inventory HAZEIR GEAD, 2022)

%ﬁmm%k@@%ﬁ&m&énémw%eta 2022) . BT AT LD D BIRD 4 SO LR E %
WMEL : [ TT 4 7E55IC Téﬁ%ﬁilﬁj%w747ﬁmm%A IBWTEE LV T8 %2 £l
BHEESN) . [RUT 4 TR T DITENEMEREE |, (R AT« TR0 BT DITENNHIREE ) (2T 1+ 772
JEITFIRREICB W TR E L RWTEVZ MBI 28E71) . TR YT ¢ 7RI EB T DITEHI R ),

5) 10 IEH@%@&E (Ten—item Personality Inventory) HAZERK (/J\i‘ff‘o, 2012)

TERE R e, B, Ahmtk, WhaitE, B2 E T AR RETH 5, BRESEMME & W o 7otk
%%m@ﬂJaﬁ%éﬁ#uL%%@#é &ﬁ)Té:ﬂTb\é (Smillie et al., 2021), HTHIEE 2 Z 4 LR

LA RIE TR B LTI 5 701X 2 b OB A Hi— ﬁéz%ﬂ@ét L TAUD DOVERSERME
ZHRIE LT,
5 9 #T

EFTINE L, BIERICHEY T 28ERN L L2 TS R OHRTHICEE T 5 70— 723 L=, Q2 O
6 BEREDRIZ D 135 3 IR ERA A 0D 6 ZIEDFI TR E Lz, 72BN T U A 52 80R LTZEE,
THRbLRMLE Y NEZITEAEATD Q2 ~DEZE L 2TORMLEY NER LIEEZD Q2 ~DEIZE
WZEESNWT, BMEE 4 7 —7 (6) 1280 STz, GLITREMAH L2Z T RAHIBR VI ICE T
DRI =321 & Lf:é;,%ﬁu%‘@ﬁ‘w—i G2 IR L &2 TS RN RI A Z T L, =i o7
B IETHR LR T IS L= INE D 7N — T Th o7, 631213, A LRI FEDRI RS 72 B 7>
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5INFIR 7 I A L7228, G4 2k, RH LIRAT I — B L CIEThRIRY 22 Il 2 [0 L 7= 2N
DRI NI,

ZD%, KIN—TEMAEDE, ZHa VAT 4 vV BEURGITEIT o7, FONTHIEB A2 A L I
PERFFE DR REE I TARED 2 HA OSSR, Fln, MWl (1 = Bk, 0 = &th) 225 e L
THERALT,

PIE A 3T D A O SF ERAVHIRNCF 53 2 ERIL, BB RA R T H o TORWIEATHIIE & [F)
EROFER G Enék%ﬁbto_®%ﬂi Gl &G4, BEW, 62 & 64 DB L » THEELT-, F7-.
iR EZ TR -7 2 & TR R L < 725 2 LI AZRERIZ.GL & G2 & DL THh Lz,

3-6 fER

@W%ﬁmL%%Hﬁé%%wﬁﬁmﬁié%ﬁwwfwﬁm%ﬁ%TmelK%?ﬂnK%ﬁéhk
BIMBEED R LD o1, 62 & 64 DBMEOESITIEIER U7 -7,

Tablel. 2 %, mWﬁAr%Tbt;%m/174/7@FAﬁ@F%%gT%5 Gl & G4 DA T
.2y ha—L 3BT 4 TR DATENH A 0 BREDS GLICF ST 2 EIR & L CTHRE Sz,
Gl &£ G2 DI TIX, AXar hua—/b, XHT 4 TXNNZEBT DITEIEMEL AL, FWH 6L IZF 5T 5
ZEDIREINTZ, T AR G2 ~DOTFE BRI, EOMOSHTIZE O TCUTEAEDO/mWET L&
HBonizmnot,

