B8R-S & %
RO & F O E

. EEEBN

von Neumann & Morgenstern (1944) 1%, #
Frah GG (expected utility theory) (2& o T,
G BEREO G AL L TR L2,
R XU, i~ ORI o e %
BHEL, KON Z & % @I 2@ S5 T
WENEGHMTH D, TDXHZ, BHINIERA
HWIZH- 26N 6% ) A7 ToORELRE
(decision making under risk) " &5, T
37 <, HAHHERITHET LY A O LR %
AW TR R 2 IR L7z d 028, EHiNH
R PGS (subjective expected utility theo-
ry . Savage, 1954) TH5b, TD LI, B
MR TIE 2  EBIINIERORIHL S5 % 2 &
WAL, “AHEFEETToOREYE (decision

making under uncertainty)” &FFATHIHE & X
T 5
N OHIr < By gEDs, AR TRy IC

B U7 R B 20 5 8 i3 2 Fhiid, LB
RPRBEFICBVTHSE AT IR TS (Kah-
neman & Tversky, 2000 ; Tversky, 2004), E
W 2 PEmE, WhWw R HEAmTHY, YA
TIZBT 2 FEEORFUI T 5 TFEOREM 2T
AWPEE & L Cld, Tversky & Kahneman (1992)
WX DR 7T a A7 ME (cumulative pros-
pect theory) ZHIFH T LN TE S,

Simon (1957) &, HHIED AR DORRHIBEIIIC
REDSH D, R RLBEREED S OHK DD % 729D
CaETAHEETE R, REAHAN (bounded
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R L OBRICE T B MG —

o = oW
rationality) L2 FHMERWERRTWS, L7z
Mo T, ANHOBERIEL, MR E
T2 5912, ETORFBIHET 2HEREKEL,
MR % e KA S % UeE 247 9 fadifl (opti-
mization) TixZ% <, APETRE S 72k
TT, ZPANLND D BREFLDER T § %
X9 7%, Gt (satisficing) DBEIFIZHEH & &
EL7z.

N OMBREIINANZEIAFAET 5 T & IS HE
W\ FIRERFEEEICE L TR 2 iises
HY, THHOLHERLHW DX (cognitive
style | BBHIA & A V) IZHER! (reflectivity)
LEHA (impulsivity) 295 & W) F%ED &
{HSTwb (Kagan, Rosman, Day, & Phi
11 ips, 1964), BREGRED A F A VI B P4
DOREWLWFZEH & LT, Schwartz, Ward,
Monterosso, Lyubomirsky, White, & Lehman
(2002) 12 &% “iBEK-fifd (maximizing-satis-
JRFEE, Thompson, Naccarato, Parker,
& Moskowitz (2001) 12 & % “JERYPE~DORE
1L (personal fear of invalidity)” R, Buhr &
Dugas (2002) 2& % “AEEFEE~NORMY: (in-
tolerance of uncertainty)” NELZE%2 HIT5H 2
ENTE D,

Schwartz et al. (2002) 3% i #®IR o = A
EERITHIRNT, R EERDDL “EKE (maxi-
mizer)” &, FTEFTOERETFEZI D “WL
¥ (satisficer)” &\ 2 O@%ﬁﬁ‘(‘%ﬁ'ﬁx 74
X L7 Schwartz et al. (2002) &, %5
DFFE L7z BRREEDS, ®%IBRERI ) D REE

ficing)”



94

(BDI . Beck depression inventory) & &7 1E
DM ERL, FBMEMENE (subjective
happiness scale) ZBIERE (life orientation
test) EHELAOHBEABMRERLIEHEL T
W5, Schwartz et al. (2002) 2 & %8R-t
REICELTIE, #Oo»03ErfTbhiTBY
(AE - B&EB - KIE - 29 - T - &6 - 104,
2005 5 BBAT - A9 - Bk, 2006 5 von Helversen
& Timothy, 2006), BE&EE - AE - BIF - KEE -
T EwAE - A (2005) 1%, HAROBR-#%
MEREZREL TV 5,

