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ME—RRME A ZA ] Jebhd Br@igst wjke]

B Eel el v X =
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e of

AN Aotz HEAd vehd whed
F AT 25 Aol A A wlAe AahE A 2H
glo] 29 =e}el—x 2 ¥ (prime-probe) W& &
gte]  fotrmAtetge. HYEAEL A T2 v
B 2" =y (prime) Fell AA e whel T vt
of Zgdl dal AFAekg stgdcl. R o] Bl
Ae =Zeldst =2ds FEMN $E dAdder gy
Hel g€ 797t "=l gA 4g duy =2y
o He&ssl #eld e 2dFn qeh seods =
2820l 25 714 29 A (Stimulus Onset Asynchrony)
£ 300msecg=h. ¥ =l e 60~70% el 43
Fok AA =g

E AL g FrbA ol shc

da . Bk 25 AL, HEE: 43 A4q
i3% 2y Aol BEEE Y EAEAE B
o RAelrh |

del 1. F=F9 A5, oshated wizta 2% of
A3 %ﬂiﬂ% 2 Aolvh, A¥ Az oo [ L X
A =Hgiet, wlelq o gtah Dlz}zs}«l gro ok akg 259
60~70% FalFEal A EgkalFell s A HEs)

AdA JEERESE ol #ay dgdos A9
2 dal [+ 7128 9e 6, g old g

AdA 477 Rastelvln Q2L

I. M

rhy

odw AbghE ApdlelA ZE2E - e Aelx g
Av A AER] gewE Aol dm, Wb ow Abg
& olF dlalsAl R Asta whEEtd A sk A o)
gleh.

HY Al A HI‘%P—I ERA Ay e 3
g]8) dhe} ekdhg wl Lo}, olym HZY el o}x %

o kol wel Axle o sh(repression) o &

Fole] A

=

9l 28 (sensitization) &2 FH =Y = ul, o] 5L U
48 od449 FL JehlE Aoz lsAs gt
(Gordon, 1957). Altrocchi, Parsons % Dickoff
(1960), Bells} Byrne(1978), Byrne, Barry % Nelson
(1963), Byrne(1964), Chabot(1973), 2] Ullman
(1958) 52 old Wold ddae] Z2HAE wEs

A A MMPLz e o of—wl 735 3 5 (Repression
Senstization Scale; ¢]% R—S #xsz} okgh)E 5
stgleh. ole of4te] WiV AE F2 ALsE 4lg
£ ok (Repressor) 2, wlgtste] we] AAAE Fa
4%%}%: Age n &ZF(Sensitizor)i AR R RS

& A5t “17JiPa, gl e gl oghe )

ﬁP‘«HE-v TA4=e gl

RS xol gt e} oFo] ¢34, -cr"/‘ R—
SHEE FA44 wlAAE EAstn, P44
T FFE A AT, ¥H gy g4
A4EE Xel g Bolm, d8 AAAA LY EL 4
B oFol AASm Yok 2 Yol x AatalAl g zzby
ARg 8 ohge o FolEel o FHA, &4
A7) o]% 4k-§-(Galvanic Skin Response)st 4lA %
59 el db-g-(Scarpetti, 1973). x|, St
(Markowitz, 1969). A=, &4ty (dream recall)$} R
EM<$w el 8 o7 (Foulkus, Pivik, Arhens &
Swanson, 1966). v, #%7|(attraction) s} 244 7k
A (Altrocchi, 1961). oh4lsll, FA A9 &K (attri-
bution)ell 33+ o -F(Altrocchi, Shrauger and Mc-
Leod, 1964). o13l#, FAd gt kg3 e
A B (Physiological arouser)?] zr4=(Scarpetti, 1974).
M Hub-8o] =gt o 7(Galbraith and Lieb-
erman, 1972; Byrne and Sheffield, 1965; Byrne,
Fisher and Lamberth, 1972). o8|, W=td A4 s}
] 4 (Byrne, Steinberg Schwartz, 1968; Schwa-
rez, Krupp & Byrne, 1971) 59 o Fo|t},

ol#l oJ¥] Hoko] AT EL FEsld Bellst Byrne
(1978) & vt &3l el AEL Velz g, “-of gkt

A,



= ¥ssta, nizate oo, (2%9X g Al
E QAR A A% ATl g S8 Fadwy
T4 AZ—H5]9 Y54 FA8%E AREo] Yo
o, old 48 FF9 $§EL R—SH = 4A &l
Held < glvk(p.470).”

