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1983 4F > Affif AR ACER ] 2 Bt Er S WL P. Davison 7 (IR
EZFTI) (Public Opinion Quarterly) 2 47 Hi583 7T —R4E (EEW
= AZUR) (“The Third-Person Effect in Communication”) a2 » B
FERTIE] ~ (% ~ RSB E S TS AHBAREEI R % — Ry T = AR
1 BgE -

TS LR > (RS O ER G Rt B U E (A A T R
it A E ARG s E I o % LRI -

TE(BER 710 » WA 5 = AR > g e s — AR
B = AR s RS E o iR = AR (third-person effect) A
5 o YERSORMIR 22 52 > JRENEE = ASCRERAN (third-person perception
)+ e T FU g 25 (Rt A B A i BT R B = A A8 R AEA T Bl TR R 5
s 77 BRI B S B i R A S AR L R B R T ST © 350 % Je i oe
T[] > B T IS (AR A > R T 72 B8 20 SR A H R K 77
B2 o

A E BB — N SUR R AT A 2 AR BRBGER AT i B ok DR B G
AN R B AT b 2 & » i H A Bl T F e 7 1A iR Bk
» AR FC SRR S T A TR 0 PR 2R B 015 - HAREHDRE S| & » $ROLFHER
e RSN T [ A — o

R FEHERESE WL P Davison £ H1 55 = NS BGER 1Y i W) 5
i RIS BIRIRSEEn b « 2 1 2K - FFEE a7 2 — (A
s BRRTES = N SBURRI SRR (R R BN S AR AT o B — AR
WFFeRIARAS ¢ BTl 6 A T2 am 0 REURERIR 9 77 4 _ LG TEm « %
» FROE A e T B R A ~ S E) MR BLAR E M ~ BRIV BLAN W] B ~ Rk
PEELEG R - LURCE AL B AL S T A > $R HSE SR e ik
BRI o
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A B = AR ISR

Davison (1983) HYHfFFEEEaA/ bt — BBk s B RYAF Ay L © & 1F
PG A A B » SEHAGER) —(ERPE NG BB —K > —fELL
ESE B R S A ARER - 45 21 H B DA IR 22 45 2 K5 (80 Ml
+ o EEN EHES SR A AR B ARG - SA (R -
MR LI B AT 2 B RIS A an o AR S
R 2 FIHGR

£ {48 Davison BRTERI ST > BAETOFE( IR PETEE AR
B R — AL T » MhEE R EAC & AP (G A% BRI A BORIN FFam SC
B BREHEEE EL L VB s AR 32 1% - R
ALE ARAO RS TR FFam SR B IR T2 » (HE i RS AT e
fHERIRE L > G157 SRR E N Z R E R iy O o

25 {117 (551 B R 2K S B R R SSRg  75 4)) 3388 45 B S8 ER R T H i
WK » Davison (£ H CIEFEMA » FEIH TRUERESCE - hR15E0
SCEAREATE AR R GE — S0 s R A B B A T
SEETEE - REUSCHIFE I » 28 TENR—HUH SCE - MRFIR P i LRSI
M - 331% —TEIR IR SN ARRIEUT » 75 SCRp & BT TR M () SCE IR
RS - TS RS 1 Davison 8% » ] LUZERT & 75 31 T S & lRE
WIS B A8 ?

= S SR RS SR ARARARIUL - B SR R 2 2R A
HASEE R M ] fe 2 B MERAL 1 K FERIHGR TE) s A LAC & 78
AP SCEETH B R G B - (B E G2 BRI $ T
B 388 XU - HE BB R AR - A& ERE R R R AR

B NIME LR ERHINSCE Y& IR -

Davison (1983) & & e = (EEREANR—R ISR - BB
H—{ER BB — AR B RSB T R R B B R - B - (1) A1
BT SR BRAREFE (RS ZEEAR) - GRS H LA
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MBI EC © (2) FNinH LG BZASNIHEZ T (ostensible
audience ) » A& K] £ 38 TS St AR 2 B R R AL — LE KT AT
By o [RIIF > f e S T OR R HE —(EHER  TERERI R FTRE 2R
A BHEE S AR BRI » T2 AR e PR sl AR B A AU R R B
WIS 1 (ibid.: 3) °

Davison (1983) ifi LARafE A [F]AEREZE > £ 125 = A (third persons
) TTER (1) AMTERBERNEE SR G R AT TR -THL &
oA E T B b S Ty BB M= A1) T
5 = N JIRIIRE Hh 3R 2 AR A s i A\ A RE B T i 2 S
N -

FEE A NI BB > Davison EiaEaitin ey - hES T HE
—EkGa © BN > 33 A EHmEL R R SRR E B4 > (R
A BRI N R S ER EAE 2 1 48 Q6 I B AL B i — AR AT 2
HEWACBR  36%MRAAERAERE 6 %M ARBHCOZHE
R 9% AR A o B2 & R — I ARy T g 2

» RE95YE 3.4 0 BTECRYRTRERZEE > HIES 2.26 CWramtE) -

NN s 25 (UHFCATERAE R K o AR ER S ES - B h
B E VD AN BB E M ? AR SeEE i I E AN
i o PR (AP — s R B E G 5 RSSREER B RS
HH AR BR R, 32% » SRR —M ML BRI AITE
68% ; PO EH O A LB 24% - FBEE Iy ML ES — Y
B 28% 3 20% M ZHH R R E H CHIZEA K » 4% R H
fil ML B K - REHH IR N EIEANE 16% » 4l
BANZE—M MEE T RN RE -

P40 > R 25 7R A BHSE IR AR (- EINERE R - 2
A f B A LA B AN [RIRe 8 {338 R A #5 S 1) 5 A SR8 - 1A A
REBHCFZIRKE » BB HRME BRI 52%

» SRR S B R KNG 32% 5 B E H O SRR NL 24%
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» STER AR LR B A 2406 - SRRV A LLETROBHINAL 48

% 3 ARETH C2 MR ENIE 72% » B RMEUE 2 M BN (5 209
BRI RS 209 o BaEtk AR R ERIEIRI SCBORE

T @B AR SR - AR ARG BE -
HARBHETHBE » % 1A -

SE LU TS /BRSBTS » (2R — 6
CERH] » B TSR AR -

25 ~ P B

1E (ERBEE = AR ) JERamCH » Davison (1983) B XK —
B SEH ~ AV ~ SEBIDRES = (R GIATERAR IR SR » an a5 158
= ANER 1o T E I TEE = A 1> B HE— M A A 3R B s i 1y
BRAGE  NgRAE TR~ TH B E o mafE T & AMER
AF T B TER= A1 JRRF TERmRERE & St N A S
I R T = A1 TS EhE M — N AERBUR - ik
B = AR -

BB EN S = A2 (third-person effect) B H 25
# (first-person effect) PTHHIRAVRERIZERE » FAEE 155 = ARG
1 (third-person perception) (£ CH# » 2000a : Driscoll & Salwen, 1997) °

WEEE G 3R RN 220 5 o 5 —Fd - JRBN T28 = AR~ T
F— NBCRFEH L M T3 ACRERHN - B EfS « EIAE GEEZ
HEAE) TRESH AR EER B O - HRIRERAIZERER T = A
WOOEREN s EAE CRFERIEIAL) rlees 5 SRR E Rt AN
» HHIRERAIZ RS 25— ABUREAIL (first-person perception) (
Price, Tewksbury & Huang, 1998 ;: Andsager & White, 2001 ; Salwen &
Driscoll, 1997 ; Rucinski & Salmon, 1990) 3% [5#i%5 = A% 1 (reversed
third-person effect) (Gunther & Mundy, 1993 : Duck & Mullin, 1995 :
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David, Liu, & Myser, 2004 ) ; & 2 ¥t A K1 H i B R SR R »
A AfE M5 — AR 1 (second-person effect) ( Neuwirth & Frederick,
2002) o 55— NBCRM RS EEIZ FRAERam » AT RES KBSt S
B A A R ST B - A — NBCREE A A
am FAIEE b SEOREUE5E &Y% 5 40 Duck, Hogg & Terry (1999)
~ Henriksen & Flora (1999) #&3 » IEHEIFVAE e AMMEEAIEIH %
ISR A HA A 5 {HJZ Park & Salmon (2005) ANFERS » B2 IEH
R > AMIMRE R BIMAFTZZBRREC < B Ree it & T2 (
social desirability ) M A AR AR FIASIE » LIEUR MR B 2R
JEZR Sk (Duck & Mullin, 1995 ;5 Innes & Zeitz, 1988) °

