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Recent Studies on Speaking Assessment Using Paired and Group Oral Tasks
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HHEHE LB P EEAATOEHEIL O AL —X% 7 7 ANE, 1980 FEL I ZDO R YOS
PRSI, ZORFEER LI FEEITIT AMERICE A NEEL IO T, R E
BT ZAMIUL, W TIEBELNRWRLELE, BT DRV RS D, AT, 28 &
TARDIRRKOFREBDOND, SR FETFEREL S SHLLT W EOH RSO FEIC SN T
FriCELD, FEBEXFEUT ANLZ O —/SZABREOATREMEIC W TIRL D,

F—U—F
RTPBIOFET AR, 7 —F B OBET AN, A

1. Itz

AL =X TN B BRI BT DIIE, B/ a—T (BR) I TRZ AT a—27 (LVIRY,
%HER) 25| X T BB DB, 2020~2022 FICRH FEM L7205/ NFHR - R - B EEER
HEEO/ERE (F5E) IRV, TRETILINIRRILIRLVED D 2 SliqhiTbh, BT
LTIz o TEBLZE L ADE T 5 Sk L THRE T Ao TS,

AAT =L, TER CEB) ExtaE 42N, FEERLANEETHHR T EHI LN
TELN, FHERLOXNGFER L, 2 £O¥HEFL, 3 LU LOFHRFMCTOXMFETHT, £
nen, <77 —7R O8ET AR (paired and group oral tests) EFESRZE2ZU N, Ockey
and Li (2015, p. 2) 1£k5E, ABEa2=S—arORIEICE, LLTREICEDS,

1) ZBREOOEII 2= —a D

2) #2rw

3) EHIDT7 /m—

(4) *FEEF O AR

(5) BRAF, BRAEHME I ARG

7, (1)~ (4) BEBLTEGE (AL —F 2/ T —~v ) PNERBEND, TDORFEE(5)
BB CAaT B 5EN5, FBHE EER T ANCI, (3) IR FHaE ORI 277
JaV—PSNIHEVBEIRE T, TOMDYIT (4) WEEE OB ANRREESEELS TV ES b T
W5,




AT, FEERGEET ANOIEORNELOFROF| R LFEREZELD, FHO—>T
2, MDHHES ERLE) OB PRICEREY T, FE B XFERT ARD AREMEE R LV,

2. AE—F 7T ALDIESL

BSHEDOAL =XV T AMD EERH LA T E > TE, F1DISIT, (a) EETLFH
FXFEERL~ (b) E#E (direct) FEH DD Y- EH# (semi-direct) FER~, (¢) FILHFTTZII57 A
Wb, 77 /a0 —% R AU THIREG T CRITHT AR LV R X TL5, 2.1 T)&(e)D
BNE 2 <, AROE R THD (a) ITONT2.2 TR <D,

