0% 34 iLy i ¥ 5
1998 #£7 H ACTA PSYCHOLOGICA SINICA

TN R £ B 58 SLAL A 3R ik
fTER EFZ

(P EMZERCEFR A, JLa, 100012)

B E MERERTATHSOEERRAN - ANEEAR, X—HRAEHAM
AR R, B GRT o R % B B SULBTIE, 54 T BT R 7
xR AR 22 B B SCAR B 3 + 0 55, SR BEAR AT AZ B IR, xR
EREW L ENHRSEMFEMASS: 2 EENEBIER; 3 FEL
R.

X@iA IRmE, BICRBIR, ¥R, BRI

Xf N2 AH % (correspondent bias), 78 FR 3 43 V3 B 4R 2 (overattribution
(fundamental attribution error), #8 ¥ & ANT7E @M A 1T R K, &K1
R RMIMEF R R, E2ET 02 B E N IMERE R R & R 6 H
BAREEBTHRT 30 R 4E, AR HESOELBER, LERIF
U HEHEAURNTRRESRR—F— RO FH OISR, TEE!
FHEOEBHBELY, WA TR —FF EER ORI H i
MRS T IF S OB ERM NS,

1 MERESREHER

FEXF 29 22 7 A RO AL BT P, B2 A R S S
s R A, FTERE MR SANERGT Y, B
SRR T AN SRAT Oy B (TR — MR TR LA R & BRI, IX ST i



354 L B ¥ #®

BT HAEEAE — 1 “IE1258” (memory bin) ¥ A E B, AP 28 3
GEMEREICICEN LR, SEMTHE BN, AMIBANIEHES B L
DA7E b RN B S BRI, hTFREEISHRE T ZHEK
IR N2 08 AT LB, TR I 7R X R AR 22 B9 B SR R T o, DB R E A
AesFII R MBI, B E B SIER — AR A BB R AR X (disp
IRFR R SR IR L (entity theory), BVA AT 0 E B R B T17 A H I A K
ARZEHY, A Al]5E & MK 84S i (disposition) 15 & 3T 47 4 Fi 45 SR 34T H 7
(situationalist theory), ZRFR AR 2 (incremental theory), Bl AR 7T
A= Bt A 7 52 T R 1 N B R TR AR AR, A AT 3 AT O B LS R AR I
fb, B A HEBOHED T, Dweck, et al A% B & 3R 5t AMTTHIAT R0 3 AR
A HEEAANERYURBET —MEBEEHE (framework) , /& 5
RES5ZHWB—., FARBEHEIEMH AN @A SE BN 5 MA:
it E 2 U R IFM RS (evaluative tags) R4 I35 B, ML 55 i
(trait-relevant evaluative meaning) 3 7+ 2545 5., T 3 98 3 18 & /D 3t 4
1R UL — s {5 B, B ATTRO AT S B AR, R4 05 B2,

2 FRRERELHR

L H 7 B S0k D B 2 P A B B R W STAB AR T 324k (R
BT B O BAAT R, FERRE S, AMEHE R AR AR T, AR
EEMMAL, BV AN BEAEFTZ —. BN TABANEEE
MATEH B, B OARA - BENERN D ARE, LLIGE S AR
FIRSEE. X L8 7R N AR R A KOB R SR T FF7E A9, B 18 1 o] o 3
FERERBE R B R EM R, BT MARXERR, MG EER BIEH
., —NAZFTUBCAE O, R NN AR S AR ER L
At e TN 5 L CEBGE, R 5 A Z 8] B AR BB A R DL A
SRR MESAAEN BE-BHLARRAEANME EAER. A
AKHE, LB AR ANE. PARLIRATHHESRRANMESE
E?EEFL Aﬁ?ﬁﬂﬂﬁk%ﬁﬁi?‘\% &ﬁﬁ%ﬂ‘],—/‘kfé?m%ﬂfﬂ

