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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 gE -

TS ALK > (AR ~ O PRER G Rtk B S S (A A T R
o A AE R s E I o % LRI -

TE(BRER T TH » WFFEREBA e 5 = AR » B R s — AR
IR = AR s IS B > RSB = AZUR (third-person effect) A
5 o YERSSCORMIR 2252 > JRBNEE = ACRERAN (third-person perception
) 5 e T Fl i 25 (Rt A B R BT R B = A SR AEA T Bl TR R 5
s 73 BRI UK S B K A AR L R B RE T ST 33 % JT i oe
T[] > B TS (AR A > R T 72 58 20 SR A bt H R K 77
B2 B o

R E A 5 — N\ SR BT 2 AR BRBER AT i B 1 ok DR B
¥ R L R IR 1 el et | B o o s BB 1A 2 1
» IR GO SR 2 TR FR RS R R ELOAS - JHREHEE 5| & - SR AL AHRR
e e S T [ A — o

AL SRS 5E W. P. Davison £ 158 = AR BER 0 i W) 5
i o RIS BRI SEEn b « B2 1 2K - B E Y 70 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) HRFFEFEAENA it — BBl T2 sh BRI 370  JE1F
BB R AT B > SEHEASE—ERT NG E e B—K s —(ELL
FNEE I LR R SRR #2221 H 5 DUBRR 22 4% 2 K B M
¥ o B F PSSR H AR ARTE ARES » B i A FE R -
WEERRE A+ mE M AT S AR BRI R o RS B
KEHEWIHCR -

55— {EGEE Davison BRRERIER A > BAAE L OFA > (1A FE{E S 8
I ERR— SRt o ARG - thag Rt LA ARG AL A B S BUR AR SC
= RRGEHEEEES VPR E— 2% B AR
AL ERER R ML FT R SR B IR (TR > (B —M R T RE
MHERIREE ] FRT|5 T A ER AT N B Z = R 23T 0

7% = {18 {51 I B 2 S B8 e A SR th 7 191138 ) o SR ER 4 22 I T
Wi-K > Davison 1 H CEFEA » B EI#H FRUETHEN X E - 587
SCE S E AN o MERL SR E — LR s AR AN B R A T
EEE)  SREUHIE GG - & FEIR—#TCE » RFRRFEE LS R
FE - %1% —JEJEE U RRRET » B 7 S & B R R0 SCE IR A
R - a1 Davison %5 - fa] LGS i ey 15 8 F S E T RE
{07 FaL -3

bt = RS AR RAREL - BT RHE R B A
S RS MM nT §E 2 52 MR HN T K FERHORA T8 s et Al 3l
PR S E BT E A AR (RS g RR AR BT
Rek 2 P 2 SO BB R AR » A& S R m EhE R AR

B IR T8 ERCGHI SCE DR IH R

Davison (1983) fi¢H &Rl —(EEIEE NI — 25 SRk b > B
AR BEE — R AR R RSB T B B B G o B 2 (1) AfM
RIS A RRENEALE (IR EXEER) - g aiEEHHMmA
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MBI EC © (2) FNinH LG BZASNIHEZ T (ostensible
audience ) » A& RIS ERANIAE E it AR 52 BSUR MR — LL [K BT T
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
) FTESR (1) MR ERNEESERN G RAEL TR THy &
b s T B ko S Tl BB M= Al1-@2) T
85 = N J[RIIRE Hh S 3 AR A B sl A\ O RE BT T i 2 S
BN o

FEE (A MUY BB > Davison Eiaiaftir e - g THE
—EkGa © BN > 33 A EHmbLE R SRR A - (R
A BRI N R S EREAE 2 1 48 Q6 MY E2 AL 32 o — AR A T2
B EHCE K > 36 %M EARBRA AR 6 XN ARBEHCZWE
R OUII AT A o B3 & R R — A ARy T s &
» R0 3.4 0 BTE CHYRTRERZEE > HIES 2.26 (Mgt r) -

N4 s 25 (URRFUATERE R K o AR R ER S ES - B h
B E V) AR R I E AR L ? BB SeiE i I A R
Al o PR (AP — e LR R AER G ¢ RS SRR B S
HH ORI U BIRRI 32% » S8R —i ML BRI HIE
68% : s EHCOH LB 24% - SBEE i ML EL — Y
B 28% 3 20% M ZaH R H CRIZEA K 4% GREEH
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
WEBHCFZEIRAE » R E B RAE 1 A EBIRRIME 52%
» SRR S B R KNG 32% 5 BEEH O TR ENL 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

& R B AL (AR SRR - 5 SR - SRR A R -
R E AR B AL -

ST LB IPRES £ /L EEBR FOBRI IS SCEE » (R A — R
G » A1 T MK -

25 ~ P B

{6 (ERBZE = AR ) JERRamCH > Davison (1983) XK —
B SEH ~ AV ~ SEBIDRESE = (R GIATERHAR AR » s 158
= ANZR 1 o fFTE Y TEE = A 1> R fE—M A A 3R B s i 1y
BAE  NgRAE TR~ TH B E o s T &k ~MER
A T BRERR TEE= A1 JRRF TERmRRE e St N AT S
AL R T = A1 TS EE M — N EERBUR - ik
s TR = ARUR -

BRI E S = ARIRZZE (third-person effect) Bl H 25
# (first-person effect) PHHIRAVGERNZERR » MR T25 = AT
1 (third-person perception) (i 3} » 2000a : Driscoll & Salwen, 1997) °

A EE NI R RN 22 BRI 0 55 =4 » JRB0 T35 = ASSRa8m I~ T
F— NBCRFEH L M T3S Z ACRERHN » pBeht « EHIE 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#i55 = AR 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) #3i » (VS & AMMREAIEIH C %
(R R A A 5 {H/E Park & Salmon (2005) AN » BNEE IE
IS » AMIUREE B ARTZ 8RR B C B Al RE S a2 (
social desirability ) M A AR AR JIASIE » LB AR5 B 2R AR
JEZR S8 (Duck & Mullin, 1995 5 Innes & Zeitz, 1988) °

