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The weapon focus effect and the functional field of view

Yuki Harada (Graduate School of Human-Environment Studies, Kyushu University)

The weapon focus effect is defined as a phenomenon that when viewing an individual holding a weapon, people
tend to direct their attention towards the weapon and less accurately remember peripheral details in the scene. The pur-
pose of this paper was to review the previous studies that examined the weapon focus effect and to propose a new model

that can explain the previous results. In the first part of this paper, I reviewed previous studies that explored the effect of
a weapon on participants’ fixation pattern and memory accuracy for peripheral details, and I introduced arousal and un-
usual item hypotheses. Subsequently, I reviewed the functional field of view hypothesis, asserting that the presence of a

weapon shrinks the functional field of view, resulting in impairment of memory accuracy for peripheral details. Finally, I
proposed a new model that integrates the unusual item hypothesis with the functional field of view hypothesis to explain

the weapon focus effect.
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BRBEFOMFEICB N T, Mg TREEL 22

/\% HE5 2 &, HEFEIXZHZEHL, LAOAHR
SRS (e, Z2HMHBIEW) % IEMICE W
Bl b, ZOBGIINETEHRE (weapon focus ef-
fect) LIFHENTEHY (e.g, Erickson, Lampinen, & Lesing,
2014 ; W%, 2000), HEFESOFBT L HHICHbLE
T —D1D2E LTHIRINTEZ, FIK 265]2 12

B2 HAROJUFEZIMAEENL, BRAFH25 1054 1,
BHMEAT3056 1L o> TH Y (BEFT, 2015), ;ﬂ%
DFEDO VL OB TEKEHE AR DE LT
LEZBND, KEHERRIRO XA = A L2552
LiE, JUSEEACEINC BT 5 HIEFES 0@ 25D ik

KCHKTALExHN5,

KEREEHMBED A A = A2 LT, EEARS
(arousal hypothesis) & H 7 PEIEL (unusual item hypothe-
sis) &\ 2O DMHAFEIR SN T & 70 REAGH &1,
RELZLANEHBET L2 LK > TELAEBUKED
LHPHBEOFME XIZRICIANT S5 & ERT 5 0G50
Td % (e.g., Tooley, Brigham, Maass, & Bothwell, 1987) .

VUl R & RS R0 X BN D TR 22 I E 3 & NI E
FD 200D 5N, WEHEHROLATHIZEIC BV TIX R
EFRPBEIH SN D720, KL };b\'(%;"*f"jﬁ’]m;\,%%
7z, Z2fmEsed, FFEobd (e, Kg) 20522/
‘«‘ﬁ’ié"t:a*né‘%iﬁ%tp‘b’%%ﬁk LC, mWALiE I ﬁ)%fﬁ%ﬁ’i’ﬂ

B E LT PI$ % (Christianson, 1992) — 5T, WEME
%li SRR LT HUb 2 el 2 o T2 b i e L, 5
72 W R O E LCTIXB$ % (Burke, Heuer, & Reisberg,
1992; Heuer & Reisberg, 1990) o

WERLBEFEDOA ML ATV RIS L 2245
RHBZIHNERIREBICH 2 EFlENL720, HlE
IR 2 Z U2 HTHEEZOND, — I TH
AEAGH &1, Mg TREE L2 LA OLATEE, HESH
O ST S Wiz, HEZOBMEZ X
S5 EFRT LI TH S (eg, Pickel, 1998)
FERRIZ, HELGMOSRD? S FPHITE R WiEHIIE CE
X ﬂZ) ZENHEENTEY (Loftus & Mackworth,
1978), FravMEARHUEFEIEN 2 BILIC & 5 TSN T
W5, uh%@ﬂiﬁu_iob‘f, H 538 OB X% 120
LCRLMITOND 20, JHRHHRICT L TH F D it
LbNGWI ERFMENDG, £LT, ZOHBINY—
DR Y OFEFRE LT, FLLEHICET 2 i mR IR
THEFERSINTE