e e e —u N o —ea



38 RS X R E 8 B LT SR i

EhENERABEY, HERK, ZFRICHFEAEMESR, HIEA
F by AP —Fhr i @ RBRTREW AR KRR, SR AR —
MEERE). EREMESH, HEHXMIMERRRBEREANGRXRH
AREP, RIEA, F0 AFRX R, BLAR B AR EHIER
A R EOR, KM E A DT EE, BT A HERTR N
B a3 EERS, BER B M R ERIBRITE, Mor
R MR —HBREN S Z U MRERE"RHEM, ERETH. X
SHEAARGIEFTENEZR, YA ZHRANTENAEER, SRR
EREBA, FEARER THRREE, MEEARMETHNEIEA.
SHERETH EACYHEHERRXRARAEMLIEERXRAN
BHERRXRAMME S, AT BRI T PR — HARE (colli
(acceleration) B SFARIE AR A B, SR E R EHRKEWIEKEZH
ER., AHSHARXZUAE S, MO A TENHET —HEHA
AL ERERPEBERES AINERERANES, MXEHIRE
Morris & Peng FIRR & B ILMER T 458, M1\ ., XA, .
FELHFEAR, BEXHESHBEREA XL SHEHN, Hibd . 8
TEXER MEYRFHIEAHE LB AEER". Lee, Hallahan & Herzog
BEshERHFBICE L AAERE, MEECEEZANERREER"
WHEBRRERMHE L, PEAFEEZEEG R B, AR EEA
#R. Masuda & Kitayama ZELWF 2 T Jones & Harris # “&E Y
LREETHER R, EREAELSRY SHEPAENERA" LR E, BE
Rifw 2, BESEREER"MELLR S, IR BEFREEN, HA
#., Choi & Nisbett H#Z LMK ‘SEITEHEXN"RHEERLREE
PR Z N, EEBHAES N ERPERIL T X RRE, T E A
AT BA Bm B A0 A R 2 . Krull et al &3 B A7
X"WELERF, RERE T HRmE. B2, BHFEEUN, DIT TN
RELAR, FARIEHREARA STRARZE, LKA E 2R 5EH 3
AR T A RARE, IR X R RERZ REA NS TRIERE",

o <« B -« R



356 oL 2 &S 4

FIGHISE 84, LR ESMAG AR HHWAT AN RIS S
BEMARAT AFHTIAE, EREAAXE AW ITE HLHHE AR )T H E R 5
EXNMLRFENNEE. (DNEEAZHEFHHE, X 48 F
T AR LERIRBE 3K # % . 7€ Morris & Peng, Lee, Hallahan & Herzo
ML 2T, RN TR R — R, H 3040 R E T R AR #
R ENERMEAITHEN, FEARARNETEMER, ATARES
I13% A RE U B — b SCAL T B 93 B 50 1) 398 R o B2 R 22 ) B R, TG 55 — b
R 2. T E IE B 8 X 3y B AR 2 3647 B U PR i R A Masuda &
Nisbett, Krull et al, XE&HFRLERMA SEITHREL" TR, A
MREXKZHMEAMA SEIEARER" RHEXH#ITH, HINAEFE
XA FREHIE. NI SEREERXNHRE-HELREH AN
FEARE K AT AR BR B &, B B ER GBI ZHE EEH B AR
PREAT A R A 4% 44, IR e IR A B, T Ath 11758 AR ) A B A By — 4
HIE 7. SRR HERIE S, 5. BRELY, Bl RER T AL
LRFHES, MELHEEFPANBREXEEE G T H—5%IE"
LR H R AEE R, RREH AR EREAL, B, Masuda &
al BT R AR R A — S0 T i, B =48 Sk U, BEATFAR R T 83
B RTLERE T B AL 2ER R EAL (etic) 5T, BN S BT
R, 33 A — R SCAAR HE FBE & R AT 5B — R AR B R O BRI DY,
SRR B T E4L (emic) BHF, BITE I EH IR E W L LA
BT HE— R AR B S AT R R R, i3 A b 5 PR AR HE AR A R Bk S0
FrAs S04k A 0 3R R R A AT B 5 8 th UL A R B A R A SN E VAR

2. B OCHERR IR RN T M. YLEE R FE 1%,
B AR, T7EX & E, M e — BRI ETE . Morris & |
B EEMKHEXFEEIPEABNRRREAE SN, BALUEHN
kB EEF 8 R PIIR R Z AR

