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Perspectives on the study of interpersonal influence and

future issues in social psychology

Yoshiaki Imai

The present study focuses on an examination of interpersonal
influence and discusses its area of investigation, current situa-
tion, and future research problems from the standpoint of social
psychology. First, interpersonal influence is classified into seven-
teen categories by the intention of the influencing agent and the
explicitness of the agent’s intention, followed by the definition
of requests, persuasion, and negotiation. Then, the research on
compliance-gaining strategies, social power, persuasion, behavior-
al change, and negotiation are reviewed. The author discusses
the future research problems such as implicit and nonverbal re-
sponses of the influence target, findings of brain science, the
differences between face-to-face communication and computer-
mediated communication, effects of affection or mood on interper-
sonal influence, and multi-cultural and ethical problems.
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AMCEELZKIFLE) 2 L, TbEDOFEE] ICHHL TWwbiks
DHPEICBWT, BRI T —~D—D2Th 2. HALHEDORYIDHE
BRIWEZE & S, B DA R IS B 2 ST THE2 it | 1
B4 %X % Norman Triprett 2% L 72 D23 1898 - ThH > 7. % D%,
1924 #1213, Floyd Allport IZ & 2t LB AOBBFE T S i
ik, iz 5 2, F7E RN 2 505 L LTOADT
FaET 2R E U THSLIEEZ T 2 Tw 5. Aronson, Wilson, &
Akert (2010) b 223213 T, thaofyz [MEADRE, &S, 178
3, BED, H50vid, BRINIAMMEDIFEIC L >TED L) ICEEZ
RT3 0I5 BRI (p. 35) LR L, HaMAEEL2E
WL AHZ L TWw5, KfFETIX, Triprett O#fZE2>5 100 £ L |
#6772 Z O RT, 1RO ANRZEMIR 2L L, SR OUZEHEIC>
WTEEHET LT 5.

L YARRZEEZDNE

(1) MANFEEF

1. E&E

* AR (interpersonal influence) & 1, FEEICiE, 2 AOEAZ K
INO A E LT, 5 A F (influencing agent) 25, 32 \F F (influence
target) OREHI, HEEE, HE, 5@, TEZ5 2 FORLELARICERSE
X9 EENMICEE ), 2RI LT, ZTFLINE, B4, Elk L
DRIEZITH) —HD 7R ATH 5. ZUIFHBEG L THATOHENNE
BE N, 52T, #E 217 (influencing attempt) Z# DK L
70, HOBE»FHFZ LY, BTHEO W S RRITEZ R 72
WKWRTFEZSE LD TEILICRhS. RUFELZDLILICEST, Y
WIDOBEMNZERT 25 2 EDREAYEE, HORTFICEHENTFTLI LD
BEREO—2 %% (M1, #%iBT 2L, G2AFNPRTFICENN
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P 1. @EA T ORYEL
At BHED 5T 2H$m (BE. LDZ&)
- | ) ‘ L3 ‘ feHRE — | 2 OEEFREAL
'ﬂb 1-BEOBE T (B
R RONELEE)
] &Y . 7 5t
el G

L ADBGE
B FIER- DERIE WENTORT N
BRIEERD LTQH%EF& [ fEmTE
B ARERONS

M1 ZUFORIGICIES G ZFOMANEETEHOME (52F0 5 D8R

KB E 0T Th, GATFORIER T TR FICEELZ 525 2 L05T]
HThD. IAFEITIE, 295 LARERNGHELSENS.

AR, BABOKETHD, %< TH 10~20 AREDOEHN

DERZWNRE L TOLDICRL, fhaMEE L wIBERITIE, A<k
MICseE L 5.2 2 X9 RBIRb GO N5, A - Hi5, WifT, e, B
AIRDARZy 71TH), RELETHD. AFHTIE, ZDOL) BBRTIEA
C, M=V FNRBRICE T 2HEBICER 2> G L T 2 icd
5.

G2 FMBF N LT 6 008 2 52 1 L CE 5 D13, 5AF
DO DEEPITED 5127 51X, T FDZDBDOEELITENCERTD
RU Do EEZONDIGE, HDHVIE, SAFOHOEHENTLRZ
TFOTE) & ORNICRIEBHRZMETE 28 TH 5. 2D L I ITHIlTT
2121, BIEEEDGAFERTFORTOTHZEEET 208N H D, I
512, bUONDFBANINAL TABPL Y RT VI LICHERET 2 HER
% % (Jones & Nisbett, 1972; Ross, 1977). FEBX 1352 T332\ FOi7
BOFKETIR RO, FRETH S LRATL F ) HEATNA 729500
LHREMEIR D 2703, GATFERIFLOMFELRMERT 22 L, 2R
THETH A 9.
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2. MARNFEDOREME

ARSI 2@t L LT, SATFERTFORAEZTTERL,
ZDONE, REE, Rk, 52T LRI FOREE, ©a0EE) (G
2B, social power) 2252 EMTE S, [HEDNE] L3,
H2ZFh o Wi, Yo BoHEEICHYT2b0THD, EDkHk
FHDME ) 2 ETH S, 5 (2006) 32Nz 4 FEICTH
L7, Thbb, (aRIFLSOIIRDER, (b)ZXTFOTH) Y-
DEF, ()T FH 6 0EFASCHFOER, 2L T (dXIFICHT 3
Py — EAADEEE (78 Thd. ZOBOZEER 5 AT, %
JE, BEFCoT 5288 TEL. ZISHEVPLROE=ZFHD L EIX, 1
2 (prosocial) KN & 72 D, IRFEHIID X ) IC52F, ZITFFRIT
SO EG2 EVIGALH L. 1, HEHONRIIOVLT,
ZFFOBE (B, HW), 178, {58 (emotion) D ENEEHEIE K
IEHEATOEZDODEWHMIED H 5.

[(EOME| Lk, GBATFHroOWENZIFICL > TEDRER
E»TTHEDEN)ITETHY, RUIFICE>TUNHET S L DL
W, S50, REFa R b (B ICHY T 5. BICEZRIT S 2 2K
T 22 e0s, RBIE FElInBE2PD5 2L, ZUFONER
RELEZB EEZEZLNLEROYGE FTHiA DIEDIE Z 6115,

WO | 13, SGATRZITICEHE LT LTS 3.
WHEOMEIREVIZE, ZUTFORFLELPLTL, 200, RIFFIC
B E0) 570D MHIEE 25 L) X HIT, FEDRE L DIEDH]
BRI P S N 5. FiR OB ERIEED S, ZHhoRVSiEEc2M
ETHIENTE S,

[GZFERIFOREE] 1, MEONABRORIFSTHD, —#
I, BIFRRABRPEREN TV 2I1EE, BOEE2ZIIFICE5252
EDEETH 5. MABRMSIER I TR LEAR, ZTFOIGEER
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FDLIDDHRETRT 2MEIVEL 2 WIZIE, “IBOHEGET
BO.

[G-2F L2 FOHSMEET | 1L, 52FNZTFICNL TEE%
HZ5ZEDTEZRITHY, 60 DHEJ (resource) 2 RFFL TW»
52 EEN L 6T (i), MHEHOFEDENRKEVIEE,

RFFIZEATF0 6 OB 2Z T AN AR & 5.

(2) AR EDDE

1. NAREEONEAE

WAEEIZIZED K ) BB DH 2D TH A 5D, ZDOFFEITONT
1%, Levy, Collins & Nail (1998), Nail, MacDonald & Levy (2000) &4
I (1996, 2006) Db DBIH 5. F7z, HI(2002) 1F, FiME X OFHIC X

S VEE) L LTl A O AN EZEN LT 5, Levy 61, XU
TOURD G2 O AW EZ B L T b, 6 250E L 77 ik
WBUTDA4DTHS, () ZITFORKMPIE L )L (ZTFF35 2 FH
SHEEZIITLE I EZRBRTETV2D), (b)5AFORENE (54
%u,EE%K%H?u%%%gxfw%#H®52$&§U$&®ﬁ
NP DA (G2 F1E, ZTF XD SHESITE LIS W 25, (d)
ZFFOLED N (RIIFIRGAFORGHMER L, Zhtd
ZOWiD) THB. L Luds, ZosEiceEEns s AEER, IR
fE, WIEH, FEW BAS, DENY 728 VR, 2 LT, fTENEY, ke
MFHE, H2BEE V) X)ICRESNLLDTHEDT, ZIT
1, A (1996, 2006) DIFHICTEDNGTH I 4 LIAWEE D & /AR

HEPEZ T EIRTS (2.

