HOERIC L B2 EERR 2% EORETFET 5 00? —(TEIRS & kel 2nd
BLED D O HRATE A T = X L OfiFEH—
FE R
RS R P TEBH T HE RS - AR — YV (R 7%
1. #&

By L, EEEEFRICPARLE R ET N EBET L LT, TOEMEFZETHEND
215 T® % (Bandura, 1969, 1999). F7z, BIEFHITENA X L 2FE T LRI, FEE~FHRE
RET D7D LAHBIHH S5 HIETH H 0 (Williams & Hodges, 2005), AR —> 72 & O
HGm CIERERET HT2ODOHF 72—/ T H(Hodges etal., 2007). IT4FEOHFFETIL, HIES
LG 2 EH AN A RIS 5T, Bl LICHG L P EE B S OEE) A XA — 2 & ORI 72T
BESEEFN S 5 &~ L 7-(Hiromitsu & Ishikura, 2021). £7-TEBEN/ NS < 2R H1F L, EBRREIC
ST AEMES TR, EE) ST r—~ U ADM FICHFETAELREBIN TN,

H CIBHRIZ X 2 BBV FE ~ DO R IBIERF OIF ML RE OB EE L T D
EEZOND. Bz, EEDLIEERMEOTND 1 SDOFMEE B R LS 21T 72585,
U —x% 7 A% Y OAMICE ST 2 5HIE) B RTSAIC 23T T ONMEE D J8 #2050 3%) O TE B A3
FBINSNTZHGE LD bEDLoTmERWE STV 5 (Jaquess et al., 2020). F£ 7=, Hansen et al
QRO T T=MFETIE, F—F v B THEEZITY, 74— Ry 7 OS2 RIRTX 556
GEINEE) L IR TE WG ACGEEIRED & bl L72FE R, F— 4 v B 7 O EMEMEIZER 1T 20
723, ZEME(Variable erron) B8 LTV A& » B0 FITERIREEB MM ORE L LG L TiRbSGEI N &
WELTWD., ZOMFIZOWT, Hansenetal. QOIN)TEIRTHZ Lok, FEHET=T K
H2AE(E SN D ATREME 2 R L TR Y, H BRI OFHRLE LR L, FEICHFLEL TV
HEEZDBND.

—05, BHRERIRICE MIEDO XY IZEREMTEL, ML TWDO0FARHARTSH L. £z,
ZHETOHCEROMIETIE, BT L o TREESCRTHIREE &0 o 7 B 53 2 AL
DEMALT 2 F s STV D A (e.g., Murayama et al., 2015), BERIZICE M AMAER L7 ks
R LTED LD ITHFE - FBELIELE LTV DI H 3 Theu.

2 CAMIFERE TIE, FEFHCH GBI L 72 OBl xT L CEBMICHRE DR 574
T A4 S, ZIUTHE D ROSCITEIOE ENFEEIZHEBR S L IFXHET 200220 THREF L
7o, BT, EOAB=ALE LT, BGEILERONN (Electroencephalogram; EEG) A idk L, =
5 B FEA (event-related potentials; ERP)D#HT 21T - 7-. ERP DSy & LT, I T DRV
WAL A AT 5720, =7 —BH 2L (error-related negativity; ERN) B LU= 7 —HR U7 4 &
7 4 (error-positivity; Pe)Z IV /2. ERN (37— IO L BMEEMN TH Y, ERN OHKITAN
7= 7 —RHCIEB OFHi 2 KB L T 5. Pe 1= 7 —OFHEI°T 7 — DB 72K S & 12
D5 LNERE A KT DN Th 5. Pe OMRIZT T —~DEFNRK[OT A XML TV 5.
AWFFETIE, HefTHFE(e.g., Hansen et al., 2011; Jaquess et al., 2020)D %I 25, H SR A L728
B, TR DRI T — N WS XD B RT 5 &G ATz, 72 ERN (I
BLTIE, BO@ERLICGEICIERIREI D bIRESERT S PR,

i il

2. ME1
2.1. ARAE



2.1.1. EBSmME

FEBRFR I AR 72 18~30 mk D KFAR L OKFERA 28 4 (B 16 4, &M 12 4,
VYRR 22.43 7%, SD=1.69)& %% L Liz. EBRBIMF IS KEN 200 2 & IXHRTNC
HEECHEsd L7z,
2.1.2. RELEE

