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485.

MR T I BT 5 &8 HHE

H & £ =&

EL®HIC ‘
HHREDITEIRERE, H2EIEALT, AXEEDLHICLT M6
Bl —FNOPMBDOAA L ED LS ITHE  BFEINTWEDRPIIDONT
DEE——ZHET D DIZH ) o WERDIENHO DI L TE2DIF, FA

BLIELIE, GEEZEOTHILELTHEEV) L THS, FlIT,
AEMEICE T 5 BRI R AT TH % Ross, Greene, & House (1977)
&, A7%, BSBHOTEIRHE, #RZEIOWTOEEMELE (F0 L)
ATENRC BN L2 Th o/ B LD d) BRICHEETH L VI BE—
false consensus X% (LT, FCHHE) — 2z RHLTwE, Tz ki,
KAD, BOHEONEZ “‘HBHN—RETEUZbDOL RS —FT,
TP OEE, R TLER L T TABYTHSL ER LT H
%=L Tws (Ross et al, 1977, p.280), EWV#tz UL, Ak, H&
BHDOITo7 [MEANZ] S Z@EIC—i&kfbE4L, Hﬁ%%i S
5 (projection) L LD &3 H5DTH 5B,

FCHE (L) —iAIZiZ THAEE]) KREENLZ LI H L
EEHHEEDD ) HIEX, AT VA4 THEEOEE (Krueger, 1996), ¥
BRI EATEIO®H U 5 (Granberg & Brent, 1983; Quattrone &
Tversky, 1984), HEEITEIO TR (West, 1996), X \WII 224 —3T 3
> (Nickerson, 1999) % & &\ o/zgl4 OFEMIZ, LNEHPFICEELY RITT
ZEHRBERTNS |
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L AT, JEROMFEIZBNWTIE, EDLHIBRRATTED L) 2E5EHE
A TOND O, ZOREOD N FHEIAL) 5 S ESELERHIHS
PIZENTETz, £2CTiE, FCHIRLBHDHR, T4bb, HFHED
SERIATEI WA+ 5 A B 2B MCIEE T 5 &9 [false unique-
ness 5] (BT, FUME) bRESNBAE, BE < OMAIRAER
bNTETWS (for reviews; Marks & Miller, 1987; Mullen, Atkinson,
Champion, Edwards, Hardy, Story, & Vaderklok, 1985; Mullen & Hu,
1988),

AL, 2 LZMROEERZEBETLDDOTIRHRERLTERWA, LAL,
MEE R ADIE, TNOOHIFEDIZE ALY, #HEE (BBRE) OFET S
[ARE] OAexReE LT, HFEOTHRLHMICHT 2 58HcH#E S &
TWBEVIRTH B, £ T, H—&H (NEE) OFELIEES
NTWZiv, BENE, IAVONLGEAANT I - LT, HEED
FrES 6 [ZORFEOEE| 2 [—HoFEA], T2 TEAL ° [Z0HE
DAL EVCO DS DHPETLNL,
| LoL, 29 L7, whid “SEINTEIMEO WS CIR” (Spears
& Manstead, 1990, p.85) ¥, HEOHZMRILEMAERL TV L LD LI
SVEv, BEICE, ZESHRRHESH Y T T —SEERER, 203K
SEHRERD D BICFEEIICERE L (e.g., Krueger, 1998), #FNEFh o A
Xy B, BEEM (distinctiveness) R%E M (homogeneity) d£7% -
TWh, £z, TNHDHBIZIE, BFIKE>T [REE] THH505 5
g, TAMER THHb0bAY, KEMOBEL, BRENLRHES L
LW, BEFHRGEEE TEEIZE > T A,

Z) L3 TS TR REMIXRDO % Th, UL ELERELRDII,
U EFAE L o C [NERTH 2 PNERTHB D) Lvo ER
(LT, THEA-—NEFAZER] L#95) THA9) (e.g., Krueger, 1998),
ZniE, BREHE EHOBBORIMNES TAERELEZEHTH 5
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(e.g., Oakes, Haslam, & Turner, 1994) & & 112, #2956, AT L F
5 A TRRA, BREEEL Vo8 ST RHSMMEIE LTS L
TR TbHY S5 (eg., Tajfel &Turner, 1979, 1986),

L Ladss, bl XHiz, ROGEEHEEMATIE, 32D, 2
ALLEFBXROBEESEZFNEHEAPEBRBEINT L TH Y (Spears &
Manstead, 1990), %2, NER—ANEFZEROWEFTICE > TiX, O3
i, BIEDRw, T, FROOHVEZIIBNTL, EBRPES Lo
ENLHoT, ZORMIZ—FETIIZR
DERBE L, AHCR, REMCREERT2EEOS B TH, ARE
—NEHAZROLZEIFEE L-aRMEEst2MEl L, 2oMER LS
DREN DOV TR 1T 6