2. BRI AL
7, GATFOENMEICHESWT, BNz NEZEE & MM 20
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(e 5JF(2006). K 7, p. 37)

2 TAMEE O

NEEIZIT T 5 2 3 TE 5. MERNZHEE L L, 5ATIERY

T, GATFORPIC 2 EDTENIHELZ 52 TLE ) BHRTH 5.

DLGEIZ, GATREREN) KDY, ZIFTOTHMME DR 8 L

T, ZOWE 2RI TLE) e, BMNAHELERSCRES.

W, B2 L2580 ) DR, BED X ) IZEZ TS DD
HiEz b, ZOHBEZERT 20T FIBEL TS L0 K9
I, BATFORMPMES7ATETHS. Ll, GATFOHEE (2%1)F
DRT 2) TR FONEIHE L ]I I EBMsN TS, b
ATFPEKETICRIFICHEZRIZLTLEHILAETH L. ARTIEZ
I LBIRZFEMICHES 5 2 LId LR, BAFNERNICZITTFIC
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B2 H 25 L) REONANWFE L DAEEZUIMEICT 572012, 20
) BBIRLED, WA ELZIRASZ I LITT 5.

BARMIZIZERD &9 bR Eh w5, ZFFofr8z il 3
FATHEZFORIEEEZ 52550 L LT, e FhkE (A—F
EEBNTERITT D E, AW Z 51200, 1 A4 ) OFEEREMET
¥ 2 Z L. Latané, Williams, & Harkins, 1979), {EBIfTEICE 1) 2 6581
FATE) (BEWZLIELE LT AEADHEICW 2 NDOBEDL 2513 L,
EBEDMET % 2 &, Latané & Rodin, 1969) 238 3. F7z, JRBLIC
Lo TRIFOTHZAMES /D, MRS T2BIKE LT, e
M (& DELEIC K > TRB/KENNS £ D, HATEO BT IE W L
L, REHFEOEIZEN T S Z &, Zajonc & Sales, 1965), It
SR (i oLEE 2 BN/ NTICH &, FHUNEZEER I GG
D LLFNE» O HEEZIFIP T % Z L. Walster & Festinger,
1962), fTEES RISV 2 O TE L R UTEIZHA 9 £ 95 2
&. Milgram, Bickman, & Berkowitz, 1969), [H@EEH: (EPHIZ W S 1k
HEMUBEREIZZD T % % 2 L. Hatfield, Cacioppo, &
Rapson, 1994) 23% 5.

3. BRI ARZE

RiZ, BHEWESANEEL, SAFPFRE LS TRITIFICHEELL
ZBBAThE. ZDLE, GZFORBKDIZIFICOLS X)) I@E
5856 HRN Sbhownk ) I@Ert 256 Gl ol
5N5. BEOHS, GAFERIFIHELLGZ5ILEEKL TV
DTHHD, ZNEZITFIESNEVEIICLTVwE 0, MERICIX
ML %2 2 Lh3H 5. RN EL, ZOWETFRICL > TEENA
b EBUREEN R D DI 5 I LN TE S,

SENRD DT, HEFEET R (sequential influence strategy) 73
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bb, Tiabb, 7vbheAv ¥« P77 (HELZ2KEEZZTFIC
PR BHIIC, A P ONS ORI S E S 2 LIk > T, s
K% LT 2751 Freedman & Fraser, 1966), F7 s A ¥« e 724
A (HEMRAEZZ T FICPR T 2101, JBiEa A F DORE WIRIEZ MO
IR FIERIE 2 2 LICL-> T, JBai%% LiF 2757k Cialdini, Vin-
cent, Lewis, Catalan, Wheeler, & Darby, 1975) % & TH 3. £7-, %
JFRICERT 2BMERIEL T, ZUFER 0% T3 & 9 cfhrm
LIEREEL GO 2 LN TE 2,

X512, RIIFOEINTOIYMNBREZBET 2 2 LItk > TR
FICHREL L5222 L WHETH . BEZRET SBICH O ABHA L L
T, WEEE (BGM. Alpert & Alpert, 1990) & D, EHNOE
g, 2006), LA ADVLA T b3H 5, ZDEE, ZIFFICER
T AR EZ T FICRRSINA VL ) ICEIR L, T FORADHMNIC
BEEZHIELTES. 7V 5L (BT fEoMHTHE. 7
V2PV E ORI FOTEI2 AR IS5 2 L3, (TEpAid
D% DBERDOFELZZIT T E0) WM Hh Lwss, ZiF
DL R T OISR A ARSI L LRI EBREEINTY
2 (ot « A - POU - mE, 1999 ; Mg, 1996, 2008).

T A - 554, 3, o -, 3, WTH s (X2). Mo -
BE5 | (request) 1, HXINICZ T FOINEE 2 A kMR AN ETH
5. ZUTFOESID TSN EEE, ZUTFOINHEEIRT & 5 Linilz
HovrULOMBELTRIFZ [ifF] §52LIckhs. ZNTHRITIFO
G SNT, HOZFFI@E 2 5 2 LR AE, oz
TFICEE T, RBEBCLRVESE, BELT2E0ELLD, HoE
HEROHCED, HHWIE, ZTFLE 28] LR DW GE
N T SN s
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WAL 5B ETD L I ICHGATFOFEEMDH 2FERD 5N B A,
ZIFENRED X)) RKIEE T 200F, ZTTFORMKET 2 LIk
5. ZUFEPLGEZFOREERLHGAFLORRINIAy -2 ED L)
WAL TR 200, ZIIFOMGZERDZ EVH) T ETHE. ZIFFD
FOBZRBIEL TV AERE LT, @ErToNg, WEFER (@07
1), G ATFOMENFES, BErToIEH#Ha A B XOIHGHEa Ak,
AL 2, RS © JRIGS & H AT OBIWEHE (iifEED & o, E
Pifh% (significant others) 2> 5 OIARE, (TEIER %KD 5T 586
1) METEIZETT 52y b u— L HEEE (BB, WD R EEFRTS
LB TES,

IL AR EMRFOBE

(1) EEFREUARNEEN

Wi T2 7 SR O CHIE T H ST & 72 D23, FET B (com-
pliance-gaining tactics or strategies) & 5.2 FD b D&M ESITH
2. WEFR LI, SAFURTFIMET IBICHC@E 2T TH
%, WETEIZOWTIZ, Clark (1979), Falbo (1977), Falbo & Peplau
(1980), Hinkin & Shriesheim (1990), Kipnis, Schmidt, & Wilkinson
(1980), Marwell & Schmitt (1967), Miller, Boster, Roloff, & Seibold
(1977), Offerman & Schrier (1985), Yukl & Falbe (1990) 7 & DA%
D3H 5. 45 (2006) 1:Z IS OHFEICED VT, WEFRE 5 FEICH
TELT, $4abb, (a) Bl (REFIEZ RICZTFITER ),
(b) BREHEN (B2 TR § 2 BLh e R 2 M2 48089 2), (o &
IEeft (G ATFDREFL U2 (B, &) 280 T, 2o LK
2T, ZUTFIRIGEHZIT), (d)IE4ER (GATFERTF LR
HREIBIRP B L, Z 1 FOMERMIBENII > 7278 2 L2 Z & D%
Tz fiafi, W#d 2), (o) HEHRE (ZIFOMIHIRE, 5oz ry T4

(41)
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TS ETKIEZIT)) TH S, BHOEE D1 TR FOIGH
2RO G0, BREIEDA ORI O EETB 2 it T
W5 I ENTES.

