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A5 o] S4e iAol gt teky Yol BAREINA A el EAY ERETL] G KA SEdl] ATk
e Aes ueldn, 54 FFaRlele 2ellgE Foud AA 459 Bude vl wol sk ez veht
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Felv Aol e AlES 43a8E shdA
Aobziet. fele ohE ARMER thbHA 2 AR
o AAEAE A2 e, 2Fe] w7l vt
Fololx], 259 o=& FolAAE A4ty HHE
got. $ei7t ok AgEe] AR e ol A
A 8 =g ARt Askshe AAE AH A7
(social perception)o|ztn dtct, Ald]H 2] zel P}
AFEL Sl TR S #5E ojsiEln
olledsherlol ¢ F8.8 ZHelot. of Folell4 ofF-of
A ATEL FE AAA] AL AR ARl
e AEE A Ak Hwtdhe A 9 dlghFel
8 e AT ld givh, 2 AREEe] ok A
Holl 3l ofgAl A z3le, Azshe Aol Folalslel
weh a5l idk #F % wkgol Febxly] wEel A}

#eol ohE ARHEel Ml A Wie Avie
AE F83c},

ALEH X|Ztol UM B2 AW ‘
e o AN A 2 AlRde] ofd {3
o AFRIRIA] & o Alghe] oW dt EAEE 23 9l
AE A 2T AR AR AldE
o] thE ARG 2AR| A8 F2 AR e
Agelet. 3] dAvold 2ed ARubE Yooz
AHhgelAl A2F BAbetetn & A$ 28] 34
W 5 65%7t 5AAEE 2 Y. AE
€ ohE AR A% Aol dRA oz Hd3t
B 3] wifel vlmy <" SAoz sk
BEAE Za Ao AAATAER 4AE AT

-32_



SAMNEE ol AReled 2L Alghsel %)
29 Sl Aol AAe) Ut HHY 7ol Ay
Tolglet. ofd Algte] 244l P5-¢ d= e o
Ato]l ¥AAQ 714¢ A3 U7 wEolale Aol
o ERE iolalzel YUeIHE o] B4 Adel AuE
ol FT 9Urh. Asch(1946)+ AlgHsel chopgt Exlo)
shtel odatd Aoz olgA $YY 4 Avste 4
Awsken] 29 duoldE E45 AEu qlae
SAE A3 sk, =4 Heider (1958) 7} Alokgt
Asheietel s AbhEel Qb 7)ol S4E e
AR Al o YA Akt tegldl 29 o2
A ML TR Agkel HAHB A Yol Salo)

2% TS s Tud AR g4osy AL
A9l #l® 2% (fundamental attributional error)
T BE AR 35 UslezA HAEHL
FAEE Aol glow Agle] &aE Bl s}
gt (Jones, 1979). ol2g 7hge] = onle 4
A EB%"I "L%i ofsf A seiAl) shegke g 4}
& e HHH 71 7el AAalsee A
%HW%L——OI AL Yeke 2 sfslget. Al
A efe v Yy ek Folngd o

i
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o
o
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255 Heteln s, AA HE wge Fo
e 7hA7] Boke o34 (representative-
ness) 2 -2 whAdol 7zl 222 ek Algs
o A% dEel dolvle Aeldt(Kahneman &
Tversky, 1973). Cantors} Mischel (1979)8] of=+
o ez B olE Alakg maksbr] gall, 259
e FRE 2] el ALRsls Aol AHUA
Heba shgict,

Aol A3 ATEANME B2l Fg 0] el
v ek, AzAE ohE Al #%5-2 slolsiela
s Qg AT EAE slHn g Ae Ea
% Wel AHE3t}(Hoffman, Mischel & Mazze,
1981). Ql4bolat “chEAlalol thgt 1zhate] = sty
dAH FAe2 AHelsleimy 4 9k (Hamilton,
Katz, & Leirer, 1980). #22 dF=}5e x|zx}
oAl -8 AFAHRE Fel zeigr Ao wikels
dlell Lg&s]e] Qe AXAAHL 45w & g
ATE 7] Azl 24 A7tale] 2Rk o