NER—NEFRERZEY BIF72028 T, #@%, BOOERYITERH
Wr (LLF, BCHR) 2E2EE - BRI L EH1C, WEME/HERIC
BWT, TNHPMID A v N—- LB EINTHLEE (AEME) tHESES
EVoLFREPHVONS,

IhEcnelsd, —BELIHERPFELNTWEDIE, NERZH#ENR
ELBEDATH S, Tabb, NEMIZBWTIX, FCRIRPLHAME
FHEF—E L TRBEENTWEY, AEFIIBWTIE, NEFEFEED
FCZR (721 30&0#E) 2R EINLHE (£, HER LD b/
SEMPCILES) P, TREEEO FUSHRFRE S NBHE, bbui,
WITNORIRDRMEINEVIEELH L L, —BL-ERMIMELNLTH S
VW, Tz, Folols, TR TR, NER—NEREREELKE
DHYFIED L) RFEEEZRIZT O, ZOERMYAHZAXLIZDONTO
AL R 5T, |

WReEGT H2ERO—D2IE, HERRPHERATFIT) —2 LD X ) I8
T BB EEONDS (FELEBATS), TORICELT, %7
e ClE, EETAEMWLERMA T T —2FH LT AEE L, EHRE
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B CH 2Rl A 7 T — 28I L TR 256 (RADREEEIRS
FALLIED) D22ICKAEN S,

1. EEIIEAAHFI) —-2HWAHAR

B \E, Granberg (1984) 1%, TEIAMR] & TEASKE] &) AR
717 ) =AW TREN 21TV, AR ENREIOMGIZB VT, S
WE&EZRE L Tnws,

ik, RE<ToO [ NERBEESE] (BT 2 HmALO/BRL b &I, BE
OREE (FBEEBSRICHN 2B EL 3 RBEFE) L 2§ 2650 E
(ff DFETRITOVT b BERFE) & DBIRIZOVWTRET L 2, OB, #
ROGHTIZHK 20T, HOURBE L EEEHEE O EME & OMBERKZ /N
L, ehz [H&amist] ok LTHwTwS,

Z Ok, TEA] O%ERE L, WHEBSKIZHE [BE] §5FI1E5E, W
£ (BEALH) BT [BEFE] 0Fle2E{#EET S LV )HtEH
BHSREENT, 72, 29 LctEmiZ, NEROAIZIEE 6, F4EH
BV THREBRICRB Sz (72720, 2o, ARFICBWTIE, W
EH L) BETFHNDDTHo72),

BEZD LS RIS R DIZOWT, Granberg (1984) 1, %
D &9 % [HERRRELS ] (functional view) 5 OFHAZITo T3, T4
HH, NERBEECED S & Tid, BAEEREL DL, 2% ) FERN LA
WBANATHEY, ) LIBIRKICBRY 5 A4, [4&E (BAEH)
BHRICEBFALTWwE0E] LELS (EFT5) T Lid, BEMAOHED
WAL Z MEFET B L W) HT, BIChRo TS (BEBHK) DL LTwa,

29 L7-fiE, WERSRAER~NOESWHE %, NEFELHFTE
(group-serving strategy) D — DO L Z B R FTH Y (Spears &
Manstead, 1990), %h&@@:%?ﬁglﬂ%@“@&i%%o L L5,
Granberg (1984) OWFFEEREL, /\@W’?ﬂ%ﬁﬂl%bl%ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁ’ﬂ?‘%%?ﬁ<
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FBEL7:5DTHY, WhiE “special case” (Spears &Manstead, 1990)
ThoT, TOX/ERLRBO—BALZIZRADSH5 L ELI B ER/ER,

A L7-EICEE L, Spears & Manstead (1990) 1%, WEHR/EH
HTT)—LABHEEDOHRE (FEvF) 2D0HWAEI, BEMZFEM
BB ES NS VIR ZREL, BETz2ToTwa,

o, TBME] xF [l 2 [FEER (REEFETFEE)] o [FEFE
E (KBERTFEOLVE)] Lok hFTY—F v, 55T —
TR ABBRE, [T2AD VA4 YTV Y REE T LVETRLZPER]
RN BRIZDEZTVEHVIEIHBEFFRELPEI D] L wolzd
FEY ZIZDWT, REFESERICB T, BCHENICN S 268 EOH
Ml (o AN4 b B ERAKOEELY T HEE) 2RO,