AWFFEIL, %5 112 Schwartz et al. (2002) @
BER-BUNEZAGRL, HAOKZEZ NG L
LTz, REOFEEZMETAZ L%
HiE Lize BEERS (2005) B Bk FA % Hisk
LCwa2s, FHFOLHHAL 217 72HRITIE,
ELHWICHEROR ) L) B3 b otz T 2
7 WV—TI2 X % Schwartz RIEEDOFAEIE, <5
HicATbhizdboTH Y, MRENHHDEH
bELR B,

B2, HFEMICEELRMECTH 5 A BEKE
(self esteem) (Z{EH L, #HEK, HOFEHMWE
JE, ACZAEL V) SHHEO TVRE, S5 H
CHEEBRRE CPA, 1990, 1993) &iEKR-f4
MR & DBRE BGETT %o

2. F/AE1

B

MR L 72 Schwartz et al.  (2002) @383R-#%1E
REZ VT, KRFEEEZFRICHEZITV, WT
ST & NEERER 2 i L, REORFEFEMEICO VT
Mid$T222HMET S,

7k

RAEMNEE VHERFHLHEEEO 14E4E,
FH139 % THh o7 BT 374, KF 954, i
AT %, PN 19.20 1) o
RAERSHBLIOFR 2007 F 1 HIZ, AL

B2 DFFEFIZ,
A, A AT o

B DOER Schwartz et al. (2002) 12 &
LR E 13THHE, BWRESHE (47181
H) ZFIRL, BADOFEHFIIZ DRV IEHE
(FVADF v ¥ FVER) & BRRED S
L7zst 1ITHHZH Wz KHEEIZOWT, 7
I (B EIEbLv D 1—FEFICEFIRS 1T
THEZ KDz,

E%L

A& g2l L7 (SRA DGR

fEREER
M EFHH
ER-BBNEOF 17 HEIWCE LT, W40
AT o 7z (—fbi/h o, TYu~ v 7 A
#%), Table 112, BR-HMBREICET 2K T4
Wik B2 mTo A2 U —F A b LERTREMED S,
SHWTA D EYTH L LW LA (0RO
FHEX, NEIZ, 3.15, 2.13, 1.49). 3HTI2 X
% HHHEIE, 30.46% TH o720 LT, Table 1
DINY — AATHNCHED T, TR Z IR %,
BINTICAMOBVIEEIE, “BRTLE
TVo b, BIE %D BINERZOHBED o
DOV TIHERZED LI ET57, “BIRT S
LEITWDOY, b LESENEZ L TWELE)
TeoTWizh, MOz nwEES”, “EhaEAT
IFEL Vol LTH, HARBERELELEHITH
Fl voTwZ edbhrdl, JLik) %
ST E” ETHY, B OWFTHL L
ERTE 5, E2/FIX, “MME2THI2LTH,
Mmooz kKo 5", P L TRETE
LW, “ABBEREFEREFLC LD W
HSMC 5720 OMFERRO2 5 T, MEDR
LCAL" HREDEBIZAMIEL, ‘et
DOWRTFTHHEEZOND, 3 HTICAMDE
WIHHIZ, “XEEZELOIZETHHEHLWVLERS,
KANZHE Lo EFEHLZITTH, EBALE
BT B OIERER, BMeHGETEH, ZvwTwn
EPTHEEZT2", " HoWrdrL &, RY
WZRICA - 2% A2 5 01k 55727, “40
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Table 1
Schwaltz et al. (2002) [CKk2BR-BEBREORFIIER
(—fxb=/IN\"8E, 70O~ v o A[OER)
IH H F1 F2 F3 L@k

