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Effects of Test Format on Student Performance in Japanese Oral Tests :

A Comparison between Group Format and Interview Format

HORIKAWA Yumi

abstract

This paper investigates the effects of test format on student performance in Japanese oral tests by analyzing
student discourses during tests. In a high-intermediate Japanese course, 6 Korean students took two types of
oral tests: the group format and the interview format. Student performance was analyzed in terms of fluency,
accuracy, and complexity based on Skehan’s (1996, 1998) approach. The results showed students spoke more
accurately in a group than in an interview. The result of fluency was not clear because only one measure
showed significance. Complexities were not different between the two formats. Although the problem of small
size was admitted, the importance of considering the nature of test format in test design and score inference

was implicated.
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PERE - BSHEHAFTIEBIAEFETAINOERE LT, RBELZBRENS W —CHET LM vy —F
KOFA M=V ON TV B, FERDA V¥ Ea—F A ME, ZEBRELDOEBEORY &) 25§ 2
BEIF¥ (authenticity) OBWT A NFETHZ EE L LN TE, LHALEE, 1 V¥ P2—F X M,
REREVWZREICEM A T AR CEAFEIEDONL L), HESH L IELR 2 HRFUREER O LAERS
N (van Lier 1989; Lazaraton 1992 45), ME—DAFEF A M ERE LTHWONE Z L ICHHIOFEN LI T3
(Swain. 2001 %),
CDEIBRA VI —FAIOHAEZITTHEEENRTWE T A MERD 1 20755, FFERLOF LAV
%M?%fW—fﬂﬁ%N7%ﬁ®é%fxbf%é AV 2 —ICHRSMEREOTIBRNTEICZY
HEMZII 2=y —3 3 VIGEWRFENERT 2 LEbTw5Y,
ﬁ%TXF-%WT‘TXF%KﬁTXFﬁ%ﬁ%@%&f?pkd§<@§%fxfm%%ﬁﬁ&fwél
ETHAHH (Bachman, 1990). 1 ¥ a2 —BRETNV—T / R7ERITEB L, SBEORFELLELLD
DX, EROBY ., $BaRo Taylor (2000, 2001) DA TH b, Taylor DX, EFEOLFEHEE VWHIEH I, S

F—TJ—FFETAMN FU—TER, 41 ¥ Ca—FR, /73 -< U X, MNEH
* PR 16 EREEA ERHAFEL
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B HARERET A MNIBWTT A MERAPZBREORIEICS X 5%

M7 A MIBIFEZHREOSETHOENTHELPIILAZS 02, AERE EFTEFOSFET A MIBWTIL,
[ ChHolzh] [EHTHo7zh] &, SREOREEROBEIZOVT LA 2 ENE LV EETH 5,
FIZ T, RBIRTIE, 29 LAFMOBEEREICANT, FV—THERES VI 2 —FEROKFET A MBS
15 ZBREORFOHMEFL, BEMAERIZIE, Skehan (1996, 1998) D7 7u—FICETE, HHS - ERS -
BRSO 3IDOOBARS, I V—TERES VI a2 —FROKFHET A MIBI 2 ZBEOREORE L TS
Bo MTAMIBIBZZBREDST7 +—< VAPOREEZHLPICTAILIZE T, T A MEROBERPLT 2
NMEEOBRO IO, L) ERNZREEZEEZ L2 BIRLZ V.

2. &fTHR%

21 RE-FX>IJFAMDETI

FPFEIUDIC. AC—F U FTFRAMIBIFENT -V ADEF IV %#TRT, Skehan (2001) X, McNamara
(1995) 1ZEDWT, AE—F VI TFAMNIBFEIN T3 =< VADEFLERIRLEZ (M1 EF VORI
IRT =V ADPEZONT VBN, TONRT =< VY ARREFHEEZBALTHEECERINTVE Z 05,
[T 4=V A=TAMEE] TE RN EPbPDL, TR N7+ -V ALEEYSZ2ERE L THEE.
ZEREDERS. YA D3OPBETONTEY ., BEOSHERIUSN O - 2 EZERPEE - HERICERICE
EBEABEZDILIRENT VB,