FOE, Hmoix, 87477471 B (e.g., Tajfel & Turner,
1979, 1986) IZEDWT, RD L) PRI ZIL Tl HEWTA T T 1474
Hamlc B, WRE-IMEHE VIR L T T -TObLTE, Ak
%, SEHAO [EOHE] Z2@H L THEST D L L b, £RIFO [££]
»EERLTCHE T AMEN2H 5 (e.g., accentuation theory, Tajfel &
Wilks, 1963), 29 L7zfEmEZ XML, GEMHHEZEOH D FH, AEFEH
EFHEDH T [ER] 2EMTLHHHET (NEM—NEFZEE) 5 HE
IZArbi, ALK LT, BioBEUMEZ S H#EET S FCRIERD, 5t
EHIC LTI, TnERED FUMRENRB I NS (EELRE) & FHl
L72DTH 5, | |

LL, #RiL, BEAED Ny 7B LT, WEHE, NAERowTH
WKBWTHEBEDO FCRIRVRE SN, ZR/RETHERTLHLDOT
X720 7‘:10)

ZIZxF LT, Mullen, Dovidio, Johnson & Copper (1992) i%, Spears
& Manstead (1991) TH\ & N7zWEH, SMERL 7 T -5, NEF—
NERZER (ZRAHR) 2ELSEDEETHIC BN bDOTiERro
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7o (WEREICE > COERBERLABHEE N ¥y 27 L oS T 5Tl
Podz) WMEEEZIEREL, L) “Bw, Thbb, EEECHEEREMED
<, PO EER AT T -2 HWT, B ETo 7,

BARGZIE, TR A TUNRZ V] &) BUBHILGICET 24 7T —
TR, &0 73 —ICETABEBRE RIS, T7X2Y AERER, =X
F=7, JhET, V72T OMVE Y ET MEFIEDLRENE) D
EVI) BUAMEREIZOWT, BOHEZ ZFHIR—TKo, 25612, B
IZoWT, WEHEERIZB T2 6BBOHZEMEL KD (383 ),

ZORR, WITROHAT T —IIBTABEEIIBNTH, WEFTIE
FCEIRMSRAML S, NERICBWTIE, WER LI, FURMRPRL
SNDBEVIHHEENS —PELNR, B L 2EZBARRIREINTZOTH
%, ERROFERIL, Bosveld, Koomen, van der Pligt, & Plaisier (1995)
THRHEINTWS |

£ Z AT, Mullen et al. (1992) DFFFEIZBWTIE, THITHEIL DT
2T, MRS LIERL o1 b OEEMHEE NS — ¥ (HEF—HEH
EZR) PREIh TS

ge 2 T, rSyracusejti®$_¢_J xf [Colgate KEFEDFEHE| v
“$40 (rival)” (Mullen et al., 1992, p.426) &M » 7T — % Hw
T, REFR—ANEFZERIIOWTORE P ThI/z, €O, THEA VO
FRNEEDIHIHTENEDP] L) FEY TIZOWT, EHTTY—IT
BT s#EZIC, [F5 4% (equal allocation) | & [ A % H &
(propotionate allocation)| OWFNZRINT XX, ZFIR—~THCH
Brafibhe, 5612, ZFERBIIOWT, NEFENERICBIT26EMED
HEMEE ROz, ZORKE, WEHIZBWTIE, L3 EFEEE, H5E% FC
SHEVE S Nz28, AEFICBWTIE, FC31%, KUY, FU xﬁ%@vlﬁh
%)'T“%%h&ﬁ)ﬂf:o

PIEH & SRR L T, S0k RIBRHI AR/ Y — U ARE S ND L
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PG, Bz, Krueger & Zeiger (1993) THHELNTW S,

Wi, THM] X Txlk] v BsTFIT)—2Hw, &7 T —
BT 2B I LT, IRV FEHMABHRE (MMPI) 2581 I/
1I8EOWEFELIRL, FEEFENL SVESICHE TITE LD,
N3] F2E3 Tvwez ] oZFR—-THE S (BOCHE) ., 7/, £h
LEEE, WEH, RUMMERITOEEMEEE (FEEHIZOWT, BiL
FfRDOME%Y TH5EDEE) 2RO Wk 1), 2B, HROGITIZILYz-
T, FHEEECBITHHBBEOHCHN ([1FTwv] 423 Twnei]) L8658
MHEEEOMBE AT TSR] OREZRTHEEL L THwWTWwE,

