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Abstract

While prior research on forgiveness has focused primarily on direct victims, little attention has been paid to third parties. Therefore,
the present study examined how forgiveness emerges among third parties who have not directly experienced harm. Forgiveness is
broadly defined as positive changes in negative emotions and cognitions. Although anger has been widely examined as a central
negative emotion in forgiveness research, the specific cognitive processes involved in forgiveness have yet to be fully clarified. In our
previous work, we proposed perceived threat as a key target of cognitive change and distinguished two forms of threat: victim-related
threat and worldview threat, defined as perceived threats to positive beliefs about society and other people. Furthermore, when the
victim was the self, a lower perceived likelihood of harm recurrence—derived from appraisals of both the perpetrator and the physi-
cal circumstances—was found to alleviate anger and perceived threat. A total of 143 university students read a scenario describing a
fatal traffic accident involving children. Participants then read additional scenarios manipulating recurrence likelihood in two ways:
physical and cognitive recurrences. The unforgiveness, anger, victim-related threat, and worldview threat were measured before and
after the manipulation. Results showed that lower cognitive and physical recurrence likelihood reduced unforgiveness and anger,
supporting the idea that third-party forgiveness can occur through emotional attenuation. Victim-related threat was also reduced, par-
ticularly under low cognitive recurrence conditions, partially supporting the hypothesis. In contrast, worldview threat increased after
manipulation and was not alleviated by reduced recurrence likelihood, indicating that threats to broader social beliefs may be resistant
to such interventions. Overall, the findings suggest that third-party forgiveness involves emotional and cognitive components similar
to those of direct victims.

Key words
third-party forgiveness, anger, victim-related threat, worldview
threat, likelihood of harm recurrence

1. IZC&HIZ

AR N7 & OEB R FECH B 2RI L2550
SBIXB AT 72N, F TITIIINER LW EZT BEE L,
WEZIINEZFICH L TOLIERN-T=0IEY 25 27
DT B0, PEIERINEYZRZDDITYFEICED
TRV, EREE IR B E N R E A2 2 T ey
F=FThH-oTh, HHHKESCMEZTIZHH L TR
DLERIEKL, B ERADI XD, T T,
AR T, BEEEEZZIT CORVWE=FDD5 LIC
DN THRFT 5,

1.1 WE5LOEE

DB LICHT 2 ERIIRTEHBREGEDSBONLTVD
LIEEWEES (A JUH - JUH, 2024; McCullough &
Witvliet, 2011) . W% LBFSED SeERE Td % Enright (2001)
I, BEFSA O OBEN CEENREEICES T, B
REOTEMCEBEEL, HEMKGEELSEDLZ

a Union Press

LEERLTWD, Zhizx LT, Worthington (2003)
L% LARBEPRm & EErmicsE L., mEEo
G722 EONERIC L > TINONELTHZ & L
CTW5, F7. McCullough, Rachal, Sandage, Worthington,
Brown, & Hight (1998) (%, ©W & L ZElFnAy 72 @heg o1
SO E LTEZELTEBY, INHDOERIT, wdH L
EAUSELERDNW - SME NS R THRRLEDOD,
$HLEREREDOBENMIGSOEERZ TS A
THEBLTWD, LaL, —RAVICHEE BINEE I
LCHEMRIGZ S Z & IEA S T2\, Thompson &
Snyder (2003) (X, T HOEIZEBWNT, HERIIGH
EUDMETRL, BEMRISHEMSNDGZ b PD
LO—HThsdEFELTNA,

%< DD UIFFRIE, 0 OEMCHE & - 72 1F 8
RO BN S 1 O LIZIEER LTV 523, Worthington
(2003) 23HEHET D L HIT. WD LIZBIT 2 NIEILI
@A 720 C e < FRENPIMIEIZ 42 U 5 5, Crick &
Dodge (1996) %, WIEATHEI O K 5 2 B0 72 BUBE B
PP EDMBIZ L AEBICL > TAELLZ L AEMRLT
Wb, it BEOMEMETT AL THERED
FHT A TRIGPEMEND Z L2 BRT 5120, &

Journal of Human Environmental Studies, Volume 24, Number 1, 2026



52 JUH R A BE OFFSERTREMEN G = D W 2 LIC KT 3 5%

BORTIXD D LOBMERTHDLEEZXOND, T
D EiE, WD LOFEIMEIZ IV TEE /KD A3,
B O L > TA U % (Baumeister, Smart, & Boden,
1996; Novaco, 2011) Z &ML H IR A D, ZDO I LI,
W5 LA B EIERIE T, IEESLHRHEO
DB T O F O BEE - R - B T O
KER-T T ATHLEEZLND,

