27

it MR IR R X 2 TR

i BE - A lE—
1. 1T Lo

EMEISESELHERICHENTERL TV b, £ OFRICENLBREO
Han, WA RBAEREREZIRL, LELEROLEZITS>TW5S, BEN
WATHIT 2121, COL ) ICHEMOIIERIRZITH) ZLVPEETH L, Lo
L, FEBIZBTHROTEICAE 2G0T TXTHRR L, LR HEHRO A% L
HLTW2bIITIE RV, #PLRRETIEELY LTWwh L&, BRAREILED
M2, SPHIZHAICEEDTIEFToNE, KERFTRLT
b, TT7IOERKEIOED L) /NS HEPTI h o TEEICETTE
(B2 lbdbe PRI, MPISRELTWTHELPTIONTWS Z EIZR
firnbnw) 2 edbdid,

REHSCTIE, FTPOTEICED % C, WL T2 LBEORVERT &b
LEMEERDS, EO L) R TEBEEZMRILL ) 200200 TERET L,
MR EIFEROWHEO SN HIZOWTEEBETNEWIEL LT, Tu—7#%
(probe technique), i CHR (stimulus context), & %)% (distraction
effect) £\ 3 ODHICEH TS, 70— 7l MEHERERICH LT
FPNDEEREDOREICK T 2 ERR T BENICHENT 2 HEThs, T
ZEERS RIS L A EBEORMREFH L2 HETH Y, L0 L) RIRIZBW
THREERSTEE LRI T 200 VI BELEIEbo T EEZ LN
b0 —7J1, WIHCCIROIZEL, MELEERIC & ZEBEMRIZIT TR, BUEI
BE T 2 & B O 2 WO BRDOZLIZEE L2 DTH S, D%k
I T, FBCUROZELE 5 ORIBONIEEAE THRET 21 EE T AT 4
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EWHRLEN TS, Tz, EMR L, FHERBEFERIC X o TREZ
THFHEINDIBETH S, ZONFEERTIE, BEMRVPELD XD =X 4
RWEHRIEEERIZTERICOWTE L OMEDP L EN TV D, ThHD
WHFeI3 573 2 8L020 5 BB EIEHMONEIZB L TEH K ORBE 52 50 Riw
TIE, BWIFEHEEAD S D 2 M EERAVER 2 M3 2 KMo TT L
B, ZIHhLHTL AMEICONWTEERET %,

T72, ERCOBIFELIAMNC b FE MR E R X 2 B IE O LB OB
DWTHR-72M5E L LT, FREIZEED 20 W EHRASIRE I B H3 2 [ O ALEE
TR BAEEMN R (facilitation effect) 7' %o ZHUIZOWTIEZ 2 Tldhb
WA, %% L L T SanMiguel, Linden, & Escera (2008), SanMiguel,
Morgan, Klein, Linden, & Escera (2010), Van der Burg, Olivers, Bronk-
horst, & Theeuwes (2008), Wetzel, Widmann, & Schroger (2012) 7 &8
EFond,

2. Fu—7E

OB OIS &1z EINL, LS L7201 3ERPLETH 5,
FEORRIIARTH ), BHROBHEWHET LHIE, WEI N 2N
DOERITH L THEEPFEREIN TS, 2O L), EEIFIEHRE LIS S 72
DOBEPRTH L EV)EZDNS, FEEIH (attentional resources) &IFIEL
% (Kahneman, 1973). HEZENAERTH L L 2FMA LT, HEIZ L
TENLZFEZZMT T2 0% MET % HEICZRIEEY: (secondary task
technique) 2% %5, RFREMEETIE, FHREE KBEEZ HEBE THE
5o EREOEEDS ESIUE, BEE I EREOFTICET L, ZIRREOK
¥ 2K F 3 %4 (Appelbaum, Boehler, Won, Davis, & Woldorff, 2012 ;
Finke, Sandmann, Kopp, Lenarz, & Biichner, 2015; Forster, Robertson,
Jennings, Asherson, & Lavie, 2014 ; Gaudreault & Fortin, 2013 ; Marsh,
Sérqvist, & Hughes, 2015), Z® & J 2 REREOBHRIZ L - CHRIEEMIZE
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I L THR SN TV EERR2HES 20 70— 732 O RKHE
ED1oTHAH (AFH, 2006) “RFGEIZHY L, EFREEEHNIZERS
NBRFTH A 70— 71T HEOHAIEIZ L > T, BE 71— 7% L R
IO =TT ONL, TH—=TERDHHIZKRY YL EDRIGE K
D5 HFEPHETO—TETHY), U LT, Ta— TR UG E KO
WHER EEE T O — Tl v,

