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Recent research review in “The Development of

reversible ambiguous figure recognition’
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%% OHBABEIZIZ—EDOBIRIBASND, FOBIE
BRI, 2008 LLMRMILEL 5,

72, ZD 2 DDMRITH K OBRICH . Bl 21T,
Fig. 1 TR [MEXE->TWDLADHE| L AL7% LEDHE
EEFI R Do POIZ, TR &R D %5 NOE OIS
WBERICRL, 2OLHIZ, HEMREIEADL LD,
5 ORI E R E 2 6 ZRITIUIBAE D .77 v,

CONDOERTH S 2 ORI EET % (reverse)
Lo T, 200RELHEIZHIETE I,
Wz % #HETH %,

Leeper (1935) (&, [AIEMEGIEDF¥ (the learn-
ing perceptual organization) | 1Z M T I N T X 7-0HE
FIROTEFTH S LR L, ZHREEEZHVTZOM
MEMETRELZLERBE L, ZoRELZITT, T8
b OGN R CRIBIZ 3 2 HE A IRE) & 2oEr
MRS 572012, ZHRRIEPMHH SN2 (eg, Elkind,
1964 : Reese, & Ford, 1962 ; Crandall & Lissovoy, 1977) o

CCHEE ST, FRCES T b oM
HTOEADFEETH Y, %5 THRBI S 2 AR
Wz, HE2VIIRIETH-72LFZ %,

MEMECBVTEHE MO Kz 70 A% HHT %
HENBRWHB20H - 720 1 oE S N Hi
(satiation/sensory theory : K b &7 v ZALHE), 9 1
WEERNBEES (cognitive theory @ b v 7% 7 VLEE) T
oo fafl ) HEmTIE, ZRNEORKEESI

Fig. 1 Ambiguous figure (Vase/Face)
(Rubin, 1921)
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BOERNOMITHZICHON L = 2 — 1 V{FH) L FHP O
MEERBIC L > TlRZ B E SN b, B2, B
DOREZ LIS BB LZET, HWRICEREBi»rT &,
Bt ThrREAMET 5, 20L& EMATIE, fFrlil
Twa L3 [7V)—ry=ma—ar] 2P%KL, KREIZ
W Ho LML, HOHEZRAZLEZIZWE LYy F=a—
Oy BEHFLTOURODT, TOFRKIERE Dk
FHET S, ZNEMRIC, Z2HMEOHAETL, 20
OFREAEL TV EEEDI L, 1O0RELZ 5
TALAYE TS B &, M O % LR 5 ERALHBES & 7%
D, R DLMRNOHEWARDSE L 50 & ZHADERE
&, WA OFFROEALAER TR L T B HIZ 22
HOWMANET 5720, BOREEIELLEEZ LN
Twb, (eg, Kohler, 1940 ; Long & Toppnino, 2004),

ZAUSH L TRV T, R U 5720121,
BB PONOLHEEEZ A > TWDE L, QRO 200
Mz o Tnb I L, ORIEET2ENEZH->TWDLZ
EVRGMTHLHEEIND (eg, Girgus, Rock & Egats,
1977 ; Rock & Mitchener, 1992 ; Rock, Gopnik & Hall,
1994) .

INODIRFHD LB 5 A% FIXE O Ffin D F 128 L
TWAPEREET 572012, BSREDPROLHFEZ 1S
BwEkE, HEMIZ2ZODOMREZMET LI ENTES
N, 2 DODEERDATH Iz (Girgus, Rock & Egats, 1977
Rock & Mitchener, 1992), ZNZNDIFHIZHD A
ROTRIIROEY TH 5L, fufl IR Him<TE, #
SHEITHRBWIIH G OMRE s TE 5 & L, @BMHNAEH
T, KoLZHEELZMS SNL v, HREMICKEE
TELRWEFHEL

RikiZ, MoZHEEZEAMS I BT, BXL
350 1 OBigE (g s RPEE) PEBNICKIEETE
7z (Rock & Mitchener, 1992), —J%, KDL #k %5
B2 bld, 2570 1 OBGE (R k) A%
I )T & 72 (Girgus, Rock & Egatz, 1977).