D% L OFRAHIE T do 2 F B ORI DN T, AL
5 (2024) 1 ZZEDOKGEMEHTETHLREDMEAN L, K
EOMEFIZRS T, MEICHELZZ TR EHEBIL
SIS T B OB HER TH L IRWICB W T, InE
FHTHDREDM AT L - THER IS EICE S & T
T 52 &R NEEL INEE IR OME S FEEOHE
EBEZTLETHM T L2 FREGHRE TR LN, N
TN OFRERNS, b E b THEEB E LT
b, BT, WD LICBW TREMBS I S DB O %)
SIL. EENRIEESINERICER O 20 0vh L,
LD (2024) 1%, B SBFTET 2 EM OO 2,
IR, — IR T ISR A E L W o Tl A DE &
ERLEEOMBIZEEND T EE2ERM L, ZhaiR
BERLERZLTWVD, 22T, H=2FDP 5 LICHON
THLHLMWERELRAFEO T e 22 RET D, 2P,
ARG TIEMFR & OFFRA BRI EE SIS WE
ZHEDPD L ARG ET DD, McCullough 5 DET /L
2 & HHEE L INEFR ORI & Al & L7 kf N
BEDEALIZ OV TR LIZ W, Zhw 2, AHF5EIC
BILIE=F0D5 LT AEELY &, e LAHKSE
MRS % 20 SO N O FTIEIEB R L U CHRET S &
EZ D,

12 E=FOWH B L

INET, LD LITHELREEETH L5
ADDLLICOWTHRALTEER, HFEH0D5 L
WTIF & A EBFE TV 720y (Green, Burnette, & Davis,
2008), DWW FITIX WD LEPEZNRASRED Lo
BRI 2R 5 2 & S A, FRIRE R R
EFICRESND ETDEZHTNHD (Walker, 2013), —
T, BEE L EENBERICH D ME o EE R,
S OICBREN L B O#EE kA E L TR
L (MacLachlan, 2017) . B & 2N EEEM 2 EE TR < T,
FOEBEZITHALIIBNT, wELIFAELLETS
TEHH D (Black, 2023), FEEE HOO TN Lo
T RFRANPMEDT DB, W0/ — b —i3nE
FRPLERVWERLDIEAY, FIEL, ZOBEAICE
WTh, ETEMICES T bR W HEICK SV T
L LEMRIRT 5720, HLETMHLLOEMBIEEL
ZFleBEZONAYBEEFEFHLE LT, W5 LITMHER
s,

5T, BEFHDODD LIS O TR VE BN
SN TWBD, Green b (2008) (%, HF_FH DI NIHELR
X0 HMESICH L THEAETRNE T 58 —F R
RERLBLTEBY, BANTEORT TESFbLLD EWD

N HIBREBE ST 52

W24k

WEEZIESEE., AOBHEERFOLE I bHEEED
BEDOHZEICBNT, TOHWEICHLTRIT 4 7 72w
BEATWV, DSV EHMT2Z L2 RLTVWD, 2
DL, EEREEZZTTCOARAVEZFICIBVNTHW
HLEVWHIDLHMRENELAZLEZERLTEY, @&
5L O Y FFICRES NN EERELTW5D,

7272 L. Green 5 (2008) DOAFFEICHIT D5 =F LB L
WRNE W) RIS EF WSS OBRIZH 0 |
EICL DY HE~OEEERE HICHLE KT S L8
BLRLT<, VWhWwD TIRIEESE LTI ENTE
Do LA L, BoFIITHEESMESR & BEN R FEF
RO WML E BIFET D, DF D, =TT RN,
ZRETHIL, EE LML OFEFERGBNAEE SIS
FIEME =F L, T LeBREEE LI VLS, (e
LS SIS xE 3 2 E A B G & R U D E RS =y
TondeBEZbN5,

T, ROEMMPAET B, UL, HlESR L ORE
BRAEE LIS WEENHE=FThoThbwd Lid4k
CHDOMNEND) ZEThHD, FliiE, wEREL2<HEb
DRRVWE =FThoTh, MEZAD LD RELHE
RTERWHBFRLREL, O NRIBRIC I D FE
REDOMEZFIK L THEIVSEY 2R A, £5 LIZEE
BEBORREZRD HNZ, Bz +5, £ T,
ARFSECIE, BRI 5 L LB B A R T
HEEE =ZFH DD D LICOWTHRTT 5,

I, AHFFRIZE W CTEE AL, & EEE 0%
{EEHETZRICH D, DD LILEDOERNDL, HEMN
G OBmMAEEW® TS, LrL, < Dd 5 LFERS
ERZRIET, R, ST 02 (AR SET T D (BZIE,
A -0, 2007; MNEE - A0, 2009) 126 b 6T,
W5 LORIEIZIBW T, A\ A ORISR D21l % 1H #
WE Lfrgeidd7e <, MADD L LEMAE AWz d o
R0 (D BEDEN Lo AfER 2> — B 225 AT 2 D
WT1EOHEICE EEDHDONRE W (FFLfth, 2024),
FIT, AR TIZDD LICBWTAEL DRI T 4 71
R OLE b E DL L E LTHIET .

