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ZOYTIEBEVIIMHE O L HITEEZ N
J, 3AMFEHCHS O L ERET S L
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REEHOMER, A, WA H, AL &,
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LG 2RET 20N EE525LE25
b,

DX B EIFVT LMD, T2
A —varv TaErF—¥a i (Com-
munication Accommodation Theory @ BA'F
CAT kigs) Th b,

AFTIX, Giles & Ogay (2007) % &%
WZL7%H5 CAT OBMEZMAAML (27 v 3
¥2~6), HALHFIIBTHIGHIZOW
TEHET 5o

2. CAT OEAXEIE

C OHEOIENGE, NEEHEIIBT LSk
N Z LT AE—F - TIEF—V 3
v ¥ (Speech Accommodation Theory :
LUF SAT &W&9) 12H 5 (Giles, 1973) 0 4
W, N4 AN 2 B OFEHE OXE
(Giles, Taylor, & Bourhis, 1973) %, i
SHETHIRTORL S 2#FDE&F (Coupland,
1984) 7 EDSHULI R ITZE DR G T > 720
Giles, Mulac, Bradac, & Johnson (1987) @
AT, SAT %5 CAT ~ & IW# % 5
WICEEL, [ACER] 5 wid THIS#E
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) B TH B 2%, Giles & Ogay (2007) T
i, MAADII 2= -3 Y ITH#EA
B85 LT, F L DA ZEOT
ROEETZVTEIE] LERIN TV,
Giles & Ogay (2007) i&, CAT @ H£ A5
HELTUTDO 42T T3,
(1) a3a=r—varvid, ZoBoRnR
SIE O H OS2 TR, HE
TER SO AF N7 AL SBERI IR (socio-
historical context) \ZX > TdEEIN 5,
KFFEEF2 N7 V7 (BERHE) oA
OHFIZIIHEEZ RS AD WS, TOHS
WCHEHEMD > T nit o A 4 [FH+o
EFEZIICBVWTH, ) Vo HEED
WENHNLWRREND 5, Fx 13k &
HIZE L TW5b, 2 H5EDOHEWEIZEWT,
% HOEMOFF OISR CIRDS, 2&H
OMEAEH (K55 WHEHT52DTH5, fF
12, AL - RIRIICHTE ¢ 2 £ R L 5
Ba o2 BB E G 2B, TRES
oS4 ) 7 4] (Giles & Johnson,

L(fh)  BaT 5

1987) MMl E b, ThiE, BFERLEIED
KK, SHEOBHOES L Vo 7z [HIfL
(status) ], A, A=, P & vo
72 TAE#RN (demography) |, HEWLE %
HE B R BB X 2RI L EHETED
(BESRED) ik Vo7 [HIEMSE (n-
stitutional support) ] ® 3 DDERIZ X 5T
WEshs M1, BN L 557+
RO BNIIENII T ODT, ZOHENIE
T 5 HIFMTICH LTHSOMEANEZ RS
LM THFEEII 2 A —arkehR
FLL DI ERTFHEENS,

(2) a3Iazr—Tavix, WirbrHEERE
ZREE IOV TOREHEH L W) TR
BEHROKM] 725 THh{, TAaEF—Ya v
ZELTT) MEAW - W74 7074
T A DO OMFEEA TS, BHEIIHE
F72REICB VT, b LRI & o754
A7z IR A Ll L CRE T 2 1,
MUBAEWITA T 74714 #EFL, fit
FZANTE—=ILLTWBZ LI D,

INAR) T4

A/l\.

Hh {5z AO#Et=E HIEMXIE
(stIcus) (demography) (institutional support)
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HELHPIIBIIAaIar—Yay - TIAEF—Y g YHBROGH

(3) MEMEHTLIHERIRERLANVOT IE
F—=a IOV TOff 2o Twb, &
NoHOWRRE, JE<CITEES TV BHAN -
R, SHERIA =122 AT
VA Z A ThIE B >TWE, TIAETF—T 3
O, BEBEPOHWITL 5T, HESE
FORRFBEABEBL S P E S5,

(1) MHEEHT 281, FHBIUOKHOH
STV =TI L CHEOREEZRT /20
WZHED I 2= — 3 VI~ K (con-
vergence) 7*4) Ik (divergence) — 7% H v
5o TOHMIZOVWTIERDEZ ¥ a v T
W79,

