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Abstract

Response styles refer to respondents’ systematic tendency to answer questionnaire items on some
basis other than the specific item content. The traditional opinions view response styles as a kind of
system error, but the new viewpoints find that the response styles are more likely to be unique
personality variables. Due to this, the present study is trying to examine the trait-like properties
and the effect factors of response styles in the latter perspectives. This research adopts the Big Five
Personality questionnaire NEO-FFI and semantic reversal of NEO-FFI measures 1200 high school
students and 1200 undergraduates twice one month in between calculating the number of the same
answer at each pair of items as response styles indicators in two tests. The findings were as follows:
1) The acquiescent response style is more than other response styles in Chinese respondents, then
the disacquiescence response style, midpoint response style, positive extreme response style and
negative extreme response style. All kinds of response styles are not independent. 2) All response
styles were significantly reduced with the higher education. The main effect of gender on the ac-
quiescent response style and midpoint response style were significant, and the interaction effect
was significant on midpoint response style and positive extreme response style. 3) Each response
styles were related to personality traits at different degree and direction.
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TRSE R 2 i R T e T 48 e VO S R 2 T B RO B B8 PO X A B A ik . ARG RO R L
R R—FREMIRE, TOFHL R AR RMEIRE T R —F M AT R, ETH, MR
125 & FIALA TR BRI SRR 2855 R B DL R R BRI R R . B 50 R K A 14
NEO-FFI\ K38 X ¥ FINEO-FFI4 5% 12004 & F AR 12004 K2EAE AT T 8 /5 PR HEI, 15 8] BB
RAANA o HEFE R A R —% R H A RS RAREC R SR TaRR . SRERI: 1) PEHRRIA
HRERMAMKEE, MIKERAEE. FTH. WIRE SRR E 2 XM, E&Fh SRR H A RS
R 2) EEZHEEENRE, SMRMREYEE TR, RS &R X b3 3% R
BE, NS5 ZHEREELERRS &R LA R LT EERARE. 3) &FREREES AR
AR EHFARFRENARFE T HRHER.
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1. 53|

17 25 0 565 e O B S4B 7 PR Y2 AT B R 7 v, WE T B AT I o W R R AR A SR T AR A0
FURRT o 1)U S0 B AT 58 A AR U 6 (R 9 2540 TR 201, SR SRS R R antt, TR E AR I
— 86 55 Py 5 TG 56 1) FLAth DR 35 AR 22 s B K 0 B SE, 481 a4 20 e R v (¥ s Sl 22 (Cronbach, 1946; Lentz,
1938) 0 KH A 1] 500 96 e 2 2 20 A = 3% (Moors, 2010), WFF & B W RE GO B —E R 1%
FRA AR BRI, B AT ORI LR T M C R, I TE TR E S R ER P E R T
REAE AR AT ELIE AL AL, MBI T — ol S SR 22 2

Cronbach (1946) 5 582 H T S B 22 T PR ER, s 7 {22 368 5 A 8 J 2 5 4 (response set) Rl B XU
(response style) 5. = MiEH 5 H FINAA K, T8RN B2 H BRI Kot n) 7 s
A EARYE B ORI S DU H A 28 R, EAEREE . SR, Oh3SE, HOH ME T BIER
EREIESR, Bt SV N (socially desirable responding, SDR: — i [ O & # K 2 1F N KI5
FRIBIZS [ f) o S XK U 5 78 P A TG 6 (Mick, 1996 SEPCRE, Fid, w62k, i, 2007), Paulhus
(1991) 44 S5z I UK 7 SR A 5 T S A [ g (900 v 1 A S 6 T B (1 E A 250 SE Al e % A W A
SN K S B T P S 7 SRR AR L [ 2 e I JRARG o B [ 2 e I XA S P e i 2 A P 5 e s P R s 1
SE RN AERE AN, B BRAE E N R (acquiescence response style, ARS: — e iy i 5 e
I 1 [ B T AR AS A 2 B ) s BRI 78 s B2 XUk (disacquiescence response style, DARS: —Fh7E iy il I
MG [ T AN [ R T AN A [ B A D) s e SR XU (midpoint response style, MRS: —ffid i e % 3%
e PR)MEL S SEABIA ) o 1T AR 3 2 2 XU (extreme response style, ERS: — it Z40 Bz i A 28 1 A 7] 5 i i )
SN2 ) A G 1) ) A R g L ] A S SRR XL i) e e I XS i A v 57 A7 S AR ot s 2 8 R A e, LD
[Fi R A5 FH AR o 5 2 S 82 (ERSP) AR i 75 5 S MZ(ERSN) (i) o [El4MIF 58 148 R L ERSP #1 ERSN & 3y
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SN ANERE , DRI 3 Y Al XU ] S 5 2 e 0 3 I i XA 5 31— SR AT i) o AR T AR AR 3 X
W ARSI A A — MR AR 2 tof b UL w5 A o 153 1 (1) S S, R b 8 L e o AR i 1 ) IS
S AR EE R 75 78 S 822, I HL NI 9T 3 X0 IR PR Rl i i KU 2R 4T T X 40 IE 0 il vk R B 4R AR,
ST R FRATT AR I T AT AX P b Al IRUA 2R 4T IX 43 943 Sl 11 55 (Baumgartner & Steenkamp, 2001; Weijters,
Schillewaert & Geuens, 2005; ZfJcR4%, 2007; Axaite, A8%A, HinT{E, 2008).

