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(CHLTIE R LR, K% 116029)  CPHR R LEB, T K 400715)

i E JH Snyder iy ARUEEE R, MR SEA i1 tH ML AV R IR A BRUEHEE . ZORMATA A QBT 1 ARBEAN
4 ¥R, TG , ELARR B A AT T R B EHE A YORHI IR , H b B T BEE B ANKL. 7ESEH 1 P, BOXATUAR
PG N G (B ) EARMEN s 72 S2 50 2 P, Bl A A BL 4 B 0 B AR . PSS A iE Ak A R
# 21 %o EHEIRRY, A RBEEIKPXIBER A5 507 W12 8w, 7E B A R HE A B g I 5 b, AR B R
F BB A L B BREEF R Eah BN R A R EE A U R R RN b, 5 A R
F BT YR R BRSO e R E SRS R B R E BB SRR TR UL, W A R EE N

BTIHE.
XER BB ARER; DahER
%S B848

1 55

ENRESF, ATES M AR B B Pk
R B TARE B WAL E LR Fln, SIman
fIPFo H CRHTRE S A C W BEHR AR BT HRER
HO HOCHWRBRARELEFERSA THA. AT
WESRE HEZS IR X J7 AT BEA R RO , AT =
EHEMHIAELS REE BRET B NOLAS 8
FRN W BZBAHYE . Gilovich K HA1EE (1998) i
LU R R A2 %8 1k A AR A BT AR
fREERS NN, 2 0] AR 2 Wb 2 HE I Al A 4n
AR EC BN R MBI B O F R
RE RPN R B BB N B &, T SE 4]
IR, XA TR R T AR B iR E
KT = A2 W 8 B A8 BB R A PR S Bl TR 2
&% (illusion of transparency) .

PORZBR R NN TER S R, h T E& K
FRIRPER P B IE AP IR 352 PR R R R, BT 7 A 1 5 2 R
PSS S5 1. HERIRL W LB R A
R BEFMF SRR TR . BRI 2
IR R Z B OHEE R E AL T Cooley B 5

oS H #:2008 —03 —24

% B3R” (looking glass self) #%,&, Bem & F“ H IR A
" (self perception) HAFFY, #t— 2B BIHH T B A
A kL 45 1 5 B 22 5 ( Pronin, Gilovich & Ross,
2004 ) 177 B FRENHEFIA: 23 08 X FR AR A R
8] K15 ( perception of bias ) F 455, B BL5E T i 1) K
SEAERTIRIER 5T 0 H A, JF 00 J5 & B A 50 B A
H 2 R T A AU (TR B L 0K, 2007 )

PR B4 56 A ST AU B B0 58 FIAL 258
XS PR AR HE— 25 BA, T ELIE R 3X AR X FR Y
KRBT T E RS HHIR, 7 Gilovich K& H
A1 (1998) IBFR Z )5 , 8RB A W AEAE ) 2
SRR IR SE « E R A g, MBS K
HCO AME B R ETEE (Vorauer & Ross,1999) ;
rRAE RS Bk ST T O REN AR R
B (Van Boven, Gilovich & Medvec,2003) ; 7 3 5
B it SE5 KA C BRBEZHMERE
(Savitsky & Gilovich,2003) , RMIifE LR T, B
TR ZRAE BEA UL , RITSBOMR , X H A
ffIERREX TR THEC , MRS EEZEC
RER IR, X 2 5E Jy 3R 5 By 4T 2B 55 00
(Vorauer & Cameron,2002) , RN/#F%E % B, 8k 1R
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ARSI A RJR R FXEA R A B G Bt s
REERHEN . ZEREBER A Z ], B AR a0 2
B 4 L J M P RS2 YR A% 3K 45 X DT B, L TR
FEFFAERIIR 245 5 ( Kamada 2007 ) .