ZD2ODEFHENS, ELH0 1 ODRHTIES
HTHEO Rz HHTE LW LR E ko7,

512, ZRINEO s & MR B4 12D w» TR
Mt 247 o 72 B TIE, S REE O ZI3ERNEER &
R E V) ER ORI X > TH U 2755, WHRBLEF B
G OMERENE, MEAREOMBIZL S Z EATRBIN
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Tw5 (Meng & Tong, 2004),

NS I, ZHRMEONKERL, MEMER LT v
THLEE (bottom-up process) & RN &y 7 AL
P (top-down process) & DHEAEHICL VAEL B &
IREWHPZE DR EN TS (Long & Toppino,
2004) o

2. ZHERFBMORENFRE

Rock & Mitchener (1992) 1%, #l£#H D 35?1 25K
DEFEZMS 2 TH IR TE72HAIIOWT, #igg
BNV L HZ R -2 b bh, HbHVE, TT
DL M E Mo Tn7eZ EATHFER 2 iR 5 8 L
7o REE R RIZ L 72,

COREREDPS, ZHREFIZOVWTRERO W EDH T
X, BENZEOHEENTHEL LW RFESLTHNR
72 (Girgus, Rock & Egatz, 1977).

ZORFUIEDNT, 3D 5RO TEH ZHRIC,
MOZENMEZ S % THHEMWIIRSTE 2H0 L9
PEBEDITbNIz, FRIE, 3EALEmOT-EbIEH
SR Z Lo 720 #i & D, Rock HIEHIEMN
WO G IO D b, LR INEORERIZIL, BIgH
PRDOZFZMZ > TW T UE % B v & v ) A
FFE b E L7 (Rock, Gopnik & Hall, 1994 ; Gopnik
& Rosati, 2001),

LA, RADOKETIE, HOLHREII—ERID
CEFHENSTELLIITHRLDITHL, 3ELD 4ED
FLEBRLH LD 2ODMEMS ENTHKIKTE
TWHERIASH B Z A5, FOHBME SN (Rock, Gop-
nik & Hall, 1994 ; Gopnik & Rosati, 2001 ; Doherty &
Wimmer, 2005). ZO#f5HRIE (DR EDBLERRIEOK
BB LTI), 78 ERANDRIRRKS R LD L
L TwW5% (Rock, Gopnik & Hall, 1994),

29 LR S, ZRMIERAOFEEWNMIIZ, b
FHDOBLA L T &l o 7

COLFXEBMOFEIE, by 75y VLB E R
NAT vy TIBOW ) OFEDBE L TV D LIS
%o

5, My TF Y BV, RiEER RIS T
B EIROBABES (X ¥ RLHETT ; Gopnik & Rosati,
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2001) &, EROBABERE PIHEREZ &) OFED L
HWTHLEEZOLNT WD, by TF Y VLPDFEEC
EoT, LR HED 2 OOMMOBANTB L 4T
FEICR D, ZH KEOREIZBLZ5ETHHEICR D L
MEE N TS (Doherty & Wimmer, 2005 ; Wimmer
& Doherty, 2011),

FREDS K O Bz & PN O 56 E & OB HIE,
BRI & PR AT ISHEST 2340 ) YTV D
F &b (Bialystok, 2001) &€/ VU Y HVOFEL L%
WS 222 I2L > THRLNTze ZORE, N4 v
AN DFEBIILRMIEO I TR L 7% 5 i d £/
VIUANVDOFEDLLINRNZEPHONE ST, 856
B LR % FRCE T 2R N4 ) Y TV D
FELBEN T, ZOTFRE &I, LT O
&, FURRBICH LWEREBOHIBTLIETHD

(Bialystok and Shapero, 2005), 8% 5 <, AR %
WS BRI E ) Y HNVDOFED XY, REIIHE
FTHIED, N YHANVOT-EDITHRNE 2720
b LNk,

ghed, BIRISH LR HEE S 2 7210 TIX
FRIZE L v, 3512, HORRANOY) ) B2 0T
Hbo TITR, AMAT v TRBOFEENIEZ BN D,
Diamond 5%, FOFER~OY) Y B2 25K T H % B
HELT, @YRYA IV THEERNT LN TEL
Wb ERBEL TS (EEOMME Attentional in-
ertia)o C O [TEBEOMEME | &, HHRTEEER I E (the
dorsolateral prefrontal cortex : DLPFC) ®DEIZ X 5
Tk &N % (Diamond, 2002). F 7z, 2 DDFMRDZK
B2id, KECEERB oW ) B ZPEMRL TR 2w )
FAREEIN TS (Pettigrew & Miller, 1998), Z®
KR 2 # A9 202, 2 00K EERICEB T %
FEOYDEHEZZBEANLTEBY (Cook, 1984), M¥ix
BRI RZHET HH SR L TWB (Fagard, Sacco,
Yvenou, Domellof, Kieffer, Tordjman, Moutard &
Mamassian, 2008). =i 5 OM7EREFIE, KizlZidkk4
GARMLT v TERL ZORADPERL T D I E 2R
BLTWwWb,

