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Overview of Research on Written Arguments
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This paper provides an overview of research on comprehension and evaluation of written

arguments (ex. editorials, articles, and persuasive texts) from the viewpoint of text

comprehension research. Readers use two ways of case building and evidence weighing. When
readers interacts with writer's argument, they build a case more frequently than weigh
evidence. Several important factors are pointed out ; reader, text, metacognitive engagement

during reading and argumentative knowledge. More studies on the process of interaction with

writer's argument is needed.
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bhbhid, BEEFCECTHEL2RT A b (text)
AR UEENB L0, TOHRTERLRTVET —F 2
A v b (argument ; #al, Vi) %, ED X S WCHML
TehaHliL T ABDOEA S, Fi, HbED LS
T=F a2 AV FPEERLTWDDREAS S M,

FEXDT F A LMY, T3 A 2 HET L ER
LFITHERINDEELETOWTHLAC LT ERL,
BOEF VIRV THEbRTOWIEEMIE, FELTY
A, PN TH-N, THIEKHL, WHE, ¥, 3%
£ e (argumentation) 78 &, kAT Y + VLD T
F A FRHEEY R, TOHEME T L ERT HPES
fibhTET\W5 (Graesser & Britton, 1996; van Dijk.
1997; ¥k, 1998)., = DT, Graesser & Britton (199
6) 12, AFLLTHOT —F . 2 v Mz, HEFEANTK

BB 56 LIERFL T 5, FliE, &S (editorials)
BT BT —F 22 MIBEFLRATOMOM L
HThh, AC—FRFRTBTUL, EE LHEEOM
TiIrbh TV HAEMEHTH S, BN d, K
DFEEHDOFZRCBF2HEEHALL, A —FOH1E
MI7eait XD X 5T, —ADACEW Tt {Thh T
WBH L DR ATWS (van Edmeren, Grootendrst,
Jackson, & Jacobs, 1997),

ZOEMOL L, ARTRES, HEABCRT S
T—=F 2 AVIEREDISRXELZBRTE IO KR
N5 (IH), &K, 7FAMYKRTT —F 2 2 v o
NbhfcBaERD L, RS- HBHT R P OR
BrERLUE (IHA), 7—F 2 4 v i L case
building & evidence weighing @ 2 DO &ILA D 5 Z &
(M#B), #HAFH e case building H TV Av B DA
(IEC) oW TDHMRAEXFLDE, VAT, EH
DT —F 2 AV FMHOHEFHZT —F 2 AV PO
TOHBED R TEE RN, BERC, G&OELKET
Tiel, SATFRTFAINOT —F 2 A v EMHEVER]
THEO S r e A FICRA T AL EN A RHT 5
(V.
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HBHREIZ Lo\,
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FaorVv ML, ABRCELLMWERW LT —F 2 A v
I (formal argument) & IZXFIEh, [HSAETH
5] TBELLATHA] EVvofERd ST ( “informal
argument” ; FHRXMLT —F 2 1), /2, BHE
BHRTRONAT —F o 4 v OB, SOOI
ABETHAID, Py ZEDWTDEE, Py 7D
WE, BEMBLENRT —F o 2 v F OB E
BB HEL 52 50N BH D (Means & Voss,
1996; Voss & Means, 1991),

B, T—Fa AV FEWSBENMELNDRE, T
h il L Z20F%REED2EEL LR TWS
(Nickerson, 1991, Stein, Bernas, Calicchia, & Wright,
1996; Stein, Bernas, & Calicchia, 1997; Voss & Means,
1991), —2%, BEAFDORIZIEL, WPCHE LS
HEYETTHILYH—DBENETHLDOTHB
( “disputative argument”; Nickerson, 1991), HH D:E
BET7—-FaAviEwdEE, LELIEZD, S8ICk
HIEEERT\IC RS Y THR D,