FOMR, HEWEHASPRHEENLORIHNERIIBNTOATHY,
PHERIC 50 TR R M S Wb 720 TH by

Krueger & Zeiger (1993) 13, T O X3 2iEHE% [HOH.LO F
(egocentrism) ] EWVIHIEET, ROLHICHBLTWVS, 65 HHEEOR
1Zid, TEC (D170 72T IR | (1R, BEENRESTPERS
N, TENEZAN=AZLT, MDOALICHT 2HEE (RS T bh s (eg.,
Clement & Krueger, 2000; Krueger & Clement, 1994)1) oLk EE
FLERE, Bhv [H U 7VER] 5 [2f] 22T 5 [RMNNGH
% (induction) ] OFHEIZ BB L T2, ZOB, EROFRED LS I,
BT HOERMEAS [RER] BT LARE SRR WO, Asd, 7
WRVIERR DV — Vb ——2hix, FRAlE LT, HZET > 7VHE4 (B
W) 25D MAEAKE (NER) ICL2EAShk e (eg, Dawes,
1989) —IXf-o TV ARLTHY, TD0IZ, HEHLERERA L,
[HTl 2R LCwiw AL B TdRE S iy (Jiflsns)
DI LT B, |

B, 1T, Krueger 5 (Clement & Krueger, 2002) 1%, ZOkLkH%&
Bz ob ) Fr, THCHW] 268M#ESOBEO Y & (anchor) &
LCHHT B &) BT, [anchoring| (p.221) EFRLTW5,
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Krueger & Zeiger (1993) & E#kD#EFRIL, Karasawa (2003) 128\ T
bRHINTWE, i, [HEA]l X 7 AU HAN] L)y NfES 7T —
rH, BELLR TV a P XAICETEEEREEOD ) HrE L,
ZOE, HRAOHEBEZEZNH L LT, BEELRP T3+ ) XAHT5130
BERIEE AR, AOHE (SEE T 3BTRS 5 BREE) 250
bz, RHERE (HEAN), RUNER (7AUHA) Z2nwT, £&
ﬁ%%(ﬁﬁb,&W%vanfAK%?%%lﬁamowf,m@Aﬁ
PEA/EE/ FIUNTHLERIZOWTHE) 2iTb¥/, ZOEE, W
FEHIZBWTIE, AEGHESHENPFRE S, BEOLL T aF Y X408
ML, NEFTOAERORELE(HEEL TV, SMEFIZBY
Tix, 29 LRt s ko7,

7B, Karasawa (2003) IZBWTIX, BLoMRIZ, 55 [WER] L
B AHARMBEBESICEIANTEY, 2, 0L khibONER—
WEMZER GEIRME) 7S U000V TIE, BERHEEEN{THhNLT

WUy

F & EHER |

INETRTELZLDIZ, EETLEANLERY 7T — 2 Hn7-%
IZBWTIE, AEBHEEDD Y THPNER ENERTRZ S L) [REH
—HHREIZER] R L TW 2RI R v,

0 b, AEFICBWTEFCHE, SAEFIZBVTRFUGREL V)
[Z2AR] ZRAM L TWaAITRIE, 20ERE, a7 A4 707174
HEs, Lhbly, ZnsSN-RET3 [#&Wr 73U —1b] 124EH [EH
V\]iﬁ@’lﬁ&%%ﬁ%%@?ﬁ?ﬁj (e.g., accentuation theory; Tajfel &
Wilks, 1963) &\ EZ FIZL->THBALTWS,

—h, INEEFFIDBRR, $4bb, NERMIIBWTORTRIES (B
LS FCHEIR) PRIEENDL VI HERZHBTWLIMREL D% { 2w,
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ZHZownTix, TECHE] 2428 ML ¥ 2% anchoring 12X 5 & F5E 2
FDRERTH 5,

INHORMEE, AEEEEICRIZTHER-—NEABEROEZELE R 5
T, —~ROBRE R LEBLLOTESH LY, LrL—HT, [EETLHE
MAT7TT)—2ERT5] LI FHREIHEIRDL D ZMEREZEATY
HILELREETH 5,

TPE—I, BETLERT T T IS LTk, £ 084, AFLd
YA THAA—TUPHFEL, TNPERIZOEE T RITL T 5 REHEHES
IFH5 N5 (Clement & Krueger, 2002; Nisbett & Kunda, 1985; Spears &
Manstead, 1990),

B 2 1E, Karasawa (2003) <ix, ko L Hi, N&EMATIT) —& L
TI7XxUHAN] ZHVTWS, Karasawa (2003) BE¥EHT 5 L 912,
HRANEEBREICE>T [ 7AVAN] I, 2RVIZoEYELLIZATLES
ATRETDEHTIT)—THb, D20, HERABEEED, 72U I A
(ﬂ%ﬂ)Kﬁﬁéﬁﬁbﬁfva%UXAK@?%%%%%%%?%%,
HAOAT LA AT (eg.,, TAUHIALBIEZ I EZ HIE VR V) Y
TR &R, Fhe XMy 50705 TEERMEIMTHON I TEEMEITE
ALY (W

