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=h—vavh, bEOEHIhTI L - 7-HHE,
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K7 EHRKEYcRES, thELDaia=r—va 2
FANVPEHRR ¥ A VEFREZ eI diThbh, AN
HREZRZEFZH/ETE-0IcbiTbh s, TDLS
RECHROENIEZ, BEOXROTTI 2RI SN B
DI ERRTNWB,
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WEEETH B, 7, Goldsmith & Baxter (1996)
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2, BAOEIHPTEL ISR DPTVI &
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X 51T, Shea & Pearson (1986) i3, Ayers (1983)
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WENPOBEEICE L LA D B L VS T ETH B,
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PHBORALEBEDOE 1D, -V TEIETH
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AEhTnik, £, B2 v 7F v AHFROMEHER,
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Lob [HEH] FRETH] (o7 —2]1 2X0%
CHE L TOi, —Rrn it o B 3t ABIRiIcx 4
ZERBEVD, BARA VFF VY RAABOERALS T
WEFRBENBH, Stafford & Canary (1991) T,
D& D IHARE L FIRAOERPEONLEVZ B,
HREIcES 33— a YITEOWEDY, HE
BEMEOMATETRASNIEL B E VI FERIE,
HolRTbA 5hTWw3 (Dindia, 2002), XtEMED
SIAFTENE, — RS ATTEIE BB ER 2R E %
boEFEZLOHNB, L»L, Stafford & Canary
(1991) &, CoOUEOHERIIO>VWT, HERENES L
TVWBBYADEMOBADERKNTH 5 AJREM: I L
TWb, 20, BHEBEFR v 7+ v 2AHBEERA L
S VEWVHEENHL B, B, L THE%R
A VFF v RBEEMER LS, ZNANBEIC M
INTLES EVWSH I ETH 5,
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RRESIEEE LTHV SN, ZoVTRISH LTS,

HEMW] MRIHTH] [FEOHF | H—E L THVT
Hhzd-oTOi, Fio, [REOEF] BhETo
WETRIEVDEHINTOVRVEERA V5 v 2 HK
ThH2HICHEHLLT, MOFRINBRESh, EEKED
RREVZ S, i, TR OFRMANE» - &
WS EER HBBRE S, Stafford & Canary (1991) i,
HEME] P [RIETE) EVHIB%E 2 v 7+ v 2 HE
DEREFMOBVWTLE>72db Lo Bkt <i3B%
DORIF ST L THRMAT OV EBIRTX B LTS,

i<, Canary & Stafford (1992) 2, Stafford &
Canary (1991) OBRA v 7+ Y 2AAHBOREIC, &
FoOHEZEBIMURFZMATVWSE, TOWERTIE, &
FEHHmOBRAEZHEAL, BROEEHEMSBEFRA v 575 v
ZHBOERE ED & 5 ISRELS D 3 HERET LTV 5,
Z DR, 2FMc, BRSEETH B LB HL TV
5L, BfA v v AHRELSHY, £/, Y-
FF-bBARA VFF Y RAABRELISHVTOVS EHE
LT, 561, BAfkA v 7+ v RGBSR O B
SDIEE HEMOoa Yy bto—, FE 33y b XY
) ZFRIL TWI,

¥\ T, Stafford, Dainton, & Haas (2000) Tdb,
Stafford & Canary (1991) i &k » TR I h I RE
ZRBAL TR ET-TW3, JITi, &5 7 F
NA R [EEESHL] o2fEEMABEGRA vFF v R
THOREERAVWTWI, ZDHER, EYFEREHER X
Db, HREOHHBEZRA v FF v RTEOBHICN L
HEBNBKEL, THoFEATAIE T X TOREIE £
VFEFVRITEICH L & - & b TFRIANEL B ->TW i,
¥, BiRoBIFsofg@icxt LT [EETE] »—8
LTHROWFHINZ S - T,

Stafford (2003) &, —EOWMTHEZF L, HH
OO RIFE DIEEIcH L, b- L b—BLTFEIN
Zb-oTWa00 [HEM] & MEETE] ths LR
NTW3, ZLT, A VvFFVYRITTEHELTERSENS
ZEozw [FEE] &, BfRo £ v 5+ v 2icxd 5
SHRBHERI NI Ehh-7-0 &, REHENBER
WKESEXND B EBRNTVS,

