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Emotion, attitude and behavior:
The perspective of Iterative Reprocessing Model

Student: Yiying, Liao Advisor: Chen-Chao Tao, Ph.D
Institute of Communication Studies

NATIONAL CHIAO TUNG UNIVERSITY

ABSTRACT

Evaluative conditioning has discovered that people would change attitude while
irrelevant objects with neutral attitude and positive stimulus displayed simultaneously.
This paper aims at modifying traditional evaluative conditioning experiment by
measuring if people will alter implicit, explicit attitude and behavior through
emotional stimulus emerging. Based on Iterative Reprocessing Model proposed by
Cunningham & Zelazo (2007), this paper will further disclose the relationship
between implicit and explicit attitude.

Two experiments in this paper treat valance and arousal as independent variables
and adopt basic implicit association task (B-1AT) measuring implicit attitude. The
result reveals that participants’ valence will interact with existed attitude and even
their implicit attitude will also be changed at the moment when participants’ attitude
on high/low calorie food which is relevant to emotional stimulus has been treated as
independent variable. However, their explicit attitude has no any differences
comparing pre with post test no matter how the emotional stimulus has been
manipulated. Fear appeal is used to declaring negative images will effectively alter
one’s attitude, and this paper advanced exploring that the target may be more effective
on neutral attitude participants.

Besides, if the specific object is irrelevant to emotional stimulus and even
randomly displayed only three times, they can also provoke participants to choose
specific entity. The first experiment indicates that participant tends to choose yellow
entity after attending positive stimulus with yellow background thoroughly but
prolonging limited entity choosing time in the second experiment. Under the
circumstance, evaluative conditioning effect will abate as time goes on.

Key words: emotion, implicit attitude, explicit attitude, evaluative conditioning.
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1884 # William James fj‘“ﬁ Bz THRENFE? I S FEPTE
B A K (lzard, 2010) 0 e BHEA L LF 5 g (mood) B G
- % - Beedie, Terry, & Lane(2005)fi£ﬁ5 HiE B < NWEE WA Y ZLE P
FER=ZMA SRR T e R NL > FRFWIZ A UFIFR
(duration) F=& # (intentionality) 3% % & e il o F i+ oo
s gt AR s IER PR P SRR R R A T - R H Ko R
v RRE FHA LB a AR A BRI g FLER
BRIER S s o £ KR T R - X g0 F 0 Parkinson ~ Totterdell
Briner = Reynolds (1996)+ #° k& ik 3 Fra ¥ % -oie fi 45 2E & ¥ Ty -
e 2 HHEFEFFREL Avlk ciFIFFLED2 A wld-

%ﬁﬂ FEIPREI e RESE SHF GRS & LT Pe L & jik
LFQ = & B o Gross f- Barrett(2011)w £ 7 s A T 0 e 35& AR g IR A
wwiaw A S TAAH (basic) ~"#§ (appraisal) | 2 4 (psychological

construction) ; £2 T4k ¢ := 4% (social construction) ; = f& » 11T & B3P
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A ASF S G ch b0 N R_1960 1 1970 ipt ke AR A hF K 0 G
»F - B RGeS i e (pattern ) & ) & 2o Smith fr Ellsworth (1985)
TR A A BIE R G e o 4 F e tohd RSN T P
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FAGARRZ IR AFFAEAVASER T O A R AT LT HET T
Ws BB F g R BRI F AR G B g e Ja e
B4 fdt % B (Lazarus, 1991) o

TeTLE R BN R S e s g 0 2 g b ens i A

KR n AR FEd F IR et E g R A T P A -
B fod SR A RIE s MR AT F E Tl SR e B S B A 2
et d (blded § ) B 6) k3 > Russell (2003)3% 5 o5 24 1 i1z

BERED Be » it 'Iﬁ] PR T LA A 'Tﬁ] Pefr 2 'Tﬁ P- s et 4= (arousal ) #%
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v LA et @ 2E N A Tk o Gross fr Barrett (2011):% 5w fE 1 pLEE
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AR e s FREAFRAT 2 i FHEAAMAL AL TN A R
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e L R R AR TRV M RTE T R A T A A B e
45 BT AFEE T E e 2 BT s 4o Davis (1992) 1 3k A ekt % 2
EP T BREF T ERET 2 AR R AL R b
4 Lerner ~ Small - Loewenstein (2004 ) # e < fr 5§ dnlims™§ f o & 1o
FRAghA R EREERLI P DOEGY F LR -
< 3222 g8 (Psychological Construction ) | R H& P2 0 325 S5k

-

B 7 oo B 456 o 8 Peter Lang(1980)3% 5 -3 2d § & (valence) ~ w42

=5
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AR (2 f 5 ) PR ARE R AR A AR (LRAM) 22
#F(EBRR) TR g Re AW ARME B A KA ORR - LS
v REFAL Y RAAEFRE > R AR DR e foukAs S B ghe (Mauss &
Robinson, 2009) o 1 H& 0= LR BlEH 0 2 FESR RFES 2 Bac T B g
frR WL B R LHE? S P ER A ERTRE LA BR L L 6 Koo
erf AR R F R R 0 B RBI B A ~ & g B ek 42 (Rosenberg,
1998) -

BEARLE &K R bl gk S m R - iR B 303 R A 2 BT
E kg e B TP 1 e Barrett (1998): 2 7 & 4 g ¥1% ! 3. (co-occurrence )
PR g A D RE R AR TA T FRF SR MR A
FHEFEPERNR » AR TR REREL cpE = o MBI R g R £

£« o Barrett (1998)4p 1} » Y R H s FARE Lk § T A 2 LG Bl g

o+

REFRGRZ? 0 FRILG - BB T U LG Y ML R kg o
Fieid BB ALRREREUF FEHEL 2B R - FLF it g & o adiid
ES ROFALF NIRRT S AR LR G &6 AR F R
FEBAFHESR > SRF AR FA - o3 BRAARR DA FWE AL G
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HESE ISR R R SR S SR FE O X RN ol rr s K
Ao 3 AT ARG PR Bl dR ok 232 p @ ag § (Mauss & Robinson,
2009)

Ho BB G Bl 6 Y R A LRI R R R T EF T EERE P
a4 g % 5L (autonomic nervous system, ANS) & J& » R4 7 A enfF& R o B
AAg i nd PR AR IR SO0 AR B E s N agle g
A A E ST EE R W E A T R T N LR ﬁf%fﬂ“%%i}@é 5
Bk iRt e 0 ies RURIE B A 4 2 By b k7 0 F]EE(Berntson & Cacioppo,
2000) i Ay = LB B RE = FB 305 b ens L] > [ e - Hudenfl sl

&

i

BERGEIE A SRR EFRE A 2R E AT 5 Sk
R ZBE HHh* s S A & R RE TR R s
- LS BR KRR AT AR T IO TR AR 0 L R
ROl REFAE FEERE R e LR 4 BRRE - B2 2R R
w5 B FER O T a0 gl (Mauss & Robinson, 2009) °

e o i e 2w Baow X—JF% PoaA g kAanE i T R

Ik

(Cacioppo, Berntson, Larsen, Poehlmann, & Ito, 2000) - Peter Lang % * % i% i
Fyoo#mP A K T EA2R (skin conductance level, SCL) £2 #-' gt & % e
A2 42 B 5 B F A (2 (Bradley & Lang, 2000b) o pt b > gy P T E IR T A H

FR S Tt i S F G NEM > SBEREE TN AT REgA
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fe R eng dadpth o oe A 2 EEP T R ET 5

RN Bk 2 )

o P S BE 0 2 5 48T (approach) & & ~ Y HE 4 0 #FH (avoid)
o s REDESF DI o blhe TGS SR X BH 59
Wagss ko £ eh A s SR A 4 48w F & (Schneirla, 1959) o @ AR ¥F & tLenad (T
P E_d A B f8cx A2 (Bradley, 1994; Cacioppo, Gardner, & Berntson, 1999; A.
Lang, 2006) - B - % if = o io B 7 frde A ARIT B A i a0k S0 ABITR R T4
oo ERR B Poe B SoekAsfER o - ﬁh%’\i&:@ & Suis sy & (Bradley,
Codispoti, Cuthbert, & Lang, 2001) o i=a B % si2d Sk > & kB Hp ¥
A2 dd gl g s BT S LA KT S o dp R M e ks
R ABIT K S0 P ¢ iR MBS S 323 - 4 v (Bradley et al., 2001) ¢

AR 2 ey B A SRR e TARET R | TR B o B A S o L
A (cortex) emg it R A L S enF Bl s > 7 R4 2 F - K813 K
BbiEs o poe K RnE it 8 P - Toim T o A SR w B S gl ROk A
#c » Bradley f- Lang (2000b) r & it §1 s — & R cruG A2 7 € (S = iR R T 0 ©
I B e bl BIEFRSBAR SRS P ERFED 2GR
B R Arr 2o (thalamus) > 4 F 5L @ 3 2 =4% (amygdala) > & A §x = = iF RS >
(1) 29 % T8 BB BhF e o bldcdsfi s F 8 - (2) 5T 6%
(hypathalamus) & p 240 5 s S P p d A2 4 chd 12 E o bldon B P2 <(3)
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3 ”m)}?} E ip] 453k #% (nucleus reticularis pontis caudalis ) » 1 3% E-#* # J& (potentiated
startle ) -

ZERSES T RF I ROF B E ORI AT F RS ST
FEP g 0 5 f oo~ F ukds ek 4= (Bradley & Lang, 2000b) - » i}bg\;yb
F D ok A eARE A 0 A2 AR WR M s P30 42K R (8
B~ ) SRS R BANEARTE > P AL F SRR R S ] A o AP AT
2 iEL 2L F A A HISTIRT i i S 7 o fede James (1884) % 5 MR 5] 2

FRARAE A g HLFLA: LHFC EHBPUN: o8 ¥ A 2

By dp T RTE AT N F A @ SrekdAe AR R aRER B S o Plagdn 0k a1 ohfe
& - Lang ~ Bradley f= Cuthbert (1999) & “% {7 @] # % si(international affective
picture system)s2 % Bradley 4= Lang (1999) e 3% 37 & ik & Fu(affective norms
for english words) % 4p B 72 > #fda g 7 p 2LAR 4 enfi | Sr i Ab g kLR ohdp
B o AR Bl auih i g BRI B TR e 2 AR R G

(B 2-1) » St DR g2 9rf 7 0d ARSF & Yoahis i 5g R 8 (7 0B

(Bradley et al., 2001) -
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2-1 M FR B Y x5 (P. ) Langetal, 1999) ( 2 ®l) & &

EEZF@FRFR & H(Bradley & Lang,
1999) (+ W) iE Bl o X &Y pos %] 5 £ 2l & SAM (the self-assessment manikin) £ %

w2 AR R GRT A i &7 B AW L AL ehjp B2

B SR H HEARBEERM

ARES
o A

] "'*‘*'i- et

BUEEE —

Bradley % 4 (2001) { #5— ) 1 A 3Rl & T i = e 3 s dlgd g T o
A fodhTm ot o UPR B A ke 0 AR Z ISP D BAR A T AR R bldeis
A ATED AR A R PP S AR o R B dek R B e
1 AS S N 0 Bl RS SRR 6 % % B 6 1 ABiT
fie i ABRERT F RS H FHEER Y ST REME) - KTz F
PR Rt R Rl e AR P E T A AR AR R oo (SR
RIE B SAM £ 4 > Tt 7 5 AL o v~ AR PR AR k5