1. French & Raven (1959) & Raven (1965) [ &K 2 SHEE DD

NS DFBETFEEZ 2124725 C, 115 D2 % R FF L
T3 2 EWWETROBREZINT 2 2 Lick 5. (g E L ixs
ZFDZFFIHELE G525 LDTELHIITHY, French & Raven
(1959)1F 2 N ZofBIC T B L T4abb, H GRM LEN
(reward power), gii (i#il#25)), coercive power), 14527 (legiti-
mate power), Hi [ 5 2 JJ (expert power), Z B ¥ 2 Jj (referent
power) TH 5 (K3). 2FhH, INsDEE 2R L Twtud (EHE
ICRBITIUL, ZUFHo o 0B NZRFL w2 LRAISIn
), RIFFISHEZPIETT I EDABICAR S W) 2L TH S, HYE
NP ENZ, RUTFICE->TH, fithbD2ar tr—LTES
C LD CHEITH B, HEOTEPNEGIHED T, I FOTE
R 52 X)) L3528 ThHD. IEMEEIZ, HHROIEYSEROHL
BERDWENTHY, GAFVRTFICHL THELL525 2 LDIEY

BRELAVMEA

OFREN

SHR-BHEEN &R E N ?
| EER ma (BB ERRORT) ”éﬁfﬁff e

[ E4zEH - EMREN
(Bthi, BH) X HEGEZEN
| (@RS Bl
HEEAN HiZ % 2
(REOFEEN)

(i 53 (2010a). K 1-1, p. 24)
3 A O LA LR

(42)
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MW2Z T TR T 255608 TH 5. HIAIX, HBNTEATF
DS DAL D, ACRE SN BEKE > T05, H50IE, Fi
BETH B E VoIl W, MR 5225 2 LIRS ETH 2.
HZEIZ, FRE ORI B W THEM AR ERE 2 R L T\ 5 C
LICHDOKENTH D, ZTTIE, HMIRORTEICHW TS 2 &I
ko TRAN LAl 2R TE 20T, HMRDF I @ Wi L7z fT
LD LI ks, HYPEBIDPANLERK LT L, TRYEE
TEBEL AT (M) L n. SRFEINE, b T LY %Z T
BB, ZIIFVBEAFOZEARCTHZSMT 2 L) 2RICHENZ2 S
D, WD 4FEEIZRLD, ZTFEPHMLZZDTEIL72D T30S
BRRELTHEAFEZHRET S L, GATFRSREEN 2R TLI LI
7:%. French & Raven (1959) 1, ZFTFDE 2 FIK T 5 [F—F (iden-
tification) IZFED W BB TH B L RT W 5,

Z D%, Raven(1965) 1%, E#HE 2 )] (informational power) % fif I}
MATz, 2, FICSESEICE T, ZU TR T 2% oLz
BRTE S I IO OB TH 5. EWAGERZZ K b o> Twuiud
(L7z23oC, EHYEE %2> Twuiud), HHEENLE R LI
%%, HPRE I OLA1E, —E, HMRE L ORI TR NS L,
(HEMEEIC R S 1229 oG THEHMRE L T2 ORI FICHEr
LIFT 2 EDTREE 5. L L, [EWREENOLAL, BINKFNTH
D, BN LSRN il E R T E R WRY, MR RRR T2 L
12137 5 700,

2. Raven (1992) IC &K 2 2MEEH DML

Raven (1992) 1&, LElottRWEE 2 S oISty 28217 -
e, b, BHRELE GRlD ZENICOWT, ZFTFREATFIC
HLTHEEZL-oT0RD, flifiz B\ Tz T 384 (personal

(43)
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power) & % 9 T4 W& (impersonal power) & IZ78HL T3, &
IO ABIHRD RIF S 2 HEH E LTEDIZEWVH T LETHY, HiHEDTH
BELIDOREOHEE 2O LICRD. IESEEICO WL, 52
FOIEYMEDRIFICEDI T AL BT/ L T3, T4hbb, (a)fhe
K& 5 O IR O MR IC FE D 22 AR IE S, (b) IR IS D IRy
P, () PP MY, 2 L ¢, (d) 51 (powerlessness) 125
DKIESHTH 5. B E) LSBT O VLT, Z2nE Ry
TATERNT 4 TIHEL TS, RPT 1 7 H5FEINE5 ETICHT
ENTELLDTHY, HIWEPSHEZRF L Twa ZEickD, 52
FOREL L) ICRITFIHELRIET LR TELLATH L. LaL,
FNT 4 7 REMEPENP SRR, TR RIE (77— X
J i, Hovland, Janis, & Kelley, 1953) #5[ &2 LTL £ 9 &
NThs. HIEIELTY, FRWETERLD, GAFAHICEMNE R
ZEELIE LD TEHA, HH0IE, SAFOLIITEED LR
EVI) KIS, RUIFFVBRNT 4 752 L T 2556 TH 5.
IS, HEGEREIC OV T, EEEAERE & R E R I8l <
W3, HIFIERIER SN YA 7obDThH Y, BEZ, WUEES IR
(Walster & Festinger, 1962) IcfRES 15 & 512, S5 ATOHEEZIT T
I E ) 2 BRI VICHEDL ST, RTFICHELZLEATLE) L
g, H 20, BEOIHIEBEISHEN L TERZIRMET 2 X5 a5
Th 5.

3. SH (1996) IC L DS nicFEN

Z Dt 5 (1996) 1%, Raven (1992) L I\FRA 2BlHL 5, 5F T
FoNTEAHE ) L3RR 2HEZERL T3 (X3). 7,
SRR LT 205, R 2B EEZ SN MIEET (at-
traction power) TH 5. ZiE, 52AFDbOUFEME, BTtk w»
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TBNTH L, GBATFICNT 2 BEFREEIZRLEZ LV HP5D
XaThs. ZIFPHFECHNIZEL TCOI5XZF»6DEE 1T

i, GNP TV LitE RS Th 5 (S - HE, 2010).

I 51T, I (1996, 2010a) 1%, ST ABIREET), #RHIBREES, &
MBI OFE R R L T3, NABHREEZ, 52TFHSPHE
PhiZaybu—-LTERTYH, ZUFNT2HPEHZaY Fr-L
TELMBHEDH IS Z LB TELLEOWENTH L. F=HDbD
HegizfHE LRI FICHEL G2 258THL. LidioT, I
1%, B LEEI O E S 2 5.

BoHE, BATFORRET2HENNZIF LD O/NIOGEOEET
ThD. WEIFEREZHNNCE S OHNEZF L2 VR FIcEEs
5.2 % 2 LHREE 208, EIROD WAL, Z0RMAE MM L T
HNELOHATHD. 2D 1 OPEZF LHT L ORISR %H
BRBEET 2546 TH 5. LRHOIRSEE I OLEM ERZ 5 2 LT
&5, PIAL, R Y (XHTH) A ISR ORE TR YA O
TBET 2 Lo Th 2. £, SAFOHPAMRRINICH 2
CERFMLT, X0 THTIH Z 221 2 5603 LR
HThsb, Bz WMHETCH2ESEHET 20E»H DT, HE
DRNETZRAD GV T 2. HOooWEZHFICR LT, HFEDI
EEMGE L, HTPEOIGETREEEZED 2 X9 a6 Th 5. Hibo )tk
WZHED R4 (Raven, 1992) 12HR4 T 3.

French & Raven (1959) D382 #0, 9 L7thamigZiinwy
NLZIFOURDPSDOETH D, ZITF, G2FORETIHSP
g, A ANHA R E ML EEBML VIR I3, SAFERL 5205
DEREIRRN LT EZATE®REZ bW kD, £, (RITFED
5 W) G5 2ForatgE )2 e d 2 R, Baldwin, Kiviniemi,
& Snyder (2009), 5H:(1986), Imai (1993), Raven, Schwarzwald, &
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Koslowsky (1998) 7 £ D TR I LT\ 5.

(2) ;T BEER)

H DRI T 2321 F FORELE (attitude) Z BRI, ZITFF1HEL X
ABRHNERIELIEZHBL TR 20088 TH 5. ZIFTFOELE
PERIED LI LDT, BEER (attitude change) & b IEIX4L
%. Hovland et al. (1953) OWZELIE, BifSI3S 0B AICB T 2 HE
BT —~D 124> TED, EFETIE, -7 T4v/$aia
=7 = a v OFEET S BN AR 2 R LTI v 3,

FHIZRICB O TRICERDIYTOENTE DI, ZTFOINH % BE
T2HERTHD, 5AF GUEFHNTIE, EDFLRIINL 1S
W, ARTIE, BAFTHR-T2), 3l ve—, RIFTF, FHRN
D A BRI NS,

i

1. —EAEETFTIECEEEETIL

BEOFRAZEL L Tw2HimE L TAS B 65D, Petty
& Cacioppo(1986)1Z X 2 Kifr n e € 7V CHifk RaA &€ 5L, elabo-
ration likelihood model) Td %. Z#uld, I FPHEA vy -V %
AL L C, B R v 2 — I 2R 2 I 2 70k 2 2 Elid
T2ETNTH S, RIFOEEZTHT5720DET VTR, S
KXo TERINLBEDOHRE, HD Ik, BELTHE O -EHiE%HiH
T EHDETIVE L TELI N (Haugtvedt & Kasmer, 2008).

