BEHEEICL D ELMEZ DRI R
T—HF4oY a3 —2 3 VERREIE?
~EELRILADIGHAEZBE LT

FBIBEHIA v E— LHRBIUA vE—D L DR~
T % X I
IR AR
DEERF AR
i N

1. AROES - BW
2011 TR AARKRER &8 55— IR BT A T
7. ZOEZRIC TREEHEE ] & MEEN DR BIgmn e L
TS JRFFEICOW TR e 2 o o A T a7
SMNTET LR (e.g., AT, 2001; BER, 2011), EioH
Koo DE IR 72 E ORI « BIEYSEA~DZRE (e. g, 3G
Blg, 2011), WHEBICED EEROREVEZ (e.g., AR
BORAMAR, 2011) 2385 E LTHESTWD. B - 1
HER A ORGP EDFAE A T =K 2 Hﬁ?ﬁ L7MF3E I, M
EBEOLERMIEICE B L, " EEEERIC RS  JEEE R
WREHROE (cf. AT 47~ I% AN, 2014) <,
HALLEZOB AL ORIENER OFZE (cf. risk as
feelings; Tkeda et al., 2015) 12XV BV VEZ RCSMENE T
BHLEFHAL TS, RFZEIZRBWNTH 2 b 2K L, EETk
ELIFREERE WS TmEEN MY H— Lo TEL S, IHE
FDAT 4 T N T BIEHIRGIC LA BEWEZ L2 B2
5.
ThE, BEREE L FHEN D BVEZIIXIL, ED X5 72HY
FLADMTHOINTET2DTEA 9 . Bl 2R, BEMEE R ORI,

FriEEpamrEss g
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BRI~ DO ERE 2 EE L TS (e g, R, 20135 1%
FIT, 2011). Ui EE T OR—Z A FORRE, M Ofkik, [
NRTELEY I Fr o= P2 L TE 7 (e g, BER, 2014; 2
MOKEER, 2011, 2015). BUF - ITBR—MRFEF BV TY, BEFFHREICL D
X BB SO £ B EFFNTEMRE L, FREEO X 5 ICHBOIE E O
DT D5, WHWEF ORIFIZHRRT 2B A A TR T CE . LnL,
BORE LCEHWEZIIHRVTEBY, ~—F T4 F ~alia=F—Tarél

TIERIBUZ D > TN D. I TARIFIE T, WREEE, 2EV AT~k
W TEIEISIGIC LD BUVMEZICH LT, EDXHRp~—FT 7 - a3
o == g Vg A L U E DIRBUZ DR B D0y, DEEFEOE R St
LT,

2. Study 1! RAAKREKZDODBEMEZZHET HLEFMEANFED
&t

ABEIZABENG, FATHFE CHBA SN TWA K )1z, REFEEIZ L B E 2%
Z A EERRERDHE L TW B ODRIEEIT-72. &, WO DL ERORHE
[ZDWTIE, EE— M2 H R TE 2I1FEOMRITERE STV 0.
FATHZEIZ BT Dikimn 7 L— LU — 7 & UCEH &7z EiafEetq (e. g.
Evans, 2003, 2008) %% &2, FRAAMEAFFEIZES T 2 ER AR E L. #iH
Tl LT, I - EIE 2B EEEEE (System 1) IZET 500 (i
AkR: Maio & Essen, 2001) &, ZVER - iaPA B EVEEFE (System 2)
W& H D GRAMRCK: Cacioppo & Petty, 1982; ZiEk: HEE T, 2015),
Z* L CEBYEMEA 2 3145 Cognitive Reflection Test (CRT: Frederick,
2005) ZAE ] LG B IRPE R IEM OB E I 5 2 5 8B 2 it L=,

2.1. AEA 2EOY U ITLERNEE LEZRAE

FEA IS~ 7 o INOT=F — 2 RICEw L. BNFIL 4134
(F =242, M = 171) TYH4FEMET 41.25 (SP=9.81) BThH-o7=. P,
n, ISR, T ELOEME, EEHUR (@S ERE» DO 2HHE
L, MERBRERNGONTE M L7z, FHAEICOWT, 7 L OFERM
BT R S R R ~ O BRI AMIEE S AW (B =. 11, p=.091),
JEAEHUIERA RS — R DB 2 13 IR BERIIH D (B = - 15, p



