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& B
MBI BIFZ ) A= 7 A HIE DR A
a F % P OF R OHET
AN APPROACH TO MEASURE A LISTENING SPAN FOR PRESCHOOL CHILDREN

Atsuko ISHIO AND Mariko OSAKA

The efficiency of working memory capacity for 6 year-old children was measured
with the use of a listening span test. Two types of listening span tests and memory
span test were conducted to 73 preschool children. Listening span test 1 (LST1),
which was based on the reading span test developed by Daneman & Carpenter (1980),
required subjects to listen to a set of unrelated sentences and recall the first word of
each sentence after listening to all the sentences. In listening span test 2 (LST2), a set
of semantically related sentences was used. The largest set size for which the subject
could recall was defined as the listening span. The correlation between the score of
LST1 and LST2 was found to be significant. Moreover, correlation between memory
span and the score of LST1 was shown to be high.

Key words : listening span, reading comprehension, memory span, preschool
children, development (working memory).

NEEZFUBRICE, STHATVLIXEDHONE
ToTWwBbIF TRV, T TEHALXONE 2R
FLTBE, RATENLEBAELEDHKEELEDL
BHS, R EEHCASTL BHEBECX BT 5 2
EBLBETHE, $hbbFALLINBELNEIN
ZHDORFEL VS, 2 DOBREE FBFIC B, T 1EE
018 (working memory) 23 %E & /¢ 3 (Daneman &
Carpenter, 1980) , gt A WfFF S N A FELBOBAEIC I
RARD 5 7:0, XOWEERFFT 2 Z L ICUEKR
%I THE, RACHEHATELIRZENV LR
o o THIEILFHO I ENTELZREL AT
(good readers) 1, FtAHICEID ¥ T HMBEEN DR
{, ZOHMERESSRFCEZLEZON S, N
WCHGE L TV Wi AF (poor readers) 1X, A DAL
KEREFEVT EC, ZhUANDIEECRS T2 L
NTERRNV,

ek, WHRBORERZHET 2 -0IcAHVLNT

'OREKE (Kyoto University)
2 KBRAHEZEAY: (Osaka University of Foreign Studies)

WRHFRLHEBEORT % AW 2B (memory
span) DT A b i, FifES] (ability of reading comprehen-
sion) E DFHBEAMBIZ L A E AL TWEREWL, ZhiE,
BOBIZAV SN BB (active) R IFEEEDORIE
(efficiency) D B X %3, FCIEHERHT X b CTHIE &SN 5 &
I RHOLEEAR L BER DL L ERLTWS, #
Z T, Daneman & Carpenter (1980) %, FHEAICBIT
DIEEERBORRE LD b L — F - £ 7 (trade-off)
ERBMTZ2E5%8)—FT 4> T AT A REIEL
2o V=T 4 Y7 ANV T A NTR, HEICEWREE
D3k 1A I XTO|RLTHEY, X %5
PSRN DORBOEEBIHESE S, A
EVD A L XREEORRE 2, RFCITbE® 30T
Hb, PlziE, 220X TRIRENIBE QK
RIFSO 1213, EXRBOHEEN2EL bEEI NI
1y MBSIEEEEINS, 2HFRIBCE 5Ly MTw,
ZDOW3 Xy M BIEEDRFIZZ OHT (Z0B& R 2K 1T
IVT =LA REN, 2y PHBEBEORIZ0.50
FHHEEZ 5 d, ZDLI KL TEHBREDHLET
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XABRKDHEBRLIRD SN, TABEEOY —T 4
VITANREEND, KFEEOKRFEED) —T 4 7
A0, 2.0255.0F TCOHMBEATZ OFYIE3.15T
% - 77 (Daneman & Carpenter, 1980), % 7z HAEZEBRR T A
M ZHFAKREEDY) —T 4 YT A0, 2.0
55.0% TOHFHTZ DFHJIX3.45TH - 7z (Osaka &
Osaka, 1992), V) —7 4 ¥ 7 A/N0%, FCiE#EIRH & 3R
B DEBINCET BN OLDT A M EDHEELFEW
ZEDIRENTWVWS, DD, TDT A MBFHAIZ
BUAHEMOBAZL LD ISRKBLTWE EEZ
5N T3 (Just & Carpenter, 1992)