4 EE&2

4-1 Ak

FIETERR | 2B L7720, B2 S0BIMENTZ A 20 TORRIRT 5, SINE TR 1 FEE, 20
%5 69 i E TD 800 AN Th o7, EBREEMA~DEZICHEASNT 1 ADT—Z IR S, 799 455D
F— RSN LT CEXIEHED 44. T8 7%, HME 399 44 . 2otk 400 4) .,

FhReZIZBE L THER 1 & 2 mfkeo7z, 1 DHIL, EBR 1 CEH Loty EE B R s X OMEAFEEDH]
THBIZOWT, BB AESCLT-DONH 722 & Tho7- (Supplementary materials 2-A), 2 2 HIZ
WD 2 DDOER ZBANHNIE L7z S Th o 7o, oo fE N ErM: oI E1E B 4 05 7 AR, 6&ETEK
THLDE LT,

Ebu 1) FRARREMERAIRIR (FH S, 2018)

ﬂ%ﬂﬁi@ﬁ%#%bt@ﬁ®ﬁ$;W%@ﬂbtﬁﬁ%@ﬂ” BV TEIME A HERR S - 4 [

%%xﬁﬁ L7z WX IR siCThote,

BIN2) AAENCEET AT T 4T 4 RE (S, 2017)

TNTEfL) GETEMIRBENB S OT AT T 4 7T A ICHREICHE SN TV A EAW), I3k GEfEMIEE
ZBELERY A TENC R L TV D EA W) D 2 DO FALRE Z2HIE L=,

4-2 #ER

IR A R 2R OB AT 5 7 v — 7 2 & OB IMNE R A Table2. 1 12774, EBR 1 FEE. 61124
HENTBMELR Kb Z o7, LirL, BEREZERIET 2RI ERAHIE A T L7 2nE K2k
BT Y . FEDHR EEEHIWT A T L= INERD 27—, EBR 1 TIX62 & 64 DB IMERNFERE TH -7~
2, EER2 TIX G OFBKIBIZEZ N E NI FER L o7z,

%Jﬁm AT 4 v ZERGHTIZON T, —EL EOEAE E R Lo iR a2 R C/Rd, Table2.2 (X,
W2 R 2RI L RAHIMT 2 T L2 Gl & 62 o, — B L CIEhRI A0 2 F L7- 64 & ki L
OO RZE LD LDTH D, Gl & 64 & DB TIX, GLIZ CRT 8L 20T 4 755 TOITEHN
Hil| A VD3 GAZHERID 5 Btk EBEROLOATFE LT, G2 & G4 O T, G2 2R T T 4 7R COITHE)
P A LN ERR L Tz, F72, Table2.3 12, Gl & G4 & & T B0k 2/~ Lz, CRT 48, A4
F 4 TR COIFEREA RN ROTF 4 TR COTHIEI A F L, 2> br—AR 6l ICHS L,
S5, EBR2ITBWTIE, G3 T 20BN T —EU LOBEEEZ R LIEET NV EMRBTEZH0
#%oto_®ﬁ%ﬁg%T%b24pT¢ Gl & G3 DEEICBNTIE., GLICHEET AT T 4T 4 RED
LU T E LT, G3 & G4 DT, G3IZ CRT Mz &5 Lic, £7o, GAITEET AT 7T 47 4 RE
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DELBAL EVERN D 5 BN %G LTz, EBR 1 FER. 62 & 63 & Z T 50 Tl EOSWET LA
WYL LITTERoT,

5 MEER

ARFGEIE, REMN2ECHREZ I LR ERAHE A2 T LT AL, AR SRR E R %
BTCIHDLLIBRLEBERICS D SNEBICEBIESN WD LICFHET 2 00 HES O ER 28] 52
THEEEME Lz,

