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F oz AAF - DEFIEERIEROEFEC KRE v 7 behx
oo £ DPEC X o TERBAEME OPLIFFEE S (yntax) W@ N 5 X
SRIr-Tct L bo LrL, B CILERRWATFEOEESNAHIL
DOH 5, BRLEFEOSH TS, I O 3k J65% (semantic develop-
ment) % 5 FFEAREBCHZ2OH B, Thb ORI, BREEORE
MELCESRZHTHR TS, Thik, BRECHACHILER - TEL
WROBFENREELBELDTH B,

CDXSMEEMCEEYE b DL LT 2OoDERNELONRD &
B, 0&oriy, LRoFEOBERMN RN OEMND 5, FHTIE,
€7 U= WHER L, RAOEEORENRDTON D, ToFERE LTH
Fofti, Bk wIRBEOREL, ThoeELTHZEE GO ©
FERBB L O VIR B AT bR TEROTH 5,

LZAT, 0k BEEFEBROBRIRI L IR TV 2002 lET 5
&, KD XD I ENTIRER S 5, O, ZMFE OUTHHEAE O
BRE OHNGE ORMEEMREYERLTE OFEFE O deicic itiE O
DGOSR OFELETH S 5, HEH Q97 11, TTRIhLOWEH
MEZXRE & DAL L TEEL T 5,

FRETIR2 ~3 OFRSBEET LR E VBT RNRD, TEOBERERE
EWwobmitHmlticunwEE i,
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1 RERFESD

BREEEOMERET7 L =BRDOENTORERMBELZ LD TS, L
L, —BEOREI OFERCKT 2EMBBT AT ONRTEL, RLT,
FELRIX, BEEELTOLONRRVWDREA D, Théd, EREOERE
HREEND more (X D), less (X D7) &5 BIRFEDEK
BRERTE L NETIRDIES 57?2 Z 0, BoOEWRIEECEL A
TohbRMEbicTcDTH S,

Braine & Shantz(1965)13¥7 ¥ = OFBHIKETHVWSR HHRPEM
DHCECEERER LI, ¥ v A e —#BHERBOAE Y 2RD 5%
ZrXsE, 5BBIE TESBRAEW? IEWIEMEIE-biikal B
B0 JERBR AT L -TWBH T Lo, KA L, Braine 3
DFEHEE, BE, BEE, HoREFHRECHA Lic, TR, 4~6%E
i MESBREL (B, BL) R2s0? ] 0X3BMEEF LB &
DB EHEH LT %, Griffith (1967) b, FERDOIFRERIGE i,
OBBRECT LWERNEBE IR WD, QBREEAN WD, @F D
WMHOE, BEFTRTHB ERNT WA, Lumsden & Kling (1969)1%, &
NEEST B X5 BHEE L Tw5, KESER ORERETHEN, K
YW (KEVE VI Z EWEDER) e - TEANRBE TR VW &
EFELARFMIE LI TOBE, ToFELEL, HHFCETH
BRAEIOBERIGEEM L, Tz &inh, KEIORFERICTHE
BETELT 52D, 20 [REWL &5 8 — 2 O 5 iR ERBHES
DEEMEE B EPHERENR S, BRROBKOWETE TEAKILE DB
BV, BV OBMET S LRFEREERINT 52 L2 RWELT
Whe TDX 5 BREREPHEAECEMICOWTOELW VY - —2%S
(1974), #H& A975) Wh - TheIhTinb,

3T, TELOEOERN, BEIR (context) WX~ TETAZ L%
KT HIRIEWERD S B, McGarrigle & Donaldson (1974 1%, €72 =
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ORGEERBHOTNER I LM T 5, bz, BoRhFRECLIHI
HECHARLE - AR EHERERIHET, FREXHEFELC LT
irrelevant 7R EPHEHI B TCHUFEIC LA 2RD%, 2hT

i, BRREGCTEHMT 2L 9RERLTWBEFTLAITRE N B
Bo T T, WAERBFET A MVBEK PV v 7 BV, ThIE, WS
TR oD, BRI 10 I HIBREATHA2—HoMMAELZERLTL
ES5LVCOBWEEARELLDOTH D, 0L 5 BBt ERN 5
7 A MRUETORBERIT S &, WA TORGEREE R, HBEFLD
EE LM LD TH B, E7: Donaldson & McGarrigle (1974) 113 ~5
B, 4BESBROABEOESY 1A 1 HEIC T E M i % 3k o
oo S BEDHLE6DH V-2, dBEOHFTADDHT V2%, THREh
DEHBER»PSE D, TLTEEBLI SRS 58, HOL0H % &
Wi, TORER, BUOHMCEEBBRE L LT LrL, HE& oY
T TE-BDENE G ? J W LA ERNT AT EL2735% S R
bhic, THITEHEOZ(NT X » TEDHERT I L — 2 0 fullness &1 5 4
BAIRMEENADRATLE D TH S, TRHOFIL, FELOFEIE
A, WIRZE 5T, WHRREDRTLOERTIFATHS S5, &K Tk
Markman (1979) A EEHF BT ST A2 EMC I T R E0R 371
¥ (class £ 2> collecttion® 7)) W X o CRESIGOMFEICENET S Z &
ERVGHLTV3,

BEDISCEYT Y= 0B BEERER D & - THREOBERIFE R AR
MERTER, ThALDOWENPDEL DT &L, FLEOFEOEkRN, RE
FTHYIRERIIROE I L 5T, 123K EDHLRDHENH T & T
Bo Z DT LI, BHRECT A P UROEM M TE DI BRI &
Ml EHEE X AR RBEL T b, L LEBZD X 35 7, do
b ocan do OEF SD TN Z L FWAEORETH Y, FEOFEW FEHEF
OEOTHDH I HEbivb,
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9 FREMHEHEED (Semantic Feature Hypothesis) % < T

SRR BREOERAERENI, SFH oF LSk isd s Lk
L T&R, E.V.Clark {3, BOBNREBCRAON S —EOHFES, &
BRErERED=S - g — vk SFH 0B FTHHALIS> &L, 20
SFH OHERPLEFRIRDES> b DTH S,

(1) EEoERIX binary 7Bk FEM: (component 31k feature) 22H AL
Bo Bz, Th&y 1 [-l—Animate +Human, +Young, —Male] © X 5
il Eh s, %) & v DREWRL, b OFRRESRE 0
ERTW ZER I > THBERD EEL B,