HRTA RS = NSCORRENRIRRSE > RE HBY el ) B S5 —KR
55 = NBORFEHTE AR IE » TETERAIZ IR R S 1F(E ~ fEH BB T
TEAE ~ WRLEIR 32 & s BB AE ER Y K/ N 5 53— BRI 26 = AR H
BB B PR — NSUR A AR 5 B R e A\ SREN A FER 1 TH) » 4l
A BE RSN ~ HREOR ~ B HIE S5

DU » ARG HSE = ABERZIERRR () ~ AR 2 €2
SRR - URRE SRR 25—~ =~ Z A2 H# o HE—
227 SN & N F=RTT

> S AR A KT

Fer e RN 5 o B MR AT S T AP IR R
BEA 0 B ORI N 2 FRA OB ER A OB ER R T 8 e $R
TR AR o

BRKI PR (attribution theory) 5258 = NSRRI FEE & 5| AR R .2
— (Park & Salmon, 2005 ) o FE AR K2R (fundamental attributional error
) FRfE A R YR CRYREREAT R I BN IMERY IR ZR - TREIREE AN ]
15 B R HA A 2 17 B R B AR E K3 s R g s e 15 55 =0
DRI38 25 P B CLRITT 55 1 P B M1 A T R i B PR 38 25 P fth A
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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
il A& _ERVROR s B 0 O 2B N LERARZEE Em
Ay TR -

ZBifi#EG (balance theory) (Heider, 1946) ¢A]EBHEE = ASCHRE
MIEEARER A IRIA o PHEEERTHAY P-O-X 12 » THFEMi(E %4 P &1 O
s DUR—ES M (Vfe) X 2 » EERERRGRA - A REAESR—(EA
DEE LR o WL EZHE (P) @B —FEARENTHALE (X) BF
ey - A ATEERFE HAL A (O) S % A S RIS N E
B > LISRECO IR » 523 P-O-X — A =8R8 IEMHE - 5
S 0 BN E S EA AR ERANME TS S A - £ P-O-X =M
Hh o fth B ELAth A RO RBECR AT RERS S > IR & 7 22 E U Bt A
TraRFIRI AN > AR Heider Ham A .2 Ry - @ BRAV/CHRIFE R T
AT AR B O R R B\ B e AR o B

Festinger (1954) f&t » AMM&Acgesthzmok a] LU ARETLL B B 18k
HIRE IR 22 % H AR Sl H S (122 % HAER L e B E A ER R E ST L
BB - TR —EE RS AR ~ AR AR RERERO(F I - Tl g
A& EL#E (constructive social comparison) ° Park & Salmon (2005)
B A U ko . B W AR ¢ (1) BRSO > iER
HIgE# (cognitive error) ~ B HLHIZ4 (egocentric tendency ) BHITE
&% (heuristics) © (2) b CHUBEH] > 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
= NBERAEE — AZR » thn] DUBREEE = ARG NE R -

MG 2 — NSURFAEES — NBUREE AT A% 8 a —(8 B Bk
(self-enhancement) FYRIZE » i HHBEMRAIAEA > Az 7K H 3
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RETT ~ R LFRER (Gunther, 1991 5 Taylor & Brown, 1988) ~ H Fl]
7= (self-serving bias) (Lasorsa, 1989 ; 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 = R R MM RS H QR A NEA B2 AmNE A4 45
IS LUkERE 7722 (a sense of control ) Jz H &L (self-esteem) (Weinstein,
1980) ° Brosius & Engel (1996) E5E%H MBS EAYS4E] 1 (unrealistic
optimism) &K & HFAE GRS = AR » KR AMMA S T
O]SESA

E S0 U E B NR R — B30 W 1 S0 5 15 | R AR R 25 = A5
R Z— © a1 TS AT ZRAE B BT )1 (B BEEH
Al DER—E AR B EOMB(E s B E BRI —REE RE O
AAMESHBEEHERHEMERALE - B E CEE THAL & TR
& 1 BAIMS » REE RSB o S RERHI R AT DU R SR — A BURRY
Hi2K (Cohen & Davis, 1991 ; Henriksen & Flora, 1999 ; Meirick, 2004 ) °

RHIZ S (cognitive availability) #tHA T A= #H B CryiEE
AR A AR B B B LS EES RS Z LA ERE
A2 FERE | (Ross, 1977) » KL ETEZAL H HH LR 72 (egocentric
bias) » A HFRTE - G E REWZERP] (Marks & Miller, 1987) -
McLeod, Detenber, & Eveland (2001) a255—fi A e DL (40 f8 % 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#4 (out-group) 43 (Duck, Hogg, & Terry, 1999
s Mackie, Hamilton, Russkind, & Rosselli, 1996) - #+ & ZZ[EI#HE (social

= AMRAIBERARER 11



identity theory ) FHH » JFLd B & > AT & i i A4 B AP i
IIESR (Tajfel & Turner, 1986) o FItt &R FE AL > B R

(self-categorization theory) 77ida » A &{EAEfEH > Host s kA
LITT > W ZeRABL O EIRER B 22 51 SRR CHIRRE - N & fE
HmAF NERE = E H & -

Park & Salmon (2005) A4S = AZCRIIKZ =4 (1) [
NEE » AOFHE - BEODRWATRES : (2) #ERE=A -
2ENHEHE (comparison reference standard) 55 5 (3) HEE MR FE (
situational factor) » AR FEAIAY g 75 B2k LU EAE AR 36 Ak 1 el 55
o fEER = NSURITENG R T » ERE & TR A FAAENFE
@IS P LB B o

= B TR R BE T

1R = NBCRFA AR FE 4 » — (B EEH) 5 AERY T ) 8L
M ) o Sl AHE RIS A & g At & 77 221 (Cohen, Mutz,
Price, & Gunther, 1988 : Gunther, 1991) o ELA (I & & B sk SR
 FEAN  HRAARMABFE (Park & Salmon, 2005) ~ SR (
Henriksen, 1999) ~ < & JJ#J MTV (Chapin, 2005) 5 : fH¥tHb » B4
G ATLENE (undesirable) BUHFREAE » 646 « @1F (RSO ~ 4B
7t » 2003 ; Lo & Wei, 2002 5 Lee & Tamborini, 2005 ; Tewksbury, 2002 ;
Gunther, 1995) ~ EfHZETIAZ (McLeod, Eveland, & Nathanson, 1997 3
Rojas, Shah, & Faber, 1996 ; Gunther & Hwa, 1996 ) ~ a5t AFTAE (
Cohen et al., 1988 ; Gunther, 1991) » LU & THIE & (Rucinski & Salmon,
1990 : Cohen & Davis, 1991) 5% 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) #&EHHERR /7% » B EH D ERBE L E S EHD
NBRA  HIFH R R Z » # B CRE R/ - Meirick (2005) this
o ARSI E S AT REE R R 1R — NBURI AL & PR
M - Yang (2005) HIFIFHMEEEIIE » & 592 AERIERA » BB 23]
HA B E LGN B B H Oy HRE A 28R K
HRBHE/VE - AETEIGHE » Yang (2005) 7347 @ &l B A EHE