ZD2OOWHITHA, EETIE, AMBEF ORI
Lo THIZEHR R 2 HI T 2 IEHATRE S N7 (eg,
Harada, Hakoda, Kuroki, & Mitsudo, 2015) . A&IHE & 1
BHE O S %'l%i&@?uﬂfﬂb:%’r?TéLEWO) ZETHY
(Mackworth, 1965), D4 4 ZIXFEAMERIZIL C T
BFHIEVREINTVDS (e.g., Leibowitz & Appelle,
1969)s ZORFUIBWTIE, RELILAZHET S
R, BHEZOHEMETIIRELZEPRESNS, b L
COWRENEL VO THIE, KIZFOHFIEIZ K > THEL
?ﬁﬁ B AN HAINIREEE 22 0, AR

K b, TORFRELT, HEFIIEDHEHRE

ETJE Bl b LE26N5%,

ARTiE, 9, XEEERRZ R - 72 TR AT
TEMMLT, TORTHLNPII o RN %2
o KIZ, MEHEHRRED A H = X 2T 2G50 E L
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THBAG & a2 e L, o oRBORY
BELEa—d5%, LT, AHRTFOPEREICL S TK
i BN 2 B 3 2 G & & O & FERER MG L
WA T 50 WEIZ, ThEORFERELICE
TNERFIZIIREBL, TORYNEEZNGEET 22 2 HW
L L7

Xz EBXRDOEITHE

KIZFDAFEIZ HBEZOMME RO EDT, KD
HEN AT D B 1R, 37 b b 22N E LN W $
HlEHEAI T SE2 2 M3 Twb (Biggs,
Brockmole, & Witt, 2013; Loftus, Loftus, & Messo, 1987) .
Loftus et al. (1987) &, #—%7"v b AW L EFEB DL
& DOEORL YY) 2 fE L7 — OB A 2 FEER
LT, TNSEERBIMEICERLZ, 2HEOEED
)b, —HOBETIZY =7y b Nhsi e i L
THNFCTBY, BYDO—FOBEHETIZY =7 v AW
MIFZAT T, BHRAHELTWS L EOBNH
DOIRERES 2 54T L7-& 2 A, Ficxk LTy S nzziE
BURERNE /N T 120 LT S 7z sl L 0 & A
WEPo7. TOZEiE, RELILAZHET S L,
HEBEZOBMIIX N L TRAMITSNE 720, JHl
TEHI L TR 5 {25 2 &L &R LT
Voo 6T, KIgROEEA DGR BT 2 AR B
RT3 B2 et A 72912, Loftus et al. (1987) 1%
5=y NS 2 HREE T o 72 £ D
KA, =7y P Ao MY 5 FRRLREE, ¥ —
7y NI ER S TOWRROIE ) AVNITERE- T
WL D A EEICEC S RSN E ol TS
Oz lpn, RELLILALT HEST 2K, HEZOHM
WERLBAERIC LTI 54z <R, Z Omsngm
DS D BIERICE T 2R EBBEORTICH S5 &
Eibhb,

KIgF DAL D TE T 2 SO E AU & &
5—HT, KEZDb DR NXEEBL2ZMIITHT L 721
o T b bR OIERICE T 2 REEOREE MO
5 ENHEENTWS (Maass & Kohnmen, 1989; Pick-
el, Ross, & Truelove, 2006; K I - 4 H - K, 2006).
Pickel et al. (2006) DOFEERIIBWT, BIMEHIEZY =7
M A PETHK LTS 2R 2 T 2 85T % BT
TH®RLZ, CoL&, =7y MAWPEB-TWET
ATAPBIESNTED, ZhdsHd LI 3ERoELE S
NThHolzo TORICEHEEMEL/2E TS, FAHEH
ORWHEE Y — 7y PAWBHEE RS TW DR
DARZR S T2k XD DRI 5 7225, FO IR
OFEHIE IR EDOEMDIZIPBRBEORME LY LA
WCHE o7z TORRIE, KEROMFIED HEZ OB L