FCEAT %%

/ EH, FHR \
v

(a) FILHFT T2 (b) FE X (¢) Bl C% 577 /n
FHE R, B O —FI - R, B
X1 AE—X 7T ANEROLEE

2.1 FEBERE T2 a0 —FI - mER T ARORE S

AL =%V (AH) TAMOFE, EHEE ST 5 EEFAOE R Th5 (Fulcher,
1997; Sandlund, Sundqvist, & Nyroos, 2016), EHEEL, G4 EREL | X HT 720 %Y
MELRDRLF V05, R CEMOIZDIZKREH AN, JDH7)30, EBLRREM: (practicality)
D CRREN Do T2, TOEBAREMEZ B LT2DICBRINT=00, (b) BEHEEROT AT
BB, ZOBPATIE, BHE CITEEE NS OEH CHET XA/ EATb - THREL TR, XBE
IEENEBWTETHFCT B 2 —ZIZm0 > TEhL, TORIELFE T Thd, FEEF R
2\ m—ari3dh, mHE%7 American Council on the Teaching of Foreign
Languages (ACTFL) Oral Proficiency Interview (OPI) 7Z2L95L, ZOHEET ANIIT
Simulated Oral Proficiency Interview (SOPD) &V \)7 —7128kE 35X, Oral
Proficiency Interview by Computer (OPIc) &\\9) 2 B a—4 ECERBRENRT NF—L
F6 92, Telephone Standard Speaking Test (SST) & FREH 5 E&G4 > CEd 5
KR ENDH 5, EHEERL FEEEAL R LRI LE, 220/ NTo2a 7o
EHEIGES, EALEWI ENRZNI L, BRI CITRGEOEWD E 208
BTIEROLNDZ L3> T&E T3 (Kiddle & Kormos, 2011), HEHEFEX TREFE
79 2 LITEFEH LW, Rfldas Ea—YEROPE#EPAT, 77/mY— (Fryhhy
b, NTHgE, NT&G6Y, O¥ExEE A7 A [chatbots, artificial intelligences, artificial
conversation entities, and spoken dialog systems|) %> TR FEEITOZ LA
5TV (Ockey, 2017)



(IZHOWTIE, EHEE EZHRENEELVLY T DR AR D oo, BIELTLEEE, Skype
BEERAWCTRRDBINCWTLRFEN TELRTEIEL 2D ThD, ZOEALIE (b) LVid/ha
WISITTFREENDN, BEERE T HEET OE WA T, Bz i¥Nakatsuhara,
Inoue, Berry, and Galaczi (2017) TlX, A2 ¥ =3y MEHOE T AR AT LESI T Lok
T L7z International English Language Testing System (IELTS) At —%> 77 Ak
L, RHERORUT AN LT, 3248 DX BRE DT S OFREZIT, ZOREHI - HrEgA=
T LR U FE AR, EHEE O T ANFEM LA DITENGEV DD ODE T2, TORER, A
AT NI BRED RN ToN, ZBREDMEST- GRS, HHHE O FEi - B AITENTEVR
EHF RN, B ITHEEED ST, THREICEE T IO RIET 2 e e 7 A Sisfl ek £<
RN, EHIZ, BB DN T =7 %l o T\ —F LB CEEE %56 T ANE4T -
TWFZEL HC&T05 (Ockey, Gu, & Keehner, 2017), 77 /02 —0O#LIZEEN, 20557
TANEREZOEN TS HRIEA, BET 8L SO T 5L Bbis,

(a) ~ (¢) CIXTAMEROEEER T2, EDNDTAMATLEFRITIR>TE TS, — ik
L, AL —F o A A7 IBEM R COX R (BIES §E# H X A2 target language use
task) (2U1<, BEIEM: (authenticity) 3OS DOREELNESNANR, FAZOEIEMIDL, A
BHala=S—2ar OEBROT v A THES, FAELRLRENE AL LA BRI LU TEEEDEN
HATPRESNDZELDH D, O HAESVersant® AL —x 77 Ah (http://www.versant.
jp/versant_test.html) THY, FFeC3CEE, DEEGEMI O X, BWEEOENREDF A
Zffio T, YAV T REDI b & TEEIERRE ) &> Ta (BRI SIS DWW TRk, 2017;
Van Moere, 20125), SbIZ, AL —F 7 2B CRIZO THL, BHWZOFATZDLIELO
[CHESWCEET LA RODBRER SIS A7 B IR E- CE I (ERRGUE, 20178 08), #2705
BREEDEEZ DI N T, BEULIZBEN 2 LY D 72D M E e X A DB E LN A
FHEI 2 LB DTN % 1T C&ETA (Cumming, 2014; Downey, Farhady,
Present-Thomas, Suzuki, & Van Moere, 2008; Plakans, 2013 £:H8)

ZOINIAE =X 7T ANCIE, ZBRENORFELEHES ST RITHER L2 D, 2872
TERSCH AV HBAFE L, TOMGEAEQRND, ERREFFFROME CHEL CX/, ik~
TREOENFEEI THHLONE, AL —F 7 T AN CIEEMRCRR A O S CEBAARMEIME 2
DB T, ZNERIRT SR RRB DRI TE /oD THAD,