(2) FEEOBLROMEBIEF, BURIVEMMEC L - TR IR, EOEK
FER—YCERie b o CGERTEEOR VD ©) 1%, BREEENSL, &
B CHEMb 0L D RBIB IR EEBL B, Tok 2T, MEWRERD
(physical extent) DHRIHEE S5 K/X, £ [vertical [ R horizontal ]
EVWSRERTTE M »ic, &/ EPR/EBIVECEBEINRS,

3T, SFH #® < aWEOhCHICER IR TELOR, KTUHEE
O XS EERERY L OB OBKRBHERETHS 5, TILHLOWFEILRE
PR A B EPER TR TR Y, DEDORENRFHIC L 5T
DHAREHEN D, T TRERF L TELO, KEBESOBRBEF R
bh asymmetry THhb, ik SFH i+ 558, #f, wiFoks
DOEDPRI->TWn5, £2 T, *OBFEHBELHBT 27D SFH 0F
2 FHDOXTHh 5,

(1) #EEE!L, nominal (BFHMY) T contrastive (WEERRY) 7oA A]HE
TedEEE (unmarked) 7oFE & TR LavieWEEE (narked) 7EEn D
R

(2) BURFEECHR T, L —R07ekik: (RS, KRS EoRE) 3
BB, TORTOBMHRRE (tpolarity) Xt 0h LB IS,
Z LT O 5 b Cli+ OFBECHILT 5 & WS IEFEE 32,
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(8) WIEMNPBELIHIIL, R+ DEMENGLTL 50T, JEDFEN
HEOL DI YRS BHEIN S,
W, SFH 23 ¢ - ToWEE RIFHTCRTA LS,

1) More & Less, Same & Different OFf3e

7 &% OBEMNIIE Y B b TBMREE L LT more, less oFFZEH
%7 q&IT% 7=, Donaldson & Balfour (1968), Donaldson & Wales
(1970) 13 ~4#IBED more & less DOFEIRIM* % [ 5 fesdic skt 5
A b, BIFEBRT A 2 BT o7, ThICX % E more 25 less X b B HEfiE
SR less DFED, more & FFEICIY Fbh Tk, H. Clark (1971) i
LR DEEEREE 2T, RO LS REWEEOERM Y SFH Wikl Lishnb
HE LTV 5,

BRE 1 : MgEE b [+Amount] ORITTEFHT & LT BFELCL
%o

B2 0 WIEH S + Ok R2T B3kt %, 7 more—[ + Amount,
+Polar]; less — [+Amount] & 7%, Z OB, less |2 more OEERIC[F
{LERTULE 5T less 2% more & FZEICHbI 5,

B3 — ot b o b L, more, less XA OFEMREESE T2,

Palermo (1973), (1974) % Donaldson BRI R X bl n o
GED S & T oo, FOFEY, Donaldson o RAHETH L0 TH
> tze %A, BINA979) 1 k% Donaldson 0ERFETS, 3HIE Tk

F&u] VO FES T X OEESRL, TR i3 28RIE
T80 ERZEH Y S 0TH -7,
L LANMr SFH 2UREET 2 X 51 less 12 more & [FZRICfibh T

RO Y vERBTTHBR—AKTTERLY vIDORY R L, [which
tree has more (less) apples?§ & BRI 5 L 5 = b2, — ORI MBS
DRI DL more (less) Wi B L5y vawBlEXRAHMRT A P TH 5B,
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BOWEA 5D, Weiner (1974) 1%, Wi 0B R TIEE RN UR G
BIRFOBE) OBHREBRFL T2, ThiIRX 2 & 2:1~3:6 R TEHIE
fEOBHLET TE-BAE? I, MREOHETIE o BhD7nn? | 2H<
T ERB DLW A DR ERIT Lico £ LT SFH 0F 5 X 5K less
X H more DFITED 572, less 2% more EERIT A X5 —EH L
FGE RS ich - T, Kavanaugh (1976) 1% 3, 4 5%/28% Donaldson <
Weiner @7 A P HEEZHGTEBRLTCWS, 2D more IX less L HE
BTHD, BT A LTI less & more DX 5o Tuie, LinlL, 42
DY vEERERY, FARIVARLS BDL55FER 2B IETAMTD
BMIE TS T LD less & more & [T - Tnd EXE L MWRER
<72 Donaldson OB EEZT - 2EFIN QOTD w5 E T4V &
[ i IOBREFIEREC ST, E0FEA (4, 5, 6 5 FicbERR
Bigh ol L LEEEREC BV T 4R L IC © & Thin] BN
T80 FVEEETH T, 2DX 3R T4 T\ ORI TELTH
ZRELSHEEIND, 0L CBEERC I > T4 L b more 2% less
IODBEREREZINERLB ENTE T %, Wannernacher #(1978)
13, 4, SR less BEIARICTUE T URPERITE: © v R, Lo
R, less 2 more FEIFMICEHMAIN T WAL WO EL ¥ oo
o FX, BEATHERNAHEIC X 5T less 0B ENRRS N,
Townsend (1974) 1w X A & more, less 2Midoi T 2308 o FEIFC MLl
WK A T E - T more, less OBEEEWMENR LRI, Thik, BOXE
BRE AT RIS T E RN SUR DM EIERE LTV 5,

&£ AT Trehub & Abramovicch (1978) D F & } C less Bic#i » 7=
3~ 4R (559) 5D 87.5% 13 more D HEEHEIRTHL W5 =5 —%
Lice LD, BUGAA 7 AZRBIEDIE, FELR2ODEANERET

(205 L OoRfEY] EHRTHE, FELONL XL W EBERL
oo THT EVE, TELD, less & more FAZEITEL TWAEWS LD,
HHE BT BUE A~ 1 7 A EDWTRIE LT W B ATAEE R R LT
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%o Townsend & Erb (1975) OBZETH, L OHKREVGHFEERTL LD
FE S DR EEER Y B2 T 5, % 72 Farnham-Diggory & Bermon
A968)1%, FE A2 2o OREWHEHFLT B h, ToRAE T~
~EDRECIOL S BRTRA S Z EX RV LT 5, Pike & Olson
(1977) %, more, less & — A DFHEDE T L 1L, EOLB ORI E—
FLT Tt~ X D S0 ) DBIR T BT 5 2 & 2 DT D, Klatzky
LQO73)L, Z o X 5 IRy — IGIR & =R~ £, 4,
S, KR&EE, B, BE, BI0FRTTHRINGCZIEL L TEA T
L5000ty PERAE S, TORCEERNIRRD, Thib+obo
E—Dh o, Ththjlo CVC* &REEHE L I8 5, TOME, 84
EADRITE = 7 — 1k, WIS EERIN L D + otk b oREa 2
512 TDT LMD, HEFCR bR HEE O asymmetry 23, FE OB
REAEECRET ALY, ko XS REUGRFEERT S &0 & &Mk
WEN B, HHELIET X o T less 0BMNIE B 5 L5 Holland

