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“BPC” “HBROC" DX SR LEEPRLTELT) TRV ORHZ EE Lz, Asch o
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Podell, 1961 ; Anderson, 1962),

#m= oz, Anderson (1962) 2%, Asch % v . # A MBECEERFPEZ LN, ®
B o7, Anderson (3, —ADPREOAGOURBEFH 5T IO ELT, ID0RMERE
AP ARIE Ay b E DL ok, BBRER, KBy rERLOBIIE, oL BABOR
ILEDBREFFETIL2RDONL, #iZ, 32O0FM G, 1, B BRENThE—~TEHEZ
LN EEOHELEORER, a; by, ¢, L LIk E, 3HELGBIOBESNIAWOEEL
SOBE Ry i3,

Ry;,=1/3 (a,+b;+c,)
THY, MBEEFADPLDE dijp 13, HLOBE, ¥riGENLDOTHIZEV D, 2FD,
AAREN R M « o PIBE 0 Bid 2 &3 ONE) TH » T, Asch o5 “RAWEK” o & e E
ATBLEZ L NELIZDOTH B, Asch (1946) OB Ti3, LEHIRIME ~ O RIBUE o BT
EMBERLEH TRV LICESEN SN TV 58, Anderson 5290 ET 5 X DBOWEE
2Hiz, LA, HxoRBl & AN OFEE L ORI EORBEWBEFREREL, Ha
BDOEFLENEOPTTIE, #R2EEL LS L LT3 (Anderson, 1962, 1965, 1968,
1974), L# L, Anderson &5op—@EOHE TR, FHic, £EHNE2 “BELSOBE L)
B—RICIKETLLTRBLTED, B2LT, ShTHED A=V F YT 420 TOLBRD
BALBEZIEEL TR LA DPEC S EREVPRD LN T2, Thbh, H6OWAE
2, HA2oREME=FAroBEERFMT 2 2 LICEBAEHN, HREE DL OB CHERE
DOFEZPRELTELL VR B,

Asch & Anderson 0Z” 2oDKE ZHFEOHEICK L, B, “H=Z0W 7 LH0A3F L
HoBmsdH b, +nik, Hastie & Carlston (1980) &icfiExn3 “Person Memory”
GIARRR LN 2 —HOWRETH 2, W53, FRHEOREA =7 4 oWEE & ) B,
HEEN, MFCOVTOLFRHSAERENIBMBERCEAL THRLIS ELTV3, Th
i, HBEHRT Asch TRV 2O2HB L0250, 7277L, Asch o685 v . 20 AR
23 LT, HBEIDROBREZ2 VCORIEBENESM TS LV I FEED - Lo TV RDICHL,
“Person Memory” oB%E#i, AEOEMOHAZ BRI &, RERE S KICHKE 218
BLTR3ERAS AL AIZL-T, HEEEBRO A =X 22BHLLI LTS,

Z 2 CAWRTIE, Bt “Person Memory” oBfEBIRIZEED 24356, A, fhficB
TAFHERPCDPEHAEL, TOANDORRBERRZHRT 200 LI RAr S, HRBHERED
LA AEEET B,
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Hamilton, Katz & Leirer (1980 a) (%, “HIZ " ki3, “fBFic>o v TolEBLs n-34
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—110 —



