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i ]

HERNT7 A5 v 5 4 5 1 By (Tajfel & Turner, 1979) 3, EMIcRET A Z LT Z %
HOBLZOBEEY (salience) &L THZ Lz b, EMTEINERT D L L, BOB
ROBEEMENED X 5 Il TR T 2 023 T 5 Z &1, EEITEOWRIC L » THE
TsFRE &\~ 25 (Turner & Onorato, 1999), HCOBLEOBEEMEIZLT B2\ T3
SO EENE T, i b depersonalization (BifEA L) (Turner, Hogg, Oakes, Rei-
cher, & Wetherell, 1987), optimal distinctiveness model (53 7cF5{<€ 5 1) (Brewer,
1991), egocentric social categorization model (HH /LS H T 2 —{bEeF )
(Simon, 1993) 235 %, ThE TITHR TEMRDOEL <X, MO IECRCFHE &\ - 71T
BT AT E o), HCORHMRREZHEL TWb I hboE FAEKRET 5145
TeZL4MtEnis 52X 5 (cf. Smith & Henry, 1996), &#f52o HEYX, depersonaliza-
tion (Turner, et al.,, 1987), optimal distinctiveness model (Brewer, 1991), egocentric
social categorization model (Simon, 1993) & EF A, EHKFRET A Lizk - T
D HUMEOBEAENOZLEBEYNCHBEL TW 5002 2o\WT, HOORMEREL VS
DAY, LH2ZABE U AEINRFE AR CERITEE) 23 L THRB L D THY,

IR AR I X ORB oW - WRBIEH S ic oo Lo TEHAZE—FH T NEHEHD D

DTHEHH, BNRKRFAXRIFEREORBHE LS L0, MNEE—EE, LHEEFEL L,
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BELOHEBET 52 &L TH D, AWZED & 0RANK L HEE, Smith & Henry (1996)

LHBEODDOTHLZFNED, bhvbiud, HHOWENIE L T DD MBS &
HULI L TR YR totc, M7 15 v 5 4 5 4 BRI, HOMSBET 28857
ETAEHELTCW5, TOERE, HOMSAEARK T 15 v 5 4 5 4 (personal iden-
tity) EHEWM 74 F V5 4 74 (social identity) D= DD TFHRERM BRI L T35 &
$ %, Tajfel & Turner (1979) %, FrSGOHESRPRIIC LR TR T ATV T 4 T 4 MY
HOMQWEELT 52 & C, THRNEPNREShD L Lic, BART ATV 5474 L1,
TAAB IS NEIBAfR LS D Wt HE OFAIRR TH b, — AT, EENTA TV T4 T4 &
i, AT Y - BIRETHZECORAMERTH S (Hogg & Abrams, 1988), /[y
KRED, AR D HHRHLEET HHRRELERL T2, flz 1, Bl

DEBE 2T, e EFLV, WEBY| & v BB LR T b, ZoMgEE
PRI UCH LARRAIERR 2R T, AWt Tl, BoHS O L TR 5 R
THCRSK Y, WEM» 7 =) — o U CERT 2 RS> TWEMESR], £ L CHHEH
A7 Y - LR 2R Y [ ERIRSR] LIS,

e, HEWTAT VT4 71 BEmEAREIELCACH 7 7Y —{b¥F (Turner, Hogg,
Oakes, Reicher, & Wetherell, 1987) <%, £H{TE#%3 SR THEE L L CEAERICK
ERBEHELGE LTS, FHHE, BoEERMEBEL2RAT 5 3 Vo RAWKERL
(cognitive elaboration) & L THEW 7 AT v T 1 5 1 ¥HEZEIL L7 (Turner et al,
1987 p.42), #LC, HOHSYRNEM» T =) —0—EEL LTHMETAHCH 7 =Y —1k
(self-categorization) DFER, HEWNT ATV 54 T4+ ¥ EBT B L LT, BCHT IV
—fbid, HErHEBWicfiArd >, BCORMERO—FETH S (Turner et al,
1987 p.44), PlbX b, HCORHRRE TE AR 0 EFEMCHE T 5 HiEkEHCT, #EA
W7 ATVT 454 OHENTAT VT 474 ~E, BOCMOBEEENET 5 HE L
e 5 L 3@Y)icz & THD (Smith & Henry, 1996) EFE 2 Hh X 5,

EHCHET 5 & TR 2 HCHMROBEENEI T 2o, FER3 DD
FAPFEREL T B, Turner et al. (1987) (XHC» 5 =V —{tEHoF T, BEAMEE
S5ETARREIBL TS, b1L, EFCFBL CWAEAR, HAEBER2EAZEKI T
EHESTORIMEHDO AR EMET 50T, NEMBKED—#E LTHMET S5 & L,
Ticbb, TOBREAAMEIL D, HARTAT VYT 4574 hBHENTAT VT 454 ~H
CHESOBEEE LTS L%, BCREVLNEMRRO—EE L TCHIET A L LEE
LTWw%, ek, 3D20ETADIBUTET 2007 ML, HE» 7 =) LB
EREL LT b, BEAMLERE %Y ZO—EIcHARA TV 2,

Brewer (1991) i, optimal distinctiveness model ©H CHEE O SELEM: 2 EL T 5 Bt
ELC, EHEmET A SCEH Ui, 20, EHEKE L L TofAk I
Mgt E & LCHS ENEMRKRETZER R L] EwrRokeE TERNOFEA L LTHD
EREREEEZRA L] EWOBKRBIE T AT AT VT4 74 DVSINEHEHT S X
SICEE ST ObND E Lic, THhbbIDEFAL, HENTAT VT 4 574 ~HOHEED
SEEEMES AT 2 2 L%, NEMEBRRPECRRO—I i s = &ThH5 LEKHC, NEM
KRLEBOERRZEZFAT 2BETHH EEEL T\ 5,
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Simon (1993) X, egocentric social categorization model T, HCO#:&DMEEMEHZAL
TAHEME L CHSCHONRMEEH Lc, #3, THES?, LR, HBoaEEU
S &S HEHOLH R 2RI E ST APHR 2177 ) BRI e EFzH L, £
LT, EHCHBEL TW5 L& ThitbhEH?, LR, bhvbhlsto] LS4
Hicic b & L, &bz, HOESOZR L TEHCH LI 75T 23 B 1 s 5 O R HEEFI R
#. (quasi-intergroup situation) TH 5 & Uiz, ¥ELEMBERI & 13, REMAXEH X »
LLAEADEE L L TR, AEHOAPHECERE L TERIh BRI TH S, £ L
T, EMKE L L TOHTCERIC O W THERT 2R, EEMBEIRY (quasi-intergroup
situation) O—FITH B &L L1z, X o T, HOEELCOWTHETS L X1, Tbh
bhn, 3L, bhbhllitel v HOH LB RARED, BOMSoBEEoZE1
PHETDHE LI, ZOEFATE, HEWNT7AT VT 4 7 1 ~HOCHEOBEEE LT
L i, NEFMERP/PEHCRRO LD ETHY, 0, HOCRRLAEFKRST %
EEATHIEELEBEL TS,

EiR L3 o0 F AT, BCEEOBER M EESNT AT v T4 T4 LT 5L
EICHRET A L HEL VBN RS, LaL, TLLThLETAOMIFEND
% EVLE 278\, optimal distinctiveness model (38 SIFHEHE L7 F L%, egocen-
tric social categorization model i THSEHE 4, $ L<IE, BOEIUA»] W5 HD
PO RAECEEH Lice 5%, & 12 depersonalization & & L~ F T h > FHE
BRLETFALELTERLTVS, 20X, ThlfhoETFarly, HoEaoZEhaH

