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Effects of retrieving context information on accuracy-confidence relationships
in recognition memory for faces

Chikage Ishizaki, Makiko Naka (Hokkaido University) and
Miyoko Aritomi (Ibaraki University)

We investigated how retrieval conditions affect accuracy-confidence (A-C) relationship sin recognition memory
for faces. Seventy participants took a face-recognition test and rated their confidence in their judgment. Twenty-
three participants were assigned to a retrieval condition, where they were encouraged to remember background
information (scenery) of each picture just before rating their confidence. Twenty-four participants were assigned
to a verbalizing condition, in which they were encouraged to remember and verbally describe the background of
each picture before rating. Twenty-three participants were assigned to a control condition. The results showed that
for the control condition, an A-C relationship was found for old items but not for new items, replicating the results
of Takahashi (1998) and Wagenaar (1988). In contrast, in the retrieval condition, an A-C relationship was found
for both old and new items. In the verbalizing condition, an A-C relationship was not found for either old or new
items. The results showed that retrieving background information affects A-C relationships, supporting the idea that
confidence ratings rely not only on memory traces but also on various kinds of information such as retrieved
background scenery. Implications for eyewitness testimony were discussed.
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HENXEWRICB U 2HEO—2I, HEEE L IEH
HOBIRICE T 2 HEN S 5, HEOEHFPERICS
Wik, BEESBVERFE Lo UTo TR, £
BESEC BRI N AERIC S B (EE, 1992).
LA L, BEZBOERI LEEE MR
(Accuracy- Confidence relationship : BLF, A-C B4R &
T3) 2B LRI NE, Z0BRELTLD
—ETREY, —APEThERAbEVEVRI XS
W, WEANIET S LW IHED HhE, WEEIG
LizwewdHE b H B (Hosch & Cooper, 1982;
Norsworthy & Lindsay, 1990), £D & 5% & &z A-C
BEsEoh, FOXkIRELZICASATVDOLEWL
O, HEMEOARLE ST, FEOBEICEWT
YEELMETH D,

Correspondence concerning this article should be sent to: Chikage
Ishizaki, Department of Psychology, Graduate Schoo! of Letters,
Hokkaido University, Kita-ku, Sapporo 060-0810, Japan (e-mail:
ishizaki@psych.let.hokudai.ac.jp)
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HEFFSE (B) 17330149 12 & BB % &1 70

WEENTHEXZTE LA E w3 HERIZ, BEE
BELZDBEDE I BERICEISOTRHIEEN DD
v/ ) Fmﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%@?‘ %, Busey, Tunnicliff, Loftus,
& Loftus (2000) %, < 5 L 7-FRE x4 2 HAMAYL
HE ,MT®_OLm%wa% 1%, FHEEEST
FEWXEEERPEERME NS LT 5305 (trace
access theory), %52 (%, FE(SEFTE I IXFLRREFZ
T, "FnLSOBE bEEERIETLEVIIL
% (cue utilization theory) T& %,

HEFL SHZ T3, cue utilization theory 2SEZT H
X5 BbNE, COEZICEINE, HEEENIERE

EEFHLAVOE, ¥—5 v F ORBENRZ T Tk

{, =7y FPAOER, FIZITHEENRLE2E
BEoOMAX, BRANRET 22 71, Ho
WBELE (UTFHES—7y MERET 2) PHEEE
FEICHVEN DL EEND, FE oo
HoBEIZLD, A-CERIEMNMT 2 (Busey et al,
2000; Perfect, Hollins, & Hunt, 2000; Shaw & McClure,
1996), L L v cofffici, Fo—7 v ME
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WHATEEEDRILE LTBBENELEIDEVIH
SELARLINICERD TN TE D, ¥OLHBIRRES
T oA ED L S BHEY =5 v FMERIEMENL
h, A-CERICEELRIETOP RO ENT
Zhot, Y =7y MERIIEICAROREIRE
EETHGOALZDLUYTIERWESES, EDL 5L
BEHA LD LD RIS —7 v MEROFEEET >
REELPICT B LI, A-CEAR%2HEYT 2 ETEE
REBEF LEDNS,