SORBETE, BEA v7+ v RITEN, A
B 2REEICAET A EMNTEREVSERED S &ICHf
ERITHNTW B (Dainton & Stafford, 1993;
Stafford et al., 2000), 12, BAfRHMEEE VWS EH
ZHBICER L TiThbh 2 AR (strategic) 1TE)
DTETHY, b 1003, BARMEEE V> B AR
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nonstrategic) TEIO I L TH %, ThETOEL D
METE, BFEA v FF Vv REHE R +SFY-& L
TERLTER, HFlZIE, Ayres (1983) % Shea &
Pearson (1986) 2, BEf%2A v 7+ v 2 2BbOES &
WOBRICESOWTHEERO vy — v 2/ED B L2
ANTOSBEELELTERLTVWS, 7, Bell,
Daly, & Gonzalez (1987) &, »¥— b+ —[ELH XD
HEMICENLE DDA E L TESEK L, Dindia &
Baxter (1987) I, BAREILB L LBEREE L VWS H
HOHDARKRE L TERL TS, &5, Canary
& Stafford (1992) * Stafford & Canary (1991) 3,
BEOWS BIREMHET 200 ELTERELTYL
%, WM, BRA V5 F v REVWHIEELENE b -
1A TH B LV BEHRAVHEL, UL, HRHEN
FHEREEBESTITH>THTH->TH, B v 7 F
YZEWSKEEEE bOTEIRD Y, TOXHBFENL
TEHCERFSNBINRETHELEVITFRGBENATHL
% (Dainton & Stafford, 1993), Dainton & Stafford
(1993) i, TRtk * v 7+ v 24K EWHHETR,
HEHSITH L AEREE NS VLY, BENLETEH LS
BDi-BERTHVWS DI, B4 v 7+ v 2TE ] &
VWS HEEHVTV S, KTz, BERNR
ERESTHECR, BRA Y7+ Y278 2V
TW3,

ZDFEZICET X, Dainton & Stafford (1993) 2,
BREAKTHCESELY TR 2T>TVW53, 208
B b-oLb I EHENBTHE L THRESN-DIZ,
FITHE TR ZACHVSh BT ERL - c THED
HEH | Thoto, Thid, BEMEEHRA v 57+ v AT
BcESEU TP ZRESNIERIEZEVWZ B,
F7, HEIWREEL L TR, FELBETFSh TV,
FHEOSHBBREMHZET I HKE L TIRE S Il
WITEITH 548, REOHHEMNS £ WL T & BRI
RBRICE-S>THEETHI VDO TWVS (Zietlow &
Sillars, 1988).

L L, Stafford (2003) &, HFERFIHEEN» DX
Blid, BIRHROER % o EDTH D, EBICIRC
OEFEFRNTE L 3REETHEELTVWBE, kb
@ Stafford et al. (2000) T, FEMSITEOHEE
BALTIEVWS DD, HERSITEHEXEIL THIE L
T30 TIRIEL, Bf* v7F v 2ATHRERMEE %
RZBRETHZEARELT, RFEMATHEDTH
%, TNIEXF L, Dainton & Aylor (2002) &, #HoR
DA & > TR EEEOBFR A v 7+ v R1TE %75
TE 5 I &E%ERELK, Dainton & Aylor (2002) i,
BIUBEA v 74 v ZITENICW LT, FBBICHVW S
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ZREELEENCHV LR IEED2 22 EE S, &
NSDOEEEOMHEBEMENWT EERB LTV 3,

BENCHAVONBEEERA v 7+ v AITTHOEEMS,
ZELOMEEDIERH S 5L ATH B, Stafford
(2003) BERT B L Hic, EBRICI A L OFBIBE
HTHD L3, THBY, RiT, AIRHS L IH
BROWVTNHLDOERTOAREHEN S I EBEVITE
BHdETNE, FRILTRIET 2 MRS D,
rerZL, BIREWTHOATIRTCOBAGRA v 57+ v
ZITHZEBEEL TV ED0hEVHSABTHEZYHORIES
BT Lic¥E %, Dainton & Aylor (2002) O F %
EBH T, SRokSsSHIh B,

PAEiciR~7z, Stafford & Canary (1991) <5 %
5—EOBZRIE, BF - RBEFRTREY, hoBF%E
SEELEHEANGERHEIh22H 5, X, KRA®
FEBEH/R OIS (Canary, Stafford, Hause, &
Wallace, 1993 ; Messman, Canary, & Hause, 2000),
[EE DL ERRENFR E L I-HIFE (Haas & Stafford,
1998) R EMEF SN B,

$£21H ZoMmOBEMNIZII=S—2av
Stafford & Canary (1991) i &k » CREE S /=B
FfAvF+ v 2TEO 5O, BIREMRT 55
%25 WA TWBE EEZ SN B M, Dainton &
Stafford (1993) % Stafford et al. (2000) »HEH
RITHICOELAEYTEACE, S50 bE
MmELTWE, iz 5>OAELMCOELEELH
EHala=hr—va VERBEELTWVWREEZ OGN B,
Goldsmith & Baxter (1996) it & % &, ZBEEARK
TREEOHAEMFHICBOVT [EFEE2ERERT S| &b
PRVEIIThI TV, HFENOEFPHTERL (EF
T35, MATIa=r—va voFELEND 1
D2THO (KB4, 1998), ZBE - RKIBBARICE > THE
BRaAIa=r—-vavThbrEELIoNE, TOREK
WZala=r—varhkeE LT}, BEEHEFICHEN
BlETHD [y Fvy] BBEIFLNE, [F9F v
71, Fig, BE - RKIBRTTOLN 3 MBEOTEITH
b, IEEBVITEHOT TS, BROBES R RIREN
RITEHE LTEZ SN TWVW5 (Patterson, 1988),
fo, BREBHEVZE [BLTVE | BEDEENSEE
STV, LU SEENRRBRELZIPAVSENS
DTV, HF IO LRSI EREZ, 2BV
5 EMBBRRCLI2GE80H5, LORBEADOTAE
S, ZOZABINETEDELI I I =~V
YETOTCEPILE->TRESNBLELEZ OGNS, O
F0, _AOBICEZO_ANICEBIKEEP 7L — X,
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FEEEBNLS A VRENERTIDOTH S, chid [BE
FREEORERI (personal idioms) | EFHIN TV 3,
T, KT, BFRA v 7+ v 2ITBOSAIELAN
OHEWIIa=/ r—vavelT, [Py Fvs] &
(BIRER O RJRA | £W 0 LiF, BAET 2R+ #E
3 5,