2 DOFEBRTIFIIE LT, BIERIIETHFI mﬂm%%Méﬁé%%%rbto%NE ST A T L
eBZMED S H— m@ﬁ@ﬂm%@%ﬁm%ﬁ%ﬁﬁéht% EFEDIR AW ICEE Lo, Z 08U
FEFILZAHIE 7S o T2 b OZ DRI ERAVHIWNICZEE LSNED 3.2 % (R 1) BIOLTH (5 2)
Tholz, BRI RICITATE SIS T D R OIENIC IR E A 2 T A ERA G EN TR,

FRREOFENZRFOOTHIIE, ERTIHAKICKREREIEIN R -T2 EEZOND, SEIOFRIX
%%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%jfiﬁwkﬁi@%%@ﬁﬁk%#ot:t%%%bfwécik\$ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁbkﬁ
Y L~ i, BrE S A R D AN O S NE O DR AR A T3 T D R A FEo
&%ﬁénkﬁ(m&ﬂm@%M%;%&lmé¢@6% FER 2 1% 59%) . PRI E R 14 oD okl iRE
(ZIE. TR =2 & FEThR) LA R & TRMENIEIE S NTe (FEBR 113 54% L 46% ; F28Bk 2 13 51%
E49%), UlbExFEdn L SRIOMEIT, BB AZFOTREEZENESE S Z & THhanliz Bk
HEIETHBERORENZERNTHE L MR TX 200 Livke,

WIZ, ATERA R L 2B ODF] EZAHIENCHER IO T 5 LT o BB ORI SOV TR U o, ER 1

i@mﬂ%%f%ot# EER 2 128\ T, AIERE AT 2o h R A0, B BIEmER
Bt L 7= % OHIWr OHERFICTR I H S LD, CRT CTHIE SN /mTEBREIOE S THho7-, Gl & G4
DOEE Gl £ G2 DHEEDOWT I THHERE RS S 7z, 21T CRT CHIE Sz o #ri B/ A3,
SEATARE DS R LT ATE 2 320 L TV 2R W IRE O ThFI LR AW ~DIE R R % X F5 9% (Royzman et al.,
2015) DIz BT B SN2 O IR ERAVHB OMEFRFC O IREZ RO Z L 2" T AR Th o7,
X512, 63 & G4 OHERASHTIZB VT H, CRT B G3ICHHBIC T 592 Z L WNRENT (Table2. 4 BR),
G3 13X, AIEHARMEATICIIIEDRIFERATHIET 2 T~ L, BIE SRR ISR ERAHINICEE L2 mE D 7L
— 7 ThDH, BPOHBIIPb BT Bkx I tE R A2 TS & DR EZAPHIENICIR LT 2 &2
B EERE NI E WS 5 T Htﬁ>&b%3 CRT 13RI 72 im B 2 R ICE L T D DO TH Y (Kahneman &
Tversky, 1982). HATRIEBRES 2 £ANICTHIE L TV D DI Tl £/, EEMY L ~iEn s

Uﬁmﬁ%ﬁ®ﬂimﬁﬁéﬁ®ﬁ\%%%@wﬁﬁéMTwéff47#6%%%%t:1~xﬁmbk
L. iwEEAICIEME (correct) 7REIZEZROZFRETIT R0 -T2, ZNUITHENb BT, o H EFHEIZ L2
IINTHIEE A # A L X 0 S BREIC CRT £ N TR A IO T A~ OIS HF S Lz E WO FERIT, &
WHEEZBLTCIOX I RBEERENEZEDD Z LN, EERMIITAFEEFRCBTER) 77 —1cbo
RNV ELZLETRTEDOEEZLND, 72720, CRT 28 4 fiiii D & Z A% 1. 22 s LK< 35%D %
MBEITEEM (05) Tholz, £o. A E~ODBNMEFEIZLE THERABEKZ TNWDL L E2EZ2DHLE,
NEDOBMEICED LI ICKBEEZRIT DLWV RIS S Rad 2081’ H 5,

