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O. Piaget o Doise N

STAMESEHOPTORBREICOWVWTIE, Piaget
D#E % % Doise WEHHWTWVWSE, I TXHAMELE
HicoW TR T BHiIC, Piaget 3 FESDFFH -V
TEDEIILEZTVWLDONEABTHIZV, ¥F,
Piaget (1926) B2 FEbO¥MD [F/E] D ¥y
MEATHABI LT B,

Piaget (1926) IC k3L FEDOFERI2HEESH 5,
1oREHICEBFETH S, Chid TFEHE, BR
ZEAZBLUTER, SZOERERYIENTVS
(P.185) ] T, —BLTWHKWI EEERTFHET S
CETHD, PlAR THREETVWS] LEUEHEE-
TVHDEN, 208H THETHREV] LEVELEDS
CETHB, bI1OBEMcCXBFETHS, Thid
FEbHI REMCMET ZICLETIICOESLLLE
¥, BiIckE$En 5710 GRERKP.188) ] & 5 Wik
[MEOH VW EZHIET 50 (P188) ) DT, ¥
BICFEIEEZEIETHD, CORE R [HBILRE]
DI BEHDTH B, TDEX DT Piaget(1926) i
FELOFBEORENBAHERAS TVIZEVZ B,

Ti3, Piaget (1926) BED LI LTFLELDF
EREREINBZEELZTVWLDTH S DD, Plaget
(1926) 1ok B &, FIHEGRERIEMICIENTENTS
BIENOT, BICA A — VA HHEEEIEIEST
FEO W (b, aFNs) BEO@AEEZES LR
RAETH 5 & VI, Al EEOEE PO
ThbHd0, BECLZELEOEM] & [BE~D
FELEDORIL] OXIMHHA THED TEZ I ENTESL L
W, FLTIDIDICREEEMLTE I EHLE
ThHH, BHoBLA» SthHEOBAIcHLEE]MA 5L
XICKBUASHEBETEBREVWIDTH D, TOLIHIC
Piaget (1926) X F & bDOFEDORAMRDBRICHE VT
STAMI S REATEHL TWIcDTH S,

1) ZHBRERFREEFHAR G L3N (B

Piaget 3% D%, Piaget (1974) [FEOHE] i
BOTFEEKZ>TVEH, IITOFEIHETF
EHbOFBEORBEDOLDTH->T, Ll TBED
H2b] mo L TMFOBA] 2F -7 bOTRED -
1:DTH 5B, FIMD Piaget i3, Piaget (1923) [E&FE
LEZ |, Piaget (1930) MEFEHIHINT | &, xtAM
HYEH EBBMAZICET S 7 —< %> TV LL,
HID Piaget 3T H L F—< 2K ->TIHBDP 72D
TH 5o

L L, Piaget DR EZMA L7z Doise i3, LR L
7: Piaget ®, BEEH2{LTEZ LML ETHY, H
NEMEOBIICEIRRLE L CEEUIERTE 3,
EVWHEZAPEF—< & LTHYV, Piaget DEH %
REBXEI-DTH5, Doise & Mugny (1984) &, fth
HEMBEMFHT S LB OBALERS Y, REN
BEEAEVLET I EEARTENCRIF LTV S, M),
Doise B & 3RELHEZEL I TR ESHSLEFOHR
HMTbHFE LTV B (cf. Doise, 1986 ; Doise &
Moscovici, 1987), 7:# L, Doise D E K &,
Vygotsky (1962) THoN 3B k578, HRELMEDL S
D—HHBEORIC X PEBOREOBHBTEHL L,
Doise OB 3, Piaget (1947) % Piaget (1975) T
AondLHE, BAMSREBELOELEETOE
EFRBHOEREZ KO TV S, Doise (&, Piaget &8
T ELOEBORZEOEBETFBEOTAMICH S EHEAT
Wi ki, YAHEEROTToXAROFE (B
i, BRIIBE) ORRESE L EROREDCEREE
FELTVE, Lrbd, MAEEHT 2HENLENLSE
HAFTBIENHVZIABEVHIYERLOTHS, TOD
HEMHC W TR ANERED 5> OFHSAIRETH 0,
IR (1992) MR LTV 3,

L IAT, ¥READBHTIE, RESEBAHATRS
hAaMHOEBO ke LT, Hifio—AWu#ERLG
TR, WE - A AR oR, Bb, REI
BHEEERASLELERAVSR TV, RETIRIS L
fatimic & AT ICBRT A AN H B (Hatano &
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STAMESER & RBAE T 20FK (20 2)

