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Ideomotor actions in Chevreul's Pendulum and hypnotic susceptibility

Chihiro Hasegawa and Nobutsugu Hirono (Department of Psychology, Kobe Gakuin University)

This study aims to examine the relationships between hypnotic susceptibility of Stanford Hypnotic

Susceptibility Scale; Form C (SHSS-C) and ideomotor actions are performed as pendulum movements in

response to Chevreul's Pendulum (CP). Thirty seven college students were evaluated the length and rotation

movement in the CP, and compared with both total scores and sub-scores of SHSS-C. Results of the Jonckheere-

Terpstra test indicated that the larger responses of CP the participants showed, the higher susceptibility scores

they performed in SHSS-C. These findings suggested that the aspects of CP response could be a predictable

validity tool in terms of the hypnotic susceptibility in SHSS-C.
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a7 = — VIR D F (Chevreul's Pendulum, LLF
CP) &, R FxIBTHRD, [HRY F298 <] &M
oy, B EE I Y o — A%k {THE
BIZIR D SRR ICEN TR T 2345 (Chevreul,
1854; Easton & Shor, 1977) T®» 5., EBIZIZITASE
SRR BALE - HEFEL CWAIREETH L1200 b
59, [EFBEDPEH»LTWA] &) ks /xu
LTWAIZENFEHTHY, Chevreul (XD L) 7%
g% " %R " (illusion) &M:A72 (Chevreul, 1854) o
HoBGOBEXE D720 HEEL 72X IZHEKDH)
CEHIMREENLT-0, H LM, &5
BEW LRI ANVE—%2) [FHIV ] 2Bl L
WxoNTE7s LAL, [V EIY] EEZON
T\ 72 dowsing R [F5E 43 T O table-turning 7 & D EE)
HEATH LT, 19 AL EIZITRH = 2 32K D &
a9 R 7% o 72 (Shenefelt, 2011) . Bj#¥

1 ARWFgEIE, HAFMIRESEIE GEER 5 24500332)
T O, ME SR R A SCE I se i 12 X A Bh % =0
720

17

EH)

HTHD Carpenter (1852) = @E’Jﬁi%ﬁk BREE 2

LHEERL, 2 O)IE%{ Bl AER (1deomot0r action)

% L7z Chevreul b $72, CP D] g;girs%&
TR A IR 2 R, % & < o friE
TR FOBEZPELT 52 L%, HIE L’%?Zy k
RO TOEN X255 5 2 & 2% A L7 Chevreul
E D L) RFFMLBISEORE, CP OEEICIIHE
THMOFAEL CP DO FUBH A L% &\ ) BIfED AT K
ThbHEFERLE, £LT, #RIHRERZ SN
T2 OEBIHGRIE, 1TAH O EEHRN
B Lo TELDDTH S LiEFwDIT 72 (Easton
& Shor, 1977)c —77, BEeLH & MHI 72 50
BWTIE, BISEE)IRIRISH T 2 EEFEO SR
T8 e LCiEH &, James (& [WEBIOFKSL | 25 [5E
BoES) | 2HLEEFMREZTZELERL TV
% (James, 1890) o

Z D 1 20 AL LLFE O Bl & E 8 12 B b B B 58 58 38
(&, Bl EIBAER 2 A E) & ORSEME (Max,1937),
REERF ORE R 283 5 SO (Eysenck, 1945; Arnold,
1946; Benton & Bandura, 1953) , #&7EAY 72 15 R ALEE
FEDE T )V (Easton & Shor, 1975) 7 &4 IHI12H72 0,
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ZFOEED AT = X LR % FHEIMREET 5 B
ZEHEASIENN L 725 Easton & Shor (1976) X%k % 72
ZF T T CP OMGEFER Z AT\, 1T4EHE OB &ED)
2T AEFORE, FEOAER LHoRE, #]
S HZMER Z E7% CP
DEANTHEZ RITT LB TW 5, CPIFHRTRE
(suggestibility) D7 A b & L T—fHIZHH SN B
(Weitzenhoffer, 1953) 721FC7% <, MRIRFEF O HAE
FEE LTCPEHWAHED#E SN T2 (Barber
& Glass, 1962) o F 72, LERE O TS OB
X927 74 POFREISZ/HL 0D I,
CPEHWALZLIZLY [IFw] [wnz ] [EHz7<
W] LIEEFHEMICHESEL I EDERTH L7
&, CP OBUEEEIIEERL NVORSE LTHiE
AENTWS (Lecron, 1954)s T D X H 12, 5 HIZ
BWTCP 2 HW-Bl&EE) L, BRZH) KR4 7%
LDHFERSCHEIROEAFEE LTLLHEHSI LT
5o

