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Advances and Issues in Lexical Ambiguity Research

Masaki HISANO

Lexical ambiguity is one of the major themes in psycholinguistic research over the past two
decades. The purpose of this paper is to review the advances and issues in lexical ambiguity
research after mid-80s.

The central topic in this area is context effects on disambiguation processes. Using cross-
modal priming paradigm and other experimental methods, psychologists have studied the
on-line processes of resolving lexical ambiguity. Although multiple access model and selective
access model are traditionally two major models, hybrid models which include activation of
multiple meanings, context-sensitivity, and frequency-dependency are needed, and con-
nectionism is a promising framework. We also examine findings about processing of isolated

ambiguous words.

Although work on lexical ambiguity has focused more on processing, we

must also study the structure and learning mechanism of ambiguity itself.
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BRI RKETRET 5, 2 I TR, ERKEDS
HHICR-> T, ODEESF BT 3 ERLPIRE S0
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23, % OHIFI0FEM O OLEFERN R SHREBMTICOVTR
Simpson (1984) 239 < 7B %2 1T-> T %, KX T
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U REROERZEELL, O XXREEHLE
REIR - BET S, QUIICOLSXIKENCV L DD
BEAEHT S, tuOMIRFHEBRN T2 THETL
T &7 (Glucksberg & Miller, 1988 ; {#1, 1988), Hi#&
DL, BT 7 2 X (mulitiple access) €7, X
RL 7 722 ATV, E LTI, BEDOITHIT
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FR7 7 & 2 (selective access) & TV, MHRKFET 7
X AETN, EEREND?, ' ‘
%HBEBNEY, SHOEXOSHTRERIEY 7L
KoleDid, —MREVCHFERRA Y AT LdH D5V IIEHEHE
By AT ADBAICEERREZRTEEZONTE
1o Th b, BIC, ZHEREBHERIL, BRUENEY 2 —
WVEJ (Fodor, 1983) %, HHEERK (McClelland, 1987)
2, LI REORFCPONREERHES T &7, B
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EANOHEEERZRD 5, AL, €Y 2 —)VE
BT 72 AET NV EXMIGL, HAFRHIERT 7
Y RAEFNEMNGT B, HE, D2 DDOXIARFOXS
TGRS e b D E R D BFIR & e o TE T2 DM,
IOEIBESWTETHERT D,
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WS T & 71248, 1980MR1L, BROEE~DOT 7k
ZETFoTw5 EW) FRIBOIHB[IZ S o FFHT
br, COEKT 7 ADFREIKEBHTHS LD
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T34 IV TERTH D, $RNE IO RE—F VST
4 I SERTIE, HEJFEIOXERERRL, &
HE (F74L) ORFEET LA (BLIE—ED
B BWT) HERRENE -7y ML T
W (lexical decision), & L < i3F# (naming) %3K
b, T4 A== v NEOEE (ISI] inter-
stimulus interval) ¥ 0 ThBFEITIE, FHEES
44 (e.g.bug:“H” L WHIERL “BHEEE" tv)
EEND D) LD, XA TACEDLST, £OD
HEROEHRICEEST Z5—5 v M (ZDFA, antspy)
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#7 350ms > & 500ms OICHHY T2 E L Tw5

Dk %, HEBOEROE %@éﬁ%kﬁ?é?
54V TEHRIE, TurRE—F TR, Xk %
FHETS T4 LD B ERERICHT CURER IERH
CHBVIE—FELTTI) LIZBEICd, FEROMRD
BN Twvw b (Kintsch & Mross, 1985 Till et al,
1988 ; #%E, 1993a), % ORI H 2> Tid, HEE
DOMFERFRT (ISI, b L < iZ SOA ; stimulus onset asyn-
chrony) B4tiz, SEBERIEIC O\ THEZ OB BRI
nfmé 39, HHEBICOVTE, A—RARNDEE

