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BT E T - KRS LFEEE TS KL T E AR E RN - G298 2018 £/
a2 A SEZEH 2021 FFAIPUE A RS - NWABLMRFERER (2018 FHYDIMZE # & 2021 - H B
P9) ~ AME (2018 FYEIEHSIR ) FIERER (2018 AUZBEERIAT 2021 FUSERE#RE ) S5 ' - B
HIMHRAE RS - HEA S M B AT & FaE - 5 FR T REEBOa T & R BRI
T RARAYE L » SERREE FRYRRAL - REPEREE ERIPKEL (A= R A f AR T
M BERERE - v AEED) - 2018) - AZSGREIEENEHAIAEYA - BETEE I ET
B E RS /e P MR R - e 2 DA LI BT A AR T LAY RB .

REFE (b 2 FT AE e AN e R VTR B L 0E » TR S g AE R E GRS - B
7 TR R R ) R R - R SRR 2R o e R eGP S BCE A MR RIE - BERE
Rt & FEIRRRE - FREERR  MisIREAESKE G FEE R MR (Lilienfeld et al.,
2009) ; NEBUAREEIEH  RREBNA LREMR(LARER BB TERE (HIHE
2014) -

brT HEmEp S  peth e R i LSRR B VIR - 352 toeta - ReE (L
A EETEHEE R —EE LR FE - THEENNEY LMEEESBOEEIFE LyFEE - W
ZEHEERE (Lord & Taylor, 2009) ~ SE#EZE (affirmative action) FIFEFEEERRE ( Taber & Lodge,
2006) - R EREREERE (Wojcieszak, 2011; Wojcieszak & Price, 2010) e

WroeE AR TR - BEE T iRER AR G R e E AR E LR © @A IRAE
i B EHEIRF  LAY H @8 ek (confirmation bias) BifmaR[Fl{L (biased assimilation) fH[F] > HRATFESZ
(E RS N [F LI B AR A B MR LR A - WREE R DABI B A =UR B ERE. - AT RErS
DAREAR_E it sR i fE e - BREME o AT IE0R « (e E s R AU Ak i B 5 7 T IMHR A
FL AT REGRE REE LAY AR - MR E R v DUE R SR MR E R - At tukER il
] [ B B H RS B3 2 A AR A Ry e i BUMT Y BRE -

W9 s ERERR R E R B R - TRIE R ICRB LAY B RIBALG - DA R R S0k
H IR AR ST - WARETEEA RV R LAY ATRES TR « 3 LLBCE TR AT N & 2 2 » WF5E
EHE SR MR SR RS - AN S B R R THIAR I SE (R -

SRR PR
(—) REE{LRIRLE iR

Lilienfeld 8 A (2009 ) #H T % IH A] GEZE A 37558 [ Ml » ) 2858 B G TP B O i g 2 2%
(ideological extremism ) HYFEXI{mARAETE » AfmaRFL » F7{RR (myside bias)  Higfmir H% -
R R T Er &R IR I - ERREEE « FFE H A RBE AR - AHE LR
HHOEBENGmIL - FEES09FARTT (Lord et al., 1979) - [ & (M8 i B S &R0y e St
HIB 2 (e 38 RS - I =) 2 R Lk B B CAT5 R Rm BRI - (A (E rTaER A T 35 fRaR (Perkins,
1985; Wolfe & Britt, 2008 ) ° 15 &6 ar Al S IR HA (S RF AN U E S HER BT & B CTEBARIAR - I
B0 O TEEAMH YA RN (Nickerson, 1998; Wason, 1960) © [T H i fmik - tHEEERHEK
Higfmar (disconfirmation bias) » HE M RE (E R H L H CE S — SIS - g108K
2 I [ BEFE I Se B 07 A H Y2 BB Ho SR A B 2 S B 2 R (Edwards & Smith, 1996;
Taber & Lodge, 2006 ) - #EZEHRRE NEINAN - (HES FEEERENES - F2EFEEE
B fma R AR E L T2 (Hergovich et al., 2010) » JRNEE2E 1wk B L ELER 7 fm e By FE ] A
& (McCrudden et al., 2016 ) ° ;5 SE{RFRILFEI MR T« FEE G R - RERE L2 A Ry 8% <2 RE
BHITEIHEOT ST 2 MEEHUETERERRE - #5 B 2RI DABSEM G
HERFECRLIEE B & o W RAR AR A T R E B el e B 5 B 5 H R B H RIS L - 78
FEER T RESE Ryl -

Hit - CAENDHFRER R TR E M A - DO (E RS R TR i - TS LT
Lilienfeld 5 A (2009) s8R TEMZ 8 M HECE « IR S # R A RS (AHERR
fReREMLE) Ay 2E > B e FFEIESE (dual process theory ) (Evans & Stanovich, 2013; Stanovich
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& West, 2000 ) HEHAI—FEFE (type 1 process) HYTEHRE - JHA—FRFE AL T (B BB EE -

BT E R RS FTE M (preconsciously ) S MERHTEBLER E (5 S AHBARYE RN » W EREAY I ELE
SMFFREERE (Evans, 2011, 2007) © 2 BB EZ IR R AT —FE (type 2 process )

B3 AT PR RS T DA ARIHER - 0 (el 85 m] gE 2 o #5 F A — RFAGETTRaRAVHER - 5 S {E S
HE R =R S B 2R PR ER B S G E (5 & (Evans, 2007; Evans et al., 2001 ) ° 5&fE {maR MEAYHEE tE—5
AL H ARG SRS - 5 Z » 30%1R R T aE 28 A — B A — R LA (E HAVAS SR (Evans,
2012) e ARSI SR FIRaR AT T - (HE JTHE @A — FEEE AR A SO A A — RS Y
H o BIANZE B S oo 72 O IRE G - FR(E B G P RE(E R 2 i 1 4o i 2R T L Rl 2 B S ik
(Spengler et al., 1995) ; XE(E 2 H#EME RSB RIRADENE - BEEIEmH &R EE
AREZENF2Z (Evansetal., 1994) -

RS (perspective taking ) Bl FyiE LEIIH] B &b 7y T8/ AT 2 — < BIELHRURTET 20
FRZPFELRENIRE - HEEREAEEZERREARREZR - SCERRRRE - BRI A LRk
T M AREIE R E RS ) EETEEES - thR R ERS R R A AR - B E R
AHIRES) (Galinsky & Moskowitz, 2000) - EIESHURRIFHRBAMIC SR « EHFF AR E BRI R
NERL - S BB E AR - RERTREEZ IR - PIA$R S{E#RAIEIE L (Batson et al.,
1997) ~ VMR ERE R AYZIHEN S (Galinsky & Moskowitz, 2000) ~ &K% 40 B BE 19 R &, (Todd et
al., 2011; Vescio et al., 2003 ) F5§ o ZiFEIA RIS KB — B =T HAREAETRGRES T
2L BBV TR R A R Bl & ST R EEE ST (socially responsible leadership ) 4738 55 HL A
4 (Dugan etal.,, 2014) - Dugan %5 ARIZEMIIEHERR © BIRIHCEE B R4 MHE A g R HI9EE
FrEa (E1E -~ BERF) BREREEXESEE (WENREREM NER - STHERE1E
E) o BRI TEEECEE AR B BRI EMER o BiGE BRI EEEE - ZHEEERRA
AT FERESE A BB IS A RIBL DR - B A Z S I B - BIALE BB 22 (28R
PREATE - 2021) FBiE%E%ET (Dishon & Kafai, 2020) /=