L5 =2, REBELLTO7—F o2V TH
b, WEERPEFACE VTR, FHAYERL, HEY
il 2wk ->T, AL DEROEBA ST LI
D, FROIEHMO BB (weighing) %1775 &%
T—=F oAV ERY, FEPCEEFHLH VB reasoni-
ng Gh#l) 2#ERLTV5, ZOffETIE, 7—
FaAVE, BBEVET—F LAV IEEFAKLTF R}
i, —#ic, GFHL (evidence), ¥4k (claim), Hio
* (warrant) 7o E DBRERYFO L5 BER Ik
#2H B (Toulmin, 1958, Voss Voss, Blais, Means,
Greene, & Ahwesh, 1986; Chambliss, 1995), 7%,
Toulmin (1958) i, fHinf/sRERE LT, BS
(backing), KGE (counterargument), R (qualifica-
tion) DEHELIRLTW5 GREEWDWTIk, #KH, 199
BEBRBOIE), R1ET —F 2 4V MEBEDO TR
BREYRLI, Fh, £21X, #FWRCR - THbRT
WAEERBREREY IS DTH S,

ROAREBEANDOBRELFACETTAHL S, KEEK
BREB T h, [BEDOHENTIRTHE
BHBHDORMET I ENTERCEEN D GEHD 2
L, MOAEHARER TS (FR)] WS8R0 -
oo TOBERKZ, Tedlheb, ROAZEETZE, £5
L BRFIER2MHETIENTESLRLSL] L)
BRSIBRD5, (METIERIATVW2END S
(BES)] &o, [BREOHIEN THEM L MIXTHEH
dqhisWB b, BROAZIIER TS GBRE)] &5
b Rbhfc, REDOFRKZ, Flrl TROAZRE

1 Toulmin (1958) D7 —F . 2 v
(Voss et al,, 1986; Chambliss & Garner, 1996)

Bl E E
F5& (claim) HR BT OEHR
BYL (evidence) TRHYZFHL LS L LTREI N~
HOEELH
HhH-sir FREFHMAORTF R DT, THCH
(warrant) AEHPHRD Z &

E S (backing) 98, H#l, Bl S, FRIC L -
TT7~F 2 AV b o%(LT550D

GE FET —F AV INEFETH, FL
(counterargument) W FEiE & LR
PRz FEREBAOEFBLYHEOLRMETIRE

(qualification) X€¥35H D

%2 EHRIEBITAT —F oA FOBREE

B -

assumption
;?n;?;]lem premise /implicit conclusion
& premise
Toulmin .
(1958) warrant claim
Voss, et lai
al. (1991) reason claim
Chambliss d lai
(1996) evidence warrant claim
Stein &
Miller reason position
(1993)
Kuhn causal
(1991) evidence theories

AR Ligy, 7ndle s, TREFIPBILTEEL
B sns] (KGE BA¥EFLhBEAS5 (R, 199
(O]

refEL, BlOW - BSOS - KGE - BEX, BEOD
T=F LAV FTREHIRRVC ERS, HEMIC
7 —F 2 AV IRELARBIZEWTL, BB EIC
BWTT 5, Toulmin DR LICHEWET —F 2 AV F
BEERRRD, JHRPRESTH M fThbhadZ tizth
THH, b-EOLBESDUBEIHTHIHEA (B
evidence) T L » THER IR TV 5,

Stein et al. (1997) X (KA BE&E2ET] [KAB®
BT DD E S E ot SiE S BT B RS
DYEYBRECTKER, LEFTHILLTVS 2 AD
BEANYDOELLDNHTER»ER L, WXL T 517
BERAOIGHRE2AYHCLTHERIR TS, S
2, BHROBEEERCRITS, [7—-F 2V P ZH
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T 5458 ( “argumentative knowledge” | X Erh D%
MAZDOWTDOFEZFOHE) OBREYEHEE L, FHnc,
WEREIC 2 NDBHAHDOEELT N FRIC O T L HE
MERTHRHEREXEEH IR, 715122 Toulmin (1
958) HIRULIHRERERD > bil#l & BhS13 s, 5
WRPGEERENZT TR TS, TORKRE, S#HHM
DWTRHTHHFHMOTFRICHF L THLAERTE S
By, HOBERT A0 F ROV TIHETRNO FER &
NL4CET T, BT, REFBEBICOVLTL,
MTFHOERCH L TIERTESA, BHHYDFERCS
25O3HWETHD LV HBOIENFHM ( “asymm
etrical knowledge” ) B—H L THSh - (Stein & M-
iller, 1993; Stein et al, 1997), Z D X 52, BESET
T —=F 2 AV IEDBERIRARL, o EHH5D
S SRTHHEMCE - THERIh TR, 1T
A DR ERIER IR ERE0,

