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Japanese Native Speakers’ Perceptions of

Politeness when Refusing an Invitation:

An Analysis of the Relationship between
Length and Appropriateness

ITo Emiko

This study attempts to investigate the correlation of length with appro-
priateness in terms of refusals to an invitation. The data was collected
from 116 Japanese native speakers who participated in a survey. The
survey consisted of two variables: 1) length (long/short) and 2) appropri-
ateness (appropriate/inappropriate). The analysis of the survey results
verified the general hypothesis that, “L.onger expressions are politer than
shorter expressions with regard to refusals under the condition that the
expression is appropriate.” The results of the present study show an
important implication for learners of the Japanese language. The Japa-
nese language is considered HC communication (High Context). This
means that the context of communication is important in socio-cultural
discourses regarding Japanese language use. If these socio-cultural ex-
pressions of communication are not followed, communication is consid-
ered incomplete (Hall 1976). This suggests that learners also need to be
able to estimate the appropriate level of politeness in a close relationship
and to use acceptable expressions when speaking with Japanese native
speakers.
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12U ®IC

HROR=F =L 2LIE- T, T2 =7 — ¥ a YRR OREAWIR
ENDEEHIZEEGEDE " SiE (second language)V Z 7B IHES) (prag-
matic competence) DS L L9 & T H5RAPEAINCR>TE, 20
Sk, RS RERE S (interlanguage pragmatics) & EHEN TV 5 (Blum-
Kulka, House, & Kasper 1989), W SiEagHmid. ZoOWEEOHE—
2 THEGENEITI LR T A DA AOBREIHET S Z & (The perception and
comprehension of illocutionary force and politeness) ;1 2325 F LN T 5 X
912 (Kasper & Rose 1999: 81), 5 DIRIL CHE EDHGET 556 il
DTEE, ThbERTIA bA X (politeness)? 9 (KT A4 b A ADFE
AT FRLE BRI NIZV),

S EEEOMHA»SZ 25, HULMEZSVET AL, RWEH
I DECEHDIITZ) BRIFENTH D, & 2HH AMBMRISEEEZ KITT
EFREND L) BBV WIEEZINILEY ETHE, DB 572D
BVWLEAZDT L, ZOHLVRF VL ERIG, HFLOAMBERE
HWr Lotk COBRMEEZ OB OHMERL TV DICBERREICHIL 72
SR BRIRT 2 BB TEL 50T, HFEIHT 2588 O LHEIRENS
FRICERMSNTRHREFT R L) 8% 6. SilOoRHEZ BEH S UIE
WEHAEIREN L L ZAZHMATRWEHAZERL, 2A M2 Tw
BT LERTIET, BEHIIHFEZECHRL TV EEEIHIELT
WAENPLTHL, 2D, HIBESZHIZYVRLNEDOZ L XzHERAD
LCRFEEIMEZA L) ELTVDDIR, Ay = TVOBLIWAENEE V)
L0, HPEANORE, SVBIZNERIA PRALEZ2D0TIE VD,

LAY, RO IHPEHORE S L TH 2 OBRICE L CHRNICE
BLTC—EDORMEL TIIWE D DD (Beebe, Takahashi, & Uliss-Weltz
1990; A<M 1992; 1993; BERR 1994 22 &), BiEHE - 23322/ —va v
BRI TIHRER 2 A B L OWFZEIE. EFDOMAR D IThhTWw i,
ZIZTC AR EBOBEDPSEFHERBOESIEIRIA PAA, 29X T
HIOHETHLILET—FIZEDTERL, ¢ THARELE
DIEHBHE-> TV E 2w,
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1. BITHREATROAMAES T

