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Bizarreness Effect: Review and Theories

Satoshi Hoshino and Nobuo Ohta (Iustitute of Psychology, University of Tdukuba, Tsukuba 305-

8572, Japan)

Bizarreness effect refers to the finding that unusual information is generally recalled better
than common information. This paper reviews critical two factors of bizarreness effect; study list
composition and type of memory test. Although hoth the distinctiveness and the expercation-
violation hypotheses attempt to account for these factors, the nature of bizarreness and inconsistent
findings from the subject performance task (SPT) suggest the need for a revised theory of

bizarreness effect.
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ZFEVEA) B (bizarreness effect) & 1d, BEICB
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TNDEWTYEZTHRZIELEZ] )X, FL
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TUEZT EV o LRI OLEMEICBWTIE

LTflibNTw5ED, #RN5DHEEFEOATN
TAE->TWA, INHO R BiRTE, L T
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L, B HREEH ST IICEDAT N
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1. FEMMRPRVEShIER

SENEENL L OLMIZBNT, FibhA A —
TOMBIEIREY ET SN TW29, FEUEMROE
EEAYTZE I 1960 REN» SR E o T b, FEIEW
WEoMEI BV TIE, FESHFRTHNEILTL
DEBEREPRA 2L LERb b oll0, —KF
HIEHRERS IV 2O TEZVREVWDRTY
7z, L L, 19804ERPFEL L ED L) RERE
H7 S5 IEFHEMSEIBENLI N L V) T LN D
PHEHLDPIC o TER. I TREEYREITERE
CHERAEENTWAS, JAMERL T A MNEED
BRI OV 2,

1.1. UZXMER
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ERIE, #EUPRETREELZDIOLZoTwA.
Z L OMFEICBVTREY A P TEFEUDREIH
nNAHE W) EEREEINE T 3 (McDaniel,
Anderson, Einstein & O’Halloran, 1989; McDaniel
& Einstein, 1986, 1989; McDaniel, Einstein,
DelLosh, May & Brady, 1995; Worthen & Marshall,
1996; Waddill & McDaniel, 1998; Merry, 1980). —
75, FERAEV A P TERFREDRIBN RN E VS
FEAERHH T D (McDaniel & Einstein, 1986;
McDaniel et. al., 1995; Waddill & McDaniel, 1998).

Ld, BREVAMCHoTHY A MNOFEA
HPHEEE &, »52WEHEEEDIET)Y ¥
WIBEDAFTEMEMEND 5 b b (Hirshman,
Whelley & Palij, 1989; Worthen & Marshall, 1996)
EnH ZEbbhhoTnb.

Lo Leefistgcidid srss, EEEY AT
HoTHHRBHESRZEINLYLEELH 5.
Einstein, McDaniel & Lackey (1989) (3fEsk# 2 &
NTWHED, IOEWI R kY POLEETEH
BUMRERD ZEATMETII WAL EZ, TR
FFE ) RS TEREIT o 72, HERE
=7y P)AMEEBLIZHETHBIAINERA
DIEN, ¥=7v MR MIDWTIZHFREEHOA
THRINIHEEHAFHEHEOATHER I NS EE
2R, FHU A M TOFBRICHFREREDOAOEA
CHEHHOADEAD) A M 2ffoi: (Bto T
F—=7y PJAMETEHY R FOHAELEINY —
VWX AFEEIC R D), TV AN BEBREICES
ThoHw, FAMREE LTHBEEEREZ-
2. ZORER, THEUVAMPHEHERBOL &Y —
Ty F)AFTOFERUHRIBE, TR M
HEREHOLZIZESY -7y PYAMIBVWTHE
HEHP LD ZCHEShAERIH o7, T, 2
DHFEDOEE3I T, THYAMLEFE L HLY
HDOATA FICESEZ CAROEREZTTo T2
B, TITHHFEUIRESRWZE3hTwE, oF
DFH) A LNOROBREN Y —7 v P AP ER
oTh, HEDS L) RIRFENTHY X M
oG EICIHEERNRIFANTCHBEDTH S,
CHIIREROER ST F A A TIEREBSN TV
Mol THY, HEREN,