JEy—7 v MEBERZ ST BT TIREZVA, &
RIEFOEEISBROBRLE (BR) g2 T
L3 AT, EBERDRICET 5 EDDEIRR
B TH B, SEERARICOWTIE, BiElrHE
HROBFHEAERET & T 238 (recoding interfer-
ence) &, EEE(LMEEERERL IO E U CHBREA
D7 FE{ET ET AHHEA (general shift in processing)
EREETHHH (JLER, 2004), wTRhICLTY,
SHELEVOIBRRIFEHERLIILICE-T, BRTE
Hxh2BRIBNT 2, CoFLECHELEIE, Fo
— 7y MERICH T 2RBFEHOMED, BEEFE
TEHEINAFERCEFELRETEVI L, +2
EZLNBEIETHDLD, FH5THBELIE, TOM
BRI B LI, ACHROB@ERL T cR{EE
HEWMEILBWILEELREREZL2DEELN S, B
mEEICRWLT, 2EHOLH EREROEES)
X, BRPLBEHPEE LB TREERTCERY (HEE
#7; Wells, 1978), L2 L, BEBOEE EGERRE)
3, BEEE-oTay Fr—ATES (VATLE
¥, Wells, 1978), BEROBRIEEFHOH L H L A-CH

BEOREERFARDLILET, YATLERELTD

HEREC -SRIk E R EX 5D TES
b L,
FZTAEFIE TR, kY =7y MEBORBEEEO
H0 I A-CERICIIFTRERENT 5, LAH
AR & 3 RBEEOHEER T, EAREHPE
HoBEmAyEENIcA A—Y L, BT 37270584
bhhiE, TokdicLTEREL-EREEREMLT
kokpoh2BEELHBEAH, £IT, KPFET
i, EEE(2 -4 v ML L, BEEOER (B
2) 2y -4y FMERE L TEBREITYL Y —
oy FERE LUREEEEREZAV 20, FEl
EHEEEL LTHonB Lo, BEETEIXARE
LT, =7y MEROBRICBVEELZRIZT LT
X b6 TH B (Fisher & Geiselman, 1992;
Tulving & Thomson, 1973),
EEREMIEUTOE2 LT 5, 5 1 BHEGEHW O

HIBEEE - B TAAy—7y b/ —4 v b TH DRI,
AR & - TSRS LA, KRR CIIILARNIZE
WT— BRIy — 7y P E A AEOERE Y-y M TH
L EEmII SR L,

BRicIEy —7y MERTH 2 EETROER AL L
kb B (BEE), B2 REEEEOHRANER
ko, MATEELD KD ZEHF (B 581k
B, UTHICSHEEELETSR), E33EETFROM
2R B uHEAISEE BEE) chd, FRIZLT
DEBDTH D, v

HBEBFICB W, HEECTHS -7 v F2IEL
CHBHECERLES, (74 0VA7 9 — L (False
Alarm : I FFA £ 93) 0B& kb d) EEEFRIE
BELPTWVEEZONS (FEETEI—F Y IO
AU LTEELTHEIN TR 6TH D), TD
FOEESERRET AL, BEHZELL ‘R
=" LT A OEEEEZED S ARIIELZAD
(#iz FA OBA/R, BEEEE2EVHEZ DT,
‘R LT RHBOMEEREDZAMICEES
3)e TDEIIC, BEEEBEOBREBEOLRTE/LIL
IHAERAMOTHEIZELT2EHRE L TCHVGNh
578, HRETIE, HEECRREFS A-CER
BEEID EFEING,

TR LEEB TR, BEEEENEELsNS
LT, BENRERRICINA, SENLGERPERE
h3, SENLERRE, SEERYRTCRohsL5
i, BEOEHEESNRNED L 7 LT RE,
B OFERHIE I G EN B < WEEED S B (Schooler
& Engstler-Schooler, 1990), = @ & 5 2 ZhRIIHERSE
W2 HEELL, KT LD REFR A-CEENR NG
{ T BRIREMED D B,

