EFELEeLT]) » & —H (2006 : 17-46

SRS = A i o B i T A SR

V3 V=g
7

1% &

22 #E -Hr (framing analysis) i % F 4098 F S8 b 0 AL B 85 » KX
3R T RSB R B Fe A K2 KB EF[MER] (frame) Fo [ R
# | (framing) 94 o LA b+ K44 > ST T H M BHME =K
Fmag R EREHME P EA 0 REFE AL KSR - REE
EATIT LR o AUARE - RS E — 8 MAAN EEHALS
BE T 4T ARG AR RAASR AR BN AL EE  RET —
MG ERE RG]~ [3] > 76983 -

Mgt AR BH o BESN O HE AEFHE ASEEEIA

T S (S I A B B KB — 2R AR A A ) o BT R R R — S R A A

(University of Wisconsin-Madison) {SHEZT R 2L o Y IF T BLHR 5 BUA 6
SRR o B ) AR o MR ROR R A AT REE - EA R i R R
SCKEE o BT : zhongdangpan@wisc.edu



18

The Chinese Journal of Communication and Society, 1(2006)

Framing Analysis: Toward an Integrative
Perspective

PAN Zhongdang

Abstract

Framing analysis needs theoretical clarification and integration. For this
purpose, this paper discusses the theoretical foundations and problematics of
framing analysis, explicates the concepts of “frame” and “framing,” reviews and
analyzes the literatures in three areas of news framing analysis: frames and
framing in news representation, framing effects and psychological mechanisms,
and the structuring of discursive practices in public life via framing. Synthesizing
the literatures in these areas, this paper argues that framing analysis is an area of
research on how people interact in the construction of social reality. It offers a
unique theoretical perspective that considers cognition, discourse, and practices in
an integrated dynamic.

Keywords: frame, framing, framing analysis, discourse, public deliberation,
social constructionism
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i][[3

5]

e AR WA A5 R > ZEAR S0 AT (framing analysis) #b & — 1 B aR TR
MR FE4E S o ' EAE SR B BUR R K B AF2 (Entman, 1993) JH S 2 [
iz (fractured paradigm) 2 1% » A2 FHREE B & SR > DR
— AR BT B o (HE > BEES N B A AL > TR BoL A N
(D’Angelo, 2002) > 224 43 A1 H B 2 R 22 &5 28 1 1 98 51 28 (research
program) - JGERFN % F Y2 TR A IR -

BB - 2 e ARt > (H BGOSR AR R R A SR BLAY
R o KRBT By LRI SRR - ZERE AT HEE WS K 2 8 BB AN 2 A IR ) > B2
BAMEFE L TACNFT o A N4 g SR AL BEER 4 /i R RHE AL (Pan &
Kosicki, 1993) 5 A Al Fll G R1/0PHEL ~ s 5 F A0 H BE i iE — Pl 2l
#i3C (D’ Angelo, 2002) 5 #H ANETIEAT > MR BT RS> By s > —
KR ASHE A 2 R B > B @ IRAE > ) — B DAMEE A2 P I AE
ZVER TEHEE] » BERE A2 MR ~ RBEEFNTT £ (Scheufele,
1999) 5 H =AM AT R VR RIS B I AREfh - 2 PraE i 46
TR aRFERCE | (second-order agenda-setting) (McCombs, 1997) o

Pt A JEE S BT 5 P RE ) ME L B AR B o T [T  ORE S
AN E T B R Aol OB S — =5 F s iR B8 (WLee, Chan, Pan, & So,
2002; Miller, 2001; Semetko & Valkenburg, 2000) ; A A4 5t 57 i HE 4L %}
2 SRR N ) 58 50 B RE B T AR A 5E 28 (W Cappella & Jamieson, 1997;
Druckman, 2001; Haider-Markel & Joslyn, 2001; Iyengar, 1991; Kellstedt,
2000; Kinder & Sanders, 1996 ; Nelson & Oxley, 1999; Price, Tewksbury, &
Powers, 1997; Shah, Domke, & Wackman, 1996; Valkenburg, Semetko, & de
Vreese, 1999) ;5 A N5Hr—1R12 A1) A b (Gamson & Modigliani,
1989; Miller, 1997) Jz UK 8L & @ E 8 % 28 (WEntman, 2004; Gitlin,
1980) 5 A AWFFTL AU a] B AR Nk i A S AR T TP A R > AL 2
LN ICAENE > LA T R AR B 17 Bh ol 4L & % B (Benford & Snow, 2000;
Gamson, 1992; Gamson & Meyer, 1996; Iorio & Huxman, 1996; Neuman,
Just, & Crigler, 1992; Pan & Kosicki, 2001; Snow & Benford, 1992; Steinberg,
1998) o TERRJNILERERAEI » BRI DL THESR | B & AT 7 v B BEL DA SR Y
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JER (WKahneman & Tversky, 1984; Kiiberger, 1998) ° &5 [ 22857 H7] 11
PR IRAS > oAt B ) B iE b — M R - A 7 25 0 LB R ) AR 2 5
FEZ T > T A A I B 2 sUE R > B AR B RT R A U
BT TE AT 2

Ph bRyl AR R > BESR (B A 30 IR VR B 2L - AT LA
RS DREE 2 — - & > BOE20Z2F BT IR (2R
B BB B RR LA 1A TR 4307 ) A0 12 A 5 | 3 {4 52 1A ) 3 28
% o nulAEEAT T2 AT ) > DA TR 20 A J A 20 — e BHL G R 7 15 ) B )
A I AT R B E 55 B ATH IR o

PRI > T O AR 3 [ 4 20 AT ) A — 8 JHL G 110 A JERR 8 V7 2 (L 2
PRI EENE o BRREASCHEIR - 19 H R 38 3 —%
25 o DA TR BT ) i) 3 e AR AN B 7 B ) A — (8 R 5 RS -
Bt WHTFBRFSOR > BETFESN R > FEE D —ERE &
BOCRR o By T AR ST 25 19 1 25 IR T W B P A [ T > A T T A
SHESE E > TR TR LUR I (RIS 1Y) £y R AR BUY RER e
AR o