LT AT, “argument” ZHAETR DL S 10E
HINTWBEREAS5H, “argument” OHKEFRO [H
Fl, TERROEmR] (Pt 1984) 13, 22D E%KD >
LRI Y T2 /MEmTHA S, —F, T, T8,
BAHEEOHRTRINS (L, T8t (Bt 19
8) WHIMTHONREELEZ bR A, ZhICBE L,
HE - LEP (1996) 12, BRI OTEESMIIC O 2175
F¢, “discussion” WEHHEVWEHREFBHEELY T
NTWb, HHwwkbe, “toargue” i, T&4#K (deb-
ate) FAHKRRC, B - SO, T - AEFOBRMARL
1o h iR AT T 5 (reasoning) T &2, L v BRI AY R
SHIZ S LT 2B BH] L5, %7, HAZE
T (FEwmT 5] L X0, TRUTAI NwT 5]
EWD T LWV ERNT S (i - AUEF, 1996), K
MTh, BRCOLTRANSHELYHTZ L, H5W
BEXORBEDOLDEI[FLTT —F a2 v b EES 2,
ZOBRICHEFASEE PR E R T 5,

M. ®BRAXFEDLS(CHRERTUL S M
A, 7—F AL PERRIETFR b

I TRULICRBERO7 —F 2 2V FART F A
M2k, BAIZ LD X 57 b DR HDIEA S b,
Chambliss (1995) i3, BEFAFREBEE BTV 5
W7 —F 2 2 v+ ( “lengthy written argument” ) &
LT, HEO#HE (editorials), #3ED#H 3 (magazine
articles) , JA%G - €3 % BFCW5, —RIZ, B}, B
B, 35077+ 2+ (persuasive text) 124}, 7 —
FLAVIREERTVAHLELLRTWS, %7, &

WMDY —ALTeBHMBE LT, HABOa2v 7Y 7 v iz
DWW T O (Stein & Miller, 1993) 22— D RE H348
EIh Tz WTEhhit-ER b FHIRT
W5,

THFALEWOSHERAC I BEROBRL, AL—F2
BREXEUHBUER L ED L KA TRELDTHA
Sh, HBVRRACBE LALSOBEY TERIN&ER
i, 7FEATEHMBEE LRI s TEEDhEHX
NTWDH, FLWEHEE LTKRD X 5 N %Fs
hs,

B, H2OHYTIR, BE2BLI s ERHE L
T, HBEOEEM (credibility), %7 (attractivenes
s), B (similarity), M 7s & OFEBROEM 2,
SfHH 2 3 22— 5 VORRHEARD FFSRT
Zioh (B, 1989), CHHIHAFMOERE VS L b
IAMERSLVCREERTH -7, Fhcst L, &
TDORFETIE, T2 MUHEPLEHCEEL h2 52 &
DL IR TE, HAFUOHNPSERI &S
NYTHhTW5, #HlziE, Kardash & Sholes (1996)
CEhuE, THRRERBMAL 0 T8RRI EbLL
Vi (Shommer, 1990) &\ 5 B ##HmME S (epistemol-
ogical belief) VIR L, RO LB LML —FEF*IE
LWERRDSITRT VLW D, i d, FRFAREN
BN EDL HWRDDLEFH S HH (Kardash & S
holes, 1996) %, < DR L Fiars & DHws
(Kardash & Sholes, 1995) 234 DBEIC 5 2 5 28N
BadhTuws,