3. Z7AETF—a>DAHE

CAT TiZ, b Ciaf#) toa3ia=
r—a vk L hmE LT, [PUKR]
&[] B X O [HEFF (maintenance) ] % 2%
FCTwb, BHEORNREEZEZ CTAHDL L, ik
7 A ARGE RN e SN E, #AlioRg
LHICEDET, BFFA LB TFRAFENA
SO LTS L) e, TR
L7zl ashsd, PURER, BABEHZD
SN RV -1, TRV M),
NI FEE Kk, BEEORY), ESIENE
W (EEAR, BB Lo T8 %, Wi
OIFB LML 2D DI 5 X H BT 5
L ER|YT. W, FIZIEHSOIWIITON
TOMHROYE, BHAHFOHE L &b 2T
AL CMEfAE I ZES L LT, KERg o
LFFEDEE TR &9 8613 [
L7z R shb, olgeid, HOoLED
SEn - SR ERE MM T L L E2R/T
LRSI EPT VDA [HER] 1, mEMEE
BT DI TIERL, HEOHSDAS A
Ve tDFEFROFE LT 2L LA TH S,

Z ZTCAT (SAT) oEEMMIEE LT
I AT b7z Giles et al. (1973) O
ERNT 5o TOWTRIZ, FEREICBIT BN

WEWHIEZH MBI LTHHEEDR
5DT, LLFHELIHNT S, ZOWTIE,
B o 72550 % v 5 RIEER oM EEH
WEI) LiFTnwd, EFEL 7TV AGED
WAYYHNDAFY)ZA%HFF AN (EC)
DEBRBMEL, 79 ARAF I N (FC)
PEOEFZ LR L7257 — 7 OMEIY
#L7 B, BFT—7ERELENS, L
FOFCHINL ) U HANTHBHIE, HEF
ERBEAGTBEINL N IV THEI LR
FHLFOFCHHI-TWABHI L, GFEans
LA, FCOEKIMISERNLAFHELET
HHIEDN, BRENTWD, FC G D
BRI L2558, (G Cld g vwikdE]
(i 7e3ed]) [79 v AL KBRS
[75 VRG] ANy —VHY, FiHEFE
FCASECIZH L TIE~NDE N Z Lz R’
BT ENTE D, ECIEFCIC X 2R
BEO7—7#EN1%I12, £OFCIZHLT
S EMET Al % 7 — TR E AL,
COBECHFCIZHLTEDL ) REFET
FED T B RRE E N EORE, FC
O [FiWGTlERVWIERE] OOk ZEEW-%T
i, EClE7 9 YAz HWA (0% D IUK
T5) BENE,Po. T2, 75V AFEN
I ELFER LV L Z2HD D, EiEERHETH
EEELTENZRT & Vo 2230,
[ zdsE] = RG] &Foddks—7
BN BRICE ol [7 T 0 AGE] &t
TRINH, AR E bIFEAERSNT,
ECIRFEFHEEH VLI EN S oz 2D
ICEELFEPPOR AR L72A, MEFLB
BLELTHERZRT 2O EZ LT,
SIEIZDOWTRLHFED IS,
Bourhis & Giles (1977) b O dHh %, 1=
W R EFELETHEED, v — IV AikE
BENRICAEEIT-o 2L &1L, bE L,
v = VA% [TERED R, FBE LoD
HHEE] EEB L, TV
72bid, HEEOESIHGHbORKT A
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TYTATAREDPTHDOTHL LKL, W
W2, J2—NVAX Ty E@WDIZD,
Y= VAFEOHERNELH LY L,

& AT E MEIZIE, WL DhDr87 —
VBB, TTE—IZ, [EJ (upward) »
T (downward) 7] E\WHEWTH 5
(Giles & Powesland, 1975), [_E J5 I %]
1, FRBEEOAL 52T —OKHIZZT
FRELEIIET LI RYETH 5,
[FHICE] 1%, B0 0muEMEEITH
LTHLARTVWEEBEWTHL»TS L
LGB Th D, [ LA 1, BHEE TR
WHIZH LT, ROTHEODH LT 72
THid LI REGETH D, —T, [FIhmk]
X, HY DR ODEIROEH % i3
X BGEICAONN S,

[H—1 (uni) 2»ZWH (mult) 7] 2
DWW T, Bilous & Krauss (1988) DAf%e
T, ZHEEBECH LW 20Kk B
AR E D ARDOFEE) [TV TIORAR S
M7z, FRIZ [RWI] 20w T
Roniz, 2oLHITHFICICED 5 Wids
3 %1272 ) H—KICTIT ) DML HER
TLTIT) DDDENHEZ BN D,