FA, IR N RS O B SO SR AN (1) 7E O IR T ot SR XS A P R AS [R] IR e A%
G AR R SRS AE S —Fh R Ge IR ZE 0 BRI H AR AR B IE 1 R B, RIE R — Pl e AN PR
(IR 2R, 2x s B AR & 1) FLSE 73 30, F HORZOR AT e B4 FEBR 4 (Cronbach, 1950; Hui & Triandis, 1989).
T 30 (R 0 A DA g s 7 PR AN RS 0 A G L (R R R S, AEIX R R 1L S S RUAS A A A — it
RIS AZ B o SRS XURS FR AR IR T Bl A B A LA BARAT TR SC 4k (Gibbons, Zellner, & Rudek, 1999;
Smith, 2004, 2011). Smith (2004)IAJFEA R 3B 7E H R SR RS AN BESUR 4/ —Fb & iR 22, T
R E AR RAR S AR R A I8 7 B — AN E . Al R I BRI R B R R = — MR e TR
R, MATSCFFE AR A, I B AR T2 G 3 S i 7 A BRI 4R 48 L Chen, Lee & Ste-
venson(1995) & B MRS FIA~ N £ L Z ]I 7iAH=¢; Van Herk, Poortinga, & Verhallen (2004) /& 3 1 if
DX 1 K (A B, ORI AU BE ) LU PR BR [ SR (e [, 4 RN ) A 5 i) ARS A ERS, ik I Al AT 14
HIXFERIHES: ARS F ERS 2xfifi % N A\ 3£ X (Hofstede M 4EE 2 —) BEAR M6 5. Smith (2011) & B
T DABRAER 3= SONFHIE 0 R 0 [ 5K 5 4 a8 i XUt 2 L SR G ) o AR SR AN /D 238 TR AR 40 s 3 AU AR —
FRRRE BUREATOETT, a0 SRS S RS FCI EL A SRR S B R S0, BRI S DA K s DR 25 0
W R BATHE LR HE f o RAETERS SO EURF 72 A RS2 1 3 [ 502 101 PR 5 I AR Ay SR 52 A 483
PRI sZ I, E R B ORE E A AEAR IR A 1 1) L (A W L 2 AE 18 DA S A s b X g A7 1 BURE 43 #7) , 9 L
WA BT FE0 B 3803 1 1 e I IR P SR o J 1k S FLs i DR 2, D 3RATIAE B I W R AR A T 9 5 K i
TERFEAS SO, RS RS i SRR M A L R 2

KT S K (RS, Weijters (2006) A 30 5B AU R RS 32 B I RTEIE . A /K 1 R4 i (1) 7K
o TERIBEKT L, SO RSB A R B R 52 09T 78 T B B s i i 7 AR A P B o ZERRUKT b, OBt
JAKE B A RS NRFIE R S B o S S RS A A B S P i (R s S B NS RS %, JFE 2l sz 24
BREEE, MR, fEREEAELI (Vaerenbergh & Thomas, 2013). A SCH IRATTH B S BE A DI Gt Rt
LB NASRFAERT S A R 52 _E