DA 3B S B UE I SE - RamfEit & OB B A E EE  SRELH T A AUREE - Y
SNEIRS - THZREIRRRRIR B - A RE (e A BRAIGE © SRR ARG o AW SRR YR FREE T (G
#TE, (HIAILERRE) AREE » DUROE SRR AR Rl Ry & s HR B Y (el sd ot b « AFFeEal s
UL TR WRREEE G - fla0 - BIEZEE A (2008) By T IGEITIERE AR
BB SREEL , (arguments agreement/disagreement model of a counterpositional situation, CSAAM ) {#
5 RIS E A A RE R (U SRR R & 4y - HUBEUE Y - (RS R B IS S L E HURR BN - — T AT
REE A NI ERIEH - — At AR I TG B S IIGRIEREE - DUGRE R L E
EHER AR T » T0E Le N A & s B S i AL 1Y AR B 5 [ (agreement/disagreement response ) °
AT B R ISR AT R TN RORBEE SRR SRR S S (B SCEHER - MR B ERES
HEERRE - Mt EANEERRAEE LR (EE—) SR - ZRERE TS KGR ER
FE - DURGE SEH i B Em B S S ER(E A RIS BE s el gy (FHAL ) Rl (BIEE
A 2011) -

MEZ  BERIERX (CSAAM) BIEEHE - (#fE aeEEE TG H T EHIEBE - S RGREA
B EF M B RENREE - MR ARG HEE 2 A8 RUIRRR - it ZR A Tsea
T RREIECR B S v RE E R (RS A1 R A IR B 5 =0 - ST A A B
{LRIMER] - RIELEE T AR 9E 3 K B B U SRR - BHGRRE ERIRBFERR A ARV SE - s E
AT RER R Bk L A ST )

1. BUERHUES B 3 Il b

BEC AW FEAER B U S AR B 5 8 - MESNE SLRfFFTAIT A I & 5SS A R A RE Y RE
FERAE AR T - {H HAS G BN SRR £ R 2 R AHBR - 38 Leit e B R R sE S [ (K (R AR Rl LAY
FE4 S ( Beatty & Thompson, 2012; McCrudden et al., 2016 ) ° Beatty £ Thompson (2012) HJHFSE
HERZHEREESNFAEGRS  WETE LRI T R ERE S GFE - A0 FRE
2 FERRIREE DU B S R A TR BALR - &l S A Ll TSR - S RIBIERE R
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AL R o B RIR MR R IGREIE T o (B/FE L MR (B TE A AR - 2 0 R A
Witk - MR AN BESRAM A N BRVBIE A BT & A S R A SR EAERE - AREDIAC
HOERBEACHCH T - AR - PRIABR A (5 S e S DA B g E A A A EH - MBI DLE
SEEHE - DEE A S EEGET AR - P ESHRE] - TR ZEE S -
Beatty £2 Thompson 385 » DAE CBUEKBERE SRS - (RERFEMLESMEE G SR8 7R AR - i
R & E SRR > (EEEERElIFIRREMCAIER - 2 HEOAERZE S ECEE -

—A Lilienfeld S A (2009) HY#%E - (£ 573 - Beatty 8 Thompson (2012) DAEE
AT R R 3R - ALMTRE R fRERE LR R SR TR — AR > A E S E R E -
TG O BRI I (E B8 H LB R A OB EERE (psychological distance ) A B {E 8 ZIRA& L
(decontextualize ) HIFEFHE N « ARAS(LHERL (contextualized reasoning ) o {EHE LA H b HI#E 5
FESTE B ; FORAGER » EIRFE(EHEM (decontextualized reasoning ) EF5{[E i 71 2 Bt 5l
EE ERNERRE N EIMEEAGEIT T % - RIS R S 2R —ET (7 (Thompson
et al., 2005) ° tHEL/E3R * Beatty B Thompson 785 » BEE U (2 (1 (8 B2 HETT R Mee L AE AL FE e
HITIATHERE » 2R ASEAY —FEREAY EL S AR

McCrudden £ A (2016) —HBERENEEHCE A RIREMLIER - HISEHEPIHIFRER - PHE*R
atth - RS EEERESRMERS - SHERSES THERER - #ESE - MEEEREAN
7 WA AR EE RS AR A - DI ITAY OB I e 22 Bl E i 5 B A iR AR E
EEAE S - GRS EE H SIS HEEAEN - A SR RS - DU B R SRR PRI
RIS IR E SR O RBICE R 2l I - fER SR B =2 FH - #—
Ao IR - (Ea— BB RS A A F A3 A e am B I TR 0 » ARRD - 255 m B D T
DLE B BRI R A TR E R E SRR - BEDBERER AN ZH S E ST E - K5
SRR - E2EEDE SEEAKBRE RS - e EERBREL - RS E SIS
MM BN B - A EGRHRRERE - T 2 85 DRI R B 5 AR B R 5 1%
MR R NE R A RN B SIIGHHE - HindmE 2% o RIBE(EFR - McCrudden %
N T #8{0, Beatty £ Thompson (2012) HYZESR : BEHUEIE M 7 RMRASLHYEERE - FERIRFEL -
BOEHEE M SRR T BRI RIEER - FERAE R AT S f r] e HERE A —
BRI FEr -

WroeE Ry - PEMFIAURRRA AT & H - MEOREE R R i 15 1 R 2B AL — B R — 32 4 6] £ 1
(Evans, 2012) - {H3535:0 8B 8 2 A0 S5 R RLERE B SRV ERHE - EinREsNEEn
(ERES T AZRA —HERE - R IR i B I PR F B S - ILE T B PoREE, R

fe AL HEEE 2 it DARE IR D RR I (R I BRI

(1) FHEARFZERIR - L3/ (3t se AT RERYRIRAERS MRS S R R E R EREANS -
(e NAEAE TG PR E &R R BE MRS - HPhE DFEEEH - 5k fHamEst
WEPR - S LEEEEEELENE » RRRRETEE E e thE 2B EEE aGR - R5 2
St AR N B R BB U S R SE - B E AR — R R T S AR AR EE - 5 —IH
(RERAERS Lt/ (i 7E #l DA B AR A B B Ry Rl - TR DA B CRR R B I - R HUER
AR B T T R NGAS (LA —HEHE - JRANAE B BOBBERRRE NETT % - AR AR - (EE )
JB BRI - PN EhE R tH o T EERE R - TR RE Ry - BRI R AU TERE
AIPUE TR T ASERL

(2) PTG Fris il HERRRERE - ik & OB B2 E O E LS @ EHE R A F 5 SUAHE T 44T » 2R EREET
EEEIOER G - —THH B ERY 5T TEEFE SRR LT FAET A (Linguistic Inquiry
and Word Count, LIWC) = JLilHis il K552 (0 FHIEAIZE T 008 » A9 oG B R EIEE ~ 3
B TR AE T E HAYIE R it g A EE o Wt B A A SRR R o B e
LIWC HYMHRBAR 7 O H R O & SO i E B L HEFF % (Pennebaker et al., 2003) -+ JEA R
ST EE BN LHEER FNRAERSE (MEFEA 0 2021) - HEREEE WA EEGFEE
RERY AR E SR - I T B En] B ek o THHAZUE (demand characteristics ) Y528 (=B EEA -
2012) - WFFRER S - HRESUE AN LHEER T S 0 T B POERE , ArE BRI - (HalFE
EH o A RS (R EREE IS R Y E 5 ARATE B B | BORRERI R SRR 1R -
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k=t

