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/A =
SN

BEEEY e ERE Y BB E SRR PR (Keith,
Magleby, Nelson, Orr, & Westlye, 1992) - #X1fj Lavine, Johnston, &
Steenbergen (2012 ) 3 Ry |57 B B8 [, R RE 7 2 1 0 e R — (B B 2205
= o EEAIES E 2R B P OB AVIRTT - R LI BT N A
REYIHIREE IR IR AN & H (Eagly & Chaiken, 1993) » JRE[JIE A8
B EEhER AW - IR REIE - BRA OHEE R HIERIIES
FRHVERE - MR AME P RE S S SIS H R 2 i S R A AR
IR TE TR 8 B 2 i BB AT DAEI B IG A » T FE O R AV RS (Kaplan,
1972)  #a=2 » HEPEEAYEETE (univalent attitudes) ( HAE
B AR - MM RTRE B [E— S Y EIR A A RS B A A R
[ > FRIRREEEELL (ambivalent) FYIREE -

RS EBUATESR - TEEEBUEHIIEL - Z2EBR TRV
HE R R E BUE [EI I B AT RV B KRG 51 (e.g., Greene,
2005; Keele & Wolak, 2008 ) »E A EBUES » Wi SAH B E RV IEE
AR FEGT RN FE ST E — B AV RRR I - T2 s E Y44
A B AHFEFRIBCE R - S AR5 R EUE A — R SRS RRI
R iF e B RE TS > B fy T B I RE S | (Lavine, 2001) - {H
SRR © BEME (AERERERE ) PSR SR (A
EREEIR ) WIEHERVRES: - IREIGIEA BEREE - —EHRFE B
HARRE - MR AR B E R w5 B AMEARE R
—BE > HZBERRS ALY M FEEN RS TER
RIS S B s BY A Y 2R RS A ] BE R Ry BB B 5= % (Lavine et al.,
2012) - Chang, Wei, & Lo (2014) 43 #2012 484 KBS 45.22%
BEEEER  HOUZERETH 21.65% BEREE  JZ4ERDTHE
18.37% Ky e EE R » i BER A 21.65% Ry EE R > BURECE
{EF 1) B 1 B B 1)K RE SR Db DA PRAHRH 3 25 SRRt R ST R AT
Ry e fig B N AL BT T 7 iy - B [ 8 IR IR A& 7w DA g e I U )
SRR AARFERYEE R 8 (Lavine, 2001 ; Lavine et al., 2012 ; McGraw,
Hasecke, & Conger, 2003 ) -

MMBER RFEHRREEERARNKE - AR AR - e
BN AT R B R B ZE A 20 R AR SR B e B A SRR
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JE o iR TR A B EE KRR E Y N T E = (Lavine, 2001 3 McGraw
etal, 2003) - {EARMEEAERIH# KX EHLEEEREED
FEEAL > G = {181 T 70 Y A T O 2 oA 25 2 B ) 8 (B BB FE Y = T 451
(accessibility ) - ffF © AR EMER EBE (FHEER) -
HECAREIAHE (BUREIEKE ) B EHIP BRI F RE A E
(MEHAREE ) - B AR HEE - SREREEERE
FEARIERE > BERRE S E AT RSN HENNRRET » RIAER
SR REAR R R ER A T RERS S R SRIEBRE T - B
B IRR2ETE (diagnostic ) AYRSRAREE » PRI IE & PR R SRA% S B 8
ARBEEA RIS o FRAN » RO - BB AR K = = R R
HETEHYRRETT » P93 I T 288 i R i i Ry st 32U - & DA B
AR FIRFHATRE R & B A B R T AVELAS - i8> B
B RGP Y A W MR AR = YR 2R (discomfort)  (Has, Katz,
Rizzo, Bailey, & Moore, 1992 ) - & H SRS - & EREUH B8 FE %
R B8 (coping strategies ) * 4% 3Z {i& van Harreveld, Rutjens, Rotteveel,
Nordgren, & van der Pligt (2009 ) (1 " R 2 EH RS | (model
of ambivalence-induced discomfort, MAID ) &% » BESTE & EE IS 535
T SR - Al AR [E]HY RS SRS (coping strategies) P2
FEEARE RIS » BIERE A EER ~ 7 RIS R [ Bl
B (Hok) FEER -

AKIAZE S I E R E R —HAPY Y A s & &R - R [O1% Faf
M R FERT - HEEE T SR R 88 R 5 N
4 RIAE S RE AR R AICEEI A =4 EE N - 77 hl Ry
PEERE (DU TERE ) HERIMmEENZ - RE#
HEE (DUT M " RER ) ) HEBrvEE A iR DCHREHE
FEN R TR INES - AFHELE 2016 B4 KEERTET - BEAFHN
Tl - BEME - BEWE R E —mE T - HEk= B S0
et > AR HEE S - PRV RS (1) BA ~ (2) R
TIBRE ~ (3) BLAGHHEEL (4) E T RER - AHSEHEHN . HElERT
—{E AR HEE Ry aV B SRR ARSS - 5 Ry A Wt R S e R AR Y 7=
o GLUES TRVESUBAVAR 2 - [FIFFEEBURTT FAERI 2T £ 25
R e B B RE T A R B S ST Y2 & A RIS B R0E
TR BB A A RAL - 1R LA S EBUAEIBAER SRR
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A~ SCRERR
— o EETRE

(—) BHBEER

B R HE S R E Y L HR BRI 5E 0 AR5 Eagly & Chaiken
(1993) MWy[ElRE » F-HAOERERE R R AP RSB YIREREEIE R &
[ BRI IE B T — (SR A Wb - R AR o (AL ERER
FEERAIRESIRIVESE - Tl B AFTA TR N B YR T
AGAFRYRENE » JRB IR A RS B & RS S o] USRS G A - IR RAIRE
7& (Cacioppo, Gardner, & Bernston, 1997 ; Kaplan, 1972) - {{£FH S
J&E AL 4 [T AR R (R LU AR T Y A R T 38 LA S 98 ] DA o e U AR
BB E— EAMENRE SN EHEEHEEHEET B
HRRERE 2 Ry 85 (ambivalent) 5 55— » & AMFIERIE—F YR
& 0 55 T TR RE S B Ay B AR > AR R B A TEE] (univalently
positive) JIREE 5 F= B AMENE—HYHIR Z RS E A8
=SSRV ARREE - AIHENEFEER (univalently negative ) jRRE 5 55
Mg 8 AR E SR RE EEEE R EmEE - B
HIARREAIRE 2 Fy /%055 (indifferent) - AT AT NE—F
Yy i[RI B TR A B A T S A W A ) > & A R [E AT AR
#y (activated) I > 4 G ERE BT - HEAERNET
— 7 R E I Al 7 B A YR RE (Newby-Clark, McGregor, & Zanna,
2002) -

