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FEHITRT HHEAEFCHILRIE, FOLEEREMER IO 2 ALTOEM TR 2561M%
W, ETe, HRVER, MAREORBE LT, FELOHFIKEBIRAD LI RBTHIRENEY
2L, EHFLVEBHARBT A LEMNZ LD, TOD, FELILLOMELTHME—FEHL
LB XM —2Ab &N, L, EHRHEEI W TFELALICHBEERD 2 DOIIEEICH
HETHD, =L, FELLLREMRASSRITHIC OV THBEFLEDE TV, HiRE
FZ oW TR 2B LTV AR S S, £, EFEROL L FELE LI, —REICHS
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WEATHOFE/IIL - C, ERICHMBEEELZIT T2 EINERBIT S, LhL, FEHIE, R’
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ZEEREREL, £T, ETFEOLE2—%{Tok, FRBEL LT, ZOLVEa—D—HiHe
T 5,
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BhYEETIE, L OBMEN, BARSE, F—A2HAWEREOTEE T, HEOMBIZOVWTH
FETDHIELEENTWE, ZOLIREE, FELELICEE (BEESATIZMEE) 2L
Fem?) EF—VERWTERLEEZ A, ERICHERBICETI®RER T, BE LFERIC
Bruck, Ceci, Francouer & Renick(1995), Gordon, Ornstein, Nida, Follmer, Crenshaw & Albert (1993),
Katz, Schonfeld, Carter, Leventhal & Cicchetti (1995) 2%V, ZNOHDIFETH 3L EozM
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Goodman and Anan (1990)13, MERHERO A\ BT &SEMIE M BIHE LT o0, FE BB
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