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TREPHIBT O HR IR

T H

;3

EECBLABHII 22— 3 VIEODWTOREIULIIERIR, ChETrOREMEZR
# L T&/: (e.g., Ekman & Friesen, 1969, 1971; Izard, 1971; Ekman & Oster, 1979; Fridlund,
Ekman, & Oster, 1987), E&fTHFFRICEH &, FE/B. ZELA, B, Bh, BE, HE, BEL
WD T OOEBOBRERE & £ ORMI, ICEENTHS &b T\5 (eg., Ekman
& Friesen, 1986; Ekman et al.,, 1987; Ekman & Heider, 1988),

COEREICOVWTORMER, BBOII 2=/ —V s VAEBHNE /TS5 ACETS D
DTHHEVIRHEEET SO 2 THFBICEELZLIOTH AP, ARHIC, BEOBELAL
TAHB OB /0S5 AOHMERBE L THAHZ LEBMITHS, 20D, AMIEWOT
LEU-EFEREEL LTERLTWABD TR, EOLSHBHETEDO LD HREFELEN
FTREPEFATVEDTHS, S5, TOFFHILL VD IVF I R FOFTEL T
BILLHADLTHD, CORFEDBBICEVWT, BUREHTHICOWTORTEHR

(Ekman, 1972; Ekman & Friesen, 1969, 1975) & & »ic, REOERHMTEHO O L >R ICE
BIRERPLZOWTOFERDIZDDOHRAE LHIC DT T DTS5 (HEHOHFE (emot-
ional education) |, Buck, 1983),

BRAEDOHEZEAD L, BEII 22—V 3 VICBIT 5 XULROBLME & iC 2 DERICHE
B353D8%5% (cf., Andersen, 1991; Kilbride & Yarczower, 1976, 1980; Matsumoto, 1989, in
press: DO TIHFTEHER, SULENEBROIB L OLHMOZRBHAI W TV, Bl 2I1E, BRI
EE2BWI— O S EFRIZEB W Tid (Scherer, Wallbott, Matsumoto, & Kudoh, 1989;
Wallbott & Scherer, 1989), HTZADFILK LT LAERLS &V o o0 D2 DEBHD
EEHERICE T HEEE TR T 5 X 5 nULE OB L3R, ULOREM 2R3 3UL
FOZEENRWIZEN T3, TENFEPERLICB T ARERTOEELRTIDOTHS
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DIZF LT, EEIBENICHEEICER L TTEEY D> TwhA I e wEX L L, J0XE
RICERTAILIFBICERTH S,

ALHEDER%Z X ) BEMICHET HFBRO—D2 L LT, L sEREBICTHT 5 REFNE
BExET A5 LN TEA7EAS (Ekman et al., 1987; Matsumoto & Ekman, 1990; Mats-
umoto, in press), Ekman et al. 13, FE 5TV —FEXH T, FHOBHEREZH®R L
BEHICHT AHBTHC O W TOREB LR E T - 7o HBREILX, —HOREATA F (FX
Ta—AVA FABOEE) 2RRIh, ZORBELPEDISRBEHERLTWE LRSS %
TODOEBRE (FR. LA B, HE. Bx, Zh, BE) OFTNTKFETH LI
RDOON/z, FFERER., [BEAFELRY (0L, [BEOMENF - (D] 256 [REHR
Y (9] WD B TEBRIN TWe, ZNTHORBICOWT, 7T O2OREOHFTERD
O EFEINIBE SN T 5 L BEBHOERTHMIIERBNTH S L WS ETHEOKRELY
BHRLTWAI ARG hol, MAT, REZLOFEMESHT5I LIC k> T, Ekman
et al. (TFFED/NF — VI ER B H T L RV L, iz, 85 BNEAOEEL
FMLTWAT EBIE- D o0 bEERE (BRAALEENS  TAUDAFOHREATN
A2 A EEL T LD, BE BRI TEDODABNBEAL ES DT P B0, 1,
FEml, [Ex ], TBN] ODFERECKBVWTHRILEWTFE T > B G057,
Ekman et al. {3 CORR%. B5 LR UTILICE LT A AOES 24 L hid 7z b
WEOTREN X (uncertainty), TEX (politeness) #KBEL7-dD LBRL T\ 5,