Posner & Boies (1971) Tid, FEFEE LT, BHIIHAERSND 2D
DLTHE—THENE) EHRIL, Ry ML ET)RELTRE L. &
512, BETO— TR E LTERENSEITA P A XM 2B R
UM LUGE RO 7z, FREICHET LR TH L 120D FLE 220
DXFWERENDLE A I 7T, FEEOT T ¥ 7 IZRRENZGEICH)
X, RTA AR B SR PIER L CwzZ Ep b, CFORFEY
WEEIZ BT, SR ENAEEEIIEOREREMELE 21T LENDH S
PICERSNTWEEZ BN,

Tu—7%TIE, Bl L7 XD 2 TURGREOBHRIC X 2 ERREICLERTER
wOHEZ T TR, FHREEMENM (event-related brain potential :
ERP) %BEEL LTHWAIELH S, FHIZ, 70— 7RIS 3 2 P3 iRIR
AR ENTVLIEERELZ L TW5b, ZORBOFEIL 7 T — 7 HIEL
TREBEROWAEZRLTEY, HEMICETEIST T 2EREOH KL B
L T v % (Donchin, Kramer, & Wickens, 1986, Kramer, Sirevaag, &
Braune, 1987, Kramer, Wickens, & Donchin, 1983), 71T — 7 #2342
PG % BT 5 720 10 FEEICHE T A M 2 I E T 2 RO & 2 ZIREEEDEIC
MLT, EREzYECTHERETNET S Z LV TEH L LTERP &
BREL LB 70— 7S ONG L) 1k odz, $72, HETO—7
ETIE, FREIST T 2EEE2WET 272OICER SN TWS 7o —7HlE
WX LTRSS 2D Y, REZIIET 2R’ H 5 D16 L, M
Tu—7HE, = TR LTRSS ELEE Lo, REEIEY
FIERE X HETRICT 28 HETH S & SN Twb (Papanicolaou
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& Johnstone, 1984),

Allison & Polich (2008) Tid, TEEMHAZEE D —7, MEE T T—7
ELTERL, HETOF—2EICHT2EEE0ELEHEL T b, &
DR, BE 7T — 7R ERE, WEE O -7 P A AT AT LAVRS
NTWb, 72, F—LREOWME;BRIESNTEBY, REFEL AL L
P3IRIEAVNE %0 5 2 LR ENT, ZOEORN RIS E 70— 7 T X
DEEEICR SN,

BRUHEREL 70— 7RIS HW T, 7F— A EIC T 2 EERE R IE L2
Sugimoto & Katayama (2013) Tid, Allison & Polich (2008) [k, R&E
DEEZRFMELTBY, WEEHEMOENIC L > CER SN P21, FikE
OHEFEATE VT EIRIEATREE L T\ oo 20 P23 P A, 70— 7S
T HEFEBEERMT L2 EMIRENTVD, ZOMFETIE, HEICHEET S
B R BE R OERO AT & Wi L e WA A Fv ¢ b EHEIC 3 2
FEEEVIETRCTHL 2 EDRIBEIN TS, T2, REEEO 70— 7
BIIRICE RSN TV S, T2 M) EOE T2 TR whEThHL LE
ZbNAb,