LIWC FWFefa i IhRER (ALEER ~ 2% ) FrRAFAH R E S EEE SRR E
BEe g ABEERAHE (0 "k, ) WEAERRTEEE B RFITEAVEE - Newman %A
(2003) ZEH - AMTERERRE - & ILfERE GG AR08 — AR EER A - Mg s [EE
HEHEEE (Knapp et al., 1974) HYBIEL - 30RE AR E BT & B IEWRBE E A2 - il
mENHEMRS BER2R (NFE - ABEERAFENER) AEE - DU E HEE RETUIE
(dissociate ) " F& , FUEE I NMERMEFZZNEKE AEE SZ2RRBREE T HEEEYRE R
A RER R R GRS — » BIIDAE RS R AR A - fHEREMFFA g EEEES
FE B 25— ATE B B0 %58 (Stirman & Pennebaker, 2001 )  BAR AR EARY 2 R R E
EREH— KR4 REEHE (Rude etal., 2004) -

PrT eI T IR BT E R AEEREEIN - A EE R = AEER A ("
) B R RS S MEMEERETE (Quercia et al., 2011) ° B EESFRE (schizophrenia) B
HR AR B EF 2 HIYMERRF A (external attribution ) FHELHA[E#EPERE (mood disorder ) FF »
M E L= AFEE R &5 (Fineberg et al., 2015)  FHARTELM K, - EIBLHES
HUHR TR IERL R (E A 2 2 B FORRE - (F = 1E B BRAVBEE (3 SR ANt B - R se a8 -
HFOBBEE R B RS A - BHERZ M A BETERIIGNN - IR AT DAEE = AR R B A A 6 FH 3R R
FE— N BEEARLFAEARERIEE -

2. PBESHUE LR I i

B3 iF5E (Beatty & Thompson, 2012; McCrudden et al., 2016 ) & LAfS sk smEhomgs H B E
R OB IR PETE R AR FHLRIRE R - A2 AN e R U (E #E A F fRE Rl - BEAR A W 7EFE
fragF b e EBREE ML (Lord et al., 1979) - {HMEE At H #7230 BB S A (R RE L A=K
o SHEREMEBR O - SRTEE A W72 BRI BRI IS BB M LAY 2 (Tuller et al, 2015) -
Tuller % A (2015) AYRFFEAE 8B POE ) FREFE 52 E A {UF L Beatty B Thompson (2021) DU
McCrudden %5 A (2016 ) HIWFZEEISE ATt & AR E N HE B © thfEORE 2 al T
BIE IR R ln e DB E S ST M - 2R FAERENI AR © Tuller A%
REEE R 1R I Y 72 523000 F 58 5 ORI TR R (L - e 2 B R A B R SR A T
BT RE - PRI2EE (PR B CHBESEHERETYS - S —Fry2EE (BREIR
) HEEEE RS EE M EE CRREMER 2 AT » AR E M ERRA SR - 4
SR BUHB R e hilAE - EEE RGO i RE R B R A B O RO SCE Y 7] - it B e B U
BT AL (depolarization ) BITEFH © ZRIMAE Tuller 5 ARIMFFE 58 - SLEREEML - BT
EEEENABEMEI N —EREEREREME (accountability ) RZEBRA: -

WrFeE RNy - BUERRR B BREFE Tuller FE A (2015) WURFICEEETERE - ARy B B9FER EL
i amalt B B B AR B R A M N ERESFIRTZER - A& Z BTRaR FE LRI TE R U] 22 Bl ey
FREE T BRI MGRAE 22 B BTG E BRI T2 EER » 2 BEREE R RES i
BT - BIRIRELETER S 2 8 JADEH 5 E B E - (BENEEREE L TR 0 X
EE R Z BEREH R ERIRIE - R EF S RAAE )2 DL E 5 89 B ST R e R ELfe - FrDAA
e S HA A IER PR o IRED > Tuller % A HYAS R TR S ELEBRI I B SA# S B8 foA E SRS
75 LN A SEAS 2 B LAY RR SR - S8 thI ESE R YR UG 98 (A Galinsky & Moskowitz,
2000; Todd et al., 2011) 25758 T A, AHBARIZIMRED S2 8o M EIBE i A 55 -8 b7 AR i RO -

ML EER - FEER N Tuller FA (2015) HUFZEBERZREE THTH SR LN "R AFE  i—
T R RE R O - M ER 2 BB O PR R EE R A BN T SRS S L E AT R -
HEME R E LRGN A EARIREE « ZFrDIg & A M A BE g » LI OIRHER AT 6E
TEREA (elaboration likelihood model, ELM ) (Petty & Cacioppo, 1996 ) FTHeHYEZ T (peripheral
route) - HELEEEIGHEMHBANIEE TR (PIREHEREERRERERS [ J1) KHAEERER
HARTT - MIEE B IR (central route) » R[5 MBI HUE A B B HE L AR A BT ERUE R AR ) * -
A ZERAYIRI% e Rt AR A - TFRSERE () BRBREEEME - thEh @ A 72 T ARAYE
HRFEEREEIUEES - e 5 %0 AR RE - RE R AR RECR 2 i Fe el R B Ik
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RI—ERIRE ST - EETEE IS E SR THEN2EER - DRSS EE @R AES - £
AR R BEAR AT AT RE ©

FEEEH DL E =TEI SR S R A R EEFIRIR - s RNy B DU B o S B R R (LR
FERALARZE - SEMEER SO L BB - 2O FFALLN =B FE 5 Mg « 35— Rt EEIH
HATRYBIBE S5 - 0 Tuller %A (2015) AR » DL TERH AL AR | RHEREEHCE$H 5
MIEFEM R ERIHTEANR B2 HERGBESRI2EERAITREE - BEF L RAE A ETE RS
FER B OB KR MRS R 25 = - ANRIATHR e » 3258 LIWC i SR IO e (R REEE A LR 1
Bl Beatty &2 Thompson (2012) PAK McCrudden ¥ A (2016) AT ERAGENGELHEFEEL B POEHE -

(Z) BAREHBENEB IR

e — 2 BB AR R 2 - (A B S T DU R RE (L, - LR AR S BB IUE -
P8 KRR EA ERRE AU REFEARAL 2 DA Tuller Z A (2015) BYTFFCR B - A h mid 5 U2 A ] R
BEEMERRRRREE R BT Ry EL o T DUE— P EEET B 755 R U & B 1 22 HA AR AR ES
B RFFHVHRE - AFEIMESIR AL 2 SRS EFT A - BB SR AR E B ET T - &E
Bz BESCRRF (G - (s E sl R B i G T B A RGBSR (secondary transfer effect )
(Pettigrew, 2009 ) FIRFFE R LLIRRTHR (L T 1RIFAYHERRELRE -

B P R O ol R B i ok B Y T (R R A B A B A B B R A B B A B RS AU R . (Pettigrew
& Tropp, 2006 ) ° FLYEIVER EIREESE—(EARRATRE « A RS2 Ml T 2 A LB [ RUR AT 2 R AT ER
o gt 2R o BEANEM A i R E Ui & RO A By S NE RS R B dh e 22 HO A @ ry 2
SNERE (ERETE R VI /NERS - primary group) - ANEEESE R REE— S IR R B A B 2N R
HAt /g8 (G INEE - secondary group ) WE 2 WS 28 IR /2 B B HY  [LTEE S 80 /M EE A8 H B A 3K
SR A B E TR B RGBS TR - ROBM U5 2 B RNV E S IR 22 A8 Y
i o BABIZRER - BiSE (Tausch et al., 2010) FEEMG TN - EAEENESSIT BT HE
WIEL e AR o S B R AR EARREE -

BEARATRZCA AR B MM - PRk —(EESEMRERE « SR RS hal gl
TH ) B¥S EERE " YGRE ) AU ETEEEEEE LS A B S T R U R ERY
FHE - EE TEE BRI 2