CDEHREE, BBOBRICY:-> Tk, &2 FTH THWER/ER]
vy THEfh 7T —fb] ZNBEEOEBICHD D>, T2, ETFET
WATVE I A TOFEIHD D, TOHPFEL L, T/, HRO—K
LIzEE LT b FIED RS |

F/2, BROZ L LAH, T LAEFHOAT LA F A4 7%, SEEICHE
59, BEWHETS [HWEF] I20o0WTLHFEETEIHEII R BV, &
BEUHHEENTICBVTE, BE My 7 1oad$5 [ECHES 2Skosh s
», ZO%E, (NERICHTSE) AFL4 54 7%, HBREBFGNFT T2
O THCHE] O HITEEL RITTERENESH S, T4bb, NEFD
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ATFVLAI AT —Mo [ER#HE] L LTERL, FRiCEC:2E6DbE5
Db T (AEUEPIEVWETFOTHLAZDOEZRIRT L LI N6 T) B
CHMZ1TH)—HCRAT L+ % 4 71k (self-stereotyping) —— &\ 9 1
B EZOSNAHDOTH S (Alick & Largo, 1995; Clement & Krueger,
2002),

9 L7zmakZETIUL, Krueger 5 (e.g., Clement &Krueger, 2002;
Krueger & Zeiger, 1993) »E5E$ 5 & 9 % H O H/[»F KX anchoring ( H
CrEHERAEZET5) L) EIHIE, BE, B hsES T
TL 5759 (FELCIdHRE),

S5, EETHERMA T T -2 HWwAEaICIE, £ X //\‘—F"ﬁ’CO)
[ (contact)| & WHTIEDFE LT (Clement & Krueger, 2002), H
FEEBIIBWT, L1, WEBA U NN—DAL ST, NEMAN—L ]
BRL, 03227 —-va 3ol hdnwn, £LTC, 29 LBE
DT, WEMA Y N—PHEM R Y N—ICET 2 A#IERIN TN,
—77, eEEHER, HEINPTVERYLZEFAICESHTITONLEDT
(e.g., Ross et al., 1978; Bosveld et al., 1995), EfFETHEM Y 7T —
FRVZGEIIX, BEREVWHINIEY 52 ) L@ (BEREG) O
BIZXY, aRUEHEOD ) DA SNLTREND S, ik, &
BT, £k aNEH, NERA T TV -2 ERTIML-T, £
DHE, BRIEDLDI B L) Z &b h ) rhkn,

Seii L7z k 512, Mullen et al. (1992) OBIZETIE, FAV:H Rz NEM
—NEM A7 T) — (H7T) —{LDEE) PERLLZDILLT, Eiolz
SEBOHR Y = (FERSHEEER) AR STl (52 %
ZM), ToZLEF S, EFEIHIEAAVTIV-—2HLZ L0 [E#L
2] 2RTLOEEbRS,

UED LX) BHEEY TEABY R, NER—NERE VS [Hamw
BT —b] FNEEFEEEEZSICRITTRE (RUZFOEERH A T =
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Ab) RWETH720O120%, o bHIOERTFHE, Tabb, EERESMH
T, HREICE o T [Hak] REFRSEED 7T —2H/2CAIHT 5
EVo 2R N H—RANRGREINT 54 A— R TH L L) I8 Db
%o

2. BRNEMGERNTEA LEBVERTE

BNGEHERNT A 20 [HH#E] 122\ T, Tajfel, Flament, Billig, &
Bundy (1971) %, O#EER, F /- 3EFAMICERN RMEAERTR (face-
to-face interaction) PRI &, @R X Y N—DELME, @EFM DA
7 3) —ALOBEOREEE L EESTE CORGHE (KEEH) LodHWEIlF
B 7227550 (instrumental link) OZ2WZ &, OFISHIEL, #HERE
2l o T, FIan CEELERFELZEATEY, 2D, EFEMNLREHYMABED
BWZk, REEEITTWD,

DF Y, WNRBEEINT T A LAPEBT LR850 7T — bR &
X, ZOEBYOLOTHY, Lid, NEF, SHEFOMhX X N—I12B7
DIERS—UFEE L BN E W) BT, #EBREHIX, Ba-bh [Hic2o
DR LZEFIBLTVS] ) I BT LaMsRWED IR TH D,

COE)BRIRWTTIE, FEDORAT LA F A TRHMOBEN#ER EDK
HEBDPERYT 5 2 LR, L72ATo T, WER—AEE L w87
F I —AbDBERZFNEEOEE|IZDNT, RETT5HZ TR R S,