L1 ETHR

T3, AMIIBVWTEELZBMESEH I AT PARITHL TR,
Brown & Levinson (1987) 2SR L72KR 5 4 b 2 ABGHIZ 7 = 4 A (face)
ZHUOICE B S A, AMITIE, RAICBEE - BRI WA T T4
7+ 7 x4 A (positive face)? &, MMAIZHE SN BRI T4 T -
7 A A (negative face) 3B ). WHEDT 24 AxbH 72 WHKRYEDH %
EEINe DT A AREDPTITEEZ FTA (Face Threatening Act) LI
Ao FTA X, BELFLHE TR (power), i LT L & Fotts
HIMEE (distance). MFIZH T H2AMOES (ranking) OFITHEIN S,
RIA AR, ZOMESPRIBIN/-Z AR5 L LTOHBGEE A
P25 U SN2 (Ide 1989; Matsumoto 1989 72 &), IKIETIIR T A |k
AANIWEEL D IR RN S S LTINS ICE-> TS, 2% 0,
BT A DA ABIFRICB 1T 2 HEIRETH - T, Hhe L TOMHGEED
A D ST AHOITHICB T 2 EEEEZ R T0d EREBENTND
(A= 1997),

AEOFEATHIZEIL, FHSFHEFHMCEREHOR S L THIOBRIC
DWTHBNTWLHIITETH Do FTATMRDE—IZET 5N DX, Bk
WX W) KBTT AV h NOFEFERFESEEEB L WHTFIZ ELBINE
7 B % W L TWw 5 Beebe, Takahashi, & Uliss-Weltz (1990) T
5o HE, HAADBEANHAFEPBAE D PEAHATE BT D HED
BFH LT A A ICKBORW DL T b, HAFHIZBWT
DRI LTHESICHMBID D &2 LR (1994) TH L. HF=13
HAGE - Kz b9, —ikizmm e L TERHOSFHERBNL K 7
A PAARFHEEBORESICHKIND L BRI 24H (1992) TH 5D, #
P, AKIEFEIC & D P S N2 BARIER I3 2 AR & < iU as
TARI=R + 2=y PPRLLRL0T, EBORSEKRTA P A ADRE
BEEmOLEEEZA LT D EHMTH4H (1993) THb, HIT. Z
NOEOHAZEE TR T, HAFEOWR ) EBTERT A A RIFHEERBO
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RIWCRSINDLWMETW L (2002) bEFLN LS,

1.2 FREHERE

PO XS, FHEEHORSETHIOBRIHL TR O20H
MRATWBDS, FENRFEZITDNTB S, MO E B Tuin,
FIT, AR NHOLITIER B E 2 T, SHERHORS L TESD
BREW VAT EICBOTHLNCTAZ L2 HINE 59, 31T WY AT
BlE, FORBEIWYERZMATVD EWVISEAEFT, HnEHIYEN
KHDIZHINWTETHLD, Thbo

22T, AfRTiHERmT A TTE, X, BGEOHiIETIER L, KI 4 b4
AL LTRAONIMETH D LEFRT Do 7o, AfTHHFHHENGR
VT EZAHRS, TEEEIIFEY, ik TEEARK (semantic for-
mulas) OFESK EV, LHFETH D EEMT, MRAR L I1Z, WHEE
EMR TR E I T ABRICHELNR TV L EMNTH Y (Blum-Kulka, &
Olshtain 1984; Beebe, Takahashi, & Uliss-Weltz 1990; 4: 8 - &4F 1993),
WD ATAICBWTIE TADDOENS & &) 512, TOREERHNEIC
LoTHBELZbD, &2 (EE - M 1993: 44) BHRARX%{ JTF
AT B & WD AT U B R eI R ol s
T\ % (HEFE 1994; fHEE 2002; 2004) 6

N
%'I'I.l

z

2.1 FRAE

T, RRAEEATH 12K 5T 200246 2 HIZ, 340 HARANH
AT W CHBRISETER L 72, AEKREOH, 71r0—7 v 74
ME AR X Y

FHHEORERD S, FTA 2R T 2 EBHZDI B, WiLFLHEFO
JIBRIEREVIZI A G LF LM EFOMAIWERINIWIZI A, &
LIEDFHNTHTICREVEEEZ G52 52 Edbrol. £2T AHEOH
BEFHA k. MEEOMFIE TH Ry T THLw BRICH D A (1
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BETAHI LI LT ey RN S B 05 TH L IEEEEICE
L CHIERNREPHET 2SI T enwetTHEINLIOT, |
A RA DV FEREEIC TRV BRICHEEEEZA ATV TEL X
I, AT T, EHE L7,

