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1. BiARM & X

1.1 mfAmrt &

EAB A (lie detection test) IZETEDLNTVWDL L)% “wVFR
EMFETE RV ERRICE, BAEEDS ORI L TEL S UBOERIZ X
o THFRICBE L 2 FE L2 REHIEDPTRIFL T2 0B 2 HET AT
Y, BEGHEBREORER DG IEEL D08, ZIUIL > TEL L KIS
DWTEBOBBELRET 2 DI Tld v RETIE, F9ORMAEENTE
(2D 72 B R AR IS oW T, v TR BRI ITSE DT AE D
B DWW T2 tk, BUGKEH % 8 & L 72 B IR OB R IZ D TR
o BBHRIAIZ BT, EFEREMDTE HW LTS DITFEME
HPEMTFETDH L0 KETTIE I, MBAAEBPRTEIC L 2 B BBHTHATH
WHENDEMEIIOWTHIL, 22 THESNLEBIBREIZOWTHERS,

1.2 R 7 B s

BAMAEBRFNTFEICL L2 EBBEETE, REMEE (control question
test: CQT) & BEEIEHMMA (concealed information test : CIT) D &5 2
DOEMEFFIHEN S, CQT IFHRIIESHWOLNTWAEMETH S
(Ben-Shakhar & Elaad, 2003), CQT Tix, MEMROFMHFFEII—HT S

(1) AHIEMFMA (guilty knowledge test : GKT ; Lykken, 1959) <> B&iE Mkt
(concealed knowledge test : CKT ; e.g., Honts, Devitt, Winbush, & Kircher,
1996) & b5,
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WEZFOMEEN (B121X, "dhlidMhzEart Lizr" SogmM), ¥
HEM EMBEONE L ROV HMEE L TR L ZNE L RO IREM (B2
W, “BuiiEx HOHIINA 7 2 EAF L2 SOHERB), S5ICRENR
DEMF L BB AT O EBGEN (B 21X, "HhiEASATT
P EOEM) PHwLNE, IS0 AR SN, BMARERICKT
B BUBAR RN 3 5 BUR & B L TR E WA, AR IE»FHICHE
LW mHeEAE <, Fo2080c, MEERICTT 2 RIS AR ER I
X5 BOG & L CTHED 2 WIZKRETUUETES L T2 EEidRwe &£ &
ZAbMbe Larl, ZohiEE, BETELZHFPWLRERICESVTHRNT
&, 1BBE (false positive) @ DT REME % B0 % & 9 % AN#Y) 75t FRE ] % It
BRgE L T\w5 % EOMED TR St (Ben-Shakhar & Elaad, 2003), #}
FHETRICBCTRRELRBPHOME 2> T0D, 22T, KPEDOEET
3% EO CIT VWL TWS, CIT TlE, HUEH (FHFEICHET LHIHE
H) 1M EHOIRIIEE GREE EHP 7T ICEEN LD HFHEFEC
B L 2\ WIHH) A SRS 12 BRRYIAS, R0 EMIEE ORI %
BRTHEBESOR SN S, BIZIL, GHEFUHPREEIGGEEZERTADLE, £
CTEINWEDY FW BATHo7HE, "EEINHAIMEaTT
T BV EMIHENT, HEE LTHEOBIRREIND. TOHE, &
PIEE, FR, FREEEHRGAON T T ICEERAofn (21,
W) &% b, FHFEICHTILELHRFL VW I2BRERIETHILL, &K
PRI H SRR S NI B R SN e L I L C, B o 724H
PUBHSHE L %o #IZRFEL TR WRERTHETHIEL, 20 L) RO
/Ny — AIE L v,

Rt A B T 2 O 72 B IR AT O RS CUE, FAZIPIGED) (res-
piration), FZJBESIGE (electrodermal activity : EDA), Wki#% (pulse