L LD 5, 29 LzFm s a5 HEEMEICEA L Ty A5,
LSnEZ s, BOTH%R (e.g., Clement & Krueger, 2002; Krueger &
Clement, 1996),

DL, mIEDOHIETH S Clement & Krueger (2002, #f3E1) T,
WERE L o THE &7 2~ (EFT) (Witkin, 1950) % H
W, #EREE 2 OD&EMA 7T — ([Leveler] & [Sharpner|) (243
THEVH)RNHT, NEFINEFREZED B L7,
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O, WEE, [EFT O#R] 2EHICT7 14— KNy &h, #hiC
FEoWTC, TLeveler] 3 L < ix [Sharpner] OWgFNhcoEH I &I
oTWwiz, L, EEIZIE, EFT OKRYORERE L ZMHRE L, TC
DHERE D [Leveler | 1IN, 72, FEMI 7)) — 1235 5 4F
EDA A =TVPERETLOEE SO, BEBREICE, SEFVTFIT) -0
FEICBET 2 BB RIE Y5 2 5 nd, MoOER 2 v —FEOEHER
B ol

O, WEEZ, MMPI A 6@EH SN/ 10 B OMREREIZOWT,
CENLDHESCE T B 0ER, B R-CHEL RO LNS (HTHE)
Cedbiz, REH, RUSNERICBITAEENE (BFHBZ [HTEE2] &

F&T 2 A4 OHEIE) DIEERTo, B, HEOHIICLZoTIE, 5
RO Krueger & Zeiger (1993) &Rk, MMPIOZHEBEICHT 5 THCH
Wil & [EEMHEEE] & OMEBREY [HEikRs] ofREE LTHNT
W5,

ZFORER, WERIIBWTOA, FELTEIESVRE SN, AL
BT, HSHHFRFIEAB IN o7, TO L) LRI, Krueger &
Zeiger (1993) % Karasawa (2003) 2 &E%2BRTBIDEST 2 5,

EHIC, FAROBERIEE, SBREOMBERA Y 7 T —»PRE (social
mobility) S€SNHE—E [FER] Th - -L£HDS, Z0%,
BEREOTBT 5 [WEF] & 2oBaPz0dnHas——Ic b RIS
2o Thbb, HENERFEHRIZ, FOMEONEFIIT L TOARE SN,
NEMICBWTIHRMENE P70 TH 5,

SDLH)LhkER%, Clement & Krueger (2002) 1%, Krueger & Zeiger
(1993) B, anchoring &) 2 HICEoTHHTB L E BT, =9 L
7235 (NER—EFFERHME) oEBEELZEFAL T3 (p.227),

HROAT LAY A4 TR M#BROBE LB L7z [REGER
TEA L] CBNT, EBROL S 2 RBAELNLTWE I LI, —RT5E,
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anchoring IRHOEHEFRLTVWE LI b Ebs, LELRdS5—F
T, CORHOZLEELREIR TS LD 2O RZITIS6NS (e.g., Alick
& Largo, 1995),

Krueger &5 DFRICIRS T, EEMHEEICE T LERDOMEDSL I, B
BREBHIC [BECHE] 28K - BEZEIETWE, ZOL) RECERK
(self-generated) AICHBWTIE, ik L7-&H % [ECAT VA5 1 71L]
DOWEEMIFIHFET S, 2F 0, BAPET HERICET AT (NE
HTiEED L9 2 M - RIS T 2E5BEIT=H VD) 2B L, £h
[BC] & (BWI2) EbE2 L) /b T [BCHE] Z&ER - @1E
LTWh W)l cHh 5 (Alick & Largo, 1995), T 2T, [#£H %
HEAEHT D] Lv ) EROFAESRE SN 5 (Cadinu & Rothbart
(1996) AS#HT 2 L9512, Ziud, MR deduction & B L 725 1)
FThBH) H, ik, anchoring A FIEY 5 [HO % EFKEHT 5]
EWV) HAEEE, BEoMprbxiThsbDTHS, LIrL, BOAERSFR
2EBHRY, ZORFLEMLTLILEIINETH S,

PERDFEFHIINFETSHZ 9 L-MEEZ Ak L, anchoring IR D %24
MEBE T 47201, HIE, BBEE 5O [ HOHE (R vav)
R ERER Y LCHAIIME L, TR ERIEEOD ) FE LD LS 1
BLCWBORERIETSE Vo720 (eg., Alick & Largo, 1995;
Sherman, Presson, & Chassin, 1984) 2SE%1CH 2 L Bbnd, 7z,
Cadinu & Rothbart (1996) DX 512, HEHW L EHICHET2HED D
WEORBMEERLIGA L) i BEYRETA L Vo2 LROILET
BBIEBY,