H AT RS = NSCRRENIRSE > RE HArl ) F e 5 — KR
5 = NBCRFEHTE ARSI » PRATERAIZ IR R S 17 (E ~ fEH BB T
TFAE ~ WRREIR 32 & s BER A BRI KV N s 53— BRI 26 = A CREEH
BB PR — NSO AR 5 B R A\ PREAI FER 1 TH) » 4l
A SCE RSN ~ HREOR ~ B IS S5

LI > RSO HEE = ASCRZITERRA () ~ S aAE 2 e #
SRR ST - ARSI 25—~ =~ = A2 HE—
22 AL PN ORI

— B NSRRI AR KT

Feri e IR 35 MR AT BB P I e
BRSOy | 2 A1 OB AT OB ER AN T 3 - 421
T e A A R o

i K# R (attribution theory ) J& 25 — AR ST i 5 | FH BV GR
— (Park & Salmon, 2005 ) ° ZE A7 [KFZ% (fundamental attributional error
) FRfE A R YR CRYREREAT R I BN IMERY IR ZR - TREIREE AN ]
15 B R HEA A 2 17 B iR R EE AR E K3 s R g s e 15 55 =0
DRI38 25 Pl B CLRITT 55 i P B 118 A T s i B PR 38 25 P fth Ay
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T3 © Rucinski & Salmon (1990) LAk Gunther (1991) 8 tHYHH AR
EEELTHESE = ABUR » 8B — M AR B S St o8 > &
HHEAEARZE 28 MRS RAR R ZEE ZieE TEEE
fth N5 ERSER - EifrE B OR8N » g USSR ARZ B Em
Ay TR -

B BEE (balance theory) (Heider, 1946) BRI 3HHZE = AXURER
KIEEA R IRIA o PHEEER Ay P-O-X 12 » JFsMi{E -84 P &l O
s DUR—EH M (Vfe) X 2 > SORERRGRI Ry - A REAESE—(E A
LRE ERRE o Rt E 2% (P) B —FHAmETALE (X) Bh
g > A TRERME A (O) EilEa% &S 21y si A HRE
Y > LISRECO AR » 525 P-O-X = A dh =8 EHE - 5
B B E A A ERAMET S AR > /£ P-O-X =AE
Hho fth B ELAth AR BRER AT RERS S M > IR & 7 22 B A B fth A B
TraRFIRI AN » AR Heider Ham A .2 Ry - i@ bRAY CHIRIFER T
AT AR ) O R Bt \ B 2 e BB o B

Festinger (1954) f&t » AMMEAcgesthzmska] DU ACET L B B 8%
FIRE )22 H A sl H E (25 HF R L2 BB (LN RE ST Lt
BT R - TR — 2R AR ~ R AR AERE RO - TR F
AU & EL#E (constructive social comparison) ° Park & Salmon (2005)
B H A U o e B B AR (1) FEBRE OB > iEsR
HIgE# (cognitive error) ~ B HL#ZY (egocentric tendency ) BRI
&5 (heuristics) © (2) BbCAUBEH] > G148 B FkBH 1 (ego-defensiveness
) ~ FEIE kD (anxiety reduction) ~ HE55{l (self-esteem enhancement
) Kelm) FEE#E (downward comparison) © Park & Salmon (2005) 25+t
LE PR R AR RE AR 2 — N SRR IRT » [R] 5538 LRl G T LATR] R e
B = NSCRAIEE — AR - thn] DURREEE — NSRRI K NE R -

GRS — NSURFAEES — NBURE AT HAF % a — (8 B Bk
(self-enhancement) FYRIZE » i H MR A > Az 708K H 3

(
)
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RETT ~ R LFRER (Gunther, 1991 5 Taylor & Brown, 1988) ~ H Fl]
7= (self-serving bias) (Lasorsa, 1989 5 Perloff, 1993) » DL H LU L
B IE SR 448 R 2 (optimistic bias) (Henriksen & Flora, 1999) °

H MR A B FAERE R © Gunther (1991) 73#fr » T
B —M A (better-than-average) HIFEA] » & AMTEEEH LM%
NEF » DIBIMERZR A AN S 22 & S 8 #ELIMER B S
Ll 7= HIFE MM 23R 5 H R A NEA 5 A AR A4 0 46
P53 LUkERE - 772/ (a sense of control ) Jz H &L (self-esteem) (Weinstein,
1980) ° Brosius & Engel (1996) FZfE:2%H MM IS EAVS4EH 1 (unrealistic
optimism) & {# K & HFAE SRS — AR » KR A A SR IR
E K -

E S0 U E F AR R — B30 W 1 S0 405 | P AR R 25 = A5
R Z— © 41 TS TR LR B A BT )1 (9B BE8H
Al DER—{E AR B & OMEE s B E BRI —REE RrORe
HIAME S BEAHERHEZERE - B CEE THH) K& TR
&1 BIAIME » REEE RSB o ERERHI R AT DU RE 25 — A BURY
FH7K (Cohen & Davis, 1991 ; Henriksen & Flora, 1999 ; Meirick, 2004 ) °

ZHIG M (cognitive availability) #tEH T A =EH B CryiEE
EHEHIEA AR AE S (R B B i LS EEEIR S 2 R R RE
N2 FFERE | (Ross, 1977) » KL & TR H #H/O R 2 (egocentric
bias) » A FIRTE » G REWEP] (Marks & Miller, 1987) -
McLeod, Detenber, & Eveland (2001) #2055k A& DL (4 8 % 7F
RS H O AT RERY S8 > 1T LARE B A% FRERE 1N 8 L {th A TR AT SRS Y
SHE s JE WA RBEE R T [F]— 8/ USRI A AR AN R 52 A 2
ARRI A5 -

= NRORFBHI - [l THfE ) B T s ) my NFR5ER - HHA
E8#8  (in-group) E244E#E (out-group) #14) (Duck, Hogg, & Terry, 1999

; Mackie, Hamilton, Russkind, & Rosselli, 1996) © L& 2[5 (social
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identity theory ) #tHH » B2 B > AMMH & [ AR B 6 1L a8 [ e
24 (Tajfel & Turner, 1986) o Flft & a8 [ B AmAHLEL - B H > B R
(self-categorization theory) 7hidial - A& EAEEEH » Hi B b
LoT34 - i Ze AR SHEIRE R B R 22 B0 5 BRSSO BRIIRRE » A Eris
FHAR 7 P9 [ 8 = (S 2 o
Park & Salmon (2005) A4S = AZCRIIKZ =4 (1) [
NEE » ADFHE - BEODRWARRES + (2) #ERE = A > kg
2ENHEHE (comparison reference standard) %5 5 (3) [HHERMIAFE (
situational factor) » AR FE ANt 8 T5 221k LU EAE AR A 36 Al 1 ] 55
o FEES = NSURITENIG X7 » R & TRIRHA FHARENIF A
MRS P L BB o

= B TR R BE ST

TEES = N AIRIRR S > — (8 B 220 B IE S SN T ) B¢
[ ) o 3l AHE RIS AR & R i & 7% 221 (Cohen, Mutz,
Price, & Gunther, 1988 : Gunther, 1991) o LAt & B sk G a AR
 BEAN - HREARMABFE (Park & Salmon, 2005) ~ [RAERE S (
Henriksen, 1999) ~ %% J1# MTV (Chapin, 2005) % ; % » BA
G AFEM: (undesirable) B FRVAAL » B : @F (GGESOHE ~ %
7t » 2003 5 Lo & Wei, 2002 ; Lee & Tamborini, 2005 ; Tewksbury, 2002 ;
Gunther, 1995) ~ % JJN%A (McLeod, Eveland, & Nathanson, 1997
Rojas, Shah, & Faber, 1996 ; Gunther & Hwa, 1996 ) ~ FEE{th ARIEHE. (
Cohen et al., 1988 ; Gunther, 1991) » LU & THIE & (Rucinski & Salmon,
1990 : Cohen & Davis, 1991) % o
K% BHIHBRANT 7T 858 & » AR FHIE Bt A S Ry s
et B O K HEI 2R = ABUERFEA (Davison, 1983 : Rucinski
& Salmon, 1990 ; Shah, Faber, & Young, 1999 : Thompson, Chaffee, &
Oshagan, 1990) °
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Henriksen (1999) #&HEER /7% » BB E D ERBEFEE & AT
NBRA  HIFH R R Z » # B CRE R/ - Meirick (2005) this
o ARSI E S AT REE R R 1R — NBURI AL & PR
[ - Yang (2005) HIFIFHEE&HEIE » FA 592 AERERAS - #BLZE
HA B E LGN B B H Oy HRE A 28R K
HRBHE/VE - AETEIGHE » Yang (2005) 7347 @ &l B A EHE

