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Abstract
The current report examined the relationship between implicit self-evaluation and ingroup evaluation. Although previous research has
indicated that explicit self-evaluation predicts ingroup evaluation on each trait dimension, there has been much less emphasis on how
implicit self-evaluation and ingroup evaluation are mutually interrelated. On the basis of the theories which emphasize the role of the
individual self in ingroup evaluation (e.g., Cadinu & Rothbart, 1996), we predicted that implicit evaluation of the self would become
a better predictor for implicit ingroup evaluation. Forty undergraduates participated in the study. We used the typical minimal group
procedure (Tajfel et al., 1971), and all participants were randomly assigned to artificial laboratory groups. Implicit self-evaluation and
ingroup evaluation were measured with Implicit Association Test (IAT; Greenwald et al., 1998). The analyses revealed that the self
and ingroup were more associated with positive traits than negative traits, indicating that the self and ingroup were both positively
biased. These results are in line with the findings of previous literature, but there was no significant correlation between overall im-
plicit self-evaluation and ingroup evaluation. Thus, the overall pattern of results in the present study was inconsistent with our predic-
tion, but, nonetheless, implicit self-evaluation significantly predicted implicit ingroup evaluation on some Big Five trait dimensions.
Namely, implicit self-evaluation was positively correlated with implicit ingroup evaluation on extroversion and openness dimensions.
In contrast, they were not significantly correlated with each other on neuroticism, conscientiousness, and agreeableness dimensions.

The discussion argued that these differences may be partly due to the significance of participant’s evaluation of each trait dimension.
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1. B®

NFHGUSNOME 2, RHKEEOHHRIZESNT
W2 mNRH 5, Thbb, MFEIZHSBIIRET S
WER L. BN TE LR WAMER O 2 S5 S,
WEEA DA BIIAME OB L0 I ERIZFHM SN D
TR URERR STV D (Brewer, 1979), FFiZ,
B/ NREER N T # A 4 (Tajfel, Billig, Bundy, & Flament,
1971) &AWz EZBCik, EMBWNICH EER RN FE
L7gUV RN TH . NISMER L0 b NERTITH L
THEMICIRLIEES ZENRINTND, ZDOXH 7N
HEHONWEBRRIIBEA LT, BT AT T 47 1 B
(Tajfel & Turner, 1979) R°H .47 =2 U —{LELG (Turner,
Hogg, Oakes, Reicher, & Wetherell, 1987) (X, AIEH B
Ff - MBOBCKREF > Th v, EFHIMEZ & OERIC
K0S T IV —REHF IR D & NEMOMIE %
EHD T ETTHBLEMERT 2 LUEL TWD,

A, 2O XD RUECROTINCKR LT, NEM~DH
ERFHEEH MO EIC L > THHTE 2 0o H#
W, EEOMEHICL > THRIESNAL TS (Cadinu &

Rothbart, 1996; Clement & Krueger, 2002; Gramzow, Gaertner,
& Sedikides, 2001), 1 Z1%, Cadinu & Rothbart (1996) @
AT TR B R DL AR
W@ WE T 285 U (Alicke, Klotz, Breitenbecher, Yurak, &
Vredenburg, 1995; Koole, Dijksterhuis, & Van Knippenberg,
2001), D@ E CFHEANER OFHEIC KBS 5 2
ET NEMICRT 25 E BRI D EARE ST
W5, Otten HIZ XD &, ACOMEGE NEMOBEGILER
LTHEY, BOBRFFORBITAERKE bR > Tno &
HEM L, F72, NEFREPFORBITIAS BF->TW
B e AEAAH S (Otten & Epstude, 2006) , = D L
IMERAERFE XD & MR E TSN H
3, WENIZHT 5 @aHi4 725 LT &R
HTZEPRTED,