Inagaki, 1991 ; /£, 1996 ; L 1 F —1th, 1996 ; FZFH -
FitE, 1997, ChS5DEZ A& Doise BRI B EE
Mofmttics i 2 HicH@BE»H 5, 1, L
ILBEEDNIE M 5 b Doise DEERICT 7o —F L TW
BN D 5, FHIFE - RE (1995 &, Doise Fi %
S LA SEFFRICE > THET 28> W TR
LTWw3,

ST, 0D Doise B LiFfcr —=, BB, WA
FHEMEH & REAE & OBIfRIc> W T, Doise HH
DHDLED THEE TIHA BEFNRENL SN T
W3, KBTRUTTE D LEEITHEDOSEARS 2
lEET 3,

1. ZITHROIEDRHEH

EHETREITHEDORFICET - T, HEROIHED
PHAELITO X HICHE Lz, 9, TAMELERIC
& BRENHRIC BT ZRIFONBTE KX 325
5T liclic, BB THHAKM THEFRNZER] (%
B ThH5B,

NS 3IODERERND, 9, ¥IWEMALE,
HEM T 2LEIORME, HlIZE, TOEDHP, £
&, BEOBRMSEET NI ODTH B, HEMEHET 2
LRIOERTH 3005, MAEHD TR X - EEOTE)
BEREENR VW, —F4, HEFEHAREKE 3, HEME
HOBTHI > TOAITHBLUORTOTE/  y — v 1
EDERDLTH D, COERI, kOVMLHFOR
BEZIHILOTNEEINB, HRWIESEHY
EMETERVIDICHA THELXI T 248 S 3
EEbNE, RFBICHHEE R, HEEHOBERICA SN
BEADORESI O¥ER I E, MEERICL 3HEADZELIC
BT 2b0ThHs, B bic, HEERHERBT L E
KE->TEDI S REHMOFELH SN, EVHE
fkotThd, OB, VISR EHEERRNE
HEOMBEORHEMOHLELEZF THET 5 T & HHEE
ENTHEW, b&y, WvEH GIHER) LT
VIS EHEEERNE S 2, RBEM (BN 3
WIGEREZHD & U CRHERA R W GEEETE)
EAUTAIENTED, 2L, HEOBMWIcL->Ti3
MAERNEREVREORBEKRE LTI T &b
T& 5, &7, HAEANEREERNICRETE L
A, SIRER TR L) &L, HEER
MEHE FHIZR GRIIZER) &9 3 hhE 0,

CORBORBMA T}, EBREMFELTREShZE
HEEBOMAEERO 7o 2 &2 XB4 5 EMTE
B, TOIY, N Tow 2 BEESIN S BHEEME
HOH RO A L LTREYITH B LEbLNE, 72

T, CONFORHAEH VT, STAMEIER L RBR
ELOHELFENLIREROHEIIBVT, FOLHIBE
HRESED EFoh-ohrtEkicE B (Table
1)

RIS, TOEICHBELLLET, StAHEIEH L2
REISDVTOHEEOHROERIRESN TV LE
Zbhd, EFAMEELZTHDL, £ TRXEH
&, ZEMWEERHNER, Y298, X252 X &2
EORHIERERARTHEL, X, Z, XZicdd 5
HADHDEHEENZFha, b, c&T3E, Y, X,
Z, XZ ORI,

Y = aX + bZ — O
Y = aX X bZ —®
Y=aX+bZ+cXZ —®

ERTIENTES, OB, PINRHEEHEERNEYK
DN L > THRMBEFT B EVSEFLTH B, DU,
YIS S BEEREROREIEHIC L » THESE
FTHLEVSEFNTH S, @ld, ¥IHISHEHEEERR
RO, BLUHERNG EHEERARNEROREIER
KX > THEPETEEVSIEFLTH B,
CHLEEFLVOFERGSEBROBFTTH 50, WTh
DEFNVERELICE LTS, ¥IHREFII>VTR, &
BOVIBIRGSSHREE LS5 EEZ SN 2 ERHE
DHLDOHBHREINS, FlZE, Azmitia (1988) OB
FREBBIREFIC OO T X EREMH XX €y v 2 v
DEBHEENTTVWEEAREEY, RICEFLOS
FHLIES, ITOLIICEFVERTIENTE S,
Y (FRoBEDOEL)
= aXi (BR-LH) x
a.X, (A - [EfeS « BfESD X
aX; (ZF XX —F s/ —ER) X
aXi (4t yvav HijF R+
MHEFERE Y v a v
cHRFRPM1 - HEFRLM2)
#£7., Ames & Murray (1982) OBI&E L, #HE
HICOVTOEBHE A THODTHEEHEEEZD
T, Utoksickdencss,
Y (FEkRokE
=aXi (FEHFE1 -¥F2) X
a: X, (KEHHE - AR - wERE x
aX, (4tyvav) X
aXe GBS HEMEH - = 7Y v 0
« pretense * nonpeer conflict « &)
F oz, HA996b) DIFZEIE, 2 SO HIMIS
CHEERNEREMA 6D TH B LLEE DD, L
TokHcKRSTENTES,
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Table1 Doise E#icBIFE T 3 X AHBEHOEITHAD