LB, ACEFERR- R TR, FRETERL I
B35 84 LH0eNTWS, ZOHTERE
(1998) % Wagenaar (1988) &, FicHFEZMEL L
TEEICBVWTTH LA, [HEH, FHEBI LODT
#fT-oTw3s, L ¢, IHEHTIERIFZ A-C ERE
MAE LN B, HEE CREFEZE (comect rejec-
tion: BUFCREL$3) LHEEELVEERICES
EBSERERL WS, [HEH, FTEHEILIC AC
BfgeiRat T2 Lk, BRoFElcEET 3720
T, BEBWELLTHLERETHAH, HEL PH
LT, FEBREEOHFEEEICHGL, #lici
BIcEB2ET2»06TH 5, FIEEHO A-CERIC
DWTHEBEEED B I LT, EEOWFTEDEIE
BOBOORERESNE S Lk, ZITH
MEcIRIAEE, HEE LI A-CERERET 2,

B &
FEME 200 BLOEHEEEE 60 #° (B4

3082, W30, TRTPEERE) L, BRREEE20
MEHAGW, EEEDOKE Z1EE & % 300 pixel X 350

SOARRFETHG S NLEEET -5k, BEEAY T FETY
v 28 TSR SE BT MRS R T S PSR E E o o R T R
b Thb,
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pixel, BEEE DK E X3 1024 pixel X 768 pixel T

b, E56bh7—-FETH7,

BEEEIIRIERIC 2009 2 (B8 woid, 3
YA PEFRT, EBRTIE, CO3VRPOFELE T
YELI, 1V RN REFEH (FERBORHER),
o1 VR NE2EZEEOFERE LTRAV,

BEEEER, UToFmsick vHECHFIEOS
WHDEIBEEL T, NRKOBBEELAREROS
HTiEhw6e AORZEELHFEANCRY, ¥EHE%
——DEE" LIRNY U TXE, FNFRAOEET
HEDEEECHBET 2L IRD 7, EEHEMB LN
FEEENTEENEEL VS ORHEAECANEDS
WEREEL L, 20 A EBREIEELSIOEE L -,

FEEHORTRIIH->Tid, BEEEOEEL LT
FEREOBRBEEAR WA, 00, XHEHREER
EREEEOMEL LRI N,

EERETE FERRHIAL (2) x MR (3) o 2 BRIEA
FHEETH » 7, BRI EBRBNENERTH
O, [HEHELFEED 2 KEZRE L 72, RELIRIZ
ERSINERERcH b, 1Bk, SELR MR
D3 KERFREL T2,

SME 70 AOKREE (18—22 ) HIEERIC SN
Lice ZMEBD S5 23 A2 BEE, 24 A2 EEL
B B AZRMEFCIRD 907k, EEHE~0EINE
DR D IEEE T o7,

FEE aovvPa—sEE I, EEEL, 20F
EERLL2RBEEEOH (HEE) %2, UTok>
IRITIECHERFRYICIR R U7 (AEH2070), 2L O A
REEDOA%Z IS5s|BTEL, itz LIt EEE
(HEEHMDIZEH) % 1.5s, REBEIERLI D
T, BEEEEOHRRICIERT L, TD& 5 RIEBRAE
THWBI LT, SMEOEEIEEE L BEEESRD
MAICETONE XS KEEL R, B8, REIHR
REDEEENL D bk, EEEIEH» S F
DAERR LTz, £7z, FIBRERNREIZRT b - 7o,

EERPAIGICH - b, BhFEC “ThhrbEBREEBD
T, BEPREEHIOEELTLTLEZ, wEED
TEROAY— P F—%HL TEBRPHEBLTLEAX
WAL, BHREETCOEREEL, BEILME
FREBL L, FEOHAMFZTbEL 7,

HEHORTETH, 00Eo 7Ty 2 EAIEE
EEHRAT, BEECWT3HE TR M 27>, BHR
TAMIBMER—ZATHTbN, BEFZ T,
AVEa—-SHEREEEDAZ | KT D2RRLE
HEFA0K), DB 20 KIZIFEETTHD, B
0 MBHFHIEEHTH -7, I TEHRBLIESHTEE

* PCG-Z505G/BP (SONY) {2k » TIRF E NI, 7275 LiEH
DEEIZLY, HERHBEBLUSHELEOE 10 A, HEHED 1)
AT 20T, RDTI76V (MITSUBISHI) (24 - TIRF & 17,
Mg & b EEORBHEERTTH- 70