(G
/ N7 —< VA
X EEE
HEE - hoxEE ¥ Az
‘2‘ ‘
| THE ] .
+
| ey l AT DEME ‘

+

| s |

1 AE—FLTFAMIBIBNT -3 XOEFI (A model of oral test performance)
(Skehan, 2001 : 18 & V) E4ER)

22 JI—THREA D EE 1 -HXORE ‘
FHFETRET LA VI a2 —FT AN V=TT A bDOKERENI, Skehan DETFVICBIT S [xHEEE ]
CHBEZEZOND, A VI a—TAMNIBAREREFEILIIHATEREE CHLIBRELIRE LD 10
1DEFETHEDIIRL, FNV—FF AT 3ELULOZBRERLVERTEEITI. 2F . MFEE L OBE.
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RUEHESNMEDNES R 2> TVWDLEE 2 %,

TN—TFA MDA —F> 7 F A VOB FIZF A MEEOREE VB TITbRTERY L L,
LR Skehan DEFNVTHER L2 L1, 7AMBARREFREOBELXEAZDIOTH D, MFEEB LV
YA DFBIERELTHOIE, REFREOBELZTIRD/INT + -V AZDLDEGHT 5 LE
BH 5o

ZBED/NT =< Y A%GH LIzd DL LTI, Taylor (2000, 2001) #2515, Taylor i 77> 7Y v
VEBEMERBRTITONTVE A VI Ea—BRERTHERDAE—F V77T A M2 RBEGHIT L. RT7TERDZ
IV, F—UBE - Y-V OREVPERTH S - BEBBOBBENIL ., LVIKEREREL T3, Taylor
(2001:15) iE. Z NS DR S (EZHW L 1N 1 OA v Ea—HRE ) IRTERDIFIH. L) EE (richer)
TL ) EH#7% (more varied) ZEEDSE T Y 7V EHHMTEL L LTWw5,

BB L. INFTCTN =TT A IPFER SN TELELEAO I DGR 11O ¥ Ea—
TAMIERT, ZBRERLSGELBERTEEICSNTE, AERHOHENII 2= — ¥ 3 VITEWSEEE
FEHTERLVWI ATHD (F: Reves 1982; Fulcher 1996; Bonk & Ockey 2003)s LA L. %L DEFEF A b
ZBWTIR, NEZBRTRFILBIMTELLE) DT TR, [HBTholzh] [EHETHo720] %, %
FBOHRHMOBE,PS LR T+ =< VAPFMEINE, ZOX) REEIPSOFITIE. TETbNTHR,

23 AE=XLTNT+ =T ZADHMDEE

SEEEDIINT 3 =<V ARBEOFHR LV BELOHT 572010, RBFFETid. Skehan (1996, 1998) I
LAUGS - EHS - SO 3 OOBAICER L7z,

Skehan i3, SEFBICHET AR 7 7o —FICHGHERZEE, SHFBOHELLT, Z032%K
AMTHZEERERLA, EFEHIL. EBLHFHTLIEIC, BR (BB X (EHS - BHES) omAICH
BRICERLZH) CLETERW D, EHL0pREBHRICLTHIRFICERELUTE W), FIZIE, BREZE
BLUARBFECERBIIET—H T, BRXANOEESBE,ICR) ., FRIRPEMIPETTLLVwI), /2. B
RNOEBRESIZ, BOPH > TV AHELRERLZHVE) L1254 (EEX) &, BEH2ELTHLVE
REAVE) LTEHE BHS) 02287615,

3ONEMIE, UTOLIICERESINTWS (Skehan & Foster, 1999 : 96-97),

S (fluency) SRS NIZV AT AEMBECLD S, YTV A LATERLMERHL. BREERT
%70

ERES (accuracy) BEZIVMI— L LLZVLH, RAZHCREN. REZ5I&EI LES KDY
(challenging) & IXfEHL RV,