BEta o OYROPELS)

AT

O &M
*t AS&AF
HELAZOLXLVOE
C-I-NvsC—N—-Nvs N—-N—N
C—NCvs NC—NC
B RvslH

EF-—3% FEERA-FEBRTL
BLRVOHEFE =+ R/5— b « Fk#H
VIO L <L, HetEoFEL N
HE~OXES ER)
BoEik, ek

# &
fELEZEY, TR, &E - BREBERE
HEE

HEAMIEE S social marking

FLEIRRE vs BiFHE vs ARE
F oK
i ALE¥E vs XEALESE

BT € 7 L OERR
AR R 0D PRI Y
St ARTE#E vs AN SR

BHE0EE HEHK FLvsBE#vs DIV

FERI% 2 Afgsl %

HENBE (279 v 7)) vs HENHEEER

OWBEAERMNEE
aBAE S
EIERIG
RE DL
o B
N7 =2V AOE ML
BT
BT
BT
N
R 73 B it
fih D B~ DL
fil 3 #R PR AR
K R

Mugny & Doise 1978
K « 7K 1989
Russell et al 1990
Doise & Mugny 1979
¥R 1994a, #k 1994b
Kruger 1989
Azmitia 1988

FLEF 1991

Russell et al 1990
2% 1996

Doise & Mugny 1984 fth&¥k
Doise, Mugny & Perret 1976
Doise & Mugny 1984

Girotto 1987

Skon, Johnson & Johnson 1981

Doise, Mugny & Perret 1975
Vincenzo & Kelly 1987
Valiant, Glachan & Emler 1982
M 1994a

Doise & Mugny 1984 (Exp5)
Doise & Mugny 1984 (Exp4)
Emler & Valiant 1982

Doise & Mugny 1984
Bearison et al 1986

B 1995

B 1997

27k 1993

Weinstein & Bearison 1985
Botvin & Murray 1975

Ames & Murry 1982

Roy & Howe 1990

Miller & Brownell 1975
Kk 1993
%k K 1989

Doise & Mugny 1984 fh%& %
Doise, Mugny & Perret 1975
Tudge 1989

Kk - 7K 1988

LA - HAK - FijFg 1988

K -1996a

Botvin & Murray 1975
Botvin & Murray 1975

ALEF 1991

Mugny & Doise 1978

(GE) 1> OWENSEEOKERLER AR > TVBE I EMND B 2HICfEl—DHFEA 2 » U EICENT

WBIEND D,
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SEAMHENER & 2FE I 3R (£02)

Y (Fgop@Eozit)
= a,X, (LRXADORRE) X
aX, (HADER) X
bZ GHEEM €Y ¥ 3 VN TOBEOE )

DL >OREHAEROVIRRACHEEHN
EHEEEICH > TWB T &M 3, Tablel oW
Tid 1 2O RASEBOVIARAECHEERRNZER O
WKWHNSE XD ITH > TV 3B,

LIAHT, FMOKELRITERE LTHBIEINALR
&3, —HRANTORMB LUOBNICBLTHEY
fbshz kS cmblan L8056 5, FlAE, MESE
HT 2 AHTHZ, Thic>oW\WTid, dIHETII~T
U INEREST S92 A > TOEH, BOB
RTEHFEOHED - HIT3 AL >TWVW3E (Doise &
Mugny, 1984), %7z, 2 ATHEERAT 3B A ICEE
P27 52DRTAE->TVWB I EMH S (Doise &
Mugny, 1984), ¥t LbicEH s -t i
&, HEFEROFE, 25IclMHEERT2EFEEOH
FEPCHAEEHO LY EMNEFh TV 5alitErd 2
M, EEIINSHPHEEROMRICE > TEERER
LES>TOUEhbLABVOT, 5ERITELENS
5L8bh 3,