TES MR R4S 00 R B o, OB SR AR R A
MMEEZE RIS I AN Z W, Vorauer 1 Cameron
(2002) BFE T 304k B 3 02 0 38 432 B i) o ¥l 2%
FESERIREA , G5 SRR, ToI AT i ] A K, i )
AHELARAF B AR L A1 1) A B S A=A TR
SR ZU BRI B AE B o BTN, BIMEEZEVE 75 XAk
BT, SR 32 SO ) 5 MR, B TR 2R e AU
SRR, BT 3 80 3, 3R PR O AR AR AR Stk
T, AFRZ B R PR BE AR, B A A RR £
RS, XFP AL B 5 BT 3
¥ EE, WET RIAS HCWEMREE, gR
B IEG ) T — 20 B SO A 1) 3 HF : Kamada
(2007) 3k F Gilovich 45 2% 38 B 55 #2 P UE 5L, 76 H
ARFET b, WAFTEBIR & 55 5 ; Endo (2007 ) B
SR, TEEXS FEA A A B R AET, B AR R4
B M E RUWAX B O %ok A5 1 PE Al KO
Takeda F{1 Numazaki(2007 ) F#F53 th &2 B, 7E R 2% o2
F 9, H AR 4R 258 0 SR

S IhRE = , —J7 T, 38 B2 i 5 2546 56 ] R
BA—EMENME. TEHE O R
# (Error management theory ) & 3 , AT 2 L
FEA FACRIARIE, i 0L 8 07 15 e T EA TR A
HITE B B ( Haselton & Buss,2000) ., 7E A FrE.3h
o B A AT B C BRIk 25 BUARAG BE B
o X—MAIF , 3E B R R4 v fe R A
H AR BT RE, TR LARE 1R RN A8 A BT A5
BaBEMA N, T ko AN 06 2 1l i 5 3E I ( Ku-
do,2007) , 53—J7 T8, J™ B Bk TR 25 o T 5 7T R
B NBRE SRS , 2 4 2805 R 78 & ( feel-
ing of self - leakage) FJ7™4E , A INAR AT B & (&
MGG B EENLH] . Sasaki A1 Tanno (2003,
2005) W 2R FI BIF 52 3R B < 25 5 5 Ok TR 2 A 08 190
PR P 0 0 ER R B SR LR AR Y
A WAL TE I O REEATE IR B EHS O
FEM BORFETEENEMEC IR ERN
REFHBIERAEMS, 8RB NSIBB0E
Z RS g FEE ARG BB L)
IR K 25.8% .19.2% .8.4% .5.6% , HIFMZER
AU BEA AR 23R ZU R e AR Ty, 3R 5 BRI i)
BT IRSZ I BRI A B R IE ARG

PARZRAE SR T B IR A BEF s A58 2 18]
xR, BURRE AMTSE 1 ZR ML,
EAISAMELI B B O Sr 3 R4l i B g3
OPERIHEN . PRI b, Bl 248 50 BT S ) 2 5 A
NNRE RTINS TR . HIRIEHE (self -
monitoring ) f& H Snyder & Jf& i W HE &, 2 R 4 i
METTIAR EZ AR bR, HoA O R B B TE A
B SER T, IR E B A K2 7 (Gangestad
& Snyder,2000) , Snyder (1974 ) ARy, +L&4T M5
KERRBI K B, —REXRTHEFE W
FIRAABERIEE; —LKRRT RS ANRE
MAMASSENER. &AREEEEWE /G
B, BWGE—FE B MATRRRAE R LIRSS A < 560
s EE SRR R ANREMERE
PRAHUR; (X R RAE A MR M B g TR E B L
FREATHIIHE TS (5 524F,2005a) . (R, #e F
AHETUY : Bk B M ACE I RHR, A UAT RE R M
BMATEATF GG 1 B 32 BB S, 1E 7]
RE o7 AT TR AR BHRZK P B T

MPRRE R AR S, REHREC
S0 BB T HOUE AR R AR RRE TR R
R S A RREE )2 BT AR, (B A A AR
WRIIARBEE Gilovich 45 (1998 ) B FTHELE , B LA
T AR B 3R] 26 7K RO AR B S5 o T K SF- P
22 AR BIR K45 0 B8 bR 0, 7E Gilovich 5§
BB FE AT T B SR RS Bl 7 €64 P T 58 B AN
AR ORE, JF I B0 AT R I, A
& i EN R AE R B R BE  BRBTEZ R
R LIEFEN PR RORE, &5, ih— 2 AR AR 4
AR EHEN 10 SFABATT L Br BT K P # il i T
T 7K PR AR S P T 7K S 22 22 1 2 B IR 2 s )
Er=g IS

e T, BRI AR B BB L
AR A, ZE X 4 B3, B AR T
IR R A SR A AR, it A T I AR S PR 3 B
H IR B A5 18 3 A b ] 75 X5 AR 27K 1 By 4R I, Al
TR BBARYE B O B9 R BRI L A b i 88,
Bt R R e A R EE , W E T
HEEARYE B AR SR R AT A B Hb, 53X W] BB £
EAE TR R R . o T R X — I, A B
FUFRAENENEZEE ST, BIkg R GESE
PR BEE 2R, I — BB, XN T LIR B
SR B TR BB, 7 5 LA AN I TR T A
B AR TR IR RN E R R LI, Sk
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A 4 12 F X e R R 0 B R ML 12 B0 B 2%
HEBE o

