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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

1 He 3% i At 55 R o0 A B 5 [ i) 22 AL S i

Je 1 2 3 > « 4
RER , L5, ZRBRE, R
(1. IR K260 5 25055, AP 410081 2. WP TP M5, WiTE 410004
3. BRSEIRA I, AR 427000;4. WPV A F A ALE28 12 410081)

B EAMAERTARREARERARAFIARAINALERRA Y, AXHASEBRE
R, ARRBERE AR BA LK, ARABRATES R BA LR A2RER BRFLE
BERNBESRT  AAZEEAREE R EARATN LU EREFUHE LRARE, LR
9, B REABAEERATAGELINBLERRA Y, LA A RAENERAN 5 REERANGAY,

KR B RARE BN e AR T SR

HE 5y 25 :B848 CHKERIRAG A
1 3|8§

ARRE SARRGIHXR - E S0
ZEMRIE T (e. g. ,Baruh & Cemalcilar, 2015 ; Collins
& Miller,1994 ; Lin & Utz,2017 ; Sheldon,2009), H
REBRMEFAXHCHELERBIRANLRE
( Wheeless & Grotz,1976) ,i& 241 H R BHE L v
TEE WA 5] 71 (e. g, Kashian, Jang, & Shin,
2017 ;Mikulincer & Nachshon, 1991 ; Tal - Or & Her-
shman - Shitrit,2014 ; Tsay — Vogel & Oliver,2014)
X ERRBPRRE WK E BN AREBEANTH
M (FEf5 B RIEEMIEZ A EN) (e. g , Bazaro-
va, 2012 ; Gibson, Harari, & Marr, 2018 ; Levontin &
Yomtov,2017) , LA K #:4 H TR B MR E (F815 B
HIE B EFTEE) (e. g. ,Kleinke & Kahn,2010;
Lin & Utz,2017;Utz,2015) , SRMBLEEY, HF
REENERN TSN RGN, — e 3T iR
PILIERE DT EWELX B REBRWIR 2R,
HEOIR S e IR B B SR B XS B AL AR
AR TR, T H 5 R AAE S M B IR B XS R
RETIHR B EEA BN (Saver,2015) , IBFH
WHFEtE il 2% BE (likability ) 22 A BRI 51 _E 193500
JEBE 1 ( competence ) ) P 4% ( Singh & Tor, 2008 ),
XAUT-ULH, BB SR EESh , H R RBAEIEH 5
AP BE T T BB X A BRI 5 A A S5 BT, A
A28 TST 5 Rk

MMM R B R, S (warmth)) 5 8
71 ( competence ) R AT Al fth A B B8 S5 SR B
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4t BF ( Cuddy, Fiske, & Glick, 2008; Judd, Jame-
shawkins , Yzerbyt, & Kashima,2005) , JH.#, g 2
TR A R B R, S R B RS R
BB A28 XA S5 BUR B B BB ) BB, RS
FRE . B BOR & 4 T ( Fiske, Cuddy, Glick, & Xu,
2002) . KREWFSERIE T 41 &\ FIW0 4 B A8 58 1
(Bfd, R, 2011 ; ik, LB, IRF5 5, RE
¥%,2015; Cuddy et al. ,2009; Fiske, Cuddy, & Glick,
2007) . FEHREA LSNP BB/ AXFR
P, B R BA AR N T 5 3 R AL E ,
W E#R 2 NP DL 5E %00 ( Abele & Bruckmuller,
2011 ;Fiske et al. ,2007) . AU HEMN, 2 4th AT B
TRBH, EFERQ SNBSS RIGEENZS
FIEMEEFRSNTE, BB RETREARE
FOLAEBON , AT 5 BE T MR BYCRAFEZE R
e ¢ A R EEXT ARG Wi, J5 3 1
T TR WERE R, DR — R A
PRl 5| ¥ hy B8 — 5 49 Kl & (e. g. , Baruh, 2015;
Rains, Brunner, & Oman,2014) , XA e = T —
FH RSP C R . S5PR I, Mccroskey I Mccain
(1974) J1 & BN IR 5| & 3% (Interpersonal Attrac-
tion Scales,IAS) O ARG FE R — =405
M (EIESM G AW 55 RE)) RS
B M (e. g. , Heston & Bimbholtz,2017 ; Lee &
Gudykunst, 2001 ; Sheldon, 2009 ) . H H &1k 5]
RAGTEANE T S5 Z N AW EBRE, 25 R51 0
RS HZIMER N ZIERE, R Fh4H
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S A EEVERE ANBRIR G|, AR B RIF R MR
AU ETR U A S4B W IR 5 R B 2 BE S
BETAE , NAT TP TEAR R R Hh B A = A&, T
TETARAES b S dT s 6B 0 38 (o5 ,2015) . 38
AR R, TE LRGSR SR E AT M 2
REE ALIBRE )1 BAT h BE 2 5 & BEA ( Oleszk-
iewicz & Lachowicztabaczek ,2016) , FRATTHEM, 40 3R
EYNUNIEIE I wagi el SRS TR 8 GIP: 37 ol iy
TG, ARERBRIF A eSS WG K,
ARREEISIMEFRTIHWE R,

