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Recasting the Feeling of Knowing — A Meta-analysis Study Using
Probability Models

Ling-Ming Tseng

ABSTRACT

Feeling of Knowing (FOK) judgments refer to the feelings an individual has re-
garding his or her knowledge for a specific subject, more specifically whether or not
that know- ledge exists within memory. And the study of accuracy of FOK is to evalu-
ate how accurate the feeling reflect the-actual presence or absence within memory.
Corresponding to the recall-judgment-recognition paradigm, psychologists used the
statistical testing, the correlation coeffici‘e‘:ii“xig,ﬂ gnd the conditional probabilities as the
index of the accuracy of FOK. Howéver, ngne of these Indexes can purely and stably
reflect the accuracy of FOK. IA revie\./v and analysis the deficits of these indexes from
logical, methodological, and cognitive processing viewpoints, and propose a new
probability model. In this model, the accuracy of FOK is viewed as a parameter of a
latent variable. According to the meta-analysis, this parameter can differentiate normal
and amnestic patient subject, and also duplicate several past researches. It shows that

the modeling technic is a more proper way for analysis the accuracy of FOK.

Keywords: the feeling of knowing, metamemory, the RJR paradigm, multinomial
processing tree model
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1—d-

P R F Sl —mr SA PR P Sl RJZ DG A TR P
d - FF#EP5¥c 2 s 2 PR RS #

3.3 F¥E TR OM

BT ERZ T - B AR el SR DR AR B A
FEFHZFOM i g AN P wAE- T RIR &L P& 4348 Vit 45 4] ehi7 2

Ru s Avi @ 5408

Rwm p,u.;sh?ﬂ"“‘"fﬁ’*“'k?igJ" -

A Fiwip o AT 0L ff;ﬁmﬁ g

|| == |

B 7w HE7 Wi i;wﬁl;

TR A #Eaiﬁﬁ%o

D Zacwia HE7 sbqﬁ;i&f S F.prf—f’ ‘

A-B-C- D,T*KZXZ 7| dm B REL > A Ry~ Ry » S5 L — o
= It F&w @ (correct recall) £ i J= 3] 45 3% (commission error)(Nelson & Narens, 1990)
— i AR AT Y Y BRI G BGE R R » TR AR et B
1 & R ¥4 Hart (1965) e @it 73 F T & v G L2 v R A
§A2 TRARIRTERT AERID i RA T ESEEL- R
A TAI K P RA UGS FAPT ur g d T Ay | dR

5

mxt T | PR F o 4 AR

BT UG A u o FIRARRT Ry Y 0 §E A Ry Ry i
T 0 BRI - BRI AE R 2 B TREET U4 R BB hp
B oo
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TSR - L TR P b A R R

[Nl

=

RAGATR D FARM WAL EE e D DA R

g R 2P PR o SR T TG

3

=]

%_
~’

c r-d-m=pr(Ry) %)

REAATR L ERBE  SHHRLREAT B 2R Y G

R E R LR T
(1=c)-r-d-m=pr(Ry) (6)

A HET A@in s B A - SRS AT ] LA
ﬁﬁﬂ’#é%ﬂiaiﬁéiiﬁ%:ﬁﬁ;%ﬁ% ER RS N
@ﬁéﬂziﬁgfﬁag%gﬁﬁ@f; ggmgixg,“ GlAL s QAP Op B PE R

A I J%ﬁﬂﬂf*ifﬁ%$$

I J.‘ |
c-re(l —'}_ ml*{(l ~7)- (lle) Br pr(A) (7)
(M hm- By ﬁi“"m'%ﬂ,m‘kg:g g PEFELRR R EFLF R
I A ,]v} v H S g—;—;zl‘;,g 1?—: d 3te ;A\%ﬂ»_# @; ;,.%pg} Fg ] ;; JgL;EIJJ e
B g T S LR R R 4 e R AT