2.2 FEERFEUT ANOIES

HHEENL, FEMFRCTOXATEEPL COBIDICEENNEL, EERICEE T2 TAE —F%
RN ERAEREL T, EFMFRICH 0T RGO EmWEREL UERSTET,
L2aL, 1980 R T N G E o7, WA T, ZBRE DAL —X 7 REFIC L~ TR
TOEMRH AR LR DO, FAZLRENEMTTEZLIVT, FEMERFEETTUMISU R
(Bachman & Savignon, 1986) X°, E#A! TOHRFEN, TANCTRWERORFEL /2> TN T
REZKRLDONRE A (van Lier, 1989) &AM Sz, MR OFKFEOR BIRSIZ OV T,




DEECEELIND RGN EL, EOFMICHEEED M (FHEDOTRHEFEM) LW )O3 7<)
(“reactive and mutual contingency”; van Lier, 1989, p. 501), M##H 1355 LR A7
P ChB7201Z (Johnson & Tyler, 1998)1X°0 L0 NIE R CRREIAEESAITHY
(asymmetrical and peudosocial; van Lier, 1989, p. 501), H#AIDOFEFIIDFHER/RDLES
Az, Fie, R OB ARSI EE N R EEEEINI L2 8L FEFESNT (Brown, 2003), =
NOEORHNZLY, A —F T T AND Z Y PERFEL LR AT 720, TAMFIZERITE -
TWHHEEEE IO L2053 TX, Staples, Laflair, and Egbert (2017) ®X9iZ
BETOREED RV T,

LT AOF SRS, S8 58T ANTE R T AN R L0036 R
(interactional competence) XV AIERE L CHEFA S C& Tz, SR B RFER T AMIE W)
T, TR DWW TEELeS W |0 T E OB ~ O FATI A 2R TIT M E 4P/ E
W REDIDNT =~k BX TF ¥y MR T A ANy v a RO LERND, n— LT L ABAT
TAT BETOYBITFHEORE, WiHN-O8 & 2380 B 2R3 [B #a 3 EnLiliv7s
SV REFETNELHLIBRERETOHDETHD,

[XIFERE ST 1 &1%, (92 ARSI Tl U CEBRRZRE R 24TV Vedh, ZZHEICEEL, KFi%
8 2, FHFOFREEIIGL, Ny E2ZZWL, RS HHE/ | (Ockey & Li, 2015, p. 5)
T2, Celce-Murcia (2007) BEEL-@IENR[a32=/— 32§77 ) (communicative
competence) |ZIZ, LLTF D 6 FEEDRE /B, XIFEEENIXZOH CEE/R 1 EHRLLTHED
FH TS,

(1) =3EfRES (linguistic competence; i« FERE 3555

(2) FREEBES) (discourse competence; 2 SCLL 2 HfiF - FE H)

(3) FHFWEHIRE /) (strategic competence; REZfRDE, i - SEAH)

(4) +2&3{LHIEE S (sociocultural competence; JRTFLIZA HE =R BUE )

(5) ERIFEIICEEI5EES (formulaic competence)

(6) *IFEHES (interactional competence; CVEVDH T, SFEEH > TEHNMEZ DD

DEE BRI T 5, R AL TRIELREIED, BET D, ITHR - 2SR
fy7¢[actional, conversational, non-verbal] E#&H, R %)

Ockey and Li (2015) (255, FEE X EEMT AN, 57227 BROZBRE L OEEE
SIEHL, EMELCVEVICHER T DREN EZREN R TS L25 (p. 10), ZOT AMERTIT,
XEFERE N2 D7D 1T AME R CHESIVTWDHFERI 0005, MEOHINLOM AL TIT5
KN Z<HD, LMLIARED, DBWIEHIDTZDIZ, %ahE (o2 5RE) OBGERE MR, Bl
ShE, ZBLOBROFEEZTOT VN THS (Ockey & Li, 2015, p. 10), ZOERELHE
DEGWERET D20, ZLOMRIMTHNTEZ (FLDHIL Sun, 2014 ), FI2IE, XF
BEHE DBGELEL ~)UZDO W TR ERTTOIL, BOREN D NS L, BRIV G
L, Za7 BN @bl 0 ofERk e, 2aT B30 EWIfE RBBESNTND, ZOIHNTRHER
BR—=BDZEL L, FAEEL OGS % LB IAT 27292 CHMAEN L ETHD (Sun,