ST AR R B AP o

Cacioppo ~ Priester f= Berntson (1993) R - B 5 A&7 % > 3P AR®F &
FH TR GIRF 4B REN AT PRI
RSy RN L LR By RGBT AARTE B A7 B AL

FRIEh e EESFTBR TR RE B AT B P A LT AR o
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Fle ikl E =R el pd flkb g2 SR FRIME B FTR
BEROPE ERFE RIS e RIS AT e o
B 6 & IR g 2] T J*ﬁiéf’ﬁ%%)j*‘ui%%i&?ﬁ:%ﬁ?”ﬁ&%

B RS ARE ) S p B

WEHR DR R D " p #3*1 (automatic evaluation) ;-
BABIT kS T g Fa P M o dp A T Ecde en i f 3F 0 A TR IR
B o g A R ARITR R v fF > A i iR (TR R A P LG RS
A * R #(Elliot & Covington, 2001) -

Chen & Bargh (1999) ™z & fo Al x sipcd: o 3%t Ti6 p $3®0 Az

N

=

234 @I ENY SR KRR SR R R 2%k B KK e §

~

fom RS BRSO E L SRS 5P R o PR R R FE
FRTFE b HE R FEFRERFER R g 3 o FHFFE LEFLED
PR FRAKREFFREEE > LF B HHEFEERFET £

HI G HEFFL @R o B AR S 50§ LTl a Ly B

‘Er

FR o FM A feR R K g F RFERFERE R G RBR RS 5 B

Py end 2R B bm HTky § 5 Bp BT AR B AR

FE bkt o T 0 E R T AR T R G B T g
T g B PR RART S BARE R A oA p AR

14



TR RO IET (2 F e B Mekdciz R ) B ARG ARR  Sirid jhend 18

B .

n\T:

FR~Fatie 9144 ixL3%0G

- T PRERERAETHEER
1928 & Thurstone % % (Attitudes can be measured) (Thurstone, 1928)iz k €

BB RO AR P OMALSERLAEN o A HT PR

5]

REM LN FkEEFRIE - ERFFER 22 ERAEFFT ST E
Bg TR+ g RCTEEASOE LR - Ay H A D A TR DA g
o IB Y EhE Y 2w &4k e A | (Gawronski, 2007) -

T T- B o R B RARZES NBBZ R B2 ERPIE < A
B p AL A F b Likert £ & T RHEd B OSR H  HRAPHT &R
B oo SRl MR BRSO K m R IR 0 e AT A S ﬁﬁﬁ‘r«‘r’&ﬁf&
e enfy B fice B B Y B2 7 - B A e it Al anifE o e
W Faa SR AL By o 5 hg $HAR RALPF > HIT e B & p 2
FEEUNT AL G L oG AR R L AERAD AL A A g e v iR
FRA 0 RERE AL et o FIP IR RIS EFROERRIEE
4o A #FenE T fE A (Fazio & Olson, 2003) -

RFpl g2 LR PERI 22 > R A P AasPiEsey 2 & G = Fap
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FiEAR e g AAFL (EERIE) S Ak BERES S (PERIE )

_—

APARREFIESPARTE R FEFNHEAY D2 FF L SR

o
Rl
3

AN TRH A S hE B bl B O B kU R
M FEpE 2 ¢ 35 Greenwald ~ McGhee - Schwartz(1998) % p* e ' *& B3 i ip| 2%

(implicit association test, IAT ) | & Fazio(1995)#7#% 41 T & 25 (affective

(s

priming) ; % c ApH F R GHEL T A T B AR RIE C PERARBRIE
£ RERRFEHETGE T B L 02 e d G TR R PE R B3
F R fEs 150 d ks g o
RERRIE i 0 2 R AN L et (6 F FRAR  » LmE R e
*E o iR F ST E R B 5L R g 02 ¢ @ 4% Eagly {= Chaiken (2007)
Fazio(2007) # « 43 & A7tk RAS R hE R » L3 3 10455 B A sl
S REZRES CRARKRORKR
Eagly = Chaiken (1993) i { The psychology of attitudes) i& & & % - F » 4o
R EER TEAS G2 BPHs (1) =% (evaluation) - (2) f A 4 (attitude
object) ¥z (3) #w (tendency) T & B A ¥ E - 5 LA > = F 7
TEER o o ips IR S F AR * che sk (Teige-Mocigemba. T, Klauer.K.C, &
Sherman.J, 2010) - ie % ¥ p *Z R £ /% & #7rX T £ 4R > Eagly {= Chaiken (2007) £ &7
FALT 1993 £ N enT R ORAPERERAIAERAFLF KAk e i
BRwFg G RADTEY 2 ENCERIE AT I FF I EE AR

16



% Eagly {r Chaiken (2007)ch2 & ¢ » (1) 3= | HATF R B
?{;}FJSEH%};?;%@{% @ FBABASRE ORE S HHE- ‘-‘E?S@(—frﬂ%ﬁf—?; )
Adre 2 FETEE  DeEEy Fa g Ty J& L@ I 1993 & &2 2007
E2 R AL R o R EARY LA I PRI JECIEE SR i R A

AR E R - BRAEH A BHEA BT S LI BARAE 0 SR

(d:n
St

e (D)TERY 0 BAET L A4 (Gldrpd LX) & L8 (Mgt
Fp)o @ L ERA (Blhe A hkEsE ) & AR (4o i A ) 1395 Eagly f¢
Chaiken (1993, 2007) s & & B 4 % F E I 5 &0 2B %03 Qa3 =i

ZEETT ST

=2
o
N
>
il
=
&
Y
e
&
~=h

TS RABRAEARF G LA 5o

G

BE IR R R A AR st B SR AR 4 e L F ik S R L R AR R 30
i @+ 7 (0 hman & Mineka, 2001; J. M. Olson, Vernon, Harris, & Jang, 2001) » iz

Eagly 4= Chaiken (1993, 2007)z% 5 & 7]:8 L9 %82 %

|
o=
W
|3
N
T
-
(‘?-‘R
>_‘.
Y
~=i
(&

WG AR e A AN A T — b as T PRI ST DI 4
e HRF AT HhbAF or § F T AR (residue) 0 Flpt 2 128 AP
Fro» EERAPRF o
Eagly f= Chaiken (2007)#-8 2 587§ T e BAEHZ (3) 7= M H»
(tendency) - — B 4 i ATE = e - BEXRFHERF PL f 77 -
Bol ko - F'“&pra‘ﬁ'—\é‘u CIREERZ R 2L G A - RERTIFR TR
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v BWRTRET PR A AER R G E S I E TR )k i (state)
PR A BT AR R R e o % (disposition); R # B
B mE A dpREE AN END o A K3 & NUBER -

Eagly {= Chaiken (2007) % 3 fi & %223 pad 0 2E48 0% ol P51 G (F8
T M i) » 22007 #F v § &g A7 7 04 W) Eagly - Chaiken (2007)
B ARF S RAFAD R L GRS EREEFFTRLS S 40 T 232k
P E AR R R T Y - BRFIAN A0S 3 FE RS

a

o BR R AT B ARAEE B % 0 g MEREEL S e R e AR

A R P ERM 581 A RA e R FREPELER AT A
FEREEAE TRy TprEfe B AS F Y 2L ? ) Eagly fe Chaiken

(2007) 4R & 23 > defe —do & & 0 B Le F IS Fhi R pLEL s UG P ERIE

¥
o
iy
[
o
K
|
F
(dm
~mie
fm\¢
=03
¥
|
b=
fim
E:D)
fm\¢

LR 0 LR A3 R TR RR S

dod N rERIE I FEEZEE FHoo PR SRR THETEER
FRE-A PR E R ED AP ERALTEFE 2 O VRRAD LT TP ER
Rom o XRIF LR E PP CEER T . #7% (Dempsey & Mitchell, 2010)

R EK bR BEA N ()RR F il LR E  BEAE
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B (M) s B R LHER > A BRE R XD EA PR

(Gawronski, Hofmann, & Wilbur, 2006) -

A 2 20
S E,»\':E\‘

R

F_L

SR LT

TR A TR E FOER Y A B RBap Ry v F TN R
2_eh 7 iR R AL o R A S FLE B 4o TMRI (functional magnetic resonance

imaging ) {-*& % B (electroencephalography, EEG ) » 2 8 iF4¢ 5k s d g p 14

fe R heg A-BERRPO BRGFRPMFRAE S E L HF BT M

E - /:‘i 5’J*‘?5§F?ﬁﬂg v A o ey S | o — T_ERLATE Ay 0 e c'fﬁ ,__,g" i

¥ R e 5w kR ¥ ok flg(Stanley, Phelps, & Banaji, 2008) » @ 3R £ F {
& - Hdp i 0 e E 4R TRt 5g R L e T e L Bk 59 5]
Az 4 BE Ji o b4e Hart & £ (2000) 1€ * fMRI4EZ 2 % 29 4 éi*’iE'J-*FT » HF A IR

BEHAFLRG AR E s FRAGBAE bp L REGIHE =€

HHFES ek - K S F € B FH

|

Phelps & 4 (2000)R]:% i& fMRI I £ 6 4 <Pl 7 2P 4 g 4 &

e ¥ 0k B 4P % ¥t (Blood oxygen-level dependent, BOLD ) 12 gt iF 4
e dgth o # R R A g 2 AR PORT T (30 F4)) > iRl

BBt - e (525 B 4)) R LA 0 2o € H AN R O

[SNER TS

tpEw AL E ot A RIRERCEINEE LA R E > BOLD #k

Bl BPREAMFAM b EE LA RN BOLD 6 LY 0 ap g

R x iFe A @22 A R EBRAE LT B e

S
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Fob- BRI B BERSE - B e TR s R R
CPF REME BB D 2 A ERBESEAF R R AL BB e 2t

RENR P2 a0 EERRIEY  RRIFHY LRSS SRR §48

5

BooBREA AT RE A CPEY AN EAR D ARE L AR B
s € B RPEIIN R i R (Phelps & LeDoux, 2005; Stanley et al., 2008) » @ ¥ ¢ %

Pl g B R T R doman AR &G R A S g AT

rd
4
i

O BT il R R T B R R T e e 2 LR
s o Glde M @213 30 P HTE A SRS T R A CRED o R R R 2
AR AR SRR AT Ml AT N R R RS %

Vo AR R E p LA EGE R DM R o Bl 0 BRI 2 et il LR g

EREAERALEE R RD S EPIARIRRIE] P SEE R T

AT E RIS TSR LS F A7

B

TR R R ang i B4 7F ATk (context)#F I pFE 2 o Bohner

& Dickel (UL F T2 & 325 » s £ 4 PHE AT A B2 g E 1 - L

Y
=
o
2

¥
'+
)
F_w.