X (complexity) @ 14T PO —VTELRWIREENDH Y 20565, L) EROSELZMED I

CD3IDODERIZ. ¥ A7 ERE (task-based) BIIEICBIT B 5 A7 OWFFE (Foster & Skehan 1996;
Ortega 1999; Skehan & Foster 1999 %) 7 X MNBEHIZBITSH ¥ A 7 D447 (Wigglesworth 1997, Iwashita.
McNamara, & Elder 2001 %) 1238V T, ¥ A7 ORREREM DPEBED T+ —< VA5 2 b HE%
GHTT BBICHVLNT &7,

ZDEHT, HRPRREFEL, TX MR ECHEEOMARIIBVWTHAVLONTWAZ LR b, FBS - IE
S - BHEIOIODOBETHNZIT) 282X ), ERANGTRBREZEL7Z213TERL, BATHREDILES T
RICRBEEZLNS,

3. B/

KT ITN—TTAIEA VI 2 —T A M2 WHEEOBRBRRSANBDEL S 2EEO T A MR 2,

CDFAMNERNEBREONT 4+ — < VAIIED L) BB 5 5hEED,

EBE: IV—TERT AN A VI 2 —BRATFTANCIE, FBREONNT 3~ VADFBS - EFES -8
HXIHECHD BB
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W)l HAEEET A MIBVLTT A MERNEREOREIIS L B
4 MRFHE

41 WREETXMOMUED

200346 H~8AICEE - AFEFBLEMNL L TRESNLBERE S JAOBMEDNI b, 6 BEFHHRE
L7z &8, HREZHELTWABEAZBETH ), BEIIEF - F4£ - & - 7VN1 P Tholzo BERE
FEE - HHABICZESDEDH B2, I — ARBETICEM L 72 SPOT (ARR) OEEYB X CHRITEA6)IC
BIFZHARETORY Lo, BRI EOBERFEL VL HE S iz,

79 AGELE2EEITOIN BET < ZROTCTA ANy v aryRu— VT LA R EOEEZTo 7, I —
ABADOBIIC, FEEOSTRNIBHIBLT 74— FXv 22 BRELT, FV—TFAMNEA VI Ea—TF
AMEERLI, HBH, EXBREORTEBRICETLIERE 74— ¥y 7 L7eds, K7 FAPMEO—RLE
LTCERMENTZI TATHoHZ Db, TAMERZRBRERI—ABTRED/DICHWSL Z Lix o
72o L7250 CTOART A MIERPAHLERZREIFELNE Z L3 FIEBRRONEVT AL (low-stakes
test) THo/2EEZ 5.

42 FXNEHFHEX

M7FAMED, [HFLORDENIBWT, BFDEXARERLHAFETERS ] 2WET 272007 X
P L7z FEIZ O [HEZBREE], Q [HBLEIAHEBRARE| D20THb, 6ZOTHRENHIH, 3
BIFEEORA vy a—, FEOQE I/ NV—TTRERL., 034k, FEOEx A vy a—, EHEEOER I V—
TTRERL: (R1E2HR),

®1 TAMOEEEHADEAELE

FEEOMLSE FEOELEZA
=EE AL B. C A a— -7
ZEED.E.F TN—F P Z A

TV—TFAMI1I T N—FIBTER LIz HAEbRIE, I—AFDOFEZEORTFLIZLELLLT, LN
NRREBEOEERVPEBIEVER LRV — 712k 5 & 5, &btz L7, FEiz, B2 Ew20 —
FIZEoTHRIRL., BB ERTOARUIMIETEICETEEE2, b L OKXFEIMER L) BEEo g 24
BWEEBREPN ) LABEICZEMEINAT 5 L) A FTEL FORDTB Wz, FEFIE, Fulcher (1996)
¥BEIC, H 1B aHEEEE L.