TAUANERBRADEH I 2=~V a VIES READLDLEZ LN, ZTOERICO
WTZNETEDERE LFESTHNTE /A (eg., Argyle et al,, 1986; Ekman & Friesen, 1975;
Izard, 1971), FRMANT, FF, Friesen (1972) O HRHEDF—FICHE DSV THRIES N/,
%7z, Matsumoto and Ekman (1989) (X H%K 2 AEICE S %Y C, Ekman et al. (1987) ©
WA HBE X 87, Matsumoto and Ekman i3 R—X L/-FHEEEZEE FEE) OREFNE
KBLT, BAALDTAYAADHBELFET B &RV L, BisHT, MEORE
EEWTOABRADTFERENE WD D TH - 72, Matsumoto and Ekman {f, Z O
BETAUYANEBRANTIIE 2~ OXALDOFTEE LIERTF - BHRAOERZ R L T\ 5
RT3, 20D, BRARAOBHA THENEH eRET5Z L 2B L 5EFHA %
o TWBDT, FHERHOBEAZEHVGIWTETLED LWIDOTH 5,

L L. CORRICIIEMNES, —BICEARAAPRENEBHORKERBL, Hxs LD
HHRAE D> TWAEE LD, E5 LTHEBOBEZEIVEITOTIRCED S WeDiEE S
Do ABORENRICHZ NI LM - TWEEThiE, RILEEERALLEZOEICHAE
BIOMIT LDV EHEIT5 & WS OB ERLHERZDO TR WRS S p, Matsumoto
and Ekman (1989) {2k W T I DM, 2% D, fBEDOBBRERIC OV TOHIET 2 #8E 11T -
TWepidBA Ty, EB, #HookEL., TREBEOESHHER ] Tildk MEBHERH
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DRI ] ZHETHLDCHRINTWBEDTH A0, BFBHOEH LIBEEHRR L II I THD
NBHER - BBl L OBIE T 2 ITHEICE G L THRET ARELDTH S (i, 1991),

EIAHT, REMBE LTHEZHWHELHIMRIIFEEICRONTEY (eg., a
New Guinea study cited in Ekman & Friesen, 1975; Shimoda, Argyle, & Ricci-Bitti, 1978), HZ%
FERBTEZHIEL/2DDIII LR SN S (eg., Eibl-Eibesfeldt, 1970), ZOFFETIE, 7 £
UANEBRAKRFEEEHRE L LT, A5 4 FBIZEE (the slide viewing paradigm; Buck,
1978) # AW THRE I N/ BRNEZRETEROCT A R & L TEBOHE 2 5% Lic, A
4 FESEE LR, £9 REBIC—HEOBBNABDOASTA F BlziE, #BATHAHKRAL,
KEH LA, HIETTA V) ZRE. ZhICHLTEDOLS IR L /-h 2 OETRRNI LS
EEBIC, BLAASERAVWTERBICALNZWE D ICERTEIZHE L, &RiC, HEEH»
ZOUETARBELEBEBEDATA FILRTERIGN D ED L DI A4 FEBREL Tk
FEOWTHBETWEBOII 2 2/ —V a VIEDWTHIRLE D LT 5HETH S, TD
HETHWONZAS A, FiIBEOREE Blzid, £E. BE, BiES) 20731 OE
RIN/2bDOTRLWR, TOWL 2R3> &0 & ] ORIEEZFIERI L, TAF0L
DT TR [ ERITIEDBGTP> TNV, CNHDASA FORA T (B itk - T
IFRIEICERB I N/ DD TH 5 (Nakamura, Buck, & Kenny, 1990), FHHIIZ >\ Cid Ak
T T 5,