A

5
ar
e
(\x
T
Iy
fim
gﬁ:

BAp s T R TS

\|\.
/\
=

2-2) - Eagly 4r Chaiken (2007) g8k B & 5 & Bkl » 305 R RE TV 0
A IR B 2 % - Cunningham {r Zelazo (2007)%° Fe ¢t = 3> 3% ) £ 47 e 1 #55% (the
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v

iterative reprocessing model, IR ) - Fazio (2007) R 3% 5 f& R AE €3 w3t fg? » &
# I d P € T 058 (motivation and opportunity as determinants of mode of
behavioural decision-making, MODE ) » f2f§ 5 fr A "& 22 ¢t B ip| £ 2 chiE B § #7 £
B - 4p ¥+ > Gawronski f- Bodenhausen (2006) # £/ e % 4 %8 -3¢ (associative and
propositional processes, APE ) » R334 {5 & &g F § T ARSI o BT R

L2 RBE

2-2 ji & iz fa LB MODE 3% 5 fi & & & Bpihajst o R R 1338 < #g @ o APE R & MODE
FHRIPE R EARGS TRBEREHED R IRAFLY 28 RIBRT T
Mo - PHEARRREZ

BARF R RiR g T B
Fazio (2007) Cunningham ~ Zelazo (2007) Gawronski ~ Bodenhausen (2006)
B {27 1 g - £ A7t st R R
('motivation and opportunity (the iterative reprocessing (associative and propositional
as determinants of mode of model, IR ) processes, APE)
behavioural decision-making,
MODE)

(=) #2148 ¢ -2 55 (MODE)
Fazio (1995)#-f5 & % & 5 " f & 4 (object) , & ":*i§ (evaluation), p #:

A2 g

“1\\-

@l s Y hw B (accessibility) 333 0 € B RS

\ﬁ
e
Faf
-k

H

B S (o BB g b RN G 2 AR F - ARG HEAY
WM amEg 6 p FARE R - A R EHERF L B RaInEl R4

(evaluativetag)e % = > A L AR i B 7 %32 4 BolkE > g1




Fenfe SEga e b T G B LR RF 207 B Bk IR AL B g A

NGRS Sl gt B

\@m

FAAR ¥ BALRE BOEE T
R 62 RALR D L B R P e R R

7R -

/‘)‘

SN B 20 o 1 S LR R e ERbha? TR EEE
FORA AN EIT A PR P ek o Feifdmi g e Faiaglos
M- o AP g iNeeEs T BT R e b Ao o
PR EREZPPE > Fazio £ A wAEp 2 AN K FiEa kD

MODE #i-3% o 8 9 3% 5 B 422 B 3R £ 2 PR ehfs R T 2548387 | (Michael A.
Olson & Fazio, 2008) - MODE #5532 38 55 — 8 fa & » ¥ & ik & f» Befi=y 7
P BBE TN T RAFRPEZ ERF - DT xR T A ARG B4
A e nE R RERRBEZY BRI ER > WEA R
AL AcEE S A PG B F R A e 25 AFERAKIRP T G AR

AR 2 g Ka‘%/?] V’F{Ej‘_"? ¥ fﬁ’i“'—‘ﬂ'}iﬁﬁa—r’? BoopT A N A A"}; 51@;&6&_&&_:‘ ﬁ?@)’i ,

TR BN ERE AR Pt TER L AR TR
&3 o . MODE srpLgh k5 » 83— B 2 A0l (blde- B R 202 0%
/rf"l/I?lYEﬂ A ), LI v ,l*)é ';ifl;:i_ﬁ A #Ehgm;‘%‘rﬁ’ o Ezjﬁlfig 2 f/j g‘f’)&.ﬁ%’;}—g—%ﬁ’A‘

BrC.o k23 i - # AL o St iFE L hERE G S HFBLE S
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AT IEE A R E e oo 2 Fazio (2007)F 2 i e R A B A HIEE A OB R
Ld b afrfordfy - Flo T AL B f G& > BURAFT MR-
(=) @& % —#3H (APE)

Gawronski 4= Bodenhausen(2006) - I 1 & — 42 #i-;¢ (associative and
propositional processes, APE ) | P ¥7 Fazio & * = 2 4pF s ¥t- iR FFF
BEFNES O RELER D N EER S @2 EAE (associative processes ) 5 ‘&g AL
R 54 ¢p %816 42 (propositional processes ) a2 o i@ EiEARE_p DAL F ek o
AR BREAS  BEAM O R € P PARwA BERABREERE T
RIE TG T2 g aanTH Rk e B ARG T RS LY
A hd HERF PSRRI g p oAl AR 5 HEF G R T BT

P BER T e 7 e B R AL F R A BT T amT

-
ik

BE e BB htnEAE (H2-3)

[ 2-3% Tt~ gt iedie R L BE(E S ) F P EERRIE Y TERDE o
& RUE AP B g R el BB A g i S % o IR R BRI R B ATE i i A
(Gawronski & Bodenhausen, 2006)

&y AL
" ‘ > Em

Pttt
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o Rt 1 R 8 RE1E 42 > Gawronski - Bodenhausen(2006) % & #7F g €

=

GR P ATRE ARREAY o RE oY SRR B  h 30 R 1
Foo gk AHE - A L3 R OHETS § AL T Rl BHK (pattem) -
W EAR R B I AR R TS TAE T R ER 2 BT

PR A E 7§ TR AR T AR RO BT R B R SR L -

\\\?’;r
=
F_k
&
Jh2rd
i
Il
"
i

5
A
la

wALEAR s A TP ¥ R R Il g s 2%
ELARRE S B § VA E N I S¥ zacanl)
(z2) €4f4e2#5" (IR)

Cunningham % 4 (2007)#% ! en& 48 4c 1 #-5¢ ( the iterativereprocessing model, IR )
Baur @ it LB BOSRE § TR AR F R R ERap B A T2
H o 3= L E 47 5k (iterative cycle) AR o bl e $F i~ pF o KFF =1 8

FTERET BAEFEE S e s B MopAs E dnel T 0 B EF R i B

V)

Flm b I ATF AR T R L o 2 (5B IFEAEDE R X L v I M

WA AL L ATRAR SR B ST R e e b A

p

”

TRREEAEE T (B 24)-
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-4 Hlgd i r g F T ERY PR LBRGRRER)PEMELERPE Y TERGSF -
FALEARR] BT g 2 AR B % o DTSRI TR g AR (WA
Cunningham & Zelazo, 2007)

Cunningham % 4 (2007) o3¢ gk 947 S 418 cstdp 2 45 o d g i (T
% g » B F A F (sensory cortex) {8 B FGAJIT o A A A i BT o -
CEEABRER M DR CY AL RAanEi Sk - g IS MR i E
(ventrolateral prefrontal cortex , VLPFC) ~ % plm ff F &2 &2 s g E A
(dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, DLPFC ) ~ ¥ “} fpjan 25 3 & & (rostrolateral
prefrontal cortex , RLPFC ) 2z« & M F5 2 Tl ¥ Z kg A &4 0
WK e chd d oo

#_Cunningham % 4 (2007)ih & & k5 > 2@ (Fehg S APETX B3 7 %

A 59 Bl = B4 0 Cunningham 3 4 (2009;

?,AM

PR gz L e
2007) - B 135 e % A B > 305 @ % BATE IR f hinBat

SR SRS RS E AR X LR R N LR
25



it

% o ﬁ:&?ﬁ%ﬁam K%

2 Cunningham %

AR PR RIF B TR A S T A -

L(2009):F A EB AR NL R o P ERRE T

FHEBEHEBEI GGG R RELRDENE BRI B R ERE

rig R HRER B o F

f& & (Cunningham #73 ¢

I BARZGERES

i E T S BRSBTSk A R L R L

BAAREGR 2 BRI P D S IR B W e B H S

M E R & (Cunningham #73 enfi B ) tp$HfE e *HAg

S DNIES RS S

m@

™
oy

E
&

P SN - | 5
e g

3y

e E_PRTH BEAT jre N F 5 g R AT LA Pe % (Bohner & Dickel, 2011)

i R R

EFHoFTEALERERY P F IFRER

R S ARV E R I S RS 4 g

FRRARHE - BL B & 3 R pIERE BB 6 X TR

% i 42 (deliberative processes) 2 2 p #iE 42 (automatic processes ) $- 58 » & X Fl

BRI FESE - BPIRR

57 LR RS

A
SRERET Y 5P P EARS AR GRS IFLE

BRI 2> £ 7 b 2422 F (Brinol, Petty, &

McCaslin, 2009) - 14 Festinger (1957)szu44 25 32 3+ ( cognitive dissonance theory )

Lol AR R ¢ Pl
L A fpﬂ*); .u@_ﬁ%%}ké‘

4 Cacioppo (1986) 1% <

rEEM ALK F R HERARTE - ReEF AT
BER L PR o EL B A MBI R o Petty
i -3¢ (elaboration likelihood model » ELM ) »
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PR R € X FILE A (thoughtful process) 58 > bildert XIRV 3 & 1% 5
RA LT IFRAPHLDLRIE > RT §FUAETRE A > FI G R R
o A_p B~ MR 2 i 42(Chaiken & Maheswaran, 1994) -

Fazio (2007) e MODE .58 i #-5 488428 i » 205 fi B 7o £ 8 - 52T o

POERIE BB 0 g B el BB £ BN R A -

5

I

pAEEL R R 0 R A FFLEARY I B E AR R BB ERP
L RERNRAR 2 F FF RS FLEAT u ERPFEP LR 2T
T EpF Ay A o B & (Brinoletal., 2009) - e ¢ AR AR R € PFR IR L& p B AR
PR OEBHEBRIPERETIp BRI R2 BN iz - 2R EFY
FREPPELR S € FIRLEARD (T - B H| R Brifiol » Petty f= Wheeler
(2006)% Tph it i ss 53 ¢ WM RIS @ik (IAT) ¥ H3Emnime > wm
el (Glde s B 88 &) géiﬁiﬁ'l-fﬁ e IAT 23t { TG E c i T 5
dIRLEAATAILE R RPN EREY > p R EAPREER -

TE T pLERRIF ¥ - £ {219 > 2 Gawronski - Bodenhausen(2006) 1 " i

— 425 (Associative and propositional processes, APE) % Fp 4 gih o # i
W ATRBEPPN EER S S Fpt L APE Bk g 0 PR R
B E B (L) ARBEF VAT A ARG a5 & £ (2)
Flob IR B T 0 RS LGP 07 RO o PR R et RS (1) @ RiE
AREIL (S Ble Do B % ()R FEF B B e R AR R 11 E (3)
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m;i"r’%\ %b%#ﬁ-’i( 22 ilj/%r—- I} TR BT C!f‘LJ 4 °r%ﬁ)‘§"fJ—J BLEER
PP EEGHERHERLATE S PR PRTIBE KGR R

B AP B R HAD] & ILEAL - 522X Gawronski £ 4 (2006):%

SR FURIASESTE SR A R p LR S R R SR e B
RS AR T T T A F R T PR e e i}“g‘;’“

Yok - B TS 0 BEEAREIL S N LT L ¢ BB AEAE A

B S B g FINS 0 i B BRI BT PR AR R % o
fe 4k BE AT 2w PR A P B AR S TRRR e URE R AR 0 R R e
AL S R e R R R L E R GRS R ARkt

12 {4 (Petty, Fazio, & Brinol, 2012)» 7 i H i sifdds 3@ 5 5 H A€ NP R A

S P BRER REI k> T 5 A B RT A AR K

s
o

Cunningham % 4 (2009) Al & 28 "™ & 48 4c 1 5% s R fd 50 H — B Sl 5k o
RERF O BRI ER FEAFLERATREL IR AR R BRI
SERRIATERBPORERFEL AL pF B FaRTRES o RA o FREEL

% (PFC) &% 7 €44 1 2R > 135 IR hiER > €38~ 748 p #3F

%
hnS
ki
i
)
*

e 3 LSk RPN BRSO ARBE T U L RJT -

BEAFRRAEE TR B ARELTRALT BA - AT RRLE



AL N ERR AP 0§ LA TR EE H e ‘iﬁ‘l:‘%ﬁﬂj&ﬁ‘é 597 {

A SRR S R E R R B R o AT 2 IR

SPMEBABERYE - R oM BERVPERER S T EEEH L
IAER 0 FEAEFTREF AR R E A NAABREAA 7 R L AL
hAE R ¢ 5 L Cunningham % 4 (2009) Bl » 325 B IR R H

