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(" VERI RSB, BK 400715) (P VAR A AR S A A BFGT PG, TTBH 214426)

RAEAT R T 45 42 T s AN BanE i AR IE L. A B =03 RS A B Sz 28 B R
15, PSP I G A T T A R T SE R XA A A ST s A IR AT A 45 30 A RF AT TS, LIRS ix
Bk, o8 | RATEA T 4 ZATEE 5%, SR ER . OFERMER L, & I AAZHANERARE, ©
e R E = vl W A NI = IV =B 2 DO U A R e R T =i 15 2 DO B LI DR A e 3 S k= ST
MR TR 4. 5T 2 RSN RIE % Simon 1155 (extrinsic affective Simon task, EAST), Z53R &8 . OFF &
WrEbR b, 7R 5 B RAE SR B AT, & AN B LA EAST 40 80%F W 22 57, fEUE B R4
T, SANBAMNESUN EAST S8R & TIUAA; Fiad k. MERERMAZMET, SAA &AM
EAST 704034 0 3 m TARGr 4 . @QFER R4 b, @ IS AA A ZESARE . BRE, W4T

FEMYEE R S T PSR

MNAS; ARERG AR BURE S R

B&48

1 [ 4

AN A ST A RTE B O D BT 8 21 (1 LA
AN AR T 1) SO B 25 6 M 0 A CBRPE B A8
FROE, 4R A . DAES . DATE. A
RIEFA NI IR B RV, BAEE, 2008).
I A ST ARSI IEAR T 2 — . AL AR IETE
AMRTE [ O o T 38 2 (1) A A A7 5 % R n) 8 e
YR AL HE A~ N5 N BR A 5 T 0 sk sz pE L F28h
PE . THUEYE . RIS TERIFCESE 10 Fhgs R a—Fp
ZEATER ARSI R, n] U E RIS AR [ 57
FIA N AL T H LB, B A HE, 2006, 2008),
TR 5 SO Ak i J R 0 B A o R, R B
FA Y Sy . ST IR E SOk TP B S A
FRAE ARG IE, MRAREEIS, 2t —RIWF o A48
R T A SE ARSI 10 FREBT (B2 F, 2010), 3X 10
PR BT S BT 7 Y LR AT R 46 ] (behavioral
dispositions) . ANizE, {CMAT A 1) T 4 225 1 A A 1)

Wk H #9: 2011-06-13

AT AR B R Al R U R A& A TR SR AR 11, A7 i
M e I H 5 245 i T8 W) (processing
dispositions) s J& A& 72 4t 1Y 55 22 40 WL 73 (Mischel
& Shoda, 1995). FARTEAARBETE BT 82 L, T3k
% (processing dynamics) 5 47 A {5 [1] (behavioral
dispositions)— FL & W Fl A0 B 3% 4+ i BF 52 B ), {0
2 3K PR AP HR 1) 2 0] DA @il A ) (Mischel & Shoda,
1998) 5, RIE NS 4R T A IA 5155 28 hin T AL
22 BT ARSI T i — D EH )y W KAt
TN NS R SIAA L A4 R R B Y], i,
Markus (1977)# %5256 7 46 oR T MEAEE S
A B AR —20n A IR K, JERAMES T
5\ BRI — 2005 S IR PR R T — Bk
UV (trait-congruency effect; [E/1E, B, 2005);
XoF 1 248 Fl 4 9 1 BN B A R B R A O
T.[H 2 (Dandeneau & Baldwin, 2004; Leary, Tambor,
Terdal, & Downs, 1995); X 1F 41 25 14 i A5 w] )
5 A0 P DI R (T g 1, I, LEeisE, 24540,

* ER A RBEIEEIUE (30900396) . S AL SE AR 55 3% — A T H (SWU1109070) Al 211 A% [ 5 3 5 2 BR i i |

(NSKD11026)%% il .
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2008).