WIZ, DB BICEET A AZRAERDO 1 L LTEBAILzay be—L, bbb RN EEREE
1%, EBR 1 TILSEITFZE (De Neys, 2017; Royzman et al., 2015) & [FEIEEIZ. Gl & G4 & OHERIZBWTH I
FERAPHIBTIC T 53 2 ER & U ChiiH S a7z 238, ﬁﬁ@%%%@bfﬁEéﬂt I GL & G2 D Hl T

ORI ERAVEW ~DFE Th oz, T70bb, —EOFERIHEW 2 T L72SINER, BiFHe=
T EL S T2 R FED R LA CEE T2 2 L2 2 L ITIIRIER B D ATREMENE 2 b, £72, KB
212BWTC, v be— ML CRT G4 & ORITITIEEMR (r=0.09) THo7=Z &b, FITHIET
BRI Tz & B Y (Brafias—Garza et al., 2019), Zi3LH D 2 DOERIMSL L THERE L. TNZFhMM4
1 R HAZ O TR EZAPHIB OMERFIZ T 5 LT D EHEII S 5,

B ZI1E, KAREEREEIIA XRAOTMMREL LTRIELEZN, A ZBANTIIONIRES 2Lk S8 7
FER IO A E LT AMIE S H D 2 & DMAETFHREIE ORI b\’CT’aTFn'i éﬂ“(lﬂé (Adam-Troian,
2022), T I D, KEWEEZREEIZ Lo TIRE S D S HTNIEE D DhF] R A HIT oA 1 e~ O IRkt
L CHICMERN IR A FF oD TR R WATEBER S D, 210 ThH, FER 1 TIEL 2 O O il = FAH W~

40 2025



RN REPHER I NT=Z Enh, BARRESCHIEZHIEAL L5 LT 2AER~OEINEED D L)
T, —EOFRAMERS D LSS,

SHICHFERICBNT, £, &7 =7 OO L 2B\ T, BIEFRAE A X /E—E L TR ER
WPRIBTC 37 5 LT, fERR ST A L OFREIZ R 2 573, Preece HIE, RIT 4 TENMIAT 4 7R3
ZHT, BIEFHEORE I IEHEECARZ EMBEEL TV EHE L TV 5D (Preece et al., 2018),
DL D R AR R IR I I ST R E 2 151 Rivas et al., 2022). ZhF|EZAHIE 2RI 5 O
EEZEZBND, ZUTZ, BIERE A XL MEVEAN T, #SICBET A ER - JUEIR e E BB Lo
FU & X4 D (Pennycook, 2023a), (ATEHMICA Y T D& EAIEHRIZZ O X 0 RFHEEFF > D Th o727z,
JEIEHE A S LPMENE 2D DB E» HEELEZ T, FEDRERHBNICEFT LT o720 h
L7,

PLEOFER DG 20 X 9 Aol el A 5 U BT 2 3R, AR 70 ORI 2 RIS D A TE IR
T NhE®EmDD 92 TEEENEWVATREENE WV, 72720, AR TIHACHMIRELERLTBY, 2
DAFNAPENEEE LSNE X FIRE IR D B EZ A 2R LTS, 2N THAER
ICEBEINLTWVE WO IERIT, AANDOHRBEZMET 72T Tlan< . BIEHE 2 AR BT s LB R S
ZEERBRTHLDIEAD,

FENT, ZERODICONTIRRS, Y], ROV TITRIA - BRI E R~ L D7 b
MHE SN TNV Z Ennn CEL & AR, 2004) . PIFEZRAVHIETCZ OMEFFIC T 535 & TRIL 72, KR,
FEBR 1 TIEGL & G2 DHERITIBWT G2 1T, FEBR 2 Tl Gl & G4 ZHICEB W T G4 IZH 575 2 & DR
S, —E LU CHIFIEREBA~O TR Bz, Rkl & IEDhFI =200 & o B 70 BfR & i
L2 ATIRZEIE A DLW, — DO AMREME & L Cid, AR LEZJIET 5 72t L2 EREE o
ERZEF D, RFEBRTIE, FartElcxt T 240502805 2 T a2 T RN DEEOMS ZJlEST 25HHE
AL, BEENY LOSHEO T Y A1, 2KE L TCOBEEZEBLT D720V —ViERKE Liz—
BEOHERIZOWTHHT A EDTHY | ZEREZ FOSZITRENCEENRSZINFIZ, 20X H>7h 0¥
OHERRZ P72 b D & LT, KL > /e B 5,