ik IRERC S 2 EHAEE8
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T, KFELEOBERED S LERIE, ISXR—ADABOTEHTHBE LL T, TOAHOHSE
FRLT 5 X 5 WCBR U (SR M), BoERiciE, 10/f, IBX2TERX0 R EARAS
L IICBUR L - (BRIESRM) , #%RE R, JHARRES W AER XL 2H A LERIIA S FTRR
TN, F2EBIINMEFLEACLNTVE), S SVOBARBER T o0, ThX®H
£72 X3RO 6N 7, Hamilton et al. (1980 b) oz THBE— R, “HIREHE T,
2DERB—ADOAMICEBEL 24D LTHTELEN, ~BEXROBIEEL 2 TOT, BiC
RIEHREEA ALY, UL, RMEORBIRC LD " Thok, £/, HOOABELLE
VAMIZEE D -7, VALO—FE, 1BXD ) L EAF(8FH) 0—L 2B 4H, X
Hhshl, MEMCECCEILCAEOTE R LAXT, FARO—XLFHEEL L
WITEI R Lo TH - 72 (Distinctive £&ff), § 5 —2D Y A Mg, FATOHHE Lol
XERAUS D SN BETE2EER LA TH -7z (Nondistinctive ), 6 DR
3, CHREBICESVCTERZEBRIET 28, fhodER e EECc 5 ) B#EE (Distincti-
ve JHE) %, Focal Point &/53, #- T, HISEHREM LEEREGORERBE VLR, Disti-
nctive FHICECTXVEEICLZ” ThHoite FATOHABZBRMMBEROFHEL RS K
FHiconTT ey + Lcodt Fig 1-1 TH o7, FR], 2 L3, HREREHEOHIHERSE
XY IFLEREL, F—oEREIIREN, EoEBFICEEL Til, FHR2OBROAKL
F#9C, Distinctive HE 2, HISHMHEHETEIBE2REL, BREHTEIMEIL TR,
ER1TiE, BEAGL OIMENCECTEY, —BL T ar o7, #BRHEER, Ik, “§i-%A
PIRE” (FAFOHEHBZPERMUIY, FADDOXIVECH 7od, BAICH R
BEHB) #HLoT03, ToKRERLL Fig. 1-2 245 L, £R]1, 2L 3, BRPESE
fC¢H» o Distinctive 0B &I, =5 -RF IV adh -7, ULoL, Fig 1-2 22 Thh»
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X350, BToEHPEST 2BRELEL, ER2ZOBRIIGTH -7 CHEH-OBEN,S
Hamilton &2, HIRHEECAE T, B2 oBERFVHELCHEEST LN T, £EHNROF~HKE
Eh3 LV EEABROABLATabN %Y, HB{EE T Distinctive I H 0 #EEIL
BTtk Uiz, ohid, HoBEELHEL TV 5 X 9, Distinctive ZHA %' Focal Point
Lo T, EE LB oBESHRLENLENI LIV, OIEBICS ETVWT—F
HoOHIEENHBREN, INEFETZ1IEER, 2bod~#Hesns o ez ML T
BENLEEXDHBEYTHS ),

FNTIL, DEWREETIE, E0L3447 =X A CHEROEBENTLONIDOTHS S
», RERGOBAELEIHRI O, EOIMENES, CoAICBEL T, Hamilton, Leirer
& Katz (1979) 2%, BLodREZBA T, SRLABFPEENCLLZ LS LRATOS, #
L, A=V 0T EHIcBEL-4EON T =Y — Gt AHE, MWE, AF—Y~oBDL
FHADEL) OENPIBT L) 2TBERX,r 6402V A+ 2HEL, BEELIT Y
— X BEMLOBOBEGRERF L TV 3, #RI2, HREEEHEOFHERSEL Y L, BEE
SBEIBEO S o7 X720, BBV A2 1@ TR 2EMRT 2 L, BAEREITHSERE
HTLRBERETIHMARL, WEEMOEINE Lo h, BRI, HREREGETOHA
OFNRELL, WREOEE, DLAKEL A>T 3 (Fig. 2-1, 2-2), cnsofER» 6, Ha-
milton 5142, HIREE T, BE» 779 — b L TOTHERZEBCT 2 BENE O EHER
Uizo FIREE COBROMBIILIZIE, <=V 3V 7 BiEcET3thammBorE (»75 =
) -) B, EEAREERLITOILE, HOHRMRRLILE VAL D, UL, Hamilton et
al. (1980 b, 1979) oFfE, AL, BHE > LOBESTICOLTHREL TV 5, MK
TEEZOE, 268 TH- T, Ax0HARTOEALEOL I CHESTONMASNDID
PEVHEEIE, HolRTFEATORVEICEDLND, CoMEBRPL T L 2D,
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Fig, 2-1 #RGM: L PIBRRES A ES Fig. 2-2 #oR4ft & PIRRRERAES
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(Hamilton, Leirer &, Katz, 1979) (Hamilton, Leirer, & Katz, 1979)

