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IMEHF 5HFIE

XEFTHEAT OBERERAS
08 2B 3 RT3
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(MR LAk R% 5 OB, L Mt 211816)

W ESAARLEREFIHF O EEREATY mALERE, KFARAA 166 4 FEH b3 4 5 g 3de KA
F A AR R R A BRI DR R (AR L SRR LR A ) BT RO, B AR AT R A, 3R AR
MWL AREA EEER W, L S AN A, E R € BRI B P AR R, R R At 3] i
SREMELELER T EEEY A, A WHFNERER, THER RN G ZH NN ERLH Y, B&KE, EAFM
o BRI S A TN A e XL R R TN Bk, XA RRU HAE DB HF P N E AL RO B A
ol R ERN X, REE S ACFH LR RENRRAER,

KPR FEEAT FREI; AR FREABMN; HLERE

FESES H319 CEAPRAERD A XEHS:1674-6414(2026) 02-0178-14

0 3l

i

T RIS N — D EEANFIE | L2 5 SCALSZ Bm B9 B B RE , R A PR ok R A
(Dewaele,2005) . J8EN 5 SCASEPRA R ANE S >) 254 LS8 B9TH 5 Bl i Bk 20K
AT A IS AT IEGRIBRE . Al e SZBr iR R 2R A C YRR I FE 1 i 2 25 A 17 SR
Wb 45 22 bRJT U E 2L, AT BT 8 BB RAE A TT ), — BRI R S TiE I
[ OC R, IR i 2 8 I BARiC A R A i b i BRI, i 2 B
G0 B S U O B 2 (R R 2 B0 X JE IR I B 56 (B R g 55,2025 T DT 4%,
2023) , 1M1 i 5 WS A SO A ARG , SRR I R 5 4 2SO IR Z IRl A1 IR L3 (%%

Wrs B #:2025-11-13
HEESWE 3T HA AL LA RLALT B AT LAERB AR KEF T FES5A 238> BIH AL (24YJATA0002) A= 3L 55 4 #F 52
ARG A B RA B LIRS T H SR A 0RO 4 ok LR AT AT (KYCX25_1691) 8 BB AT 50 A R
TEEEN: 00
KB, B, AR LLKFESLAFRALAL AL, EERFE T4 0 RET LR,
S| AR 5 BRI sE. BB FOKF BRI SR E 2 R 5[], AMETESC,2026(2) :178-191.
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ANAT 45F,2022b) , HI 18 B ST A AR OC I BRSNS 15 AR ZS &, it 2304k
PRSI IRRZS T ME & ( Perezhivanie ) (ZE2NRFT £5,2022a) .

H AT, P9 7E 08 S AU I T U 2R ) A T 8 B SETE A S MEAS — UL (22 T
FAF,2019; 20T 45 ,2022a) , A 515 B 38 G WF Y IR 5 B 2 S0E S 4, AR F1E R
A i ) A AU Y < A 2 SO 18] 7 (Johnson, 2006 ) 5 ¢ 1 B 18] 7 ( Pavlenko, 2013
Prior,2019) , 8 T —SBHRGY 025 ) HAEAL 55 4400 F IR I AT , N5 48 B 2% >
FAEAESCH B 1 IR B LA S T K 2R X IR B B9 /E H (Abdi Tabari et al. ,2024;
Wang,2020; & 3CH5,2022) , {H 2 [ o587 5827 2 35 16 iR ™ H v 0915 8% 3R B A0 4T 52 mieg
TR RIS R AR (U MERYE R A2 AR s FE B B R R i
TR AT R I B HE Lol 2 ) 3 B i /KT R R R BT IR AR 4% B 1) B e 5 ) 230 0
T FLEE TG BRI A BB R R S T R A A AR i 2 SO T 1 IR B 7 —
T ISR N A S B D B AR TR B A 2 SR TR B A RIS, NIRRT
5 R Z [ X R MIAH,

1 XELRIR

TE IR A0, I R A 5 F T TH RN RS B K Z B ER (L et
al. ,2020; Teimouri , 2018 ; ZE AR 55 ,2022) I IEIRIR N FIE 5 7= H P I IR B, Aip & %
TE57 2 3 BAME S BOIRZS )5 27 0 51 /2% 0] ( emotion words ) FYBRAR 0125 W A K, 16
JEAR)TEALAIF T 2 — A 176 BR A I 5% S8, F 9% 1) 2 B ke B 2 ) 3 I BRI A 1E 12 AN
( Arriagada-Modinger et al. ,2022; Ferré et al. ,2013; Naranowicz et al. ,2023) . &0, /K
B« NP E R SE ( Naranowicz et al. ,2023) 558 T 1f 45 F I BN HE A5 XUE # (1 =180
JEIE ) 1F AR T S N I AR P B 52 e S IR S R B AR AS T AH R O 2= 0
R AR T BN 25 b, % 240 A1 R (R = TP B JH IR MR R 2
TRl 40 ) SR 1 BRI TR CRRAR TR PR ) o TSR R B, 2 5 B TR R 25 LU TR TH
WA 2 ot —iE AR IR B i SR {E 2 RAEBN G 25 b, 2 5 B0 BEE (B 2218 ) iR 1Y
N P 0 (et ) ) %) B R B R 5 2 A AR AR A v X I IR R] 1) BN LU TE T AT 4
1T 58 A DU A X A RN 5 TCie BN R 5 5 AT A, S5 X U R A
@SR Y A AR ey 1 DA A £ 7 AN R4 11 P O S o ) e Bt 2 e o O K = P A S v
51z MRCR 25 32 3 S0 S A Bl U 1 52

