PRRHAR A DB, 128, 1%, 131 ~ 139K
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ADHKICE &b WIFENELE %2 ME T %522, Implicit Association Test#(Z U & L7
ARSI S 2, ARFED BIZ, HHELBSEICE T 2 IBERE O RS & 5B OEIZ O VW TEET
B2 THote, WEBIAZMEL MR, IATZIZU 0 L LBEEEZ, Mx ofiEsics g an
RO, M TEE o ZAADHRE TE R WERZFIT 2L L THe N TS Z LD
ST 0T, i, WEREE, VARV TV FEEDT, ATV FEEO, BHIi&AOT, Gl
77 ADIGIE & 0o AT ICHE D CBRIEIC K o C, TEMB L OERB R INE Z EWRBEI N, 2
o DAL S, BAENEE & v o LB, THGROBIN SR TH 2 2 LRB SN
Teo 72, SHBROBEE LT, RAFRBENELED S ORE OBBEIER, BERIEZ O b O %4 AR

& LT 2 iTREIEAVRIR S 172,

F—7—RK BENWRESE, Implicit Association Test, W&/EIREL, S0

z492.5]=

A D H T T E 2 OIBEN 72 B A LHLE R
%{Eﬂ'ﬁfﬁ“%?‘i{f O)%ﬁ 3, Byl

FITE S WEAWEE (implicit attitude) |
ELTHBI D3N TEL, BEWERE L IX
RN BENRANDHFE L, HEVIFHFEL
WIS, B%E, fTRziNnd 5, HENIK
BT B2 EDTER (F21F, BRI
TER\) BEORBROIEN, & L TERS
. (Greenwald & Banaji, 1995), A5 L %
4 4 7° (Rudman, Greenwald, & McGhee,
2001) = A f#f i (Greenwald, McGhee,
& Schwartz, 1998) % EDOMMENE b %t
EINTEL, 2D &I RBANEEZH

R e PN Y NE SN S Ty
PN e

ET2MREMNEMERED 1 212, Implicit
Association Test (BI'F, IATE $3%) %1%
C® & LIEBERERD 5, AT, H2407

T OXNRY HEN BEN GBI &
DL SV CHEAL TV 322 ET 2 NE
Wi i <Td % (Greenwald et al., 1998),
IATIZ, Wi BT & 2%, 4 >0kt
&ofwu@wﬁn#’%ﬁ?%kwﬁﬁﬁf
b5, Wiz aic T 238, 220
b b, 120F, 2Ez21E T7%) T
b)J Ewo 7w REAICE 5T, g

MO EEZ SN BWMRNEE L ZEICH B
—HEHETH L, b 1oIE, EZIE, TV
‘T:J g, Lol 7 E2DivafAIl E -

WFIEGDTI 0 EE Z SN DBEEINEEEL T
Z)T 5N H 5, IATTIE, 0 2%4F0
OGO 7% & > THEGDMI 2R, T4
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b, —EEMD OGRS T UL, T7 )

vy Lo dlAHC, A BEMDK
ISR UL, T7%) s, Lwo -l

B E W) T EWRIND, Z DD
e LCid, B2 2 5o a s
HlE T & % Go/No-go Association Task (L
F, GNAT¢ ¥ %; Nosek & Banaji, 2001),
RRITHK T DI 2 R,  [LREE N 2 1 E 3
% Approach Avoidance Task (BLIF, AAT
&9 %; Chen & Bargh, 1999) 7 & 05
B INTE 7,