ZDOEERNLEZEZ T, RITFORMUEZ 2 DIC3HLTw5 I L
THab. Tbb, hiv— b+ EMIULV—FTHA. T3, Chaiken
(1980) DE 2 —Y AT A4 VT « SATRTA VYT « ETNDEZHFITYH
HBL25DTHS, Fubb— b ElE, B2y - NOFE & M
, WL T, ZUTFEHIDBEICH - T 2 BHER & IHA I 20

i1

(46 )
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5, W2 FTT7reRxTdbh, ZFFITLE > TEH L ORANIER T 2L
X—%2EET S, L — P TUR S NZEAE, RIS S B —
FDBAITHART, SR v —JIC ko TEAR S NI T & D—
HEomo» 2 EEfMInTn 3,

ZAUTKILC, BNV — FiE, X DI, 5 F ORI WT
Wiz T 7ekAThD, Ay - OBEIE IO, ik
RERH (2 =Y RAT4 v 7)) ELT FIZIE, BvX -5
Lo2) LTWw3, HRPHED S TEADMR TS 2 ER6IFIEL
WISEVR Y, BEBEYTHREZ > TRRTL 4 514D 2 LI
DVBTELHASTVBITENRVE VL) BDEHEITFTEILENTE S, Ful
V=t ERDV =t Z2BUEL TR HERICE, FiFT — <IN 5% F
DAKBEGEE, FfRA Y- E2BEET 2N LSO H 5.

29 L EWBRMENCA LT, Kruglanski & Thompson (1999) i,
H—#@EE FIL2ERE L T3, Petty, Cacioppo, & Goldman (1981) @
FERICB VT, 52 FOEMEBRIZT RIRR SN, 2oL
T =I5 HEBGEOROZ T FORIGICRE WEEE2 5.2 Toik
AV — Mok 208, {7, HEBEGEORWZITFICE, FifFX v
=P ONEARPRE R L L2 Tl 29 LIRS0
&, SEPMEEEDHIE A v & =P ORI OERE L TRREITY
76 TH B E#Z, Kruglanski & Thompson (1999) (%, MM
BEA vy =Y ELRILS S VREWAy =Y L LTRIFFIRR L E
2%, ABRBSGENEHOZTFICF L THREWHEZUF L -2 L%
Gl DF D, ZHWEMERICE T 2L — MBI 52 F030 D
THRPE» o 77201, L — FINIEEZI N T w2 X ) ICRATwEk
EIThsrEvHERTH 5.

CHEWEAGGE R 28 E 1L, 2 ) LAERICKGRL DD, 51
R Ve S 2 R R T B, FlZ 1, BT, Brinol

4,
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& Petty (2009) %, ZUFFHHMHX v -T2l — b TRHET 2B
12, BHICIED A TE /4 D EZE (thought) DHE(E L (confidence) 73,
DHRDZFFOHWNEE 2522 L FRLTwb. 29 LEEEIC
1Z, FERA Y —YOFRMEZLFT L0 HIUL, ZHUSGRT S D
DbHDb. LT, FREOHREMERAEE LD bEVEADND, 2
DBV ORI T INPTVEW) T ETHSE. Thbb, Jift
Ay =Y XRT 2NEPROIGEE TRHE SN GEI, Sl vy
T BERENE S BB E W) T ETHD, %61, 29 LM

% H 24 i & 400, BEtLTwv s

2. HEBXvE—IYDOEM
BFA v —DICBT BETIE, ED X ) HEHEEIFF[A v -JIC
Mz, Ziz o k) BIEFTRRT 5 2 &ABIRN AL DD S 5
SN TE 7 Bl TRA (B OYIROAR, —Hifdns &l
XY B B O, 7% GEHIL OBROAR, GRiloH L
LD 7 L — 2 v 7, WO RRIER, ZFoEEEEs ETh

|

N
P’z

Mﬂm

FERM GRS 3R FICHMETE 2 L9 IR L, ZoOGadIND k
Jr kT, 2 IR L (B EMifidn), 2 F ORI 2 )%
5T XHICTIRT 2 2 EDWRNTH S (Allen, 1991). ZDfth, KD X
5&ﬁ&%ﬁ%@%%ﬁ@%:kﬁ&%.?&b%,%%ﬁ%i%?%

— % Zfn L (Stiff, 1986), RMICHIIT 2 2 &, R FOflifEilic
%Abtﬁﬁ%T% L, WHEOTEHEIT) Z LK TRIFIRB LS
SNDIERNERERICERT 22 L, 7o INHHROPHLS A M
PWIATHI LR ETH S (Petty & Wegener, 1998). Fafllicix, FiRm
ZXFT 570 :ﬁﬁ&@ﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%h@,Wﬁ%:%w$ﬁ%%
%, i) il e Y T & AL, 2 0RICE Vil E [N A
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2\ SR R DA IE A U e &k 9 TH B (Friedrich & Smith,
1998).

TR v =B 2mllo TR ICBIL AL E, HED-HL
7AERIZEE O 5 T2\, Haugtvedt & Wegener (1994) 12 X 2uig,
HulL— b DA WEERIR GifF 2 v & — P ORPIDITIC TR Z E
CETHMMIRSE 5 T L), AV — F OGEIIHHENESED &
N2 L) ZLTH%. Bohner, Erb & Siebler (2008) &, ZHifFnH i
BE 7V (Kruglanski & Thompson, 1999) D#H 6, FEX v -
DRERFINERICIER L, WIEIROBM 2R L w2, Lo L, &
FH(2010b) %, L= FTUEEI NS EFHIZING, P T —<IicR
T 22 FOARBGEIECEAICHEIREEZ R L 05, HRo
AEFE VS, IRHLLTOIERTH 528, Z2ORREICOVLTIZ 61
MBI R L) TH 5.

3. RIFF0IEE, B HERR

WAL, I A, KELREOPFT —~ 2T, Fifte
58 & OBBEMIC S BILDSIAT SN T B, FlAIR, Xy —2TIH
BINTORTEZIS 20 E, ZITFICE > TRARIRMSET 2 2
ZHF L, Bl B WL T 32D TH 5. Cho & Witte (2004),
M (2002), AHK(2002), Perloff (2003) 1%, 52 T2 24 % Walkd 3 5 854
DI MR IR WG X ) SFEFIROKRE VL L2 BHL Vw5, 2
DA, NEICET 2 EROZ I F IR 2 50IRNTh 5. 22—
ETICOWVTUE, BN S ORI b DICHETE 25, 203
L, - T7HMBOMAEOHELH->T, —ETRERVEITHS
(BB, 1999).

F7e, BEFA v —DIC Kk 2 EHME &3R0S, ZTFOREIREL S
BAYy =YD ELTUET 2 M I N5, Schwarz

(49)
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(1990) 1&, [EIEEAEEEHZEZ, BEAEIERE L CoMEZ LB,
ZHUTED O TERI R Y — U BREIND 2 EZIML 05, R
7 4 7 B&1E (happy, joy) DEériE, HADED LT 2 BREE2H 712
EOTRIFTHEZERZRTDT, ba—V AT 4 v ZINGABELTHN
P, ZHUSH LT, 24T 4 71EE (sad, unpleasant) DA, B
BSHZICE > THEE L BWIRETH Z 2 LEZRTOT, RS hxlE
WMERET 2HEAPIKEL RS, 29 LA ZBHERNICS T3 O T
Bt L 725 (2002) 1, K27 4 7IREED L — b Z2iE S ¥, 3l
Ayt —YTBEINTOEHANOEBEERZEEIE S 2 L, iy
FHT 4 TG IOV — P Z2TEEHES R0, 7L D EE A
DREMZRIZELT, £/, BIGOMEIC X > TUIHILL — P20 S
N3GAELH2 T EZERHL TS,