BEE S ANASIFFE I HERE, BT 2IRA L2
#AY [ L AR N 5 15 45 B JT (cognitive-
affective units), DA 5 4 M gt B 5 IR A 58 A
SENHE BRI RE SRR B, BR[| T A
A B BRE 1) DR AP A TR 3R iR i (B 2 1, 2010)
C 2 T IANTE (B, 201 DAY RE, AR
7 S 0 A RE A A 0 5508 48 AL ) 8 AN T
o RATE SRR 02 B ST AR RIARIERIT
XA IR AR IREE A gl R AR 2% AT S
TN TN & 22 —(Mischel & Shoda, 1995), #i
Pt o NAS FRIG (R A, ST, 25725, 2006), Xf
HF AT S ) R 2 B A 4 A A 1 B A F
R, L NS TR A fa 4 AAS BB 227 TR itk
ATLLACR, XF AR AR R ARt 5 AR S R
IR H 37 A Y SRR o AR IR T AT DA,
H K | Ath A K (other-schema) FILXT A1 -4 1)
B AR AT REJZ: FH a7 AA& B B ZA M 3R

ERPN T TE TP NIERVAS PN TNERVATRE %N
JrE, AP RERNEN AR, A5 A KA
AL MABEX KR BRT LRSI H AN, IAH
MANBE B IRE XA ARG LT LA
B, ARBOANBEAMEZOCEAE, ZBRM,
2004), I HS R BTE H RS S H IR A O, Bl
IR R BT — BPE RN R R B S A 3R OCHR Y
FERNZ—. B, A AEEN S ARG
FEYVI(HAEE, HEH, 2004; HUFH, 2010).

AR A 3R AT LA ) A B SR 4] 53 (3 A i
B, 2004), AN RN NA FEZES AR
P =X BRI - TH IR 4B A O, FT A A AR Y 1 R[]
AR AT R A B 37 A 00 FRAgE R ) 8 2N L
il —o EAEBR AR R, H—, By AR
M T 0 FRAEERR B9 WL A5 B 22 2= E ATz A
Al gl B3R BRAE A IR AE SRR 1 3R E X
)RR AT 38 5 A A O BRAER R 1) AR R 2 — B
9835 O 28 I — S fadt B AH O i A A& 5 5T 5 1
s ) B R (A s . HIRVEN . AR
FAE . AFREEOMC . Bl AW LM, e
Ji (Reed & Derryberry, 1995; Robinsona, Odea,
Moellera, & Goetz, 2007). PlJ# (loneliness; Frankel
& Prentice-Dunn, 1990) . %k & #K§#i (sociotropy;
Dozois & Backs-Dermott, 2000)/ & BA JH % )
HIRE, 2N Hm TER e ARG E .
ey A Fe B = 4R o B2 SRR AR (Bosson,

Swann, & Pennebaker, 2000), 5=, Ul AT, R
s ft 4 A% HE (WA HESE, 2006), N FH 3L %
SRR AIREEA G, H, F-IHR AR E
3 OB Ay i TRt SR A O i A R 3R 500 B i
[ 9 22 I K 3 2 — (Dozois & Backs-Dermott,
2000; Mor & Inbar, 2009). P A58 8 K] 27 4R
KA NHASLSBEM-ER N AREX R, BE
ISR AR : SN N H S IR N A LA A
FEATRWARE ). TREZERE, RITE%
FKH (HDFEEA NASLER) A G [ 3R
R )4 (Z I G 28RO B AW R B 2
HAYRRAE, FFEARHE T 25 08] A0 22 2 B th 91 00 4l
3 R AR IR TE AR R PR TR 2% 289 44 KA
AT T A BRI 4 S N A SLRERT 5
G ag B R] A e 2 0 2 B IEAR O, A 3 RS
N SRR S T R A AR 2 W I O OG . X —
SR SRR TR 1o T RBE AR DG,
AT iR R 1, AT T LA
AL

