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A theoretical framework for the analysis of siblings

in adulthood:
reconsideration of an “Ambivalence”

G
Chika Yoshihara

1. FEEDMRE

FERDKIEMITE T I3, WERICHER I 2 ME L, BBk, RiEBfRE b - T
WBEA (B TBAN) OFRBERRICEEYToNTE L, KEIRICETS 2
DFCERLD T, & &) EZCBIR. £ D DIFRAILED & £ 9 72 0B
RIBFREE 26 TRZARL) &Y. 74 73— A%l L CRIERFRO A%
IGEWPRoNTER, —Ji. RERBL. KB, L, 94 722410
SRRILD % T, ERNZERETH 2EEEP T &b Lo KR L DBIR
PSR SN APHESENE D & 5 IcRWAED LD TZ DBRMEZ K> AL
FXANEFE7U—, HEVRIEBHEE oL ZLZORBEE OO EEERL
BOADBHEML T2, DK% THERHMER, RIRORM, KIEREO M
LI RO KIEFE D 7= D D L BRI TR Y — L ko s fiTv 3,

KIGBIR D 725> T H BLTF-BIR & RIGBIROMZEICEP L TE 2 &L~
HIRR % 3D 2 7 > T. WFFEE 72 B DT H Sk KA S #5224
TEIHILETEHEPHTETVS, Thbb, FPT. ELRE VoL
R, HARNRIERER» S WA Lo DB EN T A 7 a—2ADLkicbko
TEAVIKHEBL T Z0EKEANDHABELDOY 7 FTH S, Walker 5
(2005) &, Z#1% Tan invisible family lifecourse; ~D7EH DT E L
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THFAL. ZORICEELZHZELZOPE x ) R OMALZORZ L FRT 2, %
RO ZLIROHE L DDIFBEAHDZ & 5 Z0RERICOWLTOMZIL.
MR L FEBEOHOBERP, FEREDMOBEBREBATKIED DRI IC
DLTHO7LF ¥ 7B ERT2LZE VI, MR T, RABOE &9
POERP—ATEBPF A= — L DBRD L) IKEBNTH D Bh 5,

L)~ HTEKAL EDIERBERARIGENE I RRT7 vy ) -t EHE2 b Ok
O, BlFHERPL A= F BRIk > TRt Ndb0DMIlIch 5, 24
W2, JEBKEIRE 2z o2, oI MEMSEK & TEEER & 2iEE
L%k RBIRMIELE LTED T 61, MIAELBICK DAV Ry b
T— IR ENTEIEERDEDSTH D, T, ExH)F0ERIZ. #
PFEbELYLRMICH2BRETLH 2, iR, MAELELINET
MEEMR, © TRATwAR»rolk) KL OBREEZESTE D RIHNEHAT
WS T 2L ICELDEEVIDITTH S,

BABICB T2 E &) 720 EDBRIE, BIELRBEREL S NE. HIEX2DH D
bObHBRE, ZIITEEMRELD L, SHREIEARINDDIE. RAM
ICBIT2E &) RZCEFRY T8 & B tw)7veEnNL Yy FAREER
Ftab¥TwshrotEzohs, TrENL Y FAREEZ S HOHAAND
DM OBENE, RKIEMEE B ICKIERERZIET 2D, D7D T 5720
DS FEOE N EE L (Johnson, 1995), botWwIHks, RAHOE & 57
VBRD L OBRBNTHY PSR I F ) —TbHB LI 7 rENL Y
BEHEEODIC, ZOBRICOWTHET 2 2 & BRI KIRBIROIRE &
ZAERA D) ATRBEILRLDTHS, £ I TARBTIE, KEBEFRIZOWT
DFEATHARZ RN T2 2 L2BL T, BRAIZEBY 2 & 29 ZuBEKRTHO
T2 D DRI IR AL A DREEE A A B & & b, RIEHFZRD 72D DH L i
2. TERINY =V E B ODTERP D ZHES T E L,
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A 5 9 72 BRI 11 C OBERHEALA O M
2. HARIEKRE MERBES, TEFIL