RO wmE

P MESE 2 — WS @ a0 F R g RO - k8
(Goffman, 1974) ) CERESIHTY (Frame Analysis) —2 - X REFEZENE
B TEMIHERIE T AR DA - AR S SE T B AL B B K
MRTETE - &P K (Schutz, 1962) RYHLSELIEBE > BE AU B8 —
[ (one realm of reality) > 5% [ = M) — 11 4#77E #ilkE | (one finite province of
meaning) ; fBERSEEIFEE ALK - RK 715 (ethnomethodology) FY AL A
EAE - 25 e (Garfinkel, 1967) —#% - A BERF N @RI R 2 BUE
FITRAERIRI o (5 2 » SRS BATE MM AT H& S A 5 AT AT HL A5 5%
TNERL BB AR RIS A AR AT 2 J A a MR R > e
] R e AT A Al > AR TR T E MR e R

W > SRS B WA A= M T @ A & B EE (R P - Ja
SEAL R T IS A% i (Berger & Luckmann, 1966) o XK 2 i
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— A BT (BESRABIZ A F S bR B S > QI B AR A 4L BB A M R
WORASHE (SRR AR > 2 [2ERE T ) WU — B AP L &
Bl B A FE o 0 o] S B FE SEI, - AbAEAEFE > At T ) A AE 20— B
IS - HAFAR Bateson, 1955) A — T SC 35wl (09 FH fe Sy H30T »
HFF AR i SO P2 PRSI R > B (46 T A8 A AT ]
PATERTRE BT A R AR 4 AL R0 58 T AS IR TR 28 1 28 70 L 2 A fif At b2
th a1 P RE Y R — TR BB 0B - IE =S E R - B B A
WA i B - BVEMAH B PRI T — RAVE AT IR T R &)
fF o MR > Wb RE — BfE — BTN A A ER] > AR
J¥ > 2B BUAGE T DA Rt (HLRRRR) S8 8 A\ B Es 3 (o] DABH (1 e A/l 9k
TEATI » MR EREDee » HARRARER L » 8K > B Dony 2 B FiBlac s 41
HAETII0ERE] (meta-communication) 4252 B

JEs [T > F5 02 R B e RIS B > g an o] s R B F A 50k
MAEEIRE ST o ELE ST Re s TReE & > BITE AR H I5E 98
A IR B E TR R E R o I > ST TE — w9 — SR E
3 R A GT1) > iR A LE AR A R i 8) (Do) - %
FEME - TR NS PTRE > AMREE AT IR LR TR AR BRI >
T B — LRI > DA E I A FE 2 BLAF SR A A A R HE 2 [T BRAR » 752U
HIE HTE5E 5 a R R 20 » BATEN G S B ey » 28 % 2 R 5 1
1) o ¥t > HARRRIT TR - B A BT IR R AL o b
R R B AE > IS WA R A M AR R B TR R
B (38 [ 2 0, S AR B BRI o Hb B 2 BT DA BEAE W 2 [R] fEAE R] —
R0 BRSBTS T iE eI AR o

W Re - BRI » AR — (B 55 B > [F] R 7E R By =T
FHEREHAS - () BERRERECTE - 2) JEiHRAE - Q) Witk
&AL LA S AR DL S 2 B DA SR B S REA T B A BRI - 78 58 = TE
[CERE | B NZ o THEZR] (frame) /2 TCEHE G R E > R EF R 2
I el B AR AT SR R B R o (B 2 Ay TR o 0 BA T R Y
sz dtm o [HEZE) PRI RLOFRER I ME S » U [ ~ T8RHE]
B S OB B T S BT & BT R DL — 8 B e A 12
TUHASA -
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ELEE o R T IABR e ARG EM TR o R T
AR KRS (B AN B A (o7 S 2 [R5/ R IR A2 1E) ~ g (RIS
PLR AR RO AR R A B ) > DA R ke A i AR Ak (=
FK -~ il BT o fE Lo R R AR » (EAEr i R A A L
AT LAAE G| 4 DA T #e(8 BE AR - B 4E T 87K (1962) 1wl A g
HGHr (Habermas, 1984, 1987) [ 3147 B ¥ | AL ABUR, - B T8
A& Hi R 1) 5 5 SR A ) R R RE S BB B VE (Fairclough,
1992) : ¢

B A BUE R AMMAGE AT e TE) A I E AR o ZER AT 2
AR R E — BRI EAENE Y 2 E
N E B R RN — W - BREWRERESITE T E EES L
APt g 1T B R 2 (R T 5 R AR 18 — @i eE o

B A e BUE MR B @ AT SRR MRS
Bl WAE IR AR Tp B BUE ) =2 I E (intersubjectivity, Bl 1 AH
H BRI IMENE) o BT 28 S22 AP A o] 70 5k R o
RIS Lt B BSHLRI R BT - AR B B RS T B B 5 T S e
FFEF o KL > 5HEEHT (discourse analysis) 1 /7 L 7E 2R AT E H A5
BREAE -

8= B BIER BRI b o S A B AR R R
HILE LI A EETE R T (discursive contestation) > Bl Al F5E o 28
W BT ZE 28 S50 [P (R AR AR > NI A R R 48 5 v {181 g 1 () PR SR B o AE
FLREA G T > BRI R B B ARG T AL ZE 3 T 5 e B R )
BIPLF (250G HUE IR R R A8 A 06 A0 [ SR 78 RAL ) Asmat) 5 7F
REERIE T - SRR HT L ZEE B T B BLRE ) A RS B L > A AT
B A (220 5 3 T B AR o s B S 1 B B Rt o
W > BEAE ST AT A R R S L A AR A A BUR R S R N AL g AT B
52 o

S0 > FEA IR W RERE T o ANED AR TR » R R TALE
AP 28 6 A2 75 1 4% 04 BER 43 (Gamson, 1988; Pan & Kosicki, 2001) e
ZERE AT 5 5 AP o] R B S SR AR TR > B R AR SR M BA R I 55
SEIF N P sk X F (deliberative democracy) B —FH B 20 #1 F- B < 3
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RIBD MBS NEE

RBEEFEESHRATHER

X2 1 TEERE M | 3B o0 g S A i M e B 1 S B 2 | o fthdR
e M H ETEBIRE B TR R AR SR ETERREATE R
TEFAW > AME AN R I B R R 2 o CHESREESR AR A
REFRFEASIR] > AEAT o] —fRIAE SR AR A FRAM PR T HE PR P A - JEBR kA A
FE R [ 72 BRI FE A | (schemata of interpretation) > 23k AM A2 43 9F ~ &
FZ -~ MERR AN r 24 LT PR 2 1) A #8 F 52 ] (Goffman, 1974, p. 21) ° HESE
B TR — IR AL AL — B[R M AR R AR
WEUNEEAE > B h AN AR 5 MGani S R BR AR > FE PR K T A
ek AR TR o ARG o TSI R R A 5 1 A AN
P18 98 B VR U A2 s BUECHY TR (strip, slice) o

