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Abstract

Objective: To explore the relationship between the big five personality of college students and the
goals of interpersonal communication. Methods: The Big Five Personality Scale and Interpersonal
Communication Goal Scale were used to survey 682 college students in a certain college. Results: 1)
There are significant differences in the demographic variables of ethnicity, age, and gender among
ethnic minority college students in the big five personality; 2) The interpersonal communication
goals of ethnic minority college students are significantly different in demographic variables of
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gender and grade; 3) The big five personality of college students has a significant positive correla-
tion with interpersonal communication goals, and the big five personality of college students has a
significant predictive effect on interpersonal communication goals. Conclusion: The personality
characteristics of minority college students have an important effect on their goals of interper-
sonal communication.
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REEBT BOR A S A FISERE B N SSAE S5, eI NBRAZAERE /IR S . K2 BO T K524
KU AR EE AN B RN R RSB XM A & AP 6. — BT, KAl E kR E 2
i, WRABNERVEROC, SRR, AATENIEE S E 07 AR MBS B AR S 2 T T
A2 (1] NBRAZAE AR — A N5 N Z AL A A AR ELAE AT B, e S T AR Bl P A4 3 3R A 75 22
FOERES, R ANRLEAT ARZRERI2]. NBRER KA EARAEFNEENEL —, 2 MEL
R — AN E R bR, AR R IR R A e P AR R R A RS 2, A BRSBTS
HAERIE 2 2 A DL H i iR R BB MA3]. A BR A (4 S5t S 1 L B A /K- A
2GR RE R[4l KAERM AR OA —E T, EREIAN, ABRAERURR KA B
OB 2 —[5]. ZEWLLINA, KEFT R NBRAAE 7 WG e T o [ IR A AR [6]. AIX LR T
LA Y, RS AE AN BRAZ AR 1) e — MBS H 1 T

NBRSAE TN TEZIANAE LG A N AT, T A0 ] IE AR AL B A [ B — EAB A AT B4
o NS NMERABR R E, BN NEEEER RN R M. JE R N <80 A2
IEyo 7 [7], SR REFHINBRAE AT BE A7 /e K2 A B O BRI A S 1) B 28 A A AR SR AR [8] . AN Z T
K, FTUMERS R A R e 4 i) B BEOH, R RAT NI, I ORRE B g e . WA= 2 1
K, RENE N KRR E IE A WAt > ARG, AR TR e AR R 7. R, ABRsgqfE th sz 23R A
R KBS AR T30t 5B S RRKEN, 27 EARFERAEL R,
1 5 BRSO N BRASEAE O — KRR, A E, a0 BRER. B
M BURZRE. AR, BIREAS, ZEMESERSEMABRSZAE9]. AL EEERRT T,
RS AR AT, PR RS (196T) KB R AEE A AR . B0, A MR O S LR E R R,
REERRPARAE “RKAER” , RS TORE R RO AF AT T an s, BAMIE. BAE.
Rt Mamt. THitE, XIRPIR AR AR INM[11] RIS BRI TEA L, RILAAKFE
NBRATN[10]. FEHEREIORT LRI, 5 N BR RPN B34 B [12]. fh T3 [ 13 AR HE[14]
{017 P s A PN GINE R [ E - RS

TE28 H AT B2 AR BIR—— R AR B R, 78 - MEER 2] 7 RO B2 5 )2 R,
LW AT IS SO ATES I 5 A a1, AR IA 2] T OHE XN 5352 . KEABER,
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Bl NEO AM% &K, RS/ R T A B hEEOH RIS Costa M52 5% McCrae
£ 1987 SEG B, Ja REIEPIIETT s 120056 ) b SCRR i R BHSE RO B2 R K BB R IB0T . BT A%
B RE LR S I TRL[10] o ASHT 5T 3 ZEE I (8] B 2K A B R W RO A 2R N Bk AR BN s
JR LRI, R O N PR R R I RAERE,  JF4R HH — LA L (1

2. Fk
2.1 MR

BEVR B 7T BE AL B RS 682 A K2 AR Rl A6, USRI 2] 6 592 43 (IR UACH 2% 86.80%)H:
M 235 N, @357 A; K—88 N, K112 A\, K=188 A, KIY204 \.

22. Bk

2.2.1. NBRXFRiE%E

K F Canevello F1 Crocker (2010)4iffil (17, K. Fk#RA Corcke (2012)M&1T 1— M NBrACfE Hir &%
MEANRXR. ZEEL I8 NTH, 8 “BRIESZER” . “KEMANBIR” 2445, R 5 M%
Gitsr, M1 (EEATFE)E S (EEME), HoBmBtH AR RELT. DA RAZER A RITF
FOA 280 (TR, 2012), AHEFEH a RECH 0.75,
2.2.2. KA AgIEE

K E R 10 T H K AR ER(TIPI-C): & 10 M H, 5 AN, iZ8E&FH 9 A%%it5, M
1 (GEERFFE)E 9 GEEFFE).

