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B=

SRENE IR IHE RO D FRAEREIC & > TR THET
B0, BEEIR & Hesdm & OO EEZRBREMTE < 2
DI SN TE . SBITEAE, FRBngHeREE D, K’
RHEGRIZIT D 7k Fs e, RREMRRIZIS T D AIER
B, RRHEGRICEET 2 FEEIRFSE CHIER 240 T
W3, BIERIZ L > TR AT, LidLiEd
WEWR TR ITERZW O 7o O DEE L A T =X
ThHEEZLND. AWFETIE, —FEOEE D
BNCRET D U —% 0 7 AF U —DFENZHOWT, ITHE
KR & I fEIR ORFFE 2 Lin U 5.

F—U— . TEHYL—LBE, CFEOEE, 32
B, U—F% T A —

1. [XLC®IC

M-SR & W o T D K O e A~ AR
iz 5. bR OETMET LA £,
ZDNIMAIZRARIZDEFD, ZOANDERTZH O
HERPHEDOFNEHR L L5 LT H50TEHRNEASD
2 EHEERZ LIE, BEMEO R WRRE B 2 TX
BIRD FIERCL A5 2 L Th D, e A
DFERIT, ThEaEp0WE ) IEARICEEZ3 L,
[F CAEIRZFIE L D 2 N&EHHOT, BHEICL H8E
ENRBIZINZ A 2 LIToRNAE,. 2T, bREn
HH Lo, BFEROERPEEIZE NI L L,
fAINER_TZENH ZETHDH. 2FD, ARFERIC
HEHLTWDZ LZhb., —F, b LR, #N

APFRADIFRNE S PE R L LD LT57261F,

Z Rz ) E E WD IR NIGE CHIFERN R D0
EIYDNMEE 0D, oG, BYEFO S HOMIN
NMBFEOEIG L, FEEZ O S OIS ABREOEIS
T D Z EBMEILI D, LIERo T, SR,

HRFROHRROTAERERGEET D2 LIIR5.

ZDE I, biubiui, BESWRRIZE T, A
DXRERDIEREEZTND.

2. ZEJL—LE®R

TH7L—ABEERTIE, NIERSL o007 L—A

(AZ7L—AhLB7L—A4) U0 TEEHER
%179 LARET S (Hattori, Over, Hattori, Takahashi, &
Baratgin, 2016). # 11X, &% D7 L — LR OFeE%L
LTS, ADFRUHEIZBNTHS L IEMES T -
L— RA7ORRIZH Y, BIFEHRCI@EF M5 % [F
R 722 SIIARAIREZR 2 E B, ED7), A
X207 L— L&Y R THERLELZITS. 7L
—LEX THbODORF) OLH7ebDT, 7L—L)N
BonIZ LlZL-T, MTEREYLT, [MEiBmmiGE
FABRDOR R L T DD DEDD.
THE7L—2HEEICL D &, KRS T,
DOT L—AMIENENERR DHEERTE— NICEMT 5.
ta—U AT 4 w77 AT L— A TBEMEE— R
720, FREERER (C) LfERFES (B)DEREGRD
BANMTOD. ZOF— KT, F4RoMEMEs
HHI AT 5 2 LICE RN ED, KIS & AHBI I
WZEKBIENZ2. C & E ORI EOREEREME N & 5
DURRE L 72 D720, T 7 40 MIEHRBEL 25,
Hattori and Oaksford (2007) ?™$£% 7= DFH €7 /L%,
ZDOA T L — LA TORFHEGRET MTHE T2 (GN1).
Tox (1) @ a, b, ¢, d IFZENZTN, FERHY - fE
by, FRHY - kL, FRZL - ROV,
JRARZe L« fER R LOFLOAERELRT. Z0E
FILOROOE DI, d BV OBERRE S 720
RIZHD. X¥—7y hOFERC L EREFROTTH
KNP THHEBEZXDHELE,CTHLETHRNEO,
Tebb d BAOBEEIIKICRS. 22T, d L
ZAERK L E L TS E DN &SIk - T, 1F
HWALER DA b & HaE L& FTREIC T 5.