FEREREE 2 X 1a |27, AFEBRITHER < L7ZEBRENT, ERSINE 2 HBES, &
SRS T, TKK.903a) I & [FE L 7otk AE OBz S L 7. R
R OE =% —(BENQ, XL2540-B)IZFEEASNE 75 70cm BN - EHETICERE Lz, F7z,
St %51 (chronos serial response box, Psychology software tools inc.)lZSEER S NFE D45 Tl 16
cm ONIEICRE Lz, ERBIMNEICKH LT, F—Z v VMEOMB2ERsYE, 57
EWR & T A MBUR SR UHEE A 1A MK 5 MR A AT DR . AR, OSSR
ICHIOIAENT 5 DORE &2 (mx 1, Az 5 & LK), ROLATIER, £ LT
TSN 5 2 L & BRI IE Th D, AERTIE, ¥ — A(EF;3-
2-5-1-4, H§fE; 1800ms), B(IEF; 4-5-2-3-1, KEfH]; 2550ms), & LT C(IESF; 1-3-4-2-5, R
3000ms)D 3 FEFHD B2 B 37 — U B IE (X 1b &), Z O, T MO TR
& T A NG EERIRIEOI 3 ad, FERIRIITE CIIZEATRITN & il U CRAZEE O A U 2 kg &
fern L7c. RO CA4 U ARAZEIRE TR & i LC, Oms, 50ms, & L C 100ms V>
Mg CH 7.

(a (b)

Jaate
T

«INF—VA

3-2-5-1-4, 1800ms
«I\9—VB

4-5-2-3-1, 2550ms
N9 —=>C
1-3-4-2-5, 3000ms

1 RERIRIR (a) L EREEE (b)

2.1.3. FxE

REBR D Ffor 13X 2 1R ERBINE I LT, BERIISIEE D 3 F—IRTE,
S5X—ICHIEZIRZ D L IR Lz, 7, EBRSBIMNFITH LT, BINGAE & FEsINS
% T & NIREFFCHENfE L7z, BRI, EBRSINE BT DG 2 % —2 A D
HCOVTNNOFNE, HEEL WG Z BUSEE FO 3(A), 4B), 5(C)DRF &
LU CEBREE7, JERINGME T, TEBRESERD - -« | E5E#HE SN2 B % Ssec &
AL, Y7 T ECTT X NHEET DG ERE L. 7ok, ERBINFITITER
FEVRBBERE L TWD LBEUR LTz, SO/ — % 8 BT ORI S H, SIS
TIIMG 2 RINTE 2D [ Z T =4 —CFoR Lz, @R%EO 7 v b o)X 3tiE
Thole. TBEST D F— OB EFAET S Z L% 500ms fE~ L, FEfAGe, +F)%
500ms $E/RT%, A THRINMAS & 1 [BHER Uiz, FFOYER S (HT) % 500-1200ms $27~ L, 1
RIS 2 1 BEoR Lo, BB TIER, FEBRSME 0 LT, S TG &t L



THERIHIHMAR D3 BN DE U A 1.5sec INIZIRE S W72, B L& U728 1 RO EEE
T 3] %2, AUEEEUEAE 15 23 K51k,

L7 v havizmsiy 12 3897010 7r v 7 24 347371\, 1 7ay 7 Z2EI21 4
M,3 71y 7 TR 3 RIORE AR T 7. BRI T v 4 22 P Cis LTz,

BIRFM SATRIM BRI
NY—VA 8 -
N5—VB:8 TEREK TR NRER
IX9—>C:8 A : 1800ms &7 E+0ms TEBRKL DEWN?
N —>0 4+ | B: 2550ms + +50ms YES(B\W)=3
IERIRS M C : 3000ms +100ms NO(RU)=5
EEREDN
BEiRp - - -
0-5sec 500ms 500ms 500-1200ms 0-1500ms

Total: 5100-14800ms
2 EB®J7Oobkal
2.1.4. 2WAHE
1500ms %t U7z [\ « SOSKRRII 4T 22 HERSN L7z, BRI X OO 2 047
T HTDIT, SIREMCRINGM:, FERINGA) & 25 (Oms, 50ms, 100ms) % #ERE N
K7 & Ul ZERS Bt 21T - 7.