AAFFECIE, LR B CRHl o&EH 2 B L2 BRI
Ko &, B OR & NERREA O RBSR 2 a5
LN ET D, BRI, ISR T 214 2% H
W, IBTERYIC B CREAM 23 & VO MRS R T I AR R REAT
B RDINE D H BEROL BIERIC B CRE MR M
FERTCIINERFTHI H IR 22 500 E 2 2B L Tt &
179, WMEOBERIEEHW MR TIX, A CFHm i
FER TCANC NEEF DT S S D Z & AR S 41T
W5 725 (e.g., Otten & Wentura, 2001) ., AAF7ETiE, A &
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WA DL S DA IR TN b D 22 E D I Zefif
452 &T, BOFMRANERTMIZKBREND &0
D A O 2 A LR 2 S REET D, Fe, T
X MMBIEEEE RS Z & 1X. B R N RN
DRNEIZ F31F D BINFE O T 7 SO ] 0 T AT s &
il mnbbBREBDDHEZZOND,

ARWFIE Tl BTERY 72 37 O U ETE & LT Implicit
Association Test (IAT; Greenwald, McGhee, & Schwartz,
1998) ZAEHT %, IAT (T, HRERAATIEOWN &2 1T,
P DRI B W TR SN UGRE N7 2 A A Th
D, EW A REICESWER Y U — 2 AR
2L LT3 (eg., Collins & Loftus, 1975), EARAYIZ X,
BEWHEN 1 >OBL L LTy bU—7 RICHE LS
nNTkY, BEEoEOEEEES L EEL, Ao
D& (V) bl 2 ERESNLTVD, EHIC,
R E OWLENTEMEALT 5 & 2 OM& & PO @Ol
R BIEMEAEDMERE T D721, BERM O S TRE N &
WIEE, BT ) —OSEBEENP ORI D LB
b, IAT TiE, @H, JSM& L FHERTE VD 25
DOREERZA A E DT TERE O 7 Y =l 2175 =
SR Ml & R T ORS00 TR A X
IGRERIN DHEET 5, 2O X I LT, 1 ogERIC
KD BINE OBRAERIRBEE A HET 2 2 LR AREIC e D,

WEDOHIETIL, IAT [EOBAER e BB AL HIE L & O
BEIAMEVY Z & %> (Bosson, Swann, & Pennebaker, 2000), &
D LD RFRIIBAREE KL TWD 0BT LY FET
RN L EORERNAERSN TS, Lo, IAT
EAT LA LA T BERANESICHEED &
LA IR D b TR ZUER G 2D &
(Greenwald, Poehlman, Uhlmann, & Banaji, 2009) , IAT |Z
& o THE SN TR RO R S 1T WO RER) N2 — o &
ML TWA Z ERHEIITWSD (Phelps, O’ Connor,
Cunningham, Funayama, Gatenby, Gore, & Banaji, 2000), &
HIZ, AT [EMOETERRIETE & Hle L TR — BPEA &
WZ ENRENTEY (Bosson et al., 2000) . Z L5 DHF
UL & OFEGTEN D b TAT T8I 2 BOGHERFEIZ I,
BEEMOBEATRE AR L TND LW D rIREME RIB S
Al

HBRWRIATOFfE & LT, 7, avta—4H
SRS, b L <IE, FRliROC A R TR 1o
FTORRIND, SMEZZORMWMBELELLD AT
Y —ICYTETELDEHWT 5, BEEIEXF—A—FD2
DDOF—DNTNNEHTZ LIZL o TTbiL, ThE
MO F—IZI3H GBS LT R T D 2 2O BT T Y —73
EDHBTHNTND, FUF—IZH Y YT OIS
A LMK ITOEAENRNEE, BT TV =T NES
225 T2 DI UG NIZES 725, — 0, W LF—I2Hl
0BT HN TGRS L BT DS R FHE E L A
T 3N — TR 72 D 7 OICOSRFEIE R S 72 5,
A, 2 FEORNFEO YOG ZJH L, 20
ZEAR RS O S TRE DREE &L 72 D,