£ 2 AT, fIRESME (hypnotic susceptibility) 1&
IR RICH T AEREOBSZ/RLTBY, W%
BILVETOHEOMEH L ERDPERLL DD,
i AR B Ie 1 (hypnotic responsiveness), i I I 7 7%
(hypnotic suggestibility) , il #% I 7~ 14 (hypnotizability)
ELMFENT VD, AR, IR EIFEDN
IS & (Hilgarad, 1965 FHERR 1973), 7k il T
WL L 72 RIS W EE ), & 5 Wik o
i & Z 2 HNT V505, —FH TIRHEIREE R T H
N5 IR SR 7 & OSSR % BT 5 LR,
ERICH T AR AZOLRE L TIR_Z 50
b dH 5 (Weitzenhoffer, 1953; Spanos, Burnley, & Cross,
1993; Kirsh & Lynn, 1995), = OffiRiEzM %% R
L LT, A% ¥ 74— FREREZERECERX
(Stanford Hypnotic Susceptibility Scale: Form C, L T
SHSS-C) I FHREWNRIBIED—>TH %, SHSS-C IE
MR S TE 2 B B FEMICE T 5 720, HEIRSEER
RERRBH N BV T D B R 2L Em W R
BEOUED L EN T2, SHSS-C DEIHH ILEH,
M, A, BEIEE Vo RBAELESY) T4 ICBI
B RIBDREZAATEY, BIREZMEE LI
AL B TR S T\ b (Weitzenhoffer, 1997) o

B ®

AR X 912, CPIXRBRE ORI RITH$ 2 8l&
RENO RS Td 5708, IR & Rl o kIR
RER & oG L IR 2 S ST\ 5% (Hilgard,
1965  F R 1973; Montgomery & Kirsch, 1996), L
ML, BIROREZR &I FSNE CP OBl &E
By o R & e iR B M & D BIARIZ D W CRRR 72 B 28
3w, ¥, EHUAMoOMOEST) 74128
I B HEIRIEZ DR & CP OEIAER) & OBRIC
DVWTHHLRLIZEN TRV, £2T, RifZET
&, CPIZ & Z@Bl&aER) % 5HMIZFH~, SHSS-C Tl

18

B1E F1m

SN BEREZMEE OMEIZOWTHRE T 5. BE
BIIZIE, CP BT B IRNIEOREE S X ORI A
& SHSS-C DAL FAIHE & OBfRIZER L
CP %% SHSS-C O Pl Z B D NIREEIC R D 9 %
MNE) DDV THET 5o RIFFEDRGELE LT,
CP OBUEEB O UL KE L ZiuL, $74bL, CP
OIRNEHK & 72 D [\l#z 2 /R 3B < R,
SHSS-C Tl S 15 IR D S5 & < 7 13
A5 EEZDH, ZDX) 7% CP L SHSS-C DR
B 2 U, BIRIES S WERSINE %
BIRT A7) —=2 7L LT, CPOFJHREN:Z
RY T ENTE D, CPIXIERFH TR S 12 F
THILEDVURETHY, ERFORIRTHSL I L X
D, BIRFEBROZINE L BIREKSBHTOZ 714
Y MNOLHEIEIIL AW EZ ONDE, TDD,
SHSS-C @ & 9 2 AHRH IR % 229 4 Ml iR TR R
Bl LC, CPHARHTEL2EHZTFETHLZ L
A WGET 5 2 b, FEREWIZE K O ERIR BT 2 BV T
IR E#RI SV EZ L 5N 5,

