FREAEZER

HOKUGRA ias@sdismusby =xsuxe

[
0o0oQ goggbobobbuodoogoobobbooooan
gggobbobbooogoan
00 ogoo, g
RN oooooboboo, 8(1): 11-17
Ood 2010-06-25

Hokkai-Gahven Organization of Knowledge Ubiquitous through Gaining firchives.



HNBR

B4t 2 ) FEBGE AR A3 T BRI Al e F W 1S

P9 528 BAERG RREIC & 2 T

S ¢

LA M 75 AMICE -, it
P HLDZTEEROLMBHKETTRT 52 L
13, BRBLICHEG L, SAEMEERE S 572Dl
EELHEW® % L > (Baumeister & Leary,
1995). FRB#CKIE, s o, §4bb
ety VT =7 F2EHRTAZEICE-T
M7z3 N5, V= %)l BR— SN
Zoy b7 =212 BHERDAIRTIE, Mg
D DRI FDOREELIHET 5 2 L,
B ety b7 — 7 N ERIOBENEE
DL EDHL D LT 5T WS (Berk-
man & Syme, 1979; Paxton & Moody,
2003), fH & DORIFLHEZE R Y T —
7xLOZEiE, FALERORTICBWT
WG % =6 5 A ARREA & L CRERE
LTwanTHh5 (Putnam, 2000),

L2L, AT L A" & 9 Lettai
Foy VT — 7 % - HEREL T B IR S
v, BlZIE, AR, R I
*ABREENZANIE, ARICH 72 BB T
KF VT — 7 DR BT 505, FD
WETIE S FIELNABRNTAF 20 7
ADH LN D, BAHWIIRATH 5 A2
DA DM E RO 5 F Tz, BE
fil & 7 THEMED & B A2 12xt L CIRIEL 7
Tu—Fx24TH) 2 LI
MHFE»HUFE LS
FEACHER e 2 T 5 2 & Lt L TR
HZETE v, Fi2, =T 4 —LE TR
HMEQMTE ) FCEET L TET, £H

%0, MEPEbL W,
BbZewv & vo 2B T,

i

DPT—ALLTLEH) &) 2 &Y, H
WTIEECALNLRTH S,

Z 9 LAz D 5 ORI oS, &
722 DTHIE, Az HOCHBS 8 CHE
WD Z LML ILTWw 5, Twenge,
Catanese, & Baumeister (2003) o %Eﬁf“
13, TAEDHZECIZI—ATIGhIcH T2
LI B, wnoiz V‘]ﬁ@fh‘ﬂ%ﬁ@ﬁ*ﬁ?}i 7
WS B LEEFALZSMAD, 27T 47
BN ROG % B L 9 & 5 3R B
(cognitive deconstruction) IREEIZKE 2%
R, RBAMER s ME L, TALEICIZERDY
v s RERICEET 2 M E -
to(%&zxfﬂi%éﬁamémﬂ e
WL LN T 5 (EB6) Zx2W5

2L TWwb, Fi2, MED L DPEFROLEER
IS B CHIBEE T DT, i fanie s
D HWEHATEIS, B %R L2t
TOHREN T REBETE A5 SR T2 L L
HIN T3S (Twenge, Baumeister, Tice,
& Stucke, 2001; Twenge, Catanese, &
Baumeister, 2002) .

Twenge et al. (2003) %1 T HELBE G
DI, FROIME THIL 72ZHE05, &
M7t R & ) b BIRRY 7 i I R 2 5 < il
Tomichsd (EBl), ZOERTIE, K
ANOWZERRICET 5>+ ) A 28R L,
(A) F§CIZhrBRENDEERZL L2 5
fhgi &, (B) mHIDOMBEHIM DY, TFRMY
I2ix (A) ZBIRLZBALD LEWRE 2



feEa i LRk H8%HE 15

LHZ BT, DEbLL2RANCHIOL 2%
ZhHEIC TR TN 5, EREBEIC L - TR
097 ik % I L 72 A T B S 13
TR 2 & D5 ﬁ%T@foﬁ?ﬁ
HozhnE LD b, R8s s n 3
(A) DHFEZ K NICEID MDA LNz,
SF D, JESHRE T A E, Azt
AT A 7 7 A IRAE 2 WS 5 2 & iR
TEBEEFEPFLTCL T, BRWNLAREEZ %
BT 52 R WHE A2 LD e L <
0, ZORERE, MMRE TR 7o KEE AR
WEN Y, BARE TR 2 MRl R S %5
LCLEFINTHD, Ziud, WHEnLH
W7 BEREC & > TR ORGILD L~ it
7% &9, Trope & Liberman (2000) o
L ~VHEGER & VAT MR TH 5,