(2) BABHMBITEIC BT B A0 L, FAHICHE L T2 WEDR S THAIIB
LTwBEHEEINLZETHD, FBEY (false negative) & 1%, FHFIC
B L CWAENE THE L TWRWEHEESNDEZETH S,
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wave), /014 (heart rate: HR) &\ 72RO HT b KA HRER O
B OZALZ FHEIS 2 2 & T, WA IEOILFENOBEDH ME2 HE LT
%o BB, TNOEBMOEBBEZ W TRELZIT) 2&hb, K
) 777 (polygraph) 7L dIFHIN L, T OB, KRS
T HEMBEROLEZ I CTB Y, MEKHSHETCHL Z L2, BiAK
HMOEMRIEFE L LTSI TS (BRI - /AME - i, 2007). £72, 2
OHTH R EFELIGEDFCAN RIBETH L L T, £ OEAREIZH
TELEREMEICBNT, ZORUEPHER SN T2 (Ben-Shakhar &
Elaad, 2003 ; MacLaren, 2001), L #* L, Verschuere, Crombez, De-
grootte, & Rosseel (2010) (IFFICEFE G 2 AV 2BoOMEL LT, &
Fary sy ARIGIERDPE LR T W &, HAESRE N L 2I5H
LCTwb, 72, ROBEHLMBEE LT, WYy ATy —=DPFEITLNL TV
(National Research Council, 2003), 77 > % xA Ty — L%, BHBRERE
OIEREEZTY, BEDO) T 5D ERHIIEIIT ) BN LZE IO &
Td» ) (Honts, Amato, & Gordon, 2001), #ETIEE LIFIEN 5, National
Research Council (2003) 13, RV 7 I 7HEEIZL > THESINLETOAE
FRFRREASRRANY, WHEN 2 FEIC L 2RO LB NI L > TS o A2
72, WYY H ATy =R T T IREDINT 4 =< Y AN L TR
L e B LT T\ b,

COLI)BRT/NAOFT, BIBRHEO-OOH L WIEEICET 203Ek &, B
IBBRIARAZBIPR S Bk 4 P82 5 L C & 70 REITIE, BARIIED
IAED BN DOV TS,

1.3 EBBIMETZE O L4 OB

TAEDL C OIFMHBIIITE TIE, # L WRIMB RGO EE LI IR 012
ERL72bONE L, WEINIZERSEO 7% 5§ EBEIC BT 5 EBHR
HRA R A 2 G $ 5 720 O EATRE 2 SO Tw b (i, 2009). £
NHOMZEIFRE <, PR DOIRIE 2 4o 7208, BBOIEZMEL T



PSR H & 4815 & L 7z s it 13

ZOEREZ G L72WE, € OO 72 238 OB W = MR L 72FgE12 55
52 ENTES, 7, PRHABEROIBEZR- 7ML LTiE, oo
B & RS 5 & &2 & o TIRBIRIMASTTREA T 2, & 5\ I3 RO IR
DR RGE O Z FE T AR 2 ENTE T b, FHRRMEROTE
L LT, H2HELOERICEEL TH L LMNOBEMELEINEFE LT
BoENLEREEREN (event-related potential : ERP), HEEEMIHL A ILIE
% (functional magnetic resonance imaging : fMRI) K b 0 > WifE
##: (positron emission tomography : PET) % H\>CEFHI & 415 i N o I i
ERRHE L EDLED D B, FREEN 2B L L7278 TIE 1980 F 1R
¥ 5, Farwell & Donchin (1991) %> Rosenfeld, Nasman, Whalen, Cant-
well, & Mazzeri (1987) ZiZ Lo & L7z, BHMNLLIME XMT 5L SN
P 300 &\ ) B ZIRE L L7248 < O RMBMIATZET, P 300 dBMHEMRIHICH
MBRIIETH H 2 EDTRENTWDS (FF, 2009 ; Rosenfeld, Cantwell, Nas-
man, Wojdac, Ivanov, & Mazzeri, 1988), 77 ¥ % X ¥ ¥ —ORFEIZE L T
&, P300 AFRIEL L BMRIIcBW T A LB L ENTEBY, FIoyk
ho s X7 v — (BIZIE, FFFREE OFURICKH LT, FEDfRIZhz A
NB 7% EDFTE) 2479 2 LT, MIDPHEEC 2% 2 L29R STV % (Rosen-
feld, Soskins, Bosh, & Ryan, 2004) . < ® %%, Rosenfeld, Labkovsky, Wi-
nograd, Lui, Vandenboom, & Chedid (2008) /77 > % X ¥ ¥ —|Zx$Hi L
MEZER L, TOAMEAIIREN TS, ZOFEREHEERMZ H V72K
FAGRATEI L L CRED S N7-HH S i ST 2 (Editorial, 2008) 2%,
WEEEBNOBAZIZLALHEATH RN,