s

KERSINE  EWRSINE (LR B O R
DO D 2 WRAL RS, ROVKFEReA: 37 4 (8
10 %4 27 %), FHF#IL 228 £ 1.9 TH S,
EESINE 2B PEEORIRFERSINZEREN (G
;800 M/ 1 Ief]) (ZIBZE L CTHB Y, Wit H Y & N,
B L OIS IA~ORE O B H & fE#O% 4% i
WLFMCLDIHLZT205%, SINCEEL 7,
SHSS-C D AT 12 BT A WHEAEEIZ DWW T, |1
NDFEBEZINEIZF L T SHSS-C OhifT ##H249 %
FERE LA NOFEBENFEG L7 BT, 5t
B AT CERY ML, ERSINEOHENH UL
WOTH B OEFREHIETTRETHLBEEEZ T,
KWFgeix, A RFEe g e 35058 -

HE Lo - FEBEFEAZTES (HEB130308-1) O
Y T

FHRECPODAIE cPofllEHEIZIHEARNIC
Karlin, Hill, & Messer (2008) % %% (2, CP DEi&E
OISO FMETRSL 7280, CP DFENEOKE &
EAEEDRH IOV THRIE L 726 inch & cm 2% 2
Lo EO—HOFREEE L 72 FHUME L LT,
HL % 5 LT 4 8 S 7z G & e 72 K
AL EICERE L2 FOHORAONIIZELRED 0.5
14 rF (127 cem) T, KOV IEED 41 2 F
(10.16cm) TH o720 EERZINE I EOumIZH %
BE MEFORBLRIETORY TO% (20ecm)
DLimEOFEA BEY)DOWIRD T-O Fim % #KH
DOFLDBHIEIE Iem EI2R ) T, JEFMEFTIRD
FRFEYVOTFoNAEDY (SHEEE 3.75g) kD
oIk onsz, EE A ZBEERICOVWTO
A EZIT- 721, THSCEIC LB 21X, B
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OEECITEBRICEIZ T T, B BT ZE
Vo] LW HURE S 2, EBRSNEOIMEFrE
D HEES . ENLROFORIZES 23 1 5Bl
ZL, [RICEY FOEN S AP EbLL ER-TL 7
SV LW EZOHRE G, BO 1 REBIE L7,
FEERE A B, CO3IKIZEY, TRTOEBRS
EHO CP DA TNz BRMifH:E LT, Karlin
et al. (2008) DOFEERTIIHR/NOHNM (127 cm) %1
FICHBZTEHWZL D% CP oMM s L7zhs, 4M
X CPDRIE%E & 0 EEMICHRD 720 12T % &
D, CPIZL o THLDS lem P E 2em LT OIEN
MEASFERE T & 72H D % CP-small B, 2cm DIRNIEAT
MR TE, B2 45 EUEOH R ORIRIY] S A
THho72bD% CP-bigt & L, Hulh b OIRIIEA
lem LN R4 CEBEIDEE T E 2V b D% CP-0 HEI
LT, EBSIERILIM (OB 2/ 24)
THFIZCP ZWHEL 720 TEX LRV MBOSINE D
HELZTRVWEIICT L7720, BhNE 3430
SHT, BREABTTHETICER S, EHRE
AL BIZERNFE»SIRNEOHEEZ HH L, [
2HOEREORBIZL VM AT o720 154D
FEEEE CIlZ X ) EBRBEIZY T F H AT THE S
HR DR RO R S N7z

SHSS-C DAIE  Weitzenhoffer & Hilgard (1962)
% HAGEIZEIFR L 72 SHSS-C ZffiH L (Table 1), K
FEAEBIUCERT 44 (Bl24; L24)
A RICTMERZIT- 720 TRERTIE, FIRS
N7 ARG R S0t L CEBRSINE O G % N,
R SLO B SR MERR L 720 S ORER, EXh
LOEEEIIUTO2 ol 561 M IXER
BITOERMOETRTH 5, FFHTIL7HHE OEHE
1% [S4E4E - 24E4E] LREL TV A7, FHiFER
WCBWTERSINED [/NEALTOFEEIZRED 7:
Wl W) FEDPR SN 720, EBRBINE L[/