IAT % HIC H Cafil & AR ETREAR 2 JE L7256 12,

NRIBRBE AR SE

T3 20 EHEN5, 3. —KNUICACIX
HEMIZRH N TWAH72DIZ (Alicke et al., 1995; Koole
et al,, 2001), ETEM 2 A CiHiiEE W E TSN 5, [H
BRIz, B CRMlENERRHmIC KB S D 72912 (Cadinu
& Rothbart, 1996; Clement & Krueger, 2002; Gramzow et al.,
2001), BWEMZNERFTIZEWE TRls D, Fiz,
B O & & AR &I 3R ALIC I LT % 72912 (Otten
& Epstude, 2006) . IETEN 70 B CaFAl & NN O ME#
WO E W & TSN D, i, RIFIETIL,
fthF DR HIBr oW IE & LC, Big Five # 3%, 73—
VF VT 4B DGR T, PR O FEAEREIL 5 T
WCLBE T 5 Z LA ST WA, 5Tt &%, Ahmk,
1B AL EME, B, RN, D S 2& L,
Z A5 O Big Five €7 /VITERENE - 24 MER & BTN
ZEWRINTWA (FIH , 1996; McCrae & Costa, 1987),

ETAT, AT, LLED XD ICHETEN 2 A CFF
fili & NEEHFHAE O AR ORIEE £ B0 ET5
73, Spielman (2000) 12 &% &, F/MEFPRBUIZIKIT DN
HLHIOWE L, LR OEELZIT 5 ERRBEEN
TWa, T722bb, WEMEIERD 1 DT 2055
AL TR Lo Vs, SMERIN 2 DIl 2 5 &
B R DEPE L LIC < <L FRTBIC N O & 2342
CIlIc WZ ER RSN TWD, RIFZETIZZD L 572
Spielman (2000) @ EIREEEE 2. AHMEMN 1 oD 2 4E
FAZefE & AMER Y 2 2D 3 ALK % AT £ NIk
PEREHEIC 5 2 5 B oW T H O TIHRETE1T o,
FEEEHE LT, BT - T Uh Y o rwar, A
i 28 NSRRI REAIC S X0 5 & ) Bl 2> 1% (Cadinu
& Rothbart, 1996; Clement & Krueger, 2002; Gramzow et al.,
2001) . WAERRTFHEIIAMEREICE DL T Ean & Tl
b, FHTxt LT, Spielman (2000) @ EEIZHEKSL &
2 HEMGIEE 3 EAERMF LY bNEFFEAE < /b & T
Mshd,

2. Ak
215mE

KFAEA 4L (B4, 29 4) BMERNZIERIC
M UT=, £, 2 B, & L<iE, 3RS
iz o2 BTEID B CTHnT,

22 ERFHmE

ERRIZa o —Z AW Tirbhi, L. B2
FEMOME ., e/ NRAFEF R T 2 A D K D EM S
WG ORE, OIRF CIThitic, &2 TORBDK
TH%, TAT V=T 0 TETV, FEREKT L,

2.3 BCETHE O BIE

WAERY 72 A C Rl 2 AT I X W HIE L=, TATI1E5 oD
Ty hEEREN TR, HEMaIE TAHY—HA
TRV, IR ITCICIE TRYOTF 4 T—2HF 4 7] O
“HTFAY—HFEHLEZ, 7oy 7Ok THH—HAST
20 ORGSR A T 5 ERIT. ey 7 @1 TR

HIBE1 G



Takumi Watanabe et al.: The relationship between implicit self-evaluation and ingroup evaluation 37