() SRR
BRI R BRI - B — (AR R #2€ (conflict) - Ef5
¥ —EEYE Ry A EZ RS IER (8 B&Em (5D
83z > JRENSFENAFAV RN © 5 T ER M R 5R A (intensity ) > JRE[]
15 0 TF A B r Y RS2 A TR & Y58 % (Thompson, Zanna, & Griffin,
1995) - [GIFFEEEREEHY A E RS (van Harreveld, van der Pligt, &
de Liver, 2009 ) - th[RH# AR 5 M5 ( Zemborain & Johar, 2007 ) -
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(=) BTk

FAIA B S I AN & U705 » BESORNE R ERVERR - LEEH
oA s pk R BRI E D BRI E = - 87RO
sz > SRR R B RS 25 B A N O A GEHY 15 ERRN 2 B R R
FI[JEEGRERT (e.g., Sparks, Hedderley, & Shepherd, 1992 ; Tourangeau,
Rasinski, Bradburn, & D’Andrade, 1989) ; ZEAHI&E 5= > B4
B [F] — REAY Y i HL TR B RS T B - AR LA ET R
HEEAYIZSE (e.g., Thompson et al., 1995) - fiitim /2 F s B E
JiE o HIENRE (predictive validity ) P E#5HETT ( Bargh, Chaiken,
Govender, & Pratto, 1992 ) - #&H57 8630 FE AN & 7 A FE 1Y
A 7 AW & B B i B3 (Priester & Petty, 1996) - (HHE ¥
AN EEEMHBEEER > TEIE RS LRSS A HiiryR
SRk NitEREERAREN AN E (Greenwald & Banaji,
1995) -

L BRI RR S AR B I TR R

FHIBUEHEER R RO BEE A2 EREIAER (eg,
Lodge, McGraw, & Stroh, 1989) - {HFEEEE RS AVEE - BUA
S A E PRV RE AR, - BT HERENTSE o fEBUSSEAEN -
BHETEE I RE A M ARIA ST > — AR SR ERET — A R R B R BUG R R B
BURA R AR - Bl APt & R B R R
— T AR RIESE » 55— 7 XA E IS Y (Feldman &
Zaller, 1992) ; AfFth ¥ EERGHIFFZEEEE - — T HAMTFFE £
BN > S TSGR A e iE(E (Alvarez & Brehm, 1995) © 55—
FRtFF 5T HIlSH E B BB B > R R VBN BB E (e.g., Basinger &
Lavine, 2005 ; Lavine, 2001 ; Lavine et al., 2012) » [ A AR EAYE
B UM SR -

(—) B EER
NN RE A 11 & (O B SR R T T B B — YY) BRET AT
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[l R LT RREZ AR B B — A B I AU 45 REE (Alvarez
& Brehm, 1995 ; Feldman & Zaller, 1992) - {Fi8fEE > mEA ]
BE ¥ B EAYIEUE (Greene, 2005 5 Keele & Wolak, 2008 ) = {5
A (McGraw et al., 2003 ; Yoo, 2010) ELF|EEL A4S » NAIEZ Z#EL
Rz PRZ B BGZ RN - DI BIRE (BRI ) XEEX
SRR EEIEE L, - (2R EBUAEENER (Fla0 - £ - &8
%) o BEEEREEREEIIEEE (G101 - WSS S A
BN WEERLAGERENT -

EREEERIFET » o[ #EREEEBENVENYTAERE - 5
— - BEREHHIIN "B AR (e.g., Basinger & Lavine,
2005 ; Greene, 2005 ; Johnson, 2014 ; Keele & Wolak, 2008 ; Rudolph
& Popp, 2007 ; Thornton, 2014 ) = 41 - HHAEIECEFIE S - A5E
BISALRERNT BRI ARRER BRI - Rt iE
WA I8 S B 5 T R AR S ot » L ENE R - B R BB S AT R B

HASEMNERL ST 2 =+ (Basinger & Lavine, 2005 ;
Thornton, 2014 ) - 55— - BER W A RE I #E AT " EEE A ) E4E
EE 57 (Lavine, 2001 5 Nir, 2005 ; Nir & Druckman, 2008 ; Rudolph,
2011 ; Rudolph & Popp, 2007 ; Yoo, 2010) ; @40 - #E K %28 17 i
TZETL SR AEBUE AV FE R e m i - 0 RS R 4 45 87y
= N o AT A AT S5 BRI 0 L (B 2 A RN I e DUSE R 4 2
EAYPIU4r 2 — (Meffert, Guge, & Lodge, 2004 ) - 4} » HERH@rdl
NIRRT A A > MEE T REER M I (voting
ambivalence ) (Chang et al., 2014 ) ; {541 Chang et al. (2014 ) #}¥%}
2012 B4R HEE - S 45.22% ELBIHYEE PR Y 1 S I YRR o -
(B fi 5 2 T (5 B\ Y IR A SR Y E R R B B, (N,
2005) - REEAHHZEEHE ¥ T E s IRy - DUT Ry T B I,

( party ambivalence ) -

Lavine et al. (2012) #TFEFEH T EUE TR EAVEER | (partisan
ambivalence ) FYEIEL » ME R Pas iV EER R - EZFE P A B
& - ARSI AR - B B ORISR N FRYEZ » BIaEs
[E [l R - (H[EHF S RAEE A TR - BT R E A e SR AL - 1
IR EFRRE - AIEEEAEIRNA BEEE# - SRR ENER
B LM E IR o BEASURAITRE BRI R B AV E S » TRV
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SRR SRE D HEE & T (Lavine, 2001) - fEREEZR T - AR
AEBEGEE A e R B R o N BA T EE BRI
C AWPERIL ST B mIE RS R AR, -

() Tt G I B 5 ik

TEBUEHIAE LA FAVIERSRR - (R EHIE Ty
F o BEARER N EFE A2 BN EE ) 55— SRR RS
B~ (REEASEUEAY) s 5 SR E A B s — M
% B= 0 BRI R (B - BREEETE - JRERS - BHR
REPRIHRE I ) BB > ARt E T (Lavine, 2001) -

B IR R IR RANE - gt ST - 5 TE
THEHYE » fEEw S SRV R fe] (BUEEUREEEN ) - HNE T =EH
DAt B — R Ta Al - BOW(ERERI IR Ta Al 5 Est B E—
TR GIERE s R E 1 AR A E B & AR YRS ( Thompson
etal, 1995) - FHeHE—4HREAYY) - A RIEE HO5= - SFE &R
ECIETH (AR - BE R S W (E A AR - S5=8070 0 15
R AR RIS - B &G AR SR EREESTE - A
S HEEORE - AR SR B E R REATRE ] - % ERE
LR G YA ATIGTE - A RE - H RIS EREE A
ZeEAsgE A ( Thompson et al., 1995) o