TETFLVTHLZEXRERT S, LLIhboETFrdvThd, EECHBET 22T
Fl & I hs, BUBLROBAEEGZ LT 5B W TR DTH D, Lich-T,
HOCORHRROMENTIRE L e 5 EBRFIEEH WL LT, Thbo® 7 VLR AEE &
hH 5,

AR T AT VYT 4 T4 BOHENTAT VI 4T 14 ~, HOMESOBEEELELT S Z
Lk, EEfTE RS R I TERANOLOEAER TH I b b, ZoLEREI O
CEIFRNZE b A TSR D T 7su~ (cf. Brewer & Pickett, 1999), ZoHpn—>
ELT, HEMTAT YT 47+ Haw, dLSRECH 7 =) —{LHEECH Y A TV 5B
FeD% <1, HMSEICFHE7e SRR L L TE L ENET bR E, TO X5 iR
ER AW EBRERE B CHCHMEOWHEE T2 2 L2 fRT 201, ¥
WREEERI L A3 € e\ (Smith & Henry, 1996) 52 X 5,

AGe N EERFE L LCTEKBLL 72 Smith & Henry (1996) (&, &7 A F V5 4 5 4
DEHOHEZ I B\ THEELT 2188 %, BHMRF Lo E LTRIET A L 2 RJREIC L
720 Smith & Henry (1996) 4cEXi3C, Aronetal. (1991) ¥, HOERIZILT 58K
CoOWT, THETOFEMR LTI VERNCHMRLYERTES X b r— FHREEIE
L7727 = v 7 (technique applying the stroop effect) ] % % X L 7=, Aron et al.

(199D %, HLWEAELHNHE L L FiE, HCRRAF L VEACH L THROER» D
FHE2ZFAHZ LR LT, LT Smith & Henry (1996) (%, =D &+ — F&hHR %
JERLIeT 7 = v 7 | RFEREIR T, BHCHFET LR, HOCERNPED X 5 ik ©&
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b3 % 2 &fET L7z, Smith & Henry (1996) Tik, XU iz, EERESIMEHEIIET 5%
KHR 7 5 7hm3 LB 7 7Y =B REhic, RICHEBERE L, <HNEH> Bz
xR Y A V2 5 7)), <HAEM> @lz3BRE7 7)), TLT<EDEHE> D3 2OXH
LT, RFRIVDOEREEMES [HTES ] » THTUTE S\ vk, BREELET
E&E LT, CORBERCHBE L, 2 v a—2ERCERIWEREEEYR T, +
DOUBEFEN<HSEE > HTREH] 2 THTTESR] o> THEL, T
HIEFEL F—HWT I ENRDONI, TOT 27 =y 7 TlE, aVEa—FHAKERZ
NICHERES<BESBEI > [HTRES] 2 [HTEESLRG] e onwTHlT5K
JCRFE ST V- B e,

FOWRE, <HNEF> SWTo¥HE & <BSEE > OWTOHEA—E L T 5 MR
HEE (Thbb, <HEF>HTIES - <HZBE>HTREIES, »5VWIE<HER>D
TEELRWG s <HSHBE>HTRELRVLOWTRMNCAE ST b - R E RS Xt
LCEORMEEN<BSEE > H TR E 20502 HWT 5 100 B U KGR, <K
EM >z onTo¥M & <BHSEHE > oW TORMA—E L O o W ETE (KNE
M>TxEbiw - <HBHE>HDTRES, DOV <HNEA>H TR E 5 - <HSH
H>HTE LD WTRNCALE ST b R EREEERE et L CRROHE %24 % 7=
DIE LRI O VERCENL L LR E& R, £D—T, <%%ﬁ>&<a%5
5> & oBffEeovTil, 2 DONREMISHT 2 HEA—E L T 5 &R R —

L Cwin WS IC X » €, RICKRRBICER AR D isd - 7o,

Smith & Henry (1996) 2 X » TREhiZhboEROEELXUTICRT, HHA
A= TREOEER T, BERENLEEDAS v 7 0O EIEST S ORKET 5 KIGKHH %
HET 5, HlzvE, HRIShAESED (K] Tharikd, Bofvr7oxEIETLL &L
HRL T, oA v 7 otwRET ARCERICKM Kb, RoA vz ok EET
AR INIGREINEL e b, TOBRRI, EEOBLEENTHBLILEDdITEZ 5
(Bl 2 FIBH, 1985), A b —FZHRZIGH LT 7 = v 7 | (Aron et al., 1991 ; Smith
& Henry, 1996) 2B\ Tix, 2Vt a2 — 2 DEHANCER I BEL ORI < B4 E
B> IHTRESL] o IHTRELR] 2EEET DI WICET 5 KT 2 £ 55
BERETH, O, avva— gFEIEL > THEMREACTER I h 2 & MERFEE
i, <WEA> LT (BTEs] FEr [Tz bihv] BETHH 22 HES R
T, 2ZT, ERIhHHUEFEEON, <BZEE> HTikE sl <HEF>
THTIES) EEEIhERESTESL, <BSHEHE> THhT3Es] - <NERH> T'd
THEE B A SRR 5 KIDKERT & whpicEE A AT bh b, #E
DOFFEFE T 5 RIGERRIC I U <, BTE OFMREICTT 2 RICKEAEBCEH W O ThH
HiebiX, NEMRRVHCORBHRRECTEEZ L TWHZ L EEIbbLTVEEFEZ
bhd, #O—7, MEORIGKEICER -k biE, NEMERIIECORMES
CTHBLTuhRWI LR bbT, [Afke, AEARFoZECHL T, <gnrag>
(BT E5) <HEH> BT biow] LEREINCEREELEL, <BZEE>
(HTIESD |- <HEF> THTE 2] LEES hic RN 5 SRR & &
HE U 1A, B ORI e A RICK 2, #%E oR MR e 5 KISk ic L
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THRECEBELIESDTHSHbIE, HAEMRRPEHCOFAMERRCTHL T 2D
bbhbLTWbEEZOLND, TO—TF, MEDONICEEICERN - Tele b, HEME
RIHTOFHMERCTFEL TRV LEHbbT, 20X, [R - TRREYIG
ALtz =v7] 13 EMcHBETS L TR 2HEHM SO bict+ 5 NEM - 414
MoOEELRNL>bEHFE1bhb, B, 0T 7=y 7 ZHCER DT 7> )T
ARHEL TCWBEBEIND Z b, BAXRREY XV EENCHIEL T\ % (Smith &
Henry, 1996) L& 2 X 5,

CDT 7=y 2 AT, HUMEOBEEE T 28ECET5 3 20FEE T v
DD 1 2TH 5 optimal distinctiveness model 12D\ THEEE L 7o s ST b,
LFETAOREEHBIC X » UTlcbh %8 TH % Brewer & Pickett (1999) T,
B 1 E T X b EERILTIY, optimal distinctiveness model A°H C A& D BEAEME A
T BB EYICHIAT 5 L ER Lc, ZOERTIE, — Ao NEFEKA &
LT, BELNEMAKEEXFR—H LI K Y ED 28F%, b5 —HofMwcit TE
MAOMEAL LT, HCEARRKEE LRI L o] KA FEDLBIEXTTIRS T, DD
WC, 3V E e - FHECERINERREEA<BESBEE > [HTRES » THT
E B DO WTEIET 51D BT 5 RIGKHEAHE Lz, EBRORR, #HlilsEt
DHEEE LT, THE EWEMKEREZE R Lo ORZ2ED 2 R IEMTiebhic
FHEOWERE L, NERDOAT v 2 1 Te—HT 5MEREE T, »2oBSEIC THT
X E S| HEREEECH L TEE TS S WICE L RICKR O 25, REMOAT v 2 4
T LI EREEEET, »oBSHESR THTRE S| EEE L e MREEE 4
HRIGKRR L b b EREWCE» -1, i, TEANOEAELLT, BEC ENERBAEKE LK
A L] AR E R D 5 BIEMT iebh ic RO BEE T, AEMDOAT VA 2 A T ie—
B+ A MREMEE T, 2oHSHEB R (TR 5] HRENECT L CRET 5 Db icHE
Ure RSk, RO R 7 v £ 4 72— L s WHERIFEREC, 2 2HSEIS R ['H
TEE5| LEELEREEECTT 2 RICKH L 0 BRCE -0, ZOFEEBRFHRE,
[EEMEKE & LT, HOEWEMBKESERZE—HRHL W] LW 806KkE TERANOFEAL L
T, BOLNEFKEEXRBILcv] LW ECKk2, BOBEROBERCEET L L%
7~ L, optimal distinctiveness model Z 3 # L1, AR TIE, S0 mFAIR AL X S
REBRRI TS, X —REEMBEEXIRIC ST, BOBROBEE Ha7
4 F VT 4T 4 ~EAbLT % optimal distinctiveness model 233BHL 5 % D 3z
TRET %,

