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Abstract
Similarity of personalities and perceived agreement, and disagreement between close
friends regarding various issues were investigated by using a longitudinal method. The

study was conducted in a university residence hall in the UK in two waves with an interval

1) AREBHAZ V=T « A4 F 3 v 7 R¥ERE A6 MRS (1998) 1B WL THd LaHET — 2 » o¥r
PN T — 7 2 f i U, 50 L CHEHEKET- 72D TH 5.
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of six months. Participants were 22 first-year students that responded to two
investigations. Personality similarities were evaluated as the distance between the self and
a close friend, which was assessed by responses to a bipolar scale. Results indicated that the
distance between the self and a close friend did not change during the six months, but the
distance was greater than that between randomly selected pairs in the first wave. It was
also indicated that one's ability was recognized to be higher than that of the close friend.
Although the number of issues of agreement was more than that of disagreement at both
waves, the ratio of issues of disagreement was higher, and contents of disagreement spread
wider at the second wave. In the developing friendship, disagreements regarding the way of
life were reported more often than other categories at both waves. These results are
discussed from the perspective of cognitive consistency theory and the similarity-

dissimilarity asymmetry hypotheses.

e & BRY

FAED AROHEH 125 O RABMRIZ OO TIRENZ A Z4T - 72 M (1995) &, RO %E
bo3MAEMIL L, HOHSONEA~DOBONMKL, REMTELOMHEFKERD S [HOBZ
B, HFEEES I BOLEIICKAEED TS OBIREE], WIS BLR 28 5 [ BIAR ]k
THsb. WHNESNHOWEET, FSHSASG GNP RT LIS ICKENE>EH 0 HET
BEFH O 1990 FERits D SRS N D X5 12R D, ThE TOHEMO KABBROREM &
3R B ENEHIh TS,

—J7, g & OBBENEE > T EFIE, BROSULORBEZI BN b0 A
DRSO NE ZEMRES N TE . 2O &L B ABROIEK « #EERIE, HOOH%
Bl oltg 0, HOHARZN U TRBIHEKEEZE NS ETO(BEEELTESZS5NT
W3, 7o & ZEHAMEERR (Altman & Taylor, 1973) &, /8= + VU 7 4 &% FOGHO
FETEI SRS O b D ERE L, MABRORER, 0/ X—vF )74 HEOREB» S
RN EBUE S AR ISR & A0 &, TEHaCH 21T 5 SR O L S 83 i oo AU A8 %
ELTWA, F Tk (2000, 2002) 3, Tk mxt ABGEO—H@fE4E [ BB
EIRY, THUBIROZMAB L TRAICH SMIT LG - i ZEOfY « BEMICE ST, 4
EDOBENTEZZITT 5 X5 THFELAL, MEEMOMAEMKAE L NV E GBI EH LT

g ] CF=bXK, 2000, p.2) EEFELTWB, TADEABROEENLL T ERRE %
BB T HEAEZ BHREIEMNMLTOE, TN E TICHELKREATE OS2 RS2
JhER o0 EZEA 3. 2 OBITIZH OB « SVEHEZANHES W THRENS H 2 AL
TEHEVOMBEEREOR LA S, 2EREZE L THIRINCHEKFED LV BED 5Tl
EEBEELTESZ TS, FIAEREMEZETE, —HICEIETEIEMSRETIHRED,
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TELOIEEEHITRETIERLE, HLIETT 2HE0zhEcd UTHO o &EIfT
BOSHIRD 6ND KT EN, ZOL) ITHBREHERFT 2 ICBEL THi7<ITE U 2 EnE
b9 5 2 &ML« FVEMERRAE T30 0 ISR ETE O PR AR DR U, Kig O HARAER) 13
BIRMENEE 2 2 EAINE LTS (F2kXK, 2002). THE, K¥AEOKAMBROEREIH ->T
ED &S BHMNE « REVENRHSNBEDIEH S

BFRMEIDREE DL - 2EMHORE

B A D FNGIE N B W CTRE O FAM A A I R Sl o HER 2B/ L 70
Byrne & Nelson (1965) 12 & 2 APk 7 i (similarity-attraction hypothesis) T»H 5.
S BRERE D RUYTE & AT 3 ERRAY 7S LLBIRIFRICH 2 EME L, REEENHILIT 513 & 24341t
Bt 2O MnBNeT 2 B2, EFRGIZIORHEFIELL, LrLIhizxdlT
Rosenbaum (1968) {3, Byrne 5 QB T OFREMNKIT TS L0 M =R L,
PriclCHREIHEZ R U7cBR 21T D 2 &Ik - T, FRPEDS AT RIZ 3R R 3 O 1% #H
ERORINED - TRHBE S AR, L UAHEHUTH 5 2 & ORBHMDFIEAD~ D%t
ANESZE TSR 2B RECEFERE L. 2 LTI hEIERUMER RN (dissimilarity-
repulsion hypothesis) & U THE L7, I D 2 ODRIITH T 3 MEFERNITHONA S, FH=
DR FE & U T Singh & Ho (2000) 3 B ML — FE AL IE 6 #R Al @i (similarity-dissimilarity
asymmetry hypotheses) Z&"8 U, FALIME & IFAMRE D AT IS KT T R R D E A i
ThHy, FHMOUEOEZINLDELSHNREOI EEFERIMITR L, £ LT @xmo &k
PIZBNTIR) BESFEOLTOLS I L, BULTHARNI LD ED S &HBIRTEDREKED IR
ELTOMABIICEEELGZ 20, TOEAFEEDOHHREOETRLTO S, KABKY
ERELTOHCHET, JOBREBEALL TN DRSS .