2. RITHRODAORAEL ICET 5t

(1) MEIRH

Iz, Tablel 5 I E TOWETOPARMIcH
WTHEXTHIZV, UIIRMER, EDX5EEEE-
EABHEERT 200 E VS EAOELLE, Fok
SEHEER - tEASHAEDLE SN THEERT 3
DPEVIRTOBEEICHTTEZL B ENTE BN,
PIFTid, £9, CovnwFholbAicb@HALY 3L
R E1T 9,

VIR OI ABIED S & LT, WROWET IS
DURNBESVSHAEDLEOER KON E VS H
BHHOPICEINTE L, LA LBELBEE,E LS AR
BMEOLANNVTORTGEETH 2, HEXRD
Doise DWIFETIX, HABHAFE LD LS ICBHBL T
WBDp, i, BAXODEELO»IES TRODH,
WA H B0 VDM, V- HHFOTIHL N LD
EEPHOhICENTI B, 9 LT
BEBORTHHEERA 7o € 21T ED L H IC@B84 2
DMHEVIAEHSHICT B ESMETH B, HER
o, Doise & Mugny (1984) O #F 4> 28 3% 9 & %
(sociocognitive conflict) #5, F&E A1 ATHE &
HEMERT 2 CEAMICRERT 2 & wWbh 3 2830 E
# (cognitive conflict) M4 TRE ->TL 2D

i, INHBMEISDA v -V EZFBZEVHIEBED
STARPRRTHRET 2 L VWHSHHEMSEb>TVWEL ST
BB, W->T, BARHRRSZED B & ED L S R
HAEEHP ZOHRICEHN 20058 S hicd 2 48 H
%5, CORAT Kruger (1989) X EDHEIIAEAD
BRI &K - TV THEBKZEW,

VIS Ic B 52 AHIBIRO K T TORET E LT, F
EbOfPRE L OMEIERIEAAE FE b OHEIER &
BT, E0L5UMBROEBEVAEEDONEVS 57—
BHb, ChidFoOIL%: FHORE « EEORES -
HENLBEICSVT) EFDLESIB-TVWEDH, &0
SRFEICE D - TL B, IR, BEOAALD b, &
DEIUHET), L ORI UHIN E W EHE o, X%
FofhE & OMEEREEHRTELVWSHESE R b0
18 %o fPfE & OHEEEN I, FE~OEK - B
@, BRI THERELSEZEHLE L, L 0ILE
EENE SO XS TR EEHE >, £Okdichils oA
TERE, FEORBEOB EE LV {EHET Z2DOTEHEL VM,
LEZ SN S, (FEIA, BATRBOOhh-kD
JVWERERLALEE, ZOBRRBIVEIFICESC &
HbH, Thid, (RN, BoERIURE, LK
IBOHBRE X OBFLPTOMETH 3120, [FRI1H
DERBBIRIGER LIZEEDS v FALDAEL
BELHDTHEEELZOND, 1z, (MRIATIRELS TS
3, BRI LTZEZ20TREEWS, BadbTaRrhid
WHRWDTIRITVD, LRUEESEBIESHSE, D
CEBEBRICELAONETH DD, 1L, HEAEEN
ZORWREREILETH > TH, FTFRAEMS 25413
MITH-THIH LEFBRASNEVWTHASS, A
BHREEES VWHBETH B LEFHRLTVBED, L0
AR oM BEEH O RICBIRT 2 L E2 50 3,
Ub&y, Hii&EGUHHoBETHIEDh->TWL
HEFIrOEHEEAEZONEL0 b, MEIBEHSERE
CHENITH B LB - TOAHTFLOEHES5I OB A
BEROEDA w3y P HREL R Z0HEMSEZ SN 3,
COPREIGHA LD E LTI, HlA GRS ERISE
BHY, INREREEOFICERORL 2R T
ZTOEBRROBEBII>VLTEHREETVE T L5 AL
B7a2200E2ELTWVWE (of. FGtH - £ 5,
1968)o F7z, LTD Wb 3558 L8 bk
T, 7 —=7HREHOTRFEOERHRELEH T
Wa (cf. LA K—{th, 1996), FHA (1983) bW #H[H
tToRHmEBEBRLTWS, 2L, FEBRELTHW
RIS O W TRHRIIEE L EDE BB, T &bl
T OBURSXE « SFETHBLEND B, OSITEIN
D Piaget W@ L - TbH 5,
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VIS HE LTirEzOMICBAD N~V F Y 7 4 DE
HEJZINETHA I, HFOBERERY AP T WY
BOALBOD, FICHCOBRETRLMHBHEDOA
RO, EVIBVIHEEHOROMEELL, %
OMBIEBAREITOOEEZIOSNS, £, HEE
=y —DORENDHBICHEEBEEATVWAEILBEZILN
3, SIAWIBECTOMEMORES & & bic, HEEH
HoDEEBEZIPLTVEANKHEHEL VLS LONH S
DTRBEWHERDbNS, £1;, FEMICAT, HEE
HOHEELZIPTL (BRI s LdbFEXIoh
3,

