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HARN & SEERFEILE OAEHITN T 2 BEE Ot

UK BZAE < NI —3E
E5
AW T, 2EEEGHNE, Willingness to Communicate (WTC) Scale, Unwillingness to Communicate

Scale (UCS) @ 3 REICEHL, HARALHERNEFEEORGEICHNT 2 BEEMET Lo, RFaIofER, 258
BT IcB 0 Tld, HAATE TEBRES] S cAFaii s nicoickt L, EEREEEE Tl [TEE~D
Bl &7 -7, WICTIHE, HARATRREEZT 2HFLOMFBOEMICE > THRFAE S LizDIcxf LT,
SEEREEE S T, SFEBHOAMORBEICX > THANZhZ BN SN, UCSHRLINOBME BT
HEITHISE & [HkE I [Approach Avoidance (#807) ] & [Reward CGREND | 2sfiitE s vz, kic, TARERIAHE
BIZ G U 7cAl T, AN & i RRER S TR TG - T, F7, & PN E ARG
L ORMBIGEERT LR, WFnoBNEIcE VT bERISEERNED [HEAZ ] La0HE %,
[~ OBEEHR] EIEOMBIER LY, HAATRE ST [TEREER~ORL] & EOHBZRTE EED
MH LN, S5IT, HRATE, SEE#SNED [Si~ofEE#] SUCSO [Reward CHRED | itk VT,
BB AR S T TRmEIIBIL IcB W T BFABRIEL ) bHEEICEAI &S, - 1

F— e D—F ST AEE, SELENE, Willingness to Communicate Scale,

Unwillingness to Communicate Scale

ZF 0 (2R FV) ks 2 llfTd 5 &

bl 3
PR = BB s (B - KY, 2001, Kb5 (2006) 1, 0

HE, (33 a=r—va )| PEEMHIN
TWh, 2HL7caya=r—yvz VI~
DEE DI, ZHMICBLTITbh A A =
Sa=h—vavic é%mm%iofmé ESUN
IIa=h—vavid, REOF Avk—Y, Fo
KW,xﬁi,m%®50®%imb&5&én
BH UNIL 2012), ZohiTbiicEky Foid
FRFVE, ZHFORTRAF VNEETH 5
LINTVE, IS bxF v e, HHDA v & —
VAEBUNICKET 2RETH O, —HTRHER F

&, ZOFORETZ A v - VELHICHE
W BHEH %69 ORI, 2008) WINEENDCORE

EFNICHIONE LT, TIa=lr—va Ve

DARPHEO RIS, BALHEFS86 R TRk S

ni,

FALDBES) & Gt O B2 A IERE IS L 5 T
EDRHABBRORARTHY, =D EHHHEIEE
FREGIOTERNTHLELTVS,

S beticRL TR, XEEI->WTHE
COHIRMPHEENTE 72, LRI B 1 B15EIE
HoEWARIAT 285 & L ¢, Ekman (1973)
&, e b€ 7V (Neuro-Cultural Model)
ZIBIELTWR, TOEFIVCTIE, FFEOEEIR
EBEHMmGOMO#AEAE RO E LT, D
0, AYPFERNRETH 2D E LTIRATL S
—H T, 1EEER IO E) % 3T 5 2R
H] (Display Rules) Z{KEL TV 5, FR#H]
L3, HAHAWBmcBVT, E0XS )
2R TVWEPERTNE, HDHVIFRS LN
& Vot WU ERBTTEIC O W T DR -
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XALHHE R EE T©h 5 (Ekman, 1973; Ekman
& Friesen, 1969; Ekman & Friesen, 1975), C
D & 5 mERHBTENE, ThZThoLTHEERIC
fFEd %5 & &N, Ekman & Friesen (1975) I3,
FORBA D AL ORET & LT, HKRRFE
DT EIT-> TV 5, fERELT, —ATL
B TIEHARAKREAEE T 2 ) I ARFAEOE
BEHITEVE S SN - 12, hEP VY
T, HAANGZT 2 U2 ANERTIEERE%E
MHE L EMEShTVE, ol s}, H
AKobicB T, ey« ALK T,
BN B Z2E T 2 RSS2 709, H
AKNET AV A ANOEHEHICEVWTZDOL S
HEWinAbhick ahd, RBERoM, Xk
flicB 1 2 1EFERHOEVZTIAT 25 & LT
g 0 5 S8 (Dialect Theory of Emotion)
MEF 5N 3 (Elfenbein, 2013), < DG,
BRI 3RIE U 7ok e 7ov L ERkic, 15
FoWEEEHFET 5 —5HT, HEHOERIITIZIX
Lick 2E VDD B L%, SBICKZTOATH
BILCw3, bbb, FERBICE, SiELHE
CLoic, HERT /Y M BEETEEDER
Thb, FUCES 2 7c b ORITi3IE L
BRI OMAL 2388 - v b b E L,
TNREL 5 XERER>FICBEDD TV
XN b,

INSOHAR, HHERHOANL ST, FHEc
B LEZMET 25ZATEEHTH S, C
NETOWFICEVT, HFEENT2£DTFT&
ZDA = VERAEL, BEid 55213 FHE LU
AL ARG E (WRED, 2755 3Ll
TmEFoLE GMEND X0 &kl EE) 24
WrcxsZd&, 90bbNERENM (in-group
advantage) 23 MEF &N TW 3 (Beaupré &
Hess, 2005; Elfenbein & Ambady, 2002, 2003;
Elfenbein, Beaupré, Lévesque, & Hess, 2007;
Matsumoto, 2002), %7z, Buck (1984) (3,
THEZRI DYy — v RREICER 9 2 LA
I SHIHFE T b 5 ZoRIB OBEE & [HkR I, fi#
FeHA] (Decoding Rules) #2IEL TV 53, fi#
R & 3, i OFEIE LA S £ ONHIFIED)
IREET b 2 FEINREER I > W THER 4 2 BRI H O
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SNAHHITH Y, HHICHO>VLTORFRD E i
FEAENS H, F1EDXES RS 2hico0
TOALWMRAL, ARG THLIEEN 5,
Matsumoto (1999) &, 72V AELHAAS
hnFicEmGg s 2R L, EHEOEREITEINE
N7RREE, RiENZ OEEZ & DR U2
D, D FE D RE O FEHTREER D R OHEE % K
W, 7TAVANEARADHG S — v a2 gL
foo FERELT, 74U A AR, EEMERLD
bRIFICEH S N IAEE) DT A = < FEi 9 2 {E
ManRLc—HT, HRAICBWTEZN & o
Dz Xy — v iAbhtz, TOT &R, HAIK
BOVT, e« ARIIRIL T E BRI 3
flancos A TcREN LTV E WS ZRHHATD
HBELRLTBO, ZoRHRE BRI T - T
bUhEtE s WboTH DS EWZ S (P, 1991),
oDl EEEEA5E, HATIazlhr—va
VIZOWVWT, MR ERAEERE LS A THR
T AEIENARRTHBEEZ OGNS,