T AT =BT 4 T OFMIIR I IR D R ERAT.
Ty @7 ry 7 OQOMEMEL T 7 v 7 QORI
WL EMBEGOYE, WEZRZAIZRT HARRITTH -
oo TRy 7@IF7 Ry 7OQ0 THH—HSTRY] O
KBS DN TS 2 Wis L CHHT 2#ERIT, 7
Yy 7@IET Ry 7 @QORGHEEE 7 a Y 7 QO FHIK
JLE MG DR, MHEEZLZAIZHRIT HERRITTH -T2,
FERITO 7 1y 7134 20 347, ARITO 7 0 v 7134
80 AT DI ST, TARERIIR YT 47 &
(B CRWETIEIA AT 47 OBEDEDT B v
=87 ey s, TESTRVWERITIRST 47 & [H
DELIFANTT 47 OAEDLEOT Y 7T R—
Ty 7 LEFRIND, L0408 MNEE KT 0 v
7 EHIATV, D 20 4 DSIME X R —K T a v 7 &5
WITH 2 &T, 7y ZEFICEL T 2 —nNT
A&fT o7,

B CRF AT OFPEHEE & UC LA FOHGEE A Lz,
(B4 ORGSR ZFRTHRIKIL, UL, Ao, B, Bk,
FObDO, OSFETHY ., TAF TR OMGEE R
FTHIEE, EoE, oo, Hmolic, #HoHE, HHob
D, D5FETH Tz, FHIRICE R THBIL. FilH (1996)
% 235 \2 Big Five D RITIND 4 7590, § 20 FFHO
REEMT LT, BARMICIE, TRYT 4 7)) OFEiRoc %
FIHNRIL, BR A, MmO Ghatk), EIMR, %
LEINH DL (FEHEAREME) . MAINZ, BEEEL7 (B
W) . e, RO H S GREN) . B, W
HZe BRI . D 10FETH Y, (X T T 1 7)) OFHfK
JCEFRTHE, B, MEAER btk . BB 7,
MIRE 72 (IEREANZZEME) B I3Z L BBk ok (B
) | B, R GREM) | mAe B0 213 (3
k), D 10FETH T,

SINENT 07T LExBET 5 L. IAT OFEIZET 5
Horma v ¥ a— i EICE RS, BAREIZIE, TR
R E D &, Wi P RICHER DT OF RSN E T,
BHIENEDOT T TV —IZETH0EHE LT EI 0,
BT IV —OAFENEL, EHiEOLE EEA EIZFHICERIN
£9, L0 T TV —IZETHEXIE, [F) OF—%
EFOAELETIHLTLESY, FLOTT IV —|C
BI2ExF, 1) OF—Z2LAFOAELETHLTLIE
SV, MENEDD ENT IV —DATHEDY £50
T, A7 TV —OAFNICERE L TN TS EEN, #oRr
SNTEHGEEDT IV =0T b L&, TXHETIEM
WHIBr L, TEALETHRRLSF—2WLTLEEN, ] T
Holz, WITHA®R, BRSNEHEBICH L TIELWY
T3V —DORIEF =D IND & HFEITEZ, 250 ms %
ICROHEFENZRENT, BKIEOSEA X, FEO T
AR TX ) HIRE RS, ST —0N R b 2 57 41—
RNy 7 Uiz, MBISHIC, B TIE LWRGF— 2 i
JL ITX ) AT A, IROBEGEN BRI, HIEHITK
NEEICFEREN T, EEOMGF—03HENns %
TORMZ, FUSK & LT ms BEALTRogk L7z,

24 EES

B CFEM IAT o2, £SO FRE & LT, &%
PR R T & A I (Tajfel et al., 1971) ZfEH L=, &0
FixarEa—X ol LIZE RSN D MRE N E O
FERF & g T EERECREIE L, Z OFEZE 20 AT o 7,
FERICHE A L7l 2 AomzxE 3 HEM G T3
AN) Lo THinn=boTH D EEHT, MEOK T,
BINZ I EOHZHIC L > THI DN R A2 OB H 2 X
DIV BHFLVEFEL TCWD EHUR LT, FEBEIL,
MBoOHERREORBRICED S, 2EIEsERICcT v
PPN =ty (e

