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RERE-ZWE R GRE R E RS RHTAE
ZRA ' F 45

o ERRERR OB AT, b0 100101) G EREEBRRFRERE, L5 100049)
C HFHPRUREFR, s 100088)

B B AMNERF-ERFARAT 1995 FHREUR, ERFABIIART e kiE, B8R E-
BIE RGO XAt A, AR T E 5B R R AR IR R TR . B ATAEZ A S8R b o 225
REFH BT, EEE S, F114097. BB, (ES5XEEfARNNE, CHGELMBELIEOE YN
it REREEL. A ERLANARAEL. REVAALENEEXR ., FENH] EBEREFolE
FRA A B IATE MR, TR SRS AR,

KRR AR -EDE A% TEER; BHMKAR, HRAR

HEE  B849:C93

1518 2 JAS MtRBIEXRTER T IZIRE
FEBRHE L RRg) R — BRI i s . & 2.1 BAER

A8 A AAE SR, o g fd A S g, DA JAS FET A ) Al AL 1 AN TTHRE I A ——

BRI M S 2. AR, FESRINYAE  YORF (udge) Al 1A MREEEIUH A —22

WESCF AR BT T 0, EATEI S B T AR 50 WE (Advisor)e HECHE A5 R P SRAT 55 1)
(Yaniv, 2004a). 7 L4l 80 4FfXK, Sniezek R, MEE R A . YORELRE IS S
1 Buckley (1989) i [EH, i 2 B PR 5T WEAR B MW, i m &k, aa i
AGE H TAMR I W el $e, o Blvr 2 s A DB G B WL, DA B R 1 o
YRS E ks Ak, —Ee TE O RIHERM T s BT SO Rt PSR R AR R Hh SR AS RS Cln
FLos YRR L TAX DG e IR A 4 [F) ST AL, R SO B (A ERETAERRRD . B ELH )
SEREA LA F 1 €453 46 (role differentiation) 12 % JAS St 1 MRFEER 1~2 AN . X TR
MAFAEMIINEE . B, 52 EE R YR BEA R EA SR, sk SO s A T Bt — N
AR HEZL TP IY,  AH REAEBF A PSR IR HE S o 75— JAS KA%K (Sniezek & Buckley, 1995).,
W5 DUTE ) 2 H00E 58 0 T i 2 A g 308 2 T8 A
1995 4, Sniezek 1l Buckley 1F a0 T vk ifes HRgWT, iEYRERE SRS @ UCE AT, T HER
S RS0 (Judge-Advisor System, FK JAS) f) M (by default) NRFHIRALEI, TFR, %
ME2 (Sniezek & Buckley, 1995). BtJE, WFILEAT] BNVTFIRER R N br it 8, bk 5
TR TLTT R T — RV R U Q&R T W RN RIFATH (van Swol, 2009), 23K pY

R, WRBEW REii, JAS B AE e fE b ke S SR A PRI (Gino & Moore, 2007),

TAWR e 58 . AT S5 ISR BRI LUy R a6 8 (choice) HIH

Wi (judgment) (Bonaccio & Dalal, 2006). {H 72
. TRAMEB A LA ERm e, Hir2 8

Wk F138: 2009-05-20 -

KBRS TR <A o bR OUITORIT ARG, P A fe
B LRE S [ H (KSCX2-YW-R-130) 5 % [E 4R 1< (Harries, Yaniv & Harvey, 2004) i1 i [
Hedr (708711100 + bt A RHERER H % 10) H NAE (Gino & Moore, 2007) 5.
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2.2 FIRHEE

RPEBLA 1 SCHR (Sniezek & Buckley, 1995;
Sniezek & van Swol, 2001; Bonaccio & Dalal, 2006;
Yaniv & Milyavsky, 2007), 2K JAS iR Py ok
FOLRRAGN Ay . OPRFE BB RS, R E S
RN/ B — 8 AR B %, RS R, 7k
IR DA L @R TR — P4