2 1 IR BHR RS

i Gilovich J H& 1R (1998) |9 “ HOoRHR A
SRR T, ERWAE SRS [RIBRIE A POk}, T
WA 20 W ZE A AR T AR AE R A B L T 25 300
XSRS PRI AL, ETREEREEEE
TR ED G O TH (A 22 7 LA B AT BE E R A Y
FWURRSZ A R] , ABFF T , ARXF TR B TR M
AMAK, B H BRI R B DA
2.1 Fik
2.1.1 #iX HREREEEL21£,54£19
%, A 23 £ R 40 2, BB S INASHRSY , R
B HPORA 5 Lo 20 BAFHAE
2.1.2 KIWR —WKHEE G T IR
RS RET(SHEA 1 ~5); TEMN BT R
KET ;THHEHEM 2 4~ SONY BB —F.
2.1.3 IXWEF X AESMAPIK 143 4
B, BRI Snyder i) B FRISIERR, ZERH
ZEIg (1992) BHERLH 3C, B4 25 M E 18070
FIH0~25 4r, HAM—BMEERr=0.78; %
B 5344 1B (social anxiety) | /A3 & iR ( public
self — consciousness ) F1# a4 &3 (MPI - E) iy4H
XAl r=-0.33.r =0.38.r =0. 50 ( Iwabuchi,
Tanaka & Nakazato,1982) ., 1RIEEFRMELE, 1
BART 15 rrsdfEhm A R IREE RT 9 4
HIFE A B FRe M4 (RT3, R 11,2003) , 1 /4
J& o NP A8 i 20 o 45 BE AL 30 B 21 28 2 R
SE,

BRI ABORTE A E BT R B LA =
TEFRABAAT R B Rl |, B — 3 A B = SRR
BRIER:ERTFLAS MHAERSHEN, B
THI%E T N [FIBRIE AR TR 1~ 5 BB IR e
T, BMES 2 O, 55— 152 mE 2 e g
B0 EREEE, T2 ABRE R IOR, #B
BREEFIRE , A 6, R aHEAZEAR,
WAREMRL, HREIEMBERILE L 554, TR
Wi HEMG —A &, KRR ES MEFh 2
BT R . e R)E , EE M .
SRk 10 ABEAE AR GE R 4 SR8 25 5 R #
B TR, AL AR G iEgatEE AT S —
B8], AN BE S AR SR BRI T o

8 42 ZPH G T 40 2 WARERBEDL 53y 4

H,H, SRR 10 B¢ 11 A ARG 10
N R/ BEPLIE FE SRAGFIAR o TS , TR AR
— i E X B/ NA B SR AR AR B R AR B R BLHE
DA Rl BRTE YRR B 25, I8 e ki, HEDI A
SHERD 3 A /IMLIER . NG RE T
JERENLAY , S — DA RBUR , R, W E
FTHFEFRBICT — M ARRE . WEFRHHSR
LRSI BE , FGHT R RR BRI,
PR, A E A
2.2 BRE5HH

A TREE K SPSS 11. 5 for Windows #H4 745 H
AT (R o

X 3 WA AR 232 ) SR I AN SE BRI b
BEW (A 1) i m R E R R 4, 8
R ENPIRBEL. K, mlisdma
T AL B HEW 2 R B E (Mappw =419,
SD pnsim = 2- 275 Moy = 3+ 24, SD oy = 2.55;
£(20) =2.09,p <0.05) ; {& Wi ¥ 2 9 5 FRHI A5
Bﬁ*&@“%ﬁ&jkﬁi%( Mangmn =5.86 9SDQ§£ﬂﬁM =
2.97; My = 3- 48, SDypoew = 3. 39;1(20) =
4.72,p <0.001),

10
ol O & #H
gL B 674
7_

2 5r

& 4L
3..

2..
1_.
O 1
s el

Bl AREEHE PR

FAWRAR Y SE BRI 5 B B 2 2508 w2
FESERR I PERS , SRR (LA 2) R A 8
ﬁ%ﬁ%gifgwi%ﬂ:%%jﬁgﬁ(Mgﬁgﬁgg =0.95,
SDipmus = 2- 085 Mygppng = 2. 38, SDigypng =
2.31;¢(40) =2.11,p <0.05) .