L BRI O HE, BEROBUEVSELVEER
& z5 fﬁ‘”%%natﬁ Eh3, B £- TEWIFIFon
Z, 277, XRZOVWTIR, BERE Ok > HEE
WY B PR IROETREE) CHEOHS (#E
HISCR, %HEEBICNT 2 B 2 S LR, FERFEOR
FEEHE IS AL SHIXURE ¥ XXROE I
DWTIRETHMRT %,) REVREINS, 3D,
XHRE LT TidR S B BEEL AV 2 ER S SHIT
b T3 (Schvaneveldt et al., 1976 ; Hg4<ft, 1989),
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W A ROFNR & B L ST ERES S #HhES
na k3> T %7, Tabossi & (Tabossi, 1988,
Tabossi & Zardon, 1993) %, FBEOFEE LR R IR
THEXMESZ 5 2 LT, BRFERCNL TLERY
TRADBEL B EFRLTWS, xR T 2R E
W3 DI, “port” LI HEEDENREETHLE
wownTEZNE, ‘W OEELRETHD K™ L
WIEME T4 LT EEIBRXIRDOZ ETH S, Kel-
las et al. (1991) ¥, —##E» T, FHEERXMIRE S 2

L, BEOBHHEbLOTHERT 7 ANBEL L L L
“Cb)% ¥ 7z, Simpson % (Simpson, 1981 ; Simpson &
Krueger, 1991) i, ¥ < FrEDFEZRE /A 7 AT 53Xk
WEoTERT 7EABELTWBE I EEZRL TS,
ZOBE, XIROE ZHET R VWD 7EH, Simpson &
Krueger (1991) 1%, XURZIEDBERL T SHAH =X LD
W, HMEEIR (featural restriction) Wk % &I K
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HMeELTwb, £7 Pauletal (1992) 1%, 3B&7 7 &
ADHEL L THENEVEWLI Ens, F—5 v b
T AFEE L TR M—7THE LA, XRICEST
2 EEERSEO R VRS (SOA=50ms) THEHIEEA T
ZEBOFEREHE LTS, ZOXkD, XIRBHET
2588, HETLINELMFTEIND LDk >7DI,
HFEORKELERTHL EFZ, JOI EBURRD
R K& D> TndY,

FIT T4 I T RT A AP REOHEE WD
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EZ0nd 5, IREKEE) % BV 7o1E5ES3, Rayner & (Dopkins
et al., 1992 ; Duffy et al., 1988 ; Rayner & Frazier,
1989) 12k > THEDSNT WS, EHEOEMMEICRKY
HHEEFCT L TEMMOEVERL B XRES 2
% &, HREOHFERERVSFHELEO T bo—FELY
E<&5(@&ﬁ@wayXﬁ&nfwé%%%fu%
Fap L 2 v b u— LVEBOFERREICEN V) v,
ﬁb@ﬁ f%%héﬁ%i FIHALLER D B TR D
BRBHSEON TSI ERRL TS, BREEEN
(ERP ; event-related potential) % > 7-#R 4B
BRI L DI IRE SN TWwWS (Van Petten &
Kutas, 1987), 51, 3774 32757854 AL
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WS, MR R AETHBVIGEIRT 7k A
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FRLEMRE A H = XA LDOHEHNC D K ERTELRL
TWnaZeh, MFEORSLHME L THEBTE 3,
Cottrell (1989), Kawamoto (1993) ¥, Zh Z NG
K, SEERBRICE S HAFERN Ay bV —27 TH
B7 7 A2@BBLTw5, 7z, #EA993b) 3, B
FRRIOMERER Ay b7 =7 2 H W THERE 2 73
BEOHEWBEERDY I 2V —v 3 > 21T, XRK
17 72 A EXHRMSL T 7 2 A BSFHEEMEALE 7V OFF
%%kbf%ﬁf%%zt%%bfwéoji?ya;
LT L BHRHEHICIE, Hamly - 7TV X LHRR
Bﬂﬁé AN OEBONBEERE r ORWELR E LI
LidfEmans L, £/, HEATEHEESEy vz ls
SURENRETVELTOBMMERHE D HVEIFE
Z7ewvh, FEEAKHEICEL TEENZE T VLEERA S
WIEHE L FETHDRETZ D159,