1.3 BEAHREIZLIE=ZZEDOPSL

AL TIE, B OBBOEFNIEL, g
2 IMEAT oM EE BT 28 ABIRHm OfE R & L T4
LoHETHENLS (2024) ORMRAERET S, ZhET,
D5 LITHSRIC L > TELRT VI & (K, 2015; Green
et al., 2008; Williamson & Gonzales, 2007) 23RS TEY |
AV BRI K o TINET R0 EE 264 2 784
B 7 R 3T O R, BOSEROAME Lo
AHT 4 TIRIEDFEMENDT2DTH D, &<,
EEI X DHIECMME ORRE &\ o TR T B R R
WICHER SN D fERMEA RS ST 57D, @5 LE(ER
9 Z & X (McCullough, Pedersen, Tabak, & Carter, 2014) .
MEBFCHEREIND VA7 OF S ED 5 LOEIK-SIT O
KEZHHT D2ENTH S Z & (Burnette, McCullough,
Tongeren, & Davis, 2012) BA/RENTWVWD, ZNHD I &

2026 4F



T. Hatta et al.: Effect of likelihood of threat recurrence on third-party forgiveness 53

FIMEFRIC L DR EOY A7 BETT 52 LT
PHLMNELRTNEEZ LD,

HONEEE CTH LG LRI, B2 0510k
WTh, ARG R T 2 BRATREOIR TIL 5
LEab7ebTEHE25, 5 LOFEHMAIm THLED
X, BORET L2HSZOP TEHINOIIETH Y .
TRTRER B2 T D < R T AT AN THERE, &
B L C&7 (Averill, 1983), 2 £ 0, &V T2
DIREBERLMFFIC L > TEETHY ()1, 2008), H=
FHDOMETHho>Th, bHDHHRFENESHHHR S &
i LTz b INEEOIT AP EEAIZIEL L 2ho
20325256 CEC51E#H TH D (Zillmann & Cantor,
1976; Ohbuchi, Tamura, Quigley, Tedeschi, Madi, Bond, &
Mummendey, 2004), =D LiX, 2 9 L7 IIEIT L Dk
g o2 LITHSMBRTFREN SN I LEBERT D
O, HZHDOMFHITB N THMER T DR 13 F
INDN, WEOHFKATRIENMING S, $5 L ONH)
HIlIE CTH DBV ITEM ST VEEZ HND,

WEOBFE AR S LORMNER TH HEMD
T, & ITHRBZB oMM & BET 5, #FILS (2024)
DRLTEEBD OB, FEEFIZBWVWTH—bashizA
CHETHE L THETBA RTINS 208, &<IT,
BRI T 21720 RN, 295 LRV A2 R
TEMEFZ, RN LE LGN T LD, HE
BRI Ik LT R BE R A R S D,
BRI T, RN AN DR ANRLH )E OB, B
~DEFRR ENFEYT D, DFED ., HOPEEREICH-
TV Th, ZH Ledfica LT o NFEY .
ZOITREICH L TP ERVERTET D,

FOBHBE LT, 9 LIEHRECRETLZ B\
FOFIEL, B OB R H ARSI EITHE S whE
PEa P S, MF I 2 EREEERDbEDS 2 LN
EFond, 2F0, TOLIRMEERPDLINDD
ThX, TNXASICRAG 2T bDEZ TR D) 95
ANE#IES (Lerner, 1980) 1XFEDH X, MANE L O
PRAIERBE R L S BIBREEICR L T, 2N b N L EMT
BIFNLo e b D THLINO LI ICMEA D Z L 2 HEEC
S5 (Lerner & Miller, 1978), iz, #EH L O
EHBEDL Y R R RVWE =ZFIZBWTH, INEEDITA
DPEFEINCIE L 2220 72 0 T 254101, iy
DOFVERCHEFF DT DI O N T D EEZEZBND,

1.4 {x:ir

ABFETIL, B S (2024) OB EFERIC, DD L
FRTHREAREEICO W T2 MEOBIEEZITH, —2i
BRI BRI L D EE T, INEE N EL 5272175
Z BRI kRE C & 2R BT IR TR S <, £ H T
PRUNIR P B FTREVE 2SR 0 7 <KW, b 9 — DI id s
BIREMIC K D HET, METAORMTAMEFBEHICH
2l iE SN RBUT R ATREEA S <L O RESM
EEHHLIMNC L & DH LIFETE D56 X3 rlRetEs
BV, REFFETIEE =FH DD D LSREBIFE & W PLH

RO FFEATHEME 2 BT 5 2 & TR SLHEO IR,
S IR R E LT DR SIZoN T, HED
PR ATREME MRV VRIS, ZA3 @RI L D 80 73
Y A BRI €5 DI SN - ) Resd i R 1 1K= 0 A A S
DREPET LT (R 2) . w5 LAE LT (]
A3 & TS,

2. Ak
21 BMEBLFHE

SMEIL 18 ~ 44 %D 143 4 DKRFAE (K744, 5
M 684, AHI14) T, FHFEEL 19.06 % (SD=3.19)
Tholo, ZMEL, MHRBZICEA S NIZERKIZ OV
T EZ %, ZMEERHLEZTREEL, £
D TRNEITAM TR L=,

BMEILZS TV FE2FATZOLD HE RS EOIEH
W L, HEEREMEIC DWW TCHET DD v U A
EHAEOL, BE, FEOEAICHZE Lz, vl K
FFFEILZ PR BB T 2 B E L B A 0 &EZ (No.
16-05) =3 TITbiLiz,

