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FEERREIESREIL M OB 2 BRI 2 AN & L ToRNZETe, AR
DIEE L 72 DFEMEE)] L ERSN. FOEEITHAEEZ LU D & T A KRS
& b OBE O ABRORES: - 8L 7 EOHESME T K& RERDO—> L ST
Wb, 078 S F IFE 2Rl DA SFE SRR T A RN D A B S v
D3, RAEDENALAARAEDERNE « ZEUPEOREID 7072 S TWRNZ &5 &
2o Tz, ZOX D7D 2012~2017 FTHNT THENTIBN T, HSml
HERMRATIZ X7 2 FH R DEEEAIAFSE. (Social Cognition Psychometric Evaluation : SCOPE
WF5E) 23 Tod, 108 RO & AT 6 [HORA D RS R RO 78
e & U CTHERES 7z, L2» L SCOPE A CTHELE S N7 BRI Z DU T 5GEL
SO EFEOKE & 32 5 3B o8, S EORGERLE 721457 Tldze
VY, 2020 AR Lim B3 HAR—/VTIT o TASHEMEZEYPEFZE Cld, 477 LD
SCOPE DG RN HEL ST, SFEA AHFEE LT DH A& Tho Th BN
B & (B2 SEOFHMORE RN 72 D FIREMED VR ST, Ak, fHsian
MEREFEEICXT T DIRREDOBIR ZED T BT, Mg & 2 DEIRFHmI x4 53¢
CZEDFZBEORMIXZ O TEHETH D, £72 Uchino & DI LAUT, HHIH
FEDBE TSN RE RWE I . Ehs 3SR S & TR < B LT
HEARLTWDIZHED LT, SRR T AMEOBE L= T T\ A &E1TIE L
o EWVIR DTz, OF O HTRAREREIE R X A Y b« ==X THY . HARDERR
it CHME PTRE7R A SRR A S B2 b 70 5 T & T, MMl E A RO Oft
DIOHWERE A EEINEHI L, JRRIZ O D Z E IR S iD, 4% OERRR
BRCHE— RIS FTRE & 72 D Z & T HTLOTRIFRIERIFEIC D703 5 Z & b i S
%o U EOEZNG, AlFA 13 B ARDRE CHEN AT RE/2 tT 78S RER A O R
MEfTHIZ L L LT,

(x5 & i)

AMFFRTENTRE - SRR o ¥ —mBiE Bk L OMMRE R bt B i
I A T B OARAEFF T, 2021 423 H~2023 43 HIZh S CH M Sz, A
RO & LT, ENOTF 28— bW K 5 2 [IOFEE - 24 FhE L,
W5 CEMT 5 9 [HOMSFREIERERR A (the Bell Lysaker Emotion Recognition Task

(BLERT) . Facial Emotion Selection Test (FEST) . Hinting task (Hinting) .
Metaphor and sarcasm scenario test (MSST) . Ambiguous Intentions and Hostility
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Too WFESEMERRR TALRE R T Pe, [ENDR - AR v & —, BT TR
et 2 — RARE, [ENCIRGHEE R AL D 4 gk ToH Y . BEEEGEU IS KN
TEZ & OB 140 f, fEE 70 1] Uic, MBEREOBPULMET, ARSI %
i | BT OBETH Y | 1) FHEFRFO T2 DSM-V Oft A KFRIEIZR%E S 5
B, 2) WE2 r AlTblo o TABEN < | 82 6 I o7 o Tlhks o e
(D2 aE 2 WO o TSRO HEOZE L 0, 3) FERG
IR Z ISV N TS 20 7L B 59 5L FO0F . 4) AMFED B - WEZFAREL, B
~OBFREZ LFHZ L > THIFTE H, & Lie, Eo@EEosiUiiE T, 1)
AR ZI T, 20 LA L 59 LA FooFr, 2) [RIEBUSRHZIW T, IERE
DLW EZ T TR, 3) AR BE - WRZEE L, W ~DOSNNFE % 3L
TR TG TE D8, & Lo, S T ENAE & SCEZ VGBI L,
XEZ L DBMNFEEEST- LT, SR TH\EE Lok, 1EMEANICYIE
DOFHilide KO 2 550 LTz, Asienplne il IPIEeas%, 91 » HRIZ iR
LT, FERHIE H PR BRI K D SHERE D 2 s L, Bl
YRR B 3B A RERR A OFHEME - 24P LU ESERE L OB L L7,

(#5231

FRNTSI B I TIEEREDS 121 44, HERRIIRETED 70 472 o T2, T TOMEN 15 47
VNIZHEf TRTRE T o Tr, F IS IIT DHERE O TN 725 S R R & 72
REIX 22 o7, FRAEEREMEIC W TR, BERHCEITS IBT & BM LIskod
AT O THRABBIREN 05 8277, FERFIZOWTIE, SAT-MCII T
Cohen’s d=0.83 DE\WVFENRZRDTZ, RANEEL LOWRDERIZ OV T, MSST
T 1 BIRREOBE IR, 5 ELLEOBFICKAZNREZZED, SAT-MC T 1 Fifz
FEDBE NI RHANRAZTRDO T, BER LR RER L OHEETIE, 13E A LD
IZBW AR CHBEICHEDME) > 72— 5T, ATHQ 233\ Tid Cohen’s d=-0.42
ERRNEDNSTZIED IBT & BMICBWCIAEAEZRBO RN -T2, HHEHERE
OBSHE G, Hinting, MSST, SAT-MC., SAT-MCII, BM 7’ H #4/EHBED R C
& % University of California, San Diego Performance-based Skill Assessment- Brief (UPSA-
B) (Zxf L CAERBLEAZ R, FEST NFEMROHSMEREL THE T2 RETH D
Specific Levels of Functioning Scale (SLOF) (Zxf L CHE/RBIE 278072, FEEAVE
[AF 34T Tl UPSA-B (Zxf L C Hinting D532 4055880 BT,

[B%2

YRR RE D - 1 U7~ | C. Hinting OFEEHEREI 6T D84 224 M) 38
537z, F£7- BLERT, FEST. Hinting, MSST, AIHQ. SAT-MC, SAT-MCIIIZf#
EEFEMED RS 4172, SLOF (Z%F L C FEST @, UPSA-B (2%} L C Hinting,
MSST, SAT-MC, SAT-MCII, BM OYRINZE SRS STz, FTeA g6 —8



L C Hinting @ BAF725 18 DEVFRIRHED RS S 4172 — 7 C. BLERT & IBT D&

DEREPIIRE RIS TIFZRIC L L. B DFER T o7z, BLERT 133U AR L 5 =

Ra=b—Ta VIREDEWD, IBT XS FEOHEFRHR & 9 BRI E LT
AREMEN B D,

[#am

ASEIOMFEUZ LY | SR D HAGER OGN & 229055 1l S, S 1% OEFRES
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1.1 SEEFGRIE & RabsReREE

MO RIMEIL, LIRSC= e EOGMIER, FEZRH OR-LCEAUR N7 & Dt
FER, F & F D ORWIEEEITEN R EOMNEIRZ RS L T2 RETHY . LIXLIT
F¥REREE % 1 72 57~ (American Psychiatric Association, 2013) , # & RFHAEDHIH=RIT 1%
& HEBZHYRV )Y (MceGrath ef al, 2008), HAFAIIZ LT HEEZER O AL 15 1 >—>T
&% (G.B.D.Disease Injury, 2017), #tEFFPEZL ©-DEE D 80%LL HITSERET. B
HRinlea o EoTcBETH-Th, TOZMIINELEEZDLMERE LT
(Jaaskelainen et al, 2013; Jauhar et al, 2022), FAEFHAITLIROZAR 2 EOBGIEERITHF
T BD, EOREEN DRERSEEREE A A U T, 20 Z LA IGHE
B HOBRFEOBRENRFIC L VB L TWDE LEZI LN TS, UL, ek
AE TRl C & DHERENIERIF OB T AN/ E < 20~40% Th 5 &3 HIF5ED K
THDHZ EIVRENTEY (Green et al, 2000), =D Z & [ IHEREATERIF D43 HL D FHER
PDNELEHHEN TN L ZRB LTV 5D (Kurtz et al, 2001; Medalia & Choi, 2009;
Wykes etal,2011), & DHIZI N TFHEFEHMRREIL, #RG0AERE L 0 & AEREREIZ5R
BH#T 5 EEZ BN TEY (Pinkham & Penn, 2006), THEF 3 F97EH S T\5,