DFH = \JP(E[C) P(CIE)
_ a )]

J@+b)(a+rc)

SHTH72 B 7 L— AT, HOB S A o7
fbe—FREd, CHFETHEEDODEDAR L
COEELZRW ((C) L XD E ANtk En 5.
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F1 THEHI7L—LHERO OO T L— AOEE:

A frame

B frame

Positivity focus

Comparative view

Non-symmetry in negation (Figure-ground framing) Symimetry in negation

Relevance mode
D-cell disregard
Monopolar causality (null--effective)

Differentiation mode
D-cell respect

Bipolar causality (preventive--neutral-- generative)

System Heuristic
Invasiveness Observation
Negation Explicit negation
Property Attribution
Dynamism  Static

Commitment Uncommitted (low commitment)
Activeness  Passive
Baserate Rare

Analytic

Intervention

Implicit negation

Action

Kinetic

Committed (high commitment)
Active

Non-rare (moderate)

AP £5 /L (Jenkins & Ward, 1965) 1%, /X7 XA —#
EEERWERLY LV TINVIRIETOB Y L—ADK R
JRAET VY35 (2). 207 L—ADHM
%, C2E OAERZGIETHEE, 2F0 C DR
RNEFEMETLZETHY, Z 2 CIERSEFER
EXBEn5. 272K, C2E oAz RET S
EHRORTZ T T/, CIZL->TE QAR
flEnD WS BAMONR L HD. ZDT7 L—54
TiE, 1IEEA, BOTMIZRERERERGRT .

AP = P(E|C) — P(E|~C)
a c 2
T c+d

a+b

3. ERLLBZLHERLLES

ZHET7 L— AHEROEERFEO—IIERE L BE
DESIETHS. A 7L—2AhlL, BEEFERICELSEY
Tl a—U AT 4 v 7 R EITS. ZDT7 1
— AT, HEFRICELAL YT, GEFRITHERIC
L0 T2 2 8T, WHEEZE—7 L, K
IRIEMOT NG, BIEME A ISR T 5 Z & AV AlEE
2725, LL, A 7L—ADEETIIESKIZLY
O BITEROLEE DX R L 72 5728, ZDT7 L—2AIZ
K HEEE, FHIBRS T2 T LA 7 ARG DR
Werghtbbhsn. LIFE-TH, A 7L—2AFH
HAE CIRET IR RG22 b - b3, 28
5, ZoESENE, TELODTITEYEZDIES72Y

b OTIE L, HEAERCBT AR FEEZm L
THEE SRS b OENLTHD.
—Ji, B 7 L—Al%, HROBEERD, 557
BHMERAITY 7L —LThHD. D7 L—ATI,
AR L EEBEOREF~OE S EEISND. Th
WLV, BEFGIZT TR, BEFLUTHEEDLM
JHi, mEERIEANCRZ D RGN ET D, ERE
g2 RFIC K- C, FHMCIEMEZ2 T 25 FTREIC 72
0, BRI ZREECHER D S S HENRT <D, L
ML, B 7L —ATlE, EORRTATFARERT T
DOFEGPUBLORIR L 725720, A 7 L—AITHAT,
THHILERIC 2 < OFBFNHIEIR & RIS L 72 . 2
DI, T—F 7 AE Y —OFITHEREIZ IS
EWARINDIMND Z L1272 5.

4. T L—LEZEBIFHER

THT U— AR, JAVER T T EBREGRO O
Loz s, THIBRHR LI, AORBET AT A
N ZREOBERN SRR D BB LR SN O BT &t
IZRFOBEBOIGROMHTH 5. HICE-IE,
DB E W o T B HFE D B2 DRI L o T,
MNAIZIRE I A, XFFSNTE 72 (eg Denes-Raj &
Epstein, 1994; Epstein, 1994; Evans & Frankish, 2009;
Evans & Over, 1996; Sloman, 1996; Stanovich, 1999;
Stanovich & West, 2000). —fEEEDEE &%, ERECE
2— U AT 4 v 7 R BE M S B CHEL S
WEZAT OB L, TR COMTRIZR S 44 5 Bk
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I CABHEEZITH BB THS. Z2TiE, b
BENEN, XAT 1, XA T2 LRESL

FHERIZ L o TORRR D, ZHHEOEZ 03 FEO
Frtk & LT, 24 7 1IdEERD RE#r) il
APFINZ B A AT MEBIREIE &N, #1777 2 1 ER

19T < BRIV AL 24TV MEBIREIEI 58 <ARTF T 5,

EWVo T BRI 7R RHE S L ThITHND Z L0 %
VN (Evans, 2009; Evans & Frankish, 2009; Manktelow,
2012). R1IZADNDHEBY, ATL—LEB 7 L—
LORFEIZIE, ERENZA T 1 & X A7 2 123
DRFENFAET 5.

