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1.1 EXo0BFE

fe, HE, IRRZEHBER, BEY, EEOAGTE, 2L kY, AR
IEIFE AWK - FRICK-TIELT] 2K LE, 2o [EL I T,
HRKICHT SRR E» ST HEIC X 2RI LI, 1735FIC N4 Y
DTV IZH VY E— X"TLAHFAT VR [E2 (Aesthetica)] &5 LA %
T CTUBDTHDAAL v 74— FD12LAE0HEITT WS (Askin et
al., 2014), LHE¥ TR, 72427 - 7z F—3, HABRSEWICELRE
TEH22LEBFILDEDOD, BRI AKEAFMBE R 3 hdroz (&
M, 2017). 2Dk, 2000 FRLAKE, Zoffizaiiczx, HECE?
FCHEMo —&%illo T3 (Figure 1.1), ZHid, XECTFELRT 2 X5
BRELICHEDLDZ v 22T AR REINL L LEBEY (Empirical
Aesthetics) L #f o C, ZOEBELHE LI N L ICERT 2, 56
i, BEROFEE LD IC, FHEORRBEDESR, AL S EE R %
(functional magnetic resonance imaging; fMRI) IZ X3 & L 3 Rl
() 72 77 i 5 % BF 2 72 MR35 (Neuroaestheics) & FEIEAL 2 FreE S &£ &
N T &7 (Figure 1.1; fi#, 2019; Jacobsen et al., 2006; Kawabata &
Zeki, 2004), A3 Tix, DK, EBLICBD 3 MHEE, &M - RIE, ST
CBEDLIEAEW &L LT, FEM (Aesthetics) &I HAEZH W 3
(Wassiliwizky & Menninghaus, 2021),



Figure 1.1
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Note. Pubmed T“Psychology” & “Aesthetics” &KL Tk v b L%
7257 KOG, “Neuroaesthetics” LM L Tk v P L T232 KD
XEHT VLT,

1.2 EXMHOLEBZ2ET L

2000 FERICA D, FEREOLHEEHIZ, ZMEECRNEBEICHET 2=
T EMELIKR O 7~ (e.g., Brattico et al., 2013; Chatterjee &
Vartanian, 2014; Graf & Landwehr, 2015; Leder et al., 2004; Leder &
Nadal, 2014; Jacobs, 2015a, 2015b; Jacobsen, 2006; Menninghaus et
al., 2017a, Menninghaus et al., 2019; Pelowski et al., 2017;
Wassiliwizky & Menninghaus, 2021), 2OH THwRdFIHINTEZ 2D



23, Leder b2 WwW/izET AL TH 5 (Figure 1.2), TDET AL TIE, =l
BEEIL, MENZSW (2 P72 F2RBEARY), BROLZEKA
CRLAFEIcMBERY), RN Z2EH (FROAX A VAR R L),
WA ES (7 — FRA oM B CBEEMR R L), FR6 AR T, ERH
WeENEREL VI T Ty b8 ohdtnw) 7o x%FEEL T
5, 26, XYHBWZATHOMMITME, HHoH RN 2 OH IR
eI RECHEST ZLHEENRI REEKEO 1 DTH L LDy
5, FRIC, KX D 120 FETHSBEERME (Ambiguity) X, Fffio X7
—VCHN, ENHMERESTIEELARTTHE L RBHD 5,

Figure 1.2
Leder et al. (2004) TREI WA ZMEHO T v v 22TV (FH
h —E B, )

stimuli | P Perceptual > Implicit Memory ) Explicit 4 Cognitive 4 Aesthetic
Analyses Integration Classification ‘ Mastering ‘ Judgement
\ J \ J

Aesthetic
Emotion

automatic deliberate

Leder et al. (2004) A2 DET AL EZRIEL TR, KA Z oIV
— 7 BNRREEEN TV EFEKIC (Leder et al., 2014; Pelowski et al.,
2017), L v #EEEEN AT AR EAH I T tickxd, Hlz

¥, Mennighaus et al. (2017a) X ZEMEE O 47 4 7KIFIC, Tinio
(2013) FEE 7T BIfEIC b, Brattico et al. (2013) F&FXic, %

NETNERZYCEETAERELZ, LALADXL, ETLORHL &
ZRAMED &GO T, FEMEO LM FMEEIL, RHELEG R L& OHEZMN
A, M SIcEP L TH Y (e.g., Bannister, 2020; Cupchik et al.,
2009; Frober & Thomaschke, 2021; Hanich et al., 2014; Hosoya, 2020;
Jackendoff & Lerdahl, 2006; Koelsch, 2014; Konecni, 2015; Silvia &
Berg, 2011), ARimxX b 5> fEfy, FF, SEZEMICE T 205 1E—H o6l



(Jacobs, 2015a, 2015b; Wassiliwizky & Menninghaus, 2021) %Z Br\» T
Y7, HFWERE L WX 5 (Figure 1.3),

Figure 1.3
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1.3.1 hSRihEoYEER
N7 EDXFOEEICHEH T ZMIET GFd X FDOFICEETNATWY
2LE2%), RbIlHINZE 7o X ETFT LD 1 DX Jacobs (2015b) D

P

WG OMREEMET AV TH B (Figure 1.4), TDET A DHLERK
T DIk, & (background) & Hii (foreground) & WHME& T, v =

gt LYo el ] off@icMEINTHE, 7F X DOHEFII,

BLADH L LFM AN EZ -V REVRLFEDLDNSE L ENT —~, BLAOD
H AN - R XIR~DOBIHDOL =+ ) — 7 & DI hFEEEIC

LoT, MBICUEPED Z 223, HEMIC, A (AR e L
bz &b ik, FHE, Rk, A, BRELZ KT, Bigs
WX HIER S T & (defamiliarization; [EAL] &b W) 2T, 2=
TAILEZE, BRNATFAI20HIRMAEARE 2L 2 ic, ENEE%
ik 5 L EERlL I N TEH Y, ENERO LALLM, RAER R ER 5%
TLlLAhwZt, 2V HCHEaMRCERZEOoORMPED 2L TH B LE
Tk~ Tw 3L,

1 Jacobs (2015b) (X, Fitch et al. (2018) 2%, EM{KREEIX, (1) RENZE
FoORBRMWAEF, ) RELZw (o vHEiRbtInk) BHRICKk > TH &H
I EX, BIRME, IR, Q) EAHINLZBROME, Ltv) 3EBoX
AFI272%WB ERBLEZZEEZEAEVICHEL, 3EBHORREOMMN I
LFLOLETRAVE L=,



Figure 1.4
Jacobs (2015b) TREINAXFNGMBOET LV (FHICXY —HA
B, &)

Background Left hemisphere *. Implicit processing * Fluent reading
Familiar words etc. 4 Reading system Word recognition etc. * short fixations etc.
‘ DLPFC precuneus etc. ‘
Fiction feelings
Text Familiarity etc.
‘ Foregreund Right hemisphere ' Explicit processing
Attenti tc.
Defamiliarization etc. * l:ie‘_’:;rd .systiem . ention ete
Insula etc. ‘

Aesthetic feelings * Slowed reading

Interest etc. * long fixations etc.

1.3.2 &

Mk, XFPIEENZUAILOHFEEL 2 8w I, v ERZ RO,
VIO L, WEFAT 2y A TICREINDS LS, ENEBEONR
EwS XYV EFEHEZIE00FRELTHLOA T I NG (X
KEF, 2018)s Z DR, FICEHFFIC L oT, FOERLTHLAREMNICEE -
TWw3Zlik20T, ERICHEMP I NTE L (e.g., Ribeiro, 2007),
DR CE, T, FoBHEPRIFOMENFEBICERZ Y Tk
3¢ (Aryani et al., 2016; Knoop et al., 2016; Menninghaus et al.,
2015, 2017b; Obermeier et al., 2013, 2015) &, FH2HOEEHHE O KM
IR 2 Y C 29 (Hilscher & Cupchik, 2005; Wassiliwizky et al.,
2017) IC KBl 5 (Belfi et al., 2018; Wassiliwizky & Menninghaus,
2021), WEEFOFRHoR D, MRELEM, RIEFFOLEIKE (state) I
EHHIR L 72ffF%¢ (Lidtke et al., 2014; Wassiliwizky et al., 2017) &, #E
o=y F U T 4 Ofl N (trait) 7 EICHR L 2% (Belfi et al.,
2018; Sundararajan, 2004) & 23 H 5%,
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Hi# OFOMENHEBIco Vv, Fio, FoBHNELBHEDFHD
Mg, #E, RBCEo LI CHETIPEVIBEArPOMF IR TS
(Liidtke et al., 2014), fl 21X, /MNFik Loftho 3L HEEL T, Fik X
D YXIANT, AT 4TAT, fHllotndotiffizhzy
(Knoop, et al., 2016), 7, Him it (7 ¥ X F N fth D — gy 72 F 3K 5>
bZ ORI ERLERLINIBR) SnEHEFBT= Y b 25O KIE
FAIHEICKELSHFLSG LTV E2RTMARINAZY LTV
(Aryani et al., 2016), EFHFHWHEERIFICHRAO DO TH Y, FDOEMN
FEMMICBE S 2 L E COMRTIL, BB KRE 2T o OGRS
BIcE S 2 Y T T &7~ (Belfi et al., 2018),

77T, BREOFHREHUCBEEZFORMICERZY CAMREITRoNT
W3 A, Wassiliwizky et al. (2017) 1%, 5% 25 OB BRIEN R Y — 27 1
TJVRXLTELRL, TRAZVFORK[ILH LI R LEL, Hloffle L
T, Hilscher & Cupchik (2005) &, ZME%Z, FRkzi & 58, FE»
58, FAMFO N7 —~w v 22 RE I8 ICHT, &V Y FLoERHIK

-

(General Poetry Questionnaire; Poetry Reception Questionnaire) % H
WTHERFHME 2R, SMERIEEO N7 r—~v 2L TER
LRIGERL, Enkitr X V@Ml 2, £, fARERFOE
FEFM i 5 2 28 S it X L TFH Y, Sundararajan (2004) ¥, HE
T, NRERNEEO T 2o NFEER, ENEBRO —>oflHe L Al
TEicoBmRnbZ%mL7z, £72, Belfi et al. (2018) 13, HEA A —
fE ) ol N7 % 5F{fi 3 % Vividness of Visual Imagery Questionnaire
(VVIQ; Marks, 1973) ® 2 a7, FFOEMNK) & HHEEICEEL TWw3
ez ICL 2,

1.3.3 SER=WOARIFDHEWVWIER

Ko, PESYFHOMELEREIN TV, AL X5, &

AR, MRELZ LB T2 L ZORBIMENLE LIS 2GRV, C
MO E VR4 >0BEBICOWTEZ, AL v HE

H
[5]

N)
Iy

-
—

El
At
"

> =
[ =

GHR
e
Rwat
k=
a2
el

FHEIC B W TH R ZEM 2R BhHcBTITnw, B 1ic, F

=111

II?J\

b
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L 2END L2, MAORRe —HL2HETHZ, v X P4 VT
v AL —% 2 v (lost in translation) & 9 S X, T4 DHE Y FFR D
WRETRkOLNIZEREEZIFELTCEY, ThAK 120K T —~ickbh 53
(e.g., Dahlgren, 2000; Van Nes et al., 2010), ZOFXEIX, 7TA IV oD
FAv =1+ - 7825, [1could define poetry this way : it is what
is lost out of both prose and verse in translation (FFIX XD X 5 ICE FE
TEH92 fIIRINZ LML IELrbdbRbNEd D) iR
LICH® L TWw3 (Robinson, 2010), 2% 0, FFM ik, FROERKE Tk
bz, F-RAEMLLTLEIDDOTHY, X¥OFXENMImZHET 2
HLIAERLTWE, F2ic, SiEICiX, Bl O X5 R WE I 72l 8 T7F
ELRWw, 2R, 2504 vy 7Ty FO%EEN - 28E2 KX T3
=%, EMEEFORKRERAL L ERNEICT 2, Hl2 T, BloF
I, B TCREARMBHArNT WS =T, Fodic, ] v FED
HoThH, 2ZroflBRIIMBPEERTCKFET L2 LIRS, SEZRE
TotickoT, BEHEZMeST LI TEL Y, BEHEELINLZTLOD
A 2 [ KREX] 52720, EFROHFIELLERZ2d Lnn, F
39, Hiome bEET LA, REeCHER LKL T, #EHFICLYEE
RfRIIR ) T 7 —BR®D SN D (Greene, 1976), PIELM 7l 25 7n
LT, BERZHEMBCTERVHBLNL EFHALLRIC, b RRTEHWVL
WO ERBHD S DL, HEBLILTRZZZLOANIE (FIAE, Tdoo
Sl FRAEzFETS, Mozt Ee@BMTEhwv), HiER T OBK
BT 2L, XMLV TERIZZILIDHL, F4I, XOEZ
PCYVXL, A —FhY, EBRICHHAT 220 0H 228 L w»
(Castiglione, 2017)s TN L DO FEEMOMER ZHM VI 2FEZHR - T
WB DN, NEDIBETH I AT 5,

1.4 k9

PR R IRE O L TN, 5-7-5 05 L AFE, Uhd v
ZFio (lida, 2008; K, 2020), HAFEHETH 5 & [HKIC, I TDH /N
FEROA Y F 2T LICHARAENS %R E Haiku & L TR ICEM I NT

12



\» % (Blasko & Mersky, 1998; Salloom, 2020; Yasuda, 2011; 7 7 ¥ X
Z08,2023), b dlixERO - TH 5 HEFE (haikai) DY D =AT,
D F Y ¥H] (hokku) 220 FEL, ILFFARPIE (1603-1867 ) i, NE
WEICX T n, Efe Lot 2ILEZE TN,

PEf) iz, Fiffio SE=EMoRE L WM T 20 mEERH 2, B 11, Pk
EHEHA D2, BRCX2EROBEERDHE/NBTH Y (Van Nes et
al., 2010), 1 222D RA YV EAA XA =V IIKTFETELETH L9
(Blasko & Merski, 1998; Greene et al., 2012), S EZAZ->TH A A —
IR T 2 ENEBRIELL T AAEEELRDH Y, 1 X -VPRRDX
ftEZ2HAET 20 c@EHL TS, 2okdic, xR A 3 5EHKDF
Yy 7EBRRT N TEL, B2, EFHORBELED 1 OTH L FE
EBICXoT, FHCHi 2L IR Z LK LEONIHIRCHEEKE LH
T2 TEL, MzE, FHI 24PN TV Y (- PUEF;
B, o2021), HwsFEicxL<, &H, MH, H, WWH, HH, B
A%, #HAH, R 1002822 )z —vavddboidT5, 2L T,
ZNH Lo T, mFRLICHEMATHEB Y, FASLHAANCHEINS
ZeEoT, UTEBHINLIEE~OMBREIPELTILD L, &
BRic, PEAD [PEf A7z 072 17 EHiT, —RBO/MHICDIEL X5 mEW
HHREMC LR TELZ0E, FE-MBICI2BHEITHAREZV, (E,
2016, p.11)] tiBRTHBY, FODO/NE HZBIBEMEDOSL WEFEDOHFIET
JRIZL Twad, B3, FUERRBHEEOHN Y F 2 7 LIkl Al
Th, BHEHLAFOWMF2HEI NS, 20720, £ OHERANEN %
ML O L BREBEBELRCOT2HENH Y, SHEEMoEH Ck
b2 )T 7y —%fATw2AREND L, H 410, PEAIES5-7-5L 0
IBEBE YV R LB EALOEAET—ETHY, EEHBE L KN
Tw3, BHEETMICHELLE X ) 7HORIPLY XL vo K%
frg Tk, loERICOoWCEmEZYCCfstcE s, 742, H

2 ZFEEOHFEICEL 2T, HEBLXVOMBBEIIEL, T 2 R REE O T
Iy, BT Lo, HMEARBOFIZ, 2L TlIEWERENYL
5> TW5b,

13



WwWZrickbh, HES BHESRERLTD, SME ORI TN D 7%
CHED LW INED D 5,

ZAEr LA TEEER A5 0E] LI E (FH, 2013),
KRnrcrEmMOSbhv, ErAaveEn) HETELR, 2wz,
BEBRE M (Ambiguity) 25 2 &R L AL TH B (HH, 2016), T DI
Y, HEDala=r—vaveAAE, GXETIHETIOLNI R
b0 THN, HEGUFHCEMTIE, BLIhky, Riclffdhn
729 %% (e.g., Obermeier et al., 2016; Wallot & Menninghaus,
2018), AWFZECTid, Pz b, BRI L BLEE OB 2 LRI ICK
L Tw L,

1.5 BEBRBRHE

BEBRME 1L, BEFM I, THEAESXES BIUELOEKRTHERI NS 5
Tl (HEM) ETICET., SHEELLERTRY, e clbh
2.1 &» % (Wikipedia), BHE I ZWEEKRIERAM S (FH,
2015), WIREHEIC X - T, BAR20HYERIZINTE L, LT TIT,
S LEEEOLHEHB TEREL O X S b T 2 20T
% .

p={118

I

1.5.1 EEFICHIT2EKRY

WEEICE W TIE, HHEAMAMBEBRYE (Phonological Ambiguity), TERERM
R (Morphological Ambiguity), #%akamb) B (Syntactic
Ambiguity) & W o 23R XN T3 (Chen, 2012), ¥ #H i i BF B 1
X, BERLCTHEIPE®RPRLRY, B8R CHEHINHEOZ &
ZiE T, WEMRBHEREILZ, RUEOHRMPHBOBEWKZ BRI 2 J7iEHR
Risbe%iEd, HlxiE, We admire Van Gogh's portrait. ] & 95 X
X, Ty AR AEHBRE L Iy AN ZEREO D L bIFET L
BTE, XMRHEMWZ LD, BIKRERERDZ LT OH DL, mEDHKBMD
BEBRTE 13, HBOEWRICEHWICHRTZ 3 XOoMEEZEFET, W22
T ¥ 2 H %5 28, fl 21X, [Michael found his wife a good cook.] &
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WO, [~A T VBELIRBEFTHL2 52 H o721 LML
[~ AT NVEFEFCRVWHABAZAE T2, v BR oG AT
2, ChooBHREEr L 2L, HELALHFAMOBEFKL XL, X
LRUVEHZZZEDAHEELD LI v,

HAGEICE W T, X0 KRE 2 ICFEEIBERME & G50 R o 2
IR LR E WL ) ThH D (RSB, 2023; R, 2012), i
Hid, TCAERBFELEL, #8853 42K ETFCcHI2HFPIAD
WX AR O IEF I X v, (FR, 2012, p.13)] 7 & 3CICH K AE Afi %
B EGEHRECEIVSLT VW, ¥, KERLETEHIIEIL LW
FHCHNEOAME V20K Y, HARGEICRA o Bk &
S5 (EH,2018;2019), 2o, TNXNIEEICE T 2 & HEHmME
BRIE & BB L UL 2 e THh 2 L i B,

DI EoBERYE I, SE¥OFERBCY, SELCLOBEICEHL TW
22EBEEAETHDE, T, LE¥TIE, BUbNEBEEICXDY
HHLTHE MTbITE 7,

1.5.2 =i - EXHOLEBRICH T2 EHKE

1.5.2.1 REZWHICH T3 ERKRE

PER) D B2 & F M - FREOLEHEFEIHICE W T, BHREZEEH X
N T &7/ (Muth & Carbon, 2024), L A, kil 7z X 5ic, ZEMOWFIE
BEEEMEZEME LAabocERLTEL, ZRIEBEHREEZTEHE L
bOTHRKTH 2, BIRTEER, ZWMORKHEDO 1 2L I T& D, Hit
MFgeic s 2 BEMEFMe oBE I —~H L CTH o, BEHRMENEMZ&ED
% (Jakesch et al., 2013; Muth et al., 2015), » % W IFFEffiz T 3
(Mari et al., 2021; Millis, 2001; Szubielska et al., 2021; Swami,
2013; Wang et al., 2023) BEBRM: & FFAli 0 BA{R 2308 U 78 o fh #R % f <
(Jakesch & Leder, 2009) R & X I AR REIN TS, 20 —H
LawiiRi:, BIREoBEFECHE - EE&RLICX2E2LNS,
Bl U2 iriigeid, BRI o TOBIMEHEAEA Y, BEIC X4 b
NP HHEEMT 20HB 2 CTEBEKEZZ Z 7D (Mari et al., 2021;
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Millis, 2001), EREHFO D 2 WK & R VERZERICHEHL 2V
(Szubielska et al., 2021), BEBE L S N 2 MR 2 AL L THEHELZREL
h L CTw3 (Jakesch et al., 2013; flx1X, 77 v Fe 7/ 2T X
IERAER S 2 N 2R OBNERERET 2 X RN, 2D X5 %
BIEAMEL2Z EC, BUAE (MELE) BHREEZYD v 77— P X CiFlis ¢
%D BT (e.g., Muth et al., 2015), % 5 ThRWIFTE (e.g., Millis,
2001) b H o> 7,

7, BB T2 EERAR 2T R w2, Jakesch et al.
(2013) 1, BEBRMEZ M EBERY (Sensory ambiguity) & 328 %1 1Y B B 4%
(Cognitive ambiguity) IC/ L 72, MENBRKEIZ, #MECATINS
MARMBAD RS 220U EoRAZEBARKREIREICT 256K
2, Bz, revoBEOLI AWM AMERNKIZ, EEA32 ADH
WO 2OD0MENAETH B LHEKBIC, WHEITHENTH L, — T,
AW ERME L, RELEZAMEL 1 2OHERBEL2 D206 SR 0v, 2
S EOBEKSLHERE L 2L THACAEL S, Chici, Aifficddk
FAIERBREOLI) RSHENADOLAR T+ AERPOAEL 2ERRE Lo
RBELFCcI I hdboradEngd, MEMICHERZNRE RIRD 2RI
F, URTICHME S W ZMRALENTH 32—, RRERTWwZ L Zicid
REWBER L LR TH B L XN T3 (De Jong et al., 2012), Jakesch
et al. (2013) 1%, TR - RAAIMBREZ XH L Cifliz ¢ 2 2 L3 L T
Wiz, BIREOGWIER EEWEMEREL, 2RREH S HEL CHE
BrairTolk, ZOHE, BErKEIPR VKO (Hl2 X, 10 ms vs. 500
ms), BHERWUELPIGFERECEGEZ 2RV T4 7B ERKREDL->T, TD XD
i, WL OO TR, BIREO TOEICERL T3, 2zl
E LT AT LEALEHFEEL &0,

{_\‘4.,

l

(@]

1.5.2.2 EEEZEWICH TS EBHKY

BEBRMEIZ, SEZCB L IRCEMINTCE LB TH I 20, SHES
MicETh ZDEFVBPEIAWICHL HICINDDH 5, Blohm et al.
(2018) TliE, FFDOIEMN M2 Z AW (acceptability) ZIK T X & 3
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B, TR L FNE (poeticity) IHREEOHADOHE (r = -.43-.60) 2
TILAML AL Aoz, THhICKY, BRESFEZEHOSTTwE L
Bord 5, %72, Wallot & Menninghaus (2018) X, XV EBEMICHIE X
N7-MEBRYEZMIE L, B8 (brevitas) LB OFEIBEIRIEZEY 3 2 &
ZHO I L2, BEMHOFHMIZ R I Aok,

mE, SHENARBMICE T 2BEKRELREO XS ZHEEZMICE T 58
BRPEcHE 3 2 K23 H %5 & w5458 (Jakesch et al., 2013) 2 %,
ROz SHEEMICBET 2T ED A% FHESMO LTI D5 H
LoD, Matzi® T <,

1.6 FMROLBEHHV E £FER

RiFFE 1k, FAORBTH 2 BHRMEICHRL <, 0o B & & E%
DB ERIT 5, HET Z2EF A3, BEREOME (5 1~5), BRI
LHEEVOBEGRERAE T ZH T (5 6~8), HEAEESLAELSALIHAIC
5z 358 (W% 9~11) & A TWw 3 (Figure 1.5),

Figure 1.5
HEA] OBEBETE & FEHOLEE T L (KIFZE O BEE)

it [| #aE

Al =

B
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BlECTE, FBEELZO0EERRERTFTH 2BEREICO VT, HE
Efix B Y A T A RERPORAZ—F L, SHEEMN, FoR#Ed
N, KWFEDOHWIC O W Tl N7z, 52 FETiE, BWIRED Moz »
22LT, SEEEMICET 2L EXEOBBELY 2 TICHL 2
LRIM I, WESENEZEDEMN - BokifTMEcseTtd —HLTwADL
sAMBICHLWHER RIS 2, BRmiciE, EREFLZNRICLEZA
Mtz d & L 2B a2l FE 0, RFaomefc, BIREO T
MezMHE T2 (% 1), 20k, 2O TMNMETH LA XA = (B3 2)
PG (M 3) IcER YT, ERriro, K 4 TlE, MRIZHWwZ
WRHMYNFET, F2ETCT-CE A TN HOEMNTER S Z &2 H
BT, 38T, BHRELEEUHOMBAME ST IR FICOWTHLHM
KRB ZfTo T, BEELLICE VT, X (FF% 5) L REE
(FFE 6) IckoT, BIKEDOERL AL ZNAFEEMEFMICcH x 2 EN LA
nbEEZONE, £, WMICBITLESD Al HflioRET, AM
DRMEL 2k & lbE T 2 ATFR A A A I N TE D, % oK% B!
T2 (3 7)), FA4ETIEZ, ThOOMAEZE T 220, BEREZFEH L
TOHAA LD L) KHEEECAFEOLMICEEST I »r M T 5,
LA ZEMAR D E 20>, BHREDOEE (K Q) ¥ HCEBENE D
M (72 9) REBABEDO AL v =Sy b hd, REC, H5HET
X, 900K EBMBL 5>, AT & &£ 0 OB~ 0 £l 1) B
Fb b 2A, RHMAE - LHEEHEHBE~OEM, BESE, o2 2=
FAREHE~DIEHATREEIC > WL %, MRREDFH, P oM
EiWEDP LA EZELC, P SEZEMO LS T EM—MHK, ZL
T, FMACEEIO B VHAICIALA VY X7 P2 525K ZT->Tw
<o
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F2E OEBICEIIIEREOBEZRD

2.1 AR 1 BHKMEOTHSE

2.1.1 FRE

F2ETIE, BREO T 2FHZzHAZ T, SEEMICHT 2 BIR
HeREREHEOHBE L VEBICHL 2 LT WL, ER L~ X5, B
HrEEHICE 2 2ZEIMEMTC-BEL LT, ZoHKD 1 224
ATCTWIBEHELPREAZ L L2 TRAVELLEEZ, BMiTZ2{ToTw
Ko WH5E 1 Tk, BHEA R EDOHASET ¥ X oo, BHRMETMEES
DY AHZIT o> T L,

2.1.2 AR 1-A: HERHEBREICLIIEREOBEICEHHLIEFOUE
2.1.2.1 H®

PEA) S E B 9 2 BEBRTE 2 I8 S INEE$ 3 i, PR o HEFAGESE I XY
T2AHERRERTL, v 22 —FAEEZIT - 72,

2.1.2.2 Kik
smE

CrowdWorks THERJFEA 2 ELL E D HERGEE 50 %4 (M = 40.60, SD =
11.27, B 20 %, K24 %) 25H5E L, SMEOHEMAED VX 5.34
£ (SD = 5.29 4, Range = 2-30 5£) TH - 7=,

Fh

Z & X Qualtrics x VW CIER I WAt Vv IA4 v T v r— T 7%
AL, AEZECSNEAGOBERICHEZF L, 2ok, THEEH THIK
T R U ZE ORI TEZ 22T 2L IABHEZL LI 0,
[FoBEfMcksBE LA BRI 2EEDL) ABHKIZs72TL &)
2?20, [T vofzbzic TBIKRS | BPEEINZ FHbwE) EELCET
2?7 ), TTHEBRE | oM (BWROMBERE, KIE oMK X %) 10 L CTHH
DEAIVIZEREZVETH?Z0KFELZDOFEHICONTEHFZ LI v,
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(Bl : ATV ERT, HAKZTHLT O, ~EORRARE L 2%
Ko ), [Zo& 20 TBKS | 2280 X5 ciqoiE e ifiie B L <
WRERWET 2?2 L) sooHHEREROEMICEHE 21T - 7,
INZENORIZFFINUEREL 2T NIE, RicEbZ I TEhni)
ChoTEY, +HoRBIERMED 572, 7, PFUED 10 £ LT, 4
VA a—Hl{E~OZMeiFH LS NE 241 L, FrdEtf vaye
2 —%FEML 7z,

2.1.2.3 &

Aptgecix, FOEEE A BIREICEHK D o720 [ EoHB T
BEE LA TBIKRS | tREDLIABIKRIALAo7ZTLrI»?] 0EM
g e EEEZSM L7z, LDHY2EKLST ZKREE - RERE 66TV
— 7 KI#&E (JIIE%, 1986) #EfiL, [58eh 4 A —Y OB oW
A A=Y OWEBREE ] TR o IR | TG o BERRE L T8 A P AR o B8 R
Pl TE AR AR o BERRYE | [ HEE o BERRE | [ SCARIBEBREE ] © 8 D D |+
i H X 7z (Figure S2.1),

213 MR1-B: EFAMICLIAFOHEREL (1EA)

2.1.3.1 B®

e 1-A cfabnz 8 DO T &, HKEKICHUEY - FHli 21T -7 5 2
T, WO R TRE L 72,

2.1.3.2 Hik

eIk

CrowdWorks x W CTHEL L 754D 5B, 714 (M =42.91, SD =
9.05, B 454, LM 264%) ZoWxg e L,

Fh

Wr5e 1-A THELZBKIZE U300 5906 T v X LI0EE
N7 8HZFHEi L 72, FHiTEHE X 8 oot owTxhEzn 2 HA T
oL [ZoffflicENndbwEELE LI LEZ2? ] OFF17THEX 5 7,
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2.1.3.3 %%

T, [SCHEMBERME ] covwTid, 2hZhofii 2§ lid 2 b D TIiE
BT, GO Lz, A7V =78y MAP, BIC & & D iEE%
WEICHM L, 4 R TFHEEERALZ, B2k 4 A -V OoBKME] [
TR A A=Y OWERYE ] THEEOBRME] X1 o0RTFiIcE ey, [
AW R O BEBRYE: | T N RO BEERIE] 281 20T ICE L o7k,

214 AR 1-C: AFAIMICLI2EFORBEL (2EB) tEXHLEDE
kDS
2.1.4.1 W

Mg 1-B ORER, BERMEO 4 WrfEz AL 2, Rraofricswe
T, FEELEXZONIHEED 720, 1 DORTFOEFEEHELEL K
o) Lizzd, 1 DO0RFICO>Z 4HHZEKL, - icEHMKHAE
AT o 72,

2.1.4.2 Kik
eIk

CrowdWorks # FHWCTHEL L 1004 D5 H, 974 (M = 42.53, SD =
9.55, B 534, W44 %) 2o ge L,
FhZ

Wrse 1 CHELZBERI ZELC 20 590 0hro 7 v XL IE TN
6 f &ML 7z, FEMIEE X 4 DoBHREICODVWTZAZ N 4THE T D
(Table S2. 1) fEUDEDF 17 HHE7Z 5 72,

2.1.3.3 8

WRNKAF oM EIT > MR, 2270 =781y % MAP, BIC & LY Di5
FrlarmicHL, saRFME2zRMALA, 4TI, T4 42— DBEIR
P TBEE o WEmRYE: ) &S o MEBRME: ] (RO MR ] o0 bz, A
A=Y OBEHMEL X, FHRA X -V IIKTFELEZLXET, 2OA4 X =V
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RRic i S AR IC e 2 2 b, BB OBEREL X, fFUoREARTH 2D &
bt nwT, FREFROMAGDLDEATVBERICR 2 &, RO BK
i, HAFICMREzERLIEHICE T, AT REMIIZS ECE
ez e, ZLCERBEOBEHKMEL X, R IE-> &Y EF@HATE 20
EAMBELY, BrO)MKAEELZMEST S 2LV 2, 2K0fF
FMEE 7v vy Ny 7D a=.93, %Y, 4RFICOVTDH a=.85~92¢
Y, BUnEEELZRLEZ, BREIC, ChoBHREIRTEHEGOEE
TEiIconwT, = A FLXAMBESTZIT > /R (Table 2.1), fEfyL ~ov
THDLE, MROBEEIPEEMBENTH L L E2BRVT, 32D
o EELE L REOHOHEBE%ZR L 72 (Figure 2.1), — /7T, AL
~AOMEEAL L, BEMEATIEID 2P, MROBEED ZHEM DXL
IEDOMHBEE%ERL 7z,

Table 2.1
PER) D FE M & FBEIRME O P E, FRHERE, B X OCHBEAKREK
Mean SD Beauty Image Relation Emotion Interpret

Beauty 4.47 1.49 .16 - -40 7 -.48 " -.34 ” -.08
Image 3.16 1.46 -.11 .15 - .80 - .54 o .31
Relation 3.30 1.43 .09 .88 .13 ” .51 - .26
Emotion 3.79 1.35 .15 .64 ” .80 - 17 - .62
Interpret 3.79 1.31 .28 * .46 ” .59 - 41 - .35

Note. T =74k, AL ~_, E=MT50FEGL X, AL, &
MBI R % £+, £/, **p< .01, *p<.05 +p<.10,
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Figure 2.1
HEf D FEME L 4 > D BEBREE O & 8 X

r=-35 r=-.40 r=.01 r=-26
> \ \ \
2 4 4 4
3¢
o}
@

Image Relation Interpret Emotion
2.1.5 EE

DEofRIY, FREETOBERMEI 4N TLERES N, £h LD
BERRPE & SRV EEMl & OB E O MHES R I N, T b DT b BRI %
ZRICMICR A THEL Tz ERHFIN S,