RESR 1 BRI 40 7E T A A 55 v e A2 AE , 5 | e i — NS - A% 8% ] 00 2
BB R H 7 AR S — RIIMHRFE LS 2] E SR G BRI (Abdi Tabari

et al. ,2021;Abdi Tabari et al. ,2022; Abdi Tabari et al. ,2024; El-Dakhs et al. ,2023; Uzun et
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al. ,2022;Wang,2020; & 3Cf,2022) , &8 12 2 F RN 5 15 B BB ET S b %R
B OCIE . AN, F—FF( Wang,2020) 5T [ K22 AR R SCHERLPE & B2 2 50 ) o
R ISR AR, B AR SR A BB BB 5 7 SO I A (I IR 54 T o ) 422 v B8 T A OC
(r=0.35,p<0.001), XIATEIE K G VESR A 1 BANE SCHH A1 R IS i 27 > &
PR E R ETRbRI AL, A AR - BT il - SAE LSS (Abdi Tabari et al. ,2021) HIAH
BRI SR SCIE Bt T 56, AR TG BRI 5 )ik B R C R IAST,
XTI S 4 BE ARG — R T iR 2 B AT 55 58 U I IR R0, B I e f -
Bl R - 3 EL LA (Abdi Tabari et al. ,2022) 384 HC RS GE Hh g 2K SF 1) B3 24 A 76 R FPAE SC
BEIR (375 S AR RIS 1 175 JE5% ) el 56 B s A % TP AT TR 7P A A ) 5 2% ) TR I
WS, &I REE PR IR SCEE TORETE $ 7R IR SC T B0 A SCAR i TR 2487 (lexical
diversity ) B & (LR TORENE FE R T IAVESCHE IR 2 A5 4R 88 (lexical AoA , TV & 441 —
P ) 77 TR EAE A RETG B s T A TR 2 15 AR 08 B R (BIVEE &2 2 3Rl ) o Y AR BCRN
THARAR AT A AR el Tl B, A SO IR 7R X 3RV 20 A5 AR i N AT Jd 2558 M, %o 1) VT
ZREPER I R IBR B EME(p = 0.079 < 0. 1), SR 158 B AEA/E SCHE R XAl i 42 2w
FET I AT AAER . 5 S IEEE - B N il - S5 HLAE (Tabari et al. ,2022) A1, 5
WA - Bl Mot - BT LA (Tabari et al. ,2024) 97K T XHANCE 2R B A B FLL 840 1
X S Y BRI R AR B A A B oY R B, FE R PR AR AT 55 T 6T 1 R E
SiNC AR IEA DGR (0 51 2 15408 2 T O &R VB S B 5 R S 134F
I RIEAHC KRR . R ZREIEES T BIE BB AR SO B 5 1R 2 FE 34 5 R G
KA, B, I - ] Nl - BE L HLSE (Tabari et al. ,2021) 20753 AR 4518 . TR
JEAE 5 THAE BUE AR SR 2 AR 2 RO OC R R, XEOFRIME 5 B 2 5 R RN 2
SR B ) X BRI 4 FH (Tabari et al. ,2024) , PSR E F 2R/ W A
M) 15 SRR A el PR 7 3 =) S BT 55 v A 17 SRR B S 55 M 3 Y1 52 2% B W 2

P BRI RGN R B SR B 1T, [R) A5 R F ST He, 11 B 5T R X AR B ( Dewaele et
al. ,2002; Graham et al. ,2001; Pavlenko et al. ,2007), iF « 50 - 55 #%% ( Dewaele et
al. ,2002) i i XGRS R B2 3, A i 5 7K P RN 0 45 R 38 6 3 18 Bl (i
I, IZBFIE R IR, B IEAR  E F S518 T KT 5 AR 2R AR SR A O, A
SRS T W S U AR G, FTNEE - AR EFRHE (Pavlenko et al. ,2007) SEfkiL -
5 - 358055 (Dewaele et al. ,2002) LI THAAE R IR, A0S 5 da s B B3R 1)K
S NEON 34 AP KE] 129 A, [FIEHE G At S8BT RS W R X e TE R
HH (n = 49) ELHEBEHS (n = 50) FISEHE mAFHIEY T #H (0 = 30) DB IR PR