IeAh, BRF BT AT 5 681 BB R 7T B2 2]
REEMEAN M, Rudman (1998 ) — T £ % i
H Y B AR RIS BCR B ST Te b, ot A E B
HEREHIT A (N EACTWEES) R T HE R WG
JIVEY ABAEAL SR T RIS I T BEME E 20782 45K 5
FHmAENERT A (BREE BRI L) W
A T B SR BE ) SR T RETEEAL o Kleinke Al
Kahn(2010) %3, 455 th R g 7+ £ R ( S RE 1M
K)MNE, ML RBEXR T EERANE, MTr
W5 B E R B, 4 FAER R AR E S EUR
HERBREIE LN, BES LT RE AR
W RESA A,

2 E AR RIS S ERHA g R
REENERIERT, LIS H A X ARG FTEAR
Al [F, 8 TR HPHRERR S E
R, TN BRI 5 B g it g 5515 5]
RHATVAL, I REBEEENNMAFTE, KATME
AR (1) HERERBHRE S ARG K
M EER, ARRBRIBEN LS E T 0
RBERTARRER T, BRREFE LS R
IR me B E KT HREBHIT; (2) BRKRE
PAE 5 8B XT ABRIR 51 HY 22 A 2 2 B3R i &
PRI o AR X SE MR BT, AT RE IR A
—FX B RKE 5 ARG KRR A LR, &)
MR A ERNHE R
2 SEIf1
2.1 Fi&

2.1.1 #id 5wt

HERFEERIA 61 A, B1E29 A, £tk 32 A,
FHIFER 19,11 £1.98 %, LR 2(KBENE
PR PUB/BE ) x 2 (GREEN AN : IETE /A TH )
IR N BT . AR B s SE g b Rk (R 8
HALSRG SHES RG] LR

2.1.2 IRt TR

PIE SR B AR B BHO 1R 3 = 25847,
#H—H#, 5% Dalto, Ajzen Fl Kaplan(1979) , F F2¢
TARIREE , M 30 2 K24 b ESE § K FR )
T, ARG 230 M A RREBEH T HRIBRM. &
¥, 2% Wheeless fll Grotz(1976) 5 Tsay — Vogel
Fi Oliver(2014) , 385 177 Z RFEH (B4 82 4, &
A 95 4, RIS 21,17 + 1.34 2) , BEPL 73 L
H,Hp—HU T SRR A F 8, 55—
HFEEWERX T HERRENRE, I Coby
(1972) AALUAR AR FIMR B R BB IR B, ZE P SR 5%
T, BREE AP IR A5 , B LA E
Hp 85 TR BE IE TR (MR R ) ¥ 30 (Bt M =5. 97
+0.05) , A5 IR B 10 T 20U B9 3R 88 A1) 7 30 > (3L
Mt M =227 £0.05), 5 =4, & I Abele HI
Bruckmiiller(2011) ,3E 112 4 k¥4 (B 47 4,4
65 £, V4 20. 85 £1.22 % ) 43 Wi4AXf 60 &) B
TR B T AT RE SRS MIFE . —HIFE
X RS RREE, O — R e T R
KA AV, A -3 B +3, H, -3 ARFEF
IG,0 RFAHK, +3 RFREF . LT ek
Bzt Fri PUE VBT 4 Eis
4r(M =1.28,8D =0.36) %5 TRk “ 681" &) F
(M=0.84,8D =0.41) , FFiL“ g 1" M F1E“BEL)”
HERE F 15 (M =1.58,5D =0.47) W& TArik
“HURE” A (M=.89,SD =0.45) ,t(31) =15.57,p
<0.001, [F]F, Fra “ P 4] FAE“ VB 4 |
M3 (M =1.28,8D =0.36) & TR A 4] 778
“HUE” FHSERME,(15) =10.44;p <0.001; fif ik
“HEJIT A TFIECBRD) R E 1850 (M = 1.58,8D
=04 ER/THAEMFE RN ErT-H1E,
(15) =10.90,p <0. 001 ; “IF " m)F-F01“ B8 3 " A1) T
TERM AR L 25, H 58U Z %A 2 2R
JJ (Levene: p > 0.232; F (3,28) =333.09,p <
0.001) . FF&RMAR G 4R 16 55, 68
J7 TR AR T 16 2%, L3RR 32 M AR
MR, IERRA &, 7T LU E S B B 7 19 < 4
15" BRERT 5“6 B REBRME, A
TEAAABAL I, 30 He B2 28 00 B A (3R 88 11 T A
15) s RABF— ] LB & GRERIEHRE S ) s XA
A R (REFE M) s RMFA L (RE
TTERES) o