- s MM R R R R 2 ke B kg o 12 Cunningham % 4

(2007) s E AF fe a5t 5 A7 L A Mitm T R R 0k -

F- % GRS
- VERFREETES
AHHmE RS R R RI T FRAFR G AL ks o Ei %
. Burke {= Edell(1989)“:& 7 sl 277 5 o G RIF B i 81 &2 f 5 e

R BFRERLHHHA L LR DPE - Chang (2006)R] L3R = RIK 7 § ¥

K f oo e

‘-\\1-
—

RoZxFEph+ FHRZLRIZA % LR Burke - Edell(1989)
BATT P fe B4 Faent § v p %3 > i Chang (2006)4% Fergr 83 4 T
ATE AT Dl o $0 P P TI g hlr s (BlAelT SR £ ) B PR
bR (Gldcf @ FTHE ) # 2 B3 #77 F o Richards » Blanchette {-
Munjlza(2007):tz~w i TERERE (integral affect) - %éiﬁ%i‘:% Cr b R
(incidental affect) ;> BRI R 45 % S P 4 #7318 0l 55 0 " R 4p 2
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HE P AL T R Sk o
Blanchette & Richards (2010)34 # A8 R &2 v F R che & o T R |
BB JEd F P RS TR DR Sk B R sk A Ao ST
FRARIE A LA AR HELFEEE RAPEEEES 547300 &
0w TR ARG ARG R AT AC ] 6 B - SRR AR R AP
GEEF 5L ER RERGRE Al AR EFEEE BT R
RIEAP S B R os > R 3R 7 i ey R (Bldee )

Fré A R BT OFRET (Mlicfg ) B3 £d F% D E4 77 325

A2 R A o i R KIS TR T R R ERFET o F

A
‘g;
o)

RO RHEY § ERRIF R - B LR R - o] %
AE W EG R B FREEE LT LETI‘»EU: Al rosgad g KPS ¥ o

R (affect) “to7e 2 e RIA Z > FH A GHFE > ¢4 17 JF,Z 3
Pl 318 Tl F B~ ZRIFRAD T k- A EL WSS R
g T E R R oA WRE T SNk AR R R T
¥ o 195 Pham(2007)che & B d ek s THE RSB AR P B
Ao o AmBE NP A G T P B ELRFHD SRR -

oA THEERAR R

¥ 1% -8 (evaluative conditioning, EC ) . 5% 4 Martin - Levey (1978)#% 1 »

LA B R R T AR D R D T s 3 g e
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HooRd Tigb irde g b g R A R R b iR (F12-5) 83
FLH#ERETEGRS 5 ek - pxo TR F A PR P 9y iz (Baeyens,
Vansteenwegen, Hermans, & Eelen, 2001) - # 4~ Staats {- Staats (1958)31 »
Pavlovian #7# i chy £ i3 » P doie G P R4 & R B i W R kA S
fERE IR LR d BPa— 45 1% (conditioned stimulus, CS) |

g 241 11 (unconditioned stimulus, US) | 4 5 2 @ & & 4+ £ 15 {4

2-5 #-US (244 11 ) 2 CS () 8 Hlgc) Bjgeit 7 e » CS #ent # ks € B 54 US
LV R SRS S

CS L5

&)
Cs]-=- @s)
@)
)

CS+

CS-

BARAAAEE T T L FREFREREBLI N LA CEFE I IRtHmE 0B

HFeg Y 7

S

Pl e F BT A 7L A BFRFRTER - v L R

PUSIEFL - B8 A CSP gt %ﬁt“éﬁ%i?‘]ﬁi@ #1353 CS—US .+

g4 enbd i ik e 4 27 5 (Rescorla, 1988) » 2 4r% % %73+ X & CS
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ki R US IR > CS—US ehid M Thjh § 8 f2 « i Bl 5 4 A L CS
—US 3 et F ¥ Sleni % o jeifgs chPaviov R s F 8 A 8k
HERPRFT FNETE BT REATD &"%‘fé@’r’}wﬂm_??%\ﬂw’
frEfe DA EF ARE FLF R (RT k) g4 .

PR RERT I RAFY 8 LF YV IPER - FI aFHBRY TH
¥ A 33 B s 4t S24F (Baeyens, Crombez, Van den Bergh, & Eelen, 1988) -
FlaF i TRt g Vg LB EUS k@ e CSantin B % o
Bolkmo R- 37 o CS2 by Dhgx £l ¥ $RF 5 US (T#)
@ 31 Ekke B 31 31 50 CS(Cacioppo, Marshall-Goodell, Tassinary, & Petty, 1992) - .+
EHBT Ok EIREFFEY CS—US iz 72 L & CSRENLR 7R
Bl Xl CSvits 2 LRIl FHIEFEL 2 7 4§ RLRIRRPTFR

77 § B CS e

WARFI S BETFRREAM AR B b2 B VR L D T
FHBY IFLE & 4 (Coppensetal., 2006) > & &35 § PR 3= 5 v % 7§

i % (Lippetal, 2003) » & % £ 2% — £ MM i 57 % & f2 8 (Jones et al., 2009) -
Jones & 4 (2009)4p &} > M AR TR B DT KA L - Tk o At
" PR A A sy FRF
SRR EE ST ] 0 PR FIES
- B i 4] AT 45306 F) (misattribution ) - 2 A7 F ¢ e o 4
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€ #d Tk BT R w4 ghe de Schwarz {- Clore(1983)inig:
LR&Z A FHFIFARAPDLBRLAR EPHEI N TANIES o X F3R
SRR AP ARG TR EALAPRFIEAF TS FRAA
B REEEE R FHALORT I BERM G TR gD
AUV AL R BAEOSIE T A B BB R F I SR

B0 g S8R WA O RR R BHT PR R B4 - R

(Pham, 2007) * {4+ Oftati {r Isbell (1996) % 5 » i 6 B i @M [lF4 » b4k

v

ZRFE w R e hd e s R AL K B R R R G g G
FAHBRER o

AA&FFFIORE]D LA P ¢ FL AFTTRE KRB EL A SR
EHRVFEFARAUL LT 4 FL G ABE RARFERB I HEHRD #2
4R &3 A% CS & US e 35 i £ B (Fazio, 2001) - = 2 4 fl’“:*fuﬁ’ﬁ %
LA R HE KRR AR TR L EEp R P L s AR 3 42 (Nisbett & Wilson,
1977) -

ERCERBARG TRE T F oA G R e US, & gp ot
A2 B LR BE ee i T e PRI AE O 1~ BE ¢ CSeJones (2009) % 4 4p 5 o
ERRARIE DS B o b 3 US e 0% CS R Az k> Pl 4sh B
IR ATEALY 0 R AT R S i Bl e A« Murphy fe Zajonc (1993)
SR LI K RIE AR A R PR R TR 2 (85 ) F o

33



FEEEFRLNEF O he B L FPREEF LN EERY F 2 .

Jones ~ Olson fr Fazio(2010)# 1 " p & 45 #F-iF #4030 (Implicit Misattribution
Model, IMM) | > 55 34 45 3-5F Flend 4 £ e @ & {30 - 12 Payne, Cheng
Govorun {= Stewart(2005):%#7 3 5 &) 0 B tRBERE T f{l};';;rri-&‘v" B NERR - i
fAp AL R L EF S AP RRTEAS N A AP R R
FrReet TR A3 I 8FFAaLms 2 R4 o

CEREREPNRGE R R
AT §BGK ARl RERRIE 2 o W AR 1 AR R R S TR
W o ARy BB AFL S N AEET M AR

B BRGNP R A A R APS B

¥
Rl
W
-
i
R

FRE-TARHEIFEIFST S
5mA RO P ERA 0 M BEAL A { 3 % 4kez 8 (Gawronski & Strack, 2004;
Gregg, Seibt, & Banaji, 2006) -

iy LGOI F B MERRAF B A Sl d BB S £ R
(Barden, Maddux, Petty, & Brewer, 2004; Dasgupta & Greenwald, 2001) - Hofmann ~
Gschwendner ~ Nosek f- Schmitt(2005):% 5 » B &Rl & S & Hdpzefa s vt i

BB BrAL o L GRE AR A0 R F R AR Bt AL el -

\

ol

PR HEEAT T e RE I RPN EER B L

(m

RN

e

¢!

ForpArinid % o G p NARLPEEIT AR o ERDILP ERL B T b

i
=

WA Rk B4 E ks b B A A o blde MODE thigat # i L
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A o € B0 P TR g 0 ERPMEE G RELR I L B (Fazio,
2007) - APE $75%+ BZ & XLEAZ € Bl B ApenE L 2% > T 5 F A
BRMaREG AH - L ELAH > S ERRF SR AORBETA -

B BELE LR FRARFE L G R w BT SR IR
Ao 5 AR KT < ek Ace R Y il T 2 (Peters, 2006) 0 2 WA Ip K -
ek (mood congruent concepts ) o e i = 3% > 282 HoAp B chie il €
7% % 4 4% P~(Bower, 1981; Forgas & George, 2001) - i § fe 438 = "gii v 4 1@ &
BREPFFMHOE s & f aiefis @ g MIFLIFT R AREY 0 F o p g g

TEYRE B T ACTER G R R P B g A R

B
SRS Ao R AR A R R RS AR
Pp MePgE b 418 o TR I R Bl e R o

# b K 38 > Olson f= Fazio (2006) 1 45 += 3 eraffk 17 550 7 4 fod 4
L B N GenT e e TR o R R B I A T & R
NEEm 2R B4R R i R o T B Karpinski e Hilton (2001) % 3R > 4% 7 E1ds e
EfEfel & ~EXI0f B BRI P AL B e L
Ao fe thAERE RGP e % o Gawronski f- LeBel(2008) B i€ * B T 0 ffi
By wdsr 500 fjenl Jf G A F 0 FRAPER G LR HRoH T I
APERRRDIE f FRREORE R L AP EER T o TR E R R

HFRAVRBE RN R ERBRTEERAL DG F N ERRE L
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EéEmfﬁLb»El Jfﬂ J'rsq_\/\ /?J

m&

TG PR v ER L FERIY 0 BlAeR SRR
HEAGFRAE G ESRHL SR BRHT A Pamp BRERT W SARNT
e RRREPEIIA 65 F ko
I TR ﬁ-i—tg‘- ﬂgﬁ‘,& ;Q%
% 1954 # Razran (1954)F# R > 4G rcic U SLFHE R * L F & > &
W AT R D - LR 0 A AR REL e o R4 F %+ > Goldberg -
Gorn (1987)+ dg i iyl & Syl £ 7 » AR R 2 20 s RIF Y - T2
AR SR b A Sl N RIE O | 3 R PR BT
Miniard ~ Bhatla {c Sirdeshmukh (1992) 7 3 P' 5. rf B o 25 1 ched - 31 4
BERRIH S CHTAFaRER o 2T AR - (assimilative) ®580 & A
(2007) > 1F F& 2 45 2hF P18 17 R o et 22 B ARA e PF R FR T or A
ke R R A o AGEfR S P e AT ke enkiad 45 (Pham, 2007; Schwarz,
1990) - CS & US [ & ) ARl Rhp USageg@gs e CS L oo
fe vt b 45 iy Flendiplan 2 2R B R iR R T F FIL A g A o F
EPEAPRAAI AL THEERD P 4 F}”—ﬁﬁ r]i% ¢ i) % o Siemer
Reisenzein(1998) &5 % ¥ 4 L+ 4ok F BEXRIF § T HEH KA 7 0 b4eF] 5 K]
B3GR R EA LG T £ RBFE KRR EFN § PR S Y- R
PG REF T Bl g s w ] § R KRS F RS & T M
§F e 2 45 ¢ (Pham, 2007) = i % %326 5 &7 7 RIREE 0§ P RTR O
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%{j‘ﬁmkﬁfﬁg\fi . {é#ﬂpg 3‘”‘,),%1;1 e ,gi%iﬁ,g;ﬁ’z{ °