AR IS O o B IE A B, SETE-BR B i - I 20 Rl A et b 175 B I R34 2 M
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] ol I B il 5 iR 7Kk T 27 >0 38 B I Bl A T s S 3 b T 25 S = [l (3 v 1
SR e BORTE AR T I, B TR R RS, RIERE A ORI AT L
T 5 SRR R L, R ] 3 T D A ] L R A I SR 2 R (2R
FF—IEAF L) 77 KSR ], #8 bE S TE-RE R 2 60 F 0 2 p A 8], X SEpF e 1 1 ek
TRV FH A B 5 S SCAEsE

WET 5 2, BRI 0 —if2 2) F0E 5 7 HhIs BR B IR BE A2 IR AN 2, X F1iE 7™ S
ARPAZIRE RN, FEIRNC AR 2% B I 5 5 T, T S oY S e R R A R
SRR SCTE BEAR AL | 1M TG 9T 0128 0B 2 357 THEAT 45+ 1 1 IR B0 ] 52 i )3 2
&0 NE AR SRR 24 M i ) 52 SCAR A B s M) (R R AT 9 e 2 A Rcds il
SR - B3 - % (Dewaele et al. ,2002) 4L T SE K - X0 1575 i) (5 9 5% 0, 1B
S 2 29 3 SR R IR 250 MR SR A R SR O A I A7 A R B, F A I e Ak
R = A SN 2 FEG BRI

VE Rk Z 38 T A5 AIFT JE 1] 4 [0 )37 ( Pavlenko, 2013 ; Prior,2019) , A 57 LA 3L 15
IR A YR ARt HER B IR (LA I IR 0 2 R BRIZL Y ) A S h A AR a , B EEE AT T
FUBL A B RN A 28 B (A5 R AR A 2 ) Y BB ARl 5

2 WARAE

2.1 AR IE A

AR ST 11245 DL PR [

(1) FeifE /K R BRI AT R R SRR %o 2 ) 3 1 iR 2 R e e Ak 8 R 1 T 0
YEHI?

(2) FeiF /K IEARN AT R RS SRR o 2 20 3 1 iR a) 0 A2 2t e Ak T8 R B T
YER?

AR FTARIEEATAE Ry A A8 i, O BRI R TR A A f, a0 4 B VR R AR 4
45 IR AL A 17 S m) R I B RIRL M, AR B IR R B R R 4 B AR Y 91 7K A
Shr 1A A e T AR e, B R ORI KO TR i R R P VR T ( Dewaele et al. ,2002;
El-Dakhs et al. ,2023; Graham et al. ,2001;#15% 2010) , —iFE/K P& iE 2 HRIR FRY
RN 2 2] FRE 380 T RFREE | B2 ) FAE A R A BRAg 85 v anfer R 6% i H —1% (B
JEXT TR K B AR RE SO (AR AR K b AL 1 S TR 8 W ST 5, B 5 4
M5 iR /K- Z 18] 1Y 5C R BOR 18 7K X3 BE A I 58 A 2 A ( Bulté et al. ,2020) ,
an, 81 5% (2010) HEHTEIKFARAE 8 SONPRAEAR 1Y 9235 L DO s St 43 A, D 5% & BRAE H i R

Z RPN T5 1, AR S5 TR K P 2 2 (B A S5 2 S (ER i T 2 U 2 e TR
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KA, EIEBREREA TN B R TE I - M - BN - R 2255 (Catalan
et al. ,2017)  EHPATEAE « B Nl - B4 00 BL45(Tabari et al. ,2022) FISh R 578 - B Nl - 35
[ B % (Tabari et al. ,2024) A& B SCA B R BLAE Wl 2 A0 a0 2 2% 5 . @ E9EE L D0 AL
ST IR M T K T RE 8 AT AU T a2 ) 3 R RN 2 44 B R B ( Bao, 2024 ; fif] 5%
2010) , H YT /K P65 ein] i fit T 3R A7 7E 12 3 5210 ( Dewaele et al. ,2002) , RS
S5 IR TR AT g 2338 1 1% BRI IX — A AR 1 X Rl A2 2% BE 77 A s, 1)V A2 4%
FEA RN AR FNRNC A 22 N, e AR b AR DA Ry 17 R0 3 52 1) 17
SRS, AT R G 5 R IR . AT R R B& A2 3 BB Il R, A2 43 B AR T
Z I A HT ) — S B RS A 56— > T A% 8 75 25 3m 2 g — A T AR i i Ay
YER R R AR i, ZEABIEGE T, BE AR 20 BT FH TR 58 S AT 1 ) At 238 47 J il 2%
P RS ORTIN N2 = 2 & S NI b2/ 5 S Tl Rata el 2 [T E 25
2.2 5%

AWFFEIN S 53 Rk AL AR 1 X DU T s A 1Y 166 44 DEIE L lb Kk 2 o 53 4 12
N, 2o 154 NI TE 18~21 % 22 JA), IE 02 S Beif i (Rl 7 )\ AR A2 4y, AR AT L 01
FIliFak ez I Ay, XA EEAE TR S A AT 55 Z TSN T 2 9 L 9 2, 21
GUELPAR G A B s B A T R A o A B Bl UR  it 23APT B
REAE A 2 2% 21 3 A SeiB KO, AR EE e, DR AR AR 92 1) FH 9 Ml 0 2 2% 38 ok 5 Al o
) B VEEIKT . XHE2EAE ) Ll P B IR S A 7E 51~91 402 [,
2.3 %%t 5 2k