H A& & T B ¥ A Mccroskey fi Mcecain
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(1974) I R ARG B L (TAS) it 25| 5
EHRTIWNrER, RERPIUREKRRC RS
BAFMEROUE GREDG, R, RER, B35,
2020) ,7EATF5T 4 Cronbach’s o REUN 0.835, A&
PR T HEa (1 AZ2ARE.T Wies
4) . HH2.3.4.6.9.10 B4, A &R
S EBVEN N R ME AW EE . 7
AL () T LA R B B2 5 42 45 51 il A
Xl 7E R LAEMBE B E o
2.2 SBRAR

RADMER AT, — K 6 ~ 10 Z Bk, B
RAETE & P (A BB 38 e P 28 B 4230 A S 56 U, 48
JEHERBRAEERIE, A TiLARKRENEHN
RATREESE, 16 1B R SE Tl R g — IR ) 4% K
T, KTl — MR T R 1IE T A ETH R
BT E HE W 8 M RHT HRANE, Tk
RIE SRR TN B RN R X HHAFTEISR
WA . @FaFRIT 2, DU LL B % 4% ] 52
RER . AT HREM RS ARG
WEN— M, ik R AN Mg TS
AREFATRI, BIE RS Ak F a5 RREH
BRI, RiEE RS BRI B B KRR
MBI 2T IE T FEYLALHL
2.3 ZBER

AL S5 T AR B AL 5] 555 55
VRS R AR 1,

F1 AEFRWEHE THARKSISE(M +SD)

%5 N

MIF 29.46£4.69 27.46£4.51 61
feS 27.31 £4.40 29.84+4.45 61
I 16.30 +5.73 18.67 £5.57 61
feS 23.34£3.60 17.67£3.84 61

S A R B YRS RS R AR &, 17 2
(RENAEME IR/ 88T)) x2(RBARRM: IE
/) EEME T =0, &R ER, HHRKRE
WA SREI B ER N BE,F(1,60) =
20.18,p < 0.001,7, =0.25; T4 W 51 1) F R0
AEBE,F(1,60) =1.63,p=0.21, BRRENE
BT SR T B RN B3, F(1,60) =182.03,
p < 0.001,7, =0.75; XTS5 W5 1 FR B3E, F
(1,60) =289.00,p < 0.001,7’ =0.83, KENEK
PR KRN XA S WS MR EAEARE,
F(1,60) =89.27,p < 0.001,7> =0.60; % ¥4 1%

REE FEOT g oms)

iE

il

SRR EAE R W3, F(1,60) =9.05,p =0.004, 7
=0.13,

RABIRATATFE B 19, H R 5 B3 B, it
RENBHERIATR MDA R, G5RKW, £t
SLBIHERE b, MR BN M W IER, IFREN
#HEeR5 & TR ERE, F(1,60) =8.86,p =
0.004,m, =0. 13, FERBNFHM W ARIKHE T,
BRBHHSHRSIETRESIKE, F(1,60) =
90.62,p < 0.001,7n> =0.60, TM7EAE% T3] 45
b, URBARKN HIER , BB EBENES RS
THIERE, F(1,60) =10.93,p =0.002, . =
0.15; T HRKBHNERM AT, REHRBSIFER
BEESRI LEZRABE F(1,60) =1.44,p =
0.24,