Daneman & Carpenter (1980) i, 7z, V—7+«
YT RN T A NDRIBEERETRTRI TS Y A=
A2 F A b (listening span test) H{T-> T3, 3t
HEB TR ENTAEELBOBRE LR U & 5 21%ED,
BRI L 2 EEROBRICBTONEL L EE
ZoNTLOTHb, TOFERV A=V I ARV E
V=T 4> 7 AN EDHBIZE»o 72 (=080,
p0), ZHIE, V=T 4 YT AT AMNTHIES N
BEAZR, HENLHARBLITCREShZNLT
L #”L T3 (Daneman & Carpenter, 1980),

BoWY)—FT 4 T ANRE, SEOEHECKEL
W EHRENTWS, Osaka & Osaka (1992) I,
HAZEIR L EEBRDOY — T 4 Y ANV T A R BHAEK
AKEE T, BEOHEENFVI EERWRELR
(r=084, p<.00D), FIREICIL SA VY AV DFEE 51
812 U792 (Osaka, Osaka, & Groner, 1993) T¥,
SRR LALEERRD ) —F 4 v 7 A ORBIZE o 72
(r=085 p<00D), THRDLHLE—-FFEDOHAIIB LT
HOEELBARBCRBND2EH L, F_EEORA
KBV THMBERCREND Y, REFETELHFED
BLZVWELWIZETHD, THE-BK-B/\-FHik-
HEF R (1992) 1, INER S FEENRIC, BRED
BF X E AWM L EEHE OB L L OBERRET L
Tw3, ZLOFEHOHEOFT, V=T 4 > 7 AN
YIREBEHORROTRNBE Lo, TDI T,
Osaka et al. D—#HDIFFE & [Elkk, AEEFEZ BT
BV =T A Y TANRNVDODREVENEHTHL I L %
RLTW3, IRNOHDFERMS X, FHACBUT BEE
SEHEOMERD L 2 1d, HBHBRRENZETY T4
SEOEECKELEY, XYL S BN
TRRENDBEAZEERDLLTVB I NN D,

STHBOMER, FREBFEOHTICBVWTHRICE
ERMEERED TV, BR¥FBCBLWIEEINDS
BRRILEFLENIZDDBZ L, ZDD, ¥FEHET

HEFHERODPICEFCHABEET LI ENTE LD
Wk oT, ZOEFHRICBIKRERENTE I LIIE
2 (LR, 1991,p.52), Fef#f] EMHEESEWERD O N D
)—F 4 YT AN ONT, KART Tk P
DFHE B DOVTHRETL, ZOBEAZOEHRKPZ
DEZBHTOTIHIDIIOVTHRAILTWL Z &I, &
BHCHLEEFEVEEZONS, BIZTEHES (1992)
12, BZEORRE S L [FBEEAED/N&E 22
BHEINLT, ThEfET 288 L0T k%2352
EDLEM (19 ] IR L TWw5b, %7 Siegel &
Ryan(1989) 1&, /NER 1 4D S 6 FEENRICFEE
[K#t (learning disability : LD) WD ¥ 4 7 L EZEECED
FEOBEH I OLWTRH L, ZOWE»S, EELR
FHTIRY) —F A VARV BERELICKRE R
T ZEWRENT WS, £72, LD ROFTHFHA
RS % 57 (reading disability) P, EFEREICHE
%% 7k 3 (arithmetic disability) FHERLES SR EEOH
2 PR % 73 (attentional deficit disorder) FE X D %
V—F 4 VT ANUPINEWZ ENRFEEIN TS,
o TEI DRV Y —T 1 Y7 AV RHIET S
ZEid, BCHAcHEEZRT LD ROBHERCR
MBS L R 2AREM D b B,