2.2 Hf1ER

AT AL D (2024) OIEA 2 AW 2, S0,
fhFDOPWEICHET DTV A EZFTALE, dEERER
BY . BELRE L RO MEICRET 2 EMER I
[0 (D)) 25 [h7evdsd (7)) ©74ETH
BElic, @5 LEWMETH2HEHEELLT [ZORT A 3—
B, EnL bndpaEETn? ) (WiEEEA), (2o KT
ANR—=%PHT LT, EOLSBWEEIAHY 302
(a=91), BV ZWETHHEELELT [ZORTA 13—
LT, ENSBWIERLELET N2, [ZORTA3—
WL T, ENKHWRDEZE T ETN?) (a=.98), #
EEHHAMNETAEAE LT 2O RTA =1L, 5%
bHlew GO ENET N2 TZORT A 38—
i, A% bLHRT-ERPIICESEL LEBNET N (4
%, Pli=L s 72k FICL - T, b3 ESToND
ZENRHDLERNETN?) 5%, Lok o ks
ICEoT, BRIZIIARICSEOENDZ ERH D E BN
FI0 2 (a=.93) WRBEBAZNET 2HA L LTIZ
DOHEEFEOHNT, AXEMR RN EBNETN? ],
[ZOHkFEZ, HARZITE > T A~DETRE &
HOEEERNWETN?] (a=.95) Z&iF. ThETNDF
AT DORG E LTz,

23 EBRTHA Y

ARFIEIC I T D EBRT VA ik, WEMEREE & 3R
MBI KD ENEN2 &M B D 2 DO E HER
EVT VA BRIEDORIR OFEN SR D 1 DOYERE N E
K3 BERNS 25, WBERBRE & 2RMFEMIc X 5/
FEATREME BRI Z N E AV R FTHEME DS DG & R4
ENBRY . b EBET 2 U A &Stk Tl
ELTZD DR SRR | EER & M FRBE B OR R
ZEAERT Bmy TV A) S & BIER (TRt

Journal of Human Environmental Studies, Volume 24, Number 1, 2026



54 JUH R A BE OFFSERTREMEN G = D W 2 LIC KT 3 5%

TUA) FfEL LT,

24 EREECFIF

SNE L, B EE DB FRICE S 7R 25
) U A G O/NRA DS RE 2 0> Tz &
A, BIWHAEY—RThII v IR ESRL, TED
THbaRAIITNRD EVIFNEZD FL-, 3 AN
BHETHRIGEINE LR, Z0H2H 1 ANFZEOEE
CL o TCLEVWELL, BBEIZLDE, TV IDR
FTAN—FFEHEOWY FTRT [LRTE L TR
7o) ERELTCWAH EDZ L TT,) Ak, EEE
IZEIZ L, 2N ENOFEF AL RIET 272000
NOEEY TV A EFAEE, R UEMEEICREZE L
77

ARFECTlX, WERROBREEIC X D B3l REME 2 I H N
HEDEAETAHEHZRD RTANR—DFE kG LT W EFF 2
TWDHIRML (FFFREmEL) & 082 0T RI4
NRe=DHEFENPGEER L2V EFFZ TV DRI (FRES
") oWnWFhnror U A ERRT DL THRIELE,
FRANBOREAMN IS X D FREATREMEIZ. R T v 7 D KT A N—
WFA~— b7 3D — Nk L bR LTV 7k
(FHREEE) & FT v 7D RIA A= IDttoms T,
24 R CEIE ST O JEFPOLFERV AL TLES
TV (FRIESE) OWTNrarnd 52 LT,
BELOPEEZHE LT, BES TV A3 BRI P38 FTRE
M & RENR T ATREE O R IR Z A S bW D Z & T4H
oYU Aw#&TT-,

3. fER
31 pEHEELHS

INTOFER, @D 72 S/ RIZONT YT U FHEHKD
FREBAET (F(1,138) =51.93,p< .01, 5, = 27), #&
ERTNITEER LD bR S/BENE - T, T,
WA TRAE P REME O R (F (1, 138) =37.61, p < .01,
n, = 21) WAEET, IR EOEHIEVEEL Y
HpLHERNEME LTV, S5, K1 EK2IZmR
L7k oic, v U A LR rraett: (F (1, 138) =
110.04, p < .01, 5,} = .44) . WERAEFEATREME (F (1, 138) =
9.16,p<.01,5,=.06) DZTNENOLZANEANEE TH-
7o BERIEZNIRBUE DR BMERTSRIC IV TREIY,
WIPRR TR FTREME & B IC R CHERIT RV, BIE
BRIV TR, W ERAY PR3 v REME S | W SRR IR
FTNMENEGE LY b D eV EmRE LTV (F (1,
138) =120.14, p < .01, 5’ = 47; F (1,138) =7.17,p< .01, 5,
=.05), Fiz. BN, WEFEIE ARRESROGE, B
TERISRM TR EE LIV bR EmiE L (F (1,
138) = 150.03, p < .01, 7, = .52; F (1, 138) =50.17, p < .01,
n,=27) . PRI ATREME RS RV A . BRIER ST
PERIZE L D b DR EME LT DA (F (1, 138)
=5.64, p <.05, 1, =.04)  WELAYE S ATRENE DY R WA
BRUERTSRAT I T ER SR LV D@ 2RV E R LT
7= (F (1,138) =9.13, p < .01, ,> = .06),,