(2 HEERANZEH
WICHEEHRZERICDVWTEALTAKL L, £OD
Tablel 24 Thh 3 i3, FPMEHFICTOVTORRE
BEEBLRISNWTVWEY, HAERRERIZOWLWTOH
FRRENEBEBLRREVWEWVWSIT ETH B, TORTH,
HEERARZEROMBOME D b o & L Tid Miller &
Brownell (1975) »#Fon s, o 3HAEERA DO
TExEEor 7T -8l Tho EHEERD

&

R L L TOZTOKESE OBERRA L, OO
KT}, kS  -FBIOREREVHVLhI, BREOR
BREICBVT, RERCIERER, LB ROBEL
E OB TREBEASTHEICRL > TOWITEN 7 ) —
3, HOOREOEL ST 588, 3 HiciTbh
1HFORWP~OGH, EBME BORHL) oD
BVIRFORETH Y, RERBIUBEOAMCH
> DOFEHESEG D - 12, FERkIC, BEORFREICE
W7, BERTRE, FHi7 2 P TOHSOREERX
32, BETE, BOOREOEL ST 535,
TCRIITONHFORBPNDER, BEBEP T,
Miller & Brownell (1975) <83 5T 5 L BB E
BoEEH OISR IE, Okada & Simon (1995) & o3t
BETHBEEDLNOWIZ, - &b, Okada & Simon
(1995) BAAOHEMEAORROFETH 5 L oMy
OHEGE—E VWS DT TRV, 7/, Miller &
Brownell (1975) OBIE T, R, Bb, FEF X
b TOMEDFENEIT O VT ORR E OB IHIE
SNTVWEVWDT, INoAFTY —BHPREEDES
HELEME & > TV EDOLBESEROBBEENL >TWV 3,

Table2 Doise HimicBithd 2 AMHEEHOHE O S HORE

O¥I%EH:
BAAR 7 =) — <MEA%ZHH >
B A Dt

Ne—yF Y F 4, HEOERBICEGINPT VMR, B, B - BEOE
Hoe =% -0k, E# B ot

ED LS BHEFLHEERAT 2O,

RTDHF I — <RT7EBA>

&V SR

ok RnEHoRASHEsAEbE MDD, LWV EE
pEr, hEEL, BEAOEBHAHEWVICLDOL ST DN

OHEBESERRNEH
BAL 7T ) — <BAZBL>

et R, SIS, B, BETE BERY BERER 2SR BRod

EBLE, MERK F¥s-IEA
R7HFITY — T EHH>
<FEBORE>

FAEROZWRT, HMEEETE>7XT et

<X ABER>

EPE LT, IAREEGRO~7, MILHl %, HiE
<MAAN 7 =Y — ORRIRII T EH OH L >
<1 @E> ROt ER-EE KOER-SOER
<2@FE> RuER~EE--RKNER-~FEE
3t R~ AT B R R

O%R

ekl - SHEHEE S, thERCQE, &5, A0MHROME

OFFNVDEIR
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SEAMEAER & BHAE BT 25K (20 2)