n EArR, Br T AHRERX, SPAASIEATRES
NI OG0 A A SR A I 5 AH EARR 1) 1A
REBH, 2010), AEATFFE L IE RN B L5 B
PNBRZZAEA O, ik Sepfiss K8, A 3 Fii- A
AR 54 & X RA B ENIEMCE RN, A
558, 2011) . 5 NBRRIBCA B 0 SRR O (% 4,
2011), AN ESLFT AR Bk B A BB
ST (LU, HEARE, 2011), B A9 Al A B AR
ALRESE AN N A S 5 R B9 R 32 A1 AR B &R 19
HhlZz—, BT, £—, CANRERMBA
B2 52 AR I N BRAS A, B andE R 56 3R B 5K
(relational schema)J 2PN, A E S5
TR FE AL 2 1 B b 095 B T 07 =R N bR A2 AR
(Baldwin, 1992), [A]ff &5 MR R F 2 H AR Al
#t 2 17 R % 4t £ T BE A 5¢ (Salmivalli, Ojanen,
Haanpii, & Peets, 2005), 55—, 1 I prid, #3454
S NS B (B A HE SR, 2006), N H W% 5
WA NS BEA . b, B aY A B Xk ] g
SN H AL 50 BE AR SC Y ) —IAHE R . KR
TH A 14 Al Nl = 2 A A g 3 i e = g o 2 A
# 4> (Garety, Kuipers, Fowler, Freeman, &
Bebbington, 2001), 4 # & =X J& A A F 0 2 5
B o PRI, AN A SLAR AT RE S v] DL i R - T A Y
il NI SR SZm R R . Bz, DA H AR AT fig
5B - T A At N A 06, AR I S AR
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JE R NN B SLE RS B S R TR AR
Wiz 2). AL, MR B X AR Z 02K,
AW T FRAE T — A, B SR LRFE R E
KEIFA T BN

BRI R N NS S S R s e ain)
() 2k B BRI 25 5 . lan, BFE A 3R PEA RIS
(temporal self-appraisal theory; Wilson & Ross, 2001)
AR AR 23 W2 A B () 28328 7 2 2% 1 3R (distant past
selves), B4 I WA 5 H F (recent past selves).
FHOCHIF SR A il R AR T 3 2 A FR A IR L RAE B
F& I M (Wilson & Ross, 2001) ., 3E— & (HF5¢
(Kanten & Teigen, 2008) A5 H T 2L 25 5 . A
Xk B AR OL T EAE, XFELFE A IR
Tid k., REEENIRB AR, MEXTIAE QIR
PR E B IR AP Tt 25 B FRAR OB TR, 1 A g,
2000). >k H #1284 B 7 T B9 (Ersner-Hershfield,
Wimmer, & Knutson, 2009)if & ¥, 7EPEMITIEH
T AUKE SR |1 FR Y B i 2 A ) i s $0H (8] (rostral
anterior cingulate, TACC)JIKIIGAE LT, DA
Wrdg AT A 3R A9 1B LA AN R B3R5
(Y — SOk 2 2 40 3 R 1Y EE 2 & (Rogers,
1961). [AIEF, R AFAY F IR —PE 2 R 70 38 g R
EANNERNESHN R, SR sl DOk, FER
[B] 4% FE iy B 3 BA IE W[ 89 A — 2k 5 A e A
KRR Ty R Fp O BRAR R o AN N 7SRRI 0 3 g Rl
ARG ER, PIRT DA 7RIS [ 4E B2 b aE ], —
Homy A FRECR SN A B LA T g R 5 —
ANARE S . BRI R R . m A AN B SLE
£ BTE . ARR AETRIZERE Y 3R E S R
HICH] & 22 = (% 3)

AMRBYFR N5 N BRI HIA = A 7R 25 = 1Y,
PR A~ AR A1 S ) B FR RN At A TS S  BR ) B R RN
N A AT REAFAE 25 570 R 1 T 4 T b A 0 A
FERIBRE, PSS AP B PR A T T 3 ) i T RN S i
T AR MR — RSN B H IR 0 5 ORI
B AN S, ST 0 SR R B S
FE RN 25 Simon 1T 55 (extrinsic affective Simon
task, EAST)Fe it 4 3 PA B iy (B R At N\ (81 =X

2 WF5E—: PABAMNS/NERATR
=, i AE R R

21 A%

211 ik 60 HIERARME, M ANANEIA

A4S 30 %4 Hd, MAASLEHAE B E

1BA, ZAE1TN, RaHaH4E 14N, 16 A
it A w0 AE IR I 7E 18~25 ¥ Z [B] (M£SD=
21.66+1.62 %), £iFlF, M8 EA I ES, 5
B 25 5 AR AT — R