N HIBREBE ST 52

W24k

32 &’y

BRI ONT U AHERO FEE (F (1, 138) =
4830, p < 01,7, = 26) BHET, BIEATEMERLD b
BOGRBE P> T, £, RBAIVEIE FTREME D 20K
(F (1,138) =21.42, p< .01, 5,/ =.13) &, WP ATHE
PED TN (F (1,138) =5.53,p<.05,5p" = .04) WHE T,
WO FEENE S @A L 0 IRV BT
TWe, b, LIZRLEEL IS, T U A4 L7
WIS fIREE DR EAER O A B FE Th o7z (F (1, 138)
=60.82, p < .01, 5> = 31), HMELREREOHF, HIE
RITSRIFIZ 3 CRBATRY TR FE rIREME D SR UE R TR W)V,
BB ST B W CRRENBY RS AT RE R 3 i W S 1T
PEWEAE LY &0 3 < (F (1, 138) =61.21, p < .01,
=31, PBAEER FTREME MRV RIFIC BV T B
BAMHITERIERI SR L 0 DR o dz (F (1, 138) =
104.21,p < .01, 5,} = 43),

33 HEBR

BB AR SIS O W TERARY, WERAY T3S W ReE o0
BE (F (1,138) =4.17,p<.05, 5, = .03; F (1, 138) = 7.41,
p<.0lp’ =.05 BNEET, M1 EX2IRLEL DI,
) A ERRAB S TREME (F (1, 138) = 18.04, p < .01,
n,=.12), ¥F VAL BN ER AT OZ TN O A
ERABHE TH -7 (F (1,138) =4.03, p <.05,75,° = .03),
B R RARE DRR . BB SRAEIC IV T O HFRHE,
LB R S N = NI S (R e e gV RY (AR S SR I 3%
EHBOGRBENoT (F(1,138) = 14.18, p< .01, 5, =
09; F (1,138) = 11.90, p < .01, 7,7 = .08), E£7-. RHFE
FEAHEME MRV SRIEIC B W T RS R B S i
FELEOSENEL (F (1,138) =10.84, p < .01, 1,
=.07). IR ATREME S B R E . BRER S I B E
ATt L 0 b EE G S A m» -7 (F (1, 138) = 7.31,
p<.01,7,=.05),

34 HRBEH

SET, WRBABASICONWT YT U D EEN
HET (F (1,138) =552, p<.05, 5, =.04), f{E%ITH
PERT X 0 R BE B R~ T-, £72. M 1LIRLE X
2T, TV A LRI RO B OB E
BEThotz (F(1,138) =887, p<.01,5,=.06), HiiE
BHRME DR R, FREIIIFRE FIREPEDN @ W SEIC BV T
BRI T BRI S X 0 HERBLZ B O S Do
7= (F (1,138) =5.71,p<.05,7,° = .04),

3.5 HHBESHT

O TF VAR DOD LR S B HEHR.
R EZE O/ R L ETI2MEITE LR EN
IZOWT YT U A RIERT D S EER OZES 2 KRD, £h
EEBERE T HMENI 2T o R, R1ITRLE
Eoi, BHBROWTIICEWNTH T X TOEEMIC
B2 IEOMBBRA R SN,

2026 4F



T. Hatta et al.: Effect of likelihood of threat recurrence on third-party forgiveness 55

Wl osens &Y [ s [ Res

AT
N

)

1

©F Y i S A

F U A Hi I A%

B 1 : 7 U AR & FRENAY PRI AT REME

W ostns &Y ] s [ ] tReem

AEE N

B

1

U A

U F %

> F U A U A%

20 7 U A EIK & W BERY I AT RENE

K1 BERBOLEEIZ BT DR

1 2 3
1. @57 S AW

2. R0 A H) 733%*

3 HEE AT 542k A443%%

4. R BB AT 175% 208* 346%*

E % p<.05, %% p<.01,

4, ER
AWFFEOHIIE, DD LA Sl OB &2,
FNUNREZFONIBIIBWTHLELDZ Eamard b2
LThotz, U AT ko CEREAFEAM & ML) 72 B
B L D WEOFIE R A EE L7205 (2024) 13,
FRAEEOKRENGL LERT ZEE2RLTEY, K
W TR D /8T A D& T, ZINEER R
EEZF TCOARWVWE EONETHLAELD Z L ZHEL
77

41 WHEHE

AR TIX, B EBBONREEZ DD LOEFEL LT
X TWENR, ZORAENRIHMEE LT AR S DM
TIZOWTHMRFT L7z, 2O/, v U 4K &
R ATREME, MBI rREED 2 E N DR AR
DEETHY, HHFERRME ORI, REE, R
BIONWT IOV TS HREATREENMENZ LT, woHE
RONEVIHEMMET T 52 LA LTS,