UL, A —F, MBI D o —v g v
BERRD, 7FAFTRERDY Lic» (looking bac
k), BB 5 AT (rereading) Z & M TX 5,
Chambliss & Garner (1996) %, A 7s &4 5 ¥ < #21F
TWET7 =F 2 AV P THNE, ZATFLL>—EF*
AL OEREHH LI OBKLETZ LItk 5T, B8
FOERTHHENMEEEBLIRE Z EATREICIC S
EHERBLTVS,

THTE, W XOHEBHT 2 LB (expos
itory text) & OBICIZED & 5 7oy - HEEN D B
DIEHS D FUXTHBRTLRCHEA TN I T
BEAME - & AF—~<2EBLAL IS, RZTr
HETHHS, BAMBSESLFIM LIcERbe 7
EABRTHhRTWAELEEL RS,

O SCEMBNZ LICHF IR 84 I T, 4bm (19
9 3, HEWEREE, —DODL - LTI TR e
WEWS TR EL R /L, A
MBIz, BRVRIALDOHMCE 2 HHBELRET L
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foo KBIMERCOWTOXEY KFPAECHEEY, B
REBEABELB LIS, BRAFERDOLNILD
FoTVABRE—HLLEE - RUIXEAZADL S
2B, —HLTWitWHEHEL s, EETHECEEZET
ZENRERK, L, ZZTET - F AV PEW
SEESIZOWTRfh ShTunishiedic, Py 71
HNTEBRELIVRHAAFOBER LA LI T VS, LIt
BoT, BELVIOIBENED LS BRERYED,
EDLORBETHAHIDIC, —H L -HEDPRI I
DARRTEBZDRE DT O MIZ T - T
A%

M L BSOS E LT, Chambliss & Garne-

r (1996) %, ¥ TRELOHELXRT TV 5, @3 XD
FIZEERTWAT —F 2 2 v ML, TE - B - B
DI EDERBERNLOE D » T\ B, oifL, {EX
DERENREODEFLEFNCRT TCELHATFYR Y
T, ThbOEEYHELTHI LT, KATH-TH
FEW L X 57 (Chambliss, 1995),
HoDBMO—SBEIX, NEDERTHS, HOICE
X, BN WCTEERE LTEEABRSh T
HTEBBEENTVEHH, WHXTRFERELYESTS
7obil, FERPLTHMABIRINTIY EIFSh TV BHE]
EUERDDES, flE, EEFR, HPOFERER
RUu2FREEyFEHET L Lo iz 5 XE D B
T, B L OERYEZERDIZI NS VS
5, THLLXER, HATFREREFOEETLIAR
B HEEET 5] L5 EE] (van Dijk & Kintsch, 1983) %
WoTWBHIENE Y, 1, BEXTFURFONEYH
AFEETHEV S BREYF TV 0hhb 5
T, AATFAZLIELE, #JBIhilL, E552%2
WEWS, TFAPEMBICHAEZHILEZ S,
HAFREBEFVNEX L@ OLHRELYIE-> T
BERBLREWZELBEIR T W5 (Garner & Ale-
xander, 1991),

B. 7—Fa A2 pAD2DDOX

EHMALRENOR D L, RTEDOHML TBROE
WORHTH Y, FRZEMOMEEEMRNTHDDOH
HEHTH A LEZ BN TS (van Eemeren et al,
1997), ZOHMD G & TR, RHAXDEBEFIL, HFATF
HBTHECOET g vEREOI LIRS, —,
AFRIEBEFOT7 —F o4 v P RHME - F LT
o, BEFOT —F .2 v EHEERT A,
HATFER TR TR TWADOMZEEL, ZhET
DR REAEDBR TR TV AHGCERLTE

7.

H2OHEEFRC LK, a0 ER GREL kK
FHOBRIZOWTO AEN#BLES ) Kardash & S-
choles, 1995) R F & » ZIZDOWTEDELSIL, THICE
<&, iE#L, RO HOTFRFERL EANDKIGIZ A
AT AENTHENS (LVE o —& LT, Kunda, 199
0), Lord, Ross, & Lepper (1979) %, K¥4EL G2,
FEFIEREILDORFEZDSHTFA M L ERTHE, 5
HOMIEZFIZ DT 2 DO ERL A R L e,
FAFREH A FIZOWTOIFH, ThbbHEASDES
RHDLLDEFECHUITH DL HLZ Ll
L, TORER, 3O0E1 VI AERIATV5, K¥
412, ORFOIGEEXED D HOIMEHIs &5 1
TA%RRLI, QFRER THICIBIOREE L v LER
1278 o7 ( “polarization effect” ), @—BFRYIZEE S\
7EELTH, BRUICIZDL EDIBICKR -7 ( “rebou-
nd effect” ),

