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O—J)Vox vy 7T A BMIBITA
A RO & A B SO 12 B3 5 —HF3E

— X RERIZEI S 5 scoring system (22T —

# F E & SRR G =

(= S VI B

— T x gy F AL BUF, 0«72 b EMET) OAMBIE (HEIE) 22 AR E)
Bois (MBUE) i3, fERED, MlH & OMFoTI DM A0 IZB®E L TiRbh b
e ot TR L, MBS i d LB O O L 2Tdh b, Rorschach
(1921) B&, MEIGIZR S N2 ER ORI ADERMY LB KM S D Z & 2R
L Cwh, Klopfer & Davidson (1962) EMIEIZ2WT, “AMiEd 2 vid AMHY
FiEE b ool t ) boThh, Zhifho Nicx LTIEL ) 2HED 238" L,
oL MBI “LvwREEF R TEL 2 L7 23T, Lifi~NTws, Piotrowski
(1957) ok A&, MEIEIE “BAPBECHET D200 #BLTWAEFII2WTO
ExHEEL" L, BHIIEEIREVEURESWE AL OMRE0UIEET 201080

LW S R AMEELEN" dabb "EHIBYARMOBE" RTL0EEsh Ty
5. Schachtel (1966) 1%, H4TBE & EMdE - BCOMBO MR I3 5340 2 HEEE 47 M
OGRS h Z L 2 L Twa, AT, MEBIEAS “BARoERE &0k )
RAREEL, AV EEL I 22220 Tofifis” it LT hd LifixTtwd, —7F,
AHEICMTA2Aa37 L LTOHKBEREROMEIMI CRER S ATy A sy, MBS
R LT )RR ) EELRETH S, Ames, Metraux, Rodell & Walker (1974)
(X, FOSEEMTFEO ST, SR % 5EE & A AR A PP o TH BUS AT
BimL, FRIZEETHRESRIZODONEZETHI L2 AWELTWA, £/, Phillips
& Smith (1953) &, HESEbE~OML L EEHE2RTL0THY, TolizfEd

Moz ez, ETHOEE I S LTF & o A T RSN - KEST, hylieE
CERRFSEEE RIS, FLTEMV A v AEBEOF AL S BELY L HiF 4, WS
SVTIES, WS v Wi RfnahEAE - BHREHIE, OB RRRIcECRBu s LES,

= L5~
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OHEMMFE ENZTHRBEICS THMICBEL T, ill<Twh, Weiner (1966)
LA RREFREOD - 7 A MIBAIBIEL LTMBIBE S IZHEIEEZ ST TV,

Pl x5z, RN ZZGEKE Lz A v 7 ORI A B 2 (@205 % 1A L wd |
B MG iE, & oMFHEOMICHEET A AR - BAIZDWT oA LR G AT
VWHLEERONTVD, i, HRIBEMREOZ 0L ) LllHE L HEEL CRFLTY
ZHETARMOWEAALNTEY, HEESMEIEIZ 2T O L scoring systems
Hhnd{opEEZINTWDS ( Mayman, 1967 ; Pruitt & Spilka, 1964 ; Urist, 1977:
Lerner & Lerner, 1980 ; Blatt, Brenneis, Schimek & Glick, 19767%: &), = & & O 1iff
FeD N R BRI LB IS A B RS, ISl B & T A H BUER MBS % 5 5B
ZoWTOEEE LTES ML, AL ZORNBEOTH 2 AR 2 5507 & BRI 5T
TEIETBRHIIHD, Thabb, HRISSPMEIGA2FE L ATWLZ EIZLD, HED
AR T OIERW RIERES VY — 2 - W ABMR O S WA lE A A — V2 HTA
A=T - ZONEM 2RO S O KW - R E LT B AMBIES, & EEBRL
LIELTwnE,