19474 Bruner$} Postmane] ¥ zb5e] A4 Ao 9
al, F& AT FA4AN et Yol e s 4
29| A maddae “A2g A (New Look)"z}
<= o] &&te]l who| #ated 3 cl(Byrne, 1964; Erdelyi,
1974). o] “M2-g AM e A% 2T = Fe] WA
229 SRel A AgFA Fied, dE, A, A,
£7 % AU FA who] Foll ga) Ausm 245
Ak stz gk 53 AN FL& B A
g A A4=Ee ddA A F(selective strategies) s
B AT8ol AAA we]l—x74 A (perceptual
defense-perceptual vigilance)ehs A E&lo] o) &
e F o}

a2 o] “HEE A AT 8] WHEA 2
Elx o] B4 FAAstetE wlagte] A s Aababw
A 2 47 $& F49 € ¥4 cH(Eriksen, 1960;
Erdelyi, 1974). 3]y} 2| Dixon(1981)5 Erdelyi(19
)7k A s o] A o3l Huly Y]
T ATl AYHo] e} o] “fn g HE"E 2 o
B4 ez e AFA Axdsn gl

ABAE o] 2L qzle] AR FEE Nz B
T A & GAARE T o Yol A
94 (attention)] AAA2 A&tz ¢k Keeles}t
Neil(1978), =8 i Glass, Holyoak 3 Santa(1979)
= T4 ARAMEY Qe AHA Aoz 2y
3, 7B Ak (cost)rt A = oz FuE
At ¥4 EAAYes A¥stz g = 3
88 dgg gt ol Adstn Ak $4, Sy
daztxe RE Jn ZEE 23 (modulate)sti
°F# (attenuate) A] v}, E4, ZE I (code)dl] B
A Z (access) & 345t 4F Adg A, 3%
+ FEAA. A, o] B4 FHL dAE Fnd
Hal A42% BR FE(set) g Fozd AdHq &
4L S + Uk A, o FrE Ay
4+ de o3& JEE AL

F v 32313 9 9§ o] (bottleneck) 24 2}
A &AM (set), A4 9 % (conscious intent)
T8 YEa BAl Fol 9% Y2 ofs & (top-
down)$l Az}, 2|8 =39 o FHF F A3 o)
-84 (signal to noise ratio), =] <(duration), &4
3 FYFAs BslFen dESHE oluizid $m

(bottom-up)$] =3, o] F 742 g4 o AP
B ARNE o] Ed AL Fd g4 FE WL
24 A9 FAARE Bl £ ALY FAYG AT
8 AAA4 e Hadg A5z gt}l. Broadbent(19
77,1982), Neisser(1967), 183 Posners} Snyder
(1975)& A<le v A58 A4 2L Wl
dtd JRAe 8 2\ chAld] G Fske Ao 3
o1& Al stgl et

o]¢} 4tsle] Dixon(1981)& A EAE HFF F9
A L Ad4A 44 R 5¢ AAE 2324 5
Al (central control) gl Moz A9gsln ¢iw,
Dixon =54 A4l Aele] &7 WA
7t o]l A9adge 0% AA g9 HuE A&
8 Wy -2¢ Fitd LdFz gle}. Dixon HoE
Shevrin(1973)& 42 2§54, Zajonc(1980),
Kunst-Wilson(1980) 5+ Wilson(1979) ¥& 43%
(preference), =Bz 3 Q4 FAd AT werd 4
% (mere exposure experiment)& 53] Blum(1979)&
ol 8§ AYH u] 59 (selective inattention) &
A& &9, Silverman(1973,1976,1978)& M THY A
Al 954 243} (subliminal psychodynamic activat-
lon)g Ba “A2e A" Astll A FHhzc] A%
A4 Aol WA F WE, 74A, 4 3 F4
G4 ol Edl g8l Fe5n, o)Fd gsHAx =
A 8] Z7lo] AR Eol A=l FHAsw ¢
ot

