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(M 1) ARBORFEER (problem solving) KB W T, B4 B (strategy) 2SFAVOLN B, L
TD22iI20nT, ZNENFHHAL RIT WV,

(1) #Z=#E/IE (difference reduction method)

(2) FE&-BEHH (means-ends analysis)

([ 2) AEOEZEEEE (working memory) 12V T, UTORWIZEZL & I\,
(1) &L — 7 (phonological loop) &RZEM R v F -8y F (visual-spatial sketchpad) 22>
THHALZ X v,
(2) B £ EER (free-recall experiment) 12 35 1) 2 #FIEEZIER (primacy effect) & FEEIR (recency
effect) IKOWTEHAL, ¥, ZNOBETNI0»ZFAL LI W,
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%@ﬁ% (retina) 1ICELE L 723613, ;1"5@?7 j ‘Eé (receptorcell) %8 U CTERIMICIE
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A bNB, SHBMEICIE, BOBRECER L, BonEREE (resolution) @
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DZBEARD B, (4) Iid, BETI2HOWRICL - TER é RKRT 5, BD
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Al

LT, FOMMEICEEERD B, (%) REOME (puity) O & EuvL, EIE
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DL 5T o7 BT (saturation) L7avfa%e. BEO L5 KR HORAD L
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2. BEIEFS (dark adaptation) D#E %, [BENEGEER | (dark adaptation curve) & [JiE
JGEFRET ] (adaptation time) &5 Z-DDAFEZ FAWT 400 XFREE CHBEY X,
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1. NEREH (interoception) & I/ TH B 1Z AL 72 X\,
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2, NEARHEDOIEME X ZTERICAIE T 55k LT, L0aA v v FEE L LAFHIERE
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(1) BFgefil% 1 2252”5, DEEE OLECHINZ  (cultural and regional variations
in psychological tendencies) % ¥4 % ETREDHEERFRIRE (socio-ecological
environments in the past) °CFEH (history) IZEHTAHZ EDEBEEZHRHAL T XN,

(2) BATFD a~c ZNFHUCK LT, BETIHEAFTICONTHNZR b, T OBEEH
LT EE,
a. BOEH/N1 7 A (self-enhancement bias)
b. EERAVEE L HEAIRE (informational and normative influences)
c. BARFEDTZ — (fundamental attribution error) (£ 72i&, /34 7 X

[correspondence bias])

(3) LA FDFEIE, Liu b2 X 2F3C (Liy, S. S., Morris, M. W., Talhelm, T., & Yang, Q.
[2019]. Ingroup vigilance in collectivistic cultures. Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences, 116(29), 14538-14546.) M o3| LD TY, T xkFskh, LLTORWIZE
ZTLIE&EY,

Collectivistic cultures have been characterized as having harmonious, cooperative ingroup
relationships. However, we find evidence that people in collectivistic cultures are more vigilant
toward ingroup members, mindful of their possible unethical intentions. Study 1 found that Chinese
participants were more vigilant than Americans in within-group competitions, anticipating more
unethical behaviors from their peers. Study 2 replicated this finding by comparing areas within
China, finding that people from China’s collectivistic rice-farming regions exhibit greater ingroup
vigilance than people from the less collectivistic wheat-farming regions. The rice/wheat difference
was mediated by greater perceived within-group competition. Study 3 found that Chinese
participants were more likely than Americans to interpret a peer’s friendly behavior as sabotage in
disguise. We also manipulated within-group competition and found that it increased ingroup

vigilance in both cultures. Finally, study 3 identified two boundary conditions where cultural

differences in ingroup vigilance decrease: an unambiguously competitive win—lose situation where

Americans also exhibit vigilance, and an unambiguously cooperative win—win situation where
Chinese participants relax their vigilance. This research contributes to a more balanced view of
collectivism, revealing its interpersonal tensions in the forms of within-group competition and

ingroup vigilance.
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ToEiZ, Squire & Zola-Morgan (1991) o EHHE (long-term memory) OHFEEEL-H D
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2 Tz ey = P (episodic memory) | & [E&kE (semantic memory) | IZIZ ED X ) &

WD B bR EAEICEREA L 8 X v,
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(3) F ;“% I% (explicit memory) | & [¥&FERC DL HEBVDD B
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Explain cognitive empathy and emotional/affective empathy
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Explain in detail how the processing of self-bodily sensations is involved in

understanding others’ emotional states, giving specific research examples
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In the process of empathy, people sometimes unconsciously match their facial
expressions with others. Describe two examples to measure the facial reactions
within the laboratory environment, highlighting the advantages and

disadvantages inherent in each method.