2.2. %R

(ORI

2.2.1. IEZER

IEEROFER A 3a ~RT. /%ﬁ@ff*% FRED LN EDERR SV (F(2, 54) = 68.42,
p < .01, 2 =072). ZELBOFER, 2% Oms(Mean = 73.93, SD = 13.92) L Lb#g L C
50ms(Mean = 30.26, SD = 13.98) & 100ms(Mean = 41.27, SD = 19.38)IZIEARHBE<, 100ms
XV 50ms DI NIEERITENFEI RSN, — 5T, BROTRL X O AERIL
WZ EDIRES TS (n.s.).
2.2.2. RIS

POSKF R ORER 2 3b ~Rd. S ofEER, AERIERO ERRPHEO b (F(1, 27)
=12.99, p<.01,1,°=0.33), FEEAR A (Mean = 456.91, SD = 171.06) | X8R (Mean = 531.51,
SD = 205.60) & 0 & SULRFEIN W Z LR SN2, — T, MEOFEHIRB IO AE
HIT72nZ LR Sz (n.s.).

(a) (b)

10000 | 80000

90.00 | 20000
80.00 | 60000
70.00 { ’

60.00 | B 50000

=
50.00 | BF 40000
ﬁﬂ

40.00 - £ 30000
30004 N 20000
20.00 4 ’

10.00 | 10000
000 000

Oms 50ms  100ms Oms 50ms  100ms Oms 50ms  100ms Oms 50ms  100ms
Choice No Choice No

X3 (a) IEER, (b) RiHE




2.3. B

AR ISR O G N e N O IEMAIIZ R T HEZ RGO HZ2HME LT, &
ZZDORI DG 2 AR S 2 R HIWERE AT o 72, 2 ORER, BUBEIRAZ LS A, BIRA
L7 WA & el U CROGRFRI S IEIE T 2 R Sv7e. — 5 C, IR RITEIROFE T2 <,
AR U CIREIRO AL 6 FHE L 72 2~ T ER R S vz, FEOEIC BT 5
PR AR 2 /O D Z E BBV TUV 5 (e.g., Bund and Wiemeyer, 2004; Couvillion et al.,
2020; Jaquess et al., 2020). AAFFEOBRINGIFITI T D OSKH OR S 1%, AR BIEXTS
WXL TRV IEE, BOAWTEFRZAIT TV DHGe, by 77X T AR ESET H)Z & 2R
LTHY, BEHARIZOWNTERE LI ETIROBEREZFEL TNDEA 9.

IIVET, BPUIIEHRLEEZ %< LJanell etal., 1995; Jacquess et al., 2020), sk~ H (i.e.,
TV AY NEEDDENTRE I T X 7 (e.g., Hooyman et al., 2014; Sullivan-Toole et al.,
2017). AAFZEDRERIL, BAGEIRZ (L) FIC L - T, FERIR K V2200 TR L T b =
EETRLTND., BIUIIEBIN L LB L C, U—F 7 A ) OBENERIZR D ENRE S
AU TCU % (Couvillion et al., 2020; Jacquess et al., 2020). ©>F Y, R L7=5HA, b MIBILL-
Wt L0 2RI, HDHVMEV I 2L — R LTV LAEENEZ LS.

. HE2

3.1. MiIERA*%
3.1.1. ZEERSmE

FEBRR IR 72 18~32 i D KA R L OKFBed: 15 BB 134, k24,
YJFs 23.07 7%, SD=3.39)Z x5 & Lz, FEBRSIMNE ORI SRER 720 2 LT AT
VHACHER LT=. 728, ERP OFfTICBIL T, BE%ED 7 —T 4 7 7 7 Mk v 437
[ GE D NRDN T2 3K DT — ZIIFT D BBEA L=, 7277 L, EAERE L ORSH
DOF —Z B L TIEBS LTz 34 0OF — & b ~ARA AT,
3.1.2. RELEE

ARIEBRIIHERE < LT ERENT, ERBINE Z BB L, FEBA I L. YR
RO =% —(BENQ, XL2540-B) X ZEER S NNE 55 110cm Bl 7= fEATICRRE Lz, £,
[ )it~ 2 & (Chronos serial response box, Psychology software tools inc.)i&SEERSNNHE O /I 35
cm ONLEICFRE LTz, 7238, AREBRFREILER 1 L RRICIT- 7.
3.1.3. F{e