BT B, R (F 4
A NBASLER) X 256 Z 1R K A4 EF TR A,
MRS AR FEER K2R 189 A 14
RRECHFDEZE A SRR ) AR, AL,
2008, 2009)1)—A~4r R, WE AN, DAE
g MATHUE . D ARIEFA AT AYERE, 15
30 15 2R A SRR T KT B, AT AT R
BABIEE S8E . fTEARREAES, 2% 5 414
FEH) Cronbach's o RE4l/Z 0.75. 0.71, 0.67,
0.70 A1 0.60. 55—, TH5H1% 189 4 K¥FATE (F
AEEEAS N AR ) W5 ANHEEE B R34
PR 5 (z 5080 85 =20, B TARIEA N S &5
HFML T REE 315 30 Sk, TEDANHES 5
MYERE ERIIR S ARIE S B K T-0.6 1Y 41 A8
W, AN N AL 5 ANYGERE BY S D e B A0
ik A5 sr s i 30 APl dl; NEEASA
A7 5 AR Ao bR ifE 7 505/ F 0.6 114 39
AR, FEA N B SE 5 AN R R4 PGS & 1
5 Bk 35615 7 SR (IR A 30 24 BRI A . t A5
N, A ERE N N B S S AN LS R
R T, p<0.001. MU, HIEK RIS
SEa s
212 R SR 2x2x2x3 EZREREGH
it gl AR HQ K MAASE
ST SN H LA o 21 A4S B IR AU (2 A
K BRSHEE, WEMXTLRQ MK AFKRS
fll N, PRI (3 A KF) : FLAERT  BAE S AR .

PRI AL g oAy 3k A s I s T) 5 A S
213 #E 24 DAKIEEI, NS HERAE
XTHY 12 TR SR, Bk A SEHT A RIS FE GBI,
WA EE, 2000),
2.1.4 SEIGFERFE K E-prime 8K0F 4 ) 00 FE P AE
THEAL F S S . SEgET, TR AL
AL 5 Z AR RHE R I T3 BBk
(1 44 AR AT AP . EBCR S — 148 318
15 Bh At R R S 5 R AN ik AR BRI OE SRR AT,
R AR S AL T 25 2, H B A 5E
AR TSI

IERLIR R, RO E SRR
5500 ms, ZJ5BEEE ORI AN AR TE 25 (n
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BRI, BfH L 2B —A IR ] 5 X 4
B TR A (AN BRAE 1 3R), B 1A 55 2 R T B LS
T R S ] DRI 5 v 52 B A A TR 25 3] D 4 s
[i1] 55 % G 480 B 1) 1) 28 09 4 45 R B (81 dm <At ik 1Y) 4F
AR R RRE), IR Y 1~4 BT
AT . 4 FoRAEERT G, U FRIEE AL
o VR, R EEBARTN A, —4 trial
S
RABARE IE LR h 2 A 144 > trial (3
ATPEH I ]2 AN TR X 52 <24 A AHETEZ51) . 6
ASPEH 8] 5 5% A BB TR ZH(3 AN PR IS x2 A
TEM X5 5 24 S A IE 2511 BB AL 2 2H
22 #R
221 RMNEBZITER e AN ESLATE
AR AEREE xR A A R ) TR R ] A
J N BEAT T ARG, EARGESR L 1.
XTI B AT T3 (PRI ] . ARG . BRAE

HAERE) < 2 P4 AR, b A) x 2 GEAL
e B, T x 2 (B A AN A4
AN N Sr 4 3 200 F 7 25 0 . AR R B,
PEA B[] A = 80% B, F(2, 57)=57.10, p<0.001;
PR XF G2 0 30 B3, F(1, 58)=4.71, p<0.05; A
B B 2508 S8, F(1, 58)=7.403, p<0.01; ¥
WXt % . VRO I ) R o 4 ARG 52 EVE B, F(2,
57)=3.46, p<0.05. i, XFPEAM T4 BFla) M o4
1) 28 AR FH 04 155 BN o0 B & B RS [6] PE A X
SABTRIAERE TS, & AR B S 2/ SN B 34
AR E2ES . i, RN L, NAA
G SR IT R W B W 25 S, AR Al AR
M ESIFARRARFR T OCHEME A, HIA
ek — 25 43 7

222 RMEFEMFITHER & DA
FE A I AEBE B FR L Al R R AR ] -5 9 A 1)
() N S RHEAT T fiiRgeit, HARZE R 2,

x1 FEEHTES. RMABILAMREEERSEIT (ns)