RBFFEERET 2016 84T AEE » KISHE " BUEEIE | REEIE Rz
PRETES - Bt B A SR Ry TS 8 - IR L - [0
LB IR A AR RF B E R B R RS2 M DA e T 5 T

= BB ETA

i 25 W 5T 5% IR B0 I BB Y R T E M (uncertainty ) #5715
(Lavine, 2001 ; McGraw et al., 2003 ) - #EFEFIEI5H « BEGREE 2
SARLHGREE - I AMES RS EN - EEE—BER
ZFIEEEHEAYIREE (Chang, 2012) - WIFITATIL - AT E -G
G & A AV RHE L & AR - ERIERY A5 (accessibility )
B om B BB R R N 5 W i %% (activated))  (Cacioppo et al.,
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1997) = JCHAEBEE T - $OTECERR T B EE ARVES - A
AP T IS RS B S S e R R B T - A

TEENRRT A S > I E AR RS - B P g
Ry o NAHES B NEEDIE 2 - NIt siEl b - N E C e
FEEIS AR HIRRE  » DAB EE AR sy B uh B © AR
BN EAMER R > S RN E R AR RS - v LR C R
FEAMEEREEGRIET - Ll N ARGRrIBIE B CEiey ?
TIHREE A it i B Y B - P AR H CIa AR GIRAE T A
EEIHIAES ? AT A B R EE ~ BUG R & B R
S BUBILEEAEIREERYL - N e CREEBE I USSIRRR
T EEREEAMS B O FEMER R (PEER) - HEE
BEAMEEE (BUREREE ) HMEEBUaEMP LR A HEE
E (MrstMmis) -~ HEGESEREEs -

(—) BEBHAMES : PIHEER

TEENERY TS - A B R 4 & 4 e AT BUHEE A — B IR AR
T HAZEFIREE S » Nt ERE e g - HE S
#:{ (Rudolph, 2011 ; Rudolph & Popp, 2007 ) - 7K Fy L & 27 [ 58
ERnE R O R AR ER AR - PR RS E - A
B R [RIH I AR - I AR AR [ Sy e 4% 55 H AR T I
(Nir & Druckman, 2008 ; Rudolph, 2011 ) - i3 th ZE Lk E 4T BT
[EIRY PR R - HIBE R T RE iR © R TP M RRBE M —
EORIERERE » HBERRE R A TEE AT RERL s » [P A RGRAVETE
PEREE R SR o R 23 S L S B R RS ERZ L =) » A1 Ha
P -

() BURBRBIAHEA# + (R BUA BLER

RRENMERIAEARTE - B OBUAE G RAEMGEHVELGRET > &
N2 AT RE e 0 BT A SR AU R B 5 5 C R B IE AR B T E R RR
(Rudolph, 2011) - #EWIFEHISEREUAEERE# > LB EERE

or o/
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fE i (Keele & Wolak, 2008 ; Nir & Druckman, 2008) ; H. 555
TEEEERAYRH O H 3 - IRETEERRR L E S E - HEES KT RS
B[R o GEIR S TATRE O BEEE T T . HE R AR AT (Keele
& Wolak, 2008 )  ATBH/CoafE Bt - HEE AR i X (Nir
& Druckman, 2008) - A]HE R R ECEHIE S & LA RO F R L&A
EHCOLZAE - EECE R4S AVIRRE - 7T M 1 H
REFEKLERR » i PR EE 4GP 22 A8V E (Lavine,
2001) - EELAERWEHERRE LBUG - BN RO BB - HIEL
AR NIRRT S o EEIPRAVERE RS - BUAELER(EKAY A - 8
HE LML (crystalized) M AVECERERE - [FHF RN EEEREE 2R
i E R P 2 AR VR 22 B PT RER S - R PEICA T e R A B EE I Y
AREET » 40 H1b Fral -

1

H1b @ BUaEEE(K - HEE SRR e -

(=) MEBUGEGREBREFAMEE S ¢« AR % A&

[EIARH - (EBITRAV AT - A SB[ 2 & R i S Fr B H = m A
[EIHVECE - 5 R AT BUE S EGIREE T » HNZ R RE = 2 A 98w
F#E - R EBUGEIENBUN > A ERAAENE T EHRE
SEER - G55 ESBEHIPELIEHIEZE (ideology conflict) -
EEBME 2 F > EREHRPEZF > AR SRR T EZENF
% 3 2% (egalitarianism ) B A 78 3 (humanitarianism ) - = % §F5 4t
M E A REUF (limited government ) Ei{# 47 78 {# (€ {H ( moral
traditionalism ) (Keele & Wolak, 2006 ) - [{E & & W & 2 EIPRE
ZHRENRIGREZF RPN S — BT A RT (REE
FFE 0 2013) - BEBEERHRSIHERBILAZIERAE » EH
PREF At R —EE - B AMIAE 2R ER—E ARSI AR EE -
B [E B R W A B SO R L E R - RIS 5 A B aIP RRn 28
BURHEENE - 18 L0258 LA 5 W S I R EE LAV RE S (Keele &
Wolak, 2006) - iBEEGE RIS 1 R (5 5 SFEPLEET SR
W BRSO REBLE(EE - EIE 5 A BUE VAR (Rudolph &
Popp, 2007) - $HEERENIRTA AT B DIAVGE R - fEEER
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rZaRERRE L > JPEL B B BRI R EE R W R
[ FE A=) (Steenbergen & Brewer, 2004) - [RIFLAWTZEHE SR Hlc
N

Hlc : AEmrUaEs > HEGTERAREAS -

VY~ DR I 556 IR SR I A Tl TR

WIRTATAL > SRR B R AERRE A HEEHTIRAE T > INIEHA SR
SO A RENMA ] AR H EE A INEEE - DURAEASOERE T
FITER AR > 3 s -

(—) PRI IR e g
B RR Y AN E AE DA R ] RE s B B HL A IR #E T © Lavine
(2001) HIRFZESEIR - B e s & Phi TR AE R TR S H I A E
T ERAEIRA 2 B8 NHYRIE 5 [EIRSFAth P 2 th 2 2R A AR 20 R TR g
TR AE T (B ARV E P > BRI E A - HHH
AT RE A TR Y - [FIEEH - Nir (2005) $1%f 2000 SEEJRATA
BRI RS B S H R (E SR ¢ Nir & Druckman
(2008) $H¥f&a QBRI EIURDIAVETR - Bl S # I VERSS
AL NS ERE IR - R EEGERHEERATRE - HES
FEBERE IR g - B0 ¢ Lavine (2001) #5307 BUE A2 FE AT =Y
BER > HEERFIH (RS A SR AR B R R \AYREE -
BRI HEN A BRI R ER T RS BRI
PAMAHTFER0 Ry IR R Z F VA IR TR SRAVER &2 mIRE R R Ryt (]
EEIGIRAE > EMPIEIEEBE I - (RE 0 & AR SR SRAY IR
e o RIFEHEL H2a 401