7o, &k (1993) FHEERDOBIERGOO %
o B, BERKOZOELDLEOE LD REEOK
MOMBMUDBE N EARME L, T, Rk BK
(1989) BHEASFHFICROBBE~EORENS A v —
NTHBLTORABE 0ilEERL Sl & 584G L
foo TOE D BHEERNERICBET 3B IRDIEL,
SHOBBLEIE >T VB,

iz, MEERANEZHE & 512 Table2 ® & 5 i %)
BLTHI, b, (HAHFTY—] & [T HFT
V=1 Ths, ATV —id, BAESHTOBMLE
L, BASHEERRICEDL Y BRITHEE--Oh &
WHOBRPSERESNKLERTH 5, BAHF TV —id,
BADAZBAICHEEHTOTE %242 6D TH B H
5, HENEDLILITEIZ E scDMEVS T & I13RY
M SRV, ZhiIHL, "7HFT)—iF, 7%
SGHTOBALE L, RTHHBEERADbTED L S iT8%
ELTDHEVIBEDLSERSNAEHTH B, BA
AFTY —OHiCiE, HRLSFEbhTLARITERY
EAEE O, TEHRBERPHBRREVS A F Y =
BENTVE, T HFITY —odicit, B
[XYABER) TRAD 7 7Y — ORI RIE I #E8OH S |
BEENTV S, EHORKME R, RMEROZV~RT
PHABRBET > T RED LS I, T OMEFH
DIEBOFERT SDOTH B, TABRE 3, WEF
FREHRO T, XECREBFRO~7, B4 ORIFR
DRTIEE, FHORHMEL D &L PHMRIL L -6 AR
DVRNNVTDHT TN —Thb, &KL, BAHFITY —
DOEFIRFIH S @ DS &1, —HORMBERIcx L
THLHBERIET 200 RKHMEREET O, E V- 1211
BOATTY -, SSCRIBEEOIFTY —28AT
WBAFTTY—ThH2, COHFITY—i3ESEHEFD
BAAF T = L b DTH B, E>T, EHHED
A7 T —FLOEFEHOHAMEDL LB >TVBED
MEVHIHTEITHIENTXZ0T, HEEH ot
Z2ZEDHDICBEE N FITY) —Thb, COHFTY —%
WA B Eick->THHT, HEEESESEMEED
BO—EDITHOHEN E LTRATL 3, HALEHOL—
T4 vERAEDIETEHDTH B,

COLII, MEFHAZHICEEA K oNEEN
THEY, FFORTEZDISICHT AL ENSH B &
Zoh b, Miller & Brownell (1975) @434 L 7-3
HEEO N 73 ) —RBEASFTY —E VR B, T,
2k (1993) WY LT HBIERIEOA 7T —idFh
BEBEALFTY -0z 3, BERESEL~RT
EPIERTIZABFITHFLTVBDT, Thid<74h
FIY —DOHDEFHOHENVZ B, TDESI, [BL

HEERNERE V> TODMFORITMBREL > TV B D
TH 5,

EIAT, HAEANERO N 7 I) -1tz 3 &
bOELT, BLE HEREV-bOHHY LiF 3
WENRH B E-bN I, €85, MEERIE, Bng
XL TRELE - MERGE5Z 3 E42WBLTH, HE
ICHEEAGZTWAafEE NS b5 Th 3, 2L T,
NS HEERIR S BBUCE O SHA TV B DR 3
THPESIEED AL b odh b LA VOT
Hb, THLIKEBORER, 3 OHELEATES
T, SEHOFEE L THREN-TETH 2,

3 » B
RRICHROBEE LT, AOMBEBTERONZD
P EDOEHINBRBEOTTALSHBDY, ZHLMICT
BLEDBMETHD, LT, ADHRELES LIz
KEB5Dp, ZPHLHICTEIESRKBONTVE, &
fo, ZHROIEELE LT, #eg « HregBEse i, b
EOBRAOHK, HHOBRORRNEELEY Fif,
ENS EHEMERED 7 + —<w v 20 EEORES
AL EOFRBOBSEROBELE L TELLN S,

D bED5#%OEESE Table2icF EHTHT,

3. KHIRDE=S

LTAHTH (19960 3, KB (1992), U (1994),
=t - B - HH - NHE (1996), Perret— Clermont
et al (1991), Chapman et al (1992), Semin (1989)
BEOMEEZRE LR, HEMEH 7ot 20500
VETHDEHM L, 7ovx%20 Ldhid,
BERICEBREFEDOA A =X LB LEBONETH B,
CORTHREEVOSLK « 7k (1988) DHEfTEF L
EVWISEZHTH D, Thid, HEFHAREKOBEAS
7 I Y — ORRIRII S EE DA ITHNST 2 D TH
5%,