2.2 RILBUMEZEELTI2EARE
2.2.1 FAENRE
AT HARERN TRV, AT 53 1T 20 AR S 50 At HARN

Thbo HEZ 16 ZDOHLNT MEOHRIZELIOEBY) TH 5,

£1 ARBZEOHNR

2048 30 AC  40AC S0t AEN(%)

Bk 7 13 16 8 44
7k 26 18 15 13 72
&l 33 31 31 21 116

B 2 5 3T AR T 20 BRAR - 30 AR - 40 BRARIZIZIZ TS
T 50 AR R0 20 @M 5 50 AR RS 2 KN %
HARTH Y, HAROHESALWBHEZ KL Tnb EFR L9, HEHD
PR SED RPN B IRET — & Z WU B SATHITE (VLB - ZBAY 1993 22 &)
B WTh, REIEADP S T —F 28R 728 % DUFICER %, Tho-
mas (1983) (2L HE, FEAIAERD (pragmatic failure) I3EEHSEEAYRE D
(pragmalinguistic failure) & #E&FEMHMER D (sociopragmatic failure) (2455
J oI, KRR L TR B DIREREFEIZOWTTH S, s HREIIE, 1
21t (socialization) DREFEEIZHHI L T 25 DT, KRFEDOFEAMEE)
TS ICH B & —MMICEB SN TS, £ (1997) Tld, Bz
AR IR LT RO S AL SRR O B T REBR I S 5 T, L3
FOFEEI G CIIAEH & IR BRI LB B R 52 5 ERE ST
V5, Yamashita (1996) (ZEEREGH OFEHHES 2BV CHAHEEBRIZ B
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LERTH L LML, A8 (1992) IZRFAEDITEIIMFITRAL LIS
ZHZBZENHYFFBEHTLTLAEI LD LIRS EEEL
TWwWa,

Hh ) R A %ﬁﬂ HIBLERHN AR 2 R 2 D % H3 5 b
fﬂﬁﬁ%%&ﬁ BERRRR S &) ME— ORI DV TRA TR
EHELTVWDEZADHDDPS L9 I (Blum-Kulka & Olshtain 1984
198-199), AN GH O T LI 2 BRI L2 R T 2E Cld v, X
7on MEMNRHEOUEICHL T, TTICELOMRFHIELTHBY
(Cowan, Drinkard & MacGavin 1984; Instone, Major & Bunker 1983 72 &),
—IRANZ, B L D EENLEH 2D L, gEEoMEF s Ltk &
DHBUEDIETI VLV EENLES WAL ENSDT (Takai, Cargile &
Wiemann 2000), PEEPEELRERNTH S LITHELRVH, AT
ORI G E L

2.2.2 FHaHE
FAEDOERMMIZ. 200243 A THTH 5,

2.2.3 EhHE
PR Z TV CHE L 72 AR ORBA & BUL, B L ET
A=V TIFo 72,

2.2.4 FRAEEB EAMDOFHEZE

AT, DFIORLZZEDIC6 HBHOEME 724 AT — M HHi%,
RN 5 A O Y HIEEIRMEETH ) BRI S 1058
AL WMEMICIRRZWR Uz ISR B T2 LT, ThaeREL
L7z BFIE1H5 6 THY, 1 BFEHHOBIMICSSHbLLRwhs TR
fliv 6 BREOWBMICSH SO LL TTE) & Lz, ERAELEOLE, #
WHE 5 e LIZ 7 E 75BN ZL V. L L, WEHOR 20% IZ3EINK
EESOR BT TR IILAT ORI = v 7 52608 HLZ L %
#iA T (Dornyei 2003: 37), A REDS T8, » T4 20K
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il E T 72010, AR TIERIU 2 BT L7z BEtL 2479 12K L
TRF =7 OISR TDH B2 &0, BIRFIZHFRDIZ) 7L
EEZDMNEDLDHAIH, GAIOIEILERMEL T — & OB & 23 ER
BV, L7zh%o T IEEARIETHIEIIUEIRD ) 159, S DE
AIRELBVERHNEI NG, 20 ART 6 BEBEREZHWTT—% %
PEE L7225, IR RE % b U CEDIC IR E & B L CTw
LI THY. B 2 BHICHEST 52 LIEARMEER DT, 5 AiDIE
HMEZT2HF ) EAKIZER L 2 2 L IEERD 2,