AWFFE AT S5 B R 4 s L 0 FE i P I AT 55, ITE S5 & TS24
5 E L R A Z )5 B IR — B ] B A AR R & S0 = 58 o (R 45 . £ i
W T — &, WF 98 5 5 A A A B BT IA T 25 24 A0 X6 By 3 8 AR R
MRS ERS 55456 A Gkt —kaoh g by, G, i B, R & 2ok S
5 MR R E B R R R i FERHER W e, R IR S 5 E WS, RS
RS PG =408, I 2 538 0 A & IR A7 MP3 30 WAV 48 X0y 20 sC ik
2.4 BAEIHF

AWFFErh, 25 E 0 /N K 58. 49 B i KK 182, 98 b, SE I Ky
160. 71 #(SD = 22.58) . VUL HEIINAYAT A58 A= X 166 1 S 40 SCF AT T 5% 5%, JF
X il L ST AT, FEFG S B X TR T3k A RABIE AT I FIHLI R %5
M FREE , B SREEHARAE R Word SCRY IR 5838 2 BB SO X B8 28 1) 2 Si SCRY PRI AR
HIREER BT SK A H RAG IESHRTE , I Word SCRYES b Ry SCA SCHF | DA IR 825837347

Z 5 F M A SCRK /AR TE 106~389 A Z[B] (M = 237.34,SD = 56.82)
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2.5 T =m=

A ST BT B IO A5 2 R e A AR B 3 Sl R KT R R I (A A S A RN A
SRR ), BRIAR SRR A 2% B (LR TR 2R AR A 2 ) o BB KPR E e SR
Z 5FH ML MRS, 15 BRI AT R S B #r

TE 53 M P8 F Python J& vader Sentiment, H:H1 (%) vader B{ VADER #§ Valence Aware
Dictionary for Sentiment Reasoning ( 5 B H R A BRI ) . VADER 25 HEFIE S5 £ 5%
WEAEPERL I 25 57— &, R B SR iETR PE (614% 7000 2145 B ) X 4% B RHIE B9 15 s A
SR EEHATIEO VPO S5 A T -4 (B 1A A ) F4 (s AR ) Z 18], 3F 015 FEAR 4f ( Hutto
et al. ,2014) . ANHFFEXF A SCAE IR Ia) A1 6 14 I 2 2% BEZRAT (types ) , A TEATREE &
fdi A4S (tokens ) , B “love” (15BN 3. 2) Fl“ loved” (B> J9 2. 9) AN FIZE44 . XF
BEAS 22 A4 SCAS o B T AR IR T AR A 16] 28 A5 0B 11 5B 8 A Python JE NLTK A1
vaderSentiment . HR A5 VF B 1) A A7 1800 DA SR B UARG 3) 1) 155 8% 20 D TEAL , DA SCAS vp 42 BGIX
FPRAFIEITEL . ST RA2A A SORK AR — AR BIFGESR F R BRI LA [R) SCAR Hp ) 1
SRR, A 7 SO SCAS I AR RN B AR SRS AT B U5 12 AR TR A B LR
Fe L) 100, F7n B 100 A1) i BRI AT A A%

AR IE BRI IR SCA GBI o 86 18 BT BB USR5
BRI ERAL A )T 2R GG B W S EAE R SCARE 1S3, DA BRAS [R] SCA i
WA FHBO LR A IR 52, 2R A IR T BN Z 4% X B0, ZETETE 1
raised my hands bravely and T got good grades” H', “bravely” Fl1“ good” 13 1] A AR A% 8% 43
SR 2.3 AL 9 LRI 4.2, A IRIES R T S BRI B 0, BRI RN
W PR BT RO 8 B P2 AN 2.3 + 1+ 1.9 + 1 = 6.2(1 W) , HES
MAR 8 + 6.2 = 14.2, H— AR FRAR A3 A BRI 18R 45 2 R 55 18 8% S R L B
6.2/14.2 = 0. 44 JH— LRGN 8/14.2 =~ 0.56, IH—AL BTG 40 0, %5
B B A BB I3 BB DA AR A B 1) 5 I — b S8 (450 H 0 15) Z A
PR FIAYHL R B 4.2/ /(4.2 + 15) =~ 0.74, ABFFEREA R LR SO 5
11 F Python % vaderSentiment FFf)2& SentimentIntensity Analyzer , X 24~ SCAS B 14 B~
THITEGE ARSI M) TG IE B Bt —& B R R A,

