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(Abstract)
Similarity, Complementarity and Interrelationship between Theo-
ries of Two Modes of Mindset

Recent theories of cognition postulate that the human mind
consists of two distinct processes or systems. The present article
highlights three of these theoretical frameworks: dual process the-
ory of reasoning, holistic-analytic cultural thought, and global-local
perceptual processing. The present article also suggests that two-
system theories can be understood and integrated in terms of
mindsets sharing one critical feature: context dependency. A con-
text-dependent mindset (i.e. System 1 in dual process theory, ho-
listic thinking in cultural psychology, and global perceptual proc-
essing) sees target objects globally within a context. On the other
hand, a context-independent mindset (e. System 2, analytic think-
ing, and local perceptual processing) dissociates the focal object
from the background and processes it in a detailed manner. Sev-
eral previous studies indicate that induction of a cultural mindset
promotes corresponding perceptual processes; however, little is
known about whether induction of a perceptual mindset activates
a particular mode of thought. In order to integrate these theoreti-
cal frameworks, it is necessary to clarify the interrelationship be-
tween perceptual, cultural and reasoning styles.

L OG5 BIZIX, IR B
LT, HHMOLIMRZFHFOZLIZL S
T, RBOMERRI;HES NS R (Ein-

SAERX AL

TWAHHEEE (attitudes) DHEGELEZRENS
(“mindset,” 2014)s S 2 TE 9 [HEFF]
2, ARG LTwa EERR, Wiz
EREAE, XYRHRBRENEEIFNA TV
A, AFTIHIFC, WA “booiJ, K
IO, WA, THHRLIE )% & o —
BB A% 4V ek, 2013, p.298)” 2L -
TSN D ZOZ R ALV Ry
N N
C0EIB<A Y FEy MibhbhoiR
D% OUE CHIE S, Yo R

stellung; Luchins, 1942) | % [#%fE 0y [H %
(Duncker, 1945) | Z& E23H 5N T W 5,
T/, HHEEXPICEENTORWIZH DS
3, HOHIRZMLTLE ) 2 & CAERN
MEMRPSHE SN S 9 MM E (Wickel-
gren, 1974) =X b <A ¥ Nt v b ARk
WCTHTLHELTERDLIENTE D, Z
O OLIHEZ I X 2 AER O EE, 8B
%, BIOEATT2REORBRICZE - C, H
EDMR, BB VIIEOBAEEAL Sz 2
EIZEoTHELBNATATHLEEZLN
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TWwa (2, 2013) D E» LTS
B UHE 2 AT AL, IELWR
BEDT T4 IV THRE RO I E
SARAER) R e FEOAS, D FEE A L
WM EREETLHETH LA, T
THREOMEICEAET LI LIE ST, &
F LWRERASRLE S LB & v ) FERsh s
AU %, EitPAbcd, LELEICBITS~
£V Fty NORRIZOWTIZE T EF 420
ehfrbhTtwsd (LY a2—¢ LTI, dt
K, 2013% %),

<A Y Nty &AL O 7R FRHALA
TANTHDLEEZZEE, AOLMUILELZ,
ZOSFXFRMAEIBNC, ABY - HEZ
PR TTE LB B X ORI - Rk T
X BN AE 2 LB D 2 DD T Ok AN 5 7%
% 2 ENLEEOHBFI TR S N Tw b,
BELHSWRAMOER TRB IR TW5S
B PG (dual process theory) #fid,
FOREBTHHEFZ Do

KFTIE, EEDOLHS LI CIE
ENTWD 2200 LT av X, §
HTbb<wA4 Y ey FBIURMAZANVD
MEZZ 25 EToOMRBEL R 2B mELTO
CTHMAEBRICOWTRNZ LT, By
AN ZBPEDT B —2DEKE LToOfLE
IZOWTOEE BT 5. 72, BERH
SWBMB EDOERDO<A Y Py b e, Ml
TV TORIE - FETLEE & DRRR, f¥
EDRAA Y A N EJHNIZHEET LT T4
IVITFHEERCTMRORRICOWT O
BlLoD, ThoEE, Xk, MELXLVO
<AV Nty b FAA Y A OV OB,
MEITE, HIRPEICOWTOHERLZERT S,
BT, INSOFERICIEDIWT, kR
WMFEEDREIZOVTHL b,

() 52T

2. ZOOREFTOEZR

2.1. —E&FER

FAEDBE LA RMRAEDO S {1, A
DOTERLBLEAE 2, WP X 2 KO E
R BT L@ r EH] L, #ERNT
FEBRHNC D W7zt &, IEREYE LA ke
WCHES L2 EDUBOZ AT L 72,
RN TONT - RN BRD 2905425
bDLEZ L, “HEMBEMH (dual process
theory) ZEmMNZAIIREBVTWVWS (e g
Chaiken & Trope, 1999; Epstein, 1994, Evans
& Over, 1996, Fiske & Neuberg, 1990; Kah-
neman, 2003; Sloman, 1996; Stanovich,
2004) o WIHED 7Tt 21%, FEERAGULEE, T
BlrE, AEMLE, va—-) AT 1V
MALEE, 23 A BRLEE, AT IALEE, Ht
HIIE R &L MENEZ b H LD, 22
Tld, Stanovich (2004) 12V il#H %2 ¥ X
FAL, BEEVAT L2 EEKRLT S

VAT AL, 2= AT 4 v ID
FIHZ AR L LW WALER RS T d
0, BENPOHBINICETSN, FITET
WCET BRI TR, RAMEROHE
VG, 72, HBIN, EENTHY, X
RO TR EZ LIS 2 70 ATHH 5,
FIX LT, Y AT A 20BN, AR
FrLWILHEBETH D, BIEND ORI 2
FATREL, WHETIZET R R W,
AFHNAE R T A TH S, S5, #H
Z1 (reflective) 223G 2 A (rule)
oW TeexThdh), VV—A%K
EHET %,