B GRAS - BENBEICRMEE ATREFAE - Pettigrew (1997, 2009 ) 7 25 HA £2 8 55U R 1Y HE HL
PERF - RN - EERREEEE (PR SNERS R - M E N B S PTERI N E R (ingroup
reappraisal ) 32T 2% BR A (B 8 1 AR #2218 0 E B At A AH BRI ME—ZZUE - Pettigrew B2 AREH » 12
B E TG T —{# E Rl (deprovincialization ) HYEFE » YRl 8 e DA FEE A (7 A 79 2 T Ay oAt
EfE - EREP R R T (ERE L N FE R R IR - SEA R LA SEBEESEM ) SNE RS
HREREA R LB - R B AR - 5 &R » DAL Pettigrew Y Gm BB AH & BT A FI
St 7R [ b STk A B BE EUR 1Y 4B © Beatty 2 Thompson (2012) PAK McCrudden # A (2016)
PEEEERRE IR AEEYA - R BT G858 L MRAE A b B B Al o B Y AR A R i 2
ko LLHR Pettigrew Al ek (AL SO S 25 F B HIRER FH BT 2830« R L AT iy B FoOR Bl Sk
THRE O EEBERIRE b - E1E B B AR SNTUE T - RERRH R T A B A B TR o BEAREE AR
AR AR R U BB HI A MES AR LS - AOPERE R v] (e B B th S (S R RE A A A
B -

(=) 7R

A DA SCBREERE - W] B 25 (7 B2 DU B AR A B e A R R ] e AR B P KRB AL, - W
SRDVBRBHUS E Rk 5 1% - MEAALURE RS HIRE A BE R BRI AR i DU fReeFEL - E
AR EIREIE— AR EEAVEAR - B TR —(EE A ARt - BEE A AR IS
7 bR IR R AR L RCR - AW e EE —TARECR + AN AR E 5 B C ¥ AN
HRL - E(ERE A TR AR L AR o FETTEA IS E R A IR - IR L AT SRR -
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k=t

BEAN - A AR ER T e e B AR A B B i L B R DU o A L B R Rl 5 P R A (L HE B P I B
HIBHEE - (H325 MR IR R 7ERE 12 - B AWTFeER s — Al - HBENESE SH#
B SETERIS SRR G RRERZ IR G B HoREE - Mt ESRIEE T EE 1
BURRIUER IR, -

ik o BEIEBRURIIATRERES] (ERBt) - DIk B IGERE - EWEEMS e —ERED
L AR S =1 R - BRIV RE R L AYRR AR A IR R RS U SR s AT B 5 Y
Aol EEER R H MR RER - AR R -

Jiik
(—) ARBHE

AW TR AT (LR ERYT) TIEHEZEERE B2 BEZORATT « EhI BB -
APPSR RERE - WRETIGHIBE BT 758 - AWrFEItias 1 o8 iz (52 2B M%) - °F
YJEEHG 23.7 5% (SD=3.4) - fiff5e e Btk rl 1S # 220 150 TTME: -

(Z) H%ERE

ARl B HRGH - WEEL2HEESEHEE OIS BB ES - § N2 EEE
SRR E S S AR - S P2 BRI N E B IS RIER o (O3
A2 B MR REEE SRR AR A LR -

Ko TR RE R R T e IR AR M A A B R, - A& T RIEREF RERE
W o frE2HEEH G e Hrh—IERREER A S EE - ARERRAGER O - B 55— THREE R
H SRS TR o R — P2 B st WA IR E B EaEE - P2 aEn
R H SR FEE R TR, - 58 R IER R R — ([ R R LR

(=) AREIER
1. AR

TR 22 Bl R R REH R — E VISR - KT REFF SR - AWISSEE T RYEEEEK
WO RIS sy A TR - TR ) B T ERRIEN , - SELEHNIER S — ENEEE
WA — BRI RLT - BFfE—GTESF - FeE R T 2HEEH I RS - SRR
H—ERIIEAER] (Pearson fFHEAMRE R 26 » p=.004, N=121) - BfELBEIGR—EEE &R - &

{8 i S Hrp— (ElRRRE A RB R A AU Iy el EnE i B S — (AR R - R (R TEE
BRCRFAERT I RELE -

2. IERSLG B P

AW et B R TR R IE R DGR B T e R - WP T SRR - ERCREH DT
e amie2E A B RS HEBENNEIT (DEHCF ) KRR B
CIERM - M REREEE E & - B BEIETRBINEN2EEEESRGE S HEILHT
—& - —ARIREMCSTER TR E B2 BE IR R A E A BRER - Rt T e SRR - ik
TERAVRAERE - M52 SRR e BRI TR LN R A - = B TIIR
I AR R IR S R Em B o s« T AR R R B B AR R, - SIS
PRICIEGEmES R s« T IENEIG ZEFHLE ) - B2 I FOI R — AR B2 i H B B Al
k> HEZaEH TR REEMLS - KRR T —EE QIR - B SRR -

HEIMNE - fdie NS AR ORI ATEN sk AvEREs - bioea @ R TR N SR E
ESERL - TR E T (ERRREN — RIS - SRS TS RIS RS - i
(B T E A GRS P -
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3. BRI

AWFFe AR (Likert) CRERFMSEEAN "IEEEE , B T EEERILH . mIHRRER
SRR - 1 RRGEENERK - T RS2 R

4. I

—AISTRREY EmRF AT I B - AR E @ SRR R (LIWC) K2 B EHER
A o 1 H BB EEATE IR LS — AR BB O A ARl D B = AR R B s sk o -

(M) AEERF

Eﬂ?n%ﬁ"fﬂﬂ% N T IRERVERR - RS B FTRIE A ER A E R (AR B - BT IR
T - (PRS- PR E B2 HEEMTHS MRS - NEEEEAER - it gHEmE
E"EEJ"‘]%?HIJ/EJ DR HAEIAR e E PR R E SR - e 2B E R E R R EZEE Bk - Jeleil
Whoe R E RN - e A S W ERRREE T B T 55 - DU HAMEEEH - 2 EER
BAEMEREEFERFAESIFGETER - T RE 1 -

A W A R S AN &

A 4 \4

iR —2l bR LR

—fEEGREER
TR — iﬁG"’”“E

l |

PP%IK SEGREER kk‘f‘ SR E R
/~a:; 55 i&%unze /*Eﬁﬁgﬁﬁyﬁk .5‘:

\ 4 v

HE A B s Y RE R R 5

WA B E o EEER R - P2 B XESRAIERTRZEE B (T T8
—Hi ) - S FSZEEESHE - REEENREE SN AR EEES EEE
AT R I IR (T TR ) ) - FRRNE(I 2 BE A IR R AR ST
MEEE TR E R o B BB R AL T A Ry 2 B R R IR e B R
TER > HETERIIHNES - B FIESIEFRHER -
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FEt ol seRitk - A2 A E RIS —(EEREE - it AN EEN S
FESCRFEE - ARG TRZALGH TR « OIS - B2 E L ERIRE R EERR I -
WAERTFE N BRI BERRSE R 25 - WIFEEE T (G f— (0 SR BERR U IR ER e T - 26
BRI HRERE REEE R ISCE - f5EE R

KM EFEBRAT — B EAARMEK PO X - REEHBEIRRA GBI o S12F —FkEER
BRIk T R IR S E o FER R F MR R A6 5k o B F
HETREAT DLW AT N CHLENRFREAS  $RXEE FpAR R GR
HETRERGHE  HH%300 FAL EEEEFFEAATK