COMRETEHEREIC TREBILEOL S ESHRBICH S LB 2] #HET5 L DICH
AL, EERBROYE ZRNICRHT A LR BIE L7, Kite LT, BAARMEDOES)
REBOHENZ W TEBREROSEN 2 AE 2 EAT S, LE X/, TOEHAIT. BRARE
ENEESERLEHR T A L 2MHT5 LV ORFHAE L - TR0, RFCENLEHLY
LN EERBROFTPEV T 5 Bbhah 56 ThH 5,

- S

[ ]
T AU AAFEBREL28% (BrYETD) OkFA (University of Connecticut), HAA
HEaEII324 (B o) oXEd (KEXE).

(GUE9)|
T AYNARFEEBPEHORASA FERTWBEIARRELUFEV—V188H (135
5 PEE), REEBIBLE 3L T, —AORHBICOWTH - itk - TR 3SBE LAV
770 BB E L THW-EHBEHIZ, Wagner, Buck, and Winterbotham (1989) 2 X - TEHE
INT222BE DD LFHERIC L > TEANLZ LD THS (Nakamura et al,, 1990; F4,
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1989),

ER LAk SiIC, REETARFHEROBERICE ST - itk - RO 30D H 5T
D=L, RORBELTOL S ICERS NI, Txbb, [T [FEE] RE

(7)) OFHFPEMES 4 KO KEL, BENFEHRE @ARLA, Bh, BY., H#E X
THPHREEMES 4 L0/, BEMBEBHRE L BEMBERE I T 5 PHTEEBEDOEN
184 v M Ed2EREE, FHEORHIE. M- 2B I RNTORERHN T 5FH
FEEMEH 4 L0/, POTRTCOREICHTAFHEBEDITSL D&M 2R, Vv FURICH S
EWVDEHEERR-T LD, NROEKRRIT, [R—AP] & RG] REICHT 5 FHFHEES
4 £/ EL| BENBBHREICA T3 FHFEMR 4 KV K&, BENFBRE L EEN
BBREICN T 5 FHFEMEOZES 1 B4 vV MU LEDLDTH -7z, O LD HFFEMEO T
T 4 —IVICES S HEERICINZ T, BBV —THEOEE & EBOBEICOWTA 5T
W, ATFTV—PBEYTH ST & %R L7 (see Nakamura et al.),

[(Fhix]

T AU HABEREIRD &S eBR eI, RETHOY T AR IR TRESH
7oy DED, BEHEL—ATRASA FERTWAEIAERBLAIA S THREIN/ - LHALZ
7, BREWCIBORMBE %20/ VFEZF—CIBHTOWRL, RUFBED LS ITHE
Uizt BO0% 8OO TEREREIFFEL T b7, 8 DORE, MR—H ], ME—55].

MFERL LA TR L MBhl, B [HE] Th-o7s

BARABREICOWTE, FE Bl Uz TREPRE] £BICE0 L Toh, &DOFH
FRETES (AR &, D ORETEIIRHEERERETERE L LIICAFAF
ZRTWAEIAEHDRNCBW e AASTRE LI2DDOTH S EHFHA SNz, BRUSANDOE
BRFEHZIT AN TITONILIDEREKETH -7,

EIAHT, TRE] TOoWTOHEFRPBXRTRL S RIS, AWROBRELOMEIZLVES
735, Nakamura, Buck, and Kenny (1990) &t (1989) 2k % &, WIDEIEIIRBEOFE
CHARBRHREZRIIL T W 83450 -TkYD (B, ThHOMRICET 5 REOHEIE
BRI BRMDI-DIcfrbn/), AMRICBT ABFOERIIUTOGHICEWTHIESE Lk
Pole

(5#7]