R. BRI H L EITV0d, BIIL BP0 HRE ) 2o

A E oW A D £ & T b, SANNEEL L
R. BRI DL EFVDOL, DLESEREZLTVWALE) o

T, My zneEH, -0 06 AT
R. &Nz BBAT) TL oz LTH, PILBINEZLE5IC 60 —.05 o6 12

AFL Vo TV ERbRDE, KL LD READT 5. ' ’ ) ’
R AGONEE) EL0oTRRELIREERSLE, Riks o0 0 a8

AV T, HDRINBVDH LTI ENILH 5, ’ ) ) )
AR, WVolzAWRDZS, RY MRV, 500 —.39 —.11 .41
M. 23 5I2LTdH, BolkEDOEEEZRD S, 14 .69 —.08 .50
M. $LTRETEZHIEL v, —-.32 .55 .09 .41
M. ABIBIRZZEBREF LIS . HFWLTE 720 OMFEHRA 08 1 o1 -

ONHET, MELHKLTARD, ) ) ) )
M. GO ERRTER LT T, SsicdvigaekoT o 0

HEESLETWIDIRIMDHATOZ & 75,
M. XEAELDIFETOIHLVERS, KAILE Lo & Fiks®
{7Z20ThH, EBALSITIT L0 KEZ, Wik cd, —.03 —.05 .62 .39
T2 EN FEX %25 5,
Bz L&, RYIZRICA-TRE RO 5013 —E572, —.06 .14 A7 .24
LSOOG EELEI BT ZRESTWDEZAZEMT LT L
<P,
M. fiipz@EREZIZVOY, BICEALT Ty ariELORD
2, OO TERCENARL ) L5, HIRTIEZEZ IRV .33 .24 .28 .24

=5

DETHEZ S,

M. RANOWEOYEE )DL, HLWEL) ZERELLDH 5, .16 .25 .06 .09
M. M CTH, WHEE25 7T L2 A ML THRFE A (ML, 06 16 06 03
HKF, AR—VETFE, R’HORZ 1045 E), ’ ’ ’ )
M. DVD (EF%) 28D 2 DIEARBIZH L v, wWOodhkED— 09 08 3111

KERITH L LTHIT b

M. FLEZBICWAEE, FYy ANV ERAIYWOEZ L, HD
FleBllo L LCwaRHTh, JloFy vz biz —.05 .13 .20 .06
D Eo LPkdDTHRS,

A 2.35  1.54  1.22
53 (%) 13.83  9.08  7.20

) Fho R, M & Schwaltz et al.  (2002) 123B1F 2 H%MERE, BRREZRT,
F7-, Y HEHATH 5,
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EiFLEEIEFEE > TDHE I AR EMT
LIENIL DL RETHY, “EREN O
HTThs LMLz, HTHEAMHEE (Pearson
o, B1-E2RTHT.02, B1-HEIRT
MT.21, F2—H3IWFMT.24 THo7
BWERE 5 HHICE LTI, AFHEOHH T
Schwartz et al. (2002) & FERIC 1 K T4 3 23
Boh, EBEUERR R 3.4 Tho72
Schwartz et al. (2002) OWFZE TILBERREIC
B LT3 W20 S 728, Rk R T-54r
Tld, “mwEMEME & RSN L L2
K F-25HlH E 7z (Table 1 1), WA &E
AP EREw) RERZE LSS, AMORW
WHHE, “mEikiE” WFCc43HE, “FEEEN
W T3HHTHY, BRRNEI12HHH 5HHE
A2 AT O H IR AL - 726

Schwartz et al. (2002) @ {55 #rfs 4 & M
LTSI LLERS E, (1) ALl
W I AT T ICAM OBV 4THE R, 2
HHHF D, Schwartz et al. (2002) D44, %52
HWrexinl, (2) AKREko “ZHET W1
AWM OFEW 3 H X, Schwartz et al.  (2002)
OFE 3T 2HH, H2WT-1HH Exe L7z,
(3) ARAETINTFETICANOKD - 72 5H
H %, Schwartz et al. (2002) @2 KT 2H
H, 3K 2HHE, H4HTF1HBITHIEL,