TR AEAL R AP HRE QD PP FEE T B

Foar R HETE LR 3L B B34 ¢§§%,m?§b{) }% A -3 )
@I P A LA FBF] GG AR 0 KR R RS E D
R AH o ERR AR L ENRER > §RXFFRFRESR
MAER LG sl B RaOp FPF > REAMESER T ST o Sk

L

I-ord=d-m+A=r)-(1=m-(-g)=prB) (8)
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Foae R HETA L300 RN Y o d -‘ﬁ_]sg-;m? o ?a.]‘%g?»ﬁiﬁ
G P P R FEE TG AR A p L e 0 AR 64T

pe A RELF REIMEFALBIER S F 0 RTG A

¥ I
ﬁB’»,m,;»ﬁfr}g,xFﬁ—?{*ﬁ?;;;ﬁ—%;g&—g, cREF AR T
AR TRAE o R Frgt o v Sk o7 T L

Fac AR HETA R P R AR R T - e Vo AL

FREL#HER FAFSERA D g T EE R ES

r.<1~..;c;>i‘r-'<.- ﬂ; _ i (- )= (10)

: i‘?iﬁ}ﬁﬁ#ﬁ#ﬁf (Mul-

tinomial Processing Tree Mode a[\_/}P ' elder 1988) Ak Bl AT
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4. 33 ¢ TR IS A

41 FERE

Mg DK priv iz 2 | (Maximum Likelihood Estimation):& {7 -3 - #kc
% 3*(Hu & Batchelder, 1994; Myung, 2003) » i&fd > 2 ¥ 45 41— i (7 Ly S

(Likelihood function)enig & + g few £ 7 5

\\\?{r

Bt o A F 1 B
% R 30 %8 choptim S ¥ > 1 12 HMM Tree iﬁ;’iﬁ#ﬁﬁéﬁé% o HMM Tree ¥ - B 4 %)
HOTAATEE R S R ARATRK BOAE Il > A BCR L 5 1 iy o v iR R
R R i &ﬁiﬁf#ﬁf‘“%ihﬁ PN 2> (Klauer, 2006) -

,-"

A ,
4.2 ﬁﬁi:%&%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ—%$&

FARTRAL A LA M e rde Bide 2P om L
Fparg At LEALTA RIS EOR AL G o A RE
AR | ErE meis S o g A AN RPIREFED HEAE > bldow F -
Fel] 9g=025¢ % - % S#cirithd % o £ 7«7 RMSE 4 #2- 1232 1 (Root mean
square error) » &t &5 153 i fie & (goodness of fit)edp 4% » RMSE 4%/ » & & *
B3 DS TR IR B R R AR T 03] e /j*fUz’r ° % 7|
{5~ {7 22 Cheng (2010)£1 C {3 & ehiv g AR 1L L o 30~ S g A 47 eh