T WA T 5 ot sz I JRUAS (1] 52 AT — AN IE M IR 45 18 « Austin, Deary, & Egan (2006)F1 Weijters,
Geuens, & Schillewaert (2010)#k % 2ot b 5 PE 2 2 1932 | ARS; £ He, Bartram, Inceoglu, & van de Vijver
(2014a)F1 He, van de Vijver, Espinosa, & Mui (2014b) B 78 R #1 & B HEAE ARS LIS i T Lotk
WAk T AR FAMETEIZ H ARS &3 &35 2 5 1 (Light, Zax, & Gardiner, 1965; Marin, Gamba,
& Marin, 1992)%}F DARS, Crandall (1973)%A KA FIPERIA AR Z 55 % T ERS, De Jong, Steenkamp,
& Baumgartner (2008) 1 Weijters et al. (2010) kIl Z L B HEE L M2 H ERS; Harzing (2006) 1
Meisenberg & Williams (2008)#1 R IL T H b AH R IR, MR E LI ERS MR 27 AL E
(Grimm & Church, 1999; Light et al., 1965; Marin et al., 1992; Moors, 2008); %} MRS, Harzing (2006) & i
LR S M P B2, E Light et al. (1965)F1 Grimm et al. (1999) #1354 & BILLE IX 3 Fft KUk
B BN ER . SRR, RS ZE S A R A — B, JF BRI R AR 155/ (Van
Vaerenbergh & Thomas, 2013).

KT ZHEREX —HIEZE, Meisenberg et al. (2008) % T2 20 & 1L 5 BRI T AESE,  IX 0}
T ARS 1 ERS & —/MERMEFEE N IBLR, HOEAWHRERIFAR —E W Weijters et al. (2010)# 4

(=)
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METTE ARS, DARS, ERS fl MRS I, KILER T DARS 4hH A1 s B XU #RFN 52 20 A F2 R B 97 1)
BER. #R1M, Moors (2008)F1 De Jonget et al. (2008) K LFL B FEE X ERS & A M. SR YE, SHE
TR — B 0 A ) Tl s 7 X (456

TV I 0 R IR NS (1432 SV RS e 1 3R AT T 2R T e, B B I PSR I 8 1 2 5 A& e
JFAHIEC 2 (1) (Weijters et al., 2010), He et al. (2014a) FH PUFPAS [E] 7 200 B NS A4 5 1) & 045t 1 2R &5
. CAWFFRIM ERS 5 K AMR B 1AM DL K 57T 0o A& IEAH G [F (Austin et al., 2006), B4k ERS
SR MRS 5 /M IEAH 54 (e.g., Austin et al., 2006), ARS 57 A1k % 1EM5%(e.g., Graziano & Tobin,
2002), ARS 5 LK AMEE Y IE M AR e B 4 & B (Couch & Keniston, 1960). He et al. (2014a) &K
FNAERR B LA 2 17 45 OPQ32 W45 th 1 5 2 AR HLBE BAA Ui IR /14518, X P OPQ2 & —Fhia ik
fRTE) 3, RH EE T2 DR 1) I 36 B R el SR XS 55 NS AR o 2 TR PR [ 7 1 A 22

BT R, AAMEZEENWT: £, ZA00H E RS R R RS 10— B £, B
SO 152 0E R RN OB RS (ISR s 58 = A 58 S N KU 5 AR ARR S TRI IR SR 2R I DA 7 s B X
MR HA KRR B BT SO KA AR 8 S— MO B i £ 7 5 N A I & R 3 — 3k T
EEABIAE A B SR BRI B, 91 e 98 5 — 2 v e U b Al o R DA AT IR LB Dy ERS IR R,
BOHE MRS SR A E T AT & ERS &R A A SR FR TH R L F 4T th U el (Paulhus, 1991), 44
1M % T~ R BIF 72 757 AS BEHE AR 11 5 B KUK MR X 0T P4 28 ) LS AR v 2 B Ok, AR 52 R A 20
FFE N (2007) BBH 78 H S F AR 77 v R SE R b Ak T S 2 XA o

2. ARA*
2.1. HIRMR

TR ZR 35848 43 ) R K 2 mm A R s v SR B AL R ) v e B 1R 1200 44, S B VR B AR 52 BERR
INE MR ), B804 %0004 1170 43, AR ECR 97.5%. Hrb B4 439 42, %4 731 44, &/ 585
4, K24 585 4,
22. fixI R