I3 a == VITENE, i & OB
KO F « ZTFONS OEmPER], €L TED
H ATV D % IR & W - 7o XXIRIEER 0, B
1, BEABERITIKIEL 5 5 2 EWfEfa T
W5 (R, 20000, AAF - B - KRB (2004,
2011 <lF, T & OBIRMkiE D T B R
WIEAICT Y a=hr—v 3 YOBRELEEX N,
Z OFERBIR R LI RILED I I 2 = —va
VITEIMIEIN L 22 2 EAURENT VWS, DM
b, YA 220k AR ICOVWTEHL
T, 33a=r—va ViTHEOBEERGT L 72
MRbAOND, ¥+ A % RZIE, [FEOHEN
R Z A TRANITIEEL, SR LZE v
FEENIRAE & o ARIHIEI & W 5 17BN & & S EE
BE G, 199D ) EEESN, Y+ M 22D
EMEWHIIL I I a=r—va vad/Pinse
(K, 2003), fthEDRHBITENDOEZHOKE
fr & EBET A C EMEREs T WS (ZI] /)
JIl « 2978, 2006), &EEP T I a = —va Vi
BRI A HAEEZBE LR DL < E, Tty
1 X 2% 3L ET 5, HAIERGINTORLS

FRRIC &L OREEME & OMBEAFRICREFE S 501
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DWTHELGZ ZHECRERE R, TokH M x
HF 4 THRMEOAH TRV, THbb, 2550
T2z —va LI E OB SEE
WS B BRI, B E W T, KL
LR AT 4 7EROVAILVEFININIE S EET 2
TEDBMETHDEEZ D, £ T, APIETIE
& & O HEAEMSImIC ﬁbfﬂAﬁ%Ohﬂ%
T [HA] Thy, 2FEPIIa=r—vavk
EDLH b0 L LTEL, & ORERMBIIHE
FLEOEBEZ 2%, [N T 20EE ] &
T5, TDH AT, fh&EOEEGmICHT 5
FEITid ED X S i d % DI oW TR
5T LT, A%@:i;:7—yav*ﬂﬁ5%
TSI 2 X O IREICIE A 5 T EARRICIS B
EEZ Do umif %(0)6)%% k\’CuEﬁﬂ:
PIRGATENIS E DN T 4 — =V ZITO WV THREH
ENTVEH00, [HABESEPIIa=r—Vva
VICKHLTEDE S BEEEZEL, ThonED
O ITEkE N TV B AR L i<,
IHICZTDX I BREERG LAHEOZ IR
LR TENC I E AT VWA T &N
BIRTH B, 2FvaIa=r—va v icid s
REEP R E 250, WA DX S R MHIE
WCHHESAYTATET, LEFEINCHADT Y -
==V a VERADLIENTELTHA A, &
7z, TS RN B T 5258, FA
NEDRESFTFPII 2= —va VITEFREL X
5 LT B, E S BT T O X S Al bIE
AL, aa=r—va Y{TEICHER « E175%
BRI T A[REME IS E A 5N b, S 51T, AL
fok 973, AL MEITENC B U B XL
ZEETAHE, T2 —va YREEEICHT
BRI b UL DRIEEN A 51 5 ATREVED B B
L LBHAS, a3 a=F—va PRy
2 AEREIC D W TS LRI ARET L 7cF5E & A 5
NV ENS, AP TRHRANERGERFESS
BOLGRITHT 2REE O MARES C A2 HN &
T 5,

AT AR AWE S 5 EIEW L oh b
503, AWETIE, SEEEME Gk 2002),

T B REE DG (EKFZAE « /NI—32)

Willingness to Communicate Scale (McCroskey,
1992), Unwillingness to Communicate Scale
(Burgoon, 1976) ® 3 REICEHT 5, 115
ORER, &EPIIasr—va ViTkHd 50E
EARlEST 2b0THD, BRI, SEhek
REE, 25EE VI HEELED LD ITEHT 20,
SERFERIC 9 B B R O TR I B 3 A
ZICEHLIRETH D, mik (2002) ics0»
TIYERY & L7z, Willingness to Communicate
Scaleld, McCroskey (1992) & » TIEEkE
fo, FHED T 3 a2 =47 —va VIRFICB VTR
Zhted 5 T L E O, THERET 2
ETAHNETH S, © LT, Unwillingness to
Communicate Scale (Burgoon, 1976) (¥, =
Jash—vaVvEBILOBALLDT S, &
To 2 EE R R A RN & & 78 e rEm 2 E 9
5HDTHD, WINb, Kty « REEAIZ T X 2
= —va I 2 ALOREERIES 5 EfF
DR E (Booth - Butterfield & Gould, 1986
&) LR, AMEOHKNTH S, hEs
O AALERS I LT ORIz, Tt
& o R AIE A RIET 5, (S & 2N
oA it NETh b, o DOREAEH
WT, RIFETIE, HARANEFEEREERS 0256
AN 2= — Ve VITET S RERE O NENARE
S IICT 5700, FTRRNEDORFHEEGEICS
WTHRET L, &ZREDO M REMOBRIC >\ T
bMETT 5, RIT, REEPIIa=r—va i
X9 2 REREAMAERI, AFEfn, BB IStk I
A, FEI IS SRFEIHAL & W s e B E LD
L O BBRER OO VWTIES 20, BRE
O PR & AR E R & OBEic > W T
a9 %,

;-
AENRE
BAAN 2080 5602l o SR 0504 2
Forv 59 Ry —v 79— 2TdHSLancers
DBEHIT, Qualtrics Taxal LciiE I L T

PORDEE, B EEMEO
ij’f%ﬁ/ﬁé nt,

ERER DI R R AL B2 0K O b,
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* v 54 vTHEERD 12, 4924 0RIEEOH
mo, TCOEMBHHEILOBEZ LD ST,
FTE-7<bTRESHV] ZEBALTLLES Y
& W 72 3ITAH @D Directed Questions Scale® W
TN LT - 2mEE Lz 4 B 2BRAL,
488% (120244, 212354, <ol %, F
HiFE#R44.255%, SD=13.32) ZS0HrOxdR E L,

HEEREBEE 2000 560 Ll Lo BZFERB L
504l ED s Sy Ry —v v S —ERTH D
Prolific Academic Platform ® & & & i,
Qualtrics Tt L cifi&icf L TA v 54 v T
A& 2R foo 510 DEIEF D Hi7» & [This is a
Please select [ Strongly
disagreel. | &\ -7 3 IHH DDirected Questions
Scale® WKt L TR - 7 [A1E % L 721644,
AN FRI AN OERNIH L TREETH -
7o 84, FEREEREE TRV ENE L 2168 %
BRAf L, sericdnlss (A1E238%, ik233%4.
SEEERE39.941%, SD=14.17) ZS0HrOodR E L
72

control question.