Rodew ko 200 & JRAR 4w RALT 0 S (S AL) iR 2R

REFE T L AT NN APFEHRy-RU-AB-C-D ~ s #

ol g o
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% -

R - Rl @

‘ 49T k
R REEH RAstate | m c r e g |RMSE| C
i #51) F
Hart (1965) exp 1 ¥4 ¥ a3 ¥ww | 67| .8 | 8 | .72 | 25| .019 | .76
Hart (1967) exp 1 ¥ ¥ o D 74 | 79 | 59 | 66 | .25 | .026 | .55
Nelson et al. (1982) T F A iEES) Kappa g5 | 86 | .78 | .45 | 25 .021 | .64
Nelson et al. (1984) ¥ | camma | 69 | 84 | 83 | 71 | 25 | 018 | 66
exp 1l L AR
exp 2 ¥ Gamma | .78 | 91 | 66 | .69 | .25 | .031 | .58
Carroll & Simington |~ . , fie 4t Gamma | 73 | 96 | .78 | 52 | 25 | 021 | 63
(1986)
Nelson et al. (1986) 76 | 94 | 48| 25 | 023 | .75
exp 1l T E A
exp 2 88 | 72 | 41 | 125 | .033 | .49
Shimamura & Squire
. 87 | 27 | 125 | 018 | 31
(1986) o 1 53 | .8 5| .018 | .3
exp 2a A 49 | 76 | 07 | 143 | 025 | 55
exp 2b 66 |. .89 | 39 | 143 | 019 | .49
Butterfield et al. )
LE A ‘a8 . . 022 | .74
(1988) 79 93 | 59| 5 | .0
Janowsky et al.
I8 . . . . 143 | . 37
(1989) expla | FFES poe B | 33 31030 |3
exp 1b Klgf:?' 35+ 81 | 24 | 143 | 035 | 48
3 ‘
exp 2 .54 | 81 | 11 | .143 | 019 | .28
Nelson & Narens ¥
. 67 | . 25 | .026 | .
(1990) op 1 s 70| 67 | .66 5 | .026 | .56
exp 2 86 | .78 | .45 | 125 | .021 | .48
Prevey et al. (1991) TR 84 | .73 | 66 | .167 | .018 | .61
Costermans et al.
(1962) oxp 1 s 91| 66 | 69| 5 | .031 | .61
exp 2 ¥ o Gamma | .73 | 96 | .78 | 52 | 2 | .021 | .70
Schwartz & Metcalfe #2 | camma | 78 | 91 | 74 | 80 | 125 | 021 | .71
(1992) exp 3 o F R
exp 4 fie ¥t Gamma | .71 | 66 | .69 | .34 | 125 | .029 | .68
Metcalfe et aelxélf %) fef | Gamma | 82 | 88 | .78 | .83 | 125 | .023 | .59
exp 2 L fie 44 Gamma | 67 | 29 | 49 | 56 | .167 | .020 | .66
exp 3 fe ¥t Gamma | .69 | .83 | .88 | .69 | .125 | .018 | .67
Perfect et al. (1999) ¥ W8 Gamma | 68 | .71 | .12 | .14 | .25 | .030 | .34
Lockl & Schneider o
Q00D) - g : HC 21| 33| 58| 39| 33 | .023 | 51
N ¥ 23 P HC 32| 55 | 42| 26 | 33 | .020 | 52
1 e 2 HC 45 | 49 | 55 | 40 | 33 | .019 | .46
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4 -
PRyl - il B (§)e

‘ R P .
oo REHHE - Rdsdpth | m c r e g |RMSE| C
]
Lockl & Schneider s o
(2002) i Bl C 66 93 5 53 33 018 69
Souchayetal. (2003) | 1o ooiame | gest | Gamma | 15 | 29 | 37 | 48 | 25 | 026 | .08
B S

¥R le * ¥ A fie ¥ Gamma 78 | 91 | .74 | .80 .25 .021 | .81
Perrotin et al. (2006) X & et HC 31 | 66 | .69 | .34 | .167 | .029 | .32
Souchay et al. . .

AEA o B fie § . . . : . . .

(200638) s F 4 2 fe ¥t Gamma 52 38 78 83 25 023 45

¥R le * ¥ A fie ¥ Gamma g7 ) .69 | .49 | .56 .25 .031 | .66
Souchay et al. , P .

LEEAFR fie ¥ 2 . . . 2 .01 21

20060) %% a4 # fe 4t Gamma 9| 63| .88 | .69 5 | 018

HRele *F A fie ¥t Gamma 68 | .71 | .12 | .14 .25 .030 | .62
Perrotin et al. (2007) MCI fe¥t . HC - 41| 33 | B8 | .39 | 167 | .023 | .45
Baran et al. (ioog? g i | my | Gamma | 22+ 65| 42 | 26 | 25 | 020 | .07

¥Pe e *F A fEE Gamma | .75.| .69 | .55 | 30 | .25 | .019 | .64
Sacher et al (2009) pEA Y reu :"Gamrﬁa}‘ | .66 |93 | .75 | 53 | 125 | .018 | .58

