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The relation between social comparison orientation and psychological traits: Development of a
Japanese version of the Social Comparison Orientation Scale

Miki Toyama (Institute of Psychology, University of Tsukuba, Tsukuba 305-8572, Japan)

In this study, a Japanese version of the Social Comparison Orientation Scale (SCOS) was
developed in order to investigated the relation between social comparison orientation and
psychological traits. Factor analysis revealed that the SCOS consists of two factors: Ability
comparison and opinion comparison. A correlation analysis of the psychological traits indicated that
private and public self-consciousness were both positively related to social comparison orientation.
Similarly, low independent self-construal and high interdependent self-construal were found to both
be positively related to social comparison orientation. Multiple regression analysis indicated that
neuroticism is strongly related to social comparison orientation.
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AW HEL (social comparison) & id, [H& &
ZL AT LI LEORK] EEREEINS
(Festinger, 1954). Festinger (1954) 25143098
SBARTRRR A IRIB Lo 0 2 TS, HAmIBIIEY
AEZEIIB NI b, £ 0EEE{LE D
ooy —vay, AR ERE BEELHE,
EFADOIE &g % &, TRHIC b7z 5 S IRENIC
DVTHEELORHEFEBR SN TWE (FH,
1987). Z® X 312, Festinger (1954) ASHL&HYHE
B A IRE L Ch 5 I ORI, HamiK
ICBE AFFRILIER T b, FOEBORA S
ESFAFRSER SN TV L —T, HETHE, £
OWEEIL KA, RRIELWEIEATHYS (ex
Butler, 1989%, 1989, 1992; Taylor & Lobel, 1989;
Wood, 1989).

$7:, Bl o T, HEMILEET) BEDME
ANEFHELEIYETH2RAADL DI > T 5b.
Festinger (1954) DOABYLLELEREEROMED 1
SOTHDH “MELHETLIEIZL-T, BOZH

59 LT HHRIEERMTH L LOEZIZHEND
4D Vs, ADHIRIZESWBRERT A8
kA U RER, BESCRIIZL > TED-> TS
bb0rEILNL. FIZIE, A MVARRTRH
LVWEEBR ORI, —ICHEOEEINT 5 2
EPHE SN T WS (ex. Buunk, 1994). FIREIZ,
MBI IEET A 2 L, BICEHENICIES
ARSI E D70, ZOREITITEA
ENEOLNLEIENEZLNS,

AKHFgeTIE, Gibbons & Buunk (1999) 7ZERL L
7HEHEBOERNEIIBTAEAEZNET LR
BThrHELEEMME (Social Comparison
Orientation) RED HAFEMEIER T 52 &% 1
DEWMET A, TORER, “DEVHEDEMOA
RHNRZIEH ClE Vv GREEE)” R EOEED
SHEBmENTBY, ME ki fTuedunhe)
M OMEF AW S B, Gibbons & Buunk (1999)
&, 47TADT A B KRFER S TIZITIOAND T T >
TR WS, BRI IR E 5 5 B S AR
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EmMERE R L. £/, ZOREXRT
SR BERNRT-HW, WERMEFSr) LizeZ
%, WiE & 12, Festinger DHEF ML L-ER
(opinion) & §EJJ (ability) @ 2 DDEFAHhH SN
722 EATRENS. FT T, ABFETIE, Gibbons &
Buunk (1999) o4& 89 BRI % R E O B AFER
IR L, REOHEZ{TH) kit

T/, B SN -HSWEBEMERE L H
T, EAOLEMFEEOMEN 2L 2 L 282
ORMET D, HADOD L CEEEA &I R
ZATWR T WA L BESH 5 LiE, £ DR
TR &N Tw 5 % (ex. Hemphill & Lehman,
1991), %12, HOLIOWTORED 25 (B 2
X, HERENEY, HEBMErTRLERE) Lo
MEEFRWI ERINTTHL ML >TnD
(ex. Wayment & Taylor, 1995). RWFFETIX, A
DLHAEEEE LT, HaEmi] & 277«
TR 2D HITHIEITT B,