a2elwl dobat miae) W] ok4HEL o9gAl, o
FAAE B ASE A A4 B A F
£+ e AASEE 7?7 F o2 AddE SolAY
%3Au $71 7 Dixong o] F FuAz e Lolz v}
3 el 49tz deh. 4 A4 gl BFY AE
of delvtz, wg HAAH AT vAAH AF
g AN44 gl geivie, vhAlntes ola By
¢} A3 BERM (recognition threshold), ¥ BRH 3
& (prerecognition guesses)o| v} 2§ Fo] ol
9 3-& 4.

ola] Folo AfAe] MY el okl we)
Al 9 (selective attention)$} A=A w F3)
(selective inattention) & vElhdtl, R—S & 5 4kol] 1}
et QLA F X ZA vl -4 AA WAL o]
A Fo0 A9y w32 493 4 Ytz 4
75 e,

Blum(1979)-& tRxtFoll ) &) &8 Aelsl
dEle A, F AGH g A uFY S
ARsta vk F 2AFol b3 A=A HAAE

— 8 4 —



o2 Al Fe} okl oAl E AMel FH=d =}
T A o] A E TR Fl 2 AEE ¥
oA dFeowA gong Mg ALY Aolgln
Al4rgtaz gok, 2 AFe] 29 A4 (Blacky Pict-
ure Test)®] 2@ 2 2¢e] Al welF vy
ALAA a2¥e] ol Ml wlxe o g4 goln
stet. A8 A A"eg A48 AY I3 [9 A
Folle FATL Ad B debdod, FgaeidA
= AdFoz vlekebs, AAlY 1/351%8 @ =)
AAMa A5zt veldel Blume 4@ 3 19 A
+, Hhged & Aele AYAE AdsigdE u
Freud(1955) 2} {541 (1969, p.120)e4 R i3}50]
slave]l g3, F ofotad 34 3 A gelS]AE
T2 AEstE sl@AiEule] Add Ao sy
thoo] SEAEL PP e2E R-SHEA gz}
3 9% Aol etz & 4 9l s, Blum#] A
ol de st welg “A2g F” o Bl 4
e AA Hqlel &% Aol —X 2 AA Q4
22 A9% ¢ dA g&7 3550,

£ AAAE 4, A3 FA44e] A nAee
Z7 Al diE T JerstE Gotraal st}
Aol e1Fg %ol Broadbent, Neisser, -12]3 Posner
st Soyder¥¢l AYPAA HFEAE o EEL ol
el HYE Fx g9lev), Blum, Dixon,
Zajonc T ol & AX3le] 24T FAAHe] &y =
43R AL T F 4e¢ F4n Yot EA
2, S¥=te] whelokt H8] ootsk mlzkale] uwhelok
Aell el X123 whel —x)7hd 7 A (perceptual defe-
nse-perceptual vigilance) & 4be] el A & HF&
Eotmgkel. E3 Blum(1979)) AY a4 Asbst
v ekstA] Aol o] det—nlse HA wWeewm
A% F+ dEst s AL Cernazl sty

£ AY A 2= of 5w} (lexical decision).o
24, ¥ =Ziqle] wlo] =2ud ofF  rki gte)
ot d3E FErE B9 =g Huxe A4ge
7t e delugteh. Dixon(1981)3 Fowler, Wol
ford, Slade @ Tassinary(1981)% =}=o] o] gF =7
H Rudrckes A nudde] FuAee] 2rnh
AE & g gt T4t dvh o] A mme
+ =ebql—2 2 B (prime-probe) W, R A4 (bi-
Fishlers} Goodman

Shevrin,

nocular rivalry) o] ¢t} =
(1978), Schvaneveldt, Becker(1976),
Neely(1977), Kim(1978), Marcel (1980),
Wolford, Slade 3 Tassinary(1981), =% = Carr
(1982)& whe] =2 H olxlst o]} SJH oz wHaig