U 7] TH AR 1R
U PEHE] EE:4 [LYN EE:4 [LUN
M SD M SD M SD M SD
A fU S 3294.75 263.48 2936.13 247.02 3417.75 215.25 2578.10 159.60
RN
: Jjéﬂ A 2295.16 173.72 2313.56 186.44 2485.67 245.61 2837.21 228.67
ok 1977.35 125.23 2016.22 159.55 2318.01 161.91 2155.36 133.74
BURP S 2965.47 226.32 2980.83 273.35 3076.08 210.07 2667.46 269.87
KA~ AA
sl BAE 2224.40 161.05 2000.77 172.08 2249.26 141.94 2339.74 144.81
VR
sk 1789.86 140.07 1819.34 146.08 1875.01 144.66 1912.82 135.58
T2 AEAEHBTE. BMABITEHMNENERFHRSEIT
b ] TH A 1R
S PEHRHE] EE:4 il X EE:4 fl N
M SD M SD M SD M SD
N T2k 3.20 0.05 3.03 0.08 1.83 0.06 1.93 0.06
BAAE
o AR 3.20 0.06 2.91 0.05 1.88 0.07 2.03 0.08
sk 3.31 0.07 3.02 0.05 1.99 0.07 2.10 0.07
ECES 2.98 0.04 2.87 0.06 2.00 0.05 2.10 0.05
wAANA
o A 2.94 0.04 2.88 0.04 2.03 0.05 2.08 0.05
ok 3.11 0.04 2.89 0.06 2.05 0.04 2.20 0.05

XTSI S AT 3 (PRI ] . AR . BAE
FAFEE) < 2 GFIX 4 B3R AN x 2 (R B AT
B, TR x 2 (Bl s ANALdl . I8
N B H)WE WG 2500, a5 R &M, PR
B IR B SR 0 B3, F(2, 57)=19.85, p<0.001; BEM
M FRN . E, F(1, 58)=8.33, p<0.01, Xf {4 Fk

B9 PE A 10 S 24 K2 45 4% (M+SD=2.54+0.02) 8. # &
Tt B IF A (M£SD=2.50+0.01), p<0.01; Z&
Y RN B3, F(1, 58)=381.92, p<0.001; ##r54>
AT B3, F(1, 58)=7.41, p<0.01,
XT3 20 %) 28 ELAE 2R AT 185 B0 0 43 A
RI, YRR, SN BT SRR
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(M+SD=3.11+0.04) &}, # = T~ A A 3741 (M+SD=
2.9540.04), F(1, 58)=10.65, p<0.01; 4% JH MM id
PEM I, WA A B S 4L P 55 2 (M+SD=1.96+
0.05) 1 & B 3 (K F KA A A 57 41 (M+SD=2.08
+0.05), F(1, 58)=3.37, p=0.07, X#&/R, & . KA
A r % [ 3 LA RN PEM R A E 22 5, H
SETE R S5 T S .

B A VRN XS G RN B TR] 9 28 ELAE
JEREE, HICAGETT b P AS 5T SR AL 43 B
), HSER T EAR T e . AR N B S HTEAN
SIS AR 0 2 5 A AT DA T G A ARG 5 3 TSR
B, SR IEAT T RN 44T . SR E I, XA
VEAR BT, B T 7EK R s Al o i, & . IR A A
S 2R SRR ELEAN, F(1, 58)= 0.42, p=0.52, 1EH:
45l 45 A B R s A N SE LR B 3R PN
HEGh S W E R T AN AL, FEXHB AT
B, ANAE L I AR R T, AR N SR TR
S B ERTEANNEA, F(1, 58)= 4.23, p<0.05,
FEH A A A S5 T 3 T0 26 25 5
2.3 g5

TESV I FEFR b, TEA RS IR 1 ¥R &
Wi AR N ASLAATE B 257 . TRV F R
b b, JHGERERBR S5, B N B S AR
D NEHSEAPTER BRI R . 4. TR R
SAVEAT I [R] 39 22 BAE HI (AR BAE IEA
)0 T B O 43 AT W i — 20 R, TE4E K 2805k
R B AN B SR [ AP D 2 s 2
HE TR N A S AH AT 25 i TE A 3R] T
1w, RSN AU B PEN SR A B E K TR
ANNHEEH . AT, BF5E 1 A4S REEA S HE T %
1, ¥4 SRS 2[R, #F9E 1 B8R R,
N ALY [ 3 P U SR e 4 E R, HoG
W2, HF TR 3.