LIS, RIANRN—DEATITIRIE S35 58507 B3 n]
REMENMEWIRITIE 28R BN BERI LT\, 0
PR L LT, AR DTF ) FE R EER T E LN T
K7D &V RAIIIRILZ AR LR 2, A~ Ao
F—=LELTWEEWS RT A NR—DEKITHICH D,
FOELDOTXTN R IA "=l shizEa, ©5
BREEZMIUKLI-EETHIDICH LT, 2foms
125 > T 24 el CHlR S b2 EBNRHETH D
Bia, TOEMEIIRTAN—I2XL DO TIEAR0 &l
SINTRER, PARERIPEM SN TNV EEX RS,
BZEOLL, BB LICBT AR TT 4 ZTIEEBHOREN 2

Journal of Human Environmental Studies, Volume 24, Number 1, 2026



56 JUH R A BE OFFSERTREMEN G = D W 2 LIC KT 3 5%

DIE. MEEFEOBEMESLCTEMED RN Z & THHl S e
TN EmDH, YT UL > TR IA R—DAEENR
BN EHRHMiiEN b Z & T IR EBEMESNIZLE
bbb,

— 7. MEMEE IOV T, KT A4 NR—Z D
TEnEVSFFAIE, RIBOHFEOZEZWNTND LEL
LN ENDL, T VWELEL RIANRN—LD D
ERIVEIMSINTZEZZOND, ZORKRIEL, NEH
DBNFRPCE N RN T2 ) R 7 " fnz b X D e dtd-iT 4
1T 5 LaEd (K, 2015; Green et al., 2008; Williamson
& Gonzales, 2007) &4 2 SeATHITEN b AR FTRETH 2,
MZ T, RIAN—%FDDLZ & THENRMED 27
FIRTT 5720, IEFICHEREND Y A7 ORI B
HLOEESTORKEE L7259 L9 5 (Burnette et al.,
2012) SEATHFZEORER & AT 2,

42 BB LIZBITDERY

ARFIETIE, @25 L OMFEN RN & L TR Y OFEFIC
DWTHRF Lo, Z£ORER. v U A 2K & RBEH I
AREME DL HEAERANAETH Y, HEDRRE DR
I, RARERE ARV & T, B BEMIND
ZEERLTND (REL 1 23R . AIFFEOR R, 6
ZHONYTH-TH, B O L Tz
INEH OATAEENCE L o720 T 584104
U 20 D355 O REN) I rTREME DR S 12 X - CTHERI
SNbH, 2FED, WHLBELDZEEZRBLTND,
WERE) FFE TREME IS DWW T, EROANHE T,
FIREVRBUTE VIR L D &, B BE- 72, K
ERpWEELELTHRREEZ LZCb bbb, &
TERITAN—ZM L&D T 2MEFIHRT, F7
AN—ZFED TN EFRZ D MEFITHRT D0 1X55 0 -
Too 1272 L, BRI ATREME MR W SRIFIZB N T,
B OEFIT/NEL, Ehwx, AEBRZAEFERITRS
NinroizbEz6n5,

43 WBHLIZBIT2HEEEH

ARFZETIX, WD L ORI & L CHEG B O
FUZOW TG LT, R, v U A EIK & REK
PS8 ATRENE, M ERAO R ATREME DO 2 E D &2 HAER A
HET, WTNOBBAREEICENTH, ZANKRWE
REEWERE L0 b, WEICETAEERNE -T2, Z
DO LR, REPER ATRENE TH B R AT ENE T
Hiv, TRUBNEWEEIZITER E LTRSSz
EEMRLTND (RE2 ZE M SCRE)

7272 L. SERRFEMZD IR I Al REME T O AR
STz, RIFFEORERIL, RBENR R ATREME 2NV IR B
WZBWTOHR YTV A EFRAER T M L Y EE
BAEAEDNEFARE LTV, Z0ZEE, BEEZEDOTET
HoTh, FEOMEFIC L DHWESHEHL L-giEc#
DT EADEBN, RTAN—=PIMCHELO N H
% &R C & DA ATREME O S I L o TREf S
N5, DFEN, WHLNELDLZEERELTND,

N HIBREBE ST 52

W24k

I 51T, ARBFICIZ BT 5 BB T3 Al GEME O & S 1%,
WEGBICET MR 2RO Tz, TOHEMEALE LT,
ASHRDT =L L TNIZE WD RT A NR—DHENITS
NHEEORETH D &) HkFEIT, BN =a—2A
ZRETHRULNTEY, WK, BE I Va7
HRHR CTHoT-Z N EZLND, Thdx, AR
TRENBI I ATREMED & & 2 BET D =D Wz v
VAONEOBEEL L, FIEE TS, Aoaogicik
XTCHLBNPLL RN EMRS TR LI EHEETE D,