Meyer %

Fowler,

o F2 oY =Zede AARE A, gyez 3
Fol gt ol F& 29 =ehdg AAYE Auv
z289 o9t 9 g8 g Age] gelAe n
2tz gl vk,

A e P g EdE L AL gt
Fe AdE T F ok 94 AT 249 Fo,
A bRt A BTl gt 2sle qhel ek
Aol o8 Eok wholell g oAHwet A ko] wqa
o] xR RE Y 2AANA DAY 2g Aold. =
zebd o Eehdel 93 o143 &x &3 (semantic
facilitaion effect)7} vhelvix] @A L 22 o] g
A %2 F3)(negative semantic facilitation effect)
b 2g Aolet. & A AdE EokaTo) gt
A2 whel bl g Bak wrelo] wgh w4 7ro]
e whe] 2A R Ay delzAdA L Aol

ol A& FYPA AFY ALg4 uu o F
A & g Aol & =elqld EgAd g
A4 FHanrt Y 2 Aen oL Ay
AV Zg Aeluk,

ek #=1F 27 (pleasure stimuli condition)$] 7
o q4kated wigkAl 2R AA el zmuel gt
g Azde] wlgw welzAuct ddcte] x4
e Aeleh, & AAT 208 Qi oz X Fu
Az Aol A Role ¥4 AFxAs Bely 7
Ax o ohabel mgkAbsl BE 21T ol F7] AFo)
da Qubdql St e 9h8g veltm A
b, oohals) kAl RRGAA zelys zan
Y el & o d 2aI Vepdely ofl ol
¥ ek o] e soFslnl ofef sl o).

dlel 1) EdA5 2R9 A9, ddadAL =g

Mol g AH A} A gke] vy wie] =
Zluet g whe] 2ANA AAY A U
Ehis, wdAdAAE zzre Bt o
el A zke] wagw o] 2AN P
ttel 2AAA FgA vebd RAole).

ddl 2) AT 249 9, o Fabe} migta 2R

dlAA =zre dg oJHwwr A zke] w
By o] 2ARC g whe] zANA
Al vebd Aol

g 9

bril-- b
Ad=e £ 32908, A=} 1695wzt 169
22 AL E 7 ¥4 249 oY EL Lo



AF 22 3 (pleasure)xF A9 F 24 F4
Aoz Wgsgct. A5 debA—gAT =24, o
GAp—sf 2l =24, WA—-FEAFT 2A, 2¥n
AR~ AF 278 4 @A 2A0 70 8394
AgAs e et

A AN gt geh. 4294 A 196344 A
715 R—S3 = (Bell and Byrne, 1978)F Al 834 9
8 10% 447 ulzb=lE ol 4Mm& R E g
L, £ AddE & sgx 230 1684 A4l
325 "ko] 3rhst FhEh gl

el AN A o] $ubE (split-half) o 2 R—SH 5
4 W4 5 (internal consistency) & 4oh A}
834 A& ¥gict.

A=z 8 =7

Blum(1950)8} A -F¢] ¥ A4} (Blacky Picture
Test)dll 4 4= 908 20§ AYstd, 2 2¥s)
AAH F¥L AARE FA oI} Tl 4Y EH
oAy 29€ e A3 EF o4 5 1848 2
Wol sy &, ol 47 4-&se NS Eat 2¥
3 948 3 (pleasure) 2@ & &7 HAPeldst. =
WEA4(1966)3 Blum(1950)& Fxstd 2y ¢
293 s a2 2 Eok o|okrl 8} 3 olokrlE b
E4

= 7 48 Eq, 2z 8 addA FEAHL F
AE Hete 2 2" Arkek sy, A oY Fa
thol (key word) & wHER = wteld ARE  ulFo
AA oA ¥t E wbELrh ol WAlsle =HE 974
g Hal ¥ 94 A 28 B A oY =
et (prime) o2, = 98 Fawke](key word)s} 9
AL gkl za2u e 4454