22HR2: A *A—CDEKRMELBEEN

2.2.1 MR

R ORFE#MD 1213, EROVRICIZHK»2S 120222200 L &
A4 RXA=VICHKkIFT 52 TH D (Blasko & Merski, 1998), #l z iZ,

MOFEOAGEBHIWRDY

LwoE, koIt o4 2 —Y ((HoF] & TEOAGE]D 25
PNTWDE, COaE2HEALRIC, 12000 EOEKRIIWATKETD
S>TH, firNTVRERPERICZSLZ 2D Lk, KIFETIE, 4 X
—VOMEKRESERELX, BHE SV EREAB L, HELZTTRL,
S e CHEMICA XA -V OMHKE L FAOFEEMEIC OV THRETL T
W<,

fER) 2 EMIC L 2 EBROEFEWIE ZR S L Tw 228, Belfi bid, i
e & EFEY Ay b (77 Vv ATETINE 14177 28EMic, 1 2=V D
BHEAEVIEY, a2 Y 2y FOENBNPELS AZ L 2H L 2IC
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L 7= (Belfi et al., 2018; Mehl et al., 2023), 7=, R TIX, 5%
FUR RS B D EMEEMM 2 LB L 20, FF2 3t ORI icA A — Y Dfit
WHE N EMBE I OFHR FIc 3 2 L #/" L7z (Frame et al., 2023),
LALADRSL, Chboifffidvwdhnd w2z EMiciTbh Tk
b, HARANZNRICHAGEFA CRBREZITS 28T, RITAMREZILIKRT 3
IENTEDEEZ, BERUIZ, 5-7-50F8ELTLOMET 24
Hixhl, EFLUOLRhLLw o X FON) T —vavdbankd, %
DEEEREITE R 2 [gEEA B %5 (Gilbert & Yoneoka, 2000),

222 HR2-A: REA XA -V LEXNK
2.2.2.1 BN

¥, JBfTHFZE (Belfi et al., 2018; Mehl et al., 2023) %, HAZEHEA
EFRNRICHBET L2 L EHWE T 5, 72, Belfi et al. (2018) TiX, A4
A=V OBMHERENBE N2 LT 2 A7 =X 02 E N TR0V
o, K cld, KL S NZEIE (felt emotion) DEXIEMICEH L TZ D
AN=ZALD—i%xRet 356, A XAV OMHAERKEZED 5 2 LB
5N THEY (Holmes et al., 2006; Pearson et al., 2015), Z D& T - 7z &
Hicko<, FoENBILEE S EFE LN,

2.2.2.2 Kik
smE

RIFR IR R LB E LM ARG ZE S (CPE-317) O RKR %
7z, Z2EE, HADZ 779 VY = v 74— RATH%5 CrowdWorks
(https://crowdworks.jp) ZFHAL THE L2, ZME X, FRMHERRLHFA
TWVWBEHAANCRELZ, Bt 300 Ao MELZEEL, 2 HMCAE 2
SO7 vy —tCEEFELTELo7%, L22rL, 1HHD 134 & 2HHD
10T v —bCHEZCTCE oz zdRAEIN, AFF27TT % (Muge =
38.68, SD =10.24, &M 209 %4, B 68 %) &ML 7=,

# 1
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https://crowdworks.jp/

PEm I HE TANEN 74 77 ) —BEHADO AW (P iR ER,
2013)) o E XN, CoMEICIF 19 E D X T &% g2 IRk
INTHY, IFFRICHALEDLDDDINIE, DEVHOATCTWVI DL H
o7, BEHEW A PJEA)IL, 5-7-5 SHEICHER S h, FHIICBEE T 3 HEE 1
DHEL, THMETIE, REBRICEML w5 a», facErnc
WHRRMEBRBTELZ2EIDEVIBAL LN EFML 2z, 2 AL
DANBEBRCTE oz ER RSN, 1M1 ARKS 7z, fEJD T —=
X, & (n=22), H (n=26), K (n=33), & (n=24), 4 (n=06)
TH o7z,

Fih &

A 2E R T, 2HICp U TiTbhk, B 1E T, FOOHEE -
AP AR, 2@, MARMERECEZ 2 ERKICEEL %,

F1HE Tk, TIFSMEBIRIPIR O % 5 A, PANAS (Positive and
Negative Affect Schedule; Watson et al., 1988) ICRt AT % X 5 /R &
N7z, HOFGFTEICOVWCTOFHWHEZTA LR, SME XD EZ 1 75
B, 7%, BMERERZZ Y —vicEKRINEZ, fEA1F, Belfi et al.
(2018) THEHAINZREL T 2L TOIEF T, 6 2D RJt TRl
7o i(a) ENEN oz POoREREL Y, 2 W0WIFENICKEINE
LIELELAE2?], (b) MK TcofffrdiEss4 2 —viznia
S TT 2 ? ], (o) EHE N [cofficksTHliEI N A -V %
CORERFICAA—VTCEELAED2?], (d) HEE oz ¥ ot
BV Iy 72382 F Lk, 23MENICEIEILEZL?], (o) MlH#HO
A [ O ONBFZEORERY T4 7ELEA AT 4 7 TL
2?2, (UGN ok zimA iR, CoRERY T 47
T3 ATT AT REEEZERLCEILAEZ2? ], SMEIZ, 0~100 DA 7 A4
K== ffio CHFBNARECHMET> 72, Z0%, SMERFRDOA

CHEALTE, BSZMEBE X7 v X o EFCRRrEnNEZ) R0 36 %R,
TAP vy vavoREIC, EZMBFCRYO SHZAELTDH LWV,
SN [ o B A S E & ST L 7
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FoE Tk, ZIMERIEAEA XA —-VEENZHE ST 5 VVIQ (Marks,
1973), HAFEK Ten Item Personality Inventory (Oshio et al., 2014)
DB TR E, HAGEMR Dispositional Positive Emotion Scales
(DPES; Nomura et al., 2020; Shiota et al., 2006) ® [RBixo&] TR
B, 7 A2V THEARE (AR, 2021) 2 & T EHBKRREICREE Z 1T -
oo RIS, ZMEFME L ANAMETENT V7 —FICE X, T,
PEf DBl 2 # 2 THA S 1~3 HRICTE T L %,

T—2 3

K oFE 1 OHIE, DA A —Y OBWERENK T % HW T 5
PEIDERFNTELETHLE, ZMEP L O M+ 2 2 & 2%
&L, R (ver. 3.6.1; R core team, 2022) @ [med 2% v 77— (ver.3.6.1;
Bates et al., 2015) Z AT 27 7 A NAHBEI{RE (intraclass correlation

coefficients; ICC) ZilH L 2%, BAEMRET AL EH VA, FLIE =
FArECANSEICEANTHLLERAZ, F2oHMIZ, HHAAL X -
VDA OENE N Z LD XS ICHHAT 202HWL2ICT 5 LTH o7k,
Mplus (Preacher & Hayes, 2008) ICEE I N1 F L XA BN %
Mw<ZofilimzaohL %,

2.2.2.3 #R

E O R L RARICHE L 2 — o fEf ik, XM (r = .64), BEBHE
I (r=.71), 8HEI (r =.70), REE (r = .56), HFEW o KEM (r
=.59), L ONZEEM (r =.62) S EWHBEZMRL (ps < .001),
BRAEGEHMELHER I LA, HHET L T EBMIHBEL T ALY (r
= .95, p<.001), A 1% [HHAE ] offEL L CHWVWZ, i
Belfi et al. (2018) O T [#HE | KAWL ZHBLEFELTH -
7z

9, 2@CoZHK o EME, hoE, HEERFE (SD), ICC, B X UT N
ToOEHEO~LrF LA %EIHE L 72 (Table 2.2), ICC 28 0.1 X b K
WA, BEAMBEETABNEYTH 25 DT (Lee, 2000), EEHIRET
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NTHW%EITo>72, b, BMEMLr3efo@mz L, SNE
NL XL EBMAOHERZRT, FEREOLEYTRAMEE 7 208 H
ENEITMAICHE S E (e.g., Silvia, 2007), SMENL L 2 EHEH L
7~

Table 2.2

BRB OB R & BB O~ F L~ i B

Correlation with

Mean  Median SD AA Viv Aro Vos VFE Nos Awe VVIQ Open
Aesthetic
Appeal (AA) 58.35  60.00 21.16 .23 41 -.03 43 55 -.01 .01 .01 -.02
Vividness (Viv)  64.84  70.00 24.03 .67 17 12 33 41 -.01 .01 .01 .00
Arousal (Aro) 46.14  45.00 21.39 .31 .33 .16 .03 .07 .00 .00 .00 .00
Vvalence of 57.42  59.00 20.13 .66 58 42 13 70 -02 * 02 * 02 -.01
Stimulus (VoS) : : : : : : : : : : : :
Valence of Felt
Emotion (VFE) 5548  56.00 19.08 .81 .64 47 .83 19 -.01 .01 .01 -.01
(T,\rl‘;‘)'st)NOSta'g'a 443 450 139 .25 .09 02 23 24 .00 " -1.00 " -1.00 .00
Trait Awe 400 417 99 .32 35 10 26 34 23 ™ 100 ' 1.00 .00
(Awe)
Visual Imagery o P
Ability (vwiQy 311 3.13 67 .36 45 19 .28 31 19 34 1.00 .00
Openness 4.05 4.00 1.26 .10 14 15 11 11 .05 29 22 1.00
(Open)
PANAS 2.48 2.44 66 .06 .03 .09 -.02 .06 .01 24 .01 11

Note. M A#E (K¥) 137 7 ZAWMBERE (1CC), E=ATHIZZMmE N
B, T=mirslasmaEmmME 2R3,

N

BEMRET AT, MUYEHEENKED L L, EEHE CEREL
LCA A=Y o fFIE, HEE, HEoREM, & oz &M, ik
e L< /s 22y 7Em, BEoWEm, VVIQ, B, PANAS,
BLXUOZNOLOREERAE L, RO OHK, BEAHGHKE T CTARD
ST EREBEML, EF A EHISN L2 (Table 2.3), LEHRED I H,
HoENKETORROFHEA T X, KL LN EEM (b = .44, SE = .02,
df =265.11, t=2231,p < .01) THYH, RTA X =L DB (b
= .19, SE = .01, df = 251.96, t =15.19, p < .01), HEEE (b =-.09, SE
= .01,df=261.89, t=15.19, p < .01), H#MoEIEil (b = .08, SE
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=.02,df =257.70, t = 4.44, p < .01) B’ 7=, T2, AL L
T, JAZNVMYTHHEM (b =1.15, SE = .02, df =276.35, t=2.71, p

01), BHto&Em (b= 1.85, SE= .62, df =274.61, t =2.98, p

.00), VVIQ (b =4.02, SE= .91, df=237.75, t=4.42, p<.01),
AXA=YOHE EBBRMEDOREEM (b =.03, SE= .01, df = 237.75, ¢
3.03, p< .01) DMEDEETH o 72,

Table 2.3

EMENEHHT 2 RBEGRET O R
Random effects Name Variance SD
ID (Intercept) 85.74 9.26
Residual 221.82 14.89
Fixed effects Estimate SE df t P

value value

(Intercept) 58.35 .58 277.00 101.29 .00 **
Vividness 21 .01 9695.00 26.57 .00 **
Arousal -.08 .01 9695.00 -10.67 .00 *x
Valence of Stimulus .06 .01 9695.00 4.90 .00 **
Valence of Felt 45 01  9695.00 3569 .00 **
Emotion
Trait Nostalgia 1.13 43 280.20 2.64 .01 *x
Trait Awe 1.98 .63 277.20 3.16 .00 *x
VVIQ 3.92 .92 282.30 4.25 .00 **
Vividness > 03 01 9695.00 4.94 .00 **
Openness

Number of observations: 9972, Number of IDs: 277

Toic, SAFLRABASHZR VT, KL bh=EEM»s, ENEK
e T2HHEOR R AN T 2085 2% MAEL 72 (Figure 2.2), #i€
BAERE LCTENKN, MIERELTAXA-—VOBIAE, EAEKE L
TRLOLNZEEMDO 3 D0LEBEEH 7z, ZMEBEHNL XL TIiE (Figure
2.2A), EMHEHICHTEZA A - OHWE (b=.19, SE= .02, z =
12.50, p < .01), BRULOoNZEEMICNT 24 A -V OBEHE (b= .32,
SE =.01,z=22.67,p<.01), EMEHICHTZELLN7=EEM (b
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=.50,SE=.02,z=2124,p< 0l) CHEBERMNE D>/, T HIT, &
MEFM L v Tlk (Figure 2.2B), 4 A — Y OfFHE R EZEWN K I XIFTT
W (b= .26,SE=.06,z=4.22,p<.01), 4 XA—LDOEHEIKL >
N7 G C T T2 (b= .54, SE=.07,z=17.72, p < .01), XL 5
N7 BEAGAM 23 E W RE ) I RIT T2 (b= .79, SE = .08, z=10.01, p

<0 ICHELRTErLD o7,

Figure 2.2
AA—VOMHKE LENENOBEARIINT 2L LNERIGMD LT L
_AEAHE (A SMENL L, B: SMEBL X))

A Valence of
32 Felt Emotion 50**
Vividness Aesthetic Appeal
35%* -> [19**
B Valence of
54** Felt Emotion T9**
Vividness Aesthetic Appeal
.68** -> . 26**

223 MR2-B: REAA—CHEAZHNETI2L-HORERH
2.2.3.1 B®Y

gt 2-AIc XY, HEAA-VOBAEIETOREEME L FoMFEETR
TR L Loz, LAL, AVEALLA—VFHENLZDL OFT
DD 5 H, Shaw (2008) X, AV EAA X =% [WHEIICHELEL &
WHIEONMER | LERBCERLTHEY, HRERCREI N AV LTFE
— XNV ERF o T2 L E X5, B, HEA A -V oML ED E
AMIZITONLTVEDR, A XA-YEHLWRKEEXLY 74T S5
EBME TN T B (Andrade et al., 2014), 9L 3-C T, HE L FHlD
EXVTATHIREA XA -V ENRET 20T, RfETIE, WEA
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A—CHNEZR LD ETESEEA A VRN EZMET I REXART
%,

Z L% T Questionnaire upon Mental Imagery (QMI; Betts, 1909;
Sheehan, 1967 for short version) ® Survey of Mental Imagery (SMI;
Switras, 1978) R % EEA XA VRN ZHE T IRESHFEINLTE L
B, WS OopMEEED o, Bk, REX+oa20HEET R ik
> TR EN T v (Andrade et al., 2014), %l 2 1F, SMI T3 # 5k
REYEENW T 2o CBIFORE L oHBEEFARTCEL T, HRER
FEEDOME D v, BT, QMIZ 150THH, SMIE 86 THH & EWRE
THY, MEEODAEPIREVLEWIRMED L, F=ZI1C, b o RE
BRI NTALALREVKMZARBLTEY, W 2»DHEH DL IZHE
TEHEYTIZ v, #lz1E, QMI TREBEHE RS (FHE), vo—F (it
"), FIHE2 L0 (Awv) Lt wokblde RN AEKBRLIZIE AR VWEHHE
BffbiTw b,

INLOMEEZRERL, 7T20F XV T 44X =Y (HE, R, W,
BRE, AR, BHREHE, BE) oL & FRICHIE $ 5 the Plymouth
Sensory Imagery Scale (Psi-Q; Andrade et al., 2014) 2FFE S N7z,
Andrade et al. (2014) ¥, QMI & Vividness of Visual Imagery
Questionnaire (VVIQ; Marks, 1973) ZREL &AL, ZEEE XY 7 4
WKblzo CILEHICY vy 7 v 7 Lz, ZO/ME, QMID Y 3 — F N =¥
a v AL 2K IN, SHHMPE WA oM, 25HBE M ZICEMX
Nz, TOREZ, 3200FKEZEL CHI I N~ (N=2854), Zhick
D, RS Z 4 (Spontaneous Use of Imagery Scale (SUIS;
Reisberg et al., 2003) & D r = .18 — .40 DM EY), NS (Psi-Q &
B Tlda =.93 - .96, FURETIZa =.80-.97), BHRERGSHEE (r
= .43 - 84) BEIEI Nz, FNLIK, Psi-QlF A4 VEEK (Pérez-
Fabello & Campos, 2020) 4 7 v X GBK (Woelk et al., 2022) 23 ¥ X
NTE7z, A4 VviBik<lk, 4 HEBHIBRIWZICS 2 2bbT, £V
CHFARERO THRTHEEEZRL, FaorbEmwHNl—EM (Psi-Q &
Brlda =.92, THREIZa =.68-.77) & QMI & DMHE (r
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= .40-.56) L, WS ZUYMEHER IR, 7 v XFFERIE, £
CFAMREFEKED TRHTEEERL, BY20EHHAN—EM (Psi-Q &
Brida=.94- .96, FREIZa=.76 — .88), BHREEEM (Psi-Q &
BrZr = .83, FTMREEZr= .67-.75), WEE&Z 4% (SUIS ¢ D
r= 3208 2FEL - HHF v ITAERNRLELEZ2ODHFETIRL
720 Psi-Q ZHATHEIFR - BT 22 LT, ZEENA X — VRN % K
CHIEL, Xfbz@BACRCREFREZRB ST el TcE 22 L 2ERT
%,

Psi-Q Ik~ afE L EBICHEHA I N T WS (e.g., Clark et al, 2020;
Kharlas & Frewen, 2016; Koivisto & Grassini, 2022), Kharlas &
Frewen (2016) 1, ¥ith~=A4 Y F 7 A3 2ARE & Psi-Q & © B % # 3
L, 2D 52D FREL Psi-Q DEEEA A —VHEN EDMIchEED
EOMHBEEZ R L 72, Fric, FitE~A v F 732 AR E D Observing K+
X, T2DEEEL)V T4 EBTRBOTA VAL, A=V EHFRICHBEL
TWiz (r=.23 - .47, ps < .01) 2%, B - REHA X =Y T,
Acting with awareness I 7 (r = .06 — 0.18, ps > .05) LHBEL THH
T, BREEZXIV T4 ICLoTEEDLZ LB RIBINZ, X HIT, Psi-
Q frEERICIMA VLN TH Y, #lxiE, Koivisto & Grassini (2022)
X, BROA A= (vs. WHRESLCEEY) KRV T4 7 HEELY 7 v
JAEBETL L ER L, O ETHIIC, Psi-QICBBFIHEAL £ —
VHEENIE, AA-VOBHEEZRD ) FCHHAL (B=.34,p < .01), &
WIKEA A =VEENIRY 7y 272 %KkRdD I I FHT S (B=.26,p
=nm>:&%%%bto:@iﬁm,&mﬁ4f~v €1 o il N7 % [
RRicllEL, BMEELXY) 74 MoEELHESEAPEO»ICTE AR E
Bwohb, KK TlX, ~4 v F 74 R AT, Big Five ® AN 2
FEREREOMOREZEL oOB#EEZRET T 52T, ZREAVZLAL R
—VOMBEERO L LLEHNE T S, TNOLDOREIL, HZREEA X -V

EHhEoEEEICOVWTEHEEZRMT I TR WD, HEAX -V R ED
B—2x) 74 toB#EEEIRENT WS (e.g., Budnik-Przybylska et
al., 2023; Wilson et al., 2018), TN L DEFTHEEZSEIc, LEHEA A
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—VHANE~A vV FE 7R EIEDOMEBE, MEEMEM & XA OMHEE, FK
et FIEoMEBE, ANEmEE L FIEoMBEERT L W IR %L
T,

2.2.3.2 A&
S

CrowdWorks Zi# UC 400 A2 HEL 2, £ @ 5 b [0l 2K [A] 25 B i 1 R
WARTTVvvavFzyv ZIlRBRLEANZRR W 389 A (M =40.72,
SD =10.73, B 1554, KW 234 %) 2ohxIRe L7, SHREGENKE
Rz, ACEMEIC 1EBRICHERZEL TS 5 o7, ID 28 &)
WRALZ-HEMEE —3 L7~ 344 A (M = 40.85, SD = 10.65, B
137 %, &H207%) o7 —2PBEREFEESIMICHYO Lz, AR
i, HARZREEBBESAM AR GHEFAZTE S (CPE-496)D KR % %)
2o BTODF—2 X2V T RAVYIAVYTCATARETD B
(https://osf.io/u8cpd/).

=)

The Plymouth Sensory Imagery Scale (Psi-Q; Andrade et al.,
2014). FEEZFOH AN 2 G 2%, MG AHAEZ R L T 2FE D Psi-Q
FHAGBICHRL 2, Psi-Q DX CfEHI AL CWw2HEHEIE, 2@ THAA
IR DD 2 DTHL720, XMUWEZELZEEBL CEEL &b o7k,
HAZERTIZ, 100-150 A2 HF v Fré LT3l Fli#HExiTv, HH
DWMHEZIT o7, 2D, #IRY — X (NAI Inc.;
https://www.nai.co.jp/) ZF[HL TNy 7 F 7 VAL =Y a3 v ifTo7z,
2ok, REFCHEKE OBE®RL BRI OMER R WAL 2 DR % K
Lice AV Y F Ao RER, T TR TR TkE ] MgE] 5
HREE ] TG o7 >0 T RE, % 5HH, Af35HEH oK I
Tw3, £/, #3HH, fFr21HHOFMMM T I AT B, Hl 21X,
RE ] 0BG, N70/FVZHBLTCLEI W] LwyBEMicxL T,
M &g cEhw] 20 [7T HORICH 20D X5 I TH B £
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TOTEBETEZTLDL Y, 5EML 72 Psi-Q HAGER %Z Table 2.2 TR
ER

The Vividness of Olfactory Imagery Questionnaire (VOIQ;
Gilbert et al., 1998; u#&ft, 2018). VOIQ IFMH 4 £ — Y HEJ1 % M E
T3 4HHORET, N @<zt TERn, 27, §b
NV EZEZ TV LRI 2] 26 [7 £5 TARYDE W ZBWT
WEPDEIIIE, ERICEF-2EVLHYEEKLLZILHPTES] $TDS
B & 21T 9 o

The Auditory Imagery Questionnaire (AlQ; Hishitani, 2009).
AIQ HFERA XA —VEENZHMET 2 12HEHHORET, [1 £ 4 A =P
b, EEEbNAEEEEZ TR LR E] 56 [5 584 ICH
T, T2 TAYOEEZH TV X577 ] FTOSEBETCHELZIT I,

Short version of the Japanese Big Five Scale (iiafth, 2012).

Z D Big Five DR IE, Hhmte, Wark, wshie/hadm, FAmtE, stk
ZWEST 2 29HHORETH %, OB AFEZRLAZHBICHL T (1
YT ELRVL2S [7THEFICYTRIEE] TTo 7TEMBTHELIT
e HIEHEA A=V BN L Big Five DB Z BT L 207213 w2, WHHE
ARXA=VEET EHMMEIZIEOHBEZLS 5 2 L2405 > Tk Y (McDougall
& Pfeifer, 2012), MM a2 Y2 Ml Tscenc& s, ¥/, HER

Wit =y F VT4 XAV 2L XA=VEENOHED BRETT 5,

Short version of the Five Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire
(FFMQ; Takahashi et al., 2022). s H¥~A4 v F7 v x 2EMEDOE
i i, Fitk~=A v P72 X% MES 5 5 KF (Observing, Non-
reactivity, Non-judging, Describing, Acting with awareness) 2* b 7x
22 HHORETH S, [1 &LETEFELARV] 2256 [5 wod YT
$2] FTCoOS5EBTHEEITY>, FFMQ I3 Psi-Q (Kharlas & Frewen,
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2016) EHEEOHBEARLTEY, MEMEZYUYMEEZMRET T 2 20015
L b,

The Satisfaction With Life Scale (Diener et al., 1985; %,
1994). ANAEmMREREIE, ANEmMEEZHNES 3 1 WHT s5sHEHORE
T, 1 &l z8bhwv] »o [7HFcz585] <o 7 KRECTHE
79, EHOMBMRY, ZREREX VAL A4 A —VEES L NEHEE O M
Bzl X7 idzwv, LaL, MO0 EVANIEERTT 4 T4 R
— VLRI AL, FERELAVEALAA-VIFIEEL TV
(Holmes et al. 2016),

FhZ

Z#F 1L, Qualtrics THER L2V =2 7 _XR—=XD7 v —bICREIEL 72,
SMERFXFABECOVWTOHHAEZT, f v 7+r—2LF - avxvricE4
Lz, 20, T Psi-QICEZEL, HivTio S DORENT v X Lk
JEcRnrINnk, HHD ZvEx b, HEORMERREIZH 100 TH
> 7z, 1%, FRULSMELFEKD Psi-Q D AICEZEL 7z,

T—2 %W

¥ 3, R (ver.4.2.2; R Core Team, 2022) D psych X v 7 —
(Revelle, 2022) @ fa A EZ AW <T, BEBENRFI M EIT> 72, Z D%,
lavaan »% v 77 — ¥ (Rosseel, 2012) @ cfa A ZRH W T, E7 10 lkiKeE
FIRRICHERN R F o2 EML 2. {7 (Yong & Pearce, 2013) IC ¥
DE, My PATHEEZOAILCRELZ, ETNVOBEEEEREK T 2720
I, /14 =% (x?), goodness of fit index (GFI), f&1E GFI (AGFI),
comparative fit index (CFI), root mean square error of approximation
(RMSEA), RitlEFHBHEE (AIC) ZH w7z, NHE#HEEZFAXS 7z,
psych Sy 77— 0 o EMFHAL, 1 HBMBICEALCLY Yy A2 bEG 007
F—x2toHBELZHEST ST, HRESEELZERL -,

34



2.2.3.3 FR

¥ 3, scree plot TR I N SHTHELMAN T 2 2D ITHERIE T
MEifToze s, THHRERE] R1e NEE] KT 2EHAL» &M
Wiz h -7 (Table S2.2), 72, HEW» o [EWE] HF 2wz 6 KT
EEREL CHFRWWZITo72L b, TXTCORT R 3HEHEMLEAM X
N, $LEVDOH LKL o7 (Table 2.2), Table S2.3 ® GFI % AIC
REDETALHEAEEEILPOHLA R LI, RG] HF2Rviz 6 AT
Eix, AV Fro T HFHEEL Y IENZETATH 2, OIS
(Andrade et al., 2014) ICfEv, 6 AF2b 2 Z N 2HHZFRW 7% Psi-Q
SR O RS b MEt L7z, 2offR, SHHORFAMEX 0.4 2
Al oled, MhRIFE -EEZRL &,

Table 2.2
Psi-Q & IHH & FHfE, FH¥ERFE, WrafE
English Japanese M SD  Vision Sound  Smell Taste  Touch  Body
Imagine the appearance of...
1 *a bonfire rEKX 567 119 .75
2 *a sunset 5 BET 5.84  1.08 .69
3 *a cat climbing a tree RICE DI 535 139 .52
4 a friend you know well F<H>TVWBRA 574 1.26 .51
5 the fronthdoor of your BE0ZEE 616 1.02
ouse
Imagine the sound of...
6  *the sound of a car horn BEDO/ T3 vnsE 581 1.12 .70
7 *hands clapping in Bl AL Y OB E sss 124 45
applause
8 *an ambulance siren. MEBEEOHT AL > 6.06 1.02 74
9 the sound of children FELDOBENE 571 1.21 57
playing
10 the mewing of a cat 2L ] 5.87 1.13 57
Imagine the smell of...
11 *newly cut grass MY mTn&E 4.66 1.55
12 *burning wood MZATWBR 3.93  1.65 .64
13 *a rose NZT DTk 421 1.83 .49
14 fresh paint BY TRy F 443 1.55 52
15 a stuffy room Lo LT HEE 427 1.53
Imagine the taste of
16 *black pepper T TRy R — 5.09 1.52 .68
17 *lemon Lt 5.87 1.13 .57
18 *mustard YRAZR—F 4.88 1.50 74
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19
20

21
22
23
24
25

toothpaste

sea water

Imagine touching...

*fur
*warm sand
*a soft towel

icy water

the point of a pin

Imagine the bodily sensation of

26

27

28

29
30

*relaxing in a warm bath

*walking briskly in the

cold

*jumping into a swimming

pool

having a sore throat

threading a needle

B

O

BRI

7K

ShiSbhE LEER
RN AR SRS ek
FoHWLERAFIL

KK

B Ds

BAVWERSICON T
oy o X943
BRICATRERIZEL

T=ILOKEICRUOTRAD
DENBE
SHIChEBYT

5.88

4.63

5.10

4.83

5.89

5.84

5.98

4.64

5.59

5.50

1.16

1.59

1.50

1.50

1.05

1.13

1.09

1.21

1.26

51

.52

.64

.45

.53

.68

.46

.48

.55

.50

77 i D il 2R

6 NrwEsHHsh, o

LA R e RE 2k s

LOERTONEHEHEMELHEE S L7z (Table 2.3). % OfES, WHELE #H1E

da =.78- .94 L BiFTH Y,

HEBMED r=.67 - .82 (ps = .00) L RIFTH -7z,

Table 2.3

Psi-Q & & T A7 K+ @ Fd b #t

LHEBER cCHREZEZEML 2560 KR

bR HRAEEEE

Day-1 data Day-2 data

(N =389) (N = 344)
M SD o M SD r p
Psi-Q 5.29 .80 .94 5.14 .82 .81 .00
Vision 5.75 .87 .78 5.5 .78 .69 .00
Sound 5.81 .90 .84 5.5 .93 .71 .00
Smell 4.30 1.22 .81 4.22 1.17 .68 .00
Taste 5.27 1.07 .83 5.16 1.05 .72 .00
Touch 5.29 1.02 .80 5.20 1.02 .71 .00
Body 5.31 .98 .79 5.10 1.00 .67 .00
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B EZ U2 R T 2720, thoRELOMBE%ZREH L 2 (Table
2.4), ZDfEE, Psi-Q DGRk, ERAX—-VERAZHIET 2 AIQ (r
= .68, p=.00), WEAX—-VEENZHET S VOIQ (r = .59, p =.00)
CHBELTHEY, AX-VEBNCHET2HEOREL OFRE2L S & W
Bl e ZY M REI N, £/, Big Five D4 mtk: (» = .27, p = .00),
B (r = .19, p =.00), WH#AME (r = .14, p = .00) L FEDHE®RH Y,
MRAEME (r=- .13, p=.01) L 3AOHEMNH 2, FFMQ & &
Psi-Q X DIED MBS (r = .24, ps = .00) IZH %, Observe AT & Psi-Q &
ETMRATFIIPEEOMEBEZ R L (r=.18 - .32, p=.00), ANEWMREE
EPsi-Q BI UK TMETFOAFESIXIEOHBEEZRLZ (r=.16 - .24,
p=.00), Fh (r=1.21,p=.00) &N (r=.14,p=.01) d Psi-Q & IE
DB LD > 72, 2hiz, EWHPECSNE L LKESMED 2B, 4 A —
VARV I ERL TS, MEBMEZYEE RTINS OMBEIEA
BEThHold, MRBEIEEILSHREETSH o 7,

Table 2.4
Psi-Q & TR FHEOMHE B X b RE & o tH B

M SD Psi-Q Vision Sound Smell Taste Touch Body
Psi-Q 5.29 .80 - .70 .79 .79 .82 .82 .81
Vision 5.75 .87 - .63 41 45 44 .51
Sound 5.81 .90 - .50 .53 .60 .58
Smell 430 1.22 - .63 .56 .54
Taste 5.27 1.07 - .63 .60
Touch 5.29  1.02 .62
Body 5.31 .98 -
AIQ 3.40 .70 .68 48 .54 .53 51 .59 .57
VOIQ 3.10 .80 .59 .33 .39 .56 49 47 .49
Big Five
Extraversion 3.74 1.23 27 .21 .23 22 21 .23 .18
Neuroticism 492 1.25 -.13 -.08 -.09 -.14 -.06 -.13 -.09
Openness 4.01 1.05 .19 .16 13 15 A2 17 .16
Conscientiousness 4.25 1.09 .10 .05 .08 .13 A2 .07 .02
Agreeableness 4.26 1.04 .14 .14 A1 .14 .08 15 .05
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FFMQ 315 .38 .24 16 15 21 16 27
Observe 3.47 72 .32 21 24 28 18 30
Non-react 2.90 .67 .13 .12 .07 11 .09 17
Non-judge 299 .65 .04  -03 -0  -06  -04  -.02
Describe 288 .73 .16 .09 08 .19 .09 20
f;;rvgrif:ss 3.49 .72 .06 .04 .00 .05 10 07

SWLS 3.64 141 .24 24 24 17 16 17

Age 40.72 1073 .21 .10 16 28 17 15

Gender 1.60 .49 .14 12 18 .06 08 15

Education 333 .95  -01  -03  -05 .01 03 .03

.16
.28
.05
-.03
.08
.03
.18
12
.10
-.04

224 MR2-C: REA A - EEXH
2.2.4.1 BH

ZDEIBRGERAMN AR AV EALAL A=Y O ThH, KR CIFRICEE
A A=V ICERZY TS, BF, BHMBYE, CHEAEEK R, REICHE
H2Z% % > TWw3 (Olofsson & Pierzchajlo, 2021), WHE X, L iXL T8
MENTELEETH > 7225, COVID-19 i X 2 WREEE 7 & DEIRIZT,
WEPEECPERE > CEHETHLZ 2 E VAL HE 7 (Olofsson &
Pierzchajlo, 2021), 72, HFEM L EZEMOLEYATHIRE~OFHLE
ToTHY, EDOHETIX, EMNEEEILHET % Aesthetic
Emotions Scale (AESTHEMOS; Schindler et al., 2017) Z & /K7 & D 4
WHIBIC D EA L, ZLl»ic, ZMEREGVICDELIZEL S L 2H
b2 T L7z (Diessner et al., 2021), 2%V, FEBEWHEFIHBEREOA L L
T, BMELEREREL A IS, b BB E 2T, AT, HEAE
BEHoMREA XA -V L FEEEOEFB LR T 5, FOBEPICRE D [ X
— VRN bR I NZrE:405 2 LI A2 T, Andrade et al.
(2014) BB L2 RERXA Vv 2 AL XA =V ZHIE T 2 W5 3-B TEMK
L7 Psi-Q W<, MAFEL»S D275 2L BAHETH 5,