2.3. HAEAE
K F SPSS19 HHATHHE AL BRI 0 HT . tAG 56 FASSS . B, AHE.
3. &R

31 REEXIAREAOSHFELNER
AHFRAFENVER  SEL KA EAERDNRE B UL AN Bt T 2R, Wk 1.
SRR, KRN 2T AR KA RTINS AL SR 257 8 2% (t=3.741, p
<0.05), HMAERINK—FEFRAEEANER TR K= MRUERI R,

Table 1. Comparison of college students in various dimensions of the big five personality

* 1 RFEAEARABE MR EHEER

1 5] R
iH
5 g/gis K— K= K= N
PANERES 5.21 + 1.45 5.23+1.42 533+1.71 5.12 + 1.45 5.05 + 1.37 5.37+1.29
PN 5.75+1.33 5.93+1.37 6.31+1.33 5.95 + 1.42 5.82 +1.33 5.67 +1.30
Ko 547 +1.29 549 +1.35 5.80 + 1.42 5.45 +1.37 540+1.23 5.45+1.31
faEtt 5.45 + 1.29 553+ 1.28 5.87 + 1.44 548 +1.14 543 +1.19 5.43+1.31
FFTCE 5.58 + 1.26 5.67+1.26 5.93 +1.37 5.61+1.29 556 +1.21 5.60 +1.21

FE: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001, F[d.
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32. REXABRXREAOGHFELNER
R RIS AFETER . FELH)RZFELENBRR R B DA EANYEE E RS S T EZ R R, W#E 2.
ERRI, KA NFRREBIE S HARRIME R Z 7 B3 (t = -2.268, p < 0.05), BEARI &= T
B, REEAEANGRRABBRIER BIRWES ZF B ({ =2.968, p<0.05), BAEARINK—mTRK . X
=. AKX,

Table 2. Comparison of college students in various dimensions of interpersonal goals
2. REEEANGBRS MR ELER

4 5] ER
LiLs Lotk 2019 4% 2018 4% 2017 %% 2016 %%
HEXEZL Bir 3.43+0.52 3.52+0.51 3.64 +0.49 3.48+0.58 3.45+0.49 3.46 +0.49

i H

KEZAM N BFr 3.44+0.53 3.39+0.49 3.43+0.49 3.35+0.54 3.41+0.55 3.44+0.44

3.3 REEXAARE ABRXRAVEX
KM Pearson BUZEAMIGHR T KA2E BFI-44 S 4EZ 535 T IIOCR, AW O KA AR K AR5
UL 5 NPRR RS AYERL (A3 3T R0 Hr, L3 3.

Table 3. The correlation between the five personality of college students and interpersonal goals (r)

3. KFEKRAAES ABREREIER()

iH PR A Rt TEERENE TEIRCE
KEAN HFR 0.085* —0.11%* 0.09* 0.12 0.13**
HEIE R H AR 0.17** 0.31** 0.28** 0.25** 0.29%*
NBRK R EI55 0.16** 0.18** 0.22** 0.18** 0.25%*

GERRI, KFAEREMANHIRS BFI-44 Sk ME4ERE 52 5% IEM5<(p < 0.05); KA LZ A HiR
5 BFI-44 B N\ PH4ERE 5 53 1A G (p < 0.05); KEEAERZ AN HArS BFI-44 )R 574 2 2 3 IEA R (p
<0.05); KA R ZAN HARE BFI-44 FFUPE4E B 5 535 IEAH 9% (p < 0.01); K224k HIRIE R H A5 BFI-44
HhaPELERE B2 TEAOG(p < 0.01); KA HIIER HARS BFI-44 B A\ PE4ERE 8 3% IEAH ¢ (p < 0.01);
KA AR R IS BFI-44 R IT R4 2 03 EMX(p < 0.01); K¥4ARELR HIRS BFI-44 faE
PEYERE B B35 IEAHK(p < 0.01): K¥AHIIL S HIrS BFI-44 JF8E4EfE 2 23 IEA 5% (p < 0.01); K%
HNBRR R A5 BFI-44 A VE4ERE £ 535 TEAHK(p < 0.01): R¥FAEANBRKRE S BFI-44 5 A
PR R 25 IEAH R (p < 0.01); KA ANBRK RS 05 BFI-44 R 54 2 5% IEAHX(p < 0.01); K
4 NBRR RS BRI-44 e ME4EfE 2 B2 EMC(p < 0.01); 224 AFRXREY /5 BFI-44 JFIK
PEYEE 2535 IFAH G (p < 0.01).
34. REEXFAAES ABRXREISHT

AR B ITEIES T, DLERIER BER. KEZ M H SRR E R 23555 728 & 1 4 m)
REHERTFE; LA RIER H A A BRI RS 50 A TN AS B 1 B A RIS 2R vt L 4.