2014),

FEEXFEERLT ANDOFEOMEIT EEBIZ, TORRICBIIDHEERL, P8 H THITEY B
72437 (co-construction, joint construction) THV, FRHT LIZHIOT AMERE H LN
J#17>(McNamara, 1997) ICOWCiaaSE 2V, FEREZ BTV,

E77, MEEHE N E G Lo T AN HARERAR S & DIIITH X DN OV TE R R T IERE
NHHT, FEERFERT AMFFE)HO M RICE-SSEERG s iz, BRI, R0
2 H 1L, (a) FrPERES (trait definition), (b)fTB)F=38#YE 2 (behaviorist definition),
(c) FHAVEFHYE 28 (interactionalist definition) &\ ) 3 >D434HAY Chapelle (1998) (2L~
TRENZ, (o) AERANERLL, ERFBNRMREND, TANCORGEL, FEHE O
L, TANRILE, WHENBERLH > THEENTZLDOEIEX BRI Thb, £D%, Bachman
(2007) 12&->Tle) DML RS HL, (c1) M AANE M Z R /INRIZE L 72 E # (Chapelle,
1998), (c2) FAEAEMAZ TR E|ZE E L 72 E# (Chalhoub-Deville, 2003), (c3) fH A (EH%Z 4
<EBLZEZE (He & Young 1998) 2MERERSIZ GEMIT/NR, 2016 ZMR) . 20 FT (c3) D
FBESOIEZ 1L, FE ERIFER T AMC LD REEM RIS RIS EESERBEINIHDOTH D,

BUED, FEEXFERT AN DML G, RT LT L —T BT 58V, She
HFEELE BB TR EA TS,

3. FEE R ANOF]E LT A

Galaczi and ffrench (2011), O’Sullivan, and Green (2011) (2k5&, EAFEIZLLT 5 4
Thod,

(1) FEEXIFER T AT, £ICIEY 2258 (co-constructed discourse) <, £ TFEIfR
ST RHERRIR TORE R RFENE & HED

@ /= REHEETIERALNRVHEERE N RS, 7 ANTHIX T 53 EEHEE
(speech functions) 2ME RV (f]: B R - ARIWA R ~2, BURE2ZWT5, KB4 EET
5, T 5, Ny ZEE 2 5; Taylor & Wigglesworth, 2009)
TANCEERE PARLRAN A2 RECIZ D
MR LITRRY, HBREIIFRIGHOICES TED, 2 A LA FREFER 9 5L TREH
FEAERATRECDD
RENI AV F AT TELTED S, IHELOBEEEREIC T HILNTE, FE~D
TIADWE KIHEDELNL T (Ducasse & Brown, 2009), S8 EH MOV ERD A
BIEB TITHRAILE Z S35 8 B8 CH LIV TRY (ERRER, 2017), LT 4 AT
B2, () FATEAM#EET VNS L, HIEELETDHRENER, ala=r—Ta ke
NWEED, (b)AIa=b—al TCOMBEPEETRICT A — Ry &), RFExlE
ELRLT W, (o) et R EfEK (Zone of Proximal Development) (23T, &5
IF (scaffolding) #5217 CTHEE BHEALT V), (d) BEWEZITAEIBEBREHLEWH /180
RRVEIAE I RT K, TIUCIFEE BELCT V), FEHMFE T ANATHIZET,




