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Abstract

Temperament types, as a core dimension of individual psychological differences, profoundly shape
the selection of verbal strategies in interpersonal interactions, which is closely linked to relational
management. This study adopts dual perspectives from pragmatics and relational management the-
ory, constructing an analytical framework through interdisciplinary research methods. A “tem-
perament-discourse-relationship” triadic interaction model is proposed to explore how individuals
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with different temperaments employ verbal strategies to achieve relational goals. The findings re-
veal that extroverted individuals tend to use assertive and direct verbal strategies (e.g., explicit re-
quests) more frequently, enabling rapid goal attainment but potentially causing relational tension.
In contrast, introverted individuals prefer implicit and indirect verbal strategies (e.g., vague expres-
sions) to avoid conflict, though this may compromise communication efficiency and hinder long-
term relational intimacy.
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1. 5|8

ATAT 5B A bR SR K EA H I AR5 B 4E R A\ PRk R (Watzlawick et al. 1967) [1], 1 & &
PN LA R didr . R B ABR G R, ABRIEiE, 5 18 5B g B B 52 RO B T O 5
NHFHMRF T RABEHBNS . EGRNRR R IE 2 R S 05 R 1 & R, J0 AP R AL )
ZE A . AHEFL LA Hippocrates-Galen Ui VY A B AHESE, 456 21540 HT(Conversation Analysis CA)
5% %% B 18 (Relationship Management Theory, RMT), 22 [ LA FAZ O AE: (1) ASEASFREEAE H
SRELEN P 2B PRAT AFE M B IE NS 2 (2) X L8 SR G ] 38 I o0 £ 16 5 M Al A Br 6 R T 2 2

2. FRIpHESR

1. VU4 R 24t (Hippocrates-Galen 1 7)

AP PRI T BN “BEE 2R, ARy, NEAWNADURMAR: M. AT SRR ARG
XU Fh AR A [ BB R PR S Vg 1 N B A0 o o0 B 25 SR S AR T A I8 S o JE AR AR R kAT T
RAWT TR, AR AR SR 7 DUM s R, B2 . AEV e 00 BT AR 5T o

(1) 2R FXFRERE . R Rl ik BTk, 4R, mRBAERME, &AM
w7y, ERKBIAYME. HEBRERERI S HEL TRk =m0 5 E % .

(2) MBI

PR B X ARAN T AT o SRR AN A . phBh. SR, BRI, BATE e, HirWe, daa
FEEREERR S . (AR, B0, 1R 2 N Z .

(3) ALt -

R XFR 0 X R AHIR AR FE TR ifL, 1% THa. BRI ITaE )08, (HRAEEITS)
IR%%, TIRERAFRBIELEZ F B h.

(4) AL -

FIHI JoE PR Y o T RN O BIRy RO BRIl TRIERE . BAATEE ), EEAT, HESE
&, WEEEREhR, AR R A

ORI R AR SR AR GAR . RPUEA—FEER IR, XN RRAEA T BRI, X
e R I A 2 s TR — BB SR AL T AP AR AN R JE . BRI L OB 1
SR EE R (2],
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2. £EHT

S AT 20 tHad 60 AR H 2% K Harvey Sacks. Emanuel Schegloff Fll Gail Jefferson @137 f14i
ML T, Kbk HESEIFAEREICE, mamEaiaf. SRt h. HHE
() & E I B0 2 B AR R AR08, 87 A B B30 B 13 R0 5 R g . s id i B 2
=10 BB R T 7%, B NSO KA B i E R [3]-[5], A SCHAFIERR.

