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Signaling 2% H ZANGE O BFZ By SO 1 BT 5 R 2R

o &k
F—U—FK: Slgnallng) %:_h\b\ Y EE, u)bﬁg’ EF%B‘(F@*: V‘]ﬁ*%l_.

e

AHFSED BEG L SNEABISEE Ol 0 F LW T s L ths. RO 3-%H
BELThboTWs, 51z signaling OFEOEREICRIT 5 BARADFFREOHY, 2
Gummmmgk%ﬁ%%@ﬁﬂ®¥®u%iéﬂlk@ BB OSYT, # 31 signaling

HERWEHEATEY 2T LADOHERETHS.

FRECEEEDO DB, H2IEon T3, 2X2X2 OERFHE L. %1 0B/ sig-
naling OFE, 52 OEER—RAFISC L HMROSERHEOER, 53 0ERIZEMA
BB T 20 FETHD. EREIT ol fER, signaling I—jRA LTI TIREOEE
BRI TR, HEFSROBENMERICB N TZ2OSERA BN, B, EFHEICEMA
ERIER L2 CRNSHERCBWTHRRL bR o728, signaling 2t +5z &
X > CXEBRE AT 22 L Rbholz. ThbDZ b, B RICEREEIIRNT
i, GnEREY TR S TR, signaling @ X 5 BB H B VIIRENARER D ) BIREIE
WEZ LI > TEMYMSREEATEZ L bhoT

1. R b

BAHELTWS, b5 W3IBS CHE - IR 21D T 2815 - EAiiFsesE c, Eiic
DELRRZHIFAAE 2RI T 52D i, ZOHBEF B> TER - Bt 20ER8 S
. OHEEPRE LT ofE» bR - BEPOORMHEE 2 ED S Kby, X
W BRL O BB AN OTE F 0 B 72 b TSMELN ORFSEE 23 D FE YA 216 2 L CHMSCER
EHRAED DERIZLE DL I RS> TWEOREH LM T ALNERDS 5. AHFIXABORK
W DBLE D b AAREEE F O HFISCHR 0B 255 2.

— B o, SRR 0BRE LCE L eRAFoAROMER D 5. XEHMFI 7SR b ic
HBRSHTWAIREROLTED DI TWAIEEITId 72 { (Bartlett 1932, Bransford, Barclay and
Franks 1972, Smith 1973), L 564740k, HEAOMEL LY, Zhbze bl kyxX FORN

* YAMAMOTO Hilofumi: k&S - EEFR (HEAE w7 ) BiF
5]



46 RO BARFHEE

REMCHNLANSED 5h 5 (Goodman 1967) {EBITH 5. =Dk 5 RIEEIO LIS Z
YR RIET 5D iTiE, WAL LTHAFOHFZHBET 50 FIATREHHROELE), %
TR BEAFR VIR D L 3T A U GuiRlE oD 2B b2 e LAThER b
W BRI R, AX—~HER, 22V, TUr—AaRE o EE i B 5 e
(Thorndyke 1977, Rumelhart 1975), g Gk 1987) ¥ E&Hichiz 5. o & 203, k.
g - W OBR I BWT, XEEMETOWRICIFEAF O b2 M s H b, BAWRER
g L CGRRBash s, BicdikaNEEb S h v BB T 2R E 2 2 v (Brans-
ford and Johnson 1973) Lt o z & ML BIZERTWS. —EICBAFEORZEE L W 2 LT
EER - S RTOHEICRER 2R 5 2 L3 TET, 2L 2 b r0REHE 2 - BIE - ik
WEBNWTEDX ) R EEE Lo T30l bricshadhE bk LALAERD,

IhHOFEEFEAL, 120z AT REERTREERRZWET TRIKREEMI
EBERCLPRVEERDZLOLEIDND. MAT, ERHFEL LTHROENR LIV
B REE, BINREROBELZPICHIET 20 Wo e fEFEEROEEL S Bh 5.

B2 0BT % 2 MEE X SEMHECHETH S TFA NNOHEREIFEE ICBER LR
PDOEEMCEELShTRY, ZoBENMRERAFIHVE L X2 TFF 2 NHER
208 k%% (Meyer, Brandt and Bluth 1980) = &, 5%z b 28T 2 BEEE» OEAET
BB AT b B AENE & R L B E R (van Dijk and Kintsch 1978, 1983) & z gk
— iz X 5z &, Bransford and Johnson (1973) o 3% & h 2958 (B0 : Thorndyke 1977)
RSB (Meyer 1975) 0BFETIE 7 V- 2Ry T4 v /R B2 5 2 L ick VG %
MEs® b3 GEAR - LI 1980) &, REBHLPIZSATNS.