FB R T EBARE D 1 A Th A Stanovich
&, BEDOVATA2IUBE, S5IZT NV
T X AP (algorithmic mind), ##
I (reflective mind) &9 2 D DMK
BN L7z AT A0 bRk Ehs ok
LTEZDHLOWEFLVERBLTYS

(Stanovich, 2009) . Stanovich (2009) 2 X
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e, WiBOTIVITY X LMMEE, SR
WM ORE)), Sz b LRI NV
® ¥ #e (algorithmic-level functioning) %
KL TWB b DTHLDITHL, BEDHK
LA, EK L)L (intentional-level)
DNZE, NOF 2T EIEENTH S
I ETHREERVEDOMENE KM L2D DT
& %o Stanovich DEFNVIX, ThHD 2D
Wz, #ERY AT A1 EIEN T &2 HfE
B 407 (autonomous mind) #* 5 % % 3D
OTu ARIRET A EEBEREGmHE D LN
25D THHH, Thd EBREHEHRO
HBIZEDTEZ %,

VATFAL, VAT A 2MHEEHEOT S
WHIIBEIRH SN T2y, TEOEHR
BT, ZNENSHIET S L9 e —
DYAT A, Thbb, HENY - BHEIN T
BN A AT A1 &, BREN -
M CRER R Z ) AT A 2 L w
) ERDPLNICERE SN TS DIF TR %L,
BFESFERWUHAEEY LNEY 2 — VOB
i VE 7 B A HER I & LT EE A
M2 EZHRETHLILERML TS
(Evans, 2008, 2010, 2012; Stanovich, 2004,
2009; Stanovich & Toplak, 2012).

Bl 21X, Evans (2008) (&, ¥ A7 A 212
X8 N5 BAMLEIZ, AR IZREODH
AR (working memory) D) YV — A
NDT 7R ARETH TR ATHY, YR
FTALIZKGENLTaRZZFDLH Y
V=ANDT 7 AR LEE L EVLEDTH
B LV HIEHERIRIBL T b, L7zt
T, VEEEY vV — 2ADEBEOHKI D012,
TAT L2 ATHIR I IAREIS, Ao RLBHNHE
BRIZHEFT 35 (5121, BEHIBHDD
LI LIERR - 7235w, HIra i) 2 &
%5,

¥ 72, Stanovich and Toplak (2012) (%,
VAT AL RO MEEY, oA
(autonomy), HEpPEIZRD, rU =& %

LHRIF M 5 2 & THEBIKIS, 2ok
ORI Y AT 5 EIMINT T AT A 25EET
HIERFEWHL TS, LaL, EERY A
ZIZOWTOFHEARD N DR L, EERE
WIER R WAL E R BT, VAT A
MBLOFERZ ¥ AT A 2125 o THML L 4
FHE RS Rve Y AT A 1AL ZPH L,
ZHRb D B (poliZe) EPUR 2 F2 k5
LDOVRYATA2THY, L) RVERE%E
RS A 72 O IR HERR  (e. g. Evans,
2007) ALEE SN b, KGR &,
RDOWFRHEIZOWTHER L, KHE VT, #
MY I 2L —Ya 275 #RmThHh Y,
ZOMET, HEMFICHT 2 —-FHYEET
WEMETLZLIChD, L2L, 2O
MR Z AT ICHhlo TR, Y I 2L —FE
NET N ERFEMRFRZEB LWL ST
A7z, WHZBHMYIHHET S (cognitive
decoupling) Z &DSWEL B, DL EDOEIN
7> Stanovich and Toplak X, ¥4 72 ®
HLL R R, 2 ORI EILEIZ B B
L& 2 Twb (Stanovich, 2004, 2009; Sta
novich & Toplak, 2012),

20DV AT LT ED X HITXGT HHIC
DWTELDOERIIDHLDOD, NOLNIZ
FHBIMISEF LY V—22HE LRI R
FHE, FOYATFLADORER I - X
T 5, BRI TICH 008 - SRR v
AT ED2ONZENENFIELTVDE LV
HART A 74 T1E, 2L o HHARERD
BTHELTWAS, 72, ZLOBHTOAN
DT 7 &)~ OMFIIHSF AR T A SR
AFA1TMHTHY, YAFH 1TMFEEZIZ
TYRT L 2UEMP TbNL 2 E D 2,
ANDOWEZ RIS %2 Bk 4 R ER O
Bz,

Bl z1%, MBSO EED—> L LT, E
SRR, FRICZFO9EITREEE (executive func-
tion) T ¥9 5 & 9 RIBAEAET DI,
VAT L2 QMHEPHHI S NS I EAVREN
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Tw5 (e.g. De Neys, 2006), F7-M8 A ®
BHEE W) BT, AR <
BHA S A N O NZEDW 2 AT Db
FOENEEL I EIIAESIEBTE S, fl
2, RFAEFEMERER SAT 12 & o Tl &
ENDHBEIZ, ¥ AT L 2 Wiz 5
RENDRED O TR ILOD, ¥
AT 5 1R RO TR
EHRENTWS (e.g. Kokis, Macpherson,
Toplak, West, & Stanovich, 2002; Macpher-
son & Stanovich, 2007; Stanovich & West,
2000), F72, VAT AL, 2R Y 4
NVOMANEEZMETLRETH L, AN
I #P R B (Rational-Experiential Inven-
tory; Epstein, Pacini, Denes-Raj, & Heler,
19965 H ARFEM L L CIX N - 85 A - 3K
JC, 2004), FAMEAEZMT X M (Cognitive
Reflection Test, CRT; Frederick, 2005)
SO NAEREL, HERHW O E A Z W E
THe2—Y AT A v 7 -\ T ARER,
HEWFII BT EAHNESEHET S
EDRE N TS (e.g. Aarnio & Linde-
man, 2005; Bjorklund & Backstrom, 2008;
Majima, 2014; Pennycook, Cheyne, Seli,
Koehler, & Fugelsang, 2012; Shiloh, Salton, &
Sharabi, 2002; Toplak, West, & Stanovich,
2011) o
VATAL, VAT L2 O L7
FRAA S A NDBNEEJED T HERE L
T, #REES 2 U7 HE e
ZRIZLTCVDZDREIIBLAHATH LY, Ui
TADPHEENE - 72 ALDTRAA Y A V& T
MoO5ZLdbE20N5, ThHDOERIC
Lo THREMIMIIER S NGB 7 £ Vig,
» BB EN AN Z RS 50 —TF
T, 794 37 (priming) O FEEHW
THIMICKFEDORBIMA I ANV E L LS K
HICHET L L HWETH S,