3. RAEHMER

RAFHIIL(RMT)H Ledingham 5 Bruning F 20 th:42 90 fFARHEH, ik NbroiddgliE o RZ 0%
S AP SRR RVE RO B AR, SRR R XU IS R B A BN AS A EARBUIRAS, SRR
(SR NENCn 3L FEAR) 547 (I B ) =ANERE, IANIE 5 SREE = 1 8 R T Al6]. %
SRR FE G Ledingham & Bruning (2000) R4t #4 i RMT HESE, HEZLAE: N “15 BALIL " Fin) “k
ZAEP” VU R Brown 5 Levinson (1987)$¢H “THIFEEIE” [7], N RMT B 5 1B RIS S HEHE 5 %K
£, BRI 5 9 A% T AP LE] . Holmes & Stubbe (2003) [8TIE I SLIEM &« R HE - ALFK
BEFERE” , AT s S SRS W s A PR X R 5ES5 HiR, BOYSEEMN A EZAA . 28BS4
DB TFHEEM, TN T HSUERE LA K TR Z B AN ST Goffman (1967)
() BB 3 — D R REE 5 RS WA A 5 AT A (TE RO B E AR G R [9]. IR Leiit 51 L[R2 B
TH T RIS R R RE B0 TR, AP NG BT K DUR S 0 B AN [ S R RN IG5 3R
W DA% 5% 22 5 P SRS

3. HRIK

1. APRALE FiE RS

AR MAR S 15 SRS G A DO DB 5B F A X R S, f g,
Eysenck (1967) [10]2E T “Ahmlfh - #H&e i 7 —AEBEANEE H AMEUHRY A A DR 3 3R RIY A 4 52 e st 1 46 1) 5
HERIE, A BIE AN DR v R 2 R K B i G TR B & I 5 VR SRS, X —HE SN 5 S T B e
TR TR, BEREE P RET AR AR KSR TRRIE ST AZR. il 5K
% (2012) 38 5 Y 2 R I, FIAR 5T A H 3 57 5 A8 A2 B — SUB R B th W B 2 S) OB R, T E B B
A BEFE R TT DGR, J5 5 SR B R I e s R A U S A 2 A R ke vy T B — 2R A1

2. IESTE FE RS

ST HTE NI AL 5 75 SRS BT, B A BLA O A5 A, RERS RGE RN 5 8 SRR 1 5)
SEBEHEENE. MR H, Sacks A (1974)1 H BTG R B NAEZLFR Y, MR TG R 1T
FENBE H AN EER IR, XN E BRI SR AT R T RN TR IRk, EWFEEIGEIR
= CA 5AMAZE R IAE X, FTEE, FKRES(2021)BFF AR I, AR BTV 57 2 A 78 B — S 2R 2 rp 3
SPGB, AUEEBORSENE . MR UGRTT GBS, 5 E SRR B R IRESRA
PR e TR 2R (BT ROR, S AR S S DO S SRR A TO B A DG, RIESE
FELERF E P4 g 171 ()BT 282 o B S & SUBURE i DRI Tt 28 AR TH B AU [12]

3. RAEHEIR S T 5K

KAFHMEWHRE DK, RARETSHERKAELIH KRBT IER. Ledingham 5 Bruning
(1998)BL 3¢ 1 iZ ANk 8 344, MEJE, Spencer-Oatey (2008)i@ T # &4 MALSHI 6 5 RMT, M T “x
R AR MY, R T RIS A2 BB B hRshA T, dE—S R 7 ER R
1o SRR F T, 25 FRII(2018) TR A R I, £ I 57 5% At ) T4 FH AR AL 300 5 g PRk
SESTAGAE, TS JoT AR D0 B 22 ARG T I R L 350 A g LA B i 2R
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gi b, RUEET ARSI S 1 SR 1 ROR O R T, (ER A 10 22 B O 1) A 1R A B e
PEE BRI, S BN E SIS 1E AT, M DU S 15 SRS S S R . A SO LE T A I
FeHEAh b, ARG OB T OB, B S - 1T - SRRT ZonHEMER, DUAEEE A E SR
FAL NS 18 SR IR B A PR oC R EIME L
4. IR\

1. WIS

ASHEFARVRA G TAb R 3 freks, SREACRAMEE RS o BRSSO i 3t
30 LARAE, HodBEA 12 N, L4 18 N, FERHAITE 18 F] 26 £

2. WHIE T

AWFFCR B 0, RS XA UR . RRIRT TR A ATk, B Rk
AT RE MBS AME, BT CA JHRIE S 454075, RMT ERSRISEHL, BRME 5seibfdlgs &, M
BT ADEE AT BT, 624 N2 HEEHTER.