AR 154, F AS59 23gAS A, F &
A AL e 444 &7+ =27 (Takei 4-Cha-
nnel tachistoscope; model DP-4)E A}-g-8t =3-&
At old 2@ =l shE 3.9em XA
2 3emi A o] A 2}(visual angle) 7}22.5X AR
199t = mhois} wivle] AFY =VE JFE 2.5
cmX A2 7emBA AL JFR 1.6XAZ 580
29 =& A (mask)shrl $sked 241 As =2}
Fe oz 79 ¥ A (pattern mask) g 3, =
sHAl 2ol A 249 1834 189 27 7FR 22em XA
2 16cmgl vk,

I

HE WA

AYE 24 A2 Hdedl, AllgAdAE

28 =kl g AAGE §37) it 2y o]F &
of &I (FH 2 uE o 8)¥ Sevh A 2AdA
' AT A4 Foqdgich vhAzheaz A 3w
' £ A¥e24, 28 =g & Adstn drbgd)
wdojoh vinte]l =28 E AAT F oo W ¥
G¥ EE g 4 dAlE Talden 4Axud
&5t gk

1. A 1&kH

# g7 E gt AgAniel 94 2y =
o) (prime) 7o HA§ 60~70% (Blum, 1979) Bl
8 AAHE 24k a6 299 FeAFe] A
Felx X 2 A3 FA4uke] HE Polw, ®
293 Favtelst dadtd sedes oA @
2l 97 JHfe. A dAHer sy, F
% BAd de e =AY e HAS  ul ks
2 THe) Hx o 3% ¥2E 3l Az2E A
2 2% Z7e AA9E 34

¥ B £A4: 4 294 Faxke] (key word)
FolEd AYs UdE Aoz ddet. 2z
T8 AfedE 2 Addge]l FHARNE el AR
7Fg ol W Fell, ZE 249 AYPAEAA HEAY
2¥gE R 94 sk

AT FA4Y AzE 2y, $A A=Y “Ea”
A%} g 500msecESt el AHE RS e
Z agE A3 FEFE A oA = =F
¥ A 289 o F, & Fanel®: dEE 54
b ohgel 2o whE Bd, $4 A2 3 2d$
iy $AHer AMAste 2 FagelE ¢HFd
Z4 293 2 FagtdE dPAA s stgct o F
zZ 4=Fabr} 300~10msecd WH#H7}H A4 80msecrF=
dio] 4 EdA 28y o] ¢ $FEE 4t

9 &L ot mtr]  $(bottom-up) 2] =3
4 wEu}, SmsecHe] A&t 2~5msecd] A T
¢ £7A AAY-E A8 2de A
Frlet 2] 6 FAHe e AAdtgdet. A9 A
A 9L 60~70% B3l FFoir] s B, & 28 E 6
W AT F 1S &A 2 FEE AAGer 3
o, 9% 29 Az A A9 Fegch

2, H 2CHA

ol& AFo] FA4E Yelste BARA F A4
20 ABHE NYAE, F AH ARAEE
ot zAs ) 2Rl FAden gwatd 4 23
o AgEE B F& 9 2Us B FE Aok



Vel Gt vitel

5 prime ) probe
i e T L e B T R
* -— *
tupal e BO~T07504 % Al
SOA 1500 msec »-
500 msec 300msee
a8 1. 8 Alge] "R
£ AAstgel. =28 AT 243 EgAE 249 3k 18319 g 24 AWez YHeh. wro] 4

S1gA4 BRelol 2 2@chel s oe) Fankel
% A4

3. H 3CHA

ol 2 Adez & sPRdA FA 2AA W
2t oY 2y & =elglow, A4 a¥wiel 0y 94
g Faxlels 9] vgtel B ZRHE A FY o]
thelob wleke]ol] s o PAhE SLEF shgdvh. A4
2 AL 2 A=Y “Ee"sle AEe) A 300
msec E9k AHxFFe] AAHm A5 60~70%9 Al
A gl %A 3 2¥ zelddo] AlAHg. =z}
I 228 25 4 B4 (Stimuli Onset Asyn”
chrony, o]% SOAz} ¢F8H)E 300msec® 3}ed o] 300
msecel| 4] 2@ =ehel el A A 2] 7H& Wl Foke) Abwat
=& AA stz vpA o R ke Fo vigle] Z2uE
AA st el F oAt E AFEE g

ol wtoiql 7 folle A=}t ghell Fal HE F 2 &
%9 A, Hll‘:l—fﬂ% A e %S e FEEE
3hed (E3polal Afoll = w2 F2A ) dk
LA 2t o HEE S skg )