ZDEI)RIATZIZ L O & L B ERE L,
Kt B o IR BIR D FFAM (e.g., Huijding & de
Jong, 2007), #Etko FHl (e.g., Teachman
& Woody, 2003), #EEREZ N AL L
L i &N 3% & (eg. Ebert, Steffens,
Stiilpnagel, & Jelenec, 2009), % o3 HHEipH
FIRRLTE Y, fEK, hOLmaiEe snT
ELBENRIEOMEIC & EF 6 R 0RENY
fFINTWw 53, g, BRLHESE T, GE
ROMFFPIRITEE L KT LTV A HMADH
T E R OIFEIN 2 BRI LR L DS, IR
RGHIcB I 23ED 1> InTE Y, BT
NRERE DALIE-D T % b CHER T2 2 &2l L
TR~ DI T 2 "B 63 &
Ezohb, 20kd, KL TIE, EKLHE

FrEIC BT B IEEAR IR 2 o 7o gE 2 LS
3L EHic, SROLBIGERSIICE T 58
AMREPEIC W TR 2 2 L2 HINE T 5,

BIERIRORKDIEZ HIT A OBE

W DB IC BT, BEEEI, B
i DREEROHE, & HERoOFHL, 2HE
LTHwSsNTEL (Table), IREEMR D FEAM
BT DI EREOHA T, FBEEICEIT 2
MO E s s & & T
O OEMATEIEZE L, FHRHE & @A
DFMERBT S, & 21E, Huijding &
de Jong (2007) %, 7 E24fDEE %S,
IATZ 9L, 7 R0 BEF L, lEHF L
LT, 7% E&WwIHIRITH U CHEERN 2B
WEEEAZ R T Z 2O LZ, 2D XD,
BERIEE, A%EEE (Huijding & de Jong,
2007) % 9 D M E (Meites, Deveney,
Steele, Holmes, & Pizzagalli, 2008) & \>->
7-REFEW L EMEED2 S, KA (Houben &
Wiers, 2009) & \»- 7= B 72 fTE) A3 &
RAPERET, JNKHEANEINTE L,

—77C, RO TFHIC BT 2B E o
1%, BLEATED & Vo R LRI E e 2 hER %
BERENTFHT 20085 2RI LT3,
7= £ 2%, Teachman & Woody (2003) (&,

Table HfEfRfEZ oMl X O PN 7pHED 5

EAEN EhEF RRE MR
B2 Huijding & de Jong 2007 R
Meites, Deveney, Steele, Holmes, & Pizzagalli 2008 5 OfRPEREE
Clerkin & Teachman 2009  H{RRBUERE
Grumm, Erbe, von Collani, & Nestler 2008 P PR
Brauer, ter Kuile, Janssen, & Laan 2007 MR
Craeynest, Crombez, Haerens, & De Bourdeaudhuij 2007 Bk
Houben & Wiers 2009 WE fe b
TRl Teachman & Woody 2003 R EENZ IS T B [BRE Tl
Clerkin & Teachman 2009 B RRBIMEREE BT 2805 ORGEE TH)
Hofmann, Friese, & Roefs 2009 HEITE)
Huijding & de Jong 2007 H— R B B SRS
Haeffel, Abramson, Brazy, Shah, Teachman, & Nosek 2007 9 OIFPEREEIZ I 1T D BRSSO
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7 R BE E RIS, IATZ9MEL, AT
R BIINT 2 RN TEIZ PHIT 2 2 L&
BHeIZ L, 2Dk, frirzieEld
%L, WEfE R, HEHSREETH 2 FETH)
DHIR 22 EB G 7% E D PRI TH 2 &
2o,

INGDI EDS, EHRLIYETIFIZENT,
TERIR, TREGOF, & BERO )
ZHINE LZZ#EH» AL NTED, ZO0HH
WERRENTE, ZDXIHIT, BEHER,
TEAAYFELTCOFEHIHLEINTEL
—JT, DEEERNA A E T B BRI ERE
AIREZR e LClE, KL b DTH > 7,