% 3 OB BEHEE BT AR TH 5. FfTA VT A F— e X 5 UERASMEEOBIT
(Mayer and Bromage 1980), LEZ A M 28R T 5 2 & 10k 32 XEOEEOEE (Dooling
and Lachman 1971), BBASC O Feff 1 K & 11 R o205 (W E 1981), 3 i B4 2 E1E v 23303
AR I R VE T8 (BKE 1988) SBIRIUBLRRBLL Zh 28 LICE ik 2 BARE GRE 1990)
RE, WTFRLFE IR T BRI ORI MBI OB 2 W T b 5.

LR OFREERITCE UTLLED 3 U EAE L LTAREICBLERD Y, A%
CBWT L Z OB R ERETs LT 5. »

FAFIE, XEOHEMIE L WABORIE DY, hEmAED S 2 e BHELL Aok
&, FTOXRMUIEHOMBRELT, WhAR37%2 M LOEENERPY 2V THLIED
TVWBDTHEDLIP HOLEWIZLETFFR NPT LWEREZEZ L RENTHY, Hic
FAHAFIL - TERMOER, BRI 2 WERICEBLRR L, ko Ko HE & Ek
LTWBIETThs RICHEMN2XEOBRMBICIIIBORMCE T 2HEREL H55. 20
BOFRPD L LT, XEEEOHRESS WIERERL 0L AFELELZTVWEI0TH



Signaling 7% B AFEORILEATCRRRARIC FUE T 55 47
2% h

DK D R AT OMBARIE T2 MEEORE, BEAEED 5 WIZF A 0 EOPTRM
DORED ZNEhic> W T OERWIFR LS 1 58, $2EFOVThOWEFERICBVWTLE
WE W R AR

Meyer, Brandt and Bluth (1980) i Mshfgslus# " XEONAE O#EE (content structure) %
HPELFALT, XBOEHREY EF 52 L B\ TW5 Z & % signaling (= NEEE 2B
R BEEA) 2RI LR & - CHE L. signaling B XEE AT 2858825 -T
By, signaling 2L VL FOLEINEEER I 77V — 2FHT &2 0WEEH OXER
DEEOFE®T 5L 2R LTS E Meyer LIIRELT NS,

Signaling 1%, "M Ey 7 B LWAREMZ 3 b0 TiEA2L, b5EWRHMAARO R &7
L7c ), 732 MAROEEN 2 RF#HEM LIV T 52732 RO E#R, LEBSh TS
(Meyer 1975). Cj’bfi,‘ signaling o8 E LT,

@ FEYZEHLVWAEERMASZLOTRNTE,

@ EBEWRMNBEORF MR T oL,

® TXRIMNEOWENRE 252 L,

DIFEHTTVWELTERMRZ BN S, i @ 251k signaling BEIEIRSHATLERETR
ERFIBERDNAVILERERETHD 2L Bbh 5.

7 (1992) 1 HA AR A I L HEFIR O 2 X e £ ¥, Z£OFEAEX & signaling o &
AFEEVDIF LI 25, FBXTEEE 2R T 5 signaling 252 THHB O FAEER
signaling & 5.2 R W L B b Y %20 5 728, BFISTR <% signaling 28R+ 52 L itk » T,
HHEAIIE R L O NEIER IR SR bR, AR TS iz, © EMHERE © 4E
EaifR, © HMEOBE, 0rhEhiconwT signaling iR 2B 2T 5. FLT, IEM
i Z OB 2SMEA O AABEMSRER B Y 2 7 AR SHT 20 RBWTH 5. AT
T, FEBRiX WAEAN BRI 1) % signaling oFRIcoWTH LM LR -T2k
BB,

2-1. % &

2 (signaled / non-signaled text)x 2 (B OF E) X2 GRS /| HMUH) 0EBR&F
B Ulc. BBRE RS - RIS - BB 0B AE 6L 4T, B o P ERo HARE
BRI 25X 9 47NV —7 20 (D). & b EBRSCE LTI, IS 2 3
PRIAT Bz iclies e, 23X OBESBE oFiH S L iz V‘?’Clbb SEROSESITIEITD
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T, LREZEROABMTEZ ey b, ERII LT
o FRIE oM, BFISCENE THREIRR I O IR © 720 © BARFERR Y RIS © BHRIER

'[ﬁ:ﬁ@ H j:unﬁ 5)
% 1 Signaling X UEPIFEREIC &5 2 ERERE
BMRERERRR . — b

signaling
L HY
mL Group 1 Group 3
HY Group 2 Group 4

) —HEERER . — NI T ST Group kiR L.