1.2. FXMEE

FEEHRICBVTE, FAMRELEETCIEIL
wrtwbhbiLTwa, ZFYRFIRETZ LT
HoTh, HHFERETCRIEIBENLPFEI D
DHERBECTCEHEIGEN L v (O Brien &
Wolford, 1982; Webber & Marshall, 1978; Riefer &

%24 5

Rouder, 1992) W HHfZELlH 5. F/2, MLLH
B E TR R AT N B DS TR RS
BwZ & Twizvy (McDaniel et. al., 1986, F5k
4). ZZHHEOHR T, BEBFAERENE S
HWHRTWS, 7272, ) A MERIZOWTIEE L
DHLIZBVWTHRHE XN TWEDIZL b 5T,
FAMREICHLTCEIDIVEZEINTETVE
VY,

Waddil & McDaniel (1998, B 1) T, HH
HEEITOEFEEPYVEEETIT-T, 22005
BHHEOREER LB LI ) & Lz, LaL, HHE
AFREOLENRFYN ) HAEREICEEL S 2 v
LAREMASH B E LT, F520 ) FAREOKERIC
BLTRMEFT o0~ (FEUHEIIRVES
Nhhol) T, 2OEBEOHEREINFINT
Wi, A Y BAREORICHHBEARERT
DhEVIEAETOEEMICETERSRENRNZEN
VeV RS H 575, HREAEREY I
THTETEIVY)BEREIIED L) LREND
50, HEX - BENHRCEESNERAT 208,
D, HEVIE—TTORIEENSH L DN E
HTaZ Ltk T, FEMME L CEREOMEIC
DWTEDELEETLIENTELDD LW,

F72, BH (1997) TiE, 2 O0HED S bt
EIRFE L & EARBIRATRVMT O ORLAE A IR L
ThHw, ZOBRERTY L TVilt R#ED)
B0 ADH BIREE L EBREEATTR) L ER L
W WES (B & b A EREE & AR E TR

BRIT D LW FREE T, LRSI
DWTOERT-> TWwh, EHIZHSILREER)
REHETHRHE L RZEE EL - #5) ofld
PhE bR T, EROMFHITVTNL FRE
BIER LARSZE L, #iickiibsi 2 551t
HEMROSHEREH L LTEITTnE, 2F D,
HEANOHET &R G DL 2 LI L > THREE
BEICBUAEMBERBTIYERLRS T Y, £
OFERILBENBL D EVIDTH L. EM
SR BRSNS RIHESMIIEECR LR
VR WA, FEMERER D FRRICEL - oK%
BREEIFBIERLTVWAILETSEZ N
b, HEoTTF A MREIZL > THEMRED LI
NED%E, ABESIIHE LT LENSH L LA
bhs,

2. HEMMREHHAT HER

Pk, HFEREDRIERLS 2 5ERICOWTH
BILTEA, IoOBRLHHET 28R K5
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oL, FPHRERRGERERRID 2 210k 5T
H59.

2.1. F 81 B K R 8 (An expectation
violation hypothesis)

Hirshman & (1989) ¥, FHFREH X E & L IE
(surprise response) ¥ Bl &EH I L, #0HIZL o
THEHEB & —BURFEL 2D L 25EE&E3 N, 7
OHBBRBELRTA b EER. —7, HEEE
BEO LD REERGIREE 2o TR SURT
Wb ElES SN WwE L7z, I ® Hirshman
OFZ TREEMIREIREDICIBEREIEE
LENTEY, VAMNROPFTOFEEE OMLEY
EWH I, HEHFOLOOMBIZEHLTWS
EvzE). FRICEBZOL 0OMBIZER L
e LT, FREHICIVEEIFLZEICES
THEELT 2 &N 5 & T 58 (Slamecka &
Katsaiti, 1987) <, HFEBEHLZHBML L L T8
AZEEEE L) QLW ERMENEEIL S, &
BRRICEHERICE B0 E v B (Anderson &
Reder, 1979) 753 5.