AT 5T KB T 5 A FL K 25 7 %% NEO-FFI (Costa & McCrae, 1992). NEO-FFI (NEO Five Factor
Inventory, LLF&IFR FRI)A2& KT AMEMIEE NEO-PI [ EIAGAR, HFmU& B AA 2, AFEMHL Ny AMitk
E. &¥IFittE 0. B AME A FITHEL C HAYERE . FFIL 3L 60 NI H, &4EE 12 8% 5 20980 (1
ToOAFE, 5 o EE). FRI e EARINH A A 0945 B R 2070043 %1029 0.808, 0.733, 0.594,
0.748, 0.809; J5ill4JA 0.779, 0.699, 0.524, 0.508, 0.668.

N T A R R B N XA bR, Bl A3 NEO JE B3R I T 8 H 32E47 8 SO B R B A5,
G A AR HEAT P O BN TR TRT RS 1 AN H o SXAEFRAN 4G 204 M0 TR S Wi BRI, IR TR FRIR 5 s 1) R
R H 58—k, ERRIRTT A A .

2.3. MM E

M 28I TP BB AW SO A 2 T, SR SR At (0 77 SO B AT R 5 PRI, R =
7y 4 R CILIE

24, RMRARZIEAREITHE

2.4.1. RER&IeiRTERRE
HRHE O A SCHRERATTFH PR 03 170 26 140 Ji et 50 o 2 XU IR AR (S R 25, 2007) 0 ELR RN R -
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JEERY FRI, 2R 0T b Hik Wi P AR R SRR AT HARZ N FRI, fEIXP iy 538 70331
AT L [P BRI R TR S [P BRI B AT, BRI — DR BAR PRI AR T N IR I FRE, IBARAER
PRI A6 R E PR MR IR 5 R0l N S [ R o AT 3RAT T AT LA 21 i 5 Aot 25— AL S 1] R 3 P O PR SR %
IARPAR LI T B CRCSL 0 SO (9125 BRI, S A Ak P K RO 9% 012 5 A S, 9 A I 1 o A (4
REXE R NIZR) L 7R, R H (R XS A ASR) BRSOz AR R
WA T T AR 2 ST R R R G BUR AR, s Rigi R Egal, Iasulm st
XX IR e H SR R F AP R SRA Tl AT B Tl e 2 T ARy 5 ) AR A (I
BT TN EEE .

2.4.2. FF1 Bk R RIEFRHTHE

KO R R R BITAT L (A — S 1E )~ B v B R A 1 AR B S ERSN(AR 3t 75 52 R S ARG )
Mo brs B B3R b BT 78 [ — X 15 ) - S ) R R ORI B 5 BB IR B N ERSP(HE i # 5 SR B
AR e b s B TR P T A AR R —f 1E [ — A b IR 4 2 1R B E  DARS (BRI 5
LAY FE AR s B R P T AR [ IE [~ S PR AR 4 R EE N ARS(BRIA
8 SRR B FE AR B R T T A AR A — IE A A - R A AR R 3 A EUE MRS (T
ISR ) IR AR o

2.5. GiitabEE

JEF SPSS 16 HAFHEAT HRLF AR B ME 0T t 0. B AASEAN £ 7007 22404
3. BF
3.1 EAMIE A RMHRLE

[ S5 A Bt A B — B R, R ARG P9 AR R (8] B0 — SRR R . BRI 2 )
A BRET . A 1 A RT DAFE HE RS I (O S 1) H 2 56 e [ SR A A EARAE 0.6 LA AT LU I ERATTR
AU H R IR B Rl 2 A B, DRI R BRATT AT AREAT TR IR 45 2R (R HEWT o

32. REREEAXAEBRVEBF—HWAARERNEREE

NSRS — PR e R, a0 SRR 5E A 25 T H O B S DUVEE I 4 A — w0 T 36 4% A
FEAS A Z R 22 AN ROZ 3, A OGREAR DY t K502 B RAG B AN () 1% — 5 o2 4 R i 00 J ) 25 SR 2%
SR, H AR NSRRI 1 P VO B 45 T 22 S I B WK, Wi 25 (t = 2.00 p < 0.005) . ~MIiE(t
=—17.46 p < 0.0001). JFPE(t = —2.63 p < 0.0001) A1 FT4F-Ca(t = 5.81 p < 0.0001) M ik 25 5 b AT T ] LA
T HE e SR [ 288 1) 2 PR R R S 32 1) 1 S s XU PRS2