AY F4oz ¥ e 4L F4sHE Aol A7

[ERA- S}
2 e

A7E BALE e A FAS YAsk] sl =
Hdgol Y 88 FRE 24881 $51q o
Holeke Heloh, &, Azalzl M Sl sk AL
% 453l v} 253 AR Eol 2Assjoln
AL ZARJDE NG At FAY 24E v}
e AAH F22 rde] FAkslo)AthE Folch. B
Hlgoll Y xzkzbe) o] Aol 727} e AHE
92 oleidt lxH FAR] Aolth(Lingle, Geva,
Ostrom, Leippee} Baumgarder, 1979) . z2eg o
7ol oiEAql AwZel Fhir} Hastiesl Kumar
(1979)  Foll 98 As Heg  Andersons
Human Associative Memory (HAM) ol-Zol] 23l
WAE sMdA]) odde & (network structure‘ﬁl
FAoll B Aolch, o] o] Boll 4l eirduke Yeju
AAA F2& sl (node) Nd =} AgA 18 (links
2 TAHY Aoz b, Tz A 9ol gl 22
AE ol &t 2ol AlRtel Bolga e Exe z3
‘3}5’— UE THE FAs] qn, Fzel Suia £
= g *PEL-“’- RARBAY 25 g RSzt
ol T8 A%E e SAMdoRA wAe w4}
et} —1"07} ek o T JuE 25k A
oleh, Fzo] #ol ol Hx/3lm gl 7
& AFHY ARESY ol Eolt}
e AME gE7IEE0ln. oleld Ao Beoe
7184l He Aol oyl WEANE Exwzg
TRE A ofa{gl EAWFE Algte) oy 7)1
P Aoz sasle deg 8ddE AHolo)
2R HEE 5HZ Hagste o] Aumoz &
HH Aol 718l 2aele AL oujgi)
thE Aol WHE AMUEo] Fodoll 4 ojgAl =
sl o} A = 7}oll thél Hastie ¥ (1979)9] Ao ut
ATEo el AAHU, 2mg Exe A2z}
Al Al G od=ria) AN Ee YaAl ga) A
22 23] 98 715dch. weld Hastie £ o
ollMe £4E AatEe $4< el sow 7
%‘-{1’%. 22 olgh o2 AR Yo, 23S Edg
P?i“é%(event category) 2.4 ZHpdle Zolrh. 4}
Feol AR oeislx] YR e HE4 g Ao 4
l fro e sdolt), Al H e g shs Aldks
<+ AgolM A3 clokil (multitudes) #Z7|4¢Ee

o

rlo
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g 2 gpech thil AW AgelAE of w1l
o) HE7|EFE T "ok, a8 Ageld &
e PAE BAsFE ¢S v T Fe
At o]AE Edo] FA s 58 AR} AL
gl Agel e AP AE ouldhe AL of
ok, 28l AlglellAe SR #eixel da AE
317 gre #5% s4dstn FHded =3 £
o] Bao] AR BAlE] Mok HES oulE
shotalr] i8] sk 7f-olot.

Aabgo] £ ol ARSIE Axiel ohsl o
g pAEE A derhE A L) A dT
Lol AAEYYEALE gho] AMREle ot olH
FEo| vlEgdge nAEdS Ak A
gl QAW Fzetn 7EEgch. 28 A
Zo W8 A7 fs EAMEE wel A

EAg AHgsl] nghde AgHdes o
T4 2|29 o= Katze} Braly(19331¢] % &
Zolch, 158 8479 EHE LA Al Fi
d7he] qlEAche] Hhid 54¢ ehie 538
A5le g slo AbghEo] 7+ olFAnkell whal zia ok
IANIS S, 1Fo] ARY Ye A
2 Fedd EARY Axll b "AFH9 (most
typical) thdvhal E4-& deEp s AelAdt
Katz 5-& #|gat5e] EFaril A8l Aoz 4
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B3 E4Zo] itk APAE e (agreement) I
& p@des welrl, Gardner §{1972)& ¥
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e 2ol 2off 23 AT