FHEDT OFH ] ~NEEHE L7z, 852 s B IEREH
WMOMEBEOEHECTH L, 9 THH OB L TIEEE
X7 ' =7 B72H, Kihelstrom (1996) SHSS-C 22
AT HE, HEROFE Y OTa~F A VAR L
726
CPHATRIC—E O QB ~ 2 2 A1) 257,
FERSINE M) I1Z SHSS-C Difll5%E % 47 - 720 SHSS-C
DR T L MBI L HEFEFRE A L BEEHREB D2
A3 T, BIRFEZITH 1 NOEERFIE, EAD
WIEEBRZBMBORLZ I > TEL L2 EITN
720 EBRBMEOBRIRFGEDN L VGEO K, EEE
I CEMREEE 2 HY T 2 EERE L g L7z, EBE
EEBRBMEOWRNORTIZE L TIE, [T
20%, BUERTHB1TIHLHTH> 720 1 NOEBRED
SHSS-C % fiifT L T\ A 1L, MhoEERE IZFERS
mEOEIRKEZ L, FEAOMEBOWTEIL 2
NDOEBEDEHIZ L > THE LIz MBIRFEIZIE
B LRErEL) I 78— are v,
SHSS-C D17 /7113 Weitzenhoffer & Hilgard (1962)
D EEFEAE (Table 1) (ZHEVy, #fE T 2 36 Hal
Koo 2B TRT & Lize MRS, BRAHED
Weitzenhoffer & Hilgard (1962) (ZfEvy, 1HH 2D
X 1AL L CGlEAREE (BT 12 8) ML 72,

fm R

CP DHIEIZB VT, KHEDIAIL, CP-big DS
18 44 (B3 &k 15), CP-small HAT11 % (B
4: 7)), CP-0HEN 8% (B3 LS Tho
7oo HEEOSHEIIBWTIL, 45 B EomiEii s
D, 2em LT OIRENIEZ R L 72FEEBRSINEIZIB S
9, HRE EFFHBIC L 35 MOAR—FIEED 5
Nhdoize F72, #HURIE Karlin, et al. (2008) D#
RERBRI, [IRY) F2E>F2 39— HOFTHLL

Table 1
hypnotic Inductions and Criteria in SHSS-C

LEYS| {EEREE EEEECQIEEESRERTHL)

1 FOTFTKE HEL2LIC BOEENMSTETS 10ET15cmbl EEYAILERA

2 MEIFC EXESemBELT-fIiEMNSELTLK 10 T10ecmBL E/EH15emBl ERAFIEE B
IWOLAE WHARUEY., FIZFEY, RTOE 10 CIohD RIGA HAIEE B

4 £k ADhIHL, TOE%EE-(ELD mARLLD, EEonEEdBEChIEER

5 FOEME EFEREFTEHECHEL BHASELY 2B TEBMNSemL FESE B

6% R-T20MEERS ERORZRBADLNILER

7 EEGEIT O NEELLIFNLAIOFELERIZAES ERETERIHELEHOEBENHNILEB
8 FOAEf EFENBLTE,IEL 10F TEEIA2 5embl T @B

9 RERE TFAOTAAILOEELISTScmEELE D [ZBWERLG TN ILEB

10 ED#E RE—h—hoBEIFMCZS 10 TN Z TLWARIGA HNIEEB
11 25408 328ZRET, BlE22&S 3DHMATOELM R BVNRIGE 5188

12 (£ER#E SHSS-CTI2/-CéE2TEND

BV TEE AER U TFALHEB

Weitzenhoffer & Hilgard(1962)Z B8
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ZWwEHlcL T3] EofRRIfTbaero7:
A, M EFE2IENEFCLRFT LT A ITERSINE
EBIZRO LN Lo Tz,