& Palermo (1975) D#EEMS Y, more, less TOELAEMA BT
inl, BIREEORIES 17 AL BT ERTHERD, ThbDT &b
PERDOFIHR LN D ER AT X4 2B TUL, TDX5REIGA 1T A
&<, Hierd less 75 more LFEEEEEDIS L 5 niEB v ER
WL EBbRIA, 85T less 78 more DX 3 TnBEHE LR
PER OB ERRY artifact W X B & B2 BN B, T, E. Clarck T2 %
b, FELOBOEKREMS, BEREBOMEK, 00X 5 RIFEENRE
B (GRS 5wk ME—EIN e, T~ ORF) omEN: 2
ML Twh,

Donaldson & Wales (1970) 1%, more, less & [F#Z same & different
DOERBRELIIFE LT W5, TRITE B & same OFLRMENET L, diffe-
rent ORI same & FFEAYCEIHI T iz, Webb, Oliveri & O’keefe
(1974)  3~5RT, ThEHEIDLILDOBREB LT -7, Th b

*OFE—E TR b BT
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DEEEMG different OFIRFEEBEIC BT same & REEmICTKbh 5EH
(BT A) BB 5T &uRErDI,

LaLl, TZT% SFH 2445 Glucksberg, Hay & Danks (1976)1%
BT 8D eERE 2 ~ 3BT ol & OERIEEWT, OfEROH
R b o TRARME B, (CREFT GED) boRBEy Lic DR
RO B EEE D, @ TCREALGESROLDRE DL
AEOBEBEI MEFEINLEREE LD, T5 &, OTIRFENT different
% same DX S WHFBRPE ORI, L L@EMATIE, # 1T different
% same EEIEITL S & Lid7nl, B E D ERMNLTEBIN T, B
B, BHEBUEAXIROP TR & D EFHESR T & & L different
DERN TRLZ ZADHDE DL LSBT ELRITDITE i,
CoXow, BEHIEHASRAEBNOR - BEC, BEEKTOBERE VS
CERBMSURS BB KRE B EZRTOTH B, HEHICIHRAS
T ELERBELELG TR, BEOTFELOBEMFBEELIEL 52 L2VURTTHE
DX B bh 5,

) REUEHER

Wales & Campbell (1970) 1%, SHE2EB LIV EEdT 50 MERK
TIERLETHER (L, BER oBBEiii, Fhitls &3~
4ETE, BHETA PR T, EBFELs - AREELL O X VAR
Molie ZOX 5 EEIEF O asymmetry 13 SFH %75k 5B %
%, Eiller, Oller & Ellington (1974) 13, 2:6~3:6 BT, KX\ —h&
W (big [ little), E\v—%E \» (long [ short), [Av—¥E v (wide [ narrow)
EWCEBEOBRE B, REZERLTHEHLHEIRIES L5 FHikk &
slte T X sk, SFH 0oFHT5 L5k, HEROBEHHMCH - TEE
RKES, RS, BEORTIEREL Itoke LL, 3207 —FFL
LbESIGEHERED 4 — 22 H Abh, SFH S3—HULAWERKE -1,
Townsend (1976) % 2~ 4 RRCEE, B, 4, Bl OB OE 17
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FTATET> T2, TOMRIL, FHERS - 22 ELHRCH LUTEED
FOWMEEFRTHEVH =5 —FBEILCSE  iah -, Nagata (1978)
H2~3me, KX, BEE, EITB+s840LmMmer AT
BdiT -7, £ OfERE, +EER I OEES — s OB EEOL DL
B, BUREoEM I ST, KEX, BE, ESoIRcEMEE TSI
Lice 2hbid SFH 25T X 5Ba s, L LEMRRES &, B
RRRME R DAL, & — A O X o THEFORFICEDS R b i
o Te BT, AT LED=F — 8 - vERD EEE (B % —api—
BiERERT AL =7 - b D ERBLTW, R (1979 12E S vs
KE, HEvs KESOEBRBRILEMLIRAFAREZHHE LTHGERY
LTWb, Ik ziE, B vs RSOHABRBRTH G5 4 DOFAKRE By
M3, £V CRV) ok ? ] LHEMT A, 2o, 5K E—ET
1% SFH o X 5 FHEL VEEONMA v, L LR—/TIE, &£ OER
AR, FEE MA 6:1) T Ty ©JF OB A B
oo TRHWERY SFH OB ORTEBBE IR WEREET L 5,
more, less DEEERBIC, T2 Th 2HHHEIRASE L 2L\ 5 FEE
[y artifact & FESDORIGA A7 AL L » T, HEL — 2 bl b EE A
— AERFEWRT B X5 b D2l S RN SRS 5, £ T,
Brewer & Stone (1975)1% 3 ~ 5 R, # S o®I CELT 2L, &
EOWTE T AT 2 B, Euv (Ev, Eu, Ev) b or R
EHREET ol TR LD E, Elles -2 0BRIEER IO LD
v FLTEROBEHM: 0BER X » T tall / short, long [ short i deep /
shallow ® wide [ narrow X OBELThH-Te, LrL, BEGSITCIS
&, RUBMERPRAEDZRTOMEE FIRT 5 (ol "By wxL
TEWDDOFFERTE) bONRE V. TR, BOCRENEGEE LT
NOBMENMEL, FOBRBTEES — AREEIREO X fbh b &
FiEF 5 SFH tix—H LW Etic b, RFIMEELT% 5 Dnfilid
Fvsc Townsend OB TS, FRILOFE L — ADTRIEEL — LD
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BRI Eh 2 205 & LR bhiad o o, Bartlett (1976) & 3 ~ 5 5%
B, OF&, £%, L08R CELT 500, @2 FEoRkTr
BLESNYERRCH 2T 2R L, RGHEAROEMT A » 28 &
oo T I BE, OTRE — 20l X BEERGEERI T2, L
L, QTREEOHVAFOEIVEL ThHoT, BHMEAR LB DX 578k
FEowTd SFH T, RV —H L@l L bR Eitin b,
Bol T, B & v BEE TRV BB h TR Y, BEL
T ERS DR GE A OBTERGTH DB E2RBETE X5 InERENS
RHER T3, LD Brewer FEOWED, TH5ThbH, Thblcib&
CREN— PN BRSBTS RE IR 2IRE D X S R WERSA ST R
B, B OEEEYRiEs b o ki b = oA RIFINCREI T % &
£z B, OV a— AL TR B (core comparative structure)
2 FLWKRIG & —sicid oo L EHA Sh, HERT 2L TS
& & o lexical organizer & LTI £EZ HDTH 5B, E. Clark (1972) H
S MWBHCORMET A M C, ThyEIT 5L 5 BREB LT3,
CREW L N EW BMEORTTEEORERIE 080% % 5T, (To &
z2iE, “BVW ORMEEE LT A&V DX H5WEL BRIE), Thik SFH
WXBHE, REMC L DEEOLEREY D 2L - 2 Ko T X DB
b0z —a2RELLI &k, LrL, T, Lok 3k
T OB RS B oRRR B & R itk ofz, 8 Q977 %
O L &N DT B, Zhik, REX VLo onskLT
WAHRZ ERERLTWAS LB, AE (1980) b, i, BEF AT
FEDFERE BT LT D, 1225, b LEMZT DY 023 % 4« DUTTHE
o THIL LT 5B ETHE, K—DPRITEOFMLZRIULEEIFT T &,
LR, BORTFFTLE UL RIWLICEIIT 2133 Th 2, A (BB
CEoTh, ZhixEsbEbLWEEbR S, D TRARTERD
WHIRETH B,