Ig—3
| == |

4

43wl z%—,w % 1&—* e

WAl - e RSBk 2 LE B AT G HET A A F T sk

>

ek @ g £pd Sl (2 gAT ) HEROSRGIEEARREF PAR

»

o LA D o FEBIREFIE DT P AT RBE LT - o £
71 ¢ G2 F_H0A] v i (model comparison) sdg # » g4t g A H - (4 B p o
B - (5B p o 2l ) 4ok G B % 1% £ 488 *L4] 7] (restricted model) -

SRR B g AR -
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¥

. | = )
R REHHE m | c r e g |RMSE| G
#2
Hart (1965) exp 1 Ty Lk 67 | 84 | 81 | .72 | 36 | .019 | 8.67*
Hart (1967) exp 1 g ¥ 74179 | 59 | 66 | .19 | .026 | 351
Nelson et al. (1982) N fe$t 75 | 86 | .78 | 45 | .26 | .021 | 2.06

Nelson et al. (1984) ¥ | 69 | 84| 83| 71| 31 | 018 | 293

exp 1 o F A
exp 2 ¥ | 78| 91 | 66 | 69 | 24 | .031 | 3.44
(Clzr;g')' &sSimington | ;4 pest | 73| 96 | .78 | 52 | 29 | .021 | 421
Nelson et a"e(xlsi(s) i ¥ | 85 | 76 | .94 | 48 | 20 | .023 | 1.98
exp 2 ) ¥ | 56| 88 | 72| 41| 13 | 033 | 211
(Slhgg'ea)m“ra ixiqll"re Hall a7 | 88 e | 27 | 15 | 018 | 301
exp2a | CME 0as Fp |ag | 76 |07 | 16 | 025 | 4.44
exp 2b 230 26 | 66 0mE9 | 39 12 | 019 | 156
z‘g;%;fie'd etal s 0 G s e | 9 3 89| 40 | 022 | eo1r
Janowsky et al. o5 | || 20w | os 3 |1 | 030 | 22
(1989) expla | FFEZN 1] &7‘;5# |
exp 1b Korsa- - | | 281 35 | &1 24 | 27 | 035 | 438
exp 2 g L ﬂ 07 | .54'L 81 {11 13 | 019 | 476
('\‘12';8;‘&’\“‘;?(251 e i A .7‘0‘I 7. 66 | 23 | 026 | 378
exp 2 ¥ 1 75% 86 |78 45 | 15 | 021 | 422
Prevey et al. (1991) | BRefs ¢ ¥ 69 18 | 73| 66 | .16 | .018 | 2.01
E:lgs;;;mans e(:xe;)l. . L ¥ | 78| 91| 66| 69 | 45 | 031 | 1273
exp 2 ¥ | 73| 96 | 78| 52 | 21 | 021 | 312
(ngg"‘g’)‘rtz & 'Z')f;cslfe S ¥ | 64 | 78| 66 | 62 | 24 | 010 | 195
exp 4 gt | 78 | 91 | 74 | 80 | 22 | 021 | 121
Metcalfe et i'xélf %) pe¥t | 71| 66 | 69 | 34 | .09 | .029 | 3.89
exp 2 rH A et | 67 | 29 | 49 | 56 | .11 | .013 | 201
exp 3 pe¥t | 69 | 83 | 88 | 69 | .17 | .022 | 3.44
Perfect et al. (1999) ¥ A EiEs 68 | 71 | 12 | 14 | 25 | 019 | 421
tggg;f Scf“;igzr ¢ | 21| 33| 58| .39 | .35 | 025 | 198
N 2% v | 32| 55| 42| 26| 27 | 020 | 211
1A v | 45| 49 | 55 | 40 | 26 | .018 | 3.01
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¥
Rphedl - it E (F)-

PRI P

=y LREHHE s m| c | r | e | g |RMSE| G
'(-2%00"2!)& S‘f[";"fr 2 me | 66 | .93 | 75 | 53 | 39 | 031 | 854*
Souchayetal (2003) | 1o ooame | gest | 15 | 29 | 37 | 48 | 25 | 021 | 156

5 e
spme | 2 F A pst | 78| 91 | 74 | 80 | 24 | 023 | 563
Perrotin et al. (2006) X & fe gt 31 | 66 | .69 | .34 | .31 .033 | 3.24

Souchay et al.