[T D] 12DV Tid, Street
(1982) 12k % &, BIZIXEHH0FEDHE T
FEREE S, W100EO R S THETHF L
T BIC, MHFICE D TR L1007E /5 D
A¥— FCaieiE T&mm] Z2I0RE vz X
Yo T5RE/ DAY — F TRl #8551
BINREEZEZ DI ENTEL, Thidd oK
TIZDOWTEDREMFIIEDLELNITOV
TERTHELDENVWZLEAL 9,

%®1 7ada¥F—->3>

L(fh)  BaT 5

[%F ¥+ Y (symmetrical) 2 JE X B 1
(asymmetrical) 2] 22>V Tix, &5 %
119 275, MHEICTaE®EF—Y a3 v #4719
», —HOBRREFRT AET -2 a V&)
POV TEH LTWw5b, White (1989) @
WIgETix, HARANET XU H ADOKFESEIC
BT, HRAIZ, #HFCISTEDDHW
DHEZHDOEV) AT A NVEMFELA, 7
A ANTHERAMFEOYE, ARADEG
AT ANICEDELRL HNIOL AR T L
WATORZR L7 SOBEIE, FEtfriy s
F—rEwnz k9,

[F B (subjective) "&FE M (objec-
tive) 2] oW, PO & 5k % A A
bELERIDIIICA4DDNY — L THE
5 (Giles & Coupland, 1991), T #i &
BEBEORESICHTAIIOTHY, FHlME
X, BN RSEOMG 7 & TRE %
LDOTH5DH, BN (1999) 12k BE, K1
O AT DHEMIEY (KA, Rk BET,
FUSiEEMHB) £ 55, wbWwd [bhtb
N BEERLRAAERSME LEZ N5,
DIFMT L 1ZBDH Y 72K vy (LEEAYIZEYY)
EREERFS> TVWDHETH B, Lok
X, HEMEDLRVWEELEHZ TS, Cld
DHECIZPR LT A%, Silild/ g nNg
GIRETH L, PLIGNWIKGEE) LTH,
FNENDRHGOWBOZIHETL X5 L
VB BILLIEMICEHENTH A5, HL
BB L TBHETH L. AN/ IGH)
Ly, RO ALEINZT T TR =TV
OHFTH)EFLHFERT AH72DEVI) DA, ZD
BlERb72595,
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4, PAET— 3> DENHE

PORo@FE L LT, OHIWAR, @a3a
== a roRFEEEDL, OMTFLHH,
&9 HOB L OHERA 2 — Do, @Ik
W HK % EngiFons (Giles et al.,
1987) 0 fLEMARR L, D5 DKRRE
BAFL720wE WK TH B, 2T
Byrne (1971) OFML - A EERA B b - T
%o NFFPLMMEIBIIZELE, 20
FHIHAWHMZ D 72519 5, LEOSHE
AZANNERKTHIET, TIaf—
TavOREREEDDLIENTE b, MHIC
3 AT RN % i, R, S 2R L,
ARG E KD, HEBEREZED L LA
FECE 5. 72721, PURPEICHMAE L 725
FTEERS RV, BHEOWE T, FAEIHM
WCHFZ2EHELZETFOYTII—EDH
A5 ERTEXDD LD, $4
BEHSORENTA TV T4 714 #8HkL,
faoFAE (NER) »oEYVFLESN
AL LNGBV, F20AI 22— a v
DREEFHD D EV) DL, KihEFNPYR
FTLTBHILETHbB, BlZIX, h3nTED
RBEF LTI, HEICEDESL LD
WCHIRTW S D EFLWEETHT LI &
UBEThb, HEIOMHFLGPBLEI HEE
L UHEA A=V DR E W) BBk, T
EEDbLREBLIET, 2=y FELTO—RE
WL, 2=y P LTOTAT Y T4 T4
R L LD ETHIETHDH, ZLT, K
DAY 2 IR 2 S DI, B 21X, RFEE A
BRI T AR CHEICEHE L2 6bES
D, ZAOBENED 5 W IdBEIOBREIC L 5
TEMLERDbDNS,