T, dAeEIME LT, BOEREMERT
W—HEBRMBCBICESE S TAI LICLT.
HOER LI, BOONER/RIERLZITRT
WEIO Z ETHBD, FIMELS RO ET
DT (KT 5 BEITEE E [T 3 W EM
ThHhAHAMHUERLIIKRELHEEIHLIDLE
AbhA, T, AoEEIL ST L0 L L

PMHOBICE LT, ANHHEODZA ) 2EHL,
RS HMEEFMIT LI R EEZ LA
WRAMWECEZMMA L DAL, BICHC 2B
BT AT DL 5T B0, AW
HEREMMELI R R 2bnEEI NG,

AHT AT REFOREE LCid, HBERE, ¥
O DM, %S CICHREEN D LiFs 2 iz
L7z, BEEFOEYARE ) 2EAOE W AL,
HOIZDOWT L )Y (R 720, HA
DWTDIFRE L 155 72 OITHE SR IR 2
BWbOEEZONDL, T2, MEREETOSEWA
12, BHOE5 (mood) DIREEIZDWT & Y REIHE
TH5 (Marsh & Webb, 1996) 7-%, *-&nytbixiz
HELLTWER LSS L EELONS,

i (1992), AhL - FEE (2001) dBIL TV 5
£, —RICEFERNTH B HERAIBVLTUH,
HOZ M & Il d 2 SIS AL, 7201k
LIRS RERERELOLDLEZ LNEL, 7
2T, HERMIBI AWML IR 2 70+ 2
T, HEWHBEITVCTWIRE 2 BB 2 A0
BCEMMERERER L, Z20MEERY %2 2 L1133k
WIEETH Y, SHOMEOHFRILLbDLEL

55,
il &

WEEE KFA308% (BM1134%4, L1954,
SRR #520.135%). B, TR o EMME 2 ~
(6) WZHBE LA, S48 -THEY, ik

Table 4 12 SN T WD, F72, STZDKRFEI

3, B2 ABOBFAMIBBMLTL 5 -7z,

EEE DT oOEMME v,

(1) # & 89 M 85 & 7 % R & . Gibbons & Buunk
(1999) 1= & » TR & 7z & iR
(Social Comparison Orientation) RJE % HARFEIZ
RLZb0FME LA, 1IEE THER ST
5. SEEREEEE (1~54) T, Bardnizy
AW BRI E W L ERT.

(2) MBI -HERAWECHERE &8 - X
A EFR (1996) OREE V7. HEMTHE
OB HERAMEACBO THRED? .
FARPEIOEE, AHERFMELI0E E oF200EE 4
LR SN, SEMEEEE (1~54) Thoi:.

(3) B T % # R /£ : Feningstein, Scheier & Buss
(1975) KX 2HOERMREZHRL-b0%2H
Wiz, BIERICE e (1993) LR - ¥ - =N
(1986) B X UEE (1984) 2H#E L. ER
B, [RWECER], [ANECER] 260
1 [#HamAR%] o350 FHREY SRR SN
TWAEHN, AFZFECiIzond b [RMET ]
THREHEE, [AMECEMS] THRE6H
BEMAv7, SEMEEE (1~54) Thot.

(4) BEEERE | Rosenberg (1965) 12k 2 B
BRIERBEOHARRER (B3, 1993) 2w 10
HETHEINTEY, 4BEFE (1~45)
THoio.

(5) #5) DA EE  Zung (1965) 2 BA%E L 72 SDS
(Selfrating Depression Scale) @ HZAEERT (B -
JNBR, 1973) % vz, 200HE THR SN TEB Y,
4 BRBEEEE (1~45) Thoto

(6) MFCEMMRE - FIE (1996) 12 & % Big Five
REOHRO MERAZEN] TRREZ B,
R2EHTHE SN TBY, 5BEBTFE (1~5
H) Thotz.