FEATATIE ST > AR AT BEIR] e 20 AR FAEZE A E R
F 4%k > SORFESER) > sRBORRI LA (perspectives) o {HE > FEATA]
—AFTE R BAE ST > AR A R EAEL AN TRTEE] » AT G IR T
B EAEATE E AR BTN - HEZL R RITEINNE 2 — » BAETEAT
BE R o 1TE) E R RS > R PR T M AESE > %
T BT T SR — SRR > B 2 PR TR E SR o R R T R]
BENTEEA - fAEMEE L > BRREMNES L B ER AL B i
A RRN [ AL (schema » X[ [E 5 ]) (Carlston & Smith, 1997) °

TTE B AR T A N A R A N PRI TH) - by — 5
AR B R IR RE A 2 BB —— IRz A T8 P i 2 2 56
BRI B HE SE e > B ek iR T By Rt A AR - KRB A - 8
Hrp g — (AR mE o BorEfiEE > KRS T IEH] (the
key) %& [ ZEHE T I AR > b3l (Goffman, 1974, pp. 43-44) > TRl
FEF > TR — LR B E R M T FEVIRHERR A BRI E)
PG L 5y A By BEAB 2 2 BUE B AR TSNS B o 75 R i A R
B ] (keying) o ARIEIFIZ N > HARFARBIES S 00 B ) 150 AT 1
(AT > WS ET WOREYS B B o SIF DAL R T 3T B B
TR SL R R A
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WHEETAREAAA T A A

W F I AT MR 5] O A K P e 2 (Daniel
Kahneman) #1555 7 37 2& (Amos Tversky) B 356 W ¢ (Kahneman &
Tversky, 1984; Tversky & Kahneman, 1988) ° % i /0> FREE ZR BERY L B
i LR R G > W SR T AT AR B E 1 B DA SO A Y
R > PRI > A B g g R A Rk AR R A o (R - fth
A1 %) 238 A 2k R 3 iy LK R o ) L g oI T 22 B M

FLJe B BURR B AT i SRR DRI 7S T B M B R 2 — R TR e
R (framing effects) - B[R] — 4 6 wHUAE ol AN [F] 1) 2 2 S SO (] ) Pl o e
o DI &EE#H 5 —Z ] (Kahneman & Tversky, 1984) :

BHFA  REXETMNRATRGRE > 207K T EFH600A LT ©

HOR MR 2 — (1520 st )

BA W E R T RAKA200 A 5 A 7 EB > 600 A2 #

TEHE T R A 1/3 > BRSO T R M A2/3 o 3
AR R A HAE T £ ?

R CT2NW NRFET EA o

ORI R 2 = (155 st #)

BAWETF - WA T EZCHEA400AT 5 KA T ED > £AR

T HHE R A 1/3 5 600 A2 ¥ 3L T B B & B 2/3 o 7 1
TR R HAE T £ °?
MR T8N NRIET T ED o

BRG] > P 2 R T RS » B EHEA S A
) MARF TR > St iR R 0 =X (RIBREEIAESS) AR > M e
ANFE HI AT > SRR R[] SRR o 55 — 4 bl - DA O
) BYHEZL B R - SEBOR R (risk aversion) BT 5 ¥4
THMGE > DT BB RNEZR B R > B R R bR oK (risk
seeking) B fH ]

5 RO > BILC 2 RN R AT B R A > RO T (B K L
(value function) — 3 [0 3 FE 0.0 BB SZ —— PR A e 7 SO [R] i
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A by — R B » AR A TE I HEE (prospect theory) (Kahneman &
Tversky, 1979; Kahneman, 2003) T TEEIFI B 5 2 — o fE R - FEHIH
aEE o AMEER A EE MR 3Z FR 1Y) (bounded rationality) » HRIH 2 — &
A3 45 ) B[R ) Y O 3E% s BUET PR B (B 2 AN AR S- AU BRAR » A s [
EEK B o T3] (E EEAE) » PRGBS AP A AR ~F (LB A 4 >
TSy R T 5 [k ARm o (RTEME ) - BB - MM EER g
B B OB ok > BPRE — 40 A ) o (HR > %8 TS S2 A o 38 AR Uk
(diminishing sensitivity) i #3% o [15] 18 (H ok BOR R 22K GRR st 47
RS B > [ BB A ok BORB0IE /N R AR 2 SR o A
7 e 3R ) B PR M (A R[] Lo BB AZ B SR PR > 7 A R A B P 1 AR T
).OHEZ ] (reference state) = ] — 2 BEUZ600 N&FE > R > figf—
A R A BE 2 R AT > I BRIREFEIREE - SR
KB o w1 WE W ERER —5RE) ) > B SRR > (258 1 &
KI5 s AN R T A AN R SR B o

R A BUR > JUR S MR AT T AR S o Em
A FE e SR At R v i A A A P MR R 5 4 > i e R 2 4 th i
R B R R AR > R ER R[] A RRAAE L B B B BT (3R
WA EERKE) - W7 E) GBS > @M B E N BUE GEENE
) o RV (MBI > i EREN > REplE A e MM B
TG ~ JE 2B AN [R]EE 4 2 (AT TR SR B~ ol B8 AN [R] OHE 2200 H7 e
2HMEMEE 15 B[] B2 ] R g ok ~ PRk olosE Jr n)
(40 : Jones, Frisch, Yurak, & Kim, 1998; Jou, Shanteau, & Harris, 1996;
Miller & Fagley, 1991; Kiiberger, 1995; Takemura, 1994) ° #5350 » 767%
g e — P REIRY > SR E A R RETE R R —AE SR B EREURE] Y
HEZE » B AR AN TR A 4008 -

# W R A AT

T SN AT AE DL B A TR AR S R R 1 A B TR o BRI
— BT BR B 9 2 I A ) AR B R o R AR R SO T b v A 1
B> TR T Z2 BB 22 B 58 S S o B EEAS IR - (1) BER

25



26

EFELeL2T) > & — M (2006

TEEAE (A1) ) A2 P15 BN - Q) R TG B & A R gt e
178 > MR — A S fFsR e B s Q2 > BB A MW E A ER
BB IS 5 (4) DRI 32 B R % 5 ) A S 4 i R A R B0 B i
() i 2 [ 31 T 4 (Hilgartner & Bosk, 1988) & (5) 45 E B
KC AN BLIA A L S s R R o s R TR Y R
AR RE A AR A o At (t) (MR THEZE ] o