(@ T™MIRE&LRERHEE

Table 2 |2 FREO R -F-53Hr 5 RAZ 2D W TR
L7z, 3FEE O TN REOFIYME, RS, o
BB ZERT . BIClB_A LI, BWRED

Table 2
BXR-ZBREOMIREDFIE, D, a f
TRRE SD  HHH a

i 4.40 1.10 5 .74
e e 3,77 0.90 4 .55
ERET) 4.56 1.06 3 .40

RENL .74 LD HREEE D o 7208, ISR dE N EE
EEREINIRED affliz e b I 572 (H
2, .55, .40), Table 2 D TR EDEIZ, &
FrEREBHCTHLZMTH D, Tz, Table 312
AL72X 91T, SREMOMBRIEITK,
Schwartz et al. (2002) THhs S N7 BRRE-
BHERER O A B2 IEOHBIBRITR S ko
72

B S (2005) 1%, ABFZE & T ML,
Schwartz et al.  (2002) B3R - 4N B 18 H
HEMRLTRAZIT, W00 28 L7k
REWMELTW2D, HEES (2005) DIHTTIE,
“elgT, EKT, EBIAWT, v YA VERER”
LIz 4 WF2mB sni, “Fx¥ 2
BR WFICAWORE»->2HBIZ 2 HATH -
72h%, 505 WTAHTiE, STHM ISR T
LHHRTHPLEF LwESN TS, F72, KFET
B L72EHE (5 YF0F % ¥ 2 VER) &, 5%
o (2005) OGHHITBIT 258 3 HTFICHEMLE
MPotze L72h3-o T, S (2005) 12X 5,
e, AR, “BEFRAWT o 3HTFIE, A
TIZBIT 5, ki, “wEEET, ERST
D3IHTFEEFITHBLTWELEEZ LI LENTE
%o

IS (2005) dIRMEL T3 L H1T, BIMER
FEOFFMEIZMATE 5KETH LA, BRNE
DOEFEMIIAD EIIEZ R\, Table 11Z/R L7
£ 912, Schwartz et al. (2002) 12 & %EK-%
HEREOHH L, RBDHHET, 13 T
LZEDNWHELDDOBLE N EHMETHLEE
Zbhb,

Table 3
EX-BRED MIRER—OIEEHRE
i I 1o 2R
i
Iz e 2L e .08

FERE T .16 .09




3. #@A&E?

=]

IS (2005) AMERLL 72, HAMGER-#E
REE, Fa (1993) 12X 2O HEEMRRE
AR, *FHC#E) 2w GREZ T, |
FoHTE RO W, REMEZIT). €L T,
RS N TR EMOBREHET L, 512,
HAHEIHTIE & o T, BRRERMISHEZ KT
FTHEHIZOWTHRE 21T o

7k

RAENGE VHRFIAOCHATO 1, 24
K, G155 B ThHo72 (BT 48%, LT 107 4,
SN 19. 02 7%) o

RAERHELICFHEE 2007 4F7 i, L
WL 1T ORI, REEERLL EAN
IERAS, A2

BRI OBE %S (2005) 12X % HAMGE
RK-BMBREOE 16 THH (%4 8HHH) &, P
(1993) 2 X 2 BUHEEMRNE (EMR, xH
CH) 2Rz, PA (1993) OFATHIZRIC X
nE, BOHEEERER, (1) BACZH U
WH), (2) HCEHAMEE 7HH), Q) *
Ei& SWHH) O3 TMREI SR SNL, &
HHEIZOWT, THE (&2 8biwv 11—
FEFICEH LS 17 THEERD .