FER A s RN 2 RE MR SCAR TR Z2 BRI (MTLD ) 3% 00 & 3% 3] 3 28 4 —
TEAF E FERFF—IERF L/ N T 0. 72 (IR 7 B RRAEL) 19 3% S2ial BB — AN 7o X F A AL
SEHEH T SCRE SR B R A | R —IEAF L 22 5 5 1 A IR E 22 51
b2 ( McCarthy et al. ,2010; # 5% %5,2023) , X —J5 B s il 17 SCARK BE X4 48 0 2%

FF—ICAF ELI 2 520 (Kyle et al. ,2021) , TAVE A 2400 i (45 PE 8 SR B 100 A S0R
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AL B I RRRIZE AT AL, 2 IR Bl P 325485 —IE A LU (MATTR ) ( Covington et al. ,2010) ,
i FHA% 51~ 247181 48 2P 0 & ( moving average lexical sophistication) LA P SCARK R
Wi, R A SCASTE S A 100 BT (ER 1 ANMEAF RIS 100 MEAT , AN Shr s f55) h—
AP BT EARIRIE TR, SR 5 A — 1), RIS 2 A1 2] 101 A1)k Al 0 745 B 354
TRATZRATHL, RS, L BT AE A 100 AN 1F B0 A 745 £ v BRI 2625 5, B2 3
BN A A A i A5 3 0 B A R 2R A BT 448, SR #1000 Ja) i) 3k HI G
B g%y - fR% - W HI (Nation,2016) FF & ) BNC/COCA a3 rh e 38 H 2 1E fe i H 1
000 i) 5%, # H 1 000 Ja)ia) 3 USR] AR AR R] 200 5298 1] Stanza PE A 4 Python ffi%
HEAEL SR B 1000 )10 22 28 5%k
2.6 %At 5T

AR FENT 22 AW AR 1 22 [] 195G 2R 2R FH I 72 5387 . Shapiro-Wilk W IE A M55 % B,
FEDEIE K AH IR AT 5 IR Sy LA BRI Z2 R AR A 2 eI 45 s v, R Rl
ZREMBE I SIE SR (W = 0.98,p = 0.001) . Xzl 50 7 eSF 5 i1k,
FEAY S5 B R TE SR (W = 0.96,p = 0.066 > 0.05) . AW R 4.4.3 7@
&AL AT, VA B9 BB 1 /2 lavaan ( Rosseel, 2012) , % 20 #5 43 J& semPlot ( Epskamp,
2022)

RN or =N G e R B /N R A R AR RS T o BT AR A
A V] Nt IR By & N PR ik A P A Y I DRI R A = S SR RIS = 657
M) P B AR BT 4 2R
3.1 EFEKF AFROGFIR R BB TIE B AR e B4 ) 09 AR KA

1 S AR S AR A AH G R BUEE , (353980 (M) FibRifEZE (SD)

F1 BN WEBMAEER

1 2 3 4 5
1 HE AT 1
2 R R 9 & 0.15 = 1
3 R AR B -0.03 0.30" 1
4 WL &R 0.12 0.44™ 0.01 1
5 WILE & 0.20" 0.23™ 0.05 0.28" 1
M 74. 83 7.14 0.23 6.90 9.74
SD 8.06 1.92 0.13 0.69 2.95

ek fax SR ERTFE0.05F0.01 KFLEEEZEAE,
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AR BRI EKCE R ER IS R AR RIS

1 WR &N ZIADCR RN TR  th a5 . Sk SRR iR
FeME A R BB EAE (T r = 0.15,p < 0.05; /5% :r = 0.20,p < 0.05) , 5HABPIA L&
PIRA BEMSE(p > 0.05) , WNCZFEMERNANCZ 242 IEA S (r = 0.28,p < 0.01)
PRI A 5 1 B A 3 1 it B 2 TE A G, PR IR i SR AR R A G S T
ESHNCE AR (r = 0.44 X T r = 0.23)  {H A S50 Baal s %A B8 F
(p>0.05), I EEIAIA 515 R B 1 AE DG BE HAL T 457K F-(r = 0.30,p < 0.01) , 35
BB AT 0] LAAE Sy 5t R 3B S A [ I H 45
3.2 FEEKF A RO IR R e by B R AL S AR v 09 AR AT

XA Z2 AP FIRII 52 2 P S DN 6 53 3 FF R B AR 43 B, 4o B A 8 Sy I 4 T | A 78
SANE 2 RE AR G AR MEAL B AR A T 2 SR A 1R 1 7R, R P P ) LR Sk R B
H PR H L BB R, HE B IR 22T 22, B « Fl o+ x o 435I RIRTE 0. 05
F10. 001 7K b A ded 3 95000 7