L& L, SERIURREE - T, 8
W e R O ER & OB I DWW T,
Twenge et al. (2003) DFEE 1 DHR % —
AT 5 Z i3 O DE?H 5, F
1z, ZoFEECHEHINZSF) FiF, K
ADA% 5 110 % M o fili i AT 12 B9~ % 7 ks
A 2Z2BRIRT L0 THY, PRz TFHL
ZINEDS, HEDGS N5 HHOANiEE & 0
EIICFHII L T 72D 3 50 Th v, 6
212, ZOFEBTHEHZHE X #1172 Zimbar-
do & Boyd (1999) /H:RIRYESIRE Tl
P T IR & %2 ﬁ%%ﬁtmﬁfﬁfﬁﬁ
AELEZIAONG -7, Thbb, Vv
71— b RIEIC X 3 F8U 2 B o s ¢
13, RO IMM DT D FRNY 7 IR & Miie
B CHEMN 2 SOG2 5 22T 7 7k 2103
WA TETB LT, SbiIciEl S 2o R
HMEDRESE > W, BERCINNL % B8k
(TH) L 7oA NS5 RkA5: & 11 2 i o il it
ZEDEIICEMHEiL TW B2 DOWT, #
A EAT) WD H B,

Z 2 TR TIE, BB -
fED FBOHIMNIC BT w8 %,
& % HEIREE % 723

ISZ DBl
IS IN
BEAEEN G| & B

D OMETT B, BIEEG] &I, SRR
B9 5 £ COBIEIC R, FERO B
PMET T 284 % 2T, HFdMIcBIT 2 2E
Gl (RALETIE) (%, RIEEHE (F)
T+ A4I21000 3 & 5 4) & B EE
W TE4FC500MHL 59 ) owiFnez
JEIRT 2 WMLERINGUE LR VR L, 26D
A RISl & 7 B AEHE M A BT S
ZETRD SN D, RNERHRE & ZIERT & 0
BIfRIZ, Q)M CIElTE 52 &
A5 T w3 (Kirby & Marakovié,
1995) :

A
1+ kD

V(D) I 1% 0 B 7o HEH o i
fill, ARBUFEOHIN, D IZRICHI 2 £T,
kASBILHG B2 KT 9T A =5 TH ), 1l
BEOREE LT HW LIS (Kirby,
Petry, & Bickel, 1999), &b b, RILH|
FIERDE AL, IR Ol 2 E D 5]
I <, BUEENTH L, —J7, Bt
HGIEROMEA AL, 1R ) o837 — 2
THWIATE &8RS 2@ s H Y, BAED
B IATENATF R D iR D 12D 7 4% 5 F Aty A
M2 BHRT 2 WHEESGEHIN TS
(Curry, Price, & Price, 2008), TN Z &
5, fED b DOBERILOREERIL, 1 IE
2 & DXFRN e FaR ) EUFTE L &
5 BB WAl L & 5D, 7 ORE, JRIEH]
GIREZEHDL Z DTN,

F7z, BT, HEWr Y FT =712
B 2RI DEROIRIE & LT, KA
BB EEREICEH L, BIEES] &
DR ERETY 5, THE2 SHERE N T
%, THEB2 LML TW5 ) Evo 2 EE
W72 kDRI, HOV T - #MiRFL T
5 HEN 204w 7 — 7 ORREED A
MWL CERET L, Fo—FT, AMIZ, fi
HREM & DS 208 U T H Skt
WA 2L LD T 2EmITH B

V(D)= (1)



xf NBRBED AL Sy FOa A s = B A4 W 12
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