1 F9FT

Yo FrIrERESLAZVIBOHEIC, Jourard
(1966) 3 %, Jourard (1966) i, BERD ¥ 1 7T
XB5 9 FYITOBVERLTVWS, TOER, mH
PEHEORAL D SERMEORALDEM, L0E0H
FEEBICBWT Y v F v 72 BRRLTEBY, BEALED
BA, o F v IrR3EEKoEERICHLEEh TV,
Rosenfeld, Kartus, & Ray (1976) ¥, Jourard
(1966) ZEHAL, EIFEo#EREZRHLTVWE, 2721,
Jourard (1966) TRFEbhL b RBHEDH v T
EWNRICL, BEDH » FANBH - LB OFFEKICE
WTH o F Uy T7ERRLTOVATIEERLI, TDXS
i, S0y v F v 7 OWER, BEFROY A TRIOE W
ZRRET LIRSS D - foo T DR, RAEOBLIZ,

BARD ¥ 1 7Tk, BROERERIC L 3B VICE > -

TWo iz,

o F v IHBBROEREED X S EEEND BN
K2WVWTiE, 220FRMBKOILD (Emmers &
Dindia, 1995), 12, ERMWMEINTH 5, Altman
& Taylor (1973) O#SWEEERIE, BIROHEREIC
- THCHROARTRIL S BOFEENEELLTWVL
VS EENBFRERELTVWS, COERIL, EESE
FfTENC DLW T b RIRDERBRELES EIRELTVS
e, v F i oVT HEBKBKHENSFRIESN S,
%72, M. L. Knapp OBIRFER OB € 7V (Knapp,
1984 ; Knapp & Vangelisti, 2004) icBWTd, BIfR
DEREIZT I 2= —v a3 yORE(LLERIBERICH
BERELTEY, iED v F v 7 OBEREINSTF
flahzd, 85121, HRHUEILTDH S, HESHESE
HRMBSIRES 5 B—Rocic B 3 BAMIME L TiE,
BEM T 3HEE LV (Altman, Vinsel, &
Brown, 1981; Berg & Clark, 1986; 1L, 1994), %
7=, Duck & Miell (1986) i, FEHEEHEBIFEHRIC
B4 OMEER %00 & € 18R, BRoER IZHE -
BERHEVS XL, ©LAEBHUTIRESACEE « A
BETHBIEEZRLTVS, N5 220D0FRIDS B,
WINBEEHEINBZ300ICODVWTRLARER, LT
2oMBEIFoh B,

Guerrero & Andersen (1991) 3, MRl s v 7

NVESNRIC, ROBIcBF 35 v F 7 (public
touch) Z#E L, ZOER, v F v 70RE, &
W E AW (casually dating) &9 dE&IEFFExH L
(seriously dating) IKBWTEL, £ LT, BRI
XAVE Y HERFRARICBVTDR VW E WS | kg
#RERH LI, 20, RO 2-oHOFRIBIHsN

fol kLB, LipL, TTTIR, ADBTD Y v F v

JULAPBELTESY, ZAKTORMIRKRICBIT 3
% v F v 7 (private touch) BBEAEhTEBY, & v
FUYIOTRTBRFSOATVLBRILBVARL
(Emmers & Dindia, 1999, #0842 X T,
Emmers & Dindia (1995) &, ZAEB{HKRIcH 5 A%
XRIC, ¥y F v 7OREBEROBRBLHRI & OBRIC
DVTKE LT3, BIEECEBEL>HAD S v F v
reBOHL, Z0oHEZEETEI5HRLI, 0
WHE DNEEBENSSFVITEILEY, - b F—
Moy FrrEREIED, WFAhb, BUixaL
PREEFREL D S, BRI EZAVICBVTE- L E
V&S HERPIBEER MRS s, RMKIRIETO % » 7 v
7, AOWTDY v F 7 (Guerrero & Andersen,
1991) ([EEDOHEETH Y, P 2 H>BOFHRINXE
EhicdWVWR b, i/, HHERERINTBST, 79
F v S ORPBEROER I LHBRIBERICHZ L id
HAZFDLBVERRETH S LEEIh TV S,