LMY ER., EREIISME ICEEM OB 4 RN ED
NrEIZNV—7FYV A NEFWRE LI, JA—7V A MOKE
AAIEAER T Tl 2 DIl So@E0OEFTR 1 LF
HENTEY, Z2MEBDPNIMEROREA %85 L7
KDL OCEE L, ok, HEOETIE, 2ED
ARNCEENDLFEEE LWL I L, BER
FHRMAKEZHR TEL LT, Z7—TU R
MZEPNTZ KL ORE L & el 3 2 R 28 1 5
BT e BIMEPSBERN S - BTN EICE L T
AT o 72 BT WERGHTO IAT % Bils L7z,

2.5 NEEFHEDBEIE

TEAER 22 AR RN 2 TAT (2 L 0 JIE L7z, AT OFfE
AT A ORI TAT & R UARRCH v . stgib&icix Thl
CON—T—ED T NV—"T] %A LT, sgfa&oi
BIEHE I, BN ETFRECERLZZA—7 T 2 K
D&FIEFER Lz, Z7v—"7"1U X NOLFNIZMFIZL -
THEARY, HIE, TR 7 —7 ] OxSBME%FH)
Wl LT a2, I, o S EEEmEA L,
[ D JN—T | ORGAEE FTHNEE LT L, LR,
WE E LD SFEEER L, IR T 4 77— AT«
7' OFHIR T E R TRPIE. A CEEE IAT TRV H
FEEF—DObOERER L, fE%R, 2% O F e
BEMER L, T4 T V=T 4 T &Aoo L TEREK
Tl

3. @R
STEEFT VY

7. RAOFMHEROBIEIZE LT, ZMER2ENIE
LWATBEROARIZRIE L TEY ., ERACRMNIEL L
RSN TV Z ERER S, 612, HOHn &
WAERRE O IAT (2B LT, AT ORZE RN 30 % L
B HBEVE CEH SRS 2000 ms LA EO SN &
IHTINDERNT D & D BIEE W22, Z ORI
WEDBMEIT T ANb W=/, LU FOSH ik,
EEDOT — X TRt BIZE Oz,

3.2 IAT T Fi&

IAT @ 3 A1 F{E 2 D W T, A48 Tlid Greenwald et
al. (1998) I[CHELT, &7 1 v 7 OO 2 AT IERIERE
MNEL 2272024 Uiz BT, OSFERTIIZIS T 5 4t
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TUBEDOREA M Z 272012, FOLRERAY 300 ms DL T O
1T1% 300 ms, 3000 ms PA_EOFRATIE 3000 ms & %5 LTy
BTN L7z, Greenwald HiZ LB L&, Z DX D ITKIGLEF
Mo ERE TFREZRET S Z LT, ERMIICBT 540
EOHEDOEN XD PE IR T 52 R AREIC2 D
LIRBEINTND, ok, ARBFEICIBVLT, 300 ms LT,
H L <IE, 3000 ms A EOFITIL, BIKOFITOR 1 % T
HY ., INEORITERIILTH, REEOERER S LT,
FUSF—OIERIZB LT, REBREM B o 7237 b /0T
BTG D, IEEDOX— &3 F TO SR & /3471
fEH L=,

EHhiz, 2NEZEIC BT ey st R BTy
OEBSREM 2T L, A= 7 1 v 7 OFE SRR
Mhb—%78a v 7 OFEOERMEZLIIWEZb 0%
IAT Zhi & L=, HCAEHl IAT 128\ T, TAT 2Rl
KEWIE, TAD) & TRYT 47 OEROBEE R
T8y & x0T 17 OMEHOES LY b, &
M2 ECFHMAEENTH D Z L2 ERT D, FkC,
WAL IAT 123V CL IAT 2R OER K E VT L T
CoN—71 & IRYT 47 of&EoEEn [FHL
TN—T1 L IXTT 1 7) OMEROES LY HH<,
BENRNERFMAEENTHD Z EE2EWLRT D, %
FEIZ 1T D AT ZhAR D) % Figure 1 127777,
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3.3 B2 & IAT