SOX Mg, A LRI DT R AR L LThE L oMb D 0N THR
ELFETAEANLZEM L, 251203 & 0RO P THE LT < BB LB s %
HELTW ETERRECBbhA, £LT, #4132 Spear (1980) 54+ 2 X 5
CEDHRBN 2 BAQLHERE YL TW LD L LFMisnA729, £7:, HEER
MG HHEMFRE L 62TV IR, CE2DABBTH N AKEBBIETH 208
HHEZ BT B, GRS APEE - SRR L CoEMEY, 0 FR I a6FEL TV L
THLHEELILEBbhE,

EIAHT, IHEOWFEO R TIER & 1L scoring system 1, BFFEE (0 & - THE S M
RGBS, FAHEIGEMBICORE WA 5HTA2MEA LD EL TS, #
CTAMAETE, HEUBS MG % o SBROIEE L Lf9E0hn 5 4 20 scoring system
EENDHY, FERIHE LGOI ZOERE LToRPEGEBAT ok, 55Es
O HRIE & MBUEB B X % scoring system OFFOEM: Lo W THRFE L TWw L =k
IZ L7z,

Vsl &

% scoring system DBE | KL TIE, HEIGEMIIE» L RMEE L5 2 15 &
¥ % scoring system D9 b, FERMAMESREEN TS D, 2 scoring D Y7 % Sk il
AHBNIECTd AR D 4 2O scoring system * £ D HIFE, b0 scoring system

OBEGDTICEST@) THEH2°, FHMEBIE VTSR L EHORRLBELIZs A

7 AIs
PALA
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Rorschach Empathy-Object Relationship scale (R E O R & i)

Pruitt & Spilka (1964) 2k B, HEG & MBUEIZ X o THMepE2 dpul & Uz ad B3
FEENEHHEMICES A LI ETEBLOTHE, TNTOHBEIEEMERIZ2WT, KIS
oWg (BIEMAN, 3250 AN, %), Wl n, PERlossl, F 22 %6
L v s S IBEMORE ST 2T v, ZOEFEREEE (R) CHLESEN
BT D, By ERMREDIEHVLDE IS,

Rorschach Mutuality of Autonomy Scale (RMA S &B§)

Urist( 1977 ), Urist & Shill (1982) 12 &b, RIGCEH S W A-MHEMHRE ZOHNE »
LFETHLOTH S, HHEE—MEEL ENRMRORECHTHBFHCESE, #EHEL
L TEMOMHNETTH A, nEoMIzas s AEM - EHE0 7 22w
X0, SEEMICEWHEBGHEG 2 MRS 1B, S, —FabhicenZthTw
AL BMBROE TR E TICHFES NS, TORMASIEARE2 2L EO{EA &5 HAT
CHADOEEAER SN TwAET - FAMIGTRTIKEA SN0 o Tnh, L
L, ZOMELKIEH &5 LA ICMBEd R Lk oTHBY, TZTEDHIFA, HL,
AT 2 DL EDOEN &S IS 2 OBIEATR SR AMEI O A @A L1,

Primitive Defense Scale (P D S L0gd)

Lerner & Lerner (1980) (25 %, Kernberg 278 7z B oo 2 % 4 C4F Ay 22 i
IR E HEOETE S AL ETALOTHY, S8, BEWBAIL, Mo, S
[f—, S5 o0 EH T Th D, HnEESL, T, S ERE-S
D, BeEMEEEORESHMLVWIOLIA TS, HRIETHEREHKED S
bhaHE(H)ICMESATEY, FUEAEZ PO E LTIGER, HEKE, #R: Ly
FEFLAFLOEESMESNRTND,

Developmental Scoring ( or Analysis ) of Object Representation ( DSOR & fi4)

Blatt, Brenneis, Schimek & Glick (1976), Blatt & Lerner (1983) % {2 X 4, Werner
DFEEGN AT X BER L L Co HBUS & BT 2 R Ic S Ic b - TH T
BLOTHb, £, HELGEFEM-ENE(accuracy ) & L TBEKRIEIZ X - T RIFFIE
(+5UE) EARREHE (—FE) Licgidshnsb, £LT, 41k (differentiation ) DI
BTHRIEOWNENY 7H 7T —iZ2owTHfiis, 4 (articulation) @I H T
BHEl iz 2w T b2 b, #45 (integration ) OJHHE THRIETNHZ D WT, Fo@ijk -
Figfgenz g h - 20AE - HILMKRORXZE®R S D,