AVIC2—FTAMI A VI 2T EXBED I 1 TiThbhi, £ V527 -3, 28BOKEHKE
B CHolco AV F 27 —121F, FRIICT A MOHENZHBAL., MOEBFREERNRIHEEZ2To72, 7A b
OWAUT, [T+ =27 v T2 VOBEMEER] L L, B, —AS72) 0BMEIV—7F A MR
BEICRLL). H7HBE LR,

4-3 HAE

TVW—=TFTAMNEA VI Ca—TAMNORFELXLFALL, TOXFILT— ¥ 2%k AS2=v b (Foster,
Tonkyn. & Wigglesworth, 2000) (277771, ZEBEORFZEZNRIHKG L - EHS - B 2R TEIBENE
EWB L2, Z0%, FV—TERLA V¥ a2 —BROFHME T 721 3P REICENH B0 L) PREEITo 720
FEETAATIZ. & THEHMLE Y 7 b [Statcel97xla] (MIH. 1998) % B\ TIT- 72,

B, XTI, eToRFLHFIRILL &R &, 745 — - HCEJIE - B DEL - HZLT
DEVERY - HObEBRW: THEM] O 2BEEIER L7z, IEHE S R UM S OIS BER 2 #H L7275,
BSOS TR, PEBELPLBVEZ 2 EOSMPLETH L Lh b, TEME AV,

DTFTiE, AS2=v b&, MBS - [EFES - BHESOZBIBICOWTHAT %,
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4-31 ASI1Z=v b

ASa2=v b (the Analysis of Speech Unit) . [EEEF "2 &, 1 DO E F 77 13BIETBEAL (sub-clausal
unit) 5L — ADFEEDFEEE] L EZEND (Foster. Tonkyn. & Wigglesworth. 2000). & & 1ZEE
B)F (finite verb) & OR/NROEITH S, HAFEICBIT 2B 26 1 12R7

Bl 1 A HERFIZEZTHERLAZATYT 2
— B BETHERL I L7

BIETEAI L 13, AR SN EREHFEPRROLRAL 5 ) T L2 Lo TRELHMICTHILBTES 1 DL
Lo (B12), 703 TARRACR (93] CESNERANROFERE (B13) O&boprTH b,

%l 2 A HERIZWDOERE LD,
— B : 14%Hi,
Bl 3 A:HNHrLI,

AST=y M, FELEEOHHMEZENIIOMT A0, ERENLZIDTH S, BUOBMELTT Y
MCaLZy M, FATFTA T 22y MEXPH B, AS2= v M, SFELEEOEM (A, #5FE. SVED. %)
BEEB LR ERPINTVLE, TENEHRY — U RB TR LR REEEL S 1 OHIEE LTV
R TH 5,

AFETIR, EHEDOTF—F (A VI EE2—FAMBLIUTV—TFTFRA L4 385) Z2nwT, BhE14LL
EHOMT—HEERDLET A, 91.0% THo7zo B DEHIIOVTIZEEN 1 L TITo 720

4-3-2 DIIEE
(1) Wiks &

TGS OWBEL LT, MBRR—X0ES - HE. SVHELZFOHERBE LR THR, BFEEEL2 SHH W
ENTVD, AR TR I BULEORBROEE- BB L UUT400FERGE 2RI IEHOHBBEEK(IAS L=y
47z h) BERD,

ViR z (reformulations) © gk, R, FBELZBIEL T DRI NH T 72134,

8% (replacements) : § <ICfll & B S N7z FE%E.

H7ZZLTOBVERY (false starts) : SERATICHE SN2 RGE. SV ONIHEDLZ) TRVWHEDED,
< 3EL (repetitions) : #isE, TERERE. FEBIENMBELEINTIZL VRS N/-HEE, A, Hi.

REBRIE, F—VIETELLEERE, EOFEEDLBRLZOPHBTELVWEEED L, FD0H, EARMIZ
AS2=y FOBHRTELZLBOAZEZ . 12720, F—VHORRTH o CTHEMEL EIZL o TROFESE
DHS D RGEE, IROFEEDILERE L,

(2) FERE S :