F7z, ZTHEOMTHZIZHINL T & 72 BB gEid MRI &/ L
72WF72 T % - Spence, Farrow, Herford, Wilkinson, Zheng, & Woodruff
(2001) Z1ZLHE LT, BBUCAHAER L 2zBZ R 3 2 B o fEisk
ERIET AT HME LAEERME XITHONL TS (e.g., Gamer,
Klimecki, Bauermann, Stoeter, & Vossel, 2009) . Spence et al. (2004) i
BRI O T D FEATHREE 20 & E A AT E  (prefrontal cortex : PFC)
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R AT IR[Al (anterior cingulate gyrus) O3B O EAA SIS IIHE S HINAS, 4
D OH%E (Ganis, Kosslyn, Stose, Thompson, & Yurgelun-Todd, 2003 ; Lan-
gleben et al., 2002 ; Lee et al., 2002 ; Spence et al., 2001) T—HLTRS
Nz #iE L Twb, #0—7 T Spence (2008) 1%, fMRI % H\272 16 @
WMRRDRRD 2 T b Z LR, BREMMTON TRV b, L LT
FHEFICH SN L ANILEEEICE L TS IR 2 LEDPH 5 LT
W5, F7:, Monteleone et al. (2009) Ti&, HFE DML (PR FT5E Al K
%, medial prefrontal cortex : mPFC) OEEj % 5l % 2 & 12X o TlEfh
BOSH 7% I E L 72t A, DEROAE A P2 70 IR A MR DA BE & Ui
LT, MIEEEIMECZ EHFWALNE L oT0D, 512, PET 27
BOSICET A58 % 8 b £ 912> TWwb (Abe, Suzuki, Mori, Itoh,
& Fujii, 2007). F7:2, LEOWEDL 1L, BAKSEHNOTES L O
WRRELRLTBY, WANOER L HFEOTE (21X, BBL) OMD
RERMBREZRLTWAE DI TRV EPEMEIN T2 (Karim et al,,
2010). Karim et al. (2010) &, BOREEMIHHE G252 LT, £0
AL DS A BUB I L TR BN DWW THE L TWb, 20X ) I2BBIS
EREB O I RBIMR I A2 WF5E b iThITwb, — /T, ZOL9) AT
BRIAREBNEOZREMNEZEL, B rP2a A bEL, ATy o X
Ty —OMELIFEHIIREVSDEZE R SN0, EBF~OENTF LM
BALEHE L TCEHICHETHL EFR D,

5T, MEOIREZH L2256 o2 B L 72178 (Ambach,
Bursch, Stark, & Vaitl, 2010 ; Gamer, Verschuere, Crombez, & Vossel,
2008 ; Gronau, Ben-Shakhar, & Cohen, 2005 ; Meijer, Smulders,
Johnston, & Merckelbach, 2007) % f7H LT\ %, Ambach et al. (2010)
(&, RAEARER O (REERIGE), (LEX, MIRER), RRERIRE) &
AR R DT (k) 2 FEICHE L, BEEMTOHEL Y &, KEE
SURED & i 2 A G D THIES 2 PRI E L b 2 L 2R L2 &
72, Gamer et al. (2008) (%, FEESIGENIIINZ T-OHE & I EE) & 5%
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E LTINSz B L 720 ZORR, B EAGHEEIAS LB IPIRES) & Hig
L THIEEOEWIEETH 5 2 0300072, 612, 300 ELMAAD
HoBEomNEE, ERESIGEEMOMITRL ) HmaZ R ENL, £
OAth, AEFIBEDALOIBE L A S D BEOMMEIZOWT BT SN Tw
% (Gronau et al., 2005 ; Meijer et al., 2007)