1960 FARUS R b F LGP ATHB DAL T 5 %2> T 7 A ) A 2 IR
AL L 72 EHE U B L 7oe = A - X T4 7id, Z20BIR%Z AR
¥ vy 7 & LTEHERLTID B, RIS D AT & DRI S R I
MifELE AL DN H 5 2 & 2 MR T 20D E £ > 72, Lo LYK, MR
N AR vy 7)) WwiciEizi s, ZHAKEIEZ LB LT
FALRIREES % I 2 72 D 23 Bengtson T®H %, Bengtson 1, E#H & HEMDOFE
b OO MRMEBERZ ST 212H 7 b, ¥k OF AWM
BThs Hamkk 28083 2720 cHuonNTE L e, o ER, M
BEBET L, FKIERRICEMT 5 2 L2 HWIC NER, o =8E2 ML 7,
ZD=HFE L%, "3 (consensus) | . 'E 1 (affection) ;. "##A (association) |
Ths, TNSHABOHAMAICE > TARURAERETHD ., Tho DEE
DREIE VTR, BEROMETFORELEWE L,

Bengtson l&. % O, KiEE# O Xt % OFBHGEE OXITLTH 5 THiA.
QFBIHEA DRICTH 5 "EE ). OffifEBlo —~HOBREZ W 2 TEGER, 1<l
ZNDTFK G ) (family structure) ) & THEREMYEHT ) (functional solidarity) J .
® THIHIWER ) (normative solidarity) ] D =D DRXILZBEM L 72/SKIL & L
TREALZ, FICBMINZZ200RITD ) b@ TRKIGME &1k, EET
R BIKE DB L Fifi, HERAGE R, AR E LT Lo NI RILTH
5. 21U 2y PORBENREZRTODOTH Y, LD L) BREREDFR
HEZREEL Tw a2k, BEPICBT 298 — MERE L THRBEMBIENICE
NEEDY Y —AZFEELTEY, EOREY Y —ZAZHETELZ2ICO0T
BHELNEEZ 525 EEZ2oNTw5, O THEREINEN, &3, KRKERIC
REFHE & — E R DR EDBRETON TV 202 R TRILTH 5, i
BRI HERIFICB VT, EOHADL 5 EOHRNEYNEZ SN T L0,
KB AIITON TR 2D EDMINT A 7 FTH 20, FOMHERFS
EDMTEZLINTVS, RFEO® THHINER &, FKIEBHEIREKE I
Lo THER SN TOIRBEZRIRILTH 5, TEHIIHEICENZ L ORE
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522 2PFIN TS ERAML TS0, 2L CHFHZ, BADMNIEF
EL0 o DEYE EOREIFL TV 2 E v &I RIHGECEBICN T 28
HWOZRENPTRENEHDE L) (Bengtosn & Cutler, 1976 ; Bengtson &
Schrader, 1982 ; #fif] - &7, 1985).

Bengtson 12 & % MEARMEHE TV 12 20z H o 25 RIVHEFEH R 03
AENRS NAER, M L 2 &2 KL TR h ., FE L (a) MiE
i — AT B #Y (structural-behavioral) (FL#&AY. BEAERY. Z L THEG WY
associational, functional, and structural). (b) FRAIMN—IEREIN (cognitive-
affective) (GBI, [EEM, Z L CHIHINY affectual, consensual, and normative)
LWV 20DAENRRITTICTT 6N 2 EHL I I N, E ARG
BIMRIEZE. FRICRIRMNBMAICE TR I NG TE % (Bengtson &
Roberts, 1991 ; Silverstein & Bengtson, 1997 ; Bengtson, 2001),