SRERNARE R EARL R & HF 54 B R, 1R MR O A A 2 ek
KER, RFEENBRRZEXN R TNAAEA BETEA .
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Table 4. The return of the five personality and interpersonal relationship of Hui nationality college students
4. ERAFEXRAAEES ARREREAEYT

(R4 BN & RJj B t p
Sk 0.026 0.058 3.956 0.000

EPN S 0.023 0.062 3.303 0.000

BT SR AR Rtk 0.076 0.112 6.945 0.000
1 e e 0.01 0.038 2.408 0.016

FECE 0.056 0.10 5.942 0.000

LR 0.008 0.032 2.225 0.026

KEAMN Bz Rtk 0.024 0.062 3.821 0.000
TERCE 0.030 0.071 4.256 0.000

AhAE 0.023 0.045 3.720 0.000

EUN 0.001 0.010 0.029 0.488

NBRK R B I55 Rtk 0.067 0.087 6.474 0.000
TR ENE 0.001 0.007 0.543 0.587

TR 0.060 0.086 6.152 0.000

4. ¥Hig

4.1 HRXFEXTABRIRE

WHEAEL, AR ERBINSEAEELER, K FRREEREANEET R K= KIUHER
REpr, REZEPHOR TR R 8, ATV R I AT RER R — A B KA b, 5 2 A e B R 5K
SR IR B, R SR e A A R BB 1) BT, A OV B SAE R NBRSEAE
W, HHET HAFER, KA EEEE S5 AL, AEESFAANRENR. SERKR
L, A HEEE PN R G, T RE AP EL, AN S AR 2 I R A 7y R 4k R 5 Hopt
ANHIRFR . BIR 2R E AL Btk =, K= KRIUA .

4.2. HRXFE ABRXRHRI

WHFEREL, IR ENBR R RGN ZE S, BRER B K2 A m T Rk, X
AFKE. kAR, Jennifer Crocker [15]HF 74 SR —El. FATANHIFEREZ, MASIHERUE, B2
RERIEFIERINE . REMIM T 4SS, LR S EISESN TERMEE T WA NAEERU, ottt
FUESEIMREA TR, S RAETNREASHER. Fit, LM REENBERER Hirs
THMEREE,

BRFUE R, BARRAENRRAFAEERER, K RHEARER AR T A=, K=, KN
R BATIWARIRBIE T, K REAAAE R P BOE 2 352 QU 22 ST RS, AATTBOA 5 22 1R Ta) AN
W R R, AR G, K—ZENDNER ERAESEE, b IR (8 2%
HEERES . K REMRMSA YIRS, 2200 7 IXASBAENMAT N IEAR,  fERL 3L
B, K= REZAROLTA ERMES, KRIUAAERNR Y, WG 28T a2 ol ik, ol
e oAt AHEE R —224, K=o REMCRMUAR A AT Re 2 NS s . Sl TAF . 385551
PlR—2A B R = R=L RIS AT A IRIE R B br .
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4.3. REEXRAARSABRXERNXR

WAL, SR KI, BERILZERMRIAM AR 285 A, REMA B RS/,
LITPEATONE 225 AR APk AR B R RS AR 2 B E IR 2 JeBlH 7 4
RER, AREZERUESH TSRS IANEEGERERMERR, REENRXRFHERIA
WA RZ WM . XS0 BMEB16]MH A R — 2, TR EESE, ARV REAERTA
WG NPRRRAFAE MR R R Z8 LFTIR, FATHIHAS R A% 10 K225 AE NP S R A AN F R
FAIRZ LA R A IS

4.4, #W

I RUFRINBRAZAERE AT DA B K2R R B 3R, 2 5 ASAE R R A w] DUSE I 2 AL £
— OIS, AT I R RIS IR B, By, RS NS, Xtk
NHOTGREIF R, S5 R NP, AIRILE S, KNS LN, el Mg K
J&. B, mRAEX LT NS R RAAE R, W UIFBOH BN PRAZAERAE, 28 IpAH L AN Bk R
JE, g SRR ) NPR SRR IRTE . Uk, AR ER IR IR, e s, XEw
OGO S BAE B, Lk AR S B AR RIR N BB SC ARG R DN AS R R A% 1 2 A i
BRE “XPRE 257 . mEME) “—HFEAT . HIORIZEE. Z2I0INE NIRRT Sk 2T
AF MR AL PR IE NS B ZE R R A8 07 5O 2R BT 500, sk, B
O E RIS AR FEAE BN BRIAEE, FE SRR B, Sl e AR A A ERME O, AE AR
NibFE H O BA T ERIEMXT R, P10 REFIAPRACERE S, BEE L 3R A A B Y 58 B
AN EZ AN H AR A7 R -
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