SBNERAT > T R TR B CAREBR AT B SR A  BUE B EGE
¥R (2007) LUK s ls m R S A A S RN E 3 5 R - T8
P E CRIGEE L A ME—RETHIN E R R R4 -

b T BHRER A FIAE EER R = AR 2 R E R
ErEREE = ASUR © Tyler & Cook (1984) HHE » BiEE A AEZREHE/ 3%
R  grEEd: N e BT ) A CEHE A R0 E ) mfER
s HUR)GES » S —E B B H O — (iR E M 2 P - (B2

SR I AT REAEE Z HEET « thIRIE SR RS HEM ARG S - 4%
Fear i A EHE AR R Bt 25 TIER S %% ) (impersonal impact
) o BRGNS - YTERMEEH R (spiral of silence theory) H » FFiEH C 2
DRI ASEEA > Kz 2 Qe —fEIEs % 735t
V= ANBCR R SR E C AR - AR BIE O 25 B m IR T
A > BN — LI .

A BN REEE PR B L > HI e R GRSt A 5E3E
R VRSB T]  HET RSB LRSS = A BURERAIAZEE - Mutz (1989
) LVEEEA K ERE A PRS- 2RV B R - denit s MRS = A BURM
BRI > 4 RS AMMATEE Bz 2 A s &) B Es = AR < i
of o EREREMEBR S i SR SRS —MANIAR - 2 AMEE
RN AR RN B A — TR AT 5 S0 A e i) ({8 B i B R 72 MR A KR
» BN EAAS S A RS, > TR K RIERAI 2R © Eveland,
Nathanson, Detenber, & McLeod (1999) #I » it & {EENIAE - AT
SRS = NSCRERHD > s AR AR R S AR - $1 2 B R)L

\)

E= AMEIBMREEER 13



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 FERHY > EEA S BAREFE IR RS » BIBE A Erad B iy ml {3 5
SEVE R B2 K EE R EBRIEE B rTEE m A%
> [KIILEE = ANBUREBATE G (Cohen et al., 1988) © Perloff (1993) 7R
T E NTRRZ B WA B AR AN ET RN » 25 = AR
Bl fRpEm 4 -

BESIN S - SRYIERIBL S ~ {8 ~ MBS » Rl EE
R EIERIRER - SRIMER THE S T H R 3R 291 - BEEE A 77 [HY
KR —F 7l S BEEE AR /i) BN RATR— IR AN 24 o Lambe &
McLeod (2005) A8 81 T EPERIEE = ABCRABAEIBGR » 28
BRI RR (R ETR 28 = N EERRANE 2 BRRRRI R = N B B
HIEF G » A AR ZE R BRSE

&/ NOFARIABHAREIHBRIF 9T > BB OER Tl ~ BB A 18
TEHMIZE = NBCERFIRIRRGR o /£ F-#n L » 40 Rucinski & Salmon (1990)
i gefa 25 = AR ZHFlinf 5% 5 Glynn & Ostman (1988) HIlZE3
FERE A EES = AR 5 Brosius & Engel (1996) 3fE— 52 HH
40 R LA ER N RO 26 — AN ZRERKN 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) » /2t » Robinson & Umphery (2006) 5 G i —
{7480 > SR 8 N BT SR E &1 » A AR AT R
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B NBER - EENER IR 5 & B » M EEREER T M
EfSt-7- FNELLUN-Z FWOEAT I

EREAE Lo Hills (2001) F5R—{E A5 = ARYRET > 2R
H ORI & BE TR R N AT REE B A AL B C A 5%
BN SRR A AR E B sTEH BE KEasE s S #
Bt A Z BRI EERA EH C (Rucinski & Salmon, 1990; Tiedge
etal, 1991) ; HA%NE (1998 : 163) AMRHGRISHr#H - BAEEE R
AR E SR AR T AR T R B = AR -

bR T4 ~ BB 29t > A SR SERIERS A @ IR B B
» WEREE — NZGRERAN » 2 5RE BRI M) - Davison (1983: 8)
REBHEFIHAR G @l T i A28 5 Tichenor, George, &
Clarice (1980) th/y#fr » BIZRZS G {tH M iR AR B IR LS Zh s B — i A
s ME AR HRERNEFR RS SR —HERRBERN RE
PRI » & A RE B SR ] B i A (i S T A B i o R AR e
I » R BIILREE R » RG LRSS S 5 & » KB
HEASEERERHZEAE (Cohen, 1982) °

PilEm b FEREEURES: > MM SRR E G TEF5 1 THHA
1B Mg bl > Wkigpesz sz B A EREE R IEmAL  mAMEE
[FIRFAERE TRIA » ZER M ATRE TEFLAL ~ THiA ) B¢ ML RS
1 RLEE SRS o HSERIOHERE - HASYERS AT aTE
PEIRE - 55 = ARSI BE & 8) (Gunther & Mundy, 1993 : Innes &
Zeitz, 1988) » BUZALES — ABUREEA] (Chapin, 2000 : Hoorens & Ruiter,
1996 : Meirick, 2002 ; White, 1997 ; White & Dillon, 2000) °

Henriksen (1999 ) #$Hi [ hAE &5 #IH DA 25— AR + Chapin

(2005) #H e ZTTH9 MTV Hi H ¥ 30 E EA % — AFCR 5 Gunther &

Thorson (1992) DURERAFHE SR » S8R A EIRITERGFORIE & &
AB— NBCR > TR e S R TR = AR AR E S B
T B ORI A RS BRI FE A 5 — AUR o Meirick (2004) fiff