3. RIEEH /MWL VS PYENLY RmS

Lo L, HEAREEEE TV, & KikROSHEZRIMEL, YDk
HICHARMEBIRD TH 20 kDb THERED) L) B GHIEN % S
NTw3 2w Nl L) MEEZNEEBA Y AA—HDa Y2y 22l
FAL T3 Z LR E N % (Marshall, Matthews & Rosenthal, 1993) , 7=
C OPEH A TIFHANHBIROMER . & 2\ I35t 32 Ryl 2 5k E o KAl
LT, RS, M WEREICH FVERPL o TRV E DR
Hps7p &tz (B 213 Lischer & Pillemer,1998), WA T, FEiEfEZHE L T
b, MRV ERBIZEETIEE TS L vwo7c—H TG 7559 BRE
ICB T 2 HARFIBIR AT & 222 72 B IC o, RIGBOFRICHEET 5 Dy, & Tt
MiDHFEW) TR ZHAAL Z EFEBEIND &) Ick D (5E, 2009),
HAMEERSFEC 0 TFE) ~OHEE» SRz T8 L f2ikamid. LMiHEss
(Journal of Marriage and Family) ® 64 5 (2002 ££ August) TIA Symposium
on Ambivalence in Intergenerational Relationships; & L 7R i
2ETICRY. OBLICKBEOMINRPBIRICE 1T 247, KNI VS 7 EnNL v

36



FAIE X 5 72\ 1813 C O BRI o 55
A EWVHEN D K ) REFRNA Vo b b s L,

Jad X9 w22 <. HARERE TV IREAANREITH 5 Z LI
LB T 4 TREBICHERE YT TR EEN—zET V) £ LTEIE
Iz, MEARENE TV, 2REL. 8® % 7%20 T, Bengtson 5 FKIFEHIT
RTHTA D XTI H B T b RIEBRD /) —< LR TH D |
ZFNERBEA VN =P ED I LR ED L) ICRDE> TV D0 ITHE
L. WRNICBAEVICBITEE) LT EI0ICHETLIOR LRI L)
IZ7% %, £z THAZ) 132 OFFRE L TRUDIE 51 B L 2 2 LiEd D TiE
L W TR CHIE £ 2 Ew) L)k, HELORIED W C D03 @k
SN, BAROEEEPEEINDG I L2 LEL I EBERINSE, Thbb,
DR & Tz 13, V2 0 SN E TOR—O#EERE LTIRAZ S
N3 HDTIEAE L, HRRFBIRIIHZIEE T LB %, &3\
IR WHE RO ZOWAEZRL D B EFRTLLIICARLZ2DTHDE (Hilzx
12 Bengtson et. al., 2002)

—J7. HREBEGRZET TPE, CEHL, #Mabdnizon 'Ky v
XL ¥ A (family ambivalence) ;| & TdH % (#l 2 1% Connidis & McMullin,
2002b; Liischer & Pillemer, 1998), Z#uiZ. HARCEIBIRIZZEE X v 3 —[ED
TYENLYAERERHTLL NGV ETRTZ2H0THD ., REIINT 2
RAMES VN7 70 —FICEIKbDTH S, Thbb, ALt ngE
bzl Rk ic BT, e NEREREE, &b REBERC» 20
2HODEENCDOWTHEEL D TR R RDT, AVAA—flIc7vyENL Y
AWEARH SN B AEEBHETL 280 DTH B, Liischer (20005 2004)
TR 7 v eV Y X En ) lEEZ SODRITICE T 2 EBLERA L 72
WOEDTELELDBBRIEICEBT2FEEZKML T30 LTT7 7a—F
T2, TOZOORILE NG, BREPCHE L Volew 7 O EIEEL NVICE
JBFIEE, BBAIREIE, ZLTEFR=—va vz DEERN -1/
RVIZBIT DL FETH %, Liischer (2000) &, 7V ENLVAEZRD LI IC
ERT 2, Thabb, THRICEZ 2 &G, BE, &, 758, tharBIfRE.
ZLT/H LIS, MAFERND 2 VIEEMERNTA TV T4 74 D
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BREDBEBRTHEI N, —FIICS L CIAKBIICFIE T 2 (2L &) b
DELTHERENG (EN) 3), (p.15) &, 2D XkHic, THRE7Z v ENL
VA BRI, RIGE TEAF ) BEHETH B EIRET B T L. TR 2B
FICDARZ 5 2 Lz, thaZNEHE LB 25D TH > 7%,