BLOEDIFZZLICE- T, HUEROR 5L & et
L7c7z0ELeEZ 65,

7, XEOHFTES X 2 D E MO E O
3, FRCERBRBMICBWTELL Z PRSI T
% (Fawcett, Russell, Peace, & Christie, 2013), Fawcett et
al. (2013) 1%, MIZRIE: HRDR & FEBIIIHGE L 7205
FT=y WL, MDA RO TS
W XY & o THGE L 720 AT DRLIRIC S
B REROF DT R E KDL ZH, TOMITFE
BIEOETH YD (g=055), XIgOFLEITELIHHIH
FTLEREEAT S22 LI R oTz, &5
12, Fawcett et al. (2013) 1%, BFEITFEAE L -F4E %2
Do WD T — 5 ZINE L, HERBOREIZBY
LNEROFHORRRE T KD, TORR, HIEHEMIC
BT 2 MDD RRITH B R IEDOMTH 5 72h
(g=015), ZOMIZEMRZNETHSNIRRELD
BIhEDolze TOZEDS, XEEHRRIZFEBREY;
WD) ABEOLIRSGM L Y iR EL L 2 LATRIE
SNb,

XEEFEMRDX HZX L

o, WEOFES HEEORME 0 &0, JH0%
WIS AL ORELE T IELDTHLIN? 2D
BEMNR LT, SR & Hra G & v ) 2 DO
MIRIBENT N2,

BEERE

FEERAEE &%, MIZRE: H AR 0 5K &2 K #E o b5
RS TH Y, KEHEHRIRIZBT 2080
FEIZBW TN EEEINTE 7 (Kramer, Buck-
hout, & Eugenio, 1990; Loftus et al., 1987; Tooley et al.,
1987)0 H AR X - THEKEDS AT L, Al
Z ORIBAIxT U CERMICHER 2 M), Z ol s 135
BARR I L CIERERANTIC B2 EENTwD
(Christianson, 1992; Easterbrook, 1959; %', 2005), = ®
B2 XEEEMRIBHT 2L, KOLH)BTavR
DEZLNL, £F, LADHRS T2 XIZFOLELEIIW
ERRHBERIZL > TRBNETATATHL120, #H
EH R HBEH ARG R M & ok S & CREBUKIEL 5
b, 0D, HEZOPBIIXILETH LThT S
N3 %0, FABRCH LTI hbE
ExoNb, TORELELT, TOFRIFELI NS
LAY, FHABEREFHIEINILSREELLN
bo FEBIZ, MFEANOLEIEH THATY 25
(e, HBEKHEZ LA S X9 RY0H) 2HET L,
SIBE I ZOLMEEZHBITFERL, TOFRIHLHEL
FEHLIZ K o2 2 &% ST % (Christianson,
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Loftus, Hoffman, & Loftus, 1991). ¥ 72, Migs% & &m0
ZHEBELAL X, FBICERSNEY =7y MERIC
KT DB ENIZE W) D H S (Hope &
Wright, 2007) o Z4UE, XIEFOFIEAHBAKMEZ A4 S
B, BIEIEZOXIEHIR L TEEEMIHR Z W) 7272
O, FBICERENF =7y MoK B s ENL: &
BT & %o BIEONFRMAIIBN UL, HEALHE
FITMCEBEIREBICH 5 LHE S NE 720, HEEHIE
BN ST BT HEERAbND,

LA Lads, HERGIC T 5 EBRER MG S
Tw5 (Kramer et al, 1990; Maass & Kohnken, 1989; Pick-
el, 1998, 1999) . Bl 21X, S O LR KHE DA - 72
BT, IEOEAEIEE LS9 2 ALk B & K
TEELZEV)WENDH S (Kramer et al. 1990), F 72,
Maass & Kohnken (1989) 1%, WIZ#D A M & FEEK#ED
W &2 BE L2 ER AT 5 720 TOEBROPT, BNH
i, EgEE (XE) b LAERY (FETAT7LH) ok
LoheRo iR EE LB THELL, 2ok
&, PHozZMBEIIA»OEFEZ T R R %
WZ EEREmE N GBI, KD OFRoOBINHE
HHEZ T e Ea@a s (Filillgrr). ok
B, RSB B R EAR BRI, EBRE ARG &
BoTVRIEIBRVZRES> TV I D BAEEITEY >
7oh, BB E MBSO CIAEBEEN 2D o7,
CORREPS, HEKED EAIZXEHER RO 55
TRV EEZONDL, HERHOZ Y% BGEES %
72912, Fawcett et al. (2013) 1%, FEEEKHELZBIEL 72
FEROT— 5 LD TR I G alTo72. ZORKE, H
DIEMOFLTEREEIC BT 2 KK HE DR Rt 1347 78 2
Tid%< (g=014), BEKED LA FEREE I RIT