CnEHIZ, FELOLZHRMPIEOFTHIZIE, ®K
DOFBABEREDFEE L R N A7 v T ULBE I W 7 e A B
FHIRERRORADHG 2 ZERICANTHE R TV L LEDS
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HHERDNS,

3. LHERERBHMOEENHARICE T 25H/=

% #0232 IR ARG IIBIIED &L 2 A %Y
EEi e Z 2 5N B (eg, Wimmer & Doherty,
201D L22LdS, ZOFMAERAIII N2 TH
HEER B

T L OEHEMLORERIZIZ A ¥ KL HN DY LT
WA IRRMEZIRIZ L 72 BATIESE A W o0 d b 2D
DFEATIIZETIE, 2 & ZRHR OB L L CRYE&E
T, BME &R & 2 RO & OB % 1,
MHEORICHENH L ETE2T—F 2R ELTWS (e
g., Gopnik & Rosati, 2001 ; Mitroff, Sobel, Gopnik, 2006 ;
Doherty & Wimmer, 2005).

ETHN, AYRRNDVZEMIGORIZED X9
WG LTwah e w) T, WIgeE O % &
WA LN D,

Gopnik & Rosati (2001) 1%, £HKEORKIEIZIZ, £
FXIE DL B O 2 W HEIZ T 5 %38 1Y 7 Bk 2 I PR A
WETHDLET D, Thbb, b, MHEEHSE

R 0MNERERL ) b L) BanBg, HoaH
DLIRRIZZL 9 5 &) BEHEE, 1 50HR

W1 DU EDOELDDH S50 LN wv ) BEEHERE
PERINDZLICL-T, MBFRILHR KO, L H
METo0b L n) iR HLVIEHATHID
% FZ L OFFRAZALT 2 200 d L &) BigAsIT
BEICR ), ZRUBOLEOMMMSTEL LIICRELE
FiET 5, Gopnik 51, DX REZE XENOLED
R % B T BRI, Lo BER B O
B HFEEO—ME L TBEIEMICBING LRIEL
726

Mitroff & (2006) &, 5&25 9EOT-EHVBKDE
FNEZHOLVE ETOHRBMIIKIETE /22 05,
ffl CAEL) PGS & RRARRORAHRICL > TLZ
DREREHAT LN TERVE LTz, TELHELH
HIED 2 2OFREBFEST 5720121, — RO
AEIEMT 5 X9 BOINEREIDPLETH D EHD
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FERLZZ. 2059 RONELRRIDPREROHIL,
FEHLRZRIED 1 SDOMPUCEBRT 5. 2 OREEA
LELLT, HEZBEEMICKEET 5720121%, 5128
MO ZLEE T L, ZHUE, IR OCOH I HEH
559 REROLHELRRET), HDVIEEEOEKLIC
DWT XY RAN 7L TR T 2N PLETH 5,
CSITWI) AYRBAMARSEE L, FEbAa) Mo%
FEIZOVWTRMLCZE, b) FRATV SR E R
DIFR GRS 5 2 &, o) ZRMEZOBER DR % 1)
NEZONEINTHREIE (eg, A L) ZHRMEIEIX
R X ICHDMMY IZHAZ BT L) THD (Mitroff,
Sobel, Gopnik, 2006) o

Wimmer & Doherty (&, #5320 & L HXHFICE
3% 2 00RO, IZHE R 2 X ¥ KRk
TNCHET 5 L FRLTWD, Ziud, 1 DORIBITH
LC2ODMMMNTE L L)Y, BRICL-TH
FRLNTHLENHIZLE, HEHIFZORME LTS
FHRLHESBRE SOMFEEZ WL RE LA LTSS
& (FEBRMKER) 25T Tw5,

2B B 2 DDMPRAAFAET B &\ ) BRI
i, EREOX YRR OFEFEITMAT, S HIHTH
2 WS 5 720 o W HEE o Z AL (inhibitory in-
sight) 24U K CTH % & Wimmer & Doherty 13 EET
%o b, ZEMELARMWIIKIEI 5720121,
PHBERE D —E L~V LA X — VKR 2 LT L
FT5HEFRLTWS, TNDDOREINIE RN B RTIHLE
DEIHEG- LTV 2720, ZEEO RN 1 F1%
D5 REEIZTREIC % 5 & b b (Doherty and
Wimmer, 2005 : Wimmer and Doherty, 2010, 2011),

£ HRO R T 01 Z121%, FIEENZ: X ¥ £
RENAB G35 &) &2 1L, BENHEEZITT>TwD
MREDLZ PR OEELEZD1IDTHb, Fh &
b, XY REWNIVL RO T ot 20 &2 TH
boTWbOhe ) MEIZOVTIE, FREICL-T
SGNRT B o TORAYEREETIOMGIIOWT, ME
RIS LUEDND S