HE; ORMENHERMESFE, AR gtk
ST (R UE U ORI/ A5 s @O BCE AR BT 1345
UL AR AR R B . RIA
WA MEL: @ISR L B PG R A
WA, AR Hit, MR JAS IR A
CUANREGEA AN 2 ANEERED Tk 1 fs.

i1
in ST
g=fieat
EHEE RIRE [ TN Ll A A BEERE
Feakile
L ST
1502

Bl g RIp Tas iR R

3 JAS 5BIORK

TEREARSE T, S BUR ORI, 7K
FEAE DAL, AR AR AR M s
R AEER W BRI, ARA 1 FRZE A0 T 52
W S EME, BEOE MBI TT R . T JAS AU
P TURE— A S TR, HMEACTHAR TR R
ARG ML RHA YA, JAS PR IEANE
6 22 BRI — SO0, Hodge 207 W o Sk T
FEAA PSS [F) S22 1) J R —— P e RN s E 2
MRS, R JAS BT A R S5 i,
AR e 3 A NATA AR s 28 e SR BRI Ay ot
i

HJAS 211 L0k, W22 TFRT JAS 5k4)
FITEARIF LS ST . Savadori, van Swol 1 Sniezek

(2001) [IWFFCRINL, JAS rhifpes s LhARSs f ik

TR R B A DT, KR SREAE O 16 JAS
PSRRI T B Z A F4ES Y (inequity of
participation ) Fll 5 /b ) — 3 ¥ S 5K (consensus

seeking)o ITHK, JAS AL MMLTHAIAT 5L 2 A
{5 AT HR MMM K. 3 van Swol Fl Ludutsky
(2007) Rt FESSHICI JAS T, RHCH I
BEZLEEEMNEVETRTELZHNEL, JFH
25 TIXLEAE SR S VPY . MRS, AUE 3L E
RS WA G . T DR S50 %
WG B AT A e ERRB, JEANRE
FEIT I JAS [FILLALAL S, van Swol (2009) 3l
WHIANZAZEHAT T RN BT, 4R
FW, JAS FHIBLTIR TEZMEENE, JEA
BNSTE A SRR = B AR AL =5 R
Whdg i, KA AESS MR A SGE D JAS M4
FAb R AR, T LR St TR L5 R O,
PR

I AT DL, B P SR o [ SR ANE,
{HZEEAX S aFERTEE, WAL
RIS T BAF )AL e T JAS 7EIXTT
MUENPY € SN LI
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4 JAS 5HFVRTE

PN e WA RS AL R I, (2 PR
TALS LI, ARSI (gt ke
FEL WEHPES . FEREFERD [sRiEE
TR IR 5, 2 BN I S R 5, 4k
BT S B A T, SRS TR AT AR AR R
REGE SR CEW, T, 2K1EE,
2007),

% Z AN P K B i2 (Multilevel Theory of
Team Decision Making, i MLT), JLF-5 JAS [A]
e, 2RISR i ) 2L & (Hollenbeck et
al, 1995; R4, FHENY, 2003). L JAS A,
MLT AL A R SR P 3R AL 145, i R A
AR O MAT, AR — MR DTSRI (B
MEMRHEEBIAN CFD, SFLE FRBIAT
U R R BAR L B IE R B bR, JF
Z RGN o SR, P AR E 5

H4e, MLT JGER S A, S5 5 W)
iy (B NOCR), MR TS ME, 8
PR AE A A TR P AR 0 5 JAS U4
XS TFTRIHESE B D IR T M SR R &R, M
F IR PSR F RECE AT, s )
AWAE B, M HAAAAEB R T KR
Fevk, MLT 322 RL7p A AL K JH A L Bl k5452
( Team Interactive Decision Exercise for Teams
Incorporation Distributed Expertise, AjFR TIDE?)
NRFALS, BIULS ARG, AT
L[] I TR K PR I T s g R 55 R 22 AN RE, 1
AT A5 BRI AR 45 10 58 s AN 230 JAS T
B NERARSHEIR, MR, N ES D,
I HAES 5 ROE a4 € ). 55—, MLT MUANZ
IR AR 53 F1 = AN A0k B i SR, 0 525 545%
W RSEUERTERI N 2, i, 2IRAE; JAS 3
TR RAGAE R0 LTIAIRER =R,
F GG BCR AN LI % . B, MLT 1 R4k
B B B Ry CREAE, Sl T AR R I,
R A AR 2515 B R U7 T, Al AT =) 3
R AN TG T JAS JEANCH X 40 il
HBCEAEME AR fEAREE R B ZER
JEBEHLI . (Hollenbeck et al, 1995; Sniezek &
Buckley, 1995; Humphrey, Hollenbeck, Meyer, &
ligen, 2002; ¥ 0, T ¥, 4%K4H, 2007).