INHOTU—THEOMESNS b5 O, FRREEER L% T O RRE
OEENEVE ZIEEZEBIRLEVWE W) 2L Thb, 7u— 7O
IZBWTIE, FEOBRTICEZCTRWRIIZE ) B TOHN TV HEREIED
SN, LOEELRMEH L TELEMICEESTEREINL EEZONTWVDS
(Navon, & Gopher, 1979 ; Wickens, 1980), AEREEERE 3 F BT 5ER
BEBSEREROVEDTH Y, WEO LFIZL ) FHREEENS 5
s, FEICEEO LR WIEROWHEIZE ) B TONL BRI PR kb7
O, BEEOSFMHT CIXEEEMNESEELH L 2VwE ENE, Lzdo
T, REHES BT, TEOBELE L EE I EREIC SR S 0
HEEEEEMICNET A2 ENTELEEZLNT WS (Donchin et al,
1986 ; Lavie, 1995 ; #27& - ¥4 - Frili, 2011).

UL, 78— 7HEomk T, FREE SR & EEEREsH—€ 5 ) 7



PRSI B G S X 2 iR 31

TIZEREINTWDE Z Eidd v, Lah > T, EREFRNIC L 2FEEOHR
WKHELT, FF)TA4ZBTTWDLIEIZLDENDD L0 E->T
Wi\, F 7z, PRUEZBATIONR O B N & TR A R 2 B
(&, FEREEE CRERE D L IERE T O — T E ) K9S, IR
SRRV TITONT WG, 20720, BEICEZEZFE F—RFIMICEE
THRWHIEPE TN TS Z L1137k <, RIIOENZ L 2 MR HEIFEHR O LI~
DOV TOARHETH 5,

3. i SC AR

FIBCURDATZEIZ BV TIUE, MEEEROLUBICE L T, TYu— 73R
LARBRPE I N TS, TOETIE, FIECSTIROWIZED & b h 2 HEEHE T
OO NWTEET B,

FIEME2RT2ES )T 112LoT, SETHIUTHHOT L, HEETH
WEHFORNEE: EPBIEEN D, 2O L9 BRI OWBEIEZ T TR <,
INHOFHEOZALIZ & ) F—RFIHIZER S N EEORIMOBLRR EHERA
WAL AT EICX Y, FRRISR T A RURISEE A RITT I LG ENT
Voo ZOR—RFIFIZEIR S NS EHORE DR ZRIHSOR & V9 o il
WCROBFNCET 2 FEBRICBWT, + FR—L/35 51 4 (oddball para-
digm) CMHENLHEERFEPACOENL I LB D, T, BHED
ERI & E ORI E T~ S AETERT A AETH Y, 2 HEHOH
TR INTVLEZ L0, 2R FR—W 3T 5 4 AT, 2h
WZxF LT, BRI e BRI N 2., AR & b ARRIL & b Bl B AR
ORI ER§ 2 Hik% SHIMA FR- VT &4 A LR, 2
LD8T A JIBWT, BEERHRLERE, SHEAR OB &2 %
L35 28I & o THIBMOMREEREL TV,

HIBCCIROZ RN T 278 TR b 2 W5 Twb ERP © 1212 P3
M 515 (Bledowski, Prvulovic, Goebel, Zanella, & Linden, 2004 ;
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Bledowski, Prvulovic, Hoechstetter, Scherg, Wibral, Goevel, & Linden,
2004 ; Brown, Barry, & Clarke, 2009 ; Brown, Clarke, & Barry, 2007 ;
Combs & Polich, 2006; Comerchero & Polich, 1998, 1999 ; Demiralp,
Ademoglu, Comerchero, & Polich, 2001 ; Goldstein, Spencer, & Donchin,
2002 ; Hagen, Gatherwright, Lopez, & Polich, 2006 ; Katayama & Polich,
1996 a, 1996 b, 1998, 1999; Kimura, Katayama, & Murohashi, 2008 ;
Polich & Comerchero, 2003 ; Sawaki & Katayama, 2006 a, 2006 b, 2007,
2008 a, 2008 b, 2009) , Katayama & Polich (1998) %, P3 »3s4:iz, 1Zik
T & BRI, AR SRR BT 2 W BOUR DS L Cnb 2 &
EWELTVD, ZOWETIE, BESHEMA FR- VT 51 42T
BY, G RN OBELEL 2N TN ORBEMEBRET A2 818D
ZALSH TV 5,, BRI E ENRIBMOBLEEZE T2 818D, SHEE
TERSINLEEFEO P ST 5 L L (b, L2
5T, ZOBRMEITHREMEZHREL TWDE I &% b IO DS
& E, FFEWRBIIAT S 5 P3ATEARIHEII T2 P8 LB L 2WETH
o720 X LT, BRI OME S E & &, FFENTRICN 32 P33R
BRI RS B P3IZHAT, FEHLLERIZ 2 THWERE & R & WIRIEZ 7R
L7z ORI 2 P31, @ERAERICH T 2 AWM EN 2 iE E M
MY 5 EEZ 5N T\ 5 P3a (Berti, Roeber, & Schroger, 2004 ;
Escera, Alho, Schrioger, & Winkler, 2000 ; Friedman, Cycowicz, & Gaeta,
2001; Schréger & Wolff, 1998) T V), FEMHIBIIXT T 5 P31, BEEM