PEoHmRERVTIRS, v FryI7OBEVHIENA
HEERFTORRICLTWEA, 5 F v 7 OBENAIE %
BTS2 L bREETH B, 7 v F v 7OEMMIEE L
TR, v F VIR E>TRESNIZERORFBE X
S5, T.D. Nguyen, R.Heslin, M. L. Nguyen
(1975) ® M. L. Nguyen, R. Heslin, T. D. Nguyen
(1976) Itk > THRENTWVWE, TOHR, Y9 F v 7
3, BFORBEPEV LA Iy, HNEEHP 7S
NRY—=~NDBRALEABINIDT B EBRENL, &
S5IT, W= b F—=DoDF v FrITICEDLIUEKE
BU B0, B« RIBOBIPHIIc X >TRLB T &
PREINTWVWS, M. L. Nguyen et al. (1976) ickh
i, BB IKRIBE LD S, ¥ v F v SRS, KIS,
BEUEALL, $-HNEHZEETLIOOEELTL
foo BEIBEH I, RIBBHCHELELD &, WL H
KERELA~ND S » 7 v T EEHRORBFEPEN LIANBENR
WwWZEbRrahico

T. D. Nguyen et al. (1975) ® M. L. Nguyen et
al. (1976) <3, BARDEREIE & U CBLME - RIEL
PEBILTiEWREW, LA L, Guerrero & Andersen
(1991) * Emmers & Dindia (1995) Of#REA&bLE
TEZABDE, ROXI BRSO ILDIEA D, KIED



&

BRISMAEHGVOBRETE, 79y F Y S OBRBVEE
BOEE KV, Zhictl, REERIcBVTE,
o FVIOBIBDELINBIZN, —EOPD L) ThE
ShAEPBEICHN S, LIHL, TOETOHETHE,
7o F v LBROBIFE OE Gl RRPHERIL L)
EDREAEATWEWEY, ¥ F Y SOBEEHEZR
DBEIFIEED LS EEEE b D>DHIZ >V TIEARIAL
FETHD, SHORAMBFEILN B,

2 BIREBROXRRE

Hopper, Knapp, & Scott (1981) &, T AiciHss
BEKAELGHSOEE. 7L —X - JEEENR I A VICES
2T, IhEBREBSOXRBEA (personal idioms)
EFFATREILTWV S, BAEMICE, KREBRPREEL
TWBHy 7VENRIC, BRETORFEI R ED X
FIBSDOBEBEOH, k1, THhREDLSIESIT
EROPRBERSVTRRIAERAEEZIT>-TVS, Z
DR, 820hFTY—, [BEHVLVD =y 7 X — 4 |
[BEOXRH] MbE DI~V ] [RFOXRHAL 178D
AKX (requests and routines) | M8 72 ZE4R o gih 73
FZBH|I [y 7 2A~NDFVXH] [PodPVOERE
(teasing insults) | 2R L1z, ¥, TOLH57UE
HABBEPORBEURTHRET 2 0dic> VT, Hop-
per et al. (1981) &, BAREIF O RBEBEH VWS &
», BRtbUADAL LORMICERBRES &, “AD
OBy TNV ELTOTAT YT 4714 %21E
DHIBRES DL OTHBLHPL TV B, £OEX
2XET o EROHEs N, MEEFORER IR, =
ADDIEHBY EEEIC L TO REBHEEI SN 3,
F—bFEZLTOAEHL SREE3FEH SVWETIITE
TobDWBEL, £k, BOLLOBERICEYF 4+ T
EBRH -1 LBBMLTOBALE LoD THB, TOD
BRI & - T, BIRER ORFEEILS, EBICAZREKRP
FEBRIcBLTEHRHEhTE Y, BRI LBVEHER
EHDOTENREBEINILENVR B,

E5IT, 820AFTY—DI3L [EHORER| 3db-
EbESHVWSH, ki, [hohvwoXRHE] 8L<H
VWHNTWe, [ohVWoRE] &, HEEZHLSMD,
BEhicd a2 s%E, TERLDICBRzETEILETH
5, WIhd, BHESEICTAILEEELCLTFLM
LRER%E, Mo NicE B MEMcEBET &
T, EFL ELTVWEEEZ SN B, AHOBHET,
BHECPHERAETET S b0 L L CBERERFOXRA %
Uik, BREEOXRRMZEFCHER 2 EET
BT TIRIEL, NiFPHHEEAICD, M5 DITE)
DERTH -1 b T B &b, 20, BBERE

&

BORBEBICEDPIBOEAKNIE A v -V 252803
by, HOBETHFLEROSZbS EVWHIEKT, 2
lazh—va YEMABIRTIREED-TVE, T
2, BREBEORBE DO S 5 1 >OEE LEZL 5N 5,