FAEIEE

DERITH T AREEANIE T B eIl LR
JERLI T Tdh -t

SEEHRE 2 (2002) Tk - TRk
feRHER W, ARE R, SFFHBICHT 2
=ik BAL, ezt oRE BT 2 BAZE A RIE
TEHERETHY, [GELHFOT 72y bPA v
Fx—va vARICE S| SV TIHAD O
BEMEIIELL, LTV AHEERED LS TR
BETwahiiciisd | -k §IHEM LS
WIHIBEL, TEHZWELTwELEE, Lot i
OHOoNAEEFELDLV] EVs Tz 6 AN HK
DAL, THLOLALET &, BRI
5] EV0- 6D OB IEERER S, Z LT
[GEOndWick &, Haroifztlbihdc
EDTEDL] LV 5 HEDP OB REER F L
EVS 5 oD M RETHkI TV, ST
oW, [1 FokbTRRESRV] 5
[L<HTREL] D5 HETHIZELRRD I, 7
B, JGEREELEICH L TR, EESHED

ZHERL72R2EHIT>Ww T, [1 Strongly
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disagree | 7*5 [5 Strongly agree| @ 5 ik
ThE 2R 7,

Willingness to Communicate Scale (T
WTC)  McCroskey (1992) 124k » TERKS
FR2EHZER O, AR, 1203 3 2=7—
Va VRO VT, &EEEIED 5 T L ICHERT
PIHBEI D 2R ET 5 RETH - 7o, THHIE, G
L#F 3 fE%H (Stranger, Acquaintance, and
Friend) &, I3 a2=4—a vOIR 4 FEE
(Dyad, Group, Meeting, and Public) ®fH#%
GbhHick s ToO MIRETHKS TV,
il Z1E, [Present a talk with a group of
strangers.| & W HIEH I, 35 LHHFA5Stranger
T, 31a=k—vaKEPublickT b, &
HHiz>WT, [0 never] 75 [100 always] T
A&kt 6, HANHLTE, FES
DD S A HAGER Lc12lHIc>vwT [0 -
e irbiw ] 5 1100 Ficiro | ThlE %K
N1,

Unwillingness to Communicate Scale (LT
UCS) Burgoon (1976) i & - TIERKE 117220
HHAMEH Lice ARER, 733a=/r—vav
ZRETICOBA LD T 5, FSILHEKEERM
1 & A I8RO W T ORERER 2 JE T 5
RETHD, 2250 MIRED»SHKIh TV,
1 2HI, Tm afraid to speak up in
conversation. | & W - 72 10IHH 6% 5, FEfRAY
WAl a=r—va YIZHEET 20500 T
& % Approach Avoidance (LT AA; #i) <
botc, 22HIE, T don't think my friends
are honest in their communication with me. ]
EVsI0EE» SRS, FiEPKAED T Y 2
=7 —Ya VP ol EZTTVD LT B0
MIcBE9d b Reward (LI'F R; WD ©Tdh - 72,
KIHHIZ>WT, [1 Strongly disagree] 5
[7 Strongly agree] ® 7k TRHIEZKWD 72,
EB, HARANCHLTIE, FESBHEDS AH
AFERL72200HZ [1 £-/1<bTRESHK
W] S [T ETbdbTldEs] o THkETH
BaRD I,

ARRETERER 1, Fie, KBRS HS
REFrHar GEERE, 0, FEatait
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FERIHIAL 2 JE U oo BEREIE, iRk
NV S RFEBEEHEIRET L~ v E T 6 BefE
Th 0, FIX10007 A 2 520005 L Lo
U Tl 2Rk 7o, FEII S SRRE I
i3, Adler, Epel, Castellazzo, & Ickovics (2000)
1T & %5 MacArthur Scale of Subjective Social
Status 5 “FHE N HAGER LIS A THAL
2o MRETIE, BLIORERERL, —&LAE
HoLMEPROBEBVWIREEOAL EL, —&K %
BoLuEMRBEVIREDAL L L BT, H
DFEEDOMEICVE EE S ZI0EMEThESE
7oo —77, SEGEREEGEE G LT, MR, i,
%ZETEE'FE NFE s RIEBTA T Y7474,
BOMGS, JFEEREEEE Th A E D, KE
I3 f L 2R IR, FEE RIS SRR AT %
RITE L 7co JEFEDFRN S (ZPoord» & Excellent &
TO3IEMETHD, SEEREEFETHH0E 5
IZ2OWTIE, YeshHNoDHHBNETH -7, C
NS DHHE, KL RHHKER mﬁﬁf%
52 ED5, @YYy el 50
Jont, i, Iﬁﬂﬂﬁfiﬁéﬁﬁﬂ‘]ﬂﬂ{m:ﬁm
TidAdler et al. (2000) DOFEERE 2L,
BLIORERERLICHDAT, —HKLOES L)
D b BUWIRIEA Best off, —&F NOES LA
SR BB OIREZ Worst off & LTHAMIZED
MBSV B &S 2 0B chlE s 7,

fm R
BEREDHER
EREOWKIcOWTRE T 2720, Theh
RT3 247 - 720
SEBHMRE 2FEEE, mik 2002

ZBWT, HARAZGRIERSNARNETH 5,
AWFFLIE, SEITIIGE & LT v 7V OFARHIE
L, Fhy vy A2 0T &5, BITHIE
KBOL RSN GO AE T 27201, &
FTHAANFT =2 IZBOTKRT O 21T - 120 AL
%, o<y 7 2RI & BN OFS R,
HEOREIRM I, 6.684, 4.875, 2.288, 1.710,
1.305, 1.044, 0.966 - Tdh - 1z, EDRTFITH L
THHEMBEIWNES P -5 HEE, ZEARER

T B REE DG (EKFZAE « /NI—32)

Lic TIHEZBRA L, BESHE LCHER, @5
EDREEIRDL (5.803, 4.054, 2.034, 1.636, 1.251,
0.963, 0.852 -++) PFHOIEEMED & b KT )3
LRI L 7o, fESE A Table 1IT/RT, 5 1 K+
LEEP ORI 4 2 NLPBSICBT % 6

FHTHR AN TV Ens, “GEAL" &
mg L, IS 6 HEOFIEREVIZE, &
SE ORI T 2 AN LRI ENE W T & & EE
T %, %2 /AT RHTFONIIRE~DORLIZ DV
ToO6IHE TR S N/ &S, “NEMIBLL”
Lt L, TS 6B TSRS VIS,
FFONIRBEEN DB E W T & Z2EKT 5,
HI3INRTFRIHTFOFAEERNOBLIC >V T
JIHE TR S Ntc o, “BREIEHA OB
L L, B (2002) TR, &FEMHFOEM
%%ﬁ«@%b%iﬁ@ﬁ@im:,éﬁmi®
EEAORERE, L CENOBLERTIEHIC

HEpk S Ntz s, “KIAIMIBELL &ﬁ%énfm
teo —HT, AWIETIR, LFHTOEHEIIINR
~NOBLERTIHEANEN S T—RF 2R L
ol & s, "TEEERAORL" &Lk, Th
S 4HOPEMENEVIRE, HTFORIEOH A
sl ~ORIL A E W & 2 ERT 5, F 4K
FREFHTB T B PHICH T 2 NP EIT
B4 2 5IHEHTH » 72729, “ThERBRE" &
Lio Ths 5 IHEOEEEAEmWIEE, ikt
DIERPBNTH T 5 AL RFRED GV T & A2 E
T 5, HHRTFEEAFGOEIEA F LD ES OFEH
KR LTOW A HEL O SN &5,
LEENOEEER LM% L, Tho 5IHH
OIHENEVIEE, HEOATER F 5N E
FHLTWE I EEEKT 5, 4k, TORFIC
SV, HEE (2002) T LA FLT Lo
BEINTOV, L LEAS, THHO AN
Mo, ZEEAFVEVSTEHNAHERT E VS
£ 013, BEOEEX FIVOZEHIE W - 22851
fifHZERT&DOTH S ELT, AETIR “&FF
NOFEER Lmi Ll