T2, REICHEDL2ZARY, LEAPFRL LT, BETI4 Iy 7
I ffibinTw3 (De Luca & Botelho, 2020; Morrin & Ratneshwar,
2003; Wisman & Shrira, 2015), 774 I v 27 &ix, & 2 HE», EFT
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52l EROBHMLITEICKEL 5 2 28K T (Bargh et al. 2010)
MW7 7437380 RZORH L 7% 5, Smeets & Dijksterhuis
(2014) Tk 2 t, 774V IDORNEMHED 128, ZMEHRT 74 L1
[ROPEVWI e TH22, YEBRORT L P IIThTwT, 774 3
vIZRBEICEL WL, ¥, HKRETIAIvIoRTh, i Hw
7743 v T, BRCRETI7AIVIILERTIA4 I v BT
25¢FEzZbNT W3, flxi¥, —J7T, Morrin & Ratneshwar (2003)
i, DX VEBEoFEY A, BT ) - FVO -, F—-KiCrDn
bod, 77V IFHBMICNTIZMEDERELZED I LEZRLE, OF
D, G774 LoD, YT 4 7hIEEMPITHICHELLLE
Abhd (BIE77Iv ), w774 I v 27 2EMcERAL 2RI
NETHEELBZVY, ~—F 74 v I7RtabMEREoXKT, RV 7
4 THEPBROFMICKY T4 T hEBELEZ 5B 20TRIN
TH Y (Ardelet et al., 2022; Feng & Lei, 2022; Fraune et al., 2022;
Ortegén et al., 2022), HEHEE T ORI 7 4 7w b i icEE L2 5
ALWRERETZTTICEZLNS,

flt /5 ¢, Wisman & Shrira (2015)1%, 5k 5 Fd 5N 3 4 v DL EY
B 12oThbs7LA MYy (BRIEMIEANT 47T, BRMICD ) 28
FUHBEKRZRLC I 2T7ve=T7 (BEMZA 774 77220, BWRIC
A=) LRl T, MELRERICEBEBIMEST 222K LA, TC
TliE, SRS - BERIGHERNICHE IO WEZET, 77470
MR BREINZLLEZOND (BRI 74 I v 7)), KifsETld, WE S
TAI VI EITOARERL, JEREE EFMEIT S 2, £ =7 v b AEGRH
MR, SEMEOR, 7794 v 7o EIIKkEL 3 (De Luca,
2018) Tt x@Ex b L, EMIIWRE S 794 I v o —7 vy e LT,
ST b LW,

B, RIS, Gu2ridBics5 2 288 r M+ 5, H#MICiE,
70— A F IR (Proust phenomenon) &M 3, FH 2B HFHIC X

D, FHEOERMCBEOZYKOEESLCERELHKIHARX LA LN TV S, K
DTN =2 FPERICET 2 X 2001, SR EI o FHRLE L
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DENELELTIERRL, YA — X FEL% %L (Hacklinder et
al., 2019), Bl 21X, VD774 I v 7R EEErREST 3L 2RL
72HWF%¢ & L T Morrin & Ratneshwar (2003) 22FIo5 N Tw3, ok, XK
JER 2 ) —=v 78/ g0 7 7 v VoiifizdsewsZHOD &, 2 HE
CHE - CTEBET Y, RERTEIALSFTEREOG T I 4 I v 7Pl
RIBICRY T4 T hEENDLILER L, TOAAN=XLL LT, 4
WH YT, FEMoHBEREIES AoTwko s, GuBREy, #
MNDEBERRLAEEEZLONATVE, AfETH DI L 2T 5 72
WA, FRREHHZ T, ERERFEM L < Mo fEa & BT v 2 R &
ET 5. o LEEE LT, $uEEIAMo 0 (PR, 2003), fEfiEEC
B2 P HERINILFETHY, T2Hvo il EOEME LT
TN TWwdEEEZLND,

LLE, Rifecid, FZEMICREAS A -V BT T 74 I v 72 E
MAEBRICE D LX) R ELE 2 202t d 5, 1 2HOHMIZ, GwA
A=V ORI LR o XN oG ERS T2 TH D, KA,

Hl.l A XA -V OAERGWE, FHOoFEEED & &5,

H1.2 MEA X —YREAOPEHEAARER, FH0oFEEED L &5,
b, 220HOHMIZ, WEFI74 I v 27X oT, A oEERERD
Eor i T s rmitdscecd s, KL,

H2.1l 7Tr~o8 w774 I vk TN EELELEL R D,

H2.2 7u~D4\w () & —3 L 7=a) (R, ZaLrikEn-ik

) THWT IA IV IZDOMBERIYRELL AL (BRI T4 370
2, EHoBEICKTFLARY (BIE 774 3 v 7))
b, 3OoHOHMIZ, BWAREBICEZIHE RN T L L TH

%, REIE,

H3.1 Wwf Y #EC, P o sm b3 2

H32 AR EEEs M LI 2232 =X0e LT, FEOMKES
BHICEE, ua T, F~oEHKHIR &2

Erb,
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2.2.4.2 A&
EIES

HEKEZOBTH IR THEINT 44 4 (Mage = 21.93, SD = 4.07, 5
234, 204, 2ofh 1 &) PEBREERCSMLAEZ, Y T34
XE, w7724 I v 72 0F /8 ZER) X ffofH3I (7T e~F
ANE =LA R =V 2M@MET 20 /) Tu~t i re—HLAw
BwA XA =V 23T 2480 / QA A=Y HBEELZWHER) O LT
A VT athziT ) MECHKF LA, ERBFICHPEEOHRERE (f
=25 AlEons eREL, MM 95 ZHIEL T, G Power (Faul et
al., 2007) ZHWT 44 % 2 HH L7z, KR CoiHH X, HEKFE K
YHBABAMERNOMHEEZES» LKA I N7 (CPE-540),

=M

k|, AffFzE iz, B —5%dk 204, o8P 2040, GVWEL
fE 20D FF 60 D PR Z AL 72, KB TIZ, Bv—2HEf 10 4,
A —%Ef) 10 4], LA 100 300 CTHELINZY X% 2
SR L, b6 120 R FxFHliTs 2o Tk, T3, #
A4 (https://www.haijinkyokai.jp/system/saijiki/) ®HEA]F — & ~ —
219,950 D5 b, EEFHAREICHINZGEEH 4,679 f & B HE
1 4 (https://haiku-data.jp/index.php) D MEZFEH) 928 ], F 5607 f)
MO L7, 220HIC, M RFERERBEBEAMAER, BEFLHOKE
i, K¥EE 6L omNElR<, urbwud X -V BB N2 h &
I, TuxOEWEBERNIC RT3 2E2HEL MR, v -8k
105 1), B A—EfEf) 803 fJ, BV LA 4699 %2> 7%, 3DOH
IZ, CrowdWorks T, 201 & ic w4 X =, 225 L ICEL & 0l &
T FHAEEITo 2, ZORMBEIIC, v —8a & 4w R —8Ea
TR, VYA X —YoRarmuiiaz, GuELJH N TE, g
A=V ORMBPLVEDIDOEHEHALZ, mEIC, ELIoHFGRIICELH
BwXdie, FHEsBEL, 220080 ) 2P EFo7, VR 2KEE,
PE OB 3 KED BT EIT o MR, Chooff) A PDFEL X
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BRHICHEEZ IR > 7% (Table 2.5; V A P D EHE, F(36, 1) = .001, p
= .98, 72 =.00; FUFEEH O E%HE, F(36, 2) = .02, p = .98, 7’

00), 72, u—HEHEegu A —HFEHDO ) X PICHORE S A =
DEHICEEZRARPo72 (VAFDEME, F(18, 1) = .001, p = .98, 7

2= .00; EHfEE O ERE, F(18, 1) = .03, p = .87, 7 =.001),

Table 2.5
FHFATEICB T A8 EZA TR BEA XA —VEENEEL 2 0EH

Olfactory

Haiku Type Example List Imagery Beauty
B\ —E BB ORODH B 1 60.52 4.53
WEEEXS 2 60.77 4.53
B WA —5 NTECBOREIC 1 61.97 4.54
kD 2 60.20 4.53
B L L WHICH DB D 1 0.00 4.54
CHESLTHL 2 0.00 4.55

TAR. WH 774 IV 7 %o 0L 20 DRITHFE (Errajaa et al.,
2018; Morrin & Ratneshwar, 2003) iCf2 %, 7uo~F 4 7 2 —%— (¥
RETREMEE,; MI-UADL) 2w/, AL L, REob D%
BAURE, SODBEMOF 2L, EFL 6 HDKRFEE - R¥EMRELENRY
FATREASICRY 5B EMEL oK H (RXEE TN B LS,
1208-0303-202-00) w7z, T4 72 —¥F—1F, 6 mDHEDSINE P
JE 2 K DREICE 24, FEEEAM S oA T o, FHL 6 LDK
A REFRAEEET, THARELULNZHUVDBRHL TWD L PHER
I N7,

BREE. ZREEA V204 2=V DM ANEZBIES 5720 O KK
Psi-Q (Andrade et al., 2014) LG Vw774 I v ick->T, EEHN A
[ IREICHEL D o7 2R T 5729 D PANAS (Watson et al.,
1988; % - & H, 2001 for Japanese version) D EHM M % H w7z, Psi-Q
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DIRHEA XA =Y DS 5 1HHIIZ, TMh7Z2ToF | LwvwokzHiiEichoTH
D, ZhiconwT, FofREGywof 2 —-YifEcEsr%z [1 £<HM
BRcExrw] 26 [7THORICH 22D X ICEHHTH L T 7K
THET 3, HAER PANAS X, ¥ 57 4 7E §HH, #4757 4 71K
H8HHDE 16 HHORETH 2, Bl iF, KUK L] v AA
TATREFICOWT, 1 [ TikEohn] 26 6 [FFEHICLIH TR
¥F2] o6k THEEIT I,

FiE

SME 442D 55, Fi 2241, 7o~ LoMER, %I 224
I, MoOKMEES LZNMESRIELrNZEHE CHBRER T F A4 v oKk
{7 o> 72 (Figure 2.3), £9, MEF~OF A vz bbb\, FLHMKL
L CTPANAS ICHZFZ{To 7z, XiZ, HMRFAHOF ¥V 7L -2 a3 v &1T
o7, fAMEHHANICIE, =2 —3KEM D Tobii Pro Fusion (Tobii
Technology Inc.) ZfEF L, 120 fps Tacdk L 7z, ¥V a Vil L2 5
60cm Z NG T Y av e RC, Hzh X Er3 ki
BR%E L7z, fi PEAIEEME <, fFf 1 M2 7 BRI, Z0%k3 O
DFFfHEE —EL &, REA XA -V, BAK—MPEHNZ, 2O 3208 K
IZ2WT, 0256 100 D Visual Analogue Scale (VAS) THZE Z 1T\, X
D ICHEA T, 3B A4 v 2 -1 Dtk, RoEa»RR Sz,
HiEEFF3008 T, KT vFLICRRIINE, ZOH%, FXFEMMKLE L
T, PANAS, PEf o HAHE, Psi-Q, kU ~0B L AE LR, 7V T
AT 4 7R, ANOKGFEREZECEMKCEEL 2, 9o fE:
L, PERFEAG o BERE CHEE - BEANL 2 PER 30 M L EEE L T v v ikEd)
1S DFF45 b, BELZDDOZTEZEIRT 2L W) HHEL -
7z

Figure 2.3
FERF e 2
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PANAS

Haiku recognition
Informed consent % Psi-Q
PANAS Demographic info

Tobii Pro Fusion

> Setting eye tracker > Haiku evaluation [ 2 Post-questionnaire

FI50 WS TROES HER EIT50 Ko TROEP HER

»

— XS

TP, BREA AV LENOEL T OEBICO2 VT, BEA X -V % [{#H
EMER, sMELHENE 7 v X LR, ELIZRHELZELE LERIBES
ETAEFBEMALE, 220HIK, w774 I v7iconTid, w774
IV 2KME(TrH /T e o EE 3 KEE (B wv—BfEq /
BWA—ZgE /Gl LIER) 2y AL C, ELI, BEAL A -
U, BABREZZNENRBER L Lo 2EITLE, 32HIC, £
hAHAREOREICEG 2 2B Ico T, EBREBMELEEMNER, S
Hef gk 7 v X LB, B REMEBELEHRLE L -BRILREBRS
ETNAERMN L, FEOMPEEMET T 5 720 CE AL 2R T — £
lZ, deblinking *° smoothing ORI E % {7 > 7= ECHEHL 72, SHrize <
R (ver. 4.2.2; R Core Team, 2022) Tirbh, —HMRESGET L, —K&

/

LB REGE T VICIE, ImerTest ¥ v 77 — ¥ (Kuznetsova et al., 2017),
TEHTICIE, anovakun ¥y 77— (FEH, 2021), AR O RTLLEIC X
gazeR X v 77— ¥ (Geller et al., 2020) 23 X 1 7=,
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2.2.4.3 R

BERBREM, x4 70 0EL X, BMEAL X -, BAKDFHIHE
LR % Table 2.6 I ¥, Gu—F - LA —HIHDLDLT, GuHY
PTER BB VEL XD IME A A - BE M Ty, RIEIHERX
Niz, 72, FEBEMHE T & D PANAS ® Psi-Q, ANOMEH AW T — % 0 F
B & AR HER 22 % Table 2.7 IC/R 3, PANAS OEHBICHEE TR w3
(pre negaitive: t = .-.66, p = .51; pre positive: £t = 1.22, p = .23; post
negative: t = -1.22, p = .23; post positive: t = 1.67, p = 0.1), G
TAIVIZREBMNAGDOAEICEOAR > TR W EBREI N
726

Table 2.6
HRBEEN, x4 70ELE, BEA X -V, EAXROLAREHE
No Aroma Aroma
Item Haiku Type Mean SD Mean SD
Beauty Match Smell 57.38 (26.23) 57.12 (20.90)
gﬂn:ZTlatCh 62.20 (25.10)  60.35 (20.35)
No Smell 54.96 (24.34) 49.89 (23.35)
Smell Match Smell 54.01 (30.38) 55.89 (25.89)
g/'niqserrlamh 60.88 (28.89)  58.19 (28.70)
No Smell 20.17  (22.34) 21.90 (18.81)
Immersion Match Smell 56.63 (27.23) 58.67 (21.78)
g/'r:]irrlamh 59.15 (27.93)  63.08 (20.77)
No Smell 48.71  (27.30) 49.89 (25.36)
Table 2.7
BRSO SINE O K KE &8 N KM o 5 d T aHE
No Aroma Aroma
Mean SD Mean SD
Pre PANAS
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Negative Affect 2.08 .75 2.23 72

Positive Affect 3.12 .89 2.84 .60
Post PANAS
Negative Affect 1.70 .60 1.96 .81
Positive Affect 3.13 .95 2.68 .84
Psi-Q
Vision 6.08 .82 6.27 .66
Sound 6.39 .70 6.30 .61
Smell 4.55 1.15 4.55 1.52
Taste 5.41 1.06 5.89 .88
Touch 6.12 73 6.05 1.09
Body 5.98 .97 5.94 .93
Emotion 5.58 .93 5.44 1.25

Demographic info

Age 21.86 2.87 22.00 5.07
Haiku Familiarity 1.14 .35 1.00 .00
Haiku Experience 1.09 .43 1.14 .35
Creative 1.18 .39 1.36 .58

Experience

1 OHORHZHRIT T 272010, VASICX Z3BHE 4 2 — % M2,
oL I 2BERL LEMBRAET VERB LA, 7 v X L20R
czmE LR e MRl ZOE, MEA X -V DEL X%
T2 EBHL TR o (b= .23, SE=.05,df =34.98, t = 4.26,
p < .001; Figure 2.4), £7, AR L L TCOREA X RN IE,
HOELETEMBEL & >722 (r=.10, p=.52; Figure 2.5A), % AR
EHREEOMEBEERLZ (r=.32, p=.03; Figure 2.5B),

Figure 2.4
EMEEROBRE 4 X - LEL X OHR
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Ric, 7Ta~rzHwizHgWT 74 I v 7o R e R LR, EL X
DA <TiX, FROHEBEOEMEPIAETH o720 (F(40, 2) = 4.69,
p=.01, 72=.07), Y7 I74 IV (F40,1)=1.45,p = .24, 7’
=.04) L XXHAEM (F(40, 2) = .03, p = .97, n°=.00) 3FEEFEL -7
(Figure 2.6A), ZHEKOFE, G A —EEaid8 w—fEf, 4wk
LPF XV ELEIREr o, Gou—BEa g nELEIOEEZ T A
otz, FEEIC, MEAX—YIiconw<T, fHoBEOFMROALAFET
(F(40, 2) = 110.45, p = .00, 7° = .62), GuA—5%PEaix, 4w —2HE
A, G\ LEA IS, Gu—Bi x| LIEm X0 b mE 4 X —
VAR Ml X 417z (Figure 2.6B), AKICOWTd, ffofE O F

SR O RFE T (F(40, 2) =9.30, p < .001, 7° = .14), B AR —5fEq
i, Bwv A, GuELEN XD S, Guv—BgEm iz e v L i X
DY AT BT LR ENZ (Figure 2.6C),

Figure 2.6
BEBEH, x4 7D (A) ELE, (B BEAL A -, (C) BAKD

7wy b

No-smell Haiku Match Haiku Mismatch Haiku No-smell Haiku Match Haiku Mismatch Haiku No-smell Haiku

Match Haiku Mismatch Haiku

80
80

75
fad
&
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s g £
2 E
8 = o
o o
L K
d 25
°
40 40
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AromaNo Aroma  AromaNo Aroma  Aroma No Aroma AromaNo Aroma  AromaNo Aroma  Aroma No Aroma Aroma No Aroma  AromaNoAroma  Aroma No Aroma
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RizIC, w7724 I v IrnffoiRdEBcSx 2B rmatl 2, v
TIAIVIAY, BMLEFOIEERITZ, T Z N, 98.6%, 96.4% L 7
o7, MADEICEWT, ZMFERBITEHBCHAEZEEL s, KIF
MERFEAELZEEZLONS, IEfF, TIEMZHYIT 3 —RILBRIBEES €
TAEBGILZE S, FHOMBIIEEEL >~ (b =92, SE=.79, z
=1.17,p=24), W7 74 I v I BPEBE~E5223FE 3R onkhd» o7
25, BLAREHM CHMIE X N gEA) ~ o BLBE RIS 0B W 2 MET L 2. R o &
DOBBERER 7 D EEEORM %2 2 1J 5 2 LT 3N > 5, b
IR I N PE ISR e T R 2, R Y& 12210
(SD =4.92), VB LEMH 11.628 (SD=4.75) RV, tREDOHEE
bEEL o7 (t=-2.09,df =1164.5, p=.04), G774 I v7icXo-
T, FA~0FELrEE > T3 A EEERITB I,

2.2.5 EE

RWFFE T, BREDO 1 DoMWL TH 2 A X -V ] CEHL, B
BRMEZBEHE L AR L, AV EALAL A -V OWHERENOFEEEICS
ZABWEBIOVWTHRIFLEZ, HEA A -V oWHESEUOFEEEE LT
% &S TR (Belfi et al., 2018; Frame et al., 2023; Mehl et al.,
2023) IR T 2 L FEKRIC, EU SN EEMOEANR (K 2-A), B
HAA—YRHUET 2 HABREORMAE (W5 2-B), EA XA -V L)
Wh2xXY) 7408 (ME2-C) RE&EEmETL, MAEZIEL 72,

¥, ME2-ACBVT, HEA A -V REIEOMmE %€ L (Holmes
et al., 2006), SMEBER L A DA X - BEFHTHLNLIED % 1
E, o oENBEHNCEALTRY 74 TRRBREEARBI L ik
2, D2BORY T4 T hEECAHN T4 T hEERRED L LT, EW
BEICHECBEEG T IMOBEELFHEINDL L E2F 2L 2L (Leder &
Nadal, 2014), 2D X5 2 REX N OEEEZHD 5 2 L ITABMKNTDH
5, —fkIc, FYT 4 7 REEEBBCELT 5 AN, EMERBICF 2T
fii 23 & WH P 23 % % (Prinz, 2011), T4k, ZMEP XLV L o % &K
EMTE RS EHEENICHFMLZE W) SEHOMREE -HF 3, THIC, K
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ETIiE, BLALDOFRPEY T 4 7HaEEM RS, KV 74 7 &I
EME ST 5 e bbb ol, MENRNE DT IR EHEICEHER &K
MR ST 2 b Tcid e, flzxiE, BLHEFERENRICE W THREE
HEFRT L L H BB (Brattico et al., 2016; Kawakami et al. 2013;
Vuoskoski & Eerola, 2012; for review see Sachs et al., 2015), ¥ 7
4 TRNERL T TR, AT A4 T7TENEOFRIRVERELZME ST 2 5L
S, FREDLIICHMET E22 TS T L ITHKE G,

2, WEAX-VERNZHES 2 REZHZEL, FUOWBE 4 X —
voaEmwiE, ffoFEEL2EVI L ERHL2ICLE, ZOMER, HE
ARX—Y DRI & PR D LM D IEDBIfR 2R L 2561792 (Belfi et
al., 2018; Hitsuwari & Nomura, 2021) & —3 L 7z, #Eiz A v 2L 4 X
—VIIKELEZEXXFTH S L EbILD D (Blasko & Merski, 1998), HHE
AXA=Y0oRrKELT, BB A-VoEEEZNO THL2IILEZ, T0
AV ENVA A=Y PRENFMICG 2 2FY T 4 72EEL, LiTHECS
WT, RFMEEoBENZHE L CHBINTWw 3 (Hitsuwari & Nomura,
2021), 2%V, 4 XA =V REHRITE, X VEWEE (TR XRT
FERICKRY 7 4 7 EEl) %M L (Holmes & Mathews, 2005), % O
fRE LTELIOFMD L2325, SEGEHIHRBEE A A -3 X DiEe
B2 L 2R H 5., £/, MA@ e LT, EEEDIRGHE
MW (Reber et al., 2004) IC X > CTHHHELBAEL»D Litirwv, 2% 0,
WA A=Y RIR L, FHOFHRAHE e X, FFfis2E < 2o
hrdlithv, £, ARELLTCOBEA XA —-VENLEEAKDIE
DHBIZHO 2 IC L, BITHE T, BB 20 ~0BAKELED 2
EWIHFER D H Y (Errajaa et al., 2018), ME A A —VEENDVPHEARE G
LR BEAEIEGV, L, MEAX-VENEELIOMEBITR
bhawzZ ticma<T, EEA XA —-CBENZH B Psi-Q TIX, LITHE
TRINEHREA A —VEENE)OHBAD RS, AL ZREDOEN
BAERICHE L 2L H 5, Hilii Psi-Q i3, FREHFEOA A -
RENZ3HHTHELTCHY, XOVBHAX—VERANDMEDEHMELZ D 2
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720, Psi-Q DL VICVVIQ R EDHRKRTTIIIESDHHEZEDR
A RMAT 2ETH%E D H % (Talamini et al., 2022),

¥, o4 v e o EAEFAIOEL I ICEZ 2B LR
AMLEMR, o774 3 v7omPirka, o EOME D R
Ho»ichot, TNET, ~—F T4 V7, haLEY, ba—vuvnH
Ry bPAVvEI I avonBIKEL LT, KYT 4 74V % DG
KRS T4 TR ERH5 252 P REINT W20 (Ardelet et al.,
2022; Feng & Lei, 2022; Fraune et al., 2022), JCfrifse & AEA R HER
otz By, oD% 7Ic#HE x bl (Pellegrino et al.,
2017), 15 0B EHFAZEEL TV IBICEVICERE > TL > 721 #E
WrH2, BEOEBR I XA LICkoTlt, HuaEBs 2 KM% &
TxI2Y, —EoFfTZLicurzButrs, MBORRICHE -2
L CT\w7 (De Luca & Botelho, 2020; Morrin & Ratneshwar, 2003), %
FloffFstcld, P ofEE S FajicaBL, Trvobwic —8 L 24k
FHBELEZY, fHoEELG T 74 I Vv 7oREEADE LD o
7o SO —FE e LTHELAZHFED Yy bicid, ERPHER
v vt b LR AT A TEY, 0o
Rzewmagt+2icix, a2y FOEHMILETH L EFE2ONDE, DA
i, BAGERATCVD [HITHD 8o TR/ HER] v o
HT, BELIB/HREZALDZ L, YAV HEPS51.3, YWHELEE2 38.5 &%
ST YV ITABL RV, MEAMICRIEEETH 22 (t =-1.32,p
=.21), — B OMBEELZ LT 3L EERRBI AT S,

— 5 C, M kol s Nz F~0ERE, T IA4 IS
KXo THMT LA REINTE, YICXBEFTOMKIBETIE L —3L
7= (Carrieri et al., 2023; Morrin & Ratneshwar, 2003), 5%, P
BEOFRICKHENRLED 072720, MR TERrokd, uPEE%
MAkEEZZLT, BB~ORTS T4 THRMEIRC 2 EEEHR T ICE
25N % (Morrin & Ratneshwar, 2003),

PEoXdic, Kfgecid, GuwAg 2 — RS & P o FE M o B 7
PO CHL I LT, BEMEOLEY, FEABEFEBICH L WS xR
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i, 72, G774 I v 73 EBFFMICZ3EEL 5 2k h o 722,

BT Lo CRONZFERBICIEELLG XL RIN, ThE

TEMBEE BT 2ETMAETIE, HBEROABERINTE AL, o
DHELRD TCERT LI LRRLETH D,

23 MR RPOIZILEXH
2.3.1 HRE

TZh b, BIEDOMERYE (Figure 1.6) #5tA Bz, Bitoa ka0
EWFMoOBR AR 55, MR 2-ALb 02 K51, ¥Y T4 7%
BEAE X, ER) o EFE 2 B 7228, &3 (Brattico et al., 2016;
Kawakami et al. 2013; Vuoskoski & Eerola, 2017) <°Mt#] (Hanich et
al., 2014) O XARCIX, ZMEBEERICEK L 2287 4 7 2K1E S ERFEM
WCEE LGB 2525 2L VKLHAAL TWwb, Menninghaus et al.
(2017) @ Distancing-Embracing model I, 77 4 7REELEZ I NS
72 ® 1T (%, distancing 3 & embracing EHE L W9 2 DD KX L ERHL
WThdERRIBLTVS, HHFRICINIE, 77 4 TEIGHIL &P
CEZBETE, AT T4 7ERIGERY T4 7ERIEOMHEFERBEL 72
D, RIT AT AHNT 47D ITRAMTTERVERLREREARE
MAETNnE=20T 5, HlzaiE, BLVEWIRIED, BE2ENZEL T
IFRREIC O35 2 e BNEIMFMIC/R I N TS (Hanich et al., 2014;
Vuoskoski & Eerola, 2017),

AW <, e oBE 2% <, Meninghaus et al. (2017) T3 5
MEnBWoztw) BAERGZRS . BRIOZRIERT OAE & ZA
A F - DHEF E v (Keltner & Haidt, 2003), K7 14 7B o0&
(ELVWERCEMEREZR AL ERLY) CLERINTAHAAT 4 7RO R
(ERELCHRZRZEERY)) Ol %0 & T 5 (Sawada & Nomura, 2020;
Takano & Nomura, 2023), B0 FZEWREo L LL2L I, ANiTi
HEHBE L2V ERZECZ) T 2BICERO S 21 (Keltner &
Haidt, 2003; Silvia et al., 2015), ¥ Hic, BogzE oy 3 &
i, BlEMNEE2E D52 HH SN T WS (Chirico et al., 2018), fifk
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FRERIc s, R0 S EMEBRICBED 2w IRKE 2 EHELE ¢ 3
(Takano & Nomura, 2020), ffAI CREICHALPHEE I NS o, R o
2O PR L EREICEHR L TWw 3, Ross (2007) 13, Bito g4 o 8lE
ZRL, HFICOERoSZWAr ¢ LHEHMLTCVws, UEXY, K%
Tk, BB o3 EaoXWNiFEifiics 2 28 iconwT, RET I,

2.3.2 Fi&
EhmE

KEATOWME N 24T, WREORREE (d=0.5), BREN 0.8, A
BHAKHEOOSDODtREEXZBEL, 1 Z74r—764 A, At 128 Ao&NHE %
FEHLZ, ZoomZHWEA VY74 VvERICSMT 52728, CrowdWorks
ZFBUTEH 128 A2 HEL, 28X v 75 —LF - -a vy PELL
2o 4D Zoom kv v ay (1lky¥avdizh) 32 N) BFEIN, &
MmEFEFEGAEE avy e -1 2205 vy X nicydon, i
ik 61 A, BEFCIES4ARSIML -, EBIX, YHRFELAZ 3 A, BE
RPf 23S Wb iIC KA o 72 1 N, FRIFHZRT —XTIDAB—HLAEDro7%k 9 A
vz 115 AosiE e N RiciTbnz, KfRIE~rvy v FEF IR
S CHEI N, RBRAREREBAMEROMIBLEASIC XV KRR I L
72 (CPE-488), 3 XTCoJgElE, BE#ETIHA NI 4 v XOMANCH -
TEMBI N, RFFECHERALZEER, 7 —%, Qualtrics 77 Y = 7 },
RAZ YT iEAY 74 TAFHARETH 2 (https://osf.io/z84ek/),

=M

PERIEE, AR Ao T =) —icwInd 2464 151 ) % fE)
£ (ANFEEEM, 2012) 26 L -, PiEHATZE LT, AEBRCISMN
T, BRoOZoMa 2 BIcHMAL Tw 3 KR¥EHAE 4 %ic, KEBETHEH
D LB oo E» S 15100 EFMLTd ook, 2o
HEHAEEE, DRZFENSLVOEBWOZZE LT IN?] &)
Hifl%Z L7, 4 NoRIZoFHZzREHBL, XV RO SEMEL 72 45 %
EA TS, KEWICOWTIX, ColBase (https://colbase.nich.go.jp/) 7& &
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DAV E—2y P EICHDIRHNES D 45 FEFEL, 334X500 27 LDY
AXCHBLLEZ, b oKEBEIZITRTERNWA D 0T, fEH)ICHi
NEHRICH->T, IWPEEIH PN TVILDORS oz, AEIIHEHAE
T, HROZA2L Y TOREETOEVITIS 228, EMIZTXTED
AZToHirNnT, REic, EEMNKCoOWTIE, Rilke (HEHED IEE -
TIKRTRER] YY) B ((BHETIIRVET~EEZ T ] &
) HWwZ, ThODEERAI v A -3y P2 LEALED DT, HARGE
TS5-7-55Hio7b, MENICEAEAICMU T2 (FEEZRAE L L
TH W 727 %2 1 2 v T iE Niikuni et al., 2022),

FhZ

Fihe Zix, O MOAIE L EEICE T 2% (Matsumoto & Okada,
2021) IS WTEH Y, KiFzER, EWMAEIEEICE 2 2 B EE R L
72 EER OB CHE X 7z (Figure 2.7), MFE X, -4 & /KEH %
ZRENSERTOEMBEL 2, FIMHEE [EL 3] TER~0 R oD
2 MEE~oRio] TRAMFRE#EX 0] 04oT, TEED ) v i
— P RECHli L 7z, Xic, AMEEHFoSmMEICI, ] v FEEr L
Z, 20 0 CHEH EAFRATO Dot ZMBFBRIAHRMEN D X X 4 L ITHE
W, fERzfFr TR AL L, ExkZl, MANZERREZ TN
TR L, REBECRDRBVER 2D DEZEAL, 2 v br =5
HEAJIT LT W B 23 SO R S AT IR 5-7-5 WSS o B EE & 20 oy R E T
20T, AIfFR—U&E&ENTwErok, Tk, L KEHZNZ
N20FMZ FRiEE LM CEE CHflid 2 FEREELTo%2., £ L C,
(RO E - FMMirobflRmEEDLY FLA» ?2EHLAEGAEE, Yok
I BEAPH A TLKEI v, | CHHEGKACTHE T 28HMEZ L&, &
i, PR RIEEB) o, ANOREHY T — & (A, Fim, EHE, &
YR AT AT vy —bicHE L, EEBE, AERE, Ty —
b iZ$ X T Qualtrics (https://www.qualtrics.com/) % v TIERK L 7=,
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Figure 2.7
WE9E 3 @ E B Ffic %

Haiku Creation

Pre Appreciation Post Appreciation
5 haikus & 20 minutes 20 haikus & Questionnaire
5 ink paintings 20 ink paintings
SI hE B CALES v
egan DT BE IR & E B0

Evaluation Task

s8R0 o E2d »ho

EINZ HDMY 125 RiFhr7e

T—2 3

BEADHIT DWW TIE, R (4.1.2) D lavaan Sy 77— sem A% A w7z
(Rosseel, 2012), v 7 A% 4 X 500007 —+R+T7 v T iEEHCT,
BIVEIR X o 23k & EMFEM o BIfR 23, FERPEHCHT 2 Bilo&ic X
S THMNMINZET VARG L 72,