1.2 #=F85EERRIZ DV T

FEATRRRAE & 13, T OBXSCESE 2 B 5 A & L CoRENZ&Te, kAR
RO L 72 DIEHEEN] L EFE S (Green et al, 2008), 7+ DFEE | TAGHRPHEIR DFE
JERTNDHEL L, Ef% LTI 5 52 5T\ % (Addington ef al, 2008; Pinkham
etal,2007), FEFRHFSHERE I TIBAMEIR L 0 R < | FRSFRAIFSAERRE L 0 A0
SHHRIFIZEIS9 5 & &3 (Brekke et al, 2005; Nuechterlein efal, 2011), H& DS
REJJOF S HIBIROREEE - MERFE I CEHEE L, HEOHEZE LK TS5, #
BRAWEE b OBF ISR E RN A2 TR0 . Zhusthtre L i< B
HLTWDEHRLTWDIZHELLT, A3z Aol a2 <7 Tns
FIXFEE A EVVRUY (Uchinoeral, 2022), Z D Z LT, HAKLIVEEL L HOBREICKIT S
HFEFERERR L, T Ay b« ==X THDH I LEZREBL TN D,
HATFTVECBWTILLTO 4 fElOESRANEEINL EEZ LN TV, 1
DOHIXEFHREATH Y . hF ORIE 25 LOHE b OEE A2 RN T 2887102 & T
bV, FEEIND & RGBT ABFORIG 20T 2 2 L RREHZ 2 5, 2 DHIX
DOBEGT, MEOEX, BEME#LEI NI THY, EIND L L oEEBE
WET, BoBHOTEE L7222 ) 75 2 ENREEC D, 3 SHITER
KUFE S 7 AT, FrEDOHPRFEDORIREHR AT o181 Th D, FEEIND &,



FHORPReHBRSE 2R L7c & 21, Aonig, thElem. SRR O 3 SDlREkk
Koo H, BETIHZRL, SMEOMA RN 2583 oMM 225, 4 DHOM
EFNFNL SR HAR Y AF &2 T30 2 SR ABYRS 258 TH Y |
PEFEIC LD BHIRY - AR B2 T30 0 ISR NBURZ B2 2 & DSNEHT 72 D,

13 R EWEREREIZ OV T

ZAVE THATRAWERE O 2 7ol 2 5l 3 5 729122 < DRIEENBRFE ST
T3, B2 D PRSP Z B D < SARSARSAIEIEDMAE L, B2 S M)+
IVREES TRV < (Pinkham e al, 2014), #2378 bsREREE 2 HIE 4 510
BINHTHESL LTS SRV 2720, 29 LEBEEDD 2012~2017 2T Tk
ElZFB W T, s A+ 25 &0 FRIMFZE  (Social Cognition
Psychometric Evaluation : SCOPE #f5%) 73{T#>417= (Pinkham et al, 2018; Pinkham et al,
2016), SCOPE W5tiZ, Ha RAHEIZI T DAFRAERE A Bk D 4 SO Hi%EK (I
AL DO, JRIRIGE AN T A, ) IS0 GHIT 5 &) 3ty
T A% G &I, BHFOASRAEHERE O B OB RIE 2 R A2 2 &
ZARE LT Thi, ORGSR, M KIMEL b OB & R 2 x5 &
L7z 2 DOXRBUEMFFEIZ L0 | 108 EDBMIRED HEALANT 6 DO DFEHEIE
DIFRARSEERA & L CHELE X47-, FFIZ Hinting task (Hinting) | Bell Lysaker Emotion
Recognition Task (BLERT) ., Penn Emotion Recognition Task (ER-40) @ 3 -D7358V G &
DIRFHIRENE S HRE 714 & DR A7~ L, BRAGABR CoOMHAHESE <7z, SCOPE
Fe, AR E OBV TR X iR A H 725 L, EEWN/RT A MYy
TV =TT 52 L Lo,

14 HA3RASEEREIC R B3k, SEEICOWT

SCOPE #ZE1345 1% DF =30 AREREIC B9~ D HFFEIZ W TREH S 5 D rEstanti
BB ATER L2, ZORMRIIKEDOATCUESNI-T —F TSN TEY | o
SAVHAS e~ D—fRAVRTREMEI IR T o 72, 1+ F8ERERAT I X, FREERARERERR
IV YL - SFENRERICBIE TH D & S, AEEERAEREI T AN 723k
HFERMNBH D LE 2 BV D (Hajduk etal, 2020), F£7-SFEAI7RE T, H238508
RERMRAE OF R DERERORFEIC & DI A 5. 2 D FTHEMED Y (Frank, 2010), 55T
VERR ST HIEEAMI SRR Z BV TR F OME 28| Xk NIRRT TH 5, =
D Z &I B D A LAIZES MECRIRR PTREME A5 S ikt U TREBINC G S v D &
ERHDHEEZHND, S 52 SCOPE MZETIE 4 DOMEZEFERD 5 B, JFIKIG
JBSA T AR KOS OB ZHE T HAENHEE SN2 o7 2 & B IRA &
LTHIFonTEY, S%OBETH -7 (Pinkham et al., 2018),



ITHFATONET V7B D58 SRR OMFIEI, R OFSRE A RERE
WUZBRE E D0y, HIEEOBIIZ—EM23 7203572 (Chen et al, 2017; Lee et al, 2018;
Mehta etal,2011), Lim S 233 > HR—/L CORAIFIE L b OBE & B RS %%
BT, SCOPE #FFEDN A & R AT iR RE R A O F H DB P AIIFSE. (SCOPE
Asia) ZHEfi L7-L Z 4, BLERT & ER-40 23 h BAF/RiHE D FIAA R 27 L,
SCOPE #F9E & [FIRRDFE RIS H 7= —J57C, Hinting |IFEMAEFEMEIMEL . B
FERZR LT (Limetal,2020), 2D Z SIISRENIEE SIITWT Y, ARGREWEEER
BRI S D 70 HEEF DR CIIE 72 2 5 DE R A2 7R T RTREME B D 2
EHO TORE LT,

LLEDZ &v6 . SCOPE WIZEDfs Rz H7p 2 55E . SUERECEM T 57290213,
b TR Z 31T DAL TRAMERER A OIS HENE & UM A R 5 2 ENEETH
HEBEZ BN, BRSNS IGELSN O SEE TR ST & e, FERGE
D N2 R8I LT BER 72 5H DEREROR R, A= ORISR Y Cid 7217
TR0,

1.5 B0 HRY

AMFFEIE, SCOPE WHFEDOPEkAAZ T, FERGERE DT DT I H DA
WC, FE AR RERR A O G DB PRI 2 BRI RN L 72 0)O T OMFE TH
%, SCOPE ML & [FIERIT, SFAMNIHIZ SR Lh5RERL S 4. SCOPE W78 THER S
72 6 DO & AAR TR SN2 2 SOBE 2 &1 15 HOBRE OB ST AT
il » Fin L. BN CATZRESRE D 4 SO FIEREIR A RFET 5 9 OB A RE L
7z (Okano et al, 2021), AHBFFED BHIZ, 7SRV CRIE SV 9 DOFEFERIE
RERRAED B AGEIRIC DUV T, BHE LB AIREE: St iRE & ORI 2 g5 L & b
12, BIREDEENE - Z9MEOREETTH 2 & Th D,



2. WA

21 BFZETH A

AN I SRR K HDHWBIEAETH v . IEREbE. ENDE - ks
gt 2 —, KT 2 — R, [ENDRBeRsE s AP T T,
ZOWFZEE, NExtGrl A ERIRICRE T D MBS HI S\ CRHE &, [ENE
FE « MRRERITIE o ¥ — PR B E L OUBEE KRBT R /e A 2
EOHEGREST-, TR 2021 43 A~2023 4£3 A TH Y, T CTOYPBRE DS
T CREZ RS L, FE S,