EE LEROEHEKoO—H AT S ICENER

THEEL 7.
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(1) HSHEBEEEREICOVT

H&m bR RELIIEE 122w T, Gibbons
& Buunk (1999) (CHEMAL, FEFE, NIwv o
ABBRAC & BHRBIGHF5H 24TV, EAMEL 0L
FO2ETFEMELZ (Table 1 20). £ 1 RHF
i, “DFVHEHSEMBOAEFHRBIEF) TERW
GEERIEE)", “bOAOR ) FLRETHGORD
FHEEITHEPVOBRIILTWAE” REDHEHE
PFEVWAREZRLTWLZ E0s [fEhlEx] bé
L7 FLT, EB2RFIE, “IrizonT
Lok BY L&, FRZDWTHOADS
MEZZTVWLOPEMA ) ET5", “HA LW
$ O GMBEICETL TWAAY, HEZE2THAD
HELCMAIETH” REDHEBFSHVAIE R
LTwaZehs [BRIEE] takli. 2HETF
12 & A BREAMEI340.24% TH o 72

ARWFE TR S 7z 2 HF4EEE, (21T Gibbons &
Buunk (1999) DR EFEHTH o 7228, L4 HK
holblhbdol. HEL (HODEEE M
OANDEBOENEFLTEZLZY LRV (R

HH)J) &, Gibbons & Buunk (1999) o #%%Ci
FE2WFIZEVERNEER LY, KFERICBVT
I, F1EFICECATERRLA. /42, HEO
(TRAE, MO AN bB UKL TE ) TH5DOL%
W b 7z ]) 1B\ Tid, Gibbons & Buunk
(1999) DFETEHE 2 WTOAIHCEANEF R
L7228, ABFZeCid, 1 RTLE2RFOmHFIC
BWEMEBRRLZ. INRHmEuA, wibEis &
BLDHONED E, SREEMCER L Tk
FE%R 52w,

%l, HANILBEERERED L RT»E4D 2
HFHELPZRRNL DI, BRBETON %
Torz. T, 2HFEFVE LT, 2HFIZH
MERELZVET IV (2ERTFEMEBET L) L2
HFEICHBEERET2EFV (2HFHEET
V) O20%FEEL, SHIZIRFEFTIVOAERS
DDETNOPTEND 1 FERBELETNTHLD
PERE L7z, FORE, GFI, AGFI & $12.90LL
FCHo 2 WHFHEETVERHATADON 1 ER

1) [0 TREitE] & [ERILE] OMBMREE,
30 (p<.01) THoik

Table 1 FL&MICEERMERE £H B OFRGERE 2 & CIZIR T OFR

HrH H T

No. " i TH E] M SD 1 2 n

X5 HIHESEMOAEENDLIE) TiEBy (R) 3.40 .16 [.79] .09 .63

X2 MOADRYFEHLNTHSORL ) FIEEI THHD, 3.56 1.15 .71 .16 .53
L'V)%)%u: LTw5

X3 APICHLTESNEDL H50nH) FLTEOMEM 3.49 1.09 .67 .22 .50
DnE X, MOADR oI EERAGDORoT
ZEERENS

X6 AFTHSDERH LTI EDWT, DAL XL 3.06 1.14 .62 .12 41
iR

X4 BESREDLSWHEMTH 2%, OAE LI 3.34 1.21 .62 .12 .40
~5

X1 BHSOBLVADRKRE, LOADRKE L CHNS 3.19 1.23 .60 .03 .37

X1l HOOEBLMOADEEDECEZRLTHELZLYIE 3.81 .96 .45 .12 .22
LA&wv (R)

X10 A onThdo Mzl L&, £hiIIDW 3.62 1.06 .22 .61 .41
T, MOAIAEZEZTDLOPEMS ) ETDH

X8 BEAEW LD HEEICEELTY DAY, [{EER 3.81 .98 .27 .59 41
TWADPELLHAHITH

X7 MOAEBHEVWOERPEBICOVWTEHETONF S 3.94 1.01  -.06 .41 17

X9 FE, WOAL S SEURRTE S TH5Dr2D 3.37 1.13 .45 .43 .39
LAY 2w

H5HE (%) 29.23  11.01
BRESE (%) 29.23  40.24

Note) (R) i3, W#EIEHE%RT. n=308.
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Table 2 FAMKETEMER O EF-E 7V O ILE