FIRAHTERY, MLT 5 JAS BE& ik R NG H

B R BRI S, MLT A LA TAS 7R85 €
TEEEF AR, ITEER, PIMIBERLE KR ks
B MY, BT EA R

5 JAS HHIFARE R

FHIMAT T ZATRIL, Pesa A A bt i
Yk (egocentric discounting) At A# Y (Yaniv &
Kleinberger, 2000), i HALHTIRZ A G2 e
FEM 5 Coutlying opinions) (Harries, Yaniv, & Harvey,
2004). A, BAT JAS MIBFTUEE PAE IR HTIR
BORNFERE, e H AT gk uEm e g b, Flges

FIERIBEIL . AT, IR AR5 HERE . AL
EXIRANE Sy hE T FIEAINE IR
5.1 {1F (Trust)

H1 T SR MV B 2 AR AR A AR B AR
FR, ARAE” MERCA BRI 5 BRI E AL &
Sniezekfllvan Swol(2001 )44 7M7Y 1) 5 # (novice
judge) FIEZFAIFIENFE (expert advisor) FLXT,
X A AT A0, B A T WE L IAE
fER R GOREY], B FEERBE KT
VR FARREE A, T HAG A W2 5w T
PRIEH RN S T e 4 R 1R 0
WO KRB, PSR ALAF AR P IR BB IR R,
B2 (R A o AAT IO T R DRk Y S L
AVCE TG SR E v, (RN TS
SN . 9P M, van Swol FlISniezek (2005)
NHARTE AT Mk sfeo T B U A2 106 T A8 R
AT, HEMEBCRMICR. 4RI, *
HH R NGRS E T AR TE T T 15
MACHIER AW, VF 24 S ARSIk
R RERI R TS AL AR .

BARME AR 2 AR MR AR, (H 2 R
— BB T W E A, s (E R 30
1) T A8t 2 Wk /Ny (Schrah, Dalal, & Sniezek,
2006) o [AIN), fEAERBIARER, RAEESHET
T AT 1 S LA W S TSGR 1A
fT (Yaniv & Kleinberger, 2000; Patt, Bowles, & Cash,
2006)

5.2 Eil#IE L (Advisor confidence)

ZHETTRIN, BV IS F OB Tk
HPTR RN BFEE O, AN B
R, RO iR R B 2
B4, Sniezek F1 Buckley (1995) My sfiag iy
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FHHHY (dependent) « ZRRM (cued) FIphsr Y
(independent) , HFFUR B = {5 L MEIE X T =
TR IY F) the S3 PAT BOSE, iy HLRSRE 0 T2
VOB I HOBURR B, RO sE gt s, b
PSR ] LG AT SRAT S5 1045 B i, il i
TR Az PR S (R 8 0 B M G i o AT
PRI W REIEE O L TTRIR IR, R A i
AR B A5 M CGRIED 1. Van Swol
Al Sniezek (2005) FRAWFFTMIA, EBH 115
o E— A T PR R 3= . B
WFFER AL, (5O PR L 20 e S 3 41 ) — o
R (AR S —— W i 2 B S S (Price &
Stone, 2004) .

FHh, BIR Sniezek & NI O 25 J bk
T BT (Sniezek & van Swol, 2001) , {HZ
Bonaccio £l Dalal (2006) HIIAh, XA G K A E
SEIG O T B SR BUE AT B IR PR SR T
FEH.