Su & B
AEFET I T ABERIA (£ 22)0 5 5tk HE g T

Fh P EETEEHREELRFHD RP o) EE A -

R22AHFT L RE

B £ T * ik

B FEEF e 23 3w ehib gk i (Beedie et al., 2005)

e d 2ERL R Bk endlgde fr3l g > FE R 2R | (Pham, 2007)
£ e ek i e

5 1 1 Wi e (S5 ) 2 7 W# (% f &) @2 | (A Lang, Dhillon, &
Fgd oo Dong, 1995)

Hrigurdede . | FEAEE (MBAMK) 2 TF (2% &%) 91| (A Langetal., 1995)
I Il T

iR HE- 5B ARy o =% E B2 E Eae | (Eagly & Chaiken, 1993,
B oo 2007)

MR R X RR #mﬂ%aggwgﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁéw%(WACmMmMm
P At oLl Zelazo, Packer, & Van

Bavel, 2007) -

b AR PN CEALR S A H > B S 1B AR 0 #7135 | (WLA.L Cunningham et all.,

& G - 2007) -

Jones # + (Jones et al., 2010)#% 1 p "E 45 3557 FIH 0 2 AL AR ATRIL 05 I
FeEe o ode US 03 kv i@ CS oAz k » 423 i ph Einamigfey - 3%
o BT RS Fook gt AR e PR R R P RS (CS) 216
e (US) s b e 258 > US ehnd i B sk § 85 ifl % # CS en2| g5 > &

B N

ALBFFFRGCS ALy £ 15 > ea BELAP E(MA. Olson & Fazio,
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2006) 22 ¢ &7 fi /& (Pham, 2007) » & £ F7 5 S50 0L i i > 45 5 L PR A T cfp $t = %

(B126):
2-6 #-j B P S (CS) &g ity (US) fesf -
§ R F R § CS anE
Ew [ ’ 35 SRR M Ak
— |HERE
— | AR
BT MY P REPREAREE RS E L G DS > R

Foh-m W enr G 2 f o fUES R P R4 pedt o N SR R R AT 2 g2 X T

gy
b

L e R AR E R B R L T S R
- s gk A RITRAAL S D

WAL RHAREOHRFRLI PED TR 5 Tdefe R (3 Bae s
F 74 %_(P. J. Lang, Greenwald, Bradley, & Hamm, 1993) » % x; E’ii}uﬁ P Bw e oo
AT iEAEY S Boows 3 4p Mg (Robinson, Storbeck, Meier, & Kirkeby, 2004) »
Lewis - Critchley ~ Rotshtein { Dolan (2007)i% i &+ & 4% - BLiRl < ] &6 $H
HEPFRN PEE R IR G LR F R Y g S SRR R T e

ACAER LI B E > ¢~ Ml BEEE Y % (medial orbitofrontal cortex, mOFC ) -
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F sk tn ke (tail of caudate) % % - s2/X o Hd 6 5 F - B o B I ACER

Pg TR NIRRT A

=
=n
44}

RDEFEHRE > BT oF R
(subgenual cingulate ) f= & +% g (head of caudate responded ) ¢ 2 2 F J&; {
BFRDOFEHEFE o L% (insula) fr2 ERRIEET » 27 F B X GRER
HEBEEE LA RBREEF B LRGP 15 AFR- BELERRB I
it (EHE f) & PR RARR (Em@ L) Rl E g o & 2 deqe
L EE A SR BB G

A SRRy R s & Terdefe s wa i R LS p AN
ARG A M5 X 2 BRIE S G e P FL 30 heRh LR g A
% B & @ &% 37 F %5 (Robinson et al., 2004) - & & f= g 45 L W4 (encoding)
IR AR A B TS L R M HARBE TS £ 2 o
Robinson (1998)~ #-4 i 11jfcde B2 28 1550 Wi Lrwede o fE48 4] = & LA
TATRATNN - AR T A A AT ‘E.?;L'a“ﬁ*w ERE
(Robinson et al., 2004)

FLHA Ba w3 iE* 02 HBERA s alAR LERRRAR =B 0 ST
o P m A Y B A A R A PR AR P RS T K
el v A2 42 & (Gorn, Pham, & Sin, 2001; Pham, 2007) « 45 3547 F1 ek %] &0 1
g erd Rergde K% AT IS HE AR Y PR FRE R SRR
PF&p e g § TH&is (polarization) ;> 2 4 Zillmann(1971)#73) & & & 4
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(excitation transfer ) »c% o # ] k3 > White ~ Fishbein 4= Rutsein (1981)% .4
WER N A B E Y R AR RIS EF L E RSB P FA
BARLRI G 2 B anfAs R RES F D F 20 b FEE iR 005 Rw b
£ % &k sl 4 o Gorn ~ Pham = Sin (Gorn et al., 2001) p| £3% i 5 % &34 3 £ P
F e e FRE G kAR R 2w RS I D & A T R R {
EEPERYL  FPEREGEA L L

PEFEEBRALHET DCSy X FAEF G RO R & T 0T
Fpiprsdeiz ko Ml bR R HER TR T FPFLEA KF LT
Er R AR 2 BT o AR R G B RIE L - 3t 7
W ek A de RO R AR o
I FERERGU LT ER TR

LR AA L F AR S R A4 e A& (De Houwer,

Thomas, & Baeyens, 2001) » 9 %42 5 ~ 5 # CS &2 US 7 ¥7fie ¥ » v i3 B 3% (72

RYEE G AR LY TR, S TR g (US) 2R

PAR4 (CS) M5t 1o § 2 FH% 4 K CS & US F bt inth ¢ § 2 10 =
® CS#E US Mzt ixim ik o 2 Gibson (2008)h A= g 5 b » F ¥ 4% B

—‘F%TE} 86MB Y H? 10k EgRPIHRSEWET G FHEBTEFTREEH LR

it EREE N g 10X RROERR L 2 IR TR TEE SR Y A RE
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-4z ¥ vV Sehdp s Awesome T A 1R 0 BV &k SR 4 AR E - HEga

PFEenA 4 o @ L T8 R E 2 4p -
2T R T KT FORER P S (CS 7 v 7 S F R T #) 8 [k (US
TR ERFARY) BRI A e i & (Gibson, 2008)

/ G’g% Awesome

Coke

Fo R TR ley 0 B oA Y E A R o G sk T
H-Fog i izt ily EREGRET ¥R TE R sk
ifag # 5 (De Houwer et al., 2001)- 7 e#2 % # 3 B 3% CS—US pedf Al - =x
= 7 %3 7= -8 (Stuart, Shimp, & Engle, 1987) » ® fe$d=x #icif % & 7 7 iv i &
k »t% - Baeyens ~ Eelen ~ Crombez 4= Van den Bergh(1992)4¢ 3. » § fe ¥ =% #icdy
#] 2 1-10 = pF > pc ke § RGbiH 5 5 fedtet ot 10-20 S pE o sk P SR o %
S BREM TSR EER DR o AT R FEIHL s
Pk H TG FH R G  RARTRE Y & F TR 2R P R4 e s (De
Houwer etal., 2001) - ie &3 > §F7 7 ¥ &£ >4 » &4 Field f- Davey (1999):% %
FRERPHRA S 5E P FEFEFEN ST W’ﬁyﬂ KT
SN 4 AR TR 3 7 SR a LR US—CS B A 1ged ek -

TRt & TR 2GR P RE TS At A AR
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FLWFRT > DR R R R 0o A F Y 5 aF ik LA RS
ek o FHTIES 2B R PR TRl (2 3) FREES FRi itk
- RBTAERERP RS SESETESRE LAY - S E T kS ? bR -
Fresep| v ot £ FF HO LT R RIFHT FORERE? BSFRT
FERAR LA REPNEE PR DR

RQL il ekde B » ApEEECSLRTF 487

RQ2. e rafdcqe & > o/t BEfL R cc gt &

Lok g3 T RS G0 PR R R B endp B MR > Gawronski & 4
(2006) I E 2 hF FFTT O BFBRAPEEA TERRIRP P 0 IREEETG
s gk e, PR % ¢ 2 p AL ¢ - R o b4e Dijksterhuis (2004) <7
ZHFER ¥ FEP L NT - B RANLE R F R (o) e x T(R)
R RPN AR SN Bl Py S S I R X N
LG D RERENEERTERAR SR - FELATRAT T e X
EEHFREGFIE LG RREBEG G ER AL F S K ARERA F B F
fERTFBPEZEAAFLNPENLFEZ AR A P EENHEERRT D

;E/\ _Q_J_il,* Lj\ﬁﬂﬂﬁ»hu'r,};ﬂﬂfl‘:%\‘_

EEEBEEPMECCTELROE G L SR

VAN

Ik

GERR R
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W LRI TR BT 5 0§ A H IR AR R T T ER bl
Dempsey {- Mitchell(2010)4p & » .= E - chiiin > iRl § Mo EJH BT 6
B e end o Hollands ~ Prestwich = Marteau (2011)% i » #--Kk % &2 % 5 &
MRy et R o RV b3 - F- P 2EFE M K%
2% 4§ o e Lebens (2011)<#7 3 #riz & BEK FE 4P > &2 Hollands ~ Prestwich f-

Marteau (2011) 1 B3R 3 s i > EpLEaA) § F h BT P P 75 0

n\\:

FRTERRLG AT VAR TR O E FRENG T o 27 g RTL

P
o

RAEZ B 4 - B L F LR REGATRER 0T RAE > BE
US st fi- o v BAPE IR o 22383 g2 cnd Bl 60 1 (1) % 1 el L
AR TG p%IE o (2) EB e e =t e W mpe s (K7 20)
Bt (JR3) B Favck LR o(3) R P R X 2P M Hhok 2

P R - BT bldogEd M EAK B E S HEEE 2 E 6k

=

S AEFHRERF LR FB - AR R (K5
UEEES VAR ERER LRSS NS RSN R LR
ESL S p ol i

RQ4. =i iis? » o fidgieies » 2@ s 58 235 £8 9
Hl =8 > @l i Ao S/t L8 o

2~ ABFREEAGRTHG
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Bargh - Chartrand (1999):% & & $t{w s Tt 5 € = %38 (7 p #2370 » 3=

it

BB A SnE T > TR AL 2 R BA AR RN E S B R R D
Bf % o $345 Phelps % < (2000)e#= 3 % % > fMRI chip| £ & % 87 f 5 Tk ¢ %
FizhiEt s AizhiE L P /‘;}%ﬁi B~ Pmp‘\/%].frhpm( BA) Nz a5
) TURILE R R BB gL eh? 4 % (central nucleus) £ % &