EREIE, PFRPERER EREDOEEHEORD 2 {IE T 5k (specific measures) &. &M% IEHE S
ZWES 5 HE (general measures) D2 DIIRELFITLNBH, BEBOLSHEWM 2 EH S ZHET 5 HEDIZ
IVEECEHBIESTICF - DR EPILEBTE L7200, BYLHNEFETHLEEDN TS (Foster &
Skehan, 1996: 304). ARFZETH BB ARA L. EAMICIE. IAS2=y 4720 A%, RUSEHHICED
BEAOBCEHIORE R Lz, BHIZ, BTAEMTbN G h o 25BR- CHEOBAE A Y v b LY Fi2,
—ODF—F OFIZFACEANC DELEANEESIE, TLoTIEE LTERE L,
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(3) B &8

WM, B8%, I T2y bPEZYOHE,. T2LEREHOEHASICL > THES NG, THRITMA T, Ex
DEREELERZIIMAONE Z Db, RFETIE, BXOBEME % IAS2=y MHz ) OEiEIC X - Tl
EL. BROSHBEZREBRIINT2EL VEHOES (type-token ratio) (Z& - THIET 5,

A THVAHEEZR2IZT LD 5,

®2 AR THV32MERENFLEROER

R FUEHR
1 B2 Lok BR o [E 2
© 1B LEORBRO AR
— | WL kDL TR .

IAS=w b4 DDEHLz: - RE - (DERL - BEZL
TOEVERD O
EHDOZWAS Ty FOEE

S < 1AS =y M) OBRARK i ERAR

- 1ASz=v Y- D
x , 5
i IR E® 2 B ) EROES il BRfox

5. #&R

51 FHpX

FBED 6 DDIEIZOWT, FNFRORHE S L URERELE 3 F41RTY, £ TOEE BT,
AV HC2—DIE) BEHEIBCI LMD, Fh—TF A FDIE) BEBRE ORI TH 2 ERIR
Bhie L L, REOKSE., AEEMELNOER, HELTOTVEYO 1BEDATH > 72

}3 FERIBMEERTHEOHERER (1ASI =y bYY)) ORBHETH LV HIREDKER

4 ¥ ¥a— (n=6) ZI—"7 (n=6) t (5)
T REEfRE T BT t p
iz 0.16 0.07 0.07 0.04 2.27 0.07
RE: 0.06 0.06 0.01 0.01 212 0.09
<HsEL 0.10 0.05 0.08 0.05 0.94 0.39
1AL 0.26 0.22 0.12 0.10 1.29 0.25
LEREHK
LB 3.69 346 192 1.66 1.08 0.33

R4 HEULTOEWVEY ORI S LY 027 vV L HESRIBMFIRE DFER

L% Ea— (n=6) I I—7 (n=6)

Fiy e (EE T3y IR T
HEZLTOEN
- 037 0.05 0.23 0.10 1
E=Y))
X THEOFEESZ, T<2. 19<T (p<0.1)
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52 [EMEZ

FHEZE, 2200BBIZOWTA VP ¥a— V-7 A MOFERTHE L, BEF L7, 1AS=v M7
D OBRABINEDOD 5 tEICI DRI LA (RD). BHAOLZVHOEGI I ERELZIRETE Rd o/,
TANAY Y YRFERIEMHREL T2 (E6)o SHOER, IASZ =y ML) OBRARIEIAI VI 22—
EHIHEL, BRHOLRVEHOEIRR I NV—TFAMNDIE) DB oz, ML D, BEEVELNI
EHRED2ODFIELD, A VI 2 =L D NV—TFFAMDIF) BZBREDODREDVLERETH 5 L V) FERER
L7z

&5 1AS 1=y b/ V) DRABOIHRBE b LU HIREDER

£ ¥ 2— (n=6) ZIV—7 (n=6) t (5)
5 ERRE 5 EHREE t p
IAS 2=y bERY D, 011 016 008 283 003
A ’ ' : ' ’ | )

R®6 BEHOEVWVEOEESDEEERHESS LU NI 7Y L HEMBARFEE DR
‘ | 4% ¥ 2— (n=6) TV —7 (n=6)
i R E Fg EHEEE T
BEOZVEHOEE 8859 593 9238 431

¥ TEOFERIL, T<2, 19<T (p<0.1)