E= AMEIBMREEER 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) DAZERIEEA FIFREER A 3T R » 1 A A 2 RN T
S ANBUR B2 T Ih— B S bR 38 - i E IR E R E - A
BRI R » 25 = N ZCRAE A/ )N o fEfTB)/E I I » Park & Salmon

(2005) 8 > & AMMERAIE—(EIERPA TS TR AMASEHEC
RS BRI > EHRAL— LB ZZ A R R EITTE) - EEB T A R
I LAERSE > iR 28 = ASUERIATENIGTH » R B B SR
28 = NSO - TEHR M2 ERFAE RS E) -

= B Ty S NIBEE T

KESTHIRIZE AR » 1E H AT LALLE S (comparison group
) Z[E > FE RS R LA RCFrER Y Tt & iEAf ) (social distance
)s H RIS = ARyt & BERE AR 25 = ASBURAEAIRT A (Cohen & Davis,
1991 : Cohen et al., 1988 ; Eveland et al., 1999 ; Gunther, 1991) °
Flrad ek &gt » AT LUZ MR (Choi & Leshner, 2003 ; Eveland et al.,
1999 ; Lo & Wei, 2002) ~ #(H (Eveland etal., 1999) FMA % H A A [
I (Scharrer, 2002) > thR] L@ LEREEHAI_ 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) ~ SE£[E[ £ ( Chapin, 2000) ~ 1Y/ K (Peiser
& Peter, 2000) %% o [ LA+t & EEEE R SR EITHY S S » RIS T
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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 > 2B 758 = A SRR AN 22 P Bt FR Rl 1 b -

BEot - BoE K E TR i B — A m] RERU Ut e EERE I R 3% - BIZE = A
B KENE CHHZERZ » 26 = ASCRBAIZIEATK (Peiser & Peter,
2000 : Tiedge et al., 1991) o BB E UL E—FIERIEE (
perceived knowledge ) » HIJHHER A~—AI52 255 5 (Atwood, 1994 5 Lasorsa,
1989 : Price & Tewksbury, 1996) °

McLeod et al. (1997 ) #&Hi T ANA] Atk ey Rk TME#% H 15 (targets
of communication) » R Ve A\ Z [t S BRI T 28 = AR
FRA B ERBFUS A B AR (LTI S SR RS
LHEIH ) MIFEREZ T AR EER - I B rAER) TE
RERHRAME D (topic-relevance) /@185 22y /88008 5 - g pRRfEmT L
FH ERARE 7SS S RE Z AEBRTE T RE » 77 ] 16 52 Sk B RE 2 1 R Al M € (
Meirick, 2004) ° Eveland etal. (1999) 5@ ) B MFefk) 2 E#

» RE(E B IS — AR EZIZ Ttz 1 > 1T FERZH 2 At B 1
S FHET ERRE - ATz » EIER LA T AL 0 TE 3 AyHEd
s NERZ HUE REIE IR I 2 52 » e e R A SR 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 G > BLES = A BCRI BT I A (Rucinski &
Salmon, 1990) > {HZMERIFIMBE AT AARIAR BV » QIHER T B2 {EiER

E= AMEIBMRERER 17



BERIER [FIAE R o Lo & Wei (2002) #3H » RN B w2 » thiirs
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
e IEREAE » A SRS TR KA RIRCERAE T
5 b WHERAIEA T AE% (Cohen et al., 1988 ; Gunther, 1991
s McLeod et al., 1997) 5 {551 32a/7 Wi A 78 ELth 20 1k g7 b HCAth 55
M5 s AR R BRI E 2K >t Er R ek T3 ~ TR ) ke
» Wi RETE A TEIHIER = ASBUREEA] PRI/ NS Z B M B R —
{EFR /A3 (Lo & Wei, 2002) ©
TR = NBURFEAIZ2BE D - LB R N B2 35 » TRl B — (T

ERL A IR /86 0E (Duck & Mullin, 1995 5 Tewksbury, 2002)
o Tewksbury (2002) FELFFEEREZAERA: » EHHAEIFAYIFEE ~ [F]IN
(0 R B — i 2 B\ 38 =R [ vk B Y FL R S 35 B S )
NBUHE o 5 i MERAI R LB R A S 2 15 > BN EE = A BURER
KT K o Tewksbury (2002) f&H » AM7E=oK ELRE 1Y) 225 (IR -
B U A A PR R T AR A A B > AN FURERY FERE A= - DRIk
N2 R R S L A (B8 5 5% » R S H i A
B2 I N3 B 28R B RRAL > LS self-size effect

(Anderson, 1967 ; Kaplan, 1981) ; ;&L RIS AF B AN E 35 I »
HARAE G — DRI ERR o

B~ BLmi RS B EE R

ok SCRR A R 20 = AR AT RH R ol X1 B » L mfy P DA R
2 = NBCRAE R - R4 - Be IR ~ PR G E OB ~
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A [l BRI A B P BB = 5 8 AE ORI 2255 = ABCRI O PEIN R
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 ER E r] DUE 22 55 = AR RTEE ~ BEGR ~ SRR R A TEh g I - S5
Bl H— SRR R T

—~ W = A

Davison (1983: 3) &K mifl M55 = A1 —Fl 2 s AR EEN
REE SURAENR K > AR Tt MAE= AN L A2 T
B AR BEN R SRR LB o RS = AfRYE THRLLRR QRS R (2
IERSEIAR TS ) ROREE T2 A - W

TEMEE b T —FEEE = A1 (E— AR » B IRLERTREMAE A
RS THM s W TR RS = AL HERLEAEIE TR
AR IRLLER S TEE—TE A = A 1 ATRESZ B B PRI B PR R FE T T A A
o FHULHERN » Davison A A FTREARE 25 —FHEE = A1 (BEERE T2
TR =N PTLMA S ER BT E 2% 0 BTG TR
FISCE S22 TEEE =N BRI RESZIE A 5788 T FREY
TEI A MBS —HAERE  ELANrREEBH A ST
) TE—Ade

Davison (1983: 1) fE ({EHEAVE — AZR) — XRZE » $Ek

(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 » AN FHE IR HANELYE OAth A\ 52 52 2R
HATENRY TEE= A1 o X4 » (EFFeITiLER sy » MmN A s &