5.3 &[J#1IR (Expertise)

LT IENRR SR 5 A AU B HARME S5 AH G
5117 (Ericsson & Smith, 1991) o Z X 57E M,
TAE PSR E R AR B 1T AR I AR XS
R, EXRIEBIEAZ B EZEN; A5 RE
FARE #BCE T T TR LeAbAT T CRig &It
ZE) I, EWIRE T ELZ KM (Yaniv &
Kleinberger, 2000; Jungermann & Fischer, 2005;
Goldsmith & Fitch, 1997) .

Tihb, PERERMEVCETEE TR B 2
S — AN E LR 2 45101, Harvey A1 Fischer(1997)
Wh, FRRARLE AN UCR AN I HE K (ot
FAESS AR GIAT) , M SEE 5 @ UH 1)
FIIAHE T A O, AT R EIXANFEHE KT B3
n” —# 4 (component) . “WRIN7 MRS
FIIERMZE R A, N7 X AT 02N
T GRID THE” 5 I HEATH I KU 2k
SNy, TR B ) e SR T A AP R T o S
b R S WV STR Y & ST S bl 7313 i Ay
%35, Sniezek, Schrah Fil Dalal (2004) J& i} i
HEATER N7 20 CRT IR o i o 428 ) e Sk 5
HAIEDGOR R A EIH L TR BT &
CIERR M o 45 AR, PR e R
WIS, 200 LG G XUT 1L TR UK
BT I T 1A 2o P A 5

5.4 3REM (Reward)

TELHAL 2B, R RS, ks
B R A S AT RN . BESER I, AR A
TERT PR EH FIE N Y =2 T B, 3 T #
FUERITE . Sniezek, Schrah Fl1 Dalal (2004) 7£ 524
T B T SR R T A R A U TR M 1 S AT R
T, R T AU 5 K A e T 347 S U (1 L
BIFNFA] (AR G« SRR,
HARPIE A G, REHY IE M s T k& 1E
FRAT DT (A5 O VA 1 0 805 T i A U A
HERPE . SRR, YRS U RGN RR AN R
VUG RS R E, WISZE] AR R L%
W AR RS Em. Wdil, RANTX
CRIEAESMT) BT, AR R 4 A4
R F3Ak, RIS T A I A] Rt R AR T
BIPAER: SPS RN G IR, TAT B
WE R H L RN L R AW AR, EREA
PR R AG B S R DA RN 40 T 4 e i)
T —ANEEARE . KUY, Gino (2008) il
AT R SR TG 2 R O S T T ST, WA
KITH R (paid-advice effect) , BIFREHIE AL
TYSRH T Z RGN, I X —N 500
WA R (sunk cost fallacy) 1345 4H [E IHLH .
A EWAE, RN IAATE R T e gt s s
X& AL TR FEFE E (Bonaccio & Dalal,
2006) o

ZHWTTON A, R E e e SR R CE
Z M BIEAT R g Wik . 11, Sniezek F van Swol
(2001) 33X T4 7 BOBCA (236 BEvE Y JAS
PRI AU GEREEE A EAD FliigsiX
GEEERDELO o SRR, ERABTE,
TCIR VR F AN FE AL 1 2 SR A2 ), H M
ARS8 P DASE i R 3 8 Rt B8 2 TR A A, ik
MmN IR . E— P FRIE R, il
R TP S A5 AT HAR 43 TR T 1 0 A R
(van Swol & Sniezek, 2005) . Patt, Bowles 1 Cash
(2006) I “SERFE /R =T IR AR
EATT AT T JAS WA, &R, AExd
WIS 2 S 2 M i T R T AN BRI gL B 1)
BEATEYE, HEmRHE T RN .
5.5 {E&MEE (Task difficulty)

TEX P A5 BAR UL BB 9T, Schrah,
Dalal fl Sniezek (2006) &I, BEAGATS5 5 IeFL /s
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FI3an, YRR T AR A . Gino F Moore
(2007) MERABFFUA, Yaniv 55 AR H
A OPTIRIL G A ] AT S8, AR AT
Serf, WSEAARE.. Wi, BRI IR
W o B AT 25 KT MR BT AR AT 55 TR St i o
TSN, AT 25 5 I A TR A i