BAERME DHERE (S S B - EFHRMOE(L

TRk (1990) BRFAEOKABRIZB T 2 8% S %, BIFREIEEME S & [PIHBR,
[HUIBERS |, (20BN | © 3 BtfE & LCRE L, JSDQ (Jourard's Self-Disclosure Question-
naire) O 36 HHH % T REHRAIONE % Mtk 9 tRHEOREIC X T - 72, Z OFEHE,
BEIDEE 201> THCHRPHEICZ s N2 X512y, BENSERT 2L, ALO
B AZAT 21300 TR, BEITENRR OB & 70 2 REMEZMNT 2 biEE 2 2
LEEMUC, REOKEN» S, [T - BRI, TAABMR] Bk« 5L dACHREH
U« AEPRRA O WIS O TRROMERITHE S 2R &, £ [523E], [ - WEIF ] 12
DVTIREM - REEZBHOL MNP KE N LRI Nk,

F2ME - EAR (2004) 1F, RFEADSHME T 2 KA EORICHLGRP BB X O Bl5E
DORAEDHTHAMS N BZHM —FERHUEAWE L. TR, (koS ] & [F2 5P
MR & - e EARME MR, HACHRZOWmMIIE O THEHULTHS ERBMEhs 2 &n
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KAPR AR T 272 DICEHETH B EER L 1.
HULEOWRBHMITRICEZ D TH D, HRPITEIC X 23R o 3.

RABREN—YFUF 1 DEMME

Duck & Craig (1978) I RZFEIZB LT3 M (T1: A¥1hHK%, T2: 3»H%, T3: 8M»
H#) OHtWraad 25 AL 40 4126t U THEHE L, CPI (California Psychological Inventory),
AVSV (Allport-Vernon Study of Values), Reptest (Role Construct Repertory Grid Test)
DID2DNR=F V)T 4 REZHOTRAMFROEREERIZE T 2 HUtEoZ(LETAL /.
N=F V)7 1 ORPVEEKIFBRICH 2T ERAE L TERRINTORNRT (TXTOHM
AEbE) THIEELEZA, TI TRBFICHEFERZRZIAONT, 72 T2 TIE AVSV O FHIR
J EZKAR EDRHNEMD AN /RE NI, S 512 T3 Tid Reptest 12801 TD A3 K BRI
fAEZEMR oM., S TRENIARER, KABRIZHEERTDIESNE 5 TRORT LD
bABICHEMEAR NS EERL TR,

F 72 Kandel (1978) 3= 2 —3F—71ZH BAVEK S KITB T 1879 B AR & U 7o KHL
WREEIT, KABRICH 2 —H MO St AT & oBRERAE L. ZOE, KA
BIMRICB L TEUES m OB, A, MR, AR, e 0o 2 AD#EHENZIHER K
Z v 7 OERUCHE S 2ITHICOWTOHETH 5 2 EARS MO LT, LEPRSIERE
OB ZMEF U7 & &ML &) 1220 TOBMBUMR b - & bK<, =V FY
T4 T 2 FUE TR O MMt L D bEEIMENZ EDBPE ST -7, —F, KRR
IZh 5 FM oYUM, £5 THROXTHOFMEIMEEL 0 &MICEH LS FERNIE SN T
W5,

Utmoix, N=v+ U7 OBPPERBERAINICE O TRSEVEETHE O ENTHISH
5. FBARSRREINZEEICHMT 25— F U 7 0 OFUERM B IREN TH 5 LR T
E5THAH. UTICli~z L51T, FhETl~7/o Tk (2002) wbffisns L1, &
U A BRI OREC D, REPEC R 2 M N ERAT 5 2 EORANDH 5D TREIBNES S in.

ZEHBOR—HIC L BZRANEEDOH

BEMNCH T 2 BHEBRANEOBFRIER, HOHMEPL T AT 07 14 7 1 ORI EE B & %
RicLTwaEFZBZon T35, FlZIE Dindia (1997) 3747 7 14 7 14 DB ERABIR
DERBRIIE GICHCHRIC K > TN IS 2 &4 EML, KARTLOBMFRED hTHINIC
HORRUSS 2 &b, KABROEREET A7 V7 4 7 4 OIERO WG ICEEILHEKNRE b
DEBRTNAE, T SITEA (1998) 3, KABBROPTHLOHEDOENIIKfFE, 2Dl &
WK RET 2RAMNEEEREAT A ENTAT VT4 74 OIEKICHIKT 2 SR L T 5.
FHEM O R AR OME AR NI T, BIRMEOEE D & & b ITERP RGNS
WALBEDBHE U B Z EDURINTE 7 (Eidelson, 1980; Hays, 1985). Hays (1985) DI T,
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BAREOHIHICIZIBI LA L IO &S REFPRIGEN T EEIHmEShZvoxd LT, AlY
FoTIPARICIABICHENLChE Z Epmani., £ LTCHREOEEDTT, 0k
WEBEP A E ED X I T 200 EHSNTT S EOREEENERShZZ. LirL, #l
ZIETFRK (2002) OHEMIIAZE TR EKMBROBMED? S 1 » HRICEKEERRT 25 &3 0%
OB &LV b, SHMAERAT ZHHZROI EARENATED, —BUERIHBONT
AYANRN

B

U bEOWEEEE Z, AP TIIARFERITE O THRBEREZ1T0, KABMRO SR IS
N=F V)74 BXOBEHOHM « REMERMONE EELOFHEZH ST 5. BEOH
BHEIC >0 T, BEET [—HLTwhaZ &), (A= &) I>WTHBRSBTHS 2 &
L&D, “HBTHBTINELLVOERT 2NELEERNICHNE &5, [—HLTL
B2&), (A—HBI L] ELTTF—y2IETAHEEE, HULTOEAEMEW I BELE
I, XOMHEICHEOMIAFAET S [AVEN] $20E [Th] 2Ev /T v 795D TH
3.