2.2 %15

WIFZE DPBRETTLL T DA AN EAETS L OWMSEEHE AT 7= = & AR L 1= T,
NEERB L OEREIC L AA v T4 —L K - avty NefTotn, BERNTALGE R
Bt [ENCAGHR - AR TEE o 2 —, BRIt o 2 — KR, [ENCmbe
TR SRR BB T 0 | A IGRIE & 2 S, FRRNZE LT DA )
DEE SN, AL, EREOMEERERE SR I SND T T TR A —
U2 7Y AN, AR A28 U CEE SN (Kubota et al, 2021),

AR MAANFENE
AbFgEE FEd 2RI ISRERET TH v |
1) FHlIE 2 372813 Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders Fifth Edition
(DSM-5) DZWEEAEI ZEE AW THEE IE & 2 S o %
2) WE2 » Al o> TAB 2 < | #E 6 BRIZH7 - TIrkgrEo i 28
7L wZE 2 BT o TGO FHEDO LR E N 72 W
3) [RIERFHREACIV NV THERDS 20 ELA | 59 Ll T D
4) AWZEDO I « NEZEfE L. BIFE~DOSFERE I Do H#
FAANEEDORE DT> TE, —RANTIRIRDS R E R B ITx LT, Ao
DI BB RO I T LN 2 E RN L E2BE LT, AFRIZB VTS
RO LE LT B 89572012, ABRDOAEERCHAN DO ALTHMRIUZ B LT o
Y L LT, FRPRICHSTS R E 2 1T 2 Br9 & LT, FBREL b OBHE
DYNEY T =3 AZdED L, B NBRHER SN ES 5 Z LiZhH DTz
D, RARERCHESINOSEEY BFE LTIt Ve 7 —32 3 U FEIT 20 7%
LL 1 59 sl FOSKRIEE RTINS Z e h, FRRORELTRE LT,




fR SRS RE - LA ALY
D) [FIEBAHFIZERBNT, 20 mlh b 59 5Ll FO#H

2) FIEBUSHRAZRW T, MREDOBII 2321 TR

3) AWFFEDOHR) - WEZERL, WIFE~OBNMEZREN DD 5

BT/ IR < PROMILYE

1) FHERACISWV T, AN I TE RN LD REREE - BEEDRRO b o HE
2) ERINAZNCER L2 9 2T, HRLULHEMRANIZ A2 T & 5 HAGERE
NS

3) O, FIRESHIIEA S v 7 SBNIASATHE &Il L 7o

BRAMEDOREIC DT~ Td, BT A DIRWRENH D56, ARSIl
SPIRE DT AV PHRRENT ERHFOMATA B I3HEE 2 EH oy B S B 5N
liE ORREZ D L5 IZFHE L T D 22 IE T2 BRI TERi SN D 72D, AR
AAGERENNLE L 725 Z L 2BE LT, FIRNTSZMERLL TOD0, FikE
7D & EREDSIMETRO HIRWE, e HERH 5856 bIBE SN D70,
FREDOBRMLEZ BOE LT,

2.3 FREEH B L UERT 5 FHlREE

IR BT, A TRERE
PERI, . ARANF L OWPHOAE, B, 7 Vv —E, SHEOHNAREE 2 E2
T b LUIBNEA~DFEE IV IZ K W IEE LT,

- BRI S LS (Mini-International Neuropsychiatric Interview:
MINL) : BERE, R IRERE
R AT D 7o OI/ER S VS b L T 5 (Otsubo ef al, 2005; Sheehan
et al, 1998), AWFFETIIHHEE PEE OFF ] 245 T, DSM-V ISR L7chiiza vz,
FBETER KO KRB TEOSNINE 1k U CIRIBEUSRICE N O FEAE AT 7=
TINE D IEMERRT DIDIZE M LT,

- Japanese adult reading test-25 (JART-25) : FEERE, fdit kIHRE#E

JART-25 (3, 25 D —FRGEA BT D 2 & Tttt 1Q ZMET 2MAETH D, #i
BIFHEE HOBFITBOTIL, JART-25 OFERITIFATIOSFEME 1Q 2 XIT % &5
2. BT % (Matsuoka et al, 2006),

10



« BMEREMEIREEAMRE  (Positive and Negative Syndrome Scale: PANSS) @ & HED

HEA JSAE ORSAER B Z R LV EHMIT 2 5D TH D (Kay etal, 1987), Z D
REEIIBEMEIR 7 I . Mk 7 BHH . —BRSeviEdk 16 BHH 0OFF 30 THE D72
5o ABFZETIX, BAETHHENEDZ (Japan Young Psychiatrists Organization:
JYPO) HVEHRR UASHEM Y MEDSKRRIE S 40TV D PANSS O HAGERR A L 7=
(Hashimoto ez al, 2020), AMFFE TG LT Td % Structured Clinical Interview for the
PANSS (SCI-PANSS) ZAffiH L., HEIEHEFE 23 535513 Informant Questionnaire for
the PANSS (IQ-PANSS) # M\ /o, fHICHTZ0 | WHEEEE )BT 2157,

PRRREFNEERE « RO

* BACS-J (Brief Assessment of Cognition for Schizophrenia, Japanese Version)
e KAEDOFFEREREE 253l 3- 5 72 OIZBR S e, BEN e Ny 7 U —T
0% (Keefe et al, 2004), AMFFETIHERANE, 2B PEDIREES LTV D HATERRZ ]
L7z (Kaneda et al, 2007), AMEIIEFELE. V—F 7 AEY | EHEEE, SiEt
Wk, TEEL SEATHEEED TAZEH THERL S TV D,

KRR « BBERED A

« HEATEHRER S iR (UCSD Performance-based Skill Assessment-Brief: UPSA-
B)
FEHERED © B BERENIRE 1 ARl 21 & TH 5 (Mausbach er al, 2007), H & A4S
ERELTa—NT LA T2, [SEEH) & [ala=/—var (&
RE) | D2 OOFEARIET D, AW TIHEENE, 229 MEDRGRE S VTV D HAGE
k%A% F L7= (Sumiyoshi et al, 2014),

- REEREHE LVULEHIRUE  (Specific Levels of Functioning Scale: SLOF)
FEEHERED © b R OMEEREE 27§25 REETH Y (Schneider & Struening, 1983),
{EHEME, ZEUMEDRRE S LT D BAEERZ i L 72 (Sumiyoshi et al,2016), SLOF i%

B MR, HEREEHEE IR, FMIERRD 3 o2& g, FD O b, [EHIREERE BT
FHMRR OGS A B 2 B S DRI hR A58 03 e b i@ B 2 FE SR ORERR 5 4

Bg~% L35 % (Sabbag et al,2011), AAFIEO 725 HMlfE & Lz,

11



24 HEFRAMERERE
PR RERR A « BAETHE, IR
- THEhRN
1.Bell Lysaker Emotion Recognition Task (BLERT)

PERE D ENE AR L, JHBEORIG, FO h—r | B, PRHOEERELTF
MIPDIZ, EORIEZRBL T D0 THE ST 2METH D, 21 A0S
A CHERL S AL, P 3 DOEe 5 HRil A~ T, LA, U, del, B,
Y EEED T OORRI B IEEETH U TS (Bryson et al, 1997), #5RTE 1345 BhiE
TERIESNTOWDEIGZ 1 D& L, AWETIT T OIEfE R i & Lz, HEEE
DFFATZAFT, AARNOHHEZ RN L, B L7 oA TH7ZIZC BAGE AR LT,

2.Facial Emotion Selection Test (FEST)