BENEBEOERELUVETDA DXL

EFETIE, WTENREEE 2 DRI AL B
VT % EARIICERERTRE e A4 L L T ) ik as
BRINBILOTVWDE, & 2R, R-AL%EIT
U e LEREEZ NI, VARY TV P&
#£21F (Clerkin & Teachman, 2010) %, #
<7 v MO (Taylor & Amir, 2012) &
Vo 7o EERINE 2 VT, IR0 £ L%
Wy L7t endbiFoins, LarLads, ¥
TERVRBIEDS, ED X I BRPEA AN ZALITE -
TIHRE L OERED LI, [THORBICHE
BEZ 230 0o DDA N = A NE T
WS 2 EN Ty (Amodio & Ratner,
2011), # C CHBRREAEZ v 78RR O
ZALZ MR L 7R 2 L L, IBENRBE DY
B, BEXOBEDRAAZALIZOWTHRAT 2
ZEEHMNET B,

LARYFY NEHEDF

BHENEEOEREHNE LT, LARYT
VR B G T WL AR TIE, Sl
Z, BEENZEEReESR S 2y 7 EXERT S
LT, WENEBEOEEZAATHS, 2L
Z.13, Boschen, Parker, & Neumann (2007)
1, REHGZ, BXay 7 EARRIE
ZFHEEEMOT, LARY TV DT %

fTol, 20, ZNo iz "RIEmHRD
AuioME; & TEBOME) I T BIAT
ZREML 72, Z DR, RGBS 2 G
REKHEIZZELT 223, IATESOZEIZEED
SN ot, ZTOWZEIZE T, Boschen
et al. (2007) 1%, VAR YT FEMAEDTIC
£ oT, FUHERIETH 3 EIWRIEOHESR S N
5—7C, WHENRBEE & L TRIET 280519 7%
MDA, B 2 FHBTIC X > TEIKI
NDHEELEZ TR L T, TORIZOVT,
Boschen et al. (2007) X, VARV Fv F&
DT DT EIT & o TRAMN R 2K T
5 720IlE, NEROGFITHROEIMS®, S0
2 & > TER SNBSS, SRR R
NS TR, RS, M2
TR LT, BILL T3 2 & omndit
ZRBLTCW5S, LEdo>T, LARY TV
FEOTDFRETH-TH, FMETH 2
RIGHHE DS, BB EZR L Toan
G, ENRBIEDYER L 2\ 0s, SRl
AN S 2R L T 35EICE, VAR
VIV FEEDITICE LT Y, BAENEEE O
WEXOERRZIND EEZ NS,

ST S 1

RIZ, VARV TV MEEDT EHPIL 2 F
& Th DML T D %, FHESLED T
Elx, BRRIEDBES T4 7T 4 7215
Bhilli &2 RF ORI & R S BRI, 2 DRl
WX B EFARDECT 25D 2T (De
Houwer, Thomas, & Baeyens, 2001), &
FMED VT O— M 7 Flg Z 1%, PR 2GR
SR Lo TR L, PEENTAR VI,
HE, AN T 4 7T HBEE, KER SEEIN R
IEFEHT S &9 B TSR & ONERR
Thb, FHEOTBHILTHE, bEd ek
TH - 7-HRPLFENTE L TSNz D,
WIS s L9k s (N, 2005), RF
fligcthEox, VARV TV R RO —E
THDLD, FMEDTOHEICTESPHTICLS
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g, ZHVAET, LARYF Y FEEST
EFE e 5 (N, 2005), 7- & Z1F, Mitchell,
Anderson, & Lovibond (2003) 1%, Ttk
Wy %, TRY T 4 7 IEEN E R S RGN,
Fd TRA T 4 7 BB & RO S RE R
DTN EHER L 72, 2D, 205 0Hi
W O IATZ i L 72, Z DfEE, IATOK
IO I 22 BA55R 5 , FHlig oI X -
T, BEREICZ»BO SN, 2D E»
5, M FIC k5T, BIERERE DK
BXOERI I N5 ARIED R I 4, L A
Ry TV FEEDT Lo ARG Z v
T LR LT, SN RO &2
WIEBHIIEWT, WENEEDOFK, LU
ERPR SN LR EH W EEZ oS,