* AT T T A NEE R RN S B
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Carey (1978) %, SFH Ll Xk 57cE2 FTHAR+0ThH 5 LT
%o Considine & Carey %, 3~4 AT EL L CH4 OWRILETHL
T 5 DD 5T A b % cross-sectional \fTys, F A P To— H #: % f
Too R LA R LARI L OFESREENF LSRRI THWE EEL
HE, TOBEMETVLELTLEEDTFAMNTERL X 5 RN —E L T
ERDETTHD, LovL, #RER? LHET L ol#icd—BE Rb
1T, HHABORECREEWTEERHEE LT ) ERH 0L OTIEIRD
BT EVWEHFEERR BN, £ C Carey i missing feature+haphazard
example theory 755 b D%EET 2, Thic X3 L UMERBCRT 525D
BRI EN G L BRI S EFWTEB EN S, 8- T OFEOTHEHE
B (lexical entries) D7 IR TAERNEETNT WD, ok 21T
&V [Ad)] [Comparative] [+Pole] [~ building ground up; —person,
head to toe] DX 5L ThbB, FOBEREE T, EOHEKIE, Flky
R EEREEESTWDHEEX Do TOFER, 7—A LTI “HFuv—
B RUNc RS, BMmTETE, ARz v FRIRTERWE VLo dE—
HEEPET BT Ewin b, WNCE 5 LG X » THEH A ORI RIS
fmERic) hichr -1 FHLE W5 ETH B, 0%, TELIRE
WEDORERH LU CHMATS X 57T [+ Vertical | &\~ 5 YL FFE % #
FIL T BDTH B, “OFLIE, SFH OFEBRFBHLIVIL0X8DE

Dbl ahT &, S$ERE oBREYMEEL CELI Lk 24
EhdiFEhd, Tk HCFEIRY, HEONEPLREIRCHERZ SR,
RN LY RN IRTCHEL H L s L Bbh 5,

EZAT,TREN—PE &S FHENRERY D OB, ORI
RIEEPGILLTL B ERBFORNEZALTH D, TR, EDIIRE
BRAMERMEL T D THA 523, Carey I X B E2FETS “KREFW, b
TV ORGRT I ERIIEBR T E 528, & 2 w7 b O REGR LT
HEBOIERT 4B Fied i bt LinLl, ThTh “K&EW—
INEWT B S FEOBRPFER T 5 T 7evs . Lumsden Jr. & Poteat
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(1968) X% &5, 6mECEBELORELREFI ORI TR—/NHE
ERDIe, FEDIRERILA IO 7 - THEHE X DA F U LHB 5o
KEV, PEEWHEE @n%rm%/@ﬁ WK EREERE LT
BT EMPnA, FIZT Maratsos (1973) 3G I LIRS TCTEL AL A 2 H
W, 3EERIK “REV EWIHIBOHEM T e v ARTANT, TOfER, 3
BIETIF v v A VAL FIFE LA, 4, SHIBRS & “k&
WORBIERBRTALOL LTI A BRIG A BN 5, 3mE Tk
CREV REGCERAD OREWFELTRL TV, L ZAH4~5
BT D EBERTVMELTL 22 L X TFES OEENEE~E
, CREW” OBENIEIRTREAINTLE S OTERIBHENT 5,
SFH TEBOMA LR D, T2 TR ,AEW OEROBREERL
(underextention) ML T35, ThbOWER, WY 5 THERC LS
HMp | LFTRBL DA S, ok zf fulller & emptier &3 FEOMA
?‘éﬁi%ﬁh Bruner oW Th, EE VEW ORI 5T 54 - T
puigiel Bbohih-cXd B2 EAERERTW5, £/
@@&W%m%wf% e & o CEBERE SREE & ) RIEAMET
BTEXE ST, FNETHREL > EDHEAER-TLE 5 2 &1 Bever
OWHRTH Bbh b, Maratsos (1974) 13F & & ok & JH ST 58
BEIHLEHELL, Thicksd, KESHEIIL, £/ OFIRLET
CERENDEN D, BB YEOEIE TRET LI Ebh s T,
HFERNELS TRIWH OB EHEO LCEREEALRECEHHI Y EL T 5
L, NECFHERECEHWLTLE >, FREREU:6~5: DIXFELS
ECSHEBITRAZEC I ST, IVHEEDEBILFEINCT Kol
BEH A978) 33 ~6mER LEEUOEREY Lic, FEIL, BEVWHEE
LBRTELDRBFOBVIHRREWEIHERD, T, FELORTEXR
GERDEVOIPHEIO L E e P AR AT THRI D E I ORTH
KANHIBC R BT ie, ZR (1978) #d, FORIBENEIHEHKTH-
THBERTEHNECHESERE LTESHEHAN S B EXHE LT 5,
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ZOX 5 RBEHITCILEOEOBERAHLBRI b 8T 5, Kuczaj II &
Lederberg (1978) X AR WT, FoOEINERIELCIBE T A &
FROGCELTWD, 3~45EI, RO oEE 2 T2 50 & LT, older
& younger YW LT\ o, FEIL, WFEOERICERCIBIEN T I
DAL THRIEVIMERTCERTL0OTH B, Iz TELH,
CZTCHEETHD old #° young LW ESHB I B L 25, young DFF
R old ER—HEhB L VBRI RACEER o, EHREFF A
PIZBWTS, BTERIEOF & B DS R IKE OB 2 & CHETT 51|
AR, SDE S, WANSDEEITE N THIL LRI W E I KRIT,
ol D cue ELTH < DIRBUREWZ ETH B, TDX HRFEOENRDE
filft.7 m w21k, FEORMAELFECBEEEZ O LRI TV B,