5.6 FEMELIE (Similarity)

EAFFMTS2EAH, Gino, Shang F1 Croson
(2009 e sfeg A SCE 72N 1 2248 5 R AE AL
PE R, R BES BT T LIIRUIR. b
TR, sk H O AT i s, kg
TP B FAR LR B I, Sl
WY SE R AN TR s I RS A Al (RAT R Al
ST, SRIE T 5 PR RS R (R O R L
WSS TR T 5 (A . 45 FIE R, “ Psk
BT HMERE” N “HRIIE B R WA E =LA
RAPEFNEE ORI K R Z A T AR .

6 EEHIEILHER

BEE T AR, ZF AR E NS A 5
R PSRRI E Z MR R WU S Lt
BRSPS, TR YA
6.1 (LIBELNIRR

DI FR A% 0 AR AL 228 M, BINK
TR LR AAFAE— PR RC P3RS
S, IR 3T & A ST AR & L
(Kotter, 1973) o JASHREI D) B FIXFE—/ME 1
hTIREEE R, R 5 AR
B, SRR LR HATH
FHME— 7 2, IR R A SL ) H i 2 oA
T Bk 5 E KPR (Sniezek & Buckley, 1995) .
Sniezek, Schrahf1Dalal (2004) Ay, e AIdL
B 2 TR RIS AT A AL B T U7l AR STk A4 I
(R L= 7 — AN B SR 1) 4 T s At AT 3 i 1 2
VEEL TR A0 “HRH o BT i) PSR B R0,
PRI W T IASTH A BURA. HhiEmis
LTI P2
6.2 BEMTELR

SRR OEBRNER, ERZh
— {5 BB JE TS SR AH R AR 4L . Yaniv (2004a)
WA, BWRMEEELLWELR
(communication) HIEE, EENIHEEHHERBIR
BU . EAR B SRAE TR AR FEF AU 00 G s R H R
], (P 490 K 3 H S il AW A3 A,

WA IRAT R FHEE B30, (distance effect)
WA RN T PR AAR B OO 5 AW R S
Trae BN, MERERIFHTE SR B
OISR, BAERE RS HEZE SR A ZE Y
K, A5 2B {E 2B K (Bochner & Insko,
1966) o X IELF AT LARRE R A 2 A T 1R 4F H
TR AT, I HBEAE SR S B W AR s 1)
ZERRIE R, R I B BRI
6.3 FEERER

FRBIEEIRIAN, ARG LIm,
FHTBT A SN (5 B ABISAR T A A4, A
LA TR B SRS SRS LI B 55 — B i F
fiif (Katsuno & Mendelzon, 1991) . YanivAIMilyavsky
(2007) NNy, PREEFMIE T — M7 fE & =g
TEMN Cheuristic revision rules) K& 2% & & Flil
B LA A RIS LT E BB IE s[RI
AT R IX S G IF PR SRR AR YR A & I i Y
(Hogarth & Einhorn, 1992) , L3857 sHAT I«
6.4 UM AIRIL

TEYRSEAIR, T A TR S AR S A
G SR PSRAT AP A, SO T AN T A
FSC 35 1K) 7% FE (Arkes & Blumer, 1985). Gino (2008)
HI AT, TUR A IS HTASHERL R AF LR A
SRRV T AT (AR, RIS A R, PR
HE T H W A E s, T B S TR U
Pb, i & o B3 M m) R AN 2t Lo
7 INESRE

JAS BB AR BISK, 2RISR AT,
H AT T2 T e R B E S F
ZAEH I TAS BUBSRERIT Yok 3 - E R RN
W, WA TR AIE R . TS AA
HFH, JAS BRI, e MR
M S50, ANCAT LS UE A e SR A 20 o ) 4R
B, AT BLANZ SR 2 IR IS 37 (Bonaccio &
Dalal, 2006) , A4 FMKRJER . A0, JAS
FERATIIRA- 43 4R, XFVF 2 @ RS M AR IR
TR —E R, R AHIE, PRIk R R
TEPK Fb s — e pRaG, B SO e R
SRR LA BLF JUAS 5 T T J =