bhbhi, TR M —7BREEALET 7 =y 7 | 2ENRERCERLLchET
OWZE (Smith & Henry, 1996 ; Smith, Coats, & Walling, 1999) =¥, £MBZEOE S
HHEZ T OPOBEERMESRLRDD EE 2D, F—IK, ThEITOMRTE, EBLEF
HETHEMTH HREDOEPRLFEMSL 7 7 TIEHAE L T B 0E MR NEM & S EM
Wb, Ll, EBCEFEEL CCAERYAWIEE, #BREBS P NERKARE LT
EE L -BEoEN SR IA-HE A * — < (Markus, 1977 ; Markus, Hamill, &
Sentis, 1987) MEMMEI L TLE 5, BEREEREYAE T L3, HESH» 7 =) —{L@EEN
BREL 7o\ C & A ERT 5 b 0Tk, BICHRLIETNE S L 3EF» 7=V — Ak
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X BBHRRADOHETH S, e bld, BERBRC IS, EM» 729 — B IR
bhaidT, BHoBEYEMAKAE LTHEEL, ToR, ToEMCERY S W1-FA
SLBRLATEIF E I N D L ZBERECZ L EFE 2N D 06 THB (cf. Turner
et al, 1987), Lichis T, BERBRYHTHZ L0l > CTHSHPREMA» 7 7Y —%F[—
TR LHR L TR T2 AN ELE A S, ThP 2 AT, TR A —
TRIREIGH LT 7 =y 7 ) HHWICERY, KEMOHEEERANFEL v TR/NEMR
%E% (minimal group experiment) | Z@EH L7z,

%71z, Smith & Henry (1996) % Smith et al. (1999) »MT7 - 7-FEE T3, #HEAE N
FRIBLCWAEM» T Y —EAEMAT Y — 2w THT Y —RZRERTBHIEGT,
Va7 B SR EGEOTIRC B 5 0 hic oW THHIEIZERE S vt 7o, SEFREESCR &
oL ZThh o 72 ) =B Ih 2 ERKN ] LEEIhS, NEM» T =
) — DR, EHFEESROREBIEBL T, $7obb, EHROEREN L &bk
BTN EERIC L - THREI NS (Turner et al., 1987), 2D Z Ennb, HENT 4
TVT 4T 4 ~NHBOBEOHEESESZT S Ly, EFMEERXIR S EE e &E#E>E T
LT ENE 2 BbRB, Smith & Henry (1996) = Smith et al. (1999) DFEETIx, HHIC
FTBL T 5 I WEHEMEBERPECRRIC TR Lo o—o0 0] E L ¢, M
EZRNEL 5 5 & 5 inEMBLESUIR T e o fc & W O AJREM A 5, £ 2T, AR T
VEMEZFIE C % EMMEESOUR Y BHBICEE L TERBRATR S 2 L & L, £HEM
B HRICBI L ¢, Jetten, Spears & Manstead (1998) (%, H/NEMFEE CHEMEZERH A
5, MUIEMAMEEXIRYRET S Z LI Ui, %5 o5, ERMZERRE
#od 5 EFE Bk BRI e BBl R L CERERREE LS TERENE W, KRBT
i, Jetten et al. (1998) »MT7e -7z, EMMHHEBXXIROBIEOFR X AT L& L
feo UbBEEDBE, RNV —THRECH LT 2=y 2] %, D I&R/NEFEER]
WCEAL, 2) WEM LM EROBREZ, EEMZER 4T 5 EMMEBSIRCEE L
FTEEERTTI5,

FFFROHML, EHCHBET itk » TR 2 HEMEOBEEE 0L L%, deper-
sonalization (Turner et al.,, 1987), optimal distinctiveness model (Brewer, 1991), ego-
centric social categorization model (Simon, 1993) @ 32D EFANFRFh, WY
BHLTWwA 2T, HOCORHMRROBUEHAOERITAZ L THoTeo AW T3
DOFRBIRE I N D, L, ThOORHFOIEBEEL e 2T 113, TXTHDBEIE
T ST ST-EFTATH B E LI, i, Turner et al. (1987) 12X % de-
personalization (BiEAIL) ZF D F Lo ERE - T\ 5, % T, optimal distin-
ctiveness model (¥, ST OBIEAER L %7 LT, egocentric social categoriza-
tion model 1%, HEHOLHWHAREOHEEZER L T ETATHDHEFE 2D £ LT, &
MHD3DDEFAE, KR CTHRALILT 7 =y 27 2BWb2 L1l > T, HOORAE
REVOHLBEOVAL N DR T 2 Z LD TEERET AT DD, RBZhHLRLES 30
DRFIMHECHR TH 2 D Tidie, FhENHCHRIEATRERRETH D, ZOHD
—ODDINREFEI NS Db Tk,

Turner et al. (1987) (% depersonalization D €5 A% E B LT, HOBSYNEMH 5
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TY —-DO—EFELTHETAZ L X ) HOMEoBEEE LT 5L Lic, ZoEF s
RO E N D,

(K3 1] @ BCESOBEEEI T 157 v 5 4 7 4 ~EfT 5 2 &1, NEHERSRN
HEeXRRO—EL b & TH5H,

Az CTHWS (R r A —7HREEHLICT 2 = v 7 | (Aron et al, 1991; Smith &
Henry, 1996) TIX, #ERE L, SR Ih5SMEREFEES<NEFA> & <HHER>, £ L
T<HAHS>EHMLT IHTEEL] » [HATEELLV] oW TEBKLE cHEE Y
KdDbh, HFLXOWEFFEENICThOBE 2 - VICAEIhHAWEEBEETH 2 it X
o THNERNBREINS, &2 —viiE, <HEA>EL<HSHEHE> DOV, B
XO<HER> E<HABEE> Lo\, B2 OMHERETE B L <2 o B HEE
(THTIEED] » [HTRELKG] HEOWTED L 5 nilladgby <& —vE LThE
SHLRLLEERT S, <HNEM> L <BHSHE> LoBREC > VWTHEET VD
OEE A2 — v R EBARRT L, MTO X 542002 - iz idhb, 1D <HE
B>d»TxEs - <ESHE> H T 5 LYK S MREEE, 2 <AEM>H T
THew - <HOBEE>HTIE S W S ERREEEE 3D <HNEM>HTiTE
5 <HSBEE>HTTE S\ LB S h B HERE 0 <NEM>H T3 Ebk
e <HOBEE>HTIRE L LB S WREERE, L5452 —-vThBH, FEE
i, <HEFH>E<HSEHE> LoBRTE O WTRETT 555, <HNEF> oIS
<HNEM>KBEXHZ A L TLOOEE X -V HIER I, Pl EE 8-V
Dk, <HAENB>HTRES - <HDHE>DTIE 5 LI ERBHEE 5,
BRI EcoHkes v, 2 v e — 2 A LI ERBEENERI s, £
DOURBHEN<HIHEHE> K HTCEE 5] » [HTEELLV] H o THET S X
WICET B RIGKE A ERER E Shic, 2OV, KT OFERRIIRD X 51Tl b,
(FEERE 1) : <NER>, <BSHE>TCHLTEb T s dEZIhictk
MR T A KGR, <WEH > ThTizE s A<ESHS > ThTi
Fhiw] LEZFSREERFEECHT258L 0V, <HASEE>KO2WLWTERETAK
ISR SR e AR

ek, THhIIHVLUTTHLS 220 RHEEL £ T ML, Dk~ 7 X 5 deper-
sonalization (Turner et al., 1987) WE* ZOHEBEL L T 508 21, FOETFTANLE
XX AR, FEOEHRIONEEEO—IE L TEATL S,