S 612, PERORIGHIFER DI & AR ORI R T, #7718
OF AT FeE % MiE L7222 b T b LT b, Vrij, Fisher, Mann, & Leal
(2006) 1%, AEFIRIEAILIC L ek BB Y —VICBE LT, fRER 3
PN ZEREAELTEY, FLEEFRREIIMTERLIC O VwEWR)
e BEICBITC, BAMNEATN (cognitive load) % FIF L 723 L\ {54k
Wy — L ERZELTW5b, £72, Vrij, Fisher, Mann, & Leal (2008) i3 E.{&
22207 70 —F%RELTWb, fE575° “mere cognitive approach”
ER1OHOT 70 —FIE, EBOITR D FEAN EA OBIE TR A >~
REAMT B, FRROBEWATLHI L) LW IHEICESNTE
), “increasing cognitive load approach” &R 2 ODHO7T 7u—Fi%, b
HYICBEO»r» 5588 (Bl HkFELFEOIEFRCHESELZ L) ik
NEPEEZONT VWD L ZITEATEIET, RAMNAENZEINSES L Wv)
bOTHbD, SHIESLDOWGET V— T, Bex ALYy —VoORSEE B
B & LTfgeaEd T b, Bl 21, M (Vrij, Leal, Mann, Warmelink,
Granhag, & Fisher, 2009), W& H (Leal & Vrij, 2008), S (Vrij,
Mann, Fisher, Leal, Milne, & Bull, 2008) 7 &S5t & L TR S NTw
5o

2. BUSK & RIE L L7 Rt
Hi Tl 7z BRI RO LD R T, TR SN TV 5 ORI %

Hif
HEAHAWLRE L TEE NS USEMZ28IE L L2 EBRE T (eg.,
Seymour, Seifert, Shafto, & Mosmann, 2000) T»H 5, KIGEMZIHIEE L
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BB, W ORI E2H DL E SN TWw A, Verschuere et al.
(2010) 12Xk B &, ZNH0FELIE, 1) Zichs (I ¥a—D1H
HIUIFERTEE), 2) HAMTHL (FEMlZL > TALRIMITLEL SN
W), 3) BRI AL R (BXZ10GLUNTHRTTS) OFEIZ3HETH
5o F7z, HIHICHMAN PR ROBEAIET S 2 Lida A MEL, #
MARTHEEEDLENRDH LI LN, FUSHRMO & 9 7% @8 2 fE o ] jgrk:
PHEENTND EEZ HND, KEPOIE, FUGKHE % IRE L L7z st
DIz DPIRRT W

2.1 BUSKHZIREE L L7z Bl o5

KIEZ SN 2T TR L EICHEE NG 2B E & LoERIER, LA
ALA Y L7 N DOBERER ] (738, 2008) Tld, BUGHRH % &I L7
BRI T 2 FESHEH SN TS, S TRFEFMIZOWVWTIIEET S
A5, LEERERE L THW LN FEITEERAE L W) HEETh D), ThEEH
AR Carl Gustav Jung 12 & » T SN/ METH 5, Jung 135
B OFEZJBFHEAINHH L 2L EbNTWE, 2O LI, RUSKH
IR L L 72RO LIIE B L 728, B2 o TE D £L<
DM END LI hoTET,

SOSEH O A% R & L2 BB KREoOWsE & LTk, Agosta, Ghirardi,
Zogmaister, Castiello, & Sartori (2010), Engelhard, Merckelbach, & van
den Hout (2003), #JE 5 (2007), Gregg (2007), Locker & Pratarelli
(1997), Sartori, Agosta, Zogmaister, Ferrara, & Castiello(2008), Seymour
& Kerlin (2008), Seymour et al. (2000), Verschuere et al. (2010), Ver-
schuere, Crombez, & Koster (2004), Verschuere, Prati, & De Houwer
(2009) Z=EWH Y, M) L2 & R L 72 E b H b & T
Who ZITIE, BRI LRI 2 v < ohsIT R, KR L 7Bz o
WTHHY) BT 5,
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2.1.1 BB L 22R e