MERICHFHRO T2 5 ARNDEEFEL BT, RIFOKEZRSEETHS (Hagiya
etal, 2015), Z OfAIL, Facial Emotion Identification Task (FEIT) (Kerr & Neale,
1993) & ZZ I HAGERRAMER S, Bl SO e RES LT D, [
Oy FELA) Ty D) MEx) el UEERL) O7 200§ o
UG 2R L7221 OB G EDINEICIE R S, RFIIENENOFELZ LT, &0
BARIZRZ S T o0 LTc, AT OIEE S s Hiia & L7,

- DO

3 Hinting Task (Hinting)

2 NDOBIG N OXFaE % Hi A CHlE, —HFOBIGAMOIE S OEZ ZHEH L CRIET
HARAE T % (Corcoran et al, 1995), AMFFETILT TITHAET D HAGEROMAE A b
S, JRIEEOFFR 25T, LLFOTFIETSIE BH 13/ Y 2 TREZ 51T 1k
& LTz, JFRRTCIE, SO R CRIEMES T2 8 0%, 32 DEXZ AT 5B
INOEFESLHER AL, BT ERIET 223, AWML CIISAOEE O EFR )
LT, BMNOSFECEIER L, RE I XHERIE AT 72, #EI=IcH LT
BRNCE %2, ZORZEITEGE S, —EH TIEETIUL 2 sl BIMErRE = CTEE
FTAUX TR E L, 101D DTV AOREEOEFHETHIME L LT, Shisx ORHiiE
TH U TA VEBREATV, KRk COFMMAEME TR — Lz,

4 Metaphor and sarcasm scenario test (MSST)

RO N & BT e U A fidr, T DOICEDEIXZ e h IEfEICEB L QN DEx & 5
DN DRSS TH D (Adachi et al, 2004), Z DOREITHE AT R T DJED
INRIZKTT 23O 72 DI R TR SN A TH Y . JFELE ORI 25 TR L
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Too FRAEORERIE, HWSCS R, RAISCA 5 ROFE 10 BITTH 573, AWFZETIZEA
SOTEES 2 i HlfE & L7e,

- JFRRE A T A
5.Ambiguous Intentions and Hostility Questionnaire (ATHQ)

HEIZAFREDVE L D42 U AZBWT, FTOITEZ BRI U SR, &Y
I CHRRE, HHFOEWIK L A2RELZZNENY v 1 — FRETHZE T AT
&% (Combs et al,2007), AMFFETIIFER OFFr] 24572 AAGEMRZEH L7z (Kanie
etal,2014), FHEEDMEIRZ L D27V 4 L BERIFIOMESRERR 72 ) U 40 2 Fifi
550 T OB 10180 DYF U FZ2 Ay Buckeral,2017), TDOEEED Y v H— b
REDNL) A FHE L L=,

6.Intentionality Bias Task (IBT)

HIBREFHIPIC AR OATEN 2 33 24 [EOFESUTEIE L. 2 OATEIDSEH) 78 b D7)
T2 b DONEEZ DA TH D (Rosset, 2008), JFEH DA 215, Hi/-IZ IBT
D AAGERRZAERL L7= (Kubota et al., 2021), HAGEIZEIRRT 288, HGEL A AGEOL
SO R R DI\ A B U CHIRIFH 2255 L7z (Trauzettel-Klosinski e
al,2012), BRI, BOSTIE 24 70, BOSETIE S BV CHh - 7 il FRIFRH
. TNENIB, 6 IR LTz, BIEDBEERICR 2 TR LEZE LT
FEHEH L, AR TORMES L,

- SR
7.Social Attribution Task — Multiple Choice (SAT-MC) /8.SAT-MCII
fHR A F—Y —ITih> T, BMMELZKED EEEST 2] TS Enofotts
PATENZ B 28X 2957 = A —3 9 U &R RT, Z0E)X OENRSCEN 2 [0
LA TS (Bell etal, 2010), #kE 1TEH % 2 [FIFYE L7-%. 19 BRI L
T4 SOFREN S EET 5, SAT-MCINE, SAT-MC OB D WNEFRZED LD &
LT, TIZBA%& 4L (Johannesen er al,2013), EhEiDOE X, BEE. FHM5G1EIX SAT-
MC &R U Toh D, SCOPEWFFETIX, TAD 2 DOMRAE 1| DORRAD 2 DO &
LT, PR A N EFT A N CEIENVERM ST, 2 DORITIEAR I HES I
ZENH VY | FOT-OITEHRASIENE : & ORAN 22 H B UDFIAA S ©% D R AR
L7z (Pinkham et al., 2018), % Z CAMIGETIL, ZiLD 2 DO A CHEHRNL L
TR & UCHEME Lz, AWFZECOFERMICHTZ Y SAT-MC B L OSAT-MCID HA
RERR AT ER L, JREE OFF A 2457, 19 OB 5 A E ARFZE T
OeHfE L L7,
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9.Biological motion task (BM)

NOBEWERHEEOIEROEWEE L TRILI N LM% (Biological Motion; BM) &

7 CEWEIZ DWW TR OIINE L 7 > 7 AT 5 2 & CIREYRI LB X IR 2 D
1% (Scrambled Motion; SM) D 2 DN T L F AZHErs S, #RE 137 T2 DO
MBM & SM DO ELLTHLH0RE AL THIET 2 CTH 5 (Grossman et al,
2004), SrREHREEL ST I2VRE TH D . ABFSETIL, Hashimoto & OHFFE T
SHCENE A G &I (Hashimoto et al, 2014), LAFOFIETT & LB o
VAR ST, BINEDNEME L5813, IRORITTT & ACE 12 HOoENE
MEF, REMROLGETE. ROBITTT U AMZEIK R EOJEENBS Sz, 1E
fENDAIERE, b L IIREMN S IEfEOBIE %2 LTz (“reversals”™) #=%z., 13
[5] reversals {232 U724, MBS 2 LR 0% 6 B S 72, 28 [Fl reversals (23
LI CRAEZ KT & L, B ORIT 5 10 BORITICRIT 2 7 v 2 M@ <t
RO 2 R EIE & L CARMIZE CORMImE L L=,

FRED OB, HAFERA 2 SAT-MC, SAT-MCIIE L OV IBT (ZOW T, JFEE

DFFRIEAF T HAGEICEIR L7, EOMOMREIZ OV TIX, T CTICATRIHER HAGE
Rz L7z, BM 2R _XCOMEITA T4 o THATE D X HICL, BM I
R T B — A |22 LtOHK5%®ME#ﬁ/74/T%%éM5 3t
DN, JFEENDIFA 2157, Shiskziini-2Ex, DEEOEEOL LA D
IR A B E IR 2 980 LT, #HiRnBBAE ORI, AFREOT-OITHEZE S
17T v N7 A — KTEPEGR S T,

2.5 WFFEDFIR

U7 — N SRR LT, Ak ®ﬁé%ﬂi£%ﬁwfﬁﬁb SCER
BERUT Lz, RERSRIZENZNOESMEOMERDOT-OIZ, [ERA MILINLZ %
L7, HElFlae T, b LIS ~OREE Y | J: DLIR%?“ZD EEBIZ
JART-25 & PANSS % 3 L7z, FHEEGEABEREORHIT & LT BACS-) %, ﬁAw%@
FHMIZIE UPSA-B & SLOF % 530 L7z, FHm, MERl7e & O selfeds LUV JART-
25, PANSS, BACS-J, UPSA-B, SLOF |THREAARCUEE K S S AL, = OfEFIT4%
FERX I DATFIED T2 DIAEEE S NI 7T > N7 4 — ATEER S e, #IRlOFEaER%
FERERAS I RIS S 1 RLAPICSENE S AL, 2~6 BRI FRAEIM T,
BAtEFRABERE IR AL D FERENAI FIE 570 H ) DR OFEED R E DI DGR 2
LWL, BEELZFHVI T H—NRT oA E b otz 12, T_NTOHETEM
i&bmﬁaxmnfﬁwﬁikﬁaﬁmmﬂﬁéhjwI%@ BN N F O D T
RREE 1 GERICRI) 7o 7 GEFICHE) £TDY v — MRETHHE L
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Too RDEMEITHAZ G OINE LI & L, 15 UNORAE ThHiu
DEMED Y LW D Z L & Uiz, SthamdairEidlia s v a—% ETEET S
R TH Y | FMERITTINIAERE B S TR e fE L, a3 L., T ORFRIE
ZDEETT v b7 =L NI,