2.3.3 #BR

HIE L7 4THH O BHEH & t BE DR %, RBM (Fefy, /KEH),
HET - HER T A FHIICIAR L 72 (Table 2.8; Figure 2.8), Wi NDIHHICE
Wb FEFHoEERD LD o T,

Table 2.8
HFIEH O BHE & LMot BER R
Creation Control
t p
M SD M SD value value d [95%CI]
Haiku
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-.08

Beauty: Pre 499 .70 5.05 .93 -.42 .68 [-.45, .29]
) -.21
Beauty: Post 477 .77 495 .92 -1.11 .27 [-.58, .16]
Awe for Art: Pre 4.49 .89 4.47 119 .06 .96 .01 [-.36, .38]
Awe for Art: -.27
Post 4.59 .86 4.82 .91 -1.43 .15 [-.64, 10]
Awe for Artist: -.04
Pre 4.53 .96 457 1.20 -.19 .85 [-.40, .33]
Awe for Artist: -.20
Post 461 .91 479 .98 -1.04 .30 [-.56, .17]
Difficulty: Pre 5.06 .91 491 1.07 .78 44 .15 [-.22, .51]
e ) -.12
Difficulty: Post 5.10 1.00 522 1.03 -.63 .53 [-.48, .25]
Ink painting
Beauty: Pre 496 .81 493 1.27 .16 .88 .03 [-.34, .40]
. -.10
Beauty: Post 494 .70 5.03 .99 -.53 .59 [-.47, .26]
Awe for Art: Pre 4.73 .89 472 1.24 .03 .98 .01 [-.36, .37]
Awe for Art: -.13
Post 4.79 .73 490 1.02 -.66 .51 [-.49, 24]
Qr"g’e for Artist: 4 g9 97 480 131 -02 .99 .00 [-.37,.36]
Awe for Artist: -.10
Post 4.84 .80 493 1.07 -.53 .60 [-.47, .27]
Difficulty: Pre 5.50 .79 547 1.14 .11 91 .02 [-.34, .39]
Difficulty: Post 5.48 .84 5.47 .95 .09 .93 .02 [-.35, .38]
Kic, EEMOELIoEBHa vy e —ALLAaDRS, EEHKOEL XD

Fil
BRI 2500 RE2FARLLD, ZHEOMBRIERTE AL > 72
(B =.08, SE=.13,¢t=1.07, p=.29; Figure 2.8A), [Afkic, E&H icH
T2RPOSLAEREZDRBICOVTD, O RRIEECE AL
27 M ~DRBOZICOVTIIARETH o722, RO ITETU
RERKLTEY, avine—r o BEEROFMICH L TLY R
DREEL TV (B =.14, SE=.13,t=1.87,p =.06), KEMHIZTDW
T, 4HHIRTKBLTEMFOMBIIAEETIE 2D > 7% (Figure
2.8B).
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Figure 2.8
HE4) (A) L/KEME (B) DHIEHICH T 2 HAT - FH T X+ 05 A%

Beauty Awe for Art Awe for Artist Difficulty Beauty Awe for Art Awe for Artist Difficulty

0.4 04

0.3

0.2

condition

S o4 S oa
S S . Creation
£ =
© B ° L | M cone

0.0 ——

0.1 0.1

0.2 0.2

Creation Control ~ Creation Control ~ Creation Control ~ Creation Control Creation Control ~ Creation Control ~ Creation Control  Creation Control
Haiku Ink Painting

REic, RAMERE o5k, Bito&, ZELIoMFEE A Z0IcE
otk frToze c?, EMEefEHCRT2EBRoEIHEERMENE%
AL (ERZFN, b=.49, SE= .07,z =6.65p=.00; b=.42, SE = .08,
z=5233,p=.00), TEENTHDL LB o7 (Figure 2.9), 2%
b, kI RfE2 oL EREMT LT, FM-CEFH T T 2 Bl

DEhBMEIN, ZULBENOEL I ZER > T D,

Figure 2.9
BIER < o B2 Ed (A) L1EHE (B) i3 2 BHio & % #EAn
ELIxHHT I EZR2ENET L

A B
Awe of Art Awe of Artist
63" g9 70" 597
Difficulty Beauty Difficulty ™ Beauty
507 — .01 507 — .09
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2.3.4 EE

K ci, BIERBEE LG 2 3Bl RrIhhrobon, EEIC
BU AR 0RES, BoOSEETARBGEE 2 L2HL I
mote. AMENEE X 0Bk, BioazsHne L CENFMEHWT 2
BRIETHEEZLET 20 THY, ZMEBEEHICHST2AEREX 0
WBAELLEDIIICHEELTCWEI22IHICHLIPCTEIDDTH L, B
D& I ENEEICHE T (Keltner & Haidt, 2003; Takano &
Nomura, 2020), P E IC BT 2 R0 S oM & ERFEM & o B b
WE TN T\w 3 (Hitsuwari & Nomura, 2023), X 5 ic, BI/ER % X % J&
CB3IREEE~DRPOEZEL 2w MAIE, Biioasiisnzi
fiieFrEICER LAZEZCIMEINIEEFECTHLI I L2 bbMMHTE 3
(Graziosi & Yaden, 2021), X bz, AFETIF, Zfficx+ 3 Bigo &
LEBR N T 2 RBOSEN A CHIEL 2D, FAfFoERErEs Nz, &£
MOBRIEKTERULAZLEFLCRLIEETCH D, TP ERZOb D
DRKEXIZIETOD, FREEELAABREGRILIIA-—YORKET %
BT odr, B2VIET—T4ALORNOREILFETOH»IE, ElEE
FEo B o 2% HIE LTI (Luke, 2021) 25 AHTH 2, L 725
2T, BoZ2oWREFEFECRA LT 2 e EETHL LEDN
% .

2AMRL: EBROBEBBEEZ KL TV 3 Ko HkEEE

2.4.1 F%E

Wrge 1 < id, BRSO THaEE2iTo 7228, Kt CclEz oI hk
WO O WEWRIE % F v €, BB RE IR IRIR & 1 5 EER % 1T o 7,
B1ET, REFZICOVWTHRNAZ X I, fMRIICRE TN 3 HER
YHFEEZH T, ZMEBRCELELZREL AN =R b0 TRE %
fTTOMIELBEML T2, MBMRY, MRI N CHEREE 21T > 2058 13 1F
ELRWY, FhlfosEEMh o ERE I TDIL T2 (Bohrn et
al., 2013; Gao & Guo, 2018; Wassiliwizky et al., 2017), EA{KHic,
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Gao & Guo (2018) Tld, HEFe =MW ThAVWEIX 2 EE L 72K, HEFFO
TP, VIR AT ELE (OFC), WifllE BB, A#i sk, /o 2 & B 5
H (SMA), AHUHiBEI2EMEL L 72, OFC iE, SEEMICKRL 3, HE
E, B, BENTH A CE s THEEET 2 e BRI LN TEL 0D
EEEEOKLE D W ZKETH 5 (Ishizu & Zeki, 2011; Tsukiura
& Cabeza, 2011), MM A T, BRZECHAE & & o HMl R & XN 5 K
Wbl bbIoBERICIENEIST S5 2 L2395 o7 (Bohrn et al.,
2013; Wassiliwizky et al., 2017), ¥ 7z, fMRI LAt T b 55 hFic i %
o7z ERlEEZBmasiTbnTts Y, fFlZI1X Obermeier et al. (2016)
i, HEEFob 222 vk, HLPBEEAZVRZ VYT LD DL, SFED
BEWRHA —BUCRIE T % N400 ° SUENLHE R SCEAT i BAE 3 2 P600 @
ERP )G (%) B/ hNE oz b ZHL 2T L 72,

AL, CZEFTCOMETCTMNATEEZIT> TEZBKEICOWT, %
DIFMEEBRFT T2 EHE 1 OHWNE T5, 4 A -V OoBEKRE, BEED
WEBRPE, MR OBERME, BIEOBRME 2 ML T\ 2 Ko MiGEE 2 2 xn
i, TN TN OoBREZXA T I2EMNT LR LELOND, KA mFEER
MEICLEWT, 4 A=Y OBEKRMEIXAE THIER (Tomasino et al., 2022),
B o BEBR 1 (2 /2 P ATBH AT E & A/ (Seger et al., 2000), fi# B o BEER
P & A6 5 TE AR S & PN A T SE AT BT SRR 0 WG B KT (Heidlmayr et al.,
2020), BRIEOBEBEMEIZ2HIREE (Egner et al., 2008; Nomura, et al.,
2003) LBEE L CTE 2, 2% 0, RWFFICHEVTDH b OKHE O IEEH)
BROoh R TFRREING, £/, FAEEO MRITTRBZFEEL W
26, MRI N CHEA) @& EMFAM % 17\, fEA2335 L v & FRAfi & 27 I
OMEEB Z MG 2 2FE20HMNE 5, Lk L 72%EM & BE
MTEI < H 5, WREATE R, Wil RE, AffERE, RBR&-C MR K
REDEMALRFHEEINS (Bohrn et al., 2013; Gao & Guo, 2018;
Ishizu & Zeki, 2011; Wassiliwizky et al., 2017),

2.4.2 /i
&

59



RIFFE I HE KL HE LM ERMGHZ B S (CPE-510) KR HEN K% A
CHEE DO KRKHEERE MRITTEEX L EEELRZE S (22-003) DERRE %
FCRBI N, G ZLOMEE - BHEEDO R WSINE 42 AV HEZ
N, RET -2 E%FRW7Z 394 (Muge = 21.69, SDue. = 1.64, HIE 24
B, KW 1sH) Botfrans, IR - BIET CRAVICHEZR W & 2 ER
A ICHERR L 72,

=M

Bz ThBEZBDOFOHER 1000 (A1, 2008)] 1B X h 7= HE
MEFHLEZ, AEBRICSML TR WSINE 169 %2 NRICTHAE%
T, BEBRMES X 0 s v & FEli & oz kR 48 1), X WKW & FREAM & 7z fE
Mag ) zRM L7, ThozPEndofiHLEZY Az 2200, &
Bzo s orrEE, ML,

FiE

ZM#E L, MRINT22DX R %{To7, 1 DHD X R 271k, BKE
i x 27 ©, R LICXY, pEINE IHEHEOM M OMBERMES (4 X
— YV OWERYE, BROBEYE, BIGFoBH®ME) 2 1 2K BRI 2K L&
W b4 T ETOBBKRIEZKL S| © 4B CFEfli L7z (Figure 2.10),
PEf iz, EH -l - TAEKSHCBEBNICRREI N, FALETIZoWw
T 3 [l MEBRYE & GRAf L 72, 3 FEAH O BEBRME 0 & & FEAf 3 2 A i G fffi 05 A
K7V RLNCHREINTZ, 220HD 2 2 271%, EEMFMO L2227 T, &
Zclk, EA -t TABHi-o - REOHEN%Z 6 BEEEL, 1 T2 E
LIZRELARWV] 2264 T THELIZKL S| O 4 BB CiEMfiL 7=,
KRR TR, A—NICHRAM L ZZEBBRRECERHEYHEPCEHEL T S
o7, BRIMRE L IMEEE L OBIRIC D W CTIRARIFIE TIIEHE L 2 v,

SHEE 1 ik, o3I TBIEDMEBRYE] 2N A 7= 4 FEXH © BEBR 14 © 77 78
BARBEI NI, AR CE, FH2BRENICRTT S w) T b, k)
O—#EFc [BH#E] 2 /AEF e 3R#EEE Ex, RIL 7%,
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Figure 2.10
Mot 4 O LB Fh 2

INHICROFEABZIET, »

f&g. @RR SHounThnr x24 kI x 2 AT

o + ] 1 ROBEBtE 1 EFEL TCRE L
0.5% I

k2

. ER+mt+TAE
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wED HFnEIZ wWED HF0FIZ E0A

3.58 3.58% 3.5%
TR ROBIKIE|ZENGUTIA? [EROMIIEIRENBNTTA ? [ROBBIEIGENGTIR?

_

1 TN 4 LTLRTRS 1%@uTRY arTERETES 1 ¢emTaL 4 ETHREITES.

MRI % %E

HERKENEHRDORKMNERBTAET 23 727D MRI AF v F —
(Siemens L # Verio, Germany) Zfifl L, 32 F v v A LD~y Fa v
AW T MRI B ZHAEL 72, BMEIGRIE~LF Ny FiRE % CHUS
L7z, MBS, ~AF ANV EE 772 %2—4, 27428761, 274
ZE 2.0 mm, A7 A4 AR O0O0mm, 7t Lr3+ 4 X2x2x2mm, 7
Uy 780 &, M YiELKM (repetition time; TR) 2000 ms, T = — HKFf
fil (echo time; TE) 43 ms, #RQRMHE I (field of view; FoV) 192 mm,
Wi~ 1rU 27296 x96 THol, Tl i@ H{RIL, Magnetization
Prepared Acquisition by Gradient Echo (MPRAGE) &% H W THUS L
2o MRS, EENREL, 274 2B 208K, 2RT74ZFE 1.0
mm, A7 4 XM 0.0 mm, KZ7+ArH+ 4 X1.0x1.0x 1.0 mm, 7V v
7 9, TR 2250 ms, TE 3.51 ms, FoV 256 mm, &~ F UV 7 X
256 x 256 TH o7z, AR IEE~y FaAr ity o2F b8z @EL
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TETRLE. VIO 4 MOBEBRIZ ) A XBRELY, T—F2REEL T
WD I ED T2 bR L 72,

fMRI 57— % o g JL 22

Statistical Parametric Mapping 12 (SPM12, Wellcome Centre for
Human Neuroimaging, London) & MATLAB 2022b (Mathwork Inc.,
MA) &\ CTIMBERE - P BB HEHR O RTALBE 21T > 72, £ 97, IRE L Witk
REE{RICH LT, ko 38274 2u ke L cx4Iv7MiiExL
kT, BHEOB T MIEZIT >, MHIEICIEET - Ef - HIROFATHEE)
BLOLETE - A - AiRE ORI X s AL EH w2, £k, &
SN O I REH & # MNI (Montreal. Neurological Institute) Z[H 142
L LT, BHEES® - BHBE®R - MEBRE®RZ2>HEHLL CHbL
oo TN DO EMIEE AT o 2 MK REHIR & 0 FIL L 72 T G i &R o fr &
b s zoic, WELHEZA T, #&SNE O R GE & o F 2 g
A&ESMEOMEEBIRICELGDE 2, ERGbE U % T o 7 i aE
EgIcNL <, 7v 7L -tz REENEE LT o2, Ric, 8x
8x8mmODA YT VT 4N ERGTEBNTFELET 72, 2ELL
TR RE R T LT b ERIMRELZIT o7, BF 7 2L DRERAICAH
ANAT 4 VKX — (cut off: 128 s) Z#HA L TIREMK 7 41 X% REL 72,

2.4.3 #HR
TBT—%

SHIE ORI OB AR (2 1 H & 3 [ H o BRI 0% 5) & FEH
DHBEZREI LA B, 4 XY OBHKRE (r = .22), BROBERMY (r
28), BIEOBRYE (r=.12) L wIFh b EOMHBZREL % (ps
001). BEA DMERYE 25 0 & 2 B2 AR R B b S LI KR BT
AT HEHE A3 RIS X 7

A

ik T — &
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9, HWO 1 2HTH 2, 3 o BEHRMEZ ML T 2 Koo BB IC
HEWiEH 0802t Lt, FUBERLAE3RAH O ZH#E L
Twa sHHEEMmEL, 42—, BN, BREOBEIKRMEZFFML T 5K
DWMEB OB ZMT L2 23, TROBHREDEWIC X 2 MO
HEWII R Ik o ik,

KT, BEBRME O Gl & A o 72K (3 M E /203 4 8) KD o 2K (3 M
T3 45 OMKEELZHE L2254, 2 Ch3HMoBREICEWTHERE
xRN TMEBIIRE I ko,

mtpic, BEMEOFM 2 o 72 LK > 2B D B AE & TLik L 7z
ZORER, EB&ER (prwecorr < .01, kg = 1742) & EFMITER (prwe-corr
= .04, kp = 394) P EEREWLZR L & (Figure 2.11),

SRR, BERESEM AT o T 3R TE R, BRPEOFREM AT o T
W 5 IO M ER % T LT B, BERRMEFEA &2 1T o T\ 2 REICHEBR 1 o SR IC
L2 ETS &, BEKEZR LU T30 MEH », Mz ctick?
WG 2l B HEECTH 00 TH DL, FKICHFEREESEKORMIGEE 02 % A C
WE DI, BEBREFEM (KA 3) 2fTo T 3Ky DTH 3,
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Figure 2.11
FBEELE W (vs. MK 0) B iE AL 3 2 aE i

2.4.4 EE

ARG, MRINCHEMEEHE - §Rfi 2175 2 & T, ¥ CHAHEE
BERERFALE, £F, THTF—2cB0T, 42—, @GR, B
RO WD BN EEE L FoMEL R Lz, Tk, BHRELHEENED
BOMBEZRLAEZME Ll 2o MEEZILR LA, T 20 b BEENIC
iz Ty 2T, FRAOL{LEEZMAET 5 LB TE, BHRENRYIC
FHEEL, 2200 T 28R CERERZLENZ WRENT®R I L
7z

MtHE 7 — 2 iIc 2w T, £9, 4 X — Y OBERYE, RO B, K
OB %M L T 2 RFOMIEE) 2 bk L 2458, FERMIEE o=
RO hr o, %81 TRKIFELERFAITICX o T, 4EOBEKEL
SHEL 2, W2 ZNLEZ RN T 2EM TGO o7, &
72, 3EOBKEO ZNZNITE T, Tl EE TMEREZ i L <
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b, BEGEELZ R TREREIE O Wk > 72, EERETIC 3 o Bk
DR E, ThZhoBHRERS AL &b ICHERLELME, ZhTdh
SMEDOBHRMEDORZHICECED 722 d Lk w (c.f., BHRMEDOKL
HiZEB 2 O ANEHS K E v, Eddington & Tokowicz, 2015), =l ic
B4 2 EIERBRO LR, BREOEMTLLZ Y Z 20 R 0nWIEE S,
iz oz DI ROFECL > TEHBICALZ L2 EZTEREN
T ¥ Y (Hubard, 2015), BHREL WIBRI T TR ZOARFICREL &
ST LE--ABEERDZ, T HIT, KFEOSMERHEHDOEANTH
b, JEFGEF X, FHiFMcoBEESAK EAMONTWL S
(Kaufman et al., 2009), BEBRMED X 5 R A& IO W THEEIC
X % FFfi (WF9E 6) & RGBSR REN M 2 MGt 3 2 C & IFBRZE WA L 7
%

PEA) O BT O M REIC D W T lt, FEML S L2 L K
RPAi U7z We o2l BE ] & Aedgk Elic B B ARG EABE s iz, fE3k,
e flsE R B0 » 3 KF7E o G WAL ICBEE L (Suzuki et al.,
2008), Lk ERIEX¥EErEYECTCLVEELT 2 A RI LT
% (Hartung et al., 2021), TN L DEITHME 25, BEHREOMEIC X -
THRFZ > 2 EMULIEA AL b, ZoRICCFEEEZBCIERL, FEMN
ZREL DRI TARBRI N,

25 82E8DF LY
FH2EDA4DODMIEICK o T, BRI, L#@ETELENTHY, 20w
Z, TEIZHMR AT BERZD L LBRBI Nz, ERGEE TERN
ZELC L THEEEZRSTIMERALE S DEATRI LD, BRO
BRI P Tch 2 d Lk, LALADEDL, L4180 T, Mk
BE2DLINo OBEHREZXH T 2 EHMNTIE/OoNT, B3 HUKROWIET
X, BHREEZREZC 120 &ae LTz, thoZHICcX 2B EZ2HK
L Tw L,
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FIFEERELEXHORRZRBEISIAF

31 ARG AN EBHELEEHONLER
3.1.1 FRE

TZhblid, BHRELEFEEROEMLBEFRZRHEST 2, SE LR
Rz Y TR ED T,

T3, AR CE, Rt RAMCFMMIh sy, LRICHEL 72
=i chb sz ers, FHoENEECHET 2 UK ETTY) 2L %
Hi & L7, BIREME O XLZED, o EMFEMicEE L5 2 % R
Wrd s, Rt e lELES T2 2 hEm Rt & KSR & & F 2
b TWw3 (Hall, 1976), HAZ &GO ®m Xk T, AL EELL

FHwL N, @BohavERPER I Z DK L, KXkt & T

X, EBonsd i fEEAEINL, HLORRPHRWICHHEINLE,
DX D bW R X, AHESE M B8 BRI I 5 BB o UL R
&L CHlE XN TE 7~ (Bottesi et al., 2016; Gelfand et al., 2011;
Hitsuwari & Nomura, 2021; Lauriola et al., 2016; Spector et al.,
2001) 72, AUFZE CIIBEIRMEMPE DS HE L, BEBERME (Fic, EWRiCET
LWEBRTE) I3 2 HAN LKA (FFic A4 > N) OREE L PEf o &1 EF
fii & O BI6R % BT L 72,

3.1.2 ik
eIk

AW IR EREREBE BN M LT ES (CPE-353) DKR %
72, ZMEOHE X, HABHEEMFICEHAD I J 9 FY —v v 7
— Y ATH 3 CrowdWorks %, F A4 VEEFEH AT I3 Prolific
(https://www.prolific.co/) ZFIFH L7z, & 500 Ao HAGEEHE D 7 v
—FIN, Z2DH)b 46 ADBEHRBMD 2 2D %7 v a3 v TIHRE I NMH%Z
BT 2RI A Lo (TTYvayFoy 7ER) 2D, 450 N (X
293 %, B 1554, o244, M =39.52, SD=11.15) oAt
Re&Tote, GH4S8 ND VA VEBEERY 74—+ 3N, 2D H 85 A
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BT TFvyavFzy ZICERLEZEZD, 373 N (KW 1504, B 220
%, o34, M= 28.67, SD = 9.17) BN RE R o772, F A4
amaia OWEIRIE, FPA Y AN243 %, K= FPAN68%K, ZDfh 624 TH
o7 (&N A4 VEEFEEDONR Table S3.1 22 M), ¥ _XTomE L,
M AHICA Y 7+ —LF - avey b %1To 7,

ey )

HE4) 1%, HJ5E (Lowenstein, 2007) 2> 5B iEN7225, Z i HARDHEA
Ko TErPNZFUTCHKINTEY, P4 VEBEEREOWM AT THRE C
ERTE, ARICND LN TR IET T4 NofEAN (IMEEE,
SR, MR —2%, EMTH) cXs2db0Thsd, FLAEdIOLL, b
FVHMONT VRV DOET, BEIWHEIA T D, EENRIEAIT,
5-7-5 5Hi (HAZBEAOSGA) CHE s, FHICHEST2EE2 128
Lo EMTH S, Table 3.1 1%, HAFEL VA VEE, SFEDD OEFED
Eplcd 2, FPiFAETIH, ARBRICSML T 8 A2z Z o
BAEM CREMi L7z, Chicko%, 610XV 2774 7B RAT L
o EWVHIDH, TNETOMWRTRIFEALDHALRY T4 7DD
T, BT 4 TREELZMET 23D THo7720, 2 HT 4 7TREOFE
TR TR TERDLoDLDLTH D,

Table 3.1
KERICHER L 72HAKRGE, P A VEEAH & 5F o KiEHEA

Haiku  Japanese German English
1 —
ZDHE% Dammerung im Herbst Autumn nightfall
F< A7z Lic unddie lange StralRe and the long road
. ist ganz verlassen. empty.
Ko ; P
2 -
ML Im kiihlen Morgen In the cool of morning
SEhEE2 2 l6st sich von der Glocke der Klang  the bell's voice
. und entschwindet. leaves the bell.
> 32 D FE
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FhE

File T RTMEICESE, 2HERTHo 2, F 1HTIE, Z2ME I
e D i % 5t %, Positive and Negative Affect Schedule (PANAS;
Watson et al., 1988) ICAL AT % X 2 fam I iz, fEH o FFAl &I 2w
TOFALZTAZL, SMEEEAEHAL, THE, BIERERRZY
—vieRREI N, PEAIE, AT 10 o Xot Takli 7z

) CoffoE®RBAERS bW [ bhwv] EELELEDL?

2) oA NS HLWVWELWVWERLEE T ?

3)) O DA A =i ENRL b WEEHTT A ?

4y ZOFHIFENSDLDWVWERY T4 T or AN T4 7 HhdDTT?

5) ENL DLW ERY T A T orAaNT 4 7 nBEEEWEET LA ?

6) COAILLENL LVWEBOZEZREETTH?

) ZOHAIDLLENRL LW ZEZAY T HRELEET A ?

8) ZoffficEN L WKEI L 95 ?

9) TOPMIZENK LD ULIVERE LT T2 ?

10) SO0 BEBRBENLS L VWHETE E LA ?

Y

Y

Y

Y

RIFGE T, efrifge & oBEEA G (1) 2 BIREOEE, (2) 3%
MREliofEE & LT, hOLMICHlE L2, Z2mE i, k% 0~100 %
TAX—AN—CHEFEICFEIL, ROMICEALRE, FSMEL, 7 v XL
KRR ENZ 61 DHFHDK 3D 1 ZF MLz, T2y s YDk
Bic, SSMBERIERIO 4 o0 % REL T, SMENO HREEEE
A3 5 ko ko bz, ZORER, BHRY (riopaese = .55, Feerman
=.70) EBEEM (rrapanese = .71, Foerman = .43) O HREFHIE X, HEY)
PORIFOBTH o7z, F 2 TR, SMERUTOIEF TSME DK
Bk 23 flis 27 v 7 — FicRIZEL 7%
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1) BBERPEM M © H ARFEM Ambiguity Tolerance Scale® (ATS-1V; &I,
1981) £ 721 V4 v FEIK Measure of Ambiguity Tolerance (MAT-50;
Norton, 1975) THlE,

2) FFEEHL : Dispositional Positive Emotion Scales (DPES-awe;
Shiota et al., 2006) @ [R# D& NHRECHIE,

VKM 22 AT o LEIEMNE (R, 2021) 7213
Southampton Nostalgia Scale (SNS; Routledge et al., 2008) THl
iE

SV A PMERER: I=<U 2P EFEXRE (Kan et al., 2009) T
HIE S

5) N4 2 B ¢ Satisfaction With Life Scale (SWLS; Diener et al.,

/171

4)

1985) THIE,

6) FAMYE : NEO-Five Factor Inventory (NEO-FFI; Costa & McCrae,
1992) ¥ 7z 1% International Personality Item Pool NEO (IPIP-NEO;
Maples-Keller et al., 2019) THIE,

7Y HEMZWEC - HAEWHFAPE S RE © (Singelis, 1994) I X » THl

7E o

RRIC, ZMEFHHERZANORTFOT v 7 —FclE L &,

T2

AW D LR HIVIX, 2 208 7% 2 LBl EH T, BRSO %

EMZ2 DX CHWT2202MAT 2L THL, BSZMELSL K D

M Z7¥fMi L7279, RD Imed Xy 7 — (ver.3.6.1) & Preacher et al.
(2004) BHFKE LAV E - Y PR=ZXDY T} T

(http://www.quantpsy.org/interact/hlm2.htm) % T2 7 X N BE KK
(ICC) ZEtH L2, w1V FL XA EiTol, WEBEZKIZ, T LIC
ANF 281, ANTRYy XY v 7 (BHEFEHxYy2) v 7)) i,

SATS-IVIZI MAT 2 & Z IC{ER &S L 7=,
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3.1.3 BF&#

Table 3.2 i1C, HAGEFEE & P4 VEEGEE O KIHH O P & R E,
BIXUMBHEOEAMO tREDHERZ /R T (fhDIEHE IO\ TIiX Table
S3.2 &),

Table 3.2
HAGESE & VA4 Viahi & Ol & t BE D #fF R
Variable Mean (SD) t value p value 95% CI d
Japanese Speakers German Speakers LL UL
Ambiguity 44.44 (27.86) 37.22 (30.65) 16.81 <2e-16 6.38 8.06 .25 [.22,.28]
Beauty 55.46 (22.00) 55.98 (26.33)  -1.45 15  -1.22 .18 -.02 [-.05,.01]
Ambiguity Tolerance 4.49 (.51) 4.41 (.59) 2.29 .02 .01 .16 .15 [.01, .28]

HABEHE X FAVEBEHE IV OBEREORAR G2 o228, XL IO
A X A R o T, T, HARBEHFLSEREMECEBSREZRL
7z 6

WERRPE L fERI DXL S L o BRE R T 5201, fFaDEL I 2R
R, BHELE XL X020 0O R AR EZMLEL, SME ID &
MIDZ 7 v X LY R L TCRAMBET AT 2T o7k, ZORR, B
B (b =-.23, SE= .01, t=-38.67, p<.01) &BEBRM: L XL HEIEH
(b=-.08, SE=.01,1=-7.01,p<.01) HETH > 7 (Table 3.3;
Figure 3.1),

Table 3.3
BEERE & AL R o E L it b 2 3 2

Random Effects

Groups  Name Variance SD Correlation
ID (Intercept) 17.84 4.22
Ambiguity .00 .05 -.30
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Culture 310.50 17.62 -.07 .04
Lo
Ambiguity 12 34 06 93 .09
Culture
HaikulD (Intercept) 47.60 6.90
Ambiguity .00 .05 -.38
Culture 101.00 10.05 .08 -.06
o
Ambiguity .00 05 10 34 -01
Culture
Residual 349.80 18.70
Fixed Effects
Estimate SE df t P
value value
< 2e-
(Intercept) 55.45 .96 82.03 57.88 16
Ambiguit .22 01 129.14 -osee
gurty ' : ' 19.99 16
Culture .68 1.49 82.38 .46 .65
o
Ambiguity 210 02 192.71  -5.25 .00
Culture
Figure 3.1

PRy LM & Bk, UL o M A 1FH
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mm Japanese Speaker

German Speaker
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3.1.4 &

ARG Cld, HARFEFEH & VA4 V& 2RI, BRMEZ R 0 £/
Al i ZIE T RBICO W TR Lz, TR, SE PR L 7 BR%
Bz &, PEaicxt 3 2 EFM AR R 2 by oz, o
BRI DMHEERBS Y, FAVEEETCZOWENKE o, B
MRS KES A2 ONTCHHOENFFMAE T T2 & v )R, Bk
TEe R0 EXREEA e OBAMRICEET 2 v < D2 DETHFR (Millis,
2001; Swami, 2013) & =8 L Tw3, b5, fEaZH W= RITH%E
(Hitsuwari & Nomura, 2022a) T, 4 XA =V REHTH %13 &HEF) 0 E
N BECE LI REBELNTEY, TNIIHAREFHEE L VA Vi
FZoMBGicsnwTSHEOFELE KL Tws, 2o iz—HELT, f
DEREZDOD D LY S, BREDCHMELERMEICORDIP LI LEZRKRL
T3 (Muth & Carbon, 2013; Muth et al., 2015), #EA)icix, — R EEERH
BICRZ2 22004 A=Y %20 FC120EH%2E2 TlRRYE&EDE] &
WOHERD B, EE, EE P E ORIk E oS RE S R
N, BCOBLB5MREED 2, BEMEOLHESHCHNW T — X DHEE
ErREE->TB T EEEZ DL (e.g., Wilkinson et al., 2021), 5%,
FAEEORICED XS AR MBEXTOLTVIDON, f V2 a2—%
BLUCTEICRHNT 2 LBAETDH D,

¥ 7o, BEBRME L EWFMoEF TR, Xkt oMAEFRABA RN, B
PRI, BEBRMEIC X o CTHER o SEMFEAG 2K T 3 2 & Wi, HAGES
HIVD VA VEFZEDHDBREDL o7, ZOMBIE, @mavr sz At
KOHAEFEERI IV AL ERONRAFMicE 20cxL, Kav T
AP GO VA VEBFERZIAPETEITHREICR>TWE L%
RBLTWwd, 20 &k, BHREMMEOMEARROXLED S S EA T
b3 (Table 3.2), BHKEMEO X/LEZICHET 2RI -—EHLTEL T
(Bottesi et al., 2016; Gelfand et al., 2011; Spector et al., 2001), T
IR ROBE R (A 52 M 1Bl oBE, A HEEMEAMTE, BEBREMTE 2 &) obF 27k
B0, Tho2METILHENEOHEOKIICERL TS EFZ LN
% (Lauriola et al., 2016), AW TIX, HARGEEE O BRI M2 F A4
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L

VESEFOBKEME LV D Er o b, HAEFEZOBKED
ML _XARELThH, ENFEMEZ TIF23 2R EMEEEZELD Z &N

TEREFE2LDND,

3.2HR6: REEOARHR
3.2.1 &
EHE LEAEFEOEMEE - ABOHEREARZ LML AT

5. BlziE, POEFITHBEWEM MR BMERZIFAZY (Millis,
2001), HEMHMFEDO B 2 AL, feliz L D BEHKEZELS, XVEILL AW L H
EHL 772D (Silvia, 2013), HMFRIF, FEHMKXI LV DIRE - RIEOD 24
H (lacuna) Z WE2RAY - BH/RIVICHFA 72 0 (Pazzaglia et al., 2021) 5% C
EBRHONT WS, sFiCkB W Tld, HMRIT LV L OBEFZH W T
fiziTo> 2T, FHMACHZBEFAZR I T 2 &, HAKRD 4
HrfEzrlEdocdl, FEMRI 2WFHEL R eBREINT
% (Nenadié¢ et al., 2019), FEfJICH VT, £ (2007) X, EH
X, FEERBC X 2 - BiFo b, 2FNICHEg~0iFE L & 2
MU, AHFT4 7H2NEFOEHMICETHE LM 2 2L, PEESHE
A L FC 5 2 2B R R L 7,

PLEXY, REffEcit, PEFEIFNET B 27 cBEKRAY %
, PPl 2 ATREME A AT 5. KAWL T O®Y T°h 2 -

i

m

1) EHFIEREFE LR ALY, Bl TN BRELSS M TH
> THEMWNFMZEmLS T 5,

£, ROANZALERDLDICUTO 220 RS &R T 2
2-A) POEZK L, HETICK SN ABRELE WHEG 2, BERELZ KL -
$ERMAFMEFR T 5.