E= AMEIBMREEER 19



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

TEEBUTEY G H S L > Davison (1983: 3) HEFEHHHE Y]
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%
RAFE= A MARRBALE  MREAAEE —HREAAEERR -
ARE B = A - TP BB AT o S T Rah
TR - HEER ) FIRE -

1a FIREER = NTEBEGm_EAHE AR - WER 5 LR 2 2 B 8 T
M1 ZPRERREARR) ~ BIREEIMTHY ~ B A AETI - 202
MRAEREEMEIA L 5 -

ERRBEBRINEEZZEE - FAE SHE BB = dl8]
fE/E Davison (1983:3) FfEy ASBfFEegEs (AIEIRERERR L)
~ EERHROHIRESE :E (ALOENHAEE) » sCE AR
REZEE (MPETERAERIECERE) & -

fri = L 0 ANdie N AHGRATE A - o R R S I i
Davison » fll{fiA—E RN E iR E AR BE &R - (HADRK 1
PR BNITENE © 25 = ARCRBOERRT » (EERERM - # TS
AT E LR ECERIBS A ZE ] - 118 S 2 B ORISR B30T 52 1@
5 HHBE R+ BRZ 53 35 2 » BRI 56 = A - G
e b~ HlEm EsCE RS L a8 E8 U T e i RS L - A
TR ZE R s IRAENT FCIERL TS S M P A AL B 3 L - %38 R 8 485 ] [t B
FzK

&

i

I

L
X

b=

L~ BGRB8

AERSHIERE /3 Anlks » &) THERTET ) (quasi-statistics) 1 THE
i » sEFEHERAE TR DIRE ATREZR B 7S B S AUERER - slERERIEAE (Noelle-

20 hEEBEBT - £+ 8 - 2007.12



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% E P (reference group theory ) 42 KR EITRE (normative
theory) » HIFE A& B H CE R ~ EfE - BEAT2FEE 2+
IR - WHE KRS b B REEMEAI (Kelly, 1952 3
Miller, Gross, & Holtz, 1991) °

BT E ARy TR A8 - th N FETTANE 1 2/ OHRIR > JE
RRCEEAIZERE | > nlgegr iR DE RS B A 28] » B AT
A8 1 B TEHINE S R Z MRS » M A\ EEZ R —A
FERTE) ) FEHR -

B4 Davison (1983) EAIHIRISE » PR EMIER R » &R
HUES  TOAHEFEA A+ RFEIREE HE R EE M - A
HAABMARENMERE TR E— (AN > P4 PUREEER
2% FRS R AT D RE - BN E ATReREE H R R ~ B > s
MR EERM (2F5EEE) 23k REEEALE (B—EEE)
5 b EEUR R — M RS E - G IERL AR & IR - B
H[EHE S S M KIS E 385 BRI H S AERUT S =Y
BEIA AP It E At o IREAREMD » HH It — 3 P HENT HH 2RI
BGR BLE = NFCREAHLEEFAE o & G th R Hd™ - 55 8E R
B = NIBURAEPE R ~ BiSR ~ IR B Ry 22 30 - 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 = NSCRFEH ? MEA QUL » J7 REatE— {8 7e 5y
PR o
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=~ REHCEN L3RR

Neuwirth & Frederick (2002) #2855 » 58 = \SURZEAIG S H IR
BELEH AR DL AR G 2208 T B Rt Z e TR A A
s BE L DIRSIESG] - P LLE RV HE(L fth A REER R
B [EIREEE = N BRI RN A » (HAH SO » 225t AR R
R C R ORISR > RIS = ASCRIER B AT A -

FPGIVZE 1 (bandwagon effect) 285 A& RS2 8RS 238
RITERE T (heuristic cue) » T A1 738 R 26 B MG - BEH Oy
%~ BB BT MEBAIH Y2 B EER (Chaiken, 1987 5 823 1E
» 1996) 5 SEAHATREELRRRITE.C - TE R 2 K953 B — 7 » Bl
Pl TR& K S38U 1 (underdog effect) (Ceci & Kain, 1982 5 Peng, 1997
) o [RIfRIM » JRE RTREZRE T VR EREATIY » (B B IR T
SemdRC BRI 2 T#5E%E ) (humble-the-winner effect) ; B¢ H
HH N AORE HRERANEIPE R RS2 @8l > mEANRE LB
ZF B TEAFME | (snob effect) (Peng, 1997) °

A R R B O LT GRS Hh AL B (7R 2 G » 145 om0 soRii%
IKIVE - SRR RS O 2 GRRIEEE » A RGBT E ~ 78K
FE K BRI » B T 7 ORI 2 3t N Bk a2 R » b O R BE R
FERR o BT B I i S & B —flHR » 411 Davison 25558 173
B EHhA A (HRVEE A H R RTMERAUS T8y > 1218
AR EE = ACR s A3 » 415R Davison H CHEEB{HEM L EIEE
SR » RIS B CLRRR RN S 2] {th 3 ELAth 28 BAEEAT EIRE » WA wIRE
ERT 2% 158 B 205 R T 4R A 7 B —— S S8 W & S R DA [T P S Al T8l » SR
PR R R B R AR & ANR]

FESOHE (20000) % TEIBEA RSB A EIUME - B—FERE
B ORI B IR S RN S H OB
MBS s B =B BH T EHEH OB N BN ERE 5
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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
MERAEN RO — R A BB IR B C A & 2 FIARR
B 2 THNRUE ) S0 H IS BHE L HA AL
SR o ik —RARISE = RArh - SRS HARE Z R RN 228E » I 556 — A
BERFIEE = NBER -

e L AR ANFERAEE H CHIZES) (CR) fiHh A8
71 (RE) WEERRGR - WAL LIC S KRB B GR - ISR
B NBOR > BBk = NBCRAAHRR PR b B 7 - FEE IS 2 Ry E
FISEHF ©

DU ~ SHUR B B T

2 = AR » BV IR B T 2 — (% DA B - B A E
e FH BN B » 323 WA Rk I N A B CRURZ B | - il
NHZEOR s AR RE N SR 1IE T B 220 - Rl s2a & et P e
Mt AR B - B RIS EROK -