EHfo > ADHTHK (TEAREDL S DIERF)

WA, VARV TV FEEDT v I F i
& LA, fTEIHTINELR D & DIFERR R
DA A=A LDFRABTHN T3, Sidman
(1994) 1%, AMDSHE A L TRl B % BY
ROV, HB IR LRI C 2RO 2 &
WHERET L E (2L, fEIEERENZ
bDTH5; T, A—B, B>CLEHLT
%), ¥ok2iloFEz LI, B—>A, C
—B, A—=C, C—A &wv ) BREINIRAENIC
BREINDE T ERIRL, ZOBIR%E TS
M (stimulus equivalence); & L T & 1L
U7z SEAMIC %2 > 72 I O B35l 7 5 A
(equivalence class) & WMEiE# % (Sidman,
1994), 2D &) REfi 7 7 AZBRT 5 2 &
ICkoTieZ 2B R, HEEOEE) b3S
(O’Toole, Barnes-Holmes, & Smyth, 2007).
FERE DR & 1%, Sl 7 5 A NDREE DRITKA
BLHEEERE (72 & 212, RETEZ AR sE
%) zHL T2, FUEMZ 7 AN
DR DOFEREDS, FI DOIRER 2 BIRICD &
DWTERTZBRTH S, ZUTL->T, L
ARV TV FEMEDT L o BN R SO
2k 228D T, FE DR

ZIOGCE TEI ORI E 22 A h =R
LZEFRT 5 2 EAEE & 2o % (Dymond
& Rehfeldt, 2000), 7z & 2 1E, O’Toole et
al. (2007) 1%, 7 2 MEEWHEIED & B X
N54-50%7 7 A%BRT 2T E 217>
7t2i, Sl 2 7 A ZTIRT 5 1 D ORI AT
LT, ey e RbeA) Tewv R
ZHobTHME ZNENER L7, b L,
Sl 7 7 A I N T84, WHRREN
TSR ORERE X, Sl 7 7 A 2 TET % th
DRFN LT, IBELTWwS ZEPES N
%, 20K, ZNo50RlEE, T~ 7%,
RE Ay TV A EWIHIERICHET S
IAT%AT 5 7 hG R, i 7 7 2 DTGB KD L
R IF I BT, IATICE T B KEE
ICEEPED SN, TS DREEIE, Hilis
7 ADGIRIT k- T, EENZEEDT 2
5 RS, BREDOEERE BRI L - EfxH
W5 I ETIRENIC, BENBENEREI NS
ZHREMEZ R L T 5,

ARZ Y MNEHEDF

IRV PEHDITEREINDI FHE %
T, WEREOZNEZ R AR EE
o THERINTWw3, L 21, Taylor
& Amir (2012) 1%, BERETH 2 AAT% H
W, RERHIC T 2 B % o T
%, AATIX, HIMDMRR S zBRic, Y ad
AT 4 v 7 %NS (BBETE), BHD
il (BanfTE) HETH 5, AATTIE,
BRI LT, BEfTEHEZ R IO THI
X, YaARAT74 v 72 AEDOHICH] K KBk
#7225 2 EDMEIN TS, Taylor
& Amir (2012) 1%, AATOFFHEZ DA TYH,
R T 4 7 LEmGICST 2 BEEfTE (P a
A AT 4y 7%AHDHICHIL) O#lE%E%
T2 2 LT, RERBICKR T 2 AR 7 BT E
2S¢, 2 O/E, REIICTT 2
IEN R BSEEAE £ D, AR DMK
W B LRSI ST, HERDEBLENTE
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EE2WNET 28I, BENEELZ, ¥—7 v
FERDRRHE, B XA Z R TR O
B U TERENICERL T, Z20MlEZIT>T
S, L L%BDS, BTETE, ¥—7 v
FERBFMERE XA EDHEEZITT
i, BTLI Y=y P ETAITEHETHIL &
WIEEBH H I EBHSIZIN TS (De
Houwer, Custers, & De Clercq, 2006), Z
NoEMFRT ZHEELT, ¥=7 v reid
R L, EEERE X OENEERY 2 T8 2 26 3
Lol EMNETLILET, Y=y bLikD
FTEOFRNDEE 2 2 EBHS TSI NTW»
% (De Houwer et al., 2006), Z#o O
E L WY R TENE, =7y bEX?
DM T H 5 AR TH 2 0> &\ o 72 5
DMl X b b, HEGCX T 2 EHBED RS (T
) WEERL WL, TX7 2 MESED
oMl R EEZ6ND, £, AATIE,
PR 9 2 860 & MO FAEZHET 3
ETH 57 » (Roefs, Huijding, Smulders,
MacLeod, de Jong, Wiers, & Jansen, 2011),