HOFMMIAT 12 LT, IAT VN 0 L AEICHR AL D
MEDMERGEELT., TOMR, IAT ZIROEEE (M=
221.50; SD=156.52) 1£ 0 LV b HEICKE < (£(39)=8.95,
p<.01), BENRASHMAHEENTHD Z EBRIN
oo SBIT. HOFEO IAT Zh RN KR TR D E
IMITONTHFIT B 720, IAT Zhificx U<, Bl (5
PEovs, Zoth) IR (BT vs. ABURTT) 25
DB R & Uz 2 B O 2T o7z, T OREH,
PRI & BN 00 % b H . MR X FRRENE o 22 ALAE A
HEDNFRLAETIERLS (Fs = 2.80, n.s.), MEBISCRRRENE
FFoOBRIE A CRFM O AT 2RI L\ 2 & AR
i,

3.4 NEMFHE IAT
WIZ, PNEERTREAM IAT (2B L C. TIAT 2328 0 & A5

NHIBREE 052

HIpHNE D IERGE LTz, ZORSE., IAT 2R 04l
(M=150.87;SD=123.66) 120 L0 b AEEICKEL (£(39)
=772, p <.01), EENZNEFFMBEENTHD Z &
MRS NIz, S5, WEFFHIE O IAT 20 523 G-/ T
HIpDDE D INTOWTHRTT 5720 IAT ZhRIT%F L T,
PERI CBYE vs. Zoth) & ARENARS (—BEfT vs. A —50E17)
EAMERE Q4 vs. 3EM) ZMBEMER L L3
RO AT o2, T OFEFE, MBI & R EERE &
SMEM O EE - ZAERITO TN LA E TIERL (Fs
= 1.50, n.s.) . PEBISORRENE R o0 BRI N EE R FEAT O 1AT
FHRANCRBE LN 2 RN R SN, SMEMEICBI L C
b2 IS (M=128.25;SD=286.19) & 3 MM (M
=173.49; SD =151.26) THEEN 2 AMEHIOHKIZ L -
THEEN e NENGEM O X 2L L2 LR S
77

3.5 B T &l & W& FT T

BTERY 72 B CRTAM & AR 1AM 00 BRI 4 fRRiE 3~ 5 7-
I, 22D IAT BB A5 T, Pearson DR BEFREL & )
WA E 21T o 72, £ OFER, KRB O IAT 2R
DOMIZ, BEZ2MHBEIIFRD HIZeno7- (r=.19,n.s.),

bolb, 20X ICEERIFEEC W CIEBEENR
D HNR L TH, PSR IC Z & ISl FTAT 0 BE 3 S
RAARENE G IFET D, LIz - THERIIZ TIEH 528,
Big Five D& KITIZHIT 5 BN T 57201, BC
FEATT & NEERREAT O TAT 21220 T, Big Five @ 5 Kot
BN BRI E 21T > 7o, TS B, &S0 IAT
B LT, Kolmogorov-Smirnov ¢ IE ML VEM E % 17 -
7ol 2A KRB O R THOMICIERMES R S L7870 >
7272, Spearman DFHEAMREZ W CTRE AT -7, %
DOFEF. Stk (r= 34, p<.05) LB (r=27p<
10) OFWILIZIEBNT, B CFM & NERREMN O TAT %)
ROMICHEREOHBBRSBIA S Tz, TR L
T, ERZEMN (F=.02,ns). WEM (=03, ns.).
FFME (r=.03, ns.) OWITL T, 2 OD IAT RO
HE A HBEBR I S e o T,