Brewer (1991) i optimal distinctiveness model =, #£FZATE T 5 AR HEMKE
LT, BHOEWERMBEEZR L] L8tk E TEFANOBAL LT, HOE
WERRE X XA Lic\v] EWOIBRIETHT7 ATV T4 71DV BHATAEFE
Bl TOETAND, RRIIAENNS,

MRz BOESOBEEEI RSN T ATV T 14 7 4 ~BLT5 2 Lk, WEFRESA
HORRO—HEenb & LRI, NEMERREHBOARREEZIMLTH L THD, 20D
IR T 2 A9 0 BRI HEH U 7 FEREUE, ROBY Th 5,

(fEZAREIIN) © <WEH>, <ASPBEE>ENL T THTRESL] LRI
MR e LT, fiomEE 2 — v & UTHOE S hicERERE (B, <&
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M>w IdCixgE 5] N<EHOBE>K THATRE bRy LEE S B RERE BX
O<HEM> I HpTrEbiv] B<HSEHE> K [HTiE 5] HEERERE I 0<
WNEM>, <B2HE>IENLTEDIR BT Ebw] BRERBEETH D) X
T, <HSHH> KO\ THET 5 RIGFEI I HEIE

Simon (1993) % egocentric social categorization model T, [HAHS 2, L3,
HoBEELS 2 &5 BOHULDE e AE A E OB O BE S ZLT 2 BB A2 HE L T
ELTe, FLTCZOMER, EHCHBELTWSE X1 TbhbhBEED, L, b
Nbohsn] LW HE LB E LI, TOETALLKRHNIPEEZH IS,

UREI) © BOHSOBEEENHESN T ATV 7 14 57 4 ~BMLT5 2 L3, WEMARSEH
BORFO—WML s 2 & LEARNC, AEMRGEBARREEZIMLT L L TH D, KEL
M A AREET 5 7D DIEERF L, UTeR$T@Y &ieb,

(fEZRHIN) : <HNEF>, <HBSHEHE>IWHLT, 3 (BTEEsr] ¢EEFEILE
PR LT, <REF>K BTixEs] A<HESPHE>RI [HDTIEbHk
W EEE IR EREEECLTE Y b, <ESEE>OVWTHEET S IVORIGR
EAEBCE . i, <AEF>K 3T E 5] X<ESFBEE>K [HTULE Higw]
EEIE SN IHRERERE, b0, <AHEH>K IpTldEblcn] Bn<HEZHI>KC
(HTiE 5| LEE IR EEER, <WNEA>L<BESEE>HLTELR [H
TIXES], bLREBRE THTRES] EEEFIRERFESECHLTID
b, <HSBHE>KOWTEET S Vo RIGREVERICE

;] &

T EER
By

AHFFECRE S 1 B S SUR Y, EFHMZERN 28 < ERIEEBURE o T 2% &
L HERT 5,
Hik

WERE EINKFEOEEIBH (FBF 8K, XFI0H4). FliXl8Ks b2k,

Rl & EEAE

(1) AV a2*xtzrza—7 [IS-701A] (Bk) HE7 1 A BA2HERH L,

(2) Wit (1995 THOGLI B LY —MAEL TR LK, A TLEA]
DOHEDEFBCONTDOXELY AT,

(3) HE (1985) , KA (1990) 7 bkl TEE L, 2 A\ L3 A] OHEKY
SR L7c 4 DOXER AT, D 4 DOMWRKILRIE, Mk L0 TREREE
DFEEN eI NI ENFHICHER SR TV 5,

FhiEx EBRog»iz, ZOEBRTONEMENERELPEM» T2V — OV THER
BTt otce TOBRTE, NIMEOMERETHE T2 & 22 M2ENREIREYER L TH
Wiafried 24 7] & [EROMERFFEOFELIME L THE 2T 2 4 7] &b bh
DHWRERE & 5 L &1, LT, =0 2 20¥EEic o T BEEI a2 2503 e 5 5 3i8E
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L7z,

Rz, TOWFEOEHKE DT, [2ENRHKRAYIEL CHli&xfTiho514 7] & A
AOMMEEOTEELXINE L CHM 21T 5 24 7] O 8D LAREHITHMTEES &\ 5
TERTVANERIET A ETHDH, LTrRAZFOENEERECET . Lok,
FEE B AT h ORIV T 2 0% 3BAN T 570 EFRT HFEORNE O\ TEHA
Lo TOBRETE, 5 AYOMEREFR CHEEK 8->, 5 HHEECERL T, #ER
HIXEDNYNED X 5 e NTH B 2w BHIEAEACHEE L, #HEE» 0BEE 3R
Tl -1k, EBRER, FOBTIoREORBELEHT 55D % L,

T, WEBECHLC, HEEEF I 2N RHIREER T4 7] THDH, LT
D0 OBRETIeoTee R, FEM7cERRER L LT, NEMAS IS [2EH IR Y
T2 4 7] #L, NEMchies MEMOFEZINET 2 2 1 7] BHOBRAD 2 H
BEWER LI, TO/RESMTE, MR 2o 3HE (A4 P PAVERS
nTxy, G ENOMERREOFEELMEL CHlT5] Ly <133 8he 0]
RA Vb b, TERCEENTCHIRETEE L CHKT5 ] &7 <130 &hic 11001 £ A
VN ECOEFERY L o, TR, EA VT EDABBEREIN, bhibhil,
OB ES A, Jetten et al. (1998) MFEER - TR X A EMMEER & /N & EMPA
EEIME] &5 2 005G T X S W/ER L e, & O TE, TRE EHRES &
INETRERNEEME ] v oAb Ihic s &g, BREHIHERLZERECERL
THIENRENT D, a8, TOFESMERRT D EER, [RENTHREYEAT
47| BHEBRERE VBT 2NEROHTH Y, MEROFHEZME TS 214 7] &
NEMTH B Z & A HEREITHR LT, Jetten et al. (1998) DFFix kb, LiILD45
Mma A OFR S 7 LIC20MER L cttie, BAomoRE 2R LanbiiEymz, 5
BT O20MHERL .