<.06) Z EAVRENTZ. BFAEEOTRITAEETIT RN o720, FaCk
CREHICR (B =.22, p<.01), RUERCREHFREL (B = - 18, p < .05) @
RAMERANHER SN BMERIOITORE R, BUERRIEmWGS, Rk
LN o7z System 2 W& T DRHEDME EBERERH SN D Z E BB BN
oot GREBIR: B =-18, p=.073; &#k: B =-.19, p=.064).
2.2. AEB: HEEALZN\IXRAE

AR B ITIHEH A L= AGREDO—H & L CHERmSNTZ. SINFILEHEE
ED 7504 (F =365 M=2385) Thot-. Yy FNDEH, CRT, Hakz i
PR, Al R S PE ~ DR B I A A & U= EBlF i & Fe L 7-.
FREWIZ CIEEERMEESND (B = .18, p<.001) —F, BEISHET
BB END (B =11, p<.01) ZEDHELMNERoT-.

2.3. Study 1 {8A&EE

ZOORERER LY, System | IZET A RBUEHCRITEM CIIEE BRI
IE LRV, FRAICRSOETR /L £ AMEV GG, System | ~DE=4 U > JH4HE
DI S, AT 4 T 158 % JFT Z L OVR STz, AERITIA TSR
BAEMTHY, BIEMERNEWEZ Z2HET 2RESHER Sz, MRE L
T, MO EITT=F Y L IHREE LT Th B ATREMEN RIE S 7z,
T —<w R A M (Haselton & Bass, 2000) 7bfifR$ 5 &, ZatE%
TRTRRHLE 72 D IEEERSOEEEDS, Type I error BPHIBHT X o CTREBIHINT SHEHR Y
AU PFET D 2 L OfEEE LTIRA DI 8 E 2 Hbivd, £ ZITIHEIEek
OFENRE R, U A7 - BIEREIZEANE U8 & LT, System
1 OESEARIE ST, 728, CRTIZHOWTIE 2 0OFE 4B L UEEEMICE
BTV, BRI 720RI T, CRT O 4P EOFHEMEME T4 5 7]
Btk R S 7.

3. Study 2: BUMEZDEBICHRGY—7T42J - 33225 —
23 VEBROEE (1) — —BBIRET—BEIRDEE
3.1 —BEIRMNT—BEEN?

AT CRUA SRR CH 5, BIERERNEVEZ Z8IE L T\DH 2
E3 Study 1 THERSNZ. ThaikEx, RETH D BEWEZ OERIZE
Wip~—rT7 47« ala=lr—va UBIEERFTIL TV, £97, SN
a2 — g rOMRER TN (e.g., Cacioppo et al., 1989). HEJE
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132 OREEIZ Lo TOXRGEA~ORAERC B OB G K0 HUE S 2 G HORERE
L, ORBOBMIERCIERN O HE SN DRAMREE I NS, Rk, 2
v = I b ORECRERICHFRT DB A v —T L, OFAIEHRCREL
@Liofﬁkfém@%(mﬁm)%/t~/@ff¢5 NS0T A
OEDFENZE > TIRRE L EIT 5. BBEOMHE L —HT 24X &=
SRR E SN BN (e. g., Edwards, 1990) &, —EL72p\ EiED
A=V DERPIRE SNHAR—EZIE Millar & Millar, 1990) 237
15, EH OB & 722 B NIFZEOSTIRIZ L - TE{Ld 252 (Fabrigar &
Petty, 1999), AWBFIED X 5723k URFEF, AT 4 7~ & o TR
M EDEWER) 1T TIIEE A ERRFSN T, 22 T—Bhi L
=B REFRA LIz~ —r T 47 s ala=r—a Vg, FHLLNE
UMZEZ DARIRIZ R T 2 MRBHNTIRGTT 5.
R 2-10 —BEWEPAE TH LG, BIENA v E—VOERIZE D RER
PEBEPEM) ~DREFE NN T ¢ 7 H N EA T 5
R 2-20 R—BEIRPEDTHD5E, WA v E—VORRIZEVESE
B PEEPEM ~DREFE NN T ¢ 7 H N 5
3.2. AELHEER