A&

RESMES L URAEEMEEE

TYZMVKE GEE) O 1 DOFERITENT 6 0 ORI ZE T 2 [MITh 7 3 B RHGH
HET-7. LHHOHEAE (T1E45.) 131996 4F 11 A~ 12 JJiTh i THEE L 7. BRI
ML AOFHEICEMSh, 604 (B84, &M324) homZErfl, MEHDIFZLALR
HALET, ERHOMIE 18 S 23 %, BMMMIZFAES 12 ARARET19TH - 7.
F, KEN49% B8L7%), TVT 54 (83%), Tofha—w v 4% (6.7%), A&7 =7
24 (3.3%) THo-1e.

2EHOHE (T2 &3 5.) BTIASBLE PERD 199745 AT, 1HIHORAEZ KL
TCFHED) BFERICZOEERMELTOAFA 33 BAEMGFE Lz, BIE5 A~6 Bithir
Thii-7z. 104 (i34 %4, &35 4, WHAU 14) AoollEnpiEh, 55364
T1 CTHmZEARE LT, MEZEOEHOMEL 18 S 24 TH 0, RMMEI 20 5% (1997
12 HRHKER) Tho-7, MM, EENLIH 843%), TV 744 (5.7%), Ot
I—ovR5%4 (11%), A&7 =7 14 (1.4%), AW 14 (1.4%) TH-7rk. HHREIC
DT HRART 5.

HEEOBM L FhE
1ol H OB, 1996 4 HERK AU 1L IC — 2RI B 5 T X TOREITH A L.
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INEBDET, TRTOFEICID F o N—2ffLic—EEbEML, WERZIDF v N—T
Fioto, MIZEMMIRRE LR v 7 20 5l L7z, F72, C OFB AL MBIR MO FE
WCOWTHET A EAHME LD TH DI &, BIKITENDOTRTORECHAINT
WAHIE, SOITHFITR 2MBEOEMERENEMINS PETH S I EAKEEZLTIEZ
7.

ZD%KI6 » HOMIN% &1 THREMOMK TS, 2 W HOEMKERA Ui, Bfh, [
D5k 1 [ H DR & R ITTT - 72,

BT, FTHLORALOBTHERAT 2 HO — &R0 B ICENET 2 720,
Deutsch, et al. (1991) ¥ & Uf Deutsch & Mackecy (1985) i W7o B AVFREA K (sponta-
neous trait generation method) IZ X AMMEETT- 7. HEZFEIHDPHE S VWETSEL Y
V=% 9DFETHIFBEHITROOoNT., 72720, KEMTRIOHEOREGIIHEZFT 3.

WIZHENTHLL LTOWBEA—=A%ZID F o =itk A& &R, FHITB LOLKEARD
BOBEICRENAOHULOKADRLEZTL/ALTH S 57, KIZ, 22 THELIEKANDIE
Ex3HFETRELTESL, TORAD =Y F T4 2EKTEEHLIVETILV—X%9DF
THIF B KR, THEREINCHE U RO EREO AC~OmZE ExtE2723 60
Th5A.

iz, FEHOKANEDHT—HL T B3HHB L OA—HBRHEWHIZ>0T, HlEbdickd =
NZENED2ETY RN v 795X ITRDI, SSITAEEBRAML TS KA EOHUUMEE
WE T 5 72 LaPrelle, et al. (1991 SHOWICREN S 28THH (Table 1) AL, HLEK

Table 1 /X—VFUF 4 FMIERLCEBREER

1 Rebellious — Conforming
2 Successful - Unsuccessful
3 Talkative — Silent
4 Tolerant — Intolerant
5 Agreeable — Disagreeable
6  Neat/Tidy - Careless
7 Bold - Shy
8 Patient — Impatient
9 Calm — Anxious
10 Sophisticated - Unsophisticated
11  Religious — Atheist
12 Good Natured - Irritable
13 Sociable - Reclusive
14  Progressive — Traditional
15  Efficient — Inefficient
16  Reliable - Undependable
17 Warm - Cold
18  Intelligent — Unintelligent
19  Relaxed - Tense
20 Attractive - Unattractive
21 Mild/Gentle - Headstrong
22 Skeptical - Naive
23 Productive — Unproductive
24 Adventurous - Cautious
25  Loud - Quiet
26  Persevering — Quitting
27 Composed - Excitable
28  Cooperative - Negativistic
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ANENZENADS= F V) F 4 51l Z I HHEIT LD IT -7, 2 LTREIZ, MEHEDOID F >~
o=, PER, EAE, EEE, REEH, REAOBG TS, FRA, R EO - EANG
THHRICBT 2 & ERD iz, i, MEEDERT 2 PR TOFHEOFERLOEAL, K¥ENA
LB, KIS T O WEEIZ S W T b TRk h, K TR Z O EOME 3 HI%F
5. i, 2RHOERMMKS 1 T H OB RKF A & W UREK TT - 72,

w R

=Y F U F 4 QLR

BLOKAELTER LB EAC ED/X=Y F VU 7 1 OFUUHERRHZJE L 28 THH @
RIEIZ20WT, ik, 7o<y 7 AL 2 RF0 21T - 2. BERHiic o FEHR %
Table 2, Table 312, KANDFHIIZHD < #5H % Tabled, Table 5 IZ/R7.