(CEELRED

BRI ESETT R LTRIRo T ASAE(HAN) £ /3—7 1 (T L5, kA
(1) 25 (6) DEHE LE L7z FEOWY Jir 52T B HIR & HIA 5 — DA T LS
W

(D) HYHL) TECET, TOLXOHFIGEDHMENT, T 2D TEELA, THIE
Ao REDOHMAIZKR—L=F 4 ZLETOT, L5 LITHBRTVWALZTELAD,

T 2 3 4 5 6
AL T
(BFEDOBFHEDLL W) KFHOBIHEEDbLW)

2) HV1EHITEET, THZOHREDRHEAT, I IENTEEIRA, TAHIE
Ao DV IZ, FHOHBHIZRORIZHEFLTHITE T,

| 2 3 4 S 6
JHL T
EHOBIHEDLL W) SEOIZHEEDbLW)

(3) oML TTA, ZOHEITTHEVATT,

1 2 3 4 S 6
(ZFEOHIHED LW (RFHOHIHEDLW)
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(4) o TTD, ZORHRTLILENTEEEA,

2 3 4 S 6
JeAl %
EmHOBIHEDLL W) (BREOHZAED L)

(5) TVwEE~A, ZOHIEY LOFEBERIZITFCAT, AU v,

T 2 3 4 5. 6
ESN T
(BFEOPHEDLL W) (BREOPZHAEDLW)

(6) TOAZG fThINAe ZOHIIEAZA S,

T 2 3 4 5 6
gl T
(BZFOBHEDLL W) (BFEOHITHSDLW)

MTe, & TAZbLlwy KL BHLOHTISHT 2 TELAS SV
BECHOLVEMET 2 X912, TELFVHIEIMHETZ2E ST 255808
HHDOT, TTE, I TE&HEOBIEED LV, EXFLL T2 IR
SRV, ARIEEEHmICEH L TR Y. H5oRRICE T2 EHERNO
WY ZEETHHDOTH D, AROAETIE, MEFEOMFILAE R0 T,
T8, 3THETXL2ERTLOTELRL TEFEORIHSIDbL, T#
BETHDEWRL, RRICEZ T, TREL & T&HOBICASb LW,
TEETEIZVLS TRl LW ERTHY, BRI 413EH L0
WRIE TTHE THY, BRED3RRELELEVZIE TRl ZEKRT
%o

FETHAL 13, 2R 2 KETH S, 1 BERIFRI T, Buwiin
O 2 KHE, 2 BRI EEIE T, B EAEY O 2 K#ETH L, HEHD
U RPN REFICHFET L 2T B 2012, (1) EL THb%
FH, (2) RO THREWZREBL (3) M TR#EYAREB, (4) M THE
YIRBl, O 485 U REME LTHEE L,
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(1) & (2) oEFIF, EKH#H LT FE2ERT w25 - .
{FEOTTH S, (REIZWRTH—HOBEN T, WFhd 5 2DEHAN
PORR SN TWA, SiEtoL~<nid, (1) b (2) b&dicReH
FEMPEEE LTS TS, LT, (1) & (2) oEFHIE, 3
FEEROLVNVLERBOREIBRLETH S, i, (1) & (2) 1IidAHE
MR D 5. F—-13. (1) ORBEOLHEME TH EOMFIATE O
BIRZRER TV LT, (2) OREOLIIHEELTH S LTV5ES
ETHhD, BEF () PHEOMFIIHLT "Mbhizy & T~ThiF
5y #EALTCWAEIETHD, MEFITERIROAMI»H 5 KB L.
R SWIE T A RBL A T, AiEOI3) ASH FOMTFICKH L TEHS
DLVWIRETH S, 2612, Mb Iz, WHFICH LA E LS 25 2
50T, HEOHFIZHLTHEI DIFSLEHbLL AL, T~ThiF5, 13
FIREZ L2 5EHE0T, BHF»HH LIS LTy L EfL RS %
5.2 %,

