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Persons with a Fine Arts background were better than other
groups in identifying Disgust and Shame. Intelligence,
extraversion, neuroticism, and psychological differentiation
were not significantly related to emotion recognition
scores.

It was concluded that emotional sensitivity declined
with age and with level of empathy. Emotional sensitivity
also declined as one's need to "fake good" increased. It

was suggested that there exists an emotion awareness or

1 ity 1 : v .ch i inc ident o , but ay
interact with, cognitive, perceptual, and other person:™ "y
variables. Result of the present study apry r to provide

apport 1's theory of emotion. ¢ rseral suggestions

for future res irch to clarify the findings were made.
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Fear

M 2.4 2.8 2.6 2.2 3.3 .788
SD 1.1 1.3 9 2 .6
Cc :en t
3.0 2. 2.3 2.7 2.7 .679
SD 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.1 1.5
Total Score
M 25.6 2 3 25.0 27.2 29.3 1.364
1 5 .0 2.1

SD 2.

*p .01

**Scheffe shows two s sets: Group 1: 2, 1, 3, 4
Group 2: 1, 3, 4, 5
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Table 2

A

Variables 1ic Contributed More than 1% to t e . .,ained Variance in the
Multiple Regression E 1ations for M 1e Emot 3 and Total Score
Age Sex Intel . Psych. Diff. Empath Ext. Neurot. Lie 1. Level

Tot: zore * * * *
Inte ol * * *
Joy * * *
Surprise * * * * * *
Dis ress * * * * * *
D * * * * * * * *
Jay * * * *
c * * * * *
Fee * *
Co1 t *
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Means,

Table 16

Standard Deviations,
Seven Independent Variables by Sex

and F-Ratio for

108

Variable

Psychological
Differentiation

Female
Male

Intelligence
Female

Extrave Lon
Female
Male

Neuroticism
Female
Male

Lie
Feme 2
Male

Age
Female
Male

Empathy
Female
Male

Education 1
Female
Male

*P L.
**p<‘

* %
p

W Ul
o O

w W
e

=
=

F-Ratio

9.358%%*

5.518%*

.205

5.802*

1.237

1.438

35.357%*%*

7.511%
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33. Little children sometimes cry for no apparent
reason.

*Mehrabian and Epstein, 1977.









Contempt
2.0 2. 2.2 .0 2.0
SD 1.0 .6 0 1.4 1.334
Tot Score
25.6 26. 24.4 26.8 4.8
SD 3.5 2. 5.8 3.2 4.1 .896
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APPENDIX H

Summary Tables of Regression Equations for Each
of Nine Emotions

Interest
Variable in Equation Beta SP2 R R

Empathy .144 .050 .224 .050

Psychological
Differentiation .232 .027 .279 .078
Age -.157 .022 .317 .100
Neuroticism L5 .008 .330 .109
Sex -.090 .004 .337 .113
Education 7T -.045 .001 .339 .115
In- 17 yence ~.030 .000 L340 .115
Extraversion -.024 .000 . 340 L1116
Lie -.021 .000 .341 .116
Sex -.245 .040 .201 .040
Lie -.156 .015 .236 .056
Age .102 .011 .260 .067
Intelligence -.137 .007 .273 .075
Neuroticism .040 .001 277 .076

Psychological
Differentiation .044 .001 .280 .078
Educat ' >n Level .053 .000 .281 .079
Extraversion .042 .001 .283 .080
Age -.449 . T J1.3
Empathy .332 W .49 .193
Sex .370 .036 ch ) .229

Psychological
Differentiation ~.183 .018 .498 .248
Education Level .225 .019 .517 .268
>ticism .179 .021 .538 .289
L1ic ace -.100 .008 .545 .297
.066 . 0f .549 .301
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APPENDIX H--"ontinued

Distress

Variabl in Equation Beta SP2 R R2
Lie -.348 .064 .254 .064
Intelligence ~-.249 .042 .327 .107
Education Level .265 .032 .373 .139
Psychological

Differentiation -.181 .022 .402 .161
Neuroticism -.185 .019 .425 . 181
Empathy .178 .026 .455 .207

! i ~-.026 .000 .456 .208

Di jyu :

Age -.344 .147 .383 .147
Empathy .219 .071 467 .218
Education 1 vel .328 .026 .495 ei >
Intelligence -.307 .023 .518 .268
Extraver: »n .190 L7 .544 .296
Psychological

Differentiation .198 .017 .559 .313
Lie -.150 .011 .570 .325
Sex ~.184 .014 .582 .339
Neuroticism -.041 .001 .584 .341
Age -.4__ . Nnaa
Education Level .232 . .l
Intelligence ~-.266 .026 402 .162
Sex .154 .029 .437 .191
Psychological

Differentiation .100 .006 . 445 .198
Lie ~.042 .001 .446 .199
N iroticism ~.026 .000 .446 .199
Extraversion -.018 .000 .447 .199
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