HEHRERPERLBOBABICRIZTHRE2S 2150 T, BEShWHBEDS1 7%,
BRE NI 2BHR L OBETHN T2 LEEHS 5,

I EMRMFREICET B « RF—T DO#aE
Cantor & Mischel (1977) i3, HEAMEZRET 5 L &, BHMAFAZIPCHEHAEDLET,
Lk ke UTHAM n iR LERME N A, NEBHE LRSS 2 AY, SMERYTE BT
bV AWERE L (Table 1), #%&2, REAYICET 2 —#HoSHdX #3122
AV CRRENIB: »— FI3ERTH ), Cantor & Mischel (1977) i3, HBREI—HF
DRHEER, 6, TNOPHIET S L5 LEERETHS 7 r b 24 7 Ghiatk, PRtk 2
L, Co7a btz 72 e TABOLBHREEFERL, BROEBLET LI LELL, 7
BEEATEOI DI, AR, BEHEE(Fy -z —-v, BB CHARY ORABRE S
AT AMEE L TIREE N1 T (Posner & Keele, 1968; Reed, 1972; Rosch, 1973,
1975), ch# Cantor & Mischel (1977, 1979) », <=V V)5 4 ERMOMNME L\ 5 HLH
BHBRCIEALBABALLDTH S, &T, BHRER, 6EOBERELTHREFEEL
b, MRENTHERHEFRCOCTHRT AL 2RI, BRTAINTOTF 4 AT 78—
HBAwE, Ferxa7 GHa, W CBEEOHBHHE LX) TRVEBRRG I TV
(Table 1), chid, e raa FICBULETF 4 A5 22 -HARZEE > TERENOTL
L) 4B (Franks & Bransford, 1971; Posner & Keele, 1970) 4 £ ¥\ T\ 3, i‘é‘%t
LTH, “Bol”“ad ot PIZDV T OB ERFED & L, O, e b4
—113 —



HEXFHF ¥R E XXX

Table 1 A8y, REANADRUHHEGEDO ANYOTRETRT A MBS EHEE
(Cantor & Mischel, 1977)

H/R7 A MHEAE

ER = =

BR7 A VHA

ARG IR

Energetic (M)
Entertaining (M)
Impulsive (M)
Dominating (M)
Friendly (M)
Ambitious (M)
Honorable (U)
Logical (U)

Dominating (M)
Energetic (M)
Neat (U)
Punctual (U)
Spirited (H)
Exuberant (H)
Outgoing (H)
Boisterous (H)

SECR:R: R

Discreet (M)
Hesitant (M)

Sad (M)
Oversensitive (M)
Unsocial (M)
Bashful (M)
Lucky (U)
Accurate (U)

Hesitant (M)
Oversensitive (M)
Practical (U)
Lucky (U)

Quiet (H)

Timid (H)

Shy (H)
Reserved (H)

Punctual (U) Lively (H) Practical (U) Mediative (H)
Neat (U) Bold (M) Modern (U) Studious (M)
Vigorous (M) Lonesome (M)
Venturesome (M) Cautious (M)
Sensible (U) Original (U)
Ethical (U) Unsophisticated (U)
Thrifty (U) Efficient (U}
FESF IR FEPI I PE R

Precise (U)
Courteous (U)
Deliberate (U)
Constructive (U)
Generous (U)
Tolerant (U)
Serious (U)
Earnest (U)
Appreciative (U)
Inexperienced (U)

Courteous (U)
Deliberate (U)
Generous (U)
Constructive (U)
Inventive (U)
Nonchalant (U)
Modest (U)
Trustful (U)
Talkative (H)
Enthusiastic (H)
Self-assured (H)
Vivacious (H)
Boastful (M)
Active (M)
Daring (M)
Eager (M)

Imaginative (U)
Observant (U)
Tough (U)
Refined (U)
Candid (U)
Able (U)
Moderate (U)
Cooperative (U)
Productive (U)
Ungraceful (U)