3 X 2 X 2D58EWME T 7, MUZERIZ, RENT T~ (B i - TR, BFE (B
A TAUVA), BEBREOWTH -7z, HBERIL., 8§ DOBHREDCS L M—Ffkl, [#
—581 D2 Oo%BR<L 6 RENOFEMETH B, CD6 DORERXAVWADIF. IThoBETH
FIC & > THICERBHIRBE 2R TEH THL L RESNTHENETH %,
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w R

SHER (RENTF IV —x BREXEBREON) OF#S Y% 6 DOREFEM[DZThZNIC
DWTAT o7z, Table 1 KHBAHEER LI, BENITFTU—DEZHRIL 6 DOEBRE
DFRTIEBVWTERTH o7z, AFTYV—IT L OFHFEME% Table 2 {TR LB, ZO
FEREIEE N7 T I U THEBEICREES L LTV A Z L # KB LT 5, Scheffe
BIC L - THEERBAT - R, [FHE] RECBEVWTUI, roRESPH LD S FEE
Xh, PEAREED LB SFEINS p<.05), [BXx ] #BRMOTRTORECIIHIC,
HOEHBAFHE LD LELSFES N, PHEIRREID BELSFEINL <.05), [Bx| R
BBV Tid, TERAREFHO N F T — LD AELFTEENA 0<.05),

Table 1 Results of ANOVASs for Ratings of Facial Expressions

Effect ' Scale
iiappy Sad Angry Afraid Surprise Disgust

Simulus Type (A)  510.60%x= 162.71wxs 182.55e%% 192,93%## 147.69%ws 326.82%s

Nationality (B) 1.00 9.00%%  22.41%xe 8. .38#» 3.03 34.83%nx
Receivers' Sex (C) 5.76+ 0.54 0.01 0.29 0.30 0.03
AXxB 18.56%#% 1,49 1.40 1.21 10.58%%% 11.64%xs
AxC 3.53+ 0.42 3.26» 3.66# 1.61 3.61#
BxC 0.17 0.62 1.17 0.85 7.61un 2.57
AXBxC 1.64 0.03 4.25# 2.39 1.73 3.63#

Note. Degrees of freedom of the effects A, B, C, AxB, AxC, BxC, and A x B x C are
F(2, 118), F(1, 59), F(1, 59), F(2, 118), F(2, 118), F(1, 59), and F(1, 118) respectively.
### p < 001, #= p < .01, # p < .05.

[zfez]

EEIC L HEREBRT B0, TA ) IAERE L BRAEREOT —ZDENEIICD
W, 2BR REATIV—xBEREOH) OFBONET -7 A, MEEOHEBRED
ETCOREFEBICBWTEBENIT IV —DEMEIFEETH > 72, FEDOKRIMEIXT AU A
A X 55 = OFFE F(Q2, 54)=67.95, p<.001) TRAMIZT A U W ADEFEOFEE (F(2, 54)
=268.36, p<.001) TH-7z, Table 2 {2, EAIC, FE., B0, B, MEREICHTHF
B EER R Lic, 8GN & Table 2 OFRERS &, TAUDARFE L BRAKRFEE
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Table 2 Mean Ratings of Expressions by American and Japanese Subjects

Scale Nationality Type of Expressions
Plea Neut Unpl M

Happy Americans 5.43 2.83 2.04 3.43
Japanese 4.89 3.33 2.42 3.55

4 5.14 3.09 2.24 3.49

Sad Americans 1.85 3.46 4.14 3.15
Japanese 2.47 3.67 4.67 3.60

M 2.18 3.57 4.42 3.39

Angry Americans 1.76 2.85 4.10 2.90
Japanese 2.44 3.80 4.67 3.64

M 2.12 3.36 4.40 3.29

Afraid Americans 1.81 2.77 4.42 3.00
Japanese 2.84 3.42 4.68 3.48

M 2.09 3.11 4.56 3.26

Surprise Americans 3.44 2.73 5.24 3.80
Japanese 3.23 3.71 5.33 4.09

M 3.33 3.26 5.29 3.96

Disgust Americans 1.77 2.85 5.37 3.33
Japanese 2.59 4.19 5.48 4.09

M 2.21 3.57 5.43 3.74

Note. Plea, Neut, and Unpl are Pleasant,

Neutral, and Unpleasant respectively.