T % (basal nucleus of the stria terminalis) » i *c 4p b ed® 730 > 3 1838 ¢ /) AR

Ao ehp A 27 SRAEAL & s (P J. Lang & Bradley, 2010) ©

5

2 2R B AR S o (i el BB B 7 0 e B Phelps £ 4(2000) 48

IR P RS R GRS R R S A b F AR s b

e
o=
P
=3
3
el
o
[
Ty
fe
4iF
¥
i
%
S
AR
o
A
Apad

LR T R A TR A
RQS5. ' FEfE B e R Al k Sk £ F 5 M 7

TABE AR, B AR ERDES T AL Bt IERFRERT &
%?ﬁ%@ﬁ&ﬁpf’ﬁﬁWSNW%%§%¢Lﬁ el O S e
(Bradley & Lang, 2000b; P. J. Lang et al., 1999) o & *>* & Ta%wr i %o | &2 T oh &g iy
Byt @3 ETRTIFET e @R EFLE L a3 M bl
Cacioppo ~ Priester = Berntson (1993) &% 2% ¥ # R LM F i § B 5L A 7
TR ARG BT WF Lo R R LR AL

WY WF €5 f o A& o & Cunningham % £ (2007)3% 5 2 =1 A A foAe di®

NS

o 2 {8 aRAv gL § - B F S g0 | e v B8 o Bl v AR



BRET BB A GN hE NS5 A e o FPL AT /O TR R AL
RQG6. “F &7 f A& e L ARSE J Sterfd LT G M 7

EARALY 0 FB- H#m RQI~A S HL Y F % - R34 RQL~6 F54d 7

%

FREXRGEFRFHEELART DM T

o




¥3% BIEE

o

i%ﬂﬁﬁr@&ﬁﬁJ’@?%%§%W§£wﬁﬁﬂﬁ;&ﬂ’

>

>

D(1) o Tporgmsadplse (IAT) ) BIEPERAE S (2) e T2 KRB

e B 1Y o JaP|ABYE & suerade kw5 (3) 11 TSAM £ 4

LR R R e

B AR R o

¥ pRLEARRE
- PEGRRBIE CPEMEES

2 A 4 R AT Gl doik {}F’Tiri_g Hp

o

TER S FEFTUPNRREERFET Ao

BRYAE &2 2o F 5 Rl E Y PR RIS AT P oS el A Rk e

» ¥ Aok RS - &S0 (Bl 5 PR E iR L (Fazio & Olson, 2003) -

Tt F3F 5 NERIR B B P BB S A 4vany B Greenwald ~ McGhee

4 Schwartz(1998) =% & o *£ 5 % iz 7+ (implicit association test, IAT ) o b *£ 85

41
BiEi

»erpr 4 0 p 1868 £ Donders gl (Lab i LS ko L i e

LIRS A T EIOP e EAES- 3 gy EES AT F ST 1

i g F

L%Fﬁ&gr};tﬁ-i » % L % J° 45 (Donders, 1969) - iz 45 < 9F 1= 5% (Mental Task )

FUME - F P g A S50 RO 2 o H AP R — 4

B X

L 2
v v

i

O

S KB L 0 FF PR oL B (Lane, Banaji,

Nosek, & Greenwald, 2007) -
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IAT iz 75 Donders(1969) 18 /% 2k 3+ 42/ » B /1 P 1% 4 % (target categories |
42 4~ G A2 B 4 g (attribution categories 4o je 5 AR s AR R
YLF PR PR G S ETHRE B P e R s R RIS TR K S
BEF (ldedle - Biedz) F e RE- PIREBEAFRERS > o
R NEEFE R F BiE R B (Teige-Mocigemba. T et al., 2010) » £ &) k3 »
FEXREFHEA G ORI RA IR e RE R A RIS 'rﬁ Bt B
ﬁ%@’—iﬁﬁﬂk—$Ma%F@éA%ﬂﬂiﬁwﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%%oﬂéﬁﬁ

,Mﬂﬁi“’ﬂ&i&ﬁﬁm
HLDCAEE A o Mo A

A EFE (B 3-1) e

& 3-1IAT | £ P 1%~ %7 (target categories » G4 4.~ ¥ 4 )7 fh 4 4 47 (attribution categories

PR BB B KRR AR REY R EER c acbA B R ERFR Y Eakw

@z,wifﬁ.&%@’”‘ s IR w e A BT GaEA Cda BHBERMIPE » XplER Y Est

Kt g A& fHRRIR TG R A E DGR hek ZRIE AR G w2 R R L
PRE-fCyd BTk }@pﬁﬁ’ﬁf‘jhg >t a~ b -3 (Greenetal., 2007) -
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CPREBRES ERK
- lﬁmﬁfmlAT Pl EIRRE e 7 BIFEK (£ 31)- i1 igﬁ%i@]-‘ﬁ

AE S s B RO R bAe X B NI E AR A gt

T
e

Pree 2 PR £ I E RE 2428 249 A B PRSP R0 bl RR (f
BAE ) g MR (28 ) FF) Kt PR 3 A Ear o B
Ble 2o iz mBede ko bdegdl2 A B G F R4 770 L 8D
BOFR L o PR AP E AT 3 BF = B 40 71 40 5 o

Feir SR s i landedgpe g 4pF > REATEY B R8> ~ ;I&{%a» ¢
DI G AR S IR E R R L AR R EL G H ML D s L S B T
FRBERSTR LIMEER Ft 53l AR i o F 7L a2y

Lo FRLEE R TREAFRER 6 24 F 8 e 7] 40 =3 -

FLFEER RPN ETS I REERR > BE A5 S BIEE .

FRE | Sk =5 y % 3 3
x v
1 20 A FED R & voA
2 20 AFHREME R iwF T
3 20 miE i Cplzd) B A f oG SR 2
4 40 B T A% 2 A f R R
5 20 F#p -y g A 2 X
6 20 | F#ETEER (RIE) | 9 40 fw@ B A TG
7 40 F o B T 5 BoA s oG B A G

48



- BAEW G EE R LR E IR 3 A LT PRV AE G
BTRERELR FAZABE G50 (FFR34) (BT A &g
A F W (B 67) i o I NMEEREF BHEEHIENGES 5
LF S Yot AR G4 [ 38 6 F POV dicdo o B TP g
Wit frEc 4822 7 ehk i A B (Lane et al., 2007; Teige-Mocigemba.T et al., 2010) -
S MERPEMEES

e p RS ETE Ao B A S RGP F 180 - T - 2 g X
i ees & 0 Sprm@asm T oo Sriram {e Greenwald (2009)#% & T ff 3 = p "&£ 53
ZiEik (Brief IAT) > EB L IRPGEPFTE L O 4 » X EFe X F ok 0 P
B-IAT % & = 7 p| £ N SE i B p| & & % )\ 3%~ &4 Cronbach's o &£ 0.63~0.78 >
PREAHEERL R FE AR 2 XFRTIDI=29 -

B-IAT 2 8 5% IAT S ) 53t & 7 & R R § & e p & Jiir o F & &
IR T o Edp T - BaEET v R LR (focal) @RE T 6 A5 0 ¥ -
BaER v 2 g gk (unfocal) 3@ » Bl Rz BIEF /M E SF P LR

B(#32) v dtr BERPREDL 3 FF B - §AEIRFRES

=15 FF 0~ =R B PR (e f 6% ) PR PIERD G &K
BESF (FF k%)M BB IR B B Rt at B8 A= at

Frgz Pl E BT 5 &2 3 4

ek

G4 CFIE 3D ARG BB ML S B R

Frato RlFe =4t febe ~T RIEEAFRE S ~2 cFBEZHRTF T B



B0 R p=cdis 53] 100 = -

%% 3-2 "_g/f'ifg"?i I mﬁ?% LN ‘%%”‘113*#&%7@_%} s mE LT BRRE

PR | Sk EX 2 7 "R 5
L v
20 AR N R
20 L RRE 8 rTHtEEE S
N Y 2
3 20 F TS R TH+BHE S
+
20 s (L&)
5 20 Fman (%)

B RN EBEER 3 E S

Greenwald % « (1998) & 4= & * srashzt > 8 » B WL Hprfi 4 88 7 ek Jppe
B RRE TR 3 & 6 e o a0 2 35 300 F ) 122 ~ >+ 3000 & F) s o
BREMMERAS T nE R T s 0 ('L N BTN P2 B iR 0 2003 &
Greenwald % 4 (2003) 2 & i /L5735 & 38 s sxdk D @(Cohen, 1977)3~ % v fig T
ol F 6D EEE 2N bldei AR R E RPF R R WS R
O NEERELE R IET O SRS EETC S T IS T
MG RB BR324 o

Sriram v Greenwald (2009);% 5 B-IAT = i * k> 2 @ * D @ &k Z|%rp

AL R o Tt AR 4 Greenwald & 4 (2003)#riE ket 2 o KB D &

50



1. 2~3~4 5 ppperpl 8 ficdf 230

2. WI%F ek AE 10000 £ f) inliedy s dok L RIF § 1096505 P 41 148
300 £ 1) > ZXRIF AT A 2IMHE o

3. h U HI2PE AT 2SR T 4R

4, FEE-FERG LR T 5k o

5. $+52-3#4.58 B2kt

6. F fessiieniicdy ot TATRRE R h FEF T 08ct600 £ (K3 4), &

7. B F - FE TG F BT ol (& 3595 38 6 47 8 el ) o
8. HE RTIOBAPF > IR 3 FIEER 2o ST 4

9. HApR (S T Sk W f Y14 3RS i Tl e i A

10. 4= # 32 9 #7{F D] 073 BocfpT3= @3 D@ -

IAT ¥ do% w szl > 7R T L 7 1 friddET ¥ a2 w &k BpF
[ ;rqu R et L T F RPERE o 2 Greenwald % 4 (2003):% %
EHP MR RAPEFA > T F - B E TR Fp AFTN R Y
PR R (7P~ o Greenwald % 4 (2003)4p 1 > 12 2000 s su % 3E Pl R hrch
M 5 Gl0 BB A PR R AR AR A S S AR B R
B 4o o 2745~785 2 B gt o H ¢ 5 F R B B MF R R O 8
FEF RPN EL MR B AR (783) 0 erA 2 h¥ - BRAEA B &
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A E E @R D B BT eE R R T L G B e (05)
ALy KA H aip b L EEART R A Ay e
F14¢ Greenwald & 4 (2003)4F &3 (a) B &3 E4EF REFERF > 2 (b)

PN L DR BT E A IN3 BRI (C)B R A I RF BT EE A 200

&
\-u

~1000 = ) ~(d) B~ 5 12~2 B I FaF L300 » £ 15 13 se TR ez o
e P 600 Efa AEPN BE A OPMIERS > U2 EFLDELF
TR PR L AR L T A SR E TR R A e o B MRS
*HRE R B R 2 B AR e

BRS04 o 4o%k D EAR 8 & SR A R 4 o0l R L AR > R

ﬁﬁ:ﬁ_gl‘%-Z’\’Z?Fﬂ ?mj\‘,ﬁ,,,g?’r%\smfiﬁ?r}: ’J‘EFKZ%JI&%}”;?