ZITEHEPETE, V=T 4 Y TANNUT X POF
ENRZITOB 1B L THREGRCHAES
fTolze $HRICEST, XEEHROLWOITAIIDZ
D—RTIdR VWY, BEERH LW BRIZEEN
BHDTHbB, BEDENLTY, EVRIIHNRNLE
EPBHOEMLIEVRL 2R LD Z BB 0L, F
BRIEBBEAPN -V —ZDHbDDBH LA R2ESR
ko b, Ar=—V—ORMARELLIDICIZ, Hi
KHEWI BEOREE2FRF LRSS SHWTW 2 B
CEREDUTAEL Tubh e s, KAER
B, EEEBOBEBLBERETFEINS, Lo,
SETRHPRIZOWTY =T 4 Y7 AN RHIEL T
MERRDIZ6R G, o THRIZBIZY —T 4~
TANRY ZHEROBETHEL, FELEREOHEA
EERE T LV IOMEDOENTH S, Z DI,
kDB HBEDBHEL, VA=V TR L DREE
LRI %,

% 7z Daneman & Carpenter (1980) @7 X b Ti,
MEERBEEDOZ WXHBRIE L L THVSN TV
2, FROXELFHUBREEZ L L, —EDOXRD
HbETNEDHFENEZEBES> T ZENERENS, T
bbb HERE TR SN NEERIE, H 5RO
HETHEREIIONTVREZENEVLDTH S, £
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THNTHACERWBEED 2 WEEEZHEREL Tw L
fef1E, B25RICZ > TRHEST & - HEE 2 {1
LTWLBAER, FDLI2CELBZDE2Im, &
DEEHSPIZT 37201, AFETIE, —D DA A —
VDb ETRR EBRENDIXDONBRRFRL T L
PREEH L CERL, @Y R=v SR80k
DOEELRETT 5 Z Lz,

WERIRIL, HIBEROBECLHEOEMRICZST
HLOZ LD TEIRERMTHD 2 &, F 7B
JOEERTOLRZIOND EWIHARERLT, SEI
bR ENRE LT,

E -

&

HERIE 6 RIEDLNIR364 (B 22 4, 4 14 %), FIE
6o GEIOMA-6Z10,A),

RS SEfEEET 2 ME, 2HTH S 8K ETO
Z U LB FORYE I,

VA=V T AN T A MNZ2EESHAEI N, Y
A=Y AN F A M1 (listening span test 1 : LST1)
&, KDY =T 4 v T RN T AN THBLORTL
SFHETHY, BEXHPHECERWEED W DT
BREhTws, VA= 7Z280F X k2 (listening
span test 2: LST2) ¥, BEXN1DODF L EF oA XA —
VTHESTONIEZHETHD, EHLHDT ALY,
HEXECTI2ORXENEEL L, ZOEHIZ
TO®ED THD, BT A bTIR, BELIEET 28
FREXEDX RN D ES Sk b, HEELIZERD,
HABECREXORBREBEFAICR 2 Z LHnE WL,
Osaka, Osaka, & Groner (1993) Tit, B DY —
TA4YTRANRPIBOTHY, KFERDI.15, HEXEE
Wi?D3.45, {LFERRD2.93& D b E» o7z, TOEAE
L T Osaka et al.i¥, HEDHE, XOBREHSEEKN
BEFACEEG L Sk DR S HENRT k5
12DTRZRBOENI ZEE2HF TS, AL s
HAETOL FHEENZ -, 3FSshEHEOES
=79 PECTELXHDABL LD TIZR W EE
2720

LST1 Ti, 1 HTRIECI» S 4 KTRIBOCE T, 202
N5y bFOPHEINL, 1 XIRI3FE»SI6FET
B> T3 ,LST2 T, 2 HiRIBOCH S 5 HklIEor
TZEhEns5ty b IOBHEEBESNT, BXIB1L2FEH»
SITEFTHREN TV B,LST2 OFIBC T, T8
I XOFHCREZFRET 2 &5 B XBHAZIN, BiE
WLSTIORELRIC EXHOHEL2HLESE 3

Bk H25

&5 BRI BTz, TABLEL 13 LST1 o 2 #7i#l
BoL e LST2 @ 3 KRB OB TH %,

TABLE 1 Example sentences from two types of the
listening span tests

CEILeH ETH BWLEL AZET

LST1
BoiEH Ebdbt BE%E Tl

2 bYVDESIBZATY
DFTDIEDD HEATVET
REDZIEHD HL-oTnET
RTFLDOIEDD KV TwET

EAREI BZOMBNB?