EREER

(1) BR-BEREICETZ2RFIH

BEEE S (2005) 12 & B HARGER- MR E O
FP16 B LT, Wia&ito7z (T
%, 7u~ v 7 A[E), Table 412, B3RK-#E
RECHETB2RFAIHRERERT, A7) =T A
b RO REED S, SHTIRDEUTHD &
FWT L7z (mldgn o BAfEE, N, 4.22, 2.53,
1.5 3HAFICX B HIAZEIL, 42.38% TH - 720
DF, WyafaE 4D EaidEe LTHREL,
Table 4 D35 — VATHNCHED T, WTHiEE
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BN %0
FEINRFICAMOBVIEE L, “MhrxlAL
B2, EHIDBDIILTWIUZ I ozt I H
HEL DB, “HrLEmETMALZE, )RV
PEmA3d o 72 Rk & & 2 CHRET 2 H D L7,
“REOIEI LEMTD, BHomIcmiEs
LENLW R ETHY, “WEAIZBIT A%
ORTTHhHBrEELEZOND (LT, “#M
A" T EWERLD . 2T, CHETLE -
ZHICHLT, ‘THOTHERP -7 RELE
ABENRIL DB, “ANEIZBWT, ‘HOKIC
2O LTBIFEEP o7 LBIEY T NS
W, K KBRS E et HET R EDIH
HICBMAEL, “AEICBIT %M ORFT
borrEZOLNL (DT, “#&E (AME)” WTL
Wil o 5 3 WTFICRMORVIEEE, “EA LM
RTh, BOTAIL LD, RETLI(TTH
27, “HmERANL, ORICKEEDDLORES
£ LTwas”, “WRErEH LY, WFEE
KT DFITHEHFIIEL T2 2ETHY, B
K OWTFTHDLEEZOND, WT R,
B2 NTHT.47, F1-E 3N T.03,
B2 3ETMT.16 Tho7,

(2 BCETEESREICETIRFHN

P (1993) Ik AHUEEEANE (AT
) O9HBICHELT, RTahziro7:
(EWTE, 7ua~<y 7 ZNiE), Table 512, H
Ol NS 2N TR R E2 R, A
70 —7 A b EFERITEEEDS, SEFPRDR
LThbH LKW LA (Mf=woBEA M, NHC,
7.54, 1.77, 1.59), 3 T2 & % F I,
49.88% TH o7z, LT, WTHama .39 L%
EHE LCTHEL, Table 5 ®/3% — 47512 3E
OWTC, W REEERIRT 5,
BINFICAMOBVIEBA X, “AfErT <
WLWERL D", “DENPFT IR, XAy
LTWa", “fHICELR S THE” BETH
D, P4 (1993) OGHIIBT D “TLEK OR
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Table 4

FERS (2005) [C&DBEFMUER-EEREDAFIIER

(FRFE, 7OV Y I REEE)

TH H F1 F2 F3 @k

R. a2 ALEIC, #)DDICLTVNIEErotwHH

KL< DD .81 .02 .02 .66
R. »50mEMALZE, L)ERVEMEH 72 MiEEEZ % 2 T o - o7 08 67

Bl 2HEDH 5 ’ ’ ’ ’
R. BEOIZWIT LM TD, Ho2RICHEET 2FH21% 0 .76 .04 —.09 .59
R. MEALZBRDPREP oL LTYH, “bo B0 DLHo72 o 0 — 08 o

A EBRSTLE) Z RSN ) ' ' ’
R. BECLESAFICHLT, “THTIERP- RELEE

ML B2 .07 .92 .03 .86

\ A N S ¢ H A

R. AMEEBNT, “HORI) LTBFERP-2" L8CES 0

ZEDVLWn
R. L & X#EoFzlEet )i —-.05 .72 —-.07 .53
M. EALRBIETYH, EOTAHLL LY, RETLZIALATTHD -.11 -.01 .68 .47
M. BmZ#ERRE, DRAICREDOLDEZERIIICLTNS .10 .09 .59 .37
M. WEEMELHHRY, WHEEZERTLIFICEFIEL L0 -.10 -.14 54032
M. BXRIZAYDOLD - ¥ Ly b -HFREE, LZEABRTS  —.04 .00 .53 .28
M. 120b0%EH )12, LR TAHRL I ENSWN .27 L11 .42 .26
M. IO PWiz 3 50, HYEHOWILRINEZEZTHRD .03 —.02 41 .17
R. HOERAWZLES .29 .32 —.05 .19
M. BWHoREHR, iz ERRERMMAL ) EVWEES .24 .18 .21 .13
M. H LMW, WITO/REDEZRE, DRICIHRINERR, S v .01 .00 .29 .09