FEFEBEL CTRTIEEN TR, ZORER, EEROEF~OTTAOKENH
HTED
—77, KL L7 L E D RITLLT 6 A ThD,
(1) FeHZm<INTONLEEH EORFHEE By, EEMOXFECIE, HETLIER L
DN (1 BUGERE, SZBRE LA OMRE, XIEETAHFLOBLE, xhEEHE O A,
TR
(2) FEEN TR TEXRNIENZ D, FADOFHEEZ BTN LV
(3 2 AL ETIEY B 725653l 35728, 1 ADREH LU TRRIRLIZW:
@) AE—FXTHRENITINAT, BRI A=VTREIBEDS
(5) — ABHEHORFEREE R EEEL LV (Foot, 1999)
6) FEESIMMRNGEIZENIZU (Foot, 1999)
oIV THLFIEL T ALH D), Galaczi and ffrench (2011) <° O’Sullivan and
Green (2011) 1%, ZEEXIEEA T AMCI T AH AT RLOE KEVEL, HERHZHESEL T2,
FHERGEMUT AN, (5) DIEEA~OW KR EMFFT 27207207 TS, (DE@)DIVER
7pReEEABI L, ARDOREERE N E D LD TELT AMERE L T H ST, SRR 5
BEREREZ BIXHL, MERSFEN CXLRNE RV OThHIUL, TEELEOn— LT L A%{To
TEBEFIXHEIZLVEEZD ALWD, FENCENIE—DDFIETHLRN, n—LTFLADLS
\Z, BAHMEREA I ZLMIRRD HLIHIRIL TR EEHRELE X HRENE R QDI LITied, FH
FxtEa AT ANTIL, FE ORREHE A ZIRROLILTORVIRILT, B o0 bl Oleiaes 3
RUCTHEIZENTEDRENZ RDHIENTE, TOREAZZE, BFETOAIa=r— a3 CTHER
RENLEZOLND, EHIZN, ERFEDIT N —T LA TEEENDRL, 1FEAERLVEVEZL
RN ANEBATZZENDD, TDNE, B— VTV A TRBRKE I EZTT2LE, ZHTRVEEDE
FhE 180 BEEIFEL T T, HMEL, HFEOF G AEMEML, 2 REED LIS B &\ 58
FEHEREZ T L, R OB EZ TSR TV, LInLE— LT L AR KR DB L LT D%
HOEFHIFESTLED, REFEL LRI DD, 2O NOBE, HHER T+ nqEik
NERTIEAIMN, ZEDOTANATT PNEFEM T TO 1% KL TOZRWRTREMEAS BV, TD R,
FEEMFEUT AL, TARNBERROX vy 7 REVDIRNETREND, bBAA, TAMNE
ALY F WA ST ENFEBI 20 GG 1TV, BETIETI TRWHEELHDD, TARBLE
IR TOF Xy T EVIORFETHIEITBET DN ZETHD,

4. BT T AN DEE )

AFEAD LR A THL NSO B ) (3. (1) &(2) ITHIR) [ITOWT, A
TIESHITFEMITIR D, ZOBRIT OV TEIDIZ DR & ZRAFFEA RSV TN, ZhiE3>
DT Tu—FITHIATED, HUT, TANAIT RLRGERHR T /0 — 7 BICH - LD FET L
BB, RS OME SRR AN THD, H218, FEEMFELT AAOF THEDITVD
RV DG = RRFERRELFEMIC D HL, FHRE RS E TS, 31T, FH & ah