Rock & (1994) &, KoL &EMEZH O V& IR T X
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B\ 5 BAIBER IR & REEY 5 72D ICFEBRE AT -
720 TOFHEIILUTOHEY) THbH, FEHIZKDEZFE
TS, BROZLEMET 5 X ) KD7,

FELD, MOLHREZHMO R VEZIEIAEL W
LR L7tk MOZHEMEZH > TWIUIIETE
PRIz RIETEZWTFEDITE, 200H%E A
IO 2 L L BIC, ZHRNELZDD DL ZDFR
DRI N T WD 2R ZFER L7z,

ZOt%, HIEICHIN TS 2O Z Y By,
T EBIZ2O0MMEMET 5 LI RKD72, ZOFHi&
T, 2DO0RERETE/F LI L] &M
&N/ (e.g., Rock, Gopnik & Hall, 1994 : Gopnik &
Rosati, 2001).

LA L%AS, ZOEBROFHE TIE, HEHTICHZH
AN TV S 2HOMZREL TV T, ZoREIC
D EFATHIE & 3R DR Z 1% L 7 ReE & 3 T
&\,

COFEBRTONHOHMIZIZ, ¥ ELROHS O
BETEmEN o f, LIAD, X ¥ RKLOWE
MBLE & £ L OREESFU L T b7z0, fHREL
TRAY RGN OBE 2D Z LIk o7,

ZH XD R BT 5 2 ¥ LTI OBS5 25
W72 Tix, Rock 5% Gopnik & D% X D Pz L E A
ZFEmEIN TN D,

Rock 5 ® H@y & X% % V), Bialystok & Shapero
(2005) DWFFEDHWIE, ZFETEOSERE, Bl
EBINWER L OBREFARL L THo 72 R OHD
FEERTIE, KOZHEMEE > TWD 2 LD REED TS
o T, ZoOBEHREZHL > TTFELICMLER%, £
FPOERELE FHi L 72 ZREHRETIE, LE XD
RS Do T2 s, ZOMRE T 5 5% 2 OF
T 5L TEBITRDL, HEMIZ2DDMMRE ZD
e c&zb &, TELRNETELEAL SN
720 HREMICETE 2o 2T LD I12IE, EBE L
TR L IR E T EHICmse BE), 220
Me 2B/ CTEX D DNENEMN b, £
BICLDIBD, EOBRTTELH 2 00MPUCKD
72D L o T, RIROEEAM A B ST w7z,
EBRECLLYERTD, T BOMREHET
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ELho e, HMEREDSBEREIICHERE —H L Tw
CRZFEBIIRL, BATERWHFREZZMLRPT
< L7z
COEBTIE, HBWED? S 2 OOMROBME T
ZUEL TV, ThED, HFEN PRI 028
ZBEETED, HWEE BRI E —3 L Tw
CEZOWTHET 5 &9 % 2 D0 oRMTIE, 1
EHIHERBOREZ RO TRV, DT L5, Hiifl
L ED XL TWBEPIEH S TIE RV,

Doherty & Wimmer (2005, 2011) &, [E)3&5E2L % 3
% i E ‘say something different’ (SSD) i (e.g.
Doherty & Perner, 1998 : Perner et al., 2002) ® Tt &
%, SREEHECER L, 2, MoZmtzmo
T2 2 L RIREOHHREN 2D T, ZoOFHE 52 %
Fibe & & L RINEEDHIIT > TV 5,

Doherty 5 (2005) 1Z3EA & LT, 2R EEDOL1S
% & OIFRUC—FT 2 XRAS DN - E g, ThZ
NOMREPREICEMI L2 LI2E-T, Ho%HMk
ETEDICHSEL T E 2T o7 DX HIHHEN
AR ZMZ, T-EDHICHOL LR T Foh & 1387
BTHbo 72720, DT Ldlill>TELEHED 2D
DOFROIFIHEETDH 5720, ZOFHXHPRDOL K
HEHMSTLEAGE L TWINEEZZLRMNDH 5,

% HXEHE (Doherty & Wimmer, 2005) TlX, J-&
bIRIZR XL ZIOR SN, AT & 35 DR % i
T EHIKRDENIz, FELINOMME P@ETE %
ol &, EBREDVTESICOETHOMRZ L&
720 FELPEREDOV) R HETE 25 L 72
LRI NIz,

& 512, Doherty & Wimmer (2010) &, Z D% &K
L (Doherty & Wimmer, 2005) gl L, 721 C
%<, TOMRII -3 2R E a3 &, vl L 7o
M MEld 2 Fhe & 2B L7z,