3D BEHE), ZeRIE

(DESREEE « Friedman(1978) WML OREVI ROV T DOV Y 2 — %
ToTnd, o L 5L 3 20WEAMETT bR T2, OMEL
IRREEIBR DM O SERNRRREERTR Y A7 aomik OB, =
BRI DT e 2 TiO, QOFRTOWEZR S L1eT 5o

E. Clark (1971) ¥ after, before &\»3EBOIHRICET 5% 3 ~5
BRI T o fo, HES 2 + Tk [(S.*after S;] (S, before S,] [After S,
S.) [Before S, S;1 © 420 xR, FTHRMEETAEHEELLETHE
TERTI, TOFR after, before DEMRBRI 3OO BEL RV LI,

BB 1 ¢ after, before KGNS, X0 BGRIEF % F2320h & L
order of mention (LI#% OM &WE33) Rt CTEHET 5,

BT : before SLRIE LK EBESh b, TOTHEEE LT ETI @T
W, after WBIL T OM w5, Ko Uh)1Ciesd & after 2—HLT
before & RFCH 5,

BEREI - pEA & F— k% 30,

*5y, Sy LWLEVT VADMTH S,
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FLTZ DX ieEWFEOHE T Ud SFH T S hi, B CXHE
A EmRFEM: L LT [+ Time, —Simultaneons] #3271 T, OM FHi%
CHt - CHDPMBE N B, BTk before OESRZEM I (+Prior] 23T
MEN D, L after OREMNTFHFEECHS [—Prior] @ERML T B,
72035 after OFEBRIT before WRMELINTLE 5, BILC/ % &, before
il (—Pror] AAMIINEND, Zhik, FELDOHRERETH belore 234
B L CEbRA &5 E Clark (1970) oBEERE b — %7 2,
Amidon & Carey (1972) 135, G6#E T after, before SLDEE B 1 FIT
FTAFBHRE R T 5, T2 TOIMEEERRIEDIBIE L, XHhOMBIZHE
BLIA VAR -2 a VEDTBHZ ETHD, TELOBRDIIEBHFON
BFEAEETDEEONREG (Clark OFRIE OM FEEZ X 5880 oA
ino1), I X - TEMOKXCEREZ T 5 & 5 Riihin SCUIERE
RTBE IR, £ LU THERID after X D before OB OEBERNED - 70
Jhonson (1975) % 4 ~5REIC 37 A + (BfF, BE—HH, G467
AP) BfToln, ThIC X5 LR SFH 25835 X 5 infER el
LT\W3B, el l, BAD=F —x 4 Ti3—EM2 <, B k- T4
° OM Flr e ol THIIRERPEROBEWL L - T=9—2 1 7R
o T BDIEA S,

LirLl, 22 Th SFHIT X - THINURBBE IR DA b, French
& Brown (1977) 13, BES A T3 ~5 i 1B 1c after, before 124
N5 200FHERFNELHET I, OB, HaMoERIARE o
Dub o (AHREAMCEEZ AN ID X 57030 & EER TS
BREGHERTHEINRTWAEI (5o 2R LHIC K A 2 2ivie) o X 5
Texr) HERIT A &, FIE ORI B after, before DOREITHE H I EA
wice T LTHEET TR & FLY before I after ORI D E < 1k
blehote, b, BATELORBE Y 5 #H LTh, TD50%0F
EHix SFH wftbinn= 5 —~FKIED 2% — v& & - T Wiz, Kavanangh
(1979 %3 :6—5: ORIECREOBREEB T2, MBEOHMF L »TH
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SRIOMEBIRIC 2 W T O ME 2 HE i BEERET L RHENDT
Who @R (97901, T~% T 2 F 1 (~ LB TO~% L3 oL
T, RRDVAHOZ EERNELTS, IR X - T F 5205
OfEEN, SFH 2% LinvC Liind, Coker (1978) 12, fefo X
TRET A PRI Tie Y — VRSB ER Lch &L #EH— F 0 R
W %Rl after, before %4 A K Iwhat did I show you before/
after the X CTHMT 20 3BBEEH R EN1 TN, T B %
Bak, fEkoBi#T A b Tl after L b before ORI I VA,
H—=F7FAPCREOUDOHERENELR, FloT = b TR ZE R s
Too TOX 51 before, after ORI SFH o X 5 7elflEry /s By
ME BRI o, Jarvella & Lubinsky (1975) 8 & 1o w wig,
S DR TOIIE 2T » T b 3% R T oA~ 5IERF 7
5% after, before JLCHEA R BB TH S, TOREE, = vz SFH o
FHEEXE LY before ST Y after TOFFEP—HLTHE » & W), fi
ER &3 Tn D 4 — v RIR LT, MR (1976) 3 ~5lEe, ==, 7
FOXERETHIEI, BARETIE, =, TIRTHERLS A ENR T W &
W FEBRE S Bl OM AlG oI X b, 7 v OBE» R S
Bo TOFER, T7 M IDEHE =) OB/ENZTHHETT 2 A& I8
LT, MEBOMBYREHENEROPEBRCEE £ & B F
EBbRS, COXOWEROBEIFEOR LB ERFELD O Ui
SRR TH I T ER ST, CHIZFA U HF ik (+Time, —
Simultaneons, +Prior] & H21d 232353 first OEES before X b
B &b 5B VERDIES 5,

DX S THRENIIR, BRERIL &V o e B 0B RN T E OB e
s st#Er b5, SFH oS EmER oA TRIENSh
DD TH D S CHHEEE & BHFBIIERICHERERE L 5 T 52,
Friedman & Seely (1976) % Clark ©0F 5 X 51 i M 55 (BifEsd after,
before) OIRfiE7ZefI5E (ahead of, behind) DEGIC &3 E 5 0%
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3~5RRTHIE LT, Thic X5 &, EHEOEMIHMEBTETTS L
PELT, FEOBIEEOLDI VLI LLEWIFERTL M T,
ZZCh SFH i EEN R L Ehis,

