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A comparative study between Japan, English, Korea and Chinese on the perception
and speech style of personal territory

HEO, Myeongja
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In this research, we analyzed the first conversation between speakers of
Japanese, Korean, Chinese and English as their mother tongue, and revealed the difference in
communication style of each speaker.We analyzed what kind of topic to select for the first party and
whether to refer to personal territory which is private area. In addition, we analyzed the
conversation about what type of language is used when referring. As a result, it was found that the
ratio of Koreans and Chinese to refer to the other person®s territory is higher than that of the
Japanese, and there are differences in the content to be mentioned. There was also a difference in
the language format used, and it became clear that it relates to the communication style as well.
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