LST2

Notes. LSTI : Listening span test 1.

LST?2 : Listening span test 2.

FH HRE—ATOWECITVY, FTHFOR
BEHT A M 2RI LBV RA=Z VT ARV T AN 52Z
72 $RTOT A MPOAETRRE NI, LST1 &
LST2 OEMIEFE, #HEREMTHI Y5-I R
SN LSTI TRl ZhhoT3BFE L LLELTL
T, BEO—FEFOOEEE VS TLEE N JEWVD
BRO%E, 1HHIBCTHEREBThN, XHOSES
BFETILOOHREPEBEI LS X 51 LTz, TABLE
1DBIXTIE, TUEI L, iZoiF] BSIEELE 5,
DL LT, BEBEEIEETEIRRKDEE
RO SN LST2 TRIZh» ST 28EEL L H
WTW TR JEWVIBIRDHE, REBOEMICEZSZ
ESBE L o7, TABLE 1 OfICTIE, [Y 3, <
¥, hia] WEZE LR S, fFfiiE, Daneman &
Carpenter (19801 V>, BHTRIBLL S5y bR 3 &y
FOSIEEDORFZIR DRI\ &S, 2 £y b DBIEBORE
1X0.5035.2 iz,

Daneman & Carpenter (1980) Tif, Y A=> 27 R
NOFREETOCHI>T, —X2HLTLITFDOX
DHEBYK R E ¥ L), HELEDEESTbOIT
Wwa, i, FEHLTIX25HE®LILETLTS
XICEBEREIT ¥, HBRESXEKOEEZ T2 Y
N=YNFLAREE RS DDEETHS, £5 L
BIhE, XEEFAZVOLELRHEREEET 2 &
WOEEEROEELAHEARBE NS TH 5,
ZRINLY A =2 7 2V BETIE, £X2EwT
WEDE S DDOHERBTER WD, —X T LD
HANH 2 SETWBIDTH B, /INFEEENFICHER
PR THER 21T > T % Siegel & Ryan (1989) T,
XARDHEZER IV TEFNEEEEI R LI FE
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ERWTW S INER S L ZXRIC U 7oL S (1992)
Tk, BE, EEOWERAINTWEY, Biohk
FOBIECIEMN ST, BITHEL2EEL 2
BR, RCE->TE, XEOEBHW2TH>Z LD
HEOAREIToCENREE/T L 0w) T & bR
PR L, SEOERTRENICE EEV,E
DM ERERT B0, FERMEHELELET X b 2HEA
LTwolz, TABLEL OFIX TIE, &HENHESL
B [CEDOIEBRESILTVLD?] tnwi3E
LT, [RLoTwi]twnwiaEznEonshry
IDEERT LI Lz, COEMIECRELC TR
2, FRIBICE->TIDTIEOoWwWTTH-120 [h
TH] KDODWTTho7:h L, BIROBLET X Mg,
LSTL oW T b fTbhiz,

BRCEE

TABLE 2 1%, LST2 THIEARREICZ>ER3 4,

TR 148%DZ L3240, ZLiB&H, LST1 £ LST2 ©
B E L SD TH %,

TABLE 2 Mean scores of the memory span test and
two types of the listening span tests

M LST1 LST2

5.1(0.86) 2.1(0.60) 3.0(0.68)

Notes.
M : memory span test.

Number in a parenthesis indicates SD.

LST1 : Listening span test 1.
LST2 : Listening span test 2.