CEEAMT RIS LT, HERERLE L CERE SN S P3b (Comer-
chero & Polich, 1999 ; Demiralp et al., 2001; Polich & Comerchero,
2003 ; Holig & Berti, 2010) TH 5 &I NTW5h, TDZ & h b IEAHIEL
E A —RHNCE £ N2 FREER L & AR O BIRIED AL S 5 2 & T, IR
B 2 EEOMTF SN VBT H I EARINT VD,

%72, Comerchero & Polich (1999) Tid, WHE & HE CEMERIM & ER
FIBOBEUELHEIEL T2, ZOEIED Katayama & Polich (1998) [F]
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B ERBREBOMEZZLERTVEZ EIlh b, ZTORE, FBEREICBWTR
LNz LIS, BRI E T b AR & AR BRI B 5 2 SUIRZS AR A3
W BEBHIRIEET 5 2 LG SN T 5,

Sawaki & Katayama (2006b) (%, FERERYRIHASTRER #EH & L oL
SNEOH, HEEERE L TR ENZOPE W) LD S NFIZTONWT,
IR ADSFE T 5 2 E 2R LT 5, ROk E L CRERTRIEL - FERERYHIEL
DR ZBES 2720, BRI STRZT R 205 s, - - A4
AR R E IFEARE S L THWT WS, 512, FREEERE & | CEik
T & BRI OFTHN O LT 2 2 RE A X2k o THRIEL TV %, fERE
LT, FPRIEEREEAMR ST, NS & 8L L T 5 IR R L C
P3 RIED A L7z SRR 2 ATl BRATIIE S L T ek
BERITH L C PBIRIBDIRA R 57z, & OREERESMFIZ 351 % P3 I P3b
THY), BEELEMHFICBITLP31EP3aTholze O LRL, BEWHIMY
ERERR O I T AR S ClE, BR S NI RI B 2
DA ORI 2 WS 2 & 9 ICHREICT T 5ANTE 5720, FERRIEIE
RERRIBERR BB e L T SN D L ER bid, —T, TR &
HEHNFLOFBIA R G 2 BB S T, /R SN2 D Tl < L9
LALEDH Y, 3TEIADOTILD TS I 7 5 IR0 M B 5l g &
LTEINS,

Sugimoto & Katayama (2017) 12B\\Td, BEHERIE & A1 O 5151
BEPSEESN TV 5, 72720, ZOMETIESHEA PRV 3T 51 20
SR & A AR B SR RS, I BRI B A W S T
bo CORERDG, RDHEY) T4 ORI EEZAZHMERRYITH > T
b, UGEZEL WU, PVEEE S W E JITER T 5 L v
) T EPHEEIN TS,

¥ 72, Sugimoto, Kimura, Takeda, & Katayama (2017) Tl%, FRE#EE
EIFBEIRRDERY 4 I v IAEE N, FREEE O FA & & D ITIFEY
FIBURT$ 2 PIIH R L7225, RIS TR TE LW [ 3 2 7 TEIR
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SN ETHE ORI L7ze L72h o> T, MEEREHRIC X 2 EEHW
JUCIRBERI A IV TORESEETDE VR D,