WA, FHRT — 2Tk 5 HIRREERIC L S
MR D & & BIT, ZHEOEEOME LW DR
PEIZOWT DR ATERIL L TS, 5 1 Ol
THEOEE ORI LI TH S, BIRIEICEET
RFEIREL BT TCoHD. —oiF, FARFEHET
bn. “FEOBEL, WIHIBRE) S EE L OGO
OTZDIZFRFICA L, BiaT 5 &9 (e.g Epstein,
1994; Sloman, 1996). % 9 — 2D RGIL, BEWRIEHE( T
bD. T, 2471 BEBRNAEL, iV THERN
HIUIM PO ZSNTFICE D 2 A7 2 BEEhEnd
LT 5H5THD (eg Evans, 2007; Evans & Over,
1996; Thompson, 2009). = DIFEIE, &V FRHIETR & 2
BT H447 2 BEE, SVRMEROE G2 LIC
EHEETHOMMEE D L0 h, XA T 1T
HAE B AT E T ANRR SN D (e.g De
Neys, 2012; Pennycook, 2018) 72 &, ¥4, RAIIE D
IZZRE L ood b,

5. BEOYYBADZAMEM%

bibit, “o0REOHEIICY —% 7 A
—OFMEPIL SO H M THDLL EEZ TS, &F
1 1L, ZAVE CITH A 2R TIFEAMERT L CE 7289
2, V=% 7 AE) —ORMERIE, Ba—URT
4w 7B AT 1T EEZIHIL, MBI EmWEER Y Y
—RAEWME LT DN 2 A 72 BEBEORI A i
THLENIHLDOTHD (Evans & Stanovich, 2013;

LY AT A 12 LWV IOERIE, FREROT a AEERN
THOBRRRDLVAT LA THD L EERT D120, 22T
g, Fllba—YRT 4 v 7 RBERELA OB RAE XA
71, EHIEEREDA T R R E X AT 2 LIRS
(Evans, 2009, 2010).
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Stanovich, 1999; Stanovich & West, 2000). 3 72i>H, H#E
AR R ERREIC A B D A T ARIES FR R 3R
D% 2a— VAT 4 v 7 BBIZERL, T—F%
7 AT Y —OMBEEIR O & ST HTHIEE DR O #i
L 72% (e.g. Stanovich, 1999; Stanovich & West, 2000). De
Neys (2006)1%, —Brimibifdd s - fEmsdie, 52
BRICT —F L 7 AF ) —ZEWARENTDH 2 LICk
STHNIEENHESND Z L &R LT

THE7 LAY E, PR B 7 L— AT
T—F 2 T AE)—OFWVEY V) — A& VB LT
LHERET D, LL, EBRIZZNAEE L7255
13720, ZD7=%, Hattori & Hattori (2017)13,
RIFEER O —HREIE 2o T —F 7 A
TV —ZAMENMNTDZ EICE ST, 72 B~
L— AOBATHBE I N0 E ) DERGEET 5%
BRAa1T 7. BIRREIC L » TEWRAR AR &2 M
LTI, DFHET VDO 4 v EREL, A
7 =LAWL LEANE L A DI, TRbD
5, BEICE > TU—F 7 AE Y —IZ@E\ AT
BT B, WEHEHENARETHZ LIZL-T, &
HHEMDORENB 7 L—A~OY) 0 B2 3EEL < 72
HEW) TEHT L—LFERO R AT D.
CODEEBORIENCET AU —F L T AEY —D
DOEENT, T—F 2 7 AF Y —OREEEIL, R
REMNC L T, W72 A 7 2 OIEHAL 24 L,
Ea—URT A v IR 84T 1 DMEBNIR D DET
HZEIEET D EEZLND. ZET L— LR T
Wk, T—=% 7 A —OEIIE, RS HBIC
£oT, B 7L—2~OBTEMHIL, T 74V D
A T —LEMRT D X ICEBLEERH DL E NS Z
%, UL, RIEEDE 1 OREILFE L TH
WICR Z 2508 Ltz UL, BSHEERM: &
WIHBLEN LR L, ZOKRENTEFSTIZRVY. 20
Z L HRET DD, ITFEOFREMRIZ A LS.