MEE SRR R BRI S YR RERRE Gb 4ok S EF

\F‘b

FRAD S L5 8 A% ERPIHHARE 89 G R RS Aok X R b
ey R NDELS-15 M X RIFHIHE P DRARRE -
I HIREPEMEER I BRARAE
B-IAT {2009 & 4 51 » Bt g @ > Fpt 5 B AR LT & FL PR
it & ehplE 1 £ - Rothermund = Wentura (2010):% 5 B-1AT e IAT #%5 4p e <
P32 T 4p % »c s (compatibility effects) ;> & & B2 A ¥ i 2 & v BiF
WARFH e BE A G- MBBE AP G- BETBR

Al kAol g B o R B A8 3 0 irx F BEgERmi Al F RER
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e § A R o BAIAT SR B IR AT 2 R Rty E e
F e ok s PRERE 0 & Rothermund v Wentura (2010)3% 5 ik enig & %4t %

AR B B A o R AR R A o

=

—H

N,

L
I

20 AT - B ks HEpnE AR (50 g > T35.79) il
BRM (11 pay > F355L) SR A 2L F 5 RS XRIH B AL RN
Vi R PR R "% M (Teige-Mocigemba.T et al., 2010) = . Cunningham ~ Preacher
fr Banaji (2001)zu 5 o - & B4 & £ & s (latent growth curve)ié » IAT g ] 3 B

i .68 R ERIE 2 A T ap P RRIEESE L Rl % XA AL 0 AL 44718

BARR A 0 I RE AP RSB R ML E4 T AR e
PEERREZE g AFITEREFRLET I 20k A TELRRE T
A AR R ehid 5 32 i 4p B (Greenwald & Farnham, 2000) - B2 28 5 B¥ i "% &2
‘HEERE R R R BRI FE R (%% o 4o Greenwald & 4 (2003)e:E BT 0 A dﬂz e
MR E60 2 EAG A A TRETA SR R o
Bz IATEH AR SS 2 PpMMET B 5L 4 & & 3% 58 - Brunel - Tietje
fr Greenwald (2004)w fE i A F F A IAT A7 305 » R 73 (1) w B F2E & b
hes TREAG R FRBp AFLDE R ()P EFE AT RFREL B
perbohiiR o & F v REAET R (3) REAMRRT L pR AN
Foepi? CERHEMT AR THRES - 8w 8 TR ESAFLART G M
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%? B X R > Olson fv Fazio (2003)5: 33 2% B end_ T & P B s ™ ~ ¢

BEITE A D ESAEAT G AL APNIL? | hs KR EAL KR

~=h
3

N

FEF AN e AR R 2 B ¥ 4P B3R i - Hofmann ~ Gawronski,
Gschwendner ~ 4= Schmitt(2005) w 4z 1 126 &% #7 % 3 3 > P "E 22 oL B cndp Bl 1
Fr=—23r=602 > TR L 10 Bt AEAAFBREZF L AT
R R F BANREFFE IR N RS AR B a2 o & AR B 2R
FooRFSE AR o RS (SR AT R K AR > T T R
pPrREAUBRERERF ML BF L -
g anhl andh e FERE 2R (convergent validity ) 22 % wl»e &
(discriminant validity ) - g L &R 2c R F » EE ML 7 b A ERIRE T D
Mo REF N BRE 2 B2 N rE R R E G &P M R o Bosson ~ Swann
Jr 4= Pennebaker (2000)# % = f& "SR Bl EE > F R IAT 2 H & plE 22 B 1
7 og AR B o BT AT MR R RGP Z RS AP L R R ¥
* R |AT 22 R i3 i= 73+ (Fazio, Jackson, Dunton, & Williams, 1995) 5 #& j *£ip| & >
% 47 ik B A7 7 (Sherman, Rose, Koch, Presson, & Chassin, 2003)fr i £ ik & &~
% (Marsh, Johnson, & Scott-Sheldon, 2001) + 352 5 B ©%(Lane et al., 2007) -
ru,g\y TPl B RERLPIEASE R NERI BT S

B¥ v a» 3k pp|E£FA - Cunningham & 4 (2001) arT 3 ¥ 3 ¢ “,%5%511
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*EATE A AREL ORI ZEF AP e 43 0 JAT & B T iZ i3 4p B L19
#7155 (121 90%(FE BHEwRR)-

HE A ITRIEN P EE B R B EpE £ G % %A (Greenwald
& Farnham, 2000) - ¢t #b » B £ 3 % 4 TR E 7~ IR o AT #7F ek #e 2

= PE AR R AR

ik

AL REL G AME R R R AT ke e

Mo 3 E B 3 M % (WLA. Cunningham; Johnson, Gatenby, Gore, & Banaji,

BeiRc R By 4R o2abd SR A MR F AR EEAREE I T AR
oy RERE pREB T L0 B R AR R oE RS

= #efit hB-IAT T 5 Bl 231 & o

$- 8 2B
WWEFTAR § AP IR B SRR N B A A ISk s
Bty 7RI T RS RRS S AR - Bk T 5 B 2R
BpE s mpPREORT TR R o e A BRI AT

IR E RTEGE o4 %M@ % %7 R % # (Bradley & Lang, 2000a) -

Larse f= Prizmic-Larse #-igdt Bl & = 2 & 5 3 Bagw] > — P 295t F & S

ek

A A RER AR R AR R E AR o F] R

e

- ZpE R
e ppl € 6 ep F oo (facial EMG) v 185 s i iendpih s 2 2
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BT W"“ %tk T (skin conductance ) ¢ 17 3 fF ek A AR R ehdp E o
- SRR R RE
Ekman {r Friesen (1977)% 27— Big2 &7 > FRI B2 L F F D4
ST E AR F TR BRINA G FPEL Y VRS R
PORBLE DRG0 R o dER R F T P HR B o b4 FACS(facial action
coding system)ﬁ&—&:t&\i FORGER (S B AR L S R DR o RPRLE R
i e s PO RIS R E i 3 BEARRET fR 0 RIS I8 T ar
AT EAL BRI R A PR o Do R R R X R <
s~ (zygomatic) > £ ¥4 B eafi /i # (corrugator ) - BLIP| 7 o fic i ki %72 R
—';{ TR X E o & f o (T4 (Earnst et al., 1996) -
(- ) % Rl R E
IRLE Bod - pEiEsvR g d (myofibrils) & s E - iEivRgk At o
£ 1500 3=k v (myosin) - 3000 B 5+# F-d (actin) o f A st ™ "R
o AR BRRLA G o StR e P A d Rt g o B d PR
e e sest (Asband) > @ & $8 = RIAAE S Smost (-band) > 2t v 71
TR iR s o e Fed FAT T 28 W R A 5 ) 2 KA (cross-bridge ) -
ﬁ*‘;}@ﬁ L :—.E}iﬁ‘rﬁ“ﬁiﬁ ( Adenosine triphosphate, ATP ) 44 » sp »]’z%ﬁ%i‘iATP
e T gds i 1D A Bl S MR YR R A A ° % VUP R i
1A 4% & BER] %7 (Hess, 2009) -
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AR eE R iR R g S AT M Tt R - RE R N R Ry
- I FFEECRBAEL A PR EmR RS F AR A F e A G
veR g At pE 13 A A reant pFr 8 113000 £ - @R G A
feii el g F POTEE e PRl FE L - RE R A G H L feindt
FUCR BREALITR R L o fL 5 EH H - (Andreassi, 2000) © EMG R #E #
Rfsrep gl i arid & g R
EEIRCRRIE Y BE R mﬁh{ﬁ% surl % pE < 8% e Lang ~ Greenwald -
Bradley = Hamm (1993)s#= 3 # R > % A T/ L & Bl ¥ - Fpxivg 44 T =%
S g pdlf e B BRI g FE o Bolls~ Lang {= Potter(2001)# 3 A #%
< RIS E L REAERBF T (R AN E Ry B oot i E
LR S AR R PR R BLR olE Fl & TF“:}%% Redrdlp & o e 0y
PR IS P LT SEE b LGS R Lk N Sl St R
Cacippo, Bush {= Tassinary(1992) %= 7 & § » %3000 F BELER > F %

R ESI S L SRS EET e T

;“%\‘;
hard

-
-
%
R
=
=3

Flej sz b el LRl 2Ry BEAARRIPTF o A d 2

=
@y
s

7 5

IH

£

PlFERt 2z LArAF K B 5 oDimberg 4= Lundquist (1990)

“.’E)l“\

TR G HI 6 o) o T1Eps - facial EMG wip| £ 5% % {o ik 4 5%k £ - ko
e P T ped R Tl fobeid o B fligeds B0 0-500ms o AL R F R
R SUE
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(=) v aupl £ 3 2

Tk FF 4§ Hlade B ST ARE ~ e P R R o ke E e
VU s d FRRFR T AEE T e ¢ AR TR ke T
F R o iz#gA7 g BoF ® % @&z (bipolar method ) » e — ghaeswp ¢ B 33k
PEALF RS BRARFES BT TROTRE R AL T2
PR S K AWGF A N o iE s R F A o I R e R SUEL
(Tassinary & Cacioppo, 2000) -

Rl R 3R pF Bl S00E R SREHAL 0 AT R R E B F T o - Ak
FERR Pl SRR R R 2 RVR o e A oo Af

MR PR ASOR DA e UL LR B T LR o T

A
I
2
S
fal
&3
p—
&
i
=
(\N
g
\\\?{r

SR FEE BAGA R o T FRFERE o B

3-2 5 E IR b kA R R s B Vs F o 12 R HERE i §

s-zmmﬁfﬁwm# RIEWE G h L gk B B LR B T R Y -

AESRX O H S BaEFR LA T‘Eé%‘;" TR o B & VR HRE Y - el L # X
BREOEIFZIR o F TR ¥ - l’l‘ﬁg%—‘f?“ﬁ:&é'lvffﬂﬁﬁiﬁ’"5%@’?”%&1—*_%_ °




A & om T B B R A 10-200 #* % (Boxtel, Goudswaard, &
Schomaker, 1984) » F]pt « 384 I E 7 3 20 5 W § 10-500 A* 4 e 5L &0 o
R ER Btk 4 ehpE "fJI}' 4 10-30 A e gl fre § i@ r 20 & 30 A+
s B E 0 3ok 20(30)-500 #% ik en i 3 5 (Tassinary & Cacioppo, 2000) -

ST 0§ R RSB AR A E (integrated ) & (7 0 fF A E AU PER

;aﬁfma”‘ CE (H13-3) % dénimiy (uV) 2 iR B AR

—
\_(_[B]

i3 % (3 FaA;
e
fe——-3
—

eoe

3-3H - PREL LM F e fEa £ o

(VA Hz) 3 >
g

28 75 128 178 228 275 s

s (Hz)
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B 3-4a Risafh A FoA o TR A) e c fia k) e

IS D S .

o el .
UM'—“*"—W:
ﬁ+dnﬂ:a_ L
& s00 |
S ) :
=1 obghﬂmh_ﬁﬁ_«ﬁﬁhh-—mm:
BODD
AGDD L
01 eI oY mﬁﬁ“‘mm_:
1 3 s 7 8

Wi ( %% )

B2 AT R 5 I gk 5 AURF R EAAIE 500 F 40 F A KA B A
1 g DI S T B B Zoa i R R R enlic R o F A
PE gt e Z e gt AR e £ 302 NI SE > TR FHRE T B
HAREZ » -

S NPpAMEAnER L FERE

PRy BRI AW RARE R P RREAF LT
g e TR R0 A e iR el W I D I R
% % (Larsen & Prizmic-Larse, 2005) = # ¢ Bradley v Lang % 4 3 34 > #-55 cmf 42
e R H R iE KR % e & %1% > ¢ SCR (skin conductance response, SCR)
PR E o R AACRANE > T KT F B RIS R ¥ (Bradley & Lang,
2000a; Cuthbert, Bradleym, & Lang, 2007) -