U» L, Hopper et al. (1981) T, MERPHE
RIS EOBIRD BEF S DIFELZBEIE LicbiF TS L,
BRES 0XRBHMORIC-> W TEIEMICKRITSh TR
WIEW, TORIICDWVTHRETLzD05, Bell, Buerkel-
Rothfuss, & Gore (1987) Th %5, BEFRICH 5 A
ZRRIC, EBIFERA LTV IBREEOREREE D
¥, €% Hopper et al. (1981) D5EHIZHE - TH|H
L1z # DFER, BREGSOXREREZ - XAHVTL
33 L, BRI 2EZECHEBEIIEL, FRkEET
ARt b BV EEbhTVWA T EavRant, ¥,
HAuTL a2 REARBOBESZ VWA E, ZiE, HEX, &
BOTREHSEC B EVWIBRLIRHL, B dbic
MM EROBEHISERER] 25, - bEHBEEVE
BERLTVAIEBRMB LA, COWRICK-T, B
FREBOERBEMOPGRPEIMNE F—F Ik > TREN
EWVWRBHEAD, oI, BEEKREVERELTRE,
Hopper et al. (1981) T, BHREEOXREHE DI &
AEBHHBRETCOER TS > 7-D»5, Bell,
Buerkel-Rothfuss, & Gore (1987) Tk, »X Yo
HAETADBTHEHIN TV ETHS, COHERD
¥ 7, BEREEEORERS A0 —FRLEEREED
HIFREERLTWE EEZLI LN, DF 0, BRESR
ORBRBANOETHEHTZ I LR, AR
ABEDOANICRT C Licii b, AEOANSSBRIbD
BIROBAERI T EI EIck-T, &SI AD—I&K
BRPEFENGEDEEIOND,

Z D%, Bruess & Pearson (1993) i3, XEREFED
SAT7HA4 I NVERBERPFLELOFELEICX-T
4ODBRBEICHT, ThEFhORBEICBEREEOXH
RIL R E OBIEARET LT3, BiES5 FELINTT
EbDBVLRVE 1 BRETR, fEsh2BREROXRE
BOBEENEL, i, FEOBEEYTH 5 5 3 B
KBOLT, BEREGOEHEOMEEK &R E OIcIE
OEBEA A ST\, BIREIR ORERIE, Bk
BIHPFE CHIcB W THB O¥EEE & o aJgEtAURE
INEWVR B, 2L, TOWREIR, BRI RERIC
ESwTky, BRRIcX2BOSHRETSH 2 0]Rel b
b, i, BBRBIIEENIAEUREOALICRD
DBEHELNTOVE I, ILRARNBHRELS S,

BAREIE D RBEIT S, MEBRPLIIFHKRICH T 5 2
la=r—-vavilTEFEHshTELY, Thllso
BIRTOREFT b EN T3, Bell & Healey (1992)



BERBIROMRIBIT 59 2 2 =7 — v 3 YHIROME

&, RABRICH T 2BIREBORER =, £ITHRE%:
BEIHEICHEL, IS5 B RAMOBEER (soli-
darity) LHEBIEOEEE D EEARELTW S,
BATREIE O RER ZAREBRBRP RFBRAKRICREEDO DT
B3, ThUANOHEBELSRERICBOV TS, O
2HoTWBEEZIOLND,

F 7, BREBSoRER L s SIcivwWilgodo 1 -
ELTH‘H->TVBHESL H 5, Baxter (1987) &, H
S b OBRICHE EBbE D0, HAILRENKE S
SH|RE Y VRN EFY, FONKEPCHEEIC > L TRET
LT3, vvEVEHHERICIOINEL, [EBN
EDF7#4 (behavioral actions) | [BE D HKE R
il (prior events/times) | [¥IEHI /S Y (physi-
cal objects) | [#5BI7233F (special places) ] XAt
HI72FRrEE (cultural artefacts) | @ 5 > D43 % EH
Lz 520550128, [E#HREE0iTH] cB%k
FEOXRBEMBEENEEEIONE, O [EFHE
DITAl Bb- L bMEINBIEDEVWY VELTH -
e ihrs, BREEORFEMOFEEMSTRES N &
WA 3%, 7z, Baxter (1987) &, ¥ v KL O¥EE%:
EDEHIEHRLTVAEMICOVTHFERTWVWSE, 2D
R XCHMEShHEEG TREROKRH ) 832 -
EHRORE ] Tho1oo TOMEER, BREFTORE
BOBELEl—DbDTH 5, ¥ v F i, BRER
DEREMICEEThTVREY, T AICE > TEBIRYD
BOHMBEEThTVEY, 2O ANICEEDOSDTH 3
&, BRSO DTHBE, LVHSEHREELTL
%, BREBORFERILTS, vvFEMcLTH, H
Db OBHRICEBOHRTH B E VI EHNEETH
D, ZOIEBANO—FEPEFREREGD TS L E
Abhb,
FA4E BEMNOIZI =T — 3 vOKEEE
BT S IEim