WEIH N o TN OFRERENS, FHHAKGH
BXEHEH AR 2 BT AT L3 TE R EER
bhb,

ot Rt

B O BRI A S N2 GUSH - IRz s iz
DHPHFUIHT D 50 HFERF L 1L, KiEFDFEow
WHTAHESHBEZEOHME RSO EDF, ToFREL
THZREAEPAEL S LT HRIATH S (Mcrae,
Sharps, Power, & Newton, 2013; Mitchell, Livosky, Mather,
1998; Pickel, 1998, 1999; Pickel et al., 2006) . A (%, 4L
TEAE LA BB, HEBHOSRY 5 FHIT & 2\
WEFRRIMML, TOMWWIMYTH L 0% 503 572
DIZZOWERE R CEHRT A2EINEZFOE SN D (Lof-
tus & Mackworth, 1978), = O BI4 % X257 H & B 126
MTHE, ROEIBTaLANEZbNL, £, O
BT XL RS 2 NAOBELIZ T sl
Vo, BlzIE, HEAEFIIBW THITR K ENE o Tk

L7ZZBADRHENLZ ERIFEAELRVWD, OB
FWT2L3HETH D, DD, RELLILAZ
HE¥32 &, HEFZHBESLOR,? L P S Rn
e LCHIgERIBL, 2oXsRERTLET
WTEXD, ZOFEHFE LT, BRZIEDHHRZERL
2K, BICEEIEHO RN 2 IERE B e 2 <
hbHEEZLND,

C O EBGELT 5 72012, Pickel (1998) &7 4 7
L DOFEHEA LGB 5 R IS T T %
MREL 720 COFEEBTIE, KEOXROHTY =7 v b
MNWBZ A ROLENED &, h %G L 72 RIC LR
LWL L0 EEZITIS & v ) Bl s SR S/,
COWHWOHRT, F—7 v FAPICE->TROA TV
TATADPHIESNTEY, 2074 7 2IEHEEOR
WO b LIdAER) LEubo (1F3Aab LR
W) OWTFNSATHo72. TOFWZRRLEZDBEIC
REREE T2 L 2 A, FLEHICH T 2 s
X, #—7y PASHEROENT A T AERRS T
DT ) AN T A 7 2 2o Tz L D
SAE I A o720 F 72, Pickel (1999) 13 H BBy
XRZF Db D% ET 5 2 & THAEARFEOZ LM% B
FEL720 ZOFEBRTIE, $ixigo/zy—7y N AWrk
PR D S % 55T &\ ) B 2 35 L 72 Bl A3 R
SNz, COBWONT, HEBEYH O CIRDERIES LT
BY, ZOXMRIHHFEOE S E (BFEkY) &tk
DIV (B8 Thotze TOBMZERRLIZD
BICEEME L2 2 A, FLERICHT 2 ks
i, IHEOBOHEOE ) BHIHFEOK VLT L D B
B B A o 72 (Pickel, 1999), & & |2, Fawcett et
al. (2013) &7 A4 7 & OFrartk & BlE L 728 LT
A G afTo72L 25, AEBEICBILTATLD
BN ERIAERIEDMETH 572 (g=040) 2
o ORI, HHERHE LTS,

AR EEBORRF

HRAGH & A ERFIEED 5, HIBEZ O
BIERAH LTI S S o e e LT,
TEWOLEHIEIMET T3 L ERLTWEY, ZoFik
DFRIIE, FEHEN TV R WFERRAF 5L S izl
{, TNWZICEMICEVH I WS EE ST
bo LLADS, IEETIE, HEEGROSFSILIZLT