(1) LR

FLERITT IR T 2024 4F 12 B 2R 435 35 B UG RN 2R R T o T U5 R B AR kAT, il R SRS
B, IR VIRIS K 15~30 208 EHIRIERUTRIFME 1T, 20205 & AT AR AN, ZRZ 15
ML TE AR A, ASRRBNAR A H O E L TS BRI N kR R . PR B gmii ) (U
FAPAR) [13], 360 NTH. HEFHF UM HARBRER, SR BE, N RIZRUHR
PR NI E B 5, WA RSB HARTERL, VRN A REET Baxter & RBHIEVEIIL[14]1M
Wik (S ERIEZEFRE) , W& 1,

Table 1. Interview design for differences in language strategies
= 1. SERMERTKIRT

Ykt EITU=R

. ff]

o i e A 2
R BB R, KR
' AWM. 7 S [a] R ?

ROE AR AR ARG R R S SRR IR R HRERE DA, 5ea R

fit ik NS KRBT T, 1.2 R RRE L. ” S Al ?

Yol 5 AR T A T & A T e
Ly ERRUEE MRGRERIE, Rt
: fidr, 7 g2
L PR BT SRERA fE

o 7 & Unfor el ?

AN
SIME s muonmEE RS, 22 b T

IR T 77 4 4 5 5 K2
by FREURH: CRATTOSSKM, BUEREA.
: {65 2 B ] .2
31 Bk, et R IR ?
. L, B CRATLLSR 200 6 (0TS, 7
PSR, AR RO {65 2 B ] 5 2
iy B CHRRBIRANS R g ).
: {45 2 B 5 2
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oy MRV CREFEISER, (R
' WAL S TE R
HodE EFREETEN RGO, FOREERIR, |, IRER: “ORBUE A LB, RA
285 ST e ' (7. 7 auiE R
sy WRREH RERREAS SRR "
' s I 2
o CER: CHDAKPUREIE, B
S8 5 I T T 4 3 AL | AT
v 4 b ;&_\:D i J)\A%E 7N ? ’ P S VRO £ PPN Yl 2 % opL 38
D e A BT LG A, ity 5o T On (T RIURER, SRR
e 7 B, R SRR 1 B T ' )
S IRETHOM, &XAmaTmE? 7

53

ey el ?

(2) =Bl

AR VTR IER N 30 A 32 U5 B8, ik FA SRR S0 B RO 2

KA R

EFERTIERTEANE. NREEITEALES, RS, BN LTSS 215>
PrEesR, RBGE ST RME. [ &5 &4 3E S5 (Al L ARE F 2eR s i), JER “479 - 0Pt -

AR RS TR
(3) BREITIF

1T LEAN ) 52 05 8 AE AR )3 53 T IS R AL, OISR S MAZE S . B, kR
S5 P R U ] AOAE IE SRS S H 5 0 R BRI RER . DL il 7 N R s 5 S5 AT, 40 REH

5. S5t

B MRESRIET J5 ah L. @SBRI, F2RIE STV 5 0B I ahiZ .

PP REF L RO RSB RN, AR R SRR 2 U5 AR B R BBl ik
B AR F RN, DLR K S TS o o0 2 T S5 A S B oG R i

L. =Bt

AT TR Jefferson $3k R4t U A7 5 BACKRYE 32 V5« BRI B2 U7 AL 2 MUV Al
M 32 V58 B MBNRR 32 V58 Bl JEUA 205 F IVIRICS, 200 BEAT 4IRLEE FRyE AGOW 7. AR

T Jefferson F g RANFF 5 KRG AR, W& 2,

Table 2. Jefferson symbol system explanation table

& 2. Jefferson S RGiHAR

155 ERS (i) ERS
[1 HEBXE K
= TR AT A - RAR T
) B2 0.2 FP L) >< IHIE R

0.5) AT A5 <> i iE

W 38 °° e IR
? T+ hhh WP 75 (h B2 )
, T &) EFTA
T B RIRTF i BUFRAR (@) e H TR
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(ZED