6. WEFERDEMEREZDERL

McCormack, Simms, McGourty, and Beckers (2013) @
ALY, BRBROEE, T L TRBIIHEI V—F T A
FY—HKEOEINZIL>T, FEROERMEIETT
DT eamRy 5. Pikbid, OV —F 7
ARV —FEZHEL, RAERMERICBVYTT 1y
FUTRD, FLOFEL L EROTHEIZ, [FH
CHEHTH Y —F o I AE ) —REDDRNFEL Y
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2T, K0 ABONDZ LEWRE L. FE
OTHE, T—F A —FEOEOTHHE, A
WMAPERY NOBEZEOEEEZELTERRH S
ZEETTICHM-oTND L, B-WA L& B & [FRECS
ZTRIEIEY FPELOEBELTH, A~ WB b
IR ZEFEOE LN 1 EE 2 70,

Ty X 7RI, ASCEOR SR E AL
(2 & o TRRIBI = & AR —DODHBITH 5.
FoxlXlms, XDHEETHEYDBAELD V) BIRE
FTTIZH-> TGS, X L ZREBITFETDH L&
WY DPELTH, bEDHIZ LY OMIZH B2 TR
BEZRHZE D ST LRV, 5 bAA, X &Y ORI
KERBUR N H D5 Lo T, Z & Y ORICENRA
WEIBRS 720, L, Z &Y ORIOBIRMEE 2
Al B 2AOREERA TR RY , Zdu T BER 72 1F
BTNV, BBREFEEITHED WM FREROBRIT,
THHZER L BEBOE bR RRIC L, BEEME (B
YA TBEEZEOEEEZRNLTIRRH D) HFERL
BEL, MEEKZRARo OREHAEE (2 b REFFO L
DWRDDHMNE D DY) ZIT 5 K O IZHIET 2.

Gopnik &ZD T N—TPIToTMFROA S F72,
PRERCFE, £ LU THEIMEI V—F 7 AEY —D
e Bk L= BB T — N & OREME A RIZT 5.

BlLind. P HD—EDFRDOHIETIE, TEkRDFE
EEFFROFNILE B2, S TFHEO T HME EOFE X
D bmWERREE N 2R THE AR H 5 Z eI ST
(Lucas, Bridgers, Griffiths, & Gopnik, 2014; Seiver, Gopnik,
& Goodman, 2013; Walker & Gopnik, 2014). k7= H1%
—HOEREBE LI, [GHA LB DI BLERE
92 LD ERABR L=, FLITLTHD 5 B
BB DHEIRFTHE AR, AlTbolb b L
72 LnL, FEBRIIEGR A 13- B R 7 REL
(FRRINBIR) IF SN TWD. FDoFit b
R EEDSWT A 2495 rTREMEDS @V, R
DFETZBITI U OIISFF EN D L IR A 7K B
\Z BT 2R 23 @ 2> > 7=, Gopnik, Griffiths, and Lucas
(2015) 1%, ZHHOFEND, FLOFHEIZHONN
FEROFI-H X0 b, B & R DHERH7R KRR
AN FHUZ EESWTERT 201N TR Y, F00
FHDO I WA —T v~ A NITGHLE 7D Lim Uz,
Wtz HOMFIE, U—F 2 7 AF ) —FK& & Hei
DRRE XA LY Mo T D DT TIERVLD, %
EIf s TEBOERMENETCST D Z EERL
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TWh. FEREOTHI-HLOREN, EELESEZESL
L TEHAE SRR, [GiRERT 5 LN T
5. T2 ZFOIHPELR>TNDHIZLThH.

—75, FLOTHIBITEAE LT BB RN £
AT R 72N OIZ, W T R TORML A Y —| B L
TLE Y. T RANCGEILZEE S - KRR R D
RO ST EFZ2D. V—F T AE) —FE
DOHNRCAREDFEZENL, B (HDHWIEE 5 A
S>TWD) HiEDH D (HHWNEZE I B-oTnD) R
PUTENT, NCEMME LI BB AR 07 < &
5.