BREOAT IV IR L TEU T2 52 TWA I G h b, 250, - -1
&S 3 ODORENT T IR AEEOME S OFEEDOHFHIBARIT. 2 DOEFEOHR
EORITHFECELL TS LE L LD,

AL DWW TR DICKRETT 572012, ki L7z SEROGESHOBRESH®RT S L, B
FEOEREMN, LA, B, Bh, BEDOIRETEETH -7z (F(l, 59)=9.00, 22.41, 8.
38, 34.83 and p<.01, .001, .01, .001 respectively), —N OHDOEFEIT, ZD 4 DDFEEFREIC
BOWTHAABEREBEL T AU AAFERELVDLESFTEL TSI LERLTW S,
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Ffo, FE. B2 MEOTWECHEVTR, EENT T — x BEOTEERAFIEETH-
7= (F(2, 118)=18.56, 10.58, 11.64 respectively; p<.001), Table 2 OEHFEEME# ¥t L7k
R EFRREICOWTUL, ROBFBITHLTT AUV DABPBERALDELFTEL (F(Q, 59)=14.
24, p<.001), FpHEEARORBCH LTEHCHAABT AV AALDBLIFEL TS

(F(1, 59)=7.51, 8.18 respectively; p<.001) Z &4 h -7 (Figure 1 R), BEREICD
WL, BRETROFEICHROFELRER WS, AEORBICH L THEERABT AU AA
FOEFEE LT (F(, 59)=23.83, p<.001), F7-. BHEREICOWTIZ, AroOEFIC
DWTIEZER VAR EPHICH L THRAFBRES T AU DALV IEFEL TV B EFQ,
59) =24.78, 35.70 respectively; p<.001) I &% - 7= (Figure 2 £18),

BULDICHE LA DORERCBIHAEEDTERR L LBIC, ThHDOEBFHFIY—xHE
EOHR Bx20ZL) E, BRET AU AL WD 2200 bO—B L7cEREFRBEL T
Bo DED. HARABBRELT AU ABERE & HE U CRIEY & O EEWICTHE T 5 &R 5
b, BVIEZNE, BEAARREL R EREBOBHREL LV EEMHRIT5 LT
259, COBRIL. FRBREANDOFEENF—VEL—B LTS, 20D, BRAHEREI
ROEBICH L TERBOBEL L VELIFEL TS, INLOFRITTNT, BEART A
UNMACEAREERAEZEFA L TSI LERLTWAEELZLND,

5.5 q

5+ N

& Japanese

Ha
s O Americans

2+ ~a
1.5
1 1 J
Pleasant Neutral Unpleasant

Type of Facial Expression

Figure 1 Happy Ratings by Japanese and American Subjects
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* Japanese

Disgust .
4 Americans
1 1 }
Pleasant Neutral Unpleasant
Type of Facial Expression
Figure 2 Disgust Ratings by Japanese and American Subjects
(%]