Seymour et al. (2000) (%, FUSEHM O A% FEEL L CRMABMRITIIHEI) L 72
Wrgefl & L CHZICHT I SN A8 Tdh 4. Seymour et al. (2000) L, Far-
well & Donchin (1991) THW &7z )i B LL L 72 CKT (p.2 WiEZ )
ZERL, S L 72E M (probe) (2K 2 RUSKH & MEBILRZ B (ir-
relevant) (Z%§ % SUSK M O34 & WIS 2 2 & THIE 217 - 72454, 96.5
% &) EOAEEE CTIEBHUIRIE L IR 2 I E T A LA TE T LG L
Twb, ZD%, Seymour & Kerlin (2008) &, SUSE:H % #8iZ L L 72 CKT
ZEML, EEHEHE XEIEOLEL 2V TIEVWHEETHETE 2,
#iRL720 £ LT, Verschuere et al. (2010) b FEOFEL AT, AHfR
B (R EAIEE), Pk, OHE) & USSR ZIRE L L72RE o=z
B L720 ZOREE, MISERIZE D W BARIEREDZ Y2 T 5858
PEON, ABHBELZIEEE LA IRET 25 2> 2 LA REN
720

Locker & Pratarelli (1997) (%, FE#itEiR® (lexical decision task) #%
7z BB TTRE T 2 2 Mg L7z, FRaii e i TId, B L JEHED
T VAR EN, ERBNE RN S NS ENIEE SRS IFEEED &
W2 2 kO b7z, FEBRIZ 2 H TN, 1 HHTIZFERED»S CE
EatAErEN, 2 HHICIZZOLEICE TN L HiEE GHHEOHRE A
TA TN, 1 HEOBRAMPEAT LZBIZ, 2HEBOT A F &
ATEHOFEBRBMEXE LAY 2705 2HBOT A N THESI NS HE
HOMUDEZ NI ZOBT 2 90, TOREREXEICT DL L) ITER
ENsze TOBRITONIFERIERETIE, 1 HBICRAM» SN LEICE
INDHHFER, LRICHEIN LD o-HFE, HHFE SHITI7I06ELH
NIHFEE WS 724 200 7 IV IET 2 BREPHEBIRR SN2 T OF
B H 7 I noERE 52 SNk po RHEIREOSINE L LT, EBEO
ZEIZ 42007 T OHEEEIFHFEICE T 5 HENIEBESR Sz,
Locker & Pratarelli (1997) 2 O#ERICEH LT, FEEREEIZBWT, Rk
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EE L ) LM EEET 2 2 &1 L COEBEERESH S SR, SUSE
MAERINEBIE L7 EFHH LT 5,

¥ 72, Greenwald, McGhee, & Schwartz (1998) DB% L =B EHEE T A
I (implicit association test: IAT) % 2% L 7z BzAEAESE T A b (auto-
biographical implicit association test : alAT) D mEBRE Y —L & L TR
PV REME 2 M5 L7278 SNFETE CATDONTE Y (Agosta et al., 2010 ;
ME - %, 2009 ; Okinaka & Ukita, 2010 ; Sartori et al., 2008 ; Ver-
schuere et al.,, 2009), F7: alAT TldZ w75, IAT # Mty —Lv & L
FIRAL & &3 2RMIMIZ ST TS (NI BEH - FH, 2008 /M1
RS - M - AR, 2008), alAT X, 74 AT LA PRIZERE NG LE
Z, TAATVADLEEEREIZERENLE AT T DWTIUIET 55 % H
WL CAET2ETH D, FEDBRIELEOEBRAERSMNE O AL
FTENE)PERHETL2DICHH SIS (Agosta et al., 2010) . alAT % [
F& L 7> Sartori et al. (2008) 2B\ T, FEERBIME IHRGEREELITHE
72HEBRTIE, 30 4P 28 44 (BUREGH#HET 15/15 44, MIERET 13/15 44) #%IE
FEIZHE STz ZD#HATH NI, Verschuere et al. (2009), Okinaka &
Ukita (2010), Agosta et al. (2010) 2BV T EWHBENE ST
%o L# L, Verschuere et al. (2009) (&, aIAT (23T b Lo B iaH T
LRI T Y5 AT Y =12 & > TRERRZEDDL Z LN RETH A Z L
L, BB —vE L CoORATREICEME 2 L7, £OMEITH L
T Agosta et al. (2010) I EIGHEEM D7 =22, ZOXI by v 5 X
Py —EAToTCVEEERETAZENTRETHALZ L xR, BED alAT
OFHTHEEIC OV TIRERT TRV TW A, & 512 Gregg (2007) 1%, IAT
ICHEBL L - TdH %, timed antagonistic response alethiometer
(TARA) % H\CTRIBHIM AT TdH 2 G A IOV THGET L72#E R, 85%
EVIH)IEE TR TH L Z L 2R LT,