REBRDO PR & 1K 4 1R T. ARFEERTIE, BUERIRD S e Tl & AR r il o ¥ W
FTOFHEEIINE 1 LREETH-7-. 7od, BRSO ATRE A2 BT Z —
10 [A] T o 7. BRI, 500ms FEFR R EZ R R L, BEA(O or X)% 1000ms £~ L7c
Z DRSO X[ 2 %52 ERP Z Gk L7 GEMIX 3.1.5. oW HikE 2 R).
PLEo7 v ha vzl 150 30700 71 > 27 303 75 T\, 1 7y 7 282147,
570y 7T 3 DBOKREZZIT 2. 28, W7 v LRIEF TR LT



BIRSM

l ERP&ECE#R

FEATRIER TREGRUBR
NF—YA: 10
X9—rB:10 TEBRER 7R bR
X% —>C: 10 A :1800ms £7E+0ms FEMGL DEW?
189 —>0 + B : 2550ms +50ms YESGEW)=3 + O/X
SERRAH C : 3000ms +100ms NO(R G)=5
EEBREN
BIRP - - -
0-5sec 500ms 500ms 500-1200ms 0-1500ms  500ms 1000ms
Total: 6600-16300ms
4 EBIJoranu
3.1.4. RRDAIE
EEG $ L QMR ENL(electrooculogram: EOG)i% Polymate pro (X = F#fiff, Japan)% H\ T

HIE L7z, EEG IXEES 10-20 V5(Jasper, 1958)IZHI Y, EEG ¥ ¥ » 7' (g-GAMMAcap, =7 >
W7 2 | Japan)% VN CHERZ b 15 S5 (F3/F4, F7/F8, C3/C4, P3/P4, T5/T6, 01/02, Fz, Cz,
P2) X VEH L7=. BpiI> 7V > 27 L— |k 1000Hz( A /XA 7 4 V& 0.016Hz, 72—/
A7 4 V4 100Hz) Cicdk L7-1%, 47 7 A T MP Viewer Pro System(version. 1.22, I =5
HbfF, Japan)Z U NT 500Hz(/~A /XA T 4 LA 0.03Hz, B —/NA 7 ()L Z 60H2)IZH 7
Yo TV T U, 7T 0y FEMIE AFz S0ICERE L, AEEMIIE HRAL A2)E L
7o, WBE B XL OREMN ORI ~DORANEZBIET 57012, FE EOG (F/ARE T 1eom, 7K
W EOG XA IRASDIEEAR | 1 em 22 HELEk L7z, FBARIL Ag/AgCl Bz AV, BRI
BB (T IR A8 L C 10 kQ LU FICHERE S LTz

3.1.5. oA E

1500ms Z i L7=[A1% « ROSKRERNIX Ao GERAN L, FHEZE B L. ﬂiﬁ%%i
OSSR DWW T, BRGARGEIR, FERIN) & 225 4(0ms, 50ms, 100ms) D V) 1K
oD BRSO ERIT T

b D 53411 Map1200B(ver.3.00, =74 > %> 7 7, Japan)x 2. 7 4 — RN 7 (FB)
REAUIROGNEEE IS LV JIE L, E-prime3.0 7> TTL(Transistor-Transistor Logic){g & %
W19 5% CFB R EEG 7 —# 2[R L 7.

ERN, Pe |7 1 — R\ 7 $R I 2 FL i & L C FB #27 i 200ms 7> & FB #2777 1% 600ms
DX DTS & UTERSNE Z LI L7z, FB A 200ms ZM#it & LT EOG %
REYOIRAZ B L2, 80uV LLEBEU80uV LU FORITEZERSN L, IR FEE)EIC
&0 B D p AT (Choice-correct) 36 K VR HGEATT (Choice-error), & L TIEIBIRGAF
DEFFRIT(No-correct) 38 T OVRIGRIT(No-error)® ERN, Pe 2 Z i EH L=, “FE¥h
HERTT40% Choice-correct C 73.00 [5], Choice-error C 53.67 [H], No-correct C 71.42 [A], No-
error C 54.50 [ CTdH > 7.

ERN fRIEIZ DWW, AR EONARIZI-SE Fz, F3, F4, Cz, C3, C4 O 6 Hhr % F¥b
T HHET, FIEAFLELE LC 1 MERIC E &, FBREAN D 100ms O X [ - AL (Potts et
al, 2011) %R 7-. Pe IEIE L FKIZ, Cz, C3, C4 ZH.LEO 1 fEHIKICE L, FB %D
200ms 7> 350ms D X[ ) EAL(Potts et al., 2011) & K& 7.