() 52T

2.2, XAEICAR XU 75850
VRO TIE, VEEESC bR & 3,
RS T V7 LB & ORI L > T, WX
ftEcHOHE, WMHEOHEM, I3I2=F—
Va v BEOMKZFTERL, MERER
DATANVERRRL LR /HLTVS
(L¥=2—%& LT, Buchtel & Norenzayan,
2009; Ishii, 2013; Nisbett, 2003; Nisbett

& Miyamoto, 2005 ZZH),

HOHE, »50IZACH (self constru-
als) DMEIZOWTIE, WHETIIHCZME
EOHE. L TWwADbOE LT, WIETIRH
CEMHE EMHEIZEDN>Twiboe LTE
52 AMEAEPEH Y, FHEO LD RHCHBIZ M
HANWHOH, BEcMEmRmECBE
9 (Markus & Kitayama, 1991)s 2O X
I e HCBIE, BIZE, METEO KON
BICHEE G2 5, WHEEEICET 55T
i, kXD, AWoTHIEKEOHERENIZ B W
T, ¥EADE LD F ERERMEBEZOIY
R, 2O NWOEE, A&
DONIIERER DO RZEEDS WKL S N5 T & 23R
ENTWDE GERMIGESR, fundamental
attribution error, ¥ 7z1IXfI5 N4 7 A, cor-
respondence bias)o Z DXFIH/NA 7 AL iR
FHRHRTHLH D00, EEOHIETIE, K
TELRE T, IR OFIFI~DF: 5 & k3
% &) BERMA B 2 & THRIBNA 7 AN
Wk, FRRBBRPTLIEDREINTVES

(e.g. Choi & Nisbett, 1998; Masuda & Ki-
tayama, 2004; Miyamoto & Kitayama, 2002).

2.3. AEN—SITHRE

B ETHETIREE RGO b #E v
BROND, FIZIE, FETIEARLY, B
PZENOZH DB ERE LTo [H] 123
Be v, IR (context) & ORIFRIZID
WTHRZRBT L0120 LT, WEETIERN
LEXMPLSUWOELCHBEL LY L35,
B2, HEENIRRERIC X o TH S L7z ik
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ZEMHTHOICR LT, WEMNMIMSENRH
HILZ X 231, % G4 Em25% 5. Nis-
bett & L FEWFZE % 725 (Buchtel & Noren-
zayan, 2009, Nisbett, 2003; Nisbett, Choi,
Peng, & Norenzayan, 2001 %:7%ZH) 13,
CNSFEDORIETORERADEND, HA
OHEEF) P yOHEZOHY LH, BLY
ZIWOEENERICETTHALILATE
5 Lim U, dHAHREOHM G 5] E MR 72
BEMAZ WA (holistic thought),
HAF D) ¥ v RO AIMEH & =2 kw728
ERAZ oM E#E (analytic thought) &
ATV S, HiEOBERRORRIL, 1R
RN L L TaEIcHkD, e od
WEMEICEELbDELTELRD LS
BIZHHDITK LT, BEOBERIL,
B2 TR TR e s Sk, M4 o
HYIAEIHL LT D & &5 2 B
Hb, OBV EEZTUL, FIEITHYE L
P Tl 5252 L Z2EML, BEIITHE
B Y F & SOk & 90 0 BE L CIBSOIRIE (de-
contextualization) #X % &) T LT
57259,

B2, HEEOZ LT O B O
PIZ X > TORFHI S 1, HRONE L I3HE
BIRTH 51397225, NiIHamo 78 etk
(believability) & aBlo>Z 4 %2 HF T 5
ZEMMSENTWE (5451 7 A; Evans,
Barston, & Pollard, 1983). T DfF&/N A
T AL, =R T A H NIRRT
EADFET, I AonsFHIVRENT
W5 (Norenzayan, Smith, Kim, & Nisbett,
2002)'s F7z, AT ITVIIHDVIZIEH (cate-
gory-based induction) T, HBiHEHEaAs
H 7T QMY R HFTH LIS, Fawo
FRESR R 2 v KBRS 2 AR R (typical-
ity effect) DEONZ I EPHFEHEI T
% (e.g. Osherson, Smith, Wilkie, Lopez,
& Shafir, 1990; Sloman, 2002), Norenzayan,
Smith, et al. (2002) &, Z® X9 ZduAkIP:

IO T V7 ADF AN & &R
LTw3%, &51(Z, Norenzayan, Smith, et
al. (2002) &, FWOH T ITVILICEL T,
W7V THEOMEHIX, I—av/iRT A
U A ANE D SIMEN BTl 2 < BRI,
T bbLREBICEITW A F I IEEK 21T
2R, ATV beATTIK
B oFEUMER T 28102, S0
BE (RERFEDE) 123D W EA % <
HRHEZERHLMIL TS, 2D LI,
XWRDSRT T30 ) L HAIE DR CEREAVE
L TWwWaEHS, 7 V7 LB o 55 1H
FADEENRE T LI EIRENTVDLHD
D, NEZELL VIR ZHERTIEZZ O &
I B XALEITTHE T B 720, R SULE o2
M O— M R ANEE 0TI R <, X
IR E L 7-BEHKOECTH S LEZ S
nNTwib,