Observant (U)
Able (U)
Moderate (U)
Ungraceful (U)
Respectful (U)
Kindly (U)
Inoffensive (U)
Disciplined (U)
Daydreamer (H)
Withdrawn (H)
Inhibited (H)
Soft-spoken (H)
Self-conscious (M)
Subtle (M)
Solemn (M)
Melancholy (M)

B by aNOXFR, SEk - NElRT L OREEERT.
H: @O CE M:BEEHuofE U BEonoE

17 Gt ARk CBEECHIHEABIR, EEELEBLIL, BRVAMCEEN TV
(T “Do " LIVBIEBEING I EWTRENT, HELECRBAYCIE, COXIR
Tr b AT AL TARBEDON AP o, Bkl Ep s, #HEBRER, HETCEEHROH
PEENOpEZLND L, BROBEARX —~2@re, Lo IRET 2 POR Y
GHatE, AR 2L L TihoS2BEEL, —BLEADOLEERETERT I0/12L,

Cantor SEIMRL, TLT, Vol ARBRERERIND &, BEOHERLAEICE T,
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ik RERICE T 3 ERAEE8
HRELUIEREBEPHRTAII R A =X a0 728, Tt 27« 4 TARBHLND
DL L, RAUL, EHBBERZHVCT, Yot 214 7oMEER2H L Tsujimoto
(1978) %, Cantor LDE 2 #LHTIHEFB T3,

& T, Cantor & Mischel (1977) 3, “AAE” L2 “WABM” L5 X5, EREHkC
XB,.—=v v+ h5 =Yy — (Person Category) %% % 7:7%, Cohen (1981) i1, “ Mafg=2"
EDC Y=g bR LS RBEICLB AV Ve AT T —3E R, R, Tetr xS
AL TABALNDB Z E®R LT, Cohen (198]) o@BE L, —ADKMEDOEFERER (AE,
HRER, MREEL L) CBATAMBREGANET A c T TRBE L, BREOXRI, “HE
NEHFRETHZ” LRI > THEF 6N, BOVFRE, “Bal3v=aa  vATHSE " LETS
Nic, 741 40RFE, “REBHEFE" L “V a1 VA" 0K AP LEBI N 2EFEERD
BEERB T 2>EL L0 TH 70, BHRE IR, 74 ra0hoticwT 2R 2FEE 20
® 74N ADOHBIODOTHEHRET A M 2T T3, TOKE, LTEHR BEXREBHEF
EPV A b VAPIETAHER) B TAABOHBOEERMN, —HLAVEHAELILE
W EBRRENTDTH B,

Cantor & Mischel (1977) ¢ Cohen (1981) DBFZLIE, HREOMDOETEH L ANERD
HEFEBICL-T, AT 2 “—Y v e 2% —-<" (Person Schema) MiE#ibsh, <
DA —-<IIHBTIHEZPLE LT, 2EEZHBRENZEEXBZLDTH B, kK, &
FET_&C Lid, Cohen (1981) A 2ERITH VT, <~—V v+ A% —RN—KiFRONHE
RIZHTRaL, F—EEROEBREPEDI L ICEBETAL2RETE2HEELZROCHLT
WBHERTH B, FBHELEN -V Ve AF -~ (IHEHTIEREAGBL 2V EROAE IC OV
ToHZ# iz, Hastie & Kumar (1979), Hastie (1980, 1981) &ick » TRBBES N T\ 5,