3 K2 HEEAITHISIRRE T

MSEE 1 BEAMRE YRR SRR,
N[5 B 2 B 3 AR SO AR R R L 0 A LA S 4808
A, MR LA TR X S BB, TR R
EEE AL RO MEZESR  APTFE B, WA
ToR IR S S S R B B, 2 AR 412



82 N H

5 -

. mEAE R

o 4 F B R

H

=

& 3r

&

o, L

2 2

&=

m g b
0 ]

BT AR

B2 R M o R 5 I B 3R B

XSO R H I M E R B, TR B &
AR F ATREIF A R IE B X SR R, HA R 248 5 A7)
YRR R K L
3.1 Fik
3.1.1 #ik FISEEe 1 Woris, A 176 AR AR
B B S A SEI iR B MR,
BEPLHER TR A BRI IEE R 21 4, BE 1T 4,
425 2,1 FlES LS. 5750, WHARE R BEHL
HEBEH B2 IAT , A RGE I A X WAk 40
2, BUsE,
3.1.2 XWRF 558 | AR AUFERN
AN TR L AR 4 X B 37 T o T (BE 25 449 2m)
BOAHELHED o XF WL AR B 98 38 R - ARATIX THT B9 1]
PRI T 5 MPORE, a1 MBI IREA R T
HoAt, 15 B0 Rl A AR A TR R BUE B W 5, 3T
RE SR P E R R, A BB EL AR, D SR
HERG 3 ZHPRA /MUY L . WEEH OIS 5B IR
BHE AT —A R, &S0 10 2 WA
SAILNIE . M5, B— VR A 17 L5 72 v
R AT A HEIIZE R
3.2 HRE5H

X g R M 4 L 4 1B T T AW AR S BRI 4 Ee
BRI (LA 3) AR TR 1 MER, &R
BT S PRyl 22 R A B (M iz =3- 43,
SD s = 1 895 Moy =3.05, 8Dy =2.52;
t(20) =1.04,p >0.05) , FHBEIFBA LA L
AR5 ] 2R 0 5 TTI W 42 2 f 1 T 93000 R S B+ )
LR BE (Mupmy =5 38, SDasmw = 2. 01;
Mg =3-62,SD s =2.50;¢(20) =3.99 p <
0.001) , 3% B HAPR 655 SRR AR SR 2L o

FAMLARFA) SEBRHEDN 5 B FIM 2 224 A B 2B
BB B R , SRR (LA 4) R 45 2 9
ZAEEHRETR A B R T8 WEH (M uns =

% 41 %

10
9 F O g mem
8 I il
i
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= 6

= 5 r

£ 4
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A fRR R4

B3 EREEE S HE IR

0.38,SDppmun =2 025 Mygppng = 1.76, SDigppng
=1.69;:(40) =2.40,p <0.05),
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Hﬂllﬁ 4 F OmMiEd
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am 1 F

0

IR 2R B R

B4 BB H RS O 5 B

MTRGERM ST RA: HGEHAE 8 A
(38.1% ) MR T A SRR R, BIRE VA Y
FE (R AR R B A 2R ) AR TN A
B, Hep, 53 AN(14.3% ) MEFRAT EMRFE
WS, I, R 0 Ty 1) B A R AR 0 T i AR, W R T
HJUARET , s TR RTE . R
FHA 19 A(90.5% ) kB RA T HERFMLR,
BIARHE B OS2 2 R 7 iR 55 R B R R pUms 2R
EREH S B IRAH XL RBMA A%, R
B2 N(9.5% ) G T WA SN o

4 e

AWTERIGE SRR, B B P 2B 5
A W B RN, TR ELRE AN R PR B S R R P, MK
A B EE B B 5 SR b A TR M A
B ahiEsextm B R E A B R, 7E [
B, AR EEE NI T IR R PER A 5 T
FEEZNE SRS K B MR E PR B85
P4 FEAR i K F L R B TR