EFE VYN 15 BN LIRS TE N E B, 7 6 P AR SR AN ] B BRI E AN [R5 i 4
H A RIS EAT S L S AR . RIS — AR IR A AT B MR A A BEAT I 2 1 0T
W PR

EALHFAOFIIR? (0.3)FRELHAE? /RAR

A: A 12 B: TA BB, <G — T >,

A: PRAWAR? (0.3)>X 4 iR EH % &R K< B: W, AR (ZE75)

A TSR AT LAT(0.3)> 1 SR AR AR H 1R A Bk ] e ] DABR AR B: F(hhh)[EI R, IB<ZHEIBHERA RS>, R1E
T RS IR <, QR SETEAT AT BT & ' TURRAE 2 (0.3)4 (ANE |

FEX B F BT LLE R A 55 VESRns . M i e Bk “IRA R ? 7 L JHAREE “aniin]
LAt 78507 S04 5 A B H AR IR B TE S MR SR s B IUSR 7 A28 SR o DL B 22 AN L2 B2
TR I Je BRI« FRTIR” [OREPR R, MM ) M2 18 IR (hhh) 2 AR R o AEBON AL 1%
AT, AREIEREERA 7RO R, HRESERRREKE R, e B & L, Wb
SN 5 5URLBSEARST, B BB A1k “aF (e | Bk SRR AN, (H AR/ 4 B 3R R,
WA T 22 PR Y7 K 22T 4

W= RS

A: ((R)) A3y R T2 B: (0.5) M8 S 3gh. 5 "5 HE B MEL(5%)
BRE R BT A= 4 m] [ R T ? B: W2 MIXAIHRIE? 2 (%)
171, AT, BWATY B: (0.3)M8:::, <FBBH{E>,ME.

A PEAE R A), DOIHR ] 35 KB B p i £ AL KA 1.3 B 5 U I, T
BRI 825 NI 6] o B U A4 W | BRI SR BB R R, BLAR R IR N “ <SR fE>
O FE HAEENZ W o 10 SRS M P B A IR HNG, B 5 AR R, 151K T B MR IX
ARHIE? 7, T B HIRLE “BEAEN” JERRES AN, RIS R g .

N2 A1 R BI ARG SR H H A5 3 5 (155 T8 SR R I

Y= WK

3 TEF i LT, A ANOIRIE . ‘
e OSBAAERATE? Gh, B, R, Rak
Al 0 PUSSERITIL TR o M OBl W, B, AREW, B, AR, RS
B, BB, cEURA-IRAS, o> Bh<e AR ol
e FUERIR? TR, M.
Al Wk, TTEL, REFJEZ AR, AR, BI: SUFHLFI, A<

Al: R, IRAT - 3R AR SR R H A 7025 Bl: MR- gl A VB A FRIF I I A, A FRARAE .

CA Zpiridrn: Al ML FERE . PR SRS “ AT 77 Fofi ey, R “ Bk ¥
Lo Hemg, HAZ KA REHIS9(E . B W LAZSRIL IR, “ e i - FRER 7 o T Lo fif R 2 WL I
CHEAMIRI , IR Y “SUFRIAF < dEFIA S . WRRETAEIRE, Al KISRIT SRS ] RERL
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XS TTAIAZ N IJaXS 75 AR 4 A AR R B1 BB (]38 5 g R B D iR, #1056 7 IR D9 v B
AHEIEE, MEIREE, KIPESBOR R KR,
Y. s

Bedi>HERE ) T E A <, 1RO ZM Bl

Al: g o T CEAIRER B PIR? O BERE A KL
Al W, B BREL, BARBRHE, FIER g, LELE, BRI, HRRERIRE

oy, Wl FZRE03), WAL, Tk

THE R R, BRD9(0.2)> R B2 AR 5 ) 15 mt
Al FRUGEAIESIEEREER, AR, (HiEL BI:
FEVRIEFER, IXFEIRL A B <.