Ta e Fe B 2 B AR AY o L > e B {ERRERE Ak Oy
1 (Reese, 2001) - [HESUE — (AL e 3L - B[ _EBUSRRE
1~ ATAR ST Bof At gt R B s AL i A4 (b 1)) - B
I > HEARE A TEY E B A AL A > EAEE A TR - BURBIERM
AR DA R AT Bl b i A 4K T AR BT Y %0 B A (Gamson, 1988,
1992; Gamson & Modigliani, 1989; Gitlin, 1980) ° Hiltt » ZEREED A iE bR
AR AR > A DR B BB R S T B % Y
SCASTE R DA M A R A e I SR ) R R 2 - DR R - AR
FFh > LARJEIE 5] (Entman, 1993, p. 52) o flj MR > MESL ELAT FEES -
P~ EFFTHIAE T B TIRE (Gamson, 1992) o [HI » BAFE HHE—
o MESEA VORI B 2 Fir - (RGO RE N ~ (L EAE R SO~ SUARE:
WS 1) R R B 0% BB BRSO i ) s —— Sk e

BSOS THESE | DA Rl A FIAE 2R )8 A — 284 — ROlam - 4B
SEAEST BT NPT B s AR B T B 2 BRI BRAR o I > FRAMASHE
R B AL B2 () B R A3 AT BEL R RO BB A AP e R - RN
Ak~ TE I RE R BAE PSR Y Bl B LB A B i o AL A Y 2R
BB TR G RR AR TE > RIGRAN A &6 2 B &5 4 DA 2 3y (8L
S AP i B TR A9 AL AR VE I (Pan & Kosicki, 1993) o % S6{8 s st & 5
L IREL AN — EAE B EE RN 2 B (cognitive representation) Fl1& & i
(information processing) MBI o %75 %< Hiia w70 AU SR FE AL » o0
FRER MR ~ eI T —Se B [HESE | — SRS o Lot > —LEft
Fo N LR R0 OB ER AR YR o] A 25 RS AR A 1) KIS vy e i i A7 A0 1
FRE > SEH T THESE Ia (A S - A B e A8k (TEE M - datall]
information) )45 HERHR (template) > AR ZIH AR 22 B 19 & R 43 PRI b
AR R KN BT RO AE T (Miinsky, 1975) o BE—4 > HEEZR A THE
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ZRE N RS ALG o BRI BLS (] LU — Wt - — 8
178) ~ BB GRAR) RORACRARL - AR R R (8 B8 AR 15 LR BRI
PIBRE > DA K — 3% 2 HI 2 (Barsalou, 1992) o 807l & RRAL A1
FEE G M MRS L 48 [ 8] ~ THIAS ] (script) ~ %I (category) B i 7Y
(prototype) » DA B Al sl L[ b i H A2 A E 260 1% 24141 B ZI AR En
4 (stereotype) (Carlston & Smith, 1997; Macrae & Bodenhausen, 2000;
Schank, 1990; Smith, 1998; Taylor & Crocker, 1981) ° 7 73 A" i H#EFE DA
R SOHRR AT FT b > HE SRl AH A AT PR i o A g~ A
MAPRER HAS > ZERE LS AR € A SHARE R ~ 20 BT B RE Y i A
(Kahneman & Tversky, 1984) o

FERBD TN =KEE

T SR S0 BT BRI 2 AAMAE A A U6 v A e 36 - B BB
5 R A D AR PR B AR - B A MR AT E) A 1Y AR AN ﬁnna o
Brn) BB BOR RS A 0T 71 > BATENE - 178 TR R - AT
By~ B R AR S RO BB I Y 5 5% (2 B Burke, 1989) ﬁE?Xz—
THE B A E RPN E P — - WEZEER > HhFRE
5% ] RELAE £y 75 {181 ) A8 2 ) R T 70 AR R 3 o

TEMAREF T - JERES AT AT 4 25 = KB « BhE OCA L5 B e
R) o aheg M HEZL EREROATE) JOmAR) > DLRGERE MR (IR B
O o TEAL gt TRV IER N - FREE RSB B R
LA TED B HIG 5 AT R (Fairclough, 1992) 5 BAMARE 2 L2 H
BB (van Dijk, 1988) > MEALA FLATE AV ) B % #8 (Pan & Kosicki,
1993) o (K > [@534E = KH#iRE » FUR % T AR RS - AR B
W75 AT B A T EE B -