H T A0 2 B 5T 45 2 52 B At 2 BV RN 45
PRI 2R 52, [ Bp A4 B P B AR o 5 9 dd o B
R AT a8 HI, 25900 T RS
2, N BE A BEE— B 5 s AR N H ALY
EE A EEW PN EE P =2, 8

3 MR SN SHNER AT
K E N PN WP
SRR L Simon {155 W\ P K ff BE SRR

RSN B SR BRI A A AT 5
De Houwer (2003)7E P4 F2 ¢ A8 I % (implicit

i

association test, IAT)AJFEAY [ A& J& 1 >k A9 & P 5
SRR SR TT Ik TEPRHER) BAST SCRFEFPHh,
S U6 b R 4 A 1) CRRUARE 1] 9 AR 3R] ) X 2 1)
(P e e 000 P B A X R R am P A 2K A
WA AR, XG0 IR A (g R gk ) 2
B, S AT 45 2k 2 4H (practice  block) A i £ (test
block) >8> o kT A PIABrBL, 7R —1Br
B PR 1), SR K R BT 5 B0 A S A 1)
(P68 ) 250 A 28 CREVRE B8 T 4 ) A8 e 5 s 1o (497
Fic FEE JHE), L 2 R R AR R e A B R
PR B AR T B B A = X, Bl TR
PN F S SOE A (Fan J 8. 7RSS A
BA IS G, BRI X G 18] i B (A T
BB, BN E s AR (F B . SR IH B
HOBCESF A o XA, T RAB B R, #ok
BhHE ST T B RPN [6] A 1 A Sk RN (extrinsic
response), H[J i i # BB B4 7= AR 04 A ok BRI I g
(extrinsically positive response) 138 i % 78 #¢ 4 r=
HE AR T AR SV (extrinsically negative response).
[ FsF, R BRI A B S B A T B AR AT A 1 A1
S SN M (extrinsic response valence) . 24 #%8 %F F
PXT G2 0 TN B S BE R BB, A SR RRUR, sz oz 568 2 A
BRI, X IR Sy e HLR R AR
S R AN AR AR R, 93k s o7 B LA i o
o YR P X G2 0 N B B T AR A, T IE
U5 2Z AR . AT UL, FE S T RO PEA X S 1 Ab
AR SN 1) B g B e L AR RIS, B ARk
TH A S 1) 5 7 B K B4 15 4 i It 130 W 1A
XFIZ VT X G2 09 PN B 28 B ARG B AR o B B (Y 4
bR, WA R SN B T A SR RN S5 7 Fisf B
A SR TH A S5 R 5% 38 R T A ke BRI S i ) A 1R
TG, BB Z N A BN RS R
Z DU R R A TR N BRASEE . , AT
DL A A T8 W 5 I 1) sz vy s % s a5 8 0 2 A0 o R
IS 8 I % B B8 152 8 1 254 i EAST 23007 1 53
. EAST PBUNIE, RUIRIEH X5 A B S
R, A R T AR

31 FH#*

311 #ik  [FSEE—. FEMIR LR LR AR R
1 AN, DA g il 57 et 20 PR A S g6 1] i AH 5
T4k

3.1.2 EWRIT R 2x2x2x3 MERRIRAGK
Tho MRS AR HE DK DSANE L
FHENNHSART L . HNAS T R R SO R
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2 MK BS WM, PER XL ~KF): B
TEMNA, FENEFEIG AKE): T2 BE SRR

PRI AR B kg S 7 Bsf A R R
3.1.3 MRl S APBH AR R IR R SR PR
MR (E )M E A B EAST 5% (De Houwer,
2003; De Houwer & De Bruycker, 2007) /it . H
PR IR R ) HEBH | faRE . RIE . fig
PR, TR R R, B B ES . SR
PRI R B STRIE U S E AL [EUS IO AN
Pigrmdk . kA, DatHC). BE A KA
M. YT, HEAC. YTHCD). ¥k
A RN, DEMIER. Bkac. UEHA
COLU Rt B AR G 2 i . DARTAO b . 2 254t
A LRI A) . BRFEAM AR (BRAE At . 24T AS At
BAEMA . 24 A )RR AR CRE R A . LA
JEE L CKERAA . LUR ).
314 SKIREF LI Gk H A A P
Wy GAIHABMWAIE: ARG S
VAUROE STI5 ey s IS