Y EEBREIRIC BT, ERSOME L AR TER (covert at-
tention) DANF SN/ALE LT LHHIE LW EATRENT
W% (Posner, 1980) = OVEML EIEE ORI, B Z EE L
DOVER & LB 5 EO P THEICAE LTV S (eg.,
Shulman, Remington, & McLean, 1979). L L7&A%5, EEOH
BN BT, B E [EE LoD L I = & i
HIEIRIEEAERVED, ZOX) REREICBOTIRERM
DALE EIER O BN ALE RTINS T 5L E 2 H5N5,
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LHEHELEEET, BOHEC BT 2 HHRILEL O A
THTre ) TEPRMEN T2 (Huebner & Ge-
genfurtner, 2010; Tatler, Gilchrist, & Land, 2005) . Huebner
& Gegenfurtner (2010) &, ZNE O O HE & JF B8
WomIZEnZnlosEi#Ez 2Rl TOD5IC
ZNSORBICHE T 2L EEWET S 2 LT, EHOF
AR KT T B A WG L7ze ZORE, Mo
R[] 5 1000 ms Td o 72355 O &, GRS T OH
WP R SN D13 9 25 LB I IR S 2
LD BHEBICEP ST TO—FT, FIPOERKEM A
3000 ms BA BT o 72354, RLBERE RIS OB I SR
SR L BB IR S o B BT
Bholze TORENS, HERHSILEWEWEE,
JBAEFIC K BB OATH HERIRAF 7L 52 L
WU FEEEZ SN D, 72, Tatleretal. (2005) &, »
KOPDT A T ADEE ENT/NFEZ SIN#E CBgE S
w, ENHDOTA T AITK LTIy S g L
ROBBREMGE L 720 %74 7 2018 0, 1, 2,
3, 41MH) TELICRERELZRELLLIA TATA
DAL BT % FR S BE O AL E o Btk - T 1
AL ZO—HT, 74T 20K, AHxHHHEC
B3 % R RS SRR BB oI X 2 B 2T %
Molze ZORENS, ERRBIEOD % ST LHE
FEREORTICH OO0 W EAVREEN S,

XgmE B#R & BRI

Fra G, HEB O Y — Ik - THLLTE
WU 2RO T 2H AT %, 20—FT, &
i, MO/ HEZ O RBLE (functional field of
view) ZFk%, JFEDBEFIZBUT B G A HE I 2 B
WV R ATHENE X L7z (Harada et al., 2015; K _FAth,
2006) ARNHE L 1L, B0 BREEHREIEL (R
MTHZEDTES, EHMERLE LHEBE LTS
#3N 2% (Park & Reed, 2014), Stz X, Z0F
KAREF O NN B 2 THRIEBIBCRRA E L5 2%, Al
HHHEMITBMINIILL LD E0) TEEEKT 5,
O XHIZ, AP IIBUEIEBLBI BT 5 R 7
WA HEFHSNIMETH L, T2, ZOHFBREIE
FEREEZRLOE LEHAEOERE LT 2 EHHL
NehoTHBY, ZTOKESIIHEITBIT S W ERM
(Mackworth, 1965) 12 B 1T 5 Wi EH# (Wood et
al., 2006) DEIR, FIMOEAKEEEE (Ikeda & Takeuchi,
1975), ERREOA M (Leibowitz & Appelle, 1969: Park
& Reed, 2014), £ L CHIZHH S D% (Reed, Reed, &
Hollands, 2014) 50 & F EF L BRI U THTE L 2
EBW S Lo TS, ARMHEFOKRE S I
MBI BWCTEERZ#HAER->TBY, FRBEH LR

Fo TWLIRM N TIE, LM IS BT 2 EH MR D
HfREhTLE I,

Harada et al. (2015) &, AREBOMEZILHL T
XIZE AR OFA % ik A7z ZOFMHICE DL, BE
FOX R B & XIS, ARBEIIE B EE X
NTWw 2, AR IEHOHITFOEHICHN L TEREL
72 B 726 (Williams, 1982), MIgR &M 5
BUCAHRIE SR E L ERAKRRI L L EZ DN D,
LLLZOWENIELVOTHIUE, Ktz atdmz
HEE3 5 &, HEZIXEIH L GERZAT, £hic
Lo THIREIRE L LFUTE D, TOMHREL
T, BB HMOMEEAHREN, T ONRO LT
FIIETT2EE206N5, KX T, ZORIHEE
B OFRAARE & 5