(1) & (2) OBEFEASUKH. (Fh) B0 G0 E oty
FCERARA S OTHEDITH LT, (3) & (4) ORI {EH} &
MOy FTEMARDN 2 00T, MHOFRIUIINAS LA OFRIIL
EEH 88V, (3) & (4) DEWIE, (3) A T~ATTy THLEOHFIZ
WL THCZ R L THEEICRITEDIH LT, (4) BB ZE VS
ZLTOVWRWVWETH S, w7704 ¥ (1984) 2L, T~ATT, &
i LR EBIICERE W3 2 LEME 2B 206 b, FHIiNT
bdH b,

2R L2L S, BHMo (5) & (6) 35 I—%0T, ARFZL
L, AfE. HRADOTE S Oi#%% BRAXOEA S E8 L T
{72012, BEMHETIE L 27— 7 ISHaETE_LTW A, F— % %
WEHIC T 5 I3 0BT — ¥ 2WET ALENH B, +455 %R
DF— 7 ZWET 572D IFHEROBINERZ FIF5 2 PR RTH D
A5 UG i KICT 2 IR RE 22 B E RN T 5 2 A
YUELV, TOHZEELT, ARMTREMEZRVEBICHA 720, #
BERNREICHEOHNZ RPN BN DY, TRENMT 5720125
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- %anﬁL:jJu/%_fCo

/41

72 A ONE

gr B U mEoARE
(1) v #EY VR ICIR=S
(2) v R PR ICIR=S
(3) M REY) A #yal%

4 v Y AR
(5) — — 5 I 25
(6)  — — 5 I 25

2.2.5 SMHE
F=7 OGHE. (1) 5 (4) T TOERMEE % HETHIZAE L 729,

3. BEMOBRE. ZIHSESNABYMICET2EE

3, P LR, BXOEROGEGHT (Analysis of Vari-
ance) BT o KB TH B PRI 1ITRLAEH I, BE < @y
(AXB) IZBWTEHEAAEMEH (interaction effect)® DBSHETH -7 (F
(1, 115) =217.44, p<0.001), T, EREOKFIZE Y RDT, EZ
EHEIMEIZ BT EZEILBD 7201 O t ME (t-test)? % FEHi L 720
F4H, HIsHO REOHERTH L, RS LHEYME. WEMITBWT
0.1% K#ETHFTN L ERDPBD 5N 2F 0, EBINF LI HITELT
. WY B L ANEY) e BIUIHEICHE TH - 72 (1 (115) =19.29,
»<0.001)s [FAERIC, FBAF U &I TH, @R R LR Y 2%k
HUSHMFTICAE R TH - 72 (¢ (115) ==5.07, p<0.001)o F 7z, #EIPEDS
FLEHICHTTHoTD, RUERHEFAEKIIIHENICHETH -2
(r (115) =5.64, p<0.001)o B, BFEEDFE U L 5 ICABEITH - T
b, RWEHLHWRIUIMEMICHERETH o7 (¢ (115) =-10.06, p<
0.001), METNIIE, LERLKD7-OERDOEREE 5% IS 2 BDT,
aLNIV(EEAKE)ZRY 7 20— FETHELLZELTH, Ihb
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4ODRTIEPHLED p<0.05 LRV TETRTHEEEDN D722 127k
%o

B RS xa#tik (AxB)