AR EERMB 2 ) L 7o iR (Table 2),
PIRAL ENETIEAL, BERIERA~OBL, LR
BelAEBIEOMBEERLI—HT, &5~0
NEERE RSO E R L, £/, Nl
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Table 1
HARNIT 381 5 2 ahEak RS o K-

#5135

K+ B fif
JHH Fl F2 F3 F4 F5
F1 : AL (a=.87)
4. HFEHEZ AL THETIZIBHELLT W 90 -06 .02 .09 .05
27. AEEHICHEBRAE Y EDOWHEZELLTLE D -75 -03 .10 .07 .00
. P WA-THT ., HEDOLZZATHLTL b bhn -67 .11 .03 .07 -06
48. HODBEELTWwBE L E, Lok Hovoh3LiELIbW -67 -0l .09 .10 .04
BAAFLAPVCES>TVRBIEI DKL T 65 04 06 .10 -.03
5. EVHTLE, AVICHAR G2 T2 2L 08 TE S 60 .02 .08 .03 21
F2 : NHIELL (a=.81)
24, i LTV BHFEMTEZEZ TV EDARICK S 00 .82 .04 -05 -.03
3LLEELTCw3 e E, TR ED LI AXEELTCWErKICRS -03 .81 -02 -03 .06
20. HO QT WESHTICIEREICEDb o TW a2 E I pRICK D 02 .65 -06 .00 .04
26.#EELTW2 EE, HFOREMPRICKERD 14 64 08 -03 .04
18. EFECHEEZ LT d L &, HERMEEZEZCWIDOHNXUCR D 02 .61 .10 .06 -.11
19. EFEAHEFLFE T LEIZ, OB L VREOHD -03 35 -05 -02 -.02
F3 : JEEAEHR~DBL (a=.78)
L#ELHFOT 72 v b oA v b r—vavhRich? 01 -01 .85 -02 -.02
1. 3% 32L& HTFOHEHRICKD -04 -15 78 .01 .01
34, FE LTV B HF O LR SUC R B 30 .13 .64 .03 .01
25. 5k 3B L E, MTFORTHEI ALK D -01 .17 45 -05 -03
F4 : LB (a=.77)
3T.HLVWALET LR, MBBRICRB 08 -09 .02 .83 -01
10 EBRETHLVA LT L &, HEIRICAR D 16 -06 .04 .83 -05
5.RHENEENZCLICMAB LA TERL -10 -01 -05 .57 .02
22. BHELAZOHFT, @AM EVER -7 ENEPRICK D -19 .19 -05 .39 .00
52, WO N LT & &, BRIk S -16 17 -03 39 .12
F5 : 2FE~OREEH (0=.73)
4. FOMBH VWL E, Aozl VT L8 TE S 02 -01 .06 .01 .76
15 BR D 2 WEEL ONETH, HFICHDOELZ LR TE S 05 12 -16 .03 .62
23. RFOTFVERMHTFICHDbEE LA TES -02 .06 -08 .02 .60
9. INHDOANICHLTTh, $CIKIBETTHLETEILRTES 17 -09 .07 .01 .56
36. 2o THELTWR L EIC, ALzl FFsc e TcE 2 -07 -17 11 -15 .36
K1 FETAHBE Fl - -22 -11 -33 .63
F2 - 35 50 .04
F3 - 26 .07
F4 - _-16
H) HE2 (&P oHFORACEENSICR L], HE6 [FEELTWwdLE, HFOLIXICHS
WoTLEY ] HAT 2L T2 e, HTFoEOKREIBRICKS] LV EHHA2 THY XD 356 %
LCwanrFEEL w3, HH29 [EFx2025L %, HTFoRAICEET 2], HH30 [FELHETE
DOREIARICR S | FHIRE e,
Table 2
HANITB T 2 255EGRRE, WTC, UCSO Mz RERIHHRY
22 23 =4 5 Wi w2 Ul u2
&1, HBEAR A7 11 317 =577 =31 =327 L 58T -4
22, WO - 33" 41 .00 -.04 -.01 =23 .04
23, JERIEHR~ DB - 21" .04 -14™ .05 -.05 -.14*
24, LENE - -19™ -08F -12™ -34" -19*
%5%&«@%%%? ) - 27 37" 65™ 39™
WL kD & %t & O XFEG - 507 31t 42
W2. [FRD 7 WS & o &5EI - 44 22
Ul. AA (32h) - 37
U2. R (R -

Tp <.10;*p <.05 % p < .01; **p < .001

RSB IE AN OB LB L OB S L A&
ISIEOHBEZ /R L, JEEERAN OB R RS

KT, PEEREEEF ISV T blEk0 HETA
Tt 21T - 1o KER, B E O BRI,

LHEBIEOHBEZIR LI, 61T, WREB&EE
DENOREEHEOMTE, FELEOHBN
Aot

7.810, 3.614, 1.747, 1.353, 1.281, 1.195, 1.052 ---
TH-to ETORTICH L TR EEMHES
R 3R, RAEAERAER LU 1IHE, HikR
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Table 3
PEEEREERLE 1T B T 5 2GRN O R T
KT B i
HH FI F2 F3 F4 F5
F1 : HAK (0= .82)
27. When my eyes meet the other person’s during conversation, I subconsciously look away .88 -.11 -01 .00 -.11
8. When I talk face-to-face, I don’t know where on the other person to look while talking 73 .03 .08 -.04 .01
35. I can make eye contact while talking to someone I am not close to -68 -06 -01 -02 -.11
48. When I am talking, it’s difficult to speak if I am being stared at 65 -16 .02 -06 .07
41. 1t’s easier to talk when making eye contact with the other person -57 -14 13 -02 -15
13. It’s easier to talk when face-to-face with the other person -34 -10 .10 .01 -.11
F2 @ WHAIEE-C (a = .80)
18. When talking to someone on the phone, I am attentive to what they are thinking -02 .80 -22 .00 .13
24. T am attentive to what the person I am talking to is thinking -02 .74 -05 -03 .08
31. When talking to someone, I am attentive to how they're feeling -06 .70 .02 -06 -.01
34. I notice the habit of the person I am talking to 01 45 25 -09 -.07
20. I am attentive to whether what I am talking about is being accurately communicated to the other person A1 35 22 .09 -.01
26. When talking to someone, I notice their facial expressions 26 .35 30 .11 -18
6. When talking to someone, my eyes are drawn toward their gestures -16 32 14 .04 .11
F3 : TEREER~ DB (a=.76)
1. I notice the accent and intonation of the person I am talking to -07 -02 .79 -09 .08
11. When I talk to someone, I notice their dialect -13 -16 .79 .00 .19
7. When talking to someone, I notice the volume of their voice 13 .10 54 .06 -.14
25. When talking to someone, I notice the speed at which they talk .04 .02 52 .00 .12
F4 1 LB~ DB (0=.77)
10. When I talk to someone I’'m close to on the phone, I notice silences .01 -10 -13 .88 .05
37. When I talk to someone I am close to, I notice silences 05 -14 -06 .82 .14
30. I notice pauses by the person I am talking to 02 12 23 44 -.04
52. When 1 talk to someone for the first time, I notice silences -08 .15 .17 42 -19
22. When I meet an acquaintance by chance on a train or bus, I notice silences -24 14 09 41 -04
F5 @ REE~DOREER (0 =.75)
4. When there is a pause in the conversation, I can bring up a topic myself 06 .02 .12 -02 .62
15. I can adjust to the other person even with topics of conversation I am not interested in -02 .08 .09 .03 .54
9. I can open up and talk to someone right away even if [ am meeting them for the first time A3 11 =15 .05 .51
23. I can match the conversation's tempo with the other person .04 20 .18 -03 47
36. When I meet someone and am talking to them, I can wrap up the conversation myself A1 -12 18 .05 47
CSERGLEL] F1 - 29 27 .06 .50
F2 - 64 44 42
F3 - 52 34
F4 - W11