BEEMRETE
ETIWV P df GF1 AGFI AIC CAIC RMSEA
2HAFHEET IV 83.40 28 95 .90 137.40 265.12 .08
2 RFEAREE 7V 121.07 29 93 87 173.07 296.05 .10
1HFET N 169.53 38 91 84 225.53 357.98 11
i GD Table 3 ERIZH T &N ER R (&5 R
m’ 75? 7% 76? 72? ? 87? FES S O FIE (M) L REER 7 (SD)
35 44 42 48 38 25
|x11|x2!lx311x4[ X6 n M SD
b 599 38.05 6.79
TAYH 2460 39.75 6.39
HA 308 38.59 7.31

e

Fig. 1 #H&itbBGEmMARED 2 KT 7V

W e DRERAET (Table 288). B, ZOEF
NV OWEEEE, GFI=.95, AGFI=.90, »*=83.40
(df =28), AIC =137.40, RMSEA =.08T & o 7=.
& LEBGERERED 2 ATFAMHBEE TV D3 AR
A Fig. LIRENTWA, [HEHE] & [HERK
B o528 v EOHBRERES N, %
f7HF7e (Gibbons & Buunk, 1999) & FEHERIZ, 4
I BREREREE, BEEOE W 2 HT-2 5
ENTVAZESNHEL TSN,
BERNETFOMOERIZETE, ERTFIZHVEA
MEZRTIEE (Table 1IZ/RENAHEE) TFHM
REZMELZ. HE9 (R, o A7Zo7z0
F LRI TEITEDONEVDLHY 72n]) 128
WTIE, 22o0FFIC. 0L LR ELRL:7:
B, 2O0TMRENSIZBA SN, DEOST
T, TRED B TARE, [EREE] THR
B, BLULHEBIEEZ EL&beotamihe
Bt () RETHRELTWZ EIZLA.
HEWKEERE (&4 RESEOFY (SD)
&, 38.59 (7.31), BENHBTHMRESEDOTY

Notel) #5472 ) DT —#1L, Gibbons
& Buunk (1999) 12X 5.
Note2) #HHREEIL, T XTCKREETHS.

(SD) 1%, 23.86 (5.64), X5 IERMETMRER
HOFH (SD) &, 11.38 (2.23) THhotz. THR
BEOHEBERSRLZLOT, HEFHICELZLE IS,
RE LB AL R C3.41, BRI TR T3.79T
Holz, T XD, bhbhEAANIBWTIE
BRI EE D W R L ) D BRICE D WD
NPTV LITRBEND, SRREL S IZTHR
EOBLER tRETRIT L L 25, BRIETFM
RETIZUIEro7 (=2.32, p<.01).

T, FSUFN, TAUHBA, FLTHEAAD
HEAWILEREME (&40 REBICBVWTENR
L5NB DR E D) D% —BERSESIIC L DR L
EZ % (Table 3SM), AELZEVROLN (F
(2, 3364)=18.43, p<.01), % E It & (Tukey 1)
DFER, 7 A ) HIIBITAHAN IR (&)
REBENFTI VY, BROZNL Y OE N EWV)
BERMELN — IS, EREmMBTEE L OR
FR—HEEALLLEDNLAHAANIBVTIZ
g & Wiy A EAIRV D O L FRENL, K
FEicBWTIEZD LS fe‘f»iﬂlj I AN o7
LoL, COMROBPRITITEEIL RO D58k
WTHAH). bLbRARAIBWTIE, FEED
BRI TEZLE, etk o(ish b &
RICESCHBAEE THATENIZ L 5N
RIFFEICBWTIE, TAREREINCBT 2 i sh
TWiWW?, 2LIZHEARY, LVEKRMETH A