H2a : BRI ATE - HORRANEE A -
(7)) DURIHKDE - BOR vs. B

FEHELTIRORIR 38 AT ST S 3R IR Ry BUH 5 = 7 B RE S A
TEMERGE > LT G 58 2 EFEHEERERE R EH = & - B
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W1 Basinger & Lavine (2005) AYRFZEEE3R » BrEEE I S E LA & DL
ST fUE i) R e S BRIV 1T (SR R IR IR E R SRy
BLE - Lavine et al. (2012) A SR [EIFERY A [FI2EEK - 38T
HYECE Y[ % (ambivalent partisans ) EEE R &K TEH LA B RLIE
TR E R MERE FEEEERIANFRE R RS EN
i - BN Eas IR » AR STHE s E R S RN R R Pl
ELER T RE % S5 AR T ) - [EIRREE AR B s - 20
H2b Ei H2c At -

I

H2b : BUEEE AR RS - HBCRI A -
H2c @ BUESEIHRERE S - HOBE AN RS A A -

I

To ~ IR R R I Bt 3 R G
(—) BB R R

YR = B S R S U [ (F B R - Pz &
ELlg e BN S R MR &R - MRS S B E B P F R E -
{140 Rudolph & Popp (2007) Ay 53R CEIK = 2 e B G HAY B IR
/5 ° Nir & Druckman (2008 ) 1335 8 1 = & P s V) B BE R &
afl o BEAh - BUSE IR = B (R S (2 8 A RRFEHT K (Lavine,
2001) - [SIEFA0AT AT AR HY DR R E RE R (R E5T) > Bgeth
&M M EE R 5 2 BB B P A B B ER AV 2 8 (Nir & Druckman,
2008) - fEIEEERIFEIATE - FeffTa] DA T RE R R BE IR = 2 A REE
180% - NI el R R EAH A & - PR S S IR &R © AR
pElEL e :S AE 2L I ERE NGB =t (AN Br e S S ERuA AL A
TEHIBEEE - AEHISEbagtR - Tl DU4E LI B B I o E R SR R
ANETAMEEESR > TRENFEERRR T Fh IR = R B At R R 5
[EIZR PR P AR SRR E - PR LEE B TR & - e
RS R E RN A] LU RO B B P R - IR At P PT REEL®L
LSRG E RSB &N » SRILHE H3a B H3b 41T -

H3a @ BUEREIAREEATS - SIS MR B, -
H3b @ BUSIHIRRE A - BRCHRAS B R KBS -
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(=) BhEEREB L

& T HYHT PR PR (L 5 R KA SR AR R BRI AT DUB R AL
A [ B i = B3 & (Dilliplane, 2011) R ZE 383 B4
WA Sy B E s 2 S REE (e.g., Armitage & Conner, 2000 ; Bell
& Esses, 2002 ; Zemborain & Johar, 2007 ) ; [EHF i\ L 3R A
I o A R R R B REAH [RIAY & A (Tyengar & Hahn,
2009) ; ABERSEEMCHIET R E oA EEEME R - S REETIE
RHVERE - R e MRS 22 - DRI At o] AE S SRl M i B 15
TREHEZEERE o BERIL - Aiseias E RO AR - HIbATsE
SRR AR R BEOER > NN S REBEREE
ROV E R R A ELEBH YRR - B DU BB I PR U ey B i
G BB ARG &R - AgRRRAEREEILYS (REER
&k ) BB TR EHRAR -

Hda @ BUEREARE

SEFEANG > PR S YRR (R EE R
H4b : BEE IR S

& 0 PRI B (REE R AR -

AN B EGE R BRET R

LW FT R0 R B R R — TN L HYRAE (Has et al., 1992) »

HE NMRELAERIVRE T EHARE > EALr0EgES
(van Harreveld, Rutjens, et al., 2009 ; van Harreveld, van der Plight, et

al., 2009) o AMZ Pl R E EEGiRAE - FEER RN AR R
FIAER G R — T MIEDE - AR ERAVIREE T8l LR EEH
RER B TREE S R E AR - R —(E AT REAYJT A © van
Harreveld, Rutjens, et al. (2009) 27 A&+ RIS EVE R 2205 - &3,
B E CHIRZ - R T RN LB RIS, R e
B PSR RGN A ZRE R SR FE SRR -

EAMREECAR BRNEEFRT - &5 S5 a0 B T
Falt o B RERA — ER SRR HEEN: - B TS R RE
RS (anticipated regrets) » Il 46 A A 5] Y SRS SR K
ARERVIRNE - 5 A REEEE LRSI RECREURE -
Ry NFWARIER R RN TEh AT EE AR B9l - /NPT Eh R SR FT REAE AR Ay 1R
(Landman, 1987) (Rlig—) 5 HBGHC € EMOLERTES
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Ailgr SRR TEER 0 CATREAVEE (RIg) = —
LT MRS ATRELLIC A SR iBHTAR (RI8=) - ZEERAR Y IE
FRAEBEERAIFET T - PRETEE R B S A S5 HU ME B TR - ASGR S
BRI TS AIEDHE LU = (E T RE SRl A AR (R
i—) ~ IR (Rlg ) BEERICERTE (Rig=) - ={E%R
B AR o

(—) BELELENERN

ANMIZ Fs RATEIFT Al RE S B B R N IRIEIZ E S /T8 (eg.,
Gilovich & Medvec, 1994, 1995) - [ " e R 22 fES SR | 45
o AR T R s A AT s [ SR B - Aol sERREURTTE)
FyRIMESRES - TEEEBROVIEIR T F5 BRI BT W 7 {8\ e A i L ]
5 WILECAEHIIE - R REEE T 2IRHER s - FrLIA TAE
RZAEER R SRR R SRS - #E LU R THIARV IR - BRANESS
GEIR - BERTEILHEE R S > (HEER I SZ RSB TEN - 140 ¢ Yoo
(2010) HYRAFTEEIRAT B R ETAE FHIEEE A RE AR 77 & FavEEE
HIIEAE 22T RS o (RIELEEH H5a 40°F -