2-B) BEH I, FENCXBl SN ZBREL S U Z, JEFEH XD D
MWECHEKREAME I LItk h, ENFMEEL TS,
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Bepeic, BEBRME L BWREMEORITME LT, BKOKE LR TRB INT
Wb, BEANAERE L COMKOEEL KT 2

3) BERRME L, BBRZHA L CEMFMIcEELLE R 5,

3.2.2 A&
EmE

10 4E L EfkfE L CcHIR e ML T w3, £ 72103, fEa8E 2 PemMaE &
L CTwbd ANEERGER (B 114, KHEIH, Miue=44.55, SDuge =
9.16), HEMAIEZ L T w AZIEREE (B 164, 44, M.
=39.95, SDuge = 7.50) &AL, 204 T 2HELL, KFFEIE~1LY v
FES M- TEm I, R REZEHEEAMANOMHEREE R IC X

D KGR X L7z (CPE-577),

I

2009 22 o 2015 FF F COMMEIEAEAG S OFAREIC AEL 72
(KE - FBEEIRL) 77 RAA[RAEFEAIIOHNZ Y2 7R 7L AV 7IC
FOMB LA, POEH DM T 2 2 & 28R, familiarity (KFFEEICHK 2
L9 ARMAETRA Y, PoH V) BMMED, 2OoFMd T b PR
FRRELZ, ZD910MIcxt LT, CrowdWorks THE I/ 924 (&
M58 %4, LM 344, Muge = 43.38, SDuge = 8.91) SHEBRYE & BT 0 5 A
HOBATHMET Y, FHAHDBD2PLAVETEREEIA TS| L 1A
THEZPEAIZBRAL 215, BEBRME2 @ W &Rl X L7z 20 ) &KW &R
fixh7z20 2R e LTHEHL %,

Fih &

PER) & RFMMIH H 2 Brwv T, KERFHe 2 35 2-A PR 5 HER L T
5, AvIAveEMLESMER, Uz 10EEEL &, 6 >2D#E
MO(EL X, BEBRYE, BBk, KAGM, EEEE, FRRE) T, 7T Z
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Tolze 1 MOG340 2 & ROFERA) R T, G40 o EE, FEfM
%??Of:o

T =29

fEBERE - EBEBRPE R A EMEEM (EL & L IFKIE) K5 2 2 B2 RAY
RETVCHF T 2, FV X LHRICPFAEZEALL, RiT, BLbh
WEWRPE S E M EEAT Ic 5 2 2w B AR ICEAMRET VTR T 2, T
bDOEIEICIE, R D ImerTest »¥ v 7 — ¥ (Kuznetsova et al., 2017) &
emmeans (Lenth, 2023) ZfH L 7=,

3.2.3 %%

3, AEE - JERGER CRBER - WmBEIRIER 200 T, FIfE & R
iz, 28RN OL EHBFEREZFHEL 2 O % Table 3.4 ITR
R

Table 3.4
H oL A EHE & % L o #5 R

Expert Novice
Low High Low High Anova
ambiguity ambiguity ambiguity ambiguity
Beauty 4.3 1.39 4.34 1.2 3.97 153 3.85 1.45 Expert> Novice

Ambiguity 2.84 1.3 3.86 141 223 136 455 1.67 High> Low, Interaction
Interest 428 141 449 121 4.3 152 415 151
Valence 458 147 409 121 471 1.65 3.6 1.31 Low > High, Interaction

Arousal 465 1.27 438 1.17 433 153 3.92 1.32 Expert> Novice, Low > High

Expert > Novice, Low > High,

Liking 434 144 425 124 424 1.6 3.52 1.36 .
Interaction

KA, SIS & 7 K BERR - S BEEROE R o LR EE 2 POEE - JER
EECLICRAMRETAOTHEAELL, ZoME, ELIEHWHT2ET

-
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NMiTEWT, HGEE (b= .32, SE=.09,¢t=3.61,p<.001) DFEFhEIZ
HETHo70, PEAIOBEBRYE (b =-.12, SE=.21,t=-.58,p=.57) %k
XOZHEEM (b=.17, SE=.13,t=1.32,p=.19) 3EEETH > /-
(Figure 3.2A), HFEEZFHWHT 2 T L ITEH W TIX, PEH OBEBRME (b =
71, SE = .16, t=-4.35,p < .001) DEFE L ZHAEM (b= .63, SE

= .14, t=4.65p<.001) EET, PEE (b=.10, SE=.10, ¢t =
1.04, p = .30) DEMRIFZIEHFETH - 72 (Figure 3.2B),

Figure 3.2
e DB E S MEBEBORGZEENEL X (A) LIFEE (B) K5 2 2 E
A B
4.50 4.4
]
L
4.25
> 040 Expertise
§ _\_E,_ Novice
s 400 - @ Expert
3.6
375
Low ambiguity High ambiguity Low ambiguity High ambiguity
Haiku type Haiku type

¥z, BUONBHRELEWIFTMICEG X 2 E LM Lz, O
B, ZELICODWTlk, PEE (b= .41, SE=.06,1t=6.42, p <.001)
DEMBIEIEECTH o 7228, BHKM (b= .00, SE=.03,t=.01,p =.99)
BLOKHEER (b=-.06, SE=.04,1t=-1.33,p=.19) 3EEFETH -
72 (Figure 3.3A), B EIT DO W T, FEE (b= .42, SE= .07, ¢t =
6.09, p <.001) O FEHE, BERME (b =-.10, SE=.03,1t=-3.17,p
0 oFEHMBIEIEET, KHEFH (b= .07, SE=.05,t=1.46, p
15) 3IEHEETH > 72 (Figure 3.3B) RAFMAIMIAMICHEETETH

A
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2500, 777 i3, EFCBOWTERERXFEKEICEZ 28D E
BEMEIN TV BMHEAEIPE TN 3,

Figure 3.3
BEIREE & S04 O WEE S L X (A) LIFBIE (B) K5 X 54

ANSY
i

5 5
[ T —-.
—

4 4 .
> o Expertise
§ 5 Novice
m - @ Expert

3 3

-4 -2 0 2 4 6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
Ambiguity Ambiguity

T oic, FHTICKH T N ARBERR - GRS 2 AEE - EREFE S
DX ICHEREZGFFML 222 RT3 2, BHREZCBER L L2 RAR
RETVERS T 2L, FOOBEKME (b =2.32, SE=.15,¢t=15.58,p
<.001) DEME, FGEE (b= .60, SE=.10,¢t=6.09, p <.001) OE
B, REHAEM (b=-1.30,SE=.14,t=-9.25,p < .001) 3L THETH
> 72 (Figure 3.4), Z OfERICEML T, PEERIC, M 40 [ o BEE
HEEIFREORAK%Z 7a v + L7z (Figure 3.5), HGEH (X, Faiic X7l
SN T ARMERR - S R O AU o BEBR R GE Al o 5 S S HIHE T 7R < (0 BR DY K
DhNE ), FFRAEFIFZERPIT-E D LT,
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Figure 3.4

SNE OFEL & PR O BEIRME 23 IR PERE Al I 5 2 5 52 &

4 +
Expertise

2

2

._g Novice
< @ Expert

Low ambiguity High ambiguity
Haiku type

Figure 3.5

HEH (A) LIEPGEE (B) AFFAM L 72 1) 40 1) o BRI & 47 K @ B
At
A B

6 Haiku type 6 Haiku type

Low ambiguity Low ambiguity
=== High ambiguity == High ambiguity
5 b 5
] ® .
o ot o . .
3 . [ ° o 4 Y
% ®, : o ¢
d —
o ®
? 3 1 ) .' %
®
1 2 3 4 5
Ambiguity

3 4 5
Ambiguity
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RiZIC, BHRELIFREOBANERL L CoBKOEELYRNT 5, %
T, AEHF BT, BHREIFERECNLTCHERECADOEE (b =-.116,
SE = .022,z=-5.157, p < .001), BRI L CHEELREDEE (b
= .088, SE = .032,z=2.769, p = .006) %/~ L 7z (Figure 3.6A), I
REICE 2 2 EBiconwTd, FEOEELRRLAZ (b=.750, SE=.025,
z=30.306, p<.001), THICXY, EWHREOHKEL NL ZMEHED K
SHICHE T (b wroe = 066, SE = 024, z = 2.758, p = .006), BEBEM:
DIFEE TN T 2 RANAFEZIADO/FATHI DD, EEERICK - T
(b gsme =-.049, SE = .033,z=-1.511, p=.131), EFEHFITH VT,
BERRPE XN L TCAHBICADRE RS 27228 (b =-.123, SE
=.020, z = -6.253, p < .001), HIRICHN L CEAEAEE LG A b o
(b =-.006, SE = .028, z=-.218, p = .827; Figure 3.6B), HHIE 2 ifJ&KJE
CHZ 2B IconwClk, EOogEEZ2R L7z (b=.702, SE=.025, z =
28.306, p < .001), BHMEOBMEZ N L -MEMREIEE T AL (b ys
wx = -.004, SE = .020, z=-.218, p = .827), BEEEM O IFKE 1§ 24
BBV EIRELRTI IS o7 (b gsywe=-.127, SE = .028, z = -
4.574, p < .001),

Figure 3.6
EE (A) LIEIVEE (B) 105 T 2 BEBEYE AAF I E I I 5]
D 1A 75 R

v

J

&
¥
N
hen
/|

5

A B

Interest Interest
.088"/ \ 7507 -.OOC)"/ \ 7027

Ambiguily — =— Liking Ambiguity — =— Liking

167 -> -.049 237 > -1277
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3.2.4 &

RIFFECld, AEH L IEMET ORI 3 2 3Rl 2 i L 72, 1
DHORHZ LFT 2 L oic, BOEFFIFAZEH LR AY, Falic Xl
NEBEREL2SOHEATH > THENFHMZ FTF 2w e nhr oz, F
7z, 2 O0HORHMICOWT, PEF RN Z I VB TH L LKL TWT
b, EHEZH I EIFMAE T T RN AW L TR o2 L FKC, A
RSN 7ZBRE AECHENICE T O EREZ X 0O CFEML, Mg
DAH=ZZALBRBENZ, TbiC, 3 2HORFMICOWT, IEHICE
W, BEBRMESEEE B, 2hickoT, WREICADHEL L 2 2L
b EBHON LR T,

T, RAWRELE R T B Lo, BoEHF I, FREFLERALIEY -
Al 2 LT\ B Z & o 72 (Millis, 2001; Nenadié et al., 2019;
Pazzaglia et al., 2021; Silvia, 2013), $fic, Silvia (2013) 2%, HFHMH
WO NIE, Bt X VHEEES, XVERELLAVIEERLE LD
i, BEEA LA T, BRAEGICNL T HEKEZRF THET 2
CENTEDZZEBRBINA, SEIE, FFHAEHIC K o THAETICIKBE
BE - MEEBROE XAl X iz, Zhid, PuEFICL > T, Thig &K
MBI NTHWHRWI ERHAL2 LAY, FEFICX - T, HEGEEZT
ST EAZHEKEFENERE2GONEZ2D LAV, 2, KIfKiCE
WT, BLILHRED 2 ODENFHMOEBEBEEEZ M 7z, EL X LU
REPEIE, ENREZNE S 2 MHALEDORE CTH % Aesthetic Emotions
Scale (AESTHEMOS; Schindler et al., 2017) i&HWTdH, [HLKETICE
LTwa2, KifFEicswTid, Ao 2#E%ZR L 7& (Figure 3.2 XU
3.3)0 HFEMRICE VT, EOFAM L Y b EE O Rl © 725, FHlA A
R ERZEWIERDIREINTH D (Sidhu et al., 2018), F IR
DEMM Z G L 228, FHPAICBEWTED XS kT R TERITAM LT
YT LAY O ESHIERML TS LELD S,
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3.3 ME 7 :Al{E, AR, HAFIDLILE
3.3.1 FRE

FREEOREEEEZE RS LT, ZMELT AL, WMEL 2200
NV T —vavhbBELTERZITo T ZEIEEND L,

WAE, AT T — F2ABE L TH Y, midjourney KfRFE I N 3L AE AT D
—fRfLic X oT, ZDBEWIZI LI LT T3 (e.g., Elgammal et
al., 2017, L ¥ = — (% Cetinic & She, 2022 &), L2 L&A 5, iBH
CEHEHEREDOHEEMICH R, FOXFL Vo SHBEMTIE ATIZ X S
AfEREZRERECTCH S, SN 2R ZRILDHIIETIE, AlGF%,
AT DERK L 72D 05 6 AM 235 L 72 Human-In-The-Loop (HITL) & 4
B EEIC A28 A L 72 2> > 72 Human-Out-of-The-Loop (HOTL) IC /0% L
72 (Koébis & Mossink, 2021), Z O#5%, HITL ®FF D4 E 13, HOTL
DLV bEL, AMAPRMELZFLENL vk, 5, HITL &
ANHAMEREIZ, HOTL & AMAMEFF X v XA B HEECTH 2 2 L b
o, T LEMEERIC, AWK, PEf %MW T Kébis & Mossink
(2021) OB L ILRZ A A7, 2T OREBUIT, HFED 17 F (5-7-5) ITHIR
INEMRABRFOFHNCcHL 2FHICERLAEZZETH DL, FAERED
YhwizoBREELES 28 %, ATZEKRAEGEERL T,
FHDHPEBRTE 24 AV ICito CHHRICHERT 2871285 2
(Hitsuwari & Nomura, 2022a, 2022b), Z D 7%, D X 5 Ak fEa) O R
2, et BRI BEREFEEEND D, T, KT CTE
WREE R CHIEHIC X35 L 2T Tl ok®d, ALY
FOLMPCELEETLILEEIOLNTEZLE DK T (Brielmann et
al., 2021) zz=M L, AMEA L& ALfEA, 2L CzoXalfif % % miyic
BET L 72,

3.3.2 A&
smE

AR I EBRALOLIHEHIEL= > b - FRMGHEFEZTE S (2-P-21)
DERRB &Gz, MREP/NITVERET S L, EXINLPEND 3 O>DT;
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(bbb, ANEPEA), HITL #E4), HOTL #EH)) 3 2 729 1T ik,
322 N0 MERLEE RS, £ T, CrowdWorks Zi# U T 400 % D H
AKANZMEZHZEL, V=7 LCEBREToR, 77— F TREDRZK
ERD LT TVvvavFzy 7 CHEHUGRIERGONGD 0% 15 H DS
FURBRA LA, Lo, 385 N (B 191 A, LM 194 N, Mu,. =
40.9, SDuge = 10.1) DT —ZBREN LT E TN,

I

FoZfHie Py v A ENBIE L2001, ERIcEEn 5 FiEL 10
B, TNETRNOFFICOVWT T aBdkA LRSI TV D [
Beid] 2205, ADIKAZHEA) 40 4] (10 FER 44)) &AL, KL ICH
HahTtwafEaiz, wIFhd 7oicEiFlishTcnwsd, HFo7 v 7
—+FTiE, AL DU ERZZ ER ARV EERERL -, ALl DE
S0 owTid, dLilERERA S AT LA LM RELRRHAE L
LSTM (Long Short-Term Memory) 7 A 2 V) X LD A AEK > 2 5
LEMFEH L7 (JIUMAE, 2021; #ilifth, 2019), > X7 43 EF, LSTM I
Yot F—2 L c¥EInEzSHEETAEHA VT, RO
oy P EERT S, R, ARSI h - XECHEEMRIFZERAL, FET
B oRe BT 2b0%EERT 2, ERINLZLEFEET — 204
MeoHUEEZFTHEL, »2HMELV DHEUEOSLRHIKRE LS, F
EOMEICI T, AHINIHOKIIEAR L, I0EEOFELZLEN
CDOWT, ¥ AT L 36,442 205 624,130 DRI ZERK L7z, 7T
RALTE, AIPHAEL L TCoZYEZEEL, m&IC L2500 %
AL AER L 72 & L CHEfi L 7o AT 2SEERR L 72 kA0 o o 2 & B 1F 25 1C
20 7] (10 FFEA/ 2 M) %3, HOTLHERM & Lz, ¥/, T~F =27 -4
DHEDPEANIABIVELEREZMN T2 2008 (10 FEX24H) 2
HITL ) & L7z RIT, 80M % 40022572 2 2D Y & b ic #EF
AT, F YR Mid 200 NEPER, 105 @© HOTL fEf), 10 fJ @
HITL fEf) 2> & RERK X 1172,
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Ko, AEM% 20 3 BRSO Wik, TERE M A3 H Wi XT3 5
Ermat T2z cHwb Nz, SHEEOBEMMKEZ H W CHERKFFE L HE
L7, £, Interpersonal Reactivity Index (IRI; Davis, 1980; H & ftt
2017) BRFEM AR EZHET 2, o REF, HEOBEL, #ARE
W, MENE, 77v2Y—D 420 FTREPLRY, 5 4E M
5, H22LHE3WC, T=IXLORK®EZMET 2201, KAT =3I X4
RE (A, 2010) ¢ 774 7% 27 =3IXLRE (Okanda et al.,
2019) w7, FIE X, BRXAYoMElL, MAF O HIL, AV 5
Mo 3OO TFTMRERLSARS SHEINEHERETH 2, ZoREE, &
MEFlzZVicdbr2rbb 3, MAEYICHESLEMOFEL KL 2 EHM %
KMLTWw3, HEOREE, WMEYREZ T LESHEAZ KT 2
HbDT, 8§ ODHH (ko2 wi-b 95 %<, EiE, BEH, AE, 774X
T, NFFoK, E, &) L4200 Y Ok, £, E, HE)»rb, £FT
WEREERIBDETRTEALATD S S, B4, PR EMNICEE T 5 A
CHELEMEST S0, JFARERE BMBEICTHEE, 27V 74 7
Rt oRE, Eifi~oBLEFnk, Hsic, B, HERNE
& LT, Sugimori & Kusumi (2014) 2B Lz 4HAREZH T, 7
Cx VHRBOMEE L HUE~ORZEHEEBEL ., 2HB R T Y v VKB
DHEZ THFETHEL, RV 2HBHR T Yy VEBRABASICY TIF T
LEAVE SHETHEL 2,

Fh

SMEFA Vv E2—F vy P LOFEBR—-—JCT 7R LE, ZMERETT
AvZis—osVbF-avey ik, HEDOLELTEREZMBLZ, EK
E, PER RS 25 T e v 2, EAOMEES AM AL S 2T 2
Hill 7y 7, SMEOCHKFEEZMNEST 28 E7ry 7032071y
7 TR X L7z, Chamberlain et al. (2018) ICfEw, EEIRIE O E (AT
DHELZERB YR PCEETNL TV I 2L S 2OHEFAGK) X, ShHE
DY EY IS 7 ey 7 25T T L, RICHB 7wy 225873 52L&
Tavio—nlk, RYDFEHOSMHF L, mOICHH 7oy 72 25%T
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L, RICfivmy 7% % T Lk, Wity POZMELD, FETw v 7
FEBMORKBICTE T Lz, 50T, Wity boBMEFICIT 2 2058 7% %k
FAIRAP (ZNZENA40HZED) PRI, MHTOY X PICET 3R
O—BWHEEFHEL -, Bl 7 vy 2 Tid, ANEBE- 7280 & AT 2 E -
R E B IR R S, 21 HH I DWW T 7THFEECEEL 2, 21 THH
X, LI, 7YY T, A A=V OREHE, REM SEE, BEfoX,
JRAE NV T, FratE, &, B, B0, BELKERTECES Y, £X
EELTWIHEAY, TENZE, (FMEoohR)oEEw, i, #&
LoD, ~4 v F7vxY) vy, B, BELZVEASY, X —
Y—Tdh o7 (af L < IE, Brielmann et al., 2021), flFl 7 v v 7 Tk,
fEr 2 rnIh, s2mERFZLELEABICL s TEONEZD DR DD,
AMlCkoTEbhdbohorik i+ 2 Xokvbhi, FXToOf
FHIW L 212, HBOoF2A20 k2 120HHE (EE0) X4, —HHE,
R, PoEte, #EHMES, RS, MRME, S, HmEat KRB, =27
VA, ZOft) L EIRL -, BT, fEAEAMBE-> 72D 0 AL 25E
27 b D DEROMRMWIcOoT, AHEBTHLHHET 2 Xk h
oo FEMEZ m oy ik, Filw, A, R, BEFEcmz, bBdL kS EE
OREICHEZELTH b o7,

T—2 3

F1OHME LT, R (ver.4.1.0) @ anovakun B (ver.4.8.6; HE4,
2021) VT, ELIDEHEAEZ I AT ERREHL, —HEROEBDHT
(ANTEHEfR], HOTL #Ef), HITL #Ef)) Tl L 72z, b, RN D
20, [EZLw] Ao 20 HICOWTHRBEDO DT %2IT> 72, XICT,
Imer 2% v 77— (Bates et al., 2015) ZH WA EAGE T LITX D,
LLIUND 2005 MMiBE LI DRI THHATE 20 E 9 2B L
720 385 AN E 40 DHEFI 2257 2 A5 15,400 DA T HF R — 3 v
X, BET —2 L KEHNET — 2 oBE NI T %2 XHk (Arend &
Schifer, 2019) O ¥ v T A H A X &L Tk, BERIIEL D
Aa 7, MIZEBIZEL I LN OEMELUIND 20 ©FFAf, FHEIT=a v
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H—VEETH o, ZINE, i), REONEY (FHM 7 v v 7 2358 2>
M7ay 283 %r) B vELMPICANLNTZ, IEERIZZ 72 % —
WeH b I N7z, ZREIE, TRHABAIENOFMICKE CHEST 5/
HErH 570 (R, 2007), HHIZHLE L TED L, B 3IC, ZMEH
AN oL ATOFAZXAITE 22 EI RN ZDIC, by PR
BF ¥ VALV (0.5) bLABICERIZPE I P2 tREL &, EIC,
AN ELENEEZHATE 2222 DIC, K725 080
RCBAR, MAORMEEZMIER, ShELaE 7 v XoFL LT
—ALMIBIRAET AL (B R T4 v 200 20 L 7=, M ZEE S

ks,

3.3.3 %

XL X oFfilx HITLHER TR D m < (M = 4.56, SD = .74), ANRIFEH)
(M =4.15, SD = .75) £ HOTL %) (M = 4.14, SD = .78) TlE[A% TH
> 72 (F(2, 384) =212.41, p = .00, »° = .06; Figure 3.7), Rk, 4
A=V oOHE, BRoxhEo%  offfiiEHICE T, 35&4FHTH

BEMNH o 7= (Table 3.5),
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Figure 3.7
ANMEHER, HOTL #Ef), HITL fEAJ D FE L X 05 b

ELEDER

4565

HITL

Table 3.5
% A H i B0 2 il

J -‘,:ﬁ:!‘t;"
3 gy
41555 41455
AR HOTL
BEROERIWES X

MR E & % H HE o &R

Mean (SD) Vafue Valljue n"2 Multiple comparison
Human HOTL HITL

Beauty 4.15 (.75) 4.14 (.78) 4.56 (.74) 21241 .00 .06 Human=HOTL < HITL
Déja vu 3.30 (1.06) 3.17 (1.05) 3.50 (1.09) 106.63 .00 .02 HOTL < human < HITL
Image 4.60 (.68) 3.99 (.79) 4.63 (.75) 302.23 .00 .13 HOTL < human = HITL
Valence 4.11 (.58) 4.00 (.60) 4.28 (.64) 92.19 .00 .04 HOTL < human < HITL
Arousal 396 (.69) 3.82 (.74) 4.08 (.74) 75.88 .00 .02 HOTL < human < HITL
Awe 3.39 (.99) 3.36 (1.02) 3.68 (1.03) 110.72 .00 .02 Human=HOTL < HITL
Nostalgia 4.14 (.89) 4.08 (.96) 4.28 (.90) 42.19 .00 .01 HOTL < human < HITL
Novelty 3.63 (.70) 3.57 (.73) 3.64 (.77) 6.70 .00 .00 HOTL < human = HITL
Empathy 3.81 (.87) 3.53 (.92) 397 (.89) 181.03 .00 .04 HOTL < human < HITL
Intention 448 (.76) 4.35 (.81) 4.59 (.78) 54.67 .00 .02 HOTL < human < HITL
Joy 340 (.83) 3.31 (.87) 3.57 (.87) 68.85 .00 .02 HOTL < human < HITL
Continue 3.80 (1.00) 3.71 (1.05) 4.01 (1.00) 92.46 .00 .02 HOTL < human < HITL
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Alive
Universality
Longing
Free desire
Mind
wandering
Connection
Surprise
Understand
Tells story

3.58
3.82
3.58
3.34

3.20

3.34
3.06
4.10
4.44

(.99)
(.77)
(.97)
(.92)

(1.00)

(1.02)
(1.04)
(.97)
(.83)

3.44
3.79
3.49
3.43

3.20

3.31
2.95
4.15
4.41

(1.02)
(.80)
(1.04)
(.95)

(1.02)

(1.05)
(1.04)
(1.03)
(.86)

3.73
4.17
3.71
3.53

3.39

3.47
3.07
4.27
4.60

(1.02)
(.77)
(.99)
(.98)

(1.02)

(1.03)
(1.06)
(1.00)
(.84)

78.92
177.46
46.68
29.93

50.12

31.06
22.74
28.67
44.50

.00
.00
.00
.00

.00

.00
.00
.00
.00

.01
.05
.01
.01

.01

.00
.00
.01
.01

HOTL < human < HITL
Human = HOTL < HITL
HOTL < human < HITL
Human < HOTL < HITL

Human = HOTL < HITL

Human = HOTL < HITL
HOTL < human = HITL
HOTL < human < HITL
Human = HOTL < HITL

HIERE <, ANEPER, HOTL fEf, HITL gFf) o %R (ANHE 2 E -
R E AN DBES 72 &, AL DME- 2 % AL 28E > 72 & IE L <RI+
% ) 13,
L(0.5) LHELAEEZA, ANBIFHOIEEFERIF ¥ VAL XAV LV ER
@D o 7228 (1(39) = 3.51, p =.001), HITLHEHCREEICEKDL - 72

(t(19) = -3.19, p = .005), HOTL fEf T IEZF X (I,

ZFhZ .55, .50, .43 TH o 7z (Figure 3.8), F v vV AL X

F oy VAL )L

FERIR o7 (1(19) = .03, p=.98), TNLDHERIZ, SMME I HOTL
BEmiconwT, ANMDBE->72b D00 AlDBEo2db Do ZXEl T 9,
HITL fEA) D EZIF Al TlE AR ARITH 2 E 2T &% RLTW

%
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Figure 3.8
Zefh 2 & o MR ERE OE A R

1.0
M=0.43 M = 0.55 M = 0.50
B
Mios
=
0.0
HITL AR HOTL
BERIDEWESE

T, BELLIDRFAITEHLRLL ABDOFICLoTEON S EF X5 A
BLIHIE, v FPREELIFMCBARLBEBEELD 2 223 E 25
N5, FEUOEL i EEXROBBREHERMICHRITLEZEZ A, A
Mk ClEEOHBARON b DDHEETIEARd o7 (r(39) =.18, p
= .26), —/i, HOTLfEfJ & HITLHEH CREELRAOHEL A L 7z
(ZNZN r(19)=-54,p=.01 & r(19) = -.47, p = .04, Figure 3.9),
AlEFROEL X OFEMAZ VT ey FEREVDIR, SMED [£L W
PEIE E AR ME o 2R E W] EFZXTWE LR RKBLTWw 3,
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Figure 3.9
FfEZ L DEL X 0FE & IEEE 0B R

0.8
@

0.6
M‘ Human
«a
= m HITL

mm HOTL
04
[ ]
o
[ ]
3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5 5.0 55
ELIDER
3.3.4 28

RIFFEDORER, AT L Ao KA X 20X L 28 & b &\ & Gl &
Nz, ZofERIE, ANE2PAMEL 253 mbDIFENIE WS RITHE
(Kébis & Mossink, 2021) EHAhoTwiz, 2OJFKRD 1 2%, Fo R %
ANDENICHZLEZLONS, FRERCcRIEVWFOREATH Y,
5-7- 5 5oL TFELZED L L o ZHIEREIZRHETH 2729,
AIEROEREE VLT 2oz db LNtk v, 7, Kobis & Mossink
(2021) TiX, AIDER L 25O &I D 2T IE ABBER L ZF &AL D
DTHY, MFTOFEZ —ICHERT, ZMHFRLCED LR ErEmNAT
(Tbb, ZFHR—-GAHEER), ZFR—1L, KUTECRMA L & #x 57l
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TR, 20D EMOMBY BV ICHENBIERTH 20, ZoEmD
HEWICXoTHhAMEDH R L OMEZHHTEZ22d Lk,

7, ZMFEERF, ANEPE-o725FE ATBRAEKL 255 2@8Al T2 2
TEhbhrolz, ZOPEOHFRICEK, FoEREM2HM ELTws &
BREZERE L TEZLNS (JIINM, 2021; #EiLfE, 2019), X & iC,
e 3 IERICE S, A A —PKFET 2R OB EED 20, NEBAN
TELR WAL BERL 2 cd, ARBEGE oHBlIc XEE 7L 70
BEME2 D B,

AL DAL 72 FF)IC 51 2 EREFEM & IEEFE R oM ic iz aofBE»RH -
oo TOZTEE, ANARTATY X LBEAFF o T3 ATREE A RE L T
3% (Burton et al., 2020), 7= U X LB X, A& AI OFF% LK
T2LVHIMAXMCE N CTEERMEZTHY, Kobis & Mossink
(2021) ¥, THo#liz | REBELRZ 2 27ICHLT, 20X 27 %ETT
2720 AN AlOEL L2 EORERFET 2027 T TV Y X LG
HRJE (Castelo et al., 2019) ZFH W7z, ZOHER, 7Ara) X LHHHEL
A OFFOERFRZFH 2L L ~HL2HBE%2 AL, F2F371ra) X
LT 2 MEORTIIWENTHL LB RIBINZ, SHOMET
X, ZMER, AloaEROHEMZRTLTCwAELExd0d Lk
Vo ARIFFEE, TAT) XABELFEEHN, ELIFMMoBERERL 2
RYIOWHIETH Y, AlZMICH T 2HRAOBENRKMIN T2 LF X
b b,

34AE3EFEDELY

W3ETE, U oMBKE L FEE OB EHE T 2L IOV T, X
o (WF%e 5), BEE (5 6), AL (I 7) cowTHa LT &2, FHE
D, WEBRPEE HEMEOMKE, BEECHRC Lo TREoTHY, HA
ANDTiH, BHRENEFEEEEZ T T 2 E 2/ 3w, PEFRIE, BRERS
WHEAITH o CTOIFIRE Z FTIF v, AL 2 ARAERT 2 2L ic ko
<, (B L), BEMAS LA ZC LA LHRE AL, HEREKL
LHICHERYE EFEEEOBEBREE s T BEND B,
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FA4E FOEE - AIEPAPHRICEZIREE

4.1 AR : hADEE - AIEHFEKRE~DRBEICSZIZILE

4.1.1 FRE

PER IR AIBICEB T, BEZEOH ) 27 2 icllAAETn T BT
Tk, FRTFEOSMEROEM, TLre etz tco AKX, A&
Ot y, EEBLMOTIELEIN VD, 2256 1F, BKRERFR
e T oo EE CAELBEESTZLBICEZ 2 EERTL TV,
fEf) o B8 L RIE X, L&MW I, 2007), BCOMAER (MK - K8,
2013), WA - AL (Nl k42K, 2014) R ICKY T4 T higlx
G223 rRBINTwBE 2, FIEWEMEEIRATWE, £/, %
CHREZNRICLEMFETHY, KWETIEH, RAZX AL VY2 =7 v}
L TWwb,

4.1.2 iR 8-A: BHRME~DEBEZATETI2L-HDORERR
4.1.2.1 B
PEREE R RIELERE~DREICG X 2B rRi T 2201, X
TCEHE~OBIEREO HARGEKRZIERT 5,
Frenkel-Brunswik (1949) 28BEERIEMME & W o &2 W] THRIEL TU
¥, oW FRMOEY, BKOHEY, EY, HBTEY R kL Ry
¥ oW - IO LT & 72 (Furnham & Marks, 2013), BB i B &
ZWEZE R, THRARNZEBOFE & L <RI 2] (Budner, 1962,
p.29) L ERINDIAEERE~DATEFEI R L ZMET S 2L T, AAH