2.6 WeERHEHTHIE

AMFZETIILL N O E U FRBESN R SV D03, EOH T8 Yakth i aiskee
BEPESEEZ M E IS TRITE ZRAEMNE DO EERTLZ L & Lz, TEHIE
HIIRE BRI ERENF T K DHSAERE DG /3 2491, 3 72 BRI ARE R A 20
SIEEE LT B UOfHAA L CHTERRE Z FHIR . FESsB b REIR A A ST 8%
(BN U T AT 21T 72 S e S IR ERED B BTN 2 &, EEFEL
7o FEATHFSECIE (Pinkham et al., 2018), FHHEABI 33 D AHRRRAERE DR Bl X
025 TH Y, AWFETIE, HEFEHBEREMA OB X 0 ZhRE)S 0.35 BRG] &
P BN AERIERERE 2 T D 72 DOV U TNV ERE LT, =005, B=
0.2 THRHT 272 OB 7 AHUT 99 B Chh o 7oy, FeATAFFETIL 40% & @y
iR ThH -7 Z L BB L., AL TH 30%RBEOPEREZIEE L, BEHOH
TEREFRS A 140 il & LT, REESTBERECOWTIL, S-SR O —REM
(Z31T DAFHEE A BRI THEE 3 2 72 DIT, HERE OFRIS ORI D 2 —E S
B5HE 91T, 20554, 30 I, 40T 4, 50 R d 8 KA3iTxt L TENZEN
8 NHItED Y 7 v— RNaAT72\, g bZE L, BASESEE 70 511& L7z,

SINE O FERICONTIL, BERE L R ERH T CERSE R 2 F
L. BEEICHEE U7~ FRAEHEMEIL Pearson's 1 38 L OSRINARBIAEL (ICC) TR
L7z, Pearson's 0.6 3L ICC>0.5 7AiM & L7 (Koo & Li, 2016), SAEHIE &
L COHMAMEIL Cohen'sd ZH M L, FEMEEZFHME L, S BITIK - AR (B
LUV ETE 100% 158 LIZSE OR) OOz Lalii Lz, 723
Cohen's d 1% 0.5 Rmix #7FaFH & L, IR « RASIRIZZENZNEIED 10%LLFTH
LT L HTAREIPH S UTe, Al & MR A S AR TIN 2 7o EBRR T 21T, Bt
FOHSRER A ) SRR 2 & ORRE TIT 2 0 Gl L, £z, KR
FHIFSRERRATIZ D\ T, HEHRE 2 1E R AL & L= ERIGE AT 21T\, faiie
DO EX ARG LTz, S BIT, BrEiBabsaeaslc 2 L2 A | B
F ORI 22N OEBIRGFHEN  (PRaEErE) O & %Rz (SD) Z i8R
FHE LA IRERR 0T TR Lo, BrasBraein O E & R4 1R
Frt L EESHRF RS T TR L, MR O A i L, Cohen'sd 27~ L
72 TRTOMATIZ. R/3—2 232404 (https://www.r-project.org) % FVNTIEfE L
7o
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3. BFoERER

31 XMBEOER

WIEBINEITEE 200 4T, 2D 9 5 129 LS RTWEL bOBE . 71 LHME
FXBE TS 57, EREIEEOMERDT- MINLZEM L. WA JSGE TR
B 14, BLOTY Vv a— UEEENRONIEEH 1| 40 STz, EFE
R L7z 7 2 OEE BT DERIN S, Bl fifbiret 5L 191 4 (GBEHE 121
%, BEESRERET04) Thotz (1)

AL A ROHLASHE It 2 & — (EISCHE - gk bl Ll
KRR ESEIE 5 —
BERE o8 ER 200 B o
ERFREE - 25 B 2 R 298]
¥
HERENH
EHB 12980
MEEaE 16l
RATRS
| mm s (ERmE, BT
SRHBEY 10 (BHTE
¥
AT A
£HT 1218
MRATEE : 08

X 1 : BFESIEOFEN

WAL AR - MERIOOA B2 T3 Wm)oto ARANOHEREE LV JART-25 TH
BEZROTN, MBOHBIRIZITAEZTRO )Tz, ETEERED PANSS i
FHROWENL 711 HTH Y | ?”***Eﬁf“%@ﬁ L7 a Y HREE 555 9mg 7o 72

(% 1) o
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#1: HRiER

PERILISROE B TlE, FEINI SR (standard deviation: SD) Z7~d, HBEREL
faE R ERE 6 U THERNZ W T o2 REZ TV, A5l « 0B « JART-25 (2
OWTItRIEZETIT T2, TNENOREIZOWTHEARE (pfE) 13 5%AR0mE L

2o *:p < 0.001

W&5E: JART-25 = Japanese Adult Reading Test-25; FSIQ = Full scale intelligence quoti
ent; PANSS = Positive and Negative Syndrome Scale; CPZ = chlorpromazine

BT i S R T
(121 f31)) (70 51)
PRI (et %) 64  (52.9) 39 (55.7)
Tl (%) 395 (104) 393 (11.2)
KRANDOHERE () * 138 (23) 157 (23)
RKOBEE (FF) 133 (3.0) 140 (3.0)
ROHBIE () 129 @1 133 (2.0
JART-25 (FSIQ) * 1046 (9.7 109.6  (6.9)
PANSS #5350 () 711 (14.7)
CPZ #45fE (mg/H) 5559  (424.1)

3.2 BREEENE

FHRRAGHEMEL. KPORE CHFR#AN CThH -7z, BEFHIIBWTUIIBT = 0.
418, ICC=0419) & BM (r = 0377, ICC = 0.370) 2 A+507aflzam LT, s cig
F#ECIE. BLERT, FEST X UV Hinting C Pearson's 1 73 0.6 & Flal-> 7243, ICC 1% 0.
SUEDTD, FREEEEIR- T D B2 bR E2) .
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2 : EREEENE

EKUE (pfE) 13 5%AdM & L, ***:p<0.001 TRLT-,
W&&5: r = Pearson’s r; ICC = intraclass correlation coefficients; BLERT = Bell Lysaker Emotion
Recognition Task; FEST= Facial Emotion Identification Test; Hinting = Hinting Task; MSST =
Metaphor and Sarcasm Scenario Test; AIHQ = Ambiguous Intentions and Hostility
Questionnaire; IBT = Intentionality Bias Task; SAT-MC = Social Attribution Test-Multiple
Choice; SAT-MCII = Social Attribution Test-Multiple Choice II; BM = Biological motion task

ik yita ORI
i N r ICC N r ICC
BLERT 89 0.654%%%  ().647%** 36 0.531%%*  (,.520%**
FEST 89 0.608%**  (.592%** 36 0.520%%%  ().535%k
Hinting 89 0.748%%*  ()729%** 35 0.598%** () 527%kx
MSST 89 0.742%%*  ()733%** 36 0.899%%*  (.896%**
AIHQ 89 0.861%**  (.858%** 36 0.792%%%  (.796%**
IBT 88 0.418%%*  (0.4]9%** 36 0.618%**  (0.580%**
SAT-MC 89 0.737H%%  (.724%** 36 0.834%+*  (.816%**
SAT-MCII 89 0.751%%%  (.680%** 36 0.657%%%  (.653%**
BM 89 0.377%%%  (.370%** 35 0.617%%*  (.560%**

3.3 RAERIEDA FtE

BERETIE, SAT-MCINFFE A K Z < (Cohen’s d = 0.83)

FAEHIE TR

MRELSET D2 ENRBI T, @R ClE Hinting, IBT, BM (23T

BV ENBIZR ST-, F£7- MSST 14,
DARNR A BOT-—FH T, L ETRKAZE (89 4 51 44)

RZNRZS 1 ERREDOBH (89 447 10 44)