YNRO B, AT TORENSH DK
S, ENE DAL L B9 & v ) HI=,
WEROMRFICHET 5, TOIERETTORA
etk o B REEOHIBICB VT A SN
bo BIZIAX, HRAGRLREFERESR, FHTotT
ROWR L ERGEEI RO iEE 79 7T
IRL72BT, SHBEDL D BREREIELND
DA FHNSELREICBNT, I—av 3R
T A ANFINE TITHNTE @R AT
FlZbizo TS 5 L& 2 IR <,
ML Y ROYEALT % LB 2 2B mE 3R EA
DFIZH N LHREINTWS (Ji, Nisbett,
& Su, 2001). F7z, BRICAUHRFEICS
WC, ZOFRAERETETH-TED LS ek
RV U720 2 HIlr g 21, NEBRIZA L
TLE AR BRIHET 5, 5
Wi Z AUEREICA: U2k 2 40 0 B L 72 f e
MTERVIEMONTWD (FBAENA
7 A; Fischhoff, 1977). T DHBHE/NNA T
ZNWZDOWT Y, T IV T ADND, WEA
HRTEDHLAONLZEIERIN TS
(Choi & Nisbett, 2000; Yama et al., 2010)
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2.4, XERKFE—IRILEY B ERENIE
HRIARAT U 7= 0B, HEd - JIBr etk &
RRAID & ) B ROBABWEZT T%R L,
AR &\ o 72 IR R D FE AR 70 52
I BNTH RGNS, UELEA~D
B, WRhensr 7T b EXR?»S
YOEEL, #7927 bOARNDOEREZEL
—F T, WELBE~O®MIIF 7TV 7 b
I TR/~ DEHZRL, £ 777
PEXRERHESE, [XUROPIZH BT
Txr M ELTORMEREST S LEAUR
ENTw5b, #l 21X, Masuda and Nisbett
(2001) &, HRABIOT 21 57 KOS
FZ LT, AR THEINR T S i
BV 7 22— a YRS LTIURL,
ZOEEORRBICAI-NEEZTAETLEZ L
ZRDT: ORMEHE) . TORE, HEAS
MBET A ) A ABIMBEIHRT, FREEE
CRELRFZTTRL, FRIZHIMHRELRE
DREBHA 7Y =7 MIERT HEDER L,
EHICIRROFAICH 72> T, TITHEKD
S 5 PR IS B 2 L AR S N
%72, Kitayama, Duffy, Kawamura, and
Larsen (2003) 1%, #efl—#ifak (framed-
line test) & XiIFNLAELHANE I -1y
NRT AU AN TbE R, ZoHEIE, E
TiWOPD L0 o i & F LT ~1/30
3 oMmEHAH N 2 5HIME a7
#%T, FHIBEIZRLs (BHVIEFELT)
A ZADEFHEFEP NI HKE S 2 5N, EHT
WCHRAZFIMA AT AL IRDENDE D
Thkbo ZOW, FERFIZDH - 72 HEHE L [H
LRZ2O#MAEEL XIH)RDONDHEREL,
EFRORAK L CHER E F Lo RS
THEHEL I I RD LN MHREED 2 0%
HAEL, ThZhoBnE Il T3E-L 2
5, HARAZME TR FREICB I 5T 5—
OFHPHHEL D Lol LT, T4
YA ABINE TRZEOWDEMABR SN D Z
EAURENTWS (Kitayama et al., 2003),

() 52T

T/, IRERGEH 2L L TT- 7202 5
b, W7 V7 ULBOBMZE DD, PEEEL
LB OSIEIZLRT, fbhERb s =7y
P2 TR, BRIEENRY 7 PLRTW
ZEAUVRENTWS (Chua, Boland, & Nis-
bett, 2005; ¥H - - Z N7+ —F -7
v, 2008), X512, Z1tEH (change blind-
ness) 37 ¥4 A HWT, HAIELT S
BERADOZALDOMIL ZRD B &, HH O
THICHZEREH 2B A7V 27 FOZAL
OBMIZOVWTIE, HRANEL T A Y 7 A TH
HHEEOZIIR SN WD, A TELLE
Lo Tix, HARAND ARG b 5 <
MBS W EH/RENTWA (Masuda
& Nisbett, 2006)

CD X, RME#RAER T 25 W%
QLR & BESCARAL % & % 3B AL O 3 1
HEREE 2 EDHBIERD L XV h 5,
BEE, KNARER, BIXUOHEANZEALZEDLL
BIERO LNV E TR B S b B4
TH b

2.5. Kig—/FATiiE

HOLRENA TV =7 b BT 54,
TVl bdhDVEEARIERET 50T
THLE, ZOF 7V 7 FOMBICHESNEA
bELZLDMETH S, [Kx R THEZR
T LI ENDH BN, BHEIIINEEORE A
WKIRCTRDIBORL LD TE S, B, T
b b etk (Gestalt) Z HHMHZ ¥ AV
WEKIBALEE (global processing) & M:EAL,
K, $buEMERE AW Y A4 VIR
MLPE (local processing) &IEN %, Navon

(1977) &, #12 Navon M & i3 %
TR E T, KISLEE o )5 23R A AL B &
N DELICATbND Z & &R L7z, Navon
M & 1%, Figure 112R_ &N 5 X9 & XNE
THY, EBSMBEIFEOXLFE (¥—7
ME) BRIEHICEEN TSN E ) 0%
HWs 2 Lokoons, flziX, L%
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F F HH

F_F HH
FFFFE Hiyy
F F HpH

Figure 1. Sample stimulus of Navon-letter task

TNELSRwsy =7y Nl HTH A &
9 5% &, Figure 1l ® M TR A& (K
% —4" v b; global target) 3F D TH
52 t%, AMTREIMELZHEKT 2ER (5
Fi% —4 v b, local target) ICHAS& T
TWAHI 2RI L7 LT, Yes KIBZATH
CEDPRDOEND, DX HIERITORS,
HIE D X 9 % BRI IRIS I D WA RIRm 7
MW FHAs, BEO LD ZIRFTHHIK LD b
FHIZATbNAZ EARENTEY, 20X
9 7z YU g 1) % KIS S A SR (global
precedence effect) & 9 (Kimchi, 1992;
Navon, 1977, 1983; Poirel, Pineau, Jobard,
& Mellet, 2008) o KIWBEGMERDHF I, Kisk
WU & TR AS IR F ISR £ 5 B DD,
K MOMI DT AHEL 2 T 5720, F
B O TR LI LICEoTHLS
EEZLNTWDS,