INSOFIE, FREBHO LSO X ) RAlTHIEE
FRHELTWDIDONEV) ZEIZERLTWAD
T, HFREB 20O AHFED L ITFEMLT
WEDPIEDNTHWL OPDREEGR A THH
I, BAPHFEREHER-EEICELTRER LA
D, BRESC ko) ThE )T EE, FhE
BEE LTWHAESEZONDLZETHY, Z0L)
TRERAR ) ANTHEEDROFHBE LA AL Z &
EMIEL T v wz 5.

L Lo, HFEEMRCHEHELZE SR TW
B, JAMERIZL o THEEEIENL EWIHIHE
WAL CHRSRHBEEIT) 2 LATTE R, il
SIS0 ICIZ) A Meko P TCOHFREBEHO
MESHICELTORABPRML TWELLTH
%. Hirshman 5 3IERA Y A b THEER) I
ERVILHIZOWT, BEVY X ML IHFREED
%<, HERVPHRIIBVWTEETH 2B E G
WoTLEIDLLEELTWS, IRERET A7
%, McDaniel 5 (1995, B 1) &, YA & &
DELTAZ LI - TEBEANICOBBARER
L, Hirshman 5OV EBEERIEH#E S L THHE
MR EDEHNDL D &) PP O, TORKER, TR
HEOA X TR YA MEEDPHFEBHEIC
EoTHEETHAEV) ZEMNRENTWS,

2. 2. ;~#t (Distinctiveness)
SEHEREEE VI BEM»S ST ST RERRE

HETLHIEPHEITVE, FEBYEL I LD,
HEEQHZWOMER, 79 v a/\VTHBRP, &
BRSO REEE VI BEL SHHET AH78E b W
B, Lo Lad's, RS OB TRENE &V 1K
BT ADTNTWAS EFLTLD
B\, 72, £ ORTIIRER D EV MK
WERLZOICEEREOR LELISREL LT
PhE—FT, EBEENE o8Bz BN
BoOFHAMAS L LOREEISHWONLZ E L D
b. % T Schmidt (1991) 1%, EBRIIB 5%
LI, MR E LToRERE L TBBINR
VKRR, TRIREN, WEAIREN
D4 DEBEITCND,

(1) EBIRYREM (emotional distinctiveness)

TEB SRR AR R OB MEALI L o TR Z AR
EWETHAH. Loftus & Burn (1982) &, +FF v~
W25 X9 BB RERE IR L, FI U Tih
LX) MR & TR ) B b 4
RERBRL. ZOERTIIVENFECELNLEE
E, Boldon ol T, V-0
FERBIZTCVLIPVEVREWV) ZEDRTFA RSN
7. FORER, HBoT oM TV RVEADIT) IE
HEEERIBLATW., ZOEBRTEHRRI N
RO LB CAICE L COBEMTH S5, bT
TN L) BEHEN RS TH-TH, FOK
BB SN &, BEICAVEYEL Y b3
BRES L WEWITIFEb H 5.

(2) —REYTREM (primary distinctiveness)

Z ORERG B OB & B L OREND2ED
», WKWETA2L0THAH, Lir-> THREEMER
T M TET, ERIPBRENERCiIrbh
. RBEEZOLOORERL VI LD D, BR
ENT2VU A MATHES R, REEIEEOSTLN
5LEZONBOT, FHREOARTLEEL TV
LEEND,

HIE B RV (perceptual distinctiveness) & B
OB L B L THMEMICHN. > TW5 b O ME
BCRERZE SNb, B2 ITBVWIIETrrN
HEEZBN) 2 bOPT, OEDEZITHROWETH
PRTHEEE, ROLFETLPNIZHEEOFER
BRL %5,

EESEHEIE (High-priority events) VA MEHE %
LTWARICEAICE T [ZOHBEI L2 E
A EV] CEREND &, ZORERERIIEE
B L A,

AT IYRENE FOEBVPETLNT I
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HobD LB 584 HIZTELZOFE) AL
FIZOEDET AT T DRLDEMOET A
TWwhbE, BWEOADY) X bORE L HTRE
BRFEAS L { %% (Schmidt, 1985).