AEe FHUE i Tl AFUA =™
BH9lBo] £%3n e HAH EHold EAe
7)zdled QS #Agch olF 2 FHd| WY FE
o} Zhehe EAol} Edo| A PR Ul
7128k o] 2oiR|t} (Asch, 1946). & AkgEel #H
o tHat 28 EHo] riali Qe Hyol 723l
QAR FAT oS 2 oAl EA FEE e
ZriA Ao g o]Foix rh, meht ARHELE FE
¢ Ba AR ikl NxsR gn FAe| 7RI
e AreE 2 Aoz FHEE rx Yo
(Bruner, Tagiuri, 1954). ¥ 4% =ho] 7|23}
o] Ao tlg F2EF 7% goke Holrt. dF &
o} 2|7} ojw ajzle] Atrhe AE @A Hopd #
ge Z7bHoz o ARje] EXAAAY FAHA A
olglx 8¢ o, AEE Mle] IR e o
2]7hx] EA4E7e] Aol UeiA o EHE sHR|a

Sle AEe o od BAE AMn U Aelshe
z K

Ealole] AlE &3 Hale) WHEAd A& (implicit
personality theory) 2.2+ dgsloigich Wi Aol
2o FouHe g sxn e HozA e thE
Alate] 73 Qlekx mE Al S4lol ZHH
A e A2 AE(set)F EgsHe MEEQ
2B 72E ojo]dch(Zebrowitz, 1990). 4ZHef
3} ol=lgr 233kl = 4o xAlel] AjE AAW A=
4] (self-schema)olg} &hoi, Alzhg Alegjdeo= A<k
&&= Apat$-3) (person type)ol2} dtm, A4
Ag) il g A A (stereotype) o2k
gheh. l”le] ofulgh i Abelt Aol sl WHE Ao
B¢ 7T e A el Ante] 2a Sl of

O E ) o . ERE O X
W g 59 o 9 FAdes o8 54sE 3

7HEL AlRRES) Al 2 e TH
4ol qlx W F2E AHuy) A Be ATFE 3o
e, HE QAo &L AlgHEo] ok Aol g X
2 Helshed d8g n1x7] Wil Aol 2 gle
WE 4 Aol Rol o g T2 o]FoiH UeAE A
BE 7o) Zg3ich Cantor®t Mischel (197709 <
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Toll A HYAgolA BHe d2)7ix] EYEE AAH
T o AUHAE AR AR $4e
27k JuF 2ile] ZIRlT gl FHol dig Wd
Aol gl B ANE o A HAsigc),
HHAdA &7 FER EYF Aol HEH A4S &
otdz] ## clokit wEE AR gob, ooy
€ 5o izt BAEDY Aol 712 2ql¥4 v}
Holeh, 214 WHe 79 YAELITAEC]
Aol oW EAEE 22 Ydor 2% 4%
8 71&Ae] 8471 FellAE Awns] s AH8-3)
gict. Cattell(1946)2 <U7ke] dAHo| oA #4ls]
€7 Rk A4A% FASL e Ho] Foloje] 4H)
2 qdvht @ B3l lerte Amdmal sich,
2€ HYagolA A7zl ERER A8 Fn 7
530 A ¥4 F4E0e) AE Sl 29084
+ A, 284 A4 Cattell 167+212] 4
A9 7124 24 F AY¢ w2t Norman
(1963) Al M= (Frh-doh, AFel}-ojg)4
cHE AHdhed AzEl BRAE) 28 e 5y
A& Yot Bdeh. YATZE AHEE AFEA
FEH AEF AHshe A& Kelly(1955) 9 48
4 Aolrt. Kellye 43¢ #1434y ddsie
ol AR lAE FzEd QA FAA
(personal constructs)-# -Fslded] aelg) el
TANe] ] BAYE A2 dokm s 2%
29l¥4 A izl vl SR YL B
Astet. =7kxle] 2.9le 9134y (extraversion),
3 9| 4 (agreeableness), 4F Al 4] (conscientious-
ness), A colA4) (emotional stability), =&
(culture) Foldlc}. oleith Aol o 4 Fo)
8 F3ol HZE aqle] &Y oA shie £3
£+ 23 Ue A& Axw Ak ohf e &3
= 23 e AR Azycke A4 ovigi),
olz{dt AUFAHue BAETY Alutel 7)Adld
+4€ ¥ ol¥Y 4R 971 FAHE Jx
I sk A, Agolal AFE Alele] A<
(symmetrical) &w¢ Jelle wd B33 4
8] H|thAHql (asymmetrical) #H¢ st g
th= Heojoh (Warr, Knapper, 1968). <& So] A
BollEalse] A9 cizbde] Yol Y A Yol L