WRED LTICERSS SR L2 s Twa ABREENLZOD - 72 b 200
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e L LTI, BEL6%, IS TH Y, FHIMENIL28. 8i% T 185 ~35i% O FifH =
BB, HEEHH O IRV IRE LBMAMEENT 2 WBHEBRVWTH S, SEEDHEL
FHTEY, KIEOBFRIENTEE L IREBICH - 72,

4, EIERBISIIEIIA SR AD, WO LT REE20800 - 74 | 24
Bz, BLBHIAHT, FHER20. 15, 18K ~23OMMIZH 5, HuHSEL2E LT
DG, O - F A ORET T L

TABLE 1 iZWiFEORSEL S & OFH BUG & M ST A58 0Pt 2 R4, & » 3
HO¥E XS 4 OFPATH %, FEIBHO H G & MEUSIZ M T 245803 3~ TR RIS
oL TARICHC HBS & MBOG O 7 427 & 1% Weiner (1966) 2745 %L i 3 0 —
R L LTI LD TWEEZATHD,

O HEOG & MBUEOPERIE TABLE 21057 2680 Thsa, HUM, ¥4bb U B
KU/ EEME 2T T AN LIEOBEIE, LG T5, WM TUsTH-7, o h
HORIBTNTE2 EDFL, Hiah L7420 scoring system #9@8H L72o %2 3B, 40595

B, HEISAT0 O 64, MEUEA 0 OHI0%, MELE S 00E S A bR
TABLE 1 TABLE 2
COMPARISON OF R, H AND M FREQUENCIES OF H AND M
l Schizo. | Normal | t-est | Schizo, | Normal
B | 14.0 i 22.5 }r=3js i f 74 ‘124
| (5—41) | (11—48) | p<.001 no M 27 39
H i 2.39 | 6.20 [1=5:97 uwhkll 47 ! 85
(0—7) | (3—12) | p< 001 ’ 58 |]07
H % | 15.6 | 27.7 |t=3.55 “wh 47 | 85
| (0—a4) | (11—46) | p< .01 wih A | 11 | 2
M | 1.76 | 515 |t=5.23 HU\I| 85 | 146
‘W—fﬂ"kﬂ]ﬂ’w-m]
M2% | 104 | 238 |t=3.82
‘ -J@lra—w)pfﬂm
HUM | 2.74 i 7.42 | —6.24
(078) (3—15) | p<.00
HOM% | 195 | 29.5 |i—4.34
| (0—a0) | (12—62) | p<.001
BREEE

4 @ scoring system % HJ V72 fER OBFSE & AWF9E & T 1, PSR, F o, Am
EaliZmedth ), BEENABIETER Vv, 22T, % scoring system T2, 4%
FTE DR A BRI & e L e A R E LTw ¢,
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REOR

MHEO R E O RIZB T LM OFH L % TABLE 3 12573,
ORI RO TH 2. TOREOROE
T HRBEMBEIBOERERTHLAZHUMY & 2108 L T &

SEHATHY (P<.01;t =3.54),
xE,

Z @ scoring

SRELFEIE DT T DL

Fre ZH, WY1 T AL GEYEROHUM%IE 0.66, REORIE 0.542 %41,
REORICKEAPHAL THERGIH EHEHOZI LD - Tns,

R E O R O#EHZ 2O H UG & M

G O R 7 2 7

cEEFEbY LI, H - A

FHREE L LA TWAL ) Thas, ThEIEREE P& Lt 2RO 7

AT b O EEZ DA,

Ll

D 2.0&;

RMAS

REoR@hmﬁﬁm%:nuiwﬁﬁdﬁtﬁitw
SPEHERED2, 15 & v ) Bl 1d Pruitt & Spilka (1964) O35 E e L2 2
BoORE) A NEY 5F— g v BN,