RERU—F LT AEY —Fw, HLHWTELREL
T B DEOFE R Y, ISR O X 5 72
PR PG ORI S BRI C BV T K
<RHHND. d<IE, W X 28T D HERERY
BENLDORAZGL T DL L 2R LIENERND D
(Glucksberg, 1962). 7=, T —F 7 AE ) —FENK
XWEPEZ N BIH LIZ W EW ) Fn L (Beilock &
DeCaro, 2007; Ricks, Turley-Ames, & Wiley, 2007) <2, iff
2, BN (TD—F 7 XA UFENNEV) Ot
VR E 2B EIERIZZR D E TV (Kim, Hasher, &
Zacks,2007) LW O FIRL BB D, BREL T, A&/ A X
(Mehta, Zhu, & Cheema, 2013) /b &ED 7 /L 21— LHERL
(Jarosz, Colflesh, & Wiley, 2012) 2 E&EM A @5 = &
HHIHILTNA.

FaEE RO b ST LR IR A ORITY
b5, ErbInEEBE, BArbsnTLlLE-T
T, B0 b an &) MFETunianz &g
WCHEBEZMITHZ 28 L <725 (Birch & Bloom,
2003, 2007). ZD7=HOIT, Mz - CAHMZFES < Him
EHFAZERHD. b AL, BHITIGINAY
WCIELWONE I NERGET 5720121, EREEE
DEREZE VST AAERIL, TXTOERZ I
BT 5 NIEE T e ANME L 72 5. AL AR
L, OHEBIZEITL, ZOLEMRENT 5720
WZIE, EDICEL DT —F U 7 AE ) —FENNE L
INs.

7. SWHEZDOEENM

“FFEOMBICET 55 2 DAL, K& ORHEIC
DWW CTHD. Hattori & Hattori (2017)DFERIE, 5
7 L— & TERRORSEREZ R L2 E D Z &R
TEALHN, FFRHZ, BIOZEHRBLTWA T EITE
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HTAMENSH S, Hattori & Hattori (2017) 8 LY
Hattori et al. 2017) DOIFRFERIL, TEDXIRETLN 7
L— ADOEPUTKT L TRV Z RO - L 2R L.
DFED, X TRWVWHD, 7725 not-X %, Y £\
MHRTEBTAHZEICEST, HVEVRERTH-
72notX 2%, Y £V X IZHHET A b0 E 70, [fiE
PODHERNCKIFR R F G & b bR LTc. 2D &9
7eRVEOREL, FHEBICB 7 L— A% i#) LT
BB 2E R L5, HHWIE, D7e< b B 7
LV—ADRBIZEEL 2 DB HZ ENTESH. 2
NET, “HBEHRTIE, ba—URT v I RH
A 71 BEEPN SRR RIERR) & Sh, o7
A AT 2 BBITERNE S TEn, ZibOH A
&, B ZL—4, DFEDSIHREEIL, LiadE

—EBITEE TR T H BRI N D D T & BNk S,

INFET, oD ATORBEDOY I
HAFFETIL, BB D K 9 70 i B 7o e
PR3 B (De Neys, Moyens, & Vansteenwegen,
2010)%°, FEMERMAARIAEZ & O RS MEE [De
Neys & Glumicic, 2008)3 AV B35 Z & A%
7o TV FBEITIEMRNFEL, MEICL-T
cue SNk 2 — VU AT 4 v 7 SERGEL, EfF
\ZRIET S 7-0121E, RS BSRE L Sh .
L7 TC, ba—URT 4 v 7B EE~
EVND FIANZIED D Y- 0 o9, Lanl, Bl
FEHF TR &2 DE T 52 < ORBEITIEMDMFES
HZ T LARHTHD. T LARIIIEG U Tk
RENEDY 5 5. EEMHANC X DR8I, L&
A T ARG BRI ORI 5 2 2 b H D
73, BLFEMFUZ IS D HERR-SRE EIRE TII otz
AT 2R DPUGERIRE, BRIk TidEh
LB R CTIEMAR A2 TR IZ T 5
(Kruglanski & Gigerenzer, 2011). A%, &SR
DU U, 70l & & IFfE S T2 13572012,
W7 L—2A, SHDOWNIEB X A T HRIRT D0
ERHDH. —oDXA TOREIONCikimd D 9
2T, Ea—URT 1y 7 EENLSIIESE &
9 — LD A DI iimd D120 TIEIEA+5
Thd. WDHM, &DHVNIIHTHIEE O] &
BN BB R HMENEN S D, —HinREEER A
ERDIZATY, (MR OHTHEE~OBATZ I L,
ta—U 2T ¢ v 7 RBB AR SE L0080
BEDOLLOWMENPLETHDLH EEZHND.
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