SBRNEEAD > A R PR B CEREBR A T B R A0 BUE E EGE
v (2007) LUK sl R S A A I R E 3 G R » T8
P E CRIFZEE A R ME—RETHINE S R R4 -

B T BARAM A H IS EER G = AR 2 R E R
EE RS = AUR © Tyler & Cook (1984) HAS » BHEE A\ AE P44
IR > s TS Er s BT ) A TEHE AR B EFE ) iREsE

s HUR)GE A —E e B H O — (iR E B M 2 P - (B2

SO U AT REAEE 2 HERT « thIR B SR RS HEM ARG SR - 4%
geer R EHE AR iR 2 TIESI B #2288 ) (impersonal impact
BBEITE - TTEREHER R (spiral of silence theory) H » M EH C /2
DRI ASEEA > Kz 2 Qe —fEIEs S 74t
PR NBCRY S R E AR AR BSOS R B AR T
BTN > TR —DH

TR AR RS TR B E B I e s R EE A GR AN B A S th A\ 585
R % DRSS E RSB DRSS = AR RIZEEE - Mutz (1989
) LIEER R A S B E &R 7f B AR A2 = AR
BT %%EETAfFﬁ‘u? Sl A 0 LA B B = AR - It

ot o SR B SR S T 802 :qu‘ — i ARIIEE - iR A&
RN AR B — Iﬁél T BRoRE T {5 fiE AR B O R R R KRS
» AN SRR EHFVUE - MK RIFRRIZZEE  Eveland,
Nathanson, Detenber, & McLeod (1999) #Id » [t @& EMEATAE » AT
SRS = ANRORERHD > E AR AR R S RIS« S1E 2 B Rk

~
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B — BB A R (i TR A B R R Rk

» FERETE A (i A\ AT BRI T2 - 28 = NASCREFIBAEANIR (8231F
~ WA 0 2006) ©

WA RS RIAT (B EENEI0 1 32 R B4 i 7 S I 153235 &
SRS EH M B AHE R8T » R T EE R EE = N R AR -
BB — ASUR (Meirick, 2002 s Neuwirth, Frederick, & Mayo, 2002
) o FEHSCHY > B AR IR RURE » BREE AN Ead Bt/ w3 AL
TEVERE B2 R H R EBEIEE Rt ARA rTEE m A%
» IR AR = NSRBI €S /N (Cohen et al., 1988) ° Perloff (1993) T
om0 B AR RSB WA R B R AR ERATERE » 25 = ABUR
Bl fRpEm 4 -

AR S AERVIER B ~ n[{F 8T ~ TS » Rl aiE
R EIERR R - SRTER TS T IR 3E 2 9% - BEEE A J7 Y
KIFZ—F il @ BEEE A i) BN RATR—— IR A A 240 o Lambe &
McLeod (2005) A8 81 T EPERIES = ASCRBAEIRIGR » 2
TR IERR (7 $TA 28 = N ERRANE 2 BRRRI R = N\ B B
HIEF G » A AR AI 2= R RRSE -

& NOFAR BRI BRI T > FEROR Tl - BE A8
YERNES = NSCREIRIRBATGR o 764 L > 41 Rucinski & Salmon (1990)
Wrgefs R = AR ZEH 22 5 Glynn & Ostman (1988) HIJFEIR
FERENWRAEDELSE = AZR 5 Brosius & Engel (1996) 3E— 252 HH
40 R LA ER N g RO 26 = NBCREEH] 5 {H Driscoll & Salwen (
1997) AVESHH RS R » R IR Flin e » BUA 5 A4 5 = NBURE A
o 8 HREIARAS SR RIREETE S = AR AN A i s
TG AT RE L ZERF A T3 E A AR R RE R R BB BRI —F % & (Perloff,
1989 : Tiedge, Silverblatt, Havice, & Rosenfeld, 1991 ; Vallone, Ross, &
Lepper, 1985) » H /2t » Robinson & Umphery (2006) 5 G s —
{lE 820 > BB e N BT SRS 217 » 2 4E AR #SH B
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B NBER - EENER IR 5 & B » M EEREER T M
EfaN-Z- IN/SEINIPN:7Z - Il DEAVSIIC

EREAE Lo Hills (2001) F5R—{E A5 = ARYRET > 2R
H CHYBRAINIE BB R R RR N T REaE B Eth ALLE C R 5 %
FIA R ME AR EE SRR BEKEmSE AR
Bt A Z BRI EERA EH C (Rucinski & Salmon, 1990; Tiedge
etal, 1991) ; #A%NE (1998 : 163) ARHGEIS o Hr#EHl - BAERL
AE A SRR T R R T R B — AR -

B 1 i~ 20E 29t A DR AR S & e B T
s PEREE — NZGRERAN » 2 9RE BRI M) - Davison (1983: 8)
REHFHAR G @l T —# ARYR2EET) 5 Tichenor, George, &
Clarice (1980) th/i#fr » EHERA GIEA PR HRS LA DB —m A
» MEAFRERIEFRBE A S 508 s — A RZREBCRINRE
B ZEITRETS » B A% RE R SR W ] B A (S A S B i o B 8
IF > K2 BITRLREE R » RS2 S S 5 i & » K A
LG EIEREREEEFE (Cohen, 1982) ©

Plgm b P EBRES > AMMSEmEEE G TEF5 1 THA
1B Teteribl > tress sz SR EARIEE R ERFUS 5 mAMEE
[FIRFARAS TR > MM AT RE TEFAL ~ TR ) B¢ AR
10 RBLEERRTE) o ERERIL OB > BN S B e T
PERRE - 58 = AR ZBAIATBEEI8/) (Gunther & Mundy, 1993 5 Innes &
Zeitz, 1988) » BUZRER — ASSCRERAT (Chapin, 2000 ; Hoorens & Ruiter,
1996 : Meirick, 2002 ; White, 1997 ; White & Dillon, 2000) °

Henriksen (1999 ) #EI I 7Afa & #1 F DA A 5 — AR 5 Chapin

(2005) #H e ZTTH9 MTV Hi H ¥ 230 E E A % — AFCR 5 Gunther &

Thorson (1992) DIKEAEESR » B A EIERGTRIE S & E
A — AR TR EE S R TR = AR AR E S I
TETE C AT F R A A B 5 AR o Meirick (2004) fiff

= AMEAIBMREEER 15



SERETE N B SRR AN A R fe AR — ABURE A A AR B E &N
BAREER = ANFIE 2 KB AMEEZASEHE A TRENE
SHARE B 27 R B M © Willnat, He, Takeshita, & Lopez-escobar (
2002) 30k 7= BRELER R 2E — ARy 820 > B Rn N ER A 1
SE (B IS 52 B IR TR - TR 224 BIER R 2 BRI » LABTA R 22
A A = NBOR RN A 2 — ABER © Lee & Tamborini

(2005) LAERI B4 FIFREIER A 3T 51 - fe {8 A\ 2RI EEHE 1 %
SNSRI L Ie— S bSR3 i EIRER E R E - A
IR AR - 25 = N ZCRAEAHI N » fE1TBI/E I I > Park & Salmon

(2005) 8 > & AMMERAIE—EIERP A RS TR AMASEHEC
RSB EHtAIR > GHRAL— S 3% A R EITTE) « EEB T AR
A LAERESE > kR8s = ASUERIATENIG T » R B & USSR
(26 = AR » TR R ERFAE R 5 8 -

= B s Ty S ANBEE T

KESTHIRZE AR - 16 H A LALLE S (comparison group
) Z[E > FE RS R LA RCARER Ry Tt & iEAf ) (social distance
): H RIS = ARyt e R AR 25 = ASSURAEAIRT A (Cohen & Davis,
1991 ; Cohen et al., 1988 ; Eveland et al., 1999 ; Gunther, 1991) °
Flrad ek &bt - a7 LUZ MBI (Choi & Leshner, 2003 ; Eveland et al.,
1999 : Lo & Wei, 2002) ~ #(F (Eveland etal., 1999) KA H At A 1
I (Scharrer, 2002) > thA] LUZ LERERAN_ LA 5L © Brosius & Engel
(1996 ) 3823 &l Bt AR H CHY CHFEREATHER » 55 = AR
e/ FILELHFE  (Duck & Mullin, 1995) ~ A/HERE (in-group
vs. out-group) (Mackie et al., 1996) % o
5= NBCRHEBAMZE > SR Ry T3 = A ) B — BRI R
(Cohen & Davis, 1991) ~ S [E[£24: (Chapin, 2000) ~ FEE] 1) fH R (Peiser
& Peter, 2000) %% o M LAt &R ST ATETHIESE » QRS T EER
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ft AFIEE K (Chapin, 2000) ~ —fi[FIAFIEE & (Henriksen & Flora, 1999
)~ R RAT— MR (Hoffner et al., 2001 ) ~ A5 [=] A28 AR FIECAh—fi%
A (Mutz, 1989 : Wu & Koo, 2001) % o