FERIIPEVEIE DO RFA 1134 (F = 81, M = 32) ZWBRICHEM LI~ FE
lip1X19.04 (S0=1.09) K Th-o7c. EBUTEBEERE, H—07 3V ~0
BIEEA T A b (SC-IAT: Karpinski & Steinman, 2006) @ 2-5>D 7 =—XT
R STV, BRI CITE T —R T 1 v L e DI85 R E R PEY) ~D
RefE (RUEIIR Y « FREIIRSY « ITBIARY 2 DR of. TR - AP, 2014)
ZRIE LTz, FO% AFEORIENG 1 22 2o, 2rRBICEETF = v 78 &
O, FEREY~OREE ZJE L. BfREE T A N Tl PC OMEfEICFE RS
DERIHED, ROT 4 T—F AT 4 TR REREY OWigE T 2]
FITTHVEEEITO L oRDT-.

R IR B REDOBKRIZET AR T 4 72 A v —U %A L. O
THRA v —2 5 (Figure 1) T, SR (2012) BEUET 2FMOGEH
FRHAL, IKEEA A= LAy E—URER L. @QHRFMA vE—T%
4 (Figure 2) TiX, HEZIT (2013) OmER (2014) OEHESIHAL, #
U CHIESORFHERIC L > TR S A v E— U2 2R LTz, Of2
TEMTIE, OLOMAFEERLE. @FHISEMt:E L TREBROBKIZET S
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Figure 1. Affective message

BENS, [R2] ERBITIEHC..

B, SEEATEESNESRCONTE, £8 - 2RETEREL, RREEEC
ENS—RRIOZRE (100 ATLIbke) BT THETEERBLE L THRELT
WET.

5 26 FEOHNIC DL T BT CEBRS N THRENTONEGERN 2013

F£8A2268-11 A288). £HERN 9971.197 A0 55 9903%HMETIRE
(25 KOUN/kg) EFE2>TNET. CHE. SSETHS 100 AIUI/ke EX2

<FO>THD. BLESHPRESATIEY.

B REREICLOESE®D 100 AILik/ks ZEB > TWE 13 MICOWTH. H
ERICHMIRTNT 5. BRCERELTUERA,

L, RERATE. EEKERETICHC, £F - N - ANOSERTHENBICE
BREET2TUEY, FHERCY. Eb, FE. RERTOERLT. SRRECK
SHEEBRRETSCOCLY, TEIWRENCEXEHILTOET,
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Figure 2. Cognitive message

Study 2 OFERZLLTIIRT. A v e — YRR kIT 2EE A Lo T3
(P, 109) = 64.44, p < .001, 5’ =.37) B, Avb—V%LRE
IR OREEEZAL DA HAEA (F(3, 109) = 7.73, p < .001, 5 = .18) 234
ECholz. BMIZNROBETIE, &2 v E—TURMHCRIT SRR OE
AL BTN RBEETH Y, fREH A v &— V% (F(1, 109) =33. 58,
p <001, pt=.24) EWEREME (F(1, 109) =47.95, p <.001, 5, =.31)
CHIA R ORBER RN E S, RUT 1 7 H~OZ{LA R Sz, — 5,
JABI A 2 — VZMER LOMHIGRMHC OV T, it CRREMAICHE

EIIHD N7 (Figure 3).
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p <001
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(78]

Attitude toward the products from
Fukushima

Affective Cognitive  Combination Control

Figure 3. Averaged Pre—Post attitudes toward the products from Fukushima

for each condition in Study 2.

ERRERE I DWW, BEEES T A FORIGEE DS D score ZHH L7=
(Greenwald et al., 2003). D score DSIEDEAIEIERIEEIIRI T 47, &
DEGEINIRTT 4 T THHZ L #ERT S, A v —T4%M (1(25) =
2.07, p<.05 d=.41), WE/REMA (£(26) = 1.71, p=.099, d=.32),
Wt (£(25) = 2.10, p < .05 d=.41) T D score WADFMIIHET
HY, RUT 4 TIRBERREERHER SN, BIFHA v — U5 TIXIEA
EBEBICHLAEE TR )27 (Figure 4).
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p < .10, *p < .05
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Affective Cognitive ~ Combination Control
Figure 4. Averaged D score for each condition in Study 2.