(20062) 2 % i LR fe ¥t 52 | 38 | .78 | .83 | .19 .018 | 4.38

g L fie 4 g7 | .69 | 49 | 56 | .30 .018 | 9.76*

Souchay et al.

(2008b) 4 Sk ZE A fe ¥t 29 63 | .88 | .69 22 011 | 3.78

Souchay et al.

(2006b) 7 i T pegt | 68471 | 12 | 14 | 20 | 016 | 3.11
Perrotin et al. (2007) MCI fe st .41 33 .58 4. .39 .10 023 | 2.01
Baranetal. (2009) |y, 5 801 dEwt 22 | BBplo42"| 26| 20 | 033 | 273
7 e
s | 2R ol R L 75 | 69, | 55 80| 21 | 018 | 408
Sacher et al (2009) N S fe¥t | 4 ‘Q@.Jg?r | .75 .53 .18 015 | 2.93
==

|

Wi 2k G 8 l /;&rgezvﬁ P kEE oA P RGP Sl
%7 5 1

Frlihg e g o %%ﬁﬂﬁiﬁ”;+‘l?’*%ﬁﬂai%mwﬂ

~

uﬁ%ﬁy—’ﬁﬁ%Piﬁ”m e *ﬂ%%%%ﬁ@m?hﬁb@*

j{ o

44 KAz wRRAMR LT SRERRBNEET F

F_L

FAEM R R A T R f SRFIT AR O RAE T g
SRR RE R RL - R FAPER G g fER TRy, g 2R

AR EFROfARE HId A BARDERE T 27 & K IMRI A7 i 2

g

iRk 0T aoR ) nH|¥TA & W2 0 3E E A T (prefrontal cortex) > @
ARy P ETA & 92 + AL W gF E (right ventral prefrontal)fe2% § (insula) s
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(Luo, 2003; Liu, 2007) » ]t 28 ¥ z2aE = & = B R4 2 B T 46 5 4k ik
A Al e AR (L - )t m IR A W R m s T R
FRER S RA LA AR S MR S E G sk A m Rl TR
BHRERSE LRILFARPLAPPFOR AL s o 22 5 %8k
Bitend s o B AT RE Lo 0 8 g AL REA D hEE
P P eGP E BRI 2 foiedl - (v T ARG TR BlRREm=m)
hod GEPEE > R4 IEG TSR 4 jT&;{?‘;f;,ﬂ 7 i P AR o g R

SRR R AR & e R PHCE] -

%= 4 -
ki R _—
. e 2
I %R m| | m—, | S e g |RMSE| G
A
Hart (1965) expl | & # 3| 26 /29| 49 | 56 | 61 | 25 | 018 | 649
- - [T 1|
Hart (1967) expl | = # * ¥ || 69483 | 88 4 69 | 44 | 25 | 010 | 9.76*
Nelson et al. (1982) | & #* gl || o8l 71| 2] 44 58 | 25 | 007 | 378
| == :
Nelson et al. (1984) 0 ol 1| o1 | aal| B desol] 35 | 25 | o016 | 14117
exp 1 ¥ AT ! 1. z
exp 2 ¥ [ 6271755 |T42' |26 | 60 | 25 | 021 | 401
Carroll & Simington | = 4 Fedko | 45 | 49485 | 40 | 76 | 25 | 030 | 4.79
(1986)
Nelson et al. (1986) ¥ | 66 | 53 | .75 | 53 | 69 | .25 | .018 | 14.08**
exp 1 o E A
exp 2 ¥ | 75 | 69 | 37 | 48 | 65 | .125 | 015 | 8.93*

Shimamura & Squire
(1986) exp 1

% e ¥ 48 | 71 | .74 | 80 | 64 | 125 | .018 6.98*

exp 2a - Pl g4 | 70 | .67 | .66 | .73 .143 .013 11.01**
2 RIE
exp 2b o+ 75 .86 .78 45 .75 .143 .022 3.44

Butterfield et al.
(1988)

Janowsky et al.