2.3 & 2.1, ) (1981) O 5EHEHEHL»S

P L7-ffiTd - 720 Pruitt & Spilka ORUFEFIL2.9L WA T d - 72 47, &
e TOMETELTFEM O S ETH B - D HES T

xR LAzEBFEZLNS,

2 DLl L JUE§A & 6 3 & O BRI S b T B M RIS O KU 5258 36,

HHBE6TH o720 TNHDORIELZ RMA
S TRFME L 7:#%# # TABLE 42”1, #
1. — 7. ORBHICEE S h e KIE
DIANLZ) OFIYETH Y, v 3D
EHREEEDLTWAS, 4. OKFHLHE
#% ( Anaclitic-Dependent ) & 5. @ fii 5
¥ T fEIE 09 7 B 4R (Reflection-Mirroring )
DM BIZRE 43 ABUC IR L & & 60
fir ot FEBRIMBIEO L% 3121
L Tekmi gk icikvBiich b, *
2, FEEMICICK THRRY - B0y 2 PR
ET—wETLH6. LT OHENEDLH
FAEWLITHH AL (DRIFEFELT%, fik
HWH6 %),

Z OFERE, b L O BIFRIEE RAIEE
i@, B AR DAL

o TORDTRINEOMNMM et & 6 2
RLDEEZLRBIESS, LiL, HB

..;qug;b‘..

TR DA A S BT, RN S EEEOREE TR B LA L 0T

TABLE 3
RESULTS OF REOR
[ Schizo. i Normal
mean | el B ' 3.98
(range) | (0.00—6.75) | (1,16—7.15)

TABLE 4
RESULTS OF RMAS

f ;
Schizo. | Normal

1. Reciprocity
-Mutuality |U 13 ( 4]|0 65 (13)

2. Collaboration

-Cooperation
3. Simple
Interaction

(13)11.05 (21)

|

(13) ’ 1.40 (28)

4. Anaclitie ; ;
-Dependent 0 (O)' 0 (0

|

|
e |0 (o) 0 o

|

|

|

(=3}

. Magical Control

-Coercion 0.16 { 53|0_15 3

7. Envelopment

-Incorporation 0.03 ¢ I

0.05 ¢ 1)

S A
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ol Thbh, PREHIMERLFLLIICI. CoWMBICKTFORIEHE TN
Twh, SO LI TR FBRAOE CHRIME AIRIEIZD 0 2276 b 7
ELTwiZEilEdohb Lithvy, HEviE, KIFETEMRIGIZOABHLTWwA
A, RMASTEHLAL) &THHREROME - LR DB O BARAM BUS LA O o
FIGKRENTWA ELELBbNWRA, LAdaT, 4%, RMASEROEFELT
TARTORIE~NOBAERALLE N HLLEZOND, LEFRALL1. -3, OHB I
SESNLRIETS, SN, "2 ATHAEHE LTwa” “2ADRL LS %Hih %
fioTwad" FOMMENEVETE 2 FILEE (PRIE) 2wk, 8% (AR <
£ MBS M Z v 2 & 2 &) B e s iiraohs, LaL, RMA
STRHFNTEEMIZLESALILETER Y, ZOHLSBORNIUELEEZLRS,

Urist (1977) & Urist & Shill (1982) 1X, RMA S EHFUE Y DFFEL & K ICHH
Ay oy ZICEBMEKFEE EOMBEEFAEZ L2 MG LTwA, LPEL, RMAS®
BRI % R RS LIRS T/, 20 2 2O & RIFZE OS5 & o bk
WA 12T & 7 b,

PDS

Lerner & Lerner (1980) {246 WP D SOFMEHIEBIZ AT 7 &S /Wi o G
% TABLE 5 Z/R¥ . HESRE & Ak iE 6 &

