202400 0000000041000

BXE) (Kando) MDILAIEE (3)

P-2- 14
: BREIDEELLE I F 1T D H R -

XALHFE & DREE

Mental structure of kando (3): The relevance to empathetic and
cultural attributes in cross-cultural comparison of kando

L B, EM &

L Gh34, i B, OHR OGS

Ai Uemiya, Haruka Shoda, Shoko Yasuda, Atsushi Yuhaku, Tadao Isaka

YEIRREE, RERTSLSIT R, SRR,

QAT EPNCS

Kanazawa University, Kyoto City University of Arts, Hitotsubashi University, Ritsumeikan University

auemiya@staff.kanazawa-u.ac.jp

B=

AMFFETIE, TEE) | OSYEHIZRE T OV TR
HZEEEMELT, BAZET 11 HEIZBT D KH
W EBRE Z1T o 72, ZIES, RENSOGRE, ok
MWERIET D TREASOSHERE ), SUbR72E 2R IE
T5 [SOIRMEAFEE 2 RES 2N, TodriEs-a
FEEE RE | ~DEE &2 RDT-, FER LY, £< DHE
WZRWWT, ARG & g@), 2L, MESME
& TEE) | & ORIZEVVFBIN A BT, ZiuD OfE R
L0, kBN EEZ T NS 13 sm A E RN
GEND ZEDRENT,

X—U— K : B (kando) , SXALLLEZ (cross-cultural
comparison) , HEME  (empathy)

1. B8y

[J&E) | 1%, P<EE Tl beingmoved, being touched 732 &
DETRBLENDGHEDNZ D, EFRIZZ 6 o
A Tg@)) LRI CHDEFRTONE NS U ONTIE
Ham23d 5 (Yasudaetal, 2022) , Zickfeld etal. (2019)
(3, 19 VEZXG L UZFERR# 2@ LT, fkdh) &
M9 2 “kamamuta” (A7 U RRET [EZ@)>
IND] LWV ER) ERHINOEEED, B kic
BWCHET 2 EREEFHFOZ LR L, LL, R
ZOIALD ED X5 7y Vksh) & BhES 200
(ZOWTRRET L72FZEI T2, ABFSECIE, REUEZ2[E
BRFAA 200 LTSk Eo X5 Zefliw A3 Tkdh) &R
T 2ONIONWTHRGTT 22 2ANET 5, Nz
T, “kamamuta” DHFLAYZREIEE & ST D LM
IZOWTHRETT D Z ek v, EEh: “kama muta”
L DEREIZ DN T H AR THRFZ1T 9,

2. Hik

AWFZEIT TSLafE RFCBIT D N & x5 &3 50158
HEEEES] O&KRAETERm LT,
2-1. &

KNI A > T A B DA TEM L7, 2023 4 11

H 28 H~12 A 8 HOMIR T — X IUERBITOIIZ,
AR -FEH - AR T4V A=A ITUT + R
NRAL e KAV TTGURHT IV T AV I T
NEF D200 50 RETOFLAEGRE LT,
PERIES L OMEASEIRREE IR S b k9, F—2IY
LTI o7z, % 600 £ LL LK EST, 5o
T —2D5H, 87 v ([ ZORZEIZEN e b
P 3EBATLIEEN 72 &) 15w Do T [alE#,
B, BREREICBWTT TR URELZEAT
WAEEEF LT L VBRI LTz, Bfkiiciy, 4044 4
DBINEDBIEZ T Ox5 L L,

2-2. AEE

FAEEHOEEICBNT, EFOHRT, LE#ihs
T 0 DD T U L2 D, B D UNEERN
FIRE= T 5 &) % i) LIESEER L BT,
THVE CITH bIEE L 72 R FIZ DWW ToFER 220
IR, EOBREEDORE~DBEIE A2 RDT-,

RBERISRE : O T cME Nl Lz, T2h
FTITHRGEE) L2 HRE) 122\ T, EEUSRE
(11 [K7-33 BHH, Shoda et al., under review) DF-IHH
VX FEHREZE TIREC K VEET D L 28R Lz,
FENSOG R, BENZ > TAE U AMIGE 1T RTFH
SEETHHEDOTHY, ZOEENE L 7251200k
FFZ ED X5 RS T L CTAEL TS Z L AR
THOTH D, 11 KL, FNENTRIT ¢ TREE]