i) IEH2 [Tnotice the posture and attitude of the other person during conversation | , ZEH5 [ I can’t stand it when there’s a break in
the conversation] , JEH 19 ['When I talk to someone I don’t get along with, I am more careful than usual |, 28 H 21 [T make sure I am not
the only one talking | , J{H29 [When I call someone on the phone, I take their schedule into account | {ZHIFREH 7=,

LEBGIINT O aRnERd s 2Rk
TIHB 2B LB A U fER, B O
IR (6.923, 3.406, 1.715, 1.318, 1.290, 1.024.
0.919 --) EEERATHEMED S HAANF =4 E[H L
< 5 RIFMRANE Y &Fllr L7c (Table 3)o 51
NP3 e ORI 2 R L0BaIcBId %
CIHE D SR S Moo, “BRAZR” Lt
L7zo 8 2 RIF BAEF O N IREE~ D B Ly Be
5 TIHEA TR I N T &5, “NIEIEIL”
Lt Lo B 3NTIMHFOERIIFR~ DR
ONCBAd 2 4 THE T S N ks, “BERIER
~NOBL" Lt Lo, HARFIIAERICET 5

TR AN DB MZ D W T D 5 IAETH - 72729,
“TEERANOBIL” &% Lz, Tho HIHHOYF
BEAEVIEE, RFEHOLBRPHANOBILAE
WZ EEEKRT S, FHRNTEIHGOSEEAF 1
DS OFEFNCBART 2 5 HE D SR> 2o,
“LHENOBEER Le% Lo

LR EE IR 2 M it L 7 AE R (Table 4),
B AL I NTEIIBAL, TEEIEHA~ OB, 25
NOEEEMETNTNEEBAOHBZR L1,
F 72, WNIIBL I EERIT RN OBL, LB~ D
BEIL, &Ef~ofEEEHE, T L THEEER~O
BICMITLERAN DL B L Ot EEE#ME T
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Table 4
YEBRERGEE IO B U A RiEEIUE, WTC, UCSo MR ERFHRY

=2 23 =4 =5 Wil W2 Ul U2
&1, HRAR =267 222702 =50 =30 -34" -57™ -45
2. WHE.L - ST 39 47 14 137 247 347
23, B ER~ 0BG - 42 43 19 14 14 237
&4, WE~ DB - A8 .00 -087 -09f .07
25, REE~ DR EER - 317 437 68 46
W1. Bfi DR 2EE5 - .62 337 39
W2. B D&\ EE S - S6 30
Ul. Approach Avoidance - 47

U2. Reward

Tp <.10;*p <.05; ** p <.01; *** p <.001

BRIEOHBEZR LT, S51T, WAL E
LEENOBEEHOMIZB W T ERSIEOHB
WA NI,

WTC HAEAF—iioLWTHREDE, Fo<y
7 AL TR %217 - 7ok, EEEO R
Rt 135,925, 1.887, 0.881, 0.625 -0, fi#
rTaeE b B L o658, 2RFamwmL .
(Table 5, & 1 /ATIE, FMAPKAL DL
BT 2 8IHH P Sk - fcfc®, “HakD b 5
& oaEFEGm cmtlice TS 3THED
SEEESE VI E, AR KANL SO b B i
FHEOLFGMIIB VT, A BRD 5T ik
DRI TH 5 T &2 EIRT 5, & 2 RT3 A
SN EDEFEHIMIC>WT O 4 IHH Tl E
el EnS, MO W & o REEImT &
g lic, Tho AIHHOYEEEN EWIEE, K
HTHHME L DOAFFHIMICBE WV TREHEEIHED 5
LRV EmITH B T EEREERT B,

B RIERENIEERA I TH -1 &5
SERRE AT - o0 B 7 UE [ T Spearman
DONERAIBA R R 2 T U 7455, AR IEOHES
MR S iz (Table 2), JE1THIFE (McCroskey,
1992) T, F5 L#F 3 M (Stranger,
Acquaintance, and Friend) &, I3 a2=%4—
Y2 vOIRP 4 FER (Dyad, Group, Meeting,
and Public) &\ o 7z TRTHEE DS A S AL T2,
AHFEOHBANT =4 T}, kx4 HTFLD
MO MIC X - CARNTHRER S 7o

Wi, FREREEEE IO W T LRI SETH
FAWEIT -t hik, 7vu~vy 7 R[EHRIC &
BHRFIT ORGSR, [EAHEOREIRI L, 6.443,

1.554, 1.098, 0.631 -+ TdH » 1z, REAMERL
7o 2 THH Z BRI L THER T2 217 - 7ofE R
A EOREERM (5.316, 1.560, 0.920, 0.541 ---)
M5 2 NF s & FIWr L 7. (Table 6), 2
LRTE, FHAPKAEDO—Rt—F 23D AE T
W=7 TOEHITET 2 5 HE» Sk - 72/,
“BioVWaiEGH” sami Ll TS b
HoSEEAE W EE, A0 58 naiEE
TV T, 2FsthD 3 LB TH B C
EAREWT 5, 8 2RT RS hA L OGP,
HAPKANE TlED B8 & 0 KIS 2555 %
MEST 25 HHTH 2T ENDS, “BDEL
LERRINT @A Lic, TS 5 IHH O EA
EWEE, AROP» S &S BTGB VT
DEEEIGD 5 T LI X DM TS 5 T & ER
T 5,

B 5D M REESTOERESHERS N
Mmofcl b, EHREBRET DD
Spearman D IR HHBIRE Z H L 7o /G 8, AE
WIE OB A 57z (Table 4), Fabhbaks
HicBWTh, TR (McCroskey, 1992)
ENTHESEOMENIERE SN, 2F D, ZELM
FofEEP, 33 a=r—va R TEEL,
LEEDARTOREREIC & - T 2 KF R & N1z,