H5a : BUEREHIRERERS - STERIEAVERR(R -

() AR

RIS TR 2 e SR S ) R /TE) (inaction) BN HR
RAB—EEREAVEEE » HAME BE0EE AR R R A
4% (van Harreveld, Rutjens, et al., 2009 ) - {FHEEERIFEE N » 0JHEMY
WU T FHCEE > PINAEGE T T — B —(i % - 5 E P %fﬁ
RUTHER » AR TR B EH CEWISERRAE M A4S - £ R R
HYBAEE H AR SR b - BRI IRAS N EIRY B (540 0 2001) >
BIA0TE 78 P At & ZE PR AR AR BT R R e S AR AR R B - BUfE B
BT E RS AN KRG EBUE 7835 B HIEEE A LA
TR R R P 2 ik B A BT GR B R EE 0 Bo /e A [E B s
(Mulligan, 2011 ) 733445 FAF ERH#EIAA LR H 1952 DA -
DERHCEILBE/ M EE S 2 TR AR EEET 52 =+ (Davis,
2015 ; Mulligan, 2011) ° DL 2012 4845 K35 By 5] » & &5 ZUGEERYLE
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BB TR ALTR 13.06% » TIYBYEEER 5y BT 2 8.16%
(EER > 2013) - BEAIZEE ARG TR IRREE RIS B ) B

L HSb 4R -

I

H5b : B EHVREE AT Hr RS R E A -

i

(Z) ks Wt 5 038 1

TS ATHEAYBRAL - T SR 2 e SRS | SRS = ATAT
HE PR A SRS Ry 225 18— 2 77 =01 F 1 B LR AT RE 1R 1BAY IR E (van
Harreveld, Rutjens, et al., 2009 ) ; %1 Feldman & Zaller (1992) 285
MNIHEFRIF G EHA 1S (accessible) A2 (cues) - HEMERET " 4%
ZEE4N ) (cue taking ) TREE - [EfEHE » van Harreveld, van der Plight,
et al. (2009) W &y&E NI &S B R AT AIE R ERS » EiE—
SR B HOASR > Bl E RSB AR M & Pl RE A — & AR R
(cues) -~ EBIMITRA ¢ MFTEMHZHI LR (consensus) FEZ 2K
BIRVERGER - ERATERIERE T » A7l R Rl e i e
ME - TR TEEINERANHRE - MEHEEEeE - THEEER
RELBCFR AR (KAL) - EERHEE ARSIV EHK
BURSR » FEAZERACHAE (the bandwagon effect) - JREIAEEAYPE
JIVRRIENE - SR S E PRI SRS - o5 FLBCE A A 38N
Ry 2 AILLIA 538 A Aok ayER 5. (R 2B CHYE
HERTARETE)  INHIEAEER RS MO - & BB AT
HIfEEE N R RS R AVRR S » AR G 38 E PSS AT ER &2 -

H5c : BUESIHIRRRE AL - G HBUE SR B A B REREE - Al

SR EERS -

2~ WSEATR
— > BRI
RBFFE AR R R H T R A e ST DUy )
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Fo T BRI « L BRI HEN (Fim 18 G EZ PER
B ) FYERED 104 42 11 H 14 HZRE] 105 F 1 A 15 HE#ETH
A SRER TR S DR - ZERER A EEHRE
ONERETTHRE TR - B GHERE AR R - MG AT BLIER R
e - SR - iR it RS (2015) o ASUESHEHE
H oy R Sk o

L fhERR A
(—) BHi
ARG E LGB B A AR - 27 PR - FEEE
JEEURELE - HFERAE 18 sl ERYRR (RE 86 4 12 H 31 HEL
pithds) RybEHG © HEREA S EENEERQ - Bk - BEEb
B BElPL - 1EE - BREREANRR > BN EELEE
B By T BRI R -

(=) flEE)T ik

ARG & PR A 73 JE VU S Bz PPS fifi £ VA (stratified four-stage
probability to size sampling ) - F5—EE RATFATTEEAIER - 25 —FEEL R
FPE I > S5 =P B RIS EaEE - VUSRI MR T
ik o B iR DA R RS - SE TR IR A IR EE B -
FCER—PIRESIEHE 2 (B RFw R - SXM RN AW L&
ZAR R 2 DA H B AR T 2 (E 26 R B8 - —
FIENZEZ &P P HEER 2% - SN ERERFER
TEREHEE - FEhREE -

(Z) BARRIERE

REREADICEFEREEIE - 8UMER ~ e 2 BRSO ETT
SXNHE © aRFIIRERT IR 2 BEARE MR EBENE 1 -

(P9) BEEEAE

AIGHEHGETH A 10,018 FEFREHAL - &EEHBTTHAEIFHIE
HAETIERK 2,002 (3R REAS > SEFIR Ry 29.87% ~ THFH By 27.29% -

BES BN RERAGE | KA ARBR  KRERETARER 181



%6°L %6°L 8S1 %6°L %8S 011 ¥ 6T~ 0T 7

%9°1 %9°1 43 %9°1 %L0 4! ¥ 61 ~81 7
%9y %9 6 %9 %8 $6 ERGE XA
%T°9 %T9 vl %T9 %b'9 Lzl ¥ 69 ~ 09
%16 %16 €81 %16 %8'8 9L1 ¥ 65~ 0S &
%T6 %T6 81 %T6 %6'L 6S1 ¥ 6y~ 0F &
%0701 %0701 10T %0701 %L 01 S1e ¥ 6¢~0¢ &
%S'8 %S'8 0Ll %S'8 %9°9 431 ¥ 6T~0T &
500> 000 %L1 %L1 e 500> S8'18 %L1 %1 T Mel~81H  &HdykIET
%101 %101 20T %101 %16 81 YT oL
%6°C1 %6°C1 LST %6°C1 %L1 76T ¥ 69~ 09
%S'81 %S81 1Lg %S'81 %I'1T €Ty ¥ 65~ 05
%981 %981 €Lg %981 %181 €9¢ ¥ 6v ~ O
%T0T %T 0T oy %T 0T %0°€T 09% ¥ 6€ ~ 0¢
%¥'91 %¥'91 8¢ %t'91 %I°Cl we ¥ 6T~ 0C
500 > 000 %E'€ %E€ 99 500> 9L9$ %€’€ %6'1 8¢ ¥4 61 ~ 81 i
%9°0S %9°0S Y101 %9°0S %9°€S vLO'T ha
S0°0> 000 %¥ 6 % 6 886 500> 61°L %Y 6% %% 9% 876 & I
Bd Byt TLE FHEE Y- Bd Byt TLE FHEE Y-
LR s pZ < R s pZ <
E7x i JIE =T

ZYTIEY Y HGIERO - 122

HA - 2017.12

+=

“HB=

PEEEST

182




o YlEEEEY SO LAFS ¢ S10T  BE - BEE] - (5N -

(W E) (FHDGZRESEXMEH %  ENSESHREERE) NS

%G'S %G'S 011 %S'S %€y L8 ERGE N
%L'9 %L'9 €€l %L'9 %b'8 L91 ¥ 69 ~ 09 X7
%b'6 %b'6 681 %b'6 %E'TT LT ¥ 65~ 0S 77
%b'6 %b'6 881 %b'6 %T 01 0T ¥ 6y ~ Ot 77
%T 01 %T 01 0T %T 01 %TTl S ¥ 6¢ ~ 0€ 77
Hd B L E TR Y- Hd B L E TR Y-
e N & piEvE ] N &
LY HFIY