VAZV T ARV T A ML > THESINESRD
LSTI DY A= 7 AN DA E S I3FER2.1THD,
1.0253.52TOESIEN A SN, LST2DY X
ZUTANRCORESIFFEY30THY, HEHIZ1.5H
5458 TThHb, LSTI £EH# T 5 &, LST2 0 F»
ANV DR ESHBHLOKE Do T2,

EE1 T, WO»rDMBEENALNT, £T
LST1 W T, XHOHELFTEHET L LI H
RLUTHS, RO REXXEHEL TL E 5EH9
Zn1ZETHB,LST2 TR, BRIXOME FXXEHD
SERUIVBFEIN, EXEHELSHRER, &
RBOPERVEVNSI LD 2, RYIODEELE
SLEITIEDSNTHENTHEROLESE->TLES &
WHIRLTHo oo BMBERITTCCHELTZHEL
TuTh, KRTEHED TV I b EBEELY
THR VI, EXEHETIENVI LR BE,
ZORIFES LTHEEEEECHE T X 2EHEED

BIEL D> TL 3,/ LeR>T03EIBICENT
LEoe] EVWSHERENZDZ EERL TV,
SEREXEFELLYRG, XHEBERCHEETS
TONEEEE L TR- 720, €@X2HEETZ L0
ZEid, AKBAEL LD E LT IFETEAR LI
BR2bDEHELTCOIAEES L H 2, 6K
EoT, XHEVZI2BETLZI LR TH L L5,
DI BHERFETY AV TANRVEHET S
CEECEBSHE I Lk D, HERTEDLDL S &
TTLRWIZTIREDTRE LT, ZOHALHER
NTE2LEND B,

o AHTHIBCCIE, 3y M AST ERITROKHTAHE
IR TwR, > THEY FEIREZRT W
BDEBZIZLWHDODBH - IGEIT, BRICEEN
TTL 5aEEMDH 5, BTN TR RT 2y MOIHE
BET VI LT ARERD > 1D TRV EEZ
5h5,

g5, MESLLTHITOoNEDIE, £XEHW
T EIDRF 2y 7T ERODBET A MOF
BHRRRDHLNENTHo I ETHhbB, PRIIEST
EDHRMEPE NI L EEZ T, BAROFHOBEFER
BHROFET RN EToz, F0OLOREE TENL
TTEZIWRVWERBDLRETFHICIE, HEVELD
BN TEFTCRb>TLESRIEbboT, Th
SORESEEERL, LV ELn&EIBNT
EER1TEONLEREZELOLIEXEANELT,
HEERE LI,

= B 2

Hik

HERIE 6B ORWBHAFB B4, w202, FIE
oo »H GEOLH—61I 1A,

FiBE EBR1wEC,

Ft UTOSERBROWTER1ICEL, $9XHED
SEFHETZEWVWIZEIROWVWT, 2HOEERT
Thh Dz pohRiciz, BEFENLHEE 2B R
LTITOERI B, KX 2V E S »0OH
ETAME, 1y TR TITo, FHRHH
TRTT 22y POIEEIEZ v AiZ L,

HR

LST2 CHIEARRE TH > - BIR 2 L2 B 41412 D
WT O, ECTEEER, LST1, LST2 o¥FyE5H & SD ik
TABLE3 TH %, &7 A b OVHEIZ D W TIFHTE &
ZIFEROBERTH - 72,

SHOEBRCXHEOSELISEETET, €X%
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171 BELHEZFEH

TABLE 3 Mean scores of the memory span test and
two types of the listening span tests

M LST1 LST2
4.9(0.75) 3.2(0.68)

2.2(0.48)

Notes. Number in a parenthesis indicates SD.

M  memory span test.

LST1 : Listening span test 1.