UCS HAAF—2ItoWT, ik 7o
< v 7 AR K BT &7 - kSR, EE
&8 O EIR DL 7.080, 3.278, 1.319, 1.126 - T
b ot [EEIEDRIRD & AERATREMED? S 2 K
FHEDNE Y &CHIT L 7c (Table 7)o 25 1 K13,
St AR IS0 U TR AL U 2 0, Flii
FICa X a =4 — ¥ g VIREHET 21 ELOER
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Table 5
HAANC S 2 WTCOKFHk
ESR= RN
HH F1 F2
F1 : [i#o & 2 fth3g & O &FE5 (a=91)
19. KAN72b L D/NE e 7NV — T Citik 5 91 -.19
9. Fcilfi ATV BRFICK AN LFEE T % 85 -.24
4. FNCAWA TV BRFCHIAN L §E% T 5 76 -.08
15. 5Nz b L D/NS e SNV — T Cii% T 5 67 .14
6. KAT=H LD KB RET ) Ttk T2 67 .16
14. RANT=b D7 —Fiexnt LCHERINTET 5 .64 .16
1L AN L O KRB REL Y CFEET 2 58 .32
20. INT= b DA —Ficxt LCHE R IRBET 5 54 32
F2 : [#D 7\ i & D ARG (o = .84)
3.RASHBANIZbD IV —T TN L CEiR T 5 -18 .95
8 HIOMOALEDLLEDNS I N— T TR T 5 .03 .78
17. RAIS N7z b L O KB RET Y CTaix 55 .01 .76
12. 3N AT BIRFICHA S N2 b LEER T 5 -02 .60

HrEMHEE F2 .54

Table 6
YeEREEIEE IS B 1 B WTCO KT
AR
THH F1 F2

F1 : B O W55 (o =.89)
19. Talk in a small group of friends 95 -.09
9. Talk with a friend while standing in a line 86 -.17
6. Talk in a large meeting of friends 73 .08
15. Talk in a small group of acquaintances .69 20
4. Talk with an acquintance while standing in line .62 .14

F2 : AffDE VRS (o= .86)
3. Present a talk to a group of strangers -.16 90
17. Talk in a large meeting of strangers -.01 .84
8. Talk in a small group of strangers .07 .78
20. Present a talk to a group of acquaintances 23 .56
12. Talk with a stranger while standing in line .01 .58

N7-fEFHEE - F2 .59

) JEHI11 [Talk in a large meeting of acquaintances |, JE H 14
[ Present a talk to a group of friends ] X HIFR & 172,

%759 Approach Avoidance (AA; #lt) Th -
726 T DR AR L 721035 H O S E S E b 1

L, &P aa=r—va vEBT AHEAHNK
W, DF D ENSHALEMICH L THEBI TS %
CLEERT 5, BLRTFREIRECPRAME DR
BEHHCAGEPEREZRDTOE 0P, thFLD

FHEAE R ERIEN CAMIZIE LR L 2 D Bhici
42 Reward CHREI) Th -7 Th 510IHH
O EAEVEE, M & O EET % W
EABT T EEERT 5,

LR EE RIS A T U Ao R,
BN A S 7 (Table 2)o

GEISIEO
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Table 7
HAANICE T 2 UCSD K THk
K& s &
HH F1 FI
F1: AA (Bai; 0= .92)
2MTEL LAYV EADTHE VETIZS T f;b‘ .84 -04
R 2LV ET i&b\@(i(.ﬁ?‘ 572 -81 .02
7. %IUJEPTE XEEFIES 72 -78 .06
9. FMI TN =TT 4 ZAH vy aviEEds 74 .04
8. EM D CHAZRIT 205 74 .00
13. RAIb AN E&FEE 35 2 & I3fli#iz L 85 =73 .10
6. D NICEEL 2T T NIE R bR nwE &, A LICKR S 70 .03
4. TN—=T T4 RAhy v aVICBINT 5T L& .69 .00
L&FFCBWCHETLZ LM 8> .68 .20
12. &P, B XV EETIE I & -49 -.10
F2 : R (#BH; o = .85)
16. \O KNz b 2K lIL, BOE 2 CRECHEZHIT T Lirwy -06 .87
2L MDD RN b R KIE L, FADOFE ZCREICHZHIT {2 07 .84
19. DK NI B 25N, FADLH B AL TL T3 LB -03 -77
20. FAD KNI ﬂ@-%fﬂﬁibkowfﬂx LAY T EERE LIV 00 .68
17. O RN B i, FCH L CIEEL LS 02 -57
15. FAORANIzBid, FheaIa=r—vavid2RERETRVEES -08 .55
18 R LN b &, KECKANZLLOT FANL 22RO L LT LW .06 .48
23. fthd N7z L A KIFHI B D i3, b o ik Biz w60 Tth s -11 45
2. FDORNEB L, FICER 2T Fo94 22Kk TL 3 -26 -38
24 flid N7=b &G T LRI D MELT L Ao 24 36
A7 [ETAH BY F2 .39
Table 8
REEsL & 2B 2 UCSO N T
ESIE =P A
JHH F1 Fl
F1 : Approach Avoidance (a = .93)
2. I talk less because I'm shy 90 -.10
3. I talk a lot because I am not shy -.81 13
6. I feel nervous when I have to speak, to others .80 .05
13. I find it easy to make conversation with strangers -78 .08
1. I'm afraid to speak up in conversations .78 .08
8. I am afraid to express myself in a group .75 15
7. I have no fears about expressing myself in a group =75 -.04
9. I avoid group discussions 72 13
4. 1like to get involved in group discussions =71 -.06
12. During a conversation, I prefer to talk rather than listen -.53 23
F2 : Reward (o= .87)
16. My friends and family don't listen to my ideas and suggestions -.05 .82
21. My friends and family listen to my ideas and suggestions .01 =77
20. My family doesn't enjoy discussing my interests and activities with me .02 .73
19. I believe my friends and family understand my feelings .03 =73
17. 1 think my friends are truthful with me .10 -.67
15. I don't think my friends are honest in their communication with me -.07 .62
23. Other people are friendly only because they want something out of me .02 .61
18. I don't ask for advise from family or friends when I have to make dicisions -11 .58
22. My friends seek my opinions and advice -.13 -.46
24. Talking to other people is just a waste of time 25 42

ARSI AHES F2 .51

F /o, ERERREESEEICB VLT BIEIERD TR F—K T (dApproach Avoidance (AA), 2
TR 2T - kR, BEAEMEOBEIRI  FldReward (R) Tdh -7 (Table 8),
(8.189, 2.694, 1.022, 1.002 ---) & fFnlHEM:H> AR EERFHBE 2 da U 7o kSR, FERIEoM
5, SEITHREIEO2NFHEERL, D& D A 5t (Table 4),
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Tabl
AARNCHB T 355169 5%§£2D%ﬁﬁ$ﬁﬁ§ﬁ@{m&l5§%ﬁ
Ry BERE A FBIRISES