BRI ATHEMEIC DWW T, v U A BREDORIR ICH
HEBRONRWZ b, #EERBICET 2552 70E
FRII RSN olz, BELL, BV ICHET /R
ERIBRIC, ARAFFE TRV BN B8 ATREME DK & & 4
VET 272D F U A OEAETIX, BN L7
EHOUUK TS ENRTERP ST ENFEIKNTH
HEBZxbND, BEMIZIE, 1508 E O TRIA
N EN LR LW EFZTNE] L) HDT
ol FATWHET T, FFRERL THZRNE N
IIRPUT W ELR PR FTREME O & B ET 5 5 2 TR
BTCHolEBZEZOLND, T2l T U FTEEZOY
PR S ATREPE DS B VSRR IR O SR IE L 0 B E A
TRV LD, WE R ATRENEIC K AR R T
AIICTERR T & T2,

44 BB LIZHEITHHABER

AT TIX, @5 LORIMAOMIE & L THFEFEROIZ
PR E R OREFNC SO W TRE LT, FOfE58.
T U A HER &R RO L HERANAEETH Y |
BRI RRE ORE T, BRI FRS ATREE DS B A
U A ERER IR EAERT X 0 b R BIE B O Fn T A TR
T EHERLTNDD, R ATREPE MR S & fth oD 554
ICHBERZTHR DN -T2 (R 3 2R H),

WAL X RS N o =B & LC, R BT,
HSRE D A2 OB TR BEME 2 e 5 & D
PN IS T, INEFEOFFEREMENE T L TH 4
FTLLHEB SR WAREER S D, EEE. T U A4A0E
HENFETH ., VT U A RERITRENL Y &R
WL o THEY, T9 L7387 — 380 oW EE R
TR GNP Te, RFFETITZWD, E2TH, G
THHEIY 5 HEBESEKICEL > TrtompBkbht
EWOIRANIEREAME LN, 2O LEEFEREEICL - T
BN SN AESBRFR A E R EE ST 51TE, R
FTAN—DEHRCFLOR T E VST IREY A7 OKTF
TIEHEARTZTHDLEZZ DD, B, RUFEDORRIX,
D5 LOMRESR L LT, HRFOIEFEET~DOH & E
FERRR T O BB IC R 2B BULRAI & D L v ) EiE%
XFTLHHLOTH D,

45 FE=FEDWLHLEPHELRE

APIETITD D L2 R LEFBOEME LTIRATE
D, ZTORERE LT, »o5ERI LW I FHlZHE L,
Z DO BEPEIZ OV TG L7z, FHB T oRERIE, w5

2026 4F



T. Hatta et al.: Effect of likelihood of threat recurrence on third-party forgiveness 57

B ST A2 b & B OFEF IR FE B BR IC B D
TEERLTEY, HEFBOKTICONTS FRED
FIREBIRICH B Z LR E Tz, Tz, F=FHDWD
5LICENTY, HEFBOBEMTPD L ORBMAER
ThbHrENZD,

—F, RBEBEICOVWTHBEBRIZAEETHL LD
D, PLERE EOBLEMEIZIEF IS, B OfEf L
OEEME LB D Th o7, TOFRKRIE, HRBE
PHEEO R AREMEIC K> TREM S > 72802 H 5,
RAFFTOME RN, BF O FEFE AT REME 2 #E L 72 Rl T,
HRBHEB PR oo TWEZ L AR LTS A, R
BB 2 OB ENRF TR e 2 870 9 & D
AT E LS, BrEDHSRFCINES O gl
REMEMET L7220 TIREERE L2 oss Ly, %
Nz, @HHRIRKD LOREMENRTEN-T= L5 X
LD,

0 Lk, tREE A RE S 512dhizo>T
KBFIENC I T 5 AR D BIEII R+ ThH &%
BWT 5, 20, [FIA4 3= TS CHEIETE 2R
/bl Lotk Hic, L HEMREEMET T2 X
D IR 2R DL T AR VR Y | R B SO IAE R S ey
LEZOBND, b L, BEEEL ST TRV =ZFIC
& o TR BEBOBEMZ TN D5 LOFENESET
BHBH75, Green H (2008) MHEME L TV A ZFHHALD
ROLHC, BEZAOFPEEFLEE LY NEFELIC
KLU TERTHRLS, @5 LBAETCIZ WOt Lk,

46 AAEDOHER L SEHDEE

AKWFZETIE, TV ATk » THEREIEZBRIELEZ
2, HREERAE IR I LI TE RN oT,
LRI NK T 95 X9 7 B3 AT RE I O EEN
VETHDH, ZOMIZ, KIFFETIZD D L OIE BRI E
& RBAHIAITH IZ D W THET LT 2 23, McCullough &
(1998) MHEMET 5P 5 LOEME-SIFIZ OV TIIMRFTL T
WRUN, B O IXHRE & BIBEDN O 70 Bt NBIE O AL &
HLEHATEHEY, ZAUTEREEE LK -2 Y FE IR
ESNbEE2ZoND0LTHD, —FHT, E=HICLE
WTHBEEIBCRICE S S EES T OZ{RITEL S0 L
RV, ZORIZODWTHERHTHILERHLHTE5 D,
BB, RIFEICB T 20REBIIREETHY, RO
—ACITIXIR R 5 D, 4 B ITIRIA VR RIZ DWW TRET
THUENRD D,

5| AR

Averill, J. R. (1983). Studies on anger and aggression: Implica-
tions for theories of emotion. American Psychologist, 38 (11),
pp. 1145-1180.