P 2.66  2.08  1.88
FHE (%) 15.67 12.24 11.08

#) KHOR, MBS (2005) (2B 2 HMRE, BRRNEZRT,
TFIZHIE L CTwWab, %2@% “HA DB FFEICHADLIENTEL ETHY, Fh4

BZ LD EEHITHRZ TS aﬁ T HEE
WO bOD R GEERIEE)”,

WY FATWSE” ZETHY, Fh (1993)
DHFHCBT S “HOFEBWREE" ORF IS

“fHEZE D o T

LTwa (BUF, "HOE%EB W Emid). %3

HFICAMOEWIER I,
ﬁﬂflhfu\

Exwﬁﬁ%iﬁ
“Har ke ) ot E KuNc Table 6 1
“H% @Ewk A{HHENE D 6%%0@

(1993) D4
IBLTWwb, WT-HMEE, E1-%2WTMT
.53, H1—H3IWFMT.31, H2—
T.30 THotlo

BIFs "HEZE" OWFITHN

3 'FERFF&RFFF%EI%

% 3 T

FRED TGRS I D W TR

Lt,6ﬁﬁ®TURE®$ﬁﬁ,

PRIER 2, o
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Table 5
BCEERBRECHERFAER (ERFE - 7OV v U X[0Ex)

H H

F1 F2 F3 @k

AERTTCELVWEKL S
DENPTONLRL, AAvELTWS
A 250 Ch %
HSZOUDOWEEETWDE LKL S
i & OLBTYRITIY HA TN S
DZZAPLELWERRZ LAWY
DG EIEDSD THW»
HOO#EZ»rRZ L) LERITRZTVD
VEHMIZHEE WD 000w
FEZE D o T D ATV S
ROEVADHY, RIAH TS

ARYBIZHGTDR Y 72T EDMA L D50 5 7\

HaoRWEZ —ERaiidZ) £ LTwa
HOOME2 REIZZTF AR TN
B3 7% ) Otk 2 RENZ LT 5

.74 .20 —.13 .60
.69  —.06 L1 .49
.65 —.17 .25 .52
.60 —.17 .34 .50
.60 .26 .07 .43
.48 .25 —.28 .37
.44 .21 .01 .23
-.12 .85 .17 77
-.11 .67 17 .50

.13 .59 .07 .38
.39 .59 —.06 .50
.05 .58 .06 .34
.13 .46 L1 .24
.04 .11 .71 .51
.04 .27 .64 .49

HAEORWEZABEWEZIABHVOFFICHDLIENTES .30 —.02 52 .36

IR ) DANEDRDH > TH VW E-H -.10 .12 .39 .18
TEREZKRL S .56 45 —.13 .53
HOOHELRZ NP TWLERZ S .36 .28 .07 .21
S 3.34  3.08 1.72
53 (%) 17.56  16.23  9.07
) daiEIEH AR,
BEE TR, BEES (2005) DF — % & ARHAKE Table 6

REHBWRELRIBICERT 2 &, PFHHIL, %
RE, BRREDIEIZ, 4.64, 4.80 THYH, K
TG R L ATITEE L v

T (1993) O F— % 2 ARH ARG L i
BIGICEW T 2 L, REEOFHMIL, FTEFEBER
B, ACEIRE, ACZEREOIRIZ, 3.17,
3.22, 4,06 THY, HOHCHRRED 3 M
DTFRMRETRTIZBWT, AHFHEHEDNHF
VT4 TR FAICEWEEZ R LTS,

Table 7 1%, 6 FE¥HO T AN B OH R %
RL72bDTH %, BRRE—RM WEA) REE

EX-#BRECECEERAREO MIREOTIE, 5, affl

TRERE P sp HHE o«

i (MA)  4.01  1.32 4 .86
i (NA4)  4.87  1.37 3 .84
FER S 4.71  0.93 6 .69
eI K 4.45  1.04 7 .84
HO%EH 4.1 1.21 6 .86
HOZ% 5.17  0.94 4 .73
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Table 7
EX-ZBRELSBCEERHRRED MIRERBHEBEIRE
S YN #im (N4) SERS Fe Iz HOFEH
#®ilE (HA)
HiE (NA) . 38**
SER3 .06 .15
prEIR — . 21%* — . 41** L 26%*
HO%EH —-.21* -.13 L42%* .60%*
HOZ% — . 22%* L 25%* L 38** L 46%F L 48%*