=0 EERETE I EIUE BRI 2 B HBIIGE R - SOk - SEE T (ERRERE(E -
BEER 3 B FARANE A E REALZATAER] - HE—B =R R ER — Er Y2 Bl — R = 8 — (BT
GBI TE s B 2 BE E R0 R TR B SIS - R A 2 B TR
TBGECRIMEH LT —BRER - DURRICHIEEE R -

BTFRFELTENABERAFGRE - MARCE ARSI LRFA Ly R R0
FMERR L RE T - B TR ROVEFERETHARLH 5 Fohe  REb A
et ey ings (st R TH 5, eyiRes) - B — B UK R PO X » /A —TkAE
HRBEAEY T REGREECSF c FENL R I H S IREEe £k - = 448
o HEERRGHRAMERFEZ — KNG —BIWELRMIE PO X RIEUHAZRMAY
Fok THWHGR LY RETRRIAD TEWP L > 6w L EMAERRZ  ERXF
BT R A R A S TR R c FEN 300 FA L REFATIMEANT
)&o

BREERE RSk - S EEIHE AR (EFRE N SR E R R - EIEERATR - AT
H M2 B SN E R TR B - SR S B IR I E R H AT - PR HE R
Wtk - B2 A SoAs T E BRI -

i A
(—) BEXpERE

ATt S RER AR ST - i EEEANATEIEEE - HREHA 3 {20
RMAEEREERET B R EF T A TR - KEDERR - BoEARBZR O ITHIE R 95 281
(50 #4722k 5 SEIIFEHE 23.7 5% SD = 3.4) = WFFEHE LA IF B e i B G 2 0 36 AT SO HEE 1T I 7]
IR - AGSERAHBRIRTE R - J0EBRZAREAC @ B RF o n 2 R A SE » IRER I SOARRE AL
C-LIWC2015 Bl (M A > 2020) B LIWC2015 F2=, (Pennebaker et al., 2015 ) FEFTHHT -

FHIA (588 T2 i (B 5 S R R RE AR L VAR R SR T BB MR L AR - BRI LAY e A 12
FHESFARTED - #2H BisE & R IR RIS 2 R e - BRI RBEHRR - RILfERTE
RS DA 2 B AE B R AT I8 1 BB FERRRRE T 5 By BL E R ST L - BB S WSR2
EEETE S E AR S I EER - 05 TR I ELESREZIEE R EREE
HEREEFIIEEHEE @ RIGERRER(CIVIEE  HtEE SRS RS MRS IR
TRt LB AR EE 7 SR MR AT - HETT AR » SR AR R 1 - WIHEEH2EHE Y
IR EENBEM(LRE - HRORfET TRz 2 -
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£1
REEMLIEIZETE ARl
TR REFTR LA & [EORGUEAN 4 ESiIbAN s RS (ran 4
ZEHE 1 5 6 1(=6-5
e H AT 63
T 2 5 2 3 (=2-5)
ZEE 3 i 3 6 3(=3-6
S ey - (SR 30
ZAE 4 3 2 1(=3-2)
K2
REE M L A2 E AV AR ET
- EEEHRE B EEERE
M SD M SD
B 20 (n=47) 0.79 1.56 0.77 1.09
BRTREAH (n=48) 0.10 1.37 -0.02 1.74

LR IPNSE TP
B —BOA D B R BREEET - B AE BR T T R

B TR LA AAIESIEF CtRIFREEESCRERICN) WERGH T - EitteiaE
B N ERIEF R GG EREE DEA A EM - DR (E SRR M LR R (O3 0H - R
BRFFELERIER 2 - TR TR R R T - FER BRI R AR A B (Fs(l,
91) <3.63, ps >.060,1," < .038) » FrkEESIEF HEEMEETE  (TIUFERE 0T -

(Z) EEm{LiEE

BT AR DU A E E e I RE B i AR B S B T - WGP R BB I ETT IR e e
TR EEE o B — B A RE R AR S A A (1(93) = 2.63, p = .010, d = 0.540) *
i3 —5 FH B — A ¢ i 2R P i R B P MR A L AR R B O (22 3 - IR L — B I RE P (L B
FRFL0 (#(46) = 4.83, p < .001,d =0.704) - EEGEHGH AR 25 ((47) =-0.08, p = .934,d =
0.012) ° ESEfERFGE R —IITER - R e TILERE - E LI L o BB — B A A
BiRhEER A AN RE AL - 7EEE 0 AT LLEREY - B — B AL TREE O - T B2 FE
b SR B B A SR AR L - R BRSSO -

(Z) Hiis - BFER

BN ki 1 26 (EE 5 A (i IRV ZE = AR B — AR AL EARI AR - 20RiRT
i+ BFFEE PSS = AR B A4 A Y B0 AR R 28 — A R A EA R B R R 28
FHHPOEMERIRRRE - B e BBE — S 5 — AT B A ER R o AR R E R = iR R
fH (#(93) =4.57,p <.001,d = 0.943) - HREHEE = AR B FREER FIEEE 2R (493)
=-1.49, p = .142,d = 0.303) - [TEIEE—FHEAE H HORBEFS AR B8 A AR _E A B (B i

(#93) =-4.34,p < .001,d=0.890) - FEAMAEIAITE 3 » £ FARLAE PORBEFSAE(E Ry T 8E - 60,
Hayes I process B (2017) Akg7E ETE 2745 & rh 1 BRI HRE SRR L YR 288 - S SRAnfE 2 -
HHEZR (total effect: ¢ = -0.79, p = .010) HFEHRAIZEIN - MR (indirect effect) Fs—E{H (ab
=-028) » HFTEERY 95% 5/ L/KEZEBEMAEE 0 (-0.54 ~ -0.07; 5000 bootstrap samples, bias
corrected method ) * FRHBEZERIFER » HEIE (direct effect) HINEANEHZE (¢’=-0.50, p =
122) 7 e FATERAI > BB A T B Ry 0 - BEEEIAL R 1 RIS T AT HORS SR
T - LR A TR E H BOBBEEIE (a = 0.96, p < .001) - B TE8AIIRBEML (b=
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-0.30, p = .034) - FAERAFE R ZAVTEE - JRAMERGEE —FTRERY /MR R — R R I E S
RPREIR T 250 BOSHE © - (HIS B (L IS AR -

EHREIA S —(EE R E R A TR — B E S - G O 2 ENEEE
18 - 1 AT E R R T AR RE B PO BEFE AR R/ T RICR » RIS — (e 0 & sl S T
Bi o EoR TSR BRI R AR FRIHH I MR 25 (ps > 293) « MAEH ST AT K
B EEFREN E TORBERIRE R - F R EHE _AEERENE TR AR
ERER RN ERE— - MESER—&E (ab=-030) » HATEN 95% (5.0 /K HE 2 (SHEERM
THE 0 (-0.57 ~ -0.07; 5000 bootstrap samples, bias corrected method ) ; BRI A EHZE (¢’ =
-0.51,p=.126) - fHETBE—GH - BB G A T2 B BOERHET (a=1.01,p<.001) -
MA T R (b=-029,p=.040) -

x3
LIWC FA%E{ER B 73 teimd a4
SES St it H— AR HENEEERAE
M SD M SD M SD
B EESRE
B —20H (n=47) -1.04 1.20 1.19 1.03 0.15 0.38
BB (n=48) -0.08 0.95 0.41 0.53 0.34 0.80
- EEEE
BB —3H (n=47) -0.88 0.94 0.95 0.92 0.07 0.18
BB (n=148) -1.06 0.83 1.14 0.85 0.09 0.22

R R R (B AR - BB A ARE) -
* R D B BB - B PR B -
¢ RERHSE DL E B E RS -

2
EARABILHEIE ( BIEE) FABMINEREEMLEER 2PN EIE
SESREL
e ab=-028 .
@=0.96% /950, C1[-0.54,-0.07] \ © =030
B e

¢’ =-0.50
*p <.05.*** p<.001.