K — AT, FhEnaek, 5o
ELELHICHEREPER T 200D ENTH Y,
Z OMFZ, Witkin and Goodenough (1981)
DML 7z, WA R (field dependent)
WLER 3 Y (field independent) MLER &
OBENEZ b D, Bk E L, ¥va
ZOv MERNZHE - 72 RG2S E T 5
WA ZIR L, &9 Tl a2 B8y vk
LB OBV EETIUL, B A
F AL, BRI OR D MR %55
HELTHIET LAY ANTHY, BREN
AZ AL, WG &SR 5 73BT
FTEHLAZANTHEELEZ 5o WA -
FRAE A & I — R AT L & o IICIE, B RAE

AR AT &R R & v ) B
a3 bH T EHIRENTWD (Poirel et al.,
2008; cf. #H - /Mg, 2011),

Kb L ORATLEE, micbsFSE%
WMEE OREA TR I T, BIZIE, H
DOFBIMT UL - KIBWLUILTH L L Sh
T v % (e.g. Michel, Rossion, Jaehyun,
Chan-Sup, & Caldara, 2006; Tanaka &
Farah, 1993) 7%, Macrae and Lewis (2002)
3, KIBLEEEO % TIEBE O BANIEE S
N, JRATLHEREO % TIIEOBADHE S
NLZEERLTWA, T, KBITT5K
WAHGRES AT 4 AL l), HiDH
B ERE L/ EZDHENTE L, K% -
JRFTLELE, M), WSOt Z0E, B
HVIEFOME T 2 DM A HA
DEMATANDFEELTELZLNTE
A5, JEAETIE, SRAICRIN F 7213 R AL
RFETHILICE ST, TORIATIHIO
EOMHASEBEIND Z E LI % -
TWwb,

2.6. FmEWTI13I>T

SEATRERRIC & - TIHML S N LRSS,
P AN AL R 2 A ab R LY A E A
I V7 (priming) & IFIEN, RO ERD
WZE, THRbLEFHMFEHIIOVWTELS D
DEEWRTI4 37 (semantic priming),
R DIRIITMER I A~ Fl vy MIOWTHE
LbbD%THEMNTS A4 I (procedural
priming) & \» 9 (Fujita & Trope, 2014%
M), TREMNT T4 I ¥ 7O 0
gee LCid, MERHEEEIC B W TRE DR
T2 R E gD I 2L 5T, Hol
DOWEFHIWARE TR O FEAH VSN D 2
& %78 L7z Ginossar and Trope (1987) %,
EHICHEMRBIE LCIE, BIT7 55MER
R L R ORI D5 il T Hh v b h
% Z & %&/R L7z Luchins (1942) Z%80F5% 2
ENRTE D, T2, BEDORE - BIRE, %
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SE SN HEEOEBGEAETIX, #iE TR
(deliberative) ¥4 ¥ Kt v b+, & T
9247 (implementation) ¥ 1 ~ Kt > b &wn
VR LHA Y FEy MAEHL S, $Ri
BE~A Y Py PRI hE 2 L2k
0, Bkt o> M B i 70 P AR E O B AN ) B9
HZEHRENTWAS (Fujita, Gollwitzer,
& Oettingen, 2007), Fujita et al. i&, & @
MRIZOWT, BB~ v Py MofEHl
WX 0, BEOXKM (open-mindedness)
PEED, BROBEILZOYL VP
N ORI LTz O LFFRL Tnb,
Kig - RO 754 I v 7ahRe LT
X, RATLEOFELIC L ) EOEMARE S
N5 R, RBUIOFHEIZL > CTHOp
TORICERBEORERES NG Z &8
RENTWDS (Macrae & Lewis, 2002; Srini-
vasan & Hanif, 2010), F7z, KIBLIL O
PEAL 2SI RIS B 2 WAlEE % & 72
L9 ZEERLZWZ%ED H S (Friedman,
Fishbach, Forster, & Werth, 2003), &5
2, BFLBRE - RO TSI 43I 7
IRV RV, BROHMRW A Y Ry
MEEEILE N SE L, HEITER DA
R~ A > Py ML hiha e T,
3% > B BB RATENZ A 5 A LT 5
ZEBWHNIENTWS (Freitas, Gollwit-
zer, & Trope, 2004), &1, Mo LYk
WAL 2 Z & TRTLHEDS, HPEke
PALT 5 2 & TRBAHEMNEM LI D 2 &
AWRINTEY, ZhEhoPEkziGHLs
5P OPEE B Z & TR - R L
FHETLIENTELWREMLEDIEHRINT
W5 (Gable, Poole, & Cook, 2013). &5
2, RIYT 4 TREGICHRT, 2AHFT747
TR R WO U 72 2 SR T L ER 5B & 22 )
KB IfTb iz Wk T 5% L H 5
(Gasper & Clore, 2002),
—HT, ALOHEZEOEE T, I
B - AHEARAAN 2 A CBOBRIESR, LT A

() 52T

I YDEIRE V) FEER W~ A4 v
Fty bOTIA4 IV TR ALNT WS,
1 2.1¥, Kithnen and Oyserman (2002) i,

(R, F721F [Fex] v ) ARG D
HEOE, o3 EmsE5 2 & TH
HAMOLN, 7S EARL R B OBl & ke X
¥, ZOHROBAREIIBNT, ZREN
SNRACALER, SCIRAYALIRAMRAE S NS Z L &
RLTWb, X7 A a v 2713
YIUWgRE LT, FEOBE, £33 v F—
TR E Vo AL AR, BT iR
SHDLTAAVEERTHIET, FRICHEE
W74 IV 7 &ATo B TRIERECS
WTHBWFERP Y NDFRBWEZ BT L
(Hong, Morris, Chiu, & Benet-Martinez,
2000) %, KWK () 2217752
LT, WEXLIZZENEZEB LAD L WT —
Oy /NRTAYAANTEZD ML FPHlER
M (Ji et al., 2001) I2BWT, k) ZEfL%
FHMT LI EREIRINTVS
(Alter & Kwan, 2009). F7z, HIHFR-
MEMREN T 54 3 2 7 O%T, ThPhi
LB OWEEEE LB EERENTW
% (Lin, Lin, & Han, 2008; Wang, Oyser-
man, Liu, Li, & Han, 2013).