BRIz, ER 1 EER 2 OWTRNTIIHER INTZERIZOW TS, FEBR 1 TlE, HETHDLZ LN
B A 2 T B 7215 DO IEDF EZATHIT ~DOZERIZTF 53 2 AR /R Sz, 20 X 9 2 02 k)3,
PR A ORMALEEME . Flz0E, R LT v THRAE A EE &4 5 2 BEMERA (A1 k et al.,
2010) ERHHE L TV A MZ DWW TS TR AMER H D725 9,

T, ER2 CIILMETHD 2 EN—E LT IEDR ERAHIEICEF S Lz, BRI TR IEDF] 3
FEOHIT A2 O EENITEITAIZE THHE STV 5D (Friesdorf et al., 2015), Friesdorf HIZEEMIZR0HT
ATV, Pk O IEDhF EZ AR A 0T A0 EE ORIBEICEINT 2 b O TldZe <, BHBmMRBERm | it
Bl ELE G 2D E~DOIFEENRNZ LICLDE LTV, BT AT T 4T 4 DNEFmIETE
DREEZWETDIRETH Y, NTEL, BEILO TR EZ BTl L7=2, RIS EZ T AN 2D o T,
—JF. CRT ST B LEN LN CFY Bk 1,44, 2Pk 1,015 ¢(797 =5. 14, p<0.001), ZiuiE%< D
AT CHER STV AM[A] T (Frederick, 2005; Primi et al., 2018; Ring et al., 2016). ZMED#K
SERRBCE R AT DR WARLIC L D LRI STV D (Primi et al., 2018), HATH RO H
0. ZOYEFIITLMITEFNEF LN AT VAL A TRB D L SND Gk, 2017), ABFFECTIEFEE 2
DHTHERINTZHETH LN, BITHRETHLHMEINTWDH I 2B 2L, BRTEARWVWERTH L)
H L, OB FNGRERIC T 2B O E £ 0 IZ L - T, SR ERAHIET O MR/ N E <
LR B 2 HILD,

4 ZA =
6 EREBER

TN 72 380 R A8 2 HI T D (A IE IS K D= k2 Jil T 23 m 7 a2 & LT, e - 2172
HLEIZ X AR LA N H LTV 5 (Pennycook, 2023b), LAy, Z 07 vt 2T % FEE
MORFZEIXIRERI T D, AWFIETIE, BIFHRIC S D STz & & QTR ERATHIB OHERER X 0T BB EE S
RO GHEBRERE | RIEHEIRE I T E T D Al A2 R LTz,

TFRC Z N Al o T B ORHBIIER 2 T, 2 TOBHFRSLBEICKHUT 5 9 2 THICIIFIEFRATHIET
HFHTHD LIRS0, LovL, RIFFEORERICESE, TR ERAHIET 2 RET 2 0o ESEm 25
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BT D AR, ABITERA~OE N OMaTIVEZ BRI T 2 DIZENLORIREMEN & 5,