Z ofiiicd, after, before » BHEERMAEL OBRTIRL IS & L
WEND D, ¥ 2 —i— 72 Jgo Ferreiro & Sinclair (1971) & 4~ 9
Rz, FEERBMT A PR LT WD, F#EET A P ORERIC L - T3 DDFE
BREEd 51T Bo ), SCPIC and, then, R AN 7oad SIS % BTk
BRI AEENC RN B, FREYIFEL Sl S8 THFHERTIC WiEE s &
FRET 5, ROBMC 5 ETESRERIADESEZWNHANDZ %
HETH L O D, ZRE—HOBEEMMOFORERLE UTHILT 525, ¥
C—FITH THE R L 0TI W TH B, Bki/csd &, before
X when {70 DHE TR LR DI EOMESR H 225 D5 L
TEDHLHIie D, T DX D IHEY, FHHEDOI &5 B0 Tz
LE5&43, THbbHEEOERIAE 5 —FHE (—20FM) b LrE
HTERVCEENLD $,28, 0L 5@ AR»bR—DORRETRTED L
W5 E L, ACHOY R DRI AN IR A L T AR &SR T B
ERBLT VB, E, BT A L TORME OB BEGEL Rbh
Tk ah T 5,

@D T1x Harner (1975) 738, 2, 3, 48ET IFEA, BHI v
5 & — n OBFEEERINCHIE Lico TOME, SHEW MHHL Xb I
Bl X b X<EMRLTW,, 4B/ s ML PELLEMI i,
BEREESHTT5E, SFH ©w5 X 5 1w Bl B [(Nonpresent, — Prior) 73
FEH [Nonpresent, +Prior] ¢ HHE R ELbRDE NS Eitich o,
Friedman (1977) VBRI REREIMAR OBLR & BmAEROMEGRY Ric, B ki
ik, R4 2 v (HEED, ME, BFEOTHERE) 2RTiHR 2R
DOWIICHE > TREFI S ¥ b, $BolE%ZcE (permutation) L BT
ELVHE 3B HEERTe h LCER O 1 2 A oBEY B, F Dk
R, TOBFELEECT Y= ORFIBRIEFRE OB L RV LTw 5,
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(2)z=fHRE

E. Clark (1973) 11 1:6~4: 11loFEbic X o (kie, Tr) Y
FEE I EEORL, “in, on, under” DEMEP AT ~5%, TEOWEEIE
FFiY, in, on, under DIETH -7, =5 ~RGESHTH L, LTKRD
XoBAEER R LRIz, =1 H LXDBEHELY X0 ARS
Tk V=2 B LXK FEHZ OO Y R ZDOERELSZ L, 2D X
5k B BN RGNV~ A Dy ML o TS O =35 — 238 I hic,
DX ITIEFEMA — B HIEE UCECRE (mapping) LT W
BCHEOBIRMEG IR TP EELHDTH B, o ThOr—AIL—F
THLARBRERLEEShEC LD, DX 5K Clark 13 ik
ofmidied &3 o SFH # {5IFE* LT, FELOIFEEENLT
FofEA S IR ORI I AR RET D & B 2 Do Wilcox & Palermo
(1974) 1%, 1:6~2: 11ERr LEBEUOMEET»> Tw5, Lo L Clark
ERERY, FEEENL - (BUGRIEF) &R X - THE SR 330K
POBERESHET 5 X 5T R L, fIzEMGoTA~ r2BE /LI
DL NTR—F T E THRO LR~ P REELI W] X5 RRR—5
X E PR EE TR 87, LR, £ 0 27— FRIRA—HoTe
BOWTERERTAR—F U TRE-TLE S, ERO7V—-71IE, Th
Lt x - vRRASRI, 2D &, ELPRORIEN, £/ %E/DOF
CEL LY ER@EL S EES 1 7 A2 (BUGRE) wd &3°%, FRK
B E “F= GO TES B DR L0 5 XIRMREFETS & T
ETAEORRBZEEREL TS, COXHCIEBILFBEDS D
LESE LB T D, BOERNEEINLBRETO, ZDX571IEE
FERYEER DK A A\ 1T Slobin (1966) 26 b BILNTH 5, HE, FEOEE
BEZT TR KEREOTBEBBCIS WL DX 5 InIEETEN, MmE—
SEBH I OBEMEHIE X BT b, Grieve (1977) 71X, fix OXIRT
2:0~3:988 D in, on, under ODEPEFE LI, NS hffEthdED

* Partial Semantic Hypothesis & &35,
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KEBBELECHSBHIM R EDR I, £0, ThFh2o0%%, BE
REFRAED, 29 TEF TN ENCRIET IR, TOBRITEEN
2 under DEENEM T2, UL, DX 5 R TIRD BT, #
oo Clark o —aed E3nT “on” % “in” &, “under” % “on” ik
5 X MBRIGIEDRIchole, BB, 2, 3R TLHELMICA
C, EORITIR R d 5Bk M b & SWIRISET 581 %
10T bbb, FBEOBERIL, WMENREREEOED TS, Wi
EOBGRXIROPTERERL HHENRHH T ERRF LT 5, Kuczajll
& Maratsos (1975) 1%, 2~ 3#E T, B (front), # (back), Hi(side)
DIEHREMEWME L, ot e 2EMEL), =/ Oniftic= /
FENE D, TOE, ARAEODBHERT L OOFFI e, & B E
o FRILL B E, QHC O, O@FRkod 5 dROMNE, @A D
B, AAEORAHEOBLGIIHFTEOBRNPEMENTS 5, 1,
MEBEns & - 2oBEITERR bRt oo, ThiT, MEHED
Toxvh Y- EBEERT G 0 B XVERRLBMT S H.
Clark DF* &13—3% Lis\, Ogawa & Kano (1974) 134 ~ G5k I £,
EoXswLTHEo T3] 2RET2h %M, Thic X5 &H 58,
AFEDX St E et a b2 b EiE, WEOWBHRTERDLN
B, LLFREDX 5FRE & &1k, Foxsg L HEE oM 5
witd, H. Clark (1973) 3G ofid ko> 2E R E LT, NHOEDTF
B, BEER AWM E2H Tnb, FUTHEMELE 5 LTHRHEE LRV
&R, AEHETAMAEETEE R UTRIET 2 LT b, EHH
(1975) 126 BB TS CPEEP) OMiEHET 2EE L LTRFEOH
EE-PHAH L EB T B ERELDT VWD, Cox (1979 ik, UL
DDA - VDR (n front of) ®# % (behind) THOE—A B IES &