3. ¥ Kty FEOHEREREZ
DT TR

ARTlE, ZEMREE, ULOEPTH
INTEUHE - ommEE, BIUHE
CBWTHON S KIE - RATLE L v 2D
DML L7 BR % % 2 5 Pamipstil %, 5
MBIOHEMNN AT A VERDL 57 A
ey Mew S BUTIZEDWT, BTk
R L OO L T& 7, &EIIL, I
DO A L, L0 Z4MomWiEH
DT MRS 5 72D ITHET R & ME L %
G, R RO PRI O WTE R TH
A
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3.1. YAFL1-2, @iFE—9WAREILRE
—DHDH
THMEAEERICBILYATAL, VAT
5 2 ESUALLEIRI BT B A — iy
X, TNENE L OEL DHM % F > T b,
BIZIE, VAT A 10, BXOVEHKNEE
O ELTETORTWANED S L, &
WRIGICHE T 5 ok LTiE, BEd,
Y, RGN E2 B8 F 5 2N TE L
Ao —H, VAT AU ESHIEED
JLmIEE UCiE, BTk, fhgetk, BOTRYE
ERIFHAIENTED, TOLI) Hilmn
5, “HBMEEGRICBITA 200V AT AL,
AL CHEEIZ B 205G — o EE & W
DLDOTIERVD, LWV EMPEL LD
MROZ L THDH, LHL, —HHEHED
AL CEEE D, WEISED, &5 WidhiH
LTwWaEIEHLbDOD, “HEREEE LS
¥ — o B EZ R EAMCENOLOTH D L
ZZT05bo BlziE, ULLEZEOMD 5,
TR & W - AR, 200
AFLDESZ I LT [SORIE) o THise
WRAb), [ERRME] X [EEERME] & w9 Rl
HEHT W) ZETIRELBLTWED, 7
Ot 20 HEE - I, EBE - SUEE,
BEWREMEICOWTIE, YATFA1 43—
WL, VAT L2 A4 T— VR L v
72 &9 S BARICIE e W EASRIE S T
W5 (Buchtel & Norenzayan, 2009),
AR EE DB O SUALENL, VEEESC
LB T, BN TARA T TV
LDV IITII B B MR A TR 7 &
M 22 HH 2 F v CHERR L 2 i wid
WIS BV CRATRERZ 43 5 2 & 23
WThHhbr L, T T ITVAOBIZEL KT
DOFRIERIEUM: % Hv (Norenzayan, Smith,
et al., 2002), + 7Y 2 % HBWIZIR
EAE OOV CREREE T A MM (Masuda & Nis-
bett, 2001) 255\, —7J7, HEEBOME
PHlE, VAT A 2NEERINT HEAMAY

ANEea2—Y AT 4 v 7 - N4 T ZHED
BARICBEESR R oL Z LRI TV 5
(Stanovich & West, 1998; West, Toplak,
& Stanovich, 2008)s 2D X H 2, Y AT
21 WFENEE L L B ITRIZED W
72, HEVIERE EATZNEE, VAT 4
2 LM IR X SCIR AL BE & v ) i %
EELTWEEF 25, T/, Bkl v o
MIZOWTIE, Y A7 4 2 MBI EHRAICH]
WENZZBETHLOICKL, YAT A1
W, TOEATHEEIIREINICAREINS Z
L%, 7L AOMREOANBHEIND
(Evans, 2008; Sloman, 2002)., ¥7z, T4
FEANOHHFHENL Y b EE LS ML)
L3, WENIIIRMIZEZENE 2 3856
T 5 LHRKDON B L FRAMBEDOBGEAIMET
95 L, WV NIRRT A
T e 3o EEKSERT 5 2
EARENT WS (Kim, 2002),

—J, ZHEMMEE W - 5 EE O MHE
FUZOWTIE, BOEM 2 SR EHE LN 72
GHTREL, FIEPREEZRKVIZEEZ LW
DIFTIE%R L, I8 L - TWEW L
HEWMTHDHLI L, EHIT, ENEFNHYEO
AL T, WEERIY F 2 IEBIRINICE T S 9
%, XALBNCHERE - WEALS N ZBZ L LT
EZBRETHDHILENEHINTYS (Bu-
chtel & Norenzayan, 2009, Nisbett et al.,
2001)o L7255 C, W7 IV 7 TUHM %
ENRA N, PETIZFSORN 2 B0 65
NB0I%, WiHEOALBE»CRMEZE BT 5
TALHEZ D > TBDIZH L, HBHE TN
MR 2 BEZ T 5 X9 LB TR T
HHZLIZEDLEZONL, TOEKRTIE,
WG - REOR A8, BECE-TH
BISEE T2 AT A0, AR LEL
95 KH (secondary guessing) ¥ AT A
12570 9 %5 (Buchtel & Norenzayan, 2009;
Masuda & Kitayama, 2004; Miyamoto &
Kitayama, 2002, Norenzayan, Choi, & Nis-
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bett, 2002), — /T, ZHB\BREHGHIIB W
Tid XRALIZ Y A7 2 112 & 5 HBY 2 L
HOEWTH Y, BXRICIIEIEN DD, &
AT LN AL DOEY TH B & &
B2, REZOLHELMETLHDOTHS L
#% % % (Evans, 2008; Sloman, 2002; Stanovich
& West, 2000), Z D72, ¥ AT L 24
FOFEATITIEE AN RE)] R B E Ol A3
Pehbo LPLEDVSL, BWAINEEN S
MWIXEIZY AT 4 2B THN S DI TR
%L, BEZXY A NVOMANZEDNHL FET S
LENL, BIZIE, TOXO AL LT,
T — A~ OBEFEO T & L TORRARCK
(need for cognition; Cacioppo & Petty,
1982) R, F& it 1) B e 1% S8 % (Actively Open-
minded Thinking; e.g. Kokis et al., 2002;
Stanovich & West, 1997; West et al.,
2008) 2BV, EVHIWEE) L g &Y
LBEATAND 200> THDTY AT
L2 MEAFTOND Z LI b, LLEDEH
5, “HEBAEERTIE, -l vo i
HOENE, BEZAILVDOE, Thbb,
VAT A 2HAEmOMAELE LTRERE
% (e.g. Evans, 2008; Stanovich, 2009),
F72, 2HEOBEOHEBEWHEMEIIOWT
b, MEEIEABIGPN TS, ZHEMFE
HRICE B e, VAT A1 URILEZZ,
FRICHRICHEBE SN T L, AR
B OBHETHLOITHL, Y AT A
2 R LB B P RBEE M U727 + —
< NS LEETH D & S (Stanovich
& West, 2000)s — T, &iEF—0HE
BIIZFDOR DB L o THEHETDH %,
%1 2 1F, Koo and Choi (2005) &, B #f[E
FREBLTWBLEEORD, REZHLD
ALY W EE OB & &R
LTwbd, ThiF, #HFICX > TURHEE
ML S NI L RNT B 2 & TE D, T,
Kitayama et al. (2003) &, HAAB L O7
A HNFEOENENIZONWT, HARTEME