SE 1A RE T E I 1, HES R AR AR
BReME, B, B FERMEE, L8 1 RN T A
REBNE, BRI THEHRE, BEELE,BFEMHHE
A EREBENYR, REEEIHMEL P2 —
(Collins & Miller, 1994 ), U 5| F fr iR, Rudman
(1998) L4 J& Kleinke F1 Kahn BJAFFE(2010) HyFHT,
B S MhAE R B A IR AU, 2L A PR e 2
e AL 1 SRR ENE, U RBERFHE N
&S5RI ARG FZE R e S 52 I RE
EPESIRIAT, AT T35 2,

3 2
3.1 R
3.1.1 gk Rt

WERFEHR 4 Z(FBE9 &, L2
2, FE R 19.95 £1.76 %, LR 2 (K E&
HER B/ 4r) x2(REBEBNBER : RIB/FET1) x2
(EBNAEYM : EwE/AmE) gk, BER
JSZRATRL R R B A AW E 55 WS EK
G
3.1.2 LHMEETHR

SEEHRL S R AR B E T 2SR 1,

3.2 EmAER

STEFRT 5L 1 RREIZ AT, $ATE B
F— AR R BA RN, BRI R —
B BEFHEBRNE " W EER PR
SERNSHETF AT IR . ARG, S ESI T i8S
P HRAREEN B RN, XKIF R ERA
—pi () BT, IR B — X 8 A B
SR H5E—mHEMRZEME, PR E Bk
Hor stz s F TS . R, SRR RIS
—H AIREBMB, KR EERTR S RE 2T R4
T, TP ARSI REE 5 RBM R
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EIGT AT T FEVLACEE
3.3 RBRER55H
ARG R s FH AR YR B ST 4SR5

SEFWEIERImE 2 P,

K2 AAUANRBEEEFIRAREFETHHERSISESRSISE(N=41)

xEH XBHAE EKBHA N &l E5 %5
3l b P M(SD) M(SD)
HE 29.04(4.62) 26.98(4.85) 19
IE ] 27.59(4.61) 30.90(3.43) 19
% ﬁ PE 15.15(5.40) 17.63(5.91) 19
> fie A 19.59(6.69)  16.41(5.22) 19
#iE 30.85(3.29) 28.39(4.52) 22
IE ] 27.17(4.96) 30.54(3.76) 22
S o PE 16.02(6.80) 18.20(5.59) 22
= ] 23.32(5.69) 18.34(4.58) 22

S LA SR SRS R 5| F AR &, X8R
BT 2(RBEEN: B/ ) x2(REBEARKM: E
H/ M) x2(FREANSMER . BIE/q8 ) EENE
F2E5 M BERER, RBEMEIINASH G M E
W 3, F(1,40) =7.66,p =0.009, 7, =0. 16; %}
EERINPERM B E, F(1,40) =5.24,p =
0.027,7; =0. 12, KBHNEHMXFEEWS| 1 F3K
R E#,F(1,40) =138.96,p <0.001,72 =0.78; %f
S5 W RN B, F(1,40) =179.99,p <
0.001,q, =0. 82, KBNAEMERIILWSHFEHK
R EB%,F(1,40) =9.97,p =0. 003, 7’ =0.20; X {F
FW5 )M ERON B2, F(1,40) =8.78,p =0.005,
n, =0.18, RBEHMEN EBARSMAEBEANE
MR =AM SR MR EEREE,F(1,40) =
9.07,p =0.004,7, =0.19; =& XL 5 W5 WL H
YEFE % ,F(1,40) =6.77,p =0.013,72 =0. 15,

DAt &5 o 928 &, %) R 88 N A R BE AT
RN T, GRE R, A AREZEER
PAF SR IS RT| ZR A BEINF (1,40) =
2.13,p=0.15) , KR =FEH N _HEmFHEAT
BEKF, A HE B R EE AR I AL IR T
RTHEHEBRAERS,F(1,40) =23.90,p <0. 001,
n, =0.37; R TR EmMBFR W E%5 & TH
FKBEMAES,F(1,40) =27.37,p <0.001, 7, =
0.41; HREBEHEMEN L SRECTFHESE
T AE 1, F(1,40) =38.52,p <0.001,72 =0. 49,

MAMES RS b, B KRR IE e B 5
Wslm THERBE®ME, F(1,40) =28.33,p <
0.001,7, =0.41, ZHKBRIE EAES KB TS5
W5 FHREE ARG, F(1,40) =12.49,p
=0.001,n> =0.24, BH:RBE N A0TSR
SIEEREMAHMRENEZRABE,F (1,40) =