Hastie & Kumar (1979) X, #®¥Eic, £THERE L THRADO =V > ) 7 4 2R TH
EREMOL .y (B iy, By, Fosg, e YeL a otk 0@oTBREBXEHRATE
DRIz, BRED, “HEANHO<-VF VT L BREHRL, EALGHEBXRS - 20E
ATELIIE"HFENTV B, 0EOTHEBEXD S S, 12EEETEHRICL > TRENL
A= F YT EEICAT L (Congruent IHH), 4fIT4&%e 3 (ncongruent JHHEH), &b 4
BT EBAR L NA TH » 7z (Neutral HE), HEFTAET A P OfER %243 &, Incongruent IH
BOB4RN—FRB{, tkiz Congruent HEC, Neutral HERZBERR—FEEP,P -7, D
ZE&»b, Hastie 5, HxOBEFHZMBAY OGRS OB~HAE L T BRTHE,
ROERCI - THEELS WA - NEESBEE2 LD EER L, UL, Incong-
ruent HE DKL HBERNRRP oL EVIERE, AF—~LARTIEROHVAE S NPT
{, RBEOHEBIBVEVIMRBICRL TV, 727X L, Incongruent FHE DM b -1
TEG, ey b A AHRCAEDPCIBRBERBELL)BEAL TV B I ELERS
NBLLT, #2 FIRBKTIE, IhEzPET 3720, Congruent IR ¢ Incongruent HE
DEBETO0&G2ZELENL TV 5, ZoBR, RESEMHCH, Incongruent FHE DFHH
BERNF 22 &RV L, Hastie 53, Incongruent Bz, —H L 2EH%D
PAEESN2DHFERETH IR, LYV ARCE(AES N, L3, LEEHIER
DEMRLUL, chid, BELEBFCHIIABEKERED CIRIOBRENEA (Craik &
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Lockhart, 1972 ; Craik, 1977 ; Baddeley, 1978) (c{3 - 7-f##RC& - 72, % &2, Hastie (1980)
&, AF¥—<H@me et 24 THHBEHZ LEHEOKRENHERB A £ 22 T3 (C-
antor & Mischel, 1977; Snyder & Uranowitz, 19787 &) oz L, o B H L 785811,
BETATOBRMTHI L 2ERL, FHFRCT, Incongruent HEANKREI NPTV LD
RHEE b ORIERSY, HRERBRCOL{ 6NBDIT LR Uk, Hastie 1980) 3, —&L
RHEOHF~EREHAEGL TOOGEBRET, MBAD, —F(F 7o 22« 7 = F)EABHOF
KITBPRTEHEHD/ —~ FLDH W/, TRL2HERBEE S 3BRIBRENDI DI L
#2712, 0, Incongruent JHHZ,
EROBEEFEL TV 3WRIIL, LY $TS19b =k
BERCEED, — FEOB#E-S2 @ Congment I§E
RHon, ZL0ERIEH SN, BE O Incongment IHE
NPT B LU, Hastie (1980)

it Fig. 3 oxdnxy b7 -7 e ®e,
Y ORMA O LGRE PR L TR ’ //
L7, Hastie o5 1L, \bid, An- \o 0/35
derson & Bower (1973) » HAM = 5 €. T~ M _—¢

n L Craik & Lockhart (1972), Craik €,

(1977 o)ﬂﬂm@ﬁ%’&ﬁt Li-X5he Fig. 3 AMIcBIT2BEREDO X » PV — 278
g3 e (Hastie, 1980)
FLEWVZ B,

Z o Hastie (1980) o7 ad, Srull (1981) (ko T, BRI TLNSARICHRIESNT
W3, Srull i3, Incongruent IHE ¢ Congruent HEMNFEEOES 75T/ ¢, Incongruent
HEOFREBCHEICH, Incongruent HEOBFBARNEE - T e khb, L, &
2, EBICHERE N EROEY, FAERCH(PEL TV LA TH S L~
Fig.3 o#ExR» 6B 6 »n L 5, Hlxid, Congruent HE ey (3, ¥ 7V =27 b/ —F&
Incongruent IHH e; » 6D 2 DDEBHH 575037228, Incongruent HHE e (X, 72 =2 b
+ s — Fk Congruent JAH e, €5, €5, X542, Incongruent JHE e, LD 5 DDRBHH D,
RROKDEGIOBEINIENE, B2 DFTH D, &2 3T, REOMRS, Inco-
ngruent SHE PO E L TERICLENS & L6, Congruent A O e —EicL T, Inco-
ngruent JHH # #3102, Congruent JHH ~ DRIV ICRIA LBAER D B3R, i
=, Incongruent 1HHF M —2 ¢, Congruent IHH ML T3, Incongruent HE ~DFRK
RATHERLAELZVC ERTFRIEN S, Srull (198D 3, 2, FLIELHR T oTAH
FESIT TV,