Zs LTc, SAT-MC

T1HEREOESE @At 144) TRIFIRERD (K3) .
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#3 : RARIE DA
l%7E: SD = standard deviation; BLERT = Bell Lysaker Emotion Recognition Task; FEST= Facial
Emotion Identification Test; Hinting = Hinting Task; MSST = Metaphor and Sarcasm Scenario
Test; AIHQ = Ambiguous Intentions and Hostility Questionnaire; IBT = Intentionality Bias
Task; SAT-MC = Social Attribution Test-Multiple Choice; SAT-MCII = Social Attribution Test-
Multiple Choice II; BM = Biological motion task

IRIRHASNRD
el (T1) AR (T2)
NE
oA N ¥ (SD) 5 (SD) Tl T2 t p  Cohen’sd
BERE (0=89)
BLERT 89 163 (33) 169 (34) 11 0/4 192 0.059 0.29
FEST 89 144 (28) 151 (28) 0/0 1/0 268  0.009 0.40
Hinting 89 127 (38) 136  (3.5) 0/1 1/0 294 0.004 0.44
MSST 89 40 (14 43 (14 10/51  8/61 218 0032 0.33
AIHQ 89 69 (1) 71 (0) - - 174 0.085 0.26
IBT 88 05 (02 06 (02) - - 068 0497 0.10
SAT-MC 89 137 (49) 144  (43) 414 213 197  0.052 0.29
SAT-MCII 89 105 (36) 120  (3.0) 4/0 0/0 556 <0.001 0.83
BM 89 213 (162 244 (183) 6/0 10/0 165  0.103 025
et R R
(n=36)
BLERT 36 188 (1.7) 186 (1.9 0/7 0/2 -0.85 0401 020
FEST 36 166 (1) 166 (22) 0/0 0/0 0.00  1.000 0.00
Hinting 35 160 (25) 170 (1.9) 0/1 0/2 302 0.005 0.72
MSST 36 47 (08) 48  (09) 130 2733 081 0422 0.19
AIHQ 36 59 (14) 59 (14) - - 033 0.744 -0.08
IBT 36 05 (02) 05 (02) - - 2266 0012 -0.63
SAT-MC 36 164 (32) 168  (2.6) 1/6 0/5 1.04 0307 0.24
SAT-MCII 36 147 (3) 151 (2) 0/0 0/0 114 0262 0.27
BM 35 248  (163) 325 (203) 2/0 3/0 276 0.009 0.60
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3.4 tEHEE & DBSE

ARAAZSEL & U CAFm M ORI 2 N 2 CAA BB RERR A 30 L OMHRERB A AE
K FAEA BN DOV THESHEEEI TR 2 FERIR T 21 T72\0) . EIVE AL ORZEHES l:ﬁ@dﬂa
25 b R L- (R4) , FREWEREIX BACS-] O TEE H @ Z-scores & N CTHE
filiL7z, UPSA-B (2% L CHEEREMERED T C O FIEH CHEZRBEEAZ R LT,
ZNHOBMRORE Si%, PREUE (0.23-043) Tho7o, —J T, SLOF IZXF LT,
AR BEZ 7R LT TAH B 3727 o 7o, HEs8kigaERR & T, Hinting, MSST,
SAT-MC, SAT-MCII, BM 75 UPSA-B (Zxt L CHERBSEAF8, FEST 73 SLOF (2
%LU CHEZRB#EZ 7R L7-, BLERT, AIHQ. IBT (% UPSA-B. SLOF &'H 50t
BERBIT L T O A ERBEN S DR o T,

K 4 HBERITH D A FRERRAIREER KX OSSR RERE O EEIF AT
EKEE (p ﬂE:) T5%AM L L, *:p<0.05, ¥*: p<0.01, **: p<0.001 TRLT=,
l&&E: UPSA-B = UCSD Performance-based Skill Assessment-Brief total score; SLOF = Specific

Levels of Functioning Scale total evaluator score; b = standardized partial regression coefficient

UPSA-B SLOF
N b N b

PSRRI

BLERT 120 0.169 121 - 0.036
FEST 120 - 0.009 121 0209 *
Hinting 120 0502 ** 121  0.125
MSST 120 0288 ** 121  0.174
ATHQ 120 0.060 121 - 0.043
IBT 118 - 0.076 119  0.009
SAT-MC 120 0345 ** 121  0.154
SAT-MCII 120 0248 * 121  0.143
BM 120  0.18 * 121 - 0.059
TR R EIERE

SraE 120 0394 ** 120  0.073
J—% T AEY 120 0309 *** 120  0.156
L 120 0227 * 120  0.159
i ks 120 0328 *** 120  0.026
R 120 0425 *** 120  0.061
FATHSRE 119 0302 *** 119  0.059
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MR, Brtatne & A RICBRE T S s ERER A A TRIA - & 3 D Rl
BTN L > TRl L7z, HaiBaisiERRAsIX. UPSA-B O/ 24% GRESH 7
R? = 0245, F (7,109) = 6.38, p < 0.001) . SLOF ® 4% G4 R? = 0.044, F

(3,113) =278, p = 0.044) ZHEIZHDTE GES) .

R 5 HEREIT T DR AERE R E 2R COEREIF ST
W&5E: aR? = Adjusted R%; UPSA-B = UCSD Performance-based Skill Assessment-Brief total
score; SLOF = Specific Levels of Functioning Scale total evaluator score; b = standardized partial

regression coefficient; s> = squared semi-partial correlation coefficient

R? aR? F p b t p s

UPSA-B 0.291 0.245 6377 <0.001

Hinting 0430 4533 <0.001 0.115

MSST 0.053 0.556 0.579 0.002

SAT-MC 0.133 1.281 0.203 0.009

SAT-MCII -0.022 0217 0.829 0.000

BM 0.046 0.538 0.591 0.002
SLOF 0.069 0.044 2.782 0.044

FEST 0.199 2.169 0.032 0.039

FEETRFWRRERR AT DIy 24 TR, AR RERR A DL Dy B A A B T
HME ST LTz (F6) , FRHRGERAIEREIX BACS-] O T XHH D Z-scores %

WCRHE L7, AR RAERERRA D C, UPSA-B O3 20% GFHESHE A R? = 0.1
98, F (8,108) = 4.58, p < 0.001) ZHEIZHDTZ, FH2 7 my 7 & UTHEEAE
BERMEE OB RERER T 2 25N 2 72 & 2 A, UPSA-B A7 O4ED 11%

(RZZ{LE: = 0.108, p = 0.006) ZEMANZF L7, 722 T Hinting D 5-H3K
Eholz, SLOF IZxt U CTHMn R OMERI 2 RIS TN 2 CTL T - = BBl 04T Clss
FRRREWERERR A D FAEH T B BEEZ RO HEI I/ - 703, kRS

BRI 2T o 72, FRERARRAS DA T, SLOF D43HD 2% (FHFE#E 7 R? = 0.02, F

(8,108) = 1.29, p = 0.255) % HOI=PHETII/R0 o7z, H27r >y 7 & L TFE
ST #/N%x7=& Z A SLOF O3 D 3% % /R LTz, £DETINE IO LEE biZ
FRHFIICHEE T o 7c (R2ZHEE = 002, p = 0.113) .
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* 6 : FEBRIEREYFT

EKYE () 13 5%ATM & L, *p<0.05, #*:p<0.01, ¥*:p<0.001 TrLT=,
IaE: aR?= Adjusted R% UPSA-B = UCSD Performance-based Skill Assessment - Brief total
score; SLOF = Specific Levels of Functioning Scale total evaluator score; b = standardized partial

regression coefficient; sr” = squared semi-partial correlation coefficient

UPSA-B SLOF
b st b st
Block 1 -fHiaR N
B} 0.162 0.008 -0.058 0.001
J—% T AEY 0.020 0.000 0.237 0.018
TEH -0.025 0.000 0.176 0.016
B0 e 0.106 0.003 0.117 0.003
R 0.240 0.015 -0.017 0.000
FATHERE 0.155 0.019 -0.019 0.000
Block2-f 233850
FEST - - 0.154 0.021
Hinting 0358 *kx 0,065 ** - -
MSST 0.025 0.000 - -
SAT-MC 0.063 0.002 - -
SAT-MCII -0.051 0.001 - -
BM 0.051 0.003 - -
Overall Model
aR? 0.280 *** 0.034
R?change 0.108 ** 0.022