HER, o MXZEoBEIRL, M20k5ichoTnd,

BAC1E Meyer, Brandt and Bluth (1980) o s hviz b @ % LT 28 B AR

FTHzkizliz. ZOFF R Mok ->T Meyer & R4 cH LERPIT - fE%, signaling

DEEREBE TR P o7 2 e B RESL TN S.

BRI TR RSO

® 2 EBRTELAERAN EFEOLDEBRE

PR —r— g i — i X 2 REERE L 2B O R

A== B DR X B WERME TS, BEMNR R — =& v —13 50
FrrvOREEEY, Z20REEEF 7y ME—VRE2VTASEASCBIE A= —
Buh—ERT 5 L, FAAECRETS. CoRMBEY, B MENOEGEE
nF. el 2R == U =B XY RPN CEERE U TRy, 20 5 B 2 BEEANE
BITbEEbhe. MEUBEME R, WoLSpofELiry, 2L CHROBRE
D 70% BHHE LT BB O A B

B oIE L AL EER L ORETRRLWHET LT 0y — LEREBSRRE LT
BZEBRRELRoTWS. 2A—=R—2 v h =3B 2oL 37bDRA5—% 1oL
PLoTRBLT, ERMEENTEZDOAZ Y a—3 1oL b o TR
ZORBEOMERER, WTHEDLATWE L v —324F Ilbd 5o & TEARN. &2
B2 SR ORI OK 80% 11, A—N—F v h—l2 Lo TERINLTWENLT
HB. FOPDLYIC, BREEIA—SN—Z o h—OELEIRELEY, XD Inry
H—EEMLIZY, WRETY VI —ERET MBS T~V s VERBT A LT
RDENETHB. HFlic, x——% rh—0 LI BOED ROBEICo W
T, BEEOIBEEZT2TER bR, H2i, R— =& b —@, ERRERED
CHDREEDOA 7 Y a—t, BREEHOLDIETFHORL T—2 2000, Esh
BRETHD. FI, 2= A—F o h—NERITETT 250, BESH2F -
a VAEREENERETHS. ThbDRF—v 3 i3, BEL UM 0EEs
BELC, RITROTHIY Y —0 L R2HEET5E55.

<Y Z A A F— Tk BB B L 2= — 7 U — 0BT EFL,
FOE—BPH bR Fy 7 2H5. Ei, BROR—A—% o H—DEHRRIC LB
CBFHE T BISBERRKIRTHE = VLB EEH 27—V s VEREB LR
B, HEOC LZAERIBZ o Ty, ¥, ML ~DA v Ea—TcifiEs
O 89% WFEREBIFIOEMICEEL, DEERE N o LA Z TV B,

BUEASCE TR — = F v — 235 &

HIER L, A

L0 (E3, 18, #FiR#Z, Vol 31, No. 10, Oct. 1990) bk

ISEIRL, —8 THER. OREBEEMA 1 0)
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response

,—””’—w~§\~“‘-

problem (collection) solution
Bif) ik
b b A B NN O @) 2> h— O) i EhE e
FoFH 2 38 ¢ DR =1ES HET S
/\ description description comparison
(specifics, (specifics, (analogy)
description description attributes) attributes) HiZeiEles

(specifics, (explanation)
attributes) covar1 ance /]\ /]\

——-Wﬁ/ﬂﬁmmkumM
/I\ TFALARE

HAFBEOXFIT X 2 oIz H 5 NE,
FFEILBRE 2R L T3

1 BBEXOEBRHHE LTHELE TR—1N—-5vh— ORRES
(Meyer » (1975,1980) DESc NAERBERILTH B2, 2%%E
HATBRICRIRR L, —¥SsEIm e WAE R R Cic T 57w TR
L TR orhERO S LIz TREL THERL x5 hTn )

® 3 HBXTITo - signaling DiffE

Non-Signaled Text

Signaled Text

i

A== 5 — DRI X B HE DR
ETNV3.