BT, AFROBEESICOWT AR R 5, H—c, ERICBT 2HWHE, EHROT TV AIcBiT5
I & B B RATREMEN B> Do A B 7 AT AR AT B I & THATEHRICRIHTT 2 )RR D& RITH LR
D10, AFFRITREO T U A5 AT, S EERNShFEZAHWENIC ED X Y I2HFS5T 2028l
2L, L, ZMEDBEICHMENERCEEREZE L TV DHEEEO My 712k L X, OriEEE
FREWATH-TH, IR ERNRHWEZ TTZENEIVRETHIBEFNNHD (Ross et al., 2021),
Flo, TORES T, ZEERERA~OBZELHIRT H=a—F = 3= (Cinelli et al., 2021) 23
U5 SNS IZE W THRICBEEIC e B AREME & 5, A TIXERICEB W CSINF ICEIEN 2 BE R & Hbt
THOEREOFER R LTz, 2D X 972 SNSEBREE T, SHERSNMRENSBIHIN D NI O N TS %
ORETH 5,

WA ARFER TR L) U BT DR LA U R B35 LW D afRetE N B 5,
WTHOFERTH, BIERERIT 2 AR 2RI 2 T L7232 ISR R =2 Il £ % L7
G2 DBIMEFIZHOWT, DEZEB L ONHEBA X A VDOFE S 2B TE o, BIFEREH > T
IRVFGEIZ 1T D IEFEE T LY L~ ISR DI & (ATE 2 1209 2 R o HIWT IR U4tk & A7
ZENTE, ZZ COIHRIERAHENII O EEN —EREFE L TS ETFHILEZ, LrLZDk)
IRTRNP IR SRS TERERIN DL 62 OBIME L, BIERE = T RD AN 2 ot BB 2 LB & 3
W2, DRI BBIREEITH) TR TERRBEENRD S, Fl2iX, BARTIEH, JLFREE~OEEIN—EDOFILE
LT3 E VRN A B R LTS EEd A, 2007), 2D L5 22 UBRFRED . F3rds
E~OEEI O ERG SRR S5, OB, B2 U RE R oSME # ik 5 2
ETCRAETE 57249,
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# (Tables)

Tablel.1 %27 /L—7O&MEE (F851) .

Category Group of Attitude Change

Gl G2 G3 G4 Total
Number 377 178 55 189 799
(%) (47%) (22%) (7%) (24%)

Tablel.2 2B VAT 4 v ZEUROHTORBRE (1, —EOWEERHRINTZLODOH) |

Comparison of G1 with G2 (G1=1, G2=0) Comparison of G1 with G4 (G1=1, G4=0)

Independent variable Coefficient p Odds ratio Coefficient p Odds ratio
Need for Cognition 0.043 0.066 0.425 -0.060 0.364 0.942
Critical Thinking

Self-efficacy for logical thinking 0.061 0.413 1.063 -0.008 0.915 0.992

Curiosity -0.211 0.004%*** 0.809 -0.114 0.095 0.892

Orientation for objective judgement -0.023 0.781 0.977 0.060 0.432 1.062

Orientation to emphasize evidence 0.069 0.364 1.071 -0.001 0.990 0.999
Metacognition

Monitoring -0.066 0.339 0.936 -0.031 0.625 0.969

Control 0.255 0.001%** 1.291 0.178 0.014* 1.195

Metacognitive knowledge 0.047 0.538 1.049 -0.051 0.467 0.950
Emotional Control

Negative-Activating behavior 0.337 < 0.001**** 1.401 0.096 0.163 0.962

Negative-Inhibiting behavior -0.041 0.570 0.959 -0.019 0.792 0.854

Positive-Activating behavior -0.098 0.198 0.907 -0.104 0.154 0.780

Positive-Inhibiting behavior 0.051 0.515 1.052 0.180 0.015* 1.035
Big Five Inventory

Neuroticism -0.002 0.968 0.998 -0.025 0.690 0.975

Openness 0.000 0.997 1.000 0.127 0.043* 1.135

Extraversion -0.076 0.172 0.927 -0.082 0.124 0.921

Agreeableness -0.028 0.683 0.973 -0.024 0.712 0.976

Conscientiousness -0.090 0.146 0.914 0.027 0.630 1.027
Sex 0.156 0.454 1.169 0.190 0.326 1.210
Age 0.043 < 0.001*** 1.044 0.010 0.177 1.010
Constant 0.625 0.631 1.869 1.063 0.399 2.894
Goodness of fit measures