NS ORFCIRICB T 27820 5, PUG % % L % WEREIZ B E o 2 Wil
(&, PREEEEEMER WV & S IIIER R L 2V EER 5N D, T2, PREER
HHEAEERR L L Tz & SR FERE L TR S5, HHH
JEE D B L 5 & L L 72 v SR L 0 BB E 5 & W] —RYI TEAR SN T D &
EId, EBERE L CEB MRS 52 L1d% R b,

72720, RIBCUROBIZEIZ BT, F—RFN UG 2 Z 3 2R e sz
PEE L VRIS 537 54 AHBHVLNTE Y, 8% 585U
PRLBVWHIEPERIND Z i v, T, T BT L AEMEERY
b ORH L 7] — DRI MBEEHRA S TN T 258121, BEEHR &
BT O BRI R 72 B 7200, BIERIE L CRB SN L TREDE R S
NBH, DL Bz HVifsEd Rohz v, L7zaio T, RYIDEN
12 & B B IR A & MBS 2 S ORI OE NI X DR L]
T\

WiERROWIZEE, HEER S L 2 BEERONEAOZE &\ ) 5
BV, Tu—T7HEE 3R LBREH - Tnb, Tu—THETIE, HET
HVWVILEIZE ) B TOENTWERERY S, EE MBI L CTEEMIHE
BENSBELE 15 (Navon & Gopher, 1979 ; Wickens, 1980) ¢ £z 5N TH
D, BREICEEORWERIL, FHREOMEAHEL 2V EDHRE ST
Who ZHUTK L, WHERRIE, BATHOBREIZBIE O 2 WO B R T 1]
L R OZEALDS, SRUEICBE S 25 MO = HE L, otz &
I L), SEELE/)THB%THS (Schroger & Wolff, 1998),
WIENROWIEII BTIL, BITHOITEN BHED 2 WIFIROIRIZH L T4
REEMBLE S, EALFEMZ Rk L2BICA U aHEEIC T, MmEE AR
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WIS B I MI X o THEEZHEP/NS WD, IFERRPELL EE
25N TWwA (Berti et al., 2004) -

DX ITHEERAT ) ETAERERO BB ZAIC L) UG TIZHES 2
B AIER T2 HRIIATEHIRE L HVEICL D EC 2o HiEI T 5,
%7 1X, Niepel, Rudolph, Schiitzwohl, & Meyer (1994) Ti, A£G D—7
PO Z A EFEOMEICKIE L TRY VLR %47 ) &R o 8 % H
WTW2o ZOMFETHE, REEETT 2 BT 2 LEO L WER O
BIAZALS B 2 LA Lo TRIBANBIEY 2 Z EAVREN TV %o ZHULHERYE
HIEHRICH T HEBOEME V) HA LM SN T % (Johnston, Hawley,
Plewe, Elliott, & DeWitt, 1990; Spence & Driver, 1994 ; Theeuwes,
1991 ; Yantis & Jonides, 1990) D X ) ITHHEEIE L L A7 = A LI
DVTHEEFERLTVRDEEZLNTVL I ENE, SR ELEEL W
S TATHIRGRIZINZ T, 4 TIIRIHOZEARERICHEE S S ERP ThHhbH N1
R 3I AV Y FEEENM (mismatch negativity: MMN), P2, P3, RON (re-
orienting negativity) 7% &b IBIE L L THWHNTWA (Adler, Giabbiconi,
& Miiller, 2009 ; Alho, Escera, Diaz, Yago, & Serra, 1997 ; Bendixen,
Grimm, Deouell, Wetzel, Madebach, & Schroger, 2010 ; Berti, Grunwald,
& Schriger, 2013 ; Berti et al., 2004 ; Escera et al., 2000 ; Escera, Yago,
Corral, Corbera, & Nunez, 2003; Gaspelin, Leonard, & Luck, 2015;
Holig & Berti, 2010 ; Normand, Autin, & Croizet, 2015; Roer, Bell, &
Buchner, 2014, 2015 ; Sussman, Winkler, & Schroger, 2003) o