EHICHRMEHEITM R, B2\ SORTEH & Pis
SRRE (Wimmer and Doherty, 2010) #4772, Bznig
BTIE, ZREEOD LRI —BT 5 ORI E 17z
X (e.g. & BHRAT e VOYE, KORFEPHENT VD
M) Z#F &R EINz, ZORERBOTHL, 5
Bk, 30 Bk, 60 112, 2 00RO 1 > OF# (eg.
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SHBRETVYFOH, 30BZRETeELVOSBIFL) 2%
HIZE#HT 2 L) RdDEN, COBMOFHREEICE -
T, BURICLZE L PIHIBERE O W E 258 S 7z,

LRt Kz E (Wimmer and Doherty, 2010) 28
2 BRORBOIERHOW N HR 1L, 2 00MR2E %
T2 L2 BEET D, LELEDSH, TOK
RAE T, 1 DO E —2$ 2 SOIRASK o J& BR L6l
PNTVDE720, TOXRICE A EBEIHTLZ LD
VLD, ZO0, Wk SHRIZEM LT L,
R &35 7% ZIFFULFRA LIS WITRESE DS D b0 2D
CEDBBORRNHE L G2 ik s,
72, S ORERIREDGI A X — Y QLRI OMEIC &
IO TVENIEHL TRV,

Bialystok & (2005) 1%, Z#BIEOREEIC X > TR
OWHEEES R 2 LML Twb, ToHMIE L
T, HEOMFI & > TRAN LR EITHEREI R L 5
TR ERIBLTWD, &2 AN, SHRIXEIREIZAEH X
NAHLZHZXEIZONWT, FO LX) RiEfE L TWB%
FHE D Rve ZORIIEET 2L HREB ORI X
LWEEREIZONWT, SHICHMEETAZEICEoT, £
FHEO R iE 70 € 2128 > THIRBRRED S S b0
REVED D B L b b,

ERIIZIEERIIE TOZ RERETIX, 2200
ROBINEERPEIrNTEY, TD2O00BAEES
2T 2R THE OHICHAATINTVD, L Lk
Vo, 2OOMROBMEERTHEME, FELO
RAFEEDOBIET, EDOL) RMHEZESIZLTHDD
PEWSNPICT LLEND L,

ZDXHIT, ZHERMERE LD X i) ol5-5°
PR ZYIREIC L, FEBRIZH72-> T T 564 DX
oY% 5Fl - GRS 5L H 2 E b b,

% FILO [in & X ¥ EL 08D OG- % H 5 JeATHE
gei%, ERAERICBWT, ZHRNEERE L REE
M LA G DR THEBME 2 FhE VP TERTDH %,
SR LT, LWREBEZRRT L2 ER#ETHLH
PENE D 2 Fe PUIE REAN & 34 B & o B 2 3~ %
7t b i TWw% (Ropar, Mitchell & Ackroyd, 2003 :
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Sobel, Capps & Gopnik, 2005 ; Wimmer & Doherty,
2010) o

COWZETIE, BREROFERMMER (VMA) &4
AR (CA) AR EE O RIFEE N & HFRERIZBWT,
ZHREHE L A ¥ KLH8 2 WET 2 REO % H
BL, 2R MOz X & ZLEI OG5
72 (Gopnik & Rosati, 2001 ; Wimmer & Doherty, 2010;)

A F KBRS OMEROFEEE LT L2RVEI, &7
BaiE (ESLHSH S OLRIREL FERFHICRS L,
FNHBEORRE OBRIZBWTH#E-> TV A AL H
52 EOHFEDWIE ; Perner & Wimmer, 1985) &,
Droodle #E (THHD %\ /NS A DR 7207 % Kz A
X, FORIMPIS 2 & OBE . Taylor, 1988)
Thbo TNLTNOFEBRSINE IOV TIE Table 1 D3
NTH5bo

INLOMRNS, HEERIZOHNERZLELT S
MESEICIIEBTEXZ2VIZL b ST, £RME
D2ODMMERANT LI LIIBERTHLLERBESN
720

CHIZ L XY, Ropar HlI A ¥ ELEENDVLFHHIC
B2 2O00MOBIIEHGT LTV E LIV RVE
FiklL7zo 230, HEERE TR OWREZ XL LES
DEZHR OWMIINETDH 5%, ZRIXNED 2 DO
Mz BAST 2 2 L IZHBNES TH D L% 27 (Ropar,
Mitchell & Ackroyd, 2003).