RN § 2478, ThbbA T v FEAD
FIZhdrb 2IHENEEE 2 WET 23 L LT
fLEDT 5 Z EDARETH B L EA LN,

BENBEOERE LUERD
DIRERPRISEN DB AT REE

BENEEDOIK, BLUOEEDRA D=L
B 2 4 >DRE\WNRERNITNE LD 5
&, WENREE R, BERETE T 2 O w2
N, BEXOZDIRENBEFROAEIC X > TEK
XN, IHIARTIVMNEEDOTO TR EEH
W3 IET, EROKEICHHET L LY
oo, IWENEBEDEK, LY
EREPHNE LM DT TR, =47k
7% B R DR OGS, FEOMREZ LD F
EEDELTHRIEIN TS Z EDHIEEE 22
h, MLOFHEZHRT 22 LT, BEN
FEJE DRI RIE VT RE B 22 & 72 % W Hg kDS
Hb, 1EZR, TAE—F, HE LwIE
FEHIEE, TEREIICIE R T H 5238, TH:
SMPRM E V) H—DW&RER T2 2 L2

Operant conditioning

Antecedent

Behavior

Consequence

Concept A

®®@

Concept B

@@

Concept C

@©®

Concept A’

Figure

Evaluative conditioning
Respondent conditioning
Formation of equivalence class

TEERIRE L D1 7 Bl i B
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THETH %, K, BRBROTFHMEICE LT
V&, TEREMIC ¥ 75 2 A+ 2 BERE RIS 7 — 72
Jilig 7 7 A & UCBRI 25l 7 7 A DKL
23, BEMREIE DR E X ORI L TR
THHUHEERH 2., No5DZ L5, R
EENEMRT 2 EWMEICT S 2 itk
T, 6k, EBEMREEE & v ) RIS 2 H v C
AR X T F e BUR DM TE B oD Mt A e
THIENARTH L EEZS5ND (Figure),
AT OB &, BEWREE L, 8% D
W HERL T A L oBIR, B X OMEL ol
WL S % MR 2 & o BIfR TRlid T %
CEDWEETH B I EBRBI N, Figure
R &), BENEBEDOFR, &8XUOEE
DFHE DD TH, AR T 2 &L
DRI IIX, 3OoDEEDT (L AR
VTV RO, BHliSHEO T, RIS 2
7 ADHL), K E RIS %2R T 2 2o
BIRIEDIERIC X, F T v b & DHB)
ThHhHIURENEZ NS, £z, Z0EFN
DEMD T THO o NBHIE, BE—Tldk <,
OO L ED 2 b7 T AL LTI
SR LT3 Z LR, BENEEDOIKE
JOERIITAESTH 2 RS E L 5N S,
HARIIZIE, 7V a — )UK & v o 7 R0 T8
WY =7y b B0, F G % HE K
TAMEDOBRE 7T A XY T B hEEHE
Z6N5—T, HOM&ZE wo7e b B /5
X9 % Al 2 £ SIRE & 2 2L, R R
R 2R E L OBRE 7 A XV b 508
Wz N5, s DITEERINELS D &
EMREIE 2 RS 2 2 & T, DIERSGHTO
JGHICE T 2, BENEBELZZRT 200
TEDPIHIEIC 2 L £ 2 6N 5,