(M) FEEBHBR

BT R —(AE 5 AR B LA B R R » BRI R BT TR (i E -
FEER T o B B A RE R i AR R B S A B B (1(93) = 2.27, p = 026, d = 0.465) 7
BRI AR EE S (MR MR CrEEs . HEZE TRREER - SEERHm
REFERR LA B — 20 - DR THERE - b2 - BB s (A E S mEN e EE N T
FEEEHRE B THRENBRSR - TR =mImEl - FE—DHE A ek ik
FAH B L AFR B 0 17252 - S PRI B — 2 A RE MR L BEZ KR 0 (1(46) =3.46, p=.001,d =
0.505) » EHELEEIAGH FMERAE = (#(47) = 0.53, p=.601,d=0.076) - BLbfEERER - {FHL 0 ST
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Pty - BRE—BGH A GE R T RBEEMAE 5 2RI - Rl G0 AR — EE S B R Rt A B R
fift - SEFHT T ¢ 35 DARGAHAEST LMy - BRRLEHR R AR R, — S M E R AR LR -

(R) #WHRSH

HEARTERN (S E R L BB R i LR AT IR B N 0 - (H R B B e
HIRBF IR G ) - T E T ReEEE) , o BIREE R IE RAVEEHE - WY S R R N
EHE—RER (M=0.85SD=1.07) 8 _BEES (M=1.06,SD=1.37) #G2HE KK 011k (5
BBy ((47) = 5.52, #(47) = 5.36, ps < .001, ds > 0.773 )~ FREREE IS R FEHEE SR BN E) - L2
PR BN TR A S BT EREE MR L - HiEEE 0 BYZ2IE R -

BLAh - ZOETATER K » fE— Gy A TR 8 T 2 Bl W R TEGRRE R RE S IEAHRE (1(119) = 26, p =
004) - AFFE A ZIEERE R - B IR R BRI ERIERIRI AT IR B EAERE (1(93) = 37, p
<.001) o FE R FE R HI GRS BT Pearson MBI E > F8IH EAHBIIARTEAE (1(93) = 24, p
=.021) - HEE S HWHSEETHERMERE - FEBERE R REE 20 (- —2l =
35:p=.015"n=47; r B =14 - p=336  n=48) -

B [ LA S A B 3 A P H A (E s B L RE EE AU AH R M AR E - B 2% ME— BB B
(r(93) = .22, p=.029) - (HEFHWMHEESEHETHE @ AT RFE R 3R EEERE (o Eiil
=37'p=.011"n=48;:r —FfH=-08 " p=.587 » n=47) - FAHRISHKE » O HIEHE—5]
REAERF T B R ERRENIREE — B - FTLATERATEIE R - S (ERR A (A IEAHRE - thgtEin
FrIE R B AR S R RERR SO 5 EREEEEaAH R AR AR S (R R RB E — B - T2 IR
(EREERREE LU — 2k - Wb ERRAOCREIE IS R4 - LRI REE RO E A S R R
e AR EA I FZ BB E A 2 8 e S RRIEHE SRR fREE -

SE

{E f e i B R ECE T EE R B A R BEFI S e H R HEE - KA S & EBE
iR~ RiREM LR A RS 5 R RRIURs SRR (e A By 0 5078 - R AR - “NMETTRE
A [h B L A T g A Bl 4/ e AE 28 - AR SRR I N B iR - B FAE S sy R fE
g EN: - BEETER - BPUmRm R RS g O B R B e WERE.Z — (Lilienfeld et al.,
2009) -

FIFES—IF6E - A2 RN B RS R (Wi T HE M R S A E BRI R - k28
i B IR B IR RS N TR A RS - BIRS LR B RN ER o R E - HEBRA A
B — Y BRI R o (I S i R R AR 8 o SEET R R AR [RERYE4: (Beatty & Thompson,
2012; McCrudden et al., 2016) ° Z{EBE AR RATHEREAR - FEEEM AR EHE TRE T - A
TR DA it 2850 S B B o B AR (B B RE A HH % - REET 83« {1 4 R B S S L g T e o
SLTEUEG o BRSO A AR Rk B B L - BB L I e ] IS ERE MR o MR AR T EAR TP
T BB IS S 2 R - B — A& RVE B v RIS FHElEm BE 22 T E R Bl B B
HIZM o BLAN - AR LIWC S SUARRYFEITEA R /i8R - REERR(LAVRR A 2 H R FIRAE L
HEF R o e R B S TE B BOBBERY R - - "THEE— AR B A4 B = AR R EUR A
FABERRR FRYZ AR FR AR - AR MEANE FOEBEEE D E P A IR IR A E Al
B = N\ E B A FN T AR I A= R - — ([l e E - B2 —ET
ek E T FiEEE R MR o ZIRNEERFMRS > 2 E A E LSRR S —
PEERRINRBEE IR - 1 MEREZ R E TR R B AR - S B RR I R (L B A A AR RE T
PR LAIFEAE (SR o M 2R MRRKRE - BRSPS & YRS B2 B E SR AE
— SRR -

A—(EHEENFEIRE - BEE R SUER G R E 2 AR TR B IS B RRRE - A RRRENE
BRUR - BLRCRIBARERYERIA T » MR TGRS —BEE (E 5T - BIEHUE S [ R (LT
TR 0 (BN RERE B IUR HRBE T E - FRENE—(MRERE - BIEG B B — B
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k=t

EERESEY  AMEREANRE GER 2GR - WatER - EERRET L WA
PSR EE R — AR R SR SE R R B B e - P DARSAE R RE RS L 22 SRR
ISR R B R B P A MR IR RIRAR R S LAVAE R PERR AR UCR, - IR R B
AR R H B e R ARG - A ESE AR LLR R R B LRI ST - R R IS SR A
LHHEE SRR R B - PSS — W8 B IR 1 7 S 68 m] DA ERR LRI A 58 — P B B B 77 -

SN AR R B R R R R R R B B M G P TR A R IR AL - tHRb 2 A SR Sk
TEREE AR R T REN R o FR(ERESEST R M B IRAZIE - IR A L R e S R e O
3 EHTE IR -

(—) HERENEB MR E b o] sefRiE

HINEE—HEFSHRE LR ERER R - MRt HA AT RERYAREE - BIAD - BXRCEREEES B
HEAEESNBEREEER - mE S HEEBEE(L (attitude generalization ) HUFGH: - REEHLFRR ¢
B 5 A S SR RE SR L B B G 3 S MHRA R H A Y - BIANEL i RB X (spreading attitude
effect) (Walther, 2002 ) & o $ iR 5w Y SO 3 & T REEESE(L © 40 Tausch £ A (2010) TE43
MTEEPR B A KASCE RS SR - (HE RIS DU T & SR B B A R o B« B R R LA R R %
W EIHG E TS (ingroup reappraisal ) » #IIECREREEAAAL M MIA RGN EE TR NS ITRE - AV
P EREE LRI (ERE - B R ERE A AR AR - TS R E Rt S B IE A B -
BEHR S s SRS e T REFE A LA TE R - AHE T 36 PR B S B e A O BB T R A AR R E B H 8K
R o Tausch ARy » STEBFIR MBI RBEL R - RREBLE RIREZ L AR LE A
JIHHR S TR -