& 2 A, Bengtson 1. Z® Liischer 12k %7 VY ENL ¥ 2 € TIVIZERN
T, WHRWEE 2 LA 2, $4b 5. Lischer ik 27 VY ENL VY ADE
#ix, BMAOBE 2T ((FH) 2. MElRkiz2hsEsLw) kbl
SREERVICHIET 2 L ZAICHIRLTLEIDDE LV IDTH B
(Bengtson, 2002), % ®—J5 T Bengtson (2002) (%, "MEAREKH 7L v
AETN & THA =TTV LRBA LRV S O A, T & WL
MWHER D & DEWD SRS 7 Y ENL Y ZDMABEEFNRTL 2077, &
FRT %, $hbb, Nl & Tz, T7ryeENL YR, of&h, KikE
RG22 770 —F L L THAEICHEAZ S XIKHNT2boTiER, &L
AMHELHIBDBDOTEBEVDONPLEVIDTH S, k¥R S, HF—NZE
TNE, FKIEOBPEANEDOBIREICE T 28 M. ZUIFEE LB %
ELEY, r7RBEOZ—ZADEM LD Lok I RFICIA 722D
BATRHIC B T 2 MIE LR OB Z D RFBREZRZI 2 DTRERD 6 TH %,

Bengtson 12 X % Liischer D7 Y ENL Y ZETF IR ZFDERANDIA % 52
I¥. Connidis & McMullin (2002b) &, 7> EXNL v 2OFHM&L%E AT
Voo ZAUFCHEGE & > v XY v ZHAFEMGRII -2 X7 T 1 7T
bOTHB, ZDOHDT, 7Y ENL Y ARMESHEED H 2 IRBUE, (2R
BED—2DEy FELTHRA LIS, #8513 Lischer ® "k Il 7
ENL v A (structured ambivalence) ] X L T T#:&micEb sk
(socially structured); 7Y ENL Y RAZWEHT 2, Thbb, BAAZESD
KIERX V3= L DRRIED 23 CREGEINICE A SN 7 v ENL U R &
T2LEZDDTH S,

PLE Jelc b7z &9 iIcARREBIGR IC 2L TG, Iz J6 L Z2akif i3,
VAR I B\ TR S IR R RIEIIEIC B T 2 & E QT T VI » T O~
ERBELT, 20D THBILINTELDON 7 ENL YR B&AEDT
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BRI E & 9 72 ORI I C O B 2 D 58
Hb, ZO TPVENL YA BRI, RIBICE T 2 IARBERKR. £ DbirER
EZDBRALETED LOMOBRIEICE S b2 TFE 2Nt X9
& BELTRAMIZE T 2 B BRIIZED 2 IcU) Ao i, FELTE
oo EOTIE TPy ENL YR BERICHA T 2 0ATIFSRIC 8 1 2 1 HL 2 BB
T2LELIT, T7rENL YA MERDORAME & 9 Z0IFEADEAIZD W
THET LT ZEicl &9,

4, TPVENLYR ) BE2DZRTHICK>THZIZDHD

BFBERICOAT2ENEA VI Ea—T—FZIC LU, B#ET B WLD% |
PEZVLHOHBORME LR L TWwWiaZ 2B L TWS, L LA
5. BRI NG OXNIIET ESFESMBLZ BT 720 E v md s iUl TE
T THokDS, MPEBRTELLBIKELZ IR En) T I'h
EW) THbdHol, 2DEIHIT, ZNZTND X =%, FALBTPEICOV

THLZZELTH, ZONFRZNZFIVHDa YT 7 A6, 2L CHDH
FOYO R TR E»ORBFPUIHE I b DTH->THT LD —HT 2 Tldk
VW, —HEZAD, BOBIDLIIICEHLICARDLIEIZHD, HHWIFZENLD
BARIED 70 & 2 Dy EFER OB TER SN INEDBEZ 200 Ltk v,