< AR >
B R -237 07 097 -10”
PN T A O -.01 .06 01 -.07
BEHE WA~ DR 127 07 05 -.05
E RS .00 -.02 .00 -.03
KFE~OFEEH 137 08+ 127 ™
< WTC > 3 Spearman i I i FH B8 {7 5K
D & 2 i & eI .04 A1+ 127 06
Ak D 72 W fl#F & O Sk 177 09 087 09°F
<UCS >
AA (H5T) 137 04 09° 27"
R (HEEM) .02 -.05 .08 26"

Tp <.10;*p <.05; ** p <.01; *** p <.001

SRS 2 RRER DR

SEHICH T B REEE O NE OBIREIH & s d
5120, $FHAAF—2ICBVT, LEEHRR
fE, WTC, UCS® T REEMHBE %R H L«
(Table 2), SELEFHNREOHEALE, WTCO
kD b 5 thE & OFESH, kD5 W ithE &
DLERGIH, UCSOAA (B, R GRED &6
EIRAOMHEERL I [Hikic, SFFERREO
EERE L, WTCOIHERD 73 W ith# & D255
ifi, UCSOAA (), R GRBD &, FEENEH
~OBLME, WTCOmD b 5 i & D255
ifi, UCSOR GREND &, NHEMIESLMIUCSDAA
) EZNTNEEBAOHMERL 0, —
5T, DEENOBEEHEWTCOMmH D 5 W ith
HE OIS, ko b i & o LRSI,
UCSOAA (Hak), R GRMD Lofcidzhnz
NEEBIEOMHBENA SNz, WICOmFHD &
B AE & OGS AL, D 7S W hE & O aEEE;
HIZUCSOAA (Fal), R GRED Lznzng
EIIEOMBEER L 1,

EREIC, SEERRERLHEICB VT M RERHE
BIEZEM L, SREOMEIC>\WTHRE LK
(Table 1), = DfER, SELEGRUEOEBAL
FWTCO B DR WFEST, AR OE VAT
S, UCSOAA, REAEMADOHBZMRL 7,
—HT, REEEFEONHIBIL, FEEIEERA

DRL, SEENOBREERE, WTCO B
WEEGH, B o mWaEESI, UCSDAA, R
Lol cen TN HERIEOMBEZ R LI, F1,
WTCO E i DKW 2EEG, B D& W 2565
fITUCSDAA, REZNENHEBIEOHBZ
RLT

ADEE R & DBS:E

LERITHT Y B RERE & A DRI O Bif% %
Ho»icd 5720, $FHAAT—2ICB0VT,
o NOFREHFA AR Lo 5 2T, KEF6E
MR, WTC, UCS D& NN &4E, #
BREE, XA, FERISRE A O fFAHB R
HAEBH L (Table 9, 7%, WTCIRATHIC
FBAHADBA NI, SEHIRERAEIT>20b
Spearman D RMACAHBAR K 2 HH L 7o, © Df
F, IR0 {RAZ EHELAD
B %, 2EREHNE OGN OBIL, 256
~NOFEEH, WTCOM# D 2 thd & 025
i, € L CUCSOAA (k) LHEMBIEOH
BIE R L7, £, HERBEEELWICOMmZFKD H
5t & ORGSR & ORI THESIEOMHBEN A
5N, INARSFEERRE O 2E~ DS EE L
WTC O D & 5 fth3f & 0555, UCSD
AA (Bl EEEREOHEERLI, S5IT,
FHESRFHAR, 2FEEENE OSEA
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Table 10
RREESEHE ICHB T 2 23Ricntd 2 88 & AT R O [RAH IR 5L
s AERE NN FHEIRSES
< DR R >
B % -2877 L2 -.06 087
PN TG A BEL O -.01 .00 .02 01
IR~ DB .08 -.03 .00 .00
LBk~ DBH.L 07 -.08 .04 -.06
DEE~DBEE 187 -05 -.02 1977
< WTC > 3 Spearman ffm NIE {7 FH B8 {245
BT DR AEES T 147 07 07 087
=YY AR T 197 10+ -.02 14"
<UCSs >
Approach Avoidance 23 .03 .00 217
Reward 12 -.06 A1 13
Tp <.10;%p <.05; ** p <.01; *** p < .001
LEABERORMER LA )T, 20 = =

ik, UCSOAA (Bah), R GERMD tHER
EEOJ*BE?I%KL/?‘:O L LIS, GETIEH D
b O ORI OE I RTINS 2 5 T,
YGEREEL L O F — 2 It BV T BB ET
AT > & T A (Table 10), F#hRR SR
HRNZOMBAR EGRLAOHBEZ, S3hE
RIE O 2EE~DOFEEHR, WICOHEM O\
G, AMOmEmVWaEEEm, UCSOAA, REH
EIIEOMBER L, i, BEEZIAERD
BWaiEBmE, NARBUCSORE ZNENHE
IIEOFHBAAZ IR L fco BRI SBFIIHAL I3 &
A U O FE~ S EEH, WTCO B Mo

2R, UCSOAA, REGELIEDHE
ZRLT, L LS, BHAANF— 2 &lEkic
TRAHBARE D I RIS/ N E 2 > T

51T, BREOE M RESSEEEAR
PERAMANTER E LT tREZRIT - 1k R, B
AT, SFEEGHUEOSFE~EEEH] L,
UCSDOR CGHRMD s ThEns on (I, ¢
(485) = —4.218, p<.001, d= —.382; t (485)=
—5.162, p<.001, d=—.468), kD 5 HHk
X0 b EEICBELNED - T, JEEREEEL TR
Wﬁ%%@mﬁmf@&ﬁ%wéém,ﬁﬁ®ﬁ
DHEELY SHEICESANE» > 70 (¢ (469) =
2.103, p=.036, d=—.194),

AT, HAAN & SGERRES S 251,
SELEHNE, WTC, UCSO 3 > REICEH
LT, LEAOEEIC>WTHRIT L, NTHESE
@%RE®TMRE%M%,itAD%ﬁ$%§
HEOBEN S, HAANE REEREERHICBWVLT,
LEERP T Y 2= — v g VT AEEREICE WS
B oMtz BARMNICEEI T O &5 R TH - 72,

EREOBES KU THRREMOBRIZDNT
SEEEMAE EWTCIZB LT IRRFONER
FREMSHAN ESEFERFEEE TR 5 T EMIHS
e T, 9, HRAOSEEIcoWLTIE,
g (2002) 2B W & M RImIBIL O I
Ho 5 b, KL TIEAATF O H A IIEHR~ DB
oW TOIHHDOANEH SN, FEEHERNOM
E WSR2 L fc, F 7o, SELoEEE
IZoWTh, 258 (2002) TREERFVEMY
Snhicboo, HHONENRE» S, G0
R FVOAE W AN AR T O T
HBELT, AECRSFE~NDEEEHLEGHL
L7zficB0WTEVLEA SN, 51T, HA
A&%%iﬁ%%uﬁﬁéﬁ?%ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁé&
ARATRIEBREETH - coicxt L, JGEREE
SEETIRUEBADORL L - ol &S, HGER
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FEIRE T, TRERICHT AR LT L AL
BEERTOOTREBL > LAITBVT, &3
DREFE T 2 ERVHAADZEN L I3RS
FIREEDVRIE S i,