Sl OB, WEEE & OER L MRS
HZEIZHAo T ZIZ1F Tajfel & Turner
(1986) DALEWIT A T T 4 7 1 BEad'H
boTL b, AAREWD XD IZEHB O
NRCERT LZMETH S, ERMMHEIERT

i, BEANIREWAT T —D X N=L
LCTHY bbb, MAMMEERTIE, A
=V F )71 O AEZCICTI 2=
r— L, RIESCHRIRAEZ IR
N, 72724 L oG, 7 b LM
HARHOHIZW S, Bide, 2fii, 3 L33,
HBEHIZ, BbBEDL ) RERIELT
WHEDPEELCELTVS, HIEICE ) ibE e
DFEFAHK SN, NERDOTF4 FEEKL,
OWTCTIIHBELZEDLZ LIZb A, T2
HIZZ L DHEMERIE L TVWEDT, %
MW RAEEZNTA Ty T4 714 28 22 LI
%Y, FND, WAWALRMESEH O TH
BALT 5Lk b, BHOBITIE, #Hil&
g, HANET XY AN, Beil, ERE
EXEHEREN T T —HRIEL TV 5B,
SR F 72, Z T TORERBE 2 BT
LB ENL L DB, 7TV AGE
B, BEMONIZT T U ATEOHEERD
TELZ LT, HEICHSIRL 2 SEED
ANETHLI 2LV L) LT 5, 2D
OWEEL LT, SEIIHTICE DR o
2= —TareoELLIBMENIT L,
BHOBI T, b LAFEITRE TRIF SIS
LTWwWib, HEIOHET, Lh%D
HWIHEOHLATANNEEZ LT
A5THHI.

5. 7aAEF—2 a3 O

% O, VORT 256513003 5558
L0 2T FICHENIIHMEENG, 7TIE
7= a yOFHiiE, ZTFEPPEOE %
EDXIIZZIFWMANICEVRESND,
FFRIF, OMFoOFERD, OHFOE IO
BE, OVWWEDEEE Vo - ERNEEERT 5
(Simard, Taylor, & Giles, 1976). [ #E
DRGL-HDVPRETHEEIL, HTFOFHE
et acihveariug, PTOERLRLT
D HEMFMICIE 2 DI v F TR



2 W

W¥a v 7 EZIFWYEL TW 5D & IO
% LZ} CTHREMITIZZITIS N v,
JFEOHRIZE, —EO#EY LT IET—
V3 /f\O)ﬁH F3H B Xuhid B 2 HITHUE
DI D o 12856, KA OF ITHIALO
HIZWOET 2 2 L pWIfE S5, BEH O
T, FHRIEENFE TR, 5725 o720
T, EMAGELZ ERYRERELFEHETTH
59 (EHFPOR) . SIZHMiIZEAITHL,
MFENCERRSETHELEI LTI LA
v (FHPOR) o WIFFICES L 2P0
Rl 2 2 BT REE R RO B A%, FEO R
FHPRIH LT, #hiig, ARES L2105
DTIEHRL, LX) EEAR TV EZ
TIAUREEED 72 {3, MICHMOT A
L, ZEPSEBIIAT2E6bE T2

DTREEZITWOENEHH L, BRI

H (over convergence) &, i # K %
T LtbdHb, Giles & Smith (1979) DHf%E
T, FHE, BEEORE, BEANREL VI 3
WRIIOWT, TNENGEAEDPPORT 50 L
BUhrBIEL7z WEICBIT A0S v
K2, FEERCHEOERKEZNOLT 5 L kA~
DIFEIIE T o 7285, NEIZBIT2HELID
HEEIZ, BEHLHEEDMEEDIOET S L
HERET S Lh ol BEOERTHEFC
PR 22 LITBRETHY, FHEOMY AD
TR RWHEZITS N RELD 5. B
DFE LT, EEHEIIHLT, 4203 E
RIS, o<, PRI, mpAVEET
LTI ENDH L, THEEME ST
LPWHTH 2%, HiE ST H5AT V45
A FIHED CHFIUOR & v 2 5 (Edwards
& Noller,1993) S D X 9 % LI
L, BWENRDDOERDLIES,
FIEASHEMICFHISNL 2 L H D,
NEaza=r—2a YOMFELLOFGE
WI LN, FOII2=F—Ta vEHLE
LTwW2 A25 0 TH %, Tong, Hong,
Lee, & Chiu (1999) & X % &, W E~G#

L(fh)  BaT 5

EEND VEMOFECTIibhWRAET, &
BICHWIRIE RO Ao Bk, PEARLIC
JHEERLFEON DL LY b, FEpEREA
TSI 2 NERD A VN — 2 GF R
WZEFAT LT 7z,

6. CAT DiEH

CAT O AIE, HEFEORZLZ 28 MO
FERGA T A WO LR AU T2b D (Giles
et al.,19837% &) TH 575, I I 2 =7 —
Ta v RS MEEHO— BN R ET VAL
PRI N T 5, LR, HACH, PRI &
Wo R LERBOII == g U
DB EINT W5,