€ AR YA olv A7} Zrbs Bx 27t
7 deg Bl FrlE Azt FoHicke A ouig
. a2y FA3EY A @ AQle Aeke ojn &
¥ %2 Ut A$ Bale ok ¢ HAg a8 2
¥ glovt Bele 544 41 & A Age &2
+ FEH WAE gt B, 4RaYe 2g0N
ol Azt el < (zerojo] atks]r) wigol abE
2% FdHFrHA] (group average value)§ )38
F2 erh. ARAIFY 727} sle A 7wl
H AHele] Habgsolct, o) zhzte] KA iy
Hs) Aol AksHFH oA Ael7} UerlE Y
Bl T Aotk B4t odolwd A4 o
ok, Aste] odel a2 %7 HsiAde JHQlele) §A
o g FEo] ate]zt o} Yt o}f W] P
747ke] Bl sidA siQlnich ohE o] o]fo]R
okt 7t BAE Aol o] atfcke A4 o=@
o, BARE 7% 7 Bl i 28 sixjol 9l
A kEA] ARLAHE 7HYE Wae gl olsd wA
& 2obshe e EHETY A Aeed 4w
& AR3b7] Mohe BB 2239 A (profile
distance) & ARg-3le Ao},

= oleig 2UF4HA oz oy Aol &
e FAo] Tl e & 4 Aot 4AX AlgHEol
S Algell Al ofuidt Bdel BwAE ARsR=A o]
HHAE 44 glck. F o idle] ongt YAS
AELT P 2 YEeA dEde Y4 fich, o}
A WA A o) Bl e BAEDS AAA F2E go}
27 A8 by A =34 (multidimensional analy-
sisye|vt FA#4 (cluster analysis)§ Wo] AHg3
ot

A=A (MDS) & 4249 opxid Fz&
Anred AP Wioss BHE Aze e
iAol Zaste] BHES BAE Tt e}
Wi Poltt. o $49] 7|gAc] EXe BYED
o }AE FHEez el Fobe Aol EYETL
8 AolA4E 7|22 Axo YA4E 2HEe] W uhE
A A B39 =229 2 Ads) Ase @
29 2HAE F JeblE® 24} (stress)§ T
b A HEHE T "ok golxGol 7)Ao
Hzo Y4 AR ol2HH =&Y FrlolAe
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AelE Alabeln dele) 2 vl kgt
&7t 37 ARE ol ATl £5H FiAY A
2l oh4] A4bsiA "ok, o] Al =48 AHst &
Aol AgYul7tz HEge, exe] 2rle 249
Ajrt 2aje] Aol oxAFx A H23=riol we}
AA s o]A £ Rojct, MDSE 4 49% & &
29 & 2-52H 7R o (22 eol] we} o]
7 qieh) dubde g Ao 4% EFoldd 2ate] ghe
Haget. ey aade #r) keA F2E gl
€l Ao Folet H¥ 4 glrk. MDSolA F7lell
thah g2 aqiBdel4 FalAl aglell gl AYS
o7p dF=le] Fdol ofsl olfolxRo] dvxte A
HAgtelct.