(8) ZBFEIYHY

TR0 - 1 2

183

B

BESAEERAR | iR RARIERE « BEREKETR



=~ BRI R L
(—) A

BFEMER] ~ ISR - WHE Y BAEESR 1 2CERD
Ko 0o iAW SR A AT & B R B S (Keele & Wolak,
2008 ; Rudolph & Popp, 2007) ~ NILIEEETE LA AT - BEE T -
oREE TE-BE EERL TR B2 TR (F)) AT
B3~ Tt s LERER, R4 THEBREERE (BD -
ZTH RS T EHEEERAAE ) K6 LUK THIERTIE BT
It ER S - S -

(=) B

B E © " BN & R - AR - )
HEE - E - BRE > DREEBEARY - BRIEARARE—(E
B ? RS TR F o AR T EEREYE—(ERE 2 (01)
BREL ~ (02) RHES - (03) i ~ (04) FIREHL (05) 2BEGEHHE (5

B L EEE ieE, >~ TARE ) BCTES ) o RSB - T
KRR - SBERAERA MR —EEE ? 55 TH, - A&
GUBM AR (BB 7 (01) B - (02) RRHEEL - (03) 74
(04) FREREEL (05) HIEEAEHE (Bh) -

(Z) B

KT R EH RO R T4 - METESEERENBE A
HYRHE > FIBCE B Y SIE - 2812 PA Griffin 42058 (A+B) + 2
— |A — Bt RHES K (Thompson etal., 1995) - Sy 8uils &4
AR AT S - 275550k (Johnson, 2014 © Nir, 2005) HYJ57ABLEL
SORETEAGTE > EETHM 0 TE 0 RIEE IS 0 100 HEERIE
HOREE - FHERE REEEIREEDREVEE ) - MR SR
HHEBERAL (A+B) =2 - |[A—B]°

(P9) Buif ik
ZEE TR o SRR EEUARELRATIEE ? ) BEIH
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Fo TIEEAESEE, (Bl 1) ~ TARAEEE, (BiER2) -
T, (BER3) - THEEEEE, (BER4) - TIEE RS
(BER 5) - HEHESHEHEE « Mk (2003) Frifse - Hit

TEUEE > BUGELBREE

(1) WREBUREGE BB R TE (A e T )

ZEE st - TEASNGEBRR (5i8) MEAR
%Feim 0 A ARBARK TEEMIL, LY - WAL AR TR
FE4t— g oy - WA AR R TIRMEREIR, (R E)
LLidhy - SERMREIE RRERE 7 L B T (01) BIEMIL ~ (02) RIF4R
— ~ (03) HEFFAR (A&AHE) > (96) 1REER ~ (97) SRR ~ (99) AT
HEL(95) 1B ) > EHEESHEHN (2004) A - B2 E 5
(03) 1 (96) Hl4RmEs Ry 1 By " EPRERTEEE , - AMAIGRS 0 -

() BORBH

ZHEH BRI ¢ " FEREOR T R E A S R I
T ? IR sy - (01) EEHEEEAREHAIBOR ~ (02) KEEFE
fiEBE A HEHAVBUR ~ (03) A—1E ~ (04) KECD A G5 E RN HAT
BUR ~ (05) EAFBIEEAELEER - ) iR 2 E e el gL
o Nt s HECRICER S - MEE T AAE  BHEiESH
FILISPEEE -

(&) PesRImmEE

T E ST RIRIES ¢ T BRI S A i A
T2 BRI B 2 L SRR T(01) (RHEIEE - (02) RS -
(03) Wil ~ (04) HEE FIEIT - (05) ATET - | HHEZHE
2 R A S SRR R s - T TR,
B BRI TR -

WAQRii4: 31 ELI PN
P Y R e B K i 2B P FY9 3 WS o3 1) AT T 9 {1 R ) S HI
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& R (R AR e (SRR AR AR LR
[ 2 BT EEE R o SRR ESF A R R G B R
(PREEA) FAVEERRME ? |, > BHER 02T XK - REZAEENR
RS > AIAFREEEELEER -

(JU) 5258 3 I A S ik

B Y0 A5 o ] B S A e A5 T [T Y B UL 7 51 AT T R AAH
B THEFREENERERHEE T (FREEMHEASEAMZ R
Y2 BOZ SRR 7 ) B TR IR RIS AR O R (FREEAD o
ReR R EMIINER R R 2 BB E SO & 2 ) BIHE T (01)
HEEE ~ (02) RESTZEE ~ (03) —— ~ (04) KEESE ~ (05) 4L
TELk ~ (06) (2 H REEEREK ~ (96) BB ) - HERE 01~ 02~ 04 81
05 > AR A fmbE - B HGRIS R 1> HAAIGE R 0 -

(1) EAAERE M

ZEE IR« TEERREERE (BEGERAE RN
B WIFE 7 (01) EEPEMEER - (02) RETAREER ~ (03)
—E (EEAAREEEL) - (04) REDIIEERHY ~ (05) ZENEMESRHY ) » 2
HEAEE TR —E CEAREE) | GRS 1 HMmAR 0 -

(+—) B

B RS H S EIT R REE - StHRESE D > BB R - TR
SRIELEGAEE - SERIREIAEREEA ? |, B T (0]) BR
8 —IRIIfR ~ (02) RERE —Z20050 ~ (03) HHERE —KIEH ~ (04) A F
R ~ (05) $ERETEEL (99) AR ;- 1TV A BRI = M HAY R4
GrBR TS MR EEE I A R B A 7 L BRI T (01) ER
8RR~ (02) RESL — Z2H0C - (03) RS — ARIEHHL (99) F A1
B oo SHWIIEM O EE R 0 T EEM 2016 FEINEZBIER - 1g
FAEUMEBCERIILEZ BIEREEA 7
1. MR =17 Rl

oy Ry Wt > SEERENL T (B —JGEA) B — TG RIMIERM -
B S I R R S RS2 01~ 02~ BL 03 AR A
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HERCEET R ) RS By 1 HARALR T MO REIT hE A
B RSNy 0 o B MRS S MR R I B — R BB R RE Y [H]
B 01~02 - 8103 QIR THUMERET RERE ) HHEER 1 &
LA B T IEIAMEREERAT R E ) RS 0 -
2. R FEAH