2007), ZD72%, BEBRMWEM B3 2 0198 <1, BEEREMNEOMK S &t
241 % (Boelen & Reijntjes, 2009), LA (Buhr & Dugas, 2006), A |
L A #EAfi (Iannello et al., 2017; ¥4, 1998) 2 & & O {R A M L €T &
72o McLain (1993) &, BREmMEL [ AMEC, EHE <, B ICHHESE
T, HBOFTET BN H 2 L BB 2 B 2 KIGo, HEEH
LN ECcoHEBE] (p.184) TH B E/RMKE L 7, McLain IZHit &, —i W
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FeH I, BHRE~OBERME L AL OBEKRE~D N Lok & o B% % 18
LCEY, BHEE~0ERMOE S IX, BB~ MM (Jach & Smillie,
2019), FEDY ¥ v LD EMICH 3 2 #E M (Furnham & Avison, 1997;
Swami et al. 2010) &< HBEAL, v —v 3 v —F 7 (McLain,
2009) LEMRICBIE T 2 22K ALTWwWD, Lo Tld, FicE
BIWHCREREX2H WO TE L, 2013FFTic, BXZ82DZ0D X
I REVPHEINEZDY, T0o 0 0HHENEIZA2 % VK v (Furnham
& Marks, 2013), Lauriola et al. (2016) (X, RiBADMEICXIET 2 729
IZ, % RICEBRIE~DREE RJE (Multidimensional Attitude towards
Ambiguity Scale; MAAS) %L L 7=, MAAS (X, fthod 7 o o BEBE M 4
RED1I33HHOBEBEOR T »oRonh-HOomWRETH 5,
R~ D A& (Discomfort with ambiguity; DA), &80V HMxT & -
7% (Moral absolutism / Splitting; MA), #HHEM - HHEMEA K (Need
for complexity and novelty; NC) ® 3 2D P REA@EL T, A4 D
BRYE IS 32 LS RICIWREE % 5Ffli 32 . DA &I, BEERMEICH 32 HEMN
REECAERERT., COTMREOESSMIE, HAA % (Boelen &
Reijntjes, 2009), A b L ZRFEAfli (Iannello et al., 2017), *# 7 4 7 J&IF
(Bardi et al., 2009; Iannello et al., 2020), Bif Five &% 1cBI3 2
MARRAEME A (Jach & Smillie, 2019; Matthews et al., 2018) & 1E D #HEd 28
b, MA L IZ, MEZ M7 TA»E»2 ] CHWT2EE2ET. MA
DAATHENANIE, BEREZHERL XS T 2HA2H 2, MA I, &
MEER DLW, Thbb [HEMEICOWTOWELRMESZ KD, B
GledVFE I ZEET LS LT 58K] (Kruglanski & Webster, 1996,
p.278) L BI# L T3, van Zyl (2020) OWFFETIX, H\>» MA 2Aa T ¢
AAWHRE L OB@GEABRT I N, 2O TIE, MA X (DA ® NC Tl
) A AEEZE T A+ (Cognitive Reflection Test; CRT) RfE& Y4 7
Z %t #FE (Belief-bias syllogisms; BB) IC B 35S MEF © i % &I
L, MAfEAEVWSMERIINLORECORBELE NI &b H»
> 72 (van Zyl, 2020), DA * MA & I REMIC, NCIXEHMEME, HHM,
BRI T2 N4 DR Y 7 4 75 EE % T (Budner, 1962), NC D&
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Z a7 ix, FEREesH M EBEE L (Jach & Smillie, 2019), A¥Y 7 4 7
72 B 1E (Bardi et al., 2009) £~ 4 v F 74 4% X (Le et al., 2012) & O
HMHEZOND, MAAS X, BHRECHNTIALAOLHNAEE 2 X 2
T, HICEHREZEENKCEA 2B ENICIEZ 220 %5Hiid % 0T
e, BEREICHN T I2AADORBEZLHPICHRN T 01K LD, T
53200 FMREZ, BERECHT 2 A4 0EEOKRIEWHIE (DA), 2
M (MA), PREEITE (NC) 3 KBL TH Y (Lauriola et al.,
2016), XHATDH DX I IKHEHETNT WS (NCIZD2W Tl Childers et
al., 2020; DA I 2 T3 Matthews et al., 2018; MA IZ 2\ T (% Salvi
et al., 2021), MAAS X EHX CHEEELRE V2, HARFERD MAAS T HFTE
Law, ZZ CTAWIETIE, MAAS DHAGERZHFE LRIET 5 2 & T,
ERM OB T Yy 72D 5,

HATIE, fhoBEBlREmMERES T I hTw 3, fl21F,
Norton (1975) 23BFE L 72K EOHE 2 Lo, BHREMERE 1V
(ATS-1V) ZAfE L, 1 RoTORFHEEZER L = (), 1981), L »

L, PEAF - dbih (2001) 2, TOREZR 1 RXRITTIEARLS2RXRITLTH S

L, DFIWVHRFOMOBEERL-EHL TRV L E2RRALE, /-, 20
REZAOELLAICHRINEZDDTH 2720, HAOEKHRZEH T 2 4
EZHRHY, 4HEEHLD D 2720, MEPHLIKES225, £72, HAERGE
THFBEINLZREDS FFEST 22 (FF, 2007, K¥ - &4, 2005), HHEH*®
Hy#Er 2 REMO R MCHKRIEIRECH 2, BIRMEICN S 5 EBE
EALICRE SN ARERE DY, TV T LBk EMBE o R E &
Do, BRXCHLKIZIEECTH 5 (Bottesi et al., 2016; Gelfand et al.,
2011; Lauriola et al., 2016), Wz iZ, BN CTCEBICILSHVWLNRT WS
MAAS D HARGERZFEKRT 2 LT, BX/MoBELCHEEARSICT S
eI N TS, CORBEIEFRLTI TR, 429 TiEK
(Lauriola et al., 2016) £ 27 = —F V3K (Forsberg et al. 2019) 7 &
bHIFE I N TV D,
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4.1.2.2 ik
eIk

CrowdWorks Zi#l U T 400 DS &2 HE L, 2D5H, 3854
(KM 159 %4, B 226 4, Mage = 38.63, SDauge = 10.48) O FHERIE %
S L7, CoOAEIE, F—1P 7 FL 2DB &, [BI% KM 28 0 I v
(5K ZME, 7T7vyavFazy 7 CIELLBETERD» >SN
HEBAALCHEEBELZ, HAER MAAS OS2 M+ 2 7z, 1HEM
BICHAL7 v —ticEaxTdbow, HREZ{To%k, 2207 XA FH®D
T=2% ) VIR, ZMETAEF 347 % (K147 %, B 200
%, Mage = 39.07, SDyge = 10.58) TH o 7z,

E3 )
BEZBRZRTBHRE~DOREERE (MAAS). £H13, HEHOHA 2
T MAAS ZHAGBICHIRL 2, BXOBERICEETH 2 LI B0, 20
%, BIRY — v 2 (NAI Inc. https://www.nai.co.ip/) ZFIH L T, MAAS
D EHABREZWFIRL 72, mBIC, HAFEMR MAAS (MAAS-I) Dl
BRI A T HEIRNEAZETH L LB FEHCHERLTD b -7z,
ZDH%, Z0LZN 100~150 ADSf#E %20 Rl o 7 & %217 -
th, HHOBIEZ{T>o7%2, ZNLOFEOMHE, LD 30HH D MAAS-
JIEIEEFEMEMEL, ZL0HHBHIRI LTI Z R b7k, &
72, MAAS-] QiR <H 2 21 HHD 2, XV XwHToFEEH %
Tl bbhrotk, 22T, KK TR, FICIoFEMREM W2 L
L7 (30HEHR MAAS-ToE T VviEG, HH, WToricow i,

Table S4.1)s MAAS & [A#IC, MAAS-] 3 DA, MA, NC ® 3 AF 25
B Th<cwa, HERZFHICIE, KA BEIRZRIICH ST 2EBEZ 74
FEV o Ah— FPRECTHFMLTI O, [ Z2728BbAhwv] »6 [HHLZ)
B FcofiflchRIZELTH S o7,

EfEhR Big Five RE. coRE X, fIH (1996) XK Lz v s - 7 7
4 7 RE (BFS) DM <TdH %5, BFS I Gough & Heilbrun (1965) i€ X
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https://www.nai.co.jp/

S>THEINZEFFT = v 2 ) X+ (Adjective Check List; ACL) % &
RUCTER Sz, BFS E, MRAEMIIICBE I 2 SHHE, StmtkicBs 2
SIHHE, MBEcET2 6 HEZEDEHREEA L, o=V a v
X, WAZYME, A8, HFEZEESHEZ I v ()b,
2012), ZefT#sE<ld, DA XFHRMEME M & EO MBI H Y, Fhm i Rk
AR 2L, MAFHBMEEAOHBELH 2 2 L, NCIZHm
PR EOMBERD 22 L BHL I N T3S (Lauriola et al.,
2016), AW CTHFKEOMHERE OGNS & FHIN S,

SSHEMRRE. NFC (Need for Closure Scale) (%, I 5EH 8k %2 #l &
T27-00ORETH S, Webster & Kruglanski (1994) IC X o TR I
oOREOFRIE, 41HHEH, SRF»6HEINTWwb, KiF%E T,
AR - I (2003) X o TR INAZHAREREZH Wz, HAZER NFC
X 20MHH, 3K THETH S (Neuberg et al., 1997), 3 K1 & (%, P
T, B MEL (preference for order; PFO), T Ml A A 14 % 47
(preference for predictability; PFP) T®» %, HAFER NFC o NI —§&
M, BHREGEN, MAMESZUYNITRCHREIALTVD, SNEHEIE,
FHEHH~OREZ “2HAEBELARWV” 220 “BlAET " T 7HIEY
vy — FPRECHMT 2 X 5K 6Nz, RAMNER KR IT, BEBREm 7
PAMERAERLFULTCIEEZLR, T L bHBELH 2
(Girtner et al., 2020), 3 2DK T D 9 H, PFO & PFP (3 BEBRYE % 4 5
mEMHB L, REHITRECHBICM D ZREEL T L, BIREICHREL &
WZ kMBI 5, MA L DA X PFO & PFP L IEDQ MBS b, Wi &
BEDOHERD 2 & FHIN, NCIZOWTEHYOMHEALRS % & FHIN
%,

RKOT47 - 2HT47RBERE (PANAS). Positive and Negative
Affect Schedule (PANAS) (¥, Watson et al. (1988) I X » TH¥ & iz
RY T 4 7TEAG (PA) AN T 4 7RG (NA) ZHET 272 00RETH
%, PANAS ® HAGEMR IR - ZH (2001) T X > CTHFE I, FHRIZ
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10EH 2 20 HH TR SN T W22, HARBERIZKE T & FE oK WIE
HEHIBRL, sHHIF 2 16 HHTHE I A T2, ZoREOZYHIL,
N —BE LA XA —VEZHOWTHERINL TV S, SMEFKFHBITO W
T, [FoibTlREoAhwv] 2o [TTHHBTCEETE] TTD6MFEY
yH—FPRECHELEZ, ChEToiffec, BHRERERIIPALAD
HBE2AH Y, NALIEDOHBELRH B2 &8 bd > T3 (Bardi et al.,
2009; Iannello et al., 2020), AT TIX, DA 2 NA & IEOMHE % &~

L, NC2PA L IEDOMHBEZRIT & TS 5,

REEHF M RLMRE (STAI). State Trait Anxiety Inventory (STAI) X
Spielberger et al. (1970) IC X o CHFE I N/, REALL 201HH &k
AL 20HE» S5, STAIO HARGERITHHE - KH (1982) i X - TH
Fan, ToORKMoOWNK—EME, HREGHEME, WA S Z Y2 M#ER
NTwz, ZMFERFKEHICOWT, TRt ALhw] b [k<H2]| ¥
TOA4BEDY v —PRECEZET S X 9HKD 67, Bardi et al,
(2009) offfst iy, BHREAERLFHUEALRORICIEDHERH 5 2 & 2
AHEnTsy, LzntoT, FEALL DA LoMIc X EDMBEZ, %
A% e NCeoicizaoHBErR_tsns e FPHINS,

H#A& R Five Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire. Baer et al.
(2006) i X > THIF & N7z Five Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire
(FFMQ) i, FilE~A v F 72 2% LM ICFEli 3 2 729 D 39 IHH D
RETH?, TOREDOHAFERIZ Sugiura et al. (2012) I X » THIF &
n, N—BEeBMEMaZ Yl HRIhTwb, HAERIZ 39 HE 2
b7 b, 8% (observing)] [#5 (describing)] [ W TITEIF 5
(acting with awareness; AWA) | [ FEHI W (non-judging; NJI)| [FEKIE
(non-reactivity; NR)|] @ SEHFTHEINLTwE, ZMEIFZRXHEHICD
W, [ vl »b [wobHd] £TOSHEY v — FRECTHE
Takokwone, BITHETER, BOBREMEE~4 Y F 752
COMICHBESD 22 ERb o T3 (Fulton, 2016; Le et al., 2012;
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Robinson, 2019), AR TIX, 4 Y F 7L 3R & DA L DEICADMH
B, ~4 Y F7A 322 NCEOMICIEDHBEZ R+ & FHI 3, Jfr
o cld, =4 Y P73 RD%RITHRE & BEREEICN 5 2 B L oM
ikl ncnhnzd, 4727 —ABoHBEb BT 2, MA I
HEOHMZ A2 HmTcd Y, Mz LI TH 2 NI & A OMHEBED
HhobeTHING,

ANEBRERIE. Diener et al. (1985) IZ X - T ¥ & 11 7= Satisfaction

With Life Scale (SWLS) X, FBMN A ANEmMEEZHE T 220D 514
HRECTH S, SWLS DHARGERIZAE (1994) K k- T I, AW
—HM, BREGSHEYE, HMEAMESZYEIrERE I, SNERFHEHEBIC
S2WT, [BLZESBbARV] 26 THCZS5/-S ] $ToTHIEY v —
FPRECEZEL 2, BRECH T 2EENREE T, Ko NEHREE LB
HI 2 LAHMLNTHY (Bardi et al., 2009; Iannello et al., 2020),

ANAEMRE L DAICIZTAOHBEA, NEWMEE S NCICEEOMERS 2
ETREIN5,

SO VRMNEFEBRERE. Kan et al. (2009) iIC X > TR I

Minimalist Well-Being Scale (MWBS) X, 3=~V 2}t (T4hbb,
MEMNEZZEEEFTEY) oFEEEZHEET 220 IcHYON S 12 HH
ODRETHZ, COREOF) VFAIRIEF 2 WFHET, £ oRTFIFFH
M BEME (peaceful disengagement; PD) & E#THo72, LA L, WK -
KE (2015) A L ZHAERORNE X4 W FHETcH 2, RFHEIC
—HMUELE v, T TERE2FOAEFAEZH TS, ZORK®D
W — B & FEHERBE Z Y M TR L o THERR S LT v % (Kan et
al., 2009), MZHRIKHEHICOWT, WL Z2HIBbAhwv] »b 8L %
YY) FToTHEY v - P RECHZET S Lok o N, Kk
T3, BHRE~ORE L AEMEEOBBREANET 2 2L T, EEEKLE
BRPE~DRBREOBBRICE T 2 MR AT v FEZL TS, BHRE~DF
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VI AT hREELI o~ ) R EREOMICHBEBERAREEINE Z L %
HEFLCTw 3,

Fih &

B IE Qualtrics Z HHW TERK L, &M1& 12 CrowdWorks | ©& Rk
~EE Lz, HMHK T, FmFE0 NOMKEAN T — 2 (N, F
B, EE, BEEALY) 23R, KIC MAAS HAZEMR (MAAS-J) 30 JEH H
CHZFELTD b o7, Z20%, MEMEZYELMA T2 201c, ZE
FEERME N T A RRE LB T S LA T B EdR LT oD RE
CHEEBDOIEF CRIE Lz, CNb0EMKOEMERD 7 v X2t n
o TV —PICEETLZOICHEHL ZKEIEH 10~15 97 57,

4.1.2.3 &

E F#8& o5t

Lauriola et al. (2016) 1, MAAS OJFER ZEK+ 2 B, DA, MA, NC
D3IRFHEICMA T, Bt T 2B8E0 - KRAFEZED 2HWFET
NERF L, HIRICHED>T, 3HFOAEMWRMHERNKFSHE,
MAAS-] ® — RN+ % & R K F o oM T 2iTo7%2, ZDOHE,
ET7TNMIT X C#EAE L7z (Table 4.1), Table 4.2 12 21 JHH K MAAS-J O
ReHRrTamMECTHI, HTFAMENL.40% FTH 720 FHH 14 DA TH
o7 AVVFAMRICEERREO PR LR ICIIERATH S & H
AbhdoT, AV VFAREFALLEERARF>2LExX LN S 21 HHD
MAAS-J Z M L 72,

Table 4.1
21 JHH MAAS-T O RN+ 4 1 @ 8 & B 5

Chisq  df VaFIJue GFI AGFI NFI CFI RMSEA AlIC

Three factors,
DA, MA, NC, 427.73 189 .00 .904 .883 .810 .883 .057 25766.53
uncorrelated
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Three factors,

DA, MA, NC, 405.23 186 .00 .908 .886 .820 .892 .055 25750.04
correlated

Bifactor,

DA, MA, NC

group factors 307.91 162 .00 .931 .901 .863 .928 .048 25700.71
+ general

factor

Note. Chisq = chi square; GFI = goodness of fit index; AGFI =

adjusted GFI; NFI = normed fit index; CFI = com-parative fit index;

RMSEA = root mean square error of approximation; AIC = Akaike’s

information criterion

Table 4.2
21 JHH MAAS-T ORI F 5 51 o #f 5R
No. Items Flflg;(()ir
Factor 1: Discomfort with Ambiguity (DA) (a=.73)

3 BODITHMNMAICEDL I BEEZEZ Db oAb E T, BLILAEE 651
EIRA

5 MEZDANDEAZEMBETIE, —HICWTHEEBLEN LWL LN 513
H5,

9 ZOTHZEMTETHELERABVWEEZTER, TOABEVWTHEAL 03
LZILTERL,

1 BATIHIZEAETI Y FPE—LTERVWERKRRICVWD &, H7iR 596
DARRIZE D,

15 WANBERICESRIST 20D LHEVKIEIAIYT S, 633

»3 AEICEITZ2EFOMEN T ETY LTUVARWVE, ETHREIIR 241
%,

- Pa—VDRAV I EDONDBVWEETIE, TNADOL ST EBZBEZETHRHRT 14
%,

Factor 2: Moral Absolutism / Splitting (MA) (a=.75)

1 HRICEFEERELE VLD 2BHEOARL AL, .955

4 ANFEBERAZH-TWED, MloBWLWhrDELohT, .802

7 HoFRIZIE TROUA] & TEBULWALl o 2EE» W2, .996
FEAEDHZE, ANF, EEEIHREOELLNIIHITSHIENT

10 992

=5,
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COMEALTICHIZY, ZFIITIFELWEHVCR--T-EHLH

19 Z 527
%,
26 ANF100%DEBELAH DD, o< ALHDEL LN, 722
30 [7=RA] [7ZnTwn] [Os-Ed 58] BRELELATNE, FbDEXFLIVER 537
WHbDANERDIEA D,
Factor 3: Need for Complexity and Novelty (NC) (o= .84)
) FIIAAD TTNIFFE, BETEAV] CELNZEMLBEIZEERLTLE o5
Do
8 FIIEHOBERA LY S 2KRRICEINS, 481
1 O T 0WEENLIRLY H, BRI PRV OIMCIETET 2 L0 L 260
B HhERL S,
17 B TH 7Y, ZIICHWDONTZEREZITALY T 2ERN 50
H5,
20 WSOADRBIZE THEMLDT, TNhZ2BRELEIS T2 83
THELL,
25 HMUMBEZMATZLVE, BEELBMBEICIRVBCADLIELLL, .840
28 ETHWEHREVWZDIZFEETICHEBERMBICRVEAGOMNEL L, 789
E%Crtr%:ations: DA MA
MA *'*26
NC -.01 .00

EEMELRERRIAEORE

KT Ok R, MAAS-JIZ AV Y F e K L3N THEL -
TWwW3ZeRdNk, 22T, £RTOEHEML ARG &E 2 BRET L
2o MAAS-] D& TR RE DN —EM I 2w T Cronbach @ a R % &
L%, ZOfE, Table 4.3 1R T LI, ETMRECOWT+4dH 5
WIERIFANN —EELED LN (DA a=.73; MA: a =.75; NC: «
=84), 72, 1 HBOA v 2 — "N ZBWVWTEEL -HREESEMICO
WTh, THREMOHEEE2 I LAEMKE, +o 2k RIFAHEREREH
ERRENS (DA r = .69, p <.01; MA: r =.73, p < .01; NC: r
=83, p<.0l), ¥7, 2HfioTFT—2Dr7u vy "y r7Da%itHEL
2, TN+ ELLRREFANE —HEZSRL 72 (DA a =.78; MA: «
=.80; NC: a =.89), Table 4.3 1C1%, MAAS-] D& KN T DL BHHE D
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MLl FVYFLDMAAS DA X ) T NIV 7 A0 FEE L FEERZED
GFhTnwid, OB, DA (t=10.42, p < .01, d = .73) & MA (¢
=225, p=.02,d=.1502HlFTE, HERKAS VY TALHBAL2YT
AN vy 7IrivEeFEsmnl, NC(r = -11.20, p < .01, d = .80) T
X, A X2V TAFVYITARHAAS Y I LIV EHERAZRL 2,

Table 4.3

MAAS-J D TR RES X RS HOILBFKEE L LITHE & DR

réé

Lauriola et al. (2016) Italian

Day-1 data Day-2 data - _
(N = 385) (N = 347) data for co‘?g)g?rlson (N =
M (SD) a M (SD) r M (SD) t d
Discomfort with
Ambiguity 4.62 (.80) 73 4.71 (.83) .69 3.88 (1.18) 10.42 .73
Moral Absolutism 3.62 (.86) .75 3.59 (.88) 73 3.45 (1.38) 2.25 .15
Need for Complexity 3.78 (.96) .84 3.79 (1.02) .83 4.58 (1.05) -11.20 .80

BREZZEMORE

MAAS-J OB SZ UM% RIET 272012, MAAS-J & & RE oM
ST EIT-o 7, ZDOFERIZ, FHED TH o7z (Table 4.4), ¥, DA &
BAE 2 H 2 & THINAEZRELEOHBEEIUTO@EY TH o 7, FFEAEMEm
(r=.46,p < .01), ShmtE (r =-.20, p <.01), FIEME (r = -.14, p
= .01), W (r = -.40, p < .01), PFP (r = .27, p < .01), PA (r = -.17,
p <.01), NA (r=.29,p<.01), STAI (r = .45, p < .01), IEE (r =
-.40, p <.01), PFO (r = .27, p <.01), FFMQ (r = -.37, p < .01),
observing (r = .13, p =.01), describing (r = -.20, p < .01), AWA (r
=-.32,p<.01), NI (r=-.39,p<.01), NR (r=-.28,p<.01),
SWLS (r =-.19, p < .01), MWBS (r =-.16, p < .01) Th o7/, —17,
DA & PFO (r = -.02,p=.70) OBICIEAEEZMHERR AL N2 o 72,

MA Lo RE & MBI IX, AWA (r =-.11, p = .04), NJ (r =-.14, p
<.01), PFO (r = .09, p = .06) THAECHo7, £7, MA & PA DfHIC
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BHEEREOHBERAHY (r=.14, p<.01), MA & SWLSORICRHEE
READOHERH -7 (r=-.09, p=.09),

BRI, NC o RE & o MBI MEEME™ (r = -.11, p = .03), 5tm
T = .15 p<.01), BBKE (r= .44, p <.01), RKMHE (r= .18, p
<.01), PFP (r=-.39, p < .01), PA(r = .19, p < .01), FFMQ (r
= 21, p < .01), 8% (r = .29, p < .01), Describing (r = .26, p
< .01), NJ (r = -.10, p = .04), NR (r = .19, p < .01), SWLS (r
= .19, p < .01), MWBS (r = .15, p < .01) Th > 7=,

Table 4.4
MR SZ Yoo IcFHLAZREOEYE (M) & EH#EFZE (SD), B
X " MAAS-J & D HB

Mean SD DA MA NC

MAAS

(D[;:Q,A(\:)omfort with Ambiguity 462 80 i 26 - o1

Moral Absolutism (MA) 3.62 .86 .26 - .00

Need for Complexity NC) 3.78 .96 -.01 .00 -
Demography

Age 38.63 10.48 -.08 -.05 -.06

Sex 1.59 49 .01 -.12 -.14

Education 3.30 .93 -.04 -.12 .01
Big Five

Neuroticism 4.85 1.26 46 -.04 -.11

Extraversion 3.69 1.26 -.20 .06 15

Openness 4.03 1.09 -.14 .04 44
Need for Closure

Decisiveness 3.55 1.11 -.40 .03 .18

Preference for Order 4.45 .85 -.02 .09 .00

Preference for Predictability 4.46 1.17 27 -.05 -.39
PANAS

Positive Affect 2.80 .86 -.17 14 .19

Negative Affect 2.78 1.09 .29 .03 .02
STAI 2.55 .59 45 .07 -.04
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FFMQ 3.01 .37 -.37 -.06 21

Observing 2.96 .64 13 .03 .29
Describing 2.82 72 -.20 .04 .26
Acting with Awareness 3.40 .65 -.32 -.11 -.05
Non Judging 3.08 .65 -.39 -.14 -.10
Non Reactivity 2.78 .58 -.28 -.01 .19
Satisfaction With Life Scale 3.52 1.44 -.19 -.09 .13
Minimalist Well Being Scale 4.74 .90 -.16 -.03 15

Note. KF XA ELRMEBE (p < .05) 23, Hilix 1 BN, 2 B,

4.1.3 iR 8-B: fAnEE - BV BHRME~NDEEICSIIRE
4.1.3.1 B

W9t 8-A C, HAGECHMHTE 2EHRE~ORBERENHAETE 7%
H, TnEHWT, FHEE LAFOMREBREFTL T,

BERRPEMN PR 13, MM AN AKX > TEfLE 3 2 &8 TE 3D
Btk & LT3 & T &7/~ (Endres et al., 2015), /" AT X o THEEBRMET
EombEaZiAZEIERTEZIZEAERVDE, 4 v F 74t X (Spinelli
et al., 2022) %7 — A X Y v F (Banning, 2003) I X 2 - A%k A =W 5%E
bH b, FFIL7T—FrE2HVwEMATIE, ERFRZEE LEmW T 52 &
T, AR o BERRME T A CE X, ENEEE S BRI % & o B AT RE
MR X 7z (Bentwich & Gilbey, 2017), L22L, ZOWEICIF, B
BRPEMR PO BEICH —DEHB LA WA o722 bic X 3.0 HHlE %1%
Ve EHEEOMME, SbicERAME LT, (AMBELTA ATy Y2
VOMBDNEERAR T TH o2 RE, WS OrDRAEDBD > 7=, #
WM, DA VIIEMER T LT, NARH AR D%, EEG®E
DEABAEL ZA[EEMW 2 H % 72 (Ishiguro et al., 2021), Z DO HI R 3 #f
Pric EMEE 2 W HEOMBE L 135 2 v, BEEEMNE L Zo% %2 H
N2 T (Bentwich & Gilbey, 2017; Muth et al., 2015; Swami et
al., 2010) Tlx, EEOHFIcOWToARFTINTEH L, EMAELD
BfRIC oW TR T T v, BRI D ALEE L BEE S 2 2 &
BHILGNATEY, BHREMESEVIZE, XVEGTAENART AT TH
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EINDE T EPEIEINTWD (Zenasni et al., 2008), £ Y %L T i,
Charness & Grieco (2022)7%, A& 7w R 27 v —71F, £ 95T
BN =7 XD SBHRAES U~ FHFREHEI PG & 2R L, AEDN
EE IS 2 THRMMEAEE L ERL TS, £ TARIFE
T, BHREZRHML L, BHBOP R IRPHAETOYRZ LT X254l
ELe Tz Hw T, ZMEECAMEIBHREMECRITTvELS
I 5T 4 % (Hitsuwari & Nomura, 2022a), #E4) Tld, M & KRB
T O N, RS —EICEE ST (Hitsuwari & Nomura, 2022b), X F
BBV DR 720, kA FRRAL VW 2T XRTKBT 3
TEDNHLL, HEICEREEZRLEIE D (BEA, 2012), TDHITDOWT
X, FAEE I ST 2BREOEEE L EREEF ORI N TEDY, &
) - BAER BRI EAF0EL I 2FHHAT LI N T2
(Hitsuwari & Nomura, 2022¢), &9 LZKEHFEL Tz 0w L 2ESR
R x, BB EZAET I LICOoRD D, O TIFBER S MEL v IR
ECREAERIE L, S oHic, —BRAZMEE O UIRT X, BHEMES
FHEFEMER ) X N TWvw B (Muth et al., 2015), % @ X 5 7 BEBRME (2 B »
bOTIEARVE W) ZHIE, ZMEELI Kb bFRL, Bl LT
— AL TN ATREME D D, ZNBEHREMEL2 SO 2 XA =X aick 3
2h Lk, v od, ik, KR ETcadERLE T, M
ANDANRPAF -~ 2 BRI 220 @ EZMD TWwE 256 TH S (Djikic
et al., 2009; Pelowski et al., 2017), X b ic, FESLHEMN LR I I 2 =7
—YaveiWwokk AT AT ERERY, T bPEEHRELEX DL L EHD
&L TWwh\w (Obermeier et al., 2016), L7=2->7T, 7T—7 4 A b IIfE
MmOBNEMECEZILEIT RV, 20 ik, KiFFE TR 2k
At WwWTRKHICHL»TH %,
HEREELAMETZZLIEIBELWET TR, % D% o.0BRE S B
Cb B R E R 5, FEE, FFERBRREARL L TV 2 OERED B
TH3, BERHPOXAE LA F2HF-oCECEELEZY, AHHT
FoZeFZzMamL T IR P LTI LAY T2 (Alfrey et al.,
2021), sFBEEO —BREL T, OB KERLIEND T35
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(Reynolds & Sova, 2022), Ffic, fFrzEE L2V AELAEZYD T 5 &
DHENZOEPZED EEMICHEIEZIN TH Y, Stephenson & Rosen
(2013) &, PERAI 23k BT, kTR VWEICER, 3HMKCbZ > TAL
CHEBNERPAERCA TV EEH LI L, T 5T, EHERIC
BILCiE, 2o R 4 BB OBHRERSRRLAE, ZOBDOFERT

b, U2 EL L YREEECIVSMAQAE®LE T AR INT
\» 2% (Stephenson & Rosen, 2015), s o #EE - BlIFICBE T 2 L&
ODHMAEBE 2, AWFzETR, Fo - HTh 200 E - 8IF 2 Bk M
Mich 2z 2 Exmald 2L 2 HINE T 5, BRmicix, 9 oalE
CHEE T, BEBREmE, bbb, BEERESLHN EEICH T 5 AP E R
DI, EHELHAECN T 2k ERME 2 0EBMFEI NS,

4.1.3.2 Ak
eIk

ARIFR R AR AEBHEAMEN O MHEEEO KA %S (CPE-
448), NI PR (f=0.1) EIREL, +HoAaEEN (0.8) 21525728
DYV T AH A X% G power 3.1.9.7 (Faul et al., 2007) % TG L
R, v IAIF ARG 153 N ol Zoom BffioizA v 74 vE
BRicz i+ 2729, CrowdWorks %L CHEL 2 159 AoZED >
B, 137 N (Mage = 39.15, SD = 10.43, B 48 A, LM 88 A, Z Dfh 1
N) B HiRt R e ok, YHF ¥ v A LA, T—Z2OREDLD 2 A
ZBRANL 720 Zoom & v v a3 ik 6 BIFEM 4, HwE 20~30 ABSiNL
oo FEAIDRAMERAZANLDMEROBER ZOHOFHMICc LD X5 hwdErh
ZBHh AR ERTIE, BIREMEZNEL, ZNE %%, A%
B, NEBEO 3BICEELSICHY T2, ZERICIE 424, BEHICI
49 %, XTHBEICIE 46 £ 23S/ L 72 (Table 4.5),

# 1
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BE R PR P 1k, WF9E 8-A THIFE I N/ MAAS 2w, ZOREIR,
EAEHY (BRI~ 0 A HRIK), AR (Mo 1580, Rk (EHEE - Btk
Ry D3 oDRITLERACCHEKRE~OEEZHET 2L TE S, 21
EHH (X TFMRE7HH) 2 7HECiFis iz, SRFEICH T 2 MAAS
DIEFEEIEREFC, BHRE~OAREIZa = .85—.89, i F&£iTa
= .82—.89, WM - FrHMEARKITa = 86—-.93 TH o7/, Zoom EFED
W& T Vv —F (MAAS4) Tlix, M, Fir, ®mELE, ffF~o0# L A
(Gl L 2R 2 O RREM - Tw 3 %), AR, AERBRZ %230
7z,

FrE

MAAS 1, EBHME, 7UEER, AIFER CTREEZAERL), FX
FEE %, FEE1EMEZEO 5 o0k THIE X L7z (Figure 4.1), 7L #
BT, 520k e 5 onKBEICOWT, [EL X [EHK~D B
(EFHE~0 RE ) TAIER#E X 0@ o 4 HHICOD W TEHiiL 2, Z L
<, ZEHozmEICE, [Z S A0HEA%RF->T, ZoHhdrb 1 2%
Sl XoicERL, BFEEtosmEICE, [ELIFExHENE2ESL] X5
IR L7z, dIREECE, AMERITH T, HRBoMEHE % 20 7 [T -
oo FRAMEE I, P LKEES 20 F %2 7 LEEE L [A UIHH CHAf
L7,

S MAAS Tix BN TR - 2] LA TVRR, HEELD KD
JETIXHIC THENEF ] LIS,

THARBEOEEZS-7-5 LA 28O 2 fFoborL o, L
LT ofidREZMEL 2, FEMHEE L, £ L ] [ER~0 R0 &
MEE~o B0 Z ) TRAMFRE X of5 ) whnx, MR TR [
D] TH B,
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Figure 4.1
WF9E 8-B @ EBx T fit %