4. B

WG T, AT 2 AW C, ETEM 72 B CLaEl & AR
FHE O SHIGBR ORAEE T o T2, T ORER, £, M
FHOWER e A IV 2 L RH LN R o7z, %
1772 (Alicke et al., 1995; Koole et al., 2001) (28T,
AL EEMWICRMESND Z DRI N TR, A4
TEDFER & FATHIEOREFIT—E L TV D T2 Z
EMNTE D, KT, WEMPHMN IAT OFE RS N
BEIIAMER A LV b, BIEMICEFTish s 2 &
IR EN T, AW & RIS, /DGR T 24 A
AW CBTER 2 NEFFEZ JIE L2 Th, NE
FHFAMER L 0 HIBEMIZE S FHMI S5 2 L B3|liE S
LT % (Ashburn-Nardo, Voils, & Monteith, 2001), Z AU
D OETEMEIC B3 A 0F 50 ik, PAMER O FEAG 273,
e & B EMMRHATE RN E W) BLAIZIBWT,
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HEIICAELD Z L2 R LTWAS, LERn-T, AIXW
NERICEET D L, ZNORHHOLOTH-TH, N
HEME LV ELSFHET D2 EARBEND, DX
LC, WBERRPNANER OFAM S A 7 A1, R b st
EHEEICH L TH, AT LA XA TR & &4k
EHDHZ EITEAD L LV,

S HIT, AWFETIE. WEEI~DELERN 22 & 7L A
CRFEA BT 72 DICE LD EMRELTWD, T O M
22T, BER 72 B CEFIN & AR RTREAN o BE L % 4y
Bri7efE R, miE OB RMBEITAEE TIER, ED
VBB MR B S 47z, 7272 L. Big Five DPEAK IR
JEANCFAB & Mt L7 sl R, Sh itk & BB ok otic ks
WCHBERIEOMBIREN A B, BN A ORI
EVIEE NG < 7o > Tz, Zhicxk LT,
TR ENE &R IEE, RFPED WO T, BTERZR B
CLaFAl & NEERIRRA & O I BIER 2 bz ns o 7z,

EREO X ST, BAEN e E TR & R RTEET o AE L
BA£R 1T Big Five DMK ICHNZ /e > TW223, T
EDOLIITRIRNTEDTHD I D, —DOOMIRFHENE
LT, SRRt 2 EEMENS, BENRE CRE
fili & AR FRAM O BIFR PRI B ZE L Wz mlREMEAN B 2. B
o, DFED | SMAPERCBI DR ITIE, B 2l & -
THLARES TIE RS, 25 OEEMENMEWVIKITIC
BT, ACFFMANEFTIZ KR Z A TWZD T
e EHEEND, 2 (2008) I[ZX DL, KFITH
HEOWTTIE, Lokt LV b AE SEEICBI D HELE
FEPME L . A OPEREERIC B W TH AR N 2 &2
RBEN TS, ZOXdRmAEKEx 5L, BHAERF
iz & > TEEMEMEWNRITTIE, BCE2HRERE LT
PNAE [ o BEAIHI W &2 9~ % D 12%f L C (Cadinu & Rothbart,
1996) . HEMENFEWIKRICTIL, H M Z2 NERICZE D
FEYHTIDHLHDTIF L, BE EWEM L DR TAER
ffxLEo2E LTV TIERWNEEZLND, 277
L. ABFZE T, £2NEF I LRI R T 0
HEEMEZHE LT RWZD, 2D 0RO Z 4412
L TIE, S%OMERLIETH D,