R, Wz A4 70EDLLNIRENIHBEENOMEE T, IIERTVI2LERETT 5
HEAFEHUTR S LHBRECET, DAY LA OHEOEEI RT3
NEXERLI, LEAOHEOEE IR TWHEELYTAKR 2 bz, LXANE
D X 5 ROV TG T 222005 2 fc. £ 0RIT, HEREN TR S FEOH
BTt 7, [RFHNRHIREEKT 5 2 4 71 B X0 AR OMAERE & ME$
58471 ODANebD, LEAOHEOEF R\ XELZH A, LIANED X S okt
THBHEES M O>CTHHEREA TR LBERLATIRICH S, EHBRECHE D OBUR
T o tre L THBEORER, LA L CHEIRER cErh MR aRsc ey
AT, ORI EER LI AOMR LT L TchrLETFbRI, ZOFET
BRI HMEELARE, HERFENRLND Z ENBFIOFABCK - THEI N TS
XETH - Teo WLEHL, FETHHRVPNEMAKETH B0, SNEMKETHL1TH
B TORER, BERENLEXENE S LOYHWRAD 2 1 1B T 5 A X - TR
It onT, [REMREIRAYE TS 2 14 71 & L < AR o MR 2 -4
BAAT] D TNk, R AE IR TS EERIET 5 & TIT ko, %
L THERE W, L XA 2 MR A#FEA T, TORRBRLEER L e A DR & 5
TE LTeo 7o BHERE FEEXIT e 5 EANS, MHREIEAXE2FER L thZho AYh &4k
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HRI7RHIRETER T 54 1 7] & [HAROWRFREOFELMET 221 7] 0 EbbitET
BT ORERYRD bhic, ZOEEE, ZhobiTrhdHIRFFEDONSEIANERE
B, b LN EFRE o ERT 5 HN Y b2, HIRFEEOEIZER L, FHHEK
HLT1 (L HTEESE) B9 (ETEDHTRED) FTOIFETH -7 FE
HHZ, A - FH - FA (1993 25 THME] 2R HEERCE ) ¥ T 8§ DDA T
BB, Ted, HENLERY b DAL EENLERE b OERFALFELRC D L 5Kl
foo FIRFLE DK T e, WERE IEF = v 7 EFEIE L, EBROEO BN OWTOH
BHE T4 7V —7 4 v 7 %%,

FEE

BEF = v 27 BfEF=v27HHEW, D #REBEV BTS2 729 —%IEL &K
TEerEPIET HHEE, 2) BRI X - €, WEMEEFBHECH rR TV 5 & BB
EDRHBL C e llET 2EE, 3) ERTERIhALZ 5 7©, NEMESEFZH
Mo dohTwb L T e IET AEAD 3HETH 72 1 2HOHEHE DM
ERRN T TEBHREEET 5 « Eb baBHET - HFIOFEELIE] DT
—OFREIRNTHLDTH oo, CORE, STOWBRENERREEL D, NEMCH YT
5 [ 2FHREBR TS24 7] #FR LI, 220, 32H0EHOEERER L]
(BT RTWdat) 64 BHECSITORTWE) T ToO4GETH T 2
SHOEHOFNEFE (M=3.11, SD=.47), 3 >DDEHDFEVHE (M=3.72,
SD=.57), ThZhZHEGHNTHTHH25%HBEE LTHEl t REXTTIR- o LTOKE
B, 22°o90FEE (tA7)=5.50,p<.05), 3-2»0HEHE (+t(17)=9.02,p<.05 & 3 iztk
BEL D IEBCEWEATHDL T LR ENT, Licho T, EBRBEXEITHDZ &
PRI,

B L COFEBONE 1 ZOBBRENEROBER 2+ CHET 5 Z LT i
ST DIET = ZENBYIET AL & L, & OEBRTHERE T, MR XE2E LAY
DHE LTV BRI WTEIE XTI oo BERREREEEC (¢TI Ti2ESH] &
15, BEREREEEBC ¢ TddTRESL| #98sLLTEALEL, 8EHEHEER
L7cfETHEIt REXTT oo Too TORER, NWEMKBCEY TS [N HRYEE T
L4847 o (M=5.57, SD=1.1D7, #EMEKECZ YT % AR OFEE 2 MET
5847 OoFBH (M=5.08, SD=0.57) XhIHFBECE - 2R E& i (¢A7)=1.93,
p<.05),

PEoZ &Exnb, RPFFECR 5 EMBEECSCIR I, SEBZER O 4R 5 E < SR T
BB EDBDOFMERICE WVHERI NI, £ LT, FiER L Ak EREHESR A
EBRThbHCbAD Z Enb, REBRTEINER & AERBIREICZ S 5 EEIE B
R CHCORMBRICOWTRENT 5 & & D3HRE L 7o - o,

X X B

; B ®
HORR, NEMERR, AELEAERRES 3 00RROBHEMOWT, A+ — 7%
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BEicHL7 27 =v 7] (Aronet al, 1991) #H\WC, EHcrET s LTt 5HE

SOBEIEMNIETILT AEECEET A FE L 3 2D E T AKL OBEHIZOWTHREET 5,

B &

WEE EINKFOFER2YE (BlE24%, THISH), FMIZIGKALABKTH 5, 13,
KREBROWERE O I T, FRHEBRCSIML B X Ih o T,

PE L EBME THREBREELC,

Fhix LIAOHEOEEMHINTWANELXERL T, HEBEBSHICL I ADME
oW TEGT B 22005 2 5 ¥ TR THER L 2RALFRETH S, RORET
iz, 1D LXAOURKERL %, T2BNHIREEE T2 2 1 71 » HEROMALR M OFF
ERMETSH247] OWTFhhr—HIET A A X > TR I h &St X th 5 &
LCERT S, 2) $BREEHSOEREEICOWTLRERYRD S, O 2 ANTHERE R
e » T35,

FECOWTOFEROBETIUTOHED, 7, 2N THMREEHT H41 7] KX
O TEMOBAREMEEIMET 5247 O Aebic, LEADHEDOEEELFI I LELS
Zy, LEANEDL S HEKRCTHD EBI oW THHIEARERTCHE LT BT, &
T 5B OBREHFREF I L TUTleoTce £LT, ZLDOALHLOREIENDL, [£AR
HREERTH 21 7] 8XO EARNOMWEFELINET 524 7] WET A Al h %
MRERWTHEAN L E 2O BEEXIROEL T, &1 7OXERER L, &&ET,
LT, HBEOREL oL 3T AR XFTHAKL LT, ZOXERERL
7o TREEHIR AR T 24 7] 8L O (AR OMEEEYMET 224 7] BT 5
ADPET AU EZHEM T L THD Emzl. EHIL, WREEBINED X 5 et E b
DSOMEONWTHEZELTH S 5 E&ET R, ZoRETcoEE %2 —v (CATER) 25k
NEEE L TERELL,

CORECHEE I, <HSTEHE>, <WNEH> (26N HREERT 5 £ 1
7, <HEH> (EROMERELINETS 214 7D oK/ LT, 25HEH oMK
BN [HTEES] » [(BHTEELR] HiEonT, B L CcRZZ KD b, 7
febhb I OBETIE, 3ENChh e - TEBROHBIOANREY L 2 TRD b hic, B2 O
B EiwmEqhs, 3 D0ONRIEXT HEE L — v EMTEHE L TRET 5. EENT
i, <BSBEHE>EL<AEE>O 2 ooNREOEEYREIT 50T, <HSHE>
ThTza] IhTizEbinn]) E<AEH> (HTRE2) THTIELR]) D2
DOOBERNLBEREIND 2 X 2D 4@ OHABLED S b, WThO % -V TRER L
TeDPEWNERE Lz, T, <HSBEE> & <HAEH>D 2 >OXRE OBEE 2 /&5
LT, <HFHEHE> (bTREslbTrEblw]) &<SER> (bt
51 ITHATEELRCD O2X 204 OAELED YL, WTho A% —vTHER
LD HATERE Lic, B <HOHE > OMBEEIc > WCEIET % vy, #HER
ENEBLLDEMICHBEL TS0 DOWTIEL R L TV Z & iERT 5101,
ERORECOHEMBICES T, #BREAHD 2R EBERT 521 7] LL<
i MEAROMRIEEAME TS24 7] OELLDEA FTHSB LHEShichE 2 kT
RS2, RO ERXTHEREE L, SMEEEEEECL Tl (&< d Tk
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EHV) 259 (EThHTLED) ETOIFETCHEYRD L, HERRMEER, HA
5 (1993 TOMMFHEE,»D (PHRERCHEMLCSHEARYEYL) 5HELRENL, %
DE, HEMCERENE & RER SRR TE 2 RPFCEL X 5 B L 1,
BRIEADEER, BBRETAV A F2A bR —F (EB7 AL BAV 2+ R b 22
— 7 IS-701A) DORICERE L, FAXOEBEERE LT, B CORERFi -t 8
Bt L, FRET bt R BERED BT, 2V o — & ETORIED B A%
THILNENTHZ LT 5, ) OBURLHEERE I L CiTofe, R, B Rt
BT S Wi, MREHER S R HEOBRE THTRESRE] £h X"
DF—%, THTIREDI] b “WL2” OF —%TX BRSO TERCHET X 5
CET T, WERE Y, EE LR TSRS, EOBESE THTxESL | i (HT
BEDRV] DEDWTTERRTRESCEE L, CORIE (HTEED] » [HTILE
Hig\ D) BT B RICKHE 2 HGE Uiz, BE SR 202 R, B L cH
BrRDOIICHEETH bbb LFEICEHE oM ET, 1BET>7 v £ 2icE
NENT, ZOFREOKT ., WEAEIHESF = v 7HE~OEEET, REBECEBROE
DHMIZ O WTCDEHHE T 4 7Y 4 —7 4 v 7 BZT T,