() 52T

HEREFEAEFIZHT T T, HeMl-HEE
(framed-line test) #={Thb 720, M &
BIEHEL TV B ALED A & £ VIR
IBERTZEEZWLNII L. ThHDMHA
X, WIEEE, SEREZIILBIHRLY, »
ORI EEH PR THAH I EERLTY
5o

PRSI RZE Y, TEMAEGICWY ¥
AT 51, 2 &LOHSAR 22 s - T
L, ~ILEL TV A EIEH LD 00,
I LLFA—DbDEREZ RV, 5D
EWE, EO X5 THE 1 2 BRI PSR R
AELTWL ORIFEHOBETH D E VR o

3.2, KB - HATALIE & DIF— ST
FR—DHEDH

KIBALEE & W B E L, MBS (fo-
cal object) ZEREIHIGLE & HITHLihkE L
T, WRIESNAMETHDLZ LIZZED
B vy, JRPTILEL & 5T A, Lt
SR80 B L TS 2 7k 2T
HbHENVZDL, FOEKRIIBWT, K-
FTALEE & WHE — AT BB 3D THAE O 5
WIEETH D, W IR SRR L
WLEL AR O D B 7 B T & ) DB FRT
MATWAZFOZ Ehd Lk, —hT,
K — JRFTALFLIE, £ & L CHRIEX DM
HLRXWVIZBITHBMA Y ANV TH S DI
L, A6 — 9 BE R BAALE - MHEMY
HOBUIME L~V O XTI R R D KHEES
BUIBBEMAZANVTHY, WMHIZEFNENR
WO L7z AT L THDPH Lk,
AL~ A ¥ FEy PR L X)L
WHET LHE LT, FETEINE -7
EADHH, 7 AU HTEEINE - 72hER
WCHRT, =Ty v NTF A MIBWTAE
KREA % 72 A 2 & (Abel & Hsu, 1949)
2, HEKGFHHCBIZEES 25 2 & T,
Navon XA #f I 38 \ C RIS 72 L Bf
AVEME S AL, AHEAN F OBl oM X R T
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HALEE % {29 % = & (Kithnen & Oyser-
man, 2002), F7z2MHIARL - Mz pH
DOWEFIZ XY, Kk — RATALEL & B L 72
AL OWEEALSSAE LA Z EHARENT WS

(Lin et al., 2008), = B2, HEMN L 7
Yz M AEFERE (Masuda & Nisbett,
2001), ¥— v OBIEOBEOIREES) (Chua
et al., 2005), AHXIHY - HKFH 2K S OB
(Kitayama et al., 2003), W{EOZALDORE
WZAET521LE (Masuda & Nisbett, 2006)
ZEIZBWTLENEON S Z L EREN
THY, W~ 4 > Fty b2mEL v
DB BT 5 2 LIZDonWTIE, —EDK
BAELN w5,

— T, HIE LAV T ORI LI 0 35
12X 5T, &L NV TOREOAALE
L, BlEMRERROBHEDN 35 (Fried-
man et al., 2003) Z &%, HHRLEA (em-
bodied cognition) D FIRIZ B\ THIE, FF
TR R8RS & APl L O AR o o 1
HENRIEM SN TWwWD (e.g. Ackerman,
Nocera, & Bargh, 2010; Williams & Bargh,
2008; LY a—&LTid, A0 HH, 2014
B TEnLEZDLE, AELNVOK
- R O b i O ANED, X%
ELEROBEE L NV OB B 5 2k
Tadhh )b, GHIE, AEPLERELEV-S
TAHF PNAR R D KIETORIMA F L v &,
X0 ER O IKHE D RPN 0 [H O B B B AR,
FEIZRIE — JR AT LB & W3 — 04 JBE o B
[ 72 522 D A5 0 D W T RN MRS 3 5 26
b HEEbND,