* BEOMKESENFACT v 4 b Y —I X 5T, WH R LA
HThBo hh, MPEELVD ¥ — 2OBRAEIELT L) LR B SR
%o
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WHOBRE R FE DS 2o T 5 & behind ©J57% in front of X h L ER
G 3% <, MFEE DBIFREOERIGER (80~90%) KET 5 DI RE
BHTH T,

FEOEWEM L EMBmo BRERBE LS © & LT Parisi (1970) @
MeErdd, Fhicds s, BEINTOLLEMEOET URYRLE, Fh
BFEL OEMRMORERF (tRe O —Ziwa—2 Y » FER-EHEY
Zef) WXIGE LT B FF, PHEB A ALZEHBGEEDSb T o 2T
(in, on, inside, outside) PFEIELZTH Y, RWKIX=—27 Y » F 22f%
HBTZ LT (n front of, above, bellow, beside) MEME I 4, Hifsze
% & H3>7 along * through 2 b EELETH - 720

ZHFFEOBIR TS deictic (JF7) REALXEMT 5 L3FLEII LT
L3 L WX 5 Th B, E. Clark (1978) RiERFEOBME IS L 3w
HZERELT2OHFT5, Dreference @ shift #EE5 2 & : fodk 21T
TR Bictc) BEELF OB X » THEMZELT %, QFRER XL
sl T2y T2 ) CREINAFALREE LTl bin,

de Villers (1974) it deictic 7¢E H T » % @this/that ®here/there
©my/yours @in front of/behind O 5 L BFHF L b o FTAHLEL
P & BAEESTTHIE Lo T 2 RME & T & ILATICEER 1 S A TR
CXRBENIZ2D0D2 9 7OEBLBIF vV F 4 A TWEhEEE (5
) Lich, MTich (B 57— a%175, ERELANHEHT 2EBRT
APEENTFESIEBEFEOZ LIX2@DO OFETIE this—that © X
SR U TR Uishudic bic, @R THFE 28 LERTY
FERETHEICE S L OMERETE L% in front of>behind & B &3
DIDIERT BUERD D, 2OV — A DFER, 2~3BOTE G IIER
FAMCEACDDFEERTHEGD FFEFNRICEINC L2 R DR %
Vo FEEES A P TIL, in front of, behind 723 {32 LK, HOo— 2

[~} TOEBDOIEE, HEE~LOFH], T~OEAIL, HAHHE—
AOFRSCEL Z & &l Thn b,
203



2T 4 THBEEETAEVIRIBEETh-T, LML, 4BEITALLS
BN R e b T2 THEIE 3BT ADVEHCHLI OHPOLN R EEEER
DENBBTILE ERE LT3, Webb & Abrahamson (1976) 34,
TIRET this/that OB LEAENTER TS, FREFIZTFLES LHLAR
DRELTCEED, TORIE, F ¥Y T4 DASTEz y THFBRENDR
Tbe BETAITIRTZD (BD) 29 FHELSTFE NS & HFRT
%, i)y, BEFTALTE, BOMiTF v T4 2Ebbho=y 7OTE
BL, FEAR TESBRRLVA] ERThRb, TOBER, HEEEE
IR SIS D b R ERRER I LT BRSO L, ThicX
5 & BEFLNEER?BEEE OBAEBE L&k (7 +Demonstrative ],
[+Farj, [+Speaker=Reference Point{) #MET 5 DX 7THLUBETH B
LT B, £ LT de Villier EE DR OB GCIEELRC I 50D T
HBETP LTS, Sengul & Clark (1974, 1977 % 2 ~ 5 BRI there/
here, this/that DE@BEH B 57 2 F 2T WL OREEBE2RFI LT3, +
LEROFETTFES LUSHHE LERER, ficErhic220R—
OEERE T (D) BERILLEW] REDHERYE2L 5, TD
TR, 3SOOREBEER RV IhI, B LLERFELS L0 =5 -
ThdH, CHIRBTIGENTOEYE—BE L TERTIE WO 81 S LEEH
CRWHEBIRT 52 1 Tedd bh b, B2 TIEAaERBCS &
3, BB THSRPIME L2 4 TOFEBIL, EHREN, FELERA
L2 & EDRIE L RGET %, EEhbLIcs 1 7T, ER#E
PHRHELTWDEEDRELRIGT 50 BRE31Cind & ElfrE OfBe s
POLTERERTEDL LI LD, T TRRENZ &1, FEbIKL-»
TRIEDITMERTE o TREBBELE Y2 W3 Z EThB, ZhILH
WOMEAZE, KEar—-RAOSBEEREL TS, WThoRE X BT
b, BERIEB OBE T, reference point FHRKRKE &5 —B L 7ig
FRAVCAEHCHLRBEARORTWS, L, 4¥FLd, F0X57
HERLR R BERE RIS E3nE b2 & %/RT Charney (1979) o
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WHEdDD, ZDX B, &03B5HEIFHCI > TELLIY, HE
BEAZPRORI DT B EREDT, FELOEKRIEE T = v A D4
NELDNITTER BV,

4 EmgE

WRPLEL OLEEE, FEEEREIOTROEEREYRELCE
oo TOHT, BEFREVINCRON AEBEHREORAISE, FELT
B 5REOERBEERELZHNI b0 L LTHERZIR S, E. V. Clark
A973) Ak DB FE R E B2, AR, MBS &S0nT
BT LRSI T B, ThcH UCE 2 OBRERIR 8 0 BB 2 5
THUB* bHBo LTHTSFH kB, Wil MEMREE G
R EDWURM EhBH, W, BRI Inb Y, FEomMARR
%3&1&A@%%Kﬂd<&%ifv%otﬁLSH{Tm,:@iﬁk
HIENILFESRENED D (Animate), [(Male) o X 5 7¢ fh@ BBk EdE~D
BATERIC 2 W TOI AR ShTuvin,

, SFH i &3 T D X 5 7Bk narrowing-down BB CILE
DODTRCBRENE L BV ER TE R, ok 2if Reich (1976) 131 : 4~
1~6HEDFE T [shoes] W3 BOMEMHE T A M X » TN, Fh
kB E, HEWIBEOMNER, RO BbHEOLORTEBEZRL T
foo TRPLERBECALBOMC S HA I CTER, ThIXFEOBRB TR E
@ underextension EE2 54 DTHYH, SFH TIIEHDOOM NI E1T
%o T AT Clark DiEDTERNZ, T THH O ZFESHEd &S0
b DTH T, HERNE, T3 RHERTOBECIIBAYIELS
RTHEED underextension &5 LR r2onLS, REShTL
FHZlWhB, FLTERDX 5 KEFET A b %475 & underexteusion