FALAL AT £ BEAFo| oqiriAl Algkst
o aalog ZAsle] BAlslejx Q& olF FAE
€+ WF gl 3 wWrdle EREL JHEE AR v
FEF i ok HEFo ¢ EHEL HH AR
gd2rE sk PRAAE bseldle  wAleld
(Everitt, 1980). weld =AR 7prhe] E3Eo] o
w3k 744 4] (configuration relationship) & %
I ERE A e 8T LAYl

bt A e 39 AR FAE 3] A8 2
23 7E8H Ase zte EFEe] Aoz o
i fAER R deble fA e gl
(matrix)ojtt. EAE] FARE & AlQle] ZHrte]
EAEE Aol Ha et she AL du|dict. o
T S FAse d¥AHd e i
(card sorting method)e|c}, o] wlel.e u)¥2}Eof A
S4Y LA Ayl o=l A= AAH FooApAle]
43 e ol g Aghg a2 Abghe] Ztx gl
oz Azl EHEE ME R dhaol 2 e
gyt B ARl ¥ubd SHEE A2 AH
22 FAR Aoz Fgd. By AA gl
g odotiy) fg Ao piubd e AHAE 4H4
of dleielx] Adxog AYH HaE FH FHYio
of Frie ofed-gol AU BHE 49 AYAE ez
3} 7] ofgiche whdo] Qlet. whebs wiokAe] whgez
EAE] AL S deh. 2 ekl %
He Aol 23 28 EHEE 4oE A4 o
FHate spolg 4o 2 AAH E48 A{x 2Ale] 4

Zshe ol Algbe] Zol Zim leAlE ks =
Aolct.

AHE A7) % T U & AgH uky
o FtedFdAlst FERE 53 SAFENAE £
) FAE Be e FAse Aelch. a7
v FohA] wiele] A alelA He FrAMelE 8T
healol sl ofFe] ok, F=EFaAY S
AYAe Aol i v ARE A o 2
Aol el 2okl WAL A = b ER3E
Aol 7]del] TAB] Anhe 344 HooH AA
HFo el HAol vy Hxol v FIFE Aol
Mg ARhE wbddt AU 4+ Atk oj2iF =oe W
HAA B it} g Fle] Aok, AlRHEe]
ohE ARl wis 3R AHEHC] dAlz 4
Sex ohim @A AR whgel Yx AAE
(artifacts) ol Aol A8 g2 =atol 9ol $toh. Al
Fo] od ol Aol s Zw gv EHEY
AAH F27F AA BEe] T2E i A7) Fe
7olch, A4l uled»}d (accurate refletion hypoth-
esis)-& ATzl g AgHEe A AA AlA-d
A gFolut ERE Fidlel it WAolA Eokn
ZFAgc) (Passini and Norman, 1966 ; Block et
al, 1979). v o didE . 23e
Shweder (1975, 1977)¢+ D'Andrade (1965, 1974)7}
F28 AAA o34l (systematic  distortion
hypothesis) ojr}. o] 7Hdel| w2 532 axlel
algoflnt EAEE Ao FHAE AR 22
Fzrb EAslz] rEdlE %o ojulH (semantic)
FZE Boffiche Rolch, 3 AWAE EUFE 4
ol Ad AYA WALTH: 9FE Aole] BAE
A48tz 98l i E A (representativeness)oji} F-ARA]
w2 (similarity heuristic)¢ AMg&c}. Ao =
g Aol Hd 719e dxy 3, d5Eol My
o2 <dis]e] 9l7] whgol AMAH] HIE Az
Ak, whebd KAl HfFt 2E-E Folo] Folit ¢
7}ch(what goes with what) ol ti§l 7}Ae] ‘F-oio]
2913 7k (what is like what)'sl] ti @ 71 e of
zFod A}, wepd 7idel| AR SAHAL AA
HyEo TUAE vty Hope EAENY AEA
32 ofuld fApAdE dbed gk g,
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2 dtollMe SA2EA9) EALEDNANE Eal
EA4E FA4 AE7) oug Ao} YexlE Amy
22} &},