5-3 s

1AS 1= v b 47- ) OFF EEEOEIE) LV HENEES AN RERCEOLRL2 )V EROEEC
LD BEEMES 2 TT, 2O0KEY b, FHMEA IV —TFA NI BETEr o720 B0k St
BMEXIToE 5, FEEIBON Lo (D,

SHIC, BEEEERLL, FV—TTAIDIEIPRENCZ EDGD 5. FRICRFRIZED 5 87% ) FHD
EETIE, MBEOERRECRERZEND L, 2O LHD, FV—T7A MBI ZBRERFOBEMES L.
A2 —FAMIERTEEBEBANILZEODETRKREVIE I INS,

R7 FEEIOBEOITIBHE S LU REDER

A F¥ar— (n=6) 7 —"7 (0=6) t (5)
iy EREE 5 EREE t p
IAS=v F&72 ) DR 193 021 214 0.42 — 143 0.21
BEBIZEDLEL VERD
37.72 385 37.80 1033 - 003 098
E&
*8 WBROXED
R
ik e TW—TTFAMDIE) BREPETHETCHSL 1BETOAEFEEDY)
RS TN—TFT A PDII) BEFEPEETH S
B X Eixewv
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6. B

ARFETIE, V=T FAIEA Va2 —FT A MBI LZBEORE, MBS - ERS - BHEID3D
DEED O BT Lze TNENROSTHBROER*EET 5,

MBS, 5o0WED) L 1HBEDOA (HIEZLTOEVERD) TI/NV—TTAMDIE) BEFEVPREG TH 5
EWIHRERPESNT, HHLZERPBEON L2300, ZVv—T7F A hDIE) PETHE S S H T @b
HDHEEZLND, Skehan (2001) . MEEDOVEXIFES A7 LHES A7 2 HBL., 5SS A7 DT 255
BEPENZ L EPELPIIL TS, ZOEHE LT, MiFS A7 CEHFORFEART L TR TE 2 W2DIC,
YT7INE A LATOEBLBIZEATS LS V) HABIN TS, IV—TFTA A I ¥a—JIdmAL
LIEEEDVEET 20, HERFOFUTREREL W) ATIHECDYH L LI INE, 1 VI 2 —TlE, 1~
2T —HPREBABROKTGTEZ 2 PO — )V LTEBY, RIADPFEEINE 02 ZBRESTET S I LIZE L,
ZNEZH LT, ZV—T7 7 A FTid, ZBRERLIHB CRKELEY LIFTn2aT, SREBFVFFHEELR
L7220, HPCERLAEY T2, 207020, ZV—7F A DIE) PHFORTFTAREZFULLTVEEZS
Nt 72720, T—oHaeEe L. MEREOHEMEAIZERIIANT, SOKRIETHILEN D S,

EREZCELTIE. SMICHWZ200EL L7 V—TTA MBI LEEDII) PERETH D L) #E
R L7ce —#RIZ, RFEIZBVTIL, HFEMES LRBRALRATHOOERMIIWY) ANTET LW 2 L2MTh
NTWEY, A VI Ea—TIRAREBREFE CHAAN VI 2T —PWFEE THo/Ie2ELL L, A V%
Ca—DE)PEREEFE 2o TOBL LRV, ERBIZSEIOT -5 T, ZBRENA I 2T —DOEH
L7:BEYELOREFICI) ANLFASR LN, L L, @F0BAKEEEL-LZA, 7 V—TFT X}
BT ABADE) B ebolz COBRLLTEZLNLZI LD DI, VT TA M TEFEEEHIC
KFEOAV PO UPEENTVE2D, BBAOBREZVHEELR L SVOHEFRTHET I ENTELZL V) HBER
Thb, FRIHLTA VI 2—TlE, A Va7 —IlLo TEASISNAFEEIS L THREOLANVIHE
K BBEAVHLEEZLN, TOER, BRAVHEZLTEESDH 2, LA L, 53 THRAX ) ICHEMES I
M52 MEITESRONah ozl b, BAEOL NV L BERSH B L EZ b5, £k Skehan
(2001) Tik, HEIAZ LD ONFEEDOVL T A2 DIFH D, MEORFERICEMBITE L7720, BIFEIIEMHE
2% ZEFHLPICENT VS, A VI X a—3NES A7 TEHHH, XBEORFELFISHT I LB
THDHZO. A VI 27— LY OZREOREFENII) PEBMIIEL kb, LAL. TV—TTAFTIE, il
DEBREDVEFEL CVLHICESIIMTEE ) »EX, BRETLIENTRTHD, 2D LI, ZBREBLHPE
HNBERLREREFTRETEBILEY, FV—TF A MNIBI I ZBREREOERS IO o2 LM E NS,