(3) =%HyREM (secondary distinctiveness)

WERENERTOHEEMER CTOERTRTH
B0, BB ENERORICHE S Z L%,
FEUPREZOAF T —ICABLENT VS,
F# 7R3 (orthographic distinctiveness) [ 3B
Rl EVwI T TVIBLTwA LRI VLS
R EEE (B 21 llama, T 7) X, T EBOER
FEL D DRI NPT,

—fRTHEVE HorLo [HER] 2o
WTHEBERIETAI LICL Y, SBEEEOMEINE
e T 5. BEIR TR WEOFASEIEREN L.

(4) WEBRYTREN
MIOENIZ L > OUREWPHND . HERENE
WTHHEEHMERTOIMNBRIEANS . LHEAKES
BoBAUSIENINICHTIZT 5.

ZOXHICHEBENY - MEOAF R EICL - T,
ED L) BBEIRENIIZLADONIETEEITH
%. Schmidt O 53 T F B EIZ (3) X%k
FREMICHEENTWS., CRIISEEOEHL
BEzNEbo b RS HETH L. —RIRENL
BED L OB L E L OURENZL VI ETH
B, TR L CHEE L [HECEDVER
Wi z] BROTEHRIIOVWTERLLTVAD
T, [AEOBRE L B L T REHLELWI LY
LA [BITREBERL Labe ] RENZEW
AT rhA. L, TOZEPEEMESRICE
FATIEER & OIREMD AP BELDE LW 2 L%
EHRLTWADIT TRz,

2.3. URMAREHEY X MITREMR

Schmidt (1991) OREHEOFHIZ L L, F&2
HRRIERRERICSEIN TV S, 203K
BYREMEIL T IRATRER L OB h S IREN 25
B E 2 525, HREUHECEELOE I ORITR
BRE DENZIT TR,

FEREPREKL ST EEFLHRIIOVWT, 0
SCATHRRER L R TRENIZE W) T E DA TET
BT LZEBTH B, TR OB X BRE
W22 CHEEUSREFFHBE SN LR 51E, HED
TROCPHFERLTHEREINA) A N 22E L8
L, HAOTRTCOHE XL CHR SN A 22

%24 B

BULBTIE, FBIA NPT RTHFELTH -7
BOEBR LI o THRERERTHE LW, LAL,
D XD R EERER T OERSIE TEREITD
E, BEMHREIHEEVE VI ERIE TS,
Einstein & McDaniel (1987) &, EaRo Xk 9 2V
A MERIC X B E RS EOEEFTET S 7-012
(1) #& x 19 (absolute) 78 Z= M & (2) # 7 8y
(relative) REM & V) THEEOREMRIZDOWTH
NTWw5, (1) FFEEHEREEBENICEZ ST
DIATREBR L Y bREN D OERL, (2) 134%FE
OFFIRFICB T, MOBEE LY REN L D%
¥y, o3y, BAVAITERHFREERE 1 &
(2) OBRFOREREEH > TWVEY, WHREHER
DEXH%YAMERTE Q) PRIMLTVWEDT,
AREMIIFH->TLED.

Z N % 7 T Worthen & Marshall (1996) &,
YA MRERE ) A FURELED 2 DORERC
DWTIE%4T o TWva, )R ML TRERER
Einstein 5 O ) A REWRTH Y, BADOEAT
FRER - AER S I L THMIC A v e SITRERN S
B5LDTHDH. V) A MURERIZ LROMHIHR
EMEIHIDLTEY, 51U A PRIZBWTENIC
Lhnl BB RERETH 5.