% HED SHSS-C £IHH O AR ML (0-12) OFH
(& CP-big #E437.89(SD = 1.94), CP-small #75 5.82 (SD
* 1.44), KOV CP-0 #2238 (SD = 0.62) TH o720
T 70, EESINE 4 E O SHSS-C Ol 55 o i i
A PAIEHE Z & 12 Table 2 1278 L 725 SHSS-C D JE
Wi % i > 72 Weitzenhoffer & Hilgard (1962) i % 12
W, R TALIE B o882 AR Ze 4G B hS
A o 720 Shapiro-Wilks O IE M PERE 12 X ) SHSS-C
ERE R T — ¥ PIEH A D e, KEHO
SHSS TH H O 4 51 5 8 H (B 12 D v T Kruskal-
Wallis ® HIR5E % 1T 5 720 AHH, BEHEOFEEDTE
O 5N/ (p<.01), Bonferroni #12 & % 2 EHILEK
#ATo 720 FER, CP-0 BEL CP-big BE & ORI A=
WD LTz (p<01)s S HIZ, CP HZHOKILDFE
i & SHSS-C &Rt IO ZEALOBRE ML 720, 3
#E D SHSS-C O & &7 B2 D v T Jonckheere-Terpstra
TEIARE 21T 5 720 T DORFHR, SHSS-C DAEF X
CP-0 # < CP-small # < CP-big # O 4 = 7 ¥ & 7]
#m~ L7 (Figure 1)

BB A SHSS-C O FALIEH 03B s %
Figure 2 27”90 E 72 FAZIHE IZ2WTH Jonckheere-
Terpstra B[R TE 2 1T > 72455, [HFA5 < J RO =
DXINE] UMD $ X TOIHH BT CP-0 £ < CP-
small # < CP-big FEDH E 2 BIMEIN D3 F0 b7z,

Z

AHF2EiE, SHSS-C Tl 5 A fEIRIEZ 1 & CP 12
Bl A EH ORI OREE L OBEE T, CP X

I~

Table 2
Average of Passing Rates for Items on SHSS-C

passing Weitzenhoffer &
Items rates(%) Hilgard(1962)
(N=37) (N=203) *
FOTE 78.4 92.0
i1 FHBAC 83.8 88.0
WHLE 59.5 48.0
LInK 59.5 46.0
FOEHE 64.9 45.0
2 486 44.0
FHRIT 432 43.0
FOAE 54.1 36.0
PELEE 5 5 43.2 19.0
EDOLIEE 18.9 9.0
PEHELR 243 9.0
BERES 29.7 -

* Weitzenhoffer & Hilgard(1962), p41 &Y 5| B

20

1B 15
J5 A% SHSS-C OAHERAZHT T 5 FHIMIRRE L 20 9 %
ML) FIZDOWTHGET L7 TOMEE, CP oila
EE O MDA Th L, IRNIBOREE R A
RO IZDOWT Y, SHSS-C 1281 5 IR
DESEE L TV, CP OBIAEBOREIKE
{7 % & SHSS-C DME/R NN EL A HIAZ R L
=2 XD, CPORIGA SHSS-C THlllE & 5 iR
EZEOFMMIREIC 2D 9 2RI /R S 7z,
CP OEI&EE O UG B AR EIREZEDORELY H 5
BEFHTE L2 &1L, FEBREE R R ICESR
NEWEER LD %5, SHSS-C IFE AL %
GO L 305U RE S MR TH B — T,
CP IR ChEAT W RE 2 i e Kk TH 59 2, B
BB 7R THEAT S 5 72O EBESINE ORI T 5
AR L D7, fEo T, RS VLM
RFERC, BIREZHEOBWERSINE 2 HET S
Y&k &, CPaFmlFEL LTHWCZOR L%
Bl 52 LT, BIREZEDOR T ) —= v 7FHT]
HEIC 2 bo T/, BRRBHIICBWTIE, TFHR—1LVOD
ez =, MIREEANOEADRAE L V) FHT, B
WZCP 2 FHT 256D D 5, BlEEH~ORERIZ
xf9 5 CP OMIMAERIZ, BREAREL EMhoE s
TAIBITLHIROEAZIRT Z & bEERE SN
Twb (Karlin, et al, 2008) o