5
4+ \
3 L —___,0
(F91E)
2+ Y-
1r —— &)
0 1 -- - - RNEY)
o LI
(R&)
£ 3 EROSHGHT
£z (a) Fev (B 22) S (B 22)
HELME (B) L 4.62 (1.40) 3.69 (1.13)
AN ) 1.76  (1.01) 321 (1.11)
A (1, 115) 0.053+
B (1, 115) 0.000%%*
AxB (1, 115) 0.000+*

ks 0.1% KHETA I, o 1% KETHE, * 5% KETHE, +: 10% KHECTH =N

H4 MO i

HR oM AE DR —ELAE HEE ol A EREER )
(1) B T#iy) — (2) B TR#EY) Ex 115 19.29 0.000%++
(3) < TAEY) — (4) 8 < Ty £ 115 =5.07 0.000%5*
(1) B iy — (4) 5L i) BYIME 115 5.64 0.000%5*
(2) B TAR@EY — (3) L TRmEY @Y 115 -10.06 0.000%5*

ks 0.1% KHETA I, o 1% KETHE, * 5% KETHE, +: 10% KHECTH BN
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RIZ, £3OVHHEEWET 2, B (1) OBZOFRHEIE, 4.62 T
Hbo B (2) ORIZEOFEMEIZ. 1.76 Th Do HM (3) OHEDFY
flilk, 321 TH%, HM (4) OEEOFEHHEIX. 3.60 THbDH, ThxF
BHOKEVWDOPSLMICERL L, (1)>@)>B)>Q) £hb, & C
AT, BRBUCIZ 125 6 DRTFEPHLTH Y, 1% Tty Toeds TT
W, Tholzo 2FD, AZVEPIVDREIVHTOIEIZ, L) TT
#H, THY, RFEOBWIILAIDLWI LEERT 2, BloOBEE: T8
DI, 2F) (1)>@4)>3)>(2) DETHT L, (1) BTl ARE
B> (4) JTHEWRTRE > (3) B TREYZER > (2) BLTREY
HERBERD, RIRLEZEIIC, 4207 RES EBEYEOSKMIC
BOT, 1D0RLDLEMDOD EITHEL. t REDRKENI S, &%
BIZL2 420071, ENEN 0.1% KIETHE 22D STz,
L72285 T, @YD o> TOIUE, BRI ) EVWEHDIZH) T
BCHDHEEZ LN, ARG WD T8I, ZORGEEYEER i TW5
EVIENT T, BORHIYVEWEHOIIZI N TETH S, IHFEE
725

4. FEDIRAT—FTRORR. SHEOEE. BERBHENDOTRE
AFTIE, SHEBORS L THEIOMREM D ITHICBWTHL A
T 572, K T AT AR ZFORGEAELEEM ATV LV &
BEFT, HEHI YV BRVWRHOEII P TETH L, 232 TT, e 5
WiaAT > 720 PR L7257 — % BTSN L7k R 2 5. AR
BWTLOREDETIEDH SA WILUIMFES Nz L7225 T, Silik
HoORRRTEIO—FHELEZTHLIVDTRWVES ) 1,

LAL%&250, REOMAAIIZHER 22D b b, 2, FHAEKD
R Z AT 5720 AN RE T LAHEZR L EZAT, B
MHHE % R/NRICIIZ 722 8 Th %o RO I AE K THHE R
L REELLICLENTHL I LB ERLUBETIEIH L2 AL
RIRMRE CTHEBOBEZRE LS, b o EFMNCON T E 2T e
DR,
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SHROBEIL, SR e XFEHICIEED T HEHSHEICE TILFT,
SHRBIIBU LRI L THIOMREESETHZ L THbH, HETRE
2o, T(3) & (4)1F. FMICEo TZIFARLIPEL DL LHIZEVE T,
EDOIARX Y IPFELNID, TITTERIE L - A RO EwmO
RATH %, F7o. AROFEITRERFED/20, o5 R HEE T
BAMORMBP O L7, 2L ) BRGHATE D, HLHESh>TL
Fo2BldbHD. SRIZIZONEMA S L) HMETETHZEOTW»
&7z,