RGBT ZRBAHERAERE - SHOFEREIEEA
REAREEE - ARAE TR RmE ) wilsRy 1 AR " 5
FUCEERE | Wi 0 - PIANsF EHEGIAMR RS 255 B
I ZEANEEIR R E A - RIER R T RER A -

Bt~ WESERTREL ST

— > BEGE R

2 55 % A 50.65% (N =1014) & 30 A B 20 F » 43.31%
(N=867) 2H 604% (N=121) fE%E - AERELEE T H
40.73% (N =413) LEER ¥ ; 54.83% (N =1556) 206 R
227% (N=23) sREHE -

T BEGER
B ECEAFH R # Ry 40.26 (SD =24.88) - RIEENFI

R4 8k 47.50 (SD =23.89) - [ EUEEER | SEHE B 23.60 (SD =
31.56) -

=~ H1 {8zl

Hla FEMsP P R H SRR S S » 2ot s s SRR
kB AT BUE SR E AR (AR 2 B IER R —) » HiEX
EOREER AT » Hla (55506 - Hib TR BUaRBEI RS - Hik
BOREEEEE SRR 3 FTEUR | BUGELEREE - HEEE
HEGE > NI H1b AYEEREATHIAME - Hle FEMI : )R A — 2Ll
> HEE SRS SRR RSB R & ] DUEE H IR
HLEEIREE (£2) > Wik Hle AGE57FF -
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=2 SRR TRA N EE AR

Predictors
AR B

Step 1 0.01"

PR (B=1>2=0) -0.08"
GRT -0.01
BE -0.04
Step 2 0.117

B E EA 4Rt — | 0.11"
B E A GRS — -0.25"
BUA S -0.06™
Yt E R HEE 0.11"

HEREE— EA 1 ARIA 0N TZEA - -
TIEHRIE . 2 EE A 0.5 PREA -1 2AEA 0.5 -
1 ARHEE 0 0 BEAb o
"p<0.01.

Y~ H2 {9 R

DL e b Fa s B 2l i i H2 © H2a TR & 15 sy - HLAZEn
REVNEEE AT - R 3 (Ex(—) FoR © Ry 8Ok A BB
TR SRINEEE - H2a (5505087 - H2b TR B S 8 R ELE & £%
BURRLE » 1323 () Fon » S5 o3 BOE [m) BB = TR
RICEEARE » &5 S8 H2b - H2c DL T B U B (binary logistic
regression) AA@M > 41K 4 (X —) For > BEESE0GE - @A
REBEAARERE > H2c 1S5ISFF

T~ H3 AR

DA25 70 B8 i B Al i B H3 o Hi3a FEDHIE a8 1K Ay - FIlieU A
ZH BB BT - NS R BUR B R Bl 2 A B T
HEBG B R CRE (R 5 #A—) - H3b BB S A
PR 2 s B AR R R AT R - SR IEANTEE (AR SR FR)
U 5 o B TR L SR s 88T R R SOR B - AR = AT
73 A A R B R AR BUR A E FEHI S 8 &RAIZAR
A - (EFERHEBUaEElEE - Hn B R B as » FRE
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*3 ZSNMEEERFRFRE CRERHZHEEKRE

e — BT
Predictors TSR B
AR B AR B

Step 1 0.04” 0.03”
PRI (B=1>%2=0) -0.09” -0.06"
Ga -0.13" 0.08"
HE 0.08" 0.20"
Step 2 0.08" 0.02”

R E A Gmts— 0.19" -0.00

HERE A AR -0.15" -0.06"
BUGEER -0.08” 0.13"
Y RERRIE AR -0.00 0.10"
Step 3 0.02” 0.00
B 0.14” 0.05"

i EREE— R ER L PR 0 2R -
PIERIRIEZ T EEA 0.5 BREA -1 205 -
1 BAREE 0 BEM -
p<0.05,"p<0.01.

EELEREE o R AR o (8 R AR R e I 1 TR e s B el
PBIE - SRV IR AT RE ] DR Ry BEABU G B - B ERE
R - B MR R AIRRE T A ] RE (st Hos s Aa A -

7N~ H4 1Al

PUT I RO ER AT ) AR He - Hda THNBCE SRR
FEEEBIEEGER - S eEEIRRESRGVERS > &R
AT (20 6 I —Frr) - Ry RS BRI AR
TERABERENER S - Hab TIPSR A - (R RS
BRI > N SRR B (REEA SRR - (HEFI R

(RF6AT) - FEHH - B =B 7 B R B KRB
HERRBUIAEFEREE > BERIIZAAE -

t© - HS A
HSa MBI =S > B SR AEIIRERER - 1% 4 (1
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Ze 4 ZTIEHHEESMIRFRE GEATEER) BRETAERA

Hl— 7 - = e

BAREN REER e (N Portite
Rl (B=1>2=0) 0.12 0.22° 0.08 0.13
(0.10) 0.11) (0.11) 0.17)
LT 0.01" 0.01 0.01 -0.01
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) 0.01)
BE 0.09" -0.01 0.06 0.03
(0.04) (0.04) (0.04) 0.07)

B R R E A 4w — ! -0.19” -0.61" -0.61" 0.64"
0.07) (0.09) (0.10) (0.11)

B RIE A dmts -0.82" 1.09” 132" -0.44"
0.07) 0.07) (0.08) (0.13)
FraEE 0.04 0.24" 0.22" -0.10
(0.05) (0.05) (0.05) (0.08)
SRR R AT E 0317 0.21 0.17 -0.03
(0.11) 0.12) (0.12) (0.19)

B R 0.017 -0.017 -0.01" 0.01"
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)
Constant -2.04” -0.23 0.15 -0.93
(0.34) (0.35) 0.37) (0.59)

Likelihood . 2,472.09 2,210.14 2,053.64 857.82
Pseudo R* (Cox & Snell) 0.13 0.23 0.24 0.10
Pseudo R’ (Nagelkerke) 0.18 0.30 0.33 0.15
N 2,002 2,002 2,002 892

2 ERFEE— R ER 1 BRER 0 &A1 -
IERHREE T T EEA 0.5 FIREA -1~ AR 0.5 ©
1 ARFEE @ 0 BEAt -
1 BE—RAMKREEERERE  BEERO
1 AE—BNE _HAMKREEEERE  BEERO
1 BARKE BBERO-
'p<0.05, "p<0.01.