I M HOEMHKHAEIC L > THONATCHMT —% (n=60) Tid, BEHAMOBERILE X
ORI el etk & S+ % Hi i U 7 (Table 2). % 1 A+ & "efficient”, "productive”,
"persevering”" X EFRENNICE DL INETHAZ Eno [FHheth ] &4 Lk, B2/
"patient”, "tolerant"”, "agreeable" 7 EFIRETHEHRBM T AR THNETHL I LS [ERME]

Table 2 BCHFEICEICEFAHER (T1) (n=60) Table 3 BCHFHEICEICEFAER (T2) (h=70)

F1 fetk F2 %A F3 #2ME: F1 ffetk F2 #h38 1 F3 a5k

# 15 Efficient 7 -.07 .04 # 23 Productive .88 -.01 -.13
# 23 Productive 11 .06 .06 # 15 Efficient .68 -.23 -.07
# 26 Persevering .69 .06 .08 # 16 Reliable .64 -.09 -.30
# 18 Intelligent 68 -.23 -.18 # 26 Persevering 58 13 17
# 10 Sophisticated .68 -.19 -.20 # 2 Successful .54 .30 .09
# 2 Successful .65 .08 .09 # 10 Sophisticated .50 12 .08
# 16 Reliable .56 .02 .39 # 18 Intelligent .46 .16 -.03
20 Attractive 45 -.02 .08 28 Cooperative A2 15 17

6 Neat/Tidy A4 .09 .06 6 Neat/Tidy .33 =17 .01

22 Skeptical .34 =11 -.08 17 Warm .29 15 -.09

11 Religious 27 -.14 .10 22 Skeptical 21 A7 -.13

# 8 Patient -.08 .82 =11 11 Religious .20 -.06 .06
# 4 Tolerant -.13 .80 -.10 # 25 Loud -.08 .98 -.07
# 5 Agreeable -.08 .65 .23 # 3 Talkative .03 .81 .05
# 9 Calm .23 .57 -.27 # 13 Sociable -.04 .67 .24
# 12 Good Natured -.12 .56 .38 # 7 Bold .24 .52 17
28 Cooperative A1 .55 .39 1 Rebellious .09 42 -.14

21 Mild/Gentle -.18 .53 -.23 24 Adventurous .16 Al .00

19 Relaxed .40 A3 .01 21 Mild/Gentle .16 -.37 .30

17 Warm .18 .07 .58 20 Attractive .33 .33 .16

# 13 Sociable .06 .05 .58 14 Progressive .00 .24 -.06
27 Composed .38 18 -.56 # 4 Tolerant -.38 -.02 .78

# 3 Talkative .07 -.52 .54 # 8 Patient .08 -.22 7
# 25 Loud -.31 -.02 .51 # 9 Calm 17 -.23 14
# 7 Bold 14 -.06 45 19 Relaxed =11 14 .63
14 Progressive -.02 -.08 .36 # 12 Good Natured .10 13 .61

1 Rebellious .01 -.30 .32 # 5 Agreeable -.09 .26 .56

24 Adventurous 16 18 .30 27 Composed 26 =27 48
[K-f- I FH B F1 .361 .058 [K-f- I FH B F1 -.090 371

F2 .078 F2 .143

#13 T T2 Tl 9 22T 2 HHE ZRT. #13 T, T2 Tl 9 272K 2 HH ZRT.
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Table 4 MEFMICE S CEFAER (T1) (n=60) Table 5 fiEFMEICE DI EFAHIRER (T2 (n=70)

F1IGEhPE F2 a1k F3 AEpEE F1iGEhE F2 4pEtk F3 WA
# 25 Loud .80 =17 -.13 # 3 Talkative .82 -.01 -.06
# 3 Talkative 71 .28 .03 # 7 Bold .14 .08 -.07
# 7 Bold .70 -.16 .10 # 25 Loud .12 =11 -.07
# 13 Sociable .64 .40 .02 1 Rebellious .62 -.04 -.09
# 24 Adventurous .53 -.19 15 # 13 Sociable .62 -.02 37
# 14 Progressive .52 -.01 11 # 24 Adventurous .55 .09 -.02
6 Neat/Tidy -.50 .09 .38 # 14 Progressive 48 .16 .02
27 Composed -.42 -.07 .38 11 Religious -.18 .04 18
20 Attractive .28 .09 .09 # 15 Efficient .06 .80 -.06
19 Relaxed 27 -.02 .05 # 23 Productive 14 7 -.06
11 Religious =21 17 .10 # 26 Persevering A7 .61 13
# 4 Tolerant =11 .78 =11 # 10 Sophisticated -.22 .59 -.06
# 5 Agreeable -.02 18 .04 # 2 Successful .09 .59 .04
# 12 Good Natured 14 .60 .06 6 Neat/Tidy -41 .53 .06
# 21 Mild/Gentle -.14 .54 -.10 # 22 Skeptical .08 .46 -.36
# 8 Patient =17 .54 -.02 # 18 Intelligent .09 A3 -.13
# 28 Cooperative .06 AT .16 # 16 Reliable .01 43 .05
17 Warm .30 A4 .00 9 Calm -.25 .37 .36
1 Rebellious 37 -42 -.01 27 Composed -.20 .36 31
# 16 Reliable .04 .40 .07 20 Attractive 14 21 15
# 23 Productive .07 12 .73 # 4 Tolerant -.06 -.33 .83
# 26 Persevering -.09 .00 .70 # 8 Patient -.23 -.16 74
# 2 Successful 18 .10 .68 # 12 Good Natured .20 -.06 13
# 22 Skeptical .09 -.32 .67 # 28 Cooperative .16 .36 .67
# 18 Intelligent .04 -.04 57 # 21 Mild/Gentle -.20 .03 61
# 15 Efficient .02 18 .56 # 5 Agreeable .29 .06 .99
# 10 Sophisticated .10 -.03 .54 17 Warm .30 .07 .36
9 Calm -.20 .03 27 19 Relaxed -.15 17 .26
R~ [BAH B F1 .100 -.118 R~ [BIAH B F1 .204 -.010
F2 .073 F2 .166
#13 T T2 Tl 9 2RF 2K T 2 HE 2R #13 T T2 Tl 9 272K 2 HE 2R 7.

s Uic, 8 3 113 "warm", "sociable’, "composed" (£) 7% Efth& LG b BT
ERITNETHBEIES M) &G Lk, FRMEHMET — 212250 T & RBEICEA M
DREIRI B L OBRalgevED» 53N F & Hli il U7 (Table 4. % 1 KA+ 3 "loud",
"talkative', "bold" IZf1Z, "adventurous" 7% EDWFEMEMN TN ES [FEEITE | Mm%
U7z, % 2 IA7-1d "tolerant”, "agreeable”, "good natured" 7 KU THRAR T AR T I &
Mo [TERME ] Lavg L7z, & 3 IN4-1F "productive”, "persevering”, "successful 75 EHHET
OS2 RT s THEREME] Eaf L.