2.25,P =0. 14; R M AE I A S RTINS
HER M mAIFN =5 WA R F(1,40) =0.03,
p=0.86,

55248 1 S50 A, B —AE BB, B 5 R
BEAHAE SN SR LR BREER,
oA R, AR R 8 P BT T A B MR
BN AHT , SR BN TEAL SR G145 4 B, KRB IEH
B oS TS, F(1,40) =5.05,p =0.030,
n.=0.11; RFEOEAE S HERESTEME,F
(1,40) =15.04,p <0.001,7, =0.33, {E5W5H
B, RECmWREN s T B, F
(1,40) =5.58,p =0. 023,1712; =0.12; REBENHEEEN
w2 PR S T 5 M, F(1,40) =8.89,p =0.005,
n, =0.18, “HEHRKG T ERYAEE
4 iFig

ABIET L8 T A RREBEAIE 6B
HEBX ARG H AR, &3 B RREHR/IE
XAt T A AR R R R, B R ERE X
E5 WG IAEMXS E R, HEZ B RENE
R AR i S PR

ERIAMARN, H— RELEHHRFRE
BIEG TR RG) LA MX RS, R IEHE AR
ERTER AR ST LA X RS, X Bk T AT
RIFE AR 1%, . 5 Oleszkiewicz FI Lachowicztabaczek
(2016) X TAEAE B B #41E 5 68 1 MBS B 8 s 19
B A8 FF, 3£ 55 Singh F Tor (2008 ) X “ A 2 " 5
BE 1 X AN B 5 [VERIMF R A A2 AL o XU
BNTTEER T At A 1) B AR BRI, R Bk
TS —FE  H XA MRS 5 88 15 B R
I, IF e Al BARAE TR v I =X BE T 15 8 19 I
I, B, 7R85 A REEXS ARG HEuant, 5
PEHEY A RRENRTERIE 568 rm ey,
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X — R A e B LMEAR SRR A B Z g 11, 24 1
HEER 55 51 K PAE SR (Abele & Bruck-
muller,2011 ;Fiske et al. ,2007) 5 A~—F 24k, B %
7B IE T VB B BE EE 5 W5 4L 2 I
P, XAIBES ABRREIRTE ML A K. AR5
B A5 BN T BRI, fl AR 51 07 B eI E 2B
TR W RN At A8 R £ I, DA R X
et B B 2 KM {E ( Collins & Miller, 1994 ; Dalto
et al. ,1979) , T, K5 EEAAIF ST Bef2 s
PR NN R E B AR BN A" FiR, R 5%
IEEAEE N E BN SN REERGREMN
PRI B4 R B 5 [R]B,  [R] PR % 2% E A = R (i Bk
B T X R AR E . X, E% B SR
Finy, il S R EREF R, MESRT I Witk
PIREEERNGEL, B SBEEAT S WG] R
& BRRER X EA S X WU, TEH L
HRFREX AR F) 8932 I, 565 52 A B
W5 | 1) 2o 24 B o 55 I 7 =X o

H= REBNEE B, 7R B LR o
REHERBNEPIE N SRE ) BT RE AT
BB B HEESRE LA REER , X 58
PMREA TR A —B . WEBIRZ, A ERE
T BE A B 55 A 55 5 1, T e 3R 8 47 T 1 ()
FERIEHIS TIESRG, SR EERARE.IF
Pt B e R TR B A TS B TR . X
Al e A R BEEAL SN A B KR E
( Peeters & Czapinski, 1990 ; Ohira, Winton , & Oyama,
1998) , FML R T 3R 88 71 VG X A B % 51 19 7H
Wi . X — Ul T3 B BB HNAE L AUE
HEEJIWI4E R IX TR X o

L 2 AR, BIREZBHIE 5810 APBR
W5 | R 25 52 3 2% 8 38 P 0 B 9T, T B T B
SHMARENE AKX, TEEFRE RN T (L
T« PAF/BES) , LH 2 R G LR 1 U —4&
ANA], BR 5B PR R IE T HAVE 5 IE TR ) TEAL SRS
FEAREEER, XY HRERERFSREINA
FRIK 51 22 Sk B B B AR E M, (UEA
KT ZBNREFEN T . XTFFRULEE, X 5
REBNBIELIESROLAENAEHRBEELE
X, BAWERTES A R BE I A0 ST 1 3058 K &R
(IERBEMR) . LN EN, KHEERRE
U 5 Re S B, HAt S g 5455 W5 3 W
ER T AT, AR mEE ) RES fE G &R
BETR A XAMER 2R . XA RS HERNZIMREN S
AR, MBEENZHAR“RAFIREES MR
BZIMRENG, X BYEAR “RRE R R MR G2