WTCIZ 2 W T & [alFRIC K& D #E WA S
MITI -1, BARIIZIE, HAATIEIEHEET S
T & oI X > THEBENENEY
SN LT, HEENEEE T, S5h5im
DAFMDEEIC L » TPk E iz, 2D
Emo, SilEBHEIET D, FRERFELE

5 & AEECTRA, HAAN & GEREE S O
TR 2 AlRetEs & 5,

F i, FREMOBIEARE LR, HAA
EPGEREREE O, S5O AREEICE T 2
PIPED T & & 15 5 72, HARA & BEREE
HEOVTNICBLTD, HBEALOEVERES
ERT 2 — v Vi LOEBINTH D,
LER ARG & A S I WEAS D B T &
Do tce SARLDHR & FERL Y7 — D REH#
ZRRET L 7ETIFRIC B VT, ALEBREVHIFE
HAERBOHER RS 5 EBEFHS N TV S0
(Moukheiber et al., 201075 &), Wieser, Pauli,
Alpers, and Miihlberger (2009) 2B W TIiF
SN ENE R EHZ R 2 WHANDH 25 & Df
ERFoNTVE Y, HEBTHERIEI—HLT
WIS W, i & DM AEAEIC B T 2 RN DAL
PREICOVT, LR E T - 2R A S
WO, CORERIBAEYIIa = r— v VI
OB 2 REL T, BRI ER A B 5 AEE
PEERELTWDS, &5IT, HAAEIEERGEE
HowFnicBWTd, HEDOEER F VOREA
NEWE, &3P a=r—va VITHLTE
D TRV T, e & DALER 2R & EZ <
W7z,

— 5T, HEACBOLTIER, WHKEL,
HWAOBL, TRBRBSSEVE, 2FFPT Y 2
= —va vERETID, WM E ARSIV
MIASd 5 T EMPASMITE - 7o, ZHITHLT,
YEEREEREE C N B P TRR TR~ O BAL
DE WS AICSERS TN B S < D,
LEREEAERMN & AT T Ebrstc, O F
D, HARANEHNCTHREBENELE S, HTFOAM

T B REE DG (EKFZAE « /NI—32)

IREER E RGN OB LS W& I 2555 3
o= —va VTR L TR O BRI S RERE A b
SDEWVWZ B, TOT &L, HAANEFGEREELE
DEEPT I 2=/ —v a2 VITHd 2REEDE D
ZRE LTV 5,

A BT ENEE & DRS:E

HARAN & REBFESE Om A IcB VT, Finn
PG L GRS OB %Z, S5E~OGEE
PAA (Bak) SIEOMBIEZRLIZ &N,
BoAtE 0 & EEh ORI T B AN REs
K<, £HHFORFERAF VOFMNEL, £ L

LR LB T b A HEAIS SV E VWA B,
I51T, HAATIE, FrEmn LS GHToE
FRIERANOBLLAER, kD 72 W thE & D2
SEIGIIIT R A MR IE S &0 & E IS T -
1o —HOWEREEEE T, FrEmvwIidEf
OEV « Wb LF I a=r—va Vi
XU CTHEmRTH Y, SEEEECHRINE 27
TEBbD ot ARANEIEGERGELEOES S
ICBOVTH, FOEEN, 2EPIIa=r—
Y a VTN A REE O EERICILENICBAE L TV
5T EDTRENT, B BTN TN -
TVWBEIEDS, v aia=r—vavicH
9 BHERE & NIRRT FRIZAR & OBEdIc I W\ Tl
WRH BT EEREBLTWS, £, HAAEHE
ENEEEEOLS L S ICBVT S, LEIINHARE
Iz 2SSV & HE OG5 R F VBRI E <, &
FEEOT I —va VARTES ERES, i
B EOHHEEHZRMNE AL LTV EnD,
v I a = —va VITHT AREEE, HE
O EE 15 S FRF IR, OFEE% & OBSED b %
ZEbRENT,

I 51T, HRATRESHENDOREEHRER
B icBWT, T U CHERELE TR
LBV T LB LY bERICEESE
Pofcl &S, WAMICTESL bDD, Gk
NOEFICBLTHENRA LN, KD HH
P& bIESTEICET 2 HEREN S W T & O
OIS BEGEOV I ENHSLITEINTED
(Rosip & Hall, 2004; Hall, Hutton, & Morgan,
201075 &), F oW DIFEGEITH S 5 B
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ELWDOTEBOAEWIIERNH 555 (Ickes,
Gesn, & Graham, 2000), AL ZE N ZENf
JTWa,

AREDE LHESHRDEE
AT T, AARANEWGEREEEE PG
o= —va VI LTED L D BEE AR
LT®5@¢%@ﬂLto%¥tbf,H$A&
REESEE TREAFEYPI I a=r—va vicH
@LéﬁhJ’H‘ WCERNG 5 LRI NT, IhE
T, wWE kv 2= — v a YITEOD
ZFNUPEMHS AT I 2 =7 —v 2 VRIS
BOTHICEERSNTEX ., LirLEss, o
2= —va VTEONNT -~ v RiTidxl,
SARAEER, BT, SREINERAE SO SR
RDSFZEEL 5 2 2 EMEZ SN, TNHEERN
HOIZEDLSIMEFHL, 33a=r—va Vf7
FHCHEABZ TO LRI TE L, Lk
MoT, RFFEPII 2= —v a3 VICHT AHEHE
MIIa=hr—va VTEEED LS BEHAH
TEOPITOVTHRAF LTV T &R, AT 2

= —=vavELDEENICIEZ 2D bERE
THHH, SHOFEE LT, REEREEOEHN
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A study of Japanese and native English speakers' attitudes toward conversation

Yunoshin Shimizu and Kazumi Ogawa

Abstract:

This study examined Japanese and native English speakers' attitudes toward conversation by focusing
on three scales: Conversation Awareness Scale, Willingness to Communicate (WTC) Scale, and
Unwillingness to Communicate Scale (UCS). Factor analysis of the Conversation Awareness Scale yielded
the "concern for silence" subscale in the Japanese sample, whereas "interest for silence" was found in
native English speakers. While the factor structure of WTC in the Japanese sample was based on
whether one is personally acquainted, the level of conversational load was determinant of factor
structure in native English speakers. For the UCS, as in the previous study, two subscales, "approach
avoidance” and "reward," were found in both samples. Subsequently, correlation analysis between each
subscale was conducted and it revealed that correlations differed between Japanese and native English
speakers. Moreover, partial correlation coefficients were examined between each subscale and
demographic variables, and the results indicated that in both samples, age had significant negative
correlations with "gaze anxiety" of the Conversation Awareness Scale and positive correlations with the
"awareness of being good at conversation" while there was a difference as age also had a significant
correlation with "interest for auditory information" in the Japanese samples. Furthermore, in Japanese,
women's scores on "awareness of being good at conversation" and "reward" were significantly higher than
males. Likewise, in native English speakers, women scored significantly higher than males on the

"Interest for internal state" of the Conversation Awareness Scale.

Key words: attitudes toward conversation, Conversation Awareness Scale,

Willingness to Communicate Scale, Unwillingness to Communicate Scale