F 2 HOEMHARICEL > TR oML T— 71220 T b ABRIZRF 217 - 7. HCEE
fliT—% (n=70) T, REHEMEOBERNE X FWHATEEMED S 3 A7 %4l L7z (Table 3).
% 1 [N+ 13 "productive", "efficient", "reliable" 7% &2k 0 [HHEME |, % 2 KN+ "loud",
"talkative", "sociable" 7% L1z &k O [#haZPE ], % 3 A7-id "tolerant”, "patient”, "calm" 7% &iZ
X0 TERME] Eaa Lk, COMBI1IBHOHET -5 EINTHEIMZIZEUL T3 &fF
MTE 5. S SITMHFFMT — 2 & WERICEAA O REIRDLE & CIRTREMED S 3 IF-% fltil
L 7z (Table 5). # 1 [T iF "talkative", "bold", "loud" 7% &2 &k v [#HEPE |, 2 2 K11
"efficient", "productive", "persevering" 7 E 1T X 0 [ A FEM |, % 3 K 1 I "tolerant’,
"patient”, "good natured" 7 EIC kD [THEM | Ema L. ZoEbEL 1 BHOMET —
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Table 6 BEFMET—5 ICLZEFANMOMELICRER  Table7 #EFET—5ICLBRFAMMOHL LICHER

F1 etk F1 G E
15  Efficient —  Inefficient 25  Loud —  Quiet
23 Productive —  Unproductive 3 Talkative —  Silent
26  Persevering —  Quitting 7 Bold —  Shy
18  Intelligent —  Unintelligent 13 Sociable —  Reclusive
10 Sophisticated —  Unsophisticated 24 Adventurous —  Cautious
2 Successful —  Unsuccessful 14  Progressive —  Traditional
16 Reliable —  Undependable
F2 TR E
F2 TEATE 4 Tolerant —  Intolerant
8  Patient —  Impatient 5  Agreeable —  Disagreeable
4 Tolerant —  Intolerant 12 Good Natured —  Irritable
5 Agreeable —  Disagreeable 21 Mild/Gentle —  Headstrong
9 Calm —  Anxious 8  Patient —  Impatient
12 Good Natured —  Irritable 28  Cooperative —  Negativistic
19  Relaxed —  Tense
F3 HepEtE
F3 FEAZE 23 Productive —  Unproductive
13 Sociable —  Reclusive 26  Persevering —  Quitting
3 Talkative —  Silent 2 Successful —  Unsuccessful
25 Loud —  Quiet 22 Skeptical —  Naive
7 Bold —  Shy 18 Intelligent —  Unintelligent
15  Efficient —  Inefficient
10 Sophisticated —  Unsophisticated

5 ERTREESFIL T B ERTE LS.

VULl otRn» o, 2boMbcils sWNF2ikd 2@EHHEzMb L2 A (R
0.4 LI L), Table6, Table 7 ® k1275 -7z,

UTOaHrR K ABGRO#EREAEZFHXS0H, 2HOREEICEOTHUKAZZRR L 24
#0525, TIORETHVE->T2hHLIEEOHAL 24205 E Uiz, SIRUABLLK
AT 2FEEE, 2ROPFAICEOTHAREETIR NG L > (2D =137, ns, 1L \H :
M= 2.73,SD=0.46 ; 2[lH : M= 2.86, SD=0.35).

HOERAEOBUMERMO B E LTiE, AR 201D =#8Fi1ca—7 Y v FiEREE=&RA
L, 28IHHZ4 AL LU Table 6, Table 7iZ/R LcH+Z oM 2Rl zhEh 25N
L. Co—#HollE (PD) BUTFTORICL KD, IhE/—vF )T FHlEETFiI &

<9 5.
[ 1cn
PD= ;ﬂrg&—qﬁ

nZHHE, S 3 iHFHOHHICHK T 5 HCHHb,
O, 3 iFHDOHHIZEB T B KA BiHliZH S b7

PALR A & PARRER R ICRRANI I N TV A KA E D/ S—=Y F ) 7 1 Hilk 2 KT 570D tIRE %
To7cblh, HHARTOMELS LCRT I LR (HOHM « MhEFEhc X 5% 3 K
F) TRTIECBOTHEERZRSWE M 57 (Table 8).

WIZH LKA L CRAIS N B /5= F U 7 4 il &, BIRLTOIEWLT V5 A &
D= F VT4 HilEE KT 5700, MHTRHREF 2 HIHLTT VS LARTYVEERL, W
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Table 8 BT ERAED/S—VF U5 4 iE8E

TUH 41k EERAIEES ftb 25 B PR ¥
AReME TIRTE AL T FIATE HEETE
M SD M SD M SD M SD M SD M SD M SD
T1 221 071 | 183 081 220 098 197 095 | 215 081 200 1.00 197 0.75
T2 209 070 | 178 076 232 119 187 1.00 | 207 101 227 111 191  0.69