TABLE 5
15% % % - 72 Lerner & Lerner @& 512 RESULTS OF PRIMITIVE DEFENSE SCALE
BOWTHLAITENLHIBRE (hd ot ’Schizo. Normal
A, I TOMBEED LS DT Splitting | 1 0
. N Devaluation 1 | 0 2
BiiCho7:o 2O &}, PDSHD - 5 ' 0 0
FA LIS AEWRTED»LRELEIR LD 3 1 2
LRIt ES T TTnaETE, BL -1! 3 ‘ 1
| =4
URFSEDI R & 7 % HEUGAEIH & (H) ] :
Idealization 1 0 1
KHESN TR e ML TWS 2 | 0 ‘ 0
L5 CThh, PDSOFELER, KK s - e 2
Tl o 72k 5 RV BARE R B 2R L s | ; | .
e}
WEIREFEROND, —,1"r(_)je(:‘1_i\'o__ { 4 ) 0
iR W T 5 505, O ddentiflication
BCHET 2l a R s nsx s | Dol ] | ? | é
splitting, % & V456U (confabulation) 3 ‘ 0 ' 0

& G L 72 projective-identification @ JE
HiGRFEHEIZO A LI, 202 2OF#IHE IE Lerner & Lerner (1980) 24 5 T
LI REROREE L L TIHFICRBE shTwd, $A0RMBICBWLT, FENRESY
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VS U 72 devaluation IRE OB L v OD LI Z o2 L, e Y-S0 1o &
2 7z idealization @IHB (AL LW EGEHIET A, Zhsafldid, #
BHEAS MG EN LB THEON LSRR E LB AR —Wili 2 5> bt 5
botEZLNG,

— R ORI BRI O —iEE L E 5 TWwADT, PDS ZHVESHONLED
BHGHIFFEND LA THL I, 20 &, WEVEBEERE 2 Tw5P DS oMkl
HEIG»SHEEHRE LS 2 T ETHRREW LD TH Y, Flkliomitz vz
AGEAME AT T TRGLETR b,

DSOR

Blatt et al. (1976) & # @115 @ Ritzler, Zambianco, Harder & Kaskey (1980) 1 fE
WD SORDER% TABLE 6. 1 — TABLE 6. 31377 ¥ . HMtidFHETHD 1 AK72D
OFHfEE KDL, EPo+dhOEToRBEKESC+ Xy, —dRO®EICLLF £ —
*¥&Et, TODS OR TS HRIGOBEIZG2EEETA, REFTEI2AT, Zh b o Rsh
SFROEBEEFHOEN TV A, FROFNIZEE 840, K052 &L OH
BORIC AT RSN H S, 22T, FLTHHBOLEOAHE,S 3 >DEENBEHO
EREBMI LT,

differentiation (TABLE 6. 1) : HIEIEOWNEHERY 7HF T ) —lZ2 0w T A BT
OWHCEHSHEERO (H) 02 BiE>2, HRUGEEIIH T2 (H) oG, 98
FRBE27.0%, MEHBI2.1%THS (P <. 00LX'=7.09), (H) RBEO AR E B
VRS e R AR AR T L 0 LS DA, SEUNEOECA 2 - YR
FA A= TPIEBI R LD E s TWAILERTLOTLHA D, T/, @HEETH
IRV TE L ABNRS HAd ICBWT, FRFEHFE-—RErHEECHmwilgehor (T8
FPESS. 3%, fEWES. 7T % 1 P <.001:X°=11.31), Z O differentiation T @ 43 3 575 B
DY, Blattet al ART EZADHEN IR ESHObNHLADL I ENTE D,

articulation (TABLE 6. 2) ;HEIGOMMIL L+ ERMIZE S L) LT HIDHHHE
T, perceptual \2FNR + K E & - WA L5 20, functional [ZPER] « 4k &40
OF x v 2HAAFERTORTWA, FIIRT LIS, SR EEETEICH LT perceptual

(P <.001:t =7.27) ¥ functional (P <.001;t =4.67) & LS 2wl % 7R
Lize HEIEHDAEZZW LTRSS Offiz A TH, perceptual 1235 v THUFEE
1.33izxF L4200, 44 (P <. 001; t =6.28), functional 235\ THREFTEO. 8312 4F L
SELETE0. 64 (P <. 05t =2.32) Thbh, LRrRHFEMKOEEEROLNL, Zh
R E O NRHE~OBHIEDZ L 2 2 BiiicRmTdoTchh, Ml ZESA £ —
IBLOMEBEA A-YORHERHHESERDLTDLEEEIOLND,