2) TAVAEF T Y FOF =85, FRRENIHE S
NTwkwize, AFETH, HEEEatt (£
) REOADILEREE 4 o7:.
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Table 4 B REEDELETE 2 © UICH KM LRI RE X OGS

o TR
ANy 7

<R M SO EEH <% n ggﬁig)%ﬁmﬁ HRILE
FMAECE 37.34 6.10 10 .79 187 3k 3] 38
NHECOES 25.75 4.50 7 .79 194 56H* S8 21%*
AHE PR M 32.03 5.95 10 78 196 —.29%* =.39%* 13
FE G T 36.04 4.44 10 .63 197 40k D2 12
B BEE 27.61 5.64 10 .85 307 =~ 18%* - 25%% 12%
5 ofEm 39.93 7.93 20 831 111 23 30 -01
MR SEE ) 42.59 10.03 12 92 111 B2 B4 23%
Note) #p<.05, **p<.01.

LI BEALERONE (kAL CHAHED Table 5 BERIIC 1) 5 1 &80 HBGE M R 1

COVHBHTHLhE, MOAELRE” L),
29 L7RMERAER LDoD, LIBII DWW T,
BEEICRE, #Fm L TR nwTH 59,

KIS, REOWHW—BEEHRFT 22012,
Cronbach @ a R EW L& 25, #E&mEg
EBEE (&) RET.82THY, BB TMR
BT84, BERIETMRET.68THo72. BRI
BTAMRED « 2HEOEFERL, 4HBIGTHEE R 1E
R EDOYENEENL. T, EREEERER
Bikoiz Znh, amiigEmE (&K RE
T, .67 (p<.01), BEHHBRTAMRET.78 (p<.

01), ﬁﬁ%&TﬁRF??Z@<M>T@o%
InesnZ b k 19 /UQ 7)&:4@!‘{{ M@’Hﬂ?ﬁn
REEZ L.

(2) *iAE’Jktﬁur‘Jriéﬂiﬁ,ur‘]ﬁé:@Bﬁéﬁ

FAY - NBECERNE, MEHE, HERH
HREOFY, BlERE, %5 U « fREA% Table 4
IURENT VD, K4 ORE LHENEENE (&
) REGZOLUCICTHNREL:OHBTR-LIA
mm4§%%ﬂm§i%%&umxw@<

01), ABBECHEHEE.21~.58 (p<.01) THo7-.
FHEHEY, Aﬂ’)ﬂﬁ& S, FRCRNICET 214
BLbEGEmMEE, AWECEREMVEESES S 5 2
Ehibhroi.

F 7, MEMY —HEHBHRYE CBREICBITS
MBI, WEBEE T, HEkEEnE
(&fR) REZRSCRENREITRRE L ORIZB L
THE L HBEREIERD b NIh FHEM M JE
12—.29, —.39, p<.01, MERRAME . JEIZ.49,
.52, p<.01), BRILBETMREL OMIZIZHEMEM
Rl Dozl Xy, BO2MEILOHHL
M&EE{ CEREL IR AMAMME B

i, BEICEDWIE L DB EITWITL

OFE (M) LEHERE (SD)

fiea n M SD
LL 46 31.54 .83
LH 36 33.78 94
HL 32 32.03 .99

HH 70 39.50 67
Note) LL ¥ : FARY H CRERMERE + A0 H T
LHE [ REAT 1RET+"E’JEI
HLAF © 0
HH#: © B9 H

ACEME L BT W ARG —E8 L L
TIRZAMERHRWBCTEHEH Ao N, 6
TNZEDWAE & DB TV T WEEZ -
TWaB I ERbiroiz.