FZofEAELE L, 8HHERKIZIDOWTRTIKBOWTHERAMAR S (¢(19) =2.37,
p<.05), RADIES WHEIZ/ =V F ) F 4 FEENRS N EAVRShic, BELZRE L 20
HofETRAEEIR SN, -7 (Figure 1), FRWFIT LR TE, T1 OfEFEMmIZ
oL TR R, 8XUT2 0 HEFHNCE S THREME] R, S 51 lF ML
 THEM ] Rt THEEMR SN UHIZ t(21) =262, p<.05; t(19)=2.27, p<.05; t
(19) =3.02, p<.01 ; Figure 2 ~ Figure 5). TSR ITNTHEKADIEI BHEIN=VF VY T4
BREEAR & 0 &0 A FERIT 5 72,

3.0 »
1
25
A a)
I 20
Vi
-',J- 15 L OKA
= wSUH L
4 1.0 - —
]
B o5 -
0.0
1EE 2[E1EH
Figure 1 Bfhd/s—v+U 7 (158 (28 THEFH)
a) LT —/N— [3fEAEERE
*p<.05
3.0 3.0
*
g 25 T
25 ]
'| a) | a)
v 20 v 2.0
* F
1
:7)_ 15 —_— _71_ 1.5 OEA
4 10 SV LihE 4 10 | PPZ VN k-
i ;4
B 05 B 05
0.0 0.0
HHetE "HEHE 3t HREM ‘ BEEME fisrdicd

T1 BEFFHERF

T2 HEFHEEF

Figure 2 BftiD/X\—v+ U7 (B8 (T1 - BECHERTF)

a) T —/N— (3R

Figure 3 Bftin/X—v U7 (558 (T2 - BEFERT)

a) T T —/N—(FFEAERR
*p<.05

2) SUFLTEHONTAERTEBLOKAE LTHEIREBREA T RN 2R L.
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20 . 3.0 —
— 1
%25 ,I( 25
I
v 20 v 20
¥ A 2
1
ER oA . oRA
1 10 BSUH LiE 4 10 BSUH L
2] ]
B o5 W 0.5
0.0 0.0
EEE ‘ B ‘ R EE BEMH ‘ EEN
T1 fthEEFEETF T2 fthEEHEETF
Figure 4 Bftid/\—v+ U5 (iE8E (T1 - thETEEF) Figure 5 Bt/ \—v+U T 4 BE8E (T2 - thEFEEEF)
a) LT —/N—[3fmAEE a) T T —/N— [3fEAE
*p<.05 **p<.01
0.80 0.80
0.70 0.60 3
0.60 - 0.40
B | B 020
[ ] z'zz i 000 |
@ 0507 D 520
% 0.30 7 § -0.40
5 0.20 p -0.60
S o010 | > 080
0.00 | Bt | BEE | it | EE | mEE | LRk
' Bt | BERM  dxt | FEE BRI | £E% BoERF & FHEEF
SEFEET foE R EET e
[#fEZ] o045 | o045 | 072 | oes | 021 [ oss [f#f2| 014 | 044 | 044 [ 042 | 064 | 0
Figure 6 BD&HElE RAFEBOZE (T1) Figure 7 BHC#BEERAFE@EOZE (T2)
a) 77 ADMHITACAORMM LD EN EERT. a) 77 ADMEIZHCADFMA L D E I EERT.

FIR=VF V) T4 OFHHIZBOTHCAN DR &E KANDFED & B 5 D1F 5 3 < SR
SNTLEERNSZ D, HUFMD S RANDOFMEZGTIWIlE 7S 7 LIb DN
Figure 6, Figure 7T TH 5. 1[0 HDORMAERITII LKA EDENT R TIEDOFEMIZHE > THWBE I &
o HCANOFHEA L D @D LT, 20HOHAETRESEOFME FIcB U0 TADIEIC
20, HLOIED WEHMEAMKL 725 &0 ZfavRa v,

N=YFUF 1 OXLLERE

IR 28—y F ) 7 1 SR E B 5702 22, JIOBUMEOHRIEE L Tar
MixoCO @B 218 b AT - 7. BfEREIcE 52, FHMlROCIIIGETH 0 15h 5
S A AR 2 550 I 52 KO B Ui, Aoz Giodii) 28 4 S8
TOEEITIR0AE, S5HENSSHETRIARI~4HELTHREL, Xa7RNE0IE ESHMIC
fFEEESZTNE I EERT. 8IHHOFHIZOWT L, 2RHOZRa 7RI LIcE D A,
FEEIRSNE M- 7 (£(200=0.22, ns; L MH : M=2.57, SD=2.86 ; 2 [0 H : M=2.43, SD
=3.22).
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—HEZ - A —HBEZROEIL

—HER c A —HFERONFIIOWT, FEHLRERE 14 CEGEFEB) X 0 3HET-
o, FTMAICHT T —ORELMEDH LT, TORMATHHET 22 LITLDT T
DHTF TN —DFREXODVTHED LTI AT I —FESNI., #7573 —DOREITHL
T, TEARIHEMNTBET RS EXRT AT IV IR L5 18D, ThiEsS
19D TFIT) —IZENL, SHERBh-chT Y —% (20 I2E &k s 5,
Table 9 IZ/RTHER &78 5 72, H1Z 13 "music” % "hobbies" &t [HI% 13 [HLLE « B &0 5
A7 I - SN, F 7 Figure 10, 1113, T1, T2 %% & bHHE THEF 10 Y Lol
Do AT I —&, [AME] ISxd2757T)—ELTo [RKEZ], L0 TR
Bl EED, ThUNohTIT) —% [Zofh] & UTEHNLUCRELERLTO S, KHARY
D—F « fA—HFEREZNZNIZOOTHT I —MOWEEITS 70, HEEENEREL T l—
HFT) —~DAERH > BB AT TN —~DH T L 21 ETHIEITLD, §XTOME
Wr—2%21 007—2&ELTAr500 QMREEIT-T2. TOE, TLIZEF 21~
—HHELBIUOT2IZHT 5« A—HEROITRTUEZBWTATIY —HICHEBLRDE
ME SN (T1—% : Q(8)=125.15, p<.01; T1 ~A—% : Q(8)=73.53, p<.01; T2 —% : Q(8)
=38.17, p<.01 ; T2 A—% : Q(8)=16.23, p<.05) . T1 TR —HE L VA —HFRDH b THRIK
WELE, AZEBL HABIMRO 77 T ) =MD 2B E D ED - 7. i, FRITBRRIELF I3 —
HOWHENHML DI LT, AEBII OO TREA—KOEEGNENI LRSS hic, I O
FT2ThRoNBM, TAEB] ITBLTA—HOEHEMHSICHEMLTHWE &, BLU
BERMIIA—H B FROBHBEA T T —IfT&EE-> T B I EBPONITE -T2, IHI
Table 9 IZRSINZ LI, T, T2DEHL S & —HHRDO B EIA—HFLOEE L2,