TAMTBITDRFEDOT T, TR ENE OIS RITEB LU TREL T E R~ E Th D,
ZNBDOBIEICLY, FEEMFERIEROM B HEIVRENTE TN,

4.1 ®/a— I BISCEBERIL T ANAD T R G R B LT E

#1051 T, Ahmadi and Sadeghi (2016) 2385, ZORFFETIL, 28 ADAT7 N FBH N
T /a— 7B R S T RIT ARD SRR, NBFEE X R NHZ T T, Ny 213 T
HEOLOEfHE ST, T/ a— 7 BICIXI AT HIEEL, A CILT~80 M EHEE &PV
RMHEE LTz, VIV —TRBICIE8~44 D7 —T%1ED, 156~20MEE T 72072, ZOfE R,
AT OHEETI, REMLSITRIAaT LBIZ, 7 —T RO NEHER L@ EIC 57,
EfES (27— WHEiOEIE TRIE) TiL, ZV—78o R /n— 78w L0 L,
FOERERFEGEZ L e, SERERIEMES (AS =y M S -0 Oidk - AS= = MY 72D DFESL T
TE) T, /a—2 RO R EER -7 — 7RI EL, KOSRERICERE R RERIC o
120 ZOIHEONHHIZEBHEL TEHEDIL, 7 V—7803, SEHE SRR TS RHY,
2= =gl TOT Ly — R T27280, JOIEME CHEERIC TNV REEE L=
FRIRL TN B, L2 15721 CAa T 0 F EAVRH S 30 CHUB L 72AF 21X, Brooks (2009),
Negishi (2015) 72872385, Wang (2014) 1, @ EOHFEREREHR AT EAZ W NI FiEE
A, X7 EILE  a—FBIORICATT O R CIEF ICRERE D Dol E R Uiz (T B E
737 N —T7 R > EEERYL d=2.29, 95%EHEIXE: 1.98—2.65, k=9),

Ockey, Koyama, Setoguchi, and Sun (2014) Ti¥, 22240 B AR AN KFEAENT L—T Rl &

— R (LR OE) - AL BT —var Bt /u— 7R (TOEFL iBTAY —% > 2) 7 A

EZVF, TOAAT EWER LT, TOFER, TANTEMOMBIZHRE (r= .67-.76) T, X
IE>TBIE BB NAEI D LISRENTZ, &/ 0—2 B (TOEFL iBT) 227k, X054
HIRa 7 OO 50~ T4ATHY, LB T —as RIDESE - SCikEOMBENRBIERL,
7 N—F RO TG SE OB S b < 728, A THREDOBRENIZ LT —EL T,

OIS, AaT THIEMESRE OFMRBLRICB T, 8 B xR Lo R L@
MY, TNEIUFER DL LIRS TETND, ZD7, AL —F 7D ORIEIZRB

TIEEVEZLOBREBY ANDZLERLETHY, RESNEHER THIBEHE T, ThicESn
AT DEHRBRESN TOLZLICEE THLERD D,

4.2 ERESNDREERRE - VLV DS — & R LTI 5R
Galaczi (2008) Tl%, Common European Framework of Reference (CEFR) ®B2L-~3/L
BEDOT AN (77 VB DOFirst Certificate in English: FCE) 123517527 BITHORDEL
VOB — e R8Tz, FCET AN Z 12604 D BRFE OFFEITS TS, /~¥— 138
T OADITES I,
(1) #7417 (collaborative; iV HA ML [high mutuality and equality])
(2) FE 7 (asymmetric; — 2V G L CREL, — i3 B CREDSERER)




(3) IRET (blend; (1), (2), (4) O/Z—2 OFHEANRAE)
(4) AT (parallel; #HFENIEDI-I Y 72 FRIETIC, BAWIC— AT, KW A
PEERV O EMEDFE# [low mutuality and high equalityl)

ZDARE = TEZ, TANTO IRV A LS a3 2=/ — 3 | (Interactive
communication) DA T & HEI LI LA, b @\ WA T 2372008 (1) B AT THY, R
(2) JEt L E2 1 (B)IR AR, Btk i (4) EATHIL o7, FEH ORI TIL (4 ORF—r D2
FEETDARANRKFEZZ N, O/ — 72 20T PMEL RSB H LI ThD, Fiz
Nitta and Nakatsuhara (2014) CiX, BARANKRZEAEIZBNTRT BT AN RO R HY
TITHE, (4) FATRUTRDR T oo LB RESILTND,