RANT, <HIERGRET Tl — >,

TR AR BEA W (0.4)3% k- e AhAT T4 24 FEWig ?
Fh-E IR 7387,

Al B IPUEE > e A< o FHERRIE CURREF 7 AR RN, AR T s A RS
SRS, HEERE()5BIE “ FEREF0.3)7 BRI KR UK. Bl N LSRME 2 “ ek E
PIR? 7 o BRI BT R B e, (OB 5 2 K 4E R S . RMT AL R, AL X T 56 RY4Ed 10 lUsH
FEE RN T o, HOd AR S ) il DB IR SCRAERE S R o B [ 5a I F & TH AR T SR B& LA 25 B A A0
S PR TR

2. AR

FETRBAMCAE R I 56, ZIEWTE T8 A 32 U5 iRTE, PRI 10 Ba & WA EAT 1 1R
XPEEMEE . 25 RORPLE — SRR Z Ui E B S BA “ROEE” KRR, (H2 58RI NS H AR
. AMEE R WS 5B S LR 3. % 4.

AMIEL S -

a: <BWEOEHFIL>, WA- AL ? Jaff R, (0.3)REBINFEIES IR

b: (0.3)E#— R (%)

c: (0.2)FEHEHE, > AAERE<, fRIFE—f2Z NILIR.

d: M INEREHMIT.

e LA S TWEEERARK |, RERAT.

Table 3. Language Structure Patterns of Extraverted Individuals
3. IMRE SRR

FHIE S R I TETE LI
WAKE FLER NN dy b) B IUKARRE, 4EFF HaITi %
il 5 A K (b) i (d1/e]) PR b
& IE SR SIENIII G CNIOYITE |2 (EIR RN SEEESE Ry
PR S -

f: <PRMEE T, RIBIDAETIREF>? JAE-NRESEAER 10027 () R
G: i RIS 5 ? BT R, W DMER— mR? B2 1T
h: OFE R IE 2 F AR VREARA- 2RI, W DA R IR IR
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Table 4. Language structure patterns of introverted individuals

4. NGE SIBEWER

FHIE P R B TETE LI
WAKE KRN EA h), WS TRAARRE i 78 73 B e PRI T g
HIE 5 1A K E ) B 39T RC) PRI MR B IRAS L, 8 s sk
& IE SR KN TEAFRE (U DEUBGEEER (D) PRAHES G RN, AR AL pR
IR EN R SR+ 2 A TP IR (e REAE 22 D1 H0AT™) (750 WA il 1] PR A T 9]

A 3. R AP F RSB L, T ULHIKT: SMBUR TR 5 T SRS b I 2 ) B B A
FLZH RN, W S8 A DR AIEVE AR T B SRR AR AL H AR 1), B SR S AR OV BRI A i H Aw,  (HRE Bl X
B, Sy DRIIRIABEA IR R R I AR U i 47 [ 12 B VR A S, RSO AL SR BB R TBG T SR
EARRCR S E RSB A, &M T KIISC AR, BE 1T =0 Hr P K 2 A 4

6. &t

b, ARSI SR, SRS SR I, AMER TR (2 s IR S AR R CREVR 4
AR BOAE 5 T8 SR IR E G AMBUR AN A A BRSNS, iR e . THEBSE S MERTE 4, B
PRIFEIK i H AR 18], T PR AN A U A R B S, BRI 0 . SEAR [0 N 5 S B R, VAR
LB S, e R IANE . BIESC RN TTH, SMIURANR K BB SRS BT THAE AR, A1 33
LAMBIRU ) KA, SBOCRMESIVE. MR, PRI A R T e S B IR0 b 5 s, B0R] | 3R
RIEMGIUR R ARG -

g ih F 2 R 2 Q0T 5 15 SRS K RN, 20 A0 1AL B B AT R o AT 7T 48 B 14k
1Y 5 AR A (A E SR 6 % BR300, B0 1 AU 2R Y W] 1 Dy v H SR R 15 AR B

BT S, AWHTCEE MO 0 5B S, VPR 5 1 R L SR At A .
RIEFTE—DITHEARIEE R, SRR F BRI 2 70 r] BevE——MEA itk T s Esedl «“ Wi 5 7
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