ERN 35 & O Pe fRIEIC DT, IBINGGRING A, FERINGEAE) & B 4 (correct, error)

Polymate pro



DD IR L DB D BRI &1T - 7=,

3.2. ¥R

(%) HIR

3.2.1. EZEEBLURIGHEH

EA B LRGSR ORERZK 5 12T

T, FEEERIZONT, HFERKZKHEERANRLITZ(F(2,28) =528, p<.05,1,°=027). %
I OFER, 50ms I FBV TEIR S (Mean = 58.82, SD = 10.45) 3 FEZR S (Mean
=51.36,SD=7.48) L U L IEEENEWEIR I N, EBREMHICTHB W T, 0ms(Mean =
47.29, SD =10.93) & L L T 50ms(Mean = 58.82, SD = 10.45)3 X ¥ 100ms(Mean = 64.24, SD
=13.10) CTIEERENENZ LRSS Tz. IR TIL, 0ms(Mean =51.98, SD =9.56)3%
L 50ms(Mean = 51.36, SD = 7.48) & ¥ 100ms(Mean = 62.40, SD = 8.10)D IEZZE D3 5 WV EN
BHGMNETRo Tz,

TAZSOSRFIZDWT, BIRGAF L REREO DR, £ L TCRAFEMNIAERELZ R
S T(ns.).

10000 -
90.00 80000 4
80.00 A 70000
70.00 5 60000 -
60.00 4 gg; 50000 A
50.00 4 R 40000 |
40.00 - =
@ 30000 A
30.00 ~
2000 20000 1
10.00 10000 -
000 000
Oms 50ms  100ms Oms 50ms  100ms Oms 50ms  100ms Oms 50ms  100ms
Choice Choice No

X 5 (@) EEEH LU (b) RIGHRH (/E15)

3.2.3. ERNE XU Pe

X 6 1 X4 SRMFIZIT 2 K EALOMIMNE LRI 278 LTy D . ERN 2OV T, BIREEF
TOAEERTHNENRSNZ(F(, 11)=5.28, p<.05,1,>=0.31) (X 7b ZMR). BEIREM:(Mean
=1.07, SD = 1.27)IL IS A (Mean = 0.53, SD = 1.05)IZ L, RIRMERAKE WNFERREN
7o(ie., TIREMFD ERN VN E W), 2238, B RIFEOENRB LOZR AT RN &2
RENT.

—J7, PelZDW\T, BINEM:, AR, £ L TRAERICABEREWVITERD b 720
> 72(n.s.) (X 8b ).



bl \A geasioesasaaneseisase

asiesaasaanasesanss

6 [EMLIZEH T DHME TR (KE12)

(a) (b)

ERN i 600 -

500 |
400 |
300 |

200 | I _
100 4 ﬁ
000 |__| [

-1.00 4

}--

(NTT) im0

2 o0 W
1)
S

(NTT) Tt

-2.00 4

E
)
)

Choice

No

error correct ‘ error correct ‘

7 (a) ERN #8InE F 1552 & & U (b) ERN Xl 1

(b)

ig]

600 -
500
400 A
300

200 A

() e

100

(\T) i

000

' -1.00 A

-2.00 4

error correct error correct
g Choice No

)Pe #8ME KTz E & U (b) Pe X1

200

2882
$FE0

(a

3.3. BEE
ARFEEROFER, FFHEERBEIZ OV T, 0ms DRAZERMFIZIW TR IFREIREF L Y
HIEZERNE L, RUSKMICZEZ R o7, £72 ERP ICE LT, EBIREENIBERREE LY



4.

% ERN O X EM A K E <, Pe IXGFMICEZR BN RSN, 2 OfE R,
BIREFIIERINIF L 0 &/ SRR 2% L CHBICR D E 070, FB REORM-AP#R S 13
BRI Lo TWDHZ EERIBL TN,

AR HIBTRRE O I SRIZ DN T, BRSO ZERMNAE Uz, 2T Hansenetal 2011)7
WE LB BRI S =7 — oMb 2 3R o/ R 54 5. — T, R 1 OfEF L
TR o7z, TOORROZERY, EBRBINEICH L CRED FB & 5- 2 7=FRE5 L T»
HEZZLND. FATIEER E BB L TWH AR S & D720, KiRSNT — 2 O3 21T\,
SOROLBADMLETHS.