3.3. BMR NN IR

WEE 2 ST AR HB BRI B SR SRR BRI ST . Ao ROBERUR L B 7
U 255 SIS« R 4 5 PR S AW 75 PR B I, 5 R 5 0 2
R

3.4. BFHR B REZ ERIHEX

N T RVT 5 SN ARG A BB T BR AR SRATINS T 1 S S U 2 AT 1 B R A, 45 REE WA
1 S5 L RS FRANE AN AFAE R R EATAHOG, L4 3.
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Table 1. Homogeneity reliability analysis with each personality traits measured by pre-test and post test of FFI

% 1 BIEN FRI & AR REIREEE ST

YEPE N E (0] A C

IEEE 3 0.882 0.60 0.74 0.68 0.78

Table 2. The mean and standard deviation of different response style

# 2. FEIR L NIGH EI iR EE

Al Mean SD
ERSP 1.62 3.84
ERSN 2.02 4.42
ARS 7.03 6.60
DARS 6.83 6.84
MRS 5.67 5.91

Table 3. Zero order correlation analysis between various response styles

7 3. BHR RN Z B FMEX S

ERSP ERSN ARS DARS MRS
ERSP 1
ERSN 80" 1
ARS 25" 36" 1
DARS 317 42" 717 1
MRS 217 .30 29" 417 1

(Ep<0.05 “p<0.01. LLFAF)

35 RERBHMANNZHEREFRNER

N TSI 52 AR L LA S AAT TP 22 1A A A2 LA PRI U S S RS BRI R BAT I 1 AP EAT 2R Y
ZICIT 2SN, 2(MER) x 20 ERLE) AR E A TRy 22 TR WITE ARS (F (1,1162) = 4.62 p < 0.0057? =0.004)
MRS (F (1,1162) =5.72 p < 0.0057, =0.005) -5 FAN R 23 FERELEIX FORIAN R ) S B R _E E A
{23 ERSP(F (1,1162) =148.84, p<0.00017 =0.11) . ERSN(F(11162)=229.52, p<0.00017} =0.16) \

ARS (F(1,1162) =165.65, p<0.0001y2 =0.12) . DARS(F(1,1162)=224.27, p<0.00017} =0.16) .

MRS (F (1,1162) =180.85, p <0.0001y; =0.13) , RIEH SZH R BE MR AVE /2 P AL L /B 3% SRR PR
TG0 W i TR, FF B FI ARl RS ) — i RBUR R 1 FoR. M 5 2 B E R HAR
JHTE ERSN (F (1,1162) =3,.95, p<0.00577 =0.003) LA MRS (F (1,1162) =5.07 p < 0.0057 =0.004) LK.

20 [ ] SN 3T R B A2 H RE L 4R e, B9 2E ERSN BLR MRS i/ IR 22 LE e Ak /b 19 %2
T e 3 53 4 ERSN 2235 72 57 (F =853, p =0.004n =0.007) BRI 1 I 20 2 SR 3, 41 4] 2 o
MRS /2 itk (F =11.92, P =0.0017] =0.001) , 1[5 3 fiizm.

3.6. RS AR RZIERIMEX

M 4 FPRTELE e AR n YRS 5 IR S B RS A 3 IEAH G, TR AMBTHE ev JFIME on ELAN
P a T ¢ IR LE SR RS 2 2 3 U IR o b T 3RATT0S S B2 RS AR AL B8 U], ASHIE TR 45

(=)
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Table 4. The correlation analysis between the response styles and personality traits

4 RERAES AR B X 4

HHZETE N AMiE E FEE O HAKEA FTL C
ERSP 0.284™ -0.293" -0.378™ -0.480™ -0.352"
ERSN 0.315" -0.429" —0.440™ —-0.494" —-0.479"
ARS 0.240" -0.235" -0.355" —-0.474" -0.370™
DARS 0.227" -0.387" -0.399" —-0.491" —-0.473"
MRS 0.195™ -290™ -0.299™ -0.426™ -0.405™
190
10 +
Bk —— F e
6 L —-— z = EPQS
BRE4E
4 LREAE
2 |-
0 . ! L |

ERSP ERSN ARS DARS MRS

Figure 1. The general trend of response styles with different level of education
subjects