LR L7 3 BEROS BT OBREAUEICOWTHH Lz, HREOROTHRIIEZERE
KEBWTHETH -7z (F(, 59)=5.76, p<.05), ORI, BHEIALH LIV IERBTL LVF
BLIFELTCWAIEERBEL TS (F(2, 118)=3.53, p<.05), @REDOMIT, T/, £F
AFTV—=,REFALTED, FERELEWT, FHLROFRBEICOVWTOFEIHELL
TWABBTREOEFICN L THERBERICHENEIVELSFELTWS F(, 59)=16.96, p<
.001) T EERLTWS (Figure 3 BR), RROFEE/NNF — v &R L /cHBRE O XRE
A5 TV—OFTEERARB, &Y (Figure 4 2), Bh, EREICEVWTLEETH -
(F(2, 118) =3.26, 3.66, 3.61 respectively; p<.05), Table 3 IC#EZEOUINERRE~DOF
IR R R LA, RROREICH U T ERBRE T BERERE L B L TRD, Bh, 5
ERECIVELHEEL TS (F(, 59)=2.68, 3.18, 3.84 respectively; p<.1), ThBOFEE
HEEDDHE, THRBRICHATMREOREY L VEENC L2 5EMBHHLFE L LD,
Fuznid, BHERLEICHANTROFRREEENC L O X 2BEMENL D TH 5,
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Happy
2 T~y
15 |
1 i d -
Pleasant Neutral Unpleasant
Type of Facial Expression
Figure 3 Happy Ratings by Male and Female Subjects
5 -
Angry

1 . !

" Pleasant Neutral Unpleasant
Type of Facial Expression

Figure 4 Angry Ratings by Male and Female Subjects

* Male

O Female

= Male

0 Female
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Table 3 Mean Ratings of Expressions by Male and Female Subjects

Scale Gender Type of Expressions
Plea Neut Unpl M

Happy Males 5.16 3.21 2.51 3.63
Females 5.12 2.98 1.98 3.36

Sad Males 2.19
Females 2.17

(-]

.47 4.35 3.34
.68 4.49 3.45

[

Angry Males 2.16
Females 2.09

w

.48 4.23 3.29
.23 4.58 3.30

w

Afraid Males 2.15
Females 2.04

(2]

17 4.32 3.21
.06 4.80 3.30

w

w

.25 5.24 4.00
.26 5.33 3.91

Surprise Males 3.51
Females 3.14

w

Disgust Males 2.21 3.72 5.24 3.72
Females 2.21 3.41 5.62 3.75

Note. Plea, Neut, and Unpl are Pleasant,

Neutral, and Unpleasant respectively.

AL EHDOBIRICOWT RS &, HBREOU XEROZAERAIEERECSWTERE TS
-7z (F(1, 59)=7.61, p<.01), THid. TAUAABELT AU ADALKRICHANREZLDE
WTWA EFEET AEAADHY (FQ, 27)=3.99, p<.06), MIZ ARAZEIZAERABBEICHN
EZELIVBOTOWE EFETAEALD -1 EERBEL TS (F(Q, 31)=3.52, p<.07),
IHiC, HREOU XEEXEENT T —DLEFAPRY LREOREICEVNTERTS
- 7= (F(2, 118)=4.25, 3.63 respectively; p<.05), ZDIRAIEFICOWTELIHH TS0
SEWBZT - AFETICEERZRR oW -7, L L, REZ EOFHFEEY S
7B, EERICHERT S L (Table 4 2R). BAAZKEZ 3 2ORENT TV —DL&TIZ>
WTHAABR LD AELFEET AERLH V. —H. 7 AV AATERRROEFICOWT
B7AVAABHRIVIBFEL, PFHORBECRESFETAERLBH S LK

(Figure 5, 6 &),
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& Male
Angry
O Female
2 -
1.5 F
1 1 !
Pleasant Neutral Unpleasant
Type of Facial Expression
Figure 5 Angry Ratings by Japanese Males and Females
* Male
Angry
O Female
1 - 1 J
Pleasant Neutral Unpleasant

Type of Facial Expression

Figure 6 Angry Ratings by American Males and Females
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Table 4 Mean Ratings of Expressions by Male and Female in Each Culture

Scale Nationality Gender Type of Expressions
Plea Neut Unpl M

Angry Americans Males 1.83 3.26 3.86 2.98
Females 1.68 2.43 4.35 2.82

Japanese Males 2.44 3.67 4.55 3.55

Females 2.45 3.94 4.78 3.72

Disgust  Americans Males 1.82 3.32 5.14 3.43
Females 1.71 2.38 5.60 3.23

Japanese Males 2.54 4.07 5.33 3.98

Females 2.65 4.31 5.64 4.20

Note. Plea, Neut, and Unpl are Pleasant, Neutral, and

Unpleasant respectively.