HARMKEE RO GRS D W TR L 72 Katz & (2005) &, 7 EAL Y
AETNAD L DBV ICATR DD E LT, ROZ[EEET 5,
TYENLYRAREWNT -4 %2BL TR LEZONZ DT, @W*NJ%
bo LENT—F 2L THRIAIZRETHLENVI I ETH D, ZUE, TV E
NL Y ADRIRATHED £ ) DICERE S TS XD b, KIEFERICELTT vy ER
LUADE | EHENE FERFEEA v =26 ORIEICESE T 2B b
N3 70 APHIBITEHT 2 2 LD, HEEICLE>THEILGHLEV) I L
ThH2, Thbb, TVENLY FMIDOWT, FRA VY AN—BNZNFMED 2
YT A LS O, EEPLZO SO AL ISR ECHRE L LS LT 5L E,
N ECHEMENTZ o R — R IC O W T O SfTIE ICR LT BT —
Y DEEMZRTON 7V ENL VA BR2EDTHD, F iz, 7vEANL
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VAME DS REICHE TR I N s B EETH Z, 2 LT, B EN AR
L. 74 7 a =228 2 PLINARBITRINCE T 2 AR, #ENRIGE
222 ETH2 (Katz, Lowenstein, Phillips, 2005), AT, Fric Z D,
FBEZORIZOWT, )P LElcAaTAS Z LIl &9,

TYENL Y AMEDOSIREICEET 2 T vy ENL Y AD SR TTHEM:
22V L 72 Connidis (2015) %, 7 ¥ EXNL ¥ 2Lz R0
EHICEHL T3, Thbb, HEOWH T TN ZT Y ENL VR
E ame T veNL v 2y TS L, KiROFE E IHHIBIR IO W T owf
TV, TREN7 v ENSL YR Eid, HEAFEA = L I3E
MIFICIERKIERX 3= 70— 7123 LT, ARHISIE S 2 X 9 2§ 2 BB
BEZETIERITIETHD, BN TrENL YR L, HakEIcR T
ZXEEGLLDT, 20N T7 Y ENL Y P REECEERZTS/RITIETH
% (Connidis, 2012), L2 L%AH6, ZOXHNIERDOI bicxVEvruL
RNTAEZAD5 2 7aLRVz2Y VT LD TH o7, ALV THS T
B 7 Y ENL v 2 BERIERBRICO VT, HEN., HENEERLEE 2
iz &) PIEICE KT % (Connidis, 2010), BRMEICEB T2 7 ENL
YA EER. FIETATE. H 50 TE L BREOMOFEICLEKRT S, %
D&Y BT VENL Y ZADOREIE RO LD KIGER T v ENL A DER,
R HD0IEe 32—V A FOFIEICHIED % L2 9 (Hillcoat-Nalletamby &
Phillips, 2011; Liischer, 2011),

—Ji AL RV EZ 77 v ENL v AR AR L, IHURBRITE
BTS2 PR 7y ENL YR ERETD T EIC% %, Lischer and
Pillemer (1998) 1&. ZDL LD TPy ENL Y 2, ZHIENER L LERY)
LOMOFFEE L TERL 2. (2% TR, KIKBEROMICH 2 FEEMED L
TVLBFREDO Yy FPBED K ITHAEMIcEL I N BnIcID T ENT
WEDOPICHESZ YK TS (Connidis & McMullin, 2002b) .

Connidis & McMullin (2002a, 2002b) (&, BAfRIED &£ F 3 7 Ri2D>WnT
T 0T, MANZRIE S E00) (FFH) EARPETPE., bk i
AR, KIEERO LW 2R T 2 DI X D RN THLNARLDTH S &
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BRAMIE & 9 72RO B A DORELE
89 % (Connidis, 2012), Thb b, TED X ) ITH-SEEN 1 D3P EX
MEED L Tw 2 D BFBEROHSIHALMEHICE TS s dh, X
BICKIERA YN —HDFRNE DL > T, I RN 7 v ENL v
Ay 72 %) (Connidis, 2010:140)

MG S N 2BIRIZ Y = v & — PRk, i, R, = 2=> 71, &
W&, Z2LTHRIZED, ZOMBRE L TORNEERIZ. 7vyENL Y RARE
AT IERICHEZFRTH D | (2 mEL AR OBREIC L FE L2 5.2 5,
INERZALDOD HEELENLT v EANL YR LI HETHY . ZOME
G I N RBRIC K > TED IR N FEX2 I T 5 (Connidis &
McMullin, 2002a; 2002b) »