IOLEHIT, VA MUREME - VR MUREHRL
WIEZFEEAT LI EILL T, FEUYHED
Fe Cl3E R 2R BT TV A HEBRBENER TOFF
BUHBIIOVWTHENTE LW LY. T,
FHYAPORIZBIAFREANED LD RAE
DB Y, EOLHITEMENTVAEDNEDLR
BIEHNTES.

2. 4. EEREEKTFIRE

Wollen & Margres (1987) &, 2fH oM E &
L T % E # % (vertical retrieval) & K 3F g &
(horizontal retrieval) @ 2 D% ZIT T\ 5. O
H - KFELW)BEIZOWTE, FEFEVAME
BWwgh7z9) 2T, MOMEIEERE, MO
BHPKPRBELZEBFEL T 2E&70w, 2F D,
|ERBITRRENLZLDOY A FOF 2 SAH -
TR RETHIHEBOMETH L. ZIITH LT
AP, BERZICL > TR I NAEEom
VAT S 572 MBETLHEHENOMETH S, ¥
7z, ERDF— 4 H o ITHMEMBIIBVTITHENE
BEEL 525705, KFERETREELS L Ve
LTwh.

COEBERE L KFRE L V) BESD B LE
ThE, EHBARETEIHFESYREIRONE D
DO, FArYBELHIRETEIRVWEE W
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EWOWTOHBEITRETH L. TV HBELRE
TlE, #BpEIE-AEREES I, FH Y R M
H D7 ER LT S )P, ZOMITIZERE
LOEB)AMNCHTIFEEP ) E—E 2 60 %
V., 20X BEERETIE (1) EERERTVL,
JA NS o e B L, (2) BELAE
BRI A D o 720 % EHITMETS, L) 2
DORME R BB IIEATVD EEZ B LHRTE
B, FRATH LFEDD Y FAETIEA A -T2 BT
L53D0DEHEDH) L 1 OFEBREILL > TTTILE
AENTRY, 2052603 0UANDO o0k
BREHFBRETEL V. B2 (XA FlidFr—7
VDT VEZT RO TCEo7] EWHIUEERL
ol &L, FOASPDEERETE (X4 F] oads
BERENTWEDOT, #BEZEYD [57—7 )]
E7vE=7] 2BEL, RIETHOTHE. 2
DX)HBETELED (1) OEEMARIIfTOI
T, (2) OKRFERFOADITONL, FRRETIE
HEHMRREN, ZNFEF YR MIHozh %k
Loz EHWT ABETHLOT, ZOHBED (2)
DKFREIITHONT VDL EEZDLIENTED,
ftoT, EEMREIMMTHONLHHEBEAEREIIBNT
1, HFEHEEICHLTIN 7722 LPTLRY,
HEREBRIEEZ D, —F, Frr)HERESCE
FUGREE I EEREITONT, FREHLAFHE
BCETI7EADLRTEINFHINELLRVD
T, HFEEPREIRIOEVOTIREEZLNS,

3. SHROERBEDLHIC

FREMHRIIBVUHABZ EREROBTWAE
Kz ST 5720, 2008, BIREEEEN
WA LB R A Lo, Lo, DTN B
L) BBABIIOVTHREMRIC L o CTHANTE S
DEBH . TITHE, MAMNBOFETHEL %
Hedwing von Restorff O3 % 8 L CRZEMICEL
THEEL T2 Hunt (1995) DERE, #FRUERD
REFHOFE»LHFREH 2R o T L HBREE
WEENEE L Y BT, SRS SIHFENMROH
W EEL T BOERESICOVWTEH LS.