FEAKF
0.15% -0.08
0.05 \\\\
0.98-» % A H = 0.31%* o % R 40.91
0.47% %% -0.13
Y
T S
0.79

B SEKE R BRI S R B R

Bl 1 BoR Sk e AR P2 A B, BNz = 0.68,p = 0.498 >
0.05,8 = 0.05) , TE=AEHEEARY  SFiB/KV- 2 AR EGRUR rh A X 2 A 1
IR (2 = 1.92,p = 0.05,8 = 0.15 x 0.47 = 0.07) ,[HI2 T2 5 BAR1Z i rh Ay
SHANE SR AT a5 (2 = 0.88,p = 0.378,8 =(-0.08)x(-0.13) = 0.01) , % FHiE
T R AR R A BRI B R R R TR 2R (2 = -1.27,p = 0.203 > 0.05,8 =
0.15 x 0.31 x(=0.13) = =0.01) , TEEIAHA XN AR B2 W (2 = -1.79,p =
0.073 > 0.05,8 = -0.13), M2 T AHEGERIT R 2R = A Him , AR K
(2= 6.44,p <0.001,8 = 0.47) , HIRAENS W2 HUNIE BRI (2 = 4.17,p < 0.001,8 =

0.31) , [HIRAE BRI RS A XA 2R = A R (2 = -1.65,p = 0.100 > 0.05,8 =
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0.31 x(=0.13) = -0.04) ., M5 Z, LA FEEARBARIRRIE FUN 2 20% BT 2 HEEAE 5 3
BT AR 2 7 AR AR AT KO
3.3 & KT M RO IRF Fe b B A R I A J R el 0 AR AT

SBT3 AT R SRR X R AR S i AR T R A A BT 2 SR An 1R 2
IR P ) EZR AT S IR EA I, Forh iR 2 AT Sk R AR R, AR AT S R ik 22
T BT« wow fll % o o« 43 FRRTE 0.05.0. 01 F10. 001 /K A7 25 0 71

HEAKTFE
0.15% -0.08
0.17*
0.98-+] 1 R i % 0.3 » R [0.91
0.21%** -0.01
Y
LA 4
0.92

B2 EEAT ERRERERARN T E RSN EE

B2 R, B8 K X R E & A v e A 3 M R ), A% 8 B A e
(z=2.18,p =0.029 <0.05,8 = 0.17) , FARIEIE TN E BRARIIR = A HIE W (2 =
2.01,p = 0.045 < 0.05,8 = 0.15) {HRTEA BEILEHEEZ N Z 24P (2 = 1.60,p =
0.109,8 = 0.15 x 0.21 = 0.03) , WA 28 B BRI 1) TR A [ 252 ma a8 2 (2 =
0.17,p = 0.863 > 0.05,8 =(—=0.08)x(=0.01) = 0) , [F/FE A 18 1175 a5 3R 175 Jakin)
PN iR 24 (2 = -0.17,p = 0.862 > 0.05,8 = 0.15 x 0.31 x (-0.01) =~ 0),
185 BRI SR AR 2 %A HAEREM (2 = —0.18,p = 0.861 > 0.05,8 = —0.01) , /A
R ET R B 42 (2 = 2.67,p = 0.008 < 0.01,8 = 0.21) ,H 2 & %A 18 i 175 Jin)
R B A XAV A R P A IR (2 = —0.18,p = 0.861 > 0.05,8 = 0.31 x (-0.01) =~
0), MEMIE 2, LA ESAASHIRRAE TN 2 8% BRI AL 2 PEAR S5, B SR AR s S 1% BRI AR
YEEIKF,

4 e

AP RI A FEZOR B, He— R E RO 7 I, SeiH K3t i 2 RE R B0 B

SO (ER X TR A2 A VAT AR ) 17 SR I A XA 22 R A A 2 M 2 EL Y
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i), ELXF RN AP (A T B R 155 BRI A DU %o 30 00 Y0 A B R, 7R (]
FEAON 7 T, A BB KT 28 AR BRI ) A [B] 4 5 i eI A