AA7 Y a = RLADFATHERANCTRT L D12, Fldm
L7 “B8T7 722 3 #IRT 7€ RA7 12 “EYa—0
Xt HEERZ” 23T 2 & v ) ERLEA b A
fEL T, BRELBROMCIIREN L DD TIEZL >
TETW5, Hime LTRHEAFHNTH D DD, HER
ELTRERT 7 A2 bBHT L2327y a=X A
i, BE7 7 A Xt BR7 72 AL WS HEDITH
EREELICELEZ LD, i, EVa—LEETRT
vaZ ALEEREZbDOTIERL, L A8EOM
WHDTH2 EDHBBEEBEL TE T3 (Tanenhaus
etal, 1987), & &1Z, —MAy2MER L LT, HEERHDY

BREBUEETVICBLTY, FIHAECBT SR A
7y TR BEROERD ANDEL L (e. g. Marslen-
Willson, 1987), €Y = —/VHY), BHELEMN S HE A
TERM 2 EHE L AL TETw 5,

XIRSHR OB & R b AT v TERDE 2 FORE
WEbRoT, ERWRHED, BWOHEY “EHn
VD EDO0” Ewd X Did, FIHRLEICE TS, XPROFH
FE, XiRioed 2808 >»WT, SRS 55
FIZEIWTWE EF 257559, BERIIZ b, “SXHRIZH]
%ﬂ HICHELRW LIEHED> SFEET 2D L WO

, —HRRNICIE, TEPRGEGHIET S 2 L TXROE
@%9§<@£LT 0 “HEG” HdH0id "BET
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WOWTFHEIT 2 LW E & o723,
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SEIFROFFHIIXIROP TO—FHLOREEEK D
LOEH, Xk kb b THEETIRENIBEOM
Bl aed, SHEEEI VY, BAERON
TE&ETn3,

BZEFEE L BEEORER L OMOBFRIZ OB TR D
DPOFEBEHE SN T D, BRHEMTICB O TIXEERD
BMHBEWERIGHSEE B LT 57— B—RETH 5
(Bentin & Frost, 1987 ; Jastrzembski, 1981 ; Kellas
et al., 1988 ; Millis & Button, 1989 ; Rubenstein et al.,
1971), 72, BHAETHEZRFBO/HIVBRICH R E S &
T24003H5 (Feraetal, 1992), &5 L72ERIZD
WTiE, FHEFIDONHZECBIRELEZ WS E
W EICREY AT AL > TERL2Y, HAEENYE
LETFNVOBMATHR LD T ENARETH D L
Ezondh, tORRFTONRER> TR EREZ
W, X512, Kellasetal. (1988) ORFETIX, —&ER
BErRAOT, 2HEBINL TREBREENLZSTT
ZEBRLTWS, UED XD RERSERENDIZ,
HEHEMBRERS L3, FHREFRNEIZEZD
VDI, EEOLEEEHLEIZ—BANCIEE T 2D 5 Hh
THBEVINRT R ZRAZHMLT, 2bZFbEHEMEIR
BHBNC T RE TR OARESESH 5 Z L 2R L TW AR
iZH b,

72720, S THHRRIEEH L IXE 2BV, FIZIE,
A8 (1993) ¥, HABEE»RELE X ICL CERHM
2RO IGE, HHEBOBRHMBRHES—FET AT
EVruiIBRELPHLTWSE, ZOFERKRELTIE, &7
ALBRZERLORBMTH 3 -0 FHREAHELEL T
zalfett, HERDOEREORKE Bz, D E20R%E
RIHIET AEHED L VWEEDNS S) ERBL TS
AlEEE R ENE L SN E, UL, 21T H “FEE O
FEBIZ OV TOBENTES T EWnS EIL, BEY
LB OBMR 2R T 5 —EOHENILEBL TH -
TWT, O ENERBRBLUZOBREDVLE W
BHbDELTWVLBEWVD ZERIEHLTBILEND
58,

nB, ZOSEMLRBIELEZ LB, ZEHECR
BHRELT, DIBREEROERIFE SOV TVS
LRI TRENBETIHRETHL 7 7 v FE (Z
OERIZOWTIE, #121F Anderson, 1983 %2 2H) 73H