BHSIZOWTIE, 7 A METEVWEIRON 2o/ L L, FV—TF XA PIBWTEAZENRE P
Tl ehb, ZBEICL TR, EHE60DTAINOEFEDOIIIVBEESIPEL TN EEZLNSE, DF D,
oPOBMAER L OMEERA DS LEZOND, BHLREENTE 2, E) ik, SHEBNOBEREIIMZ
T [RAEZBNTIEH LWERECTF YLy P95 ] LI EROE Do TW5H, Lo T, ZBREOHE -
FEEI ST 2B S R EOBABEROEEDL, REwWeEZ LD, T, BENEHESICOVTIE. FHED
HELHDLIED) ZBENLIL Mo TV AEETHIIL. BHTIEREOEEIMZI L LEZIONDDTH
%,

ULEO#EENPS, KFETA MBI ZHEROMBRICED L) RRBEIHELNEEE 272\, Bachman &
Palmer (1996 :46) X, [(FA }T) BWbHNh/2y A7 OEIZ., BIZHIBRETF A MESICEEL5 2 2R
BBy, WELL) ET2NOERZTERRT 2 LI R T A MIERBCIFELZV] ERRTWE, K
METIE, YA DRFEOEEPEEOEHS CTHEIIHN/I 2L EX 5. A VI Ea—T AN ST V=TT
A PDIE)DPIEFELRRBEN 2 EINTWAZ ., 1 VP P2 —TF A MIBWTEEIOF@EIMEr 272 LTDH,
Th—T7FAFTRBVEHMI 2 B2 T REESH 5 2 L A BIRT 5. KEERI ZFHMT 2 BICIE. M5EE & DBR
REMEONBIZE T, NI+ -V ADQLESPELLURENSH S I L2 RBTILEF D 5, FEDK
HEELOKFECBIILIEMEITHE I LA RBML TREALHERT 20, H2VIINEEOBESCABPREL 28
BOTAMRERAEGDLRECEHMELIT) ZEPLE LWIES I,
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7. 85HNI

ARFETIR, BFTFA MBI 2ZBREORF Y EROBEL VTN LA, F— s Bhid i kR % —
AL T E A VEIARHEORETH 2, Sk, F— AP L, BELERATHEL, 72, 72 MERO
BB, SREOHAEL AN - 5 - B & A EAERE OMEEHEEEI SO THE, TNLI %
MEEBT 70—F 55,57 2 MEROBIFEEZTFo T S EFEE N5, X510 AHETIHFRED/CT 5 —
TYAERE ST TEBN RSN 21T o 7205 FEEVTEWITO) HERRCOE BRI L) »
et B EN BB 155 |

Fiz, FV—7FAMERBIBVTE, ZREOHEAGDOE DRI LZMED 1 2 TH 5, AL TE. 72—
ROFEBEORT YINE L ECHASDEERELLD, HICZD L) LEEFENICH L LIRS v, 7
N—TF A OBEDRERETEICT 272010, B4 2ERD> O ZBREOHASOEDERHRET 228 b,
SHROBETH %,

=

(1) Zofs, ZV—T/ R7EROTA ML, (EERBRE R TE5 ] [BHROZBRELFRBIGGHETE 2] [SBREDT A PR

INEW] ZEDRERH B EEDLN TS (Swain 2001; Fulcher 2003 £5) o

(2) ABFFEETIH, 7APDBEBTII RS, KRFETA P TERIZREPToLEHBFH L VIBERT [S74—< 2] Z2HV5,
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