#EZ (Carlsson & Bjorklund, 2010 ; Heilman & Oki-
moto 2007 ; FK IR, £3ET5,2014) , KIE“AEZ—K
31" Hi (e. g. , Bornstein , 1989 ; Zajonc,2001) , R &
PERNZIR ENR R BR 15 B B A S b 7 A G
BNTTAER T ARG EABE P IOCYREE N
ZVEMEFRBLE T X A 5 28R ED R AH S B RL R , X 7T
RER TS L B REBAAEHLSEZE B
ZR, APFEERL, - FERBEELAHBHRE
A RESHOIA TR R T B el s A E 2 11, T Rl
15 B i L A KB A A% (Chelune, 1976) . [RIFEH)
REFT , ZHREE S LB EREFYPRIN
BRI ARE 1, BB H X Ff 1 (Jones & Brunner,
1982) . EAF T HMHFR WA, LB H G, W
REE B XCE W 9k 58 19 40 51 (Tal - Or & Shitrit,
2014) , FXK,7E H RRBE MG 53X ABRK )
B R o, IR ED R W] BB SR EEE T E R
(AT s MR FAERE AN S BEAE S, ARk AT 45
EREEINR A5 GRBRENR AR E R #—
IR o

AL B FE 2 TTIRTE TR FFRIA T % 56k
N —BRZWESNH4EES B RRBRRM K
B R T X B RKRE S AR XRNNA, R
BASMERR A RRBVIR WEMAAZ—,H
DRI REEA SR AT T EEPERES
A I (Collins & Miller, 1994 ; 35 2, 45 A, #H ¥,
2008) , it /by RIR S RE 4R T, BB EOR WA A E
EREM. XTTEEIRT A R w2 N O HE R
BANBRRER(UHERFEERRKRIE) WA
T Y (RBEHE , EAK3E,2007) , T S BE 40 %
XSS PR AR AN B R R MR BE 53T
N S AR AT, ML P AMWtS
IWHIEH R A TER SRR A 16 RBRE 5 TR RS X
BRI BRI b, 00 R B B 1A o B8 A B 3k A7
TERAR B ShHLE B (AR TE T R A v TAEPH)
R X FBANTE XA R B RHIE G
BHREIMEB AR . 5 I83|HIE 584k
FERAIE R A b 1 4 5 B & 1 ( Cuddy
et al. ,2008 ; Fiske et al. ,2002;Judd et al. ,2005) , %
BRREBABTHITIE SR 4 ERFE 5, TR
73 3 T S B ) 3 S o

EHRM AN RZAL, BT EMNE
il , R AL I b L A U X, BoR A A
X R MW BRAC R U FER T, X548
TELPR B KZER, v e M AN AT . Rk Al %
JESR S B AU MR EE AR — P TIE
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(1) ARAFBERMAEFEMILENFEEE
REMSSRAL T, B R ER IE 1 B BE 1 5 BAH EL 4
115 B AEHE SR AT 55 3 o

(2) AERAF R HIE S DA LLRE (5 B E e
HigsrtaRGl. AREREAIAEEE SEAIER
B A S5 %5 .

(3) BERKRBHIT SR X ABRR S 2= 51k
22 BIRBE VIR . REILAE S8
TER SRS EMNERERELEE S EAH
BE,
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The Differential Effects of Self — disclosing Warmth and
Competence on Interpersonal Attraction
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Abstract : The purpose of this study is to examine whether self — disclosure of warmth and self - disclosure of competence would have

different effects on interpersonal attraction. Through two experiments, it is found that self — disclosure of warmth has greater impact on

social attraction,and disclosure of competence has greater impact on task attraction,but the self — disclosure of negative warmth not only

reduce discloser’ s socialattraction but also the taskattraction,and the difference between the effects of disclosing positive warmth and

competence on social attraction is no longer significant for male discloser. The study shows that self — disclosure of warmth and compe-

tence have different effects on interpersonal attraction,but they are moderated by the valenceof disclosure content and the gender of the

discloser.
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