SHSS-C O FAZIHH oW T, EB)IZRE 3 5 IR K
Jeix THFO TR [MFE2EH< ] [FoEigE] [Fo
A O4HHTHY, [WF2H <] Doto 33HE
IZBWT, CPOEIAEBOBENKE L ANLIZD
WCTHEIRFUS DS & ) BLT A A1 2552 H 7z, CP
DOBAER T EER R X 5 EE G & # 2 g,
CORRIIRHYTH D LR S N5, Hilgard 1, &
BRI O FE % 7 3 IRIRER 1B 5 REE % Fl v 7228
AL, REROHEREREOE S, 32 bbHElk
RIEER O B8 SHPRIREZEOR S LET 5 L 15
L Cw5b (Hilgard, 1965 FHEFR 1973). CP O
EE) T HREROBMBIRAE L2 T, Ko
RV T IR IR AR & IR RS 1 o e 1k % L HF T 5

Total Scores

120
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80 | [
60

—_—

40 r

e

20

0.0

-0 ¢ CP-small ¢ CP-big »*

Figure 1. Total SHSS-C Scores in each groups of CP
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Passing
(%) Rates
100 ¢
90
O CP-0

80 CP-small

o2 | m CP-big

60

50 F —

40

30

20

0
F* o] o * % F ¥k ok 5 kk Fk* 15 % k 5 Bk ok
()] F D B (2} 1] (] " 2] % HE
T At %) & B N st %) £) IR
22 I}<ﬂ % i T L)) %= i i %

3% : CP-0 < CP-small <CP-big; **p <.01; *p <.05

Figure 2. SHSS Sub-items in each groups of CP

bDEEZOLND, F72, RIREIREGH TOM M
e LT, HEEREIC X AR R % B\ 72 arm-drop
test (Barabasz & Christensen, 2011) 23 574%, T DT
A ME, FEETFHRA A —TVBEREEZI S 72T
7, BIRESEO—IBEICL 2D ) 5 LIRIES
NTW5, HEERIC X B PR 2 R L 72 i iR &
ZHOREL LT, CP b arm-drop test & [RERIZALIE
DIFobLEZOLND,

—HT, MUK EBSTHS [MFEIFFHL] 12
DWTIE, CP-0 FED MRS 7> o 72720 Mo 2 B
EOMICHEIFMEBEAPREN ol & E
ZAHNb, KIFFEOFEERSINE X, Weitzenhoffer &
Hilgard (1962) D#EFIZH~RT, THIHHE O#i#E=R
WEEKWIZEH N L H Y, [T < ] O EEE
L EBRBINE SR ORIREZ DR S 2RI
WEER G2 TWwHIEELH S, UL, SBfEH
L 72 IREE R OBORNE ORI H ARFER & L TR
FTHALTH DL L V) HELFEBTE v, HIREZ
HOBREIZZOMETHZRESLHEIZL)—-ELT
BOHT, EHICEMHMN R TEET BT 2 LB DR
HE N TS (Dixon, Labelle, & Laurence, 1996) 728,
CP DE&EEB) B 2 AR DT E T2 D
TIRARDELR DREPLETDH %o