LST?2 : Listening span test 2.
BELIHRBIZILZTHo Tz TORRVLEHERE L
DEEH LB REBRIRT I ICE T, 6RETH
DD DFHRIEBXEHEDOADHERT LI ENTE
T2o XEHDOALZBHELIYREEXEFEL R
BWT, EQLIREBHAONDI DD ERTT Z7:8
2, 2EDOEERD T — 4 % 2 AL TCEFEEOFEYE
E7 U700 TABLE4 TH %, XEDAEBEL 24
B &BAINV—7) 13455, EXEFBELIYRE &+
B/ Vv—7) 13288 Thot, LEEHE 2B W T,
LST1, LST2 DR/ ACEHELREN A ST (t=456,
p<01 ;t=2.07, p<.05, df=71), W7 NV —FDFHAEIZ b
BERER Dol EFEEOHBEER % R 28
&, V=74 YT ANRVTAMDEROBN»SE Z
T, XEOAEZHELIAINV—TDT— 5 #HHRE
Uiz, At &REEOHEBE T, TREMIcEWT
DATHEREZMEMESA SN (r=042,p0D), £ZTH
EE L CEREMOREBEREE KD -0 H
TABLE 5 T¥H %, LST1 & ZCiEEH & ORIz 5 %K%
T, LST1 & LST2 & Oz 1 %Ak¥ETHE LM
AHhTz,

TABLE 4 Mean scores of the memory span test and two
types of the listening span tests by group

Group M LST1 LST2
A® 5.1(0.76) 2.4(0.50) 3.2(0.66)
B» 4.8(0.83) 1.9(0.40) 2.9(0.64)

Notes. Number in a parenthesis indicates SD.

a) Group A indicates preschool children who re-
produced only the first word of a sentence following the
instructions.

b) Group B indicates preschool children who couldn’t
reproduce only the first word and reproduced all of the
sentence.

M : memory span test.
LST1 : Listening span test 1.
LST2 : Listening span test 2.

S XEOAEBELRHROT -1, VA=V T ANRVORE

ErSRRITAEVDT, 2IT2O20ERDT—F28bY
ZEMERRVWEEZONS,

B2k B2E

TABLE 5 Partial correlations controlling age among
memory span and two types of listening span

Memory span  Listening span 1

Listening span 1 .34*
Listening span 2 .07 42**

Notes. *p<.05. **p<.0L.

2%

FTHIOIRE, XHEOAEBEELIAINV—TDRER
WCEDIOWTEER{TI,

LST1 2@EDFEERTHRTHOIY RV T AN D
HIENTRER Z R E&NT, ROV A= 7 AN
YOKRERIZ, 1»53.50FHETELATH > 12,
ZOfEIR, BHRAKEED) —T 4 ¥ T AN DI
SASREEBEEDOKREED) —F 4 ¥ 7 AN DFHY
3.15& D /&, Osaka & Osaka (1992) HSHAA
RKEECH LU CTHERLRBXORSIE, EFRUD
T1X20F»528FTH Y SEWERK L 2 1RBD T R
FED VRV, RIBXOREPAETNKAL IZE Lo
TwbZrE, VAZVITANE) =T 4 VT AN
COBEEZFDE FHET D Z L IBRENE S, L
L, HIRLD BROFBLEFTRHA LS, BBH»D
MREDDBBEETEIRELKREVEVRS 2L, fE
HEWELMKOBRELANNVDORKEX Y, FRHE LI
KEL BTV ZENEZ OGNS, ZOFBRE,
Siegel & Ryan (1989) 0, ZFEEMS EMNBIZONTY —
FA YT ANRVIBIREL B> T IR E—
HI2bDTbdH 5,

LST1 & GEfE%iE & ORMEBEIREIZ0.34TH D, 5%
KETHEETH-> I, HERELRADR, BFERHAV
TEEBEEE ) —T 4 7R L OREEIIZ0.55T
& - 7z (Daneman & Carpenter, 1980), 5 EIDO%HBDFER
i, BERPPEVDOD, HENAONE EWVWS Z
ERXBOLTIEEA L BRAKROMERTHZ, LrLZ
OB OFRIITHERIC L > TRRZDTRER VLI E
Ezoh5, CEEHOK X LERAOHERE TR, T
2 b DOBIZ, BRIV N—Y V% L) BFEE2[AH
CBESTTERILDTEIEBEN, V=T 47
ANV DEERTH, BERRTH> EREDANE TR,
SR T B BEDA A —V{bE Uiz b BERABEM: 25
TR TEZDREDAHME L ol L MESNBBEY
ot (R 1992), BRATIRELSDT A MZBY
THEMR D ENZENRVEREEZET, WED
HBBALNIDREEZ OGNS, ZHIXL THR
DFE, EEHEHOT A N THFEMLR Y N—Y LD
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LE-FR:$BREBI BV A=V T ANVHEDRS 172