BERTF L, BEEOERIISTGAEMTH -7,
SMEFICE, ZThFLOEEEICS>VT, (a) 70
ANOHFIEEBB LAY TH 50 & 5 & T L
(b) Z DHIBT XS BIEEBEFTETS L5 KD,
WEEOFEIIEE (1998) % Wagenaar (1988) I
TH, 6 fFE (50—100%) TiT-o7, FEO TR
B50%TH B0, FRHEED BT~ RTw
B OTRTH B, BHRLEOTEDS0% L 7
27:0TCTHB, TOHEICOWTHEIMEICHERE X
Niz, 7, ERRPEMLEEGROEEHE 25 %
WESEET 37, “BREIDAMEL SIIRTEE Bl
DEREED S 5O THEBT B E51” &R Lz, 2
2L, BRETAMCTHOOhAEEEY, EBICIKHE
HHE L RRENZEEELRAL D TH - 72,
FEoOFmEICMA, BERE SEHEOSMEIC
i, ROERETHZ LT, BEEFEIIBVIER
FROBMWZEMARL-, 3 ‘HrEs (A8
BEE) 2ZhFhHELTV30T, EroEEsE
WENPSE/EPERVEEIR, EBRICEFOAYEHE
LTWwiz/BHEL T EEERH 2" L2
BEAL, ROEEERD-, SHRABICBOLTZED
ANz “Br2” LHE LSS, FoAgr EE
L7 &0 (0F 0 ¥BRD) EEEEZ2E0EIA
3, BEEENBVELAFTEAIR, FOBEIZo X
DERVEIEIE 41 (B, OREK 200
2ED, Bo%D) THET S, SLkSHEMHEDS
MFE, EROFHREIHELT, 2ok %
ERCHI2pEOBECHBET B L 5RO, 72, T
BEOHEELC, HEHLEEHoSME
F, BELEBROREEZRAWICHN L CHEE2TE
THrEIWEKDE, Mk BHEFAICBITSLFRES
DYt & Figure 1 ICART, % ¥, HEBDIERR, B
BT AN ED, FBORERIEFITRIORIE L EIES
By, ENEMTHY vy —RS v R AR, B
T RCHEBIERTH - 7,

[ BER } > L5
—

CRE D Ahbof> — i
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g% [f; Y
BHAE LR > B
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Figure 1. FHETA MBI 3 FEE, Wbk,
BEBREFICBIFHEDOTNEEL T D
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BECHERORIROE» - BME 1A (1
a2y N fEE LT, UBODHH» LI L 2,
A-CEE xyVU 7 v—vaviifReAvwTAC
BGO S EIT Y, IHEER, FEE LI, BEEL
EEFIEQOEMG (X% U 7 L— a viliff) % Figure
Qe EL, XU T L—va vHIRE &
(1998) % Weber & Brewer (2003) & [k, ERTH
Ehi-eEEE ny b3 TR, BB, Ik
WKL Z, HEBIBLW TR HtE, FHEBCELY
TIHCREBLWVWH I LIZ b,
A-CBIROERA%BET 270, EE Hit) &
ma (Miss) QEHSmIcowT2 (BEE, RE) 6
(FEEE) © QHMEET ok, ZOMER, MEET
i, HIEEIC BT 2 EREOSFICHERRD 25580
5t (x2(5, N=440)=36.75, p<.01), HEDHZ
Fofb s, EEOEAIHEREES%, 60%0L
EEEICMEL, B0%DEFFERICEVERICH D,
90%, 100% D & ZHEICED» > REINIEE,

—o— BIEH }Eﬁém o Ialﬁﬁ]ﬁm&

-3 - $HEB C¥18H
100%  (a)HERHIEE 4 160
O- .
80% I ’ 4 120
| . --0
0o- -
60% | 4 80
40% F L] 1 40
20% = 0
50%  60%  70%  80%  90%  100%

100%  (b)SHEEEE o--- 0 q 160
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I 60% 80 v
2 Iy
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100%  (c) iR
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HEE