L LAIR TR, BEREL oI AMEER
TRtEZZ06DEBEDLINEORDIEEL BH]
i, ¥, AEMRELZ LA STHAMAEFH Yo €20
HTEDESBMALF T =B 5N 20 %S H
IKLTAIW, BELS, ITHEOSETRAN X
IISHEMEHANERICEY 28R DB Vwo T, #
A, EOXINRMEANFTY - BRI L CEBER
ATFT)—THB30BEETHHESHAICIATLE L
EEZONI MO THE, EITHALFTY —%S
PVEDBH B EEZ SN,
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R &

— s s ABELTHH0E ISR T S, VWO ABERFNH
4. N7 IY—OBRETER Bk BPIIE, 2070w 2 QEREKIEEEENSL D
MEMER 7o 20 AEELELT, FTFETFSND MBEEICHBEVHIEFREZ SO, L L, TO¥FM,
b0, 7ot ROHRRENBTH S, HEE (1997) BohifRs LIt <, 1 OHMNCHE
HCOHHEER-TVWBEEVZ S, K (19962) bHE  THERFRBNICREI S LAE LV LV S MR
RO 7o 2 2B LB L, COXHINEToER Lo, ETATHEMER 7 0+ 2O 21T - - HIFEAs

Table3 ©—7—#flés I =& (FLr7IY —) Ok (KED

co—F— 5§
hFTY — a b c y
R KN 1 1 1 1 0
2 2 2 2 2
3 1 1 2 1
4 2 1 1 2
"""""""""""""""""""""""""""" LUTER)

(F= 9 OXFRYEF(HHERE)CEEHBAID

« I (Fhrr 5730 =) OfEsf] (o —7— 2§l &5

AFTY - a b c y
- al a2 bl b2 cl c2 yl y2
#ER RN 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
2 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
3 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0
4 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1
""""""""""""""""""""""" (LAFE8)

Table4 SAR (Ver.6) ick 2HBRI{L1EOT 075 5 AR UKED

VAW PN |
inputa $b$c$y;

al=(a="1);a2=(a="2); (¥:I-ZEHoEK (aP15iTal LE&)
bl=(b="1):b2=(b="2"); (¥F3i-ZEHKOEX (bH1KX5Ebl LX)
cl=(c="1);c2=(c="2); (FI—ZEHOMERK (cH1U5FT cl &E L)
proc reg ;

model y = al a2 bl b2 cl ¢2/ stb;
(y 28#%L~, al a2 bl b2 cl O E2WMEEHAFITY —& L)
(/ stb & A7 v a vEAMIFIT, ERLEhIRERHREERL S S

« B (—ER51)

Parameter Estimates

Parameter standardized
Variable estimate estimate
INTERCEPT 0.546730 0.000000
al —0.337372 —0.203765
a2 0.784451 0.654526
bl 0.198126 0.114782
b2 0.456778 0.303957
cl —0.763443 —0.574928
c2 0.958237 0.731087
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ARICB VT, ERMBELHEMEHO 7 o€ 2 %0
ST BDD, BHF — 5 O HERATHI,
ZlTl’, HEMFHADOLF Y - (A, T8) &
R EDOBEA B LT, EOMEERS F T —H
RIS E > TEE, LV BEEID FiFcv, 2% 0,
HEERAb T OhcFlZiFal, a2, bl, b2, cl, ¢
20EDHTTY =0, HROIEEOVESELTOHE
BF2ArOBBy Lb-EbBIELTVWEZDON, &0
SREEE Y EF o, ORBERENERIC>VLTO
EEBTF-IONTELTIRASN DT, HMEL1HE
HBEVRIKBIL2EEH VLI ENTE B,

HEIEE G, BRI e &
LTHRBEREN S5 5 —FEERV-ERREIRT
b, &h7IY —OHWEH HEXH, SR,
WHEBEH) i+ 2RBREANFEEINE (WH,
1984)o SAS @ Ver. 6 @it/ v o — ¥ T reg (re-
gression analysis Elf&453#r) 7o ¥ Y + (proce-
dure) ZHWVWTHITTE %5, LIEID SAS ® Ver. 5T
$Quantil 7oy Y+ BEIThTHT, ThEHAWVWT
HRL 1EMSTATL, Ver. 6L D Fo o v 4
BibEhTw3, HE{t 153 SPSS O #kst <y 7 —
VERWA I LbTE S (FEAKM, 1990), T
SAS ZH\\T Table 3 DRI F— ¥ % Table4d Dk 5