3.3 E®

Study 2 OFER LY, HFEMHA v —VFBERT B2 LIC LA R—EE%
FIHT 22 LT, BEBREEED~DRDT ¢ TREENEHIND Z &3
Dk 7rolo. ZHUIMKGH 2-2 23R L, ABFFEOSUIR CTIEA—BEh S 4 FIH
Liz~—FT oV ala=lb—a BIENEITHD LSz, £z,
BAERREEE I IRIEN A > B — P FAHZB W TORR DT 4 7Tl BIEN
A=V ERT DI EITEWEEZ OIEBIZ D720 S0 TR, I
RHT 4 T IR % b OAREIE S R ST

4. Study 3: BULMEZ DIERICHRMEY— T4 232"y —
L3 VIO (2) — F—EIRICHE T S ENER DR
4.1, REmEMEDEE
Study 3 TiX Study 2 OFERICOWCTHEMEZMEET 5 L, —BhET
1372<, A—EREN 2/ L T o T ORI R A fat LT L il
ZITRA (2007) (FEEOREE LW URICIWT, THEF ORIFIZHFRT
LA =Y (—BROSNR) THIEEEBET O L L, FOENER L
LU TIERMHERIMZZT TV D, R —BZ RO THRERROER & LT, MK
B HIT BN TS Millar & Millar, 1990). SCEREIEEIEH & 0¥ W0
33 28 L A S, LERY 7 2 A (e.g., Brehm, 1966) <EIH
MY 77 % A (Berkowitz, 1973) \ICEEAT 5. Z O EnEEO R L2 EE L,
Fabrigar & Petty (1999) (ZRD X 5 Zeifkia a1t > T\ 5. ETﬁé%/t%
TCOSBENIRANGS R D, S, a7 A 7RkE) | I3
DORBEMAIAL Z ENTE, —BBIERDEDE D, UL, %%b\% v—
¥ (e.g., Study 2 TR L7=LH72EE, BUNAH) ClIMGaBgor s
Mz 6T, RIS @%mwéﬂ%<kéxgﬁw%@ﬁm#ﬁwk@
%. Study 32BN E LTI,
R 3-10 HUWEX DIERBIZIIA—BEIRB AR TH Y, SR A v E—20
ERIZE o TR B R FE BB ~DREEE IR T ¢ 7 H BN EbT 5
R 3-20 A vt — VORI K DR LIISGREWE AT L, BdE A >
TR ERT DL TGREMENSEE Y, FIUTEOREEZ KIE
INEL 2D
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4.2, HELHER

FERITBIEE O RFE 364 4 (F = 170, M = 194) ZRBUICFEM L=, T
FEENE 20,45 (SD=1.10) W CTho7o. FBUTERKER T, EARNLRNRIT
Study 2 D7 =—X 1 LEUTHS. HIBIOERMER S Study 2 L[FEERT
DN, Study 3 TIEINHITMA, FGREWEIZOWTHIEZT->72 (cf. &
RIIZDOA vy E—VIZAETEET2?; Millar & Millar, 1990).

Study 3 OFERIFKOEY THDH. A vE—VERAMEICET HBEZELD
TE (F(1, 349) = 37.63, p < .001, p=.10) &, AvE—UFKMHLE
RATEOZHIERM (F(3, 349) = 18.23, p < .001, 5 = .14) BEETH-
7o, BMTERIT, KA v URIHCR T D RRER ORES(LAAE TH
D, FEIRA v =% (F(, 349) = 32.28, p < .001, 5 =.09) L
SURGM (F(1, 349) = 53.22, p < .001, 5% = .13) CHIPKER%OIEE
BREL, ROT 4 THA~OB AR Sz, BB A v —U% M,
HIZRIEIZDUNTIE, Study 2 RERBEEEAF AU KIE R H i/ - 72 (Figure 5).
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Figure 5. Averaged pre—post attitudes toward the products from Fukushima

for each condition in Study 3

WIZA = O ER ERREZAIZH4 2 SRanEhE o 8 2 Mk L T <.