1993

3, D77 YEIRIE, BRENROBREEICL > TR
WELL D 5 b DY, EREORBREE VRO LT B L,
FRREBRFEOERMEE, b0 EITERRICHES L
TWwbEEZOGNS,

HMOBEDEERE - *%ﬂi%?&o TR LWL D
»¥dH b, Simpson & Burgess (1985) %, zEZmDELIME
kﬂ@ﬁﬁ@%%momf,$&®%§W%774At
LT, BBEESY —7 v bOUEOREER RS L) Fhi
ETHNRNTWB, SOA=16ms DB S ITE AL 238
300ms ¥ TIIFEEDFEE, 500-700ms c‘:%< AR f‘:ﬁU
B REESEELLIATH T, B L BEERI
o THIBTEZERICEI DD I LEERL TS,
Frost & Bentin (1992) %, ML HEFBOEREMELIC
BIBTEHOEELZEEL L TWw5, 15 i1E, Simpson
& Burgess (1985) L [EBEDFH X EHNT, ~7 74
FBOEEE CHRBREY L FBRIT OBE OLE « LY
ZEB TV, ABETEOHE, FUOERE (SOA=
100ms) TIHMBAI 2B k?‘j’bf@&ﬁ’lﬁ{tbgﬁ 55
Z 55 (SOA=250, 700ms TIIHNI R EEE b iEME LY
Bonz, AREEEOSHS, Btk -SOA BRI
BROERMNEM, @ﬁ BRI CHETLI LR
RLTWS, AARETE, BE-FE (1993) »3, KA
KRB L EFRIBOER~ vy F 7 (—HEOT 5
AIVIFRETH?) CETLIRMEEEE 3505
21TV, R -BERD SOA L HHEFEDT 72> b DE
B REEREZREL, 772 MEOREIZL->TH
FEONBEBRBICEN DD Z L EHHAIL T2,

Z 9 LI BMS ERBNE O, HEEOERRL
BRI LT B bDTHY, XROFT
D—HEEROMEL IRV bDTHS, VEDD
BARAFIELT, 59430754 LZTT 14 L8R
BRtA L & —7 v MERICHREYH 2 DT, BEOFIHAMNE
PR OWEREMR H 5 L S I LT, Simp-
son & Krueger (1991) %, HIXRD D & TOSEKE
FLEE A3, Simpson & Burgess (1985) O HIRALIREF & [H]
Oy ERB RS LI, EEMCHIBALE, &
52I5LHHEwRL TV 5,

IV. BRahi-fFiE

ZZET, XREDEHREL BMOEEFEDA > 74
> DMFRIZEEY 3, ITEOHREIAEHERL T &7, &
B EOBRTERTERL>TIEORBLFEL
LT, HBFJBOWELZE - REOMEL, BREWEI
AOPTDEHEFNHEORECERL 120,
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A. ZEHEBEOHR