PERREFRB 2D DI8F ¥ 4 5L LTI, Schroger & Wolff (1998)
IZBWT, BIREN DM OFRRH % 53 2 REPH W SNz, BaREo
FHFNETIE, MO+ >ty PERICHEOFHISTERTH L DI L, £
AR O FpBIFRE T UL 2 B O EOREER 0 9 B, BRI ORI 23
FTLETHBIICHT LML T 52 LB TE RV, BREOFFIRETIE
B AL DR T B DSOS BT 2 B2 1 E L T L Rt EE R 5
N5H5, ZOERREEHTHFEL A5 2 & T, FESE B E LT | 2 4 B
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WE AT THIEDNTELLEZONT VD, ZOL) BRFENS, ZORE
74 ANT v a v - 8754 4 (distraction paradigm) & L THHERNE
DIFETIESCHHIN TV,

Schroger & Wolff (1998) Tid, HHRIZBWTERIEHFFIFREL THHE,
PR IR R 2 e L CHOR S 2 EHE TR S ETnE, ZOBRFOKR
E3W Lo T3 &Mt emEL, WMEEFROEFOIEEIZ L BHERRDOK
EIPVHE NIz, ERE LT, BREMIZOWTORMIE Z 1T 2 ATFREDZ
IR THAHIZEEL LY, HEEERTH HEOE S OBRFOFRE I
W, UGKH OIER R P3RIEOIERA R S N7z MBS
HIEICEY, HEEEAWRLAZZEEZRL TN,

Berti & Schroger (2001) Tid, FEERIH % Hv: 7 2R EH 775 E & 4
HRIEE AV EREERANREZTo T\Wb, EREERE L CIEERET
S CREEDEL L, HERE TR 2R E R 2R SIS FlEO
] & AMEAHREE TEAL L 720 PG TR EE RO B R L T P3 iRIFEOH A
MRS N2, B TIEAL IS5 P3O KIIR SNz o7z,

%72, Boll & Berti (2009) T, #5E & WHEOW S ORI Z 72 2RI
HFRBRELZTHhE TV b, BEFHRIIHAEEIMOEREM CTH Y, M
TEHT @ B SRR D IR ALIE R TR B D &0k B IEAE B CHelid U 720 R
RWEPH—FEFY) 74 THERELL2E SIZHAT, HEE L b I EEHR D
S L 2RI LT P DRSS RSNz, F72, ABOMBIIHELD b
FEETRKEALEN TV,

NS DUEMROMIE, S, BEER L M EERA S INDES ) T 1
DENIED S, JEREZIAT TV LRGN EERA BT 5 & EEAH
WENDZEDDDLb, 51T, BEFERE & OB REEERS S T T
WAHAICE, MEERIBUERSHIR SN, EMRSELLLEEZ LN
o C ORI & HEEHIE, FERED S ORBEORENIKRE < %
LIBEELRT G b, 72721, HEOML ORI Berti & Schroger
(2001) TRENTWZLEIE, EFVT AL TORED L) TH2,
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F72, 70— ZTERHICOIR TR ST 2 X D) 2 ARERERE 12 X 2 IR 5E0
BMOWMBE~DFEIZ DO\, Naka & Katayama (2017) TIZHEIZBIT S
SR A FRELT VTR TW 2, #AEERE L CTHERMO 2R E
FHHE TS T D, ZOMR, HERNMASREL L 72507 &R
BERENIBITOSHE OES Th 2 W EN R, EEE ISR
BWTEALTW . LaL, ERP ICBWCIZEREEICED ST, MEE
OB LT P AER ENT W72, TSI & 13 PR AT < 72
S7Z LY, EEREEIEROMUENEENSTNT SN Lo T REED & 2
SNBH, USHIIZHNZ WL~V THEEEBHROZIC L ) EE iR S
AN GRVARR N oY (W