EHIZAHE KR LY, SHSS-CIZHBIT 2 EH 2
B3 2HBZIT TR, MEREMOESY ) 7412
B % T ALIH H OEIRIESZ 1 E ORIZBWTH, CP

21

DEEEBNIRE L T D Z LAVRE NIz, SHSS-C
X, BRA RATENR AR O IR UG & TRIA < Ml
THZERHME LTER SN T 5 (Hilgard, 1965
FHEFR 1973; Hillgard,1978) o ARHFZET CP & O RE A
Roohizz e L), cP OEE ISP DOEE, §
LB EELOSHED RENTLEZ LN
%o B 21X, Woody, Barnier, & McConkey (2005) ©
%, [HEOXRE] %< SHSS-C & HGSH-A fiEiRE
HREOTFMEH I LT, S2IEHRE 54T (full-
information factor analysis) % F\» THEGET L 724G £,
MRS TESEEE) (Direct Motor) , dEEI#HkiE (Motor
Challenge), I - 241 (Perceptual-Cognitive), %M
ik fit = (Posthypnotic Amnesia) @ 4 DD T if RLEEIZ
Lo THBEN TS ERRTEY, SHSS-CO [F
O] & [FOAB | (T EE)IREDL L RETIE R
<, HIRE - BHMREERZLTWwa, CPTIE, HIR
REE, T2bbLHEHREFHTEZ2HEGOENE
) THWEAE X BAEE)HE L7\ (Easton &
Shor, 1976) &\ SEATHIZERE R 2 ERES % &, CP
DBGEFHZAE LS LD, RY T2HFHLF
OEBMI 21T T% <, RO 72005 O IIRITL
VAR D R S S L T A RBESE 2 6
o —Ji, WEGZEZOMDESY ) T4 L DOBEIC
DWW TIESHOERICESCHHEIREETH Y, &
PBFIEBFTERBRNE 2 SN X A HE e LRI DL E
ThbEEZEZLND,
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WIS, RGO CP O ME T EOFEMEICONWT
MEt5 %0 CP OFEBRAMRIIHM AL FHETIEIH L LD
D, CP OREATHEIIFEENIN TRV 2, M
OESEHRRMBAZEIKRE L, HeiE i
Emgﬁﬁ%éwéﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁéoxiﬁfu%
%%LM@Q%’omf FERZ N E ~FE 7 %

RIZGZedoliz0, FEBRIFOLRERAMEIC L
éﬂk%@%@ IOWVWTOEMAEL L, LaL,
Mongomery & Kirsh (1996) 13 2L IZEWTHE 2
T2 E AL LICED 2 WIGE T CPERE 2 [T
L72RBICH D & e U726, HoMEIRELD
b LARAD CP DEIEERAZ D% 2 B H D CP
DORISZ B2 5.2 5 LI L TB Y, HofiEs
KRR EOMAEOBEROBE IV RnWEEZ LN
%o F72, KRWFZETIE, SHSS-C DllEH % CP DFE
BRH & X2 AMPLEBIFTEB Y, SGSS-C O fi iR &
ZMIZE- 25 CP O SR O EEN X R
RO T 5720 %m”®&%%%®%§

ZFTWRWITRES S EWEEZ bNb, S5
R 5 2 2ERE LT, BAIRIREE ﬁ&b%ﬁ

ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬂﬁf%éiu®ﬁ#%0TQW%%ib
BAEHHPE LR TV EHMEEN TS (Easton
& Shor, 1976) o ¥R TIXBIR B & O FARRIREE % 5% %

LZado7zhs, HIEHIZHIRIRAETCP %2 ifr L7
EBRBINE IO ON o720 T2, CPORIED

ST EICDOWTIE, 2 A0EIEHE Lk, F LT3
LDEBHOLSFIZETTEY, FHlicBITAE

IOV THRELMEIIZVWEEZEZ SN, L
XD, RFRICEIT S CPIIEDEIRE L OHIE -

M ERIRZ LS TH Y, BEEEOMBE XU, &
H 320 L 72 SHSS-C DR IZHEZ 5 2 S HEME

PErc& b EEZOND,

VAR, MR IEA X — VRN, T, B
LU E DT (Braffman & Kirsch,1999; Meyer &
Lynn,2011), & & |2 3 & /1 (Crawford, Brown, &
Mmmww>&mot@ﬁmﬁlk®%ﬁﬁﬁ%é
NTWb, CP ZIREZEO T Z L EDETE
EEMEMNT A0, CP BRI 5 EREo
FOMOEREDEEIZONWTDH, SHRERT LN
X TH? ) SHSS-C HARFEFRR CP DFFM /5 D%
LM &, W ZRETEREIZE D DO, KBFZEIC
£ o T CP 2 SHSS-C ODFHIMIRIE L 2 1) 5 5 Z &2F
RSN, BlaED & BIREZEOBRIZB W TH
LWHIRZRME L -2 5N 5,

5| RSk
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