& T, Hastie (1980) =Fr @A LMESE HEEBAROTMICESRtLE LI -V v
cAF—wRETEFCHRBESNTEON LS 2 ETH B, BFEOFERICL- T, AF¥F—<§4
HERERL, BESN3ELLL, EREMCHEEL T35 Congruent JEH & Incongruent
FHORMBH S EFNZALBENETH D, iz, Srull (1981) oLEsI-1F 2 Incongruent IF
BoFNENL S BEETIE, 2BHBE0ENEDL-TLE-T, %i3®, Incongruent HH
Tix7s ¢, Congruent JHE & L TRMEN TV I L LELOND, -1, HZHRBRT
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fhE IR 1 A SR B

R Ve AR - RNEELBERILLTOR ERED VR, Lol AF—~<E2RETE
NIbDEEZBIET TR, BEOERLOHEMERICI > TERLSI 24147 1 » 7 L
DELAX TV RENHA S,

ChFEToHE (Cantor & Mischel, 1977; Srull, 19817 &) i3, ADHFHEN, HHREOD
DR=YFYF L ERICBETAABOBE L VOPIERALA. T, MOYRER TS MICHEBL
T3, BiL, MEOHEMRAICL - T, AMIOLBHRRITBRENE LV I EXHLERCH
h, AEOHHAERRZ, BELABORRICL - THREENLS ) “Top Down” HEste
N, FRICHZ L2 LS,

PREL, CHOOIHSMNBEROAE AR - T LERENTE R LAV DI, B4 OFE#RM
ELOTEBYTH N EOTHEENITETHD, HiZ, A=V F V7 HHCET M8
B, BEAICHET 0L, DTr Lz d, iz, AR»rRER>EC ST,
ZOWREIELDTHOFOT, BroRGHBREPCTHEM AL L0 7 ) —ICEGEND
P, —BRICERO OGNV, S%IZ, 5 LHLmBEHcsT 3“7 >0 4 2 A7 (Fuzzi-
ness) OB D XS ICEBL TV, pAEBELFELELES S,

ET, INFTHEOMBOBREIZHL CEL DI, HFHRTIZ, BIc—HBP2ERT
DHBBEOBRIT T, FETERVEBINH B, Pz, B0 —vr V57, Bk
VT, BENCLA2EBRBICLA, BAEFDOAA=Y 30T 4 LEKTS X5 EBENENT
VALV ncLRTAFHESN, I3 LEBEANTEHEELERONMELZE XL Tidhs
AN

IV EI®¥m & BAC#S

Markus & Smith (1981) i3, AWRBFIEOOTOMBO T AT A, “wr7 « AFx——="
(Self-Schema) # 4 - Tk bh, oh, A—V>+ V7, BEHOMABICS O THRESHESE-T
EBRUTV B, A7 « AF —<2RINCERNICEI D K - 72oid, Markus (1977) TH - 72,
iz, LFFEEC—BOKEREETHC2FES S, TORIGERY O, MIA—EKIFN
BAEEN—FARERD, FTENBRILEORET, LD TEWVEERLLESL, BSE
BB A7 « A —< i OH@IAY— <), TOLODTERVEEZRLLESZ, B
FIMRBEWIZE DI 27 « AF <R L 0HEEAF —<#), ThHooRETELLTHR
CIHEERT R B, “BN—KET ORTICELTEAT c AF BBV (T - A
<) LLTHBLL, o 3HoBERE, “HBy—KE" CBET 2BREHEF0ME
&, “HST—REF” CRBEEL L OBERAFSMEOH0EE 1FETORASA F T v F AR
L, BENRESCHETIEE 22> Me JiE), & Not Me KIE) 24 vHRLTEA SR
(Me - Not Me i), TORKICHMZRE L, T23&, HAF—<B3, MHMirdicBEET
BRABFICK T 22, KREECBEETIHAFCH T2 L hd, Me KIBAII B, &L, &K
BAX—<HTE, BDriElco#Thols, 7+ AF—<HTHE, 220021 7OWERADCH
ORSICEEBRLNZ N o T2, i, “HN—KE” CBELDOCBARIC OV T, 3BEMTY
ROEADLEN TV, TROORRIT, L7 « AF—<NEETLE, ZNIBEETAE
MOMBENMREEND Z ERFRBEL TV B,
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Table 2 MMUHRE, KEHRE, RUEZOMORE TCOXBREROFEM
(Markus & Fong, 1979)