dF 3

5343

Ed¥ggre 5l HLAP3EF (adjective check-
list) & AM&sled HH A o) B4 4Bl AFEolY 7}
A 7ledes dfsle EAe dA05E0 ojmg
HEAHE 28417 A7} she Aoint, ko o
T 2Ale] 7] &9 ATEM ALY YEAE 4w
B3 A4S Aol Hgstctn 4aEE YR A
gate] ATk 49w =y PLAESFo)
ow g P EALE ZEA)T el whel 37} g
23-57] gl FEAL Aol A1FL FsHol g},
e AHE o gejEo g dr) H8) ARl
Ho 2w AbdE HAeled AlahEe] AAEZ S Jehi
o Aztsle PEALE Feha AREle ube] gl
AR Al ofd] tiAg BAE 2E HEAE S
A 71Ed 3] o] ARuRRo)A AlgulE s} wre
Ao vehd FEAHE AAsted A gahs wo] gl
o ARREe] dAtH o M2 A4 agskes] 9ol
7bg F2% AHel Abole TFHoR 259 oo
2 2335i5o] A} (Goldberg, 1982) . waka Algs
ol ¥z AHgehE olojoll I Exa L)
£ Adde Rol Fasid, £ AFelME AletEo]
e AR BARE AMgshe H8Ab) FolglrlE
Golr] sl Agu3Ebi e Adslech. o]H o
TAANE B8] AlRESo| ohE AlRRE maAREAY o)
ol 7 Ao R Algahe 2e gHos o
okd wa} dgdr}

A4S AR AR Tl M4 Yoiga
A4 Aeld Mg F3she FAE 4599 (¢ 213
W, o1 246%) % AYRE AHEEgiT). olF ey
SollAl ul £xF A Fo ) g, AAlEo] R
ARE AN A3 HEAE 5AY JA sl
oh. AEAE FARe R ol HYPAEFE 3313
A dibdoz ARME mAEE ARde HEALS
A s, 128%olAlE SAHATE BAgw AR

she H3AHE AA sk olw) S e o4
At &4 (F8) Feko)irt,

oA dubHo 2 AR BA ALghe ¥4
T HEges veble] ¥kt o Aske 100 A
Alsie] giet.

E D AREBOIM HES Y8BA IT

£ 3 dx F A uw=E B oa  we
Hod¢ 136 ¥7h= 23 2% 13
of g 127 ARl 23 oA 13
g 127 & 23 Hg 13
e 115 stk 22 o 12
Wik 85 =AY 22 A=A 12
A% 66 Helg 20 P 11
2% 57 cH#=e] 19 AHEd) 11
oFEThE 47 dz|¢ 18 H2X488¢ 1
e i 40 AAHEl 18 ATRgE 11
AgasE 36 zrhe 17 okgt 11
el 34 A2y 17 okdg 11
ubEg 33 EE£g 16 Solg 11
Fmalis 29 2%y 16 ¥4 11
SFAHEE 28 W) 15 293 10
&A% 27 A% 15 Azelge 10
i ls 26 WFl= 15 gl 10
x| A5} 26 A3 15 g 10
ARE 25 PR 14 e 10
=1 25 o714l 14 A= 10
Heelg 25 AR 14 Fol& 10

oleld Afhgel A velid AnE dsjud ohen
Aok A, dRgEel ThE Alehg BAEE 4AE
e BBk FE8Abu ke Al H oA Y g A
T HeEldle H8418 gl AHEshe e ey
FEAHIEAA sha go] vehd He A ow
e FEAEelglen Hal wedold wle’
CRETHE BlA'a 2L P840} go] 48Rl e B
o oiEtEol ohE AlRhE 2AE o3 Aql He 2
Alche AE Jebdich, =4 oj2ig Ak Algse
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o Abghg ALY Mo e zay 23 e
4} (picture-like representation) o g A2lsjo]zl
AHgf-3 (person type)eg Alghg AAdee A
oju)gict, & 1 Algho] oW {¥e] ARRKIVFE b
o] AZgtde g vehd