ERN [T 7 —IZk LT X D IHFENHEIMNT 5 & i E S 41TV %(e.g., Thoma and Bellebaum,
2012). L L7e’3 D, Fax OTFHICK LT, KEBRTIIREGSEMEICED T, RINGITIER
REMEL D S ERN OIFBEIRN/NS NI EAVRINTZ. ZOFRERIZHOWT, BR%, FB 2L
HEICE MIEEN/ NS R R Z R L TS, BIROZIED—DIZ “a v ha—L 0k
%" (Illusion of control) (e.g., Murayama et al., 2016; Rose et al., 2012) & V> 9 B34 U 5 FITHOW
THEENTWS., o ba—LOER LT, © FMEEDE ) BT HZLICL-T, #
DFEGEZaL b — L L TNDLENIEREZET. a2 b — LOERMNELDLZ LI2LY,
b MIEBI R A ZF0 51 (Rose etal., 2012), BT %92 ROG25N H ERIIZ 72 D (Murayama et
al.,2015) 2 & N fE STV 5. AR TIE, FERINGM: F CITEIRSEAE T & il LT ERN 23
HALTEBY, BMEERIIT T —MHtGe, ERN)Z/NSSTHZ EERBLTWND.

—J7C, Pe DFRUNTRICHEIZ K D EN A LN hoTe. ZO/RRIL, FBRO=ZT —
(X9 B Bk e KA 2 ORI O EEME ORI G LienwZ &R L T\n5h. —5 T,
Kimetal. (2019) DS TIXIERIROSEA, Pe DMANR LN L HME L TEY, HODOME L
TEHE L TV D. Pe<° ERN &8 A W2 HE TRV BE KT L2FRLLNTEY, 4
BT BN 2 I H Y AN R R 2 T D MER B 5725 9 .

REER

AAFZEIE, FE I H SR L 7o OBIE1T kT L CRIKIMIZ IR O e 2 3R 7S5 W %2 7
A XA, FIUCHE S SRITENOEENFBICE S L IFFET Ao THRF L. S
BT, TOAB=ALE LT, MEBEEIEFO ERP DT 24TV, FRALFLEFE~DRE L R
T LTz, ABFFEOFER, FB 2372V RAE TOBIUTHE RN T, R OB m
EAFHE LRV, ROCKRFHIZNGEIES 5. — 5T, FB 22 546, @IS RRREICRH L
TOMBEHWORIENRINL2WGAE LY b kL, FB FFO= 7 —H(ERN)/HNE < 72
DENHGMNE T2,

IO ORERIT, BRI X2 =7 —RHNIERINFL D FRIBICR D L 2R LT
WD BT TR E ORE KR E B ERIZ L(e.g., Lemos et al., 2017; Murayama et al., 2015),
PATES 2 WL & 5238 B OR8N A el & 5% f1 9~ 5 (Hiromitsu & Ishikura, 2021) 2 & % #4572 i
ZERER LB L. 200, MEERIZE Y 52 5N 5 EMRE B ERNHE 2 78 R(.e., ERN
DIE), HEAT7 +—~ o 2AR—FWa L EZOND.

AKFIETIL, BIUZ L DFEDROE AR RDT2DI 2 DOFEBREIT-T2. T DREE,



BB ZERC, FEE A S OMEA~ORMmRAIEE 51, EERHCH O E N EZFERR LT T
5, FBREO T 7 —ORIIET 2MEAZ7 Lz, 26 OfERE, EiFEGmcsy
T%@Eﬁ%%ﬁ#é T, T —IERA~OHMTHEW & =T —KHEICR LTl MIRFRLY
PR - RAE WAL A L CWDEERIEL TV D.

—J5 T, BIREFD ERN OJBEIZ DV TAMIE TIERFRITTONRITHET L T o7z,
TFEOFEHRS T, =7 —KRHERN)D7ZOOETILH AR D Z & Threlz@d L, #
FUSNERE TV OREEE 2 R T 5 VA S 70TV 5 (Osugietal., 2022). H CLER L 72 B4 4R
O T —RHEIZONT S, RERINOZR ARG 55 CEEBFE~OF L4 L0 PR
TZLEMNAREL R DA D, AHBOMELE LT, =7 —HMa 5 oW R EE O TS EI<
HEEOME(e.g, A2 E)ERFL, BRICE VAL 2R ERLIENFZE~FLET DAL
ZALIZOWT, KVFEIZRRETZITY. 2O OMETEE LT, L0 FEHEMANIEERF

EHIHEDIRRIZEET 5.

ZE Xk
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