Cohenetal. (1988) Fll White (1997) ¥EF - KEZ[RIfLEE4
(RPN o R I — gk B A e B BEZCMI A 26 — A SRR AT A P 4 0
° Gibbon & Durkin (1995) HILL#HEC ~ #ffE ~ HARINER » DU H:
BN > th 2B 758 = AR RN 2 PR Bt pR g Rl L -

Beot » BB K E TR B — A nT RERU U e BRI IR 3R BIZE = A
IEE KENE CHHZERZ > 56 = ASCRBAIZIEAK (Peiser & Peter,
2000 : Tiedge et al., 1991) o P HIHE HIUPIBES—FIERIEE (
perceived knowledge ) » HIJHHER A~ —AI52 8565 5 (Atwood, 1994 5 Lasorsa,
1989 ; Price & Tewksbury, 1996) °

McLeod et al. (1997 ) $&Hi T ANE Aty BREkAY e85 H 151 (targets
of communication ) » fEFEAR V2 A\ Z [t SRR T 58 = AR
FRAN s IR EREFUS A SE Y H AR (LTRSS 2 AR E
HEIH ) MIFEEEZR . AR SRR - I B rER) T
RERHRBATE 1 (topic-relevance) thi&—{#E ZiHY /4208 5 ey ghft al DL
FH ERARE 73S T RE Z AHBRTETI E » 77 /] #6532 S B (SR W R A T € (
Meirick, 2004 ) ° Eveland etal. (1999) ##a MMibfzE Bl FEE) ZEH

» BB B A — i KRz Tt ) > T ERL I S At B 1
ST ERRE - fTrRz » EIER DAEHE T AL F0 TEE 0 AYHER
s NERZ HUE RERE IR I 22 52 » e e R A S R E A R
FIRRLE » PRI ERT & - e il TRAE ) > GHIARER T A
o AN » RFFFTIBOEE T = N RURABHINE - - e R G R ~ [F
AR R 2 A - TR 2 LABEZ NI SRR AR RS » ER IR HE AT
PREERAEHE » PETTERE C ~ [RIECE S BT —f# R -

PERIE B IEA B > BL5S = N WCRARARG I A 035 (Rucinski &
Salmon, 1990) > {HZMERIFIBE A AARIAC EAER » QIHEL 1 B2 g
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HESUEARIIAE R © Lo & Wei (2002) I3 » TN B L Zahid » Milh
el (s S A AR BEE A H O e B H B Bt AR
f 2 o SRR 2 R R B 2 MR 22 BEERA TR L0238 B L A
» BRI R AR DB R A NS 200 © AEATENE R L SN A=
TBHLS 5 i BN BSCRPETERE E S ERIR 1 B o+ ey PR i
KEE = NBERFEAT R AVEEE 3 At AP RR EETEN » B A FHEL
RS > A SRS TR > RIEE A RRCRAE T
5 b EHERAIEA T AE% (Cohen et al., 1988 5 Gunther, 1991
s McLeod et al., 1997) 5 i M2 a/7 Wi A 78 HAth 20 1k gy b HCAth 55
5 S AR RS BRI E 2K >+ Er EEEE ek T 1 ~ TR ) ot
2 W ARETE A TEIHIES = ASBCREEAT PRI/ N2 Z B M e 2 —
{EFR /A3 (Lo & Wei, 2002) ©
TR = NBURFEAIZEFE D - LRGN B2 3 » TRl B — (I mT

ERSEE AR /86 0E (Duck & Mullin, 1995 5 Tewksbury, 2002)
o Tewksbury (2002) #FHFFIGERERERL > EHAERAVEIEE ~ [
(0 R B — i 2 B8 = R [A] v B LU #S > 35 B R A )
B o 3t MER A L Ry A\ S 25 15 > IR 25 = A BURER
KIFRK o Tewksbury (2002) $&H1 » AR ELRE Y 225 (IR -
B U A PR E T AR IS > AN IR R RE A= - (R
N 2o RS L AE R Y B8 5 5% o i SR H i A
B2 I > N 32BN < 80 B RARAL > LEAE Z self-size effect

(Anderson, 1967 ; Kaplan, 1981) 5 ;& 2Lhr RIS IRF BRI E 3% |- -
HARAE G — DRI ERR o

B~ BLmi RS B EE R

o E SURR A BR S5 = AR ATAHBR (RS Rl DRI B G » . v P DA
5 = NBCRAVE R - R4 - Be IR P ~ e E U -
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A ] B AT B P oy B PG S 5 3B AE AR A A 2R 55 = A\ BCRA DTN 35
HIEE - BEIR - B3RS R E ~ S8R E - B EHEE - B3Rt
RO IFE ~ ERUEATE oL -

SRMANGREH R A ~ A AREH] - BCERTR - (U
AT 8 L B e AR A AR ~ 2Ry - BRI AR - B2 %
AP B G r] DU 28 55 = ARV AR ~ BHER ~ S8R R ATEN I » SE &
B H—SeBERIMEm R A T

—~ M [ = A

Davison (1983:3) $& /it 55 = A1 —FE e AR E R
S SURANENRF > TAE T TAE = ARG L B—fg T
B AR BEN RO SRR LB o RS = AGRYE THRLCRR QAR R (2
IEESEIAR LG ) HIRERE B TR .2 Al - ¥
EE b TR = A (£ — AR » BRI REAE A
RS THbM s W TR RS = A0 AR AE N E BRI
I REEER S T A —HE = A ATRESZ B B AR E B K FE T TEI Y A
o FHULHERD » Davison A AFTREARNE TE—FHES — A1 (HEERZE T2
TREE =L BT A SRR BT E 2% 0 FHTFREHIEGE TR
FISCE  WE .2 TE RS =N BRI TRESZ B/ 52 B T #RHN
TEI A TS —HAERE B ANAREEBHCA S ZHE
) TE—Ade
Davison (1983: 1) fE ({EHEAVEE = AZR) —XRZE » $E
(A S BB  TEE RN R AR B2 R E 2 BIR8 el
g (FE=N) BEAINEGZEIEN AN > REARZIEE - §l
> AE HEZER EE S E A NHEEOE A+ R B BRI
fiirh > B A ERHERNE = BRI BB A LR
s {HEk Davison (28 —JHE 2 » BN FH IR HAPLLHE Ot A\ 52 52 2m R
HATEIN T = A1 A > fE5E75EE 7 > Bam (s G A s E

hmp>s
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Bk > IRALEB R NS AR NSRBI 25 & Bl - A
SRl Rese s B IEPRIUA eI TEIRY TR = A1 e

1EEBUTEY G E RS L Davison (1983: 3) H:ZEF M HEHEY]
FEZZ AR BRI » BETAAA R RN LI G 28 (HER PR EI SR
BN HE TS E A RS WFIRE) - 1M
IR B\ A SRR R - IS SR TED ~ B IR fe 5 = A%
REFHE =N MARRBALE  MRAAEE —mREAAEERR -
AEZ B =N - THb ) RBALIE o sE (e A P REEL
TR - P ER ) FIRGE -

ia FRESE = N EB G AR E AR - W8 LLss B 2 2 2R THib
M1 R EREREARR) ~ BIREREIMTHY ~ B HAET - 202
MRAEE M AL ZF -

ERRBEBRINEEZZERE - FAE S EEBE = Hl8]
AEfE Davison (1983:3) Frfsid ASRfHEE (A EGERZERR L)
~ BRI OHRESE 7E (VOB AEE) » SCEA 2R
REZEE (MVETERARECERE) & -

im0 ANdie N AHGRETE A - o R IR S R

=

&

i

Davison » fll{f1A—E RAERAT B A ERRAT I B R - (HAIK 1

Ke

BB TEY 55 = JECRIDERR » EFERIH R - 45 PR
S R B T LA BT » T3 L e RN EE B »
E 4 TR BZ R0 < 052 » AR = A » 630
(RS - ~ i FaRETRs b o SRR TR TR | A
AT B s (G NER AT E B ATED 28 b » J6 (AR b
B -

lﬁ{m

>

L~ BGRB8

MNITERRI R E 0 AlE > &R THEREET ) (quasi-statistics) ETTHE
fiti » SEFEUERETAIDRE FTREZR B 12 B S AVEIEE » BERERIEUE. (Noelle-
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Neumann, 1974; 1980) o FATI{ER R HERE I ERE R > B ATRERS B
B SRS REMGE A » 2R THETZUE 1 (projection effect
) (Conover & Feldman, 1989 ; Peng, 1997) » BNH &8 HIFAE A A
» AR A G R -