& R

BEF = v 2

WERE L, FRERLFERKD 30BN L CEERRKD LRI, 12DDHEDREE
Rk [&Ee IR ER T2 « &b b pHETHR - HRIOFEE ZME ] D—> % H#R
THELDTHoTco TORR, TOWERED, ERTOMIELR I, NEMCEE T2
[ HIRETKT 224 7] %HOGEEGD2 A 7L LTHEE L, 220, 325HD
HHoEEZERIZ1 (&L<8FbhTuwikhot) b4 BHECST LR TV $TO
LRETH - tco BORICB W THER ENAERPIHEC S T b T ie e 2T 5 7,
2 oDDEEF = v 7HHOFEME (M=3.26, SD=.63), ¥/, BRIhI/ 77 E
WTHER EAEMPHBCYT LR T Wi Dd Tl 57, 3 2oDDEHEDFEME
(M=3.67, SD=.57) ThZhxE@NFIHTH 2. 5%l L L CH I BE %177
Sle FORER, 2200 0HEHE (tU1)=7.87,p<.05), 3>>DHEH (t(41)=13.26,
p<.05) LPIHEEI Y DEBCHWEBEATHD LRI, Lichi-> T, EEb
ERERTH o1 2 EIVRE NI,

ISR ST

BROMNHITIe S e, T2ERNKEKREER TS 41 71 & AR OFliANE
5847 (FRENFBREC L » T<NEN> & <HEM> YT 5), <HHSHE>OD
3XWFRIF L TIThbh B ETO 9HEORIEZE LR 3 T30 — oLl 1064 %
(BTxEniowvl, 6069% [HATEEL| OK&IT T —EHELL, £LT, 5
(REoHLAT [EBLBLTH V] BhTed) ORIBETIR-12T — 2 X5 6ERAL
foo <HZBE> T AEZE TR L CRIZEHUI£1050E% (26 [EBH] x42 [#ERE
) 05 b2EE (£02.8%), T£ENEHIRYERT 521 7] <WEH> KX+ %
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B2 TR L 7 BEEHI21050EIE 0 5 B22[EE (& 02.1%), ARSI oMM % nE
T 5247 <HEH> T 5 EIZE TR L BIERIZE1050EE D 5 H2lEE (£fko
2.0%) THoto

¥, ORIGHRESHT TR, EBRA U D % MENCE D R - EHEIC Lt - T300ms
L HH, BBIS000ms X D bEBCISEERA Lic, & 0FEHE TR L BB L
1050 5 B D 3 KIGIET T, £ D0.3%IEmE e ote, Tl €, B LT
Kol HOHBEENTAEE THTES (6~9)1 & THATEELKL (1~4)|
247 &, RIGHEZHET 2RETCIT - BB T 50 (HTXED] »
[(HTRELR] 202 KE) BB Lihs Kbk, =5 —Kit (R—8KIL) &5FE
£ U CRUSERIOHT 05 3R Uie, & OREUECHA L EEHIE, 1021K06 (1050 [4HE
H] —29 [FAG)DEZHEE]D 05 bol66Kn (16.3%) TH -1

O TIE I DOFMRENERN (ThFh 2Kk NBEI i, [<HS2EHE> (b
TkE5, DTRELRV) ], [<HREH> (BbTEEs, DTREbRV) ], [<HEF>
(BTRED, HDTRELRN)| TH5DH, LKL, AR <EHSEHE> (BT
5, HTREDLIR) D2KHE] X T<WHEM> (BTXED, »TEELR) © 2K
¥ 028RE (2X2) 58 E, <ESEE> (BTRES-HTEELL) 02
A#E] X [<HEH> (BTRESL - HTRELR) O2/Ak¥E| O 2FEE (2 X2) 48
S ETIe-Tce 3BRDBOMTE L TRERITR O%HE, UROZ Lichb, 3 D0HER
EFNERL - TR INRDATRTOEAMLT — 2 IVEFEEL T & FOHERED 7 — 211
SRS Z ERTE o, AR, HEREIEET 2R EEEER2EHETH Y,
Ehic, B EToORZFCRCTHEE L (5 (1 TEBLTh V] ©hieb) LA
LR R IO R DB SR A edie, 3BERSESTC L > TELh LR
23, KA RRIE T 57D+ e U En i e 2 bh b, hsBEMcE, 3ERSS
O BTN D S ENTELWERE LS BLDOLTH -1
<HZHE>: <AEHA> BT 20 (RIGKE) [<BSES> (BbTXEs,
TIE BV 2K¥E | X [<HEF> (BTRES, HTUTEDLK) 2 KHE | OEH

1200
. 1150 Describes
§ 1100 In-Group
E 1050 O yes
1000 B no

950

900 '

yes no
Describes Self

Fig 1: Reaction time (in milliseconds) by self-descriptiveness
and in-group descriptiveness.
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N2ER (2 X2) FBOTEITIe- IR, HER 2 BZERXAERASRI AL (F
(1,37)=6.78, p<.05;Fig.1: B F T, BTEZEH] % “ves”, [HTITES o
Wl % “no” & LTR#E LI, MIREOHSE, <ESBHE> (BATREi)|-I<HE
H> (BTixE5) ] LRGSR ESEE T 5 KIGEEIZ, T<B2EE> (bTik
TV T<AEH> (BhTRE )| LEEINICHERRFEFCNT 2GR X 9 B,
HRECRWZ LIRS AL (0<.05), 7k, <HIEY>OEROEFHFCMEREH K
Sh (F(1,310=2.99,p<.10), <PWHEH>0BERO EHMRCIEREIBDbIsd -
(F(1,37)=0.62,7ns.),

<HSBHE>E <AEMH> BT 500 GHE) <BSEE] > (BT s,
HTIEE B 27K | X T<HER> (BTEES, HTITE LAV 2/KHE] OHER
FWN2ERH (2X2) BN ETR- iR, BEERXAFRAMRIZD bhish o
(F(1,34)=0.86,ns.; Fig. 2 : ;P TE IHTXEB] & “yes”, [BTREDLR] %
“no” LLTEHE LI, Tihbb, ERIhIHERELA<BSES>IELTHTIE
LB DR EET S E VO RIGERIC I, <HAHER> o U CUZoMREER S TR E S
DEHASEELH L TR ot, l, <BSHE> 0BROFHRTEEENALD
h (F(1,30)=4.85,p<.05), <AEH>0EROFRRCEEZRLbAIEh 5T (F
(1,39)=0.06,ns.)s <HZHE>OEROFHFIL, <BHEE>K [bTXEs] LHE
ETHLEEDEIN, [HT3EL] LHETHLEEIDIELLHWET L0 580R
THY, ThETOMBTHIEL—E L URIATE — RIS RISER 2 Kk LR Th
D, RFEONICERE D DB S DTkl (cf. Aron et al., 1991),

1200

) 1150 Describes

é 1100 Out-Group

= 1050

I_.

