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Abstract

In order to investigate the role of neuroticism on ingroup-outgroup audience effect of embar-
rassment, Chinese adjective Big five personality Scale simplified version was exploited for select-
ing high-low neurotic individuals and the embarrassment in different unreal embarrassing situa-
tions was measured. Results revealed that low neurotic individuals reported higher embarrass-
ment in front of strangers and ingroup members, while high neurotic individuals only felt more
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embarrassed when strangers were in present and their feelings showed no significant difference
between ingroup or outgroup audiences. It suggests that the familiar/unfamiliar audience effect is
independent with the ingroup-outgroup audience effect. And the neuroticism affects the in-
group-outgroup audience effect.
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1. 5|15

5 28— Fh B IR, USRI AT G 28 R AR s, e Rt N TEZ A
PFIAT A RRINAE 21 [ F AR ER P gk 52 5 R I HH 0 71k 175 25 (Shiota & Kalat, 2006). 9 IE AT 4nith,  fi fils
15 45 (0 B2 M S5 73 it N IR E A 25 2 VD R BE &R (Ho et al., 2004; Keltner & Buswell, 1997; Miller, 2001): 7E
I AN B (Ho et al., 2004; Tangney et al., 1996). /it &5 (Eller, Koschate, & Gilson, 2011; Tangney
etal., 1996). 5AMAKISE RS R (MacDonald & Davies, 1983; Tangney et al., 1996), AMATE H: [ #i & 5% 5
I B FE R R, DL IR SRR AR 2 AN . 33—, Eller %5 A\ (2011) 1 IR MEHIAZ
T “BHARTERT” SINAS IBEFT, TRIT T N SRR S 40 Yol Ui o 175 28 W AR 28082 (R M) o 45 SRR B,
FHEL T AMEEAR B L, AMARTE PN BEAA R 53 THT AT BE 25 0 SR B S, (FUEAF DT 2 38 2 il I A B P A
AL, BIANAAE P AN T 11 RO i 7 4 S s P W R 3 22

BRI AR LLRA 8 SO — P v 4, TS bR FaxFfd 24 (10 B SRV Fe A A B At NI B R o ph 2
159, IR B MR RICE 2 NIEAE SCRE(T 07, Y0450 2014; 75 K45, 2012; Feinberg etal.,
2012). FHI, HHREMSELSESHRIRA, AMER R EUM A TCIEE N BT T4 23R FR R, £
A EFEUN A T R IERNAALIR . AMER IR HIAT A MENRENS 5 AR H A
o). TAET, Retg AT UL TE Z SR N BFIAR RO DL (Eller et al., 2011), SRR AN BAMAS SCHREI 7
R E Y s N A g OB, R L A AN BRE AT RS SEA(4= 0, 20115 #2X, 2014), B
BT BERS AR OB R K. PRk, X BB, SNBSS BN RIS 01 2 1 1
HMPRRHIE R R I B

GG IMAEE N BB Z RN, Hrh iR 2 BTNk O 248 i 10k W 5 il o 5 46 55 U0 AH 56
(FHOL, 4%, 2003; BAHE, #HL, 2006; Shiota & Kalat, 2006). #E— R 70 A0 R AMA K 4F
BRI, m AR R m E 0. B3RS R (Costa & McCrae, 1992; Clark & Watson,
1999; Nussinson et al., 2012), X SR 1% KA BIEESN FLIN iz B V- BT A A TR, G RE
LSS/ Y SR C AR R N N A AR SRR ST s Sl e D SN 2N AR & S T A R o7
TR

ZE L PTIR, AHI FUALLIE I S I B E v A 42 AR S S T NI A A B i IR R R R A
X7, BITE N AMEEAAR B 03 THT AT /RS2 B IR F2 RS 22 e A K, DRI AR AR 8. s i 28 AR TE P M A Bl
G THI RS2 B B 1 6 T0 B 22 7, IR 8 TR T PR R AR o B T T 52 1) 8 3 B s i P O D 175
%,

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.116167 1497 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.116167
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

2. B
2.1. #ik

S AR SO 25 K T A 3R 1 IR (BFFP-CAS-S),  fifi ik HH 7E A4 22 03 4 15 43 et v 2R HE 1)
FETIT 27%5 )5 27%- HLH A 4 P52 70 2000 A B0 A W8 Hh I Y R PR MR DR R B SR B0 XT R o e a4 X 127
Ak, Hh Bl 58 44, otk 69 44, PERILLGIREACTIT . PalF e 17~27 B 21, F
H)EW N 2214 £1.29 %, BEENPGE, WS IEMIEIIER, LT IES SIS i (A s i) 4
Bie

2.2. SCEWIT

SERG NG N ANEEIRT 5 CRB SR IS IRE, RN SIS AT Xy, R 2 (5
MEAPZEJR) x 2 (WIAMNBERR) x 2 CREEAERE) R A & PR AR s ap 2 i A 15 5 7 A ik f
SRR, AR R N TR R 2 0 B AN KSE, R A B e th A )
SRERRIE R AR RN R B AR S WA 5 1A S 7 28 B2 3

Hoh AR AR S R, 2% 7 Eller % A (2011) I SCHk, NI 5 A ANEARE S AL “ 55
FEEACREYAER” , FRR BRSO USRI (Ho et al., 2004; Eller et al., 2011), SEiG
BRI RS IE T “Taaril” “HLH” “SRX]ATT T A ANYERE