3.3. FRENZZ2 I, FEIh -GN
AZA IV

H 5 AL T B AL, TOALIHA

DAL A W W74, ZOAZ LN

&, SULEHOR TR Lic ko

THEASNZP R % (chronic) 721 A

FANTHDENZ D, Tz, RBWUH L5

LB O DN ITIZOWT, i H IR
HASRPTALEL X ) BESERICAT DN DITH L,
HEEBRFIZZ DD /85 — 2 L) VAT
HHLIEIPREINTWS (e.g. Bouvet, Si-
mard-Meilleur, Paignon, Mottron, & Don-
nadieu, 2014, Happé & Frith, 2006,
Koldewyn, Jiang, Weigelt, & Kanwisher,
2013), fEHH L HMERZICBITH DX
I 7R, WAM—E M (central coher-
ence), 372D HANHERIIH L TEEDL
ROPTEKRD T E2ITV, ZROEHRET S
DAL LTEN, HEEREIZZOKE
H—EBEosw 212, HlERaLznE
F RPN 5 £ 2 5T 5 (Frith,
1989; Happé & Frith, 2006). #& K —H
PHDOHEL B A H =X a1, FEHEICENT
Fnds, Sl L b EEE L BIERS
RSN RIEEEN, B XORIrELE
RN ZBMAIANDO#EE L TEZDL S
EHTRETH 5, LI~ A4 > Pty MK
B JRFTLBI G- 2 BRI o W T, BRI
—EDTFRFREAHE SN TVWDE Z Eh b,
SiR1E, FRICRIRALE, B X ORI AL
DINZED, ZhE TLOEETERE -7
iﬁ‘f’%%?@‘f: WCHWHNTE 2REO K
BT ERETAZLICE-,TEDS
_Eﬁfofa‘ WCTHZENTELTHA),
—F, 794 I 7L Tl s h7-78
HMAY A ViE, EAOH RN 2R & v
L 0E, —FEIEEAE S NS (tempo-
ra) ~A Y by VTHEEFSZ 5. FF
ED<A Y Ny b EBEN, BTG
3562 LI2LoT, HOHBEDINT + —<
VAWEALT B &) ha FERRIICHGET 5
Z eI E LTIE, AR O 5T
WZHED W WGERIZERT, 4 v Fey M
ORRMEE X ) EENICHE 5 2 &2 TE
LEV)RIIH D, LELENS, U5
HEV)HMTOT T4 3 ¥ IRHHROWET
&, —HoBINEH LS DD, 2 OO LN
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DFFUDBEEIATONT VBN, HNVF 25 )
LBMEDPSEONTT — 712DV TVW 5,
WD DA TE ST AINVF 2T
BN LT, RHOALH~ A ~ FEy
PR SEL 2 EIIRETH LD Lk
WA, BN~ Y FEy hOFHEIZL T
YALEA DEBE RS 4V Wakdd 5 & HSTT
BETHhNIE, L~ 4 > Fey b EAER
<A Y Nty ORI OWT—EDFER
PEREOENDLIEIIRD, 2OLHIT, W
<4 v Rty bERE - R ORI
W, X )R E TS oo, Ei
17 K3 — AT 2 55353 5 2 212X - C,
WL~ AT R EEO B E D L )1
L9 % 2D W TOEBRIIMRE D LEIC R D
b D,

K52, KBULHE E CEEAERZICBITS
QLPR O STNRAKAFE, SR T LB & JE3E oo i STk
P& DORIGERIZOWT D X 0 3 2 Et s
WETHH ) Blz1E, Norenzayan, Smith,
et al. (2002) &, =7 v bDHFITY R
UN—L LTOWMEBENR, 77TV EED
FEPPEDHIRIZ BT, H—KIcHH (uni-
dimensional rule) & FK KR MM (family
resemblance) D EL LW SN L 9% AL
HOSRIKAFEDOIREE LTz, LA L%
Mo, 15D EBTHWSNHITIZX, H
— RIOCHN 2 R 3 2 Jg 1 25l C Heik Yy
INEWHIR L 2O TV AR, HAEKRTH
Fii %@tk Ccdh - 720 ZOEKRT, BHEOK
- JRETE & SURARAFEATZE K L T v B3l
PHOWOLNTW L TR b, SHOMETIC
BT, SR - BRI 72225, b c
XD IEWHEBIC E 72255 X 5 e — Koo HLHI
&, RTINS L DR % A5 5 KIEN
B 2 OB OERIZB VT, XLTEn
EIOBENAENDL DD, FFDEIION
T, HADORE - R RBIA S A Ve
DEIWHEGTEREPHLNIIL TR ZE
LUETHH ),

() 52T

3.4, Y1 Nty M ORRAHEE

AR, K- JRFTRBICEb s~ A V8
oy M, TNFTHERTELMY, LAY
AMEL XU SEROBE L X)L O F
TEREXFLMAICBNTCHELL2 5, &
BOHEIZBWTIE, 2O, Y FEy b
BRZE D B NFEREIC O W THLRITT S
CEIEELRMETH A ) WIS, etk
BEOSIICB VTR, s oftEE T
BXNBERE & L CHEE SN TV ERNITDNWT—
FEDOHERER SNh>2oH Y (Ishii, 2013),
F72, KRB— RPTILE & Z DR IZ DO W
THWErED 5N TWwWb (e.g. Fink et
al., 1997; Flevaris, Martinez, & Hillyard,
2014; Gable et al., 2013)., 4%, Thb
DHIRERETHZEICL-T, vf v FEv
MRS 2 i B D BRF LS o v T RER 7
Fgeastets 2 LM SN B,

4. B

AFCIiE, OHZEORFIIIB W TIRF X
NTW5B 2 DD, L7ZALEE Y 25 4, JFiZ
BZ2B 5 “HEEME, tEE LTo
WA — AT, HSER LRI B B K -
JPTLEZ B 2 I SE OB R %, H A O RRA
AZANEHETEYA Ry bEwH
MPLEHLRBL, FN0 OO,
AR DM E BRI OWTHRET L2, 2h
5D<4 Y FEy ME, W or0kE it
FL, EDDOTHEDERNHLDTHY 2035,
—HTLFLLFE—DILDTIE LW EHR
WENTWS, BTN 3 oD
WL TW B DiE, bhvb oI STk
AR I RUEE & I8 SR A AL BE 2 4T 9 BT L 7270
L7222 OO RENET HRICH D, G
%X, ~4 ¥ty M EOMERERIZONWT
L VMR 2T, 2 00MHE%R
BT 2R, M O BRI &
GERALZENTEL EMFEIN D,
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1 72 72 L, Unsworth and Medin (2005) i3,
Norenzayan, Smith, et al. (2002) ® & $4 3
5593 -0y AT A NEBEEAND
B OHRHERIC BT 2 E&NA 7T AIEHR LR
BN ERTRHLTWS,
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