IO X YT, EEEMEWKRICICBW T, BENLA
CEEm A, AR B33 25 & K S 415 &1
ET DL, WEMOWESOMEEHEE T ¢ <, e
RN LB 52 BN, BRI,
SEAMEN O TIE, NIETWD N E e rmnd v .,
FHENASELTND ERMTDIEE, O APITKT
LRSI EREEINT 5 Z LR HE SN TVWD (e.g., Bryne &
Nelson, 1965), FitdmalE x5 & EBIENMEICE
5 B E NEMOMER N2 BIEEZ RO Z ik v,
Eik ECHHASBNERMDO N EBITWD LRI LT <
mHEBEZLND, TORE, WEMBEIZRT 2 %A
HI7ZE D3 £ 0 . NAMERI ORI S 7 A MR &
D AREMEDVRIE S LD,

L AT, Mo, B CEHl S AR TR I )
e S DR, EEMEDMEWVRTICBWTEZ 58 =2 —
VAT 4w 7 Wb D THD LI FHEIZY Lo TV

%, LnL, HOBE&E WERBESHAIZBEE L T
HEWI MR EEE X 5 & (Otten & Epstude, 2006), H
O & NEFIOEGES OB, BRI R A TES
HAREME N E 2 B 1L 5D, Knowles & Gardner (2008) <°
Correll & Park (2005) TiX, NER L OF > ITHEC
IR e FOLHEBEEE L2 54 2 L dE
WMEnTkv, flZAX, BePEEICELEND &, B
CHES E NEMBEEOHEA TR 25 Z ENTHIENS,
SBOMETIE. ZhboBEE7re R L KR TR
Izt 2a— U AT ¢ v IR 1 2D AR E
RREMFTTFICONTHRFTT HMERH A H

SMEMIEUTBI LTI, 2 1SR & 3 RHIGEOM T,
WA ORI E T A DR o lz, T ORER D
B, AMERA 120 & XICHERMFEMA < 72D &0 )
Spielman (2000) (ZFE-5< FUIFTFR S 7z, FATxL
T AMEHIEBUTNAERTFHE I 2 B 2 7200 & 9 R4
TORERITENLT - T BV THLOTREZFEFLT
$ Y (Cadinu & Rothbart, 1996) . #MEMEICE L S H D
FEAM S NERFAREAMIC SR S 405 2 & T, ITEM e NAEH]
FEM LB EMIC e o fn EHERI S LD, 22 L. AREFZET
IR E T IEERY 72 B ORI & AR REA o #H B BE AR 1K IR
EMZRLOTHY, BIENZRNERGEMSEEN TH -
ToREROMRE LT, BELMERE S0 7 nt X (Tajfel
& Turner, 1979; Turner et al., 1987) MV N 7= AIREME & R
TE X9,

B%lZ, ABFEDRA L LT, UTORBIERTE %,
FI ARWE CIEFMIC T 2 TERVRE L & LT IAT
ZEALTHY, WEMFMOEE L S ITHIMER OFA
R 2REMEZE & L CHIE LTV 5D, BATAFZE Cid, /b
LHEPR DI BT D LA DOFATG A 7 A INEF~D 47
BRI EESWTE Y (Brewer, 1979), BHIEN 72 H
P NAMER R OFHI S A 7 A% THIT A Z LR E
TIEW A2 (Otten & Wentura, 2001) . PN AME 12 %F3°
LA R 2 ICE L T AT 2 &b AMERDT
BAHD, Flo, KB TIER/NRMEF N T XA DA
AL TV DR, 20X 5 2R R EENMRBL7Z T T <
R ET HEMRPUCH L TH . ABFEO LR
HTEDAMEIDERFET DLEND D, FIT, RN
ZREMPRB T, B ENEFIOBIEMERRE DL & &b
W2, AMEMA~OREENTENICR Y, B EEFOFF
A SN D ATRBME bR TE L 95, EHIT, ERT
i U 7=MAs EERE O FESEIC SOV T h . MR KR ISR
WTA4FET O L EZ TRV, oM REMEEEOME A
HLEHT, IORHMHEITO ZLBRRDOBND,

HiEF
AW ZHED DI HT= 0 FIRKRFORBIREEICD
RS2 HEEE L, LU UEHOEZH L LT ET,
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