7B, INETOBMENEEICET % it
8T, WBIEHEE LIEROME R E 2R L %
bDONVL L, WEREZ DD O % HlE L
T3 plE, BEBETOEEPRINTE
oo 2D, ST NS OFRANALHEER
IZoWT, MIEEE2 W THIE T 2 08N H

%, Amodio & Ratner (2011) (%, EfERVEE
EORMRERANE T VERRL T2, &
DETNVITEWTUL, BIENEBEIX, X 0%k
oI k> TR S, ZnZF N
LIPS B W T e S5 2 EDVRIB I N
TWw3% (Amodio & Ratner, 2011), 7z & Z2(Z,
VAR YTV DT, RtkiE2IE b I
WY BMERMLTH B —T, ATV PEED
E, RIKHEERL DSBS 2 KGR T H 5 Al e
PRI N TS, 5 DRFNEERIZER
BN, SRBIBTENEEDOVR ELBED A =
AL DHERINED T L b 2 EDMRFTE %,

¥ 7z, EETIE, WEREZ0b D%, B
WREEARZHWE LBEEOFRE & LTH
WAIED BZIF o s k9 gk o7 (Ebert
et al., 2009), Ebert et al. (2009) (%, [AT®
2ODEMD R DEMD R % FAGINIZITH
L2k o T, WBERENZLT L2
IZLTWw3, O'Toole et al. (2007) 1%, &L
TEEEA DS, Ffiy 7 A %2R T 2 FHi & Th
LZUREMER TR L T3, DX 2iEEEH
e LEHBEITBWTY, TEIMGERO R A D
LT 52 LT, NMAY—7 v b EIFENE
EOTFhe & & ORRIEZAMEIC T2 Z L A3A[RE
THsEEAOND, FHROUTETIE, LR
BZDHDBNMADEMEE LT, K EREE
72 HRETE R EOSCEICHRITH B Ot
P TH DL EEZ NS,

=18 Yulrs

DIRERRGIHICIE, A HRETE R wif#
IS 7 2 HERFEIRN E 2 2 2 & b %\, GBAl
TEpEE T, BRCHBEE L o lHAD
H A ATHE 2 WAAE I R ALBB L D B R % 9 75,
RIEATE) & Vo 2RO WEZ AR 2 2 23
BT 7u—FThHhHD, BIEWNEE L vwo 7o
FEIY 70 AU FE % 1E RIS ) O RS Bi©
Hb, KiE T, 20X 2K EREE 7%
ZIERREEEICBI L €, MEEROMEL L & b,
TEENEEE DO E XL VARFIZO W TESHOT]
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Abstract

Implicit measures (e.g., the Implicit Association Test) are used to assess implicit
attitude represents cognitive processes below the level of individuals’ conscious
awareness. In recent years, implicit measures have been used for many purposes
(e.g., assessment of disorders, prediction of symptoms, and clinical psychological
interventions) ; however, there is a need to investigate further possibilities for the
application of implicit measures in clinical psychology. Thus, this review aimed to
investigate the recent issues in, and a possible future direction for, the application of
implicit measures in clinical psychology. The results suggested that implicit measures
have been typically used to assess clinical disorders (e.g., specific phobia or alcohol
dependence) and predict symptoms (e.g., avoidance or disordered eating behavior).
In addition, our results indicated that implicit attitude could be influenced and formed
by conditionings based learning theories (e.g., respondent, evaluative, or operant
conditioning or equivalence class formation). Thus, implicit attitudes can be explained
by behavioral theories and manipulated by conditioning-based interventions in clinical
psychology. Finally, we discussed the need for a cognitive neuroscience perspective
and the possibility of directly using implicit measures as clinical interventions.

Key words : implicit attitude, Implicit Association Test, implicit measure, conditioning
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