FEABZEF , w fi B e e 5 2 W 0 1 7 7 ol
R EZ T — RS, e EH 2T A
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KRR, Ei, RATHERT, Egln 8 3R
WK DL AR R 22 57, R80T 79 4 bl
TARAE W E AR, CAPRRN, MEME R
WK B AT EN A8 B B K- EN R B
Tl W e B A0 B KM BD S 8 B R (XU BB 4R,
2006) , Snyder(1974 )%y, B E H B M5 A
HARBREIW B R G, 180 = HTH
(OEARESEN=A e RPN EI AV S E ESE S 8
S IR AT X R RAE W IR S MAEES
T RMTETE . SiE B RIEEF M, IR 8 R EES
HSEBARUR, HEREAMREIT IZATE
TERCRAS MRS, ZEXT Snyder B 5 K M= &
RIEZ BT, SR IR (acting) |51 (extrover-
sion) Fl1fth A 5[] ( other — directedness ) = [F & BB}
SRR H L (1 2247,2005b) , I, B B TR
¥ B RE PR i e W 25 & 22 57 , UA 7T BB
FMEOAL I P H REBUM EWRZ, ek
A AATTXT AR T

BRI, £S5 15, W o= H AT 34k
K, Tt B RIS, 30k R e E 5 2 B2 3
FE TSRS RIB R T OL e B B A AR AL AT
TS AR S H ARG R T A E. A
TE 1 WIEERE , BB RGN IEET S T
A RPN E B, T BB T HE X
XF A AR LR — N LR UM R . T
XPEEE T, Bk B 3 M RO 5 T i SR AL
EHATRRAMRRKWZER, B EREEEFRERRRER,
SRS R WAL X AT TR B R AR /N s 1R B
RIEEETEHBRREFARGER AT, K
THEE ) SR AL o BB R (225, K18, Tk 3,
1992) . M, AT LA, A TR B R EE &
H IR WA AT RN G Fil i ZK AT E R
B EH B CRRE , XA RS2 W] RE S A
1% B CWRIE R 815 SR 78 SE 50 i T
B A TR, R 2 A 38. 1% R B3R
WA AR S PR 805 IR SRR &R, T e
3 BRI T E iR TR

BRRIBAR B0 5, B AR A 4 i T %o A 4 R
WOt T2, BT VB2 B i vh R A BB I A
6, o5 B3 H B BR R 5w, BB -&
FERFE SRR, XHBATR B B 1B T HIE
AP o, R E R MEE NAE, M)
R T ESFEE TR H L RZ, A1H
—ANE B, AT ATEARRE S P B A RS

A — 2k (R T3¢, BRJg 1, 2003 ) , X AlAr] ok ud, &
MREOR MM RAT ] RE S M1 4 Joxe o ZEXUR:
PRBISE R RAE I T INE | mT R ,
A7 JE B B R XU R 7 BT AN 5 v 8 03 DU 5
HAR MR AT BErE, AT 248 B © Al 52 19 KUK 7K
ERITEBAR MK, T LR SF — 2, R B A
AR BB RUBS: (X 82, TR hE R, 1998) o [RIIHE, AH
TR AR EE KRR E E RN NTE
M, A AT REAR A ABATAS L BE A PRy R TN , {6 )
FWEAR B HETU 7K -

FESEE 1o, Bl ) B B B i AL 52 AR
R0, AR AT S WRA RHIER.
H i, A —Fh AT B2 , T BORT R B 1B 45 , Bk
FAA R s MEA R AR B 3 Sl X F
B MM, AT AR BT M i R 2 g o
MATTARAE XK B O 5 A S TR B 3R M
A RESAEAE LA B C IR A RRIR S B D 8, 3X IR AT B
WA A1, 3 T BE 2342 5 i 7] 25 5 WL Ak Y 44
Ko

APRE N, SRR 4 5 E R
B0 E S AT B3R (anchoring and adjustment effect )
AR, HIRBAR I AT TR FI W, 25 e e
FERRAHOCAR B A B UE (B R0) L JF LA S B, 5@
TERWTERE B O R H W B S 458, (BTE R 24
TEOUT , FI W R B I A 7845, Bt S5 et
MBS B A JE# 838 (Tversky & Kahneman,
1974) . SR, AMTEHEN AR B 2 BR &
IR, WA T A, B AT BBAR B © — ] DL
PIhEZ 20 5 5T WA IR, B, A TEHERT
HEA XME BB SKITIm, sl —#/
BOREME, WA R 5 O BT, (B R R 28
RARFESF Y, G5 R TEHEN MR 2B K P, R Sy
A HRBSER, 5 B RS KF R
T, AT 75 Ak 7 At N B ¥ 28 7K SF- ( Gilovich, Savitsky
& Medvec,1998)