FEAEOHEA S, Wimmer 51, HBEERIZ LM R ¥

KPR EIID 5705, BEMFIRO 2 ¥ ZRITHER DR
TWARWVERRTWS, 2L T, HEFEROKEYES
DFIL, DI RX Y REOIF LY BT 2 LAfamfdr
Too HeED0E, M X ¥ REHEINE, ERFEER TIX
HI (L, SN, BN E) ICBERECB L E4
WACBIN A 25, HEER IO e E 2 2T %
7212, A ¥R OMBUEEIR % > TL 5 EHH
L 72 (Wimmer and Doherty, 2010),

% 72, Sobel 513, ROV HBERIX, £EX
D 2 DDMRUZ DO WTERIEER L H L SWRBHT
E7e7%, HREMZREEIARC, BATARZ IE T 56
A% o 72 & i LT b (Sobel, Capps & Gopnik,
2005). Z OFEFIE, Wimmer © O FHH CIEMEHA T HE
TH b, F72 Gopnik HiL, CERFENTIL) LEXIE
DIHRE A 7 RGOS HFIZ L > CTHREIC % 5 &3
BILTwa2Y (2001), ZoFHIEd—H LR,

TELOLHEMEORME A ¥ RREENHEET 5 &
WY EZIE, FENIEZIT > TV AR DL 3
DEERZZDLIDOTHLHY, HERERZNSRE L%
BRASRICEHT 2 &, ZRMIEORANIBIT S X 5 KL
BELDOBGE, KRR E 2 A% T b,

COZEIZHLT, HEPERIZBIT2ZERXEORM
THRETREED2 0D 5,

5, EROLRRIZEORAMOHITIEX, by 75

Table 1. BFER & LEBBDOZERT REFREICSH (T 5 EERSMEDOHME
) CA (& 7 H) VIQ VMA (& 7 H)
TN —7
S R S| R W
BHER | (n=22) | (n=22) | (n=13)
Py 10:39 | 12:7 14:9 108.00 7:8 8:5
SD 1:15 2:8 ; 9.81 2.3 3:2
Range 72~ 115 2- 4; 3~ 4; 3~
16 ;10 1810 19:6 160
iR | n=25) | (n=18) | (n=18)
iy 10 ; 74 7:9 ; 104.64 10: 0
SD 244 SRS 15,75 110
Range 7 4- = 5 2=
812 12:6

MEJATRERL TR D TN
S---Sobel, Capps and Gopnik (2005)

R---Ropar, Mitchell and Ackroyd (2003)

W--*Wimmer and Doherty (2010)
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TR EBBT 6N 5,

Wimmer & (2010) (&, HEEROZZRIEOZRMD
TatR e, EMEEROZEXNEORMO Tt AL
MERLDWHEEZRE L TS, ZORICI) i
LAY/ SR

WIZ, HEEROEROBNTH S, 2 DO % B
TELDEBLIZARTHD LD TS (Doherty
and Wimmer, 2005). & Z 5725, AR ClE, SiEH
MAERT D LT ER D 4 L D 135 2IEEO S E FGE
WTEEITHObN TS, Z0MHHRETRENTH
%o

0 EHIZ, ZRMEBMOFEENHEIIOVT,
KOPDFMMBENTE T, BT LLUTOM) TH
%o
1. ZREEBINBT B A 7 ERFET OG-0 RE,
2. ZHEMIEFEICHES L Tws 2 7 K& DI OFE

HIRETT - RRAIBERE O FRRRES o
(fl I & % % F AT o R 3 BE o [
3. AMERICB 22 RBOBA T 0 2 DRE,

KD 4TI, FFEOFM% Perner DHEFEE b & 12,
BHELT .

4. LHERHERMORENFEOH - B E=D
5 Dixgd

I CTlE, 2 RXIEBMOREMIE O 2 B L
T&72 INHOFNE S OICHIEIZT 57201,
Tld Perner 5 (2002) 2L 5 [HEOMME] L)
Wt S A E 2 Th b,

CTTHESORFEIHTIERT 201, 150 [
OHFE] L VIR TN, ZRMBORAIL X ¥ LKL hE
NEDOYE, SLICHHERMNAT v TERZLOMELY
X DHEFHIICEIRTE L EDLNDENLTH S,

Perner 51, WRIZBEHEDTA TV T4 T4
v HfRL, BRESHMEoBOTERE LT, [H
NOBR] 555 L ERREL TS, 155 0FRFITL
To#E) ThH%,

MERHE L LoMEIE, Db [HEPE
DOFH (120b0IH LTI 208HE AT %) 12

- -
—_ -

15

T B EICHET S, ZOFBIE [0 132
TR D DOEMVANEEE LTI ) L) BELFR
FEMFEICER L TWh, 2oL ) RMER, FEoxt
LOVTORLLELOMIZIE, WOTHHMDENHT
ELTwbIehblEFnstlbhs,