*p<.05, **p<.01

M, JBSRRE—f&M (NE) RERM, BCEAR
Bt (N4 NEMOMBRKIEEETIER
o l2hy, FNUSO 12 HOMBERKIEETH
BETh o720 MAED . 4 DL OFE R MERE
X, % (ANE) RE-FTFEERER (—.405),
ERNE-HOEBENER ((421), HEEBRR
FE— FEBNER (1604), HOUZAENE - #E
ERER (1460), HOZARE-HCEBRE
W (.477) THRLHNI7,

FEm Cik 72 £ 912, Schwartz et al. (2002)
1, BRREPBERESCH ) DRELHRERIE
OMBERER L, FBINEREREREBIER
ELARLAOHMBEKRERLIZEHmE LTV S,
Eiﬁ%ﬁwtiﬂ%'%§2®%%,ﬁﬁﬁﬁ
EBRBREOMRIIZIFEMETH -7 I 51T,
Lkﬁﬁiﬁ%@,aa%ﬁ HOZ#HO 3 NE
(HOCHEEBRREOTMRE) Oof4 L HER
EOMBEBFREZ DD LR ENS (Table 7%
Mo B S (2005) 1F, ERRNEEE BHERED
MR, 20THho72HELTED,
Schwartz et al. (2002) 12 & % 5EATHFZE(Z &5
W TIE 2V

(4) ELwEoH

REHMBEORRE 5 E 2T, BRRERHE
AR E L, &M (NE) RERGN, HOEEHR
REERR, HOZERERNO 3 D2 ML L

L72EMRSMOET NV ZHRE L. ZOETIV
TlE, LELo 3 20MVEK%E 5L 5 REOR
RS, REEMMBIREZE 5 F 2 72 AHE R % K
B L7z T ORE, BEmEEREZ, i
(NE) RE (B=.28, p<.01), HOEHRE
(B=.34, p<.01), HUZAHENE (8=.32, p<
.01) ODFTRTIEBVWTHETH Y, 320M7
EBRDH B, MxIC, HOEHNEIERNE
WD KRELREZRIZLTWAZ LR
720 Amos 12 & 5 ERJGESHT OF5HR %, Figure 1
RS, ETFVOMAEEIREIRTFTH -7 (12
=1.51, df=2, p=.47; GFI=1.00, AGFI=
.96, CFI=1.00, RMSEA=.00, AIC=39.51),

’

4. MEBRESERDRE

AWgecit, WA 1B W T, Schwartz et
al. (2002) Jé:‘@%?&'fﬁ)ﬂfﬁ@ﬂ%ﬁﬁfi%ﬂiw
RIEORBHEMEZRH L. ZOME, #ERED
fETEVE IR T & 7247, BRNEOFFEME TS
TRV e L, #&2 TR, BB
(2005) 12X % HARKGER-#MmNELFEA
(1993) 12 & 2 HTH & BN EE o BIAR % 5 nl i
G E o THREI L7z 25, il (N4) RE
e, HOEJIRERS, BUZAERNERND 3
DOAGERN I IEDOREE RIFT 2 LA
Iz,

3
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Figure 1. IEX-&EBRELBCHESRMRED MIREERERICET 2ERBIIER

—%, ZRMERRECBVT, AHMREL
HEA & 3 L 72 IR B 22 STIRBD A 28, am4E, W
o HRVWEENRTW S (Tsuzuki & Guo,
2004 ; #BEE - BAIE, 2006a) o fRFN 7 SCIREY R &
LT, WH%E (attraction effect : Huber,
Payne, & Puto, 1982), FWPERIH (similarity
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