WEDOSEHEENFZ, LHEHIZ DWW TORFRIZEA 7223,
BEH D VIRERRICOVTORTIINIBEHEN TS, L
»y, EROBEROEOXSEART, HAIREEED
o (HBEVIREY) b (WhYAEERRE 2 F
ZHENRTHY, “—FBFER LI NETEME
WO ZEDBFLEAETH T, ZOIEWXEHT, K
HORERE S 120 o, EBRICIE, FISHILIRER 20T
FLTWBEEVIHIRE2EZD ZEDVHZVLDRIKATDH
2, Lhl, HECHERHEINLER BEO0EZZ2HN,
EENTHLEE-TIVEEDLRSE, 22T, H&EM
PHEGEE L THOWENEEN S, 58 CLHE
ERRERSY L RIS DB EEZONL NS, %
HELERAERELE L L b RO RMAEEE L LOD
ELTHOMLTOLDBELHLEH), I LIRFGIC
X o THEEMEIZ, BiEE, #MeBEOmseE, H5
IR OBFSE & ERERICE T <,
man (1989) 1, WMEOLEM - TLEMEZZLZL 51D
L THAESRMY (systematicity) ZFIEL TWw 5203, I
FEERICHT A SHELSDVEDDT Fu—FT
H5b,
DE2OMNCHEZRT S L, BASHEFECLS (H
HFHREFFHETRV) FRBONTHEN S BT 55
R RGeS B B, Lakoff (1987) 1%, “H&EIZ 7 v+ ¥
FIHIL AT T ORI REETHE 5L L,
%:T@%@%%ﬁﬁ%jv—@xym—fbé”@B
R, p.d60) Lahx, o by A TEHBOEEWFFRADHE
HER->TWw5, F7zH$ (1990) i,%%@%ﬁ@ﬂ
DEHEOMEERY a7, 7ubhdA 7, 2y b7 =2k
DEBZBIEERATHS, LEFEOSFHTIE, 0
ko e REAEEN» L DD, L DEADERKSR LN
IGT 2 TEEOREEL L2 ENFELERDLIES
Do

BRBYROZ LS, #EEOWE & LB OWIEIXE
ErEEE YO, EOEEN ERBEOMETLEE
HOBEBEL LS, XROF TEEHAICEED H
LHHEEOMNE LR - 7-bDE LT, Williams (1992)
kB TFIA IV ITEBNHL, ZITI, fliE, %
FE“Airm” WL THLHREE TH % “strict” 2 5 —
Fy bt sE, XRCEDS TREENRERISIRIE SR
25 (SOA=250, 750, 1100ms), FLHITRVFEERD
“solid” W B 2B OEAE N, #EESXIRTHERY
(SOA=250ms) ICRS>NBDATHD LI HEREG
Twb, ZORRIEZ, EROREREEZELTHOEGE
Bz ERLTWSE, IHRRBEROERED.LH

Barsalou & Bill-

REOHEAREEE ML Twb EZoN D,

B. 2B -RFEEULHIR=

ERBEDOEENDOBL I ERZOFE OREIZ D2
Lo FHLELEEBIIOLMLIWCLTHILTEDEAD b
BRI TRENT VLA HEERENS ST 0IE, YDX
SWELTEENDDIEA D,

Rueck]l & Olds (1993) %, #HLIEEE
HEE) CHICEERESI R I IZLE T, 208
HHEBEBORESZELSZIT D I 2T LED, DT
70 —FIIERFARCOLIETETH S S, EBRRICE
HELPEFRELZIELEZONE L, AE (1993) ©
EEE A RARL L 15 ARk E T 2 FHE SRV
LS, BEOSEZIBILHRIIOVTY, ¥FHIC
Lo TETIDEIDERTT 5 &0 &5 Rif5Es
AETH A5, BEDHG, EMOFHELTZOLD
RIERRETHLEVIAERLDH L0, £HZ D
FOLEIBRILIEBEDLZDONEND T ELEED, L
FonmbElichkhe, LEAFHEAKLEFETED,
EHEIEOMILH 2 WIHEA DAL & W o 7R S
%5 <,

FBE WD LT, FBENCSEEORME - HEH
AJEEIC > T L ARBEONICT S 2 & b HEELRR
BETHhb, Lakoff (1987) D3 k5% Hh 7TV —{biL
AL~V THEH D EBbNEH, THBEETIZE
DEICERLTCHELEHLMIT LI EICEKRER
HEWNHLIZH, iz, —MHLEE i&ﬁ%%km%
BT, EENEL, HD0LERMETW SRS IERERILN
—, HLVRBPTVLETHAD L) Rk z bo—
5T, EEELEROEYN 1 7NV T S LD
HETELEIN, IRV ATLANED X D ICHK
XNHEEL TV A2 ERHLMIT L Lo FENDH S
7255,