EE, HENI Ia=r—va VicEBEPEE 5 L 5
iy, BROBHFIICHTAMEGEIEshTETL
5, FiE7— s OEROEETH 2, HEHT 12 =
r—va v OREPHEELSIEMCHRMT 3 7T VOB
EHFILMETHBIELEEZIONS, COEFIELTI,
Wood (1982) DBIRER DO X1t (relational culture)
&, Sigman (1991) OBEF#KEEAEE 2 = v + (rela-
tional continuity construction units: RCCUs) %
BFBLILEMTERIESD,

B11|H BREREROXIL
BEND Y 2=r—Ya YORRORIFSICHST S

HEHD1D2ELTRDEIBIENEZ NS, BERN
NEEEOTIC S, MAOMIMEER, &M, ZBEAH L EMNK
MExhTsY, HE BEESEELSECLLELTS,
EEROLFELZBLTBEVWEAERB L TV I EMNTE S,
IhiCk->T, BEVOITHOEKE AL O/A X
DHEVBLRERTES, HBFOTEPLIVBELSTFHlIT
BHLEZONS, 2FE0, _ACEHBEOI I 2=/ —
vavOERE, HMEDIIazr—va vy —v 0
BB ENE D EEL NS,
COZEEXLEVS FHEEZRVTHELTOWS O,
Wood (1982) OBARHEIBE DXL TH 5, Wood (1982)
i, BREEOXbE d " EBRORE PHE O
TaoxRicBLTERISWL TV, 20 -ZBRIcES
REHRDOY AT LD ETH D, TDEABRNTITONS
LERCITALMAORKNTERT E R 7LD ETH
D, 33az=h—varvEBLTERSNS, BFRES
D3AbiZ, T OBRATOM D> 2R T 5 HEPLTE T
ZHECEEBARIEIL, TLBERAOHREERT 5 K
WHEEIT B EEZEZONTVWS, T332/, —Ya D
BAMISHEACRBS LT, HHTZERDESICKE B
A3, 33a=h—va BT sinicid, BA
DRBRPEEL VAR EZ BN HETCERT 5729
G5, ZIFLE CEEAE (o) 2b-TWViE
WE, ZOAAOERPEENSTEHRT A LM TE
W, Z LT, TOEBRFEIBEAO S SMEH P 4
BB IC X > THRESN S, 2D, A vE—YOD
ERFHFEEThEREST 2 MEEHCHEA#LE, Ch
SEGHIbDEY AT A LRSI, HLBAKRICE
TB5ALXDOBTIEY LIF o@D v 2 7 & HBARE
HBOXbThBLEZ NS, b, BFEEEORE
RIDOEECHHEMTRER DI, “ABIOEBOY 2 7
LESDHLDTH B, T/, Dainton & Stafford
(1993) <, BER A v FF Y RITHICODVWT/N— F F —
FlDEZERHEOEHULTVWS I EMRENTE, &
hW3HBo vy 27 A PBEINWTEXLER, TBHEICS
WT b= b F—RIBFEULTE D EEL OGNS,
Duck & Barnes (1992) %/, »v— b+ —E L34k
BOBKD Y 27 L2 BETHELTHEUL TV ER
NTBY, EHOREZEHPL TV S, &5, KfET
By EFTVWiWITETd % 58, Burleson & Denton
(1992) &, KBRITOHEH s 23 2=/ —va v R
FUEPROEULTVBEIEEZRH LTV S,
BAREAR O L E WO HERICHUOBES b W 2 hHE
ET 5, &AW, Lewis (1972) 3 [BEAFRNTHE &
N 1234t (shared culture of relationships)] &V 95
W4 %, Baxter (1987) & [/N& 722 X1t (mini-



J&

culture) | [BAFMEED Xt (relationship culture) | &
WHHAEFERLTWVWS, Chold, AEZD0LDIRE
BoTW3600, [ZADRAMS afth#FZmh, iz L
T—RKEBL>TOWL O, Ui LTHEIIOENIZA
NEB STV DR ZHALIS ELTVEEVI A
THEL TV, HHOHESHVWLNE L, BEOR
AL BN bHBH, ThiZ T OWEELERED
BHRICBEHLTVWAEEVLHI T ETHH Y, BAREBE O X
ILEVWHIBLZOEEUMNREINTVEEBVAEKA
Do