5. PREEPIE R & PO IRIZ > T

70— 7RO, WERR O A BT 5 &, MR EE RO LI
BMLTCENENEL RSP AOND, 70 —TFEIIBWTIE, REEE
K bl, EICBEEO R WERICE > TEENHIRSINLZ LI R 5,
=7, FECSCROMZEIZB W TIL, REHEIEC 22, NbxEE Lk
WU L CHEEAHR SN T2 b, 72, 70— 7B CGREE
R S S B O LI 2 PHE L e W E E 2 5N TV A DR LT, IER
ROWFEIZB W T HER SRS L 2 FEHIRS S FSEF RN TELL 2 L
DVIREINT W5,

LAL, SIS OFEROE TR ERIEIC X 2 EERHRICE LT, BIZE
TOFBEERLTOEDITTIE RV, SNHDOMFERICBWTHEREIRER LD
&, NTTALDRECERLZEPFRRNTHL LEZOND, TH—THED
WFgeCld, FRAERTENL & mERERIS S — € 5 ) 7 A4 ICERENTWE &
Ev, S HIC, FREBRATIC R D B I & E A OO R TR 4 B R
i, FEEE ZREVED L IR o — TRl S LT, HREICHIMER R
FIDBFTFENT WS, 2D/, EICERELZFRRE F—RFFIZEZE TR W
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FIEAEEN TS &b R\, TMSUROMEICBWTIE, 120R¥OH
TORBMHE OB TS 2 RV T =~ TH L I ehd, B RIS %
ELZVWHIMSERSND 2 &R, BUSEEEd 2 Bl & [ — Rl Ry
HRPEENTND DRV, SO X270 — T ERBUROZEIC B
W, FMERRYI E W) HTHRR ST b,

D20/ LT, WERRIZET 2H7EI2B v TE, BREIZBE
DR L BRI O 2 WA E —RIC E E w2 e b HhiUE,
R L3RR B 5 T 4 R8T BRI ERRY TR ERM AR R S5
CLbHb, TOL)BEY) T 4 RHMETRRY, FEHND/8T 2 — 5 &%
FHRIBETE DY ENRDISTIALIZE ST, EDL) BEMHETTTO—
THED X \ERERIE R AR L 2 k00, EO XD T TR
BOURD & 5 (B ER AT R 2 RS 2 D002 IS T2 2 L TE BT
%95

B L7z 7 a— 7k & ROOIR T O RREEEE 12 X B R o E (2B
IEMFEOWIEIC BV CEIREEER 2 #:(E L /- Naka & Katayama (2017) T
&, F—TER B R & RS T, CTOLEMT TR, R
REEERE B D & T RIS EE AT 2 T EAREN TV D, Tk
JEIZ & o THERMGERISC X 2 EEMIRORENZILT 5 & SN BHBCIRSe 7
O— 7O 3R L LH MR TH D, Tz, F—HEHICBEEEHR
HERETERSE TN TN D 2 LA s, BERE & MR EREUL R — ORI E R
FHNTH L ER-Z LN TVRIREEDSFE V. TOZErH L, BEHRD/(T
A L&RFIH L CRMETR RN LTS 2 &A%, MREERIC L 2R
WIROFMEZRRL LTHERTH D EEZBND,

6. Bb I

ZCTY BT o =T RHOUIR, ER L) 3 DO E I
Mo, TNTNFEIZBED 2 WHIEA ED X9 &M TREZHE T 200
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LV ) ZENEAINL, LirL, TOMRIIEIRLE D EDH L, ZNIFIE
BHEDITTELRL, TRENOHETHNSENTWE/3T 51 LDEVDR
e LTHETONL. FITHIMERURDEZ > THB Y, ZORIZE L TE
WRDINT FA DIFRIIRET 2 ZENPWRTH S, Lo T, HiERR
DIXFGFTAL LIFINET3DOOMIETR SN T & 7 FRE B EH O LB O
BIZEIZTH Y, GBI DOIT T A 5% HCHMERSUR % 80 L 7201 %%
AT RLEDN D EERZOND,

5| B3k
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