HFEONFCBHL T, FicRo LD 2t 757
ALB2FELENRIILTCERALABIE LR SRS
#1%, Swinney & Prather (1989) %, 475 5D
FELEXRIC, BHEESTA L OBEEEERIEL /-
BRI L TR 2 E, 2 HKT T 2 5EX A
C,7ORAE=INBTI74 I TERETO, €Y 22—
WAERBREHICEI L Twb EFEERL T b, 72, Simp-
son & Burgess (1988) i3, /¥ 2, 4, 6FLEENR
2T AL TEBEEITY, INFEL2, AFEETERET 7
L AP RSN, INE6FELETIIRIZIG U 725
BEIREPRGEYNCITZ LB HZERRLTWVS,

¥/, FE - FHELOLOHEAR, BAEPEOMICE

(FEF IRE 7
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EDHLHBEEOWMR L ERIIORM S, Balota & Du-
chek (1991) 13, BEEAL T VYN <2 —BEAEH
REEO—-FBIERE T4 IV Lo THRETL, &
#F71%, Simpson & Burgess (1988) d/IN¥ 2, 3F4
LRI, BEERSELVWIEERRHL TV,

C. BEMLERVENFTHLHRE

KD HHEEHFTOP LIRS, LEIPFFEINL T
LEE-TH, HRBOBESIRFIFLNTHETE 24
BDA VT4 OMBEBHLTHY, F14 L3 —ADH
RHRINTWBEEE>TSH 100msec »5EFWVEF WL 1
WADZ EBBbORTVBRICEEE->T W5, LL,
HEOHALZHADBBRERIN T 2 L IREL S,
BoNABHMIGETENH D 0D, HIEBERVLIFHERE
WTHEMESEHE SN BBEHRETLILHEHEET
bHb, WHEM (1990) 1, FHREEZFLT X MLE
T, 17X o FHIS N BEBEIEGE R L > TH
FEINBHFEXOVTRETL, R, BRARERZLE
DM S, BEBROBERLBELZXTT 28BN
2ZEERLTWS, 23 LIBEOEELHRLISLLD
KR A L LT, Holbrooketal. (1988) i, #&+ 5
ERBEERECHIHTE BRI LIBMOREEINS
L3 2 REEESE (conditional retention theory) %%g
IBLTWw3,

¥ 7o, BHENLSEENIE LS L, TBRRKREL
TEOZEELVEETH D, RLANYTOERRE
EWnS ZETR, B—RIBORER LD LEIMEES N
BHRTHIABEESIA S VIR VIEIBELE
(implicit memory) DOFHHAZHWIHELEKE b
D, Simpson & Kellas (1989) & Gorfein & Walters
(1989) ¥, WANCEZ SN XIRTOFEEN, £k
DB L TREWANY TRKERRE L DI L BR
LTWw3, 2o DRI, FRESREINDS & &,
WO L EELIREEN S A Y — T 5L WwI, ERENE
BOBROFRIIGL TLHEINNTH S, 512, NHE
FEOFHE VI Ao i, EELRORKEVWARLE,
EROEE*R{BFTE LT 5HENH S (Miya-
ke et al., 1992), Elzdi 72k S5 K EHRBOMBICET
LEANBARIINS Wh D L nds, BEROKRFFE
W EDS RN RERERSEEERD IS I LB IN
Z b

V. & U

Z 2 THEERBHROBL 2HEE R T &, FHED

BIFIZ bz o 2728, {Bx OFEHREBEICDWTIIEAD
TEhhol, TNTHEEFELT—HIVITERL
LT LTI EFeshizrolzbDidE v, fl
z1E, FHESEECSHEOBBAE (e. g Hirst, 1987)
3% ORBOWTH 5, £72, BHLEBFEER-TH,
FESREZIZ, TORFMLHOZ CHERACBD 258E
MEEZDSCH>TCEERHEMRTHY (e g H L,
1984 ; Wydell et al., 1993), S BRI ORTREE I,
NA Y U HNDOFERFR « WEHIZ DO TR T 2 FHH
DEZ-5Tws (e g Gerard & Scarborough, 1989) .
S, KIXTHRY EF72b 0, Y EFgroizd
DHEED, Fl, ERAEDUADLDLED, LIV X
S RHEMHEVERT 2 2 L LEbh 55, Rk,
HAZENSEUHEICBWITHHOFS 2R L2562 L
PHALTBE L, #hi3, AFREBEDSS, EF
LIRG E WS B - B - BRESERHCBEEL & o
BORLIVATLRERZLBObDTHS, HlziE, 7o
RAE—INRTTA4 IV TEERTY, ERMLSENEL
HERRZEM L OB v v 7RKEOHEETIT-
72354, BEENSEE LRENLSEN L EERRICRRE
WO REBRDETREN D 2 HEDFE L IX, BB 2EHRER