Figure 2. RHEEEH T TV — KB 2 EERBRB LU
RiSEk, N EERE, ERIRICEETRT

S CR EEIZ 100.0%, I E MU B2 FHEEER
97.0% THh ol

80% : 1.82, p< .10; 50% @ —2.11, 90% :233, 7
nb p< 05 60% : —4.21, 100% :3.62, Wi hb
p<O0l), D% b, [BEE CRBEEEL ERESNG
LTwaEwid, —7, FHEETREREODMIC
EEREY SRS GNT, BEELEEEINGLT
whnw LRSS, CORBRIEE (1998) ©
Wagenaar (1988) L—E(T %,

R CIAEE, FEE LD, EREODHICE
EEOBRD 5N (25 N=460)=40.58, p<
01; x2(5, N=460) =41.22, p<.01), BEDFZ1T>
7r oA, HEETE EEOEHAIRHERFEE 0%,
0% 0D L EHEBEICMEL, 80%, 100%D L EFRICE
pot (FEEINEE T0%: —229, p< .05
50% : —3.10, 80% : 2.89, 100% :4.69, \» ¥ L b
p< o), £, HEBICBT 3 EEOE AR, HE
ES50%0 L EEBCEOERICHD, 60%DLEER
T, 80%, 90%, 100% DL EEREICEDP
(e h-EE, 50% @ —1.88, p<.10;60% : 4.04,
80% : 3.05, 90% :3.00, 100% :3.00, Wb p<
01), BLEX b, M cEIEER, $EEELICHE
{20 L TFREMEICNICERE R 6N L WA D,

SV EETIE Figure 2 I REN B & D, [HEHR
CLEIEETH, FEEE L FEREICRHEA 2R E
A E 5T (32 (5 N=480)=54.68, p<.01; x* (5,
N=480) =48.18, p<.01), BESFET-72L T 5,
HEE TR, FEOHSREEE %D L EFRIC
152, 60%, 0% 2EEICE» 7 RESIT
E 50% : —6.63, 60% :3.91, 70% :298 7§
nb p<0l), FEHETIEEOEGIHERFE 60%D
P EREBICEL, S0%, 90%, 100% DL EFRILE
Mot (FBINEE, 50% 0 —2.34, 90% : 2.32,
WD p<.05; 60% © 6,16, 100% :3.36, LTNLD
p<Ol), D&, SEMEETE, HEEKEVLTD
FEBICB VT HEEE L TRECNESR o a D
27,

42—~y MESROSRBEFEEEORR MT, &
FREE L SEMEEO A-CHEFD, -7 v MEH
(BEFE) 250X KKBLTwI0ERET %,
¥, BEMFICBTIEEEOSHRERLERT 2.
Figure 3 I, &&MHOWEED IS%EERMERT,
Hit koW TR EEB L oL L T, EEED
O5YEHERE A — 1 —Fy THw, Db, BF
(KB BT 5 Hit OREEEIIMBOEFL D bERICE
V, CRIZDWTIE, BEELMOSEFL CTHEED
95%EFEX B A — =T v T, BERICEY
32 CROMBEEZIMOELELIVIERIELEVZ
%,

Kic, EEYBEOEREOEA Y LHEEE L OBRIC
DBTHRHT 5, £FET LI, BEEEFROAERKE
(AT, B, DPEE, PPEo&¥D, Bo¥F
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Table 1
FHEROMIEKE LRI KT 2 BEEZOBRY
TR
Hit(N=232) FA(N=111)
A e i . P PR el - EES PR
xa BBk B o ® b EN- N R Bk S TOR o&D
TEEE (%) 69.3 70.5 73.5 86.3 96.7 63.8 62.1 68.6 76.7 90.0
(129) (133)  (11.0) (8.1) (6.6) (10.5) (9.6) (7.9) (8.2) —
FEEE (%) 34.5 18.5 20.7 17.2 9.1 45.0 29.7 18.9 54 0.9
Sk
: Hit(N=280) FA(N=112)
AR ATk HE FED . 2R EEs] 18 - R 2%
Al BR gmm goap HRFD 0 oy BER sy WRED
FEEE (%) 68.1 70.8 73.1 81.7 86.3 63.6 64.5 69.1 66.7 76.7
(16.2) (13.5) (13.9) (8.3) (13.0) (12.5) (8.1) (11.4) (5.8) (15.3)
FUGE (%) 57.9 225 12.5 43 29 57.1 27.7 9.8 2.7 2.7