BEDOZITFICEHL TR, 3iEFINPTWRITFDEME (persuasiblity)
ZHSEPICT BEEMMTON TV S, SFTICH INTE @R, &
B R FE (Cacioppo & Petty, 1982), &)L 7 « £=% 1 ~ 7 (Snyder,
1974), F 2= 5 4 A L (Rokeach, 1954), HZ.L, MilkEThs. »
THOZEBIZ OV TH @ AMHIZRD 5 1y, —HNRE THEHEED
HWEEEZWHRT 20K EER X 9 TH 5 (Rhodes & Wood, 1992;
Eagly & Carli, 1981; Perloff, 2003). 77 L, ZNZFNDX—=> F Y
FA —IOEAT 2 L) ICHEX v — P 2R T 5 LIRS R B
fHAIZRD 5N 5 &k 9 TH 3 (Brinol & Petty, 2005; Perloff, 2003)

BFRA Y =P BIRT B3R < RBUS DL TIE, FFO P, #hEE
KW, asa=r—vav- X747 G, 7%A X &H, B, <
Vay) BERFFLIENTESL, FfFOTELIL, JBAvyE2—20D
PRICH D, ZIFFICRL TN A vy - PR PEZ LD, 3
BRAY X =PICBI25AFOVEEEATLVTEIETHS. PHICH
LCHOREMREE T LVOMRMATIZ S L) ECHHTES2 X9 TH

3l
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2. $ixbb, BT —~<IcNT 2 BRBGEI S WIEGGE, PRI
R T IR 2010 L, BERBIGEMEOEAE, ISR E
F2L0wHZEThHD (LF, 2002). HEEASEIEHVEAE, PHIC
o TR 77 %~ A (Brehm & Brehm, 1981; 53§, 2002) 25
FoUGRZERELLT AR, 2N 0FHFAOEYIE LA T EEZ
S5N%. ZHUTHART, ARBEGEMROEGAE, HMICHE A v 2 —
POWEEZITPTL RE5DTH .

MR OPEIHI E L TE, Y, ALEBS, X v v — D0
B 2 b0 #EZE T2 £ 035 . Buller (1986) 1%, X ¥ OHTic & > T,
FUHRFIC Y EEREE L T &, FUFRIRMENT 2 2 L 2L <
W3, 2L, WEERIZITFOIER v - I T 5 B2 YET
2E0H XD, BfHRA Y- ONRIBREZYET 2HAHIED 61
7o, WiIEERICHE (attention) 2SIV T L £V, 22 H3E A v —
I CHERI NGRS TLE) W) 2 ETH S,

®7—~

KEiDRBIC, ML THCON GG T —<IZ 2L THRTEEL
WV, TEOMZE T L flibi b T —<1F, Petty & Cacioppo D¥2% 57
J, F, RYPAEZFBRSME L T2 2 L% VER» 6, KEDFEFER
BEAD L CHWONT WS, Zoflicid, Hulsi~o sk (T 178
AT, 2 BRI ) otEk, B (BREE, N, S AcEE) o %
1, EZWRZZ % L), BEFKE G, i, BB (i,
CO, HEH A, 572 A BLHESE), ~—7 74 v 7B (i
7t e M) B EDH B,

PEFEBROFERZ ST 2 5 6 1%, F—0iifT — <% M\ 7z 5 h3 g
Lod w0y, FARO—MAY & v 9 D S 1 TEBDFUS T — < % VT
RITLEPRBETH L, ZOEKTIE, ARICEIOTT —< 20T

4.

EI'IJI:I
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27203 Tl%L, KT <D OBV, BT — v DR A
BICOBL T ZETh S, HlzE, RIFFICLE>THRITIEL 5 2
EDARME, INHICHEEZ LT LEEZSNDZDT, Ihatid AW
M ZHET D 2 EMNTE S, T2, YOI X 2ZISEOFE L
NBD £ 72337 —~D 1 DO TH 5. FEFRERO—MRILD 7= DI
1%, HERNZHAASDEERD T -l oW TTF—F 2 IEEL T Z
EDEEND.

(3) 1TEIDER

IR S Haug, BRI FOREEZERIE L2 THL, 2
DITEND AR I L ZEHELE 5. 2054, BEOMicED L)%
BRPTHOFBUSEEZ UIL T30 TH A I H. TOMVICHT 2
— O DAL D, Ajzen (1991), Ajzen & Cote (2008) @ &1l 1947 Bh FH 3
(theory of planned behavior) TH % (X 4).

COHEmIC LU, bbb OBERINATE) B2, 74+—-Fv 7,
{2 W OZE, A RS LR, KEMMMOMER) X, (a) 4E%D
FTENCR S 2B CUEDITENCN T B2 R Y T4 73247 4 774%5F
fili), (b) UFEDOITEIZE S Z &R 2 HEIVEEL (I 2 HEHH
25 DWIRFRHETD), Z LT, (o) UEOTHEZIN5 2 LIicfd2art
O — VRO EZZITTwE, s SEURPYZOTHZINAS ) & T
LITEENELL, ZORNPTHIREL %2 L FBEOTHZE Sk

TEVIRASTTH 5.

BATDETILTIE, 3N ZNFNDMER (belief) 7> 5 5B ZZ1TTW»
% XY ICEEZI N T 5 (Ajzen & Cote, 2008). FEFEEA DA, 4
EOTEIZFITT 5 2 LTk o TTAZICH 726 SN HRICEIT 28&
(FENHER Ths. 29 LABRIUZTHICNTEZRY T4 7, %
AT 4 7DFHC O LR 6NTWS, Fi, FEIVBHIZLIR DL
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TBark0—LE

TAEBBTLBOTHERSD
CEEEOBRETRTHIERHL
TLWAEN?

.

s
avka—)L
BT AES

. ﬁﬁiﬂ)fﬁ?]’;t)

(Ajzen & Cote (2008). Figure 13.1, p. 301 IZFEDWTIERD
4 FrmifTEREE (SGETRRD
&rld, SRR E & 2 EAPHEM (EEMME) 1WYEOTHZITI 2L
ZHRRT 2089 0BT 2 MRS L CIFHBIHERTH 5. 18 b
0= VRO A, YEOITEOFET 2 IEEL 2 D HEL 2D T 2 EK
(f18h % FAT T 2 DI Tine A X )L0h 0, Wi, ©8%, &6 ot
%E) ODEEICHETAEETH 5.

FLOLEF VL, 78y b — VEEROfbc [FEEoay o -
VLW HERSIMAZ s Tw»3, T8 v b e — VKD & 7E)
BERICE 282 (FERD 13, T8I KIETERIOMED, Egoa v b

0= MR EE X D bEWGAICRBIC 2 2R LTS, £, 1T
oy bu— VEER S [TEEK 178 BIRICR 286E, 782
viha = VEERNEREO 2y o — LoRFEE LTS 5 2 L 2R L
T3,

FHEAT B R D 224 I o TR, A OfTE) (R, BREIfR
i, mRI, BEERERAE, MABEZLRE) 2WRICE DT - EINT
W5, Armitage & Conner (2001) 213U % & T 3D X % 43hric o
W, Ajzen & Cote (2008) IZEFNDZLBHEEZRXD LI ITE LD T W
2. THERD SITEICE 23 2122w T, HBID V-2 54 TH D,
b B FAERBEMED R, 2 LG, 3 ERD SITHIEKICE 2 S RICE T S
HBI D213, REIE (45-.60), TBIMEIH (34-42), fT8)a>v ta—)
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J& (35-46) TH D, ®ETIX 63-71 LI FEWETH ), FHHEFTE)
P2 R T R TH 5.

Z Ofth, fEEEDEITEIZ BT 5 2 IR LS EBEESE TV
(Maiman & Becker, 1974) S piFEB#E N (Rogers, 1983) b EIE I 1T
WBD, HETINDOEERNEZLMER, XD MRS E b o 2 FHET
TP L D IS R\ X9 TH B (Salovey, Rothman, & Rodin, 1998).