(1) BxftMazz=4,r—vav

Byftias o= —va i, FEED
LOMEBNT ATV T4 74 BHREESE
5o HRATHNIZ, HAAN (2w NER)
TATVTATAZBE LSS, SHEA
WER) ta3az=r—varzdsrlt
2% %, Bl z21X, Ross & Shortreed (1990)
iE, BRIZBWT, HRNICHARZETE L2
7z (0FDPCRL) AAEAE, ZoHAE
AP LIEFECTZITEZ 2SN E W), [k
PR L Z 2 RWELTnw5, 21 T4
TTHRWADPHAGSELZFE T &I1E, HRALE
LCOTATF YT AT 4 280 TITEEZT
WoHNB, 20720, HRMNMINER L E
HoOBERZHMEICT L2012, HEiEICX L%
&z % L7200 b LNy, Bourhis (1984)
OWfgelx, #FFOEY NI = (22T
BRZEHIET T v ABERMHT A, HiED
%&é)f%hénfméo77/x£%%

W EOWBITAL, HEFENT T Y AFET

72#1&7’_0 T 5L, FFEFHEDI0%IE, 7
T UATETH LSRN TY, EFETZITE
REe Ll (79 VAETZIER D050
FNDH-ThH)o HIZ, 75 ¥ AFEGEIE
3%, FEFEEFEITHFIIHLTTI T VA
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ER bR ol ZOZENSEY M) F—
VT, SEREZEERE L 35 DRIRERMIZ,
77 ¥ AEEET ZRIRERIOTIZB VT,
I EVHALEHET 2o T (BEFITH
) TERREIELTVDBIEDI DAL
5o

STCAT I ElEATa X 23
T5HmE L TCEHEFOITHTHYONE Z
EbH b, BLERBRMORMIL, HTLD
FEBROEEI BB IV, ©LAE
Ho7aEr—Ya v OfEE LTHRRS
Z & N T & % (Kraemer, Olshtain, &
Badier, 1994) . MEMOSFHEEFEHETH I L
i, POREAMT 52N TE L, HHEN
», MEFEOFNETHS7-HHFOED B
53324 —3 9 gl ZIFENIL,
Wolx, BEFEOHESLEREE L COF
MICREC Gy, 2<ERLEVPDOELS
MTHHI)o TOEHLLTHEFIHERED
KL 2 2H, WHEMD»SIZEI L7250k
(BBHVITHER) LZUTWMENE7E59,
(2) Mz I2=Fr—2av
FHEEmE L Vo IR EOT I 22—
va v TR, TO2HMTRER S 72AMEBIR
B, SHI—FPEEL TS, ENEH
FHIdd F ) IR L7 (Kemper, Vandeputte,
Rice, Cheung, & Guberchuk, 1995) #%, #
FXENTEBRE 2R %2 /R3 (Williams &
Giles, 1996) . ##1x, MITFOEANDEE L
PRCRZ EBMEGR LIZ, HiiiiEz EO,
R T, o Y LAR—-ZTHHL, K
P THEILEFERZIVEETHL, EA
AOMPIPERIE [FL2FE3E (patronizing
speech) | &I 5 (Harwood & Giles,
1996), Zid b ASE (baby talk) ]
TENIHELPTZ LI R bDTHE, 2D
X9 RATENE, BACHTEATT 4 TR A
TLAIAT (5L, BHOzW, woL
D, %L T) ITESTWT W B (Williams
& Giles,1996) s Z D X 9 ZEF L AL, Bk

IR B HERR DD ME SR, £ D%
FFIE, BR—MITELAREE LTS,
CAT O#E» S, MRADORLZLHIHIZE -
TOBERPORZBFE T 5 Lid, W D@
InE#HZ B ETRICVDTHA I,
(3) BHMII2=r—yav