Walczyk, Roper, Seemann, & Humphrey (2003) I3 activation decision
construction model (ADCM) &\»9, BB AEL B0 710t A1
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B 5E7 Ve, BT 5 OSRHPEBOFS») E2bl %
~L72. F72, Walczyk, Mahoney, Doverspike, & Griffith-Ross (2009)
I3, ADCM 235D\ 7= time restricted integrity confirmation (Tri-Con) &
WY = VERSEL, TOMREME LR, BMICHT 5 RUGEH & B
D—EWEF0N L LTEBERBTE S Z LAVRSI N,
2.1.2 s L7 gE Rl

—HT, WMIEEETHRP L T2 WiEEE LT, dot-probe D H
% (B 5, 2007 ; Verschuere et al., 2004), dot-probe FRFEIL, & WUl
T BEBOR S OMERE LTALEH SN TS (Schmukle, 2005)
] 2 1 MacLeod, Mathews, & Tata (1986) 7%% % L 7= dot-probe i T
X, TAATVANEREDSER SN R, 0L TICBRBEER O EREDH
BF12 500 ms SR S, TIUTHEVTHFED S > 72T MDY /NS % B
v (Fa—=7) BERENDL, FLT, ERBNEEIFNy PERRILLA-L X
WCTEBH7ZFR Yy FOMEISHIET 5 RIGKRSY 2352 Lk b
bo ZTORER, BEFEOWIRMEIC Ky N2 L TR SN 725 CRIGHE:
M2 <, PUFEOFRRMEIC Fy b2kt L CTHIR S M2 50 C RS- 23
U, BGEICR T 28N 1 7 A (attentional bias) 2SfF7E L T\ 72
LRSS (A, 2006). Verschuere et al. (2004) (X, ZOFEEZEH W
7o, JUFRBIEER DR SN2 BT B By MIxhs 5 FUGKEH A3, H
PEREPPR SNTEMFCBIT L Py MCRT ARG I ) bBIEL-ZE %
RL727%, BEES (2007) 1F, BERGEEITO AR L BRGEEITDb R W
MEFRREZ BT, MR & LT % v T dot-probe AE & T o 72 & 2
5, FEEOBEHE (WA OEER) & HWEEOR, HiL TIRRENE Ky
MK 5 UGB DS o722 & RIR L7ze F72, BERIHOS & Hv7-3
A, JEIEBEEEEIC A L TIOR S NS Ky MO UBOSEH IRERIZ BV TR
BT ReE%ER L, FIBMOMEEIZ L > T, dot-probe i & F V> 72 i A #
DENEDE: ST RENE 2 RIE L 72,