3.5 AL RN

DEMETT X TORAET IS LN TH Y | FFR4H Th -7, Hinting, SAT-MC,
SAT-MCII, BM TIIRE D FEHEIZ ) 10 3 LL EDORFHEA DDy 7273, 7% 0 O
Frsteia s I CHEMATEETH o7 R7) o PREMI IR SHE #3175 BM
LISNE E DA H 575 4 () UL EORER TH -7,
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7 : IREOPEM & DA

DRI O TR U2 (BAL © 53) R LU, Pt g oS ikt
T 5 EBCEZ 1 GERISAR) 6 7 GEFICHE) FToV v l— RRET
Ml L7z, WERE: SD = standard deviation

B PR

BT T R eyt Eteayiceayia

(n=120) (n=70) (n=120) (n=70)
B ¥ (SD) ¥ (SD) ¥ (SD) ¥ (SD)
BLERT 68 (0.9) 64 (0.5) 44 (12) 47 (1.2)
FEST 26 (1.1) 2.1 (0.6 44 (12) 49 (1.3)
Hinting 136 (28) 127 (1.6) 43 (1.3) 45 (13)
MSST 39 (1.6) 3.1 (1.0) 46 (13) 51 (LD
ATHQ 48 (1.9 41 (13) 45 (1.1) 51 (12)
IBT 39 (1.0) 34 (0.5) 41 (1.1 45 (14
SAT-MC 108 (9 100 5) 44 (12) 50 (1.2)
SAT-MCII  10.1 (2.6 94 (1.9 42 (13) 47 (1.2)
BM 139 (4) 132 (3) 40 (1.2) 39 (1.2)

3.6 BEHLEEXRERDOLE
BERETIE, 12 A EOREIZBW TR STIBERE LV DA BIRWERTH -
72 (d = 042-1.03) , — /5 TIBT. BM OFHMlifial L 2 HEfE] CHE R ZEZ RO

(#8) .

7 8 : BERE LRI RE RO
BT fa i kRS

Rt N % (SD) N ¥¥ (SD) t p  Cohen’sd
BLERT 121 164 (3.3) 70 184 (1.9) 523 <0.001 0.79
FEST 121 147 (2.7) 70 162 (2.1) 432 <0.001 0.65
Hinting 121 12.6 (3.8) 69 152 (24) 569 <0.001 0.86
MSST 121 39 (1.5 70 46 (1.0) 401 <0.001 0.60
ATHQ 121 6.9 (2.0) 70 62 (1.6) 278  0.006 0.42
IBT 119 0.5 (0.2) 70 05 (02) -024 0810 -0.04
SAT-MC 121 13.5 (4.8) 70 163 (32) 471 <0.001 0.70
SAT-MCII 121 10.5 (3.8) 70 137 (2.8)  6.85 <0.001 1.03
BM 121 209 (17.0) 69 240 (16.0) 126 0.209 0.19
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3.7 FAESETRASRERE ORISR OE L ¥
ZZETCORRAERICE L DT,

#£9 : FREOREDOTE

Pt BE A F R R/ R RO PuErt  2aE
e 2 R R T WAy 2 A 1
O O
BLERT o o o o o o
FEST o o o o o (SLOF) o o
Hinting o o ) o o (UPSA) o (UPSA) o )
MSST o o o) o (UPSA) o o
ATHQ o o o o o o
IBT o o o o
SAT-MC o o o o (UPSA) o o
SAT-MC I o o o o (UPSA) o o
BM o o (UPSA) o o
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4. B

4.1 BFHABAEREREDOERBR L ZOMER

Hinting 1347 72 FERR A #EM-OfE SRR & OB B 2 7R U | AR RE B RE O
B o br—L LTEEREEIF TN THESEZ A EICTHIL
2o SHIT, HRDIRKRBG THOHR SN HBREDOEIFH CEMAIETH D | #
BB DORRMED BT, BEMLEEBER CARERELRD, BEIZIX
Hinting D KHZhFEHE STV 52 (Davidson et al, 2018), AWFZETHEH L7
HAGERRIZI W T, B E 722 RIDRIT R I D> 7, SCOPE Asia Tl
Hinting [ZRWHESEEE TH 0 | SULZED A 1T 2 FIHEMED R S AU TV 203,
AWFFEDRER D GITACE DO E LD b ks e B HE (Klein er al, 2020)% H
W Z LR EHEROBEVLR LD B L0 LRV, SCOPE A58 & [FIERIC
Hinting @ H ARGERIZIBW TS FREE M L ORIk 5 DORAY 224
PEPRREES L7 2 & T 4% AARDERKRBL CORMO A 64 EFIEERTH
WM 7o Rl Tk & L CHif S S,

FEST 3+ MA@ 2 /R L, (SR iERA O h CHE—, t2i%hE
IZBIT B EMFROMAEREEZ R4 SLOF & OEHEZ R Uiz, #4524 MHITmH S
TR Do 7oy IR FENRG 2 < B FWVEFH TEMATGETH Y |
BERE LT SBER CTHERREZZRODTCND Z G, KIS CoOR M
BEMEIZE Wb O LB D, FEST I SCOPE ffF5E<° SCOPE Asia CTld &l X
TWRWRETH Y | TR CIRBROBEEE Z AW EhRdmomi s L
T ERA40 NHWSHN, ELiHMEEN TS, 25 2 DOMAEILIRED AR
ERRRTH D Z L5 AT T D BER-40 OFE R % AMF58 TiX FEST 73
FIEHEHIINTEE XD, RBAMEOFIEME DO SR VEFHEITB N T, A
FFE CHENid D EMMRA & L C ER-40 HEMICEN -T2y, Ehalch iz v J7E
ENOHERHOTFRINE LN o220, D TRV HE DT 245 T Eli
ERHESTRER DD, R E L CHa L, EEEE AW ZMA L LTFEST ®
HuEMTHI & ol ARNOHEERE TR L THARANDEIZHT S1F
R ARET S Z & T, RAMICSULZZ bR T E 7= lHetEn & 5 (Gendron
etal,2014), 1% ER-40 D L 9 72 Z4k7e NFRDOBARNE 2 FH 7o) & FEST O
REWET 52 LT, HERREICKRT 2L ZOREN L 0 B\ 2200 L
FARAAN