20 min
Many Creation

MAAS > Pre Appreciation > MAAS > > MAAS

Deep Creation

Control

WL TS A
EORSE RS

S min 1 week later

Post Appreciation MAAS MAAS
> Haiku submission > > > > > >

T—2 9

MAAS D& TR REICOWT, 3 D0RBRE T (LIER, AZHE, WH
)y LsooNEHTESMENRNT (5 20K H) ZH\wTEA ANOVA %
KhEL 72, KEMELEETIE, REDREDBKIZLAVWI EBDD 572D
T, HHEIX Chi-Muller ® e x HHWCHAE Lz, LEEKIE, Fv 7=
oO—=FEEHWTHIEL7ZZ, 2D ANOVA (%, R (ver.4.1.0) ® anovakun
BIEL (ver.4.8.6; HFB, 2021) ZH WCHEL~Z, §XRTCDHDFT—X%, RRAZ
V7 b, BEREA Y I A Y TAFHRETH S (https://osf.io/gsm3a/),

4.1.3.3 ##

HEMEICE T 5 MAAS TR E 0 E & U R = % Table 4.5 IC/~
9,
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Table 4.5
e = NI A |

Samples Haiku Haiku Creativ MAAS
(Male/Fe Educat - . e . . . . .
. Familia Experie . Subsc time time time time time
male/Oth ion . Experie
rity nce ale 1 2 3 4 5
er) nce
DA 463 4.63 4.63 4.63 4.87
(.87)  (.91) (1.01) (1.01)  (.95)
Many 42 40.17 3.62 1.36 1.31 1.69 AB 3.2 3.02 298 2.83 287
Creation (11/31/0)  (9.78)  (.96) (.73) (.72) (.84) (.93)  (1.12) (1.09) (1.16) (1.16)
NC 431 4.27 427 4.3 4.27
(.93)  (1.16) (1.24) (1.25) (1.28)
DA 454 46 4.64 459 461
(1.13) (1.21) (1.00) (1.08) (1.04)
Dee 49 37.35 3.76 1.33 1.37 1.73 3.25 3.18 3.05 3.01 3.06
P 11.17 AB
Creation (18/31/0) ()' (.78) (.63) (.81) (.70) (1.01) (1.06) (1.06)  (.99)  (1.05)
NC 401 4.02 4.18 4.17 4.03
(1.18) (1.23) (1.18) (1.25) (1.09)
DA 4,48 4.63 4.64 4.62 4.52
(1.09) (1.00) (1.16) (1.16) (1.20)
46 40.13 3.67 1.24 1.26 1.63 3.3 333 338 324 3.2
Control (19/26/1) (10).13 (.94) (.48) (.57) (.85) AB (1.16)  (1.22) (1.39) (1.29) (1.27)
NC 425 4.47 456 457 4.39
(1.13)  (1.07) (1.20) (1.20) (1.11)

Note. FFEIX, F%¥ =1, 5K =2, K- 5EH = 3, K%¥ = 4, K*¥k
= 5 CTHELZ, DA, AB, NClZ*nhZn, BEHKRE~DLPREK, HFE
o, HMME - wHERFKERT,

RIZT, ANOVA ZfTo R, 3, BHRE~ORREICO> W TIH, 5
tE(F(2, 134) = .14, p = .87, 77 =.002), HERi (F(2.97, 134) = 1.05, p
= .37, 2 =.001), RAEEMH (F(5.94, 134) = 1.11, p = .35, 7° = .003)
WEHEEIRICEE ClE 72 o 72 (Figure 4.2a), fixtERICOWTIE, KD
FHRIHEHFWICERE D > 7228 (F(3.02, 134) =573, p <.001, 7°
=.005), &M (F(2, 134) = .94, p = .40, 7° = .01) B XU EAEH
(F(6.04, 134) =1.14, p = 34, 72 =.002) BN cHEETIERd» -
7o B OEEICOWTE, Ky Zzuo—=fiE2xHWES%ELKICX
D, Wimi 1 SR L CTHES 4, 5T, Wisi2, 3 Ll L CTHM 4 THEED
v & & 2378 & L7z (Figure 4.2b), &I, EHHMMWE - LA RKICO W
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T, RE O ENRIZAEEMETH > 7225 (F(2.69, 134) =2.47, p = .07,

72 =.003), &t (F2, 134) =1.36, p = .26, ° = .02) L XRHEEH
(F(5.38, 134) = .96, p = .45, 72 =.002) 3EECTEadr o7,

Figure 4.2
MAAS D& MIREOKRE S A 77 v b

a

bt o @
> =} 'S

Discomfort with Ambiguity

~
[}

33

Absolutism

28

Note. t1, t2, t3, t4, t5lFznxn,
% (N BB X FEAIE),

RERIC ko CHELZZIT 2N FERICONT,

Condition: F = .14, p= .87
Time: F =1.05, p= .37
Interaction: F = 1.11, p = .35

r——‘ 5_\
t1 2 3 4 53

t1 2 3 4 53

o

Need for Complexity and Novelty

R EEE %,

o
E]

bl
S

Condition: F = 1.36, p= .26
Time: F =2.47, p= .07
Interaction: F = .86, p= .45

Condition
Many Creation
- Deep Creation

—  Control

R—274 v, FTLEER, A
Bl ER % EER T,

SIEHEREHKE 1 DIC

TR MRy 2B ITbh (BIESMT), R—R2 74 v otk
Za7kaviru—nrLl, EFEZCXo CAER (KA 3) offtit w2 =

TEHHTIZET L ER
= .30, SE=.14,t=2.14, £ = .12, p = .03),

Al sd, ZEOMBEIAETH o7 (b

L7z2>7T, #EEXLIT Tk

<, RBRICAMEST 2 2L bt EROERFCHFLG T 5 LRI NI,
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4.2.3 ER

Ko ET7 LR OER, MAAS-I ORfE LTHH I AV Y F v D
MAAS ¢RI TH - 72, BRKICIZ, 3T (DA, MA, NC) & —&IK T
EFWELEZ 2R TETALRDETAVEAEDRE 2 o 72, WE 7 LM
LTwaZe2b, MAAS-JIZHAANDBERE~DEEZITOET LD 3
DOFEHREDO XS CHBWICHEHT 2N TE, MAAS-J I Z b DR
TrihoRELOBBRERIT220ICHVE R TE S LEERIT S
ZENTE DS, £, MAAS-J I RFANEEEME L HREGHEMEZ T L
7z,

MAAS-T Z# @R E LK L2 A THEINLAZHBELSEL LD T,
MAAS-J i+ a4 s G LW eFE2b b, £9, Big
Five IC & F 2 R fEME 7 X DA & HEE OMHBE 2 H Y, NC & I35 wHE
BB, FMUEALL DARPEEZEOMHBEESL b ol, 22
OREWE r> 40 0FFEEOMHBAEZRLZ, 206 DORIT, FHEE~
DABEBREAREIBTCVEZBEAZ L VI REEE~ORERICET 2%
fTWF9E & — 3 L T\ % (Bardi et al., 2009), MA ¥ Big Five CTiZH £ Y
FEE < id e <, BT OMELFKE TH 572 (Lauriola et al.,
2016) 72, A #7414 7RG IX DA L IEOHBEZRL, Y74 7RG
I DA L EBOMHBE%ZRL, MABXUNC LEDHBEE2RLZ, ZOHRA
X, BHRE~OLRERR AN T 4 7RG L EOMEBAERRL, FY 714 7K
B ADOHEE %2R L 2L (Bardi et al., 2009) & —3+ %, MA &
KT 4 TREBEEFHCHBAEZRLAZE WY HEEIZ, ArRp, REWNTHE
BRUE D R WHIBT 2 ir 0 A4 O REE Y, MEi~oMAa 2 EE T 2 A
BT, XOVEIEHNTHY, KT 4 7RG LEEL T3 AREE %2R E
LTwb, £72, NAEMHEEII DA CBEOHBE%EZRL, HBEETIEH 3
BNC EIEDHBEZRLE, 2o 0fERIZ, DADBERME T T 2K E
MEELZRL, NCOPHEWEEL2RTLLIMERL T2, AL F
DI AT hBREAHEERT LIS EEELEEL TS I 2 EZ
% & (Fredrickson & Joiner, 2002), AWM EE 2 DA & ADMHE % R
L, NCtIEoMBEzZRIT L iZABENTHL L, T oic, ANEmEHE ZRE
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BAE¥E L, DA LRV T 4 7RG XML ZR L L7z EE w5 Hr i

E, NEMBEIINT 2 DAOBRIKALLTCHEETH -7 (b =-.23,
L =-13,8SE=.09,t=-2.72,p<.01), FHHHBETEH L, I=<V
2 bFERED DA L AOHHBE, NCLIEOHBE%ZRL &, HAAND:ZERK
FHIZREE LTI @Y EEZLNTWVWE I =< X FEEK (Kan et
al., 2009) & BB~ BELBEBG T 2L I BRI H L »,

¥7%, FFMQTUCHlE I N~ A Y F 7132 RIETDA EACHERD Y,
NCLIEEDHBERH 2 B bholz, Thb ORI, BEHRERNEL <
A v F7rsrRe oBf%E R L ZE/THS (Fulton, 2016; Le et al.,
2012; Robinson, 2019) & —% %, FFMQ ® 52D FM R JE X, R 2
7 EMEARE U T AEIICHE L Tw/2 2%, Observing 25 DA & IE D MBS % 7R
L, Non-Judge 2" MA & NC O /5 & AOMHBEEZRLZC & XFEHICHET
%2, FFMQ ® 2 ¥ % F LIt Observing T ICIZYTiRESLT, kR
PE% R L T3 (Baer et al., 2006; 2008), ZM&F X 8% L, X«
BB AHEN» B EN2»HB T 20T, TBE] AT DA & NC Dfi 7
CIEOMHBER D s EXOND, £, 7, Non-Judge (I FFMQ # 2
a7 LEMHBELE»r o7 MALADHBERS 2 L Dok, TDOZ L
X, MADRBREL~A VIFI7ALXARABFHEAKTE2d D THE L2 RBLT
w5, Non-Judge [T NC &b BB (L2 LS WHE) Z/R L, NC 2 B
BRI 32 N4 0 RRE ORI ZRL Twd 2 L ZiatAL %
(Lauriola et al., 2016).

NFC icBI L Tk, Witz DA L A, NC LIEDMHEREH Y,
PFP i DA S IEDOMHBE, NCLEaoMHENRH 2 Z ¥ bhol, RKIHET
PEREE L, TRVGER, EEARRELZAE»ODARGBGE2RF->TITH] L wo
HE®® Y, THIEIBERMEZ FEE 2 ZHFRT A EMmMZ R LT 5 A HE
Wnd s, Lzdd->T, B2 DABIONC LBEL, MA & B L
ol bi3ZYTchreELOLNDS, AT, PFPIE T HIATREN: & 4F
CEmZ XKML CTwb72%, DAPNCEOB#EIZYTHLILEZLN
5, N2 DRAMPTRENRK L BRE~DOLEAE I FHLOMELEZ LN
T & 72 2% (lannello et al., 2017; Kruglanski & Webster, 1996), %[ ®
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BREIINLLOMEVIHODDTHE L DFMNZYMELEET 2D 0D
TH 5,

REL, MALEEARMBEZRLAEARERZNIZIES AL, MA D%
MZLBEICODWTR IO RIMHPLETH L, MA IZTBERREICH T 2 =
HEHWN W aBEZ RS e, RAMTEMKKICEEST 2L FEIH
7o L22L, KWFETIE, MA & PFODMICOABE LT HBELRD L
N, RWTFETIE, MAIZPA LIEOMHBELHY (r= .14, p<.01), PFP
T PA EEDHBERD 72 (r=-22, p<.01), 2% Y, NFCIKEBIFT 3
MAWRERY T4 7HhEETHY, PFPEIAHTT 4 7HhEETH S Z & AR
BN/, LEA>T, MA YU NFCRTFHEINLALZBEEOHBER R - %
AREED H 2, MA DR SPBOARMEBE L BE L T3 2 &id, fthoifi%k
HLTRBLTWD (Forsberg et al., 2019; Lauriola et al., 2016; Moss &
O'Connor, 2020) DT, SH I b iCHmat &, fho RE L O Z Y23 MEE
I ERMFEINDG,

W7e 8-B Tix, BERMEMMEORTD 5 b, BRI~ RH& e @M -
MR R ITPE M E - AIEN AR CEDR D o 28, M ERoMIEA
FRA TR LB IC o, TOREIT I EBELFRREL -, B
DIGFHCEBM AR E LR RN EROMEM O T I, THED WX
BERZZIANLDS ] L w) 1 D0HHO A ZZMEE L LA VORIZ T
7 A b L 72 7% (Bentwich & Gilbey, 2017) & —3( L 7=, EffiEE T
F, LIFL BRI 2 TERINS, o, fFRBIKRI 2521 %
, BRP—BICEEITOLARVWEMTH %729 (Hitsuwari & Nomura,
2022), ZMEOBEKREOZ M AL, =Ml E O IR %8 2 TR M2
ZALLZZFTREME A B 5, & b, EAFIcs Wi, HE®a I 2=/
—vaviEFRAY, TRTCHERICEBRINSE DT TlEAR v, FFicdEq
TEHFHNZRHIBION, 1TECTIRTE2RHAT LI L EIATRETD
5 (A, 2012), 24wz, BRARHOFENDIZ T ANIT 2 25T
(Hitsuwari et al., 2023), ZORFHZHAL T, BRI ORANELERT 51
REMEA & 2, BERRMEMMEO BAEMME ICZER Lh oD iE, BRE~D
ERE S (HEAGICEET 2) K22 E 0T alfErH 2 0w HH L,
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EMoFEAEEE ORMICRELD > 27200 b Lk v, fl 21X, BN
~ORPWETMATICE, THSPMIEEAEaYyrr—ATEARWE ) At
KRWICEI»ND L, 2RV ARICHRSZ] LI DORH 5, Ayl
fiZoWTid, BRELCHLTIXIVEENTTY 7e —FEmOREZRL
TW3H, ChCEERE 2201k, NAORELHETHZ, 2
T0, 200 EEBEE LAY, FREFok ) Lz Cld, BKEL
KT BEIAREERBENM L AL o7z, LEDB>T, EMEEHEEVIREL
20, AMEREZ LV TEICHALZY T LT, Rl ilms £+ 3
AREME A B B

¥, THEEEZT AL, ZMAMEABHREMNE CEELZE 2 5 C
LERLEGIOTCOMATH 25, 2 hid, BEEREMRME L AEEoMICIED
MBI %Z R H L 725179 (Robinson et al., 2019; Zenasni et al., 2008)
IR T2 b oTcH Y, BIEREMESAEEEE® 2 ARELE TR L,
BIERER SR 2 S0 2 FEd "L Twd, £/, RIEDIHE
TIE, ALEEE) & BRI oM L o RICKREFRE D 5 2 LB R X
NTH Y (Charness & Grieco, 2022), =MEECAFICETFVWTDL Z D X
Y EAR SN, HATWRZEH T 3T, KRBT B S W42
ALEMOME & dFEICHEEL TWwb 2R RINTE,

To kT, RFFIZEFTMHELER - JLRT2MRE2 D20 L7k,
W ODPDRAESHEORBEICOVWTHOERTILENDL, H 11, K
Mocix, FHEEET O LAV HRES, ftoXifiyy v LV 2EBEE L
DAIMELZY T2 MBEHAHABELAL o772, B 21C, MAAS % 5 [HHIE L
oL TAMHRICE-T, ZMEFPHEBZBLLAZIELEZDY L
ZAREMED B B, B 3T, Z OWFIE T BERRMEN I o 2 ik 1B % D A
FanzzePbrofh, TNIXREOBKEME DL O %R X 7
T HEEWT 2 EEMNLDH D (c.f., Fleeson, 2001), L7=2»>T, Z0F
AEFEIRE, CORERPEDLIICENMNT 2022 bR DI
X, FE2S 1 FICDEIMBNAELLETH 2, SHOMIETIE, K
Mo ERBOEEOFMICES 2 YT, BHREME~0FEL XV FHEFC
MRT T EBTELESL D,
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4.2 AR : kAR BCBBEELZR L2 ERORER
4.2.1 FRE

R <, FOAMEFE BCEBEE 2L 2P oK EZ BT+ 5,
PEMAIEE LIFRIMERE X R A MROR T2 L T2 b Lk, B
icix, BMEF XEAZEL, FAMEELPRBI T XS A kFICEEL
hoo 22 iF, MEEFIE (FM—EHY20) 2806%bICTH] v
AU effole, 2OHIE, RELRMDOELED T 5 % 31X DBFlHE
CEEZAT, KEBOKBZY) HCbBEHEL2D o b ZEETNAMERT
Y, RoFHACTHELLERERTORH L LboCOMWITH 2, EAIXC
DX RAMEEH VRS LT, MEFoMEMECEBEMZ HICOT TSl
DA S, FEBE, PEFBIEIXAIEME (Stephenson & Rosen, 2015) < BEIE
P~ RESE (Hitsuwari & Nomura, 2023) K#ZE2 52 Tw 3,
Stephenson & Rosen (2015) i€ XX, 1 H 20 DA BIE (vs. PI5E Al
B) Z 3 HEB T 2R, BAPLPEEW AT —~IC2O20WTEXT 25 AIC
Al E o725, Hitsuwari & Nomura (2023) (X, 20 2 #E4)
EEVLE LT3N FER (BHRE~ORBE O TR E) o[ 23K < 7
sl tEHLMICLE, EHEZRD C ERLENEELY L5 2 25, KfT
MREDOSMEIZHER - EMICHAE2KATHEZDbT TRV, 22T
RWFgE ik, HEM U2kt Lo LN ERE, HCOBBKEICHE
HLCEIIL 7%=,

BECRBPOZL o BCBBIEE X, MAD R Rk HCH
wEHEBL, B AREYEEDME~OBLCREE D20 T
(Stellar et al., 2017), J&H &1k, hFIC X 2l H 2 BRI 72 HFEWIT
O REAZ T LLEWMT 2L THhHL L, BIFMCERINLTWL S
(McCullough et al., 2001), £HD &k, JAKX O & )0 O E M H
54 U % (Keltner & Haidt, 2003), Chen et al. (2022) (X, =& 12 &
g, %, BEAMET 2YEEATOL Y, ACHBRELAR LD
OB Y ZWEL 2, 2 ofR, BEHSMAE, BOBEOEEWRG OB
NEBLCCHREEEL WS I EMARE %, Jacobs & McConnell
(2022) 13, BfoaePRB et wvwozHCHBREREZR L LT v AR
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E, BRE0O A Y ZIE L, FIfEITEI S AAMRETE E & 2 A
MmWIZ xR LAE, TOXSIC, HOCHBEEZ, ACL)» L EHR
~OBLPIRELEEL T2, FARHERC OV TELN, FRICAAD
Tmp B EB R L CWwb 2 2Ex 5 e, FAAIMEL A CHEBIEEX
M#E LT, Uz HEL L CHOHRBREOREBMERM 2L ZLT 2
LEZLZDOERYTH DL, EIE, BRo2xzE LT AlRy, aox

L 2@ id 2 2O TWw 3 (Hitsuwari & Nomura, 2022),
P e BRFHOBEBRIC >V T AT VMG hTwihwv, A0 KERA
Bix THEAEZE2 X5k T, KARAD—HTh AN 2EHRT 5 LD
Kol Z9FEZTHDL, HDOWLHDICEHMTEL L IICRo,] &
HMRCTwz, 2oz, Az cEHoRFb BT L 2R
L TWw3, —fkic, EHLIE, MiED2EX2OHFEN RITHICK -
TREZZT 22T 52640 2% (McCullough et al.,
2001), L22L, HYN®MW, YR L, BRIZHEICALZICMEZ S5 2 Tw»
2720, FFCEBLAHEERAS T, B#HoKRBREL LD H
2, Z0X57k, FEOHKRE L XMBEGRREHOKFEH 1L, [ FRIKH
EHE N T WS (BK - BT, 2013), HERIIZEHAZ T TR, HE O L
mtkFECLSKIL, EMCEITHFEI LI LN TELIILEEZLD
L, FRE#EENCL s TED N D HEERE V., £ 2 TR T
I, 2k AL kE W APHCBBEREZ D XS ICRA 2021
K+ 3zeT, HENREQREDO OB 2B L 7,

P HCEBEEEZ2E LERBICAKETHZECODVWTEW 2,0
Woernd zs, HEMCHEUZERDANCODWTZOFEEL B L 25
v, ZZTARME T, FUEMESZ NEEDL W AN, ZHA0iE
W, ThbbHFENEMFELZ L EERHEPRBOG L oz ACEBEN L @
BfRIco>wWTHE Lz, TAKABIUTO22oTH 2, F 1, fEHIEZF
ErEA, ARSPFHiALZ2ERLCE2»ATREALAVED, M %
FELANFRHOAFED, R PFREHOLAFFLBM Y, BERaHkE
Bl CHHCHBLEREHCORLD, FH2ic, FAEMEZ NIEDL
BNV I EHBOSEZEL S, chiz, PFUEECET 2 RITH RO
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RefkmEviciEiRL b0 TH b, £/, fAZE L e, AV Y F
27 VT4, RAVIETIALFRR, JRAERAYT, FHME, AEMHEEL W
St LHER L OB IE -, Tho o REPEIETN B IX,
() ThooREOMEmAE W AIZE, EAICR 3 2 ENFHlAE w2 &
BEEINTWS Z L (Hitsuwari & Nomura, 2022), (2) 2416 DR T
DHOHBREFELLERBCHEBEL W EEZLNRTWVWEZETH D,

4.2.2 Rk
S

RFFE~V Y v FEHFCH > TEMI N, ZREAGRIERY [A
ENRETIMAOMBEEHMEZAE S| OXKFE %2 HF 7 (ID: 23-06-
020), TRTONHiEE, BAETZHA FI4 vBXOCHINICH > TEME X
N W7 740, KfFECHEMALAZTXTOHERM, 7 — %, Qualtrics
7aYes b, BXPRAZIY T, A v 74V TAFARTDH 3
(https://osf.io/udfdp/?view_only=fdcc37e¢a79dc47ec8b01337f2cf40e64
Yo ARFZEIX, W@E 1 » ARlicAh RS Eb 18R ZE-2tDd B 197
fl, 25 ThWv 199 B DSME TR S, FRREREC, T 1
srAT1IAbFEoTwRW] LRELZS4, FAEET THEMNICS D
I EFoTwd ] LHZELEZIOH, T DQSHHICE > CTHZEL TWwi
3% oRINLTz, ZDFEER, DX RIT 369K TH Y, HEAIE
F192% (B 1244, 2 ofth 1, Mige = 44.57, SDug. = 11.35), JEAI
E#ZEIZ 177 % (B 124 %, M. = 48.60, SDue. = 10.86) L2072, 5
mEE, ¥ 7—- 279 K8V —=v v T Iy T F— LA

(https://crowdsourcing.yahoo.co.jp) THEL /-,

= 1

FREH. SmE ik, PREH (EK, 2016) 2 EOREOHE TRENT 2
PiIConwT, 5O0HHE (Hl #HlwobHEYICHE® S ) 2L CHEL
7o BIZLERE L, 1 TIREALERHEZE LR V] 2206 7 [227 ) HE K
WERBRT 2] FCT°CThotk, T, SIZDEI RV ICHESDLER Y, F
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https://crowdsourcing.yahoo.co.jp/

DX BN EZRELZZEDR ] EHETIZERBEDL D - 72,
K (2016) 1, COREOZYHLEHEMEZERL -,

BMERSE. SEHE 7% D Gratitude Questionnaire-Six-Item Form
(McCullough et al., 2002; HAK - L+, 2014) o HARFERZH 7=z, &
ODHEME R, BHoRHLBBRoOEMZHNET2db0THLZ, AK - A+
J#@ (2014) 1&, ZOREoZYELEHEELZHREL 2, HAGIR TR0 A
FICREHTRECLPS ] TH D,

BB 6HH 7 4 D Dispositional Positive Emotions Scale
(Shiota et al., 2006) D HAGEREZH W7, HADL K Dff%ETix, Z oD
REZHVCEBOZORE (KL 2 #HM) 2HET 2 2 23% v, E#EME
LEYWEREm LD, RFFETHIEAL A, HEMNE TFAF X < B
DaEEKL D] TH S,

EMEMADED EEER. Hitsuwari et al. (2023) & FEEIC, SMEIC
i, AEEBIORER (2 V24574 7h{tE (FHFAF—I4 2 —7%
L) P2z AMEL B2 25E, PORERBRES 223EHE2LE
W], 7T—t~0oL [Tt EoBEMELELY 2?2, 7T—F
b BAEEE TEMEPEMEIC D b VWOMETITEETH? | T2
WwWT, ZhRl,

FhE

Z N 1Z Qualtrics (https://www.qualtrics.com/ip) 2ER L 7= [HEA
BREBICET 2 L0BMAE] 7vr— b7 272R L, BELE, aAIEE
cix, @BE 1y HicfEo ko %, PR 2E2HE, MiES a7 R b
~DISERE, SEENEEIEFR A 230k, EAIERIES CIE, K
AN o ThoffjicEolonfinzzl b rdbs2rzlEL, ZD

%, ZMEL2EPHCEBEGE CHEST 2 EABLAEAREBICHKALZ, &5
I, ZMEE, BCEBEEIC EMEWIEWRETH 2 NEwmEE (K
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fi,2009), / AZ LY T{HEF (Routledge et al., 2008), At U F 2TV
7 4 (b3, 2002), ¥4 v F 74 A (MM Five Facet Mindfulness
Questionnaire; Takahashi et al., 2022) ICEIZ& L 7=,

4.2.3 ®#R

T3, AIEE LIERAMEE O PR & R o\ 2 B L 72, P18 EGH

ST, WIN2OHHIC S [ZoRIICHEHYL A - Z oRWE2RE
Bl tRELTCOZ A ERAL, 361 B2 REL
77o SHHZARL (a = .90; Range 5-35), &AL L, HEMR
FOEAIES 25 A (0: FERIEH, 1: BIEH) 0o &£ I =&, 77—+ &k
~OHIR, BXUERE Lz, B LTI RERELGVLEVIAAD
» % 7-® (Chopik et al., 2019), FBAZLEICERZMA -, ZEME L L
TEMEDT v X LY REhE %I 272 a generalized mixed linear model
T, X TA—2DE”RDHE 4 XHfEE L., R packege D brms
(Biirkner, 2017)Z w7, FREHOMESMED 7 v X LUz R i
IEBSf A Y CTlE®H 7z, 4 chains, iter = 15000, warmup = 2500, thin
=2QIHELEZ, TRTDOANTA—=ZIFIR"<1.01 THot, EMAIIESE
DEDPOEMDOHEEMIE 1.96 (95%CI[0.69, 3.23]), 7 — b &t~ o @IE
I¥ 2.40 (95%CI[1.72, 3.07]), *EH#iiF 0.06 (95%CI[0.00, 0.11]) & 7 -
o TNLORERL S, PFAAMEZERIZIEAMER XV S PRIEH O ML
{, TOHMREIT -+ 2R ~0HEKELFROHELRVTHALNDE LW
% % (Figure 4.3A), AEDHTIX, 369 MR E L, RERHHOH
Bl (a = .86; Range = 5-35) IO W TR D GLMM T ¥ J A — X HEE
ZiTole T— M~ B (1.66, 95%CI[1.12, 2.19]), 4E#H (0.06,
95%CI[0.02, 0.11]) DEERXALNZ, L L, FHAEE > DFEE
A LN o7 (-0.22, 95%CI[-1.24, 0.80]). T b b AIEE 2T
POMEFIEHEROLLTEITRALAT, FREBICOVTORPE
28% b7 (Figure 4.3B),

BHERICOWTd 6 HEZARL T (a = .85; Range = 6-42), [Ifk
D GLMM TXNZ X —X%2ME Lz, ZOE, FHAFEEI»ELD T
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A — X DHEFEMEIX 2.55 (95%CI[1.53, 3.56]), 7 — F &~ EIk|Z 2.68
(95%CI[2.14, 3.21]), 4E#1X-0.00 (95%CI[-0.05, 0.04]) L& >72, T

NoofER» L, FHERBMICOVWTD, 77— 2k~ HEIk L EROFE
rRwTd, FABEEE» B2 D EN A LI/ (Figure 4.3C),

Figure 4.3

HER AIEE & IERIE S o FREH (A), B# (B), FFHERI (C) oA
A B C

33 o S|
5, 3 , nil

Zofh, EHNAFEELE 2L OHELRALNLEERIZ, AV FaT YT
4 (.88, 95%CI[0.42, 1.35]), / A Z ALY T (1.95, 95%CI[0.62,
3.28]), AEiGEEK (2.26, 95%CI[0.91, 3.61]) THh o7z, TNLDEHK
INEEBELEGE, FUAEE B2 RE L Tk, 4V F 7
F A, MiEE RO FEHKFICIIHEL LN D o T,

4.2.4 ER

KRR TP RIEE 28 2208, KH, REUKIEZ L 0B BB oK
LTS kIFdwErmall 2z, 2 ofR, kmalfEHE FEAES L
LT, FRIEHOMEIEL 72, COEEIT — &K~k FE
FRrwcd Aoz, HARACET IHEL*EDILELH 720
(Rillero, 1999), fif5Zz W HFEAEERL N R L 7% -7 Y (Shirane, 2023) F
2 icEBRT 2N MEAOHE S o v xR EZLNDS, $72, K#T 2
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AR EHEL TS EEXO N2 EHMEERECE, EURIES»S
PICEBENTALNRDP o, LD ->T, FUAEORER L QITF
RRHcoBEHHICALN D HREELD 2, B RZERHFIMEEL»SLB YY)
EHOIREDARVIFPEREL CWEY, FHEFOFERIZD XS &
ARV P ~DORERZWEED L LI HFH TRV, UL 2R HRER
BThH, HE~mI 3 HRoZBkaoffFicioTiRZ Y, K72
HiAHECEBEEZBRCIICARZ LR RBING,

¥, FHAMEECH D L FRBEABORLLTIICHIEEL T
72, Hitsuawari & Nomura (2022) 13, BHlo&S0K L+ X BNHEH 0 %
LEFMICHESTZILEZRLTWS, COMBEEAMWIC, HEMMICH
MEAMEL T2 L RRBEEOE LT S 2Emo 2 0[BEERR SR
2o AT, EMAELTC VB EE, AV FaT VT4, JAXALY
THER, NEMERICEELCwEZ, ChoofER2o, EUAEZ T 2
CLTHFEBEFHTLILRED, HAGREDORE RFEICHARH T S
N7, Zho it F2ACHEBEELE O T B2 ARERD
2, HCHBEEZEL 2 L well-being 8EELZ LB RINTVE L
25 b (Pizarro et al., 2021), fFAIAMFIC X Y HOCEBERBEZE L v 7 <
B, NEMEEZED 3 RESRBING,

7272 L, RFFEIE, EBROAEBEEZITo T o, FHAMESE CEK
BRIEOMEICHELrG 2w OT i TcEdhrn, gy 7Y v
Jl T, AMAERTV, BIEXH BN Z oMol A%k
WEBEELG 2L ERAL T BERD 5,

A3 FALEDELY

KETIX, BREZRB L T30 0EECAIMELR, BIRE~DOBEL
HOBEBRELRZEZEIUD T 24 afthicegEr2 g damEtEzrL
oo EHDOEECAME R BB RFHLZzLAE LT, KFORGHE
AV FaT7LCObREINTVWERD, AR THRONLXLI BRI T 4
T BEIIMAZ T TR, AN A VNI Y 252X 2AREYED D
LEZLbN D,
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B EREEE

5.1 fMRETHONEANMRDOER

Kiffgecld, MARBOFEMIN IO FEEE 2 ENBEFE D
HEEAKNTELTCHMON S BHREICES A YT, SHNITHRETL T &7~
HARRyIciE, BRMEO TAo 8, BIRE L FXEoTER 7, BHRME~D
BEZrECWHARECEZ2HE L VS 350llHITH - 72,

MR 120 E4E2EDHE 1 ECE, BREO T EHEAAR, Tt
NoFTHRFRED LI ICHHOELRELED 222 R L &, EREH
~OHHLAAB LS vrva—fEAL A v IfviET, A 2A—-v, B
W, R, B oBHEE WO 4EERL, 4 X =Y, B, RIE OB
ARk oFEEE L AOMHBEE T 2 0, MROBEKRMEIT, HE%2RI %
Wi, BRREO FTHUMRICLs T 2 0MREREL Z MRS RE X
72 (WF%E 1), i<, W 2¢ 3T, ML ZFDTMETHEALA A -
(W3 2), &G (WF9E 3) oMK ICERZ Y T, 2 b 2 EoBERELE
EWicAoATHESTI I LEY 2 THE, EREFER, ZoomIiZ X3
FvIAVERRYE, ZHATETHLPICL L, T, W4 TR,
fMRI % v T, MibfE2 &, BHREO TS HoEMNF 2R A2, %
herdfREBmonterork, —HT, FHEEPCEEEZREL LK
o, ZEHRIEEE P A L Rlo B EAREEAS R S, BT o L
CXFEMERAOFELENZE L IMBICEECTH L ERRRI N,