3.1. HEMOREM

MR L, B A o ic 1EHEZFED
DEHERLLILDOFEETNTVEEE (L) A
M) CETHUHEATHEREN TV YA MR
Wenl, MY A PORTEER LMZEEDIE
S WEIEBEAS RV L 25T, Hunt (1995) i,
BB TR ST 28R VIb A

HERHIZ LT & (perceptual salience) 1Z& o T
FH LT 52%, von Restorff IZHIEME LT
ST LIERETELZ L, LA, MILLTwE
VIHEHOBEMEAEEZEFRLTWA I E2IEH
L Tw5. von Restorff 13 LR DALY X M ZBIT
BIMVEE %, MMIEE & EMENICELZ->TH
0, ErOIEMLEE & DEHERAE L Tnuind
Db DB TERET-72. b LAEMNETS
RTIPEELLIE, TOLIBRVARNTHY —
Fy FEBLIES -7y NEEHTIIRENTH LD
T, 57y MHHOREREIR 2537 T
5. L2 LUEREIGLY 2 MICoFEREICIE S
Lol TORREHMS von Restorff 13NV IEHE
OMHEMEN LR T EZObDOHFEE TR L, Ik
M EB OEPMIC L o TIMVEAFHZ BT <
LAHDEL LTS,

ZO [FEINIHEE OBEOMESEE] v Hade
LHEBRUMBEER AL E, WIFEEISTREH21F
BT A, SWREILTENICEE 2o Twiw
PEn) L REZDULENIHLIELS. bbAA
% OWIRF T FHFALE L CICHE Z#E L T\ <
DIED, TOFEKICHE L COFEEITEMIIFEL
bDHEDOPITOTIRVTNIIZEEE SMEFT LT
VB, AR pOEEE) LB T ATH
A, Fio, COFBEOHICHL TEETLHIL
LT, REURATTHEIVEASIN TR
Pole [HFEEO ED L) RAEIC & o TUREWD
WIoh] EWIBVIZEZ L BN BI85 EE
HELH 5.

3.2. HREREFEEAVEARICHISS
EMHR

HEMESEFEICBNT, BHBARETIIZD
BEDSRONED, FAH Y EARLEHRBETIEE
OREFEN W LI OWTET Clzal~_7A. L
L, B BB E I BE E (Subject Performance
Task: SPT) #MHwWw7-0fzecid, ERoOFEERR
Wige L B 2 E AN O RVWEZENTWES, #
BEEEBREY HwoiieTid, FEBOEEFIL,
[(RKOR=TEDHL D] & EOBET EBATH EiE
BE, BEOX 2B ORDOIRRED 2 HL T
e, FEEBOED O EA - FIEEL CRER
BRI W EDRRWEIRTWA,
SPTHIFEICBWTIE, EREESD Y ShzBE%E
ZBEHELTHIEESNTE TW LD,
Engelkamp, Zimmer, Mohr & Sellen (1994) D#FFE
Tk, AF Y SN, BES DR
WEIE (BHRICBLAVWEERL] B Y) #FERS



80 B R FE O HEFENR

¥, BRE SELERMTONIL TS, EROK
B, BEBREISEEICL o THSLLAGAEFRENE
HRIFEWZEN TR WD, BENICETIEL
BWEIBRBEFRVWSE SN TwE, 2F ), &
DEBRIIBIT B RREH T RER ROV L F
BMOEBRTFT-oT0nbELLZBDELIE, HERT
BonnwE SN T AHREEICB W THEER
BREWSEENTWAEEWLLDTH 5.

7272, Engelkamp & O ff 3¢ &, McDaniel & % 13
Lo o30x il e LTV TIE, *
WU TFToEIzBWTHEL A, 73, McDaniel 5
(McDaniel et al., 1986) OFEBTIIEHETAHEED
y—y MEE, 2F ) LEIHDATNIHEED
AR DIZHE L, Engelkamp 5 D EBTIIHEB XL
T, 2FVEBA-ENELFERSE TS, F,
FERBEHCL T A MEHOBIZO RELREBEVDYDH 5.
McDaniel 5 OWf7ETiZ, 2BEHRZHEL - A%
NELETR2ZXEBEEREETH LD LT,
Engelkamp & OWFECIIAHEL - HHXHHET0
X, FLEFBECRREINLIE STV MY
40, 74 AT 7 #—x50&, McDaniel 5 @ EER
EERTHRYZ N, F, TAANTZF—D)
L, BWEOARBZ TWAY, BFEOA 2L T
WAL ETEELHEOLLWID LD Y, FHIEHEE
DMBENEL BoTWV5b,