™ 1000 E yes
950 no
900 1

yes no
Describes Self

Fig 2 : Reaction time (in milliseconds) by self-descriptiveness
and out-group descriptiveness.

=7 — Rt (R—BURJE) 98
=5 -RIGEERIEDI16.3% ThHotce =75 —RIGDENRYAELL TOMTERA L1,
<HZHE> L <NEMA>KET29Hh (=7 -%) [<HZEHE> (BTXEs, »
TRESW) 284 X T<REHA> (BTxEs, HTUTE b)) 254 OfERE
N2ERA (2 X2) BN BT, ZTORE, BER 2 BZRTAERAZIR A LI
(F(1,41)=9.35,p<.05; Table 1 : #hpTix ThTixFEF 5] & “yves”, [BHTITE L]
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% “no” &L LCEHELL), TMIREOHERE, <HEH>L<BSHE>CHLTEL
(HTRE 5] LHEIACERFEEE TR, <BSEHE> (DTl Ebv] . <HE
M> M TidEs] LEEIRCUEBRBEEI V=S —KIEOHERNEBECENI -
G<.0D, e, <HZHE>OEROFHRELSVWTHEEREREL AL R (F
(1,41)=8.61,p<.10), <HNEM>OEROFHR TR EBEEZRITD Ao (F
(1,41 =.91, ns.)o ThBHOFERE, KIGEMIMMTOBRE—EL W5,

Table 1 Response error (%) by self-descriptiveness and in-group descriptiveness

Describes Self

yes no

Describes In-Group ves 11.11 28.66
no 18.32 18.18

<HSBEE>E<HNEMA> BT 200 (=5 -%) [<EZ2EHE> (BhTRE5, b
TRELRR) 2/kKHEE| X T<HER> (BTREs, HTUTELRV) 2/KkHEE | OWEE
W2 R (2 X2) BT ET - @R, BER2ERZAEFRAMRIZED bhichro
7o (F(1,41)=.04, ns.; Table 2 : 7eBERP T, [HTRESL] % “yes”, [HTREEDK
Wl % “no” ELTEHBLI, <BAFEHI>OBEROEHMRTIBEEL ALK (F
(1,41)=10.49, p<.05), <HEH>OBROFHRCIBEEEL ADh e o (F
(1,41)=.00, ns.)o THbOFERS, RIGKHEANE—ETHIDTH - 1,

Table 2 Response error (%) by self-descriptiveness and out-group descriptiveness

Describes Self

yes no

Describes Out-Group yes 13.27 20.27
no 13.58 25.54

VB X » AWFRRER I, KIGERISN, =7 RIS E i, BHOBESLHESH T 1
TVT 4T 4B TEI L, RNEMREPEHCERRO I ERDB ETHD E LR
I %% LT, 20—1, REEI B X OMRRINTEZR_R I hich o T,

% =

AMECOMREBENT 5L, <HEH>L<HSES>ICHLTEbE (HTE %]
EEIE LU HEFRMEECE LT, <REH>K btz A<BSES > [HT
Ehisw] EEIFLCHEREECEL L b, ZoFYEI<BSBEE> KD TIXES
ME S POV TEET S IWKET I RIEFHE EL, =7 Kt (F—BKE) D
HELE,roT, LELEDO—T, WERFEES<AER>K IBTixE s » bk
EFhf] hEWDS ZEIE, <HSHEE>IOWTEET S IVWo KGR, EED X\
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D= T — RIGHRCIZE Y R I I o 7o, DLEORER»LAPIFE, BB OBEER
PMAANBT AT VT4 T4 bHEHTAT VT 45 1 ~B b+ 25013, NEFESIHD
RRO—F LD LETHAHETHIRET R LI, REFET EARRMNIEREL 7eh - 1o,

AHFFE TR I fe—EORERIL, Smith & Henry (1996) = Smith et al. (1999) D FEk
faRe—HTHbDThHole, LHLEGRL X 5 CATIL, HH0EBRBEICERL -
b DTS, B—ICEHFE T, TR A —TRRAYEH LT 2 =y 7] (Aron et al,
199D R EMOHEAER I -R/NEMERICHEA LT, S0 LIZX » TR, 8
EORBOBEHFCESWICHOCAF —~ O X I2 X - T, NEFXRRPECRRO &7
HHREME R HERR Lic, BB AW ©i, AAMEFMM B EIL S h 5 X 5 LR
BYREZHRE LT, TDZ LX), Smith & Henry (1996) = Smith et al. (1999) TR
SRTEBRER, ERCEFEEL TV 3EMEIR AF-l itk -~ T, BFEHHEOWT
E&E3 2 Vo RIGKHER, AEMEBERPEE R RIFLI LI WIch o TiRiwT
ERALMNC LT, 2D LR EHIZ, Smith & Henry (1996) OWZECHEMERIH
SEHHECOWTORECE T 5 KIGKRHICEE LY JIEL Ttk - e 2 &%, WAERIF
ZAlb E i EFIREESCIRIC B - 7= 2 ERRER TR -7 2 E xR LTc,

&I DFE#L & 75 - 72 optimal distinctiveness model (Brewer, 1991) (%, €5 A DOHEIE
FHEC Y - T, HESHPEFAI NS ERRIC B TRZThE IR LR IikE S h
T35 (Brewer & Pickett, 1999), LU ERNSLEAPFFEOFREE S, FESHrEHAI L
I\ — ) fe SE MR L AR TR D FAREATE I\ Z ERRE Ui, R DRl
& 75 % egocentric social categorization model (Simon, 1993) %, AR TRIFHEI Nt
ote, FETREZLELTANRER, BOEBBEOWTHEHL TWARIEZ h 3\
RouTchs L Ihsb, Simon (1993) D\~ 5 HEERREPMAI (quasi-intergroup situation) &
DIFPUE BRI E TH - 1212 d ik B §, egocentric social categorization model
TEFFLIeh o oo Simon (1993) MEMLLER T, HEM» 7 =) —REREh5 b
DD, NEM» 7 =2V — P HEBRECERINLWEETH - DX LT, BT, #
BENETHDNEMS T =) — LS EM» 7 =) —2HBCERL T, UEDZ &
HARFSELE, egocentric social categorization model 2 5@ T X 501k, ¥ELEFRPIRTE B
SIS & FREI N, —BEREFFXIR TR0 F AV ITERATERVWZ E 2R
LTWwWX 5,

AWz, T2 A —78B% L2527 = v 7| (Aron et al, 1991) Z&EMEEE
AR U7 Smith & Henry (1996) offgeicxd L <, HOBLZOBEAEEMEANT 1 7
VIATADDLRENTAT VT 4T 4 ANED L S BB TEAT B0 onT X ) EYI
BET T 57291, 2 90K THELZM2 CEBRMRELTR-cbDTHoe 2T, K
T TN I BRENTZ YLD D TH o i O TR T 5, T TARPIZeH, WEMRKEH
DHREYHHAL, HEMIELEMUEEF L T iervo ediiedic, NEFREME B LH
EMRRPEHCRRCEE Y B IIEL—/T, MMEFFEREM O3 b /MHEREK
ROHCRRICEEY BLIEI o e & 5 REFAD B ATRE IS W TR %, b
hbohd, UTORT 4 o0#Einh, WEEN TREMKEN) cl THEHERE
Bl EHRL R OER LR SER MEOR D, LWIOIBFEARABRIEVEEFRT 2, £,
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Aurgecit TR/NMEMER] #ERA L, BHEABIRCH 2 2 DOEFMOBBFEL T\ 5 E
BRBAFREL T B, ZOFEBREIL, #HEEI—FHoEMKEL V52 413, 55—
HoEMCBEL Wi E2FEIRFCERL TV 5, B0, EBRFHRxohc, #EE
TOZEFHBECHRL TV, BEENCE, BBREVSFBT 2EMEZERLIckic, NE
M & AEMOMEERIR Lich, ORI T2BHIRE2ERT % 2 1 7] OBREERSE
HE B TAEMONFTH AT &, T LT [EROFHMAZME TS 2 1 7| OFIHER
FHEMNFBL CURVWENONHRTH S Z L2 BRI, B2IC, KR TERLENE
M &AM ER O mBE, NEM EAEMOMERICE 7 b 253 7c RSB I h T e iedig,
WEM L B HOKETH S = L IANEM & KB HEORB T/ C L 2 EBECERL T
Wb, B, HEENELLOEMIFIEL TW AR T 20 0mE R, [/
RHIREEE TS24 71 b L& [ERoOMEREEINET 22 1 7] o ZFHR—BA T
Botr, TOERMHLTEHSEHFCE > TORNEMALEET S Z L13, WEMENEARN
PEBBIfRIC B B 03 212, ZTHIEHCHHR L CUWisWAHEME  FEFICBIRL Tvw5 &
Ez2X 5, Ubo4o0BENS, KEERRIICKT 5 HEE T TWEMKEN] L Hf