3. ET L B, BEH LY YET X RR 2 B UL R &+ 4
/AR, ﬂ‘?ﬁ)’iﬁﬁ%?ﬁlﬁlﬁﬁﬁ #%F*ﬁﬁ@i?i

3 Lt IE—t P F O PVa ol ol % . % PR LR dere nie I dere FE . 1. et Il I F 7 K. %A Y




3 TR xR 22 Y B SCAL BT 50 R I

E—N TR RN R G, M5 5K E MR T A0
At HNER -, RRIABER UL E R IR+ 4K, T X 82
BEMBHFAL TR RS, Wi, st B A Bk E
PO EN. BARAKBEERT5 585, 47 o MR L3375
A K, B A CHERT RAK S, — I AN R SR R
B A4 ) 28 ol LU AE N AR 2. T E AR A 542 F RIEAE
T SRR NKYE, XHXREUANAFTENERE, BREAN)
A4, FH MR A LSRR N T AN AR, b 5 ik hy v
AT, B 7 R U AN 25 [R) T 32 S AL, o A AT LA R 2 32 6 f R
SRE I E B, X MR HRMTHHM A EREFS T REA
W, BARBLH & H A A T8 84 R . B 5T T S0 A 2 T ek o7 22 B
X

2 % X W

1 Leyens J P, Yzerbyt V, Comeille O. The role of applicability in the emergence o
Journal of Personality of Social Psychology,1996,70(2):219—229

2 Ross L. The intuitive psychologist and his shortcomings. In: Berkowitz L ed. !
Social Psychology(Vol.10). San Diego, CA: Academic Press,1977.173—220

3 Nisbett R E, Ross L. Human Inference: Strategies and Shortcomings of Social Jud,
NJ: Prentice Hall, 1980.30—32

4 XUkJ5. White 8 “JEE M THEIL" R W, #HL0EBR, 1996,25:46—51

5 Hilton D J, Slugoski B. Knowledge—based causal attribution: The abnormal
Psychological Review, 1986,93:75—88

6 Graham S, Hudley C. Attributions of aggressive and nonaggressive African—America
A study of construct accessibility. Developmental Psychology, 1994,30(3):365—373

7 Momis M W, Peng K. Culture and Cause: American and Chinese Attributions for s
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 1994,67(6):949—971

8 ]I')weck C S, Hong Y, Chiu C. Implicit theories: Individual differences in the Ii
dispositional inference. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 1993,19:644—656

9 Dweck C S, Chiu C, Hong Y. Implicit theories and their role in judgments and
two perspectives. Psychological Inquiry, 1995.6(4):267—285



358 AL 3 ¥ MW

15
16
17

21
22

23

24
25
26
27

ZVH., PEANKSZHESOEN. 0B, 1996,28: 55—59

Bk, KFEEENRBFTESF QTR 0B, 1992, 12:15—24

Lee F, Hallahan M, Herzog T. Explaining real life events: How culture and dor
Personality and Social Psychology bulletin, 1996,22: 732—741

Alicke M D, Zerbst J I, Loschiavo F M. Personal attitudes, constraint magnitude, a
Basic And Applied Social Psychology,1996,18(2):211—228

Gilbert D T, Malone P S. The correspondence bias. Psychology Bulletin, 1995,117(1):
Lewis P T. A naturalistic test of two fundamental propositions: Correspondence bias
hypothesis. Joumal of Personality, 1995,63(1):87—111

B, B LCHEERIR TR R 0EBR, 1994, 17: 43—46

Bond H M, Smith P B. Cross—cultural social and organizational psychology. Anni
1996,47:205—235

Si G Y, Rethorst S, Willimczik K. Causal attribution perception in sports achieve
study on attributional concept‘in Germany and China. Journal of Cross—Culture P
537—552

Sk s, R SIALEY B SRR R, A& BB, 1995, 21 44—49

REF. EFMER: PEHESKBEN. H&0BPR, 1995,23:1—8

#HEHE. £hPE LR ZBKAE, 1985, 26

Bhd. RgbBAR g . BRE5HMANN. L. aPhF BuCER. PEA -
B ER AR AL R A R R, 1991, 93—145

REVIEW ON THE CROSS-CULTURAL RESEAR
CORRESPONDENT BIAS

Fu Jianbin Jiao Shulan

(Institute of Psychology, Academia Sinica, Beijing 100012)
Abstract

Correspondent bias is one important topic in western social ps;

this phenomenon also existed in other cultures is of egeneral cor