2 85.321 (<0.001) 3.964 (p =0.041)

Nagelkerke R? 0.199 0.074

Hosmer & Lemeshow 2 11.354 (p =0.182) 11.873 (p =0.157)

*p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.005, ****p<0.001

Table2.1 K7 N—7OHINEH (H2) .
Category Group of Attitude Change

Gl G2 G3 G4 Total
Number 316 157 01 235 -00
(%) (40%)  (20%) (11%)  (29%)
9
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Table2.2 2IHT VAT 4 v 7 [EURSHTOFER (F28k 2, BFe MR AT DR ERAHIW 2 T L=/ L —
7 (G1, G2) &% 9 TlERWnWrIiL—7 (64) DL .

Comparison of G1 with G4 (G1=1, G4=0) Comparison of G2 with G4 (G2=1, G4=0)

Independent variable Coefficient p Odds ratio Coefficient p Odds ratio
Cognitive Reflection Test score 0.360 0.00002**** 1.433 -0.116 0.279 0.890
Need for Cognition 0.034 0.365 1.035 0.074 0.113 1.076
Critical Thinking

Self-efficacy for logical thinking 0.011 0.853 1.011 0.006 0.924 1.006

Curiosity -0.107 0.035* 0.899 -0.036 0.538 0.965

Orientation for objective judgement -0.022 0.723 0.978 0.002 0.978 1.002

Orientation to emphasize evidence -0.093 0.103 0.912 -0.112 0.110 0.894
Metacognition

Monitoring 0.009 0.870 1.009 0.027 0.692 1.027

Control 0.038 0.487 1.039 -0.071 0.243 0.931

Metacognitive knowledge -0.023 0.690 0.977 -0.029 0.644 0.971
Emotional Control

Negative-Activating behavior 0.049 0.493 1.051 -0.101 0.243 0.904

Negative-Inhibiting behavior 0.011 0.875 1.011 -0.093 0.274 0.911

Positive-Activating behavior 0.184 0.013* 1.202 0.195 0.015* 1.215

Positive-Inhibiting behavior -0.060 0.391 0.942 -0.112 0.163 0.894
Moral Identity

Internalization -0.002 0.969 0.998 0.034 0.608 1.035

Symplization 0.049 0.451 1.050 -0.078 0.296 0.925
Big Five Inventory

Neuroticism -0.105 0.115 0.900 0.004 0.963 1.004

Openness -0.034 0.577 0.966 -0.079 0.288 0.924

Extraversion 0.001 0.987 1.001 -0.004 0.948 0.996

Agreeableness 0.004 0.949 1.004 0.058 0.459 1.060

Conscientiousness 0.027 0.682 1.027 0.008 0.915 1.008
Sex -0.429 0.034* 0.651 -0.414 0.081 0.661
Age 0.012 0.113 1.012 0.013 0.135 1.013
Constant 0.174 0.888 1.190 2.202 0.155 9.040
Goodness of fit measures

P 66.806 (<0.001) 35.733 (p =0.032)

Nagelkerke R? 0.153 0.118

Hosmer & Lemeshow 4.471 (p =0.812) 4,510 (p =0.808)

*p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.005, ****p<0.001
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Table2.3 2T VAT 4 v 7 EURHHTOFER (B 2, — & L CHR|EZHE2 F L= v—7 (G1) &
B BT IR I FEDIR ERAHIW 2 T L7227 v—7 (G2) L LkEgR) .