DL S5 RER ], SeiE K P A% e in] i A A R A A A AL B RIE R T %)
5 BEARIRL M B AT T 7, AR 3 T K RS R B (B 2 2 C R, X Sk LA 2 i A
IR )R> 15 ( Dewaele et al. ,2002; Abdi Tabari et al. ,2021; Abdi Tabari et al. ,2022;El-
Dakhs et al. ,2023), il - 7% - {835 8145 ( Dewaele et al. ,2002 ) 76— S48 H & BUAS )15
B K2 % LA A 24 i o0 BRI I 0 2R 20 3 DV SCAR I BRI A5 40 R A B 3 T
(B =0.33,p = 0.032 < 0.05), [FARMFT KB E K- 2 3 HARKSE- 2] F Al HE £
TGRS B T —8, SAMSRRFRY R, D5 - BT Ml - 35 545 (Abdi Tabari
et al. ,2021) & BUFRRMRIE AR T BT BB XY 5 1) 5 R4 — A% LE (IRl 2 A 6 ) &2 5
FHAK (AT or,= —0.24,p = 0.006; 5% :r.= =0.25,p = 0.004) , W20 T EH
D] fE 2 Eh A e - B Nyl - 35 HLZ5 (Abdi Tabari et al. ,2021) BF58 45 3 () SCA TR AR
JEAE FITH AR S BE 5 AW A SCAS i I B R BR AR 7 SR m) 2 A4 R 40045 21 A% 4 )
A, BRUICZAN, FETH AR A B, G S48 - Bl bl - 3% [ B 4F (Abdi Tabari et al. |
2022) & IRAETCREN 1% BFL 7 AT BEN 15 B EL /R T RN 2R RS B 20T I 25RO 1
(Ri#&.r = 0.002,p = 0.991 > 0.05; 5% :r = —0.19,p = 0.180 > 0.05) , {453t Fl (—Fh
TN 2 e i, S5 AR 5 0 R )0 A () ) Al 5 1 TR A 3 SR IR (T . r=—0. 06,
p = 0.667>0.05; 5% :r = 0.18,p = 0.205 > 0.05) , {ELLMESEH « Fa] Nk - B4 [0 L4
( Abdi Tabari et al. ,2022) W58 v, 15 B A3 1 115045 (7] T SCAS BRI 18405 TR AR 15 TR A 1) 22
{8, AR R ZE G R R R e RAEARUEFEE B 3 VADER 5
LA AR« ] Ny - 351 B4 (Abdi Tabari et al. ,2022) i F 9% SentimentAnalysis /1]
MIPE53 7 AN R A5 IO T3 T AR — B, (HR AR W R IR 2 SR 8% R 8 5 el 2 4
PE RN AR ARG X SR BT, 27 20 35 TE 1% Jam) (5 1% 300 [T 0 A7 J ) 119
TR Ty T A G R e, A - BT MR - PR - R IR—K R T 55 (El-Dakhs et al. |
2023) UL 64 2 LABTHAR T A B E A deiE27 2] 33 gl L BRRE R 38 B iR e Uk
ARG T 0 B B2, BT & B SCAS G BaR AR 5 K A 3 0 e 5 AHE
FEAERANR], FEF K AT RE e - BT N AL - BRI - R IR—IB BT (El-Dakhs et
al. ,2023) FETHRA LT H 25 18T BAREAT AT 55 025 2 1% IBam] 2845 . SR, [ AR F
FE—HF TR - BT MR - BERL - RIR—— 3BT 4E (El-Dakhs et al. ,2023) & B i
IKEANBE b 25 O AR5 A, JE - BT AR - BERLAR - IR —3A R A (El-Dakhs et
al. ,2023) B LT K I B E S $R (LA . 08 (ANE) 72 Y FERRE 2 o B A R

RIS T REEAR SO, iR SRR RS BRI R, RS T AR DUR I 5 T 22 5
- 187 -



AME TR SC 2026 4F5F 2 )

A Gl - BT SRR - SRR - HRIR IR BRI S (El-Dakhs et al. ,2023) [ ASHF 5T —HE,
S 5B IEAE N IME 2 2 BRI IR ZR AN B = B aEA S  RE T, A
REA RERIB I 2 BYZ U, T B A i T IRk T7 20, IR, AN B 11 TR 2L
St AR b N A BRG] R TR IR R B O R IR W]t AT R LA R A
R TN B SR ) T4 T2 ~F B 0 SR am) ) SR 5, 14 s A AT T4 224 4 A7
SR ) IR R TR SRR I A T A

ABIFFERY K B m] LUMHAB T EA B 58 FE 1 20 A vh A B3840k, C. & - MR e
55 (Graham et al. ,2001) % T UL 50 BBV IBE J1, 54 24 bRl H i (38 &4 Bk
HVEPEF T BB A 2] 0 H 85 A4 S BRI B SR UM 1 s i v R I\ R S 45 (0
ATFIEAL ) | W58 K B 2 8 5 K- S A A C &R, BRI T, B 3CH
(2022) WA B, FE ARG RO LA ISR K 2O T2y P dn iU S /AL 55 b, A RDK
- H i 7 BB B o LRI AR R ) o LR AT W35 22 S, o ) 0 ) Tl
FAPERIRA] SRS 25 2R (I BRI SMEA R 0. 23) Bl 3 it & /K%
175 1R BT AR AN T FOI ) 1Y —> TR B E T, ARF ST A [R] K2 2] 25 4k T[]
— MMEGIK, HIEN 2R FE R T IR 07 IRAMNR I Bl /D PRI ey 22 51 7] fg
ANTEARTR, 78 1 TR DU 5] s g 2% A SEAT R A i 1] e P g A 155 JR ), ok S JR ) 7 1 Jek
S8R 37 T RAT ) B, AT BTG ™ A [] i B 1 R dml 4t P 22 5, i 2 B R 4 fm] . Tl
F—DZBRBEH . — 2 @K 2o (L UGy 80 41 ) Fil— S ARIKF- 2o Ak (& DU a4
69 73) I TR SCAR AL 45 19 AN R, SCAS B REUHR] (390020 268 1 272 /M) | 1k
TR ARIR] (25285 0. 32) o P4 AR I Sk YA 1 CIRIESCREUHTR) ) 4n k.