5215 BAfFR#EEE1I=v  (RCCUs)
Sigman (1991) OPI{RREEEE 2 = v I (rela-
tional continuity construction units: RCCUs) &
3, Hy P T TERVEHEED 312D ICT
HTABDIETH 5, Sigman (1991) i xhiE, # v
FAUDBEBICELTOBVETS, [BF] REVTL
5, fE5hTwB0THD, THIERCCUsIC L » TIT
bhTws, TORCCUSICIE3>DI A4 7Bb5b, 1
> H I3, prospective units EFFI L, #E KT BIEED
ACITON BITATH D, FIEEOHIRRERK, T LTE
1KR-> T 2EEEHRT 5 & TH B, FIAE, RiC
LIHEENTS, TV =YY v IS REDERDOEE
b, BOEVDOFEBEVWTBL BEDRERERET &
BEENS, 2oHWK, introspective units EFFiEh,
FEEORTIITONBITADI L Th Y, FlEEORICH
FRBROMGHEIED T & TH B, FlAE, #B
EREFIMIFEIERAF 4 TRMN LT 2=y —
VaviETAEIERENEENE, 3OHK, retro-
spective units T, BRBFICITHONBITATHD,
HVEDPL S TVRVREOMREICHE C - 7 HREBOH
Ll Mg Eh B, Vangelisti & Banski (1993) i
EhiE, 7y IUVBENTOIRBIKENThLRER L /-
HkEA HFEFELEIE FFY—74 v I7E5E:
debriefing conversations) %%, — A D EHE %5 <
43, WM, Vangelisti & Banski (1993) T, T
DFTY -7 4 VIRECECTRHREOERWS v 71
CBIRMRERAEBE I EERBLTV S,
Sigman (1991) i£# > TRCCUs % #iIE T 5 RE*%*
B L, R LAHRA DD 5, Gilbertson et al.
(1998) &, XEBARL LA BEIELTVWE H v T %
XIRICHE LR, ik RCCUs B9 ~T, WHHA
BOMGBRREREEERLEOHEBENA SN, KHOD
prospective units & retrospective units (&, B D
Bk ek EH BB IEDHBEMNA S, /o, —HIiC
WA R & BRI R B IE OIS - 748, T D—#E

&

W AR Z#HSI L7 LT RCCUs ¢ ARG ER & D
BlESHET LT3, ZDFEE, prospective units &
B, LHOBRMEEREFRIL, sschto
prospective units {3, BHOBFREER TR L TV
720 RCCUs B IcEZ BV, oD RCCUs D f
A8, B 5 O BRI RIS LB AR E WD & A8
MRENILEWVWZ B,

ERBFRPRIEBEFRICHEATH, Bic—HlcwT
KEZE T TREBYV, ThEhs, BHotF%
bh, HEOF» b7 -2 AF LTV ALY, EEITIR
ZLOBMAMNTRILTVWEEbEAONS, HH
oFiIz v B, ZAOBERICHIOBEN] S b/
EWVWIHEZESTRBRVWEEZ B50DH, RCCUsDEZ K
THb, RCCUSITHYT 3 EEZ SN BTHDEL I,
HEMII 2=/ —vavE LTHRESNTELITH
TH 5, FlAiE, prospective units @ [RITE S 5 HE
%3 T3] %, retrospective units ® [£-> TV L
FOWRICHE S - HREORE | 3, Goldsmith &
Baxter (1996) PHEOHAEEH L LTRELTE
OHTH, PRVELSTORUTVWETE T 5, 7,
introspective units @ [#EERR 2 F 1T 5 &
i3, Baxter (1987) oy vHKric&d&Eh s, TDLS
I, HEHZ I 2= —v 3 YO H 5AHIE RCCUs 2
EEZBILBERETHY, BENIIa=r—va v
DEREICHEIEELEZ 5 LT, RCCUsOEZFRIBEHRT
HBEWZBIEAS,

58 BADHRE

LB« ARFF  HEEE (2005) <k hiE, HEADBEHR
&, BDEMRFCNERRICHT 2 BIECE MY 5 B
7%, BEPEUREIO —ERTITONATEHICET 5
BF9E, BESEOREEPLRAICEE T 25T, 2% L
THERICDWLWTOWEDLSICH TSNS, D5 B
“ERTITONBITEICEREY TR, 2oHO
WMESEFTH 5, 1995FLBICEPARTE->TELLDD
D, ehEEL BBV, HEAEH» S, HELITE
(e.g. AR, 1993 ; #3F, 1990, 1993) DWFFE, =& -
FEEaI2=2/—va VOHE (e.g. K¥, 1990 ;
FMHE, 1996), SITEIOBFL (e.g. FE « (LN « 7, 2
003 ; #O1H, 2000) <X S 3 a5, M - W -
HE (Q005) DL bva—%24Tobah3ED, REMZ

TR BEEAELRL, HEOa I a=r—Y a3 v %21
AR EVAR, HEMREZRE LAAHRDATH 50
FRPAR, BRSO BRI L T oS LTT
A A 1oTP, ZREBRTITOb N 21T & GBI |l



B BROHRFICBI T 23 a = — ¥ a VIFFEOBE

ETAHEICEEE B,

SALITENOBIZE ¢ id, FOE (2000) ASZRERGFRAAEE~
DXHATEY R BRIFRUG, BEROTEIC DLW TR LT
W3, ZOFRE, DEMRMSEREL TWERZE, B
BRICEE - S LAVLTENE Eoh, FE, &
5« ERITEERBITHLE h > oI EWRENT, &
7z, FEEEML (2003) T, A« BEEE L OEHER O X
MATENC DWW TR LT3, ZO8E, <— 7+ -1l
NAOHE— RSO R— P RHETE, OB
RIASE VRS I, BEN QTR 23 3 & & AR
Shtc, TEHEIENICEACHEEL LT, BE
(1994) OEHBAZRRF VAR > KHESBBE T SN 5,
BRHEARAF LG, AT I 2=y —va v2RICED
PEAZFNEEESL LN, i, BEBROERE D
KAEBRIC X > TEARRF VNEEST 5 EMRENT
W3,