R— B v h — ORI k A EE N
HTHh5.

R

WO L ALY RER Y 0RAEEY R
VEIB IR D AT — LREBREEE SRR L
TW5.

WO AL BRREOREEREE
VEIB RGO AT — LEESEE SR L
TWBZEPRE L 2> TV 5.

LS

LD, ROZEITRDBERETHS.

FEPEIXRD Z IR D BRETH S,

2

Fi, BEHECBLSESRETHS
= AR BICH FEH R —y s VR
Bl

Fl, BERECBIEEHEETHS
< h PG FEE AT - 3 VER
B U7k,

2R L.

Wk e ERMECRIT 5 2 L RERBEORN ERTETH 5. L, &

RiF

L o—Eay 20 2T 5 2 L i EEIEEB O signaling OEBRICIIFHBRELE X, B0
BONBEETFEICELDTHS LR oPE s FEAHIGEOHIL 0B » 5 BOH L
72 (G2, F4).



D BAFERE
® 4 ERTELALEFPIH

THAREIRRIC 317 5 BAEER D RS OB BIER Ry

B ONMREOEENREEY 5 enic, FXHicEETsHESR, %Y 20
BB OBREZ BB T 28EESRD ST s, BREN EOLBEOEEMEOREIR,
1% o CHIREDIEESRICERE L FugT L WO RERR S 5.

Oy, BERERBICRWTE, RETNSBREORHORLEMARBL, N
B BEHRER T GIRE L < TLBBRIR Y 2 7 A0 E L RT3 8T T 518
BRI 202 T2 2 EREERREL 2 5.

AT, HAEO BEREREO 5 & CEER R D0 EEO BEEERHIZow
T, ZOREOMREL LT, @ BRERY 27 A LE—ORN 1T - THBEIR v
27 LOFAT HIRY ZIHEORELRMERD, ThiTH L THRY R OIEsEmL
i & REDOIEEBLA B W TR ORI A 3, @ RIZIORULE I
HT B EEO D 2FALENEFAA LT, RERJMEOKRHIFR & 72 2 H#iH & BIfRLER
#HHE» LR, @ AT L0 BEREOEMEEFH LT RERFROMRHE HIR+
%, 3EERHEE LBRERH R EREL TV S,

T ORER, AR, BEREREREBORLEER LBER BRI 2AS, R
ERBBREREE, TEEAESEE L T TR T 3 R0 12 kil T E,
FEEER A TE S LR TR

Scientific & Technical Thesis

MR R o Hi AR
problem objective solution result
WL Lok RELMEMERMY collection
PR B I B BAORLTD /////\\\\\
B RN .
setting data outcome
‘ comparison 1/2:ki BliECE 2
) PERFA LD
comparison
adversative /]\
realization ideaftl idea#2 idea#3

AR ED L RGO
MORIRK & 7% 5 Ml 2 flRY 2

A % I < A\

object-solution

/\

object solution
VESERIE % o WEBRIE 2 M

DD T BHkEE
23ked 4L procedureffl procedure#2 — iy
T3 RESRE SO %
ENSY Wiz 5

H 2 FPXOERBHEL LTHEshE TERETR. ONBEE
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51

% 5 EMXMTIToT signaling DIRfE

Non-Signaled Text

Signaled Text

FHRE WL Lo ZEOBHMEORBE, X WEEDL Lo ZRBOBBEREORAZ, X
> THIREDEEDRICBEFE L R iF > THIfREDEENRICEFEL RIET
+. EWVWSRIEAR D 5.

HAY ~RERBEHRMERE GFE LR < TH ~RERBHRERHE GIRELZR L TD
BB Y 2 7 A RIE U < MEIR T 2 fEPT HEMRRIER o % 7 B WSIE L < IR 3 5 {5t
BT 2R MR 202 LA T h B B 2 bR+ Bz &
Eie b, DEEREL 5.