Kz, RHBETERRESSOFHE (37.34),

AMEBRREBSSOFYE (25.70) KHE VT
F AT, BEEERD, Ths0ofAeTicB T4
HAZEL, HamlkBEmE (&) RELEE
EHETH-TREOGTHINEFERLS. &8
BT AHEMRBEEMERERSOFEE M
Table 5IZRENT WA, ZOEER, HEICBITS
ENEH AN (F(3, 180)=24.30, p<.01), £ &
I (Tukey i) 24T-o7:& 25, R, XETC
FEASEDIHE N HEH) Mo 3L S
B HLBGERE AT W S &2 S A Ic Stz (Fig. 2

3) RAHDERRE, ANEHOERREVTRIZBLT
LUEDHED LN D olo/zd, Bl AsiZLiz—
TCECE D EAT 2 ERE L 72,

4) BERIBTAREE, BEAKKTERESMERRLY
LEBOAN kT ol & 2 A, HEWLERERE (&
) REEIZIZRBOMGR B0, $Hmkbw
TH, fiamsEm (&f) REOKROAE
ETarZEIZLT.
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LL LH HL HH
Fig. 2 RIYETEH - ANECDERC
THNZ B B l/\é’Jﬂ:h,u DY E

Note) LL # : FAW{E+ 24091

LH ¥ SRS+ 4195

HL ¥ | B8 + 20K

HH # © B9 + A0

B oIk i), HEWLEEME VO
W, BLEY, ARBETEERASE IRV ER R T
WELDTHB I EDHLPIZSI N

BRI, AEMT - MEHRNECBREILS
VA AERILE, HERRERERAICEWTY,

T O, 32.03, 36.04) I2&EDWT, &,
KT RR, %ﬂ%@mﬁﬁ BOTAREREL

(Table 6 ), H&MbmEmYE: (&F) RE%
e mkﬁ%fmﬁ%@ AT R ER L 5.
FORE BHIZCBITLI2ENRBE XA EF
(3, 191)=17.06, p<.01), ZE ¥ (Tukey %)
E{To/c b 25, MEI K CHERRESE
W (LH#) »Mbo 38 L Y d&mibEsEmi
HEVE VI ERIES N (Fig. 3BR)°. o0
ZE LY, HEMZESMECHAIBRES EVE W
bbb ERNCHIN R 7 £ 725, X )i
DILBIERE LR TWEIEZ D o TV I LIRS
nrz.

(3) HEMEEERME X T+ TRBEELD
R
BB RE

, B DMEIRE, 7e b U AR

=

S)Wﬁwﬂﬁuzwf,E%ﬁﬂ%ﬂttb,%%%ﬁ
WA 72 2 RS EST &R A LS, 1L VIOAART:
BBk Z 5%%0?7@ AR IIBVTE, Bax
XA'Lf —ICHCHE O 58T & M L 7z,
hmﬁFuR&,%EthMR&%%%~ﬁ&#
5@&@%ﬁ%ﬁoft A, BENLETRREILS
VT, HAm mf(AW)kFt&fﬂﬁw
WREH, BREBETURECBCTE, BMICE
FAEERENTHD b N o Tz,

6

—

k=2
b
»

24 5

40

56

1% -
5 32+
}:I_‘:I: I % %
30 1 1 i J

LL LH HL HH

Fig. 3 *EEZ'T_LHE MEBREICL S5 4T
B B HER LEGEIA O E

Note) LL & : #h3r |¢11E+bmﬂ“ 2

LH ¥ . 7 LUI%-H‘M i H:raj

HL # 0 vk + 1 R A

HH 3 0 R v + 1 s

Table 6 I BT B SHLBREmMER R
DFHE M) LiEHERZE (SD)

g n M SD
LL 38 32.90 .94
LH 70 38.89 .69
HL 62 32.21 73
HH 25 35. 16 1.16
Note) LL % :
LHE .
HL# . %
HHEE ©

MR EDFY), fEERE, B LU o« fES Table 4
uﬁéﬂfv%.&m,%&mﬂﬁtﬁ%mkﬁ%
mE (&R R FTRRE & OMBRE*
*wt.%ﬁm%,ﬂﬁmmtﬁAMRT“Wﬁ
(&fR) RE, sl T RE & ORIZIZA O
REDE L Nt (I, —.18, —.25, p<.01),
ERIETHRE: OBICIIEOHBREISRO N
72 (12, p<.05). T THRENIBMTRHRELER
HETMRECTEORERI RS L) HERZE
HIZET 5., ZORIE, HEBEBEMEOAIZED
THWAL Y STV BRI e L’i’?‘b‘
P, BRICEDWBRICEESRE L enwZ &1k
B ERE T, T&b%mpMAﬁTIE&A
%K,EEK%LLtmmk@%%%ofméim
DSBS NLD DS, E5 R AWMENLEL ENLD.
F/, MREEMRELOBICRTXCHEERE
DOHBRER L N-h (JHIZ, .62, .64, 23p
<.05), BERIRTHRE L OMOMEIZIET 255y
LD TH -7, MOO@ﬁEF&iﬁAm%umm