Lorenz-Meyer (2004) X, 7Y ENL Y 2%, RANT 2 BERFEET 2 T#E
A7 ENL A (personal ambivalence); & THUBAUREE, 72 & 2 IFEZK
BB D 2 VITHRBOR L o 72 X9 RO DICNTET 5, fT2ICNLT 5 H L H,
R H20EHTA N T4 THD (p247) HEEN 7 > B30 ¥ R (structural
ambivalence) ;. LT, A7 Y ENL Y R EHEINT Vv ENL v AWER
DESTWVEIEILERT S T4IGINT » E2NL » & (multiple ambivalence) |
6B ET D, FHC TERITINT Y ENL VA BHEEENT YV ENRL Y AD
Wiz kA2 bDTHS, k4o, MElsn7rENL YR EZNIC
70T FELARED L 2K 021} (Connidis & Walker, 2009) . Ki%4 1 F
S RAEZOHENa YT 7 A MK D215 (Connidis, 2012b; Willson,
Shuey & Elder, 2003) 7»5 T®H %, #il 713 Settersten (2003) 5 Tav 57 2
F DR DOBEBI (agency-in-context) | &\ &% MW CEANIT &% thad:
HOX YR 7u L Lol (Hf) PHESERTDIT L) LA THE L)
2, TSERIEMT Y ENL Y R b2 7u—x Y —< 7 udMAEERANKEEG % H
HTbDEH»5TH5 (Connidis, 2003a; 2010; 2011; 2012; Connidis &
MecMullin, 2002a; 2002b; Lischer, 2011; Liischer & Hoff, 2013; Liischer &
Pillemer, 1998), Z DWWz (2, 7 ENL Y ZRHADOHIC HBREDFICY
B oRIch, 2L THEOPICHBIZET 2 LNTRLEDTH 3
(Lettke & Klein, 2004) .
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PLE. 7y ENL v ZDLRTUHIBE &I S, MM, X7 L FIf o RJE,
Mt E 2 IO TOBRICERITH 2, 2L T, 7Y ENL Y ZADLRIGH
2 RFRZAIC D W T DB, AN L 2 2B 2 PEPAVE
PIEZ 2 EZ2TEIZT 2, HiTid, 2O 7 Y EXNL Y ZABEBEBETEIC S
WTEDLIICHOENTELZDPIZODWTHRTHSZEIZL &9,

5 RiglcHBIFZT7VENLVR

HMEMM 7 > 3L » & (collective ambivalence) ; (Ward, 2008; Ward,
Deane & Spitze, 2008) W&ld. KIEREDI ED L HITT vy ENL v RITHE
TEDOPEHEET LI ERLI>THALRLEZHZ LI ETEHDTH B, Hil
ZIE, BEIANDETDORALFED LB ARLZFEL LI IWEL 20T Tldxk
WEWVL)RIHEHT %, HEDOTELEPCRICHTb2R>Z Lk, &L
7L ORICERIN7? VERNL Y ZAZR I DT LI, DTS D
DI NVE—A VT RERDEIERANEDBND I B EVIDTH S, T
AROENDIFHEMEE T VENL VAR T 2 LE—A Y T L DFEVD &k, Kk
EIHOFIELINZREL Z 22602 2 EOAN I A FDHWE DR
DEEXRKETEHDTH S, Widmer 5 (2009) 1. KIEEREIZE T % 11k
i & IR SR & X AZIC D W T H RN %, 2 2T ) RIGIHE & 13 “HBIR.
BREOFEED, ZLTHBEZEIZbDOTHD, TD LX) BIEKL KK
JEREIZ DWW ORRET 9 % 2 & id, HARRIBER M2 2 W EIfR, OB Z b
AL FKIGREE 2R T 2 DICIERICEHEZDTH S, [ 7 ENL VR
B, mBFBERAEA SN, HlZEFAEROE x5 2 0ERR E
KIGRAR A LIIRVBETH 2 2 L 2MER S 11T\ 5, Connidis (2005) 1.
ZE L I)RVCORICAEfMbD O T EFEICOEDICELIRBTVENL YR
B OMRIE (JFKE) 2R0 5 s L Tw5b, OBIRIE £ 7213 il
KXo TEED THbNEZDIT, HHEXLTIRE )R EHEZARTI V2 Y —
THLIZODXMNTHZZ L, QFrH)Rwblidznznillo NdE% 4=
TVLREL2»boT, 74 7a—2ADHRFLZHGL TSI L, OBAWL
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BRI E & 9 72 ORI I C O B 2 D 58
R LTT7YyERNL Y M RAFE 2R > Tw3Icdb2rbod, T 3KE
YAV BBIT DD L L TERS RN £ @FL ABEIL T,
onEHE b 2BEFREER L Ths 2, OZNFNHFGOELICKE
D226, ALt T2EBZEAEL TSI L, TH2D,