I — P EwEEYS B AT E BTG 56— HPREAE - ARl
WY R AT 2 - JE5 e AR fREEAR U UE ? — Ml gee [ 23 & 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
A EL B RE R BT AVUE - (£ JTEES b - @) R &
U s DL H.  ANREAS R A R AR HERAGE T DORE T RUHL & ek %
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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
AR > TRAEIT TR REE — DERTEEE A PN A I P L 2 5 S G ABORHY T
TN E S

i m L 2 VERYIE ~ & 0 B T BURARAD TIER AT 1 HIA
B FE NIRRT )R 2 = B RS ART - LLURCETAE AR B AN ] E 2
HibE (BEEAREEC) MmN - TZHEARS -

ERRATES — ASURWTIEER R > Fal R ZIny Tt A SER s il T
PRSI CBUR ) 2725 > TR SRR TR < SRTM » Gunther &
Storey (2003) Hil5a » [ 38E 2 BRI EUR U (influence of presumed
influence) A R EBERIUTEINVE) ] « IMETHICHEH - AFRIER B
AR s s iRt A\ 2 HEEANR S = R ITE g iR
F o HE MR BB rT sEEr it \CERGZE » whd R SR I R e RS
fie (Gunther, 1998) °

ARERBMTENG IR 3R » & T ERIAZ BN S s ~ BRI AR
FBINIEE ~ HH OB R = ANRCRGEAIZEE 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 > I G RILE 5 WA 3R R [RI AR - i e A A A tho AT
AR s FE T AR E MRS B TR 2 SR e A AR s 4 T 2
e B3 AR ZEE R R R FEITE) 2 LB RE = A
R FIEHE R IR L TR ERAET T B AR -
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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 -
R o = NS BT TR 5.2 — IR -

Perloff (2002: 499) #LFF5E = AR & EEITRHIERIE A
BAL - 220 1 AN BT RSy rh o AR 2 T RER ] KB SOE ~ 2FBE DK (2003
) R TEHGE] M TEHGARE] RIfE S S REEL > S5 8 i
BHHE - NEREARTE  THREH ) BEEEH » HadStd
ER A - PERATE & ERBEERBE NS > BHEAES = SR
REAN > MBS RFIREI R A 5 AHARY - TEHHSRE ) BB RS - W
voks HC ARSI PTUHES T B RN E IR E LA & 458 = \OER
> ALEEBIA ERER G E EAE  ILE 2 » HERRIEARRER - f
& DERRISR AT AR R » 3E SRR ~ 8RN 22 0 B A T TE
AJREANR] 5 AN e FHER AR PR B HENT BIRRAI R » B AR R 22 B (T 212
TEATEY - TR B AREHPRIE ARG TRUZCR (conditional effects)

B > OB T S - HHAS 4R R 2 SR B E SR - A MTATRERE
5 CEsz B US s 8 (B S AHE 5 g @ait - B ARG £
SRR /T HVRERE BRI © 9% » AMRIRER:S B £ R AES - 1
FiRf G228 - (BB /T A 5 LT > #lRs 1 nl e et
il \EEHRE R R RSB (BT 325 % A Al BEaBR{Eas = am bR H 8
PEE - AL > R E e E SRR BN FET TEIR - 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

—ERAE IR K T AN ] » 52 BE 52 P8 R g T R [ L DR S A [R]
o R RH 2 IR IR IR A AR B v W RRK - A0 R AR A R ORI oy s B ALY

= AMEAIBMREEER 25



)

R AE - HIBITE A g 3R A S AR B A T i 5 (B 5
IRAIR B & R BUR I B e » I RO R R ] e & @ AR I Y
B SR A Pl < 58 W & A AN R - — ELEUE S s e 2 AR (
macro-level) » & AIREGAER TR BCERAIEIES » A1t & AR
F o MR EEERE s RS AR g 2 (EHEE (micro-level)
» Zah & G AR S 2 E T IR © Pan & McLeod (1991)
HEE - EEEREE ML — - TR BUE XAERS (cross-level
linkage ) #; #hM ~ R Ankg » SR R M BAYAIRE ~ IREREN AT -
AR » EAAEW ke B A RTRE RS BERRAIE » STAHEH R ae (40
TRFk) BLRERS (ANfed™) T B iy s = ASURIN S » LHE R 2
B ~ R Ll s B T ) A R R o

/

[ i

{h ~ WEFETERNERTEELEE]

“AZEAC B NS E R R IRH B CE R T R R E
FTE » i 5 Davison #RH =+ N 72 MRS BERIRARAS - 80 222
PRI ZE ARG E TR - sl 1 ERE eHIRE RS - thinesg 7
amAERAR ST - FRE R = ANCRAIRSE /5% » EABRRIEERE SR 5 0
AV R AIRR RN = T e SRR A S R 48 [ 0 S LUET Bk
J&% o (Efy BERSURIG » Jodl e E R i BV A G - R R KR
R R BT R NS - BB 2 R RS L B« PRI > BRI = A
BORWRSE - T T 7735 B R 20— 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) ; /REN5Z3/ ¥ FTRETE[RI 55 R8I » RIS —
REIER R R/ IMERZ% (Price & Tewksbury, 1996) » KLU REH
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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
P (4) BCEB - AR —REITE o USRS fEAEm -
» RIFP RN AR s TEAT RS g | - HIIEEER > B3 H B R
BN EE > B IRGIT R AHRRRE E Z Rl » 323 F et ) i3 B
SCHF PRI R I

BEAt - BfESRA 5% RS B R 73 E B I U » Price & Tewksbury
(1996) ANZEBOREHFBEGRFHIL 7O EH - g - 3k TH
IKEE 1 BRI RS ERY » —AH el St A S8 Sl » R 2R E AT
B2 ET E CRYRSEIRY > f R B B H 3SR L s TR EVBOE H asAn
RN » BB ECZE THKE ) BB - R » B—HHSe ki
KA H RS ERZEE o HIE LB SR -

B 1 B AT RERE AR Y ST HEKUE » TR A W SeERIUE RUESAY 15 75 » thit
e HH B T B CRg 8 > s —RH e S R A\ 28 DIRER 2
SRS A Z T B ES:  BLIL - Price & Tewksbury (1996) LI 7K
Z - TEE AR R ) i T v iR % ) =g - 1%
PURROREZEZ LB B - il RIS RS R A Anl T B B R 54 -