Z D% Galaczil3AFFEaF B S, Galaczi (2014) T, CEFROB1~C2HM D FEHD~T
BT ANTOFRGE A LI LT, KL~V TR EEDFHA1D LT (B L~ TT~12/00
TYDE T AR, EXR LSRN, TOMEE, ABEL L TREIZEVDRSHALIL
7

B, Ny EFRRIGDMEED Bl TV, FRIC, ERREITDE, Ny 7R RSEDE
ALY, B EDTo by 7 TRABFERIRD TNy 7 2 BB IS HEAI DT,

2T, BEFLL CEDINTH R =R BNLVIENE N R A>Tz, BRI, yeshmiaE D
FHEEAMEWRGEE L ~L TIXIEE AL TEST2DIZX L, absolutelyS exactly®D XH7RBRAFE L 722
LETFRT RSN LRE CRDION T T o7,

3T, FEERE (turn-taking) D= FRPAVMIEOR LN, B, A——Fv 7Ty
F (latch) OH%OFEEZUTEED ERSHEIL, WX vy 7 R =BT % OFEH
RAUTBGEE D EALERBUMERNC DTz, RRELT, BGEER EADIC N TR ETRED M
LT ERRE S,

FHEREERL, SIS HEORFEREN LR CTHLZENRFTD— 2720, ERRICSHR T 6
FERENBIER CEDDEFR - 7EbH5, He and Dai (2006) TliE, FEDCollege English
Test-Spoken English Test (CET-SET) (357 NWV—TFRIF 4 AL ar XA TDASY v
— T DORFEEFEIRL LI, T CHEDONIAGREE TR~ 25, EANEIRSHOREO HTE
BRI DNZb DRI, —HBOMREO A LB CWDIEN Mol B, T5%LL ED~
THERL=ZOR, TRE () T2 TER - FREROD 0BT, [RFLHRIEDIE
17%, [EWREZWT D IE10%D A IZ Tz, ZOBFICLY, TR F R EE T AMI SR bR
ZH|E 2 LRRAELOTIERL, ERICSIEHETWDNERRRL, Z<OMRELE & T
TeDINREVR I AT RNy VR TE T HIDERE T RETHHIEN DD D, T OM, FEAEHEAE
TN UIZFZEO B LT, Butler and Zeng (2014), Gan (2010) 73%%,

Koizumi, Innami, and Fukazawa (2017) |3 B ARAKRZAEICBNT, 27T ANCTORGE
BEREZ TR IE T D, T LT AN COREECEBRICEED I TODFEEERREIL), Eiz¥
AV Lo TEDND R FERRRIT RO BT, RN H AL LI Y VAR TE T DDA AR
5 RAEBIHELIEIZE ThD, Koizumi, In'nami, and Fukazawa (2016) THARAKZEAD




WIFRED S ERE L UMEO T RIS A7 % LT3 GG T — 45, FHAZITONT, 2045
DT DFEEEF LT NEIRAIE, E1228 DFFFRED, FXAIPLE|EHTOEBERHL TNWDHE
BERSREZBEL AWV, IELTZ, BIZIE, THATICR > TUT<HDOEEELAD JHAZ T, RI1OTHE
EEIWRSRED MDA ETAEL,

F1 FEEHEEO R (O’Sullivan, Weir, & Saville, 2002(Z#:-3<)
fiH EENDHHRE

THHICBE T HHRE PAATEER RS« B ARR) 25
(informational Y AL aiis e U] FEARIC IR ~D B’ET
functions) 2
24 3 ) i HERI92 T
)
BEpEE A Tk X5 (staging) E: Dl )
LYEVIZBIT DIERE Bl RA) TSRS &£ % (modifying)
(interactional BR-lFHzRDS aAMT B
functions) Fre&RD D BVWEOETL  EHEERETD
5T KEEEEETD
BWELWT D BRIRETER T2, FAFZ 77, B0 5.8