—F, BRORBEZROFRE, (742 — 1]
DB « KIEOXBIRE I LhEEEIA->T I, BERF%
DFTA4F3I7 ZZDHOEHEOMRICIEEZL T Ko
rEE B B (FAAK, 2003 ; EkH, 1998). 2000
A>T, A3a=r—va YITEHICESELTIHIED
HZUoNB3XH5CB-TELN, 33azyh—Ya v
TEA MR >TETH b CEil - K, 200D),
PROBEFNBEENI I s = — v a YERZCHE
RIBEAER,

BOBOWERNKE Il a=r—va vEKk-HEL
LT, R (199) oEBBE2HRET 2 EROWSE, %
B (1995) OZEBRIcH T 2 HCHREHEBRE Ol
AL, £ - FH ERG) oBENI 2=
=V a YRR -IEHEABFEENTE S, hi
(1991 T, B, BCHR, #4232
= —vaveWVs BRN, BEBRORE - Fic
HET LIRS h, FICHCRROREHEA X
hTwd, 7o, E (1995 &, ZEBERIcBF 5 H
CERE S SR LTVW3, ZORKR, BEH
Rick 1) 5 BEBRG6RTF (NEMBR, REMNER,
BELEY — FBR, 7543y —BR, ft&0BR,
EEHMBER) calish, BEEFOHERIZ, NE
HIFR - BREFxEY — FER (REPBEOKEERICEET
355 LIEOHBIZE B, REEHARIE, 754 vy —B
N (BEPAEB, RE, BEOFE) LEOMHBEEE - C
ExER U, NEWBERSEERICTES TS, ®
ROBOHROMB LT HHERLEVASE, LhL,
it (1991) REEE (1995) 13 HOBI/ROEEW % /R
T5H00, HEMNII 2= —va vy EVWHHEATH
FTHAITbRA TV, Zhicx L, £/ - FH ERIdD

2, BEOEMLBZ I = —va YIZEBL, BERO
B L OBEABRE LTWVWS, TR, AHENI I 2
= —vavOhTh, [BENESHRE (BEHOHkRE
PCRERBOREAERFICEST L)) N ESEGE L (B

SREFOSEEZERT 2 L) | THFOMEORM (H

FOEFIINT 2BELHENL LBRT S L)1,
BRI LBAERLSEEL b DI ENHERASI N, BT,
[HERNRLHEE]) © MEeEESEV] 1, £BRoBEK
AV FF v ATE), BREE ORI, RCCUs K7
ZERCHIETZIIa=r—Ya vy ThHD, ThdHD
THOMREMRENIZILBIBREVODOEEIONS,
ERECTHEBLILEIC, E{OMEESHENI I 2 =
r—va YiIKEHTBLIKKE-TETED, BERICS
WTHHENI I 2=/ —v a VERET ATFENS S
R h 5,

F6EH BEMIIL=U—3 EREAD
Bk & ZDORES

AR TWMY LFHROER, 93a=r—va v
PHEHERECX->TRIELTWS, LiL, 22THES
NcFERE, BEZBEORROITEMEZRBM LTV S &
3R 578wV, Sypher (1980) i, THEB O EEI MK
DIFEERMLTWEEVI XD, EEOEK L0
PEARBLTWA» b LAV & 238~
EREFELTVWS, 351, HERNI I 2=/ —v 3
VRIADVWIEEWEEBHRE I =y —Y a Y THBEID,
A% DFERICIRERD IS WA H 5, TOX®,
A2—ERICBVWCEBEMICEIES 523 Ti}, BE
I la=h—va 25 tPR#ETHELEHE
Zohd, TO/HERRT A -DFHINTVBFE
MHEE (dairy method) Td 3,

Wheeler & Nezlek (1977) &, HEEFETOH L S
AEDHEEERAEZRAIET 5720, RIR (Rochester
Interaction Record) %#BA% L/o TOHEER, 28
OB L HEERZ2MEB S, BHitES &
5L0HIBDTH B, iLBROMREL 0, 10721 E
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ABSTRACT

A review of communication studies dealing with intimate relationship maintenance:
Focusing on daily communication

Noriko TAGAWA

The purpose of this study was to review studies which examined communication aimed at
maintaining intimate relationships. Much of the previous work has focused on the processes and
strategies of initiating and terminating relationships. Although the stages of initiating and
terminating relationships are important, people spend more time maintaining relationships than
initiating or terminating them (Duck, 1988). Given this argument, researchers have recently begun
to investigate communication strategies and routines that function to maintain relationships
(Stafford & Canary, 1991). This review focused on studies of relational maintenance strategies,
discussing future research directions. In addition, other daily communication and research
methodology were also examined.

Key words: intimate relationships, relational maintenance, daily communication