Y5 > 45 — B B 1 U 18] 43 2 25 2T 1 52
B AR . DREAT 5T RS BUEOR i A
ER—DEAEN, 2HEEY 750~1000 ms (b
Bl)o 2)5F BARIER), SRR I8 18 A i iE AT 4%
SRR, DG RRMG R F BT RN, X T AR IR
T OSREIEAT RO o A A e Bl S I R ] Y 2
RIS ]I 4000 ms W B ShBke 3 —Bf . 3)ank
B ST 1, T2 LT @R X500 27>, 1ER X
Mo HEL EREE 1 & 3, HERNBEMSE 5%

o A iR EREHL R B 2 Wk, FEA 24 4 trial,

G AME I BOR R AXT R K5, K
5 R im0 2 4 R A 8, XAET
HF 1 €8 B RN TR R 4 R £ B X G ], SR gl
PR B AT RN, RO (o di F AR (aR T4, Sr(n
Fie TSR F 8. A X G inlER LA 5 gk (B AL
FEE 1R, A 48 4 trial,

W 1Y S 96 7 ¥ 5 R ] G SRR — 3, X
S T TR RUR 26 G2 i TR A — R4 TR
P0G 5% % LA BB (0 75 55 24 BE ML b 52 B 1 €80T A0 35
OB O G0, BRSO e s S N . BRI A
XP 4R (3t 24 AHERLAE R SR A BENL A 2B 13K,
48 Y A B IR 12 MR 2B 2 ik, 3
24 W, I, BREIA 72 A trial, WL Y 52
WE MR, 3 144 A trial, MR AL TIT IR Z
A 4 AN RVERZR 0], KGRI AP T, 1E
[N (A AN = IVak R B SR SRR S UL AW 230 S W i
Wl FORE, SREindl TR, 5Nk i A
AR T B, SRR F O
32 #2R
321 RMEMFITER XL IET R
R NIRRT T 211, S REE A W5 (De Houwer,
2003; Greenwald, McGhee, & Schwartz, 1998)H1 1}
BEab By, RN KT 300 ms (9L 300 ms i,
T 3000 ms AYLL 3000 ms i+, XFEr . AR AA AL
HAE = AR BxF A 3% fth AT B SRR
S RGNS T A B g ) S L s 6 AT T iR g, B
IREEH L 3.

£33 FRFHTE. KRMANBILBERRINRR N L BSB89 R 41 (ms)

AN A AR S I; Ak T B S
e AT A3k il A EE:7 LPN
M SD M SD M SD M SD
A FUS 628.15 18.36 648.91 14.09 652.44 14.64 670.33 15.52
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Abstract

Interest in the relationship between personality and the self has a long history. Prior studies showed that

individuals have trait-congruency self-schema and that some health-related personality traits are related to

positive or negative self-schema. Other-schemas also are important and related to mental health. However, few

studies have focused on the relation of personality, self-schema and other-schema.

According to previous studies, self-schema and other-schema are assumed to be the cognitive units of

personal self-support. Specifically, the present study presumed that the self-schema and other-schema of high
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personal self-support people would be more positive than those for low personal self-support people. Two
studies were designed to test our hypotheses by explicit and implicit experiments, respectively.

Sixty undergraduate students selected from a larger pool of 189 students were invited to participate in the
two studies. The high and low personal self-support groups both had 30 participants, respectively.

Study 1 used the adjective-rated task to explore the relation of personal self-support, self-schema and
other-schema at the explicit level. The results revealed that there were no significant different between high and
low personal self-support groups on reaction times. The rated grades for positive adjectives in the high personal
self-support group were significantly higher than those in the low personal self-support group. In addition, the
rated grades of high personal self-support group for negative adjectives were marginally significantly lower than
those for the low personal self-support group.

In study 2, the relation of personal self-support, self-schema and other-schema were examined at the
implicit level using the extrinsic affective Simon task (EAST). The results showed that EAST reaction time
scores on past self and future self in high personal self-support group did not significantly differ from
comparable scores in the low personal self-support group. EAST reaction time scores on present-self, past-other,
present-other, and future-other for the high personal self-support group were significantly greater than for the
low personal self-support group. There were no significant differences between the high and the low personal
self-support groups on EAST error rate scores.

Overall, our hypotheses were supported in both studies. This suggests that individuals with high personal
self-support have positive self-schema and other-schema, whereas individuals with low personal self-support

have negative self-schema and other-schema.

Key words personal self-support; self-schema; other-schema; positive schema; negative schema