H5IHIBLDTH 5,
(IBEHE ANEEBR)

s~

E

1) %FEL WS DI, SEPIIE, U OOETZICERNEE
MDD ZEROEBESHEL TV EIHAICRY, BFREERL
R4 22 emn%n, Lrl, GERESEHNLZLOTHY, L
HESHFOMRTLSHELATEREIRANZATHROLI LS
%W, FIT, KRX TR, $EFLVOHEL, FcHsoR
WRY, EERZBZLAVLVERTES (KL, EBEOWH
FCRRIEREZLERTIVLORERZEDLA T 3) &R T
2k51, BELEAGTREBL VL EETAKOSEE R LHE
FHREH» SR T2 2L 3SBROBETH L, &8, &K
WL AT OV TR, BIZE, f (1988) *&H,

2) EFNVDOFEL WHEE X Simpson (1984), Bubka & Gorfein
(1989) %M, Simpson (1984) &, ZTD2D2DEFT NI,
FEZDOEMEY] (dominance) WIRFEL TRYIA - HOKREDN
WEERBEEITO LT 5FEH7 7 X EF NV (ordered access
model) 2z 72 3ERZEHL Twb, LRLFFIET VI,

COBHT 7R RAXRSEEL R ET B A TSR E T
TH5d,

3) 7P “UERED” XIROFFI I HHSEEE NIz b T TR W,
¥t A4 COFEREALDD, XIRLEREKLA VS
A THEITLTACOYDTH RN T 2EENTE LY S
T, XIREBEERZ LD E L TRV E Th- AR, 2B
HWEFZ b,

4) A4 TR IALTENNT A LANERE DS WLED
BB, 7, 77y MW TAFEL L TELHAVHLNEEE
BN o, EET7 7 AOEL L THELYEATWS
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(Balota et al. 1991 % &M8), —ME@wE L TdH, HHEEONHE
AERESZADOTREL, FRFCHMLLY -7y bAD
MEEZIEEE T 3EBETHD, UROSR RIS 5 DI,
YRR O—ETHIERN T4 3> 7 52FH0 5 LS B
EMDEFL I, ERFR, BET 7 ADORME > TS
2ODBRIIMIGT 25— v MLEIMEEINLIEHR%,
Wy 2 D—KNTI34 307 CEB7—T4777 bETEHER
2MH % (Glucksberg et al., 1986), ¥ —4 v METRIZ L » T
W74 LDEBEEHINT, XRABESERCXNT 2
7 —4y MLEAMEHE X N TV B a[EEME OB TH % . Glucks-
berg et al. (1986) &, Ny 77 —=R7 74 IV 72T
2, =7y MCEUDIBEER > TERERT- LR, ER7T
JXADBRSNTELTwS, EL, 2Oy I7T—FTFS
4 2 7HITE, BEMLHELI S (e. g. Burgess et al,,
1989)

5) FEZEOEMIFFIOXIRIC L ZMEEEFHED D LI ERTID L
kT FONRT WS,

6) HHEEMEICOWTIZF DIETHIZ, Rubenstein et al. (1971)
OFERIZ, MEO—BHICEL THRHOLBE»H % (Clark,
1973), BFERHLIC X 5% EME (Jastrzembski, 1981) 2 i,
B LA EOF R SIH3 vy (Gernsbacher, 1984), & fzdft
b5,
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