7t YA 4538 A5 Ay 23 R Ay, =
T+ U73E skl ol=) 4539 o4 A& 93
9 zehl—z2y A Ys) 36359 ZRuube Ko
gutk, Zeld—=2n APL =elgln =wug gy
oo Wl Zelg]—xz2n 3y 245 =g oaa
WA zAdes UHdeh od Ba Zﬂol‘v&. 2hel g
298 Fantelrt =rre Rals Hfolm v l-»,lrﬁ
&7l zehalql 2”8 Fantels} W L=
ko7t Al AR 7 fofrt,

+ AL A 723518 2 1834 489
vrglom Eabebel oF 1E3F FAA 7R ‘;)"”‘ﬁL]' <
AL 3639 mhel Algs) 363919 1&
¥ glel. E 3639 wlol AL 183

re

.

L-",
PN
R
>

B e A vigd 2AANY, = sge] gL
25 3FEE AR FAdeg stgut. o)a A
e kel A4 o Hmedel AR AzE A A
2l sl ot

+ Al AAE H9 29 14 A s

HE dA

A" 2 X2(FY FAK) x2(=ebd 4
=229 Hu4)e split-plot AAE A4stgd L,
IR A€ Adstne 2F sldaA7 welol g},
A71NA YA dele dakate} A=Y B zae)
T, AAG A 2T 2R AT 249 5
ZAelH, #HA W %ﬁidﬁr Rz 5
Z710 2 o] FolHrt,

m. # ot
Ad A3 c»hiqsxD o] WbgAI . o F88 A
o Aelstgel $4 2 244 FF LA L B 1
E 1. HI U847t (519 msec)
sg=r A4 =4
(A) (B (c)
F A dFE 2 o F
n==8
*al 577 548 29 10, 16%*
o af=}
=) 546 538 8 .83
+44)
2ok 533 555 22 6.10*
w1 zh=}
=) 571 547 24 7. 20%*
(k=)

o] & ¥ P 05550z = P<.01 fFo]t}



C
-
2} o]
555(22)
548(29)
547(24}
538(8)

T}

o] °J‘7‘]-

. VNN N NN N N NN NN N
th2] ! msec
- . 3k ul 3k el
HE e A7t

B 2 HHBA|7iSl HEF A

SOURCE SS df MS F
1. Between Sub. 115207 31
2. 9@ 24(A) 7 1 7 001
3. AA4H 24(C) 129 1 129 . 003
4. AC 4918 1 4918 1. 250
5, Sub. W.G. 110154 28 3934
6. W. Sub. 16580 32 518
7. A=A £24(B) 1473 1 1473 4.644*
8. AB 1199 1 1199 3.781
9. BC 657 1 657 2.071
10. ABC 4373 1 4373 13. 790%*
11, Bx Sub.W.G. 8878 28 317
E 3 2882 By £y
SOURCE ss df MS F
1. Between Sub. 26.734 31
2. 9@z 24 (A) .39 1 .39 . 449
3. AA4 £4(B) 1.89 1 1.89 2.175
4, AC 142 1 .142 .163
5. Sub. W.G. 24,312 28 .869
6. W. Sub. 32.5 32 734
7. #84 2A(B) .39 1 .39 .531
8. AB .017 1 .017 .023
9, BC 1.267 1 1.267 1.726
10. ABC 1.263 1 1.263 1.721
11. Bx Sub.W.G. 20. 563 28 734




o A A skg ek

BT 5 dze X3 & Aol Y 20+,

ol F W% F4F Aol E 20|tk HE 264 Helx
o] el 2Ao] pl.05 +Fl4 g7 Ugeon,
E WA X JAY X FHAY 49 AEArge)
p<. 01 FF A 97 dsicl @A WA FA4
of di# FRA W] g FESE M Fse
X 1o AAskgieh. A ok 2R AS, o gAdA
Axe AR 2ANAY {EE A7de] vdhAzAAA B
% A5 eH (p<.01), E A AAE A 246
A8 dFgA ko] v 2 A 2ed ek (p<<. 05).
og FREAL AL, dutdAdE Ry 244
o A gy 2AANAY A Aelel] FH
o7t ggler, BigAdAAE i\ =AY g
SAZke] wigte 2Ad4 2ok A (p<01), ]