D SR REEE, Hitd 72 3FAIC BT 2 SEXEDSOEE % RT, £7-, () OEEREL LR,

O EREE A — O, REEATH B,

D) B AEBREOLEHEE*EH L7 (Table
U Table | W REN B &L Hic, MEFETIX, Hito
&b FA OBEE %‘WtXT DBAITIIEEE
ﬁﬁ< Bo B0 BETELES (RRE-FD, i
o%b)ki%mﬁﬁﬁmo—ﬁ,zﬁmﬁfi
Hit, FA & d IR FEELWCEREES ik
Uy,

DT EEBENIERE T 2701, EEEREDE
EKYE (FADRT], BEBR, D OBEBK, DRI E D,
ko &b) 20—4 xar7{ul, Hit, FA Z&iC48
REKIE L HEBE L OB N, ZOBR, B
Tl Hit, FA LD ICHBEREETH -7 (r(1,230)=
57, r(1,109) =32, Lz p<.0l), BRETIIEE
CRORESEETE B IE CREEPE L HES L
EWVWABEAS, TN UEEMEETIE, Hit, FA
LB ICHBEOEIZNE o7 (r(1,278) =25, p<.0l;
r(1,110)=.20, p<.05), ERBLHETCREETZOR
BOSHEXIL, BEEFEOZELRBIL 3% 5 kh

80%

-0 ifiiF
O—0 faiest
75% | K o0 EFELHE
B
=70% F
B
65% F

60% 1
Hit Miss CR FA

Figure 3. FEEE D 95%EEXMH

o7z LIERIEN D (Hit, FA LdH, BEETEOHNA
LII5%IFETH D),

L2L, SENENELRNTH 25, HWRNLZE
AL OVEEENENEVE VI L &ii;bsa)ﬁ:“é
5, BEAHCEVT, BEATEDOIEOHIEZ S
ES L THEEFCOFERRILE 2o olz0h
RHRNBDIC, EENBOOERATL, BEYE
DHABRDPEHRMIIERZINTVEESE (fl: DB
B, Ch2BENERICEL, 25T 0EE
Bl A »pfEo k> %EER), Chr2HREEREE
L, NEDIEEBIDOLTHFELR, FFEIZ2 ADHF
EEVPHILICAT Y, FEEEOFE—EEIL, B
12 94.6% (k= 88), IF3| |k 87.3% (k=.72) Tdh -
feo A—BIITFEEHOBRIC L o TRBIRL 72, R
% Table 2 IZ/RY, Table 2 ICRENB L BH, EE
LR DOMERE X, SHEABVEFNTHE2HAPESE
THLIZBEBNEVLI DT TRl ol, TI0o
CEEMIGOBEAEER L CY, WEEETE L OEE
BB ot,

£ =

AFFRTIRY 7 v FUSNDOER, THhbbES—
7y MEROBRRIEEOMHED A-C BERICKIETE
HEHFERT, ZORER, Fy—7 v VERIEEN L
RRELTSRENZBEICEBFZ A CERMEE
LENBY, FENLBRRICMA, SELXLINTE
HiciE, A-CEARIEARANC 2 2 2 ERENT,

LUF, 362 —% v MEBROSMHED A-C BRIZKIE
LEBRICOWTEET 5, THEENTORRICD
WTEEL, XK, RE¥EBHECEEHLACSRE
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Table 2
EERIG O & EEETE OBERY

BHEAE AR HE S s DREHED o ED
SHENIGOTER EE ME E% HE B MY % B

HEAE B (%) 67.5 71.7 80.0 81.1 85.0 — — —

Hit (18.3) (12.0) (28.3) (19.0) (212) — — —

N 8 18 2 9 2 0 0 0

HRAY EE (%) 629 530 - -
FA (5.9) (1.1) - — —

N 17 2 0 0
HEEE (%) 74.0 70.0 68.3 70.0 78.3 85.0 96.7 80.0
Hit (16.5) (12.1) (9.8) (9.1) (4.1) (5.8) (5.8) (12.2)