ZOBROENZEH LTI, LTD 320 A HET
Hbo (VB D RBOMIIE, ]SO 7R L WA
REMED DD, 2)FDHEEIE, HESWAIZERIATY
IR L TS, LAL, B)Z0ERIIEI1DS
T, 220H5VIEENU EORLIE, FUHEICHEEL
TWAGEbH 5,

SO, ZORLLELE, [EFEEWILEWHEMN]
& TEFELWMV.T 2] LICHEHEIND, 202250
RN, BHEE [V A6 = B2 ko 5 L8
DT R ] O, [T HE = BEEDSHIE] Zoh e
WHZETHbD, REGETLLEBHLDON LV
L, H—0RZITHREGT S8, HESHETRVWERE
FTEIENTERL BDLINLTH S,

Z D720\, [HIFE LM ATRE AN ] 2 W2 ] Bl
T5 70 APLENI % B BHED LR TMALAT[ER
HIME VI DI, [RENTZEEDOEWD D D, Kl i
WV TERW] H, HEWE [HUHETH LD, Bk
LRADHTORTH 5720, Wi O¥SHAD 727
TRMILTELRWV] »ThHo, LirL, HEDENEZH]
LA TE [HOHBRIHE TR Z2H5] 2L
HoENE L, COFEIFHETZ L, FUHEIH
LTRLLHURZZOWEY )RR ONDL L) %o T
b, FEERRI NS,

TlE, 29 LAHAICHED B3EMEITED L) 12
T BHDIES I D

ZOEALER AT Z LTEELMEE LT, #Haoy)
N # 2z (switching perspectives) & flEDZE X & b4
(confronting perspectives) ® 22%%H 5%, HADL Y
Bk, R WREMICB RN ORGE Z T,
FRROREEDLEE, BReHHNERH LT L %A
L, Z0R%2 2008 MEMFICERLT LI LEET,
2ODRLRDFEZIE, B HEICLs THRONESR
ELTHBINDEILIZE-TOR, H—DFELLLT
MOaIND, TD2H, H—DEFOMEG LML, D
LRGN ONORZG~NEY YTz 5 Z & (switching) &,
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FORGLDLEREEEEDLYE, AT 5 (confronting)
TalARLELT D

Perner 513, CORLZLBNEEEZEDE, BET S
(confronting) HEJJIE 4 EIZHN, RESEL &%
BT LERMAE L o TWD LB LTV,

ZH A LIZ, 120KT22 (HorwidEhlt)
ORI RELRTH D, LHL, T LEHidLiN
D 2O0DFMEMOETD 1 DOFML»RMTE %
WA D B0 AT [ HEAE o JFHE | (8 U 5 1
HMTHH 5,

% HEIE, HSOECTHET L L, [HELMWT
AEE] s ha EBbhs, £, HEWICH
TEASHIREZZ A5 Tdh Do LA LEKFIC, [EHEEWTT
XRVHE] Thd b, T, —HOMREZRMLT
Wb EEIE D) TTOMPUTRMTE L2 L TH S,

ZENE A D2ODMMEMRX LFRY L35L
&, ZREEAOHG A ZBRXPOOBMTHS
L, R X OMKEZX ThHY, T TR Y 3K
DTz, ZOMBRY THD, TNETNOHELTO
BRI OB BT ATHETD 5,

ZDEHIZ, FRISHEIR X IR Y 1380 772 7%
M, TZHREEAICBOTRERX LERY ©22o0
KENPY o] L) HERLIE, H—0ELELLT
HRS 5 Z EHRETH Do

COMMEURICTAICIE HEAOYY B L
(switching) & MB4 (confronting) I2X o T, B2 5
MAMINRRICT 2 LEND L,

CTIMBIE, ZREERMOFENFE L P TART
W<,

AN B ] oY) ) B %2 (switching) A W HEIC 7 6
T EBIE, ZR M A T DR X ORREHR X 72
Mo, BRX ThHs BERX OHM) vy KL EF
D, RIS, ZHRRE A IMRY TH2 R Y ol
H) &) REEFO, L [HHbEoFER] XD,
12OFRIH L 1 2DORR L hnwI enb, 2
D EH L ARERX THLH] LwHIERMS, £
FRE A IFRY THE] L nIHIREANLYVEZ S
Z & (switching) (2 X o T2 0D AE R A ETE
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NENRATE %o

T/, COBERETIEMRX 2R Y ~) b o
721% (switching), Y 2 S X ~NE S (reverse)
ZriRwohTniwn (). Lo7T, RX
LMY OMEOBFEL RO LN TRV, TOZ L
3, fERY 2SR Z &Y ) b b (switching) 2 &
DUFETHLI LEERT S,