RALETALBEDS, HFATFERBERCLLEE
BPEZ LT LT L L 57, Garner & Alexander (19
9 DEE—FEERTIX, KA, KEHEILRE RO RA MK
TOAMDERC OV TOFHLFEL R L, T+ 2
FOEENRL T RERN S S D Tikieh -
fo. 2HEAMBOUMEDORER, TIROEENMEEEEZ
T, BEEOHENIDH L E (certainty) @& AH, &b
LA L OB ic > Tute, (7, TFRA MO ERELE
BBR—EH LTIV AT LIS, —H L TWBndir
DHHEDHH, 7F AL OEREE S FETET W
(Garner & Alexander, 1991 D& -8 ; F v v 71T,
BEBSF TOWED BIERIZOVT),

ZDLBE, T—F 1AV REDL S ICHEM LM
FTEDOEGCSRBE, KRe7 —F 22 v 2L
DB TERVHE LRI TR IR TE L,
BT —F AV MZELIKRC, FEHLO LB ME (T
vy, FILWEFRCHZET S Z Lb HhiE (weigh
evidence), EHEEI DGV D BB L, BRI ELE
BEZILWT Ed BB (case building ; HH DB % H
#T5), BiFxSteinet al. (1996) D E 5 & Z ADHKER
w (ERNDERDL, BWERADOEL TR L, KEFIE
BINIHFONBT BB L ThICHIGT D2 #
2D THH, BREIHEER ([~1 72800, #E
BT, BV ERCLELREOE HCR G
51 M4 5,

C. 7= Fa AL " ~DHILICEEEZ523ER

ZDESTENE, MEBZBDIESSH, TsdFHAi
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FRISHIEHVEAEEZLICDIEAL S I, HAFORAS
HBRPEEEFETHEUMNET - 22 /R T5 L,
T AR EDICOEESTEREY Lich, FIOHBPLT
O ELT, F—2ALETELAPEENBLE 2
sz E A4\ (Chinn & Brewer, 1993), BRI 5 —
BREYHIHDELTETANBRb VI, THICKGE
LIS ETEH, ZOBEBINTDVRERLIDTSH S,
LLFTiE, 7—F 2 AV b NORIGICEESY 5 1 5 ERF
, AT - TFAL - AEFEED 3 T ThRX
%,

1. AHFER
F—C, siATORRN EHAH, ZEMNOBEEOoRS,

BEOTRE) CEoT, BABEILTHENE SR
75 % (Chambliss & Garner, 1996, Dole & Sinatra,
1998), Hlz i, AR 7 —F oAV PR ED X5 1TiL
ZTVWBBIZI T, ThNORIGTIRLLTHS S,
MFCELI 2T “dispute” LRIEZRCHED
nBETHLLE, LTFLL, FMExEASTRY, F
AR ZH - T HRDICHFOT —F 2 2 v bR KR
(Ef) Lis<Th it wws ez bd (Nickerson,
199D, ZThii, FROHMOHMW L FEL 52 Tw
555, BBEBELLT, 2HFEY L -5 LK
THIEXHAPELTWSBD, HEVTEERLHBLZ L
PEHMAIC L 5T, 7—F 22V DL FIVEH T
K HAEMDE DD (7T A Y DTETHHELLERAETD
%L Nickerson, 1991),