BAIIZE T % & £ 9 2V okkoBER{EIC D W TR L 72 Walker 5 (2005)
X, TPy ENL Y2 W&, BAIZET 2 E X ) Z 0okt (sibling ties in
adulthood) (22> TOIFFED 72 DI ANFTA (individual action) . FIEES
Ry 2 LCHAME WIS = vy =0k, AE, RIE. 2 L TEBRD X
It EBROX Y b)) EFEROF LI EEARICTSE VY, ZLTEL,
7y ENL YR ICET 2 8=2ART7 7 4 7 lA»MuE & OHAIEH O
TRET 2 "HaiEN PG, (Connids & McMullin, 2002) & FkkIC TR
T 2&E (emotions) )] &V I THMEMN ZIOLELZMML, 7rENL Y
AIENIAT A Z L 2EEIC L > TED SN2 FE LFEVODOIF 2 7ak 2%
AETDREETFRT 2, ExH)RVEDRDL=— 7 BRI, HKINEZ v ¥
V—AWE, Thbb, BRI V&) —THPEE L DD &) s TR
ERSEWVH)ZERRH DD, ZORENT v ENL VA E > THBAOHE %
BT %,

Bz, 2 NOBES Otk HEWE = — X2 Ao Tz d 2 LDTER WL
Wb DMPLEHNICEZTH LI, 1 ADOBHED E £ 9 72wk, BHFWITD
OB WKP DY R — 2B THRLOWMBZEN T2 —H, ) 1 ADE &
IRV, WA ORIGORKG % LA 57017z Tk o3, B
RSN 22b Litkv, 28, EIHTE 2. £ < OHfICERL TH
FOMTONGVIRIDDBUT LTI EZ 2T 2EZ2L CFRF2, 2D X9 I,
Wit (k) ORICHET 5. BT 29 2 Tl SR AR PER Y —
VI, TYEARLVREINE2S Lk, D0, b LR, B
LOMIZH % THHDE ) IZOVTEBEL TRV ERS, 7YENL YR
EHIHESE2H Lt (Jerrome, 1996),

SITX—IcRZ0M, THK TH D, THK FEARL L TORELE
T2 TRV, MBlOTF 725222 LICBVT, LWL EROWRDS,
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FrIH)FvEHIC (Blo) B2 27 TERLI LI, BYPREL 0o
REEORREZGERI T, INoORRLEEIX. BE2 LTz
B (L)) AT avoZLwErH)R0ELOMTLY NICKRZDT
Hb, TYENLYRIFZDR, KIEH. & x ) R0y FNZNZEN
TOHSREREBEL T3,

Fo. BT IZ, Ex ) Z0EXIKAME TRED, H VIO
TORADL DELEDPEPIZOVTOEZHICEHREZEL2 b Ltkw, 7
VERL VY AMEE E 3 ) L OBRMIICEAT S 2 ik, & x ) A 0BRE
FUEPF T EPTAHLOTIERL, ExIRVOO/IIVITFNE S EHEL
WICEREY TS, Thbb, ExIHR0AELIE, KEABETHITLE
HWDEZRGRLICHE2 52485 T3 L. EKIEPLHEABORER DA T,
7o & ZEMDI TH E & 9 RO OFEBIFENICTEEM I NG 2 2 L 2 EKT
5, 8RBl ZEMS o7 E LTOHEE LRI 2R B HET
FRRICBFEE L o/l LTh, Ex) R0kt oflvthofiizs & oM
HEROMHFICHZD I 2DTH S, BIF, BL, WEI, B, D EEM
DBfRIF TE X970 LI FEELPSIRET 220, Ex)FvkbidAwL
BRSO FZY P DEPIHEIDTEEEVEELDOTH S, ExIHE
WEIRZ B L IR 2 &L L ) IRtk 2BfRoa vy T 2 A D koT
22 0EEDD 5,