B AT, BARFOBBRMEHRIO 55 AL T, BAREOBERERED 5 5
THERFBY ZOHEEOBRREREICS TEERMRDZIFESOERERE T2
wT, WT, ZOREOMATHRELELT,

HER AFRE, LERBHRERE ORI EE ZORESR, ABHRL, SHERBHEARH
H ERMER BB 2 s, ~ O/NEERLEMELEVWE I X &2

%, ~

i%}gg%%

B 250

BRIZELBEEEFFA D
HRABZENPTERN,
X3 EEBROSE

¥

F1~)\~ & vi—]
[ BN

£ 6 RAERKTIT> R

HEELTLES W

ZOF A MIFRRICE BRD D AR, m&w@%ﬁ&%&two%@rf@t
PERY iz 2 b2 b D TELTLESW., (R0 BRUSMCERBE R E v E &
Ao

FA MIECE 2B D £ HEE /—FéO#oT TAThNWNL, BEE/— MR
Rane BH] RZ2Tbontd. BB UHEEICREE — o Ok X Ak
DFTLIEEN

Vocabulary Notes # R722%35 VBRIt 25 2 L3 cE 428, BETE RN
[Eﬁ] CERBZLITEERA. TTb, MEXECERRTISHEMTELS
CHEATLIEE W

iﬁ% Rrel, ERNZA X AEHEHREhTWET M S, UER] icidafkihic
—EHZREL, TEBZLZANLELTLEEN

signaling OERE Iz >WTIRES, LS50k >cFemxik.
FNENTFR D eFAEboTAS ) e, BRiE25 205 kL, BfELS
LERBTERA BBV L RER L (X3, #6)
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i}

22, B Rt

RTCGRT X2 eRIFILY 2420, NF) A7V 27 o0¥EL, HBEOBESHEL,
FREESNT TEECEM 2ER Lic. 7270, SHAXREMHYR2RATERNOTHEE ®
O TREEREEER L BT A EME vy, 200REEE @ o TEEG BEMcESRA .
INHDEDEBREELT WS 2 ic X VEBOBES 2RFTs. Efz20,1TL-THAL
L, D) BAEE 2) »7 T VRIBR L > THIF L.

Koo 2V T BREEEA, JEURREIR, FEAERIEA, SE 0D O BREEO 478
7% (Grellet 1981). = o 5 LHIRHHEIEM (plain fact) 0 VT BT OF SR
FeEAyEEAE (literal comprehension) 2hiY+ 5. Fat 4 BBIR & L. JEPTREEMEM (im-
plied fact) & LTit, 7% 2 bHIZEEPNLTWRWEEZ R LAT LIRS 2WER 21E
B TERIE 4 BOBIR L Uie. JEIBAOHEEE (deductive reasoning) ix MRt R, W< o 0RTHE
2 DRI O B o TR 2B Sl o & (W 199]) L EFEE L TV 5. Eizz
VARV OB 2R T 5 2 L RIER B L o728, Z 2Tk Grellet 0B ET 5 FIEZRRE
FRIZOWTHEP TR, RETFZFA MNP OELABEREMER LFEREL L L icfhoER i
WCRHTEIPOH W s T 5oLy L LTEMEER L. BREBAHNEL L. F
fifi D7 O EIRIEAF (evaluation) 13, FHAX TR Tz DRHELOVWTHARLOBER 2l IcEX
REV, BFRXRTE T20oHRX oW ThhenERLMEcES RSV LML L,
54TREE oI 231, HEERE L. UL, EXEARNET 28 ZARHZ0T, 4
X547 Xt g9 B L.

—J, NAT Y O H LIPREREM L RGEEEEAR, NABM. FMEEEEO 3 o

)

=7 BEREOFE LT NEAORE

JepF Y INHF Y BRHER
R discourse (REHHEHEHER) ®
i i ft content (PyZSHIR) @
" detail (FEAHIFHIEAR) ®
;;; implied fact common sense reasoning (i i) @
. C s e specific domain reasoning (JFkSEIIIER ®
| ?{ﬁ%‘{g&dﬁf;ﬁ%ﬁ supposition or deductive inference (HABAYIER ®
& evaluation
@

(PR 72 3 0 B IRERAR)




Signaling 23 A A5F DR EEHT SR BRI RE TR 53
To. EEHER I OWTRE, BB TR AEEE, T4, RE, MBERE BRo 5o, EfxT
3, SEWEE B B, FHiE BE0 S0, AREMR oW, BBXcEEMS EE,
ISR, FERoBEFenTh 4o, BEMRcRME Bi, i BRoAET4 -8z
B FEMEE IO W ORI ZERARFR CRANAARECERA 2 AR S Lo L.