David etal. (2004) ;@M EEREAT » ZEATA SZHIE RN RD AR
M EC f1 A (BRI MR ) ) 28 ST
SEPT AR S = AR B OE TS P AR R R — NSRS HEE - (R (Y
FAEER > ZWESB=AM BRI AR RS TEHEC
~ TR ) B TR A ) Ry —IE > DIORE S HEGE - A5 SRR
A VSRR SR = N RIREEES T E A AT REAE AR — A
BORAMAR 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
3T > A R AR~ G B E ORI - AR
e SRS [ SERT R E A RS - (ER LB, -

18 MRS I 2 S BRI R] © S flfi) bt B O 2 R8s - 15e5d
BUERTRE AL - BANAM &I B SRS 2IAH R RAVET S £
[z - F e B b AN 2 R B % - BaBNnI &2 B O 2 28k » I 5
ZEEHb A BTG THE - e rTRE 5825 VY TSI sl S5 F 15 e - (5
e » B — Ry EER i e AR R 22 B - TR = A SCR AR R 22 BRIk 2R
ZEER s R Kl AL 5k I o SRR A= - ZE RS =
NI RRFN B — NBERRA

TN 75 B B R A B » R P M B RS 2 2 = A SR BGR
W BEREEZHER - PIMITEEE /4 L > Dupagne, Salwen, &
Paul (1999) ’FFEIENERE 73 R UAH LIRSS K20 = (1) BREITR —fib
ANZE-HORE: ) RETR-HOCEE-MATE: 3) AR
B-HOWE-REHTR 49 BOPE-MAPE-IRHFITRE - R
ZEEBALUNA = (5) B ARE-REITTHR -BHCHE : (6) HCWE
—BRAHNT RS — AR o 25 FLAH AN —RHA LR » son]EE—20tale TR
# 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
AHAYLEH » ATl IR A Z R T A E R TelN5 e T
R SCRIRBIE A - Bl THEEHCRIRE) B T EethA

@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 R LR R

TR 56 = NSO SRR T Bl g T A 52 BRI » 3l (o FH 26 Je iR 77
a0 g M E R ~ TEARIZE ) > DIk T ARTE R
B HE | BRI T A o TS RN SR A 1 S R A T Bl S R (e
I o SRR T RIS B OBz 200 B T A28 0 T
HECHFE ) [HARBEATR - T ottt ) P p i R R (R
WA IEH SCRES A % (FE 08 » 2000a @ 119) ©

Eveland et al. (1999) F1McLeod et al. (1997) 2RISR 2IHE
F% I > 720 T BZ BRI A K o IR A e i T a i
B AT T ik o R RIRRE TEHMt AFIE CRVR2 B R ) K T A
FIET B RS BEREA ) 38 A A8 > BRI 75 A2 X B il B 0 s
At —2 - TEMbAFIE B CHYREEER | BRI SUR - B
PR T ARDE B C B2 M8/ A8 2 B0 N AER -

(HERE o BRRRTRENASZ R A S S A N 2 1E
PEHIRESR T8 BTEULT » FifS IRy THESEEAIZEE ) SHKEIERY
SO o PR AN B A R AT A 22 B AR T ARSI 2 K N » 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 — B E H ORIy ~ Bt AP BR Ty (W B T))
PN FI—{EER BN H OB R Ry ~ AR — A W

E= AR 29



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 BN - BT H R ERRANE - DU H CEHb A 8RR
FIEAR ) —— e LA LR S 3G - B a8 = SR BRI
R EHURUE - UELR A

=~ Hh BB

Tyler & Cork (1984) [l Mutz (1989) Frigify MIEHI G2
SEABEREOR A0 B A B B e Y 8 TS e s BRI AT RE
REEZ HER - R BRI S B B E 108 < JERRnIRH] » /2R LAt T
SO BRI 72 SR T R o A DR A T B S IR » ) 72 1 ORI A Tl i i
EIERZET]  AREA RSB SN S5 8 E AR — A > TR E
AHESTHITRRE o A > Davison B B8 E SCE R T - — A%
Tl SCE RIS R  MERAL 1Rk 5 2340 » BUn e B &%
aESET HEERE BABMAH C g el  (HR AR Rex%
Fl 8 -

SRIMEIFBAERY RS » 25 = AGSCRAVFHBRIF T2 » 32317 3 T2 K
B B — i ROE > TR - ARSI RS G B (B B [ R i V% 22 - 181
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
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AR EARRR T BT ARET IR » SEEAIRE A (E - 5K
B BEEER > aTReg ARy M@ K TEHREE ) Kol
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
BEGER) THREE ) - REFEREEN TE=AG8CR 1 5 T =A%
FREREN L IR B - RS = AR (BRAT) AITENE 2 8T
RS 2 B RIARE] > TERCE EEE T BRI 2 -

NE L s » E A AL BERARE TN S > KT 2 m T
=N HERR > I TR = AR Rk a] LAE B2 H IR T8
HIERE » MATEE® 55 = NBCRIZEH ] » ML R AGRFEH IR T A
; 41 Salwen & Driscoll (1997) ~ ##3f# (2000b) 5523 » 39 HGR L
M — AR 1 B TR = AR ARAU 158 = ACRERH L - 1T
PRI TEI AR EE o

B 5 Z > BT SRRSO A R SR T B Y R SR AR I - a3
—WE Tt & K f TEARE AL B & REEF A

e PR - EMREAEF T 0 TS 8 A ELJRVAEHOMONRESE — R L
B -

A A ERTEREAL - 25 = ABUR B TR BRI IR L 2R
—LERHRABHER ~ JTIEAIIE A RS - sk SO - S = ABUR
EFF AT Ii FET AR AP MR A S IR R ES0RBEESUERTY
KA > FHE BRI REE < #2751 McLeod, Kosick & Pan (1991) i
FH ) % el IE@E‘%‘%X&%E’JE@ s FF AT LSS = AR R A B 3
% 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
i o FHERRVERRT - B8« —(HEAHIREE S AR ? 15
FUSIERE @R A ATEFE S FTREE AR 8 2 2 A8 LLTE IR
W EIENAIERET R ? b BN R AR - B2 Rz
SRREEE A 7 R 75 IR 5 B Fg e i A [ T A 2 A JE 25 LA KT 2 AR
TE(EEDIRHEE N 2 1% - (ERIREE A siRE X R S & A Ehs 8 M
T4 TSR 2