FERAE LR 09 T [ iR 48

40 iy LB 1% L A IR SR S > R ST E B EREAE 2 o SRR
RSB IIF 5 B T RR RN 5 S Y A5 FEHE 2R 2 A 4345 (U0 : Druckman, 2002;
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Kiihberger, 1995; Levin, Schneider, & Gaeth, 1998) - * B ALH
HATERE > B B BAMEIZ A1/ HEZE AN RS AL & 8 > DA A
2 S BTTE AT AN A LS i B A TE 3 AR A0S i 1 BRAR
HE > DRI T A A B S RS (] SR AR A sl 2 T 1 B G R
I —E A AT B WA R RS o 1 — S AR Al (1) ST A
) B R s G (s BUETAR TS TR MRS Z 0T ~ Bl FREE
WRPE > BT MBAEES (task)) > Q) FFE IR A B 17BN BT
g A AR TE R (G0 - RV > RE BB A E
PR AR T —HEGR) > () Bk B (UERD mZR 4k (B2
AATED) JE R (B G A 7 B2 At i el A IR D D) (@) BRI R
(SR BFB > A A A AR 5800 A)7E 45 (syntactical structure) e
BUR > PR Al . BAESE R AATEE - P - fTE A
WRIFI 58 AL o 425 By ik » FRAMIRIZ A 2 50 T TT Rt i 2 il o B
IR R - WS FRAME = WS — e E I E) R 75
AR o AT ZEAE AT I A5 2 AR U R BR Y SRR R > SURR R A AN R
PURHAESE - °
1. ERBUAREEZR AN (yengar, 1991) H 4557 I $RE 1) SCA H &% TF
Bt [ - REUHE 2R B 7 B xCHEZE (thematic vs. episodic frame) ©
FREAHE AR B & DL — i E A0 BB SUE R
SR E R CNEUT AR SR ERD A4 S T DAHROE 5 B
TOHEZL B 3L DA a e — {8 (sl 2L AR\ s il o i o
FZSEURT I B G o SR PR 0 A A 7 A28 AR S 4 e B Sy R 2R
fRE DA b TR ) BOR S B i ] > B A 368 5 P A0 2 1) 42
BB > RO T EE M RE - HEHURENES - (HAhEHE
BRI FE B e = PG A - BELEE SR MO A B
MR T 45 SR IR B > At R AR AR A B FEACYR A By LR o
Rt - 73 A SR B B IF 95 iR AN o
2. Al (GRS HIAC 263 10 ROl sl i — B aGRERy - BR
7 R T A 285 11 9 AR AN T] o AR A o oA T ) s 1] -
FHE WS ANFINESE R [ o T A 1 - DR G [ 2 e
(Druckman, 2002) BiAFEZERETE (Levin et al., 1998) < Fbail »
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BREHETE T 2 BBOR R IRE - T RE R BRSBTS 5
W/ TR AR BUSBORIEAR o AT B £ RIS AHE
B] (strategy frame) - 25 WHH 5 [FRAEHESL] (issue frame) 5 Fi&
PR A G BN AEBUE BT HEATS - AR EEUAEE—
B EHE RV BB R 5 S BB RN R A
W &R~ A E A SRR OE BTG BB JE (Cappella &
Jamieson, 1997) o B BB HIWFIT » KBl T i HE — JUH R A
— FAURE R EEUAR —LeR G 5 B mRE LS T BOA B B
HHATENFE Y —LER ] o (B - TS M EAE SRR 5K - TR BB A A
AELEERERETT P EE LA > T L AR A N E o JUHUE
SR W L R E R TR BOA A BB Pl IR K IOARARZS - R EBUAH)
3 B {5 1] JRE AT (5 i 1% i J B B A 4 7% o) YRS i A2 SRl I A
HHEF o L BB e EEURA R R B
R o (AR ISR [ 22RO ST ) IR
RS T BB R o RIRR A HE SR s B R ER R
— W7 S BRI A () o fH BRER BTN R] RO 2 Y
TEIRAE IR 5 w4 7E AL A IR BT 427 3 ) S A (BB U A - B
S BT 2 BURRHE I I R T PV BOAESS © (R > EREE R A
SRIF RN > 0 IE NSRBI ANR] o J8 — KB 42 Al 40 W
$i o —TEBOABEEBL (A0« 3B =K AR S B IR LA S 5 H
S LR A A AL AR R B A R R 5 Gamson & Modigliani,
1989; Kinder & Sanders, 1996; Nelson, Oxley, & Clawson, 1997,
Shah et al., 1996) © 3 — IR [l A2 22 2t A v B B L A 1) B AR B
B > s - AW~ BB - 855 (Price & Tewksbury,
1997) < iEmE Z WA A o &5 ArEBRERTE S 202
BEABUE R RIES » ARECRTE g RE A &
HRTERATE) A TR R OE R IR SR R BT SN o
NI AT HIAL & R B R R > A AR B [ ) SR Y 75
RERZ— o HUC SRIGHT— MR 1E - AR A B R EERE LA A A
[FAOHESE 5 BREUE — MR AL » MO IRIAR B — AR RS (B i 2
ANF] AR BB S ROME SR LR - A7 AL 2 A o MG TR A 2 T 1Y

29



30

EFELeL2T) > & — M (2006

[ELHHELE ] (de Vreese, Peter, & Semetko, 2001) it H fij #Y SCELAR
B> KEZBZEAEDT I PRI T 8RR s AL AR IR R A 3 A% - (B Y
ia PR - JE AT BRI IR A R T o
4. 55 PUSFHE L 45 1Y 42 DA W) 632 e oy 2498 1) JEL % (Schlesinger & Lau,
2000) e & AR BEA BRI - BRI LR E Y B AR =X
BRI AR B R (KRR B E R A B SR PR B4
L RN IRMIMFEIR RS - VIR RMAFES &+ o FEmsCE
A FRAM T 3 T4 AL p BT T B AR BR 0 SR AR > AR
FREUR M REARYE A C BB » MEBUEHERS X > W% 2 TG
B I AN AR 1) 2838, (Lakoff & Johnson, 1980) o AT fn]— {1 48 4t &
BB HAE I i sk > AR T BRAE LR 2 AR 1 RE R =
FEAE] » EECT BERAUARR] ~ BRAMASE] > LRSI TE) (BLF5 R
FRIEES) MR (Lau & Schlesinger, 2005) ° %& {AWF 7 B > 5]
AT RRAEE T RS - 2 B TR T I o s | N H
I8 fE o
A TR EEAT THOE & > FRAM BUAE T A a4 20 BT Y = K A e
JHAE 2 PR o RIS I b Al s =~ DU o JREAER > B
A" BEL AT — B S ZE R ) o 2 R L RS ARRAR o UL > DL IR E
ERTETA 73 B R R 7 A R ) B S o

L2 bk SR G AR 0 UL

ZRAERIE FE 1% 3 A SCAAE By 420 N4 2 — (Pan & Kosicki, 1993) © {H
EE—REIRE - RS MBFFEEE > B SURIE AL RRARE 5L
MRTEAL eI AL e BRI S s P B 50K > FIEMARGRERD
BWEBLTE OIS [ 454 2 » AN R SCA B MR AAN A 7380 14 1
it o VI EGERERE AT > BIERRE S REEE) > RS E A
MAS 55 5 BT R A o

it B ETEIF L SCRRE - Anfn] B RE 8 SR RE RE 0 SCAS > TR 2R R T
WS - ARZ 25 250 RIS AT o — R S L S OB TT - EEE R AR
TEAYBTSCAS > B2 > AEAEAS R BT 40 BT R A A 7 380 25 A A T B 500 B
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MIRERE > R > 8 FESHHT I SCAR BOMEZE A0 A » AR /D 8 il i e g il o
AT DA SCIRR H R AR AR B A D7 > S BEOSIR] 09 20 B A0 R0 S 2 R B G 1Y)
ANFERAE > 53 By M

(1) 8 &5 Bl BT f SCAS HR g 25 B TAE R > D7 I o0 i (>
Tankard, 2001; de Vreese et al., 2001; Semetko & Valkenburg, 2000) ;

Q) TF SR PRI AR F @ E - MEARHESE R F IR > f5R
BEAEE > DL AN 2 ) 224 2 5+ (U0 > Miller, 2001; Gamson & Lasch,
1983; Gamson & Modigliani, 1989) -