4) AV T VT~ DOEBREHE

LIZRL7e &9, GAFVRZITFICEHE»T, ZUFLFAKL %
we, avz7y s b G BRON) PMEL S, WiFHcaryzy s
D7z X 2 BFESTERIT U, UFHEM TRY (negotiation) IR £ 5.
Thompson, Wang, & Gunia (2010) 1, X% [Ho O HN% M) T
JRTEROEGICHEE I N5, MAROREEEBRE] (p. 493) L2
7o b, AN GRED, AN, %M, #fk vr-Fririwv)so
DY AT LTELT0 3,

FARY 27 2128 2HEHND 1213, KBOTEE nolay
707 P RGERT 2DDFTEPL TR ARSI TEIETHS. 2
Y7V Y DR = ELTESGIHE N D0, YHEE 2 AOHE
RKOELLZEVEBUTEINEVIBELSEOICHHEL TV S
Thomas (1976), Adams & Galanes(2006) Db DTH 5. TabbH, [H
it (avoidance), xf#k (B5Al, competition), HHI ¥k, accommoda-
tion), ¥ (compromise), [ (collaboration) ® 5% CTH 5. #l 2
3, TR 1, HOoBRZiETI L3 TE50, HTFOEREZIZE
AL T ZENTER VY 7Y 7 b ORI (win-lose) TH 5. —it
Mg, WHOERZG T L TE S &) % A (win-win) 25
FLVLEEZEZLNT VS, ZDBAIR, MEORBHE B2, FEHGI
IZB T DRGMOMERE) ZFIcZZbb &L, Hokmrin A
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W, BEOTESCRRWI, KIACTTE, FEROENORIRZ L) 23E L
T T EBRBREICR S, L L, RBFIFEEMLIME (fixed-pie as-
sumption, Bazerman, 1983) IZ[fg D 9 £, #HE A Y L V[ EE %6
TH, ZWHAIANTRELTCLEIGEBH L. %) LE@BAINASA 7
AZARINT B 12lE, BEERLEOFEICR D T &, FERICRS 2 AL
THEERMLBIK D LTV 2T 2 28, HODORBRILOEEE

ZRIL, 20, HFOZNUHT 2HEMOINET 2 2 &, BFWTIER
MR 2B T 2 b0 2 L EBRR I LT 5 (R - KA,
1997; %7, 2006).

F7, WICHHARAY A NDPRETH 2D TR, BFoar 79y
FCHEE o TO 2 HERVH F D BEHETII AL, o, KPHTF LD
ORI B C LTSN HA, SR [HR) A4 V%
> THFOERZ KA, 9 MHFICEETES L) RIBTREEHKZD
ZEL 1 ODERTH 5.

ary 797 bOFERAY AN EFRNZ, SADa Yy 7)) 7 & ERT
BERDFMEE L, H BN ED X 9 2 fifpefiiE % I 2 235 5 0
ZMETEL L) BRESHERINT VS, 21, F&HE-KH (1997)
12, RBEOEN (FDLHISHEDary7) 7 F2FRLEVERST
W5 D) ITHED LT IG & 7 RIS L, ZOEMEEEZ XD X

ICHEL TS, Thbb, (it B2, HooEEL2HFE
WAL TH 5w, MPEOERPHEZFL D 72v), (b) BT
i (A7 OFHLREEFL ZHFICELTH 5 LRY, HFORIEZ M L
72\, (o) DM (HaDFRE ZDIELEZHTFICH 5E0),

Iﬁzﬁgﬁ!ﬂ% MFOFZEEDI», MFEZELLW), (e) M MHFD
awﬁb %), (f)EhEE HF LEENZT 2 2 L2l 2v), 2L
T, (g FBEHMA GEEBICHE, MRkl Thowkw) Tha, Fik,
m%zmsi,Lﬁ@50@%mﬁ%uﬂmbtﬂkgﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁéﬁ
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KLt ZDLT, Ev 7774 78=YF YT 1 — LIRRITIEDER
EDRHEMEZH S M L) (BIZIE, BB R ORI G A ¥
ANZID 2T L, FANEDECEANIZZH A Z AV ZH) 25 »), #i
BAZANZERT BMMNBZNLINDRA S A NV ZEIR L HA KD bR
MREREDORNC R RSP L) LT 5,

SEITEE, REE, 2 A=y -y a R ERYIDSITE TITb
T 505, fRARIEPI LA E LTEIT o2 DlE, ZBHEHD
ARG, REFED (NIEZORANCERET 2) BOPLE, KEBHETER
IRILDFFER, BN A 7 ACED DI FRAINER D GBEE O BIE, o
fearviru—- & HEBEWREZ L, REToBEEZETH S
(Bazerman, Curhan, & Moore, 2003).

BOEDOWIZEOMm & L Tld, th2fs8), 8, b, JESEENa
a2z —vay, aiaZy—vav e X714 7R EDERDPIBITK
ETEEPHPIZIN TS, PIZIE, XD L) REEE»H 5.
Thompson et al. (2010) 1%, AT 257 A12E1} 3 BATNA (best altena-
tive to a negotiated agreement, N ORIEZL, Fisher & Ury, 1981)
ZRWEOET LA, M7 BATNA 2K L TV 2 W H O
BHEESRY, KPCETEEEZED LTI E2EMHLT05.
% 72, Pietroni, van Kleef, de Dreu, & Pagliaro (2008) 1%, ZZ¥IRfIC 2
DORIE (issue) DIFHE L, BRI OB GHEDO Ay ¥ — ki
Z L, BRI OMERGRIEDS IR D OFEZ L baic, BIEMLIA
Pib/NSK B2 2SI LTV,

II. SADHEEE & SERDIFTRE
,%\

2 E TOXN AN EOMBLIZ I E AT, SBoMFEoHAM, H5\0»
FHBEIZOWTHEZ T E LWL, 525 1641 I1C Baron & Byrne
(1994) 1, #HE&LHZONIZEENN L LT, (a) BAREISOEA, (b) inH
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DEMS AR, a2, (o) BEIEEOES, (d) %Xk
I HEIARE) 2L Cv 2. ZoffAl:, BETH Y TIEE
2k9ThHB. BIEIL, 51T, Z I () HFEMSIG (Bargh, Chaiken,
Govender, & Pratto, 1992), (g) MBIAN 7 7’1 —F, (h) B VEE O f#
RZMITIMZ B ENTELTHS ). MROBRL S, ZDFEALRIC
DV, FICTEIEZENC A TN 2 EI2T 5,

(1) BENRIGEIFEBNRIGOER

% (E A& 7 A b (implicit associsation test, IAT) %% Greenwald,
McGhee, & Schwartz (1998) 12 & > CTHIFE I LT LK, BRIz v
SATEM G 22 L~V THIlE L C E B AN (REGRIY) 7L
NVTHET 5 2 EDARRIC A o 7z, IBEEG T A Tl 2 DO
DHEETREDSOBREH 2 SHEM S 11 5. SN EF L I OWELZIT T
12, HABENRITTT L7 ZHEMTEL L)l w) T ETH
5.

SETEM 72 RERE & IETERY 22 BB FE & O BIMRME IZBRZE WIFE T —~ D 1 D
T&%. Rydell & McConell (2006) (2 kduE, Wi# L 8% 2 #Ems A7
LITHD VBTV B, B, PSR, RO EEE B L, X
DAE S NIATHOBXO T EBEL T 225, #&¥&F1, Zoiic, 4
BN OD 22> AT LTH Y, BHENARUHEOMEIIZTT, HE)
ML 2780 Pl LB L T3, ¥ 7, Karpinski & Steinman
(2006) 1, FifFT — <X 2Z T FOREBEESE LA, TAT 54
L BRIER R BB & OISR VCBEMEZ B L T 5. 72, BXWZE
178 & BEEDSE DL, TAT AR K D SHENEBERETH LI LD
BH S 212 E T % (cf. Rydell & McConell, 2006). {E/EM, BATEMIRE
FERREZNZTNEE ZMAZHEL THE 2 E8bh s,

ZIymn L, HlZIE, FEEREEE T VO X ICHEENEED A% R
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ET2DTIEE L, BIENEELHAAAZE T VORREDHEZ S
%. EPE, Gawronski & Bodenhausen (2006) 1%, i % fHA A7zl
A HEE 5 )L (associative—propositional model) ZIZIEL TWwW3, T
ETNICBVTIE, & 5BENRICN S 2 EHRBHHT 2 Gl HR z Gtk
L&, ZNBFENRKIGZE S Sk 74T, BT 238D 8% (pro-
positional reasoning) /1 L CHENIGZ I ER I T L0 kI, 2
DD L NLVDRIEHPE ST 5.,

IAT 352 7 ATE PO BEN 2 5 52 L & 9 & L 7 Perkins,
Forehand, Greenwald, & Maison (2008) i k#UZ, HIWTHEFE 2 HIR L 72
B, FRo) 77 v FEFICE O T IAT BBER RO J7 2SI REEE
R & D S EEOTH & ORI - 7223, Tor s HIWIR R 2 5 2 72
Bienld, WICBAERBER O T sBE S G o Fe. Lo T, B
DUF CRAMER 20 5 N5 X 9 A, SOSIKRENICHE-D W CREEEINE 2
LT3 IAT OB FHADECE W) 2 ETH S, BRI, HIED
FHZ TR FOTEHIHELZ L2 L) L3286, ZHE»1H
MlE v X9 RIHEHIRAFER T 640523, B &\ ) T2 FITES
EPITS I ENTENE, BERTEROL L TORMNITHE (FBED) D
B EmERTON AL H 2 L) ZETHE. ZDLH
12, G121, TEENEBEZZ T TR, WBTENEBE b lAaAA T, K DEE
DEVEEETVZED LIFTu 2 EDBIED 1 DDA ETSH 5.
29 LRI EIAE D€ 7TV CH 2 sl T B R ORI 2 1175 2
EIZHOBBETHA Y.