BRI OIRA G & MGIES % 72912, Harada et al.
(2015) 1&, WIEOFFAED A MBI R E 3 8 & F3E
MCHGE L7z FEBR 1 T, XIgEd L dhimze 74
TLEGUHEENPRERENT TS0 2 EOE I,
HROMWHRS HBEHORBKESKH SN TBY, 20
ABEINBOFETH o720 T LT, BEPERINAL
ERIZSINE O R DB B R SR Sz, 2
BN ORI IR IS R SN R HET 5
L THolz FERORAE, FDHREICERENHT
DFERAIE, KgE SO GEPERENIZEHEDITD
BN BT A T A2 EUEEPERINHELD D
HREICEDP 5720 ZOMRIE, KEBOFIEVSSMEDOH
BT 2 RD 72720, ISR E N BT O E
DR o2 2R, Tz, FEER2 TIE, K
Wea FAXELGMa MG L7258 (eg., L 725K
ARy LR 5 (eg., BIIR AW) %A
FLEGREZERL, ZOBERICELHEFICET % 5R
LT, %51 ERBOREREZIT o720 EEROMR,
JE LA I BOR S M P O e RN, BT A
TRENTEE L PR EEDSER SN EHRO M T B
Bhadolz, TORRIE, BEKED FAGEDIEHRIC
BT 5B L w5870 L b —5T 5
(Maass & Kohnken, 1989), Z# b6 DFEREZHRET 5 &,
(a) RELMAZHET L L, HEZOL R II
FHr2ll, (b) ZOWABIHMAKED LAIHRT S
LOTE AW EATRES NS,

BEETILDIEIE

CNETHBRRTELLDIC, HFHMEFIZIER Y —
YOV I L o T, HRIBIF ORI LTI B
F A ISR O WL X o T, RS B B AR
BEORTZINT 5. TNSDRIIILT L P2
bOTHRL, LA, HOLHE & LR OGN I
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BB RBiHE SN CTE 2, 22T, AHiTI,
NSO EMRA Lzdl - FIRBEF V2 #H2C
RET 5,

Huls - EIHREEFVICBWTIE, DT 3BT
Tl AHME S NS (Figl)o o1 BRI, HELHEO
SRS S FHCERWIERARIET 2B TH L, DL
RIELWAE AT 2 L, XIEEOEAEE 0BT O
2o FPHMTERVIERE LTRIBENLTHS ) —
7T, ZOBRICT, KIEROFETED H B O SR 5
THTa s LRSI E, DEOTHEAELR
WEEZ HND, EBIC, XIZFOELEAS H B O SOk
POFMTE 24, KEOEAE I EBERICET 50
BEKTFT IR EPHRE SN TS (Pickel, 1999) o
852 BEBS LY, HEREEHAE OB B X ORI IS T
WY BEBTHD, bLH, KON H B DL
R P TE W E LOMIB S R34, BigE
ZZONEROFEMZEHIT 57201 XE 2 B CERL
ZINHE S THIHE 2T L L FHIS N L, O,
XIZHEH OB IC B W T XN 720, ZORF 5L
WA U nas, JE SR LB B v CALBE
NB70, ANBREOREC X > TEOHFLIC D
HELDEEZONL, TLTC, 3BT HBEHROM
OB TH Bo i, HEBEZIPOEROFME
IEREC RIS 528, A HO R Z BRI R Wi
B bLEILND,

O - BB T FOVIEATHIE DR R & b —3
LCTwb, PlZIE, K CRELZILAEZ HEYT 2 HEAT
2, BB H R RO k% A T
&, KEOFEAEIHBEROREREZ KT SR nwE
EAHUE X T A (Pickel et al,, 2006), = D F 1,
XIgHE AR O PR A BRI 2 L1l E - T, &
MEINEBROHBEFMCTEL L IR, KIEHIHT
2 JEAHIE I O B2 A AT ORI DA Ul b o 72728
BONTEMMTEDL, 72, 7—7 v N AWITTRAD
LFPMTELWT A T A% BT, ENHKXERT
b, FHBERCHET2REEEL TS5k