3. & B
3-1. 7 —-TREkE

B IN—7OEEIEME LTI R 2, 3, 4Thsoit LT, EMECI4 2,
L, 32740y, signaling %57V —7BEME 5D (GES, £9). Eiz, DT ORE, 3
A ZWTFho V=S VB ERERS b ol (F=.61, df=3/57, ns). —J, &Y
XcE V=7 RieBREREN A bhe F=412, df=3/57, p<.05). &oicFRHREL LT
ZEHMREER L-E =5 (DUNCAN #:), 1418, 34BlgshEZniaoniz(0nFh b
df=57, p<.05). %722 X 4 OB BEWEARL bhi (df=57, p<.10)

= 8 BPNORABAOREELTES

Group Count Mean Is)t:%‘;?;(il St%:r;?gd
1 14 19.93 3.15 .84
2 17 19.53 2.96 .72
3 15 18.87 3.52 .91
4 15 18.53 2.75 .71
Total 61 19.21 3.07 .39
%9 EMEHOBABAOREMETY
Group Count Mean Sﬁ?ggi{gn St%rf;fd
1 14 12.64 3.67 .98
2 17 14.18 2.86 .69
3 15 12.53 2.53 .65
4 15 16.13 3.64 .94
Total 61 - 13.90 3.43 .44

3-2. F—-THEkEoEE

HASCHEBICBNT A 20 SNV — PR ERBNZEBHE L2z Y, Meyer et al, (1980)
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DEBREIEFEL LTOBAECERT 2RERL otk SEFHEL WA E LD HEo%EEH -
Wik —fREY AP e 81 5 signaling ORI BBEORE I B LAr o, B Wik
signaling » X 9 ZEERNRFRPVEEZFH LR T, S22 hoREBE AR B 2 L
BCEDTHSH. s, BEMTETE, 420/ —FE R4 bh, LrAbvnTh
% signaling 2 5 X7 7NV — 7 BN BN e 5D B4R L Rofc. Eie, signaling BEZHRD
BETREMHEL > 2580 RN L <, signaling 1352 bhizvwgEEiciit LAEM
FEON#E 52NN BEVEETho . 2EY, HEENAEMDBOKELITH 2L
E7 ¥R N OBENERREZEAE IR ERT S, BENEE X bR WA Itk
DLAIWEREEERPoLEVWI 2L Th5. EENTENRTE S X ) signaling gtk - T
BEEE22X57%, bHVEFERPVICE > THOCHEENIEE 2BET 5 X 5 gl nEM
MBOBELADLETIThbRALERDHS 5.

3-3. BEMENOER

BEENCB W THAX R NV R RER A bR P 572, BRI R EEES
R L B R I B W THE B RERAR bk (3 10)

& 10 EMMEICB T 2ERENOSHSFTHER

Comprehension Level df R:;:io PrFo b.
REETE TR 3/57 8.90 ok

B RS PSR 3/57 .39 ns
PRI AR 3/57 .36 ns

_ g g 3/57 4,97 ok
TR BRI 3/57 19 ns
TEIERYE R ERERHES 3/57 .34 ns

* p<,05 ** p<,01

% Il FMXEIcE 1 2REESERONES

Source of Variation 23$r2£ df g/gﬁ‘;e F
Signaling 15.70 1 15.70 16.04**
Technical Term 4.99 1 4.99 5.10%

2-Way Interactions
Signaling X Technical Term 6.26 1 6.26 6.39%

Residual 55.80 57 .98

) ANOVA FEHEXic X 5.  * p<.05 ** p<.01
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- r
8 4

=

= F

% 3t

|

o I Oo——mm 0

: 2 |

2 . " -O-non-sig
Q ~ .

- | @- sig

o)

(O] O 1 1

3 non-term term

%

Technical Term
4 ERiEEIRfRIC BT 5 Signaling & Technical Term DX EER

PREEREEHIR I > W T 2 (signaled, non-signaled)x2 (term, non-term) O#FERZE 2 EE o
VT 21T - 7 iR (3R 1), signaling B X OCEMAEOZNRLFBERENL bR

Eie, 2EROFEER G B (K4)

SHLETMREE LTSERB 2EE L L 25 (DUNCAN #: % 12), 1-4, 2-4, 3-4 [
EBWTHEEAREZERA bR (WTFh b, df=57, p<.05).