(2) FEFBNII2=U—ravEORERE
bNONDEFRICEE LIS wRIGZEL 0 L LTOIESHENa2 I 2

= —=avy(NVO)BH3 avtEa—¥%NHLzalia=hr—av

(CMC) DAJBELEDMY 2 72 L iF v 2, I, JifS, KW 2T IBRE, £

(58)



# % 1254

NS OHED S, Liedi-> T, FEFHENaI 2= -2 a v XA
M58 L ORI EE M CH 5. WL LT, (a) 5 AFOM
ETIINT 2Z T FOIFHENIEE MR T 5 2 L, (b) R FICHHE
B Z22) 270 DEZFOIEIHENII =7 —va vy 2ol d
LIEBREERBTLIENTES.

HiZ 2 oW TlE, #lZ21F, Navarro & Karlins (2008) 1%, Fbk{k=oi
Bl 93G5 KIUB RO X 3 BB K% B L Tw 5,
ZORJBER, WE, B, F BHo#jE & LTBlh, KINECEIC X 2 835
EZNESETORVDT, HADEERIGZGHAIS Z EBTES LV
IZETHD., Flo, UINFEE oL ERHORERERL 72 & &, WF
% (freeze), ¥iF % (flight), Z L T (fight) &9 389 — v DK
DEHBCEIZR I SN, 2D FROBEICE NS, 7, Bkl P
BIC K> TA PV RAZBU %L, K2 5700 [4120] ORIG
BB FTM2) 2179 k) Thb. InsoEfEE, RIFHE
WDIFICR L TED L H IR T 0 ZHEHT2F20D L2 5.

W, G2FZITFION L CRIRIICE E 00 5 7201 JEFEEN 2
Sazh-vaviEiFHAT L EZONS. HlziE, HEAVLFED L —
>R NHTEEDSEAS ERA & B L Tw» % 2 & (Burgoon, Birk, &
Pfau, 1990), #if3 X v & — Y DITRIFIC 70 5 WRBH R H 2 &L D
b RTINS Z W 2 & (Holgraves & Lasky, 1999), & % HIZ
IR & L CIEZ B IEHEEE 5 (promotion-focus) ¥ 4 7 DIEAIZ,
HiEx BGPET & LTz 285 1R 5 (prevention-focus) ¥ 4 7 D1
A& Db, EETFOTZAE, LI ZRLAV6HEA v - %8
2570, FULOLETFORZRAERBOEA S LD IR E
V2 & (Cesario & Higgins, 2008) 22 ESHS M E LT 5,

HEENaI 2= —>vavid, LElOBENEIGEBEET 2070 H
D, PERDHEMAETLS RGNS, TFAIXDOARICE S, HowiE, JE
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SNGZER L@ E 1T Tld% <, XD BFENTHYZ LD E
TR ANEEZ S L TV 2 EDHE ISNODOH B EEL B,

(B) RUFORRIG: MRIZHN 7O0—F

ZFFONERNEOE, WOICHEENIGZ R L TWw 5 L &L, ZITFO
D3 ED XY ITTEHALE N TR 0E WS ICT 2 2 L 1E, e v Eik
D %K &N L ORI Z ST 5 2 LIk 5. KIFERH
%, KB ECBI 2RI FOMLERZITFORIE BH, &L B
HEZML XV THERTEL W) T ETH .

BOETlE, FifG2 MR A0 S » s HE 2T 2R L ITbN T3
Bz, P - A (2006) 13, 32 v X - Y 2RI NZTFOM
WAMEL T3, F7, Klucharev, Smidts, & Ferndndez (2008) 1%,
fMRI (BEREMIRESILIR GRS 2T, 52 FoEMERN#RD, S35

DERDKET & BT 2 BiUHEE, & 2\ ik, MIEEEED /T o TS & BY
HWLTW3 I L, GEIER & B 2 i 150 S 07 0] o BRSO % fleie L
TWwW3 I, Fi, [FEPHRM, 28 BT 2 BRI E T 2 WS¢
B EZ KIFLT0E 2 L2 RLTw S, 5%, FxodifRHER L
BT 2 M2 HE L, K e oBEE LS e EnTnl EE L
55,

LS N TV BIDEMZH S 22T 27213 TlE, R TFOKIE 71
L ZADFMZHO NPT S I LIFTE R, FICRITTFORIGEZDLE E
DEDIGHAEROL & OBBHEMEZ R TE 220 Th 2. S, IRlAEd
DA LT, PR v - UMD e AL s L)k
ZHREMEIZ D 2235, 2L M7 D IZRTFOBENRIGb &, Jht 71
LADEFNEREREL TV Z LD DDMEHETHA ).

4) AV E21—=9%ENUIBED T ORI
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e, MNHWSAOEEEZ ML 225, 20—/4T, avEa—-¥%
Ml7zaa=lr—vay (CMC) DIEHENELS D DOH 2D b HHE
Thsb. Fv  Mise, 7ur, Yy F—Ltwoslfvy—%v b Lor
AT LDbItbD a3 22—y a VITENGEE R 52 Tw5,. 297
%L, CMC &R AN L OB Z B S 2 LT 2 & b RER
FEHHEIC R B L) 2 ETH B,

Bl Z21%, Wilson (2003) I, WHIMZ S L CMC OFift L & i L,
ZF TIHIE DS DTN R DB T & & BT 2D 5 2 &2 HLH
L, Wilson & Liu (2008) 1%, ZIFFIZHR T ¥ 7«4 TiHEIO SN % e §5
I, ZUFOHE FIZHER, a2 Mo, Ao074 774 7 4
EBLOMERE, HL2NBEY) 27825 2 &, AMREDBE) 23 CMC D
FESIREBIHEL T3 Z LRSI L.

WARIR 7 ¥ A b X OFR & 1EER D, CMCIRILTIE, (a) ZIFTFIC
RRT2PEA vy -V E2E5ZFParybe—-LLPTnwll, (b)TF
A RLREFTTHRLTA VINIZEE- 72, BRAEOEHbIRR LTV
L, (OE=F—liHiZELTTIEH2D, G2ZFHERERTLILD
HEETHhLI L, LWIRDBHZ. ~—7 T4 v 7 OB S R,
CMC IRILTHAIE 2 E D 2 BN Z X SIS L Tw L 2 L5k
55,

(5) RXIE - 18F - [NICLBRE

fEH N D& (affect) L £ 13&47 (mood) 28HIWHIC KIF T 2% € 7L
bt L 7= @ %%, Forgas (2002) @ & 1% & A € 77 )L (the Affect Infusion
Model) TH%. ZDETIVTIE, BEVBEEZIRASINIDZMGEL 7
DWIEL 70§ 2HERPET S, BENALE EFRERET 2 )71k
DFIHEIC K > T, 4 DDA A LPEIN TS, Thbb, (a)
BT 72 AR (WHFOAGRRICIERE T 72 AL THIT 2 28 4 v, K5
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71, PHSHID, (b) BiFEARRL (il & 2> D BB ICHE D W THINT 2 2 8 4
V. EEH, BB, 0 ka—VARAT4 v IR (ba-VRT4 v %
ML 7HBRA 2 A v, 8557, BAEY), (d) F2EE (GBI A E s
i1 I A Y A v, &8, BN TdH 5. Forgas (2002) 12 ki
BIEDIRAVPELRTVORBHOEAETH L. TN6I1E, TNZIUS
HAEMEE T VORIV — b, b= MICRIEL TW B EEZ 5N 5.
L7235 T, BMHGIHITIE, ZUFO G2 v — Y ONA L IZBEME
D) BIECRI DI BRI T I LB SN S,