& :N 10 27 6 18 6 4 3 5
HEEE (%) 66.4 722 66.7 76.7
FA (10.1) (9.7) (5.8) (15.3)

N 14 9 3 3

P () OERERREETT,

BESNED o DPEER D,

M, FHEILAEBY, HEBEEDEXLD,
HEHICB WD BIiFe A-CERMSR LN, 2O
ER, EESEOEEIPERHEOEL X 2 HEE
THAERLE L CEBINEILIEBEEZLND,
1EAEECI3, Hit, FA L b, EEEEOHKKELE
T OFEEE L B RNz, Ol kiR, B
EisSaugicEEIns LR E &I, B
FRENBENLTREIERZRBL TS, 7L,
FAICBWTI, BEEEE2#HAIK (PPE2ED,
FoE0) BETELZDEFHLTIIC63%TH -7,

FD-H4ekt LT, FATREVEESEFTENS

Biic { ¢, FEHIEBW TS BIFk A-CERPR
ENT-DRELELILNLD,

%7, Figure 3lcmdhsd b, BEFICBTE
CROMEEERHEHBELIVIERILEL 2T, T1
3, “BEEEEFBRVEIAL BESEELS O,
“BTwkwn” 2T BHET (Miss, CR) 2BV THIT
bhTwh-HAEEEZI®BLTWwS, CROEAE, EERE
LB WA X 2, L7cd o T, CRTIE, FA
LR, EEEEMERBTE RV I LN AT
W HEARRER T 2EHE LCSREN, 2O
B CRTREBVHEEVIEOLNTOTHSLS, IO
CLLHEH TR A CHBERO NI LT
EL-EEZOND,

BREOKERER, BEEOEVERIEE2E 277
O—>TH b HEIFEE: (Fisher & Geiselman, 1992)
ORREEFEML TV B, BAEEETE, WHEHEED
AR T =D B4 OREEHW DL, £D—DIC
“CIROBER 2H 5, ik, BEEIHERERE
BT 5, AEORTPLXRE LAICHREE 57

HETHD, Lol, BHMEEEIZEEEEE LT5D
CIRER LY, BREETCIEL CHRESEY
(Gwyer & Clifford, 1997), BEEEFOHRIE, XIROFE
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ESEICBIT3RMo—0 L LTERENLIEITX
BEEZBFHEUTHIEIIICEDNS,

—7, EENMBEOINEES X UHEE TARAZ
A-CEEP R S NBHIC2WTE, W2 DHAEE
WaEzZENG, Bk, EBLOoFHROMBELL
T, SBEREOEESH L Lk, SEET
BEEEEDERIAETH > 72 TR TORTICB L
TEEESOETE e KDz, T, ERRICET
BEFEII DI R EL B oT, BEEHTROERK
B S HEEAT oRISEHEEEE T 40%8H]
BTHBOIHL, BEMHTEO%NTHE L
% (Figure 2), ZQHEEEERBL TS, L2 L
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KR OBREOBEE, Bt L 3 BEEROREE
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OB ENTERI-DELEZLND, £,
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T, 5%, X OEMABREPLETH B,

BB OBRIZ, LE0EEERTE (Schooler
& Engstler-Schooler, 1990) & FERZ 04 Lz,
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CEZENRZObODEREMTHY, ¥—F v LB
HET2BHROSENMONRIZFLEAFMEL XN T
7ndn o 72, Weterman & Larsen (1997) 34 —4% v b
u%m?ﬁw%%%w%%%ﬁﬁbkﬁ,~ﬁbth

wEBohh oz, £, ERERSEOREAT
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Hxhtolunt I RELERINT WS (Perfect,
Hunt, & Harris, 2002), RO E LA A-C BARIZR
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BLE, BRI, Y —7 v MEROBROMLS
28 A-C BIfRICRUE T EN R 2 MET L, HEEEFEI
BWIHES—F vy MEROBRRIZFEH2EET A LD
HEEAEBRL -AHEROMEIZ, A-CER, OwnT
BHEEEOHESCTFMoBERIICTFST 00 EEL
b, BN BEERBICECEZTERATE 3N
DNThH, XL EERT L,
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