= E A By 69 | 84 | .73 | 66 | .66 5 .019 4.21

(1989) opla | EL R 78 | 91 | 66 | .69 | 45 | .143 | .015 2.98
exp 1b Klgri?' B 73 | 96 | .78 | 52 | .71 | .143 | .020 9.13*
(0]
exp 2 ¥ 51 | 23 | .39 | 68 | .84 | .143 | .019 | 8.01*
ZZ';S;‘ & Na;igsl ‘o ¥ | 78| 91| 74| 80 | 52 | 25 | 009 | 13.17%*
5
exp 2 ¥ 71| 66 | 69 | .34 | 89 | 125 | .021 6.56
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%=

R 2 g ()

‘ ( AT 2
oo REHHE m | m | c r e g | RMSE G
%3
Prevey et al. (1991) | ke * ¥ 66 | .78 | 56 | .61 | .59 | .167 | .023 5.63
Costermans et al. ¥ | 67 | 29| 49 | 56 | 71| 5 | 017 | 7.24*
(1992) exp 1 o E A
exp 2 ¥ | 69 | 83 | 88 | 69 | 87 | .2 | 018 | 438
Schwartz &Metcalfe ¥ | 68| 71| 12 | 14 | 65 | 125 | 018 | 12.76*
(1992) exp 3 oF A
exp 4 pest | 8L | 33 | 58 | 39 | .65 | .125 | .011 | 10.01*
Metcalfe et al.(1993) me¥t | 82 | 55 | 42 | 66 | 77 | 125 | 016 | 3.71
exp 1
exp 2 ¥ me¥t | 45 | 49 | 55 | 40 | 76 | 167 | 023 | 9.01*
exp 3 pe¥t | 66 | 93 | 75 | 53 | 55 | 125 | 013 | 7.73*
Perfect et al. (1999) I SRS F 85 55| 29 .37 | 48 | 87 | .25 .018 4.08
Lockl & Schneider . ¥ £
1 54 |70 | 67 |66 | . . . :
PN 7 0 | 67 |ues | 65 | 338 | 015 | 493
N a3 a0 | 55 | 86 |78 | 451 76 | 33 | 013 | 8.5
' P69 | 74 | 73\[186| 81 | 33 | 012 | 344
Sl W+ | (28|61 | 66 || 69 | 75 | 33 | 019 | 421
Souchay etal.(2003) | - og g | Moy | || 83776 | 7adl 52 | 81 | 25 | 025 | 1198+
e I . ,
sre | p¥a | el || 687 78 | 68 620 56 | 25 | 020 | 863
o ik £ o
Perrotin et al. (2006) | ¥ * et ud8 bl | 74 | 80 | 72 | 167 | 018 | 301
Souchay et al. : " : 2
A LB fie 41 “T71= . . ) . . . .87*
(20063) ¥ # A fie ¥t 66 | 69 | 34 | .71 | .25 021 8.87
ype | ¥4 fe%t | 66 | 35 | 65 | .78 | 78 | 25 | .006 | 3.56
Souchay et al. . . !
& f X fie 4 . . . . . . . .99*
o0ty gae | TEF pest | 37 | 59 | 49 | 56 | 11 | 25 | 023 | 899
gpe | EF A Fe¥t | 69 | 83 | 88 | 69 | A7 | 25 | 013 | 9.24*
Perrotin et al. (2007) | MCI pest | 68 | 71| 12 | 14 | 25 | 167 | 018 | 8.78*
Baranetal (2009) | yop < | st | 21| 33 | 58| .39 | 35 | 25 | 018 | 16.76*
Hpw | 1F 4 pe¥t | 62 | 55 | 62 | 86 | 57 | .25 | 0.05 | 14.03**
Sacher etal (2009) | & ¥ * pest | 45 | 49 | 55 | 80 | .66 | .125 | 0.11 | 9.88*
SEMT S8 G AN Y > ATER TR, 8 TR T L h
bR R S 0 DR R e -
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Yo% 0 RMSE SR8 > = BRI A7 b TR DEf DRl o BT A S
O] i fie T2 05 4o % A e GF k0 BRI 2 0 L2 F G B e
PG AR TR R Rt o BRI 2 d N v A A Bk
TAFEIERFHACIR AL ZFOM G 5 I3 2 9y - BRI Sk
d B EIl4efe s ¥ € § SdkciE 2y (not identified) — » 7&:{7}%% 3| e
- f# , «nf* 3 (Schmittmann, Dolan, Raijmakers, & Batchelder 2010) > iz — 2R 457
SR EEVRAFERT G ARG AT S e AT e g
Sew B - cm B _@gjﬁ AR E kS B o R R
W paagdlam i =ik ; » FA 2738 P 5333 SRR ET 0 g R A
o a By Fpe *ﬁwf . {E _i fgm:'r’@mnri » B AT RS B BT ehpE i
g H s A e efe it & K ' ; T"!ﬁ}@)ﬁa%mm AR RGN =F A