WEBIZ R MBI OEE

TFERELEREDX1 T

0% 50% 100%

a7 v REEC P52
MY A F — <P 4.76 7.50 9.53
AR s 6.50 6.98 8.70

KA REEC O P HRPEE
MY AS— < B 8.60 6.84 4.50
7 - A%k -~ 7.16 6.99 4.56

T Do RE T O HFEE
B A ¥ — < B 7.60 7.85 7.21
7o R¥x—<B 7.90 7.48 7.38

20T, B CETABROMBICIS T, €17 AF—~ZFEDLSHBRELD2DOT
B35, ToEIZDNT, Markus & Fong (1979) 2%, #H L T 3, #8502, HwrA+—
SBLT cRF—BE, 2T V=" EOSEEOLRICOVTRRLEEETIR . B
BEIEEAESN, —2i, A7V -3 ELDTHNM AL L TREENB L Hic, Wi
FOIMEOBE T T T, BUMZRTTENEREN (100%448), 4 5—20WFETHE, 18
B0 YBOBE T, MK 2RTTHS, B IEOBE CIX, Mtk L 3BFoiv
FTEREREN T3 (B0% %), BEO—2IL, 18D L DBEOITE) & stk & (3BIFRH
Dol (¥ B%fty), BBRER, WEBLHRALE “27 V=" T5 -V F VT, HE %,
MortbicBAT A RE, KEMCEATIRE, 2ot ThicdBELZVWRETHELL, 5
FEEPLE TS L, Table 2 0k 5ichno7z, ¥7, 100%&HB0BEEAD L, HILAF—
<HOFHMT + Ax—=FLI0d, “A7V-"0l R VTN EFEML TOBZ0NDS
B, WIS, €En%ftkridl, MTAF—~FR7 « AF—<BHLIVL, “AT7V-"0DI ¢

XD PIRFRIEERHEL T3, 61,

wAT - AF -3, WERERR, FET 5L ////7<::1\\$
EORPATOLREEE 2, A% — < CBE

T WA OERMEED 2 O LET L, *”—**C::>—_$<::>//ﬂﬁﬁ

Markus & Smith (1981) iz, “ 17 ” (Self) \\\\&C::D
BERAESEoRE e 2L, Figd 0k,

b %
e ok, £7, €17 AF-—<illo ﬁ;&g
THREN, TOBROABIBEINDIOTH Fig. 4 HBRABICET 217
TS EHBELTVS (Markus & Smith, 1981)

—7Jj, Rogers (1981) % Kuiper & Derry (1981) %, HEH:iEHoMNEERICSIT 2 “HRe
HE L o»pdb b " (Self-Reference) % # U T\ 3, Rogers, Kuiper & Kirker (1977)
i, BEEEAFOFMBLEROMUEICOCTHEISRIHELY, HARYTHEINE I b L
VDo LBREDOPPLY THKE RN, HLEORBOMBARLI B EFRVGIEL, B
B TORMEBROBBIIE T, “wr7 "DBEEAFHERZL T 20TERO,EE
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Z ¥ & LT, Rogers, Rogers & Kuiper (1979) Cit, B HEFO I LIKERL T3 L5
EEEE, BEo THERINL TV ERRVHL, %72, Rogers & Kuiper (1980) i,
HO O LD D) DBEVKRITT, B0 -V 507 ; 2HET2 L2132, fBORTELD D
FIETAE N &2 RV L T3, Kuiper & Rogers (1979), Rogers (1981) 543, fii3%(cBy
THEEBRONEICIE T, “wrry "Nl b 24 7L LTOBEELDOTII AV EE
Z T3, 72770, Markus & Smith (1981) 6 L5285 TC, A7« Fu b x4 Fid 2 R
BTH-> T, EREATHT, MBICOVCTORBERERNIREL L LTI, ThEH Sl
T330ELTRBSI TS,