Engelhard et al. (2003) (X, A b — 7 (Stroop task ; Stroop,
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1935) Z M\ 72 BB ATRETH 5 G & MEt L7z 2 omfZeTld, B
BAUIRARE A AT ) AR L AT O R WS O 2 BEICEBRSINE 2 H) ) 4T,
ZNENOEMBE I LT GKT (p.2 WESH) LIBEA MV — TiEEE
ML 720 BIEA MV — 7T, FEIFE MR RS L 72 E5R CBE S 5
il & QYGRS S 72 5 E L BEILTE & (3R 2 JUTRIC BT A el X O HE
M5 7% B LEIIRT B MG % BIEIRD, £ 2 TR N LRI
9 % US04 U720 GKT TIEEEILIRICHE T 2 HEE O T v iz
D 2HFET LD EM ATV, TRNTOEMICH LT "Wz LET 52
EMERE NI, FEMOPIIIEFILHEONE L —H L 72w 1 & F
NTHY, TOEMEATo 72RO ERE (FFELAEE L IFIGES) & Zh
DAOBERM % AT 72 OABRE 2 KL T, ZMEBNEL SO TH - 720
ZHE Lo TOMER, GKT 2BV CIZMIERET 100%, HIEFET 78% O
FEEECIEMEIC AT 5 2 LA TE, ZOFR TR, BEXA I V—F
MEICBWTCIE, THE (BEILIRICEE Y 2 BRI L T8 L 72 RUSKER 2
S BEEESE & MEREE 2 HAE L0 L CHE L 2 UK 2 [\ 7o) 2HH L7228
25, MEOMICETIRON R horz, FHEILIRICBE T % HEEICH LT
A SREO P ESREE L) L RS2SR NEAR S NS, ZOETER
Tl %dol. ZNHOMRLY, XEEXOZ MV —THEL BB DT
HLE L CHYI T Rro/zbwv) T EPRIEEI N, fiH1E, FIBERIZE 5
BB AT HETH S 2 & IR L7z Seymour et al. (2000) O £ 9 IZHH AT
B L eho 2Bl E LC, BITBoL7h & LRIMOSR TP C\n5,
ZLTC, XEBADOA M —THRELTH LD TII R, HBEIILTRD
ENDLAMV—TREE VLI LT, RMTHEMCTIENTE, L HEE
DEVIEIZT 2 ENTEDL LIRRTWD, L L, Z0OHITbIL Gro-
nau et al. (2005) T, A MU — 7HREICHUL723EE HWT, REER
IGE) & SUBKEH 2 1818 & L 7256 OIS I S 7z 23, BEBIIRICBE S
HHFEL, B L 2 WHEEIIN T 2 i R iThE, TREIUTH§ 5 BUG K
W% bl L7 iR, SdRONehor, T2, HEEAEE ZIREL LY
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BOBHERIIE Do 720, WHOIREZ MG DR 72 E 1B ER DR 8
mdsZ&idnnroi

2.2 HRHROEE

BOGR R & i & L7 Bt omigeiL, BfFOMEREL T sl L%
WUT, BBEREREOHEZSOL I L ICEGTAMETHLEEZON
bo WL, SHROBEE L CGREY 2 5515,

T, RUSHEMZI8E L L7 mBiatic B3 2 0281300 4E 12 % o THRICE <
ThND Lo TETVEA, MA»DOHIEHE (e.g., Farwell & Don-
chin, 1991) AT TS & 912, FUCERIZBREIICED IBIET 5 2 &8
WEETH 5720, AIRCEFOIFIEL L CEHEYWTIE AV E W) HE (Wbw
b, NI AV v —OME) 25D FICHEMICHREOMMAZ > T2
ZNNEE, D E BERICEL S CTHER R AL SN LRSS 5. €
DD BEwmDHDL—T, AT IXAV v —DARTETH L V)R (eg,
Seymour et al., 2000) bH b, 5HIE, HT VI XAV Y —=PTELETEL
W VIREDOER R O 7 v 8 AT v —DERE B b 200 )ik i+ 5
CENEETH D,

b9 1 o0MEIE, MSHMOERZ AP TERENTILAEHLL LR
STVARWETH Do RIEi TR _EIF72%ED% 1L, BEAFORRMIREE % &
BRIRGTICIR ) L) ICHEL, TOHEDREDO A% MKE LTz, 4%
&, HAIHEOREEDO R T 57200 TIa R, SEICET 28mET
WRHREET IV I LT, BB BT 2 RUGKE R OZER S EE T
20, HENEED L) RIEEER T IUIZER DA L 2 O IIo0WTRE
LT ZEDPRETHA ),
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