24, o] AA}E o|IFUT4E i4ez g Rosen-
berg 5(1972)9 A77Ze} vlmsjrgd =3 cHehy
2 halez 8 ool Cintelligent” ‘friendly’
‘hard worker’ ‘helpful’ ‘honest’ $o} AFg8lE7} ¥
< A2 vebdalch, $EREAE e ¢ A
Toll e AR WL AT AR F
o] Wixv} ¥ Aoz el wF HEEe] 7}

<E 2> BEXHEclol cisf e KRJUT

A o] AHEde Aoz vehd LA Cintelli-
gent’alol] whs] FFoiatlEo] 71 Fol AHgshe §
SAke AgPelsict.

£ Ao 7|x2Aeg wHEr) f8 AHEAEE 12849
olAle EAATE BAR w AMgEle H441E VlE
A sl 3HAGE AT ol Aol A
o4 BA4e A} (target effect)s} 7| wigel] EH
Arke] Foleloll oja} FYPzrt AL BAE]
o2] vebd zlelr] wifoldc} (Zebrowitz, 1990).
olm] A1 HAHY e meywtal g4l (B8 H kol
o HPaEe] 25 A Eeln 25 FE A
= AHgHEel FRIMEC Y aEolr] Hgel F3

Folste w4 aolshe w4

Folsie 04 dolsie w4

5 4 ul 5 & A ¥l % 5 A LS 5 A W =
A 25 A9 Hal 51 N3 24 o] 7] 42l 41
ol s 4 o] e 19 FA=aql 30 A48 16 Al sk 25
el g 17 iz § 18 A3l 15 7ebeg 14
248} 15 A g 18 Hei g 14 271 F A1 A ol 10
A= 14 KU 1s 17 wE g 14 24 % 9
7HukE Q) 13 244 13 ol 8 4] 9l 14 A7 A=A 9
7kl 13 o|7}&ql 1 £4 3 10 a371-& 9
foivkle 12 22y 11 A3 10 F5Hq 9
Ae) & 11 Al 74 A #ql 10 A4 10 2| ALgE 9
73l 10 *) A 10 oz 9 aAgel4 8
AER 8 FEAele 8 A A%} 9 LR 8
LIRS 8 x5 8 T+ 7 ek 7
d4Aal 8 A4 7 L LIRAE 7 FAAT 7
b 7 27154 A<l 7 i 6 e alcia s 7
38 7 ols 4 olgle 6 o3 g 5 TR 6
24l 7o 2l 7 agol4l 5 =l el 5 AEUE 6
z53 6 A Al 4 oA 5 229 6
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On the Differences of the Perceived Relationship among Traits :
Trait inference Method vs Trait Sorting Method

Kwan-Jae Song and Hoon-Koo Lee

Department of Psychology, Yonsei University

The perceived relationships among traits measured by the two method, trait inference method and trait sorting
method were contrasted. 30 trait adjectives were used in this study, which were the most frequent trait in the
free-response descriptions when we asked students to describe target person. For 786 subjects(M : 420, F:
384). they were asked to judge each of the 435 pairs of 30 trait adjectives according to the trait co-occurrences.
For 32 subjects(M : 22, F:10), they were asked to sort trait adjectives into boxes, each box representing a
different person. The two similarity data were used as input for clustering analysis. Differences between the
two method measuring the similarity of traits was found in the resulting structures . The implications of these
findings were discussed. When subjects were asked to judge for traits co-occurrences in traits inference task,
their judgment was based on conceptual or semantic similarity. In trait sorting task, subject’s judgment was
reflected more the relationship actually observed in behavior.
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