|

I T s § AT ;ﬂ% (. Shlmamura &'Squire, 1986) °
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51 @ id R IBays

wR S RRE T TAB L BT AN G P B s LA

- AR R LSRN R R AR T R LR kR
%ﬂﬁfﬁﬁewi$%§>ﬁéfﬁﬁr% EEFLAPT LT REFERE S

3
o
~D
=
"
*-n
N

B pEp e e 38k i (Koriat, - 2007) < Z@JW&K@%bf{ﬁu

2

BT - iR AR 1

SN
r
-
s
2
F
f
|
5

Hh FIEOR RE2 — 1 A A Ndo e BAC B E 4Rl

i
ﬁ
-
B
a\
B
T

pLt

&@ﬁi’jﬁiéﬂ%ﬁﬁnwwq*-@* ﬁi@ﬂﬁﬁ@ﬁ;i#{ﬁ

LR A A ek AT i frieg M- 3 | b4 8 Hharg oM P AL EH

P

BEESEF AP ERT TRW, IET A E LR G TR LG AR R

s

MEE S EAPnFifomg T2 - R o GldeAF I o > 7 L AES
*

o

I

TR E R FAP A L PR o o (et TRAE, E
B S RG TALREES WNE Y AT R AP AR TRLF LR
RACE T PR A 0 RIEE A R A A4 F L foiep ) AT AR RS

- e A T AR R H - AR T - FERES:

29



5.2 g enfi SR

R PR E G F IR A AR S kR ehS

£

iy

Booeh TRH ) HRRE s BAC AR EERFLEE I R B R

S
A=

T
®
&

B o 7 ALF RIE TR G oo i) izl g
A AL R B2 R (Hart, 1965)0 14 se g A7 5 k3o i ehf S AR A 2 Y HR
W s T AT HETOT A K g A AR ER TR DT R
k enseR M A2 R B & i (Schwartz & Metcalfe, 1994) » iz il B2 > § %7 4 1
R o A EER S P ARk GERE RS R A S A e V- B
A A dple R ¥ g e g ? % m'; S5 R R e R R

)

Baelhe t R - R SR R E RN R ) i % - 3 B

" .' .] i

V1 Zm eh a— 2 on, 2 o e ! 5 L Yo 2 2 S N L
Bz g A E > TR EY m_m;:‘ R EREOER pRE R Ei
] p J
PEEOEL. Y ?ﬁb“ﬁiﬂ%{ﬂﬁ?%% AL R AR - TR D

FrAzs A P enEire A T B AR LG RO A4 B emR it E 7L
B R B AT e R v R IR S R 0 0 R
SFEART A ¥ IC K 5 - kA TR g (criterion comparison) siE A7 0 iR 8RR

ABE R R G RO AT AR 3T TR € AR BR RS o
53 fwRehipu LR

G PRI CI A T 0 B LB R RY B - S 5 Lt is
AT AR Y AT R F - 2 B R B
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