B g2 TN 92, PIREICEE T IO D, COMBEICIEZ

3, L NZETIES5-BhiT5)
RVENDZRVA N | REEEIEDD My EE2D  BETD
ERAY s RVEOOHF CERFELFRIED (ZOTDICELEE),
reciprocating) SEEx DS
¥ :2(managing interaction functions), FH#UE, iffTX A7 CHEABTFREINOMEEDOHI, (¥
U 73 TTI% U E TR S TO7HERE. BENT X 2AT30%RIEOA TERS TH
e

FEEEEEREIL, RIOVAN > Ca—F 7 54T o72, R1ITIEEELL THRRLIZA, U
AMZITHEEHREXS5E DY, SFELL THRMICRBEIN QDL DD REa—T 7 Lz, 2
—T AT DHLE, 28 DOIEESZ I T2E DT, —BEIX89% THarmnolz, ZOH%EDF
BEIVGPRI—T T U, ZOFRTIIZBREZ LODTIIE T, FA7T LI E RN
ENDEFINTZ, 10DFF XL T, BROBREEZE Y TCRWeL, RS BIEZFFEL
prat

ZOFERGT I TeDIX, BIRBINCFFEHERED BB ER ThDH Lol 2R TT1%L R
Gl &SIV TN DIFCHERED 72 o 72 (£ DSMEIEAZY 7 TRUTHRR) . ZO6FEREIE, ~7H
TANCRHIH A RO Y 7% TIE T EHEABEEI @B <R 0EEZLND, —F, &fF




T30%A LB & HIEFL TR T-HERE I 1 THEREH D (BENT TR LICIRTR) , VL0
DEERENREIC S 0T, ZO1THERENL, Z AV RNy 7E TRUTHARRIE TR AL
TR BN EE 2 2NN DD, LinL, ETIR~_7- I B F 5t 568 7 AROF| S 0—21%, B
SRR TR 2 ToBREA B I E LI 2L T, ZOR R HELDNRN IS E LB TS T
HD,

HRNCRIE LT, FA7Z LI ORE BRI U R GG ERED S [ EHEN TOBDIT DN T~
LA, ZLDBEA (T6%) BRLUHBIES RS Qv LiL, BRILIZHAZ THBEB R+
DIESTHERED BV, X A7 DI B R8T THBEN S X B 2IDIUEE T 2N ERHH LD R
BENT (B FATICRES T MO LE W I ATl 5 [l E R %), ¥ RICFEIZA
7 CTELH 23R~ 5 IXE M LS HB BB Y hahoTz)

FI IR L X R ZA T DESEICOWTIL, =L T LA TIET A AT v ar K% TE A
1 R Zik %) [TREET 2 ) [ IR T2 LW IO SHERE R 2 BIX &N, TAAT Y3
ANIE— LT LA TDE RVEY O CREFEE R RS L IHRENZ I HEN TV, Zhbo
FEBEITZ AL DFRRICA S TR Te IR EETEDLITERY, n— AT LA LT 4 AT 3T
ENENBIEH LT WEREE L E 2 o5,

Koizumi et al. (2017) TiX, SEEL CHRMICENIEREO B b a—T 4 7 UTh, B
TRI OB AT 78 E BRI IN TR, AARGECTRELIMIEEIC WL A
=TT T HLERDDL, SHICRUA A RFETITo CED IR FEETHNDOT — 4%
572 BT, HEER OV RSN BERERGEE OIRE DTS IS0, FEFETORVIRDGE T2
DOIERADZELRDLND (-8 A% 5HT LIz Butler & Zheng, 20155 18) , 20164ED
BB AIERTAE ) ) DRSNTZZEEL T, BAFE COMEEIZRWTE RINE TR 725
ANLIEETRAL TRV TR D T2 | LB 2 2 NOFIG A IME AN &Y (19974 TlE50.7%, 2008
HETIE51.8%, 20165 CT61.7%), TGSV ETHEIRLIZO I EE XA (20164ET24.9%) LY
LIRS NZERHD CULT, 2017) . ZO728, BFECTORFETHLRUCD LI x5
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B)RVEV D~ A (] FEE AR 7 O—BHRIZBE T 5~ R AN
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