articulation TO —RIGHAEH B EGICD2WTA B L, perceptual TIHAEEH BES. 7% 12

— 121 —
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TABLE 6.1 TABLE 6.3
RESULTS OF DSOR RESULTS OF DSOR
Differentiation Integration
: Schizo. } Normal [ Schizo. E Normal
(Hd) + ' 0.10 l 0.55 motivation of action | F
— | 0.06 | 0.25 no action +| 0.42 | 1.50
= 45 0.45
HO + | o.22 | 1.30 _— ¥ | ? e ! S
— | 0.26 | 0.05 S e | =
— ( 0.13 0,25
(H + \ 0.45 ) 0.55 reactive + { 0.03 ] 0.15
= ‘ 0.19 | 0.20 —1 0.00 ' 0.00
B ’ 0.97 | 300 intentional 41 0. 1? ’ 0. 99
integration of ‘ {
object and action ’
fused - ‘ 0.06 ‘ 0.05
= 0.06 0.05
TABLE 6.2 incongruent A ’ 0.10 0.00
RESULTS OF DSOR | 0.00 0.00
Articulation non specific | 1.06 3.20
‘ Schizo ‘ Normal ; ’ 0. 13] 1 0.25
ong e ), 65
perceptual -+ i 1.03 l 6,60 e . ’ g :){0 ‘ ég?
— ’032' 0.43 : ol B L
content ol action ' l
functional + ' L. 45 ’ 4.90 malevolent b 0.16 ' 0.20
— | 0.48 | 0.30 4—} 0.06 | 0.10
benevolent +- { 0.48 ’ 1.80
—| 0.03 | 0.05
nature of interaction | i
active-passeve -+ ' 0.00 ' 0.00
—| 0.00 | 0.05
active-reactive | 0.00 ‘ 0.05
o= | 0.00 0.00
active-active -+ ’ 0.81 ' 2.50
=] 0.08 | ©.10

W L4 ELERE23. 8% (P <.01;X°=9.92), functional TIXfH 5. 7% 124 L 50295
BE25.0% (P <.001; X°=10.93) & % %, SR HEE — KB TORMILAGERICE %
S TwA, 2 Blatt et al. % 5 I Ritzler et al. & RO FHRTH D, 6 A3
B A VARG W T B fe AR C L s M SRR e e e B T S AT T A
T, SHEDCTIHBUEE 2 BHAMNI BT LRt e B cashvnwi &b L Tw
BOTHHH, T LT, JHGIFENTOHMNPERIC LR FLI L eELbhD,
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integration (TABLE 6. 3) :Z O H G EEI ¥4 b6 HEIG IS MEIGIZ D W
THTWL S OEN, WEN 2SI EIC R > Twvh, motivation of action T 145 5445
BEE S ISER % intentional DS LEEGA LR WL TH A (RINE. 5%, M
#:16.1%). integration of object and action T FD T & {BEM IR KR THESHED /i
tL7z fused % incongruence 253G HEIZE L A b, ZD 200N AEE LA
wot(ﬁ%mﬁaw@ﬁﬂﬂmﬁ%:p<ﬁmwﬂﬁooEW@&%@@M@&&
T DAL congruence (&, fEHEO1L. 3% 126 LZEtETld4. 1% LA S s o
o

content of action {28 Vv TId, 5 REF kG E M CHURM 2 % @ malevolent 754 \»
LI ThhH UrBnero. 4%, BHTE41.8%). MEHBOFENIZ 2w TH S nature of
interaction TIXWHE L H 13 & A EOJULH active-active [FFHE S N T D, ORI,
deviant verbalization @ & & % (B3H & - 72 Blatt et al. DEEE5] & LT, Ritzler et al.
DFEHEFRETH o720 ZOMEERICHS 2TH X, HTOBEIrLELEBEbRE,