BB, AAREEFLEOEDLYIZOVTEZL S, HMOEEZTHEOD
NHTHERS &, & THYREBL > A GEY 2R FEB > B TRE 2%
Hl> B TCABY RERE o720 iU, @D EA S i Twiud,
FWEB LD RVWEBOIEI )P TETH 5705 #YEPEMI TV
T, RORRLIY QAR HADIEII DV THTHLILERL TV,
DF D FFEADIEE ORI & IEMEIIHIR L Cwiud, FE 2 ST AT
D OUFEAFEI2N D725 9 25, RN & BRI L T e hud, sl
FINIHRR T L2 %o HARFERRES S THh I, AT & o BIRE
MDATON DG MPFMOEREZR 06, HASEZERTABICHCO
FZH OB EDPBRRFICHIITE 27259, L2bIl, HAFELEHEHEDOR
i TG OB BT 2 KB OMYEA % 5 5 212, HAFES RO
WEEPECEHTHA I L 2B 5L (Hall 1976), FEFITE ST
HAGRIC BT @O HRNEES TlE v, DL hoiEimn o, FEED
HAGEZ M3 2 BHIRRIIE Lo HAGEZ HIB T & 28], vtz
A AFEARFE Y (sociopragmatic failure)® ZE WX 9 2%, H

RHBEOBIIRE L T 22RO EN L, 50 L 2 HFEHIRE)
DEARN ROV O REBEN TV L0, KRRVHH SN2
EoTWLWOT, fEHNREN Z 1 E S8 28 2858k b i ShTw
v (Kasper & Rose 2001)s LA L. B SiHRECTEREHHIT,
YT 5 — (grammatical errors) £ ) HEEHAMN T I — (pragmatic errors)
DIT 9 DA Z, LB LTV MENHRINTWE I bbb L)
\Z (Bardovi-Harlig & Dérnyei 1998), ML 7 =135 EDIZLT
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BURWIEFICEELMETH L I L2 MLz,

HAGERRERR GRS G L - SRh Rl 2 BIRT 2 & &, iz dkiEic
FOFEHDBSEED LW EHIB LTV L 00 ZRYI$ 572012, AREIIHEE
T RE % I THM & R Ar7zo ARG HARFERFES S AW ) ZICBWTT
W EHWT 5 ~EDORMEEZREIEEZ LD 5. EHNREIO Y A
TADELR BN LENS,

f &

Ahd, A ERER BRI ER T I 2 =7 — 2 a Y BRI L
7RSO FICMEFBIE 2T 0 72 b D TH Do T— I PRI 2S5 72
Tik 72 b N THRIE S 728 o 22 RS R  BE I B T SE T 568 0 AT sz,
B LOBEBRALFEAMOSIRBBBIZIZ, LX D IEHEH L T2,

b=

1) BEHEHERRE. SHESEITHEDN TV S &) B 74 5 Cor
oMz, Bz, HRFEIEHATEATOWLRAFEIZE > TREZTETD
D, HETEATWSHEEIZEL > TRAERETH 5,

2) #%iTiE Brown & Levinson (1987) 12D & RATHRRRENTW S
DT, Kb 2D o

3) positive (& TR, negative (& TTHMEAY, EFIREN DL Z &b H 5 (CH
EFRHCE FREF L, 1999 2 &), HAFEICHE X2 5 Z & T Brown & Levinson
(1987) TRFESNIZFERSARIBIC 4 2 BNDDH 50T, AT RAER
9% MUBHND, face DA TIIFRATKIL L T 5,

4) AR EHTOERZEHRT 2 DI A hOrh b RBR BRI 2 SV
. ARTIREROFRE Lev,

5) TSPSS11.0; ZHWT, “HERNER S x @8 o #iz L7k T, 4%
WD 720, WIS O « g % 17- 72,

6) HIHUEBEBITT T 5 2 MOMTEBOR R A FIIGH T 2546, —Ho
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