Baumeister, R. F., Smart, L., & Boden, J. M. (1996). Relation of
threatened egotism to violence and aggression: The dark side
of high self-esteem. Psychological Review, 103 (1), pp. 5-33.

Black, A. (2023). What third-party forgiveness has to offer. Dia-
logue, 62 (3), pp. 449-458.

Burnette, J. L., McCullough, M. E., Van Tongeren, D. R., &
Davis, D. E. (2012). Forgiveness results from integrating
information about relationship value and exploitation risk.
Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 38 (3), pp. 345-
356.

Crick, N. R. & Dodge, K. A. (1996). Social information-
processing mechanisms in reactive and proactive aggression.
Child Development, 67, pp. 993-1002.

Enright, R. D. (2001). Forgiveness is a choice: A step-by-step
process for resolving anger and restoring hope. American
Psychological Association.

Green, J. D., Burnette, J. L., & Davis, J. L. (2008). Third-party
forgiveness: (Not) forgiving your close other's betrayer. Per-
sonality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 34 (3), pp. 407-418.

AR - AR (2007). T84 - @iAEICBIT S
WD LA M & SMELRTE « PNAELRIE & o0 B D
. BE OBELEEFYE, 55, pp. 526-537.

INEER] « R H5h— (2009). W5 LREMERORL. HE
DNEEEERFSE, 57, pp. 158-167.

Lerner, M. J. (1980). The belief in a just world: A fundamental
delusion. New York: Plenum Press.

MacLachlan, A. (2017). In defense of third-party forgiveness. In
K. J. Norlock (ed.), The moral psychology of forgiveness (pp.
135-159). Rowman & Littlefield Publishers.

McCullough, M. E., Pedersen, E. J., Tabak, B. A., & Carter, E.
C. (2014). Conciliatory gestures promote forgiveness and re-
duce anger in humans. Proceedings of the National Academy
of Sciences of the United States of America, 111, pp. 11211-
11216.

McCullough, M. E. & Witvliet, C. V. O. (2011). The psychol-
ogy of forgiveness. In S. Lopez & C. Snyder (eds.), The
handbook of positive psychology (pp. 446-458). New York:
Oxford University Press.

McCullough, M. E., Rachal, K. C., Sandage, S. J., Worthington,
E. L., Jr, Brown, S. W., & Hight, T. L. (1998). Interpersonal
forgiving in close relationships: II. Theoretical elaboration
and measurement. Journal of Personality and Social Psy-
chology, 75(6), pp. 1586-1603.

Lerner, M. J. & Miller, D. T. (1978). Just world research and the
attribution process: Looking back and ahead. Psychological
Bulletin, 85 (5), pp. 1030-1051.

Novaco, R. W. (2011). Anger dysregulation: Driver of violent
oftending. Journal of Forensic Psychiatry & Psychology, 22
(5), pp. 650-668.

K& (2015). KL L2 WHID J7. CCC AT 4 T R,

Ohbuchi, K., Tamura, T., Quigley, B. M., Tedeschi, J. T., Madi,
N., Bond, M. H., & Mummendey, A. (2004). Anger, blame,
and dimensions of perceived norm violations: Culture, gen-
der, and relationships. Journal of Applied Social Psychology,
34 (8), pp. 1587-1603.

Thompson, L. Y. & Snyder, C. R. (2003). Measuring forgive-
ness. In S. J. Lopez & C. R. Snyder (eds.), Positive psycho-

Journal of Human Environmental Studies, Volume 24, Number 1, 2026



58 JUH R A BE OFFSERTREMEN G = D W 2 LIC KT 3 5%

logical assessment: A handbook of models and measures (pp.
301-312). Washington DC: American Psychological Associa-
tion.

Walker, M, U. (2013). Third parties a-10nd the social scaffold-
ing of forgiveness. Journal of Religious Ethics, 41 (3), pp.
495-512.

Williamson, I. & Gonzales, M. H. (2007). The subjective expe-
rience of forgiveness: Positive construals of the forgiveness
experience. Journal of Social and Clinical Psychology, 26 (4),
pp- 407-446.

Worthington, E. L., Jr. (2003). Forgiving and reconciling:
Bridges to wholeness and hope. Madison: InterVarsity Press.

FrLFngs - NHERE - \HAT (2024). #EOHEFETHE
PERND L LICRIF 8, ANHBREETZE, 22 (2), pp.
123-129.

B)IHERER (2008). %0 LB, A2ER].

Zillmann, D. & Cantor, J. R. (1976). Effect of timing of in-
formation about mitigating circumstances on emotional
responses to provocation and retaliatory behavior. Journal of

Experimental Social Psychology, 12 (1), pp. 38-55.

ZRGH 12026 451 H 26 H
ZERLH 12026 4E3 2 H
FE1TH 2026 4F 6 130 H

Copyright © 2026 Society for Human Environmental Studies

D09

This article is licensed under a Creative Commons [Attribution-Non-
Commercial-NoDerivatives 4.0 International] license.

@ https://doi.org/10.4189/shes.24.51