DS OR®FHREEENIZAS L Blatt et al. % 5 OFIZ Ritzler et al. & [F4% % B 2 &
LEATEIWEEZLGNRD, FLTENIE, WELHCEEOLTRFEOMRA A -
DEEN NG AR REFEMOMN D DL R > TVHI L EWFE-TVAHDTIEL
M5 9o 72D S O REEHBUE % EHIMEIL Wl 2 5 5047 C & 5 Lo LEfii s h A2,
RO # IS 2B D i b SIC XA MFEbO LI T b Th I L 2
Bhbhis,

5 £ STRORE

SEIREHOLCENEEOER S B —ICBObn L A TH L, FTOLHMEET L
hANENLZRIL TSN 2 MEcH 2 £ biEH 2 R T b (Jacobson, 1964;
Spear, 19807 &), Z ORI OGN EIEICE LT, #05 ofam & ol X b,
KO LHILEDLRL TV, "W 2RiEO%E, BIkLBAKONIIIBTLETA 2
—9tﬁ%{iwymﬁ%u$6ﬂ&#6bmm(%m}ﬁﬂmﬁvatw&a~ﬁ,

FEUROWEIE, HOA A=Y EEAA—TYOL N BEN G HAELL, ZFLT
HraisakoiEe A0ES L TS FL O oM 2R Es a8 s” (Kernberg,
1976) . & @ X9 Z PN 2 REBRORED, TRIGEZH N DHA % gL AER &
HHIE DV TWAEDTH DL,

HiAbRESE 2 AL % BRI L Cw» (e, SR ERRO L) 2 ARBERICHLET L2
SPEMES R ATV G, LAV HE,S 52 Tu LENSL b IlTVA, 1§
FAPOHKIGEMEIEE VI ROENZIFETHRERELTATHIRTHEAKTHS 3,
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ABFFETE MRS O D 7% D 522 1 % > TV A 4 2O scoring system * & ) 17T,
EFITidd DA%, GERGHIEA LEREBH LA, 2o &3, SENEOH UG-
MRIEEZLPTHIRCWH PG L LA bDE LTERY S 52 L) icbhs, TR
WEOHBIG & MBI E, SREEBTHENLLIIZ, B - HEDboSBMAETE L
HEL, AR 2RI REL2 EONBFEMIZLERMICLHES 2 HE S L
Twiz, ZOHBEHBEGBORMELRTLOEELZbN, DWTIE, HaLELLD
CEZLY - HE - HEMLRLOESLERFOTERAEOBEEER IS b0 L ELS
Na, Larl, &0AEETHFNZERNEZEES L, BRI L olaLhofEs - o
e mA -Gt A ETH D SHROBEHE L D

AWFET L D dbiF7 4 DO scoring system 1E, P LFEETRLALIIC, HEIE &
MIEIEDH AR L B2, TRLENICHN R LD THorz, LA L, FIBFICHE 2 BES
LI s iz 245 O scoring system 1%, TEFARGITHIIMICEH VSR T X 2248, 4
S HIERTAOIIFMETL H D, % scoring system OUF A v L 2B G0
scoring system ~DJERAL T WD, 4 DD scoring system DH Tk, kit % 0 &
SO LTI R 2 Bl & U2 HERIE WINTT % 5 5 D S O R 4%, [HRIY I I M
DIELHODTH oo KB, DSORZMOVATIZEE, R4 5MA5EES LE L7
BURE (Blatt & Lerner, 1983) X LB IC & 2 2L % & 2 fEFIEE (Lerner, 1983)
BELITebN, FRSHDEMNEAETVDH, ZODSOREIALL, % scoring system
MO R TAEEOBHENEZ TWE, ChALOREYRAD 2 A0 L >0 Ktk
ELTEZOND,

eikhz, HBUES M BUE @ scoring system D& TH ¢, HREIEPMELIE 5 5 !
SRR LD « FAFEEOBMEATHC I L APEE LTHIFSNE, = Hidhesk
DIFRTHLBENIZENTVD L) 2, FHICRULSHOBHTHA S, HEIEL
MEJEZT 2 ENHIF TR LTV D, 0 72 MREDFWHTiA v, o
BOG E MBS R BRI oW TORERRETH S, L L, HEEEMEIGZ 45T -
TALOMBHMFRORECEL , 2, ZOMBIGICZOEADM LRI L7 3~
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