Hi—, W BCRAN AR RILZ M RE
FrilE— SRR BT JAS AR BT R EE,
2R BB e AL & 5 2 A =
MK FR, B2 AR RPRER D B
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B/ RAR R NMIEAFATRNE R, a2 )5
PR M ANE 2. B, White (2005) &
B, M9 o B A I R B B, ) TS
KRG GIFRDL 10 U AE e B B R SR I e S i
DR S ) 5 R TR R T TR . EAh, Godek A1
Murray (2008) #R#5, FEMEIN TAE R RE ths
3 0 VAT B s T RO AT Bl s AT, R
HEADI L LA S0 . BmBE KT B2
A DI HE A EZMWINFA (Feng &
MacGeorge, 2006), [KIbAMARERIE K 2 FIBFFT N 24
BIIRN

H, ST B Rl — PRI 2 B
FNAET RN S BT mEE, ARl
{EAEI G B BRI, UL 2 P s 2 TN v XU
BIPRSEAT S0 . 0 Yaniv (2004b) i, whiEEM
FRCE IR 2 A 02 R B 2 R TR T
REm BN RGY, BB EFI
o, HCE ALK RN, BE AT AEE R R R (%
7RG T R, AT A A
RAFATE— MG, XA E G 0
FHEAER AWM EE CRIEA QMBS ? /5
12 ) FIER W AN B GRAFREN? 1531
IF? D AR, BaFmpE RETKT. KK
IS AH FCIXER 2 R EAE AT ALl i) R

H=L WRTSCHTR, HETJAS MR R AR
TSR (R VCR AN S R e S U 2 5 o (1) A
T, ARTML IR UER RS20 L. AR,
JAS R—ANH MRS, EIE R
PR UCR A BN T RLRE,  BES 5 S i
HEFaE . NIX— BT IR A1 BE R T SE N 4 BT R R
Wlo FAN, Y nfa Bk A I B — AN AT B
BRI AT 1), AR R WAL T SRR

0, ZAMREANRE TS S EE
P, RS A THI % 4> (Bonaccio &
Dalal, 2006), SRTIR P S AT 554 Ay B S7 AR B () AfE 51
FIAR WARIE . N2 7 50 B SE I g SR I B P G 56 O
BT, FE NS . Fan, fErkE
YRR T O R R AR BT s B A
ke s U I, fEZREEREET, BRI
BERR BB TR AR ).
UL TREELE JAS B Pyt — 2D IF R I i Tl AN
W,

W, JAS WFFLOIGRTRE, Lo R IE

IEVUTT I . T AU AR N .
XL R R & T o B ek . R
Bt A“E IR+, RIS, B
MOEYPP R T Wisr . R, HErREx
T T T PR EAAL R PR FAT BUEi i 55 £
PEMIRIR , AR DA L B 27 AT R 27 D7 TR T 105
W, R ERRA S 5, EaliEs A
Fgiie. i, Sytbatt, EANEHRER
BT A AW, T s R Bk
71, SEFERWMEEREBIR? B, PEA
FATRRERIG <R YE” (B R 2%, 1996), &ML
AW 2 RIAT R I INE, T = Ay
NI “HERFOPTIR” G2 IXEICHL L JAS ALY
B ST S e R ) e

Bt BT A Sk FORAR R ARRAR. AL
EAEFE. RS RENERENL.

SEHR

A ZE. (1996). #2574 st JbsURF IR
L.
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The Retrospect and Prospect of Judge-Advisor System Model
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Abstract: Since the Judge-Advisor System (JAS) was proposed by Sniezek in 1995, it has attracted more and more

research attention. Western psychologists have conducted a series of researches on the relationship between the

Judge and the Advisors in JAS. Chinese scholars, however, paid little attention to JAS. The paper reviewed the

literature that reported the paradigm, variables and the process model of JAS, and compared JAS with the group

decision-making and team decision-making. Our analysis and discussion focus on the relationship among variables,

trust mechanism, advice giving and the effects of task type. Finally, future research directions, such as cross-cultural

role plays, are outlined.
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