2 EZE B (reference group theory) $& K (&I IEE (normative
theory) » HIFE A& B H CE R ~ EfE - BEAT2FEE 2+
IR WHHE MRS b B REEMEAI (Kelly, 1952 3
Miller, Gross, & Holtz, 1991) °

e BRUERT E ARy T A28 - th A FEIT A2 1 2 DHRER » JE
FRAERANERE | nIREdr i DEREAE ¥ A 8 ) » B A TR IEE
A8 ) 1 B TEHINE B R Z MRS - th A EEZ e FIHR— A
FERTE) ) FEHR -

401 Davison (1983) HAIIIISE » PR AR R » 5 &R
HUES  THAHEEA A+ RFEIREE H E 2R a8 M7 N
BARBMAKENMESRE TR E— A/ NG > R4 HUREEERS
2% ERSH RS RE - N E ATRER R R ~ BE > s
MR EERM (2H5EEE) 2k SEFEALE (B—EEE)
5 b EEUR R —# R 5 b BRI FERL AR E BB ~ 5
HENE P S M - (RS L B &l R - A H AN RRUT 2y
BB AP LMt E AT - IRBAREMD >t It — P Em P HENT HH 2RI
BGRB8 = R EAH LEFFAE o S G- th 2R HAM - 55 8UE R
B = NIBUREPE R ~ BLgR ~ R R B Ry 22 0 - i — DAkt
i o 161

LR > BER A — NSRS [FIIRE » JE 5 v A it [ Jget i G S e
» S APAE IR G DB T & B BRAEE R 5 Bt A GRHA1 2
AL b > AR BGERENMEIR 2252 2 NAE MRS aE T g
BERABIZERE » TR AR = NSCRFEHA 2 MEA QI BL » 7 REaE— {8 7e 5y
PR o
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=~ REHCEN L3RR

Neuwirth & Frederick (2002) #2855 » 58 = \SURZEAIG S H IR
BELEHt AR Ll iR L 2208 T B SRt Z B RT R A
R BE b DI STSIERG] - BURELLE RS HERS (th A AERERGR
Bl [E SRS = NBURRIRLRIANA] » {EAHEO » 2254t AR e m e
A C R OERR R > IR = ABCRIBR B AT A -

FPGI\ZE 1 (bandwagon effect) 85 A M@ RS E % BRE 232
RTERE T (heuristic cue) » T A1 7232 R 25 B LG8 » SBEEH C Y
REE ~ BB BT AR 2 BUR R ER (Chaiken, 1987 5 8230 1E
» 1996 ) 5 LM ATREE A [FIE.C > MERA P X Frg8 RE—77 - A
Pl TR& K538 1 (underdog effect) (Ceci & Kain, 1982 5 Peng, 1997
) o [AIEEH - TRERTREFZAL T R MEAT I, > (B A B T ARE
g C RIBEME 2 T#5SUE | (humble-the-winner effect) ; B H
HH N AORE HPRERENEIE R RS2 #d > MENRE CEYX
FFB s BRI | (snob effect) (Peng, 1997) °

FRA RS O R RGE R B BB R PR ER - (4 iR U B k%
IKIUE - iR RSB O R Z RN EE - HA R RGBT A4 ~ T TA%
e BAFI I > ETEE ) 2 DR St AN B IR > b O R B R E Y
FEMR o BEANAE I % TR SE BB — I » 415 Davison FEIE 7 X
B A R (HRAVEE — M NG A RIMRAUR T8y > 1218
AR EE = ABOR 5+ A3 > 415R Davison H CHEE B{HEM L EIEE
SR T » RIS B LAY AR RIS A e D {th 28 R 3260 EIRE - LA AT RE
ERT 2% 158 B 205 R T 4R A 7 B —— S S8 W & S R DA [T P S Al T8l » SR
PR B R A AH B A

FESOHE (20000) % TEIBEA RSB A EIUME - B—FERE
B E ORI B IR B R RN S H OB
MIANEENE s BB BHENMEHE B N B AERE
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VU AR BT 5 CRIB R A B I - Hrhiy s — S rRERE T3
PRI TS B A B » INEAR R EATE 1 1) THe s )
JRATgERe sy —HRREAY > B} TERANGE /M R — i NBEE 2B - HMaR
Al THEATAAE - B EH O BRI B 2 TIYIE ) - =M
FH AR H AR - BRI ATRER T HEE RS S B 5k
RS NI TR AN EEA B 1 TIRGIE D s Ra e
MR RO — R A BB - IR B C A & 2 FISER
B THNRE ) S0 H CHIB B HA AL —
SR o T — KRS = RArp - R HARE Z R 228 I & 56— A
BERFNEE = NBCR -

fi oL 0 AR AP SAUE S H CHIZ BT (CR) i A8
71 (RE) WEERR - WAL UIC S KSR B GR - ISR
B NBOR > s BRERE = NSCRAAHRR PG b B3 - FEYE IS 2 iy s
FISEHF ©

DU ~ VR B B 5

= NHR D B AUE BY IR B T S — (% DA - B R E
e B BN BH) > 2 TR RRR R N A 5 CRURZ BV | - il
NHRZEMBOR s AR N A8 1B T B 220 - R S2a & et Pk e
Mt AR B | - B E R BROK -

b —BHEm 2R B (A T AR RIS « 56— - B BRAE » Fraf
WY R AT 2 - FE5 e AR EEAR T 2 —Rinlgee [ 2 &38
R —A RIS ) WHUR 23 & DIMERIYERTE T DHREPIENT Tk & R
{EEER L s ST rTRE e TAHES 23 (B AR EEPIER 1 - thate e
TS ECE = NSCRBRINRBAN ~ EkA TBY g bk - HERE R
(BRI NS FUS RIRTE G &  2R10 - 25 = NBURIFZE R HHCRE
WA E R R R B AVUE - £ T ES b - B 0 E R &
B s YL A REAS R A R AR HERA T DORE T RUAL & Hasak %
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Bk - AR R R B G R ERYEEE » R IR 2 > ASELR —(E
ey o 7]

7 S IE A R » B AaE R R AT B R L
o FESCHE (20000) SIS 7R B TR L Er g BP0 = AR
ROAT s AT N B RE B RS » 55— AR = A SSCREE A ERUK
BEAT 6 BT BB - 25— A6 = N BCREE AN PR AR N o SOl
faR > TR AN TEREE — D ERTEEA T PN A L TP L 2 5 B B T
W= NBER ]

i m L 2 VRV ~ & 0 B T BRI TIER AT 1 #IA
B FENMRRAI )R 2 2 B RSl » LURCEAE AR (B AN AT E 2
HiE (BEEAREEC) Bk - TZHEARS -

EREAIEE — NSURWTIEER R > Aal Ay Mgt AR fl T
PRSI CBUR ) 2725 TR SR TEII R < SRTM » Gunther &
Storey (2003) Hil5aH » 38 52 B IR B3UR U (influence of presumed
influence) A R EEBERHUTEINVE) ) « IMETHICIEH > AFRIER BN
ZAEEE - S ARt A\ B HE AR = R ITE g i A
F o RE MR n e e it )OSR » ghey ok SR I P
fii (Gunther, 1998) °

ARERZ B TENGHINR R » B & TEBAZ 28N E il ~ HRAZ
FBINIZE ~ B OB » RS = ANRCREEAIZEE s B = A
SERANZEIERR T nTRESR A BRI Z S ih 7Rl REZE B iR ¥ B C AU
1t o (EFRER L » SR BRI S G B CR R B AR
K > BTG RIE A 33 AR BE R » 1 s (i RO At R[]
AR s FE T AR E MRS B TR 2 SR e A AR s 4 T 2
R H AR Z IR AR FETTE) 2 DL B R = A
RCRFIAHE R AL L o T EARAEIT ST BARAE o
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N RRHIZE R EUA FET T E)

5 R — NI = NRURBRICER 2= » 1 R B T H C s A
BN Z 5 A BRI - AL F s HE A A PRI /A T B A KR -
o = NS B T BRI 522 — FHIIE ©

Perloff (2002: 499) #LFF5E = AR & EEITRHIERIE A
BAL - 220 1 ER RN BT Ry i e 2 ] RER ] < K SORE ~ “FBE K (2003
) Rfs TEHEE ] M TEHGARE) RIS SRR > S5 A i
B NGRE AR E  THHREGHE) BEEEE - Fadlsitd
FREME - PR E G ERBEERBE N BHEAET = AR
RO > B SRFIREI R A 5 AHARY - TEHSRE ) BB EE - W
Pk H CARETUBRE T B AR R LUl a4 50 — AR
R > ALLEBA FARER G S EAE L2 > HERREARRER -
& ORISR A R RN R] > 3 SRR ~ 8RN 22 B A T T
AJREANR] 5 AN e FHER R PR AT BRRA A » s aR R 22 BE HE (T 2112
AEITED > T S AR BRI ARG R (conditional effects)