2.3. sSERatst

231 PXHFAALABERRERIR

B Tt U AE G e k7 T B A% B NS A 7 IR, 5% B IR i Rt B AT P . K&
i, Pt DA AR 538 FH N 2 il PR o SO 2598 K i AN 5 32 1 U (Chinese Adjectives Scale of Big-Five
Factor Personality: A Short Scale Version, BFFP-CAS-S)#k47 ik, iZEFILAE 20 ANTH, % “Ms
JR”CHMEME” ORI “CEANPE” “THEL” A 5 NERE, BANYERES 4 ANTH, SRA Likert-6
R RM ZRERAEVETT T B RIFAE R (P A, HITERH, 2015a, 2015h, 2018), FELLIHE T H
HR YL Cronbach’s o VI 0.76~0.88, A& B4 L5 /%N 0.82, FERIT,

2.3.2. PSR
IERSEEG 2 A, O T EE — B AT DUR A X B S 2R . IR A R R, 1k
HRRLATS KA 5 204

2.3.3. MBS F IR

SIG o BT F 00 Al LSS R S BEASAR , A5 %5 T A A SCRRFEI(Eller, Koschate, & Gilson, 2011) 4R
PP E A LSO T — BT, @ 112 AR TSRk . TSI T SN i R U 4
FORBOR VAN “FE 537 R T 2 KEEE EEER ? 7 $ExH g 6 MERHTIED . kit
HRERE G R0 R I S 2 AR S r BB IE 16 AN, SR EUK AR & 45 A B L E-prime F2
FERENL IR

2.4. EWIEFF

1T SEI SR i S rh OIS 48 R, R AR IE A SLIR TR — B 5 7B P RN, S REAL
SIS, ERPOARAETE M E R B CAZI RN ENAJG, RIS T 22 i i i 155 45 1
SERESEHEAT 1~6 731 6 ZiF o (L AR, 6 ACRAEFLIL), SL503k 16 kK.
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3. R

ST R GOREAT IEASTERGSG, 45 SR Fa T H B A B (p > 0.05).

3 SR AR 22 5 2E 50 A A E AR D0 B 753 23R F B U5 22 0 AT, BEX i 4 o 2EL ) ) 4
SRR 1), SRS PO %, F(1,58) =62.78, p<0.01, 5 =052 WAMEARLERE E XM
AN, F(1,58)=0.06, p=0.81; WEXLHEMAALE, F(1,58)=0.17, p=0.68. £ XKL )54 A1)
CERERLE 2), SREYERE AL R, F(1,65)=34.77, p<0.01, 5, =0.35; PyohaEERMH
3%, F(165) =827, p<00l, n;=011; P& EMEMAAEE, F(1,65) =049, p=0.49.
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Figure 1. Results of repeated measures analysis of variance in
high neurotic group
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Figure 2. Results of repeated measures analysis of variance in

low neurotic group
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics of embarrassment score
= 1 EEESS RS T

LY g YN EATT M SD t p d
EEZIN 3.79 0.76
AR 0.25 0.80
AR 3.74 0.73
RN 411 0.61
=Y 2.88 <0.01 0.71
PANEZEN 3.59 0.83
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BE— 20 Xf LU P ZE I A EE A3 20 I R PE G vt 2 SR (WL 1), i 22 5T P9 AN A o S T el e 155 46 )
ZRVERIGARE: SR TN SN ATE A I RS2 BRI R C R 25, F(2,94) = 060, p =
0.55; fICHHER TN T PN HEAATE 37 BT RS2 2] (1) I SO 2 3 DU 42 3 v T AN BE AR TE 3
4. g

MRAE LA EZE R, o0 m I 28 S50 20 4 o5 2 2 P8 (9 25 SRS 735 6 T A SCHRES 18 (Leary & Kowalski, 1995;
MacDonald & Davies, 1983); 1M B4 25 51 A 2H 18] 7 0 22 S A5 B AN U B s, B s b 48 R TE PN A
R AAESA G DU, 017 26 R RS2 iR P IR BB 22 . XTI REA AN R R S 88

H—, WA EIRR GBI RE, B & A AR D P AN B 53 B T I 52 B Al e s 2
5 SR 2 A TR AR RS2 B A R X A, 1X — e R Ed B e 0 28 0K P B A %
RARAE O N7 BEATIRE, B2 AN B B A R R R S PRGBS A A RS TR P RE AN R AR
AT B P 15 B S FE I 527 % (Costa & McCrae, 1992; Clark & Watson, 1999; Nussinson et al.,
2012). MEFRFEARK, SR AR OEITE, 2017), EIAMAKE E & 5N, UK E R R
eI AN FFTA AN, Toie P9 MR B R R ot 3402 IR HE A ) %) R

HOWRe R BT R & i /MA R R 2 B4 7 sm 2, SEAMATD 73 0 (S B 288 TS b A
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RIS, B AT RE 20 S TR A BCE B AN . AR AL G 4R M & AR . R
2 SO Yk S AT AL 2 SRR 2 1A RS B R (VLR 25, 2017), XN I 2 B YE AT REAE _FIR B R rb ok 1 B AR
A

g b, ARWAARR T AT AT RSN R P AR NS RRIE, WP ERE T 4048 N X U it 175 2 WAk
BRI s [ 3 7R T AR iy B ORI Bl 2 AR 5 TN FR IO AT B I E R R T e S
W,
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