3. SHROMRICHT T—HEBFROFEICET 5185
CHIETRTELZLIIZ, WEROMEIIBIT SR ERTRE X, #
BREZ, HHBEMIIONTO [HOHE] 2 2FR—THA, ThiIdT5
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EEMEE, NERLAERFIIIBVWTHEESELLWIHI BDTHE, TOE,
[ECHET] DA% ER, flzE, BabANOENED X ) % &
RET2720D Lo LBFRITF AN, T42bL, @F, S
DB, BERED [Fr00 ] & L THATRZ EAER (F6)) 3,
—, [HCHK] oATH%,

—F, HEBmIBWTIX, & X, NEFSCHERICHET % Bo Ut
DA IN=ZHET A8 —MENED XD RITEIRH B 21T o 72D 2T
WTOEHR (LT, WEEHR) —2AFTHI L%k, £LT,
Tho% [F29%0 1 12U T, NEFRHERII S 2504 (GEEHEE)
2T LdbBn, ZORE, AREARHERIIHN T L EEROHEE 7T &
A, BARIC, EFOL)REH US> THEDRES ) B

29 L7 BRI mEER (BH) 25 [Heh 72 —fb] O T TEE
GEREERI-T LT, ATVLAFATZIEI LD E L7123 F & 2AFgeHE
THEBINTWBE D (e.g., Hamilton & Gifford, 1978; Hamilton &
Sherman, 1996; Rothbart & Lewis, 1996; Smith & Zarate, 1990), &
BHHEEMRICBNT, ZOMEZERNIKRELALION, IhiToL
CHBETH S,

A, /DI, Feads, HEH—AD TWNER] MED [FKEE] (negative
performance) * HOX/-DIZ L& L X9, TOHE, NEFACHER 2
HIT 5 A BT (AROXERRE S 5A40HE) &, E0LIHIC
TThNB DA D

Blzix, TWER] I 2880 HEEIE, ZoL) 2EFERE -2
IZLTHfrhNb (e.g., Sherman et al., 1984; Dawes, 1989) (#F DR,
FIRO KBRS H2ALDEEZEHEET L) DIEA)I e FNLED,
HoH.OERIKH (e.g., Clement & Krueger, 2000; Krueger & Clement,
1994) HERT S X5 (FE4 22H), MEFRIE, BCCHR) BRI
FEEINY, REFASEICHTAHEEIIZITLALCHEZ RIS 2D/
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5D B

$70, WEREAEFETE, SEBEENH ) FREDL I CELLD
725 9 0 BHOHLEFEHA anchoring IRGASTERT 5 X 912, TPEM]
Mg DIERIE, A L S—DFE LTy [SHER] ORI BE s
RIZERVDEDL S Dy FE D, HEWD 7T —{LHEH (e.g., Tajfel
& Wilks, 1963) #SEET 5 & 512, WAL IMER & ORI HE SN,
NEF EHEF & TIEINBRB RHEENY — > (AERIZBWTIE, TORE
Fifb & s, TR £ 75 A2 DEEEEHET 2) BRLA
BDIER S p

b4z, AU Mg CET 2885 ThoTd, [WER] BB Tits
<, THER M5 ICET 2 BMOBEIEE) THH I b, ik, WEM
MEOHEERL LS CIERET20H, b L, FREERR e/
y— U RRMENDZDES D b,

L%, MBBEHEDRIZT ) L8 ST RPBIIOWT, MRS
BRT 54 DBEREVATYT 4 v 7ICHH LoD, METERSLZET,
& 739 —{b] OTCOEEREEDOS ) FloowT, L) aEn
REIDE (EFL) REERT LI EATERICRD EEbIE, 21T, £
Mk D, BESH~OEBTIEE)S—BEEs 2 L B sNns,

T/z, 29 Lo imER, REZBHRLATLVLEIA T, BRE Vo
FRIBEA Y O EHEOMERRIC L, HrrfEERET 2L 0L % )&
571559,

EES

1) 29 L7z#ERIZOWT, Spears & Manstead (1990) &, WEMNDFE—E AT
+ A Thbotzdll, NEM—ERTOERLIE LIC Sorz v S Wk
KERLTWS, i, Bl&HEXTFokgE oMo nT, NEFAR—HOREE
LR —AMERE R LORE (TWERICEIT 2 BOHRNIC 2 4 F i EE
2o [HMERICET 2 ATHENCT T 2 4B RHEEE] 22 LEW/E) & 0BG
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WZDOWTHRES L7z (MR # ez EL), To/RER, ARBEEONR L% o7210 b
¥y 7oR, [HEFFE—#HOREE| ¢ TNEF—NEFAZR/LOEE] todHn
ETHEZLEOHBEEZBE TV DL, 2~3 My 7ICBET, NER—NERZE
Zibiox s NERFE—HROZE L, BENZLOICIETE LI EPFRHENT,