FGREEG IOV TIEIA v =V RO ERBEETH Y (F(3, 357) =
2.82, p< .05 g’ =.02), ZELEEZERLZEZS, BENA vE—T%
PR THREI A v E— %k (p=.069) LY, #HIZEE (p=.10) kv
EIVMEZ R LTz, BN IRERGET 5720, BIENA v — 5 Linet
HIA v — UM E AL, BES A MERAE, PR Z A% e L
T 2 3206 L 7= (Figure 6). A w2 — 80O RGHEE~DRE (B
=.18, p<.05) BLW, REEE(~OFE (B =-.28, p<.001) DEET
ol BGRENED HRBEZL~DEE (B = -.18, p < .05) [ZOVWTHHA
HTohoTz. Sobel OMENG, OIS TIXH 503, FGnhn A v&—
SR BEZ L E AN LA LD E o7z (B =03, p=.091).

Motivation for
18 Counterargument -18
Message Condition > Attitude Change
-28" — -257

*p < .05, ®p < .01, *™p < .001

Figure 6. Mediation model in Study 3 (2 = 170).

4.3 E=

Study 3 OFER XV, HHAA v =Y ORI L AR —EIE AR5
T LT, BB RPEEPEY ~DREE N R DT 4 THINCET D 2 L AR SN,
IR0 3-1 13 &, B IIA v b — VR BT 5 2 L ORGREMENE F Y,
I Lo TREZMPED T MR bR S, BIENA v -
(i.e. —FHE) IZOWTEEZENRONRWDIL, KRBTSO RTT 47
IRWBEZ T LR D 2 ENTE, G 32 120N T H XD
RThovz. Study 2 BLOStudy 3 2@ L TRERIT—EHLTRBY, BV
ORI T T~ —F T (v« ala=hr— 3 VK E LT, LR
BRAEFER L Vo TERN A v B — Va2 R T 2R B ROFHANE LV 2
L. =0, BIENA v — I X5 —BEhR AR LK IOV, B
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BB L ZTROT VIR FICH D720, AZITRVNI L3RS, L
nL, ZNHORERITH < ETHEEORFAZY T vE LTRHLIZHD
Tho. $7bb, FrTNOREER, MAO—BILICIMERH D L i
3.

5. Study 4: ELMEZDERICHENGEY—YTa2Y a3 —

L3 VERRDRET 3) — A —EBCIRDO— R DRES
51, Z—BBhREFIRALIN—4Ta2F - 23a=4—3 00—
Study 2 B Study 3 2@ LT, BEVEXOEBICIIA—ERE2FIH L
o=l T 4 s aasr— g VEBIENERIE WO RERME L. L
ML, ZNBIEH L FTHEBOKRFEEZY L ELTHELNELDOTHY,
FERECE IR 35570, FROZEM: - —PEORENRE L
<%. Study 4 TIEIH I NE2LEO—MENAEEL, ZAVETOREEF
FROFBRMENE DN D), F L THRO— MR ATREN ZEET 5. 728,
Study 4 1ZBI1F BT Study 3 LREETH B,

R 4-10 HUWEX OERBIZIIA—BEIRB AR TH Y, SR A v E—20
BRI K o TRERERED~DOREEIIR YT ¢ 7 HaE{bT %

R 4-20 A vt — VORI K DR LIISGREWE AT L, BdER A »
T—URERT DL TREREWES R E Y, FIUTEOREEZA LI
INEL 725

5.2. FiELHER

FEITERERORE &0, T4 v ETEM L. d8ikatt
~ 7R INDOE=F—ThHIEED—MEEAB L4134 (F = 242, M = 171)
ThHY, FEFMITA1.25 (SD=19.81) B Tholo. BRI LOFhiE OW
503 Study 2, Study 3 EFBET, R—R T A & 72 DR B IR REY) ~DREE
ZE, Z 0% 4 FEORNES 1 & R L, 2RGICEEF = v 7 B L
HEEBREEEM~OREE LT L=, £72, KGREhEIc W T HLIlEETT
-7z,