TlE. 7Y ENL VY AEOIRIGEREZ IE T 2 720 IR 7 LA HMR & 1.
VoW 7D B ), ZNUE, STNETRI T4 7THNEZHEE LD
L THOLRIRITHAT 2 BECHEPFEBRICIFEEEARI 5 2 L2 E#L
SELILT RIETHoTHHRPHRYIONZ I ENHD I % L) BIFEIC
FIL7=0Zr e T 28052522 TH 5B, BIcdbBREXH T, ¢k
AMPROBFRELILOTHS> TCHRENZEEIHFET 2, kI %k
TYERNLY PAORLE LT, 7YENL Y FRREOHEREZRT VDI
7Y ENLY AR 2= X b EHENRS, HlZ2I1E, WO 7icB8 1%
BHHEORPEN L 25T 7Y ENL VAR R —I AV T 57012, 15
ICBE R & £ ) R0 bldZ o PEE NEME) L3 2ARH2 L)
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JRAHE X 9 720HFZEIC IV C O B A D R
(51 Z X Ingersoll-Dayton, Neal, Ha & Hammer, 2003 72 &), 7. Wi~ 5
BHA b DREPHERZ SR NEIICTEI LT, HEDRALLTED
LEDHDTVENLY PR AP XY LI EOEIOND, %
DFAEEEF. BHoMITZRD T, FELED oDk oTlEH T
H2BH>TTERV) DRZEV) TTEYZE) SWilziiL oo, B 2%
5FIETT7YERL Y MEFAEIH LI ETEHDTHS (Hogerbrugge &
Komter, 2012),

6. BAHIZ &L SIEWHEAD T7PYENLYR) BISEAICAEITT

CNFTE LI RVBERICLATZHEDS X, BIENTDH 2 LBk
DEVEVS RS T4 7HREBICERPIYToNTE L, WITHRIETIE,
TFXH7FVYVRZIDEIRZIEILVICHT B 28T 1 7B ICENZY
TlimoiEFTh 5 (B2 - &, 2016). £B6 6 E x 9 20K
WKOWCTDEDEDH 5 —HERATLDDTHA), L L%ED5, Connidis
(2012) 28 T—H/BBHL VWEx )L & TFx9 vt T, i
BONE S M Z AT L AREZER L. MHFZXLTEZ TV L
DEFEWHZFIRLTVWE X, —FRLLE L) Z0ICHLTIBTIEES
W, BXIHIR Ry P =7 2RICIEYTEEFSRVENI I ENHD I 5,
Flo, REWBIIEE £ ) R0 BIBETEDE . ZOLEPIZKDOE)IE L)
OB uEESHMNICEESs E okl b EZ oS (pp.138), D
ED. TVYERLVARAZSRZ =V AT 2LV 2 i, Lo ERRE
S, WL, A= b 2 LUCEE GEAME. At W) ofad o
WCkoT, ORI E L DICHRLIFEREZEANLIZEVI T ERZRLT
W3,

REOHEEZ & & ) ZWIFRICID AN X ) &, Ex ) RVERIO>VWTAE
ERBEHED SV F—% (NFRJ-08Panel) ZH W7o khrT, HE
(2018) &, ARIZE > TOEMGNLRBHROBEEEN G E > T % 2 & 2 i
L7) AT, AfRNERETH L E &) 20w EoBREIERTS 2 EI1E,
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EWwoTh, 200 BRI Zbokohr, z20ntd T8N b0k
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BIfR & w2 X, MfRECEEPENE L ESRNBEb ) 2hLE T Y R
WL BEFE 5N T w28 (B2 EFL - HI 2016), 2N FicE 8 S
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