2. T MEHR

B, TEAMUIDOERELT, 7TFALOHER
BHAETFORE, AT+ A 0, ZFOH S (c-
ontentious) WA%RH» T WBE, SiAFITEXTF
DT ~F 2 AV I ELLBETEIENTES LW
5. Chambliss (1995) i3, B D 4EREIC DT D
RFECHER, XETR, [RERIETFE7E
KIEADLILNE S5 LD 5] BRI E LN
RETHEERS] R EOBRUL, ZZhbErhb
(G OITEIR AL TV ] SV ER/BNSERT
Wi, BERBEYBELIE A, FEAFIRHIICOFHL
L7 ~F . AV DR BEXRERETE, EEFOT —~
FoiAVIRHEBETELZLAHLMTK ST,
ELWHENMIEIR TS Y w 7 THENE S
L5 Ay, contentiousness DREEOIE L BEEN D
%, Lord et al. (1979) ® Garner & Alexander (1991)
DT, HTFLHE—2OELWERBEIN TS

ROV Yy 7R >TW5B, b BAHA, TFA
FOBEXZFRIEBEZFORMEND Y, ThEHmAFIE
Z, SHEAFAFHBEFORENCRS Z LW BET
H5, LrL, AFRLEOMEY, MIEIERH T
TWABRBREZER S0 5 TR WAIR L » T, BED
ZFIEDFTBEDLBETHAS S,
IULHBHTFRA P THELDITIT, bhbheTL
bobdbHbLLBAYTHAHZ EMNEE LY (Chambliss
& Garner, 1996), Ft, AFOEEFY 5| FoDIT,
~ v ¥ (hedge) R@PFHEREDA X + F 4 22— A
(metadiscourse) AL, EEDOEBEY 7T+ A +NT
FZHTHRAALH 515 (Crismore, 1990),
THEFAIDL - ELH L ICBEL, HEMLT —
¥ o 4 v} (causal argument) #FHEA LI E A, A4
TADDD - iR R TAEEEE LD ENTEL
WS HENDH S (Slusher & Anderson, 1996)., HEM
BT —F a2 AV EER, BLERCETEZERMOBE
B, I ETHHNICOVWTOEETHY, —FHOHRE
PICBEEDH B H ¥E (causal scenario) &, HHAYHE:
B (logical reasoning) DM in&gEh b, 22T, HmHE
FIRER, BR\CERTOGRML & FR DM DOBROHEE T
BhH., WHIRKEAERRIZ, THEWLEM T 1
RGP L] ZERFBTHTFA M, HEWNIK
T—=F 1AV ERBHTIRIAWT —F o2 v b A
Lich D gEe, ML, fiHd, HENcEgEmT
A RPN E WS FRYSHT A LD, 4
WL BERYA T L > TERBEORED 2 5 =
ArHBLIcbDTHDH, &L, AICERYZHT
Loz, BRHEOHMEBESR FattEHR) Lo
DTHotc, TOKE, REMT7 —F . AV A
LcE, BAEER—HLTUWAELSTH->TLHLE 5|
WizhEhT, HAFOBEYTFAPAEELTL
LDHENCESH B EnEShote, EELIZZ ORI
DWT, REW T —F . x v #BATLIET, HIL
WHERY IR TADCFIAAREHE (Bh) 1n4%<
T ototcd?l, EEELTWA,

3. nEBHEE

=FBCETMEAONE S L TR e
i1, Chinn & Brewer (1993) %, LB A% [ L X4
BB, (542 DNE~OEEOREY %55 |
MEFWZH S OEBOEYH Y FERT S X 5o RE L&
Bty TENMLBETHLHEEFRLTWS,

T F A PHRNENOEER, BEELD T v A D0
TTH B L7 Dole & Sinatra (1998) @ CRKM £ 5
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(Cognitive Reconstruction of Knowledge Model) =%