R 2y g bR > FR ML AN S Pt g — 0% o A H AR ik B
B AR SCIT RN Y ZERE RS DA SRR BT R AZ Do E > BRI > FRAE LGS
EZ(r

H AR (William Gamson) 7E70 47 2 345k E — B Ar @+t & 178
FHEE - AL ~ BN AR SO — I > i THESR ] 8
25— ARERE B oTH % DA ARBUE B IRAS ] > BV E %R A
BRI S B 5 3% (make sense) » 1 ELAEE T s MR > SIf7 i b
B — S TR 5 R B T G i | 0 SR ISR - 1 A T DAL
HEUR DO TAF9E R TIEAY S > B ukE G - AV 20 - TR H
MBS ~ AR R A RATA B o HIBARER A > B =R —HE4 -
HETEMEMER » RSB YLIERE - Ml 2 A5 5 656
(discursive package) > Rl —deE ) — SRR -

SEBUH AR SRS MEE RN — RV > AW T DUty 7
EARAS B =P R - () A TR O g aBORRRE - K= RS
K TR A B 52 B Y SUAS > () FEULIERRE I > HE SESUAS A i B
R RROTER SRR - BRAN > I AL [ 35 [ (signature
matrix) > (3) TEX R [RHREEE B2 | R L AnA e SR A A i 2R | > Sk
(BB > R R P B A A (SR £ )5 RIE L RE -

(555 2 L] 2 B0 2 A IR I TR LSRR I SR A - TEIE A Y
OB AR P THEZR ] o | & BT i 4 (BB S Bl S
FE W) I R EE TR 55 8 Tk (signature devices) - T HGFEMy - i
B~ WATEE - fiAg - BB R BN (5 E TR BRI - &
B FFERTERK
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kR AR S T AL (0 - AT L B R SER) AL (I 7E
P RELRE B b W RR — (A [HEZE ) S HE T35 % T45 ) 0B > EAR RN A
(BN = e —GHRE AL AE /N (7] 5L A AN ] JRE S0 IR 3 R B SE) o 98 )9 MRl
FEOTMTRI DT H AR AR [ S B R TR B R Y A R K (Ferree,
Gamson, Gerhards, & Rucht, 2002; Gamson & Lasch, 1983; Gamson &
Modigliani, 1989) °

TR A 75 vk SR AL B N 2 20 BV AL Y SOAS AU RE LA S i LR
T B 4 A 12 B Rl B O R P A B B 2 TR 32 - R > B E
AT 5 V5 P B (EARRIE R o [HEIRIERAE M - BH PR IRE (0 -
FEETIENRGEL - 85 T REERZBNHEES > HIEREEA
W o HABSE LR P EEDIAR — - MR > KEREME % > BHT
L R S RO B AL S T B RURE S A A e B RE R 0 DU
WL A ST BOF 5 2 AR SO BT AL O R T 5% o R 988 T S S TR TS R
a6 2UHY (ethnographic) AT 5 » $& s 7ELLIERE BB - BFE & TEIE
MR 2R > FEARKFRE FYg T BUEMEETE -

40 A R B A o FE A ) 64 A2 X,

SRR AR AR AT R BRSE P R 2 — o SEBLE AT SURE > &
KA IR AR R R o ARBE SRR TR AT O3
B RAM P 5% 1 ASIR] SES A () R SRR ~ BRI TE Y R RE R EEA) - BHR
BUORFEA T8 U B O FLAE B AR A BB (Kiiberger, 1998; Levin et al., 1998;
Rothman & Salovey, 1997) ' %5 SE0fF 55 r S B ) — SE PR R B > s
B A1 BER A SH A G SR A RO > e iR AR > R
R E AR AR AR > HEZE (1) B MBS A BEFNE R, > (2) 5188 A M
BUE R R A (A0 - BTE A SRR A ~ R I 2 FH] 0 TR 46 R 75 4
A8 R E B AU W EE A RS - Q) WAES MK
A g e e S AR ) )R A 8 0 DR 2R 1 8 P M/ R R 4
(Frisch, 1993) > (4) 3f7 5 452 2 AP S AN [R] 38 TE DL K PR HCHE Ao 4 7 8 )
BE > DARAE AR PR -

o LB B TR SR Y > EAEATEEESE T o AR TE S A A POk
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AR > Flisk T AP35 R (Kahneman, 2003) © [A]Rf > 413%™
AT O ASER B - 4o LUt B B0 B RE ) JR e 1 > TES L&
AL e ER BT > T e A5 ] 15 3 o ALt T A5 AT S o

i BESL AL, S A TR ) SRR R I TR IR - (HE > [RS8l
HEZRRRPEANIR] > B MG p i B ) o R 95 M 25 22 10 [ 2 A i e
A0 45 8 B A el A ) B N2 (W 2 Brewer & Gross, 2005; Lau &
Schlesinger, 2005; Price et al., 1997; Valkenburg et al., 1999) - [F R fFfE
(4n : Iyengar, 1990, 1991) - 3SR K HCi 2 2 U REE (U : Haider-Markel
& Joslyn, 2001; Iyengar, 1991; Jacoby, 2000; Kinder & Sanders, 1996; Nelson
etal., 1997) > EEBPIRAEEAR (40 : Chong, 1996; Shah et al., 1996) > LA
Kewt i i R U B RE 5 M H AR AR (W0 : Brewer, 2002; Druckman &
Nelson, 2003; Simon & Xenos, 2000) 2§ o

{6 3 TR SR A A A I 70 2 AN s > B M S Ak 7 2 Y
R AR RS A ks o JRIRNAERY - ARZEE W A B B G 1 A
P AR ER SRR o ARBETT— BB 2L A RE S 0 Hr - FRAM T LUK B R
SCRR H 3 7 AR T P SRR RO Y o BB R ) 0 TR 5 B B RO (2
Pan & Kosicki, 2005) :

ZRRE SO 7 A 1 — (R B A R AN E M (F8 AN Y R BR ) e
P AT (R INTERT O IR A > A ke e ] REA B IR - B3
JRE FRASTR] 0 D R/ (A P S5hE BT 28 I RS SR » TEBLIRA T > SO
A AHARE N/ N RO HE S et 21 P 0 R R - BROEUELR, - AHAARIERITER -
B3 — BRI » SO BRI R — B - e 5 A 2 (RAE LY &
B WIRANEZRRERNER - BAE R SCK - Bl (activate) U4
BCERCR AT (LGB AR B A 48 4% (semantically associated network) £
SN T BLEZAESEEE EARBARYRR AN TT R o JENERURE 2 B R SR T R Y
JEFi] (Price & Tewksbury, 1997) ° JE i B9 1 X & R RE L8 35 5 1m AT

(1) AR RE R RA TR 2 R AHEE A > SiE TR

M EATBE R BN (associative paths) » AR » SUARFERWCE K
FRAIAEZE (schema) BLSCASHEZE OB — 50 > B2 AR RER0URE st AT
RBEEAE