SR HONIZDIL, T3%FL4EHTH > 72, FIEHH
RVRAZVTANRYDOT R +OBIZ, EWRAEED T
R EDTEAERH TR WATREM X, LST2 L5
BHEBHOBLE L OMICHENA SN EnSH S
DX B, LST2 13d 2RO b & THREHEFFL T
WFETHS, #->T, bLEEHEHTO AL
OB R L THFEEHZ TS, LST2 D
HERASNBTEEMNH 205 THS, 2D,
R EHFEECBLTHOLEAR Ao /22
6, LST1 kiR & OB A s> iz & T
Ehd, REALOBFRIFRBELED, BZHHRE
BA L ZZEOUEDOEIENSHEDTidR W EE
Zbohd,

LST2 LST2WKXBIF B VA=V TANCDRKER
i, 1.5 54 50O TFEH3.2TH-> 2o LSTI DA
NYDRKESEIDHBKREV, Zhid, HEEELHEEL
EETLLE0Y, —EOXROD L TRETS TR
BEREET 20, SEERIIKELS LD I ERRL
Twb, ZLT, d5XMICZF>TA A=V HED
TV BED, T TRYRIEBLW T AONEI LS
AEEL TWw3, LST2 & EeiB&EH & o B E 2/
Xk rotz,

LST1 & LST2 & ORIZIZ0.42 5 > 5 R0 E W HER
BH 5N, LST1 OBESEVHEIZ LST2 0BAD
BuEwnd ZeBIZIZE 2 %, LR (1991, p.62) & [5E
ROBRICIE, SELSHEEOBmEERLT 2 ot
ABEENTBY, FhiEA A -k > THES
b, ZLT, SEPHRELTELOFITIEA A—Y
25 LTI EDNTERVLFELNZTENTVLS
rEbhd,] LiEELTW2, tE-#H -EAE
[ (1988) TlX, /INEHES, 6&FEEIWCOWT, KBWEED
HAFEBBLUTHAFERES, 4 A—JDEVE
BRETUTc, BRI (U 7FE - —T> <16 - 2 - B
e No ¥ - REE - BERRR - BAE - BER v
SNEIZ, T4 AF VA LCEER DT DML,
o R2ESUEREL T FIHESHERALTY TS Y
DTHoTz, ZZTOIERRIT [KBE] TH B, ZDFE
R, RAEOHAFRIEBRRO S DA A -V bHH
HThol, LESODAVIA A—J{bDOFEZ, =
ITOLST2OFBEE £ A—TlkHEw, LaL
LST2 25, DEDDXIRIZFS>TA A=Y E2V BT
WBRETHLI L 2E 2D, LST20ICTER
WFHIZDWTZ DRFEEE-> T 2 L iX, HFED
W FRDOIEHIT e A S DRE %5 2 2 JHEMS
Ez2 605,50, LST2 ORELRIERFETH - 12

2ARDLTHERMOMRERD 2, TR
DWW [HEDfEREZHWTEEL, BSTHH
TE2IENEFTHD,] EIFRBHKBIEL
Voo Z2 [EEY — LR ER2MAEKEELTY, ¥—A
DN TET EFRBMTER V] LWIRED
Holz, IS, WITNLHEEED S b SEEMR
Wb 5 1B TH B Z L BEEKE N, )V —F 4>
A8 e A A= ML OREE 2 FHROBRIZ DOV T,
CRIGRECH EFRE L ChORAGRE L E s B s
5, SBRESIKRIL T LERD S LBbh 3,
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