Mgk TINEES ) TRk R) 772 E ) 3R]

(EIL) TN TR L7 X TbD, AR
T, 1 WHFOFTYH, TEH) KF-05R & i,
SUNRRAFRE, 2 LC, opTIES-EFERES & B
[ZOWTHRETET 9,

wt ANRETEFEHZE  (Interpersonal Reactivity Index ; IRI) :
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IRI 1%, MEARGESRE), [HEGYE), B0, T
BN © 4 ALV ESND (HEDS, 2017),
ZINETE, 28 THEIZ DWW T S HEIZ L D [EIZ LT,

XAk FEZRET 2 BRI (Context dependency
Questionnaire) : Hall (1976)1%, b aI=a=/—3
v EOEIZOWNT, [T 27 A M(Context)] & FEE
LD SUUHIRIEE AWV 21T o 1o, S, SOk
~ORTFERNET H7- DGR (17 THE ; Wuetal,
2022) ([ZOWT, 5HEIC X 0 A LT, ARERIFE T,
ZORFEBEL T2 DI ONIRIEFE LTima X ==/
—2alrETHIZEERTHEDOTHD,
SHHEZ-SEMNEZRE (Analysis-Holism Scale ;
AHS) :AHS (3, TSR], T5870 2 RISk D8 ],

[BAbDAT), NEEOFTE] O 4 DORFAZ LV HE
i S41% (Choietal, 2007), ZA0E1E, 24 HEITK L
TTHEZ LV REZIT- T,

INOOREHB L, BAGENZGEE, (L3E, MEE,
A R, PERRICEER LU CBEM L.

3. BREBR

EENSOSREED k)] K05 L IR & OB#IC
ONTHE IR LTz, £< OEIZBWT, gy & Mt
JEAOBEC (A 72 & O SR RN DMk X <09
X) ] EOMIZEWHBERSH 5 Z LRS-, 2,
SeATIGE7 P CEFZIN TS “kamamuta” DOFFEES
L [E) UAHEAM 279 (Zickfeld etal., 2017) . iUk
BOEAZLHAT HHEETH Y, ba iz TIks
T HBREN A OLILD Z EAVRI T,

*1 BERICREORBEAF & IRIOEZ D18

BAMER HENEL  RIEUS piy- N

Ay 0.03 0.30 0.24 0.17
77V 0.02 0.21 0.22 0.21
TXYUAH -0.05 0.30 0.27 0.32
F—=ZX+ZU7T 0.06 0.39 0.32 0.33
A K 0.05 0.28 0.32 0.21
TILEYF 0.00 0.30 0.24 0.22
Z40EY 0.06 0.31 0.29 0.25
ARA v -0.03 0.32 0.28 0.27
M7 7Y hENE -0.09 0.20 0.11 0.11
HE -0.01 0.37 0.32 0.37
=N 0.12 0.33 0.21 0.25

WIZ, BEEO UL HOWTORER A3 2 IR LT,
2 < OENZEBWT, EdE) & TREM] & oficgn
MR A DLz, TREME] &1, T _TOBFIIMS

P-2- 14

PORRTREODNTNS | EWNWHEBEXFTHY, 20D
FERIL, Ao RN)RKEEZFEEIT VD
“kamamuta” OWFIEE HILBETHERTHL V2D,

2 BYFICREDOBERF Y77 R b - AHSRE & OERIEE

Analysis-Holism Scale

avFsab ERM gi‘fif;m TOME  EEOFE
FA 0.04 0.31 0.24 0.06 0.31
T7I7VR 0.22 031 0.28 0.16 0.26
TAYUA 0.09 0.38 0.33 0.20 0.31
F—R+ZUT7 0.14 0.39 0.34 0.09 0.31
EAN 0.34 0.38 0.20 0.15 0.28
TILEYTF v 0.09 0.26 0.24 0.11 0.20
7490EY 0.14 0.35 0.24 0.04 0.22
ARA v 0.13 0.35 0.34 0.12 0.29
B7 7Y AHMNE 0.04 0.18 0.14 0.13 0.18
hE 0.16 0.39 0.28 0.08 0.24
BA 0.07 0.34 0.27 0.22 0.31

4. FEHRORETR

AHFFRIL, SEAMEER & v N FREIE RS L
RS S LErsE 7 e > =7 b [j&#h (Kando)
PR S O—BRELTEBINTZLDTHD,
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