(2) AR R B RN TR B (SRR - A2 DAE 2 s
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HEFRTHR A VE ) 17 HL A B — RO E S > BCE S — 8 AR ER N
HE AR G SURR AT R Z HI B Z A8 WO RE B B - SURRYE 22
AT REB A GRS LT R (PR BRI - S b G A R AR
J& (Simon, 2001) - {HHIZ2 B EEA » BRGAM QR SORICGE
AR T BRI ) - o TR R R Al () RO B SRR > Ath () 3 3C
A HESE B8 AR T~ SRERZAMEZE Y 5 B 1Y AT A5 RS Y H
B o KR E BRI A 2 A A H A AE 22 %5 %% (Chong, 1996;
Druckman, 2001; Druckman & Nelson, 2003)

(3) TEZ A8 F AR TT R BRI UL T > SCARHEZL @ s SO
HlcE a2 on R AL AT & 0 DA SRS T I R Y
BRI RE RO B - SIE R R (SR ) RRANTT R R4S
TE B3 W S8 % (Nelson et al., 1997) > SCAS Y LG [ 22 0 28 A 2R R

A BT A e S LR A O AR B TR AR o (B2 - B

&7 B AT SR R B R EREBEE o I FIE (RRERE A& e RN AR 3R
F PPN A B R RE A TE 28 - S SR B ) AR ot 30 e ol B
2 (Pan & Kosicki, 2005) : £28 2 U ICE sl sl w8 M T R e > i
IR 35 AR s B 3 B Sy il » AR ER AT SRR (H=20 A
(] O LB o A48 AT 5 T B4R 0 IR Bl v 4 5 | o T 1 ) BB i
%o DA R Hh 1 S A A e Y B S LR

R Aw LT B

TEIIAT AR B ) RO L8 B > AP m] DA [ 2 R 2 M (9 % Do i e
BRI ILA 6 wh i R R > AR ISR IR« e TR R A LR TG
DR S AR RS I AT M B P 2R B — TR AR R B g
BCAC AR QAT 2 B 2 o TR B e B LA A T PR A ) A
] (BE ) 2 FELUIRAE T A AR I R OB TR A I A iR i 2 ~ 33k
R i B A S AR TE A R 26 2

T BB BUR AT O SCAR AT ~ ZEMSRE ) A B AT
B A A EGE RR AL B T (BT AL e E) &5 5k o SOR
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SIMTTR BRI AN RS R > MR B EGEE T B
WA > TEAT S G > AR > DUAT AL AR BAR S A > AR T A
JERURE 5 SRR AT AE 25 SR R0 R T Y R B - 1) HL 2B 5K Ah o
THHRBL - B 5 HEGEUBAETE I MM V28 ) A S A AR - i
FLAE A AR A an b A A A RN AME A R R R -

A =TSP A AT DA YA R A O3 BT I A AL o 26—
H U AR M7 [ A6 55 ) A BE G AR R o a8 5 - AR e T8 H 7EahaE 1048
WESEACH > BRI G R > RIE B SR A E B
(sponsor) — B - 046 - B - B~ PRE — MAMIVESEE o &
IR o At A BB A N RESE AR B A A" Y S8R - M0 RS RR SRR o 4R
HEGE i » H A AR T R BRI Rl 5 0 M B 48 T A RIAL G iElE - 178
W5y > 5 2 R [ 5E] ~ 41 845 % (Gamson & Modigliani,
1989; Meyer, 1995) o Ath ) 43 A1 DA Ko At B BORE {0 342 i B 1) 1) 49 A
(Hilgartner & Bosk, 1988) > &AM @R 2R T A > H R — (R rE
TEREE R Sl IR B ) [ SCAL ] (issue culture) - BPBEA & 09565 19 48
BEAEIL o PR ERRTE » A AT LUK RIY REAUEE (ideological effects)
V& B I BRI A o 1 S @ AR 3 P (Giitlin, 1980) o JBH [F] A 1)
i FRAM AT DA G A e B A4 AH A B ) BB AR ORI AR SRR R - I
i1~ ZEBI AL (Carroll & Ratner, 1996; Gerhards & Rucht, 1992; Jenness,
1995; Snow & Benford, 1992; Snow, Rochford, Worden, & Benford, 1986) >
DA B 3B T 5 R SO R A AR RS AR (U0 - McCaffrey & Keys, 2000;
Mooney & Hunt, 1996) ° & 78 &) HE i —fEEnE H i -

S RO AR SR 2 BB A VEH (Price & Tewksbury, 1997) ©
R AT I S e HA A — W il R B2 L - BB E R
FEAACE - RAER R HCE T BRI A o MRS AR A0 > FRM
A L2 BT RO e e ) b 2 AR N BB - R ML g s 3t
{b (Torio & Huxman, 1996) o [& 4337 H B o 9 R [F] 5 % - BFIE & Be
S TR TR v i 6 B Y 25 R A AR T [ B J ROMESE > DA BT R A 3 5 A
15 B O 228 UK I T B HEZE (Ferree et al., 2002; Terkilden, Schnell, &
Ling, 1998) o Ji& 50 M P B0 AT 8 LR AESE > DA K B AP By el Y 0 e 22
SAIRESE QAT AR B A2 SURIS I > FRAM BES 14 2107 14 Er A M A M
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HA5HE (Tuchman, 1978) AR[ITTIRAEHT FI A9 SCACE > Sl RO 2EE R
Az P TR RIS IR A R Ui R B R S SO R ) 5 58 R (Gitlin,
1980) ©

B SRR BRI R A A R RE P B B > BB R
ZAREUETE SR RE R ) 28 - TFREUR > AL e T E A — E AR
BLA CIEERE > PRBURRE WRERE RIS o %8 LEHEZR T RS B ZE 5 tH B i)
[H#5H055% ) (Schlesinger & Lau, 2000) > FIBESE A T IR B AR SEIS A 5675
%R (Gamson, 1992) > tHA]EZK H HAE (5 2 (Benford, 1993) > ##45 A] g
B E T M I (Brewer, 2002; Gitlin, 1980; Simon & Xenos, 2000) © &%
AR B = 5 T R 5B — > ZURERURENE TR IS i R GRR
HUAFERTEAMEE R > WY > A e ARER A B JERL
JRE I 1515 2R B A B N TN 25 LS M ) 22 LR B L > AR BITE SR TR 1Y)
SR EERERE (SN ~ 5EE ~ &5 =B ME L (Pan & Kosicki,
2001) 5 5= > BUMERUREND JF 2 B A RERHRE ARG D R B ) Y - 1T
JETEFSE BUR SR B N 1) A JL P57R (public deliberation) #FEH > SL2
FEIFE - 2N e > BFEELHTE RN B (Druckman &
Nelson, 2003; Pan & Kosicki, 2001, 2005) « 1EHI# SE S ARTTT R0 > 2
RRAREST T LB B E SRS SRR AR o 0TE RTE R E R T R B
EREATE) - AL e EE) 1 BUAE R (Gamson, 1992) o