R7as 56T LTHI, 7005 AEBICEELT
EHE (1990) BLUSAS<=a27 (1993) 258E
L7 2DFER 1 Table4d D FOHAD L H it -
7o T4 & Y standardized estimate (EEHE (R [E]/E (%
B) Offiidc2>a2>cl>b2>al>bl TH - 1o

E->Ty LT, FRIAFTY —al, bl, b2 &0
BIEII/NE <, a2, cl, c2 EOBBIIAZTVEVZ B,
FLAFTY) — b BEESNIVD, cRAXZVLD &
WA %, $70a DBV yDEVEKRKZLTZIHDT
HBHEVR B,

Rz, BEBIL2HIC>WTATH 5, BE{L2sEE i,
AR BRFERE LTERREL LK S 7 I -
EROWIHBISTTH 3, &7 57 7Y —0oHHEK X
THRBUEANEEINSE W, 1984, Zhid,
FIBNSEPIR L e bDEWVZ DT, SAS OFst <
7 =¥ T candisc (canonical discriminant analysis
IEHERIFIS) 7o v Y+ (procedure) &\ T4
T& 5, ¥/ SPSSOHFt v ¥ —YEHWVWB I & &
TE 5 (FKkfth, 1990), KEL 1B TIE, EEREE L
THZbhTLEH>FKT X b ORED, BE(L2ETIL,
HMHEELTHFITY A, BT 2 ENTE B,
HEL 22BNy, HMEREENT -5 & LTk
TRBELTWVWD, &T Table3 DFAEF— 5 2 H VT,
SASZRHWT Table5 D& 570 /S ATHFLT
H1co ZDFERIZ, Table5 D TFOEWAD LS5 - T

Table5 SAR (Ver.6) KL 2HBI(L2HO T 075 aFIEWAH] (o—F7— 283 1 EERR) (kD)

e 70 s S5 A

input a$b$cy$; yBENEKELTES)

al=(a='1);a2=(a="2");
bl= (b="1;b2=(b="2);
cl=(c="1Y;c2=(c="2");
Y1=(y="1D);y2=(y="2);

(&I —ZHOMER (a D 1751F al &)
(&I —ZHOMER (b2 1451 bl L&)
(53 —ZHBDIER (cH1751F cl EE&k))
(&I -—ZHOMER (y 251155yl &8&))

(BHZH y o4 57 39 — (k%8

proc candisc ;
var al a2 bl b2 cl c2;
classy ;

* HAIH(—ER5)

Total canonical structure

CAN1
al 0.682132
a2 —0.124562
b1l 0.234452
b2 —0.633515
cl 0.594332
c2 —0.342334

RAZEH OIEE)
(HHZH y D8

CAN2

0.757732

—0.142065

0.115662
— 7105635
0.254332

—0.473245
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ABSTRACT

A Study of Social Interaction and Cognitive Development (Part 2)
: A Methodological Framework to Consider Interaction Studies

Shoji HAYASHI

The aim of this study was to investigate what types of social interaction promote cognitive
development in children.

First, I proposed a methodological framework in order to consider the previous studies of social
interaction and cognitive development in children. The methodological framework involved the
following three dimensions ; conditions before interaction, variables within interaction, and effects
after interaction. The ’conditions before interaction’ mean some conditions set up before
participants interacted(e.g., experimental set-up, how to organize child pairs). The 'variables within
interaction’ mean the behaviors of participants which occured during interaction session(e.g.,
counter-argument, justification). The 'effects after interaction’ mean the changes of individuals
through interaction session(e.g., progress of performance). Using this framework, I organized the
previous studies according to these three dimensions. As a result, | noticed that there were less
studies focusing on the variables within interaction than those focusing on the condition before
interaction and the effect after interaction.

Next, I took up the variables within interaction and examined what kinds of variables within
interaction were relevant to the cognitive development in children.

The method of reseach was the following : The task was the spatial arrangement of revision of
Doise & Mugny(1984). The subjects were young children(mean age=6;1). The design was the
pre-post training. In the training session, the subjects interacted about their different arrangements
each other. I used the way of the ’Suryouka(quantify)’ theory in order to be able to analyze
qualitative data(categorical data) taken from interaction session.

The results showed that some categories of behaviors were relevant to the post performance and
the cognitive change. These relevant categories were existence of correct arrangement, justification,
and comparison between model arrangement and self arrangement. The results showed that if there
had been justification in the interaction, the subjects would have progressed in the post test. These
suggested that not only social conflict but also cognitive activity in the interaction needs to progress

childrens’ cognition.
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