T K AR SO

I'm a very shy girl and I don’t dare to speak in the public. Once upon one time, I was
forced to take part in a speech competition. I don’t want to feel embarrassed on the stage and say
nothing. So I had to try my best to practice it. At first, I practice before my mirror and record it
and watch the video every night.

fRIKAP2F R SOA

What left me deep impression was a special experience in my high school. As a competitor
in a public speaking competition, I needed to stand on the stage in front of a large audience in
the hall to deliver my speech clearly. In the following days I was nervous and anxious. I was so
afraid that I might not able to say a word because of nervous.

DL b SCA g K2 A A T A 1 2 m) A 5 7 S B A7 /%] (“want” “best” ) 1=

A TE R A (“shy” “forced” “embarrassed” ) , A /K 274 A 4 A Fo 15 8GR, 045 3
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AP A5 B3] ( impression” “ special 7 “ clearly 7 ) P A 1 H% 1 J 37 (“ nervous ”
“anxious” ) . P44 2% AR I I R A ot P R A ), DT 52 5 A SOAS 1 1 IR R R A 3442250 O
(B, R 7K P27 A SR ZR- G R IR 9T = 0. 09, AR K P27 2R SURZR- 51 %910 0. 05, R K-
2R SO RG] R R T — 5 1000 18] RSN 1R R R] (€ embarrassed” ) |, TR /K -2
A SO IR TR R T =5 1000 8] AR 3R] (< impression” “nervous” “anxious™ ) ,
Ui 27 ) AT B dml i P B S T8 5 AP BB s, HBEZ FEAR T 918 KX 15
JEEARIZ Y R A 2 R Y X 53 B

5 45iE

R HEAE 55 P AR TR 55 AR 5 DL A 2 SR A BE X 2 2] 35 B I SRR A 7
FEL, ARBEE SEE FIER BRI AR BE | 6 15 17 BRI A A B, 48 ™ Y i
B SRR A S e — &, P P RS N A 166 24 Sl Ll AR Bl SO
LA AT T SR K AR R AR S ) 5 A X 11 38 7 H T 2 R AR S 2R MR A 5
Wil o AP A B, SETE K AR ) A2 2 e, R A8 i aod 17 SR ] 04 1) P 40 [ 3 5 Wi )31
RN, SO0 IR IRV AR R A T 2 B AR S 2R 1 AR IR U X e (T 1 B
EAERZR % e B 0 1 TR B B SCAR PR A0 TR A2 2 B8 X RS T, 384 I 1 Jee e 2 =
B AN E AR N R ATSE , N 55 RSO TR AT TR BEE T Al

VI ERFFEAR X INEA A B A S B M E . FER IR DIRHA T AL R B, 12
1o 2 R I B SO AR IS T RE T, e ) B0 i A TR 15 SR ) 5 B R A TR, e I b 4
LB RETR AN RIS 2 Bn g B R B WA R 05 2, 2 A D) B A e 2 I e
U A 25 S22 S AN TR) 1 SR ek P A 5k, B0 ] A 22 R B0, JR R oeif B iR
A ELSEAR IR . I BB BTN AT LA 6 BRAE B NS, i T LAOR 55 AR 8 25 2] 4R R 5
AL, A AT B Ay A e PR D v I RSk . A B0 o S0 W T 1 J e 2
AL, AN i AU [R] B B SEAs S5t CANB LI ) A0 T i 8 ) 1 AR FE BR B g B v
G (S RGRNE, ST M B R Y 2 B 1 o AN B T A AT T e A 5 4 17 ] gl
PSR b m DU s T 08 R R 2R

ABFFEAR T o7 > 3 10T T AR B0 AL 55, (e A AR AR B AN TR ) B AT 55
(AR AHERME S5 ) ooy ) F S BER B A R me iRl A2 2% BE 107 e 26 e . 738k A
WFFE A 0] 556 T AN [R]ZK S iy > 35 1 RS IR B, ARRAESE o] LId s G\ 1] i3,
BEANRIAF G A 0 T R B, AT B BT 1t 489 78 3 5 ) 3 T B 2R B R 7
HLA
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EFL Proficiency, Emotional Expression and Lexical

Complexity in EFL Learners’ Oral Production
BAO Gui CHEN Changliang

Abstract: There has been a paucity of research on how EFL learners’ emotional expression affects their lexical complexity in
spoken production. To this end, the present study explores the extent to which EFL proficiency, the frequency of emotion words,
and the valence of emotion words predict lexical complexity, including lexical diversity and lexical sophistication, by analyzing the
monologues of 166 English major students. A path analysis revealed that EFL proficiency directly affected lexical sophistication but
not lexical diversity; however, an indirect effect of EFL proficiency on lexical diversity was mediated by the frequency of emotion
words. The frequency of emotion words directly influenced both lexical sophistication and particularly lexical diversity, whereas the
valence of emotion words showed no significant direct effect on either of them. Overall, EFL proficiency and the frequency of
emotion words contributed more to lexical diversity than to lexical sophistication. These findings suggest that a pedagogical
emphasis should be placed on the use of emotion words and distinctions in emotional gradations, leveraging EFL proficiency to
enhance lexical complexity.

Key words: EFL proficiency; emotional expression; frequency of emotion words; valence of emotion words;

lexical complexity
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