L, [TONFICE>T, FENRIERLL L) THS. HIZIE,
Clore & Schnall (2005) IZ X+, @FfFT —= & 3HNID) K74 74
LT DT FIZ, Bl (strong argument), 59\ il (weak argu-
ment) DI 6 b ZFREDOHELZIT 20, ELVRITORZITFIZ, i
Wil & LB e 2T e, Gl s BT A v 2 — PITIFEE L
W WEADSH B, Lad, Griskevisius, Shiota, & Neufeld (2010) i3,
FUCAY T4 7%EEHTH->TH, ZOMBIC K > TR R 2 2
EEHODIZL TV, o DifgEic XU, Rl P, 2L
S, KRFELANEDOBIEE L V) EIHREBICHART, HANORM, fhHe
Y~ DEE Lo ) HEPREED T 23599 VERl O FifF X v £ — I H L *
TVEWH I ETHS.,

ek, FLT47HRTCEoTERA vy -V E2bHEOREL B %
52 EDHSPITZINT LSS, Hullett (2005) 13463 LH 29 THWI
ERAYMZMBL THRMBL TS, 4, BEZ-RN2RETDH S
3, ZIUTIIARY T4 TELICEEOEED H D, HICRWAS, Ho
R 9 TR £, Griskevisius et al. (2010) @ X 9 Zeffids gy
B IED WK EPRETH 5 ).

(6) Xfb=
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Triandis (1994) 1 X4, 30U ARIDME - 72 &8I « EENEEER
DFELENTHD. 21U, BRICBOTEFOARMEE ED, EEFAN
ICHERER D THO ZHNICB W T AZRE I, [ UKRHE &5 ThIg
L, EO—2>DOFiEE RO/ DITHAICER L &2 5 ANx OfTcif &
NTELLDTHS. | 2%, H oW, 22/, SEEHEIPHNICE
DNTEBOMANIIA ST 278N, REN Y -V EFZ 5.

#7212, Markus & Kitayama (1991) &, PEIESAGE DOEA & HPESC
{LEDEADHCHOEEZIEHL TW5. Thbb, FEHCHLEOMEA
1%, HAMSZIHCBIZ b5, HOMMERMNZRDLE T8 L T % &5k
L, Ba08H, £z, Bk EOMNERZELNL, HoOIEL S %21
VCEDZMAVHBLOIME L 25, ZrUc LT, HELEOMEA
&, MHABANZACEZ DS, AR NRRIE SR> Tws &
kL, Boohhr, e, i oBfRE VL MEE ERL, ek
KB ) FLADET, HEHACTEYT, FEHE OWRZHERT 268
NPHBLOHM E 722, ZOFRISEVAEHE L TE, Gudykunst &
Kim (1992) DESHR (low-context) 3 & E3URX A5 Hofstede (1980)

KB 872 (high-power-distance) 3Ub & INEE IS LD H 5.

Lo, &2Xtpsiiild 282 REd 2 2 L1ide L eiisd
%, —HICHTEULE & B> T h i, @E, HADMEIZIES o3k
DH %, 512, HAEMNICE W THFUIE L BN CIEEE, kL
BV TULESRD SN s, EHEATULE XY % 2 & oMW
LbdHdbiFTidze, A2 AR E L TNANEELZHS »IcT
BBRE, SULDFEE E G 0T h LIEEDEED 55, SARIEE L W B
REWH ETid, HLEZEEBL T, ZUFORIG Y — v DEOBEHS
MWIZT B EDERIIRKRENE S 9. HlZ1E, Markus & Kitayama
(1991) Di&amASIE LU, SE S Ol A 0 77 sk AL o A
X0 LT LTI KIET 2 2 EB Pl NS, ERRET S
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AU Z R & D bIRCEIPH T A 28502 LoD, XfLAEZH G2 L
T ZENEENS.

() FEMRMBOEREMBEDOLHA

B B \VIFREEARIZICEI L TE 212, Hovland et al. (1953) ®
FZELLK, LI EICBE W TEH L ONRPEBRINTE TS, L
L, BETE, HTLHSLIMEOADMET —< L) bl TlExk
W, HESDBEDANC D, REEY, 2o —va v, SR LR
BT, WL, ML O R REEE 7L 2 BRI R & LAas
5) ZNZFNOFEETHESfThbITw3. Lo L, M ORRIZNT
LYBATH S LIFEAT, ZNZTNOEMNE R (YT H O E SR
W, a2z —vay, SEEALLY) KHEILEAIMTbONTY
5. ZNZNORALIEDOTHIRZERE L T 2 b —2a kT
ZH 208, PR 70y 2 7 b EHAT, NMANEREZREICHE
HL TS LD FERHIEYVDHLETHLLEFR 5.

F7, 29 LIBEPIHEEROISHEZEOTw tEZ N5, i
703, SABROIER LM D oD a I a=r—vay « X )LD
b, BRERHEGINICE T 2EEPHR (2T 4 v 7)) ORIRINTT
HIZOWTIE, ZHMRSDOT 70 —FBR8ETh 5. Kz, R
BT, Wi L 7ESRENR 2 2 2 =7 —> a v OHIEL NS
127> T 5.

E 7o, W, NAREOPIZE L) DIFRAZNRICL TR B b
T %03, Eaton, Krosnick, & Anand (2009) & X 9 I FHE R % B
DANTHL ZEBMETH 2. BEPHMEZNRICL RO EEN
LEIATHA.
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8) NAMFEMRE L ZDORRICET 2 HENAIE

o AREEE, RS, R ETRCHRICET 2 Ao T L v E
A%, I FOIHZRTHNPEEFRZHS 2T LD, 52
FICAMERNZ L5 LPTVLEWVI 2 ETH L, ZITFOILHELET
FHiExRAI> TV B 52 F &2 9 LB DITEIMERN 2515 22T FH0o
256, ZIFIZATOHBEEATHL w3250 Th, 52AF0Y
B &) MW A T3 &5 It s N w3 REEDH 5. G2 T2
FITRD 2 HWTLITE AR S DTH AL, 29 LEBERIES
PEMINETHA I, GAFHGOME LF57-01@E 9128
A%, mENRRTEE TR T 2%, BEEMEEZ0MMTH 5.

— ST DML ARG R S 2\ Kk I 12T 5i2iE, BIAIE, NAR
WENCBT 2MAZIACENL, ZUFMOWEY) 77> —%2@md 5L
B—=DODHETH 5. KL, 29T2L, SFTCIANBHETRT
HolebDD, MREGLELHDEIEBHTL 5. FBE, ESIEN
2322 =2 a IiZBWVTUTD XS % 2 & Navarro & Karlins
(2008) IZ k> THEHIN TV 3,

MEELHBN LY YO, FRIREEOANLEED 7L av 8y
8%, ULot RO THMZE Z S I BWI LD MERITEBER
W, TEEWAL (L ZIFEEECTERA, HENE Y OERE)
X, "V EDLETA VI IS EDPRTHLMREIN TS
(Z7~=v, 19924F). HZ -9 H2O2DIEFHHIEI ZRTIA V72
EARINIC (ZFELE-ST BULo6NTWEIDT, 29 LEAKLLIERR
2P > TR0 Litkw, | RE 229 B)

HEICH L THENICEE LWHCER 2 T 57012, ez s 3k
WEWIIEZEWRIGZ BRICHHAL TV B E W) 2 ETH 3.
Cialdini (2001) &, $## o (K& & LT GRMIE =2
Sy b AVE, thRWEEH (fEofTE) L —EM REME, RN

1
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B, mE) 2, SthBENRICLHE T v 7T AR L TWw»
. 1%, flFIcEE 52 51003 6 FEOEMSH 5 Z L 2L~
T, RBICAS DM D S EEEZITTL bR X9 RBiffkicOw
THHNMLT0D, 202 LI k> TRBMAME SR ICEE SN S b
TR, 1 OOHETHDEEZS.

AREZENL, HebNbBEERL TO3BIRTH 505, Z071TFIC
flie DY = PEET 5, ZNERISTELENS—ED Y -
ZHHS DT LT D, WNAEEIRICRO SN TwS, 351
1, RBEEHIEICE T2 IAT D X9 BH L WHIESE, Hb0iE, Filwv
W 87 74 & LT AIFEZEEOHT L Wl Z B & 12 LT D
RoohTwzESZ2 L.
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