E 1 TFEZHERERAR NN —RES
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Figure 2. The interaction effect with gender and level of education on ERSN
E 2. MAURZHEIRZENRZE(ERTN ERSN B9S2

SEAMOT LS AR, BNV 6 T R
4. ¥+1ig

AT EE MOV TIE A T — M 0B 50 R SR RS BRI T7 15, FE MR 92 45 SR i R AT T A6 401
S BN A (0 5 RO 048 S T R R0 . AR 72 2 2 SRR 6 4 BB A0 47 SR B AR T

AR RIS TEAR Z A R R A T B ERP SN ER, FIENTZ 8 VA EA FFEEE B IE R AR,
HER T BN E SEONTSE LR S 5 5 MR S 75 78 3K P AR 8 R B s ot He S B KUk A Fig b
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Figure 3. The interaction effect with gender and level of education on MRS
3. MBIURZHERENRZEMERTX MRS B2

FHRAEAR SR, UCIE A DX AR A R . AW TS R SCRF 1 RS ARG B A B S i (1 &
SCe RIS KRS FEAR KRR FEE b AR RE B AR R IEAT SR BR o

4.1. SHEMNEERAG S a5

AW ST R RS — Mk A M R EE T S AW MRS 455 A B Bl BRI SRR AT A
IR 5 S HAL(Harzing, 2006; F5XRFE A, 2007; 4255545 A, 2008), XFhsh R 454 Smith (2004)
P 1 56T SN JRUR T R A SCAGAS IS SR (Wm0 #R A T O 5 R IR B 3 E B S
P = MRS, AR 0T B S EE, B TR B BRAT EA RO FRAT TR R R B
ZIRFAZ ARG I ARS AT MRS (He & van de Vijver, 2013). X F 4 Sk v] G 5 3% F 5 55 1944 48 i —
—RF G R, FBRUZ OB “HEZIE” , P E AR BRA TR AR A B T 48
PR AT R S, BEREATHEAL I R R AR SO R, BIERTE R A g — ok, AR
RERPIRZS G, 2003), FFRATZR I H 5 2 BRI € XS . DARS 8 # AR X 22 148 F AN
BN, FL7E 1984 4F Bachman & O'Malley (1984)3t 4 TN Eix Ak th 8L, 9F H Harzing (2006)FIHF
FEALRIL T A G5 L W, P RE AR 2 19 T 98 T A 75 BN R R U T SR L P — o SRS (Weijters
etal., 2010).

4.2. RMRAREMEH AR ZHBRENEFOH

AHIE G IR I T 5k BRAN SR AR DL AT F B S RS A i 25 (R B2 . T ARS, AL 1 R AT T L
ATLAEH B4 ARS His HE 2 T 2042 ARS iz H, 1X 5 [E A FE L mt 58 A — S (Austin et al., 2006; Weijters
etal., 2010), EAMEAHFLRIHENNT ARS B F 8N HARIR 22 (Light et al., 1965; Marin et al., 1992).
XFF MRS FATH 45 B A E MR —8L, Harzing (2006) & 8L T Lot A EM{EH T MRS, BARIATHF 7
MRS EIMER, AR ZERIFARIBKR, JEE PR TIRAIEE H 47 T /e ml, 7 508 e i i
AR B AR Z AR, BRI, AT REALA I L AR SRR, AR 2P P 2R B TR P O AR ik
BT R B BRI XWAIED, FX A SOR — R BENLR Z R . 4T ERSP fl ERSN
T AR i s B KUK BRI 22 e AN R 25, [ AN 5 2 AR RIS 2 400 4 D9 W i 1 8 R AR B 5
SEIX PR AME,  IF HAASHE FE PRl S (A SGORE, AATTRL1Z o2& —Fh A& PR AN 4EFE, DRI ERSN LA