B RIZ A LA - R U 3 28— (AR R A LAY SR B R o 2 — (i 3 U R P e
bR » AR E R AR T R R - FrDARBE R LI IR R B« ELOR - AT
e HR MR BN - IR R HIRE R — B - RS — B - IR AR ; Re
FEE AL — B B R R R R - I REEE— 20 - BUAERAMERIREZARREE - HIRTEREE Ak
PAERARE (B EAHRRETHIREE ) AIRERE @ aEREH SEE - 2EFUTFHEAEEESE
& RHER ST — 3 - (HR BB IS AR 2 B o8 T E —EE - 217 i ERRERIR(L
TEfE EAEAFERE < BRI T EUNR ERIALR - REENBEREIEER © AN - e AR
TE R E TR IR » 5 B EIRS L HEEESE — 2R E I ERER AR - I ERaEER
B - ENRASCHERAY B FORBEE " $HEE ) AR EARRIRERAALESL R TR E REE - B
FEE R RAKIFCE R B AN BB ERTHIE - B Bt A B R A e -

(=) HERBRIZSRAVELEE

Tuller A (2015) AYRFFERIER PR A BB MU A0 (] 52 (8 e S AR R RS - (HR MRy E B
s 2 2 B B RS U S R ST T M DR GR B VR RI (B R 1 - W FR-E RIILRE Ry - fbfFIFTssR iy RBRE %
R OB BRI - BB AT R R H SRR AL - AHELZ T - AR IR AR
HIARE E R - BUERHUE 538 B BBk i 22 Bl ST I RR AL

FHANE RIS B AT 2 - 5238 A8 R L B LR U S 025508 e (e (SR 0t (] B Y RARRELA 1855 -
F B OB ERE  RBAVE R RO HER AT RETERRAY (Petty & Cacioppo, 1996 ) HIFHIRERL »
DUNREE ERGRTE o M€ alse M 1 (EREAERE A R _E B B AR R HE rlReFEfRaR - sE R
SFHIEBREE - SEEAIEE AR E TR T AR (Fernbach et al., 2013) -+ [AIEX
B HCORERNLE - ATAWT TS - 58 R IC AR R Y 1B IEE REY - FE LI IR E G Y
BERTE - THERRORTE o R ] e E R (E R A A LT B AR - SEMRE IS BT
SRR > A Tuller FA (2015) BIWTSE - 2R - A ESUBEIEE "5 ) (RE > EERK
RYEINMEEEE T2 ASRIRRANHEEE - PSRRI e R RS S B AR T AU
7Bl SR R

Pt NERSE AR 53 - DURAE Tuller S A (2015) HYEBSBURIE AR R R RS S - (AT DA RE
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R ] B B A B R R AE Tuller 5 ARV S P AN E R - HE NG R in o iR B IS M5
HIS 28 PR AN SR Y B Bl (5 A DU N B S A4 EE. (B1TSE 400 Turner et al., 2007 5 %3 . Todd &
Galinsky, 2014 ) - ;8 BEEHIREL Tuller 5§ ARUFSREFTRF o H¥EHE @R RERE  F5eEER
ZER A B TE I 28152 © {5 Turner A NUMFSE 2 RIESNEIREEE T A, BUREE » Tuller H AHIZEER
HIBLLERE PR R G T AUREE - TS RS IE A B ORER B A A E R =
BB - AL - a05RE B AR TR (R YN8 Y R L - A IO B A G R A n B B -
{H A R AR R e BB FE AL - T B CEREN Tuller % APUREHESATE » RS T B (E R R LB R
A PRI FE R R » iR E R e R - R (AR A — EREE R - KSR
R PRAE]A - PR E P O B AN F 2 AR -

3 B A A B S S e R A S R B HH R 2R AT REIRIF S 5 1) - o o IRIBHERE rTRE 1 R 0 A
WA SRR - E i rh L BRI RE AN Bl T B 8 U B & o = Y RE B AR A (Petty
etal., 1995) - (ALt - FHEELCEARWFZEHR] Tuller 5 A (2015) WUMFIEAGER - MEGL AT 830 AR5 BUAE
FRUR G R« BLAh > IR ERERFEE TS S RInEE (REESEEIER) - DIk
PR R RmRS S (SR PR ARAIER ) FRIR - Ak iR B S B R AR A R AR 1R ([
B vs. Hi#%) W ESHEE BE ELM (URERE (EE vs. i) -

A i LR

At re s A e R I E SR PCRREN G - TR SRR ERE S - Mt e K
EHERY 5 5 A REHE— D KRR B R RE R RE AL - REES LAY AGE ALE R BRI I &
TN o ILBTTERCR SRR U S (SR AURRAIR S - 2RGSO AR 78 B H AR - DUR
edeitam AT e fRIR - FHE— SRR T R B -

(—) HARBR

BEARIFICE R R ARG R T REE L Tuller S5 A (2015) WGREH SRIRBEHRE - FItE A
FEAME - (SR T AR RRIRIR - EEERE R ETHRERERN - MR ERRE LU R
FRURFR « BRZ T BLIEHE BT EEDALLBON[EIRFE 5 S i RE A AE 1 40 - R I RE 3K
ROVEEN: - H—ESENTEILE RN EEEEH B IS E SN  (EREB RIS
AR R R EERE - HAR R T RER B E - WA 5 2 B HANE R 6E -

FEAR » ARRFFe R G RS S S RE B AU R B S ER E B N & R - BB
FEF IR (moral self-licensing effect) (Monin & Miller, 2001 ) HYEF TR @ (##E %S EH rHE
RS REER - (FrlgE A H CEAIEEET R o BRI - PRI DMEEE « RSB IE
HI(ERSE EE T S B HlEE > MEEFEN ARSI En EREY - RIMATT
HOfEHM (HEHNEBEAFREDY ) 28 LR E MG SRR seEESE—
W -

B BRI SRR R (8 88 5 i AR R I ERA S RS R ] gEss
BT RS o SCEEEE R FE R McCrudden A (2016) - FEEIFSE-HmtHE H B CE EHR
FREMER LR IR A E S AN ER s DR - EE N iERE D e R B RAR E LR ETE -
MR - BRI &GRS TN ER . AR ERET A H B » M EilliamE
WOIEGRFECNY - BME RS IS EMN AR EE S E S - W N7 ] DACGE iy zE 5 |
R E R DR T - A AMEARE RS B B A IS E A Em e s - 5
FEEmELATSE R EURRF R AR &N B E S mE T WA R B amaE ST s -
(HE R AR AW FTEE SR B O NME R B AR GREHE R - BEERE E B S imEemEE - 1
e I E BRI ERNEG N  RE IR S - 2R T DURTERF & B B 53U
i MAA SR BEEECE ML EBARRE T - €T LERANE » ERECSREE T RE
TEHBHNEN B e rfra 8 a8 050 Eamas &N - BEESCE ety T
P40 - R - ERNAYEmES T Th 2 (8 B8 S R R AR FE RN vT VR Ry H AR 58 A R B AR TE A e 0 7 B B Y
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BRRAEZ S (boundary condition ) ©

(Z) RREAFTTS M0 B2 AR

BT fm LT A R A 9T T R R TE AR « 55— IR E R E R LRy B &
EARRE - WAl EZ A B B T iR L AR A _L B T BB R R SR A rh B T o M REAYFEAZAN - (&
B E B EHEMERT BB EEEE (40 See et al.,, 2011) - E{H#4 HFREENEE TR > 8¢
AP R E R HAERI AR R T BB ERER - 352 E @R sk b
5 H B R R U R RE R R 1 - IR AT PRS- AR RO P YRR DR 32 B RS R
B BRI RBE NORR A EET A AR -