Table 9 —3% + RF—HEZR

IRCIE| 2[nlH

— A% —# A% i
TN 17 1 10 1 35
FIKBF 0 0 0 3 3
B - B 13 6 10 5 34
B 6 2 7 1 19
TEHF i 6 2 4 2 14
rhaxi 7 3 6 2 18
R 2 1 2 3 11
£ 3 3 5 1 15
e 3 2 0 3 8
{2 3 2 1 0 9
PR 0 4 0 1 8
iy 4 0 0 2 6
A 0 3 3 3 9
GRERIRTE 0 2 0 0 2
fi e 3 0 0 0 3
PER R 4 0 0 0 1
K= F VT 0 0 5 0 5
zofl 12 11 10 10 43
el % 0 2 0 3 5
&t 83 50 66 52 251
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SAEF ———
Rk R
HRIRIE LT W—'——'
NER ‘
Braits oO—%
FEMLE B3
IN—=YFUT4
ZDfth
F:dEEy

T T T

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35

Figure 8 T1ICHITZ—H - F—HEZR EWHFTU—) DR

SABEE ——

E4 1[5 m-

MK IE T
ANEH
Bt 0—%

PEHE BT

N—=YF)T«
0t
WEE

T T

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35
Figure9 T2ICHF3—H - FA—HEL EWHFITU—) DI

T2 TRAHIICA—BERROEEGAML TS 2 EhvRanic.

Y bir o, KABIRED HBAHIIC IS S 75206 ABIAR PRk LE, AZEBLE b - 72l > 0
TO—8 « A—HFEEBRMEN 2 LENEL, Iho3UHoBREoFRTERE N2 HRT
bpEMREhic, £z T, FABMREBRBEIFIZOOTIE—HLTOL2EENEHND
LT, AMEBIE— A—HEbicEarEm, B ofkete UTHREZRFMHIIONT,
—H LTI SR TS Z EhREhi., shl@EskshsdT, f—HorTa
) —AEMENICEIM LT WA 2 &, FRAEBICEOTA—ETSH 5 & ORI I BN
LTWaA I EMWRIhi.

£ E

N=YFUF 1 DEN - EEHRHMLZOEIL
N=2F VT 4 OHUUMEENTE T 5 72 DITAT - 72l RE 28 THEIZDWT, HOEANOFHIZ
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e RT3 ERAN DT IS S R T 2NLISA T » 72 & 2 A, B U7/ FHE & 237
Shic. HCAHMETIE [ahert) Mastk] (] o 31, KAFHETE [TEEE] [
P THEE] 0 3WTFThE. LHLEx, HOZEET 2N ELT & ME %3 2 401
S OBENDRKMEI N TS Z ENHENTE 3.

IHoDHRFTEITHEERAED =Y F U 7 4 il %KY, T1 & T2 TOHEED Lg%
fiotc &l A, HEHEIZHES L W18 L MbHE IS 3 T0it 6 it THE
IR ONT, T BHHREN S =Y F U 7 HEEEZNE LHA T >0 TLHEESRR
Shisipotc, Lichi-T, T1 & T2 OO PAEBICBRESET LTS EIET 5 & &,
Bt DRI LT/ Y=Y+ U 7 1 OFUMEHMEZ/L L TR nEEZEZ 6N 5,

FRRKART ET VT LRTO/ =y F ) 74 JiffiE2 iR Lo &2 A, 28IHEED S5KD
7ZHEEIC OV TIE T ORFS THEZEMNA SN, KADIEI BEEIC/ S—Y F U 7 1 S K E
CRBMENTWB I ERENT, ZThIZH LT T2 TREEZRIMEALTO ., BREoHM
WKBOTKARTDIESINT V7 LXRT X0 bR RE (-l 20 BE L TR, $7KhH
WIZECAID H>T0B ERFFTABOHEBRMEOHIICE T 7+ — VX a2ty XHR
(Ross, Green, & House, 197DY 2MEA L, KAED/ =+ U 7 1+ OFPIPEE B A 2 16
mAdh 5 EFTHE, KALEDOIEHUMEICTERENME, HLOENITK DT & EITIBRHEM S
RIEENRECRBAEINPT VI ENZLZONETHAI. BWBINLDHRIT Duck &
Craig (1978) DR E T~ L TWWE LA, Duck S OME R HREMT—5i1CLk2bDTH
0, APED &5 AN BAEHREZ R > 72 bDOTREB L. KPFEORRIL, HAHND M
WIEERE LTS,

FIBIRUICRAED R—Y F U F 4 BT OV T L DEEL SN B 720, BIOHPIMEEEE &
LT, HOO/N=YF ) F 1 ZHBRIEH SHHIZESZTHENEI DEVIBLENS 2T
TALL, 2MOFMEMOL LRI E A, FREREIRONE ATz, Lichi->T, BfRMED
R U, ety BRRAIOZMLIZE L TR EEZ SN 5.