E 4 3 HAlgel Hak &y
SOURCE ss df MS F
1. ¥4 24 9 1 9 .2
(A)
2. 444 23 20 1 20 L4
(B)
3. AB 47 1 47 1.04
W. cell 1264 28 45
278 A%, Ao AAE dlddsd 2gAg At
vom, WzxtdAAE Gkl Azst gk
2 F-go Wi ¥ 36 AAsgEs A4
obF-ul 29 gle Ak Holx gkl whelal wkgs

78 A dqA Vel Ao &
ed-Accuracy Trade-off)ell £]gF Holeln & 4:‘ 31 +
‘9‘ € F 4ok JAFAEY AF AAGE E 46] W
% 248 en, ArANAE o Ful 2¢gle 21'017}'
2elxl et B Al e dxpFo dede o
gttt mlzbAke] A e zlelst Qede ARy
=0 X 42 2Ad o] shde]l AAH gt ek,

E—384 28 (Spe

E5 BT 2R

E=(A) FA4(B)

FHA4(C)

Fq = v ghad
£t .8 1
o of=}
] .6 .8
Eqk 1.4 1
=l 7k}
e 4 1.3

E 6. ¥a x= HAIA
AA4(B) B E = (A)

o g = B =
Eat 21.5 20.1
= 20.6 24.1

E, A 2R HE 9 F¢L % 56, men
A5 AAGL ® 6ol AAsgc,

ks

V.= 9

£ AYdAE A3 A 4ol, R—S 3 x e v
Bt o] el Wt 25 e XFastE me:
7ot A& detugivh A9 A, E 164 xo]
Rol ol 1€ ASgdeh. 2, AL Ba
Aol o) A4 NFA5h dojuim ofe] g o
B4 AQEIIL Jelren, mzzle AN Eak 2}
Fol Ao A%A Tk Aoz ole] Gaf Ay
FA &S veigeln s, og e Blum(1979)
ol Mg g 60~70% Belg zANA =5
8 B Aol Aol G e Fqiriq &3l = Blum
S Ad G4, A7t oaia Vo o] R—S g%
Aell A el o qfatel w) zhx)e) Az er 49y
T U9A 47 e AR Ao deb &, 2E
HE A7 o Eol A4 A2 747 a2 e} ofar
HE =2 st e] x| ed= A A H ke shae

v elel [£ A= gope, =, AT 2
A4 o bl dledas gy AR g} shAlo) A o
T4 30595 Holx ggron, A o odats
U2 984 AdE3E v,

Fishler %(1978)-& =z}%3 -4 3} (automatic activa_
on)7} Abeba] 3 5914 7] A) (attentional mechanlsm)
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The Relationship between defense mode manif-
ested in R-S scale and the effect of emotio-
nality of stimulus to perception.

Myung-Sun Lee

Abstrast

In this experiment, the relationship between
defense mode manifested in R-S scale and the
effect of emotionality of stimulus to perception
was explored by the prime-probe method of
the theory of information processing. Subjects
were to make lexical decision to word or



nonword probe, which followed the related or
the nonrelated picture prime, SOA of prime~
probe was 300 msec and picture prime was del-
ayed in range of 60~70% identification (Blum,
1979).
It is resumed by 2 hypotheses,
[) To anxious stimulus, repressors will show
associative delay effect and sensitizers will
show associative facilitation effect,

I) To neutral stimulus, repressors and sensi

tizers will show associative facilitation ef-
ect,

Hypothesis | was accepted. Therefore, it
can be said that the defense mode of repression
and sensitization operate selectively to anxious
stimulus in range of 60~70% identification.
Selective attention and selective inattention
was proposed as describing these phenomena.

But hypothesis | was rejected. The implic-
ation of this result need more investigation,