Study 4 OFEREZLUTITRT. A vb—Y2REEICRIT B EEEE LD T2
B (F(1, 408) = 6.85, p < .01, 5> =.02) ODHNHEETH-T-. ZHEM
TR ETIE o7y, ZHEEM L BMER L IO T L S aEFhRatRIC
1INz e (ef. A, 2014) <0, (RERFEDLENED S 5728, Bonferroni



BRI &0 A EKEEOTIRE 217 - 7 L CHRERROMIE & 2 H i 2 520 L7z,

HA = VRIHTET 2 2RETR OBEEIC OV THM ISR TH
D, BN A v —U%E (F(1, 408) = 8.70, p < .0L, g =.02) DHT
Ao —VEREORERSRE S, RUT 1 T HI~ORBEZE LR S
7= (Figure 7).

4 r *k

I_I p .01
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Attitude toward the products from Fukushima

Affective Cognitive ~ Combination ~ Control

Figure 7. Averaged pre—post attitudes toward the products from Fukushima

for each condition in Study 4.

RO T, £ vt —DAMFOTHENETETH Y (F(3, 409) =2.97,
p <05, gt =.02), SEMEORKRBENA v —IRIHTBNT, IS
i (p<.05) KV b@EWEREZR LTV, 2k, B RIA BB TIEdH
DHMEREN (B =~ 04, p=.095). LiL, #ve—I%MhnbReEZE
D&, TRODESEIRIIAE IR (B = .09, ns), BT
IEIRERIRTE THOLL TV D E WV FERTH 72 (Figure 8).
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Motivation for
127 Counterargument _30™

Message Condition = Attitude Change

-09 — -05

Tp < .10, *p < .05, *p < .01, *™p < .00l

Figure 8. Mediation model in Study 4 (2 = 206).

5.3 EZ

Study 2 %°Study 3 &V BRI NE VDY (g =.02), Study 4 12BN TH
AR A v = VD RERICE DA —BRREFIT D 2 LT, RIESREREY
SORENR DT 4 7 HINCET D 2 R fER SNz, 2L, MRTAEE
IKYEZ I LA AT > e S TR SN2 b DO TH Y, i 4-1 (3R
FERRSR L le ol R, BGREWEOBM IR GIRER 2 bOTHY, (K
4=2 IZOWTHIRERISRFE WO RER Th o 72, BBEELOZR»EME LT
B & LT, REREREY ~ORRESROSMMEVMEICREL TR, 2
DPLTADIH 10%3 A v —Y O EIRHIE TED b TR RN T ¢ 7 73
BEL L kT, IhooEBerzilideErond. Lil, 2RI
< &Y, FUTLOEKY 0NTITFRIIA v — VDRI L DA —BEIR
R LI~ =0T 47 - aa=r—Ta VRO RS S V2T
O, FLICITRMEEET D Z LR TE DA,

6. MEEE

ABFFETIIETHATOIIED R T 2 £ 518, JEIFGHER DBV EX 2 BUE S
% 2 & ZiRHHE N FHERI NS BN LTz, £ ORHEZ S &18, BEEKEIC
L DHEVER DRI R o~ — T4 7 s ala=r—a VERIRE L
T, WETEERAE ORI Z SV R L OB A v =V 28R 15,
R —BEROFHAPE TH L Z L& 3 DOFEBRNGR LI, —FF, [BXTR
TLED 1 LWV T SHROEGER, BIFPRRAEIZIRRT DG A v —



O ErRIFSGREMS OB E Z TR W2 STz, ke L7z B0 THEORTE
DR EEETIIREE WO HER S 5. U Y — Ak,  FEhtiATer:
RE, FEHEHRE THMINA vt — V% BRT AR —BIEBENTHD &
FERm O bND. 7B, AFTETIT - A RGETIEE AL Tieb o T e, £
DIz, RIT 4 T LT RBE N EEOTHEATEI~SE OO < MREEL T
ST ENASHOBELERD.
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