SRR FRTELLVERORE
— PO RE — — BEIRE —
S 2ERTE XA~ DER BADRFORE
REEEOMRL || EEREQCET

Figl b - EIRH 7L ORKE

G XN TS (Mitchell et al., 1998; Pickel, 1998), &
DRERNL, 7 =7y MADRS TW DT A 7 2050k
POFMTERVEERE LTRINS R, By -2
RO L EMETOPAEIE L7220 EZbND,

SBEORZE

Huls - JEBHEE T IRV DD DOIEDSFEAE L T
BY, 5HOMEDIE L TZEOREDRILAKD &
Nz, £, ToHl - FIHEET VTR, SR> S
FHITERVERE LTHRINENZT A T AXHERD
HMRB 2k b 2 EPRESNTWD, L Lads
5, BATHIRIZBWT, 74 7 L DOLIRA—FNEDH R
HWEZRD D PENIIHO N LR > TRV, TD72
b, SHROMETIET A 7 2 OCIRA—F: & FRHE
DA XD E FEIIRGES 5 DD 5,

F72, KIEROMELEI X 2 AR OFA21E & OREEEF;
T HDTHA ) e by - FEIBHEEFVIZBWT,
KIBEDETEIC & B R Oskz21E, KELILAZE
B BMFHTAIEPRESN TS, L2 Led
5, AR, HoMnE HRLZERIEED, L
R L2 RICIED A BENBE L -2 Lamish
Tw 5% (Nobata, Hakoda, & Ninose, 2010), L 72455 T,
KIBEDIEDENRBT 205 L LTH, ZOMAzid—
BT D FRE L L b ICHET 2 EE2 005, b
LINABELVWOTHIUE, RELZILAZ HET LI
MARTUE, XEHEARRIZECICLSRD T LR
BEND, EBIC, FLEROREHEICBT 2 XD
HIEEORRREE X TG L > TRDIZET A, ZO%R)
R I HBERHARVEA 60 HUE) O1F) » 8w
Y (10 ki) RPREORE (10 B LLE 60 B AH)
DB AEWZ EHE SN T D (Faweett et al.,
2013)o AL, KIZROFAEI K o T - 7R EF
DR & & DICHAE L, FEHETIC B TR
ERFGALTEIAEREEZONL, IO E
SDCT B2, SHOMTRIZXIZROFIE L 2 H%)
BLIF DA DS & DRFESRFES 2 O % MGEES 5 LD H
59,

TR X9 THUG - R T OVIE, BURERT
FENL W72, % OBGEREAFE> TWb, L
LaH5, BATEIcBW TN TR ST E 22l
P & D ORE KA L, HEEROEELAZ
FWTEXLHTHERRDDEEZLND, 411, L
FLCHBAR S N7GE % EIFWICHEEL, TOETIVOZ
MPEEMGES B LD D Do
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g

XZE BRI R RAEMIE SN TE D, TOAH =X
LIV FERZITHH I T v, BIHORIZEICEW T,
HEKED FAEXEHEH RO TH&EE 2 65T
& 727 (e.g., Tooley et al., 1987), ZDHEDIFIEIIHB VT,
o5&t TIERENI E2RIEBENTE 7 (eg., Pickel,
1998) . EAETIX, NEROBFHMEIC X 2 Y — D
R (Pickel, 1998, 1999) < KI#: DAL & 5 A X HLETF
DOFk%E (Harada et al., 2015) 12 & » CTXIZ#E HRh #2356
T G RE N7, NEEHRIRO A =X 0%
RIS % 2 L, B A 53, JUIRM AR IC
BT 5 HEGES 0 @Y 00 P HIT&T 550K
MHNEWRTELEEZONL, TDO2D, SHOW5E
BT IS OWF A FRIEI L, JEEEMICRHR
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