()
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J ERSP {85t Al LU R ik Xt ERS T8 kA E . ERS I 7L 45 R 5 H 4h 2 i 78— E(Grimm et al.,
1999; Light et al., 1965; Marin et al., 1992; Moors, 2008). {H Harzing (2006), Meisenberg et al. (2008) LA & 4
fi S5 N (2008) BT FE 25 SR ANH R L T I e M B s A ERS,  ACHIT 5T o KU £ 14 ) 1) 22
BN R ZEMNE 1L 3T & B FRE 5 A A A R KUk 22— 28, IX AT Re R R R 53 AR A B S I R s
FAMIIE (He et al., 2013), EAMBA BRI T 2P b 53 5 5 W6z ] ERS (De Jong et al., 2008; Weijters
etal., 2010)%FF DARS A7t Hp - 50A K IMASFIPE S B e ) R 352 5, [A Crandall(1973)ff 45
—H. BRERENE RS CA SCERRE,  H BT AS B P 50X SRS R 1 1R A 0 — B, X
AT RE SR F T 5 B KRS AS [ (R VR A 8 SCRITIE A DRI 75 2 B 22 PR F 0 3R Sk 2 il

KT S TR G T S S RS (25 50, 5 E AN 2 B0 T — 8. AW 0 B R RS KU LR A
I, 5 Weijters et al. (2010) (R 7o 2KAL, AR 7L & 2] T ARS, DARS, ERS UL MRS, F& T DARS
HARPT IR RS SR 52 B R 2, IXRIBRATRTF 745 IR — 8 B TR 5e 15 H
TR HIEE R, K2 BU9 T8 #8385 2808 T2 B AN O JRURE: 52 47 ) AF D06 & (He et al., 2013) . AR#E Tourangeau,
Rips, & Rasinski (2000) A0 56 7] 45 33547 S SIS 32 AL FEERAR . $REL, 40 W7 AN s 2 DY A sk
FREIX —HEHE, FRATIN N S B R B 5 52 2808 P2 B2 O sy i 1 B 1) iR IR mT BB AE T s b 2 A B AR BB IR 22,
X R AN REAE I SRR B AT B SR NRERE T T AR EE /D AR A LA S G T Al IR T, ERL A
ATTEE 22 (04 B BSERURS SR 5 il B, T A e il R 2 AR I, AT TR 77 DA RORT B LR 0 W 5 B 8 1) e
T A, FrUABATERERE T B QR RSB B B M R B A IR Z e Za TS RkE, ZH
BREFE 3R AE ERSN I DARS EH MR, & BOX PR 5 8 XA T B R T 58 XU 1 5 8] v e B
BB E RS S BRAT AR = XSGR, EX P T m N RATVERE R . EAAEF
HA DL BT A B I A, ERT A SRR At 5 0 3 O AR s R 1 75 28 OBz o Kim (1994) 4 31 17 26 T 25484
B —MIRIEL R RAER . W R WSS AR IRE A 20 F A PR, I AR A A%k
SN s Kim, Hunter, Miyahara, Horvath, Bresnahanv, & Yoon (1996)i# — 5 FWF 7 th 2R B T X Rl 16
LY H GAE I RENS TR A LE 1 TR A (0 I rh R S P AR AR EL S A, AR SCARA R R Bk A
2o B 3% P 1 B AT sl AT Wl S B 5 2 ) R IR R P S5 IS 5 /A FH AR [+ 35 O JSOBE o« He et al. (2014a)
WK ZBE R S R R S AR iR AT 7 R RIE B R, DRl 5 SRR st 2> 4 R
B .

PER 552 HUE R BRI AR FIAE ERSN BAK MRS a8 R I, %o -1t 51 LA J2 52 20 R B X — 28 HAR
Xof SE AR P 5 e [ MBS B FUREAT A B, DRI AT SR 0 A ST 2 SR AT HE DT R R AR o AR A1 7 P A
T 20 14 3 KFE, BEEWIRZHERERNIES, Y4 ERSN BLK MRS /b ME LA b 1 2,
MR A 53 4 ERSN &% %2 5 (F = 8.53, p = 0.004 2 =0.007) F K 2# A 5 4 2 AR, MRS 2
WndE(F =11.92,P =0.001,2 =0.01). XA AR T F1HRE AR 273G MK, Halpern (1997) 41 Hedges
& Nowell (1995) R IAEFEA HAEWI LA K D], AR BRI b b 5 20 /MBS e
DAL I 1 P A BB 1 595 A 70 00 36 v K1 Dy st R0 PO B A K L A B 2 — 2, AT TR 5 T 1 I — ol S R XU
2RI, TR M BRATHER B BT I m) 2 G 3T 58 BT, AR R, B AR AN B R 1A )
HIEAT I, B AR B e i S 55 S A A S S AUk 1 22 5 s BRARIX b 5 1 B AR 01 72 W] e R
AT R4S, HEEZHERENRS, BRPEERBARNS NS BN ZMZEEZRARE, K
IR T R 22 A 55 A L AR AE B KUk BRiE B 22 e AN 3