* K. Nelson (1974, 1978) 1%, Functional core hypothesis % & %, F &
& /B E T B TE ) OREAEN core concept & LTHINIL, THHFED
BB L T EEL B ShSIHHLMENSEOMBIT X - T3
W45 SFH L3RR 5B TH B,
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WA ENETADTH D, SFH #tfilicd &3 ¥R FLBFBRRITHE
DL S A VEERT BRI L TP T\5, Thomson & Chapman
Q977 WX b &, TELIX Tapplel EWHFEEFA—-N, LEE, €25
v MaEinE 2 TRTCBLERT 2, E2HPH b ODERERET
Fapple i2 71 &¥had, FLL Y vI2BRTELDOTHE, T OE
DIWENL, Kb H BB, i Anglin (1978) LA nAHick G Dig%
R rehidfifscdan?] CEMTAEMBTAPCBNT BoOoBH &
underextension DO & B 72 LT\ 5, $C underextension 1%, &3
PINFEBRE o> TRMTD B &2, T OFRIC I THREAY (periphera)*
fed DWW DWTHZ » Tie, Nelson (1978) 13355, BB i\ UHEE
CROLABZDISHAVDOERERELT22%HTF CB, &2, FE
LB E RO ER5 LT HBERY - TWAT L, Ik, FED
REINIFER) URCREEATEBER) Thb, tezid, F&b
REFBCECHRF LT MR BT, LaL, ThidFE b,
A= i) SBMLTWBRD TR, AEWIERMBIRVD, 5F
CBVWHTZ ERTER VD, BEEVCOIBRI TR O X S /L
BMLAIC R LT 2D EEL 5D TH D, ZORDIECEMEITI
T, BARALRIWEBNT V%, DT &, 2BXPHBELTER
FEBL NI B & BB A RANEHORA LT AT EnD
b5 2% Bo BHE E. V. Clark (1978) &, EREMEEE 5 BAN DR
B BML, EBT 2 b0 llnERE Tt Ed, #HYEER retrieve
TERVWEDE, ThieHEdsIbluwi 5B RAFERT 2B E T2
ERRTC %, &2 AT Barrett (1978) 1%, o EoAES 2 98 L
T, HHBOIHNEEF CEBRTRC D 2 OFEOIE & HTAIIER Eh

* Roschie X b &, HHWED 2 vAA—1L, FOMERLES LSBT IER
iy (prototype) 7o 4 v-3i—k, ZThhbBA L2 TFhTuw< KBy (peri-
pheral) £ v A~ X o THREA TS, LELEENED L3 CHRIRS
DI BPITI TR,
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T, BEOBKREANCD 55 OBKREENH LSRR 3R 5 & L2 IEH
Lize £ x LT Nelson (1979) [ 3FNHOFEOERFET L, BELALHE
AP LTl dh, 2FNRERTOHMEAMBEC> T 501X H
EOBRETHSEEERL T WD, WTFR LT HEBEOMMAMNIRD 05X
BRREOMFERCKRERFELL V2L 2T LRI %,

T D7 FARRTHIBOURE)EODEL D B, Rosch 3£ (1973, 1975a,
1975b, 1976) X—HDORFIEA L HIERE ORI /HER SFH o X 5 iz Bk
DIRER I X » T all-ornone FIRPIEIN B E DT T & BiEN
DT B, TebziE TR ODHETERIARLLVARDLE, ABLIARWD
DETHD, Ei2, H5HREOINE L LOFIRO/MEMC BT BN, &
B NEWRZ ERLIERHL N5, BEOF TV — 1%, SFH ok
57 digital MBHEOHERBIL X - TRHBRT 5 LT H LWLWD TH %,
Anderson(1975) 2 » & 7T ADERN, LHAREOENTHINEE
B s L TC\uww5b, ¥72 Brown *° Rosch 0% 25 wir {3+ % Anglin
197 %, GRS OB, SFH »0FEEN5 X 5 ik -HsiEoR
[ TEIs <, B O#EiE v~ il UCTE N ERAE & I & oK o
MRGEEN TR, IR LT W5,

BAE#5 Nelson (1973, 1979) 33T 2L ok, FLLoBHERD
BEEEMTH Y, BREEAROSHE L EAZE, FiHK X 5T 0L,
7o & @ multi-process iz AIRMAGRAALELIhBES 5,

3. 2 & B

B DEBOHEZEOHMMHBCILT E V- T W S BSRRREOENEDT
BRTWb, TR, ZoEROMFEEELAI IR TERLEL DA
5, ZhbOWEDOKESIL SFH 25 ¢ Tiibh T E e,

Woe @i+ s L, BOEKREMEV-S performance 1T fE4 0)3%}%’2{?&

¥ zhuk basic LAk ST BRTW S,
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X oTKRELEHTHZ Ebn 5, ok zid, BrEASh3HERR
e TIEEBRRIRL, COBIMEA IR A2 BRI E BT S
NBESL S, —H, BHROBBLEWIBEEANDIE, T0X 5 RO
ME—EHR L FENEREEOBROEERFIN DPRERC b0 L
Bhbh b, #£-C, SFH ok 5 efEc oA B INIchHE e E%RE
PR TR, FELOBRERCRREELBRPTLORIANTITHE L
Bbhb, EV. Clark T3%, FELOEREML R E K HE &7 non-
linguistic 72 EROBEBEM AL I 5% 2 e TLo T 5,

b UESRBEELEREETREDAT 2L LT, ThboEENEEORE
TED XS WHEENTRE IR T DA I HLVWERERILE /R
LD DOFRTEDL IR LTERINTHL DS 52, HER
IEE R E & T A EMREMN S DR BEREEAL O X H BT LT
Do B LT, TXRTOEOENRN SFH 0fE% % binary REWREHED
Ty FRPTHROGRL® 200, BHREEOZ LS, HEET ? B4 OXR
PRPBEEER L CTFEL OBFKRERRFEIN S L3, Ral,
fl%d - TEOBKRIBEINE BT O, Thb oML, %
DEE, bNbhOSEOWRFEL LTEIRT V5,

B BRI & o TZEMEE, WRFER E OBRERPE OB HRARHEE
MEALRDZ LT, HORCEBIRL T3, chixs8k (1974 »niT-1
HAShEDO B ROERI B THREIND LA THD, £ Thhbh
ELTIREESE & oRE IR X b b BAREOHEN, BRiciEs
By, BECANCHERLELLS 5,
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