Markus < Rogers #»d &3 2WME»S, HBLTEZ D03, BTICBE L EEER
i3, FECHEICBELINTEY, WHOHRL L, 7272280 T0ENS I ETH B,
#oT, BT AERODT, HEED» DY OHHHRIT, BRAABEMR RSN, &4
HR oW, BPIcEETs L RER g,

BT 2~y nmaE s, HERBEEL AR, LoX5cBinT 30, VT,
SR O—BIIL A D = X212, A=V FARBRNEDOL SN LATVRONE, 5%
HMASHENDLETCHS S,

V BEhi-ME

APRCIZ, HRERICET 32— B LERE LToENa#8E, A~V raA2BRELT
DHEHSZ L)Y, BEOBEBIEOCTHRU TE . 24, Thid, HL ECHIEERORM
BRREZHRCILZTTH-T, A=V 3 )7, FROLEBRE T, VRPICBWEEIND “RKIF”
ORIER, KR, MIBESNITETH2, iz, B CBHKRT 2ERE, BECHBELsh
TV20T, HRI(AB SN, 727 eR2ENCT b EM Markus, 1977 71 8), & H—#
AT, ¥, HEVBEE T2 LS LoKENBL Lo 0 2L, BRIELOBGREEXS
S EHANEL 5T 3, Dutta & Kanungo (1975) (I, #MH A& Self-Reference of
Bili-T, Thicf- TRESNIRIFOMS O RAY, ToRKFEOMSH, TIRICKETD
CEBRLI, BAETIE, Keenan & Baillet (1980) 2%, B4 CBEEL -AENERB PR LS
T30, THHFHEREZESBETH - T, BAIFEEMOMECIZEELANT EER
LT3, 3524, XXhberoT, Self-Reference iR %, TR THMECKRBEOERIC &
TTELVT L LI E TV 20 (Rogers, 1981) , Self-Reference (o&iEMEILE L TV 3 T
Lit, B,

Keenan & Baillet (1980) (x, %7:, HAWCBETAERICB LT, BHICL > TEELMLE,
HRIEZ L - TO2ABICOVTOERIE, RKMOAHICOCTOBHRIY 5, LB ShZ 0N
BEUBRLIBOILZRVCHELTV3, s6, BREfMogVHeMERIGEEZCERCTO
oS #4e (McArthur, 1981) |, BRENECT ; THRERBICHZ L&, HUF 4 7
REBMOMEIMEHE I NS L\ 5 #E (Tsen, Shalker, Clark & Karp, 1978) ¥, HIRHK
LK 2 ERABLARIC, RIEVHELPRIZT I L2TRBT 2%, BE, AL T3,

L# L, Higgins, Kuiper & Olson (1981) $ i L T\ 3 & 9 i, BBFMTHE, REOLEH
TEWRHAABEETHE L, HRAEO L OBEBCRIENRES T 20hbh 6k, BiED
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EA B GRIEM, MELO)BEDL I MHRELLOTOLLO LRI ERENG, E#
WHEETNDOFEABEPHEG L TOL DRBSH TRV EIR TS,

“FT TR LS, HEERROEZ oW, RaoBEE ok T 3 ERABERROR
MT77r =5 LT S EiCL o THRE - 70, 2205 FEELUT, BHindetSmistez A
WO P L RB L TE HRABERST TR, BMAEER L oHLMEEIRDNS
HEHEGBREOBEEL, 2202V X5cBhbnd, #LNFEHESOSHMEL LR 7 7V 4
HEHE-T, HOLOBME, MEicHT 2RECTHFMOER, BPICEEL T, HEFK
TOBHRFEGAROBRHEEZERICL TV 226 TH 5, LB RICEFOMES2HLICL,
CNOPRBETI2RANSHEHBROEFA 2HEBETILENRHS S,
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