KRB AL BRIEF T A S T G LR A A - A

P

is g s (apocrine gland) » A # ASF L foie T 0 3BT ALF ML & 2 R
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Ry E 5 = b e e (eccrinegland) » A 3 2 b e £ e ul g oo kA

fASHEDTE PRHEEFEF BRI LM Flo GEIBRBE Ky » F 55

SIS & R SRR S F R B EIR S NP - Y
SRAEREA LR A WA G o TIPS LA A ik
BB AR R TR AP e AR FA R TR ST E

FLREE E 2 b B T S E o4 EIFE 45 (Nagvi & Bechara, 2006) -
(-) RRemlERE
ob A ,.J:]z,t, > RRpALE R P A e BT A P R S kR
(central nervous system) 22 % 4 & % & (peripheral nervous system) s % [F]4¢
ETAF A LA Bk (B 3-5): sRtaa 5 & 5L (somatic nervous system ) o p

a4 4§k %L (autonomic nervous system ) e p A A ok MRk & Z LA &k

S0 WL

4—/‘

( sympathetic nervous system » SNS ) £ & 2 g 44 &5« &t ( parasympathetic nervous

system » PNS ) o
R AT R SLei@ (T JRp T R R R4 & e (intermedio-lateral cell

column) e $ 28 E > AIRA G EFIIIRANEE > At wmre i o
fi"%4& (acetylcholine) » & *g L 7L FRtEag X 48 (nicotinic acetylcholine
receptor) > Fit 7 A K& o Z BRIR M L E R 0 § T Hﬁ{% (o fpis
#% ) 1 & ¥ %4k % %8 (muscarinic acetylcholine receptor ) » i&4g % 822 /7 Hﬁg f B
L

F AT R ARA LG TR 0 ok MR
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B 3-5 A kSRR kAR I A M G AT Y R A gy

THEE 24

AL FEI A

H E gL HEfe ik

A RAHEE

RIS R

T F R R AR P RFF 0 S o FamaE T KA i
SRR S AR R R R R RS BT RE AL R
Fom o g * uS (microsiemens) L B EH o HplE RIL L o F ASSTEF R L
OE NG iR TSGR L RS A P A e T i
RORPEEIE R o FoREFANFE N O EF D ERES o F PR AR

B4 ST Bk E SR S ARG a2 P e (W36).
om g B TR T R Tl A -
B 3-6 % kAt BRI AT ERN G AR EIP L Bk F AR T CF

PR a«:?aﬁgfr@i P AUy FRFEIARY O KR F REEF oD PRSI R, L3P
» B 7 F ™ I R 4ok i (Nagvi & Bechara, 2006) -

/ -B C D
EEEE —_— S _/ _J \
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(=) FRewplg* 2
FRy:-5PEA BRBEFOTALE RETe TR(RE= R )"
AR KPR ¢ £ B TR A A5 TR LLES BT EEL
WAR e Mt W A JERE S N - s BIRER I DET PR
BB EELE TR FE e R A 71 (skinresistance) e #p & ¥ 0 F - FER]E
A BRLBEFATREL RIEF TAFOT AR ez L FTE R
{ €& chE 3 Biedid F T #(skin conductance )k iw - Lykkenc #- Venables(1971)
BERREL  BGHET BEeT R A K B @ 2R R T 7 5 L
BRieFE R B T (Feiree £ F o 5 hendicdps §4 3 BT (7T 4&
B g o 7 2 A K chE #a2 A (skin conductance level, SLC) @ e 4%
LEEHS R F AP ER L A B TRA N LA Ak R
RIRgg 2 AM o p o X0 e BB T o RERH 5 - fF5 F R E AR
% ¥ (Dawson, Schell, & Filion, 2000) -

T ek 5 il T AT R (tonic SCL)» = 384 5% 22008 i& B % B o

F_k

- BRGF G LRI F B p Rl SCL i § A% RAR I o IR B AT TIAT DT e e
BFRARAR BEFX by PR kv o FTBEF B L F e 320 PP D
I F Bk pr AR R 2R L e L
A e Bk o B 37T TS DR DE REFEDETRL > A BEIE
b s v md ¥ 4> 0.2-1.0uS 2z ¥ (Dawson et al., 2000) & £ B¥ I BB & 0 T
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PRI T AR R AT PEE R e 509 0 B A - B BEL A eni Bk o

B 37 it R SIF fenb Bk TN L5 R g - Bk

AES TR A R R RO RERITEF B FHEITIES IR
B ARG SEE Hl e NI (S O AR o e R B Z A Bk SR i
PR SR DR ZF R NI e f)inias N1 0E  FiiT

R BN Z Rl o MO LB F LRI FE R FRERT

89 4 3-3:

RIIFTRES DY RIRApih s LHZ ARG
(Dawson et al., 2000; Naqgvi & Bechara, 2006) -

RE dp ¥ v T B
SCL (skin AERTEDRE T
B ok . 2-20uS
conductance level ) LR B (tonic level) H
ch i scL AETHEERES |3 BN S BT 1308
angein g0 > SCLer% (B4 "
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SCR (skin e s
conductance AREREF R ilj&fﬂ'_ﬂ "’M’ jm/% i
(phasic) =g it
response )
Frequency of - BARTEF | AR S A NR 1-3,/ 4~
NS-SCRs Tl TR ¥ > SCR | i e p
Tlged IS PR TN
ER-SCR RETHRE oen | B gR (F B d
- - ok G 0.2-1.0uS
amplitude i MR R e i (B
TInALR )
ER-SCR latency RETEF B | g A2SCR| 1-3 #
R 47 PR crps Y
ER-SCRrise time | A% T %5 e |84 2SCR B F B | 1-3 #
A pEE Mg ot P Fperpd
ER-SCR half AETERF B | P BEB % PR E 2-10 4
recovery time B EER - [ 427 B (T R Mg 950
— 96) » “TRYIE PR o
%= % SAM ¥ & 4
PRFEFELE G A PR RES A  REAARE T T F R PR R

B~ FlhaFf &2 RE - %gq‘_ﬁ’ DEI AR m]%-ﬂg;}ﬂ iz (emotion
profile index, EP1)(Plutchik, 1980) ; t 6 P~/ ™ chp4t & e i f ~ st Az e & 11 2

LRz Baowirlex 7PAD £ & (pleasure, arousal and dominance, PAD)

BB R 4 A rst o R %‘i%lﬂi“%‘%fﬁ%\»i”ﬁ BE LR RFELD RIRER

(Poels & Dewitte, 2006) -

ARSE B 2NER L Pl i



e d BT EET S 7 R 40 bl4c A 2 B2 T Desmet (2002) #f
Bl nPIEMO § 4 » & - BHEHEII- BHE | 41 > £ 5 TG FHT
E G AW o wRF R 14 IS o e BT 4 SAM(the

self-assessment manikin)& # » ¢ Lang(1980)% & PAD £ # @ % » & — | X [

\

=N

AT H EE - Pk B B ez R B A e B 2

+ 7 2 i’g“’:-!."hf

Zg)ﬁiljﬁ"ﬁ ﬁﬂ,‘ﬁiﬁ’*oj\ EH 1: G
SAM & 9y PR B Sk fe g o O+

AR 2

N
L

(® SN
:__7‘ El ‘r%_‘gﬁ

‘iz - TR B3

iy o I o o I
iy I o] ] i O i

& - T8E) 8%

66



5B FEHEER Y Ao B ik R 0 B B k3 > Hammond & 4
(00)5 A B L cp T RY LT EHMERAFOBREE L T EREEW 3
REAGF T M SR T B o bR B G R A-Acg

dofr dc ¥ A 8 5 R 223 35 (Hollands et al., 2011) - 4 % uf ¥ i3 chik & 4

=

SRy o TR o TekdsdE R (TR BRI o R A
RS R R

R Ry A BERP RS (R4-1) - Rafstlps i Mo elcd s @

e

- R A ¥ RIERRIH IR A MR SR BE S S

POERHRREE A LT e e _ A RS T B S R
AR PR LR T DR AR B BRGSO BRLPIE F IS

dRf B AR EF §HES G R FIEEE

=
N
=
-
|
G
L

R EHT IR ERBL A R FE L - FERT S

[ 4-1F 52 “rig * D EBT o B 5 L0 BRASIR R RS o I ko X 0F LR Tk
PR ApMOEARY R BH AN DEAY LB

ABEEH) 2
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ARBEBRF A WERINFEFHRD G T 53 BIFE (B 4-2) % -
FE P ERBEPEEIEE R RAKE S MBR S ER (P
EMEERL) 62 EXFHEBEAART (PECMTHELER2) - ABR

Folmd  §3 7 RLPEFL G FHBT 57 RALEF [ o FHBT > ¢

it m ~3%RARBEENRLIK o F R R ORT RS IR 16 K 0 3

el B A opHR e LF AR RIF L RERE RS D

B 4-2 75— 83 Pehoa - FEFAHRIFENER LT PP EH I BER > 12 BE
His g aEd 75 b BoFEFERN R ORI LT ¢ RERREL R L+ o

d. EISEEH - SHBI%

BRI
+HEEY) 1

mEm| — @

b. |sEmmEH - gmmiex

BRI

FREE2

PIERAEEE 2
SHARREE 2

—
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G H R B EAES E FF 50 £ K215 9.(30%)854( 70%) -
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Bl 4-3F %—- 7 h BB RIEEFF RESTERL
NELBR - PRERSERF AT
P(2)H(Fwdz) | P ()L (Merde)

N(f) (1) pHI 2) Pl

H (%)

NCE) I::> 2.
3) PH 4) PL-
L (egde) (3) . 4 . 3.

B) P e (BRYFRERFS FHR3E 3%
i R AR )

K

s 3
&
iy R e
B

F
=
SN
=N
B
=
i
—N
ia)
34
W

\FF'
e
e
T
_E\L\

T f m R ORF] G S - B R
iRl CIAT) 38 LA fER B R & G A AR % B-IAT ha g p 455 %
BESWMME GHOFLATETRY L BRI RIE § LR T
bldefe Frg 31— R B RIER S B FO A (R & § sfA) 13 - iR R 4
R ERE (RS Bk 2 A3 T RIS Al sir DRl > L8
FERERL A% 1oy o Gldrft - Bl 3B G5 (%) TEA{
Lo HFRESE () FRRLE -
2RSS

- R PR S RS T B £ SORR 0 iR & 5007400 0
RAFFR? Lo LG aBrfds D6 Mefde s 5 Fofde s f 5 Kekden B
HA DS ERRENESMEY B EF2T fF xR E BB 147 114 &
BT 1828 R T¥oE# L 2236 K o

" SAM QLR £ A #ic i H|ETAE S, Pl T = e e Bk (1) &
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Ble e ? 2 BeTERE ~(2) fa e e P 233 F oA ~(3)

AT G e T H R R R R > w BRI R Y T s (£ 4-1)¢

% 417 R FER S S SAM B £ A K
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N 10 .029 158 .180
ARG 10 .083 .259 .252
fooo® oA 10 211 JA11 .036
foo ek 10 -.042 123 183

Tie 7R il FT 1k 2 Levene's Test ik 5% % % F(3,36)=1.185°p=.329 >
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%= 5-12SAM £ 4 224 2R & & chdp b 14

SAM 4= |SAM & & |[SAM f & | EDA B | FAo
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BMEN (BE) .00 21 65 81 34

SAM I # Pearson g B 6107 1.00 -.439” 0.12 -0.26 0.19
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P72 8% (Sig=078) ; BIFBHE &

=251) T RFA FENUBABTI RS B

Lo EREELPEN T R AL REE T Lo
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F 66 = FFHRIAITEE

% ik df F Sig.
LREEY 2 30.752 .000
o 1 126 726
%A R 1 5.944 025
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