B EZHETIE, AEE) LrREEH L
MeVoZRHTIAI 2=y — a YT
R h, D DVMHFOMINEDLETII2
—h—vay - AFZANVERELTVWE LN
9 Z & THb, Hannah & Murachver(1999)
I2kBE, AN, BFZOWHNX ) QHFOMN
ACHEDLECEH LI EZMET LI L 2N
LTwb, b, Bkekthots 71z,
RN (R ZEE1IFRER (B
HFE) Baix SEC, 7TaEF—Ya v
BT MR B & ORI EE DB % #Et L
oo WL OEBRZMBETIIR LY 2
WA L CRZ DTN - 7225, Y7 50k
PORBEL DIZ, 7 FOWNNEEAS A
VOFIZRE LS EEEZIT Tz,

uxr7 4y 7 RIRNTE, BERNY —
UHELHEZ LD D, B, ¥y (F
) ZRLTAHZET, BEHNREERAT
5T EhdHbH (Hogg 1985). LML, A&
FoOPTHIETRES LI ZMMATAL
& 23H 5 (Montepare & Vega, 1988),
g, HEIZHE L TWAE L HIZH RZ 575,
KO ERLZ LB TE, LI RPOR
BKICESCDOTHY, HEm (M) 7
E— W ELTHRT 22 TE L),

7. #LOHEZICH T D CAT DIGH

ETCATIZOWTIEZ LT & 7248, £k
KRUHZEOHR T OHGIET 2 AT
LB RWE)ITHb, HRIZBWT
CAT % AR L TV 24k 230 52 B 58 ) SCHR
&, B (2006), WA - Kbl (2009), Kl
(2006) HETLKATH S, HALHET
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&, W2 SMEMERHEHORHIZO W TR
AR EINTE 2, HEMEHOMT-LDOBT
TIar—a VATEIEEL, ST —
PEUL LT SR FEFRBEME VS (K
357,1999) o WA - Bl (2009) 12X A5F LD
T, MBS, FM# (synchrony),
T bbb A4 YAV (entrainment), —%
(congruence), I 95— ~% (mirroring),
#8444 (posture sharing), I (mim-
icry, imitation), 1% # (coordination), ¥4
# (symmetry) EWo R JHEETEBENT
&ML TWwb, CAT ®YUH (conver-
gence) bENLDO—FHLEEZEZ bNL, Kig
DERINZIBR72 X 912, CAT 1E:401E SAT
EWVIHFRFHFICBITLHAFARRICEH LD D
ThHolz. TD%k, FFEUHNDII 2 =7 —
Vg VATEIERANOIIED % SNi2blFTh
505, FOWRHCTHEORMHLHT HE
e & WA - MEEIZOWTOFIILD
FNHENTVRV, ZORIZOVWTI}, &
%, HEMESOBEHE LT LENH L
590

F 224 A DEE TIRACE RS 5 W IXEIR
BECHT 278 S HIThILTWw5, HT
BRI, MBI THMESNLNGZ
hE - VT L BEBETH S (Leary &
Kowalski, 1990 ; Schlenker, 1980), Fll £ %
avhE—=LT5H7201E, [MYAY] THE
Bl [ 2 EMc 2 PSR 5
(Jones & Pittman, 1982), HCEROBHE
I3 Leary & Kowalski (1990) 12X % &, #k
KN - BN OMR, HELOMER:, T
ATFTYTAT A DIELDD B, ZhiE CAT
D) HWEREN O OB NEIE L B 5 pmas
Lo ZOOROHETIE, ZoOMOfT
) (CATTWwW) EZADIE) #iffgee L
THH ey, HCERZHEGRIERICL TR
MBI Ll nz i), CATIZHC
EROMEZFRY AATYSYS, HOERE
OB - HESIZOWTOEREL, 5% L

L(fh)  BaT 5

TV LERHLTHH ),

S OHEIIBIT A CATOIHZE 25
Yitr, b o &b BAED B IS Tajfel
& Turner (1986) OHEWMTA TV T4 T4
HE@Thsr9. ZOMmTIE, MAIEEL
RHEFET 72010, HEWMTAT YT 4 T4
DR THHNER EIMER & 2 XT3 &
LTwb, CATIZZ 2 b RIEW - 0Ly
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[Abstract]

An Application of Communication Accommodation Theory
for Social Psychological Research

Yoshimasa KURIBAYASHI

This paper introduces an outline of the Communication Accommodation Theory (CAT)
and discusses its application to social psychological research. Giles (1973) developed CAT
to explain the adjustment of an individual's way of communication in interlocution. Conver-
gence is the concept that individuals change their speech (or behavior) pattern in order
to be similar to their interlocutor. Divergence occurs when individuals emphasize the differ-
ence between their interlocutor and themselves. In this paper, the principles of CAT, the
strategy of accommodation, motives, evaluation and an application of CAT are introduced.
Finally, it is concluded that future research of CAT is necessary in regards to the social

psychological topic-synchrony tendency, self-presentation and social identity.

Key words : Communication Accommodation Theory (CAT), Synchrony Tendency,

Self-presentation, Social Identity