= 12 FMXBIcBI 3HEEEEROSELRER

Mean Group 3 1 2 4
2.40 3

2.50 1

2.88 2

4.07 4 * * *

) DUNCAN ik 5. * p<.05

FEhHEA L AL OB S iz 2 W T 2 (signaled, non-signaled)x2 (term, non-term) DHFERE
2 ER OS8O 217 - o5 (R 13), signaling w0 FERERS O, Fo, KA

% 13 EFEICH 1T B BHIER DS

Source of Variation ggg;rzﬁ df g/g;aﬁe F
Signaling 10.35 1 10.35 12.91 ok
Technical Term 1.99 1 1.99 2.48 ns

2-Way Interactions
Signaling X Technical Term .03 1 .03 .03 ns

Residual 45.69 57 .08

#) ANOVA Fg&iz ks,  * p<.01



56 WR O BREHE
REA NP> T

& b IS B 21T - 7o fiE, Group 1-2, 1-4, 3-4 OB IcEERE R4 b iz (WFh b,
df=57, p<.05). L LA, Group 1-3, 2-3, 2-4 Ot BEEAER A bRl oT.

% 14 FFXBIcB T 2 EHEROSELRER

Mean - Group 1 3 2 4
2.21 1

2.53 3

3.00 2 *

3.40 4 * *

#¥) DUNCAN iz Xk 5. * p<.05

3-4. BRENDER

Signaling ORI B - e DI EEREE L HBRHER T b ol BENIEEC W TIREMNH
FEAGRE ORWEER R DY, 3-2 THLHWA X5 signaling » b 5813 B STER &
h, signaling @ Z2WEA I, T LULAEMOBRESCKBShTHWARWY. 202 e b, sig-
naling I REERIBR BRI T H o 7z & UTL BN IR ER 215 L s ¥, Zosm#ziE
BB CRITTVWAE WA LY. kIEL, AEREMCERERSZ LRI LD, 204
B NENHEBCETED 2D DFERP VEOER LT HEL oW T £ 72 % 2R ost
DBHYEITHB. FEHRFERDP VEE FROFMAFEE L X, NAOESER, NAOMEERE
TEBLIRTHLENI L THDRL, NWRHEMZEET 52F 230 VEOMEFE 2RFT 5
BENRBDS . '

—7, Hi##Emicon Ty signaling OFRERAL SN, Zhik signaling OFIFEL TR0
RBHBFE OB MRS, 2R LTV 2EETH Y, BEESHER VW TEFEERAD
NN ERTEERA R 2 L b EMMHREFIH LB clns e Bbhd. Y, &
B 17 % signaling 3R Ic B W TR EMMER 2SS, HE2EDHL 5%
TRE->TWARNWAR, BERRFR 2L Y Lo 21 BE o aik GEMaE) ofH 2T 5%
BrboTndlnikd 2%Y, RLAORWIEREZGRLE, BB b TnaikTFodm
BEFEHATERVWTE > TWAEEEDTRADT A FRMROIEMLER ISt vwa k5.

I BEHB
4-1. T —TEOHER

FHOLDHHRS 2F AT 5.
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BHMAREHY —  Groupd —— signaled
(16.13)
2)
HMHEFEZL Y— Group?2 signaled
(14.17) I
BEWEELZL — Groupl non-signaled
(12.64)
3) ———————] — 4)
HMHEFESHY — Group 3 — non-signaled
(12.53) () PIEER

B 5 Signaling 28, FFIABYROZENER

4-1-1. Group 3 & Group 4 LDE

1y zonw<aB+ 5. Group 3 3EMERE S v 7223, non-signaled, —F5 Group 4 1M
FERH YT, signaled text DA —FThHD. ZOMCHEEERDLZ LD, kIEHMHE
BEZ 2T TR BEMEL, signaling 4 & OFR» 2D BHEAOF M EE X 2T TR
BRrnwZ & RBbhb.

2% Y Tz oW# 0EL signaling £k 350 TH 3. Group 3 0k H iz #EME ﬁ’ﬁ:—'ﬁ?x
7o 720k, Group 4 1 & 0HARIIE S, Signaling iz X » THAOFEM B X 2
3, EFERIER s R Yxie, B %@%%k@,ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ*uﬁ&ﬂhét'
FTRL, —FHTFFR b OBECR LR A0 FAERFE B2 VEOHR2ITEH, vl eRsy
BETRETHLLBETELY.

4-1-2. Group 2 & Group 4 (D%

2) o nWTHP T 5. Group 2 8L Group 4 1%, wWFh § signaled ©H 3. LaLAR
B, ZOWHIN—FIRFEEZZRVLOD, FHTF Group 4 0F MBI RSB 5 (p<.10).
O e, e signaling 25 27020 T, BEMRFEM 0ZHFRILIE, Group 4 0 X5
iz signaling 2¥ERT 5 —F CHEIAEMOMBE2E L TWa 2 & MREL#ERINS.