B > ORI T S - B G R 2 SRR E SR - AMTATRERE
5 CEsz BV o B (HAG S AR 5 thgt @3 - ARG £
SRR /M HTRERL BRI © 9% » AP RTRERESS B £ R AMES - 1
FRM A BESZ 28 - (BN EEHBUR A 5 LT3R > #eRs ol al BESS RS
il N SEHRE A R RSB (8 2 & A AT BERR RS = am bR H B
PREE - AL > R E e E RS R A BN FET TEO Y - A
15323l & T BURRHASE ~ SURE R \REREBAISE I FRAM A & - FTREH
T8 R = NSRRI 2 B B BRI AT BY A E R R -

£ ~ SR i B RS

—(EFAE B R e A [R] > 228 S SRR R g v A ] [T e A [
o BERA 2 IRUROR A AR B W FROK - A0 Rt AR A PR ORI o s B ALY

= AMEAIBMREEER 25



)

B E o HIIBEEE A g A AR E U S2 B I\ J T 5 (B R
R IE B 5 BT A B HE R 38 » B R G AT T RE 2 AR R T YY)
B A EIRE o 38 A FHE BIANE] - — HEAE S e 2 A8 R (
macro-level) » SZ&fi# ATRE Gl G Tl s KAVEES - A1tk & AR
%o S BE R REEFE B E 2 ERE) (micro-level )
» 2 e B I i A RS 2 RS T R FHE © Pan & McLeod (1991)
BNES - EEeny L EEE 2 — » fER S BUE KEES (cross-level
linkage) &M ~ Abals » SGLE HRZE BEIIAE ~ WhRATAT A -
AT B SIS R G A 1T RS2 BRI - SR TR EEE (4
RE) BLRERE (Anfiff) MBS = NBURM S - L/EEE
g2 ~ WEa L & s e i ny A R 2 -

/

o = 3R

{h ~ WEFETERNERTEBLEEH]

e 25 QE VNG E RN e 2tk A= CEORER L ot B
FTE » (B 5 Davison #RH =+ A ZE G IR BERIRAR A - 0 22
AT AR B TR, iU 1 E R RRE R ) - DS ffERE 1B
amAIERAR ST o KRG = NBCRIISE )T i% - E AR EERE SR 5 0
AV A R AR RN = T e E SR A R IR 0 S LU Bk
JE% o (ERy BBERSURIG » Tkl P R I A A G - R R KR
HHERE R BRI - B R RS P B » PR > B RTREE = A
BORMRSE - T T 773 R R 2 — DR -

=~ REREA BB

KER A BHES = BRI FEr » R4 & SRt 1 St A s

CHEE T P AERRE Y B AR L R T R AR R R IR R
(question-contrast effect) s /REN5Z3/# FTRETE[R] 255 —REIF » (RS —
RE[E B R E K/ IMER 2% (Price & Tewksbury, 1996 ) » K411 5 BE H
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PINE RS » A5 SR ATRE & AN —4% s RS (REY » fE &8 TIF Lt
FAEISHARERY S FF (Gunther, 1991; Rucinski & Salmon, 1990; Tiedge et
al., 1991) °

Dupagne, Salwen, & Paul (1999) £ [ HIEARIERIRFAAE - R
G E R NER 7y VA - (1) IRENTE — M A —HCEE: (2
BRENTR — B8 - A8 3) A — B8 —RENTRE
D (4) HORE - AE—RETTE o Mo R » 3851 L
» RIFPRUEN AR s TEAT BRI | - WSS > B E B R
BN EHE > R IRGIT R AHBRRE H 2 Rifl » 3230 E et ) i3 B
SRR I R Y 38

BEAt - BfESRA 55 R REE B R 73 ME B I » Price & Tewksbury
(1996 ) AVREBCRA T MELRBX T I T A ER o filan - R TH
IKEE 1 SR RE BT » —HH Se i Bt A\ S B S » 1R 2R ER T
B2 ET E CRYRSBIRY > f R B A 3 T R L s TR EVBGE H asAn
RN BB ECZE THKE ) B - R » Bk
KA H RGBS - T LB SR -

B 1B AT RESRE AR A BT HESE » TR W SEERIDE U [ 55 thit
e HH B T B CRg 8 > s —RH e R A28 DURELR 2
A RESIAZ THEHIES © BRIL » Price & Tewksbury (1996) LL ME7K
F I TEB AR ) B TR e =g - %
PURRREZEZ LR E B - il IR S B A U B R 54 -

David etal. (2004) ;E#MHEEREET - ZEATE SZHIE RN RD AR
M EC f1 A (BRI MR ) ) 28 ST
SR E AR 26 = ANSUR B R TS A 2 AR 1 2 — AR S HEE - Aty
FAEER > ZWESB=AM BRI AR RS TEHEC
~ TR ) B TR A ) Ry —IE > DIORE S HEGE - A5 SRR
A AR = NBCRRIREEES T RIS ATREAE AR — A
BERANAR T -
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A TR X P S S A ) B R C B PRSI B S i > (ELRS
LLR BT RAB R AR - (EIS BT -

—RI S » B ST AR B C B 2 5B JETE R
JeiMl H O BRI e MGt A2 BRI T Re 2 2 E
WINEFE T E © 5238 Setihil Bt H O 2o B ~ PG Bt A 2 52 B
 FERIEA AT Z 082S - Al se LUl B B R B RS R ERYE
G5 > AR R AR RO~ PG B H ORI - AR
e RS SRR E A RS - (ER LB -

18 MRS S 2 S BRI A IR] © Sl B B O Z OB - e
BT RESE A - AN A et B CRYAER S EE S RAERE |
[z o F e B bt 2 B R - BERNRIE T B O 2 2 8k - HIE 5
S EEHb AT EFME R THE - e rTRe 525 VY TS sl S5 - (3
e » 8 — R EER S R AR RN 22 B - TR = N SCR AR RN 22 BRIk 2
TR, s E RO K SE R 5 RN i KR 22 - R RS —
NI RFRFNBER — NGERRA

RIS 705 B AR A S B » R P M B RSO 2 2 = A SR BGR
W BEREEZMER - PIMITEEE /714 L > Dupagne, Salwen, &
Paul (1999) J’FIENERE 77 REPUAH LIRSS X P20 = (1) BREITR —fib
ANVE-HOPE: Q RETR-BCRE-ATE: Q) AR
B-HOWE-IREHTR 49 HOPE - RE-IREITRE - R
ZEEBEALUNA « (5) AR -RATR -HCHE  (6) HCWE
— BRAT s — A8 o S5 TR AIEE —AHAY LR » BlomlstE—Dhala IR
# BT A AR B R & SRR M TR RSB ) B TR
BHS T NEEHIA RS H CREBET R 5 SRR TR B ]
TENRGAMAR? 52 5 T A L f TEHEFE ] 8

M TAZREH C - W& A HEA R 2 [R]2E 25 SHHATEE Y
AHAY LR » ATl FI DR R Z R T A E ORI TelN& e T
R SCRIRAIE A - B THEEHCRRE) B T Ee A

@i
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W) SRR A TR ? B aEL DS H CRITS B,
BB RB ) Z IS - SEE T RSB 2 R I T 2

BESY - gt ge sl MAGE CIETAT& ) ~ GRE G A {E
) sCHARARIE (A ERE ~ S EE H HAReSs) %5 0
e R 7 SUERI AR E B AN 3R - REFXAIEM -

T~ B LR R

TR 55 = NSRRI T Bl fg T A 52 BRI » 3l (o 26 Je iR 77
a0 # M E R ~ TE AR E ) DIk T AFTE R
B E RN T A TS RN SR A A S A T Bl S R A
E o SRR T RIS B Bz 2200 B T A28 f T
HECHRE ) [EARBEHTR - T2 Tt ) A p i R B (R
WA IER ORI % (FE 08K » 2000a @ 119) ©

Eveland et al. (1999) F1McLeod et al. (1997) NG AIEE
R% I > 7208 T B BB R A K o IR Ah P ER i T A= i
B AT EE T ik o R IRIREIE TEHMAFIE CRVRS B R ) K Tl A
FIET B RS2 BERE A ) 38 R EAEE B > BRI I 77 R X B il B 0 s
A2 TEHAFIE B O BEEE ) B IREIEISUR - B
PEhl T RIS B OB 2 M8 A8 2B DN IER -