Mo sroiff712a0HE 3 ECIE, BIRE L EEMOMBLHET 2
WHicowTlRE21To7, kfiZ, 20EI LA A Y ICKFET S L0
SR b, SEHEMoP I, LR ICEL TWw e FE I, %
2T, Mg s ik, HMEmEIC, ThZnHMPEUEZFML T 5 v,
ZOXALDHEEFE /-, WXL d, F2ETODA4OOMAETHHRT 3
o, BHRELSEXEEZ TF 22, bteoXRAEFERD RN, HAA
EBERELRE S Ao TH FAVEFHFIELCEEEEEZ T T A LML
BT lr o Tz, W6 Tld, AEEOHBER LM T 57201, AIRIT 10
FELESML T2 A E0RELEO T ICHNEFMLTD o2, 20
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i, JFREH T, BREOEVWHE T, KX ) bFEEELT 22
25 (WFFE 1~5 L), FEEF IR, FEMHOBRERIRECTCH 72, 6
I, W7 T, ATLDSAER LA e WO RIBEL < Vo2 iz, Al
BRECERLZEZBEREDER 20 TH > Td, HEBEICAMBEREL T2
LW TR RENEIELLETT, BEEEOFVIEN (Tu o AED
Pk v by BETNhB L RRBE W,

FawETIE, BIREL WS R RO G o 8 E L AIFE BB E S 2 0
FrEic o X ET 202 MaT L7z, % 8 TIX, Zoom 2/t L 2%
Bic, BHRE~oRBEOMNERERMICRY T4 7 hwELr 52528 %
AL, PFROBREZELCZY, AFBRECcCEOKRBEEL 17 FIC® /-
W32 T, 120> F W LzFx AV LA E, FAMoZliC
BhHoTwltFEz2ZLNG, £7, FUZHEMNICAFELTVwI AL %S
THRWAZLEST 2 LT (% 9), #FAAIEILFREHCEROGR E
DHOBBEBEOR L A ICbEELL5 22 nRB Iz, FAIEEB
HEOH) FagrcllaiinTcnizy, AP a v T 2 bR % KEHME
INTnl, B RHROABELDZXETHY, ZDOXIHFRY
T4 7L HEBE R, RS HOREEERR T 5,

LT Tid, AR %M (BN - HEmn 2k, 2480
MEBOMm AT ey, SBOBEEZLL Cimzd~2%,

5.2 BHREM

Aiffgecix, HMARBOF LI NI FEENLZ, oA R LT
Zi— Mo LEEMIE O EELARNTFCTHIEHREICERL T, MitL T
g

5.2.1 BRMELEXUAR~OTHE
INECHEHREPEERICE R 2EE R, BREIPFEELZ LT 2
(Jakesch et al., 2013; Muth et al., 2015), » % Wi FiF% (Mari et al.,
2021; Millis, 2001; Szubielska et al., 2021; Swami, 2013; Wang et al.,
2023), ¥ EBHKELFEELEOBAMGE Y U TR oM Z i < (Jakesch &
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Leder, 2009) & &, #PE I —-HL T Adro7, AW TIE, ZOFK%,
R OB A ECBEREOEHOE Y, thoZHoFEEALLEZ, —HL
TR 72K (MotEd boElkEcizad) KWEHL, BKED MLy

e LY (B28E), MoRXBOMBMRZMEFT LAY (B2F) $52¢T
FHMZTE L,
ZORER, FHickEwT, XX —HL CHEREIEEEZTT 22 L8

S »ickh o7 (WF%E 1, 2, 4, 5, 6), BEELIFEEM L2 T T 23013, kil
Lo % <t —38LTw3 (e.g., Szubielska et al., 2021), 2% b,
BRI ~DfEHOY T HE K —FT 22 LickoT, “ELAMEmMART Z &2
T&/, T, MWNOBHRMESFIAMICEEEZ T 2w & v ) B EE
X3 EVWHEZIFONZ (1), 2hick b, TRHDEOEENEZREB T
52 ENRTE (WK 4 OWMERRBEG 2 CIX, PEOEMNITZRERD 7%
TR, BERELEFEEELZ LT AT RE T, BREOHEE MR -
Twohrdb Lz, Pz, FZEMICL 2% (Blohm et al., 2018)
T, ROZRELFHNECADOHBARRL 228, ZRE & BEHRME LA OMHBE
Tho/zlLThH, BLhsrzfllachrE2OLND (FNEICOWTH ERCH
BEZBEBEMNET 22 L I3RL 3R,

5.22 fiRE=Mie ER=MoLBER - HER

BEERME & WRME OB R FICHEZ M2z N RICTOATE L2, 22T,
MEEMeoBEHLHER 2T DB LT, VRANCAWEDORHERE %
ERT D,

T, EEALES LT, HEEMEFER FOESE T L2 ICBEIK
HEELCEY, BECHMICEELLGE A TCWIILAETLNE, FOWME
THEBRPE 2SI ¥ L (Wallot & Menninghaus, 2018), #EAJAIEH 2> & i) @
WEICEBEELPEETCH L2 LI EHEDL>2d 0D (Fh1l, 1998), BB
BEVE 2 BRI EMfF R ic B TR LZ0RYWOTCTH L, AfROBHHEAR D L,
BEBRVE 2 EEHIE L 2 gE (FF%E 1, 2, 5, 6) THREEOBEEEZE L T3
B hotz, T, TORUHFEHFEEUEOHBRICBMAELD L LWV DD
HWEZMOME L FAEOKRETH > 72, #l 21X, Figure 2.4 1BV T, %<
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DEME (FEPGEZ) A, BEHEME W (BHRERE V) 12 EENFME T <
WE A, HiciE, KNoEmERTSMER LR nHh 2, ik, HE
ZEfiE xS & L7 Muth et al. (2015) (R UCfERZRL TS, £/, 2O
fAANZEEZERTEME LT, AEEEZTLEZ b HEBELD 1 2TH 2, K
L6 Tk, AEFRIBHRELGVHEAITH > TD, ik T Fkhdoks, B
BT iX 7 v 2, Pazzaglia et al. (2021) 3, HMFK I RE - REDO D 2 ixH
L0 L 2ICL 2,

7z, MOES & LTI, SIEEMIcHE T 2BRED PO %2 BREL 20k
e ZERR 2 T ER->722 EBETF 5%, Jakesch et al. (2013) (X
WS BRE % A0H A BEBRYE & R BEBRE I B L 7228, ER @ X 9 & 5 FE S,
EVDFARAMED LI BT FAMCIZERICE T, MEMBEBEMEIXIZL
AETERT (FHEXFARER2ETRTIHAGCEIFEET Z22d LAV,
WA BERE S KB EZ o Twd, 20X RtHERSZ D00, KifFT
NEINTA A=Y OWERME, B o B, SR o BEER R 58 AR R X
BL, 2hold, AREEMTIEZLNEHME TS 5, Jakesch et al.
(2013) Tix, dBWMIcZ oD T ZIT-oTEHY, RKWFED X 5 REIE
MaFhzrzR vz, 5%, @EIMCEVTH I 5 ICHKBUEBKYE
DREPIThbNTV L 2d Lvkwn,

5.2.3 0EZ - RABZHAR~NDOTRR

FEM L EMMITIE, AFETCOHL2R L S 1T, ME, T2, KE =E
RAE, WE, SO Aoy 2ABELTWE, DX 0, EWEKEBO R
N=ALZMigT s eid, NEEFG ST 2EER@mEsELHET 2
LICEMRY, ERIC, LHEE - FABFEHEBICSL T, FROo—2FIcRY O
2% % (Wassiliwizky & Menninghaus, 2021), il 21X, KL cih-> T =Z
R, HEOa oy —vavicbsuTll, B#aIhzzed s
25, WFZE 4 OBERRE O R R IFIE 6 O REF FMiAc L, EMEHCE VTR
sl dbdrs, chix, BREZZMAMEZTRZ 2 EAEL LT
LESs> AoLHo—fllieExbNE, £z, RFFEF, ko X 5 nHs
RREMIC LR - BB EHESIM Y MO 2007 L -7 =7 BREEL L
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Ex22, oFh, H3EM (AHEICETIE, HA) icowT, TEALEK
W (B 2REL, Thz BB LEY (F28), hoZKoH#HE
MREMB LAY (B3E), APHE~DOREOREZRABNLAEY (F45E) T
eT, FAMEEFTI LN TE L, LEEPLCEMBI A IR LIS ICX
>T, HOPEy B HMLZY, BELZEZY T2, 2OT7L—LT =27
SHEIC DD Lk v,

5.3 AikmHNER

KR 1x, =M - FEEOLHEPHEIR IO B 2 A, LHEY - BAE
F—Mic, AT 2 mokimtEmz R,

B, TREICHEBRICHEHAINZ Z LD ARbo g0 L v EMIC
HEY T, ERfBE Lo 1 oHOF A, 1EMAEL, &
BAEABFIZHEH—-THY (17F), VAL ERARE, P sEEMicesw
THEEWMICEEEL G5 25 3IN5EH (e.g., Obermeier et al., 2013;
Scharinger et al., 2023) 2#EHlcCE T3 HTH 2, 2hicky, Ho%
¥, FrucllEBEEciE A, SMEOMELEMICE T LR (KWF%C
BTk, MIRINZZBERE) oFEHICEzIEE TR LLCIT AR
5, ¥z, 1HEHLT, OB CTEECTE 220, fhoEMifEMS et
XT, ZMEFEOL L AEBETEL S OFEMEBEE T2 B TE (RIFFIC
BT, 2040 A DEE R L o 72), TNEALTFLXALTHNT S C
LT XY (Silvia, 2007), SMENOEHEOBEBEZHL 2 ICT 5 2 LI
W5, Fkic, MoKt BEAC2MHEFICAFETE S & vk
BbdHby, MEIPLHMAS DAL ERICE VT, 2 TOSIMHE
20 CHEMZ B E R LR TE L, TNERELERL &0l
Wtcdh 2, ko 2 >oHoF &1k, BIRBRAFHAAETSH Y, Haiku &
LT, RO TwE e Thd, AT AV AR EREKD WL
OPDOET, FoRECHAATN, BHLAFORRLEDLZEDL S W
(Sallom, 2020), 72, HADHEADAIMEL 2P B HEFEL F 4 VBT D
FIRE N THY (e.g., Lowenstein, 2007; 7V 7 ¥ 2 7%, 2023), <D
DOWIRICT2N20, OoSFEITEWTD 5-7-5 PHARGEH N O FHic
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Ty 7 702K L CHIRCAIEZIT)> 22 b H D (e.g., Brown,
2008), ORI EIEL2 LT, W3 s Tk, HEMEE oL & T v,
ZOHMBRLHERZRT LN TERL, 22T, Y27 rofiflEc
BT A D oleds, ¥YI7 7V EHERTEDLEZ LT, 1 2HDOHMA
LOER A ER O EE S L EBRA RS2 Lk v, fEAID 3 2HD
Fliix, BEZEOHI) F 272 CllAaRINTEY, Lo MEICL
> THHAERE S TH2RTH D, FRL KR TAIETE 2L w
FE T TR, AMEREIHECHE LI 0B AIERBRICH T3
HhEwz 3,

B2, KiFE T, FRAEBRFEL N FEEZHTHY, %
M e T 2200 RMET 2 EHKFIC, FOSEEMoOMEICDH SE
Kb eEFE LD, BRIk, v 7HAE - FEBR (WK1, 5,6, 7,9),
zoom FEEE (5% 3, WFJE 8), FEEREFEER (W5 2), MRI EER (% 4) %
ToCT&7%, TNOLDOERFHEIF, HoEMy » v 2 &TLTE (HI
Z ¥, WL 3 1B T % Matsumoto & Okada, 2021) 25 & IC{TH Db DA%
ol WE4CETEHENE LR - hb - THEBEBEHICERL T
CRNTEA LI, FAHOKMIELLAMEDO D DL ko, BREL W
SEB DAL T, BMEPOLBREEEZZOICHMLAZ T X[ LLE
Zbh, SHAKOMELZIT>o T ZeBWFEINRL, HFicsnT
b, L OWMETEENT —X2E2HT Wz, AR FAESLA v £ &
= —ffE (F%E 1), EmalfERBEoEErEEHL L (K3, 8) L H
W7 —%2, bR LTE2, FEEHEOLHEEHEBICE N TH, HP
T2 OEEWEPIEHM I N TH Y (Whitfield & de Destefani, 2011), &
BORAMEECTHE - EF 2T T <,

5.4 HRICANER
5.4.1 HEMEMR
FRHRRGFAFTONY ¥ 2 7 oNTEEBASEE2H Y, o= v 72 b
HEKCHYMHOTERD L v, 2o ZBEMBRBMMEL & bIC, KU Tk
ML CEXAEEMNEE, FEHBHEHECE VR, [EE] Cw i e BEEL
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TWw3eEZTWS (c.f., ) & REEBEOBEFRICO VT, FI - 4K
(2014) 2=, BHEEF XTI ARNRCERP»OBIRPEL S A COflifl
KU B0 (XEBEAE, 2018)) bEREI N, BECTLEHEMUL 253,
EHFER O AL, MELESLELE, RERELIKICHE 2 7% oy B i EEHE
TEREINIHUELEELWMETH 2 (FIB, 2013), AWFED X 5, HEa#E
H-AlFcr2FEHoRE 2RI LT, ¥REGCiITbhTw 3 EHIED
RESLZ OO EBICECEEARMATE 220 Lk v,
EERICs T 2N oREICEMERDL L, flzxid, BREQIZLALERA
AOEEICKIIBL, ThOoIREMNAMBROIRE T i d, TLEHBRA A
—VEBEOLEETMBAERE LDV BB L L L RERI T3 (i
B - SElE, 2013; BEH:, 1998), £ 2T, HEBK - ¢IB (2013) TIX, WHEHF N
AEZITo 721, HWIKEELAI L WI IV A Vv E2T727 T4 7T nREIR
I, FiehfhBZECACZRAT 2R EORY T4 TR RONZ, %
2T, THEARXTFAEFELLHIREINA TR 2D ICEBPRIELS <, B
DM ZHATHE M E® 2 2L &3 (p.399)] b TH D (MK -
WS, 2013), X ICAMERICE T 2 BHRME (FFICFE 1 it Tid&EELEICA
DHELGE o MR OBRIE) BT 200855, KFECiE, P
DIFEFHICEVT, BIREPFEEEZ T T 208E2D 2 2 &8 VIEKELR
INTERH (K1, 2, 5, 6), FEMNMICEoT, FUOEHOML LD
D, BHREZIHLICXAEL, BLOIZEELZERLTCET L b RBINL (W
K 6) RBFHBEMCT, E{LZHBIFT LS, BREXKRI N D FF
flidgh, BLEINTWIEILEZEADIELEREBEREFILTHIEEZOLND,
T, W8 L& 9 Tk E CRIMEA, WEBRIE~ DB, P52 R m,
BitloZElma EICKY T4 7B d 2 RELRINEZ, VUCA O
REPENTALL, ZharbthicHi T RE - £ff2bldE b, AR
Fo X2V oA vEBRECHERLT 2 Az T T ERATFRINLS D,
ZowIoMic, BN ERERAR YR —T 1 TREETCHLLEZILN D,
FREHCPERBOS L LOHCBBEFICOVWTY, Mta2fTHzE LI
TH Y (Piff et al., 2015; Stellar et al., 2017; Zelenski & Desrochers,
2021), AEHHTHET I LAY EINIEETHIEEZONE, HA®
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HEEBRICHRE IR 2SR THESS 22 BRI 2 HFEMAIE%ZEL T,
ZDXIhREZERLC2HEEZHSL T LI AHTHZ 2 Ltk v,
SHLIHAHE CTAMEDHEENEREZER T L, MESITBNT, A
VADEREZELOLD T — X2 LB LNTE, EBIHCTOHEICDH P 2HEH
TEBILEHRBRINT, EE, BLICHEIN O (literature) D 3 T Haiku
BHZOLNT WD E WS (Salloom, 2020; Yasuda, 2011), HHRRE® 212,
FAMEOBAL LIRETHEZEDHEATHI LEZLNS, WF 5 T,
W25 CHEL CORBEOERNITMEL 2oz EBHLMICI N LD,
SHIbICENCHEMEE - AlfEo 7 728 ML T 2B HfFah s,

5.4.2 k5 - FDRIEE~DRE

A, RSt o s MErncd > 720, a v 5 X b ~o FKaK»E
Rg\mehozb, FAALALEE > T3 (e.g., #AK, 2008; Tago, 2023),
PRIz, 2 oMHAZ2ERILLI 2200 2T TH Y, HlziE, 2017 4
ik, T o2z xr 2 a BB CLBEESRYO ST HES [ r X oK
oC LB SR ER#ES | PRE L (P 3 2 o S SO0 B 5 ik i
ks, 2023), 2OHh TR, NoA AT T4 7 BRIGEEMNT 2, B h%2E
T3 Vo ARKHETOIMY EFCE Lo LB REHICODWTd F R
nNTws, Kiffseofic, MEseITir, o RY 714 7R LEBBED
EKikxh, Zofifrdeic, HR~0EEFEZ2EDL, HAXLoRE ICFH 5 T
2rLEZOLND,

72, M9 6 TH O o7z ATHEA X, GFEBRI YT cREHINLTAL
WA, FEPFAIERR~ORMERMEIA T ThreEx2OLNL, A%
<, O EREELSMT 5 EHR T, ATl LHAFTZ LT, X b EVEN
AfisfFonzLric, XVEHOEWENOAEZ KT 2 Y — e LT Al
DR ENE bbb Lk, ZnIE, FAEEOALRL T, AEL
CHWThFART, 7o ATHZREITALIT Al FHOWME vy =2
FiesmL, THEEECEToMBICWT, ABSEHTceh s EEs AL
AR o T X BRAP LT wE L, BAEROITHIC, B, vk
WWZEEWHICRY ET2, BaoERx Az 21, JEfodhEs L £
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ZH oIV TERWrLEFEZTCVRELLETLAE, 200 H - T, if
RICEDLDLETDIL > TWEZZEIRETHIEHL T T, (p.15)] Lo 7=
JUAF - KK, 2022), 2F 0, EZHTH->TH Al iR & D HAIKER % #2 2
ceT, AL uwflasmby, BT 2B 20382 RT3 0L
S, Al 2R T 2 LT AMEHMT 2 L icERn 2 Ko, Al %2 W%
T e, UL ELEAR, o IC i AMEMR - BCIFLET L (F
L, 2023),

556 AARDRRLESEDEE
AKWFZETIZ, 9 >OWFRZEL WEORYE & FRMEOBIGRZRE L, Hil v
MiRZR L7z, L2LAaRL, W22 M&H, HiEmNBRALZILZ T 5,

5.5.1 BIZHIBR SR

5.5.1.1 EXMHDOESR

AWFZECiE, BELEORTHEICE T Z2EHITHE Y (e.g., Wassiliwizky &
Menninghaus, 2021), HFEELCHBEOBICE TR -7 [EL ] &5 HE
oW T, ERZBERT LI LR, MEEIToTER, 20D, ZMEX
NENYBFFOFEEMEOREMEZ D L ICFMAITON, SME L ICZ DEHENRK
¥ QR 3 BEM A H B, Menninghaus et al. (2019) ¥, £ K1H
(aesthetic emotions) DR FN A EEREZRMEL 228, ZoavF—F v FiE
9Icy Y (MBI v RE—F v it 408, BIRkClZ, EBRcfiflcx 3 X5
RbDOTERVWEEZLNT, — T, Schindler et al. (2017) 23FF L 72 £
FEE R EE (AESTHEMOS) TlE, 21 D% 727 — A, 42THH b O % k7 &

840D MBEAaVYE—F VY PRIUTOLIRDbDTHS: 1) EMRIE I, HEK
DEEHLBEROBE T D 20, NEYLER I T 2 EM MM - FH %2 H I
BUMEN O, 2) 4 OENRE L, riaoBEoEME DL T, %
NENREL2Fa—=vIripEEInsdg, £, AR —ATwRIENLTV S
LLTH, ZDIHHbD 1 DICE@ER WV, 3) EMEE IR, FHOREWEEC
BpT sl LT, BREOoI Y Y —FEPwTEBNICELELN MR AR
CRE LT WwE, 4) ENERBERAERLE LT, ez FHIT 5,
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BBz EWEE L2 L, 2O (Ba) 2 BE] 2b&D A
CHEEMECHET IMEBAL~oN, KFRICELTH, W6 T IEL T
Ll bic THFIRIE ] e LT VAR, 20 3EIRIE L oGO HT b
BigoTWwiz, 220, FHlio 7 AT LHERICHEELLGZ )5 L2RR
LTwd, Sthiz, FFEEC IELI] CHATI@RBRAEREZA DT LS
PR R b Bk, Mok IciE, FEERLMA ORTIC, EAYFEM o AT % i
AT e FEING,

5.5.1.2 BHKMEDER
HEMOTERICMA T, BREOERICOVWTORAADLD o7, IE 1T
BEBRME D P20 ZIT v, M4 TR ZNERHALZEBE 2T/, £ O
Blz g, TAX—=—YoBEREL X, FHCikEn w2 ERPERT, 42—
LI wEWwIBEREERIET L v ko ABUREITo 20, [ A
EREI VI LDTHE2PREINTROSMEBM TR L > T2 BELELD 5,
fhoMRICEWTH, BKEOHMAERLLEEZBRT L&A HELIT-
TWwiz, BHEE W HEZ, DHbAANRPHETD 28 (4 A —¥ OB
HicswTid, 41 A=Y REHICB WEFEDL ER) IKIEFEHL R WD, SNRPE
ZICAHETH 28 (F, 1 A=V B2 BWFEL2ERVE) CHHEHL &V,
2D, MEDONT VZAORZTODMAB TEIEEI N TV ZHAREELDH 5,
7, AFECHELNZ420BEHREICOWTY, MEE?SEMNTRES L
hrol-kdic, BEORMED S, | DHIC, fFAEEEBRL B R icHES
pbT, BKE~oRBEED, HFoMz s it Xo CMIaEEZLT
S, thonEAEb DL Lk v, 2 DHIC, KR TIZ, 4 DD
REZFFICHE > Tz, TNOLDEREORECIHF IR 22 Lk v,
Bl 2 1%, BHE o R IX, MRoOBRECEEINEZ Y, B0 BRI, 4
A=V OBERERERICERLAEZY T 22 Lk,
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Jefrmtge clx, AHMESFE M (uncertainty; Van de Cruys et al., 2024), 7 ¥
BN L v X9 (ambivalence; Muth & Carbon, 2022) 7 EHEBRYE & FHML L 72 8%
SEMVTWw b, AEFEEE, FHFSLoMEmE L <kbn, EEEOLH
FHB T ETAMLDOARAEAR XA X — P L TWD (FFicSEZMoMEIR
Menninghaus et al., 2024 Z %), 7y e NL vy 220w Td, RBEKIFIZ
2 ODOMBOEFEZFNFNE ZLICkoTHIET 2B TE S0 (f
ZE, FYT 477G AN T4 TRIEOREREREZMY 2w 2 X, 2h X
nNEIcaEN, Tho ol LTRAREOREXFIH T 2 02—,
Kreibig & Gross, 2017), SMFEOREFEDFIE D LKV AESD RIEE L VWX 5,
EAPFHFICE VTR, 0L A2 INODOHGEIF MK TITAR <, BEMESHE
bbb A% (Pubmed), SHROMGTHHEIC KR %,

5.5.2 AiEmAIMR R

Ko ik bEoRFHLE LT, £F, FUoBEHEOEVWEE T LR
2, HOEECHETIEITHEOEL X, FEHECTEEE2TT-> T (e.g.,
Wagner et al., 2021)0, 2R L L TCERT B LIF, LAY —F
CHOEBMOMEN T Z2 e NTEZLWHIFEARD B, 2hid, HEZEMEL
TEBTE2ZLIiIcdBEEMNY, Flx X, &L C®E W~ o 8% 8E T
% % (Wassiliwizky et al., 2017), £7, Bffdh/izavy¥+—rk—17T,
EREFOMHEOLBEITI Z EICXoT, AT 4T ROKE ZEEAIC
FYUABRBECHL I LI D H S (Scharinger et al., 2023), X U 7 4
DEWHFERICHEL T 2D H Y (Frame et al., 2023; Hilscher &
Cupchik, 2005), EATHIZE L DXfIGD X WV EMIC R 2 2 d L v,

Foww, BRAEBELIEDLLY, A roSHEEMR3SESLRTLCHVT,
S X toEEMIR T CEY, B2 5BEOMIE~0 —RILTREM I
R 235 %, lost in translation EMFIEN 2RI ZORZIHITH 5, K

9 13 A7 X (bittersweet) D X 91, WM RliEBHOM O BHEOKEE & L T
Wt n s,

W HAERNIIRLE LORFICO REARFFEPHY, 7F A PTERT I
LR 50N HEY & E T2,
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RPEORE B cEzrewiMEICMA T, 5IALTWw3% < oo
BEMBRIEBCFAVETITODN TV L 0)IDLFEITRNEHNTH DL, W
5 C, XLl iziT e, FHoREE2E» L2 XS E L HEOKE LR L 2
2, BECX2FMA TR A VEERBROSEREZ TE IR L T L
VERDH DL (T2 L5 hBHEARPA v A2 —l{ELREODEN I %
B8

B30T, W 4 CTIIMEEEEA A — 2 v VI % 1T o 7228, BEBRIE© T A48
Piabicd, BIREOMHEZBRIF LT EbH Y, MRI O H TR ICHE
AEEE L, i, 2K ECHEEL WL IR Y, BRI
N7RECHNOBHREFMO A E2To L RICERZIMELhozrd Lk
Vv, fER R FoMBRIEMEIC O T, RBWAHEERL L, 5B LRToR
H2d 5,

BB, KFFECIE, aeFMme s HlNEHESIHY, v I 4 vEHR-H

BER% otz FYITAIAXEZELDICH>7Y, TTvavF oy 72D
H
)

1

ERTEVT2RE, AVIAVEBECTOREZToZdDD, ZINE DR
PEPNORME COPFHRLEALZCHED Ko TR EEFLOND, AV
AVEBOMNFIIERL 2D, KBREXRBCLHE COXRB - HELHELL TV

5.5.3 SHDEE
FRBRARZEEZ 2D, 420 METCSBROEE YT LD D, F 1,
BEBRTE & WO S 2 HEBBICHEL Tw L, % 1 T, #HEE PIENE
HErNRICHMF 2T o228, PEZEOMS MV oo, HESEL, R
POEH Z N RICHKEAENEZITS> T, MERRMENAEMTIDITELZ 2 DL
Nigwv, £, @Y CRERECHEM LOBRETCK >IN TV L)
mY, BEmTr OLBEYOMRBFLIRFATILENLDHZ (FH1HE1.5.1 bF
By, 2o, #fEic X 25fli7Z 0 chd, EPORICE L2 CHBGEE X2
20, EHEEA v A% fTo 0T 5, FEEDIBEKREDMS L L CFE
BICHELINTVWEIERFTARVED (5.5.1 b)), BHAEEFO o ®

AEHASHE TR T I LICRERERL DI LLFEZOLNDL., TNOHEHWNT

- =

Cu..:.

=
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— 2 EREFL LD M LZY, BASHELE K% H v, HEERD
%—ﬁ&&%mﬁ%ttb(ag,malmaL2mn)?5_a:; THE
HeBEEoMELZEILICEDZ I EATE S, F 31T, MinFHLHBEL
WA O FRICE ST, REE~OMEE IS ICHED T, il 21F, W3

CEWT, ZME GEREE) I, AIEmE ANBERE2Rao 35 & nTx
o, RWEZELLBEALER LA LAV, £/, ORI, K
BICH W WKL FIHS 2 2L ©, REFEOENBEEA I =X L0 i %
WoazenTzEahrdblihawn, RRIC, HESX IDEE LAMELADL
MICH 2 2 B2 HBBY 2 ECHRAET 2, D% 8 TIE, AWK LT, 20
GONAET o, RE, EEE2NRCLAENOREDHZTRHL X 5 %
ZALHBEZ 22089 2 I3HEKREVHECTCH 2, b, HAzHEETLZTD
REZTTRL, BH, AlfrMAGbREXV A VAT 7T 4 THRRE
(e.g., HHFK « IR, 2013) 2 EXKT 24, BEXKE~DODHEDLITo>T L C
EBMFFIN G,

5.6 HBh W IC
HRREOF, i, EBH#HE L TELTwEZ T cnrl, BHE
EHEOERENZEHNZRAZBICHRE T NIDOTEARV2LEEZ T
2, zhiz, NEXEENREN 2 Ro0 27201, K, K&, B
T, 72— REAIChIBEREZER Lz L LU TwE, A
¢6%ELk&%ﬁ@@%m%%ﬁmm%&w%%ﬁ®ﬂ%(E%,%,
HREY), EEN ATV ARY) KHEHAT R TcEL L EZHEELT,
NHo6d 2o/ R OEKRITH W TW L,

FEF— NS & i ~17 < (&g F)
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Table S2.2

D THRHFREFBUEEEZREL 2K VOKR T oHTICE T 2 8%HE O KT
e (HTAaME 04U FoHE O AEKR)
MR7 MR5 MR1 MR3 MR2 MR4 MR6

Imagine the appearance of...

1 *a bonfire .70
2 *asunset .64
3 *acat climbing a tree .52
4 a friend you know well 51

the front door of your

> house

Imagine the sound of...

6 *the sound of a car horn .61
* L.

7 hands clapping in 50
applause

8 *an ambulance siren. .70

9 the s_ound of children 59
playing

10 the mewing of a cat .52

Imagine the smell of...
11 “*newly cut grass
12 *burning wood

13 *arose

.67
48
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14
15

fresh paint

a stuffy room

Imagine the taste of

16
17
18
19
20

*black pepper
*lemon
*mustard
toothpaste

sea water

Imagine touching...

21
22
23
24
25

*fur

*warm sand
*a soft towel
icy water

the point of a pin

Imagine the bodily sensation of

26

27

28

29
30

*relaxing in a warm bath

*walking briskly in the
cold

*jumping into a swimming
pool

having a sore throat

threading a needle

Imagine feeling

31
32
33
34
35

*excited
*relieved
*scared
furious

in love

.68
.57
.73
.55

.48

46

74

75
.80

.56
42

.62

.84

Table S2.3
HETNADOHEEE D

p
x> df valu

€

GF AGF

I

I

NF

CF

RMSE
A

AIC

’ 1245.4 539.0

factors, .00
35 items

4 0

.84
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.81

.81

.88

.06

41290.0
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6

390.0 35104.7
factors, 806.49 .00 .87 .85 .85 .92 .05
. 0 2
30 1tems
6
260.0 29281.0
factors, 530.35 .00 .90 .87 .88 .93 .05
. 0 0
25 items

Note. GFI, goodness of fit index; AGFI, adjusted GFI; NFI, normed
fit index; CFI, comparative fit index; RMSEA, root mean square error

of approximation; AIC, Akaike’s information criterion.

Table S3.1
A Y EEEEE O NER
Nationality Frequency
German 243
Polish
Greek

Portuguese

(@)
(o¢]

Italian
Hungarian
British
Slovenian
Austrian
Czech
Bulgarian
Dutch
Estonian
Lithuanian
Turkish
Chilean
Cypriot
French
Indian
Irish
Luxembourgish

Norwegian
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Romanian
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Spanish
Swedish

Syrian

f—

Table S3.2

FoMMoEE (4 A — Y 0 EAE . H]# o BKAE i .

& U 72 BB, R0

;/:’u,\\\ /X&/VVT\ !?X@J\ bU‘é U\ fjﬁﬁ#‘) @na %}Ln'f‘k E$nnn£%& ]‘
Y REREH Dt WRE KR
Multi-level
Variable Mean (SD) t value p value 95% CI d Correlation with
Beauty
Japanese German haiku participant
LL UL
Speakers  Speakers level level
. 61.94 58.68 < 2.2e- 13 - -
Vividness (25.06) (24.76) 8.98 16 2.55 3.98 [0.1, .16] .43 .53
-.12
Stimulus 46.18 48.77 ox ox
Valence (19.80) (23.59) -8.08 .00 -3.22 -1.96 [0195] .37 42
Valence of Felt  48.06 50.54 ~12
' ' - - _ _ * % * %
Emotions (19.65) (22.85) 7.90 .00 3.09 1.86 [0195] A7 .53
44.36 44.26
Awe (23.46) (28.40) .25 .80 -.66 .85 .00 [-.02, .03]
. 51.96 43.51
Nostalgia (24.54) (30.17) 20.85 < 2e-16 7.66 9.25 .31 [.28, .34]
46.44 49.41 ~12
. . . _ _ - _ * %k * %
Being Moved (23.11) (27.87) 7.87 .00 3.71 2.23 [0195] .62 .76
- 52.69 50.41 .09 . -
Wabi Sabi (23.21) (28.27) 5.98 .00 1.53 3.03 [.06, .12] 41 .62
-.24
: 56.21 63.17 < 2.2e- . .
Comprehension (27.61) (29.64) -16.60 16 -7.79 -6.14 [-.27, .40 43
-.22]
Table S4.1
MAAS @ 303 H & 20 HH O MR 755 0 4 i
Chisq df GFI AGFI NFI CFlI RMSEA AlIC
value
30-item ver.
Th f DA, MA, N
ree factors, DA, MA, NC, 1080.55 405 .00 .837 .813 .697 .784  .066  36955.41
uncorrelated
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Three factors, DA, MA, NC,
correlated
Bifactor, DA, MA, NC group
factors + general factor

20- item ver.
Three factors, DA, MA, NC,
uncorrelated
Three factors, DA, MA, NC,
correlated
Bifactor, DA, MA, NC group
factors + general factor

1053.91

862.58

399.43

376.97

279.05

402

369

170

167

144

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.839

.869

.906

.910

.935

.814

.835

.884

.887

.905

.704

.758

.816

.826

871

192

.842

.884

.894

.932

.065

.059

.059

.057

.049

36934.77

36809.44

24481.82

24465.36

24413.44
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