ESEE 2 o, HREEE WA RS G T
THK, AT REFIA € R B 6, eSS 1, T
BATHSZNERFER, Sl R A C &=
VE R B B4 R Ao TTFESESS 2 1, AR TE IR AL
Sk IRESOR PR R AL ZEAE R IR B R B, AT R T
] M4 R AR S A SR T 9 2 R, BRLRY
WEAK ) B B 5 B2 E B T B2 B R BB A4 2
Ko X TumT REE A2 W0 M 000 B0 v o , o vl
BERENZ T B RANF L. EELR2
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R E RS B B RERWASE S FIKE
RIEFEWVIRE R S T RN,

X T B R GRS 2 B R E IR
WEETRIAFEXRE T H O NERREZ, B
R BUAR Y 5, 3% AT BB 2 A AT T B4 4 R 2
WA GERE T WKW — DR E, Tabata
(2006) A 55 KB, B TR FIWE AR PR RE 2
ENgRRE R ENR N EENE R, SENE
PRI SR AR P B TR R s, T R B R R UL
FORPERCAE I 23 B 55 85 IR 2645 98 . Vorauer F1 Ross
(1999) . & I, FER AL B FROCTERE B LI 4%
WA T B R EZI SRR S . AT, X
R AN TR 2 m A, o B R ERA
BEASUURT B CHERZ, ARXEBEMARIERG
B XA 25 5 S B A T E B 5 o
M,

PRI 45 TR 28 6 LA B A e S R
B AR EREN T B3R X K48 50
M IESCAE BT FE SR AR B IR R R
SRR B R M E A, R, YT E
BEHBER , VI % EH USSR ENEN W L R T
Al RES Rl R E TR M BB R 2R e, R R AT
AR ENERGA, EERAESHNEEES)
o, HAR RS B TR X UM R A
EEIM . S5 RXT 058 o E A 4R 26 o S
KB SA LR FT BB —E a7~ BN, FHR 6
B “ 53 7 (situation-centered ) BH S F1 %% 22 1 1
“EFR R SRR, E AR ST R T
HABEmWEERE, WA PE K, HXT
AN FEARARBREENRS(BTS, &
W42, 1991) o R A 2 W s BT, A8 4, 72 I B 4%
TRZBES SRS, A T EE B NSRS, R EBERT
JrEF BT SR, 7T RS R A B R &
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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to examine the differences in illusion of transparency between high and low self-
monitoring individuals in reference to the experimental paradigm of " drinks recognition” by Gilovich, Savitsky, and
Medvec (1998). It is hypothesized that; 1) the differences in impression management among the high and low self-
monitoring individuals has influence on the strength of illusion of transparency, with a stronger illusion of transparency
being demonstrated in low self-monitoring individuals than high self-monitoring individuals; 2 ) in face-to-face
interactive situations between the subjects and audience, subjects with a high level of self-monitoring will show a
stronger tendency to focus on subtle feedback from the audience, which may reduce their illusion of transparency.

Two experiments were designed to examine these hypotheses. A total of 42 subjects participated in experiment 1.
Subjects that scored over 15 on the Self-Monitoring Scale ( Snyder, 1974) were placed in the high self-monitoring
group, and those scored under 9 were placed in the low self-monitoring group. The subjects were required to drink 5
cups of liquids (one of them was vinegar and the rest were water) without revealing the clues of the liquid types from
their facial expressions. The drinking process was videotaped and shown to the audience who were requested to tell
vinegar from water on the basis of the subjects ” facial expressions. The subjects were also asked to estimate the
maximum number of correct distinctions between the vinegar and water that would be made by the 10 audience
members. In experiment 2, the procedures and number of subjects were the same as experiment 1, except that the
subjects performed in front of the audience instead of being videotaped.

Findings indicated that low self-monitoring subjects showed a higher level of illusion of transparency than that of
the high monitoring subjects. In comparison to the videotaped experiment, the individuals characterized as high self-
monitors showed a further decline in illusion of transparency in face-to-face situations.

Possible explanations that the high self-monitoring group had a low level of illusion of transparency include the
following : the high self-monitoring group, in comparison to the low self-monitoring group, might have tried harder to
control their facial expressions and therefore may have experienced a lower level of anxiety. This could be caused by the
fact that participants were more confident about their ability to control their facial expressions. Another possible
explanation could be that participants were willing to take higher levels of risks regarding judgment. A final explanation
could be that these participants observed the reaction of the audience in the face-to-face situation.

Key words illusion of transparency; self-monitoring; interactive situation
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