SSICRART ET VFLRTO/R—=F YT 4 HEECONT, ED XD BMHICENET T
WBEDPEWPSMIT BRI LI Lk RAER S &, T1 Tl bFFHIcES < T4
BEPE ] iz, £ T2 TIRACHMICHES S THEEME] W18 X OMhHFMI S < [HE
WA EESRON, ThodTRTIZBNT, BRENILKADIEI NS V7 LafhFE LD
LEBEIWCN=VF U T4 HHBENREOERAMEIN TS Z ENISMITE - /2. Figure 6,
Figure TIZ/RENZ LD, INHORFIZOOTIE, KANOFML D HOANOFHT2E <,
KANEWRLUTHCOIF ) DI T 25428 CEMli L T 2B R o hic, 51Tl

3) T A=V Ay ZRFREACOTHERC KOS ELEZBRIIT 288 TH Y, AL
HEDONVENER LD TRNWI EEZWETE A TRELTHASNA TS (Ross, Green, &
House, 1977). £ Z OB =V F IV T4 IZBOTHELZ I ENMEICL VWS MIZEN TN S,

o8
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TRIRNTOMATHIIH T BFMMAKA LD RO EbREhic, — 4 T2 TREARMICS
WTDHERKANOFEDIZ ) ME D EL BB EWHIEBR SN, EREMED H T 2 Bl H
OHERITFM->TH D (HEFHMKE A T1: M=3.87, T2: M=3.78 ; fhH7FMiKF T1 : M=
3.69, T2 :M=3.57), WIZKANDFMIZ LA ->TE (HOCFMA T T1 0 M=3.42, T2: M=
4.34 ; MhFFEMIKN A T1 0 M=3.54, T2: M=4.33). L E»o, BBEHIZBOTIRENZRL
HETBEMMBFEICEOTAKAL D HEE RGBT 2 EmnH 2 L2 LS. £LTZEOD
B OBURTED MR ITPE, RESICBET AREMIZMEKAR E LTHCHMDIFS> L @it L
T, AMFEAOICEDL 2 HAEIT OO TIERANDFMA LA U, A CHE PR3 2 Hmbid
EEZO6NE. IhOORERIIHRLEL > KEDZOVERERNIHFFOMEMBON, i
HAD KA b RBEOBINZRT DM, ESIhifT s &nknons.

FRHMO—H c A—HHRIIOOTOGID S, =V F VT4 OHT I —IZHHS
N3 EHO RO A 7T ) — &g U TRO Z EAH S I - 72, Kandel (1978) O
BREREKEIZ, =V FIVTF I LT—H,T AL, HANELA—HTHB I EICODNWTOEE
RN EDfER SN ENZ LS.

RABROERBREICEITEZ—H - F—HEZOANBTLEIL

—HHR, N —HFROERELKT 2 LRI —HHEMAZ L (Table 9). LML T2 TIE
FNCA BB ROHEBIEM LTS 2 EdREhic, F7 T2 TRA-EBHERORMMA
HF AN —BRITIEN->TODE I EMnS, HENRERH (Altman & Taylor, 1973) 2 Pl ¥
5 &1, RABMROMEREE & ICHOUMROHEIBOILE ENFOES MEMT 2 DIy,
—HISEMICRMA S BEAEML T b 2 EnfEllEh b, FilZIE T TEEHEBFRIZOLTO
—F  A—HHREIETF ONB L5 DI LT, T2 TRA—HFEBEF SNTED, MR
HIITIR T SAR= EEBNDOZ EAFRHEIZT 5 2 EnP oz LT, MREoEREEE S
2T 54 N— MNEEWMPFFEICEY, —BLUTOEBOWI EEFRT B L5 I8 L TN B &R
Tx &9,

72 T1, T2 BT BRERELT, —HBLOLA—HHLROD ED SITE 0T HBKIEL, A
B, JABRIZOWTOFEEBEZ NI EdmREhic, ThSDONFIZONT, #IRLICKAE
AOLEZHKLTED, KADLDODRGPHEZT, AR EEZILSBRLTHS I LA
n5., FHKNBEBROPINOBENS S A—HTh 2 LBAMINEHMMNL D, D lmniuc
DD EDBP ST 572, NF v 285 (Heider, 1958) & % i ABX €7/ (Newcomb,
1961 IZHESWTHEZSE S, BILLOITHMERICBOLT, NF U RBE A V3T U ZJREEE M
PELUTHERINICRBRENTHEENS 2 EICHAS, 42Tl T2A2BLT, £ "5V Z20D
NEIZOOTERAEBCH ARG &, FEICE > THEEERSOTHAIFRbEEN T
5. P « PA (2004 & [HARNERE] OBPPESBBRIEOHIFICEZETHSZ I LERLT
BY, FAT (1965) BEELFEII OV T HM TERANEL 285 ICZHTFAOIFEEN
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WA 5 EAFERINTRL TV S, S SN — FERDIFE R o ek A7 1 B9 % 581
BICOWT S, BEOA—BIHTG AN EZE T2 2 PHML TS/, Lokt > TR
DFRERIT I S DFEHETEFH LA OFERERL TS, 2L, AETEIA—HTH S
C EITT BRI EDOWE AT > TOIR, FAMEAILE > TOEENE & REH VS Bl
TR HMBROMEEIC L > TOEEREFMITICHELTVWEIEBEZI LN, &
%, A —HHRORMPEIE L, WABSH 2 0 FBRORMEEIC DO TOEIE S & ORI
DNWTXDFFNICHRS Z &k on s, AP FEENTER LD TH S, HAE
N TOWFIERER & DT FESy « UL ZEREZ R L TO 2 AR H 5. ZHSI20THEtE
MIZRE DA TH 5.
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