Best > 1 7 ST 2 B A T8 |- - 35 S RE S U R i TR
RTAERIREIRE - DL TIP@E KRB ISR E R 1 RS AET B » 2R
PSR A RS I 522 (GO I B ORI R B A\ B
aE o HIREEE A R S e i IRR B ~ SR G HEAEE TEC
R 2 T SRR T IR B E R BT B e ]
R A\ f5 M A R R R EAS B Tl (BE=A )1 rUfERe e
? AR HHEAE BIRIEE N\ 2 S U AR 8 IR - fEE a0 1%
R SERR RS IE B & (F BB > thal DOIAGAE TS e IH
1 (ARG EERS ) S I o

— ~ sk ELfS e Pk (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
PlRn R B ER A (R BE A AR RN R 2R ER B B8 TR N 2 1% 36 % 1Y
BRI A B B ORI A 2 B A 22 B BRI T4
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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
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HIRRTEA 2

H 1978 4 Davison (5 —HERE S U =14 » BRERTEEL
fi KB R E RIS AR TR - LU TR ]
BERK - ARt NRERA » 80 TR AR RS Ghaks
(ORISR R S R 52 B B AR JREHERER - Lot - IES = AR
WIMHBHI FEaaT > 2 P RAAE R ERIIFER AL - (BEERF L8 - RIS
NEA S IREEEL » B & G B MRS R AIRE RN - i
i/ N = ANBOR ZFR A 22 R » BRET R (R 5 2 W R B S P A % -
sl IV SOINEIESEFPSES )72 Jal

=~ BB ] 2R (cumulative vs. non-cumulative)

RIS AU EE R RIFTREBATZ L - (HER 1 IE B U5 1
Mz hb > ATyl ERET < FUS i R BRI 3 EE 2 RS TR B 0% 2 3R
JSR R AR AE 2 2 AR LT ) 7 8 A BA AT B ? A%
HIFA S8 70 6 38 RS2 kBT WRAREE 22 2 HFRIIBH (%2 KR VERH (R Bk
BERBERI / R 2 i LS R SRR 1 R B 2 A 2 K
IR AR MEAA S > DL SE R R 26 = AR 2 2 A5 IR I AR R 22
HE 2 PSR S T B ) 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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TR L F NI B B 0 A I HEAY 2 38 W AR 2 R Eh RGN 2 B
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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 SRS AE » SN R A RO 2 (A » 5% — B ] A R
B SRS R T B A RTE B 1L MR M DU E 55 CRUE RS
TR AR IRIR I SE#E D2 LR 75 2K » 3T S SRR N AT
38 (IE 2R PRI B A AR FOBAR - AT E PRSI - BEE AT ~ — B
Tl B F RS A (B 2 AN rT B8 1R 28 = NSCRAERE
KR ATHAT TR P B B A T8

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

KERHIEE = NBCRE R LA BE R 2 B JHTER 554z
AR NSRS AE A ~ AR 2N S [FRE > th{ErEl
EI AR FBAIZERR - FEEE AT EER 1 EEH (confounding variable
) o SRS A]RERAYE » BB B 2 BRVBEESCR - 2 P FUB I
A BAZEIRTREESCR. (McLeod etal., 1991)

T EHFEERRR 58 = AR PREEAI 20 > RS a2
AL LR 2 BV A nlRERE S I TR R 2 3 )& 2 b
TR HLA PR 38 558 G 35 I R sl 1 80R 2 J@ R R e T Bl s
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 FWAEEEHTEIN R » R4 ARt 2 BN ERY R ?
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A7 » TR AR FCIE S FII ] B SR e 2 R F 2 o T A - A HAE
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HENZREEAEN » E A BB LRI & LRIIRFRAIE » LUk
BN BRI -

H~ B{LELER{L (qualitative vs. quantitative)

— RS SCRAIZE » AN Z BB E LRI Al > SR 3 = A%
RANEEEREAL T » BS mAR IR E (LIT5E -

55 = NIBURM 5235 e 5 30 5 75 22 B 20 1Y B B S » LASE 23R BATE A
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A8 T B — [ v 1T 22 T MG =K » mTRE S — TH RSB VB A
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I S7 57 SRR AR AR - R E AL e 5 B > /S BB L2 1 )
8 e R BB R IR 2 — o SRR BT ST IR il LR 33K - St —
IR IREE A 722 ST R R R » thFFRES4E HIZE A ~ REREBL T 5 I B
T 5 ({0 AE 221 e i it et e T e e SIS » 2B AN B —
{IEEERE » F5 L AT DUTE SRS P B3 R i Bl - SRR B TE) 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
HERETE  HTEWICR B FERSUR A I 52 [R] o FlaTA S — Rt He 21 €
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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 1E BB A R AP 1 22 - TEREREBGR T TH > 5
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BREB A G EITEER LW SE 8 A K TR RTEER
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GARERAIET TR TE) > JRED > FIEBORIEIT » AR FREF H L
F > hFFE UL T & KRR —HEYRR T o (EFREHZ
ARSI E A\ RTRER 52 BRI A B 1 T8 > XA AT RERRA T RS
MERSZ A s FLT730 > BERE R I TR 26 BRI 228 . M PR AR
1% FURS = ARCRAEER 7 B i i & A ORI RG » 'ERiE AT REd &
Bkk o 5 2 » BB LEEREE BINEREREHE = ABUR
et LR EHEE » MAEREZ D HEIN AN S R4S = N BUER ~ B R
FATENE A2 K o K > SEEEEAAE » e AN IR K FEA T
By ? BN —

e A B R TERICR 8] » B AR B 56 = NSURZH &
HSRAER R AT > LB AR E A SEAR AN BT » B HE S I e 4t
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(1) B AR E R E s TEEaar - FEAL L (O

s 4 0 2003 £ 143) o

(2] AFEZ (undesirable) HYEE/TAAREE T2T) ~ CIBME IS

(3]
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= N HRLERR IR R BB AT BRI » 591 > (e HE
s ek TEEAMGRE TEAEH () 22 Hilf (5
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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
) > FHEEEEAMSGREER MBIl aH
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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.
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