BLAh - AU EIEEICE ) EREEREE - TR ERBERGRE - KRR rI PR AW S 3 Bl
REFERR A R A E P I HAMERRE B REGERE - BRI ~ BIZERLE - JRrlBE ABRRIfR
WIS - CHE ST ARSI RE L E 2 - FIA0EIE B AR T AR B R
B T FIRESE » BACRIEE T2 S A R HII N B RIS -

LB BRFFUERINE » Tuller A (2015) FTEfTHYE IS A BELER = LM R R PP s B2k
IR - AR T M LB A A R N R DU« AR Se RV B I e TR M R | 38 B R R HE
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Citizens in modern society are faced with complex and controversial public issues. For example, Taiwanese referenda
in 2018 and 2021 involved 10 and 4 proposals, respectively. These proposals covered a range of controversial topics such as
whether to resume the construction of a nuclear power plant and whether to legalize same-sex marriage. Discussions of these
multifaceted topics often caused heated debates and resulted in attitude polarization. People often became more opinionated
and believed more firmly in their initial stances on the issues. As attitude polarization is a major cause of interpersonal and
intergroup conflicts and even social unrest, this research investigated how to mitigate the polarization of attitudes toward social
issues.

This study drew upon the theory of perspective taking for insights into the mitigation of attitude polarization. Perspective
taking refers to one’s attempt or ability to consider something from someone else’s perspective. Perspective taking has been
studied by psychologists as a means of reducing prejudice, fostering cooperation, and lowering reasoning biases that were found
to be responsible for attitude polarization.

Attitude polarization is, at least partially, a result of biased information processing. For example, people may become more
entrenched in their opinions after engaging in biased assimilation, which entails, for instance, evaluating information supporting
their opinions as more convincing than that opposing their opinions. Per the dual process theory, the reasoning biases that
cause attitude polarization often reflect the influence of Type 1 processing, which usually involves responding to information
intuitively and generating outcomes consistent with existing beliefs. Such outcomes can be either reinforced or overridden by
Type 2 processing, which involves deliberation and evidence-based consideration. If an intuitive response is reinforced, an
individual’s attitude is likely to become entrenched, leading to polarization; if overridden, attitude polarization may be inhibited
or attenuated. We proposed that perspective taking may serve as an overriding mechanism to mitigate attitude polarization.

Perspective taking enables individuals to undertake a form of Type 2 processing called decontextualized reasoning, which

features a type of self-distancing that allows individuals to decouple existing beliefs from reasoning processes. Such a reasoning
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style can arguably be triggered by perspective taking because this requires individuals to examine information by considering
their own thinking with increased psychological distance and adopting alternative perspectives. Although research has suggested
a link between perspective taking and decontextualized reasoning, how decontextualized reasoning can be measured and
whether it indeed serves as a mediator between perspective taking and attitude polarization have yet to be deeply investigated.

Integrating studies on perspective taking, information processing, and attitude change, this study proposed three hypotheses
and tested them by conducting an experiment involving a writing task focused on social issues. First, we hypothesized that
perspective taking would mitigate attitude polarization. We measured attitude polarization by calculating the difference in
attitude toward an issue before and after the writing task. Second, we proposed that the mitigation of attitude polarization would
be mediated by decontextualized reasoning induced by perspective taking. To investigate this hypothesis, we used a text analysis
tool, namely Linguistic Inquiry and Word Count (LIWC). Research on LIWC has shown that the frequency with which people
use words in their writing reflects psychological features and cognitive styles. Because decontextualized reasoning features a
shift of attention from the self to others, we argued that it can be detected in the difference between the frequency of using third-
person plural and first-person singular pronouns. The greater this difference is, the greater the extent to which decontextualized
reasoning is likely to have been adopted by a writer. Finally, we drew upon the secondary transfer effect of intergroup contact
theory and proposed that the mitigating effect outlined in the first hypothesis would influence people’s attitudes even when
not directly instructed to engage in perspective taking. To test this transfer effect, the writing task included two sessions, and
perspective taking instructions were only given in one of the sessions.

The experimental procedure was as follows. We recruited 95 participants (50 female; mean age = 23.7 years, SD = 3.4) for
the writing task experiment. Participants first indicated their attitude toward two issues that are controversial in Taiwan (making
Taiwan nuclear-free and abolishing the death penalty) on a 7-point Likert scale with responses ranging from absolutely disagree
to absolutely agree and then wrote arguments supporting or opposing the issues in two writing sessions. When writing about one
of the issues in the first session, all participants wrote arguments from their own perspective; when writing about the other issue
in the second session, half of the participants continued to write from their own perspective (control condition) while the other
half wrote from the perspective of someone holding the view opposite of their own (perspective-taking condition). Participants
then again indicated their attitude toward both issues using the same 7-point scale. The whole experiment took approximately
30 minutes to complete.

Analysis of attitude polarization between the two conditions showed that compared with the control group (M = 0.77, SD =
1.09), for the essays written in the second session, participants in the perspective-taking group (M =—0.02, SD = 1.74) displayed
weaker attitude polarization, #(93) =2.63, p =.010, d = 0.540.

Based on LIWC output for the second essay for the decontextualized reasoning indicator (frequency of use of third-person
plural pronouns minus that of first-person singular pronouns), compared with the control group (M = —1.04, SD = 1.20), the
perspective-taking group (M = —0.08, SD = 0.95) engaged in decontextualized reasoning to a greater extent, #(93) = 4.34, p <
.001, d = 0.890. Mediation analysis using the SPSS Process Macro further revealed that this difference mediated the mitigating
effect found during analysis, and thus, participants in the perspective-taking group engaged in more decontextualized reasoning
and exhibited weaker attitude polarization than those in the control group: indirect effect = —0.28, 95% confidence interval:
[-0.54, —0.07]; direct effect = —0.50, p = .122.

Because all participants wrote from their own perspective in the first session, the difference in attitude polarization resulting
from the first essay allowed us to examine the transfer effect. Compared with participants in the control group (M = 0.79, SD =
1.56), those in the perspective-taking group (M = 0.10, SD = 1.37) again displayed weaker attitude polarization, #93) = 2.27, p
=.026,d =0.465.

Taken together, the results revealed that perspective taking mitigated polarization of attitudes toward social issues due to
greater engagement in decontextualized reasoning, a form of Type 2 processing that involves self-distancing. This mitigating
effect was evident for issues where the perspective-taking manipulation was not applied, thus indicating a transfer effect.
These findings can have valuable implications for areas where controversies and conflicts abound. For example, during the
COVID-19 pandemic, disputes occurred over issues such as the necessity of vaccines, legitimacy of lockdown measures, and
the distribution of supplies. These issues fall into the category of socioscientific issues (SSIs), which have been defined as

crucial real-world scientific issues with social significance. Other examples of SSIs include issues pertaining to climate change,
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genetically modified products, and genetic testing. As were the issues used in our writing tasks, SSIs are often controversial in
nature, and information relating to them is often processed through an ideological lens, which can lead to attitude polarization
and conflict. Helping students develop the ability to approach SSIs with scientific and fact-based reasoning has become a key
objective of science and citizenship education. The manipulation used in our study can be integrated into course materials to
help students analyze SSIs from multiple perspectives and avoid becoming entrenched in their opinions. Furthermore, such a
practice may even affect perspectives on issues not discussed in class due to the transfer effect of perspective taking. Whether
the mitigating effect of perspective taking on attitude polarization can be replicated in the classroom or other real-world settings

warrants further exploration. Future research directions and other implications are also discussed.
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