Independent variable Coefficient p Odds ratio
Cognitive Reflection Test score 0.566  0.0000002**** 1761
Need for Cognition -0.053 0.260 0.948
Critical Thinking

Self-efficacy for logical thinking 0.027 0.704 1.028

Curiosity -0.037 0.552 0.963

Orientation for objective judgement  -0.014 0.855 0.986

Orientation to emphasize evidence 0.055 0.426 1.056
Metacognition

Monitoring -0.019 0.777 0.982

Control 0.130 0.044* 1.138

Metacognitive knowledge -0.041 0.537 0.960
Emotional Control

Negative-Activating behavior 0.216 0.012* 1.241

Negative-Inhibiting behavior 0.022 0.797 1.022

Positive-Activating behavior -0.030 0.706 0.970

Positive-Inhibiting behavior 0.162 0.048* 1.176
Moral Identity

Internalization -0.009 0.900 0.991

Symplization 0.141 0.056 1.152
Big Five Inventory

Neuroticism -0.073 0.331 0.930

Openness 0.056 0.441 1.058

Extraversion 0.024 0.690 1.025

Agreeableness -0.064 0.452 0.938

Conscientiousness 0.003 0.965 1.003
Sex -0.154 0.510 0.858
Age -0.003 0.715 0.997
Constant -3.624 0.018 0.027
Goodness of fit measures

P 74.845 (<0.001)

Nagelkerke R 4 0.203

Hosmer & Lemeshow y? 6.999 (p =0.537)

*p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.005, ****p<0.001
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Table2.4 2B VAT 4 v 7 [EURSHTOFRER (EBr 2, —E L7222 R L7 v—7 (G1,G4) & #%HeH0TE
R TR ERACHIMICE T L= v—7 (6G3) & D) .

Comparison of G1 with G3 (G1=1, G3=0) Comparison of G3 with G4 (G3=1, G4=0)

Independent variable Coefficient p Odds ratio Coefficient p Odds ratio
Cognitive Reflection Test score 0.048 0.662 1.049 0.354 0.003*** 1.425
Need for Cognition -0.058 0.313 0.944 0.108 0.055 1.114
Critical Thinking

Self-efficacy for logical thinking 0.138 0.127 1.148 -0.097 0.217 0.908

Curiosity -0.030 0.676 0.971 -0.081 0.244 0.922

Orientation for objective judgement -0.050 0.589 0.951 -0.003 0.976 0.997

Orientation to emphasize evidence -0.059 0.448 0.942 -0.054 0.528 0.947
Metacognition

Monitoring 0.047 0.551 1.048 -0.077 0.339 0.926

Control 0.063 0.435 1.065 0.050 0.505 1.052

Metacognitive knowledge -0.091 0.275 0.913 0.055 0.532 1.057
Emotional Control

Negative-Activating behavior 0.161 0.148 1.174 -0.188 0.083 0.828

Negative-Inhibiting behavior 0.177 0.073 1.194 -0.191 0.058 0.826

Positive-Activating behavior 0.126 0.210 1.134 0.099 0.332 1.104

Positive-Inhibiting behavior 0.100 0.299 1.106 -0.069 0.482 0.933
Moral Identity

Internalization -0.075 0.414 0.928 0.084 0.338 1.088

Symplization 0.268 0.003*** 1.307 -0.188 0.049* 0.828
Big Five Inventory

Neuroticism 0.084 0.345 1.088 -0.150 0.107 0.861

Openness 0.006 0.944 1.006 -0.020 0.840 0.981

Extraversion 0.056 0.442 1.058 -0.062 0.414 0.940

Agreeableness -0.101 0.313 0.904 0.089 0.331 1.093

Conscientiousness -0.140 0.132 0.869 0.146 0.127 1.157
Sex 0.258 0.351 1.294 -0.734 0.010* 0.480
Age 0.005 0.597 1.005 0.007 0.505 1.007
Constant -3.271 0.069 0.038 2.404 0.189 11.067
Goodness of fit measures

P 36.407 (<0.05) 34.638 (p =0.042)

Nagelkerke R 4 0.131 4 0.145

Hosmer & Lemeshow 2 3.994 (p =0.858) 10.019 (p =0.264)

*p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.005, ****p<0.001
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