N

[CUERIOELE & 22 R])

EABEBOEH & RADULICEBAITH S &\ D EITHF (e.g., Ekman et al., 1987; Mat-
sumoto & Ekman, 1990) ¢ —B LT, COWBLBVTHT AUDEHROFERED., 52
FEINEBEEZRLLOCHEEL TSI BT o7, 2F D, ROFBEBIC OV TR
DERE LN, KOFEET, JOBFEEHTEVEFEEL TV 5,

LA LERHCHEARAET AU AACEBFEOER DR WAE SN, AHF TIE. Ekman
et al. (1987) % Matsumoto and Ekman (1989) ZI3ZRIC. HAABBRE ST A U WA
Bk s B L TRBRHEOEHREL LV EENCTEL TWB I LBGr o7, COWE
LRI E TRAERPLER LD VEMICHER LB T 5 2 LI TERVH, B - B
BA L WS BRRE S ZHBICOWTIE, COMROKRICER T AHBL VB TH S, 2
0. S LEKRABREDS. BENZESHYBHICRET S 2T 5 L0 S>HTEME D
> TWAETHE, RHEZBSPEBRICE L TCWATENEEB 2 2O £RICHT I Ltk
WEAD EHRTHRED D, £o T BRAHREL, REVPEHBORLOBENEE % X
L TWaEWEThiT, AYOBEHITEHSI IO DEWEHM TS EEZ OGN 5B,
Nakamura, Buck, and Kenny (1990) X Z O#sRaZEF T AERL B LTW5S, 2FD,
BEOEBEEHNTEILPHHIIND EELONAHE, HflahZWEE LB LT, FE
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DEEMMESFTHESI N/ D TH %,

CCETRITMREOHESIC OV TR UTER, BRI OWTHBN T2z
72678\, Matsumoto and Ekman (1989) T L5 &, BARABBREITT AU DABRE LK
BLTERORBOHE LY I VESFFEL, MEORBICOVWTUI L VRTFET HEALD
s7e TNODERIZIOMFEL—BELTWAEEZLNS L, B LA-FRRANC X 558
WKhYTidE s, ZOMOMES (F21F, Matsumoto and Ekman DOBFZETid H A A BB
ErEE, BD, B, BLADOERHOBME# I VESFEELTWDS) EOoWTEHLADIC
XEDICHREFTD C EBBETH S,

[#2£]

HEIZ OV THER LR, ZEFERBEITRORE LB LB LT, LVFERETERL,
ho, LOEEHWTHLEHELTWB LD THS, COFKED. FENBEHRE L ULREE
HIBEBI OB BV THHHBREPIEHE CTH S 2> Rosenthal, Hall, DiMatteo, Rogers,
and Archer (1979 OFEREH—B LTS (p.159),

ARRIIIEEIICOWTHREH T 57D fThbh bl Tldhwnwi, ZZ T LIOREICD
W U Ch B, AT T U —HETOMFRIC IS\ O IERE X ORIE I3 8BREOHBNIC KI5 7 +—
VAT 5—LEFBBLTWIRNI EHBEHVOT, FIBICKH L CEEN L HEE 3 A Em 558
Fhid, BENRRBICK T AEMIPE T LIk b, flzid, BRERLE TCONHEMEEE
BITHBLNTFT54 ALt EMONF T —IZBTAFIBICOWTOEMIIIEL T
b, HEWAT T —DIERIIITLEIDELS, LpL, & LAKERESTROEED
A LD BERCHET 5 L0 D P —RGZERATH A0, CThdEhbdilickd
BRENEBSHMOEE I ZM ELI®B5I L L5,