4-1-3. Non-signaled DOEESOEFIHEOEHE

3) kowTHHT 5. Group 1 38X Group 3 13 w1, non-signaled ¢ & 5. ﬁﬁ%z
Zirw 3, Group 3 icdBMAREZELTWAIR bbb bT, P LS, HEfHEL
ZbhTnwiwv Group 1 XY L& 2%y, EMAFELE 2 51T, signaling 2373 hid,
BMAE2S A RWEE L P bRV
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4-1-4. EPFIHEOLVMESD signaling OBFE

4) oW THBHT 3. Group 1 X Group 2 BEMHEZE L LA TVWREVWI L —7T
% 5. Group 2 it signaling % -T%, non-signaled o Group 1 :HZEZEZ v R
TL53 A& S5, Group 4 BEOHREZR SR, 2% Y, BRI RRT R,
signaling 25 272 LTHEEBEADREERERNE NI 2L itk 5.

4-2. £ & ®

ERIMEEOBEITBWT, TAAADEALFET X 9 i signaling e+ 5L LT, #HE
HIBBICEEREERTPE I ) KOWTE LB L, SEOWREIISERE (A o Bk
DEEHTHolk T BEREFTE, BEMIEREN signaling ko TREShZELTIWN
1255,

%7z, Tsignaling ORMERHARNICRIT 5 0 L EREMICF T2 518, ERHEHR X b2E
RFTWHHX L signaling [IHRE LRV, BRRHER 20 TREMEOB LN R VWEMIR R
WT signaling XZIEMD, VI BRI WTIE, SEXTRIRToIN—FECEER
EWRP o, BERTRIERADRILZ LI VRIESh

DRz T, SO L HBTEESLREHEO R O>VWTERETS. FHic

Group 4 % TEMR IR L, #HICHEMOF MY (signaling) %17- 7By & L,
Group 2 % TIEEMIR 1z L, HCHME o FIkAYIgE (signaling) %17 - 728E
EHHMA B LTk =T, HMEHHEEE, € OKM 2 22T ) OTERmHE b o
FEHTZLOTHRNWEHER R, LB LRTES. 9%V, EFENO BABEHE
BN TR,
FEEI R E T B DD DRI oot ®
PR S ND. Ek,
Group 3 % TEEMZRIcH L, BFEE LT OBRATEEIIThhd, X eiibidn=—
RRBBICH P BT HIEEHEE (signaling) 2ATbh e o7fs & L,
Group 1 % TIEHEMIR IS L, FBHL, FAHREOL L5 bTbh b o kBi
LHAMA D Lic k> T, Group 1-3 WHEED RN LD, ok XFHERIEE LRI
LLUTHHEEE R R bhanz kick Y, Group 3 o FHIHMRTHZICLB2D
5%, BRI oWTHT LIFE 22 T AWERMR 02E S (Group 1) LFEILREET, BN
B e En T ot BNTERVWTWEZ L 2R b, DD,
) 7 B P SO AR DIE T BT WS h ) ORI oo @
PR ENS.
Ebiz, @ @ DEEIZFMIRD & 5 REHBHER TREMFE L ic WXEOHFE Iz W TR



Signaling 7% H ARFE DRV EEATCIR G IC K IETEIE 59
EETHDIL %, HAXOEE (Group 1,2, 3, 4 0 TFhollicbBERERZVWIL) &
bo TEMF AL RNTES. 2%EY, —HEMNOEBEEE T2 BEFXREMR OO OME
OIFEZFETANER LD L BB TR TE LS.

5. SHRORE

ARFFETIX, BEMAREMER 225 L v FECREMNCRERINEMNR 2 BE L. 2ok
B, HEMRERNTIIEEEER TOEBH R W AERERETH b0, FLoARERI
BWTiE signaling OBERA BN 5T, ZHRERE VAR 2B RVIZAEELTLE
SAREMERE Z bhB. 0k )i, signaling IHEENHIEE LCHIEERLTWS D, 3
XREL b WA D TIEOL S, By 25EHFBEE->Twiwv. R Elnzeizx
bh b, SRITERNEMFEED signaling OB L 20 BRI > W T 2D 5
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