— 7 TR U< TFEER M 2 3143 % BLERT [ZAHFIE TITAEEHERE L DA E 2
HEAREINT, TOZRYENRR+4TH 7=, Fexid BLERT (22T FEST
ERIERIT, SULZESC AN ZEDOFEZ 5D 5 72O A AR N OB E 26 L7228,
TTRFZED X 9 72 WOEEHl AN S S 72 2y 72, FEST D K 9 7R F N7 G B H1E
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&R T HFA & . BLERT @O L 9 72&IED TR0 0 OBl ) 5 158 % f)
BT ABETIE, 2Ia=r—a BT ASENB LU ENDE
BRHLHZ ENEBELZLND, T2 5, FEST £V & BLERT O SN SrEMIL Y
FUARCHAN, IRV FIRV L W\Wola V2 AF vy —IZHBIN, [FE#ERmo 7 o
TANEHEL IR o722 T HREICE > TREOHSENEL 20, 2> T
FHRTOHSEREE DREREZZ L S0 LRI 5 (Frank, 2010),
L L7eln s, BEREEEERBEREL OMICHEBERZZRD TNDLZ L0 b,
LR A B E 2 o, SRR EZFRET 2 MA L L TABROBEN
EENS,
MSST i34 HARTHAANY §7 AJE (ASD) O/NEOT=HIZHRE I NS
DToHY | AEIOWFSE T THRERIEBFIHEH SN, RFEIZBWT
MSST [ TZAEMEF X OPREMEDS m 2 & B2 YRR e o 72 b O Ofh
BEREIC T 2 A BB A/ R Lo 2 &, B TR & ORI A B ZE
ERDTZ LR ERFRER AR LI — T, WBRED 6 BILL ENKHEE
AL, ZTOHGEOREI NI E 72o7-, T MSST M/INER DOHRLED L
BABEMIER SN TEY ., RADOHEBRE TR TS0 EILND
(Adachi et al., 2004), — 5 CTIRZWR AR THERE & —EBRFEL TEBY . BEN
TR LT S BERTR N, ARFFZE TIE MUNLLIZ X - CTHMFR B 2R L T
WD, ASD A LB T E TN TOR, BRABID ASD (J4th Dk fhE
DEPEDZ N H % (Mazzone et al, 2012), FEZE R0 5 OIER DAL L MR T D D
MUIELIEREECH D Z &b, A EIOFETIIY RICHEET D ASD OHfF%
EFEICRMECE 2o T2 ATREME R E 2 DD, Atk ASD OOHFOA B g |2
XBIL729 2T, MAKREICBIT 2 00O EICET 5 S 57 5 MEEN
EEND,
ATHQ 1TAEHED THIICB W TIIAE TIER -T2 b OO, X RERE &
BEBCHBRZEZRD., FREEENED &2~ 72, SCOPE HFZE Tix ATHQ IX
[HESE L Z2u) & 438 S U723, SCOPE Asia [ HEERAY BRI 7o AR L T 5,
AWFFE Tl Buck 52345 L7z X 9 (2(Buck ef al., 2017), HHEZROER % BB
THARTHENM L7722 & T, SCOPE Asia IZfit =, BHRHEREZRLIZbDEE
Z DN, AEERISIEICK T 5 UL ZEE ATV D AEE DB EALE NS L
720N,
—H CIBT IZFEMIZHTo > TS oAk & flfEICEmTE b DD, BEREL
fEE XHRERE CARREZZRO T, e L O LR o7, i % H
FEIZHFIER 9 2 BRIZ (A2 o il BR If [H 0 5% & W2 T K & Z L 72 23 (Trauzettel-
Klosinski e al.,2012), ZiLC % 72 BHIBRIEFH 238 < | #ERF D278 AHERE 4 IE
I C X 72 o T Al BEMEDN B 2 5415, SCOPE WFFE Tl W HESERE 2457 i
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B THoTZD, AR TITIRAZ2ERIEONT, REICBIT 2 SEEDOREL
RELZITIREREEZEZ BN D,

4 [a] SAT-MC & SAT-MCINZZFNENMN. Lo E LTEmL, Eb 56 b4k
SRERE & DR A2 38872, SCOPE HFZE ClIft MR AR DM CHELE S =
BRI o T2y, SEISFENREEN DN ORETRERFERIED
NIEZEIIAERTHoTo, ZOZLEDERD—DE LT, AMFZETIZLLATL Y
D DFERFER ST SAT-MC D 2 DDA FNFENISE L-fit & L
TRHMl L7 2 & CHMAEEEMNES M E L, BRICEELZFREERH 5, 72721
SAT-MC X RHZENE <. SAT-MCINE B W R R AR 7= 2 LT EN
VETH D,

BM L EEMECIRE I LA AN TH W . UPSA-B L OFEREENRE LN
7o, BEREO LT O TR IREREICB O T ORI R 2580, BEHE & 5 5
REROMICHREEEZRD D> 7=, SCOPE AFFEIZ W\ TRMfifiE & L CTIRBIR
BEHWDZ EOFERAMEICONTELEINTEY, ShZEDOREMEE FEEE v
T2 2 & DAEEHERE L OEEIC O RN S - FREMENE 2 B D, — 5T, AW
RENX I 5720, BERICESENRRETH Y | ULESSEEDOKE Y
ZUF N ERIFF S, AIFZEICE T D BM I DS EOE I A
FRCB T D SBAMEREZ 9 <R TE o700 b Livky, 4
BREOHMGEZHEST D5 TR BHRFELEFENRERENEOND 2
EDRHIRFEN D,

4.2 AFREOMBEREB L NZEDORR

AIFZENNT N DDA 5, I, BEEE & B xHRERECTIE—Ho
EEERICENDHY , KANOHBRESLHMNEE DBE O DNFERICEREL 5 2 -7
REMERSH D, L L, WMBOFRIZEN RN EnD | R & B RO
JRRIOMIEE I DEIT o7 b B2 bND, T, AEERIEERA O 24
P & 72 > TR PRSI B AR A ORE R EBIE L TW DT, i
KRR DRI & 72 - CTITRER O FIECHWIRE I DO ZE D AT LY Br i
TWbeEBZLND,

B BEHOIZEAENLZEE LN REETH D2, BIRASA T ADF]
BEMER DD, LT T A EOERIZAADT R TCOFHEALTVEEL HOBREIC
—ALTE D LD TIERW DN E LILR, 4%, FHER 2 L 0 EE 2 BE %%t
BT H LT, BREOFHEIN LV BFEICR D FREMER & 5,

5 AL Tl R R IS k3 2 R D EIZ O W TIX BB L 22D
Too TAFEARIEO P IFARREFRAERRIC B L 52 0D H DL Z EBRENT
Y (Oginoetal,2011), AHIOBEFICI T HAERICEEL 5 X T-FEER D 5,

27



B

REIRER

[ A

“«“ #&

RN S YEDRRE S 7ol Re i AL 22 I T 3R ot

X DB OWTRRETT D 9E 0 - B,

28



5. ¥eFER X U

WD e XL IR S = X5Y g Wrek i 1)

AR N THE AT, LN OF =i 2157,

- PR RE OB A B8 L. T, HARFER® Hinting O FEREIZ R
B BGPE TR BT,

- BLERT, FEST, Hinting, MSST, ATHQ, SAT-MC, SAT-MCII{Z >\ C A #E M
MHER S T,

- SLOF (Z%F L C FEST @, UPSA-B (Z%f L T Hinting, MSST, SAT-MC, SAT-MCII,
BM DY) 2 Y MRS S U7,

« AT TH21C A AFER Z ER L 7= IBT <=° SAT-MC., SAT-MCIZ XU, H
AGFER DS REDRHERH LN E 72 o7,

HHAODES

FEEFBHBERE 2 4 SO PEEFIRIC X VAT 5 &) ) BRI T, A
AT KT DA RS RE R A DAL SHEEE & O B IS I OME R M 2 24 M A3 AT
Shic, BRAED HAGEROEEMEZ L ENFTHL Sz 2 & T, A% OEERE
KB T C & ot — i 7 fmiE A $2 45 L 7=,
FLRADRSCRNE., FEDE, FEHICET D72 &b S CTRHG L
TEY., SREORKENHS L2122 LT, A% B AROKEBS TR A4
LEEDSEIZR Db D EEDND, AFREOERE S L1T, ARTHO TO
EERAMEBERE OHEFOKMEDIRRIZOR N - TEBY . Atk BWE ORI % 7
F XN AAROEIRESG CIEH S, SR F ICET2MANRS 5
ICERSND Z N sn s,

Hinting O B 41 72 58 DELR AR E DS HERS ST — 5 T, JefTafFgRic i L
BLERT & IBT Ot & OB AREITS DR Th o 72, BLERT [Z 3L 2
IZEBaa=r—va HEOEN, IBTIISEOG TR &V ) EHEN
FERICEBLUI-AREEN D 5,

FHENDOERED X S PRSI D 520>

FTARNE TR SISl S e EZ AV, ERHIEICLE &L
FIRAERWTH A 2RI RE PR O A L BAE R 23l 5 2 L SRREF S U
Do ETADEIFIMITLIAEY T =23 VO ABROEES LT, 2
PR REM AL &2 20 LR 92 Z & 3B A 6D, i akREMR S 2 1R &
LR O EBGER CTOEM b PRI D,
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7o 12N T ALHRE K7 KPR R P Rt S P RSB R 2R < &
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B AW FEDFATIZ SR 2T IR FE 8 O BB BN, B IR Je
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