4.3. RMRESXREANBEFROKXFR ST
FRATHIBIE TS5 R A DA 28 5 51 L8 S L KUK A2 IEAH SR IR, AMBUYE . TFBCME S BN LR SO A AT
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XL f7 B RS AR ). 5 ORI A4 R — 2, 1l He et al. (2014a) kI MRS 5 53T 0 AR,
ERS 5 Fitt. B AMEfAESE; Austin et al. (2006) &I MRS 5 4MI G AH <45, BT AHF 78 A 55 S X
FEAR PR BT AN E F LA 7T, RIS A RE 52 2 R OVF 58T 5 8E XU 5 AR 5 5% R I 78 1) 45
R, Bt Austin et al. (2006) & 8L ERS 5 4MBIE DA 54T 0 S IEAMISE, Harzing (2006) & B ERS LA MRS
FAMEPE EAE DG 75200 B R AR R v 5805 S BL S s A () 1) 3 0 S mT A I R AU 5 NSRRI
9% R 3E B (He et al., 2014a). S AT T 25 R MRREAE B an R HEWT, 5 20 S B A S48 i I o0 R
ARG 143 ok Ry, BB UG RS e MR ZE o TR DG 3K 7 52 B 46 IR AS 10 52 i 3 T R K
12 2 10 S N RS AR, TR s I JRURS 2 52 B A 28 T IE 2 s LR S B XU 5 TR O R &R
BATNA TTAT 0BRGP [R5 1) N BN B, SRR T WARIEE, B ST T 05 ON KUE 2 2 8
EHARI . X TAMIYE. FE DUACE NS B SO UK R AP O R FRAT T3 IR I A R i o o 2 1 1
R, IX AT RE T AN S 2P A AR AR I X i A

PATTI 25 FEAE TR E A S B RS L S M i SRR AL TR, Gl A 56 M R N 2 A B H R
(RN AR5 NAS AR 2 TR R AE DG, FRATTRII T 5 8 RS Aff SIS 20 U R ABL T AAR R o [RIG,  Xf T-hate
HAr A EIRATAREER 5y @i G vk 1 7 A B JRAS AR G B 25, B anZS BRI 38 5, B XA AT e A2 —
FhILSE) H bRAE & (Fischer, 2004); 17 HLE 2R 78 75 8% X [5) s 02 AR BU 2 It 982y 3 381 S04k 22 e 3 ) AN [
S RS AE St b A R .

5. B EBTR

1) P E A BR R RS AT o AR B 22, 3K 5 JRE A% G i) v il 2 38 DL B4R SO Y 45

2) B ZAERREL ISR, 0N RS 38 25 T B o PEAE BRI 58 SO KURS B 3T v s B XA L
TR, VA R HE R AR A I R S ARG LRI T B ARG B A LA R 2 . BARCR
W 52 20 FEE B ven B A A o 1 7 DA AT R BB UK T R B R T

3) A SN XN 5 AR S AN [ 25 L 8 A7 A8 A R RE FE AN [R5 R0 BRI 5, 481 a0 B I XU 32 B4 42 5t
IIETEREM, AT O b5 S B RURS 52 AR OGS o RGN 1T 57 SR 5 Bk i 6 | A 6 o IS 7 XU

S B M W FUIA DY RIAR VA B8 73 B0 AT DA R AL B S XUAR (R 52T, LR A R e S XA -5 0 56 4% e AT
RUERZ RIS, IR AHEER 1 I8 S B RUKS At 2 AR 48 R ROE o T AT T 10 3 A 55 Bt S ST AT 1) S
RS IR AR, AT TR T — FECH A T RS RS SR IR, A BRERSHESN T FE A fg . RO
T7F E AN S L XU 24 00 B DR Z R 73 e S A S o i SO AR BRI 7, W TE I i SRR N T
T TR R BENE AL 17 250 56 P VT Hh 3K 2 S 2 UM, RS AT B ) X AR 4 4 il B o s I XA £
SN, WRAEANTEEL FBOR I 27 SR AT REHE R B RURE X H AR AZ B (15 4 B R K, X 2 HF T A1
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