72, VA MERICEL TH SPTHIZE & & &M
RWMAETEELIFERIPRVZ SN TV S,
Knopf (1991) T, BifEOMMEOBRIEL T 5B
WCHEREEEHEEEICNRAT, [MEdT5] [#
DR L LA REEBICEHVELINHED T
ThRVEELEE Y A b LT, 5087
YA MIID3DOBAMBEIZGESINBELRE
JAMIET, 70y 7 IlhFTEE LTV, £
DFERBFRE CIIIMEPRV I EREI R R o
TwWh,

—HE D SPTHIZETIX, [TAFREEEERLDY
DHEURRTH A I L ERTOIZEREE% 7 CTT
Wb ZEHNEV, fEo T, Engelkamp 5 IZZFFEMER)
R BNTY A MERPBELERTHHZ L
R, ORI L o THEEMEI BNV L1
DVTIZIZE A LN T VRV, T OEBREER 20
TEHEEED, FEREISHENERZOTERSLMGC
BOTEHFEESREZIRE SN AW EWI FEHEMTD
NTVBEORTHA.

HESPTHIZEICB VT LD XD BfERESR W
EENDOPITDOVTIE, FEESBEMIEDOEER S
FITALLERGDENPEL L, FORRAERY AL
CIRHETH L. SHRTBEMEIFEICBNTD,

%24 5
FIEUEEEE D 51k & McDaniel 5 27 o TW iz 7 EE1C
FREdd1s, XOFREITHLEL L E L THERE
LTHBLERDLIESLS. FOFRITL > TIE,
JA MERRLERE T L OFREHRICONTH
F P TE TOREMRH b BIRE B 7
B35S .

Vi

DERTEZE ), HEWHENEIL, AHBO
MO ENENIEF YV THEAF T LT~
LEWE ) BELEEEDLIIRAML TV L LN
FZELELTELOHMAPEONS, F72, 5
VAPSRERBLLTEDZEETHE, TOR
BOWMTEBEANEORFEI LICED L) IZERM
ENTWEREWNS ZEIZELTD, HE L ORE
PEONAHELZEERS.

KIETIE, TSI EERT L L0V EE
NG F A LEBACHRESEOMEIC DO Wi
TELD, TOBEPCIFRERNRIIEAA-ID
DEPERETLIERFHNE Lz, WEREZ
W7z BFgE (Worthen, 1997) b 5. /2, A2
T NORBICET AWEIIBNTIE, A7) T %
TSR D X9 7%, BT WATENE F AR E A
Twekw) EBRERD H S (Davidson, Larson,
Luo & Burden, 2000). & 512, HIkE L CidEE
FETITHhbN TV AR S P, FELEICEEY
W AGAA TEHBUERRICOWTHRE L7-WFE b TP
L T w 5 (Tess, Hutchinson, Treloar & Jenkins,
1999). 4 RIEFEROLERIC L 2 EBIREH» S5
SRR LTI LR TR, 2h
LOSFEELFEPLLELNIMADLIY AN
LT, AP LTELRMLEEL TS
PEEZTOCLENSL EEbND.

HAEESN

HEUEME L, —KISEEEOBHRIEEN L
WMEDDFERBENI VW E 2T, KHXTH,
HBERMEDEIIBITS 200 FELERIC OV TR
T5. 2Fh, VAMERERERETAIDY A4 T
DVTTHD. mEME FHERKHITINLD 2
DOERZHHTLHHTH L. HEMUOY L%k
BHEMEBEENEILO—H L BWERIZL-T, ¥5
7 BRI R OB LT 5 - OITRE S,

5| STk

Anderson, J.R. & Reder, L.M. 1979 An elaborative
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