SHLZEM | HE Ry LB & LB & DR 243

(&) REGSCKERLETFMRRE L OB
ﬁ?ff(i«‘T@FfHEQ{-f‘éiﬁ‘%bﬂf A% (IELZ, .23, .30,
p<.0D), BRIEBTFAREL OMICIZEMHEERL
7z.

Kz, BEBE, ¥ o@nm, VA
[AOHT, khﬁ‘l?“‘f(i/\éﬁ,tixffﬁlifc‘:l’%@#%
LONEWET A7, AWMLY (&
1R) REEZBEMELH, BB, 19 om, Wik
FEEM A AL T 2EMNRON 24T 2727,
¥, BRRNEFEETH o 72 (R°=.39, p<.01).

B R YRR (S ARED) 1F, MEEER
/5\ LDNADHRTH o7 (f=.66, p<.01).
Costa & McCrae (1985) &, B &0 OfEm
3, LSS TH L MEEICERESNG Z LR
LTWAD, REFEICBWT Y, MEEEm 4
B'Jﬂih,uﬁi IRE(HEEEZTWBE I EDHHS
A Y (WA

1)

EEHESHDOERE

AWF42ClE, Gibbons & Buunk (1999) 23R L
7oAt 1 eGE M KF“@E]ZF“’* WEERR T AT &
TE1IOHME Lz, RUIROMERE LY, &k
AR EE, ITHE (Glbbons & Buunk,
1999) L AR, HEEOE 2 2O FAHRE
(Mgl & TERARE)) »olREhTw3
ZEMHL NI N Fi, RREOEHEME LM%
AL (A

JIZ, AT CHERL & N7zt & BB R E
’S:iﬁ\n’f 8N OB & OBE R IRET L7z,
FORER, SR, BOERL, A& ICER
THIE 75)%’/< , L oBMPHRALERTLHH
ARIACI— R 2 E R B OB WA,
ZE OILBOEREIEH VI EARS N/ 7,
BRSNS C, #19 2@ <, MEEm O
BWAD, HEAMLEBEEREITRNDS, FOFTY
P IR ) & O BEME DS L AR E N
INSOBREFHUELEETEHDOTHY, ﬁ’“\E’J
HBGEM R EOBERM ST Sl SN L s
L9,

T/, HAMLEENUEREOTMRETH 55
W TARE  ERRBTHNRERZOFPEET
bELREoTBY, MEOMBEEIHLPIZSN
7o LA LGS, REiibi e BRILETIE, 1

) BRIETARE &1, HEZHBREIELNLZVD
Db Ho7zicd, BEUFSITICB VT, HELEE
M (&) RECBSTORMRETLI &Il

Tt ADWEMETL SO T (Festinger, 1954),
TAU’J,EEY% ’é'@L /‘ﬂ’{w\, fé‘éjjﬂ:ifd @J»” %@TEE
Z;)Z). 5%, ?‘i/\ﬂ'ﬁthﬁjluﬂi (/\T/-F) RBU‘:OHH
BRI, BEREBTERE (60, p<.01) &b
bREDIB TR RE (194, p<.01) DI »'E
o7z, RWISE T, Gibbons & Buunk (1999) @

T BY L BGET  REE %@i TR L 72 BAEER
PR L7220, A%I3Z ) LBmb &0 RED
FEAIFLETIND.

SHICABOBEE LCE, HAeMLERERER
EEHCTORBENEFrEEN S, 6 21,
Kulik & Mahler (1997) (X, #:&WIED, HER
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