WTh, BERGBHERO—DLIR TV, Z0EF
WRRMOEY, #HE20BEY, BHEEFOMRYS T 2
ADDBEEK, TIbLRICH > T4 (existing
Concepts), B3}, A v 2—C Db H 2T X (c
omprehensibility) &% - & % 5 L & (plausibility), % L
T A 2B 7cBIS (metacognitive engagement) 225
Bp, ZZTEELOII A 2BMOBIEIER, iz,
ROPFRED 2 o £t~ OFOMBBET HFEEP7 —F 2
AV IEOWCEDREEZILhZET, B0
BECE W TITbh TWBDIE, RIEPNEEC2\WTD
BWEBEL, FOBES 222 BULTCORNETH S,
Garner & Chambliss (1996) X Zh ¥ B0 SETEH L
TWw5 D [FHEAFIZ, EEHEG (mindfully) AE - BBk
ZERIN, BCH>TWAIERELTVWAZ LR
LLAEDLETT+A FANDFEREMBER TS Z & BHEI
£%, IsRIEHIE, DI BRERFEAFTH-Th, 3%
BT FAPDOHRT, 7—F .2V FDRERBERY R
R35Z2R%Lur6THS]. L, BVBEL
REBHZED L5 DTH B, EDXSHRED
FTT 2+ ORFEHR LEVBIENE DD
TiX, EREHLMARC IR TV,

V. 7—Fa1AL MCETIHHOEE

B, BIAXHADT7 —F 2 AV MIED L 5104
BIhTWBDEA5H, RaXxHmBECIZ, 7—
FoA VI RBRIETER P THBIE S BED L~
NV, EER - GE e EOBREROFMEO L, Lkl
LTDT7 =F 2 AV P OBBEEHD VAR EN DT
5, BEFO7-F .2 v 0B\EATbALTRER
‘B7g\v> (Chambliss, 1995), FHAFDESEMITHER T
FREBANITFAPOPRTEORIC L T, BEF
DT —F AP EHEFATHHEART, AFREH
DT7—F.AVIRHE - WEL, BCREBENTHA
b5, MAXDHBERNTHAFDOT —F o 2 v S
DEINVED L STBEBRLTVWBDMEDONTIE, ¥1°H
L TIRIgV, ZHICBL, EEDO AR X 5358 (neg-
otiation) i (discussion) K OWTDHIENEE Iz
B EBbh5s, FITIE, 7—F a2 AV FDERDOM
BEOT7T—F 2 AV IOBMDO L 5cHEFERANL D RE
CRoWBTHAS,

Stein et al. (1996) X, HB P » ZIZONVWTDT —
Fax v FCHETLEBS, MBORIRPLB ORI
HBEEXDLEERMLT VS, RUDEHHIIEVMO

MBIOFGDR, FIEDOMBD AV » b EHBEDTH
DEBREDVT I N EL DHBYESTVWEMLLTH
h, Zhix, 22007 —F AV DEBICILRDD
CEERLTWA, ¥k, 5 L7 —F .2V MCE
THHBOIERBHCIIBAZER DB E VS, -1ED
HODOXFROZHEREMFOTROANZREREEN S
HERTVWBHEREDL VT, BHODFERIZOWTOR
SCRPEE (BRCBGE) #2815 LR TEAHERE LW
B, R, TEHH, Zi - B - FEOVTHICIGET
EREHL, BEEVLHEOATHEHRIFEY E X T
co BlZE, RUTAVBOHFE LY T - 1okt
R, MENP LT OUBEBELERTH ENTER
N7, MELDIBSOVBEMRE L FRAUICK
boleX7 X 0d, BRKEASDONB~DGERLCHED
FROGZHBHRE I RABTEZ ENTET L, &
ROoDHBEBONULDFES>TWBI LR LT, &K
DT e e ATHFLEBOERALIEN LT, B O
BEHR LI FETA L5 RERYHFENHBEZ &
MDTERIDI, ZP~NEHIrRIDTHA S (Stein
et al., 1996),

¥, BADERANDOKE, HEFhEHT 5KE
KOWTH->TWAHAIZ, BOORFTH®R TS X >
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HEELY, 7T—F oA v IiERI A LEL T, Thb
b, HBHOERBESHEML, BHAETS, B O/
LOBMDATH SO, W1 FOBRANETFSh
LI Bls EOB{LhA R bhic, B E—&LzAL
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BIZOWT2OD0HBYRTRIC, FADH{E LTH
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B, [ 7273 RN5] [KEGIB| 7o EOHENET
BHENES YK AT 2 TBDIL, T AW &35
HHTFEHER] THA (Halpern, 1996), #l2i¥, HFriv
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