ZD2ODOHBAERKRETH &, AHROKRIL., AHOER I OWTEREBEOHRBLZRL
Twn k57, 250, ZHEBRAL BICEEN G % T 57-DICKER L LTEENEHD
HIE A ERERDO TR, BENBFHREICBRTHL-DICERTHS LELLND, FH
DFEBHII 22/ —Va VEBOWTEEPBRHLID BN TV A LR ISEEETATY
57 (eg., Hall, 1979), CHIIBRENERBICHTHLUORZRORBIZRBEL TVWHEVE
X, '

ERUAIEEENTI 2 27—V a VIERBIT AL ORI OWTE, ZORAMDITEA
EBRT AV NANEBRE NG LIZEROT—ZTHEHZ LR ER L T2 RITELE0N, K
R TIE, BRESN/IBRTHHDBAEALHICE O THEICNROEFICH L TR 2358
WT BT, HAHPFEE (Eisenberg & Lennon, 1983; Hall, 1979; Snodgrass, 1985) (3t
REDCBEHOISENII 22—V s VBT S LEOBMERT AU Akt 54t
DHEFFHNAR AR RE KB L TV A LR U TWAR, IO LRARICENTLH T
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FHLLENT, FABIOFBE & LTt ZUEOHSLOBERICIWTIZ, &P (achieve-
ment) £V $EE (nurturance) HEEINSHE VD LD4H % (Bond, 1988), FEBER
HEV AT A HECBT 2BSEGRR EEEHOTI 22— 5 v LT HB LA
KTHI LI E> TIOMBICOWTELICERERD L LRTEDESD,

BB 22— 3 VIED W TOREDHE LR D S < . BHREOLEEZH
FLTE, L, FBEOOI 22/ —Ya VBEEEET S &, UELHOXR2HET 5
CELAEETHS, AMETIE., BERAKRFZE LT AV AARFLEDOBL#EHREL LTET
THREIN/I-BROBBERICH T AEESH LR Lz, BRTZhZN 1208V L
PRHWTWEWZ & FVTYVTORERIPARFEICRONLZ L, SV /B ThIdix
BOFEDENDBD S LD Z LIRS EBRINEBETH L5, ARRICEVTUTOI &
BRWEENI, @) 7TAYDAERE & HE L THRABBREOH HMEB % X D EEFNTH
Wb, (b) ZHHEBRE BI27 AU AN BTRORECERICERZIERE L, Ihb
DORIIBEHII 2o/ — Y s VIZBWTIUER - HENERPERLREZE L TWAI L
ERBLTWA, 20D, L, BHELY SLHEOHTPIETEIBEROAMEICE W TEL T
BEND T ERBLBIOHLSHEE /I ACBITAERYRLTWADRE L Lb, Xk
ML I AERBHEMEB L VORI ULBEALOOMTHI EBAEEL LS, SH I LICHARK
R ETRT. CHODEICOWTIBER L TW S LERD S,

HEF
COPRO—HIL, P4 FEXDERFMRE GREFS04851022), (FREH 04236110 : REFE -
HFINERT) OBREZT I,
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Cross-Cultural Differences in Emotion Judgments by
American and Japanese College Students

Makoto NAKAMURA

Most cross-cultural studies of the communication of emotion have emphasized the cultural
universality of facial expressions. For practical purposes, however, the examination of cross-cultural
differences is also important.

Using quantitative measures and scale ratings, we compared the judgments of emotion based
upon videotaped spontaneous expressive behavior between American and Japanese, and male and
female college students.

When rating all expressive behaviors, it was found that Japanese subjects tended to rate
negative emotion scales (sad, angry, afraid, and disgust) to be more negative than did Americans,
and that female subjects (especially American females) tended to rate unpleasant expressive
behavior to be more negative than did males.

The cultural difference in expression ratings may reflect the differences in the display rules of
the two cultures and the gender difference may reflect the relative social status between male and

female, in that social subordinates are more sensitive to negative emotional states.