(HERE b ERRTRENAZ RS B A NI 2 1E
PERIRERCR T8 ) AUIEULT » PSSR THESERRI TR ) SHKEIE
SO o PR ANV A R AR A 22 B AR S ARSI 2 K R » TR
Hlasy TEE S NEARARE ) K& TN A2 mifE A

s AL T A B E CRyss B R ) fD Tt NBE H CRYR2 B8R — 8%
HA SRR > M2 TR IRE » IR B 2GS -

FEHE > H ARG 22 PR 2N A 22 0 - i E R — (R - BT
s —HEEBS T E H CRERIy ~ ¥ 28R Ty (W R T))
PN FI—{ER BN EH OB R H ) ~ A ER — 1A W
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F HAG Ry — ) 220 - He ARG T LAY S - JERZ R AR — Y
° il & AL — 7 » AHBIRECER 2 Uiy » BIRE S23E a8 e RIRE
N2 R ARMITARY 5 % & Z8 RN 2R — 73 » BV 323l & P a2 £ 2
FRNE - 1B — e O H R B AESER AT o

MREATEFAFHEA N A TENE S E N RPYRLH &
— ¥ H CEHMb BRI 5 5 ¥ H CRVEREANS - EHb A EEEA
1K s BHb A ERRAN - ¥ B R ERRANE - DU H CEHb AP ERE
FIEAR ) —— S EAET LR ERL » B = AR EER A
R DHURUE > UELT A

=~ HE B

Tyler & Cork (1984) 1 Mutz (1989) FrigHify MIEHI G2
SRS OR 0 B HIE A B Bl i R 2 B TS e s B A R AT RE
REGE Z e » R P S B B E 108 oSSRk 2R LaiA T
SO ECAE I 72 SR T R 1 A DR A T B S TR » ) 72 1 DRI A T Bl i i
EIERET) AR B SN SZ37 83 E AR — R > 2K E
ARESINRRE o B4 » Davison B Bt SUE R+ - —EESEPIE
Frhe g SCE B RAYRS R ERAL 1 RCHITE G 5 8040 » BURE B &%
aESE T HEERE B EMAEH AW emR  (HR R ATRE%
FlE -

SRTEASRRERYE » 25 = ASURIIFHBAIITCH » 215 % TH0UE K
B B — i ROE > TR » AT BIA A4S G B B B [ R i V% 22 - 18 11
WA PTREA E I JTIH © (1) SR AMSFPERY 72252 » B R AIBREECR
AOHIRY 22 228 > BN B B A Rl B s an & » IR 25 = AR B R
1TEIZ R > Bl—f AR 5 (2) fEEH b IRETTEIRIRET] » 1F8
B EAHEERE  GlansEE R RS RE A RS — ABER ~ = A
B B = NSUCRERA » nIREE R T B RBUR B IIEERE
FRI T N R L
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A—IEHER o EAERR BT ARE IR » BRI (L 55X
ERBEREH > lpegaigan Miamdl k TEREE ] Ko
At E IR E > H5 = AR = AN BCRER At & L » B
MR ERR AT 8l > iR AT RERES VL 5F RURSRIIBOR » &R TE ERY
s8] 10 Ik TERET IS 1 - Wik ERE R EF
T BORIR R BT E B EE = NBURMESE » IR A — R - RS
Blgar) THRGEE )~ REFEEEN T = AG8UR 1 8 M= A5
AL SR EANL - ARESS = ASCR (BEAD) W TG H 2B )
RS 2 A RIANE] » TERCE E BT EBR 2 -

NEL s E A AL BORRE T S > TR ARE s T
= HERR > K T = AR 1 Rk Al LLE B H R T &)
HERE » MATELE® T35 = NBCRIEH ) » ML ARG FCH IR T )
; 41 Salwen & Driscoll (1997) ~ ##3CH# (2000b) FFE23E - 39 R L
M — AR B TE = AR ) AREUR T35 = NBUREEH L » AT
BE%'HT@JHWW j o

5 2 > BT RS SCR SR A R R T B DR SR AR I - Bl
—%7 \WTE Mt g A M TEARENIMAL & F REEEAE
FI1E B FHAE TR A B FAM SE 8 B ZE e e 25 — AR E &
BT e

A A ERTEREAL - 25 = ABUR B TR BRI IR L 2R
—LERHRABHER ~ JTIEAIIE A RS - sk SO - S = ABUR
EFF E’JIBEE@ FET AR AP MR A S IR R ES0RBEESUERTY
KEHR » FEAMMEREES o $259] McLeod, Kosick & Pan (1991) #2
FH ) % el Iiﬁ%‘é‘%ﬁl%é’]ﬁfﬁ]  FF RIS = AR AR A B3 L
% 22 L T A SRR A
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— ~ A e {E#E (macro vs. micro)

H A2 = NSRS SRR A R 5/ AUE S HE A GE A~ REFE B T8
B RSER » AN - A R T {18 AR RS Y C8) ~ U R ETH E R
(13534 (within-level analysis) » DU FS G R 537 (cross-level analysis
) S BRI E L UERET A REME— DR — AR B IR N 2 4
S o FHERRYERR » B8 « —(HE GRS E RS A BRI ? 15
AU IIERE @R QAR S FTRE S AR 28 2 B A8 LLTE IR
BZEIENAMIERETH ? T B S RSt & P B E RiE
SCREEE A 7 R 75K 5 B A ) AN [ 1T AR S N 25 LA KT 2 R
TE(EEDIRHEE N 2 1% - (EIREE A SUREE 2 e S & L A dhs 8 M
A TR 2

Best > 1 7 S S BEEE A T84S - - 35 SRS B g X i mT e
RTAERIRETRE o DL TIPgE KRB ISR R &R ) RS ARG B0 » AR
PRSI R A R 22 (G0 T FH B ORI 2 B A\ B
anE 1o HIREE A RS & LB IR A ~ S GEHIAE S TEC)
(PR 2 T S RN TE IR B SR BT B e ]
AR A 275 W g R EAS 2 T (BE= )1 fUrEism e
? AR HHEAD B BEE N\ Z S U i s B IR » fEVE a0 1%
TEIERR TS IE BT E A B3I .2 4% o] LU AGAE Tk g
1 (HERSEERS ) S8 E 8 -

— ~ s ELfS ek (alteration vs. stabilization)

BRI SO 2 R BiES TR R R ORI 5o 2 (I E A S Bl 1
AHENANERE R A SO R AUR - NS B R R 7RI E L (
McLeod et al., 1991) o Z2{5lZKER - 7E 1978 F-1y—IHEERH > 33 ¥4 5F i
PRn R BB A (R R A BRAT RN R 2R B B B8 TER M N 2 1% 36 % 1Y
B ARSI S S B ORIt A 2 B A A2 L BRI T 56
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xE MR RN 22 BN A RARY 55 — N SUER & Z R0 KA it e i A=
PHAN R ) S — A R 1 5 — R R AR T REVE S 1R
BHEmIRH] > TERAURTFEEI SR — A SCRABAE » AHER 2 = AR
HIRRTEA 2

H 1978 4 Davison (5 —HERE S U =14 » BRERTEEL
fi KL - R E RIS AR TR - LU TR AT]
BERIK - Aamed et NRERA > 80 T AR RS Ghals
USRS R & i <2 2 B AR - R EHERER - Lot - LIS = AR
WIRHRBHIFFCaET > 2 P RAE EBR YIRS oehl - (BE R E L8 - B
NEA AR » B & & B MBS R AIRR RN - i
/N = NSO Z BB RN 228 - BET RIS BE 20 i) B B R TR SR - Gl
sl EVSOINEIES R FSES 72 - S

=~ BHEMEA ] BFEME (cumulative vs. non-cumulative)

RIS S BB R R L - (HER 1k B R 5 1
MGt > ATyl ERaT < SV 5 B B R AN 33 L 2 RIS PR AR R 2 A
SRS EEAMAT 72 32 2 BVRLE ) 7 RS B el RAETE 2 BRI
HIFA S 705 8 38 RS2 B A WA R 52 2 R BH fRo2 R VEBH (R Bk
BERBUERIK / T 2 e LR SRR R 6 R BGE T i B 2 K
WA S > LA SE R R 25 = AR 2 @ A5 IR I A8 R 22
B 2 PN S e T # /) 2