A ) B SRS R R R 4EL=EEER
RFERELRAF - H5b B S S EH H O JHCEE RS » 4
RATAOTEI (R4 - B BEE IR A P R T -

H5c FRHISEL & B B P (08 N\ Ry R TP FROAIR B 2 > I
EERI A RE Rk o IR PERRF A BRI R B A RIERY 2
I BB RERFERERIZIEE TN (N=1170) - E{kE
TH R SRea 25500 (RFPHImZ ) VRN > ERETZ BRI
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x5 SBEE B EH E R IR R

A — BT BHA= =Y
P %ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬂ %Mﬁﬁzﬁﬁ%ﬁ BT A
EON FEBCR S BACREL FACR B
AR B AR B AR B AR B
Step 1 0.117 0.13" 0.117 0.13"
MRl (H=1>72=0) 0.12" 0.12" 0.12" 0.12"
o 0.30" 0.33" 0.30" 033"
wE -0.03 -0.02 -0.03 -0.02
Step 2 0.10" 0.07" 0.10” 0.07"
BUEEERIE] E A 4wt — ! -0.07" -0.02 -0.07" -0.02
B R E A s — 0.06” 0.03 0.06™ 0.03
BUEELER 0.29” 0.25" 0.29" 0.25"
SR EATEE 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.04
Step 3 0.07" 021"
BRE BRI RE 0.28" NA
BEBHRAREITRE NA 0.50"
Step 4 0.00 0.01° 0.01 0.01
Bl -0.00 0.08’ -0.01 0.06"

i EREE— BRI PR SRR -
IERHRIE R EEA 0.5 A -1 N 2R 050
1 AREE 0 BHAh -
p<0.05, "p<0.01.

BREE R BfFH BIE HEE (2RF THEA—) » BMEEEZ
BER > EHEETS  TERGERFATRSE - BIREHEREES
RILMHHIER > &R B R B AR AR B (F i Ry & 1) HL 3%
HHE > BHERCRERENER - SRS - RS
BR#E (2R THEAT) © ARZEER T EREFEEEES
M SZReZe > BRI - AL HSc 158508 -

Th ~ 5 i L i
— ~ WFFeEEBl
B AR R AT 50T = (HBO AR R

o AOCB Bk Th TR B B S TRAVEE ST > AR
BUE SRR E sk - (eEhtsmE e R ER g HE AR
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= 6 | ZIAH BRI EE AR E HT E IR UL

B — BT = Y
EHE Hax BEHE Al
EEARE EEERE BEARE BEEERE
PR (BB =1>2=0) 0.05 -0.16 0.07 -0.18
(0.13) (0.20) (0.13) (0.20)
4L 0.01 0.02" 0.01 0.02
(0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01)
wE -0.01 0.05 -0.02 0.06
(0.05) (0.08) (0.05) (0.08)
B E A Smt— | -0.15 -0.07 -0.16" -0.07
(0.08) (0.12) (0.08) (0.13)
B E R GRS 0.47" 0.417 0.48" 0.41"
(0.10) (0.14) (0.10) (0.14)
BUAE R 0.18" 0.13 0.197 0.11
(0.06) (0.10) (0.06) (0.10)
YR E R -0.07 0.16 -0.06 0.14
(0.14) (0.22) (0.14) (0.22)
EEHRE NA NA -0.05 NA
(0.03)
PEEEIWN ) NA NA NA 0.07
(0.04)
B -0.01" -0.01 -0.01" -0.01
(0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01)
Constant -1.60" 2297 -1.48" 2347
(0.45) (0.66) (0.45) (0.66)
Likelihood X* 1,508.97 664.28 1,506.58 661.14
Pseudo R* (Cox & Snell) 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06
Pseudo R* (Nagelkerke) 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.09
N 2,002 2,002 2,002 2,002

o ERMRIE— A 1 A0 kR A - e
PIERHRIE T T EE A 0.5 FAREA -1 AR 0.5 ©
1 BREERE 0 A -
“1AERE (BRE  KEDRE B4 KMAREK) » 0 AERE (B85
—¥—YHEEFER) -
'p<0.05, "p<0.01.
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x7 ZIEHRFERSTEERE

A — =
BER A 2 BERH R B RN 2

PR (B=1>2=0) 0.08 -0.51"
GRG -0.02" 0.03”
4= -0.18 0.20°
ErEREIEEE (B =1 Hitt=0) -3.88" 3.88"
BrEEREESE (%=1 Hith =0) 2317 -3.39"7

TEELER 0.01 0.05
S IR N T -0.58" 0.46
Bl -0.02" 0.03”
BUE I EEE < BUEORFE R 0.03" -0.03"
BUE A&, < BUEOR P B 0.01 0.02
Constant 3.29" -5.52"
Likelihood Y* 728.17 612.02
Pseudo R* (Cox & Snell) 0.49 0.44
Pseudo R* (Nagelkerke) 0.67 0.65
N 1,170 1,170

AR 0 A -
1 AREER 0 RBREM -
p<0.05,"p<0.01.

BRIRRIE - (ER A LRENIEEZEE - 1 YR EBEEEGIRE T - 1E

BEATE T - AWTFEE R IEA TR - A AR FRE R E & (f
MER) ~ HEUGREAMEES (BUGERRE ) BUEEIPERERY

el (Mrsi i miBe) - HEESRREEES -

Fo ARNEEERNOIAHEES - MM EREEARERETN
MAE o N REAERL > MR REEULIE RITERE - IR IR
AR RAAR AN LA IR R B s &bk 7RISR
RIS = 2 A - R 5 AR R Ry R B s
REE S BN B BCEF R BRI IR R R -

FESGE BT R RE U o7 - B IR = 2 PR R A B Y R AR
ARAVEN - BB RGRRCs S R &R AT sE M e s - 2RI
B S B I P S R 2 R TR e e B el R U T S EE A e 88
FEIEIREIL - IERRAVER ATRE A B R Y R A WCE S AURT Rl &
18 - BRI AR B AR osese i - S s - HRHliE
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FEREEFTREIZ AN ] o T Heaos SR RV REZ T REAR 24 - IR ET#ReR
N 0 E(EARE IS R A AR - BRI S E N R
AR At ERATUSE R AR - Nt AR s EREE R
FELETSEEAM R A - (EECE (RIETRT ARV L > B B
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Party Ambivalence: Antecedents,
Decision Strategies, Media Uses, and
Coping Strategies

Chingching Chang”

Abstract

Using data from Taiwan Communication Survey conducted in 2015,
this study explored the antecedents, decision strategies, media uses, and
coping strategies of those who felt ambivalent toward the competing
parties in Taiwan’s 2016 presidential election. Party alignment, political
interests, and value conflicts were observed to be negatively associated
with party ambivalence. Those with greater party ambivalence had more
difficulty making decisions and tended to engage in issue voting. Their
decision strategy was oriented toward selecting the right candidate, rather
than the right party. Moreover, ambivalent voters read more newspapers
and were more likely to avoid news channels with clear party biases
during the campaign period. Finally, ambivalent voters intended to avoid
voting and expressed a greater intention to engage in split-ticket voting
and to vote for the projected winner.

Keywords: 2016 Presidential Election, decision strategies, voting
intention, election news receiving, ambivalent voters
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