ZHHNERERRETO 2 ODMMEEH T H L) %
Fex (BROMKZREZ AE5, XRkx525%L)
1, BEOY Y A (switching) 275127 2 #iBhK 7%
FhiE L Bbh s,

X512, 220KRLOFMIL, BIRWESE (ZHROK
HIERO T2 SR EOHMERY ML CRET A L)
LERL TR L bNs, RERL, ERZhOMMN
ORERAZLEDRA ¥ b I B RERER) 25T -
TWVEDETHbD, HEEEIT SN LR ER
2D SERATFHEIL S, JIOMREZBAMTE S LB
b,

RN K > THEEENR % 256075 5 D
X, ZREBOBEKRS (&) I2XoT, FHE LMK
EENEDTNT, BEoY) Bz (switching) AT
vz tEibhnsg,

ZOMEIZX, Piaget DT 5 —Y 2 0fE ([F—of
PERE DA SN IET OB L 723ETH, ToiE
WHED R 5 &, ERFRPRRLB%) I2b@KLT
WwnElbirs,

2 ODFMOFERD S E 512 ) — Mo i %
19121, ZRINED 2 DDBRHR DOBIRIZ R > T
52 RS HUENRD L, TOWFIIHEOE, WD
B2 B EED LI o TRIEDEL %,

L7235 T, ZO20DROBERZ Y)Y B L CTH#
LCLEoZLKIRIETERY (WVEELCLES725
WO 200N HR %),

W10 Kz % W REWC 5 121%, Z#XIE A O
AL, BRX oMo L ZI3FER X OMKER X T
DY, HRY ofEor 213, BREZX 2HRY 0
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MEREEHR Y & LT, WMERELZ TR SR,

DD, MRXEY2REEDELIRE

(confronting) ® 7Ot ANLETH 5,

ERX LMY 228& b, METHZLI2Eo
T, R X ORERZFHE X 25, RY CIEIRREE Y
X5l e%x (BrHo@En) Z2BETE5 X9 12% 5 (fif
WEZITERTED), 2OTULAERT, [LHRNE
ARRBWTIIARX LR Y SHEEICER TR & v
I H—DRGIFNITES L 512% 5 (Fig 2),

Lo T, A5 GRS & L FXLORT ) KiE &1,
HEDZEEZEbHE (confronting) DR TRM L TW5
£ TH s,

% FZE SR REO FHe & T, [ 2 20RO
=ZHFHBOKIR] LW Z 5N TV LIRENZL VDTN,
20D 2 RXBTELLEIAFTTHEREICANT,
MR % 5§ 2 LS H 5 Wb b,

w122, HEBERDPZRKIEO 2 5O % AT &
el ilonT, ZRNEREOTFHRENLTLHE,
HoOY ) B2 (switching) & HFERIC & o THRER R
ETHHEVWRD, T/, Sobel & (2005) 23 L7z &
I, FEAIER O 2w HBRERICIE S RIIE O A5 X

BAEEIIAY %L, 1DOBROALIEATE h o
722 s, BEEERICIIHEOEA (confronting) L
NNVOFBHPTELZnwERDbN S,

71) A (1991/2009) (&, EHERED [2AR#HG O K]
EV) AR L TV 5, HPERIIHE A 2 A
GLT, UROH T ) EROBERE ST 5 2Rk
G385 <, WA R ERIIER R T 5 L LT b,
F72, HEERIZ R N A7y TIBAS v 757 VL
IVENTVDEVIMELH S,

7Y AOMmE LY, BEHERIE 2 >ORERMT S
TeODEMRES Tzl &, TORRENTHRRUC
DWTOARMBIE LA-WMEEEIEZ SNS,

INonZzEETAHE, AMEROLHXEDOR
M7 APERFER LR LT O R 2728500
WERHRDLUENSH L L b,

5. $HRPBAOKENHR 5 55%0
2

SROPEL LT, SR INEBANIBT 2 X 5 L5050
HOEG-OMBEICH] S H S ) M. RS, HFER

Yy B o @& R & B A

B AR 0 Y Bz &

A O R ET A b YE DK
Yy R 28 0 B8 &K & R A

Switching

-

E2 - Z & K
A % A
2 %5 B B 2 % B WP

e N ~

A xR R X A L N
\ 20— /) |lsnrues

confronting

2 % B ¥

I [ switching o # & ] I

I [ confronting o # i ] I

Fig.2 FEHDHREMBDOFE
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&R N DL XL O =R AI 7 1 & 212D,
FERIARFET 5 o

BB, ZREREICE E N5 M55 0 %
T, SHRERMO 70X X525, 5% HE
HEIZOWTHRET L Tw <,

RS LIk T, ZHRMEEMDOIEE
B2 S22 L Tw L,
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