A ] RAE ST T S

bl d TAF R~ TF ]~ (TS — (3w E ) - B
BB — AT - fEAb e St g > A s s i B8 » TR
I 38 i B B A RR AN > AL RS REIR R (discursive environment) > i
PR FATEF LURERE o BRI > ZERE 0 A2 A Rl BOE S8 SR A0 s g
TG B g e o (R 775 ey > I DUEE R [ v g 3 5 |
(Merton, 1967) %) — 1@} 5% SE 1 o

7a (RIEUEE A AT RIS o 7535 FEAR (Gitlin, 1980) B4 4T > [{EHEREAE
B R — R B Y B 5 i L a B B B R B RS o B AR
TR B SR Y BB SR AL SN IR & R H00 A R rh ) A AR

S
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W~ ATEIRLE - AN CAERRSK o o [ERREAE 22 ) 288 B B0 i L 2 B A
EEP AR AR B B R T RE B MR R 1 EE A AR A3 o H IS A S {1 B )
HRFE o ROV RETIME > FAPMAE > R [ — R A S A B Rk
JPTE I M 45 ] T RBR - AR Ha F I T - Sl BEAE I
A ETE B (p. 10, pp. 253-254) o HEAUEAHEZL F) & — 2k HARML T
f [k (common sense) > A8 B 7E S BoiE Fl 3 sk 194728 [ 1] (routine)
B o BRI > FE—E KR > TR TR ARG ROEAE > [k nTRERZ
FIPkEK (pp. 252-282) » #LE A EITEIE BUS FEPREL - TP BGRE b i
H I {4 (Benford & Snow, 2000; Hilgartner & Bosk, 1988) o 41 & &) 41
AR ANl I OSBRI A £ > el DAZRAEAE 2y BB R SRS > R ESAE T
R AL BT S A

e —ZRBIEE > CHS2E IR E B % 5 AL kiR th e
[ /1 {4, (Callaghan & Schnell, 2001; Druckman & Nelson, 2003; Simon &
Xenos, 2000) ° 7EHE G - A HEEF (Pan & Kosicki, 2001) 51 » 4445
HEE MRS A R AR ERERETTE) - ARATEIE » HREEUA S
A R R HL AN ) RS AR B B G - BB AR R EAN
] > A - EEEEE SRR RN - DA R A Pr A0 2 i 3L e A o B B
B (SGRESUib) A LT AN IR SRR ZERERE ) - 15
BERO A Mr 9 v ek R PR A I S R B > R AR R T BB R SRR e
e AR T > 19 3T i R R B A L A 5 B A R s M A3 T B S T Rk
W oo SERRA AL > B Bh BRI AR AR R EBGAT » — AR E
FFLAEEHE ~ AFLAETE TR LI BY o

4

R

Bl SR 0 AR 2R AT R E A B > £ BE A O RGBT
SERERS > A R SO PRy Bl e BB MM AR MO B AT B
WhoE o BEE—BURSE— » BOILRTRRE R — R — B &
WA - BAMBSGERERE M M - BIEHE - RIEZEACHFIR -
P LA I AT 2 S VEAR SO B o 3R B SRR S [a] SR ] R AR T
R > SIf T 2 8 SR T B A o i RE R L AR - 3 SRR T )

1|

37



38

EFELeL2T) > & — M (2006

JITRE BB G o oA A SCHEAE T 2L AT 27— AR I SR B T
BRI T % SR ) B g R 4% R o

F BEASSCAIBUR, > WIPSE R SR 20 BT ARSI Pl s B FE B R 2
2 Gt O AR S T — e > ARSI EMEEA T - i DA A
X

S PP T TR R BT Rh A I R > o7 S i SO
W7k - WE SRRV TTIE - 5 SRR ] B 38 5 AAnT 76587 i SO T 1
DABEE o iR bR o FRAI TR L A A ) O R Rk

55 HE—D T ST A O 3R T 3 S Rl R I A 1S B B s
MoeE > THFEATR] - (5] 7] —#Erpafhimiaef » Z58%E
AFREZETR > 3CA ~ AMAEYERAN ~ A ) &% R (information seeking)
FN 4R Gk an o] T

B= o LT R E S E M A RATE AT IER > &
FE—MAMESE AT E G N2 ~ Rl sB IR AIRE 5 - 28 Z AR B RR
ST TR — B A SRR RIS B 5 AR T > ZARHESE AR REAAAE
PAKCEAM 2 R R e T RE R e 85 > & B0 w1 U BB AR

SV o BEETEA SR R AR A RS - S RCARAE S aE AR R
MAEA - FEEEIE AR BT RN AEAL - RIA] AE RS 2O B 00 45 A
& > FEEREE WAL G BRRAEAR o 75 SEAN[R] FEIE ) 4 4% anfo] T ° BEAR R
o R IR AL 78 SO [A] A% O S 0 R R E A5 > B A IR A 2R T
Feie R EHE Le P > B A BB ERE A AL B H  BUA SR A IR
/R (Huckfeldt, Johnson, & Sprague, 2004) » %2 & J& Wi A HL w8 1 10—
R 7T A -

BT MEE ABAEEAL G AR TE T RBIE > A AR S S i T A
JEBHIE 2B - W RMREEE anf]—#8 L > fnfal ]k i A0 p B
Mzt > WHEZER RS ~ B -~ R - I DUARDE REEEAE > SIF R
BN RN ~ &EREFNCR (Price, Nir, & Cappella, 2005) o ¥}
WL E AT > LA Fr4s TR E AL T 2 BH & Hh B4 (field experiment)
F-& o AFMA TR B EE SR T HRE] - [5] - [T ME)Rk
REHS o
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Z2Z 3Rk

BRI (H) (2004) o KRTRE) o B =HEHE

SERFSC ~ B - BRER AN ~ SROCHE ~ AREIF (1993) o GHBAIHESRARE < M {
(F4w) > CHSCEHBRT TR © — JUIL =4t SCEHR AT 7T AR U o € SC
W im) (H243-256) o BEb : BISZEUA KRR EL T B UT 5T O o
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