[ ERFEREMN] 2+ ef@i@ L Tk, WEREL [HEMFEREM ] 2EBR L ehr e
ToDICARFFERE R 2 & H X e BAM IED TEV & F3ET %,

AFFEREREROBR & AIREE LT, Lo —ROREEE LTHE 2551, NEN
BT T e <, S HISERFER BT BIRICEFA I D L 5 nEERIC
BT, HOUREPAEMARRHOEEYZITH0ENCOWTRETT 5 2 & ITERE,
ok b iRE T, NEMKREMESHE TR b, NEMARKRYEC LE—HT 5
ETCHENT AT VYT 474 XHELTHI ERE LV, NEMY 7 29 - R I s
WEMRAE TSR BARED X 5 HHOEEEZ W IEL Dh, Elezo X 5 IR T T,
SHEMFER B ER I h oG8, BORENED LSBT 20 e2RETT5 2 L3S
BOBEREVCRETDH 5,

AR CHRE LI, REBMOHEFRAEFEL o [R/NERER] L& h, X 0E)
It SHPRI T CORR DR DIMELR D 5K H 5, dbAAZDOZ L, ATHR MK
/NERIEER ] TOMEZRL % d DTk, MEFIMEEMTHLEREET 5, FW%ET
AREINTFERE, EHCHET AEAINERBRERCORFEEXZ T L Ledbb L,
L, fod& 2 FBAIR e F5efl & LT Sherif (1966) 1= X 5 &8 7 7 4 — A PSS T,
WERBEWRNRE LicF v v 7HEECOEER T, PELBIIEMENESRECD S & XL
HNEFRE T 2 RHSLHE LT, EHMTHRIT 208 G bIREBICH B &
FCEMOBER YL RKBEEHRT A LR LT, ZOMFRREREND, EHEEAGRA
EETHI LT, HCMEOBEEE AEMKE L OMEEHICL - TELLS B Z
EXRRRL T\ %, EHBORBMRELIZIL EERL 5 2HSHERCFIEL CW 3 RET T
%, HCHEWMEAARKT ATV T4 74 00BN TAT VT 4 T4~ THIVWKZD
SEEMENE D X 5 wEMAMBAROFELYZF TV 50020 T, HENRRREY LV EE
BZHIEEL 5 % X 5 AN REE YAV TR T 52 813, SBOBEES L5,

Aptsed, EHCHET S L 2 TREFXRFEPECRRO—HEws] L &R LI,
BHO#» 5 =Y —{bHEHR KT % depersonalization (EA[L) &%, THE I HNEMO—I
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L7 ] (Turner et al, 1987) Z & THBHEERINRTERD, Tz Lid, THEERIHN
ERRRO—EERB] EVHTERLERLI D EE2ON D, TOLIEEL € Smith
et al. (1999 X, =2 vt a — 2EEHCERIICEREESA<AER> G LT [Tk
5] A TRELRG] 2 onTEERLKD, ToRIGRHAHIE T 2ERYFERL
TWwb, ZOFHEE, <WEM>SK IHTRES] » [HTEELR] HieowTHET
LI ET B RIGKHEIN LT, <BAHI>CLOMEFELD TR EZNENLE V)
CENEEAYRIEL T, TOZER<HNER> ~oRZINLT, <HSHEHI>KFD
HREBELEDTREZINEL VI T ENRTFBEFIERILTWHIEERERL TV 5,
Smith & Henry (1996) & Smith et al. (1999) DFERLKREL TH 25 L, EMCFAEL
TWAHRIIIEORR EAEARRVEACEERX RIELH 5 b THOBLES L NERMK
ROTHBREBREEERL COAHMAEIECEF 2D B, KL, ThETCRLETERLE
51, Smith et al. (1999) OWFFE TR, LI EBROEETCHEL CWS2EMXHV-TW
Hlcdiz, BEOEBOERIZI » TERENCHOCAF —~DHE KL - THERREWN
EMERFOMATEBRERIEIIL T3 & v S RBHBARHIRcE T o, A 7 2
— BRI X 5RAMRRAOZE Y HIHECAREIE T 2 oDy, BERBEIFEEL T TR
NEMER | #AVCTHRETT A LENR IR TWBEE 2L 5,

HOMLS0BEEN: (salience) 2 LT 28+ 5 EE et 7 v TH %, depersonal-
ization (Turner et al., 1987), optimal distinctiveness model (Brewer, 1991), egocentric
social categorization model (Simon, 1993) &L DEF A, kL, HOHZOBEEE
DEAL &V~ 5 FEBERY 7oBE R, SRR IR ISR L R T e & 212 % < 0 RIS
CEERLS 2 TEt-, LaL, Smith & Henry (1996) M35 X 51c, RERMTo7
7 ¥ Y74 BER TESRPEENNCEEST 2 L 57, X RAEBREORE &
FTHIIREELYACTIALDEFALDOWTHRI LTV Z &3, €7 BEEOEIGA]
BEMEZIRITEH v _~A LB - TRES T 52 6%, ZDOZ LI BHEBmO I LR LRER
DI B, Mz T, BRI BRAYE[T 2 E 2 EAREROMAEER v [R/INER
EER WERT S Z L, EEREMCE C 2HESHEFRAS, SERE L LTEILE
WEOGE L EOBERZHR L. LT, £F» 7 =) — BRI HOBEOBEEEELicEE
A RIETRREEIC O W TREITIRE L THELFRTHHEF L L 5,
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How In-Group and Out-Group Representations Prescribe
Social Self-Concept: An Investigation by the
Application of the Stroop Effect Technique

Kimihiro SHIOMURA (Faculty of Arts, Shinshu University)
Katsuhiro UEDA (Graduate School of Letters, Kobe University)

ABSTRACT

Recent studies on intergroup behavior have emphasized shifts in self-concept in intergroup
behavior, but few studies have directly addressed the way the shifting take place. Using actually
existing natural groups, Smith & Henry (1996) studied the way in which shifts in self-concept
were made, by examining how self-descriptiveness is prescribed by in-group and out-group
representations on reaction time measure. In their research, however, they encountered two
problems in clearly verifying the influence of social categories themselves. In our research, by
(1) adopting the minimal group experiment and (2) clarifying intergroup context, we have made
it possible to see how the social categories of in-group and out-group themselves prescribe social
self-concept. Results showed that social self-concept is prescribed through identification with
self-representation and in-group representation, but not through the relationship between self-
representation and out-group representation. The results shed light on the relationship between
social self-concept and intergroup context.

Key words: cognitive representation, reaction time, minimal group experiment, stroop
effect, in-group.