RN T AT LIEAVUE N ASE (I BB > IARIEN: (B —3UE Bk
EAEHCE ) a8 (HEIH - BREBED RIS O G (HRRE A\ REAILE
» IR K ~ B Vol = NSOGB AR ? X - 7R el HIENA B AR (B
— AR AR ) R G R B E AIRE AR 2 R A E N Mk —
N RN 2
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ORI A TR L (ANYUERERE ) 7 R HERAA TR B E R AR A - 52
TR L F NI B B 0 A I HEAY 2 38 W AR 2 R Eh RGN 2 B
B 7 5 = NSRRI TEIE R - s B ERIRATE - iR e 5
TR 2 BERSEHR TR R RSB (57 258 — D IERFEAE R AR R Y
A RAE MRS AN ] Rk

EoY » A e n] DUBRER 50 = NBCRIATEh A » FERRAR P )
BRI SRR AE » SIS RA AU 2 (90 - 5% — B Fia e ] B
IHEE SRS R E B RTHE B L AR M DU E 515 CRUE R
AL R IRIR e & IS BB 75 2K - 3T S SRR AT
35 (IR PR )V 8 B I AR SROEAE » o b PRSI ~ RERE R ~ — i B
Tl B F RS 8 2 AN T B8 1R 28 = NCRAERE
KT ATHAT 2 P B e 1 T 38)

P~ BB (long-term vs. short-term)

KERHIEE = NCORE R R LA BE R 2 HRHTERS 5z
BEA A NS EE A > QITE S ~ A TR 2R 5 (ARG > (e
BT ZFAIZEE - SRR ] REA R4 H (confounding variable
) o SR AT REGRY RS » E BT A E BB SR - 2P FU IR
TSR AR E SR (McLeod et al., 1991) e

O ESEERNE B = NBCRPREERIZE > RS a2
AT ZNESE 2 B3 A v BERE I R i R R ? s E - K & 2k
TR HLA ERT 35 55 8- 6 35 I R BSOS 1 80R 2 JE BRI R @ T Bl
A BT HICESE (delayed effect) 7 % H OB 28K » FIEHEBA
7B AT W S IR TR B AR S S A R 7 B A R8RS
A RE e 35 IR A1 AE S T e R 1 > (1S A\ BB 2 3R A 22 Rk N 2 (64T
e b o AR TEI R » R AT REth 2 BN Ry R 8 2

HEAEMNS » B AR SR LSESTE R (priming)
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B RAFEE L BIE - A EZREAEHETE - 2 T
EHYAREN: ©

A7 » TR AR FCIE S FII ] B SR e 2 R F 2 o T A - A HAE
IR/ A5 R - 2 B FHHEE X (longitudinal ) %% » # TIRFfE L JE (A
HENZREEAEN » E A BB LRI & LRIIRFRAIE » LUk
BN BRI -

H o~ B{LEL AL (qualitative vs. quantitative)

— MR ASBCRAI 9T » AN Z BAL B E (LAY A2 B Bese » IR 28 = A5
AN SRR EAL 1 - B5 MR IR E (LT -

55 = NIBURN 5% 3% e 320 5 75 22 B 20 O B B S » LASE 5 3R BATE A
JERRRIAE A ~ (HEEE T > Sa AR N A A2 22 - i RE
AR LA B — [0 [ 1T A% T MG R v » T R — T B VB A
JE\fE o Tewksbury (2002) BUERES » e sREEAS & — {18 B — 1 (a8 8

» BEREH SO ARSI EERE (Eveland et al., 1999) ~ FHLIE SR
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1996) %5 » #\2 FIREM I M BUHSAR « 5§ 2 - {8 AR i S i RE Ak
I 5233 SRR AR AR - AL Ien 5 B > R BB L2 i )
B s R BB R IR 22— o BOR AR AT ST IERL Tl LAGR 33K - dtE—
IR IREE A 722 BT R IR IR > thFFRES+E HIZEAT ~ RERE BT IR BRI
T 5 (A0 AE 22 1 e I gt et a8 £ T i SIS » 2B AN R —
{IEEEFE » F5 L AT DUTE SRS P 25 R e B - SRR B T B 2258 = A
PR FSB BN REEAE

AMELIL > SRR FCIE DR ST 2 B R > 36 H 2 EHE
B = EEREE (natural experiment) » LUT SRR IE &R EHE 108
PEATECTEIISOR AN A BIRS 1 a1 FH 28 = A S8CRSE R H BRI
et HTEUICREFERSURA M 5ER]  FlaTA S — Rt ie 2 €
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TEERMTH TR A LBl » 5B = NBURI SRS — TR B B
o ARG < AR P EARTE R ENT ~ BSEg R B BT » LUk
TUCERIIRE )T 1% R 2B A AP 1 22 - TEREREBGR T TH > o
= NS AR AM L JE A1 B > YRS e AR T 1 e I BGR > =2
GEATREEREENE KB AP NS CR A RS N
BERE A EIT GRS 8 A R TR AT [
FEMIAFTIRIE (S%h{5 > 1998 @ 244) o BE4T - BURHIE & HEE R B
GBI R TE) » 78RN FIEBCRIEIT » AR FEH HL
ZE > hEFFE FUR AL T & KRR IR —HEYRR T < (HHaEHR
ARSI FE A AT RER 2 BEMERUH A ER 1T > XA AT RERRA T R
MERSZ IS s FLTT30 > RS RN I iR 20 BRI Z=iB o M PR AR
15 FURSE = ARCRAEER 77 B i B & A ORI R > 'EsE AT REd k&
BIRek o 05 2 BB L EERRE BN EREREHE = SR
et LR G » AR AL DI A g A5 = AR ~ BB R
PTG R 25 K o KL > $HEE IS Fe 3 AN IR K A T
B ? B IEIRE —E R e E

i re oK E A TEHICR I8 T SRR B EE = NBCREEH &
HSRAER R AT B E A SEAR AN BRI » ELFE S I B At
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v FLA R AR A DIRE - AL K] G B CAIA RNV &R EE © 35
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36 DEEEEST) - 5+ 8 - 2007.12



» 5 NS B R R AT RS BT ) A FUR R G A £ B2 » ARIER A 24K
AR £ S EZ AN ] & 2

= AMEAIBMREEER 37



al

(1) B AR E R E s TEEaar - FEAL L (O

s 4 0 2003 £ 143) o

(2) AAFFE (undesirable) BT EAG 1 8&7) ~ GG HITE &

(3]

FREFE (FESCH > 2000b : 96) ©
BlaNREE N H (P) B TEEIEIR) EZ » gmEMmA (o
) Skt ey - Rk PO #REX (A PO HIMIRRAR) REHE : &
fhgZE —HIFAE (X) B &I > i H CIR T8 Il PX HREE
({R3E PX HIMBALR) TR EE » HURER THERRORE LRy
EE| P-O-X =M =8FtamiE 2k o Al OX #RE (fiz
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B HIEAE B B2 -
Davison (1983) f£ ({EIEME = ABUR) —C > MR K i
=N S o T =H PR K T8 = AR AR AR
BIZ AL o — TR RAIERAE TiR1 80 THa B Eo
& T —F = A5 L - R EHESERENAEEZ > 5
= ANRHCLERR CHRSESZ R Z BB AT B » B9k > fEHE T
IR TRHEAHGRE TR E (HaE) 228 [Eil (5
=N) BrIREER AR > AIRFE > BAEAE G B TE) - WIEK
HIE AR 2 KR (F=A) EBHEEa
REIAN - ]
UBRE e BT o AMREF L - EEHEBR SR (
monitor their social environment) FIYERETIARE » BIESEMERY R
B kA o e s B 3 R AU E R R — 7
CEESIE OB iR H (dominant ) 8k 37 #1580 ( gaining ground
) W FHEESEAMSGRERR - SMBAFHEIRLEAH
CEASTEREERARFE  MAABREHE & EE
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B o b VUBRNE e R B L RAE IR R R EE 1
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Misunderstanding of
Third-Person Effect
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Abstract

Arguments of the third-person effect only provide partial and contingent
explanations. Efforts seeking theories which can systematically explain the
third-person effect across cognitional and behavioral levels are needed.

Methodologically, any conclusions about whether "order effect” interferes
with the third-person effect call for further examination. For example, predict-
ing support for censorship by perceptual differences has its limitations. "Impact
on self", "impact on others", or "impact differences between self and others",
which could possibly result in censorship, needs to be clearly differentiated.
Research on the third-person effect needs to differentiate between the following
effects: micro vs. macro, alteration vs. stabilization, cumulative vs. non-cumu-

lative, long term vs. short term, and qualitative vs. quantitative.

Keywords: first-person effect, second-person effect, third-person effect,
third-person perception
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