2) Mullen et al. (1992) B BlX, #XOHFT, HFFE 22BNV TDH, [FEMATIEE
WEFURERMESNz] EERL TS (pp.431~432), L L, FEMHIGH O
BRI, AEAKEILELTCB5T (Syracuse KEDHEREONEFIZN T2 FU D
ROMREEFIX, p=.3148, Colgate KFDZF1iX, p=.1132), g%ﬁﬂ@b:ﬁ.ﬂ@f,
[FURREESI] LIEIEVEW, ©LA, 29 L7ERE, BB D Krueger
& Zeiger (1993) EHEM LD D LMBEMT LTI PRETH A9,

& ZAHT, BEIRFEWT L2, Mullen et al. (1992) OAFE 1 TlX, WF%E 2 ooF
23 i, FLERLLIEREVPBONTVS, W78 1 Ti, (Syracuse K#D) [ 1
HA] st [2HAEDLE] EWHEMATTY —2HWT, NEF-NEFERIZD
WTORE P Thbi:, EEHHEZEINE Yy 71L, IIE2ELEFA—DDDTH o 7293,
WRIX, NER, HMEFAOWTIICBWTY FCRIREAERBENS (2771, #E
MizB1T5 FCEFIHNER LD BFTFTRBDIZIEEF o TW) L) HDTHolz,

Mullen et al. (1992) K, BF% 1 ~FF% 3 O REOMES, WEF—HER%
Ro3HEED “h7T) —{bossE (categorization strength)” DEWIZ L S
BbOEFHPLTVE, I, THCYRREANTFIT) — (A7 T —{LDME K
) DNEZIL, EHICHERPRL S, By id, [RW2&@AA% 73 — Ol
& oT, #OHE, HRIFIEDLYIB] V) TEEZERTS2LDOTHH Y,
[EHET 5B h 7 T) — 2 FHW0E] S bR&ER (L) 2HRLT
WHELDELF D (FELIEHRETS),

3) BMMEREO [MEH] (KHEH) 2§ 340 %HIEROFERME I, r=
09, ZEwEREO [HHEH] (BHEM) X7 2 HESRRGHROFSMERL, r=.
02CTH Y, INLOEHE ZEERLZROBEICBVTE, WThoBed, 0
(=R L) LEBRIZELO D> o7,

4) Clement & Krueger (2000) % Krueger & Clement (1994) Tid, #EE
12, MMPI 26 #H SN/ MERFEEEZRRL, TNOPYETITT 220E601K
DNWT, ZER—THCHI 2iTbE 5 L & i, MBI (Zhik, BCHE&
FA—DbDTHIEEE, BRIHBEO2EI N Ho72) 2FAEICRRL, Tnb
PEEMHEE (BTITLLHEETHEALDEHE) ICRITTEREIIOWTRF LT
Vo, TORER, EEEHEZER, BEHAHRLDDECHOAFICLVEZ ZEL 2
b TIbN T, 9 LIERICESS, o, TECHW] oSEE, &
MEETERL TS, £/, 2OLXIH % [HOH.LERE] EHRPELSZDIZ, HE
WCBE L 2B E OMOERIZER, BHIZ, HZEICEEREILPL TV (eg.,
Wegner & Bargh, 1998) 75 Th b, L7z25->T, [HOHLFEE] X, 13&A
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CHEIMIC (REEIC) EET5ELTV5S,

5) Hric, BEBOTEMEICOWTIE, &i&E, Gawronski, Bodenhausen, & Banse
(2005, WF3E3) DFFEDS, FNEXF T2 LH L2 ABEREL TS, H5H I,
WER, AEFAL V) 2O0EEPHFET 5 [#EWH 73 —1{L] RO TF T,
WEFMED RIS F 147, dLEATT 1 7ERZHREBREIRRL, Fhicdo
T, NEFARAEASEIZNT AN ED I S ICHEEZZIT DI THRE L
72o TOFRER, NEM AL T 55X, ERAMEEZWEWMT L0726 T,
M Thbh b Z 2 RBL, Thbh, NERMEBEORD 7 4 TEHFRR
ENEAIIE, SEFIICHT M, NEFRIYVLXTTFA 7TRdbDERD,
iz, WHREMEO R FTT 4 TEFIRAR S NAHEITE, SRR % 5
i, WERX VLRIV TFATRIDELR ST 2DTH b, 727201, KL DOHFFEIC
BWTiX, £Heh0 THR| (RROEE) "FEtR (HEELK) 2hoTH
D, EEMEZEDD ) AVPEERFE ENTWEDITTER Y,
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